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Abstract

The  United  Nations  System  of  Environmental  and  Economic  Accounting  - Ecosystem

Accounting (SEEA EA) is  a  geospatial  approach,  whereby existing data on ecosystem

stocks  and  flows  are  collated  to  show  changes  over  time.  The  framework  has  been

proposed as a means to track and monitor ecosystem restoration targets across the EU.

Condition  is  a  key  consideration  in  the  conservation  assessment  of  habitats  protected

under the EU Habitats Directive and ecosystem condition accounts are also integral to the

SEEA EA. While SEEA EA accounts have been developed at EU level for an array for

ecosystem  types,  condition  accounts  remain  the  least  developed.  Collating  available

datasets under the SEEA EA framework, we developed extent and rudimentary condition

accounts for peatland ecosystems at catchment scale in Ireland. Information relating to

peatland ecosystem sub-types or habitat types was collated for peatland habitats listed

under Annex I of the EU Habitats Directive, as well as degraded peatlands not included in

EU nature conservation networks. While data relating to peatland condition were limited,

understanding changes in ecosystem extent and incorporating knowledge of habitat types

and  degradation  served  as  a  proxy  for  ecosystem  condition  in  the  absence  of  more
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comprehensive data.  This highlighted the importance of  the ecosystem extent account,

which underpins all other accounts in the SEEA EA framework. Reflecting findings at EU

level,  drainage, disturbance and land conversion were identified as the main pressures

affecting peatland condition. We highlighted a number of options to gather data to build

more robust, time-series extent and condition accounts for peatlands at varying accounting

scales. Overall, despite the absence of comprehensive data, bringing information under the

SEEA EA framework is considered a good starting point,  with the integration of  expert

ecological  opinion  considered  essential  to  ensure  development  of  reliable  accounts,

particularly when working at ecosystem sub-type (habitat type) and catchment scale.
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Ecosystem accounting to support restoration

Ecosystem loss and ongoing degradation is a global issue and widespread measures are

required to reverse these trends (Díaz et al. 2019, Dasgupta 2021), particularly in the light

of potential impacts of global climate change (IPCC 2021). Natural capital accounting is

one of the emerging tools to better integrate biodiversity and climate considerations into

public and business decision-making at all levels (Bateman and Mace 2020, Hein et al.

2020a, UNSD 2021). Incorporating approaches to the assessment of ecosystem stocks

(their  extent and condition) and the resultant effects on ecosystem flows (services and

benefits), natural capital accounting presents a means to record and track changes over

time through the development of time-series accounts, thereby increasing awareness of

nature’s  contributions  to  human well-being  (Obst  2015,  Hein  et  al.  2020).  The phrase

"natural capital" refers to the stock of renewable and non-renewable natural resources that

combine to yield a flow of benefits to people as per the definition by the Capitals Coalition.

In development since the 1990s and led mainly by accounting and statistical communities,

Corporate Natural Capital Accounting approaches are mainly used by businesses, taking a

microeconomic  perspective  (Whitaker  2019),  while  the  United  Nations  System  of

Environmental  Economic  Accounting-Ecosystem  Accounting  (SEEA  EA)  is  increasingly

used by public and private bodies, taking a macroeconomic perspective (UNSD 2021). The

SEEA EA was  adopted  as  a  statistical  standard  in  2021  and  comprises  a  geospatial

approach,  whereby existing data on ecosystem stocks and flows are collated to  show

changes over time (Obst 2015, Eigenraam and Obst 2018, UNSD 2021). Designed since

inception  to  align  with  the  System of  National  Accounts  (SNA),  the  SEEA EA can  be

applied at national scale (Eigenraam and Obst 2018), but can equally be used at smaller

spatial scales (Farrell et al. 2021b). Developed in the EU context through the MAES, MAIA

and INCA projects, the SEEA EA has been identified as a key tool to deliver on the EU

Strategy for Biodiversity 2030, particularly in relation to monitoring outcomes of the EU

nature restoration plan where legally binding targets will be set for each EU Member State,

requiring a scientific basis to establish realisable restoration targets (Vysna 2021).
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The role of ecosystem condition

Good ecosystem condition  is  integral  to  achieving  good  nature  conservation  status  of

habitats listed under Annex I of the EU Habitats Directive (Annex I includes those habitats

considered threatened in the EU territory and whose conservation requires the designation

of  Special  Areas  of  Conservation  or  SACs).  Accordingly,  assessment  of  condition  is

included alongside assessment of habitat range and threats as part of the conservation

status assessment of Annex I habitats reported by EU Member States under Article 17 of

the EU Habitats Directive (NPWS 2019), presenting an immediate means to identify and

prioritise  Annex  I  habitats  for  restoration,  such  as  those  in  unfavourable-bad  state.

Developed to facilitate a broader view of ecosystems, including those outside of nature

conservation networks, condition accounts are integral to the SEEA EA framework, relating

ecosystem condition to each of the assets outlined in the extent account for a defined

accounting area. Condition is specifically defined in the SEEA EA as “the quality of an

ecosystem measured in terms of its abiotic and biotic characteristics” with a three-stage

approach outlined, incorporating:

• the collation of traceable, dynamic ecosystem condition variables,

• setting  reference  condition  and  reference  levels  for  condition  variables,  which

allows for the development of standardised condition indicators and

• aggregation of condition indicators within and across ecosystem types.

We  note  that  quality  is  assessed  with  respect  to  ecosystem  structure,  function  and

composition,  which combine to underpin the ecological  integrity  of  the ecosystem and,

thereby, its capacity to supply ecosystem services (UNSD 2021).

Ecosystem accounts developed for an array of ecosystems at EU level (Tier 1), show that

the  condition  of  most  ecosystems  is  unfavourable-bad.  Wetlands  (such  as  peatlands,

coastal  wetlands and floodplains)  in  particular,  show a continued trend of  deteriorating

condition across the EU region. They also present a number of challenges for ecosystem

accounting, which, in part, relate to inconsistencies in their classification (Maes 2020).

The SEEA EA outlines a number of potential ecosystem condition variables for wetlands,

including those relating to hydrology and vegetation cover (UNSD 2021) and there is clear

guidance on defined condition data required to include in SEEA EA accounts (such as

condition variables to develop condition indicators)  (Czúcz et  al.  2021),  as well  as the

structured approach to building condition accounts (Keith et  al.  2020).  However,  in the

absence  of  data  relating  to  condition  variables,  EU  ecosystem  condition  accounts,

developed to date, have relied on combining information relating to pressures (such as

conversion to other land-use types) with metrics, such as wetland connectivity and nutrient

levels, as well as ancillary information, such as designation for nature conservation and

Annex I conservation assessment (Maes 2020). The least developed aspect of the SEEA

EA, with few examples where the three stages of condition accounts have been developed

either at European Region or at national levels, efforts to develop more detailed condition

accounts are becoming more focused (Maes et al. 2020, Keith et al. 2020, Czúcz et al.

2021), including the studies featured in this Topic Collection.
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Peatlands: wetlands poised for restoration

Peatlands are a type of wetland, characterised by complex interactions between water,

peat soil, biodiversity and people. Covering less than 3% of the global land surface, they

represent significant global carbon stores, substantially more than the carbon stock in the

entire forest biomass globally (Joosten 2016), which cover ten times the area (30%) (Köhl

et al. 2015). Apart from being long-term carbon stores (stocks), healthy peatlands provide

global  climate and water  regulation services (Bonn et  al.  2016).  Widely  recognised as

global  hotspots  for  biodiversity,  they  are  also  significant  socio-cultural  landscapes  that

underpin the livelihoods of  communities across the globe,  thereby comprising globally-

important  natural  capital  (Bonn et  al.  2016).  Drainage and extraction of  peat  degrades

peatland condition, reducing the flow of ecosystem services (Evans et al. 2014, Renou-

Wilson et al. 2019). From a climate regulation perspective, degradation switches peatlands

from  being  carbon  stores  to  carbon  sources,  with  estimates  indicating  that  degraded

peatlands will contribute 8% of the global anthropogenic CO  emissions by 2050 (Urák et

al. 2017). In addition, degradation results in reduced water quality, changes in regulation of

water flow and loss of biodiversity (Martin-Ortega et al. 2014, Martin-Ortega et al. 2021).

Peatland  and  wetland  restoration,  in  general,  are  therefore viewed as  a  cost-effective

nature-based solution, assisting in the conservation of wetland habitats, while also serving

to reduce negative trends in ecosystem flows and delivering a range of co-benefits for

climate, water and biodiversity (Bonn et al. 2016, Maes 2020).

