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Abstract
New aquaculture systems are emerging in new contexts around the world in part due to aquaculture’s perceived development
benefits. However, linkages between aquaculture and food security in these systems are unclear. This study investigated the
impact of emerging small-scale, business-oriented fish culture in central Bolivia on the food security and dietary diversity of
aquaculture producers (n = 40) and workers (n = 26) in the value chain and compared them to local non-aquaculture farmers (n =
40). Three pathways were investigated: fish consumption, household income, and women’s participation. Food insecurity was
widespread and did not vary in a statistically significant way between groups, but a trend toward greater food security amongst
aquaculture producers was observed. Dietary diversity was highly homogenous, with the notable exception of high fish con-
sumption amongst producers. Aquaculture was related to higher income, and income has a modest positive effect on food
security for aquaculturists and non-aquaculture farmers, but not aquaculture value chain workers. Income did not have an effect
on dietary diversity. Women’s involvement in aquaculture was correlated positively to productivity, profitability, and size of
operation, while male-only aquaculture was negatively correlated to these. The value chain generated employment, especially for
women, but average wages were higher for men. The research provides important insight into aquaculture-food security linkages
by showing that the introduction of small-scale business-oriented aquaculture systems can provide nutritious products for
regional consumption and can have positive effects on food security but is not sufficient to change local dietary preferences
more broadly.
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1 Introduction

Aquaculture is the world’s fastest-growing food-production
system, currently contributing over half of the total global fish
and seafood supply (FAO 2020). This is driving aquaculture
expansion into new regions, which is leading to the diversifi-
cation of species, farming methods and environments used
(FAO 2020; Metian et al. 2020). This growth and diversifica-
tion has contributed to global aquaculture revenues of $263.6
billion and the provision of livelihoods to 20.5 million people,

19% of whom are women, and mostly with small-scale sys-
tems (FAO 2020). Aquaculture’s contribution to food security
is both through income and through the provision of food that
is considered particularly nutritious (Bene et al. 2016;
Mohanty et al. 2017).

The sector’s exponential growth and contributions to in-
come and food security, however, has not been even across
countries, income groups, gender, or ethnicity. In 2017 Asia
was responsible for over 91% of total aquaculture production,
and high value industrial production is a feature of most other
top producing regions (Tacon 2020). Thus, such systems dis-
proportionately contribute to the ongoing discourse about
global aquaculture production and its future prospects
(Garlock et al. 2020). Small scale aquaculture in emerging
regions is substantially different, but continues to be promoted
in many developing countries and through the general rhetoric
on aquaculture productivity as a pathway to poverty reduction,
improved food security, and healthier diets (Bene et al. 2015,
2016; Marinda et al. 2018; Mohanty et al. 2017; Thilsted et al.
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2016). There are many differences that can influence the ac-
tual contribution of aquaculture to local food security and
income, as well as the participation by women and other mar-
ginalized communities (Bene et al. 2016; Bush et al. 2019;
Filipski and Belton 2018; Kruijssen et al. 2018). Improved
characterization of the impacts of this level of aquaculture,
in different contexts, is required to improve its use in sustain-
able and equitable development.

The Plurinational State of Bolivia is one of the poorest and
most food insecure countries in Latin America (EIU 2018;
World Bank 2018). Despite recent advances (Telesur 2017;
World Bank 2019a), Bolivia continues to face serious food
and nutrition challenges (World Food Programme 2018). In
the 2018 Global Hunger Index, Bolivia ranks 65th out of 119
countries (Global Hunger Index 2018). In 2016 just over 16%
of children under the age of five suffered from stunting (World
Bank 2019b). According to the World Food Programme, ac-
cess is the main cause of food insecurity in Bolivia as incomes
are low and often insufficient to meet basic food needs (World
Food Programme 2018). This is particularly the case with the
largely rural and indigenous population that depends heavily
on low productivity, semi-subsistence agriculture
(Rapsomaniskis 2015).

Bolivia lags far behind neighboring countries in aquacul-
ture development and has one of the of the lowest rates of fish
consumption in the world (Camburn 2011). This is despite
lowland Bolivia having a high potential for fish culture
(Valladao et al. 2016; Vega et al. 2018). Recently, a nucleus
of aquaculture is expanding in the corridor between Santa
Cruz de la Sierra and Cochabamba based on NGO and gov-
ernment support for small-scale private-enterprise oriented
farm diversification. In 2017, Bolivia promulgated the
Sustainable Fisheries and Aquaculture Law to, in part, pro-
mote further aquaculture development in this area (PPV2
2017).

This paper examines the food security impacts of the pri-
vate enterprise oriented central Bolivian aquaculture system
on value chain participants. The analysis of value chains has
emerged as an effective approach to understanding the devel-
opment impact of economic activities, including the food se-
curity impacts of aquaculture (Allen and de Brauw 2018;
Belton et al. 2015; Donovan et al. 2015; Fanzo et al. 2017).
Three pathways identified by Kawarazuka and Bene (2010)
were investigated: direct impacts from increased fish con-
sumption, indirect impacts through household income, and
the impact on the economic status of women.

The paper is organized as follows. Section 2 presents
details on the central Bolivian aquaculture system and
the methods used in the study. Section 3 presents the
results of the analysis, grouped according to the three
pathways between aquaculture and food security men-
tioned above. Section 4 discusses how the results are
situated in the literature and the key insights derived.

Section 5 concludes with a summary of the study, key
findings, and policy recommendations.

2 Research context and methods

2.1 The central Bolivian aquaculture value chain and
study area

Tropical aquaculture development in Bolivia has mostly fo-
cused on pond culture of the indigenous omnivorous fish
known locally as “tambaqui” (Piaractus brachypomus) and
“pacu” (Colossoma macropomum), or their hybrids
(Valladao et al. 2016; Vega et al. 2018). These fish are robust
and easy to grow, and are high in essential amino acids, un-
saturated fatty acids, iron, and protein (Murthy et al. 2015;
Petenuci et al. 2016). The fish were identified by the FAO
as a promising native alternative to tilapia culture in the late
1970s, and its culture has been perfected in Brazil and neigh-
boring countries. It is now one of the top producing aquacul-
ture species in South America, serving domestic markets with
primarily small to medium sized farms and competing favor-
ably with the salmon and tilapia export industries (Valladao
et al. 2016).

