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1 Introduction 

1.1 Introduction 

This report collates the research outputs generated by this process in the ten VALERIE Case 
Studies (CS) in six countries (see Table 1.1). The premise of the VALERIE project is that many 
research projects in agriculture and forestry provide excellent scientific results but that 
outreach and translation of these results into farming and forestry practices is not always 
effective. The challenge is therefore seen as boosting innovation by facilitating the uptake of 
formal and empirical knowledge, and its integration into field practices. The project aims to 
address this by translating research outcomes with a special interest in innovative and 
applicable approaches into end-user content and format (for farmers, advisers, supply chain 
actors etc.). It does this by extracting and summarising knowledge from national, international 
and EU research projects and studies concerning innovations in agriculture and forestry (with a 
focus on six selected themes). However, rather than a top down process of translation or 
transfer of scientific outputs to practitioners, the project has adopted an interactive co-
innovation approach working with stakeholders in the CSs. Central to this approach is an 
iterative methodology in which the project can collect a wide range of innovation issues, learn 
how potential users articulate questions for research about these issues, and understand how 
they screen, filter and test extracted research outputs. This approach understands that 
solutions derived from research need to be utilised and re-built in the field, with the involvement 
of relevant actors. This stakeholder-driven process has generated research outputs in different 
formats, and from a number of sources throughout the project. These are the subject of this 
report. 
 

1.2 Aims 

The VALERIE co-innovation process, as detailed in Deliverable 3.341 Co-innovation plans: 
report of first round of case study meetings and described below, has resulted in a number of 
research outputs in each CS. This report aims to collate research outputs from the co-
innovation process in the CSs and to describe the process by which they were created.    
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Table 1.1 VALERIE Case Studies 

Name of CS 
CSP and 
country 

Topic Stakeholders 

Sustainable forest 
biomass 

TAPIO 
Finland 

Sustainable forestry 
management and smart 
use of biomass 

Researchers, forest owners, forestry 
organisations, wood ash supply chain 

Agroecology: 
managing plant 
protection 

CETIOM 
France 

Sustainable cereal 
cultivation 

Farmers, technical institutes, 
agricultural chambers, machinery 
companies 

Innovative arable 
cropping 

ACTA  
France 

Reducing herbicides use in 
arable crops 

Technical institutes, agricultural 
chambers, farmers, research 
institutes, storage agencies 

Sustainable forest 
management and 
ecosystem services 

USSE 
Spain 

Improving the economic 
and environmental 
performance of forestry in 
Navarra 

Forest owners, municipalities, forest 
authority and extension service, 
value chain organisations 

Improving milling 
wheat quality 

Cadir Lab 
Italy 

Fertilisation, IPM and fungi 
control in sustainable 
milling wheat supply chain 

Farmers, wheat-stocking 
cooperatives, seed companies, 
pesticide companies, wheat-buying 
companies 

Drip irrigation 
management in 
tomatoes and maize 

Cadir Lab 
Italy 

Sustainable water and 
nutrient management 

Farmers, cooperative for tomato 
transformation, public experimental 
station 

Sustainable onion 
supply chains 

DLV 
Netherlands 

Improvement in onion 
quantity and quality 

Farmers, seed companies, packers, 
exporters, suppliers of fertilizers and 
pesticides 

Sustainable potato 
supply chains 

DLV 
Poland 

Sustainable potato 
production for the French 
fry industry 

Farmers, processing and exporting 
industry, suppliers of fertilizers and 
pesticides, experimental station and 
research 

Catchment scale 
resource use 
efficiency 

GWCT 
UK 

Sustainable farming at 
landscape scale 

Environment agency, NFU, NGOs, 
professional nutrient management 
group, agric. levy boards 

Soil management in 
livestock supply 
chains 

GWCT 
UK 

Sustainable soil 
management in livestock 
production 

Farmers, advisers, supply chain 

 
 

