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Decision-making in agricultural research is complex
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* Systems are affected by many drivers
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improving decisions is scientists’ best chance to generate impact
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Current state of knowledge

* Use Bayesian approach — start with ‘prior knowledge’
- refine when information becomes available

* Use Value of Information analysis to highlight decision-
critical knowledge gaps
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* Account for risks and uncertainties
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. . - Important variables, to which outcomes are most sensitive —
Benefits from Agroforestry adoption (in thousands) / quantified by the ‘Variable Importance in the projection’
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