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Urban small-water bodies
(artificial, modified, restored)
as aquatic nature-based
solutions (aquaNbS) for
water regulation (buffering
and infiltration of runoff),
recreational use, or aesthetic
enhancements




SET research framing for aguaNbS

planning

options
e landscape patterns
within the catchment
terrestrial
vegetation
infrastructure
- buildings,
o\\' . macrophytes ' sealed surface
isotopes “Q. eDNA aquatic
invertebrates
eDNA
Social Ecological Technological
Is there a room for biodiversity in | What drivers and interlinkages there How does surrounding built
climate policies supporting NBS? | are between environmental factors and environment influence
What is the role of biodiversity in biodiversity? What kind of species biodiversity and ecological
planning and maintaining richness and composition there are in quality of aquaNBS?
aquaNBS? aquaNBS?




Main SET stressors for aquaNbS

Urban stream -no Effiuent « There is a need to monitor effectiveness and
sustainability of aquaNbS to ensure delivering

benefits for nature and society

« We found integrated (isotopes, eDNA,
macrophytes) evaluation method useful to
detect ecological functions of urban aquaNbS

« Lack of natural substrates, suitable plant beds
and the presence of steep concrete shorelines
can limit diversity of aquatic species

« The high evaporative enrichment found in
isotope analyses suggests a certain sensitivity
to hydroclimate

Due to staff change and low commitment, we
partly failed to collect required data in all five
cities (missing data from Finland and Germany)

Wartet al. 2025; Szoszkiewicz et al. 2025
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Main SET drivers of macroinvertebrate communities
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NbS characteristics

« type of habitat (stream vs pond)

« Water availability (permanent vs
temporary)

e bottom material

« water depth

Climate

« Bioclimatic variables

 Snow cover, Land Surface Temperature

Water parameters

« d-excess (potential evaporative effect)

- water temperature, pH

* 0oXxygen concentration, conductivity

Surrounding vegetation

« Global Normalized Vegetation Index
(NDVI), tree hight and tree cover

Selecting similar types of aquaNbS for

analyses failed partly



Main SET drivers for planning and maintenance

« Using the SETS framework, we examined
practitioners' conceptions of water in the
context of aquaNbS in the Helsinki city region,
Finland

« Analysis of the interview data revealed a
dominance of technical (T) conceptions of
water

* Increasing consideration of social (S) and

Water as a habitat
for aquatic species

Water contributing
to liveability and
««.., aesthetics

Water
inducing

agency and
environmental
awareness

. .
--------------

Water enabling the
life of terrestrial
species

Water reflecting
socioeconomic
inequalities

Water as a
hazard and
nuisance

Laws and
regulations
regarding
water

enhancing
biodiversity
and

nature
restoration

Planning Natural

tools and regulation . . .
i) of he water ecological (E) conceptions of water likely

water

requires a shift from viewing water
infrastructures as conventional systems to
sustainable systems
Group interviews were not completed in all five
cities and there have been serious delay in
processing comparative analyses

Improving water
g . quality

Managing water

-------

Tiitu al. 2025
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Policy Impacts of BiNatUr

Provided new scientific evidence on biodiversity
and ecosystem services of aquaNBS in urban areas
to support local planning, implementation and
maintenance practices and

To help urban planners, designers creating,
maintaining and evaluating biodiversity friendly
aquaNbsS which are simultaneously effective in
producing regulating ES

Have raised awareness of the role of biodiversity
in aquaNBS among planners but also among wider
interested public through several local workshops,
training sessions and field visits

Developed standardized monitoring and sampling
methods further use to better fit for urban small
water bodies and small-scale aguaNbS

BiodivRestore ERA-NET COFUND a _ o
Conservation and restoration of degraded ecosystems and their g}r © wblodiversa.eu
biodiversity, including a focus on aquatic systems J P
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Conclusions

« AquaNBS can support urban biodiversity and
ecosystem services

» More strategic approach to aqguaNbS planning and
Implementation in cities is needed

