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Question 1: Do you have any comments on the definition and description of ecosystem assets and 
ecosystem accounting areas and the associated measurement boundaries and treatments? 

I have no comments. I think those definitions are clear and particularly useful to create 

maps and show the spatial variability. 

 

Question 2. Do you have any comments on the use of the IUCN Global Ecosystem Typology as the 
SEEA Ecosystem Type Reference Classification? 

I agree with using the IUCN Global Ecosystem Typology as the reference classification to 

facilitate international comparison.  

I think we have a huge challenge in Uruguay regarding this topic, since we have many 

land use/cover maps with different classifications, resolutions, sources (satellite images, 

surveys..), covering different periods, which were created for different purposes, etc.  

I believe we should discuss with the institutions involved in the production and use of 

these statistics, which is the best land use/cover map to use as our starting point in the 

creation of an ecosystem accounting system in our country.  

Is there any advice on how to do this selection? 

Finally, the conversion to the international classification would probably be relatively 

easy.   

 

Question 3. Do you have any comments on the recording of changes in ecosystem extent and 
ecosystem condition, including the recording of ecosystem conversions, as described in chapters 4 
and 5? 

I think the explanation about how to record those changes seems totally reasonable.  
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Question 4. Do you have any comments on the three-stage approach to accounting for ecosystem 
condition, including the aggregation of condition variables and indicators? 

I think the three step approach is good and logic. 

 

Question 5. Do you have any comments on the description and application of the concept of 
reference condition and the use of both natural and anthropogenic reference conditions in 
accounting for ecosystem condition? 

I understand the importance of considering for instance, the pristine or natural state or 

minimally disturbed conditions, etc., as the reference level. However, it could be very 

difficult and costly to measure. 

I think itwould be easier to estimate and maybe more useful, to work with a policy target 

or a threshold. I know it is possible to include those values in the framework, but not as 

the reference level. 

 

Question 6. Do you have any comments on Ecosystem Condition Typology for organising 
characteristics, data and indicators about ecosystem condition? 

I found the ecosystem condition typology very appropriate to organise the data. 
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Question 7. Do you have any other comments on Chapter 3? 

No more comments. 

 

Question 8. Do you have any other comments on Chapter 4? 

No more comments. 

 

Question 9. Do you have any other comments on Chapter 5? 

I would like to make one comment andsome questions. 

Comment: 

- Maybe is possible to relate the SEEA - EEA (ecosystem accounting) with the SEEA - CF 

(central framework) by for example, connecting the flows from the economy to the 

environment with the pressures you commented in chapter 5 and the flows from the 

environment to the economy with the concept of overexploitation of natural 

resources that you also mentioned there. I mean, those flows affect the state of 

ecosystems and it may be possible to connect them with the ecosystem condition 

accounts, probably through some biophysical modelling. And this leads me to the 

first question… 

Questions: 

- How can models (like SWAT or InVest) be embedded in the SEEA framework? I know 

some people used them to support ecosystem accounting as part of this first 

experimental stage, but I still do not know if they are definitely going to be 

considered in a more systematic way in the final report. 

- I was also wondering about how the dynamics involved in the famous cascade 

diagram (link) are reflected in the SEEA – EEA framework. Because for me, with this 

system of accounts we can see the condition of the ecosystems for different 

accounting periods (e.g. every year), but, how those changes are explained? Does 

the framework really answer that question? May be this is part of what is going to be 

covered in the next draft, as said in the note to reviewers in page 16, chapter 5. 
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