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Abstract

:

In an increasingly interconnected world, human–environment interactions involving flows of people, organisms, goods, information, and energy are expanding in magnitude and extent, often over long distances. As a universal paradigm for examining these interactions, the telecoupling framework (published in 2013) has been broadly implemented across the world by researchers from diverse disciplines. We conducted a systematic review of the first five years of telecoupling research to evaluate the state of telecoupling science and identify strengths, areas to be improved, and promising avenues for future study. We identified 89 studies using any derivation of the term telecoupling. These works emphasize trade flows, information transfer, and species dispersal at international, national, and regional scales involving one or a few countries, with China, Brazil, and the United States being the most frequently studied countries. Our review showed a rising trend in publications and citations on telecoupling, with 63% of identified telecoupling studies using the framework’s specific language (e.g., “flows”, “agents”). This result suggests that future telecoupling studies could apply the standardized telecoupling language and terminology to better coordinate, synthesize, and operationalize interdisciplinary research. Compelling topics for future research include operationalization of the telecoupling framework, commonalities among telecouplings, telecoupling mechanisms and causality, and telecoupled systems governance. Overall, the first five years of telecoupling research have improved our understanding of human–environment interactions, laying a promising foundation for future social–ecological research in a telecoupled world.
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1. Introduction


Our world is becoming increasingly interconnected through flows of organisms, people, energy, matter, financial assets, information, and technology [1,2,3,4,5]. Furthermore, human–environment interactions in a single location (e.g., agriculture, forestry, ecotourism) can have substantial influence over other distant places through processes such as global trade, migration, and information transfer [6,7]. These interactions have profound implications for sustainability research and management [8]. Because of the complexity and differences in environments and policies across geographic regions and sociopolitical boundaries, understanding and governing these distant interactions is often challenging.



In 2013, Liu et al. [9] introduced an integrated framework of telecoupling to systematically describe socioeconomic and environmental interactions among distant coupled human and natural systems. In the first five years of its existence, over 300 papers have cited Liu et al. [9] (Figure 1). The telecoupling framework has been broadly implemented in science communities across the world, in both terrestrial and aquatic environments, and from the lens of a wide array of disciplinary and interdisciplinary approaches.



The telecoupling framework builds upon a foundation of disciplinary research, particularly environmental science, climatology, and systems science research. For example, the similar concept of “teleconnection” is frequently used by climatologists to explain the impacts of certain climatological processes on distant locations [10]. Additionally, the term ‘teleconnection’ emerged as a concept for understanding processes behind land system change in the context of human and natural influences [11,12,13]. However, these approaches lack the structure and conceptual breadth needed to encompass the interrelated social and ecological aspects of complex systems. The telecoupling framework provides a universal and hierarchical model with specific language to better identify and understand distant interactions in and among coupled human and natural systems (CHANS) by distinguishing “sending”, “receiving”, and “spillover” systems and their environmental and socioeconomic components (i.e., “causes”, “effects”, and “agents”) within user-defined boundaries (Figure 2). The connections between systems are defined as “flows”, which can be either tangible (e.g., organisms, people, materials) or intangible (e.g., capital, knowledge, technology).



Another example of the semantic integration of the telecoupling framework is the concept of a spillover system (Figure 2c). Many words have been used in different disciplines to describe the unintended consequences of particular actions (e.g., displacement, off-site impact, spatial externality, leakage). However, the concept of a spillover system integrates unintended consequences into the telecoupling process such that the spillover system is recognized as a part of a much larger system. This contextualization lays a foundation for systematically and consistently predicting the potential impacts of different policy actions and promoting the sustainable development of complex systems.



In the course of the five years since its introduction, the telecoupling framework has rapidly been adopted by many scientific disciplines, including earth science, ecology, economics, environmental science, fisheries, and political science [14,15,16,17,18,19]. Its applications have informed a wide range of important issues, such as sustainability management, conservation, ecosystem services, international trade, food security, energy, and tourism [3,20,21,22,23,24,25]. Given the rapid adoption and growing influence of telecoupling, it is important to review the current progress, summarize findings from telecoupling research, and discuss future research directions. In this paper, we examine how the concept of telecoupling and the telecoupling framework have been used in research, as well as how they have grown and evolved during their first five years. Our objective is to gain a thorough understanding of the state of telecoupling research and to identify strengths, areas to be improved, and promising avenues for new research. To do so, we reviewed all telecoupling papers published in scientific peer-reviewed journals since the inception of the telecoupling framework and recorded an array of metrics, including number of citations, study areas, methods used, and study topic(s). The results of this review paint a clear picture of the field of telecoupling research and help to identify research areas in which telecoupling has a strong presence, as well as those in which there is potential for expansion.




