Final meeting and conference of COST Action FP0902
August 27t — 29t 2013 Joensuu, Finland

Feedback analysis
“Good practice guidelines for
biomass production studies”

C. Kanzian, F. Zormaier, F. Schulmeyer, R. Spinelli
Cost Action FP0902 Working Group 2




Background

Harmonizing the procedure of doing biomass
production studies to ensure the comparability of
results

“Good practice guidelines for biomass production
studies” (GPG) developed by COST Action WG 2
Members over more than 1 year

Draft was reviewed by 3 external experts

Final version was presented at the COST Action
conference in Portugal in September 2012

WG 2 decided to collect feedback

Online survey was setup by the end of October 2012

Ie




General Information

93 feedbacks from October 30" until the July 31st
47 researchers, 20 PhD students, 10 students
59 participants from Universities

24 countries
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Overall feedback

Do you think you will be able to do a better job on
time studies after reading the GPG?
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Submission timeline
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General Info's about the

participants
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You would say the GPG is ... @K“
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Satisfaction @K“
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Satisfaction with content @K“
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Satisfaction with figures @K“
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Improvements
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Improvements by topics
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Comments and recommendations

Summarized from 3 open questions:

More case study examples/practical examples
More on data analysis/statistics

More on automated data collection/onboard
computer data

More references/hints for further reading

16



Conclusions

People are very happy with the GPG in terms of
the content and want more details on the topics
data analysis and statistics

Practical examples requested

Style of the figures seems not to be everyone's
taste?

Nearly all respondents think that they will do a better
job after reading the GPG!

Magagnotti N., Spinelli R. (2012). Good
practice guidelines for biomass production
studies.
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Suggestions for the future

Turn textbook into a wiki-website?

+ Many authors could contribute and work
parallel

+ Easy contribution

+ Provide downloads like sample data,
scripts for statistical software or time study http:/www. mediawiki.org
software packages, ...

- Continuous hosting and maintenance
required!

- Who will provide content (examples,
scripts, data, ...)
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