Predbezné hodnotenie stavu povrchovych vod Slovenska

PRILOHA 2

Graficka a tabulkova ukazka procesu harmonizacie za rok 2003

PS 2.3: Hodnotenie stavu povrchovych véd a interkalibracia, april 2009



PRILOHA &. 2

UkaZka harmonizéacie pre r. 2003

Pozn.: Komentére k textu st komentarmi PS 2.3. Kliznir6znych fazach procesu harmonizéacie (pretf@aié signovanie -
KKU, K alebo SP).

TYP P1M
BPK NEC/TOK NAZOV Percentily I I 1
VTK
P50 6 2 4
(P, NO3,
PO4, ECT)
3 P75 5 2 4
M128040D (P, NOS3,
(MzB, Mlaka pod DNV PO4, ECT)
BR) BED 3 5 4
(KNK, (P, NO3,
BSK,N, PO4, ECT)
CHSK,
NH4)
P50 6 3 3
P75 3 3 6
(N, NO3, (BSK, P,
pH) CHSK,
4 N598520D d s . NH4, PO4,
(MZB) Maléa Nitra pod Suranmi ECT)
P90 2 4 6
(KNK, N, Bsk,B, | _ _ - - Comment [SP1]: Druhy
NO3, pH) CHSK, viazané na substrat nie na nutrienty
NH4, PO4, preto sa mézeme liSv triede
ECT)
W713000D P50 10 2 0
4 K. o P75 8 4 0
(MzB) | Gahsikovo- Kdtniky ) 7 - é o 5T
sl y _ -1 Ci t [KKU2]: 2 triedovy
Topdniky NO3,PO4)| | S rozggggafgi BSKL MZrIIBepggr
P50 11 1 0 AN Efcl)relécia
W723000D | ., .. (ECT) ( Comment [SP3]: Vodivos
(M%B Chotarny Janosikovo na P75 11 1 0 ngr%?:gyt[riedu]uéu?ué\;?s
' . Ostrove (ECT) v tomto type P1M nebude triedu
BR) kanal uréujica — ZMENA nech&BR st
-) 11 dEé'IT) 0 sice Il......
******* C t [KKU4]: Su BR
HMWB cigﬁcén:;vgdiyoﬁ, ill'a%irlljoq sh
5 B007010D [ Cicarovee P50 3 1 6 e e
('\éé‘?' [UdOd R P75 |« s OO 6 | -~ — | Comment [K5]: overi’
(BSK, P, zatriedenie kyslika pri P50,75,90
CHSK,
NH4, PO4,
ECT, O)

PS 2.3 Hodnotenie stavu povrchovych vad a intelokadiia 1
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Comment [KKU6]: FCHPK s
cez Pt triedu wujuce, pozrié
namerané hodnoty, grafy a KS P{.
Vysledna trieda za FCHPK
navrhujeme Il a P 90

Beb 3 2 5
(BSK, P,
CHSK,
NH4, PO4,
ECT)
3 B183000D Lacky P50 12 0 0
(MzB) Sirava P75 11 1 0
(pH)
P90 10 2 0
(pH, CHSK)
2 B203000D Kristy P50 9 1 0
(MZB, | K. Revistia- P75 8 2 0
BR) BeZovce (CHSK,
BSK)
P90 7 2 1
(CHSK, (= I
BSK)
5 B208000D | pod Siravou P50 10 0 0
(MzB, Zaluzicky P75 9 1 0
BR) kanal (pH)
P90 9 1 0
(pH)
3 B634000D Somotor P50 10 1 1
(MZB) | Somotorsky (CHSK)
kanal P75 9 2 1
(BSK, ECT)| (CHSK)
P90 7 2 3
(KNK, (BSK,
NH4) CHSK
ECT)
Typ | Paet
OM
Sumar MZB BR F M FCHPK
Flnlmilv nJm I
PIM | 4 1x v v - - v
Il TK
1x v v - N v
Nl TK
2% v v - - v
IV TK v v v

PS 2.3 Hodnotenie stavu povrchovych vad a intelokadiia
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TYP P2M
BPK NEC/TOK NAZOV Percentily 1] ]
VTK
P50 4 4
P75 3 6
(KNK, N, (BSK, P,
NO3) CHSK,
4 M065010D . NH4, PO4,
(MZB, Tevlica pod Senicou ECT)
BR, M) P B 2 6
(KNK, N, (BSK, P,
NO3, TVO) | CHSK,
NH4, PO4,
ECT)
Typ | Paet
oM
Sumar MZB BR F M FCHPK
L v v [ il V | Il
P2M | 1 1x v - v v
IV TK

PS 2.3 Hodnotenie stavu povrchovych vad a intelokadiia
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TYP K3M
BPK NEC/TOK NAZOV Percentily | 1l 11
VTK
2 9 1 0
2 H005000D : ® p ﬁos 0
(28 | Homad | Franownica |- ggg g g
(NH4,NO3, | (Pf, CHSK)_
pH)
P50 6 4 0
BE 5 5 0
3 H038030D (Bﬁggf\'ﬁf"
(MZB) Rudniansky stie ECT)
p.-2 P90 4 5 1
(KNK, BSK, Ph
NH4, NO3,
ECT)
P50 6 4 0
P75 4 6 0
3 H085000D (CHSK) (B3K)
MzB) | Slovinsky p. tstie - 2 (KNK7, P, dBé&)
CHSK,_ |
NH4, NO3,
pH, ECT)
3 ‘ Ij) P50 9 0 0
H109000 L, P75 9 0 0
078, | Smoinik-1 | S g 5 > 0
(NO3, BSK)
P50 7 3 0
P75 7 2 1
3 H163000D . (NO3, ECT) (KNK)
(MZB) Svinka ObiSovee B0 3 (Bsi o dKlﬁKb
NO3, 'pH', -
TVO, ECT)
l 11 0 0
8 3 | o
(s, | H189500D nad odber. QNﬂLE)Q% 7777777777
BR) Torysa | objek. Tichy p. P90 g p3 g
(Nt, NO3,
pH)
2 " P50 9 2 0
(BR.R) N388000D nad Ka¢nom (KNK, ECT)

PS 2.3 Hodnotenie stavu povrchovych vad a intelokadiia
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‘| P75 KS

Comment [SP7]: OVEROVA
CI CYKLUS | — vtedy poui P75
a BPK A FCHPK su v Il.triede
kvality. Ak je CHSK triedu
urcujuce — overit EQS, pozriet
trendovu analyzu, v pripade ak nie
je zaznamenane prekrocenie EQS
a nie je rastuci trend pouzit

pripad po pozreti grf a trendov ni¢
je relavantny ako triedu urcujuci
a preto pouzit overovaci cyklus

I Comment [SP8]: Pozriet

zavislost BSK a CHSK

Comment [KKU9]: Op#’ Pt je
triedu ugujtici podobne ako pri
typy P1m B203000D, pfom vSak
nekoreluje s PO4, ktoré sa
neobjavuje ani v Il a ani v Ill
triede kvality. Kel'Ze triedu
uréujuce st dnové organizmy BR
by nemali reagovaaz tak citlivo
na fosfor. Poth trendovej analyz:
Pt vyzera ako ,nerelevantny”

a CHSK malo v roku 2003 2
netypické maximéa a pH je rovnako
atypické prave v roku 2003 a pre
navrhujeme vyslednu triedu Il pri

Comment [KKU10]: Dasa
doplni zatriedenie ak bude 2 alebo
3 netrebe pouziOP. Ak bude 1 P
nie je relevantny vid. trendova
analyza a roky 2002-2003
POUUZIT OVEROVACI
CYKLUS PRE P75, doplnené BR

Comment [KKU12]: BSK nie
je relevantny \@ CHSK
' | atrendova analyza

{ Comment [SP11]: CHSKcr

a BSK pozret zavislot a overit

\

| Comment [K13]: PH v 4 triede
kvality pri P50 a P75 OVER!

