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GIZ together with partners are implementing soil protection and rehabilitation 100 Nutrient balance . oHs emissions
interventions in Western Kenya, Benin, Burkina Faso, Ethiopia and India as part . . I
of the BMZ global program on Soil Protection and Rehabilitation for Food X I
Security, under the German One World — No Hunger Special Initiative. 0 o g
The climate-smartness of these interventions was assessed by a set of simple z " H j
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CSA indicators, and trade-offs were presented across farming systems and
countries to support prioritization.
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achieved in a follow-up study using the ELMO (Evaluation of Land Management
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