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Simulation hydrodynamic surface water model
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Simulation groundwater model - SIMGRO
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Plant communities — survey results
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Plant communities — model input
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DEM of the area — basis for the results integration
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Groundwater results vs. Surface water results
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Integration of the reults and calculation
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Hydrological characterisitics
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Eight optimizations variants
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Results of optimization
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Six simulation variants
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Simulation results — frequency of flooding
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Imulation results — average amplitude
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Simulation results — average maximum inudation
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Simulation results — average water depth
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Proposal for the thresholds: swamp, wet, moist
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Simulation results — size of areas of different status

"

A il "li".i'ﬂ]_ji:.’bf | AL bﬂgm oist habitat

sl gt fe A e =t G et St 0 s T =R =

Fa5 IR
| a7
415 il
RES3 281 e =2 sy
Ri&d 516 441 B SEET
RI&E 3145 157 1424 1584
Total area = 14449 ha




Simulation results — maps of areas of different status
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Simulation results — maps of areas of different status
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Conclusions
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