1.3  Context and background to the tests in the case studies  

This Deliverable concludes the Work Package 3 (WP3) activities in that it brings together all 
the CS research outputs generated in the project. These outputs represent innovation solutions 
provided by research (extracted by WP2) and translated into field practices through 
stakeholder testing and screening.  The documented results are codified in trial leaflets which 
are annotated and added to the ask-Valerie.eu document base, thus competing the VALERIE 
cycle shown in Figure 1.1. The project relies on a basic structure that links three work 
packages in an iterative cycle, driven by stakeholders (see Figure 1.1). We shall refer to the 
three work packages as: óExtract knowledgeô (WP2), óCase studies on innovationô (WP3), and 
óOntologyô (WP4). 
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Figure 1.1 Schematic presentation of iterative, stakeholder-driven process of identifying 
innovation needs and tailoring the retrieval and translation of matching information 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

2 Co-innovation methodology 

Case studies and their stakeholder communities are at the core of the co-innovation process 
as described in Deliverable 3.341. Ten CSs were selected to represent different regions and 
production systems across the themes, and are organised around a particular supply chain, 
sector, or landscape, and so cover different scales and dimensions and incorporate different 
stakeholder communities. 
 
The methodology is underpinned by an iterative or cyclical process based on regular 
participatory meetings with stakeholders in the CS (see Figure 2.1). The cycle starts with 
stakeholders in each CS identifying innovation issues and articulating these as issues, 
research needs or questions in participatory meetings. These meetings are facilitated by Case 
Study Partners (CSPs), project partners who are extension specialists connected to the CS. 
Thematic Experts, who are project scientists (who also attend the meetings) then search 
existing scientific literature for innovation solutions to address these issues, and extract, 
synthesise or summarise the relevant solution-oriented research findings (factsheets). 
Stakeholders screen, evaluate and refine these solutions for their innovation potential and 
feedback to the project Thematic Experts, thus completing one cycle. The cycle is repeated 
and, at each iteration, innovation issues and solutions are reviewed, re-articulated and refined, 
further information or clarification (by stakeholders and Thematic Experts) is sought and new or 
modified innovation issues and solutions are generated.  
 
A key tool in the process is the Dynamic Research Agenda (DRA) which CSPs use together 
with stakeholders to monitor, review, revisit and refine the innovation issues and solutions at 
each meeting.  A minimum of five stakeholder meetings are held in each CS over the project 
period, however, stakeholder and CSP interactions take place throughout. As the cycles 
progress the stakeholders identify trials to apply and test the potential of selected innovation 
solutions in the local context (trial plans and reports). The research team has been working 
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together with the stakeholders to apply, test and refine screened research outputs in CS, 
evaluating their innovation potential in the local context, assessing the viability of solutions. 
These trial results feedback into the iterative process and provide co-created empirical 
knowledge (trial leaflets) to be integrated into ask-Valerie.eu. The trials are particularly 
important for the stakeholders as it provides a concrete output of their involvement in the 
project.  This tangible output was considered an important element of the project and of the co-
innovation process overall. Selecting and operationalizing the trials themselves ensures that 
they address issues of significance and relevance to stakeholders. 
 
Figure 2.1 Stakeholder interactive methodology 
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3 Research outputs 

3.1 Introduction 

As such research outputs are created as tangible outputs at different stages of the process 
(see Table 3.1):  

¶ Identifying innovation issues. Monitoring the process, feedback, adaptation with the 
Dynamic Research Agenda. 

¶ Translating research outcomes with innovation potential into formats for use by end-
users (farmers, advisers, and enterprises in the supply chain) creates factsheets. 

¶ Testing and refining research outputs in CS settings creates trial plans, reports and 
leaflets. 

 
Table 3.1 Research outputs produced in each stage of iteration 

Stage of iteration Research outputs 

Identifying innovation issues.  Monitoring the 
process ς prioritization, feedback, adaptation 
etc. 

