Report on the main results of the surveillance under Article 17 for
Annex | habitat types (Annex D)

NATIONAL LEVEL

1. General information

1.1 Member State GR

1.2 Habitat code 3150 - Natural eutrophic lakes with Magnopotamion or Hydrocharition - type
2. Maps

2.1 Year or period 2015

2.3 Distribution map Yes

2.3 Distribution map Method used Based mainly on extrapolation from a limited amount of data

2.4 Additional maps Yes

BIOGEOGRAPHICAL LEVEL

3. Biogeographical and marine regions

3.1 Biogeographical or marine region Mediterranean (MED)
where the habitat occurs

3.2 Sources of information Dimopoulos P., Xystrakis F. and Tsiripidis I. 2014. Deliverable Al. Final Catalogue
of Habitat Types — 1st edition. Ministry of Environment, Energy and Climate
Change, OIKOM Ltd - E. Alexandropoulou - A. Glavas, Athens, pages 54.
Dimopoulos P., Fotiadis G., Tsiripidis I., Panitsa M. and Karadimou E. 2014.
Deliverable A2. Report and Literature Database on Habitat Types of Greece — 1st
edition. Ministry of Environment, Energy and Climate Change, OIKOM Ltd - E.
Alexandropoulou - A. Glavas, Athens, pages 210.

Tsiripidis I., Xystrakis F., Kasampalis D., Mastrogianni A., Strid A. and Dimopoulos
P., 2014. Deliverable A4. Potential Distribution Maps of Habitat Types — 1st
edition. Ministry of Environment, Energy and Climate Change, OIKOM Ltd - E.
Alexandropoulou - A. Glavas, Athens, Athens, pages 176.

Dimopoulos P., Tsiripidis I., Xystrakis F., Panitsa M., Fotiadis G., Kallimanis A.S.
and Kazoglou I. 2014. Deliverable A6. Explanatory Implementation Manual for
the Conservation Degree Assessment of Habitat Types — 1st edition. Ministry of
Environment, Energy and Climate Change, OIKOM Ltd - E. Alexandropoulou - A.
Glavas, Athens, pages 35. (with Annexes: |. Habitat types protocols, pages 600; II.
Explanatory notes on the habitat types protocols selection, pages 4; Ill.
Correspondence of Habitat types protocols with the clusters of vegetation
relevés (excel file). Dimopoulos P., Tsiripidis I., Xystrakis F., Kallimanis A.S and
Panitsa M. 2014. Deliverable A7. Preliminary Analysis of the Field Data for the
Habitat Types — 1st edition. Ministry of Environment, Energy and Climate Change,
OIKOM Ltd - E. Alexandropoulou - A. Glavas, Athens, pages 16. Bpayvaknc M.,
Qwtadng . & KaZoyhou 1. 2011. Tomot Owkotonwy EBvikoL Mdpkou Mpeonwy —
Avayvwplon-Kataypadn 2011. Etaipia Npootaciag Mpeonwy, oeA. 101.
Dimopoulos P., Sykora K.V., Gilissen C., Wiecherink D. & Georgiadis T. 2005.
Vegetation ecology of Kalodiki fen (NW Greece). Biologia/Bratislava 60 (1): 69-
82.

Zwtoc A. & Anuomnoulog M. 2005. OtkoAoyikr €pguva Tng BPAACTNONG TWV
KOAQULWVWY KoL TwV uypwv AlBadtwv otig Alpveg Avotpayeia kat Tpywvida (A.
EANGSa). Mpaktikd 10ou MaveAAnviou Emotnpovikol 2uvedpiou tng EAANVIKAC
Botavikng Etatpiag, lwavviva, 5-8 Maiou 2005, oeA. 10 (os CD).

