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Abstract

Women who farm in rural communities of Nigeria are typically poor and are  vulnerable

to events of climate change. An understanding of the Climate Smart Agriculture (CSA)

practices engaged by these women is required to strengthen and improve their adaptive

capacity to cope with climate change events. An empirical study was, therefore,

conducted to investigate the factors influencing rural women’s choice of CSA practices.

Through the multistage sampling procedure, 280 rural women in Akwa Ibom State,

Nigeria were selected as representative farmers. Data were collected using a semi-

structured questionnaire. Multinomial Logit Model was employed to analyze the data.

Analysis revealed that the most critical factors influencing rural women’s choice of

adopting CSA practices were age, education, frequency of extension contact,

membership in a cooperative and farm size. Findings further showed that age of women

farmers significantly influenced the probability of choosing to adopt crop residue mulching

and improved high yielding varieties (p<0.01).  Results also revealed that the educational

level of women had a positive and significant (p<0.05) influence on choice of efficient

use of fertilizer.  Results of the study further revealed that the choice of non-adoption,

cover cropping and crop residue mulching was significantly influenced by the size of

farmland. Women’s decision to choose agroforestry was significantly (p<0.05)

influenced by the terrain of farmland, as farmers with steeper and slopy lands had a
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higher probability of choosing agroforestry. Improving women access to educational

opportunities would be rational policy option for adoption of CSA practices.

Key words:   Adoption, agroforestry, climate smart approaches

Introduction

Climate smart agriculture (CSA) is an integrative approach to address the inter-

linked challenges of food security and climate change. Climate change is a serious

challenge to sustainable crop and livestock production, and food security. According

to Mutoko (2014), climate change poses new challenges to fight against poverty and

achieve sustainability of agrarian livelihood in sub-Saharan Africa (SSA).  Changes

in rainfall patterns and increasing temperatures have impacted agricultural production.

Studies by Kurukulasuriya and Rosenthal (2003) and Kurukulasuriya et al. (2006)

suggest that climate will adversely affect agricultural production in SSA through

declining crop yields and livestock productivity caused by rainfall variability, rising

temperatures and increased pest/disease incidences. An empirical study by Lobell et

al. (2011) also corroborate that losses in crop yields arising from climate change

may negatively impact and thereby threaten the survival of smallholder farmers in

SSA.

Though the effects of climate change are expected to vary geographically (Jost et

al., 2016), the poor and vulnerable smallholder farmers particularly rural women are

reported to be at higher risk of negative impacts from climate change (Kakota et al.,

2011; Goh, 2012; Jost et al., 2016).  This may be connected with the fact that

household responsibilities such as child care and the collection of firewood and water

makes women particularly climate sensitive since they take on more agricultural work

as men migrate for labour even in the face of less access to agricultural resources

such as land extension services and input (Petermann et al., 2010; Doss, 2011;

FAO, 2011, Kakota et al., 2011; Wright and Chandari, 2014).  But the increasing

role of rural women in small holder agricultural production provides an important

opportunity to positively impact food production and security in a changing climate

(Carvajal-Escobar et al., 2008).

It is estimated that if rural women had equal access to agricultural resources as men,

output could be increased by 20-30% and the total number of hungry people globally

could be reduced by 12-17% (FAO, 2011). Farm level studies by Ghathala et al.

(2011), Khatri-chhetri et al. (2011)  and  Sapkota et al. (2014)  also suggest that

adoption of CSA technologies can improve crop yields, increase input use efficiency

and net income, and reduce green house gas (GHG) emissions. But despite the
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various benefits of CSA techniques (Palaanisam et al., 2015), rural farmers are yet

to take full advantage of CSA practices.

With a population of 150 million, Nigeria’s agriculture must undergo a significant

transformation to meet the challenges of over population, climate change, poverty,

and food insecurity.  According to James et al. (2015), climate  should be part of the

solution in addressing the problem. Therefore, focusing practices and attention on

women is an important strategy for effective decision making on the choice of adoption

of these practices. Given the role of rural women in agricultural production, the

constraints faceds in adopting new technologies and the challenges of climate change,

it becomes imperative to study the factors influencing rural women’s choice of

practices. This study was conducted to empirically estimate the determinants of

adoption choice of practices by rural women in southern Nigeria.

