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Background

Despite their specificities, Mediterranean countries face a number of common interlinked challenges related to agriculture, mainly concerning food security and the development of sustainable crop and animal production systems, the use and management of natural resources (e.g. soil, water, biodiversity), rural development and poverty alleviation, in a rapidly changing climatic and socioeconomic context. These issues must be addressed through a stronger scientific cooperation between EU and non-EU Mediterranean countries, as national research capacities are not sufficient to achieve the necessary results. Mediterranean agricultural research is rather fragmented and sectorial, and research teams are still too isolated, calling for a greater transnational, multidisciplinary and integrated cooperation. Efforts are also needed to change the way we do research: we must be innovative in the way we work and we must also promote innovation, aware that it takes time and coordinated efforts. Scientific and academic excellence is often the main criteria for evaluating research proposals. However, if they are to be funded, projects must demonstrate that they will implement innovative approaches and yield innovative results, subsequently impacting positively the society and justifying a costefficient use of public funds. The science-society and science-policy dialogues must also be encouraged if significant impacts are to be obtained from jointly funded research and development activities across the Mediterranean region.

ARIMNet2 (Coordination of Agricultural Research in the Mediterranean;2014-2017), an ERA-NET Programme coordinated by INRA (France), continues and deepens the achievements of ARIMNet (Coordination of Agricultural Research in the Mediterranean Area;2008-2013) and plays an essential role in boosting transnational cooperation to achieve common goals. ARIMNet2 involves 24 partners from 15 Mediterranean countries, including national research agencies, funding agencies, ministries, etc. It is funded through the European Union's Seventh Framework Programme for research, technological development and demonstration under grant agreement no. 618127.

ARIMNet2 fosters the development of a Mediterranean agriculture research community, encourages joint efforts in identifying current and future challenges and priorities at the Mediterranean scale, in defining a shared research strategic agenda, and in developing and funding common research and innovation activities. It thrives to better link research with the real needs of the Mediterranean agriculture and local stakeholders (farmers, extension agents, agro-industries, etc.) to improve crop and animal production, raise nutrient, resource and energy efficiency, enhance the organisation of food chains and contribute to the sustainable socioeconomic development of the region. In order to do so, it supports research activities addressing real social and environmental challenges (the food security, poverty alleviation and natural resource preservation nexus) and fosters the engagement of stakeholders in research and innovation processes.

The ARIMNet2 Young Researchers Seminar (YRS) that took place in Montpellier (29 May -3 June 2016) is a pilot activity for the ARIMNet2 network, and a very important component of its agenda and strategy, which includes the launching of transnational calls in 2015 and 2016, the preparation of a common Integrated Strategic Research Agenda (ISRA) and the implementation of joint events such as this seminar and the International Conference on Agricultural Knowledge and Innovation Systems (AKIS) held on 12-13 October 2016 in Turkey. So discussing with and learning from the participants was crucial, not only to prepare future activities, but also to influence Mediterranean and European programmes and initiatives under development. Twenty-eight young researchers from Algeria, Croatia, Egypt, France, Greece, Italy, Malta, Morocco, Portugal, Slovenia, Spain, Tunisia and Turkey, attended this initiative and fed the discussions and resulting recommendations. As young researchers are expected to drive research and progress, they were our main target as they must be encouraged in their personal and career development and in the design of competitive, cutting edge and impacting transnational research projects.

The main objectives of this seminar were:

 To develop the research capacity of Mediterranean researchers to build international research & innovation projects;  To initiate the creation of a network among young researchers from the Mediterranean region;  To share experiences and knowledge on how to build an innovation-driven research project related to Mediterranean agricultural issues;  To prepare collaborative materials on the involvement of stakeholders in research processes to be presented at the AKIS conference in Turkey (12-13 October 2016).

This seminar involved several types of activities including: Keynote speeches setting the background of the week; The presentation of four ARIMNet Projects by their coordinators (APMed, DoMEsTIc, PoH-MED and REFORMA), who shared their approaches and lessons learnt regarding stakeholders' engagement and innovation; A training session on how to design and write up a competitive project proposal; A field trip to the Cevennes Nature Park to discuss the Community Resilience Pact established to collectively managed private land, presentations by the young researchers of their own project ideas; And several workshops to discuss and reflect on the way to promote stakeholder engagement and innovation in their research projects, and more generally, on the needs and expectations of young researchers concerning their career and personal development and the design of new transnational projects. Despite the relatively short duration of this workshop (5 days), the absence of previous links between the participants and their cultural and scientific heterogeneity, the young researchers were extremely proactive and interacted intensively, raising very interesting questions and bringing up very relevant recommendations for improving research and innovation frameworks in the Mediterranean region.

This report intends to give an overview of the preparation and implementation of the seminar and an evaluation of this event. It also synthesises the key issues raised and discussed, and the key recommendations that emerged for research and funding agencies to effectively back up research and innovation activities and boost their socioeconomic and environmental impacts on Mediterranean territories. ARC-EG and DEMETER-GR)  Task 4.4. Assessment of pilot actions, lessons learnt and next steps for the future (M8-M45) (Task leader: DEMETER-GR; contributors: ARC-EG, CIRAD-FR)

Preparation of the Young Researchers Seminar

WP4 aims to develop pilot joint activities with the effective participation and for the benefit of all ARIMNet2 partners. All of them did not have the same role or degree or involvement depending on the phase considered (from preparation to implementation). Nonetheless, all partners were continuously informed about the process, during ARIMNet2 meetings and by frequent emails exchanged between the organisers. So, all the partners shared and debated their views and agreed on the main decisions regarding the nature, subject, topic(s), implementation, development, evaluation, etc. of this activity. Financial aspects and the selection of beneficiaries were particularly debated before agreeing on the way to proceed. This joint activity has thus been an excellent exercise to learn to work together, to share and discuss opinions and needs and to reach a consensus at the Mediterranean scale. Developed in 2014, the first phase of the joint activity preparation consisted in defining the kind of activity to be implement and the topics of interest.

After some debates, we agreed on:

 4-5 kinds of joint-activities: mobility (individual or group), training, young researchers seminar, conference, book edition.  Several topics reflecting Mediterranean priorities: water and soil management, land use, integrated pest management, crop-livestock integration, urban-rural relationship, gender, database analysis, experimental design, etc.

A questionnaire (ANNEX 1) was then sent to the representatives of ARIMNet2 partners to select participatively the kind of activity and topics to be addressed. After new debates, we agreed to implement a Young Researchers Seminar focused on both the integration of stakeholders and the promotion of innovation in agricultural research. Then, in the second phase, 12 and then 15 steps were identified during the ARIMNet2 general meetings in Madrid and Thessaloniki as key to a successful joint activity and allowed to reach a consensus. These 15 steps are as follows:

1 Step 15. Organise the institutional evaluation / ARIMNet2 partners.

The programme of the seminar (ANNEX 2) was improved week after week by the organisers until the seminar, with the contribution of the partners and analysing the feedbacks/expectations from the candidates collected through a preseminar survey (ANNEX 3), The methodology proposed to implement the seminar was detailed and shared among the trainers to ensure an effective coordination and the correct development of the activities (ANNEX 4).

Call for applicants

 The Call for applicants was launched on 19 February 2016 (initial deadline: 10 March 2016) and diffusion was made in each partner country through several channels (emails, news, websites, etc.; e.g. in France, the information was diffused at CIRAD, INRA, AGROPOLIS). Among others, the Call with its preliminary programme was published on the ARIMNet2 website and Facebook (ANNEX 5). The PLATFORM Project (http://eraplatform.eu/) was also informed.

 An application form was designed (ANNEX 6), with a preliminary programme, the objectives of the seminar, the selection and evaluation criteria applied (for transparency), and requiring from the candidates a motivation letter, a cross-border project proposal and supporting documents (e.g. recommendation letter). It provided a list of the National Contact Points in charge of following the activity.

 On 10 March 2016, the consortium agreed to extend the deadline until 25 March 2016 to allow for more applications, since the number of applicants was considered too low at this date; not all countries were then represented and only a few candidates had applied at this stage, mainly due to lack of time between dissemination of the news and the deadline, and the time required to fill in the application form and provide the necessary supporting documents (CV, recommendation letter, etc.).

Candidates' evaluation and selection (eligibility and evaluation)

 The evaluation and selection of the candidates was based on transparent criteria, related to the candidate's resume, motivation letter and project proposal (see the application form and the evaluation grid prepared jointly between the organisers (ANNEX 7)).

 Most of the partner countries decided not to carry individually the selection, but to have it done by a central selection committee. The organising committee of the seminar thus established a selection committee composed of two women and two men, from Tunisia and France, researchers and non-researchers. Each member carried out his/her own evaluation of the candidate's application form and the members then shared and discussed their results (several skype and face-to-face meetings were necessary), reaching consensus on the ranking of the candidates, for each country. Despite some disparities in the evaluation, and the difficulty that these evaluations raised, the ranking of the candidates among the evaluators were relatively comparable, favoured by the use of the common evaluation grid.

 Some countries (Egypt, Greece, Morocco, Tunisia and Turkey) were keen on selecting directly the participants. However, after discussion, Turkey and Greece asked the organising committee to make a pre-selection of the candidates. The committee then submitted a proposal of candidates which was further discussed with the National Contact Points from the partners.

 The maximum number of candidates was set around 30 young researchers, to facilitate the management of the group, and to fit with the available budget.

 A total of 78 candidates from 12 Mediterranean countries applied (No applications were received from French, Cyprian and Israelian candidates) (ANNEX 8).

 After discussing with the National Contact Points, and with their agreement, the first two candidates in each country were invited to participate to the seminar; in case of refusal, the next candidates on the list were then invited. An invitation letter signed by ARIMNet2 coordinator (ANNEX 9) was sent to all invited candidates.

 28 young researchers from 12 Mediterranean countries (Algeria, Croatia, Egypt, Greece, Italy, Malta, Morocco, Portugal, Slovenia, Spain, Tunisia and Turkey) were finally selected and accepted to actively participate to the seminar (ANNEX 10).

Pre-seminar surveys

In order to assess the needs and expectations of the candidates with respect to the content and format of the seminar itself and also to the travel and accommodation arrangements, a pre-seminar survey (ANNEX 3) was designed and sent to all the participants, and analysed prior to the event, to adapt the programme and logistics accordingly.

Budget and financial aspects

A budget of about 14,000 € (ANNEX 11) was required to cover all logistical local costs (travel, accommodation, catering, materials, etc.; plane tickets are not included), surpassing slightly the budget planned initially (11,000 €), partially due to travel arrangements that had not been assessed precisely. ARIMNet2 partner countries had the choice to send 2 or 3 candidates, aware that the first 2 candidates would be fully covered by the ARIMNet2 budget (Travel/visa were organised and paid by the partners using their WP4-Travel budget; training, food, accommodation were organised by IAMM, CIRAD, INRA and paid directly by IAMM on the WP4-Other expenses ARIMNet2 budget from CIRAD, ARC and DEMETER, based on a prior agreement between the partners.

When a third candidate was proposed, his/her participation was covered outside the ARIMNet2 budget, by the entity proposing the candidate or by the candidate itself (meals were finally offered to these candidates). One candidate decided to attend the seminar on his own funds.

Implementation of the Young Researchers Seminar

The seminar actually took place from Sunday 29 May (a welcome dinner was organised as an icebreaking activity) to Saturday 4 June 2016 (Departure of the participants), at the CIHEAM-IAMM (Montpellier), following the programme established by the organising committee (ANNEX 2). Several rooms were available to host the plenary sessions and parallel workshops, all fully equipped (laptop, video-projector, internet, flipchart, etc.). All along the seminar, information on the activities and discussions as well as photos were uploaded to the ARIMNet2 Facebook, to inform the broader ARIMNet2 community. A team of about 10 organisers (from IAMM, CIRAD, INRA, CREA, IRESA, etc.) ensured the animation of the work, the logistics and all the communication aspects (photos, interviews, etc.) and accompanied the young researchers during the week.

All the necessary equipment to promote interaction, collective thinking and to expose the results of the discussions was available to the candidates. Candidates also received a USB key containing the programme, brochures presenting the ARIMNet-funded projects they studies, information about the initiative to be discussed during the field trip ("Cevennes Resilience Pact"), the presentations given by the invited keynotes or the trainers and all the presentations of the projects given by the candidates themselves, as well as literature related to the topics addressed (stakeholder engagement, innovation, project set-up, etc.).

From the first day, the atmosphere was favourable to collective discussion and prolific reflexions (the welcome dinner the day before surely broke the ice among the participants). The young researchers interacted deeply with the keynote speakers (Pr Michel Petit and Dr Hugo de Vries -see keynote summary in ANNEX 12), the ARIMNet-funded projects coordinators (Dr Christina Ligda, Dr Pierre-Eric Lauri, Dr Didier Andrivon and Dr Luciano Pecetti), the trainers and between each other.

On Wednesday, the young researchers presented with enthusiasm in only 5 minutes their research proposals (ANNEX 13), following a common template provided by the organisers, including the following aspects: Context and challenges; Objectives and hypotheses / conceptual framework; Methodology / involvement of stakeholders; Expected results and impact (notably in terms of innovation); Proposed Mediterranean partnership.

All young researchers showed high interest in the topics addressed, in the discussions and in the group work proposed (e.g. analysing and discussing stakeholders' engagement and innovation in ARIMNet-funded projects; designing new collaborative projects).

Very active and interesting discussions arose during the plenary sessions and parallel workshops. Several young researchers adopted voluntarily the role of session moderator and/or rapporteur, showing enthusiasm and leadership and the capacity to synthesise animated discussions.

Support was given to the groups by the trainers during the parallel workshop, to help moderate the discussions (to ensure every participants had the chance to express her/himself) and help organise the ideas to be presented afterwards to the full audience; animation techniques using flipcharts and coloured papers and stickers were used to promote interaction, brainstorming and to facilitate the dissemination of the conclusions to the rest of the researchers.

