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ABSTRACT
West African rainfed agriculture is highly vulnerable to climate variability and change.
Global warming is projected to result in higher regional warming and have a strong
impact on agriculture. This study specifically examines the impact of global warming
levels (GWLs) of 1.5◦, 2◦ and 3 ◦C relative to 1971–2000 on crop suitability over
West Africa. We used 10 Coupled Model Intercomparison Project Phase5 Global
Climate Models (CMIP5 GCMs) downscaled by Coordinated Regional Downscaling
Experiment (CORDEX) Rossby Centre’s regional Atmospheric model version 4, RCA4,
to drive Ecocrop, a crop suitability model, for pearl millet, cassava, groundnut,
cowpea, maize and plantain. The results show Ecocrop simulated crop suitability spatial
representation with higher suitability, observed to the south of latitude 14◦N and lower
suitability to its north for 1971–2000 for all crops except for plantain (12◦N). The
model also simulates the best three planting months within the growing season from
September-August over the past climate. Projected changes in crop suitability under
the three GWLs 1.5–3.0 ◦C suggest a spatial suitability expansion for legume and cereal
crops, notably in the central southern Sahel zone; root and tuber and plantain in the
central Guinea-Savanna zone. In contrast, projected decreases in the crop suitability
index value are predicted to the south of 14◦N for cereals, root and tuber crops;
nevertheless, the areas remain suitable for the crops. A delay of between 1-3 months is
projected over the region during the plantingmonth under the threeGWLs for legumes,
pearl millet and plantain. A two month delay in planting is projected in the south,
notably over the Guinea and central Savanna zone with earlier planting of about three
months in the Savanna-Sahel zones. The effect of GWL2.0 and GWL3.0 warming in
comparison to GWL1.5 ◦C are more dramatic on cereals and root and tuber crops,
especially cassava. All the projected changes in simulated crop suitability in response
to climatic variables are statistically significant at 99% confidence level. There is also
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an increasing trend in the projected crop suitability change across the three warming
except for cowpea. This study has implications for improving the resilience of crop
production to climate changes, and more broadly, to food security in West Africa.

Subjects Environmental Impacts, Food, Water and Energy Nexus, Spatial and Geographic
Information Science
Keywords Global warming levels, 1.5, 2.0 & 3.0 ◦C, Crop suitability, Planting season, Ecocrop,
CORDEX, West Africa, Food security

INTRODUCTION
Rainfed agriculture is crucial to the economy and livelihood of the inhabitants of West
Africa (Omotosho & Abiodun, 2007; Roudier et al., 2011; Diasso & Abiodun, 2017). The
agricultural sector employs more than 65% of the active labour force in the region, with the
majority practising subsistence rain-fed farming (Benhin, 2008; Schlenker & Lobell, 2010;
Roudier et al., 2011). The sector is also responsible for 75% of Sub-Saharan Africa (SSA)
domestic trade (McCarthy et al., 2001; World Bank, 2013) and contributes significantly to
the economy via a Gross Domestic Product (GDP) of up to 20% (World Bank Report, 2009;
Schlenker & Lobell, 2010; Roudier et al., 2011). Like other regions of Africa, West Africa has
suffered devastating effects of change to from climate change impacts via rainfall variability
and droughts due to global warming in the last few decades (Sarr, 2012; Diasso & Abiodun,
2017). Thus, further warming over the region could worsen the current climatic stress on
agricultural production, the main source of livelihood of the inhabitants.

Global mean surface temperature has increased by approximately 1 ◦C above pre-
industrial levels and is likely to rise to 1.3–4.8 ◦C by 2081–2100 (IPCC, 2013; IPCC, 2018).
It is projected that the average temperature increase will be more intense in Africa than the
rest of the globe (Solomon et al., 2007; Sarr, 2012). For the West African region, observed
temperatures have increased between 0.2 and 0.8 since the end of 1970s a trend which
is stronger with minimum temperature and faster than global warming (Sarr, 2012).
This trend is significant and much higher than the global warming trend (Sarr, 2012).
Furthermore, other studies have revealed that an increase in global warming will result
in the deviation of the mean temperature from the historical variability leading to a new
climate regime over the continent, particularly West Africa (Hawkins & Sutton, 2012;Mora
et al., 2013). This deviation from historical variability was reaffirmed by a study byMora et
al. (2013) which went a step further to show that the mean temperature over West Africa
will move outside the bounds of historical variability in the next two decades earlier before
the global mean temperature thus making the region a hotspot from the impact of global
warming. In addition, a World Bank report revealed that 2–4 ◦C of warming poses a threat
to agriculture and food security in sub-Saharan Africa (World Bank, 2013). This projected
warming is expected to affect the agricultural sector by a reduction of up to 50% in crop
yield and 90% in revenue by the end of the century (IPCC, 2013;World Bank, 2013). Thus,
knowing what the projected impacts of 1.5–3 ◦C warming are above pre-industrial level
are on crop growth suitability over West Africa is of great importance.
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The United Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change (UNFCCC) Paris
Agreement aims to limit global average temperature rise to ‘well below 2 ◦C above
pre-industrial levels’ and to pursue efforts to limit it to 1.5 ◦C (UNFCCC, 2015) and the
scientific community has since explored methods to help achieve this goal (IPCC, 2018).
The signing of this Agreement was hinged on the submission of the Intended Nationally
Determined Contributions (INDC) documents by each member country stating their plan
for addressing climate change beyond 2020 by limiting the global mean temperature below
2 ◦C (Rogelj et al., 2016). The INDC document, now Nationally Determined Contribution
(NDC), after the Paris Agreement, addresses issues such as avoiding, adapting to, coping
with climate change challenge (Rogelj et al., 2016; Hof et al., 2017). Although, the aim of
the Paris Agreement as expressed in the NDCs is to limit global warming to 1.5 ◦C and
well below 2.0 ◦C, they are inadequate to do so. Furthermore, the trends in CO2 emissions
indicates an urgent decline in global emission is crucial to the possibility of reducing
warming below 2 ◦C (Luderer et al., 2013; Rogelj et al., 2013) while about two-third of the
available resource to keep warming to below 2 ◦C have already been emitted (Meinshausen
et al., 2009; IPCC, 2014). Thus, the NDCs would likely mean that global temperatures
may increase by 3 ◦C or more; below the necessary emission reduction consistent with
2 ◦C and 1.5 ◦C climate target (Rogelj et al., 2016; Hof et al., 2017). The impact of 1.5–2
◦C warming is projected to be more pronounced in regions with low adaptive capacity
and high exposure, such as West Africa (Mitchell et al., 2016; Rogelj et al., 2016; Schleussner
et al., 2016). For example, in a tropical region like West Africa, holding the temperature
increase below 1.5 ◦C has a positive impact of limiting local yield reduction in wheat and
maize (Schleussner et al., 2016). However, no previous studies have examined how the
impact of these three different global warming levels, 1.5, 2.0 & 3.0 ◦C suggested by the
Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC) tied to policy aspirations and goals,
will affect crop mean suitability growth and planting months within a growing season in
this region. In addition, no study has examined how the impact of the inability to meet the
NDC plan and the potential of reaching a projected temperature increase up to 3 ◦C (Mora
et al., 2013; Rogelj et al., 2016) will affect crop suitability and agriculture over West Africa.

Given the global level significance of this threshold, and its particularly high exposure,
the aim of this study is to examine the potential implications of the global warming levels
(GWLs) 1.5, 2.0 & 3.0 ◦C on crop suitability and month of planting in West Africa. Crop
suitability in this study is described as the appropriateness of an area of land based on the
growing threshold of a crop in relation to climatic condition, minimum andmeanmonthly
temperature and total monthly rainfall (FAO, 1976; Singh et al., 2018; Egbebiyi et al., 2019).
It refers to the spatial appropriateness distribution of the land area based on the growing
climatic suitability threshold of a crop over given time period.

We examined how the differences between GWL1.5, 2.0 & 3.0 ◦C could influence crop
growth suitability over West Africa to assess the benefit of limiting global warming. This
information is important for developing timely adaptation strategies to improve crop yield
and food security in the region. ‘Data and Methods’ describes the study area, the climate
variables and crop data; it also gives an overview of the crop suitability model, Ecocrop
used for the study. ‘Results’ describes Ecocrop suitability results for the historical climate,
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Figure 1 TheWest African Agro-Ecological Zones designated as Guinea, Savanna and Sahel respec-
tively. Map credit: Livestock in a Changing Landscape (2010). Copyright c©2010 Scientific Committee
on Problems of the Environment (SCOPE). Reproduced by permission of Island Press, Washington, D.C.

Full-size DOI: 10.7717/peerj.8851/fig-1

GWLs1.5, 2.0 & 3.0 ◦C and the difference between them. In ‘Discussion’, the results from
the study are discussed in relation to improving food security and adaptation strategies
over West Africa. The concluding remarks are given in ‘Summary and Conclusion’.

DATA AND METHODS
Study domain
The study area is West Africa, which has rainfed agriculture as its mainstay economy.
It ranges from latitude 2–20◦N and 20◦W to 20◦E (Fig. 1). The region is divided into
three agro-ecological zones, namely, Guinea (4–8◦N), Savanna (8–12◦N) and the Sahel
(12–20◦N) (FAO, 2005; Bourn, 2013). The temperature gradient over the region increases
to the north, while precipitation increases to the south in the region. The West Africa
Monsoon (WAM) is the major system influencing the rainfall pattern in West Africa
(Omotosho & Abiodun, 2007; Nicholson, 2013). The region provides a large amount of
agricultural resources. However, due to its variability in rainfall patterns and low adaptive
capacity, this region faces substantial risk from climate change (Williams, Crespo & Abu,
2018).
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Different parts of West Africa cultivate and grows different crops which contributes
to the economy of the region. Major crops grown in the region include yam, plantain,
banana, cassava, cocoa, rice, wheat, cowpea, groundnut, millet, maize, sorghum (Paeth,
Capo-Chichi & Endlicher, 2008; Jarvis et al., 2012; Nelson et al., 2014; Sultan & Gaetani,
2016). For example, yam production in the region constitutes about 91% of the global
production. In Sub-Saharan Africa, SSA, Cassava remains the most important staple food
crop in the region in terms of production due to its high resilience to drought (Jarvis et al.,
2012; Srivastava, Gaiser & Ewert, 2016; Sultan & Gaetani, 2016). Sorghum and millet also
account for about 64% of the cereal production in West Africa (FAOSTAT, 2014; Sultan
& Gaetani, 2016). Maize adjudged to be the most important staple food in SSA provides
about 20% of the calorie intake in the West African region (FAOSTAT, 2014; Sultan &
Gaetani, 2016). Cash crops such as cocoa, oil palm and other crops such as plantain also
contribute significantly to the region’s economy.

Data
Historical and future climate datasets
For this study, three data sets were used, namely observations of present-day climate and
the locations where crops are grown as observed from crop suitability model; Ecocrop
output; modelled simulations of present and projected crop suitability driven by observed
and projected climate data. The observation dataset was the 0.5◦ × 0.5◦ resolution monthly
precipitation and temperature gridded dataset for the period of 1901 to 2016 obtained
from the Climate Research Unit (CRU TS4.01, land only) University of East Anglia (Harris
et al., 2014). This was used to evaluate the available bias corrected Regional Climate
Models, RCMs forced by 10 Global Climate Models (GCMs) from the Coupled Model
Intercomparison Project Phase 5 (CMIP5) (Taylor, Stouffer & Meehl, 2012). The regional
climate simulation was obtained from the Swedish Meteorological and Hydrological
Institute, Linköping, Sweden—Rossby Centre’s regional atmosphericmodel (SMHI-RCA4,
hereafter RCA4) (Samuelsson et al., 2011). The modelled climate data were used as inputs
into the crop suitability model, Ecocrop (Hijmans et al., 2001). For this study, six crops
were studied—millet and maize (Cereals); cassava and plantain (Root and Tuber); cowpea
(Legume); and groundnut (Cash crop). These were selected based on their economic
importance in the region. The different data sets are defined in the sub-sections below.