Methodology

The study was conducted in Akwa Ibom State of Nigeria. The state is in the rainforest

belt and lies between latitude 4o33' and 5o53' North and longitude 7o25' and 8o25'

East.  The total land area in the state is 7,249 square kilometers and it has an estimated

population of 3.9 million (National Population Commission, 2006).  The state has 31

Local Government Areas.  There are six Agricultural Project Development (ADP)

zones in the state namely; Uyo, Abak, Oron, Etinan, Eket and Ikot Ekpene.  Akwa

Ibom State is characterized by heavy rains and the annual precipitation ranges between

2000-3000 mm. There are seasons – the rainy season of March to October and

short dry season of November to February.

Selection of interviewees

Multi stage sampling technique was used to select a total of 280 rural women farmers

used for the study.  First, out of the 6 ADP zones were randomly selected.  Secondly,

villages were randomly selected per ADP zone to make a total of 4.  Thirdly, 70

women were selected per village to give 280 rural women. Primary data were obtained

from a cross section of the rural women using questionnaire and focus group discussion

among young and adult women.

Theoretical model

To model the determinants of adoption choice of  Multinomial Logit Model (MNL)

was used. The model is used to analyze the factors influencing choice of CSA practices

among rural women in Akwa Ibom State, Nigeria. The model was preferred because

it permits the analysis of decisions across more than two categories in the dependent

variable; hence it becomes possible to determine choice probabilities for the different
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CSAs practices. On the contrary, the binary probit or logit models are limited to a

maximum of two choice categories (Maddala, 1983). The MNL was preferred for

this study due to its simplicity in computation. This MNL model was used by Ayuya

et al. (2011).

The MNL model is expressed as follows:

P(y-/j/x) - /exp(Xbj)/[1+ j/1, 2,  j]……….............................. Eq. 1

Where: y denotes a random variable taking on the values (1,2, ….j) for a positive

integer j and x denote a set of conditioning variables. X is a 1 x K vector with first

element unity and b
j
 is a KX1 vector with j = 2, ….j. In this case, y denotes Climate

Smart Agriculture Practices  or categories while x denotes specific household and

farm characteristics of the rural women. The inherent is how changes in the household

and farm specific characteristics affect the response probabilities P(y=j/x), j = 1,2,….,j.

Since the probabilities must sum to unity, p(y=j/x) is determined once the probabilities

for j=1,2,…., j are known. For this study, the CSA used in the study area were

characterized, after which the most adopted practice by farmers (or decision

categories) were identified.

The parameter estimates of the MNL model only provide the direction of the effect

of the explanatory variables on the dependent (choice) variable, thus the estimates

represent neither the actual magnitude of change nor the probabilities. Instead, the

marginal effects are used to measure the expected change in probability of a particular

technique being chosen with respect to a unit change in an independent variable from

the mean (Greene, 2000). To obtain the marginal effects for the model, Equation 1 is

differentiated with respect to the independent as shown in Equation 2.

 =P
j
( ………….......................................................... Eq. 2

It has also been observed that the marginal effects and respective coefficients may

be different (Hassan and Nhemachena, 2008) since the former depends on the sign

and magnitude of all the other coefficients.

The empirical specification for examining the influence of explanatory variables which

are described in Table 1 on the choice of CSA (Y) is given as follows:

Y = 1….j -/b
0
+ b

1 
(Age) + b

2
 (Edu) + b

3
(Farm Size) + b

4
(Farming Exp) +b

5

(Extension) +b
6 
(Land Tenure) +b

7 
Terrain + 

8 
(Membership)  +b

9
 (Household Size)

+ m………................................................................................................. Eq. 3
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Table 1.  Variables used in the Multinomial Logit Model and their expected signs

Variables Definition and measurement of variables used  Expected

 Sign

Age Age in years of the farmer (continuous) +

Education Number of years of formal education (continuous) +

Farm size Size of farmland available in hectares (continuous) +

Farming Exp. Number of years of experience in farming (continuous) +

Extension contact Number of visits by extension agent (Within

one cropping season) (continuous) +

Land Tenure Land ownership by title deed (1=owned by title deed,

0 =otherwise) +

Terrain Topography of the land (1=slopy & steep, 0 if otherwise) +

Membership If a farmer belong to an agricultural related group

(1=belong to a group, 0 = otherwise) +

Household size Number of household members (continuous) +

Where:

y denotes a random variable taking on the values (0,1,2,3,4) for non-negative integer j.