2. Review Criteria


Our review was guided by a rigorous protocol for the systematic review of literature, the PRISMA (preferred reporting items for systematic reviews and meta-analyses) framework [26]. A literature search was conducted on the Web of Science (WOS) database (accessed on 1 July 2018). Per our protocol (see Supplementary Material), we identified potential articles using a topic search for all forms of the word “telecoupling” published between 1 January 2013 and 1 July 2018. Papers too recent to appear in the WOS database (i.e., published around 1 July 2018) were identified by co-authors and also included in our review. Gray literature, such as nonformally published or peer-reviewed theses, dissertations, reports, and working papers, were excluded from this analysis.



Our literature search yielded 89 publications fitting our search criteria, with 15 of those added after the initial WOS search. All papers were thoroughly reviewed and classified into one of three categories (Figure 2). “Phenomenon” papers were those that mentioned the word telecoupling, but outside of the context of the research that was being conducted (e.g., telecoupling was a keyword or appeared in the abstract but was not mentioned any other time). “Concept” papers used the word telecoupling at least once in the context of the research being conducted. “Framework” papers applied the telecoupling framework by labelling at least one component of the study system(s) according to the telecoupling framework (e.g., identified sending and receiving systems; full details in the Supplementary Material). We then coded each paper and extracted information on the spatial and temporal scale(s) and extent(s) examined, names and number of countries studied, and telecoupled flow type.




3. Overview of Five Years of Telecoupling Research


The amount of telecoupling research shows a clear, increasing trend over time (Figure 3B). Papers mentioning the word telecoupling in their title, abstract, or keywords have been published in 47 different peer-reviewed journals and books in the past five years. Ecology & Society is the largest venue for telecoupling research, having published 20 telecoupling papers since 2013 (Figure 3A).



Of the 89 papers that were reviewed, 11 were classified as Phenomenon, 24 as Concept, and 54 as Framework (Figure 4). Telecoupling flow type, disciplinary focus, and country information were analyzed for the 54 Framework papers.



We identified several telecoupling flow types from the Framework papers, including trade, knowledge transfer, species dispersal, tourism, water transfer, human migration, waste transfer, biophysical, technology transfer, investment, animal migration, and ecosystem services flow. Seventy-four percent of the 54 papers addressed trade, 33% addressed knowledge transfer, 17% addressed species dispersal, followed by tourism, water transfer, and other flows, which each accounted for less than 10% of papers (Figure 5a).



The geographic scale of analysis describes the level at which data were analyzed (local, regional, national, international). Of the Framework publications, 14 papers focused on telecoupling at an international scale, 13 focused on a regional or national scale, and 6 focused on a local scale. Twelve papers investigated multiple geographic scales across local, regional, national, and international boundaries. The number of countries analyzed ranged widely, with a minimum of one and a maximum of 172 countries examined in a single study. However, most Framework papers (61%) focused on one or a few countries, with just 12 papers analyzing more than 10 countries (Figure 5b).



Excluding analyses with >10 countries, studies applying the telecoupling framework (i.e., Framework papers) examined 34 countries on 6 continents (Figure 6; n = 33 papers). China was the most frequently studied country, included in 19 papers. Brazil, Laos, and the United States appeared in at least 4 papers each (Figure 6).




4. Emergent Themes from the Telecoupling Literature


This review demonstrates that the telecoupling framework has rapidly been adopted in the five years since its inception. It has been applied across the gamut of sustainability science to better understand international trade [3], land use/land cover change [27,28], tourism [29], water transfer [30,31], species invasion [32], migration [18], and urbanization [33], among many other topics.



However, despite its growing recognition, our results show that 37% of telecoupling papers do not use the specific language of the framework (e.g., “agents”, “sending/receiving systems”, “flows”). This lack of a unifying language highlights a missed opportunity for the synthesis of telecoupling research.



Still, the original telecoupling framework paper has informed and motivated a number of notable contributions to a variety of disciplines. These contributions can be broadly categorized into four areas: Novel hypothesis generation, the identification of knowledge gaps, the assessment of feedbacks, trade-offs, and synergies of telecoupled systems, and the identification of spillover systems.



The generation of novel hypotheses that result from telecoupling studies can be attributed to the explicit identification of the social and environmental components of both the sending and receiving system. This leads to the development of novel hypotheses that often challenge conventional thinking. For example, in Sun et al.’s paper, the authors hypothesized that the trade of agricultural goods does not always convey environmental benefits for the importing country [34]. They showed that in the case of the soybean trade between Brazil and China, Chinese farmers began growing more maize than soybeans, which increased their nitrogen fertilizer use substantially, thus increasing potential environmental impacts. In this case, the inclusion of the Brazil–China telecoupling resulted in a new hypothesis that runs counter to the conventional wisdom which states that importing countries’ natural environments benefit from trade.



Similarly, the telecoupling framework is well-suited to the identification of knowledge gaps in CHANS research. Gasparri and Waroux exemplified this in their study, where they assessed policy challenges in the South American soybean and cattle industries [35]. They concluded that these interconnected industries require more actor-centered approaches for both conservation policy and research.