« Understanding which environmental factors impact
species communities is critical to improve
construction, restoration and management of
aquaNDbsS and their biodiversity

« Take climate conditions into account - especially

climate seasonality of drought and ice - important for

management since extreme events increase due to

climate change

15" 4

N
)

BiodivRestore ERA-NET COFUND
Conservation and restoration of degraded ecosystems and
their biodiversity, including a focus on aquatic systems
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COSAR
Context-dependence of the societal and ecological outcomes from river ecosystem restoration

By Jérémy Piffady
Consortium: Alienor Jeliazkov, Céline Le Pichon, Stefan Stoll, Evelyne Tales, Ralf Verdonschot, Christine
Weber and Jéréme Belliard

and young researchers Blandine Charrat, Nina Kaiser, Martin Palt and Mathieu Floury
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COSAR - Goals and challenges
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Goal: exploring the environmental
context enhancing more positive
ecological and societal outcomes from
restoration of rivers

Harmonize a large dataset of 226
ecological survey sites

Use innovative approaches to extract
information  from  social media
networks

GIS / European data layers

w.& www.biodiversa.eu
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Understanding ecological outcomes — the hard choice of metrics

Species Richness Total Density Functional Diversity
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Understanding ecological outcomes — the hard choice of metrics

Species Richness Total Density Functional Diversity
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What if we tried to model different responses to
environment all together?

wﬂ@ www.biodiversa.eu




Understanding ecological outcomes — towards integrative multi-metrics analysis

Clustering and descriptive analyses

Environmental and

restoration variables

What if we tried to model different responses to
environment all together?




Understanding ecological outcomes — towards integrative multi-metrics analysis

luster 1 (n = 16) Cluster 2 (n = 46) ® Only 2 CIUSterS
» High + effects vs. No effect

TJII *  Most of sites exhibit low effects
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Understanding ecological outcomes — towards integrative multi-metrics analysis -
Hurdles

» Effect-sizes allow large scale
* comparisons (sites, monitoring,
sl I |I* metrics, biological compartments)
m_m }}}}} E————~—.———— mmmmm T bUt
* Hide the starting and final states
| Y + Large effects, but does it mean

reaching a good state?
* How to tackle this remaining uncertainty?

* Need for case to case checking or
develop new ways to introduce
potential group baselines to allow
more precise conclusions
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Understanding ecological outcomes — towards integrative multi-metrics analysis -
Hurdles

TTTTT

 Effect-sizes allow large scale

EEEEE : From a 226 comparisons (multiple countries,
SItesS : - "

sssss atabase metrics, biological compartments)

7 but

3 o v

44444

* Hide the starting and final states

33333

e o » Difficult to disentangle the effects

* Need larger datasets to get finer
To a 62 sites gt O grain typical responses patterns
analysis R e - Need for harmonised ones
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Understanding societal outcomes — Using social medias

Search for Posts

* Population reacts to restoration
through social medias, making it

possible to assess perception

Social Media Content Description and Clustering
Patorm | @) J—lL N LI—JI « Opens paths for innovative
. l I 3 L] [ ]
ot e d 2 indicators
*' M0 posts Cultural Ecosystem
River found Service Assessment
Restoration 2800 poatiof
Proi river Service Site 1 Site2 ...
rojects v post related Aesthetics  45% 3%
to restoration oI)ownload :;L::':::m i
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Understanding societal outcomes — Using social medias

* Population reacts to restoration
through social medias, making it
possible to assess perception

* Opens paths for innovative

indicators
S L * Investigate Cultural Ecosystem
—y Services
s  Larger projects generate more CES

1.0-

0 5000 10000 15000
Length of restoration (km)

_ w B
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Understanding societal outcomes — Using social medias

* Population reacts to restoration
through social medias, making it
possible to assess perception

