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This document reflects only the views of the author(s). Neither the European Global Navigation Sat-
ellite Systems Agency (EUSPA) nor the European Commission is in any way responsible for any use 
that may be made of the information it contains. The information in this document is provided “as 
is”, and no guarantee or warranty is given that the information is fit for any particular purpose. The 
below referenced consortium members shall have no liability for damages of any kind including 
without limitation direct, special, indirect, or consequential damages that may result from the use 
of these materials subject to any liability which is mandatory due to applicable law.  
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Introduction  
Deliverable D7.3 documents the demonstration activities carried out across the four pilot regions 

as part of WP7200. The basis for the execution of WP7200 were deliverables D7.1 and D7.2, which 

laid the ground with detailed plans. This deliverable focuses on the execution and outcomes of the 

demonstration phase, while the detailed evaluation of stakeholder feedback and KPI-based perfor-

mance analysis will be addressed in D7.4 under WP7300.  

1. Overview of Demonstrator Activities 

This section provides a consolidated explanation of why and how the demonstrations were carried 
out. It describes the objectives of the demonstration activities, the scope of the work under D7.3, 
and how these activities relate to the preparatory steps described in D7.1 and D7.2. It describes the 
overarching framework used to organize demonstrations, the common workflow applied across the 
four regions, and the coordination mechanisms established between project partners. This overview 
creates a clear narrative of how planning transitioned into implementation, emphasising the oper-
ational readiness of the platform for real-world testing. 

1.1 Objectives and Scope of D7.3 

The purpose of Deliverable D7.3 is to document the implementation of demonstration activities, 
the engagement of pilot participants, and the initial qualitative observations gathered from end-
users. These activities were intended to test BirdWatch functionalities in real environments, validate 
their usability and thematic accuracy, and capture the experiences of farmers, policymakers, con-
servation organisations and other stakeholders. 

1.2 Preparation and Coordination 

The preparation and coordination phase focused on ensuring that the demonstration activities 
could be delivered effectively across all four pilot regions, in line with the planning framework de-
fined in D7.2. This phase covered coordination between regional partners, scheduling of sessions, 
preparation of supporting materials, stakeholder communication, and verification of technical read-
iness of the BirdWatch platform prior to implementation. 

Across regions, preparation activities were guided by the common demonstration workflow estab-
lished in D7.2. This included defining session formats (online, hybrid, or physical), selecting appro-
priate dates, identifying and recruiting relevant stakeholder groups, preparing demonstration ma-
terials, and ensuring that platform components required for live testing were operational. While the 
overarching framework was applied consistently, region-specific adaptations were implemented to 
reflect local stakeholder structures, communication channels, and organisational constraints. 

In Lithuania, preparation focused on organising a series of online meetings following the D7.2 work-
flow. Several alternative dates were proposed in advance in order to maximise farmer participation 
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and accommodate seasonal workload constraints. Invitations were distributed to all identified 
stakeholders, including farmers and institutional representatives, together with meeting links and 
introductory information. Prior to the meetings, institutional stakeholders were contacted by phone 
to provide reminders and a short introduction to the objectives and scope of the demonstrations. 
Presentation materials were prepared and used during the sessions to introduce the BirdWatch pro-
ject, including the overall methodology, expected results, and platform functionalities, ensuring a 
structured and consistent introduction to the demonstrations. 

In Flanders, preparation followed a similar approach, combining advance planning of multiple 
demonstration dates with broad dissemination through established communication channels. In ad-
dition to direct invitations, the demonstration activities were advertised in the December 2025 edi-
tion of the monthly agricultural journal Boerenbond to reach a wide farming audience. Preparation 
also included close collaboration with the Flemish Paying Agency and the Flemish Rural Network, 
through which invitations and announcements were disseminated via official communication chan-
nels. Information about the BirdWatch webinar was published on the website and Facebook page 
of the Flemish Rural Network. Presentation slides were prepared and used during the sessions to 
introduce the BirdWatch project, the demonstration objectives, and the platform workflow, ensur-
ing consistency with the approach applied in other regions and providing a structured introduction 
to the methodology, platform features, and expected outcomes. 

In Brandenburg (Germany), stakeholder recruitment and coordination required a more targeted 
and adaptive approach. To reach farms with a strong affinity for nature conservation, targeted 
emails were distributed through relevant mailing lists, including the Federal Biodiversity Committee 
and specialist biodiversity groups. In parallel, farms were contacted directly based on recommen-
dations from nature conservation advisory services, arable farming consultants, and Bioland’s re-
gional associations. Information circulars were prepared and distributed, followed by direct phone 
calls when initial response rates remained low. 

Organising larger joint meetings with farms proved challenging, despite offering a wide range of 
dates. Differences in farm structures and operational focus—ranging from part-time farms to live-
stock systems and forestry-oriented holdings—made it difficult to identify suitable common time 
slots. As a result, preparation increasingly shifted towards contacting farms in small groups of up to 
five participants. These sessions typically included a short demonstration of approximately 30 
minutes, followed by the opportunity for participants to test the platform independently after the 
session. This format significantly reduced organisational effort and noticeably increased willingness 
to participate. 

Ensuring completion of the questionnaire also required additional preparation and follow-up. Re-
minder emails and targeted phone calls were used to encourage survey completion. In several cases, 
it became clear that farms perceived both the individual benefit of the platform and the usefulness 
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of the survey as rather limited at the current stage, which reduced motivation to complete the ques-
tionnaire. Overall, the Brandenburg preparation phase required sustained outreach and flexible or-
ganisation to support participation and feedback collection. 

In South Tyrol (Italy), preparation activities were similar to those implemented in Lithuania. Demon-
stration dates were coordinated in advance for both physical and online sessions, and stakeholders 
were invited through direct communication channels. Phone calls were used to invite institutional 
stakeholders and representatives of farmers’ organisations, providing a short introduction to the 
BirdWatch project and the objectives of the demonstration. Presentation materials were prepared 
to introduce the platform, methodology, and expected results during both the physical and online 
sessions, ensuring a consistent demonstration structure and smooth onboarding of participants. 

 

2. Execution of Demonstration Activities 

The BirdWatch demonstration activities were implemented and completed in the four pilot re-
gions—Flanders (Belgium), Brandenburg (Germany), Lithuania, and South Tyrol (Italy)—following 
the structured demonstration framework defined in D7.2. In line with the planned approach, each 
region prepared and delivered demonstration sessions using a common implementation logic: (i) 
session preparation and stakeholder coordination, (ii) delivery of guided demonstrations (online, 
hybrid, or physical), (iii) participant onboarding and live testing, and (iv) post-session follow-up ac-
tions. 

As planned, demonstrations were delivered through online, hybrid, and in-person formats to reflect 
local logistical conditions and stakeholder availability. All sessions were organised to enable partic-
ipants to (a) access the BirdWatch platform, (b) follow a structured walkthrough of platform navi-
gation and use, and (c) explore region-specific Areas of Interest (AOIs) and relevant platform outputs 
through hands-on interaction during the live session or directly afterwards. This corresponds to the 
planned demonstration-session approach described in the Demonstration Activities Planning Guide, 
including onboarding support, platform navigation, guided testing, Q&A opportunities, and comple-
tion of follow-up steps after the session. 

In line with the planned demonstration workflow, each regional demonstration followed a consul-
tation-style structure including welcome and introduction, platform demonstration, participant in-
teraction and discussion, and hands-on testing with follow-up actions. While delivery formats and 
durations were adapted by each region, the demonstrations were implemented through the same 
operational logic: guided platform walkthrough combined with facilitated user testing. 

The consolidated stakeholder participation figures used in this section are reported in Annex I. 
Stakeholder Participation Data, while photographic evidence from the delivered sessions is pro-
vided in Annex II. Photographic Documentation.  
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Overall result - demonstration phases in each region were executed according to the plan and 
reached all goals. 

Table 1. Overview of Demonstration Activities Implemented (All Regions) 

Region Total 
Planned 
(D7.1) 

Total Ac-
tual Joined 

Total 
Com-

pleted 
Surveys 

Demonstra-
tion Dates 

Format Notes (as recorded) 

Flanders 
(Belgium) 

60 30 7 18 Nov 2025;  
27 Nov 2025; 7 
Jan 2026; 
21 Jan 2026 

Physical + 
Online 

18 Nov physical with 
stakeholders; 18 Nov 
online with stakehold-
ers, 27 Nov online with 
stakeholders + farmers; 
7 and 21 Jan online 
with farmers 

Branden-
burg 
(Ger-
many) 

60 
      

60 21 10 Dec 2025;  
11 Dec 2025; 
12 Dec 2025; 
15 Dec 2025 

Online + 
Physical 

Three online sessions, 
presentation during 
conference 

Germany 3 0 10 Dec 2025 & 
12 Dec 2025 

Online & 
Physical 

two online sessions 
and one on-site session 

Lithuania 60 97 68 3 Dec 2025; 5 
Dec 2025; 12 
Dec 2025; 19 
Jan 2026 

Online 3 Dec online with insti-
tutions; 5 & 12 Dec 
online with farmers; 19 
Jan online with farmers 
and advisory service 

South Ty-
rol (Italy) 

25 15      8 12 Dec 2025; 
16 Jan 2026 

Physical + 
Online 

12 Dec physical ses-
sion, 16 Jan online ses-
sion (two separate 
events) 

TOTAL 205 205      104 — Mixed Combined outputs 
across regions 

 

2.1 Demonstration Implementation in Flanders (Belgium) 

In line with the planned approach, the demonstration activities in Flanders were implemented 
through five sessions, combining physical stakeholder engagement with dedicated online demon-
strations for farmers. This delivery format reflects the planned flexibility in D7.2, where regions 
could adapt implementation formats (physical, online, or hybrid) while maintaining a consistent 
workflow based on guided platform introduction, user onboarding, structured walkthrough, and 
practical interaction with the BirdWatch platform. 
The sessions were held on: 
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● 18 November 2025: a physical event (Brussels) targeting a broad group of stakeholders (in-
cluding farmers);      

● 18 November 2025: an online event targeting a broad group of stakeholders (including farm-
ers);      

● 27 November 2025: an online session targeting a broad group of stakeholders (including 
farmers); 

● 7 January 2026: an additional online session targeting farmers. 
● 21 January 2026: an additional online session targeting farmers. 

