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ABSTRACT 

Climate change poses serious threats to water availability and therefore affects 

agriculture water. This has become a serious concern for Ghana, especially Northern 

Ghana where farming is solely rain-fed.  This study was carried out to assess the 

implication of climate change-induced agriculture water security for smallholder farmers 

in the Upper East Region of Ghana. Both qualitative and quantitative research design 

were used for the study. The qualitative and quantitative data were obtained from 350 

smallholder farmers from the Upper East Region.  The Water Poverty Index (WPI) model 

was used to estimate the water poverty level of farmers in the study area. The findings 

from this model showed that only farmers in the Bawku West District (BWD) are water 

insecure while those in the Nabdam and Binduri districts are water secure. The Kendall’s 

Coefficient of concordance was used to rank the identified constraints affecting 

smallholder farmers’ water management practices. The findings revealed that drought, 

distance to water source and inadequate water resources were the major constraints 

farmers faced in managing agriculture water. The Multivariate Probit model was used to 

examine factors that influence smallholder farmers’ adoption of water management 

strategies in the study area. The results revealed that sex, age, runoff/erosion, FBO 

membership, household size, extension services, credit and drought were the factors that 

influence the adoption of water management strategies. Finally, the Trade-off Analysis 

Minimum Data (TOA-MD) model was used to determine the economic impacts of 

efficient water management strategies on selected economic outcomes of smallholder 

farmers. The findings revealed different level of negative impacts of climate change on 

the net revenue per farm, poverty rates and per capita incomes under climate change 

without adaptation. When adaptation was considered, the magnitude of negative impacts 

was minimal, and the gains to most farmers increased significantly. This means that, if 

adaptation is accounted for, there are possibilities for farmers to benefit, given the right 

measures and availability of climate smart technologies.  
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CHAPTER ONE 

1.0 INTRODUCTION 

1.1 Background 

In Sub- Saharan Africa (SSA), the main occupation of majority of the population is 

agriculture, production in this region faces challenges that result in low yields due to 

its agro-ecological characteristics, making it so vulnerable to impacts of climate 

change (delay in the rainy season onset, irregularities rains) which leads to low yield 

resulting in food insecurity.  

The greater part of agriculture in SSA is rain-fed in nature and very susceptible to 

drought (Ziba, 2015). Despite these challenges, agriculture still account for 

approximately 22.7% of Ghana’s Gross national product (GDP) and employing a good 

number, about 54% of work force (GSS, 2012). The most critical constraints facing 

the future of agricultural production is the issue of scarcity of water for agriculture. 

Serdeczny (2015) noted that with the current trend of climate change, projections 

shows that West Africa will experience more climate change impacts, mostly on food 

production, ocean productivity, Severe risks to human health and food security. Africa 

is obviously more vulnerable to climate change and the related consequences that 

affect all industries, in particular human health and agriculture. 

In order to enhance sustainable agriculture and good human health, effective water 

management needs to be ensured in order to obtain enough water for agricultural 

activities to combat climate change impacts on food security. Efficient agricultural 

water management is concerned with making water availability and accessibility for 

agricultural purposes (ADB, 2010). The current trend of population growth directly or 
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indirectly is anticipated to intensify water demand which will eventually mount 

pressure on the finite water resources (Population Action International, 2011). This 

therefore raises concerns for future water security especially for agriculture. 

 The incidence of erratic rainfall has created uncertainty for agriculture, water security, 

food security and nutrition, and therefore irrigation water must be used as a 

supplementary source for agriculture. Agriculture water is very necessary in 

improving productivity, while reducing poverty and ensuring sustainable rural 

livelihood (Safilios-Rothschild, 2005).  

The availability of agricultural water helps households generate more revenue, thereby 

increasing their economic resilience and also transforming livelihoods (Tucker & 

Leulseged, 2010).  The current era of climate change has affected the beginning of the 

rainy season, mainly the delay and unreliable pattern of rainfall, thus negatively 

affecting rain-fed farming.  

Climate change, food and water security have motivated a considerable number of 

studies (,Gariba 2018, Adiku et al. 2015, Owusu 2015, Ziba 2015,  Amikuzuno and 

Hathie, 2013 etc). All concluded that livestock and crop yields declined drastically 

with no adaptation action to climate change. These studies however, could not address 

how agriculture water scarcity affect smallholder farmers’ production, their net 

returns, per capita and welfare. It is therefore, very important to assess the water 

security of agriculture households in the Upper East region to raise awareness among 

farmers about the importance of water availability for farming and how they can 

manage water for agriculture activities and also to explicitly address water scarcity 
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impacts on smallholder farmers livelihood, revenue, per capita income and net returns 

from their farming activities.  

The study therefore sought to assess the implication of agriculture water security for 

smallholders farmers in the study area by determining water security level at the farm 

households, the existing constraints encounter by farmers in managing water, the 

major factors influencing smallholder farmers decision to adopt water management 

and finally the economic impacts of efficient water management strategies on selected 

outcomes of smallholder farmers. The water poverty index was used to determine the 

level of water security of small farmers households found in the area of study. 

The Kendall concordance coefficient was then used to rank the identified constraints 

faced by farmers in the management of agricultural water, while the multivariate 

probit model was applied in determining the adoption of various water management 

strategies which help to conserve water for agricultural use.  Finally, the Multipurpose 

Impact Assessment Model thus the Trade-off Analysis of Minimum Data (TOA MD) 

was used to determine the economic impacts of efficient water management strategies 

on selected economic outcomes of smallholder farmers. 
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1.2 Problem Statement 

In general, agricultural production faces negative climatic impacts, especially water 

scarcity at global level. Water scarcity results from climate change, which is of major 

concern to the world today, especially in developing countries where majority of the 

population relies solely on rainfall to grow food crops. Climate change is still expected 

to have detrimental effects on agricultural livelihoods, especially those in tropics and 

sub-Saharan Africa who largely dependent on agriculture, due to the numerous 

negative effects. Water scarcity is becoming extreme, and its availability for 

agriculture and related activities is decreasing dramatically due to climate change 

(Kbrom et al, 2016).  

In Ghana, farmers' over-reliance on rain-fed and lack of adequate sources of irrigation 

to supplement production and mitigate the impacts of climate change have been 

identified as some of the production risks in the agricultural industry (MOFA, 2015). 

This affects the agriculture sector, which is the main livelihood source for 

approximately 80 percent of the rural populace of SSA (MOFA 2014). According to 

the Central Intelligence Agency (CIA, 2019), agriculture sector contributed 20% to 

Ghana Gross Domestic Product (GDP) in 2019. This shows that in terms of GDP, 

agriculture contributes significantly to its growth. The country recent performance 

have been imperative but there are concerns of sustainability since its performance 

begins to see a downturn and losing its prominence to the service sector in 2010 

(Apam 2012). 

In northern Ghana, the farming systems are largely dependent on rainfall rather than 

irrigation, and because of the unreliability of the rains, most rain-fed crops such as 
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maize, rice, sorghum, millet, groundnut and vegetables mostly do not perform well 

since the rains stop when most of the crops are still at the vegetative stage (Nyantakyi-

Frimpong 2013). Empirical analysis in northern Ghana showed that there will be a 

significant reduction in crop yields, particularly rice, if there is an average increase in 

temperature and a corresponding decrease in rainfall. (Mabe et al 2014).    

Amikuzuno (2013) noted that most of the farmers in Northern Ghana and the nation 

largely depend on rainfall as source of water for production and with the current trend 

of climate change, production has fallen drastically. Studies at farm level in Northern 

Ghana have shown that farmers' net farm incomes and poverty rates are highly 

sensitive and responsive to the impacts of climate change, and hence livelihood assets 

will be affected by high temperatures and reduced rainfall (Amikuzuno and Hathie, 

2013). Unlike the Southern  Ghana where there are two rainy seasons allowing for all 

year round cultivation, the North which is predominantly a savannah agro ecological 

zone, is characterized by poor soils, with single and erratic rainy season as well 

recurrent floods and drought (WFP, 2015). 

 Agriculture activities in the Upper East Region are faced with serious rainfall 

fluctuations, and other climatic threats. Adiku et al. (2015) confirmed that the 

declining and irregular rainfall distributions are expected to reduce yields of maize, 

millet, groundnut, rice and other food crops in the Savannah Agro Ecological (GSA) 

region of Guinea. Precipitation related to climatic variability affects the timing and 

duration of the cropping season, crop development and production which compounds 

the risks already faced by farmers (Jaegermeyr 2016). Steffen et al (2018) also noted 

that as temperature exceeds 1°C, it poses a serious and direct disruptions to 
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agriculture, society, economies and the ecosystems. Gyamfi (2006) revealed that 

unreliable rains affect water availability for animals and crops which eventually leads 

to low yield and hence cause households to be food insecure. The increasing concerns 

about climate change, food and water security have motivated a good number of 

studies (,Gariba 2018, Adiku et al. 2015, Owusu 2015, Ziba 2015,  Amikuzuno and 

Hathie, 2013 etc) all concluded that livestock and crop yields will decline drastically if 

there is no adaptation  action to combat future climate conditions.   

These studies could not address how agriculture water scarcity affects the smallholder 

farmers’ production, their net returns, per capita and welfare.  

This study therefore sought to fill some of these gaps by assessing the implication of 

agriculture water security for smallholders’ farms in the study area, by determining 

water security level that exist in farm households, the possible constraints encountered 

by farmers in managing water, the factors influencing farmers decision to adopt water 

management practices and finally selected economic outcomes as a result of effective 

water management strategies.  

The study mainly sought to assess the implications of agricultural water security for 

smallholder farmers in Upper East region of Ghana. The study therefore answered the 

following questions below in the area of study. 
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1.2.1 Research Questions 

1. How is the level of water security in the study area of farm households? 

2. What are the potential constraints to smallholder farmers' use of water?  

3. What factors influence smallholder farmers to adopt water management 

strategies? 

4. What are some of the economic impacts of efficient water management 

strategies on selected economic outcomes of smallholder farmers? 

1.2.3 Objectives 

The main objective of the study is to assess the implications of agricultural water 

security in the study area for certain economic outcomes of smallholder farmers. 

These objectives were considered below for achieving the main objective. 

1. To determine the level of water security of farm households in the region 

2. To identify the constraints affecting smallholder farmers' use of water  

3. To examine factors that influence smallholder farmers’ adoption of water 

management strategies in the study area, and  

4. To determine the economic impacts of efficient water management strategies on 

selected economic outcomes of smallholder farmers.  
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1.3 Study Justification 

The current water security issues pose a serious problem for farmers both locally and 

globally. The situation appears to be more severe in the SSA thus Ghana and 

especially Northern Ghana. The negative impacts of water security are akin to farmers. 

In achieving water security, there is a need for simultaneous action or measures to 

tackle the water security menace.  

Given the prevailing poverty level of 54.8 (GLSS7, 2018) in the study area and the 

high dependence of the region’s population on agriculture for living, it is economically 

wise to develop policies that target the improvement of farmers conditions. This 

research provided useful information that will help government develop policies 

towards improving agriculture water scarcity of smallholder farmers and their 

production activities.  The study also provided realistic and detailed information on the 

overall water security issues for policy formulation and also contributed to achieving 

SDG (6) (ensuring water availability and sustainable water and sanitation management 

for all), with a specific target 6.4 (increasing water efficiency and thus reducing water 

scarcity). 

Considering the above important issues that need to be addressed, There is a need 

carry out this research which will reveal the true nature of water security in the study 

area. The study also contributed to water security literature in the Upper East region 

by assessing the issue of water security in agriculture and its implications for some 

smallholder farmers' economic outcomes. Findings from the study are also expected to 

serve as baseline information for development practitioners, policy makers, farmers, 

NGOs, and researchers on further studies.  
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1.4 Study organization 

This study consists of five chapters, chapter one focuses on introduction including 

background, statement of the problem and questions of research. Second chapter 

presents literature review on relevant studies related to this topic.  

The study methodology is discussed in chapter three, clearly specifying the research 

design used, the research population, the sampling technique / design data collection 

and analytical methods. Chapter four deals with the presentation and discussion of the 

findings/ results whilst chapter five concludes the study with sections of summary, 

conclusion and policy recommendation. 
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CHAPTER TWO 

LITERATURE REVIEW 

2.0 Introduction 

The chapter reviews some literature on water security, agriculture water in general, 

agriculture water management, Agriculture and climate change, the impacts of climate 

change on health and water, climate change on food security, water security of farm 

households and finally on water  scarcity and technologies.  

2.1 Agriculture Water Management 

In the past, traditional agriculture water management (AWM) used to focus on 

improving water use efficiency in large scale irrigation scheme with concern to control 

but not to manage water. (Mancosu, 2015) noted that water management strategies is 

key to increasing water productivity which is achieved by improving water 

management strategies like creating more irrigation schemes which can lead to a more 

efficient and sustainable agriculture water management. 

On the contrary, improved AWM is more holistic with the aim to mitigate 

environmental costs and other related risks of irrigation such as erosion, salinization, 

land degradation, pollution, destruction of natural habitats etc (USAID, 2015). 

Creating awareness of farmers, educating and training stakeholders either face-to-face 

or through radio and television programs help build farmers and stakeholders capacity 

to manage water well (Owusu 2016). It is more important to improve farmers’ 

knowledge, create their awareness and motivate them to practice improved AWM to 

address unchecked water problems. 
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Improving AWM practices should be an approach at multiple levels; from households 

to basin and finally to national water law and policy, since management at landscape 

and watershed is necessary to mitigate floods and droughts which enhances resilience 

to climate variability and change (USAID, 2015). Natural vegetation, forest and 

wetlands act as water reservoirs during incidence of drought and as buffers during 

flooding. This ensures that water use and allocation within watersheds significantly 

increase production, equitable and evenly access to the water resources which helps 

increase food security. Agada (2016) noted that options for improving agriculture 

water (rain fed agriculture) includes increasing plant water availability, principally 

water harvesting strategies thus in-field water management strategies like soil 

conservation to optimize water availability for crops. 

AWM practices includes water and soil conservation that help in reduction of soil 

erosion and increases groundwater infiltration, slope stabilization, terraces and bunds 

are some of common practices used to meet similar aims and objectives (USAID, 

2015). In Ghana, agriculture is largely dependent on rainfall and the distributions, 

recent rainfall figures show declining trends with uneven/poor distribution from 

1276mm in 2008 to 834mm (MOFA, 2016) hence there is need to adopt AWM in 

order to supplement production especially during drought, this can only be possible by 

encouraging agriculture water management to its realization. However, excessive 

demand, use and possible degradation of water is a threat to livelihoods sustainability 

especially those who dependent directly on it (FAO, 2014).  

Agricultural water (AW) is the primary use of water in the form of water abstractions, 

rendering soil wet in crops and forests (UNESCO, 2004). The current trend of climate 
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change affects agriculture water, making it scarce, which directly affects agriculture. 

This therefore calls for the need to manage agriculture water to ensure sustainable 

farming and realization of other ecosystem services. 

AWM encompasses different approaches, which include integrated watershed 

management, rainwater harvest, the use of small earth dams and weirs, surface (dams), 

watershed harvesting and soil profile storage and flow diversion (ACPC, 2013) 

Managing water effectively requires how much water is available, how it is used, the 

impact of other sectors on water, and the understanding of how it affects future 

scenarios (Rebelo 2014). Water retention and percolation can be improved on the field 

by the use of the following practices: zero tillage, contour ridging, infiltration pits, 

mulching among others available to make water more readily available in the soil for 

plant growth, thereby increasing productivity and groundwater recharge (IFAD 2015). 

With the above water management practices, water use in agriculture can face some 

constraints, which are grouped into two categories; consequently, due to changes in 

water quality due to climate change, water salinization and soil erosion due to heavy 

rainfall (OECD, 2014). Aside these constraints, climate change will also change 

agricultural land use and agriculture water availability, which in turn have 

consequences on water quality (OECD, 2014).  
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2.2.0 Measuring water security and identifying appropriate index for study 

Water scarcity in the previous decades was measured using varied approaches 

capturing the important aspects of pressures on water resources (Amikuzuno, 2019). 

The complexity nature of water security makes it difficult to define due to the different 

dimensions involved (Gariba, 2018). Water security is a relative concept that takes 

into account the imbalance between water supply and water demand, which differs 

because of local conditions. Water security and water scarcity are fundamentally 

dynamic in nature. Describing water security using more different or less complicated 

indicators have so many difficulties and associated with some uncertainties, which 

results in no consensus on measurement standards (Wossen et al., 2018).  

The weaknesses of some indicators are as a result of focusing mainly on domestic and 

water withdrawal instead of the focus on actual water consumption and agriculture 

water (Dasgupta et al., 2017). Some of the commonly used approaches are the 

vulnerability index for water resources commonly referred to as the criticality ratio, 

the Falkenmark indicator, the social water stress index, the physical and economic 

scarcity indicators, and finally the water poverty index was used for this study. 

 

2.2.1 Falkenmark Indicator 

Since 1989, the approach has been proposed by Falkenmark, which is widely used to 

determine a particular locality's water stress or water security level. Falkenmark noted 

that the national water scarcity is by the per capita renewable water, with threshold 

values of 500, 1000 and 1700m3 distinguishing the different levels of water stress.  
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This approach was later used by (Widstrand 1992) and the (UN-Water 2006b) 

categorizing water security by considering it to be stress free (no stress), stressful, 

scarce and absolute scarce.  Threshold of 1700m3 and 1000m3 were allowed per 

individual in a year. The table below presents the threshold with which water 

conditions are categorized.  

 

Table 1: water security indicators 

INDEX CONDITION/INDICATOR 

>1700 Stress free 

1000-1700 Stressful 

500-1000 Scarcity 

>500 Absolutely scarce 

 Source: Adopted from Kaiyatsa (2014)  

Following this indicator, Water security is measured based on the amount of water 

available for domestic or agricultural use. Water scarcity means problem of less water 

available for farmers to access for agricultural production.  
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2.3.0 Water poverty 

A nation or region is said to be water poor, when that particular nation or region 

actually pay for the cost of clean and sustainable water (thus water free from 

pollution) for domestic use or agricultural purposes and to people all times (Kropp and 

Tekken 2012).  Actually water poverty serves as a link that exists between water 

availability and its accessibility which is determined by the socioeconomic status of 

individuals or group of individuals.  

Also water poverty exists when people do not have sufficient water for their basic 

needs. Thus they may have to cover long distance before they can access small 

quantity for usage.    With this, domestically, is possible for people to be water poor 

because they have low income, as a result they cannot afford the cost especially to 

improve water sources.  

 

2.3.1. Water poverty index 

Water management is very important in ensuring water availability for agriculture 

purposes and domestic demand. There are many methods used to assess water 

scarcity, including the Water Poverty Index by (Ecology and Hydrology Centre, 2016) 

as a new holistic water management tool very relevant in determining water security 

both at household and community level, with possibilities of determining important 

areas for action and also for monitoring of progress in order to achieve targets. 

Water security in most cases considered in relation to drinking water, agriculture 

water, sanitation and hygiene, based on this, UNICEF (2010) noted that merging water 

protection with national security goals is the best way to view water insecurity in a 
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stronger and more palatable way for rights-oriented organizations to tackle water 

scarcity canker, even though, UNICEF considered water security as synonym to water 

supply. Based on UNICEF’s idea, (Calow and Mason, 2012) noted that using 

quantitative and qualitative thresholds in defining water security, will result in 

duplicate since both are the determinants for good data and results.  

This study considers the concept of the water poverty index to be paramount since it is 

the main approach that we considered in the study area when assessing water security 

levels for small farm households. In production, water is very necessary as noted by 

McNamara et al (2010) that, among others, crop and livestock production, agro-

processing, fishing, ecosystems are influenced by the water availability.  

Water poverty index provides a simple and easy-to-use measurement indicator for the 

water sector. For best result, it can also be used for planning the water sector by water 

planners and managers. However, at the level of the community or the household, 

people can use it to their own problems in order to understand how water is best 

managed to meet their needs. The idea behind the Water Poverty Index is a 

combination of water access and accessibility measures, taking into account people's 

ability to access and use fully (Kropp and Tekken, 2012). 

The basis for classifying a community or region water insecure is based on the WPI 

scores obtained, a score of WPI above 50% means water secure and below 50% means 

water insecure. Sullivan (2002) as one of the early scientists to use the WPI noted that 

in normalizing the various scores, it is necessary weighting each by 0.2 as it is 

inclusive in the formula. 
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2.3.2 Estimating water poverty index 

There are many approaches that are used in estimating water poverty. These 

approaches include the holistic approach, a simple time analysis approach and, lastly, 

the conventional composite index approach (Sullivan, 2002). These approaches will be 

described brief in this work.  

2.3.3 The Conventional composite index approach 

When using the composite index approach (Sullivan, 2002), WPI includes various 

components, including water availability, sanitation, access to safe water, and time to 

collect domestic water. Using the formulation below, the WPI is calculated based on 

this approach. 

WPI= WsS + WaA + Wt (100-T) 

Where; A is Water availability assessment adjusted as a percentage (percent), it is 

calculated using surface and ground water availability relating to all other domestic 

demand as well agriculture demand.  (S) Is the percentage of population with access to 

safe water and sanitation. T is the time taken to collect water for the household use. 

The WPI value is produced that falls between 0 and 100. A, S and T are defined 

between 0 -100. This formula is modified further as WPI = 1/3 (WaS + WsS + Wt 

(100-T)).  

With the above formula, when the value of WPI is high, it depicts how low the degree 

of water stress. Water accessibility and the time spent in collecting water can be used 

as proxy for socioeconomic well-being as by (Sullivan, 2002) 
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2.3.4 The Holistic approach 

This approach is best used based on five main components, with each comprising 

several sub-components which are presented below: 

Resources: This considered the physical component of availability of water taking 

account of both surface and underground, with water variability in mind as well 

quality of the available water.  

Access: this component considers ability of human to use water for 

agriculture/domestic activities considering the distance to a safe source of water and 

also the time required to collect household water and other important factors. This 

comprises also water for irrigation especially during drought or dry season. 

