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Abstract

As farm sizes decline due to population pressure in the central
highlands, smallholder farmers find it difficult to intensify dairying due
to competition for resources by alternative crop and other enterprise.
However, very little is known the nature of trade-offs the smallholder
farmers experience in making decisions about the alternative choices of
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*The first step in solving these models was to

lransz'orm it into a model that CAN be solved Figure 4 Efficient Set Mean Return PAD and Activity levels for 10 Acre Farm in Nakuru
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Figure 6 Efficient Set Mean Return PAD and Activity levels for 20 Acre Farm in Nyandarua Zone
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Process of Selecting Strategy Conclusions and Recommendations
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* Modelling crop-livestock integration poses a great challenge
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