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ABSTRACT 
 
The growing demand for cassava and its products has continued to stretch the supply of cassava 
globally. Nigeria is a leading producer of cassava in the world yet, there are concerns that if 
appropriate policy strategies are not adopted to increase production, the current fragile situation of 
food insecurity in Nigeria may be worsened. Besides the increasing number of gigantic cassava-
based industries spring up in Nigeria, the rapidly growing population of consumers is another factor 
that may further disrupt the relatively stable cassava market in Nigeria in the future. Therefore, 
“ceteris paribus”, the study determined the appropriate quantitative models to forecast the trends in 
cassava production indictors in Nigeria. Using the historical series (1961 – 2018), 12-year period 
(2019 -2030) forecasts were made for each of the production indicators as follows: 106 million 
tonnes (production output), 7.7 tonnes/ha (yield) and 9.6 million hectares (cropped area) in 2030. 
The study extrapolated the expected food supply from the expected production output in the 
forecast period using the 2014 FAO estimates of food supply per caput. Thus, in 2030, cassava food 
supply per caput was found to decline from 267 Kcal/capita/day in 2014 to 239 Kcal/capita/day. The 
study concludes that despite keeping the future demand of the growing cassava-based industries 
constant, cassava production is expected to continually increase but future food supply per caput 
would decline. However, the growing cassava-based industries globally is expected to hugely 
influence the future cassava market dynamics. 
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1. INTRODUCTION 
 
The competition for cassava between fervent 
cassava consuming households and the industry 
is increasingly becoming a real economic issue 
in view of the recent discoveries about the 
industrial use of cassava. This has hyped the 
importance of cassava beyond a mere common 
food for rural households to an essential raw 
material for cassava-based industries. Cassava 
is ranked behind maize as the second most 
important source of calories in Africa [1,2,3]. The 
choice of more than 500 million Africans to be 
ardent consumers of cassava products is hinged 
on its negligible expenditure elasticities and a 
steady supply of carbohydrates [4]. On the other 
hand, the popularity of cassava among its 
producers has been fueled by its high 
adaptability to the local farming environment [5,6] 
and high tolerance to erratic weather condition 
[7] including a wide range of rainfall [8]. In 
addition to these, its harvest time flexibility looks 
convenient for farmers who consider cassava as 
a food crop that can easily be converted to 
income. Above all, there is hardly any part of 
cassava that is not economically useful [9]. There 
is evidence in the literature that cassava has 
grown into one of the highly sought industrial raw 
materials from the farm [10,11] and Otekunrin 
and Sawicka [2] also asserted that the cassava 
products are increasingly becoming popular in 
urban households’ food baskets. In view of the 
prospect for increased demand for cassava as 
food and raw materials, [12] made an ambitious 
projection of 107 million tonnes demand for 
cassava in Nigeria by 2007. The excess demand 
above domestic production of cassava in Nigeria 
is the reason for has not sufficiently met the 
domestic demand. As part of strategies to 
enhance productivity, scientists have developed 
cassava varieties with improved nutrient content 
and disease resistance [13,14,15]. In the last two 
decades, many gigantic cassava-based 
industries have sprung up in Asia, Latin America, 
and Europe thereby fueling an increase in 
demand of cassava [11,10]. The fast-changing 
demand dynamics have influenced the global 
cassava market to undergo a lot of 
transformation in the last decade. 
 
Currently, the global market grows at about 3.2% 
with the cassava market in Asia-Pacific in good 
stead to dominate the global cassava market in 
the next decade (Market Research Future [MRF], 

[16]. This growth in the cassava market is largely 
driven by the demand for cassava flour as food 
and feed [17]. There is no doubt that the market 
dynamics will change as more gigantic starch 
dependent factories and cassava gel dependent 
bio-energy factories are springing up in Asia and 
South America [10] as well as the rising number 
of feed factories in Latin America [10]. Now that 
the size of African markets for food and 
agricultural products has been projected to hit $1 
trillion in 2030 [18], cassava will play a significant 
role in defining the shape of the market because 
of its importance as a major staple food in the 
continent and its rising profile for industrial use. 
The World Cassava Market is currently worth 
over $4.5 billion and the future market looks 
more inviting to investors [16]. The industrial 
potentials of the cassava sub-sector in sub-
Saharan Africa are becoming attractive to both 
domestic and foreign investors [2,19]. Kuiper et 
al. [20] has hinted that far more than the current 
volume of the world cassava would be traded in 
the future as demand from the industrial sector 
increases. Evidence has shown that more of the 
demand pressure would come from the non-food 
industry as more cassava, over the years, have 
been sold at the international market in various 
forms like fresh cassava root; dry cassava chips 
and pellets; and starch and flour [21]. Cassava 
has been adjudged as an important source of 
carbohydrate and thus, a major food in most 
households’ food baskets in Africa [21,10,22]. 
 
These are sufficient signals that the future 
demand for cassava will grow beyond the 
demand for its flour as food and feed. As these 
large and integrated cassava dependent 
factories are being established in Asia and 
America, FAO [23] has raised concerns about the 
sustainable supply of cassava roots for food and 
even industrial use. Nigeria is also not left out on 
the list of countries experiencing growth in 
cassava-based industries. This can further 
restructure both the production and consumption 
decisions of cassava farming households 
especially as the cassava market develops [24]. 
The implication this can have on people whose 
major source of dietary energy is cassava is 
better to imagine. This thought is further pricked 
by the fact that African farmers do not look 
economically prepared for this competitive global 
cassava market as suggested by the outlook of 
the present cassava production system. 
Therefore, as demand pressure for cassava at 
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the international cassava market increases, it is 
most likely that cassava producing countries in 
sub-Saharan Africa (SSA) may continue to 
struggle to meet domestic consumption with little 
or no prospect for the rural households to access 
imported cassava products at a competitive price 
for consumption. This opinion has been 
accentuated by the increasing bi-polarization in 
the world economy [25]. 

 

1.1 Challenges and the Prospect for 
Future Cassava Production in Nigeria 

 
There is a general concern that there has been 
declining food production per person in Nigeria 
and most countries in the SSA because the 
population growth rate has not been consciously 
put into most of the agricultural policy reforms in 
the sub-region [26,27,28]. The problem may be 
worsened with the expectation of a high 
population growth rate in the future in the sub-
region. Therefore, the novel approach in this 
study is that it attempts to bring the population 
factor into the estimation of the future projection 
of the food supply. The motive is to explore the 
possibility of sustainably increasing supply of per 
capita food calorie from cassava in order to 
ensure sufficient food calorie is available for the 
growing population in the future.  A country that is 
not sufficiently producing to meet her food needs 
is not only predisposed to hunger and civil unrest 
but it has also opened up her market to frequent 
shocks from exporting countries [29]. This can 
become worse with a huge population that is not 
planned for. According to the future projection of 
the Nigeria population, growing the rate of 2.51% 
annually is expected to be populated by about 
263 million people in 2030 (World Bank data). In 
view of the growing population in Nigeria, there is 
a compelling need to aggressively invest more in 
agriculture, particularly the major staple food in 
Nigeria in order to be food secured. Moreso, 
experts have argued that investment in the 
agricultural (rural) sector has the potentials to 
foster rural development [30,21]. 
 
