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2.2 Published sources and/or websites

2.3.1 Surface range of the species in km2
2.3.2 Date of range determination
2.3.3 Quality of data concerning range
2.3.4 Range trend

Seregélyes T.: A Balaton-felvidéki Nemzeti Park létesítésének előkészítő tanulmánya. 1994
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2.3.5 Range trend magnitude in km2 (optional)
2.3.6 Range trend period

and/or specify

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

2.4.11 Population-threats 

2.4.3 Population-methods

Range

Population

Direct human influence (restoration, deterioration, destruction)
Improved knowledge/more accurate data

Direct human influence (restoration, deterioration, destruction)

Improved knowledge/more accurate data

162 - artificial planting

251 - pillaging of floristic stations

331 - open cast mining

501 - paths, tracks, cycling tracks

162 - artificial planting

251 - pillaging of floristic stations

331 - open cast mining

501 - paths, tracks, cycling tracks

623 - motorised vehicles

740 Vandalism

Extrapolation from surveys of part of the population or from sampling

22.5.2 Area estimation (km2)

Habitat

Moderate e.g. based on partial data with s
Stable (=)
2001-2006

2001-20062.5.3 Date of estimation
2.5.4 Quality of the data
2.5.5 Trend of the habitat
2.5.6 Trend period

Other (specify)
2.5.7 Habitat-reasons

Reference values

2.5.1 Habitats for the species 6190, 6240

Natural processes
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2.6 Future prospects for the species
2.7.1 Favourable reference range (km2)
Qualifier

2.7.2 Favourable reference population
Qualifier

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

Conclusions




