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Cd

CL

CLC
CLRTAP
Cu
EMEP

GIS

ICP

Level 11

MM2015
MSC-E
N

Ni

Pb

\"

Zn

Arsenic

Cadmium

Critical Loads

CORINE Land Cover

Convention on Long-range Transboundary Air Pollution

Copper

Co-operative Programme for Monitoring and Evaluation of the Long-
range Transmission of Air Pollutants in Europe (unofficially ‘European
Monitoring and Evaluation Programme’ = EMEP)

Geographic Information System

Mercury

International Cooperative Programmes reporting to the CLRTAP
Working Group on Effects.

Of the six existing ICPs, this report evaluates data collected or calcu-
lated in the ICP Vegetation (ICP on Effects of Air Pollution on Natural
Vegetation and Crops) and the /ICP Forests (ICP on Assessment and
Monitoring of Air Pollution Effects on Forests).

Reference is also made to the work of the ICP Modelling and Mapping
(ICP on Modelling and Mapping of Critical Loads and Levels and Air
Pollution Effects, Risks and Trends).

The ICP Forests monitors forest conditions at two monitoring intensity
levels: Level I and Level II. Level II intensive monitoring currently
covers 68 sites in selected forest ecosystems in Germany with the aim
of clarifying cause—effect relationships.

Moss Monitoring 2015

Meteorological Synthesizing Centre East of EMEP

Nitrogen
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viii Abbreviations

Min Minimum

P20 20. Percentile

P50 50. Percentile

P90 90. Percentile

P98 98. Percentile

Max Maximum

MW Arithmetic Mean

SD Standard Deviation

VT Distribution; VT [1] = normal distribution; VT [2] = lognormal

distribution; VT [3] = other distribution
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