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How does RECOVER inform and track
CERP progress and success?

Ecological Indicators
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Ecological Indicators
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Crocodilians
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Conceptual Ecological Models (CEMs)
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How does RECOVER use Ecological Indicators to 
Determine Restoration Progress and Success?

Evaluation and Assessment
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Evaluation (model world)
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Assessment (real world)

Monitoring

Indicator field data

Indicator status
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How do Evaluations and 
Assessments inform CERP?

RECOVER Reports
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First opportunity to compare interim evaluation 
with interim assessment

• Assessments of all ecological indicators
• WY2017 – WY2024

• Evaluations from 2020 IGIT
• 2026 model simulation

2024 System Status Report
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2024 SSR Feedback
• Indicator status hard to interpret

• Missing “system-wide” perspective
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2024 SSR Feedback
• Indicator status hard to interpret

• Qualitative  Quantitative
• Incorporate ecologically relevant thresholds

• Missing “system-wide” perspective
• Indicator-centric  foundational ecosystem 

processes
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Summary
• RECOVER supports CERP by evaluating and assessing ecological (and hydrologic) 

indicators
• The 2024 System Status Report was RECOVER’s first attempt to compare interim 

evaluations with interim assessments
• Tying indicator status stoplights to ecologically relevant thresholds

• More accurately reflect indicator status and ecosystem processes
• Inform adaptive management actions

• For system-wide perspective we need to interpret indicator statuses within the context 
of CEMs  fundamental ecological processes
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Ecological Thresholds in AM Framework
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Ecological Thresholds in AM Framework
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Improving Stoplight Methods
• Qualitative  Quantitative

• Facilitate clear understanding of methods

• Stoplight colors discreetly tied to ecologically relevant thresholds
• More accurately reflect indicator status and ecosystem processes
• Inform adaptive management decisions 

INDICATOR STATUSINDICATOR STATUS
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