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Figure 1. Chlorophyll fluorescence parameters of mature plants growing on limestone (grey columns) or gravelly (white
striped columns) substrate (Mb5 and Mb14 subpopulations). Mean values + SD, (n=10-15). Asterisks indicate statistically
significant differences (p<0.05) between the different substrates for a given sub-population.
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Figure 2. Chlorophyll fluorescence parameters of mature plants (grey columns) and juvenile plants (white striped col-
umns) of the subpopulations Mb6 and Mb8. Mean values * SD, (n=10-15). Asterisks indicate statistically significant dif-
ferences (p<0.05) between individuals with different reproductive status for a given subpopulation.
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Figure 3. Correlation of chlorophyll fluorescence parameters with the altitude of each subpopulation.
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Figure 4. Correlation of chlorophyll fluorescence parameters with the number of mature plats of each subpopulation.
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Figure 5. Correlation of chlorophyll fluorescence parameters with relative reproductive success (RRS, %) of each sub-

population.
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Figure 6. Population Viability Analysis of Micromeria browiczii subpopulations in the next 50 years. A) Subpopulation
Mb4, B) subpopulation Mb5, C) subpopulation Mb2, D) subpopulation Mb14, E) subpopulation Mb3 and F) subpopula-
tion Mb11. The average (line), +1 standard deviation and minimum and maximum (dots) numbers of the subpopulations
of M. browiczii are shown. .



