SUPPLEMENTARY MATERIAL

Supplementary material 1. Listing of variables used in the methodology
	Variable Title 
	Type of variable
	Value range or Number of options
	Definition 
	Source 

	Axis
	qualitative
	There are 5 axis: 
- Axis 1: Protected, restored and resilient ecosystems
 - Axis 2: Sustainable and equitable use of natural resources and ecosystem services 
- Axis 3: A society that is aware, trained and mobilised
 - Axis 4: Cross-functional, knowledge-based and results-oriented management 
- Axis 5: Financing at the support of biodiversity policies
	The structuring axes of the 3rd National Biodiversity Strategy (SNB3) respond to the aims of public action, which focus on the pressures that affect biodiversity and on the determinants at the root of these pressures, in order to bring about in-depth changes in society. 
	SNB3, 2022

	Objectives 
	qualitative
	There are 15 objectives: 
- Objective 1: Strengthen policies to protect and restore biodiversity 
- Objective 2: Ensure the protection and restoration of ecological continuity 
- Objective 3: Fight against all types of pollution, giving priority to reducing them at the source 
- Objective 4: Increase the resilience of territories and fight against soil artificialisation
- Objective 5: Promote biodiversity-friendly economic activity  
- Objective 6: Encourage the agro-ecological transition of agricultural production methods and food systems
 - Objective 7: Integrate biodiversity into business strategies 
- Objective 8: Mobilise citizens, communities and businesses
 - Objective 9: Educate and train on biodiversity 
- Objective 10 : Strengthen and enhance knowledge on biodiversity
 - Objective 11: Align public policies with national biodiversity objectives  
- Objective 12: Mobilise a governance system and a framework to guarantee the full implementation of the SNB over the long term 
- Objective 13: Guarantee the implementation of measures through monitoring-assessment and accountability system
- Objective 14: Improve the relevance and efficiency of existing budgetary and fiscal tools 
- Objective 15: Facilitate the financial contribution of private actors
	The objectives correspond to the main issues addressed by the SNB3. 
	SNB3, 2022

	Measures 
	qualitative
	There are 71 measures: see supplementary material 7
	The measures are the operational implementation of the SNB3 objectives.
	SNB3, 2022

	Levers
	qualitative
	There are 5 levers: 
- Incentives and capacity building
 - Coordination accross sectors ans juridictions 
- Pre-emtive action 
- Adaptative decision making 
- Environmental law and implementation
	Levers are Ipbes' key principles for transformative change.
	IPBES, 2019

	Leverage points 
	qualitative
	There are 8 leverage points: 
- Visions of a good life 
- Total material consumption and waste 
- Latent values of responsability 
- Inequalities 
- Justice and inclusion to conservation 
- Externalities and telecouplings 
- Technology, innovation and investment 
- Education and knowledge generation ans sharing 
	Leverage points are action points for transformative change.
	IPBES,2019

	Criteria
	qualitative
	There are 20 criterion: 
- Relevance (general)
 - Relevance (Societal)
 - Relevance (scientific)
 - Motivated
 - Effective 
- Global
 - Independent 
- Acceptable 
- Robust
 - Understandable 
- Persistent
 - Scientifically credible 
- Consensual (scientifically)
 - Realistic (resources)
 - Realistic (timetable)
 - Realistic (technic, knowledge)
 - Measurable (implementation)
 - Measurable (biodiversity)
 - Targeted 
	The analysis criteria are the key characteristics on which each measure will be assessed.
	FRB, 2023

	Proposed classes
	qualitative
	There are 29 classes: 
- Yes
 - High
 - Accepted
 - Well established
 - Strong and Well established
 - Very understable
 - Almost Yes
 - Accepted with minor modification
 - Risk of opposition
 - Almost understanble
 - Medium but Well established
 - No but not problematic
 - Intermediate
 - Moderately understable
 - Strong but speculative
 - Substantially modified
 - Medium but speculative
 - Almost no
 - No but problematic
 - Not very understable
 - Poorly documented
 - Low
 - Rejected by stakeholders
 - Weak
 - Not understable
 - Lack of constraint and/or ambition
 - No
 - Absent
 - Number of SDGs (qualitative and quantitative)
	The classes are used to fill in the analysis criteria. For each criterion, a limited number of classes are proposed to the reviewers, who must choose the class corresponding to their assessment of the measure in the light of their evaluation.
	FRB, 2023