Despite available evidence of improved farming 
methods including improved agricultural 
production system through the development of 
improved cultivars, cutting edge farm 
management practices, and agronomic practices 
geared towards increasing food supply, farmers 
in Nigeria and other countries in SSA have not 
adequately embraced these modern innovations 
in practice. Although there has been a steady 
increase in agricultural output, this is still largely 
achieved by expanding the cropped area. The 

results are very explicit in the trend of cassava 
production indicators for Nigeria (FAOSTAT). The 
harvested area has contributed, more positively 
than the yield, to cassava production in Nigeria 
[31]. However, an increasing number of scholars 
have argued that such agricultural production 
system is not sustainable for many reasons 
including environmental implications [32] and 
food insecurity implication [33]. Similarly, [34] 
also argued that the widespread infrastructural 
development that is anticipated in many high 
food-producing countries in SSA might constrain 
food production that is dependent on the 
continual expansion of the land area. The 
consensus among development economists is 
that there is a strong connection among land 
tenure situation, economic well-being, and 
governance [35,36]. 
 
However, the myriads of issues associated with 
land are increasingly creating bottlenecks against 
agricultural business development across 
countries in SSA including Nigeria. The 
challenges from land are multi-dimensional and 
are more complex in Nigeria with the intensity of 
rapid urbanization, increased demand for natural 
resources food, water, and energy insecurity; 
natural disasters; and violent conflicts. According 
to Palmer, Fricska and Wehrmann [37], these 
problems are becoming escalated due to 
unequal access to land; insecurity of tenure; 
unsustainable land use; weak institutions for 
dispute and conflict resolution, etc. Scholars 
have argued that the present conventional 
approach defined by the administrative 
procedure cannot sufficiently address these 
complex challenges anymore. In Nigeria and 
many other African countries, the majority of 
people do not have legally recognized and 
documented rights to land. Some of these 
limitations have gender, geographical and tribal 
dimensions [37] which may continue to affect the 
growth of agricultural production especially as 
more people are interested. Therefore, farmers 
should inevitably cultivate the most efficient use 
of land resources in order to get the best output. 
 
Cassava, a major staple food in sub-Saharan 
Africa yet, is increasingly being demanded by the 
industry globally. In 2003, [17] estimated that 
about 84% (or 29 million tonnes) was available 
for consumption while the remaining 16% went 
for industrial use in Nigeria with a caveat that 
more proportion could go into the industrial 
sector in future. The recent estimates by FAO 
[10] have shown that only 53% of cassava is 
available for consumption globally while the 
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remaining 47% is used up by the industrial 
sector. Yet, the industrial demand for cassava is 
just gaining momentum. Should the industrial 
demand continue to increase without a 
corresponding increase in total production to 
sustain the proportion that is needed for 
consumption, it will consequently escalate the 
problem of hunger, especially among dominant 
cassava consumers. This fear is further 
accentuated by the assertion of [38,39] that the 
share of cassava post-harvest losses in Africa is 
about 29%. This could mean that less quantity of 
cassava and products will be available for 
consumption. Therefore, as cassava gains 
industrial attention globally, there is a deliberate 
need for consuming countries to step up efficient 
production strategies to promote sustainable 
production. All these are indicators that cassava 
production must take a significant leap to meet 
this growing demand. However, failure to achieve 
this will cause market instability as well as 
unpredictable movement in prices of cassava 
and its products. Consequentially, it can unsettle 
the household economy and throw up more 
social and economic instability as opined by 
Bellemare et al. [40], Sekhar et al. [41]. The new 
development in the global cassava market 
seems to have overwhelmed the efforts of 
government in the past. According to Knowledge 
for Development (2007), the intention of the 
government efforts to emplace strong 
competitiveness for cassava products in Nigeria 
and within the global context is yet to be 
achieved. Many indicators point to this direction; 
the export value from cassava, low investments 
on cassava, import value of cassava products 
still greater than export value, and many more 
are contained in FAOSTAT. 
 
The above observations, which bother on food 
security and sustainability of cassava production 
in Nigeria, are the motivation for this study. Given 
the potential food security implication of 
inadequate supply of cassava products due to 
low yield for the generality of ardent cassava 
consumers, this study attempts to explore the 
analysis of the future trend in cassava indicators 
vis a vis the expected food balances with a view 
to providing information that can guide informed 
decisions and recommending appropriate 
policies that can also help address food supply 
gap. Therefore, this study will be guided by the 
following objectives: to determine the trend of 
production, harvested area and yield of cassava 
in Nigeria; to develop an appropriate trend model 
that best fit each of production, harvested area 
and yield of cassava respectively; to make an 

annual forecast of 12-year periods of the 
production, harvested area and yield of cassava; 
and determine the future Compound Annual 
Growth Rate (CAGR) for each of the selected 
variables for cassava production in Nigeria. 
 

2. DATA DESCRIPTION AND 
METHODOLOGY 

 
The set of data used in this study include 
cassava production indicators (harvested area in 
hectares[ha], yield in tonnes/hectare [ton/ha], 
production tonnes [tons]). These time-series data 
contained 58 data points for each of the variables 
{indicators) which spanned from 1961 through 
2018, and were obtained from FAOSTAT [42]. 
The data were modeled and forecast made using 
trend models. 
 

2.1 Trend Analysis 
 
Under the assumption that there is no visible 
seasonal component, a trend model can be fitted 
for a time series [43]. This trend model can be 
linear, logarithmic, quadratic, power, or 
exponential model. The idea is to select which of 
the model that best describes the trend 
component of the series. The best trend model is 
selected using R-square and other measures of 
accuracy like Mean Absolute Percentage Error 
(MAPE), Mean Absolute Error (MAE), and Mean 
Standard Error (MSE). The model with the 
minimum measure of accuracy is what best 
describes the series. 
 
2.1.1 Trend models 
 
i. Linear Trend Model; The approach to 
estimating this is by using the Ordinary Least 
Square (OLS) model. This model is explicitly 
stated as: 
 

�� =  �� +  ��� +  ��            (1) 
 
ii. Quadratic Trend Model; which accounts for a 
simple curve is of the form 
 

�� =  �� + ��� + ���� + ��           (2) 
 
iii. Exponential Trend Model; accounts for 
exponential growth or decay. Mathematically, it is 
expressed as follows: 
 

�� =  �� +  ��
� +  ��             (3) 

 
Where �� is the predicted value of the Y variable 
for a selected value of period t, �� stands for the 
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constant intercept; ��  is the slope of the unit 
periodic change in relation to Y. 
 