      
A total of 30 participants joined the Flanders demonstration activities, compared to the planned 
target of 60. In all sessions, implementation followed the planned demonstration sequence. Partic-
ipants were first introduced to the BirdWatch platform and the purpose of the demonstration in the 
Flemish regional context. This was followed by onboarding guidance, including access instructions 
and explanations of how to navigate the platform interface. Facilitators then conducted a step-by-
step guided walkthrough, demonstrating how to access and explore the regional Areas of Interest 
(AOIs), how to interpret the displayed map outputs, and how to use key platform functions to re-
view the available layers and results relevant to the region. 
During the demonstrations, participants were invited to follow the walkthrough in parallel and to 
interact with the platform through guided exploration. Practical interaction included navigating 
within the AOIs, exploring map views, checking displayed outputs, and testing key functionalities 
shown during the sessions. The physical session enabled direct facilitation and discussion across 
stakeholder groups, while the online farmer-focused sessions provided a dedicated space for farmer 
participation and live walkthrough support adapted to that target group. 
After each session, follow-up actions were implemented in accordance with the planned approach, 
including distribution of the standardised survey tool to collect structured feedback. Survey com-
pletion was initiated after participation following the standard feedback collection procedure. 

2.2 Demonstration Implementation in Brandenburg (Germany) 

The demonstration activities in Brandenburg were implemented through three online sessions held 
on 10, 12, and 15 December, reflecting the planned delivery model for online demonstrations sup-
ported by guided platform testing, structured facilitation, and discussion opportunities. In addition 
to these sessions, the BirdWatch platform was presented on 11 December 2025 at the annual con-
ference “Biodiversity Advisory Services in Agriculture” in Hofgeismar. This approach corresponds to 
the D7.2 framework, where online delivery was planned as a viable demonstration format when 
physical workshops were not required or when stakeholder availability favoured remote participa-
tion.      
Stakeholder recruitment focused primarily on farms within Bioland’s partner network and on agri-
cultural and conservation advisors. To reach farms with a strong affinity for nature conservation, 
targeted emails were distributed through relevant mailing lists, including the Federal Biodiversity 
Committee and specialist biodiversity groups. In parallel, farms were contacted directly based on 



 

11 

 

recommendations from nature conservation advisory services, arable farming consultants, and Bio-
land regional associations. Information circulars were prepared and distributed, followed by direct 
phone calls 
Organising larger joint meetings with farms proved challenging, despite offering a wide range of 
dates. Differences in farm structures and operational focus—ranging from part-time farms to live-
stock systems and forestry-oriented holdings—made it difficult to identify suitable common time 
slots. As a result, farms were increasingly contacted in small groups of up to five participants. These 
sessions typically included a short demonstration of approximately 30 minutes, followed by the op-
portunity for participants to test the platform independently after the session. This format signifi-
cantly reduced organisational effort and noticeably increased willingness to participate. 
In total, 60 participants joined the Brandenburg demonstration activities, corresponding to the 
planned target. Participation included 24 farmers, representatives of two agricultural organisa-
tions, and a mix of individual stakeholders and institutional representatives, including supervisory 
institutions, policymakers, and research actors joining through institutional representation. In ad-
dition, 24 advisors from agriculture and nature conservation were contacted directly, as these 
groups were considered to have the highest potential benefit from the platform.      
Each session followed a structured implementation format consistent with the planned demonstra-
tor workflow. Activities included onboarding participants to the BirdWatch platform, providing ac-
cess instructions, and explaining basic navigation. Facilitators then guided participants through plat-
form use, including map interaction and step-by-step exploration of the Brandenburg AOIs and the 
available regional outputs. 
During the live sessions, participants were supported in practical interaction with the platform. This 
included testing navigation functions, exploring displayed layers and outputs, and using the platform 
to review information relevant to the Brandenburg region. The online sessions also allowed partici-
pants to raise clarification questions and interact with facilitators while progressing through the 
walkthrough sequence. 
Following the sessions, survey completion was initiated as part of the planned follow-up and feed-
back collection step, using the standardised approach implemented across all regions. 

2.3 Demonstration Implementation in Lithuania 

The Lithuanian demonstration activities were implemented through four online sessions in Decem-
ber and January, organised separately for institutional stakeholders and farmers. This reflects the 
planned approach to stakeholder segmentation and multi-session delivery where needed to ensure 
broad participation across groups. Lithuania implemented a combination of institution-focused and 
farmer-focused sessions to align the demonstration format with stakeholder needs and availability. 
The sessions took place on: 

● 3 December 2025: online session with institutions; 
● 5 December 2025: online session with farmers; 
● 12 December 2025: online session with farmers. 
● 19 January 2026: online session with farmers and advisory service provider. 
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A total of 97 participants joined, exceeding the planned target of 60. This included participation 
from multiple stakeholder categories, with farmers recorded as a major group (65 farmers within 
total participation), alongside institutional representatives from farming organisations, nature con-
servation organisations, supervisory institutions, policymakers, and research/academia. 
In each session, implementation followed the planned demonstration sequence. Participants were 
introduced to the purpose of BirdWatch and the Lithuanian demonstration context, followed by 
onboarding support including access instructions and navigation guidance. Facilitators provided a 
structured walkthrough of the BirdWatch platform interface, guiding participants through steps re-
quired to access and explore Lithuanian AOIs, view platform layers, and review available outputs 
relevant to the region. 
Practical interaction was included as part of each session. Participants were invited to test platform 
functions during the live walkthrough, including navigating map views, exploring displayed layers, 
and reviewing outputs while receiving facilitator support. The sessions were implemented to enable 
participants to engage directly with the platform during the meeting and, where relevant, to con-
tinue testing immediately afterwards. 
Following participation, the standardised online surveys were distributed as part of the planned 
follow-up step to document structured feedback collected after the hands-on exploration sessions. 

2.4 Demonstration Implementation in South Tyrol (Italy) 

The South Tyrol demonstration activity was implemented as a physical session and two online ses-
sions, reflecting the planned approach for workshop-style implementation in regions where direct 
interaction and in-person facilitation were prioritised by representatives of local institutions (super-
visory institutions and policy makers), non-commercial organizations (NCOs) and research. The 
physical setting enabled immediate hands-on exploration of the Birdwatch platform with facilitator 
support and active in-session interaction among participants. As the optimisation scenarios for 
South Tyrol could not be generated in time and were therefore not available in the Birdwatch plat-
form (see D5.4), the demonstration sessions primarily targeted stakeholders who could effectively 
interpret the available information, including local institutions, NCOs, and research institutions. The 
farmer stakeholder group was not included in these sessions, as the absence of site-specific optimi-
sation results meant that the information available was considered insufficient to provide meaning-
ful insights for their decision-making. Other stakeholder groups, such as farming organizations and 
policymakers, were considered able to engage with the platform despite the missing site-specific 
data by interpreting results from other sites. 
 
The sessions took place on: 

● 12 December 2025: physical session with institutional representatives; 
● 16 January 2025: online session with the Farmers Association; 
● 16 January 2025: online session with Bioland South Tyrol. 

 
The session was initially planned for a target of 25 participants, however, a total of 15 participants 
attended the physical demonstration session. The in-person setting enabled onboarding support, 
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guided navigation through the BirdWatch platform, and facilitated exploration of regional AOIs and 
related outputs during the live demonstration. Each online session was attended by one representa-
tive from the Farmers Association and Bioland South Tyrol.   
Each demonstration session followed the planned demonstrator structure. The workshop began 
with an introduction to the BirdWatch platform and its relevance to the South Tyrol pilot context, 
followed by onboarding support to ensure participant access to the platform. The facilitator then 
guided participants through a step-by-step platform walkthrough, demonstrating how to navigate 
the interface, how to explore regional AOIs, and how to review available outputs and data layers 
displayed for the region. 
The physical format enabled hands-on participant interaction throughout the session. Participants 
were supported in testing platform functionalities in real-time during the workshop, including nav-
igation across map views, exploration of the AOIs, and practical testing of platform features demon-
strated by the facilitators. Similarly, the online sessions enabled the demonstration to be delivered 
to representatives of the farmers associations who are not located in Bolzano and who preferred to 
participate remotely.  