* Opens paths for innovative

Dormme

: - Eind hi:r::’?'lm Eckeltsebeck i n d i Cato rS

UII‘ . ||IIH.I| Ll .
* Investigate Cultural Ecosystem

§ | - Services

T N G |‘|| * Larger projects generate more CES
- * Inter-seasonal patterns can be seen

on individual sites
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Understanding societal outcomes — hurdles

* Entire process takes long time

 Main social medias do not
) el @ T iIntegrate precise location

S #'o:') . Difficult to identify the available and

Context-analyis
for:

& t ; .
| i relevant pictures
Restoration 3

ve

s | R B EE » Work with hashtags
« But this is possible to create dedicated
hashtags

Projects

biodiversa+

European Biodiversity Partnership
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Policy impacts — take-home

* Restoration has larger ecological
and societal effects for larger
projects, targetting processes and
functions

« Social media posts can be
enhanced at local scale

10000
Length of restoration (km)

w&@ www.biodiversa.eu




Policy impacts — take-home

* Restoration has larger ecological
and societal effects for larger
| projects, targetting processes and

AT functions
RREEEIINE LR » Ecological changes are higher in
D more degraded contexts

. o Still with the uncertainty : larger
S effect-size do not necessarily mean
" ER good final state

15000
Length of restoration (km

ion (km)
w@ www.biodiversa.eu




Policy impacts — take-home

TTTTT

* Restoration has larger ecological
and societal effects for larger
projects, targetting processes and
. _  functions
-« Standardized monitoring would
e R help increasing available sites for
more robust large-scale analysis

» Ecological systems need time to
reach new equilibrium

/ / - Need long-term monitoring schemes
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COSAR
Thank you for your attention
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BiodivRestore ERA-NET COFUND
Conservation and restoration of degraded ecosystems and
their biodiversity, including a focus on aquatic systems
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NARROW
Narratives that Bringing Back Nature Into our Lives

Olivier Hymas , Tero Mustonen, Gretchen Walters, Jennifer Kelleher, Hakan Tunon ,
Marie Kvarnstrom , Noora Hhuusari , Kaisu Mustonen

NARRATIVES on restored water -~
| I 1wt tiona IUCN

VERKET &5 s Lu CENTRE Science Foundation b

UNIL | Université de Lausanne

(2= Snowchange
) COOPERATIVE
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N . 4
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BiodivRestore ERA-NET COFUND
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Bringing back nature into our lives

BiodivRestore ERA-NET COFUND
Conservation and restoration of degraded ecosystems and their
biodiversity, including a focus on aquatic systems
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Nature without People
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Nature with Conservationists, Walkers and Biologists
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Where are the Rural People?

"Landscape"” means an area, as perceived by people, whose character is the result of the
action and interaction of natural and/or human factor”
Council of Europe Article 1

wﬂfy www.biodiversa.eu
JPI




People’s Contribution to Nature

Hazards
e.g., heatwaves, droughts,
wildfires, floods, storms,
sea level rise, .
ocean acidification, -
ocean oxygen loss

Climate change

Human systems Ecosystems,
exposure species
vulnerability, % exposure, vulnerability
limits to adaptation, % limits to adaptation,
losses and losses, extinctions

damage

Impact
L € |
= :O"/S/ ~Pnserve, restot® RN

S/,
""‘--7.,@'9”?‘100(15. 6005'95_\%‘-\—\-“"'
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Narratives
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Narratives - Oral

“I have a soft spot for these
pastures.”

