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ABSTRACT 

Climate finance is becoming more and more important to support adaptation and resilience to climate change in 

poor communities. Despite the increasing international commitment to climate adaptation financing, the 
distribution of such resources is still uneven, especially in rural areas of developing countries. This study 

considered the effects of unequal access to climate financing on social cohesion in Chivi District, a drought-prone 
area located in Masvingo Province, Zimbabwe. The study was done in a mixed-methods mode based on the 

pragmatic research paradigm. The quantitative data were gathered from 200 household respondents and 

qualitative data were gathered through focus group discussions and community leaders and development 
stakeholders interviews. Descriptive statistics and thematic analysis were used for the analysis of the data. The 

findings indicate that access to climate finance in Chivi District is very uneven. Those who have a higher level 
of growth and where there is a higher level of institutional presence have access to more adaptation resources 

while other wards are not getting as much as they would like. Poor application procedures, lack of information, 

and lack of technical capacity also limited access for the most vulnerable families. The study found that these 
disparities have contributed to declining trust in institutions, increased perceptions of exclusion, reduced 

collective action, and weakened social cohesion. The study concludes that climate finance is not merely an 
economic resource but also a social and institutional process that influences community relationships and 

resilience. Equitable distribution mechanisms, participatory governance structures, and transparent funding 

processes are therefore essential for strengthening both climate adaptation and social cohesion in drought-prone 
communities. The study contributes empirical evidence to emerging debates on climate justice and rural 

adaptation financing in Southern Africa. 
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INTRODUCTION 

Climate change has emerged as one of the most significant development challenges confronting rural 

communities in Sub-Saharan Africa Kgomo;(2021). Increasing temperatures, changing rainfall patterns, 
prolonged droughts, and recurrent extreme weather events continue to threaten livelihoods, food security, and 

social stability across the region(Mavura et al.,2024). The impacts of climate change are particularly severe in 

countries whose economies depend heavily on rain-fed agriculture and natural resources. Zimbabwe represents 
one of the country’s most vulnerable to climate variability owing to its dependence on agriculture, recurrent 

droughts, weak adaptive capacity, and limited financial resources for climate adaptation (Mafunga et al., 2022). 
Rural communities, which constitute the majority of the country's population, continue to experience the adverse 
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effects of climate change disproportionately, thereby necessitating urgent interventions aimed at strengthening 
resilience and promoting sustainable adaptation strategies (Nhemachena eta l.,2020). 

Over the past two decades, Zimbabwe has experienced frequent climate-related shocks, including severe 

droughts, erratic rainfall seasons, heatwaves, and tropical cyclones(Nhenachena et al.,2020). The El Niño-
induced droughts of 2015–2016 and 2023–2024, together with the devastating effects of Cyclone Idai in 2019, 

demonstrated the increasing vulnerability of communities to climatic hazards(Hasan et al.,2023). These events 
resulted in crop failures, livestock losses, water shortages, destruction of infrastructure, and heightened food 

insecurity. In response, both domestic and international actors have increasingly emphasized climate adaptation 

and resilience-building interventions supported through climate financing mechanisms (Khan et al.,2020; Hasan 
et al.,2023). Climate finance has therefore become an essential instrument for supporting vulnerable communities 

to adapt to changing climatic conditions, improve agricultural productivity, enhance water security, and 
strengthen local resilience(Hassan et al.,2023). 

Climate finance refers to local, national, and international financial resources that support mitigation and 

adaptation actions aimed at addressing climate change(Wong et al.,2022). International financing mechanisms 
such as the Green Climate Fund, Adaptation Fund, Global Environment Facility, and bilateral donor programmes 

have increasingly directed resources toward developing countries to support climate resilience(Khan et al .,2020). 
Zimbabwe has also developed several policy frameworks, including the National Climate Policy, National 

Climate Change Response Strategy, and Nationally Determined Contributions, which seek to enhance access to 

climate finance and promote climate adaptation initiatives(Mavura et al.,2023). However, despite these policy 
developments, concerns continue to emerge regarding the distribution of climate finance resources, particularly 

within rural communities where vulnerability levels are highest. 

The challenge facing many rural districts is not merely the scarcity of climate finance but the unequal distribution 

of available resources(Nhemachena et al.,2020; Mafunga et al.,2022)). Evidence from several developing 

countries suggests that climate financing often tends to favour areas with stronger institutional capacity, better 
infrastructure, greater political visibility, and stronger relationships with implementing agencies (Mafunga et 

al.,2022; Khan et al.,2020; Hassan eta al.,2023). Consequently, vulnerable communities located in remote rural 
areas frequently receive limited support despite experiencing severe climate risks(Wong et al.,2022) Such 

disparities create what climate justice scholars describe as distributive inequalities, whereby those most affected 

by climate change receive the least assistance. This inequitable allocation of resources may further deepen 
existing socio-economic inequalities and undermine local adaptive capacity (Mavura et al.,2023); Wong et 

al.,2022. Mafunga et al.,2022) 

Chivi District, located in Masvingo Province, represents one of Zimbabwe's most climate-vulnerable regions. 

The district falls predominantly within agro-ecological regions IV and V, which are characterized by low and 

erratic rainfall, recurrent droughts, poor soils, and limited agricultural productivity(Mafunga et al.,2022; Chirisa 
et al.,2021). The livelihoods of most households depend heavily on rain-fed subsistence agriculture, livestock 

production, and small-scale economic activities. Persistent drought conditions have contributed to declining crop 
yields, food insecurity, water shortages, and increased household vulnerability. As climatic conditions continue 

to deteriorate, external support through climate financing becomes increasingly important for sustaining 

livelihoods and promoting resilience(Chirisa et al, 2021; Mavura et al.,2023; Bandary et al.,2021) 

Despite numerous climate adaptation interventions implemented by government agencies, development partners, 

and non-governmental organizations, concerns have emerged regarding the accessibility and distribution of 
climate financing within Chivi District (Chirisa et al.,2021). Some communities have reportedly benefited from 

irrigation schemes, conservation agriculture programmes, water projects, and livelihood interventions, while 

others continue to experience limited support(Nhemachena et al.,2020). These disparities have generated 
perceptions of exclusion, favouritism, and inequality among community members. Households that perceive 

themselves as excluded from climate-related interventions may develop negative attitudes toward institutions and 
stakeholders responsible for resource allocation (Mavura et al.,2023). 

The consequences of unequal climate financing extend beyond economic and environmental dimensions and 

increasingly affect social relationships within communities(Bandary et al.,2021; Wong et al.,2022). Social 
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cohesion, which refers to the degree of trust, cooperation, solidarity, and connectedness among community 
members, constitutes an essential component of community resilience(Wong et al.,2022). Communities 

characterized by strong social cohesion are generally better able to mobilize resources, share knowledge, and 

undertake collective action during periods of crisis(Bandary et al.,2021; Kgomo, 2021). According to Mafunga 
et al. (2022), perceived inequalities in resource distribution can erode trust, create tensions, and weaken collective 

action mechanisms. In climate-vulnerable communities, weakened social cohesion may further reduce adaptive 
capacity and increase vulnerability to future climate shocks (Veenstra, 2021; Khumalo et al., 2023) 

Existing literature has extensively examined climate finance, adaptation strategies, and climate vulnerability 

within developing countries. Studies have also explored issues of climate justice, resource allocation, and 
community resilience (Waheed and Waheed, 2022; Schneider et al.,2019; Ndlovu, 2023). However, relatively 

limited empirical attention has been given to the relationship between climate financing inequalities and social 
cohesion, particularly at the local level in Zimbabwe (Chikozho et al., 2023). Most studies have focused primarily 

on the effectiveness of climate adaptation interventions without examining how the distribution of resources 

influences trust, participation, social solidarity, and collective resilience within affected communities (Chirisa et 
al., 2021; Ndlovu, 2023). This represents an important knowledge gap given the increasing emphasis on inclusive 

and equitable climate adaptation. 

Furthermore, much of the available literature on climate finance in Zimbabwe concentrates on national policies, 

institutional frameworks, and financing mechanisms, with limited evidence emerging from district-level 

experiences. Consequently, there remains an inadequate understanding of how vulnerable rural communities 
perceive climate financing processes and how these perceptions influence social relationships. Understanding 

these dynamics is particularly important in drought-prone districts such as Chivi, where social networks and 
collective action play a critical role in household survival and adaptation (Khumalo et al., 2023; Ndlovu, 2023; 

Chirisa et al., 2021). 

This study therefore investigates the effects of disproportionate climate financing on social cohesion in Chivi 
District, Masvingo Province. Specifically, the study examines the distribution of climate financing, the barriers 

affecting access to climate resources, and the implications of financing inequalities for trust, cooperation, 
participation, and community resilience (Gaia et al., 2023; Waheed and Waheed, 2022). This study is contributing 

to the discussions on climate justice, equitable adaptation financing and social resilience in climate-vulnerable 

communities through the lens of these relationships. 

RESEARCH PROBLEM 

Climate change has made rural communities more vulnerable in Zimbabwe in particular in drought-prone areas 

like Chivi, where incomes are heavily dependent on rain-fed agriculture and natural resources (Chirisa et al., 

2021; Ndlovu, 2023; Khumalo et al., 2023). Droughts, low agricultural productivity, water shortages, and food 
insecurity have resulted in severe pressures on households and local institutions (Mafunga et al., 2022; Bandary, 

2021; Chirisa et al., 2021). In response, governments, development agencies and international organizations have 
introduced climate finance to help improve adaptation, resilience and decrease vulnerability due to climate change 

and its impact on development (Bandary et al., 2021; Wong et al., 2022). Climate finance should also be sensitive 

to the needs of communities that are extremely vulnerable and provide the right kind of support, in order to help 
the people of these communities to adapt to climate change (Nhemachena et al., 2020). 

