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�is study aims to analyze the status of climate change and determinants of people’s awareness of climate change in Sarlahi
district, Nepal. A total of 102 respondents were selected randomly from the study area and interviewed using a semi-
structured questionnaire from May 12, 2021, to May 23, 2021. Along with the determinants, this survey emphasized �nding
climate-smart alternatives favoring not only the population or sectors like agriculture but also the climate itself. �e chi-
square test was conducted to measure the relationship between the operational variables, which revealed that there was no
signi�cant relationship between gender and knowledge of climate change, occupation and knowledge of climate change,
land ownership and knowledge of climate change, guardian and knowledge of climate change, and decision role and
knowledge on climate change. However, education, family size, and age had a signi�cant e�ect on the knowledge of climate
change. �e binary logit model reported that age, years of schooling, training related to climate change, and involvement
with cooperatives were found to have a signi�cant e�ect on people’s awareness of climate change. �us, improving people’s
adoption of climate-smart agriculture in the education system of the study area and training the people in the study area
should be a prime concern.

1. Background

1.1. Climate Change Scenario. �e discussion of climate
change has been ongoing for a very long time. Many of us
are still unaware of the consequences of long-term climate
change, and many have neglected it too. �e perception of
climate change not only a�ects its mitigation but also gets
impacted by the response from people. Di�erent studies
have been employed to understand the factors that can fuel
people’s perceptions, knowledge, and awareness about
climate change [1, 2]. �e farmers’ perceptions of climate
change should focus on ongoing adaptation measures and
decision-making at the policy level [1]. In the past few
years, studies have revealed the relationships among ad-
aptation, production, and revenue gained under climate

change scenarios [3, 4]. �e evidence for climate change is
certain, and its impact is observed globally. �e countries
with low-income status or better known as developing
nations are a�ected more and are learning to adapt to such
conditions, which is becoming a priority for human de-
velopment [5, 6]. Farmers with small landholdings were
found to be more aware and could respond to this stress,
but due to several limiting factors, such as �nancial status
and lack of proper technology adoption, the response was
null [7]. �e knowledge of the climate is of strategic im-
portance, which ensures the viability of production systems
and de�nes strategies to deal with environmental chal-
lenges [8, 9]. Farmers’ traditional knowledge also provides
a signi�cant action to cope with �uctuating climatic
conditions [7, 9–15].
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1.2. Climate Change and Its Status in Nepal.
“Climate-smart agriculture (CSA) is de�ned as a strategy to
address the challenges of climate change and food security
by sustainably increasing productivity, bolstering resilience,
reducing GHG emissions, and enhancing the achievement of
national food security and development goals” [16].

Climate change has had a huge impact on the livelihoods
and farming systems of people in low-income developing
nations [11, 17–19]. �e major impact of climate change has
been reported in the high hills and snow-capped mountains
[11, 20, 21].

�ere is a clear consensus on two key issues among
researchers in the �eld of climate change. First, global cli-
mate change is occurring at an alarming rate of approxi-
mately 0.8°C since the early 20th century [18]. South Asian
nations are prone to climate change, which a�ects food
production, thereby threatening food security [21, 22]. �e
changing climate-induced damage may vary from region to
region, but farmers dependent on rain-fed farming areas
have been found to be severely a�ected [23]. Case studies
have demonstrated that CSA is crucial for African countries
to increase crop productivity and net revenue, build resil-
ience, and ensure food and nutritional security and diversity
with a decline in greenhouse gas emissions at a local level
[24].

CSA aims to support e�orts from grassroots to top levels
for the sustainable use of agricultural systems to ensure
nutrition and food security [25]. �e use of the ecological
advantage to support productivity, tolerance, and mitigation
in agricultural systems is mitigated by CSA.

ICIMOD has developed a resilient mountain village with
the elements of CSA to address the issues of climate change
at the local level and to protect and promote the production
of vulnerable communities in hilly areas of Nepal [26]. For
developing countries like Nepal, this is a big conundrum. On
the one hand, initiatives, such as CSA, backed by renowned
international organizations promise a better future through
food security, adaptation, and resilience to climate change
and mitigation of its e�ects in the long run [27].

�e present study aims to report farmers’ knowledge and
support for climate change and farmers’ awareness of cli-
mate change. Furthermore, we aimed to report the socio-
economic factors a�ecting farmers’ knowledge of climate
change and their willingness to adopt CSA.