2.1.2 The projection of balance from cassava 

in Nigeria 
 
According to FAOSTAT [42], the food balance 
sheet offers an opportunity to observe the food 
supply over a specified period. This study 
focuses on the food supply from cassava. 
Cassava products are a principal food 
component in many Nigerian food households. 
The holistic approach to its calculation has been 
provided by the Food and Agriculture 
Organization [44,45].  According to the literature, 
to maintain an optimum population median BMI 
(basal metabolic index) of 21.0, the 
recommended mean energy intake for a male 
population of this age group (18 – 29.9 years) 
with a mean height of 1.70 m and a lifestyle with 
a mean PAL (physical activity level) of 1.75, is 
about 11.7 MJ (2 800 kcal)/day or 195 kJ (47 
kcal)/kg/day while those within the age group (30 
– 59.9 years) with a mean height of 1.70 m and a 
lifestyle with a mean PAL of 1.75, require about 
11.4 MJ (2 750 kcal)/day or 190 kJ (46 
kcal)/kg/day and for those within the age group 
(60 years and above) with a mean height of 1.70 
m and a lifestyle with a mean PAL of 1.75, 
require 9.4 MJ (2 250 kcal)/day or 155 kJ (38 
kcal)/kg/day. For the female, the recommended 
mean energy intake to maintain an optimum 
population median BMI of 21.0 for those within 
the age group (18 -29.9 years) with a mean 
height of 1.70 m and a lifestyle with a mean PAL 
of 1.75 is about 10.1 MJ (2 400 kcal)/day or 170 
kJ (40 kcal)/kg/day; for those age group (30 – 
59.9 years) with a mean height of 1.70 m and a 
lifestyle with a mean PAL of 1.75 is about 9.8 MJ 
(2 350 kcal)/day or 165 kJ (39 kcal)/kg/day while 
for those within the age group (60 years and 
above) with a mean height of 1.70 m and a 
lifestyle with a mean PAL of 1.75 is about 8.8 MJ 
(2 100 kcal)/day or 145 kJ (35 kcal)/kg/day. 
Therefore, to obtain the per caput supply of each 
of cassava food available for human 
consumption is by dividing the respective 
quantity by the population. This is expressed in 
terms of quantity. 
 

Food Supply (per caput supply) = Production 
output (kg)/population/year 

 
Recall that in 2014, when the total cassava 
production in Nigeria was 56328480 and the total 
population was 176404999, the per caput supply 
is given as: 

319.2 kg/capita/year ≡ 121 Kg/Capita/Year ≡ 267 
Kcal/Capita/day [46] ………..………………    . (4) 

 
Other estimates for the other years were 
extrapolated from the above equation. 
 
Assumptions: 

 
i. That cassava products are consumed by 

all Nigerians (total population) . 
ii. That 84% of total cassava output is 

converted to food. 
iii. That 29% of the 84% is lost during 

postharvest activities before getting to the 
food table. 

 
2.2 Compound Annual Growth Rate 

(CAGR) 
 
The compound growth rate (CAGR) was 
preferred to the linear growth rate (LGR) in 
analyzing the growth rate in the area, production 
and yield of cassava because according to 
[47,48], the LGR is not convenient for comparing 
two periods. After exploring the four functional 
forms of linear model to capture the linear trend 
of the series, the exponential model best fits the 
trend. Therefore, the compound annual growth 
function was specified as exponential model 
according to the specification of [49,50] as 
follows: 
 

��� =  � +  ���� +  �                ……………. (5) 

 
Y = area (ha)/production (1000 tonnes) /yield 
(kg/ha) 
a = Intercept 
t = Year 
b = 1 + r (The slope coefficient ‘b’ measures 
the instantaneous relative change in Y for a 
given absolute change in the value of 
explanatory variable ‘t’) – instantaneous 
growth rate. 
r = Growth rate 

 

The exponential form of the linear trend model 
was adopted to estimate the compound growth 
rate model because it has the highest value for 
R-square (94%). Besides, this model enabled the 
study to observe both absolute and relative 
changes. 
 

The parameter of utmost interest in Eqn (2) is the 
slope coefficient (b) which measures the 
constant proportional or relative change in Y for a 
given absolute change in the value of the 
regressor t. 
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However, when the relative change in Y is 
multiplied by 100, the percentage change or 
growth rate in Y for an absolute change in 
variable ‘t’ is obtained while the slope coefficient 
‘b’ measures the instantaneous rate of       
growth. Therefore, the Compound Annual Growth 
Rate is usually estimated using the following 
equation: 

 
CAGR = [antilog b – 1] * 100--         -------- (6) 

 
Equation (1) was estimated using Ordinary Least 
Square (OLS) method hence the t- test was 
applied to test the significance of ‘b’. The 
underlining assumption in this estimation is that a 
change in cassava output in a given year would 
depend upon the output in the succeeding year 
[51]. 
 
Since the growth models for the area, production, 
and yield of cassava do not reveal the relative 
contributions of area and yield towards the total 
output change, this paper adapted 
component/decomposition analysis model to 
achieve the relative contributions of area and 
yield towards change in production output. The 
literature is replete with evidence of how this 
model has been used to estimate the relative 
growth performance of individual output in 
agricultural production [52-54]. 

 
3. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION 
 
3.1 Descriptive Statistics 
 
Table 1 shows the descriptive statistics of 
production output, yield, and harvested area of 
cassava production in Nigeria. The table reveals 
some striking statistics that could help 
understand the pattern of the trend of cassava 
production indicators in Nigeria. During the 
periods under review (1961 -2018), the minimum 
and maximum values for cassava production 
output were about 7 million and 60 million tonnes 
in 1961 and 2018 respectively. The minimum and 
maximum values of yield and harvested area 
were found to be approximately 7 and 12 
tonnes/ha in 2013 and 2010, and close to 780 
thousand and 7 million hectares respectively in 
1961 and 2018. This suggests a consistent 
upward moving trend for the values of both 
production and harvested area because there 
was no year in the series where the value of the 
referenced indicators fell below the value 
obtained in 1961. However, the pattern of yield 
where the least of the values were obtained in 

2013 and highest in 2010 suggests some form of 
fluctuations. This corroborated the findings of 
Ikuemonisan et al. [31] on the pronounced 
unpredictable nature of cassava yield series 
during the period of reference. The average yield 
during the period under review was about 10 
tonnes/ha. The average values for production 
and harvested area were 25 million tonnes and 3 
million hectares respectively. The values for the 
coefficient of variation for the selected production 
indicators were found to be 67% (production); 
10% (yield) and 73% (harvested area). These 
values indicated high variability in each of the 
indicators except yield during the period under 
review. The skewness of the distribution of 
cassava production output and the harvested 
area was to the right. These results can be 
interpreted in two scenarios: one, more often, 
cassava farmers have harvested cassava from 
less than the average 3 million hectares than 
they have harvested more than the average. The 
second leg of the interpretation is that the 
number of years within the reference period that 
farmers produced less quantity of cassava than 
the total average (25 million tonnes) is more than 
the years for producing more than the average. 
When these are matched, it is apparent both 
followed the same trend and such clearly 
suggests that increasing production still largely 
depends on the expansion of the cultivation area. 
Scholars have argued that this approach of 
cultivating more land without recourse to      
labour and land productivity is not sustainable 
[34] and [32]. Thus, this has necessitated the 
promotion of efficient cassava production 
systems across developing countries [11,10]. 
 