The integration of natural and human elements inherent in the telecoupling framework highlights the feedbacks, tradeoffs, and synergies not apparent when treated separately. For example, Cease et al. used the telecoupling framework and were among the first to acknowledge the intertwined nature of livestock prices, locust outbreaks, soil nitrogen, and local livelihoods in Northeast China [35,36], thus improving the understanding of feedbacks in a telecoupled system.



Finally, the identification of spillover systems and the impacts of telecouplings upon them is a major strength of the telecoupling framework. Chignell and Laituri illustrated this by revealing underlying social–hydrological relationships in the context of water development aid in Ethiopia [37]. In this example, the sending system is defined as the international aid sector with rural livelihood systems, urban sanitation services, and producers of hydropower as the receiving systems. Their results indicate that there were unforeseen effects of water development aid on seemingly disparate sectors (i.e., irrigated agriculture and agricultural exports, both defined as spillover systems). In general, these early themes in the telecoupling literature have aided and facilitated a better understanding of sustainability for CHANS in numerous capacities and together create a solid foundation for future telecoupling research directions.




5. Future Directions for Telecoupling Research


The dramatic increase in the amount of research conducted suggests that the future of telecoupling will be fruitful. While telecoupling research has already helped investigators to better understand complex CHANS, there is still much work to be done and many areas for expansion and improvement. This section highlights a few examples.



To advance the study of telecoupled system dynamics, further operationalization of the telecoupling framework is warranted. Several techniques and tools are being developed with the purpose of facilitating this progress and improving our understanding of complex interactions between CHANS across distances. One such technique is a telecoupled agent-based model (TeleABM) that simulates telecoupling processes (e.g., international trade, socioeconomic and environmental effects) and can provide a quantitative approach to better understand these complex systems [38]. The model can also be informed with empirical data, which can produce more realistic modeling outcomes. Additionally, a growing collection of software tools and applications, called the Telecoupling Toolbox (http://telecouplingtoolbox.org/), provides researchers and practitioners with multiscale visualization and geoprocessing tools that integrate socioeconomic and environmental analytic methods for the study of telecoupled systems [39]. Its two main products are an ArcGIS Toolbox (Telecoupling Toolbox) and a Telecoupling GeoApp. The latter is a new web-based GIS application that provides researchers and practitioners with a useful platform to explore systems, flows, agents, causes, and effects of telecouplings with a range of simple to complex mapping and geospatial analysis tools (https://telecoupling.msu.edu/geo-app/ [40]).



There are also several key areas where telecoupling research can be expanded. Spillover systems are integral components of almost any telecoupling process. En route from sending to receiving systems, telecoupled flows often generate one or more spillover systems. However, the connections of spillover systems to their telecoupled flows are understudied [41]. For example, while much research has been conducted on the environmental, economic, and social impacts of the global shipping industry that carries the vast majority of globally traded goods [42,43,44,45], little research has connected these ‘spillover’ effects with the sending and receiving systems ultimately driving shipping demand.



The telecoupling framework has great potential for encouraging researchers to examine the broader context in which their research takes place through cross-disciplinary telecoupling analyses. However, while many researchers seem to acknowledge this context (as seen by the numerous references to telecouplings in the introductions of research papers), there is a need for more interdisciplinary collaborations to analyze all of the components of telecoupling processes from appropriate disciplinary perspectives. Applying the telecoupling framework to better understand complex interrelationships among seemingly unrelated fields could help researchers and practitioners to identify key agents, flows, and feedbacks in these systems. While we acknowledge that this cannot be always accomplished in a single paper, we suggest the idea of a “paper series” in which multiple papers analyze different aspects of a particular telecoupling. Papers in the series can then be integrated together into a more holistic understanding of telecoupled system dynamics. For example, Sino–Brazilian soy trade has been extensively studied under the telecoupling framework (>10 publications), and explicitly linking these findings and understanding their implications could enhance the process of knowledge integration and synthesis for policy-making [3,12,28,34,35,46,47,48,49,50].



Beyond individual telecouplings, there is also a need for research examining the processual commonalities behind telecoupling processes in order to uncover the underlying structure(s) and mechanism(s) of complex, telecoupled systems. For instance, some telecoupling processes are consciously initiated through policies, such as trade deals, while others, such as the illegal wildlife trade, are in part due to an unmet demand for a particular resource. Identifying these shared characteristics of different telecoupling processes can help to illuminate the connections between and among disparate situations and reveal avenues that have been successful for promoting sustainable development. This concept of processual commonalities is very similar to the idea of common pool resources and the common factors that contribute to their sustainable use developed by Nobel Prize winning economist Elinor Ostrom [51]. In terms of methodologies that could also be applied to the analysis of telecoupling processes and their effects on people and the environment, archetype analysis has proved to be very useful in identifying socioecological patterns and recurring processes [52,53].