2. Methodology

2.1. Site Selection. �e study was conducted in Ishworpur
municipality in the Sarlahi district, which lies in the
Janakpur Zone of the southeastern Nepal of Province no. 2.
�e district is situated between latitude 26°45’ N to 27°10’ N
and 84°41’ E to 85°50’ E longitude (Figure 1). �e altitude
ranges from approximately 60m (lower tropical) to 659m
(upper tropical) from themean sea level.�e study area has a
hot and humid climate all year round with a precipitation of
1732.94mm and an annual average temperature of 23.59.
�e total population of Ishworpur municipality was 68,626
(50.3% females and 49.7% males) with a mean population
density of 418.9/km2 as of census 2021 [28, 29]

whichreported that around 37% have introduced more than
three new varieties of the crop in the last 10 years as of 2011
and still very few are aware of climate change in the study
area. We selected ward no. 4 of the Ishworpur municipality
for our study because this area has faced many climate
change issues and constraints at the farmer’s level.

2.2. Research Design and Sample Size. A semistructured
questionnaire was prepared [15, 30, 31], and pretesting was
conducted in the study area with ten respondents each to
check the accuracy of the questionnaire and collect more
precise information.�e data collected during the pretesting
were not considered for analysis as the questionnaire was
�nalized after pretesting by including some relevant issues of
cropping diversity and issues from the study area.�e survey
was conducted from March 12, 2021, to May 23, 2021.
Primary information presented in the manuscript is from
key informant interviews in the study area and recom-
mendations from the focused group discussion (FGD),
which has critical importance in such case studies as it helps
to better share and adopt new information, techniques, and
methods by group contact.

In FGD, there were 102 respondents, which included
approximately 14% of the population involved in agriculture
in the study area [32]. Key informant interviews were
conducted using semistructured questionnaires, and FGD
was conducted to share the information collected from the
study area and circulate the farmers’ opinions.

2.3. Data Analysis. �e collected data were analyzed using
IBM SPSS V.21.0 [33] and Stata 16 [34]. �e coding used in
the data sheet is given in Table 1. Descriptive statistics,
including count, average, standard deviation, and Pearson
chi-square association, were analyzed using IBM SPSS V
21.0. However, for the binary logit regression analysis, Stata
(Stata Corp, LLC) was used [35].

2.3.1. Binary Logit Regression. A binary logit model [36] was
introduced in this study to determine the factors a�ecting
people’s awareness of CSA. It is popular among prediction
analyses for estimating probability [37] and always ranges
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Figure 1: Map of the study area.
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between 0 and 1.�e values in the range of 0 and 1 are true in
the logit model only and not for other regression models [37].
For the logit regression model, awareness about CSA was the
dependent variable, whereas the explanatory variables were
gender, age, schooling years, family size, economically active
population, landholding (in Kattha unit), training taken,
contact with extension workers, and involvement with co-
operatives (Table 1) [31]. �e logit regression model was also
used [15, 31, 38] to determine peoples’ awareness of climate
change. Joshi et al. [36] also adopted this model to determine
the socioeconomic factors influencing the adoption of good
agricultural practices in bananas.

�e odds ratio was used to determine the likelihood of
farmers’ awareness of CSA. In addition, the natural log of
odds is used to determine the logit value, as shown in (2) and
(3). Furthermore, the logit regression model with respect to
intercept, coefficients, and dependent and independent
variables [37] are shown in (3).

Odds(Y) �
P(Y � 1)

1 − P(Y≠ 1)
. (1)

Applying natural log on both sides,

ln odds(Y) � ln
P

1 − P
􏼔 􏼕 � log it(Y). (2)

Furthermore,

log it(Y) � α + β1X1 + β1X2 + βnXn + ε0, (3)

Y represents the dependent variable (aware about CSA or
not); X1, X2. . .Xn represent the explanatory variable
(gender, age, years of schooling, number of members in the
family, economically active population, landholding (in
Kattha), training taken, contact with extension workers, and
involvement with cooperatives); β represents the coefficient
of the explanatory variable; ε0 represents the error index.

2.3.2. Area under ROC Curve (AUROC). ROC analysis is
currently widely used in nearly all fields of science, including
artificial intelligence [37], and in agriculture [39, 40]. �e

ROC provides a measure of how well the fitted model
distinguishes true cases from true noncases. �e AUROC
can also be interpreted as the average probability of correctly
visualizing a positive case across all possible cutoff points of
the predictor [40]. �e value of the area under the ROC
curve ranges between 0 and 1, which can be expressed as a
percentage.