¶ Dynamic Research Agenda (DRA) diagram 

Translating research outcomes with innovation 
potential into formats for use by end-users 
(farmers, advisers, and enterprises in the supply 
chain) 

 

¶ Factsheets on innovation 

¶ Mini factsheets on innovation 

 

Testing and refining research outputs in CS 
settings 

 

¶ Trial/demonstration plans and reports  

¶ Stakeholder trial/ demonstration leaflet 

¶ CSP produced outputs (leaflets, articles, 
farm walks/open days, videos etc.)  

 
 

3.2 Dynamic Research Agenda 

The DRA were used as a tool in each CS to identify the innovation issues and then monitor, 
review, revisit and refine with stakeholders the innovation issues and solutions at each meeting 
and document the co-innovation process. The DRA is modified from the Dynamic Agenda, a 
reflexive learning-oriented monitoring process (Van Mierlo et al., 2010).  DRAs were created in 
each CS by the CSP following training and guidelines provided and with WP3 input. They 
document a process of moving from an unstructured, generic problem to a series of specific 
issues that contribute to a problem. From this series of specific issues, the CSP and the 
stakeholders are trying to focus down and identify the subject of a trial. The DRA also provides 
a means of understanding the iteration, dialogue and adaptation following the Thematic 
Expertsô inputs and the stakeholdersô feedback.  They reveal how Thematic Experts start to 
understand user requirements (and contexts), interpret research outputs and factsheet design 
and how stakeholders evaluate, utilise and adapt research. The DRA illustrate how the process 
is not always linear or straightforward with stakeholders sometimes lacking consensus on the 
topic or the CSP steering the selection to ensure that the trial is within the scope and timeframe 
of the project. As such the DRA reveal and document the complex and flexible process of co-
innovation. 

 

3.3 Factsheets on innovation 

In the preliminary meeting stakeholders identified innovation issues and research needs. In 
response the project Thematic Experts created bespoke factsheets summarising and 
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synthesising the relevant research to provide an innovation solution.  In extracting research, 
Thematic Experts apply a systemic and organised search for published scientific knowledge 
using conventional search engines. They also search national repositories and databases, 
EU sources (CORDIS, EIP) and international projects. Reports, scientific publications, grey 
literature, technical notes relevant to the CS issues are retrieved and provided to stakeholders. 
The most relevant are used to prepare factsheets of specific innovation solutions for the 
stakeholders, typically a two page synthesis with a common template (innovation issues, 
innovation challenges, innovation solution, evidence of benefits, and drawbacks). A list of the 
factsheets prepared for the CSs is presented in Annex 1. 
 
Stakeholders evaluated these following a structured process common to all CS and fed back 
on both the content and the format, asking for more details, clarification or a different focus, as 
described in Deliverable 3.341. These factsheets provided the basis for the dialogue that 
continued in the subsequent meetings. Whilst some were unused, others stimulated further 
more focused interest in a topic and led to the selection of trials to test out the research. These 
factsheets also provide useful synthesises of research which have been added to ask-
Valerie.eu. 

 
In addition to these bespoke CS factsheets, a number of mini-factsheets were also created by 
project Thematic Experts identifying innovations related to the 6 project themes, as described 
in Deliverable 2.261 Mid-term version catalog potential innovations for the methodology.  A 
mini-factsheet is a short document containing an overview of the innovation, links to practical 
and scientific documents describing the innovation, links to projects where the innovation was 
studied or developed, the issues that the innovation wants to address, and the related 
concepts (terms taken from VALERIEôs ontology to facilitate search with ask-Valerie.eu). Mini-
factsheets include both scientific papers and practically-oriented documents (e.g. factsheets, 
guidelines). A list of the mini-factsheets prepared for the CSs is presented in Annex 2.  