The young researchers discussed and worked mainly on the following aspects:

 Promoting stakeholders' engagement in research to boost innovation and enhance positive impacts. A guiding questionnaire was prepared by the organisers to support the work between young researchers and projects' coordinators on this topic (ANNEX 14). A roll-up was designed jointly to synthesise and illustrate the discussions on this point, to be presented at the AKIS conference (October 2016).  Preparation of new transnational project proposals on agriculture and natural resource management. A concept note template was prepared by the organisers to support this activity (ANNEX 15).  Expectations and needs of young researchers with respect to the promotion of transnational research in the Mediterranean region (e.g. specific calls, capacity-building, etc.) and to their career and personal development. A roll-up was designed jointly to synthesise and illustrate the discussions on this point, to be presented at the AKIS conference in October 2016. A field excursion was organised on Wednesday 1 June to the Cévennes National Park (Valleraugues), to meet a local sheep farmer and discuss about the Pacte Pastoral des Cévennes: co-construction of a social resilience, an initiative aiming at organising the collective use of the grazing space. For more information on this initiative: On the way back, we stopped in a cooperative shop where the participants had the chance to discover and purchase local products. By the end of the seminar or shortly after, ARIMNet-funded projects' coordinators (ANNEX 16) and young researchers (ANNEX 17) wrote short notes summarising their experience of the seminar and pinpointing key aspects. These notes were very valuable to write up the synthesis.

At the end of the seminar on Friday 3 June, the participants received a certificate of attendance signed by ARIMNet2 coordinator (ANNEX 18).

A farewell dinner on Friday 3 June celebrated the end of the seminar and ended the activity with a very positive and warm atmosphere inviting to pursue cooperation.

Synthesis of the reflexions and discussions

Stakeholder engagement in research, development and innovation activities

Terminology -What do we mean by stakeholder?

Some ambiguity arose around the terminology, in particular concerning the terms end-users, stakeholders, third parties, target groups and beneficiaries. Their meaning appeared to be often misunderstood and used interchangeably throughout the discussion, thus remembering the importance of the terminology and of speaking a common language. This point generated some debate and called for specific explanations:

-There is a wide range of stakeholders (i.e. all parties which have an interest or can influence or be influenced by a project), and "end-users" (i.e. the direct users of the research findings) are only one specific type of stakeholder;

Examples of stakeholders can be: farmers, growers, breeders, extension services, funding agencies, research institutes, Associations, etc.; Examples of end-users (in the case of ARIMNet2) can be farmers, growers, breeders, or even the consumers; The "end-user" (or end-users) varies from one project to another; Not only "end-users" should be involved, but also intermediate ones, e.g. extension services, which make the link between farmers and researchers, or even policy-makers, which create the favourable background for change and innovation to take place.

-Stakeholders might not always be direct users of research projects (e.g. funding agencies, NGOs); -Some specific terms, especially used in development projects, were defined during the session on project proposal preparation, e.g. target group (those who are directly positively affected by the action at the project purpose level) and beneficiary (those who will benefit from the action in the long term at the level of the society or sector at large);

-It was underlined that the terminology used in research and development is somehow influenced by political trends and is very important when writing proposals: many "fashionable" terms appear regularly, referring nonetheless to sometimes older and well-known concepts, and using properly these terms is key in making a proposal attractive.

Stakeholder participation in RDI: from participation planning to actual engagement

-Stakeholder engagement level varies clearly from one project to another, and is both stakeholder-, context-and objective-specific: the objectives of the project influence the engagement process, but the engagement of the stakeholders might also influence the research objectives (if the researcher listens to the stakeholders and effectively integrates their needs / expectations in her/his research activities) -The researcher-stakeholder link is bi-directional, and stakeholders must be also able to interact between each other without passing necessarily through the researcher / coordinator (multidirectional relationships / interactions between stakeholders).

-The engagement of stakeholders depends on several elements, including their type and level of interest, level of awareness, skills, availability, level of influence and willingness to commit in the research: research activity must be coherent both with their short-term and long-term objectives, in a sustainable perspective. Nonetheless, as shortterm objectives are sometimes diverging, building a shared long-term vision is essential to pull in the same direction.

-Stakeholder engagement must be carefully planned from the very beginning of a project proposal, to determine which stakeholders to involve, what is expected from them (and what they expect from researchers), when to involve them during the project cycle, how to engage them effectively, how to give them feedback and how to have them adopt the results/findings, etc. Not all stakeholders must necessarily be involved at all stages of the project; one must be aware that increased participation and democracy can make the process more complex, although probably much richer and useful.

-Special skills and attitudes are required to effectively engage people (e.g. empathy, experience with participatory techniques, conflict-solving abilities, etc.). Effective stakeholder engagement is strongly linked to researchers' empathy and to the efforts we make to actually understand each other (we sometimes talk different languages and we must adapt our language and behaviour to interact positively).

-Stakeholder engagement is often driven by a previous cooperation experience, established trust, affinities and mutual respect, and shared objectives and perspectives: we tend to involve the people we know, we trust and with whom we work effectively. One difficulty might arise for young researchers without this previous experience: how should they choose the relevant stakeholders, how risky is their involvement (will they work and be useful, or will they represent an obstacle), etc.?

-Stakeholders engagement level varies greatly from one project to the other: many stakeholders can be involved at first sight in a project, however, their real engagement depends actually on mobilising adequate resources: funding their formal participation in the project (as partner or as subcontractor) is key to obtaining useful practical results / outputs, as they will be made responsible for some actions and will be bound by moral and financial aspects. The stakeholders involved can really take part in the activities: they can help to take measurements, provide data, infrastructure, provide advice, test findings, etc. They can thus be very useful to the project development, and may contribute to enhance its impact and credibility.

-Researchers must guarantee a regular communication between funding agencies and the different stakeholders (actors from different sectors, e.g. agriculture, water, energy, rural development, etc.); this helps to identify and understand better stakeholders' needs and expectations, to create a common vision of the challenges / problems at stake, to establish a common language, and to disseminate more efficiently the findings of research projects to the intended users.

-Funding agencies should ask how the link will be made between researchers and the relevant stakeholders to follow on with projects' findings (which capitalisation plan?).

Innovation in agricultural research

Terminology -What do we mean by agricultural innovation?

-Meaning of innovation / invention: The meanings of innovation and invention were discussed, since they are often misunderstood and used interchangeably. Several definitions exist:

Innovation: the act of innovating; introduction of new things or methods in any field (Larousse); process leading to market-ready technologies or products; introduction, in a production/commercialisation process of a new product, equipment or process (Larousse); process from the emergence of an idea to its materialisation (market study, prototype, production) (Larousse); Influential process leading to a change in social norms (Larousse);

Invention: the act of imagining, inventing or creating something new (Larousse); to originate or create as a product of one's own ingenuity, experimentation, or contrivance (WordReference Random House Unabridged Dictionary of American English): nobody had thought about it before. It may be an improvement upon a machine or product, or a new process for creating an object or a result.

-Responsible Research and Innovation (RRI)1 (https://ec.europa.eu/programmes/horizon2020/en/h2020section/responsible-research-innovation): "approach that anticipates and assesses potential implications and societal expectations with regard to research and innovation, with the aim to foster the design of inclusive and sustainable research and innovation"; RRI implies that societal actors (researchers, citizens, policy makers, business, third sector organisations, etc.) work together during the whole research and innovation process in order to better align both the process and its outcomes with the values, needs and expectations of society."; RRI is key action of the 'Science with and for Society' objective. RRI actions will be promoted via 'Science with and for Society' objective via: a) actions on thematic elements of RRI (public engagement, open access, gender, ethics, science education), and b) via integrated actions that for example promote institutional change, to foster the uptake of the RRI approach by stakeholders and institutions.

-Agricultural innovation can be considered as transforming/translating ideas into valuable outputs (agriculture goods, services, systems, etc.) for the society, i.e. outputs which have a real impact on our lives. Innovation relates to both the process (transformation) and the result (useful and valuable output). It suggests among other things open minds, inventions, inspiration, luck, brainstorming, ideas, effective dissemination of the outcomes, etc.

-A difficult but essential task is to introduce novelty into current agricultural practice and also to measure the impact (environmental, societal, productive, etc.) of the proposed novelty (which indicators and sources of verification should be used?).

-Examples of what can be considered innovation: new methodological frameworks and improvement of the social organisation of farmers/breeders and their interactions; New techniques for crop cultivation or animal husbandry; New varieties of plants or animals for the market.

-Innovation is considered as key to address sustainably and dynamically the food security, natural resource preservation and poverty alleviation nexus in the changing context.

-Innovation requires specific skills from researchers and actors in general (basic skills such as reading and writing, academic skills, technical skills, generic skills such as problem-solving, more specific skills such as managerial and entrepreneurial skills, creativity and design, and "soft" skills such as multicultural openness and leadership).

Do research projects really innovate and can they do so?

-Innovation time lag / lifetime vs project duration: It clearly takes many years for innovation to happen ("Time lag"), and as such, research projects, which have a short duration usually, often do not innovate (they may "invent" something however), and they often constitute only one step in the innovation ladder. Therefore, asking researchers to innovate is not always relevant, since projects are most often short-term ones and lack continuity, which is a major limiting factor with regard to innovation. Moreover, the lifetime of a specific innovation can be more or less extended, and today, the rate of innovation is high, which is very challenging.

-Project strategy: The project strategy could be a limiting factor (e.g. project strategies starting exclusively from knowledge acquisition and then going up (and stopping early) the Technology Readiness Levels (TRL) ladder; Aggregation of the relevant competences within the consortium is also key to innovation. Nonetheless, the problem could also lie in competence and activities split between research, technological development / maturation and business development teams. Moreover, projects often focus only on a specific step of a product / innovation development, without looking at the whole chain or sector: value chain approaches and life-cycle analyses are therefore important to ensure that research and development activities are efficient and sustainable.

-Meeting research calls' expectations in terms of innovation: Calls for project proposals often request innovation in one form or another, while research projects are rather science-driven (driven by excellence and scientific outputs such as publications), short-term and may not be able to actually achieve innovation. The strategy of the funding body regarding innovation promotion is critical as is the way to answer it.

-A change in mind set is currently taking place, with a shift from a purely science-driven approach to a market-driven approach. These approaches coexist and this coexistence is useful and productive.

-Innovation is context-specific, and there is no innovation without its adoption by users, which requires intense cooperation efforts with the users and intense dissemination activities towards them (to communicate about the findings and to boost the adoption/use of innovations).

-For researchers, looking forward following a prospective approach and thinking outside the box is key to innovate.

-Aware that innovating is risky, how can this risk be backed up and financed through EU instruments or other publicprivate mechanisms?

-Innovation cannot be achieved by one single person or institute and calls for collaboration between researchers, agriculture research institutes, extension services and local authorities or governments, including people from both the private and public sectors.

The role and attitude of researchers for promoting innovative research

-Researchers need to have a holistic / broad perspective; they must be aware of the complexity of the systems they deal with, but when acting, they probably need more simple approaches, based on cause-effect relationships ("concrete analysis of concrete situations"; they must think both about bottlenecks (social, political, etc.) and opportunities (SWOT analysis).

-Researchers must be able to deal with uncertainty and interlinked problems and objectives: problems are often tangled, and new problems often arise during the project design and implementation, calling for new discussions and solutions; researchers must also be able to deal with unexpected findings or with the lack of findings.

-They need to keep a critical mind and to be used to think for themselves, need to think outside the box, although funding agencies, through their calls' requirements, force them somehow to align and frame their activities, restricting their freedom to operate and orienting strongly their decisions and activities.

-Researchers are part of the society and continuously receive feedback from it, a feedback that they thrive to translate into specific research questions, influenced by their own scientific background and expertise; these questions, however, may or may not lead to innovation.

-Researchers are required to produce measurable results, their productivity being measured in terms of number of project proposals, publications, thesis supervised, etc. This might be detrimental with regard to the results expected to solve societal problems, since many less tangible impacts might be overlooked, less efforts for dissemination tend to be made, etc.

-Consortium build up is key in many projects and consists in building a team of entities with proven skills, operational and financial capacity and legitimacy, complementary abilities and complementary geographical coverage. Building up a consortium often relies on previous experience of cooperation, so a difficulty arises for young researchers who lack this base, underlining the importance of networking activities in building such long term cooperation dynamics.

-Researchers must maintain a continuous contact with end-users; thus, a dynamic approach is required, and researchers (as well as stakeholders) must be flexible, able to adapt to changes, be reactive, and they must have the adequate resources to maintain their relation with stakeholders / end-users.

The role of extension services in linking researchers and end-users

-Extension services ensure the transfer of knowledge and technology to farmers and the necessary adoption of the findings, to make them become "innovations". They help bridge the gap between farmers and other stakeholders (researchers, industries) and are in that sense essential to the innovation process. They can support dissemination activities, helping to choose the right targets, messages, communication channels and tools.

The role of policy-makers in supporting innovative agricultural research

-Policy-makers have an important role to play in the development of a sustainable agriculture at the farm and Mediterranean scale, as some decisions can only be taken at the political level, whether they are scientifically grounded or not. Policy-makers must make use of sound research findings to adapt the overall political and legal framework to current and future challenges.

-Policy-makers have a critical role to play in promoting innovation in research and development activities, by creating favourable frameworks and supportive environment in which innovation skills can be used, and by mobilising adequate funds offering the means to develop and implement the most brilliant ideas.

Key recommendations for supporting young researchers in the design and implementation of competitive research projects for a sustainable Mediterranean agriculture

Several recommendations can be drawn from the discussion that took place during the Young Researchers Seminar:

 Proposing different types of calls and simplifying the procedures: a) Calls specific for young researchers (with possible involvement of senior researchers) with sufficient merit (assessed based on CV, publications, projects) to help them overcome the fact they are not yet experienced and that their curriculum is often not yet competitive enough; they could be possibly in two steps (a full proposal represents a significant investment in time and money, and the first step can help judge the relevance of the proposed project concept) (Nb. This type of "young researchers" calls already exist and could be expanded). We could give some statistics on the involvement of young researchers; we can then assess the impact of the team driven by young researchers (innovation or not?)

Promoting the involvement of young female researchers in these calls is also essential to ensure gender equity (male researchers have easier access to funding and higher salaries than female researchers).

The number of partners can be limited in this kind of calls to limit the difficulty of the management. b) Standard "research" calls, as they are now to encourage well-though and cutting-edge research activities; c) More specific "maturation calls" dedicated to bridge the 'innovation valley of death' and which could be directed primarily towards R&D and extension teams (in connection with research teams), with the aim to bring inventions with innovation potential one or two steps further up the TRL ladder and thus make them attractive to industry. This supposes that Intellectual Property issues are covered before the projects start, and that strong guidelines for implementation and exploitation of "mature inventions" are established beforehand; d) Calls supporting longer projects (e.g. 5 years), especially for non-EU countries, since the first phase of the project takes usually more time (e.g. time for importing equipment from the EU); e) Calls for follow-up and capitalisation of finished projects: valorisation / capitalisation of the outcomes of one or several projects (integration); f) Calls encouraging value chain and life-cycle approaches, and inviting multi-disciplinary teams of experts, to address the problems following the nexus approach.

