
     

VIEWPOINT • OPEN ACCESS

The need for evidence-based climate risk and
adaptation assessments: lessons learned from the
AGRICA project
To cite this article: Lisa Murken et al 2024 Environ. Res. Lett. 19 062001

 

View the article online for updates and enhancements.

You may also like
The role of local structure and preferential
site occupancy on the saturation
magnetization of the Y2.97Gd0.03Fe5O12
ferrite
J. Matilla-Arias, Fidel Guerrero, M.
Gonçalves et al.

-

Fabrication of 3D engineered intestinal
tissue producing abundant mucus by air-
liquid interface culture using paper-based
dual-layer scaffold
Mari Nagasawa, Mai Onuki, Natsuki Imoto
et al.

-

A novel porous Mo3N2/MoO3 hybrid
nanobelts as supercapacitor electrode
material
Yao Yuan, Xing-Ru Li, Xuyang Zhang et
al.

-

This content was downloaded from IP address 193.174.18.1 on 11/06/2024 at 11:11

https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-9326/ad50eb
/article/10.1088/1402-4896/ad52f7
/article/10.1088/1402-4896/ad52f7
/article/10.1088/1402-4896/ad52f7
/article/10.1088/1402-4896/ad52f7
/article/10.1088/1402-4896/ad52f7
/article/10.1088/1402-4896/ad52f7
/article/10.1088/1402-4896/ad52f7
/article/10.1088/1758-5090/ad504b
/article/10.1088/1758-5090/ad504b
/article/10.1088/1758-5090/ad504b
/article/10.1088/1758-5090/ad504b
/article/10.1088/2399-1984/aadbea
/article/10.1088/2399-1984/aadbea
/article/10.1088/2399-1984/aadbea
/article/10.1088/2399-1984/aadbea
/article/10.1088/2399-1984/aadbea
/article/10.1088/2399-1984/aadbea
/article/10.1088/2399-1984/aadbea
https://pagead2.googlesyndication.com/pcs/click?xai=AKAOjsvBDXbt_jUy5f5oLF-gg4or3XX9DOzCjoOsIzWnMw4u8Hpr9MH11yWl7Vw2i4X5X294dOKE5SmX2-n23vBGaLixkbY2uDFwlfnZo2gmD9X2QYzhDbIRAokuHHd_kOqxkXJQ-0g6tLFqld5x_bsUIlTNb9cUtybFNVPLaUmVf5eBQI7TuviFxhIAVbKzkm5J8vbH7g65Oi-_jx2hR70xok29mCYa2vh2N2p19C3tnp1Ppe_B7e-AtkPQwX99Wa8sZ__5QBhw1W9KWKPPL5jTzXzISFhneKkoImt1E70iREWsFa9y_7NecNtDN0tqC9Kf3ZmvBgOlmigGkfXtq_kcRU8C6-wcgUXo&sig=Cg0ArKJSzJzKBp4LhNoA&fbs_aeid=%5Bgw_fbsaeid%5D&adurl=https://www.owlstonemedical.com/about/events/breath-biopsy-conference-2024/%3Futm_source%3Diop%26utm_medium%3Dad-lg%26utm_campaign%3Dbbcon-bbcon24-reg%26utm_term%3Diop-journal


Environ. Res. Lett. 19 (2024) 062001 https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-9326/ad50eb

OPEN ACCESS

RECEIVED

1 March 2024

ACCEPTED FOR PUBLICATION

28 May 2024

PUBLISHED

7 June 2024

Original content from
this work may be used
under the terms of the
Creative Commons
Attribution 4.0 licence.

Any further distribution
of this work must
maintain attribution to
the author(s) and the title
of the work, journal
citation and DOI.