	Scores
	quantitative
	There are 6 scores scales: 
- [0, 1, 2, 3, 4] for Relevance, Persistent, Resilient,Scientifically credible, Consensual (scientifically), Realistic, Measurable and Targeted 
- [0, 1, 3] for Motivated
 - [0,1,2] for Independant
 - [0, 1, 2, 3, 4] for Effective, Acceptable, and Understable 
- [0, 2] for Robust
 - [0 ; 17] ∈ N for Number of SDGs
	The scores are a quantitative translation of the classes assigned for each analysis criterion. 
	FRB, 2023




Supplementary material 2. Levers and leverage points identified by Ipbes, 2019. 
[image: ]
This figure is taken from the Global Assessment Report on Biodiversity and Ecosystem Services, Ipbes, 2019. 

Supplementary material 3. Presentation of the assessment criteria
	Name of the criterion
	Description of the criterion
	Elements evaluated ?
	Proposed classes

	Relevance (general)
	The measure addresses a major general issue identified by independent experts.  
	Level of relevance of the measure
	High   
Intermediate  
Low   
Absent

	Relevance (societal)
	The measure responds to a major societal challenge : mention of the measure's challenge in the SNB3 consultations, mention of the measure's challenge in the various targets of the CBD, the EU, the IUCN, the various national strategies, etc.  
	Level of relevance of the measure

	High   
Intermediate  
Low   
Absent

	Relevance (scientific)
	The measure responds to a major scientific challenge.  
	Level of relevance of the measure

	High   
Intermediate  
Low   
Absent

	Motivated
	The description of the measure allows for an understanding of how the activation of the measure is likely to induce transition dynamics and how the trajectories for solving the targeted problems would evolve. It clearly and precisely identifies the problems, their causes, and the policy options for leveraging measures to address them. This criterion defines whether the measure has a proven positive impact on biodiversity, whether it will lead to a real transition dynamic.  
	Level of motivation for the measure  
	Well established 
Poorly documented  
Absent  

	Effective
	The measure is likely to actually produce the expected results, to have a positive impact contributing to the resolution of the problem. The effectiveness criterion defines whether or not the measure is capable of producing the results expected in its definition.   
	Level of certainty of the measure's impact     
	Strong and well established   
Medium but well established   
Strong but speculative   
Medium but speculative   
Weak 

	Global
	The measure responds to one or more societal issues and sustainable development goals.  
	Number of SDGs affected by the measure  
	Number of SDGs  

	Independent
	The measure is not proposed by parties who would benefit from its implementation at the expense of another more ambitious, but more effective and relevant measure. This criterion includes two aspects/steps: intra-measure dependence (during the development of the measure) and inter-measure dependence (proposal by stakeholders of a measure that would be less ambitious than another measure concerning them present within the strategy).  
	The measure is not a watered down version of a more ambitious measure, it is independent . If the measure is not independent: is the lack of independence a problem or is it a result of an improvement in the feasibility of the measure?  
	Yes    
No but not problematic   
No and problematic  

	Acceptable
	The measure is accepted and acceptable, i.e. it is the result of an iterative process and is refined and revised on the basis of stakeholder input, new knowledge and emerging trends. We analyse the acceptability of the measure to the actors and stakeholders directly affected by it.  
	Degree/risk of acceptability of the measure  
	Accepted  
Accepted with minor modification  
Substantially modified   
Rejected by stakeholders 
Lack of constraint and/or ambition  

	Robust
	The measure is not likely to be opposed by lobbying from interest groups. This criterion looks at whether or not there are stakeholders who might oppose the measure once the strategy is published. This criterion concerns society as a whole, not just the actors directly concerned by the implementation of the measure.  
	The measure does not conflict with the particular interests of a group of stakeholders  
	Yes    
Risk of opposition   
Lack of constraint and/or ambition  