Georgiadis Th., Dimopoulos P. & Dimitrellos G. 1997. The flora and vegetation of
the Acheron Delta (W Greece) aiming at nature conservation. Phyton 37: 31-60.
Oeo0bwpodmoulog K. 2001. Zwveg BPAACTNONG KoL TUTIOL OLKOTOTWY TOU VOLLOU
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Report on the main results of the surveillance under Article 17 for
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4. Range

4.1 Surface area

4.2 Short-term trend Period

4.3 Short-term trend Direction

4.4 Short-term trend Magnitude
4.5 Short-term trend Method used
4.6 Long-term trend Period

4.7 Long-term trend Direction

4.8 Long-term trend Magnitude

4.9 Long-term trend Method used

4.10 Favourable reference range

4.11 Change and reason for change
in surface area of range

20/1/2020

@eocalovikng. Emiot. Emet. Tunw. Aacohoyiag & Quaoikol MeptBdiiovtog MA:
353-381. Namnaotepyltadou 2.E. 1990. QuTOKOWWVLIOAOYLKN Kat OKOAOYLKA
HEAETN TwV LEPOPLWY pakpodUTwY (UEpOdUTWY), TN Bopela EANGSA.
Awdaktopikn AtatplBn. Emot. Enet. Tunu. BloAoyiag tng XoAng OsTikwy
Emotnuwy, ANO, Napaptnua Ap. 24, ogl. 266 + MNapaptnua ogA. 69.
MNanaotepyladou E., OsoxaponouvAog M., AnuntpéAlog I., NanaotepyadngE.,
AnuntpLadng H. & Mewpytadng O. 2003. Texvikn £€kBeon yla to €pyo: OlKoAoyLKnA
£peuva TNG USPORLOC LAKPODUTIKAG BAACTNONG TWV UYPOTOMWV Xelpaditida-
Zalapn (LIFEOONAT/GR/7242). Naveruothpo Matpwy, 2XoAr OTIKWY
Emotnuwy, Tunua Bioloyiag, Topag Blohoylag Qutwy, oel. 39 + Xaptng.
MNanaotepyladou E., Aalapidou E. & MmopmoaAwvag A. 2002. Ataxeiplon Kat
amokataotaon tng uSpopLag BAdotnong otn Aipvn Xewpaditida, B. EAAGSA.
Mpaktikd 9ou MaveAAviou Emotnpovikot Tuvedpiou tng EAANVIKAG BoTavIKAG
Etatpiag, ApyootoAt KedaAoviag, 9-12 Maiou 2002: 254-259.

MuptvA XB. X. 2011. To olkooUoTNA TWV Alpvwy Beyopitidag kat MNetpwv:
xAwpida, BAaotnon kot putoyewypadia. Atldaktopiki AtatpiBn. AMNO, oeA. 332 +
Mapaptnua. Sarika M. 2012. Flora and vegetation of some coastal ecosystems of
Sterea Ellas and eastern continental Greece. Lazaroa 33: 65-99.
Yapika-Xat{nvikoddou M. 1999. XAwptdikA kot GUTOKOLVWVLIOAOYLKI EpEUVA
USATIVWVY OLKOOUOTNUATWY TNG Hielpou. Albaktopikr Atatplpry. EBviko kat
Kamodiotplakd Mavemiotruio ABnvwv. 2eA. 495 + 1 MNivakag. Sarika-
Hatzinikolaou M., Yannitsaros A. & Babalonas D. 2003. The macrophytic
vegetation of seven aquatic ecosystems of Epirus (NW Greece). Phytocoenologia
33(1): 93-151.

Yapika-Xat{nvikoAdou M., Mriapmolwvag A. & lMNavvitoapog A. 1998.
DuTtokowwvVLIoAoYLKN HEAETN TNG eAoduTikAG BAAOTNONG USATIVWY
0LKOCUOTNUATWY TNG HTteipou. Mpaktikd 7ou MaveAArviou Emlotnpovikol
Juvedplou tng EAAnviknc Botaviknc Etatpiag, AAe€avdpolmoin, 1-4 OktwpBpiou
1998: 134-141.