VIEWPOINT

The need for evidence-based climate risk and adaptation
assessments: lessons learned from the AGRICA project
Lisa Murken1,21, Julia Tomalka1,21, David Abigaba1, Antwi-Bosiako Amoah2,
Joseph Armathé Amougou3, Muriel Anaba3, Ponraj Arumugam1,4, Eres Awori5, Hye-Rin Léa Baek1,
Till Below6, Matti Cartsburg7, Abel Chemura1,8, Carla Cronauer1, Iulii Didovets1,
Adefires Worku Gizaw9, Stephanie Gleixner1, Nele Gloy1, Enrico Grams6, Lemlem Habtemariam1,
Anna Hampf1, Ylva Hauf1, Tim Heckmann1,10, Boubacar Ibrahim11, Lennart Jansen1,10,
Francis Jarawura12, Timothée Kagonbé13, Juliane Kaufmann7, Priscilla Kephe1, Lena Klockemann6,
Stefan Lange1, Rahel Laudien1, Stefan Liersch1, Naima Lipka1, Sophia Lüttringhaus7, Sibylla Neer6,
Oblé Neya11, Steffen Noleppa7, Sebastian Ostberg1, Jonas Pollig6, Paula Romanovska1,
Felicitas Röhrig14, Bernhard Schauberger1,15, Roopam Shukla1,16, Lina Staubach7,
Mesmin Tchindjang17, Sabine Undorf1, Regina Vetter6, Sophie von Loeben1, Christoph von Stechow14,
Katarina vonWitzke7, Chiara Sophia Weituschat1, Michel Wortmann1,18,19, Amsalu Woldie Yalew1,20,
Isabella Zouh3 and Christoph Gornott1,10,∗
1 Potsdam Institute for Climate Impact Research, Member of the Leibniz Association, Potsdam, Germany
2 Environmental Protection Agency, Accra, Ghana
3 Observatoire National sur les Changements Climatiques, Yaoundé, Cameroon
4 eLEAF, Amersfoort, The Netherlands
5 National Agricultural Research Organisation, Entebbe, Uganda
6 Deutsche Gesellschaft für Internationale Zusammenarbeit, Bonn, Germany
7 HFFA Research, Berlin, Germany
8 University of Twente, Enschede, The Netherlands
9 Ethiopian Forestry Development, Addis Ababa, Ethiopia
10 University of Kassel, Kassel, Germany
11 West African Science Service Centre on Climate Change and Adapted Land Use, Accra, Ghana
12 SD Dombo University of Business and Integrated Development Studies, Wa, Ghana
13 Ministry of Environment, Nature Protection and Sustainable Development, Yaoundé, Cameroon
14 German Federal Ministry for Economic Cooperation and Development, Bonn and Berlin, Germany
15 University of Applied Sciences Weihenstephan-Triesdorf, Freising, Germany
16 Indian Institute of Technology Roorkee, Roorkee, India
17 University of Yaoundé I, Yaoundé, Cameroon
18 European Centre for Medium-Range Weather Forecasts, Reading, United Kingdom
19 School of Geography and the Environment, University of Oxford, Oxford, United Kingdom
20 Centro Euro-Mediterraneo sui Cambiamenti Climatici, Lecce, Italy
21 Shared first authorship.
∗ Author to whom any correspondence should be addressed.

E-mail: gornott@pik-potsdam.de

Keywords: agriculture, climate change, climate impacts, policy, scientific evidence, sub-Saharan Africa

1. Introduction

Climate change poses a threat to the agricultural sec-
tor, increasing the risk of crop failures, food insecurity
and poverty. Given the need for an efficient allocation
of scarce adaptation finance, scientific evidence can
help to guide the prioritization of adaptation options.
This article offers reflections on lessons learned
from the AGRICA project, a collaboration between
the Potsdam Institute for Climate Impact Research
(PIK) and Deutsche Gesellschaft für Internationale
Zusammenarbeit (GIZ) on behalf of the German
Federal Ministry for Economic Cooperation and
Development (BMZ). Running from 2018 to 2024,

AGRICA aimed to provide scientific evidence on cli-
mate risks, related impacts and suitable adaptation
strategies for the agricultural sector in sub-Saharan
Africa. Bringing together insights from science, devel-
opment cooperation and policy, we argue for the need
to produce and use rigorous scientific evidence for
adaptation policy and planning, including for the for-
mulation and implementation of ambitious National
Adaptation Plans (NAPs) and Nationally Determined
Contributions (NDCs). This is motivated by assess-
ments such as from the IPCC (2022), which deems
current NDC efforts in the agricultural sector insuffi-
cient for achieving the Paris Agreement. We discuss
lessons learned with a focus on trade-offs between

© 2024 The Author(s). Published by IOP Publishing Ltd
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in-depth and standardized assessments, data avail-
ability and spatial resolution, modelling uncertainty
and methodological pluralism to bridge the science-
policy gap.

