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Background
 Researchers from the University College London’s Institute for Innovation and Public Purpose define 
Digital Public Infrastructure (DPI) as 'shared digital systems that support service delivery, foster 
innovation, and enable social and economic development.'1 Building on this foundation, the 2025 
Global DPI Summit marked a shift from theory to practical implementation, raising pressing questions 
about how DPI adoption and scale could be expanded. Successful DPI implementation will depend 
not only on the speed of deployment but, more importantly, on user adoption and the development of 
connected services that enable social and economic outcomes. Looking ahead, such implementation 
will require deeper integration of DPI into key sectors and precise alignment with core user needs and 
services.

DPI can enable agriculture investments to achieve scale, breaking down siloes and reducing the 
fragmentation that often prevents digital opportunities from having a widespread impact.2  The 
transformative potential of DPI implementation in agriculture is widely recognized – for example, 
farmers that register land, livestock, and crops using a government ID can unlock access to critical 
services that transform their productivity.3 Farmers can similarly use registered cattle as collateral 
to expand their access to markets; they can also use livestock data to speed up disease tracing and 
quickly identify and contain public threats during emergencies.4

Why, then, should animal IDs be the focus of DPI in agriculture, rather than other parts of the 
agricultural value chain? The answer is simple: animal IDs have not yet been widely explored or 
integrated within DPI for agriculture frameworks. Similar to how government-approved identification 
can change what services humans have access to, animal identification can change farmer 
accessibility to national, regional, and global markets by creating a trusted paper trail. In Uruguay, for 
example, deployment of a livestock traceability system (with a strong animal ID foundation) permitted 
Uruguayan farmers to enter the European Union export market for the first time, allowing them to 
charge (and receive) higher prices for their cattle because of the increased transparency.5 

1　 Eaves, D; Rao, K. (2025). Digital Public Infrastructure: a framework for conceptualisation and measurement. UCL 
Institute for Innovation and Public Purpose. https://www.ucl.ac.uk/bartlett/sites/bartlett/files/dpi_conceptualisation_and_
measurement.pdf 
2　 Vital Wave et. al. (2025). See pg. 8. https://vitalwave.com/wp-content/uploads/2025/09/DPI-Approach-for-Agriculture-
Sector_Final_.pdf 
3　 The World Bank Group. (2018). The Role of Digital Identification in Agriculture. See pg. 1 https://documents1.worldbank.
org/curated/en/655951545382527665/pdf/The-Role-of-Digital-Identification-in-Agriculture-Emerging-Applications.pdf?utm_
source=chatgpt.com 
4　 Ibid, at pg. 11
5　 Ibid, at pg. 12.
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How DG Implemented DPI for Livestock 
in Ethiopia
Through the ‘a Livestock Information Vision Ethiopia’ (aLIVE) program, DG is building DPI for the 
livestock subsector in conjunction with the Ethiopian Ministry of Agriculture. Established in 2022, 
the aLIVE program has built functionalities that allow livestock data to be exchanged between 
stakeholders. Prior to aLIVE, livestock data was stored across multiple formats across different 
databases, creating accessibility issues and preventing comprehensive data analysis and comparison. 
Stakeholders only had access to portions of Ethiopia’s livestock data, limiting their ability to make 
data-based decisions. To resolve these issues, aLIVE introduced a national livestock data standard, 
determined a data governance architecture and related protocols, and built a harmonized livestock 
information system. aLIVE’s chief focus has been on developing data exchange infrastructure. 

As detailed in the following sections, the linking of animal IDs to farmer registries could unlock deeper 
insights into the life cycles of farm animals while boosting the prosperities of farmers. While many 
of DG’s insights come from Ethiopia, the opportunities unearthed from investing in animal IDs are 
applicable beyond the country.

What Does Ideal DPI for Animals 
Look Like?
Ideal DPI for livestock should include, as a foundation, a strong animal ID and traceability system 
component. A common ID and data standard that smoothens data exchange will not only strengthen 
existing systems and facilitate connection to DPI building blocks (payment, ID, and data exchange) but 
also prepare many countries for the infrastructural and data demands that AI innovations will require 
in the near future.

Most countries are at different levels of DPI maturity - many have disconnected systems, while a few 
are pursuing interoperability and strengthening supply chain decision-making by bringing processes 
and systems together. To the best of DG’s knowledge, no countries are taking a ‘whole-of-sector’ 
approach that connects systems, DPI layers, and AI preparation measures. Deepening investment 
in animal IDs could serve as a powerful business case across the agriculture sector and beyond, 
accelerating efforts to bring humans and farms closer together to improve farmer livelihoods.
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Mapping the Infrastructure

The figure to the left depicts the 
infrastructure realities of many 
countries that have invested in 
digital agriculture. Layer 1 is the 
national DPI. Layer 2 represents 
various unconnected agriculture 
services, where there are no 
links between animal IDs, animal 
production processes, animal 
markets, vaccinations, and other 
systems. In these environments, 
integrating DPI and service delivery 
layers is even more challenging, and 
the agricultural ecosystem is likely 
not ready for integration.
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The “Current State” figure represents a harmonized sector (or subsector) system (Layer 2) that is 
not presently interoperable with the national DPI (Layer 1). In this state, there are rarely systems that 
connect animals, farms, and farmers. Importantly, there is often repetition of data categories and 
fields across different systems, spreadsheets, and registries. This signals that shared infrastructure 
could be appropriate.
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In the “Ideal State,” multiple layers are integrated to improve farmers’ lives: the sector-based systems 
and cross-sector DPI are integrated, allowing for future deployment of AI. By strengthening all the data 
underpinning a dairy cow (such as life cycle data pertaining to birth/identification, vaccination, dairy 
production, disease management, and market/export readiness), farmer outcomes can be changed in 
dynamic ways, especially when that data is connected to information already possessed by the human 
farmer.

Connecting the farm and the animal through an animal ID is just one use case of many that are 
possible.. The system operability benefits derived from linking animal IDs to national DPI platforms 
could also apply to horticultural products, crops, inputs (fertilizer, soil, seeds, etc,), and their associated 
human producers.
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What’s Next: A Call to Action
The scaling of DPI hinges on its integration into existing applications and systems, particularly in key 
sectors. Given that they are foundational to sector-scaled DPI, animal IDs present smallholder farmers 
with an opportunity to further economic development, public health, and trade access.

By investing in animal IDs now, governments and donors can shift from broad DPI investments to 
tangible, transformative service delivery that builds trust, increases economic gains, and enables 
resiliency and flexibility for the future.
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