Rainfall and Temperatures are important climate variables used in determining the
impacts of climate change at different scales (Cong & Brady, 2012;Mastrandrea et al., 2015)
and have a significant effect on crop yield (Abbate et al., 2004; Medori et al., 2012). While
rainfall affects crop production in relation to photosynthesis and leaf area, temperature
affect the length of the growing season (Olesen & Bindi, 2002; Cantelaube & Terres, 2005).
For this study, we used the bias-corrected mean monthly minimum temperature (tmin),
mean monthly temperature (tmean) and total monthly precipitation (prec). Data from
10 CMIP5 GCMs downscaled by RCA4 are used as input into crop suitability model
(see Table 1). We used Representative Concentration Pathways (RCP) with highest
CO2 concentration, RCP8.5 for the analysis to present the influence GWL1.5, GWL2.0, &
GWL3.0—on crop growth suitability overWest Africa. We used RCP8.5 because it matches
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Table 1 List of dynamically downscaled GCMs used in the study.

Modelling institution Institute ID Model name Resolution

Canadian centre for climate modelling and analysis CCCMA CanESM2 2.8◦ × 2.8◦

Centre National de Recherches Meteorolo-Giques/Centre
Europeen de Recherche et Formation Avanceesencalcul
scientifiqu

CNRMCERFACS CNRM-CM5 1.4◦ × 1.4◦

Commonwealth Scientific and Industrial Research
Organisation in collaboration with the Queensland Climate
Change Centre of Excellence

CSIRO-QCCCE CSIRO-Mk3.6.0 1.875◦ × 1.875◦

NOAA geophysical fluid dynamic laboratory NOAAGDFL GFDL_ESM2M 2.5◦ × 2.0◦

UKMet Office Hadley centre MOHC HadGEM2-ES 1.9◦ × 1.3◦

EC-EARTH consortium EC-EARTH ICHEC 1.25◦ × 1.25◦

Institut Pierre-Simon Laplace IPSL IPSL-CM5A-MR 1.25◦ × 1.25◦

Japan agency for Marine-Earth Science and Technology MIROC MIROC5 1.4◦ × 1.4◦

Max Planck institute for meteorology MPI MPI-ESM-LR 1.9◦ × 1.9◦

Norwegian climate centre NCC NorESM1-R 2.5◦ × 1.9◦

the current emission path in CO2 increase and covers the range of three temperatures over
the largest number of simulations ensemble members (Abiodun et al., 2019).

Ecocrop dataset
Ecocrop is an empirical model originally developed by Hijmans et al. (2001) from the
result of field experiments run across the world a database of crop thresholds based on the
FAO-Ecocrop database. It is designed on a monthly scale to project the suitability of a crop
in relation to the climate conditions over a geographical area, based on the crop growth
threshold dataset from the FAO-Ecocrop database (Hijmans et al., 2001; Ramirez-Villegas,
Jarvis & Läderach, 2013). The crop growth threshold varies with crop species, climatic and
geographical conditions. These crop thresholds describe the monthly suitability range
of plant species against total monthly rainfall (prec.), monthly minimum temperature
(tmin), mean temperature (tmean) and maximum temperature (tmax) over the length of
its growing season (Dixon, Gulliver & Gibbon, 2001). The computation of optimal to non-
optimal conditions based on this data, allows for the simulation of monthly crop suitability
in response to monthly climatic variables. Ecocrop computes the relative suitability of
a crop in response to climate variables such as total monthly rainfall (prec.), monthly
minimum temperature (tmin), mean temperature (tmean) and maximum temperature
(tmax) over the length of its growing season thus generating a suitability index score from 0
(unsuitable/non-optimal) to 1 (highly suitable/optimal), see Table 2 (Hijmans et al., 2001;
Ramirez-Villegas, Jarvis & Läderach, 2013). It is important to state here that the strength
of Ecocrop is in its ability to help understand the spatio-temporal distribution of crop
suitability over a large area for a long time period and for multiple crops which makes it
suitable for this study. Hence, we don’t expect the model to fit a specific crop over a specific
point in space or at field scale as compared to other crop models.

Ecocrop performs two different calculation using the two climate variables (temperature
and rainfall) to calculate the suitability of a crop based on the potential 12 months growing
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Table 2 A description of Ecocrop suitability index value used for the study (Adapted from Egbebiyi,
Crespo & Lennard, 2019).

Suitability index value Category/Description

0.0–0.2 Unsuitable
0.21–0.40 Very Marginally suitable
0.41–0.60 Marginally suitable
0.61–0.80 Suitable
0.81–1.00 Highly suitable

seasons of the year. This assumes the first month of the growing season for each month
(i) as described in Ramirez-Villegas, Jarvis & Läderach (2013). Temperature suitability is
calculated by comparing the crop parameters with the minimum and mean temperature
while the rainfall suitability calculation is done using the crop’s growing season total
rainfall. To compute the total suitability index, the suitability score of temperature (Tsuit)
and precipitation (Rsuit) which have been calculated separately (see Hijmans et al. (2011);
Hijmans et al. (2017)) for more information on the suitability computation) are then
multiplied together as shown below:

SUIT=Tsuit∗Rsuit.

Where—SUIT is the total crop suitability index.
Rsuit is the rainfall suitability score.
Tsuit is the Temperature suitability score.
A 12-month suitability index output is generated, with each month showing the most

suitable conditions for the crop. The description of the suitability index values follows that
used in Egbebiyi et al. (2019).

Ecocrop model can be used as a tool for climate and crop suitability assessments,
strategic spatial, seasonal and temporal planning for crop production. According to Jarvis
et al. (2012), the suitability rating of the model offers some relation to agricultural yield,
however this relationship is often difficult to capture (Ramirez-Villegas, Jarvis & Läderach,
2013). As a result, the model has been employed in the suitability projection of several crops
such as cassava (Jarvis et al., 2012; Egbebiyi et al., 2019; Egbebiyi, Crespo & Lennard, 2019),
sorghum (Ramirez-Villegas, Jarvis & Läderach, 2013; Kim et al., 2018; Egbebiyi, Crespo &
Lennard, 2019), yam (Egbebiyi et al., 2019; Remesh et al., 2019), maize and banana (Hunter
& Crespo, 2018), sugar cane (Abdallah, 2018; Abdallah & Jaafar, 2019) and other crops
(Beebe et al., 2011; Ramirez-Cabral, Kumar & Shabani, 2017; Egbebiyi et al., 2019).

However, we clearly acknowledge the numerous other environmental factors that
contribute to crop growth suitability namely climate, water, soil, farm management ad
typology, nutrients, pests and disease etc. However, the present study only focuses on the
impact of climate on crop suitability growth in response to climate variables, monthly
minimum and mean temperature and total monthly rainfall based on Ecocrop developed
by the Food and Agriculture Organization (FAO). Nevertheless, other factors such as soil
type, farm management can also influence crop suitability over the region but are not
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considered in the present study due to the model parameter which is a limitation of the
Ecocrop model.

Although we understand that those thresholds will vary depending on crop varieties or
location, the concept and the general validation of the thresholds makes it a suitable tool
to assess different crop’s suitability over large areas. Previous studies have reported a good
agreement between climate change impacts projections from Ecocrop model and other
crop models (Ramirez-Villegas, Jarvis & Läderach, 2013; Vermeulen et al., 2013; Challinor
et al., 2014; Rippke et al., 2016). It should be noted that this study did not undertake any
additional ground-truthing or calibration of the range of climate parameters preferred for
the crops, and therefore the default Ecocrop parameters were assumed to be suitable. We
therefore used this approach to evaluate crop suitability during the historical period and
under different GWLs.

Simulation approach
We calculated the time of reaching the 1.5, 2 and 3 ◦C temperature warming over West
Africa using RCP8.5 emission and a baseline period of 1971–2000. We calculated the year
of reaching 1.5, 2 and 3 ◦C of global warming under RCP8.5 using the method of Déqué et
al. (2017) and Nikulin et al. (2018). A thirty-year running average was used to calculate the
mid-year in which each global warming level (GWL) is reached relative to the pre-industrial
baseline period of 1861–1890. The timing of reaching 1.5, 2 and 3-degree is projected as
2025, 2038, 2048 respectively (Nikulin et al., 2018). All the extracted and downscaled
CMIP5 datasets by RCA4 were bias corrected with the observation based reference data
WATCH-Forcing-Data-ERA-Interim (WFDEI) dataset (Weedon et al., 2014). This is
crucial because regional climate models often deviate from the observed climatological
data hence the need for bias correction before the data is used for climate change impacts
assessment such as hydrological modelling and agricultural impact studies (Chen, Brissette
& Lucas-Picher, 2015; Vrac, Noël & Vautard, 2016; Famien et al., 2018). We evaluated the
bias corrected RCA4 historical data against the CRU dataset. The results showed that there
is a good agreement between observation dataset (CRU) and the bias corrected RCA4
monthly simulated past climate data for both temperature and precipitation over West
Africa. RCA4 bias-corrected output has a strong correlation (r ≥ 0.8 and r ≥ 0.6) with
the CRU datasets for temperature and total monthly rainfall datasets respectively. For
example, the model replicates the CRU north-south temperature gradient, concurring with
past studies (Gbobaniyi et al., 2014). RCA4 simulated total monthly rainfall realistically
captures the essential features namely, both the zonal pattern and meridional gradient
and the rainfall maxima over high topography (i.e., Cameroon Mountains and Guinean
Highlands) as observed in CRU. Agreeing with previous findings (Egbebiyi, 2016; Klutse
et al., 2016; Abiodun et al., 2017). The performance of RCA4 in simulating the essential
features of West African climate variables, temperature and rainfall, makes it suitable and
gives confidence in the use of the RCA4 for crop suitability simulation over the region.
Also, the use of Ecocrop was based on past finding by Egbebiyi et al. (2019) that there is
a good agreement between Ecocrop and MIRCA2000 data set, a global monthly gridded
data of annual harvested area around year 2000 (Portmann, Siebert & Döll, 2010) for the
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different crops. The study showed a strong spatial correlation (r > 0.7) for the examined
crops in this study between Ecocrop and MIRCA2000 simulation. This gives some level of
confidence in the use and performance of the Ecocrop simulation over the region.

The influence of the GWL1.5, 2.0 and 3.0 crop suitability and month of planting was
assessed based on the methodologies described in Ramirez-Villegas, Jarvis & Läderach
(2013). The resulting tmin, tmean and prec values from the 10 downscaled GCMs over
the 30-year window at the time of reaching the 1.5, 2 and 3 ◦C GWLs were calculated
and used as input data into Ecocrop model to compute the suitability index for each
crop across over West Africa. The results were then used to assess how each GWL will
impact crop suitability across the Agro-Ecological Zones (AEZs) of West Africa. After the
simulation, we computed the mean of the best three consecutive suitability index and best
three months of planting window within the growing season across each grid point over
the region for the historical and future analysis for the three GWL warming levels. This
was done to remove the influence of the unsuitable and marginally suitable months from
the averaged suitability spatial distribution within a growing season and varies for each
crop. The contour lines represent the regions with marginal to highly suitable mean crop
suitability over West Africa over the historical period.

