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Questions

How are ecosystem
: services related?

Can they be
promoted jointly?

Are there trade-offs
and synergies?
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Conclusions

Synergies exist
within production
and conservation
services but not

between them.
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Not all services are
realised at the
same place, but all
at the same farm.
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Methods: Vegetation + soil survey g
6 summer farms representative for Swiss mountains
66 study plots stratified for slope and remoteness
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