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Does your project or daily work refer / contribute In
any way to...

...land use planning Indirectly by spatial analysis of biodiversity and
connectivity
...transport & energy Indirectly by considering fragmentation

Infrastructure planning

...Intensive agricultural Indirectly by excluding those areas from potential
areas areas for the 30x30 goal and a permeable
landscape matrix

...protected areas Directly by promoting the 30x30 goal and by
realising the international network of protected
areas in both dimensions: thematically and
<natiallv
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Did you apply a specific method to analyze
connectivity / successful implementation procedures /
stakeholder processes?

= CSI

Spatial analysis by different criteria

JECAMI

PlanToConnect / ALPARC 27/11/2024 3
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What is your approach?

How can our project gain an added value
from your project learnings (regarding
approach, results, network integration,
etc.)?

How should your approach/method be applied
further in ecological connectivity planning /
research?

Other

Co-funded by
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Alpine Space

Spatial analysis with indicators and
connectivity and protection goals

By described indicators and goal definition —
defining % of permeable landscape surface /
total area to be planned

Impact assessment of urbanisation and linear
Infrastructure on ecological connectivity
network

Analyse corridors and ecological permeability
to neighbour areas
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Mapping potential ecological network —
Implementation into spatial planning

1- Identification of areas with high biodiversity value essential to ensure long-term nature
preservation.

- Identification of core zones and large continuities (ALPBIONET2030, Alpine Parks
2030)
Designated protected areas
|dentification of complementary natural areas to protect
Suitability analysis
2- Evaluate the current state of the ecological network

- Obstacles and barriers identification
Urban infrastructures
Road and railway infrastructures
Landscape fragmentation
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Working Step

(B Ofo Ty oI F-NieTa NN I [ oM ol el =T (=10} Alpine protected areas under designations:
areas within the corridor

National Parks, Nature / Regional Parks, Nature reserves, UNESCO (Biosphere reserves, world
heritage, geopark)

Natura 2000 and emerald network sites

IUCN categories I-IV

Za efel Tl | o] M=Tals B EINAT NI N EIZTE IN a second step, all GBI elements (based on the categories of CORINE Land Cover (2018) within the
elements within the (oo)gd[efel@ Nnetwork are listed and summarised according to the main categories:

(connectivity evaluation)
Artificial surfaces

Agricultural areas

Forests and semi natural areas

Wetland (marshes, peatbogs)

Water bodies (flowing and standing water)

Bl WA N EIn N Mol [E1eil2=E] The objective is to identify the current status of priority areas for the development of the alpine ecological
for ecological connectivity network and to analyse potential corridors for connecting these areas.

I @fol g lo] | N[ RF-To [o IR Ta ELAVAT I Different datasources were integrated into the analysis; however, the data collection does not extend to
regional and local data regional or local datasources to_the extensive geographical scope of the case study.

5. Barrier Analysis Identification of possible barriers and threats to the components of the potential ecological network of the
Alpine space, including core zones, stepping stones and corridors.
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1- Identification of areas with high Y

Suitability for
ecological connectivity

biodiversity value essential to ensure  mu

Zone 1

long-term nature preservation. B o /

Jihlava

Bféisgau
Buffer around
urban infrastructures

Mapping priority areas and main territorial challenges for .=

L 200m
spatial planning — ecological connectivity implementation. -z
HlOom

[ Alpine Convention
perimeter

[] EUSALP perimeter
[ Country border

2 classes Surfaces with high ecological
Ecological potential, low spatial
CVCEWERERE development, important for 88

Sources: Copernicus Land Monitoring |
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2- Evaluate the current state of the ecological Other indicators

Land: fr tati :;. 5"?\"
network e xﬁ
l;eczewn:zn density g
[ Low
[ Medium
- -:::high
Urban barriers -
- Disturbances from artificial =l
land, spatialisation of conflict T .
points A
Integration of population P \ic S
density -t e AEES IR
\l < / W Milanog ,,_ ‘- R “«'\ o
Ky _ R -
; ; Different approach
Road and ra|Iway barriers Landscape fragmentation measured accordingly to

the presence of anthropogenic barriers ( built-up
areas) and natural barriers (lakes, major rivers and

 Linear disturbances, crossing
cores and corridors mountains)

y F\)_epresentatlon of noise The Effective Mesh Density (seff) is a measure of the degree
disturbances to which movement between different parts of the landscape

Is interrupted by a Fragmentation Geometry (FG).