	Understandable
	Accessible to the target audience(s). For this criterion, there are two levels of understanding of the measure: understanding the issues and expected results, and understanding the mechanics of the measure. The mechanics of the measure do not need to be understandable by the whole of society, only by the actors directly concerned. 
	Degree of understanding of the measure by the actors involved. 
	Very understandable   
Almost understandable   
Moderately understandable   
Not very understandable   
Not understandable  

	Persistent
	The measure can be implemented before it is too late and has permanent effects after the investment resources needed to implement it have stopped.  
	Sufficient time of the effect during and after the implementation of the measure 
	Yes
Almost yes
Almost no
No

	Resilient
	The measure is adaptable and transformable (even reversible or revocable): can the measure be easily modified to evolve? The resilience of the measure concerns its possible impact on biodiversity, not its impact on other aspects of society (economy etc.).    
	Ease of adapting the measure to the changing context  
	Yes
Almost yes
Almost no
No

	Scientifically credible
	The content of the measure is supported by the available scientific knowledge, and in particular, the understanding of the problem and the mechanics of the lever, of its cause and effect relationships.   
	The content of the measure is supported by the scientific literature
This criterion was assessed by expert opinion.   
For some measures, a search of the Web of Science database was conducted. The number of publications from the search is reported. This number is displayed as an indication and does not by itself define whether or not the measure is scientifically credible. 
	Yes
Almost yes
Almost no
No


	Consensual (scientifically)
	The measure is a consensus in the scientific field.
	Presence of a consensus within the scientific field.  
	Yes
Almost yes
Almost no
No


	Realistic (resources)
	Each measure has clearly identified financial resources. 
	Definition of the financial means necessary for the implementation of the measure.  
	Yes
Almost yes
Almost no
No


	Realistic (timetable)
	Each measure has a clearly identified timetable outlining the major steps in implementing the measure to achieve the target objective.  
	Definition of a timetable specifying the stages of implementation of the measure  
	Yes
Almost yes
Almost no
No

	Realistic (technics, knowledge)
	Each measure has a corresponding knowledge and techniques available to be implemented in order to achieve the targeted objective.  
	Definition of the knowledge, expertise, techniques, regulatory adjustments for the implementation of the measure
	Yes
Almost yes
Almost no
No

	Measurable (implementation)
	Each measure has a corresponding result indicator that allows us to evaluate the degree to which the objective has been achieved
	Presence of one or more result indicators to measure the degree of achievement of the target objective  
	Yes
Almost yes
Almost no
No

	Measurable (biodiversity)
	Each measure has a corresponding outcome indicator, where relevant, to assess the state of the biodiversity concerned by the measure.  
	Presence of one or more indicators to assess the state of biodiversity  
	Yes
Almost yes
Almost no
No

	Targeted
	The measure identifies the actors who are expected to implement it and those who will be directly or indirectly, positively or negatively impacted.  
	Precise identification of the actors in charge of implementing the measure, of the stakeholders impacted
	Yes
Almost yes
Almost no
No




Supplementary material 4. Scores associated with the analysis classes
	Name of the criterion
	Proposed classes
	Scores

	Relevance (general)
	High   
Intermediate  
Low   
Absent
	3
2
1
0

	Relevance (societal)
	High   
Intermediate  
Low   
Absent
	3
2
1
0

	Relevance (scientific)
	High   
Intermediate  
Low   
Absent
	3
2
1
0

	Motivated
	Well established 
Poorly documented  
Absent  
	3
1
0

	Effective
	Strong and well established   
Medium but well established   
Strong but speculative   
Medium but speculative   
Weak 
	4
3
2
1
0

	Global
	Number of SDGs  
	Number of SDGs

	Independent
	Yes    
No but not problematic   
No and problematic  
	2
1
0

	Acceptable
	Accepted  
Accepted with minor modification  
Substantially modified   
Rejected by stakeholders 
Lack of constraint and/or ambition  
	4
3
2
1
0