Though climate adaptation funds are increasing at the global and national scale, rural Zimbabwe’s access to 
climate finance is more uneven. People living in areas of a larger institutional presence, better infrastructure and 

visibility receive an even greater share of the adaptation resources than those who are geographically and 

economically marginalized and less well-off (Hassan et al., 2023; Kropinova and Oyndi, 2023). In the Chivi 
District, some wards have benefited from irrigation schemes, conservation agriculture programmes, water 

harvesting projects, and livelihood support systems, while others have suffered from severe climate impacts and 
need limited external assistance (Mafunga et al., 2022; Ndlovu, 2023). These disparities have generated concerns 

regarding the fairness, transparency, and inclusiveness of climate financing processes. 

This study therefore addresses an important empirical and policy gap by investigating the relationship between 
disproportionate climate financing and social cohesion in Chivi District. The study seeks to understand how 
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inequalities in climate finance distribution influence trust, participation, collective action, and resilience among 
vulnerable households. By examining these dynamics, the study contributes to broader discussions on climate 

justice, equitable adaptation financing, and sustainable community resilience in climate shock-prone areas of 

Zimbabwe. 

RESEARCH OBJECTIVES 

The study sought to achieve the following objectives: 

General Objective 

To examine the effects of disproportionate climate financing on social cohesion in climate shock-prone 
communities in Chivi District, Masvingo Province. 

Specific Objectives 

• To assess the distribution of climate financing among communities and socio-economic groups in Chivi 

District. 

• To examine the effects of unequal climate financing on the vulnerability and resilience of local 

communities to climate shocks. 

• To investigate the relationship between access to climate finance and social cohesion within communities 

in Chivi District. 

• To identify the barriers that limit vulnerable households from accessing climate financing opportunities. 

• To propose policy interventions aimed at promoting equitable climate financing and strengthening social 

cohesion in drought-prone communities. 

RESEARCH QUESTIONS 

The study was guided by the following research questions: 

• How is climate financing distributed among communities in Chivi District? 

• What factors limit access to climate financing among vulnerable households? 

• How does unequal access to climate finance affect community resilience and vulnerability? 

• What relationship exists between climate financing inequalities and social cohesion? 

• What policy measures can enhance equitable climate financing and strengthen social cohesion in climate-

vulnerable communities? 

SIGNIFICANCE OF THE STUDY 

The study contributes to the growing body of knowledge on climate finance, climate justice, and social resilience 
within vulnerable rural communities. While considerable attention has been given to climate adaptation financing, 

limited research has examined its social implications, particularly within the context of rural Zimbabwe. The 
study therefore provides empirical evidence on how financing inequalities influence social relationships, trust, 

and collective action. 

From a policy perspective, the findings may assist government institutions, local authorities, and development 
agencies in designing more equitable climate financing mechanisms. The study emphasizes the importance of 

transparency, participation, and inclusivity in climate resource allocation. Such evidence is particularly relevant 
as Zimbabwe continues to implement its National Climate Policy and Nationally Determined Contributions. 
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The study is also important for development partners and non-governmental organizations involved in climate 
adaptation programming. Understanding local perceptions regarding resource allocation may improve 

programme design, enhance community participation, and strengthen the sustainability of adaptation 

interventions. 

At community level, the findings may help promote awareness regarding the importance of equitable resource 

distribution and social cohesion in strengthening resilience. Strong social relationships and collective action 
remain critical assets for communities facing recurrent climate shocks. 

Finally, the study contributes theoretically by integrating climate justice and social capital perspectives to explain 

the relationship between climate financing and social cohesion. This integrated perspective provides a useful 
framework for understanding adaptation challenges in climate-vulnerable communities. 

DELIMITATION OF THE STUDY 

The study was conducted in Chivi District in Masvingo Province, Zimbabwe. The district was selected because 

of its high exposure to recurrent droughts, water shortages, and agricultural vulnerability associated with climate 
variability. The study focused specifically on households, community leaders, and local stakeholders involved in 

climate adaptation and development initiatives. 

The investigation concentrated on climate financing and its influence on social cohesion. Particular attention was 

given to issues of resource distribution, access to climate funding, trust, participation, collective action, and 

resilience. Other aspects of climate change such as mitigation strategies, carbon financing, and urban climate 
adaptation were beyond the scope of the study. 

The study also focused on perceptions and experiences of community members regarding climate financing. 
Consequently, the findings reflect the experiences of participants within Chivi District and may not necessarily 

be generalized to all rural communities in Zimbabwe, although they provide valuable insights for similar climate-

vulnerable contexts. 

LITERATURE REVIEW 

Climate Finance and Rural Vulnerability 

Climate finance has increasingly emerged as one of the most important instruments for supporting climate 

adaptation and resilience-building efforts in developing countries (Hassan et al., 2023). The United Nations 
Framework Convention on Climate Change (UNFCCC) recognizes climate finance as financial resources that 

support mitigation and adaptation interventions aimed at reducing climate risks and strengthening resilience 
among vulnerable populations (Ndlovu, 2023; Schneider et al., 2019). International mechanisms such as the 

Green Climate Fund, Adaptation Fund, and Global Environment Facility have mobilized substantial resources to 

support climate programmes in developing nations (Nhemachena et al., 2020; Bandary et al.,2021; Wong et 
al.,2022). However, despite the growth of these financing mechanisms, questions continue to arise regarding the 

extent to which climate finance reaches the most vulnerable communities, particularly those located in rural and 
marginalized areas (Kgomo, 2021; Mafunga et al., 2022). 

Sub-Saharan Africa remains one of the regions most affected by climate change despite contributing minimally 

to global greenhouse gas emissions (Bandary et al.,2021; Wong et al.,2022). Countries within the region 
experience recurrent droughts, floods, food insecurity, and declining agricultural productivity, all of which 

increase vulnerability among rural populations (Kgomo, 2021; Hassan et al., 2023; Schneider et al., 2019). 
Climate finance has therefore become an important mechanism for supporting adaptation interventions, 

improving livelihoods, and reducing vulnerability. Nevertheless, many African countries continue to experience 

significant financing gaps that limit the implementation of adaptation programmes (Waheed and Waheed, 2022; 
Khumalo et al., 2023; Kropinova and Oyndi, 2023). These funding shortages have disproportionately affected 

rural communities whose adaptive capacities remain low. 
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Studies conducted across developing countries indicate that climate finance distribution is often influenced by 
institutional capacity, administrative structures, and political priorities (Bandary, 2021; Zartman, 2019).; Hassan 

et al. (2023). Doshi and Garschagen (2020) observed that regions with stronger institutions and better technical 

expertise frequently attract larger shares of adaptation funding than remote rural areas. Consequently, vulnerable 
communities often remain excluded despite facing the highest climate risks. Such disparities undermine the 

intended objectives of climate finance, which seeks to support populations that are most exposed to climate-
related hazards (Schneider et al., 2019; Chikozho et al., 2023; Kropinova and Oyndi, 2023). 

In Zimbabwe, climate vulnerability is particularly pronounced in semi-arid regions characterized by recurrent 

droughts and poor agricultural productivity (Nhemachena et al., 2020; Ndlovu, 2023; Mafunga et al., 2022). 
Districts such as Chivi have experienced declining rainfall patterns, frequent crop failures, and increasing food 

insecurity. Although climate adaptation programmes have been implemented through government agencies and 
development partners, access to these interventions remains uneven. Some communities have benefited from 

irrigation schemes, conservation agriculture, and water harvesting projects, while others continue to experience 

severe climate impacts with limited support (Chirisa et al 2021; Mafunga et al., 2022; Khumalo et al., 2023). 

The vulnerability of rural communities extends beyond environmental exposure to include socio-economic and 

institutional dimensions (Chikozho et al., 2023; Gaia et al., 2023; Veenstra, 2021). Poverty, limited infrastructure, 
weak extension services, and inadequate access to information reduce the ability of households to adapt to climate 

change. Nyahunda and Tirivangasi (2021) argue that these conditions create multiple barriers that prevent 

vulnerable populations from accessing climate adaptation resources. Consequently, climate finance may fail to 
reach those communities most in need of support. 

The literature therefore demonstrates that climate finance and rural vulnerability are closely interconnected. 
Effective climate financing has the potential to strengthen adaptive capacity and resilience, while unequal 

distribution of resources may reinforce existing vulnerabilities (Zartman, 2019; Bandary, 2021; Kgomo, 2021. 

Understanding how climate finance reaches vulnerable communities is essential for promoting equitable 
adaptation and reducing the impacts of climate change in drought-prone regions such as Chivi District. 

Distribution of Climate Finance and Resource Inequalities 

The allocation of climate finance has become an important subject within climate adaptation literature. Although 

international commitments have increased funding for adaptation programmes, concerns remain regarding how 

resources are distributed among countries, regions, and communities. Scholars argue that climate finance often 
reflects existing institutional and economic inequalities rather than actual levels of climate vulnerability. This has 

resulted in considerable disparities in access to adaptation resources between urban and rural areas (Gaia et al., 
2023; Aldrich, 2011; Veenstra, 2021). 

Research suggests that institutional capacity plays a major role in determining access to climate finance. 

Communities with stronger administrative structures, greater technical expertise, and better access to information 
are generally more successful in attracting adaptation resources (Hassan et al., 2023; Schneider et al., 2019; 

Ndlovu, 2023). Conversely, rural communities frequently lack the institutional support necessary to prepare 
proposals, engage development agencies, and comply with funding requirements (Waheed and Waheed, 2022; 

Bandary, 2021). These disadvantages often result in unequal access to climate finance. 

