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I. Presentation of Team mobilized for the MOVE project

• Mr. NAYO Ankouvi Mawoudoudji, Statistical Engineer and Economist Director of SINDEV, who

served as the Mission Team Leader based in Côte d’Ivoire;

• Mr. WONOU Edem Yao, Statistical Engineer and Economist, responsible for data processing.

Five experts responsible for supporting field operations in the different countries:

• Mr. HAROUNA Wassongma, for Burkina Faso;

• Mr. MISEFA Yaw, for Ghana;

• Mr. DIO Emmanuel, for Nigeria;

• Mr. KARGBO Edward, for Sierra Leone;

• Mr. AYIZOU Richard, for Senegal.



I. Purpose of study

• Objective 1: Monitor the progress of direct beneficiaries (cashew and rice

producers) in terms of knowledge, behavior, productivity, income, and access to

services ;

• Objective 2: Assess the adoption and impact of the project’s supporting

measures (training, input support, market access, and access to financial

services) ;

• Objective 3: Collect disaggregated data (by gender, age, country, and value

chain, comparing baseline data with current data) ;

• Objective 4: Provide information and lessons learned for key stakeholders

(project teams, partners, producers, and policymakers).



II. Methodological Approach

For the 2025 round, the survey 
adopted a mixed-methods 
approach, combining both 
quantitative and qualitative 
data collection techniques.

• Data collection involved 
individual interviews with 
households and service 
providers 

• Three focus group 
discussions in each locality

N.B : The composition and implementation of the focus group discussions were adapted to the local 
context and realities of each locality



II. Methodological Approach

Stage 1: Selection of 
Localities/Municipalities/C

ommunities

Stage 2: Sample 
Allocation

Stage 3: Mobilization 
and Recruitment of 

Producers

Sampling methodology

Extrapolation



Côte
d’Ivoire

592

farmers surveyed

71

focus-group 

Ghana

583

farmers surveyed

143

Sierra
Leone

369

farmers surveyed

24

Nigeria

601

farmers surveyed

63

Senegal

105

farmers surveyed

9

2,250
farmers surveyed

310 24
service providers surveyed 
(only in Ghana)

137
Localities surveyed

III. Progress of Data Collection

Table 1 : Progress of data collection

focus-group focus-group focus-group
focus-group

focus-group



Promoted practices

Rice

Cashew

• COTE D'IVOIRE: Contract Farming, Diversification, Farmer Business School, Good
Agricultural Practices, Sustainable Rice Production

• GHANA: Contract Farming, Diversification, Farmer Based Organization, Farmer
Business School, Good Agricultural Practices, Mechanization, Sustainable Rice
Production

• NIGERIA: Farmer Business School, Sustainable Rice Production

• SIERRA LEONE: Contract Farming, Farmer Based Organization, Farmer Business
School, Sustainable Rice Production

• COTE D’IVOIRE: Farmer Business School

• GHANA: Diversification, Farmer Business School, conservation agriculture 

• NIGERIA: Farmer Business School, Step down on cashew production, Cashew 
Business School, Good Agricultural Practices

• SENEGAL: Diversification, Farmer Business School, Good Agricultural 
Practices. 

• SIERRA LEONE: Farmer Business School



IV. Results : Socio-demographic Profile
Gender of respondents

Figure 1 : Distribution of rice small-scale producers’ 

by gender across countries

• Côte d’Ivoire records the highest proportion of male 
producers (78.9%), followed by Nigeria (59.2%) and Ghana 
(55%), where men also constitute the majority. 

• Sierra Leone stands out with a female majority, as women 
account for 60.9% of rice producers 

Figure 2: Distribution of cashew small-scale producers’ by gender 

across countries

• Male cashew producers constitute the majority in :
Côte d’Ivoire (73%), Nigeria (67.3%), Ghana (57.4%), and Senegal 
(54.1%). 
• Sierra Leone is the only country where female small-scale cashew 

producers are more numerous, accounting for 64.1% of the total.

