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1.  Introduction  

This report on dissemination practices is based on the analysis of survey results obtained 

from project coordinators of Agri-food related research projects. The objective of this 

deliverable was to look at current dissemination practices in order to provide 

recommendations on how to enhance knowledge exchange activities between researchers 

and research users (especially food SMEs).  

This report does not conform precisely with the proposed structure outlined in the 

description of work because through this exercise we have learned that little evaluation on 

the effectiveness of dissemination practices has been conducted to dates (see also D.1.2). 

 

Fig. 1: Overview on project life cycles and integrated dissemination  

Therefore our report is structured according to the image of a project life cycle: firstly, we 

concentrate on the survey of current dissemination activities in European projects. In the 

second part of this report we highlight the national requirements in some European 

countries for a dissemination plan.  