3. Collection of Stakeholder Feedback 

Stakeholder feedback was collected across all four regions following the multi-method data collec-
tion strategy defined in D7.2. The planned approach combined (i) structured survey-based feedback 
as the core standardised method, and (ii) complementary qualitative feedback captured through 
live session interaction, Q&A, workshop discussions, and direct participant remarks. This section 
reports how feedback was collected in practice and documents the raw feedback collection outputs, 
without interpretation or evaluation. 
In line with the planned approach, the standardised BirdWatch User Survey served as the primary 
tool for consistent cross-regional feedback collection. The survey was designed to collect both quan-
titative input (rating scales and structured responses) and qualitative input (open-ended com-
ments), enabling consistent documentation and later aggregation across regions and stakeholder 
groups. Survey distribution was implemented primarily through digital channels following sessions, 
with flexibility for facilitation and support where required. 
During implementation, survey collection was complemented by direct stakeholder remarks docu-
mented during live sessions. This corresponds to the planned consultation and demonstration 
model, where feedback is also gathered through participant questions, clarification requests, and 
workshop discussion during platform walkthroughs and hands-on testing. 
All stakeholder participation figures used to contextualise feedback collection are reported in Annex 
I. Stakeholder Participation Data, all collected survey responses are reported in Annex III. Survey 
Answers, and photographic documentation of the demonstrations is provided in Annex II. Photo-
graphic Documentation. 
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3.1 Summary of Collected Feedback and Observations in Flanders (Belgium) 

In Flanders, stakeholder feedback was collected following the three implemented demonstration 
sessions held on 18 November 2025 (physical session in Brussels and online event), 27 November 
2025 (online event), and 7 January 2026 (additional online session). Feedback collection followed 
the planned approach, combining structured inputs through the standardised survey process with 
additional observations captured during the live sessions. The Flanders activities also produced ded-
icated demonstration reports documenting the feedback collection process and the types of re-
marks raised by participants during the events. 
During the sessions, participants provided comments and questions linked to the BirdWatch plat-     
form demonstration, focusing on the information displayed in the platform, the ability to explore 
regional Areas of Interest (AOIs), and the interpretation of the presented outputs and suggested 
measures. Feedback was captured through questions raised during the walkthrough, clarifications 
requested during the demonstration sequence, and remarks expressed during the discussion seg-
ments. 
As recorded in the demonstration reports, participants raised remarks concerning the input data 
used for the Flemish region, including questions on reference year choices and dataset updates, and 
comments on which local ecological or landscape variables were reflected or not reflected in the 
displayed outputs. Participants also raised questions about how the modelling outputs should be 
interpreted in relation to local land-use conditions and the extent to which the displayed suitability 
patterns align with observed conditions in the region. 
Participants also provided remarks on platform interaction and information display, including com-
ments on navigation, parcel-level exploration, and the type of contextual information that users 
expect to see when reviewing results. In addition, practical session observations were documented, 
including comments related to platform performance during concurrent use in the second session. 
The feedback collected in Flanders was documented through the standardised survey approach and 
through remarks recorded during the demonstration events, and it is reported as raw stakeholder 
input for subsequent evaluation work. 

3.2 Summary of Collected Feedback and Observations in Brandenburg (Germany) 

In Brandenburg, feedback collection was carried out after the online and live sessions held on 10, 
11, 12, and 15 December, using the standardised survey distribution approach. A total of 16 com-
pleted surveys were recorded for the region. 
During sessions, additional observations and remarks were captured through live participant en-
gagement, including questions raised during platform walkthroughs and discussions linked to the 
exploration of regional AOIs and platform outputs. Overall, farms generally found the underlying 
information interesting but did not yet perceive substantial added value due to the current level of 
platform refinement, while feedback from agricultural and conservation advisors was noticeably 
more positive, with multiple advisory and institutional stakeholders indicating potential future use-
fulness of the platform provided continued development and refinement. 
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3.3 Summary of Collected Feedback and Observations / Institutional feedback (Ger-
many) 

a) Dr René Höfer (German Federal Agency for Nature Conservation (Bundesamt für Na-
turschutz, BfN), Unit I 1.2 - Nature Conservation Information, Geoinformation, Open Data) 

The stakeholder input of Dr. Höfer can been seen best as a set of implementation require-
ments for making Birdwatch usable in a federal-agency context. First, he prioritizes a clear 
“front-end” planning function: Birdwatch should reliably support the initial identification 
and delineation of suitable areas, while optimization should be treated as a secondary mod-
ule that may be relevant to other expert groups but is not required to demonstrate value for 
BfN users. 

Second, he highlights the key scientific and operational challenge that Birdwatch should 
tackle: extending beyond breeding birds toward migratory and stopover birds. This is, be-
cause breeding bird distributions are often clearer due to existing monitoring, whereas stop-
over birds are temporally dynamic and underrepresented in observations—making them 
harder to model but also more important for improved decision support. Accordingly, Bird-
watch should anticipate different temporal logics (e.g., seasonal windows) and explicitly 
communicate the confidence level and suitability of outputs for these dynamic contexts. 

Third, he places strong emphasis on risk management through communication. The portal 
should explicitly state what it cannot do, warn against inappropriate uses, and help users 
recognize when outputs are likely unreliable—for example, when datasets of different years 
or spatial resolutions are combined without compatibility checks. This requirement is not 
merely a “nice-to-have”: it directly affects whether a federal agency can recommend or rely 
on the tool, because misuse can lead to incorrect conclusions that appear authoritative, be-
cause they are computed within a platform. 

Finally, Dr. Höfer is commenting a governance argument for Birdwatch: centralized tools im-
prove transparency and reproducibility compared to many fragmented, black-box calcula-
tions by individual actors. He also identifies an internal anchoring point for uptake at BfN 
and references ongoing work where breeding and migratory bird data are prepared for route 
planning and related regulatory contexts—an application area where clear, traceable Bird-
watch outputs could be valuable if they are properly scoped and quality-controlled. 

b) Dr. Stefan Erasmi (Lead of the Thünen Earth Observation (ThEO) working group, Institute 
of Farm Economics; Thünen Institute) 

From the perspective of the Thünen Institute (TI), Birdwatch is seen as a promising decision-
support concept that should be pursued through dialogue and co-design, but only under a 
framing that remains scientifically defensible. Dr. Erasmi’s interest is concrete: he has been 
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aware of Birdwatch since its early phase, views it as relevant to ongoing TI work, and is in-
terested in continued updates for expert review. He also associated Birdwatch primarily with 
potential mapping and analysis workflows (including optimization elements), which is con-
sistent with how public authorities and research institutes often use such tools—as explora-
tory support rather than prescriptive instruction. 

His most important technical critique concerns validity limits of habitat-suitability products 
derived from habitat-structure/diversity indicators. Thünen’s internal experience suggests 
that the link between habitat-diversity indicators and species diversity can be weak, and 
therefore not an adequate basis for strong claims about biodiversity outcomes. In particular, 
he stressed the distinction between correlation and causation: statistical associations be-
tween breeding bird occurrence patterns and indicator patterns do not imply that adjusting 
an indicator will produce a predictable biodiversity response. For Birdwatch, this implies a 
requirement to (i) avoid causal or overly deterministic language in user-facing outputs, (ii) 
make uncertainty and scope-of-validity visible, and (iii) position results as decision support 
that helps prioritize attention and formulate hypotheses, while clearly separating hypothesis 
generation from evidence of impact. 

If Birdwatch aims to move toward measures and optimization, Dr. Erasmi suggests to start 
with robust, well-validated descriptive outputs (e.g., potential maps and occurrence-related 
modelling), then develop evidence-oriented “measure effectiveness” components only 
where the required validation information exists. In his view, even when measure and cost 
information is available, it must be systematically prepared and provided as time series be-
fore it can underpin defensible evaluation and scenario modelling. Finally, he implicitly em-
phasized that transfer across species groups is not automatic; therefore, Birdwatch should 
be explicit about which taxa and contexts the modelling logic applies to. 

c) Ministry of Agriculture, Food, Environment and Consumer Protection (MLEUV) Branden-
burg, Lindenstraße 34a, 14467 Potsdam 

Participants: 

Ministry of Agriculture, Food, Environment and Consumer Protection (MLEUV) Branden-
burg (Christoph Molkenbur, Paul Arnold, Annegret Engelke, Juliana Grün, Doris Klughardt, 
Jan Paulusch, Frank Plücken) 

Landesamt für Umwelt Brandenburg (LfU) – Regional Agency for Environment Branden-
burg (Martina Düvel, Anne Kruse, Antje-Koch.Lehker, Martin Horny, Peter Jansen, Anne-
marie Kaiser, Lars Lachmann, Nils-Arne Tamm) 
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Birdwatch is viewed by the MLEUV as a promising decision support concept for public au-
thorities, provided it is developed within a scientifically defensible and transparent frame-
work. In the context of the Nature Restoration Law, its main value lies in supporting evi-
dence-based prioritization, spatial screening, and hypothesis generation rather than in de-
livering prescriptive or causal claims about biodiversity outcomes. 

From a regional administrative perspective (LfU), this aligns well with the Birds Directive and 
also with Nature Restoration Laws (NRL) need for large scale, harmonized, and repeatable 
assessments of habitat condition and trends. Birdwatch can help identify areas where resto-
ration efforts may be most urgently needed or potentially effective, and where closer mon-
itoring or targeted field assessments should be focused. This makes it useful for planning, 
reporting, and allocating limited resources across landscapes. 

However, the experts critique highlights a critical boundary: habitat suitability and habitat 
diversity indicators, while informative, do not provide direct evidence of restoration success 
or species recovery. Correlations between bird occurrence and structural indicators cannot 
be interpreted as proof that changing those indicators will produce predictable biodiversity 
gains. For the Bird Directive and the NRL implementation, this means Birdwatch outputs 
must not be used as proof of compliance or ecological impact, but rather as a screening and 
orientation tool that supports administrative planning and further investigation. 

If optimisation or scenario modelling is applied, it can only be meaningful where restoration 
measures are known to induce changes in habitat structure that are detectable by remote 
sensing indicators, so that any simulated improvement is grounded in observable and mon-
itorable variables rather than assumed ecological effects. 

To remain fit for use under the Nature Restoration Law, Birdwatch should therefore (i) avoid 
causal or deterministic language, (ii) clearly communicate uncertainty and limits of validity, 
and (iii) distinguish between exploratory analysis and verified impact assessment. Descrip-
tive products such as habitat potential maps are seen as robust first steps. 

Finally, Birdwatch should explicitly state for which species groups and ecological contexts its 
modelling applies. This is essential for Birds Directive and NRL reporting, where authorities 
must justify which indicators are used for which habitats and taxa. 