In this study, after the logit regression model, the ROC
under AUC (Figure 2) was determined and found to be
0.9631, that is, 96.31% of the cases are true cases, and as per
[37], there is excellent discrimination or the curve is said to
have positive discrimination, which was further supported
by Kleinbaum and Klein and Debats et al. [37, 39].

3. Results and Discussion

3.1. Socioeconomic Characteristics. �e socioeconomic and
demographic characteristics of the respondents are given in
Table 2. �ese characteristics include age, gender, ethnicity,
level of education, primary occupation, secondary occupa-
tion, total landholding, land ownership, guardian, and de-
cisive role. �e literacy rate was found to be lower than that
of the national average in the study area, and it has been
reported that 50% of respondents are literate. �e majority
of respondents were male (61.76%).�e predominant ethnic
groups in the study area were found to be Brahmin and
Chhetri, which occupy approximately 60% of the population
size, and the rest were Madhesis. �e chi-square test of the
association between caste and people’s knowledge of climate
change has a significant effect (χ2 �13.28, p≤ 0.0001). �e
study revealed that agriculture was the primary occupation
in the study area, representing a higher number of people
involved in the occupation than those involved in the oc-
cupation at the national average (65.6%).

�e secondary occupations of the respondents such as
business (3.92%), labor (10.78%), driving (7.84%), service
(2.95%), teaching (2.95%), and farming as a profession (both
primary and secondary) were recorded from 71.56% of the
respondents. Our findings indicated that the majority of
females have ownership in fixed assets, such as land

Table 1: Details of parameters used in the binary logit regression model.

Variables Type Details Code used Average
Dependent variable

Aware about climate-smart agriculture
(CSA) Dummy Farmers are aware about CSA 1� aware

0� unaware 0.41

Explanatory variable
Gender Dummy Sex of respondent 1�male, 0� female 0.62
Age Continuous Age of respondent Years 48.03
Number of members in family Continuous Size of family Number of people living in a family 5.7
Land holding (Kattha) Continuous Land under cultivation Area of land 20.17
Schooling years Continuous Education level Schooling year 4.2

Economically active population Continuous Employed members in a family Number of members in a family
employed 2.29

Involvement with cooperatives Dummy Member of cooperatives in study
area 1� yes, 0� no 0.48

Contact with extension worker Dummy Farmers contact with extension
worker 1� yes, 0� no 0.52

Trainings related to climate change Dummy Participated in training or not 1� participated, 0� not participated 0.11
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Table 2: Socioeconomic characteristics and association with knowledge of climate change.

Socioeconomic characteristics
Knowledge on climate

change Chi-square P value
Yes No

Sex
Male
Female

41
19

22
20 2.6622 0.103; ns

Age group
25–35
36–49
50–60
Above 60

11
17
14
0

7
12
31
10

15.479 ≤0.001∗∗

Family size
Less than 4
4–6
>6 (joint)

19
15
8

11
27
22

9.02 ≤0.01∗∗

Education of respondent
Illiterate
Literate

4
38

47
13 46.79 ≤0.000001∗∗

Primary occupation
Agriculture 60 42 — —

Secondary occupation
Business
Daily wages
Driving
Service
Teaching
Agriculture (primary and secondary)

3
5
2
2
3
27

1
6
6
1
0
46

10.2474 0.248; ns

Total land holding (average) 20.97 19.406 27.07 0.132; ns
Land ownership
Male
Female

9
51

9
33 0.7026 0.402; ns

Guardian
Male
Female

56
4

40
2 0.1619 0.687; ns

Decision role
Male
Female

58
2

40
2 0.1338 0.715; ns

∗Signi�cant at less than 10% LOS. ∗∗Signi�cant at less than 1% LOS.
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Figure 2: Area under ROC curve.
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(82.35%), but still male is the guardian (94.12%), and there is
a strong dominance of males in the decision-making sector
(96.08%).

�e chi-square test of association revealed that there was
no signi�cant relationship between sex and knowledge of
climate change (χ2� 2.6622 and p value ≤0.103), occupation
and knowledge of climate change (χ2�10.2474, p≤ 0.248),
land ownership and knowledge of climate change
(χ2� 0.7026 andp value ≤0.402), guardian and knowledge of
climate change (χ2� 0.1619 and p value ≤0.687), and de-
cision role and knowledge on climate change (χ2� 0.1338
and p value ≤0.715) but has a signi�cant e�ect on education,
family size, and age group, as given in Table 2.