Developing condition accounts for peatlands to guide restoration targets

Building on ecosystem accounts, developed to date, for wetlands and peatlands in the UK 

and Netherlands (Hein et al. 2020a), in this study, we tested how to make effective use of

existing datasets relating to peatland stocks (extent and condition) to assess and develop

condition accounts for peatlands in two contrasting catchments in Ireland. Based on this

information, we identified peatland areas at risk of not achieving reference condition and

therefore,  in  need of  restoration.  Following the steps outlined in  the SEEA EA (UNSD 

2021), we worked at catchment scale, as it represents a distinct biophysical landscape unit

with well-defined boundaries, reflecting the reporting boundary of the EU Water Framework

Directive. We present our findings in terms of:

1. Application of  the SEEA EA framework and approach to  developing ecosystem

extent and condition accounts for peatlands using existing datasets.

2. Aligning information gathered under the SEEA EA accounting framework to identify

peatlands  at  risk  of  not  achieving  reference  condition  and,  therefore,  areas

requiring restoration.

3. The limitations of the approach, including data gaps and potential application to

other ecosystem types.
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Methodology

Peatlands in Ireland and study catchment accounting areas

Ireland is a global hotspot for peatlands, with over 20% of the national territory covered by

peatland or peat soils (Connolly and Holden 2009). Conversion of peatlands to other land-

uses  (agriculture,  forestry  and  peat  extraction)  is  one  of  the  main  pressures  on  Irish

peatlands  requiring  drainage  and  removal  of  typical  peatland  vegetation.  Additional

pressures,  including  overgrazing,  burning  and  development  for  renewable  energy

infrastructure,  have resulted in the loss of  more than 80% of Irish peatlands (Connolly 

2018). All peatland habitat types, listed under Annex I of the EU Habitats Directive, are

considered to be of unfavourable-bad conservation status (Suppl.  material  1) since the

start  of  reporting (NPWS 2019).  We selected two catchment  areas with relatively  high

cover of peatland ecosystems to reflect a sub-sample of the range of peatland habitats

types  (ecosystem  sub-types)  in  Ireland,  including  peatlands  considered  of  nature

conservation value (Annex I habitat type) and degraded peatland habitat types (Table 1).

Dargle Figile 

Area 17,864 hectares (178 km ) 30,143 hectares (301 km )

National context Dublin City and north County Wicklow

(east).

Offaly and Kildare (midlands).

River system (WFD code) Avoca-Varty river system: (EPA WFD

code: 10_5)

Barrow river system (EPA WFD code:

14_3 and EPA WFD code: 14_14)

Peatland habitat types Upland (mountain) blanket bog and wet

heathland, patchy fen remnants present.

Raised bog developed for industrial peat

extraction since 1930s, patchy fen

remnants present.

Peatland area designated

for conservation

All peatlands (ca. 3,608 ha) conserved

within the EU Natura 2000 network

(nature protection areas in the EU).

A small area (ca. 264 ha) of peatlands

(0.88% of total area) conserved within

nationally designated sites.

Total % area of catchment

designated for nature

conservation

ca. 25% of total catchment area (of which

ca. 20% is peatland habitats).

ca. 1.4% of total catchment area (of

which < 1% is peatland habitats).

Stakeholder engagement and data inventory

A desktop review of available national and catchment-level datasets (with particular focus

on peatlands data) was undertaken. This was combined with engagement through focused

workshops with peatland ecologists, NGOs and land managers, as well as through online

catchment workshops. Catchment workshops involved engagement with members of state

nature and environment agencies, local authorities, landowners, businesses (agriculture,

forestry, peat and water companies), fisheries groups, ecologists and community groups.

The workshops served to identify potential datasets as well as raise awareness as to the

2 2

Table 1. 

Study catchment accounting areas summary details.
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SEEA EA approach and data needs (Farrell and Stout 2020). The key datasets, used for

developing SEEA EA accounts  for  peatlands in  the catchment  accounting areas,  were

national  scale,  open  access  data  (CORINE,  EU  Habitats  Directive  Article  17  and

commonage assessment data, national soil data (peat texture), livestock numbers (Central

Statistics  Office (CSO)  data)  with  focused  catchment  data  used  (datasets  relating  to

industrial  peat  extraction)  where available and relevant.  These data supported building

extent accounts and, alongside relevant ancillary datasets, formed the basis to develop

rudimentary  condition  accounts.  The use  of  the  data  is  described  where  relevant  and

outlined in Suppl. material 2.

Peatland ecosystem typology

A key step in the SEEA EA is identifying the range of ecosystem types and the typology

used.  Ecosystem  types  included  in  this  study  were  peatlands  (bogs  and  fens)  and

heathlands (wet heath), all characterised by a peat soil which has a depth of at least 45 cm

on undrained land and 30 cm deep on drained land. We aligned CORINE Land Cover

(CLC) Level 3 classes broadly with Level 1 (peatlands and heathlands) of the national

ecosystem typology to define the main ecosystem types present in each study catchment

(Table 2). These were further aligned with the EU Eunis habitat classification. We note that,

under the IUCN Global Ecosystem Typology (Keith 2020), bogs align with TF1.6 Boreal,

temperate and montane peat bogs; fens align with TF1.7 Boreal and temperate fens and

heathlands align with T3.3 Cool temperate heathlands.

CORINE Land Cover Classification 

(peatland CLC classes) 

Irish National Typology 

(Fossitt 2000) 

Eunis classification 

(EU HD Annex I

habitats) 

Class Sub-Class Code Land-cover

Description 

Level 1 Level 2 Level 3 Code Name

4.

Wetlands

4.1 Inland

Wetlands

412 Peat bogs Peatlands PB Bogs PB1 Raised

bogs 

7110;

7120

*Active raised

bogs; Degraded

raised bogs

capable of natural

regeneration

PB2 Upland

blanket bog 

7130 Blanket bogs (*if

active)

PB3

Lowland

blanket bog 

7130 Blanket bogs (*if

active)

PB4

Cutover bog

Table 2. 

Irish  peatland  and  heathland  national  typology  (national  Level  3  bogs,  fens,  flushes  and  wet

heathland  habitat  types  are  highlighted  using  italics)  aligned  with  CORINE  and  Eunis

classifications. Note:* infers Annex I priority habitats.
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CORINE Land Cover Classification 

(peatland CLC classes) 

Irish National Typology 

(Fossitt 2000) 

Eunis classification 

(EU HD Annex I

habitats) 

Class Sub-Class Code Land-cover

Description 

Level 1 Level 2 Level 3 Code Name

PB5

Eroding

blanket bog 

411 Inland

marshes

PF Fens

and

flushes

PF1 Rich

fen and

flush 

7230;

7210

Alkaline fens;

*Calcareous fens

with Cladium 

mariscus and

species of the

Caricion

davallianae

412 Peat Bogs PF2 Poor

fen and

flush 

Not listed on

Annex I, but

regarded as

being of special

conservation

importance in

Ireland

PF3

Transition

mire and

quaking bog

7140 Transition mire

and quaking bogs

3. Forest

and Semi-

natural

Areas

3.2 Shrub and/

or Herbaceous

Vegetation

Associations

322 Moors and

heathlands

Heath and

dense

bracken

HH

Heath

HH1 Dry

siliceous

heath

4030 European dry

heaths

HH2 Dry

calcareous

heath

4030 European dry

heaths

HH3 Wet

heath 

4010 Northern Atlantic

wet heaths with 

Erica tetralix

HH4

Montane

heath 

4060 Alpine and Boreal

heaths

HD

Dense

Bracken

HD1 Dense

bracken 

3.3 Open

Spaces with

Little or no

Vegetation

334 Burnt Areas

The  national  ecosystem  typology  provides  a  comprehensive  synthesis  of  the  most

frequently  encountered  peatland  ecosystem  sub-types  or  peatland  habitats  in  Ireland

(Fossitt 2000). Level  I  peatlands  are  distinguished  as  bogs  and  fens  (Level  2)  and

heathlands as heath and dense bracken (Level 2). Bogs are ombrotrophic ecosystems,

Developing peatland ecosystem accounts to guide targets for restoration 7



comprising a number of Level 3 habitats, including raised and blanket bog habitat types,

with degraded habitats (cutover and eroding blanket bog) also distinguished. In Ireland,

raised bogs comprise domed, deep peat masses that were preceded in development (ca.