Source: Annual survey Move/GIZ/SinDev, 2026 Source: Annual survey Move/GIZ/SinDev, 2026



Age profile

Figure 3 : Rice small-scale producers' categories 
across countries

Source: Annual survey Move/GIZ/SinDev, 2026

Across all countries, small-scale producers over the age of 60 
constitute a relatively small share of the farming population, 
ranging from 2.6% in Nigeria to 12.1% in Côte d’Ivoire 

Figure 4: Cashew small-scale producers' categories across 
countries

A predominance of small-scale producers aged 36 to 
60 years is observed in most of the countries studied

Source: Annual survey Move/GIZ/SinDev, 2026

IV. Results : Socio-demographic Profile



Small-Scale Producers’ categories 

IV. Results : Socio-demographic Profile

Figure 5 : Rice small-scale producers' categories across countries

Source: Annual survey Move/GIZ/SinDev, 2026

Overall, the participation of women in rice production remains 
relatively low, particularly in Côte d’Ivoire (13.9%). 

Source: Annual survey Move/GIZ/SinDev, 2026

Figure 6: Cashew small-scale producers' categories across countries

• Men constitute most small-scale producers in Côte d’Ivoire 
(55.6%), Nigeria (54.5%), and Ghana (41.0%), 

• Youth represent the largest group in Senegal (56.2%) and 
Sierra Leone (50.8%). 

Youth : male and female age 18 to 35 years, Women: female above age 35; Men: male above age 35 
Youth : male and female age 18 to 35 years, Women: female above age 35; Men: male above age 35 



Education level of Rice small-scale producers'

IV. Results : Socio-demographic Profile

Table 2 : Distribution of rice small-scale producers by education level

Overall, Nigeria stands out
as the country with the most
favourable educational
profile, whereas Côte
d’Ivoire and Sierra Leone
show the greatest
educational disadvantage
among rice producers. The
age distribution also
suggests that younger
producers generally have
higher educational
attainment, particularly in
Nigeria and Côte d’Ivoire.

Source: Annual survey Move/GIZ/SinDev, 2026

Country Age
Elementary / 

primary school

Secondary  

School

High 

School

Vocational 

/Technical 

training

Tertiary 

education
None

Others 

training
Total

Côte 

d'Ivoire

18 – 35 years 2.4 2.4 0.3 0.3 0 0 18.8 24.3

36 – 60 years 11.7 4.1 0.3 0.3 0 0.3 47.1 63.8

Above 60 years 1.7 0 0 0 0 0 10.1 11.9

Total 15.8 6.5 0.7 0.6 0 0.3 76 100

Ghana

18 – 35 years 8.4 7 2 0 3 12.7 0 33.2

36 – 60 years 12.7 3.4 1.3 0.3 1.4 42.8 0 61.9

Above 60 years 0.3 0 0.3 0 0 4.3 0 4.9

Total 21.4 10.4 3.6 0.3 4.4 59.9 0 100

Nigeria

18 – 35 years 14.2 23.8 3.4 0.6 5.7 1.1 0 48.8

36 – 60 years 22.5 18.7 3.2 0.6 2.3 1.4 0 48.7

Above 60 years 0.6 1.3 0.2 0 0.2 0.3 0 2.6

Total 37.3 43.8 6.8 1.1 8.1 2.9 0 100

Sierra 

Leone

18 – 35 years 6.7 13.4 3.3 0.8 4.2 28.4 0 56.8

36 – 60 years 5.3 1.7 1.2 0 0.8 29 0 38

Above 60 years 0.6 1.2 0 0 0.6 2.8 0 5.2

Total 12.6 16.3 4.5 0.8 5.6 60.2 0 100

Total

18 – 35 years 8.6 12.8 2.5 0.4 3.6 11.3 3.2 42.4

36 – 60 years 13.5 7.5 1.7 0.3 1.3 20 7.9 52.2

Above 60 years 0.7 0.7 0.1 0 0.2 2 1.7 5.5

Total 22.8 21 4.3 0.7 5 33.4 12.8 100



Table 3 : Distribution of cashew small-scale producers by education level

Across the five countries,
younger producers generally
display higher educational
attainment than older producers.
Nigeria has the most favourable
profile, with secondary education
being the most common level
(49.7%), followed by primary
education (25.2%), while only
2.5% report no formal education.
Côte d’Ivoire has the largest
share of producers with no
formal education (69.2%) and
comparatively low proportions at
secondary (12.4%) and tertiary
(0.3%) levels.

