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Scenario 
Visualisation Tool

Multi-criteria 
Analysis (MCA)

Bayesian Belief 
Nets (BBN) 

South Western 
Waters Interface 

T-ONS model

MareFrame DSTs



Evaluation Framework

v Fundamental principles of EBFM 
v Balancing diverse objectives 
v Consider human and social dimension
v Long term consequences

v Management strategy evaluation
v The process of identification and simulation of management 

strategies 
v Presentation of results and selection of Management strategy

v Frameworks in previously funded EU projects
v Meece Framework



Evaluation Criteria

Relevance 
for EBFM

AccessibilityAdaptability 
& Flexibility

TransparencySuitability & 
Purpose

Low (1)
Medium (2) 

High (3)



Criteria (Max. score)
Scenario 

Visualisation 
Tool

MCA BBN T-ONS 
Model

SWW 
Interface

Relevance for EBFM (15) 10 13 12 15 13

Accessibility (9) 7 5 4 9 7

Transparency (6) 3 2 5 5 3

Suitability &  Purpose (9) 7 6 5 9 8

Adaptability & Flexibility (12) 10 11 11 10 9

Total Score (51) 37 37 37 48 40

The DSTs have different objectives

DSTs evaluated separately rather than 
as a toolbox



All the DSTs can 
contribute to the 
implementation of 

EBFM

v address EBFM-related concerns 
v facilitate a structured scoping phase with stakeholders
v succeed in linking complex ecosystem models to context-

defined user needs.
v Allow for an exploration of trade-offs, alternatives and 

their likely consequences 



All the DSTs can 
contribute to the 
implementation of 

EBFM

vaddress EAF-related concerns and understand trade-
offs

vsucceed in linking complex ecosystem models 
to context-defined user needs.

v facilitate a structured scoping phase with stakeholders
vAllow for an exploration of trade-offs, alternatives and 

their likely consequences 

Thanks to Margarita Rincón Hidalgo and Javier Ruiz for their 
assistance in the preparation of the paper. We would also like to 

express our gratitude to Bo Lærke, Andre Tapadinhas, Mika 
Rahikainen, John G. Pope, Valerio Bartolino and Alan Baudron for 

providing additional information and comments on the 
evaluations


