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Abstract

:

Livestock production in arid and semi-arid regions is facing the challenges of low and erratic rainfall, poor nutrient soils, and high temperatures, which all contribute to inadequate forage production to support livestock. Under these challenging conditions, promoting forage species, such as cacti, that are tolerant and well adapted is important to sustain and improve livestock production. This study analyzes the potential of adopting a spineless cactus through analysis of smallholder farmers’ perceptions with respect to its potential use as a livestock feed in South Asia. A total of 456 households were stratified into three groups in 2017: Farmers not familiar with cactus (non-adopters), farmers familiar with cactus but not growing it (potential adopters), and those already growing it (actual adopters). Main findings confirm that farmers already growing cactus are satisfied with its potential. A considerable proportion of non-adopter farmers cited the unavailability of plant material and technical information as the main reason for their lack of interest in cultivating spineless cactus. Therefore, the potential gains of livestock farming from spineless cactus production in the world’s dry areas could be immense, although more efforts, through farmer education and information sharing, are needed to ensure that the plant’s potential is effectively realized.
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1. Introduction


In arid and semi-arid environments of South Asia and across the world, livestock production is an integral part of farming livelihood and lifestyle; livestock improve the farmer’s status, act as a symbol of wealth [1] and can be sold to generate income [2]. Despite a significant role in the household, community, and national economy, livestock production is limited by several factors, with poor nutrition the most important [3,4]. Smallholder farmers in these environments have limited resources to improve the supply of animal feeds due to the small size of their arable land, mainly dedicated to subsistence crop production and for livelihood sustenance [5]. Consequently, the livelihood of smallholder farmers in these environments must be resilient to also cope with uncertainties in resource availability [6,7]. Part of this resilience includes identifying suitable plant species that thrive and produce good yields under challenging conditions [8]. Such plant species are important to reduce the continuous feed shortages during periods of low forage availability [5,9,10].



Throughout arid and semi-arid regions, rangeland feed resources are decreasing, and are often of poor nutritive content [10]. During the dry period, livestock farmers often rely on feed supplements from nutritionally poor and inadequate quantities of crop and forage residues [11]. Thus, finding alternative non-conventional feed resources that can sustain animal production and alleviate the feed–water problem during dry and low-producing seasons is critical. This is especially so because environmental changes, together with human population growth, have been identified as contributors to biodiversity and ecosystem productivity decline [12,13]. The utilization of forage species that easily adapt to the changing and poor growing conditions contributes toward positive livestock security, in the face of an increase in both livestock and human population numbers [8].



Multipurpose fodder plants such as spineless cactus pear (Opuntia ficus-indica)—which adapt to harsh environments, produce cheap energy with minimum inputs, and represent a reliable source of water to sustain livestock—have potential to fill feed gaps and maintain livestock production and survival during dry and drought periods [11]. Where it has been grown and established successfully, the spineless cactus pear has become an important forage plant for livestock, mainly due to its drought resistance, high biomass yield, high palatability, and adaptability to various soil types [14]. The increasing use of succulent and nutritive fodder sources, such as spineless cactus, as a key source of water and supplement to livestock is gaining recognition [11]. However, there is a need to evaluate the current use and adoption of spineless cactus, as most farmers are still skeptical about its potential use and adoption [11,14]. Farmers have also been concerned about the perceived threats from cactus, with spines on the cladodes (succulent leaves), mainly from the spiny cactus, and the fruit suggested to be dangerous for livestock if not adequately treated before feeding [5,11]. In many regions across the world, the spiny cactus (with many spines, making it difficult to work with) usually grows naturally, while the spineless cactus (with a few or virtually no spines) is cultivated, although both are known as O. ficus-indica [15]. Also, some farmers have not been well educated about the differences between the spiny and spineless cactus, leading them to view both forms of cactus in the same manner [16].



It is important to develop, grow, and inform the interest in utilizing non-conventional fodder sources such as spineless cactus. These sources improve forage supply for smallholder livestock production systems and sustain livestock productivity during drought and low forage seasons [11]. Hence, the objective of this study is to provide a better understanding of constraints that have resulted in the lack of spineless cactus adoption in India and Pakistan, through investigating farmers’ general opinions of the locally available spiny cactus variety, as well as of spineless cactus. Through a questionnaire approach, this study contributes toward designing interventions that promote adoption of spineless cactus as an alternative feed for increasing livestock productivity of smallholder farmers in South Asia.