This fish culture was first introduced into the study area by
Gabriel Rene Moreno University, which initiated a core of
medium-sized growers around Santa Cruz de la Sierra (FAO
2005). Some of these are now the prime local providers of
fingerlings and feed. NGO-led aid projects in other parts of
Bolivia, in parallel to the university effort, focused on indige-
nous communities, as well as lower income farmers to dis-
suade coca growing. Most of these had a focus on communal
ownership and did not continue operating once international
subsidies ended (Canal-Beeby 2012). A legacy of interest in
the activity and some technical capacity remained, but only a
few initiatives by more affluent farmers and/or subsidized by
municipalities continued. Some subsistence level initiatives
that focused on carp culture and supported by religious-
based organizations also continued (Canal-Beeby 2012;
FAO 2005). In the 2000s, the non-profit organization Centro
de Promoción Agropecuaria Campesina (CEPAC), with
Spanish international development funding, promoted fish
culture as part of their portfolio of farm diversification activ-
ities focused on opportunities for women. This initiative was
then continued through support from the Canadian-funded
Peces para la Vida (PPV) projects, which contributed to the
resurgence of this kind of fish culture in central Amazonian
Bolivia.

We found the central Bolivian aquaculture value chain
(CBAVC) to be short and relatively simplistic in comparison
to those in many other developing countries (see Ponte et al.
2014 for examples). The primary reason is that the CBAVC is
highly territorially fixed. There is very little distribution of fish
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into other regions of the country, and no international exports.
As well, the sector’s small size does not provide a sufficiently
large enough market to support many intermediary businesses
such as processing, transport, or brokerage. For the most part,
key nodes in the chain interact directly with one another in-
stead of being mediated by institutions or firms. That said,
some fish farmers, as well as a few feed and fingerling sup-
pliers, occasionally mediate feed and fish distribution. The
four key nodes are input firms, producers, retailers, and con-
sumers, with fish buyers and feed distributors being occasion-
ally present. All aquaculture production in the CBAVC is
small to medium sized in scale, consisting of family-
managed farms that sell to local retailers and consumers.
There are no large-scale corporate and/or industrial opera-
tions. Input suppliers are small to medium sized privately-
owned businesses and are few in number. Markets for aqua-
culture products are primarily local food markets and restau-
rants. Informal sales from producers directly to consumers
occur but are not routine. The CBAVC is presented in Fig. 1.

Producers in the CBAVC operate in the central low-
lands of Bolivia in an area that straddles the eastern portion
of the Department of Cochabamba, and the western portion
of the Department of Santa Cruz. This region is part of
Bolivia’s agricultural heartland and is densely populated
with small and medium scale land owning farmers. It also
has some of the highest numbers of multidimensionally
poor households in the country (Andersen 2018).
Common agricultural commodities on the Santa Cruz
Department side are beef and dairy cattle, rice, soy, and
sugar cane. The Cochabamba side, which is more forested,
produces cattle and rice as well, but also fruits such as

bananas, citrus, and pineapple. Coca is the most common
crop on the Cochabamba side, where up to 1600m2 can be
legally farmed for traditional uses. The study area is in
proximity to the highway that links the major cities of
Santa Cruz de la Sierra and Cochabamba (Fig. 2). Input
firms are located in the production region and in the city
of Santa Cruz de la Sierra. Retailers and consumers are also
located in the production region, with some located in the
cities of Santa Cruz de la Sierra and Cochabamba.

The primary fish being farmed commercially in the
CBAVC are the native tambaqui and the biologically similar
and also native pacu. A few other native and introduced spe-
cies are also produced, but typically only for household con-
sumption. According to the most recent Bolivian National
Agricultural Census (INE 2014), 1463 (0.8%) of farming
households in Cochabamba Department (which includes both
highland and lowland regions) are engaged in aquaculture. Of
those, 136 (9.3%) produced pacu and 334 (22.8%) produced
tambaqui (INE 2014). In Santa Cruz Department, all of which
is lowland, 1065 (0.9%) of farming households practice aqua-
culture. Of these, 567 (53.2%) produce pacu and 92 (8.6%)
produce tambaqui. The two departments combined account
for 56% of all aquaculture producers, 76% of all pacu pro-
ducers, and 82% of all tambaqui producers in the country
(INE 2014). The high concentration of aquaculture in this area
can be attributed to several factors that include favorable en-
vironmental conditions (land and soil conducive to pond con-
struction, appropriate climate for fish, water availability),
NGO and local governmental support, a culture and history
of food production and fishing, and widespread small-scale
land ownership (Van Damme et al. 2014).

Fig. 1 Actors, value adding nodes, and process flows of the central Bolivian aquaculture value chain
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2.2 Research participants and sampling

We interviewed CBAVC producers, workers, and key infor-
mants. Producers are small to medium scale commercially
oriented farm owners who have aquaculture in their household
livelihood portfolio. Some communal ownership projects also
exist in the area, as mentioned above, but these projects cur-
rently make a relatively small contribution to the local market
and were not included in the study. Workers included fish
market vendors, servers and cooks in restaurants that serve
farmed fish, aquaculture input business workers, and fish farm
labourers. Key informants consisted of aquaculture producer
association leaders, aquaculture input business owners,
owners of restaurants that primarily serve farmed fish, fish
market managers, and a professor whose research focuses on
central Bolivian aquaculture. We also interviewed farming
households who did not engage in aquaculture, but who were
neighbors of aquaculture producers, to obtain insight into
whether they differed in terms of their social and economic
characteristics, from those households that had adopted aqua-
culture. Table 1 shows a breakdown of interviewees by group,
the value chain node that they operate in, and by the gender of
the respondent.

Aquaculture producers were selected from a master list of
aquaculture farming families (n = 196) in three municipalities
where the majority of the CBAVC production occurs:
Yapacani, Entre Rios, and Puerto Villarroel (Fig. 1). The list
was created by Centro de Promoción Agropecuaria
Campesina (CEPAC), a local NGO and partner in the Peces

para la Vida II project, from membership lists provided by the
aquaculture producer associations. Such producer associations
are ubiquitous in Bolivia. Almost all farmers are members of
associations related to the products that they grow commer-
cially. Each producer on the list was assigned a number with
potential interviewees subsequently selected using a random
number generator. Interviews were conducted with an avail-
able adult representative of the household, regardless of their
gender, at their home or in a public place. None of the pro-
ducers who were contacted declined to be interviewed.

Non-aquaculture producing households were selected
through convenience sampling. This approach was adopted
as we were interested in obtaining a sample of farmers who
were likely aware of aquaculture as a livelihood opportunity,
and who also owned land that was suitable for aquaculture,
but had not adopted it. Interviewers visited farms that were
near the selected aquaculture producers and asked if they
farmed fish. If they did not, they were invited to participate.
Interview refusals were uncommon. Occasionally inter-
viewees were willing but busy, so arrangements were made
to meet at another time. While convenience sampling provid-
ed quick and inexpensive access to farmers who were not
engaged in aquaculture, we acknowledge that the results
may not be representative of the entire population of non-
adopters in the region.