 

3.4 Stakeholder trial/demonstration leaflets 

Each CS, after 2-3 stakeholder meetings, identified a topic for a trial based on evidence 
provided by factsheets and internal negotiation. The aim of the trials was to test and screen 
research outputs in the local context and at farm level. In most cases the trials were conducted 
on stakeholdersô fields. These ranged in scope, format and length from formal scientific trials to 
less formal demonstration plots and one-off field trips. Some developed existing research ideas 
while others pioneered new research. For many the innovation was as much about the overall 
approach of involving stakeholders as it was about in producing rigorous scientific outputs. The 
trial plans were provided by CSPs for each CS followed guidelines provided by the WP3 team 
and according to allocated budgets. Subsequent report sheet protocols were completed by 
CSPs when the trial results were available.  

 
Based on the trial sheet reports each CSP compiled a trial/demonstration leaflet. These are 2-4 
page illustrated leaflets in pdf format which will be used to disseminate main trial findings. They 
follow the same template and intend to describe the stakeholder involvement in the trial 
process as well as the main research findings. Where appropriate they are accompanied by 
annexes containing more detailed results. Stakeholders were keen to share their findings with 
others working on similar issues. They also favour short precise factsheet or technical note 
format. Their preferences helped to steer the design of the leaflets.  
 

3.5 Case Study Partner produced outputs 

In a number of the CSs additional material about the trials and CS activities in general were 
prepared such as leaflets created by stakeholders, articles, and videos. Activities including 
farm walks, open days and technical expert presentations were also part of the CS portfolio of 
research outputs.   
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4 Sustainable forest biomass, Finland 

 

4.1 Context 

Wood ash is a waste product from biomass power stations. There is a need to understand the 
potential value of wood ash as a forest fertilizer, and so contribute to the circular economy in 
Finland. Wood ash fertilizer is already used effectively on peat forest soils in Finland but little is 
known about the impacts of using it on mineral forest soils. The possibility of using wood ash 
for road construction is also of interest to the stakeholders. 
 
TAPIO working with the VALERIE project has brought together forest owners and managers, 
ash producers, ash operators, researchers, developers, and policy-makers to identify 
innovations in forestry practice in Finland. It was particularly important to get the decision 
makers to understand the value of wood ash. 
 

4.2 Dynamic Research Agenda 

The first meeting included a wide range of stakeholders with an interest in the use of forest 
biomass for energy production and wood ash recycling. In the participatory workshop during 
the drafting of the DRA a range of issues were identified relating to regulations for ash 
recycling, heavy metal concentration in ash, low profitability of ash recycling and small size of 
the forest plots. After the initial discussion 4 main innovation issues were identified for further 
consideration: 

1. Use of wood ash in construction. 

2. Use of wood ash as a fertilizer. 

3. New products from wood ashes. 

4. Energy production. 

 
As the DRA in Figure 4.1 shows the stakeholders then identified 10 priority issues. In the 
second meeting the priority issues were revisited and stakeholders identified additional 
research questions. Stakeholders also reported that a major issue preventing the recycling of 
wood ash is the lack of information about the positive impact of wood ash among key decision 
makers (e.g. cities, municipalities and regional organisations). The stakeholders and CSP 
decided that the trial could be used to help address this. The main area of interest is the use of 
wood ash as a fertilizer for forest mineral soils, wood ash is already used for forest peat soils. 
As forestry trials take a long time to establish and provide results, the trial took the form of a 
demonstration field trip showing stakeholders existing research plots where wood ash is 
already being applied. This provides an opportunity to demonstrate existing trials and to collect 
information about the benefits, the barriers and the feasibility of using wood ash as a fertilizer. 
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Figure 4.1 Sustainable Forest Biomass Case Study Dynamic Research Agenda 
 
 

 
 
 
Two factsheets were produced after the first meeting by the Thematic Experts: 

¶ Application of wood ash fertilizer for enhanced forest growth. 

¶ Recycling of wood ash as fertilizer. 
 
