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Lepidoptera (motyli)

[tiida/class: Insecta; ¥4d/order: Lepidoptera]

VLADIMIR VRABEC, ZDENEK LASTUVKA, JIRT BENES, JAN SumpicH, MARTIN KONVICKA, ZDENEK
Fric, JaN HRNCIR, JosEF MaTOUS, STANISLAV MAREK, ToMAS KUras, VLADIMIR HurA & PETR
HEeRmAN

Rad motyld (Lepidoptera) je v rdmci Ceské republiky obecné povazovin za velmi dobfe prozkoumanou
skupinu. Vénuje se mu také hned po fadu brouku nejvice badatelt. Ukazuje se viak, Ze prozkoumanost
zdaleka neni takovi, jak pfetrvavd v obecném povédomi. Napt. jen za poslednich pét let od vydani Las-
tivkova check-listu (LaSTOvkAa 1998) bylo pro faunu CR nové ohlseno 39 druhg, takze soucasné
druhové bohatstvi fadu na Gzemi stitu ¢ini 3372 druhi (ohld$eni novych druhd pro Gzemi Cech &
Moravy nebo nové potvrzen nezvéstnych druhi viz: BENES e# al. 2000,2001, CErNY J. 2001, ELsNER
etal. 1999, Fric & BeneS 2000, HUEMER & Nassic 2003, LASTOVKA & MARek 2002, LiSka ef
al. 2000, 2001, 2002, LExeS 1999, MAREK ef a/. 2000, Mars$ik 2002, PovoLNy & Marek 2001,
Procrizka 2000, Rorter 2000, Srrek 2000, 2003, SrTek & Kuras 2000, STARY & Ku-
RrAs 2000, SEFROVA ef al. 2000, Sumpich 2002, SumpicH & ZeMLICKA 2002, SumpicH 2002,
URri¢Ak 2000, VAvra 1999, VAvra ef al. 2001, 2003). Nové ohlddené druhy pfipadaji vétsinou do
Celedi fazenych do skupiny oznacované jako tzv. ,mikrolepidoptera® dle tradiéniho nesystematického
tfidéni motyli uzivaného sbérateli. Znacné mnozstvi druht této skupiny je znimo jen z jediné lokality
svého ndlezu, u ¢sti z nich se dokonce jednd o nilezy velmi staré — napf. z prvni poloviny minulého
stoleti, které nebyly zopakovény. Novd ohldseni se vSak netykaji pouze motyli drobnych, ale celych sedm
druhi pfislusi k tzv. ,makrolepidopterdm®. U vétsiny Celedi motyli neexistuji shrnujici price, které by
porovnavaly rozsifen soucasné s roz§ifenim v minulosti a proto nemizeme zodpovédné posoudit zda se
druhy §fff nebo ustupuji. Pokud to pfeci jen posoudit dokdzeme, je problém rozhodnout zda jde o Gstup
z divodii antropogenniho ovlivnéni & o néjaky pfirozeny piirodni proces. To vée je nutno brit v ivahu
a zvazovat pii navrhovéni jakéhokoliv ¢erveného seznamu motyld.

Snahy o sestaveni takového seznamu pro Gzemi naseho stitu se datuji teprve do osmdesdtych
let minulého stoleti, tedy o néjakych 15 let opozdéné oproti prvnim snahim stitd zdpadni Evropy.
Pravdépodobné prvni néznak, ktery je tfeba zminit z hlediska geneze Cervenych seznamii piedsta-
vuje zdsadni price KRALICEK & PovoLNY (1980), kterd vitbec poprvé kriticky hodnotila zmény ve
vyskytu vétsiny dennich motyli pro uzemi Moravy a upozornila na zdvaznost problematiky a velké
s komentifem k vyznamu - srov. BENES ef a/. 2002, VRABEC ef a/.1998):

Pecina & CepickA (1979 a ndsledujici vydani): kniha Kapesni atlas chranénych a obrogenych Zi-
vocichii uvadi celkem 20 druhti motyli. Autofi zde upozornili, Ze ohrozeno je mnohem vice nez pét
druht chrinénych podle tehdejsi platné vyhlisky; na druhé strané se az prili§ zaméfili na esteticky
atraktivni motyly a zafadili nékolik druhii, které nebyly a nejsou skute¢né ohrozené, navic zdiraznili
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jejich individudlni ochranu pred sbérateli. Na druhé strané kniha pfedbéhla svoji dobu v ndvrzich
metod ochrany stanovist (napt. lesni svétliny pro jasoné apod.), které bohuzel nebyly vzaty na védo-
mi stdtn{ ochranou pfirody.

NovAk & Sp1TZER (1982): kniha Ohrogeny svét hmyzu detailné komentuje 46 druhi, dalsi zhru-
ba stovku druht zmiriuje jako srovnatelné ohrozené. Jsou uvedeni zdstupci dennich i no¢nich mo-
tyl{1, micro- 1 macrolepidopter. Autofi se snazili vymezit druhy typyzujici jednotlivé typy stanovist,
coz se jim do znatné miry podafilo. Celkovy duch knihy, a tedy i vybér druhi, vsak jsou poplat-
né zastaralému biocenologickému paradigmatu a tykaji se tedy hlavné ekosystému existujicich bez
podmitiujici ¢innosti clovéka. Jde viak o jednu z prvnich knih ve svété, jeZ pojedndva o hmyzu vy-
luéné z pohledu ochrany piirody a svym piistupem jasné zduraziiuje zdsadni myslenku: vzdcné dru-
hy hmyzu nelze chrinit stfezenim jedinct pfed sbérateli, nybrz ochranou celych populaci a jejich
charakteristickych biotopu.

SoLpAT (1987): price Cervend kniba CSR - motyli (Lepidoptera) je velmi poctivé pojatym po-
kusem shrnout dobové poznatky o ohrozenosti vSech zdstupct fadu. Autor viibec poprvé explicit-
né upozornil na vyhynulé druhy. S odstupem Casu se jako vdzna slabina jevi, Ze nemél k dispozici
souhrnné daje o vyskytu a na jeho préci se nepodilelo vice odborniki, takze pievazuje subjektivni
piistup hodnoceni ohrozenosti jednotlivych druhd.

Skapec (1992): knizni publikace Cervend kniba rostlin a Zivocichis CSFR — bezstavovce uvadi velmi
rozumny vybér druhd, opét podle biotopového hlediska (diiraz je kladen na druhy stepi a lesostep,
vatych piskd, radelinist apod.). Vybér druhi vsak je az pfili§ skromny (29, ovéem dalsich ca 50 druht
je uvedeno kritkou zminkou). Uzky vybér moznd zavinila edi¢ni politika vydavatele, moznd i sku-
te¢nost, Ze kniha se méla stat podkladem k pfipravované vyhlasce o zvlsté chranénych druzich.

ZARruBA (1993): Casopisecky publikovany C’erwny’ seznam motyli CR. Autor se viak dopustil
opacného extrému nez Skapkec (1992), zafadil do seznamu pres polovinu nasich motyli, bez do-
state¢nych znalosti nekriticky fabuloval kategorie ohroZenosti a pfiiny ohrozeni. Na seznam se pro
jeho neseridznost snesla vina kritiky (LASTOVKA e al. 1994).

Lagtovka (1993): seznam lepidopter Moravy fadi relativné velky pocet motyli do kategorii
kriticky ohroZenych, ohrozenych a zranitelnych. Vybér druhi je nezpochybnitelné spravny. Bohuzel
se seznam vztahuje pouze k izemi Moravy a Slezska, takze nékteré poznatky nemaji platnost pro
celou republiku.

KubprNa (1994): zésadni dilo ,proatlas® Kommentierter Verbreitungsatlas der Tagfalter Tsechiens
byl vysledkem prvé fize sitového mapovini dennich motyli Ceské republiky zadtiténého Spoleé-
nosti pro ochranu motyld (SOM). Soucssti publikace je hodnoceni ochrandfského statutu vsech
mapovanych druhi. Hodnotu informaci snizovala skute¢nost, Ze do mapovini nebyly zahrnuty star-
§i literdrni a muzejni idaje, coz nutné podhodnotilo miru ohrozenosti druhd, ktefi ustupuji jiz od
prvni poloviny 20. stoleti. Tento nedostatek ovéem souvisel s provizornim charakterem dila a autor
si jej uvédomoval. Projekt se navic zaméfil pouze na denni motyly.

Vyhlaska 395/1992 Sb. k zikonu 114/1992 Sb.: v soucasnosti platnd vyhlaska, kterd zahrnuje vice
druht motyld, nespliuje kritéria Cerveného seznamu. Pfedevsim neodpovida sou¢asnym znalostem:
jmenuje druhy, které jednoznaéné nejsou ohrozeny, a naopak v ni chybi mnohé kriticky ohrozené
druhy, véetné druhi pfezivajicich v posledni populaci (srov. BENES e# al. 2002). Vybér druhi se
omezuje na velmi nipadné motyly, coz je spravné kritérium z politického hlediska, ale zdvazny ne-
dostatek pfi koncipovani Cerveného seznamu. Z ryze praktického hlediska je dalsim nedostatkem
to, Ze ve vyhlasce chybi nékteré druhy jmenované v piilohich ,,[jmluvy o stanovistich Evropské
Unie“ (tzv. Natura 2000).
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Ze znalosti téchto prament déle vychdzel viibec prvni komentovany soupis moznych druhu &er-
veného seznamu, ktery byl ve formé manuskriptu jako poklad pro argumentaci potieby takového
dila sestaven na konci roku 1997 (VRABEC ez al. 1998). Do ptipravy tohoto seznamu se zapojilo vét-
§i mnozstvi odborniki a proto pfedstavuje soupis vyznamny pramen pro zde pfedklddany ndvrh.

Nisledné byla ukoncena dali fize mapovini dennich motyli organizovand SOM, kterd umoz-
nila vznik podrobnéjsiho atlasu rozifeni dennich motyli a hlavné sestaveni pomérné objektivniho
Zerveného seznamu této skupiny (Konvicka ez al. 2002). Z tohoto seznamu pak vychdzely veskeré
dal3{ navrhy seznamd obdobnych (BEnES & Konvicka 2003 apod.) nebo névrhii doplnéni vyhlas-
ky, které byly dosud k dispozici (BENES 2002). Tyto se vsak tykaly predevsim nebo pouze dennich
motyld.

V konci roku 2002 byl ozndmen umysl pfipravy konecné verze nového erveného seznamu bez-
obratlych Zivocichu a byl jasné specifikovdn i pozadavek na sestaveni ¢erveného seznamu motyli
podle zadanych kritérii. Ukdzalo se vsak, ze mezi lepidopterologickou vefejnosti nepanuje Zidné
nadseni z pfipravy a publikacni kodifikace takového seznamu v dusledku mnoha riiznych divoda,
mimo jiné z nepochopent cili takového seznamu, nechuti podilet se na jeho pfipravé, obav ze zne-
uziti seznamu stitn{ ochranou piirody k perzekuci sbératelii apod. Z téchto divodi povazujeme za
nutné v této uvodni kapitole k fadu podrobnéji uvést a vysvétlit zpiisob vzniku seznamu i pfedpo-
klad jeho vyuziti (srov. VRaBEC 1998, BENES ef al. 2002, BENES & Konvicka 2003):

Funkeéni ¢erveny seznam motyla by teoreticky mél zahrnovat vSechny vymirajici a kriticky ohro-
zené druhy, jakoz i druhy s malym rozifenim (,vzdcné) s prokdzanou vazbou na ohrozend stano-
visté nebo vymirajici rostliny. Naopak by nemél zahrnovat druhy, které ohrozené nejsou (mimo jiné
takové rovnéz ,vzacné®, které jsou sice nalézdny ojedinéle, ale vice méné stabilné na vice lokalitich
hodnoceného tzemi — neustupuji tedy). Ocitne-li se néjaky druh v ¢erveném seznamu, mélo by to
signalizovat potfebu zkoumat takovy druh z hlediska pfiin stupu a chrénit jeho stanovisté a pe-
covat o né.

Cervené seznamy véak mohou ochrané pfirody poskytnout doslova medvédi sluzbu, jsou-li ne-
spravné koncipované. Zvlast nebezpecné je, jestlize autofi nekriticky vychazeji ze svych osobnich
preferenci a nikoli z realistickych udajii o ohrozenosti jednotlivych taxontl. Tomuto subjektivnimu
riziku se nevyhne Zddny seznam sestaveny jednim autorem. Kazdy autor Cerveného seznamu totiz
podstupuje tii rizika:

— Muze navrhnout seznam piili§ obsihly, ktery obsihne i druhy, které nejsou ohrozené, ale jen
piehlizené. Nékdy jde o druhy, které dokédze identifikovat jen velmi malo specialistd, které unikaji
pozornosti vinou nedostatecné znalosti jejich biologie, nebo které preferuji médlo studované bio-
topy. Jakmile se o takovych druzich dozvime vice, mohou se piestat jevit jako ohrozZené, coz mize
v olich laické i odborné vefejnosti devalvovat cely erveny seznam.

— Srovnatelnym rizikem je seznam pfili§ uzky, ktery z pfilisné opatrnosti obséhne jen hrstku nej-
ohrozenéjsich druhu. Takovy seznam stézi poskytne dost argumenti pro uzemni ochranu sta-
novist. Navic mize u odborné i laické vefejnosti vyvolat dojem, Ze se vlastné nic nedéje, kdyz je
ohrozenych druhi vlastné veelku mdlo.

— Poslednim nebezpecim je zahrnuti druhi, ktef{ spiSe nez ohrozené jsou pouze atraktivni a vie-
obecné zndmé, takze se slusi je chrénit. I takto koncipovany seznamu nutné devalvuje pojeti
ohrozeného druhu a diskredituje ochranu pfirody jako celek.