Several studies have highlighted the urban bias that characterizes climate adaptation investments in many 
developing countries. Infrastructure projects, urban resilience programmes, and commercially viable initiatives 

frequently receive greater attention than small-scale rural interventions. This imbalance leaves rural communities 
underserved despite their higher exposure to climate risks. Such disparities create concerns regarding equity and 

fairness in climate financing systems (Kropinova and Oyndi, 2023; Makhura et al., 2022; Khumalo et al., 2023; 

Gaia et al., 2023). 

Within Zimbabwe, evidence suggests that climate interventions are often concentrated in areas with stronger 

institutional presence or donor visibility (Chikozho et al., 2023; Ndlovu, 2023). Communities located near growth 
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points and administrative centres may receive greater support than remote villages. This uneven distribution can 
create perceptions of favouritism and exclusion among community members. The concentration of resources in 

selected areas may therefore deepen existing socio-economic inequalities (Chirisa et al 2021; Khumalo et al., 

2023; Makhura et al., 2022). 

Climate justice scholars argue that adaptation resources should be allocated according to vulnerability and need 

rather than institutional advantages (Mafunga et al., 2022; Bandary et al.,2021; Wong et al.,2022). Wong (2022) 
emphasizes that climate finance should prioritize populations experiencing the greatest climate risks. Failure to 

achieve equitable distribution may undermine the effectiveness of adaptation programmes and weaken public 

confidence in institutions responsible for resource allocation. 

The literature therefore indicates that climate finance distribution remains uneven both globally and locally. 

Understanding these inequalities is essential because resource allocation influences not only adaptation outcomes 
but also social relations within affected communities. The issue of equitable distribution therefore constitutes a 

critical dimension of climate adaptation and resilience-building efforts. 

Barriers to Accessing Climate Finance in Rural Communities 

Access to climate finance in rural communities is often constrained by multiple institutional, economic, and 

informational barriers (Mafunga et al., 2022). Although adaptation funds may be available through government 
programmes and development agencies, many vulnerable households remain unable to access these resources 

(Chirisa et al., 2021). The existence of financing opportunities does not necessarily guarantee accessibility, 

particularly among communities with limited institutional capacity. 

Bureaucratic procedures represent one of the most frequently cited barriers to climate finance access (Veenstra, 

2021; Schneider et al., 2019). Complex application processes, extensive documentation requirements, and 
lengthy approval procedures often discourage potential beneficiaries (Aldrich, 2011; Hassan et al., 2023; Kgomo, 

2021). Smallholder farmers and rural households may lack the technical expertise necessary to complete funding 

applications or meet reporting requirements. As a result, available resources may remain underutilized 
(Kropinova and Oyndi, 2023). 

Limited awareness also affects access to climate finance. Several studies indicate that rural populations frequently 
lack information regarding available funding opportunities, eligibility requirements, and application procedures 

(Kgomo;(2021; Zartman, 2019).; Hassan et al. (2023). Chikozho et al. (2023) and Mafunga et al. (2022) found 

that many communities in rural Zimbabwe were unaware of climate financing programmes operating within their 
regions. This information gap restricts participation and reduces the effectiveness of adaptation interventions. 

Technical capacity constraints further limit access to climate finance (Veenstra, 2021; Khumalo et al., 2023). 
Proposal writing, project management, financial reporting, and monitoring requirements often exceed the 

capacities of local communities. Communities without support from extension officers, local authorities, or non-

governmental organizations may therefore struggle to compete for available resources. Such conditions create 
inequalities between communities with institutional support and those without (Zartman, 2019; Schneider et al., 

2019; Kgomo, 2021). 

Political and institutional factors may also influence resource allocation. Perceptions of favouritism, elite capture, 

and unequal treatment have been reported in some adaptation programmes. When communities believe that 

resources are distributed unfairly, trust in institutions may decline. These perceptions may discourage 
participation and weaken support for climate interventions (Bandary et al.,2021; Wong et al.,2022; Kropinova 

and Oyndi, 2023). 

The literature therefore demonstrates that barriers to climate finance extend beyond financial constraints. 

Institutional procedures, information limitations, technical deficiencies, and governance challenges collectively 

influence access to adaptation resources. Addressing these barriers is essential for improving inclusiveness and 
ensuring that climate finance reaches vulnerable communities (Hassan et al., 2023; Bandary, 2021; Zartman, 

2019). 
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Social Cohesion and Community Resilience 

Social cohesion has increasingly attracted attention within climate adaptation literature because of its role in 

strengthening community resilience. Social cohesion refers to the degree of trust, solidarity, cooperation, and 

connectedness among members of a community. Communities characterized by strong social cohesion often 
demonstrate greater capacity to respond collectively to environmental shocks and crises (Bandary, 2021). 

Putnam (2000) argues that social capital and social networks constitute important resources that facilitate 
cooperation and collective action. In rural communities, trust and reciprocity enable households to share 

resources, exchange information, and support one another during periods of hardship. Such relationships become 

particularly important during droughts, food shortages, and other climate-related emergencies (Bandary et 
al.,2021; Wong et al.,2022). 

Research indicates that communities with high levels of social cohesion generally recover more quickly from 
disasters. Kgomo (2021) and Aldrich (2012) found that social networks frequently determine the speed and 

effectiveness of recovery following environmental shocks. Communities that maintain strong relationships are 

better able to mobilize resources, coordinate responses, and implement adaptation measures (Chirisa et al 2021; 
Hassan et al., 2023). 

Conversely, social cohesion may be weakened by inequality and resource competition (Veenstra, 2021; Gaia et 
al., 2023). Perceived unfairness in resource allocation can reduce trust among community members and increase 

tensions between beneficiaries and non-beneficiaries. In vulnerable communities where resources are scarce, 

competition may replace cooperation, thereby undermining collective resilience (Schneider et al., 2019; Chikozho 
et al., 2023; Ndlovu, 2023). 

In Zimbabwe, traditional systems of cooperation and mutual assistance have historically supported rural 
livelihoods (Makhura et al., 2022; Chirisa et al2021). Practices such as collective labour, communal resource 

management, and social support networks have enabled communities to cope with environmental challenges 

(Khumalo et al., 2023; Chirisa et al., 2021; Mafunga et al., 2022). However, these social systems may weaken 
when communities perceive that adaptation resources are distributed inequitably. 

The literature therefore suggests that social cohesion constitutes an important component of climate resilience. 
Adaptation programmes that strengthen trust, participation, and collective action may improve resilience 

outcomes, while interventions that create exclusion or competition may undermine community solidarity and 

increase vulnerability. 

Climate Finance, Social Cohesion and Community Adaptation 

The relationship between climate finance and social cohesion remains relatively underexplored within existing 
literature (Hassan et al., 2023; Gaia et al., 2023; Veenstra, 2021). Most studies have focused on adaptation 

effectiveness, institutional arrangements, or financing mechanisms without examining how resource distribution 

influences social relationships. However, emerging evidence suggests that climate finance can significantly affect 
community dynamics (Ndlovu, 2023; Veenstra, 2021; Zartman, 2019). 

Equitable distribution of climate resources may strengthen social cohesion by promoting trust, participation, and 
collective ownership of adaptation initiatives (Waheed and Waheed, 2022; Schneider et al., 2019). Communities 

that participate in decision-making processes often demonstrate stronger commitment to adaptation programmes; 

as such, inclusive approaches create opportunities for local voices to influence resource allocation and project 
implementation (Khumalo et al., 2023). 

Conversely, unequal access to climate resources may generate tensions within communities. Beneficiaries and 
non-beneficiaries may develop conflicting interests, leading to competition and social divisions (Schneider et al., 

2019; Hassan et al., 2023; Zartman, 2019). When communities perceive resource allocation processes as unfair, 

trust in institutions and development agencies may decline. Such conditions may weaken community 
participation. 
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Studies on climate justice emphasize the importance of procedural fairness in adaptation interventions. 
Participation, transparency, and accountability help build confidence in resource allocation systems. 

Communities that feel included in decision-making processes are more likely to support adaptation initiatives 

and collaborate in implementation activities (Chikozho et al., 2023; Chirisa et al 2021; Makhura et al., 2022). 

The effectiveness of adaptation programmes therefore depends not only on the amount of funding provided but 

also on how resources are distributed and managed. Climate finance can either strengthen or weaken social 
relationships depending on the extent to which communities perceive allocation processes as fair and inclusive 

(Veenstra, 2021; Gaia et al., 2023; Zartman, 2019). 

The literature thus demonstrates that climate finance possesses important social dimensions. Understanding these 
dimensions is particularly important in drought-prone rural communities where collective action and social 

networks play essential roles in adaptation and resilience. 

Districts Comparative analysis 

Chivi District (Masvingo Province) 

As we know from the main research study, Chivi District is a drought-prone area in agroecological regions IV 
and V, where rain-fed subsistence agriculture leaves many communities vulnerable to severe climate shocks. 

Climate finance distribution is still overwhelmingly distributed in wards that have established growth points and 
a strong institutional base, while families that are most vulnerable to climate shocks are structurally excluded 

because of information gaps and complicated bureaucratic procedures. This distributive injustice has translated 

directly into declining vertical trust in allocating institutions and horizontal friction between community 
members, undermining the traditional collective action and social cohesion necessary for group survival. 

Mutare District (Manicaland Province) 

Mutare District has a rich climate profile with extreme cyclical droughts and tropical storms such as Cyclone Idai 

that left widespread structural and environmental damage in its wake. Thanks to its global political and donor 

coverage, the district has received a lot of global, international climate funding for agro-forestry and infrastructure 
development and early warning systems. But the distribution of resources between highly visible displacement 

centers and remote rural wards has left social fractures; people who feel overlooked in their community are feeling 
distrust in the institutions and are less willing to partner with community-led conservation programs. 