3.2 Trend Analysis of Production 
Indicators 

 
Figs. 1, 2 and 3 show data obtained on cassava 
production output, yield and harvested area 
respectively. Despite the upward movement in 
the data of cassava production output and 
harvested area over the period under 
consideration, there were evidences of trend and 
cycles of fluctuations. However, the fluctuations 
around the mean yield was the most 
pronounced. These cycles were influenced by 
vagaries of weather, government policies, war, 
market shocks, research breakthrough etc. There 
was a sharp decline in production from 44 million 
tonnes in 2008 to 37 million tonnes in 2009.    
The period coincided with when the farmers   
were just getting over the shocks on global food 
prices that occurred mid-2008. The shocks 
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created an unpredictable phenomenon in the 
production pattern by dampening the hope for 
farmers to earn sufficient market incentives to 
produce   more in 2009. Such phenomenon 
discouraged them from intensifying cassava 
cultivation either by the use of improved variety 
or the same or more expanse of land as they had 
done in 2008. Consequently, this led to a 
reduction in     cassava production in 2009. Also 
at this period, there was a fall in the cassava 
cropped area   from 4 million hectares to 3 million           
hectares harvested while the yield remained 
relatively the same (about 12 million    
tonnes/ha). 
 
However, despite increased cropped area 
between the period between 2012 to 2013, 
cassava output declined from 51 million tonnes 
to 48 million tonnes accordingly. The yield 
performance also surged below the mean by 
declining from 8 to 7 tonnes/ha. Even to date, the 
yield performance has not risen above the mean 
yield during the periods under review. Despite 
the dismal yield performance, the harvested area 
has continued to increase at a similar trend with 
which production output has also been 
increasing. This outlook suggests that the 
pronounced cassava production output in Nigeria 
might have been accentuated by increased 
cropped areas rather than yield performance. In 
view of the rising challenges associated with land 
and infrastructural development, the above 
approach may not be sustainable. It further 
describes the fragility of the cassava production 
system, and should there be unfavourable 
interference from any external force like natural 
occurrence (weather, flood, disease or pest 
attack), it may affect the rising profile of Nigeria 
among high cassava producing countries. 
Besides, it may escalate hunger and poverty in 
the country. 

 
3.3 Trend Model Selection for the 

Production Indicators 
 
Table 2 reveals the selected trend models for 
each of the indicators: production, yield and 
harvested On Figs. 1, 2 and 3, the best trend 
model (line equation) for each of the selected 
production indicators are indicated on that 
accordingly. Among the simulated line models, 
only the best fits as shown on the     trend plots 
above were used for predicting the future trends 
of the indicators (production output, yield, and 
harvested area) (Table 3). According to R-
squared and other measures of accuracy 
deployed for selection, the exponential trend 

model was selected for cassava production 
output while the quadratic trend model was 
selected for yield and harvested area. 
 

3.4 Trend Forecast 
 
Table 3 reveals the trend forecast  values of the 
indicators. According to the results presented on 
the table, there would be a consistent increase in 
the production output and the harvested area 
between the periods, 2019 and 2030. Production 
output is expected to rise from 67 million tonnes 
in 2019 to 106 million tonnes in 2030 while 
harvested area would rise from 6 million hectares 
to 10 million hectares accordingly. It should be 
noted that the annual trend line is estimated on 
the assumption that there would not be an effect 
of any influence that may cause both cyclical or 
irregular movement. This is rarely possible in 
agriculture where production is subjected to 
many influences such as innovations in the area 
of farm management and agronomic practices, 
vagaries of weather, flood, diseases and pest 
infestations, price, and market shocks, etc. 
Therefore, production is expected to rise rapidly 
where there are production enhancing factors 
like favourable policy strategies, an increase in 
the number of cassava farmers adopting cutting 
edge innovations, favourable ecophysiological 
factors, etc. Conversely, production may fall 
when there are demotivating factors like floods, 
unfavourable market outcomes, crop diseases, 
pest infestation etc. Thus, it implies that 
interpreting the trend line should be done with a 
lot of caution because it may not truly reveal the 
true picture of future events. At best, it gives a 
direction. However, this position does not 
underrate that Nigeria’s production output could 
be 106 million tonnes or above. 

 
In order to achieve such feat, more efforts have 
to be intensified to adopt well-integrated 
production system as suggested by experts and 
subject matter on cassava production. On the 
other hand, during this period under review, the 
yield would decline from 9 tonnes/ha (2019) to 
about 8 tonnes/ha (2030). This is relatively small 
when compared to the global average yield of 
cassava of about 13 tonnes per hectare [42]. 
Under a functional agricultural system, yield 
performance (land productivity) should drive 
production output and thus, should move in the 
same direction. However, there is an inverse 
relationship between production output (that will 
be increasing) and land yield (that will be 
declining) within the period of reference. The 
revelation from these findings is that increase in 
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cassava production in the future would depend 
largely on the cropped area and not necessarily 
through efficient utilization of factors of 
production (particularly land). The expected 
decline in yield performance in the future 
suggests that production outcomes may be 
fragile or unpredictable. These findings agree 
with the findings from previous studies [55,8,31]. 
A little shock may unsettle the cassava market 
and the upstream segment (farming) of the 
production chain. Therefore, government and 
other critical stakeholders should be pricked by 
this, and do everything to ensure farmers have 
access to high yield producing cassava varieties. 

3.5 Food Supply from Cassava 
 
Table 4 shows the trend estimates of                              
future food supply from cassava. Based on the 
mapped out historical time trend of production 
output, forecast values for future                           
food supply from cassava were obtained. 
Intuitively, this trend forecast (Table 4) could be 
seen to be ambitious however, the future values 
of food supply (Kg/Capita/Year and 
Kcal/Capita/day) were extrapolated using the 
estimates from FAO food balance sheet in 
Nigeria [46]. These results were explained under 
two scenarios of assumptions. 

