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[bookmark: _Toc199616849]Summary
This deliverable presents the results of Task 5.3 (T5.3) within the Horizon 2020 SUPERB project, focusing on public perceptions of forest benefits, restoration strategies, restoration impacts, willingness to support restoration, and preferred support mechanisms. The objective was to better understand societal demands for forest restoration and provide evidence that can inform the design and implementation of restoration strategies across Europe, ensuring they are socially accepted, policy-relevant, and scalable.
T5.3 was structured into three components: (a) qualitative interviews with experts and key stakeholders in demonstration (demo) regions; (b) a series of regional household surveys exploring public preferences around landscape-level restoration; and (c) an online panel survey conducted across the 12 SUPERB countries, assessing broader attitudes. The combination of these methods provides both contextual and generalisable insights into societal preferences. The research builds on the stakeholder mapping and interviews from Tasks 2.1 and 5.2 and contributes directly to the outputs of WP8 on upscaling.
Across countries and regions, the public strongly values forests for their ecological and social functions. Respondents consistently highlight benefits such as biodiversity conservation, scenic beauty, recreation, and quality of life. In contrast, provisioning benefits—such as berries, mushrooms, timber, and non-edible materials—receive less recognition and show greater variability across countries and regions.
Awareness of forest restoration strategies is generally higher than previously assumed, with respondents—particularly those in regions where restoration is actively implemented—demonstrating greater familiarity. This suggests that the public is relatively well informed about forest restoration efforts in their local environments. Notably, strategies that are more widely recognised tend to be those actively implemented in respondents’ own regions, such as the introduction of fire breaks in Spain and improvements to recreational access in Queen Elizabeth Forest Park (QEFP), Scotland—indicating a coherence between public awareness and on-the-ground restoration practices. While approaches like replanting mixed tree species, improving recreational access, and retaining deadwood are relatively well recognised, many other strategies—including reintroducing native animal species or altering forest management—are less familiar to the public. A high proportion of “don’t know” responses highlights this knowledge gap, particularly among younger and less formally educated groups.
Perceptions of the impacts of forest restoration vary across countries and regions. Restoration is generally viewed as beneficial for aesthetics, recreation, biodiversity, and habitat provision. However, the public is more uncertain about restoration’s effects on provisioning services. Respondents from Eastern European countries report the most positive perceptions of restoration impacts, while regional-level findings indicate stronger support in Scotland, and parts of Central and Southern Europe compared to others.
Willingness to support forest restoration is generally high, with support levels ranging from 52% to 84%across the surveyed countries. Notably, stronger support is observed in several Eastern and Southern European countries, while more neutral responses are common in the Scandinavian region. University-educated individuals and those aged 27–37 show the highest levels of support. Neutral responses are more common among younger and older age groups, while overall opposition remains low across all demographics.
Support preferences reflect a clear public leaning towards institutional mechanisms. The most endorsed actions include using taxpayer funding and advocating for restoration-supportive policies. In contrast, volunteering or donating personal funds receives relatively low support. These patterns are consistent across countries and demographic groups, reinforcing the public’s preference for policy-led, publicly funded approaches to restoration.
Findings from this study point to important implications for forest restoration design and communication. Forest restoration strategies should emphasise visible, socially valued benefits—such as biodiversity, recreation, and aesthetics—over provisioning functions. However, less positively perceived impacts on the latter must be taken seriously and addressed by appropriate communication efforts. Public support is strongest for policy-led and publicly funded initiatives; therefore, less reliance should be placed on personal donations or volunteering. Regional and demographic differences in perception should be considered when designing locally adapted and socially inclusive restoration efforts. 
The WP5 toolkit offers practical tools for monitoring, engagement, and informed decision-making to support long-term restoration governance. This outcome is especially relevant for restoration stakeholders including national and regional policymakers, environmental agencies and public authorities, forest managers and landowners, NGOs and community organisations, and researchers and project planners involved in restoration design and evaluation.
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[bookmark: _Toc199616851]Background
The SUPERB (Systemic solutions for upscaling of urgent ecosystem restoration for forest-related biodiversity and ecosystem services) project aims to support large-scale forest restoration across Europe through integrated socio-ecological approaches. As part of this effort, twelve demonstration regions were established in different countries to test and showcase restoration strategies under diverse conditions. Four of them have been selected as upscaling regions—Västerbotten County (Sweden), Queen Elizabeth Forest Park (Scotland), Castilla y León (Spain), and the Serbia-Croatia border region.
Work Package 5 (WP5), and specifically Task 5.3, focused on understanding societal engagement in forest restoration. Within this context, the four upscaling demo regions —plus North Rhine-Westphalia (Germany), representing Central Europe,  served as focal areas for intensive data collection through interviews and regional surveys. In addition, national-level surveys were conducted across twelve SUPERB countries: Sweden, Scotland, Denmark, the Netherlands, Germany, France, Italy, Spain, Czech Republic, Croatia, Serbia, and Romania. This dual-scale approach enabled both in-depth regional analysis and broader cross-country comparisons to inform socially supported forest restoration across Europe.