Under these conditions, environmental experts would see Birdwatch as a valuable compo-
nent of the administrative toolkit: not as a compliance engine, but as a transparent, scalable 
system for structuring evidence, guiding priorities, and supporting defensible, data informed 
restoration planning 
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3.4 Summary of Collected Feedback and Observations in Lithuania 

The Lithuanian demonstration activities were implemented through four online sessions in Decem-
ber and January, organised separately for institutional stakeholders and farmers. This reflects the 
planned approach to stakeholder segmentation and multi-session delivery, where needed, to en-
sure broad participation across groups. Lithuania implemented a combination of institution-focused 
and farmer-focused sessions to align the demonstration format with stakeholder needs and availa-
bility. 
Following participation, the standardised survey tool was distributed as part of the planned follow-
up step to document structured feedback collected after the hands-on exploration sessions. In total, 
68 completed survey responses were received, providing the basis for the structured synthesis of 
stakeholder feedback reported in this section. 
Feedback gathered through the post-session survey, complemented by observations raised during 
the online discussions, indicates that stakeholders perceive BirdWatch as a promising tool with clear 
potential relevance for Lithuanian contexts. Overall responses were constructive and implementa-
tion-oriented, focusing on practical refinements that would support broader and more sustained 
uptake across user groups. 
Farmers (primary end-users). Farmers’ feedback emphasised the platform’s applicability for parcel-
level understanding and decision support. Perceived “missing” or “incomplete” outputs were often 
linked to challenges in locating and validating information for specific parcels, rather than to a fun-
damental lack of underlying layers. Participants highlighted the value of simplifying area discovery 
beyond reliance on exact parcel identifiers and improving clarity on what the platform is able to 
provide at different spatial scales. Farmers also noted that clear messages explaining why an output 
cannot be displayed (e.g., coverage or processing constraints) would increase confidence and re-
duce uncertainty in interpretation. 
Farming organisations. Representatives from the Chamber of Agriculture of the Republic of Lithu-
ania and the Lithuanian Farmers’ Union discussed usability from an outreach and adoption per-
spective. Discussion points focused on how quickly end-users can find relevant areas and under-
stand outputs without extensive support, and how platform guidance could be strengthened to fa-
cilitate wider dissemination through farmer-facing channels. 
Nature conservation organisations (NCOs). Participants from Baltic Environmental Forum Lithua-
nia and the Lithuanian Ornithological Society emphasised interpretability and ecological context. 
They highlighted the value of clearly linking suitability outputs and proposed measures to underlying 
rationale and habitat/bird ecology, so that results can be communicated credibly and applied con-
sistently in conservation-related discussions. 
Supervisory institutions. The National Paying Agency and the State Service for Protected Areas 
primarily focused on transparency, traceability, and operational clarity. Discussion highlighted the 
usefulness of outputs for screening and communication, while noting the need for clearer explana-
tions where information is not available or where results depend on coverage and processing con-
straints, to support consistent interpretation in administrative or advisory settings. 



 

19 

 

Policymakers. Stakeholders from the Ministry of Environment and the Ministry of Agriculture dis-
cussed potential relevance for planning and policy-support functions. They noted that usefulness 
increases when outputs can be interpreted unambiguously and when the platform provides concise, 
stakeholder-appropriate explanations that support decision-making and communication across in-
stitutions. 
Research and academia. Participants from Vytautas Magnus University and the Lithuanian Re-
search Centre for Agriculture and Forestry engaged with the platform from the perspective of 
methodological clarity and communication of outputs. They stressed the importance of explaining 
what suitability scores represent and how they should be interpreted, particularly where users are 
expected to translate results into practice-oriented conclusions. 
Advisory and support actors. Advisory and intermediary support in Lithuania was represented by 
the Lithuanian Agricultural Advisory Service. Discussion emphasised the value of enabling repeat-
able, low-effort support for end-users, including integrated guidance such as short walkthroughs, 
contextual hints, and concise “how to interpret” explanations to support users returning to the plat-
form after registration. It was also noted that entry steps can influence engagement; for example, 
access issues were sometimes linked to registration workflows (including cases where users did not 
receive a confirmation email), limiting independent testing after participation. 
Cross-cutting observations. Two priorities emerged consistently across stakeholder categories: 
• Performance and responsiveness. Participants highlighted that faster map interaction and quicker 
loading of layers and outputs are important for routine use. These points were generally framed as 
enabling factors for adoption, with stakeholders indicating that improved performance would di-
rectly support continued engagement. 
• Clarity and interpretability of outputs. Stakeholders asked for clearer explanations of what suit-
ability scores represent, how recommended measures relate to ecological rationale, and how out-
puts should be used in practice. Suggested improvements included simple in-platform explanations 
(e.g., tooltips or information panels), clearer definitions, and short guidance text tailored to differ-
ent user perspectives (farmer, adviser, institutional user). 
                                                                                      

3.5 Summary of Collected Feedback and Observations in South Tyrol (Italy) 

In South Tyrol, stakeholder feedback collection was linked to the three sessions (one physical, two 
online). The survey collection followed the standard feedback method and 8 completed surveys 
were recorded for South Tyrol in the available reporting table. 
Feedback in South Tyrol was also captured through direct participant remarks and workshop discus-
sion during the demonstration sessions. Observations were documented during the platform 
walkthrough and hands-on testing interactions.  
In summary, the platform was regarded as a very valuable tool for farmers' advisors and has the 
potential to be used in daily work (comments from Bioland South Tyrol and the Farmers Associa-
tion). The representatives from the institutions were very satisfied with the habitat suitability maps 
provided in the platform and see further potential linked to the implementation of the restoration 
law to identify and prioritize areas for conservation actions.  
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Most questions and comments from stakeholders focused on the accuracy of the habitat suitability 
maps and the methods used to generate them. It was particularly positively received that the maps 
incorporated the expertise of local bird specialists, ensuring that the outputs reflected knowledge 
of the area. 
 
 

Conclusion 

The BirdWatch demonstrator activities were delivered in all four regions (Germany/Brandenburg, 
Flanders, Lithuania, and South Tyrol), providing stakeholders with guided, hands-on interaction with 
the platform and enabling structured follow-up feedback collection. Across the four regions, 202 
stakeholders participated in the demonstrations, and 104 standardised survey responses were col-
lected, forming the quantitative basis for the cross-regional evaluation that follows in D7.4. 

Stakeholder participation reflected a multi-actor profile, combining farmers with a wide range of 
institutional users. Overall participation included 91 farmers and 111 institutional stakeholders, dis-
tributed across: farming organisations (9 participants), nature conservation organisations (22 par-
ticipants), supervisory institutions (43 participants), policymakers (18 participants), and research 
and academia (19 participants). This confirms that BirdWatch was tested not only with end-users 
but also with organisations relevant for implementation, advisory support, administration, and pol-
icy-level use. 

Regional participation and feedback return differed, but each region contributed evidence for plat-
form validation: 

● Lithuania achieved the highest engagement with 97 participants and 68 completed surveys, 
including strong farmer participation (65 farmers) and broad institutional representation. 
Farming organisations were represented by 3 institutions (3 participants); nature conserva-
tion organisations by 2 institutions (6 participants); supervisory institutions by 2 institutions 
(7 participants); policymakers by 2 institutions (8 participants); and research/academia by 3 
institutions (8 participants). 

● Germany engaged 60 participants and returned 21 completed surveys, with participation 
concentrated in farmers and supervisory institutions, complemented by farming organisa-
tions, policymakers, and research/academia. 

● Flanders engaged 30 participants and returned 7 completed surveys, with institutional par-
ticipation strongly represented (notably by nature conservation organisations and re-
search/academia), alongside a smaller farmer group. 

● South Tyrol engaged 15 participants and returned 8 completed surveys, with participation 
dominated by institutional stakeholders (supervisory institutions, policymakers, and re-
search/academia), complemented by farming organisations and nature conservation organ-
isations. 
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Annexes 

The annexes contain supporting material that documents the demonstration activities. This includes 
tables showing the number and type of participants in each region, photographic evidence of 
demonstrations and screenshots of platform use, and any raw survey answers or feedback forms 
collected. These annexes should serve as factual evidence for the activities described in the main 
report and support the evaluation to be carried out in D7.4 and D7.5. 

Annex I. Stakeholder Participation Data      
 

Test groups pe
r region Germany Flanders Lithuania South Tyrol 

Total institu-
tions Joined 

Total partici-
pants Joined 

1. Farmers 24  2  65  0  - 91  

2. Farming Or-
ganisations  

1. Bioland 
 
2. Land-
wirtschaftska
mmer Nord-
rhein-Westfa-
len 
 
 
 
 
 

1. Boerenbond 
      
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

1. Chamber of 
Agriculture of 
the Republic 
of Lithuania 
 
2.Lithuanian 
Farmers’ Un-
ion  
 
3. Lithuanian 
Agricultural 
Advisory Ser-
vice 

1. Bauernbund 
 
2.Bioland Süd-
tirol 

8 

 
      
 
 
      
 
 
 
 
      
      
 
      
 
 
9 

3. NCO  

1. BfN 
 
2. 15 advisers 
who focus on 
biodiversity in 
farming 
      

1. vzw Veld-
werk 
 

2. Natuurpunt 
 

3. Inagro vzw 
 

4. Nationaal 
Park Schelde-
valei 
 

1. Baltic Envi-
ronmental Fo-
rum Lithuania 
 
2. Lithuanian 
Ornithological 
Society 
 
3. State Scien-
tific Research 

1. Umbrella 
organisation 
for nature and 
environmental 
protection 
 
2. Working 
Group for Or-
nithology and 
Bird Protec-
tion  22 22 
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Test groups pe
r region Germany Flanders Lithuania South Tyrol 