 Creating a database of possible Mediterranean partners (topics covered, skills, etc.) and in the Call platforms, proposing systematically a tool to seek and meet partners.

 Simplifying / harmonising project management procedures (especially financial aspects, but also technical, e.g. exchange of materials) between Mediterranean countries: a) Bureaucracy is such that budget management if often cumbersome and a great limiting factor when implementing the project; in the case of transnational projects, teams from some countries experience great difficulties when it comes to access and manage the funds, which produces a certain asynchrony between the partners (some partners start working while others start only months later), with negative impact on the project development. Thus, national agencies must ensure that agreed budgets are readily available to the research teams involved;

b) The exchange of plant, animal or soil materials, necessary to many of the research projects addressing agricultural issues, is rather complex and cumbersome, often resulting in significant delays affecting the research planning. Thus, a simplification of these procedures could be beneficial to research activities.

 Promoting long-term / continuous networking: enhancing networking activities between researchers from different disciplines (younger and older / multi-generational encounters) and different types of potential partners to build up a critical mass and a cooperation momentum, and to learn from each other, is key to ensure projects' success. Indeed, young researchers lack somehow information about the potential partners they may involve in a proposal (they lack cooperation experience at an early research stage and thus have no prior practical knowledge of the partners, i.e. on their skills, reliability, financial and operational capacity, etc.).

 Intergenerational events should be organised (funded), gathering young and more experienced researchers, but also a broad range of stakeholders concerned by research activities and/or able to influence them constructively.

 In addition, networking continuity and the cooperation dynamics must be ensured: some people must animate / "feed" the networks created (this is a specific job, which must be backed up with adequate financial resources).

 Networking can help build databases of experts and partners from different disciplines and countries, with similar or complementary skills, and can also allow sharing/amortising costly infrastructures.

 Fostering the interaction / cooperation between public and private research and development partners (e.g. spin-off): This could help close the gap between researchers and the R&D sector, and obtain longer-term funding and sustainability.

 Creating hubs of networks that link businesses with the research base and with the wider innovation infrastructure / environment.

 Encouraging the organisation of project preparation events together with potential stakeholders: organisation of specific workshops to prepare concrete research proposals, gathering potential partners / stakeholders, more and less experienced researchers. Stakeholders must have the chance to express their needs and expectations. They can help to identify research needs and priorities. The moderation of this kind of event is key to guarantee the active participation of the people and to yield useful results.

 Supporting inter-disciplinary and multi-scale capacity-building: reinforcing young researchers' theoretical and practical capacities / skills appears crucial on several aspects related to project design and management: a b) Funding to organise meetings, ensure continuous networking activities between researchers (at a "reduced" cost); c) Adequate funding and processes to engage formally stakeholders in research projects. Their participation must be funded (as partner or as subcontractor) to obtain useful practical results so that they are responsible for specific tasks and are bound by financial and moral aspects (collaborating in a project requires time and money).

d) Funding to access/use specific equipment and infrastructures.

 Enhancing the link and interaction between research, governmental institutions (national / regional) and private actors that are responsible for the design and implementation of rural development plans. This would allow to target more strongly research priorities/activities towards actual rural development needs (food security, resource conservation, poverty alleviation, income diversification, etc.).

 Proposing indicators to assess the real impact of researchers on societal issues, and not only their productivity (number of projects and papers).

 Rewarding / incentivising the most active and innovative researchers.

 Opening up access to data, information and research that is held within the public sector so its economic and social value can be maximised.

 Encouraging researchers in their efforts to gain knowledge on epistemology, philosophy, and history of science. This is a way to expand their vision of the research sphere, to invite them to think beyond classical concepts and fixed definitions of ideas and terms, and to help them understand the diversity and complexity of the logics and contexts they have to understand and cope with in their activities, even more so when projects involve colleagues from different countries, with different cultures and ways of operating.

 Strengthening communication efforts among stakeholders: open days, living labs, media (websites, newsletters…); communication messages, channels and tools must be adapted to the different publics targeted.

Young Researchers Seminar's outputs/outcomes and their dissemination

Overall, this seminar fulfilled our expectations and most of those of the young researchers involved.

 It encouraged the sharing of experiences and knowledge between experienced and less experienced researchers, on how to design and implement an innovation-driven research project involving multiple stakeholders addressing Mediterranean agricultural issues;  It allowed to strengthen the networking dynamics among young agricultural researchers from the Mediterranean region;  It contributed to develop the research capacity and personal skills of the researchers involved, giving them useful tools and ideas to design and implement more competitive and impacting international research & innovation projects;  By asking young researchers about their needs and expectations towards funding and research agencies, it allowed us to identify important bottlenecks and possible ways / instruments to improve their participation and leadership in transnational research projects.

During and after the seminar, communication played an important role in disseminating the results of this experience: key information was communicated on the ARIMNet2 website and Facebook and through partner's own media (ANNEX 5, ANNEX 19).

The slideshows of all the oral presentations delivered during the seminar by the keynotes, trainers and young researchers were made available online on the ARIMNet2 website (www.arimnet2.net), together with a compilation of photos covering the whole week.

A synthesis of the discussions / reflexions was prepared by the organisers, based on the notes taken by the trainers and by the participants. It is presented in Section 4 of this report. Indeed, the coordinators and candidates were asked to write a page on the topics addressed (personal opinion, understanding and feeling) and most completed this exercise, which was very valuable to write up the synthesis.

Following the seminar, two roll-ups (2 m x 80 cm) were designed summarising and illustrating the main results of the discussions on the topics of stakeholders' involvement in research and innovation, and on the ways of supporting the participation and leadership of young researchers in transnational research projects (ANNEX 20). These roll-ups will be presented at the ARIMNet2 AKIS Conference on agricultural knowledge and innovation systems (AKIS) in the Mediterranean (12-13 October, Antalya, Turkey) by several young researchers invited to this event, who were particularly active during the seminar and showed interest in collaborating further. Roll-ups will also be published on the ARIMNet2 website in October.

Evaluation and follow-up of the Young Researchers Seminar

Post-seminar surveys

The last day of the seminar, a survey was given to the participants for them to assess their level of satisfaction and to propose improvements for future activities (ANNEX 21); FCT, our Portuguese partner, even conducted a post-seminar SWOT analysis with Portuguese participants as part of their internal assessment procedure. The results were analysed by the organising committee who will use them to design and implement similar joint activities.

The appreciation given by the participants was overall very positive and they encouraged clearly this type of action. Among others, the participants mentioned the excellent organisation, the relevance of the contents, the effectiveness of ice-breaking activities in connecting people and favouring discussions, and the richness of backgrounds and expertise of the young scientists present.

Some recommendations were made, concerning for example the kind of training that could have been given (or could be given in future actions of this type) to young researchers, for example on project management, participatory approaches, communicating science to society, data analysis, etc. Also, some suggestions were made concerning the possible networking activities that could be fostered between different generations of researchers and between the public and private sectors, etc. Participants pinpointed the issue of calendar of the seminar (beginning of June 2016), which would probably have been even more useful if delivered before the ARIMNet2 Call (April-June 2016). They expressed their need to know more about the PRIMA initiative (which was not detailed, since it is being developed currently), aware that the future of Mediterranean research is being shaped.

Lessons learnt

From this experience, several important lessons have been learnt and will help organise new transnational activities in the frame of ARIMNet2 and other projects:

-The efforts and discussions devoted to the planning of the seminar have been key to the success of this event.

Indeed, the main steps of this joint activity reflect the strong engagement of all the Mediterranean partners and a result from a consensus giving legitimacy to the seminar.

-The fact that the selection criteria applied to the candidates were carefully thought and discussed, that the selection process was implemented by a mixed international committee, and that it was based on a transparent harmonised evaluation grid all supported the evaluation and ranking of the potential candidates and helped assess their profiles more precisely. This selection process appeared more complex than initially thought, and required strong efforts and lots of time. Nonetheless, it allowed us to select brilliant and active young researchers who appeared to be key elements in the success of the seminar, through their active involvement in the discussion, restitutions, etc.

It is important to underline that the role of the National Contact Points in disseminating the information of the Seminar's call, in supporting the applications, in contributing to assessing the candidates, and in supporting the travel arrangements of the selected participants, were essential to the success of the seminar.

-The methodological preparation and the animation tools and techniques used to foster the interactions between the participants (ex. Icebreaking activities, workshops, flipcharts, field visit, etc.) appeared to yield excellent results and contributed greatly to the pleasant and dynamic atmosphere.

-The trainers chose not to direct excessively the discussions so as to give more space to the interaction among young researchers and to facilitate the expression of their own ideas and project proposals. On the one hand, this allowed very intense discussions and the emergence of original ideas, but on the other, in some cases, a stronger support from the trainers would have been useful to help the trainees synthesise and organise more logically and clearly their ideas.

Seminar follow-up and future activities

The collective dynamics generated during the seminar is to be maintained alive as much as possible: the young researchers have been integrated to the ARIMNet2 diffusion list (Newsletter) and many follow our activities on the ARIMNet2 website (www.arimnet2.net) and Facebook page. Several young researchers (the most active during the seminar) were invited to contribute to the AKIS conference and keep on interacting with a broad range of stakeholders from the Mediterranean.

In the near future, other Young Researchers Joint Activities may be organised by the ARIMNet2 consortium addressing the needs raised by young researchers: Workshop on networking, consortium build up and management (how to find and interact with partners, how to manage multiculturalism and country-specific norms, etc.); Training on transnational project design, write-up and management; Workshops/brokerage events promoting the interaction between researchers and stakeholders from the public and private sectors (farmers, agribusinesses, RDI start-ups, etc.) to prepare interdisciplinary and intersectoral projects responding to upcoming calls and stakeholders' needs.

ANNEX Wednesday 1 June 2016 -Grand Amphi, Building B 8:30 -12:00: Session "Flash Presentations of Research Projects" Each participant briefly shares her/his current or intended research project, focusing on innovation and involvement of stakeholders; 4 min/project (5 slides max., following the template provided). Before the seminar, the participants will receive all the flash presentations. Participants will then be asked to express their affinity with regard to the different projects, in order to build up the working groups for the next day (Session "Let's Build New Collaborative Projects"). 

Thank you for your cooperation!

-ARIMNet2 coordinator will set the scene, presenting the ARIMNet2 programme and introducing the seminar and the team; She will introduce the active Calls in the Mediterranean area. -Several key experts will introduce and discuss with the audience the concepts of innovation and stakeholders' involvement; -Four ARIMNet Project Coordinators will present their projects, presenting the lessons learnt focusing on innovation and stakeholders' involvement. -At the end of the day, a key expert synthesises the inputs and closes the first day.

-We finalise the day with a general discussion One or two animators will lead the day. At least 2 animators will help move the microphones in the room.

Equipment needed: rooms equipped with laptops, projectors, fix and mobile microphones, water/glasses for the guests, flipchart, boards, coloured paper cards, white paper, markers, pens, scissors, grappler, etc. -We start the day by splitting the participants into 4 groups, each group comprised of 7-8 young researchers; At this stage, splitting is made based on preferences assessed the day before (see table with preference ranking, 1 to 4; Groups made by Jean-François; Some people are more flexible than others). Each group is accompanied by 1 coordinator and 1 or 2 animators; each group chooses 1 rapporteur (voluntary).

Before starting, we remind the objective of the day: define relevant questions on how engagement of stakeholders and promotion of innovation in research; production of joint a methodological poster or guidelines to be presented at AKIS conference.

-During 45 minutes, each group think about the key questions that will help to describe the processes related to stakeholders' involvement and innovation promotion in research activities. For example, these key questions could be (we don't communicate that questions to the participants but ask them to find them): STAKEHOLDERS: Were stakeholders involved? Who was involved? At which stage of the project? For what purpose? How were they involved? What did their involvement bring to the project? Was the approach rather bottom-up or top-down?, Which difficulties were faced when involving stakeholders?, Were the stakeholders informed about the results? Could you have involved other stakeholders?, etc.; INNOVATION: How was innovation promoted? Did the project innovate and why/why not?, What kind of innovation was desired?, Any patent?, Continuity, next steps?, etc.

The coordinator and participants leads the discussion, but the animators help to moderate the discussion, by ensuring that everyone is participating (one of the animators can have a leading role).

The animators also take note on the profile and interests of the participants (one of the two animators can have a leading role).

-Then, the organisers bring the 4 groups back together and their rapporteurs present the results of the group discussions.

One animator leads/animates the synthesis, inviting the rapporteurs to present the results of their groups, and animating the discussion.

Another animator gathers the results directly on the computer and design a common TABLE,

projected on the board, containing the specific questions that will be answered then through the discussions with the ARIMNet Projects coordinators. At this stage, we don't answer the questions yet.

-The organisers split again the participants in 4 groups (these groups can be different from the groups set before; this will help mixing and enhance relationships).

To make the distribution within the 4 groups more participative, we can ask the participants to indicate their choice for such or such project ("Choice 1", "Choice 2", "Choice 3", "Choice 4"; we prepare numbered stickers), and then, if there are too many people in one group/project, we select them randomly, while trying to balance men/women, countries and research interests. Each group is accompanied by 1 coordinator and 1 or 2 animators; each group chooses 1 rapporteur (voluntary task; he/she should not be imposed);

-Each group discusses with at least 1 Project coordinator (if possible 2) to answer the questions identified previously, related to stakeholders' involvement and innovation promotion; we can try to keep the discussion to 1 hour. The coordinator leads the discussion, but the animators help to moderate the discussion, by ensuring that everyone is participating (one of the two animators can have a leading role);

The animators also take note on the profile and interests of the participants.

-Finally, the organisers bring the 4 groups back together and the groups share their information: the rapporteurs are in charge of presenting their results for the group to the audience. One animator helps moderating the synthesis and discussion.

Based on that information and the discussion, we build up a comparative TABLE (OUTPUT) summarising the results for the 4 projects: One animator fill in the table directly on the computer.

For each project, we will have answers to the different questions: ex. Stakeholders were involved from the start of the project; We only involved farmers; We involved them making interviews and organising a workshop; It was difficult because they did not have the background information on our research objectives; we innovated because we proposed a new protocol / we are just at the beginning of the innovation process...

One or two animators will lead the day; At least 2 animators will help move the microphones in the room.

Equipment needed: rooms equipped with laptops, projectors, fix and mobile microphones, water/glasses for the guests, flipcharts, boards, coloured cards, white paper, markers, pens, scissors, grappler, etc.

