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Benchmarklng Sustainable Intensification on Smallholder Farms

Jim Hammond, Mark van Wijk, Nils Teufel, Kindu Mekonnen, Peter Thorne. International Livestock Research Institute, Kenya.

We present a rapid, survey based
assessment of Sustainable
Intensification, based on 800 farm
household interviews in Ethiopia.
We considered 28 indicators relating
to agricultural production,
economy, environment, human
welfare, and society'

The method relied on expert
elicitation to set locally appropriate
thresholds for each indicator, and is
summarised in the diagram below.
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Farm households were grouped into intensification terciles using the metric of cash value of produce
per hectare of land farmed. We found that as intensification increased, other domains improved too, or
did not decline. This is evidence of Sustainable Intensification due to the appropriate practices and
technologies promoted in the study sites. Note that only one of four study sites is shown here.
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