In the second meeting the stakeholders reported that they were mainly satisfied with the 
subject matter of the factsheets but they should be translated from English to have a greater 
impact across the target audience, many of whom did not speak English. The review of the 
DRA identified two additional topics which the stakeholders thought would benefit from 
factsheets. 
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4.3 Factsheets on innovation 
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4.4 Stakeholder trial/demonstration leaflets 
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5 Agroecology: managing plant protection, France 

 

5.1 Context 

This CS is concerned with agro-ecological farm management. It draws on an existing project 
run by the Qualisol cooperative. This cooperative has set up a project funded under the agro-
ecological plan for France called CASDAR "collective mobilization project for the agroecology". 
This builds on a previous initiative with 31 interested farmers. Covering the area of a 
watershed, the project brings together relevant technical partners: two other cooperatives, 
technical institutes, an agricultural college, a water association and research teams. The 
project focuses on the thematic priorities for Arable Farming Systems in a water stake territory: 

¶ Reduction in the use of plant protection products (main theme of the project). 

¶ Agro-ecological management of pests and risk-taking. 

¶ Lengthening the rotation and its economic consequences. 

¶ Limiting nitrate leaching and its impact on changes in agricultural techniques. 
 

5.2 Dynamic Research Agenda 

The DRA (Figure 5.1) shows that 4 broad themes of research need were identified by the 
stakeholders in the initial meeting: Reduction of the use of herbicides and the optimization of 
fertilization in arable crops; Agro-ecological management of pests and risk taking; Lengthening 
the rotation; Limiting nitrate leaching. The 4 themes were explored in more detail by the 
stakeholders, which in turn generated 10 priority issues. The stakeholders then went on to 
identify further research needs: Test flour derived from associations durum / peas or lens; Crop 
selection according to the weed, and Bio-herbicides, biocontrol - improve the plant health by 
using Plant Defences Simulators (PDS). The topic Bio-herbicide control was primarily selected 
for trial: "Bio-herbicides and regulation of plant cover" and stakeholders requested further 
information to support this trial. However it became evident that this was not possible due to 
restrictions in using the bio-herbicides. Following a reappraisal between the CSP and the 
stakeholders, the trial topics as listed in the DRA were selected and implemented. 
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Figure 5.1 Agroecology Case Study Dynamic Research Agenda 

 

 

 
 
 
 
The Thematic Experts prepared 7 factsheets. The factsheets were reviewed and evaluated by 
the stakeholders and two of them were considered to identify important innovations which 
should be explored further. Overall the stakeholders found the contents of the factsheets to be 
too general or covering techniques already mastered by farmers. 
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5.3 Factsheets on innovation 
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5.4 Stakeholder trial/demonstration leaflets 
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6 Innovative arable cropping, France 

 

6.1 Context 

The arable farmers in the Berry region from central France (departments of Indre and Cher) 
grow mainly rapeseed, wheat and winter barley. Their farms are between 100 and 500 
hectares and contain a variety of soil types but mainly superficial calcareous clay. Despite 
progress in crop genetics, the average yields on these farms have not increased for over 20 
years. 
 
Since 2005, some of the farmers have met in a group with their advisor to find solutions to the 
problem of maintaining the economic viability and sustainability of their farming systems. For 
these farmers who are keen to move towards more efficient systems, in economic terms and 
productivity, improving soil quality is the primary objective.  
 
Short rotations have been identified as a weakness in the system, being responsible for 
recurrent weed problems. To tackle them, farmers have gradually shifted towards simplified 
tillage in terms of number of operations and working depth. However, this simplified tillage is 
not always beneficial to the structural qualities of the soil. In the last ten years there has been 
some crop diversification to extend the intensive, high input production systems based on a 
short rotation of rapeseed, wheat and winter barley. Farmers have introduced a variety of 
crops: sunflower, corn, durum wheat, and legumes mixed in the crop or between crops.  
 
The group of farmers, coordinated by the advisor, aim to develop new techniques and 
investigate alternative approaches that reduce the impact of farming on the environment and 
improve soil properties. These aims include:  

¶ Improving the quality of oilseed rape drilling and autumn growth in order to better 
withstand autumn weed and disease threats, and limit spring nitrogen input.  

¶ Direct seeding in permanent cover: e.g. oilseed rape sown together with cover crops, 
then direct seeding of wheat under cover of clover or alfalfa.  