Vyse uveden rizika lze odstranit nékolika zptsoby, zejména zapojenim vice autord do piipravy,
vefejnou diskusi odborniki po vyjiti seznamu, pravidelnou novelizaci a Gpravami seznamu vzdy po
nékolika letech podle aktudlnich poznatki a hlavné pravé podrobnou analyzou dat o rozsifeni hod-
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sice 0 100% kritérium, ale takovd analyza jiz hodné napovi a pokud je spravné interpretovina mize

byt objektivni. Otizku interpretace nelze podcenit, coz lze ilustrovat napf. na datech o nékterych

vzécnych noénich motylech. Staff autofi neméli k dispozici moderni odchytovou techniku a fadu
druht dohledivali jednotlivé ve stadiu housenek a kukel (coz je jisté lepsi pro pozndni bionomie

a ekologie). Pouze mald ¢dst materidlu byla ziskdvdna odchytem na primitivni svételné zdroje petro-

lejovych a karbidovych lamp. Nélezy tak byly ojedinélé a vzacné. Pokud bychom bez znalosti téchto

redlif interpretovali dnesni vysledky odlovii na ultrafialové zdroje, mohli bychom se v disledku pa-
radoxné domnivat, Ze napf. motyli fauna v okoli Prahy je vyrazné kvalitativné i kvantitativné bohatsi

nez v minulosti, coZ samoziejmé neni pravda (srov. VAvrA 2004).

Dalsim problémem je, Ze data k analyze zmén rozsiteni absolutné nemame k dispozici, resp.
méme je pouze od zhruba 5% pfislusnika nasi fauny, v drtivé vétsiné se to tykd dennich moty-
I (BENES ez al. 2002), pouze jejich Cerveny seznam tedy miZeme povazovat za prakticky Gplny.
Uvedend skupina se z hlediska mnozstvi klasifikovanych druhi mize jevit jako nadhodnocend, ale
zafazené druhy byly skuteéné fazeny na zdkladé dokumentovanych zmén rozsiteni. U ostatnich,
zdénlivé , podhodnocenych® eledi nebylo mozno takto postupovat, protoze data prosté nejsou. Je-
jich shromazdovéni u nejndpadnéjsich nocnich motyla teprve zapocalo, ¢innost koordinuje a orga-
nizuje SOM.

Zisadni snahou pfi koncepci seznamu tedy bylo, aby nebyl sestaven subjektivnim pohledem a ne-
trpél nedostatky vyse popsanymi. Druhy byly vZdy zatazeny po uvézeni vice spoluautorii. Na druhé
strané hrozilo riziko sahodlouhych diskusi zapojenych autori pro¢ pravé tento druh a jiny ne, takze
bylo nutno pfistoupit k metodickym omezenim. Pfi neznalosti dat o rozsifen jednotlivych druha
srovnatelnych se znalostmi o dennich motylech nebylo mozno jinak nez oslovit co nejvétsi mnoz-
stvi lepidopterologii a pozidat je o jejich soukromy seznam druhd, o kterych si mysli, ze by mély byt
zafazeny a o ndvrh kategorie, do které by mély byt zatazeny. Tyto podkladové seznamy byly zpra-
covdny nésledujicim zpusobem. U kazdé Celedi byly srovnany seznamy vsech autord, ktefi se k ni
vyjadfili a navrzené druhy hodnoceny podle poctu navrhi. Pokud druh navrhl pouze jeden z autort,
ktefi pfispéli k dané Celedi, druh zafazen nebyl, naopak shodla-li se na ndvrhu nadpolovi¢ni vétsina,
byl druh automaticky zafazen. Druhy, které navrhlo vice autortd, ale ne nadpolovi¢ni vétsina byly
z hlediska zafazen{ individuilné zvizeny prvnim z autor ndvrhu. Zvazoviny byly mimo jiné z nd-
sledujicich hledisek:

— stuper znalosti bionomie a stanovistni naroky, napt. druh je vizdn na vzdcné ¢i ohrozené biotopy
typu slanisek, raselinist, vitych piska apod., pfipadné na historické a dnes jiz zaniklé typy hospo-
dafeni;

— druh je monofigni a jeho Zivna rostlina je ohroZena;

— druh figuruje na nékterém sestaveném Cerveném seznamu (viz citace Vyée) pro Uzemi CR;

— druh je i z jinych oblasti stfedni Evropy uvddén jako vzcny nebo ohrozeny.

Pfed odevzdanim byla dand Celed rozeslina vsem spoluautoriim k posouzeni a nasledné vysvétle-
na vzdjemna spornd stanoviska, pfi¢emz prvy autor si ponechal pravo veta. Stejné bylo postupovino
ohledné zatazeni do kategorie seznamu — vitézil vétsinovy ndzor. Jestlize napf. tii autofi z péti, ktefi
chtéli druh zafadit navrhli kategorii VU, jeden NT a jeden napf. CR, byla upfednostnéna kategorie
VU. Obecné mékei kritéria byla uzita u navrzenych zdstupct Microlepidoptera, kde vétsinou byly
akceptovény viechny druhy na kterych se shodlo vice autorti (minimalné dva).

Celkové bylo s prvni prosbou o spoluprici osloveno na 40 lepidopterolog, odezva vsak byla
mensi nez se ocekavalo. Ti kolegové, ktefi dodali své ndvrhy, jsou spoluautory predklddané verze.
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Jsme si védomi, Ze jde o viibec prvni zvefejiovanou konsenzudlni verzi Cerveného seznamu, ke které

kazdou skupinu navrhuje jeden specialista, ale je téZ objektivnéjsi a spravnéjsi. Na druhé strané jsme
si védomi, Ze jde o seznam nedokonaly; a proto zde rozhodné prohlasujeme, Ze neni definitivou.
Nékteré Celedi jsou zpracovdny velmi nedostate¢né (zejména drobni motyli) a vime, Ze fada dal-
sich druhu by si zafazeni zaslouzila, to viak nelze provést bez vefejné diskuse, kterd, jak doufdme,
se rozpoutd po zvefejnéni seznamu. Snazili jsme se, aby tento seznam odrizel soucasny stav nasich
znalosti a doufdme, Ze i stavajicich pfirodnich pomérd. Oboje se mize ménit a proto pfedpokladd-
me, Ze Cerveny seznam neziistane navzdy fixovin v této nasi podobg, ale bude ndsledné pravidelné
upravovin a dopliiovan dle aktudlnich poznatka.

Celkem bylo do Cerveného seznamu zafazeno a klasifikovano 337 druhg, coz je zhruba 10 %
piislusnika fadu. Systém motyld a nomenklatura uzivani v seznamu je s vyjimkou dennich motylg,
ktef{ jsou zpracovani dle BENES ez al. (2002) disledné uzivina dle La§TGvky (1998). Ceské jména
jsou podle NovAka et al. (1991).

The order Lepidoptera is considered as a very well explored group in the Czech Republic. The number of
researchers interested in this order is the second largest one, next to the number of those studying Coleoptera.
However, it appears that the degree of exploration is by far not as high as considered in general awareness. For
example, as soon as five years from publishing the Lastivka’s check-list (LASTGVKA 1998), 39 species new to
the Czech Republic fauna were announced, so that the current number of species of the order in our country
is of 3 372 (for discoveries of new species for the area of Bohemia or Moravia or re-discoveries of missing
species see: BENES 7 a/. 2000, 2001, CEerNY 2001, ELSNER e a/. 1999, Fric & BeNES 2000, HUEMER &
Nissic 2003, LasTvka & MAREK 2002, LiSkA ez al. 2000,2001, 2002, LEkES 1999, MAREK ef al. 2000,
Marsik 2002, Povorny & Marek 2001, ProcuAzka 2000, RorTer 2000, STk 2000, 2003, SrTEK
& Kuras 2000, STARY & Kuras 2000, SEFROVA ef al. 2000, Sumpich 2002, SumpicH & ZEMLICKA
2002, SumpicH 2002, URiGAR 2000, VAvRA 1999, VAvRa ef al. 2001, 2003). The newly reported species
mostly fall into families classed into a group referred to as so called “Microlepidoptera” in accordance with the
traditional, non-systematic classification of Lepidoptera employed by collectors. Many species of this group
are known from one locality only, some of them are matter of very old findings — e.g. from the first half of the
last century, which have never been repeated. New reports, however, concern not only small lepidopterans, but
also seven species of so called “Macrolepidotera”. For most lepidopteran families, there are no comprehensive
works, which could compare the current distribution with the past distribution and thus, we cannot responsibly
decide whether the species are propagating or receding. As far as this consideration is possible, it is hard to
decide, whether the suppression results from anthropogenic involvement or from a natural process. All these
facts should be taken into account when proposing any Red Data List of Lepidoptera.

The attempts to arrange this list for the our country were made only in the 1980’, i.c. about 15 years later
after first attempts in West-European countries. Probably the first trace, which should be mentioned from
the standpoint of the genesis of red data lists is the principal work by KrALiCEK & Povorny (1980), which
was the first one evaluating critically changes in the abundance of most daytime lepidopterans for the area
of Moravia and pointing out the importance of the problem and considerable lack of knowledge concerning
causes of changes. After this work, several further attempts appeared as quoted below (always with comments
concerning the scope — compare BENES ez al. 2002, VRABEC et al. 1998):

Pecina & Cepicka (1979 and further editions): the book Kapesni atlas chranénych a ohrozenych Zivocichii
(Pocket atlas of protected and endangered animals) includes total of 20 species of Lepidoptera. The authors point-
ed out the fact that the number of endangered species is actually much higher than the 5 species protected ac-
cording to the Regulation valid that time; on the other hand, they were rather oriented to esthetically attractive
lepidopterans and they included several species, which were not and which are still not actually endangered. In
addition, they emphasized their individual protection from collectors. On the other hand, the book was very
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modern in proposals of methods of the protection of biotopes (e.g. forest glades for the Parnassius, etc.), which
were unfortunately not adopted by State authorities of the nature protection.

NovAk & Sp1TZER (1982): a book Obrozeny svét hmyzu (Endangered world of insects) comments in detail 46
species with mentioning further about hundred species as comparably endangered. Representatives of daytime
as well as night-flying lepidopterans are included, micro- as well as macrolepidopterans. The authors tried
to specify species typical for particular types of habitats and they met with success to a considerable extent.
The general concept of the book, and thus also the selection of species are, however, derived from an obsolete
biocoenological paradigm and thus, it mainly concerns ecosystems existing without the conditioning human
activity. This is, however, one of the first books throughout the world, which deals with insects exclusively from
the standpoint of the natural protection and it clearly emphasizes its principal concept that rare insect species
can be protected through the conservation of their whole populations and characteristic biotopes and not by
guarding their individuals against collectors.

SoLDAT (1987): the work Cervend kniha CSR - motyli (Lepidaptera) (Red Data Book of CSR — Lepidoptera) is
a result of fair attempts to summarize topical knowledge of the endangerment of all the members of the order.
The author first explicitly pointed out extinct species. After elapsing a certain time period, a weak point of the
work was manifested due to insufficient comprehensive data on the abundance and to a lack of cooperation
of more specialists, so that a subjective approach to the assessment of the endangerment of particular species
is prevalent.

SkapEC (1992): a book Cervend knika rostlin a Zivocichii CSFR — bezstavovce (Red Data Book of plants and
animals of the GSFR — invertebrates) presents a very reasonable choice of species, from the standpoint of bio-
topes again, the emphasize being put on species of steppes and forest steppes, drift sands, peat bogs, etc.). The
choice of species is, however, rather too modest (29; further 50 species are, however, briefly mentioned). The
narrow choice perhaps resulted from the edition policy of the publisher, but possibly also from the fact that
the book was supposed to serve as a basis for a regulation on particularly protected species, which was under
preparation.

ZARruBA (1993): C’erveny’ seznam motyli CR (Red Data List of CR Lepidoptera) published in a journal. The
author, however, adopted an opposite extreme as compared to Skapec (1992). He included over a half of our
lepidopteran species into the list and he uncritically created categories of endangerment and causes of endan-
germent. Thus, his list was subjected to a considerable criticism (LASTOVKA ef al. 1994).

Lastovka (1993): alist of Moravian Lepidoptera considers relatively many lepidopteran species as falling
into categories of critically endangered, endangered and vulnerable species. The choice of species is undoubt-
edly correct. The list unfortunately considers only the areas of Moravia and Silesia, so that certain data are not
valid for the whole Republic.

Kuprna (1994): a principal work, “proatlas” Kommentierten Verbreitungsatlas der Tagfalter Tsechiens resulted
from the first stage of grid mapping of daytime lepidopterans of the Czech Republic supported by the Society
for Protection of Lepidoptera (SOM). The work includes an evaluation of the protection status of all the spe-
cies mapped. The information value was reduced by the fact that older references and data from museums were
not included into mapping, which necessarily resulted in an underestimation of the degree of endangerment
of species receding already from the first half of the 20™ century. This drawback was, however, associated with
the provisional nature of the work and the author was aware of it. In addition, the project was aimed only at
lepidopterans active in daytime.

Regulation 395/1992 Sb. to Law No. 114/1992 Sb.: A currently valid regulation including many lepi-
dopteran species does not adhere to criteria of the Red Data List. First of all, it does not correspond to current
knowledge: It lists species, whose endangerment is questionable, and, in contrast, many critically endangered
species are omitted, including species surviving in the last population (compare BENES ez al. 2002). The choice
of species is restricted to very attractive lepidopterans, which is a proper criterion from the political standpoint,
but a severe failure for arranging a Red Data List. From the solely practical standpoint, a further drawback is a
lack of certain species in the Regulation, which are listed in attachments of the “Agreement on biotopes of the
European Union” (so called Natura 2000).
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The first commented list of possible species of the Red Data List was based on these sources, and it was
submitted as a manuscript to serve as a basis for demonstrating requirements for this work at the end of 1997
(VRABEC ef al. 1998). Many specialists participated in this work and thus, the list is an important source of
data for the proposal presented here.

