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Talk structure:

1. Introducing regional differences in agriculture production
potential,

2. Range of agroclimatic conditions in this century;

3. A bit of historical context.

More details availablein:
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Productionpotential of agriculture:
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Environmentalzonesg rainfed productivity:
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The Environmental Stratification of Europe

Environmental Zone

B ALN - Alpine North
I BOR - Boreal

= 1NEM - Nemoral

B ATN - Atlantic North
I ALS - Alpine South
o CON - Continental
I ATC - Atlantic Central
mm PAN - Pannonian

" 1LUS - Lusitanian
~1ANA - Anatolian M
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Changeof the temperature and Frecipitation per 1ACwarming
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1. Regional differences

Impact on the agroclimatic conditions
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3. Historical context
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Brief summary:

1. Throughout most of the environmental zones, there were clear signs of
agroclimatic condition deterioration and a marked need for adaptive
measures;

2. Rainfed agriculture might face more climate-related risks, although the
analyzed agroclimatic indicators will most likely remain at a level that
permits acceptable crop yields;

3. evidence also suggests that there is the risk of an increasing number of
extremely unfavorable years in many climate zones, which result in poor
economic returns.
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Historical context study of agroclimatic conditions
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