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Significance and scaling potential

The classifications that have been developed and the analyses that are

e A ™
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an understanding of requirements, possibilities and potentials. The -
FarmMATCH approach will inform project members, extension

workers, researchers and policy makers about scaling and supports —— V - .
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FarmMATCH

Proposals for the future l

Technology

1) Model-based trade-offs analysis: final farmer interactions & paper S ul
writing; 2) Trajectories: Final analysis and farmer feedback in Malawi &
paper writing; 3) Student project: Increasing farmers’ income and

strengthening human and environmental health; 4) FarmMATCH: “——— <
prototype development Tanzania
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