CHAPTER FOUR
RESULTS AND DISCUSSION
4.1 Socio-economic characteristics of the respondents				(N=150)
	Variables
	Frequency
	Percentage (%)

	Sex
	
	

	Male
	58
	38.7%

	Female
	92
	61.3%

	Total 
	150
	100.0%

	Marital status
	
	

	Single
	54
	36.0%

	Married 
	75
	50.0%

	Widow
	11
	7.3%

	Separated
	10
	6.7%

	Total 
	150
	100%

	Age 
	
	

	30 – 39 years
	32
	48.7%

	40 – 49 years
	45
	30.0%

	50 years above
	73
	21.3%

	Total 
	150
	100%

	Level of education 
	
	

	Non-formal Education
	44
	29.3%

	Primary Education 
	36
	24.0%

	Secondary Education
	50
	33.3%

	Tertiary Education
	20
	13.3%

	Total 
	150
	100%

	Access to Extension Service 
	
	

	Yes 
	90
	60.0%

	No 
	60
	40.0%

	Total 
	150
	100%


Source: Field Survey, 2025
Table 4.1 shows the socioeconomic distribution of respondents and provides an overview of the characteristics of the 150 respondents in the study, offering insights into the gender distribution, age groups, educational qualifications, years of education, and access to extension services. This distribution in the sample shows that (38.7%) of the respondents are female, while (61.3%) are male. This distribution reflects a male majority in the sample. In many agricultural studies, gender disparities are commonly observed, with men often being more engaged in farming activities. According to FAO (2011), women make up a significant portion of the agricultural workforce in developing countries but often have limited access to resources and extension services. More so, the age distribution reveals that (21.3%) of respondents are aged between 30 and 39 years, (48.7%) fall within the 40-49 age group, and (30.0%) are aged 50-59 years. The dominance of respondents in the 30-39 age groups suggests a relatively younger population participating in the study.  Meanwhile, this data shows that (13.3%) of respondents have tertiary education, (33.3%) have secondary education, (24.0%) have primary education, and (29.3%) have no formal education. This variation in educational backgrounds is consistent with the findings of Tesfaye et al. (2020), which emphasize the importance of considering farmers' educational levels when examining their climate change awareness and adaptation. (60.0%) have access to extension services, while (40%) have no access to credit.  Access to these services is vital for farmers' awareness of traditional and modern extension methods of information dissemination among farmers. The literature supports the idea that factors such as gender, education, age, marital status, and access to resources play a crucial role in shaping farmers’ responses to traditional and digital extension methods for disseminating agricultural information among farmers. 
4.2 Distribution of respondents by their Perceived comparison of modern and traditional method for disseminating agriculture information among farmers
	S/N
	ITEMS
	YES
	NO

	1
	Have modern methods of disseminating agricultural information improved your farming system than traditional method?    
	90(60.0%)
	60(40.0%)

	2
	Traditional method takes a longer period of time while disseminating Agricultural information than modern method?
	98(65.3%)
	52(34.7%)

	3
	Traditional method of disseminating agricultural information is mainly based on labour intensive than modern method?
	50(33.3%)
	100(66.7%)

	4
	Modern method is the most preferable method of disseminating Agricultural information than traditional method?
	80(53.3%)
	70(46.7%)

	5
	Do you use any apps or online platforms for Agricultural information?
	85(56.7%)
	65(43.3%)

	6
	Is there any relative advantage in disseminating agricultural information using traditional method than modern method?
	87(58.0%)
	63(42%)


Source: Field Survey, 2025
Table 4.2 presents the Perceived comparison of modern and traditional method for disseminating agriculture information among farmers. The data show that majority of the respondents considered modern methods of disseminating agricultural information as more beneficial to them than the traditional methods.

4.3 Distribution of respondents by their Perceived reliability of receiving Agricultural information through traditional and digital/modern methods
	S/N
	ITEMS
	Very reliable
	Somewhat reliable
	Not very reliable
	Not at all reliable

	1
	How reliable do you find the Agricultural information received through traditional methods?
	40(26.7%)
	30(20.0%)
	60(40.0%)
	20(13.3%)

	2
	How reliable do you find the Agricultural information received through modern methods?
	90(60.0%)
	20(13.3%)
	20(13.3%)
	20(13.3%)


 Source: Field Survey, 2025
Table 4.3 presents the Perceived reliability of receiving Agricultural information through traditional and digital/modern methods. The results show that majority of the respondents agreed that receiving Agricultural information through digital/modern methods is more reliable than that of traditional methods.
4.4 Distribution of respondents by their Perceived challenges associated with accessing Agricultural information through traditional and digital/modern methods
	S/N
	LIKERT ITEMS
	Very severe
	Severe
	Less severe
	Not a constraint

	1
	Lack of access to extension agents
	52(34.7%)
	34(22.7%)
	40(26.7%)
	24(16.0%)

	2
	Limited information available
	60(40.0%)
	30(20.0%)
	40(26.7%)
	20(13.3%)

	3
	Difficulty in understanding information
	30(20.0%)
	60(40.0%)
	45(30.0%)
	15(10.0%)

	4
	Lack of access to mobile phones/internet
	30(20.0%)
	40(26.7%)
	60(40.0%)
	20(13.3%)

	5
	Limited digital literacy
	60(40.0%)
	40(26.7%)
	30(20.0%)
	20(13.3%)

	6
	Difficulty in navigating apps /platforms
	60(40.0%)
	40(26.7%)
	20(13.3)
	30(20.0%)


Source: Field Survey, 2025
Table 4.4 presents the Perceived challenges associated with accessing Agricultural information through traditional and digital/modern methods. The results show that lack of access to extension agents is very severe (34.7%), Limited information available (40.0%) very severe, Difficulty in understanding information (40.0%) severe, Lack of access to mobile phones/internet (40.0%) less severe, Limited digital literacy (40.0%) very severe, and Difficulty in navigating apps /platforms (40.0%) very severe.
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