2. Materials and Methods


2.1. Study Area


The study was carried out in three states in India (Rajasthan, Gujarat, and Uttar Pradesh) and in Punjab, the largest province in Pakistan. The rainfall distribution in Punjab is erratic both in time and location, decreasing gradually from the north-east to the south-west [17]. It has a very hot and very dry arid climate in summer, with maximum temperatures of 57 °C, resulting in high evapotranspiration [17]. The climate in winter is very dry and cool, with minimum temperatures of 11 °C [18]. Rajasthan and Gujarat are also marked by a scarcity and spatiotemporal variability of rainfall, characterized by a summer low-pressure zone that drives unpredictable monsoons during July–September [19]. The temperature range is 4–48 °C, with a low relative humidity. Uttar Pradesh has a tropical monsoon climate, but with variations in altitude. The average temperature in summer (March–June) is 45 °C while in Winter (October–February) the temperatures drop to 3–4 °C.



For both countries, livestock is important for the livelihoods of the rural population, primarily because large parts of these areas are semi-arid and arid, with an annual rainfall ranging within 150–700 mm [17,20]. Livestock production, dominated by small ruminants (sheep and goats) in these areas is based on a management system in which animals are left to roam grazing areas and are kraaled every night to avoid theft and predators [9]. Irrigation is limited to about one-third of the cultivated area; thus, agriculture is largely dependent on rain and the major crops are wheat, barley, maize, and millet [21]. The low and erratic rainfall renders most of the rural population vulnerable to income shocks from crop loss [21]. Consequently, livestock act as an insurance against crop failure, and help smooth consumption in periods of food scarcity [18,21]. This has resulted in both regions being important milk-producing regions for smallholder farmers [20,22]. Despite the prevailing moisture stress and subsequent low crop productivity, mixed crop–livestock agricultural systems constitute an important source of income [23].



Punjab accommodates over 60% of Pakistan’s total population and produces more than 55% of the country’s agricultural commodities, while the three states in India are also regarded as high livestock producing regions [18,24]. Livestock grazing is the main source of livelihood in these arid areas and, with the increase in livestock populations, the grazing pressure is also rising [16]. The reliance on livestock production for livelihoods in these two countries [18,23] was viewed as a critical criterion in selecting them for this study, and because their geographic locations represent the agricultural belts in South Asia. Also, feed availability of adequate nutritional quality is likely the most limiting factor in the increasing livestock production for both regions, since factors such as breed improvement and health measures are likely to have little effect unless nutritional requirements are met [18]. Therefore, results generated from this study would reflect the extent to which farmers are willing to incorporate cactus, considering the scarce resources available to feed livestock, especially during the dry season. The results are also important in highlighting the satisfaction with cactus of actual adopters and the likelihood of their continued utilization of cactus to feed their livestock.




2.2. Questionnaire Design


To fulfill the study objectives and capture the opinions of farmers concerning both the spiny and spineless cactus, a semi-structured questionnaire survey was conducted during March–April 2017 in both countries. The study areas covered 48 villages in six provinces (Bhuj, Jodhpour, Nakhatrana, Anjar, Bhachau, and Mundra) in three states (Rajasthan, Gujarat, and Uttar Pradesh) in India, as well as the Punjab Province in Pakistan. A qualitative approach was chosen to address the potential internal and personal nature of individual opinions concerning spineless cactus and its utilization as an alternative feed for livestock, or any other function [25]. The literature states that members of the public may hold rich mental conceptions of the natural environment, although lacking familiarity with terminology [26]. Accordingly, the survey was conducted in local languages for both India and Pakistan for better understanding. Prior to administering the survey, the questionnaire was pre-tested with sub-sets of the targeted population (i.e., some farmers from two representative villages) to check for redundancy, missing information, relevance, as well as validity of the questions.



The questionnaire was then modified based on the pre-test results. The individuals included in the pre-test were omitted from the sample considered in this study. Considering the population proportion, a total of 456 households across 45 sites in both Pakistan and India, were selected for semi-structured interviews. To obtain as much information as possible from the households, and to also eliminate the effects of bias when interpreting the results, households were selected randomly, although the main criteria for selecting all farmers was whether households were rearing livestock or not. Each individual household was regarded as a primary sampling unit, such that the household heads represented each household sampling unit. Familiarity with cactus (in terms of mere awareness of existence of the plant, both the spiny and spineless cactus) was the criterion used for grouping farmers into three different strata: (1) Farmers not familiar with spineless cactus (termed “non-adopter farmers”), (2) farmers familiar with spineless cactus but not growing it (“potential adopters” because they may plant it once their constraints are overcome), and (3) farmers familiar with spineless cactus and already growing it (“actual adopters”). The specific question asked to group the farmers was “Have you heard of the cactus before, and if so, was it the spineless or the spiny cactus pear”. Respondent farmers were then segmented according to their responses on familiarity with the spineless cactus.