European Environment Agency
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Urban barriers Suiabily for
ecological connectivity

General overview of the degree of ™ :x°

urbanisation inside the Alps, most Zone 2

[ Zone 3

of the surface categorised as rural  sufer arouna

areas and towns and suburbs. o asies

200 m

150 m
[ 50m

lom
[] Alpine Convention
perimeter

Detailed representation of the =owy w
disturbed areas inside the Alps:

Sour.ces: Copemicus Land Monitoring.
Method

Protection; Permanent Secretariat of
the Alpine Convention; Basemap:

- Buffering infrastructures, MapTier
accordingly to surface covered by (;Tparc

urban areas and integrating

pOpU|ati0n denSity. interreg [ oot v

Alpine Space 0 10 20km
: ==




Potential Ecological
Network

Protection of the Spatial Planning
Areas for Biodiversity Protection
connectivity - natural areas of
high ecological value in the Alps.

Prevent isolated patches,
vulnerable to fragmentation.

|dentification of corridors linking
areas to preserve, corridors
threatened by infrastructure
barriers to restore.
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Freiburg im Brei
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I Attificial surfaces

Agricultural areas
I Broad-leaved forest
I Coniferous forest
[ Mixed forest

Regional Potential Linkages
—— Inner link, to preserve
—— Inner link, to restore
—— Link to preserve

—— Under threat, to restore

I Scrub and/or herbaceous vegetation associations [_| Alpine Convention

/ Open spaces with little or no vegetation
[ Wetlands
[ Water bodies

perimeter

Sources: Copernicus Land Monitoring Service for the Land
cover 2021; Alpine Parks 2030 for the Potential Planning
Areas for Biodiversity Protection; Eurac Research -
PlanToConnect for the Regional Potential Linkages;
Permanent Secretariat of the Alpine Convention; Basemap:

ESRL
interreg [l Soinees v

(é]\P a rC Alpine Space
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More biodiversity protection by ecological connectivity in the Alps

Interreg Q ! Interreg [l &t v

Alpine Space Wiet

Alpine Space

miterreg H
eemnect green/Alps Awinespace’

. . ()
Restoring the web of life connecting mountains people nature D_LPB{OH =T

PlanToConnect

greenAlps PlanToConnect

ALPBIONET2030

Improve the Improve the * Strategic Alpine Criteria and
understanding of framework Connectivity methods to identify
the concept of conditions for Areas (SACA) Alpine and safeguard near

i sustainable, approach — natural open
ecoioglea Nature 2030 e

Econnect OpenSpaceAlps

Ecological
connectivity tools
and methods to be
integrated into
spatial planning.

Alpine Parks

2030

e New
generation of
Protected
Areas.

e 30x30 Goal

connectivity and efficient European e Target actions.
to enhance it environmental e Creating

across the Alpine policies that will [ecololgical]
range. protect and connectivity

for generations
to come.

maintain nature in
the Alps.

11



A0

Different approaches to identify Alpine
ecological network

The ECONNECT project was designed to improve the
understanding of the concept of ecological connectivity and to
enhance such connectivity across the Alpine range and to
analyse whether the “habitat” or “species-approach” would be

more adapted to define priorities for ecological connectivity in
the Alps

Parc national -
zone centrale

Parc national -
zone périphérique

- Parc naturel
- Réserve naturelle

Réserve de

- \ biosphére
\ | o |\
oy 7 % Elément de liaison

> o, Y mnm.
///////////// 7 7 /~\— Frontiére nationale

Réseau
r~= hydrographique

= el
o

Application de

000000 Zone urbanisée

JECAMI since 2010

econnect

Restoring the web of life

etSnnect

Restoring the web of life

JECAMI
Joint Ecological Continuum Analysis and Mapping Initiative

A platform to analyze and visualize ecological connectivity in

h

Alp
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Marseille
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Non fragmented areas 7

- X lw‘ -y
Early stage | |:| Alpine Convention -
.~ Transformation stage g = Main cities ‘

- Advanced stage | |:| Alpine Countries
B core area N

Data sources : Data : Alparc, WWF,ISCAR,CIPRA;

Created : June 2010 Settlements, boundaries (Tele Atlas); Terrain : SRTM; 3 L | |
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Map of hypothetical barriers &
aIParC Priorify conservat}ion areas

5 ;‘"