3.2. Knowledge about Climate Change. Among 102 re-
spondents, nearly everyone was unaware of the term “cli-
mate change” initially, but with further discussion, some of
themwere found to be familiar with it. Approximately 58.8%
of the total population was found to have a better under-
standing of climate change (Figure 3). �e term “climate
change” was completely novice for the remaining 41.2% of
the total population. Radio was found to be the main me-
dium for the dissemination of the information and revealed
that 84.35% of the total population heard about climate
change from radio, 13.46% knew about climate change from
television, and 2.19% knew from both radio and television
(Figure 4).

3.3. Perception regarding theRainfall Status andE�ect onCrop
Production

3.3.1. Rainy Season Crops. �e respondents were surveyed
based on the status of yearly rainfall. �e majority of the
respondents (65.68%) revealed that there was untimely
rainfall in the rainy season with more intensity, and 34.31%
said that there was an intense early onset of the rainfall. Both
early onset and untimely rainfall have a huge impact on crop
production. Major seasonal crops, such as rice, vegetables,
and sugarcane, are highly a�ected by untimely rainfall in the
rainy season. Approximately 79.41% of the total respondents
�gured out that rice crops have been adversely a�ected by
changes in rainfall patterns. Rice and vegetables were af-
fected by 18.62%, and 0.98% concluded that rice, vegetables,
and sugarcane were a�ected, followed by rice and sugarcane
crops (0.98%) (Figure 5).

�e perceptions of farmers regarding the impact of
climate change on crop production were recorded. �e
�ndings of our study illustrate that the productivity and yield
of the crop have been drastically reduced, followed by the
extreme infestation of pests and diseases in �eld crops.
Untimely rainfall has abruptly increased the maturity period
of the crop due to which there is a delay in the cultivation of
crops, such as wheat, potatoes, and maize.�e dying of plant
saplings has also been identi�ed by farmers in the study area.
Weed infestation has also created havoc situations in
cropping regions. In recent years, insect pest populations
have increased enormously, which has become impossible to
control without the use of chemical pesticides.

Approximately 83.33% of the farmers reported rice ear head
cutworms as the major detrimental pest to reduce the yield,
14.71% reported cutworms and bugs, and 1.96% reported
cutworms and rice borers damaging the crop from tillering
to the mature crop. According to the reports published by
LI-BIRD [41], crop yield is a�ected more, and production
loss would be a major cause due to the scarcity of water
resources in the coming days.

3.3.2. Winter Season Crops. Winter season crops, such as
maize, wheat, potatoes, mustards, vegetables, lentils, and
sugarcane, are reported to be a�ected by winter season

58.8%

41.2%

Knowledge about climate change

Yes

No

Figure 3: Knowledge about climate change.
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Figure 4: Sources of knowledge about climate change.
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Figure 5: Status of crops a�ected in the study area.
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rainfall. Nearly every respondent reported that there was
no winter rainfall for the last �ve years. Maize is the major
winter crop cultivated in the study area; 73.53% of the
total population revealed maize as the most a�ected crop
among all others due to lack of rainfall. �e reduction in
the yield and a high infestation of pests, such as fall ar-
myworms, grubs, and disease outbreaks, have been re-
ported in the study area. �e yield reduction of maize and
the increase in yield of rice at 4°C temperature elevation
has also led to a change in the cropping pattern of the farm
family [42].

3.4. InsectPestReported inRecentDaysandCroppingDiversity
per Annum. Changes in pest population dynamics were
reported in the study area. �ere are reports on the in-
creasing abundance of fall armyworms and armyworms in
the past few years. However, their management is nearly
impossible without the use of high-risk chemical pesticides,
such as spinosad and cypermethrin, among others, which are
expensive and quite una�ordable for small farmers. Of the
total farmers, 61.9% reported fall armyworms, 32.2% re-
ported fall armyworms and grubs, and 5.9% reported ar-
myworms causing damage in rice �elds. Roughly, the loss in
yield due to insect pests was higher in the case of armyworm
in rice and fall armyworm in maize and rice. Last year, the
farmers experienced a yield loss in the range of 5–40% and
10–35% in rice and maize, respectively.

