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5. Conclusion

The cassava production and processing are labor intensive processes. The Lack of Recommendations:

processing and storage technologies are resulting in the maximum amount of losses Interventions with simple technologies at the involved processing stages can lessen the
along the value chain. The quality of final product due to long drying periods and drudgery particularly of woman workers, improve the quality of the final product and reduce
lack of washing facilities was poor. Currently cassava was used as a cheap the food losses.

supplement to expensive staples such as Teff. Improved packaging, management of stores and appropriate control measures for insect
The improved quality of product may result in significant advance in the well being of Infestation may results in reduction of food losses.
rural and urban poor. Introduction of HQCF (High quality cassava flour) production technologies.
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