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Introduction Result

Climate change — what data says?
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Fig 3: Precipitation anomaly in % (A) and temperature anomaly in °C (B) anomaly in the Gandaki
river basin. Data source: Department of Hydrology and Meteorology (DHM), Nepal

Conclusion

The Iindexed values for each vulnerability component and sub-component
varied noticeably across sites, which provides insight for the design and
Implementation of site specific adaptation strategies for smallholders. Rain-fed
and subsistence agriculture are heavily impacted by increasing climatic
extremes together with non-climatic factors. Among the three study districts,
Dhading requires strategies to reduce vulnerability especially in water
availablility. Kapilvastu (lowland) needs better income and food diversification
for reducing vulnerability.

How does the livelihood vulnerability vary with altitude and what are the major
factors contributing to vulnerability in each of the agro ecological zones
around the Gandaki river basin, which covers much of Central Nepal?
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