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Figure 1: Illustration of two-dimensional typology 
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Table 1: Component loadings and eigenvalues of the 5 dimensions, Legend : + : 0,45 - 0,65; ++ : >0,65; - :  -0,45 - -0,65, -- : <-

0,65 
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Table 2: mean object scores of the 5 dimensions for the 7 clusters, Legend : + : 0,45 - 0,65;  ++ : >0,65; - : -0,45 - -0,65; -- : <-

0,65 

 

Table 3: Typology of demonstration farms based on catPCA and cluster analysis 

CLUSTERS Number of 

cases 

DESCRIPTION 

1 146  Network; Many visitors; Whole farm approach; Research organized 

2 245 Few demo’s; No network; Few visitors 

3 66 Network; Many visitors; Farmer/farmer organization/supply chain 

comp organized 

4 11 Many demo’s; Crop topics; No network; Few visitors; 

Farmer/farmer organization/supply chain comp organized 

5 75 Few demo’s; Single practices; Research organized 

6 10 Many demo’s; Animal topics; No network; Few visitors; 

Farmer/farmer organization/supply chain comp organized 

7 22 Few demo’s; Crop topics; Network; Many visitors; Single practices; 

Research organized 
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Table 4: Component loadings and eigenvalues of the 3 dimensions, Legend : + : 0,45 - 0,65; ++ : >0,65; - :  -0,45 - -0,65, -- : <-

0,65 

Table 5: mean object scores of the 5 dimensions for the 6 clusters, Legend : + : 0,45 - 0,65;  ++ : >0,65; - : -0,45 - -0,65; -- : <-

0,65 
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Figure 2: Cluster positioning (average object scores) with respect to dimensions 1

) 

and 2 (

 

 

 

Figure 3: Cluster positioning (average object scores) with respect to dimensions 1 (

) 

and 3 (network/programme membership, +- part of a network/programme; -: not part of a network/programme) 
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Figure 4: Cluster positioning (average object scores) with respect to dimensions 2 (

and 3 (network/programme membership, +- part of a network/programme; -: not part of a 

network/programme) 

 

Table 6: Variable mean scores. Network: 1: not part of a network or programme – 2: part of a network or programme; 
Scope: 1: single techniques – 5: whole farm approach; Organizer: 2: farmer organized – 1: farmer organization/supply chain 
company organized – 0: advisory organized - -2: research organized. 
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Table 7: Typology of demonstration farms based on catPCA and cluster analysis 

CLUSTERS Number 

of cases 

DESCRIPTION 

1 172 Farms are not part of a network or programme, demonstrations tend to 

focus more on whole farm approaches, and are in most cases organized 

by farmers or by farmers organizations. The annual n° of demonstrations 

is rather low, and visiting groups are rather small. 

2 196 Farms are not part of a network or programme, demonstrations tend to 

focus somewhat more on single techniques, and are organized  by a 

variety of actors (farmers, farmer organizations, supply chain company, 

advisory services, research). The annual n° of demonstrations is low, and 

visiting groups are rather small. 

3 249 Farms are part of a network or programme, demonstrations can focus 

both on single techniques and whole farm approaches, and are organized  

by a variety of actors (farmers, farmer organizations, supply chain 

company, advisory services, research). The annual n° of demonstrations 

is higher, and visiting groups are somewhat larger. 

4 16 Network or programme partnership is variable, demonstrations tend to 

focus more on whole farm approaches, and are and are in most cases 

organized by farmers or by farmers organizations or supply chain 

companies. The annual n° of demonstrations is high, with high numbers 

of annual visitors 

5 36 Farms are generally not part of a network or programme (but there is 

some variation), demonstrations tend to focus more on single 

techniques, and are and are in most cases organized by research. The 

annual n° of demonstrations is low, but with larger visiting groups 

6 61 Farms are part of a network or programme, demonstrations focus on 

whole farm approaches, , and are in most cases organized by farmers or 

by farmers organizations or supply chain companies. The annual n° of 

demonstrations and visitors is rather low. 