Continuum
Initiative
2008-2010

~~~~~
o

v S =
* , : P
Barrier of minor importance I: Alpine Convention | "roduced by:
- Barrier of medium importance = Main cities ‘ aIPa rC

' . Created : June 2010 ogether fo the Aps
- Barrier of high importance | |:| Alpine Countries
. L 3 . Data sources : Data : Alparc, WWF,ISCAR,CIPRA;
- Barrier of very high importance § | Settlements, boundaries (Tele Atlas); Terrain : SRTM;
I corridors Gap (2002) { o T N
Main Connection Areas (Buchs 2005) 1 [}

0 25 50 100 Km
Priority Conservation Areas | | | I
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Different approaches to identify Alpine
ecological network

e ALPBIONET2030 facilitates an SACA 1: Ecological Conservation Areas
Alpine Ecological v" Connectivity is working quite well
(ConneCtiVity) Network. v~ Mainly need conservation of the status

* |t heads for integrating SACA 2 : Ecological Intervention Areas
wildlife management and v

. Important links between SACA 1 areas
defragmentation approaches

. . . J . . . .
into sectoral policies. Connectivity is currently working to some extent

but would benefit from enhancements

* |t extends its spatial focus to v
the EUSALP perimeter, which
helps to tackle main
connectivity barriers towards v~ Barriers for connectivity between SACA 1

the Alps v Mitigate negative impacts

Development ( e.g. restoration)

SACA 3 : Connectivity Restoration Areas




ALPBIONET2030

The Strategic Alpine Connectivity
Areas (SACA) classification of the
alpine and EUSALP area in three types
of categories offers the possibility to
better target actions and funds in
favour of ecological connectivity has
led to an innovative cartography of
the territory.

interreg H
Alpine Space

MALPBIONET

ELROPEAN HECIONAL DEVELGEMENT FUND

CZECH REPUBLIC

5

Dy Pl .
P4 s = o
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FRANCE

HUNGARY

*
et : W‘,h&:‘
y »

[JEUSALP perimeter
= » Main barriers [J Alpine Convention

Jologna BN Connectivity areas [ National border
ITALY ) ; Hydrographic network
Ml SACA 1 : Ecological conservation areas
N SACA 2 : Ecological intervention areas
LRI I SACA 3 : Connectivity restoration areas Gﬁ)arc

200 km Sources: ©EuroGeographics EuroGlobalMap opendata (Original product is
freely available) for rivers, lakes, built-up areas and localities;
©EuroGeographics for the administrative boundaries; Asters; SNP; Basemap:

N ESRI.

17






Process
protection

Assessment of the Existing Network of Alpine Protected Areas -

Criteria for the Evaluation of the Effective Conservation of Ecosystems and Habitats

Surface and
protection level
of Alpine
Protected Areas
categories

Altitudinal
distribution of
the surface of

Alpine protected
areas

Coverage /
Ecological
Representativity

Connectivity
potential

Management
system and
transboundary
cooperation

19
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Alpine Protected Areas

** Protected areas in the Alps

present a mosaic of different situations and
types even within the same denomination.

** Mission and protection status

differ from country to country / region to
region — all categories have their legitimacy!

¢ Level of protection

is generally low. Only a small number of the
28.5% of alpine protected areas is strongly
protected according to IUCN and ALPARC
classification systems — allowing ecological
process protection.
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777/ Réserve de s biosphise de [UNESCO
T Ry s s datESCo

Parc naturel régional - Parco regionale o naturale; UNESCO 3t
- Regiski park - Nature / Ragional park UNESCO Bostam resenat
. NESCO Bosphers mserve
Sondsrschutzform - Frosebna zaiota - Particular protection status Zone d'appication de la Convenson Apine
Zona & sppicasons dels Convensone dde Al
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Obomog cvaprsa konvence
Apen Conventon parereter

Sources:
Alpine Convention perimeter € Permanent Secretaniat of the Alpine Convention; delmitations of Alpine protacted
areas € dfferent nabonal, and

regonal and protecied area s,
opendata (onginal product s freely avadable); rebef
€ swisstopo Palliwoda, Juba, Biermann, Andrea, Fischer, Jia, Kraemer, Roland, & Scheiter, Matthias. (2021).
Zoning of UNESCO Buosphere Reserves in Eupe (Version 1) [Dota set]. Zenodo. hitps://doi.om/10.5281/ (
