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INTRODUCTION

Tef is the most important staple crop in Ethiopia. Despite its importance and increasing demand
in local and global markets, tef production and productivity have remained low. Therefore this
experiment was implemented to assess farmer technology preferences and to create wider
demand for the availability of high yielding improved tef varieties. The improved variety of Kora
with its associated recommended management practices was used and compared with the local
tef growing practice in the 2019 growing season on 65 farmers’ farm lands. All the necessary data
were collected and estimated using descriptive statistics. The result showed that the variety of
Kora provided a higher average grain yield of 2682.4 kg ha' and resulted in a yield advantage of
approximately 76.9% higher grain yield over the local variety under farmer’s practices. The result
further showed that in the study areas a higher technological index of 41.6% was recorded.
Participant farmers were agreed that the variety Kora had longer panicle length, resistance to
lodging, resistance to waterlogging, longer in plant height, higher in grain, and straw yield
compared to their local variety and even the previously introduced varieties. The improved
variety drew a lot of attention from farmers because of its high yielding potential, white seed
colour, good straw yield, and lodging resistance. The result indicated that promoting the
improved tef Kora variety at a large scale, along with the recommended management practices,
could increase farmers' access to improved variety seed and extension services.
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Tef [Eragrostis tef (Zucc) Trotter] is Ethiopia's most important staple crop
and a versatile cereal crop when it comes to adapting to a variety of
agro-climatic and soil conditions ( ). Tef is a staple food
crop in Ethiopia and Eritrea, where millions of people depend on it
). It's also grown in Northern Kenya, South Africa,
the United States, Canada, Australia, the Netherlands, and Yemen for
small-scale gluten-free grain production ( ). Tefis a
lower-risk crop than other cereals because it can withstand adverse
weather conditions. Tef grows best between 1800 and 2100 meters
above sea level, 750-1000 millimetres of annual rainfall, and a
temperature range of 10 to 27 degrees Celsius (
). Tef is a gluten-free, high-protein grain with a nutty flavor.
Tef has a protein content that is similar to other grains, ranging from 7 to
11 percent ( ). Minerals such as calcium, iron, potassium,
and zinc are also available in Tef. Tef grain has a carbohydrate content of
around 73 percent ( ). Tef straw is the staple diet
of all ruminant classes, where it is regarded as a nutritious fodder
comparable to good natural pasture and far preferred to other cereal

straw, especially during the dry season (

; ). Straw yield has now equaled grain yield
in importance for farmers ( ). Tef straw is
often used as a mulch and in the construction of house walls when mixed
with clay ( ; ). Tef has the highest value in
terms of production and consumption, and its trade surplus is second
only to coffee in terms of value ( ). The tef production
area continues to expand, and the number of farmers producing tef is
increasing. Tef was grown by approximately 6.8 million farmers in 2018,
compared to 4.4 million farmers in 2001/2002 ( ). Similarly, the
tef area planted increased from 1.8 million hectares in 1997 to more than
3 million hectares in 2018 ( ). The largest tef-producing regions
in the country are Oromia and Amhara, which together accounted for
87.5 percent of national tef production volume and 85.4 percent of the
cultivated area during the 2017/2018 cropping season. Amhara region is
the second-highest producer with a 38.6% share of volume of production
and average productivity of 1.8 tons ha' ( ). Despite its
growing importance and demand in local and international markets, tef
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production and productivity have remained low, at 1.8 tons ha (

), far below the crop's potential of 3.2 tons ha! ( ).
The low tef yield appears to be due to a lack of understanding about
potential avenues for increasing tef productivity, as well as botany issues.
Tef research has gotten little national and global attention, owing to its
regional significance in Ethiopia ( ). While there has
been researching on improved tef varieties since the mid-1950s,
investments have been limited, and only a small number of improved
varieties i.e., about 44 varieties have been released by the national
research system ( ). Agronomic constraints, such as lodging,
low use of modern inputs, and high post -harvest losses, also contnbute
to low tef yields (

). The use of outdated and Iow-yreldrng local

landraces, as well as the lack of high-yielder, improved varieties (

) and the limited use of inorganic chemical fertilizers (

), also contributed to the lower level of productivity. The
availability and accessibility of improved seeds are key factors in the
adoption of improved varieties (