A further stage of mapping daytime lepidopterans organized by the SOM (Society for Protection of Lepi-
doptera) was subsequently completed, which made possible origination of a rather detailed atlas of the dis-
tribution of lepidopterans active in daytime and particularly arranging of a rather objective Red Data List of
this group (Konvicka et al. 2002). This list served as a basis for further proposals of similar lists (Bene§ &
Konvicka 2003, etc.) or for supplementing the Regulation, which was not available before this (Bene§ 2002).
However, they concerned mostly or solely daytime Lepidoptera.

At the end of 2002, an intention was announced of preparing a final version of the new Red Data List of
invertebrates with a clear specification of requirements for arranging a Red Data List of Lepidoptera in accor-
dance with specified criteria. The lepidopterologic public, however, exerted no enthusiasm about the arrange-
ment and published codification of this list due to many reasons, infer alia due to misunderstanding of targets
of this list, lack of interest in participation in this work, fear of misuse of the list by State authorities of nature
protection for the persecution of collectors, etc. Due to this, in this introduction, we feel that it is necessary to
present and explain the manner of the list origination and assumptions concerning its use (compare VRABEC
1998, BENES e al. 2002, BENES & Konvicka 2003).

A functional Red Data List of Lepidoptera should theoretically include all the extinct and critically endan-
gered species, as well as sparingly distributed (“rare”) species with demonstrated dependence on endangered
biotopes or extinguishing plants. In contrast to this, it should not include species that are not endangered (inter
alia also “rare”, which are being uniquely found, but which are more or less stable at several localities of the
area considered and thus, they are not receding). If some species occurs in the Red Data List, then this should
indicate requirements for investigation of this species from the standpoint of the reasons for its recession, for
protecting its biotopes and taking care of them.

However, Red Data Lists can do a disservice to the nature protection when they are improperly arranged.
There is a particular danger, when some authors uncritically start from their personal preferences and not from
realistic data about the degree of endangerment of particular taxa. Any list prepared by one author cannot avoid
this subjective risk. Each author of a Red Data List is subjected to the following three risks:

He can compile a too extensive list, which will also include species that are not endangered, but only over-
looked. Sometimes, these are species, which can be identified only by few specialists, which escape the attention
due to insufficient knowledge of their biology or which prefer sparingly studied biotopes. As soon as we gain
more knowledge about these species, they will not appear as endangered any more, which can depreciate the
whole list in eyes of the lay as well as professional public.

A comparable risk brings a too narrow list, which includes only few endangered species due to excess
cautiousness. This list will hardly bring sufficient arguments for territorial protection of biotopes. In addition,
in eyes of the professional as well as lay public, it can induce feelings that there is actually no problem, when
having only few actually endangered species.

The last risk is in including species, which are only attractive and generally popular rather than endangered,
and their protection is usually considered as appropriate. This approach to the list also necessarily depreciates
the concept of endangered species with discrediting the nature protection as whole.

The above mentioned risks can be avoided in several ways, particularly by including more authors into
preliminary works, by public discussion of specialists after publishing the list, by regular updating and amend-
ments always after several years, depending on topical knowledge and mainly by detailed analysis of data about
the distribution of the organisms evaluated, which will indicate recession or propagation trends. Even the
analysis of distribution changes cannot serve as a 100% criterion, but this analysis is very helpful and it can be
objective in the case of its proper interpretation. The problem of the interpretation must not be underestimated,
which can be illustrated for example by way of examples of data on certain rare night-flying lepidopterans.
Modern capturing techniques were not available to older authors and they searched for many species based
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on individual catching at stages of caterpillars and pupae (which is certainly a good approach to the study of

bionomy and ecology). Only a minor portion of material was acquired by capturing at primitive (kerosene and

carbide) light sources. Thus, the findings were unique and rare. If we considered current results of capturing
methods with UV sources without knowledge of these facts, we could paradoxically believe that for example
the lepidopterous fauna in the Prague surroundings is considerably qualitatively and quantitatively richer than

in the past, which is of course not true (compare VAvra 2004).

A further problem is that the data for analyzing changes of the distribution are absolutely unavailable, or we
have them only for about 5% of members of our fauna, mostly for lepidopterans active in daytime (Benes ef al.
2002), and thus, the Red Data List can be considered as essentially complete only for them. This group can seem
to be overestimated from the standpoint of the amount of the species considered. However, the species were actu-
ally included based on documented distribution changes. In the other apparently “underestimated families”, this
approach was impossible because of a lack of relevant data. Their accumulation is just at the stage of beginning in
more attractive night-flying lepidopterans, the activity being coordinated and organized by the SOM.

Thus, in the concept of the list, the principal attempts were to avoid subjective views and above mentioned
drawbacks. The species were always classed after their consideration by several coauthors. On the other hand,
there was a risk of too extensive discussions of the authors, concerning particular species, so that it was nec-
essary to adopt methodical restrictions. There was a lack of data on the distribution of particular species in
comparison with knowledge about lepidopterans active in daytime and thus, it was necessary to address as
many lepidopterologists as possible and to ask them for their private list of species, which should be in their
opinions included, with proposing relevant categories for their classing. These basic lists were processed as
follows. In each family, lists of all the authors, who presented their opinions about it, were compared and the
species proposed were evaluated depending on the number of proposals. When a species was proposed by only
one of authors giving their contribution to the given family, then this species was not included. In contrast, in
the case of a majority of authors proposing a certain species, the species was automatically included. Species
proposed by several authors, but not by a majority of authors, were individually considered by the first author
of the proposal. The following facts were, inter alia, considered:

— the degree of knowledge of bionomy and habitat requirements, e.g. species depending on rare or endangered
biotopes of the type of salt marshes, peat bogs, drifted sands, etc., or possibly on historical and abandoned
methods of the land management;

— the species is monophagous and its host plant is endangered;

— the species is included in a formerly arranged Red List (see above) for the Czech Republic;

— the species is also reported as rare or endangered from other areas of Central Europe.

Before completing the works on the manuscript, each particular family was forwarded to all the coauthors
for their consideration with subsequent explanation of controversial points, provided that the first author was
allowed to exercise the power of veto. The same approach was employed about classing into a list category
— opinions of the majority were accepted. For example, when three of five authors proposed category VU, one
author NT and one e.g. CR, the category VU was preferred. Generally softer criteria were used in proposed
species of Microlepidoptera, with accepting all the species recommended by at least two authors.

About 40 lepidopterologists were addressed with the first call for their cooperation. Only few responses
were, however, obtained. The specialists, who delivered their proposals, are coauthors of the version presented.
We are aware of the fact that this is a quite new published consensual version of the Red Data List, achieved
by several participating authors, and we believe that the way designed here is more complex in comparison
with a proposal of each taxonomic group by one specialist only, but it is also more objective and more appro-
priate. On the other hand, we are aware of the fact that the list is not perfect and thus, we decisively state that
this is not the last version. Some families are compiled very insufficiently (particularly small lepidopterans)
and we know that there are many further species, which should be possibly included, however, this is impos-
sible without a public discussion, which will be started, as we hope, after publishing the list. Our intention
was that the present list should reflect our current knowledge and, as we hope, also existing natural conditions.
Both types of factors can be changed and thus, we assume that the Red Data List will not be fixed in this
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present form, but that it will be subsequently regularly adjusted and supplemented depending on the topical
knowledge.

Total of 337 species were included into the Red Data List, which is about 10% of the members of the order.
The system and nomenclature of Lepidoptera is consequently used in accordance with Lasttivka (1998),
except lepidopterans active in daytime, which are treated in accordance with BENES ez a/. (2002).
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Farkac J., Krir D. & Skoreix M. [eds.]: Cerveny seznam ohrozenych druhi Ceské republiky. Bezobratli. Red list of
threatened species in the Czech Republic. Invertebrates, 760 pp.; © 2005 Agentura ochrany piirody a krajiny CR, Praha;
ISBN 80-86064-96-4.

Adelidae (adéloviti)

[tiida/class: Insecta; i4d/order: Lepidoptera; celed/family: Adelidae]
ZDENEK LASTOVKA, JAN SUMPICH & VLADIMIR VRABEC

V Ceské republice je uvddén vyskyt 28 piislusniki této Celedi (LASTOVKA 1998). Jde 0 nendpadné
motylky, jejichZ determinace je u nékterych druht ponékud problematickd. Neexistuje Cesky psand
determinacni piirucka této Celedi, k dispozici jsou pouze zahrani¢ni prameny (Koppers 1980,
NieLsen 1985, Razowskr 1978, Woyrusiak 1972, Zacuryaev 1989). Ndvrh nékterych
druhi na zafazeni do Cerveného seznamu podévd uz SoLDAT (1987), jim navrzené druhy vsak pro
Gcely naseho seznamu nebyly akceptovany. Faunistické tdaje o adélich jsou velmi netiplné a jsou
rozptyleny v riznych studiich zpracovivajicich samostatné lokality. Z rozsihlejsich podrobnéji zpra-
covanych Gzemi mozno uvést napt. jihovychodni Moravu (ELSNER ez a/. 1998), Pilavu (LASTOVKA
1994), Bilé Karpaty (GoTTwALD & BELIN 2001), Zelezné hory (Sumpics 2001), Moravsky kras
(LaSTOVKA & MAREK 2002), s vyhradami tzv. ,velkou“ Prahu (VAvra 2004). Bionomie a ekolo-
gie nékterych druhd neni dostate¢né znima.

Do jednotlivych kategorii byly dle uvdzeni autorti zafazeny zatim dva druhy celedi (tj. zhruba 7 %
zéstupci), a to do kategorie druhit ohroZenych. V souvislosti s tim, jak budou shromazdoviny nové
poznatky o soucasném a historickém rozsiteni druhi celedi v CR, Ize ocekavat zmény v niZe pred-
loZeném seznamu v¢. mozného doplnéni dalsich druhd. Nomenklatura a fazeni druhi uzivané v se-
znamu je dle LASTOVKY (1998), éeskd druhovd jména pro uvedené druhy nejsou navrzena (NovAk
et al. 1991), vzhledem k potravni vazbé druhu Adela violaria navrhujeme pro tento druh uzivat mezi
lepidopterology jiz vzité ¢eské jméno adéla hotcovd.

ohrozeny — endangered (EN)
Adela congruella Fischer v. R., 1840 — adéla [Adelidae]
Adela violaria Razowski, 1978 — adéla hofcova [Adelidae]

Twenty-eight species of this family are known from the Czech Republic (LasTtvKA 1998). These are small,
inconspicuous lepidopterans, whose identification is rather problematic in the case of certain species. There
is no key to species of this family in the Czech language. Only foreign works are available (Kgppers 1980,
NieLsen 1985, Razowskr 1978, Wojrusiak 1972, Zacuryaev 1989). Certain species were proposed for
inclusion into the Red List as early as in SoLDAT (1987), but the species proposed by him were not accepted
for purposes of the present list. Faunistic data on Adelidae are very incomplete and they are scattered in dif-
ferent studies aimed at independent localities. Larger areas that were subjected to detailed faunistic studies
are for example southeast Moravia (ELSNER e al. 1998), the Protected Landscape Area Pilava (LASTOVKA
1994), the range Bilé¢ Karpaty (GorTwALD & BELiN 2001), the range Zelezné hory (Sumpicu 2001), the
karst Moravsky kras (LA§TOVKA & Marek 2002) and with certain reserves also Prague with its surroundings
(VAvra 2004). Bionomy and ecology of certain species is not sufficiently known. Based on considerations of

181



authors, only two species (i.e. about 7% of members of the family) were still included, both into the category of
endangered species. In connection with future accumulation of new knowledge about the current and historical
distribution of species of this family in the Czech Republic, it is possible to expect changes in the list below
including possible addition of certain species. The nomenclature and classing of species employed in the list is
in accordance with La§Tovka (1998).
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Farkac J., Krir D. & Skoreix M. [eds.]: Cerveny seznam ohrozenych druhi Ceské republiky. Bezobratli. Red list of
threatened species in the Czech Republic. Invertebrates, 760 pp.; © 2005 Agentura ochrany piirody a krajiny CR, Praha;
ISBN 80-86064-96-4.

Tineidae (moloviti)

[tiida/class: Insecta; ¥4d/order: Lepidoptera; éeled/family: Tineidae]
VLADIMIR VRABEC, JAN SumpicH, Zpenik LasTovka, TOMAS Kuras, JikT BENES & MARTIN KoNvICKA

V Ceské republice je uvidén vyskyt 63 prislusniki této eledi véetné druhd synantropnich, které
nejsou zndmy z volné piirody (LASTOVKA 1998, LASTUVKA & MAREK 2002, L18kA ef al. 2002,
Srrek 2003). Jde vétsinou o nendpadné malé motylky, jejichz determinace je u nékterych dru-
hi problematickd. Neexistuje determinacni pfirucka v Cesting, pouze zahrani¢ni (HANNEMANN
1977, PELnaM-CLiNTON 1985, PETERSEN 1969, ZAaGuLyaEV 1990). Navrh nékterych druht
na zafazeni do Cerveného seznamu podivd uz SoLDAT (1987), avsak jim navrzené druhy nebyly
do naseho seznamu akceptoviny. Faunistické udaje jsou velmi netplné a jsou rozptyleny v riznych
studiich zpracovavajicich samostatné lokality. Z rozsdhlejsich podrobnéji zpracovanych izemi moz-
no uvést napt. jihovychodni Moravu (ELSNER e al. 1998), Palavu (LAaSTGVKA 1994), Bilé Karpaty
(GorTwALD & BELiN 2001), Zelezné hory (Sumpicu 2001), Moravsky kras (LASTOVKA &
Marek 2002), s vyhradami tzv. ,velkou® Prahu (VAvra 2004). Bionomie a ekologie nékterych
druhti zdaleka neni dostate¢né znima.