Total institu-
tions Joined 

Total partici-
pants Joined 

5. Regionaal 
Landschap 
Brabantse 
Kouters 
 
6. Regionaal 
Landschap de 
Voorkempen 
 
7. Regionaal 
Landschap 
Dijleland 
 
8. Regionaal 
Landschap 
Meetjesland 
en Leievallei 
 
9. Regionaal 
Landschap 
Pajottenland 
& Zennevallei 
 
10. Regionaal 
Landschap Ri-
vierenland vzw 
 
11. Regionaal 
Landschap 
West-Vlaamse 
Hart 
 
12. Vogelbe-
scherming 
Vlaanderen 

Institute Na-
ture Research 
Centre 

4. Supervi-
sory Institu-
tions  

1. MLEUV 
      
2. LfU 

1. Vlaamse 
Land-
maatschappij 
 
2. Agency for 
Agriculture 
and Fisheries 

1. National 
Paying Agency 
 
2. State Ser-
vice for Pro-
tected Areas 

1. Department 
of Agriculture 
 
2. Paying 
agency 

8 43 



 

23 

 

Test groups pe
r region Germany Flanders Lithuania South Tyrol 

Total institu-
tions Joined 

Total partici-
pants Joined 

5. Policymak-
ers  

1. MLEUV 
 
2. BfN 
      

1. Agent-
schap voor 
Natuur en 
Bos 
      

1. Ministry of 
Environment  
 
2. Ministry of 
Agriculture 

1. Nature, 
Landscape 
and Spatial 
Development 
Division 
 
2. Agricul-
tural depart-
ment 7 18 

6. Re-
search and Ac-
ademia  

1. LfU 
      
2. Thuenen In-
stitute 

1. INBO 
  
2. VITO 

1. Vytautas 
Magnus Uni-
versity  
 
2. Lithuanian 
Research Cen-
tre for Agricul-
ture and For-
estry 

1. Natural Mu-
seum Bolzano 
 
2. EURAC 

8 22 

Total               205 202 
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Annex II. Photographic Documentation      
 

Demonstra-
tion event 

Photos, Evidence 

Flanders (Belgium) 

18 Nov 2025 
physical 
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18 Nov 2025 
online 

 

27 Nov 2025 
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7 Jan 2026 
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29 

 

Brandenburg (Germany) 

12 Dec 2025 

 

15 Dec 2025 
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30 Dec 2025 

 

Lithuania 
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3 Dec 2025 

 

  

5 Dec 2025 
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12 Dec 2025 

 

19 Jan 2026 

 

South Tyrol (Italy) 
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12 Dec 2025 

 

16 Jan 2026 
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Annex III. Survey Answers 
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Timestamp Which best describes your role? (Select all that apply) EN version What is your primary purpose for using BirdWatch? EN versionHow easy and intuitive was it to use the BirdWatch platform?  If anything made navigation difficult, please specify How satisfied are you with the functionality of the BirdWatch platform?If any functions are missing or could be improved, please specifyHow satisfied are you with the platform's speed and performance? If you experienced slow performance or technical issues, please describe themHow clear and understandable was the information presented on the BirdWatch platform? If any data was unclear, please specify what should be improvedHow relevant is the information provided on the BirdWatch platform to your work? If the information was not relevant, please specify why How accurate and reliable do you find the information on the BirdWatch platform?If any data seemed inaccurate, please describe what needs improvementHow complete do you find the BirdWatch habitat data for your region? If incomplete, please specify what is missingHow much do you trust the accuracy of BirdWatch’s habitat suitability models?If improvements are needed, please specifyI3, I4, I5 Do you plan to continue using the BirdWatch platform in the future?If you are unsure or selected a lower score, what improvements would encourage you to continue using BirdWatch?Would you recommend BirdWatch to your colleagues?If you selected a lower score, what improvements would make you more likely to recommend it?What single feature would most improve BirdWatch for you? Please select your country/region:

12-3-2025 13:59:27 Technology or Data Specialist (working with satellite data, GIS, or habitat modeling) Assess habitat suitability on farmland, Explore biodiversity-friendly farming practices, Support policymaking and conservation planning9 10 8 9 6 8 8 9 2 3 Lietuva

12-3-2025 14:04:23 Government Representative (regulatory, policy, or funding authority) Support policymaking and conservation planning8 8 8 8 8 7 7 7 7 9 Lietuva

12-3-2025 14:05:23 Representative of a Farming Organization (e.g., agricultural chambers, farmer associations) Assess habitat suitability on farmland, Monitor farmland bird populations and habitat quality9 9 8 9 8 10 9 9 8 9 Lietuva

12-3-2025 14:14:57 Government Representative (regulatory, policy, or funding authority) Explore biodiversity-friendly farming practices, Provide conservation advice to landowners, Monitor farmland bird populations and habitat quality, Support policymaking and conservation planning, Identify conservation opportunities on private land8 7 9 8 8 7 7 7 8 8 Lietuva

12-3-2025 14:15:19 Government Representative (regulatory, policy, or funding authority), Supervisory Institution Representative (involved in CAP compliance, habitat monitoring, or environmental assessment)Monitor farmland bird populations and habitat quality, Support policymaking and conservation planning10 9 9 9 9 10 10 9 9 10 Žemėnaudos Lietuva

12-3-2025 14:15:33 Researcher / Academic (conducting studies on farmland birds, biodiversity, or agri-environmental measures)Monitor farmland bird populations and habitat quality, Conduct scientific research on bird populations and habitat changes, Integrate GIS data and test predictive models8 8 6 9 6 6 8 5 8 7 Lietuva

12-3-2025 14:16:10 Researcher / Academic (conducting studies on farmland birds, biodiversity, or agri-environmental measures)Explore biodiversity-friendly farming practices9 - 9 - 10 - 10 - 10 - 10 - 10 - 10 - 10 - 10 - Lietuva

12-3-2025 14:16:13 Researcher / Academic (conducting studies on farmland birds, biodiversity, or agri-environmental measures)Conduct scientific research on bird populations and habitat changes7 5 8 8 2 4 3 3 4 3 Modelių praktinis patikrinimas, nes dabar jis yra teoriškai gražus, bet greičiausiai neatitinka realybėsLietuva

12-3-2025 14:16:28 Representative of a Farming Organization (e.g., agricultural chambers, farmer associations) Explore biodiversity-friendly farming practices, Provide conservation advice to landowners10 10 5 Kol kas neįmanoma realiai įvertinti greičio10 10 10 10 10 10 10 Lietuva

12-3-2025 14:16:48 Policymaker (involved in environmental or agricultural policy decisions) Support policymaking and conservation planning4 reikia turėti konkretų sklypo numerį5 7 ne 9 9 8 3 nespėjome įvertinti7 8 8 padarykite sąsajas su PPIS deklaravimo sistemaLietuva

12-3-2025 14:16:50 Nature Conservation Organization (NCO) Representative (working with biodiversity and ecosystem protection)Explore biodiversity-friendly farming practices, Provide conservation advice to landowners, Support policymaking and conservation planning, Integrate GIS data and test predictive models6 Patirties stoka 6 6 6 8 6 6 7 6 7 Lietuva

12-3-2025 14:18:23 Researcher / Academic (conducting studies on farmland birds, biodiversity, or agri-environmental measures)Assess habitat suitability on farmland, Monitor farmland bird populations and habitat quality, Conduct scientific research on bird populations and habitat changes, Integrate GIS data and test predictive models, Identify conservation opportunities on private land8 8 8 8 10 9 9 7 8 9 Lietuva

12-3-2025 14:19:03 Researcher / Academic (conducting studies on farmland birds, biodiversity, or agri-environmental measures)Conduct scientific research on bird populations and habitat changes8 8 9 9 5 7 7 7 5 10 Lietuva

12-3-2025 14:19:07 Biodiversity Consultant (providing advisory services on conservation and land use), Policymaker (involved in environmental or agricultural policy decisions), Researcher / Academic (conducting studies on farmland birds, biodiversity, or agri-environmental measures)Explore biodiversity-friendly farming practices, Monitor farmland bird populations and habitat quality, Conduct scientific research on bird populations and habitat changes, Identify conservation opportunities on private land9 9 8 9 9 8 9 9 8 9 Lietuva

12-3-2025 14:19:31 Policymaker (involved in environmental or agricultural policy decisions) Explore biodiversity-friendly farming practices, Support policymaking and conservation planning6 7 5 7 9 7 8 7 8 8 Lietuva

12-3-2025 14:22:37 Conservation Project Staff (working on habitat improvement projects), Nature Conservation Organization (NCO) Representative (working with biodiversity and ecosystem protection)Assess habitat suitability on farmland, Monitor farmland bird populations and habitat quality, Support policymaking and conservation planning8 6 8 6 Duomenų patikimumo ir validumo klausimas, modeliavimo aititikimas su realybe.3 Galimai nutolusi nuo realybės5 Pvz., pievinis kalviukas lyg yra labiau paplitęs Lietuvoje, o pažymėta buvo nedaug plotų.4 4 Reikia viską su ornitologais kartu peržiūrėti ir tobulinti.5 5 Lietuva

12-3-2025 14:25:14 Biodiversity Consultant (providing advisory services on conservation and land use), Conservation Project Staff (working on habitat improvement projects), Nature Conservation Organization (NCO) Representative (working with biodiversity and ecosystem protection), Technology or Data Specialist (working with satellite data, GIS, or habitat modeling), Private Landowner (interested in conservation measures for their land)Assess habitat suitability on farmland, Explore biodiversity-friendly farming practices, Ensure compliance with CAP and environmental requirements, Provide conservation advice to landowners, Monitor farmland bird populations and habitat quality, Support policymaking and conservation planning, Conduct scientific research on bird populations and habitat changes, Integrate GIS data and test predictive models, Identify conservation opportunities on private land8 7 Galėtų matytis kiekvienos ekoschemos buveinės "gerinimas" spalvomis galbūt and to pačio lauko. Dabar kaip suprantu už ekrano ekoschemos parinkimas vyksta/apskaičiuojama kuri tinkamiausia.7 Jei atfiltruojama tam tikra teritorija, galbūt įmanoma išjungt kitus duomenis, kad p[agreitėtų.8 9 6 Reikėtų matyti metodiką kaip buvo sujungti ryšiai tarp buveinės tinkamumo, ekoschemų reikalavimo, buveinės tinkamumo.7 5 Reikėtų matyti metodiką kaip buvo sujungti ryšiai tarp buveinės tinkamumo, ekoschemų reikalavimo, buveinės tinkamumo.6 Jei būtų parengta versija grynai Lietuvos atveju, manau tikrai būtų galima panaudoti politikos formavime, arba bent informavime 6 kad susipažintų rekomenduočiau.Kad įrankis vertintų esamą žemėnaudą savo modeliavime.Lietuva