). Limited or no participation of the end-user farmers
during the early stages of technology generation and adaption period
was the other most important factor that accounted for the low level of
adoption. Farmers were merely passive beneficiaries of the agricultural
technology production and verification processes, which were initiated
and implemented solely by researchers. Farmers are more
knowledgeable of their issues than outsiders, and therefore are in a
stronger position to analyze and recognize the technologies that best
serve their current circumstances, which is one of the reasons for
promoting farmer participation in the research process. Farmers who are
more knowledgeable about improved genotypes are more likely to
embrace new cultivars since they are better informed about the
genotypes' benefits. According to ( ) and

), knowledge of the existing varieties was among the important
factors which determined agricultural technology adoption. In most
situations, technology exposure is not haphazard, and technology
knowledge is a necessary precondition for adoption (

). Many previous studies found that farmers
who took part in on-farm experiments, demonstrations, farmer study
groups, and field visit events were more likely to implement |mproved
agricultural technology than those who did not ( ;

). Farmers partrcrpatron would improve the
vaIrdrty of research findings in the field and the acceptability of the
technology produced. This experiment is, therefore, initiated to evaluate
and promote the improved Kora tef variety and to assess the perception
of farmers about the variety.

MATERIALS AND METHODS
Description of the study area

The study was done in the low land areas of Ensaro and Efratana gidim
districts of the North Shewa zone Amhara region in the Meher season of
2019. The districts were selected purposively based on tef growing
potential. Ensaro was located between 99 49'59.99” North and 39° 00’
0.00” East while it was 9° 29'59.99” North and 39° 39" 59.99" East for
Efratana gidim district. The areas have a unimodal rainfall pattern, with
annual average rainfall ranging from 943 to 1199 mm and annual
average temperatures ranging from 17.6 to 23 degrees Celsius. The
altitude ranges between 1263 and 3000 meters above sea level for both
locations. The study area's production system is classified as a mixed
crop-livestock agricultural system; in which smallholder farmers produce

both crops and livestock. Sorghum, tef, and mung bean are some of the
most common crops grown in the area.

Materials and research approach

The improved variety of Kora was used for this research. This variety
was released in 2014 by the Ethiopian Institute of Agricultural Research,
Debre Zeit Agricultural Research Center ( ). The variety is a
white-seeded high-yielding potential variety resulting on average 2.5-3.2
tons ha! on research station and it ranged from 1.8-2.8 tons ha-' under
farmers’ fields ( ; ). A 20 kg seed rate was
used, along with 100 kg P20s i |norgan|c fertilizer and 40 kg ha"' nitrogen
fertilizer. About 300 kg of improved seed was delivered to 65 farmers and
about 17.5 ha of land were covered. The experiment was implemented in
a participatory approach. To enhance farmer participation, two farmers'
research and extension groups (FREG) were established in both
locations, each with 27 members. All participating farmers, FREG
participants, and experts received training on the agronomic practices,
which included both theoretical and practical portions, before the start of
the trial. Finally, at the end of the field trial, model farmers, development
agents, experts, and farmers from the experimental sites gathered for
field days. Field day events are valuable because they provide a platform
for interaction between farmers and extension personnel, as well as
among farmers themselves, for the exchange of new knowledge and
experience ( : ;

).
Data collected

A checklist and focus group conversations were used to gather
qualitative and quantitative data from experimental plots and participant
farmers (FGDs). Secondary information was gathered from a variety of
published and unpublished sources. All agronomic data, including grain
and biomass vyields, were collected via quadrants in an X' pattern from
randomly selected farmlands. FREG members were asked to see how
they felt about the improved variety and what they preferred. Farmers
brainstormed to determine their key variety evaluation criteria to consider
when evaluating improved tef varieties in the sense of their area.
Farmers evaluated tillering capability, disease resistance, and adaptation
to the environment, panicle length, stalk strength, plant height, grain
yield, and straw yield.

