Mapping and Assessmentior §
- Integrated ecosystem Accolii

Natural capital accounting in the CrechGlobe
Czech Republic

Introduction

In the Czech Republic, MAIA supported accounts include extent account and ecosystem
services accounts. Ecosystem services accounts has been focusing on carbon account
(biophysical and monetary), water purification account (biophysical and monetary) and
nature-based recreation account (monetary). Beside that, we tested the application of
value transfer approach to ecosystem accounting and water retention model. Ecosystem
accounting will become a component of the environmental-economic accounts reported
by the Czech Statistical Office.
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Nature motivated tourism Water filtration — monetary account

* Uses (1) Tourism Satellite Account data and (i) two surveys conducted « Based on replacement cost of drinking water treatment in
with tourists in the Czech Republic comparison of surface and groundwater sources

* Determines portion of tourism related spending in Czechia that could * The difference in production costs of drinking water from
be attributed to nature motivated trips groundwater and surface ranged between

« Estimated for (a) all trips and (b) trips that were for recreation only 0.078 and 0.093 EUR - m3
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Value transfer

* We tested the applicability of value transfer approach to
ecosystem accounting

Meta-analysis of forest valuation studies was performed for
Europe based on studies in the period 2000 - 2017

* We found that the total value of forest Iis approximately
2842 US$ ha 'year™, with regulation and maintenance ES
being the most valuable services

* These results were applied to monetary supply and use table