“They are similar to my
childhood landscape that |
remember from when | was
little”

www.biodiversa.eu
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European People are Connected with Nature




Europe Empty of Communities Connected to Nature!
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Communities and Conserved Areas

Protected Areas ICCAs Community OECMs
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Conclusion

@ biodiversa+

European Biodiversity Partnership

Convention on Biological Diversity
Action Agenda Pledges

S Biodiversity Actions L e

[ ]
Source: Nguyen, et al.(2025) Local-global linkages in biodiversity governance: The regime AS I a
complex of the convention on biological diversity agenda for nature pledges

BiodivRestore ERA-NET COFUND
Conservation and restoration of degraded ecosystems and
their biodiversity, including a focus on aquatic systems
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Conclusion
Inclusion Challenge post -2030

Home / News, Stories & Speeches / story g
(¢ Y
UN &

environment
programme

17JUL2019 | STORY | ENVIRONMENTAL LAW AND GOVERNANCE

Towards the vision 2050 on
biodiversity: living in harmony

with nature
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Restoring and Managing v
Biodiversity and Ecosystem /
&

Services of Temporary Pond
Landscapes
N %
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Bram Vanschoenwinkel, Community Ecology Lab
Vrije Universiteit Brussel, Belgium

Bram.jasper.vanschoenwinkel@vub.be, www.insularecology.com



Temporary pond ecosystems
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Highlights




1. Threats prioritized + mitigation measures vetted

Global Threats and Conservation Strategies for
Temporary Ponds: A Synthesis of Expert Opinion and
Scientific Evidence

Prapartion of respondents (%)
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2. Good restoration practices determined

RESTORATION
ECOLOGY

=4
SER)&
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RESEARCH ARTICLE

Lessons from pond creation and restoration projects
in Europe

Lizaan de Necker! ©, Luc Brendonck'? @, Bram Vanschoenwinkel® @, Margarita Florencio*> @,

Laila Rhazi® ©, Barttomiej Gotdyn’*
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3. Stakeholder perceptions mapped

Reconstructing the Perceived Costs and Benefits of
Temporary Ponds based on Stakeholder Consultation

Positive  Neutral = Negative



3. Ecosystem engineers identified




3. Ecosystem engineers identified

Treatments
Control (13)

S. torvicornis (8)
C. grubei (8)
T. baeticus (11)

S.t.+C.g. (8)

S.t.+T.b. (8 ) ‘ e \ e RS e T



3. Ecosystem engineers identified

Tadpole shrimp J
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3. Ecosystem engineers identified

Dietary data suggest large branchiopods may be
an underrecognised food resource for a wide range
of waterbirds

L)
Vincent Dolmans® - Lisa Partoens * Evelien Deboelpaep + Zséfia Horvath +
Bram Vanschoenwinkel
i Cl hri
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Challenges




1. No rain = no experiments

\VV/\,’/,\\?’ United Nations
\4\ IJ/ Convention to Combat Overview v Communities Drought Toolbox Cases v
"\ﬂwé' Desertification

@ > UNCCD Co ities > Africa > Bl

Prolonged Drought in Morocco
Slashes 2024 Wheat Harvest by
Nearly 50%: Innovative Solutions in

the Face of Crisis




2. Perceived ESS are not actual ESS
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3. A typology = a Pandora’s box

Cryogenic ponds Dissolution ponds
a

Pingo ruin, The Netherlands Kettle pond, Greenland

Daya, Morocco Rock pool, South Africa
Fluvial ponds

Thaw pond, Sweden

Tundra polygons, Iceland Floodplain pond, Poland Oxbow pond, Czech Republic
Spring ponds Argilic ponds

f

Cirque pond, Russia Supraglacial pond, Russia Spring pond, Australia Gilgai, Australia






Policy advice

1 . List, inform, enforce!