10,000  ybp)  by  extensive  fens,  while  blanket  bogs  occur  where  mild  oceanic  climatic

conditions prevail along the western seaboard (lowland type) and on slopes of up to 15

degrees in  upland areas (upland type).  Fens and flushes (Level  2)  are  minerotrophic,

occurring as localised habitats, often within larger bog complexes. Wet heathland habitats

(Level 3) are also peatlands, forming a mosaic with blanket bogs on intermittent upland

slopes, with peat depth < 45cm. Active raised and blanket bogs, and alkaline fens are

priority habitats listed on Annex I of the EU Habitats Directive (Fossitt 2000). Industrial peat

extraction in the Irish midlands has resulted in extensive areas of former raised bogs being

extracted to lower, original fen peat layers. These degraded habitats are referred to as

industrial cutaway peatlands (Bord na Mona 2016).

Building SEEA EA accounts

Using relevant datasets available, we applied the process steps as outlined in the SEEA

EA (UNSD 2021) to develop extent and condition accounts.

Extent: We note that the SEEA EA requires a seamless spatial dataset to develop extent

accounts. While a number of commissioned peatland surveys (using the national and/or

Eunis typology), gathered at various time periods, were available for parts of the study

areas, their fragmented and partial coverage rendered them unfit for use, but relevant in

verifying the peatland habitat  type. Therefore, in the absence of a continuous, national

peatland ecosystem map or a land-cover map detailing peatland habitats, CORINE land

cover  (25 ha MMU or  Minimum Mapping Unit)  provided the best  available time series

datasets at national scale to form the basis of catchment scale extent accounts to show

short term changes over time (data available for 2000, 2006, 2012 and 2018). Data were

analysed using GIS tools (ArcGIS) to develop extent accounts (maps and tables). We note

that, given the relatively coarse resolution of the CORINE landcover status layers, while

they serve to show general trends, they are not reliable for developing change accounts

(EEA 2019) and change in extent accounts were developed using the CORINE Change

product  (5  ha  MMU).  Supplementary  datasets  provided  more  detail  on  the  extent  of

specific peatland types (Article 17 datasets and industrial peat extraction data). We used

peat soil texture datasets, developed at national level, as an indicator of the former extent

of peatland in each catchment (pre-2000) as demonstrated in Farrell et al. (2021b).

Condition: Peatland condition was assessed using datasets gathered to support reporting

under the EU Habitats Directive (data collated for Article 17 national reporting of Annex I

habitats),  survey  data  commissioned  to  report  peatland  degradation  under  livestock

grazing commonage assessments (2000 and 2012) and data collated by the Irish peat

extraction company (Bord na Móna). Ground-truthing (site inspection and vantage point

survey by a trained peatland ecologist),  use of  aerial  imagery (Google Earth Pro)  and

stakeholder engagement (local knowledge) were incorporated to assess peatland condition

in each catchment.
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Identifying peatland areas for restoration

Following  guidelines  for  the  assessment  and  reporting  of  the  conservation  status  of

habitats reported under Article 17 of the EU Habitats Directive, we aligned the condition

assessment (developed for the condition accounts) alongside extent account data (range,

area) and future prospects (based on knowledge of pressures and threats) and developed

an  overall  assessment  of  peatland  status  and  trends  for  both  catchments.  Once  one

parameter (structure and function, range and area and future prospects) was identified as

having bad prospects, the assessment of future prospects was ‘unfavourable-bad’ (Bad).

We used the national  typology/Annex I  habitats descriptions as reference condition for

blanket bog, raised bog, wet heath and fen (Fossitt  2000) and, where a peatland was

classified as a degraded peatland type, such as cutover bog, the reference condition was

considered as rewetted, revegetated and environmentally stabilised. Where the peatland

was considered at risk of not achieving the reference condition without active restoration, it

was classed as being At Risk.

Dargle Figile 

CLC 

Code

CLC (Level

3) peatland

classes 

2000 2006 2012 2018 2000 2006 2012 2018 

322 Moors and

Heathlands

0 0 2,214 13 3,125 18 3,157 18 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

334 Burnt areas 0 0 0 0 0 0 65 <1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

412 Peat Bogs 4,062 23 1,897 11 1,201 7 1,201 7 10,979 36 10,024 33 9,659 32 9,512 32

Total 4,062 23 4,111 23 4,326 24 4,423 25 10,979 36 10,024 33 9,659 32 9,512 32

Results

Peatland extent accounts

Our  extent  accounts  are  outlined in  Table  3,  with  supporting  information  in  relation  to

ecosystem extent summarised in Table 4 and additional information in Suppl. material 3.

CORINE datasets provided a coarse indicator of peatland ecosystem extent for available

time-series  data,  with  2018  extent  account  data  illustrated  in  Figs  1a,  2a.  While  the

CORINE land-cover data show a slight increase in the Dargle peatland ecosystem extent

between  2000  and  2018,  the  CORINE change  account  data  verified  an  overall  slight

decline in peatland classes in the Dargle (< 0.5% decrease), with a similar decline in the

Figile (< 1% decrease) (Table 4, Suppl. material 3), highlighting the need to use the more

detailed CORINE Change product to verify changes. Peat soil texture data (Figs 1b, 2b)

Table 3. 

Ecosystem extent accounts showing area (ha) and percentage cover (in italics) of CLC Level 3

peatland classes in the Dargle and Figile catchment areas for 2000, 2006, 2012 and 2018. Note:

minor discrepancies in summing of percentage cover relate to rounding off figures.
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showed that, for both catchments, peatlands were originally more extensive (up to twice

the present cover) and highlighted a significant decline in peatland cover prior to 2000.

These  former  peatlands  have  been  converted  to  other  land-cover  types  including

agricultural grassland and commercial forestry (Suppl.  material  3).  In terms of peatland

habitat types (ecosystem sub-types) present, Article 17 data, overlain on peat soil texture

data,  were  considered  the  best  representative  dataset  showing  the  present  peatland

ecosystem extent in the Dargle (Fig. 1b). In the Figile, Article 17 data were considered the

best representative dataset for the extent of active raised bog habitat, while CORINE data

outline  the  overall  extent  of  peatlands  in  the  catchment  (all  habitat  types  combined)

(Fig. 2a). We  note  patches  of  Annex  I  fen  habitats  were  reported  present  in  both

catchments (point data in Figs 1a, 2a, Suppl. material 3).

Peatland condition accounts

Data available on peatland condition for the Dargle included commonage survey data from

2001 and a desktop survey of the Wicklow Mountains Special Area of Conservation (SAC,

part of the EU Natura 2000 conservation network) which partially overlaps with the Dargle

catchment  and  is  based  on  2006  data.  Commonages  comprise  a  mosaic  of  habitats

including peatlands, dry heathland and upland habitats including sparsely vegetated areas,

a b

c

Figure 1. 

Dargle data panel: (a) The extent of A17 peatlands (red outline) overlain on CORINE 2018

peatland classes; (b) The former extent of peatlands (pre-2000) is shown by the extent of soil

of  peat  texture  with  present  day  extent  of  A17 peatlands shown in  red and (c)  condition

assessment of peatland commonages (2001 data).
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grasslands and scrub,  which are used by a number  of  landowners with  shares in  the

commonage to  graze livestock.  Data  relating  to  the  condition  of  commonage areas in

Ireland were gathered nationally in the early 2000s in response to overgrazing pressures in

upland areas. Condition data available for the Figile comprised a desktop survey of raised

bog remnants and industrial peat extraction data. No site assessment surveys under Article

17 reporting  were  available  for  peatland habitats  in  either  catchment.  We present  our

rudimentary condition account in Table 5, describing the summary findings in the text with

supporting detail in Suppl. material 3.

Dataset Dargle Figile 

CORINE 2000 peatland classes 23% 36%

CORINE 2018 peatland classes 25% 32%

CORINE change product 2000-2018 < -0.5% < -1%

Annex I peatland habitats 20% < 1%

Peat soil texture (former peatland extent pre-2000) 41% 69%

Annex I peatland habitats Area ha 

Code Habitat name 

4010 Wet Heath 3,258 0

7110 Raised Bog (Active) 0 264

7130 Blanket Bog (Active) 2,790 0

7140 Transition Mires 3 0

Total Annex I habitats considering overlaps (in the Dargle, wet heath and transition mires

overlap with blanket bog in the Article 17 datasets).

3,608 (ca.