Capacity: People ability to manage water effectively for farming. The capacity is 

interpreted based on their income level that will allow them to afford water, their 

educational/experience level regarding water management and also their health status 

Use: This component considers how water is used for agricultural activities. 

Environment: This component considers people complain of land degradation, flood, 

and soil erosion. 
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Mathematical Structure of WPI 

WPI is calculated using the composite index approach. In this case we use the general 

expression below to find the five key components in combination: 

WPI = (ΣwiXi)/ (Σwi) 2.2 

The WPI value is the scarcity of water for that specific area / location 

Xi for that particular location is the I portion of the WPI structure and Wi is the 

component weight that is applied to. Each component is composed of various sub-

components, combined with the above technique and rewritten as: 

WPI = (wrR + waA + wcC + wuU + weE)/(wr + wa + wc + wu +we) 

The formula above is the mean weight of the five components comprising Capital (R), 

Access (A), Capability (C), Usage (U), and Environment (E). First, each variable is 

standardized in such a way that the values fall within the range of 0 to 100. This also 

implies, the resulting WPI value falls from 0 to 100. For the analysis purpose, the 

approach will be considered. 

2.3.5 A simple time-analysis approach 

(Sullivan, 2002) Simple time analysis approach is also another method used to 

determine WPI taking into account the time required to gain access to a specific 

amount of water needed for domestic purposes. This method actually fails to cater for 

ecosystem needs. Using this method, WPI is determined as follows: 

WPI= T/100 m3  

Where T is the time a person is required to collect water. 
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2.4. 0 Managing water 

2. 4. 1 Storage of water 

Water is very important in agriculture since it has much influence in production, its 

management by storage however is the best way to ensure water availability even 

during unfavorable era of climate change. Storing water enhances economic growth 

and also helps mollify the poverty rate by making agriculture water available for 

farming when there is need for it (Nicol, 2015).  

In most developing countries, water storage capacity is currently insufficient, even 

countries with abundant water have no capacity to store water for farming, particularly 

during the dry season, leaving most farmers helpless in the event of climate change 

(UNWD, 2015). 

With Northern part of Ghana as example, where farmers solely rely on rainfall for 

their subsistence farming, become helpless during drought or in case of any other 

event. Insufficient water infrastructure has limited the ability of most farmers to cope 

with extreme events (droughts and floods) at an estimated cost of one third of growth 

potential (Sri Lanka, 2015). 
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2.4.1. 0 Types of water storage 

2.4.1.1 Ground water 

Beneath the earth is a stock of water, with little or no evaporation at all, water can 

however be abstracted from underground such as wells or streams by the use of 

permeability of the rock (Fawag, 2015). Underground water can be improved by 

ensuring surface water availability to enhance infiltration by spreading surface water 

to increase water availability to crops (Suhag Roopal, 2018).   

 

2.4.1.2 Tanks and ponds 

Tanks and ponds are built water storage facilities by individuals or communities which 

are lined or unlined, covered or uncovered cisterns built by Water storage by 

individuals or communities for agricultural or domestic purposes. These facilities are 

usually linked to rainwater harvest and storing in small volumes which are often filled 

either by surface erosion or runoff from different dug outs or dams (USGS, 2015).  

2.4.1.3 Reservoirs 

In the climate change era, the availability of water is crucial to production, but there 

are instances that a very significant quantity or proportion (more than 90%) of the 

available may be lost through evaporation (IWMI, 2009) which affects agriculture. 

There are many ways that enhances water storage, increase productivity, and 

improvement which enables greater crop production in a season especially during dry 

season, thereby decreasing reliance on rainfall for subsistence agriculture (McCartney 

and Smakhtin, 2010). 
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2.4.1.4. Drought tolerance 

The main objective of ensuring or promoting water availability is to enhance 

agriculture productivity by encouraging water smart agriculture practices (WaSA) to 

help manage water for agriculture in order to increased crop production for every drop 

of water used.   

With the current trend of climate change stress, drought-tolerant crops are therefore 

been promoted since these crops have the ability to withstand or adapt water stress 

during climate change which also have low nutrient adsorption as compare to any 

other physiological benefits or advantages to drive the necessary management 

practices  (FAO, 2014).  

 

2.4.1.5 Mulch 

Mulching involves the process of covering the topsoil with materials such as grass, 

leaves, crop residues and straw (Gomez et al 2015). Mulching enhances soil organism 

activity which helps to improve the soil structure for rainwater infiltration hence 

prevent surface runoff and aid plant growth. As the mulch materials decompose it 

increases the amount of organic matter present in the soil and also improves the 

consistency of the soil. According to Gomez et al (2015), mulching is very important 

in aiding the soil to perform its functions which include the following; protecting the 

soil from erosion, improving infiltration of rain and irrigation water, reducing 

evaporation, protecting feeding of organisms found in the soil, it also suppress weed 

growth as well prevent soil from soil heating. The functions of mulch are well 

presented in the figure below. 
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Fig 1. Role of mulching in ensuring water availability for farming 

Source:  Gomez et al (2015) 
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2.4.1.6 Cover crop 

The issues of climate change have come with serious extreme events like floods and 

droughts, which need attention. In addressing some of these challenges, cover 

cropping is practiced. Stanley Billelo (2016) noted that cover cropping helps improve 

water infiltration, water storage and recharging of aquifers and streams. 

 Cover crops are often crops planted between other crops with the aim to improve soil 

nutrients or quality and also to prevent erosion with the ultimate aim of reducing water 

drains off from the field. Cover crop biomass prevents direct impact of rainfall that 

may occur on the soil surface while allowing drops to infiltrate to the underground 

which enhances soil macro fauna habitat creation Stanley Billelo (2016). 

In areas where there is a lack of water for crop growth, cover crops may serve as a 

mulch to maintain humidity by providing shade to cool the soil surface to minimize 

evaporation 

2.4.1.7 Stone bund 

Stone bunding is a technique practice by farmers to prevent soil erosion and runoff by 

Using stone to create a bond at a height of 20-30 cm from the ground, along the 

natural contour of the soil.  Farmers in sub-Saharan West Africa use this commonly, 

with recommendation by various governments and non-government programs to 

promote its practice. The bonds of stone act as a shield for reducing water runoff, 

allowing rainwater to lie down, infiltrate and spread more evenly over the land. This 

helps to build a nutrient-rich layer of soil; which optimizes water and nutrient use 

efficiency thereby boosting crop production Farming First.org (2012). 
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Fig 2. Stone bund practice by farmers in the Nabdam district. 

Source: Field survey 2019 

 

2.4.1.8 Irrigation 

Irrigation simply is referred as the mechanical (artificial) supply or application of 

water to agriculture land for agricultural production process. Therefore irrigation 

system refers to all the equipment use to provide water to plants Victoria Government 

(2019). Irrigation farming provides important income source for disadvantaged rural 

and peri-urban farmers Chazovachii (2012).  

Good irrigation is responsible for influencing the growth of plants from the 

preparation of seedbed, germination process, root growth or formation, utilization of 
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nutrients and yield quality. Selecting irrigation system which is best for your farming 

requires in-depth knowledge of the system which will meet the requirement in terms 

of uniform distribution to your land. In the process of watering some losses may occur 

as a result of wind drift, runoff and evaporation (Ankit Gupta 2010). 

 

2.4.1.9 Types of irrigation 

2.4.1.10 Surface irrigation 

This type of irrigation system consists of furrows, basins and any other water on the 

surface use for irrigation, which is useful for farmers to irrigate their farms. This 

system has a lot of water wastage and poor water distribution, although uniformity 

distribution can be improved with various strategies.  

 

2.4.1.11 Sprinkler systems 

This type of irrigation system is also known to be the most efficient with pressurized 

version. The system requires less labor but requires a lot of equipment and energy, the 

advantage of this system is that there is greater control over the application rate, the 

quantity and also the timing.  They are designed to reduce water loss, erosion, prevent 

frost damage and add the demanded humidity required for better plants growth. 

Sprinklers can be stationary, portable, semi portable, mobile or solid.  
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2. 4.1.12 Drip irrigation system 

This system is designed to directly deliver water to the soil surrounding the roots 

system on frequent basis which allows more infiltration of to the soil. The system is 

very productive but costly since expensive pipes or hoses are required to supply water. 

In designing the system, it is critical to make the drip system robust to function well 

for long. The good design will mean less water wastage and higher yields, this system 

provide the best uniformity distribution but require more materials. 

2.5.0 Climate change and agriculture 

Climate change greatly affects agricultural practices by rising the need for water, This 

decreases crop yields and also decreases the availability of water in areas where 

irrigation is most required or has a comparative FAO advantage (2016). Extreme 

climatic events resulting in inland and coastal flooding can directly affect the security 

of food and nutrition (Rao et al, 2016: FAO et al, 2018). 

The IPPC noted with high confidence that, with regional variation Niang et al ( 2014), 

the overall impact of climate change on major crop yields in the African region is 

likely to be negative. Precipitation-related climatic variability particularly affects the 

timing and duration of the cropping season, crop development and production; and 

compounds the risks already faced by farmers (Jaegermeyr, 2016). 

Smallholder farmers are recognized as the most vulnerable group to impacts of climate 

change because they rely solely on agriculture and livestock to survive (Dasgupta, 

2014). Smallholder farmers around the world are more vulnerable to climate change 

because changes in temperature intensity, rainfall and possible extreme frequencies 
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affect the production of animals and crops that directly affect their income, food and 

nutrition security and overall well-being (Vignola et al, 2015; Harvey et al, 2014b).   

Agriculture is very sensitive to the variations in the various climatic variables most 

especially temperature and rainfall because they are the factors or production 

determinants, Climate change impacts are projected to affect different sectors of the 

economy;  however, few sectors are as vital as the agriculture sector (Mendelsohn and 

Dinar, 2009).To this end, farmers will need to adopt smart climate agricultural 

practices to both sustain their current yield levels and sustainably boost total 

production (Amikuzuno and Hathie, 2013; Adiku et al., 2015).   

Crop yields in Sub-Saharan Africa (SSA) are expected to decline by the mid-century 

(2050) as a result of climate change between 10 - 20 percent or even up to 50 percent 

(Adiku et al., 2015). The reason is that agriculture is predominantly rain-fed and 

therefore completely dependent on the unforeseeable weather. 

Studies demonstrate that relationship between observed climatic variables and yields 

of crops which is an indicator of possible future global warming will be impacted 

severely (Mavromatis, 2015; Innes et al 2015).  The impacts tend to be rising at global 

level (Iizumi et al , 2018). Several studies carried out with the goal of determining the 

impact of climate change on food and nutrition security (Hussain et al, 2016; Shrestha 

and Nepal 2016) Noted extreme climatic conditions are experienced everywhere with 

frequent flooding as well as consistent and prolonged drought periods (Manzoor et al, 

2013; Hussain et al , 2016; Shrestha and Nepal, 2016). Recent years have seen the 

yields of staple crops such as maize, sorghum and fruit have shrunk uniformly across 

Africa, raising the food and nutrition insecurity gap (Ketiem et al, 2017).  
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In Africa, particularly considering Nigeria, it is noted that the impacts of climate 

change on the livelihood of farmers sucking as arable crops are highly felt (Abiona et 

al, 2016; Ifeanyi-obi et al, 2016; Onyeneke, 2018). Generally, the impact is only not 

felt in Nigeria but also in other Sahel regions like Cameroon where malnutrition is on 

the rise partly due to climate change (Chabejong, 2016). Livestock diseases rise often 

exponentially when the temperature increases coupled with the variability in 

precipitation (Rojas-Downing et al. 2017). Climate change affects the diverse nature 

of animal production, from field grazing to the industrial sector (Rvera Ferre et al, 

2016). The figure below shows the different ways in which climate change affects 

livestock.
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Fig 3.Climate change impacts on livestock  

Adopted for use from Rojas-Downing et al 2017 

 

 

 

 

Climate change effects are expected to have long-term changes on climatic variables 

including precipitation, temperature etc. Climate change may also contribute to 

increased frequency and intensity of severe climatic events such as flooding, cyclones, 
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and droughts. (OECD, 2014). Water conservation is the sustainable key to future food 

and nutrition protection as well as economic development in the SSA region. Although 

the region does not suffer from water scarcity, potential access difficulties and dry 

season shortages induce in some areas economic water scarcity and water conflict 

(Johnston, 2010). The anticipated increase in temperatures and also changes in 

precipitations is estimated that climate variability and climate change have a 

substantial impact or influence on livestock as well as crop systems. This will affect in 

particular the frequency and intensity of extreme events such as drought, floods and 

heat stress, particularly regions vulnerable to such events as Africa (OECD, 2014). 

The agriculture sector can only do well by adjusting to the impacts of climate change 

to help boost the resilience of food production to meet the increasing demand for food 

of the rising population with less water.  

Climate change is likely to bring changes in weather conditions and new problems that 

need mitigation and adaptation for the sector (FAO, 2016). It is believed that the 

climate change impacts peoples livelihood will be severe in the subtropical and 

tropical and Africa as a whole, with the fact that poor smallholders farmers depend 

solely on agriculture with few alternatives (  IPCC, 2001).  

 

Studies have shown that global warming has caused agricultural productivity and food 

production to decline (Kurukulasuriya et al., 2006; Lobell et al., 2008). According to 

work by Ackerman and Stanton (2013), when precipitation patterns change as the 

world continues to warm, other areas get wetter and other places or areas get dry. The 

trends are difficult to predict, however, and current droughts in several parts of the 
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world shed more light on the important role of rainfall changes (Ackerman and 

Stanton, 2013). Climate change has adverse effects on both agriculture and human life. 

The results in a poorer world are likely to be worse. In the long run, growing demand 

for food over the next century will result in increasing global food scarcity due to 

population and real income growth, and worsening hunger and malnutrition problems 

especially in developing countries (Wolfe et al., 2005; Stige, 2006, and Orindi et al., 

2006).  

Climate change have far-reaching implications for dairy, meat and wool production, 

especially as a result of its effect on grassland and rangeland productivity, according 

to the IFAD (2009). Changes in climate variability and climate change will impact 

livestock production systems around the globe, eventually affecting 1.3 billion poor 

people whose livelihoods depend entirely or partially on livestock (Thorton et al., 

2013). The performance of agriculture in Ghana in terms of productivity and 

production still remain insufficient, despite the country’s endowment with many 

natural and human resources, it failed to make progress for food security front. The 

reasons for the low performance could be attributed to poor production techniques, 

inadequate supply of water, low yielding, with other constraints prevent achievement 

of household food security (Gyamfi, 2006) 

 

2.5.1 Climate change effects on food security 

The latest trend in climate change predictions is negative and has a significant effect 

on food security pillars as a result of supply, food distribution, food use and stability, 

and the multiple interactions (FAO et al, 2018). The impact on these pillars was noted 
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(Bailey et al. 2015) on the various components of these pillars, thus availability (food 

production), access (food prices), utilization (nutritional quality) and stability 

(increasing extreme events). The general inference is that low-income producers and 

poor consumers are the most impacted because of the insufficient resources they need 

to invest in the adaptation and usage of various interventions (UNCCD 2017; Bailey et 

al 2015). 

The above has led nutrient deficiency, worsening consumers especially parts of sub-

Saharan Africa, which normally observed during issues of conflict and drought or 

flood incidence (FAO et al 2018).  This has led to deficiencies of micronutrient also 

known hidden hunger which suggest prevalence usually one found in every three 

people in the globe (FAO 2013a; Tulchinsky 2010; Von Grebmer et al 2014). 

The decline in crop yields is due to the direct effect of climate change on nutrient 

intake in particular the poor as a result of decrease in supply of nutritious crops 

(Lobell and Burke 2010; Thompson et al 2012). Rural folks mostly are usually 

affected in time of misfortunates or the consequences of climate change ( Dasgupta et 

al, 2014) 

 

2.5.2 Impacts of climate change on human health and on water 

With the current scientific analysis and understanding, supported by a body of 

observation and results of modeling, indicates a continuous atmospheric composition 

changes which further rising global mean temperature, changes in precipitation 

patterns, rising sea level, increases in severe weather conditions, and continuous in 

snow cover, ice and sea ice, prolonged drought, floods among other effects that will 
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affect the world and global agricultural systems (Molly Brown et al 2013). Kristina 

(2012) also noted that climate disasters such as storms, droughts and cyclones will 

occur more regularly and more violently, generating precarious living conditions such 

as food shortages and forcing migration, while current climate patterns remain stable. 

Climate change is seriously threatening water for agriculture; on the African side, this 

impact is likely to affect food security. This coupled with changing trend of land by 

urbanization and intensification of agriculture reduces the quality and quantity of 

wetlands, rivers and underground water due to change in land and water Wheater 

(2015).  

Adiku et al (2013) in their analysis , it was found that low rainfall or drought resulting 

from climate change would result in moisture stress or insufficient moisture resulting 

in poor seed germination or no germination at all and also sprouting of cut-crops or 

seedling emergence growth periods critical to development affects crops. This affects 

food security, since rural livelihoods and food security are strongly linked to food 

security, water security, food security is therefore determined using how people can 

secure access their own agriculture production Nicol et al 2015. If this happens, it 

affects flowering and grain filling in cereals, and fruit formation as well, this reduce 

crop yield significantly leading to poor harvest. 

A research by Wheater (2015) found that both the quality and quantity of surface and 

underground water supplies are affected by threats to domestic use, food production 

and marine life as a result of the impacts of climate change. Grafton (2011 ) found that 

lack of precipitation would result in pressure on agriculture as well as water supplies, 

and that the possible effects could be very serious, contributing to competition on 
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water resources. Wheater and Nazemi (2014) noted society challenges of water can be 

addressed by a new paradigm that will interact between science and communities 

needs with this, science addresses issues relevant to water security.  

It is worth that climate change also impacts crop yields by photosynthesis, this is 

because crop yields are essential end-product of photosynthesis. Adiku et al (2013) 

noted that any factor that affects photosynthesis process invariably affect crop yield. 

Incidentally, this photosynthesis and other atmospheric processes that are the very 

factors that brings about the entire environmental variability phenomenon, and climate 

change.  

Despite the above, climate instability or climate change may have several different 

impacts on human beings and food security (Fanzo et al 2017; Watts et al 2018).  

Extreme temperatures, human metabolic processes and other physiological tension are 

some of the forms which may result in potential interactions of producing and 

consuming food (Watts et al 2018). 

  

The effects of climate change on human health are very dangerous with severe 

accidents resulting from weather hazards and disasters such as floods resulting from 

heavy rainfall (Lindgren and McMichael, 2011). Where agriculture relies on manual 

labor, heat stress is projected to affect people working hours and also increase 

associated risk (Dunne et al. 2013). As noted in the work of (Watts et al, 2018), 

nutritional status of people interact with stressors making them susceptible to ill 

health, this is easy with extreme heat. Long unprotected exposure to high extreme 

temperatures usually bring heat cramps, other health conditions like heat stroke, 
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fainting, heat exhaustion and deaths, which compromises activities of human ( Smith 

et al. 2014). It should be noted that in Ghana and Kenya the association of extremely 

high ambient temperatures can cause death (Egondi et al 2012; Azongo et al 2012). 

Under nutritional levels in sub-Saharan African regions it is projected that the 

warming will increase around 1.2-1.7C somewhere in 2050, the undernourished 

population will increase from 25 per cent -90 per cent compared to the current one 

(Lloyd et al 2011). The severely stunted children population estimated in 2010 to be 

12-20% will reduce drastically by 40% without influence of climate change and 10% 

when there is climate change (Lloyd, et al 2011) With malaria, the intercomparison of 

malaria model reveals that there will be reducing in transmission in Sahel (Caminade 

et al, 2014). 

Nutrient deficiency related sickness is expected to increase as noted by the IPCC 

where the overall effects of Climate change is projected to be negative on major cereal 

yields in the African region, with strong variations (Niang et al 2014),  this means that 

Africa will experience nutrient deficiency diseases if production is not well planned. 

This is evidenced by FAO (2018) that hunger globally is increasing, with about 821 

million in 20117 and around 804 million in 2016 as in a decade ago.  Naturally 

occurring climate-related disasters drive nearly 26 million into poverty each year, 

exacerbate hunger and restrict potential access to scarce resources (CRED and 

UNISDR 2017).  

West Africa by projection is to feel severe impact of climate change resulting in 

Declining food production involving ocean productivity with a high risk of food 

insecurity and a negative impact on human health and employment (Olivia et al . , 
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2016). Watts et al (2018) noted climate change impacts to have direct impact on the 

environmental breakdown like economic losses, lost in working hours as a result of 

extreme heat. Diamond (2017), noted also that climate change will have indirect 

emerging consequences from direct impacts like malnutrition as a result of population 

displacement due to environmental degradation.  Droughts and floods will cause 

different form of water pollution like salinization of underground water, organic 

carbon, sediments intrusion, pesticide and pathogens (UN2010) 

The effects of climate change on water are expected to face more on severe events 

such as flood and drought that deteriorate already existing water and sanitation. When 

rainfall in the long-term increases, there is a possibility of groundwater increasing, 

decreasing the natural process of purification thereby the risk of infections and 

exposure to toxic chemicals increase (UN, 2010).   

On the side of domestic water needs, climate change indirectly increase the demand 

and competition over water resulting in high price for water (UN 2010). This high 

demand, results in water scarcity thereby increasing sectorial demands like agriculture, 

industrial and domestic water use (UN 2010). When environmental shocks severity 

frequency increases, it could erode human capacity in responding and recovering from 

instability, which leads to the permanent sub-optimal level of functioning (WEF, 

2018) 

The impacts of climate change will not everywhere be the same as those noted by 

Weber et al (2018), the impacts of climate change on the regions are worse, the 

temperature in Sub-Saharan Africa will rise significantly, as projected far below the 

mean global warming of 1.5 ° C and 2 ° C respectively.  Kharim et al, (2018) in their 
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study noted that provided that the global mean temperature stays below 1.5 ° C, this 

ensures that regions between 15 ° S and 15 ° N with the forecast to witness increases 

in overnight high temperatures with more frequent and longer heat waves, which sub-

Saharan Africa will probably fall victim to. 