Furthermore, increased attention should be given to establishing causal effects and causal mechanisms in telecoupled processes [54]. In this Special Issue, Carlson et al. [55] found that less than three percent of published telecoupling papers have applied rigorous (i.e., qualitative–quantitative) causal analysis methods. Improving the analysis of causality in telecoupling research will help to reveal the mechanisms by which telecoupled systems function and processes occur. Much of the telecoupling literature is descriptive. That is, processes are described qualitatively in terms of their causes (e.g., policy), manifestations (e.g., increased market prices/trade), and effects (e.g., land use change). Future work will benefit from identifying how global forces actually exert change at the local level. For instance, how do smallholders make decisions in the face of so many interlinked factors, such as global market prices, that present both new challenges and opportunities? How are livelihoods adjusted or changed, and what are the impacts of these changes on natural systems?



The world’s increasing connectivity poses many challenges for sustainable development. Eakin et al. [56] have emphasized the role of governance and institutional change in telecoupled interactions. Nevertheless, the governance of telecoupled systems remains a crucial but widely under-researched field. Political science scholars have recognized this research gap and advocate for in-depth and large sample size comparative empirical studies to identify governance and policy options and institutional systems that can effectively and legitimately govern telecoupled systems [14,57]. Oberlack et al. [58] linked the telecoupling concept with the established concept of polycentric governance [59] and operationalized them through a network of action situation analyses. More emphasis should be put on operationalizing such linkages of place-based analysis of land use changes with process-based analysis of flows and actor networks. Methods such as social network analysis can thus help to identify key actors in telecoupled networks, which might represent leverage points of change [60]. To identify power differentials between different actors connected to these networks, it is crucial to conduct in-depth investigations of actors’ agency and their claims on land. Understanding actors’ agency and the networks of flows and institutions they are embedded in is a prerequisite to designing and implementing transformative approaches for sustainable development. These efforts can also lead to a better understanding of the challenges and opportunities for transboundary governance, such as improving the sustainability of commodity supply chains through certification programs and zero deforestation agreements [22,61,62].



Some limitations of the telecoupling framework were identified early on (e.g., rigidity of ‘distant’ interactions, differences in nature of the connections between faraway and nearby systems). Addressing these limitations necessitated a holistic, multiscale approach. In answer to these limitations, the metacoupling framework was introduced as an umbrella concept for CHANS research in a globalized world. In addition to telecoupling processes, the metacoupling framework provides a shared language to analyze connections within a system as well as between adjacent systems [63]. In other words, the metacoupling framework treats telecouplings as one component of a metacoupled system that connects distant systems along with intracouplings (human–nature interactions within a system) and pericouplings (connecting adjacent systems). Differentiating and integrating these three types of ‘sub-systems’ within a larger metacoupled system elevates our perspective and furthers our ability to uncover connections not apparent at the single system scale [60,64,65].




6. Conclusion


Many of the important contributions of the telecoupling framework are attributable to its novel, systematic, and socioecologically integrative structure. As a paradigm that explicitly synthesizes socioeconomic and environmental information over distances, the telecoupling framework advances monothematic research approaches (i.e., those that only consider human or environmental perspectives at a single place) by providing a social–ecological context for distant interactions and the systems, flows, agents, causes, and effects involved. In so doing, the telecoupling framework facilitates a broader, deeper understanding of complexity than was formerly possible. The telecoupling framework is highly flexible (i.e., useful in diverse fields) and applicable (i.e., conducive for translating science into policy and management strategies). Ultimately, these characteristics of the telecoupling framework allow researchers and managers, among others, to advance the science and practice of sustainability in ways that use information on both local and distant socioeconomic and environmental interactions. This unique ability separates the telecoupling framework from many other research approaches and helps to explain its growing importance across diverse disciplines. The past five years have resulted in a solid foundation of telecoupling research with a future even more promising as new avenues for investigation and application arise.








Supplementary Materials


The following are available online at http://www.mdpi.com/2071-1050/11/4/1033/s1, Table S1: PRISMA Framework Checklist, Table S2: Codebook, Table S3: Reviewed Telecoupling Literature.





Author Contributions


Conceptualization, J.L.; data curation K.E.K., C.L.H., R.F.B., E.K.B, A.K.C., Y.D. (Yue Dou), Y.D. (Yueyue Du), P.R.F., Y.L., A.T., H.Y.W., and J.G.Z; investigation K.E.K., C.L.H., R.F.B., E.K.B, A.K.C., Y.D. (Yue Dou), Y.D. (Yueyue Du), P.R.F., Y.L., A.T., H.Y.W., and J.G.Z; methodology C.L.H. and K.E.K.; writing—original draft preparation K.E.K., C.L.H., R.F.B., E.K.B, A.K.C., Y.D. (Yue Dou), Y.D. (Yueyue Du), P.R.F., Y.L., A.T., H.Y.W., and J.G.Z.; formal analysis K.E.K. and C.L.H.; writing—review and editing, K.E.K., C.L.H., R.F.B., E.K.B, A.K.C., Y.D. (Yue Dou), Y.D. (Yueyue Du), P.R.F., Y.L., A.T., D.Y., H.Y.W., J.G.Z, and J.L. ; visualization, K.E.K., C.L.H, R.F.B., and Y.L.; supervision, J.L.; project administration, K.E.K. and C.L.H.