 

 

Figure 5: Visual representation of cluster distribution for the 5 selected variables 
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Figure 6: Cluster membership per country 
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Table 7: Component loadings and eigenvalues of the 2 dimensions. Legend : + : 0,45-0,65; ++ : >0,65; - : -0,45— -0,65; --: <-

0,65 
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Table 8:  Mean object scores of the 2 dimensions for the 6 clusters. Legend: + : 0,45-0,65; ++> 0,65; - : -0,45—0,65; -- : <-0,65 

abcdef Different characters indicate significant differences of the dimension mean scores between the clusters at 

5 % significance level.  
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Figure 6: Cluster positioning (average object scores) with respect to dimension 1 (positively correlated with number of annual 

demo events and number of annual visitors) and dimension 2  (negatively correlated with network membership and positively 

correlated with scope: + : whole farm approach and positively correlated with the organiser mean score : +: farmer/farmer 

organization/supply company organized)  
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Table 9: Variable mean scores. Network: 1: not part of a network or programme – 2: part of a network or programme; Scope: 

1: single techniques – 5: whole farm approach; Organizer: 2 : farmer organized – 1: farmer organization/supply chain company 

organized – 0: advisory organized- -2: research organized.  

abcd Different characters indicate significant differences of the variable mean scores between the clusters at 5 % 

significance level.  
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Table 10: Typology of demonstration farms based on catPCA and cluster analysis  
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Figure 7: Visual representation of cluster distribution for the 5 selected variables  
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https://agridemo-h2020.eu/farm-inventory-country-report-posters/)

 

Figure 8: Visual representation of cluster distribution per country 
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Table A.1: Decision rules for the transformation of response categories to dimension 1 scores  

 

Table A.2: Decision rules for the transformation of primary organizer response categories to dimension 2 scores 

Table A.3: Decision rules for the transformation of funder response categories to dimension scores 



 

26 
 



 

27 
 

Table A.4: Decision rules for the transformation of demonstrator response categories to dimension scores 
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Cluster 1 has 149 observations and is most distinguished by the lack of a network or 

programme, organization of the demo’s by farmers and farmers organizations and a low 

number of annual demonstrations and visitors. Demonstrations can focus both on single 

techniques and whole farm approaches.  
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Cluster 2 has 92 observations and is comparable to cluster 1 with respect to the lack of a network or 

programme and a low number of annual demonstrations and visitors (no significant differences 

of the variable mean scores in comparison with cluster 1). Compared to cluster 1 demonstrations 

focus somewhat more on single techniques and are less organized by farmers and farmer 

organizations (significant differences of the variable mean scores in comparison to cluster 1).  
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Cluster 3 has 120 observations and is most distinguished by the membership of a network (significant 

difference of the variable mean score compared to all other clusters). The mean scores of the other 

variables (scope of the farming practices, organization of demo’s, annual n° of demo’s and 

visitors) are moderate.  
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Cluster 4 has 62 observations and is most distinguished by a high number of annual demonstrations 

( significant difference of the variable means scores compared to all clusters except cluster 6) and a high 

number of and visitors (significant difference of the variable means scores compared to all clusters). 

Network or programme partnership is variable, demonstrations tend to focus more on whole farm 

approaches, and are organized by a variety of actors  (farmers, farmer organizations, supply chain 

company, advisory services, research).  
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Cluster 5 has 142 observations and is most distinguished by a low number of annual demonstrations 

and visitors (no significant differences of the variable mean scores compared to clusters 1 and 2). 

Network or programme partnership is variable, demonstrations can focus both on single 

techniques and whole farm approaches, and are organized by a variety of actors  (farmers, 

farmer organizations, supply chain company, advisory services, research). 
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Cluster 6 has 88 observations and is most distinguished by the focus of the demonstrations on a whole 

farm approach (significant difference of the variable means scores compared to all clusters), the  

organization of the demo’s by farmers and farmers organizations (significant difference of the 

variable means scores compared to all clusters except cluster 1), the high number of demo events 

(significant difference of the variable means scores compared to all clusters except cluster 4) and the high 

number of visitors (significant difference of the variable means scores compared to all clusters). Network 

or programme partnership is variable.  
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