Owtadng I., KaZoylou I. & Mnovoumoupag A. 2008. Tumot BAGoTNONG TNG
Alpvng Xewpaditdag mptv amnod tnv texvnth dvodo tng otddung tng. Npaktikd 6ou
MaveAAnviou ABadomovikol Zuvedpiou, Aswvidlo Apkadiag, 2-4 Oktwppiou
2008: 101-106.

3529
2007-2018
Stable (0)

a) Minimum
Based mainly on extrapolation from a limited amount of data

b) Maximum

a) MInimum b) Maximum
Based mainly on extrapolation from a limited amount of data

a) Area (km?)

b) Operator Approximately equal to (=)
c) Unknown Yes

d) Method

No change

The change is mainly due to:
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4.12 Additional information

5. Area covered by habitat

5.1 Year or period

5.2 Surface area (in km?)

5.3 Type of estimate

5.4 Surface area Method used
5.5 Short-term trend Period

5.6 Short-term trend Direction
5.7 Short-term trend Magnitude

5.8 Short-term trend Method used
5.9 Long-term trend Period

5.10 Long-term trend Direction
5.11 Long-term trend Magnitude

5.12 Long-term trend Method used
5.13 Favourable reference area

5.14 Change and reason for change
in surface area of range

5.15 Additional information

6. Structure and functions

6.1 Condition of habitat

6.2 Condition of habitat Method used

6.3 Short-term trend of habitat area
in good condition Period

6.4 Short-term trend of habitat area
in good condition Direction

6.5 Short-term trend of habitat area
in good condition Method used

6.6 Typical species

6.7 Typical species Method used

20/1/2020

2015-015-

a) Minimum b) Maximum c) Best single 93,35

value
Minimum
Based mainly on extrapolation from a limited amount of data
2007-2018
Stable (0)
a) Minimum

b) Maximum c) Confidence

interval
Based mainly on extrapolation from a limited amount of data

a) Minimum b) Maximum c) Confidence

interval

a)
b)
c) Unknown
d) Method
No change

Area (km?)
Operator Approximately equal to (=)

Yes

The change is mainly due to:

The surface area of the habitat (5.2) is reported as equal to the area of the
habitat within the Natura 2000 network (pSCls, SCIs and SACs) (11.1), because no
recent data are available regarding its distribution outside the network.

a) Area in good condition
(km?)

b) Area in not-good
condition (km?)

c) Area where condition is
not known (km?)

Minimum 84,02 Maximum 84,02

Minimum O Maximum O

Minimum 9,33 Maximum 9,33

Complete survey or a statistically robust estimate

20072018

Stable (0)

Complete survey or a statistically robust estimate

Has the list of typical species changed in comparison to the previous No
reporting period?

Typical species were determined on the basis of a vegetation database,
comprised of about 22000 sampling plots. First, a list of possible typical species
was determined per habitat type, selecting the ones presenting a high fidelity
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6.8 Additional information

value to the habitat types according the algorithm of Tsiripidis et al. (2009) and
the phi coefficient value (Chytry et al. 2002). Then typical species per habitat
type were selected from the above-mentioned lists by expert judgment and
using as criteria species niche breadth, their ability to comprise indicators of
habitat types’ conservation status and their function as keystone species. The
nomenclature of the typical species follows Dimopoulos et al. (2013). References
Chytry, M., Tichy, L., Holt, J. & Botta-Duka t, J. 2002. Determination of
diagnostic species with statistical fidelity measures. Journal of Vegetation Science
13: 79-90. Dimopoulos, P., Raus, Th., Bergmeier, E., Constantinidis, Th., latrou,
G., Kokkini, S., Strid, A. & Tzanoudakis, D. 2013: Vascular plants of Greece: an
annotated checklist. — Berlin: Botanischer Garten und Botanisches Museum
Berlin-Dahlem, Freie Universitat Berlin; Athens: Hellenic Botanical Society.
Englera 31: 1-367. Tsiripidis, |., Bergmeier, E., Fotiadis, G. & Dimopoulos, P. 2009.
A new algorithm for the determination of differential taxa. Journal of Vegetation
Science 20: 233-240.

