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Introduction

We used the modelling framework designed by Huber et al (2016) and
applied a mix of multi-criteria decision making (MCDM) methods, to
systematically evaluate both qualitative and quantitative criteria and
alternatives by means of pairwise comparisons (Fig. 1).
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Figure 1: Hierarchy of the decision problem structured info goal (white box), regionally
grey boxes)

The model is able to take into account the specific environmental and socio-
economic conditions in different regions in Europe and varying forest owner
preferences.

iteria (light-grey boxes) and

Table 1: Regional weightings for the criteria per case study region

Building on stakeholder interaction
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Case study design

In order to test the applicability of this
approach in a range of socio-economic
and environmental contexts, we
evaluated selected NWFP species
across four defined NWFP categories
(i.e. mushrooms & truffles, understorey
plants, tree products and animal origin)
in six case study regions (CSR) in
different biogeographical zones: a)
Mediterranean (Alentejo, Extremadura,

Catalonia), b) Alpine as well as c)
Continental (Styria, Transylvania) and
d) Boreal (N-Karelia) covering the three major biomes (i.e. Subtropical,
Temperate, Boreal) in Europe. The following tasks had to be conducted in
each of the case study regions iteratively: i) nomination of case study
responsible persons, ii) identification of NWFP sector experts and NWFP
stakeholders, iii) selection of regionally relevant NWFPs, iv) forest owner
profile selection, and v) expert consultation.

Figure 2: Overview of the Case Study regions in Europe including relevant
biogeographical zones
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