[bookmark: _Toc199616852]Deliverable outline
This report is structured in two main parts, Part A and Part B. 
Part A – Societal Perceptions of forest restoration in Europe (Task 5.3):
This part reports briefly on societal perceptions of forests and forest restoration across twelve European countries as investigated within task T5.3. Drawing on qualitative interviews and on large-scale survey data, it examines how people perceive forest benefits, how they respond to different restoration scenarios, and their willingness to support restoration efforts. This part sets the context for understanding the broader societal demand for restoration.
Part A consists of the following sections: 
· Aims of Task 5.3.
· Methods used to explore public perceptions of forests, forest restoration, and associated benefits (methodological details are provided in the annexes of Part B).
· Main findings on societal perceptions of forests and restoration from across the twelve study countries (details again in the annexes of Part B).
Part B – Toolkit Compendium (covering the Gateway products of Tasks 5.1, 5.2, 5.3):
This part brings together outcomes from Tasks 5.1, 5.2, and 5.3 within Work Package 5 (WP5) and presents a practical toolkit, developed to support future monitoring and planning of socially supported forest restoration. The toolkit is designed for immediate application and contributes directly to the outputs of Work Package 8, Task 2 (T8.2). By combining the results of stakeholder interviews, public surveys, and policy analyses, this report equips users with ready-to-use materials for assessing governance and gauging public acceptance of forest restoration across different European contexts
Part B consist of the following sections respectively the corresponding Gateway products (organised as annexes to D5.3 that represent so-called Gateway products which will be included in the final Forest Restoration Gateway of SUPERB):
· Directly usable results from across Europe, including public perception data, policy analyses, and governance assessments.
· Exemplary case study findings from selected regions that are transferable to other European contexts.
· Methods and tools to support independent investigations, including survey instruments, conflict management, guidance on conducting in-depth studies, and policy analysis frameworks.



[bookmark: _Toc199616853]Part A: Report on T5.3 investigations
[bookmark: _Toc179374108][bookmark: _Toc199616854]Aim of task 5.3
Task aligns with the broader objectives of the SUPERB project by supporting evidence-based decision-making on forest restoration. It aims to deepen understanding of how society at large perceives forest restoration across Europe. Its core objective is to capture public expectations, perceptions of forest benefits and restoration strategies, expected impacts from and levels of support of restoration as well as the socio-demographic and contextual factors that shape these views—filling a critical gap in existing knowledge, which often focuses more on expert or institutional perspectives. The findings are intended to inform the design of restoration strategies that align with societal expectations and are supported across diverse European settings. By doing so, the task directly contributes to one of SUPERB’s specific objectives: to improve societal support for forest restoration and its benefits.
Part A of this deliverable maps demand for ecosystem services and restoration efforts at both local (demo) and European scales. Comparing the views of the general public with those of landowners, managers, and other stakeholders helps reveal areas of alignment and divergence. These insights can inform the development of restoration strategies that are better understood, more widely accepted, and ultimately more sustainable.


