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Map of all MA projects by sector and 
macro-region with links in the EIP-AGRI 
landscape
EUREKA – EUROPEAN KNOWLEDGE REPOSITORY FOR BEST AGRICULTURAL PRACTICES



Eureka goals

(I) analysing the variety of different outputs, activities and dissemination strategies of 
all Horizon 2020 projects based on the multi-actor approach

(II) Reinforcing an active and engaged multi-actor (MA) project community, and 

(III) Selecting the most relevant and high impact agricultural MA project knowledge 
for the rural and scientific community to be accessible in a standards-based, 
easily searchable and open source database.
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STARTING ENDING ACRONYM

2014 2016 ECODRY

2018 FATIMA, TRADITOM

Methodology
Desktop study 

(120 MAP + 43 FGs)
Connections w MAP, 

OGs, FGs and TNs(Euraknos)

Identifying potential 
synergies (keywords etc.)

SURVEY 2015
2018 FATIMA, TRADITOM

2019 EMPHASIS, TREASURE

2020 IsQAPER, FEED-A-GENE

2016 2020 ALTERFOR,  MycoKey

2017

2019 DYNAVERSITY, PLAID
2020 BOND, InnoForESt, PANACEA,  IoF2020, TOMRES
2021 LIVESEED, TRUE, TROPICSAFE, MUSA, LEGVALUE
2022 Diverfarming, GENTORE, IWMPRAISE

2018

2021 LIVERUR, NEFERTITI, OPTIMA, SMARTCHAIN, LIAISON

2022 RUSTWATCH, Organic-PLUS, NEXTFOOD, RELACS, CIRCULAR 
AGRONOMICS, SmartAgriHubs

2023 DEFEND, ECOBREED, ECOSTACK, FAIRshare, SUPER-G, LEX4BIO

2019
2022 CONSOLE
2023 DESIRA, RURALIZATION, SHERPA, ClearFarm, FF-IPM, AGRICORE, PRE-HLB
2024 Ppilow, SOILDIVERAGRO, EXCALIBUR , IPM-Decisions

SURVEY
Sent to 

101 H2020 + 1 FP7

53 replies
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Results – Contacts among MA 
coordinators and partners coordinated
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Results – Interactions among MA partners 
within each UN geographic region
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Results – MA bilateral interactions between 
EU UN regions and other continents 



Strong MA network
Research-Practice

collaborations among
countriescountries

Better networking in Western and South of Europe than Northern and Eastern 
Europe

EU H2020 MA projects networks with Non-EU countries and Asia are larger
than with other areas of the world. In the case of Asia, the EU-Asian countries

agreement makes this possible
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Results – Contacts among FG experts and 
FG participants 16000



Results – Interactions among FG partners 
within each UN geographic region

W
estern EU
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N
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Results – Bilateral interactions among FG 
partners in the UN geographic regions



Strong FG network Research-
Practice collaborations

among EU countriesamong EU countries
More homogeneous networking from a EU point of view, as this was pursued

EU FG networks with Non-EU countries and Asia are larger than with other
areas of the world. In the case of Asia, the EU-Asian countries agreement

makes this possible
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Results – OGs per country available in the 
EIP-Agri web page (Nov 2020)

*The number of 
OGs in the EIP-
Agri site is far 

below the real 
number



Lack of connections among
countries (not possible)

Need of update the EIP-Agri database to increase the
value of the community practice findings

Need to allow between or among countries cooperations
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Results – MA projects per agricultural 
sector
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Results – FGs per agricultural sector
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Results – OGs per agricultural sector
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* MA projects more foccussed on
Livestock/arable therefore on technical
issues

* FG more foccussed on cross-cutting issues

* OG tackling local problems (similar value
for all types of land)

* Forestry is very poorly tackled in spite of 
the role it plays in climate change
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Results – MA declared connections
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Conclusions – MA projects

!MA/MA Projects Network described almost 70000
collaborations

!Western and Southern EU countries of Europe are!Western and Southern EU countries of Europe are
the most connected regions



Conclusions – FGs

! The bilateral interactions in the FG accounting over 16000 interactions.

Western EU countries of Europe followed by Southern have the most connected! Western EU countries of Europe followed by Southern have the most connected
networks.



Conclusions – OGs

! Need of a EIP-Agri update to share knowledge

A large amount of OG is linked to those countries with Regionalized NRN! A large amount of OG is linked to those countries with Regionalized NRN

! Eastern countries, with a lower degree of innovation and research, has a lower
number of OGs and MA connections



* MA projects more foccussed on Livestock/arable 
therefore on technical issues

* FG more foccussed on cross-cutting issues

Conclusions – Content

* OG tackling local problems (similar value for all types
of land)

* Forestry is very poorly tackled in spite of the role it
plays in climate change



* The declared MA networking between the
different EIP-Agri activities is rather small. This is in 
spite of the large MA interactions among
parnter/coordinators MA representing different
countries, specially the contact with NRN

EIP-AGRI NETWORKING ACTIVITIES

countries, specially the contact with NRN

* What could be the best options to provide EU 
Ministries with the updated knowledge from the MA 
projects?

Can you please send commnets by nest Wednesday 27? They will be integrated in the Deliverable



https://h2020eureka.eu/about


