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Landscape Prototyping: towards an integrative approach for the design and 
analysis of multifunctional agricultural landscapes 
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Abstract 

 
Multifunctionality is seen as one of the solutions to society’s demand for new functions in the rural areas 
and the problems with the unsustainability of the agricultural sector in the European Union. In contrast 
to the traditional functions of income, labor and food production these new functions can not be 
provided by a single field or a farm. Planning and production of functions like: Nature Conservation, 
environment and landscape esthetics can only be achieved when the landscape is considered as a whole. 
We present an outline of a methodology based on concepts and insights from production ecology and 
landscape ecology, that should enable us to explore the opportunities for multifunctional agriculture, 
balancing objectives at three spatial scales: field, farm and regional level. The focus of this paper is on 
the integration of the agricultural production and nature conservation. However, the methodology aims 
to be easily adaptable for other services.  
In this paper the concepts of explorative design and habitat networks are explained and integrated to 
design landscape prototypes. Landscape Prototypes are spatial explicit images of multifunctional 
agricultural landscapes based on scientific insights and indicating quantitatively the services provided 
within these virtual landscapes. An important output of the approach are trade-off curves between the 
different services provided by the landscape. We discuss the implications of our approach for landscape 
ecological and agronomic research which is on-going in our research program. 
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Introduction 

Multifunctionality is seen as one of the solutions to society’s demand for new functions in the rural areas 
and the problems with the unsustainability of the agricultural sector in the European Union (Vos and 
Meekes 1999, OECD 2000, EC 2000). 

In answer to this demand agriculture can provide different kind of services in addition to the traditional 
functions of the production of food, fibers, labor and income. Farmers and agricultural production 
systems can contribute to a healthy environment, biodiversity and landscape esthetics (Vereijken 1998). 
In contrast to the traditional products of agriculture, these additional services cannot be provided at a 
single field or farm, but need to be considered on a landscape level.  

To restore the natural, environmental and esthetic values in the agricultural landscape, the landscape as a 
whole needs to be considered. For example it has been shown in an evaluation study that biodiversity 
protection on single farms does not enhance the biodiversity (Kleijn et al. 2001), but modeling studies 
show that the spatial clustering of these protective measures do (Geertsema 2002). Water levels, tables 
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and quality can only be managed at a regional (catchment or polder) scale (Barendregt et al., 1993). 
Spatial coherence is one of three factors determining the quality of landscape experience in agricultural 
area’s (Hendriks et al. 2000). Therefore policy makers, planners and individual farmers interested in the 
multifunctional concept have to consider the land-use on field and farm level within the total spatial 
configuration of the landscape. 

In this paper we present a framework with which we aim to explore the opportunities for multifunctional 
agriculture by balancing objectives at three different spatial scales: the field level, the farm level and the 
landscape level. The framework is based on the concepts of explorative design and ecological networks 
and focuses on objectives related to agricultural production and nature conservation. The methodology is 
aimed at easy adaptability for other services. By presenting the conceptual basis, as yet without proof-of-
concept, we aim to stimulate thinking on methodologies to bridge the agriculture-nature divide that are 
urgently needed if we are to support discussions on multifunctional agricultural land use. 

Explorative Design 

The explorative design methodology is a modeling approach to identify and engineer future-oriented 
land use systems based on how crops use resources and how a farmer may manage production systems 
(Dogliotti 2003). In this approach an optimization technique, usually linear programming, is used to 
select and quantify the ‘optimal’ combination of land use activities for a certain area, matching a set of 
predefined land use objectives and constraints (Figure 1).  

The explorative design methodology starts by generating a large number of alternative land use activities 
at the field scale in a systematic manner. Each of these land use activities is then quantified in terms of 
input-output coefficients. An input-output coefficient is the quantitative description of the relation 
between the necessary input for the land use activity, for example kg fertilizer-N, kg water, h labor per 
ha, and the expected outputs, kg product, N-emission per ha (Ittersum and Rabbinge 1997) and has to 
match the specific physical conditions of the area. Alternative production methods can be used to 
cultivate the same crop, each production method resulting in a different land use activity, with different 
input-output coefficients. Through the input-output coefficients, land use systems can be evaluated in 
terms of objectives of land use. In addition, input-output coefficients define the demand of land use 
systems on resources. 

