Supplementary Information 1 – Interview Instrument
Reasons for (non-)adoption of sustainable prosopis management practices tested in Woody Weeds
Introduction
Good morning/afternoon, my name is ………. and I am from the CABI with permission of the local government. We are conducting a study to understand perceptions of a sustainable land management (SLM) practice for prosopis management tested by farmers in your community.  The practice was tried a few years ago and we wish to understand why some people adopted it and others did not.

As a resident of the community where the practices were tried, we are asking you to participate in this study. In this interview, you will be asked questions about your knowledge of prosopis and the newly tested management practices, how they affect your livelihoods, how you control and managed Prosopis before the new management practices were tested in your community and the challenges faced when implementing the practices.

This interview is for research purposes only, and all the information obtained will be kept safe in our files and you will not be identified in any presentation of the study reports. Only researchers at CABI will have access to your details as part of their job. Your participation in this study is completely voluntary, and you may leave the interview and withdraw your participation at any time. If you want to withdraw after completion of the interview, you can do so by writing to XXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXX. Also, you are free to refuse to answer any questions that you feel are not appropriate or that make you feel uncomfortable. You may ask us any questions about the study at any point during the interview. Do you consent to be part of this study?

Does the household consent to provide information? Yes [  ] No [  ]

A. Personal details: 
1. Names	…………………………………………………………..
2. Telephone number	…………………………………………………………..
3. Age	……………………………years
4. Gender	M / F / prefer not to say
5. Location	………………………………………… (community, sublocation or village)
6. Household composition	…………………………………………………………..
	Age
	Women
	Men

	0-5
	
	

	6-15
	
	

	16-25
	
	

	26-50
	
	

	51-65
	
	

	66-
	
	


7. Highest level of education		none / primary / secondary / ….
8. [bookmark: _GoBack]How do you see yourself – are you generally a person who is fully prepared to take risks or do you try to avoid taking risks? Please choose a number on a scale between 0 and 10, whereby 0 indicates not willing to take risks and 10 indicates a high willingness to risk taking
0	1	2	3	4	5	6	7	8	9	10
9. What is your land tenure situation?
9.1. Owned, with title
9.2. Owned, without title
9.3. Rented
9.4. Sharecropping
9.5. Communal land
9.6. Other, ....
10. Farming history/knowledge	…………………………years of farming experience
11. Other economic activities/sources of income	…………………………………
12. Ownership of bicycle, motorbike, etc	………………………………
13. Primary source of water 
	
	
	
	

	Well or borehole
	Depth (m) ……
	On farm or communal?
	Distance (if not in compound; m) …

	River
	
	
	Distance (m)

	Canal
	
	
	Distance (m)

	Tap/pipe
	
	On farm or communal?
	Distance (if not in compound; m) …



B. Farm characteristics:
14. Size of farm	 …. Acres owned and …. Acres rented
15. Income from crop sales per year (split by crop)
16. Number of livestock owned (split by species)
17. What are your primary sources of information about farming practices, fertiliser and pesticide use, etc
17.1. Radio/TV
17.2. Printed media (newspapers)
17.3. Internet (Facebook)
17.4. Neighbours
17.5. Internet (Whatsapp)
17.6. SMS
17.7. Plant Clinics
17.8. Government extension service
17.9. …
18. Hired labour (number of person days per month, price paid per day)
19. Machines (tractor): not used / hired at what cost/day, number of days per season
20. Machines (water pump): none / owned / hired (at what cost/day number of days per season); cost of fuel per month/year …
21. Use of farm inputs e.g. fertilizer: cost per acre per year …