 
Table 1. Descriptive statistics of production output, yield and harvested area of cassava 

production in Nigeria 

 
 Production Yield Harvestedarea 

Mean 25274698 10.15660 2529997. 

Median 18223504 10.00000 1636954. 

Maximum 59565916 12.21550 6852857. 

Minimum 7384000. 7.032300 780000.0 

Std. Dev. 16857148 1.064220 1835087. 

Coefficient of Variation (%) 66.69574 10.47811 72.53317 

Skewness 0.594269 -0.195213 1.031784 

Kurtosis 2.037923 3.052408 3.059764 

Jarque-Bera 5.650688 0.375015 10.29955 

Probability 0.059288 0.829023 0.005801 

Sum 1.47E+09 589.0830 1.47E+08 

Sum Sq. Dev. 1.62E+16 64.55621 1.92E+14 

Observations 58 58 58 
Author’s Computation, 2020 

 
Table 2. Trend models selection for the production indicators 

 
Type of 
Trend 

Equation R-squared MAPE RMSE MAE 

Cassava Production Output in Nigeria (Tonnes) 

Linear y = 948476x - 3E+06 R² = 0.9028 29.8 5170770.04 4137718.58 

Quadratic y = 16978x
2
 - 53207x + 7E+06 R² = 0.9676 35.29 6068066.82 5391800.11 

Exponential y = 6E+06e0.041x R² = 0.9498 12.93 3342293.18 2560099.70 

Cassava Yield in Nigeria (Tonnes/ha) 

Linear y = 0.0063x + 9.9721 R² = 0.0098 8.25 1.04 0.82 

Quadratic y = -0.0019x2 + 0.1169x +8.8656 R² = 0.2082 6.97 0.94 0.70 

Exponential y = 9.9754e
0.0004x

 R² = 0.0044 8.27 1.04 0.83 

Harvested Area of Cassava in Nigeria (Ha) 

Linear y = 98617x - 379195 R² = 0.8235 35.57 744382.22 591659.18 

Quadratic y = 2410x2 - 43572x + 1E+06 R² = 0.9337 13.23 473048.37 317046.16 

Exponential y = 596811e
0.0405x

 R² = 0.9324 15.45 502855.25 351523.55 
Source: Author’s Computation, 2020 
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Trend Analysis of Production Indicators (Production Output, Yield and Harvested Area) 
 

 
 

Fig. 1. Cassava production output in tonnes in Nigeria                              Fig. 2. Cassava yield in tonnes/ha in Nigeria 
 

 
   

Fig. 3. Harvested area of Cassava in Nigeria 
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One, on the assumption that only 84% of the 
total cassava output supplies energy 
requirements, column 2 and 3 show that food 
supply will consistently increase from about 
121Kg/capita/year and 267Kcal/capita/day 
(2014) to close to 152 Kg/capita/year and 336 
Kcal/capita/day (2030). 
 
Two, on the assumption that 29% of the 84% is 
lost during post-harvest activities, the food supply 
will increase from 121Kg/capita/year and 
267Kcal/capita/day (2014) to close to 99 
Kg/capita/year and 219 Kcal/capita/day (2025) 
and continues in that trend up to 108 
Kg/capital/year and 239 Kcal/capita/day (2030). 
On the account that Nigeria is a low-income 
country, Scott et al. [55] gave a conservative 
estimation of the expected household 
expenditure elasticity of demand for cassava in 
2020 to be about 0.2%. Therefore, if this is 
projected into the forecast period, it will imply that 
as income increases, household demand for 
cassava products will also increase. 
 

On the consideration that the range of per caput 
daily energy requirements is given as 2100 kcal 
– 2 800 kcal for all population, although it could 
be more for those with habitual physical 
activities, the results obtained from this study 
indicate a tremendous shortfall in both scenarios 
explored. It further confirms hunger is highly 
pronounced in Nigeria. 
 

The decline in the future food supply (in terms of 
energy requirements) from cassava, as observed 

in Table 3, occurred because of rapid    
population growth. The results showed that in 
spite of the expected increase in cassava 
production from 2019 to 2030, the production 
growth rate may not adequately respond to or 
match, the nutritional needs of the increasing 
population in Nigeria. The findings from this 
study have added to the debate on the need to 
implement sound policy strategies on cassava 
production. 

 
3.6 Cassava Annual Growth Rate (CAGR) 
 
Table 5 presents the compound annual growth 
rate of the area, yield, and production of cassava 
in Nigeria between 1961 – 2030. The results 
showed that the values of the CAGR obtained for 
all the cassava production indicators were 
statistically significant at 1% level. Table 4 shows 
production and harvested area of cassava in 
Nigeria would continue to grow at about 9.9% 
and 9.8% annually. However, productivity per 
hectare will decline at the rate of 0.5% annually 
under the same farmers’ attitude and agronomic 
practices that farmers had maintained over the 
years. 

 
The results suggest that in the forecast period, 
cassava production will be largely dictated by the 
cropped/harvested areas. Couple with the fact 
that the present production output cannot meet 
the food requirements of the Nigerian population, 
it may be more difficult to meet future food needs 
if the cassava production system is not rejigged 

 

Table 3. Trend forecast output 
 

Year Production Output (Tonnes) Yield (Tonnes/ha) Harvested Area 
Trend 
Model 

Exponential Confidence 
Limits (95%) 

Quadratic Confidence 
Limits (95%) 

Quadratic Confidence 
Limits (95%) 

2019 67407714.46 ±4519400 9.1488 ±1.876 6818462 ±1099827.22 
2020 70228869.24 ±6083255 9.0396 ±2.098 7061680 ±1230136.46 
2021 73168095.29 ±7322830 8.9266 ±2.300 7309718 ±1348356.32 
2022 76230334.13 ±8383230 8.8098 ±2.486 7562576 ±1457432.50 
2023 79420734.12 ±9325780 8.6892 ±2.659 7820254 ±1559285.83 
2024 82744659.07 ±10183258 8.5648 ±2.823 8082752 ±1655250.93 
2025 86207697.28 ±10975623 8.4366 ±2.978 8350070 ±1746299.48 
2026 89815670.92 ±11716095 8.3046 ±3.127 8622208 ±1833164.88 
2027 93574645.86 ±12413966 8.1688 ±3.269 8899166 ±1916416.66 
2028 97490941.82 ±13076059 8.0292 ±3.405 9180944 ±1996507.54 
2029 101571143.00 ±13707561 7.8858 ±3.538 9467542 ±2073804.35 
2030 105822109.20 ±14312525 7.7386 ±3.665 9758960 ±2148609.24 
Mean 85306884.53  8.478533  8244528  

Source: Author’s Computation, 2020 
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Table 4. Trend estimates of future food supply from cassava 
 