Assessing the robustness of climate change
We assessed the robustness of the projected climate change via the three GWLs based on
two conditions. Firstly, at least 80% of the simulation must agree on the sign of change.
Secondly, at least 80% of the simulations must indicate that influence of climate change is
statistically significant, at 99% confidence level using a t test with regards to the baseline
period, 1971–2000.When these two conditions aremet then we consider the climate change
signal to be significant. Previous studies (Abiodun et al., 2019; Klutse et al., 2018; Maúre et
al., 2018; Nikulin et al., 2018) have all used the methods to test and indicate the robustness
of climate change signals. We also assess the trend of change in crop suitability and month
of planting at each global warming levels for each crop using Theil-Sen estimator or Sen’s
slope (Theil, 1950; Sen, 1968). The Theil-Sen slope estimator is non-parametric and applied
in the estimation of magnitude of trend. It is more robust such that it is less sensitive to
outliers in the time series as compared to standard linear regression trend (Wilcox, 2001).
Theil-Sen slope method can detect significant trends with changing rate than the linear
trend (Ohlson & Kim, 2015). Previous studies (Wilcox, 1998; Peng, Wang & Wang, 2008)
have used the method in calculating trends.

RESULTS
Simulated crop suitability in the historical climate over West Africa
RCA4 simulated crop suitability from observed climatology inputs (CRU-Ecocrop) shows
a decreasing mean suitability from south to north of West Africa (north-south suitability
gradient) (Figs. 2 and 3, column 1). The spatial suitability representation reveals unsuitable
or very marginal suitability to the north in the Sahel from latitude 14◦N with a low
Suitability Index Value (SIV) value between 0.0 and 0.4. and higher suitability to the
south in the Guinea-Savanna AEZ with a high SIV (0.6–1.0) sandwiched by an ash/silver
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Figure 2 The spatial distribution of crop suitability as simulated by Ecocrop overWest Africa for Hist.
(column 1) and (column 2–4) at different global warming levels (GWL1.5, GWL2.0, GWL3.0) under
RCP8.5 for cassava, cowpea and groundnut. The white areas along the coast do not have data. (0.0 > not
suitable > 0.2 > very marginal > 0.4 > marginal > 0.6 > suitable > 0.8 > highly suitable). The contour
lines represent crop suitability in the historical climate. The vertical strip (|) indicates where at least 80%
of the simulations agree on the sign of the changes, while horizontal strip (−) indicates where at least 80%
of the simulations agree that the projected change is statistically significant (at 99% confidence level). The
cross (+) shows where both conditions are satisfied; hence, the change is robust.

Full-size DOI: 10.7717/peerj.8851/fig-2

suitability line called the Marginal Suitability Line (MSL) with SIV between 0.41 and 0.59.
In general, MSL are observed around latitude 14◦N in the Sahel AEZ (northern Sahel)
for the simulation across the region except for the one observed around latitude 12◦N
boundary between the Sahel and Savanna AEZ. Ecocrop simulation of the crop types
examined, legumes (cowpea and groundnut), root and tuber (cassava and plantain) and
cereals (maize and pearl millet) are very suitable to the south of the MSL with no or low
suitability to the north. Along the coastal areas, legumes and root and tuber crops are
suitable along the south-west coast of Senegal to the south-west coast of Cameroon. For
cereals, pearl millet is suitable along the west coast of Senegal and from the south coast
Ivory Coast to the south coast of south-west coast of Cameroon while maize is suitable
from the south coast of Ivory Coast to the south-west coast of Nigeria.

Ecocrop was also used in simulating the best planting months (PM) from range of
month in a planting window within the Length of Growing Season (LGS) over West Africa
for the historical climate (Figs. 4 and 5, column 1). LGS provides information on the start
and end of growing season and can also assist in the simulation process of identifying

Egbebiyi et al. (2020), PeerJ, DOI 10.7717/peerj.8851 10/34

https://peerj.com
https://doi.org/10.7717/peerj.8851/fig-2
http://dx.doi.org/10.7717/peerj.8851


Figure 3 Spatial distribution of crop suitability overWest Africa as simulated by Ecocrop for Hist.
(column 1) and column (2–4) at different global warming levels (GWL1.5, GWL2.0, GWL3.0) under
RCP8.5 scenario for maize, pearl millet and plantain. The white areas along the coast have no data. (0.0
> not suitable > 0.2 > very marginal > 0.4 > marginal > 0.6 > suitable > 0.8 > highly suitable). The
contour lines represent crop suitability in the historical climate. The vertical strip (|) indicates where at
least 80% of the simulations agree on the sign of the changes, while horizontal strip (−) indicates where at
least 80% of the simulations agree that the projected change is statistically significant (at 99% confidence
level). The cross (+) shows where both conditions are satisfied; hence, the change is robust.

Full-size DOI: 10.7717/peerj.8851/fig-3

the best PM within a possible planting window in a growing season over given location.
The simulated planting month represent the first month of the best three months of the
planting window and varies with crop types across the three AEZs of the region i.e., a
simulation of April means April–June is the three best PM. For the legumes, our simulation
shows January–July as the planting windows for legume crops, cowpea and groundnut
over the region, but Jan (Jan–Mar) and Feb (Feb–April) as the three-best PM for cowpea
and groundnut respectively for large part of the region in the central Guinea and Savanna
AEZs except over Sierra Leone, Liberia and south coast of Nigeria. The month of Feb.
(Feb–April) was simulated as the best three-month planting period in western and eastern
Savanna-Sahel AEZs for cowpea while it was Mar. (March–May) over the same area and
period for groundnut. Along the coastal areas, July is simulated as the PM along the
southwest coast of southern Sierra Leone to Liberia and the south coast of Nigeria and
April along the southwest coast of northern Sierra Leone. For Groundnut April, is PM
along the west coast of Guinea, May along the west coast of Sierra Leone and northern
Liberia. August and March at south coast of Liberia and Nigeria respectively. The months
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Figure 4 Spatial distribution of the best three planting months as simulated by Ecocrop overWest
Africa for Hist. (column 1) and (column 2–4) at different global warming levels (GWL1.5, GWL2.0,
GWL3.0) under RCP8.5 for cassava, cowpea and groundnut. The colour in the historical month
represents the first month of the best three consecutive months (e.g., a simulated planting month showing
September means September–November planting period). The green and brown colour shows projected
delay and early shift in the planting month from the historical climate. The vertical strip (|) indicates
where at least 80% of the simulations agree on the sign of the changes, while the horizontal strip (−)
indicates where at least 80% of the simulations agree that the projected change is statistically significant
(at 99% confidence level). The cross (+) shows where both conditions are satisfied; hence, the change is
robust.

Full-size DOI: 10.7717/peerj.8851/fig-4

of December and January are the PMs along the south coast of Ivory Coast to Ghana for
cowpea and groundnut respectively.

Root and tuber crops; plantain is an annual crop that can be planted in any month of the
year (Figs. 4 and 5, column 1). The simulated PM is an overlay of the simulation of other
months in the year as the crop may be planted in the suitable zones, Guinea and Savanna at
any month/period of the year. For cassava, our simulation shows March (March–May) as
the best PM generally over the region (Guinea-Savanna AEZs) except along the south-east
coast of Ivory Coast to Ghana with PM in August, northern Guinea to Gambia and south
east Senegal as well as the boundary of Benin Republic to north west Nigeria with PM
in April. Our simulation for cereals shows February as PM for millet in the Guinea and
March, April in the Savanna and Sahel AEZs respectively although there are exceptions. For
example, in the central Savanna, from northern Benin Republic to north-western Nigeria,
pearl millet PM is April while in the north-eastern Nigeria in the Sahel it isMarch compared
to April in the Sahel zone. However, pearl millet PM is April in the western Sahel along
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Figure 5 Spatial distribution of the best three planting months as simulated by Ecocrop overWest
Africa for Hist. (column 1) and (column 2–4) at different global warming levels (GWL1.5, GWL2.0,
GWL3.0) under RCP8.5 for maize, pearl millet and plantain. The colour in the historical month
represents the first month of the best three consecutive months (e.g., a simulated planting month showing
September means September–November planting period). The green and brown colour shows projected
delay and early shift in the planting month from the historical climate. The vertical strip (|) indicates
where at least 80% of the simulations agree on the sign of the changes, while the horizontal strip (−)
indicates where at least 80% of the simulations agree that the projected change is statistically significant
(at 99% confidence level). The cross (+) shows where both conditions are satisfied; hence, the change is
robust.

Full-size DOI: 10.7717/peerj.8851/fig-5

the south-west coast of Senegal, June along the west coast of Guinea and January along the
south coast of Ivory Coast to the south-west coast of Nigeria. Maize PM is simulated to be
in May (May–July) in the Guinea and southern Savanna zone of West Africa while it is in
December (December–February) in the northern Savanna into the Sahel zone.

These evaluation simulations (RCA4-Ecocrop) captures the observed variation in
suitability distribution over a large-scale area for the different crops across the three AEZs
of West Africa in the present-day climate when compared to MIRCA2000 gridded global
datasets. This serves as a baseline for evaluating the changes in crop suitability under global
warming levels of 1.5 to 3 ◦C over the region. The model also captures the growing season
of crops over the region which varies with different months of the year.

Egbebiyi et al. (2020), PeerJ, DOI 10.7717/peerj.8851 13/34

https://peerj.com
https://doi.org/10.7717/peerj.8851/fig-5
http://dx.doi.org/10.7717/peerj.8851


Projected changes in crop suitability under different GWLs 1.5, 2.0.
3.0 over West Africa
At all warming levels, Ecocrop projects a similar spatial suitability distribution pattern in
crop suitability overWest Africa (Fig.2, column 1). For instance, projected spatial suitability
distribution under the three warming levels show a similar pattern of decreasing suitability
index value (SIV) from south to north over West Africa with high and low suitability to
south and north respectively. For all the GWLs, there is no projected latitudinal shift from
14◦N (north of the Sahel AEZ) and 12◦N (north of the Savanna AEZ) in the marginal
suitability area as observed in the historical climate. The projected spatial suitability
distribution under all the GWLs show higher SIV (0.6–1.0) remains in the Guinea-Savanna
zone which is to the south of the marginal suitability while low SIV (0.0–0.4) are to the
north of the MSL as observed in the historical climate. Similarly, projected suitability
pattern remains similar along the coastal areas under the three global warming levels as for
the historical climate.

Ecocrop projected change in crop suitability vary for different crop types at all warming
levels. However, the magnitude of the projected change varies over the region and increase
with increasing GWLs (Figs. 2 and 3, column 2 and Table 3). The change in SIV means an
increase or decrease in the suitability index value of crop of oneAEZ andGWL. For example,
a 0.1 SIV increase for a crop with SIV 0.4 (in the past climates) under GWL2.0 means an
increase in SIV 0.5 and a change from very marginal suitable area to being marginally
suitable under GWL2.0. At GWL1.5 (Figs. 2 and 3, column 2 and Table 3), For legume
crops, cowpea and groundnut, projected suitability change is over the central Savanna AEZ
(from the northeast Ivory Coast to northeast Nigeria) extending to the southern Sahel
with a magnitude increase of 0.1 except over the south-western area of Chad Republic,
which is east of southern Sahel. The projected change shows the suitability of legumes from
very marginal to being marginally suitable in the southern Sahel. Generally, no change in
suitability is projected over the Guinea AEZ and over the western and eastern Savanna
except in the coastal areas. No change in crop suitability is also projected north of 14◦N
under GWL1.5. However, some areas with pockets of projected suitability decrease (SIV=
−0.1 under GWL1.5) are observed in the southern part of Nigeria and south-western part
of Sierra Leone for cowpea. Along the coastal area projected decrease in crop suitability
is projected along the south-west coast of Sierra Leone and the south coast of Nigeria
for cowpea and groundnut respectively. For cereals, maize and pearl millet, a projected
increase about 0.2 in SIV is expected in the central Sahel under GWL1.5 for pearl millet and
0.1 SIV increase over the Sahel for maize around 12–14◦N and central Savanna. However,
despite the projected crop suitability increases in the Sahel, the cereal crops will only be
marginally suitable for cultivation except over the Savanna AEZ. Also, pockets of crop
suitability increase are projected in north eastern part of Nigeria, south of Burkina Faso
in central Savanna and along the south coast of Ivory Coast in the Guinea for maize. In
contrast, south of 14◦N no change in suitability under GWL1.5 is projected, but with some
exceptions along the coastal areas of Guinea and Nigeria in Savanna and Guinea AEZs.
Over the coastal areas, decreases in crop suitability about -0.2 are projected in the south
coast of Nigeria and along the west coast of Guinea and Sierra Leone. A decrease of similar
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Table 3 Projected changes in crop suitability overWest African AEZs at different global warming levels.