Land use activities may be derived from current agricultural practice, but new activities can be defined 
using expert knowledge or models. In this way innovative land use systems can be developed and 
evaluated. Evaluation may take place at the farm or regional scales, depending on the purpose of study, 
and often linear programming has been employed to identify optimal land use patterns. An important 
output of the approach has been to benchmark discussions on various options of land use by calculation 
of trade-off curves. Technically, these trade-off curves are created by systematically varying the 
different objectives for the study area and re-running the linear programming model that is used to select 
optimal combinations of land use for the farm or region. Started in the Wageningen group (De Wit et al., 
1988), the approach has meanwhile been taken up and extended for conservation issues by Zander 
(2003) and co-workers. 
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Figure 1: Schematic representation of the Explorative Design Methodology 

Habitat Networks 

A collection of suitable habitat patches embedded in a matrix of non-habitat linked by the movement 
species dispersal is called a habitat network (Opdam 2003). These habitat networks are an important 
concept for species conservation in a fragmented landscape. The basic notion of this concept is that the 
population can survive through time within the network, due to the process of dispersal. The habitat 
network is effective only if the habitat quality, as well as the spatial arrangement of the patches and the 
resistance of the landscape matrix allow the persistence of the target species.  

Rules for the design of habitat networks are difficult to establish. Measuring the population dynamics in 
the field is very time consuming. Further more every studied landscape will provide only a single 
observation for the establishment of generic rules for habitat network design (Vos et al. 2001). A better 
way to develop such rules is the usage of spatial population dynamic models (Opdam 2002). Spatial 
population dynamic models are computer models that calculate the population dynamic behavior of a 
species in a virtual landscape by simulating the key species characteristics. To obtain reliable results 
these models should be calibrated using field observations. By systematically altering the network 
configurations, the relation between the population dynamic behavior of the model and network 
configuration can be studied. Examples of such an approach are Verboom et al. (2001) and Frank and 
Wissel (1998). In literature a wide variety of spatial population dynamic models is available (Czárán 
1998), the best models to evaluate the configuration of habitats are spatial explicit individual based 
models (Wiegand et al.1999).  

Synthesis 

To integrate the concept of habitat networks into the explorative design methodology two important 
steps need to be taken.  

1. The explorative design methodology has to be made spatially explicit. 

2. And the relation between land use activities and the survival of the population has to be expressed in 
input-output coefficients.  
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Making the explorative design methodology spatially explicit can be realized relatively simply by 
linking the optimization model to a GIS environment. By introducing every landscape element in the 
GIS environment as a separate variable in an optimization model the land-use type for each of the 
landscape elements can be determined. Because the locations of all the land elements are known, the 
locations all land-use types are known.  

To describe the relation between land use types and population survival in input-output coefficients is 
more difficult. In general the land use activities in a landscape element will determine the habitat 
suitability for the species. However as explained above the number of individuals inhabiting that 
landscape element is not only depending it’s own the quality, but also depending on the spatial 
arrangement and quality of the other habitat patches and the characteristics of the surrounding landscape 
matrix. Therefore the contribution of a land use activity to the survival probability of a species is 
strongly non-linear and cannot be expressed in simple input-output coefficients.  

In landscape ecological literature heuristic optimization algorithms are used to solve this problem. In 
these algorithms a spatial rules or simple population dynamic models are used to evaluate the complete 
habitat configuration for each optimization step. Examples can be found in Cabaza 2003 and Groeneveld 
2003 both founding their evaluation rules on the Incidence Function model (Hanski 1994). In this model 
the chance of survival for a species in the habitat network is determined based on the extinction and 
colonization chances of the populations in the network. In the model it is assumed that each of these 
populations is semi isolated having its own internal independent population dynamics, interaction 
between populations only consists of relatively rare colonization events.  