	Robust
	Yes    
Risk of opposition   
Lack of constraint and/or ambition  
	2
2
0

	Understandable
	Very understandable   
Almost understandable   
Moderately understandable   
Not very understandable   
Not understandable  
	4
3
2
1
0

	Persistent
	Yes
Almost yes
Almost no
No
	3
2
1
0

	Resilient
	Yes
Almost yes
Almost no
No
	3
2
1
0

	Scientifically credible
	Yes
Almost yes
Almost no
No
	3
2
1
0

	Consensual (scientifically)
	Yes
Almost yes
Almost no
No
	3
2
1
0

	Realistic (resources)
	Yes
Almost yes
Almost no
No
	3
2
1
0

	Realistic (timetable)
	Yes
Almost yes
Almost no
No
	3
2
1
0

	Realistic (technics, knowledge)
	Yes
Almost yes
Almost no
No
	3
2
1
0

	Measurable (implementation)
	Yes
Almost yes
Almost no
No
	3
2
1
0

	Measurable (biodiversity)
	Yes
Almost yes
Almost no
No
	3
2
1
0

	Targeted
	Yes
Almost yes
Almost no
No
	3
2
1
0




Supplementary material 5. Example of individual assessment for five critera for the measure 7.1 Strengthen the biodiversity dimension of labels or standards in economic sectors
	Measure 7.1: Strengthen the biodiversity dimension of labels or standards in economic sectors

Description of the measure 

7.1 Encourage the creation or strengthening of the biodiversity dimension in existing labels or standards in different economic sectors: tourism, agriculture, forestry, food, construction, through:
- identifying existing labels/standards and assessing them with regard to biodiversity (2023):
- the development of biodiversity criteria (2023-2024)
- promotion of these criteria to develop existing labels/standards (2024)
Strengthening the biodiversity dimension in the specifications of labels/standards/appellations particularly concerns:
- agricultural and food labels
- construction
- the cultural, sports (nature sports) and tourism sectors
 
In certain strategic sectors, the aim is to develop labels/standards dedicated to biodiversity (2023-2027):
Integrate biodiversity considerations into existing tourism labels (the green key; ecolabels, etc.).
Deployment of the "aéroBio" label created in 2021 dedicated to the good management of airport meadows
Finally, certain private certifications should be promoted, provided that biodiversity issues are taken into account. This could involve PEFC and FSC forestry certifications. 

7.2. Regulate environmental information on biodiversity and, in particular, regulate environmental claims in advertising (in conjunction with the Autorité de Régulation Professionnelle de la Publicité)



Relevance (general): Intermediate. 
The reinforcement of biodiversity in the specifications of labels and standards could be an effective lever, but these are voluntary, which reduces the effectiveness and impact of these tools.

Relevance (societal): High.
The challenge of the measure is important: labels must include biodiversity in order to be credible.

Relevance (scientific): Low. 
Other actions are identified in the scientific literature as literature as more effective. If labels are not made compulsory, the effect is made mandatory, the effect is marginal.

Motivated: Poorly documented.
Although the influence of labels and standards on the evolution of practices and behaviours, labels are voluntary, there is no guarantee that they will be used use by the different sectors mentioned. To have a real impact, they require specifications to really integrate biodiversity; here, we don’t know what is meant by "biodiversity criteria".
Moreover, the increasing complexity of the specifications does not encourage companies to use labels. The position of biodiversity in the hierarchy of constraints, in the same way as the low-carbon label, must be precised. On the other hand, the measure applies to a limited number of economic sectors. For example, the industrial production of manufactured products is not considered, even though they contribute to the degradation of ecosystems (exploitation of natural resources). The labeling should also apply to the automotive industry, in conjunction with the low carbon label. For this measure to be effective, it is better to aim for actions affecting more actors. Finally, the issue of monitoring is problematic, it cannot be limited to advertising.
This aspect is missing in the measure, and makes it inoperative.