Method of data analysis

The data were analyzed using simple descriptive statistics like frequency,
percentages, mean, and standard deviation, as well as a narrative
summary. To see whether the improved variety's mean biomass and
grain yield were significantly varied from the local variety under the
existing farmers' practice, an Independent Sample T-test was employed.
Yield advantage of the improved Kora variety with its associated
management practice over the farmers' local variety under the existing
situation was analyzed by using the formula:

Yield advantage of the improved technology = {(Yi-Yj)/Yj} x 100

Where: Yi: average yield of the improved variety, Yj: average yield of the
local variety

Furthermore, the technological gap, extension gaps, and the
technological index were estimated to evaluate the productivity impact of
the improved variety with its associated management practices and to
estimate the yield loss as a result of using the local variety with farmers’
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traditional management practices using the following formulas suggested

TG=YiY] 2
EG= PYi-Yi rerrerrereereureummarmammarenrenenrenenrerenreaeas 3
(TGIPYi) X 100 #ersrsresseesnssenssssnsnsssensnsanninnees 4

Where: TG: technological gap, EG: extension gap, PYi: potential yield of
the improved technology, Tl: technological index..

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION
Yield performance of the improved tef technology on farmers’ field

In both locations, the result from an analysis of variance showed that a
significant variation of grain yield at P<0.05 was found between the local
and the improved varieties. In Efratana gidim and Ensaro districts,
respectively, the variety Kora produced a significantly higher mean grain
yield of 2682.4 and 2013.3 kg ha™'. The improved variety returned a
higher grain yield in Efratana gidim district than Ensaro might probably
be attributed to agro-ecological variations, environmental differences, soil
type, and the farming system. The use of improved production
technologies that included high-yielding variety (Kora) of tef with its
recommended agronomic practice resulted in 76.9% and 79.4% higher
grain yield over the local variety with farmer’s practices in Efratana gidim
and Ensaro districts, respectively. The current findings were found to be
consistent with those of ( ), who recorded an average
yield of 2868 kg ha! from the same variety in North-Western Ethiopia.
Feed shortage is a major issue for farmers in the low lands of the study
areas, where the sorghum and tef production systems predominate. In
both locations, the improved tef variety yielded more biomass than the
local tef variety (Table 1). The improved Kora variety in the Ensaro
district produced a higher biomass yield (8194.2 kg ha-1), while the local
variety in the same district yielded a lower biomass yield of 5280 kg ha-".
As a result, the improved variety outperformed the local variety by 23-
55.2 percent in terms of total biomass yield. When compared to the
findings of ( ), who reported an average biomass yield
of 11700 kg ha'' from the same variety, this result was relatively lower.

Technological gap, extension gap, technology index, and its wide-scale
implication

Table 2 presents the information on the technological gap, extension gap,
and technological index. The result showed that the variety of Kora in
conjunction with the recommended agronomic practices resulted in a
higher technology gap, a higher extension gap, and also a higher

technological index in both locations. The technological gap is the result
of comparing the improved variety's demonstrated yields to the yield
obtained from the local variety. The result indicated that the technological
gap was found at 1165.7 kg ha"! for Efratana gidim and 891.1 kg ha! in
the Ensaro district. These technological gaps could be narrowed down
using the improved tef varieties based on the recommendation. Farmers'
decisions on whether and how to implement modern technology, on the
other hand, are influenced by the complex relationship between the
technology's characteristics and a variety of conditions and
circumstances ( ). The
availability and accessibility of |mproved seeds are key factors in the
adoption of improved varieties (

). One of the most significant sources of innovation |s
improved seed, which is also one of the most cost-effective and
productive agricultural inputs ( ). Through a
combination of improved technologies and improved farmer cultivation
practices, small-scale farmers in Ethiopia can produce higher yields from
seeds of improved varieties. The use of improved seeds, according to

, increases productivity by 50 percent.