�e cropping history refers to crops grown in the past,
which are now discontinued, along with the crops presently
grown in the study area. Vegetables, cereal crops (rice,
wheat, and maize), and cash crops are chie�y grown
nowadays. Cereal crops are the major crops grown by all of
the respondents in the study area. Similarly, very few re-
spondents have grown vegetables and cash crops. �e details
of the cropping diversity of the respondents are shown in
Figure 6.

Local rice and tobacco were the chief crops in the past
years, but due to changes in rainfall patterns, changes in the
cropping system have been reported, which are discontinued
due to low productivity, high insect pest incidence, and
erratic rainfall patterns.

3.5. Determinants of People’s Awareness of CSA. �e use of a
binary logit model while testing socioeconomic variables
and its e�ect on adoption and awareness has been suggested
by Hasan and Akhtar and Badmos et al. [15, 38]. Table 3
provides the outcome of nine explanatory variables on
people’s awareness of CSA. Among the tested independent
variables, schooling year was found to have a signi�cant
e�ect at less than 1% level of signi�cance. �e result
explained that, with a one-unit increase in the schooling
year, the probability of being aware of CSA will increase by
4.9%. Similarly, the e�ect of schooling years on adoption and
awareness has been reported by Joshi et al. [35]. In addition,
it has been reported that the education level of respondents
has a signi�cant e�ect on knowledge of climate change,
which may in�uence awareness of CSA [43].

Farmer’s age was also found to have a signi�cant e�ect
on awareness of CSA at less than 5% LOS. It has been re-
ported that with a one-unit decrease in the age of respon-
dents, the probability of being aware of CSA increased by
0.82%. In line with our �ndings, Shreshtha and Baral [31]
also reported that the awareness of climate change has been
increased by a decrease in the age of respondents. Typically,
farmers in the productive age group under 35–45 years were
found to have awareness about CSA, and it has been re-
ported [38] that farmers in productive age groups are more
aware than older farmers.

�e tested dummy variables, training taken, and in-
volvement with cooperatives were found to have a sig-
ni�cant e�ect on being aware of CSA at 5% LOS. In contrast
to our �nding, [30] involvement/membership in cooper-
atives does not have a signi�cant e�ect on awareness of
climate change. If farmers are in contact with extension
workers, then the probability of being aware increases by
3%, which is in line with the �nding [30] that extension
services do not have a signi�cant e�ect on climate change.
However, it has been [31] reported that extension services
have a signi�cant e�ect on awareness of CSA, which might
be due to the availability of extension services related to
CSA in the study area, which was not found in our study
area.

Furthermore, if the farmer is male, the probability of
being aware slowed down by 6.88%; if farmers are in contact
with extension workers, then the probability of being aware
increased by 3%.

In addition, in the continuous variables, the larger the
farm size, the lower the probability of being aware by 0.29%.
Similarly, the smaller the household size, the greater the
probability of being aware that for a one-unit decrease in
household size awareness rises by 2.6%, and for a one-unit
increase in the economically active population, the proba-
bility of being aware increased by 2.7%.

�e LR chi-square was found to be 86.25 and was sig-
ni�cantly di�erent at less than 1% LOS, which reveals that
independent variables (socioeconomic characteristics) have
good explanatory power on people’s awareness of CSA and

77.5

10.5

7.8

4.2

Status of Cropping Diversity

cereal crop

cereal crop, vegetables

cereal crop, cash crop,
vegetable

cereal crop, cash crop

Figure 6: Cropping diversity in the study area.
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its adoption. �e pseudo R2 was found to be 0.6291, which
shows that the model has a strong explanatory power on
people’s awareness about CSA, that is, socioeconomic fac-
tors jointly affected the model which signifies that the model
fits 62.91%.

3.6. Training, Suggestions, and Recommendations to Combat
Climate Change Issues. Of the surveyed 102 respondents,
only 11 were found to have benefited from training related to
climate change; the rest of the respondents had not received
any training related to climate change. All the respondents
who had taken training were provided by the local gov-
ernment. Previous studies have reported that training and
seminars at the grassroots level were found to be more
effective in raising awareness and promoting the adoption of
new technology [31, 35].

Suggestions and recommendations to fight climate
change per farmer were recorded and presented here. Out of
102 respondents, all of them were positive about taking
training related to CSA and subsidies on seed and fertilizers.
Excluding this, response from the farmers was recorded as
23 of them suggested to receive subsidies on the new package
of practices, 35 of them responded to receive compensation
on crop loss due to insects and pests, and 45 responded to
receiving subsidies on water pump installation and con-
tinuation, as water scarcity is a limiting constraint in ag-
riculture production.