Effective: Weak.
As indicated in the "motivated" criterion, strengthen the biodiversity in the specifications of the labels does not guarantee that the label will be adopted by stakeholders, and that the specifications is respected (lack of control). This measure could be considered as a first step which applies to certain sectors, to be deployed subsequently to all economic sectors. However, the wording "in certain strategic sectors (2023-2027)" restricts the ambition: what will these strategic sectors be? In addition, the focus on the "aerobio" label rather than on other initiatives is not justified, although this label is a step forward. Finally, the fact that the criteria are diluted in the middle of a set of other criteria reduces the effectiveness of the measure and may slow down the actors from taking to take up the measure.


Supplementary material 6. Extract from Promethee software, axis n°2
[bookmark: _GoBack][image: ]This screenshot presents the software used for our multicriteria analysis : Promethee software. This image shows the scores obtained for the measures of axis 2 - Sustainable and equitable use of natural resources and ecosystem services of the SNB3, for the reference scenario. On the x-axis are the evaluation criteria and their weighting (in this case, no weighting); on the y-axis, all the measures in the evaluated axis. The inside of the table shows the scores obtained for each measure, for all the criteria.

Supplementary material 7. Organisation and measures of the national strategy for biodiversity
	Axis 1 - Protected, restored and resilient ecosystems

	Objective 1 - Strengthen policies to protect and restore biodiversity
	1.1 - Continue the dynamic of extension of the protected areas network

	
	1.2 - Know and protect the marine environment

	
	1.3 - Develop a national strategy for soil protection and restoration

	
	1.4 - Accelerate the protection and restoration of ecosystems  

	
	1.5 - Strengthen the protection of endangered species, particularly in overseas territories

	
	1.6 - Better manage invasive alien species and enhance local species

	
	1.7 - Consolidate a system of adaptive management of species

	Objective 2 - Ensure the protection and restoration of ecological continuity
	2.1 - Develop and strengthen the integration of ecological frameworks in land use planning

	
	2.2 - Resolve the priority black spots identified at the regional level

	
	2.3 - Continue the restoration of aquatic continuity

	
	2.4 - Deployment of a marine and coastal network

	
	2.5 - Fighting against light pollution and setting up a black grid to protect nocturnal biodiversity

	Objective 3 - Fight against all types of pollution, giving priority to reducing them at the source
	3.1 - Strengthen the fight against pollution

	
	3.2 - Strengthen the regulatory assessment of chemical products with regard to their impact on biodiversity, particularly in agrosystems and the marine environment

	
	3.3 - Take into account the impacts on biodiversity when regulating the supply, sale, labeling and advertising of consumer products

	
	3.4 - Improve the effectiveness of police actions against pollution and environmental damage

	
	3.5 - Fight against water and aquatic environment pollution

	Objective 4 - Increase the resilience of territories and fight against soil artificialisation
	4.1 - Mobilize communities to strengthen the resilience of territories, in particular by encouraging the use of nature-based solutions

	
	4.2 - Generalize the creation of communal or inter-communal biodiversity atlases before drawing up urban planning documents

	
	4.3 - Better protect biodiversity by mobilizing the "Avoid-reduce-compensate" sequence on land and at sea

	
	4.4 - Access to nature and its resources

	
	4.5 - Protecting biodiversity on land belonging to the State or to a public establishment

	Axis 2 - Sustainable and equitable use of natural resources and ecosystem services

	Objective 5 - Promote biodiversity-friendly economic activity
	5.1 - Aligning EU trade with the need to preserve biodiversity at the global level

	
	5.2 - Supporting the transition of fishing and aquaculture towards practices compatible with the preservation of biodiversity, particularly multi-trophic aquaculture

	
	5.3 - Strengthen the consideration of biodiversity protection issues in energy production facility projects

	
	5.4 - Ensure the sustainable use of genetic resources and the equitable sharing of benefits arising from their use

	Objective 6 - Promote the agro-ecological transition of agricultural production methods and food systems
	6.1 - Strengthen the "biodiversity" dimension of agricultural, fishing and food labels and consolidate their economic models