220080 4905532 for Mura/Drave/Dabube UNESCO Biosphere reserve. This map makes no claim 1 being
e e

exhaustve.
€ ALPARC 2024. All ights reserved. www.alparc.org

100 km
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The concept of strong protection

Wien

o

GERMANY Linz

Minchen

Strong protection in the Alps is limited and the extension of wilderness
areas across the Alpine Arc is even very small. Wilderness can be

RN
‘ !
¥ i ]
Y.
y

considered by the IUCN categories la/Ib and mostly by category Il (core )31 Rt
. .rlll )%
areas of national parks). Several nature reserves and nature parks
(especially in Italy) can also be considered as strong protection. ot =t

% Alpine
Convention

IUCN Category Surface Km?2

Lyon

Trieste
o

la 514 0.3% Venezia
b 164 0.1% e CROATIA
‘ ITALY \
Il 7,526 3.9% parma
Il 139 0.1% Pologna Areas with strong protection status [_] Alpine Convention
LI Genova ¢ B National Park National border
: Hydrographic network
[} Nature / Regional park
1Y 12,046 6.3% RN O Nature Reserve
Weighted surface ‘ l alparc
Firenze
accord“"g to over- 19.900 10.4% MONACO Sources: Data from different national and regional authorities and
Ia S (redundancies ’ - o & protected area managements for delimitations of Alpine protected
P D\Marseille 9 100 Jan areas; Permanent Secretariat of the Alpine Convention for the Alpine
between PAS)* e | Convention perimeter; World database on protected areas - IUCN.
% o Basemap:ESRI.

March 2023.

IUCN protected areas categories with the strongest protection
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Altitudinal distribution

The altitude plays a special role for the 3"

. : . CHWEIZ ..
habitats in the Alps as it has a SUISSE / SVIZZERA'
fundamental influence on all ecological e,
processes via the climatic gradient.

DEUTSCHLAND

. FRANCE
The representation of strongly

protected areas in the lowlands is
underdeveloped as there are land-use
conflicts. We take as an example some
figures:

e Two-thirds of the total surface of all RN T HALA fitudinal
1% 5 a7 Altitudi t
13 National Parks of the Alps are Ve | : B Under 1000 mas)  JAbine Convention
- 1000 - 1500 m a.s.l I:I Naﬁonal border
Iocated ove r 2’000 m a .S. I . P Bologna E ;ggg = ;288 m a.s.: Hvdrographic network
- m a.s.
2500 - 3000 m a.s.| (a| are
e Half of the total surface of all nature B Over 3000 m a.s.| P
Sources: ESRI Basemap; Data from different national and regiol
reserves Of the Alps are Iocated Over e Monaco Jirenze authorities and protected area managements for delimitations of Alpi
1 500 I - MONACO protected areas; Permanent Secretariat of the Alpine Convention for t
) m a -S- . o Alpine Convention perimeter; ©EuroGeographics EuroGlobalMap opend:
Marseille a ’ 0 50km  (Original product is freely available) for rivers, lakes, built-up areas z
. . : | | localities; Copernicus Land Monitoring Service for the digital elevat
9 ”St rO nge r th e p rOte CtIO n, h |gh e r a re R 2 S model; ©EuroGeographics for the administrative boundaries.

Note: This map makes no claim to be exhaustive.

the protected areas”
22
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Nl‘he:nl gxnl nnectivity potential a Mpmudeduu

w
Ipine protected areas

FRANCE

A0

Connectivity potentiel-
Strategic Alpine
Connectivity Areas

While large, functional, and well-managed
protected areas are extremely important for
conserving biodiversity, it is essential to
recognise that vast amounts of biodiversity and
ecosystem attributes exist in and depend on
landscapes outside of the present-day
protected area domain.

=> A significative extension of the overall alpine
protected areas surface will only be possible by
connecting them creating larger non
fragmented protected surfaces.

CZECH REPUBLIC

CZECH REPUBLIC

CROATIA

SLOVAKIA

WAk Bratislava

FRANCE

‘\3‘ - '!., SLHVENIA
m'm ¥ %agreb

Qe L /(;&\\
= = Transects [CJEUSALP perimeter

= ® Main barriers [JAlpine Convention

Hologna B7S Connectivity areas [INational border
Hydrographic network
ITALY Il SACA 1 : Ecological conservation areas
I SACA 2 : Ecological intervention areas
Slorence [ SACA 3 : Connectivity restoration areas (a]bar(

200 km Sources: ©EuroGeographics EuroGlobalMap opendata (Original product is
freely available) for rivers, lakes, built-up areas and localities;