Wednesday 1 June 2016 -Grand Amphi, Building B

Wednesday 1 June -Organisation of the day:

-In the morning, young researchers will present their project ideas, using a template provided by the organisers, in 4 minutes, with a few minutes for questions. Nb. 1 of the candidate (Lynda) has 2 proposals (which has been accepted), so she should stick tightly to the time allowed. Fabrice will put the presentations of the participants on the computer.

-Then, we design a "disc" with one sector for each project, and participants are asked to place their affinity for a given topic, using numbers: 1 (choice number 1), 2 (choice number 2)… Based on those affinities, we will build up the groups for the next day, to design collaborative projects.

Organisers should have prepared prior to that a "preliminary" distribution of the participants, based on their project proposals.

-Around mid-day, we will take the bus to the Parc Naturel des Cévennes and will have a pick-nick onsite. Jean-François will guide the tour and will explain the Resilience Pact.

- -Stop at the cooperative shop (local products).

-We will come back in the evening at CIHEAM-IAMM, and will meet again in the evening for the dinner around 20:00.

One or two animators will lead the day.

Equipment needed: room equipped with laptop, projector, fix and mobile microphones, water/glasses for the guests, flipcharts, boards, coloured cards, white paper, markers, pens, scissors, grappler, etc. + First aid kit for the field trip. + Mobile microphone and amplifier on battery if possible.

Thursday 2 June 2016 -Grand Amphi, Building B

Thursday 2 June -Organisation of the day:

-In the morning, Fabrice will make a presentation (1 hour) about project write-up: logical framework, concept note, full proposal, etc. The presentation will be discussed at the same time: people will share their experience and questions. We will identify the questions/doubts and will try to answer them.

-After the coffee break, we will split the young researchers in 5-8 groups, which have been established the day before (before going to the field). Each group will be accompanied by 1 or 2 animators. Each group will choose a rapporteur that will present the results the next day. Each group will be asked to make the exercise to propose a collaborative multidisciplinary project, based on their own proposals and affinities. Each group will be asked to prepare a draft logical framework and concept note, identifying contexts, project goal, specific objectives, targets and beneficiaries, actions, etc. We must ask them to think also outside their own specific topics and interests, so as to build more integrated projects. Animators must not influence too much the discussion and preparation; we should "guide" without directing/imposing.

One or two animators will lead the day.

Equipment needed: rooms equipped with laptops, projectors, fix and mobile microphones, water/glasses for the guests, boards, flipcharts, coloured cards, white paper, markers, pens, scissors, grappler, etc.

Friday 3 June 2016 -Grand Amphi, Building B

Friday 3 June -Organisation of the day:

-In the morning (2 hours), the rapporteurs, with the help of their colleagues, will be invited to present the results of their work, i.e. project idea, logical framework and concept note. We discuss this work all together.

-After the coffee break, we will work on the design of 1 or 2 collaborative posters (OUTPUT 2) presenting the key methodological aspects related to stakeholders' involvement and innovation promotion in research processes, based on the group work from the week. We should present the results of this reflexion and the poster at the AKIS conference in Turkey in October (See Step 13 of the concept note). So we split again the participants into 4 groups (new groups, to mix them again) and we ask them to work on the design of this collaborative poster. Each group designs a poster proposal on a paper board, using mobile cards and sheets of paper, to easily move and correct items. This poster would summarise the key aspects to consider to foster innovation and stakeholders' involvement in research processes:

 What do we mean by stakeholders' involvement and by innovation?  Can the involvement of end-users in the research process increase the innovation potential of research projects and how?  How can we promote that practically and effectively? (How do we boost the relationships between academics / public-private sector / extension services, etc.);  When and how do we effectively involve stakeholders? How do we choose them?;  Constraints and tools to enhance the involvement of end-users throughout the research process applied to "Innovation driven research": What are the expected difficulties?, What do we have to care about during the participation process?  How can young scientists be supported by the Agricultural Research Systems in order to involve end-users and develop the innovation impact of their projects? What are their needs? What are their recommendations to funders? Are there any concrete tools or actions that could be useful for them?

Finally, the 4 groups come back together and present their poster ideas: based on that, we will then design 1 or 2 posters to be presented at the conference.

-After the work on the poster, the animators organise a discussion around the identification of young Mediterranean researchers' needs and expectations.

-After lunch, we carry out the evaluation of the seminar, based on the evaluation survey designed (already prepared by Fabrice).

-We close the seminar with warm encouraging words to the participants and a final coffee break.

One or two animators will lead the day; At least 2 animators will help move the microphones in the room.

Equipment needed: room equipped with laptop, projector, fix and mobile microphones, water/glasses for the guests, boards, flipcharts, coloured cards, white paper, markers, pens, scissors, grappler, etc.

Saturday 4 June 2016

Several taxis will be organised by IAMM to the airport or train station in function of the departure schedule of the participants. 

Introduction to the ARIMNet2 Young Researchers Seminar

Context and objectives

Mediterranean agriculture faces multiple and interlinked challenges including those related to the production, processing and marketing of quality food, the use of natural and genetic resources, the management of crops and animal systems and their adaptation to climate and socioeconomic changes, etc. Addressing effectively these issues requires a tighter scientific and political cooperation among Mediterranean countries and calls for stronger efforts to integrate stakeholders all along research activities in order to stimulate innovation and to answer society's needs. This is the purpose and ambition of the ARIMNet2 Project (Coordination of Agricultural Research In the Mediterranean) supported by the European Commission under FP7, a network of funding organizations and national research institutions promoting the coordination of national research activities and identifying strategic joint research programmes to enhance synergies, to ensure a more efficient use of available funds and to address more effectively the challenges that Mediterranean agriculture is facing.

In this context, ARIMNet2 is launching a Young Researchers Seminar as pilot joint activity. This seminar will contribute to enhancing training and mobility of young researchers from across the Mediterranean, and will offer the participants the opportunity:

 To share experiences, knowledge, tools and methods on common scientific issues and challenges related to agricultural research in the Mediterranean,  To develop their ability to identify society's needs and involve relevant stakeholders and users into research & innovation processes,  To strengthen their capacity to build up and participate in international multidisciplinary research & innovation projects,  To join an active and inspiring network of young researchers from across the Mediterranean region.

Topic

The topic of the Young Researchers Seminar has been selected based on ARIMNet2 partners' priorities, with a focus on the Science -Society challenge: "How to better involve the end-users throughout the research process to foster innovation-driven research for sustainable Mediterranean agriculture at farm and local scales".

Its five dimensions of sustainability -social, economic, environmental, policy and cultural -will be considered.

Date and Location

The Young Researchers Seminar will be held from 30 May to 3 June 2016 in Montpellier (CIHEAM -IAMM).

Eligible participants (ARIMNet2 transnational criteria)

The Seminar will target researchers willing to build an integrated research project in the Mediterranean and will provide concepts, methods and guidelines based on theoretical and methodological presentations and case studies. We expect: 



Young Researchers Seminar programme

Annex III: ARIMNet2 Young Researchers Seminar evaluation and selection criteria

Evaluation and selection will be performed according to the following criteria:

 Relevance of CV and background according to the age and the experience of the candidate (publications, trans-or inter-disciplinary approach, etc.),  Scientific quality of the personal research project and willingness to develop trans or inter-disciplinary approach, a research project focused on innovation (technical, social…) and end-users integration,  Coherence of the letter of motivation towards background/CV and personal research project, Furthermore, the Evaluation Committee will consider in its final selection gender balance and geographical balance across ARIMNet2 countries. The adoption of innovations by farmers remains a powerful driver of change in agriculture and the promotion of innovations continues to be an important objective of public policies for the sector. This has been true for many decades in most countries of the world but ideas on the matter and modes of action in this domain have considerably evolved.

One can even say that the change in ideas has resulted in true paradigm shifts, leading to controversies and confusion, as illustrated for instance by the current emphasis placed on the impact of research activities, in spite of the great difficulties involved in assessing precisely that impact. Similarly, the apparent unanimity today on the benefits of participatory methods and approaches appears fragile when one must decide, for a specific research activity, which actors need to be involved, for what purpose and how they can really participate. More broadly yet, many agricultural innovations, such as GMOs, the use of pesticides or the consequences of livestock management practices for domestic animals welfare, to cite only a few examples, have become the subjects of violent controversies involving many actors in society. Thus, it is important to "sit back" and reflect. Lessons can be learnt from the past through a reexamination of the ways ideas and paradigms on agricultural innovations have changed through time because it is those ideas which have shaped the modes of action in this domain involving farmers, researchers and many other actors. Older ways of thinking, i.e. past paradigms, have been criticized and abandoned because of their limitations. Yet robust lessons, still useful and relevant today, can be drawn from past experience based on those paradigms. In addition, the current dominant paradigm, based on the concept of Agricultural Knowledge and Innovation System (AKIS), has its own limitations which must be well understood when putting it into practice.

Innovation-driven research in Europe; how to identify and translate opportunities into R&D projects?

Dr Hugo de Vries -Research director at INRA -UMR IATE

The questions about 'why radical innovations in the agri-food domain are needed' and 'how one can develop a realistic innovation strategy', next to a strong support of fundamental science projects, are today largely debated. First, the translation of societal challenges and trends into research & innovation strategies is not straightforward. Herein, the understanding of the innovation funnel is important, i.e. on one side numerous marketing opportunities are existing and on the other a long list of scientific ideas are created of which only a few pass the funnel. The ones passing the funnel are depending on various factors among which the full spectrum of competences of a team. Hence for all individuals, recognizing and respecting complementary competences of other participants is crucial. Next, the transition from science to impact versus impact to science requires another mind-set. The topic addressed during the seminar undoubtedly raised the interest of the young researchers, as evidence by the number of questions they prepared prior to our discussion to deepen their knowledge of the PoH-MED project.

About half of the questions were related to the "innovation" side of the topic. Many of the young scientists touched upon the limitations of short-term research projects, competence aggregation within consortia, etc. Most of them seemed surprised that research projects do not usually (and even should not) end up with innovations (i.e. market-ready technologies or products), and wondered whether this is not due simply to projects' strategies starting exclusively from knowledge acquisition and then going up the Technology Readiness Level (TRL) ladder (and stopping early in this climb). In my view, the problem lies elsewhere, notably in the competences and activities split between research, technological development/maturation and business development teams, but the exchange on this point was very lively and useful. Another set of questions tackled the problem consisting in meeting the request for innovation often expressed in the calls for research proposals, while being aware that the projects cannot achieve actual innovation but at best only inventions. This yielded another set of good exchanges as to the strategies (or lack thereof) of the funding bodies and the way to address them adequately when answering the calls.

The other half of the questions dealt with the "stakeholders" side of the issue. Many young scientists thought immediately of the growers as the stakeholders in the PoH-MED project, before realising that this group was much more diverse than just the growers. The main suggestion to me was to interact more with "end users" to refine and target our research objectives -a good idea indeed, even though it does not prevent the research team from formulating the relevant research question, and from ensuring that the innovation chain is in place.

A suggestion to ARIMNet / ARIMNet2 partners that arose from the discussions was to open two types of calls within these ERA-NETs, i.e. the standard "research calls", as they exist now, but also specific "maturation calls" dedicated to bridge the "innovation valley of death" and which could be directed primarily towards R&D and extension teams (in tight connection with research teams of course), with the aim to bring inventions with innovation potential one or two steps further up the TRL ladder and thus make them attractive to the industry. This supposes that Intellectual Property (IP) issues are covered before the projects start, and that strong guidelines for implementation and exploitation of "mature inventions" are established beforehand. However, I feel this would expand the ARIMNet community outside its current boundaries, and would favour a higher rate of innovations effective in practice.

Dr Christina Ligda -DoMEsTIc Project

Discussions raised the need to clarify the concepts of end-users and stakeholders which are sometime interchanged; while end-users are one category of stakeholders, stakeholders are not always end-users; this indeed depends on the type of project and its outputs. The approach followed to involve stakeholders (in the wider sense of the term) also depends on their type of interest, level of influence and willingness to commit in the research. For example, for stakeholders such as farmers/breeders, cooperatives, associations to promote specific projects (e.g. labelled products), they need to be convinced that the research activity is in coherence not only with their long-term objectives, but also with their short-term objectives -and without a longer-term vision, sustainability is not ensured. Regular communication with the actors of the sector helps to understand and develop a common language. In the short term, the fact that the objectives of the diverse stakeholders differ more or less may raise some difficulties, and in this aspect, research can play a significant role as the provider of new knowledge that could lead the different stakeholders to some level of compromise under common long-term objectives.

The issue on what is considered as innovation was also brought up. In DoMEsTIc, as we produced methodological frameworks and ways to improve the social organisation and the interaction between different stakeholders, we discussed in the group what the innovative features of the project's findings are.

Considering the next steps needed for actually implementing such frameworks, the discussion brought up the need to enhance the link between research and governmental institutions (national / regional) that are responsible for rural development plans, through setting up an appropriate environment that will foster such close interaction. This aspect is relevant for the outputs that can be further generated by setting oriented development projects.

Researchers are part of the society and continuously receive feedback from it, which is then translated into specific research questions, after going through each researcher's own scientific background and expertise. If such research questions can ultimately lead to innovation is a different story. However, the continuously increasing demand for the researchers to produce measurable results, e.g. quantified in terms of a number of project proposals, publications, etc., creates an extremely antagonistic environment that overpasses the threshold, and turns what could be a beneficial environment inspiring researchers into an issue of productivity, where the positive impact and benefits for the society do not actually matter as much anymore.

Dr Pierre-Éric Lauri -APMed Project

While interacting with the young researchers, the terminology appeared to be an important point, and the meaning of the terms "stakeholder" and "end-user" was discussed.

First, to me, an end-user is a stakeholder, the last one in a given chain, such as the food chain in the case of the APMed project. Second, in a given chain, I can consider someone as an end-user who will not be an end-user for another chain; typically, for APMed, I considered that my end-user was the grower, directly or indirectly through an extension service that is in touch with him/her. But in fact, if we speak about fruit quality for example, the real end-user would be the consumer. Thus I do consider there is no "correct" end-user, and that we just have to precise what we consider our targeted end-user in a given context.

Many questions were asked concerning the stakeholders / end-users that were or should have been involved in the APMed project (Who? Why?). I insisted on the fact that it is preferable to involve people, researchers, technicians and extension agents with whom one already has contacts, and, even better, common works, so that there is a common will to work together in a given direction, towards shared goals.

