Understanding landscape resilience by changes at fine scale
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Table 1 Ecological indicators according Sarbu et al. (2013)

Ecological indicator 1-3 4-6 7-X
shadow | partial shadow | full light
Temperature cold warm hot
Soil humidity dry slight moisture | aquatic
Soil reaction acid neutral alkaline
Amount of N mineral in the :
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m Light 0 0 2 1 9 10
Temperature 0 0 6 5 5 6
B Soil humidity 6 5 2 4 3 2
B Soil reaction 0 0 0 2 11 9
® Amount of N mineral in the soll 5 5 3 1 3 5

Figure 1 Ecological indicators for species identified near the wind farm (T0) and the corresponding
sampling point on the control transect (MO)
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Figure 2 Structural phytocoenosis differences between the two sites

Reference: Sarbu I., Stefan N., Oprea A., (2013). Plante vasculare din Roménia, Determinator ilustrat de
teren. Bucuresti: Editura VictorBVictor