2. Trends and perspectives in analysing
climate risks in the agricultural sector

Within the field of climate risk and adaptation assess-
ments, a bulk of work focuses on biophysical impacts.
Such studies model e.g. temperature and precipit-
ation changes (Almazroui et al 2020), and related
impacts on water resources (Schewe et al 2014) and
agriculture (Müller et al 2021). Among the exist-
ing body of climate risk literature, only few studies
simultaneously consider climate impacts and adapta-
tion. Recently, climate risk analyses have increasingly
come to integrate socio-economic aspects, particu-
larly when applying a vulnerability framework and
analysing the susceptibility of systems or communit-
ies to climate-related hazards and their capacity to
adapt. For example, the Climate Risk Sourcebook
(Zebisch et al 2023) provides a detailed guide for such
assessments. With a focus on economic sustainabil-
ity, the decision support tool Economics of Climate
Adaptation combines vulnerability assessments with
economic impact studies to determine the best adapt-
ation strategies (ECA 2020). Examples ofmore stand-
ardized formats include the Climate Risk Country
Profiles by the World Bank (2021) and the Climate-
Smart Agriculture Country Profiles by CIAT (2021).
While the former profiles focus on climatic changes
and related impacts, the latter emphasize adapta-
tion through different climate-smart practices. These
series reflect the growing interest among different act-
ors, including policymakers, international organiza-
tions and development agencies, in using climate risk
assessments to shape national climate policies and
plans.

3. Climate risk analyses and profiles in the
AGRICA project

In many places, particularly in sub-Saharan Africa,
there is a lack of data on climate impacts and suit-
able and economically viable adaptation strategies.
Against this background, the Ghanaian Ministry of
Food and Agriculture (MOFA) approached GIZ and
PIK in 2018, highlighting the need for such data
in the agricultural sector. Together, MOFA, GIZ,
BMZ and PIK developed the concept for a sci-
entific report that considers both climate impacts
and adaptation. This stakeholder-driven effort played
a key role in initiating AGRICA. As part of this
project, PIK researchers developed in-depth cli-
mate risk analyses for Burkina Faso, Cameroon,
Ethiopia, Ghana, Madagascar, Niger, Uganda and
Zambia. Each analysis was developed in response to
a strong interest by local political institutions, and in

close collaboration with researchers and stakehold-
ers from the partner countries. Stakeholders contrib-
uted to the studies by co-defining thematic prior-
ities, sharing data, validating the results and jointly
deriving policy recommendations from the findings.
This stakeholder engagement process not only cre-
ated a space for science-policy learning and know-
ledge co-production, it also facilitated the identi-
fication of challenges and needs faced by farmers,
ensuring the relevance and applicability of the res-
ults and policy recommendations in a given con-
text. The overall study approach puts an emphasis
on biophysical modelling of climate impacts and
adaptation strategies, while also integrating socio-
economic factors, e.g. by conducting cost-benefit
analyses of selected adaptation strategies or by consid-
ering aspects like the risk of maladaptation, the con-
tribution to climate mitigation and other co-benefits,
and the upscaling potential in a multi-criteria ana-
lysis (see figure 1). This in-depth format is com-
plemented by climate risk profiles, a standardized
and brief format focusing on climate projections and
related impacts in five sectors: agriculture, water, eco-
systems, infrastructure and human health. Climate
risk profiles have so far been developed for 15 coun-
tries and two regions in sub-Saharan Africa22, based
on bias-adjusted climate data from the Inter-Sectoral
Impact Model Intercomparison Project23 (Lange and
Büchner 2021).

To support the use of the generated insights,
AGRICA placed a strong emphasis on communicat-
ing the findings to different audiences, such as policy-
makers and farmers. In addition to peer-reviewed art-
icles, dissemination activities included policy briefs,
presentations at international climate policy con-
ferences, infographics, short films, university lec-
tures, student scholarships and dissemination in local
languages to thousands of smallholder farmers in
remote areas via the NGO Farm Radio International.
Overall, AGRICA succeeded in feeding scientific evid-
ence on climate risks and adaptation into various
NAPs, NDC investment plans, and climate-related
national strategies, among others. For example, the
results of the climate risk analysis for Cameroon
were taken up in a regional adaptation plan, while
in Ghana, the study results informed the Adaptation
Communication to the UNFCCC (Government of
Ghana 2021). The Ethiopian government used the cli-
mate risk analysis to mainstream climate change into
a national strategy on sustainable land management.
In Madagascar, AGRICA analyses were included in a
funding proposal to the Green Climate Fund. The cli-
mate risk profiles were also used in different ways,
including as briefing material for ministers, the UN

22 See an overview of all climate risk analyses and profiles: www.
pik-potsdam.de/en/institute/departments/climate-resilience/
projects/project-pages/agrica.
23 See more information on ISIMIP: www.isimip.org.