12-3-2025 14:26:28 Policymaker (involved in environmental or agricultural policy decisions) Explore biodiversity-friendly farming practices, Ensure compliance with CAP and environmental requirements9 9 9 9 9 8 Tikslinga būtų vertinti ne tik priemones, kurias pasirinkote. Paukščių rūšių  buveinių išsaugojimui naudinga įvertinti ir kitas Strateginio plano priemones (pvz. Laukinių paukščių apsauga už "Natura 2000" teritorijos ribų, Parama "Natura 2000" teritorijoje, ekologinio ūkininkavimo paramos priemonė).9 8 Ne visos priemonės tinkamos konkretaus lauko žemės ūkio naudmenoms. Pvz. Medingųjų augalų juostos - tik ariamojoje žemėje, Ekstensyvus daugiamečių pievų tvarkymas ganant gyvulius - tik daugiametėse pievose, todėl visas spektras siūlomų priemonių konkrečiam laukui gali būti klaidinantis.8 8 Pasiūlymai, pažymėti ankstesniuose klausimuose.Lietuva

12-12-2025 9:32:50 Farmer (actively managing agricultural land) Assess habitat suitability on farmland 5 Sunkiai krauna vaizdą, galų gale visiškai nulūžo.5 5 10 8 9 9 8 7 8 greitaveikaLietuva

12-12-2025 9:33:07 Farmer (actively managing agricultural land) Assess habitat suitability on farmland, Explore biodiversity-friendly farming practices, Ensure compliance with CAP and environmental requirements6 6 5 7 4 7 7 7 2 4 Lietuva

12-12-2025 9:33:36 Farmer (actively managing agricultural land) Assess habitat suitability on farmland, Explore biodiversity-friendly farming practices, Identify conservation opportunities on private land6 Lėta greitaveika 5 Lėta greitaveika 4 Sunkiai užrauna žemėlapį 6 Įrankių juosta gal vienoje vietoje reikia patalpinti 5 5 6 5 5 5 Lietuva

12-12-2025 9:33:45 Farmer (actively managing agricultural land) Assess habitat suitability on farmland, Explore biodiversity-friendly farming practices, Ensure compliance with CAP and environmental requirements, Identify conservation opportunities on private land7 Labai lėtas veikimas. 9 1 Neužkrauna žemėlapių, arba labai ilgai reikia laukti kol užkraus. 9 8 8 10 7 7 Domintų pasikeitimai po keletos metų. 8 Lietuva

12-12-2025 9:33:54 Farmer (actively managing agricultural land) Assess habitat suitability on farmland, Monitor farmland bird populations and habitat quality4 Greitaveika 5 Kadangi sunkiai veikia patobulinti greitaveik12 6 6 5 7 5 5 5 greitaveika ir realios paukščių buveinės.Lietuva

12-12-2025 9:33:57 Farmer (actively managing agricultural land) Assess habitat suitability on farmland, Ensure compliance with CAP and environmental requirements, Monitor farmland bird populations and habitat quality5 Kol kas lėtai jungėsi programa5 Kol kas lėtai jungėsi programa3 Kol kas lėtai jungėsi programa8 Teoriškai aiški, bet reikia dar išbandyti praktiškai8 8 8 8 9 9 Spartesnė greitaeigaLietuva

12-12-2025 9:34:16 Farmer (actively managing agricultural land) Assess habitat suitability on farmland 8 8 6 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 Lietuva

12-12-2025 9:34:33 Farmer (actively managing agricultural land) Assess habitat suitability on farmland, Explore biodiversity-friendly farming practices, Identify conservation opportunities on private land3 3 Deja, nepavyko prisijungti, nebuvo gretaveikos2 Deja, nepavyko prisijungti, nebuvo gretaveikos7 5 6 7 7 7 10 Jei būtų GreitaveikaLietuva

12-12-2025 9:34:42 Farmer (actively managing agricultural land) Assess habitat suitability on farmland, Explore biodiversity-friendly farming practices, Ensure compliance with CAP and environmental requirements, Provide conservation advice to landowners, Monitor farmland bird populations and habitat quality, Integrate GIS data and test predictive models, Identify conservation opportunities on private land5 lėtas veikimas 5 3 lėtai veikia 7 6 7 4 ne mano regionas 7 6 7 Lietuva

12-12-2025 9:34:48 Farmer (actively managing agricultural land) Explore biodiversity-friendly farming practices3 Pakimba ir lėtai viskas vyksta3 Labai sunku atsifiltruoti, per daug informacijos 3 Lėtai viskas vyksta 8 Informacijos daug, gal net per daug 5 Reikia dar pasianalizuoti 6 Laukai vienas šalia kito turi skirtingas spalvas ir procentus - neatrodo labai logiška6 Vien iš deklaravimo duomenų ir kultūrų paukščių buveines sunku nustatyti. 6 Nežinau, bet neatrodo patikima5 Patikimesni metodai - laukų tyrimų analizė6 Pagalvosiu ateityje Povilas Lietuva

12-12-2025 9:34:57 Farmer (actively managing agricultural land) Assess habitat suitability on farmland, Provide conservation advice to landowners8 Greitaveika. 8 1 Neužkrauna lango.10 8 8 10 10 10 10 Greitaveikos užtikrinimas.Lietuva

12-12-2025 9:35:01 Farmer (actively managing agricultural land) Assess habitat suitability on farmland, Explore biodiversity-friendly farming practices, Ensure compliance with CAP and environmental requirements, Monitor farmland bird populations and habitat quality8 8 5 8 8 10 10 10 10 10 Lietuva

12-12-2025 9:35:30 Private Landowner (interested in conservation measures for their land) Explore biodiversity-friendly farming practices, Provide conservation advice to landowners8 labai lėtas sistemos veikimas8 3 Labai lėtai viskas veikia9 9 9 9 8 8 8 Lietuva

12-12-2025 9:36:22 Farmer (actively managing agricultural land) Ensure compliance with CAP and environmental requirements7 Labai lėtas veikimas8 2 8 6 7 7 7 7 7 Lietuva

12-12-2025 9:42:44 Farmer (actively managing agricultural land) Assess habitat suitability on farmland, Explore biodiversity-friendly farming practices, Monitor farmland bird populations and habitat quality, Integrate GIS data and test predictive models4 Lėta greitaveika, vėliau žemėlapis "pakibo" ir duomenų nebeužkrovė7 2 6 9 8 7 9 10 9 Kad būtų  rodomos visos laukų optimizavimo galimybės pagal paskutinius deklaravimo duomenis, taip pat, kad būtų rodomi žemės apribojimai dėl kurių tarkime nepavyktų optimizuoti šio modelio pvz. negalima įgyvendinti dėl saugomos teritorijos ir panašiai.Lietuva

12-12-2025 9:44:46 Supervisory Institution Representative (involved in CAP compliance, habitat monitoring, or environmental assessment)Assess habitat suitability on farmland, Explore biodiversity-friendly farming practices, Ensure compliance with CAP and environmental requirements, Support policymaking and conservation planning, Conduct scientific research on bird populations and habitat changes, Integrate GIS data and test predictive models6 Gretaveika, intuityvumas7 Trūksta informacijos apie konkretų lauką. Įrankiai išmėtyti skirtingose sąsajos vietose, reikėtų sugrupuoti2 lėtai kraunasi duomenys. Vėliau, kai užsikrauna į podėlį, žymiai geriau.8 Optimizacijos scenarijus ir biudžeto ribojimo scenarijus galėtų būti aprašyti paprastesne kalba.7 6 Buveinių tinkamumo pagal rūšis VIDUTINIS rodiklis nėra korektiška. Manau, turėtų būti tik pagal atskiras rūšis7 Būtų gerai papildomai turėti aplinkos duomenis Lietuvos regionui (kaip dabar veikia Vokietijos regione)8 8 8 Lietuva

12-12-2025 10:06:21 Farmer (actively managing agricultural land) Monitor farmland bird populations and habitat quality7 6 3 8 1   Sumažinau  ūkį,  kitais metais  nebedeklaruosiu laukų10 10 10 6  Sumažinau  ūkį 10 GreitaveikaLietuva

12-12-2025 14:44:55 Farmer (actively managing agricultural land) Assess habitat suitability on farmland, Explore biodiversity-friendly farming practices, Ensure compliance with CAP and environmental requirements, Monitor farmland bird populations and habitat quality8 8 5 8 10 10 10 10 10 10 Lietuva

12-12-2025 14:55:39 Farmer (actively managing agricultural land) Ensure compliance with CAP and environmental requirements, Support policymaking and conservation planning, Integrate GIS data and test predictive models9 9 7 8 3 8 8 8 6 8 Lietuva

12-12-2025 15:30:57 Farmer (actively managing agricultural land) Assess habitat suitability on farmland, Explore biodiversity-friendly farming practices, Ensure compliance with CAP and environmental requirements, Monitor farmland bird populations and habitat quality10 10 8 10 10 10 10 9 9 10 Lietuva

12-12-2025 15:46:23 Farmer (actively managing agricultural land) Explore biodiversity-friendly farming practices8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 Lietuva