Crops GWL1.5 GWL2.0 GWL3.0

Guinea Savanna Sahel Guinea Savanna Sahel Guinea Savanna Sahel

Cassava No change
remains
suitable

No
change,
remains
suitable

No
change,
very
marginally
suitable

A 0.1 SIV
decrease,
remains
suitable

A 0.1 SIV
decrease,
still suit-
able

A 0.1 SIV
decrease
becomes
unsuitable

A 0.2 SIV
decrease
but still
suitable

A 0.2 SIV
decrease
but still
suitable

Above 0.2
SIV de-
crease be-
comes un-
suitable

Cowpea No
change,
highly
suitable

A 0.1 SIV
increase,
highly
suitable

A 0.1 SIV
increase in
the south-
ern Sahel,
marginally
suitable

No
change,
highly
suitable

Same as
GWL1.5

Same as
GWL1.5

No change
in suitabil-
ity

Same as in
GWL1.5

Same as in
GWL1.5

Groundnut No change
in suitabil-
ity

No change
in suitabil-
ity

Same as
Cowpea

Same as in
GWL1.5

Same as
GWL1.5

Same as
GWL1.5

Same as in
GWL1.5

Same as
GWL1.5

Same as
GWL1.5

Maize Very suit-
able except
the coastal
areas of
Nige-
ria and
Liberia

Very suit-
able ex-
cept Sierra
Leone and
west coast
of Guinea

A 0.1 SIV
increase
now suit-
able in the
south Sa-
hel

Same as in
GWL1.5

About 0.1
SIV de-
crease but
still suit-
able

Same as
GWL1.5

No change
in suitabil-
ity

About 0.2
decrease
in SIV but
still suit-
able

Same as
GWL1.5

Pearl millet Very suit-
able except
the south
coast of
Nigeria

No change
in SIV

No change
but about
0.1 SIV in-
crease in
central Sa-
hel

No change
with about
0.1 SIV
decrease
east
Guinea

About 0.1
decrease
in SIV but
still suit-
able

Same as
GWL1.5

Same as
GWL2.0

About 0.2
decrease
in SIV but
still suit-
able

A 0.2 SIV
decrease
& increase
in west-
ern and
central Sa-
hel respec-
tively

Plantain A 0.1 SIV
decrease
but still
suitable

A 0.2 SIV
increase,
now suit-
able in the
savanna
zone

No change
in suit-
ability re-
mains un-
suitable

Same as
GWL1.5

Same as
GWL1.5

Remains
Unsuitable

A 0.1 SIV
decrease
but still
suitable

Same as
GWL1.5

Remains
unsuitable

magnitude is also projected in the north east boundary of Nigeria and Cameroon and in the
central and north-western parts Nigeria in the Guinea and Savanna AEZ respectively for
both crops. Under GWL1.5, for root and tubers, suitability increases about 0.1 is projected
over the central Savanna while a similar magnitude decrease is projected west and eastern
Savanna for cassava. Plantain is projected to decrease in suitability (about −0.1) in the
Guinea zone except along the southeast boundary between Nigeria and Cameroon with a
projected suitability increases about 0.2 as in the central Savanna. The projected change in
crop suitability under GWL1.5 is robust, in that at least 80% of the simulation agree with
sign of change and that the projected change in suitability are statistically significant (at
99% confidence level) for all the crop types.
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Under GWL2.0, the impact of the warming on crop suitability shows a similar spatial
suitability pattern as GWL1.5 over West Africa, but with an intensification of GWL1.5
effect across the different crop types over the region (Figs. 2 and 3, column 3 and Table
3). The intensity of change at GWL2.0 warming in comparison to GWL1.5 are most
drastic on cereals and root and tuber crops compared to the legumes both in magnitude
of change and projected spatial suitability distribution. The meridional (N-S) movement
via projected increase (expansion) and decrease (contraction) in magnitude and spatial
suitability distribution at different GWLs shows contraction is mainly to the south (around
14◦N,marginal suitability line from the historical climate and 0.4 contour line, 0.4marginal
suitability line) and expansion to the north of the root and tuber and cereal crops except
maize. As seen from Fig. 2, cassava remains the most impacted crop in the region as a delta
0.5 ◦C temperature further reduces areas suitable for cultivation of the crop over West
Africa. A reduction in suitable areas are also projected for groundnut and maize south
of 14◦N although majorly with maize and in the eastern Sahel for cowpea in the south
western area of Chad. On the other hand, the 2 ◦C warming may also lead to an expansion
in suitability over the region. A projected spatial increase through an expansion of suitable
areas for crop types except cassava is expected at GWL2.0. The projected suitability increase
has a similar spatial pattern as GWL1.5 but with an increased magnitude of change in the
suitability index value. All the projected change at GWL2.0 is robust (i.e., statistically
significant at 99% confidence level and 80% of the model agree with the sign of suitability
change). The increase in the reduction of suitable areas over the regions, notably with
cereals and root and tuber crops at GWL2.0 suggests keeping global warming to 1.5 ◦C
may limit decrease in projected SIV and spatial suitability of the affected area within the
natural variability of the reference/historical climate.

The impact of the increase in global warming beyondGWL1.5 and GWL2.0, will bemore
drastic on cereals and root and tubers with GWL3.0 over West Africa (Fig. 5, column 4,
see also Table 3). Under GWL3.0, the spatial suitability distribution over the region shows
a similar spatial suitability distribution pattern over the region as the historical climate
with higher suitability to the south of MSL around latitude 14◦N and low suitability to the
north of the region. Projected change in SIV and suitable areas show an increase in the
intensity of change with increased warming compared to GWL1.5 and GWL2.0 especially
the cereal and root tuber crops. For example, projected decrease of 0.1 and up to 0.3 of
SIV is projected for cassava along the coastal areas and further inland respectively across
the three AEZs. The projected SIV decrease for cassava under GWL3.0 will result in a
decrease in suitable areas from the northern Savanna to south of the Sahel around 14◦N
zone except the coastal area in Savanna. The projected decrease in crop suitability over
these areas shows the northern Sahel and southern Savanna will become unsuitable and
marginally suitable respectively, for the cultivation of cassava under GWL3.0 except in
the southern Savanna and Guinea zone compared to the historical period thus showing
a constraint in growing the crop only in the southern area of the region. Plantain will
also experience decreases up to 0.3 SIV over the Guinea zone and along the western area
of the Savanna however, the crop remains suitable over the area. On the other hand, an
increase in SIV above 0.2 is expected from the western to eastern Savanna except over
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the north-central area of Nigeria. The projected SIV increase also means an increase in
the suitable area for the cultivation of plantain with increased suitability from marginally
suitable to being suitable. This projected expansion in suitable areas for plantain thus
provide an opportunity of more area for cultivation of the crop. As seen in Fig. 3 and
described in Table 1, both maize and pearl millet under GWL3.0 remains suitable over the
Guinea and Savanna zone despite the projected decrease in SIV. However, the good news
is the spatial increase in suitable area for the crop in central Sahel as compared to being
marginally suitable in the past climate, thus expanding northward in suitable areas which
may be improve the production of the crop. There are not much changes in the SIV and
suitable areas for the cultivation of legume crop, cowpea and groundnut under GWL3.0.

Conversely under GWL3.0, projected decrease in SIV due to an increased warming will
lead to a further decrease in crop suitability of most suitable areas in the past climate. This
is particularly expected over the Guinea and Savanna zones for roots and tuber and cereal
crop types due to a decrease in magnitude of SIV and spatial contraction in suitable areas
of these crop types. Also, it is what stating that the projected changes under GWL2.0 and
GWL3.0 are robust (i.e., are statistically significant at 99% confidence level) for all the crop
types. In addition, as mentioned with GWL impact warming above, a projected spatial crop
suitability change may not change the crop’s suitability spatial distribution status (e.g.,
from unsuitable to suitable or may remain marginal or highly suitable) due to an increase
warming over West Africa. For example, despite the projected decrease in suitability index
magnitude for cassava across West Africa, the crop will remain very suitable south of 14◦N
under GWL2.0 and GWL3.0 warming over the region. On the other hand, despite the
projected increase in suitability for groundnut, cowpea and maize north of 14N over west
Africa, these crops still retain the unsuitable to marginally suitable characteristics in the
Sahel zone.

Impact of different GWLs on crop planting period/month over West
Africa suitability
At all global warming levels, Ecocrop projected change in the planting period/month varies
for different crop types across the different AEZs of West Africa (Figs. 4 and 5, column
2–4 and Table 4). The increased warming resulted in early or late/delay in PM for different
crops and increases in magnitude with increasing warming level. It is worth stating that the
change in PM describe a change in the best three planting months under the three GWLs.
For example, under GWL1.5 no change in PM is projected for legume crops except over the
Sahel (around 13◦N) and along the coastal area (Fig. 4, column 2–4, Table 2). A one-month
delay in the PM (Feb to March) is projected in the Sahel for both Cowpea and Groundnut
as compared to the past climate. Along the coastal area, about two-month delay in the
PM is projected along the south-west coast from Sierra-Leone to Liberia and up to 3–4
months extending to the south coast of Ivory Coast for Cowpea. A similar magnitude of
delay in PM as Cowpea is projected for Groundnut along the south-west coast from Sierra
Leone to Liberia except in the north-east of Sierra Leone. Under GWL1.5, early planting
of about one-month PM (i.e., from February to January) is projected in the south-east of
Nigeria for Cowpea as compared to the past climate while Groundnut, a similar one-month
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Table 4 Projected changes in time of planting (crop planting months) overWest African AEZs at different global warming levels.