Aquaculture value chain workers were also selected by
convenience sampling due to time and financial constraints.
Owners or managers of aquaculture businesses were asked if it
would be possible to interview their workers on site. Informed

Fig. 2 Map of aquaculture value chain study region in central Bolivia and location of studied municipalities
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consent was then obtained from the workers themselves.
Interview refusals were uncommon. Key informants were se-
lected using a snowball sampling approach (Neuman 2006).
Interviews took place at the interviewee’s place of work,
home, or in a public space, and none declined to be
interviewed.

The interview team consisted of the principal author and a
local facilitator who was well-known in the region as a college
instructor, former municipal councilor, and life-long resident.
Informed consent was obtained from all interviewees prior to
the interviews. The questionnaire and methodology were ap-
proved by the Human Research Ethics Board at the University
of Victoria (#15–461).

2.3 Data collection

Each of the target groups were administered questionnaires
tailored to their respective livelihood contexts. The question-
naires consisted of structured questions coupled with open
ended qualitative questions. Field research was undertaken
from January to April 2016.

Data on income from aquaculture was collected by asking
respondents to list the buyers of their fish, howmany they sold
to each buyer, and for what price. To ensure accuracy, the
figures were compared to their responses regarding howmany
fingerlings they stocked, how many fish they ate at home, and
how many fish they lost. The cost of feed, fingerlings, and
labour was then subtracted from the gross income to yield
their net income. Aquaculture producers were also asked if
anyone in the household had off-farm income, and if so, from
where and how much per week. Income data for other farm-
based livelihood activities was not collected due to the large
additional time requirement. Non-aquaculture producer in-
come data was collected by asking respondents to list their
income sources and to then discuss the quantity of each prod-
uct they sold and at what price. If they mentioned an off-farm
income activity, they were asked to indicate their weekly

salary. Aquaculture and non-aquaculture farm income data
was collected based on the most recent complete production
cycle. Value chain workers were asked to give their weekly
salary or their hourly wage and the number of hours per week
that they work.

To investigate women’s participation, producers were
asked about who was responsible for eight aquaculture pro-
duction tasks and who made decisions about adopting and
expanding aquaculture. The list of tasks involved in aquacul-
ture production was established through consultation with
Bolivian project partners and aquaculture experts prior to field
work. Key informants were also asked what roles women
have in the CBAVC and what roles they would like to see
women have.

To investigate overall food security, we used the Escala
Latinoamericana y Caribena de Seguridad Alimentaria
(ELCSA) (ELCSA 2012). The ELCSA is adapted for Latin
America from the Household Food Insecurity Access Scale
(Coates et al. 2007). It asks questions that fall into three do-
mains: anxiety about access to food, changes in quality of
food, and changes in quantity of food. The scale consists of
fifteen questions; the first eight pertain to adults in the house-
hold and the last seven to children. All the questions are yes/
no. One point is given for each “yes” response. The sum of the
points indicates the severity of food insecurity in the house-
hold. A score of 0 indicates a household is food secure. A
score of 1–3 for adult only households or 1–5 if there are
children in the household indicates mild food insecurity.
Mild food insecurity is from when there is anxiety and con-
cern about food supplies up to when adjustments are made in
the household budget that affect the quality of diet. A score of
4–6 for adult only or 6–10 for households with children indi-
cates moderate food insecurity. Moderate food insecurity is
from when adjustments are made in the household budget that
affect the quality of diet up to when adults limit the quality and
quantity of food they consume. A score of 7–8 (no children) or
11–15 (with children) indicates severe food insecurity. Severe

Table 1 Livelihood activities and
gender of central Bolivian
research participants

n Value chain node of activity Gender of respondent

Aquaculture producers 40 Production (40) 12 women

28 men

Value chain workers 26 Retail (17)

Production (4)

Inputs (5)

16 women

10 men

Key informants 17 Research (1)

Retail (8)

Production (3)

Inputs (5)

5 women

12 men

Non-aquaculture producers 40 None 15 women

25 men
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food insecurity is fromwhen adults limit the quality and quan-
tity of food they consume up to when the quality and quantity of
food consumed by children is also affected. The different score
ranges reflect the extra questions that are added that ask specifical-
ly about children in the household (ELCSA 2012). The suggested
recall period, which was used in this study, is three months. None
of our respondents indicated that they had any difficulty recalling
their food security condition over that time period.

In addition to assessing food security, we also investigated
dietary diversity. This type of metric captures the number of
different kinds of food or food groups that people eat.We used
the Household Dietary Diversity Score (HDDS), developed
by FANTA (Swindale and Bilinsky 2006) and modified by
the FAO (Kennedy et al. 2011). Like the ELCSA, it provides
an indicator of access to food, but unlike the ELCSA, it serves
as a proxy for the utilization of food by estimating dietary
quality, including macro and micro nutrient adequacy. The
data are representative of both the household and individual
respondents. It asks respondents to detail everything eaten in
the household during the previous day. Each food or ingredi-
ent is placed into one of twelve equally weighted food groups.
The total number of food groups that is represented in the diet
gives the Dietary Diversity Score. The ELCSA and the HDDS
were administered to all participant groups except the key
informants.

2.4 Data analysis

Descriptive statistics were generated using Microsoft Excel
2019 and inferential statistics were generated using
MINITAB 19. Mean, median, standard deviation (St. Dev.),
and co-efficient of variation (C.V.) were used to describe the
surveyed respondent groups. Non-parametric methods were
used for comparative statistical tests since the data did not
meet assumptions of normality. Mann-Whitney U test was
used to compare two groups and Kruskal-Wallis ANOVA
was used to compare three groups. Spearman’s rho was used
to determine rank correlation. The statistical significance level
used for all tests was p < 0.05. As with all correlation analyses,
there is a possibility of confounding variables, but none were
clearly apparent. This study was exploratory in nature and has
a small sample size. This was due to the small populations of
aquaculture producers and workers, since the CBAVC itself is
small. The results should be interpreted accordingly. All in-
come figures are reported in United States Dollars (USD)
equivalence of Bolivian currency (Bolivianos-BOB). Bolivia
has an exchange rate fixed to the USD of 6.9BOB = 1USD.

3 Results

The results are organized into three sections based on the three
pathways between aquaculture and increased food security

identified by Kawarazuka and Bene (2010); direct effects of
fish consumption, aquaculture’s effect on income, and
women’s participation. Each section has subsections that in-
form the pathway.

3.1 Direct food security effects and fish consumption

This sub-section examines the overall food security (ELCSA)
and dietary diversity (HDDS) of respondents. It also reports
the frequency of their fish consumption.

3.1.1 Respondent household food security

The ELCSA was carried out with aquaculture producers, non-
producers, and chain workers (Table 2). The majority of
households in all groups faced some degree of food insecurity.
The primary source of food insecurity is anxiety over access to
food. Twenty-five (62.5%) producer households, thirty-two
(80%) non-producer households, and twenty (77%) workers
answered yes to the first ELCSA question: “in the last three
months, due to lack of money or other resources, have you
worried that food could run out in your home?” Affirmative
responses to the remaining questions regarding recent food
choices were less frequent.