In the Ensaro district, the extension gap calculated from the difference
between the potential yield and farmer's demonstrated yield of the
improved variety was 786.7 kg ha-', while in the Efratana gidim district, it
was 117.6 kg ha'. This result appeared to corroborate with the results of

( t ’

), who proposed that extension agents in Ethiopia assisted in the
diffusion of vital information to farmers in the early stages of adoption.
The technological index indicates the level of feasibility of the introduced
technology in the farmer’s field. The lower the technology index value,
the more feasible the technology is. In both locations, a higher
technological index of 41.6% and 31.8% were recorded in the Efratana
gidim and Ensaro districts, respectively. Similar findings were also
reported by in tef. These higher results of
technological and extension gap indicated that there is still room to
improve its productivity and to transform the sector easily by using the
existing improved varieties with its associated recommended agronomic
managements. The current study's findings suggest that concentrated
efforts are needed to educate and motivate farmers to adopt improved
production technologies to close the extension gap. In Ethiopia, about
3,023,283.5 million hectares of land were covered by tef and,
approximately 6.8 million farmers were engaged in growing the crop in
the 2017/18 growing season ( ). To determine the nationwide
effects, let if the technological and extension gaps were narrowing down
by 25% through creating better access to improved technologies and
availing proper extension services. The average technological gap
calculation revealed that a 25% increase in tef production in the study

Table 1. Mean grain and biomass yield of the demonstrated tef varieties

District

Local variety (n=3)

Kora variety (n=3)

Mean Std. Mean  Std. t-test
Grain yield Efratana gidim  1516.7 50556 26824 23876  3.611"
(kg ha) Ensaro 11222 20594 20133 31758  4.078"
Biomass yield Efratana gidim 59879  408.26  7364.9 1141.39  1.968"s
(kg ha) Ensaro 5280.0 360.00 81942 1279.62 3.797"

**_Mean difference is significant at p<0.05, ns= nonsignificant

Table 2. Effect of improved production technologies on the technological gap, extension gap, and technology index

District Technological gap (kg ha')  Extension gap (kg ha)  Technological index (%)
Ensaro 891.1 786.7 31.8
Efratana gidim  1165.7 117.6 41.6

Note: The potential yield for the improved Kora variety was 2800 kg ha™! ( )
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areas would result in a 257 kg ha-' increase and a 14.3% increase in the
current national volume of tef production. This finding appeared to be in
line with (Benson et al., 2018).

Farmer preference

In recent years, participatory research has become increasingly relevant
in public agricultural research. The degree to which a technology
dissemination process is participatory and ensures the participation of all
stakeholders, especially the poorest members of society, are frequently
used to assess its effectiveness (Binswanger-Mkhize et al., 2009). The
basic planning tasks, performing on-farm ftrials, and evaluating the
planning and trials are all focused on "learning by doing," with
researchers, extension staff, and farmers participating. As a result, the
aim of participating farmers and other actors in the research system is to
optimize yield while also improving actors' participation in selecting
technologies that meet their preferences for long-term technology
diffusion. The farmers' tef selection requirements were presented in Table
3. Farmers chose varieties based on tillering ability, plant height, panicle
length, lodging resistance, seed color, and straw yield. Seed color was
the overarching selection criteria stated by the participant farmers during
the interview. For market purposes, white to very white seed color is
preferred, while brown seed color is preferred for home use. In tef,
lodging is the most important significant production constraint. Tef has
tall, slender stems that are easily lodged by the wind or rain. The result
showed that in all variety evaluation parameters, except in the tillering
capacity that more than half of the participants prefer the local variety; all
participant farmers during the field evaluation preferred the improved
Kora variety over the local variety. All participant farmers were agreed
that the variety Kora had longer panicle length, resistance to lodging,
resistance to waterlogging, longer in plant height, higher in grain, and
straw yield compared to their local variety and even the previously
introduced improved varieties. This result is in agreement with that of
actual grain and biomass yield obtained from the field trials. Due to its
high yielding ability, extremely white seed color, and better straw yield,
the variety attracted a lot of interest from farmers. All of the participant
farmers during the field visit agreed that the variety, Kora, outperforms
their local seed stock. Most importantly, all the participant farmers finally
agreed to continue growing the variety Kora instead of their local cultivar.