Year Population 
Projection 

On the assumption that only 84% 
of the total cassava output 
supplies food requirements 

On the assumption that 29% of 
the 84% is lost during post-
harvest activities 

  Kg/Capita/Year Kcal/Capita/day Kg/Capita/Year Kcal/Capita/day 
2014 176404999 120.99* 267** 120.99* 267** 
2019 200964000 127.09 280.47 90.23642 199.1332 
2020 206140000 129.09 284.87 91.65242 202.258 
2021 211400000 131.14 289.41 93.11235 205.4798 
2022 216750000 133.26 294.08 94.61484 208.7954 
2023 222180000 135.44 298.90 96.16554 212.2175 
2024 227710000 137.69 303.84 97.75712 215.7298 
2025 233340000 139.99 308.92 99.39107 219.3356 
2026 239070000 147.92 326.43 105.0226 231.7632 
2027 244900000 144.78 319.49 102.7921 226.8411 
2028 250830000 147.27 324.99 104.5623 230.7475 
2029 256860000 149.83 330.64 106.3811 234.7611 
2030 262980000 152.47 336.47 108.2541 238.8944 

Source: Author’s Computation, 2020. (* and ** FAO forecast of Kg/Capita/Year and Kcal/Capital/day respectively) 
 
Table 5. Compound annual growth rate of area, yield & production of cassava in Nigeria (1961 

– 2030) 
 

 Area (Ha) Yield (Tonne/Ha) Production (Tonne) 
CAGR 9.787841 -0.45065 9.922166 
R-Squared 0.960235 0.226823 0.971012 
P-Value 2.37E-49 3.08E-05 5.08E-54 

Source: Author’s Computation, 2020 

 
Therefore, it is important for government and 
other stakeholders in cassava production and 
market system to work together with a view to 
increasing cassava production far beyond these 
forecast values. 
 

4. SUMMARY, CONCLUSION AND 
RECOMMENDATION 

 
This study examined among others the historical 
trend in and forecast 12-year periods of cassava 
production indicators in Nigeria. Relying on the 
selection criteria and measures of accuracy 
suitable for selecting trend models, the quadratic 
trend model was selected to fit harvested area 
and yield of cassava series for the analyzed 
period while the exponential equation was 
deployed for production series. The average of 
the trend forecasts for12-year periods for 
production (about 85 million tonnes) was found to 
be 69% higher than the previous 12-year period 
of the analyzed period (50 million tonnes). For 
yield, the average of the trend forecast (8.5 
tonnes/ha) was found to be -15% lower than the 
equivalence in the analyzed period (9.9 
tonnes/ha). Similarly, the harvested area (8 
million ha) was found to be 54% higher than its 

equivalence in the analyzed period (5 million ha). 
On the assumption that 29% of the 84% is lost 
during post-harvest activities, the food supply will 
decrease from 121Kg/capita/year and 
267Kcal/capita/day (2014) to close to 99 
Kg/capita/year and 219 Kcal/capita/day (2025) 
and continues in that downward trend up to 108 
Kg/capita/year and 239 Kcal/capita/day (2030). 
The study also analyzed the compound annual 
growth rate of the forecast of the production 
indicators and found increasing growth rate in 
harvested area series (9.8%) and production 
series (9.9%) but conversely, the yield series 
would experience a declining growth rate (-0.5%) 
in between 1961 and 2030. 
 
In conclusion, there is tough time ahead for 
consumers of cassava products. the study found 
that cassava production output would increase 
from 67 million tonnes in 2019 to 106 million 
tonnes in 2030. In the same period, yield would 
decline from 9.1 tonnes to 7.7 tonnes/ha (yield) 
and cropped area would increase from 6.8 
hectares to 9.6 million hectares. O the contrary, 
in the same period, the food supply per caput 
from the expected production output would 
decline from 267 Kcal/capita/day (2019) to 239 
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Kcal/capita/day (2030). Although in arriving at the 
conclusion, the study assumed the future 
demand of the growing cassava-based industries 
would be constant but it is certain that the 
industrial demand for cassava would rise in the 
future. Experts have argued that the growing 
cassava-based industries globally is expected to 
hugely influence the future cassava market 
dynamics with more pressure on the exports of 
cassava to Asia. The study also found that the 
future increase in cassava production output will 
largely depend on increase in the cropped area. 
In line with the concerns of experts, such 
approach of increasing cassava production 
output by solely increasing cropped area is not 
sustainable. 

 
Therefore, one, the study recommends that there 
should be a thorough investigation on the future 
total demand for cassava, particularly, the 
demand by the growing domestic cassava-based 
industries and the share of exports from Nigeria 
in addition to household consumption. This will 
help in determining the total demand for cassava 
in Nigeria ahead of 2030 with a view to arresting 
any disruption to future cassava market that can 
compromise sustainable supply of cassava 
products and food security. 
 
Two, the study recommends that an increase in 
the national awareness on the increasing market 
value of cassava and its products and a robustly 
developed off-taking strategy to avoid market glut 
can attract young graduates into either the farm 
production (up-stream segment) or post farm 
production (mid-stream segment). This will give a 
double edge outcome: it will create employment 
for the youths who are willing to embrace 
cultivation of cassava and also increase the 
foreign earning on agricultural exports for 
Nigeria. 

 
In addition, an intensified campaign on cassava 
education using well trained specialized farm 
extension workers distributed across cassava 
planting regions in Nigeria. The training of this 
category of extension workers should focus more 
on acquiring knowledge of modern cassava 
production systems geared towards yield 
performance based on best agronomic practices 
required for efficient cassava production and 
effective farm management including cultivation 
of improved varieties. Disseminating such 
information to farmers and making high yield 
producing cassava cultivars available to them; 
and teaching cassava processors how to reduce 
post-harvest losses are ways to improve yield 

performance. Above all, some measurable and 
trackable indicators need to be developed for all 
stakeholders (farm extension workers, financing 
agent, cassava farmers, cassava cooperative 
society, Ministry of Agriculture, etc) in the 
cassava subsector. 
 

COMPETING INTERESTS 
 

Authors have declared that no competing 
interests exist. 
 

REFERENCES 
 

1. Nweke F. New challenges in the cassava 
transformation in Nigeria and Ghana; 2003. 
Available:http://www.ifpri.org/events/confer
ences/2003/120103/papers/paper8.pdf 

2. Saranraj P. et al. Traditional foods from 
tropical root and tuber crops: innovations 
and challenges. Innovations in Traditional 
Foods. 2019;159-191. 

