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Work programme of the Platform: communication, 
stakeholder engagement and strategic partnerships 
Implementation of the stakeholder engagement strategy
		Note by the secretariat
In section II of decision IPBES-4/4, the Plenary of the Intergovernmental Science-Policy Platform on Biodiversity and Ecosystem Services (IPBES) requested the Executive Secretary to undertake the activities set out in the initial implementation plan of the stakeholder engagement strategy (decision IPBES-3/4, annex II, appendix).
Accordingly, the secretariat, with in-kind administrative support from the International Union for Conservation of Nature, has conducted a detailed stakeholder analysis survey to help inform communication and outreach decisions with regard to underrepresented stakeholder groups and to improve levels of stakeholder engagement in the work of IPBES. The annex to the present note sets out selected results of the survey and offers a number of analytical observations to inform communication and outreach decisions as mentioned above. It is presented without formal editing.


Annex 
Results of the stakeholder analysis survey 
	I.	General information
A questionnaire concerning stakeholder was sent by email to all stakeholders included in the IPBES registry of stakeholders (6397 records) (see Figure 1 for a graphical representation of per country registered stakeholders). Responses received between Friday, 23 September and Sunday, 23 October 2016 were included in the present analysis.
The overall response rate was 13%. Given the sample size of 834 responses, and a confidence level of 99%, the margin of error is 5%. A key learning from this first survey has been the importance of more strategic selection of response categories in the design phase – specifically to adopt a less granular level of categorisation to reduce double counting and to enable a more rigorous mapping of key gaps in the IPBES stakeholder registry.  
A. Geographic representivity: country level
Based on the country of primary nationality of all respondents, 112 States were represented in the responses received.
93 responses were from IPBES member States (representing 74,4% of the then-125 IPBES member States). 19 responses were from States which were not yet members of IPBES.
The five countries with the greatest number of responses were India (63), Germany (47), United States of America (43), Brazil (42) and Colombia (35) (see Figure 2 for a graphical representation of the number of responses received per country).
No responses were received from 32 then-member States of IPBES (representing a 
null-response from 26% of then-IPBES member States). 
[image: ]Figure 1
Number of stakeholder registrations per country as at 23 October 2016


[image: ]Figure 2
Number of survey responses received per country
	B.	Geographic representivity: regional level
Responses were received from all five United Nations regions: Africa (AF), Asia-Pacific (AP), Eastern Europe (EE), Latin America and the Caribbean (LAC) and Western Europe and Other Groups (WEOG). 
Based on the country of primary nationality of respondents, responses were received from 21 countries out of the 26 in EE, which was the highest regional representivity (81%) (see Table 1). EE also had, however. the lowest absolute number of responses (54), representing only 7% of total responses received. 
AP had the lowest regional representivity, with responses received from fewer than 50% of countries in the region, but representing 20% of total responses received.
WEOG had the highest number of responses (240), representing 29% of total responses received, and accounting for 65% representivity of WEOG States.
AF accounted for 23% of total responses, with regional representivity of 61%.
LAC accounted for 19% of total responses, with regional representivity of 49%. 
Observations:
In EE, the emphasis of IPBES outreach activities could be on raising awareness activities at the national and sub-national levels to increase the absolute number of stakeholders engaging with IPBES from the region.
In AP and LAC, where regional representivity was lower than 50%, outreach activities could be focused at the regional level to extend regional geographic stakeholder representivity.
In WEOG and AF, outreach activities could be designed to engage specific under-represented groups, knowledge systems or disciplines.
[bookmark: _Toc467449394][bookmark: _Toc469302235]Figure 3
Percentage of responses per region

Table 1
Summary of responses received per United Nation region[footnoteRef:2]. [2:  All numbers throughout the present note have been rounded to the nearest integer. ] 

	Region
	Total # Countries
	# Countries who responded
	% Regional Geographic Coverage
	# of Responses
	% of Total Responses

	AF
	54
	33
	61
	192
	23

	AP
	53
	22
	41
	169
	20

	EE
	26
	21
	81
	54
	6

	LAC
	33
	16
	48
	159
	19

	WEOG
	31
	20
	64
	240
	29

	Total
	197
	112
	n.a.
	814
	100





	C.	Responses within regions
Figure 4
Number of responses per country in Africa (AF)
[bookmark: _Toc469302236]
Figure 5
Responses per AF subregion (percentage)
[bookmark: _Toc469302237]
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Figure 6
Number of responses per country in Asia-Pacific (AP)

Figure 7
Responses per AP subregion (percentage)

Observation: there were very few responses from the Pacific and Oceania subregion (specifically from Melanesia, Micronesia and Polynesia), with the exception of Australia and New Zealand, which are accounted for in WEOG. 
[bookmark: _Toc467449398][bookmark: _Toc469302240]Figure 8
Number of responses per country in Eastern Europe (EE)

Figure 9
Responses per EE subregion (percentage)
[bookmark: _Toc469302241]
Observation: the total number of responses received from EE was significantly lower than other regions, indicative of the need for focussed outreach and communication. Responses were received from three non-IPBES member States, Romania, Poland and Ukraine, possibly indicative of valuable outreach opportunities.
[bookmark: _Toc467449399][bookmark: _Toc469302242]Figure 10
Number of responses per country in Latin America and the Caribbean (LAC)

Figure 11
Responses per LAC subregion (percentage)
[bookmark: _Toc469302243]
[bookmark: _Toc467449400][bookmark: _Toc469302244]Figure 12
Number of responses per country in Western Europe and Other Groups (WEOG)

Figure 13
Responses per WEOG subregion (percentage)

Observation: the significant number of responses from Italy, a non-IPBES member State, may indicate a valuable outreach opportunity.
	D.	Organizations/institutions or individuals?
Stakeholders answered mostly in their individual capacities (61% of responses) (see Figure 14), and there was no significant cross-regional difference in the percentage of stakeholders engaging in their individual capacity versus as representatives from Organizations/Institutions.
[bookmark: _Toc467449402][bookmark: _Toc469302246]Figure 14
Percentage of respondents representing organizations/institutions vs. individuals.
[bookmark: _Toc469302207]
	II.	Stakeholder mapping: organizations/institutions
[bookmark: _Toc467449028][bookmark: _Toc469302208]	A.	Composition at global level 
Academic institutions (24%) and research centres (15%) accounted for 39% of responses, Governments (21%) and non-governmental organizations (12%) accounted for 33% of responses. Two categories, media and student network, were not represented in responses received[footnoteRef:3]. [3:  For the purposes of this survey, “boundary organizations” were taken to be organizations whose central purpose is to create and sustain meaningful and mutually beneficial links between knowledge producers and users.] 

Observations: 
Since 72% of responses fall within the four categories outlined above, specific outreach activities may be needed to further engage with the 15 stakeholder categories represented by the remaining 28% of responses. 
There may be a need for specific outreach activities toward stakeholders in the media and student network categories. Such outreach activities may be best implemented initially at the global level.
Figure 15
Number of responses to the question “To which category does your Organization/Institution most closely correspond?”