[bookmark: _Toc199534110][bookmark: _Toc199616855]Study design and methods 
[bookmark: _Toc199616856]Study Design
The study design of Task 5.3 focused on capturing public perceptions of forest restoration and aimed thereby to identify how different dimensions—such as forest use, perceived benefits, restoration strategies, and socio-demographic factors—influence attitudes toward forest restoration and public support for it.
A conceptual framework was developed to examine these interlinked factors and how they shape people’s views and behaviours regarding restoration (see Figure 1). This framework guided all the empirical investigations and in particular the formulation of survey instruments and the selection of relevant indicators for cross-country comparison.
To investigate the conceptual model (Figure 1) with its components and interactions empirically, we chose a mixed-method approach, including literature review, qualitative interviews and large-scale quantitative surveys:
1. To enable operationalisations of the components and interactions of the conceptual model for the later surveys, we conducted a comprehensive literature review, including peer-reviewed and grey literature.
2. Qualitative expert interviews with responsible staff of all 12 SUPERB aimed at superficially exploring the public view on forest restoration and to gain information for the sampling of respondents within the next phase of the in-depth key-informant interviews.
3. The qualitative in-depth key-informant interviews (Annex SP104) contextualised the literature findings and provided deeper insights into people’s perspectives on forests, forest benefits, and forest restoration. These qualitative insights, combined with the knowledge from published literature, informed the design of survey questionnaires (Annex SP105b).
4. The surveys covered the components, including perceptions of behavioural aspects, forest benefits, attitudes towards forest restoration, expected impacts of restoration, and socio-demographic attributes (Figure 1).
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Figure 1: Conceptual model of the relationship between perceived forest ecosystem benefits and support for forest restoration. The bold green lines indicate the key areas of analysis in this report.


[bookmark: _Toc199616857]Literature review
Forest restoration: A Review of perspectives and practices
A growing body of literature defines forest restoration in diverse ways, underscoring the absence of a universal consensus. This variation largely reflects the differing aims, ecological contexts, and socio-political priorities associated with restoration across regions.
Ecological and functional perspectives
Some scholars define forest restoration primarily from an ecological or functional standpoint. Stanturf et al. (2014) frame forest restoration within four overarching strategies—rehabilitation, reconstruction, reclamation, and replacement—each responding to varying degrees of degradation and ecosystem disruption. Their approach is rooted in restoring ecological processes and enhancing ecosystem sustainability. Similarly, Ciccarese et al. (2012) view forest restoration as a tool to re-establish the presumed structure, productivity, and species diversity of the original forest, while recognising that fully restoring historical conditions may not always be practical. Instead, they advocate for improving ecosystem functions and services under contemporary conditions, particularly to mitigate climate change, protect biodiversity, and support biomass production.
Socio-ecological and policy-oriented perspectives
In contrast, other authors highlight the need to integrate both human and ecological dimensions. Mansourian et al. (2017), writing from the standpoint of Forest Landscape Restoration (FLR), stress that restoration must be intentional, multifunctional, and inclusive. FLR, therefore, promotes restoration that enhances both ecological integrity and human well-being. Halme et al. (2013) further argue that restoration should be rooted in a solid ecological understanding of the target ecosystem. 
Reconciling the different perspectives
Taken together, these views demonstrate that forest restoration is not a single, fixed process. It can range from restoring natural fire regimes and planting native species to managing multifunctional landscapes through agroforestry or community-based initiatives. While ecological goals such as enhancing biodiversity and ecosystem function remain central, restoration increasingly involves social engagement, governance reform, and livelihood integration.
In this report, we define forest restoration as referring to actions to renew and improve damaged forests’ health, structure, and functioning. It involves various activities such as planting trees, managing vegetation, controlling invasive species, or restoring natural processes to conserve and strengthen forest ecosystems. As such, people can participate in forest restoration in multiple ways—either by supporting relevant policies or by engaging directly in restoration activities. 
[bookmark: _Toc199616858]Study areas 
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Description automatically generated]SUPERB Task 5.3 conducted studies in four upscaling regions: Västerbotten County (Sweden), Queen Elizabeth Forest Park (Scotland), Castilla y León (Spain), and the border region between Serbia and Croatia. In addition, North Rhine-Westphalia (NRW) in Germany was included to incorporate perspectives from Central Europe.Figure 2 shows a map of Europe highlighting the SUPERB countries

Large-scale national studies were also undertaken in twelve SUPERB study countries: Sweden, Scotland, Denmark, the Netherlands, Germany, France, Italy, Spain, Czech Republic, Croatia, Serbia, and Romania (see Figure 2). These countries were selected to represent the geographical diversity of Europe.
Studies in the upscaling regions focused on municipalities where SUPERB forest restoration sites are located, as well as surrounding areas. The national-level studies were designed to be representative, providing insights into public perceptions of forest restoration across the continent.


