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Databases and Data 

Collection Method
Research Object and 

Research Questions

1.) What is the significance of CI in the three 
study areas in terms of
•current financing (financial scope and type 
of remunerated ES) and 
•design and implementation of PES 
(responsibility / involvement in current PES) 
in comparison to SI?
Is the significance of CI in this context 
dependent on the significance of SI?
What type of CI currently has in this context 
the greatest significance (forms of 
organization)? 

2.) What institutional framework in 
particular property regimes are found in 
the current implemented PES and do they 
differ in PES, with and without the 
participation of CI? 

3.) What PES approaches are implemented 
by CI or implemented in collaboration with 
CI in the three regions studied and 
evaluated as innovative? Are CI more 
innovative than SI in the design and 
implementation of PES and if so why?

4.) What significance could future PES 
have in solving environmental problems? 
What role could be assigned to 
governmental and civil society 
stakeholders?

Empirical development of a definition for ES.

Overview of current PES and the ES rewarded 
in the three study areas, in dependence on the 
significance of civil society and government 
initiatives. 

Evaluation of currently implemented PES in 
terms of its innovative content - comparison of 
PES with and without civil society participation.

Description of good-practice examples of PES 
and additional recommendations for action as a 
basis for decision support for potential 
developers and users of PES.

Assessment of the future importance of PES in 
solving environmental problems and the role of 
civil society and state in financing and 
implementation.

The research work should be a synthesis of the 
results from subprojects 3-6 and 7.

Market-based instruments had been 
advocated for some time now as an efficient 
tool for solving environmental problems.

Positive financial incentive instruments for 
remunerating ecological services (Payments 
for Ecosystem Services - PES) are discussed 
here as an innovative tool. They have been 
introduced as an incentive for obtaining 
ecological services including landscape design 
(Ecosystem Services - ES ) throughout the 
world in the recent years .

The weaknesses and limitations in the 
current PES are shown based on the practical 
implementation of PES in particular by 
government initiatives / actors (SI).

Civil society initiatives (CI) are generally 
assumed to have a high potential for resolving 
problems.
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