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or the project partners’ regions. Neither the Alpine Space Programme and its bodies nor any person acting on their 
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ilable on the project’s official website, within the resources section

–

ecosystem services (ES) and environmental and social benefits such as CO₂ absorption, air pollution 
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• biodiversity, natural risk reduction, CO₂ absorption) concretely working on 
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Stakeholders’ active involvement in these labs is essential for co



see Table 1) of the project’s 



—
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being and stakeholders’ expectations. This involves 

defined as ((Measured Value − Estimated Value) / Measured Value) …



The graphical representation of the general frameworks’ main steps for performing a biophysical assessment of FESs in a 

•
•

•



• Local Scale (also called ‘small scale’): This scale corresponds to the action framework of 

• territorial Scale (also called ‘large scale’): This corresponds to the action framework of policy 

action plan. The data at this level give the “big picture” but cannot be used at land parcel level or 

produced. For more details, please refer to “Deliverable D.1.2.1: Report on biophysical foundations and 
” (

https://www.alpine-space.eu/project/forest-ecovalue/
https://www.alpine-space.eu/project/forest-ecovalue/
https://www.alpine-space.eu/project/forest-ecovalue/


project’s partners and stakeholders’ feedback 
on the process used in the projects’ five living labs.
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•
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provision. Such analysis leads to a better understanding of forest owners’ motivations and streamlines this 



Ecosystem Relevance (“yes” to the first question in Figure 3): 

Geographic Relevance (“no” to the first question in Figure 3): 

https://www.alpine-space.eu/wp-content/uploads/2025/11/D1.3.2-Tools.zip
https://www.alpine-space.eu/wp-content/uploads/2025/11/D.1.3.1-Working-group-ECO-Report_FINAL.pdf




forest owners’ preferences for different forest compositions and a model (D.1.3.2_Multi



Details on methodology and a user guide are provided in “ ” and in 
“ ”, 

”.

https://www.alpine-space.eu/wp-content/uploads/2025/11/D.1.3.1-Working-group-ECO-Report_FINAL.pdf
https://www.alpine-space.eu/wp-content/uploads/2025/11/D.1.3.2-Methodological-guidelines-and-tools-to-assess-FES-and-develop-market-in-Alpine-communities.pdf


adaptable to various regions, making it an essential part of the Forest EcoValue project’s efforts to promote 
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Table 3 provides a summary of the template’s content. It is important to be as precise as possible and to 

–
ecosystem’s filtration capacity) could lead to ecological 





conditions. This analysis should be compared with an “ideal market” 



—

EcoValue’s website. Based on these examp
structure one’s own model, which can then be adapted and customized according to the specific 

–



–





beyond the project’s core promoting group 

https://simplystakeholders.com/key-stakeholder-identification/


–
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• The replacement of “Customers” with “Key Beneficiaries”, reflecting the broader range of 

•
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http://profit.it/


However, this chapter describes how to use this Practitioner’s Tool

https://d.docs.live.net/3b3771f1b0588e46/Documenti/FLA%20Forest%20Eco%20Value/WP2_A2.3/Output%202.2/FEV_O2.2_template_25-05-20_DRAFT_V2.docx#_Toc200965627
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•
• Top Contributors: It identifies which of the territory’s strengths are driving the success of the top

•



good, club… (see D 

rival: one person’s use does not reduce availability for others.





property rights’ value 