4. Conclusions

Nepal is a country, which is most vulnerable to climate
change, and the majority of people are still unaware of
climate change and its impact. Based on the findings of this
study, there is a strong need for the government, local
organizations, stakeholders, funding bodies, and policy-
makers to introduce economically sound adaptation
techniques to cope up with climate change. Acting bodies
in the field of climate change in the Sarlahi district, in-
cluding other parts of Nepal that share plain terrain, should
focus on education and training at the grassroots level to
improve the adoption of CSA. Moreover, educational
programs, training, and extension involvement of workers

that enhance the livelihood of the people should be
implemented effectively. �e local government must pri-
oritize the awareness programs, adaptation practices, and
implementation of the CSA projects. Subsidized farming
inputs, such as stress-tolerant seeds, manures, farm im-
plements, the application of new technologies, and di-
versified agricultural systems, can also be sustainable
approaches for the mitigation of climate change in
agriculture.

Data Availability

�e data used to support the findings of this study are
available from the corresponding author upon request.

Conflicts of Interest

�e authors declare that there are no conflicts of interest.

References

[1] E. Bryan, C. Ringler, B. Okoba, C. Roncoli, S. Silvestri, and
M. Herrero, “Adapting agriculture to climate change in
Kenya: household strategies and determinants,” Journal of
Environmental Management, vol. 114, pp. 26–35, 2013.

[2] R. Vignola, S. Klinsky, J. Tam, and T. McDaniels, “Public
perception, knowledge and policy support for mitigation and
adaption to climate change in Costa Rica: comparisons with
North American and European studies,” Mitigation and
Adaptation Strategies for Global Change, vol. 18, no. 3,
pp. 303–323, 2012.

[3] S. N. Seo and R. Mendelsohn, “A structural ricardian analysis
of climate change impacts and adaptations in African agri-
culture,” Policy Research Working Papers, vol. 38, no. 4603,
pp. 151–165, 2008.

[4] J. Kabubo-Mariara and F. K. Karanja, “�e economic impact
of climate change on Kenyan crop agriculture: aRicardian
approach,” Global and Planetary Change, vol. 57, no. 3-4,
pp. 319–330, 2007.

[5] M. Pelling, Pelling to Climate Change: from Resilience to
Transformation, Vol. 2011, SRC, Atlanta, GA, USA, 2014.

[6] P. Aggarwal, H. Pathak, S. N. Kumar, and P. Sharma, South
Asia Perspectives on Climate Change and Agriculture: Adap-
tation Options, Imperial College Press, London, UK,
pp. 209–222, 2012.

Table 3: Determinants of people’s awareness of climate-smart agriculture (CSA).

Parameters Coefficient Standard error Z value P
∗∗∗ > I z I dy/dx

Age −1.046 0.047 −2.22 ≤0.026∗∗ −0.082
Sex −0.876 0.841 −1.04 0.298 −0.0642
Total land holding −0.372 0.364 −1.02 0.306 −0.002
Schooling years 0.631 0.160 3.94 ≤0.0001∗ 0.049
Training on climate change 2.696 1.563 1.72 0.085∗ 0.211
Number of members in a family 0.338 0.422 0.80 0.423 −0.265
Contact with extension worker 0.383 0.939 0.41 0.683 0.03
Involvement with cooperatives 1.940 1.147 1.69 0.091∗ 0.152
Economically active population 0.353 0.531 0.67 0.506 0.277
_Cons 3.162 2.165 1.46 0.144
Log likelihood� −25.629, LR chi-square� 86.95, prob> chi-square≤ 0.00001, pseudo R2 � 0.6291, area under the ROC curve� 0.9631. ∗Significant at less than
10% LOS. ∗∗Significant at less than 5% LOS. ∗∗∗Significant at less than 1% LOS.

Advances in Agriculture 7



[7] A. Asfaw, B. Simane, A. Bantider, and A. Hassen, “Deter-
minants in the adoption of climate change adaptation
strategies: evidence from rainfed-dependent smallholder
farmers in north-central Ethiopia (Woleka sub-basin),” En-
vironment, Development and Sustainability, vol. 21, no. 5,
pp. 2535–2565, 2019.

