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Subject of Review:  Food security measurement is essential to identify who lacks sufficient
food to meet basic needs. The choice between available measures also
shapes how food security is understood and addressed. The food
security measures used most frequently are either experiential, derived
from survey responses, or model-based, estimated from national level
data. These approaches have differing strengths, weaknesses, and
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implement, but experiential measures can offer more nuanced
estimates with varying classifications of food insecurity. Data users
are often faced with multiple food security measures when assessing
policy outcomes and monitoring food security levels. Surveys and
models capture different components of food insecurity, and a
comparison of the measures can inform users which approach may be
most appropriate in different circumstances.
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