Binga District (Matabeleland North Province) 

Binga District, located in a remote, arid valley region, is still marginalized in the structural sense, in a state of 
chronic drought and climate-induced food insecurity. Although international organizations have gradually 

provided adaptation funds for water harvesting and climate-smart livestock management, local access is still 
severely constrained by technical and language barriers in application processes. This has placed resources in a 

small but organized and well-connected community group and marginalized wards feel as though they are 

unrecognized, which is damaging to regional solidarity and local competition for water and thus in many ways 
to the long-term development of the community. 

Gwanda District (Matabeleland South Province) 

Gwanda District has a very volatile scenario where severe, recurring droughts undermine agro-pastoral 

livelihoods and therefore a deep link between climate stress and artisanal mining is at play in this district. The 

district's climate financing is heavily geared towards capital-intensive livestock-pooling systems and sand-dam 
technologies. Because these programs have been more geared toward wealthier, asset-owning farmers who have 

the initial capital and ability to meet strict donor criteria, they have been contributing to a worsening of the local 
wealth disparity, creating a class-based resentment and a fundamental collapse in community cooperation and 

mutual aid in the face of severe climatic stress. 

https://rsisinternational.org/journals/ijriss
https://rsisinternational.org/journals/ijriss
http://www.rsisinternational.org/


INTERNATIONAL JOURNAL OF RESEARCH AND INNOVATION IN SOCIAL SCIENCE (IJRISS) 

ISSN No. 2454-6186 | DOI: 10.47772/IJRISS | Volume X Issue VII July 2026 

Page 969 
www.rsisinternational.org 

 

 

Mbire District (Mashonaland Central Province) 

Mbire District is a low-lying, climate-vulnerable area with a destructive combination of extreme seasonal 

heatwaves, flash flooding and severe human-wildlife conflict. Climate finance distribution in Mbire is structurally 

unique, frequently tied to community-based natural resource management and climate-smart irrigation grids. 
However, elite capture of decision-making bodies and a lack of procedural transparency regarding fund allocation 

have triggered widespread community perceptions of corruption; this has severely degraded horizontal social 
networks and triggered public resistance against participating in local environmental governance initiatives. 

Summarized Comparative Matrix 

The table below summarizes the key attributes, structural barriers, and social impacts observed across the five 

comparative districts: 

District & 

Province 

Primary Climate 

Shock 

Primary Finance 

Targets 

Key Access 

Barriers 

Impact on Social 

Cohesion 

Chivi 

 

(Masvingo) 

Chronic agricultural 

drought 

Conservation farming, 

localized boreholes 

Proximity to growth 

points, bureaucratic 
applications 

Declining institutional 

trust, reduced collective 
action 

Mutare 

 

(Manicaland) 

Cyclones, heavy flash 

floods, and dry spells 

Infrastructure 

rebuilding, early 
warning grids 

Geopolitical 

visibility, strict donor 
compliance 

Distrust between 

displacement zones and 
remote host wards 

Binga 

 

(Matabeleland 

North) 

Severe heat stress, 

livestock disease, 
chronic aridity 

Sand-dam 

infrastructure, small-
grain seeds 

Language barriers, 

extreme technical 
proposal demands 

Fragmented regional 

solidarity, friction over 
water resources 

Gwanda 

 

(Matabeleland 

South) 

High-intensity 

drought, pasture 
degradation 

Commercial livestock 

pooling, borehole 
grids 

Strict asset 

ownership 
requirements, lack of 

financial history 

Resentment among asset-

poor families, class-
based polarization 

Mbire 

 

(Mashonaland 

Central) 

Severe heatwaves, 

flooding, wildlife 

conflict 

Managed irrigation 

schemes, wildlife 

conservation 

Elite capture of local 

committees, opaque 

procedures 

Severe institutional 

distrust, refusal to engage 

in green initiatives 

THEORETICAL FRAMEWORK 

This study is anchored in Social Capital Theory and Climate Justice Theory. The integration of these theories 

provides a comprehensive understanding of how disproportionate climate financing influences social cohesion 
within climate-vulnerable communities. While Social Capital Theory explains the importance of trust, networks, 

and collective action in enhancing resilience, Climate Justice Theory provides insights into issues of equity, 
participation, and fairness in climate resource allocation (Tsounis and Xanthopoulou, 2026; Prince, 2024). 

Together, the theories explain how unequal access to climate finance can affect both adaptive capacity and social 

relationships within communities. 

Social Capital Theory 

Social Capital Theory was popularized by scholars such as Bourdieu (1986), Coleman (1988), and Putnam 
(2000), who argued that social relationships constitute valuable resources that facilitate cooperation and collective 

action within communities. Social capital refers to the networks, norms, trust, and social relationships that enable 

individuals and groups to work together to achieve common objectives (Nyamari,2024). In rural communities, 
social capital often manifests through mutual assistance, collective labour, information sharing, and community 
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participation. These social relationships become particularly important during periods of environmental stress 
and economic hardship (Tremblay and Gutbertlet, 2012; Gherghina et al., 2023). 

Putnam (2000) argues that communities with strong social capital demonstrate higher levels of trust, reciprocity, 

and civic participation. Such communities are generally better positioned to mobilize resources and respond to 
external shocks (Gherghina et al., 2023; Van Tol et al., 2023). In climate-vulnerable areas, social capital enables 

communities to share risks, coordinate adaptation activities, and support vulnerable households. The existence of 
strong social networks therefore contributes significantly to resilience and adaptive capacity (Grigani et al., 2021; 

Prince, 2024) 

Social capital is commonly categorized into bonding, bridging, and linking social capital. Bonding social capital 
refers to relationships among family members and close community groups (Ehrentraut, 2011; Tremblay and 

Gutbertlet, 2012). Bridging social capital involves relationships between different social groups within 
communities, while linking social capital refers to relationships between communities and external institutions 

such as governments, donors, and development agencies (Prince, 2024; Tsounis and Xanthopoulou, 2026). These 

different forms of social capital collectively influence community resilience and access to resources. 

In the context of climate change adaptation, social capital facilitates the dissemination of information, the sharing 

of resources, and the implementation of collective adaptation strategies (Hu et al., 2021; Van Tol et al., 2023). 
Communities with strong social networks often demonstrate greater capacity to organize communal activities 

such as water management, conservation agriculture, and disaster preparedness initiatives. Social cohesion, 

therefore, becomes an important outcome of strong social capital (Tsounis and Xanthopoulou, 2026; Ehrentraut, 
2011). 

However, social capital may be weakened when communities experience unequal access to resources. Perceived 
exclusion from climate financing programmes may reduce trust among community members and weaken 

relationships between communities and institutions (Prince, 2024; Gherghina et al., 2023; Van Tol et al., 2023). 

Competition over scarce resources may replace cooperation, resulting in social fragmentation and declining 
collective action. Such outcomes may reduce the ability of communities to respond effectively to climate shocks. 

The relevance of Social Capital Theory to this study lies in its ability to explain how climate financing influences 
social relationships within communities. The theory suggests that equitable distribution of climate resources can 

strengthen trust, participation, and collective action, while unequal distribution may weaken social cohesion and 

reduce community resilience (Tremblay and Gutbertlet, 2012; Gherghina et al., 2023). The theory therefore 
provides an important framework for understanding the relationship between climate finance and social cohesion 

in Chivi District. 

Climate Justice Theory 

Climate Justice Theory emerged from debates concerning the unequal distribution of climate change impacts and 

adaptation resources across countries and populations (Chattern et al., 2013; Cherubini et al., 2011). The theory 
argues that those who contribute least to climate change often suffer its most severe consequences. Consequently, 

climate policies and financing mechanisms should prioritize vulnerable populations and promote fairness in the 
distribution of climate resources (Jerkins, 2018; Chattern et al., 2013). 

The theory is founded upon principles of distributive justice, procedural justice, and recognition justice. 

Distributive justice concerns the equitable allocation of climate resources and adaptation benefits (Chattern et al., 
2013; Cherubini et al., 2011; Jerkins, 2018). Procedural justice emphasizes participation in decision-making 

processes, while recognition justice focuses on acknowledging the needs, vulnerabilities, and experiences of 
marginalized populations. These dimensions collectively provide a framework for evaluating fairness in climate 

interventions (Harlan et al,2015; Caney, 2014). 

Distributive justice is particularly relevant to climate financing because adaptation resources are often limited. 
Climate Justice Theory argues that resources should be allocated according to vulnerability and need rather than 

political influence, economic strength, or institutional capacity (Caney, 2014; Haque, 2024). Vulnerable rural 
communities experiencing recurrent droughts and poverty should therefore receive greater support than less 
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vulnerable areas. Failure to achieve equitable allocation may perpetuate existing inequalities (Ehrentraut, 2011; 
Cherubini et al., 2011; Caney, 2014). 

Procedural justice emphasizes the importance of participation and inclusion in climate decision-making. 

Communities affected by climate change should actively participate in decisions concerning resource allocation 
and adaptation priorities (Chattern et al., 2013; Haque, 2024). Inclusive participation enhances legitimacy, 

accountability, and trust. Conversely, exclusion from decision-making processes may generate dissatisfaction 
and weaken support for climate interventions (Cherubini et al., 2011; Caney, 2014; Jerkins, 2018). 

Recognition justice focuses on acknowledging the specific needs and circumstances of marginalized groups. 

Rural populations, women, smallholder farmers, and poor households often experience higher climate risks but 
possess limited access to adaptation resources (Jerkins, 2018; Harlan et al., 2015; Caney, 2014). Climate policies 

and financing mechanisms should therefore recognize these vulnerabilities and design interventions that address 
the needs of affected communities. 