C. History of prosopis:
22. Prosopis in the area – 
22.1. when did prosopis first occur in the area? (year, or <5, 5-10, 10-15, 15-20, 20-25, >25 years ago) 
22.2. how was it introduced? (NGO, planted by locals, …)
22.3. how did it spread? (spread by people as seed or plants, animals, water (floods, river, canals))
23. Prosopis on the farm: – 
23.1. when did prosopis first occur in the area
23.2. how was it introduced
23.3. what is the proportion of the total farm area affected by prosopis (0%, 1-10%, 11-25%, 26-50%, 51-75%, >75%)
23.4. common management prior to testing of the SLM practice in the region
24. How does prosopis affect 
24.1. land use and 
24.2. farm operations?
25. Please provide three examples of benefits of prosopis
25.1. 1) 
25.2. 2) 
25.3. 3) 
26. Please provide three examples of negative impacts of prosopis
26.1. 1) 
26.2. 2) 
26.3. 3) 

D. About the SLM:
27. Have you implemented the SLM? Yes/No…
27.1. If yes, why (see questions below)
27.2. If no, Are you aware?-
28. How did you learn about the SLM implemented in the area?
29. Please describe in detail your understanding of what the SLM constitutes
30. Did you make changes to the SLM when you started implementing it? (installation of pump for irrigation, prevention of re-invasion through animal grazing, other …)
31. When did you start implementing the SLM, since how long, what crops grown
32. Where have you implemented the SLM? (on own or rented land, close to homestead or further away)
33. On what area have you implemented the SLM? (… Acres on rented land, … Acres on owned land)
34. What costs did you incur related to the SLM? (in local currency and/or manpower: own or hired labour, when hired what price per day, panga, power saw for clearing prosopis)
34.1. Start implementation: …. per acre
34.2. Maintenance: …. per acre
35. What income have you earned from SLM practice/ adoption over the project duration? …. per acre
35.1. if you have implemented the SLM during several seasons, how has the yield or income changed? 
36. Please list and rank five benefits of implementing the SLM (charcoal, income from crops, lower weed pressure, better crop growth, water availability, etc.)
36.1. 1) 
36.2. 2) 
36.3. 3) 
36.4. 4) 
36.5. 5) 
37. Please list and rank three disadvantages of implementing the SLM (initial investment, continuous weeding necessary, cost of hiring labour, need to continuously remove seedlings, etc.)
37.1. 1) 
37.2. 2) 
37.3. 3) 
38. What is your overall perception?
38.1. Exceeds expectation, good, neutral /no change from standard practice, not so good, awful
39. If you implemented the SLM since multiple seasons, has your impression changed? 
39.1. Improved a lot, better, no change, worse, a lot worse
40. What are your reasons for adopting or not adopting or continuing or ceasing implementation of the SLM?
40.1. Innovation
40.2. Cash income
40.3. Prosopis increases soil fertility/crop yield
40.4. Involvement in WW project
40.4.1. If yes, what benefits did you receive from the project involvement (incentives, information, …)
40.5. Looking to improve value of land
40.6. Immediate or long-term financial benefits
40.7. Saw neighbours’ success
40.8. Investment too high (initial or continuous)
40.9. Too expensive to hire labour to remove prosopis
40.10. Too dangerous to remove prosopis (human health risk)
40.11. Not enough benefits, or the benefits don’t outweigh the disadvantages/investment
40.12. Prefer farming over prosopis
40.13. Prosopis has become an increasing problem on the land
40.14. Land with prosopis cannot be used
40.15. Better benefit-cost ratio of farming compared to charcoal making
40.16. Farming more sustainable
40.17. Removing prosopis too much work
40.18. Prosopis re-establishes after removal
40.19. Land ownership/tenure
40.20. Other…
41. Are you still implementing the SLM? if not why?
42. What would you change, if it works or does not work well?
43. Would you recommend the SLM to others? (Yes / No)
43.1. If yes, under what circumstances/for what situations
43.2. If no, why not?
44. Approximately how many people have you shared the SLM knowledge with, how many of those have adopted the SLM? (shared: 0, 1-5, 5-10, more; adopted: 0, 1-5, 5-10, more)

E. Choice experiment:
A choice experiment to assess respondents’ marginal willingness to pay (WTP) for implementing the SLM practice is conducted. See the main manuscript for a description.

END – Thank you very much for your time. The information provided will be treated confidentially. 