Do seznamu byly zafazeny dva druhy ¢eledi (tj. zhruba 3 % zdstupcd). V souvislosti s tim, jak
budou shromazdoviny poznatky nové o soucasném a historickém rozgifeni druhu ¢eledi v CR,
lze ocekdvat zmény v nize pfedlozeném seznamu v¢. doplnéni daldich druhd. Nomenklatura
a fazeni druhii uzivané v seznamu je dle LaSTOVKY (1998), Ceskd jména jsou dle NovAka ef

al. (1991).

ohrozeny — endangered (EN)
Niditinea truncicolella (Tengstrom, 1848) — mol [Tineidae]
Scardia boletella (Fabricius, 1794) — mol chorosovy [Tineidae]

Sixty-three species of this family are known from the Czech Republic, including synanthropic species, which
are not free-livng here (La§TOvKA 1998, LASTOVKA & MAREK 2002, L13Ka ef al. 2002, StTEK 2003).
These are small, inconspicuous lepidopterans, whose identification is rather problematic in the case of certain
species. There is no key to species of this family in the Czech language. Only foreign works are available
(HannemANN 1977, PELraM-CLiNTON 1985, PETERSEN 1969, ZAGULYAEV 1990a). Certain species
were proposed for inclusion into the “Red List” as early as in SoLDAT (1987), but the species proposed by him
were not accepted for purposes of the present list. Faunistic data are very incomplete and they are scattered in
different studies aimed at independent localities. Larger areas that were subjected to detailed faunistic studies
are for example southeast Moravia (ELSNER ez al. 1998), the Protected Landscape Area Pilava (La§TovkA
1994), the range Bilé¢ Karpaty (GorTwALD & BELiN 2001), the range Zelezné hory (Sumpich 2001), the
karst Moravsky kras (LASTOVKA & MAREK 2002) and with certain reserves also Prague with its surroundings
(VAvra 2004). Bionomy and ecology of certain species is by far not sufficiently known. Two species (about
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3% of members of the family) were included into the list. In connection with future accumulation of new
knowledge about the current and historical distribution of species of the family in the Czech Republic, it is to
expect changes in the list presented above, including addition of further species. The nomenclature and classing
of species employed in the list is in accordance with LasTdvka (1998).
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Farkac J., Krir D. & Skoreix M. [eds.]: Cerveny seznam ohrozenych druhi Ceské republiky. Bezobratli. Red list of
threatened species in the Czech Republic. Invertebrates, 760 pp.; © 2005 Agentura ochrany piirody a krajiny CR, Praha;
ISBN 80-86064-96-4.

Bucculatricidae (chobotnickoviti)

[tiida/class: Insecta; i4d/order: Lepidoptera; ¢eled/family: Bucculatricidae]
ZDENEK LASTOVKA, VLADIMIR VRABEC, JAN SumpicH, TOMAS Kuras, JikT BENES & MARTIN KONVICKA

V Ceské republice je uvidén vyskyt 17 piislusniki této Celedi (LaSTGOVKA 1998). Jde vétsinou
o nendpadné malé motylky, jejichZ determinace je problematickd. Neexistuje determinaéni prirucka
v Ceting, pouze zahrani¢ni (SExsYAEVA 1990a, SveNnssoN 1971). Faunistické udaje jsou velmi
nedplné a jsou rozptyleny v riiznych studiich zpracovavajicich samostatné lokality. Z rozsahlejsich
podrobnéji zpracovanych tzemi mozno uvést napt. jihovychodni Moravu (ELSNER e al. 1998), Pé-
lavu (LasTOVKA 1994), Bilé Karpaty (GoTTwALD & BELin 2001), Moravsky kras (LASTOVKA
& MaREk 2002), s vyhradami tzv. ,velkou® Prahu (VAvra 2004). Bionomie a ekologie nékterych
druhti zdaleka neni dostate¢né znima.

Do seznamu byl zatazen jediny druh, ktery prezentuje 6% druhového bohatstvi Celedi. Nomen-
klatura je dle LASTOVKY (1998), Ceské jméno Celedi a rodu dle NovAka e al. (1991).

kriticky ohrozeny — critically endangered (CR)

Bucculatrix maritima Stainton, 1851 — chobotni¢ek [Bucculatricidae]

Seventeen species of this family are known from the Czech Republic (LaSTOVKA 1998). These are mostly
small, inconspicuous lepidopterans, whose identification is rather problematic. There is no Czech key to spe-
cies of this family. Only foreign works are available (SExsyaEvA 1990a, SvENssoN 1971). Faunistic data are
incomplete and scattered in different studies aimed at individual localities. Larger areas that were subjected to
detailed faunistic studies are for example southeast Moravia (ELsNER ez al. 1998), the Protected Landscape
Area Pilava (La§TOVKA 1994), the range Bilé¢ Karpaty (GoTTwAaLD & BELiN 2001), the karst Moravsky
kras (LA$TOVKA & MarEk 2002) and with certain reserves also Prague with its surroundings (VAvra 2004).
Bionomy and ecology of certain species is by far not sufficiently known. Only one species (6% of members
of the family) was included into the list. The nomenclature was employed in accordance with La§TOvka
(1998).
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Farkac J., Krir D. & Skoreix M. [eds.]: Cerveny seznam ohrozenych druhi Ceské republiky. Bezobratli. Red list of
threatened species in the Czech Republic. Invertebrates, 760 pp.; © 2005 Agentura ochrany piirody a krajiny CR, Praha;
ISBN 80-86064-96-4.

Gracillariidae (vzpiimenkoviti)

[tiida/class: Insecta; ¥4d/order: Lepidoptera; celed/family: Gracillariidae]
ZDENEK LASTOVKA, JAN SumpicH, TomAs Kuras & VLADIMIR VRABEC

V Ceské republice je uvadén vyskyt 124 piislusniki této celedi (La§Tovka 1998, SEFROVA ef
al. 2000). Jde o nendpadné malé motylky, jejichz determinace je problematicka. Neexistuje deter-
minacni pfirucka v Cesting, pouze zahraniéni (EMMET ef al. 1985, KuzneTsov 1990, Patzak
1986a). Faunistické udaje jsou velmi netplné a jsou rozptyleny v riiznych studiich zpracovévajicich
samostatné lokality. Z rozsdhlejsich podrobnéji zpracovanych Gzemi mozno uvést napf. jthovychod-
nf Moravu (ELsNER ez al. 1998), Pdlavu (La§Tovka 1994), Bilé Karpaty (GoTTWALD & BELIN
2001), Zelezné hory (Sumpics 2001), Moravsky kras (LASTOVKA & MAREK 2002), s vyhradami
tzv. ,velkou“ Prahu (VAvra 2004). Bionomie a ekologie nékterych druhi zdaleka neni dostatecné
znama.

Do seznamu bylo po zvdZeni zafazeno pét druhi, coz prezentuje 4% druhového bohatstvi &eledi.
Nomenklatura je dle LASTOVKY (1998), Ceské jméno Celedi a rodu dle NovAka ez al. (1991).

kriticky ohrozeny — critically endangered (CR)
Callisto insperatella (Nickerl, 1864) — vzpfimenka [Gracillariidae]

ohrozeny — endangered (EN)
Phyllonorycter phyllocytisi (Hering, 1936) — klinénka [Gracillariidae]

zranitelny — vulnerable (VU)
Phyllonorycter andreidae (Fletcher, 1885) — klinénka [Gracillariidae]

Phyllonorycter helianthemellus (Herrich-Schiffer, 1861) — klinénka [Gracillariidae]
Phyllonorycter quingueguttellus (Stainton, 1851) — klinénka [Gracillariidae]

One hundred and twenty-four species of this family are known from the Czech Republic (LASTOVKA 1998,
SEFROVA et al. 2000). These are small, inconspicuous lepidopterans, whose identification is problematic. There
is no key to species in the Czech language. Only foreign works are available (EMMET ef a/. 1985, KuznETSov
1990, PaTzak 1986a). Faunistic data are very incomplete and they are scattered in different studies aimed at
independent localities. Larger areas that were subjected to detailed faunistic studies are for example south-
east Moravia (ELSNER e al. 1998), the Protected Landscape Area Pilava (LASTGVKA 1994), the range Bilé
Karpaty (GorTwaLD & BELiN 2001), the range Zelezné hory (Sumpich 2001), the karst Moravsky kras
(LasTovka & Marex 2002) and with certain reserves also Prague with its surroundings (VAvra 2004).
Bionomy and ecology of certain species is by far not sufficiently known. Based on relevant considerations, five
species (4% of members of the family) were included into the list. The nomenclature was employed in accor-
dance with LasTovka (1998).
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Yponomeutidae (piedivkoviti)

[tiida/class: Insecta; ¥4d/order: Lepidoptera; éeled/family: Yponomeutidae]
ZDENEK LASTOVKA, VLADIMIR VRABEC, JAN SumpicH & TomAS Kuras

V Ceské republice je uvadén vyskyt 55 piislusniki této Celedi (LaSTOVKA 1998, LISKA ef al.
2001). Jde o nendpadné malé motylky, jejichZ determinace je u nékterych druhi problematickd. Ne-
existuje determinaéni pfirucka v Cesting, k dispozici jsou pouze zahraniéni price (AGAssiz 1996,
HanNEMANN 1977, PoveL 1984). Faunistické udaje jsou velmi netiplné a jsou rozptyleny v riz-
nych studiich zpracovévajicich samostatné lokality. Z rozsahlejsich podrobnéji zpracovanych tzemf
mozno uvést napt. jthovychodni Moravu (ELSNER e# al. 1998), Pilavu (Lastivka 1994), Bilé Kar-
paty (GorTwALD & BELin 2001), Zelezné hory (Sumpich 2001), Moravsky kras (LASTOVKA
& MAREK 2002), s vyhradami tzv. ,velkou® Prahu (VAvra 2004). Bionomie a ekologie nékterych
druhd neni dostate¢né zndma, pro zatazeny druh srov. VAvra (1999) a L1ska & PETRG (2004).

Do seznamu byl zatazen jediny druh, ktery prezentuje 2% druhového bohatstvi celedi. Nomen-
klatura je dle LASTOVKY (1998), Ceské jméno Celedi a rodu dle NovAka ez al. (1991).

kriticky ohrozeny — critically endangered (CR)
Kessleria alpicella (Stainton, 1851) — pfedivka [ Yponomeutidae]

Fifty-five species of this family are known from the Czech Republic (LASTOVKA 1998, L1§KA ef al. 2001).
These are small, inconspicuous lepidopterans, whose identification is rather problematic in the case of certain
species. There is no key to species of this family in the Czech language. Only foreign works are available (Acas-
s1z 1996, HANNEMANN 1977, PoveL 1984). Faunistic data are very incomplete and they are scattered in
different studies aimed at independent localities. Larger areas that were subjected to detailed faunistic studies
are for example southeast Moravia (ELSNER ez al. 1998), the Protected Landscape Area Pilava (LASTOVKA
1994), the range Bilé Karpaty (GorTwaLD & BELiN 2001), the range Zelezné hory (Sumpich 2001), the
karst Moravsky kras (LASTOVKA & MAREK 2002) and with certain reserves also Prague with its surroundings
(VAvra 2004). Bionomy and ecology of certain species is by far not sufficiently known, for listed species see
Vivra (1999), Liska & PeTr® (2004). One species (2% of members of the family) was included into the list.
The nomenclature was employed in accordance with LagTgvka (1998).
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Lyonetiidae (podkopnickoviti)

[tiida/class: Insecta; ¥4d/order: Lepidoptera; ¢eled/family: Lyonetiidae]
ZDENEK LASTOVKA, JAN SumpicH, TomAs Kuras & VLADIMIR VRABEC

V Ceské republice je uvddén vyskyt 15 piislusniki této Celedi (LASTOVKA 1998). Jde 0 nendpadné
malé motylky, jejichz determinace je u nékterych druhii problematickd. Neexistuje determinacni
piirucka v Cedting, pouze zahrani¢éni (Buszko 1981, EmmeT 1985, MEY 1994, SEKSYAEVA
1990b). Faunistické udaje jsou nedplné a jsou rozptyleny v riiznych studiich zpracovavajicich sa-
mostatné lokality. Z rozsahlejsich podrobnéji zpracovanych uzemi mozno uvést napt. jthovychodni
Moravu (ELsNER ez al. 1998), Pilavu (LA§TOVKA 1994), Bilé¢ Karpaty (GoTTWALD & BELIN
2001), Zelezné hory (Sumpics 2001), Moravsky kras (LASTOVKA & MAREK 2002), s vyhradami
tzv. ,velkou Prahu (VAvra 2004). Bionomie a ekologie nékterych druhii neni dostate¢né zndma.

