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Introduction . Results

 FLR effectiveness is highly context dependent, shaped by a
combination of:

* Optimizing fertilizer use is vital for improving crop productivity and
resilience among smallholder farmers.

« Understanding farmers’ perceptions and decisions about fertilizer use
Is crucial for designing effective interventions.

e exogenous factors (e.g., environmental conditions) and
* endogenous ones (e.q., vegetation characteristics).
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The main objective Is:
» To identifying the most effective FLR practices for controlling erosion

and the factors influencing their effectiveness across different
contexts

Latitude
n -9 %] —i

To achieve this objective, the research discusses:

. the methodological approaches used to assess the impact of FLR on
erosion mitigation;

i. the forest landscape restoration approaches and practices employed
to reduce erosion;
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Figure 2: Number of case studies by year of publication and by country.

. the effectiveness of restoration efforts across diverse landscape Do slon
making levels
contexts; and

Iv. the unintended consequences associated with restoration
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* Limited consideration of Interacting factors influencing FLR
effectiveness

Figure 1: Data search and screening procedure applied in this study based on PRISMA
2020 (Online version adapted from Haddaway et al. (2022)).

 Limited exploration of unintended outcomes
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Note: This poster is based on a manuscript under review in Forest Policy and Economics.
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