Do objective and subjective indicators tell
the same story?

Compared with

Measured by 26 subjective
indicators

Objective indicators

describing farm

. )
characteristics describing Farmers’ self

assessment

M1 \ R R
Modularity Openness

M2 (M) \ N8 (m f\n\\y » 5
N
Mountain Intermediate
Beef cattle n=31 Meat sheep n=55
O@O Face-to-face farmer survey Dairy sheep n=41

@Qc‘@ n=221



Main Results
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Significant correlations by farming system
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* Significant correlations existed.

Most correlations were low to moderate.*

Correspondence was partial, not

complete.

Patterns varied across farming systems.




Take-home message

* Objective and subjective
- indicators are
Objective complementary,

indicators :
Complementary not interchangeable.

evidence

Farm
characteristics * A complete resilience

assessment should
combine both.




Thank you!
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