In agricultural landscapes semi-isolated populations are difficult to identify. In these landscapes small 
landscape elements like single trees, hedgerows, field margins and canals are the main carriers of 
biodiversity (Kleijn 1997, Grashof-Bokdam & van LangeVelde 2004). Many of these elements will be 
too small to support a population in isolation. However several small landscape elements elements 
located close to each other might support a population by constantly exchanging individuals. The 
population dynamics of such elements are not independent at all. Other elements, like linear habitat 
patches may be so elongated that they contain several semi isolated populations. To evaluate these type 
of habitat networks more mechanistic are needed, for example spatial explicit individual based models. 
However the usage of this type of models in an iterative process of network design will be far to 
complex and time consuming. 

Therefore in this paper we propose a different approach, combining an optimization model and a 
network generator. The network generator will be used to generate a large number of habitat networks 
differing in habitat configuration and ecological value. The optimization model will be used to select one 
of the habitat networks and to optimize this network for agricultural production. Which of the generated 
habitat networks will be selected and how this network is optimized depends on the predefined land use 
objectives. The selected habitat network will be used as a constraint for the selection of appropriate land-
use activities. In the section below this approach will be explained in larger detail. 
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Figure 2: Conceptual Landscape Model: I Polygons representing agricultural fields, II Lines representing linear 
elements like hedgerows, field margins or canals. 

Landscape Prototyping 

The landscape prototyping methodology consists of three components:  

1. A GIS environment 

2. A Network Generator 

3. And an Optimization Model 

The GIS Environment 

In agricultural areas the dominant landscape features consist of production fields and linear elements like 
hedgerows, canals and field margins. Therefore we have conceptualized the landscape in the GIS 
environment by polygons and lines, the polygons representing the fields (F), the lines representing the 
linear landscape elements (L) (Figure 2). In our conceptual model of the landscape 3 spatial levels are 
recognized (Figure 5):  

1. The Field level consisting of the individual fields and linear elements. 

2. The Farm level consisting of the agglomerations of those landscape elements belonging to the same 
farm.  

3. The Landscape level consisting of all elements in the landscape.  

Within each of the landscape elements different land use activities occur. A land use activity can be a 
particular crop rotation or a meadow, but also a windbreak, a hedgerow or a channel. Each of the land 
use activities can be described in terms of habitat quality for a particular species. We assume that all land 
use activities can be divided into a limited number of habitat quality categories. In our conceptual 
landscape model a land use activity can have an effect, positive or negative, on the habitat quality of 
neighboring landscape elements. For example the application of fertilizer can have a negative effect for 
the habitat quality for certain plants in a neighboring hedgerows, on the other hand the growth of a 
wheat crop can have a positive effect on the habitat quality of the same hedgerow for mice. This 
conceptual landscape forms the basis for the design and optimization of multifunctional landscapes. 

I II
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The Network Generator 

The concept for the development of a network generator can be found in production ecological literature. 
In Dogliotti et al. 2003b, it is described how a software tool ‘ROTAT’ is developed to generate 
alternative crop rotations based on agronomic criteria. The program combines crops from a predefined 
list to generate all possible rotations. The full factorial number of possible combinations of crops is 
limited by a number of filters controlled by the user. These filters are designed to eliminate crop 
successions that are agronomical unfeasible or for farm-specific reasons not practical or desirable. 
Selection criteria for the filters are based on timing, sequence and frequency constraints for crop 
cultivation techniques and farm-specific feasibility and applicability.  These filters represent expert 
knowledge in a quantitative and explicit way. 

Habitat networks can be generated fixing the topology of a landscape and by systematically varying the 
habitat quality of the different landscape elements.  Ecological rules can be used to filter all unfeasible or 
undesirable combinations. For ecological networks these criteria could be expressed in total habitat area 
constraints, connectivity constraints, patch size constraints, habitat quality constraints, etc. Using a 
network generator in this way a large set of habitat networks can be generated varying in ecological 
value and habitat configuration (Figure 4). The generated network configurations are input for the 
optimization model.  

However the proposed network generator can produce a very large number of habitat networks. For each 
landscape element, habitat class or land use activity added to the generator, the number of possible 
combinations increases manifold. Therefore it is important that not all but only a representative selection 
habitat networks will be generated.  

