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U3Bagka ot cucremata SONIX Ha BAH
A 1.2.1. Uutatn B WoS unu Scopus

o 3BeHo: ( HUITT ) HaumoHaneH MHCTUTYT no reochu3unka, reoaesmns u reorpadus
o Cexuma: (HAITT ) TNC

o Wwme: (HWITT/0002 ) Heakos, CtosH LiBeTaHoB

o Bwup Ha uutupaworo usganue: Mybnukauus B Scopus/WoS

o [loguna: 2014 + 2020

 Twun 3anucu: Benyku 3anncu

Bpoit uuTpaHu nyonukaumu: 19 Bpoii uuTMpalm n3TouHMLM: 558
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1. Nedkov, S., Nikolova, M.. Modeling floods hazard in Yantra river basin. CD Proceedings from BALWOIS Conference. Ohrid, May 23-26, 2006
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1. Anthony Campbell, Soni M. Pradhanang, Soroush Kouhi Anbaran, Joshua Sargent, Zachary Palmer & Michael Audette (2018) 1.000
Assessing the impact of urbanization on flood risk and severity for the Pawtuxet watershed, Rhode Island, Lake and Reservoir
Management, 34:1, 74-87, DOI: 10.1080/10402381.2017.1390016, @2018 [luHk
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2. Vatseva, R., S. Nedkov, M. Nikolova, Ts. Kotsev. Modelling land cover changes for flood hazard assessment using Remote Sensing Data. Car
etal. (Eds.), Geospatial Crossroads@GI_Forum'08,, Wichmann, Heidelberg, Germany., 2008, ISBN:2308-1708, 262-267
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2. Tajbakhsh, S.M.; Memarian, H.; Sobhani, M.; Aghakhani Afshar, A.H., (2018). Kinematic runoff and erosion model efficiency 1.000
assessment for hydrological simulation of semi-arid watersheds. Global. J. Environ. Sci. Manage., 4(2): 127-140, @2018

2009

3. Nedkov, S.. Analyzing spatial dimensions of ecosystem services and their valuation using GIS: A case study in Smolyan municipality. Mpo6nemu
Ha reorpacousita, 4, 2009, 53-61
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3. Assenov, A. et al. 2016. ECOSYSTEM/LANDSCAPE SERVICES PROVIDED BY UMBROSOLS (UM) IN SELECTED 1.000
MOUNTAINOUS MUNICIPALITIES OF SOFIA DISTRICT. Proceedings of the Bulgarian Academy of Sciences, Tome 69, No
3., @2016 JlnHk
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An Ecosystem Accounting Approach Environmental Management (2018)., @2018 Jlunk
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Assessment and Management, 2017., @2017 JvHk
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Flood Risk Management, 2017., @2017 [lvHk

Pappalardo et al. The potential of green infrastructure application in urban runoff control for land use planning: A preliminary
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Yu, D. et al. Establishment of a comprehensive indicator system for the assessment of biodiversity and ecosystem services.
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Coldenberg, R. Distinction, quantification and mapping of potential and realized supply-demand of flow-dependent ecosystem
services. Science of The Total Environment Volumes 593-594, @2017 [lvHk

Pickard, et al. Forecasts of urbanization scenarios reveal trade-offs between landscape change and ecosystem services. Landscape
Ecology March 2017, Volume 32, Issue 3, @2017 Jlunk

Malek, Z. et al. Forest management and future changes to ecosystem services in the Romanian Carpathians. Environment,
Development and Sustainability, @2017 JluHk

Wei, H. et al. Integrating supply and social demand in ecosystem services assessment: A review. Ecosystem Services Volume 25,
June 2017, @2017 JlvHk

Syrbe, R. Grunewald, K. Ecosystem service supply and demand — the challenge to balance spatial mismatches. International Journal
of Biodiversity Science, Ecosystem Services & Management Volume 13, 2017, @2017 Jlunk

Xiao, Y. Identifying the Areas Benefitting from the Prevention of Wind Erosion by the Key Ecological Function Area for the Protection
of Desertification in Hunshandake, China. Sustainability 2017, @2017 Jluuk

Brody, S. et al. Evaluating the effects of open space configurations in reducing flood damage along the Gulf of Mexico coast.
Landscape and Urban Planning Volume 167, November 2017, @2017 [IuHk

Burghila, C. et al. MAIN FRAMEWORK AND INDICATORS USED IN MAPPING AND ASSESSMENT OF ECOSYSTEM SERVICES
FOR THE EU BIODIVERSITY STRATEGY UP TO 2020. Scientific Papers. Series E. Land Reclamation, Earth Observation &
Surveying, Environmental Engineering. Vol. VI, 2017, @2017 [lvHk

Liang, Y. and Liu, L. An integrated ecosystem service assessment in an artificial desert oasis of northwestern China. Journal of Land
Use Science Volume 12,2017, @2017 [luxk

Looy, K. et al. Analyzing riparian zone ecosystem services bundles to instruct river management. International Journal of Biodiversity
Science, Ecosystem Services & Management Volume 13, 2017, @2017 [lunk
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Landscape Ecology January 2017, Volume 32, Issue 1, @2017

