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oIntroduction

Nature-Based Solutions (NbS) are central to the EU Green Deal and Climate

between policy ambitions, project experiments, knowledge platforms, and scientific

research.

The aim is to systematically map and synthesize fragmented evidence on NbS for

climate adaptation across Europe, in order to identify territorial gaps, policy-
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Discussion

= NbS knowledge is abundant but fragmented, limiting its usability in territorial planning.

= A disconnect between strategic ambition and local implementation.

» Governance diversity (laws vs. strategies vs. action plans) creates uneven policy
traction hindering transformational adaptation at EU level.

* Funding cycles drive short-term experimentation, with limited continuity.
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Recommendations (Policy & Practice)
9- Bridge policy—practice gaps by translating EU strategies into
clear territorial guidance.
= Secure continuity with long-term funding and institutional
support beyond short-term pilots.

* Enhance interoperability of NbS knowledge base.
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