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Figure 1.  

Overview of the selected case studies
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Figure 2.  

Locations of the selected case studies.
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Figure 3.  

Framework used for the analysis of the case studies. Adjusted from Geneletti et al. (2020). 
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Figure 4.  

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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Figure 9.  

Dissemination and communication activities in the case studies. 
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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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