	
	6.2 - Guarantee the contribution of the HVE standard to agro-ecology and the preservation of biodiversity

	
	6.3 - Deploy the intervention strategy of the national strategic plan of the Common Agricultural Policy 2023 related to biodiversity and to encourage experimentation of production systems favorable to biodiversity

	
	6.4 - Promote the diversification of seeds, crops and animal breeds and species in order to preserve biodiversity

	
	6.5 - Consolidate information systems on the biodiversity of agricultural environments

	
	6.6 - Strengthen the resilience of forest ecosystems, preserve biodiversity and the services provided by forests

	Objective 7 - Integrate biodiversity into business strategies 

	7.1 - Strengthen the biodiversity dimension of labels or standards in economic sectors

	
	7.2 - Integrate biodiversity into reporting and investment choices

	
	7.3 - Support companies in sustainable procurement and biodiversity-friendly practices

	
	7.4 - Encourage better consideration of biodiversity in ICPE projects    

	
	7.5 - Integrate biodiversity issues into the construction industry

	
	7.6 - Supporting innovation in biodiversity and nature-based solutions

	Axis 3 - A society that is aware, trained and mobilised

	Objective 8 - Mobilise citizens, communities and businesses

	8.1 - Recognize, value, encourage and report on individual and collective voluntary commitments

	
	8.2 - Better connect young people to nature

	
	8.3 - Encourage knowledge and experience of nature, particularly through participatory science

	
	8.4 - Take into account biodiversity in sports, cultural and tourist practices

	
	8.5 - Inform and raise awareness on the ability to act on a daily basis

	Objective 9 - Educate and train on biodiversity
	9.1 - Strengthen the training of students (school, college, high school) in the preservation of biodiversity, including the connection to nature

	
	9.2 - Integrate the protection of nature and the fight against climate change and adaptation to climate change in initial and continuing education

	
	9.3 - Promote biodiversity professions (ecological engineering, ecologist, lawyer, finance, protected area manager, farmers, etc.)    

	Axis 4 - Cross-functional, knowledge-based and results-oriented management

	Objective 10 - Strengthen and enhance knowledge on biodiversity
	10.1 - Consolidate the acquisition of knowledge (metropolitan and overseas) and support research on biodiversity

	
	10.2 - Support the ecological transition of economic activities through the development of knowledge on biodiversity

	
	10.3 - Promote knowledge of biodiversity to society as a whole

	
	10.4 - Develop research-action on workshop areas in an interdisciplinary and inclusive framework

	Objective 11 - Align public policies consistent with national biodiversity objectives
	11.1 - Strengthen the integration of biodiversity issues in territorial planning and development

	
	11.2 - Taking biodiversity into account in development aid

	
	11.3 - Taking biodiversity into account in climate policies

	
	11.4 - Integrate the "one health" approach in public policies and in the territories

	
	11.5 - Fight against all types of erosion of imported biodiversity, and in particular imported deforestation

	
	11.6 - Strengthen the consideration of biodiversity and in particular continuity in transport policies

	
	11.7 - Create regular events on biodiversity and other sectoral policies

	Objective 12 - Mobilise a governance system and a framework to guarantee the full implementation of the SNB over the long term
	12.1 - Establishment, by each ministerial pole, of strategies or roadmaps on biodiversity

	
	12.2 - Establish, jointly between the State and regional executives, with the support of their national association, a regular dialogue to ensure synergy between the SNB and the SRB (regional biodiversity strategies)

	Objective 13 - Guarantee the implementation of measures through a monitoring-assessment and accountability system

	13.1 - Adopt a set of indicators for the monitoring and evaluation of each level of the SNB

	
	13.2 - Clarify competences and responsibilities in the implementation of the SNB

	
	13.3 - Guarantee transparent access to monitoring and evaluation results for citizens and stakeholders   

	Axis 5 - Financing at the service of biodiversity policies

	Objective 14 - Improve the relevance and efficiency of existing budgetary and fiscal tools
	14.1 - Define the methods of financing public biodiversity policies and strengthen the implementation of the polluter-pays principle