 

Figure 3: In step 1 a network generator is used to configure all possible network configurations  
for predefined set of parameters 
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Figure 4: In step 2 an optimization algorithm is used to select one of the habitat networks and to optimize the 
agricultural activities. Which network is selected and how the agricutural production is optimized is depending on 

predefined opjectives and constraints 

Optimization Model 

In the second step of the landscape prototyping methodology the optimization algorithm is used to select 
one of the habitat networks and to optimize the land use within this network for agricultural production 
(Figure 4). The habitat network is used as a constraint for the optimization of the land use. All the land 
use activities are divided in a limited set of habitat classes. Within each of the habitat classes the land 
use is optimized. Which of the habitat networks is selected and how the production is optimized depends 
on the predefined objectives and constraints 

In the optimization model four types of constraints will be formulated: Landscape Constraints, 
Adjacency constraints, Farm constraints and Field constraints (Figure 5).  

 Landscape constraints are constraints at landscape level, for example the minimal ecological value 
of a landscape. 

 Adjacency constraints are constraints on the land use in the neighboring landscape element, for 
example on the usage of pesticides or the cultivation of a certain crop 

 Farm constraints are constraints at farm level, for example the minimum income of a farm or the 
maximum labor use.  

 Field constraints are constraints at field level, for example the minimum habitat quality of a land use 
activity in a specific landscape element. 

The basis for such a model can be derived from existing farm optimization models (ten Berge et al. 
2001, van der Ven et al 2003, Dogliotti 2003a).  
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Figure 5: In the optimization model objectives can different type of constraint will be formulated, 1 Landscape 
constraints, 2 Adjacency constraints, 3 Farm constraints and 4 Field constraints 

Expected Results and Perspectives 

The expected results of the methodology are landscape prototypes and trade-off curves (Figure 6). 
Landscape Prototypes are spatial explicit images of multifunctional agricultural landscapes based on 
scientific insights. These images can be used to facilitate the discussion about multifunctional agriculture 
by visualizing and illustrating different types of multifunctional landscapes. Because landscape 
prototypes are based on landscape ecological and production ecological knowledge, these illustrations 
are more then an artistic impression of the landscape.  

Trade-off curves can be created by systematically varying the different land use objectives and re-
running the optimization model. In this way the contours of the window of opportunities for 
multifunctional agriculture can be revealed.  

In this paper we have focused on combining the services of agricultural production and nature 
conservation. Multifunctional agriculture can provide more services like landscape esthetics or 
environmental functions. Many of these functions also have a spatial component. These functions can 
also be included in the landscape prototyping methodology, by using insights from other scientific 
disciplines to adapt the filters in the network generator or the constraints in the optimization model. 
Therefore we believe that landscape prototyping can be a promising approach to study 
multifunctionality. 
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Figure 6: Imaginary trade-off between production and nature along with selected landscape prototypes. The figure is 
meant to illustrate the approach proposed in the paper 

References 

Barendregt A., Wassen M.J. and Smidt de J.T., 1993. Hydroecological modelling in a polder landscape: a tool for wetland 
management. In: Vos C.C. and Opdam P., Landscape Ecology of a Stressed Environment. Chapman and Hall, London. 80-
99. 

Berge ten H.F.M., Ittersum van M.K., Rossing W.A.H., Ven van der G.W.J., Schans J., Sanden van de P.A.C.M., 
2000, Farming options for The Netherlands explored by multi-objective modelling, European Journal of Agronomy, 13, 263-
277. 

Cabeza M. 2003. Habitat loss and connectivity of reserve networks in probability approaches to reserve design. Ecology 
Letters 6, 665-672. 

Czárán T., 1998. Spatiotemporal Models of Population and Community Dynamics. Chapman and Hall, London, p.283. 

Dogliott S., Rossing W.A.H., Van Ittersum M.K. 2003b. ROTAT, a tool for sytematically generating crop rotations. 
European  Journal of Agronomy 19, 239-250. 

Dogliott S. 2003b. Exploring options for sustainable development of vegetable farmsin South Uruguay. Thesis Wageningen 
University, Wageningen 145p.  

EC (European Commission), 2000. The multifunctional character of agriculture and land. Statement on the behalf of the 
European Community and its Member States. 22 nd FAO regional conference for Europe. Porto, Portugal 24-28 July 2000. 
(Agenda Item 9),  p.3. 