Comment [SP14]: Tazke kovy

Comment [SP15]: Alkalita nie
je triedu urcujuca

-| Comment [SP16]: P50 I krok
overovovacej procedury

Comment [KKU17]: N, NO3
aj ph su irelevantné a nie su triedu
uréujuce, vi. grf trendova analyzg
a roky 2002-2003 v porovnani

s ostatnymi rokmi. Preto
navrhujeme | triedu teda pouzit 2
overovacie procsedury, P75

a nasledne P50 a zatriedenie do |.
triedy kvality aj s otiadom na grf
a paet ukazovatipv

o
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TYP K3M
BPK NEC/TOK NAZOV Percentily | 1l 11
VTK
Nitra P75 7 4 0
(KNK, ECT,
BSK, pH)
B 6 5 0
(KNK, ECT,
NO3BSK, | |
pH)
P50 7 3 0
P75 7 3 0
3 R095020D (KNK, BSK.
MZB, : Banska Bystricd ECT)
(BR) Bystrica Y P90 6 3 1
(KNK, Bsky |
CHSK,
ECT)
P50 11 0 0
3 R118000D o P75 11 0 0
(MzB) Slatina pod Hriiovou -] 10 o |
(BSK)
P50 9 1
€ecmy | 1
3 V052530D . P75 8 2
(MZB) Revica Ruzomberok (pH, ECT)
P90 6 4
(KNK,BSK, | |
pH, ECT)
2 V165530D | pod VN Nova E?g 18 8 8
B Bystri Bystri
(BR)_ | Bystica | By ystrica. - pgg 51 o | o |
Typ | Paet
OM
Sumar MZB BR F M FCHPK
| Iniu v |\v | i WV v | Il
K3M |11 1x v v - - v
| TK v | OP
3x 4 v - R v
I TK v | OP
v v v
v v v
7 X v v - - v?
I TK v v v
v v v
v v v
v v v
v v v
v
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Comment [KKU18]: Napriek
tomu je MZB v 1.Su BR citlivé na
vodivog'????

Comment [KKU19]: Nie je
mozné po roku 2003 oveérivyvoj
vzhradom na chybajlce Udaje,
vysoka miera neistoty!!

Comment [KKU20]:
Vzhradom k vyvoju ukazovatev
CHSK, Pt, NH4 davame Il triedu.

Comment [KKU21]: BR su 1,
nezareagovali, aj KEECT je pri

vSetkych 3 P (koncentracia nebola
limitujaca) v II.

Comment [KKU22]: MZB je 3
BSK 2. Pri OM nad Klacnhom je
tiez BSK2, ale MZB 1.

Comment [KKU23]: BR preo
2 pod Vodarenskou nadrzou? - j¢
to kolisanie, ktoré to zatriedenie
ovplyviiuje? Mensi odtok, VN




PRILOHA &. 2

- rrrrr~>r e
TYP K2M
BPK NEC/TOK NAZOV Percentily | I 11
VTK
P50 11 0 0
2 A002000D P75 10 1 0
(MzB, Bodva nad Medzevom (NO3)
BR) P90 10 1 0
(No) | - [ Comment [SP24]: OK ]
P50 9 0 0
2 B136000R < ; P75 9 0 0
(MZB) Ulicka §t. hranica -) 3 7 5
QNOQ) ,,,,,,, __ - - -| Comment [KKU25]: Irelevantn
\ y vogi MZB, preto by mohla byaj
N T e |
(MzB) Ublianka P - - 777'777777797 7777777 o T 0o 1 . { comment [sP26]: )
" comment [KKU27]: MZB vo
P50 8 1 0 'ahu k FCHPK a BR sa na
(ECT) xgd?c:gnoteny, kt(?ry stri;gra "
2 B287010D - P75 7 2 0 zatriedil MZB do Ill. BR je v I.
(MZB, Ladomirka nad Svidnikom (ECT, pH)
BR) P90 6 3 0
dNO:{: ECT, | | _ - - 7 Comment [KKU28]:
hrad d j
PH) Ukazovatt pokladéme 7a.
P50 7 3 1 irelevantny. Potom by mohla
4 H385010D P75 6 3 2 zatriefover’ aj P90
; 4 ; (NO3, ECT) -
(ze) | Sokoliansky Tomyosnémeti.—ggg———p—g g - el
) (NO3, ECT,
wvo) | - W Commeg;&KKllTi:»/? %(E ‘
reaguju na =
Po0 s (CH%K (BSK5 PO maistny
KNK) CHSK,
NH4,ECT)
P75 4 0 6
5 11500000 ] (KNK, BSK, fc t [K31]: overi
(MZB) | Krtis ‘* -~ Novaves | | - ;\IPH?-I'ESCKFE 1----- - {z:tm;(;‘:nri‘e £ys|ik]a ;r\i’i’réo,YS,QO}
-) 3 1 6
(NO3) (KNK, BSK,
P.CHSK,
NH4, ECT)
M046020D — P50 5 3 2 __ - | Comment [KKU32]: zatriedeni
T Rrazaveky - Qsuské [T T T T T T T T TURNK 1T boch BPK ??
(MZB) Brezovsky suske (Eg'}lf), Et?)r;/)gtresor zaradil MZB do 4?
p. 575 5 i 4 ECT-BR?? ECTV3BRV 2 TK.
(NH4) (KNK, P,
NO3, ECT)

PS 2.3 Hodnotenie stavu povrchovych vad a intelokadiia
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TYP K2M
BPK | NEC/TOK NAZOV Percentily I I 1
VTK
P90 4 1 5
(BSK) | (KNK,P, |
NH4, NO3
ECT)
P50 6 3 2
P75 5 3 3
5 N400510D (KN, N (BSK.P
ECT) NH4)
(BR) Handlovka pod Handlovou -) 3 3 4
(KNK, (BSK,N, P,
CHSK, NH4)
ECT)
HMWB
4 M032010D | pod Myjavou P50 4 2 6
(MzB) Myjava BB 3 3 6
(BSK, (KNK, N, P,
CHSK) NH4, PO4,
ECT)
P90 3 1 8
(NO3) | (KNK, BSK,
N, P,CHSK,
NH4, PO4,
ECT)
3 M032020D | nad Myjavou P50 8 3 0
(MzB) Myjava BB 8 3 0
(KNK, NO3,
ECT)
) 7 4 0
(KNK, NO3,
PO4, ECT)
Typ | Paet
OM
Sumér MZB BR F M FCHPK
v v | rnm Vv I Il
K2M |8 3x v v v
INTK v v v?
v v v
1x v v v?
I TK
2X v v v
IV TK v v v
2Xx v v
5TK v v v

PS 2.3 Hodnotenie stavu povrchovych vad a intelokadiia

a

Comment [KKU33]: Od roku
2004 nemerané, vysoka miera
neistoty vyvoja tohto ukazovaee
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TYP K4M
BPK NEC/TOK NAZOV Percentily I ] 1
VTK
P50 10 2
P75 8 4 0
2 V001510D Vazec Ndﬁf%g'z,’ ”””””””””
(BR) Biely Vah g0 8 7 0
(BSK, P,
NH4, POj
Typ | Paet
oM
Sumar MZB BR F M FCHPK
| I v v | i v v | Il
K4aM |1 1x v v 4
Il TK

PS 2.3 Hodnotenie stavu povrchovych vad a intelokadiia

a

Comment [KKU34]: MZB
podla CHSK,BSK by spadal skor
do 2 TK vid grf.
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TYP P1S
BPK NEC/TOK NAZOV Percentily | I 11
VTK
P50 4 4 2
P75 4 2 4
5 3 (BSK, (P, NH4,
V7B B575000D Zemplinske CHSK) NO3, ECT)
( BR) ' Trnavka-1 Hradiste -) 2 3 5
(KNK, (BSK, P,
CHSK, NH4, NO3
TVO) ECT)
P50 7 4 0
P75 6 3 2
(MgB B663000D | Slovenské Nové NggHSE*éT) (P, PO4)
' Ronava-1 Mesto .
M) P90 4 4 3
(BSK, N, (P, PO4,
NO3, ECT) CHSK)
P50 9 1 0
2 P75 7 3 0
1228510D = .
('\éé?’ Krupinica | "ad Sahami B0 7 e EIOS 0
ECT) |
P50 8 4 0
P75 7 4 1
(KNK, P, (ECT)
4 1268000D Gstie NO3, PO4)
(Mze) | [Stiavmica | 7T B | s | 5 | 1
- o ] KNK P, (ECT) |
NH4, NO3
P04
P50 9 1 0
2 M095000D P75 8 2 0
A . (NO3, ECT)
(I\E/;é?, Rudava Malé Levare -) 7 3 5
(CHSK,
NO3, ECT)
P50 7 3 2
P75 5 4 3
(CHSK, (BSK, P
4 M111000D Jakubov NHé(';%OS' PO4)
(mzB) Malina '
e e e B |4 | -5 |3 -
(N, CHSK, (BSK, P
NH4, NO3, PO4)
ECT)

PS 2.3 Hodnotenie stavu povrchovych vad a intelokadiia

Comment [KKU36]: Prever?
Vv monitoringu 2008

- ~
\
\
\
\
\
\

Comment [KKU35]: BR 2
méame 2 triedovy rozdiel oproti
MZB, FCH su 3.tr., teda aj BR by
mohli byt 3.