Crops GWL1.5 GWL2.0 GWL3.0

Guinea Savanna Sahel Guinea Savanna Sahel Guinea Savanna Sahel

Cassava Delayed
planting
for two
months

Early
planting
by four
months

One delay
in south-
ern Sahel
zone

Same as
GWL1.5

Same as
GWL1.5
but for
more area

No plant-
ing, date

Same as
GWL1.5

Same as
GWL1.5

No plant-
ing date

Cowpea One
month
delayed
planting

No change
in planting
date

No change
in planting
date

Same as
GWL1.5

Same as
GWL1.5

No change
in planting
date

Same as
GWL1.5

Same as
GWL1.5

No change
in planting
date

Groundnut On month
delayed
planting

No change
in planting
date

No change
in planting
date

Same as
GWL1.5

Same as
GWL1.5

No change
in planting
date

Same as
GWL1.5

Same as
GWL1.5

No change
in planting
date

Maize Three
months
delayed
planting

Four
months
early &
delay
planting
in east &
west re-
spectively

No change
in planting
date

Same as
GWL1.5

Same as
GWL1.5

No change
in planting
date

Same as
GWL1.5

Same as
GWL1.5

No change
in planting
date

Pearl millet One
month
delayed
planting

Two
months
delayed
planting

Two
months
delayed
planting

Same as
GWL1.5

Same as
GWL1.5

Same as
GWL1.5

Same as
GWL1.5

Same as
GWL1.5

Same as
GWL1.5

Plantain No change
in planting
date

No change
in planting
date

No change
in planting
date

No change
in planting
date

No change
in planting
date

No change
in planting
date

No change
in planting
date

No change
in planting
date

No change
in planting
date

early planting (February-January) is projected in the north-east of Sierra Leone. Also, a
two-month early planting along the south coast of Nigeria is predicted under GWL1.5 (i.e.,
February to December of the preceding year). This means there is a shift in the PM from
February-April in the past climate into December-February under GWL1.5.

For cereal crops (Fig. 5, column 2–4, Table 4), a general delay in the PM is projected
across under GWL1.5 except over Sierra Leone and its boundary south-east boundary with
Liberia and north-east boundary with Guinea as well as the central Guinea-Savanna zone
in Nigeria except the south coast for millet and in the western and eastern Savanna for
maize. Projected delays in the PM for millet is about two months across the region and
may be about four months in the central Sahel zone, south of Sierra Leone and south coast
of Nigeria under GWL1.5. Delay about two months in the PM is projected for maize from
Ivory Coast to central Cameroon in the Guinea zone, while the delay in PM is projected
to be above four months from the central part of Nigeria extending to its boundary in the
north with the Niger Republic in the central Savanna-Sahel AEZ and in the south of Chad
Republic in the south-eastern Sahel. Conversely, under GWL1.5, an early planting about
3–4 months (i.e., from December during the past climate to August) is projected from the
east of Guinea extending to western Nigeria in the Savanna-Sahel AEZs and along the north
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boundary of Cameroon and South of Chad Republic in the eastern part of the Savanna
AEZs for maize. For Millet, early planting about 1–2 months (from February to December)
is projected in the Savanna zone from Sierra Leone and its boundary south-east boundary
with Liberia and north-east boundary with Guinea and from the south to north-central
part of Nigeria in central Guinea-Savanna zone except the south coast in the coastal area.

Projected changes in root and tuber crops follow a similar pattern under the three
GWLs although with different magnitudes at different warming level and crop (Figs. 4
and 5, column 2–4, Table 4). For example, about 2 months delay in planting of cassava
in the Guinea zone and the western Savanna zone under the three global warming levels.
The projected change means a change in the planting date of cassava from March to May
along the west coast of Guinea (western Savanna) to the south-west coast of Liberia and
from the south coast of Nigeria to the southern Cameroon (Guinea zone). Along coastal
areas, the projected change in PM is from June to August from the south coast of Ivory
Coast to Ghana in the Guinea Zone. Additionally, under GWL1.5 a delay in PM of similar
magnitude is predicted in the north-east Nigeria, along the south-west coast from Senegal
to Guinea and from the south-east Mali to the central region of Burkina Faso in the Sahel.
On the other hand, an early planting is projected for cassava in the central Savanna zone
from the south east Mali to the south of Chad Republic in the eastern Savanna zone except
in the north-east Nigeria in the eastern Savanna under GWL1.5. The projected change in
PM is about 4 months earlier (April to December), compared to the past climate in the
Savanna zone. For plantain, no change in PM is projected under GWL1.5. The no change
in the month of planting may be linked to it be an annual crop which can be planted at
any month in the year.

AtGWL2.0, projected change in cropPMshowa similar spatial characteristic in projected
crop PM change across the three AEZs and crop types as simulated under GWL1.5 except
with few discrepancies in some areas or crop types (Figs. 4 and 5, column 3, Table 4).
Legume crops projected change in PM under GWL2.0 show similar spatial pattern for both
delay and early in PM across the region as GWL1.5 except for Groundnut in the south
coast of Nigeria. An additional 0.5 ◦C of warming is projected to potentially lead to an
early planting of Groundnut in south coast of Nigeria about 2-3 months, PM December,
under GWL2.0 compared to the PM in February in past climate i.e., a change in PM from
February to December of the preceding year. For cereals, projected change in PM similar
spatial pattern for both maize and pearl millet under GWL2.0 as projected under GWL1.5
except for an increase in magnitude in the projected PM in the central Sahel under GWL2.0
for Pearl millet. A 2-month late/delayed planting is projected in southern Niger Republic in
the central Sahel zone under GWL2.0. The projected delay means a change in the PM from
April (April–June) in the past climate to June (June–August) under GWL2.0 as compared
to the one-month delay under GWL1.5 over the area. This suggests limiting the global
warming to 1.5 ◦C may help maintain the in planting and cultivating period over this area
within the natural variability of the reference climate. Projected PM under GWL2.0 shows
a delay about 1-2months to the south in the Guinea zone and along the west coast from
Guinea to south coast of Nigeria for cassava. An early planting of the crop is projected in
the north from the southern Senegal in western Sahel Zone to the south of Chad Republic
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in the eastern Savanna zone. The projected change in PM is about 4 months early (April
to December) compared to the past climate in the Savanna zone. Under GWL2.0, no
projected change is predicted for Plantain as stated under GWL1.5. All the above projected
changes in PM under GWL2.0 are robust for all the crop types.

The projected change in planting month under GWL3.0 show a similar spatial
characteristic as that of GWL1.5 and GWL2.0 except for pearl millet over the Sahel
zone (Figs. 4 and 5 column 4, Table 4). The increase in warming do not really influence
the month of planting under GWL3.0 differently from other warming levels. The main
difference in PM under GWL3.0 compared to other GWL1.5 & 2.0 is observed in central
Sahel zone for cereal crop, pearl millet. It is projected that Pearl millet is projected will
experience a delayed planting about four months compared to the historical climate.

The effect of GWL2 & 3 warming in comparison to GWL1.5 are more drastic on millet
and plantain. This is so because the major meridional (N-S) movement via expansion and
contraction in suitability due to the increased warming are more observed with the two
crops but more with millet. Cassava remains to be the most impacted crops in the region
as a 2 ◦C temperature warming leads to more contracted area in the cultivation of the crop
over West Africa. A reduction in suitable areas are also projected for groundnut and maize
south of 14◦N althoughmajorly withmaize and in the eastern Sahel for cowpea in the south
western area of Chad. On the other hand, the 2 ◦C warming may also lead to an expansion
in suitability over the region. An intensification of a projected meridional expansion of
suitable areas for cowpea, groundnut, maize, millet and plantain in comparison to the
1.5 ◦C warming are expected coupled with a zonal expansion (E-W spatial movement) in
suitability are projected in the Sahel. In addition, as mentioned in the 1.5-degree impact
warming above, a projected spatial suitability change may not change the crop suitability
spatial distribution status (e.g., from unsuitable to suitable or may remain marginal or
highly suitable) due to an increase warming over West Africa. For example, despite the
projected decrease in suitability index magnitude for cassava across West Africa, the crop
will remain very suitable south of 14◦N under GWL2.0 and GWL3.0 warming over the
region. On the other hand, despite the projected increase in suitability for groundnut,
cowpea and maize north of 14N over West Africa, these crops still retain the unsuitable to
marginally suitable characteristics in the Sahel zone.

Trends in projected change in crop suitability and month of planting
under different warming levels
We use the Theil-Sen estimator to assess the trends in crops suitability growth for each
across the three warming levels over West Africa (Table 5). The trend describes the rate of
increase and decrease of the suitable area and SIV with increasing global warming levels.
In general, the trends are all positive and the number represents the magnitude of the
trend between the projected change in suitability and past climate. Our result shows that
there is an increasing trend in crop suitability with increasing warming levels across all
the crop types except legumes. Cassava has the highest trend values with an increasing
trend value above 0.100 between GWL2.0 and GWL3.0 compared to the 0.028 for GWL2.0
and GWL1.5. The increase in trend value of cassava shows how the crop has been greatly
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Table 5 Trends in projected changes of crop suitability overWest Africa at different warming levels:
GWL1.5, GWL2.0, GWL3.0.

Crop GWL1.5 GWL2.0 GWL3.0

Cassava 1.026 1.054 1.157
Cowpea 1.000 1.000 1.000
Groundnut 1.000 1.000 1.004
Maize 1.005 1.011 1.036
Pearl millet 1.006 1.012 1.027
Plantain 1.000 1.008 1.042

Table 6 Trends in projected changes of planting month overWest Africa at different warming levels:
GWL1.5, GWL2.0, GWL3.0.

Crop GWL1.5 GWL2.0 GWL3.0

Cassava 1.000 1.000 1.000
Cowpea 1.000 1.000 1.000
Groundnut 1.000 1.000 1.000
Maize 1.000 1.000 1.000
Pearl millet 1.000 1.000 1.000
Plantain 1.000 1.000 1.000

affected by the increasing warming especially under GWL3.0 compared to other crops
which has resulted in the loss of suitable areas in cultivating the cassava over the northern
Savanna zone to the southern Sahel zone of West Africa. In general, our finding shows the
trend value for each crop with each global warming level are almost three-four times the
trend value between GWL1.5 and GWL3.0 except cowpea while is farfetched from that
projected trend value for GWL1.5 and GWL2.0 is about an average 0.05 except for cassava
with almost 0.03 trend increase. This result further confirms the reason we need to strive to
ensure we limit global warming to 1.5 ◦C and to call our scientist and policymakers to the
devastating impact of warming of 3 ◦C on the different crops when compared to GWL2.0.
This is in line with Rogelj et al. (2013) that although the NDCs leads to significant reduction
in emission, however their impact is below the necessary emission reduction consistent
with 2 ◦C and 1.5 ◦C climate target. For the Legume crops, there was no change in trend
for cowpea and groundnut for all the warmings levels and from GWL1.5 to GWL2.0
respectively while an increasing trend of change in Groundnut is expected with a delta 1.5
◦C or a warming beyond GWL2.0, GWL 3.0 over West Africa. On the other hand, there
was no trend observed between the month of planting and all warming levels as the trend
value shows 1.0 for all the crops and across the three warming levels (see Table 6).

DISCUSSION
Sensitivity of different crop types to different global warming levels
in West Africa
The crops examined in this study do not respond homogeneously to global warming. Of the
three crops types, root and tubers are most negatively impacted in comparison to cereals
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and legumes. Root and tuber crops (cassava and plantain) are one of the six most important
food crops in the world and cassava is an important staple crop in West Africa (Jarvis et
al., 2012; Sultan & Gaetani, 2016). From our findings, spatial contraction and decrease in
SIV suitability are projected for both plantain and cassava, in the Guinea and Savanna
AEZs under GWL1.5 and GWL2.0. However, under GWL3.0 cassava will no longer be
suitable for cultivation in the southern Sahel and to the north of the Savanna zone (between
10–14◦N). This may be detrimental for food security and trade as cassava is one of the most
important cultivated crops in the region as it can be processed into different product being
consumed by the inhabitants of the region (Thiele et al., 2017). In contrast to root and
tubers, a spatial expansion into the Sahel AEZ and increased suitability is projected for the
legumes (groundnut and cowpea) under the three global warming levels. This may result
in increased yield for crops like groundnut which agree with previous findings (Sultan
& Gaetani, 2016; Parkes et al., 2018). For the cereal crops (millet and maize), sensitivity
to global warming level results in more northward expansion, but with a corresponding
spatial contraction for both crops under GWL1.5 and 2.0. An increased intensity in the
spatial contraction and loss of suitable areas for the cultivation of the crop is expected
under GWL3.0. The spatial expansion northward may be as a result of a projected wetter
Sahel (Nicholson, 2013). The projected change in PM of maize corresponds to the main
rainy season in the Savanna-Sahel zone. This might be linked to the projected increase in
suitability of maize in this zone.