	B.	Composition at regional level
Not all categories were represented in all regions, with media and student network[footnoteRef:4] missing from all regions (see Figure 16.) The regional composition of organizational/institutional categories was also very different from one region to another, illustrated by the per region graphs that follow.  [4:  The engagement with IPBES by early-career experts may be a more relevant category of stakeholders for future mapping than student networks – which may also partially explain the lack of responses received in this regard.   ] 

[bookmark: _Toc469302248]Figure 16
Organizational/institutional categories per region as a percentage of total responses per category
[bookmark: _Toc469302249]


Figure 17
Organizational/institutional categories in Africa (AF)

Six categories were not represented in the responses received from AF (see Figure 17): 
Commission
Intergovernmental scientific organization 
Media
Private sector organization 
Specialist boundary organization
Student networks. 
[bookmark: _Toc469302250]

Figure 18
Organizational/institutional categories in Asia-Pacific (AP)

Seven categories were not represented in the responses received from AP (see Figure 18):
Commission
Indigenous community platform
Media
Platform for practitioners
Research initiatives
Student network
Subsidiary body or mechanism established under a Multilateral Environmental Agreement
[bookmark: _Toc469302251]Figure 19
Organizational/institutional categories in Eastern Europe (EE)

Only five out of 21 categories were represented in responses received from EE (see Figure 19):
Academic institution
Government
Non-governmental organization
Research centre 
Scientific network.
[bookmark: _Toc469302252]Figure 20
Organizational/institutional categories in Latin America and the Caribbean (LAC)

The following categories were not represented in responses received from LAC (see Figure 20):
Indigenous community platform
Intergovernmental organization
Intergovernmental scientific organization
Media
Scientific advisory group
Scientific network
Specialist “boundary” organisation
Student network
Subsidiary body
[bookmark: _Toc469302253]Figure 21
Organizational/institutional categories in Western Europe and Other Groups (WEOG)

Only four categories were not represented in responses received from WEOG (see Figure 21):
Indigenous community platform
Media
Student network
Subsidiary body
Overall Observation: The analysis presented above provides useful information about underrepresented categories in each of the four regions. It confirms that there is, for example, a general need to increase the engagement of private sector stakeholders with IPBES across all regions, and civil society engagement is another apparent gap across most regions. Such patterns will be used in future activities involving stakeholders to decide on which categories to engage as priorities depending on the specific activity and the region. 
	C.	Organizational/institutional profile
The social sciences (21%) as well as indigenous and local knowledge (17%) were 
well-represented in survey responses received on behalf of organizations/institutions; however, natural science was predominant (indicated by 43% of organizational/institutional respondents).
Observation: The balance in the profile of engaged organizations/institutions could be improved by attracting engagement of other disciplines, knowledge systems and the business sector.
It is noteworthy that 43% of organizations/institutions that indicated indigenous and local knowledge as their profile were from AF and 1% were from EE (se Figure 23).
[bookmark: _Toc469302254]Figure 22
Organizational/institutional profile (percentage of total responses)

[bookmark: _Toc469302255]Figure 23
Organizational/institutional profile per region as a percentage of total responses received per category.


	III.	Stakeholder mapping: individual capacity 
	A.	Composition at global level
[bookmark: _Toc469302256]Figure 24
Gender and age distribution of stakeholders engaging in their individual capacity (number of responses)

The distribution of responses was a bell curve, with men more represented than women. Men accounted for 56% of respondents aged “35 to 44”, while women accounted for 43%. In the age category “45 to 54”, respondents were 67% men and 32% women.
[bookmark: _Toc469302213]	B.	Composition at regional level 
[bookmark: _Toc469302257]Figure 25
Gender and age distribution of stakeholders engaging in their individual capacity in Africa (AF) (number of responses)

In AF, male representation was predominant, with 80% males in the “35 to 44” category, and 66% in the “45 to 54” category. 
[bookmark: _Toc469302258]Figure 26
Gender and age distribution of stakeholders engaging in their individual capacity in Asia–Pacific (AP) (number of responses)
In AP, men were more represented than women, with 70% men in the “35 to 44” category, and 85% in the “45 to 54” category.
[bookmark: _Toc469302259]Figure 27
Gender and age distribution of stakeholders engaging in their individual capacity in Eastern Europe (EE) (number of responses)



















In EE, it was challenging to draw any significant conclusions because of the low number of responses received. There were twice as many responses received from women as there were from men in the age category “35 to 44”, but again, based on a very small sample size of 9 responses. 
Figure 28
Gender and age distribution of stakeholders engaging in their individual capacity in Latin America and the Caribbean (LAC) (number of responses)

In LAC, the distribution between men and women was balanced across the age categories represented. 
[bookmark: _Toc469302261]Figure 29
Gender and age distribution of stakeholders engaging in their individual capacity in Western Europe and Other Groups (WEOG) (number of responses)

In WEOG, responses from men and women were nearly balanced. Responses from women in the age category “35 to 44” were greater (56%) than the number of responses from men (44%). 
	C.	Profile of stakeholders engaging in their individual capacity
The profile of stakeholders engaged in their individual capacity was broadly similar to responses received from representatives of organizations/institutions with a predominance of natural sciences (51%) over social science (17%), Indigenous and Local Knowledge (14%) and business (3%).
The percentage of individuals and organizations with a natural science background was similarly spread across the regions.
Compared to responses received from representatives of organizations/institutions, the percentage of individuals with a business profile was greater in four regions (+11% in EE, +9% in AF and LAC, +2% in WEOG) but dropped significantly in AP (-29%).
The percentage of stakeholders engaged in their individual capacity with an indigenous and local knowledge profile was greater than that for representatives of organizations/institutions in AP (+11%) and EE (+4%) but lower in AF (-9%) and WEOG (-7%) and comparable in LAC.
The percentage of stakeholders engaged in their individual capacity with a social science profile was greater in EE and WEOG (+5%), lower in AF (-10%) and LAC (-3%) and comparable in AP.
[bookmark: _Toc469302262]Figure 30
Profile of stakeholders engaged in their individual capacity (percentage of total responses)
Figure 31
Individual profiles per region as a percentage of total responses received per category



	IV.	Analysis of responses to selected questions
	A.	Interest or expertise in IPBES areas of work
Respondents were invited to indicate which area/s of the work programme they were most interested in, and/or which area of IPBES work most closely aligned with their own expertise. In all regions, the interests/expertise of respondents were well spread across the main areas of the IPBES work programme.
Interest/expertise in the four regional assessments was also well spread across the regions.
		Respondents engaging on behalf of organisations/institutions
Valuation of biodiversity and nature's benefits to people, with 222 responses (11%); land degradation and restoration, with 184 responses (10%); as well as sustainable use of wild species, with 166 responses (9%) were the areas of IPBES work of most interest to respondents engaging on behalf of organisations/institutions.
[bookmark: _Toc467449417][bookmark: _Toc469302264]Figure 32
Interest/expertise of organizations/institutions per region as a percentage of total responses received for each area of IPBES work