[8] J. A. Weinstock, “Participating in development.approaches to
indigenous knowledge,” Economic Botany, vol. 57, no. 1,
pp. 162-163, 2003.

[9] F. Briones, “Climate knowledge of Ch’olfarmers in Chiapas,
Mexico,” in Indigenous Knowledge for Climate Change As-
sessment and Adaptation, pp. 84–90, Cambridge University
Press, Cambridge, UK, 2018.

[10] A. Marin and F. Berkes, “Local people’s accounts of climate
change: to what extent are they influenced by the media?”
WIREs Climate Change, vol. 4, no. 1, pp. 1–8, 2013.

[11] U. Khanal, C. Wilson, V.-N. Hoang, and B. Lee, “Farm-
ers’adaptation to climate change, its determinants and im-
pacts on rice yield in Nepal,” Ecological Economics, vol. 144,
pp. 139–147, 2018.

[12] B. Paudel, Y. Zhang, J. Yan et al., “Farmers’ understanding of
climate change in Nepal Himalayas: important determinants
and implications for developing adaptation strategies,” Cli-
matic Change, vol. 158, no. 3-4, pp. 485–502, 2020.

[13] T. Q. Trinh, R. F. Rañola, L. D. Camacho, and E. Simelton,
“Determinants of farmers’ adaptation to climate change in
agricultural production in the central region of Vietnam,”
Land Use Policy, vol. 70, pp. 224–231, 2018.

[14] A. Egeru, “Role of indigenous knowledge in climate change
adaptation: a case study of the Teso sub-region, Eastern
Uganda,” Indian Journal of Traditional Knowledge, vol. 11,
no. 2, pp. 217–224, 2012.

[15] Z. Hasan and S. Akhter, “Determinants of public awareness
and attitudes on climate change in urban Bangladesh: Dhaka
as a case,” European Journal of Social Sciences, vol. 21, no. 1,
pp. 154–162, 2011.

[16] R. Ewbank, C. Adviser, and C. Aid, Climate-Resilient Agri-
culture: What Small-Scale Producers Need to Adapt to Climate
Change, 2015.

[17] G. A. Kahsay and L. G. Hansen, “�e effect of climate change
and adaptation policy on agricultural production in Eastern
Africa,” Ecological Economics, vol. 121, pp. 54–64, 2016.

[18] J. S. Bandara and Y. Cai, “�e impact of climate change on
food crop productivity, food prices and food security in South
Asia,” Economic Analysis and Policy, vol. 44, no. 4,
pp. 451–465, 2014.

[19] M. L. Parry, C. Rosenzweig, A. Iglesias, M. Livermore, and
G. Fischer, “Effects of climate change on global food pro-
duction under SRES emissions and socio-economic scenar-
ios,” Global Environmental Change, vol. 14, no. 1, pp. 53–67,
2004.

[20] V. S. Negi, R. K. Maikhuri, D. Pharswan, S. �akur, and
P. P. Dhyani, “Climate change impact in the Western
Himalaya: people’s perception and adaptive strategies,”
Journal of Mountain Science, vol. 14, no. 2, pp. 403–416, 2017.

[21] D. B. Rahut and M. MicevskaScharf, “Livelihood diversifi-
cation strategies in the Himalayas∗,” Australian Journal of
Agricultural and Resource Economics, vol. 56, no. 4,
pp. 558–582, 2012.

[22] Turn Down the Heat: Climate Extremes, Regional Impacts, and
the Case for Resilience, �e World Bank, Washington, D.C.,
USA, 2013.

[23] A. B. Shrestha and R. Aryal, “Climate change in Nepal and its
impact on Himalayan glaciers,” Regional Environmental
Change, vol. 11, no. S1, pp. 65–77, 2011.

[24] M. Nyasimi, D. Amwata, L. Hove, J. Kinyangi, and
G. Wamukoya, “Evidence of impact: climate-smart agricul-
ture in Africa,” CGIAR Research Program on Climate Change,
Agriculture and Food Security, vol. 86, p. 40, 2014.

[25] L. Lipper, P. �ornton, B. M. Campbell et al., “Climate-smart
agriculture for food security,” Nature Climate Change, vol. 4,
no. 12, pp. 1068–1072, 2014.

[26] N. K. Agrawal, Resilient Mountain Solutions in the Hindu
Kush Himalaya, UNFCCC, Bonn, Germany, 2017.

[27] F. Solution and C. Crisis, Climate Smart Agriculture: A False
Solution to Address Climate Crisis, 2020.