situacia ako pri type P1IM OM

Comment [SP37]: Rovnaka
W713000D

Comment [KKU38]: BR 2
méame 2 triedovy rozdiel oproti
MZB, FCH su 3.tr., teda aj BR by
mohli byt 3. Kontrolny profil pod
velkym bodovym zdrojom zn
esisteniaCOV Malacky
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TYP P1S
BPK NEC/TOK NAZOV Percentily I I 1]
VTK
P50 8 2 0
P75 6 4 0
(P, CHSK,
3 M117010D Zohor NO3, ECT)
(M) Malina P90 4 4 2
(BSK, (P, ECT)
CHSK,
NH4, NO3)
P50 7 2 3
P75 4 4 4
o (KNK, BSK, | (P, NO3,
(I\/IAZlB) NSZS?g?/(;OD Dolny Ohaj N,CHSK) | PO4, ECT)
) 4 4 4
(KNK, BSK, | (P, NO3,
N,CHSK) | PO4, ECT)
P50 10 1 0
P75 8 3 0
(MgB R296510D istie @, é\lTo)s,
BR) ' Sikenica -) 7 4 0
(BSK, P,
NO3,ECT)
P50 5 1 6
P75 3 0 9
(KNK, BSK,
N, P, CHSK,
4 | v656000D NH4, NO3,
(MZB, Trnavka Modranka PO4, ECT)
BR) rmnav P90 B 5 5
(KNK, BSK,
N, P, CHSK,
NH4, NO3,
PO4, ECT)
P50 3 3 6
P75 3 1 8
(CHSK) | (KNK, BSK,
4 V671510D ﬁbg" ’;‘;1;
Mz8) Dolny Sladkovtovo ECT)
- f-Dudvéh- |- - - |---3--1{-—-06--F--—-9
(KNK, BSK,
N, P,CHSK,
NH4, NO3,
PO4, ECT)
P50 7 3 0
P75 7 3 0
4 W627510D (P, NOg3,
o Senec ECT)
(MzB) | Cierna Voda| 90
s e e e - - -6 -1 - ---6---1
(P,CHSK, | ]
NO3, ECT)

PS 2.3 Hodnotenie stavu povrchovych vad a intelokadiia
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Comment [KKU39]: BR 2
méame 2 triedovy rozdiel oproti
MZB, FCH su 3.tr., teda aj BR by
mohli byt 3. Kontrolny profil pod
velkym bodovym zdrojom zn
ecistenia pod Sladkovovom

Comment [KKU41]: Zamera

sa na monitoring BPK, monitoring
FCHPK prebieha ako spravcovsky
monitoring kontinualne

Comment [KKU40]: MZB ako
uz niekd’kokrat sa zda oproti FCH
a BR a M vysoko

-| Comment [SP42]: BR 2 mame

2 triedovy rozdiel oproti MZB a M
st v 3 triede, nekoreluje BSK
a CHSK s MzZB
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TYP P1S
BPK NEC/TOK NAZOV Percentily I I 1]
VTK
P50 7 5 0
P75 5 4 3
4 | we73000D| nﬂKbgh) (PégTo)s
(wze) | CieraVoda <M VO9R I pgg— g 4 S
(KNK, BSK, | (P, NH4
N, TVO) | NO3, PO4
ECT)
HMWB
4 B213000D Stretava P50 10 0 0
(MzB) | Cierna Voda P75 9 1 0
(CHSK)
P90 6 4 0
(BSK, P,
CHSK,
TVO)
5 M072010D Doj¢ P50 4 4 4
(MzB, Myjava P75 3 4 5
BR) (KNK, N, (BSK, P,
CHSK, NH4, PO4
NO3) ECT)
P90 2 5 5
(KNK, N, (BSK, P,
CHSK, NH4, PO4
NO3, pH) ECT)
3 M082000D Katy P50 4 5 3
(MZB, Myjava P75 4 4 4
M) (KNK, N, (P, NH4,
CHSK, PO4, ECT)
NO3)
P90 3 5 4
(KNK, BSK, | (P, NH4,
N,CHSK, | PO4, ECT)
NO3)
Typ | Paet
oM
Sumar MZB BR F M FCHPK
| Inin v (v | i v v | Il
P1S | 13 3 X v v v
I TK v v v
v v v
2 X v v R v
MmTK | - | - | - v v v
7 X v v v
IV TK v v v
v v v
v v v
v v v
v v

PS 2.3 Hodnotenie stavu povrchovych vad a intelokadiia
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Comment [KKU43]: MZB
nekoreluje s BSK a CHSK

1
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Typ | Paet
oM
Sumar MZB BR F M FCHPK
Flonfmhviv [ o fn vy ]
v v v v
1x v v v
V TK
TYP K2S
BPK | NEC/TOK NAZOV Percentily | 1 I
VTK
[-5) 8 2 0
(NO3,
ECT)
2 A034000D o 7 2 1
(MZB, idd Ustie (BSK, (NO3)
BR) N O ) B . ECD | -
5 4 1
(BSK, P, (Nog) |
NH4, ECT)

A053000C
ura

) 6 5 0
(N,CHSK,
NO3, PO4
ECT)
(MEB A053010D | Hosovce 3 (BSKBN . (CHSE -
Br) | Bodva | (Hidvégardo) | | N POR |
ECT)
P90 3 5 3
(N, P, NH4,| (BSK,|CHSK, |
PO4 ECT) NO3)
P50 10 2 0
3 B027000D E; 9 3 0
4 8 4 0
(MZB) Laborec Krasny Brod -) e
BSK, PO4
ECT)
P50 11 0 0
2 P75 8 3 0
B067000D L,
('\éé?' Cirocha ustie ) 7 4 | (U
(BSK, P,
NH4, NO3
3 B068000D | nad Cirochou P50 8 2 0
(Mz8) | lLaborec | [ P75 [ 8 | 2 [ o |

PS 2.3 Hodnotenie stavu povrchovych vad a intelokadiia
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- -| Comment [SP45]: Pozrig’ grf

~ | prvky kvality

— -| Comment [KKU50]: Prevadzk

- -1 Comment [KKU441]: Prevadzk
ovy monitoring nasadina v3etky
prvky kvality

a vyvoj dustnany vyrovnany
trend!! OVEROVACI CYKLUS II
krat P50

Comment [SP48]: Aj po Il
cykle OP su stéle &wjuce
FCHPK!!!

Comment [SP46]: Chyba J

MzB

Comment [KKU47]: Prevadzk
ovy monitoring nasadina v3etky

Comment [KKU49]: V roku
2003 extrémy vid grfl!ldalSie dat
nie s k dispozicii!!! AvSak CHS|
ma rastuci trend

ovy monitoring nasadina vSetky
prvky kvality

—~ -| Comment [SP51]: Triedu

uréujlce pozrié EQS, pozrié na
vyvoj v grf, pouzi’ OP double!!!
A OM pod’a vyvoja a EQS zaradli
do prevadzkového monitoringu

— -1 Comment [SP52]: Pozrie’

vyvoj ECT nezareagovala na BR}

) { Comment [SP53]: 2 triedovy }

rozdiel medzi MZB a BR

- ‘[Comment [KKU54]: Kazdy }

prvok kvality je v inej triede!!!!
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TYP K2S
BPK | NEC/TOK NAZOV Percentily | T I
VTK
P90 7 3 0
(KNK,
BSK, ECT)
P50 8 3 0
P75 7 4 0
2 B257500D |14 svidnikom BED 6 5 0
(MzB) Ondava (KNK,
BSK, pH,
TVO, ECT)
P50 7 3 0
P75 6 4 0
3 B287030D | 1 Svidnikom B 6 4 0
(MZB) Ondava P (KNK,
BSK, pH,
ECT)
P50 8 3 0
2773 8 3 0
(MgB B330000D | Pritok do VN . éENéﬂCT)
gr) | Ondava |  Domasa | — gy ——
(KNK, pH (BSK)
ECT)
P50 8 1 1
(KNK)
3 P75 7 2 1
(MB?**33§§§OD* ***** stie T TRNK [ (ECT
BR) BSK)
P90 7 1 2
(KNK) (BSK, ECT)
P50 12 0 0
B343000D | . o P75 10 2 0
(Mze) | UN|Domaga| PNy MUr—pgg 5 —
(pH) (BSK, TVO)
P50 9 2 0
P75 8 3 0
3 ,,,%419999,D,,,,Gedachoy”,”7-2,,,,,,,5,,,,,,,,4 ,,,,,,,, 1
(MZB) Topl 47 R e | (KNK, | (BSK)
NO3, pH
ECT)
P50 8 2 0
(BZR) B%?OZS%OD HanusSovce P75 6 4 0
S I B | 5 | 5 | o0 -
P50 8 3 0
3 P75 7 4 0
H227000D SariSské ‘ 5 6 0
(MZB) “ [~ TTorysa |~ Michatany | "~ " TNk, ||
BSK, N, P
NO3, ECT)