An additional 0.5 ◦C (GWL2.0–GWL1.5) and 1.5 ◦C (GWL3.0–GWL1.5) warming- leads
to both spatial expansions and contractions of suitability in specific regions and influence
the time of planting, early and delay planting over West Africa. The projected change due
to the impact of additional 0.5 ◦C and 1.5 ◦C warming comes with both opportunities
and constraints for different crops across the AEZs of the region. Over the Sahel, it will
likely become wetter with increasing greenhouse gas emissions (Nicholson, 2013; Sylla et al.,
2013) resulting in the northward expansion of crops into the Sahel. There is also a projected
increase in the length of the rainy season (LRS) over the Guinea and Savanna zones (Kumi
& Abiodun, 2018). This may be responsible for the sustained levels of suitability despite
the projected spatial contraction (decrease in suitability) under GWL1.5 and 2.0 but not at
GWL 3.0 especially for the cassava and cereals where some areas become unsuitable due to
the increased warming and the delay in month of planting for the different crop types in the
zone. This provides opportunities for more cultivated land which may have a significant
role in improving crop yield and production over the region and might influence the
socio-economy of the region which is dependent on rainfed agriculture (Kurukulasuriya &
Mendelsohn, 2006).

On the other hand, an additional 0.5 and 1.5 ◦C warming will also lead to constraint in
suitability and spatial extent of some crops, most notably cassava, millet and plantain. In
the context of GWLs, delta 0.5 & 1.5 ◦C may have limited impact on actual cropping with
changes in suitability from highly suitable to suitable (e.g., millet and plantain). However,
although not the purpose of this study, it will be very useful to quantify this change and
investigate how it may influence crop yield and production over the regions, which are
projected to decrease over the region in literature especially at GWL3.0 (Roudier et al., 2011;

Egbebiyi et al. (2020), PeerJ, DOI 10.7717/peerj.8851 22/34

https://peerj.com
http://dx.doi.org/10.7717/peerj.8851


Challinor et al., 2014). Furthermore, the projected increase in risks to crop production as
global warming levels rise from GWL1.5 to GWL2.0 and finally GWL3.0 is very evident.
While all the crops are still suitable and can be cultivated over the region under GWL1.5
and to a level GWL2.0, the condition is much worse under GWL3.0 for all of the crops
except cowpea and groundnut as some current suitable areas becomes unsuitable due to
more warming, potentially compromising sustained crop production in West Africa. This
further reiterates the importance and need for policymakers to ensure their commitment
in meeting the Paris agreement or accords by member states of limiting global warming
to 1.5 ◦C above pre-industrial level. This also calls for and put a responsibility on each
member countries to implement their plan for addressing climate change challenge beyond
2020 aimed at limiting temperature below 2 ◦C (Rogelj et al., 2016), otherwise this may be
devastating and further compound the woes of a highly vulnerable region like West Africa
and with low adaptive capacity.

The impact of the projected global warming levels on PM varies for the different crop
types; however, the influence was more pronounced on root and tuber and cereal crops
especially cassava andmaize respectively. In general, projected delay in PM fromone to over
four months may be experienced at over the region across the three AEZs under different
warming levels. The projected delays to the four crops, cowpea, groundnut, pearl millet and
plantain across the three warming levels and share common spatial characteristic pattern
and sometimes in magnitude in the month of delay except for some pockets of area notably
along the coastal areas or the Sahel zones where an early projected planting may expect
for these crops. The impact of the projected delay in the planting and cultivation of these
crops will be of concern to farmers (crop production and source of livelihoods) and policy
makers (economic growth and international trade) whichmay further aggravate the impact
of climate change on the regions. On the other hand, the impact of the global warming level
on the PM is more drastic and obvious for cassava and maize. The projected change for
cassava and maize show delays in PM are expected in the south, notably over the Guinea
and central Savanna zone and early planting in the north in the Savanna-Sahel AEZs. The
projected change in PM suggests an all-around planting season for these crops, which
are very crucial and important to the inhabitants of the region in terms of livelihoods
and economy in relation to crop production and food security as well as regional and
international trade to boost the economy respectively especially cassava in which West
African is one of the leading global producers of the crop.

Regional crop suitability, changes in planting months, adaptation and
socio-economy in West Africa
Projected variability and shift in regional crop suitability and months of planting will
be crucial to the socio-economic activity and regional trade in West Africa. Increased
agricultural productivity can enhance economic growth resulting in industrial growth
(Sultan & Gaetani, 2016). As seen from our findings above, projected crop suitability and
notably the northern spatial expansion is one of the important factors that may enhance
increased agricultural productivity. Increased suitability coupled with the planting during
the best PMs, potentially linked to an increased Length of Rainy Season (LRS), may
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result in more cultivated land for crop growth and harvested areas. As earlier mentioned,
the projected increased LRS with increased warming under RCPs 4.5 and 8.5 over the
Guinea-Savanna and Sahel zones respectively (Kumi & Abiodun, 2018) and a wetter Sahel
(Nicholson, 2013) can help improve agricultural productivity in the regions and have a
positive impact on the economy and livelihoods of the inhabitants. Also, variation in
suitability and planting months of the different crops can help increase the socio-economic
livelihoods through regional trade amongst countries. Some countries with projected
suitability expansion can improve their production through the availability of more
cultivated land to meet their needs and create a market for countries with no or projected
contraction in suitability to help offset their production deficits. Also, the variation in the
period of planting for the different AEZs can create regional opportunity as crop production
will be at different times of the years and this may help with regional and international
trade amongst the different countries. The proposed change in planting month suggests
a technical solution that can be used as adaptation strategy and this needs to be further
explored. For example, Williams et al. (2018) have shown farmer’s understanding of
changes in climate through their traditional knowledge by using traditional methods such
as mulching, bush fallowing among others to address such challenge.

In regions where there are contractions in the spatial extent of suitability or reductions
in the suitability index, improved adaptation strategies will be key to mitigate the impacts
of these changes. With impact of GWL2.0 and GWL3.0 more drastic on crops such
as cassava and maize, with their high socio-economic importance in West Africa, an
improved understanding about the timing of adaptation cannot be overemphasized owing
to the high vulnerability and low adaptive capacity of West Africa (Niang et al., 2014).
This is important with the variation in projected changes in the month of planting for
the different crop types. New knowledge about developing adaptation strategies, such as
transformational adaptation as proposed by Rippke et al. (2016), may assist in mitigating
the impact of GWL1.5, GWL2.0, GWL3.0 on crop suitability coupled with the projected
changes in the month of planting over West Africa, notably for cereal and root and tuber
crops, with spatial contraction and decrease suitability (Roudier et al., 2011; Challinor et
al., 2014). These types of adaptation strategies could improve food security in the region
through not only maximizing the yield potential of suitable areas, but also enhance regional
trades amongst countries through trade-offs based on crop suitability status of each country
(Rippke et al., 2016).

SUMMARY AND CONCLUSION
In this study, we assessed the impact of 1.5, 2 and 3 ◦C warming on crop suitability over
West Africa. Climate characteristics result from 10 CMIP5 GCMs downscaled with RCA4
under RCP8.5 scenarios, were used as input into crop suitability model, Ecocrop for the
past and future climate over West Africa. The impact of 1.5, 2, and 3 ◦C warming was
computed using 1971–2000 as the reference period for six crops, millet, cassava, groundnut,
cowpea, maize and plantain. Our findings are as follows:
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• A low or no suitability to the north and high suitability to the south, separated marginal
suitability line over West Africa in the historical climate for all the six crops, in general,
marginal suitability lines are observed around 14◦N for all the crops across the region
except for plantain. Plantain has its marginal suitability line south of 12◦N.
• At GWL1.5, there is a broadly similar spatial pattern of variation in suitability as the
historical climate. However, a suitability shift (both spatial expansion and contraction
simultaneously) is projected under 1.5 ◦C warming for cereals, legumes, groundnut
along the central southern Sahel (around l13–14◦N) and in the Guinea-Savanna zones
for root and tuber, plantain.
• Projected changes in crop suitability and suitable areas under the GWL1.5 ◦C shows all
the crops remain suitable across the three AEZs of West Africa, although with reduction
in the SIV of some crops like cassava and the cereals.
• with GWL2.0 ◦C, the impact is more drastic on cereals and root and tubers with
decrease in SIV of crops and a reduction in the suitability of some areas but are still
suitable compared to legumes which have a relatively no change.
• The impact of GWL3.0 ◦C leads to a more devastating effect such as a high decrease in
the crop SIV resulting in more suitable areas becoming less suitable and unsuitable for
cultivation notably south of the region. In contrast, warming under GWL3.0 leads to a
northern extension of suitable area in growing cereals and legumes in the central area of
the southern Sahel. However, the suitable areas lost are far more than those gained with
the increasing warming.
• the projected impact of GWL3.0 ◦C in comparison to GWL1.5 ◦C are most drastic on
cereals and root and tuber crops with cassava the most impacted crop. The increase in
warming, results in the loss of suitable areas in the southern Savanna and northern Sahel
zone of the region become unsuitable for cassava in the south coast of Nigeria in the
Guinea zone become marginally suitable for pearl millet and very high reduction, up
to 0.3 in SIV for other crops. This further emphasizes the need for commitment to the
Paris Accord by member country, and the benefit of limiting global warming to 1.5 ◦C
that provides a suitable and favourable condition for cultivation and growth of the crops
over West Africa.
• The projected changes in crop suitability under GWL2.0 ◦C are less than at GWL3.0
◦C. The change shows that an additional 1.0 ◦C beyond GWL2.0 ◦C results in a decrease
in SIV of the crop with drastic impact on the suitable area in the past climate leading
to reduction in suitability of cultivated areas south of 14◦N over West Africa This
benefit in keeping global warming well below 2 ◦C compared to GWL3.0 ◦C cannot be
overemphasized with the fast-growing population and food demand over West Africa.
• The impacts of the three GWLs for the planting month varies for the different crop
types but is more pronounced on root and tuber and cereal crops especially cassava and
maize respectively. In general, projected delay in PM from one to over 4 months may be
experienced over the region across the three AEZs under the three GWLs for legumes,
pearl millet and plantain.
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• The projected change for cassava and maize show delays in PM are expected in the
south notably over the Guinea and central Savanna zone and early planting in the north
in the Savanna-Sahel AEZs.
• There is an increasing trend in the projected crop suitability change with increasing
warming over the region and across the three warming for all the crops except cowpea
and for groundnut between GWL1.5 and GWL2.0 ◦C.No change in trend value was
observed for the planting for all the crops and across the three warming levels.

Although the present study has enhanced our understanding on the impact of GWL1.5,
2.0 and 3.0 ◦C warming on crop suitability and planting season over West Africa. Future
studies may investigate the impact of GWL1.5, 2.0 and 3.0 ◦C warming on crop suitability
over the region using more RCMs other than the single RCM with the different forcing
GCMs used in this study as inputs into Ecocrop for more robust findings. Furthermore,
the present study only considers six crops over the region, future work may use more crops
classes such as horticultural (e.g., pineapple, tomatoes), fruit (e.g., oranges, mango), more
cereals like wheat, rice; cash crops (e.g., oil palm), root and tuber (e.g., yam) to mention
a few. Such research is needed to help guide policymakers at both the national and the
regional level in reducing the impact and risk associated with food insecurity/scarcity in
a changing climate in West Africa. Nevertheless, the present work has established that
using RCM, RCA4 to downscale GCM simulations to drive a crop suitability model,
can help improve our understanding on the impact of GWL1.5, 2.0 and 3.0 ◦C on crop
suitability over West Africa. In addition, the study also shows the benefit of keeping global
temperatures below 2 ◦C warming and most especially GWL3.0 ◦C on crop suitability
growth and month of planting over West Africa.