2

https://www.pik-potsdam.de/en/institute/departments/climate-resilience/projects/project-pages/agrica
https://www.pik-potsdam.de/en/institute/departments/climate-resilience/projects/project-pages/agrica
https://www.pik-potsdam.de/en/institute/departments/climate-resilience/projects/project-pages/agrica
https://www.isimip.org


Environ. Res. Lett. 19 (2024) 062001 L Murken et al

Figure 1. Overview of the study approach, products and methods in the AGRICA project.

and by a Dutch investment firm to inform climate-
proof investments.

4. Lessons learned from the AGRICA
project

AGRICA has produced significant scientific evidence
on climate impacts and adaptation strategies in the
agricultural sector in sub-Saharan Africa. In the fol-
lowing, we reflect on the application of these results
in climate policy and implementation processes.

4.1. Trade-offs between in-depth and standardized
assessments
To address trade-offs between comprehensive, in-
depth climate risk assessments and concise, stand-
ardized assessments, we developed two products:
Climate risk analyses and climate risk profiles (see
figure 1). Climate risk analyses were tailored to stake-
holder preferences, focusing on the selection of crops
(e.g. staple crops like maize or cash crops like cof-
fee) and adaptation strategies (e.g. agroforestry or
improved seeds). This stakeholder engagement pro-
cess created trust and ownership, and increased the
relevance of the analysis and the likelihood of stake-
holders adopting its recommendations. Although
this process was perceived as useful by a wide
spectrum of stakeholders, it was also time and
resource-intensive. Furthermore, precisely because of
its in-depth approach, the climate risk analyses were
selective as they focused on some crops and adapta-
tion strategies, while excluding others. Although this

selection was based on local stakeholder interest, it
was at times misinterpreted as an objective prioritiz-
ation. Yet, other crops or adaptation strategies could
have also been considered, with similar or even higher
levels of efficiency.

The development of climate risk profiles did not
involve stakeholder input and hence was more time-
efficient. However, due to the standardized format,
the climate risk profiles would at times include
information that was less relevant to a country. For
example, the climate risk profile for Zambia includes
two indicators related to humid heatwaves, although
this type of heatwave is not frequent in Zambia. This
example illustrates how standardized assessments can
come at the expense of relevance for a country or
region. Nonetheless, many stakeholders valued the
concise and standardized overview, which allowed for
an easy comparison across countries.

4.2. Data availability and spatial resolution
Lack and low quality of data are key impedi-
ments to adaptation planning in many sub-Saharan
African countries and beyond (Theokritoff and
D’haen 2022). Under the AGRICA project, com-
prehensive datasets were collected or created, ran-
ging from projected crop yield changes to adaptation
behaviour of local farmers. At the same time, input
data was needed for many analytical steps, which
was often difficult to obtain. For example, the crop
yield and suitability models used in AGRICA require
observed yield, soil and management data for model

3
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Figure 2. Projected effects of agroforestry shading on maize yield changes in Ethiopia.

Figure 3. Projections of air temperature (A) and annual mean precipitation (B) for Zambia for RCP2.6 (blue) and RCP6.0 (red).
The shaded areas illustrate uncertainty through model disagreement: The more models disagree, the higher the uncertainty and
the larger the shaded area.

calibration. A recurring challengewas limited availab-
ility of this data, or incomplete or low-quality data-
sets, stemming e.g. from a reluctance to share avail-
able data, underfunded data collection entities or lack
of digitization (Kephe et al 2021).

The spatial resolution of input data for climate
impact models posed another challenge, as it is often
too coarse to offer farm-level advice. Therefore, some
stakeholders expressed the need for higher-resolution
data to provide more specific information, e.g. at the
level of smaller administrative units or landscapes
like river basins. Localized information can provide a
more accurate understanding of climate impacts and
help to tailor adaptation strategies to specific con-
texts, which is often mandated by local policies and
plans.

An example from the climate risk analysis for
Ethiopia illustrates this: using the process-based crop
model APSIM, we analysed the potential of agro-
forestry to mitigate climate impacts on maize yields.
As can be seen in figure 2, only some administrative
zones in Ethiopia are projected to experience maize
yield decreases due to climate change, whereas, over-
all, climate change is likely to have a positive effect

on maize yields. What does this mean for the imple-
mentation of agroforestry as an adaptation strategy?
As trees provide shading and cooling, among other
benefits, this adaptation strategy will only be highly
beneficial where maize yield losses are expected, but
might lead to yield reductions where climate change
is projected to increase yields.