Table 3. Farmers variety evaluation parameters

Kora variety Local variety

Variety evaluation parameters (%) (%)
Longer panicle length 100 0
Resistance to lodging 100 0
Resistance to waterlogging 100 0
Str.ong stalk and longer in plant 100 0
height

Have a higher tillering capacity 416 58.4
Have higher straw yield 100 0
Have higher grain yield 100 0
Seed color (whiteness) 100 0
Preferred to grow by next year 100 0

Women participation, access to improved agricultural technologies, and
extension services

In many developing countries, including Ethiopia, women, whom make
up half of the population and play a critical role in the rural economy, face
greater challenges to productive assets than men (Patil and Babu, 2018;
Raney et al., 2011). Although many attempts have been made to achieve
more sustainable development by mainstreaming gender-related issues

in the agriculture sector, male and female farmers in Ethiopia have
significantly different production efficiency. In Ethiopia, agricultural
productivity gaps between male and female-headed households range
from 33 to 67 percent, owing to gender disparity in productive resource
endowment and inadequate access to agricultural extension services, as
stated in many previous findings (See for example Aquilar et al., 2015;
Challa and Mahendran, 2015; Gebre et al., 2019; Tiruneh et al., 2001). In

the study areas including in tef production women are actively involved in
most of the farm activities.

R T e 7o
Figure 2. FREG members in Ensaro district during field evaluation
during the flowering stage
Ly -

Land preparation during planting and weeding of tef was mainly operated
by women. Efforts have been made during the trial's implementation
period to increase women's involvement in enhanced seed and
agricultural extension services. From the total 528 participant farmers in
training, farmer research and extension group, field day events, and
farmers who were directly addressed through the provision of the
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improved seed of the variety Kora, 93 of them were women accounted
for 17.6%, which we consider it as being very low. The farmer, who was
seen in front of the camera in Figure 3, was among the most influential
women who were growing the improved variety. She lives in Woko
fikreselam kebele of Ensaro district. She explained that her husband was
refusing to grow the improved variety because of fear of risks. He was
incredulous about the new technology but | strongly argue with him and
after all, he agrees with me and decides to participate in the current
study, she said. As she reflected during the field visit now her husband
thanks her and all the family members were very happy about the
decision they made and having participated in the study. As seen in the
figure she was very happy with her decision and looks very shiny, makes
all the participants funny during the field visit.

Field days and large scale promotion

At the maturity stage of the trial, highly active farmer's field days were
held in both locations to bring together farmers and other stakeholders in
the agricultural value chain to raise awareness on the best performance
of the improved tef technologies. Model farmers, agricultural extension
experts, representatives from local NGOs, and higher officials attended
the field days, which were organized by the Research Center in
collaboration with the respective Agricultural Offices. Field visits,
knowledge sharing, and in-depth discussions on the demonstrated
technologies were all part of the field day schedule. Over 311 out of
which 55 female farmers and experts attended the field day event.

Participants during the field visit gave an eye witness and applauded the
improved variety for its good growing performance. It attracted a lot of
attention from farmers because of its high yielding ability, relatively white
seed color, and better straw yield. Straw yield is no less important than
grain yield for the farmers. They also preferred the improved Kora variety
as it was resistant to waterlogging, resistant to lodging explained by its
strong stalk, its good panicle length, and its longer plant height. Finally,
participant farmers during the field event were confirmed that all of them
were deciding to grow the variety by next year.

CONCLUSION

The result revealed that the improved variety of Kora with its associated
recommended management practices on average yielded a significantly
higher grain yield of 2682.4 kg ha-' and resulting in a 79.4% higher grain
yield over the farmer’s practices. The findings also revealed that the
study area had a higher technological index of 41.6 percent, suggesting
that there is potential to boost its productivity and to transform the sector
by using the improved tef varieties with its associated recommended
management practices. Further, participants during the field visit also
give an eye witness and applaud the improved variety for its good
growing performance. The improved variety attracted a lot of attention
from farmers for its high yielding ability, white seed color, better straw
yield, and lodging resistance. According to the findings of this study,
concentrated efforts are needed to educate and encourage farmers to
adopt improved production technologies to narrow down the extension
gap using the improved tef technologies.

AUTHOR CONTRIBUTIONS

Yehuala Kassa developed the concept and the final proposal for the
research project and established the experiment. Also, Yehuala Kassa
was involved in designing the experiment, conducted field experiments,
collected the data, performed the statistical analysis, and drafted and
finalized the manuscript. Shumet Chakle, Teklemariam Ayele, Beneberu

Teferra and Awlachew Ayfokiru read and revised the manuscript. All
authors read and approved the final manuscript.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

The Amhara Agricultural Research Institute provided financial support for
the research work, which the authors are grateful for. We also want to
express our gratitude to the farmers and agricultural experts from the
Ensaro and Efratana gidim districts who were directly involved in the
fieldwork.