20%) 

264 (<

1%) 

Dargle peatland condition assessment 

Commonage data:  Relatively  small  areas of  peatlands showed heavy signs of  grazing

damage in 2001 (Fig. 1c). We note that not all peatlands are included in the commonage

and not all commonage areas are peatlands. No repeat survey data are available, but farm

census  data  show  that  sheep  numbers  in  the  catchment  have  been  reduced  (Suppl.

material 3).

Desktop  survey:  These  data  showed  that,  for  the  area  surveyed,  peatland  habitats

comprised ca. 50% degraded peatland habitats (cutover and eroding bog) and ca. 50%

Annex I peatland types, occurring in a mosaic with dry heathland alongside patches of wet

grassland, scrub and plantation (described in detail in Suppl. material 3). There were no

data relating to condition or trends for the Annex I habitats.

Table 4. 

Summary  supporting  information  relating  to  the  extent  of  peatlands  in  the  Dargle  and  Figile

catchments (% catchment) and area of Annex I peatland habitats (hectares and total %).
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a

b

Figure 2. 

Figile  data  panel:  (a)  Map  of  degraded  raised  bog  (green),  overlain  with  CORINE  2018

peatland classes (blue hatching), showing raised bog remnants (yellow) and areas identified

as active raised bogs (red outline); (b) The former extent of peatlands (pre-2000) is shown by

the extent of soil of peat texture overlain with CORINE 2018 peatland classes (blue hatching)

and A17 peatlands (red outline).
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Condition account information Dargle Figile 

Available datasets 

Commonage data (2001) and livestock

numbers (2010)

Areas of heavy damage reported

in 2001 (ca. 1% peatland area

heaviliy damaged); sheep

numbers reduced (2010 data).

No commonage areas present.

Peatland habitat surveys: Wicklow

Mountains SAC (2006), raised bog

remnant survey (2013) and industrial

peat extraction data (2019)

50% peatland habitats classified

as degraded types (eroding and

cutover bog habitats).

Fragments of active raised bog

remaining in 2013; 35% bare peat and

> 90% classified as degraded

peatland habitat types (2019 data).

Assessment of condition variables

based on Google Earth imagery

(2009 and 2020 data) 

Exposed, bare peat Area of bare peat increased

between 2009 and 2020.

Extensive bare peat (> 30%) in 2020;

the area of bare peat decreased

between 2009 and 2020.

Active peat erosion Area of exposed subsoil (gravels)

increased between 2009 and

2020.

Not evident.

Burn scars Evident in localised areas. Not evident.

Drainage Drains associated with former turf

cuttings still evident.

Intensive drainage system evident

across all peatlands.

Overall condition (2021) Bad Bad 

Aerial imagery, site visits and stakeholder knowledge: Comparing 2009 and 2020 aerial

imagery datasets highlighted localised areas of gullying and active erosion at the upper

reaches  of  the  catchment,  increasing  the  exposure  of  areas  of  underlying  gravels.

Comparison of the area of exposed gravel between 2009 and 2020 indicates erosion is

ongoing.  Burn  scars  were  clearly  visible  with  uncontrolled  burning  occurring  regularly,

according to local stakeholder knowledge. Former peat cuttings were clearly visible along

with  an  extensive  drainage network.  While  there  was no active  peat  cutting  visible  or

reported by locals, drainage networks remain active. Recreational paths showed signs of

trampling and bare peat exposure.

Dargle overall condition assessment: The levels of degradation varied within the catchment

and between peatland habitat types (Annex I blanket bog and wet heathland and cutover

and eroding bog), but overall, the condition was impacted negatively with ongoing erosion

Table 5. 

Rudimentary condition accounts for the Dargle and Figile accounting areas.

Developing peatland ecosystem accounts to guide targets for restoration 13



and degradation of the peatland habitats and the condition of the Dargle peatlands was

considered Bad.

Figile peatland condition assessment 

Raised bog remnant desktop survey: These data outline the extent of remaining raised bog

remnants at the margins of larger industrial cutaway peatland units (Fig. 2a). Overlaying

this dataset with Article 17 reporting data showed that three areas of remnant raised bog

were identified as active raised bog areas (total area 264 ha), while the remainder was

classified as secondary, degraded raised bog.

Industrial peat extraction data: These data show that the secondary, degraded raised bog

comprised industrial peatland areas (active extraction and cutaway) (Suppl. material 3).

The extraction areas comprised a range of habitats including bare peat (corresponding to

active peat extraction areas in 2019), patches of cutover bog at margins of industrial units,

with  an  array  of  emergent  pioneer  habitats  established  on  areas  taken  out  of  peat

extraction (pioneer cutaway habitats, scrub, wetlands and woodlands).

Aerial imagery, site visits and stakeholder knowledge: Aerial imagery datasets verified the

information  provided  by  available  datasets  and  confirmed  there  were  few  remaining

examples of near intact raised bog habitats in the study catchment. These remnants were

affected by drainage and fragmentation effects.  Most  of  the peatland areas comprised

industrial peatlands that have been extracted to lower fen peat layers. Bare peat areas

were clearly evident along with signs of pioneer habitats emerging on areas no longer used

for active peat extraction. These included rudimentary fen (where drainage channels are

inactive), scrub and woodland. At the margins of the industrial extraction areas, there were

extensive  areas  of  domestic  turf  cutting  which  comprised  bare  peat  spread-ground

adjoining turf banks/cutting faces at the edge of raised bog remnants. To support industrial

and domestic peat extraction, an extensive, active drainage network is in situ which also

facilitates ongoing drainage of adjoining agricultural and afforested lands.

Overall condition assessment: The levels of degradation varied within the catchment and

between peatland habitat types. For all three distinguishable types (Annex I raised bog,

industrial cutaway peatland and cutover bog), the condition was impacted negatively with

ongoing drainage and degradation of the peatland habitats and the condition of the Figile

peatlands was considered Bad.

Peatland areas at risk of not achieving reference condition levels

Linking the overall condition assessment with the overall decline in peatland area in both

catchments  (41% to  20% in  the  Dargle,  69% to  37% in  the  Figile  prior  to  2000)  and

knowledge of  pressures (historical  turf  cutting and overgrazing,  combined with ongoing

recreational use in the Dargle contributing to ongoing erosion and exposure of bare peat;

ongoing industrial  peat  extraction  activities  and domestic  turf  cutting  in  the  Figile),  we

developed an assessment  of  the risk of  peatlands in  both catchments of  not  reaching

reference condition in the absence of restoration measures (Table 6). We note that the
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reference  condition  selected  is  the  natural  state  of  the  peatlands  as  described  in  the

national  typology (Fossitt  2000),  as recommended by the SEEA EA (UNSD 2021) and

where peatlands have been degraded to the extent they cannot return to their original,

former  reference  condition,  the  new  reference  condition  was  considered  as  rewetted,

revegetated and environmentally stabilised.

Peatland

type 

Reference type Extent (stable,

declining or

increasing) 

Condition (2021) Pressure and threats Risk

level

Dargle peatlands 

Wet Heath

and active

Blanket

Bogs

Annex I (4010

and 7130)

Declining: signs of

erosion; long term

decline based on

former peat soil

extent; slight recent

change shown in

CORINE change

product.

Bad: more than 50%

peatland areas

showing signs of

degradation.

Historical drainage for turf

cutting still active; effects

of past overgrazing

evident; ongoing soil

erosion and uncontrolled

burning; ongoing trampling

and exposure of bare peat

due to recreational use;

ongoing conversion to

other land-use types.

At

risk 

At

risk 

Transition

Mires

Annex I (7140) No data: present

extent 3 ha (no

historical data).

Bad: generally found

within blanket bog

complexes; risk

characterisation can

be inferred from

overall blanket bog

assessment.

At

risk 

Degraded

Wet Heath

and

degraded

Blanket

Bogs

Annex I (4010

and 7130); new

reference levels

to be identified in

heavily degraded

areas.

Declining:

Increasing signs of

ongoing erosion;

long term decline

based on former

peat soil extent;

slight recent change

shown in CORINE

change product.

Bad: more than 50%

peatland areas

showing signs of

degradation.

At

risk 

Figile peatlands 

Active and

degraded

Raised bog

Annex I (7110

and 7120)

Declining: 264 ha of

former extensive

raised bog (> 10,000

ha) remain with

limited patches of

remnant active

raised bog.

Bad: fragmented

nature, size and

ongoing drainage

limits prospects to

return to active raised

bog.