Funding


J.G.Z. was supported by the Swiss Programme for Research on Global Issues for Development (r4d programme), which is funded by the Swiss National Science Foundation (SNSF) and the Swiss Agency for Development and Cooperation (SDC), under grant number 400440 152167. A.K.C. was supported by the University Distinguished Fellowship and Robert C. Ball and Betty A. Ball Fisheries and Wildlife Fellowship [Michigan State University], the NASA-MSU Professional Enhancement Award, and the United States Department of Agriculture National Institute of Food and Agriculture [grant number MICL04161]. Y.L. was supported by the Environmental Science and Policy Program Fellowship. C. H. and Y. Dou were supported by the National Science Foundation Complex Dynamics of Telecoupled Human and Natural Systems, grant number 1518518. E.K.B. was supported by the NASA-MSU Professional Enhancement Award. K.E.K. was supported by the William W. and Evelyn M. Taylor Endowed Fellowship for International Engagement in Coupled Humans and Natural Systems. R.F.B.S. was supported by grants from Fundação de Amparo à Pesquisa do Estado de São Paulo (grant numbers 15/25892-7 and 14/50628-9). Y.Du. was supported by the NASA-MSU Professional Enhancement Award and China Scholarship Council. D. Y. was supported by NASA-MSU Professional Enhancement Award. J.L. was supported by the U.S. National Science Foundation, NASA, and Michigan AgBioResearch. . A.T. was supported by the NASA-MSU Professional Enhancement Award.




Acknowledgments


We thank the guest editors for inviting us to write this paper and the organizers of the 2018 US-International Association of Landscape Ecology conference for providing a venue for this collaboration to be possible. We thank the reviewers of this publication for their time and insightful comments.




Conflicts of Interest


The authors declare no conflict of interest.




References


	



Crona, B.I.; Van Holt, T.; Petersson, M.; Daw, T.M.; Buchary, E. Using social–ecological syndromes to understand impacts of international seafood trade on small-scale fisheries. Glob. Environ. Chang. 2015, 35, 162–175. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef][Green Version]

	



Parish, E.S.; Herzberger, A.J.; Phifer, C.C.; Dale, V.H. Transatlantic wood pellet trade demonstrates telecoupled benefits. Ecol. Soc. 2018, 23, 28. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Silva, R.; Batistella, M.; Dou, Y.; Moran, E.; Torres, S.; Liu, J. The Sino-Brazilian Telecoupled Soybean System and Cascading Effects for the Exporting Country. Land 2017, 6, 53. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Dalin, C.; Wada, Y.; Kastner, T.; Puma, M.J. Groundwater depletion embedded in international food trade. Nature 2017, 543, 700–704. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Torres, A.; Brandt, J.; Lear, K.; Liu, J. A looming tragedy of the sand commons. Science 2017, 357, 970–971. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Liu, J.; Dietz, T.; Carpenter, S.R.; Folke, C.; Alberti, M.; Redman, C.L.; Schneider, S.H.; Ostrom, E.; Pell, A.N.; Lubchenco, J.; et al. Coupled human and natural systems. Ambio 2007, 36, 639–649. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Banse, M.; van Meijl, H.; Tabeau, A.; Woltjer, G. Will EU biofuel policies affect global agricultural markets? Eur. Rev. Agric. Econ. 2008, 35, 117–141. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef][Green Version]

	



Meyfroidt, P.; Rudel, T.K.; Lambin, E.F. Forest transitions, trade, and the global displacement of land use. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 2010, 107, 20917–20922. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef][Green Version]

	



Liu, J.; Hull, V.; Batistella, M.; DeFries, R.; Dietz, T.; Fu, F.; Hertel, T.W.; Izaurralde, R.C.; Lambin, E.F.; Li, S.; et al. Framing Sustainability in a Telecoupled World. Ecol. Soc. 2013, 18, 26. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Glantz, M.H.; Katz, R.W.; Nicholls, N. Teleconnections Linking Worldwide Climate Anomalies; Cambridge University Press: Cambridge, UK, 2009; ISBN 9780521106849. [Google Scholar]

	



Haberl, H.; Erb, K.-H.; Krausmann, F.; Berecz, S.; Ludwiczek, N.; Martínez-Alier, J.; Musel, A.; Schaffartzik, A. Using embodied HANPP to analyze teleconnections in the global land system: Conceptual considerations. Geografisk Tidsskrift-Dan. J. Geogr. 2009, 109, 119–130. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Reenberg, A.; Fenger, N.A. Globalizing land use transitions: The soybean acceleration. Geografisk Tidsskrift-Dan. J. Geogr. 2011, 111, 85–92. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Seto, K.C.; Reenberg, A.; Boone, C.G.; Fragkias, M.; Haase, D.; Langanke, T.; Marcotullio, P.; Munroe, D.K.; Olah, B.; Simon, D. Urban land teleconnections and sustainability. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 2012, 109, 7687–7692. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed][Green Version]