Whenever the temperature is above 2°C, the Sub-Saharan region will possibly become 

more droughts vulnerable and its associated consequences which may cause food 

security problems (Salem et al, 2017). Research by Klutse et al, (2018) noted also that 

averagely across West Africa, the mean rainfall decrease strong global warming of 

about 1.5°C, which will affect crops and hence food security, this means that climate 

change impacts will be negative in West Africa. ( Palazzo et al 2017; Gaetani, 2016) 

confirmed that the effects of climate change in West Africa are identified as a region 

with more negative impacts due to the nature of the hotspot. 

 

2.6.0 Water security level of farm households 

The issue of water scarcity is very critical, water scarcity can affect women if they 

have to spend a great deal of time and energy collecting water, with potential exposure 

to physical and sexual assault (Sommer et al 2015; Aipira et al, 2017). Before now, 

water was considered a free commodity and unlimited in quantity and always 

available whenever required (NWP, 2007). Nevertheless, the exponential population 

growth, pollution of water bodies and both rapid economic development and changes 

in climate have resulted in stress on natural water bodies (IBWRD, 2014). 

Bakker and Cook (2012) in their study found out that, water security phrase frequently 

used denotes multiple challenges in the 21st century of water management.  
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Wheater and Gober (2013) defined water management as sustainably using and 

protecting water resources, safeguarding water resource, its services for humans as 

well the environment and protecting against drought and flood. Water security is 

complex term with multi-dimensional and interdependent issues, this heightened water 

use competition at local, regional and international levels Gariba (2018). Aside this, 

flooding remains globally a serious and natural damaging hazard and with the current 

trend of population increase, associated risks increase UNESCO, (2012). 

Water security becomes a challenging target since climate change and climate 

variability keeps increasing steadily, reliance on rainfall for agricultural production 

also raises the risks in the field, while undermining sustained output is undeniably not 

meeting food security Adiku, (2013) 

Ghana has plenty of water resources, but the amount of water available changes 

significantly from season to season as well as annual variations. There is no uniform 

distribution of water resources in the country, the south-west (rain forest zone) is 

better with water resources than the northern and coastal areas / regions (WRC, 2012). 

Water scarcity issues present very serious and threats to farmers/people, the planet as 

well an inclusive and sustainable development (FAO, 2016) According to Calow and 

Mason (2012), the significance of water in both social and cultural contexts cannot be 

overlooked, the intersection with existing loaded term ‘security’ results in some of the 

serious responses. 

Water scarcity / security seen as a serious popping up geopolitical headline issue can 

tear across various parts of global economic systems / sectors, the World Economic 

Forum (WEF, 2011). The concept of water security implies minimizing effects of the 
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water scarcity. As noted by Grey and Sadoff (2007), availability of water for 

livelihoods, ecosystems, health and production of acceptable quality and quantity of 

water together with a reasonable level of water-related risks associated with people, 

economies and environments.  

There have been concerns about water scarcity / security, despite some of the 

significant interventions (Wouters and Tarlocks, 2009; Wouters, 2010; Cook and 

Bakker, 2012 ) argued that word / term value had far less time to develop and polarize. 

The working definition of water security is centered on the availability of resources, 

but some degree underplays the issues of allocation and access but more aligns with 

the concept of physical water scarcity than with other manifestations. 

While water security debates have not been discussed extensively, there have been 

some views on longer-established security concepts that link water security to national 

and human security, and as a result, the potential role of water in conflict has long 

been considered, often with reference to water scarcity (CoFR, US Senate, 2011). 

Specific cases of foreign conflicts with water as a key causative factor, or as a means 

of war, are rare (Yoffe, Wolf and Giordano 2001: 64). 

Nevertheless, in recent history there have been well-documented instances of water 

playing a role in more regional conflict, extremism and political injustice (Pacific 

Institute, 2011), and Commentators reflect that this phenomenon is likely to be 

ongoing and intensifying (IISS, 2011). Based on hydrological standard index of water 

scarcity, it is concluded that the year 2025, about one-third of the world population 

will be living in more water scarce countries (UNESCO, 2004).  
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2.7.1 Water security/scarcity and water technologies 

Agricultural productivity currently in Africa is noted to be among the lowest in the 

world with food demand on the increase as population grows exponentially. Farmers 

accessing water for productive agriculture use is a major challenge for the millions of 

poor smallholder farmers, which represent majority of the producers in Sub-Saharan 

Africa (SSA). It’s therefore very import to understand, augment and stabilize water 

supply and to simultaneously improve poor smallholder farmers access, including 

women access to land as well water Williams et al 2015.   

A study by UNCTAD (2011) revealed that Africa is a region where poverty and water 

are complimentary, thus they are linked together. With the latest climate change 

pattern, the rainfall and the start of the planting season changes and consequently the 

crops with longer maturity periods are affected. Water storage and harvesting are 

necessary to supplement the unreliable rains. According to UNCTAD (2011), water 

storage is perhaps the greatest possible potential to improve water management.  

Water harvesting or storage is associated the construction of dams, dung outs, use of 

poly tanks etc to ensure the availability of water for farming and other use. McCartney 

and Smakhtin (2010) stated that water storage at the surface includes natural reservoirs 

and wetlands whilst sub-surface storage consisting of underground water and soil 

water accessible by plants roots, ponds and tanks. Water storage ensures the 

availability of water by capturing water especially during rainy season when it is 

abundance and using it when there is water shortage. This makes it possible to 

supplement farms when there is drought or even irrigate in the dry season. 
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Water storage can balance the demand and supply of water within the shorter period 

such as water storing from rivers flow and make it accessible to farmers Gariba 

(2018). Using this approach, water availability that could have gone unused or wasted 

is utilize and also increase the irrigation flexibility by improving timeliness and 

reliability of water supplies. Water recharge is linked to underground water and 

surface, with this, reservoirs and canals provide opportunities for recharging 

underground water and also provides buffer between water demand and supply use for 

irrigation UNCTAD (2011)  

In Ghana, the story of water storage is mixed, reservoirs supplies water reliably to help 

diversifies farmers’ crops and increase their income. However, some nearby reservoirs 

with similar conditions failed to realize any possible significant change (McCartney 

and Smakhtin (2010)  

 

2.8.0 Methodologies used to achieve Objectives 

2.8.1 Water Poverty Index (WPI) model 

Water is a very basic requirement for life and should be regarded as a necessity for 

sustainable development. Water is an integral and very significant part of social and 

economic development, however, it is scarcely available and also not evenly 

distributed on earth (Shalamzari et al., 2018). In determining water poverty level of 

farm households or farm level, the WPI model is best used. The WPI was formulated 

by Sullivan et al (2002) to take into consideration all aspects of water management. 

The WPI defines water poverty by considering five main components: capacity, 

access, use, resource and Environment. (Zhang et al., 2018). In their research, the WPI 
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is used to map and analyze the status of water scarcity in the Upper East Region, The 

WPI is a special tool used in analyzing water resources which has long history by 

(Sullivan, 2002).  

WPI used in this study encompasses water resources availability to farmers, farmers’ 

ability to access water for farming, farmer’s ability to use the resource for productive 

purposes, and environmental factors impacting the ecology thus water. (Masoud, 

2018) it is worth noting that the WPI  model has been designed to integrate into a 

single five key problems/issues concerning water resources which are as follows; the 

resource (R) component which comprises surface, rain and ground water availability 

thus sources that farmers can get water for their farming activities. (Dug out, pond, 

dam, river, stream etc). Access (A) to water considers water for farming/irrigating 

crops, thus farmers’ ability to get water for farming activities without any hindrance or 

restriction either by ownership or at a fee. 

 (WilK et al., 2013) noted that the Use (U) variable focuses on the purpose for which 

water is used for different productive sectors, farmers’ ability to use the water 

whenever and how they need it, such as livestock usage and for agriculture. Capacity 

(C) comprises a number of indicators focusing on supporting or enhancing human 

development of the area, which comprises the education that they had, and some 

trainings on skills development in managing the water resource. The Environment (E) 

component includes all the natural makeup of the area. It combines variables such as 

the topography, biodiversity, environmental degradation, water quality and soil 

erosion, which are very key in determining the quality as far as the environmental is 

concerned. The WPI is best calculated using the composite index approach, the 
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components of this approach are combined using the general expression (Sullivan, 

2002). 

WPI = 
∑𝑤𝑖𝑥𝑖

∑𝑤𝑖
 

Where WPI in this study is the water poverty index value for Bawku West District, 

Binduri District and Nabdam District.  While Xi is the various components such as 

Resource, Use, Capacity, Environment and Access for the study area. Wi is the 

applied weight to each component. The various components are composed of sub-

components and are combined in order to produce the different components using the 

same above methodology. 

The equation can be rewritten as below according to the components mentioned 

above: 

𝑊𝑃𝐼 =  
𝑤𝑟𝑅 + 𝑤𝑎𝐴 + 𝑤𝑐𝐶 + 𝑤𝑢𝑈 + 𝑤𝑒𝐸

𝑤𝑟 + 𝑤𝑎 + 𝑤𝑐 + 𝑤𝑢 + 𝑤𝑒
 

WPI values of 50% approaching 100% indicates lower water poverty indices whiles 

values below 50% are indicating higher water poverty indices i.e water insecurity. 

 

2.8.2 Kendall’s coefficient of concordance  

Kendall's W-test (also known as Kendall's coefficient of concordance) is a non-

parametric statistic (Kendal and Babington Smith, 1939; Corder and Foreman, 2009). 

It is basically the normalization of the Friedman test which can be used to assess 

agreement among different raters. The Kendall’s coefficient of concordance (W) 

ranges from 0 (which means no agreement) to 1(complete agreement. (Azumah, 2019) 

used the Kendall’s coefficient of concordance to rank a list of agricultural technology 
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transfer approaches in his research “agriculture technology transfer, adoption and 

technical efficiency of rice farmers in northern Ghana” which gave him good results. 

(Aparicio et al., 2020) used the Kendall’s coefficient of concordance to rank and 

compare the classical mean and median-based rank approaches based on social choice 

theory which revealed that the Kendall’s coefficient of concord is a best tool for 

rating. 

Having considered the above literature, the Kendall’s coefficient of concordance was 

used to rank the identified constraints farmers faced. The constraint with the high 

score was ranked as the most pressing one, while the constraint with the lower score 

was ranked as the least pressing.  

 

2.8.3 Multivariate Probit Model for determining adoption water management 

practices. 

The Multivariate Probit model is viewed as an extension of the probit model, as it 

allows simultaneous estimation of several probit models while allowing correlation of 

the error terms in those models (Greene, 2003). This means that the MVP is used to 

estimate different probit models which makes it possible for the error terms in the 

models to correlate.  (Donkor et al., 2019) used the MVP to estimate the factors that 

influenced the adoption of improved agricultural technologies for production in 

northern Ghana and because of the fitness of the model, the factors were well and 

significantly estimated.  
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(Azumah, 2019) also used the MVP to estimate factors influencing adoption of 

improved agricultural production technologies. He was able to establish the correlation 

in the error terms by jointly modelling the effects of a set of covariates on each of the 

improved agricultural technologies and estimates a set of binary probit models. The 

inability or failure to account and correct for those interrelationships can lead to the 

estimation of biased results (Kassie et al., 2013). 

(Ahmed, 2015) also noted that the relationship between the adoption of different 

improved production practices is possible to be established, as well as potential 

correlations between unobserved disturbances. (Mbeyagala, 2021) used the MVP to 

assess the factors influencing the probability of adopting mungbean production 

technologies in Tanzania, Kenya and Uganda. The results show that the probability 

and extent of the adoption of mungbean production technologies are influenced by 

several factors (gender of the household, household size, farm size, livestock size, 

household assets, access to extension services and access to credit). The correlation in 

the error terms by jointly modelling the effects of a set of covariates on each of the 

factors. (Abay, 2016) also used the multivariate probit model, which enabled the 

researcher to quantify the complementarities between agricultural inputs, while also 

controlling for alternative forms of unobserved heterogeneity effects that may occur. 

Considering the fitness of the MVP model used above for analyzing factors 

influencing adoption, the MVP model was used to analyze the factors influencing the 

adoption of water management strategies by farmers. The key water management 

practices considered in this study were crop rotation, cover cropping, stone bunding, 

drought tolerance crops, compost/mulch, irrigation and water storage. 
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2.8.4 Trade off Analysis of Minimum Data (TOA-MD) Model 

TOA-MD model (Antle, 2011), noted that the TOA MD is a novel multi-dimensional 

impact assessment simulation tool that uses a statistical overview of a heterogeneous 

farm population to simulate the introduction and impacts of a new technology, a 

change in environmental conditions, and the provision of ecosystem services. 

(Claessens et al., 2012) used the TOA-MD model to compare two systems, as a result 

of climate change impacts, it was revealed that both the base system and the changed 

system (climate change) were perfectly estimated. (Valdivia, 2010) indicated that the 

TOA-MD model is designed to simulate what would be observed if it were possible to 

conduct a controlled experiment. Thus, the model simulates and compare two systems 

at a time, a base system (system 1) and a changed system (system 2) that is operated 

under altered conditions such that it provides different economic outcomes for farms.  

(Antle et al., 2013) used the TOA-MD to analyze scenarios with future climate and 

technology adaptation, the researchers compared two systems at a time, a base system 

(system 1) and a changed system (system 2) that is operated under changed conditions 

such that it provides different economic outcomes for farms. They concluded that the 

impacts of a new technology, a change in environmental conditions is best analyzed 

using the TOA-MD.   

(Ilukor et al., 2014) also used the TOA-MD in Uganda to assess the adoption potential 

of sweet potato technologies (drought resistant and virus free planting materials.  They 

found that the TOA-MD was perfectly used to determine the impacts of a new 

technology on farmers operated under a changed environment and farmers under the 

base system 
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(Ponnusamy et al., 2015) noted that using the Tradeoff Analysis model for multi-

dimensional impact assessment, it is possible to answer questions related to climate 

change, climate variability and the potential impacts on production systems better. 

Thus the sensitivity of (1) current agricultural production systems sensitivity to 

climate change (i.e how current system will respond if the future climate is to be 

experienced now); (2) the impact of climate change on future agricultural production 

systems (i.e., defined by the agricultural production system as it would exist in the 

future and evaluate the impact of climate change) and (3) the efficacy of on-farm 

adaptations in alleviating the impact of climate change.  
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CHAPTER THREE 

METHODOLOGY 

3. 0 Introduction 

This chapter presents a description of the study area, types and sources of data, data 

collection procedures, the sampling technique and sample size; and the models used 

for analysis. 

 

3.1 The study area 

3.1.1 Background and location of the Region 

The study was carried out in the Upper East Region of Ghana, the region is bordered 

by Burkina Faso in the north, Togo in the east, Sissala East district to the west and 

south to North East. Upper East lies between longitude 00o and 10oW and latitudes 

30oN and 110oN in the northeastern corner of the country.  

Historically the region was part of what was once the Upper Region, on 1 July 1960, it 

was itself carved from what used to be the Northern Region. Throughout the 

Provisional National Defense Council (PNDC) regime the Upper Area was later split 

into Upper East and Upper West in 1983. Bolgatanga is the regional capital city. Other 

major towns include Bawku, Bongo and Navrongo (www.Ghanadistricts.com). 

 The region's topography is very flat with a few hills to the region's eastern and 

southeastern parts. The land area is roughly 8,842 sq km, which constitutes 2.7 per 

cent of the country's total land area (GSS, 2012).  
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3.2.2 Population and Size 

Region Population and Housing Census (PHC) according to 2010 were estimated to be 

1,046,545 with 506,405 being males and 540,140 females. The present Upper East 

Region population is estimated at 1,188,850 with 583,573 males and 605,277 females 

(GSS, 2012). The region has a population growth rate of 1.2 per cent compared to the 

2.5 per cent national growth rate. 

 

3.2.3 Agriculture 

Agriculture is the region's main economic activity, employing about 80 per cent of the 

population. Agriculture in the region is smallholder-based with approximately 90 

percent of farmers growing less than 2 hectares (MOFA 2010) 

Agriculture activities in the region are implemented using labor coupled with bullock 

efforts.  However, there is little mechanized farming. The major food crops cultivated 

in the region are mainly the staple food crops, thus millet, sorghum, maize, groundnut, 

beans, and some dry season crops (tomatoes and onions). Food crop farms are 

intercropped while mono-cultivation is often associated with large-scale commercial 

farms for out grower systems (MoFA, 2016). 

 

3.2.4 Soil and Drainage 

The soil of the Area is "upland soil" mainly made from granite rocks. It is shallow and 

poor in soil fertility, with low content of organic matter, and mostly coarse textured. 

The valley areas include soils from sandy loams to salty clays. 
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The valley areas have higher natural productivity but are harder to till, and are 

vulnerable to seasonal water logging and flooding.    Drainage is primarily through the 

White and Red Volta, and Sissili (Regional Coordinating Unit, 2003). 

 

3.2.5 Vegetation and climate 

The natural vegetation is that of the savannah forest, characterized by low, sparse, 

drought-resistant trees and grass that is burnt in the long dry season by bushfire. 

Human interaction with ecology is important, resulting in conditions which are almost 

semi-arid. The sheanut, dawadawa, baobab, and acacia are the most common 

economic fruit trees.  

One rainy season characterizes the climate from May / June through September / 

October. In this period the mean annual rainfall is between 800 mm and 1,100 mm. 

Between November to mid-February there is a long period of dry season characterized 

by cold, dry, and dusty harmattan winds. 

During this period temperatures can be as low as 14 degrees centigrade at night, but 

during the daytime they can rise to more than 35 degrees centigrade. Nevertheless, the 

humidity is very low which makes the daytime high temperature less uncomfortable. 

The Area is absolutely within Africa's "Meningitis Zone."  The area is within the 

onchocerciasis region, but with disease control, vast areas of previously abandoned 

farmland have been deemed suitable for settlement and agricultural use. 
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3.2.6 Economic Activities 

Agriculture, hunting, and forestry are the region’s principal economic activity. About 

80 percent of the economically active population is engaged in farming. Millet, maize, 

groundnut, beans, sorghum and dry seasonal tomatoes and onions are the major 

agricultural produce. Livestock productions are also important. 

 There are two major irrigation schemes, the 850-hectare Vea Project in Bolgatanga 

and the 2490-hectare Tono Project in Navrongo. Although they provide some 6,000 

small-scale farmers with jobs in total. Other water retention systems (towers and 

dugouts) provide both domestic and agricultural water 

 

Fig 4. Map of the study area showing the Bawku West District, Nabdam District 

and Binduri District. 

Source: Macabe5387 (2017) 
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3.3 Definitions of Concepts 

3.3.1 Smallholder Farmers 

In Ghana, a smallholder farmer is viewed centrally as the one doing farming on small 

plots or acreage of land. The Food and Agriculture Ministry (MoFA, 2011) has 

defined smallholder farmers as farmers who farm less than 2 hectares of land. 

Chamberlin (2007), however had a different view of a smallholder farmer which 

include other perspectives by categorizing the definition not only on land holding size 

but also on wealth status, the market orientation and the possible vulnerability to risk. 

Smallholder farmers have limited resource endowments in the agricultural sector 

relative to other farmers (Dixon, Tanyeri-Abur and Wattenbach, 2004). 

Asuming-Brempong et al. (2004) noted that the definition of smallholder farmers 

should not be narrowed only to land holding size but should expand to encompass 

different resources and risk conditions. However, categorizing smallholder farmers 

based on landholdings is the most commonly adopted definition of smallholder 

farmers. 

The working definition of smallholder farmer per this work refers to a farmer who 

cultivates less than 2 hectares of land, use less sophisticated tools, use both farmer’s 

own or improve seeds and mainly rely on family members for labor for agricultural 

activities. 
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3.3.2 Agricultural water management 

Agricultural Water Management (AWM) is concerned with making water available 

and accessible for agricultural purposes (ADB, 2010). It is noted that AWM comprises 

a variety of approaches, including the integrated watershed management, rain water 

harvest, use of dams, sub-surface dams, water-shed harvesting and soil profile storage 

and diversion flow (ACPC, 2013). 

3.3.3 Agricultural Water security 

Agriculture water security is the ability of a population to have access to adequate, 

reliable, acceptable and available water for production, sustaining human and 

ecosystem health. According to Grey and Sadoff (2007), water security refers to the 

availability of an acceptable quantity and quality of water for health, livelihoods, 

ecosystems and production together with an acceptable level of water-related risks to 

people, environments and economies.  

3.4.1 Research Design 

The study used both qualitative and quantitative research design (QRD) to collect data. 

This helps to provide clear characteristics associated with the sample at a specific 

point in time (Labaree, 2009). Quantitative research design is used to determine 

relationships between an independent variable (s) and a dependent /outcome variable 

(s) in a population based on which conclusions are made (Creswell, 2003). The 

qualitative aspect considered the qualitative characteristics of farmers like crop types, 

educational level, age, sex and occupation (on-farm and off-farm). And the 

quantitative research considered farmer characteristics like farm household size, total 
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land size used for cultivation, output from crops, productivity and revenue of 

smallholder farmers 

 

3.5 Types of Data 

Data for the study is both qualitative and quantitative; the qualitative data collected 

included crop types, educational level, age, sex and occupation (on-farm and off-

farm). Quantitative data included farm household size, total land size used for 

cultivation by smallholder farmers, output of maize, rice, cowpea and millet, 

productivity and revenue of smallholder farmers in UER. Also data on water (resource 

availability, use of water, access, capacity and environment) were collected in the 

selected districts. 

 

3. 5. 1 Source of Data 

The data was gathered on the water security level of farm households, this was 

achieved by following (Shalamzari et all 2018) approach. The first component, thus 

data on resource was collected by considering the number of water source for farming 

(surface water i.e dams, wells and dams).  Data on use was collected by considering 

livestock access to water and farmers’ ability to irrigate. Data on the environmental 

component was collected on frequency of flood occurrence, erosion and 

desertification. Data on capacity was sourced by asking farmers literacy rate, access to 

health centers, households’ income and access to electricity. And finally, data on 

access was collected on the ability to use the available resources.   Data was also 

collected on the constraints that farmers face in managing water, data on factors 
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influencing the adoption of water management strategies as well as data on economic 

impacts of efficient water management on farmers were collected. The specific socio-

economic variables of the sampled farmers included sex, age, education level, 

household size, income, expenditure, number of years in farming, credit access, 

extension services, were also gathered for analysis. 