PS 2.3 Hodnotenie stavu povrchovych vad a intelokadiia
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Comment [KKU55]: Prevadzk
ovy monitoring

Comment [SP56]: Pozrig’ grf.
v roku 2003 vysoké avsak dalSie

mierne rastie, pouzioverovaciu
proceddru

1

Comment [KKU57]: FCHPK

data nie si. CHSK po roku 2003
nezachytilo BR }

1

Comment [SP58]: 2 triedovy
rozdiel medzi MZB a BR

)

| Comment [KKU59]: Prevadzk

ovy monitoring kazdy prvok ina
trieda kvality

1

Comment [SP60]: 2 triedovy
rozdiel medzi MZB a BR

Comment [KKU61]: Prevadzk
ovy monitoring MZB FCHPK 3,
BRI

o

Comment [SP62]: Pozrie’ grf ]

=

Comment [KKU63]: Doplnit' }

ffffffff o

monitoring ostatnych BPK!!!!
Comment [SP641]: 3 triedovy
rozdiel medzi MZB a BR

7777777 -~
~
~

Comment [KKUG65]: Prioritne
do prev.monitoringu, 3 triedovy
rozdiel medzi MZB a BR

o

Comment [SP66]: Pozrie grf ]
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PRILOHA &. 2

TYP K2S
BPK NEC/TOK NAZOV Percentily I I 1"
VTK
P50 7 2 1
(KNK, (ECT)
§ | H2920M0D | ;. P75 7 T
(azBy | Sekoy | T e | KK CECT) |
P90 6 2 2
(P, NO3) | (KNK, ECT)
P50 5 5 2
4 H298010D . P75 4 4 4
(MZB) Torysa Kendice -) 4 3 S
(KNK, (N, P, NO3,
BSK, NH4) | PO4, ECT)
P50 6 2 2
3 H328000D | , v 1« ~x P75 S 1 4
(MZB) Torysa KoSické Olsany B0 4 2 4
(BSK, (KNK, P,
NH4) NO3, ECT)
P50 3 3 5
4 | 10430000 e 3 2 0
| BT Préa____| ___ 32 6 |
(BR) Sucha | rig? 77777777 ! 77777777777 | (CHSK, | (KNK, |
NO3) BSK.N, P
NH4, ECT)
P50 8 2 0
4 1066010D P75 7 3 0
(MZB) Krivansky | nad Luencom P90 5 3 2
p. (P, CHSK, | (BSK, NH4)
NO3)
P50 6 4 1
4 1066020D P75 5 4 2
Krivansky | pod Lusencom BED 4 5 2
(MZB) 0 (N, CHSK, | (BSK, P)
' NH4, NO3,
ECT)
P50 8 3 0
P75 5 6 0
4 N399500D | Opatovce nad B 4 6 1
BR) | Niwa | Nirou | T | | KNKN, | (BSK) |
P, NH4,
NO3, ECT)
P50 2 5 4
N410510D dE; 3 4 4
4 5 3 2 6
(MzB) Handlovka Kos -) (KNK, (BSK, N, P,
NO3) CHSK, NH4,
ECT)
5 N416000D Chalmova P50 4 3 4
(MZB) Nitra P75 3 3 5

PS 2.3 Hodnotenie stavu povrchovych vad a intelokadiia
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Comment [SP67]: 3 triedovy }

~ 7 7| Comment [KKU68]: Prioritne
do prev.monitoringu, 3 triedovy
rozdiel medzi MZB a BR

o { comment [SP69]: BR I TK |

Comment [SP70]: 2 triedovy
rozdiel medzi MZB a BR, FCHP
3.tr.

b ‘[ Comment [KKU71]: monitorin}
g

Comment [KKU72]: Nutrienty
st o0 2 tr. lepSie ako BR, MZB
koreSponduje s FCHP

a




PRILOHA &. 2

TYP K2S
BPK | NEC/TOK NAZOV Percentily [ I 1T
VTK
P90 2 4 5
(KNK, P, (BSK, P,
NO3, pH) | CHSK, NH4,
ECT)
P50 7 3 0
P75 7 2 1
. (NO3, (KNK)
(IVI@BF N ’Nﬁ‘le:igr?c?g -~ Partizanske | ' 777777 ——— 7E€§T’ ——— CR—
(BSK, (KNK, ECT) |
NO3)
P50 5 4 3
3 N487500D y P75 S 3 4
(MZB) Bebrava Krusovce B 5 2 (KNK5BS ’
P, NH'4, EC'T)’
P50 11 0 0
P75 8 3 0
(BSK,
(MZBqu[fr?OOF?ODVaIaSK&' *********** *‘N'H'4TPH)* **********
R P - |- --8-|--3---[-—-0---1
(BSK,
NH4, pH)
P50 10 0 0
5 P75 9 1 0
(Mij%ﬁ?S%)ODMkova' 77777777777 (=1 T
e B [ 9 [ 1 [0
(BSK)
P50 8 2 0
P75 8 1 1
(M@Bj _L B%?%’#?R _Bansk& Bystricg _ _ 7i 77777777777 | (NH4)- |~ (BSK) |
e B [ 8 [ 1 [ - R
(NH4) (BSK)
P50 11 0 0
P75 10 1 0
3 Rll301_0D Gstie ®
(MzB) | Neresnica | N R T B —— p—
(5}
P50 10 1 1
P75 7 3 2
R146010D Gstie P90 4 6 2
MzB) | zolma | S [ KNK, P, [ (BSK POJ |
NH4, NO3,
ECT)
4 R153500D Ustie P50 10 2 0
(MzB) Slatina | | P75 | °o | 2 | 1 |
(pH)

PS 2.3 Hodnotenie stavu povrchovych vad a intelokadiia
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-| Comment [SP73]: 2 triedovy

rozdiel medzi MZB a BR, pda
FCH a BR by mala by2. trieda,

Comment [KKU74]: Monitorin
g, kazdy prvok kvality je in&
trieda, od 2. po 4.triedu

Comment [SP75]: Podobny
pripad ako H292010D v tomto
type. BR st v Il TK

Comment [KKU76]: BR su
napriek obsahu nutrientov o tried
nizSie ako FCH

-| Comment [SP77]: 2 triedovy

rozdiel medzi MZB a BR a FCH,
aky stresor zatriedil MZB!!!

Comment [KKU78]: Monitorin

HMPK?

-| Comment [SP79]: 2 triedovy

rozdiel medzi MZB a BR a FCH,
aky stresor zatriedil MZB!!!

Comment [KKU80]: Monitorin
g??? HMPK?

-| Comment [SP81]: 2 triedovy

rozdiel medzi MZB a BR, aky
stresor zatriedil MZB!!! Pozrig

grf

Comment [KKU82]: Monitorin
g??? HMPK?

Comment [KKU83]: MZB
nekoreSponduije s org.Zfistenim

1
1
|

Comment [SP84]: Pozrie’ grf
BR su li mohlo by sedie
Org.zngistenie je 1.trieda, MZB
az 3.triedal!!!

Comment [SP85]: 2 triedovy
rozdiel medzi MZB a BR,

Comment [KKU86]: Pre:o
chyba monitoring niektorych FC
prvkov??? Profil treba prehodnoti
pod’a vysledkov rokov 2004-2008,
rok 2003 je irelevantny — i
trendové grafy




PRILOHA &. 2

TYP K2S
BPK | NEC/TOK NAZOV Percentily [ I I
VTK
P90 7 3 2
(NH4, PO4,| (BSK,|pH) |
TVO)
P50 10 0 0
2 S048020D o P75 10 0 0
(MZB) Stitnik ustie B 8 2 0
(BSK,
NO3)
P50 11 0 0
P75 9 2 0
3 S053000D oltovo (é\'g%
MZB 4
( ) Slana -) 8 3 0
(BSK,
NO3, ECT)
P50 8 2 0
, P75 6 4 0
S055000D P90 4 6 0
e | mura Bretka (KNK,
BSK,P,
NH4, NO3,
ECT)
P50 6 4 0
P75 3 7 0
3 S131010R 5 . P90 3 7 0
Mz8) | Slana | SAOPUSPoki (BSK.P,
CHSK,
NH4, NO3,
PO4,ECT)
P50 9 1 0
(KNK)
P75 7 3 0
2 V146520D Varin (Kgé,Tng
MZB Varink
( ) arinka -) 6 4 0
(KNK,
BSK, pH
ECT)
P50 9 2 0
P75 8 3 0
V196000D Silina ) 5 6 0
(MzB) | Rafianka | S Et i COARNK
BSK, P,
NH4, pH
ECT)
HMWB
2 S187000D Rimavské P50 10 1 0
(MzB, Rimava Janovce P75 8 3 0
BR) (BSK, P,
CHSK)

PS 2.3 Hodnotenie stavu povrchovych vad a intelokadiia
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Comment [KKU87]: pH
extrémne hodnoty iba v rokoch
2001-2003, vymykaju sa
hodnoteniu ostatnych rokov i
trendy. Ostatné ukazovatele
priblizne sedia

-| Comment [SP88]: 2 triedovy

rozdiel medzi MZB a BR,
vzhl'adom na org. Zrigstenie by
mohol ig’ do lepSej triedy. Aky
stresor tu mame?