		Respondents engaging in their individual capacity
Valuation of biodiversity and nature's benefits to people, with 311 responses (12%); land degradation and restoration, with 235 responses (9%); as well as regional and subregional assessments, with 213 responses (9%) were the areas of IPBES work of most interest to respondents engaging with IPBES in their individual capacity. 
[bookmark: _Toc469302265]Figure 33
Interest/expertise of individuals per region as a percentage of total responses received for each area of IPBES work

	B.	Intended future contribution to IPBES
Respondents were asked to indicate what contribution/s they intend to make to IPBES in the future that they were not already contributing. Given some apparently contradictory data within individual responses it is important to note that a number of respondents may have misunderstood or misread these questions, with some indicating both an intention to make future financial and/or in-kind contributions to IPBES, and simultaneously indicating as major obstacles to their engagement with IPBES a lack of financial/other resources.
Observation: To increase and improve stakeholder engagement, this information could be used to:
Further develop IPBES guidelines/procedures with respect to future contributions.
Focus communication and outreach activities and materials.
		Respondents engaging on behalf of organisations/institutions
In AF, indigenous and local knowledge (41%), in-kind support (34%) and organizing information meetings to promote IPBES and its work were the three most-indicated future contributions from respondents engaging on behalf of organisations/institutions.
In AP, organizing information meetings was the most-indicated future contribution (29%). In-kind support and regional knowledge were the next most-indicated (27% and 25% respectively).
In EE, financial support was the most-indicated future contribution (10%) along with provision of expertise to IPBES, making data or indicators available to IPBES and providing regional knowledge (8% each).
In LAC, financial support (33%), providing regional knowledge (24%) and making data available (24%) were the most-indicated future contributions.
In WEOG, the most-indicated future contributions were provision of expertise to IPBES (28%), access to networks (24%) and nominating experts (23%).
Figure 36
Number of responses from respondents engaging on behalf of organisations/institutions to the question “What specific contributions do you/your Organization/Institution wish to make to the work of IPBES which you are not already making? (Choose all that apply)”

Figure 37
Intended future organizational/institutional contributions to IPBES (percentage of total)

[bookmark: _Toc469302270]Figure 38
Intended future organizational/institutional contributions per region as a percentage of total responses received per type of contribution

		Respondents engaging in their individual capacity
In AF, financial support (41%), in-kind support (32%), information meetings (31%) and indigenous and local knowledge (29%) were the most-indicated future contributions.
In AP, indigenous and local knowledge was the most-indicated future contribution (43%). Information meetings and regional knowledge were next (25% each).
In EE, financial support was the most-indicated future contribution (23%), followed by making data available (10%) and providing regional knowledge (9%).
In LAC, nominating experts (24%), financial support (23%), providing regional knowledge (21%) and making data available (21%) were the most-indicated future contributions.
In WEOG, the most-indicated future contributions were specialized expertize (33%), in-kind support (29%), making data available (27%) and access to networks (27%).
Figure 39
Number of responses from individuals to the question “What specific contributions do you/your Organization/Institution wish to make to the work of IPBES which you are not already making? (Choose all that apply)”
[bookmark: _Toc469302271]
[bookmark: _Toc469302272]Figure 40
Intended future individual contributions to IPBES (percentage of total)

[bookmark: _Toc469302273]

Figure 41
Intended future individual contributions per region as a percentage of total responses per type of contribution

	C.	Incentives/disincentives to engagement with IPBES
Respondents were asked to indicate which types of incentives and disincentives were most applicable to drive or discourage their engagement with IPBES.
		Incentives
In AF, the incentives most-indicated were linked to support (Figure 42), with better organizational support (52%), better financial support (33%) and better local support (31%) indicated most often. Least mentioned was recognition (9%).
In AP, recognition was the incentive most indicated (46%), followed by financial (29%) and international (28%) support, as well as increased knowledge (27%). Better local support was the least-indicated category (12%).
In EE, better local support was the incentive most-indicated (12%), followed by increased knowledge (10%) and access to expertise (10%). Better visibility was least-indicated (3%).
In LAC, better local support was the incentive most-indicated (27%), followed by helping to ensure sustainable development (26%) and access to expertise (24%). The incentive least-mentioned was better organizational support (7%).
In WEOG, better visibility (44%) was the incentive most-indicated, along with overlapping research interests (42%), policy and decision making support (39%) and building networks (39%). The incentive least-mentioned was organizational support (3%).
Observation: Incentives were very different between regions, which could be taken into consideration when designing communication and outreach activities/materials to encourage wider and deeper stakeholder engagement with IPBES. It should also be noted that some of the categories represented perceived incentives rather than actual benefits accruing from engagement with IPBES.
[bookmark: _Ref468882319][bookmark: _Ref468882313]Figure 42
Incentives for engagement per region as a percentage of responses per specific incentive

		Disincentives
Lack of money (35%) and lack of time (24%) were the two most-indicated disincentives to engagement with IPBES (Figure 43), followed by lack of clarity on how IPBES works (17%). The language barrier was also indicated as a disincentive (6%).
In AF, an insufficient research overlap was the most-indicated disincentive (46%). Language barriers (33%), insufficient recognition (30%) and risks of distortion (29%) were the next most commonly indicated categories. High work commitment was the least-indicated disincentive (14%).
In AP, the three disincentives most-indicated were insufficient recognition (25%), risk of distortion (24%) and not enough money (22%). Language barriers were the least-indicated disincentive.
In EE, an insufficient research overlap (11%), language barriers (9%), risk of distortion (8%) and lack of clarity about how IPBES works (8%) were most-indicated. Least-indicated was high work commitments (5%).
In LAC, the two most-indicated disincentives were language barriers (36%) and risk of distortion (20%). High work commitment was least-indicated (16%).
In WEOG, high work commitment was the disincentive most indicated (44%), followed by lack of clarity on how IPBES works (30%) and lack of funding (23%). Insufficient research overlap was least-indicated (8%).
Observations: 
IPBES provides financial support to all experts from developing countries, however, disincentives due to a “lack of money” and a “lack of time” were predominant at the global level. 
“Unclear how IPBES works” was the third most-indicated disincentive at the global level. A communication campaign could be specifically designed to promote IPBES through the website, social media channels and marketing materials to address this issue. 
“Language barrier” was a significant disincentive in AF, EE and LAC. Translation of more IPBES documents into the official United Nations languages could address some of these challenges.
[bookmark: _Ref467356360][bookmark: _Toc467449453][bookmark: _Toc469302275]Figure 43
Disincentives as a percentage of total responses

[bookmark: _Toc467449455][bookmark: _Toc469302276]Figure 44
Disincentives to engagement per region as a percentage of total responses received per disincentive

	
	
	
	