Turf cutting still active at

margins of raised bog

habitats; effects of past

cutting evident; restoration

is required to conserve

and restore/maintain

Annex I habitats.

At

risk 

Table 6. 

Likelihood (risk)  of  peatland habitat  types not  achieving reference condition  in  the  absence of

restoration measures in each study catchment.
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Peatland

type 

Reference type Extent (stable,

declining or

increasing) 

Condition (2021) Pressure and threats Risk

level

Cutaway

industrial

peatland

Rehabilitated

industrial

cutaway: fen,

wetland/

woodland

mosaic.

Stable: peat

extraction ceased in

2020; future decline

may be due to

conversion to other

ecosystem types.

Bad: presently drained

for industrial extraction

with extensive bare

peat areas.

Pressures are reducing,

active measures are in

planning phase to

rehabilitate the industrial

cutaway peatlands.

At

risk 

Dargle and Figile peatlands 

Cutover bog Rewetted cutover

bog.

Figile (declining):

domestic turf

extraction is ongoing

and may increase.

Dargle (stable): turf

cutting inactive, but

drains remain active.

Bad: Intensively

drained with extensive

bare peat in Figile, turf

banks partially

revegetated in Dargle,

but drains active.

Figile: turf cutting likely to

continue and may

increase/extend to other

areas.

Dargle and Figile: at

present, there is no

licensing obligation to

rehabilitate.

At

risk 

Fens Annex I (7230,

7210)

No data No data No data No

data

Annex I habitats: In the absence of restoration measures, all Annex I peatland types are

At Risk of not reaching Favourable conservation status, relative to the reference condition

(Annex I habitat type). Note that Favourable conservation status, as defined under the EU

Habitats  Directive,  infers  that  habitats  must  have sufficient  area and quality  to  ensure

maintenance into the medium to long term, along with favourable future prospects in the

face of pressures and threats (NPWS 2019).

Degraded Annex I habitats: In the Dargle, areas classified as Annex I habitats include

localised patches of eroding bog, cutover bog and areas that show signs of overgrazing

and trampling  (bare  peat)  and/or  burn  scars.  Given  ongoing  erosion  and the  scale  of

degradation,  these  degraded  areas  are  at  a  higher  risk  of  not  achieving  Favourable

conservation status. Restoration of Annex I habitat is not feasible in parts of these areas

(such as where peat has eroded to sub-peat gravels), requiring a new reference condition

to be established. In the Figile, Annex I degraded raised bog is supporting active raised

bog. However,  the fragmented nature and size of  isolated active raised bog remnants,

combined with the ongoing drainage at margins, reduces the potential  to restore these

areas to Annex I priority active raised bog habitat. Therefore, these habitats are considered

At  Risk of  not  reaching  Favourable  conservation  status,  relative  to  former  reference

condition (Annex I habitat type).

Industrial cutaway peatlands: these areas have been extracted to lower fen peat layers.

Research to date shows that natural regeneration and rehabilitation of industrial cutaway

raised  bogs  results  in  establishment  of  fen  peatlands  (through  rewetting)  with  wet

woodland emerging in dry areas that remain above the water-table (Rowlands and Feehan

2000). Integrated Pollution Control Licensing (overseen by the Environmental Protection

Agency) requires these areas to be rehabilitated to an environmentally stabilised condition

(Bord na Mona 2016). The reference condition is, therefore, considered fen, wetland and
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woodland mosaics. While peat extraction on bare peat areas ceased in 2020, the drainage

system remains in  situ  and,  until  restorative  measures are  implemented,  the industrial

cutaway peatlands are considered At Risk of not achieving the reference condition (fen,

wetland and woodland mosaics).

Cutover bog: these areas are diverse in terms of scale and level of intensity of use (most

areas are inactive in the Dargle, but actively being cut in the Figile). Domestic turf cutting is

not licensed and there are no legal obligations to rehabilitate areas when peat extraction

ceases. However, inactive cutover areas have been shown to recover typical peat-forming

vegetation with rewetting and other restorative measures (Crowley et al. 2021). Given the

continued effects of active cutting in the Figile, the effects of ongoing drainage and given

that no active restoration has taken place in either catchment with no legal obligations to

do so, cutover bog areas are considered At Risk of not achieving the reference condition

(rewetted cutover bog).

Discussion

Understanding extent accounts

While  data  relating  to  peatland  condition  were  limited  for  our  study  catchments,  we

demonstrated that incorporating information relating to peatland ecosystem sub-types or

habitat  types,  gathered  under  extent  accounts,  helped  to  build  rudimentary  peatland

ecosystem condition  accounts  at  catchment  scale.  We note  that  ecosystem accounts,

developed at  Tier  I  level  in  the  EU region,  generally  refer  to  high  level  peatland  and

heathland ecosystem types, such as those outlined in CORINE land-cover classes Peat

Bogs and Moors and Heathlands (EEA 2019). Working at lower levels, such as that of

catchment scale, a more detailed ecosystem classification supports accounting in relation

to understanding and tracking conversions between peatland habitat types, particularly in

relation  to  trends  in  and  levels  of  degradation,  thereby  providing  basic  information  to

identify realistic restoration targets as required under the EU nature restoration plan (Vysna

2021).

In the case of peatlands, we note that intact peatland habitat types, as defined under the

Irish national typology, are, in the main, considered Annex I habitats (blanket bog, raised

bog, wet heathland, alkaline fen) and these are all included under Article 17 reporting. This

infers that remaining peatlands are other peatland habitat types derived from former Annex

I types, classified as eroding bog, industrial cutaway peatland or cutover bog. By inference,

these peatlands are considered to be in a degraded (or bad) condition. At catchment and

local scales, peatland habitat type is, therefore, considered a means to provide information

in relation to condition. It is noted that a change in condition also affects extent accounts,

for example, where intensified drainage and/or extraction of peat converts an Annex I bog

to a cutover bog (from good to bad condition) or where restoration restores a drained,

degraded raised bog to an active raised or blanket bog (from bad to good/better condition).

These changes would typically be recorded in the SEEA EA extent and change in extent,

accounts as a conversion from one ecosystem type to another (UNSD 2021).
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Understanding how and why peatland types cross threshold levels and are converted to

other peatland habitats and how that is related to pressures and use (for example, blanket

bog converted to eroding bog, as a result of overgrazing), is integral to developing peatland

ecosystem  stock  accounts  and,  equally,  ecosystem  services  accounts,  as  there  are

consequences for ecosystem service provision (Kimmel and Mander 2010). For example,

degraded heathlands are often characterised by burned areas and/or bare peat,  which

become dominated by bracken (Pteridium aquilinum), with resulting loss of services and

flows relating to biodiversity and grazing (Marrs et al. 2008). Equally, dry heathlands may

be derived from drainage of blanket and raised bogs, with resultant effects on services,

such as regulation of water flows. In this latter example, peatlands were converted from

wetlands  to  dry  heathlands,  but  have the  potential  to  be  restored  to  original  peatland

condition (Bellamy et al. 2011). A more challenging conversion is that of restoring forest or

grasslands, established on peatlands, to the former original peatland. In both of our study

catchments, up to 50% of the original peatland area was converted to grassland or forest

ecosystem types prior to 2000. Both of these ‘derived from peatland ecosystems’ comprise

land-cover and land-use types on peat soils that have been shown to increase emissions

of  greenhouse  gases.  For  example,  conversion  of  peatlands  to  commercial  conifer

plantations has been shown to have long-term climate warming effects (Jovani‐Sancho et

al.  2021).  Peatland  restoration  measures  (such  as  tree  removal  and  rewetting)  may

reverse these trends (Artz et al. 2013, Andersen et al. 2016). Extending the accounting

framework to include these ‘derived from peatland ecosystems’ would identify those areas

where  restoration  measures  would  deliver  benefits  for  climate,  water  and  biodiversity,

while,  at  the  same time,  tracking  changes  in  stocks  relating  to  agricultural  and  forest

ecosystems and related flows of carbon as shown by work in The Netherlands (Hein et al.

2020a), serving to provide information for the National Inventory Reporting for LULUCF.