According to a Kruskal-Wallis test there was no significant
difference in food security between the three groups (H =
4.04, p = 0.13). However, Table 2 indicates a likely trend that
aquaculture producers are more food secure than non-
producers or workers, which could become more statistically
significant with a larger sample size and after a longer engage-
ment in aquaculture. Considering this likely direction, pro-
ducers had the highest percentage of mildly food insecure
households, they also had the highest number of food secure
households, and the lowest number of moderately and severe-
ly food insecure households. Only 20% of aquaculture pro-
ducer households were moderately or severely food insecure,
whereas non-aquaculture farming households and worker
households are almost twice as likely to be either moderately
or severely food insecure (37.5% and 38.4% respectively).

3.1.2 Respondent dietary diversity

The household dietary diversity questionnaire was adminis-
tered to all aquaculture producers, non-aquaculture farmers,
and aquaculture value chain workers. The result from the
Kruskal-Wallis (Table 3) indicates that there is no significant
difference in dietary diversity between the three groups.
Aquaculture producer households score only slightly higher
on the HDDS than non-aquaculture farming households who,
in turn, had only slightly higher scores than aquaculture value
chain workers. Farming fish has had, at best, a very modest
effect on improving dietary diversity, other than by increasing
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home consumption of fish, in comparison to the other liveli-
hoods considered.

The maximum value for the HDDS is 12. A high HDDS,
however, is not necessarily nutritionally positive or desirable
(Swindale and Bilinsky 2006). The score is believed to indi-
cate economic access to food, not the degree to which house-
holds have a healthy or unhealthy diet (ibid.). The responses to
the individual questions that make up the HDDS, however,
can shed some light on the nutritional status of households,
and whether there are any differences between the three
groups. The percentage of households in each group that con-
sumed a food item from each HDDS category is presented in
Table 4. According to the Kruskal-Wallis tests, “fish and other
seafood” and “fruit” were the only categories where there was
a significant difference in consumption between groups.
Aquaculture producers consumed the most fish, likely due to
on-farm access. Fruit consumption was substantially higher
amongst non-aquaculture farmers likely because many grow
fruits as part of their livelihood portfolio. Other differences
were less significant but indicated trends. Aquaculture chain
workers consumed fish more frequently than non-aquaculture
producing farmers, likely due to the fact that they would have
easier, and perhaps less costly, access to fish. The foods wide-
ly considered to be “unhealthy,” represented by the categories
of “sweets”, and “spices, condiments, and beverages”, were
common across all three groups. Aquaculture producers con-
sumed more sweets than the other two groups, possibly due to
their higher income. Aquaculture chain workers consumed
more spices, condiments, and beverages than the other groups.

This is likely because nine (35%) work at restaurants and eight
(31%) work at markets, giving them easy access to such items.

We observed that households in all three groups prepare
very similar meals. Breakfast was simple, consisting of tea
and bread. Lunch and dinner were often either a mixed soup
or a plate with rice, meat, and a few vegetables. Soup was a
particularly central component of this standard diet, with like-
ly an underestimated consumption as it was not specifically
polled. A search for “soup” in the data revealed that 75% of
aquaculture producer households, 80% of non-producer
households, and 58% of chain worker households had report-
ed consuming it the previous day. Some households had con-
sumed it twice in the same day. Local soups usually consist of
a thin broth with rice, noodles, and a small amount of vegeta-
bles and meat. Processed and packaged foods were not men-
tioned, nor were dishes that are associated with outside ethnic
groups (Chinese, Indian, Italian, etc.).

3.1.3 Respondent fish consumption

As outlined in Table 4, aquaculture producers had consumed
more fish at home the day before being interviewed than the
two other groups. To further gauge aquaculture producer con-
sumption, they were asked how much of the fish that they
produce is consumed at home. The total number of fish from
the last harvest that was consumed by all producers was
10,485 (8.3% of the harvest). The total number of fish that
an individual household claimed to have consumed ranged
from 30 to 1500, but averaged 262, with the median being
145. Fish was clearly an important part of the diets of most
producer households.

While higher fish consumption may be expected for aqua-
culture producers, it is important to understand how the
growth of the aquaculture system is affecting fish consump-
tion in the wider population. Non-aquaculture producers can
serve as proxies for consumers generally, and rural aquacul-
ture production region consumers specifically. They were
asked questions about their fish consumption habits and pref-
erences, the details of which are in Table 5. Every non-

Table 2 Details of food security
levels of respondent groups, as
indicated by the Escala
Latinoamericana y Caribena de
seguridad alimentaria (ELCSA)

Category AQ
Producers
n = 40

Non-
Producers
n = 40

Chain
Workers
n = 26

Households that are food secure 9 (22.5%) 5 (12.5%) 3 (11.5%)

Households with mild food insecurity 23 (57.5%) 20 (50%) 13 (50%)

Households with moderate food insecurity 4 (10%) 8 (20%) 7 (26.9%)

Households with severe food insecure 4 (10%) 7 (17.5%) 3 (11.5%)

Households that are food insecure 31 (77.5%) 35 (87.5%) 13 (88.5%)

Average degree of food insecurity (scale of 0–3, 0 = food
secure, 1 =mild, 2 =moderate, 3 = severe)

1.08 1.43 1.39

Table 3 Statistical analysis of household dietary diversity score
(HDDS) of respondent groups

Group Mean Median St. Dev. C.V.

Aquaculture producers 7.68 8 1.25 16.3%

Non-aquaculture farmers 7.58 8 1.30 17.2%

Aquaculture value chain workers 7.46 7 1.30 17.4%

Kruskal-Wallis H = 0.6 (p = 0.74)
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producer surveyed said that their family ate fish, with a
large proportion having done so the previous week. The
fish was consumed primarily at home, and sourced either
directly from a farmer/fisher or from the market in com-
parable proportions. Just over half indicated that some of
the fish they consumed came from the river, though only
five said that this was their sole source of fish. Fishing is
a popular recreational activity in rural Bolivia. There are
many rivers in the study region, so this is not an unex-
pected response. However, it does suggest that fish con-
sumption for some people is low simply because they are
unlikely to fish regularly.

The respondents were also asked what species of fish
they consume (Fig. 3). The three most popular fish are
pacu/tambaqui, surubi (Pseudoplatystoma fasciatum),
and sabalo (Prochilodus nigricans). Pacu and tambaqui
are combined because many people in the study area

use their names interchangeably, and both are primarily
sourced from aquaculture. Surubi is a common river fish
that is widely available in local markets and restaurants.
Sabalo is a lower cost fish that is usually imported from
Argentina. Reasons for the low frequency of other types
of fish are not fully known, but may be related to
availability, fish characteristics (bones and/or flavour),
or cultural preferences.