[bookmark: _Toc199534114][bookmark: _Toc199534116][bookmark: _Toc199616859]Data collection methods
This section briefly outlines the data collection methods applied. Further methodological details are available in the Gateway products (Annexes SP104–105) in Part B of this report.

Qualitative approaches: Interviews
Expert interviews
Expert interviews were conducted across all 12 study countries to establish a foundational understanding of national forest contexts, including restoration policies, regulatory frameworks, governance systems, and pressing environmental or socio-political challenges (O’Brien et al., 2025).
Initial discussions were held with regional leads or staff associated with the 12 demonstration areas. These experts were actively involved in forest restoration initiatives or worked within related institutions. The interviews, conducted in collaboration with Task 5.2, were exploratory and semi-structured, allowing for the emergence of region-specific themes while maintaining a degree of consistency across contexts (Kazungu & Hunziker, 2025; O'BRIEN et al., 2025). This flexible approach enabled researchers to accommodate diverse institutional settings and governance arrangements while fostering a richer understanding of stakeholder dynamics and restoration priorities.
Crucially, the insights derived from these expert interviews were used to shape the thematic structure and content of the subsequent key informant interviews conducted in selected regions. They also informed the sampling strategy for identifying knowledgeable and contextually relevant informants who could provide deeper insights into public perceptions and forest use.

In-depth key informant interviews
Twenty in-depth interviews were conducted with selected stakeholders across five demonstration regions to better understand local expectations and acceptance of forest restoration (Kazungu & Hunziker, 2025). The selected regions—Sweden, Scotland, Spain, Serbia/Croatia, and Germany—were part of the SUPERB project's upscaling phase, with Germany included to capture perspectives from Central Europe.
Key informants were identified through a purposive and iterative sampling approach developed in collaboration with demonstration leads. Between three and five individuals were selected per region, prioritising those with substantial knowledge of forest use, restoration efforts, and local environmental governance. The informants included representatives from local authorities, forestry departments, NGOs, and community-based initiatives involved in forest-related decision-making.
The interviews followed a semi-structured format, allowing for flexibility while focusing on key themes identified in earlier expert interviews. This approach facilitated a deeper exploration of public attitudes, socio-cultural values, and perceived barriers or enablers to forest restoration at the regional level. Insights from these interviews directly informed the design and contextualisation of the subsequent public survey questionnaires and contributed to a more nuanced understanding of region-specific dynamics influencing restoration efforts.


Quantitative approaches: Surveys
Regional household surveys
Following the key informant interviews, survey questionnaires were developed based on qualitative findings, consultations with demo leads, and contributions from Task 5.2. Particular attention was paid to aligning the survey with local contexts while drawing from international literature on public attitudes and preference formation. A combination of peer-reviewed and grey literature was used to ensure a comprehensive and context-sensitive instrument.
Household surveys were administered between March and May 2024 in the following regions:
· Västerbotten County, Sweden
· Queen Elizabeth Forest Park, Scotland
· Castilla y León Region, Spain
· Serbia/Croatia border area
· North Rhine-Westphalia (NRW), Germany
A total of 422 responses were collected (n = 422) (see SP105a for methods).

European online panel surveys
To achieve broader coverage, online panel surveys were implemented across all twelve SUPERB countries, as well as in selected subnational regions such as Milan, NRW, and eastern Netherlands, between September and October 2024. These surveys targeted nationally representative quota samples of the general public, ensuring cross-country comparability. In each country, over 1,000 respondents participated, resulting in a total of 12,343 completed surveys (n = 12,343). Additional panel surveys were conducted in: Milan, Italy (n = 167), NRW, Germany (n = 415) and Eastern Netherlands (n = 112). Findings were analysed at both national and regional levels and compared with results from the regional household and forest-professionals surveys to provide a comprehensive understanding of public and expert perspectives on forest restoration. The data support cross-country comparisons within the SUPERB project and contribute to advancing methods for monitoring the social, ecological, and economic dimensions of restoration across diverse European contexts.