	



Total	


AF	AP	EE	LAC	WEOG	Not indicated	192	169	54	159	240	20	Reponses from Africa (AF)
AF	Algeria	Benin	Botswana	Burkina Faso	Burundi	Cameroon	Congo	Côte d’Ivoire	Democratic Republic of the Congo	Egypt	Eritrea	Ethiopia	Ghana	Guinea	Kenya	Madagascar	Malawi	Morocco	Mozambique	Niger	Nigeria	Rwanda	Senegal	Somalia	South Africa	Sudan	Swaziland	Togo	Tunisia	Uganda	United Republic of Tanzania	Zambia	Zimbabwe	3	5	4	1	2	10	2	4	5	15	1	4	9	1	30	15	3	5	1	1	27	1	4	1	8	4	2	1	5	4	7	2	5	

Eastern Africa	Middle Africa	Northern Africa	Southern Africa	Western Africa	Blank	76	17	32	7	53	7	
Responses from Asia-Pacific (AP)
AP	Afghanistan	Armenia	Bangladesh	Bhutan	Cambodia	China	India	Indonesia	Iran (Islamic Republic of)	Iraq	Japan	Kazakhstan	Lebanon	Malaysia	Myanmar	Nepal	Pakistan	Philippines	Republic of Korea	Sri Lanka	State of Palestine	Viet Nam	1	2	5	1	1	14	63	8	7	1	9	3	4	5	1	6	15	12	3	3	1	4	



Central Asia	Eastern Asia	South-Eastern Asia	Southern Asia	Western Asia	Blank	3	26	27	96	13	4	Responses from Eastern Europe (EE) 
EE	
Azerbaijan	Belarus	Bulgaria	Croatia	Czech Republic	Estonia	Georgia	Hungary	Kyrgyzstan	Latvia	Lithuania	Poland	Republic of Moldova	Romania	Russian Federation	Serbia	Slovakia	Slovenia	Turkey	Ukraine	Uzbekistan	2	3	1	3	1	1	2	2	1	2	1	3	1	5	3	1	2	1	14	3	2	

Central Asia	Eastern Europe	Northern Europe	Southern Europe	Western Asia	3	24	4	5	18	Responses from Latin America and the Caribbean (LAC)
LAC	Antigua and Barbuda	Argentina	Bolivia (Plurinational State of)	Brazil	Chile	Colombia	Costa Rica	Cuba	Guatemala	Guyana	Mexico	Panama	Peru	Trinidad and Tobago	Uruguay	Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic of)	2	22	2	42	9	35	2	3	4	1	11	2	13	3	6	2	

Caribbean	Central America	South America	8	19	132	Responses from Western Europe and Other Groups (WEOG)
WEOG	
Australia	Austria	Belgium	Canada	Denmark	Finland	France	Germany	Greece	Ireland	Italy	Netherlands	New Zealand	Norway	Portugal	Spain	Sweden	Switzerland	United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland	United States of America	8	3	9	14	2	3	19	47	1	2	13	9	6	2	6	20	4	5	24	43	


Australia and New Zealand	Northern America	Northern Europe	Southern Europe	Western Europe	Blank	14	57	18	40	92	19	



I engage with IPBES in my individual capacity - affiliated 	I engage with IPBES in my individual capacity - non affiliated 	I engage with IPBES on behalf of an organization/institution - affiliated	I engage with IPBES on behalf of an organization/institution - non affiliated	55.635491606714631	5.3956834532374103	38.009592326139092	0.95923261390887293	Organizational/institutional categories
Total	


 Academic institution	 Civil society organisation	 Commission	 Government	 Indigenous and local knowledge network	 Indigenous community platform	 Intergovernmental organisation	 Intergovernmental scientific organisation	 Media	 Non-governmental organisation	 Platform for practitioners	 Private sector organisation	 Research centre	 Research initiative	 Scientific advisory group	 Scientific network	 Scientific programme	 Specialist “boundary” organisation	 Student network	 Subsidiary body or mechanism established under a MEA	 UN Programme	116	25	2	100	16	4	9	9	55	5	10	71	5	12	21	5	4	1	6	Organizational/institutional categories per region
AF	
 Academic institution	 Civil society organisation	 Commission	 Government	 Indigenous and local knowledge network	 Indigenous community platform	 Intergovernmental organisation	 Intergovernmental scientific organisation	 Media	 Non-governmental organisation	 Platform for practitioners	 Private sector organisation	 Research centre	 Research initiative	 Scientific advisory group	 Scientific network	 Scientific programme	 Specialist “boundary” organisation	 Student network	 Subsidiary body or mechanism established under a Multilateral Environmental Agreement	 UN Programme	0.18965517241379309	0.52	0	0.3	0.375	1	0.22222222222222221	0	0.25454545454545452	0.6	0	0.22535211267605634	0.4	0.25	0.23809523809523808	0.2	0	1	0.33333333333333331	AP	
 Academic institution	 Civil society organisation	 Commission	 Government	 Indigenous and local knowledge network	 Indigenous community platform	 Intergovernmental organisation	 Intergovernmental scientific organisation	 Media	 Non-governmental organisation	 Platform for practitioners	 Private sector organisation	 Research centre	 Research initiative	 Scientific advisory group	 Scientific network	 Scientific programme	 Specialist “boundary” organisation	 Student network	 Subsidiary body or mechanism established under a Multilateral Environmental Agreement	 UN Programme	0.17241379310344829	0.16	0	0.23	0.25	0	0.44444444444444442	0.22222222222222221	0.16363636363636364	0	0.3	0.23943661971830985	0	8.3333333333333329E-2	0.14285714285714285	0.2	0.25	0	0.33333333333333331	EE	
 Academic institution	 Civil society organisation	 Commission	 Government	 Indigenous and local knowledge network	 Indigenous community platform	 Intergovernmental organisation	 Intergovernmental scientific organisation	 Media	 Non-governmental organisation	 Platform for practitioners	 Private sector organisation	 Research centre	 Research initiative	 Scientific advisory group	 Scientific network	 Scientific programme	 Specialist “boundary” organisation	 Student network	 Subsidiary body or mechanism established under a Multilateral Environmental Agreement	 UN Programme	8.6206896551724144E-2	0	0	0.06	0	0	0	0	7.2727272727272724E-2	0	0	5.6338028169014086E-2	0	0	4.7619047619047616E-2	0	0	0	0	LAC	
 Academic institution	 Civil society organisation	 Commission	 Government	 Indigenous and local knowledge network	 Indigenous community platform	 Intergovernmental organisation	 Intergovernmental scientific organisation	 Media	 Non-governmental organisation	 Platform for practitioners	 Private sector organisation	 Research centre	 Research initiative	 Scientific advisory group	 Scientific network	 Scientific programme	 Specialist “boundary” organisation	 Student network	 Subsidiary body or mechanism established under a Multilateral Environmental Agreement	 UN Programme	0.28448275862068967	0.2	0.5	0.17	0.3125	0	0	0	0.18181818181818182	0.2	0.2	0.25352112676056338	0.2	0	0	0.2	0	0	0.16666666666666666	WEOG	
 Academic institution	 Civil society organisation	 Commission	 Government	 Indigenous and local knowledge network	 Indigenous community platform	 Intergovernmental organisation	 Intergovernmental scientific organisation	 Media	 Non-governmental organisation	 Platform for practitioners	 Private sector organisation	 Research centre	 Research initiative	 Scientific advisory group	 Scientific network	 Scientific programme	 Specialist “boundary” organisation	 Student network	 Subsidiary body or mechanism established under a Multilateral Environmental Agreement	 UN Programme	0.25	0.12	0.5	0.22	6.25E-2	0	0.33333333333333331	0.77777777777777779	0.30909090909090908	0.2	0.5	0.19718309859154928	0.4	0.66666666666666663	0.5714285714285714	0.4	0.75	0	0.16666666666666666	Africa (AF)
 Academic institution	 Civil society organisation	 Commission	 Government	 Indigenous and local knowledge network	 Indigenous community platform	 Intergovernmental organisation	 Intergovernmental scientific organisation	 Media	 Non-governmental organisation	 Platform for practitioners	 Private sector organisation	 Research centre	 Research initiative	 Scientific advisory group	 Scientific network	 Scientific programme	 Specialist “boundary” organisation	 Student network	 Subsidiary body or mechanism established under a Multilateral Environmental Agreement	 UN Programme	22	13	30	6	4	2	14	3	16	2	3	5	1	1	2	Asia-Pacific (AP)
 Academic institution	 Civil society organisation	 Commission	 Government	 Indigenous and local knowledge network	 Indigenous community platform	 Intergovernmental organisation	 Intergovernmental scientific organisation	 Media	 Non-governmental organisation	 Platform for practitioners	 Private sector organisation	 Research centre	 Research initiative	 Scientific advisory group	 Scientific network	 Scientific programme	 Specialist “boundary” organisation	 Student network	 Subsidiary body or mechanism established under a MEA	 UN Programme	20	4	23	4	4	2	9	3	17	1	3	1	1	2	Eastern Europe (EE)
 Academic institution	 Civil society organisation	 Commission	 Government	 Indigenous and local knowledge network	 Indigenous community platform	 Intergovernmental organisation	 Intergovernmental scientific organisation	 Media	 Non-governmental organisation	 Platform for practitioners	 Private sector organisation	 Research centre	 Research initiative	 Scientific advisory group	 Scientific network	 Scientific programme	 Specialist “boundary” organisation	 Student network	 Subsidiary body or mechanism established under a Multilateral Environmental Agreement	 UN Programme	10	6	4	4	1	Latin America and the Caribbean (LAC)
 Academic institution	 Civil society organisation	 Commission	 Government	 Indigenous and local knowledge network	 Indigenous community platform	 Intergovernmental organisation	 Intergovernmental scientific organisation	 Media	 Non-governmental organisation	 Platform for practitioners	 Private sector organisation	 Research centre	 Research initiative	 Scientific advisory group	 Scientific network	 Scientific programme	 Specialist “boundary” organisation	 Student network	 Subsidiary body or mechanism established under a Multilateral Environmental Agreement	 UN Programme	33	5	1	17	5	10	1	2	18	1	1	1	Western Europe and Other Groups (WEOG)