©EuroGeographics for the administrative boundaries; Asters; SNP; Basemap:

n ESRI.
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Biodiversity representation (Habitat Coverage)

Overlay between Key Biodiversity Areas and
Strong Protected Areas in the Alps

Piion

dron

pBnaco

MONACO

_Genova

GERMANY JAmmchen

gaceria_|TALY.

gaseets

SLOVENIA

diubliana

CROATIA

parma 'S
. | I Giobal Key Blodiversity Areas KBAs
¢ " I stong Protected Areas

B Overlap Key Biodiversity Areas - Protected Areas

[ Awine convention

[ National border

sl alparc
Sirenze Sources; Data from different national and regional authorities and protected area managements

| for delimitations of Alpine protected areas; Permanent Secretariat of the Alpine Convention for

the Alpine Convention perimeter: uroGeographics EuroGlobalMap opendata (Original
) he Alpine Conventi i DEUroG: hics EuroGlobalM data (Original
5 0 50 ki product is freely available} for rivers, lakes, built-up areas and localities; ©EuroGeographics for

Y M the administrative boundaries; The World Database of Key Biodiversity Areas (KBAS)
Note: This map makes no claim to be exhaustive.

e —— |

December 2021

Forest ca

HUNGARY

Forest categories [ Aipine Convention perimeter
Broad-leaved forest [_] EUSALP perimeter
M coniferous forest [ National border

B Vixed forest Hydrographic network
(alparc

Sources: Data from different national and reglanal authorities and protected area managements

renze
d for dellmitations of Alpine protected areas; Permarent Secretarlat of the Alpine Convention for

e Alpi pecimeter: pes {Original product
is freely avsilable) for rivers, lakes, bullt-up areas and localities; DEuroGeographics for the
0 50 km administrative boundaries; Land Cover from Copernicus land monitoring service.

Alpine Natura 2000 and emerald network areas

GERMANY

Piion

FRANCE

Lyon

Hitang

CROATIA

Piacenia

ITALY
Jarma
Fologra
o Genov
Z Protected areas.
£ S I Natura 2000 / Emerald Network
7 ¢ [ Alpine Convention perimeter
Y ] National border [
Hydrographic network ( alparc

- q& €5 Sources: Data from diffecent national and reglonal authorities and protected area
= managements for delimitations of Alpine protected areas: Permanent Secretariat of the




Spatial development

Approach: The level of spatial
development is defined by the
coverage of 11 infrastructure
components inside a watershed

Artificial
recreational
facilities

* Buildings .
* Highways

 Secondary

e Power lines
roads

Raw material
extraction

e Landfills/
dumps

e Residential
e Railways
o Ski lift facilities

* Airports « Power plants
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M Alpine Parks 2030 — Reaction on decision COP15

7 - 19 December 2022

2020 UN BIODIVERSITY CONFERENCE
COP15-CP/MOP10-NP/MQOP4

Ecological Civilization-Building a Shared Future for All Life on Earth
KUNMING — MONTREAL

More coherent and
better coordinated
spatial planning within
the intensively used
Alpine spaces

Strategic
implementation of

ecological connectivity

Goal of the COP 15

Effective conservation 30% of the land (and sea)

Alpine Parks 2030 identifies the current situation of the network
of alpine protected areas, proposes improvements of the network
and stronger cooperation between protected areas.

Increased cooperation
between Alpine
protected areas — both
on the thematic and the
territorial level
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1000 1500 ma.s.|
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JAlpine Convention
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Hydrographic network
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Spatial
evelopment
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[CJEUSALP perimeter

[JAlpine Convention

[INational border
Hydrographic network

= = Main barriers
B2 Connectivity areas

ISACA 1 : Ecological conservation areas

B SACA 2 : Ecological ntervention areas

B SACA 3 : Connectivity restoration areas alparc

200k Sources: OuroGeographics EuroGiobalMap opendata (Original product is
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©EuroGeographics for the administrative boundaries; Asters; SNP; Basemap:
ESRI.

Connectivity
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Sources: Bacemop ESRIEEA Cothments and Ruers etk Stim ECRINS -