Survey of forest professionals
Between December 2024 and March 2025, a targeted survey was conducted among individuals working in or closely affiliated with forest-related sectors. Respondents included professionals from forestry agencies, environmental and nature conservation organisations, and researchers from academic and research institutions. A total of 86 responses were collected (n = 86). This survey aimed to capture expert views on forest restoration, including perceived benefits, restoration priorities, and preferred approaches to public engagement. These insights complement those from the public surveys, offering a sector-specific perspective informed by professional experience and policy involvement.

Data processing
Data processing was carried out using multiple software tools, primarily R and SPSS, which were essential for data cleaning, validation, and analysis.
The first step in the processing workflow involved screening for implausible or invalid responses. These typically included surveys that were only partially completed or left entirely blank. Such incomplete responses usually arise due to non-response or when a participant chooses to opt out of the survey part-way through. These invalid entries were excluded from the dataset prior to any analysis, as this step is critical to ensure data quality and integrity.
Following this, the dataset was analysed using both descriptive and quantitative approaches. Descriptive analysis was used to explore general patterns and trends, helping to build a foundational understanding of public perspectives on forests and restoration. This approach provides rich insights into attitudes and values, supporting a nuanced interpretation of the survey data.
Quantitative analysis, including regression and multivariate techniques, was used to examine the factors influencing public support for forest restoration. While this report focuses primarily on descriptive results—presented in detail in the annexes—the results from the multivariate models will be published separately in peer-reviewed journals. These modelling results will complement the descriptive findings and contribute to a deeper understanding of what shapes restoration support across different contexts.


[bookmark: _Toc199616860]Results overview 
(Details are provided in the WP5 Toolkit, respectively the Gateway products, organised as annexes of D5.3 – see Part B)
The results for Task 5.3 are presented in the form of annexes, which form part of the WP5 Toolkit and Gateway outputs. Country-specific findings are available for each of the twelve study countries: Sweden, Scotland, Denmark, the Netherlands, Germany, France, Italy, Spain, Czech Republic, Croatia, Serbia, and Romania. Each annex includes results on public perceptions, key insights, and policy recommendations tailored to the respective national context. 
In addition to these national-level analyses, a comparative assessment across all twelve countries, regional samples, and professional respondents has been conducted. This provides a broader understanding of shared patterns, notable differences, and emerging trends in public support for forest restoration across Europe (see SP101m). 
This subsection briefly reports the general outcomes from the national, regional, and forest-professionals surveys on perceptions of forest benefits, familiarity with restoration strategies, perceived impacts of restoration, willingness to support restoration, and preferred modes of engagement across Europe. While detailed results are provided in the annexes, this summary highlights shared patterns and notable contrasts across countries—particularly for readers with an interest in European forest policy and practice.

Common perceptions across Europe:
Forests are broadly valued for their emotional, aesthetic, and ecological benefits, with particular emphasis placed on their role in providing habitats and protecting against natural hazards. These values are consistently recognised across national, regional, and professional respondents. In contrast, provisioning benefits—such as medicinal herbs, berries, and non-edible materials—tend to receive lower levels of recognition, particularly in Western and Northern Europe.

Familiarity with restoration strategies:
Public awareness of forest restoration strategies is higher than previously assumed. Commonly recognised measures include the retention of deadwood, replanting of mixed tree species, reforesting fallow areas, and improving recreational access. Responses at the regional level are more differentiated, with some participants identifying gaps in local implementation—suggesting a more nuanced awareness shaped by proximity to, and experience of, restoration activities.

Perceived impacts of restoration:
Perceptions of the impacts of forest restoration on forest benefits vary across countries, with both positive and cautious views reported. The most favourable perceptions are found in Eastern Europe—particularly in Romania, Serbia, and Croatia—where respondents report strong improvements in aesthetics, habitat quality, and recreational value. Regionally, Scottish and Spanish respondents show greater confidence in restoration outcomes, while participants from Sweden and Serbia/Croatia are more cautious, particularly concerning cultural and social benefits.

