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Evaluate living fence species using an on-station livestock
feeding trial.

Improve capacities of farmers to produce and manage
living fences.

Evaluate constraints and impacts of using living fences on
farms, through household surveys and focus groups.

Evaluate the potential to use living fences to protect food
crop and fodder plots on-station.
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https://livestocklab.ifas.ufl.edu/projects/dr-thomas-gill/
https://livestocklab.ifas.ufl.edu/projects/dr-salissou-issa
https://livestocklab.ifas.ufl.edu/projects/dr-tom-gill/
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Results

* Living fences produced biomass for fodder
supplementation through the dry season.
*  Some “champion” farmers have established

living fences around their rice paddies.

Recommendations
*  Farmers should be encouraged to adopt species
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that produce biomass in the dry season to
supplement cattle diets.
*  Fencing paddies may only be appropriate for
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available male labor.
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Research gaps

¢ Questions remain about sustainable

e Treatment Small === Treatment Large

intensification of private paddies with public

access during the dry season. Mean percentage change (with standard error bars) in body weight
*  Further research into gendered roles and

responsibilities around cattle and fodder during Leucaena leucocephala feeding trial with cattle (split into small
production is needed. and large starting weight categories), Battambang, Cambodia CAM_GiIll_UTIA (Focus)
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