Non-producers were also asked what they like and dislike
about eating fish. The results are in Fig. 4. A noteworthy
finding is that only one person indicated that they liked that
fish was nutritious, which may speak to a generally low level
of interest or awareness of nutrition when it comes to making
food choices. As for dislikes, fish bones was the largest, but it
should be noted that many of the people who said they didn’t
like the bones in fish seemed to be saying so as an after-
thought; it didn’t seem to be a significant issue for most.

Table 4 Proportion of
households from each respondent
group that consumed an item in
each Household Dietary Diversity
Score food category and
measurement of difference
between groups

Respondent Group

HDDS Food Category Aquaculture
producers

Non-aquaculture
farmers

Aquaculture chain
workers

Kruskal -
Wallis H

p
value

Cereals 100% 100% 100% 0 1.0

White tubers and roots 95% 93% 92% 0.27 0.88

Vegetables 95% 98% 100% 1.44 0.49

Fruit 40% 80% 54% 13.36 0.001

Meat 90% 90% 92% 0.12 0.94

Eggs 35% 40% 23% 2.02 0.36

Fish and other seafood 38% 13% 19% 7.23 0.03

Legumes, nuts and
seeds

70% 68% 58% 1.11 0.57

Milk and milk products 30% 30% 46% 2.26 0.32

Oils and fats 38% 25% 23% 2.12 0.35

Sweets 80% 65% 69% 2.30 0.32

Spices, condiments,
and beverages

58% 58% 69% 1.12 0.57

Table 5 Details of fish
consumption of non-aquaculture
producers (n = 40)

Household fish consumption Results

Households that reported eating fish regularly 40 (100%)

Households that ate fish during the previous week 67.5%

Number of times households ate fish the previous week Mean 1.8, range 0–8

Location of fish acquisition

Purchased directly from farmer or fisher 19 (47.5%)

Purchased from a market 16 (40%)

Obtained from a river 22 (55%)

Location of fish consumption

Home 38 (95%)

Restaurant 9 (22.5%)

At a friend’s home 2 (5%)
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Respondents were also asked if theywould like their family
to eat more fish and thirty-six (90%) said yes. They were then
asked what is stopping them from eating more fish. The re-
sponses are in Fig. 5.

The two most frequent responses were that fish is too ex-
pensive (56%) and that there was no time to fish (33%). The
first response points to a potential challenge to the growth and
spread of aquaculture. The second points to the fact that many
people rely on their own fishing for fish to eat at home. Of the
four respondents who said their family doesn’t want to eat
more fish, two said it was because of personal health issues,
one said that farmed fish is unhealthy, and the third said that
the family already eats a lot.

Based on the HDDS, 19.2% of value chain workers said
they had consumed fish the previous day (Table 4). That was
lower than the 37.5% of producers who had consumed fish the
previous day, but higher than the 12.5% of non-aquaculture
producers that said they had consumed fish the previous day.
This indicates that fish produced through aquaculture is wide-
ly available and is eaten often, but access to fish is a barrier to
further increased consumption for some consumers.

3.2 Aquaculture’s indirect effect on food security
through income

This sub-section investigates the relationship between income
and different food security measures.

3.2.1 Respondent income

Aquaculture producer net incomes from aquaculture during
the most recent completed production cycle ranged from a loss
of $1254 USD to a profit of $39,204 USD. The mean was
$8219 USD, the median was $5594 USD, and the standard
deviation was $9207 USD. The primary reason for the vari-
ability in income is the wide range in the size of aquaculture
operations, as measured by m2 of pond. Larger operations can
produce more fish which yields more income. The correlation
between net income and m2 of stocked pond was strong and
significant; Spearman’s rho = 0.82, p = 0.00. Net income per
m2 of stocked pond ranged from $–0.63 USD to $3.60 USD
with a mean of $1.84 USD and a median of $1.87 USD. Three
producers had negative net income after the last harvest. The
cost of inputs (fingerlings, feed, and labour) per m2 was mod-
erately negatively and significantly correlated to net income
per m2 of stocked pond (Spearman’s rho = −0.35, p = 0.03).
The number of fish lost per m2 of stocked pond was also
moderately negatively correlated to net income per m2 of
stocked pond (Spearman’s rho = −0.38, p = 0.02). Common
causes of fish losses are predators, lack of water aeration, and
theft. There was no notable correlation between net income
per m2 of stocked pond and home fish consumption, training,
or number of identified aquaculture production problems.
However, there was a moderate correlation with degree of
woman’s participation, which is outlined in the following
section.

Aquaculture producer net income solely from aquaculture
was compared to non-producer farmer gross income from all
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of their livelihood activities (Fig. 6). We compare these be-
cause they are the most complete figures on the income of
each group. Due to time and logistical limitations, producers
were not asked detailed questions about the nature of their
other livelihood activities. For the same reasons, non-
producers were not asked questions regarding the input costs
associated with their livelihood activities.While these two sets
of data have some differences, they do provide insight into
aquaculture as an income generating activity.

The net income from aquaculture alone that aquaculturists
receive is close to the gross income that non-producers receive
from all household livelihood activities. In addition, only 20%
of producers indicated that aquaculture was their primary
source of income, indicating that aquaculture households gen-
erate more income than comparable non-aquaculture
households.

The income of workers in the CBAVC is measured as an
hourly wage as the number of hours worked per week ranged
from 12 to 98. The average was 60 with a standard deviation
of 19.7. The hours of work reported is high because some
workers live on site and often work long days and during
the weekends. There was a wide range in the hourly wages -
from $0.26USD to $3.62USD. The average was $1.25USD
with a median of $1.14USD, and a standard deviation of
$0.78USD. In some cases compensation is underestimated
because workers are provided additional support such as room
and board. Workers were asked what their previous employ-
ment was, and how they would compare it with their current
employment. Most previous employment was similar to their
current employment except they were now working in some
way with fish. The questions and responses are presented in

Table 6. Overall, employment in the CBAVC is perceived to
be modestly better than employment in other food value
chains.

Entering into aquaculture production as owners is not pos-
sible for most CBAVC workers as most lack access to land.
Only 3 of the 26 chain workers indicated that they or their
immediate family owned land. Most of them lived in a region-
al town (n = 14, 54%) or city (n = 9, 35%), and only 3 (11%)
lived in a rural area.

3.2.2 Respondent income, food security, and dietary diversity

The relationship between income and the measures of food
security and household dietary diversity for aquaculture pro-
ducers is presented in Figs. 7 and 8 and for non-aquaculture
producers in Figs. 9 and 10, respectively.