4.3. Modelling uncertainty
Model-based analyses entail uncertainties, arising
from factors such as uncertainties in climate change
scenarios or model discrepancies (IPCC 2021). We
tried to minimize these uncertainties by using cli-
matemodel ensembles and by carefully evaluating the
performance of crop models before applying them
on a larger spatial scale. Nonetheless, uncertainty in
model results remains and may have been exacer-
bated by the use of model results in further model-
based analyses, creating a cascading effect of uncer-
tainty (Vetter et al 2017). Generally and as also found
in other climate impact analyses, projected changes
in air temperature and related changes, such as sea
level rise or heat-related mortality, are more certain
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than projections of precipitation changes and related
changes like flooding (IPCC 2021) (see figure 3).

What does this mean for recipients of climate
risk analyses and profiles? Some of the stakeholders
AGRICA worked with perceived high uncertainty in
modelling results as irritating and wondered how to
make decisions based on a diversity of possible and, in
some instances, co-existing outcomes. Although this
is a fair question, it can be argued that it is exactly
this diversity that offers insights into various possible
futures, highlighting the need for a broad portfolio of
adaptation strategies. For example, addressing future
precipitation trends, which often show both excess
water and drought as two co-existing outcomes, will
require adaptation strategies like agroforestry that
can buffer both phenomena and investments into
strengthening the resilience of entire agroecosystems
in a transformative way. It is therefore important
to carefully and transparently communicate uncer-
tainties to enable policymakers to take informed
decisions, while incentivizing investments in uncer-
tain fields of action.

4.4. Methodological pluralism to bridge the
science-policy gap
Through exchanges with policymakers, development
actors and farmer groups, amongst others, we learned
that requirements for scientific evidence vary across
stakeholder groups. Consequently, a combination of
methods and approaches is required, in particu-
lar that of model-based approaches with empirical
assessments, which offers three advantages:

First, through an integration of methods it is
possible to provide comprehensive information that
considers the complexity of agricultural and food
systems, even if imperfectly. To this end, we fol-
lowed amulti-criteria approach, considering not only
aspects like improvements in yields or the profitabil-
ity of an adaptation strategy, but also, for example,
potential maladaptive outcomes. However, to truly
account for the complexity and the context-specificity
of adaptation decisions, a closer integration ofmodel-
based approaches with empirical assessments should
remain a continuous scientific pursuit. For example,
randomized controlled trials can offer quantifiable
data on adaptation effectiveness, which can be com-
bined with biophysical impact models for more
nuanced results.

Second, different stakeholders require different
types of evidence. While stakeholders like policy-
makers, development agencies and private sector rep-
resentatives were interested in model-based analyses,
stakeholders working closer to the ground (e.g. farm-
ers) were sceptical of advice solely derived from
such analyses and tended to adhere to established
farming practices. They wanted to see actual proof
(e.g. increased yields) of the effectiveness of the pro-
posed adaptation strategies on their own farms or on
demonstration plots. A combination of model-based

and empirical assessments can satisfy the require-
ments of different groups and increase the overall
robustness of scientific results.

Third, a combined approach allows for the study
of different time horizons. The analyses in AGRICA
cover different timeframes, including the years 2030,
2050, 2080 and 2090. While a long-term perspective
is needed to analyse climatic trends and the suitab-
ility of adaptation strategies, it often stands in con-
flict with short-term policy goals and short-term eco-
nomic prospects of farmers. Projections for the year
2090 may feel too irrelevant or uncertain to be trus-
ted, although they are needed in particular to detect
potential maladaptive outcomes in the long term.
Empirical assessments of current conditions can also
help to contextualise model-based results and ground
them in present-day realities.

5. The case for evidence-based adaptation
planning

Climate risk and adaptation assessments can guide
the allocation and prioritization of scarce adapta-
tion finance, while helping to bridge the gap between
scientific evidence and adaptation policy, planning
and implementation. In the AGRICA project, we
developed a unique approach for such assessments,
with the following lessons learned: (i) trade-offs
between different levels of depth and breadth need to
be carefully considered, depending on the target audi-
ence, and communicated effectively to ensure that
thematic priorities remain comprehensible and that
methodological shortcomings are easily understood;
(ii) lack and low quality of data require advancements
in data collection and storage efforts, data sharing
arrangements and complexity research; (iii) model-
ling uncertainty needs to be communicated transpar-
ently and towards different audiences to ensure trust
and usability of modelling results; (iv) a combination
of model-based and empirical assessments can effect-
ively inform different stakeholders and decisions
across various spatial and temporal scales.

We hope that these lessons learned can guide
future efforts in the field of climate risk and adapt-
ation assessments, informing policy processes and
interventions on the ground, and raising ambitions
for a transformation of agricultural and food systems
towards greater climate resilience.
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