PRILOHA &. 2

TYP K2S
BPK NEC/TOK NAZOV Percentily I ] "
VTK
P90 7 3 1
(P, CHSK, (BSK)
NH4)
Typ | Paet
OM
Sumar MZB BR M FCHPK
v v o vV [
K2S | 36 1x v
I TK OoP
v
OP
212 | 2 v v
9 x v
IITK OoP
v
v v v | OP
v
OP
v
v v v | OP
v v v
v v v
v v v
v v
v v v
v v v
v v v
10 x v v v
" TK v 4 v
v v v
v v v
v v v
v v v
v v v
v v v
v v v
v v v
14 x v v v
IV TK v 4 4
v v v

PS 2.3 Hodnotenie stavu povrchovych vad a intelokadiia

17



PRILOHA &. 2

Typ | Paet
oM
Sumar MZB BR FCHPK
i v |v I | L
v v
v v v
v v v
v v
v v v
v v v
4 v v
v v v
v v v
v v v
v v v
3x v v v
V TK v v
v v v
PS 2.3 Hodnotenie stavu povrchovych vad a intelokadiia 18



PRILOHA &. 2

TYP K3S
BPK NEC/TOK NAZOV Percentily I I 1
VTK
P50 10 1 0
0 oLy Cerveny Klasto P75 9 2 0
’Dunajet77 777777777777 7777P997777777877777777377777774077
P50 10 0 0
P75 9 1 0
3 HllQOOOD pod MniSkom (NO3)
(MZB) Hnilec -) 9 1 0
(NO3)
P50 11 0 0
3 H112010D | pritok do nadrze___ P75 9 2 0
(MzB) Hnilec Ruzin BED 7 (BS4K " 0
NH4, NO3)
P50 12 0 0
1004020D pod VN P75 12 0 0
(MZB) |~ lpel’ |~ Malinec -) 11 1 0
(BSK)
[ Ib P50 10 0 0
P008040 . P75 10 0 0
(MZBY’”PGpraa"::JMMLmeu: B o T T
(i)
P50 10 0 0
P75 8 2 0
3 P016000D . (BSK, pH)
oize) | Popra | PodSvom | W |5 [ 4 1
BSK, NH4, o
NO3)
4 P032020D | \, . . : P50 7 2 2
(MZB) Poprad Verka Lomnica (N, P) ﬁl—sljl()'
P75 5 3 3
(KNK, N, | (BSK, P,
NO3) NH4)

PS 2.3 Hodnotenie stavu povrchovych vad a intelokadiia

N
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- { Comment [K89]: nie je biota |
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- { Comment [SP91]: BR TK2 J

Comment [KKU93]: monitorin
g ! dvojtriedovy rozdiel medzi
ryby a MZB

Comment [SP92]: BR TK2,
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Comment [SP94]: pozrig’ grf,
ak BR Il tak by to korelovalo

Comment [KKU95]: Prehodno
tit pod’a déat z rokov 2004-2006
vid grafy

; {Comment [SP96]: pozria’ grf ]




PRILOHA &. 2

TYP K3S
BPK NEC/TOK NAZOV Percentily I I 1
VTK
P90 5 3 3
(KNK,N, | (BSK,P,
NO3) NH4)
P50 9 3 0
P75 9 3 0
2 R008000D e
y NO3, ECT)
(MZB) ~ ,Hrbh”””VaLKOVna” 7”'7”””7 777777 5 | 0
(KNK, P,
NO3, pH
ECT)
P50 7 3 0
3 R036500D L P75 7 3 0
(MzB) | Cierny Hron ustie ) 6 2 2
(P, NO3) (BSK,
NH4)
P50 8 3 0
P75 7 4 0
(KNK,
3 S011000D NOS. PO
ECT)
(MZB) Slana nad RoAavou P90 g 6 5
(KNK,
BSK, NO3,
pH, PO4,
ECT)
P50 4 7 0
3 S017010D E; 4 ! 0
! 4 6 1
(MZB) Slana pod Rozavou Po9 (KNK, (NH4)
BSK, N, P,
NO3, ECT)
P50 4 6 1
(BSK)
4 S145010D Prs 4 > 2
. (BSK,
(MZB) Rimava Hnuda NH4)
B2 4 4 3
(KNK,N, | (BSK,P,
NO3,ECT)|  NH4)
P50 10 0 0
3 V007020D |  Liptovsky P75 9 (le ) 0
MZB Bel Hradok
( ) [ eé,, ,,,,, r,a,,o,,,,,,,,',,,,,,,g,,,,,,,l,,,,,,,g,,,
(pH)
3 [ v180010D |  Povazsky P50 8 2 0
(MZB) Kysuca Chlmec P75 5 5 0

PS 2.3 Hodnotenie stavu povrchovych vad a intelokadiia
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~_ - | Comment [SP97]: aky stresor,
v chemii sme zachytili skor vplyv
na BR atie st | TK

- [ Comment [SP98]: pozrie’ grf ]

Comment [KKU99]: pod'a grf
rok 2003 nie je relevantny.
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Comment [SP100]: rovnaky
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\

{ Comment [SP101]: BR TK 2 ]




PRILOHA &. 2

TYP K3S
BPK | NEC/TOK NAZOV Percentily [ I 1T
VTK
) 2 8
(KNK,
BSK, P,
NH4, NO3,
pH, TVO,
ECT)
Typ | Paet
OM
Sumar MZB BR FCHPK
Clonfmpviv [ [n v v I
K3S | 13 1x v v v
Il TK
10 X v v v
HTK v v v
v v v
v v v?
v v v?
v v v
v v v
4 v v?
v v vol
v - v
2 x v v v
IV TK v v v

PS 2.3 Hodnotenie stavu povrchovych vad a intelokadiia
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PRILOHA &. 2

TYP P1V
BPK NEC/TOK NAZOV Percentily | I 1]
VTK
P50 5 5 0
P75 5 5 0
2
(MZB, BEO; 000D Petrovce [ ] 5 5 0
BR) aporec (BSK, P,
NH4, NO3,
ECT)
P50 10 1 0
P75 8 3 0
3 B127000D Lastomir (N, P, NH4)
(MzB) Laborec P90 6 5 0
(BSK, N, P,
NH4, NO3)
P50 7 4 0
P75 6 5 0
4 B154000D Pink (N, P, NH4,
(MzE) Uh inkovce PO4)
e -5 | -5 [ & -
(BSK,N,P,|  (PO4)
NH4, NO3)
P50 10 0 0
4 B214000D . P75 8 2 0
(MzB) Uh ustie B 6 4 0
e R e - -(BSK P, [ -
NH4, NO3)
P50 10 2 0
P75 8 4 0
4 B215020D Izkovce ) 5 7 0
(Wzg) | Laborec |  “TUUTPU. T ¢ | BSK.N.P.|
NH4, NO3,
PO4, TVO)

PS 2.3 Hodnotenie stavu povrchovych vad a intelokadiia

-| Comment [SP102]: 3 triedovy
rozdiel medzi MZB a BR a PO4 sli
v hor$ej triede ako BR! Dasa
FCH sU o dve triedy lepsie ako
MZB. Aky je tu stresor?

,,,,,,,,, _ _ -~ | Comment [SP103]: 2 triedovy
rozdiel medzi MZB a BR, FCHP!