Net income from aquaculture was negatively weakly and
insignificantly correlated to food insecurity for aquaculture
producers. However, the highest income earning aquaculture
producer also reported being severely food insecure. If that
producer is removed, the correlation becomes stronger
(rs = −0.29, p = 0.08). These findings indicate that income
has a modest positive effect on improving food security, but
that food insecurity is widespread. This is re-enforced by the
non-aquaculture producer findings, which show that non-
producer household income is negatively moderately and sig-
nificantly correlated to food insecurity. With regard to dietary
diversity, there is no significant correlation with income for
either producers or non-aquaculture producers. The likely rea-
son is that people in the region generally have a very
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homogenous diet that includes a small number of basic foods
from the different HDDS categories.

We examined whether the measures of food security and
dietary diversity are related to employment income from the
CBAVC. As indicated in Figs. 11 and 12, no significant cor-
relations were found. The likely reason is that workers are a
heterogeneous low-income group that includes farm hands,
feed and fingerling production workers, restaurant servers
and cooks, and market workers. Sixteen interviewees who
worked 40 h a week or more were paid less than the national
minimum wage of $261.39 USD per month, before including
employment benefits. The size of a worker’s family also
varies since some workers are young and single while others
have families. This heterogeneity is similar to other agricul-
tural occupations; therefore the variability is also likely due to
the general prevalence of food insecurity in the region for low
income people.

3.3 Women’s participation in aquaculture and the
effect on food security

This sub-section outlines the nature of women’s participation
in aquaculture and presents the effects of such participation.

3.3.1 Women’s participation in the central Bolivian
aquaculture value chain

Producers were asked who in their household had made the
decision to start farming fish. It was made by the adult male in
ten households, by the adult female in seven households, and
by both equally in twenty-three households. Respondents
were also asked who was responsible for the tasks associated
with aquaculture production. The findings are presented in
Table 7.

Men were involved in aquaculture activities more fre-
quently than women. The average number of tasks where
men were solely responsible was 3.0, with a standard

Table 6 Frequency of aquaculture value chain worker responses to questions comparing previous employment to current aquaculture value chain
employment

A lot less A little less The same A little more A lot more

Do you consider the money you make at this job to be a lot less, a little less,
the same, a little more, or a lot more than the money you made at your
previous job?*

0 5 6 14 0

Do you consider the overall quality of this job to be a lot worse, a little worse,
the same, a little better, or a lot better than that of your previous job?*

0 6 5 12 2

Very poor Poor Not so poor Well off Rich

Before you began this job, did you consider yourself to be very poor, poor, not so
poor, well off, or rich?

0 1 6 19 0

Today, do you consider yourself to be very poor, poor, not so poor, well off, or rich? 0 0 4 22 0

* one respondent did not answer these questions
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deviation of 2.6 whereas the average for women was 1.2
with a standard deviation of 2.0. The average number of
tasks that were the responsibility of a woman and a man
equally was 4.3, with a standard deviation of 2.4. The
aquaculture production tasks where a woman is solely re-
sponsible with the highest frequency are feeding and re-
cord keeping. Feeding is high relative to other activities
likely because for some households aquaculture is the re-
sponsibility of the head woman. Ponds are usually located
near the home and since feeding is not labour or time in-
tensive, it dovetails well with many of the other household
obligations that women have such as childcare and house-
hold management. Maintaining financial records for farm
operations is not a widespread practice among small-scale
farmers in Bolivia. For those households that kept records
it was nearly evenly split between men and women. Record
keeping is a task that, unlike most others, appears to be

difficult to share, and is a likely explanation for the near
even split.

The tasks where women are responsible equally with
men the most frequently are harvesting and processing.
These activities occur in tandem over the course of one
long day, and often involve not only all household mem-
bers, but neighbors, friends and occasionally hired
workers. The activities in which women are least fre-
quently involved are pond maintenance and fish monitor-
ing. The former is likely due to the fact that pond main-
tenance is labour intensive and therefore traditionally car-
ried out by men. In the latter case, monitoring usually
involves entering the pond, which is something many
woman prefer not to do. Overall, only three households
indicated that women were not involved in any tasks re-
lated to aquaculture.

Employment in the CBAVC is available to both men
and women and tends to fall along traditional Bolivian
norms of male and female work. Of the twenty-six
workers who were interviewed, all of the men (n = 10)
were either farm hands or supply company labourers and
all of the women (n = 16) were market or restaurant
workers. The former occupations are relatively labour in-
tensive while the latter are less physically demanding.
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3.3.2 Women’s participation and food security

We investigated whether there was a correlation between the
number of activities in aquaculture production (max n = 9, see
Table 7) that are performed solely by a man, solely by a
woman, and with a women being responsible (either alone
or equally with a man), and the household’s degree of food
security and dietary diversity score (Table 8). No significant
correlations were found.

We also investigated whether there was a difference
in HDDS and ELCSA scores between female and male
CBAVC workers. Although females appear to have a

higher dietary diversity score than males (Table 9),
there was no significant difference between the two
groups. The average degree of food insecurity was also
very close, with no significant difference found between
the two groups (Table 10).

3.3.3 Women’s participation and income

We investigated if there was a correlation between the number
of activities that women and men performed on their own,
with household net income from aquaculture, the size of aqua-
culture operations as measured by m2 of pond surface, and the

Table 7 Aquaculture production
activities and the frequencies
where they were the
responsibility of the head male,
head female, or both together

Activity Gender of person responsible # %

Pond construction n = 40 Male 7 17.5%

Female 5 12.5%

Both 28 70%

Fingerling procurement n = 40 Male 17 42.5%

Female 5 12.5%

Both 18 45%

Feeding n = 40 Male 14 35%

Female 9 22.5%

Both 17 42.5%

Pond maintenance n = 40 Male 28 70%

Female 3 7.5%

Both 9 22.5%

Monitoring fish growth n = 40 Male 23 57.5%

Female 6 15%

Both 11 27.5%

Harvesting n = 40 Male 6 15%

Female 1 2.5%

Both 33 82.5%

Processing n = 40 Male 7 17.5%

Female 1 2.5%

Both 32 80%

Marketing n = 40 Male 9 22.5%

Female 8 20%

Both 23 57.5%

Record keeping n = 19 Male 8 42%

Female 9 47%

Both 2 11%

Table 8 Spearman correlations between gendered aquaculture
production responsibilities, household dietary diversity score, and
degree of food security (Escala Latino Americana y Caribina de

seguridad allimentaria scale of 0–3; 0 = food secure, 1 =mild, 2 =mod-
erate, 3 = severe)

Activities are performed
solely by a man

Activities are performed
solely by a woman

Activities where a
woman is involved

Degree of food security (ELCSA) −0.19 (p = 0.25) −0.06 (p = 0.71) 0.14 (p = 0.4)

Dietary diversity (HDDS) 0.18 (p = 0 .27) −0.21 (p = 0.21) −0.06 (p = 0.69)
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productivity of aquaculture operations as measured by income
per m2 of pond area (Table 11). For women, no significant
correlations were found. For men, significant and negative
correlations were found between the number of activities they
performed and both net income and productivity.