Y
0
 = Choice of no climate smart agriculture practice

Y
1
 = Choice of crop residue mulching

Y
2
 = Choice of improved high yielding varieties

Y
3
 = Choice of cover cropping

Y
4
 = Choice of  efficient use of fertiliser

Y
5
 = Choice of agro forestry

Test for collinearity of variables used in the model

Multi-collinearity is one of the important econometric problems of cross sectional

data analysis. It is a state of very high inter-correlations or inter-associations among

the independent variables. To ensure the consistency, unbiaseness and reliability of

inference about the multinomial logit model estimates, multicollinearity was tested

using the variance inflation factor (VIF). The VIF has a minimum possible value of 1.

Value greater than 10 indicates a probably of collinearity problem between the

independent variables under consideration. VIF was estimated using the formula

stated below:

VIF; 1/
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Where:

 is the multiple correlation coefficient between the independent variable under

consideration.

Results and discussion

Collinearity among specific variables

Table 2 presents the VIF result for multicollinearity between the explanatory variables

used in the multinomial logit equation. No multicollinearity problem was detected.

Result implies that the estimates of the multinomial logit model have minimum variance,

were consistent, unbiased and statistical inference made about the data are reliable.

Socioeconomic characteristics of  women

Most of the women farmers (57.14) were within the age of 20-40 years, indicating

that they were within the economically active and productive age. This result is

synonymous with earlier empirical studies by Edet and Etim (2014) and Etim et al.

(2017) in their study of urban farming and its potentials for waste recycling.

About 14.29 percent of women were single as shown in Figure 2, whereas  85.71

percent were married. The result implies that by reason of marriage, most women

lost their decision making ability to their husbands who take decisions to adopt

agricultural technologies.

The educational background of the rural women is shown in Figure 3. The result

revealed that most farmers (35.71 percent) had attained primary education and 42.86

percent had attained secondary education. This is an indication that the rural farmers

were literate and therefore were faster in the adoption of innovations.

Table 2.   The variance inflation factors (VIF) test result for multi collinearity of variables used in

the analysis

Variable                                                                           VIF estimates

Age 1.032

Education 3.015

Farm size 2.009

Household size 1.387

Farming experience 3.020

Farming size 2.588
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Figure 1.   Age of farmers.

Figure 2.   Marital status of farmers.

Majority of the farmers (78.5 percent) had between 11-20 years experience in farming

whereas 12.5 percent had 6-10 years experience in farming (Fig. 4).  About 8.93

percent had between 1-5 years experience in farming. The result implies that most

women had long years of experience about successes and failures of technologies in

agriculture. Overtime, experience would support overcoming challenges either by

sticking to the technology or seeking new technologies for the purpose of trying them

out.
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Figure 3.  Educational status of farmers.

Figure 4.   Farming experience of women

Figure 5 revealed that 64.29 percent of women had between 11-15 years membership

in social organisation; whereas 12.5 percent had between 1-10 years membership in

social organisation.  About 23.21 percent of the women belonged to social organisation

for more than 15 years.

The farm size of the women is shown in Figure 6. Most of the women (78.57 percent)

cropped farmlands less than 1 hectare, whereas 17.86 percent cropped farms

between 1 to 1.2 hectares. Only 3.57 percent of the women cultivated more 2 hectare

of land. This result suggests that majority of respondents were subsistence farmers

who cultivated small farm holdings mainly for family consumption. This result is in
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Figure 5.   Membership of social organisation

Figure 6.  Farm size.

conformity with earlier empirical findings by (Etim et al. (2017) in their study of

adoption choice of soil enhancing materials by arable crop farmers in Nigeria.

Rate of adoption of CSA practices by rural women

Figure 7 revealed the rate of adoption of the different CSA practices.  From the

figure, 42.86 percent of the women chose to adopt improved high yielding varieties,

17.86% choose cover cropping whereas 17.86, 15 and 17.14% of the rural women
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Figure 7.   Rate of adoption of climate smart agriculture practice.

Figure  8.  Sources of information on climate smart agriculture (CSA) practice.

choose to adopt crop residue mulching, efficient use of fertiliser and agro forestry,

respectively.

Sources of information

Figure 8 showed the different sources of information on CSA to rural women, 35.71

percent of the rural women received information on CSA through radio broadcasting,

17.86 percent in meetings and conferences, 32.14 percent through friends, relatives
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Figure 9.   Constraints to the adoption of CSA practices by rural women.

and other women farmers, whereas 14.29 percent received CSA information from

extension personnel.