Country Age

Elementary 

/ primary 

school

Secondar

y School

High 

School

Vocational/

Technical 

training

Tertiary 

education
None

Others 

training
Total

Côte d'ivoire

18 - 35 years 4.1 5.8 0.6 0 0 11 0 21.4

36 - 60 years 10.8 5.7 0.6 0 0.3 49.8 0.9 68.1

Above 60 years 0.9 0.9 0.3 0 0 8.3 0 10.4

Total 15.7 12.4 1.5 0 0.3 69.2 0.9 100

Ghana

18 - 35 years 7.3 10.7 2.9 0 1.9 4.8 0 27.6

36 - 60 years 33.9 9.1 3.4 0.4 1.9 10.7 0 59.4

Above 60 years 5.5 2 1.6 0.8 0.4 2.7 0 12.9

Total 46.7 21.7 7.9 1.2 4.2 18.2 0 100

Nigeria

18 - 35 years 1.8 11.9 3.1 0 0.9 0 0 17.7

36 - 60 years 18.4 34.1 7.8 2.1 6.7 0.8 0 69.9

Above 60 years 5 3.7 0 0 2 1.8 0 12.5

Total 25.2 49.7 10.9 2.1 9.6 2.5 0 100

Sierra Leone

18 - 35 years 6 12.1 2.4 2.4 0 27.8 0 50.8

36 - 60 years 0.9 10.9 0 2 0.4 23.7 0 37.9

Above 60 years 0 4.8 0 0.4 0 6.1 0 11.3

Total 7 27.9 2.4 4.8 0.4 57.6 0 100

Senegal

18 - 35 years 8.1 16.2 8.1 0 6.5 11.3 4.8 54.9

36 - 60 years 8.9 6.5 3 0 0.5 11.2 4 34.1

Above 60 years 2.4 0.5 1 0 0 5.1 0 9

Total 19.4 23.2 12.1 0 8.9 27.6 8.9 100

Total

18 - 35 years 4.4 11 3 0.1 1.4 4 0.2 24.1

36 - 60 years 22.7 20.1 5 1.1 3.9 10.4 0.3 63.5

Above 60 years 4.5 2.6 0.7 0.3 1.1 3 0 12.3

Total 31.7 33.8 8.7 1.5 6.4 17.4 0.5 100

IV. Results : Socio-demographic Profile

Education level of cashew small-scale producers'



Land used 

IV. Results : Socio-demographic Profile

Table 4 : Land used (ha)

Ghana has the largest farms,
with 31.0 ha of total land and
22.7 ha cultivated, compared
with 15.3 ha and 11.0 ha in
Sierra Leone, 13.9 ha and 10.3
ha in Nigeria, 11.6 ha and 8.9
ha in Côte d’Ivoire, and 5.6 ha
and 2.9 ha in Senegal.

COUNTRIES Area(ha) N Mean Median Min Max Sd

Côte d'Ivoire

Total area 5,954 11.6 8 0.0004 342 14.2

Cultivated area 5,954 8.9 6 0.0002 88 9.7

Rice cultivated area 5,954 2.2 2 0,5 15 1.9

Cashew cultivated area 5,954 6.2 4 0,3 40 6.2

Ghana

Total area 12,760 31.0 14.8 1 959.4 64.8

Cultivated area 12,760 22.7 12.3 1 467.4 41

Rice cultivated area 12,760 8.9 4.9 0.0003 246 21.2

Cashew cultivated area 12,760 20.5 12.3 1 258.3 30.4

Nigeria

Total area 14,280 13.9 8 1 196.8 20.2

Cultivated area 14,280 10.3 5 1 196.8 16.3

Rice cultivated area 14,280 3.2 3 0.5 19.7 2.2

Cashew cultivated area 14,280 13.0 8 0.001 172.2 16.7

Sierra Leone

Total area 6,919 15.3 10 0.8 160.0 16.6

Cultivated area 6,919 11.0 6 0.4 86.1 13.7

Rice cultivated area 6,919 8.9 4.9 0.4 86.1 12.8

Cashew cultivated area 6,919 2.3 2 0.4 40 2.4

Senegal

Total area 613 5.6 5 2.0 25 4.3

Cultivated area 613 2.9 2 1.0 14 2.4

Rice cultivated area 613

Cashew cultivated area 613 2.7 2 0.0003 19.7 2.8

Total (extrapolation)