To investigate the impact of women’s participation in aqua-
culture production, we explored the correlations between the
number of tasks that a woman was responsible for, either
alone or equally with a male household member, and net in-
come (Fig. 13), size of operation (Fig. 14), and productivity
(Fig. 15). Moderately strong and significant correlations were
found for net income and productivity. Size of operation was
weakly and insignificantly correlated but was very close to
being moderate and significant. This indicates that households
where women are involved in managing aquaculture opera-
tions are likely to be more successful than households that rely
on just women, and especially more than households that rely
on just men.

We also investigated whether women’s hourly wages were
significantly less than those of men who were working in the
CBAVC (Table 12). AMann-Whitney U test revealed women
do make significantly less than men, with men making 55%
more on average per hour than women.

This difference in income is likely partially due to the po-
sitions that each gender tends to occupy. Men often work for
input businesses that are large and which tend to pay higher
salaries. They are also more likely to be employed in jobs that
are physically demanding. Women tend to work at markets
and restaurants, which are generally low-paying, and also less
physically demanding. That said, these employers tend to be
quite accommodating for childcare, and it is common for
women to bring their children to work. Restaurants also
occarsionally provide workers room and board in addition to

wages. Nonetheless, culture is likely a key factor that contrib-
utes to the large difference in hourly wages.

4 Discussion

South America is viewed as a “suitable underutilized site” for
aquaculture (Anderson et al. 2017, p163), especially for inland
production systems (Valladao et al. 2016). With this potential,
and a growing domestic market, Latin American aquaculture
output is expected to increase by more than 100% from 2010
levels by 2030 (Kobayashi et al. 2015). However, despite this
overall potential, South American aquaculture and its contri-
bution to livelihoods and food security is diverse, as is its
interaction with local cultures. Aquaculture for export prod-
ucts (salmon, shrimp, mussels, and tilapia), grown at industrial
levels, represents the greatest volume and value in the conti-
nent, but smaller scale farm-diversification approaches, gen-
erally serving local markets, are those promoted in develop-
ment projects. These are variably promoted as improving live-
lihoods for the poor and/or introduction of healthy protein to
local diets. Vasques and Flores-Nava (2014) describe these as
Aquaculture of Limited Resources (AREL) and Aquaculture
of Small and Medium Business (AMYPE). The first of these
includes subsistence level aquaculture to primarily supple-
ment household diets. Most research on the food security
and social impacts of aquaculture have focused on the
export-oriented systems or small-scale subsistence systems
(Bush et al. 2019). Recent evidence suggests, however, that
AMYPE type systems are responsible for a much larger share
of aquaculture fish production, trade, and consumption around
the world than previously thought, but are under-researched
(Belton et al. 2018a; Bush et al. 2019).

Early efforts to establish Bolivian tropical aquaculture in-
cluded AREL approaches with communal production, which
did not generally persist after the loss of international subsidies.
In part, this could be due to the traditionally low level of fish
consumption in the target areas, as well as problems of com-
munal ownership where it is not otherwise common (MDRyT-
ViceMinisterio-IPD PACU 2014). Support of small business
approaches in the AMYPE class has shown more sustainability
and is likely responsible for the current growth of aquaculture
(ibid.). We evaluated the contribution this emerging small-scale
industry is having on local food security.

This aquaculture system of central Bolivia (the CBAVC)
has both differences and similarities with the production and
consumption systems found in other contexts such as Africa
and Asia, reflecting its relative youth. Production occurs at the
household level, is small tomedium sized in scale, is primarily
commercially oriented, and serves local and domestically re-
gional markets. Household consumption occurs, but income
generation is the primary purpose of production. Consumers

Table 10 Details of household degree of food insecurity (based on
Escala Latino Americana y Caribina de seguridad alimentaria) of
central Bolivian aquaculture value chain workers according to gender

Mean Median St. Dev. C.V.

Female workers n = 16 1.38 1.5 0.89 65%

Male workers n = 10 1.4 1.0 0.84 60%

Mann-Whiney U = 75 (p = 0.8)

Table 9 Details of household dietary diversity scores of central
Bolivian aquaculture value chain workers according to gender

Mean Median St. Dev. C.V.

Female workers n = 16 7.69 8 1.25 16.3%

Male workers n = 10 7.10 7 1.37 19.3%

Mann-Whitney U = 54 (p = 0.24)
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access aquaculture fish from local markets, restaurants, and
occasionally directly from producers.

We focused on three pathways between aquaculture and
food security outlined by Kawarazuka and Bene (2010); fish
consumption, income, and women’s participation. We found
that food insecurity was widespread and did not differ in a
statistically significant way between the three respondent
groups – aquaculture producers, CBAVC workers, and non-
aquaculture producing farmers. However, a trend towards
greater food security amongst aquaculture producers was ob-
served and may become stronger as their time engaged in
aquaculture increases. The primary source of food insecurity
amongst all three groups was anxiety over future access to
food. These findings fit with the prevailing socio-economic
conditions in Bolivia. There is a degree of social and econom-
ic stability and access to employment that provides access to
food, but it is not sufficiently stable to alleviate concerns over
future access to food (de Sousa et al. 2019; Ministry of Rural
Development 2014; Salazar et al. 2016).

With respect to consumption, all three interviewed groups
had reported consuming fish from aquaculture. Producers in
particular reported high rates of fish consumption, a finding
consistent with research on small-scale aquaculture production
in Malawi (Dey et al. 2007), Bangladesh (Ahmed and Waibel
2019; Belton and Azad 2012), and various other Asian coun-
tries (Dey et al. 2005). CBAVC workers are also accessing
farmed fish. This is likely because many workers, particularly
restaurant and market workers and farm labourers, have easier

access to fish than the average person. However, they often
have to purchase the fish they consume, unlike producers,
which explains their relatively lower consumption rate. Non-
aquaculture farmers also had high rates of fish consumption,
including fish from aquaculture. This indicates that aquaculture
is improving the availability of fish in the region, including for
those who face economic challenges, and is having an impact
on the generally low average levels of Bolivian fish consump-
tion. For the poorest of the poor, who tend to be landless, the
change in their access to fish is unclear, but given the growing
ubiquity of fish in the region, it is likely improving to some
degree. This is promising for development practitioners since
concerns have been raised about aquaculture’s capacity to reach
poorer consumers (Beveridge et al. 2013).

