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2.3.5 Range trend magnitude in km2 (optional)
2.3.6 Range trend period
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2.4.1 Population size estimation (minimum)

2.4.1 Population size estimation (maximum)
2.4.1 Population units

2.4.2 Date of population estimation

2.4.4 Quality of population data

2.4.5 Population trend

2.4.6 Population trend magnitude (km2)

2.4.7 Population trend period

and/or specify

2.3.7 range-reasons 

2.4.8 Population-reasons 

2.4.10 Population-pressures

2.4.3 Population-methods

Range

Population

Improved knowledge/more accurate data

Direct human influence (restoration, deterioration, destruction)

Improved knowledge/more accurate data

Indirect anthropo(zoo)genic influence

101 - modification of cultivation practices

800 Landfill, land reclamation and drying out, general

830 Canalisation

Extrapolation from surveys of part of the population or from sampling
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2.4.11 Population-threats 

950 Biocenotic evolution

954 - invasion by a species

101 - modification of cultivation practices

102 - mowing / cutting

140 Grazing

800 Landfill, land reclamation and drying out, general

830 Canalisation

950 Biocenotic evolution

954 - invasion by a species

22.5.2 Area estimation (km2)
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Other (specify)

Poor prospects - species likely to struggle
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Gyakran átmeneti élőhelyeket foglal el. Ingadozó populációméretek.

Inadequate and deteriorating (U1-)
Bad (U2)
Bad (U2)
Inadequate and deteriorating (U1-)
Bad (U2)

2.6 Future prospects for the species
2.7.1 Favourable reference range (km2)
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2.7.2 Favourable reference population
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2.7.3 Suitable habitat for the species
2.7.4 Other relevant information (optional)

Conclusions: (2.3) Range

Conclusions: (2.4) Population
Conclusions: (2.5) Habitat for the species
Conclusions: (2.6) Future prospects
Conclusions: Overall assessment

2.5.7 Habitat-reasons

Reference values

Conclusions

2.5.1 Habitats for the species 6410, 6430

Climate change

Direct human influence (restoration, deterioration, destruction)

Indirect anthropo(zoo)genic influence