  
Group discussions, regular meetings and on farm testing have been undertaken since 2005. 
The group expanded in 2013 with the introduction of a new project called ñSYPPREò. For this 
project, a dozen farmers meet 3 to 4 times a year to discuss and learn about innovative 
cropping systems. 
 

6.2 Dynamic Research Agenda 

In this CS, stakeholders selected issues already known to them, but were able to progressively 
construct a set of new specific questions. In the first meeting the CSP considered it was not 
necessary to ask the group to identify their wider goals and visions as they have been active 
together since 2005 and these are well known. Stakeholders formulated innovation issues 
collectively. The process involved gradual construction of research questions from keywords 
and issues shared by farmers and produced a refined list of five questions. The DRA (Figure 
6.1) shows how the five issues are progressed with reviews in each meeting, and used to 
select and formulate the trial protocols. Of the five questions there was a particular interest in 
the effects of agricultural practices such as direct sowing, cover crops and soil tillage on soil 
and yield and in how to evaluate in the field the properties of the soil (its structure, texture and 
health); this formed the basis of the trial as described in the DRA.  
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Figure 6.1 Innovative Arable Case Study Dynamic Research Agenda 

 

 
 
Preliminary factsheets were prepared by Thematic Experts synthesising scientific papers, and 
providing potential innovation solutions to CS issues. These are two page illustrated formats 
with scientific information presented as graphs, and costs of techniques detailed. Farmersô 
comments primarily concerned the credibility of content. Due to local CS arrangements the 
factsheets were prepared before the first meeting so although they provided evidence from 
research material, they did not directly address stakeholders questions. 
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6.3 Factsheets on innovation 
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6.4 Stakeholder trial/demonstration leaflets 
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6.5 Case Study Partner produced outputs 

The CSP produced 5 Annexes to accompany the stakeholder trial leaflet: 

¶ Annex 1. Trial details - material, method and main results 

¶ Annex 2. Field trial on soil structure characterisation 

¶ Annex 3. Evaluation of Soil Structure (French) 

¶ Annex 4. A video demonstrating the decision support tool (in French with English 
subtitles) https://youtu.be/u4fE-4x6Ypw. 

¶ Annex 5. Detailed results (French) 
 
The Annexes can be found on the VALERIE website at: http://www.valerie.eu/ 

http://www.valerie.eu/
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7 Sustainable forest management and ecosystem services, Navarra 
and Basque Country, Spain 

 

7.1 Context 

In many parts of the Pyrenees sustainable forest management had declined in recent decades. 
Forest ownership is often characterized by small and fragmented plots which are a barrier to 
economically viable forest management practices and the maintenance and enhancement of 
biodiversity and ecosystem services. There is an opportunity for forest owners to achieve 
sustainable management through joint forest management planning. However, a major barrier 
in the planning process is a lack of empirical data on the physical characteristics of the forest 
which can be used to inform management. Light Detection and Ranging (LiDAR) technology 
has the potential to provide much of the required information. 
 
The VALERIE project has brought together a wide range of stakeholders, including individual 
forest landowners, the local authority, technical staff and forest engineers from the Navarra 
Forestry Society (Foresna), technical staff from the Mediterranean regional office of the 
European Forest Institute (Efimed) and the Government of Navarreôs technicians and officers 
responsible for the Roncal area. Meetings have been carried out with forest owners to identify 
their problems and to show them the proposed innovation. There are also regular meetings 
with the Government of Navarre´s technicians and officers. 
 

7.2 Dynamic Research Agenda 

This CS is notable for its focus on social innovations in relation to sustainable forest 
management. In the first meeting the CSP and stakeholder identified three broad themes 
where innovative solutions were required: 

¶ Reversing the decline of sustainable forest management in the Pyrenees 

¶ Overcoming barriers to economically viable forest management practices and the 
maintenance and enhancement of biodiversity and ecosystem services  

¶ Low awareness and appreciation of ecosystems and the services they can offer to the 
community. 