2. Valorize info outside of literature!

3. Consider re-introduction fairy shrimp and tadpole
shrimp!
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, R TEMPORARY POND ORGANISMS THREATS MANAGEMENT PROJECTGOALS TEAM

< #DReSPond EDUCATIONAL MATERIAL

Discover temporary

pond ecosystems

and the hidden biodiversity of drying habitats

WHY ARE THEY DECLINING? MEET THEIR INHABITANTS

Temporary ponds (i.e. ponds that seasonally or erratically dry) are a ) _ . _ _
o , . Why are temporary ponds Find out which interesting organisms
ubiquitous component of global biomes found from the equatorial disappearing? o i ¢
’ INA a home INn temporary ponas
forests to the arctic tundras. However. with the intensification of ikabdl

www.respondproject.eu - www.temporaryponds.com
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define recovery baselines, integrate climate projections

Seagrass Biodiversity Under the Latest-Generation
Scenarios of Projected Climate Change

@

Lessons s vl T — Rt o i 8 Lidiare Gouvda' 8 | Eliza Fragkopoulou! | Miguel B. Aradjo™ | Ester A Serrdo’ | Jorge Assis!®
i e ¥ B . - " N . . ) _

V. Balogh, E. Fragkopoulou and EA. Serrdo et al./Data in Brief 48 (2023) 109223 5

learned:

.:. Sk . ¢ - .
Fig. 1. Distribution records of the global dataset of cold-water coral diversity. Purple and orange circles depict flagged F u t u re m a rl n e fo rests ra n g es

and unflagged records, respectively, considering records on land and outside the known geographic and depth distribu-

predicted (~2100)

Present marine forests ranges = ...
compiled and curated {

corals \ /
biodiversa+ "' seagrass

Ewrapean Biodharaity Partnershag
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Change in species richness
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ancient genetic diversity hotspots
save refugia — sources for recolonization

@

Lessons
learned: —

Global intraspecific diversity of marine
forests of brown macroalgae predicted by
past climate conditions

® Dhach lor update

Biza Fragiopedou® ', Ester A Berriio® °, Dlivier Do Clorch @ & Jorge Assia @'

<0.001 0.003 - 0.006 m 0011-0.023 - 0036
i i 0.001 - 0,003 s 0.006- 0.011 mm 0.023-0.036
biodiversa+ =
Eurepean Biodiversity Partnershis Fig. 4 | Biogeographic patterns of marine forest genetic diversity. Genetic diversity was estimated as the average A allelic richness and B expected heterozygosity per cell

(0.08° resolution) for 280 cold and temperate marine forest species of brown macroalgae.



% Biobanks for genetic diversity hotspots soon to be extinct
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improve reproductive success in restoration

Transplant 1* monitoring  2"¢ monitoring Recruitment
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microbiome assisted restoration

N
| @
SUCCESS
Lessons Biak ASaE e ASSESSMENT

learned:

e Define clear,

measurable kelp embryos

\
Environmental % \%‘ —i ,,f%

seagrass seedlings Compeikiy |8, © 4 -

RERURARNRR O R N

, ; success criteria

‘ for microbial A
interventions e
including both
ecological and

functional

indicators

Assess host
= Growth, nutrition and physiology

* Reproduction and early life development ‘ |mp|ement
¢ Stress response d d d
« Mitigation of toxic compounds / bioremediation standardized,

« Defense against pathogens and grazers |0ng_term

monitoring
protocols

Data for decision
making guides
(digital twins,
modeling)

Ensure results

N _— - feed back into
Considerations for in-situ applications Hanti
« Off-target effects (sediments, water, other species) adapuve
* Unresolved microorganism functions, or different functions in-situ management
« Challenge of long-term predictions stra tegies
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ecosystem functions

eDNA : more fish
diversity in natural >
restored > unvegetated
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best natural > restored > degraded

Cystosei
ra

not vegetated

Laminari

d

Laminari
a

|
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not vegetated

|

Zoster
a

natural
seagrass

+ not vegetated




AN better natural > restored > degraded

at a burlal rate of 1 Mg C ha
year-'

It would take 100 years to
accumulate 100 Mg C ha'1
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"\ biodiversa+ ¥
European Biodiversity Partnership Lessons
learned:

Conclusion

Restoration in the EU must follow standards
— see DNSH principles of LIFE and IUCN,
UNEP, SER, ICRI, FAO, NOAA