The stratifying criterion was relevant as it quantified the number of farmers in the different strata groups. By stratifying farmers this way, information such as the level of farmers’ awareness toward spineless cactus and its uses, possible reasons for lack of adoption (or familiarity), possible adoption, and farmers’ opinion concerning cactus could be easily extracted. Potential and actual adopters were those who had knowledge (shallow or deep) concerning spineless cactus, its general uses, and any hearsay information. Using this stratifying approach was important in establishing farmers (in numbers) who needed more information dissemination, regarding spineless cactus and its potential in contributing toward sustainable livelihoods.



Each respondent household head or representative was interviewed face-to-face using the pre-tested questionnaire, which had both closed- and open-ended questions. The responses were supplemented by information obtained through key informants’ interviews and field visits. The response rate was almost 100% during the face-to-face interview, due to the respondents’ interest to know and discuss more about both the spiny and spineless cactus planting, as well as its benefits for their household wellbeing. A qualitative method enabled the data to be collected in an unbiased manner, avoiding the inception of ideas through confronting farmers’ responses with predefined opinions. Bias was also avoided through bringing in already pre-formulated suggestions about the use and utilization of cactus in farming strategies.




2.3. Data Analysis


Responses to open-ended questions were coded under similar answers, with coding 1 for “affirmative response” and 0 for “no answer/response”, to speed up data entry. Only affirmative responses were expressed in percent. A five-point Likert scale (1 for low to 5 for high) was used to code farmers’ responses to the various close-ended questions, and the responses were converted to ‘yes’ for high and very high (4 and 5 coding), ‘no’ for low and very low (1 and 2) and ‘moderate’ for the intermediate responses (3). Power analysis [27] was used to determine the minimum sample size to ensure 95% confidence and at least 3% precision for adoption estimates. Descriptive and inferential statistics were then used to assess farmers’ opinions of cactus (spiny and spineless), the benefits of spineless cactus, and the possible limitations of planting spineless cactus.





3. Results


3.1. Profile of Respondent Households


In Pakistan, a total of 180 households participated in the interviews, with a high proportion of participants being married (66% of the participants), see Figure 1a. Households in Pakistan were dominated by occupants mostly within the active age range for both males and females (16–59 years), with males contributing at least 27% and females at least 36%, as shown in Figure 1b.



In India, a total of 276 households took part in the interviews, with a high proportion of household members being single (at least 94%). Participants were also within the most active age range (16–59 years) for both males and females, although with slightly more male than female participants, as shown in Figure 1d.



In Pakistan, most farmers interviewed (27%) owned a total of 5–10 ha of land, of which 20% irrigated their land and 7% relied on rain for production, see Figure 2. The largest sizes of land in the region (higher than 20 ha) were owned by at least 19% of the farmers, of which 16% depended on rain for production and only 3% relied on irrigation; whereas in India, the highest proportion of farmers (50%) owned land of less than 1 ha, with 27% of them relying on rain and 23% on irrigation, as shown in Figure 2.




3.2. Non-Adopters, Potential Adopters and Actual Adopters


Of the total proportion of farmers interviewed in Pakistan, at least 26% were non-adopters compared with 31% who were potential adopters of cactus (spineless; Figure 3). More farmers were actual adopters of cactus (42%) than the potential adopters, see Figure 3. All non-adopter farmers within Pakistan (n = 70) had never heard of spineless cactus and had no idea that cactus could be used as livestock fodder.



At least 22% of interviewed Indian farmers were non-adopters but 33% were potential adopters of spineless cactus as a feed for animals, see Figure 3. In India, as with Pakistan, there was a higher proportion of actual adopters (46%) than both non-adopters and potential adopters of spineless cactus, see Figure 3. Of farmers who were non-adopters in India, 85% (n = 86) had never heard of spineless cactus, and 15% had no idea that cactus could be used as livestock fodder (results not shown).




3.3. Non-Adopter Farmers’ Opinions of Locally Available Spiny Cactus


Of non-adopter farmers (both spiny and spineless) in both countries, more than 90% indicated that there was a lack of technical and financial means for them to cultivate cactus and feed it to animals, see Figure 4a,c. A substantial proportion of these farmers also believed that growing cactus on their farmland would be an unconventional way of utilizing land (above 34% in both countries). Of the non-adopter farmers in both countries, at least 58% in Pakistan, see Figure 4b, and 80% in India, see Figure 4d, suggested that they would grow spineless cactus if it were available. Most of the farmers in both countries (about 80% in India and at least 98% in Pakistan) were skeptical, indicating that they would grow cactus only if their livestock would feed on it, see Figure 4b,d.