One of the challenges identified for developing ecosystem accounts for wetlands is their

misrepresentation in different classification systems (Maes 2020) and, as we have shown,

the boundaries are not always clear. A well-defined classification of peatland and wetland

ecosystem types (and, inter alia, all ecosystem types) is essential to establish the relevant

content of the ecosystem extent account, which underpins all other accounts in the SEEA

EA framework (UNSD 2021). Furthermore, working at catchment and lower scales requires

more detail on ecosystem sub-types or habitat level descriptions. A detailed peatland map

to show extent of peatland habitat types aligned with the national typology at a resolution

appropriate to monitoring changes at a defined site/accounting area level, would enable

more refined ecosystem accounting at  catchment  and lower scales and facilitate more

accurate tracking of changes over time. For example, extent data, relating to the area of

domestic turf extraction (cutover bog), would underpin an assessment of this peatland type

which is considered to be extensive in Ireland, but currently not mapped (Connolly 2018).

We note that there are limited data relating to fens and these require a targeted survey to

ensure they are included in peatland accounting frameworks. Furthermore, the expansion

of fen (and wet woodland) habitats on industrial cutaway and cutover bogs in the future will

present  a  significant  change  in  ecosystem  accounts  for  catchments  characterised  by

industrial peat extraction (Rowlands and Feehan 2000, Farrell and Doyle 2003, Renou et

al. 2006).
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Understanding condition accounts

In relation to the three-stage approach to develop condition accounts (UNSD 2021), we

present  condition  accounts,  based  on  what  was  available  and  feasible  at  this  time.

Datasets relating to ecosystem condition variables were limited and we relied on extent

data, ancillary information gathered at varying intervals and expert ecological opinion to

develop  rudimentary  condition  accounts.  Drainage  and  disturbance  (including  erosion)

provided useful information in relation to peatland use and pressures (Connolly and Holden

2011),  while  land  conversion  data provided  further  relevant  information  relating  to

pressures,  reflecting  work  carried  out  at  EU  scale  (Maes  2020).  However,  condition

accounts should be based on measured condition variables (Czúcz et al.  2021) and in

order to address data gaps, further work should focus on identifying relevant variables in

order to build accounts aligned with the SEEA EA framework (Keith et al.  2020). More

widespread data gathering (at standardised time intervals) relating to specific and relevant

peatland condition variables (as defined by Czúcz et al. 2021), such as extent of bare peat,

peat  depth  (required  to  assess  carbon  stocks),  water  level  (drainage  intensity)  and

presence of characteristic species and/or plant communities would facilitate building stage

one condition accounts as outlined in the SEEA EA (Keith et al. 2020, UNSD 2021), as well

as  providing  information  in  relation  to  supply  of  ecosystem  services,  such  as carbon

storage and sequestration and regulation of water flows (Farrell et al. 2021b).

The  selection  of  realistic  reference  conditions  for  ecosystem types  and  corresponding

reference levels for condition variables is fundamental to developing stage two of SEEA EA

condition accounts (Keith 2020) and also critical in terms of identifying restoration targets

for ecosystems in general  and as shown in this study for  specific  peatland habitats or

ecosystem sub-types. While the SEEA EA provides guidance (UNSD 2021), the selection

of  reference  condition  levels  for  condition  variables  should  reflect  local  and  regional

contexts  to  address  geographical  variation  of  peatland  ecosystems  (and  wetland

ecosystems, in general) at national scales, as well as across the EU (Keith et al. 2020). For

Annex I habitats, reference conditions can be established with relative ease, while those

habitats  beyond  legal  reporting  frameworks  will  require  more  detailed  analysis.  While

detailed conservation status assessments are carried out for a relatively small area of the

national peatland inventory and only for Annex I habitats (NPWS 2019), the approach used

here could be extended with relative ease to develop assessments for a wider range of

peatland-dominated catchments and/or landscape units. Combining these with EU Water

Framework Directive data, collected at sub-basin level, would serve to link peatland status

and trends, with trends in the ecological status of waterbodies (Farrell et al. 2021b). As well

as making use of  ready-made EU reporting frameworks,  collating information across a

range of inter-related policies is one of the aims of the SEEA EA in terms of integrating

natural systems into policy- and decision-making (Farrell et al. 2021a).

Development of  standardised ecosystem condition indicators,  such as those relating to

peatland  biodiversity  (for  example,  the  presence  or  absence  of  bird  species  as

demonstrated in the UK peatland ecosystem accounts), and incorporating citizen science

and remote sensing approaches would facilitate collection of repeatable, time-series data

and  development  of  stage  two  and  stage  three  SEEA EA condition  accounts.  Having
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standardised indicators would also allow the development of a scale of degradation relating

to the condition of  peatland habitat  types,  assisting in prioritising areas for  restoration,

while also serving to track recovery by means of condition accounts developed over time

(Keith et al. 2020, Maes et al. 2020).

Concluding comments

Combining  available  datasets  with  ecological  expert  opinion  under  the  SEEA  EA

framework, we assessed the status and trends in peatland stocks at catchment scale. Our

condition  assessments  reflect  the  overall  unfavourable-bad  national  conservation

assessment of peatland habitats (NPWS 2019), as well as general trends across the EU in

relation  to  wetlands  (Maes  2020).  All  peatland  areas  in  our  study  catchments  were

considered At Risk of not achieving reference conditions unless restoration measures were

undertaken. In some instances, restoration is considered feasible, while in other cases, the

peatland  habitats  have  crossed  a  threshold  and  cannot  be  restored  to  their  previous

reference condition, requiring a new reference condition to be set, as shown in the case of

industrial  cutaway  peatlands  (Rowlands  and  Feehan  2000,  Farrell  and  Doyle  2003).

Despite limited data, the approach, outlined here using the SEEA EA framework, could

serve  as  the  basis  for  development  of  a  national  risk  register  of  peatland stocks  and

support  the  prioritisation  and  targeting  of  available  resources  for  optimal  returns  on

peatland restoration. Aligning the SEEA EA framework with restoration frameworks and

tools,  such as the International  Principles and Standards for  the Practice of  Ecological

Restoration and  the  Restorative  Continuum,  developed  by  the  Society  of  Ecological

Restoration  (Gann  et  al.  2019),  would  combine  established  tools  and  frameworks  to

support monitoring of changes in condition (related to reducing pressures, as well as active

restorative measures) over time.

Further work to develop accounts for ecosystem services would assist  in developing a

broader risk register (relating to potential reductions in or loss of flows, including services

and benefits), as well as opportunities to realise potential co-benefits of restoration relating

to climate, water, biodiversity and sustainable development (Bonn et al. 2016), across the

full peatland inventory. While we highlighted a number of options to gather data to build

more robust, time-series extent and condition accounts, we note that, in the absence of

comprehensive data, bringing information under the SEEA EA framework is a good starting

point  with  the  integration  of  expert  ecological  opinion  considered  essential  to  ensure

development of reliable accounts.

Funding program

This work has been carried out as part of the INCASE (Irish Natural Capital Accounting for

Sustainable  Environments)  project,  funded  under  the  EPA  Research  Programme

2014-2020. The EPA Research Programme is a Government of Ireland initiative, funded by

the Department of the Environment, Climate and Communications. It is administered by the

Environmental  Protection Agency, which has the statutory function of  co-ordinating and

promoting environmental research (www.incaseproject.com).

20 Farrell C et al

http://www.incaseproject.com


Hosting institution

Trinity College Dublin

Conflicts of interest

The authors have declared that no competing interests exist.

References

• Andersen R, Farrell C, Graf M, Muller F, Calvar E, Frankard P, Caporn S, Anderson P

(2016) An overview of the progress and challenges of peatland restoration in Western

Europe. Restoration Ecology 25 (2): 271‑282. https://doi.org/10.1111/rec.12415

• Artz RRE, Chapman SJ, Saunders M, Evans CD, Matthews RB (2013) Comment on

"Soil CO2, CH4 and N2O fluxes from an afforested lowland raised peat bog in Scotland:

implications for drainage and restoration" by Yamulki et al. (2013). Biogeosciences 10

(11): 7623‑7630. https://doi.org/10.5194/bg-10-7623-2013

• Bateman I, Mace G (2020) The natural capital framework for sustainably efficient and

equitable decision making. Nature Sustainability 3 (10): 776‑783. https://doi.org/

10.1038/s41893-020-0552-3

• Bellamy P, Stephen L, Maclean I, Grant M (2011) Response of blanket bog vegetation

to drain-blocking. Applied Vegetation Science 15 (1): 129‑135. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.

