
speciesname Himantoglossum adriaticum

speciescode 4104

fajnév adriai sallangvirág

melléklet II

1870-2006

30

210
Number of flowering st

1995-2006

Good e.g based on ext

Decreasing (-)

1995-2006

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

Sulyok J. – Vidéki R. – Molnár V. A. (1998): Adatok a magyarországi Himantoglossum-fajok ismeretéhez. – Kitaibelia 3(2): 223-229.

654
2006
Good e.g based on extensive surveys
Decreasing (-)

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

Improved knowledge/more accurate data
Unknown

Direct human influence (restoration, deterioration, destruction)

Improved knowledge/more accurate data

Natural processes

Unknown

101 - modification of cultivation practices

102 - mowing / cutting

502 - roads, motorways

622 - walking, horseriding and non-motorised vehicles

690 Other leisure and tourism impacts not referred to above

976 - damage by game species

101 - modification of cultivation practices

102 - mowing / cutting

110 Use of pesticides

400 Urbanised areas, human habitation

502 - roads, motorways

622 - walking, horseriding and non-motorised vehicles

690 Other leisure and tourism impacts not referred to above

976 - damage by game species

From comprehensive inventory

Habitat
2.5.1 Habitats for the species 6210, 6240, 91H0



speciesname Himantoglossum adriaticum

speciescode 4104

fajnév adriai sallangvirág

melléklet II

0,042.5.2 Area estimation (km2)

Good e.g based on extensive surveys
Decreasing (-)
1870-2006

1995-20062.5.3 Date of estimation
2.5.4 Quality of the data
2.5.5 Trend of the habitat
2.5.6 Trend period

Other (specify)

Poor prospects - species likely to struggle
654

150

0,06

Inadequate (U1)
Inadequate (U1)
Inadequate (U1)
Inadequate (U1)
Inadequate (U1)

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

2.5.7 Habitat-reasons

Reference values

Conclusions

Direct human influence (restoration, deterioration, destruction)

Indirect anthropo(zoo)genic influence

Natural processes




