
Frameworks for ascertaining the societal dimensions of research and innovation 
(R&I), such as the Societal Readiness Thinking Tool (SRTT), have supported re-

-
dural checklists or impact assessments. This paper develops an enhanced version, 

-
, which understands readiness as a situated, ongoing accomplishment 

-

-
-
-

petitiveness. These practices uphold internal project orders and limit the potential 

-

-

innovation practices.
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-

; Mankins, ; Paun, 

al., 

According to its research funding Strategic Plan, the European Commission 

-

-
-

-

concerns through all stages of work.
Integrating such concerns into research and innovation (R&I) involves consis-

progress (Owen et al., 
-

ing and ensuring the responsiveness of innovations to societal needs and concerns 

-

-

-
-

). The current EC 
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Societal Readiness Pilot recognizes this advantage of AIRR and has integrated the 
procedural dimension into guidelines for projects in the pilot.

), 

-

Readiness, focused on centering societal needs and concerns, holds that technologies 

-

an assessment framework for technical and economic costs, prospective value, asso-
ciated risks (Mankins, ) on the path to societal uptake and commercialization. 

) and 
), aim to gauge societal demand 

-

). 
) have developed a Societal Readiness Assessment toolkit, origi-

-

-

Grounded in the AIRR principles (anticipation, inclusion, responsiveness, and 
; Mejlgaard et al., ), the Societal Readiness Thinking Tool 

-
-

stein et al., 

-
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). This is war-

-
) that sees research and innovation as 

-
-

-

-

) and how 

-

; Felt, 

) argues, in its present form, the SRTT addresses R&I 

1 3



-
kel et al., ; Latour, , ; Mol, ).

-

relation to the readiness in general (cf. Adorno & Horkheimer, 

). Put 

, 

a form of doing and performance constituted in and through situated practices. From 

-

with these wider structures of governance and evaluation, which in turn shape what 
) notion of the  

-

A reimagined 

-

-

-
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-

-
rial and performative achievement, co-constituted through the ongoing work of mak-

-

, ). Relational 
) and inter-

to displace the discourse and practices that ground and constitute their endeavors to 

(e.g., Husserl, , 
-

). 
-

-
egories of thought. This concept refers to the implicit, taken-for-granted frameworks 

the world.

-
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). Ashmore ( ) treated 
-

), while 
-

-

their work (Guttormsen & Moore, 
-

-
). Co-generative learning in action 

-

funded agricultural project AGRO4AGRI. The project seeks to deliver solutions for 

-

-

-

editing (Gremmen et al., 
) have 

-

; Pouchepadass, 
-
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ing from a modernist agriculture (Cusworth et al., ), which call even more for a 

-

). The more recent attempts at agri-

as the farmers and other practitioners involved (Prasad et al. C, ; Snapp et al., 

-
demic work and knowledge production (Felt, ). Even the advance of RRI 

work into administrative logics (Smith et al., ). Thus, the given epistemologies 
-

-

-

-

-
-

-
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-
-

-

-

-

-

who would think  social worlds with fellow researchers and the wider social 

 colleagues who 

-

The process involved three steps. First, participants were involved in ethnometh-

, Eisenmann et al. ). Second, partici-

-

constraints.

-
) 

-

-
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) traced distinctive epistemic cultures; and Latour and 

-

-

-

important for the research project at hand.

researchers and innovators. As practical resource in a project, we suggest that project 

-
-

-

-

and pose health threats to humans. The project was positioned to counteract these 
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good was a shared assumption in all meetings. Legitimization for the project was also 

needs and hunger.

-

 
-

 

 
-

-

-
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-

-
tion case. Questions are designed to connect with the four dimensions anticipation, 

& Pansera, ; Stilgoe et al., ).

-

 address 
-

of the concrete research project (in this case AGRO4AGRI).

discussions within the research team were held during and after the coding process 
-

).
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-

-

-
ment or optimization are often invoked as methodological safeguards for reducing 

-

,

, ,
,

,
,

, , -

inform regulation, others consider adherence to regulations and standards as a form 

-
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as more than a tool for avoiding the ethical pitfalls within the project and demon-

,
, ,

terms, highlighting that 

-

-

, , ,
,

Overall, few strategies for adaptations within the institutional framework of the proj-

,

-

,

,

,
,
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-

-

-

-

-

-
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-

-

-

-
-

-
-

 to capture an alternative 

of aligning research and innovation practices with societal needs through critical 

-

-
lective learning, and critical engagement with dominant sociotechnical imaginaries.

-

 -
-

 -
sion towards practices of empathetic and relational participation that acknowl-
edges ecological and non-human entanglements as part of innovation process.

 -

and cultivating spaces for co-generative learning that allow alternative imaginar-
ies to surface.
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-

Our initial application in the AGRO4AGRI project demonstrates the challenges 

-

AIRR principles without losing sight of the collective and institutional dimensions of 
and a critical engagement with relations of ruling that dominate research.

(

-
egies (Elden & Levin, 

-

-

-

alternative practices.

 to stakeholders or reduced 

care was 

a practice of empathetic engagement with diverse human and non-human 
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actors. This involves cultivating attentiveness to ecological entanglements 

d. -

) calls 

-

-

 
-

points.
 

 
interim review sessions), ensuring that epistemic anticipation, inclusion as care, 

-

forms of knowledge and practice emerge.

-
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-

-
erative research futures.

At the same time, we acknowledge the limits of our approach. Co-generative 

and institutional incentives means that alternative ontologies often remain marginal. 

-

-

-
odological choices; -
pation; and 
research and innovation. To counter these tendencies, we introduced the concept of 

-
nical imaginaries.

-

aims to re-center the individual researcher as a situated, interactive epistemic agents, 

learning within large-scale innovation projects. This, we argue, is an essential step 
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