COMPETING INTERESTS

The authors declare that they have no competing interests.
ETHICS APPROVAL

Not applicable.

REFERENCES

Abera, H. B. (2008). Adoption of improved tef and wheat production
technologies in crop-livestock mixed Systems in northern and western
Shewa Zones of Ethiopia. Submitted in partial fulfillment of the
requirements for the degree of Ph.D. in the Faculty of Natural &
Agricultural Science Univerity of Pretoria, Pretoria.

Aguilar, A., Carranza, E., Goldstein, M., Kilic, T., & Oseni, G. (2015).
Decomposition of gender differentials in agricultural productivity in
Ethiopia. Agricultural Economics, 46, 311-334.
https://doi.org/10.1111/agec.12167

Asfaw, S., Shiferaw, B., Simtowe, F., & Gebretsadik, H. M. (2011).
Agricultural technology, seed access constraints, and commercialization
in Ethiopia. Journal of Development and Agricultural Economics, 3(9),
436-447.

Asfaw, S., Shiferaw, B., Simtowe, F., & Lipper, L. (2012). Impact of
modern agricultural technologies on smallholder welfare: Evidence from
Tanzania and  Ethiopia. Food  Policy, 37(3), 283-295.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foodpol.2012.02.013

Assefa, K., Chanyalew, S., Genet, Y., & Asfaw, M. (2017). Tef ( Eragrostis
tef ) Variety Kora Description of the variety Kora. Ethiop. J. Agric. Sci.,
27(2), 137-140.

ATA. (2011). Five-year Vision and Roadmap of Interventions to Transform
the Ethiopian Seed System. Agricultural Transformation Agency Addis
Ababa, Ethiopia.

Bekele A. Shiferaw, T. A. K., and L. Y. (2008). Technology adoption under
seed access constraints and the economic impacts of improved pigeon
pea varieties in Tanzania. Agricultural Economics, 39(11), 309-323.

Benson, T., Legesse, E. E., & Thurlow, J. (2018). Expanding Teff
Production: Economywide Analysis of Growth and Poverty Impacts. In B.
Minten, A. S. Taffesse, & P. Brown (Eds.), Economics of teff: exploring
Ethiopia’s biggest cash crop (pp. 237-262). Washington, DC:
International Food Policy Research Institute.

www.cornous.com

Kassa et al., 2021 26



Berhane, G., Paulos, Z., Tafere, K., & Tamiru, S. (2011). Foodgrain
Consumption and Calorie Intake Patterns in Ethiopia (No. ESSP ||
Working Paper 23). Development Strategy and Governance Division,
International Food Policy Research Institute, Ethiopia Strategy Support
Program II, Ethiopia.

Biagini, B., Kuhl, L., Gallagher, K. S., & Ortiz, C. (2014). Technology
transfer for adaptation. Nature Climate Change, 4(9), 828-834.
https://doi.org/10.1038/nclimate2305

Binswanger-Mkhize, H. P., Regt, J. P. de, & Specto, S. (2009). Scaling
Up Local & Community Driven Development ( LCDD ) A Real World
Guide to lts Theory and Practice.

Birhanu, A., Degenet, Y., Tahir, Z., & Moral, M. T. (2020). Yield and
agronomic performance of released Tef [ Eragrostis tef ( Zucc .) Trotter ]
varieties under irrigation at Dembia, Northwestern, Ethiopia. Cogent
Food & Agriculture, 6(1762979).
https://doi.org/10.1080/23311932.2020.1762979

Bultosa, G. (2007). Physicochemical characteristics of grain and flour in
13 tef [ Eragrostis tef ( Zucc .) Trotter ] grain varieties. Journal of Applied
Sciences Research, 3(12), 2042-2051.