Do seznamu byl zatazen jediny druh, ktery prezentuje 7% druhového bohatstvi Celedi. Nomen-
klatura je dle LASTGOVKY (1998), Ceské jméno Celedi a rodu dle NovAka ez al. (1991).

kriticky ohrozeny — critically endangered (CR)
Phyllobrostis hartmanni Staudinger, 1867 — podkopnicek [Lyonetiidae]

Fifteen species of this family are known from the Czech Republic (LagTovka 1998). These are small, incon-
spicuous lepidopterans, whose identification is rather problematic in the case of certain species. There is no key
to species of this family in the Czech language. Only foreign works are available (Buszko 1981, EMMET
1985, MEY 1994, SEksyaEva 1990b). Faunistic data are incomplete and they are scattered in different stud-
ies aimed at independent localities. Larger areas that were subjected to detailed faunistic studies are for example
southeast Moravia (ELsNER ez al. 1998), the Protected Landscape Area Palava (LaSTOVKA 1994), the range
Bil¢ Karpaty (GorTwaLD & BELiN 2001), the range Zelezné hory (Sumpica 2001), the karst Moravsky
kras (LASTOVKA & Marek 2002) and with certain reserves also Prague with its surroundings (VAvra 2004).
Bionomy and ecology of certain species is not sufficiently known. One species (7% of members of the family)
was included into the list. The nomenclature was employed in accordance with LasTgvka (1998).
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Ethmidae (skvrnuskoviti)

[tiida/class: Insecta; #4d/order: Lepidoptera; éeled/family: Ethmidae]
JaN SumPICH & VLADIMIR VRABEC

V Ceské republice je uvddén vyskyt Sesti piislusniki této Celedi (LasTOvkA 1998). Jde 0 malé
motylky, jejichZ ureni je pomérné jednoduché, diky ndpadnym kresbdm. Neexistuje determinacni
ptirucka v Cesting, avsak fada druhi je vyobrazena v béznych uréovacich ptiruckich (napt. NovAx
& SEVERA 2002), nebo jsou k dispozici klice zahrani¢ni (Buszko 1978, HANNEMAN 1997,
SaTTLER 1967). Faunistické udaje jsou netplné a jsou rozptyleny v riiznych studiich zpracova-
vajicich samostatné lokality. Z rozséhlejsich podrobnéji zpracovanych tzemi mozno uvést napt. ji-
hovychodni Moravu (ELSNER ez a/. 1998), Pilavu (LASTGOVKA 1994), Bilé Karpaty (GoTTwWALD
& BELIN 2001), Zelezné hory (Sumpicu 2001), Moravsky kras (LASTOVKA & MaRrEK 2002),
s vyhradami tzv. ,velkou“ Prahu (VAvra 2004). Bionomie a ekologie fady druhi je malo zndma.

Do seznamu byly zatazeny dva druhy, ktery prezentuji 33 % druhového bohatstvi ¢eledi. Nomen-
klatura je dle LASTGOVKY (1998), Ceskd jména dle NovAka ef al. (1991).

zranitelny — vulnerable (VU)
Ethmia candidella (Alphéraky, 1908) - skvrnuska [Ethmidae]

téméf ohrozeny — near threatened (NT)
Ethmia pusiella (Linné, 1758) — skvrnuska poménkovi [Ethmidae]

Six species of this family are known from the Czech Republic (LasTtivka 1998). These are small lepidop-
terans, whose identification is rather simple due to their considerable patterns. There is no work dealing with
their identification in the Czech language, but a number of species are depicted in common determination
handbooks (e.g. NovAk & Severa 2002). Foreign keys are also available (Buszko 1978, HANNEMANN
1997, SaTTLER 1967). Faunistic data are incomplete and they are scattered in different studies aimed at
independent localities. Larger areas that were subjected to detailed faunistic studies are for example south-
east Moravia (ELSNER e al. 1998), the Protected Landscape Area Pilava (LASTOVKA 1994), the range Bilé
Karpaty (GorTwaLD & BELiN 2001), the range Zelezné hory (Sumpich 2001), the karst Moravsky kras
(LasTtvka & Marek 2002) and with certain reserves also Prague with its surroundings (VAvra 2004).
Bionomy and ecology of certain species is by far not sufficiently known. Two species (33% of members of the
family) were included into the list. The nomenclature was employed in accordance with Lagrtvka (1998).
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Depressariidae (plochuskoviti)

[tiida/class: Insecta; ¥4d/order: Lepidoptera; éeled/family: Depressariidae]
VLADIMIR VRABEC

V Ceské republice je uvidén vyskyt 69 piislusniki této Celedi (LaSTOVKA 1998). Jde 0 malé mo-
tylky, jejichZ uréeni je obtizné. Neexistuje determinaéni pfirucka v &estin€, pouze zahrani¢ni préce
(HanneMAN 1995). Faunistické tdaje jsou nedplné a jsou rozptyleny v riznych studiich zpraco-
vavajicich samostatné lokality. Z rozsahlejsich podrobnéji zpracovanych Gzemi mozno uvést napf.
jihovychodni Moravu (ELSNER e# a/. 1998), Pdlavu (LasT0vKA 1994), Bilé Karpaty (GoTTwWALD
& BELIN 2001), Zelezné hory (Sumpicu 2001), Moravsky kras (LASTOVKA & MaRrEK 2002),
s vyhradami tzv. ,velkou“ Prahu (VAvra 2004). Bionomie a ekologie fady druhi je malo zndma.

Do seznamu byl zafazen jeden druh, ktery prezentuje 1-2% druhového bohatstvi ¢eledi. Je pied-
poklad zafazeni dal§ich druhi, az bude shromazdéno vice dat o jejich rozsifeni. Nomenklatura je dle
LagTovky (1998), Ceské jméno Celedi a rodu upraveno dle NovAka et al. (1991).

téméf ohrozeny — near threatened (NT)
Exaeretia ciniflonella (Lng et Zeller, 1846) — plochuska [Depressariidac]

Sixty-nine species of this family are known from the Czech Republic (La§Tovka 1998). These are small lepi-
dopterans, difficult to identify. There is no determination handbook in the Czech language. Only foreign works
are available (HANNEMANN 1995). Faunistic data are incomplete and they are scattered in different studies
aimed at independent localities. Larger areas that were subjected to detailed faunistic studies are for example
southeast Moravia (ELsNER ez al. 1998), the Protected Landscape Area Palava (La$TOvKA 1994), the range
Bil¢ Karpaty (GoTTwAaLD & BELiN 2001), the range Zelezné hory (Sumpicn 2001), the karst Moravsky
kras (LASTOVKA & MaRrEk 2002) and with certain reserves also Prague with its surroundings (VAvra 2004).
Bionomy and ecology of certain species is by far not sufficiently known. One species (1-2% of members of the
family) was included into the list. It is possible to expect inclusion of further species after accumulating more
data on their distribution. The nomenclature was employed in accordance with LasTtvka (1998).
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Oecophoridae (krasenkoviti)

[tiida/class: Insecta; i4d/order: Lepidoptera; éeled/family: Oecophoridae]
ToMmAS Kuras & VLADIMIR VRABEC

V Ceské republice je uvidén vyskyt 48 piislusniki této Celedi (LaSTOVKA 1998, LISKA ef al.
2001). Jde o nendpadné motylky, jejichz determinace je problematickd. Neexistuje cesky psand de-
terminacni piirucka této Celedi, pouze zahrani¢ni (HaANNEMANN 1997, Lvovskir 1990, PaLm
1989, ToLL 1964). Navrh nékterych druht na zafazeni do erveného seznamu podévd uz SOLDAT
(1987), jim navrzené druhy vSak nebyly akceptoviny. Faunistické udaje jsou velmi nedplné a jsou
rozptyleny v riznych studiich zpracovivajicich samostatné lokality. Z rozsihlejsich podrobnéji zpra-
covanych Gzemi mozno uvést napt. jihovychodni Moravu (ELSNER ez al. 1998), Pilavu (LASTOVKA
1994), Bilé Karpaty (GoTTwALD & BELIN 2001), Zelezné hory (Sumpics 2001), Moravsky kras
(LaSTOVKA & MAREK 2002), s vyhradami tzv. ,velkou“ Prahu (VAvra 2004). Bionomie a ekolo-
gie nékterych druhd neni dostate¢né znima.

Byl zafazen jeden druh Celedi (tj. zhruba 2% zdstupci), a to do kategorie druhi zranitelnych.
V souvislosti s tim, jak budou shromazdoviny nové poznatky o sou¢asném a historickém rozsifeni
druhd eledi v CR, Ize ocekavat zmény v nize pfedlozeném seznamu v¢. mozného doplnéni dalsich
druht. Nomenklatura a fazeni druhi uzivané v seznamu je dle LagTtvky (1998), Ceské jméno pro

uvedeny druh je podle NovAka ez al. (1991).

zranitelny — vulnerable (VU)
Minetia crinita (Fabricius, 1798) — krésenka [Oecophoridae]

Forty-eight species of this family are known from the Czech Republic (LaSTGvKA 1998, L15KA £ al. 2001).
These are small, inconspicuous lepidopterans, whose identification is rather problematic. There is no determi-
nation handbook in the Czech language for this family. Only foreign works are available (HANNEMANN 1977,
Lvovskir 1990, PaLm 1989, ToLw 1964). Certain species were proposed for including into the Red Data List
as early as in SOLDAT (1987), but the species proposed by him were not accepted for purposes of the present
list. Faunistic data are very incomplete and they are scattered in different studies aimed at independent locali-
ties. Larger areas that were subjected to detailed faunistic studies are for example southeast Moravia (ELSNER
et al. 1998), the Protected Landscape Area Pélava (LaSTOVKA 1994), the range Bilé Karpaty (GoTTwALD
& BELin 2001), the range Zelezné hory (Sumpics 2001), the karst Moravsky kras (LasTovka & Marex
2002) and with certain reserves also Prague with its surroundings (VAvra 2004). Bionomy and ecology of
some species is not sufficiently known. One species (i.e. about 2% of members of the family) was included into
the list - into the category of vulnerable species In connection with future accumulation of new knowledge
about current and historical distribution of species of the family in the Czech Republic it is to expect changes
in the present list including possible supplementation by certain species. The nomenclature and classing of
species employed in the present list is accordance with LasTtvka (1998).
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Coleophoridae (pouzdrovnickoviti)

[tiida/class: Insecta; ¥4d/order: Lepidoptera; éeled/family: Coleophoridae]
ZDENEK LASTOVKA, VLADIMIR VRABEC, JAN SumpicH, TOMAS Kuras, JikT BENES & MARTIN KONVICKA

V Ceské republice je uvddén vyskyt 171 pfislusniki této Celedi (LASTOVKA 1998, LiSKA ef al.
2001).Jde o nendpadné motylky, jejichz larvy vytvifeji charakteristické schranky. Determinace imag
je u nékterych druht velmi problematickd (mozno urCovat napf podle EMMET ez al. 1996, Pat-
zAK 1974, Razowski 1990, Torr 1962). Névrh vice druhi na zafazeni do cerveného seznamu
podévd uz SoLpAT (1987), avsak ndmi na zdkladé aktudlnich znalosti byly upfednostnény druhy
jiné a akceptovin byl pouze jeden Solddtem navrzeny druh. Faunistické udaje o ¢eledi jsou velmi
nedplné a jsou rozptyleny v riiznych studiich zpracovavajicich samostatné lokality. Z rozsahlejsich
podrobnéji zpracovanych uzemi mozno uvést napf. jihovychodni Moravu (ELSNER ez al. 1998),
Pilavu (LasTtvka 1994), Bilé Karpaty (GoTTwALD & BELiN 2001), Zelezné hory (SumpicH
2001), Moravsky kras (LASTOVKA & MaRrEk 2002), s vyhradami tzv. ,velkou“ Prahu (VAvra
2004). Bionomie a ekologie nékterych druhi neni dostate¢né zndma.

Do jednotlivych kategorii bylo dle uvdZeni autort zatazeno celkem $est druhi Celedi (tj. zhruba
4% zastupci). V souvislosti s tim, jak budou shromazdoviny poznatky nové o soucasném a histo-
rickém roziiten{ druhi eledi v CR, lze ocekdvat zmény v nize pfedlozeném seznamu v¢. doplnéni
dalsich druht. Nomenklatura a fazeni druhd uzivané v seznamu je dle LaSTOvKY (1998), Ceskd
jména jsou dle NovAxa ez al. (1991).

kriticky ohrozeny — critically endangered (CR)
Colegphora halophilella Zimmermann, 1926 — pouzdrovnicek [Coleophoridae]
Colegphora niveistrigella Wocke, 1876 — pouzdrovnicek [Coleophoridae]

ohrozeny — endangered (EN)
Colegphora hydrolapathella Hering, 1924 — pouzdrovnicek [Coleophoridae]

téméf ohrozeny — near threatened (NT)

Colegphora conyzae Zeller, 1868 — pouzdrovnicek [Coleophoridae]
Colegphora ledi Stainton, 1860 — pouzdrovni¢ek [Coleophoridae]
Colegphora murinella Tengstrom, 1847 — pouzdrovnicek [Coleophoridae]

One hundred and seventy-one species are known from the Czech Republic (LASTOVKA 1998, L1SKA ef al.
2001). These are small, inconspicuous lepidopterans, whose larvae build characteristic shells. In certain species,
the identification of imagines is very problematic (for example the works by EMMET ez al. 1996, PaTzAk
1974, Razowskr 1990, Torr 1962 can be used for this purpose). Several species were proposed for includ-
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ing into the Red Data List as early as in SoLDAT (1987), but based on our topical knowledge, other species
were preferred and only one species proposed by Soldit was accepted. Faunistic data on the family are very
incomplete and they are scattered in different studies aimed at independent localities. Larger areas that were
subjected to detailed faunistic studies are for example southeast Moravia (ELSNER ez a/. 1998), the Protected
Landscape Area Pilava (LASTOVKA 1994), the range Bilé Karpaty (GoTTwALD & BELIN 2001), the range
Zelezné hory (Sumpicu 2001), the karst Moravsky kras (LASTOVKA & Marek 2002) and with certain
reserves also Prague with its surroundings (VAvra 2004). Bionomy and ecology of certain species is by far
not sufficiently known. Based on considerations of the present authors, total of 6 species of the family (i.e.
about 4% of its members) were classed into particular categories. In connection with future accumulation of
new data on the current and historical distribution of the species of this family in the Czech Republic it is to
expect changes in the list below, including supplementation by further species. The nomenclature and classing
of species employed in the list is in accordance with LasTtovka (1998).
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Amphisbatidae

[tiida/class: Insecta; ¥4d/order: Lepidoptera; éeled/family: Amphisbatidae]
JaN SumPICH & VLADIMIR VRABEC

V Ceské republice je uvddén vyskyt deset piislusniki této Celedi (LaSTOVKA 1998, Li1SkA ef al.
2001). Jde o drobné motyly (tzv. ,mikrolepidoptera“). Determinace je mozné vyhradné dle zahra-
ni¢nich pfirucek, kde vsak nikde nenf ¢eled v iplnosti zpracovina a idaje je nutno sklidat z riiznych
dil¢ich zminek. Faunistické adaje jsou nedplné a jsou rozptyleny v riznych studiich zpracovivaji-
cich samostatné lokality. Z rozsihlejsich podrobnéji zpracovanych uzemi mozno uvést napf. Palavu
(LasTtvka 1994), Bilé Karpaty (GorTwaLD & BELin 2001), Zelezné hory (Sumpicu 2001),
Moravsky kras (LASTOVKA & MaRrEk 2002).