 

3.6 Sample size and Sampling technique 

3.6.1 Sample Size 

In order to make conclusion from the study which reflects the true population under 

study, it is prudent to determine the appropriate sample size to be used for the study. A 

work done by Saunders et al. (2009), noted that drawing conclusions from larger 

sample sizes results in a high probability of accurately reflecting the true population 

under study. Upon the good results from large samples, there are several limitations 

resulting from the selection of large sample sizes. Hair (2006) and Saunders et al. 

(2009) noted also that the availability of funds, limited time and the type of statistical 

analysis among other reasons make it necessary for the selection of a sample from a 

population suitable of working within the research period. In selecting the sample size 

for this study, the study adopted Slovin’s (1960) formula for calculating sample sizes 

given as (𝑛 =  
𝑁

1+𝑁𝑒2
 ). 

Where n is the sample size to be estimated and N is the population size of the study 

area and e is the error tolerance. With 95% confidence level, 5% (0.05) margin of 

error was used to determine the sample size. By using 5% margin of error, a sample of 

size 399 was estimated as representative enough of the population to draw 
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conclusions.  Another reason for choosing 5% margin of error is that by reducing the 

margin of error, the sample size was too high for the researcher considering the time 

frame and finance. 

Applying the above formula to the study, the sample size was estimated as follows: 

𝑛 =  
189436

1+189436 (0.05)2  = 399 

The estimated sample size for the study was 399 but 370 was collected because of 

cost.  This number was further reduced to 350 for the study as a result of incomplete 

responses. 

 

3.6.2 Sampling technique 

The appropriate sampling method to select a sample of farm households for data 

collection is very significant since that will enable one to get the true and/or totally 

representative of the population which ensures quality data and results hence helps 

inform policy recommendation and also influence NGOs behavior as noted by 

(Abdulai 2017). Based on this, the multi-stage sampling approach was employed to 

select respondents for the study.  

The first stage used purposive sampling to select districts whose characteristics are 

homogeneous in nature and based on this, the Nabdam, Binduri and Bawku West 

districts were selected. In the second-stage, each district was stratified into four to 

enable the researcher cover the district wholly and the stratified sampling technique 

was then used to select four (4) communities in each of the three (3) districts.  In the 

final stage, the simple random sampling was adopted to select 29 farmers from each of 

the selected communities making the total number of 350 farmers for the interview.  
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The nature of the stratification and the survey cost involved, the 29 farmers was to 

minimize cost and also make it safer to ensure good and quality data is collected. 

 

3.7 Data Collection Methods 

In meeting the objectives of the study, personal interviews were conducted with the 

aid of semi-structured questionnaires administered to knowledgeable members of 

sampled households to gather relevant information to be able to achieve the study 

objectives.  

To gather much information as possible needed to achieve the objectives of the study, 

the questionnaire was both open and close ended questions. Researchers also used 

personal observations that were significant in obtaining information for the study.  

The data collected was treated with strict confidentiality and because of that names of 

the farmers did not appear anywhere in this research. 

3.8 Conceptual and theoretical framework 

The study used econometric techniques to achieve the study objectives. The water 

security level was analyzed using the water poverty index (WPI). Where the final WPI 

is presented as the water poverty index value for Bawku West District, Binduri 

District and Nabdam District. Secondly, the constraints faced by farmers in their 

farming activities are ranked using the Kendall's Concordance Coefficient. In 

examining factors influencing smallholder farmers’ adoption of water management in 

the study area, the multivariate Probit model was used. Also in determining the 

economic impacts of efficient water management on selected outcomes of smallholder 

farmers, the Tradeoff Analysis of Minimum Data (TOA-MD) model was used. The 
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WPI conceptual framework adapted for this study is from Betebo (2014), where water 

management is conceptualized into two basic strategies, thus the irrigation component 

and adaptation component. The adaptation component considers measures or practices 

that farmers use to ensure that there is water for farming.  

These measures include; cover cropping, constructing stone bunds, mulching and 

application of organic matter by farmers to ensure that they conserve water. These 

practices have been in existence and intensified with the advent of climate change. 

Farmers therefore, have to adapt strategies or measures to ensure that there is available 

water which is accessible to them for farming.  

The irrigation component takes into account of irrigated farms, either using harvested 

water or water from dug-outs where possible, to supply water to their farms to enable 

crop production both in the rainy and dry season.  

When these two strategies are met, it means that farmers can have access to available 

water for farming both in the rainy and dry seasons. This therefore makes them to be 

water secure, and hence improves their agriculture activities. 
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Fig: 5 Conceptual framework for WPI 

Source: Author’s conception 

Water poverty evolved as a result of research conducted by WWF Nepal (2012) on 

water resource assessment at the global scale which was measured as a combination of 

resource availability and the ability of people to access the resource.  With this, people 

are classified as being water poor if they cannot get sufficient water to carry on with 

their basic needs. Humans are also poor, if they need to walk long distances to get 

water. 

Water Management 

Irrigation Adaptation 

Water Accessibility and Availability 

Water security 

Agriculture Production (Food security) 
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The WPI was formulated by Sullivan et al (2002) to take into consideration all aspects 

of water management. Therefore, the WPI defines water poverty by five components: 

capacity, access, use, resource and Environment. 

 Cook et al (2007) used the Bayesian Networks to calculate values for the above-

mentioned five WPI components, which connect water and deprivation in Ghana's 

Volta Basin. Lawrence et al (2002) conducted a comparative analysis, describing the 

WPI of different countries from all over the world. As part of the Disaster 

Management sub-component, Castelazo et al (2007) incorporated flood risk 

vulnerability as a variable into the capacity component. 

Van der Vyver and Dawid (2010) Water Poverty Maps for some areas in South Africa 

were computed and developed by WPI.  WWF Nepal (2012) noted that WPI is a very 

effective water management resource, very useful in identifying areas with high or low 

rates of water deprivation, proving useful in the design of water-related policies and 

also one of the best tools for studying climate vulnerability. 
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3.8.1 Theoretical Framework of WPI 

The theoretical framework used for the WPI was adapted from WWF Nepal (2012) 

which is in line with the Center for Ecology and Hydrology (2016) and Matshe et. al 

(2016).  

WPI in this study encompasses water resources availability to farmers, farmers’ ability 

to access water for farming, farmer’s ability to use the resource for productive 

purposes, and environmental factors impacting the ecology which water sustains. 

 In summary, the model has been designed to integrate into a single five key 

problems/issues concerning water resources and they are as follows; The Resource (R) 

component comprises surface, rain and groundwater availability thus sources that 

farmers can get water for their farming activities. The resource can be dug out, pond, 

dam, river, stream etc. Access (A) to water takes into consideration water for 

farming/irrigating crops, thus farmers’ ability to get water for farming activities 

without any hindrance or restriction either by ownership or at a fee. The Use (U) 

variable focuses on the purpose for which water is used for different productive 

sectors, farmers’ ability to use the water whenever and how they need it, such as 

livestock usage and for agriculture. Capacity (C) comprises a number of indicators 

focusing on supporting or enhancing human development of the area, which comprises 

the education that they had, and some trainings on skills development in managing the 

water resource. The Environment (E) component includes all the natural makeup of 

the area. It combines variables such as the topography, biodiversity, environmental 

degradation, water quality and soil erosion, which are very key in determining the 

quality as far as the environmental is concerned. 
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3.9.0 Method of Data Analysis 

3.9.1 Determining the water security level of farm households in the study area- 

Water Poverty Index (WPI) 

To determine water security level of farm households in the study area, the Water 

Poverty Index (WPI) was used. The WPI is best calculated using the composite index 

approach. The components of this approach are combined using the general 

expression. 

WPI = 
∑𝑤𝑖𝑥𝑖

∑𝑤𝑖
 

WPI is the water poverty index value for Bawku West District, Binduri District and 

Nabdam District. Xi is the various components such as Resource, Use, Capacity, 

Environment and Access for the study area. Wi is the applied weight to each 

component. The various components are composed of sub-components and are 

combined in order to produce the different components using the same above 

methodology. 

The equation can be rewritten as below according to the components mentioned 

above: 

𝑊𝑃𝐼 =  
𝑤𝑟𝑅 + 𝑤𝑎𝐴 + 𝑤𝑐𝐶 + 𝑤𝑢𝑈 + 𝑤𝑒𝐸

𝑤𝑟 + 𝑤𝑎 + 𝑤𝑐 + 𝑤𝑢 + 𝑤𝑒
 

WPI values of 50% approaching 100% indicates lower water poverty indices whiles 

values below 50% are indicating higher water poverty indices i.e water insecurity. 
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3.9.2 Measurement of water poverty components in the Bawku West District, 

Nabdam District and Binduri District. 

In measuring water security, five key problems/issues concerning water were 

considered and they include:  

i. The Resource (R) component:  The Resource (R) component data was 

measured by asking farmers the available sources of water they use for 

farming. These included the following options rain or precipitation, 

surface, groundwater and dug-out, considering the seasonal and inter-

annual variability.  

ii. On the accessibility (A), data was measured by considering farmers ability 

to get water for farming without restrictions, thus the availability of the 

water in enough quantity for farming throughout the season satisfactorily.  

iii. The Use (U) Variable focuses on the purpose for which water is used for 

various agricultural purposes. Data on this component was measured by 

asking farmers whether their livestock are able to drink the water, whether 

farmers use the water for irrigation and other agriculture activities.  

iv. Capacity (C) consists of a number of human development metrics, this 

was operationalized/measured on the field by considering farmers 

educational background, capacity building trainings or seminars farmers 

attended on water management and finally farmers’ ability thus availability 

of income and fitness (health status) to manage water.  
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v. Data on the environment (E) Variables like topography, biodiversity, 

environmental and water quality affects water stay duration on the farm 

and soil erosion, were obtained.  

This was measured by asking farmers whether there has been flood incidence, soil 

erosion, bush fires and possible desertification (tree felling) in the area.  

 

3.9.3 To find out the constraints affecting smallholder farmers water 

management - The Coefficient of Concordance of the Kendall was used. 

By applying this approach, the constraints faced by farmers in their farming activities 

are ranked using the Kendall's Concordance Coefficient. Kendall's Concordance 

Coefficient is a non-parametric statistical method used to classify/rank a given set of 

constraints or problems facing farmers, from the most influential to the less influential, 

and calculate the degree of agreement or harmony between farmers. Using numerals 

the constraints found were ranked from the most critical to the least important.  

The total rank score was determined for each constraint, and the constraint with the 

high score was ranked as the most pressing one, while the constraint with the lower 

score was ranked as the least pressing.  

Calculating the Kendall's Coefficient of Concordance (W), which measures the degree 

of agreement between farmers in the ranking, was done using the total rank score 

calculated from results. 
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𝑊 =
12 [∑ 𝑇2 −

(∑ 𝑇)2

𝑛
]

𝑛𝑚2(𝑛2 − 1)
 

Where W = Kendall’s Coefficient of Concordance 

 T = Sum of ranks for constraints being ranked 

 m = Total number of respondents  

n = Total number of constraints being ranked 

W (Kendall’s Coefficient of Concordance) Varies between 0 and 1. Where 0 = perfect 

unanimity and 1 = partial consensus. 

3.9.4 In examining factors influencing smallholder farmers’ adoption of water 

management in the study area-Multivariate Probit model was used. 

The research looked at the Multivariate Probit (MVP) model in the review of factors 

affecting the adoption of water management strategies by farmers. The key water 

management practices considered in this study are crop rotation, cover cropping, stone 

bunding, drought tolerance crops, compost/mulch, irrigation and water storage. The 

Multivariate Probit model is viewed as an extension of the Probit model, as it allows 

simultaneous estimation of several Probit models while allowing correlation of the 

error terms in those models (Greene, 2003). The variables for this study are discrete in 

nature, and using the OLS technique to model the determinants of farmers’ adoption 

of water management strategies will lead to inefficient estimates. 

It is worth noting that there might be correlation in the error terms and ignoring these 

correlations across the errors terms would to inefficient coefficients and thereby 

erroneous inference (Hsiao, 2003). Correlation occurs when some unobserved 
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characteristics (intrinsic management skills) are included in the error terms, which 

influence adoption of water management practices. 

When positive correlation occurs in the error term, it is interpreted as evidence of 

complementary that exist between the management strategies, while negative 

correlation is interpreted as evidence of substitution (Asfaw et al 2016; Ndiritu et al., 

2014) this only holds on the assumption that unobserved heterogeneity is not 

correlated with explanatory variables. 

𝑌𝑖𝑘
∗ = 𝛽𝑘𝑋𝑖𝑘 + 𝛼𝑘𝐴𝑖𝑘 + 𝜀𝑘…………… (1) 

𝑌𝑖𝑘 = 1 𝑖𝑓 𝑌𝑖𝑘
∗ >   … … … … … (2) 0 𝑎𝑛𝑑 𝑜𝑡ℎ𝑒𝑟𝑤𝑖𝑠𝑒 

𝑌𝑖𝑘
∗  is a latent variable which captures the observed and unobserved preferences 

associated with the kth improved agricultural technology. 

𝑌𝑖𝑘Represents the binary dependent variables.  

𝐴𝑖𝑘 Represents plot characteristics to account for unobserved heterogeneity.  

𝛽𝑘 and 𝛼𝑘 are parameters estimated.  

𝜀𝑘 Represents the multivariate normally distributed stochastic error term (Wooldridge, 

2003).  

𝑋𝑖𝑘 is the parameter estimated 
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3.9.4.1 The hypothesized variables from the MVP 

Potential variables which were expected to influence household’s adoption of water 

management are captured in the table below.  

Table 2 Description, measurements and the expected signs of explanatory variables 

(Multivariate probit model) 

Variable Description Measurement Expected sign 

  Dependent variables  

C. Rotation Crop rotation Dummy: 1 yes; 0=otherwise + 

C. cropping Cover cropping Dummy: 1 yes; 0=otherwise + 

S. bund Stone bund Dummy: 1 yes; 0=otherwise + 

D. tolerance Drought tolerance Dummy: 1 yes; 0=otherwise + 

C/mulch Compost/mulch Dummy: 1 yes; 0=otherwise + 

Irrigation 

use 

Irrigation usage Dummy: 1 yes; 0=otherwise + 

W. storage Water storage Dummy: 1 yes; 0=otherwise + 

  Explanatory Variable  

Sex Sex of farmer Dummy: 1 male; 0 = female + 

Age Age of farmer Years +/- 

FBO farmer membership of FBO Dummy: 1 yes; 0=otherwise + 

Maristat Farmer marital status  Dummy:1= yes; 0 if 

otherwise  

+/- 

HH. size Farmer household size  Continuous +/- 

Extension Extension services received Dummy: 1 yes; 0=otherwise + 

Credit Farmer access to credit Dummy: 1 yes; 0=otherwise + 

Drought Drought experienced Dummy: 1 yes; 0=otherwise + 

Excess 

rainfall 

Excessive rain experienced Dummy: 1 yes; 0=otherwise +/- 

Education Number of years in school 1 = Primary, 2 = JHS, 3 = 

SHS, 4 = Tertiary, 5 = None 

+ 

Water 

availability 

Water availability for 

farming 

Dummy: 1 yes; 0=otherwise +/- 

Runoff/erosi

on 

Experience soil erosion  Dummy: 1 yes; 0=otherwise + 
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3.9.5 Determining the economic impacts of efficient water management on 

selected outcomes of smallholder farmers Trade off Analysis of Minimum Data 

(TOA-MD) model was used. 

The research adapted Antle's TOA-MD model (2011), which noted that the TOA MD 

is a novel multi-dimensional impact assessment simulation tool that uses a statistical 

overview of a heterogeneous farm population to simulate the introduction and impacts 

of a new technology, a change in environmental conditions, and the provision of 

ecosystem services. 

The strength of the TOA-MD model used in this study is that, it is designed to 

simulate what would be observed if it were possible to conduct a controlled 

experiment. Thus, the model simulates and compare two systems at a time, a base 

system (system 1) and a changed system (system 2) that is operated under altered 

conditions such that it provides different economic outcomes for farms (Antle and 

Valdivia, 2010). 

In this experiment, a population of farms is offered the choice of continuing to use the 

current or “base” production system (System 1), or choosing to adopt a new system 

(System 2). TOA-MD is designed to be used with survey, experimental, simulated 

data, together with technological and socio-economic scenarios derived from experts 

and stakeholders. 

Under system 1, farmers are initially operating a base technology with a base climate. 

This combination is defined as system 1. System 2 is defined as the case where 

farmers operate using a changed technology under a changed climate.  
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If some farmers are worse off economically under the changed climate, they are said 

to lose from climate change. Overall gains and losses due to climate change can be 

measured by the proportion of farmers made worse off following climate change 

(Antle, 2011). 

The model specification is as follows:  

• Climate change without adaptation 

System 1 = base climate, base technology, System 2 = changed climate, base 

technology 

•  Climate change with adaptation: 

System 1 = base climate, base technology, System 2 = changed climate, adapted 

technology 

•  Adoption of adapted technology with climate change: 

System 1 = changed climate, base technology, System 2 = changed climate, adoption 

of the adapted technology 
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Each of these options can be done with any combination of policies, including 

water management policies.
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Figure 6: Structure of the TOA-MD model (Antle and Valdivia, 2010) 

 

Let assume that a farmer at site (s) using a production system (h) with inputs prices (p) 

earns returns/ha equivalent to 𝑉𝑡 = 𝑉𝑡(𝑠, ℎ) each season. When the production system 

changes, due to a technology or climate change or both, expected returns also change 

at each site. 

The impact of shifts from system j to system k on a farm's returns is𝜔(𝑝, 𝑠, 𝑗, 𝑘)  =

 𝑉(𝑝, 𝑠, 𝑗) –  𝑉(𝑝, 𝑠, 𝑘). Thus, if 𝜔(𝑝, 𝑠, 𝑗, 𝑘) is positive it represents the loss associated 

with switching from system j to system k, and if negative it represents the gain from 

switching from system j to k. Let ϕ(ω|p, j, k)represent the spatial distribution of gains 
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or losses in the population of farms indexed by s. The percentage of farms with 

ω(p, s, j, k) <  𝑎(with a an amount in Ghana cedis per hectare) is  𝑟(𝑎, 𝑝, 𝑗, 𝑘) =

100 ∫ 𝜑(𝜔\𝑝, 𝑗, 𝑘)𝑑𝜔
𝑎

∞
 

The TOA model normally examines five key climate model scenarios – the Hadley 

Centre Model (HADCM), the Canadian Global Climate Model (CGCM), National 

Centre for Atmospheric Research (NCAR) model, the Model Interdisciplinary 

Research on Climate (MIROC) and the Commonwealth Scientific and Industrial 

Research Organization (CSIRO) model. 

In this study, the Commonwealth Scientific and Industrial Research Organization 

(CSIRO) model is used. The model is used because of its ability to predict farm 

returns, poverty rate and crop yield changes for SSA by 2050 when there is no 

adaptation even under climate change as noted by (Nelson et al., 2009).The study 

therefore used this model to outline the economic impacts of efficient use of water on 

the smallholder farmers in BD, BWD and ND. 

Though the TOA model is best for this study, the weakness is that, the model cannot 

be used where it is not possible to have a base and controlled system for simulation. 

This makes it difficult/impossible to compare the two systems. 
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CHAPTER FOUR 

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION 

4.0 Introduction 

This chapter presents the results of the study based on the analysis of data collected 

from the field. It also provides a detailed discussion of the results, relating and 

comparing them to results of past and similar studies and drawing the possible 

implications for policy and development. 

 

4.1 Farmers’ Demographic and Socio-economic Characteristics 

This section presents the socio-demographic and economic characteristics of the 

farmers interviewed. These include the sex, age, educational background, household 

size and marital status. 
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Table 3 Demographic and socioeconomic characteristics of farmers 

Characteristic Frequency Percentage (%) 

   

Sex   

Male 283 81 

Female 67 19 

Education   

No formal education 237 68 

Primary 42 12 

JHS 56 16 

SHS 9 3 

Tertiary 6 2 

Household size   

0-5 120 34 

6-11 140 40 

11+ 90 26 

Age   

20-30 65 19 

31-40 87 25 

41-50 100 29 

51-60 50 14 

60 and above 

Mean age 

48 13 

44 

Marital Status   

Married 250 71 

Single 53 15 

Divorced 6 2 

Widowed 41 12 
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Demographics characteristics are important variables of farmers, shaping many facets 

of their lives and have been found be indicators of farmers’ attitude towards 

agricultural activities. 

  The sex distribution of individuals interviewed represent household heads/members 

who have detail information about the household i.e. household composition, property 

ownership and farm sizes. About 81% of farmers interviewed were males while 19% 

were females. This means that males dominate in the farming activities in the study 

area, which affirms findings of (SEND Ghana, 2014) that productive resources like 

land are highly accessible by men in Northern Ghana.  

The relative high number of females’ involvement in farming is as result of NGOs 

(ADRO, World vision) and some social/economic groups like the village saving 

groups (Adaaka group) where women take loan to support themselves in their farming 

business. These NGOs in the districts support farmers, especially female farmers, this 

actually influence women involvement in farming in the study area. 

In terms of education, the research revealed that about 68% of the respondents as 

shown in the table above had no education at all representing the highest number, 

whereas 16% of the respondents had JHS education. It can also be seen in the table 

that those who had SHS and Tertiary education are 2.57% and 1.71% respectively. 

The study revealed that household size of 11 and above was 45% representing the 

highest membership, while household size of 6-11 is 40.8% representing the second 

highest in terms of membership and the last household size was from the range of  0-5 

being 14.2%. Many memberships in a household is important since that provide 

family labor in farming and other activities.  

www.udsspace.uds.edu.gh 

 

 



76 
 

The results showed that farmers interviewed who are from the age range of 20-30 is 

19% of the total population, this means that youth in the area are actively involved in 

farming activities. Farmers who fall within the age range of 31-40 are 25% of the 

population. The study also revealed that 29% of the population falls between the ages 

of 41-50. About 14% of the population falls in the age range of 51-60 and those who 

are 60 and above are 13%. The mean age of 44 is close to findings by Ziba (2015), 

who revealed an average age of 42.6 years for farmers in the UER, and also to(Adams 

and Ohene-Yankyera 2014;Baidoo et al. (2016)) who reported a mean age of 47.29 for 

Northern Ghana in their study. 

