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Weights reflect expert-defined
priorities across 8 KPlIs. Higher
weights (e.g., C-sequestration,
SOC change) guide the ranking
outcome.
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ility challenges.

Next steps include regional filtering (e.g., French) for tailored strategy selection at national scale.

.“Strategies in Pareto Front 1 (B) combine high performance and few weaknesses. Top-ranked strategies (e.g., Biochar, Compost, diverse amendments) show strong sequestration
“ potential and broad performance, though may pose cost or feasi

GAIA (C) & PROMETHEE (D) reveal strategy-KPI dynamics for policy support. Top-right: Drives climate mitigation through high carbon sequestration and ecosystem co-benefits.

Top-left: attractive for farmer adoption (yield enhancing and scalable). Bottom-right: Supports resilient agroecosystems and durable carbon storage. Bottom-left: low impact