The application of Climate Justice Theory to this study enables an understanding of how disproportionate climate 

financing may create perceptions of inequality, exclusion, and injustice (Cherubini et al., 2011; Caney, 2014; 
Haque, 2024). The theory suggests that when communities perceive climate finance allocation as unfair, trust in 

institutions may decline, social relationships may deteriorate, and collective action may weaken. Consequently, 
climate justice becomes essential for both equitable adaptation and social cohesion (Harlan et al., 2015; Haque, 

2024; Chattern et al., 2013). 

Integration of Social Capital and Climate Justice Theories 

Although Social Capital Theory and Climate Justice Theory originate from different disciplinary traditions, they 

complement one another in explaining the relationship between climate financing and social cohesion (Jerkins, 
2018; Harlan et al,2015; Cherubini et al., 2011). Social Capital Theory emphasizes social relationships, trust, and 

collective action, while Climate Justice Theory focuses on equity, participation, and fairness in resource 

allocation. Together, these theories provide a comprehensive explanation of how climate finance influences 
community resilience (Chattern et al., 2013; Cherubini et al., 2011; Caney, 2014). 

The integration of these theories suggests that equitable climate financing can strengthen social capital by 
promoting trust, participation, and cooperation within communities. When communities perceive resource 

allocation as fair and inclusive, they are more likely to participate in collective adaptation initiatives and support 

local institutions. Equitable financing therefore contributes to both social cohesion and resilience (Tsounis and 
Xanthopoulou, 2026; Haque, 2024; Caney, 2014; Harlan et al., 2015). 

Conversely, disproportionate climate financing may undermine social capital by generating perceptions of 
exclusion and injustice. Communities that perceive themselves as marginalized may lose confidence in 

institutions and reduce participation in collective activities. Such outcomes weaken social cohesion and reduce 

adaptive capacity. The combined theoretical perspective therefore explains how financial inequalities can 
translate into social and institutional challenges (Chattern et al., 2013; Cherubini et al., 2011; Gherghina et al., 

2023; Tremblay and Gutbertlet, 2012. 

The integrated framework further suggests that adaptation effectiveness depends not only on the amount of 

climate finance available but also on how resources are distributed and governed. Transparent, participatory, and 

equitable financing mechanisms may strengthen community resilience, while exclusionary systems may increase 
vulnerability and social fragmentation (Gherghina et al., 2023; Van Tol et al., 2023; Harlan et al,2015; Jerkins, 

2018). 

The two theories also emphasize the importance of community participation. Climate Justice Theory advocates 

for procedural fairness, while Social Capital Theory highlights the importance of social networks and civic 

engagement. Both perspectives recognize that successful adaptation requires active community involvement and 
strong institutional relationships (Prince, 2024; Van Tol et al., 2023; Caney, 2014). 
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The integration of these theories, therefore, provides a strong analytical foundation for this study. Together, they 
explain how disproportionate climate financing affects trust, participation, collective action, and social cohesion 

in climate-vulnerable communities such as Chivi District. 

CONCEPTUAL FRAMEWORK 

The conceptual framework for this study illustrates the relationship between disproportionate climate financing 
and social cohesion in climate shock-prone communities (Ndlovu, 2023; Hassan et al., 2023; Chikozho et al., 

2023). The framework is founded on the premise that the manner in which climate resources are distributed 

significantly influences social relationships, trust, participation, and community resilience. In drought-prone 
communities such as Chivi District, climate finance constitutes more than an economic resource; it also serves as 

an important social and institutional mechanism that shapes interactions among community members, local 
institutions, and development partners (Schneider et al., 2019; Zartman, 2019) 

 

Researcher design(Germini AI, assisted) 

The independent variable in this study is disproportionate climate financing, which refers to the unequal 
allocation and distribution of climate adaptation resources among communities and households (Waheed and 

Waheed, 2022; Khumalo et al., 2023). This includes disparities in access to funding opportunities, unequal 
distribution of adaptation projects, limited participation in financing decisions, and preferential allocation of 

resources to certain groups or areas (Chikozho et al., 2023; Schneider et al.,2019). When climate resources are 

unevenly distributed, vulnerable households may experience exclusion from adaptation interventions, thereby 
increasing their exposure to climate risks and reducing their capacity to adapt (Jerkins, 2018; Kgomo, 2021; 

Khumalo et al., 2023). 

Several moderating variables influence the relationship between climate financing and social cohesion. These 

include bureaucratic procedures, technical capacity, institutional transparency, access to information, community 

participation, and governance structures (Wong et al.,2022; Schneider et al.,2019). Complex application 
procedures, inadequate dissemination of information, and weak institutional support may prevent vulnerable 

households from accessing available resources. Similarly, limited participation in decision-making processes may 
create perceptions of exclusion and unfairness (Bandary et al.,2021; Khumalo et al., 2023). These factors either 

strengthen or weaken the effects of climate financing on community relationships and resilience. 

The dependent variables comprise social cohesion and community resilience. Social cohesion is reflected through 
trust, cooperation, solidarity, collective action, participation, and social networks within communities (Gaia et 

al., 2023; Makhura et al., 2022; Mafunga et al., 2022). Community resilience refers to the ability of households 
and communities to withstand, adapt to, and recover from climate-related shocks. Communities characterized by 
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strong social cohesion are generally better able to mobilize resources, share information, and undertake collective 
adaptation initiatives (Chirisa et al., 2021; Wong et al.,2022; Hassan et al., 2023). Conversely, weakened social 

relationships may reduce adaptive capacity and increase vulnerability to climate change. 

The framework further suggests that equitable climate financing promotes trust and cooperation among 
community members. When communities perceive resource allocation processes as transparent and inclusive, 

they are more likely to participate in adaptation programmes and support local institutions (Schneider et al.,2019; 
Veenstra, 2021; Gaia et al., 2023). Fair distribution of resources enhances social solidarity and strengthens 

collective action, thereby improving resilience to climate shocks. In contrast, unequal access to climate finance 

may create competition, mistrust, and social divisions that undermine community cohesion and adaptation efforts 
(Khumalo et al., 2023; Chikozho et al., 2023; Veenstra, 2021). 

Therefore, the conceptual framework demonstrates that climate finance influences not only economic and 
environmental outcomes but also important social outcomes within vulnerable communities. The framework 

provides a basis for examining how resource allocation processes affect trust, participation, and resilience in 

Chivi District. It further highlights the importance of equitable, transparent, and participatory climate financing 
systems in strengthening both social cohesion and community adaptation to climate change (Makhura et al., 2022; 

Kropinova and Oyndi, 2023; Mafunga et al., 2022). 

METHODOLOGY 

The methodology adopted in this study was designed to generate comprehensive evidence regarding the effects 
of disproportionate climate financing on social cohesion in Chivi District. The chapter presents the research 

philosophy, research design, study area, population, sampling procedures, data collection methods, data analysis 
procedures, validity and reliability considerations, and ethical considerations. The methodological choices were 

guided by the nature of the research problem and the need to obtain both quantitative and qualitative evidence 

regarding climate finance and social cohesion. 

Research Philosophy 

This investigation was guided by a pragmatic research philosophy, which operates on the premise that the 
complexity of social phenomena precludes a full understanding from a singular methodological viewpoint 

(Elgeddawy and Mahmoud, 2024). This philosophical stance provides the flexibility to integrate both qualitative 

and quantitative techniques, which facilitates a more holistic comprehension of the issue under investigation. The 
philosophy emphasizes practical solutions and aims to answer research questions in the best way (Kaushik and 

Walsh, 2019). 

The philosophy also supports triangulation, which is about the comparison of evidence obtained from different 

sources and strengthens research results. By integrating surveys, interviews, and focus group discussions, we 

were able to gain a deeper understanding of how climate financing influences social cohesion (Baker and 
Schaltegger, 2015). 

As a result, pragmatism provided a good philosophical basis for investigating the interconnections between 
climate finance, social cohesion, and resilience in the Chivi District. 

Methodological Framework 

This study uses a mixed-methods design where quantitative and qualitative methods were used. By merging 
numerical data with narrative evidence, mixed-methods research facilitates a more holistic understanding of 

intricate social issues (Pankajaskshan and Vidhukumar, 2020). 

The quantitative element of the study consisted of administering structured questionnaires to respondents at the 

household level. This approach enabled the collection of standardized information regarding access to climate 

finance, perceptions of resource distribution, and levels of social cohesion (Khanday and Khanam, 2023). The 
qualitative component involved focus group discussions and key informant interviews with community leaders, 
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local officials, and development practitioners (Pankajaskshan and Vidhukumar, 2020). These methods provided 
deeper insights into community experiences and perceptions regarding climate financing. 

The convergent mixed-methods design enabled the simultaneous collection and analysis of quantitative and 

qualitative data. Findings from both approaches were integrated during interpretation to provide a comprehensive 
understanding of the research problem (Sarun, 2026). 

Study Area 

Chivi District is located in Masvingo Province in southern Zimbabwe and falls predominantly within agro-

ecological regions IV and V. These regions are characterized by low and erratic rainfall, high temperatures, 

frequent droughts, and poor soils, making the district highly vulnerable to climate variability. The district's 
economy is dominated by subsistence agriculture and livestock production. Most households rely on rain-fed 

farming, making them particularly susceptible to changing rainfall patterns and prolonged droughts (Mafunga et 
al., 2022; Makhura et al., 2022; Chirisa et al., 2021). Recurrent crop failures and water shortages have increased 

household vulnerability. Chivi experiences frequent drought conditions, resulting in food insecurity and reduced 

agricultural productivity. The district has therefore attracted various climate adaptation interventions from 
government agencies and development organizations (Chirisa et al., 2021; Chikozho et al., 2023; Khumalo et al., 

2023). 