	



Lenschow, A.; Newig, J.; Challies, E. Globalization’s limits to the environmental state? Integrating telecoupling into global environmental governance. Environ. Politics 2015, 25, 136–159. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Carlson, A.K.; Taylor, W.W.; Liu, J.; Orlic, I. Peruvian anchoveta as a telecoupled fisheries system. Ecol. Soc. 2018, 23. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef][Green Version]

	



Liu, J.; Yang, W. Integrated assessments of payments for ecosystem services programs. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 2013, 110, 16297–16298. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed][Green Version]

	



López-Hoffman, L.; Diffendorfer, J.; Wiederholt, R.; Bagstad, K.J.; Thogmartin, W.E.; McCracken, G.; Medellin, R.L.; Russell, A.; Semmens, D.J. Operationalizing the telecoupling framework for migratory species using the spatial subsidies approach to examine ecosystem services provided by Mexican free-tailed bats. Ecol. Soc. 2017, 22, 23. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Hulina, J.; Bocetti, C.; Iii, H.C.; Hull, V.; Yang, W.; Liu, J. Telecoupling framework for research on migratory species in the Anthropocene. Elem. Sci. Anth. 2017, 5, 5. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Munroe, D.K.; McSweeney, K.; Olson, J.L.; Mansfield, B. Using economic geography to reinvigorate land-change science. Geoforum 2014, 52, 12–21. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Liu, J.; Yang, W.; Li, S. Framing ecosystem services in the telecoupled Anthropocene. Front. Ecol. Environ. 2016, 14, 27–36. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Carrasco, L.R.; Roman Carrasco, L.; Chan, J.; McGrath, F.L.; Nghiem, L.T.P. Biodiversity conservation in a telecoupled world. Ecol. Soc. 2017, 22, 24. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Eakin, H.; Rueda, X.; Mahanti, A. Transforming governance in telecoupled food systems. Ecol. Soc. 2017, 22, 32. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Fang, B.; Tan, Y.; Li, C.; Cao, Y.; Liu, J.; Schweizer, P.-J.; Shi, H.; Zhou, B.; Chen, H.; Hu, Z. Energy sustainability under the framework of telecoupling. Energy 2016, 106, 253–259. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Liu, J.; Mooney, H.; Hull, V.; Davis, S.J.; Gaskell, J.; Hertel, T.; Lubchenco, J.; Seto, K.C.; Gleick, P.; Kremen, C.; et al. Sustainability. Systems integration for global sustainability. Science 2015, 347, 1258832. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Wang, F.; Liu, J. Conservation planning beyond giant pandas: The need for an innovative telecoupling framework. Sci. China Life Sci. 2017, 60, 551–554. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Moher, D.; Liberati, A.; Tetzlaff, J.; Altman, D.G. The PRISMA Group Preferred Reporting Items for Systematic Reviews and Meta-Analyses: The PRISMA Statement. PLoS Med. 2009, 6, e1000097. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Liu, J. Forest Sustainability in China and Implications for a Telecoupled World. Asia Pac. Policy Stud. 2013, 1, 230–250. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Sun, J.; Tong, Y.-X.; Liu, J. Telecoupled land-use changes in distant countries. J. Integr. Agric. 2017, 16, 368–376. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Liu, J.; Hull, V.; Luo, J.; Yang, W.; Liu, W.; Viña, A.; Vogt, C.; Xu, Z.; Yang, H.; Zhang, J.; et al. Multiple telecouplings and their complex interrelationships. Ecol. Soc. 2015, 20, 44. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Deines, J.M.; Liu, X.; Liu, J. Telecoupling in urban water systems: An examination of Beijing’s imported water supply. Water Int. 2015, 41, 251–270. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Yang, W.; Hyndman, D.W.; Winkler, J.A.; Viña, A.; Deines, J.M.; Lupi, F.; Luo, L.; Li, Y.; Basso, B.; Zheng, C.; et al. Urban water sustainability: Framework and application. Ecol. Soc. 2016, 21, 4. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Liu, J.; Hull, V.; Moran, E.; Nagendra, H.; Swaffield, S.R.; Turner, B.L., II. Applications of the Telecoupling Framework to Land-Change Science. In Rethinking Global Land Use in an Urban Era; MIT Press: Cambridge, MA, USA, 2014; pp. 119–140. [Google Scholar]

	