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200 KM service, ALPARC.
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Step1 - Ecologically Favourable
Areas (EFA)

The Ecological Favorable Areas (EFA) are
the result of a multicriteria analysis that
aggregates the performance regarding the
defined criteria.

EFA % Distribution of EFA within the
surface X .
km2 Alpine Convention surface

<=35 21,617 11.3%

35-50 85,316 44 7%

50-65 10,830 5.7%

65-75 35,551 18.6%

>75 37,675 19.7%

& Result simulation 1
' Il <35 [] EUSALP perimeter

[ 35-50
[] 50-65

R [ ] 65-75
e i

Sources: @EuroGeographics for the administrative boundaries; World
Database on Protected Areas, ALPARC database and European

I ZCI)HO km Environment Agency for Protected Areas delimitations; SNP; Basemap:
. ESRI;

Note: This map makes no claim to be exhaustive.
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Step 2 — which improvements to
achieve 30% of potential areas to

protect by effective measures? o ey ey Tl

Major improvements on protection scope and connectivity (optimum o= : Y

scenario): - =

* Surface extension of all strong protected areas by 25% e < i gl iy Ay T RUTY s

* Providing a protection status comparable to IUCN cat Ill or IV to all : -t SR T s Yy e

* Improving ecological connectivity by linking all SACA1 areas (=creating ., ey : o
larger non fragmented areas) 1S el AT 2 o b ; : e -

:
}

Providing a protection status to all weak protected areas comparable
to IUCN cat. lll or IV.

% Distribution = ,
among AC P o) ﬁnlli"::s,oom [ EUSALP perimeter
surface 5::%2%
<=35 9,9% ] e s = S
35-50 39,3% R SR
50-65 5,9% > - S SRR s
65-75 9,3% Eats 2 i %%)MNMMMMMMwu
>75 35.6%
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Step 3 - Potential Areas for Biodiversity
Protection by an Alpine Spatial Planning Model:

The analysis based on the Ecologically Favourable Areas
intends to identify all relevant components- effectively

Ry
. . B3y
conserved, ecologically representative, and well-connected , e
L % . T
flecting the visi f th 15 decisi enigiesrid & ' g
areas reflecting the vision of the COP 15 decision. B - E6Awihonindexs7s, [ IV-E6A withan ndex 65 VI-EAwkhanindecsss, [ cUSALP perimeter
spatial development <10% and spatial development <10% and spatial development <20% and not Ioi . alparc
corresponding to SACA 1. corresponding to SACA 1. corresponding to SACAlor2. :I Alpine Convention
B '-EFA with an index >75, I V-EFA with an index >65, VIII -EFA with an index >65,
spatial deve:lopment <20% and spatial devglopment <20% and spatial devglopment >20% and EFA: Ecologically Favourable Area
corresponding to SACA 1. corresponding to SACA 1. corresponding to SACA 1. Sources: Data from different national, regional authorities and
I 11 - EFA with an index >75, VI - EFA with an index >65, IX - EFA with an index >65, Protected Area for itations of Alpine
spatial development <20% and spatial development <20% and spatial development >20% and Protected Areas; WDPA - IUCN; Basemap: ESRI.

corresponding to SACA 2. corresponding to SACA 2. corresponding to SACA 2. Note: This map makes no claim to be exhaustive.

Ecologically Favourable Areas
—EFA

Spatial development
>65 and >75

<20

—

9 Categories of potential areas for
biodiversity protection

covering 37,72% (72,043 km?) of the
Alpine Convention surface.

>

Strategic Alpine Connectivity
Areas — SACA
* SACA1

- SACA?2 20



Potential Areas for
Biodiversity Protection

Biodiversity Value and Strong
Protection

* 14,609 km?
® (7.3% distribution within the AC)

Only Biodiversity Value without
Strong Protection

© 24,119 km?
® (12.6% distribution within the AC)

Only Strong Protection without

Biodiversity Value

¢ 1,151 km?
* (0.6% distribution within the AC)

Zagreb

)

Florence

I ' - EFA with an index >75, IV - EFA with an index >65, ~ VIl - EFA with an index >65, AN\ TUCN T -1V |:] EUSALP perimeter
spatial development <10% and spatial development <10% and spatial development <20% and not (Without Hunting Reserves ) .
corresponding to SACA 1. corresponding to SACA 1. corresponding to SACA 1or 2. and Rest Areas) |:] Alpine Convention

B - EFA with an index >75, V - EFA with an index >65, VIII -EFA with an index >65, /// Natura 2000 / Emerald Network
