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INTRODUCTION

Enhancing environmental sustainability of livestock farms by removing barriers for adopting ICT technologies by:
» Improving the economic and environmental viability of livestock farms through application of advanced information and communication technologies

> ldentification/removal of social barriers for technology adoption to achieve a wider use of ICT on farms

METHODS & RESULTS
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completed by 121 pig and 145 poultry farmers and qualitative interviews and

focus group discussions (FGDs) conducted with 83 invited participants

CONCLUSIONS

Wider adoption of SMART agricultural systems is desirable, but various factors are limiting the adoption rate, such as:

» Unreliable internet connectivity on farms

» Lack of available capital/investment in farming

> Lack of available capital/investment for technology developers

» Uncertain ownership/access to the collected data

» Lack of training for AgTech users and/or unavailability of qualified personnel to interpret the information captured
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