 Academic institution	 Civil society organisation	 Commission	 Government	 Indigenous and local knowledge network	 Indigenous community platform	 Intergovernmental organisation	 Intergovernmental scientific organisation	 Media	 Non-governmental organisation	 Platform for practitioners	 Private sector organisation	 Research centre	 Research initiative	 Scientific advisory group	 Scientific network	 Scientific programme	 Specialist “boundary” organisation	 Student network	 Subsidiary body or mechanism established under a Multilateral Environmental Agreement	 UN Programme	29	3	1	22	1	3	7	17	1	5	14	2	8	12	2	3	1	# org/inst. 	



 Business	 Indigenous and local knowledge	 Natural science	 Social science	 Other discipline	 Other knowledge system	 Other	29	111	269	131	52	16	24	Organizational/institutional profile with respect to regions
AF	
 Business	 Indigenous and local knowledge	 Natural science	 Social science	 Other discipline	 Other knowledge system	 Other	0.13793103448275862	0.43243243243243246	0.22676579925650558	0.26717557251908397	0.21153846153846154	0.1875	0.25	AP	
 Business	 Indigenous and local knowledge	 Natural science	 Social science	 Other discipline	 Other knowledge system	 Other	0.34482758620689657	0.24324324324324326	0.20817843866171004	0.25190839694656486	0.23076923076923078	0.3125	0.25	EE	
 Business	 Indigenous and local knowledge	 Natural science	 Social science	 Other discipline	 Other knowledge system	 Other	3.4482758620689655E-2	9.0090090090090089E-3	6.6914498141263934E-2	3.0534351145038167E-2	5.7692307692307696E-2	6.25E-2	8.3333333333333329E-2	LAC	
 Business	 Indigenous and local knowledge	 Natural science	 Social science	 Other discipline	 Other knowledge system	 Other	0.13793103448275862	0.15315315315315314	0.19330855018587362	0.19083969465648856	0.23076923076923078	0.125	8.3333333333333329E-2	WEOG	
 Business	 Indigenous and local knowledge	 Natural science	 Social science	 Other discipline	 Other knowledge system	 Other	0.34482758620689657	0.16216216216216217	0.30111524163568776	0.25190839694656486	0.21153846153846154	0.25	0.29166666666666669	Gender and age distribution of stakeholders
 engaging in their individual capacity
Female	




Under 18	18 to 24	25 to 34	35 to 44	45 to 54	55 to 64	65 to 74	75 or older	2	35	61	46	23	6	Male	





Under 18	18 to 24	25 to 34	35 to 44	45 to 54	55 to 64	65 to 74	75 or older	1	57	79	94	56	16	4	Gender and age distribution in Africa (AF)
Female	
Under 18	18 to 24	25 to 34	35 to 44	45 to 54	55 to 64	65 to 74	75 or older	8	5	13	2	Male	




Under 18	18 to 24	25 to 34	35 to 44	45 to 54	55 to 64	65 to 74	75 or older	19	20	25	15	1	1	Gender and age distribution in Asia-Pacific (AP)
Female	

Under 18	18 to 24	25 to 34	35 to 44	45 to 54	55 to 64	65 to 74	75 or older	1	6	9	4	5	Male	


Under 18	18 to 24	25 to 34	35 to 44	45 to 54	55 to 64	65 to 74	75 or older	1	13	21	23	16	6	1	Gender and age distribution in Eastern Europe (EE)
Female	
Under 18	18 to 24	25 to 34	35 to 44	45 to 54	55 to 64	65 to 74	75 or older	2	6	3	1	1	Male	
Under 18	18 to 24	25 to 34	35 to 44	45 to 54	55 to 64	65 to 74	75 or older	3	3	5	5	Gender and age distribution in 
Latin America and the Caribbean (LAC) 
Female	
Under 18	18 to 24	25 to 34	35 to 44	45 to 54	55 to 64	65 to 74	75 or older	10	15	11	3	2	Male	