On the marital status of respondents, married respondents were the predominant group 

representing 71.43%. On the other side, single respondents were 15.14% while 

divorced and widowed respondents were 1.71% and 11.71% respectively.  

The socio-demographic results showed above have influence on farmers’ decision to 

adopt water management strategies as well influence the water security level of 

households in study area. The economic outcomes of farmers and the constraints they 

face are determined by their socio-demographics. 
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4.2 Livestock ownership 

Respondents were interviewed on livestock ownership and it revealed that 95% of the 

respondents rear animals while 5% do not rear animals. Farmers revealed that the 

purpose of keeping these livestock is for economic, traditional as well as livelihood 

assets, thus farmers sell their animals in times of shortage to buy food or farm inputs 

to start the planting season.  

The system under which these animals are kept is mainly the semi-intensive system 

where animals are housed in the night and are allowed to roam day time to feed during 

dry season. However, in the rainy season, the   animals are tethered or herded by 

boys/herders to prevent them from grazing on crops.  

 

 

Fig 7: Livestock farmers owned  

Own estimation from field data, 2019 
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Livestock ownership
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The animals that farmers reared include; goats, sheep, cattle, pigs and various kinds of 

poultry as seen in the figure below. Farmers who reared poultry were 45%, which 

confirms Ayeah (2019) that most farmers in northern Ghana keep poultry as the 

commonest asset to rely on in times of need. The results also revealed that farmers 

who rear goats, cattle, sheep and pigs were 21%, 10%, 19% and 5% respectively. 

Rearing livestock presents an option for farmers keeping these livestock to rely on as 

livelihood assets to combat water scarcity impacts, water scarcity, climate change as 

well extreme events. Farmers sell some of the animals to pay children school fees, buy 

farm inputs and also use the animal droppings to fertilize the farms. Some of the 

farmers also use these animals to perform sacrifices to please their gods.  
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Fig 8: Animals owned by farmers  

Own estimation from field, 2019 
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4.3 Income from livestock rearing 

Farmers make income from the sale of their animals, as animals are assets to them. 

The average income farmers make from the sale of cattle is GHs2528 per annum, with 

a minimum income of GHs700 and a maximum income of GHs7520 respectively per 

annum. On sheep, farmers make average income of GHs351 per annum with a 

minimum income of GHs80 and maximum income of GHs1800.  Averagely, farmers 

also make GHs294 from goats, with minimum income of GHs75 and the maximum 

income of GHs1250. The average income realized from the sale of fowls is GHs97, 

with a minimum income of GHs10 and a maximum income of GHs250. Last but not 

the least, farmers made averagely GHs331 as income from guinea fowls with a 

minimum income of GHs10 and maximum income of GHs1500.  

The above findings about livestock income is consistent with Baidoo et al 2016 who 

noted in their work in the Yendi municipality that livestock production has positive 

effect on household income and therefore has the potential to alleviate poverty among 

rural people in Ghana.  The table below depicts the figures above. 
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Table 4: Income from livestock rearing 

Variable Observation Mean Std. Deviation Min Max 

Cattle 112 2528.125 1804.321 700 7520 

Sheep 124 351.613 321.73 80 1800 

Goat 200 293.975 261.08 75 1250 

Fowl 238 97.101 57.39 10 250 

Guinea Fowl 261 331.48 235.98 10 1500 

Author’s own estimation from field data, 2019 

 

4.4 Water security level of smallholder farm households in the Nabdam District, 

Bawku West District and Binduri District-Objective one 

The Water Poverty Index (WPI) model is used to assess the agriculture water security 

level among smallholder farmers existing in the study area. The WPI comprises five 

main components which are Resource (R), Access (A), Capacity (C), Use (U) and the 

Environment (E). These components were assessed based on their indicators. It is 

worth noting that a high score in the individual component do not necessarily reflect in 

the overall score in the water poverty index result as it is seen table 5 below. 
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Table 5: Water security level of smallholder farmers in the Nabdam district, 

Bawku West District and the Binduri District 

District Components 

 R A C U E WPI 

      

Weight 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.2  

BWD 70 45 30 60 28 46.6 

BD 65 38 43 80 38 52.8 

ND 67 75 45 97 32 63.2 

Source: Field survey 2019 

 Resources as a component of water poverty index, refers to the physical availability 

of surface and ground water, including both rainy season and dry season. From the 

individual component results, it is seen that in terms of the resource, Bawku West 

district had the highest score of 70, clearly depicting water security in that component. 

This means in terms of the resource element, Bawku West is endowed with many 

water resources that farmers can access for dry season farming.  

This was clearly evidenced on the field, when a farmer (Mr. Agebere) in Googo in the 

BWD noted that “they do not have problem with water since they farm through the 

year using the White Volta’’. The Nabdam district scored 67 points, placing second in 

terms of water resources accessibility after Bawku West district, while the Binduri 
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district had the lowest score of 65 points. However, one would have expected that 

since Binduri district is closed to the White Volta, it should have had a high score just 

like Bawku West but the findings prove otherwise. The access indicator measures the 

extent of access to water for human use, it does not account for only the distance to 

water source, but also the time needed to get water for irrigating crops.  

The study revealed that communities’ accesses to water are the dams, wells and rivers. 

Under this component, Nabdam District scored highest with 75, indicating water 

security in that component, followed by Bawku west district 45 while the Binduri 

district had the lowest score of 38. One would have expected BWD to be water secure 

in terms of access since it is secured in terms of the resource component but BWD was 

constrained by pumping machines to access the water for irrigation. This means that in 

terms of the access component, the Bawku West and Binduri Districts are water 

insecure and ND is water secure in terms of access. This is as a result of the ILSSI 

project in the ND which supported the farmers with irrigation equipment. 

The capacity indicator considers the effectiveness of people’s ability to manage water 

resource, this is interpreted in terms of income, membership of water users’ 

association, education and training to manage water resources. The Nabdam District 

had the highest score of 45. This is as result of the education and training that farmers 

received from the ILSSI project in the district, which confirms Gariba (2018) that 

farmers’ capacities are improved when they are given education and training. The 

Binduri District had the second highest core of 43 while the Bawku West District had 

the lower score of 30, the low scores are as result of lack of capacity building or 

training for farmers. With the capacity component, all the districts are water insecure.  
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The use component considers the ways in which water is used for agriculture 

purposes. It also includes livestock use of water and irrigation. From the results, 

though ND scored second in resource, it is secure in water access because of the ILSSI 

project that built their capacity by given training which improve the use component 

with the highest score of 97, followed by BD 80 while BWD came last with 60. The 

high score of ND district is as result of the farmers’ knowledge gained from the 

training on water use (irrigation). This confirms work done by Kaiyatsa (2014), who 

noted that farmers are able to irrigate their farms when they have full use of water 

resource. 

The environmental component evaluates environmental integrity related to water and 

ecosystem. It includes the topography of the area, which has direct influence on 

erosion and flooding. From the result, it is seen that the Binduri district had the highest 

score of 38, followed by the Nabdam district 32 and the Bawku West district had the 

least score of 28. It is worth noting that in terms of the environmental component of 

the assessment as noted by Sullivan et al (2003), all the districts are water insecure.  

Finally, drawing conclusions based on the individual component scores which give the 

overall score for the WPI.Both ND and BD score 63.2 and 52 respectively which is 

above the benchmark of 50, indicating water security while BWD score 46.6 which is 

below the benchmark (50) hence water insecure 
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4.5 Constraints affecting water usage by smallholder farmers in the Bawku West 

District, Nabdam District and Binduri District 

Objective two thus constraints affecting water usage by smallholder farmers was 

addressed and presented below. 

The results of Kendall’s W-test of the constraints affecting water usage by smallholder 

farmers in the study area are shown in the table 6 below. The high significant Kendall 

coefficient of 46.6%, shows a strong concordance in the constraints that farmers face 

in using water for agricultural purpose (W=0.466, p = 0.000), with the strong 

concordance, this allow us to reject the null hypothesis that there is no agreement 

among the rater.   

Drought came first in terms of the ranking of the constraints that farmers face, 

followed by distance to the water resource and thirdly inadequate water resources in 

the study area. Drought ranking first confirms (Quddus et al., 202) who noted that 

drought is a serious production constraint and the only solution is irrigation. The 

inadequate water resources identified is in line with (Begna, 2020) who noted that 

agriculture productivity is limited by many diverse factors, both biotic and abiotic 

which included inadequate water resources and soil acidity.  

The constraints identified and ranked above actually affirms the findings in section 4.7 

where all the districts do not have the capacity to manage agriculture water for 

farming and also all the districts lack the environmental conditions necessary to ensure 

water availability. This affects farmers’ productivity and net returns making them 

more vulnerable to bad economic and social conditions which confirm USAID Feed 
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the future (2017) report that the economic hardship is high mostly in Upper East 

Region especially Nabdam District.  

It can also deduce from the findings that silted nature of the water source, water use 

fees and strict rules of water regulatory bodies were the least constraints farmers 

faced. These constraints negatively affect farmers’ ability to access water for farming 

activities as it is in the case of the Bawku West and Binduri Districts in section 4.7.  

 

Table 6: Constraints faced by farmers in managing water in the Nabdam 

District, Bawku West District and Binduri District 

Constraint Mean rank Ranking 

Drought 4.49 1st 

Distance to water 3.98 2nd 

Inadequate water resource 3.96 3rd 

Silted nature of water resource 2.95 4th 

Water use fee 2.51 5th 

Strict rules of water regulatory 

bodies 

2.20 6th 

Number of observation = 344 Kendall’s W=0.466, df=5, Chi-Square=802.158, P-

value=0.000 

Author’s own estimation from field data, 2019 
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4.6 Multivariate probit regression analysis of factors influencing the adoption of 

water management practices 

Objective three examining the factors influencing smallholder farmers’ adoption of 

water management strategies was addressed using the above model. 

The issue of climate change has led to so many adverse conditions that farmers are 

faced with. Farmers therefore have to adopt different strategies as a way to minimize 

the impact of climate change. As noted by Chalmers et al (2017), adoption is path 

dependent where strategies adopted earlier informs farmers’ present decisions on 

subsequent strategies in the future.  

It is necessary to use a good model to estimate these strategies, which take care of 

exogenous factors on the adoption strategies while permitting the error terms of each 

strategy to correlate. When these interrelations are not corrected, it can lead to biased 

estimates (Kassie et al, 2013). 

The multivariate probit model is therefore used to determine the factors that influence 

the adoption of water management strategies since it jointly identify these factors 

influencing the probability of adopting each of the WMP strategies and at the same 

time accounting for interdependency. 

The table below presents the results from the MVP model. 
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Table 7: Results of multivariate probit regression analysis of factors influencing 

the adoption of water management practices 

Covariate C. 

rotation 

C. 

cropping 

S. bund D. 

tolerance  

C. mulch Irrigatio

n 

W. 

storage 

Sex 0.392** 

(0.032) 

-0.231 

(0.235) 

-0.128 

(0.469) 

0.101 

(0.588) 

-0.122 

(0.511) 

0.877*** 

(0.001) 

0.037 

(0.848) 

Age -0.013* 

(0.065) 

0.0001 

(0.982) 

-0.021** 

(0.002) 

0.016** 

(0.026) 

0.011 

(0.105) 

0.001 

(0.939) 

0.013* 

(0.070) 

FBO -0.078 

(0.663) 

0.599*** 

(0.001) 

-0.029 

(0.880) 

0.028 

(0.894) 

0.320 

(0.110) 

1.439*** 

(0.000) 

0.017 

(0.935) 

Maristat -0.067 

(0.719) 

0.055 

(0.780) 

0.117 

(0.515) 

0.141 

(0.467) 

0.195 

(0.290) 

  0.161 

(0.499) 

-0.053 

(0.777) 

HH. size 0.003 

(0.900) 

-0.004 

(0.860) 

0.036 

(0.131) 

0.007 

(0.786) 

0.005 

(0.849) 

-0.079*** 

(0.009) 

0.022 

(0.367) 

Extension 0.286 

(0.161) 

-0.020 

(0.924) 

0.554** 

(0.012) 

0.189 

(0.394) 

1.139*** 

(0.000) 

-0.279 

(0.308) 

0.904*** 

(0.000) 

Credit -0.136 

(0.460) 

-0.241 

(0.203) 

0.686*** 

(0.000) 

0.036 

(0.846) 

0.504*** 

(0.006) 

1.142*** 

(0.000) 

-0.754*** 

(0.000) 

Drought -0.122 

(0.663) 

0.476* 

(0.082) 

0.233 

(0.346) 

0.053 

(0.848) 

0.456* 

(0.070) 

-0.677* 

(0.028) 

0.076 

(0.766) 

Excessive 

rainfall 

-0.326 

(0.198) 

0.535** 

(0.029) 

-0.303 

(0.218) 

0.085 

(0.727) 

0.072 

(0.779) 

-0.463 

(0.133) 

0.033 

(0.895) 

Education -0.183 

(0.247) 

0.191 

(0.241) 

-0.289** 

(0.053) 

0.166 

(0.290) 

0.001 

(0.997) 

-0.470** 

(0.022) 

0.233 

(0.136) 

Water 

availability 

0.233 

(0.235) 

0.233 

(0.235) 

-0.151 

(0.393) 

0.176 

(0.356) 

-0.256 

(0.164) 

0.972*** 

(0.000) 

0.060 

(0.752) 

Runoff/ero

sion 

-0.203 

(0.121) 

-0.203 

(0.121) 

0.210 

(0.103) 

0.245** 

(0.056) 

0.076 

(0.564) 

-0.287** 

(0.051) 

0.132 

(0.302) 

Likelihood ratio test of rho21 = rho31 = rho41 = rho51 = rho61 = rho71 = rho32 = 

rho42 = rho52 = rho53 = rho63 = rho73 = rho54 = rho64 = rho74 = rho65 = rho75 

= rho76 = 0: chi2(21) = 103.134 Prob > chi2 = 0.0000 

Author’s own estimation   from field data, 2019 
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Sex of respondent revealed positive association to both crop rotation and irrigation in 

managing agriculture water. This means that male farmers are likely to practice crop 

rotation and also irrigation than their female counterparts.  This is because of resource 

endowment and the intensive nature of the work. This was also noted by Ragasa et al, 

(2013) that male farmers are more likely to adopt new technologies than their female 

counterparts due to labor availability and endowment of the male farmers. This 

therefore means that policies to encourage crop rotation and irrigation should target 

male farmers since they are more likely to adopt than the female farmers due to their 

resource endowment and labor availability.  

Age of the respondent turned out to be negatively associated with the practice of crop 

rotation and stone bund but positively associated with the drought tolerant crops and 

water storage technologies. The finding is consistent with Baiyegunhi (2015) work 

where he noted that young farmers easily adopt technology than the older farmers in 

South Africa.  

This suggests that younger farmers are more likely to adopt crop rotation and stone 

bunds compared to their older counterparts possibly because they are more innovative 

and keen on trying new technologies and methods to improve their net returns, thus 

their welfare. This finding is consistent with Akhter et al (2017). The reason could 

also be that creating stone bunds is tedious and requires a lot of the energy that the 

younger farmers possess. The finding also fits well in the theory of human capital; 

young farmers have the high chance of taking up new technology and applying it to 

everyday life (Sidibe, 2005).  
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FBO membership of respondents is positively associated with cover cropping and 

irrigation, which means that farmers who belong to FBOs are more likely to adopt 

cover cropping and irrigation than their counterparts who do not belong to FBOs. The 

reason is that group membership help in the dissemination of information or new 

technologies to farmers, thereby creating their awareness of improved technologies 

like irrigation to supplement their crops in times of drought. Also farmers get access to 

credit to do their farming activities when they belong to a farmer group.  This is in line 

with Israel (2019) that FBO membership makes it easy for farmers to access 

information and credit. 

Household size was measured by considering the number of people who live together 

and eat from the same pot with one household head adapted from GLSS6 (2014). The 

results showed that household size is negatively associated with irrigation. The 

implication is that small household sizes are more likely to adopt irrigation as a water 

management strategy to counter water scarcity than their counterparts with large 

household sizes. The reason is that, a farmer with large household size spends more on 

family upkeep instead of adopt irrigation.  

From the results, it is seen that extension is positively associated with stone bunds and 

compost/mulching. This means that farmers who have access to extension services are 

more likely to adopt stone bunds and compost/mulching, as a strategy to manage water 

scarcity than their counterparts who do not have access to extension services. The 

reason is that extension agents teach them the need to adopt smart practices to counter 

water scarcity. This confirms Nhemachena et al (2014) who noted that the access to 
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extension services significantly increases the probability of taking up a new 

technology. 

Credit access is positively associated with stone bunds, compost/mulching and 

irrigation which is in line with Chalmers et al (2017) that credit is a major determinant 

of technology adaptation as a water management practice. However, credit is 

negatively related to water storage, this means farmers who are constrained by credit 

are less likely to adopt water storage, this reaffirms Nonvide (2017) and Mulwa (2017) 

in their study using the Multivariate Probit model who also found that farmers have 

lower probability of adopting water and soil conservation management strategies when 

they have access to credit. Rather, farmers who have access to credit are likely to 

adopt stone bunds, compost/mulching and irrigation than their counterparts who do 

not have access to credit, with the reason that the strategies require capital  

The result shows that drought is positively associated with cover cropping and 

compost/mulching but negative association with irrigation. This means that farmers 

who experience drought are likely to adopt cover cropping and compost/mulching than 

their counterparts who do not experience drought. Expectations are high that as one 

experience drought, the best alternative is to irrigate but the result rather revealed 

otherwise. As seen in section 4.7, most farmers in all the districts lack the capacity and 

the environmental conditions to irrigate except few, hence majority resort to cover 

cropping and compost/mulching. 

Education has negative association with both stone bunds and irrigation, which means 

that people who do not have formal education are more likely to adopt stone bunds 

and irrigation than their counterparts with formal education. The reason could be that 
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those with formal education do not have time to do stone bund and irrigate. The result 

revealed that runoff/erosion has positive association with drought tolerant crops but 

negative association with irrigation. This means that farmers who experience 

runoff/erosion are likely to plant drought tolerant crops to counter the adverse 

conditions associated with runoff/erosion.  

 

4.6.1 Pairwise correlation coefficients of water management strategies from the 

MVP model 

The pairwise correlations results of water management practices from the multivariate 

Probit model are presented below in the table. The likelihood ratio test (chi2 (21) = 

103.134), Prob< 0.0000 of independence of the error terms of water management 

strategies is highly rejected. The alternative hypothesis of mutual interdependence 

among the water management practices is accepted.  

The mutual interdependence among the use of stone bunds, crop rotation, drought 

tolerance crops, irrigation, cover cropping, compost/mulching and water storage by 

farmers backs the use of the Multivariate Probit model compared to the use of the 

independent probit models use to predict adoption of water management practices. 

The joint interdependence among water management practices show that the 

likelihood of adopting any of the water management  practices is co-dependent on the 

farmer’s decision of whether to adopt another water management practice or not.  

All the pairwise coefficients of the correlation between the regressed error terms are 

positive, except compost/mulching and crop rotation, water storage and crop rotation, 

www.udsspace.uds.edu.gh 

 

 



93 
 

irrigation and cover cropping, and finally water storage and cover cropping whose 

coefficients were not even statistically significant. 

Table 8: Pairwise correlations of water management practices 

Water management Strategies  Correlation Coefficient   p-value 

Cover Cropping  and Crop Rotation 0.223** 0.015 

Stone and Crop Rotation 0.359*** 0.000 

Drought Tolerant Crop and Crop Rotation 0.195** 0.027 

Compost/Mulching and Crop Rotation -0.023 0.808 

Irrigation and Crop Rotation 0.109 0.330 

Water Storage and Crop Rotation -0.152 0.106 

Stone Bund and Cover Cropping  0.256*** 0.002 

Drought Tolerant and Cover Cropping 0.134 0.155 

Compost/Mulching and Cover Cropping 0.009 0.924 

Irrigation and Cover Cropping -0.079 0.480 

Water Storage and  Cover Cropping -0.058 0.529 

Drought Tolerant Crop and Stone Bund 0.036 0.712 

Compost/Munching and  Stone Bund 0.342*** 0.000 

Irrigation and Stone Bund 0.194* 0.067 

Water Storage and Stone Bund 0.297*** 0.001 

Compost/Mulching and Drought Tolerant Crop 0.271*** 0.001 

Irrigation and Drought Tolerant Crop 0.094 0.414 

Water Storage and Drought Tolerant Crop 0.191* 0.035 

Irrigation and Compost/Mulching  0.357*** 0.000 

Water Storage and Compost/Mulching 0.276** 0.001 

Water Storage and Irrigation  0.199* 0.053 

Likelihood ratio test of rho21 = rho31 = rho41 = rho51 = rho61 = rho71 = rho32 = 

rho42 = rho52 = rho53 = rho63 = rho73 = rho54 = rho64 = rho74 = rho65 = rho75 

= rho76 = 0:  

chi2(21) = 103.134 

Prob> chi2 = 0.0000 

Author’s own estimation from field data, 2019 

www.udsspace.uds.edu.gh 

 

 



94 
 

4.7.0 Descriptive Statistics of Base System Variables Used in the TOA MD 

Analysis 

The Table below shows the disaggregated results across the two strata of farms thus 

farms who undertake water management practices (WMP) and farms who do not 

undertake water management practices (non-WMP). From the variables presented; 

farm costs, revenues and net per farm returns were computed per each farm and 

average across the strata of farms using the equations below: 

𝐶 = 𝑐(𝑥, 𝑝) and  𝑅 = 𝑟(𝑞, 𝑤)     (1) 

Where x and q are vectors referring to input and output quantities, and p and w refer to 

their respective price vectors. The cost incurred is the sum of seasonal rent on land, 

price per unit of seed, wage rate of labor, rent to capital inputs and other direct 

expenses. The capital variable is calculated as the sum of the cost of hiring animals 

and mechanical power for land preparation per farm, while other expenses captured as 

direct cost are calculated as the sum of fertilizer, herbicide and pesticide. 