Fang, C.; Ren, Y. Analysis of emergy-based metabolic efficiency and environmental pressure on the local coupling and telecoupling between urbanization and the eco-environment in the Beijing-Tianjin-Hebei urban agglomeration. Sci. China Earth Sci. 2017, 60, 1083–1097. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Sun, J.; Mooney, H.; Wu, W.; Tang, H.; Tong, Y.; Xu, Z.; Huang, B.; Cheng, Y.; Yang, X.; Wei, D.; et al. Importing food damages domestic environment: Evidence from global soybean trade. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 2018, 115, 5415–5419. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Gasparri, N.I.; de Waroux, Y.L.P. The Coupling of South American Soybean and Cattle Production Frontiers: New Challenges for Conservation Policy and Land Change Science. Conserv. Lett. 2015, 8, 290–298. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Cease, A.J.; Elser, J.J.; Fenichel, E.P.; Hadrich, J.C.; Harrison, J.F.; Robinson, B.E. Living with locusts: Connecting soil nitrogen, locust outbreaks, livelihoods, and livestock markets. Bioscience 2015, 65, 551–558. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Chignell, S.M.; Laituri, M.J. Telecoupling, urbanization, and the unintended consequences of water development aid in Ethiopia. In Geoscience for the Public Good and Global Development: Toward a Sustainable Future; Geological Society of America Special Papers; Geological Society of America: Boulder, CO, USA, 2016; Volume 520, pp. 125–135. ISBN 9780813725208. [Google Scholar]

	



Dou, Y.; Liu, J. Modeling telecoupled systems: Design for simulating telecoupled soybean trade. In Proceedings of the 20th Annual Conference on Global Economic Analysis, West Lafayette, IN, USA, 7–9 June 2017. [Google Scholar]

	



Tonini, F.; Liu, J. Telecoupling Toolbox: Spatially explicit tools for studying telecoupled human and natural systems. Ecol. Soc. 2017, 22, 11. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



McCord, P.; Tonini, F.; Liu, J. The Telecoupling GeoApp: A Web-GIS application to systematically analyze telecouplings and sustainable development. Appl. Geogr. 2018, 96, 16–28. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Liu, J.; Dou, Y.; Batistella, M.; Challies, E.; Connor, T.; Friis, C.; DA Millington, J.; Parish, E.; Romulo, C.L.; Silva, R.F.B.; et al. Spillover systems in a telecoupled Anthropocene: Typology, methods, and governance for global sustainability. Curr. Opin. Environ. Sustain. 2018, 33, 58–69. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



DeSombre, E.R. Globalization, Competition, and Convergence: Shipping and the Race to the Middle. Glob. Gov. 2008, 14, 179–198. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Vanderlaan, A.S.M.; Taggart, C.T. Efficacy of a voluntary area to be avoided to reduce risk of lethal vessel strikes to endangered whales. Conserv. Biol. 2009, 23, 1467–1474. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Alves, T.M.; Kokinou, E.; Zodiatis, G.; Radhakrishnan, H.; Panagiotakis, C.; Lardner, R. Multidisciplinary oil spill modeling to protect coastal communities and the environment of the Eastern Mediterranean Sea. Sci. Rep. 2016, 6, 36882. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Barki, D.; Deleze-Black, L. (Eds.) Review of Maritime Transport 2017 (UNCTAD/RMT/2017); United Nations Conference on Trade and Development (UNCTAD): Geneva, Switerland.

	



Torres, S.; Moran, E.; Silva, R. Property Rights and the Soybean Revolution: Shaping How China and Brazil Are Telecoupled. Sustainability 2017, 9, 954. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Gasparri, N.I.; Kuemmerle, T.; Meyfroidt, P.; le Polain de Waroux, Y.; Kreft, H. The Emerging Soybean Production Frontier in Southern Africa: Conservation Challenges and the Role of South-South Telecouplings. Conserv. Lett. 2016, 9, 21–31. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Vanwey, L.K.; Richards, P.D.; Lathuillière, M.J.; Johnson, M.S.; Galford, G.L.; Garrett, R.D.; Carlson, K.M.; Rueda, X.; Henders, S.; Persson, M.; et al. Globalization’s unexpected impact on soybean production in South America: Linkages between preferences for non-genetically modified crops, eco-certifications, and land use. Environ. Res. Lett. 2013, 8, 44055. [Google Scholar]

	



Millington, J.; Xiong, H.; Peterson, S.; Woods, J. Integrating Modelling Approaches for Understanding Telecoupling: Global Food Trade and Local Land Use. Land 2017, 6, 56. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Yao, G.; Hertel, T.W.; Taheripour, F. Economic drivers of telecoupling and terrestrial carbon fluxes in the global soybean complex. Glob. Environ. Chang. 2018, 50, 190–200. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Ostrom, E. Governing the Commons; Cambridge university press: Cambridge, UK, 1990. [Google Scholar]

	



