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Smallholder farmers who rely on rainfed Fig 2. Conceptual framework benefited from the free inputs distributed to them.
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Climate-smart agriculture (CSA) Is one key of CSA Fig 5. shows that the majority of the

alternative response to such (Fentie & Beyene 80 respondents (67%) received most of their oral

P-value
70
60 Information from extension services, whilst

S w0 C0.036® . .
AImS S 40 radios and television were ranked among the
g 30 . .
The main aim was to investigate the adoption 20 l I . . most preferred forms of communication by
10 .
of climate-smart  agriculture  practices ) — . — - respondents. Literature was rated as the least
_ _ Mulching Crop rotation Reduced Tillage Improved Varieties : :
among smallholder farmers in Zimbabwe. Adopted practices CSA source of information.
L _ _ B Female u Male |
SpeC|f|C ObJeCt|VeS Fig 3. Gender and the Adoption of CSA "'\ |
. . Reasons for CSA Adoption "y
1. To examine the influence of gender on the
. . . /
adoption of climate-smart  agricultural
_ Soil protection 9.8 )
practices. T
. . . : Increased crop yields 196 L 855 R Y &
2. To identify the reasons for adopting climate-
: : CSA inputs availability 58.9 _
smaurt agriculture practices.
| i i Climate variabilit 35.7 384 2590
3. To determine the sources of information that e e S A DAL\
Reduced labour 52 BE Fig 7. Data collection

farmers use to obtain knowledge on climate- demand _
: Percentage (%) .
smart agriculture. | | Conclusion
= Low preference m Medium preference m High preference

M ethO dOIOg Fig 4. Reasons to adopt conservation agriculture practices Stakeholders should target less receptive
CSA Information Sources gender groups to enhance adoption. The
Questionnaire survey: A total of 112 respondents government of Zimbabwe must encourage
were interviewed; 60 in region Il and 52 in region Il. Extension and promote CSA practices, for sustainable
. o . Radio . _
Analysis: Descriptive analysis — mean, standard and environmental management controls, and
Phone 40.2 152 i ARE L
deviation, frequency, percentage. v . Invest in extension services, education and
. o313 69
Chi-square Test — statistical differences. A - ; p— training to capitalise on effective and efficient
Stu dy Area Cooperatives 61.3 [ 303 &4l flow of Information regarding to CSA
Literature 38.4 - 7 .- S S X praCticeS.
' — Percentage (%)
s | Nh~ i?fAME “ Rare W Moderate M Regular R efe re n Ces
s B Fig 5. Source of information in promoting conservation practices 1. FAO. 2017.Z I M B A B W E Country Gender Assessment Series
, 3 T National gender profile of agriculture and rural livelihoods. Gutsa I.
3 g 2017. Climate change and the livelihoods of elderly female headed

households in Gutsa village, Goromonazi District, Zimbabwe.

2. FAO. 2020. Climate-Smart Agriculture | Food and Agriculture
Organization of the United Nations. Available from
https://bit.ly/3wxE YTA.

T Ca

3. Kakraliya SK, Jatb HS, Singh I, Sapkotab TB, Singh LK, Sutaliya JM,
Sharma PC, Jat RD, Choudhary M, Lopez-Ridaura S, Jat ML. 2018.
Performance of portfolios of climate smart agriculture practices in a

rice-wheat system of western Indo-Gangetic plains. Agricultural
Water Management 202:122-133.

4, World Bank. 2021. World Bank Climate Change Knowledge Portal |
for global climate data and information! Available from
nttps://bit.ly/3yM5UJX. (accessed February 2021).

Legend
Province Border

=
Internationa I Border

- | - Specialized & Diversified (S

Farming Region (>1000mm)

A - Intensive Farming

Region (750 - 1000mm)

IIB - Intensive Farming
Region (750 - 1000mm)

11l - Semi-Intensive Farming
Region (650 - 800mm) &

N

]
S
P Y4 A s G- 0 TV Th
N 2 : ® 4 PO W . wilh W SLON ! 1
I : 14 5 _‘1 ’ ,._u,‘*:( TR ) L% A h g
" L 5 y AT Nl LN A . s . SN
) ) . : . Vi P 4 . 2 - : € w sty i
2w 7 - {4 RN n e ¥ "y 2 2 g e
43’ . e >) A > ' s A g <~
- T~ '! ' .“..,_\."l .,’_ \ - ,,,\ ' ) 'A.\. A ~..‘ .
<% s e SN VNS W va ¢ ._‘\-" 23" . R
. / . >N 4O J B\ hs .~ g
" L' A R ’ v IS R i

O) o 5.  Chamunoda Z. 2011. Zimbabwe Meteorological Services

B W Department:1-50.
Bl o < K\ B SRR L o e 6. Fentie A, Beyene AD. 2019. Climate-smart agricultural practices and
\ 4 vig : B BV PR welfare of rural smallholders in Ethiopia: Does planting method

s Lake/Waterbody SOUTH AFRICA

Fig 1. Makonde and Mhondoro-Ngezi districts. Mashonaland West
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