Total area 40,526 19.0 0.0004 959.4

Cultivated area 40,526 14.0 0.0002 467.4

Rice cultivated area 40,526 3.8 0.0003 246

Cashew cultivated area 40,526 5.4 0.0003 258.3

Total (survey)

Total area 2,740 14.8 0 959.4

Cultivated area 2,740 10.5 0 467.4

Rice cultivated area 2,740 2.3 0 246

Cashew cultivated area 2,740 4.6 0 258.3



79.7%

Table 5 : Effectiveness of Training Provided to Rice small-scale Producers

IV. Results : Effectiveness of trainings
Question : How do you assess the effectiveness of the training you are using ?

Source: Annual survey Move/GIZ/SinDev, 2026

Training

Very 

effective

Quite

effective Effective

Not very 

effective

Not at all 

effective

Côte 

d'Ivoire

Sustainable rice production 16.6 17.9 61.7 3.9 0

Good Agricultural Practices 27.1 31.1 41.7 0 0

Contract Farming training 0 0 0 0 0

Diversification activities 0 0 0 0 0

Farmer Business School 0 0 0 0 0

Total 22.5 25.4 50.4 1.7 0

Ghana

Sustainable Rice Production 22.2 44.4 25.1 8.3 0

Good Agricultural Practices 24 51.9 22.6 1.5 0

Farmer-Based Organization Stre 16.6 28.1 34.5 18.4 2.5

Mechnization training 40.9 18.2 40.9 0 0

Contract Farming training 7.2 43.6 49.2 0 0

Diversification 20.5 58.9 20.5 0 0

Farmer Business School 27 34 27.5 11.5 0

Total 22.4 42.9 27.3 7.2 0.2

Nigeria

Sustainable Rice Production 67.9 14.7 12.7 4.4 0.3

Farmer Business School 64 11.5 16.3 5.3 2.9

Total 66.6 13.7 13.9 4.7 1.1

Sierra 

Leonne

Sustainable Rice Production 26.5 29.7 37.9 5.9 0

Farmer Business School 18 24.9 57.2 0 0

Farmer-Based Organization Stre 100 0 0 0 0

Contract Farming training 0 0 0 0 0

Total 20.6 24.1 55.3 0.0 0.0

Overall, the training was
perceived as effective across
the four countries, with the
highest overall rating in Sierra
Leone (55.3%) and Côte
d’Ivoire (50.4%). Nigeria
stands out for the highest
share of “very effective”
ratings (66.6%), particularly
for Sustainable Rice
Production (67.9%). In Ghana,
Contract Farming and
Diversification training
received particularly positive
assessments, with 92.8% and
79.3%, respectively, rating
them very or quite effective.



