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*®". Agroecology in a nutshell

Team-up and unlock the transition to agroecology
so that farming systems are resilient, productive
and prosperous, place-sensitive, as well as
climate, environment, ecosystem, biodiversity and
people-friendly by 2050

Jan 2024 to Dec 2033

Horizon Europe co-funded partnership in Cluster 6
Phase 2 for AGROECOLOGY is approaching (see WP2025)

Pool resources of EU and states/regions
@ Mobilisation of 300 Mio € (50% co-funded)

In-kind: research and networking activities
In-cash: up to 7 transnational calls for proposals
72 partners from 26 states/regions
@ RFOs: National/Regional Authorities, ministries,
Funding agencies

RPOs: Research performing organisations

[N RPO + RFO
RFO
[ RPO

Visit us: https://www.agroecologypartnership.eu/
Coordination: Project Management Juelich (DE)
ptj-agroecology-secretariat@fz-juelich.de
Co-coordination: ANR (FR)



https://www.agroecologypartnership.eu/
mailto:ptj-agroecology-secretariat@fz-juelich.de
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*®.. Introduction & Objective

Objective:

» (apitalize on the expert knowledge that has been generated by previous experiences
monitoring agroecology across various scales and domains

+ |dentify lessons learned, challenges, limitations and opportunities encountered by
experts in previous efforts to monitor agroecology across various scales and
domains.

Outputs:
» (Challenges and opportunities

e Recommendations
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*®. Methodology

Six Thinking Hats (de Bono, 1985) framework for structured thinking and group discussion.
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Data analysis:
= Session's transcripts
@ Notes captured in experts ppts and Miro Board
- Written observation (note-takers)

Ik Organized by discussion prompts

Conceptualization of Stakeholders' Participatory data
Agroecology management collection

ISt UGN Data collection Indicators definition
(nestedness)
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= Results: main challenges & opportunities

Opportunities

Existing frameworks embracing the
multidimensional nature of agroecology

Existing successful experiences treating
agroecology as a continuum rather than a binary
category (i.e. "Agroecology / Non-Agroecology”
label)

Monitoring of Agroecology aligns with farmers
and stakeholders' priorities, often engaging in
monitoring and data collection activities

Indicators: Traditional farm-level economic
indicators can be derived from existing EU
administrative databases at different scales
(FSDN)
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“®. Results: recommendations

 Build on previous experiences such as organic-farming (similarities at farming level) or existing agroecological
monitoring frameworks (instead of creating new whole sets).

- Take advantage of the Living lab approach. Opportunity to evaluate the transformative approach of food
systems.

» Foster an open dialogue between policymakers and researchers to ensure that research findings can effectively
translated.

« Generate recommendations for the Farm Sustainable Data Network (FSDN)/Statistical inclusion. Identify how
best agroecology data can be included in statistical databases such as FSDN.

* Avoid rigid definitions of Agroecology or any Agroecology framework that forces the agroecological transition
to demonstrate very specific outcomes.
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% Take home messages

Early expert engagement validates frameworks, develops community and
surfaces unpublished knowledge.

Effective workshops require socio-economic science approaches that
prioritize context and participation.

Qualitative data is not complementary—it's foundational to
understanding and knowledge creation.
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