	
	14.2 - Clarify and adapt the methods and responsibilities for implementing biodiversity funding

	
	14.3 - Develop and implement a reduction plan to move towards the elimination of biodiversity harmful public spending  

	
	14.4 - Mobilize the results of the Green Budget process and new wealth indicators in favor of biodiversity

	Objective 15 - Facilitate the financial contribution of private actors
	15.1 - Mobilize private funding for biodiversity-friendly activities

	
	15.2- Mobilize voluntary funding from businesses to support biodiversity-friendly projects

	
	15.3 - Promote the low carbon label

	
	15.4 - Progressively deploy ecological accounting

	
	15.5 - Optimize the articulation of financing implemented at the regional level



Supplementary material 8. Comparison between the SNB3 and the state levers identified by the Ipbes global assessment
Several state levers identified by the Ipbes global assessment (Ipbes, 2019) do not seem to be reflected in the SNB3 because the directions to be taken, the instruments to be mobilised, and the actions to be implemented are not explicitly mentioned. They are the following: 
· Instruments for the direct preservation of biodiversity, instruments for protection and instruments for restoration. 
· Ensure effective management of marine protected areas, which includes the biophysical, economic and social characteristics for the strengthening of these areas. 
· Establish a legal framework to promote and implement integrated management of coastal ecosystems, with emphasis on the implementation of action plans. 
· Design strategies for forest coverage of watersheds for watershed protection, such as replanting streams with native species to produce natural hydrographs and water quality. It also involves curbing land use changes in the watershed (deforestation, intensive farming). 
· Create, diversify and implement financing and fundraising mechanisms for ocean conservation. 
· Implement reforestation and ecological restoration projects of degraded forest habitats with appropriate species, giving priority to native species. 
· Implement an international normative framework for the restoration of freshwater ecosystems, including the adoption of integrated watershed, catchment and river basin management strategies and the development of legal instruments and policies for alien species control and wetland restoration. 
· Adopt new practices and alternatives to conventional agriculture and promote areas of natural or semi-natural habitats in and around production systems to ensure ecological modernization of agriculture. 
· Adopt agro-ecological practices to improve farming systems by applying outcome-based support schemes, providing better training and advice to farmers, locating agro-ecological practices in landscapes with higher biodiversity, integrating effects on non-agricultural habitats, and differentiating objectives between common and rare species.