Adoption

Perceived 
usefulness

Table 6 : Effectiveness of Training Provided to Cashew small-scale Producers

IV. Results : Effectiveness of trainings
Question : How do you assess the effectiveness of the training you are using ?

Source: Annual survey Move/GIZ/SinDev, 2026

Training

Very 

effective

Quite 

effective Effective

Not very 

effective

Not at all 

effective

Côte 

d'Ivoire

Farmer Business School 27.5 27.5 27.5 27.5 27.5

Total 27.5 27.5 27.5 27.5 27.5

Ghana

Farmer Business School 46.9 19.6 27.6 5.9 0

Conservation Agriculture 58.4 31.7 9.8 0 0

Diversification activities 68.2 31.8 0 0 0

Total 49.0 21.4 24.6 5.0 0.0

Nigeria

Good Agricultural Practice 83.2 7 9.2 0.5 0

Farmer Business School 66.5 0 33.5 0 0

Total 82.6 6.8 10.1 0.5 0

Sierra 

Leonne

Farmer Business School 20.5 68.1 11.4 0 0

Total 19.3 56.9 23.8 0 0

Senegal

Good Agricultural Practices 90.7 8.1 1.2 0 0

Farmer  Business School 85.9 10.8 3.3 0 0

Total 88.2 9.5 2.3 0 0

Overall, the training was
perceived as highly effective,
particularly in Senegal
(88.2%) and Nigeria (82.6%).
Ghana also recorded positive
results (70.4% very or quite
effective), driven by
Conservation Agriculture
and Diversification activities.
Sierra Leone showed a more
moderate assessment (76.2%
very or quite effective),
while the Côte d’Ivoire
results should be interpreted
with caution given the
identical 27.5% distribution
across all response
categories.



IV. Results : BMGF indicators

BMGF 1.4: Increased area under climate-resilient rice farming methods used by small-scale 
producers (SSPs) who benefited from capacity development support.

Question : On how many hectare did you apply this method for 
cultivating your rice/cashew in 2025 ?

Question :  Has there been any change in the area of rice production on 
which you apply this method since you  joined the project in the 2025 
season ?

Question : If there was a decrease or increase, what was the area cultivated 
using this method before you joined the project ?



BMGF 1.4: Increased area under climate-resilient rice farming methods used by small-scale producers (SSPs) who benefited from capacity 
development support.

IV. Results : BMGF indicators

The area under climate-resilient rice farming methods used by small-scale producers (SSPs) who benefited from capacity

development support increased from 14,577ha to 49, 190 ha representing an overall improvement of 237 %



IV. Results
BMGF 1.3: Increased profitability of supported small-scale producers’ (SSPs) rice farming systems (Baseline €479)

Overall, the profitability
of rice production
systems among
supported small-scale
producers (SSPs)
increased by 405 %
compared with the
baseline value of €479.

Profitability Change (%) =
Current Profit − Baseline Profit

Baseline Profit
× 100



BMGF 1.1.2: Small-scale producers (SSPs) are integrated into off-taking agreements

Perception of focus group participants

IV. Results : BMGF indicators

Question : Are you engaged in a sales agree ment (off-taking agreement)?  /  What risks or disadvantages do you perceive ?

Discussions with producers indicate that the integration of small-scale producers into formal off-taking agreements 
remains limited across the project countries.



BMGF 1.1.2: Small-scale producers (SSPs) are integrated into off-taking agreements

IV. Results : BMGF indicators

Question : Are you engaged in a sales agree ment (off-taking agreement)?  /  What risks or disadvantages do you perceive ?



BMZ 2: The total area where producers use the promoted climate-adapted methods for cashew and rice 
cultivation has increased to 60,000 ha²

The total area where producers use the promoted climate-adapted methods for cashew and rice cultivation
has increased to 88,694 ha exceeding the target of 60,000 ha by 28,694 ha.

Table 7 : The total area where producers use the promoted climate-adapted methods for cashew and rice cultivation (ha)

IV. Results : BMZ indicators

Question : On how many hectare did you apply this method for cultivating your rice and cashew in 2025 ?



BMZ 2.1: 60,000 out of the 100,000 supported agricultural producers, including 25,000 women and 15,000
youth, confirm through a specific example that their farming systems have become more resilient to external
economic or environmental influences

19,482 out of the 40,422 supported 

agricultural producers, confirm 

through a specific example that 

their farming systems have 

become more resilient to external 

economic or environmental 

influences.

8,346 female confirm 
through a specific 
example that their 
farming systems have 
become more resilient 
to external economic 
or environmental 
influences.

7,330 youth (male and 
female age 18 to 35) confirm 
through a specific example 
that their farming systems 
have become more resilient 
to external economic or 
environmental influences.

IV. Results : BMZ indicators

Question : Give specific example(s) of how the training or information you receive d from GIZ-MOVE project, through 
its partners, have helped you handle extern al economic challenges in your rice and cashew farm.