[28] CBS, “Ishworpur (municipality, Nepal) - population statistics,
charts, map and location,” 2021, https://www.citypopulation.
de/php/nepal-mun-admin.php?adm2id=1914.

[29] C. Adhikari, G. Acharya, and P. Kristjanson, “Summary of
baseline household survey results: Sarlahi, Nepal,” 2011,
https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/media/
57a08aece5274a31e0000860/ccafs_hbs_sarlahi_nepal.pdf.

[30] B. A. Alotaibi, H. S. Kassem, R. K. Nayak, and M. Muddassir,
“Farmers’beliefs and concerns about climate change: an as-
sessment from Southern Saudi Arabia,” Agriculture, vol. 10,
no. 7, pp. 253–316, 2020.

[31] A. Shrestha and S. Baral, “Socioeconomic factors affecting
awareness and adaption of climate change: a casestudy of
bankedistrict Nepal,” Earth Science Malaysia, vol. 2, no. 2,
pp. 20–24, 2018.

[32] United Nations, Designing Household Survey Samples: Prac-
tical Guidelines, Vol. 98, United Nations, New York, New
York, USA, 2008.

[33] IBM Corporation, “Released 2016. IBM SPSS statistics for
Windows, Version 24.0,” IBM Corporation, Armonk, NY,
USA, 2016.

[34] StataCrop, “Statistical Software: release 16,” StataCorp LLC,
College Station, TX, USA, 2019.

[35] A. Joshi, D. Kalauni, and U. Tiwari, “Determinants of
awareness of good agricultural practices (GAP) among ba-
nana growers in Chitwan, Nepal,” Journal of Agriculture and
Food Research, vol. 1, Article ID 100010, 2019.

[36] J. Revuelta, “�e generalized logit-linear item response model
for binary-designed items,” Psychometrika, vol. 73, no. 3,
pp. 385–405, 2008.

[37] D. G. Kleinbaum and M. Klein, Statistics for Biology and
Health: Logistical Regression, Springer, Switzerland, 2010.

[38] B. Badmos, H. Sawyerr, S. Awopeju, G. Salako, A. Adio, and
A. Oyewumi, “�e socioeconomic/demographic determi-
nants of public perception about climate change in EkitiState
of Nigeria,” Journal of Geography, Environment and Earth
Science International, vol. 9, no. 4, pp. 1–10, 2017.

[39] S. R. Debats, D. Luo, L. D. Estes, T. J. Fuchs, and K. K. Caylor,
“A generalized computer vision approach to mapping crop
fields in heterogeneous agricultural landscapes,” Remote
Sensing of Environment, vol. 179, pp. 210–221, 2016.

[40] C. R. Wilson, N. W. Davies, R. Corkrey, A. J. Wilson,
A. M. Mathews, and G. C. Westmore, “Receiver operating
characteristic curve analysis determines association of indi-
vidual potato foliage volatiles with onion thrips preference,
cultivar and plant age,” PLoS One, vol. 12, no. 7, Article ID
e0181831, 2017.

[41] LI-BIRD, Climate Change and Agrobiodiversity in Nepal:
Opportunities to include agrobiodiversity maintenance to
support Nepal’s National Adaptation Programme of Action

8 Advances in Agriculture

https://www.citypopulation.de/php/nepal-mun-admin.php?adm2id=1914
https://www.citypopulation.de/php/nepal-mun-admin.php?adm2id=1914
https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/media/57a08aece5274a31e0000860/ccafs_hbs_sarlahi_nepal.pdf
https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/media/57a08aece5274a31e0000860/ccafs_hbs_sarlahi_nepal.pdf


(NAPA) A report prepared by LI-BIRD for the Platform for
Agrobiodiversity Research, LI-BIRD, Pokhara, Nepal, 2009.

[42] A. K. Gautam, “Climate change impact on Nepalese agri-
culture and strategies for adaptation,” in NAPA workshop
organized by LI-BIRD and Biodiversity Internationalvol. 12,
no. 23, p. 2009, 2008.

[43] M. I. Kabir, M. B. Rahman,W. Smith, M. A. F. Lusha, S. Azim,
and A. H. Milton, “Knowledge and perception about climate
change and human health: findings from a baseline survey
among vulnerable communities in Bangladesh,” BMC Public
Health, vol. 16, no. 1, pp. 1–10, 2016.

Advances in Agriculture 9