Willingness to support restoration:
There is broad public willingness to support forest restoration across Europe, with particularly strong support in Southern and Eastern countries such as Serbia, Romania, and Spain. Neutral attitudes are more common in Northern and Central countries, including the Netherlands, Denmark, and Sweden, although outright opposition remains low. National-level respondents report the strongest willingness to support, followed by professionals. Regional respondents express more cautious support—potentially reflecting more direct experience with local implementation and outcomes.

Preferred support mechanisms:

Across countries, respondents tend to favour institutional and collective support mechanisms—such as supporting policy advocacy and endorsing the use of taxpayers’ money—over more direct, individual contributions. Engagement through volunteering, donations, or awareness campaigns varies more between countries, indicating that while there is strong underlying public commitment, support is often strongest when framed as a shared societal responsibility.



[bookmark: _Toc199616861]Part B: Toolkit of WP5, including overview of Gateway products as annexes
The toolkit presents the Gateway products developed under Work Package 5. These include directly usable outputs from all twelve study countries across Europe—covering databases, policy coherence analyses, stakeholder perception and conflict management tools, as well as findings on public perceptions. In addition, it features exemplary, transferable case study results from selected regions, highlighting context-specific insights into forest governance and restoration challenges. The toolkit also includes methodological guidance for conducting similar studies, covering both qualitative and quantitative approaches.
An overview of these components is provided in Table 1, while the general content of the nine cells of the table is described in Chapters 5.1–5.3. The Gateway product SP1 serves as a guide to help users identify which of the nine cells and associated products best suit their needs. All Gateway products are organised as annexes to Deliverable D5.3 and are intended to serve as standalone resources within the Forest Restoration Gateway.
The decision support tool SP1, included as the main annex, enables users to navigate the most relevant findings and methods according to their specific needs. It functions as a comprehensive resource for decision-makers and restoration practitioners—offering orientation on whether to consult key results, explore examples, or apply particular methodological approaches. Complementary annexes provide country-level insights, exemplary findings, and methodological details, all of which are cross-referenced within the tool for ease of use.


Table 1. Toolkit outline for monitoring social, governance, and policy aspects of forest restoration 
(the SP-numbers refer to the numbers of the annexes of the deliverable D5.3 that represent respective Gateway-products)
	Chapters
	Policy analysis
	Stakeholder  perceptions,  governance challenges and solutions
	Societal perceptions and preferences

	SP1: Overview enabling the user to select the adequate products from those within the nine cells of this table.

	5.1 Directly usable Results
	SP98: Forest restoration policy and legal database.
SP99 a–l: Country reports on policy coherence (link to restoration narratives WP3).
SP97: EU forest restoration policy coherence (including expert matrix) 
SP100 a–e: Policy maps (geographical); 5 indicators.
	SP86&87: Paradigms in stakeholder understandings of forest restoration.
SP85&87: Forest restoration conflict types (value and interest-based) and potential solutions.
	SP101a–l: Public perception towards forests, forest restoration and support for forest restoration across in 12 study countries.
SP101m: Comparison of outcome across all study countries and upscaling regions. 



	5.2 Exemplary, transferable results (Case studies)
	SP99 a–l: Country reports on policy coherence. 
SP100: Policy maps (geographical); 5 indicators.
(Possibly also SP98 if policy database will be included as standalone GW product)
	SP 106, 107&108: Case study-based forest restoration governance challenges and conflicts and potential solutions. 

	SP102 a–c: Public perception towards forests, forest restoration and support for forest restoration across in region in Italy (Milan), Germany (NRW), and the Netherlands (East). 
SP109: Exploratory results from Upscaling regions plus Germany (Publication).  
SP110: Model results for factors affecting restoration (Planned publication).

	5.3 Methods to run own surveys
	SP97: Framework for cross-sectoral and multi-level policy coherence analysis.
SP98: Policy identification and restoration policy database
SP100 a-e: Policy maps (geographical); 5 indicators
	SP104: Guidelines on conducting in-depth studies (joint product with 5.2 & 5.3) (in prep)
SP84: Guidance on conducting a conflict management workshop.