BMZ 2.1: 60,000 out of the 100,000 supported agricultural producers, including 25,000 women and 15,000
youth, confirm through a specific example that their farming systems have become more resilient to external
economic or environmental influences

48.19 % of supported

agricultural producers,

confirm through a specific

example that their

farming systems have

become more resilient to

external economic or

environmental influences.

20,64 % women confirm
through a specific example
that their farming systems
have become more resilient
to external economic or
environmental influences.

18,13 % youth, confirm
through a specific example
that their farming systems
have become more
resilient to external
economic or
environmental influences.

IV. Results : BMZ indicators

Question : In the past year have you experienced any significant environmental/economic challenge(s) in 
your rice/cashew farming activities ?



BMZ 2.1: 60,000 out of the 100,000 supported agricultural producers, including 25,000 women and 15,000 youth, confirm through
a specific example that their farming systems have become more resilient to external economic or environmental influences

Table 9 : Somes examples of Farmers' Responses on Environmental and Economic Resilience

IV. Results : BMZ indicators

Question : Give specific example(s) of how the training or information you received from GIZ-MOVE project, through its partners, 
have helped you handle external environmental /economic challenges in your rice/cashew farm.



BMZ 3: 80,000 farmers and production-related service providers in the rice and cashew value
chains, including 27,000 women and 19,000 youth, have earned an average annual income of
EUR 600

33,093 farmers and

production-related

service providers in the

rice and cashew value

chains

12,723 women have 
earned an average 
annual income of EUR 
600.

11,804 youth (male 
and female age 18 to 
35), have earned an 
average annual 
income of EUR 600.

IV. Results : BMZ indicators



BMZ 3: 80,000 farmers and production-related service providers in the rice and cashew value chains, including 27,000
women and 19,000 youth, have earned an average annual income of EUR 600

IV. Results : BMZ indicators

Table 9 : Share of farmers and production-related service providers in the rice chains have earned an average annual income of EUR 600 

1,118 rice farmers were
interviewed across the
five countries, with 848
farmers reporting
incomes above EUR 600,
compared with 270 below
the threshold.

Ghana and Nigeria
account for the largest
numbers of farmers,
while men above 35 years
represent the largest
demographic group.



BMZ 3: 80,000 farmers and production-related service providers in the rice and cashew value chains,
including 27,000 women and 19,000 youth, have earned an average annual income of EUR 600

1,087 cashew farmers were
interviewed across the five
countries, of whom 868
(about 80%) reported
incomes above EUR 600,
compared with 219 (about
20%) below this threshold.

Nigeria and Ghana account
for the largest numbers of
farmers, while women above
35 represent the most
strongly represented female
group.

IV. Results : BMZ indicators

Table 10 : Share of farmers and production-related service providers in the cashew chains have earned an average annual income of EUR 600 



BMZ 3: 80,000 farmers and production-related service providers in the rice and cashew value chains,
including 27,000 women and 19,000 youth, have earned an average annual income of EUR 600

IV. Results : BMZ indicators

Table 11 : Share of farmers and production-related service providers, rice and cashew chains have earned an average annual income of EUR 600 

Overall, 2,205 farmers were
interviewed across the five
countries for both cashew and rice
combined. Of these, 1,716 (78%)
reported incomes above EUR 600,
while 489 (22%) were below this
threshold. The extrapolated figures
cover 7,565 farmers, compared
with 32,796 farmers in the
database. Ghana and Nigeria
account for the largest shares of
farmers, while men above 35 years
represent the largest demographic
group.



▪ Sampling frame with incomplete information :
❑ Producers’ locality not specified or inaccurate
❑ Missing or invalid phone numbers

▪ Challenges in accessing producers :
❑ Producers unreachable
❑ Producers unavailable

▪ Limited availability of focal points :
❑ Low response rate from producers due to insufficient 

awareness or sensitization

V. Challenges



Thank you for 
your attention
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  Profitability   Change   ( % ) =   Current   Profit − Baseline   Profit  Baseline   Profit × 100

