N

N

Spatial upscaling of on-farm indicators: Concepts to use
a scientific knowledge base to match policymakers’
requirements
Nadine Turpin, Olivier Therond, Sophie Ewert, 1. Bezlepkina, J. Alkan

Olsson, Christian C. Bockstaller, S. Janssen

» To cite this version:

Nadine Turpin, Olivier Therond, Sophie Ewert, I. Bezlepkina, J. Alkan Olsson, et al.. Spatial up-
scaling of on-farm indicators: Concepts to use a scientific knowledge base to match policymakers’
requirements. Integrated Assessment of Agriculture and Sustainable Development (AgSAP): Setting
the Agenda for Science and Policy, Mar 2009, Egmond aan Zee, Netherlands. hal-01195278

HAL Id: hal-01195278
https://hal.science/hal-01195278
Submitted on 3 Jun 2020

HAL is a multi-disciplinary open access
archive for the deposit and dissemination of sci-
entific research documents, whether they are pub-
lished or not. The documents may come from
teaching and research institutions in France or
abroad, or from public or private research centers.

L’archive ouverte pluridisciplinaire HAL, est
destinée au dépot et a la diffusion de documents
scientifiques de niveau recherche, publiés ou non,
émanant des établissements d’enseignement et de
recherche francais ou étrangers, des laboratoires
publics ou privés.


https://hal.science/hal-01195278
https://hal.archives-ouvertes.fr

AeSAP Conference 2009, Egmond aan Zee, The Netherland$

Spatial upscaling of on-farm indicators: Concepts to use a scientific
knowledge base to match policymakers’ requirements

N. Turpin, O. Therond, F. Ewert, 1. Bezlepkina, J. Alkan Olsson, C. Bockstaller, S. Janssen
UMR 1273 Métafort, 24, avenue des Landais, 63172 Aubiere Cedex, France
Contact: nadine.turpin(@cemagref.fr

Introduction

The SEAMLESS-Integrated Framework (S-1F) aims at assessing ex-ante impacts of policy
options and agro-technical innovations on the sustainability of agricultural systems and on
sustainable development at large (Van Ittersum ez o/, 2008). This assessment is mainly
performed through the use of modelling chains allowing the quantification of a set of
sustainability indicators at multiple scales. SEAMLESS-IF models have been designed to
simulate behaviour of the key hierarchical agricultural systems (field, farm, region, EU and
world). However, despite the wide range of scales covered by these models there can be gaps
between the scale at which mode! outputs are available (i.e. the model scale) and the scale at
which policymakers® demand indicators for decision making (i.e. the decision scale).
Accordingly, to meet expectations of policymakers there is a need for procedures changing
the scale of this information from the model to the decision scale (Dalgaard er al., 2004;
Bicrkens ef al., 2000). This paper presents aggregation concepts and methods that underpin
the scaling capacities with respect to the indicator quantification in S-IF.

Methods

Temporal and spatial aggregation of models outputs to calculate indicators in SEAMLESS _IF
is realized through the definition of appropriate indicator attributes which are capture in the
indicator ontology (Therond et af., 2009). These attributes specify for cach indicator the
spatial and temporal resolutions which refers to (the scale of) model outputs and the extents
referring to the decision scales at which at which indicators are demanded. Once this
information is defined the complementary information necessary to manage the aggregation
from the indicator resolution to the indicator extent is associated (tagged) to the indicator
(aggregation algorithms, aggregation weight...).

Results and discussion

The main characteristics of SEAMLESS-IF are its component structure which allows flexible
linkages of independent model components depending on the problem to be addressed. In
addition, components can be added that allow the scaling of data to compute indicators from
model outputs to scales that are relevant for the decision makers. For the spatial up-scaling of
data at the farming system level, information about the spatial allocation of farm types is
important and considered in the proposed scaling approach (Figure 1). Of course, different
scaling factor are used for different indicators (Figure 2), enabling scaling-up of information
on the basis of farm type area for environmental processes, or on the number of farms per
farm type for economic information, or even more complex information as indexes for
income inequalities. For example, for some environmental issues linked to local impact (water
quality, soil erosion, etc.) calculation of a weighted mean by farm size is not relevant, so that
specific indicators like percentage of area with high nitrate leaching have to be developed.
Approaches and results are presented and discussed for different indicators and conclusions
for future work are derived.
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Figure 1. SEAMLESS farm typology and spatial upscaling issues.
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Figure 2. Procedures to scale information for project concerning detailed regions with a
spatial extent of problem assessment corresponding to the region.
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