Clear assessment of aims-feasibility, impacts
Biosecurity & Risk,

Genetic integrity

Long-Term Monitoring and Transparency
Prioritize natural regeneration over endless
human input

Avoid restoration that will be quickly lost,
account for future environmental conditions

www.biodiversa.eu

BiodivRestore ERA-NET COFUND
Conservation and restoration of degraded ecosystems and
their biodiversity, including a focus on aquatic systems
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European Biodiversity Partnership

TRANSLC

Translocations of flora and fauna for conservation and restoration: ecological,
evolutionary, and socio-economic impacts, at multiple scale
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Multiscale approaches

Q Development and enhancement of the TRANSLOC Database
Major outcomes

FONE SizeSirgizg Gide DAL HESOURCES ASGUR Gorizietts Crzziis serzieeg it

WELCOME T0 THE TRANSLOC WEBSITE! RANSLOCATED EOBULATION MAE:

‘o svisty ] Pk
7~ = S5O, fuveraeen . )
Transloc is an open, 1750 (to date) of plants, animals, . .1 / ' e das ], Latvia . \./ 5
and lichens, with the goal of improving conservation proJM ugh knowledge sharing. = ?omﬁm ° .u_,'u,',,p”, Y
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Want to see basic data? Click

Want to know how to contribute or see advanced data? Click

il > Improved reporting of translocation
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m) Contribution of Translocations to maintain functional traits

Major outcomes

Angiosperm plants l+{ Expected

(a) Functional richness

« Observed in translocations

(b) Functional distinctiveness

Switzerland 1 i ® o | o
Spain 1 I —e I I ® —
Italy 1 *-e I | ® »
France 1 I o I I * I ]
All countries 1 I ® o L o
0.009 0010 0011 0012 0013 00140.110 0.115 0.120 0.125

BiodivRestore ERA-NET COFUND
Conservation and restoration of degraded

Multiscale approaches

&

Lack of trait data at global scale

Limited descriptions of local communities J

~

ecosystems and their biodiversity, including a

L s ten omim o out s omd m e remdm ram o

Soares et al. 2025 submitted

www.biodiversa.eu
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Multiscale approaches

=) Contribution of Translocations to reduce human impact on evolution

Major outcomes
Angiosperm plants te{ Expected « Observed in translocations
(a) Phylogenetic diversity (b) Evolutionary distinctiveness Evolutionary footprint (Evf)
4
Spain | fef @ e @
o 5 Ecological
QL = replacement
[&]
France 1 lef® —— ® 08).
©
(&) ST
8
Italy { ™ o b—e— 5 '
w
i
Switzerland 1 tef ® F—— _,?_,9 Reintroduction
_éi > Assisted
g% o _ colonization
Al ccintsias kel o e o Reinforcment
5000 10,000 15,000 20,000 6 8 10 low high
Millions of years (Ma) Millions of years (Ma) Projected EVF on local species
Soares et al. 2025 Conserv. Biol. Genissel et al. in prep

BiodivRestore ERA-NET COFUND -
Conservation and restoration of degraded wunw.blodiversa.eu
ecosystems and their biodiversity, including a
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Major o4

rehensive framework for biological success criteria
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Success criteria

. Survival . Pollination

Individual Growth Genetics
. Flowering/Fruiting . Benchmarkin

. Recruitment . Ecosystem

Kjelsberg et al. in prep

BiodivRestore ERA-NET COFUND

Adaptive management

Field-based
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and Sub-criteria
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Major outcomes Adaptive management

&) Establishing a unified demographic success framework for all translocation types

Population size

Pre-establishment Post-establishment
Established
Establishment Growth Regulation Long term viability
,,,,, Range of abundanci | B I N
variations, ,Gm wi_ng, GWMM
Pext; Text Adequate data o
Established Establishing --------f------- _
population Evaluated
O e Failing
Regulated Viability - -
population assessment Translocated
population
PVA time horizon Data deficient ------1-------- Data deficient
‘ 2 N [ S -

Time o o
Based on qualitative and quantitative criteria :

Apparent survival / Recruitment / Spatial distribution / Population dynamics

Sarrazin et al. in prep Birot et al. 2025 Biol. Cons.