Under 18	18 to 24	25 to 34	35 to 44	45 to 54	55 to 64	65 to 74	75 or older	10	15	15	5	3	2	Gender and age distribution in 
Western Europe and Other Groups (WEOG)
Female	


Under 18	18 to 24	25 to 34	35 to 44	45 to 54	55 to 64	65 to 74	75 or older	1	9	25	14	12	2	Male	
Under 18	18 to 24	25 to 34	35 to 44	45 to 54	55 to 64	65 to 74	75 or older	11	20	25	15	6	Total	



 Business	 Indigenous and local knowledge	 Natural science	 Social science	 Other discipline	 Other knowledge system	 Other	22	116	412	138	81	20	25	Profile of stakeholders engaged 
in their individual capacity with respect to region
AF	
 Business	 Indigenous and local knowledge	 Natural science	 Social science	 Other discipline	 Other knowledge system	 Other	0.22727272727272727	0.33620689655172414	0.23058252427184467	0.17391304347826086	0.14814814814814814	0.25	0.2	AP	
 Business	 Indigenous and local knowledge	 Natural science	 Social science	 Other discipline	 Other knowledge system	 Other	4.5454545454545456E-2	0.35344827586206895	0.20388349514563106	0.25362318840579712	0.27160493827160492	0.1	0.32	EE	
 Business	 Indigenous and local knowledge	 Natural science	 Social science	 Other discipline	 Other knowledge system	 Other	0.13636363636363635	5.1724137931034482E-2	7.0388349514563103E-2	7.9710144927536225E-2	6.1728395061728392E-2	0.1	0.04	LAC	
 Business	 Indigenous and local knowledge	 Natural science	 Social science	 Other discipline	 Other knowledge system	 Other	0.22727272727272727	0.14655172413793102	0.18932038834951456	0.15942028985507245	0.19753086419753085	0.25	0.2	WEOG	
 Business	 Indigenous and local knowledge	 Natural science	 Social science	 Other discipline	 Other knowledge system	 Other	0.36363636363636365	8.6206896551724144E-2	0.27669902912621358	0.30434782608695654	0.32098765432098764	0.3	0.12	Organizational/institutional interest/expertise with respect to regions 
AF	
 All IPBES assessments	 Capacity development	 Communication and stakeholder engagement	 Global assessment	 Indigenous and local knowledge	 Invasive alien species	 Knowledge, information and data	 Land degradation and restoration	 Policy support tools	 Pollination	 Regional and subregional assessments	 Scenarios and modelling	 Sustainable use of wild species	 Valuation of biodiversity	0.31958762886597936	0.33333333333333331	0.22807017543859648	0.22857142857142856	0.33846153846153848	0.23308270676691728	0.22666666666666666	0.28260869565217389	0.24242424242424243	0.22727272727272727	0.20279720279720279	0.18421052631578946	0.28915662650602408	0.22972972972972974	AP	
 All IPBES assessments	 Capacity development	 Communication and stakeholder engagement	 Global assessment	 Indigenous and local knowledge	 Invasive alien species	 Knowledge, information and data	 Land degradation and restoration	 Policy support tools	 Pollination	 Regional and subregional assessments	 Scenarios and modelling	 Sustainable use of wild species	 Valuation of biodiversity	0.17525773195876287	0.24822695035460993	0.2807017543859649	0.13333333333333333	0.23076923076923078	0.18796992481203006	0.22666666666666666	0.17391304347826086	0.19696969696969696	0.13636363636363635	0.23076923076923078	0.20175438596491227	0.18674698795180722	0.21621621621621623	EE	
 All IPBES assessments	 Capacity development	 Communication and stakeholder engagement	 Global assessment	 Indigenous and local knowledge	 Invasive alien species	 Knowledge, information and data	 Land degradation and restoration	 Policy support tools	 Pollination	 Regional and subregional assessments	 Scenarios and modelling	 Sustainable use of wild species	 Valuation of biodiversity	4.1237113402061855E-2	4.2553191489361701E-2	5.2631578947368418E-2	8.5714285714285715E-2	4.6153846153846156E-2	9.0225563909774431E-2	5.3333333333333337E-2	5.434782608695652E-2	5.3030303030303032E-2	7.9545454545454544E-2	0.11888111888111888	7.0175438596491224E-2	7.2289156626506021E-2	6.7567567567567571E-2	LAC	
 All IPBES assessments	 Capacity development	 Communication and stakeholder engagement	 Global assessment	 Indigenous and local knowledge	 Invasive alien species	 Knowledge, information and data	 Land degradation and restoration	 Policy support tools	 Pollination	 Regional and subregional assessments	 Scenarios and modelling	 Sustainable use of wild species	 Valuation of biodiversity	0.18556701030927836	0.19858156028368795	0.14912280701754385	0.20952380952380953	0.16923076923076924	0.21052631578947367	0.18666666666666668	0.22282608695652173	0.19696969696969696	0.27272727272727271	0.19580419580419581	0.22807017543859648	0.2289156626506024	0.22522522522522523	WEOG	
 All IPBES assessments	 Capacity development	 Communication and stakeholder engagement	 Global assessment	 Indigenous and local knowledge	 Invasive alien species	 Knowledge, information and data	 Land degradation and restoration	 Policy support tools	 Pollination	 Regional and subregional assessments	 Scenarios and modelling	 Sustainable use of wild species	 Valuation of biodiversity	0.27835051546391754	0.1773049645390071	0.28947368421052633	0.34285714285714286	0.2153846153846154	0.2781954887218045	0.30666666666666664	0.26630434782608697	0.31060606060606061	0.28409090909090912	0.25174825174825177	0.31578947368421051	0.22289156626506024	0.26126126126126126	Individuals' interest/expertise with respect to regions
AF	
 All IPBES assessments	 Capacity development	 Communication and stakeholder engagement	 Global assessment	 Indigenous and local knowledge	 Invasive alien species	 Knowledge, information and data	 Land degradation and restoration	 Policy support tools	 Pollination	 Regional and subregional assessments	 Scenarios and modelling	 Sustainable use of wild species	 Valuation of biodiversity	 Other	0.25	0.28491620111731841	0.203125	0.2	0.26785714285714285	0.24358974358974358	0.20792079207920791	0.26808510638297872	0.23809523809523808	0.22	0.2300469483568075	0.20394736842105263	0.27979274611398963	0.25080385852090031	7.407407407407407E-2	AP	
 All IPBES assessments	 Capacity development	 Communication and stakeholder engagement	 Global assessment	 Indigenous and local knowledge	 Invasive alien species	 Knowledge, information and data	 Land degradation and restoration	 Policy support tools	 Pollination	 Regional and subregional assessments	 Scenarios and modelling	 Sustainable use of wild species	 Valuation of biodiversity	 Other	0.24074074074074073	0.22346368715083798	0.2421875	0.18947368421052632	0.29761904761904762	0.1858974358974359	0.19306930693069307	0.24255319148936169	0.18367346938775511	0.18	0.22065727699530516	0.13157894736842105	0.20207253886010362	0.17684887459807075	0.14814814814814814	EE	
 All IPBES assessments	 Capacity development	 Communication and stakeholder engagement	 Global assessment	 Indigenous and local knowledge	 Invasive alien species	 Knowledge, information and data	 Land degradation and restoration	 Policy support tools	 Pollination	 Regional and subregional assessments	 Scenarios and modelling	 Sustainable use of wild species	 Valuation of biodiversity	 Other	4.6296296296296294E-2	7.2625698324022353E-2	7.03125E-2	6.3157894736842107E-2	5.3571428571428568E-2	5.7692307692307696E-2	8.4158415841584164E-2	5.5319148936170209E-2	5.4421768707482991E-2	0.06	7.5117370892018781E-2	8.5526315789473686E-2	5.6994818652849742E-2	7.0739549839228297E-2	7.407407407407407E-2	LAC	
 All IPBES assessments	 Capacity development	 Communication and stakeholder engagement	 Global assessment	 Indigenous and local knowledge	 Invasive alien species	 Knowledge, information and data	 Land degradation and restoration	 Policy support tools	 Pollination	 Regional and subregional assessments	 Scenarios and modelling	 Sustainable use of wild species	 Valuation of biodiversity	 Other	0.20370370370370369	0.15642458100558659	0.1171875	0.18421052631578946	0.13690476190476192	0.14102564102564102	0.15841584158415842	0.14042553191489363	0.17006802721088435	0.18	0.17840375586854459	0.20394736842105263	0.18652849740932642	0.18006430868167203	0.37037037037037035	WEOG	
 All IPBES assessments	 Capacity development	 Communication and stakeholder engagement	 Global assessment	 Indigenous and local knowledge	 Invasive alien species	 Knowledge, information and data	 Land degradation and restoration	 Policy support tools	 Pollination	 Regional and subregional assessments	 Scenarios and modelling	 Sustainable use of wild species	 Valuation of biodiversity	 Other	0.22222222222222221	0.25698324022346369	0.3515625	0.3473684210526316	0.23214285714285715	0.34615384615384615	0.3316831683168317	0.2723404255319149	0.3401360544217687	0.33	0.28169014084507044	0.36184210526315791	0.24870466321243523	0.29581993569131831	0.29629629629629628	Intended future organizational/institutional contributions 
Total	 Access to networks	 Financial support	 Specialized expertise	 Indigenous and local knowledge	 Making data or indicators available	 In-kind support	 Nominating experts	 Organising meetings to inform 	 Regional knowledge	126	21	158	100	115	41	125	122	127	Total	