· Instruments for indirectly preserving biodiversity, instruments for transforming economic activity trajectories into sustainable trajectories, and organizing sustainable and biodiversity-friendly cities.
· Regulate commodity supply chains to, for example, develop commodity moratorium policies coupled with effective external monitoring and address issues of competition and engagement. 
· Supporting short circuits while ensuring that agricultural production is coupled with ecological sustainability, health and social justice, production, consumption and waste management, urban planning (with innovative technological solutions for sustainable but more intensive food production - vertical gardens), alternative food distribution options (social supermarkets or food banks), dietary changes and innovative governance solutions. 
· Reduce food taxes and import duties, increase subsidies to enhance food market transparency and price stability, and establish food safety nets and public food market policies to stabilize price support for farmers. 
· Establish taxes on unsustainable foods to promote sustainable and healthy diets. 
· Reform fisheries subsidies by decoupling subsidies from fishing effort, redirecting subsidies to management and technological improvements, and conditioning these subsidies. 
· Ensure comprehensive strategic environmental assessment to integrate impacts on ecosystem services and health impacts. 
· Strengthen regulations on impact compensation to explicitly state the baseline against which no net loss is observed in order to improve ecological compensation. 
· Develop new and innovative private financing through the implementation of performance bonds and green bonds. 
· Implement water rationing measures through a variety of avenues: through the promotion of water rationing as an emergency measure, through the framework of a legal water right, through the development of water abstraction charges that reflect environmental costs and target industrial users, agriculture, hydropower producers, domestic users and energy production. 
· Adopt a rights-based approach to water management (water ownership, user rights, customary rights, pollution control rules, roles and responsibilities of competent authorities) and adopt surface water and groundwater management plans, including restricting groundwater abstraction. 
· Collect and monitor biodiversity data, including the impacts of economic activities on biodiversity. 
· Establish and fund community energy initiatives with the promotion of initiatives such as small-scale photovoltaics, hydroelectricity from rivers and runoff, blends of different renewable energy sources, off-grid, micro-grid and hybrid solutions applied with smart technologies. 
· Provide clean water supply and manage stormwater. 
· Controlling storms and floods.
· Encourage urban densification. 
· Organize urban and transportation planning to create mixed-use neighborhoods (housing, work, supply, recreation...) and diverse housing options that avoid the need for citizens to move around the city, to internalize external costs (congestion pricing if travel demand exceeds infrastructure capacity), to make public transportation more attractive, and to prohibit the expansion of road networks 
· Set caps and taxes on natural resources. 
· Initiate a transition to a circular economy. 
· Adopt legislation and standards to move towards green road taxation; ban single-use disposable products; create disincentives for travel, meat consumption; promote public investment in product service agreements or collaborative consumption networks; implement corporate life cycle responsibility. 
· Tax consumption, pesticides, roads, pollution and waste. 
· Reform the trade system and further develop the "geographical indications" tool by integrating requirements for biodiversity-friendly practices. 
· Reforming derivatives and futures markets, regulating and limiting excessive financial speculation by setting limits on the number of contracts per trader in each market and increasing market transparency. 
· Use the degrowth model to develop practices such as reducing consumption; limiting natural resource extraction; work sharing; universal basic income and income caps; redistribution of wealth; establishment of free trade zones, new forms of currency, reserve requirements for banks, ethical banks, green investments, cooperative property and enterprises, and alternative models of local living. 
· Adopt alternative measures to represent well-being and quality of life.
· Implement a universal basic income, for example by transforming a carbon tax into a universal basic income, distributing the revenues as a per capita dividend. Some measures in the national strategy could correspond, in their general idea, to a state lever identified in the Ipbes work, but the lack of detail in the description of the measure - both in the proposed devices and in the targeted actors - does not allow one to conclude that there is an established correspondence between the levers and these measures.
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=] Préférences
Min/Max max max max max max max max max max max max max max
Poids 1,00 1,00 1,00 1,00 1,00 1,00 1,00 1,00 1,00 1,00 1,00 1,00 1,00
Fn. de préférence Apaliers Apaliers Apaliers  FormeenU Apaliers  FormeenV  FormeenU Apaliers Apaliers Apaliers Apaliers Apaliers Apaliers A
Seuils absolu absolu absolu absolu absolu absolu absolu absolu absolu absolu absolu absolu absolu
-Q: Indifférence 1 1 1 1 1 n/d 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
-P: Préférence 1 1 1 n/d 1 3 n/d 1 1 1 1 1 1
- S: Gaussien njd njd njd njd njd njd njd njd njd njd njd njd njd
=] Statistiques
Minimum 1 1 1 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Maximum 3 3 3 3 3 10 2 3 2 3 4 3 3
Moyenne 3 3 2 1 1 4 1 1 1 2 2 2 2
Ecart-type 1 0 1 1 1 2 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
=] Evaluations
M [ Measwes: |l 3 3 1 3 2 3 0 2 2 2 3 n/d 1]
M [ Measwes2 |l 3 3 3 1 2 5 0 2 2 2 4 2 3
M [ Measwes3 | [l 3 3 3 1 3 5 0 0 2 0 3 1 3
M | Measwess | M 2 3 3 0 1 10 2 2 2 3 1 2 3
M [ Measwes.l |l 3 3 3 1 2 3 2 0 2 2 3 3 1
M [ Measues.2 ||H 3 3 1 1 0 4 0 1 2 2 3 2 1 v
< >

(AT Reference fSodietal | Scentifc

i 16 (16 artivel  Cetdracs 0 190 artivel  Crémarime 2 (2 artive)l | aral« Belrmicr [€7/1 Carnremardé