3. Otekunrin OA, Sawicka B. Cassava, a 21st 
century staple crop: How can Nigeria 
harness its enormous trade 
potentials? Acta Scientific Agriculture. 
2019;3:194-202. 
DOI: 10.31080/ASAG.2019.03.0586 

4. Echebir, RN, Edaba MEI. Production and 
utilization of cassava in Nigeria: Prospects 
for food security and infant nutrition. PAT. 
2008;4(1):38-52. 
Available:www.patnsukjournal.com/currenti
ssue 

5. Hahn SK, Mahungu NM, Otoo JA, 
Msabaha MAM, Lutaladio NB, Dahniya MT. 
Cassava and the African food crisis. 
In tropical root crops at the african food 
crisis. proceedings of the 3rd triennial 
symposium of the international society for 
tropical root crops. African Branch. Owerri, 
Nigeria. (Editors: Terry, ER, Akoroda, MO 
and Arene, OB). IDRC–258e Publ. 
Canada. 1987;24-29. 

6. Food and Agriculture Organisation of the 
United Nations [FAO] Save and grow: 
Cassava, a guide to sustainable production 
and intensification. Rome; 2013. 

7. Burrell MM. Starch: The need for improved 
quality or quantity Ðan overview. Journal of 
Experimental Botany. 2003;54(382). 

8. El-Sharkawy MA. Cassava biology and 
physiology. Plant molecular biology. 
2003;53(5):621-641. 
Available:https://doi.org/10.1023/B:PLAN.0
000019109.01740.c6. 

9. Nweke F, Spencer DS, Lynam JK. The 
cassava transformation: Africas bestkept 



 
 
 
 

Ikuemonisan and Akinbola; AJAEES, 39(3): 60-74, 2021; Article no.AJAEES.62102 
 
 

 
72 

 

secret. Michigan State University Press on 
tile World Wide Web; 2002.  
Available:: www.msupresamsu.eli.J 

10. FAO. Report on regional conference on 
cassava in the Caribbean and Latin 
American, 10-12 February 2014. Food and 
Agriculture Organization of the United 
Nations, Rome; 2015. 

11. Phillips TP, Taylor DS, Sanni L, Akoroda, 
MO. A cassava industrial revolution in 
Nigeria: The Potential for a new industrial 
crop. International Institute of Tropical 
Agriculture, Ibadan, Nigeria. International 
Fund for Agricultural Development, Food 
and Agriculture Organization of the United 
Nations, Rome, Italy; 2004. 

12. Knipscheer Henk. Opportunities in the 
industrial cassava market in Nigeria, IITA, 
Ibadan; 2003. 
Knowledge for Development, CTA; 2007. 
Available:http://knowledge.cta.int/en/conte
nt/view/full/2567 

13. Eke-Okoro ON, Njoku DN. A review of 
cassava development in Nigeria from 
1940-2010. Journal of Agricultural and 
Biological Science. 2012;7(1):59-65. 
Available:www.arpnjournals.com 

14. International Institute of Tropical 
Agriculture [IITA]. Nigeria releases 
improved cassava varieties to boost 
productivity, IITA News Release; 2013. 
Available:https://www.iita.org/news-
item/nigeria-releases-improved-cassava-
varieties-boost-productivity/ 

15. Vieira EA, Fialho JDF, Julio LD, Carvalho 
LJCB, Corte JLD, Rinaldi MM, Anjos JDR 
ND. BRS 400 and BRS 401, sweet 
Cassava cultivars with pink roots 
developed by participatory breeding. Crop 
Breeding and Applied Biotechnology. 
2019;19(4):501-504. 
Available:https://doi.org/10.1590/1984-
70332019v19n4c73 

16. Market Research Future. Cassava market 
global research report information by 
category (organic and conventional), form 
(solid and liquid), application (food & 
beverages [bakery and confectionary, 
beverages, dairy and frozen dessert, sweet 
and savory snacks, and others], animal 
feed, and others), and region (North 
America, Europe, Asia-Pacific, and the 
Rest of the World) - Forecast till 2024. ID: 
MRFR/F-B & N/3208-HCR | June 2020 | 
Region: Global. 2020;110. 

17. Kormawa P, Akoroda MO. Cassava supply 
chain arrangements for industrial utilization 

in Nigeria. Ibadan: IITA; 2003. 
Available:http://www.wiloludjournal.com.   
DOI:10.5707/cjagricsci.2013.7.2.10.16 

18. Adesina A. Time for Africa to treat 
agriculture as a business. Farmer’s Week. 
2018;(18035):6-7. 
Available:https://journals.co.za/content/jour
nal/10520/EJC-10ba87c701 

19. Cock JH. Cassava: New potential for a 
neglected crop. CRC Press; 2019. 

20. Kuiper L, Ekmekci B, Hamelinck C, 
Hettinga W, Meyer S, Koop K. Bio-ethanol 
from cassava. Ecofys Netherlands BV. 
2007;3:22-30.  
Available:http://www.ecofys.com 

21. FAO and IFAD. A review of cassava in 
Africa with country case studies on Nigeria, 
Ghana, the United Republic of Tanzania, 
Uganda and Benin. In Proc. Valid. forum 
Glob. cassava Dev. Strategy. Rome: 
International Fund for Agricultural 
Development/Food and Agriculture 
Organization of the United Nations; 2005. 

22. Stephen KO. Tropical root and tuber 
crops. Advances in New Crops Relieved; 
2017. 
Available:https://hort.purdue.edu/newcrop/
proceedings1990/v1-424.html 

23. FAO. 2018 Food Outlook - Biannual Report 
on Global Food Markets –  Rome. Licence: 
CC BY-NC-SA 3.0 IGO. 2018;104. 

24. Pingali P, Sunder N. Transitioning toward 
nutrition-sensitive food systems in 
developing countries. Annual Review of 
Resource Economics. 2017;9(1):439–459. 
Available:https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-
resource-100516-053552 

25. Stamoulis, K. G. (Ed.). Food, agriculture, 
and rural development: current and 
emerging issues for economic analysis and 
policy research. Food & Agriculture Org; 
2001. 
Available:http://www.fao.org/3/X9808e/x98
08e00.htm#TopOfPage 

26. FAO. Knowledge and information for food 
security in Africa: From Traditional Media 
to the Internet; 1998. 

27. Bremner J. Population and food security: 
Africa’s challenge. Population Reference 
Bureau Policy Brief; 2012.  
Available:https://www.prb.org/population-
food-security-africa-part1/ 

28. Trends G. Challenges and opportunities in 
the implementation of the sustainable 
development goals; 2017. 

29. Kalkuhl M, Kornher L, Kozicka M, 
Boulanger P, Torero M. Conceptual 



 
 
 
 

Ikuemonisan and Akinbola; AJAEES, 39(3): 60-74, 2021; Article no.AJAEES.62102 
 
 

 
73 

 

framework on price volatility and its impact 
on food and nutrition security in the short 
term (No. 2201-2019-1444); 2013. 
Available:https://ideas.repec.org/p/fsc/fspu
bl/15.html 

30. Dipeolu AO, Adebayo K, Ayinde IA, 
Oyewole OB, Sanni LO, Pearce DM, 
Westby A. Fufu marketing systems in 
South-West Nigeria. Report, R2626; 2001 . 
Available:http://www.fao.org/docs/eims/upl
oad/agrotech/1968/r7495_1.pdf 

31. Ikuemonisan ES, Mafimisebi TE, Ajibefun I,  
Adenegan K. A review of cassava 
production in Nigeria (n.d): Trends, 
Instability and Decomposition Analysis. Yet 
to be published research article. 