BiodivRestore ERA-NET COFUND
Conservation and restoration of degraded
ecosystems and their biodiversity, including a

L s ten omim o out s omd m e remdm ram o
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Major outcomes Adaptive management

&) Establishing a unified demographic success framework for all translocation types
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2000 2005 2010 2015 2020 1980 1990 2000 2010 2020
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Pre-establishment Post-establishment
100 :
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100
—— —-— g § 7 Catsgories
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——— . Growing. £ " Failing 3 Il Faieed
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= [— () i
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Translocated 0 Wj T
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. . o 8’ Post-establishment
Birot et al. 2025 Biol. Cons. g Failing g st
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Weakening
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Year Failed

Year

BiodivRestore ERA-NET COFUND
Conservation and restoration of degraded
ecosystems and their biodiversity, including a
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Major outcomes

Adaptive management

m) Anticipating future risks & opportunities for translocated populations under ...

Lyrx pardinus
Mammota bobak
Alces aices
Cricetus cricetus
Musteda lutrecia
Vulpes lagopus-
Rupicapras a
Rangder tarandus
Micromys minutus
ryctolagus cuniculus
Scurys vuligaris
Arvicola amphiblus
Marmota marmota
Spermophilus cellus
Martes martes
Melas meles

o

Cervus slaphus
cardnus avellanarius
Capreclus capreolus

Felis stvestns

Glis glis

Lutra lutra

Castor fiber

Bison bonasus
Lepus europaeus
Rupicapra rupicapra
Ursus arcios

Capra (bex- «

Lynx hynx
Capra pyrenaics

N
w

Monnet et al. in prep

Climate Change
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BiodivRestore ERA-NET COFUND

Conservation and restoration of degraded

ecosystems and their biodiversity, including a
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Type of challenges

Major challenges and hurdles
m) Data heterogeneity & missing information

—> Difficult to merge ecological, legal, and social datasets at European scale

m) Balancing robustness vs. Accessibility
— Need to produce outputs both scientifically solid and directly usable by practitioners.

m) Time and coordination challenges

- Multi-country delays affected deliverable timing but did not prevent main achievements

=) Yet... these constraints reshaped the project towards stronger interdisciplinarity and cross-WP
collaboration.

BiodivRestore ERA-NET COFUND
Conservation and restoration of degraded
ecosystems and their biodiversity, including a

L s ten omim o out s omd m e remdm ram o
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Type of impact

Policy impacts

=) Supporting EU Nature Restoration Regulation implementation
—> TRANSLOC provides operational evidence on species reintroductions, augmentations, and
relocations contributing to restoration goals.

=) Informing national biodiversity and species strategies
— Evidence base for defining priorities and assessing feasibility, costs, and success

= Bridging science, policy, and practice
— Structured dialogue via webinars, case studies, and practitioner engagement
—> Will continue through Biodiversa+ Knowledge Hub and open access TRANSLOC database

BiodivRestore ERA-NET COFUND
Conservation and restoration of degraded
ecosystems and their biodiversity, including a

L s ten omim o out s omd m e remdm ram o
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biodiverso+

European Biodiversity Partnership

Conclusion TRANSL%;)C

Conservation translocations are powerful but challenging restoration tools.

Combining ecological, evolutionary, and social data helps to explore scenarios addressing
translocations relevance in changing environments.

Data integration reveals trends, risks, and opportunities for translocation adaptive management.

Standardization in translocation data collection and success assessment is crucial to improve their
efficiency

Dialogue among scientists, practitioners, and policymakers is essential to move from “moving
species” to “restoring systems.”

BiodivRestore ERA-NET COFUND

Conservation and restoration of degraded ecosystems and

their biodiversity, including a focus on aquatic systems
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