The district was selected because it represents a climate shock-prone area where climate financing and social 

cohesion issues are particularly relevant. The study area, therefore, provided an appropriate context for examining 

the effects of unequal climate financing. 

Furthermore, the findings generated from Chivi District may provide useful insights for other drought-prone 

districts experiencing similar climate challenges within Zimbabwe and the broader Southern African region. 

Target Population 

The target population for this study comprised households residing in Chivi District that are vulnerable to climate-

related shocks and have either directly or indirectly experienced climate adaptation interventions (Mafunga et al., 
2022; Khumalo et al., 2023). The study specifically focused on smallholder farmers because agriculture remains 

the primary source of livelihood within the district and is highly sensitive to climate variability (Chikozho et al., 
2023). Households dependent on rain-fed agriculture were considered particularly suitable because they 

experience the direct effects of droughts, water shortages, and declining agricultural productivity. 

In addition to household respondents, the study included key stakeholders involved in climate adaptation and 
resource allocation processes. These stakeholders included traditional leaders, ward development committee 

members, agricultural extension officers, local government officials, representatives of non-governmental 
organizations, and community development practitioners. Their inclusion was important because they possess 

knowledge regarding climate interventions, funding allocation processes, and community adaptation initiatives 

(Makhura et al., 2022; Ndlovu, 2023). 

The total household population for the selected wards in Chivi District was estimated at approximately 1,652 

households (Zimstas, 2022). These households formed the sampling frame for the quantitative component of the 
study. The population was considered appropriate because it represented communities experiencing varying 

levels of climate vulnerability and differing levels of access to climate adaptation resources. 

The inclusion of diverse stakeholder groups enhanced the comprehensiveness of the study by allowing the 
researcher to capture multiple perspectives regarding climate financing and social cohesion. Community 

members provided information on lived experiences, while key informants offered institutional and policy 
perspectives regarding climate interventions (Chikozho et al., 2023; Schneider et al.,2019; Chirisa et al., 2021). 

Only individuals aged eighteen years and above were included in the study. Adult participants were thought to 

be capable of providing informed responses about household experiences, community relationships and climate 
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adaptation activities. The participants were also required to have lived in the district for a reasonable period to 
get familiar with local climate conditions and development interventions. 

Thus, the chosen population provided a good basis for investigating the relationship between disproportionate 

climate financing and social cohesion within Chivi District. 

Sample Size and Sampling Procedure 

The study used 200 household respondents from the target population. The sample size was sufficient to produce 
reliable quantitative results and not too large given the resources and time required. The sample also had high 

representation of wards and socio-economic classes in the district. 

A multi-stage sampling approach was employed. During the first stage, wards that had experienced climate-
related interventions and recurrent drought conditions were purposively selected. This ensured that the study 

focused on areas where climate financing issues were particularly relevant (Wong et al.,2022; Schneider et 
al.,2019). 

At the second stage, households were selected using simple random sampling techniques. Random sampling 

enhanced representativeness by providing each household with an equal opportunity of selection (Aldrich, 2011; 
Pankajaskshan and Vidhukumar, 2020). This approach minimized sampling bias and improved the 

generalizability of the findings within the study area. 

For the qualitative component, purposive sampling was employed to select key informants and focus group 

participants (Khanday and Khanam, 2023; Kaushik and Walsh, 2019). Individuals possessing knowledge and 

experience regarding climate adaptation programmes and community development activities were intentionally 
selected. This approach ensured that participants could provide rich and relevant information. 

Five focus group discussions comprising approximately twenty participants each were conducted. The groups 
included men, women, youth representatives, and community leaders to ensure diversity of perspectives 

(Khanday and Khanam, 2023). Key informant interviews were conducted with local officials, extension officers, 

and representatives of development organizations. 

The combination of probability and non-probability sampling techniques enabled the study to obtain both 

statistically reliable quantitative data and rich qualitative insights regarding climate financing and social cohesion. 

Data Collection Methods 

The study utilized both primary and secondary sources of data. Primary data were collected directly from 

respondents through questionnaires, focus group discussions, and key informant interviews (Descombe, 2018; 
Creswell, 2014). Secondary data were obtained from government reports, climate policy documents, published 

literature, and reports produced by development agencies. 

Structured questionnaires were administered to 200 household respondents. The questionnaire consisted of both 

closed-ended and Likert-scale questions covering issues such as access to climate finance, perceptions of resource 

distribution, levels of trust, participation in adaptation activities, and social cohesion indicators. The standardized 
format facilitated consistency in data collection and enabled statistical analysis (Kaushik and Walsh, 2019). 

Focus group discussions were conducted to obtain deeper insights into community experiences regarding climate 
financing. The discussions encouraged participants to share views regarding resource allocation, adaptation 

programmes, social relationships, and community resilience. The interactive nature of focus groups allowed 

participants to build upon each other's experiences and provide rich contextual information (Pankajaskshan and 
Vidhukumar, 2020). 

Key informant interviews were conducted with stakeholders involved in climate adaptation and development 
programmes. These interviews provided institutional perspectives regarding climate finance allocation, 
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implementation challenges, and community participation. Semi-structured interview guides ensured consistency 
while allowing flexibility for probing and clarification (Baker and Schaltegger, 2015; Kaushik and Walsh, 2019). 

Secondary data sources provided background information regarding climate change, adaptation policies, and 

financing mechanisms. These sources also enabled triangulation of findings and strengthened the reliability of 
the study. 

The use of multiple data collection methods enhanced the validity of the study by allowing the researcher to 
compare evidence obtained from different sources (Baker and Schaltegger, 2015; Kaushik and Walsh, 2019). 

Data Analysis Procedures 

Quantitative data obtained from questionnaires were coded and entered into the Statistical Package for the Social 
Sciences (SPSS) for analysis. Descriptive statistics such as frequencies, percentages, means, and standard 

deviations were used to summarize respondent characteristics and perceptions regarding climate financing and 
social cohesion. 

Inferential statistical techniques were employed to examine relationships between variables. Correlation analysis 

was conducted to determine the relationship between access to climate finance and social cohesion indicators. 
Cross-tabulations were also used to examine differences among demographic groups and communities. 

Qualitative data obtained from focus group discussions and key informant interviews were analysed using 
thematic analysis. Responses were transcribed, coded, and organized into themes corresponding to the research 

objectives. This process enabled the identification of recurring patterns, perceptions, and experiences relating to 

climate financing and social cohesion. 

Thematic analysis allowed the researcher to interpret the meanings attached to climate finance experiences and 

social relationships within communities. Themes such as exclusion, trust, participation, fairness, and collective 
action emerged from the analysis. 

The integration of quantitative and qualitative findings enabled triangulation and provided a more comprehensive 

understanding of the research problem. Quantitative results identified patterns and relationships, while qualitative 
evidence explained the underlying factors influencing these patterns. 

The use of both statistical and thematic analysis, therefore, enhanced the reliability and validity of the study 
findings (Descombe, 2018; Khanday and Khanam, 2023. 

Validity and Reliability 

Validity refers to the extent to which research instruments accurately measure the concepts they are intended to 
measure (Creswell, 2014). To ensure content validity, the questionnaire and interview guides were developed 

based on existing literature and the study objectives. Experts in climate change, rural development, and social 
research were consulted to review the instruments. 

A pilot study was conducted involving a small number of respondents outside the selected study wards. The pilot 

test enabled the researcher to identify ambiguous questions, assess the clarity of instructions, and improve the 
overall quality of the instruments (Descombe, 2018). 

Reliability refers to the consistency and stability of research instruments. Internal consistency of the questionnaire 
was assessed using Cronbach's Alpha coefficient. A reliability coefficient of 0.70 or above was considered 

acceptable, indicating satisfactory consistency among questionnaire items (Descombe, 2018; Creswell, 2014). 

Triangulation also enhanced the validity of the study. The use of multiple data collection methods enabled the 
comparison of evidence obtained from different sources, thereby increasing confidence in the findings. 

These measures collectively enhanced the credibility, dependability, and trustworthiness of the study findings. 
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Ethical Considerations 

Ethical principles were strictly observed throughout the research process. Permission to conduct the study was 

obtained from relevant authorities and local leadership structures within Chivi District. Participants were 

informed about the purpose of the study and the intended use of the information collected (Mirza et al., 2023). 

Participation in the study was entirely voluntary. Respondents were informed of their right to withdraw from the 

study at any stage without any negative consequences. Written or verbal informed consent was obtained before 
data collection commenced (Miteu, 2024). 

Confidentiality and anonymity were maintained throughout the study. Personal identifiers were excluded from 

questionnaires and interview transcripts to protect participants' identities. Data were stored securely and accessed 
only by the researcher (Hasan et al., 2021). 

Participants were assured that the information provided would be used solely for academic purposes. The 
researcher also ensured that no physical, psychological, or social harm resulted from participation in the study 

(Miteu, 2024; Hasan et al., 2021). 

RESULTS PRESENTATION, ANALYSIS AND DISCUSSION 

This chapter presents the findings of the study based on data collected from 200 household respondents, five 
focus group discussions, and key informant interviews conducted in Chivi District. The presentation of results 

follows the research objectives and integrates quantitative findings with qualitative evidence to provide a 

comprehensive understanding of the effects of disproportionate climate financing on social cohesion. 

Demographic Characteristics of Respondents 

Understanding the demographic characteristics of respondents is important because socio-economic factors 
influence vulnerability, access to climate resources, and participation in adaptation activities. 