 Access to networks	 Financial support	 Specialized expertise	 Indigenous and local knowledge	 Making data or indicators available	 In-kind support	 Nominating experts	 Organising meetings to inform 	 Regional knowledge	126	21	158	100	115	41	125	122	127	Intended future contributions of organizations/institutions per region
AF	
 Access to expert networks and/or stakeholder networks	 Financial support	 Specialized expertise	 Indigenous and local knowledge	 Making data or indicators available	 In-kind support	 Nominating experts	 Organising meetings to inform about IPBES and its products	 Regional knowledge	0.29365079365079366	0.14285714285714285	0.18354430379746836	0.41	0.24347826086956523	0.34146341463414637	0.248	0.30327868852459017	0.2125984251968504	AP	
 Access to expert networks and/or stakeholder networks	 Financial support	 Specialized expertise	 Indigenous and local knowledge	 Making data or indicators available	 In-kind support	 Nominating experts	 Organising meetings to inform about IPBES and its products	 Regional knowledge	0.21428571428571427	0.19047619047619047	0.19620253164556961	0.24	0.21739130434782608	0.26829268292682928	0.216	0.28688524590163933	0.25196850393700787	EE	
 Access to expert networks and/or stakeholder networks	 Financial support	 Specialized expertise	 Indigenous and local knowledge	 Making data or indicators available	 In-kind support	 Nominating experts	 Organising meetings to inform about IPBES and its products	 Regional knowledge	6.3492063492063489E-2	9.5238095238095233E-2	8.2278481012658222E-2	0.08	7.8260869565217397E-2	4.878048780487805E-2	6.4000000000000001E-2	4.9180327868852458E-2	7.874015748031496E-2	LAC	
 Access to expert networks and/or stakeholder networks	 Financial support	 Specialized expertise	 Indigenous and local knowledge	 Making data or indicators available	 In-kind support	 Nominating experts	 Organising meetings to inform about IPBES and its products	 Regional knowledge	0.19047619047619047	0.33333333333333331	0.23417721518987342	0.12	0.24347826086956523	0.14634146341463414	0.20799999999999999	0.20491803278688525	0.24409448818897639	WEOG	
 Access to expert networks and/or stakeholder networks	 Financial support	 Specialized expertise	 Indigenous and local knowledge	 Making data or indicators available	 In-kind support	 Nominating experts	 Organising meetings to inform about IPBES and its products	 Regional knowledge	0.23809523809523808	9.5238095238095233E-2	0.2848101265822785	0.13	0.2	0.1951219512195122	0.23200000000000001	0.14754098360655737	0.18110236220472442	Intended future contributions by individuals 
Total	 Access to networks 	 Financial support	 Specialized expertise	 Indigenous and local knowledge	 Making data or indicators available	 In-kind support	 Nominating experts	 Organising meetings 	 Regional knowledge	215	22	275	115	136	41	118	121	221	Total	