Revenue is also determined as a product of price of farm produce and quantity sold, 

consumed or given out.  Net revenue was determined as 𝜋 = 𝑅 − 𝐶=𝑟(𝑞, 𝑤) −

𝑐(𝑥, 𝑝). These revenues and cost were determined for maize, sorghum, rice, millet and 

livestock. 
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Table 9: Descriptive Statistics of Base System Variables Used in the TOA MD 

Analysis 

Author’s summary from field data, 2019 

 

 

Parameter/Strata 

Farmers with  WMP  Farmers without WMP 

Farm characteristics Mean SD CV% Mean SD CV% 

Household size 9.36 2.88 30.81 10.08 3.43 34.05 

Farm size 2.48 1.56 63.28 1.8 0.77 50.6 

Off-farm income 557.58 490.56 87.97 528.57 435.73 82.40 

MAIZE       

Yield( Kg) 6.98 4.82  69.02  3.93 4.72 120 

Cost ( GHs) 467.80  371.95  79.51  275.81 244.03 88.47 

Rev ( GHs) 2115.19  1906.47  90.13  1339.70 1672.39 124.83 

NR ( GHs) 1647.39  1620.34  98.36  275.81 244.026 88.47 

SORGHUM       

Yield ( Kg) 1.524 1.008 66.21 1.2126 0.9193 75.806 

Cost ( GHs) 73.50 6.38 8.68 76.286 6.993 9.167 

Rev ( GHs) 279.88 200.71 71.71 251.54 108.48 43.13 

NR( GHs) 273.95 196.56 71.76 244.69 109.74 44.85 

RICE       

Yield ( Kg) 13.96  11.10  79.49  5.023 4.74 94.46 

Cost (GHs) 163.68  106.09  64.82  169.23 117.63 69.51 

Rev (GHs) 845.53  669.192  79.145  708.18 661.98 93.47 

NR (GHs) 681.85  625.53  91.74  538.95 596.86 110.74 

MILLET       

Yield (Kg) 1.52 1.05 69.177 1.146 0.6769 59.05 

Cost(GHs) 87.043 31.38 36.057 104.143 36.64 35.182 

Rev ( GHs) 546.01 407.01 74.54 631.88 401.143 63.48 

NR ( GHs) 530.186 409.35 77.21 597.68 406.34 67.99s 

LIVESTOCK       

Cost 152.47 102.78 67.41 114.54 88.12 76.93 

Rev 2337.6 1823.65 78.04 1930.51 1306.91 67.93 

NR 2185.13 1762.28 80.65 1817.15 1251.58 68.88 
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In the table 9 above, the analysis considered four staple crops (sorghum, rice, millet 

and maize) and also livestock measured in tropical livestock units. Two strata of farms 

were considered for the study. Stratum 1 referred to here as non-WMP farms are 

purely rain-fed farms that do not practice water management. Stratum 2 known here as 

WMP farms, are those that practice water management like irrigation.  

With this study, it is assumed that WMP farms will be better off under increased 

temperature and reduced precipitation than non-WMP farms. Under this era of climate 

change, water management is an important adaptation strategy and possible 

determinant of economic outcomes for these farmers.   

The above results revealed that WMP farms benefit more than non-WMP farms except 

the case of millet where the returns of non-WMP farms (GHs 597.68) are higher than 

WMP farms (GHs 530.19). This result is against the a-prior expectation that all gains 

from WMP farms are more than non-WMP farms. However, the finding is consistent 

with Shivhare et al 2019, Tiwari et al 2016 and Tounsi et al 2017 who noted that millet 

is drought and stress resistant and therefore its yields are not much affected by drought 

and other harsh weather conditions.  

4.7.1 Economic impacts of efficient water management strategies on selected 

economic outcomes of smallholder farmers. 

This section presents the impacts of efficient water management on smallholder 

farmers and the general impacts of water scarcity on smallholder farmers’ average net 

revenues, per capita incomes and the poverty rates (percentage of the farm population 

living on less than $1.00/day). 
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This was done using the results of non-WMP farms (i.e. farmers who do not manage 

water even under water scarcity) and WMP farms (i.e., farmers who manage water 

under water scarcity) across the CSIRO model using system 2 (where there is water 

scarcity i.e. reduced rain, high temperature due to climate change and farmers adopt 

water management). System 1 is considered to be the baseline (where we assumed no 

climate change, hence no adoption of new technology). These estimates are presented 

below.  

 

4.7.2 Net farm revenues, per capita incomes, and poverty rates among 

smallholder farmers in BW, BD and ND 

As water availability for farming reduces because of climate change, the expectations 

are that farmers will face the associated consequences like low yield leading to low 

income and high poverty rates. The anticipation is that farmers being rational will try 

to reduce these impacts by adopting water management strategies. The results from the 

CSIRO model revealed the benefits of adopting water management. The expected 

average net returns for farmers who adopt WMP is GHs 6145 and non-WMP is GHs 

3640. Similarly, the poverty rates are lower for WMP farms (9%) compared to the 

non-WMP farms (31%). 

 These results benefits the WMP farms with both net returns being high and poverty 

rate being low, the approach is based on the fact that even though the impacts of water 

scarcity may not be felt immediately, non-WMP farms will surely feel the impacts 

more than WMP farms. Knowledge of poverty rate and the net returns give fair idea of 
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the level of farmers’ vulnerability and resilience to water scarcity and the associated 

impacts.    

Considering the per capita income, WMP farms average net returns is GHs 784.07 and 

non-WMP farms net returns is ( GHs 461.50). This means that averagely farmers who 

practice water management as a way of coping with climate change (water scarcity)get 

higher income than farmers who do not practice water management. The implication is 

that even though there is water scarcity due to climate change, farmers who practice 

water management will be more robust, resilient and better off than non-WMP farmers 

because of the adoption of water management strategies, which improves their income 

and hence welfare. 

The per capita income of farmers is known to be the best indicator of farmers’ welfare 

and therefore the source for farmers’ resilience to stress such as water scarcity due to 

climate change (Dube et al. 2013). The direct implication of farmers’ income decline 

is that their resilience to stress and other shocks generally are affected resulting in 

negative change.  

Because of the negative impacts of climate change affecting water availability for 

farming, if farmers adopt water management it increases their water use efficiency and 

improve their resilience against water scarcity, poverty rates and other economic 

indicators of farmers will decline. The poverty rates were estimated to be 9% for 

WMP farms and 31% for non-WMP farms, this means that WMP farms are better off 

with averagely low poverty rate (9%) compared to non-WMP farms, where the 

average poverty rate of 31% is high. The net returns, per capita income and poverty 

rates results are presented in the table below. 
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Table 10: Impacts of water scarcity on net returns, per capita income and 

poverty rates in the BD, BWD and ND in the Upper East Region of Ghana 

Stratum  Net returns per capita 

(GHS) 

Per capita income  

(GHS) 

Poverty rates (%) 

NO ADAPTATION 

Non-WMP 

 

 

WMP 

 

          2707.84 358.26 50 

 

          3853.66 

 

   516.02 

 

28 

All farms           2964.39     429.26 40 

ADAPTATION 

Non-WMP 

 

WMP 

          3640.15     461.50 31 

6145.06 784.07 9 

 

All farms 

 

         4201.02 

 

   606.66 

 

21 

Author’s summary from TOA data, 2019 

The estimated gains and losses expressed as percentage of mean net revenue suggest 

that WMP farms in BW,  BD and ND on aggregate will benefit more than the 

non-WMP farms, if the current production systems and trend are maintained. Based on 

the above findings, farmers are advised to adopt water management strategies since 

that increase their income level as well reduce their poverty level, hence improve their 

general wellbeing. 
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4.7.3 Percentage gainers, gains, losses and net losses for smallholder farmers in 

the Binduri District, Bawku West District and Nabdam District in the Upper 

East Region 

The percentage of farmers whose future net revenues and per capita income increase 

as their poverty level fall due to switching from system 1 to system 2 because of water 

scarcity are hereby referred to as percentage gainers. As seen below in the table using 

CSIRO model scenario, the results show that WMP farms had higher percentage of 

gainers than non-WMP farms. Gainers accounted for 89% under WMP farms and 45% 

under non-WMP farms. This clearly depicts that water management practices are 

expected to have a more profound effect on the livelihood of smallholder farmers who 

adopt system 2 under changing climatic conditions than farmers who do not adopt. 

Table 11: Percentage gainers, loss, gains and net loss for smallholder farmers in 

the BD, BWD and ND in the Upper East Region of Ghana 

Stratum Percent gainers Gains (%) Loss (%) Net Loss (%) 

 NO ADAPTATION 

Non-WMP 46.92 24.13 29.27 5.15 

WMP 42.41 10.33 16.69 6.37 

All farms 44.76 19.77 429.26 5.53 

 ADAPTATION 

Non-WMP 81.64 

 

66.86 6.68 60.18 

WMP 98.87 75.93 0.13 75.79 

 

All farms 

 

89.89 

 

69.73 

 

4.61 

 

65.12 

Author’s summary from TOA data, 2019 
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As seen in the table above, farms which manage water gained more and lost less 

compared to those that failed to manage water.  The aggregate losses is huge (25%) 

for non-WMP farms and relatively small (5%) for WMP farms. This means that 

managing water when there is climate change reduces the aggregate loss that farms are 

likely to encounter and this increases farmers’ gains. Assuming the effects of water 

scarcity as a result of climate change in agricultural system increases in the BW, BD 

and ND, the results suggest that aggregate percentage of gainers for non-WMP farms 

will be about 45% of the population of farms while the aggregate percentage of 

gainers will be about 89% for WMP farms and the aggregate losses will be 25% for 

non-WMP farms and 5% for WMP farms in the study area. 

The analogy is that water management buffers farms from the negative effects of 

reduced precipitation and increased temperature, and guarantees farm productivity. 

The analysis shows the importance of adopting water management as a mitigating 

strategy for water scarcity caused by climate change. 
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CHAPTER FIVE 

SUMMARY, CONCLUSION AND RECOMMENDATIONS 

5.0 Chapter outline 

 Key findings from the study are summarised and presented in this chapter. Relying on 

these key findings, conclusions are drawn and recommendations are made for policy 

makers and also for further research on similar area of study. 

5.1 Summary of Key Findings 

Results of the water security analysis in the study area showed that BD and ND are 

water secure with water poverty indexes of 52.8 and 63.2 respectively while BWD is 

water insecure with the water poverty index of 46.6. Having computed the final WPI 

as seen above, it was necessary considering the various components scores. In terms of 

the Resource component, the Bawku West District is endowed with water resources 

with the highest of score 70, followed by Nabdam district (67) while the Binduri 

district had the lowest score of 65.  

On the access component, the results revealed that dams, wells and rivers were 

accessible to farmers for supplementary farming. Under this component, the Nabdam 

District had the highest score of 75, followed by the Bawku West District 45 and the 

Binduri District had the lowest score of 38. This means that farmers in the Nabdam 

District have more access to water than their counterparts in the other districts.  

Results on farms capacity to manage water revealed that the Nabdam District had the 

highest score of 45, the Binduri District had the second highest core of 43 and the 

Bawku West District had the lowest score of 30. Also on the use component, the 

results showed that the Nabdam District had the highest score of 97, followed by the 
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Binduri District 80 and the Bawku West District had the least score of 60. Results on 

the environment component just like the other components also revealed that the 

Binduri District had the highest score of 38, followed by the Nabdam District 32 and 

Bawku West District had the least score of 28. The combinational analysis revealed 

that both the BD and the ND are water secure while the BWD is water insecure. 

On the aspect of constraints affecting water use, the results revealed that drought, 

distance to water resources and inadequate water resources were the main constraints 

while the silted nature of water sources, water use fees and strict rules of water 

regulatory bodies were the least constraints.  

Empirical results from the Multivariate Probit model showed thatFBO membership 

thus farmers who were members of FBOs had the higher likelihood of water 

management strategies and same applies to the others (access to extension services, 

credit access, drought, runoff/erosion) this means that the probability of adopting 

water management strategies increased. 

The TOA MD descriptive results revealed that the potential benefits accruing to farms 

who adopted WMP are more than farms that do not use efficient WMPs. However, the 

returns from millet was high for WMP farms (GHs 530.19) than non-WMP farms 

(GHs 597.68)   With off-farm income, those who practice water management had 

more mean income of GHs 557.58 whiles those who do not practice water 

management had GHs 528.57. It is also seen that the mean returns of WMP farms 

from maize (GHs 1647.39) is higher than farms that do not practice water 

management (GHs 275.81). The rice result also revealed higher returns (GHs681.85) 

for WMP farms than non- WMP farms (GHs 538.95).  
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Also the average income from livestock is high for WMP farms (GHs 2185.13) while 

farms that do not manage water average income is (GHs 1817.15). Generally, the 

average income for WMP farms is GHs 557.58 and non-WMP farms also get 

GHs528.57.  

The results also revealed that the percentage gainers thus farmers whose future net 

revenue, per capita income increases, whiles their poverty level reduces due to 

switching from system 1 to system 2. This shows that under CSIRO model scenario, 

farmers who practice water management had higher percentage of gainers than 

farmers who do not practice water management. Gainers accounted 89% for WMP 

farms, and 45% for non-WMP farms respectively among the entire population of 

farms. 

Poverty rates among smallholder farms were estimated, that is percentage of farm 

populations living on less than $1.00 per day due to climate change. At the 

disaggregated level, farmers who practice WMP have a poverty rate of 9% and 31 % 

for non-WMP farms. This means that the impact of climate change will definitely 

increase poverty rates in the near future. In a different way, climate change will pose 

serious additional threat to these poor smallholder farmers by significantly decreasing 

crops and livestock yields, assuming they remain on the use of the base technology 

under the changed climate. 

Results on expected net revenues per farm, per capita incomes, and poverty rates 

showed the average net returns per farm using the CSIRO scenario model, and per 

capita income is higher for WMP farms than non-WMP farms. The average net farm 
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revenue and mean per capita income were approximately GHS6145 and GHS3640 for 

WMP farms and non-WMP farms in the model respectively.  

 

5.2 Conclusions 

By assessing the implication of water scarcity at the farm level of smallholder farmers 

in the study area, it is conclusive that both Binduri District farmers and Nabdam 

District farmers are water secure while Bawku West District farmers are water 

insecure. Because of water scarcity, farmers living in BWD and region at large are 

encouraged to develop the habit of managing water since they are more vulnerable to 

the impacts of water scarcity. 

The study also concludes that the major constraints farmers face are drought, distance 

to water source and inadequate water resources. On combating water scarcity, it is 

observed that, drought, sex, FBO membership, access to extension services and credit 

access are the major factors influencing farmers adoption of water management. 

Additional conclusion is that farmers who adopt water management practices are 

economically better off than farmers who do not adopt water management, with low 

poverty rate.   

Final conclusion is that climate change affects surface water availability everywhere in 

the study area and further reductions in rainfall and increase in temperatures will 

negatively affect livelihood assets.  
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5.3 Recommendations 

The following recommendations are made based on the findings of this study, 

i. Government policies on water in the BD, BWD and ND should target 

constructing more water source for farmers to supplement their farms 

especially during drought and also for dry season farming especially for 

farmers in Bawku West District to boost their income. 

ii. Also, the few dams in the study area should be desilted to contain more water 

for farming possibly through the one village one dam project to ensure water 

availability.  

iii. MOFA, NGOs, research institutions and other stakeholders in agriculture 

should provide capacity building training for farmers on adaptation strategies 

suck as stone bunding, crop rotation, cover cropping, use of compost etc to 

build resilience of farmers on water scarcity.  

iv. Policy measures which promotes water management like mulching, use of 

compost, stone bund etc should be encouraged since they help increase the 

surface water availability. This can be done through the ministry of food and 

agriculture extension agents at the district level to improve water availability 

for farming. 

v. The government of Ghana, through MOFA should integrate water management 

policy in the agriculture sector for extension agents to implement the practice 

to smallholder farmers since WMP strategies increase net returns, per capita 

income and reduced poverty rate among farmers. By doing so, government 
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takes a step closer to reducing poverty and improving farmers’ welfare which 

is key in the modernizing Agriculture in Ghana project.   

vi. One key important adaptation strategy for policy makers and farmers will be 

the introduction of more water management strategies to offset some of these 

negative effects of water scarcity on agricultural productivity which will 

improve net farm incomes and finally reduce poverty rates in the study area. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

www.udsspace.uds.edu.gh 

 

 



108 
 

REFERENCE 

Abiona, B. G., E. O. Fakoya, and J. Esun, 2016: The Impacts of Climate Change on 

the Livelihood of Arable Crop Farmers in Southwest, Nigeria. Springer, Cham, 

289–296 http://link.springer.com/10.1007/978-3-319-25814-0_20cfa 

Acker, F. and Stanton, E. A. (2013). Climate Economics: The State of the Art. 

London: Routledge. 

Adams, F. and Ohene-Yankyera, K. (2014).Socio-economic characteristics of 

subsistent small ruminant farmers in three regions of northern Ghana. Asian 

Journal of Applied Science and Engineering, 3(3):351-364. 

Africa Climate Change 2014: Impacts, Adaptation, and Vulnerability. Part B: 

Regional Aspects. Contribution of Working Group II to the Fifth Assessment  

Agricultural water management and poverty linkages. Agricultural Water 

Management, 

Agriculture, Forestry and Other Land Use (AFOLU). Climate Change 2014: 

Mitigation of climate change. Contribution of working group III to the fifth 

edition. 

Aipira, C., Kidd, A., & Morioka, K. (2017). Climate change adaptation in Pacific 

Countries: fostering resilience through gender equality. In Climate Change 

Adaptation in Pacific Countries (pp. 225-239).Springer, Cham. 

Alireza (Ali) Nazemi, Howard S. Wheater. 2014 Assessing the Vulnerability of Water 

Supply to Changing Stream flow Conditions. 

https://doi.org/10.1002/2014EO320007 

www.udsspace.uds.edu.gh 

 

 



109 
 

Alwan, V., Gupta, A., Sekhar, A., & Velmurugan, R. (2010).Dynamic analysis of 

shafts of composite materials. Journal of Reinforced Plastics and Composites, 

29(22), 3364–3379. https://doi.org/10.1177/0731684410371404 

Amalia Tsiamia Devasenan Devendra Nicola Robinson. 2012. Integrated crop water 

management might sustainably halve the global food gap 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.clnu.2012.04.003 

Amikuzuno, J. (2018) Socioeconomic Impacts of climate change on the Livelihood 

and adaptation strategies of smallholder farmers in the Upper White Volta 

Basin of Ghana. SN – 978981-10-4794-7.10.1007/978-981-10-4796-1_5  

Amikuzuno, J. 2013. Climate change impacts on smallholder farmers in the White 

Volta Basin of the Upper East Region of Ghana. 2013 fourth international 

conference, September 22-25, 2013. Hammamet, Tunisia 160478, African 

Association of Agricultural Economists (AAAE)   

Amikuzuno, J. and Hathie, I. (2013). Climate Change Implications for smallholder 

agriculture in the White Volta Basin in the Upper East Region of Ghana, 

Impacts world 2013, International Conference On Climate Change Effects, 

Postdam. May 27-30. 

Antle, J. (2011). Parsimonious multi-dimensional impact assessment. American 

journal of Agricultural Economics, 93(5), 1292-1311 

Antle, J. M., and Coauthors, 2015: AgMIP’s transdisciplinary agricultural systems 

approach to regional integrated assessment of climate impacts, vulnerability, 

and adaptation. Handbook of Climate Change and Agro ecosystems: The 

www.udsspace.uds.edu.gh 

 

 



110 
 

Agricultural Model Intercomparison and Improvement Project Integrated Crop 

and Economic Assessments, Part 1, World Scientific, 27–19 44. 

Asfaw, S., and Lipper, L. (2016).Managing climate risk using climate smart 

agriculture.FAO.   Assessment Report of the Intergovernmental Panel on 

climate change  

Azongo, Daniel , Awine, Timothy, Wak, George, Binka, Fred, Oduro, Abraham. 2012. 

A time series analysis of weather variability and all-cause mortality in the 

Kasena-Nankana Districts of Northern Ghana 1995–2010 

Baiyegunhi, Lloyd (2015) Determinants of rainwater harvesting technology (RWHT) 

adoption for home gardening in Msinga, KwaZulu-Natal, South Africa VL - 

41. 10.4314/wsa.v4lil.6 

Baum, S. Brunner, P. Eickemeier, B. Kriemann, J.Savolainen, S. Schlömer, C. von 

Stechow, T. Zwickel and J.C. 2018. Minx (eds.)]. Cambridge University Press, 

Cambridge, United Kingdom and New York, NY, USA. 

Betebo, T., (2014). The contribution of water resource development to households’ 

income and 

food security: the case of Meta woreda, east hararghe. Department of rural 

development and agricultural extension, school of graduate studies Haramaya 

University. 

Burpee, G., B.S. Janet & A. Schmidt. 2015. Preparing smallholder farm families to 

adapt to climate change: Pocket Guide 3; Managing water resources. Catholic 

Relief Services: Baltimore, MD, USA 

www.udsspace.uds.edu.gh 

 

 



111 
 

C. Florindo, F. S. Oliveira, L. P. N. Rebelo, Ana M. Fernandes, and I. M. Marrucho. 

2014. Sustainable Chemistry & Engineering 2 (10), 2416-2425 

10.1021/sc500439w 

Calow, R. Mason, N. (2012). Water Security: from abstract concept to meaningful 

metrics. Working Paper 357 

Cambridge, U.K.: Cambridge University Press. 

Catherine Ragasa, John Ulimwengu, Josee Randriamamonjy and Thaddee Badibanga 

(2013) Assessment of the Capacity, Incentives, and Performance of 

Agricultural Extension Agents in Western Democratic Republic of 

Congo.Development Strategy and Governance Division. IFPRI Discussion 

Paper 01283  

Centre for Ecology and Hydrology (2016). Using the water poverty index to monitor 

water progress in the water sector.Natural Environment research council. 