Oberlack, C.; Tejada, L.; Messerli, P.; Rist, S.; Giger, M. Sustainable livelihoods in the global land rush? Archetypes of livelihood vulnerability and sustainability potentials. Glob. Environ. Chang. 2016, 41, 153–171. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Sietz, D.; Ordoñez, J.C.; Kok, M.T.J.; Janssen, P.; Hilderink, H.B.M.; Tittonell, P.; Van Dijk, H. Nested archetypes of vulnerability in African drylands: Where lies potential for sustainable agricultural intensification? Environ. Res. Lett. 2017, 12, 095006. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Meyfroidt, P. Approaches and terminology for causal analysis in land systems science. J. Land Use Sci. 2016, 11, 501–522. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Carlson, A.; Zaehringer, J.; Garrett, R.; Felipe Bicudo Silva, R.; Furumo, P.; Raya Rey, A.; Torres, A.; Gon Chung, M.; Li, Y.; Liu, J. Toward Rigorous Telecoupling Causal Attribution: A Systematic Review and Typology. Sustainability 2018, 10, 4426. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Eakin, H.; DeFries, R.; Kerr, S.; Lambin, E.F.; Liu, J.; Marcotullio, P.J.; Messerli, P.; Reenberg, A.; Rueda, X.; Swaffield, S.R.; et al. Significance of Telecoupling for Exploration of Land-Use Change. In Rethinking Global Land Use in an Urban Era; MIT Press: Cambridge, MA, USA, 2014; pp. 141–161. [Google Scholar]

	



Kissinger, M.; Rees, W.E.; Timmer, V. Interregional sustainability: Governance and policy in an ecologically interdependent world. Environ. Sci. Policy 2011, 14, 965–976. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Oberlack, C.; Boillat, S.; Brönnimann, S.; Gerber, J.-D.; Heinimann, A.; Ifejika Speranza, C.; Messerli, P.; Rist, S.; Wiesmann, U. Polycentric governance in telecoupled resource systems. Ecol. Soc. 2018, 23, 16. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Ostrom, E. Polycentric systems for coping with collective action and global environmental change. Glob. Environ. Chang. 2010, 20, 550–557. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Schaffer-Smith, D.; Tomscha, S.A.; Jarvis, K.J.; Maguire, D.Y.; Treglia, M.L.; Liu, J. Network analysis as a tool for quantifying the dynamics of metacoupled systems: An example using global soybean trade. Ecol. Soc. 2018, 23, 3. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Rueda, X.; Lambin, E.F. Linking Globalization to Local Land Uses: How Eco-Consumers and Gourmands are Changing the Colombian Coffee Landscapes. World Dev. 2013, 41, 286–301. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Lambin, E.F.; Gibbs, H.K.; Heilmayr, R.; Carlson, K.M.; Fleck, L.C.; Garrett, R.D.; de Waroux, Y.l.P.; McDermott, C.L.; McLaughlin, D.; Newton, P.; et al. The role of supply-chain initiatives in reducing deforestation. Nat. Clim. Chang. 2018, 8, 109–116. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Liu, J. Integration across a metacoupled world. Ecol. Soc. 2017, 22, 29. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Griggs, D.; Smith, M.S.; Rockström, J.; Öhman, M.C.; Gaffney, O.; Glaser, G.; Kanie, N.; Noble, I.; Steffen, W.; Shyamsundar, P. An integrated framework for sustainable development goals. Ecol. Soc. 2014, 19, 49. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Liu, J.; Viña, A.; Yang, W.; Li, S.; Xu, W.; Zheng, H. China’s Environment on a Metacoupled Planet. Annu. Rev. Environ. Resour. 2018, 43, 1–34. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]








[image: Sustainability 11 01033 g001 550]





Figure 1. Number of citations per year for “Framing Sustainability in a Telecoupled World” [9]. * Data extend through 1 July 2018. 
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Figure 2. Visual depictions of the ways in which telecoupling is used in the literature. (A) Phenomenon: The acknowledgement of connections between distant places. Boundaries and roles of places not clearly defined. (B) Concept: Studied components or systems are characterized as affected by a telecoupled process, with some boundaries defined. However, the specific terminology of the telecoupling framework is not used. (C) Framework: Explicit usage of the specific language of the telecoupling framework with boundaries and system roles clearly defined. Circles and gray coloration are used to represent undifferentiated ‘systems’, while color and shape distinctions are abstract indications of different levels of adherence to the telecoupling framework. Dashed outlines represent unspecified system boundaries while solid lines surround clearly defined systems. 
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Figure 3. (A) Frequency of telecoupling papers published in academic journals (excludes journals that have only published one telecoupling paper). (B) Number of papers published that mentioned "telecoupling" by year. * Data in 2018 extend through 1 July 2018. 
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Figure 4. Frequency of each telecoupling use category in the literature review (n = 89). 
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Figure 5. (A) Frequency of telecoupling flow types analyzed in framework papers. (B) Frequency of the number of countries studied in framework papers. Papers with NA indicate studies that apply the framework, but not in the context of specific countries (e.g., publications examining the general utility of the telecoupling framework for better understanding biodiversity conservation or trade). 
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Figure 6. Map of the number of studies conducted in each country using the telecoupling framework (excludes analyses with >10 countries; n = 33 publications). Country codes follow the International Organization for Standardization 3166-1 Alpha-3 standard. 
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