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Overview of the selected case studies
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Figure 2.
Locations of the selected case studies.
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Proportions of stakeholder groups that filled in the questionnaire in EU Overseas.
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Figure 5.

Overview of policy domains addressed in the case studies. Adapted from Geneletti et al.
(2020).
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Figure 6.

Categories of stakeholders and their level of involvement in the MAES process in the case
studies. Adapted from Geneletti et al. (2020).
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Figure 7.

Overview of ecosystem types, ecosystem condition and selected ES in the eight CS. Adapted

from Geneletti et al. (2020).

Ecosystem type: a. Urban; b. Cropland; c. Grassland; d. Woodland and forest; e. Heathland
and shrub; f. Sparsely-vegetated land; g. Wetlands; h. Rivers and lakes; i. Marine inlet and
transitional waters; j. Coastal; k. Shelf.

** ES Classification: CICES and CICES 5.1. Common Classification of ES (previous versions
and current version 5.1.); NC: Natural Capital; TEEB: The Economics of Ecosystems and

Biodiversity (TEEB 2010).
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Figure 8.

Selected ES analysed in the case studies and related methods.
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Dissemination and communication activities in the case studies.

®
. Partially

. Partially
[

33

—— m I


https://arpha.pensoft.net/zoomed_fig/7833190
https://arpha.pensoft.net/zoomed_fig/7833190
https://arpha.pensoft.net/zoomed_fig/7833190
https://doi.org/10.3897/oneeco.7.e87179.figure9
https://doi.org/10.3897/oneeco.7.e87179.figure9
https://doi.org/10.3897/oneeco.7.e87179.figure9

Increasing level of impact

Peopl
G Sty Ot Stakeholders focus on ES and || Alternative choices based on [|Plans and policies consider Es|  New policy and finance
- articulate different positions [| ES mapping and assessment | mapping and assessment mechanism established
and discuss ES
The Azores .

The Canary
Islands

Saint Martin
(1) Simpson
Bay Lagoon

Saint Martin
(2) The whole
island

Martinique
French Guiana

The Falkland
Islands

Reunion Island

Figure 10.

Level of impact on policies and decisions of MAES process in the case studies. Adapted from
Geneletti et al. (2020).
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Figure 11.
Resources considered as priorities and bottlenecks in EU Overseas (top: n = 443 and bottom

n = 167, respectively).
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