In Pakistan, 19% of the non-adopter farmers indicated that they could not spare any land for growing cactus, and 10% of them mentioned that growing cactus would bring with it associated costs in terms of fencing to prevent animals from grazing on it, see Figure 4a. A low proportion of the farmers (7% in Pakistan and 28% in India) stated that their lack of interest in growing cactus was because they had sufficient fodder to support their livestock and, therefore, saw no reason to cultivate it, see Figure 4a,c. In Pakistan, less than half of the total proportion of farmers (91%) were willing to give up some of their cultivated land to grow cactus, but in India this proportion was 24%, as shown in Figure 4b,d. In India, a total of 64% of farmers indicated that they could not spare any land for growing cactus, and 80% of them also mentioned that growing cactus would bring with it high costs of protecting the cactus area from livestock grazing and from people possibly harvesting the fruits, see Figure 4c.



A total of 39% of the non-adopter farmers in Pakistan stated that cactus generally (spiny and spineless) could not be consumed by animals; a low proportion of them (18%) believed that the locally available spiny cactus was an invasive plant and at least 14% indicated that they thought the spiny cactus deteriorates soil fertility, see Figure 5. In India, at least 50% of farmers perceived that the locally available spiny cactus could not be a feed source for livestock, with 10% of them also suggesting that the spiny cactus was an invasive plant, see Figure 5. A low proportion of farmers (17%) in India indicated that they were not interested in cactus, and a lower proportion (9%) also believed that spiny cactus is harmful to soil fertility, see Figure 5.




3.4. Potential Adopter Farmers’ Opinions on Spineless Cactus


When considering the potential adopter farmers in both countries, at least 52% indicated that they did not know how to grow spineless cactus. However, a substantial proportion of them (81% in Pakistan and 97% in India) also acknowledged that it would be difficult to protect or control livestock from feeding on spineless cactus (see Figure 6a,c. In Pakistan, 47% pointed out that they had limited land to plant spineless cactus; and labor costs associated with cultivating cactus, such as cutting and carrying it, were also given as a reason for not growing spineless cactus by 55% of farmers in Pakistan, see Figure 6a,c. At least 65% of potential adopters in India indicated that they faced limited land availability if they were to plant spineless cactus, and 63% cited the associated costs of cultivating spineless cactus, such as labor requirements for preparing cladodes after harvest, as a reason for not growing cactus, see Figure 6c.



An almost similar proportion of farmers (42% in Pakistan and 37% in India) acknowledged that cactus could improve degraded land and limit degradation processes such as soil erosion, see Figure 6b,d. In Pakistan, 63% were convinced that spineless cactus could be used as a feed resource for livestock and 59% were also convinced that it reduces the water requirements if fed to livestock, see Figure 6b. In India, at least 90% indicated that spineless cactus could be used as a livestock feed, while at least 73% agreed that it would reduce the water requirements if fed to livestock, see Figure 6d. An almost equal proportion of farmers in both countries (16% in Pakistan and 19% in India) were moderately convinced that spineless cactus does reduce the water requirements by their local livestock population, see Figure 6b,d.




3.5. Actual Adopter Farmers’ Opinions on Spineless Cactus


Of the actual adopters of spineless cactus in Pakistan (74%) indicated that, indeed, cactus is a cheaper source of livestock feed and that they would also highly recommend it to their neighbors who were not cultivating it, see Figure 7a. In India, a high proportion (84%) of farmers were satisfied with spineless cactus as a cheaper source of alternative livestock feed, and 78% of them mentioned that it is an ideal livestock feed, see Figure 7b. An almost equal proportion of the farmers in both countries (11% in Pakistan and 14% in India) were not convinced that cactus is a cheaper source of livestock feed, while 26% in India and 15% in Pakistan highlighted that they will not recommend cactus to their neighbors, see Figure 7a,b.





4. Discussion


In both India and Pakistan, a high proportion of farmer respondents were in the most active age group (16–59 years), with females from this group contributing higher proportions of respondents in Pakistan. These numbers reflect the high gender contribution of both males and females toward livelihood activities, such as crop cultivation and livestock rearing. The male and female proportions also indicate how equally involved and present females are in Pakistan, regarding day-to-day household errands. Such dynamics in agricultural duties in Pakistan reflect a diversion from cultural protocols of livestock and crop farming traditionally biased toward involving more males than females, towards incorporating females [28]. The higher numbers of female than male participants in Pakistan is possibly a result of males either working when the interviews were conducted or a result of the death of males [29]. Results from our study, particularly in India, where more males than females were respondents, agree with those of [28] in Ethiopia, in which more males than females were respondents in a comparison of rangeland resource utilization opinions. The study detailed in [30] also obtained more males (80%) than females (20%) when working on farmers’ opinions on spineless cactus utilization in Tunisia.