Figure 9 identifies the constraints to the adoption of CSA practices by rural women.

From the figure, 42.86 percent of the rural women lacked adequate CSA information,

35.71 percent lacked adequate planting materials/inputs whereas 21.43 percent lacked

capital.

Figure 10 shows the perceived benefits from the adopted CSA practices.  About 50

percent, 31.43 percent and 18.57 percent of rural women perceived increase in

household income, improved food supply and security and better environment as

benefits of adopting CSA practices, respectively.

Result of marginal effects

Table 3 presents the result of the marginal effects of multinomial logit model.  The

result showed that age of the household head positively and significantly influenced

the probability of choosing crop residue mulching and improved high yielding varieties

by 3.88 and 1.18%, respectively.  Result implies that older women farmers are more

interested in trying out new ideas because of their risk taking behaviour. This result is

contrary to earlier empirical study by Etim (2015) that younger farmers are more

likely to try and adopt new agricultural technologies.

Educational level of the women farmers was significant and had a direct effect on

choice of efficient use of fertilizer. Raising the level of education , increased the



probability of choosing to use fertiliser efficiently by 1.35 percent.  Result is in

conformity with earlier empirical findings by Feder et al. (1985); Udoh and Etim

(2006); 2008; Etim and Okon (2013); Etim and Edet (2013); Etim (2015) and Etim

et al. (2017) who found that education empowers farmers to interpret and respond

to new ideas  much faster than their counterpart with lower education.  The fact that

human capital plays a direct role in the acquisition and evaluation of innovations is

supported by this result.  Ba.cha et al. (2001) and Zegeye (2001) in Ethiopia, Chirwa

(2005) in Malawi, Chianu and Tsujii (2004), Etim (2015) and Etim et al. (2017) in

Nigeria obtained similar results. Maddison (2006) also agree that education may

increase an individuals ability to acquire and absorb information on climate change

and various farm management practice.

Membership of social organisation positively influenced the choice of improved  high

yielding varieties at 10 percent level of significance. Women farmers who were members

of agriculturally related social organisations had a higher probability of choosing

improved high yielding varieties by 8.18 percent.  This is not unconnected to the fact

that with socialisation, women farmers are exposed to a wide range of ideas,

knowledge and information.  Nkamleu (2007) in earlier studies reported that

membership in social groups exposed farmers to a broad range of innovations and

improved their access to information through training and regular contact which

eventually changes their attitude to innovation positively.  This result also conforms to

earlier empirical findings by Nchinda et al. (2010), Ayuya et al. (2012) and Etim et

al. (2017).

Figure 10.  Perceived benefits from the adopted climate smart agriculture practices.



Table 3.   Marginal effects from the Multinomial Logit on the choice of climate smart agriculture practice

Explanatory variables             No adoption           Crop residue           Improved high                Cover                    Efficient use            Agro forestry

mulching              yielding varieties        cropping           of fertiliser

Sex 0.7604(0.5100) 0.0070(0.2010) 0.3888(0.0010) 0.7990(0.0107) 0.3306(0.0089) 0.2097(0.0076)

Age 0.0078(0.0016) 0.0388(0.0027) 0.01802(0.0221) 0.0100(0.0500) 0.5106(0.0700) 0.031(0.1803)

Education 0.1062(0.0911) 0.1102(0.0187) 0.0051(0.0138) 0.6010(0.0302) 0.0135(0.0017) 0.2108(0.3030)

Farming experience 0.0830(0.0160) 0.2106(0.0133) 0.8100(0.0156) 0.2302(0.0241) 0.0800(0.0011) 0.1755(0.0020)

Extension contact -0.0281(0.0091) 0.1662(0.0810) 0.1720 (0.0810) 0.0970(0.0200) 0.0109(0.0088) 0.1907(0.0333)

Household size 0.1102(0.2818) 0.4473(0.0251) 0.3021(0.0117) 0.5507(0.0111) 0.0607(0.1001) 0.3939(0.0310)

Membership of cooperative 0.5006(0.3003) 0.5220(0.0707) 0.0818 (0.1010) 0.7108(0.00011) 0.0800(0.3010) 0.0309(0.5000)

Land tenure 0.2771(0.1130) 0.6331(0.0068) 0.1799(0.0031) 0.6500(0.0224) 0.0903(0.0610) 0.8001(0.0014)

