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= J]ow adaptive capacity and high exposure to natural and anthropogenic threats

= adaptation strategies are widely promoted, their impact on food security is unknown.

context

* to define food secure and food insecure household profiles
= to assess the current levels of adoption of adaptation strategies at household level and identify the drivers of adoption

= to assess the impact of adaptation strategies on household level food security and land productivity

= household survey: 200 households per site, 3 sites

= ‘IMPACTIite” survey methodology and questionnaire " soil and water conservation

= agroforestry

Kjffrine Yatenga

\ = small ruminants

® _Senegal
.—’\f

= crop diversity

La bispa

: Guinea .
Sierra Le
Cote d'Ivoire

https://cgspace.cgiar.org/handle/10568/10203
http://data.ilri.org/portal/dataset?q=IMPACT+Lite

= dry season vegetable production

methods

= improved crop varieties

* mineral fertilizer

adaptation strategies
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= characteristics and intensity of practice of adaptation strategies: * adoption of adaptation strategies can improve the food security
status of some household types, but not all:
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Intensity of practice of adaptation strategies

" no one-size-fits-all solutions: different farm types = different ‘climate-smart’ adaptation strategies
= farm typology = a good entry point to analyse which practices should be targeted to which type of farmers

= quantification of the effect of adaptation strategies on household food security - scale out practices to reduce vulnerability
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