32. Terdoo F, Gyang T, Iorlamen TR. Annual 
cropped area expansion and agricultural 
production: implications for environmental 
management in Benue State, 
Nigeria. Ethiopian Journal of 
Environmental Studies and Management. 
2016;9(4):430-442. 
Available:https://www.ajol.info/index.php/ej
esm/article/view/141646 

33. Dethier JJ. Food crisis: The role of 
agricultural productivity; 2011. 
Available:https://blogs.worldbank.org/devel
opmenttalk/food-crisis-the-role-of-
agricultural-productivity 

34. Moyo S. Family farming in sub-Saharan 
Africa: its contribution to agriculture, food 
security and rural development (No. 150). 
Working Paper; 2016. 
Available:https://ideas.repec.org/p/ipc/wpa
per/150.html 

35. Vhugen D. Large-Scale commercial 
investments in land: Seeking to secure 
land tenure and improve. Haramaya Law 
Review. 2012;1(1):1-30. 
Available:https://www.ajol.info/index.php/hl
r/article/view/98568 

36. Ansoms A. Large-scale land deals and 
local livelihoods in Rwanda: The bitter fruit 
of a new agrarian model. African Studies 
Review. 2013;56(3):1-23. 
Available:https://www.jstor.org/stable/4390
5052 

37. Palmer D, Fricska S, Wehrmann B. Land 
tenure working paper 11: toward improved 
land governance. FAO: Rome, Italy; 2009.  
DOI: 10.31080/ASAG.2019.03.0586 

38. Bloom J. What are food losses and 
waste? Bulletin N; 2015. 

39. Naziri D, Quaye W, Siwoku B, Wanlapatit 
S, Viet Phu T, Bennett C. The diversity of 
postharvest losses in cassava value chains 

in selected developing countries. Journal 
of Agriculture and Rural Development in 
the Tropics and Subtropics. 2014;115(2): 
111-123.  
Available:http://nbn-resolving.de/urn:nbn: 
de:hebis:34-2014121946902 

40. Bellemare MF. Rising food prices, food 
price volatility, and social unrest. American 
Journal of agricultural economics. 
2015;97(1):1-21. 
Available:https://doi.org/10.1093/ajae/aau0
38 

41. Sekhar CSC, Roy Devesh, Bhatt Yogesh. 
Food inflation and food price volatility in 
india: Trends and determinants. markets, 
trade and institutions division, international 
food policy research institute. IFPRI 
discussion paper 01640; 2017. 
Available:https://www.ifpri.org/publication/f
ood-inflation-and-food-price-volatility-india-
trends-and-determinants. 

42. Saranraj P. et al. Traditional foods from 
tropical root and tuber crops: innovations 
and challenges. Innovations in Traditional 
Foods. 2019;159-191. 

43. Ammani AA. Trend analysis of maize 
production and productivity in Nigeria. 
Journal of Basic and Applied Research 
International. 2015;2(3):95-103. 
Available:https://www.academia.edu/33860
778/Trend_Analysis_of_Maize_Production
_and_Productivity_in_Nigeria_pdf 

44. Jacobs K, Sumner DA. The food balance 
sheets of the food and agriculture 
organization: A review of potential ways to 
broaden the appropriate uses of the 
data. Berkeley, CL: Department of 
Agricultural Economics, University of 
California; 2002. 

45. United Nations University, & World Health 
Organization. Human energy 
requirements: Report of a joint 
FAO/WHO/UNU expert consultation: 
Rome. Food & Agriculture Org. WHO. 
2001,2004;1. 
Available:http://www.fao.org/3/a-y5686e. 
pdf 

46. FAOSTAT. Food Agriculture and 
Organization (FAOSTAT); 2019.  
Available:http://www.fao.org/faostat/en/#da
ta/QC 

47. Dandekar.  Introduction, seminar on data 
and methodology for the study of growth 
rates in agriculture. India Journal of Agric. 
Econs. 1980;35(2):1-12. 

48. Chandran KP. Computation of compound 
annual growth rates in agriculture: 



 
 
 
 

Ikuemonisan and Akinbola; AJAEES, 39(3): 60-74, 2021; Article no.AJAEES.62102 
 
 

 
74 

 

revisited. Agricultural Economics Research 
Review. 2005;18(2):317-324.  

49. Sadiq MS, Singh IP, Karunakaran N. 
Supply response of cereal crop farmers to 
price and non-price factors in Rajasthan 
State of Nigeria, Journal of Agricultural 
Economics and Rural Development. 2017; 
3(2):203-210. 

50. Rambabu VS, Md F, Paul SRK. Estimating 
growth rates, decomposition analysis and 
instability of groundnut crop production in 
Andhra Pradesh. International Journal of 
Development Research. 2014;4(1):81-85. 

51. Deosthali V, Chandrehekhar MN. Rice: 
Region WISE GROWTH TRENDS in 
Maharashtra. Econ. & Political Weekly. 
2004;39(3):240-242. 

52. Ahmadi S, Mohammad T. Estimating 
growth rates and decomposition analysis 

of agricultural production in Iran (1970-
2000); 2008. 
DOI:10.3923/tae.2008.14.26 
Available:https://scialert.net/abstract/?doi=t
ae.2008.14.26 

53. Rehman FU, Saeed I, Salam A. Estimating 
growth rates and decomposition analysis 
of agriculture production in Pakistan: pre 
and post sap analysis. Sarhad Journal of 
Agriculture. 2011;27(1):125-131. 

54. Devi YL, Arivelarasan T, Kapngaihlian J.  
Pulses production in India: Trend and 
decomposition analysis. Economic Affairs. 
2017;62(3):1-4.  
DOI: 10.5958/0976-4666.2017.00054.7. 

55. Scott GJ, Rosegrant MW, Ringler C. 
Global projections for root and tuber crops 
to the year 2020. Food Policy. 2000;25(5): 
561-597. 

_________________________________________________________________________________ 
© 2021 Ikuemonisan; This is an Open Access article distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution License 
(http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0), which permits unrestricted use, distribution, and reproduction in any medium, 
provided the original work is properly cited. 

 
 

 
 

Peer-review history: 
The peer review history for this paper can be accessed here: 

http://www.sdiarticle4.com/review-history/62102 


