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Description and relevance

The French case study focused on testing innovative
evaluation approaches for agri-environment-climate
measures (AECMs) in the Occitanie region. This measure
required farmers to implement diversified protein crop
rotations and reduce external feed inputs, with the dual
objective of improving environmental performance
and strengthening regional feed autonomy. It
addressed the persistent challenge of measuring the
behavioural and economic factors driving farmers’
participation in schemes designed to enhance
environmental performance. 

The goal was to assess how farmers perceive,
understand, and respond to policy attributes, while
exploring how behavioural insights can improve the
design and acceptance of AECMs. This work is
particularly relevant to the current CAP framework, which
emphasises results-based and evidence-driven policies.
By introducing experimental and behavioural evaluation
tools, the case contributes to enhancing the analytical
capacity of Managing Authorities and to better aligning
policy instruments with farmers’ motivations and local
production realities.

TOOL CATEGORY: Quantitative models

ABOUT THE CASE STUDY
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GEOGRAPHIC LEVEL: Regional
Occitanie

The tool initially selected for the case study was the Discrete Choice Experiment (DCE), intended to analyse
how specific attributes of agri-environmental schemes influence farmers’ decision to participate. However,
due to implementation constraints encountered during the project, the approach was revised and the DCE was
replaced by the Theory of Planned Behaviour (TPB). This second tool focuses on external factors shaping
farmers’ intentions, such as social norms, perceived behavioural control and personal attitudes.

Although grounded in different theoretical frameworks, both tools share the objective of identifying the
determinants of farmers’ decision-making processes. Their combined use ultimately enabled the design of a
survey, sent to 273 farmers, that integrated elements from both approaches (retaining some attributes originally
defined in the DCE), thereby enhancing the relevance and explanatory power of the data collected compared
with a conventional survey.
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Future evaluations should combine economic and behavioural approaches, merging DCEs and TPB models
into hybrid frameworks that can quantify both financial and attitudinal factors. Scaling up such methods
requires close collaboration between regional agencies, research institutions, and farmer organisations to
secure data and stakeholder trust. Establishing early data-sharing agreements between administrations and
research teams would prevent methodological downgrades during implementation. Simplifying survey design
and adopting digital platforms could expand participation and timeliness. 

The findings also call for capacity-building within Managing Authorities to interpret behavioural and
economic data. Ultimately, integrating behavioural evaluation into mainstream CAP monitoring could enhance
both the quality of evidence and the social legitimacy of environmental measures.

Benefits, limitations, and risks

The French case demonstrated the practicality and
policy value of behavioural evaluation methods. Its
major benefit lies in broadening the analytical
scope of CAP monitoring beyond pure economic
rationality to include perceptions, social dynamics,
and values. When implemented under suitable
conditions, these methods offer actionable inputs for
designing or adjusting schemes and anticipating
participation drivers.

However, the experience also revealed important
limitations: the absence of a monetary attribute, a
small small and seasonally constrained sample,
reduced analytical depth, and comparability. The
demanding design, need for early stakeholder
engagement, and significant time and expertise
led to further constrained feasibility.

Risks involve misinterpretation of behavioural
metrics if not coupled with economic indicators, and
that the effort invested may outweigh the direct policy
value in resource-limited contexts.

Still, the case proved that behavioural approaches
can complement standard evaluations and
increase the relevance of results to policymakers.
Their robustness, however, depends on realistic
planning and sufficient resources, and suggests that
simpler participatory methods may be more
appropriate when these conditions are not met.

Recommendations

Results and practical
innovations

Originally conceived as a DCE to estimate farmers’
willingness to accept scheme conditions and
payment levels, the case study evolved toward a
behavioural framework under data and legal
constraints. Using the Theory of Planned
Behaviour, researchers surveyed a representative
sample of farms to capture attitudes, perceived
control, and social norms affecting enrolment
decisions. 

Results highlighted the decisive role of building on
practices that align with existing systems or show
proven effectiveness in scheme design, alongside
farmers’ trust in institutions and perceived
administrative simplicity. Preliminary statistical
associations indicated that perceived administrative
simplicity and existing familiarity with protein crops
were among the strongest predictors of positive
enrolment intentions. The work also revealed both the
potential and limitations of combining behavioural
insights with economic evaluation under real-world
constraints: while the integration of TPB elements
offered a more realistic understanding of farmers’
motivations, the inability to implement a full DCE and
the reliance on qualitative data due to a small sample
reduced analytical depth. 

Nonetheless, the pilot illustrated that adapted
evaluation methods can still yield meaningful insights,
even without monetary attributes, provided that
problem framing is clear and stakeholder involvement
is consistent. Overall, the experience suggests that
simpler, more participatory approaches may be
better suited when time, data, or resources are
limited, while still informing the refinement and
design of future schemes.

Discrete Choice Experiment (DCE)

Theory of Planned Behaviour (TPB) framework

Stakeholder survey (273 farm participants)

Behavioural analysis and preference modelling
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