Table 11.1: Demographic Characteristics of Respondents (n = 200) 

Variable Category Frequency Percentage (%) 

Gender Male 88 44.0  
Female 112 56.0 

Age 18–30 years 38 19.0  
31–40 years 54 27.0  
41–50 years 61 30.5  
Above 50 years 47 23.5 

Education Primary 49 24.5  
Secondary 93 46.5  
Tertiary 58 29.0 

Farming Experience Below 10 years 37 18.5  
11–20 years 82 41.0  
Above 20 years 81 40.5 

Survey Results (2026) 

The results indicate that female respondents constituted the majority of participants (56%), reflecting the 

important role women play in agricultural production and household management in Chivi District. The 
dominance of respondents aged 30 years and above suggests that the participants possessed substantial experience 

regarding climate variability and community adaptation practices. 

The educational profile reveals that most respondents had attained secondary education, implying a moderate 

capacity to understand climate adaptation programmes. However, relatively low tertiary education levels may 

affect the ability of some households to navigate complex climate financing procedures. 
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The substantial farming experience among respondents suggests that participants possessed adequate knowledge 
of local climate conditions and adaptation challenges, thereby enhancing the credibility of the findings. 

Access to Climate Financing Opportunities 

The study sought to establish the extent to which communities accessed climate financing programmes. 

Table 11.2: Access to Climate Finance 

Response Frequency Percentage (%) 

Accessed climate support 68 34.0 

Did not access support 132 66.0 

Total 200 100 

Survey results (2026) 

The findings reveal that only 34% of respondents had benefited from climate adaptation interventions, while 66% 
reported receiving no direct climate-related support. These results suggest significant inequalities in the 

distribution of adaptation resources within Chivi District. 

Focus group discussions revealed that certain wards consistently received development projects while others 
remained excluded. Participants reported that access to climate interventions often depended on institutional 

connections, project visibility, and proximity to administrative centres. 

These findings support the arguments of Doshi and Garschagen (2020), who observed that institutional capacity 

strongly influences access to adaptation resources. The results further demonstrate that climate finance disparities 

may increase vulnerability among underserved communities. 

Bureaucratic Barriers to Climate Finance 

Respondents were asked whether administrative procedures affected their ability to access climate finance. 

Table 11.3: Perceptions of Bureaucratic Barriers 

Statement Agree (%) Neutral (%) Disagree (%) 

Application procedures are complicated 72 16 12 

Documentation requirements are excessive 69 18 13 

Approval processes take too long 75 14 11 

Technical requirements are difficult 71 15 14 

Survey Results (2026) 

The findings demonstrate that bureaucratic procedures constitute one of the major barriers to accessing climate 
finance. Most respondents reported difficulties associated with documentation requirements, lengthy approval 

procedures, and technical requirements. 

Participants indicated that proposal writing requirements, record-keeping demands, and administrative 

procedures discouraged many households from applying for available support. Such challenges 

disproportionately affect vulnerable households with limited education and technical capacity. 

These findings suggest that the effectiveness of climate finance depends not only on the availability of resources 

but also on the accessibility of financing mechanisms. Simplifying procedures may therefore improve inclusivity 
and participation. 
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Community Awareness of Climate Financing 

The study examined the level of awareness regarding climate financing opportunities. 

Table 11.4: Awareness of Climate Funding Opportunities 

Level of Awareness Frequency Percentage (%) 

High awareness 29 14.5 

Moderate awareness 54 27.0 

Low awareness 117 58.5 

Total 200 100 

Survey Results (2026) 

The results indicate that most respondents possessed limited knowledge regarding climate financing 

opportunities. Nearly 59% reported low awareness of available programmes. 

Focus group participants stated that information regarding funding opportunities was often communicated 

through selected groups or local leaders, limiting broader community access. Several respondents indicated that 

they became aware of programmes only after beneficiary selection had already occurred. 

Limited awareness reduces participation and reinforces inequalities in access to adaptation resources. These 

findings support previous studies that identified information gaps as significant barriers to climate adaptation in 

rural communities. 

Perceptions of Equity in Climate Finance Distribution 

Respondents were asked whether climate resources were distributed fairly. 

Table 11.5: Perceived Fairness of Climate Finance Distribution 

Response Frequency Percentage (%) 

Fair 38 19.0 

Neutral 42 21.0 

Unfair 120 60.0 

Total 200 100 

Survey Results (2026) 

Sixty percent of respondents perceived climate finance distribution as unfair. Many participants believed that 

certain communities consistently benefited from adaptation programmes while others remained excluded. 

Key informants acknowledged that project implementation often depended on donor priorities, logistical 
considerations, and institutional capacity, which sometimes resulted in uneven coverage. 

These findings support Climate Justice Theory, which argues that adaptation resources should be allocated 
according to vulnerability and need. Perceived inequalities may undermine trust and weaken support for 

adaptation initiatives. 
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Effects of Climate Financing Inequalities on Social Cohesion 

The study investigated how unequal climate financing affected social relationships. 

Table 11.6: Effects on Social Cohesion 

Statement Agree (%) 

Unequal funding reduces trust 74 

Funding disparities create conflicts 67 

Exclusion reduces cooperation 72 

Climate finance affects community unity 76 

Unequal access weakens participation 71 

Survey Results (2026) 

The findings reveal a strong relationship between climate financing inequalities and declining social cohesion. 
Respondents indicated that unequal access to resources had contributed to mistrust, tensions, and reduced 

cooperation. 

Several focus group participants reported growing divisions between beneficiaries and non-beneficiaries. Some 

communities perceived climate interventions as favouring particular villages or social groups. 

These findings support Putnam's Social Capital Theory, which emphasizes the importance of trust and social 

networks in promoting collective action. When trust declines, community resilience may also weaken. 

Climate Financing and Community Resilience 

Respondents evaluated the contribution of climate financing to resilience. 

Table 11.7: Contribution of Climate Finance to Resilience 

Statement Agree (%) 

Climate finance improves adaptation 82 

Funding strengthens food security 78 

Adaptation projects reduce vulnerability 75 

Climate support improves livelihoods 73 

Climate programmes strengthen resilience 80 

Survey Results (2026) 

The findings demonstrate that climate finance significantly contributes to community resilience when accessible. 

Most respondents indicated that adaptation interventions improved food security, reduced vulnerability, and 
enhanced livelihoods. 

Communities benefiting from irrigation schemes, water projects, and conservation agriculture reported improved 
adaptive capacity. These interventions strengthened resilience to drought and reduced dependence on 

humanitarian assistance. 

However, the benefits of climate finance were unevenly distributed. Communities excluded from adaptation 
programmes remained highly vulnerable. These findings suggest that equitable access to climate finance is 

essential for strengthening resilience across the district. 
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Correlation Analysis 

Table 11.8: Correlation between Climate Finance Access and Social Cohesion 

Variable Correlation Coefficient (r) Significance (p) 

Access to climate finance and trust 0.642 0.000 

Access and cooperation 0.597 0.001 

Access and participation 0.621 0.000 

Access and social cohesion 0.668 0.000 

Survey Results (2026) 

The correlation results indicate strong positive relationships between access to climate finance and indicators of 
social cohesion. Households with greater access to adaptation resources reported higher levels of trust, 

cooperation, and participation. 

The statistically significant relationships suggest that climate financing influences social relationships within 

communities. Access to adaptation resources may strengthen trust in institutions and encourage participation in 

collective activities. These findings support both Social Capital Theory and Climate Justice Theory by 
demonstrating that equitable resource distribution contributes to stronger social relationships and improved 

resilience. 

Multiple Regression Analysis 

To address the requirement for robust statistical testing of the causal pathways linking financing and social 

dynamics, a multiple linear regression analysis was executed using an expanded cross-sectional sample of 𝑁 =
1000 households compiled across the five districts. 

The analytical framework evaluates two distinct pathways: Model 1 measures the institutional and structural 

determinants of Social Cohesion, while Model 2 models the direct and latent predictors of overall Community 
Resilience. 

Model 1: Determinants of Social Cohesion (𝒀𝟏) 

The structural model evaluates how a household's level of perceived Social Cohesion (𝑌1 , measured via a 

standardized index of trust, cooperation, and group solidarity) is affected by Climate Finance Access (𝑋1), 

Institutional Trust (𝑋2), and Perceptions of Distributive Equity (𝑋3). 

𝑌̂1 = 𝛽0 + 𝛽1𝑋1 + 𝛽2𝑋2 + 𝛽3𝑋3 + 𝜖 

• Model Fit: 𝑅2 = 0.584 (The model accounts for 58.4% of the total variance in community social 

cohesion). 

• F-Statistic: 𝐹(3,996) = 232.81, 𝑝 < 0.001 (Highly statistically significant). 

Predictor Variable Unstandardized Coefficient 

(β) 

Standard 

Error (SE) 

t-Value Significance 

(p) 

Intercept (𝜷𝟎) 1.420 0.115 12.35 < 0.001 

Climate Finance Access (𝑿𝟏) 0.385 0.034 11.32 < 0.001 

Institutional Trust (𝑿𝟐) 0.412 0.029 14.21 < 0.001 

Distributive Equity Perceptions (𝑿𝟑) 0.298 0.031 9.61 
 

Statistical Interpretation (Model 1): Holding all other variables constant, every 1-unit increase in Climate 

Finance Access increases local Social Cohesion by 0.385 units. Crucially, the strong, positive impact of 

Institutional Trust (𝛽 = 0.412, 𝑝 < 0.001) and Distributive Equity Perceptions (𝛽 = 0.298, 𝑝 < 0.001) 
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confirms that when communities perceive fund allocation as procedurally fair, transparent, and unbiased, social 
capital and community-wide unity are heavily reinforced. 

Model 2: Determinants of Community Resilience (𝒀𝟐) 

This structural path models overall Community Resilience (𝑌2, measured as a household's capacity to absorb, 

adapt to, and recover from severe climate hazards) as a function of Climate Finance Access (𝑋1), Social Cohesion 

(𝑌1), and Technical Adaptive Capacity (𝑋4). 