1-19-2026 11:31:47 Representative of a Farming Organization (e.g., agricultural chambers, farmer associations) Assess habitat suitability on farmland, Provide conservation advice to landowners, Integrate GIS data and test predictive models9 - 9 Naujesni pasėlių deklaravimo duomenys10 - 10 - 5 - 8 - 1 Mano rajonas nepatenka į šią platformą8 - 1 Mano rajonas nepatenka į šią platformą5 - Aktualūs deklaravimo duomenysLietuva

1-19-2026 11:33:35 Representative of a Farming Organization (e.g., agricultural chambers, farmer associations) Provide conservation advice to landowners8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 Lietuva

1-19-2026 11:33:38 Representative of a Farming Organization (e.g., agricultural chambers, farmer associations) Assess habitat suitability on farmland, Ensure compliance with CAP and environmental requirements9 9 9 9 9 9 9 8 9 9 Lietuva

1-19-2026 11:34:01 Representative of a Farming Organization (e.g., agricultural chambers, farmer associations) Ensure compliance with CAP and environmental requirements, Provide conservation advice to landowners9 8 9 9 9 8 7 8 7 7 Lietuva

1-19-2026 11:34:04 Lithuanian Agricultural Advisory Service Provide conservation advice to landowners8 8 8 7 8 6 7 7 6 7 Lietuva

1-19-2026 11:34:11 Representative of a Farming Organization (e.g., agricultural chambers, farmer associations) Ensure compliance with CAP and environmental requirements9 9 9 10 8 9 9 10 8 10 Lietuva

1-19-2026 11:35:38 Representative of a Farming Organization (e.g., agricultural chambers, farmer associations) Assess habitat suitability on farmland, Explore biodiversity-friendly farming practices, Ensure compliance with CAP and environmental requirements, Provide conservation advice to landowners9 9 10 10 10 9 8 8 9 9 Lietuva

1-19-2026 11:36:20 Farmer (actively managing agricultural land), Representative of a Farming Organization (e.g., agricultural chambers, farmer associations), Biodiversity Consultant (providing advisory services on conservation and land use)Explore biodiversity-friendly farming practices, Ensure compliance with CAP and environmental requirements, Provide conservation advice to landowners7 reik pačiam "pačiupinėti"7 tik iš pristatymo negaliu atsakyti7 tik iš pristatymo negaliu atsakyti7 visada yra ką tobulinti1 Dar nenaudojau 7 Sunku atsakyti, kol nenaudojau1 neturiu info 1 neturiu nuomonės kol kas1 dar nežinau 1 Dar pati nenaudojau, tai negaliu atsakytivėliau Lietuva

1-19-2026 11:36:50 Crop production consultant Explore biodiversity-friendly farming practices, Ensure compliance with CAP and environmental requirements, Identify conservation opportunities on private land10 10 10 10 8 8 8 5 6 10 Lietuva

1-19-2026 11:37:42 Representative of a Farming Organization (e.g., agricultural chambers, farmer associations) Provide conservation advice to landowners8 8 8 9 8 8 9 8 10 10 Lietuva

1-19-2026 11:39:19 Representative of a Farming Organization (e.g., agricultural chambers, farmer associations) Assess habitat suitability on farmland, Explore biodiversity-friendly farming practices, Ensure compliance with CAP and environmental requirements10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 Lietuva

1-19-2026 11:40:35 Representative of a Farming Organization (e.g., agricultural chambers, farmer associations) Provide conservation advice to landowners10 10 10 10 8 10 9 9 9 10 Lietuva

1-19-2026 11:41:02 Crop production specialist Assess habitat suitability on farmland, Explore biodiversity-friendly farming practices, Provide conservation advice to landowners9 9 9 9 7 8 8 8 7 8 Lietuva

11-27-2025 15:49:39 Biodiversity Consultant (providing advisory services on conservation and land use), Conservation Project Staff (working on habitat improvement projects), Researcher / Academic (conducting studies on farmland birds, biodiversity, or agri-environmental measures)Assess habitat suitability on farmland, Provide conservation advice to landowners, Monitor farmland bird populations and habitat quality, Conduct scientific research on bird populations and habitat trends, Integrate GIS data and test predictive models, Identify conservation opportunities on private land9 voor kleiner percelen is de pixelgrootte van 200x200m misschien te groot, misschien beter om dit nog te verfijnen6 inlezen van habitatgeschiktheid en optimalisering in eigen GIS project als wms-laag of dergelijke9 werkt snel 8 9 kan zeker relevant zijn indien dit nog verder verfijnd wordt, zo kunnen we prioriteiten leggen en het juist advies op maat bieden6 het platform gebruikt nu data uit 1 jaar, het zou beter zijn om data te gebruiken uit meerdere jaren om zo tot een betere voorspelling te komen, in landbouwgebied is er veel teeltrotatie en dit kan de resultaten sterk beïnvloeden, sommige jaren wordt ook intensiever gemonitord waardoor de resultaten ook een vertekend beeld kunnen geven5 onze regio is sterk ondergeïnventariseerd op basis van akkervogels, sinds 2021 zijn we bezig met een inhaalbeweging, dus enkel de data van 2018 is niet erg bruikbaar. Onze regio is ook een intensieve groenteteeltregio met veel teelrotatie, ook dit aspect moet meegenomen worden6 voorlopig nog niet zo veel, omdat het maar gaat over data van 1 jaar, het kan nog verbeterd worden8 meerjarige informatie toevoegen, informatie rond wintervoedsel voor residente soorten, habitatgeschiktheid voor patrijs zou ook erg interessant zijn, omdat dit een goede paraplusoort is8 doelgericht advies en uitvoering op basis van kansen voor specifieke akkervogelsoortenBelgien (Flandern)

11-28-2025 12:27:57 Conservation Project Staff (working on habitat improvement projects) Provide conservation advice to landowners, Support policymaking and conservation planning7 Het gebruik zou verbeterd kunnen worden door de mogelijkheid om te zoeken op een adres.8 8 8 10 6 Het blijft nogal black box en je moet complexe rapporten nalezen om te begrijpen hoe m'n tot bepaalde adviezen gekomen is.5 op de taalgrens waar net veel ingezet wordt op bepaalde soorten zijn niet alle data beschikbaar6 hiervoor moet ik nog beter de rapporten lezen die het model toelichten.7 uitbreiding voor meer soorten. Eén van de pijnpunten is dat de actuele verspreiding van de soort niet in rekening wordt gebracht.8 zoeken op adres. Includeren van patrijsBelgien (Flandern)

12-3-2025 15:33:53 Government Representative (regulatory, policy, or funding authority) Assess habitat suitability on farmland, Explore biodiversity-friendly farming practices, Provide conservation advice to landowners, Monitor farmland bird populations and habitat quality, Support policymaking and conservation planning, Conduct scientific research on bird populations and habitat trends7 De functionaliteiten (lagen, scenario's) zijn wat moeilijk terug te vinden. De knop voor de vogelsoorten staat bijvoorbeeld niet bij de knop voor lagen (Milieudiensten) of de beeldgegevens. De uitleg over de vogelsoorten hoeft niet te overlappen met de kaart, zeker niet als er aan de linkerkant van het scherm (bij Status/Optimalisatie) heel veel ongebruikte ruimte is. De bijkomende uitleg van gemiddelde habitatgeschiktheid en "meerderheid" is erg beperkt en kan eigenlijk perfect via de hovertip meegegeven worden in plaats van doorverwezen te worden naar de Veelgestelde vragen. Het is ook niet nodig om bij openen van de pagina met de kaart per default te vragen naar een specifiek perceel, enkel wanneer de gebruiker dit wenst is dit relevant. Het is storend om dit weg te moeten klikken (ook niet duidelijk waarom het precies gevraagd wordt als je het voor de eerste keer opent). Bij "geslecteerde regio" kan je de regio ook niet aanpassen.6 De functionaliteit is beperkt tot opvragen van data. Het platform is dus minder interactief. Het zou bijvoorbeeld interessant kunnen zijn om voor een bepaald perceel, of een aantal percelen in een gebied de teelt te kunnen wijzigen om te zien hoe dit impact heeft op de scores (voor dat perceel, indien mogelijk voor de percelen eromheen).9 Het laden van de kaart is wat trager dan veel andere dingen op het internet, maar snel genoeg dat het niet storend is.6 Een bondige uitleg over hoe de scores berekend worden mis ik nog. Eventueel een extra pagina waar het model achter de kaart wordt gepresenteerd. Het is niet duidelijk wat bedoeld wordt met Meerderheid en Gemiddelde bij de geschiktheid van het habitat per vogelsoort.7 Het platform kan interessant zijn voor ons, maar daarvoor zouden we moeten beschikken over recentere data. Het landschap is sinds 2018 al relatief sterk veranderd (teelten, percelen, ...)3 Zoals eerder gezegd is data uit 2018 relatief gedateerd. Ik denk dat het ook niet vermeld staat over welke data het gaat?5 Er zijn ontbrekende percelen (bijvoorbeeld in Montenaken aan de taalgrens)7 6 Afhankelijk van de mogelijkheid om recentere data te gebruiken en bijkomende functionaliteiten. In dat geval kan het interessant zijn voor projecten.6 Mogelijkheid om bepaalde parameters aan te passen. Eventueel door een aantal percelen te selecteren en dit als project verder te verwerken (dus zonder dat je de hele percelenlaag nodig hebt).Belgien (Flandern)

1-8-2026 22:50:38 Farmer (actively managing agricultural land) Assess habitat suitability on farmland 3 ik mis een terugkeertoets, ik mis een vak om eenvoudig een adres in te tikken om zo een perceel te zoeken, zoeken met perceels id is voor een landbouwer niet nodig, werken met die shape file is voor een landbouwer niet nodig7 7 7 7 5 1 onze percelen zijn niet opgenomen in de data door de bewolking (Veurnekeiweg 20, 8670 Koksijde Wulpen Belgie)4 Ik schatte onze percelen hoger in8 Een meer frequente update6 Meer soorten vogels toevoegen, misschien een laag toevoegen met waarnemingen die gedaan werdenBelgien (Flandern)