 
The DRA (Figure 7.1) shows that stakeholders then identified 5 priority issues for further 
investigation through the production of factsheets. The CSP and stakeholders were interested 
in a particular set of issues surrounding the creation of a forest ownersô group and a joint forest 
management plan as a means of promoting and achieving sustainable forest management in 
the Roncal valley. As the project developed the CSP and stakeholders worked together to 
create the forest ownersô group and joint forest management plan. In subsequent meetings the 
CSP and stakeholders discussed and addressed any issues that arose. One area of interest 
was the use of LiDAR technology to inform forest management and at the same time reduce 
the cost of producing a joint management plan. This interest in LiDAR became the topic of the 
trial. 
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Figure 7.1 Sustainable Forest Management and Ecosystem Services Case Study 
Dynamic Research Agenda 

 

 
 
 
 
The Thematic Experts produced 3 factsheets after the first meeting and an additional one later 
in the project. The CSP reported that the factsheets produced after the first meeting were very 
useful in providing ideas for the creation of the forest ownersô group and the joint forest 
management plan. In this CS there was a very close working relationship throughout the 
project between the Thematic Experts for forestry, the CSP and the stakeholders. When the 
CSP and stakeholders expressed an interest in the use of LiDAR technology for forest 
management the Thematic Experts were able to produce mini-factsheets on the use of LiDAR 
to reduce inventory costs and to improve forest management. 
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7.3 Factsheets on innovation 
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7.4 Stakeholder trial/demonstration leaflets 
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8 Improving milling wheat quality, Italy 

 

8.1 Context 

Problems with the quality of the local bread wheat production are increasing for many farmers. 
This is firstly due to the continuous drop of prices of the global and local market. Secondly, the 
national authorities have reduced the number of available and permitted pesticides to prevent 
environmental and health issues. Moreover, atypical weather conditions during the growing 
season increases the stress on plants while it is developing important tissues and nutrients. 
Furthermore, the customer and therefore the industry are more interested in alternative ways of 
farming, especially if they help reduce the use of chemicals. 
 
The VALERIE project has brought together farmers, co-operatives offering storage facilities, 
millers of various sizes and capacity, seed and pesticides companies (retailers and producers).  
 

8.2 Dynamic Research Agenda 

To reflect the stakeholder community the first meeting explored issues in four areas: Field 
production; Fertiliser and pesticide supply; Technical assistance; Storage-transformation of 
wheat. This allowed sufficient scope in goals and visions across the whole supply chain to be 
expressed but generated a long list (17) of issues many of which could not be answered by 
scientific knowledge. These issues were narrowed down in a process steered by the CSP and 
Thematic Experts, to issues and research questions concerning production, since these could 
be potentially resolved with scientific information. The resultant issues were categorised by the 
CSP into three different domains:  
 

1. Quick methods for quality assessment of grains. 

2. Agricultural practices to save inputs and increase quality. 

3. Economical evaluation of the most innovative practices. 

  
The DRA (Figure 8.1)  shows how these remain and are reviewed at each meeting, with a 
particular focus on quick field testing methods to assess grain quality (to measure grain weight 
and moisture) to help farmers to decide when to harvest, which was selected as the topic for 
trialling. 



 
93 

  
 

 
Figure 8.1 Wheat Supply Chain Case Study Dynamic Research Agenda 

 

 
 
Thematic Experts summarised and synthesised outputs from several scientific papers to 
prepare three factsheets. When these were presented at Meeting 2 the stakeholders felt that 
they were not particularly useful or relevant. In the absence of further factsheets from the 
Thematic Experts, the CSPs themselves prepared factsheets for three selected issues 
identified as important in Meeting 1 using scientific documents provided by the Thematic 
Experts but drawing on their own resources and understanding of stakeholders needs.  
 
Together the factsheets from experts and CSPs led to the selection of trials as outlined in the 
leaflets below. 
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8.3 Factsheets on innovation 
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