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION AND DECLARATIONS

Funding
This research was supported by funding from the National Research Foundation (NRF,
South Africa). the Tyndall Centre for Climate Change and Climatic Research Unit (CRU)
under the Newton PhD Partnering Scheme funded by Research Councils United Kingdom
(RCUK), the Alliance Centre for Climate and Earth Systems Science (ACCESS, South
Africa), the African Climate and Development Initiative (ACDI), the JW Jagger Centenary
Scholarship and the Siri Johnson scholarship, University of Cape Town, South Africa. The
funders had no role in study design, data collection and analysis, decision to publish, or
preparation of the manuscript.

Grant Disclosures
The following grant information was disclosed by the authors:
National Research Foundation (NRF, South Africa).
Tyndall Centre for Climate Change and Climatic Research Unit (CRU) under the Newton
PhD Partnering Scheme funded by Research Councils United Kingdom (RCUK).
Alliance Centre for Climate and Earth Systems Science (ACCESS, South Africa).

Egbebiyi et al. (2020), PeerJ, DOI 10.7717/peerj.8851 26/34

https://peerj.com
http://dx.doi.org/10.7717/peerj.8851


African Climate and Development Initiative (ACDI).

Competing Interests
Jeff Price is an Academic Editor for PeerJ. The authors declare there are no competing
interests.

Author Contributions
• Temitope Samuel Egbebiyi conceived and designed the experiments, performed the
experiments, analyzed the data, prepared figures and/or tables, authored or reviewed
drafts of the paper, and approved the final draft.
• Olivier Crespo, Christopher Lennard, Jeff Price and Rachel Warren conceived and
designed the experiments, performed the experiments, analyzed the data, authored or
reviewed drafts of the paper, and approved the final draft.
• Modathir Zaroug, Grigory Nikulin and Nicole Forstenhäusler conceived and designed
the experiments, performed the experiments, authored or reviewed drafts of the paper,
and approved the final draft.
• Ian Harris conceived and designed the experiments, performed the experiments,
prepared figures and/or tables, provided CRU historical dataset, and approved the
final draft.

Data Availability
The following information was supplied regarding data availability:

The source code is available at:
http://cran.r-project.org/web/packages/dismo/index.html.
https://cran.r-project.org/web/packages/dismo/dismo.pdf.
The climate data is available at:
http://www.csag.uct.ac.za/cordex-africa/how-to-download-cordex-data-from-the-

esgf/.
http://www.cordex.org/data-access/bias-adjusted-rcm-data/.

REFERENCES
Abbate PE, Dardanelli JL, CantareroMG,MaturanoM,Melchiori RJM, Suero EE.

2004. Climatic and water availability effects on water-use efficiency in wheat. Crop
Science 44(2):474–483 DOI 10.2135/cropsci2004.0474.

Abdallah CG. 2018. Crop suitability modelling under climate change scenarios in the Near
East (Masters dissertation). American University of Beirut.

Abdallah C, Jaafar H. 2019. Data set on current and future crop suitability under the
Representative Concentration Pathway (RCP) 8.5 emission scenario for the major
crops in the Levant, Tigris-Euphrates, and Nile Basins. Data in Brief 22:992–997
DOI 10.1016/j.dib.2019.01.033.

Abiodun BJ, Adegoke J, Abatan AA, Ibe CA, Egbebiyi TS, Engelbrecht F, Pinto I. 2017.
Potential impacts of climate change on extreme precipitation over four African
coastal cities. Climatic Change 143(3–4):399–413 DOI 10.1007/s10584-017-2001-5.

Egbebiyi et al. (2020), PeerJ, DOI 10.7717/peerj.8851 27/34

https://peerj.com
http://cran.r-project.org/web/packages/dismo/index.html
https://cran.r-project.org/web/packages/dismo/dismo.pdf
http://www.csag.uct.ac.za/cordex-africa/how-to-download-cordex-data-from-the-esgf/
http://www.csag.uct.ac.za/cordex-africa/how-to-download-cordex-data-from-the-esgf/
http://www.cordex.org/data-access/bias-adjusted-rcm-data/
http://dx.doi.org/10.2135/cropsci2004.0474
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.dib.2019.01.033
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10584-017-2001-5
http://dx.doi.org/10.7717/peerj.8851


Abiodun BJ, Makhanya N, Petja B, Abatan AA, Oguntunde PG. 2019. Future
projection of droughts over major river basins in Southern Africa at specific
global warming levels. Theoretical and Applied Climatology 137(3–4):1785–1799
DOI 10.1007/s00704-018-2693-0.

Beebe S, Ramirez J, Jarvis A, Rao IM, Mosquera G, Bueno JM, Blair MW. 2011. Genetic
improvement of common beans and the challenges of climate change. In: Yadav SS,
Redden RJ, Hatfield JL, Lotze-Campen H, Hall AE, eds. Crop adaptation to climate
change. Australia: Wiley-Blackwell 356–369
DOI 10.1002/9780470960929.ch25.

Benhin JKA. 2008. South African crop farming and climate change: an economic
assessment of impacts. Global Environmental Change 18(4):666–678
DOI 10.1016/j.gloenvcha.2008.06.003.

Bourn D. 2013. Draft guidelines on the enumeration of nomadic and semi-nomadic
(transhumant) livestock. DOI 10.13140/RG.2.1.2011.4324.

Cantelaube P, Terres JM. 2005. Seasonal weather forecasts for crop yield modelling in
Europe. Tellus, Series A: Dynamic Meteorology and Oceanography 57(3):476–487
DOI 10.1111/j.1600-0870.2005.00125.x.

Challinor AJ, Watson J, Lobell DB, Howden SM, Smith DR, Chhetri N. 2014. A meta-
analysis of crop yield under climate change and adaptation. Nature Climate Change
4(4):287–291 DOI 10.1038/nclimate2153.

Chen J, Brissette FP, Lucas-Picher P. 2015. Assessing the limits of bias-correcting
climate model outputs for climate change impact studies. Journal of Geophysical
Research: Atmosphere 120:1123–1136 DOI 10.1002/2014JD022635.

Cong RG, BradyM. 2012. The interdependence between rainfall and temperature: copula
analyses. The Scientific World Journal 12(1–11):405675 DOI 10.1100/2012/405675.

DéquéM, Calmanti S, Christensen OB, Aquila AD, Maule CF, Haensler A, Nikulin G,
Teichmann C. 2017. A multi-model climate response over tropical Africa at+2 C.
Climate Services 7:87–95 DOI 10.1016/j.cliser.2016.06.002.

Diasso U, Abiodun BJ. 2017. Drought modes in West Africa and how well CORDEX
RCMs simulate them. Theoretical and Applied Climatology 128(1–2):3–240
DOI 10.1007/s00704-015-1705-6.

Dixon J, Gulliver A, Gibbon D. 2001. Farming systems and poverty: improving farmers’
livelihoods in a changing world. Rome: FAO &World Bank
DOI 10.1017/S0014479702211059.

Egbebiyi TS. 2016. Future changes in extreme rainfall events and African easterly waves
over West Africa. Thesis/Dissertation, University of Cape Town. Available at https:
// open.uct.ac.za/handle/11427/20581.

Egbebiyi TS, Crespo O, Lennard C. 2019. Defining crop-climate departure in West
Africa: improved understanding of the timing of future changes in crop suitability.
Climate 7(9):1–19 DOI 10.3390/cli7090101.

Egbebiyi TS, Lennard C, Crespo O, Mukwenha P, Lawal S, Quagraine K. 2019.
Assessing future spatio-temporal changes in crop suitability and planting season

Egbebiyi et al. (2020), PeerJ, DOI 10.7717/peerj.8851 28/34

https://peerj.com
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00704-018-2693-0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/9780470960929.ch25
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.gloenvcha.2008.06.003
http://dx.doi.org/10.13140/RG.2.1.2011.4324
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1600-0870.2005.00125.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nclimate2153
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/2014JD022635
http://dx.doi.org/10.1100/2012/405675
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cliser.2016.06.002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00704-015-1705-6
http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/S0014479702211059
https://open.uct.ac.za/handle/11427/20581
https://open.uct.ac.za/handle/11427/20581
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/cli7090101
http://dx.doi.org/10.7717/peerj.8851


over West Africa: using the concept of crop-climate departure. Climate 7(9):1–30
DOI 10.3390/cli7090102.

Famien AM, Janicot S, Ochou AD, Vrac M, Defrance D, Sultan B, Noel T. 2018. A
bias-corrected CMIP5 dataset for Africa using the CDF-t method: a contribution to
agricultural impact studies.

FAO. 1976. An overview of land evaluation and land use planning. 1–19.
FAO. 2005. Economic Community of West African States: Trends in Livestock Pro-

duction. AGAL. Food and Agriculture Organisation (FAO) of the United Nations,
Rome. Available at http://www.fao.org/ag/againfo/ resources/ en/pubs_sap.htm.

FAO statistical Yearbook. 2014. Africa, Food and Agriculture Organization of the United
Nations. Accra: Regional Office for Africa 561–563.

Gbobaniyi E, Sarr A, Sylla MB, Diallo I, Lennard C, Dosio A, Dhiédiou A, Kamga
A, Klutse NAB, Hewitson B, Nikulin G. 2014. Climatology, annual cycle and
interannual variability of precipitation and temperature in CORDEX simulations
over West Africa. International Journal of Climatology 34(7):2241–2257
DOI 10.1002/joc.3834.

Harris I, Jones PD, Osborn TJ, Lister DH. 2014. Updated high-resolution grids of
monthly climatic observations the CRU TS3.10 Dataset. International Journal of
Climatology 34(3):623–642 DOI 10.1002/joc.3711.

Hawkins E, Sutton R. 2012. Time of emergence of climate signals. Geophysical Research
Letters 39(1):1–6 DOI 10.1029/2011GL050087.

Hijmans RJ, Guarino L, CruzM, Rojas E. 2001. Computer tools for spatial analysis
of plant genetic resources data: 1. DIVA-GIS. Plant Genetic Resources Newsletter
127:15–19.

Hijmans RJ, Phillips S, Leathwick J, Elith J. 2011. Package ‘dismo’. Available at http:
// cran.r-project.org/web/packages/dismo/ index.html .

Hijmans RJ, Phillips S, Leathwick J, Elith J, HijmansMRJ. 2017. Package ‘dismo’. Circles
9(1):1–68. Available at https:// cran.r-project.org/web/packages/dismo/dismo.pdf .

Hof AF, Den ElzenMG, Admiraal A, RoelfsemaM, Gernaat DE, Van Vuuren DP.
2017. Global and regional abatement costs of Nationally Determined Contributions
(NDCs) and of enhanced action to levels well below 2 C and 1.5 C. Environmental
Science & Policy 71:30–40 DOI 10.1016/j.envsci.2017.02.008.

Hunter R, Crespo O. 2018. Large scale crop suitability assessment under future climate
using the ecocrop model: the case of six provinces in Angola’s Planalto Region, The
Climate Smart Agriculture Papers. Cham: Springer
DOI 10.1007/978-3-319-92798-5_4.