,,,,,,,,, -

Comment [SP104]: 2 triedovy
rozdiel medzi MZB a BR, FCHP!
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PRILOHA &. 2

TYP P1V
BPK NEC/TOK NAZOV Percentily | I 1]
VTK
P50 10 1 0
5 P75 9 2 0
(MZB, Bé?]%(;%/(;D Nizny HruSov -) S (KSK' 0
BR) BSK, N,
CHSK,
NO3, ECT)
P50 5 6 0
3 B534000D P 4 ! 0
) od Vranovom B2 4 6 1
(MZB) Topla P (KNK, N, (BSK)
P, NH4,
NO3, ECT
P50 6 6 0
P75 6 6 0
3 B595000D P90 4 8 0
(MzB) Ondava Brehov (KNK,
BSK, N, P,
NH4, NO3,
PO4, ECT)
P50 10 1 0
P75 7 4 0
4 B607000D Loles ) 6 5 0
(MzB) Latorica (BSK, N,
T e - CHSK, ||
NO3, PO4)
P50 8 3 0
P75 5 6 0
5 B615000D |  Streda nad P90 4 7 0
(MzB) Bodrog Bodrogom (N, P,
e e e e e F-CGHSK; -
NH4, NO3,
PO4, TVO)
P50 9 3 0
P75 5 7 0
3 | D034051D . P90 4 & 0
| . Komarno - stred (KNK,
M) | Dungj | T TR IBSKNP
CHSK,
NO3, PO4,
ECT)
P50 9 1 0
P75 6 4 0
4 | D08400OD |  «.. P90 2 & 0
: Stdrovo (KNK,
(Mz8) | Dungj | T BSK.P. | |
CHSK,
NH4, NO3,
TVO, ECT)

PS 2.3 Hodnotenie stavu povrchovych vad a intelokadiia
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Comment [SP105]: 3 triedovy
rozdiel medzi MZB a BR a 2
triedovy medzi FCHP a MZB. BR|
a FCHP sedia. Prehodnitl!

Comment [SP106]: 2 triedovy
rozdiel medzi MZB a BR,

3 triedovy medzi M, FCHPK a
MZB . Prehodnoti

-1 Comment [SP107]: BR, MZB

Chybaju (stred toku???) ale M sd!
Kde sa odoberali? Je tu aj
fytoplankt. Dopln’ Gdaje

-~ | Comment [SP108]: 2 triedovy

rozdiel medzi MZB a BR




PRILOHA &. 2

TYP P1V
BPK NEC/TOK NAZOV Percentily I I 1
VTK
P50 7 3 0
(P, NH4
ECT)
2
(ize, | 1928000D | sy B 6 3 1
BR) Ipel (BSK, P (NH4)
ECT)
P90 5 2 3
(CHSK, (BSK, P,
ECT) NH4)
P50 7 2 1
3 1087000D Ero > 4 1
X Rapovce -) 4 4 2
(MZB) Ipel P (CHSK, (BSK, P)
NH4, NO3
ECT)
P50
‘(ﬁ)‘ I08\I|93(e)3 b Kalonda P75
el iatuietiiittalets) pininiaiieieinteieiaiel Aai - e A T
P50 8 3 0
) P75 7 3 1
3 1161010D Slovenské -) 5 5 1
(BR) Ipel Darmoty (KNK, N, P)
NH4, NO3
ECT)
P50 7 4 1
3 P75 7 3 2
1279001D . P90 3 6 3
('\éé?' lper Kubaiovo (KNK, (P, PO4,
BSK, N, ECT)
CHSK,
NO3, TVO)
P50 6 5 1
P75 5 5 2
3 1283000D P90 3 6 3
o) X Salka (KNK, | (P, PO4,
(M) Ipel
i e I it - -BSK,N; ~ [~ “ECTH) -
CHSK,
NO3, TVO)
P50 9 3 0
P75 4 7 1
P90 2 9 1
8 | MOB300OD | gy I NCED)
(MZB) Morava CHSK,
NH4, NO3,
pH, PO4,
TVO, ECT)
3 M103001D | Moravsky Jan P50 7 4 0
(MZB) Morava P75 5 6 0

PS 2.3 Hodnotenie stavu povrchovych vad a intelokadiia

_ - 7| Comment [KKU109]: BSK je
v tomto roku nerelevantné —dvi

\ grf. Potom by sedela trieda MZB

a FCHP. V rokoch 2005-2006 P
\ ani NH4 nie su wujuce, preto by
\ | sadala prijatriedu BPK.

Comment [SP110]: Pozrie’
grf BSK, P, NH4

7777777777 _ - { Comment [SP112]: Za rok }
RS
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2003 nie su Udaje

A N
. Comment [KKU113]: Su iba
\ | makrofyty. DopIni’ monitoring

\\ ostatnych zloziek?
Comment [SP111]: BR, MZB
CHyba

_ _ - | Comment [SP114]: BR, MZB

CHybajt




PRILOHA &. 2

TYP P1V
BPK NEC/TOK NAZOV Percentily | I 1
VTK
P90 4 5 2
(P, NO3 (BSK,
pH, PO4 CHSK)
ECT)
P50 7 3 0
2773 5 5 0
(BSK, P,
CHSK,
(MiB M118020D Gajary NO3, ECT)
gr) | Morava | FEER B | 3 | 5 | 2
(KNK, (PJNO3
BSK,
CHSK,
NH4, ECT)
P50 7 4 0
(PICHSK, |
PO4,ECT)
B 4 4 3
(MgB M128021D S NE)B?’SKH (P,P%FL;SK,
, .PH,
BR) Morava | % | _EcTy_ | _____
B 2 5 4
(KNK, (BSK, P
NH4, NO3 | CHSK
pH, ECT) PO4
P50 8 3 0
P75 7 2 2
4 T617000D | 1o16 Trakan B 4 5 2
(Mzg) |  Tisa | T TS i S R (N.NO3, | (BSK,
PO4, TVO, | [CHSK)
ECT)
P50 7 4 0
o | TG | Zemplénagard| P75 | 6 | 4 | L
e P90 | 6 | 3 | - 2 -
P50 10 1 0
P75 9 2 0
3 V339010D Hlohovec BS 5 5 1
(MZB) Vah (KNK, N, (BSK)
NO3, TVO
ECT)
P50 9 2 0
P75 8 2 1
4 V367000D | . serdou ) 5 5 1
(Mzg) | va&h | TTTEEER O T L | (KNK N, | (BSK)
pH, TVO
ECT)
4 W604010D Bratislava P50 11 1 0
(MZB, | Maly Dunaj P75 8 4 0

PS 2.3 Hodnotenie stavu povrchovych vad a intelokadiia

~
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monitoring BPK

Comment [SP116]: Pred
kazdou overovacou procedurou,
triedu zatrid'ujice ukazovatele
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pozrie’

{

Comment [SP118]: EQS }

Comment [KKU117]: Prehodn
otenie potla dat za roky 2005-
2006.

-| Comment [SP119]: Pred
kazdou overovacou procedurou,
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-| Comment [SP120]: 2 triedovy
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TK pre M

T Comment [SP121]: Overit }
S

Comment [SP122]: Chybaju
BPK

Comment [KKU123]: Dopimi
t monitoring BPK

-| Comment [SP124]: 2 triedovy
rozdiel medzi MZB a BR




PRILOHA &. 2

BPK | NEC/TOK
VTK

Mmoo

4 W610500D

(MZB,

M) Maly Dunaj

4

8

8
(KNK,

| BSK, N, P,

NH4, NO3,
PO4, ECT)

2

4

3 W613500D
(MzB) | Maly Dunaj

6
(KNK,

| BSK,P,

NO3, TVO,
ECT)

******** T A{Z extrémy ostatné Udaje OK }

4 W744510D

(MzB) | Maly Dunaj

5

6
(KNK, N,
P,
NO3,PO4,
ECT)

24
NO3,PO4,
TVO, ECT)

3 D085010D
vy Dunaj

PS 2.3 Hodnotenie stavu povrchovych vad a intelokadiia

7
(N, P,

PO4, ECT)

_ — -| Comment [SP125]: BR st 2
TK. 2 triedovy rozdiel ''"MZB
a M odrazaju zrejme HMPK,
FCHPK zodpovedaju kvalite
dunajskej vody, aké stresory
zatriedili MZB a M do 4 TK

_ - | Comment [SP126]: BR
a MZB 2 triedovy rozdiel

Comment [SP128]: Pozri grf

" comment [SP127]: Su 3] BR
ajM, Il TK

_ — -1 Comment [KKU129]: 1az72
triedovy rozdiel BPK a FCHPK

_ - -| Comment [SP130]: MZB
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_ — — 1 Comment [SP132]: Overit
EQS

BPK chybaju, doplni

_ _ - | Comment [SP131]: Ostatné
monitoring!!!
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PRILOHA &. 2