Farm size 0.0311(0.1500) 0.3103(0.0708) 0.8007(0.0038) 0.0833 (0.0108) 0.0308 (0.0011) 0.3088(0.1010)

Terrain 0.0200(0.6133) 0.1709(0.0113) 0.0085(0.0004) 0.0908(0.0025) 0.0818(0.0010) 0.1576 (0.0405)

Note:*** ,**, and * are significance at 1, 5  and 10%,  respectively.  Figure in parenthesis are p-values
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The choice of agro-forestry was influenced by the terrain.  Women farmers who

cropped on steeper slopy lands had a higher probability of choosing agro-forestry

by 15.16  percent. The adoption of agro forestry as a CSA practice is not unconnected

to the fact that agro-forestry improves the quality of farms by it allows producers to

make the best use of their land and is a very important practice in food supply of

small holder farmers (Asten et al., 2011).

The choice of efficient use of fertilizer was positively and significantly influenced by

the size of farms.  Increasing the farm size by one hectare raises the probability of

choosing efficient use of fertilizer and cover cropping by 3.08 and 8.33 percent,

respectively. This result suggests that smaller farm discourage technology use.  Larger

farms often give room for the experimentation on a small plot of land (Small Plot

Adoption Technique) without compromising family food supply and security.  Zepeda

(1994) reported that the benefits desirable form large scale adoption of innovations

is higher for larger farms.  Similar empirical findings on the positive effect of increasing

farm size on technology adoption were reported (Onyenweaku et al., 2010; Etim

and Edet, 2014; Etim, 2015; Etim et al., 2017).

The frequency of extension contact influenced women’s choice of non-adoption.

This suggests that an increase in extension contact by one visit, decreased the probability

of choosing not to adopt any CSA practice by 28.10 percent. Increasing the visits by

extension personnel, raised the probability of using improved high yielding varieties

by 17.20 percent.  Findings by several aythors (Adesina et al., 2000; Abdulai and

Huffman, 2005; Tixale, 2007; Yirga, 2007; Menale et al., 2009; Etim et al., 2017)

agree with this notion frequency of extension contacts being a proxy for farmer’s

access to agricultural information positively affected adoption of innovations.

Conclusion

The adoption choice of CSA practices by rural women identified were crops residue

mulching, improved high yielding varieties, cover cropping, efficient use of fertilizer

and agro forestry.  The most critical factors identified as influencing the rural women’s

choice of adopting CAS practices included age, education, frequency of extension

contact, membership of social organisation, farm size, and terrain of land.  Polices to

encourage the education of rural women and increase their access to land should be

pursued.



15

ETIM, N.A.A.  et al.

References

                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                

Abara, I. O. C. and Singh S. 1993.  Ethics and Biases in Technology Adoption: The

Small Farm Argument. Technology Forecasting and Social Change 43:289-

300.

Abdulai,  A. and Huffman, W.E.  2005. The diffusion of new agricultural technologies:

The case of crossbred-cow technology in Tanzania.  American Journal of

Agricultural Economics 87:645-659.

Adesina, A. A., Mabila, D., Nkamleu, G. B. and Endamana, D. 2000. Econometric

analysis of the determinants of adoption of alley farming by farmers in the forest

zone of Southwest Cameroon. Agric Ecosyst. Environment 80:255-265.

 Al-Hassan, R. and Poulton, C. 2009. Agriculture and Social protection in Ghana.

Future Agricultures, Working Paper No. 009.

Asten, P. J. A. Van, L. W. I. Wairegi, Mukasa, D. and uringi, N. O. 2011. Agronomic

and economic benefits of coffee-banana intercropping in Uganda’s smallholders

farming systems. Agricultural System 104:326-334.

Athula, S. and Scarborough, H. 2011. Coping with Climate Variability by Rain-fed

Farmers in Dry zone, Sri Lanka. Towards Understanding Adaptation to Climate

Change. Australian Agricultural and Resource Economics Society (AARES), 55th

Annual National Conference 8-11 February, 2011, Melbourne, Victoria.

Ayuya, O. I., Waluse S. K. and Gido, O. E. 2011. Multinomial Logit Analysis of

Small-Scale farmers Choice of Organic Soil Management Practices in Bungoma

Country, Kenya. Current Research Journal of Social Sciences 4(4):314-322.