 Access to networks 	 Financial support	 Specialized expertise	 Indigenous and local knowledge	 Making data or indicators available	 In-kind support	 Nominating experts	 Organising meetings 	 Regional knowledge	215	22	275	115	136	41	118	121	221	Intended future contributions of individuals per region
AF	
 Access to expert networks and/or stakeholder networks	 Financial support	 Specialized expertise	 Indigenous and local knowledge	 Making data or indicators available	 In-kind support	 Nominating experts	 Organising meetings to inform about IPBES and its products	 Regional knowledge	0.22790697674418606	0.40909090909090912	0.17454545454545456	0.28695652173913044	0.22058823529411764	0.31707317073170732	0.2288135593220339	0.31404958677685951	0.20814479638009051	AP	
 Access to expert networks and/or stakeholder networks	 Financial support	 Specialized expertise	 Indigenous and local knowledge	 Making data or indicators available	 In-kind support	 Nominating experts	 Organising meetings to inform about IPBES and its products	 Regional knowledge	0.21395348837209302	0.13636363636363635	0.19636363636363635	0.42608695652173911	0.17647058823529413	0.1951219512195122	0.22033898305084745	0.24793388429752067	0.24886877828054299	EE	
 Access to expert networks and/or stakeholder networks	 Financial support	 Specialized expertise	 Indigenous and local knowledge	 Making data or indicators available	 In-kind support	 Nominating experts	 Organising meetings to inform about IPBES and its products	 Regional knowledge	7.441860465116279E-2	0.22727272727272727	7.2727272727272724E-2	6.9565217391304349E-2	0.10294117647058823	7.3170731707317069E-2	8.4745762711864403E-2	5.7851239669421489E-2	9.0497737556561084E-2	LAC	
 Access to expert networks and/or stakeholder networks	 Financial support	 Specialized expertise	 Indigenous and local knowledge	 Making data or indicators available	 In-kind support	 Nominating experts	 Organising meetings to inform about IPBES and its products	 Regional knowledge	0.19534883720930232	0.18181818181818182	0.20363636363636364	0.1391304347826087	0.21323529411764705	0.12195121951219512	0.23728813559322035	0.19834710743801653	0.20814479638009051	WEOG	
 Access to expert networks and/or stakeholder networks	 Financial support	 Specialized expertise	 Indigenous and local knowledge	 Making data or indicators available	 In-kind support	 Nominating experts	 Organising meetings to inform about IPBES and its products	 Regional knowledge	0.2744186046511628	4.5454545454545456E-2	0.33090909090909093	6.0869565217391307E-2	0.27205882352941174	0.29268292682926828	0.20338983050847459	0.16528925619834711	0.22624434389140272	Incentives for engagement with IPBES with respect to regions
AF	
 Access to expertise	 Access to new networks	 Better financial support	 Better international support	 Better local support	 Better organizational support	 Better visibility	 Learning from other experts	 More knowledge	 Overlapping research interest	 Passion for environmental issues and for sustainable use of natural resources	 Policy and decision making support	 Recognition	 To build network(s)	 To help ensure sustainable development	 Other	0.25980392156862747	0.22527472527472528	0.33333333333333331	0.26785714285714285	0.30769230769230771	0.51724137931034486	0.21311475409836064	0.23571428571428571	0.15384615384615385	0.17177914110429449	0.28749999999999998	0.12863070539419086	8.5714285714285715E-2	0.16528925619834711	0.2231404958677686	5.5555555555555552E-2	AP	
 Access to expertise	 Access to new networks	 Better financial support	 Better international support	 Better local support	 Better organizational support	 Better visibility	 Learning from other experts	 More knowledge	 Overlapping research interest	 Passion for environmental issues and for sustainable use of natural resources	 Policy and decision making support	 Recognition	 To build network(s)	 To help ensure sustainable development	 Other	0.19117647058823528	0.16483516483516483	0.2857142857142857	0.2767857142857143	0.11538461538461539	0.27586206896551724	0.18032786885245902	0.18571428571428572	0.26573426573426573	0.19018404907975461	0.1825	0.19917012448132779	0.45714285714285713	0.18181818181818182	0.16942148760330578	0.1111111111111111	EE	
 Access to expertise	 Access to new networks	 Better financial support	 Better international support	 Better local support	 Better organizational support	 Better visibility	 Learning from other experts	 More knowledge	 Overlapping research interest	 Passion for environmental issues and for sustainable use of natural resources	 Policy and decision making support	 Recognition	 To build network(s)	 To help ensure sustainable development	 Other	9.8039215686274508E-2	8.2417582417582416E-2	3.8095238095238099E-2	5.3571428571428568E-2	0.11538461538461539	6.8965517241379309E-2	3.2786885245901641E-2	7.857142857142857E-2	0.1048951048951049	7.3619631901840496E-2	6.7500000000000004E-2	4.1493775933609957E-2	0	5.7851239669421489E-2	4.9586776859504134E-2	0	LAC	
 Access to expertise	 Access to new networks	 Better financial support	 Better international support	 Better local support	 Better organizational support	 Better visibility	 Learning from other experts	 More knowledge	 Overlapping research interest	 Passion for environmental issues and for sustainable use of natural resources	 Policy and decision making support	 Recognition	 To build network(s)	 To help ensure sustainable development	 Other	0.23529411764705882	0.21978021978021978	0.2	0.23214285714285715	0.26923076923076922	6.8965517241379309E-2	0.11475409836065574	0.21071428571428572	0.15384615384615385	0.1165644171779141	0.1575	0.22406639004149378	0.14285714285714285	0.17355371900826447	0.256198347107438	5.5555555555555552E-2	WEOG	
 Access to expertise	 Access to new networks	 Better financial support	 Better international support	 Better local support	 Better organizational support	 Better visibility	 Learning from other experts	 More knowledge	 Overlapping research interest	 Passion for environmental issues and for sustainable use of natural resources	 Policy and decision making support	 Recognition	 To build network(s)	 To help ensure sustainable development	 Other	0.19607843137254902	0.29120879120879123	0.11428571428571428	0.16964285714285715	0.19230769230769232	3.4482758620689655E-2	0.44262295081967212	0.27500000000000002	0.30069930069930068	0.42331288343558282	0.28499999999999998	0.39004149377593361	0.31428571428571428	0.38842975206611569	0.26859504132231404	0.66666666666666663	Total	




 High work commitments	 Language barriers	 No research overlap	 Not enough money to participate	 Not enough recognition	 Risks of distortion of knowledge or information	 Unclear how IPBES works	337	92	37	502	159	59	250	Disincentives to engagement with respect to regions
AF	
 High work commitments	 Language barriers	 No research overlap	 Not enough money to participate	 Not enough recognition	 Risks of distortion of knowledge or information	 Unclear how IPBES works	0.13946587537091987	0.32608695652173914	0.45945945945945943	0.27091633466135456	0.29559748427672955	0.28813559322033899	0.20800000000000002	AP	
 High work commitments	 Language barriers	 No research overlap	 Not enough money to participate	 Not enough recognition	 Risks of distortion of knowledge or information	 Unclear how IPBES works	0.17804154302670622	0.10869565217391304	0.16216216216216217	0.21713147410358566	0.25157232704402516	0.23728813559322035	0.20399999999999999	EE	
 High work commitments	 Language barriers	 No research overlap	 Not enough money to participate	 Not enough recognition	 Risks of distortion of knowledge or information	 Unclear how IPBES works	5.3412462908011868E-2	8.6956521739130432E-2	0.1081081081081081	7.1713147410358558E-2	6.9182389937106917E-2	8.4745762711864417E-2	0.08	LAC	
 High work commitments	 Language barriers	 No research overlap	 Not enough money to participate	 Not enough recognition	 Risks of distortion of knowledge or information	 Unclear how IPBES works	0.16320474777448074	0.35869565217391303	0.1891891891891892	0.19123505976095617	0.18867924528301888	0.20338983050847456	0.188	WEOG	
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