speciesname  Pulsatilla pratensis ssp. Hung  fajnév  * magyar kdkércsin

melléklet I p speciescode 4110

2.2 Published sources and/or websites

Range

2.3.1 Surface range of the species in km2 819

2.3.2 Date of range determination 2006

2.3.3 Quality of data concerning range Good e.g based on extensive surveys

2.3.4 Range trend Decreasing (-)

2.3.5 Range trend magnitude in km2 (optional)

2.3.6 Range trend period 1990-2006

2.3.7 range-reasons Direct human influence (restoration, deterioration, destruction)
Indirect anthropo(zoo)genic influence
Natural processes

and/or specify

Population

2.4.1 Population size estimation (minimum) 15000

2.4.1 Population size estimation (maximum) 20000

2.4.1 Population units Number of individuals

2.4.2 Date of population estimation 2006

2.4.3 Population-methods |From comprehensive inventory

2.4.4 Quality of population data Good e.g based on ext

2.4.5 Population trend Decreasing (-)

2.4.6 Population trend magnitude (km2)
2.4.7 Population trend period 1990-2006

2.4.8 Population-reasons |Direct human influence (restoration, deterioration, destruction)

|Indirect anthropo(zoo)genic influence

|Natural processes

and/or specify

2.4.10 Population-pressures |101 - modification of cultivation practices

|140 Grazing

|141 - abandonment of pastoral systems

|162 - artificial planting

|250 Taking / Removal of flora, general

|622 - walking, horseriding and non-motorised vehicles

|950 Biocenotic evolution

|954 - invasion by a species

|979 - other forms or mixed forms of interspecific floral competition

2.4.11 Population-threats |101 - modification of cultivation practices

|140 Grazing

|141 - abandonment of pastoral systems

|162 - artificial planting

|954 - invasion by a species

|979 - other forms or mixed forms of interspecific floral competition

Habitat
2.5.1 Habitats for the species 6260, 9110



speciesname  Pulsatilla pratensis ssp. Hung  fajnév  * magyar kdkércsin

melléklet I p speciescode 4110

2.5.2 Area estimation (km2) 4

2.5.3 Date of estimation 2006

2.5.4 Quality of the data Good e.g based on extensive surveys
2.5.5 Trend of the habitat Decreasing (-)

2.5.6 Trend period 1990-2006

2.5.7 Habitat-reasons |Direct human influence (restoration, deterioration, destruction)

Other (specify) |Improved knowledge/more accurate data

|Indirect anthropo(zoo)genic influence

|Natural processes

Reference values

2.6 Future prospects for the species Poor prospects - species likely to struggle
2.7.1 Favourable reference range (km2) 1000

Qualifier

2.7.2 Favourable reference population 45000

Qualifier

2.7.3 Suitable habitat for the species 10

2.7.4 Other relevant information (optional)

Endemikus taxon, csak a pannon biogeografiai régiéban fordul el6, viszonylag kis elterjedési terilettel és
allomanymeérettel.

Conclusions

Conclusions: (2.3) Range Bad (U2)

Conclusions: (2.4) Population Bad and deteriorating (U2-)
Conclusions: (2.5) Habitat for the species Inadequate (U1)
Conclusions: (2.6) Future prospects Inadequate (U1)

Conclusions: Overall assessment Bad (U2)
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