Bukvareva, E. Supplied, demanded and consumed ecosystem services: Prospects for national assessment in Russia. Ecological
Indicators Volume 78, July 2017, @2017 [luHk

Hong, H. et al. Flood susceptibility assessment in Hengfeng area coupling adaptive neuro-fuzzy inference system with genetic
algorithm and differential evolution. Science of The Total Environment Available online 1 November 2017, @2017 [k

Garcia-Llamas, P., Geijzendorffer, I.R., Garcia-Nieto, A.P. et al. Impact of land cover change on ecosystem service supply in
mountain systems: a case study in the Cantabrian Mountains (NW of Spain) Reg Environ Change (2018)., @2018 Jlunk

Bryan et al. 2018. Land-use change impacts on ecosystem services value: Incorporating the scarcity effects of supply and demand
dynamics. Ecosystem Services Volume 32, Part A, August 2018, Pages 144-157, @2018 Jlunk

Cole et al. 2018. Acceleration and fragmentation of CORINE land cover changes in the United Kingdom from 2006-2012 detected by
Copernicus IMAGE2012 satellite data. International Journal of Applied Earth Observation and Geoinformation Volume 73, December
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Deng and Xu 2018. Degrading flood regulation function of river systems in the urbanization process. Science of The Total
Environment Volumes 622-623, 1 May 2018, Pages 1379-1390, @2018 Jlunk

Sutherland et al. 2018. Undervalued and under pressure: A plea for greater attention toward regulating ecosystem services.
Ecological Indicators Volume 94, Part 2, November 2018, Pages 23-32, @2018 Jluhk

Hug et al. 2018. Interactions between freshwater ecosystem services and land cover changes in southern Bangladesh: A perspective
from short-term (seasonal) and long-term (1973-2014) scale. Science of The Total Environment Volume 650, Part 1, 10 February
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Wang et al. 2018. Spatio-temporal variations of the flood mitigation service of ecosystem under different climate scenarios in the
Upper Reaches of Hanjiang River Basin, China. Journal of Geographical Sciences October 2018, Volume 28, Issue 10, pp 1385-
1398, @2018 JlvHk

Tao et al. 2018. A land-cover-based approach to assessing ecosystem services supply and demand dynamics in the rapidly
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Wu et al.2018. Ecosystem health assessment of Dongshan Island based on its ability to provide ecological services that regulate
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Adaptation in Latin America pp 131-144, @2018 Jlunk
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the management of water flows. Ecological Modelling Volume 386, 24 October 2018, Pages 1-10, @2018 Jlunk

Malek, Z., Zumpano, V. & Hussin, H. Environ Dev Sustain (2018) 20: 1275., @2018 uwk

Sanches-Porras et al. 2018. Evaluation of the Potential Change to the Ecosystem Service Provision Due to Industrialization.
Sustainability 2018, 10(9), 3355; https://doi.org/10.3390/su10093355, @2018 Jlunk

Chapter 12 - Mapping and Modeling Ecosystem Services in Petroleum-Producing Areas in Nigeria. The Political Ecology of Oil and
Gas Activities in the Nigerian Aquatic Ecosystem 2018, Pages 159-175, @2018 Jlunk

Amini Parsa, V. et al. 2019. An improved method for assessing mismatches between supply and demand in urban regulating
ecosystem services: A case study in Tabriz, Iran. PLOSONE 14 (8): €0220750., @2019 JlvHk

Wang, L. et al. 2019. Ecosystem service synergies/trade-offs informing the supply-demand match of ecosystem services: Framework
and application. Ecosystem Services, Volume 37, June 2019, 100939., @2019 [lunk

Pickard, B., Meentemeyer, R. 2019. Validating land change models based on configuration disagreement. Computers, Environment
and Urban Systems, Volume 77, September 2019, 101366., @2019 Jlunk

Pathak, S. et al. 2019. Evaluating hotspots for stormwater harvesting through participatory sensing. Journal of Environmental
Management, Volume 242, 15 July 2019, Pages 351-361., @2019 [lvHk

Xu, J. et al. 2019. Ecosystem Service Flow Insights into Horizontal Ecological Compensation Standards for Water Resource: A Case
Study in Dongjiang Lake Basin, China. Chinese Geographical Science (2019) 29: 214., @2019 [lunk

Bukvareva, E. et al. 2019. Ecosystem Services of Russian Landscapes. In: Mueller L., Eulenstein F. (eds) Current Trends in
Landscape Research. Innovations in Landscape Research. Springer, Cham., @2019 [lunk

Maebe, L. et al. 2019. The critical role of abiotic factors and human activities in the supply of ecosystem services in the ES matrix.
One Ecosystem 4: €34769., @2019 [lunk

Sylla, M., Solecka, I. 2019. Highly valued agricultural landscapes and their ecosystem services in the urban-rural fringe — an
integrated approach. Journal of Environmental Planning and Management., @2019 Jlvxk

Liu, L. et al. 2019. "Supply and demand matching of ecosystem services in loess hilly region: A case study of Lanzhou". Acta
Geographica Sinica, Vol. 74, Issue (9): 1921-1937., @2019 [lnHk
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