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Introduction

REACT4AMED supports sustainable land  driven primarily by overgrazing and exacerbated  However, the effectiveness and social acceptance of these
& water management and implements by the local economy’s reliance on water- actions is rarely assessed. For this reason, an ecosystem
large-scale land degradation restoration intensive agriculture. During 2000-06, the CAP  restoration living lab involving over 80 stakeholders identified
actions in 8 Pilot Areas (PAs) across the  “Forestation” program paid farmers to plant  priority ecosystems functions and indicators. They also
Mediterranean. The PA of Heraklion (Fig.  forest tree species in agricultural land while  described barriers for upscaling sustainable practices and

1) suffers from land degradation. excluding livestock until tree maturation (Fig. 2).  sustainable agriculture, rural revitalization, and cooperation as
20°F 23°F 25°F 28°F their main priorities for the future.
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