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CONCLUSION
Sustainability means the ability of an agro-eco-system to maintain productivity when

subjected to a major disturbing force. Our research system has developed several livestock
production technologies among which some are sustainable and some are not. It is very
necessary that we develop only such technologies which are sustainable and will not harm
our environment. Farmers' views on sustainability of livestock production technologies
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were obtained in this study and according to the results it is clear that only Siml"e_' cheap
and easily procurable technologies will be sustainable. They have also given their vne‘ws on
how the technologies can be made sustainable. These views include organisation ot
technology dissemination camps, including end users in technology development Pfocefs-
unbiased dissemination of technology and field testing and refinement of technologies
before making them available for the livestock owners. Such suggestions are very i"".p""a“t
and should be kept in mind by the researcher and extension workers while developing and
disseminating the livestock production techno!ogies to make them more sustainable.
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