Pakistan had a higher proportion of farmers who were actual adopters compared with non-adopters of cactus, and similar results were found in India. Sustainable agricultural productivity and progress, in terms of adopting new strategies, technologies, and approaches, depends on the strengths linking extension workers and researchers with farmers [31]. The linkages need to be maintained to expose farmers to more information about new technologies [32]. A strong link ensures a continuous interaction and transfer of information between researchers and extension agents, to the benefit of the farmers [33,34]. Therefore, it is plausible to assume that the relatively high adoption of the spineless cactus in both countries could be a result of a broader dissemination of technology through effective extension and research service delivery [33]. In both countries, farmers were receptive toward information passed on to them from extension workers, which included technology transfer and research support, that passed on information about spineless cactus and its benefits [32,33,35]. Although the level of support from the government agencies for the agricultural sector in terms of adopting new conservation technologies is still very limited in both countries, farmers are suggested to have received substantial information and research support from private extension agents, which is viewed as suitable for, valuable to, and consistent with their social and economic demands [32,33].



The high rate of adoption of spineless cactus bodes well for the technology’s future, as experience and learning from external services and research are likely to lead to further improvements in its adoption and application. Although there is a general acceptance of spineless cactus in the two countries, findings from the current study suggest that levels of spineless cactus acceptance have the potential to increase in the future. Studies [36,37,38] highlighted the fact that the cultivation of the spineless cactus is little known in the Indian sub-continent, and that most of the available cactus is the spiny rather than the spineless cactus, growing in wasteland and as a form of hedge to deter wild animals from entering cultivated land. Furthermore, above 10% of non-adopter farmers in both countries perceived the locally available spiny cactus as invasive, supporting their cultural beliefs that it is not from this earth and that it is not browsed by livestock. In both countries, breaking cultural barriers and convincing farmers to grow spineless cactus may present its own challenges. There is a strong possibility that farmers have witnessed goats and sheep nibble the spiny cactus petals and then have their lips covered by the sharp spines. This results in inflamed lips, eventually reducing animal foraging and causing a rapid loss in animal condition [14]. Such observations also substantiate the farmers’ beliefs that the locally available spiny cactus variety is not ideal or effective in improving animal performance, and suggests to them that cactus, in general (whether spineless or spiny cactus) is not suitable for livestock. Although the spineless cactus is a different subspecies from the spiny cactus, it appears it is difficult for farmers to accept the important role of the spineless cactus, as they have labeled all forms of cactus as invasive and dangerous to their animals.



The lack of interest in cultivating spineless cactus, highlighted by non-adopter farmers in both countries believing that its cultivation is a waste of land, could be a result of land dedicated to the cultivation of traditional crops. Such traditional crops are used for general human consumption and, occasionally, supplementing livestock, such as cereals (e.g., millet and sorghum) as suggested by [14]. Consequently, farmers may not see the value in converting land utilized for important subsistence farming to land for the cultivation of the spineless cactus. Because most spiny cacti in India and Pakistan grow wild and are not actively cultivated [37,38], farmers possibly have the assumption that the spineless cactus will also grow in the wild, without the need to have to convert some of their land specifically for its cultivation. Such spiny cactus uses are bound to make it difficult for farmers to suddenly change their mindset, without a detailed and intensive investment in information dissemination to them [39]. Our results contrast with those of [40], who found that farmer respondents put spineless cactus utilization for livestock feed as their top priority for land use in Ethiopia, followed by use of spineless cactus for live fencing and as a source of income.



For both Pakistan and India, a large proportion (above 75%) of potential spineless cactus adopters commented on the difficulty of ensuring that livestock do not feed on the spineless cactus, that it was an alternative source for reducing water requirements of livestock, and that it has a potential role in reducing degradation by limiting soil erosion. Also, high farmer proportions in both countries (above 55% for both) mentioned that they would recommend spineless cactus to their neighbors. These opinions indicate that farmers in both countries are aware of the role of cactus, but perhaps a certain proportion of them lack sufficient information to appreciate cactus. From the actual adopters, it is within reason to assume that their positive opinions concerning cactus and its role were due to the positive performance obtained from their livestock.




5. Conclusions


Results from the current study reflect a general acceptance of the spineless cactus in both Pakistan and India. A considerable proportion of farmers in both countries accept that cactus has a role in providing a source of livestock feed and contributing toward reducing rangeland degradation. Although these results partly mirror farmers’ acceptance of spineless cactus and how important it is in this region [41], there is still a need to educate local farmers on the socioeconomic and environmental values of this very useful and widely found plant. This is because there are still negative opinions and attitudes toward cactus and a lack of technical information concerning its cultivation and processing.