Chabejong, N. E., 2016: A Review on the Impact of Climate Change on Food Security 

and Malnutrition in the Sahel Region of Cameroon. Climate Change and 

Health, Springer, 133–148. 

Chazovachii B. (2012).The impact of small scale irrigation schemes on rural 

livelihoods: the case of Panganai 

Cheng Hsiao, University of Southern Califomia. Cambridge University press 2003. 

ISBN 9780511754203.https://doi.org/10.1017/CB09780511754203. 

CoFR, US Senate (2011) Avoiding Water Wars: Water Scarcity and Central Asia’s 

Growing Importance for Stability in Afghanistan and Pakistan, U. S. 

Government Printing Office, Washington Commission for African  

www.udsspace.uds.edu.gh 

 

 



112 
 

Collins, B. D., & Jibson, R. W. (2015).Assessment of existing and potential landslide 

hazards resulting from the April 25, 2015 Gorkha, Nepal earthquake sequence 

(No. 2015-1142). US Geological Survey. 

             Comprehensive Assessment of Water Management in Agriculture 97 (4), 520–

527. 

Cook, B.I., E.R. Cook, P.C. Huth, J.E. Thompson, A. Forster, and D. Smiley, 2007: A 

cross-taxa phonological dataset from Mohonk Lake, NY and its relationship to 

climate. Int. J. Climatol.,28,1369-1383.doi:10.1002/joc.129. 

Cook, C. and Bakker, K. (2012) ‘Water security: Debating an emerging paradigm’. 

Global Environmental Change, 22(1):94-102 

Creswell, J. W (2003). Research design: Qualitative, quantitative, and mixed methods 

approaches (2nd ed.) Thousand Oaks, CA: sage 

Creswell, J. W. (2003). Research design: Qualitative, quantitative and mixed methods 

design. Sage, London.Book. 

Cruz-Blanco, M., C. Santos, P. Gavilán, and I. J. Lorite, 2015: Uncertainty in 

estimating reference evapotranspiration using remotely sensed and forecasted 

weather data under the climatic conditions of Southern Spain. Int. J. Climatol., 

35, 3371–3384, doi:10.1002/joc.4215. 

Dasgupta, P., J. Morton, D. Dodman, B. Karapinar, F. Meza, M. Rivera-Ferre, A. 

Toure Sarr, and K.Vincent, 2014: Rural Areas. Climate Change 2014: Impacts, 

Adaptation, and Vulnerability. Part A: Global and Sectoral Aspects. 

Contribution of Working Group II to the Fifth Assessment  Report of the 

Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change, C.B. Field et al., Eds., 

www.udsspace.uds.edu.gh 

 

 



113 
 

Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, New York, 613–657 

http://www.ipcc.ch/pdf/assessment report/ar5/wg2/WGIIAR5-

Chap9_FINAL.pdf 

Devendra Shivhare, Jediael Ng, Yi-Chin Candace Tsai, Oliver Mueller-Cajar. 2019. 

Probing the rice Rubisco–Rubisco activase interaction via subunit 

heterooligomerization. Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences, 116 

(48) 24041-24048; DOI: 10.1073/pnas.1914245116 

Dube, S., Scholes, R.S., Nelson, G.C., Mason-D’Croz, D. and Palazzo, A., (2013) 

South African Food Security and Climate Change: Agriculture Futures. 

Economics: The Open-Access, Open-Assessment E-Journal 7, 2013–35. 

http://dx.doi.org/10.5018/economics-ejournal.ja.2013-35. 

Edenhofer, O,. R. Pichs-Madruga, Y. Sokona, E. Farahani, S. Kandner, K. Seyboth, A. 

Adler, I. Baidoo, S.T, Yusif, H., and Anwar (2016). The effect of smallholder 

Livestock production on income of farm households in Northern Ghana 

Journal of Sciences and Technology, vol. 36, No. 3 (2016), pp 8-19. Kwame 

Nkrumah University of Science and Technology (KNUST)  

Falkenmark,M, andWidstrand,W., (1992). Population and Water Resources: A 

Delicate Balance. 

Falkenmark.(1989) "The massive water scarcity threatening Africa-why isn't it being 

addressed."Ambio18, no. 2: 112-118. 

Fanzo, J., R. McLaren, C. Davis, and J. Choufani, 2017: Climate change and 

variability: What are the risks for nutrition, diets, and food systems? IFPRI,. 

www.udsspace.uds.edu.gh 

 

 



114 
 

FAO. (2016), The state of food and Agriculture 2016. Climate change, agriculture and 

food security. Rome, FAO. 

FAO. (2016), The state of food and Agriculture 2016. Climate change, agriculture and 

food security. Rome, FAO 

Gbetondji Melaine Armel Nonvide (2017)Avoiding the water-poverty trap: insights 

from a conceptual human-water dynamical model for coastal Bangladesh 

https://doi.org/10.1111/1467-8268.12266 

Ghana Living Standard Survey (GLSS) Round 6. 2014. Poverty profile in Ghana. 

(2005- 2013).Ghana Statistical Service.http://www.statsghana.gov.gh/ 

Ghana Statistical (GSS). (2014): Ghana Living Standards Survey Round 6 (GLSS 6), 

Main Report, pp 102, Accra, Ghana. 

Gomez, A., Cook, N. B., Socha, M. T., & Döpfer, D. (2015).First-lactation 

performance in cows affected by digital dermatitis during the rearing 

period.Journal of dairy science, 98(7), 4487-4498. 

Greene, W.H, (2003). Econometric analysis.Fifth edition.Prentice Hall. New Jersey. 

Grey, D. and Sadoff, C. W. (2007) ‘ Sink or swim? Water Security for growth and 

development’ water policy, 9(6):545-571 

GSS (2012).2010 Population and Housing Census. District Analytical Report Upper 

East Region. Ghana Statistical Service (GSS). 

Hair Jr, J. F. (2006).Successful Strategies for teaching Multivariate Statistics.In 

Proceedings of the 7th International Conference on Teaching Statistics. 

Hamed Akbari, Luke Macyszyn, Xiao Da, Michel Bilello, Ronald L. Wolf, Maria 

Martinez Lage, George Biros, Michelle Alonso-Basanta, Donald M. O'Rourke, 

www.udsspace.uds.edu.gh 

 

 



115 
 

Christos Davatzikos, Imaging Surrogates of Infiltration Obtained Via 

Multiparametric Imaging Pattern Analysis Predict Subsequent Location of 

Recurrence of Glioblastoma, Neurosurgery, Volume 78, Issue 4, April 2016, 

Pages 572–580, https://doi.org/10.1227/NEU.0000000000001202 

Harvey, C. A., Z. L. Rakotobe, N. S. Rao, R. Dave, H. Razafimahatratra, R. H. 

Rabarijohn, H. Rajaofara, and J. L. Mackinnon, 2014b: Extreme vulnerability 

of smallholder farmers to agricultural risks and climate change in Madagascar. 

Philos. Trans. R. Soc. Lond. B. 

Biol.Sci.,369,20130089,doi:10.1098/rstb.2013.0089.http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.g

ov/pubmed/24535397 

Hope, R. (2012) Water Security, Risk and Society- Key Issues and Research Priorities 

for international Development, Synthesis report submitted to UK Collaborative 

on development Sciences by Oxford University Water Security Network, June 

2012. 

Huntington, J. L., K. C. Hegewisch, B. Daudert, C. G. Morton, J. T. Abatzoglou, D. J. 

McEvoy, and T. Erickson, 2017: Climate engine: Cloud computing and 

visualization of climate and remote sensing data for advanced natural resource 

monitoring and process understanding. Bull. Am. Meteorol. Soc., 98, 2397–

2409, doi:10.1175/BAMS-D-15-00324.1. 

Hussain, A., G. Rasul, B. Mahapatra, and S. Tuladhar, 2016: Household food security 

in the face of climate change in the Hindu-Kush Himalayan region. Food 

Secur., 8, 921–937,  doi:10.1007/s12571-016-0607-5. 

http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s12571-016-0607-5. 

www.udsspace.uds.edu.gh 

 

 



116 
 

Hutton, J.A. Allan, R.E. Schulze, D.J.M. Dlamini, W. Cosgrove, J. DelliPriscoli, P. 

Gleick, I. 

              Hygiene: http://www.unicef.org/wash/index_watersecurity.html 

I Niang, OC Ruppel, MA Abdrabo, A Essel - 2014 - Cambridge Univ Press, 

Cambridge. 

IFAD, 2009. (Draft) Comprehensive Report on IFAD’s Response to Climate Change 

through Support to Adaptation and Related Actions. 

IFAD, F. (2015).WFP (2015).The state of food insecurity in the world. 

Ifeanyi-obi, C. C., A. O. Togun, and R. Lamboll, 2016: Influence of Climate Change 

on Cocoyam Production in Aba Agricultural Zone of Abia State, Nigeria. 

Springer, Cham, 261–273 http://link.springer.com/10.1007/978-3-319-25814-

0_18 

Iizumi, T., and N. Ramankutty, 2016: Changes in yield variability of major crops for 

1981–2010 explained by climate change. Environ. Res. Lett., 11, 34003, 

doi:10.1088/1748- 

9326/11/3/034003.http://stacks.iop.org/17489326/11/i=3/a=034003?key=cross

ref.5949feec63894c33a477f83fc562d2ea 

Innes, P. J., D. K. Y. Tan, F. Van Ogtrop, and J. S. Amthor, 2015: Effects of high-

temperature episodes on wheat yields in New South Wales, Australia. Agric. 

For. Meteorol., 208, 95–

107,6doi:10.1016/J.AGRFORMET.2015.03.018.https://www.sciencedirect.co

m/science/article/pii/S0168192315000969 

www.udsspace.uds.edu.gh 

 

 



117 
 

Insights into the Synthesis and Properties of Deep Eutectic Solvents Based on 

Cholinium Chloride and Carboxylic Acids. 2018 

IPCC (2001).Impacts, Adaptation and Vulnerability, Summary for Policymakers and 

Technical summary of the working Group II Report. Geneva: IPCC, 2001. 

IPCC (2001).Impacts, Adaptation and Vulnerability, Summary for Policymakers and 

Technical Summary of the Working Group II Report. Geneva: IPCC, 2001. 

irrigation scheme BikitaDistrict Zimbabwe.Journal of Sustainable 

Development in Africa (Volume 14, 

ISSS (2011) The IISS Transatlantic Dialogue on Climate Change and Security-Report 

to the European Commission, International Institute for Strategic Studies, 

London Institute. 

J. McMichael, E. Lindgren, 2011.Climate change: present and future risks to health, 

and necessary responses. The Australian National University, Canberra, ACT 

0200, Australia. (fax: +61‐2‐61255608; e‐mail: tony.mcmichael@anu.edu.au). 

https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2796.2011.02415.x 

Jayasumana, C., Paranagama, P., Agampodi, S. (2015) Drinking well water and 

occupational exposure to Herbicides is associated with chronic kidney disease, 

in Padavi-Sripura, Sri Lanka. Environ Health 14, 6 doi: 10.1186/1476-069X-

14-6 

Johnston, M. R. and M. McCartney 2010.Inventory of water storage types in the Blue 

Nile and Volta River Basins.IWMI Working paper, 140. Colombo, Sri Lanka: 

International Water Management Institute (IWMI). 

www.udsspace.uds.edu.gh 

 

 



118 
 

Josephine Tucker, Leulseged Yirgu August 2010. Small-scale Irrigation in the 

Ethiopian Highlands: What potential for poverty reduction and climate 

adaptation. Briefing papers. 

Kassie, M., M. Jaleta, B. Shiferaw, F. Mmbando, and M. Mekuria (2013). Adoption of 

interrelated sustainable agricultural practices in smallholder systems: Evidence 

from rural Tanzania. Technological forecasting and social change, 80(3), 525-

540. 

Kbrom Ambachew Gebrehiwot, Mehari Gidey Gebrewahid. 2016. The Need for 

Agricultural Water Management in Sub-Saharan Africa. 

http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/  

Ketiem, P., P. M. Makeni, E. K. Maranga, and P. A. Omondi, 2017: Integration of 

climate change information into drylands crop production practices for 

enhanced food security: A case study of Lower Tana Basin in Kenya. African 

J. Agric. Res., 12, 1763–1771. 

Klutse, N. A. B., Ajayi, V. O., Gbobaniyi, E. O., Egbebiyi, T. S., Kouadio, K., 

Nkrumah, F.,  & Lawal, K. (2018). Potential impact of 1.5 C and 2 C global 

warming on consecutive dry and wet days over West Africa.Environmental 

Research Letters, 13(5), 055013. 

Klutse, N.A.B.; Ajayi, V.; Gbobaniyi, E.O.; Egbebiyi, T.S.; Kouadio, K.; Nkrumah, 

F.; Quagraine, K.A.; Olusegun, C.; Diasso, U.J.; Abiodun, B.J.; et al. Potential 

impact of 1.5 °C and 2 °C global warming on consecutive dry and wet days 

over West Africa. Environ. Res. Lett. 2018, 13, 089502. 

www.udsspace.uds.edu.gh 

 

 



119 
 

Kremen, C., Iles, A., & Bacon, C. (2012). Diversified farming systems: an 

agroecological, systems-based alternative to modern industrial agriculture. 

Ecology and Society, 17(4). 

Kropp, J. P., and Tekken, V. (2012). Climate-driven or human-induced: indicating 

severe water   scarcity in the Moulouya River Basin (Morocco). Water, 4(4), 

959- 98 

Kurukulasuriya, P., Mendelsohn, R., Hassan, R., Benhin, J., Deressa, T., Diop, M., 

and Mahamadou, A. (2006). Will African agriculture survive climate change?. 

The world bank ecobomic review, 20(3), 367-388. 

Labaree, R. V. (2009). Research Guides: Organizing Your Science Research paper; 

Types of Research design. Book. 

Lawrence, P. A., Casal, J., Struhl, G. (2002) Towards a model of the organization of 

planar polarity and pattern in the Drosophila abdomen. 129(11): 2749-2760 

Lloyd, S.J., R. Sari Kovats, and Z. Chalabi, 2011: Climate change, crop yields, and 

under nutrition: development of a model to quantify the impact of climate 

scenarios on child under nutrition. Environmental Health Perspectives, 

119(12), 1817-1823. 

Lobell, D., and M. Burke, 2010: Climate change and food security: adapting 

agriculture to a warmer world. D. Lobell and M. Burke, Eds. Springer 

Netherlands, Dordrecht, 197 pp. http://www.worldcat.org/title/climate-change-

and-food-%0A229security-adapting agriculture- to-a-warmer-

world/oclc/630107791. 

www.udsspace.uds.edu.gh 

 

 



120 
 

Lobell, D.B., Burke, M.B., Tebaldi, C., Mastrandrea, M.D., Falcon, W.P. and Naylor, 

R.L. (2008). “Prioritizing climate change adaptation needs for food security in 

2030.” Science 319(5863),607-610. DOI:10.112/science.1152339. 

Mabe, F. N., Sienso, G., and Donkoh, S. A. (2014). Determinants of choice of climate 

change adaptation strategies in northern Ghana. Research in Applied 

Economics, 6(4), 75-94. 

Macabe5387 2017 Map showing all 13 districts of the Upper East Region of Ghana, 

including the new districts that were created in 2012. 

Manzoor, M., S. Bibi, M. Manzoor, and R. Jabeen, 2013: Historical Analysis of Flood 

Information and Impacts Assessment and Associated Response in Pakistan 

(1947-2011). Res. J. Environ. Earth Sci., 5, 139–146. 

Martin-Nagle, R, Howard, E., Wiltse, A., and Duncan, D., (2012) Bonn2011 

Conference, The water, energy and food security nexus: solutions for the 

Green Economy, 16-18 November 2011, conference synopsis, Federal 

Ministry for the Enviroment, Nature Conservation and Nuclear Safety (BMU), 

Federal Ministry for Economic Cooperation and Development (BMZ) and 

OOSKAnews, Bonn Tarclock, D., and Wouters, P., (2009) ‘Reframing the 

water Security Dialogue’, Water Law,20:53-60. 

Matshe, I., Moyo-Maposa, S., and Zikhali, P., (2016). Water Poverty and Rural 

Development: Evidence from South Africa. 

Mavromatis, T., 2015: Crop–climate relationships of cereals in Greece and the impacts 

of recent climate trends. Theor. Appl. Climatol., 120, 417–432, 

www.udsspace.uds.edu.gh 

 

 



121 
 

doi:10.1007/s00704-014-1179-y. http://link.springer.com/10.1007/s00704-014-

1179-y 

McCartney, M. P., & Smakhtin, V. (2010).Water storage in an era of climate change: 

Addressing the challenge of increasing rainfall variability. International Water 

Management Institute (IWMI) 

Mendelsohn, R. and Tiwari, D., (2001) Two essays on climate change and agriculture: 

A developing country perspective. FAO Economic and Social 

Development Paper 145. Rome, Italy. 

Mercy Obenewaah Owusu, 2015. Climate Change Impacts on Smallholder Agriculture 

and Adaptation Strategies in the Sisili-Kulpawn Basin of the Northern Region 

of Ghana. University thesis submitted to the Department of Agricultural and 

Resource Economics, Faculty of Agribusiness and Communication Sciences, 

University for Development Studies in partial fulfillment of the requirements 

for the award of master of philosophy in agricultural economics 

Ministry of Food and Agriculture ( MOFA). (2016). Agriculture in Ghana: Facts and 

Figures (2015): Accra- Ghana. 

Ministry of Food and Agriculture (MOFA) (2010).Statistics, Research, and 

Information Directorate (SRID), Accra-Ghana.2010 Agriculture Data. 

Ministry of Food and Agriculture (MOFA). (2011). Medium Term Agriculture Sector 

Development Plan (METASIP). 2011-2015. Ministry of Food and 

Agriculture, Accra. 

Ministry of Food and Agriculture (MOFA). (2016). Agriculture in Ghana: Facts and 

figures (2015): Accra-Ghana. 

www.udsspace.uds.edu.gh 

 

 



122 
 

Ministry of food and Agriculture.MOFA, (2011).Agriculture in Ghana; facts and 

figures. Statistics, Research and Information (SRID) 

Mohammed Jamaldeen Gariba. 2018. Assessing Water Security and Adaptation 

Strategies in the Sisili-Kulpawn Basin of the Northern Region of Ghana.  

University thesis submitted to the Department of Agricultural and Resource 

Economics, Faculty of Agribusiness and Communication Sciences, University 

for Development Studies in partial fulfillment of the requirements for the 

award of master of philosophy in agricultural economics. 

Mulwa, Chalmers, Marenya, Paswel, Rahut, Dil Bahadur, Berresaw, Menale (2017) 

Response to Climate Risks among Smallholder Farmers in Malawi: A 

Multivariate Probit Assessment of the Role of Information, Household 

Demographics, and Farm Characteristics VL  - 16 DO  - 

10.1016/j.crm.2017.01.002 JO  -  

Mutahara, M., A. Haque, M. S. A. Khan, J. F. Warner, and P. Wester, 2016: 

Development of a sustainable livelihood security model for storm-surge hazard 

in the coastal areas of Bangladesh. Stoch. Environ. Res. Risk Assess., 30, 

1301–1315, doi:10.1007/s00477-016-1232-8. 

http://link.springer.com/10.1007/s00477-016-1232-8 

Myers, S. S., and Coauthors, 2014: Increasing CO2 threatens human nutrition. Nature, 

510, 139–142, 4 doi:10.1038/nature13179. 

http://www.nature.com/doifinder/10.1038/nature13179. 

Namara, R.E., Hanjra, M.A., Castillo, G.E., Ravnborg, H.M., Smith, L., Van Koppen, 

B., (2010). 

www.udsspace.uds.edu.gh 

 

 



123 
 

Ndiritu, J. G., McCarthy, S., and Tshirangwaana, N. 2014: Probabilistic assessment of 

the rainwater Harvesting potential of schools in South Africa, Proc. IASHS, 

364, 435-440, https://doi.org/10.5194/piahs-364-435-2014,. 

Nelson G.C, Rosegrant M.W, Palazzo A, Gray I, Ingersoll C, Robertson R, Tokgoz S, 

Zhu T, Sulser TB, Ringler C, Msangi S, You L(2010) Food Security,Farming, 

and Climate Change to 2050: Scenarios, Results, Policy Options.Washington, 

DC: International Food Policy Research Institute (IFPRI). 

Nelson GC, Rosegrant MW, Koo J, Robertson R, Sulser T, Zhu T, Ringler C, Msangi 

S, Palazzo A, Batka M, Magalhaes M, Valmonte-Santos R, Ewing M, Lee D. 

2009. Climate change: Impact on agriculture and costs of adaptation. 

Washington, DC: International Food Policy Research Institute. (Available 

from http://www.ifpri.org/publication/climate-change-impact-agriculture-and-

costs-adaptation). 

Nhemachena, Charles, Mano, Reneth, Mudombi, Shakespear and Muwanigwa, 

Virginia (2014) Perceptions on climate change and its impact on livelihoods in 

Hwange district, Zimbabwe VL - 6, 10.4102/jamba.v6i1.123. Jàmbá: Journal 

of Disaster Risk Studies 

Niang, I., et al. (2014). Africa. In V. R. Barros et al. (Eds.), Impacts, adaptation, and 

vulnerability. Part B: Regional aspects. Contribution of Working Group II to 

the Fifth Assessment Report of the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate 

Change (pp. 1199–1265). 

NIC (2012) Global Water Security- Intelligence Community Assessment, Office of the 

Director of National Intelligence, Washington, D. C. 

www.udsspace.uds.edu.gh 

 

 



124 
 

Nicol, A., Langan, S., Victor, M., Gonsalves, J. (Eds.) 2015.Water-smart agriculture in 

East Africa. Colombo, Sri Lanka: International management Institute (IWMI). 

CGIAR Research program on water, land and ecosystems (WLE); Kampala, 

Uganda: Cooperative for Assistance and Relief Everywhere (CARE). 352p. 

doi: 10.5337/2015.203.  

