Appendix 1. Global Priority Scores, per stakeholder group
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Fig 1: Global priority scores of the academic group
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Fig 3. Global priority scores of government extension representatives
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Fig 2: Global priority scores of NGO representatives
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Fig 4. Global priority scores of CDO
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Fig 5. Global prlorlty scores of agro-input companies

0,30

0,25 02 o4
0,20
015 Opportunities
Strengths '
0,10
S2 1"
§s. %
e By 03

000,‘ V\\;\/l W2
-0,15 0,10 005 5510 ‘%ﬂﬁ}@ 010 015 020 0,25

I,a"’ -0,10 Weaknesses

Threats
-0,15

Fig 6. Global priority scores of the elite farmers' group