Bultosa, G., & Taylor, J. R. N. (2004). Teff. In C. Wrigley, H. Corke, & C.
Walker (Eds.), Encyclopedia of Grain Science (1st ed., pp. 281-290).
https://doi.org/10.1016/B0-12-765490-9/00172-5

Challa, M. T., & Mahendran, A. (2015). Gender difference and its impact
on agricultural productivity: the case of Sheko district in Bench Maji zone
of SNNP, Ethiopia. International Journal of Current Research, 7(11),
22938-22942.

Chamberlin, J., & Schmidt, E. (2012). Ethiopian Agriculture: A Dynamic
Geographic Perspective. In P. A. Dorosh & S. Rashid (Eds.), Food and
Agriculture in Ethiopia: Progress and Policy Challenges (pp. 21-52).
https://doi.org/10.9783/9780812208610.256

Chandio, A. A., & Yuansheng, J. (2018). Determinants of Adoption of
Improved Rice Varieties in Northern Sindh, Pakistan. Rice Science,
25(2), 103-110. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rsci.2017.10.003

Charity, Y., & Tegha, Z. (2014). Effectiveness of field days on promoting
the adoption of recommended improved maize varieties by smallholder
farmers in Lilongwe District, Malawi. Purdue University. Open Access
Theses. 695.

CSA. (2018). The Federal Democratic Republic of Ethiopia Central
Statistical Agency Agricultural Sample Survey 2017/18 (2010 E.C.):
Report on area and production for major crops (private peasant holdings,
Meher season). Statistical Bulletin 586: Addis Ababa, Ethiopia.

Dadi, L., Burton, M., & Ozanne, A. (2004). Duration Analysis of
Technological Adoption in Ethiopian Agriculture. Journal of Agricultural
Economics, 55(3), 613-631. https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1477-
9552.2004.tb00117.x

Dadi, L., Regassa, S., Fikre, A., Mitiku, D., Gaur, P. M., Gowda, C. L. L.,
& Bantilan, M. C. S. (2005). Adoption studies on improved chickpea
varieties in Ethiopia.

Diagne, A., & Demont, M. (2007). Taking a new look at empirical models
of adoption : average treatment effect estimation of adoption rates and
their  determinants.  Agricultural ~ Economics, 37,  201-210.
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1111/.1574-0862.2007.00266.x

Gebre, G. G, Isoda, H., Rahut, D. B., Amekawa, Y., & Nomura, H.
(2021). Gender differences in agricultural productivity: evidence from
maize farm households in southern Ethiopia. GeoJournal, 86(2), 843-
864. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10708-019-10098-y

Gebrehiwot, L., & Mohammed, J. (1989). The potential of crop residues,
particularly wheat straw, as livestock feed in Ethiopia. Overcoming
Constraints to the Efficient Utilization of Agricultural By-products as
Animal Feed. African Research Network for Agricultural By-products
(ARNAB), ILCA, Addis Ababa, Ethiopia, 142-154.

Habtegebrial, K., Singh, B. R., & Haile, M. (2007). Impact of tillage and
nitrogen fertilization on yield, nitrogen use efficiency of tef (Eragrostis tef
(Zucc.) Trotter) and soil properties. Soil and Tillage Research, 94(1), 55—
63. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.still.2006.07.002

Heiniger, R. W., Havlin, J. L., Crouse, D. A., Kvien, C., & Knowles, T.
(2002). Seeing is Believing: The Role of Field Days and Tours in
Precision Agriculture Education. Precision Agriculture, 3, 309-318.

ICARDA. (2008). ICARDA Impact brief Fighting Poverty: Impact of
improved faba bean technologies in Africa.

Ketema, S. (1997). Tef (Eragrostis tef ( Zucc .) Trotter). Promoting the
conservation and use of underutilized and neglected crops. 12. Institute
of Plant Genetics and Crop Plant Research, Gatersleben/International
Plant Genetic Resources Institute, Rome, Italy.

Krishnan, P., & Patnam, M. (2014). Neighbors and extension agents in
Ethiopia: who matters more for technology adoption? American Journal
of Agricultural Economics, 96(1), 308-327.

Loevinsohn M., Sumberg, J., & Diagne, A. (2012). Under what
circumstances and conditions does the adoption of technology result in
increased agricultural productivity? Protocol. London: EPPI-Centre,
Social Science Research Unit, Institute of Education, University of
London.