IPCC. 2013. Summary for policymakers. Climate Change 2013: The Physical Science
Basis. Contribution of Working Group I to the Fifth Assessment Report of the
Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change [Stocker TF, Qin D, Plattner G-K,
Tignor M, Allen SK]. DOI 10.1017/CBO9781107415324.

IPCC. 2014. Climate change 2014. Synthesis report. Versión inglés, Climate Change
2014: Synthesis Report. Contribution of Working Groups I, II and III to the

Egbebiyi et al. (2020), PeerJ, DOI 10.7717/peerj.8851 29/34

https://peerj.com
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/cli7090102
http://www.fao.org/ag/againfo/resources/en/pubs_sap.htm
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/joc.3834
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/joc.3711
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/2011GL050087
http://cran.r-project.org/web/packages/dismo/index.html
http://cran.r-project.org/web/packages/dismo/index.html
https://cran.r-project.org/web/packages/dismo/dismo.pdf
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.envsci.2017.02.008
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-92798-5_4
http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/CBO9781107415324
http://dx.doi.org/10.7717/peerj.8851


Fifth Assessment Report of the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change.
DOI 10.1017/CBO9781107415324.

IPCC. 2018. Summary for policymakers. Global warming of 1.5 ◦C. An IPCC Special
Report on the impacts of global warming of 1.5 ◦C above pre-industrial levels and
related global greenhouse gas emission pathways, in the context of strengthening the
global. Geneva: IPCC.

Jarvis A, Ramirez-Villegas J, Campo BVH, Navarro-Racines C. 2012. Is cassava the
answer to African climate change adaptation? Tropical Plant Biology 5(1):9–29
DOI 10.1007/s12042-012-9096-7.

KimH, Hyun SW, HoogenboomG, Porter CH, Kim KS. 2018. Fuzzy Union to
Assess Climate Suitability of Annual Ryegrass (Lolium multiflorum), Alfalfa
(Medicago sativa) and Sorghum (Sorghum bicolor). Scientific reports 8(1):1–15
DOI 10.1038/s41598-018-28291-3.

Klutse NAB, Ajayi VO, Gbobaniyi EO, Egbebiyi TS, Kouadio K, Nkrumah F, Quagraine
KA, Olusegun C, Diasso U, Abiodun BJ, Lawal K. 2018. Potential impact of 1.5
C and 2 C global warming on consecutive dry and wet days over West Africa.
Environmental Research Letters 13(5):Article 055013 DOI 10.1088/1748-9326/aab37b.

Klutse NAB, Sylla MB, Diallo I, Sarr A, Dosio A, Diedhiou A, Kamga A, Lamptey B, Ali
A, Gbobaniyi EO, Owusu K. 2016. Daily characteristics of West African summer
monsoon precipitation in CORDEX simulations. Theoretical and Applied Climatology
123(1–2):369–386 DOI 10.1007/s00704-014-1352-3.

Kumi N, Abiodun BJ. 2018. Potential impacts of 1.5 ◦C and 2 ◦C global warming on
rainfall onset, cessation and length of rainy season in West Africa. Environmental
Research Letters DOI 10.1088/1748-9326/aab89e.

Kurukulasuriya P, Mendelsohn R. 2006. A ricardian analysis of the impact of climate
change on African\Ncropland. AfJARE.

Luderer G, Pietzcker RC, Bertram C, Kriegler E, MeinshausenM, Edenhofer O.
2013. Economic mitigation challenges: how further delay closes the door for
achieving climate targets. Environmental Research Letters 8(3):Article 034033
DOI 10.1088/1748-9326/8/3/034033.

Ly C, Abdou F, Iheanacho O. 2010. West Africa: the livestock sector in need of regional
strategies. In: Gerber P, Mooney HA, Dijkman J, Tarawali S, De Haan C Gerber
P, Mooney HA, Dijkman J, Tarawali S, De Haan C, eds. Livestock in a changing
landscape: experiences and regional perspectives. Washington, Covelo and London:
Island Press, 27–54.

Mastrandrea MD,Mach VR, Barros TE, Bilir DJ, Dokken O, Edenhofer CB, Field
T, Hiraishi S, Kadner T, Krug JC, Minx R. 2015. In: IPCC, 2015: meeting report
of the intergovernmental panel on climate change expert meeting on climate change,
food, and agriculture. Geneva: World Meteorological Organization, 68. Available at
https://www.ipcc.ch/pdf/ supporting-material/Food-EM_MeetingReport_FINAL.pdf .

Maúre G, Pinto I, Ndebele-Murisa M, Muthige M, Lennard C, Nikulin G, Dosio
A, Meque A. 2018. The southern African climate under 1.5 C and 2 C of global

Egbebiyi et al. (2020), PeerJ, DOI 10.7717/peerj.8851 30/34

https://peerj.com
http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/CBO9781107415324
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s12042-012-9096-7
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41598-018-28291-3
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1748-9326/aab37b
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00704-014-1352-3
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1748-9326/aab89e
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1748-9326/8/3/034033
https://www.ipcc.ch/pdf/supporting-material/Food-EM_MeetingReport_FINAL.pdf
http://dx.doi.org/10.7717/peerj.8851


warming as simulated by CORDEX regional climate models. Environmental Research
Letters 13(6):Article 065002 DOI 10.1088/1748-9326/aab190.

McCarthy JJ, Canziani OF, Leary NA, Dokken DJ, White KS (eds.) 2001. Climate change
2001: impacts, adaptation, and vulnerability: contribution of Working Group II to
the third assessment report of the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (Vol.
2). Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Medori M, Michelini L, Nogues I, Loreto F, Calfapietra C. 2012. The impact of root
temperature on photosynthesis and isoprene emission in three different plant
species. The Scientific World Journal 2012:Article 525827.

MeinshausenM,Meinshausen N, HareW, Raper SC, Frieler K, Knutti R, Frame DJ,
AllenMR. 2009. Greenhouse-gas emission targets for limiting global warming to 2
C. Nature 458(7242):1158–1163 DOI 10.1038/nature08017.

Mitchell D, James R, Forster PM, Betts RA, Shiogama H, AllenM. 2016. Realizing
the impacts of a 1.5 C warmer world. Nature Climate Change 6(8):735–737
DOI 10.1038/nclimate3055.

Mora C, Frazier AG, Longman RJ, Dacks RS,WaltonMM, Tong EJ, Sanchez JJ,
Kaiser LR, Stender YO, Anderson JM, Ambrosino CM. 2013. The projected
timing of climate departure from recent variability. Nature 502(7470):183–187
DOI 10.1038/nature12540.

Nelson GC, Van der Mensbrugghe D, AhammadH, Blanc E, Calvin K, Hasegawa T,
Havlik P, Heyhoe E, Kyle P, Lotze-Campen H, Von LampeM,Mason D’Croz D,
VanMeijl H, Müller C, Reilly J, Robertson R, Sands RD, Schmitz C, Tabeau A,
Takahashi K, Valin H,Willenbockel D. 2014. Agriculture and climate change in
global scenarios: why don’t the models agree. Agricultural Economics 45(1):85–101
DOI 10.1111/agec.12091.

Niang I, Ruppel OC, AbdraboMA, Essel A, Lennard C, Padgham J, Urquhart P.
2014. Africa Climate Change 2014: Impacts, Adaptation, and Vulnerability. Part B:
Regional Aspects. Contribution of Working Group II to the Fifth Assessment Report
of the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change ed VR Barros et al.

Nicholson SE. 2013. The West African Sahel: a review of recent studies on the
rainfall regime and its interannual variability. ISRN Meteorology 2013:1–32
DOI 10.1155/2013/453521.

Nikulin G, Lennard C, Dosio A, Kjellström E, Chen Y, Hänsler A, KupiainenM, Laprise
R, Mariotti L, Maule CF, VanMeijgaard E. 2018. The effects of 1.5 and 2 degrees of
global warming on Africa in the CORDEX ensemble. Environmental Research Letters
13(6):Article 065003 DOI 10.1088/1748-9326/aab1b1.

Ohlson JA, Kim S. 2015. Linear valuation without OLS: the Theil-Sen estimation
approach, review of accounting studies. DOI 10.1007/s11142-014-9300-0.

Olesen JE, Bindi M. 2002. Consequences of climate change for European agricultural
productivity, land use and policy. European Journal of Agronomy 16(4):239–262
DOI 10.1016/S1161-0301(02)00004-7.

Omotosho JB, Abiodun BJ. 2007. A numerical study of moisture build-up and rainfall
over West Africa.Meteorological Applications 14:209–225 DOI 10.1002/met.

Egbebiyi et al. (2020), PeerJ, DOI 10.7717/peerj.8851 31/34

https://peerj.com
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1748-9326/aab190
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature08017
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nclimate3055
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature12540
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/agec.12091
http://dx.doi.org/10.1155/2013/453521
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1748-9326/aab1b1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11142-014-9300-0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S1161-0301(02)00004-7
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/met
http://dx.doi.org/10.7717/peerj.8851


Paeth H, Capo-Chichi A, EndlicherW. 2008. Climate change and food security in
Tropical West Africa—a dynamic-statistical modelling approach, 2. 101–115.
Available at http://www.jstor.org/ stable/25648102.

Parkes B, Defrance D, Sultan B, Ciais P, Wang X. 2018. Projected changes in crop
yield mean and variability over West Africa in a world 1.5 K warmer than the pre-
industrial era.

Peng H,Wang S,Wang X. 2008. Consistency and asymptotic distribution of the Theil
Sen estimator. Journal of Statistical Planning and Inference 138(6):1836–1850
DOI 10.1016/j.jspi.2007.06.036.

Portmann FT, Siebert S, Döll P. 2010.MIRCA2000—Global monthly irrigated and
rainfed crop area around the year 2000: a new high-resolution data set for agri-
cultural and hydrological modeling. Global Biogeochemical Cycles 24(1):1–24
DOI 10.1029/2008GB003435.

Ramirez-Cabral NYZ, Kumar L, Shabani F. 2017. Global alterations in areas of
suitability for maize production from climate change and using a mechanis-
tic species distribution model (CLIMEX). Scientific Reports 7(1):Article 5910
DOI 10.1038/s41598-017-05804-0.

Ramirez-Villegas J, Jarvis A, Läderach P. 2013. Empirical approaches for assess-
ing impacts of climate change on agriculture: the EcoCrop model and a case
study with grain sorghum. Agricultural and Forest Meteorology 170:67–78
DOI 10.1016/j.agrformet.2011.09.005.

Remesh KR, Byju G, Soman S, Raju S, Ravi V. 2019. Future changes in mean tempera-
ture and total precipitation and climate suitability of yam (Dioscorea spp.) in major
yam-growing environments in India. Current Horticulture 7(1):28–42.

Rippke U, Ramirez-Villegas J, Jarvis A, Vermeulen SJ, Parker L, Mer F, Diekkrüger
B, Challinor AJ, HowdenM. 2016. Timescales of transformational climate change
adaptation in sub-Saharan African agriculture. Nature Climate Change 6(6):605–609
DOI 10.1038/nclimate2947.

Rippke U, Ramirez-Villegas J, Jarvis A, Vermeulen SJ, Parker L, Mer F, Diekkrüger
B, Challinor AJ, HowdenM. 2016. Timescales of transformational climate change
adaptation in sub-Saharan African agriculture. Nature Climate Change 6(6):605
DOI 10.1038/nclimate2947.

Rogelj J, Den EM, Hãhne N, Fransen T, Fekete H,Winkler H, Schaeffer R, Sha F, Riahi
K, MeinshausenM. 2016. Paris agreement climate proposals need a boost to keep
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