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Study Objectives & Methods

Objectives

Methodologies

Se.

Categorisation of

_ /8
Semi-structured

Background |Farmer Survey farmers* interviews**
Understand grower perceptions / / / v
and practice
Pest management decision v/ / v/ v
making, advice and information
Barriers to uptake of IPM / v
KT gaps and improvement of / / v

advisory service

*In progress
**November-December 2017




Farmer Survey

> Survey questions relating to perception
and practice.

Profile of survey respondents

Arable area (n=227):

>Average 124 ha vs 58 ha (National
average)
>Min: 8 ha, Max: 720 ha

Age Profile (n=227)

>33% <40 years vs 67% >40 years

BEST
PRACTICE

>(Questions focusing on practice were selected
towards a score to quantify IPM best
practice.

>Part of a wider study — EPIC.

>Stakeholder workshop held in Ireland in June
2017.

>Participants asked to rank question answers
in terms of importance to IPM best practice.

>Score operates on a scale of 0-100.



Percentage of respondents

IPM Best Practice Score Summary
sArable land (n=227) =Specialist tillage (n=187)
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Preliminary Key Findings
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Initial Conclusions
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