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Each chart shows aggregated indicator scores for five domains of sustainability —
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A sustainably intensified system? Crop residues are stored for animal feed, while Be nCh ma rkl ng Of S USta I na ble Agricultural Productivity, Economic, Enwronmgnt, Hum?n Wellbemg, and Sc')mal‘
. . . - . The three charts represent households from Tigray, Ethiopia, and are organised
a cow threshes the grain. But will the residues be stored efficiently, or will they } . [P
according to the degree of intensification measured per farm. The results show

L3 L3 ° .
g;sfoo.lzes;f:“f;i;m' being depleted of carbon, or have cover crops been sown? I nte nSIfI Catl o n at La ndsca pe a n d that intensification here was associated with increased use of the promoted
’ ’ technologies, improved economic and environmental indicators, and did not
Household Levels

damage wellbeing or social indicators.

Context
o , : , Future steps
+ Discerning the overall effects of our program A snapshot assessment of multiple dimensions of o ‘
activities in any one place can be hard sustainability at Iandscape level * Use of the approach in wider number of locations
o N will give intelligence for evaluating and planning
* We provide an approach which allows for a Identifies which issues are locally changeable, further work
systematic, integrative understanding of i i ; R
Iandscape Jevel Impacts which a‘re sturdy (static and |r1 a gogd condition), « Much of the data required is already in the
and which are stubborn (static and in a bad RHoMIS database, post-hoc evaluations could be
* We have piloted this approach in four regions of condition) done in a large number of locations.
Ethiopia, as part of the Africa RISING program. . .re . . . . .
Allows identification of synergies and trade-offs + Developing the process into a user-friendly “tool”
. . when combparin ween h hol ine or or process could facilitate wider use.
Our innovative approach te compa ,fﬁg bet te,e ouseholds using o
Nnot using speciTic practices
* Data collection through RHoMIS household gspP P Partners
survey ILRI, Africa RISING Ethiopia, Sustainable
LIVESTOCK & ENVIRONMENT ificati i
* Calculation of 30 indicators representing five LéJ RESEARCH Intensification Innovation Lab.
. L S\~== | PrROGRAM ON .
domains of sustainability N | |ivestock M (Rt &
CGIAR J.Hammond@cgiar.org I I_ R l LJ
* Normalised comparison possible using expert- Mark van Wijk
derived locally appropriate thresholds for each M.vanWijk@cgiar.org LNESTOCK RESTARCH
. d t NIIS Teufel INSTITUTE CGIAR
indicator
N.Teufelciar.or The CGIAR Research Program on Livestock thanks all donors & organizations
o Visualisation and trade—off analysis to |dent|fy PeterThorne- \:/uhri(i\cg{l;ﬁtil)ll\’/gs/?l‘lpsg;t';ts work through their contributions to the CGIAR Trust
hot topics at landscape and household levels P.Thorne@cgiar.org
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