TYP P1V

BPK

VTK

NEC/TOK

NAZOV

Percentily

HMWB

0 D002012D | Karlova Ves P50 9 2 0
Dunaj P75 6 5 0

P90 3 8 0

0 D002050D | Bratislava - P50 9 3 0
Dunaj ravy breh P75 6 6 0

P90 5 7 0

1 D002051D Bratislava - P50 11 1 0
Dunaj stred P75 6 6 0

P90 5 7 0

1 D002052D | Bratislava - P50 12 0 0
Dunaj pravy breh P75 8 4 0

P90 3 9 0

3 D011000D Rajka P50 12 0 0
Dunaj P75 5 7 0

P90 4 8 0

4 D013000D Gakzikovo P50 11 1 0
Dunaj P75 10 2 0

P90 6 6 0

4 D017000D Medved'ov P50 12 0 0
Dunaj P75 5 7 0

P90 3 9 0

4 N497000D Nitrianska P50 4 4 4
Nitra Streda P75 4 2 6

P90 4 2 6

3 N538000D LuZianky P50 4 4 2
Nitra P75 4 2 4

P90 3 3 4

4 N544500D Cechynce P50 3 4 5
Nitra P75 3 3 6

P90 3 2 7

3 N775500D Komata P50 3 4 5
Nitra P75 3 4 5

PS 2.3 Hodnotenie stavu povrchovych vad a intelokadiia
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BPK chybaju




PRILOHA &. 2

TYP P1V
BPK NEC/TOK NAZOV Percentily | I 1
VTK
P90 3 3 6
3 R247000D Kalna nad P50 11 1 0
Hron Hronom P75 7 5 0
P90 6 6 0
3 R365010D Kamenica P50 8 4 0
Hron P75 5 7 0
P90 4 8 0
5 V380000D Selice P50 9 3 0
Vah P75 8 3 1
P90 6 4 2
4 V744500D Kolarovo P50 8 3 0
Vah P75 5 6 0
P90 2 9 0
2 V787501D |  Komarno P50 6 6 o | | comment [K134]: overi |
(M) vah P75 4 3 0 pao s ]
BSK, N. P,
NH4, NO3,
PO4, ECT)
P90 2 9 1
(KNK, (TVO)
BSK, N, P,
CHSK,
NH4, NO3,
PO4, ECT)
Typ | Paet
oM
Sumar MZB BR F M FCHPK
| In{m v |\v | In (v v | I
P1v | 32 2 X 4
| TK oP
v
OP
- - v v
v
oP
v
OP
- - v v
6 X v v v
I TK v 4 4
v
oP
v
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Typ | Patet
oM
Sumar MZB BR F M FCHPK
I v 1| | Il
v v v | oP
- - vl
v
v v v | opP
v
OP
v
v v v | op
13 x v v v
Il TK v v v
v v v
- - VIl v
v v v
v v v
v v v
- - il
v v v
v v v
v v v
v v 1l
- - vV v
10 x v v
IV TK v v v
v v v
v v
v v v
v v v
v v v
v v VIV v
1 X v v
V TK

PS 2.3 Hodnotenie stavu povrchovych vad a intelokadiia
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TYP K2V
BPK NEC/OK NAZOV Percentily | Il 11
VTK
P50 6 3 2
_ P75 5 3 3
3 HO038000D | pod SpiSskou P90 5 2 4
(MZB) Hornad Novou Vsou (NO3, (BSK, P,
ECT) NH4, PO4)
P50 7 3 0
5 H082000D | o P75 6 2 2
(MzB) Hornad P90 4 3 3
E e i i It - - {KNK,~ - [ ~(BSK;P,~
NO3, ECT) NH4)
=53] 7 4 0
(N, P,
= NO3, ECT)
2 6 4 1
(MZB, Hﬂ%%gggD pod Kluknavou (N, P, (NH4)
BR) NO3, ECT)
=) 5 4 2
(KNK, N, (P,/NH4)
NO3, ECT)
P50 9 1 0
3 H120000D . P75 8 2 0
(MZB) Hornad Mala Lodina B0 8 2 0
(NO3,
ECT)
P50 6 5 1
3 H371000D Ero 4 6 2
7da 4 5 3
(MZB) Hornad zdaia Poo (KNK, (P, NH4
BSK, N, PO4)
NO3, ECT)
3 H372000D Krasna nad P50 10 1 0
(MzB) Hornad Hornadom P75 9 2 0

PS 2.3 Hodnotenie stavu povrchovych vad a intelokadiia
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_ — - -1 Comment [KKU135]: 3
triedovy rozdiel BR a MZB

trendy oboch — oba maju extrém
v rokoch 2002-2003, potom sa u
neobjavuiju, overovacia procedur:

Comment [SP136]: Overi’ {

_ — — | Comment [SP137]: Irelevantn
€é vid grf
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TYP K2V

BPK
VTK

NEC/OK

NAZOV

Percentily

3
(KNK,
NO3, ECT)
4
(N, CHSK,
NO3, ECT)

P50 6 4 0
3 R112000D - 6 3 1
(MZB) Hron Sliag 4 4 2
(KNK, P, (BSK,
NO3,ECT)| NH4)
P50 7 4 0
3 R156000D 5 P75 6 5 0
(MZB) Hron Budea B 6 3 2
(KNK, P, (BSK,
NO3) NH4)
P50 7 3 0
P75 4 6 0
3 R185000D Ziar nad P90 4 6 0
(MzB) Hron Hronom (KNK,
BSK, P,
NH4, NO3,
ECT)
P50 8 3 0
P75 7 4 0
3 R223010D | : [-) 5 6 0
(MZB) Hron Zarnovica (KNK,
BSK, P,
NH4, NO3,
ECT)
HMWB
3 V179510D Budatin P50 11 0 0
Vah P75 11 0 0
P90 10 1 0
4 V201010D | pod nadrzou P50 11 1 0
Vah Hri¢ov P75 11 1 0
P90 10 2 0
4 \V238010D Puchov P50 11 0 0
Vah P75 10 1 0
P90 9 2 0
4 V275000D |  Opatovce P50 8 4 0
Vah P75 7 5 0

PS 2.3 Hodnotenie stavu povrchovych vad a intelokadiia
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Comment [KKU140]: S offad
om na roky 2001-2003 st P, PO4
ukazovatele extrémne vysokeé,
potom a pre tymto obdobim také
extrém nevykazuj, st
IRELEVANTNE PRE
ZATRIEDENIE FCHPK

Comment [SP138]: Aj po
double overovacej procedire
triedu ugujice si FCHPK
podobne ako pri profile AO53000D
typ K2S a pri Szobe v type P1V

Comment [KKU139]: Zatriede
nie prehodnoti pod’a vysledkov
monit.2005-2006

Comment [SP141]: Pozrig’
vyvoj grf, overt’ BPK &i nie st na
hranici!!!
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TYP K2V
BPK NEC/OK NAZOV Percentily | I 1l
VTK
P90 6 5 1
4 V290500D Trergin P50 11 0 0
Vah P75 8 3 0
P90 7 4 0
Typ | Paet
OM
Sumar MZB BR M FCHPK
I i (v |v I | Il
K2v |11 2Xx 4
Il TK OP
v
v v v | OP
v
OP
v
OP
v v v
8 x 4 v v
N TK v v 4
v v v
v v v
v v v
v v v
v v v
v v v
1x v v v
V TK

PS 2.3 Hodnotenie stavu povrchovych vad a intelokadiia
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TYP K3V
BPK | NEC/TOK NAZOV Percentily T i
VTK
P50
0 PO69000D Hniezdne P75
‘Popra¢7 N [ 7P99 e v - ___L_______
P50
0 P079000D Chmeé'nica P75
‘Popra@7 S [ _ _ 7P99 e - ____L--____
P50 7 4 0
0 P097000D Cire P75 4 6 1
‘Popra@,, ,,,,,,,,,,,, ,,,,Pge,,,,,,,g,,,,,,,@,, ,,,,, 2 _
P50 7 4 0
0 P112000D Piwniczna P75 2 9 0
‘Popra@,, ,,,,,,,,,,,, ,,,,Pge,,,,,,,i,,,,,,,g,,, ,,,,, 2 _
l 10 0 0
MﬁB V002540D | nad Liptovskym 9 1 0
Vs Vah Hradkom P50 5 (of0) 5
(P, )pH)
P50 10 1 0
: P75 9 2 0
(MZB, V0450000 Liskova B2 6 5 0
BR) Vah (BSK, P,
NO3, pH,
ECT
P50 10 1 0
P75 8 3 0
(MgB V055010D Hubova BS 5 6 0
| o,
NO3, pH,
ECT)
0 V071510D pod VN P50 10 0 0

PS 2.3 Hodnotenie stavu povrchovych vad a intelokadiia
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_ - -| Comment [K142]:
BPK aj FCHPK

chybaju

Comment [K143]:
BPK aj FCHPK

chybaju

chybaju

_ — -1 Comment [K145]:

- { Comment [K144]:
BPK
{BPK

chybaju

_ - -| Comment [SP146]: Overi
trendy, overovacia procedudra
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TYP K3V
BPK NEC/TOK NAZOV Percentily I I 1
VTK
Orava |  TvrdoSin P75 10 0 o |
P90 9 1 0
P50 9 3 0
) P75 8 4 0
V095510D , BED 5 7 0
('\QZRI)B Orava Kralovany (BSK, P,
CHSK, pH,
PO4, TVO,
ECT)
P50 9 1 0
2 | V097000D e ! 3 0
(MzB, Vah pod Krpdanmi [ ] 6 4 0
BR) a (KNK,
BSK, TVO,
ECT)
P50 7 3 0
5 P75 5 5 0
V140520D . B 3 7 0
('\QZR?’ Turiec Vrttky (I
BSK, P,
NO3, pH,
TVO, ECT)
P50 9 2 0
P75 7 4 0
3 V146500D ) P90 5 6 0
(MZB) Vah Dubnéa Skala (KNK,
BSK, P,
NO3, TVO,
ECT)
Typ | Paset
OM
Sumar MZB BR F M FCHPK
| Inin v (v | 1|1l V | I
K3v |7 1x 4
I TK oP
v
v v OP
5 X v v v
I TK v v 4
v v v
v v v
v v v
PS 2.3 Hodnotenie stavu povrchovych vad a intelokadiia 34
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Comment [K147]: chybaju
BPK
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Typ | Paet
oM
Sumar MZB BR F M FCHPK
LV e Vv I
1x v v v
Il TK

Taburka 1: Ciastkova distribcia tried kvality v ramci jednotli vych typov padPa jednotlivych prvkov k
monitoringové lokality, rok 2003

Typ Pocet | Sumarna Prvky kvality
OM TK
P1M 4 MZB BR F M FCHPK
LV virinjpnmjvgv I Il
1x v v - -
v - -
v
P2M 1 MZB BR F M FCHPK
L e (v pmpv Vv I Il
K3M 11 MZB BR F M FCHPK
Ll Jmpwvivielonfm][iv]v I Il
- - v
o

<]

<]

v

v
7 X
1l TK

AN N N NN
<\
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Typ Pocet | Sumarna Prvky kvality
OM TK
v v v
v v v
K2M |8 MZB BR FCHPK
Lpnpmijv LVl yv I Il
v
|
v v v?
Il TK
v \
v \
e |
KdM |1 MZB BR FCHPK
pnjm |V I Il
- |
P1S 13 MZB BR FCHPK
pnm miwv|v I Il
2 X v
Il TK - -
v
L
v
v v
v
K2S | 36 MZB BR FCHPK
I | 1v Fpnjpmipnvg v I Il
? |

PS 2.3 Hodnotenie stavu povrchovych vad a intelokadiia
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Typ | Poket ‘ Sumarna ‘ Prvky kvality
OoM TK I
v
v
v
v
10 x v v v
I TK v v v
v v v
4 v \
v v \
v v \
v v \
v v \
v v v
v v v
v \
v v
v \
- \
v \
v \
v v )
v \
‘/ 1
v v
v v
v )
v 1
v v
v ]
v \
v \
K3S |13 MZB BR FCHPK
1| 1v L |V 1]
’ -
v v v
I TK v v v
v v v
v v v?
v v
v v
v v v
v v

PS 2.3 Hodnotenie stavu povrchovych vod a inteokadia
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Typ Pocet | Sumarna Prvky kvality
OM TK
v v v?
v v v
v \
v \
P1V_ | 32 MZB BR F M FCHPK
I v injpmipv Il
2 X v
OP
v
OoP
Em
v
OP
v
OP
’ i
i
- Vi
N i
| v ||
v v v
' TK v v
v v v
- - VIl v
v v
v v
v v
- - VIl
v v
v v
v v
) i} B4l
v v
v v
v
v v
v

PS 2.3 Hodnotenie stavu povrchovych vad a intelokadiia
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Typ | Poket ‘ Sumérna‘ Prvky kvality
OM TK
v
v v
¢ Wl |
v v
v v
K2v |11 | | MZB BR F| ™ FCHPK
| (L JwlwvIvit[uJm[iv] v [ Il
® v
v v
v v
N TK v v v
v v
v v v
v v
v v
v v v
v v v
K3V 7 MZB BR Y FCHPK
VIvIiitJufm][iv]vVv [ Il
v
oP
v
oP
v v
I TK
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Taburka 2: Distribucia tried kvality pod P’a jednotlivych typov uréena pod’a vyslednej triedy kvality,

monitoringové lokality, rok 2003

Typ/(potet OV) [N |

P1MI/(4 OM) !@_
P2M/(1 OM)

K4M/(1 OM)
K2S/(37 OM)
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Typ/(pocet OM)

M ¢ 0 v e

=== E

K3S/(13 OM)

P1V/(32 OM)

=

K2V/(11 OM)

K3V/(7 OM)

PS 2.3 Hodnotenie stavu povrchovych vod a inteokadia 41
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€. 2

Typ/(pocet OM)

Sumar 138 OM

I

|

| Ia

Il [\
53 38
38,4 % 27,5%

| 58%

Rozlozenie monitoringovych odberovych miest pod

Poéet odberovych miest

PS 2.3 Hodnotenie stavu povrchovych vad a intelokadiia

rok 2003

Fa vyslednej triedy kvality

60

53

50

38

401

33

30+

20+

104

Triedy kvality
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Taburka 3: Ciastkova distribucia tried kvality v ramci jednotli vych typov padra jednotlivych prvkov k
referenéné lokality, rok 2003

Typ Pocet | Sumarna Prvky kvality
OM TK

P1M 4 MZB BR R
| I u|Iv L pnu v Il
v v -
v - -

1x v v _
I TK
1x v v -
I TK

P2M 2 MZB BR R
| I u v LV Il
v v
v v -

K3M 34 MZB BR R
| I n v LIV Il
v - v
v - -
v v -
v ? -
v v -
v v v
4 v ;
v v v
v - -
v - -
v v .
v - v
v v .
v v .
v v -
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Typ | Poket ‘ Sumarna ‘ Prvky kvality
OM TK
v - v
v - v
v - v
v v v
v v v
v v v
v v -
v v -
v - v
v v v
v v -
- / -
v v .
v - v
v v v
v v v
v v v
2 X v v )
Il TK v v
K2M 21 MZB BR R
L pmjpv v Il
10 x 4 v v
| TK v v v
- v -
- v -
v v -
v v -
v v -
v v -
v - -
v - -
v - -
v v -
v ? \
v v -
v - v
v ? -
v v -
v v v
v v -
v v \
1 X v v 1
' TK
K4M 14 MZB BR R
Lpnpmjv LV Il
5 X v v
| TK v v
v v

PS 2.3 Hodnotenie stavu povrchovych vad a intelokadiia
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Typ | Poket ‘ Sumérna‘ Prvky kvality
OM TK
v } ;
v ; )
- v -
v v v
v v ;
v v ]
v v v
v v v
v v v
v v )
- v -
P1S 1 MZB BR FI M R
FTnfmwvIiviinm[iv]v [ I
v -
K2S 2 MZB BR FI M R
FTunfmwvIviitnm[v]v [ I
1x v ?
Il TK
K3S 1 MZB BR FI M R
LT fmwvIivii[nm[iv]v [ I
1x v - 7
I TK
P1V 0 MZB BR FI M R
FTnfmwvIiviinm[iv]v L]
K2V 0 MZB BR FI M R
LT Jmlwvivitnfmliv]v I [0
K3V 0 MZB BR FI M R
Ll fwvivitnJm]iv] v I [0

TabuPka 4: Distribucia tried kvality pod P’a jednotlivych typov uréenapodra vyslednej triedy kvality, r
lokality, rok 2003

Typpotetom) NN | 2w [ v N |
Powov) NG 000

- m

PS 2.3 Hodnotenie stavu povrchovych vad a intelokadiia 45



PRILOHA &. 2

Typ/(potetoM) [N 00 ]  w v A |

_ B

- ll

K4M/(14 OM)

P1S/(1 OM)

K2S/(2 OM)

K3S/(1 OM)

P1V/(0 OM)

K2V/(0 OM)

K3V/(0 OM)

sumar7ooM  ENNECHENM 4 ] 25 [ 1 NN |

IR st ] 6% [ 1% [NORS |
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RozloZenie referen €nych odberovych miest pod [Fa vyslednej triedy kvality
rok 2003

40

Pocéet odberovych miest

| Il 1 \Y) \%
Triedy kvality
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