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Preamble

e Researchers have their own networks,
communication systems, languages, priorities,
tools,...

e Policy makers have their own networks,
communication systems, languages, priorities,
time scales,...

e Stakeholders have their own networks,
communication systems, languages, priorities,
preferences,...

e Research in support to policy/decision making
should - at least attempt to — bridge the gaps
between the different communities

e This is the case of planning for Climate Change
Adaptation




Objectives

e TOo explore approaches for bridging the
gap between conceptual models adopted
by policy makers and models developed

by the research community

e TO present the ongoing activities of the
BrahmaTWinn Project in the field of
participatory modelling

e TO propose an operational approach for
integrating multiple sources of knowledge
within common interfaces and simple
system dynamics modelling routines for
scenario analysis
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Future research plans

e Experimental design for participatory modelling
of CC vulnerability and adaptation strategies:

1. Single expert curves supported by literature
references and data bases (deterministic)

2. Multiple experts curves for uncertainty analysis
(stochastic)

3. Partial/complete substitution of empirical curves
with model outputs

e Dynamic Multi-Criteria Analysis of alternative
strategies
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Decision Support 2/2
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Dpsir framework: selection of
criteria (sub-domains)
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Analysis matrix
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Normalization
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Ranking of strategies
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Sensitivity analysis
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Sustainability analysis
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Diversity of preferences
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Lessons learned

e The combination of qualitative models developed
by stakeholders and more complex simulation
models within the same conceptual and decision
framework may contribute to the uptake of research
products by the competent administrations and thus
to the quality of decision/policy making
process;

e Models and DSS tools should be seen as the ICT
component of a structured, modular and flexible
approach for supporting decision processes, with a
fundamental role played by a trained task force
including facilitators of PP;

e Training and capacity building activities carefully
embedded in the local institutional and social
contexts are needed for effective implementations
given the system complexity, the number of tools,...;