During the discussions with the two groups of researchers, I realised how important it is to make a difference between, on the one hand, the circle of stakeholders we may all have around us in our regular work and that we consider as "automatically" involved in some way in the programme we develop, and on the other hand, the stakeholders which formally participate in a programme and receive money for that. This formal participation and associated funding are needed if we really want to involve effectively those stakeholders: they will thus be responsible and accountable for certain actions, in connection with the others of course. And to me, it is the right way forward if we defend the idea of connecting research outputs (i.e, inventions or discoveries depending on our paradigm) and more practical outputs (innovations).

Eventually, I appreciated the keynotes and some of our talks, in the idea to bring reflections about the necessary philosophical, historical, sociological, etc., background we should all have for preparing relevant projects and coordinating them properly. I think necessary to give the young (but not only) researchers knowledge on epistemology, philosophy and history of science, since it is a way to move away from classical concepts and fixed definitions of ideas and terms, and to be able to understand that we are always playing with various logics in our proximal contexts and even more so when we involve colleagues from other countries with all the unsaid things.

My hope behind these thoughts is to feed the common efforts deployed to progress towards more efficient collaborations within transnational research, innovation and development programmes.

Dr Luciano Pecetti -REFORMA Project

This seminar gave me (and our project) the opportunity to be confronted in a very lively and interesting way with young researchers from a multitude of Mediterranean countries, and this experience appeared to me much more profitable than I would have initially thought, and this feeling is most probably shared by the participants.

Several thoughts from this exchange of ideas with the participants are worth sharing.

At first, there was some misunderstanding on who "stakeholders" actually are: some thought that stakeholders are simply the project's partners, while third-parties involved in the project were seen as the actual "end-users". That point clarified, it became easier to identify the farmers as the most likely stakeholders (coincident in this case with end-users) in the projects discussed, REFORMA in this case. Nonetheless, following the seminar (discussions and presentations), I'm confident that YRs went home with the conviction that other stakeholders should be involved all along the chain (in particular, extension agents and policy-makers came out strongly in the discussions).

Another aspect that was discussed was the usually short duration of research projects, and the subsequent impossibility to also verify the impact, on the end-users, of any innovation (or we should probably say "invention" according to the shareable comments from Didier Andrivon -PoH-MED). We should not overlook the possibility that future ARIMNet2 (or more generally ERA-NET) programmes also include some sort of "follow-up" projects, where the main themes are related with verifying and valorising the outcomes (inventions or innovations 'to-be') of previous projects.

Finally, several questions concerned the formation of a successful project consortium, and there, I could not but replying based on our own experiences (successes and failures). It was emphasised that previous acquaintances and reciprocal knowledge of expertise (and available means, why not) were valuable criteria in the preliminary definition of a consortium. We should hope that the contacts and exchanges that the young researchers have had among them during the seminar will be useful for setting-up new partnerships and projects in the near future. If only one project were born out of this experience, that would be the greatest success of the initiative.

ANNEX 17. YOUNG RESEARCHERS' PERSPECTIVES ON STAKEHOLDER ENGAGEMENT AND INNOVATION PROMOTION IN RESEARCH Dr Ece Aksoy (Spain)

The ARIMNet2 Young Researchers Seminar was a very important initiative for the success of collaborative studies and projects in Mediterranean countries; this experience in Montpellier can indeed be understood as a first step to strengthen the network and friendship between the partners / stakeholders / scientists of the programme. Similarly, the key issue of stakeholders' engagement in research has been addressed, underlining the importance for them to feel part of the project, believe in it and especially on its expected outputs/outcomes. Discussions helped us to experience the possible issues which might be showing up when working with multiple partners and stakeholders, and the complexity that working with different disciplines, cultures and needs actually implies. The seminar was also very helpful to understand better the different problems faced in the north and south of the Mediterranean, and consequently to define more precisely research and innovation priorities and topics. The knowledge and experience of the researchers from the southern Mediterranean are very relevant for those of the northern countries because of the rapidly changing dynamics in the interactions between agriculture, land and climate; indeed, the challenges that the researchers from the south are already facing and addressing could be the future problems of northern Mediterranean and even European countries. Therefore, working collaboratively by embracing the differences in regional dynamics is already an innovation in itself. As young Mediterranean researchers, besides the need for more abundant and accessible research funding opportunities, we must be given the opportunity to build and keep alive stronger transnational networks, for example by taking part to this kind of interactive seminar and other networking activities. We also must beneficiate from capacity-building activities on state-of-the-art technologies and methodological approaches, to update, enrich and improve our knowledge/expertise of Mediterranean agro-socio-ecosystems, and find relevant solutions to real life problems.

Dr Adrian Bugeja Douglas (Malta)

I came to the ARIMNet2 Young Researchers Seminar in Montpellier with a confused idea of what really innovation is and what its effects on stakeholders actually are. However, by the second day, it became clear how important it is in the world of agricultural research. In essence, what I learnt was that it is not only important to have great ideas for agricultural research but that these ideas must be translated into innovative agriculture goods or systems. The effects of agricultural knowledge and research can produce innovative systems that should ensure that the global food systems can provide adequate supplies of high quality food and non-food agricultural products, in a sustainable way. Therefore, innovation involves the deliberate application of imagination, research information and initiative in deriving greater values from agriculture resource in a sustainable manner. Innovation cannot always be achieved through the work of one person or institute: researchers, agriculture research institutes, extension services and local authorities or governments must work together towards strengthening agricultural innovation systems and facilitating innovation adoption at the farm level. Although innovation is not easy to achieve, it is not something impossible to acquire through introspective analysis.

As underlined by John Doerr and Kleiner Perkins, "It is difficult to see the picture when you are inside the frame"; thinking outside the box is thus clearly the base of innovation.

Dr Lamiae Ghaouti (Morocco)

Building a successful project is achieved by the coordinator following a methodical approach. The issue of the project comes out either by a "top-down" approach if the scientists are relying on their own experience and observations to formulate the needs of the end-users, or by a bottom-up approach if the need is expressed directly by the end-users to the researchers which are then acting through the project to meet the request. Even within both approaches, end-users can be effectively involved if they are taking part actively in the activities planned within the project. Their involvement is particularly very strong if they are partners of the project, since they receive funds and are therefore in charge of implementing the different activities and achieving the goals set by the consortium. In this case, they are responsible at the same level as any partner. Even without being "project's partners", they still can be considered as stakeholders, with a varying degree of involvement in the project's activities; In this case, the implementation of an efficient participatory approach along the project activities can be very efficient in achieving the set objectives. The stage of involvement of the end-users differs from one project to another, and can be from the start and along the project or only take place near the end of the project. In some cases, end-users might influence the activities by raising new activities upon the expression of their needs during the project. The interaction between the end-users and other partners (such as researchers) does not only contribute to improve the knowledge of the end-users but can also have a positive impact on the methodology used by researchers when the expertise of the end-users is valorised. As to the innovation aspects, it concerns either the use of a new methodology or provision of new products. The transfer and adoption of the innovation depends on the quality of the dissemination activities (Seminars, workshops, field days, handbooks, flyers, etc.) and the involvement of the right stakeholders such as the extension services.

Dr Tziachris Panagiotis (Greece)

Discussing about the previous ARIMNet programme with the project coordinators was a very interesting experience. The inclusion of end-users in the research context can and should be an important parameter for the success of the project. After all, end-users are the ones that most of the time will use and benefit from the research. However, this is not an easy task, especially for the researchers. One core issue is that most of the time, dealing with the users demands a priori answers for a series of questions that might not be unambiguously answered, e.g. who are the end-users? (they could be multiple, quite different or unexpected), what are their needs? (again, their needs could be different, multiple or even unexpressed), what would be their role in this research? (a given user could have multiple/unknown roles or even roles that it cannot or won't comply with). In order for the researchers to address this vagueness/uncertainty, they have to make their own choices/decisions and as a consequence, affect the context of the project. What they really do (intentionally or not) is that they inscribe their own assumptions about "reality" (their own worldview) in some of the project's parameters, that sometimes just do not exist. This procedure could lead to scientifically high-quality research with potentially little to no usability, especially in the long run. The users fail to meet the expectations of the researchers and the researchers fail to prove the sustainability and the innovative nature of their work. Regarding innovation in research, the discussions with the coordinators were really enlightening. There was an obvious struggle and effort on their side to align multiple priorities in their projects: They try concurrently to be scientifically rational, provide real value for the users, be inventive, innovative, creative, and all these with the limited resources that they have at their disposal. This hard task could affect negatively the results of the projects, especially in the innovative and the user part. In order to innovate, it is important for all the different components of the innovation chain to be able to communicate and understand each other. For a possible future ARIMNet2 young researchers seminar, I suggest to focus more on innovation and users, by inviting some experts from the agricultural engineering and business world, in order for the young researchers to discuss and interact with them on practical aspects.

Dr Branimir Urlić (Croatia)

The ARIMNet2 seminar appeared very useful, since it allowed me to get new insights and experiences in delivering research results to end-users and on how to plan new research topics taking care of farmers' specific needs. This seminar gathered participants with very distinct backgrounds, and not only of diverse geographic origins, but working with different aspects of agricultural and environmental challenges. Regarding these issues, I can highlight that all of us appeared to face similar problems when trying to involve different stakeholders in projects' proposals and later, in projects' implementation. It is important for all stakeholders to have a strong interest in the project and to be able to influence it by getting involved at different stages along the research process. We noted that farmers (and other types of organisations involved in primary production such as cooperatives and private agribusinesses) are the most important end-users in most of the projects that were presented at the seminar, and we noticed that they should probably be involved more in the evaluation of projects' results than in the design of projects' proposals. These participatory evaluations seem to be very good starting points for possible subsequent projects, because they allow researchers to discard outputs/findings that cannot be actually implemented in daily production schemes, especially when they demand abrupt changes in agricultural practices and increase production costs. This seminar fulfilled my expectation by giving me a wider perspective on the priority issues that should be addressed when engaging and collaborating with stakeholders and end-users in the frame of research activities. Also, this seminar was the opportunity to establish new contacts with Mediterranean colleagues working on my topics of interest and with disciplines similar or complementary to mine. As all project coordinators underlined, having and relying on core networks before establishing new projects/networks is of capital importance; thus I think that in future project calls, special attention should be paid to the involvement of "new" partners and young researchers so as to boost innovation and projects' impact.

Dr Maria Fantappiè (Italy)

Human relationships are at the very base of everything, therefore it is important to valorise each one's own competencies, attitudes and skills. At the same time, it is very important to share responsibilities and to build a complementary and interactive team, where everybody knows very well its role, and is valorised in that role. The role of stakeholders (or of the more specific "end-users") is not just to receive knowledge from researchers and advisers, as it was the case under the "Transfer Of Knowledge" paradigm; Indeed, there are key actors, as researchers are, and the best way to carry out excellent research is to involve them right from the project's beginning, starting from the definition of research's needs and questions. Therefore, the best choice is probably to involve the main actors of the project, including the main end-users, ideally as formal partners (as we learnt from the APMed project), so that they can also receive funding, equipment, as well as opportunities to get new skills and competencies. It is in fact important to ensure that the knowledge exchange will take place in two directions. Furthermore, it is very important to establish long-term collaborations with stakeholders, which should be based on friendship and mutual respect. For example, when involving farmers, it is very important to be introduced by somebody they already trust and with whom they have a good established relationship. An extension agent whom they already trust can be an excellent partner/intermediate in this sense. It was very interesting for me to learn how in the APMed project farmers were also involved in data collection activities, accepting the fact that there could be some errors in the data and that some may have to be finally discarded at some point: The error is human! Researchers also make mistakes during data collection and some of it is sometimes simply not usable. I really appreciated the kindness, discretion and humility of the APMed coordinator, especially when reporting the difficulties he faced when collaborating with some partners. This kind of mutual respect and valorisation is what I learnt especially from him. Well, about the innovation, this was a very difficult issue to analyse. In fact, the meaning that different people put behind this term was even different, and of course, it seems to depend a lot on the kind of research people are dealing with. So several questions are still open: what should/could be considered as an innovation? How can one judge if a project is proposing something really innovative? While the coordinator of the PoH-MED project presented us as an innovation something which could lead to a new product (e.g. an olive extract for pathogen control), the APMed coordinator considered that innovation actually took place by the end of the project, materialised by a specific decision-support tool consisting in a procedure helping to decide the irrigation schedule based on measured edaphic and physiological parameters. I think that the principal factor that influenced the high efficiency in promoting innovation in APMed was the fact that end-users were involved during the whole project, so they were also owners of the new knowledge discovered. This is the most effective way to promote innovation, to innovate in a collaborative way. Young researchers would benefit from specific "young researchers calls". Indeed, we are used to help our bosses in the writing of projects proposals, and in some cases, as in mine, we might have also experience in project coordination. Nonetheless, we hardly have the possibility to develop and present our own projects and ideas at an early stage of our research career. Moreover, another very welcome and useful activity could be a week seminar dedicated to write down a real joint project proposal, during which several Mediterranean stakeholders could be participating, so as to better understand their real needs, as well as young researchers with completely different but complementary research subjects such as economics and sociology. The project presentations that we prepared in Montpellier were just drafts, but many of us are trying to make them real.

2. 1

 1 Framework: WP4 and 15 steps The Young Researchers Seminar is a joint activity implemented in the frame of ARIMNet2 Work Package 4: Implementing pilot actions of joint activities to support cooperation in Mediterranean agricultural research  Task 4.1. Choice of topics for joint activities in Mediterranean agricultural research (M1-M2) (Task leaders: CIRAD-FR; contributors: INIA-ES, ARC-EG, MESRT-TN and DEMETER-GR)  Task 4.2. Designing the joint activities. (M2-M19) (Task leader: ARC-EG; contributors: DEMETER-GR, CIRAD-FR, INRAA-DZ and MESRT-TN)  Task 4.3. Implementation of pilot actions of joint activities (M12-M45) (Task leader: CIRAD-FR; contributors:

Figure 1 .Figure 2 .

 12 Figure 1. Keynote speeches by Dr Hugo De Vries (Innovation-driven research in Europe -how to identify and translate opportunities into R&D projects?) and Pr Michel Petit (Promoting innovations in agriculture -changes in paradigms and modes of action), and presentations of the ARIMNet-funded projects by their coordinators (Dr Christina Ligda -DoMEsTIc; Dr Pierre-Éric Lauri -APMed; Dr Didier Andrivon -PoH-MED; Dr Luciano Pecetti -REFORMA)

Figure 3 .

 3 Figure 3. Group work to discuss about a) the engagement of stakeholders in research and innovation activities, and b) young researchers needs and expectations, and restitution of the work to all the participants.

Figure 4 .

