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ABS'l'HACT
Animal 'agriculture has IT specialized significance-as it can play an. important role in improving

the socio-economic status of a sizable section of the weaker and tribal population. Most cases
livestock is the source. ofcash income for the subsistence fanners .as well as endurance of family

purchasing power jl1 tile event of unprofitable agriculture-due to unforeseen reasons lik:~drought.

These benefit has been hampered by traditional technology which does not yiek' much .in terms

of.productlvity .

Therefore, the, government. of Uganda has set lip a detailed sll:ateg¥ or development for tire

livestock sector which consists 01' better animal nutrition, training and delivery or advisor),

services, supporting livestock research and improving livestock and livestock products marketfug

system, Hencethe research was done on factors limiting technology adoption with emphasis on

feeding concentrate to pigs among pig farmers in Panynngo Sub County, packwach district in

west Nile region with the specific. objectives of determining the .facrors limiting adoption (if

feeding concentrate to pigs and to find out the-level of trdoption of feeding concentrateamong

pig farmers iii Panyango SIC;

Samples were picked inall the ..seven parishes 0 r the sub county > Thesam plc size 0 UO farmers

were purposively selected out 01.:-81 pi:g farmer using tlie. formula derived by Yamane 0,9.67),

Data. was collected .lIS ing structured closed (llid open ended questiorina ires. Datu uual ysis was

doneusing SJ>SS version 20 where, a bivariute spcnrmuu's cor rclnjion W(IS used to determine.

the relationship between the nirie selected Independent' variable and adoption. Adopti'o,f level of

the respondents was determined. from ndoptioll index developed by l(nrlhikcyaii (199tl) and,

Presentation was done in form of tables bearing, percentages and frequencies.

Analysis of result .shown a weak positi vc aud negative lineal' relationsh ip bel ween the 1111T~:

independent variables and adoption of concentrate reG-ding in swine production. However, Higl1

percentage of farmers were low' ndoprers t« !.%. '1'Q increase the level or adoption, tanners ,ire
'. ~

\X

required to be .exposed to many 'sources ofinformation to make thenrawarc ofihis technology,

and Efforts should be made to increase contacts of tlie farmers with extension agents, and

training should be organized i:<Yr the farmers ()I) various mnnagement aspect otlivcstock.



CHAPtER ON:E:.INTRODOCTION,

'1.1 Introduction

In Uganda • the past I Q years have. been characterized by introduction of new agricultural

interventions, some of which have targeted increasing the adoption of agriculiural technologies

as means of changing tile .structure of agricultural production in the C(HIIW-Y and tiltil118tely

tanner incomes (Kasirye, 2010). However, a farmer is a rational decision maker wile> nonnally

strives for a better standard of living and seeks 'Nays of adopting.new technologies touscomplish

this goat.

Technology can be adopted when it is transferred from, the technology .geJ)en!tor~' such as

research laboratories and universities to clients such as farmers (Chi S: Yamada, 2Q02).

However; the adoption depend Oil the. farmers' decision whether oe not to: adopt the innovation.

Swine concentrate feeding has been one of the feedingtechnology used to improve ~ro\,ith rate

hence increasing productlvity, Many countries \\lorlchvkle-Iu.ls h:e'(;ll.and are usiug' cencentratefor

feeding-the pig.s. Africaand Uganda are inclusive in using concentrate for feeding pigs.eiiher as

a supplementary dietor as a whole feeding resources-for the pigs.

i\ variety of feed stun:" 'exist to. pig producers, ranging from commercial concentrates, aW'b
industrial I:>Yproducts and horne grown teeds, despite all these tanners are still involves in

keeping, pigs 011 free range system \VbCEe, pigs sea veugi 11g itir food around tho homesteud .. vi llage

ex garbage collection centers. Kitchen wastes and forages make up the hulk 'of' the feed, these
teed resources are low in quality to maintain lijgh level or pig growlh and reproductive

Performance (Maass) Kabi riz], & Zii wa, 20 14}.

1.2,Hackgrou lid .

.Animal agriculture has a: specialized significance ~)Sit cap play an irnportaut role iii improving

the- socio-ecohornic status of a sizable section of' the weaker .and tribal .p\)ptllatk)Il(lbhlllHll,

.20tH). Most cases livestock is the source of cash income 1'(.)1' the. subsistence larmers as wellas

endurance of.family pl.lrchasing power in (he event of unprofitableagriculture due to unforeseen

reasons like drought.

1
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