A high proportion of farmers mentioned a lack of technical know-how and financial means to cultivate spineless cactus, suggesting there is a need to sell the idea of the spineless cactus playing a critical role in improving and sustaining farmer livelihoods in both countries. Moreover, an approach in livestock production systems and degraded ecosystems that aims at reducing the use of human-edible food resources, and increasing by-products from sustainably managed rangelands and feed sources should be promoted with a stronger emphasis. Such an approach is critical in coping with the increasing global demand for food and the limited area of cultivable land to produce grain crops. Therefore, targeting smallholder farmers through extension and research organizations to engage them is pivotal in transferring research information, thus raising their awareness of the spineless cactus and its benefits.



The technology of feeding livestock with spineless cacti is relatively new in both countries, and research, in the long-term, should also focus on establishing the preferences, and disparities, of women and men in terms of opinion and adoption concerning introduced agricultural technologies, such as cactus cultivation. The results of this study were based on qualitative data derived from a questionnaire survey, which was designed to determine farmers’ general opinions about cactus. However, practical field trials demonstrating the benefits of the spineless cactus as a feed source are useful for the prioritization and implementation of its use during low forage periods, such as the dry seasons.







Author Contributions


M.L. and S.H. developed the concept and framework for the study. A.S. and M.L. secured the necessary acquisition funding. S.K., S.T., M.I., O.P.Y., D.D., R.D. carried out data collection. M.L., S.H. and H.P.M. developed the draft manuscript. All authors contributed to the discussion and outcome of the manuscript.




Acknowledgments


This study was supported by the International Center for Agricultural Research in the Dry Areas (ICARDA), the Indian Council of Agricultural Research (ICAR), the Pakistan Agricultural Research Council (PARC), and the CGIAR Research Program on Livestock (CRP Livestock). The authors would like to thank Dr. Mohamed Ahmed for his critical review.




Conflicts of Interest


The authors declare no conflict of interest.




References


	



Schwalbach, L.; Groenewald, I.; Marfo, C. A survey of small-scale cattle farming systems in the North West Province of South Africa. S. Afr. J. Anim. Sci. 2001, 31, 200–204. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



de Wit, J.; Van Keulen, H.; Van der Meer, H.; Nell, A. Animal manure: Asset or liability? World Anim. Rev. 1997, 88, 30–37. [Google Scholar]

	



Scaramuzzi, R.J.; Campbell, B.K.; Downing, J.A.; Kendall, N.R.; Khalid, M.; Muñoz-Gutiérrez, M.; Somchit, A. A review of the effects of supplementary nutrition in the ewe on the concentrations of reproductive and metabolic hormones and the mechanisms that regulate folliculogenesis and ovulation rate. Reprod. Nutr. Dev. 2006, 46, 339–354. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed][Green Version]

	



Aregawi, T.; Melaku, S.; Nigatu, L. Management and utilization of browse species as livestock feed in semi-arid district of North Ethiopia. Livest. Res. Rural Dev. 2018, 20, 86. [Google Scholar]

	



Taddesse, D.; Melaku, S.; Mekasha, Y. Assessment of herd structure and use of cactus (Opuntia ficus-indica) and indigenous browse species as livestock feed in Miesso, Eastern Ethiopia. Am. Sci. Res. J. Eng. Technol. Sci. 2015, 10, 10–27. [Google Scholar]

	



Louhaichi, M. ICARDAs research strategy for rangeland ecology and management in non-tropical dry areas. Rangelands 2011, 33, 64–70. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Gebretsadik, G.; Animut, G.; Tegegne, F. Assessment of the potential of cactus pear (Opuntia ficus-indica) as livestock feed in Northern Ethiopia. Livest. Res. Rural Dev. 2013, 25, 1–5. [Google Scholar]

	



Burke, M.B.; Lobell, D.B.; Guarino, L. Shifts in African crop climates by 2050, and the implications for crop improvement and genetic resources conservation. Glob. Environ. Chang. 2009, 19, 317–325. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Rashid, A.; Ryan, J.; Chaudhry, M.A. Challenges and Strategies of Dry-Land Agriculture in Pakistan. In Challenges and Strategies for Dryland Agriculture; Rao, S.C., Ryan, J., Eds.; Crop Science Society of America: Madison, WI, USA, 2004; pp. 359–371. [Google Scholar]

	



Teklehaimanot, H.S.; Tritschler, J.P. Evaluation of Spineless Cactus (Opuntia ficus-indicus) as an Alternative Feed and Water Source for Animals during Dry Season in Eritrea. In Sustainable Agricultural Development; Behnassi, M., Shahid, S., DSilva, J., Eds.; Springer: Dordrecht, The Netherlands, 2011; pp. 245–252. [Google Scholar]