1-7-2026 15:30:38 Researcher / Academic (conducting studies on farmland birds, biodiversity, or agri-environmental measures), Technology or Data Specialist (working with satellite data, GIS, or habitat modeling)Monitoring farmland bird populations and habitat quality (Conservation Organizations, Supervisory Institutions, Researchers), Researching farmland bird populations and habitat trends (Researchers, Academics), Integrating GIS data and testing predictive models (Technology & Data Specialists)7 7 5 6 10 10 10 10 10 10 Italien (Südtirol)

1-8-2026 11:10:01 Researcher / Academic (conducting studies on farmland birds, biodiversity, or agri-environmental measures)Assess habitat suitability on farmland, Explore biodiversity-friendly farming practices, Monitor farmland bird populations and habitat quality, Support policymaking and conservation planning, Conduct scientific research on bird populations and habitat trends, Integrate GIS data and test predictive models4 4 5 6 9 7 8 7 6 6 Italien (Südtirol)

1-23-2026 11:46:59 Researcher / Academic (conducting studies on farmland birds, biodiversity, or agri-environmental measures)Assess habitat suitability on farmland, Integrate GIS data and test predictive models6 5 3 Lentezza 8 7 3 Vedo a volte valori di idoneità poco verosimili in relazione alle specie (es. frutteti attorno a Bolzano), poi alcune parcelle sono enormi e i valori perdono senso6 6 8 7 Italien (Südtirol)

12-9-2025 15:15:22 Biodiversity Consultant (providing advisory services on conservation and land use) Assess habitat suitability on farmland, landwirtschaftliche Organisationen), Explore biodiversity-friendly farming practices, Berater / Beraterinnen, Landbesitzer / Landbesitzerinnen)7 7 9 6 Die Gründe für die Habitateignung sind unklar6 7 Wie gut die Qualität der Modellierung ist, lässt sich nicht einschätzen.7 Wahrscheinlich fehlen bestimmte Nutzungsinformationen z.B: Intensität der Nutzung (Grünland)5 müsste noch etwas spezificher sein7 8 Weitere ArtenItalien (Südtirol)

12-11-2025 15:03:41 Government Representative (regulatory, policy, or funding authority) Provide conservation advice to landowners, Naturschutzpersonal), Monitor farmland bird populations and habitat quality, Aufsichtsbehörden, Wissenschaftler / Wissenschaftlerinnen), Support policymaking and conservation planning, politische Entscheidungsträger, NGOs), Conduct scientific research on bird populations and habitat trends7 Einstellung Transparenz7 9 7 Symbole auch mit Etikette versehen, da nicht ganz klar6 7 7 6 7 8 Detail zu den Vogelarten z.B. auch Brutzeitpunkt/-dauer, usw.Deutschland

12-15-2025 14:55:34 Representative of a Farming Organization (e.g., agricultural chambers, farmer associations), Biodiversity Consultant (providing advisory services on conservation and land use), Government Representative (regulatory, policy, or funding authority)Assess habitat suitability on farmland, landwirtschaftliche Organisationen), Explore biodiversity-friendly farming practices, Berater / Beraterinnen, Landbesitzer / Landbesitzerinnen), Provide conservation advice to landowners, Naturschutzpersonal)6 5 6 7 5 5 6 7 9 9 Deutschland

12-18-2025 17:49:23 Representative of a Farming Organization (e.g., agricultural chambers, farmer associations) Assess habitat suitability on farmland, landwirtschaftliche Organisationen), Provide conservation advice to landowners, Naturschutzpersonal), Support policymaking and conservation planning, politische Entscheidungsträger, NGOs), Conduct scientific research on bird populations and habitat trends, Wissenschaftler / Wissenschaftlerinnen)8 8 8 10 8 8 8 7 10 10 Deutschland

12-22-2025 12:25:47 Farmer (actively managing agricultural land) Assess habitat suitability on farmland, landwirtschaftliche Organisationen), Identify conservation opportunities on private land, Landwirte / Landwirtinnen)8 7 9 7 5 8 5 Schlecht einzuschätzen.6 8 8 Naturschutzgebiete einzeichnen.Deutschland

12-22-2025 12:26:13 Farmer (actively managing agricultural land) Assess habitat suitability on farmland, landwirtschaftliche Organisationen), Identify conservation opportunities on private land, Landwirte / Landwirtinnen)6 7 8 7 5 8 8 2 8 8 Moorkarten Infos Donaumoos ,Huminwerte,Deutschland

12-22-2025 13:13:35 Farmer (actively managing agricultural land) Assess habitat suitability on farmland, landwirtschaftliche Organisationen)9 Keine Daten verfügbar für Bayern6 10 Funktioniert nicht mit dem Brave-Browser10 7 8 5 6 8 Wenn die Platform ausgereift ist10 Vollständige Daten, umfangreiche Handlungsempfehlung möglichst standortgenau.Deutschland

1-7-2026 16:03:55 Government Representative (regulatory, policy, or funding authority) Assess habitat suitability on farmland, landwirtschaftliche Organisationen), Explore biodiversity-friendly farming practices, Berater / Beraterinnen, Landbesitzer / Landbesitzerinnen), Ensure compliance with CAP and environmental requirements, Regierungs- oder Aufsichtsbehörden), Provide conservation advice to landowners, Naturschutzpersonal), Monitor farmland bird populations and habitat quality, Aufsichtsbehörden, Wissenschaftler / Wissenschaftlerinnen), Integrate GIS data and test predictive models8 6 8 7 6 6 6 6 6 6 Deutschland

1-7-2026 17:21:31 Nature Conservation Organization (NCO) Representative (working with biodiversity and ecosystem protection)Explore biodiversity-friendly farming practices, Berater / Beraterinnen, Landbesitzer / Landbesitzerinnen), Provide conservation advice to landowners, Naturschutzpersonal), Identify conservation opportunities on private land, Landwirte / Landwirtinnen)6 6 9 7 6 5 7 6 7 7 Deutschland

1-7-2026 19:54:28 Government Representative (regulatory, policy, or funding authority), Technology or Data Specialist (working with satellite data, GIS, or habitat modeling)Explore biodiversity-friendly farming practices, Berater / Beraterinnen, Landbesitzer / Landbesitzerinnen), Monitor farmland bird populations and habitat quality, Aufsichtsbehörden, Wissenschaftler / Wissenschaftlerinnen), Support policymaking and conservation planning, politische Entscheidungsträger, NGOs), Integrate GIS data and test predictive models8 8 9 8 5 7 7 7 6 9 Deutschland

1-8-2026 12:50:47 Technology or Data Specialist (working with satellite data, GIS, or habitat modeling) Integrate GIS data and test predictive models8 8 7 9 10 7 7 6 6 10 Deutschland

1-8-2026 15:48:28 Government Representative (regulatory, policy, or funding authority) Explore biodiversity-friendly farming practices, Berater / Beraterinnen, Landbesitzer / Landbesitzerinnen), Support policymaking and conservation planning, politische Entscheidungsträger, NGOs), Conduct scientific research on bird populations and habitat trends, Wissenschaftler / Wissenschaftlerinnen), Integrate GIS data and test predictive models, Identify conservation opportunities on private land, Landwirte / Landwirtinnen)7 7 8 Es ist ein bisschen schwierig mit den verschiedenen Layer zu spielen. (Z.B. die Layer von Canopy cover, vegetation height u.s.w. sind auch in Deutschland nicht sichtbar)8 3 8 Leider bin ich in der Lage eine Antwort zu geben.8 Leider bin ich in der Lage eine Antwort zu geben.8 Ich würde mehr agronomische Empfehlung schreiben, um zu erklären, wie man den Lebensraum eines bestimmten Vogels verbessern oder dessen Zerstörung vermeiden kann. 8 8 VogelzugwegeDeutschland

1-8-2026 16:32:43 Government Representative (regulatory, policy, or funding authority) Assess habitat suitability on farmland, landwirtschaftliche Organisationen), Ensure compliance with CAP and environmental requirements, Regierungs- oder Aufsichtsbehörden), Provide conservation advice to landowners, Naturschutzpersonal), Monitor farmland bird populations and habitat quality, Aufsichtsbehörden, Wissenschaftler / Wissenschaftlerinnen), Support policymaking and conservation planning, politische Entscheidungsträger, NGOs), Integrate GIS data and test predictive models, Identify conservation opportunities on private land, Landwirte / Landwirtinnen)9 8 8 8 8 8 9 9 7 9 Deutschland

1-12-2026 16:29:57 Farmer (actively managing agricultural land), Representative of a Farming Organization (e.g., agricultural chambers, farmer associations)Assess habitat suitability on farmland, landwirtschaftliche Organisationen)6 7 8 6 7 7 7 5 5 7 Italien (Südtirol)

1-18-2026 21:53:04 Farmer (actively managing agricultural land) Assess habitat suitability on farmland, landwirtschaftliche Organisationen)8 7 9 6 3 4 Schwer zu beurteilen.4 4 7 8 Deutschland

1-18-2026 21:59:56 Farmer (actively managing agricultural land) Assess habitat suitability on farmland, landwirtschaftliche Organisationen)9 9 10 10 8 10 10 10 10 10 Deutschland

1-18-2026 22:28:57 Farmer (actively managing agricultural land) Assess habitat suitability on farmland, landwirtschaftliche Organisationen)8 7 9 6 3 4 4 4 7 8 Deutschland

1-19-2026 12:50:38 Biodiversity Consultant (providing advisory services on conservation and land use) Assess habitat suitability on farmland, landwirtschaftliche Organisationen), Provide conservation advice to landowners, Naturschutzpersonal), Identify conservation opportunities on private land, Landwirte / Landwirtinnen)7 7 9 9 6 9 4 7 9 8 Italien (Südtirol) 


