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FOR MITIGATION

climate implications (see Figure 1). They have since been adapted for national
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What Do We Do — and Why? We co-develop UK-Livestock-SSPs by working
with stakeholders to identify sectoral drivers of change, and map them onto
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the UK-SSPs. The outputs will help inform policy, research & industry

Figure 1: SSPs and their associated
challenges for mitigation and adaptation.
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Want to Get Involved?

The visual summaries shown to the right and on Poster 2 are in draft. Please use Post-it notes to provide
feedback. If you are interested in the upcoming feedback survey on the project outputs, email
livestock.futures@ed.ac.uk or scan the QR code.

This research is part of the TRAnsforming the DEbate about
livestock systems transformation (TRADE) project, funded
under UKRI grant number BB/W018152/1.

Our Approach

Participatory
Workshops

Semi-Structured
Interviews

Literature
Review

Stakeholder
Mapping

Follow-Up

Shaping scenarios Survey
through collaboration

Engaging stakeholders to

inform the approach

To identify research gaps

Identifying stakeholders Gathering feedback to

& relevant drivers refine scenarios

for targeted engagement

Participatory
Co-design

‘ Identify Drivers

Map onto Narrative
Stakeholders from policy, industry, academia, and . of Change in UK-SSPs Development
non-governmental organisations contributed = :
throughout the process, shaping the outputs. - ehh LIV estine:
" " \ % oy
‘E '- Lns ’ x4
_ | o0
Finalisation Feedback & Trend Develop
& Synthesis Refinement |dentification System Maps

Visual Summary 1 Visual Summaries 2-4 are continued on Poster 2
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Refer to Poster 1 for the Project Overview and Visual Summary 1. Feel free to use the Post-it Notes provided to give feedback.
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Consumer demand slowly shifts to
affordable plant-based foods, but

uptake faces resistance and health
concerns over processed options.

Payment for Ecosystem Services (PES)
scheme rolled out but with limited
impact due to insufficient financial

incentives and economic pressure
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Sector vulnerable to resource
shortages, disease, and
political unrest.
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