	



Nefzaoui, A.; Louhaichi, M.; Ben Salem, H. Cactus as a tool to mitigate drought and to combat desertification. J. Arid Land Stud. 2014, 24, 121–124. [Google Scholar]

	



Pimentel, D.; Whitecraft, M.; Scott, Z.R.; Zhao, L.; Satkiewicz, P.; Scott, T.J.; Phillips, J.; Szimak, D.; Singh, G.; Gonzalez, D.O. Will limited land, water, and energy control human population numbers in the future? J. Hum. Ecol. 2010, 38, 599–611. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Hudson, L.N.; Newbold, T.; Contu, S.; Hill, S.L.L.; Lysenko, I.; De Palma, A.; Phillips, H.R.P.; Senior, R.A.; Bennett, D.J.; Booth, H.; et al. The PREDICTS database: A global database of how local terrestrial biodiversity responds to human impacts. Ecol. Evol. 2014, 4, 4701–4735. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed][Green Version]

	



Makumbe, M.T. A review of the distribution, use and potential of cactus pear (Opuntia ficus-indica (I.) mill.) as ruminant feed in Zimbabwe. In Improved Utilization of Cactus Pear for Food, Feed, Soil and Water Conservation and Other Products in Africa: Proceedings of International Workshop Held in Mekelle, Ethiopia, 19–21 October 2009; Tigray Agricultural Research Institute: Mekelle, Ethiopia, 2010; pp. 14–19. [Google Scholar]

	



Brutsch, M.O.; Zimmermann, H.G. The prickly pear (Opuntia ficus-indica [Cactaceae]) in South Africa: Utilization of the naturalized weed, and of the cultivated plants. Econ. Bot. 1993, 47, 154–162. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Rao, A.S. Climate and Microclimate Changes Influencing the Fauna of the Hot Indian Arid Zone. In Faunal Ecology and Conservation of the Great Indian Desert; Sivaperuman, C., Baqri, Q.H., Ramaswamy, G., Naseema, M., Eds.; Springer: Heidelberg, Germany, 2009; pp. 13–24. [Google Scholar]

	



Abid, M.; Scheffran, J.; Schneider, U.A.; Ashfaq, M. Farmers perceptions of and adaptation strategies to climate change and their determinants: The case of Punjab province, Pakistan. Earth Syst. Dyn. 2015, 6, 225–243. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Younas, M.; Yaqoob, M. Feed resources of livestock in the Punjab, Pakistan. Livest. Res. Rural Dev. 2005, 17, 18. [Google Scholar]

	



Bhuiyan, C.; Singh, R.P.; Kogan, F.N. Monitoring drought dynamics in the Aravalli region (India) using different indices based on ground and remote sensing data. Int. J. Appl. Earth Obs. Geoinf. 2006, 8, 289–302. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Birthal, P.S.; Jha, A.K.; Tiongco, M.M.; Narrod, C. Improving Farm-to-Market Linkages through Contract Farming: A Case Study of Smallholder Dairying in India; Discussion Paper 00814; The International Food Policy Research Institute (IFPRI): Washington, DC, USA, 2008. [Google Scholar]

	



Murgai, R.; Ali, M.; Byerlee, D. Productivity growth and sustainability in post-Green Revolution agriculture: The case of the Indian and Pakistan Punjabs. World Bank Res. Obs. 2001, 16, 199–218. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Abbas, F. Analysis of a historical (1981–2010) temperature record of the Punjab province of Pakistan. Earth Interact. 2013, 17, 1–23. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Robbins, P. Nomadization in Rajasthan, India: Migration, institutions, and economy. J. Hum. Ecol. 1998, 26, 87–112. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Chand, P.; Sirohi, S.; Sirohi, S.K. Development and application of an integrated sustainability index for small-holder dairy farms in Rajasthan, India. Ecol. Indic. 2015, 56, 23–30. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Milfont, T.L.; Duckitt, J. The environmental attitudes inventory: A valid and reliable measure to assess the structure of environmental attitudes. J. Environ. Psychol. 2010, 30, 80–94. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Gray, D.L.; Canessa, R.; Rollins, R.; Keller, C.P.; Dearden, P. Incorporating recreational users into marine protected area planning: A study of recreational boating in British Columbia, Canada. Environ Manag. 2010, 46, 167–180. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Cohen, J. Statistical Power Analyses for the Social Sciences; Lawrence Erlbauni: Hillsdale, NJ, USA, 1988. [Google Scholar]

	



