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1.
1. INTRODUCTION
INTRODUCTION
Background: This paper summarizes the socioeconomic implications
of the adoption of low-cost microirrigation technology for vegetable
production in a mountain community in Nepal. The technology was
developed, field tested, adapted, and refined by International
Development Enterprises (IDE)/Nepal. The village level impact
assessment study was carried out in late 2004. The improved
knowledgebase and learning from this community-scale case study
have global significance in the search for an affordable, effective
means for improving water productivity and increasing farmers’
income and employment, and for meeting the MDG targets in a
shorter time.
Description of the technology: The technology includes two major
components (Fig 1):
• low-cost water storage tank (1500-3000 liters) with drip irrigation
• improved vegetable production practices, including off-season
cultivation

Fig 1. Schematic diagram of tank-based drip technology (Source: IDE)

In the village studied, the technology was pilot-scale tested,
verified, and implemented by IDE/Nepal, under a grant funded by
Hill Agriculture Research Project of the Government of Nepal- a
DFID/UK funded project. Recently, this project has been up-scaled
to many other districts in Nepal.
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Fig 2. Map of Nepal showing the project
areas
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