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* |ndonesia is one of the largest rice producers
globally, with a significant portion of its agricultural
sector consisting of smallholder farmers.

 Many smallholder farmers face economic
challenges, including low incomes and limited
access to resources.

* |n upland regions, there is growing potential for
smallholder farmers to transition from rice farming

We used decision analysis method
including stakeholder analysis and
participatory approach, using
"decisionSupport” package in R
(Luedeling et al., 2021).
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1. Analyze the long term viability of the decision by
evaluating the economic, social and risk profiles of
transitioning under various scenarios.

2. Understand the key factors influencing the
outcomes of rice to vegetable transition.

3. Provide recommendations for farmers at the farm-
level and policymakers at the landscape level to

Source: https.//id.wikipedia.org/wiki/Kabupaten Sinjai and https:/petatematikindo.wordpress.com/wp-content/uploads/2013/01/administrasi-sinjai-a1-1.jog

improve the decision-making process. -
Study site in West Sinjai district, Sinjai Regency, South Sulawesi, Indonesia
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