Byly zatazeny dva druhy celedi (tj. zhruba 20%). Nomenklatura a fazeni druhd uzivané v sezna-
mu je dle LASTOVKY (1998), Ceskd jména dle NovAka e al. (1991) nejsou navrzena.

zranitelny — vulnerable (VU)
Anichinia daphnella (Denis et Schiffermiller, 1775) — [Amphisbatidae]
Hypercallia citrinalis (Scopoli, 1763) — [Amphisbatidae]

Ten species of this family are known from the Czech Republic (LasTtvka 1998, Li3ka et al. 2001). These
are small lepidopterans (so called “Microlepidoptera”). The identification is possible only based on foreign
handbooks, in which it is, however, impossible to find a complete synoptic work on the family and the data
must be taken from different partial notes. Faunistic data are incomplete and they are scattered in different
studies aimed at independent localities. Larger areas that were subjected to detailed faunistic studies are for
example the Protected Landscape Area Pilava (La§TOVKA 1994), the range Bilé Karpaty (GoTTwALD &
BiLin 2001), the range Zelezné hory (Sumpicn 2001) and the karst Moravsky kras (LASTOVKA & MAREK
2002). Bionomy and ecology of certain species is by far not sufficiently known. Two species of the family (i.e.
about 20% of its members) were included. The nomenclature and classing of the species used in the present list
is in accordance with LASTOVKA (1998).
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Cosmopterigidae (zdobnickoviti)

[tiida/class: Insecta; i4d/order: Lepidoptera; celed/family: Cosmopterigidae]
ZDENEK LASTOVKA, JAN SumpicH, TomAs Kuras & VLADIMIR VRABEC

V Ceské republice je uvddén vyskyt 21 pfislusniki této Celedi (LASTOVKA 1998). Jde o drobné
motyly (tzv. ,microlepidoptera“). Determinace je moznd vyhradné dle zahrani¢nich kli¢a (RiepL
1984, Zacuryaev 1990b). Faunistické udaje jsou nedplné a jsou rozptyleny v riiznych studiich
zpracovdvajicich samostatné lokality. Z rozsahlejsich podrobnéji zpracovanych Gzemi mozno uvést
napf. jihovychodni Moravu (ELSNER ez a/. 1998), Pdlavu (LasTtvka 1994), Bilé Karpaty (Gor-
TWALD & BELIN 2001), Zelezné hory (Sumpicu 2001), Moravsky kras (LASTOVKA & MAREK
2002).

Byl zafazen jediny druh celedi (tj. zhruba 5 %), ktery je jiz fadu let nezvéstny. Nomenklatura a fa-
zeni druhi uzivané v seznamu je dle LASTOVKY (1998), Ceskd jména dle NovAka ez al. (1991).

pro tizemi CR vymizely - regionally extinct in CR (RE)
Isidiella nickerlii (Nickerl, 1864) — zdobnicek [ Cosmopterigidac]

Twenty-one species of this family are known from the Czech Republic (LasTtvka 1998). These are small
lepidopterans (so called “Microlepidoptera”). The identification can be based exclusively on foreign keys
(Riepr 1984, Zacuryaev 1990b). Faunistic data are incomplete and they are scattered in different studies
aimed at independent localities. Larger areas that were subjected to detailed faunistic studies are e.g. south-
east Moravia (ELSNER ef al. 1998), the Protected Landscape Area Pilava (LaSTOvKA 1994), the range Bilé
Karpaty (GoTTwALD & BELiN 2001), the range Zelezné hory (Sumpich 2001), the karst Moravsky kras
(LasTovka & Marek 2002). One species of the family (i.e. 5% of members of the family) was included,
which is, however, missing for years. The nomenclature and classing of species employed in the list is in ac-
cordance with LASTOVKA (1998).
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Gelechiidae (makadlovkoviti)

[tiida/class: Insecta; ¥ad/order: Lepidoptera; celed/family: Gelechiidae]
ZDENEK LASTOVKA, VLADIMIR VRABEC, JAN SumpicH, TOMAS Kuras, JikT BENES & MARTIN KONVICKA

V Ceské republice je uvadén vyskyt 239 piislusniki této Celedi (LASTOVKA 1998, ELSNER et al.
1999, Li1ska e al. 2000, 2001, 2002). Jde v pfevdzné vétsiné o malé a nendpadné motyly, jejichz
determinace mize podle dostupnych piiruek Eeskych i zahrani¢nich autort (napt. ELSNER ef al.
1999, PovoLny 20022, HuEMER & KarsHOLT 1999, P1skunov, 1990) ¢init potize. Monogra-
ficky je Celed pro Gzemi Stfedni Evropy zpracovina (ELSNER e a/. 1999), studium Celedi md v CR
tradici (viz piehled literatury v dilech ELSNER ef al. 1999 a PovoLny 2002a). T¥i druhy pro cer-
veny seznam navrhl jiz SoLpAT (1987), ale po zvdZeni nebyly ndmi akceptovdny. Faunistické udaje
o zistupcich Celedi jsou netplné a jsou rozptyleny v riiznych studiich zpracovavajicich samostatné
lokality. Z rozsahlejsich podrobnéji zpracovanych dzem{ mozno uvést napt. jthovychodni Moravu
(ELsNER ef al. 1998), Pilavu (LasTdvka 1994), Bilé Karpaty (GoTTwaLD & BELin 2001),
Zelezné hory (Sumpicu 2001), Moravsky kras (LASTOVKA & MaRrEk 2002), Gzemi tzv. ,velké
Prahy (VAvra 2004). Uroven znalosti bionomie a ekologie jednotlivych druh je riznd, nékde vel-
mi dobri (skadci), jinde zndme pouze imaga a nejsou popsdna vyvojovd stadia.

Do jednotlivych kategorii bylo dle uvizeni autort zatazeno celkem pét druha éeledi (tj. zhruba
2% zastupct). V souvislosti s tim, jak budou shromazdoviny nové poznatky o soucasném a histo-
rickém rozsiteni druht celedi v CR, lze ocekdvat zmény v nize pfedlozeném seznamu, véetné do-
plnéni novych druhd. Nomenklatura a fazeni druhi uzivané v seznamu je dle LASTOvVKY (1998),
Ceskd jména jsou dle NovAxka ez al. (1991).

pro izemi CR vymizely - regionally extinct in CR (RE)
Pyncostola bobemiella (Nickerl, 1864) — makadlovka [Gelechiidae]

ohrozeny — endangered (EN)

Euscrobipalpa nitentella (Fuchs, 1902) — makadlovka [Gelechiidae]
Euscrobipalpa salinella (Zeller, 1847) — makadlovka [Gelechiidae]
Euscrobipalpa samadensis (Pfaffenzeller, 1870) — makadlovka [Gelechiidae]
Procheuusa inopella (Zeller, 1839) — makadlovka [Gelechiidae]

Two hundred and thirty-nine species of this family are known from the Czech Republic (LasT0vka 1998,
L13ka et al. 2000, 2001, 2002). These are mostly small and inconspicuous lepidopterans, whose identification
according to available Czech as well as foreign literature (e. g. ELSNER efal. 1999, PovoLny 20022, HuEMER
& Karsuorr 1999, Piskunov 1990) can present problems. There is a monograph of Central-European
species of the family (ELSNER ef al. 1999) and the study of the family has its tradition in the Czech Republic
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(see the review of the literature in works by ELSNER ez al. 1999 and Povorny 2002a). Three species were pro-
posed by SoLDAT (1987) for the Red Data List, but they were not accepted here after relevant considerations.
Faunistic data on representatives of the family are incomplete and they are scattered in different studies aimed
at independent localities. Larger areas that were subjected to detailed faunistic studies are e.g. southeast Mora-
via (ELSNER e al. 1998), the Protected Landscape Area Pilava (LASTGOVKA 1994), the range Bilé Karpaty
(GorrwaLp & BELin 2001), the range Zelezné hory (Sumpics 2001), the karst Moravsky kras (LASTOVKA
& Marek 2002) and with certain reserves also Prague with its surroundings (VAvra 2004). The level of knowl-
edge of bionomy and ecology is different in different species. In some cases (pests) it is very good and in some
other cases only imagines are known and developmental stages have not yet been described. Total of five species
of the family (i.e. about 2% of its members) were included based on considerations of the authors. In connec-
tion with future accumulation of new data on the current and historical distribution of species of the family in
the Czech Republic, it is possible to expect changes in the present list, including supplementation by further
species. The nomenclature and classing of species was employed in accordance with LaSTovka (1998).
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Zygaenidae (vietenuskoviti)

[tiida/class: Insecta; i4d/order: Lepidoptera; éeled/family: Zygaenidae]

VLADIMIR VRABEC, ZDENEK LASTOVKA, JAN SUMPICH,JAN HRNCIR, JoSEF MATOUS, STANISLAV
MAaRexk, PETR HERMAN, ViADIMIR Hura, TomAS Kuras, Jiki BENES, MARTIN KONVICKA &
ZDENEK FrIC

V Ceské republice je uvidén vyskyt 22 piislusniki této Celedi (LASTOVKA 1998). Jde v pievizné
vétsin€ o ve dne aktivni, ndpadné a pestré motyly s varovnym zbarvenim, pouze nékolik druhi je
nendpadné zelenavych. Determinace by podle béZné dostupné literatury (napf. éeské — Joukr 1910,
PovoLNny & GREGOR 1946, GREGOR & PovoLnY 1955, PovoLNY & SMELHAUS 1951a, b,
1955, 1 cizojazyéné — KocH 1984, NAUMANN ez al. 1999) neméla Cinit problémy, piesto se stile
setkdvime se §patné determinovanym materidlem. Moderni shrnujici faunistickd prace o vyskytu
jednotlivych druht na Gzemi CR chybi, byt materidlu je ve sbirkovych fondech muzei i amatérskych
sbératelt dostatek. V blizkém ¢asovém horizontu za¢ne data shromazdovat Spolecnost pro ochra-
nu motyli. Zékladni idaje o bionomii a ekologii vétSiny nasich druhi jsou do podrobnosti znimy
a dokumentoviny ve vye citovanych pramenech, zde i vyobrazeni nékterych housenek, podrobnéji
k ekologii napf. Zus (1996).

Do jednotlivych kategorii bylo dle uvizeni autort zafazeno celkem devét druhi eledi (tj. zhruba
41% zastupcd). Pét z téchto druht uved! ve svém seznamu jiz SoLDAT (1987).Jde vétsinou o druhy
u kterych je jasné pozorovén tstup. V souvislosti s tim, jak budou shromazdoviny nové poznatky
o soucasném a historickém rozsifeni druhit celedi v CR, lze ocekévat zmény v nize pfedlozeném
seznamu. Nomenklatura a fazeni druhii uzivané v seznamu je dle LASTOVKY (1998), Ceskd jména

jsou dle NovAka et al. (1991).

pro tizemi CR vymizely - regionally extinct in CR (RE)
Zygaena cynarae (Esper, 1789) — vietenuska smldnikova [Zygaenidae]

kriticky ohrozeny — critically endangered (CR)
Zygaena brizae (Esper, 1800) — vietenuska tfeslicovd [Zygaenidae]
Zygaena trifolii (Esper, 1783) — vietenuska mokfadni [ Zygaenidae]

ohrozeny — endangered (EN)

Zygaena laeta (Hibner, 1790) — vietenuska pozdni [Zygaenidae]

Zygaena osterodensis Reiss, 1921 — vietenuska chrastaveové [Zygaenidae]
Zygaena punctum Ochsenheimer, 1808 — vietenuska ¢tverotecnd [Zygaenidae]
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zranitelny — vulnerable (VU)
Jordanita chloros (Hiibner, 1813) — zelenédek chrpovy [Zygaenidae]
Jordanita notata (Zeller, 1847) — zelenacek velky [Zygaenidae]

téméf ohrozeny — near threatened (NT)
Adscita geryon (Hibner, 1813) — zelenacek devaternikovy [Zygaenidae]

Twenty-two species of this family are known from the Czech Republic (LaSTGvKA 1998). These are mostly
conspicuous and colorful lepidopterans with warning colors, active in the daytime, only several species have
inconspicuous greenish colors. The identification with the help of commonly available literature (e.g. Czech —
Joukr 1910, PovoLNY & GREGOR 1946, GREGOR & PovoLNY 1955, PovoLNY & SMELHAUS 1951a,b, 1955
as well as foreign — Kocu 1984, NAuMANN ez al. 1999) should not result in problems, but in spite of this,
we ever encounter improperly identified material. A modern synoptic faunistic work about the occurrence of
particular species in the Czech Republic territory is missing in spite of the fact, that there is sufficient material
in collections of museums as well as in private collections of amateur collectors. In the near future, the Society
for Protection of Lepidoptera will start to accumulate relevant data. Principal data on bionomy and ecology of
most our species are known in details and documented in the above quoted literature, including illustrations of
certain caterpillars and details on ecology, for example in Zus (1996). Based on considerations of authors, total
of 9 species (i.e. about 41% of members of the family) were included. Five of them were included by SoLpAT
(1987) into his list. These are mostly species, in which a clear recession can be observed. In connection with
future accumulation of new knowledge of the current and historical distribution of species of the family in the
Czech Republic, it is to expect changes in the list presented here. The nomenclature and classing of species
employed in the list is in accordance with LagTgvka (1998).
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Brachodidae (stepnickoviti)