1654-109x.2011.01151.x

• Bonn A, Allott T, Evans M, Joosten J, Stoneman R (2016) Peatlands restoration and

ecosystem services: science, policy and practice. Cambridge University Press

• Bord na Mona (2016) Biodiversity Action Plan 2016-2021. Brona Press, Ireland URL: 

http://biodiversityactionplan.bordnamona.ie/wp-content/uploads/2016/04/BioDiversity-

Plan-LR.pdf

• Connolly J, Holden N (2009) Mapping peat soils in Ireland: updating the derived Irish

peat map. Irish Geography 42 (3): 343‑352. https://doi.org/10.1080/0075077090

3407989

• Connolly J, Holden NM (2011) Mapping peatland disturbance in Ireland: an object

oriented approach. Remote Sensing for Agriculture, Ecosystems, and Hydrology XIII 

https://doi.org/10.1117/12.898573

• Connolly J (2018) Mapping land use on Irish peatlands using medium resolution

satellite imagery. Irish Geography 51 (2). 

• Crowley W, Smith G, Mackin F, Regan S, Valverde F, Eakin M (2021) Recovery of the

vegetation of a cutover raised bog in Ireland following rewetting measures. Biology and

Environment: Proceedings of the Royal Irish Academy 2 https://doi.org/10.3318/bioe.

2021.09

• Czúcz B, Keith H, Driver A, Jackson B, Nicholson E, Maes J (2021) A common typology

for ecosystem characteristics and ecosystem condition variables. One Ecosystem 6 

https://doi.org/10.3897/oneeco.6.e58218

Developing peatland ecosystem accounts to guide targets for restoration 21

https://doi.org/10.1111/rec.12415
https://doi.org/10.5194/bg-10-7623-2013
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41893-020-0552-3
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41893-020-0552-3
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1654-109x.2011.01151.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1654-109x.2011.01151.x
http://biodiversityactionplan.bordnamona.ie/wp-content/uploads/2016/04/BioDiversity-Plan-LR.pdf
http://biodiversityactionplan.bordnamona.ie/wp-content/uploads/2016/04/BioDiversity-Plan-LR.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1080/00750770903407989
https://doi.org/10.1080/00750770903407989
https://doi.org/10.1117/12.898573
https://doi.org/10.3318/bioe.2021.09
https://doi.org/10.3318/bioe.2021.09
https://doi.org/10.3897/oneeco.6.e58218


• Dasgupta P (2021) The Economics of Biodiversity: The Dasgupta Review. London: HM

Treasury. URL: https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/final-report-the-economics-

of-biodiversity-the-dasgupta-review

• Díaz S, Settele J, Brondízio ES, Ngo HT, Agard J, Arneth A, Balvanera P, Brauman KA,

Butchart SHM, Chan KMA, Garibaldi LA, Ichii K, Liu J, Subramanian SM, Midgley GF,

Miloslavich P, Molnár Z, Obura D, Pfaff A, Polasky S, Purvis A, Razzaque J, Reyers B,

Chowdhury RR, Shin Y, Visseren-Hamakers I, Willis KJ, Zayas CN (2019) Pervasive

human-driven decline of life on Earth points to the need for transformative change.

Science (New York, N.Y.) 366 (6471). https://doi.org/10.1126/science.aax3100

• EEA (2019) Natural capital accounting in support of policymaking in Europe. EU,

Luxembourg. URL: https://www.eea.europa.eu/publications/natural-capital-accounting-

in-support

• Eigenraam M, Obst C (2018) Extending the production boundary of the System of

National Accounts (SNA) to classify and account for ecosystem services. Ecosystem

Health and Sustainability 4 (11): 247‑260. https://doi.org/10.1080/20964129.2018.

1524718

• Evans C, Bonn A, Holden J, Reed M, Evans M, Worrall F, Couwenberg J, Parnell M

(2014) Relationships between anthropogenic pressures and ecosystem functions in UK

blanket bogs: Linking process understanding to ecosystem service valuation.

Ecosystem Services 9: 5‑19. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecoser.2014.06.013

• Farrell C, Aronson J, Daily G, Hein L, Obst C, Woodworth P, Stout J (2021a) Natural

capital approaches: shifting the UN Decade on Ecosystem Restoration from aspiration

to reality. Restoration Ecology https://doi.org/10.1111/rec.13613

• Farrell C, Coleman L, Kelly-Quinn M, Obst C, Eigenraam M, Norton D, O'Donoghue C,

Kinsella S, Delargy O, Stout J (2021b) Applying the System of Environmental Economic

Accounting-Ecosystem Accounting (SEEA-EA) framework at catchment scale to

develop ecosystem extent and condition accounts. One Ecosystem 6 https://doi.org/

10.3897/oneeco.6.e65582

• Farrell CA, Doyle GJ (2003) Rehabilitation of industrial cutaway Atlantic blanket bog in

County Mayo, North-West Ireland. Wetlands Ecology and Management 11: 21‑35. 

https://doi.org/10.1023/a:1022097203946

• Farrell CA, Stout JC (2020) Irish Natural Capital Accounting for Sustainable

Environments: Stage 1 Feasibility Report. EPA, Ireland. URL: https://www.epa.ie/rese

archandeducation/research/researchpublications/researchreports/Research_

Report_322.pdf

• Fossitt J (2000) A guide to habitats in Ireland. Heritage Council, Ireland 

URL: https://www.npws.ie/sites/default/files/publications/pdf/

• Gann G, McDonald T, Walder B, Aronson J, Nelson C, Jonson J, Hallett J, Eisenberg C,

Guariguata M, Liu J, Hua F, Echeverría C, Gonzales E, Shaw N, Decleer K, Dixon K

(2019) International principles and standards for the practice of ecological restoration.

Second edition. Restoration Ecology 27 https://doi.org/10.1111/rec.13035

• Hein L, Remme R, Schenau S, Bogaart P, Lof M, Horlings E (2020a) Ecosystem

accounting in the Netherlands. Ecosystem Services 44 https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecoser.

2020.101118

• Hein L, Bagstad KJ, Obst C, Edens B, Schenau S, Castillo G, Soulard F, Brown C,

Driver A, Bordt M, Steurer A, Harris R, Caparrós A (2020b) Progress in natural capital

22 Farrell C et al

https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/final-report-the-economics-of-biodiversity-the-dasgupta-review
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/final-report-the-economics-of-biodiversity-the-dasgupta-review
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.aax3100
https://www.eea.europa.eu/publications/natural-capital-accounting-in-support
https://www.eea.europa.eu/publications/natural-capital-accounting-in-support
https://doi.org/10.1080/20964129.2018.1524718
https://doi.org/10.1080/20964129.2018.1524718
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecoser.2014.06.013
https://doi.org/10.1111/rec.13613
https://doi.org/10.3897/oneeco.6.e65582
https://doi.org/10.3897/oneeco.6.e65582
https://doi.org/10.1023/a:1022097203946
https://www.epa.ie/researchandeducation/research/researchpublications/researchreports/Research_Report_322.pdf
https://www.epa.ie/researchandeducation/research/researchpublications/researchreports/Research_Report_322.pdf
https://www.epa.ie/researchandeducation/research/researchpublications/researchreports/Research_Report_322.pdf
https://www.npws.ie/sites/default/files/publications/pdf/
https://doi.org/10.1111/rec.13035
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecoser.2020.101118
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecoser.2020.101118


accounting for ecosystems. Science (New York, N.Y.) 367 (6477): 514‑515. 

https://doi.org/10.1126/science.aaz8901

• IPCC (2021) Climate Change 2021: The Physical Science Basis. Contribution of

Working Group I to the Sixth Assessment Report of the Intergovernmental Panel on

Climate Change. Cambridge University Press.. URL: https://www.ipcc.ch/report/ar6/

wg1/#FullReport

• Joosten J, et al. (2016) The role of peatlands in climate change. In: Bonn A, Allot T,

Evans M, Joosten J, Stoneman R (Eds) Peatland restoration and ecosystem services:

science, policy and practice. Cambridge University Press

• Jovani‐Sancho AJ, Cummins T, Byrne K (2021) Soil carbon balance of afforested

peatlands in the maritime temperate climatic zone. Global Change Biology 27 (15):

3681‑3698. https://doi.org/10.1111/gcb.15654

• Keith DA, et al. (2020) IUCN Global Ecosystem Typology 2.0 : descriptive profiles for

biomes and ecosystem functional groups. IUCN URL: https://portals.iucn.org/library/

node/49250 [ISBN 978-2-8317-2077-7]

• Keith H, Czúcz B, Jackson B, Driver A, Nicholson E, Maes J (2020) A conceptual

framework and practical structure for implementing ecosystem condition accounts. One

Ecosystem 5 https://doi.org/10.3897/oneeco.5.e58216

• Kimmel K, Mander Ü (2010) Ecosystem services of peatlands: Implications for

restoration. Progress in Physical Geography: Earth and Environment 34 (4): 491‑514. 

https://doi.org/10.1177/0309133310365595

• Köhl M, Lasco R, Cifuentes M, Jonsson Ö, Korhonen K, Mundhenk P, de Jesus Navar

J, Stinson G (2015) Changes in forest production, biomass and carbon: Results from

the 2015 UN FAO Global Forest Resource Assessment. Forest Ecology and

Management 352: 21‑34. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foreco.2015.05.036

• Maes J, et al. (2020) Mapping and Assessment of Ecosystems and their Services: An

EU ecosystem assessment. Publications Office of the European Union. https://doi.org/

10.2760/757183

• Maes J, Driver A, Czúcz B, Keith H, Jackson B, Nicholson E, Dasoo M (2020) A review

of ecosystem condition accounts: lessons learned and options for further development.