Bacha, D., Aboma G., Gemeda, A. and De Groote, H. 2001. The determinants of

fertilizer and manure use in maize production in Western Oromiya, Ethiopia. Seventh

Eastern and Southern Africa Regional Maize Conference , 11-15 February,

Pretoria, South Africa.

Carrajal-Escobar, Y., Quintero-Angel, M. and Garcia, Vargas, M. 2008. Women’s

role in adapting to climate change and variability. Advances in Geosciences

14:277-280. Doi.10.5194/adgeo-14-277-2008.

Challinor, A. J., Watson, J., Lobell, D. B., Howden, S. M., Smith, D. R. and Chhetri,

N. 2014.  A meta-analysis of crop yield under climate change and adaptation.

Nature Climate Change 4:287-291 doi 10.1038/n climate 2153.

Chianu, J. N. and Tsujii, H. 2004. Determinants of farmers’ decision to adopt or not

adopt inorganic fertilizer in the savannas of northern Nigeria. Nutrient Cycling in

Agro ecosystems 70(3):293-301.

Chirwa, E.W. 2005. Adoption for fertilizer and hybrid seeds by smallholder maize

farmers in southern Malawi Development Southern Africa 22(1):1-12.

Deressa, T., Hassan, R.M., Alemu, T., Yesuf, M. and Ringler, C. 2008. An analysis

of determinants of farmer’s choice of adaptation methods and perceptions.

International Food Policy Research Institute, Washington, DC.,USA. P. 2.



16

Makerere University Journal of Agricultural and Environmental Sciences

  Doss, C. 2011. If women hold up half the sky, how much of the world’s food do

they produce? (ESA working paper No. 11-04). Rome: Food and Agriculture

Organization of United Nations (FAO). Retrieved from www.fao.org/docrep/

013/am309e/am309e00.pdf.

Edet, G. E. and Etim, N. A. 2014. Urban Farming and its potentials for waste recycling.

American Journal of Social Sciences 2(1):16-20.

Etim, N.A. and Okon S. 2013. Sources of Technical Efficiency among Subsistence

Maize Farmers in Uyo, Nigeria. Journal of Agricultural and Food Science

1(4):48-53.

Etim, N. A. 2015. Adoption of Inorganic Fertilizer by Urban Crop Farmers in Akwa

Ibom State, Nigeria. American Journal of Experimental Agriculture 5(5):466-

474.

Etim, N. A. and Edet, G. E. 2013. Adoption of Inorganic fertilizer by Resource Poor

Cassava Farmers in Niger Delta Region, Nigeria. International Journal of

Agricultural Innovations and Research 2(1):94-98.

Etim, N. A., Okon, S. E. and Ebenezer, M. 2017. Adoption Choice of soil enhancing

materials by resource poor farmers. Russian Journal of Agriculture and

socioeconomic 3(63):160-169.

FAO (Food and Agriculture Organization) 2011.  The state of food and agriculture

2010- 2011. Women in agriculture, closing the gender gap for development. 

Rome: Retrieved from http://www.pubmedcentral.nih.gov/articlerender.

fcgi?artid=32919368.tool(=pmcentrez&rendertype=abstract.

FAO 2013. Climate Smart Agriculture Sourcebook, Rome: www.fao.org/climate-

smrt-agriuclture/72611/En

Feder. G. Just, R. E. and Zilberman, D. 1985. The adoption of Agricultural Innovations

in developing countries a survey. Economic Development and Cultural Change

32(2):255-98.

Fernandez-Cornejo J. 1996. “The Microeconomic impact of 1PM Adoption: Theory

and Application”. Agricultural and Resource Economic Review 149-160.

Ghathala, M. K., Ladha, J. K., Kumar, V., Saharawat, Y. S., and Pathak, H. 2011.

Tillage and Crop establishment affects sustainability of south Asia Rice-Wheat

system.  Agren. J. 103 (4):961-971.

Goh, A. 2012. A literature review of the gender differentiated impact of climate

change on women’s and men’s assets and well-being in developing countries

(CAPRI Working Paper No. 106). Washington, D.C: CGIAK Systemwide

Programme on Collective Action and Property  Rights  (CAPRi)  Retrieved 

from http://www.capri.cgiar.org/wp/capriwp106.asp.

Greene, W. H. 2000. Econometric Analysis 5TH Ed. Prentice Hall, New Jersey.



17

ETIM, N.A.A.  et al.

Hassan, R. and Nhemachena C. 2008. Determinants of African Farmer’s Strategies

for adapting to climate change: Multinomial Choice analysis. Afr. J. Agric. Res.