 4 Figure 4. Field trip to the Cevennes Nature Park, to meet a local shepherd and discuss the collective use of private land.



  ) Training on how to write a competitive concept note and full proposal (understanding a call); b) Training on how to build and manage a consortium; c) Training on how to plan for and implement stakeholder engagement (participatory approaches and techniques), and on related conflict-solving techniques; d) Training on how to communicate about research ideas and to disseminate research findings; e) Training on specific techniques, e.g. bioinformatics, data analysis / statistics; f) Training on innovation aspects (marketing, IP, etc.); g) Visit of on-going or finished projects' experimental sites to get familiar with the techniques and local field constraints, etc. Ensuring adequate, sufficient and long-term funding: a) Funding for project preparation;

Friday 3 HELIOTEL

 3 Field trip to the Cévennes National Park (Valleraugue): discussion about the Pacte Pastoral des Cévennes: co-construction of a social resiliency -Rémy LEENHARDT(Farmer). * Bring comfortable shoes and clothes, a cap, a small backpack, sun cream, a camera, your medicines, a raincoat, etc. on How to Prepare Competitive Collaborative Project Proposals" (Dr Fabrice GOURIVEAU) -Call identification, partner search, logical framework, concept note, full proposal, etc. Build New Collaborative Projects"  Groups of 3-5 young researchers and discussion based on the research projects presented the day before.  The aim is to share ideas of research projects and build new collaborative proposals focused on the involvement of end-users throughout the research and innovation process: identification of the topic, formulation of a few relevant questions/hypotheses, proposition of a suitable methodology and schedule, and listing of the main expected results/impacts. June 2016 -Grand Amphi, Building B 8:30 -10:30: Session "Presentation of the New Collaborative Projects"  Presentation of the collaborative research projects and debate.  Debriefing and institutional issues to strengthen collaboration. Collective design of methodological guidelines on how to involve end-users and promote innovation.-Constraints and tools to enhance the involvement of end-users throughout the research process applied to "Innovation driven research"; -Can the involvement of end-users in the research process increase the innovation potential of research projects and how? Identification of young Mediterranean researchers' needs: brainstorming to build propositions on how to strengthen the capacity/training of young researchers in the Mediterranean region.-How can young scientists be supported by the Agricultural Research Systems in order to involve end-users and develop the innovation impact of their projects? What are their needs? What are their recommendations to funders? Are there any concrete tools or actions that could be useful for them? Departure of the participants.CONTACTSJean-François TOURRAND (CIRAD), Mobile : +33 6 45 11 30 99 ; tourrand@aol.com Fatima EL HADAD-GAUTHIER (CIHEAM-IAMM), Tel: + 33 4 67 04 60 88, elhadad@iamm.fr Virginie AVIGNON (CIHEAM-IAMM), Tel: +33 4 04 60 89, avignon@iamm.fr Fabrice GOURIVEAU (INRA), Tel : +33 4 99 61 23 99, Mobile: +33 6 02 72 56 63, fabrice.gouriveau@supagro.inra.fr TAXI -TRAM MONTPELLIER : +33 4 67 58 10 10 LOGISTICS  VENUE: Centre International de Hautes Etudes Agronomiques Méditerranéennes (CIHEAM) Institut Agronomique Méditerranéen de Montpellier (IAMM) 3191 route de Mende, 34093 Montpellier cedex 5, France Tel. +33 (0)4 67 04 60 00  HELIOTEL: Rond Point Agropolis, Route de Mende, 34980 Montferrier-sur-Lez, France Access to CIHEAM-IAMM: http://www.iamm.fr/english/AccessFacilities ARIMNet2 (2014-2017) is an ERA-NET coordinated by INRA (France). It has received funding from the European Union's Seventh Framework Programme for research, technological development and demonstration under grant agreement no. 618127 What do you expect from this seminar and what kind of inputs do you wish to receive? (e.g. tips on how to set up a good project, to find the right partners and the right call; methodology to involve stakeholders and boost innovation; opportunity to create new collaborations, etc.) ................................................................................................................................................................................ ..........................................................................................................................................................................  Do you have special needs during your stay in Montpellier? (e.g. food, accommodation, accessibility, etc.) ................................................................................................................................................................................ ..........................................................................................................................................................................  Have you received all the information you need before attending the seminar? If not, what do you wish to know? ................................................................................................................................................................................ ................................................................................................................................................................................ .......................................................................................................................................................................

Tuesday 31

 31 May 2016 -Grand Amphi / Room 23 / Room 24 / Room 25, Building B Tuesday 31 May -Organisation of the day:

  letter from your head of research department or equivalent ........................ 42 6. Curriculum Vitae ...................................................................................................................................... 42 7. Current or intended Research project ..............................................................................................Secretariat (fabrice.gouriveau@supagro.inra.fr) and to your National Contact Point (Annex I)



  Researchers with PhD Degree + 1 year research experience or Master of Science (M.Sc.) + 4 years research experience, Preferably under 40 years old,  English speakers,  Researchers interested in building an international research project bringing together Med partners: scientifically excellent, with relevancy in Mediterranean challenges and aiming at Mediterranean networking,  Scientific fields: agricultural sciences (agronomy and animal production), social and human sciences,  Scientific relevancy of the candidates' research project with respect to ARIMNet2 challenges,  Strong interest in building interdisciplinary projects involving stakeholders / users.

  ); -Main challenges, main needs of the stakeholders (targets and beneficiaries); -Aim, objectives and research hypotheses; -Relevance of the proposal to the topic of the call, to the needs and constraints of the target country(ies) or region and to the needs of the target groups and beneficiaries. o Quality and effectiveness of the scientific project, and associated work plan -Overall strategy; -Work plan / Methodology: Work Packages and tasks; for each task, indicate: schedule, objective, methodology (protocol/experimental design, equipment and resources used, data analysis, etc.), expected results / impacts (innovation), milestones and deadlines, deliverable(s); -Strategy for the involvement of stakeholders and promotion of innovation; -Overall timetable: Gantt chart (indicate deadlines, milestones and deliverables)  PROJECT IMPLEMENTATION o Consortium expertise and operational capacity -Main implementing partners and their respective roles; -Experience of your organisation and partners in project management; -Experience of your organisation and partner(s) of the issues to be addressed. o Management structure and procedures -Governance and overall organisation of the project -Organisation structure of the project team. o Added-value of the project and of the trans-national approach o Risks and contingency plan -(Description of potential risks to the implementation and success of the project, description of how the chances for success are maximised, and proposition of a contingency plan) o Project sustainability -How will the project achieve sustainability and will it have multiplier effects?  PROJECT'S RESULTS & IMPACT o Expected results and their impact/application, including the impact in terms of innovation o Spreading excellence, exploiting results, disseminating knowledge -Dissemination plan and/or exploitation of results: specify the planned national and international dissemination activities, communication and publication plans. o Mobility & training -Expected PHD and post-doc mobility between partners.  BUDGET & RESOURCES COMMITTED -Budget estimate (as realistic as possible). -Scientific and technical justification of the required funds  MONITORING AND EVALUATION -Overall monitoring approach, indicators, sources of verification, etc.

  

  

  

  

  

  

1. QUESTIONNAIRE TO DEFINE PARTICIPATIVELY THE TOPIC OF THE YOUNG RESEARCHERS SEMINAR

  

	Name: …………………….. / Institution:………………. ….. …/ Country: ……………………	
	Project member / coordinator: Y/N	Consortium member: Y/N	Other member: Y/N	
	↓Topics	Types of Joint Activities →	Mobility (individual or groups)	Summer School (Training)	Young Researchers Seminar	Conference or (book)	Others
	Water management and use					
	Integrated Pest	Vegetal					
	Management						
		Animal					
	Crop-						

livestock integration Urban -Rural integration Gender Data Base & Analysis Experimental design … … ANNEX 2. YOUNG RESEARCHERS SEMINAR'S PROGRAMME Sunday 29 May 2016 20:00 -21:30: Welcome dinner (HELIOTEL) Monday 30 May 2016 -Grand Amphi, Building B

  

	8:30 -8:40: Welcome. Dr Jean-Paul PELLISSIER (Deputy Director CIHEAM-IAMM, France)
	8:40 -9:00: Opening -Presentation of ARIMNet2, of the Seminar's objectives, contents and format and of the
	animation team. Dr Florence JACQUET, ARIMNet2 Coordinator (INRA, France)
	9:00 -

12:30: Session "Involving End-Users in Research to Boost Innovation" 9:00 -9:40: Keynote speaker 1:

  Pr Michel PETIT (CIHEAM-IAMM, France). Historical perspective and research trends that have underpinned the question of the involvement of end-users in research and innovation processes.

9:50 -10:30: Keynote speaker 2: Dr Hugo DE VRIES (INRA, France) -Innovation-driven research in Europe: how to identify and translate opportunities into R&D projects. 10:

30 -11:00 Coffee break 11:00 -15:30 Experience from ARIMNet-funded projects 11

  

:00 -11:40: Case study: APMED -Apple and peach in Mediterranean orchards -Integrating tree water status and irrigation management for coping with water scarcity and aphid control. Dr Pierre-Éric LAURI, project coordinator (INRA, France) 11:50 -12:30: Case study: DOMESTIC -Mediterranean biodiversity as a tool for the sustainable development of the small ruminant sector. Dr Christina LIGDA, project coordinator (Veterinary Research Institute of Thessaloniki -Hellenic Agricultural Organization DEMETER, Greece) 12:

30 -14:00 Lunch 14:00 -14:40: Case study: REFORMA

  

-Resilient, water-and energy-efficient forage and feed crops for Mediterranean agricultural systems. Dr Luciano PECETTI, project collaborator (Consiglio per la ricerca in agricoltura e l'analisi dell'economia agrarian (CREA), Italy)

14:50 -15:30: Case study: PoH-MED -

  Potato health managed for efficiency and durability. Dr Didier ANDRIVON, project coordinator (INRA Rennes, France)

15:30 -16:00 Coffee break 16:00 -17:00 -Synthesis of the day.

  Dr Bernard HUBERT, President of Agropolis International (France)

17:00 -18:00 -Debriefing and set up of the working groups for the next day 19:30 -21:30 Social dinner (CIHEAM-IAMM) Tuesday 31 May 2016 -Grand Amphi / Room 23 / Room 24 / Room 25, Building B 8:30 -12:30: Session "Working Groups on the 4 Study Cases"

  Working groups (6-7 participants, with the coordinators of each ARIMNet Project and 1 or 2 moderators) to analyse and discuss projects' innovation aspects, the way they involve end-users throughout the research process and the difficulties faced, and to propose possible ways to enhance the innovation potential of the projects.

	Project coordinators and/or collaborators:
	Dr Christina LIGDA, Dr Anne LAUVIE, Dr Didier ANDRIVON, Dr Luciano PECETTI, Dr Pierre-Éric LAURI
	Animation team:
	Dr Jean François TOURRAND, Dr Fatima EL HADAD-GAUTHIER, Ms Marie OLLAGNON, Dr Danilo MARANDOLA, Dr
	Fabrice GOURIVEAU.
	10:30 -

11:00 Coffee break 12:30 -14:00 Lunch 14:00 -18:00 Session "Working Groups' Results" 

  Presentations of the results from each Working Group.  Debate and synthesis.  Preparation of a synthetic ARIMNet output (e.g. a table containing key questions proposed collectively and answered for each project).

	15:30

-16:00 Coffee break 19:30 -21:30 Social dinner (CIHEAM-IAMM)

  

Social dinner Day 2 -Tuesday 31 May 2016 8:30 -12:30: Session "Working Groups on the 4 Study Cases

  

	Day 1 -Monday 30 May 2016
	8:30 -8:40: Welcome (Pascal Bergeret, Director IAMM).	14:00 -14:45 -Keynote speaker 3: Hugo de Vries, INRA
	8:40 -9:00: Opening (Florence Jacquet, ARIMNet2	14:45 -16:30 Experience from ARIMNet-funded projects
	Coordinator)	 3 rd case study: Mediterranean biodiversity as a tool for the
	9:00 -12:30: Session "Involving End-Users in Research	sustainable development of the small ruminant sector
	to boost Innovation"	(DOMESTIC)
	9:00 -9:40: Keynote speaker 1: Michel Petit, IAMM	15:30 -15:45 Coffee Break
	9:40 -10:20: Keynote speaker 2: Pierre-Benoît Joly, INRA	 4 th case study: Apple and Peach in Mediterranean orchards
	10:20 -10:45 Coffee Break	-Integrating tree water status and irrigation management for
	10:45 -12:15 Experience from ARIMNet-funded projects	coping with water scarcity and aphid control (APMED)
	 1 st case study: Resilient, water-and energy-Efficient Forage and feed crops for Mediterranean Agricultural	16:30 -17:00 -Synthesis and conclusion of the day Bernard Hubert, President of Agropolis International
	systems (REFORMA)	
	 2 nd case study: Potato Health -Managed for Efficiency and Durability (PoH-MED) (To be confirmed)	19:30
	14:00 -18:00: Session "Innovation in Research"	

"

Working groups (6-8 participants, with coordinator or leader of each ARIMNet Project) to analyse and discuss project's innovation aspects, the way the project involves end-users throughout the research process and the difficulties encountered, and to propose possible ways to enhance the innovation potential of the project.

14:00 -17:30 Session "Working Groups' Results"

 Presentations of the results from each Working Group.  Debate and synthesis.

19:

30 Social dinner Day 3 -Wednesday 1 June 2016 8:30 -12:30: Session "Flash Presentation of Research

  

	Projects"
	Each participant briefly shares her/his current or intended
	research project, focusing on innovation and involvement of
	end-users. 5 min/project (1 slide) or 10 min/project with 2
	parallel sessions. Participants will receive a compilation of the
	flash presentations.

14:00 -20:00: Field trip: visit of the Pacte Pastoral des Cévennes, Valleraugue: co-construction d'une résilience sociale.

20:30 Social dinner Day 4 -Thursday 2 June 2016 8:30 -17:30: Session "Building Collaborative Projects"

  

	 Groups of 3-5 young researchers and discussion based on
	the individual research projects presented the day before.
	 This session aims to share the ideas of research projects
	and build new collaborative proposals focused on innovation
	and involvement of end-users throughout the research and
	innovation process.
	 The objective is to define the main research topics, a few
	relevant questions / hypotheses, the methodology and the
	expected results.
	19:

30 Social dinner Day 5 -Friday 3 June 2016 8:30 -10:15: Session "Presentation of the Collaborative Projects"

  

 Presentation and debate of the collaborative research projects.

