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ABSTRACT
The study was conducted on a random sample of 240 farmers in the agro climatic zone (IV a) of Rajasthan state to examine
the suggestions for integrated farming systems to overcome the barriers faced by farmers in adopting integrated farming
systems. The data were collected by personal contacts. Major suggestions oﬀered by farmers to overcome from the constraints
faced by them in adoption of integrated farming system to provide ﬁnancial support to farmers, Government scheme should
be increased for IFS, Provide timely input subsidy, arrange regular training to the famers, Improved low cost technology
should be developed which can be easily utilized by small farmers, model units should be established in every block.
Key words: Integrated farming system.

A

griculture remains the mainstay of Indian
economy and major source of livelihood of
rural household, predominantly by small and marginal
farmers, and securing the food and nutritional security.
Kumar et al. (2020). At present, the farmers concentrate
mainly on crop production which is subjected to a high
degree of uncertainty in income and employment to
the farmers. In this contest, it is imperative to evolve
suitable strategy for augmenting the income of a farm
throughout the year. Integration of various agricultural
enterprises viz., cropping, animal husbandry, ﬁshery,
forestry etc. in the farming system has great potentialities
in agricultural economy. These enterprises not only
supplement the income of the farmers but also help in
increasing the family labor employment throughout
the year (Jayanthi et al., 2000; Singh et al., 1993 and
Singh et al., 1997). The deﬁnition of IFS is varied and
dependent on the context. Agbonlabor et al. (2003) in
their studies undertaken in Nigeria deﬁned the concept
as a type of mixed farming system that combines crop
and livestock enterprises in a supplementary and/or
complementary manner. Okigbo (1995) deﬁned these
systems as a mixed farming system that consists of at

least two separate but logically interdependent parts
of a crop and livestock enterprises. Contrasting these
deﬁnitions Radhammani et al. (2003) describes IFS’s
as a component of farming systems which takes into
account the concepts of minimizing risk, increasing
production and proﬁts whilst improving the utilization
of organic wastes and crop residues.
METHODOLOGY
An ex – post facto research design was used in
present study. The present study was conducted in
Rajasthan which literally means land of kings. The
Rajasthan state has been purposefully selected for the
present study. The Integrated Farming System (IFS)
approach was implemented in all agro climatic zones
of Rajasthan under National Mission on Sustainable
Agriculture. Out of ten agro climatic zones in which
sub humid southern plain and aravalli (IVa) zone was
selected purposively for the study. It includes four
districts Bhilwara, Chittorgarh, Rajsamand and Udaipur.
Thus, all four districts were selected for the study. Two
clusters from each district was selected for present
study on the basis of maximum number of farmers
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beneﬁtted about diﬀerent farming systems. Therefore,
a total of eight clusters were taken for the study. An
equal number 30 farmers were selected randomly from
each identiﬁed cluster. Thus, a total of 240 farmers
were selected for the present investigation. The data
was collected through well-structured and pre-tested
interview schedule. The collected data was coded,
classiﬁed and tabulated with the help of appropriate
statistical tools to draw meaningful conclusion.
RESULTS AND DISCUSSION
Suggestions oﬀered by the respondent’s adoption
of integrated farming system. The mean percent
score of each suggestion was concluded and ranked
accordingly. The ﬁndings about suggestions were
presented in the Table 1.
Data presented in Table 1 reveal that “Provide
ﬁnancial support to farmers” as suggested by majority

of the respondents were ranked ﬁrst with 85.83
MPS. The next important suggestion reported by the
respondents were “Government scheme should be
increased for IFS” and “Provide timely input subsidy”
which ranked second and third with 85.69 MPS and
82.91 MPS, respectively.
Analysis of Table 1 further shows that “Arrange
regular training to the famers”, “Improved low cost
technology should be developed which can be easily
utilized by small farmers”, “Model units should be
established in every block”, “Use ICT tools (TV,
radio, smart phones etc.) in TOT of IFS”, “Establish
direct marketing facility”, “Provide critical inputs
based on location speciﬁc requirement” and “Loan
with low interest rate should be made easily available
for both horticultural and agricultural crops” were
with important suggestions provided by the respondents
80.69, 80.13, 79.58, 79.02, 77.91, 75.13 and 74.14

Table 1. Suggestions of respondents for integrated farming system
Statements extension
Government scheme should be
increased for IFS
Provide timely input subsidy
Provide ﬁnancial support to farmers
Arrange regular training to the famers
Need exposure visit to new technology
Provide critical inputs based on
location speciﬁc requirement
Provide technical know-how and follow
up service
Model units should be established in
every block
Establish direct marketing facility
Encourage farmers club and producer’s
commodity group
Remove middle man in the marketing
of agriculture produce
Use ICT tools (TV, Radio, Smart
phones etc.) in TOT of IFS
Improve the transportation facilities
Loan with low interest both horticultural
and agricultural crops
Improved low-cost technology easily
utilized by small farmers

Bhilwara
N=60
MPS
R

Chittorgarh
N=60
MPS
R

Rajsamand
N=60
MPS
R

Udaipur
N=60
MPS
R

Over all
N=240
MPS
R

87.77

II

82.22

V

84.44

III

83.88

III

85.69

II

85.55
88.33
77.77
76.66

III
I
VII
IX

83.88
86.66
83.33
73.33

II
I
III
X

73.33
86.66
80.00
81.66

XII
I
IX
VII

88.88
86.11
81.66
58.88

I
II
IV
XIII

82.91
85.83
80.69
72.63

III
I
IV
XI

73.88

XIII

72.22

XI

78.88

X

75.55

X

75.13

IX

71.88

XV

69.44

XII

65.00

XIII

63.88

XII

67.36

XIV

76.11

X

78.88

IX

86.11

II

77.22

IX

79.58

VI

81.66

V

71.11

XIV

80.55

VIII

78.33

VIII

77.91

VIII

72.22

XIV

81.11

XII

58.33

XI

45.55

XV

64.30

XV

82.22

IV

81.66

VI

82.77

V

43.33

XIV

72.50

XII

80.55

VI

74.44

XIII

82.22

VI

78.88

VII

79.02

VII

77.22

VIII

82.77

IV

57.22

XV

68.11

XI

71.52

XIII

75.00

XII

68.88

XV

73.88

XI

80.00

VI

74.44

X

75.55

XI

80.55

VIII

83.88

IV

80.55

V

80.13

V
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MPS, respectively.
Further the extent of Table 1 shows that “Need
exposure visit to new technology”, “Remove middle
man in the marketing of agriculture produce”, “Improve
the transportation facilities”, “Provide technical knowhow and follow up Service” and Encourage farmers
club and producers commodity group were viewed
by the respondents as suggestions for adoptions of
integrated farming system with 72.63, 72.50, 71.52,
67.36 and 64.30 MPS, respectively.
Similar ﬁndings were also reported by Kumar et
al. (2018), Sheikh et al. (2021), Sharma et al. (2018)
and Kumar et al. (2016).

CONCLUSION
The valuable suggestions made by the farmers
for Integrated Farming System were provide ﬁnancial
support to farmers, Government scheme should be
increased for IFS, Provide timely input subsidy,
arrange regular training to the famers, improved low
cost technology should be developed which can be
easily utilized by small farmers, model units should be
established in every block.
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