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	Question
1. What specific needs or challanges shoul the proposal adress?
2. What are the main objectives of the topis?
3. What activities will the project need to undertake?
4. What outputs are expected from the project?
5. What types of partners should be included in the project? 
5. What other types of stakeholders shoul the project interact with during impelmentation?
6. Does the call refer to any specific cross-cutting priorities?



HORIZON-XXX-2027-01-02: Systemic approaches to accelerate transformative change for biodiversity
	Call: Biodiversity 

	Specific conditions

	Type of Action
	Research and Innovation Action



Expected Outcome: Proposals are expected to contribute to all the following expected outcomes:	Comment by Katja Žagar (MVZI): 
· policy and decision makers are better equipped to incorporate cultural and societal human behavioural insights in relation to biodiversity, including on business-related dependencies, vulnerabilities and systemic risks, into future policy development;
· institutional, business, financial and economic actors have better visibility on the systemic effects of their interdependencies with ecosystems across value chains; the understanding and mapping of cross-actor and cross-sectoral relationships are improved and collaboration pathways that enable transformative change for biodiversity are strengthened;
· transdisciplinary research communities including from natural and social sciences and humanities, as well as cultural and creative sectors collaborate to improve understanding on the indirect drivers + improve understanding on the indirect drivers behind biodiversity-harming practices, identify leverage points and test evidence-based interventions – including in relation to governance, incentives, narratives, norms and power asymmetries – with public and private sectors actors to incentivise nature-positive practices.	Comment by Katja Žagar (MVZI): 
Scope: As highlighted by IPBES, halting biodiversity loss requires transformative change across mindsets, practices and the rules of the system, in ways that address the underlying causes of biodiversity loss and nature’s decline. In this context, systems thinking and behavioural science are not optional add-ons but essential bridges between ambition and impact, enabling policies and interventions to better translate intentions and actions into behavioural and structural change across all relevant actor groups.
Proposals should:
· explore implementation gaps in transformative change for biodiversity through a systems approach, including behavioural sciences, social sciences and humanities, culture and the arts, building on existing knowledge;
· analyse and map cross-actor and cross-sector relationships, different worldviews and knowledge systems, power dynamics and influence pathways to identify how interactions between them drive or hinder transformative change for biodiversity. A selection of key leverage points for accelerating nature-positive systemic change should be identified;
· anticipate interactions of indirect drivers1 of biodiversity loss with societal and cultural values, access to and perceptions of nature and behavioural change;
· design, pilot and evaluate approaches, in the public and private sector, to shift governance arrangements, social norms, organisational and community routines and decision-making processes (e.g. compliance and enforcement, investment and finance decisions, land and sea management practices, and communication strategies);	Comment by Katja Žagar (MVZI): 
· develop guidance, building on existing networks, data sets, digital platforms and tools, to support the adaptation, replication and scaling of the proposed approaches across sectors and regions + develop guidance, building on existing networks, data sets, digital platforms and tools, to support the adaptation, replication and scaling of the proposed approaches across sectors and regions. Where relevant, this may include the use, development and/or synthesis of indicators, models, data and tools to better capture nature restoration’s contribution to systemic risks reduction, across  ecosystems;
· optimise data usage + optimise data usage, including standardised data formats, for integrating biodiversity objectives with socio-economic outcomes, increase consistency and ease data interpretation and exchange among sectors;
· support stakeholders across value chains, including primary producers, in aligning their land/sea management practices, business models and broader operations with pathways to transformative change by addressing the challenges they face  + stakeholders across value chains, including primary producers (e.g. meeting EU biodiversity targets and objectives, including corporate sustainability and due diligence reporting2) and developing case studies + developing case studies. These should provide solutions to reconcile ecological objectives with socio-economic realities + and developing case studies. These should provide solutions to reconcile ecological objectives with socio-economic realities, promoting sustainable management, policy compliance, economic viability, and enhancing Europe’s long-term competitiveness.	Comment by Katja Žagar (MVZI): 
image1.png
| Needs and challenges that need dddressing:
| Objectives to be achieved
I Activities to condiict / methodoicgies to use
| outputs

Coss-cutting priorities
[ érget grougs and stakeholders.




image2.jpeg
at need dddressing:
177 Objectives to be achieved :
I Activities t6 condiict / methodologies to use”
| | o:mpms i : i

foss-cutting priorities.

[ érget groups and stakeholders