spatial development <20% and spatial development <20% and spatial development >20% and Key Biodiversity Areas (al arc
corresponding to SACA 1. corresponding to SACA 1. corresponding to SACA 1. EFA: Ecological Favourable Area P

- 11l - EFA with an index >75, VI - EFA with an index >65, IX - EFA with an index >65, Sources: Data from different national, regional authorities and
spatial development <20% and spatial development <20% and spatial development >20% and Protected Area managements for delimitations of Alpine Protected
corresponding to SACA 2. corresponding to SACA 2. corresponding to SACA 2. Areas; WDPA - [UCN; Basemap: ESRI.

Note: This map makes no claim to be exhaustive.
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Biodiversity Value Strong protection

Distribution Surface Distribution Distribution Surface Distribution Distribution
Description within the Km2 within cate- within AC Km? within cate- within AC
AC surface' gory (%) surface gory (%) surface

EFA>75/08A <10%/

A0

| e 18773 9.83% AAA 14008 7089%  7.85% 10,028 5342%  5.25%

Cate g0 ries of Potential I 55%2175 /O8A<20%/  goao  348% ABA 4710  70.91%  247% 1888 ©28.43%  0.99%

Plannin g Areas for I EE& ;5 /OSA<20%/ 7943 414% ABB 0555 32.00%  134% 576  7.28%  0.30%

i i i i v EFA>B5/0SA<10%/ 4795 9519 BAA 2013  60.79%  153% 608 12.68%  0.32%
loailversity Frotection SACA 1

v EEE\;; ?5 /OSA<20%/ 41938  101% BBA 1165 60.18%  0.61% 329  17.01%  047%

The Potential areas were classified VI gaon o/ OSAS20%I 7649 400% BBB 0331  8047%  122% 269  352%  0.14%

into three groups ta kin g Into Vil EE’)"\S’A%A’ 10_82‘”‘ <20%/ 3087  162% BBC 1600 51.83%  084% 372  1205%  0.19%

account their suita blllty for Vil EE& ?5 /OSA>20%/ 4410  231% BCA 3162  7170%  1.66% 1051  2384%  055%

improvement accordingly to:
P sly X EEE\;; 35 /OSA>20%/ 4845 882% BCB 5205 31.43%  2.77% 638  379%  0.33%
TOTAL 72048 37.72% 38720 53.75%  20.28% 15760 21.87%  8.25%

* Protection status

" Alpine Convention Perimeter 190,989 km2 (GIS area).
urrace 2 These areas and especially the category | have already an important surface protected but siill a high surface potential for more efficient nature
protection (between 47 — 76% of the overall surface of those categories)

EFA with high biodiversity value? and important surface (km?) for improvement of protection status
EFA with limited biodiversity value but relative important surface (km2) for the improvement of the protection status

EFA with lower biodiversity value but important surface (km2) for the improvement of the protection status
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Potential
Planning
Areas for
Biodiversity
Protection

RS -

EFA with high biodiversity value and

important surface (km?) for improvement

of protection status

| - EFA with an index >75,
spatial development <10% and
corresponding to SACA 1.

Il - EFA with an index >75;
spatial development <20%
and corresponding to SACA 1.
VIII - EFA with an index >65;
spatial development >20%
and corresponding to SACA 1.

EFA with limited biodiversity value but relative
important surface (km?) for the improvement
of the protection status

IV - EFA with an index >65,

spatial development <10% and
corresponding to SACA 1.

V- EFA with an index >65,

spatial development <20%

and corresponding to SACA 1.

VIl - EFA with an index >65,
spatial development <20%,

not corresponding to SACA 1 or 2.

oBologna

oFlrenze

EFA with lower biodiversity value [ EUSALP perimeter

but important surface (km?) for :' Alpine Convention

the improvement of the protection status
Il - EFA with an index >75;

- spatial development <20% { a|Pal’C
and corresponding to SACA 2.
VI - EFA with an index >65; EFA: Ecologically Favourable Area

Sources: Data from different national, regional
Authorities and Protected Area managements,
ALPARC database, WDPA - IUCN and European

spatial development <20%
and corresponding to SACA 2.

IX- EFA with an index >6§; Environment Agency for the delimitation of Alpine
spatial development >20% Protected Areas; Basemap: ESRI.
and corresponding to SACA 2. Note: This map makes no claim to be exhaustive. 33



And the story of alpine ecological
connectivity goes on...

www.alparc.org

alparc
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