10:15 -10:45 Coffee Break 10:45 -12:30: Session "Preparation of the ARIMNet2 Agricultural Knowledge and Innovation Systems (AKIS) conference (October 2016, Antalya, Turkey)"

  

	Identification of young Mediterranean researchers' needs;
	brainstorming to build propositions on how to strengthen the
	capacity/training of young researchers in the Mediterranean.
	Two researchers will be invited to present the results of this
	session at the ARIMNet2 AKIS conference.
	14:00 -

16:30: Session "Evaluation and next Steps"

  

 Individual and collective evaluation.  Prospects of the network.

19:

30 Farewell dinner Recommendation letter from your head of research department or equivalent

  

	COUNTRY	PROCESS	NATIONAL CONTACT POINTS
			Ms Jana ERJAVEC
	SLOVENIA	Ministry of Agriculture, Forestry and Food as the contact for the summer school. (In max. 1 page / Arial11, recommendation letter dated and signed) Jana.Erjavec@gov.si
			Ms Anabel DE LA PEÑA
	SPAIN		Instituto Nacional de Investigación y Tecnología Agraria y Alimentaria (INIA)
			anaisabel.delapena@inia.es
			Ms Maha HAMMAMI
	Curriculum Vitae CONTACT YOUR	Ministry of Higher Education and Scientific Research (MHESR) hammamimaha2@yahoo.fr
	TUNISIA (In max. 2 pages / Arial11, give your personal and institutional data, competences, education and employment records, publications and products, NCPs TO CHECK YOUR ELIGIBILITY Dr Ali RHOUMA / Mr Jamel BEN RABEH names and emails of three referees (tutors or colleagues) for your research project) Institution de la Recherche et de l'Enseignement Supérieur Agricoles (IRESA)
			ali.rhouma@iresa.agrinet.tn / jamel.benrebah@iresa.agrinet.tn
	Current or intended Research project TURKEY CONTACT YOUR Ministry of Food, Agriculture and Livestock (GDAR) Dr Sahin ANIL NCP TO CHECK General Directorate of Agriculture Research and Policy YOUR ELIGIBILITY sanil@tagem.gov.tr
	Annex II: ARIMNet2 Young Researchers Seminar eligibility criteria

(In max. 2 pages / Arial11, present the key-points of the research project you intend to develop or you are currently implementing (you will be asked to present it briefly during the Young Researchers Seminar). Key points could include: Mediterranean challenges addressed, objectives, hypothesis, methods, foreseen partnerships and your interest for including end-users in the project and for promoting innovation.)  Researchers with PhD Degree + 1 year research experience or Master of Science + 4 years research experience,  Preferably under 40 years old,  English speakers,  Interested in building an international research project bringing together Med partners: scientifically excellent, with relevancy in Mediterranean challenges and aiming at Mediterranean networking,  Scientific fields: agricultural sciences (agronomy and animal production), social and human sciences,  Scientific relevancy of the candidate's research project regarding ARIMNet2 challenges,  Strong interest in building interdisciplinary project involving end-users.

EC2: Scientific quality of the personal research project and willingness to develop trans or inter- disciplinary approach, a research project focused on innovation (technical, social…), and end-users integration.

  

		... /60 points
	Scientific excellence and originality of the project (quality of objectives / Innovativeness of the project idea)	... /15
	Potential scientific impact (Contribution to the development of the research field in view of Mediterranean challenges)	... /15
	Prospects for the realization of the aspired research objectives (Quality of the work plan / Quality and effectiveness of the scientific and technological methodology)	... /10
	Foreseen partnerships (Initiating new partnerships)	... /10
	Interest for including end-users in the project and for promoting innovation	... /10
	EC3: Coherence of the letter of motivation	... /15 points
	Toward background / CV	... /5
	Personal research project	... /5
	Professional development opportunities	... /5
	Total Score	... /

100 points Please summarize your general remarks to the project, including if necessary not yet mentioned aspects. Evaluator Evaluator's full name Affiliation Date Signature ANNEX 8. LIST OF ALL APPLICANTS BEFORE SELECTION (Applicants who finally participated to the Seminar are highlighted in blue)

  

	COUNTRY ALGERIA ALGERIA ALGERIA ALGERIA ALGERIA ALGERIA ALGERIA ALGERIA ALGERIA ALGERIA ALGERIA COUNTRY ALGERIA ALGERIA ALGERIA CROATIA CROATIA CROATIA EGYPT EGYPT EGYPT EGYPT FRANCE (National from Tunisia) GREECE GREECE MOROCCO MOROCCO PORTUGAL PORTUGAL PORTUGAL COUNTRY PORTUGAL PORTUGAL PORTUGAL PORTUGAL PORTUGAL PORTUGAL PORTUGAL PORTUGAL (National from Iran) PORTUGAL SLOVENIA SLOVENIA TUNISIA TUNISIA GHAOUTI GERALDO GARGOURI TUNISIA TUNISIA TURKEY FANTAPPIÈ TUNISIA TUNISIA TUNISIA TURKEY ELSAYED TURKEY TURKEY DI BENE SPAIN TUNISIA TUNISIA TURKEY TURKEY DAOUD CASTANHEIRA BUGEJA DOUGLAS BOULARBAH SPAIN TUNISIA ALLOUCHE TUNISIA COUNTRY (National from AKSOY Turkey) TUNISIA SPAIN COUNTRY TUNISIA FAMILY NAME FIRST NAME SURNAME ABDESSEMED Sanna FIRST NAME AHMIA Aida Cherifa ALLOUCHE Lynda ARBOUCHE Rafik BOUALAMALLAH Youssef FEDALA Naziha HARFI Boualem KHACHEBA Rafika LAZALI Mohamed LECHEHEB Sabrina MERADI Samira SURNAME FIRST NAME MOKHTARI Moussa TAIBI Ahmed YEKKOUR Amine JUKIC SPIKA Maja KLEPO Tatjana URLIC Branimir ABDELHAFEZ ABDEEN Ahmed AZIZ Sherif DAOUD Ibrahim ELSAYED Maha Lofty Mohamed MGHIRBI Oussama BOUKOUVALA Evridiki CHORIANOPOUL OS Nikolas HAMAMOUCH Noureddine SBABOU Leila ALMEIDA Nuno BRITES Cláudia CASTANHEIRA Érica SURNAME FIRST NAME FANGUEIRO David FERREIRA Dora GERALDO Ana GUTIÉRREZ GUTIÉRREZ Carlos MALHEIRO Ricardo OLIVEIRA Ana ORTIGUEIRA Joana FARZAMIAN Mohammad COSTA Miguel PERIC Tanja SINKOVIČ Lovro KOUKI Soulwène M'HAMDI Naceur Lamiae (IAV) Institut Agronomique et Vétérinaire Hassan II Male Female BORN INSTITUTION F 1979 Biotechnology Research Center (CRBt) F 1986 Centre de Développement des Énergies Renouvelables F 1975 Department of Biology and Animal Physiology, Faculty of Nature and Life Sciences, University of Ferhat ABBAS Setif 1 M 1982 University Adrar M 1979 Municipal Financial Control, Saida F 1986 École Préparatoire en Science de la Nature et de la Vie (EPSNV) M 1982 Biotechnology Research Center (CRBt) F 1981 Agricultural Higher National School (ENSA) M 1983 University of Khemis Miliana F 1984 Centre de développement des énergies renouvelables F 1982 Scientific and technical research center on arid regions (CRSTRA), Biskra Male Female BORN INSTITUTION M 1985 Unité de Recherche en Analyses et Développement Technologique en Environnement (UR-ADTE) / Centre de Recherche Scientifique et Technique en Analyses Physico-Chimiques (CRAPC) M 1982 University Abou Bakr Belkaid, Tlemcen M 1982 Institut National de la Recherche Agronomique d'Algérie (INRAA) F 1982 Institute for Adriatic Crops and Karst Reclamation (KRS) F 1984 Institute for Adriatic Crops and Karst Reclamation (KRS) M 1979 Inst Adriatic Crops and Karst Reclamation (KRS) M 1981 Faculty of veterinary medicine, Benha University M 1980 Animal Production Research Institute, Agriculture Research Center (ARC) M 1976 Desert Research Centre (DRC) F 1981 Central Laboratory for Agricultural Climate (CLAC) M 1988 Institut Agronomique Méditerranéen de Montpellier (CIHEAM-IAMM) F 1975 Hellenic Agricultural Organization DEMETER, Veterinary Research Institute M 1976 Hellenic Agricultural Organization DEMETER, Institute of Technology Of Agricultural Products M 1972 Polydisciplinary faculty, University of Sultan Moulay Slimane F 1977 Mohamed V University in Rabat -Faculty of Science M 1978 Instituto de Tecnologia Química e Biológica António Xavier F 1981 Faculty of Human and Social Sciencies, New University of Lisbon F 1980 Center for Industrial Ecology, ADAI/LAETA, University of Coimbra Male Female BORN INSTITUTION M 1976 Instituto Superior de Agronomia, Universidade de Lisboa F 1982 Institute Polytechnic of Castela Branco F 1981 Instituto de Ciências Agrárias e Ambientais Mediterrânicas (ICAAM) M 1980 Instituto de Ciências Agrárias e Ambientais Mediterrânicas (ICAAM), Fundação do Ministério de Ciência e Tecnologia de Portugal M 1986 Instituto Politécnico de Bragança F 1977 Center of Biological Engineering, University of Minho F 1985 Laboratorio nacional de energía e geologia M 1982 University of Lisbon ( DEGGE-IDL) M 1971 Instituto de Tecnologia Química e Biológica (ITQB), Universidade Nova de Lisboa F 1982 Universa V Novi GoriCi M 1985 Agricultural Institute of Slovenia F 1978 Water Research and Technology M 1977 Institut National Agronomique de Tunisie (INAT) / Institution de la Supérieur Agricoles (IRESA) MOROCCO lamiaeghaouti@hotmail.com TOPIC Improvement of olive production Valuation of non-edible plant species for biodiesel production Animal production, genomic selection of cattle, biotechnology of reproduction Animal feed / by products Ritual of marriage between past and present Food and Nutrition Plant in-vitro culture for the establishment of biomolecules production processes Treated wastewater reuse in irrigated agriculturein Algerian context Agrophysiology of symbiotic nitrogen fixation with legumes Solar energy -CSP Systems Animal alimentation and breeding system TOPIC Pesticide residues in food and environment matrices and their impact on human being Bioecology of the reproduction and diet of the Southern grey Shrike (Lanius meridionalis) in Algeria Biotechnology applied to agriculture Quality, chemistry, technology and analytics of olive oil, sensory analysis, polyphenolic potential of fruit and vegetable Morphological, agronomical and genetic evaluation of fruit species Plant nutrition, vegetable production, Soil fertility Forensic Science &Toxicology Genomic analysis of AnGr. Geneotyping of some growth performance genes in Egyptian sheep Soil and water management Climatic changes and organic agriculture Plant protection Molecular biology and biotechnology of animals and microorganisms Food microbiology / Food safety Agricultural biotechnology for sustainable development Biotechnology and genomics Molecular genetics Multifunctional agriculture, resilient agro-systems, ecosystem services and rural sustainable development Development of life-cycle sustainability assessment framework for Mediterranean agri-food systems based on the integration of multi-criteria decision analysis and life-cycle assessment (LCA), incorporating uncertainty analysis. Environmental and social LCA for alternative agri-food systems and metrics that relate environmental and social impacts with economic added value along the food supply chain will be developed TOPIC 1) Nutrients (nitrogen and phosphorous) and carbon cycling in soils amended with organic residues; 2) Emissions of greenhouse gases (CO2, CH4, N2O) and ammonia from agricultural activities Geography, rural innovation, innovation networks, agronomy, peach tree Bioclimatology Plant pathology, crop protection, nematology, molecular bology Characterization and quality of food products from olive crop Antibacterial solutions applied to Food waste reduction and aerobic valorization of non-preventable residues Application of geophysical methods in soil digital mapping Grapevine stress physiology and sustainable water use in viticulture Endocrinology Horticulture Recherche et de l'Enseignement Animal welfare Ana Mediterrânicas (ICAAM) PORTUGAL ana.de.mira.geraldo@gmail.com Instituto de Ciências Agrárias e Ambientais products in agriculture Centre (CERTE) of Borj Cedria Use of constructed wetlands for wastewater treatment and reuse of by-Mahmoud (CBBC) TUNISIA mahmoud.gargouri@gmail.com Center of Biotechnology of Borj Cedria HAOUAS Dalila F 1976 Higher School of Agriculture of Kef Research of plant natural compounds with bio-insecticide activity KEFI Mohamed M 1975 Center (CERTE) of Borj Cedria Water resource management Pedologia (ABP) Water Research and Technology ULAŞ Simin F 1970 Manisa Viticultural Research Institute Plant biotechnology Maria Centro di Ricerca per l'Agrobiologia e la ITALY info@soilpro.eu l'Analisi dell'Economia Agraria (CREA) -Consiglio per la Ricerca in Agricoltura e AYED Sourour F 1980 Research Center of Agricultural and Development in Northwest Semi-arid regions of Tunisia hybridization Durum wheat (Triticum durum Desf.) FATNASSI Imen F 1980 Center of Biotechnology of Borj Cedria (CBBC) Phytoremediation of heavy metal contaminated soils with PGPB-legumes GARGOURI Mahmoud M 1978 Center of Biotechnology of Borj Cedria (CBBC) Characterization of regulatory networks of stress tolerance mechanisms for promoting sustainable agriculture TURKMEN Yagmur F 1985 Faculty, Department of Plant Protection Phytopathology Maha Lotfy Mohamed Central Laboratory for Agricultural Climate (CLAC) Mha1182000@yahoo.com EGYPT elsayed.maha@gmail.com, Ankara University, Agriculture symbiosis HASPOLAT Gülden F 1979 SOLTEKIN Ramazan Oğuzhan M 1986 Manisa Viticultural Research Institute Grapevine physiology, water stress, agronomy (CREA-RPS) Claudia Ricerca per le Relazioni tra Pianta e Suolo ITALY claudia.dibene@crea.gov.it l'Analisi dell'Economia Agraria -Centro di Institute Ornamental plants Consiglio per la Ricerca in Agricoltura e Aegean Agricultural Research Haploid production lines by intergeneric agrarian sciences TOMAS Cristina F 1980 Agrarian Technological Institute of ARBAOUI Sarra F 1984 Higher institute of agricultural sciences of Chott-Mariam, University of Sousse Phytoremediation of contaminated soil using adapted crop ATIGUI Moufida F 1983 Arid Land Institute Machine milking of dromedary camels ERGUN-KAHYAOGLU Sultan F 1976 Ankara Central Field Crops Research Institute Land degradation, nanagement of land and water resource, soil erosion, GIS climate change ERMIŞ Sıtkı M 1977 Variety Registration and Seed Certification Center physiology, biotechnology Ibrahim Desert Research Centre (DRC) EGYPT ibrahim_daoud@yahoo.com DUS testing, seed science and Érica of Coimbra PORTUGAL erica@dem.uc.pt Center for Industrial Ecology (CIE), University and remote sensing, adaptation to Adrian Systems MALTA abug1@um.edu.mt University of Malta, Rural Sciences and Food Castilla y León Animal production CANDAR Serkan M 1984 Viticultural Research Institute Greenhouse management and physiologic disorders of vegetables Sara Hassan II Agronomics and Veterinary Institute MOROCCO sara.boularbah@gmail.com Aquaculture Research Centre, Universidade de Évora (UE), ecosystem services, land degradation RICART Sandra F 1984 Universitat de Girona, Department of geography management and governance TRAD Medhi M 1978 Institut National de Recherche Agronomique de Tunis (INRAT) production to postharvest chain Ferhat ABBAS Setif 1 Monitoring the quality of food crops from Lynda Faculty of nature and life sciences, University ALGERIA lyallouche@gmail.com Multifunctional irrigation systems TLILI Nesrine F 1986 Génie Rural, Eaux et Forêts (INRGREF) Cork oak regeneration Department of biology and animal physiology, SURNAME FIRST NAME Male Female BORN INSTITUTION TOPIC mitigate climate change effects in Meditterenean cities, mapping Institut National des Recherches en Ece University of Malaga (ETC-UMA) TURKEY ece.aksoy@uma.es (IRESA) AKSOY Ece F 1977 University of Malaga (ETC-UMA) Mediterranean agriculture and rural development, nature-based solutions to THAMER Afwa M 1981 l'Enseignement Supérieur Agricoles Effect of drought stress on crops Institution de la Recherche et de TRAINEES Digital soil mapping, sustainable regional planning, sustainability indicators for urban and soil, methods to improve SURNAME FIRST NAME Male Female BORN INSTITUTION TOPIC MSADDAK Meriem F 1990 area of bizerte Tunisie (INAT) sustainability of dairy production in the Institut National Agronomique de Institutional arrangement and INSTITUTION COUNTRY EMAIL ANNEX 12.	PhD NO NO 2009 2013 NO NO 09/2013 NO 02/2014 NO NO PhD NO 11/2012 10/2013 07/2015 06/2014 06/2014 06/2014 NO 2015 11/2011 NO 2006 2007 2004 10/2009 07/2015 NO 06/2014 PhD 07/2004 NO 08/2013 2011 05/2015 NO 06/2014 09/2002 2014 12/2014 11/2011 2010 10/2010 03/2011 06/2001 2012 02/2010 NO 04/2015 NO 2011 12/2009 04/2014 12/2014 2010 NO 12/2012 NO 12/2014 12/2012 2011 PhD 02/2011 2012 PhD	MSc 2009 2012 NO 01/2012 fedala.nutri@gmail.com EMAIL s.abdessmed@crbt.dz, sanna.ing9@yahoo.fr a.ahmia@cder.dz lyallouche@gmail.com rafik_arbouche@yahoo.fr nabahet@outlook.fr b.harfi@crbt.dz 12/2011 rafika.khacheba@gmail.com m.lazali@univ-dbkm.dz 2011 s.lecheheb@cder.dz 2007 meradisamira@yahoo.fr MSc EMAIL 10/2011 mokhtari.moussa.ensa@gmail.com e-coli1982@yahoo.fr amineyek@gmail.com maja@krs.hr Tatjana.Klepo@krs.hr branimir@krs.hr ahmed.abdeen@fvtm.be.edu.eg 2010 Melakshaa@yahoo.com Ibrahim_daoud@yahoo.com elsayed.maha@gmail.com, Mha1182000@yahoo.com oussama.mghirbi@gmail.com boukouvala@vri.gr nchorian@nagref.gr lamiaeghaouti@hotmail.com hamamouch@yahoo.com lailasbabou@gmail.com nalmeida@itqb.unl.pt 2011 claudia.brites@fcsh.unl.pt erica@dem.uc.pt MSc EMAIL dfangueiro@isa.ulisboa.pt 2011 and ana.de.mira.geraldo@gmail.com carlosg@uevora.pt rmalheiro@ipb.pt 11/2009 Joana.origueira@tecnico.ulisboa.pt mohammadfarzamian@fc.ul.pt Tanja.peric@ung.si naceur_mhamdi@yahoo.fr soulwene.kouki@gmail.com lovro.sinkovic@kis.si dalila_haouas@yahoo.fr moh_kefi@yahoo.fr simin.ulas@gthb.gov.tr, siminulas@gmail.com miguelc@itqb.unl.pt ayedsourour@yahoo.fr mahmoud.gargouri@gmail.com 07/2014 ygmrtrkmn@gmail.com imen_challougui@yahoo.fr 2011 oguz.soltekin@gthb.gov.tr guldenhaspolat@gmail.com anaoliveira@deb.uminho.pt saraharb@hotmail.fr atigui2009@gmail.com seedman37@gmail.com 2001 sultan_ergun@yahoo.com tomalmcr@itacyl.es 2009 serkan.candar@gthb.gov.tr sandra.ricart@udg.edu mh.trad@yahoo.com tlili.nesrine@yahoo.fr 2016 dorairferreira@gmail.com MSc EMAIL afwa_thameur@yahoo.fr ece.aksoy@uma.es MSc EMAIL msaddakmeriem@hotmail.fr
			Universidade de Évora (UE) -Instituto de		
			Ciências Agrárias e Ambientais		
	GUTIÉRREZ	Carlos	Mediterrânicas (ICAAM), Fundação do	PORTUGAL carlosg@uevora.pt
			Ministério de Ciência e Tecnologia de		
			Portugal		
	HASPOLAT	Gülden	Aegean Agricultural Research Institute	TURKEY	guldenhaspolat@gmail.com
	KLEPO	Tatjana	Institute for Adriatic Crops and Karst Reclamation (KRS)	CROATIA	tatjana.klepo@krs.hr
	KOUKI	Soulwène	Water Researches and Technologies Centre (CERTE)	TUNISIA	soulwene.kouki@gmail.com
	LAZALI	Mohamed	University of Khemis Miliana	ALGERIA	m.lazali@univ-dbkm.dz
	MGHIRBI	Oussama	Institut Agronomique Méditerranéen de Montpellier (CIHEAM-IAMM)	TUNISIA	mghirbi@iamm.fr, oussama.mghirbi@gmail.com
	PERIC	Tanja	Universa V Novi GoriCi	SLOVENIA tanja.peric@ung.si

