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Fig. 4. Distribution of grassland
habitats by IUCN categories (A),
conservation value (B), impact of
threats (C) and risks of loss (D).

Mountain hay meadow
Moist or wet mesotrophic to eutrophic hay meadow

Moist or wet mesotrophic to eutrophic pasture

R56 Montane subalpine moist or wet tall herb and fern fringe

To establish the current state of distribution of
grassland habitats in Ukraine, to identify their
floristic and ecological peculiarities, to develop
measures to stop their losses and ensure their

Grassland Habitats of Ukraine and In
the development of a draft Strategy for
the conservation of grassland habitats
In Ukraine.
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Continental inland salt steppe

Temperate inland salt marsh

Semi desert salt pan

Continental subsaline alluvial pasture and meadow

Depressions (pody) of the Steppe zone

long-term existence.

Data from:

Ukrainian Grassland Database (EU-UA-001) — 11843 plots
Eastern European Steppe Database (EU-00-030 ) — 4125 plots
«Vegetation of Bukovyna+” (EU-UA-009) — 4283 plots.
UkrVeg (http://geobot.org.ua/about-ukrveg/) — 3174 plots

Expert System — EUNIS-Esy (Chytry et al. 2020);

Distribution maps have been created using QGIS
3.16.10 (grid maps) and R (R Core Teams 2021)
with 'embarcadero’ package (Carlson 2020)
(prediction maps);

Phytoindication with Didukh Ecological Scales
(Didukh 2012);

Habitat assessment by the conservation value,
Impact of threats and risks of loss (Didukh et al.
2018) and to IUCN criteria (Janssen et al. 2016).

. According to the analysis of 23746 vegetation plots with the
EUNIS-Esy expert system and subsequent verification, 28 habitat
types were identified.

Predicting the habitats distribution gave the most accurate results
for those types whose distribution is caused by climatic factors, as
well as both edaphic and climatic factors.

. According to the results of the assessment of grassland habitats
according to IUCN criteria, as well as the assessment of the
conservation value, impact of threats and risks of loss, it was
found that the most valuable and threatened types are R11, R1B,
R41, and R44

. The results of distribution, floristic and ecological peculiarities of
grassland habitats will be used in the National Atlas of Grassland
Habitats of Ukraine and in the development of a draft Strategy for
the conservation of grassland habitats in Ukraine.
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