[tiida/class: Insecta; ¥4d/order: Lepidoptera; éeled/family: Brachodidae]
JaN HRNCIR, ZDENEK LASTOVKA, JAN SumpicH, VLADIMIR VRABEC & ToMAS Kuras

V Ceské republice je uvddén vyskyt jediného piislusnika této Celedi (LASTOVKA 1998). Urceni je
mozné dle vyobrazeni v prici ELsNERA ez al. (1997). Druh je uddvin i z Cech (LagT0vka 1998),
ale naprostd vétsina lokalit je omezena na zachovalé biotopy stepni a lesostepni oblasti: jihovychod-
ni Moravu (ELSNER e al. 1997), Pdlavu (La§TOvKA 1994), Bilé Karpaty (GoTTWALD & BELIN
2001), Moravsky kras (LASTOVKA & Marek 2002). Nomenklatura je dle LasTdvky (1998),
Zeské jméno dle NovAxa ez al. (1991).

ohrozeny — endangered (EN)
Brachodes appendiculatus (Esper, 1783) — stepnicek béloskvrnny [Brachodidae]

Only one species of this family is known from the Czech Republic (LasTtvka 1998). Its identification is pos-
sible based on an illustration in the work by ELSNER ez al. (1997). The species is also reported from Bohemia,
but most localities are restricted to well conserved steppe and forest steppe biotopes in the following areas:
southeast Moravia (ELsNER ez al. 1997), the Protected Landscape Area Palava (La§TGvKA 1994), the range
Bil¢ Karpaty (GorTwaLD & BELin 2001) and the karst Moravsky kras (LASTOVKA & Marex 2002). The
nomenclature was employed in accordance with LasTGvka (1998).
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Sesiidae (nesytkoviti)

[tiida/class: Insecta; ¥4d/order: Lepidoptera; celed/family: Sesiidae]
ZDENEK LASTOVKA, TOMAS DOBROVSKY, JAN SuMPICH & VLADIMIR VRABEC

V Ceské republice je uvidén vyskyt 42 piislusniki této celedi (LASTOVKA 1998).Jde 0 motyly, ktefi
uchizeji pozornosti diky skrytému zptsobu Zivota a mimetickym adaptacim imag, kterd napodobuji
blanokfidly hmyz. Determinace je moznd napf. podle pfirucek La§TOvka & LasTovka (1995,
piip. 2001). Studium &eledi ma v CR tradici, diky starsi monografii (ScHwarz 1953) a mnoha
sbératelim, ktef se ji vénovali ¢i vénuji, nicméné faunistické udaje jsou nedplné a jsou rozptyleny
v riznych studiich zpracovavajicich samostatné lokality. Pravdépodobné nejlépe je zpracovino roz-
sifeni Celedi v oblasti jizni Moravy (LasTGvka 2000). Zékladni udaje o bionomii a ekologii vétsiny
nasich druhi jsou do podrobnosti zndmy a dokumentovany v literatufe (LASTOVKA & LASTOVKA
1995, Scuwarz 1953, zde i vyobrazeni housenek a kukel).

Do jednotlivych kategorii bylo dle uvézeni autori zafazeno celkem 13 druhi ¢eledi (tj. zhruba
31% zéstupct). Nomenklatura a fazeni druhd uzivané v seznamu je dle La$TGvky (1998), Ceskd
jména jsou dle NovAxa ez al. (1991).

pro tizemi CR vymizely - regionally extinct in CR (RE)
Bembecia megillaeformis (Hibner, 1813) — nesytka krucinkovi [Sesiidae]

kriticky ohrozeny — critically endangered (CR)
Chamaesphecia palustris Kautz, 1927 — nesytka bahenni [Sesiidae]

ohrozeny — endangered (EN)

Chamaesphecia astatiformis (Herich-Schiffer, 1846) — nesytka stihld [Sesiidae]
Chamaesphecia euceraeformis (Ochsenheimer, 1816) — nesytka jednopdsd [Sesiidae]
Chamaesphecia hungarica (Tomala, 1901) — nesytka panonska [Sesiidae]
Chamaesphecia masariformis (Ochsenheimer, 1808) — nesytka diviznovi [Sesiidae]
Pennisetia bohemica Kralitek et Povolny, 1974 — nesytka ceska [Sesiidae]
Synansphecia affinis (Staudinger, 1856) — nesytka devaternikové [Sesiidae]

zranitelny — vulnerable (VU)
Chamaesphecia crassicornis Bartel, 1912 — nesytka letni [ Sesiidae]

Chamaesphecia leucopsiformis (Esper, 1800) — nesytka bélavé [Sesiidae]

téméf ohrozeny — near threatened (NT)
Sesia bembeciformis (Hibner, 1806) — nesytka jivové [ Sesiidae]
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Synanthedon andrenaeformis (Laspeyres, 1801) — nesytka tusalajovi [Sesiidae]
Synanthedon cephiformis (Ochsenheimer, 1808) — nesytka jedlova [Sesiidae]

Forty-two species of this family are known from the Czech Republic (LaTOvka 1998). These are lepi-
dopterans, which escape the notice due to their hidden way of life and mimetic adaptations of imagines re-
sembling Hymenoptera. The determination is possible for example with the help of handbooks La§Tovka
& LaSTOVKA (1995 or possibly 2001). The study of the family in the Czech Republic has a good tradition
thanks to a rather old monograph (Scawarz 1953) and many collectors, who were and/or are interested in
Sesiidae, nevertheless, the faunistic data are incomplete and scattered in different studies aimed at independent
localities. The distribution of the family was probably most properly studied in the area of south Moravia
(LagTovka 2000). Basic data on bionomy and ecology of most our species are known and documented in
details in the literature (LASTOVKA & La§TOVKA 1995, Scawarz 1953, including illustrations of caterpil-
lars and pupae). Total of 13 species of the family were included into particular categories (i.e. about 31% of
members of the family) based on consideration of the authors. The nomenclature and classing of species in the
list is in accordance with LASTOVKA (1998).

202



Farkac J., Krir D. & Skoreix M. [eds.]: Cerveny seznam ohrozenych druhi Ceské republiky. Bezobratli. Red list of
threatened species in the Czech Republic. Invertebrates, 760 pp.; © 2005 Agentura ochrany piirody a krajiny CR, Praha;
ISBN 80-86064-96-4.

Cossidae (drvoplenoviti)

[tiida/class: Insecta; ¥4d/order: Lepidoptera; celed/family: Cossidae]

VLADIMIR VRABEC, ZDENEK LASTUVKA, JAN SumpIcH, Jan HrNCIR, Joser MATOUS, STANISLAV
MAREK, VLADIMIR HuLA & ToMAS Kuras

V Ceské republice je uvddén vyskyt péti pfislusnika této Celedi (LasTOvka 1998). Jde v previz-
né vétsiné o nipadné a pestré motyly, jejichz determinace podle bézné dostupnych pfirucek (napf.
Scuwarz 1953, NovAk & SEVERA 2002) neini problémy. Faunistické udaje o ¢eledi jsou ne-
tplné a jsou rozptyleny v riznych studiich zpracovévajicich samostatné lokality. Zakladni udaje
o bionomii a ekologii vétsiny nasich druhd jsou do podrobnosti zndmy a dokumentoviny, jak v do-
mici, tak v zahrani¢ni literatufe (Scuwarz 1953, LEPIDOPTEROLOGEN ARBEITSGRUPPE 2000,
v obou pracich i vyobrazeni housenek a kukel).

Do jednotlivych kategorii byly dle uvdzeni autorl zafazeny dva druhy celedi (tj. 40% zdstupct).
Nomenklatura a fazeni druhi uzivané v seznamu je dle LASTOVKY (1998), Ceskd jména jsou dle

NovAxka efal. (1991).

ohrozeny — endangered (EN)
Parabypopta caestrum (Hibner, 1808) — drvopleii chiestovy [Cossidae]

téméf ohrozeny — near threatened (NT)
Phragmataecia castaneae (Hibner, 1790) — drvopleri rikosovy [Cossidae]

Five species of this family are known from the Czech Republic (LasTtivka 1998). These are mostly conspicu-
ous and colorful lepidopterans, whose determination based on commonly available handbooks (e.g. ScHwARZ
1953, NovAk & SEVERA 2002) presents no problems. Faunistic data on the family are incomplete and they
are scattered in different studies aimed at independent localities. Principal data on bionomy and ecology of
most our species are known and documented in details in the domestic as well as foreign literature (ScHwARZ
1953, LEPIDOPTEROLOGEN ARBEITSGRUPPE 2000, in both works also with illustrations of caterpillars and
pupae). Two species of the family (i.e. 40% of its members) were included into particular categories based on
considerations of the authors. The nomenclature and classing of the species was employed in accordance with
Lastovka (1998).
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Tortricidae (obalecoviti)

[tiida/class: Insecta; ¥4d/order: Lepidoptera; celed/family: Tortricidae]

VLADIMIR VRABEC, ZDENEK LASTUVKA, JAN SumpICH, Jiki BENES, MARTIN KONVICKA, ZDENEK
Fric s TomAs Kuras

V Ceské republice je uvddén vyskyt 470 prislusniki této Celedi (LASTOVKA 1998, LiSKA ef al.
2001, 2002, VAvRaA et al. 2001). Jde o malé motyly, jejichZ determinace je nyni moznd podle no-
vych obrazovych pfirucek (napf. Razowski 2001,2002,2003), existuje i pokus o Ceské zpracovini
(KomARrEK 1981); nicméné u mnoha navzdjem si podobnych druhd miiZe uréeni ¢init znacné pro-
blémy, zv1sté jde-1i o materidl, ktery byl ziskin z pfirody a je jiz ,o0létany“. Monograficky pro uzemi
CR neni celed zpracovina, faunistické udaje jsou netplné a jsou rozptyleny v riiznych studiich zpra-
covévajicich samostatné lokality. Z rozséhlejsich podrobnéji zpracovanych Gzemi mozno uvést napf.
jihovychodni Moravu (ELSNER e a/. 1997), Pilavu (La$TOvKA 1994), Bilé Karpaty (GoTTwWALD
& BELiN 2001), Zelezné hory (Sumpicu 2001), Moravsky kras (LASTOVKA & MAREK 2002).
Zikladni idaje o bionomii a ekologii jsou zndmy pouze u nékterych nasich druhi, u nékterych do-
sud nejsou popsdna ani vyvojovi stadia.

Do jednotlivych kategorii bylo dle uvézeni autord zafazeno celkem 15 druhi ¢eledi (tj. zhruba
3 % zastupcd). V souvislosti s tim, jak budou shromazdoviny nové poznatky o soucasném a histo-
rickém rozsffeni druhi Zeledi v CR, lze ocekévat zmény v niZe pfedloZzeném seznamu, véetné zafa-
zen{ dal§ich druhii. Nomenklatura a fazeni druhti uzivané v seznamu je dle LaST0vky (1998), Ceskd
jména jsou dle NovAxa ez al. (1991).

ohrozeny — endangered (EN)
Epinotia nemorivaga (Tenstrom, 1848) — obale¢ [Tortricidae]
Phalonidia affinitana (Douglas, 1846) — obale¢ [Tortricidae]

zranitelny — vulnerable (VU)

Gynnidomorpha vectisana (Humpreys et Westwood, 1845) — obale¢ [Tortricidae]
Olethreutes arbutellus (Linné, 1758) — obale¢ [Tortricidae]

Pammene luedersiana (Sorhagen, 1885) — obale¢ [Tortricidae]

Sparganothis rubicundana (Herrich-Schiffer, 1856) — obale¢ [ Tortricidae]

téméf ohrozeny — near threatened (NT)

Acleris lorquiniana (Duponchel, 1835) — obale¢ [ Tortricidae]

Clepsis steineriana (Hibner, 1799) — obale¢ [ Tortricidae]

Epinotia gimmerthaliana (Lng et Zeller, 1846) — obale¢ [ Tortricidae]
Eupoecilia sanguisorbana (Herrich-Schiffer, 1856) — obale¢ [ Tortricidae]
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Gynnidomorpha alismana (Ragonot, 1833) — obale¢ [Tortricidae]

Olethreutes ledianus (Linné, 1758) — obale¢ [ Tortricidae]

Olethreutes mygindianus (Denis et Schiffermiller, 1775) — obale¢ brusnicovy [Tortricidae]
Phtheochroa inopiana (Haworth, 1811) — obale¢ [ Tortricidae]

Phtheochroa sodatiana (Haworth, 1811) — obale¢ [Tortricidae]

Four hundred and seventy species of this family are known from the Czech Republic (LASTOVKA 1998,
L13ka ef al. 2001, 2002, VAVRA ef al. 2001). These are small lepidopterans, whose identification is currently
possible with the use of new illustrated handbooks (e.g. Razowsxkr 2001, 2002, 2003), including an attempt
to provide a Czech treatise (KomAREK 1981); nevertheless, in many species, who are similar to each other,
the identification can present considerable problems, particularly in the case of material acquired as free-living
imagines, which are worn. There is no monograph on the family covering the Czech Republic territory. Faunis-
tic data are incomplete and they are scattered in different studies aimed at independent localities. Larger areas
that were subjected to detailed faunistic studies are e.g. southeast Moravia (ELSNER ez al. 1997), the Protected
Landscape Area Pilava (LasTtvka 1994), the range Bilé Karpaty (GoTTwAaLD & BELIN 2001), the range
Zelezné hory (Sumpicu 2001), the karst Moravsky kras (LaSTOVKA & MaRrek 2002). Principal data on
bionomy and ecology are known only for some of our species, in some other species, even developmental stages
have not yet been described. Total of 15 species of the family (i.e. about 3% of its members) were included
into particular categories based on considerations of the authors. Changes of the list presented here, including
classing of further species, can be expected in connection with future accumulation of new knowledge on the
current and historical distribution of the species of this family in the Czech Republic. The nomenclature and
classing of species was employed in accordance with Lagrtovka (1998).
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Choreutidae (molovenkoviti)

[tiida/class: Insecta; ¥4d/order: Lepidoptera; éeled/family: Choreutidae]
ZDENEK LASTOVKA, JAN SumpicH, VLADIMIR VRABEC & ToMAS Kuras

V Ceské republice je uvadén vyskyt deviti pisluinikd této Celedi (LaSTGVKA 1998). Jde 0 nend-
padné motylky, jejichZ determinace je u nékterych druhi ponékud problematickd. Neexistuje cesky
psand determinacni pfirucka této Celedi. Faunistické udaje jsou velmi nedplné a jsou rozptyleny
v riznych studiich zpracovivajicich samostatné lokality. Z rozsahlejsich podrobnéji zpracovanych
Gzemi mozno uvést napk. jihovychodni Moravu (ELsNER e al. 1998), Plavu (LaSTGVKA 1994),
Bil¢ Karpaty (GoTTwALD & BELiN 2001), Zelezné hory (Sumpics 2001), Moravsky kras (LaS-
TOVKA & MAREK 2002), tzv. ,velkd“ Praha (VAvra 2004). Bionomie a ekologie nékterych druha
neni dostate¢né znima.