Assumption: 90% of habitat area is estimated to be in good condition.

7. Main pressures and threats

7.1 Characterisation of pressures/threats

Pressure

Conversion from one type of agricultural
(excluding drainage and burning) (A02)

Ranking

land use to another H

Sports, tourism and leisure activities (FO7) M

Mixed source soil pollution and solid waste (excluding M

discharges) (J04)

Invasive alien species of Union concern (101)

Drainage (K02)

Other human intrusions and disturbance
above (H08)

not mentioned M

Active abstractions from groundwater, surface water or mixed M

water for agriculture (A30)

Mixed source pollution to surface and ground waters (limnic M

and terrestrial) (JO1)

Threat Ranking
Sports, tourism and leisure activities (FO7) M
Mixed source soil pollution and solid waste (excluding M
discharges) (J04)

Invasive alien species of Union concern (101)

Drainage (K02)

Other human intrusions and disturbance not mentioned M

above (H08)

Abiotic natural processes (e.g. erosion, silting up, drying out, H

submersion, salinization) (L01)

Mixed source pollution to surface and ground waters (limnic M

and terrestrial) (J01)

7.2 Sources of information

20/1/2020

PRESSURES: Based mainly on expert judgement and other data.
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Report on the main results of the surveillance under Article 17 for

Annex | habitat types (Annex D)

7.3 Additional information

8. Conservation measures

8.1 Status of measures

8.2 Main purpose of the measures
taken

8.3 Location of the measures taken
8.4 Response to the measures

8.5 List of main conservation measures

y

8.6 Additional information

9. Future prospects

9.1 Future prospects of parameters

9.2 Additional information

10. Conclusions

10.1. Range
10.2. Area

10.3. Specific structure and functions
(incl. typical species)
10.4. Future prospects

10.5 Overall assessment of
Conservation Status

10.6 Overall trend in Conservation
Status

10.7 Change and reasons for change
in conservation status and
conservation status trend

10.8 Additional information

20/1/2020

THREATS: Based on expert opinion.

IAS union concern : Ludwigia grandiflora (Michx.) Greuter & Burdet; Ludwigia

peploides (Kunth) P.H. Raven; Threskiornis aethiopicus Latham, 1790;

Trachemys scripta Schoepff, 1792; Vespa velutina nigrithorax de Buysson,

1905;

a) Are measures needed? No

b) Indicate the status of measures

a) Range Good
b) Area Good
c) Structure and functions Good

Favourable (FV)
Favourable (FV)

Favourable (FV)

Favourable (FV)
Favourable (FV)

Stable (=)

a) Overall assessment of conservation status

No change

The change is mainly due to:

b) Overall trend in conservation status
No change

The change is mainly due to:
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Annex | habitat types (Annex D)
11. Natura 2000 (pSCls, SCls, SACs) coverage for Annex | habitat types

11.1 Surface area of the habitat type
inside the pSCls, SCls and SACs
network (in km? in biogeographical/
marine region)

11.2 Type of estimate

11.3 Surface area of the habitat type
inside the network Method used
11.4 Short-term trend of habitat
area in good condition within the
network Direction

11.5 Short-term trend of habitat
area in good condition within
network Method used

11.6 Additional information

a) Minimum
b) Maximum
c) Best single value 93,35

Minimum
Complete survey or a statistically robust estimate

Stable (0)

Complete survey or a statistically robust estimate

Habitat type for which either new Natura sites have been designated or former
ones have been expanded to cover a bigger part of their surface area.

The change in 11.1 (in comparison to the previous report) is due to the updated
mapping datasets on terrestrial habitat types within the Natura 2000 network
(pSCls, SCls and SACs), based on the most recent national project (results became
available in 2018). As this project did not include the extended areas of the
Natura 2000 sites, nor the newly proposed SCls, the surface area reported is the
minimum.

12. Complementary information

12.1 Justification of % thresholds for
trends

12.2 Other relevant information

20/1/2020
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