KEYNOTE PRESENTATIONS' ABSTRACTS Promoting innovations in agriculture -Changes in paradigms and modes of action? Pr Michel PETIT, IAMM

  

  The first starts with what you know; the second with understanding the outside world via posing questions. It also changes the way you are organizing your project, from a business case towards a full research-innovation action plan with appropriate investment funds and common goals. In the presentation given during the Young Researchers Seminar, several examples of public-private research & innovation projects in Europe were given like the solar-based stand-alone maritime container for fruit and vegetable transport, 'dry' bio-refineries, the restaurant of the future, novel bio-materials and water-less cooking at home. All sections must be completed in maximum 5 pages (font size cannot be smaller than Arial 10). Any CN not meeting those basic requirements will be rejected without appraisal. Current knowledge / state of the art (short but precise literature review) on the topic, issues, challenges, existing solutions, existing projects and programmes; -Identification of the actors involved in the project (final beneficiaries, target groups, etc.

	ANNEX 15. CONCEPT NOTE TEMPLATE FOR COLLABORATIVE
	PROJECT PROPOSALS
	 Project title (concise, descriptive, catchy)
	 Project acronym
	 Abstract (Research question, rationale for the study, hypothesis, method, main expected findings, targets and
	beneficiaries, perspectives for future research, etc.)
	 Keywords
	 Proposed project duration
	 SCIENTIFIC QUALITY AND RELEVANCE OF THE PROJECT
	o Concept, stakeholders and objectives
	-

This notion was not mentioned / discussed during the seminar, but is a pillar of RDI efforts at the EU level.

With the support of:

For the design of the activity: Dr Christine Ton Nu (CIHEAM-IAMM), Dr Adel Aboulnaga (ARC-Egypt), Dr Aristotelis Papadopoulos (HAO-DEMETER, Greece), Ms Maria Maia (FCT, Portugal), Dr Ali Rhouma (IRESA, Tunisia), Dr Moez Jebara (MESRS, Tunisia), Ms Maha HAMMAMI (MESRS, Tunisia).

For the logistics: Ms Rachida YAHIAOUI (MESRS, Algeria), Dr Tomislav RADIC (KRS, Croatia), Dr Marinos MARKOU (ARI, Cyprus), Dr Amr RADWAN (ASRT, Egypt), Ms Maria BERTAKI (HAO-DEMETER, Greece), Dr Serenella PULIGA (MIPAAF, Italy), Dr Marina MONTEDORO (MIPAAF, Italy), Dr Yuval ESHDAT (MOARD, Israel), Ms Allanah BONNICI (MCST, Malta), Ms Sanaa ZEBAKH (IAV, Morocco), Ms Jana ERJAVEC (MKGP, Slovenia), Ms Anabel DE LA PEÑA (INIA, Spain), Dr Sahin ANIL (GDAR, Turkey). 

Experts involved in the field visit:

Jean-François will guide the visit and present the Pacte Pastoral des Cévennes; Rémy LEENHARDT (Farmer) will present its activities.

Participants:

29 trainees from 12 Mediterranean countries (18 women, 11 men).

Objectives of the seminar:

1. To develop the research capacity of young Mediterranean researchers in the topics and subtopics considered by ARIMNet2 partners as priorities in the Mediterranean context (2nd Challenge) to build international research & innovation projects. 2. Prepare collaborative materials on the involvement of stakeholders and promotion of innovation in research processes to be presented at the AKIS conference in Turkey (12-13 October 2016).

3. To initiate the creation of a network among young researchers from the Mediterranean region in order to share experiences and knowledge (tools and methods) on scientific common issues and challenges related to agricultural research in Mediterranean 4. To strengthen the collaboration among ARIMNet2 partners (1st Challenge) and the creation of new collaborations in the Mediterranean area.

General logistics:

Logistic is ensured by CIHEAM-IAMM, CIRAD and INRA experts.

The seminar will take place at the CIHEAM-IAMM in fully equipped rooms (laptops, projectors, flipcharts, boards, coloured paper, cards, white paper sheets, markers, pins, etc.).

Participants will be equipped with a badge; they will receive a folder with the documentation, pen, paper pad, a USB key with some documents/references, a map from the city, etc.

In the main room, we will place documentation for consultation on-site (brochures from the ARIMNet Projects, brochures about INRA and IAMM…)

For the field visit, participants have been advised to bring suitable equipment and clothing.

Communication aspects will be covered by IRESA (Yacine and Jamel) with their own equipment: photographs, videos, interviews, etc. They will prepare their interviews before, and will inform the people about possible interviews (to prepare the video recording).

Safety aspects:

CIHEAM-IAMM should inform the participants about safety aspects. Contact in case of emergency: Virginie AVIGNON (CIHEAM-IAMM), Mobile: +33 6 61 79 21 03. CIHEAM-IAMM should provide a first aid kit to bring to the field trip.

We should identify people with a first aid training as main contact in case of emergency (Fabrice is trained in first aid / lab and field expedition -Mobile: 06 02 72 56 63).

PROGRAMME

Sunday 29 May 2016

Booking of HELIOTEL restaurant for ca. 30 persons (exact number to be confirmed the week before the dinner). Schedule: from 20:00, but up to 22:30 if possible, for people arriving late. Type of dinner: cocktail (favour discussions and meetings) Type of food: plan for food without pork / Halal if possible, and vegetarian options; include non-alcoholic drinks + we should make sure the restaurant separates the dishes with pork and without. Access: by foot from IAMM, or directly by taxi for people arriving late.

We could plan a small icebreaking activity: for example, every 15 minutes, we ask people to move around and introduce ourselves to someone else… Monday 30 May 2016 -Grand Amphi, Building B 3. If you are eligible, fill in the different sections of the application form, including:

• The identification form (section 3, 1 page).

• The application letter (section 4, max. 1 page).

• A recommendation letter from your head of research department or equivalent, who must back up your eligibility (section 5, max. 1 page); the recommendation letter must be dated and signed.

• A short Curriculum Vitae (section 6, max. 2 pages).

• A presentation of your own current or intended research project (section 7, max. 2 pages). 

Send your completed application form by 25

Selection process

 The eligibility of the candidate will be checked regarding common transnational ARIMNet2 eligibility criteria (see on page 15) and national criteria for countries listed in 2.1. above.  The evaluation and final selection of participants will be done on the basis of common transnational criteria (see on page 15).  ARIMNet2 coordinator will officially inform by email the candidates of the acceptance or rejection of their application following the selection process.

Participants and participation costs

There will be approximately 2 participants from each country and no more than 30 participants in total. The costs and expenses incurred by the participants in relation to this Young Researchers Seminar, including transport and accommodation, will be covered by the ARIMNet2 Project. Application letter (i.e. amount, type, direction) What was the level of influence of the stakeholders on the project development? How much control did they have over the research process? (Explain for each stakeholder: e.g. weak influence, strong influence, etc.; they influence the methodology, the outcomes…)

Identification form

Were stakeholders' inputs really incorporated into the research process and influenced the research findings? (Explain for each stakeholder)

What did the involvement of stakeholders finally bring the project, to the research field and to the society? (What were the benefits of stakeholder engagement?) (e.g. stakeholders expressed their needs, proposed new ideas, criticised the approach and helped to improve it, they were key to disseminate the findings and foster their adoption by users, etc.)

Was the project useful for the stakeholders?

Which difficulties/challenges were faced when involving stakeholders in the project? How were those difficulties overcome? (e.g. Stakeholders were numerous, culturally heterogeneous; they did not have the needed scientific background; they had expectations we couldn't fulfil; they were not really available…)

Were the stakeholders informed about the results? Did they show some interest in the findings? Did other stakeholders approach the research team to keep on collaborating? (e.g. stakeholders asked for the reports, wanted to get involved in the final meeting, wanted to receive guidelines…) 

Thank you for your cooperation!