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Heifer and partners conducted various meeting and Semi-structured interviews with 36 producers and
training programs to disseminate the innovations to 29 technicians (purposive sampling).

dairy farmers, organizations and livestock technicians.

| Tocus Group Discussions (FGDs) with dairy
producers (purposeful random sampling).
May-June 2019 A total of 8 FGDs with 5-10 participants/group.
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outcomes and roadblocks of the dissemination efforts.
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omplexity: L-EST was easy to use but farmers required practical - Difficulties to try innovations (e.g. unsupportive device).
training and field experiment to observe the benefits of adoption. - Lack of motivation due to small livestock holding and
Compatibility: () innovation’s use depended on perceived urgency; main source of livelihood not coming from dairy farming
(i) innovations required more resources that were not accessible for - Limited availability of local fodders and animal medicine.
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