No.4, 2012) Clarion University of Pennsylvania, Clarion, Pennsylvania. Northern 

Burkina Faso. Agric. Water Manage. 71 211–224. 

Nyantakyi-Frimpong, H. (2013). Indigenous Knowledge and Climate Adaptation 

Policy in     Northern Ghana, 57 Erb Street West Waterloo, Ontario N2L 6C2, 

Canada. 

OECD (2014). Climate Change, Water and Agriculture: Towards Resilient Systems, 

OECD Studies on water, OECD Publishing. 

http://dx.doi.org/10.1787/9789264209138-en 

Onyeneke, R. U., 2018: International journal of biosciences, agriculture and 

technology : IJBSAT. A.  Parbhu Britto, 1-7 pp. 

https://www.cabdirect.org/cabdirect/abstract/20183191054 

Orindi V., Ochieng A., Otiende B., Bhadwal S., Anantram, K., Nair S., Kumar V. and 

Kelkar U. (2006). Mapping climate vulnerability and poverty in Africa.Report 

to the department for international development, ILRI, Nairobi, Kenya. 

Oxford University Water Security Network (2012) Water Security, Risk and Society: 

International Water Security Conference, 16-18 April 2012, St Hugh's College, 

Oxford, UK. Oxford: University of Oxford. 

www.udsspace.uds.edu.gh 

 

 



125 
 

Pacific Institute (2011, September) The world’s water retrieved March 26,2012, from 

Pacific Institute: http://www.worldwater.org/conflict.html 

Paeth H. 2010. Postprocessing of simulated precipitation for impact studies in west 

Africa Part I: model output statistics for monthly data. Climate Dynamics. 

DOI: 10.1007/s00382‐010‐0760 x. 

Paudel, B., B. S. Acharya, R. Ghimire, K. R. Dahal, and P. Bista, 2014: Adapting 

Agriculture to Climate Change and Variability in Chitwan: Long-Term Trends 

and Farmers’ Perceptions. Agric.Res.,3,165–174,doi:10.1007/s40003-014-

0103-0. http://link.springer.com/10.1007/s40003-014-0103-0 

Population Action International (2011). Healthy Families planet: 1300 19th street, 

NW/Second Floor/Washington DC 20036 USA. www.populationaction.org 

                 Population Bulletin, Population Reference Bureau. 

R. Quentin Grafton, Gary Libecap, Samuel McGlennon, Clay Landry, Bob O’Brien, 

An Integrated Assessment of Water Markets: A Cross-Country Comparison, 

Review of Environmental Economics and Policy, Volume 5, Issue 2, Summer 

2011, Pages 219–239, https://doi.org/10.1093/reep/rer002 

Rao, C. A. R., and Coauthors, 2016: A district level assessment of vulnerability of 

Indian agriculture to climate change. http://eprints.icrisat.ac.in/14416/1/Current 

Sci_110_10_1939-1946_2016.pdf 

Reyes Tirado and Janet Cotter. 2010. Ecological farming:Drought resistant 

agriculture. Greenpeace Research Laboratories. University of Exeter, UK 

GRL-TN 02/2010. USAID 2015 

www.udsspace.uds.edu.gh 

 

 



126 
 

Rivera-Ferre, M. G., and Coauthors, 2016a: Local agriculture traditional knowledge to 

ensure food availability in a changing climate: revisiting water management 

practices in the Indo-Gangetic Plains. Agroecol. Sustain. Food Syst., 40, 965–

987, 

doi:10.1080/21683565.2016.1215368.https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/full/10

.1080/21683565.2016.1215368 

Rojas-Downing, M. M., A. P. Nejadhashemi, T. Harrigan, and S. A. Woznicki, 2017: 

Climate change and livestock: Impacts, adaptation, and mitigation. Clim. Risk 

Manag., 16, 145–163, doi:10.1016/J.CRM.2017.02.001. 

Rosenzweig, C., and D. Hillel, 2015: Handbook of Climate Change and 

Agroecosystems: The Agricultural Model Intercomparison and Improvement 

Project (AgMIP) Integrated Crop and Economic Assessments. First. World 

Scientific,. 

Salem, M.A., Li, Y., Wiszniewski, A. and Giavalisco, P. (2017) 

Regulatory‐Associated Protein of TOR (RAPTOR) alters the hormonal and 

metabolic composition of Arabidopsis seeds controlling seed morphology, 

viability and germination potential. Plant J. 92, 525– 545. 

Sampoa, Apam, L. (2012). An assessment of the impact of small scale irrigation 

schemes on livelihood and poverty reduction in the Upper East Region 

(Doctoral dissertation). 

Saunders, M., Lewis, P., and Thornhill, A. (2009).Research methods for business 

students.Pearson education. Scales: A Cautionary Tale. Water International 31, 

412 - 426. 

www.udsspace.uds.edu.gh 

 

 



127 
 

Schmidtko, S., L. Stramma, and M. Visbeck, 2017: Decline in global oceanic oxygen 

content during  the past five decades. Nature, 542, 335. 

SEND Ghana, (2014). Women and Smallholder Agriculture in Ghana.Policy Brief No. 

4.www.sendwestafrica.org/.../Women%20and%20Smallholder%20Agriculture

%20in%2.  

Sepulcre-Canto, G., J. Vogt, A. Arboleda, and T. Antofie, 2014: Assessment of the 

EUMETSATLSA-SAF evapotranspiration product for drought monitoring in 

Europe. Int. J. Appl. Earth Obs. Geoinf., 30, 190–202, 

doi:10.1016/j.jag.2014.01.021. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jag.2014.01.021. 

Shrestha, R. P., and N. Nepal, 2016: An assessment by subsistence farmers of the risks 

to food security attributable to climate change in Makwanpur, Nepal. Food 

Secur., 8, 415–425. 

Sidibe, A. (2005) Farm-level adoption of soil and water conservation techniques in 

Slovin, E. (1960). Slovin’s formula for sampling technique. Retrieved on January, 3, 

Smith P., M. Bustamante, H. Ahammad, H. Clark, H. Dong, E.A. Elsiddig, H. Haberl, 

R. Harper, J. House, M. Jafari, O. Masera, C. Mbow, N.H. Ravindranath, C.W. 

Rice, C. Robledo Abad, A. Romanovskaya, F. Sperling, and F. Tubiello, 

(2014): 

Stark, J. D., Donlon, C. J., Martin, M. J., & McCulloch, M. E. (2007, June). OSTIA: 

An operational, high resolution, real time, global sea surface temperature 

analysis system. In Oceans 2007-Europe (pp. 1-4).IEEE. 

www.udsspace.uds.edu.gh 

 

 



128 
 

Stevier Kaiyatsa (2014) Comparative Analysis of Water Poverty at the Community 

Level: A Case of Mitundu and Chitsime Extension Planning Areas in Central 

Malawi. 

Stige, L. C. (2016) The effect of climate variation on agro pastoral production in 

Africa. Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences 103:3049-3053. 

Suhag, R., & Tiwari, S. (2018). State of State Finances.Retrieved from PRS 

LEGISLATIVE RESEARCH: https://www.prsindia. org. 

Sullivan, C., (2002). “Calculating a water poverty index”, World Development, 

30:1195-1210. 

Sullivan, C., (2002). “Calculating a water poverty index”, World Development, 

30:1195-1210. 

Sullivan, C., Meigh, J., Lawrence, P., (2006) Application of the water poverty index at 

different scales: A cautionary Tale. Water International 31, 412-426. 

Sullivan, C.A., J.R. Meigh, A. M. Giacomello, T. Fediw, P. Lawrence, M. Samad, S. 

Mlote, C.Hutton, J. Cobbing, R. Calow, C. Hunt. A. Hussain, M. C. Acreman, 

J. King, S. Malomo, E.L. Tate, D. O’Regan, S. Milner and I. Steyl. ( 2003). “ 

The water poverty index: Development and application at community scale. 

Natural Resources Forum, 27:189-199. 

Sullivan, C.A., J.R. Meigh, A.M. Giacomello, T. Fediw, P. Lawrence, M. Samad, S. 

Mlote, C.Tate, D. O’Regan, S. Milner and I. Steyl. (2003). “The water poverty 

index: Development and application at community scale. Natural Resources 

Forum, 27: 189-199. 

www.udsspace.uds.edu.gh 

 

 



129 
 

Sultan, B., & Gaetani, M. (2016). Agriculture in West Africa in the twenty-first 

century: climate change and impacts scenarios, and potential for adaptation. 

Frontiers in Plant Science, 7, 1262. 

Tachie-Obeng, E., Akponikpe, P. B. I., & Adiku, S. (2013). Considering effective 

adaptation options to impacts of climate change for maize production in 

Ghana.Environmental Development, 5, 131-145. 

Taylor, Rebecca, Oberle, Eva,Durlak, Joseph, Weissberg, Roger, 2017: Promoting 

Positive Youth Development Through School-Based Social and Emotional 

Learning Interventions: A Meta-Analysis of Follow-Up Effects 

Thaddaeus Egondi, Catherine Kyobutungi, Sari Kovats, Kanyiva Muindi, Remare 

Ettarh & Joacim Rocklöv (2012) Time-series analysis of weather and mortality 

patterns in Nairobi's informal settlements, Global Health Action, 5:1, DOI: 

10.3402/gha.v5i0.19065 

Thompson, B., M. J. Cohen, and J. Meerman, 2012: The Impact of Climate Change 

and Bioenergy on Nutrition. Springer Netherlands, Dordrecht, 103 pp. 

http://www.springerlink.com/index/10.1007/978-94-007-0110-6_1 

Thornton, P. K., Van de Steeg, J., Notenbaert, A. M. O., and Herrero, M. (2013). 

Climate change: do we know how it will affect smallholder livestock farmers? 

Timothy O. Williams Bai-Mass Taal. Karen Villhoth, Robyn Johnston and Meredith 

Giordano (2015) Accessing and putting water to productive use in sub-Saharan 

Africa. Brief for GSDR 

Tiwari, Shalini. Prasad, Vivek. Chauhan, Puneet S. Lata, Charu. 2017. Bacillus 

amyloliquefaciens Confers Tolerance to Various Abiotic Stresses and 

www.udsspace.uds.edu.gh 

 

 



130 
 

Modulates Plant Response to Phytohormones through Osmoprotection and 

Gene Expression Regulation in Rice Frontiers in Plant Science. 

https://www.frontiersin.org/article/10.3389/fpls.2017.01510 

Toshichika Iizumi, Hirofumi Sakuma, Masayuki Yokozawa, Jing-Jia Luo, Andrew J. 

Challinor, Molly E. Brown, Gen Sakurai & Toshio Yamagata. (2013)  

Prediction of seasonal climate-induced variations in global food production. 

Nature Climate Change volume 3, pages904–908 

https://doi.org/10.1038/nclimate1945 

Tulchinsky, T. H., 2010: Micronutrient Deficiency Conditions: Global Health Issues. 

Public Health Rev., 32, 243–255, doi:10.1007/BF03391600. 

https://doi.org/10.1007/BF03391600. 

UNCCD, 2017: Global Land Outlook. Bonn, Germany,. 

UNESCO, U. (2012). World Water Development Report 4–Managing Water under 

Uncertainty and Risk. 

UNICEF (2010, August 2) Water Supply, Retrieved March 17, 2011, from Water, 

Sanitation and 

UN-Water/Africa. African Water Development Report (2006). UN-Water/Africa, 

Economic 

Vignola, R., C. A. Harvey, P. Bautista-Solis, J. Avelino, B. Rapidel, C. Donatti, and 

R. Martinez, 2015: Ecosystem-based adaptation for smallholder farmers: 

Definitions, opportunities and constraints. Agric. Ecosyst. Environ., 211, 126–

132, doi:10.1016/J.AGEE.2015.05.013. 

https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0167880915002157 

www.udsspace.uds.edu.gh 

 

 



131 
 

Von Grebmer, K., and Coauthors, 2014: 2014 Global Hunger Index The Challenge of 

Hidden Hunger. Welthungerhilfe, International Food Policy Research Institute, 

and Concern Worldwide, Washington,D.C., and Dublin, 56 pp. 

http://ebrary.ifpri.org/cdm/ref/collection/p15738coll2/id/128360 

Water Initiative, Island Press, Washington D.C. 2018 

Watts, N., and Coauthors, 2018: The Lancet Countdown on health and climate change: 

from  years of inaction to a global transformation for public health. Lancet, 

391, 581–630, doi:https://doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(17)32464-9. 

http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0140673617324649 

Weber, T.; Haensler, A.; Rechid, D.; Pfeifer, S.; Eggert, B.; Jacob, D. Analyzing 

regional climate change in Africa in a 1.5, 2, and 3 °C global warming world. 

Earth’s Fut. 2018, 6, 643–655. Wiley Online Library CAS PubMed Web of 

Science® 

WEF (2011) Water Security: The Water-Food-Energy-Climate Nexus, World 

Economic Forum 

Wolfe, D. W, M.D Schwartz, A. N Lakso, Y, Otsuki, R. MPool, N. J Shaulis.(2005). 

Climate change and shifts inspiring phenology of three horticultural woody 

perennials in North Eatern USA. Internat J Biometerorol 49:303-309. Internat J 

Biometeorol 49:303-309. International Meteorological Organization, Geneva 

World Development 28 (12): 2123-2155. 

World Economic Forum (2018) The Global Competitiveness Report. World Economic 

Forum 91-93 route de la Capite, CH-1223 Cologny/Geneva. Switzerland. 

ISBN-13: 978-92-95044-76-0 

www.udsspace.uds.edu.gh 

 

 



132 
 

Wouters, P., (2010) Water Security- Global, Regional and local challenges, Institute 

for Public Policy Research (IPPR), London. 

Yoffe, S., Wolf, A. and Giordano, M. (2001) ‘Conflict and Cooperation over 

International 

Freshwater Resources: Indicators and Findings of the Basins at Risk Project’, 

in S. Yoffe (ed.) Basins at risk: Conflict and Cooperation over International 

Freshwater Resources (pp. 63-120), Oregon State University, Corvalis. 

Ziba, D. (2015). The impact of irrigation schemes on farmers’ income and livelihoods 

in the Upper East Region of Ghana (Doctoral dissertation, University of 

Ghana, Legon). 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

www.udsspace.uds.edu.gh 

 

 



133 
 

APPENDIX 

University for Development Studies 

Department of Agricultural and Resource Economics 

A survey to assess the Implication of Agriculture Water Security for Smallholders 

Farmers in The Upper East Region of Ghana 

Dear respondent, as part of my M.Phil. Research at the University for Development 

Studies Nyankpala campus, I am undertaking a survey to assess the implication of 

agriculture water security for smallholder farmers in the Upper East Region of Ghana. 

I would be grateful for your participation in the completion of this questionnaire. 

Please answer as frankly as possible, confidentiality is assured. 

Date of survey  

Enumerator’s name  

Respondent’s name  

Respondent’s phone number  

District of survey  

Name of community  
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SECTION A: SOCIO-DEMOGRAPHIC INFORMATION 

1. Sex of respondent Male = 1    Female = 2 

2. Age of respondent  

3. Are you the household head Yes = 1 No = 2 

4. If no, how old is the household 

head? 

 

5. Relationship to household head Spouse = 1 Child = 2 In-law = 3 Others = 4 

6. Marital status Single = 1 Married = 2 Divorced = 3 Widowed = 4 

7. Educational level of respondent None = 0 Primary = 1 JHS = 2SHS = 3 Tertiary = 4 

8. Religion Islam = 1 Christian = 2 Traditional = 3 Other = 4 

9. Household size Total…. Male…… Female…… 

10. Number of children Total…... Male…... Female…… 

11. Do you belong to FBO/farmer’s 

group 

Yes = 1 No = 2 

12. Do you have access to Agric. 

extension 

Yes = 1 No = 2 
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13. Do you have access to credit Yes = 1 No = 2 

 

14. Please indicate whether or not you own any of the following assets and the 

quantity owned 

Asset Response 

(1=Yes, 

0=No) 

Quantity Asset Response 

(1=Yes, 

0=No) 

Quantity 

Hoe   TV   

Cutlass   Tractor   

Donkey 

cart 

  Mobile phone   

Bullock 

plough 

  Radio   

Bicycle   Watering can   

Motor bike   Knapsack sprayer   

Tricycle   Radio   
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SECTION B: WATER SECURITY LEVEL OF FARM HOUSEHOLDS FOR 

FARMING 

15. What are the available sources of water you use for farming? 

a. Well = 1 b. dam = 2c. Rain = 3 d. pipe = 4  e.borehole = 5f. Others (specify) = 

6 

16. Do you have access to sufficient water for farming throughout the year? 

a. Yes = 1 b. No = 2 

17. Do you experience drought during the farming season? 

a. Yes = 1 b. No = 2 

18. Do you experience excessive rainfall during the farming season? 

a. Yes = 1  b. No = 2 

19. Do you have enough water/rain for farming throughout the year? 

a. Yes = 1  b. No = 2 

20. Are you satisfied with the availability of water for farming throughout the year? 

a. Yes = 1 b. No = 2 

21. Do you practice irrigation on your farm? 

a. Yes = 1 b. No = 2 

If No, skip  

22. How did you get the irrigated land? 

a. Inherited from family = 1  b. Gift from relatives = 2  c. rent = 3d. Share 

cropping = 4 

e. Government redistributions = 5 

23. What is your opinion on irrigation? 
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a. Useful but expensive  b.Not useful 

24. Do you have access to sufficient water? 

a. Yes = 1 b. No = 2 

25. How much do you pay as a user fee to access irrigation facility? (Users 

only)…………………… 

SECTION C: CONSTRAINTS THAT AFFECT WATER USAGE BY 

SMALLHOLDER FARMERS 

26. What are some of the district policies that affect water use in this 

community?..............................................................................................................

..................................................................................................................................

..................................................................................................................................

....................................................... 

27. What are some of the beliefs that affect water usage in this 

community?..............................................................................................................

..................................................................................................................................

..................................................................................................................................

.......................................................... 

28. What are some of the processing factors that affect water use in this 

community?..............................................................................................................

..................................................................................................................................

..................................................................................................................................

..................................................................... 
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29. What are the management practices that affect water use in this 

community?..............................................................................................................

..................................................................................................................................

..................................................................................................................................

........................................... 

 

30.  

Fill in the table below by ranking how the following constraints affect water usage 

negatively in your community  

0=not important, 1= low importance, 2= medium importance, 3= important 4 = very 

important 5 = very very important and 6 = not important at all 

Constraints How it affects water Code 

Inadequate water resource   

Distance to water source   

Water user fees   
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Drought   

Strict rules of water 

regulatory bodies 

  

Silted nature of water 

resource 

  

   

 

 

SECTION D: FACTORS INFLUENCING SMALLHOLDER FARMERS’ 

ADOPTION OF WATER MANAGEMENT 

31. Does the incidence of climate change influence your decision to adopt water 

efficient management practices? 

a. Yes = 1 b. No = 2 

32. If yes, 

how?.........................................................................................................................

............................ 
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33. Does income level determine your decision to adopt water management? 

a. Yes = 1 b. No = 2 

34. If yes, 

how?.........................................................................................................................

.................................................. 

35. How important are the following are factors in influencing your decision to use 

efficient water management practices on your farm? 

Factor  1  = not important 2=fairly 

important 3 = important 4 

=extremely important 

Nature of Influence 

Runoff/erosion   

Pollution   

Urban growth   

www.udsspace.uds.edu.gh 

 

 



142 
 

Household size  

Gender  

 

 

SECTION E: ECONOMIC IMPACTS OF EFFICIENT WATER 

MANAGEMENT PRACTICES ON FARMERS’ PRODUCTIVITY AND SOME 

ECONOMIC OUTCOMES 

37. System I (base practices without water management) 

Inputs used in the production of some staple food crops  

Maize (land 

size)…………… 

Input Quantity Unit 

price 

Total cost 

 Fertilizer (Kg)    

 Seeds (Kg)    

 Pesticides (litres)    

 Herbicides (litres)    

 Tractor/bullocks    

 Labor (hired)    

     

Rice (land 

size)…………. 
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 Fertilizer (Kg)    

 Seeds (Kg)    

 Pesticides (litres)    

 Herbicides (litres)    

 Tractor/bullocks    

 Labor (hired)    

     

Millet(land 

size)…………… 

    

 Fertilizer (Kg)    

 Seeds (Kg)    

 Pesticides (litres)    

 Herbicides (litres)    

 Tractor/bullocks    

 Labor (hired)    

     

Sorghum(land 

size)………………… 

    

 Fertilizer (Kg)    

 Seeds (Kg)    

 Pesticides (litres)    

 Herbicides (litres)    

 Tractor/bullocks    
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 Labor (hired)    

     

Vegetables (land 

size)………. 

Fertilizer (Kg)    

 Seeds (Kg)    

 Pesticides (litres)    

 Labor (hired)    

 

 

Quantity harvested and amount realized  

Crop Qty harvested Unit price Total 

amount 

Maize    

Rice    

Millet    
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Sorghum    

Vegetables    

 

38. Generally, how is your assertion about your output before water management 

and after you adopted water 

management?...........................................................................................................

..................................................................................................................................

..................................................................................................................................

........................................................................... 

 

 

SECTION F: HOUSEHOLD INCOME 

39. Do you rear any livestock?  Yes ( ) = 1  No ( ) = 2 

40. What is your reason for rearing 

livestock?…………………………………………………………………………

……… 

41. Do you generate income from the sale of farm manure? Yes ( ) = 1  No ( ) = 2 

42. How much do you earn from the sale of 

manure?........................................................................... 
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43. Please provide information on income from livestock production in the past 12 

months 

Livestock 

type 

Current 

number 

Number sold in 

the last 12 

months 

Total income from 

livestock sale 

Reason for 

keeping livestock 

Cattle     

Sheep     

Goat     

Chicken      

Guinea fowl     
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44. Non-farm household income sources throughout the year 

Source Amount 

Remittance  

Non-farm business  

Others……..  

 

THANK YOU VERY MUCH FOR YOUR TIME 
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