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BISI — the methodology
» Combined comparison of occurrence of indicator
species relative to defined (realistic) reference
» Indicator species selections area/habitat specific
» Indicator species selected on basis of:
= being characteristic,
= being sensitive/indicative for one (or several)
of the dominant disturbances
= sufficient power to detect disturbance related
differences (common under natural good
quality conditions, only minor fluctuations)

{ > Reference levels from (recent) historic maximum

potential observations, considering natural
population fluctuations (derivation using a
standardized decision scheme)

» Different monitoring techniques and observation
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General vs specific BISI’s
- General: All indicator species equal
- Specific: Only species with cause or effect
related indicator value (different weight in
analyses) included
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