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General impression of the workshop:
Very happy: 5

Happy: 10

So/So: 1

Time planning: In general, the participants were not outright unhappy with the time
planning, but the majority (12) thinks the time planning was too ambitious. Some had the
feeling that we lost time with unimportant discussions (3) or that the number of topics
should have been reduced (1).
Some stated that it was enough time to deal with the most important issues (2), while some
thought the opposite (2). The need for have more time available for group work (2) and for
(interdisciplinary) discussions (6) was mentioned, although the long debate about definitions
was criticized (1).
Foods & Drinks: Most participants thought the food & drinks were very good. One person
was in favor of choosing another restaurant next time.
Location & facilities: All participants were satisfied with the location, especially with the
“bacteria‐tour” of J. Overmann (2). The fixed positioning of the tables as a hindrance for
group work and dynamics was mentioned (1).
Expectations: The main expectation of the participants regarding the workshop was to get to
know the members of the other TFO‐SPs (8) and their respective research questions (7).
Getting an overview of the project (3), deepening the knowledge about concept of ESSs/ESFs
(3) and especially understanding the economic part of TFO (2) were named as other central
expectations. Participants longer involved in the project expressed the need to find an
interdisciplinary framework.

Further expectations: Creating a conceptual framework for TFO (1), identifying interfaces
between the SPS (1)/ finding out how to integrate the different SPs into the broader TFO
concept (1) and to find out which data is needed/provided by the different SPs (1).
Individual Messages taken home: Many participants believe that the workshop constituted
a good start, and that more effort has to be put into connecting the work of the different SPS
(6) and especially the results of natural sciences and techniques of social sciences (1) with
each other. The overall taken‐home‐message was positive and participants feel that that
they learned more about the needs of the other groups. Some are convinced that TFO’s
interdisciplinary aim can and will be met if we initiate more planning and adaptation
processes between the SPs (4). It was also mentioned that African partners need to be
included more strongly (1).
Positive: Participants appreciated the constructive atmosphere (3) and the good, respectful
discussions (4) during the workshop. Meeting and talking to different participants (7) and the
competent moderation of the workshop (2) were mentioned as well.
Negative: The early beginning in the morning (3) but also the overall lack of time (3) were
mentioned as negative. Some participants thought too much time was spent discussing
“scenarios” and definitions (2) and issues relevant to just a few (1). Two participants
perceived missing motivation for group work or for finding inter‐ rather than disciplinary
solutions to key issues.

Way ahead: Overall, participants were satisfied with the workshop and its results. The
meeting was furthermore identified as having been very useful for teambuilding and as
relevant for further research planning. Accordingly, the need to integrate more people from
the different SPs and to intensify interdisciplinary exchange was expressed. The idea was
raised to use large workshops in combination with smaller more specific ones, where not all
are invited. It was suggested that moderation and content could be separated in future
workshops, when possible. Finally the need for discussing a final product for TFO in the next
meeting was mentioned.
Also urgent was mentioned the clarification of field work, which is crucial for achieving the
interdisciplinary goals as well: how, when, where exactly, with which VISAs, ect..