Mengistu, D. K., & Mekonnen, L. S. (2012). Integrated Agronomic Crop
Managements to Improve Tef Productivity Under Terminal Drought. In P.
[. M. M. Rahman (Ed.), Water Stress (pp. 235-254). Retrieved from h
https://doi.org/10.5772/30662

Messrs. M. Zappacosta, W.I. Robinson, N. E., & Scott Ronchini, N. L.
(2007). Special Report FAO/WFP Crop and Food Supply Assessment
Mission to Ethiopia.

Mihiretu, A., & Abebaw, L. (2020). Scale-wide evaluation and promotion
of improved teff technologies under dryland scenario: Economic
profitability, farmers ’ preference and constraints in Northeast Amhara,
Ethiopia. Cogent  Food &  Agriculture, 6, 1746228.
https://doi.org/10.1080/23311932.2020.1746228

Minten, B., Tamru, S., Engida, E., & Kuma, T. (2013). Ethiopia’s Value
Chains on the Move : The Case of Teff. ESSP Il Working Paper 52.

www.cornous.com

Kassa et al., 2021 27



MoA. (2014). Crop variety register issue No. 17. Federal Democratic
Republic of Ethiopia Ministry of Agriculture: Plant variety release,
protection, and seed quality control directorate. Addis Ababa, Ethiopia.

MoA. (2018). Crop variety register issue No. 21. Ministry of Agriculture
plant variety release, protection, and seed quality control directorate.
Addis Ababa, Ethiopia.

Oswald, A. (2005). Striga control — technologies and their dissemination.
Crop Protection, 24, 333-342.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cropro.2004.09.003

Patil, B., & Babu, V. S. (2018). Role of Women in Agriculture.
International Journal of Applied Research, 4(12), 109-114.

Plaza, S., Bossolini, E., & Tadele, Z. (2009). Significance of genome
sequencing for African orphan crops: the case of tef. African Technology
Development Forum Journal, 6(3-4), 55-59.

Raney, T., Anriquez, G., Croppenstedt, A., Gerosa, S., Lowder, S,
Matuscke, I., ... Doss, C. (2011). The role of women in agriculture.
Retrieved from http://www.fao.org/publications/sofa/en/

Refera, A. (2001). TEF Post-harvest Operations. Institute of Agricultural
Research Organization, Holetta Agricultural Research Center (IARO).
AGSI/FAOQ.

Samui, S. K., Maitra, S., Roy, D. K., Mondal, A. K., & Saha, D. (2000).
Evaluation On front line demonstration on Groundnut ( Arachis hypogaea
L .) in Sundarbans. J. Ind. Soc. Coastal Agric. Res., 18(2), 180-183.

Tefera, H., & Belay, G. (2006). Eragrostis Teff (Zuccagni) Trotter. In M.
Brink, G. Belay, O. T. Edje, & E. Westphal (Eds.), Plant Resources of
Tropical Africa 1. Cereals and pulses. (pp. 68-72). ROTA Foundation,
Wageningen, Netherlands / Backhuys Publishers, Leiden, Netherlands /
CTA, Wageningen, Netherlands. 298.

Tesfay, T., & Gebresamuel, G. (2016). Agronomic and economic
evaluations of compound fertilizer applications under different planting
methods and seed rates of tef [Eragrostis tef (Zucc.) Trotter] in Tahtay-
Koraro Woreda, North Ethiopia. Journal of the Drylands, 6(1), 409-422.

Tiruneh, A., Tesfaye, T., Mwangi, W., Tiruneh, A., Mwangi, W., & Verkuijl,
H. (2001). Gender Differentials in Agricultural Production and Decision-
Making Among Smallholders in Ada, Lume, and Gimbichu Woredas of
the Central Highlands of Ethiopia. Mexico, D.F.: International Maize and
Wheat Improvement Center (CIMMYT) and Ethiopian Agricultural
Research Organization (EARO).

Verkaart, S., Munyua, B. G., Mausch, K., & Michler, J. D. (2017). Welfare
impacts of improved chickpea adoption: A pathway for rural development
in Ethiopia? Food Policy, 66, 50-61.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foodpol.2016.11.007

WWW.COrnous.com Kassa et al., 2021

28