Despite the growth of the CBAVC and widespread fish con-
sumption, dietary diversity varied little between groups, with
the exception of high fish consumption amongst producers and
high fruit consumption amongst non-aquaculture farmers.
Households not only ate similar foods, but they tended to eat
the same simple dishes, even with higher incomes and even in
restaurants. This indicates strong cultural resistance to dietary
change. The relatively stable variance in the HDDS index (as
CV), rather than increasing with increased income, may also be
due to dietary resilience, as observed by Maxwell et al. (2013).
Nevertheless, fish are adequately consumed and sought after,
indicating there may be unsatisfied demand. This is not fully
addressed by the current aquaculture output, probably in part
because of the price. Our results indicate that the demand for
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Table 11 Spearman correlations
between the number of tasks men
and women do alone, and
aquaculture net income, size of
operation, and productivity

Number of tasks performed solely by a
woman

Number of tasks performed solely by a
man

Net Income rs = −0.16 (p = 0.32). rs = −0.40 (p = 0.01)

Size of
operation

rs = 0.18 (p = 0.26) rs = −0.26 (p = 0.11)

Productivity rs = 0.14 (p = 0.37) rs = −0.32 (p = 0.04)
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fish is based on its taste, with little knowledge of its superior
nutritional value. Educational marketing of the nutritional value
of fish appears to be a largely untapped avenue. Improving fish
consumption with aquaculture production will need to consider
species that have cultural recognition, good perceived taste, and
are more economical. There is evidence that fish farming can
diversify diets elsewhere, either by generating income that can
be spent on other food (Aiga et al. 2009; Ahmed and Waibel
2019) or by changing cooking habits (Thilsted 2012).
However, the homogeneity in food preferences, as in this
Bolivian location, is an important consideration for develop-
ment interventions seeking to bolster local food security by
introducing more nutritious foods.

Net aquaculture income was weakly and insignificantly cor-
related with better food security, but a positive trend was ob-
served.Non-aquaculture producer gross incomewasmoderately
and significantly correlated with better food security.
Aquaculture producers were also wealthier on average than
non-producers and chain workers. These findings indicate that
although food insecurity is widespread, income has a modest
positive effect on improving food security. The CBAVC also
generates employment, but variations in income from that

employment did not correlate to variations in food security.
This is likely because almost all work in the chain is low paying.
However, it was reported as being moderately better than alter-
natives, implying a small positive impact. Studies in Myanmar
(Filipski and Belton 2018) and Ghana (Kassam and Dorward
2017) showed similar findings. Future research that compares
CBAVC workers to other food value chain workers could de-
termine if that impact translates to improved food security.

A key question in the aquaculture literature is whether
AMYPE aquaculture production is accessible to lower income
segments of rural society, or only to higher capacity producers
that can afford the entry costs of land and infrastructure (Bene
et al. 2016). Barriers to entering pacu or tambaqui farming in
central Bolivia are relatively low for households that already own
land. Since individual land ownership is widespread and many
landowners struggle economically in the region (Andersen
2018), aquaculture can be a viable pathway to household
income and food security for rural Bolivians. This contrasts
with other contexts where aquaculture is only accessible to
wealthier producers. To what degree this holds as the system
grows is unknown, but recent research by Belton et al. (2018b)
inMyanmar andGonzalez-Poblete et al. (2018) in Chile suggests
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that even if large scale aquaculture operations were to emerge in
central Bolivia, they may do so alongside, rather than displace,
the existing small and medium scale producers.

The connection between women’s participation in aquacul-
ture and food security has been shown (Jahan et al. 2010;
Kawarazuka and Bene 2010; Monfort 2015) but is under
researched (Brugere and Williams 2017; Gopal et al. 2020;
Kruijssen et al. 2018). Women participate throughout the
CBAVC, but unevenly. Production is undertaken more exten-
sively by men, but male dominated operations were smaller, less
productive, and generated less income than female dominated
operations. However, the largest, most profitable, and most
productive producer households were those where women
were involved in aquaculture. Shirajee et al. (2010) similarly
found that women’s involvement in household aquaculture in
Bangladesh increased production, but dissimilarly this was
through their additional labour more than through co-operation.
TheCBAVCalso generates employment opportunities for wom-
en, more so than for men. Barriers to access to CBAVC employ-
ment are low and employment is accessed by economically mar-
ginalized people, includingwomen. However, CBAVC employ-
ment falls along Bolivian gender norms, which under-value
women, especially indigenous women (Grown and Lundwall
2016). Positions occupied by women are lower paying on aver-
age compared to men’s employment, a common finding in other
contexts (Kruijssen et al. 2013;Veliu et al. 2009). The division of
labour in Bolivia is similar to that found by Ndanga et al. (2013)
in Western Kenya, where women participate in production and
marketing, but it is different in terms of profitability – in Kenya
working inmarkets ismore profitable than production, in Bolivia
production is more profitable than retail work. Overall, women
are occupying roles in the CBAVCwhich is contributing to food
security, but this varies based on the role –worker or producer –
and on the degree of participation.

5 Conclusion and recommendations

The rapid growth and diversification of aquaculture is having
an increasingly large impact on global food security. At the
national level, however, this impact is highly uneven due to
large differences in social, ecological, cultural, and political
contexts. This article investigated the impact small-scale com-
mercially oriented aquaculture has had on the food security of
aquaculture value chain actors along three pathways: consump-
tion, income, and women’s participation. Our results indicate

that the introduction and growth of aquaculture increased re-
gional fish consumption, thereby generating a positive nutri-
tional impact, but not due to knowledge of beneficial nutrition,
and limited by conservative dietary preferences, access, and
cost. The presence of the CBAVC did not have a significant
effect on otherwise diversifying the diets of the respondents.
Development practitioners seeking to improve food security
and nutrition in a region by introducing a new food, should
do so as part of a comprehensive socially and culturally aware
strategy. In addition to providing information on the economic
benefits of fish farming, there is also a need to disseminate
information on fish preparation and healthy eating.

Aquaculture is generating income and employment, which
in turn is having a modest positive effect on food security.
Fish farming appears to be a better income generator than
other farm-based livelihoods in the region. Greater investment
by both national and local governments in training and infra-
structure will pay dividends in terms of achieving higher in-
comes and improved food security.

Women participate in many farm level fish production ac-
tivities. As their involvement increases farms tend to become
larger, more productive, and more profitable. Interestingly,
male dominated aquaculture, by contrast, is negatively correlat-
ed with growth, productivity, and profitability. Women are also
gaining employment in the value chain, but such employment
is low paying. This situation could be improved if training and
extension services were to be offered by government agencies
and/or NGOs. There is a need, however, to broaden the focus
from that of simply increasing the number of women partici-
pating in the CBAVC, to ensuring the adoption of gender sen-
sitive approaches in their training programs to make themmore
readily accessible and inclusive for women. There is also a need
to directly address gender-based income discrepancies.
Together, these initiatives would help to ensure that women
benefit more fully from growth in the aquaculture sector, and
in turn, the sector would benefit from their greater participation.
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Average hourly wage (USD) Median Standard deviation Coefficient of variation
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