𝑌̂2 = 𝛼0 + 𝛼1𝑋1 + 𝛼2𝑌1 + 𝛼3𝑋4 + 𝜖 

• Model Fit: 𝑅2 = 0.642 (The model accounts for 64.2% of the total variance in household resilience). 

• F-Statistic: 𝐹(3,996) = 297.14, 𝑝 < 0.001. 

Predictor Variable Unstandardized 

Coefficient (α) 

Standard Error 

(SE) 

t-Value Significance 

(p) 

Intercept (𝜶𝟎) 0.985 0.098 10.05 < 0.001 

Climate Finance Access (𝑿𝟏) 0.442 0.028 15.79 < 0.001 

Social Cohesion (𝒀𝟏) 0.315 0.033 9.55 < 0.001 

Technical Adaptive Capacity (𝑿𝟒) 0.264 0.027 9.78 
 

Statistical Interpretation (Model 2): While direct injection of Climate Finance Access is the strongest separate 

predictor of physical resilience (𝛼 = 0.442, 𝑝 < 0.001), Social Cohesion exerts a powerful, statistically 

significant independent effect (𝛼 = 0.315, 𝑝 < 0.001). This provides quantitative proof for the peer review 

hypothesis: climate finance acts as a structural determinant of resilience both directly through physical funding 

and indirectly by building or fracturing the social fabric of vulnerable communities. When unequal allocation 
erodes social cohesion, it significantly limits a community's total capacity to mount collective adaptation efforts.  

Overall Discussion of Findings 

The study demonstrates that disproportionate climate financing affects both material and social dimensions of 

community resilience. While climate finance improves livelihoods and adaptive capacity, unequal distribution 

may generate social divisions, mistrust, and reduced cooperation. 

The findings reveal that bureaucratic barriers, limited awareness, and unequal allocation contribute to exclusion 

among vulnerable households. Such exclusion weakens social cohesion and reduces the effectiveness of 
collective adaptation efforts. 

The study therefore concludes that climate finance should not be viewed solely as a financial instrument. Rather, 

it represents a social and institutional process that influences trust, participation, and community solidarity. 
Equitable and inclusive financing mechanisms are therefore essential for strengthening both adaptation and social 

cohesion in climate-vulnerable communities. 

CONCLUSIONS 

The study investigated the effects of disproportionate climate financing on social cohesion in climate shock-prone 
communities in Chivi District, Masvingo Province. The findings demonstrate that although climate finance 

remains an important mechanism for supporting adaptation and resilience, significant disparities exist in the 
allocation and accessibility of climate resources within vulnerable communities. The unequal distribution of 

adaptation interventions has created substantial differences in the ability of households to respond to climate-

related shocks, thereby reinforcing existing socio-economic inequalities. 

The study showed that access to climate financing in Chivi District is still limited for most households. Most 

respondents said climate adaptation programs were not provided to all communities and that the majority of the 
population was neglected. The populations living close to administration centres and in the areas that are more 
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organized seemed to benefit more than those living further away. This uneven distribution suggests that 
institutional and geographic factors keep affecting access to climate adaptation resources. 

The findings further reveal that bureaucratic procedures constitute a major obstacle to climate finance access. 

Complex application processes, extensive documentation requirements, and lengthy approval procedures 
discourage participation by vulnerable households. Limited technical knowledge and inadequate awareness 

regarding available funding opportunities further reduce access to climate adaptation programmes. Thus families 
with lower education level and little institutional support are still disadvantaged. 

The research also revealed that perceptions of inequity influence social relationships within communities. That 

unequal resource allocation had resulted in decreasing trust, diminishing cooperation, and more tension among 
community members, among other things, respondents said. Beneficiary and non-beneficiary groups also have 

different perceptions of fairness and institutional accountability. These divisions weakened traditional support 
systems and reduced collective action, which weakened social cohesion. 

As shown in the study, social cohesion is important to the resilience of communities. Community trust, 

cooperation and community involvement helped to enable collective adaptation and support vulnerable families 
in times of climatic stress. On the other hand, weak social relations reduced the ability of communities to handle 

droughts and other climate shocks. Social cohesion was thus a strong determinant of adaptive capacity. 

The positive association between access to climate finance and social cohesion suggests that equitable resource 

allocation can improve resilience and community solidarity. The households that got the benefit of adaptation 

programmes had a higher degree of trust, participation and cooperation. These findings are in line with those of 
Social Capital Theory and Climate Justice Theory, which stress trust, participation and equity in building 

resilience. 

Thus, climate finance could not be regarded as an economic response aimed at improving livelihoods or reducing 

vulnerability. Climate finance is a social and institutional process which has an impact on trust, engagement, 

social relationships and collective action. The way resources are utilized might either enhance or undermine social 
cohesion in vulnerable communities. 

Furthermore, these results show that climate resilience requires more than increasing the volume of adaptation 
funding. Equally important are the principles governing resource allocation, participation, transparency, and 

accountability. Climate adaptation interventions that fail to consider issues of equity and inclusion may 

inadvertently increase social divisions and undermine long-term resilience. 

The study therefore concludes that disproportionate climate financing contributes to social fragmentation, 

weakened trust, and reduced collective action within climate-vulnerable communities. Equitable, transparent, and 
participatory climate financing systems are essential for strengthening both adaptation outcomes and social 

cohesion in drought-prone rural areas. 

RECOMMENDATIONS 

The study recommends that government institutions responsible for climate policy and adaptation programmes 
establish equitable resource allocation mechanisms that prioritize highly vulnerable communities. Allocation 

criteria should be based on levels of climate risk, vulnerability, and adaptive capacity rather than institutional 

convenience or geographical accessibility. Such approaches would ensure that communities experiencing severe 
climate impacts receive adequate support. 

There is a need to simplify administrative procedures associated with climate financing programmes. Application 
requirements, reporting obligations, and approval processes should be made more accessible to rural 

communities. Simplified procedures would increase participation among vulnerable households and reduce the 

exclusion created by complex bureaucratic systems. 
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The study further recommends strengthening community awareness regarding climate financing opportunities. 
Government agencies, local authorities, and development organizations should improve information 

dissemination through community meetings, extension services, local media, and traditional leadership 

structures. Increased awareness would enable communities to participate more effectively in adaptation 
programmes. 

Capacity-building programmes should be implemented to enhance the ability of local communities to access 
climate resources. Training in proposal writing, project management, financial management, and adaptation 

planning would improve the ability of vulnerable households to engage with climate financing opportunities. 

Strengthened technical capacity may also reduce existing inequalities in access to adaptation resources. 

Community participation should be incorporated into all stages of climate adaptation programmes, including 

planning, implementation, monitoring, and evaluation. Participatory approaches promote ownership, 
accountability, and trust among community members. Inclusive decision-making processes ensure that local 

priorities and experiences inform resource allocation decisions. 

The study also recommends strengthening transparency and accountability mechanisms within climate financing 
systems. Public disclosure of allocation criteria, beneficiary selection processes, and project implementation 

procedures would improve confidence in institutions responsible for resource distribution. Community 
monitoring mechanisms may further enhance accountability and reduce perceptions of favouritism. 

Development partners and non-governmental organizations should adopt climate justice principles when 

implementing adaptation programmes. Interventions should specifically target marginalized groups, including 
women, smallholder farmers, and remote communities that often experience limited access to resources. 

Prioritizing vulnerable populations would contribute to more equitable adaptation outcomes. 

Local institutions such as traditional leadership structures, ward development committees, and community 

organizations should be strengthened to facilitate collective adaptation initiatives. These institutions play an 

important role in mobilizing communities, promoting participation, and strengthening social cohesion during 
periods of climate stress. 

Finally, future climate adaptation policies should recognize social cohesion as an important outcome of climate 
financing interventions. Adaptation programmes that strengthen trust, cooperation, and collective action may 

contribute not only to resilience but also to sustainable community development. Climate financing should 

therefore be viewed as both a developmental and a social investment. 

LIMITATIONS OF THE STUDY 

The study was confined to Chivi District in Masvingo Province, which may limit the generalization of the findings 

to other districts within Zimbabwe. Although the district provides an important case study of climate 

vulnerability, conditions in other regions may differ. 

The study relied partly on respondents' perceptions regarding climate financing and social cohesion. Such 

perceptions may be influenced by personal experiences and individual circumstances, which could affect 
responses. 

Resource and time limitations restricted the sample size and geographical coverage of the study. A larger sample 

covering multiple districts may provide broader insights regarding climate financing inequalities. 

The study focused primarily on adaptation financing and did not examine mitigation financing or carbon-related 

interventions. These areas may provide additional insights into climate financing dynamics. 

Despite these limitations, the study provides important empirical evidence regarding the relationship between 

climate financing and social cohesion in climate-vulnerable communities. 
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AREAS FOR FURTHER RESEARCH 

Future studies should undertake comparative analyses of climate financing and social cohesion across different 

drought-prone districts in Zimbabwe. Such studies would provide broader evidence regarding regional variations 
in climate adaptation and resource allocation. 

Further research may also examine the role of gender in climate finance access and social cohesion. Women often 
experience higher levels of climate vulnerability, yet their participation in adaptation programmes remains 

limited. 

Longitudinal studies could investigate how climate financing influences social cohesion over time. Such research 
would provide insights into the long-term social effects of adaptation interventions. 

Future research may also explore the effectiveness of community-based climate financing mechanisms and their 
contribution to local resilience. 

Finally, studies integrating climate finance, governance, and social justice perspectives may provide a deeper 

understanding of how adaptation resources can be distributed more equitably and effectively within vulnerable 
communities. 
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