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Conceptual framework for comparing land use and trade

offs of ecosystem services.
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Climate change impacts:
scenarios & location matters
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Key research guestions

A How may climate change and related policies
impact land use at national to landscape level?
T Addressed by integrated model application
T Role of heterogeneity among farms and climates
i Adaptation -> profit-driven farm management choices
A What are the environmental and landscape effects
from combined climate and land use change?
i Synergies and tradeoffs impacted by policies &
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Methods and Data
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Case study: Central Europe, Austridjostviertel landscape

Model driver: climate, mitigationand adaptationpolicies
Results:compared to a reference policy scenario
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Soil management change at landscape lev
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Abiotic environmental indicators
soil organic carbon (SOC) on cropland  ag.greenhouse gas emissions in G&R
w _

= = o~

£ o8 - lmO | =2l

§| W | B csoo .

i

o [=T t't

E iy ﬂﬂi .

2 o @

5 e AT D

impact mitigation adaptation impact mitigation adaptation
Schénhart et al., 201@\gricSyst145, 3%,50.
i



Results- farm land biodiversity indicators
from climate change andgoolicies
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