One Ecosystem 5 https://doi.org/10.3897/oneeco.5.e53485

• Marrs RH, Johnson SW, Duc MGL (2008) Control of bracken and restoration of

heathland. VIII. The regeneration of the heathland community after 18 years of

continued bracken control or 6 years of control followed by recovery. Journal of Applied

Ecology 35 (6): 857‑870. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2664.1998.tb00004.x

• Martin-Ortega J, Allott TH, Glenk K, Schaafsma M (2014) Valuing water quality

improvements from peatland restoration: Evidence and challenges. Ecosystem Services

9: 34‑43. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecoser.2014.06.007

• Martin-Ortega J, Young D, Glenk K, Baird A, Jones L, Rowe E, Evans C, Dallimer M,

Reed M (2021) Linking ecosystem changes to their social outcomes: Lost in translation.

Ecosystem Services 50 https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecoser.2021.101327

• NPWS (2019) The Status of EU Protected Habitats and Species in Ireland.Volume 1:

Summary Overview. NPWS. URL: https://www.npws.ie/sites/default/files/publications/

pdf/NPWS_2019_Vol1_Summary_Article17.pdf

• Obst CG (2015) Reflections on natural capital accounting at the national level.

Sustainability Accounting, Management and Policy Journal 6 (3): 315‑339. 

https://doi.org/10.1108/sampj-04-2014-0020

Developing peatland ecosystem accounts to guide targets for restoration 23

https://doi.org/10.1126/science.aaz8901
https://www.ipcc.ch/report/ar6/wg1/#FullReport
https://www.ipcc.ch/report/ar6/wg1/#FullReport
https://doi.org/10.1111/gcb.15654
https://portals.iucn.org/library/node/49250
https://portals.iucn.org/library/node/49250
https://doi.org/10.3897/oneeco.5.e58216
https://doi.org/10.1177/0309133310365595
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foreco.2015.05.036
https://doi.org/10.2760/757183
https://doi.org/10.2760/757183
https://doi.org/10.3897/oneeco.5.e53485
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2664.1998.tb00004.x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecoser.2014.06.007
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecoser.2021.101327
https://www.npws.ie/sites/default/files/publications/pdf/NPWS_2019_Vol1_Summary_Article17.pdf
https://www.npws.ie/sites/default/files/publications/pdf/NPWS_2019_Vol1_Summary_Article17.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1108/sampj-04-2014-0020


• Renou F, Egan T, Wilson D (2006) Tomorrow’s landscapes: studies in the after-uses of

industrial cutaway peatlands in Ireland. Suoseura 57 (4): 97‑107. 

• Renou-Wilson F, Moser G, Fallon D, Farrell CA, Müller C, Wilson D (2019) Rewetting

degraded peatlands for climate and biodiversity benefits: Results from two raised bogs.

Ecological Engineering 127: 547‑560. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecoleng.2018.02.014

• Rowlands R, Feehan J (2000) The ecological future of industrially milled cutaway

peatlands in Ireland. Aspects of Applied Biology 58: 263‑269. 

• UNSD (2021) System of Environmental-Economic Accounting— Ecosystem Accounting

Final Draft. URL: https://unstats.un.org/unsd/statcom/52nd-session/documents/BG-3f-

SEEA-EA_Final_draft-E.pdf 

• Urák I, Hartel T, Gallé R, Balog A (2017) Worldwide peatland degradations and the

related carbon dioxide emissions: the importance of policy regulations. Environmental

Science & Policy 69: 57‑64. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envsci.2016.12.012

• Vysna V, et al. (2021) Accounting for ecosystems and their services in the European

Union (INCA). Final report from phase II of the INCA project aiming to develop a pilot for

an integrated system of ecosystem accounts for the EU. Statistical Report. Publications

Office of the European Union. URL: https://ec.europa.eu/eurostat/documents/7870049/

12943935/KS-FT-20-002-EN-N.pdf/de44610d-79e5-010a-5675-14fc4d8527d9?t=

1624528835061

• Whitaker S (2019) The Natural Capital Protocol. Debating Nature's Value25‑38. 

https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-99244-0_4

Supplementary materials

Suppl. material 1: Conservation Status

Authors:  Farrell et al.

Data type:  Excel sheet

Brief description:  Conservation Status of Annex I peatland habitats in Ireland (2007, 2013 and

2019).

Download file (9.56 kb) 

Suppl. material 2: Datasets

Authors:  Farrell et al.

Data type:  Excel sheet

Brief  description:  Datasets  reviewed  and  utilised  to  develop  peatland  extent  and  condition

ecosystem accounts.

Download file (12.97 kb) 

Suppl. material 3: Supporting data

Authors:  Farrell et al.

Data type:  Varied datasets applied to provide information for condition assessments.

Brief description:  Data supporting ecosystem extent and condition accounts.

Download file (1.19 MB) 

 

 

 

24 Farrell C et al

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecoleng.2018.02.014
https://unstats.un.org/unsd/statcom/52nd-session/documents/BG-3f-SEEA-EA_Final_draft-E.pdf
https://unstats.un.org/unsd/statcom/52nd-session/documents/BG-3f-SEEA-EA_Final_draft-E.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envsci.2016.12.012
https://ec.europa.eu/eurostat/documents/7870049/12943935/KS-FT-20-002-EN-N.pdf/de44610d-79e5-010a-5675-14fc4d8527d9?t=1624528835061
https://ec.europa.eu/eurostat/documents/7870049/12943935/KS-FT-20-002-EN-N.pdf/de44610d-79e5-010a-5675-14fc4d8527d9?t=1624528835061
https://ec.europa.eu/eurostat/documents/7870049/12943935/KS-FT-20-002-EN-N.pdf/de44610d-79e5-010a-5675-14fc4d8527d9?t=1624528835061
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-99244-0_4
https://doi.org/10.3897/oneeco.6.e76838.suppl1
https://doi.org/10.3897/oneeco.6.e76838.suppl1
https://doi.org/10.3897/oneeco.6.e76838.suppl1
https://arpha.pensoft.net/getfile.php?filename=oo_598886.xlsx
https://doi.org/10.3897/oneeco.6.e76838.suppl2
https://doi.org/10.3897/oneeco.6.e76838.suppl2
https://doi.org/10.3897/oneeco.6.e76838.suppl2
https://arpha.pensoft.net/getfile.php?filename=oo_620364.xlsx
https://doi.org/10.3897/oneeco.6.e76838.suppl3
https://doi.org/10.3897/oneeco.6.e76838.suppl3
https://doi.org/10.3897/oneeco.6.e76838.suppl3
https://arpha.pensoft.net/getfile.php?filename=oo_620365.pdf

	Abstract
	Keywords
	Ecosystem accounting to support restoration
	The role of ecosystem condition
	Peatlands: wetlands poised for restoration
	Developing condition accounts for peatlands to guide restoration targets

	Methodology
	Peatlands in Ireland and study catchment accounting areas
	Stakeholder engagement and data inventory
	Peatland ecosystem typology
	Building SEEA EA accounts
	Identifying peatland areas for restoration

	Results
	Peatland extent accounts
	Peatland condition accounts
	Dargle peatland condition assessment
	Figile peatland condition assessment
	Peatland areas at risk of not achieving reference condition levels

	Discussion
	Understanding extent accounts
	Understanding condition accounts
	Concluding comments

	Funding program
	Hosting institution
	Conflicts of interest
	References
	Supplementary materials