2(1):83-104.

Jost, C., Kyazze, F., Neelormi, S., Kinyangi, J., Zongmore, R., Aggarwal, P., Bhatta,

G., Chaudhury, M., Tapio – Bistrom, M., Nelson, S and Kristjanson, P. 2016.

Understanding gender dimensions of agriculture and climate change in smallholder

farming communities. Journal of Climate and Development  8 (2): 133-144.

Kakota, T., Nyariki, D., Mkwambisi, D., and Kogi-Makau, W .2011.  Gender

vulnerability to climate variability and food insecurity.  Climate and Development

3:298-309. Doi:10.1080/17565529.2011.627419.

Khatri-Chhetri, A., Aryal, J.P., Sapkota, T. B. and Khurana, R. 2016. Economic

benefits of climate smart agricultural practiced to small scale farmers in the Indo-

Gangetic Plains of India.  Curr.Sci 110 (7): 1251-1256.

Kurukulasuriya, P. and Rosenthal, S. 2003. Climate change and agriculture: A review

of impacts and adaptations. Climate Change Series World Bank, Washington

DC., USA.

Kurukulasuriya, P., Mendelsohn, R., Hassan, R., Benhi, J., Deressa, T. Diop, M.,

Eid, H. M., Fosu, K. Y. Gbetibouo, G., Jain, S., Mahamadou, A., mano, R.,

Kabubo-mariara, J., El-Marsafawy, E. M., S, Ouda, S., Ouedraogo, M. Sene,

I., Maddison, D. Seo, S. N. and Dinar, A. 2006. Will African Agriculture Survive

Climate Change? The World Bank Economic Review Advance Access 1-22.

Lasco, R.D., Delfino, R. J., Catacutan, D. C., Simelton, E. S. and Wilson, D. M.

2014 Climate Risk Adaptation by Small holder Farmers: The roles of Trees and

Agroforestry. Current Opinion in Environmental Sustainability 6:83-88.

Lobell, D. B., Banziger, M., Magorokosho, C., and Vivek, B. 2011. Nonlinear heat

effects on African Maize as evidence by historical yield trials. Nature Climate

Change 1:42-45.

Maddala, G.S.1983. Limited Dependent and Qualitative Variables in

Econometrics. Econometrics Society Monographs. Cambridge University

Press, Cambridge, UK.

Maddison, D. 2006. The perception of and Adaptation to Climate Change in Africa.

CEEPA Discussion Paper no 10. Centre for Environmental Economics and Policy

in Africa, University of  Pretoria, South Africa.

Matata, P. Z., Ajay, O. C., Oduol, P. A. and Agumya, A. 2010. Socio-economic

factors influencing Adoption of Improved Fallow Practices among small holder

farmers in Western Tanzania. African J. Agri Res 5(8): 818-823.

Menale, K., Zikhali, P., Kebede, M. and Edwards, S. 2009. Adoption of Organic

Farming techniques: Evidence from a Semi-Arid Region of Ethiopia Environment

for Development EFD DP 09-01.



18

Makerere University Journal of Agricultural and Environmental Sciences

Mutoko, M. C. 2014. Adoption of Climate Smart Agricultural Practices: Barriers,

Incentives, Benefits and Lessons learnt from the MICCA Pilot Site in Kenya.

National Population Commission (NPC). 2006. Population census of the Federal

Republic of Nigeria. Analytical Report at the National Population Commission,

Abuja, Nigeria. Final report for MICCA Programme, Food and Agriculture

Organization, Rome, Italy.

Nchinda, V. P., Ambe T. E., Holvoet, N. Leke., W. Che, M. A., Nkwate, S. P. and

Ngassam, S. B. 2007. Factors influencing the adoption intensity of improved

yam (Dioscorea spp.). Seed technology in the Western highlands and high guinea

savannah zones of Cameroon. J. Appl. Bio 36:2389-2402.

Nellemann, C., Verma, R. and Hislop, L. 2011.  Women at the frontline of climate

change:  Gender risks and hopes: A rapid response assessment.  United Nations

environment Programme, GRID-Arendal. Retrieved from https://

www.google.com/url?q-http://www.unep.org.

Nelson, S. and Huyer, S. 2015.  A Gender Responsive Approach to Climate –

Smart Agriculture.  Evidence and Guidance for Practitioners.  Practice Brief.