Abule, E.; Snyman, H.; Smit, G. Comparisons of pastoralists perceptions about rangeland resource utilisation in the Middle Awash Valley of Ethiopia. J. Environ. Manag. 2005, 75, 21–35. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Jensen, R. Do labor market opportunities affect young womens work and family decisions? Experimental evidence from India. Q. J. Econ. 2012, 127, 753–792. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Lemma, H.; Haile, M.; Fetene, M.; Belay, T. Cactus in southern Tigray: Current status, potential use, utilization and threats. In Improved Utilization of Cactus Pear for Food, Feed, Soil and Water Conservation and Other Products in Africa: Proceedings of International Workshop Held in Mekelle, Ethiopia, 19–21 October 2009; Tigray Agricultural Research Institute: Mekelle, Ethiopia, 2010; pp. 47–66. [Google Scholar]

	



Babu, S.C.; Ramesh, N.; Shaw, C. The current status and role of private extension: A literature review and conceptual framework. In Knowledge Driven Development: Private Extension and Global Lessons; Zhou, Y., Babu, S.C., Eds.; Academic Press: New York, NY, USA, 2015; pp. 7–54. [Google Scholar]

	



Jiyawan, R.; Jirli, B.; Singh, M. Farmers view on privatization of agricultural extension services. Indian Res. J. Ext. Educ. 2016, 9, 63–67. [Google Scholar]

	



Riaz, M. The role of the private sector in agricultural extension in Pakistan. Rural Dev. News 2010, 1, 15–22. [Google Scholar]

	



Ntshangase, N.L.; Muroyiwa, B.; Sibanda, M. Farmers perceptions and factors influencing adoption of no-till conservation agriculture by small-scale farmers in Zashuke, Kwazulu-Natal Province. Sustainability 2018, 10, 555. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Biam, K.P.; Barman, U. Effectiveness of research-extension-farmer linkages of agricultural technology management agencies in Assam, India. Int. J. Curr. Microbiol. Appl. Sci. 2017, 6, 1873–1883. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Pareek, O.P.; Singh, R.S.; Vashishtha, B.B. Performance of cactus pear [Opuntia ficus-indica (L.) Mill.] clones in hot arid region of India. J. Prof. Assoc. Cactus Dev. 2003, 2, 121–130. [Google Scholar]

	



Singh, G. General review of Opuntias in India. J. Prof. Assoc. Cactus Dev. 2001, 5, 30–46. [Google Scholar]

	



Soni, M.L.; Yadava, N.D.; Kumar, S.; Roy, M.M. Evaluation for growth and yield performance of prickly pear cactus (Opuntia ficus-indica (L.) Mill) accessions in hot arid region of Bikaner, India. Range Manag. Agrofor. 2015, 36, 19–25. [Google Scholar]

	



Desta, T.Y. Farmers Practice in use of cactus as animal feed-in Tigray. In Improved Utilization of Cactus Pear for Food, Feed, Soil and Water Conservation and Other Products in Africa: Proceedings of International Workshop Held in Mekelle, Ethiopia, 19–21 October 2009; Tigray Agricultural Research Institute: Mekelle, Ethiopia, 2010; pp. 39–46. [Google Scholar]

	



Lema, H. Cactus in Southern Tigray: Current Status Potential Use Utilization and Threat. Master’s Thesis, Addis Ababa University, Addis Ababa, Ethiopia, 2005. [Google Scholar]

	



Piga, A. Cactus pear: A fruit of nutraceutical and functional importance. J. Prof. Assoc. Cactus Dev. 2004, 6, 9–22. [Google Scholar]








[image: Sustainability 10 03625 g001 550] 





Figure 1. Profile of the households interviewed in Pakistan and India, including the proportion of respondents under each age group (a,c) and the proportion of males and females in each age group (b,d). 
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Figure 2. Total farming area owned by respondent farmers and the relative proportion of irrigated and rainfed land in (a) Pakistan and (b) India. 
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Figure 3. Awareness and adoption of the spineless cactus in Pakistan and India. The proportion of farmers interviewed is represented according to those unfamiliar (non-adopters), familiar (potential adopters), and already growing spineless cactus (actual adopters). 
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Figure 4. Responses of farmers in Pakistan and India who were non-adopters of spineless cactus, concerning why they were not interested in growing spineless cactus (a,c) and their general opinion of spineless cactus (b,d). 
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Figure 5. Reasons concerning why non-adopters of spineless cactus were not interested in growing cactus in Pakistan and in India, based on their opinion of the locally available spiny cactus. 
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Figure 6. Responses of farmers in Pakistan (a,c) and India (b,d) who were familiar with spineless cactus, but not growing it (potential adopters). 
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Figure 7. Farmers’ opinion in (a) Pakistan and (b) India who were familiar with spineless cactus and already grew it (actual adopters). 
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