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Introduction

Namibia’s rangelands are complex social-ecological
systems (SES)'2 that provide livelihoods for 60-70%
of its population34, mainly through pastoralism.

* But: increasing land degradation & loss of grazing

* Risk of tipping points® (perennial grass cover loss,
shrub encroachment) & loss of SES functioning®’

* Long-term effectiveness of mitigation strategies
(e.g., income diversification, livestock management,
rangeland restoration measures) is not well known’

Research gap:

conditions® due to climate change, land use intensification { Wifidhoek
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* Better understanding of combined effects of social-ecological
drivers and shocks on rangeland SES and farmer’s livelihoods
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Agent-based simulation model® to explore long-term .
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