Nelson, V. and Stathers, T. 2009.  Resilence, power, culture and climate: A case

study from semi-arid Tanzania, and new research directions.

Gender and Development 17 (1):81-94.doi:10.1080/13552070802696946.

Ngige, S. N. 2009. Climate Change Adaptation Strategies: Water Resources

Management options for small holder farming system in sub-Saharan Africa. The

MDG Centre for East and Southern Africa, The Earth Institute at Columbia

University, New York, 186p.

Nkamleu, G. B. and Adesina, A. A. 2000. Determinants of chemical input use in

peri-urban lowland systems. Bivariate probit analysis in Cameroon. Agricultural

Systems 63: 111 21.

Nkamleu G. B. and Adesina A. A. 2000. Determinants of chemical input use in peri-

urban lowland systems. Bivariate probit analysis in Cameroon. Agricultural

Systems 63: 111 21.

Nkamleu, G. B. 2007. Modelling farmers’ decision on integrated soil nutrient

management in Sub-Saharan Africa: A Multinomial Logit Analysis in Cameroon.

In: Bationo, A., Waswa, B., Kihara, J. and Kimetu, J. (eds).  Advances in integrated

soil fertility management in Sub-Sharan Africa: Challenges and opportunities.

Netherlands. Springer Publishers. pp. 891-903.

Onyenweaku, C. E., Okoye, B. C. and Okorie, K. C. 2010. Determinants of  fertiliser

adoption by rice farmers in Bende Local Government Area of Abia State, Nigeria.

The Nigerian Agricultural Journal 41(2):1-6.

Palanisami, K. Kumar, D. S. Malik, R. P. S., Raman, S., Kar, G. and Monhan, K.

2015. Managing water management research: analysis of four decades of research

and outreach programmes in India.  Economic and Political Review 33-43L

(26/27).



19

ETIM, N.A.A.  et al.

Sapkota, T. B., Majumdar, M. L., Kumar, J. A, Bishnoi, D. K. Mc Donald, A. J.

and Pampolino, M.  2014. Precision nutrient management in conservation

agriculture based on wheat production of Northwest India: profitability, nutrient

use efficiency and environmental footprint.  Field Crop Res. 115:233-244.

Teklewold, H., Mekonnen, A., Kohlin, G. and Falco, S. D. 2016. Does adoption of

multiple climate-smart practices improve farmers’ climate resilience? Empirical

evidence from the Nile basin of Ethiopia. Environment for Development. Discussion

Paper Series EID DP 16-21.

Tizale, C. Y. 2007. The dynamics of Soil degradation and incentives for optimal

management in the Central Highlands of Ethiopia Ph.D Thesis, Department of

Agricultural Economics, Extension and Rural Development , Faculty of Natural

and Agricultural Science, University of Pretoria, South Africa.

Udoh, E. J.  and Etim, N. A. 2006. Cocoyam farms in Akwa lbom State, Nigeria. A

Stochastic Production Frontier Approach. Journal of Sustainable Development

in Agriculture and Environment 2:41-48.

Udoh, E. J. and Etim, N. A. 2008. Measurement of  farm-level efficiency of waterleaf

(Talinum triangulare) production among city farmers in Akwa Ibom State.

Journal of Sustainable Development in Agriculture and Environment 3(2):47-

54.

World Bank, FAO and IFAD, 2015. Gender in climate – smart agriculture: module

18 for gender in agriculture source – book.  Agriculture global practice.  Washington

DC, World Bank Group.

Wright, H. and Chandani, A. 2014.  Gender in scaling up community based adaptation

to climate change. In: Shipper, L., Ayers, J., Rad, H., Hug Huq, S. and Rahman

(Eds.).  Community based adaptation to climate change; scaling it up. pp. 226-

238. New York, NY: Routledge.

Yirga, C. T. 2007. The dynamics of soil degradation and incentives for optimal

management in Central Highlands of Ethiopia. Ph.D Thesis. Department of

Agricultural Economics, Extension and Rural Development, University of Pretoria,

South Africa.

Zegeye ,T., Tadesse, B. and Tesfaye, S. 2001. Determinants of adoption of improved

maize technologies in maize growing re uyuee gions in Ethiopia. Second national

maize workshop of Ethiopia 12-16 November, Addis Ababa, Ethiopia.

Zepeda, L. 1994. Simultaneity of technology adoption and productivity.  J. Agric.

Resource, Economics 19:46-57.