	SP104: Guidelines on conducting in-depth studies (joint product with 5.2 & 5.3) (forthcoming)
SP105 a&b: Quantitative household surveys. Description of methods for investigating public opinions and perceptions; stated and intended behaviour).  Survey instruments for 12 countries 


[bookmark: _Toc176880637][bookmark: _Toc199616862]Directly usable results/data from across Europe 
This subsection presents key findings from the twelve SUPERB partner countries across Europe, focusing on societal perceptions of forest restoration, its perceived benefits, relevant policy frameworks, and stakeholder perspectives. These results are essential for policymakers, practitioners, and stakeholders when designing and implementing forest restoration initiatives.
The outputs are categorised into three thematic areas:
[bookmark: _Toc199616863]Policy analysis
This includes an assessment of forest restoration policies, legal frameworks, and actor networks across Europe. Findings are presented in the form of a restoration policy and legal database (SP98), country-specific policy coherence reports (SP99a–l), EU forest restoration policy coherence (including expert matrix) (SP97), and geographical policy maps covering regulatory provisions included in the national Forest Acts of all EU-MS 27 on five key forest restoration indicators and practices (SP100 a–e).
[bookmark: _Toc199616864]Stakeholder perceptions, governance challenges and solutions
This explores stakeholder perceptions of forest restoration, forest restoration conflict types, and potential solutions and management strategies for conflicts and other governance challenges. Findings are presented in the form of an overview of stakeholder perceptions of forest restoration (SP84, 87), typical forest restoration conflicts and potential solutions (SP85, 87), case study examples of forest restoration governance challenges and conflicts (SP106, 107, 108), and guidance on conflict management (SP84).
[bookmark: _Toc199616865]Societal perceptions and public support for forest restoration
This result offers insights into public perspectives on forests and restoration across the twelve SUPERB partner countries in Europe. It includes a decision-support tool (SP1), public perception reports for each country (SP101a–l), and comparative analyses across countries, as well as among national, regional, and professional respondents (SP101m).
Together, these directly usable outputs offer comprehensive coverage of public and professional perspectives, governance challenges and solutions, and policy coherence, forming a robust foundation for restoration planning, monitoring, and stakeholder engagement across Europe. They are provided as annexes in the SUPERB toolkit for use in the Gateway.


[bookmark: _Toc176880638][bookmark: _Toc199616866]Exemplary results from case studies in WP5 transferable to other areas in Europe
This subsection presents illustrative case study results that showcase how WP5 tools and findings can be applied in different contexts. Unlike the broader outputs in Section 3.1, these case-specific insights highlight the toolkit’s adaptability at regional and national scales.
[bookmark: _Toc199616867]Policy analysis
Case study examples of policy coherence and governance challenges are presented in SP99a–l and in SP100: Policy maps (geographical); 5 indicators.
[bookmark: _Toc199616868]Stakeholder engagement and governance 
Case-specific insights into forest restoration conflicts, governance challenges in Sweden, the Netherlands, and Germany are included as SP106, SP107, and SP108.
[bookmark: _Toc199616869]Public perceptions 
Case-specific studies on public attitude on forests, and support for forest restoration for Netherlands (East), Germany (NRW), and Italy (Milan) are included as SP102 a–c: In addition, exploratory results from Upscaling regions plus Germany and model results (published/under review) are presented as summaries of the publication as SP109 and SP110. 


[bookmark: _Toc176880639][bookmark: _Toc199616870]Methods to run own investigations
This subsection provides practical guidance for stakeholders, researchers, and policymakers wishing to replicate or adapt the methods used in WP5. It outlines the tools and procedures for collecting and analysing data on forest restoration from social, policy, and governance perspectives.
The methods are organised into the following categories:
[bookmark: _Toc199616871]Policy analysis 
Guidance on assessing cross-sectoral and multi-level policy coherence, including use of SP97 and SP98 for policy mapping and actor analysis.
[bookmark: _Toc199616872]Stakeholder perceptions, governance challenges and solutions
Includes SP84 and SP104, which offer conflict management workshop guidelines, and guidance and conducting in-depth studies protocols.
[bookmark: _Toc199616873]Societal perception studies 
Describes instruments used for in-depth interviews (SP104) and household surveys (SP105a–b), including sampling strategies, questionnaire design, and behavioural assessment techniques.
Lastly, the annexes also include a methods decision-support tool (SP1) to help users select appropriate techniques based on their research needs. These methodological resources provide a foundation for future investigations, supporting public engagement, governance analysis, and the integration of social dimensions into restoration planning.
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