Frank and Wissel,1998. Spatial aspects of metapopulation survival – from model results to rules of thumb for landscape 
management. Landscape Ecology 13: 363-379. 

Geertsema W., 2002. Plant survival in dynamic habitat networks in agricultural landscapes. Alterra Scientific Contributions, 
Alterra, Wageningen, p. 205. 



André Jellema – Landscape Prototyping: towards an integrative approach for the design and analysis of multifunctional agricultural landscapes 

 302 

Grashof-Bokdam C.J. & van LangeVelde F., 2004. Green veining: landscape determinants of biodiversity in European 
agricultural landscapes, submitted Landscape Ecology. 

Groeneveld R. 2003. Spatially cost-effective species conservation in agricultural landscapes: an ecological modeling 
synthesis. Fourth BioEcon Workshop on the Economics of Biodiversity Conservation: “Economic Analysis of Policies for 
Biodiversity Conservation", 28-29 August, 2003. http://www.bioecon.ucl.ac.uk/Venice.htm. 

Hanski I., 1994. a practical model of metapopulation dynamics. Journal of animal Ecology 63:151-162. 

Hendriks K. , Stobbelaar D.J. and Mansvelt van J.D., 2000. The appearence of agriculure. An assessment of the quality of 
landscape of bothe organic and conventional horticultural darms in West-Friesland. Agriculture, Ecosystems and 
Environment 77:157-175. 

Ittersum van M.K. and Rabbinge R., 1997. Concepts in production ecology for analysis and quantification of agricultural 
input-output combinations. Field Crops Research 52:197-208. 

Kleijn D., 1997. Species richness and weed abundance in the vegetation of arable field boundaries. Phd-Thesis, Wageningen 
University, p.176. 

Kleijn D., Berends F. Smit R., Gilissen N., 2001. Agri-environmental schemes do not effectively protect biodiversity in 
Dutch agricultural landscapes. Nature 413:723-725. 

OECD, 2000. Multifunctionality-towards an analytical framework. http://www.oecd.org/ , AGR/CA/APM(2000)3/FINAL, 
Paris. 

Opdam P., Foppen R., Vos C., 2002, Bridging the gap between ecology and spatial planning in landscape ecology, 
Landscape Ecology, 16, 767-779. 

Opdam P., 2003.Assessing the conservation potential of habitat networks. In: Gutzwiller K.J. (Ed.). Applying Landscape 
Ecology in Biological Conservation. Springer-Verlag, New York, 381-404. 

Rossing W.A.H., Meynard J.M., Ittersum van M.K., 1997. Model-based explorations to support development of 
sustainable farming systems; case studies from France and the Netherlands. European Journal of Agronomy 7:271-283. 

Ven van de G.W.J.. Ridder de N., Keulen van H., Ittersum van M.K., 2003. Concepts in production ecology for analysis 
and design of animal and plant-animal production systems. Agricultural Systems 76:507-525. 

Verboom J., Foppen R., Chardon P., Luttikhuizen P., 2001, Introducing the key patch approach for habitat networks with 
persistent populations: an example for marshland birds, Biological Conservation 100:89-101. 

Vereijken P., 1998. Programmeringsstudie Multifunctionele landbouw: Innovatieve ideeën en expertise binnen DLO. DLO, 
Wageningen, p.90. 

Vos C.C., Verboom J., Opdam P.F.M., Braak ter C.J.F., 2001, Towards ecologically scaled Landscape Indices,The 
Americal Naturalist, 183, 24-41. 

Vos W. and Meekes H., 1999. Trends in European cultural landscape develoment: perspectives fo a sustainable future. 
Landscape and Urban Planning 46:3-14. 

Wiegand T., Moloney K.A., Naves J., Knauer F., 1999, Finding the missing link between landscape structure and 
population dynamics: a spatially explicit perspective, The American Naturalist, 154, 605-627. 

Wit de C.T., Van Keulen H., Seligman N.G., Spharim I., 1988. Application for interactive multiple goal programming 
techniques for analysis and planning of regional agricultural development. Agricultural Systems 26:211-230. 

Zander, P.M., 2003. Land use and conservation options. Thesis Wageningen University, Wageningen p.222. 