Do seznamu byl dle uvdzeni autord zafazen jeden druh celedi (t. 11% zdstupcd), a to do kate-
gorie druht ohrozenych. V souvislosti s tim, jak budou shromazdoviny nové poznatky o soucasném
a historickém rozsffeni druht celedi v CR, lze ocekévat zmény v nize pfedlozeném seznamu v¢.
mozného doplnéni dalsich druhd. Nomenklatura a fazeni druhi uZivané v seznamu je dle La§-
TOVKY (1998), Ceské druhové jméno neni navrzeno (NovAK et al. 1991).

ohrozeny — endangered (EN)
Tebenna chingana Danilevsky, 1969 — molovenka [Choreutidae]

Nine species of this family are known from the Czech Republic (LasTGvka 1998). These are small inconspic-
uous lepidopterans, whose identification is rather problematic in the case of some species. There is no Czech
handbook for identification of species of this family. Faunistic data are very incomplete and they are scattered
in different studies aimed at independent localities. Larger areas that were subjected to detailed faunistic stud-
ies are e.g. southeast Moravia (ELSNER ef al. 1998), the Protected Landscape Area Pilava (LaSTovka 1994),
the range Bilé¢ Karpaty (GoTTwAaLD & BELIN 2001), the range Zelezné hory (Sumpicn 2001), the karst
Moravsky kras (La§TOVKA & MAREK 2002) and Prague with its surroundings (VAvra 2004). Bionomy and
ecology of some species is not sufficiently known. One species of the family (i.e. 11% of its members) was
included into the present list based on considerations of the authors, classed into the category of endangered
species. In connection with accumulation of new knowledge on the current and historical distribution of spe-
cies of the family in the Czech Republic, it is to expect changes in the list presented here, including possible
supplementation by further species. The nomenclature and classing of species employed in the list is in accor-
dance with LasTovka (1998).
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Pterophoridae (pernatuskoviti)

[tiida/class: Insecta; i4d/order: Lepidoptera; ¢eled/family: Pterophoridae]
ZDENEK LASTOVKA, VLADIMIR VRABEC & JAN SUMPICH

V Ceské republice je uvddén vyskyt 55 piislusniki této Celedi (LasTtvka 1998, Liska ef al.
2000, 2001, SrTex & Kuras 2000, Srrek 2000). Jde o nendpadné motylky, jejichz determina-
ce je u nékterych druht problematickd (mozno urovat napt podle GieLis 1996, HANNEMANN
1977). Studium ¢eledi mé v CR tradici, existuje star§i monografie (Scawarz 1953), kterd vsak
nezahrnuje novéji ohldsené druhy. Névrh nékterych druhi na zatazeni do Cerveného seznamu po-
divi uz SoLDAT (1987). Faunistické udaje jsou velmi netplné a jsou rozptyleny v riiznych studiich
zpracovdvajicich samostatné lokality. Z rozsahlejsich podrobnéji zpracovanych Gzemi mozno uvést
napf. jihovychodni Moravu (ELsNER ez al. 1997), Pilavu (La§TovKA 1994), Rozdalovickou tabuli
(LexE$ 2000a), Bilé Karpaty (GorTwaLDp & BELin 2001), Zelezné hory (Sumpicu 2001),
Moravsky kras (LasTovka & MAREk 2002), s vyhradami tzv. ,velkou“ Prahu (VAvra 2004).
Bionomie a ekologie nékterych druhii neni dostate¢né zndma.

Do jednotlivych kategorii bylo dle uvézeni autort zafazeno celkem sedm druhu &eledi (4. zhru-
ba 12% zdstupci), a to vzhledem k drovni nasich poznatki spise do nizsich kategorii. V souvislosti
s tim, jak budou shromazdoviny poznatky nové o soucasném a historickém rozsifeni druhi Celedi
v CR, lze ocekévat zmény v nize pfedlozeném seznamu v¢. doplnéni dalsich druhd. Nomenklatura
a fazen{ druhd uZivané v seznamu je dle LASTOVKY (1998), Ceskd jména jsou dle NovAka ef al.

(1991).

ohrozeny — endangered (EN)
Wheeleria obsoleta (Zeller, 1841) — pernatuska jizni [Pterophoridac]

zranitelny — vulnerable (VU)

Calyciphora homoiodactyla (Kasy, 1960) — pernatuska [Pterophoridae]
Capperia lorana (Fuchs, 1895) — pernatuska Sedavi [Pterophoridae]
Buckleria paludum (Zeller, 1839) — pernatuska rosnatkovi [Pterophoridae]

téméf ohrozeny — near threatened (NT)

Amblyptilia acanthadactyla (Hibner, 1813) — pernatuska riznozravi [Pterophoridae]
Marasmarcha lunaedactyla (Haworth, 1811) — pernatuska jehlicova [Pterophoridae]
Platyptilia capnodactyla (Zeller, 1841) — pernatuska ernohnéda [Pterophoridae]

Fifty-five species of this family are known from the Czech Republic (LasTtvka 1998, Liska et al. 2000,
2001, Srtek & Kuras 2000, Srrek 2000). These are small, inconspicuous lepidopterans, whose identifica-
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tion presents problems in certain cases (the identification is possible e.g. based on GieLis 1996, HANNE-
MANN 1977).The study of the family has a good tradition in the Czech Republic and there is also a rather old
monograph (Scawarz 1953), but it does not include recently reported species. Some species were proposed
for including into the Red Data List as early as in SoLDAT (1987). Faunistic data are very incomplete and
they are scattered in different studies aimed at independent localities. Larger areas that were subjected to de-
tailed faunistic studies are e.g. southeast Moravia (ELSNER ez al. 1997), the Protected Landscape Area Pélava
(LagTovka 1994), the table Rozdalovickd tabule (LEKES 2000a), the range Bilé Karpaty (GoTTwALD &
Birin 2001), the range Zelezné hory (Sumpicu 2001), the karst Moravsky kras (LASTOVKA & MAREK
2002), and with certain reserves also Prague with its surroundings (VAvra 2004). Bionomy and ecology of
certain species is not sufficiently known. Total of seven species of the family (i.e. about 12% of its members)
were included into particular categories based on considerations of the authors, rather to lower categories with
respect to the level of the present knowledge. In connection with the future accumulation of knowledge on
the current as well as historical distribution of the species of this family in the Czech Republic, it is to expect
changes in the present list, including supplementation by further species. The nomenclature and classing of
species employed in the list is in accordance with LagTgvka (1998).
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Carposinidae

[tiida/class: Insecta; ¥4d/order: Lepidoptera; éeled/family: Carposinidae]
ZDENEK LASTOVKA, JAN SumpicH, VLADIMIR VRABEC & ToMAS Kuras

V Ceské republice je uvidén vyskyt dvou piislusniki této Celedi (LaSTOVKA 1998).]Jde 0 nendpad-
né motylky. Neexistuje Cesky psand determinacni pfirucka této ¢eledi, pouze zahrani¢ni (KuzNEeT-
sov 1997). Faunistické udaje jsou velmi netplné a jsou rozptyleny v riznych studiich zpracovéva-
jicich samostatné lokality.

Do seznamu byl dle uvdZzeni autort zafazen jeden druh Celedi (tj. 50% zdstupci), a to do katego-
rie druhd ohrozenych (EN). Nomenklatura je dle LaSTGvKY (1998), Ceské jméno neni navrzeno
ani pro rod a ¢eled (NovAK e al. 1991).

ohrozeny — endangered (EN)
Carposina berberidella Herrich-Schiffer, 1853 — [Carposinidae]

Two species of this family are known from the Czech Republic (LasTtivka 1998). These are small incon-
spicuous lepidopterans. There are no keys to species of this family in Czech language, only foreign literature
is available (KuzneTsov 1997). Faunistic data are very incomplete and they are scattered in different studies
aimed at independent localities. One species of the family (i.e. 50% of its members) was included into the list
based on considerations of the authors, into the category of endangered species (EN). The nomenclature was
employed in accordance with LasTtivka (1998).
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Pyralidae (zavijecoviti)

[tiida/class: Insecta; ¥4d/order: Lepidoptera; celed/family: Pyralidae]
VLADIMIR VRABEC, ZDENEK LASTOVKA, JAN Sumpich, Viapmvir Huta, TomAS Kuras & ZDeNiK Fric

V Ceské republice je uvidén vyskyt 257 prislusniki této eledi (La§TOvka 1998, LiSka ef al.
naci lze provadét podle dostupnych obrazovych ptirucek (napf. Samka 1997, Goater 1986),
mensi st druhi lze urcit jen na zdkladé studia kopulaénich organii. Monograficky neni celed pro
tzemi CR zpracovéna, faunistické idaje jsou nedplné a jsou rozptyleny v riiznych studiich zpraco-
vavajicich samostatné lokality. Z rozsahlejsich podrobnéji zpracovanych Gzemi mozno uvést napf.
jihovychodni Moravu (ELSNER e# al. 1997), Pdlavu (LaSTOvVKA 1994), Bilé Karpaty (GoTTwWALD
& BELIN 2001), Zelezné hory (Sumpicu 2001), Moravsky kras (LASTOVKA & MAREK 2002).
Udaje o bionomii a ekologii nasich druhi jsou znimy pouze z&asti.

Do jednotlivych kategorii bylo dle uvizeni autori zafazeno celkem 14 druhi Celedi (tj. zhruba
5% zastupctr). Jde vétsinou o pomérné dobie determinovatelné druhy, charakteristické bud pro uréi-
ty ohrozZeny typ biotopu (napf. pisciny, xerothermni stepi, raselinisté, mokfady, apod.). V souvislosti
s tim, jak budou shromazdoviny nové poznatky o soucasném a historickém rozsifeni druht cele-
di v CR, lze ocekévat zmény v nize pfedlozeném seznamu, véetné doplnéni druhti. Nomenklatura
a fazeni druhi uZivané v seznamu je dle LASTOVKY (1998), ¢eskd jména jsou dle NovAka ef al.

(1991).

pro izemi CR vymizely - regionally extinct in CR (RE)
Pediasia aridella (Thunberg, 1788) — travaiik [Pyralidae]

ohrozeny — endangered (EN)

Agriphila poliella (Treitschke, 1832) — travafik [Pyralidae]

Gymnancyla canella (Denis et Schiffermiiller, 1775) — zavije¢ [Pyralidae]
Pyrausta castalis (Treitschke, 1829) — zavije¢ [Pyralidae]

Pyrausta obfuscata (Scopoli, 1763) — zavije¢ [Pyralidae]

Synaphe bombycalis (Denis et Schiffermiller, 1775) — zavije¢ [Pyralidae]

zranitelny — vulnerable (VU)

Crambus alienellus (Germar et Kaulfuss, 1817) — travafik moktadni [Pyralidac]
Ostrinia palustralis (Hibner, 1796) — zavije¢ bahenni [Pyralidae]

Pediasia truncatella (Zetterstedt, 1839) — travaiik Sumavsky [Pyralidae]

Pyralis perversalis (Herrich-Schiffer, 1849) — zavijec¢ [Pyralidae]
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téméf ohrozeny — near threatened (NT)

Catoptria maculalis (Zetterstedt, 1839) — travaiik [z Pyralidae]
Crambus hamellus (Thunberg, 1788) — travaiik [Pyralidae]
Nuscia cilialis (Hibner, 1796) — zavije¢ [Pyralidae]

Titanio normalis (Hibner, 1796) — travaiik [Pyralidae]

Two hundred and fifty-seven species of this family are known from the Czech Republic (LasTtvka 1998,
L13ka et al. 2001, 2002, PovoLnY & Marexk 2000). These are small to large colorful lepidopterans, which
can be identified with the help of available illustrated handbooks (e.g. SLamka 1997, Goater 1986); few
species must be differentiated from each other based on the study of genitals. There is no monograph dealing
with the distribution of the family in the Czech Republic territory, faunistic data are incomplete and scattered
in different studies aimed at independent localities. Larger areas that were subjected to detailed faunistic stud-
ies are e.g. southeast Moravia (ELSNER e# al. 1997), the Protected Landscape Area Pélava (LaSTOVKA 1994),
the range Bilé Karpaty (GorTwaLD & BELiN 2001), the range Zelezné hory (Sumpich 2001), the karst
Moravsky kras (LASTOVKA & MaRrek 2002). Data on bionomy and ecology of our species are only partially
available. Total of 14 species of the family (i.e. about 5% of its members) were included into particular catego-
ries based on considerations of the authors. These are mostly rather well identifiable species, characteristic for
certain endangered types of biotopes (e.g. sands, xerotherm steppes, peat bogs, swamps, etc.). In connection
with future accumulation of new knowledge about the current and historical distribution of species of the fam-
ily in the Czech Republic, it is possible to expect changes in the present list, including a supplementation by
further species. The nomenclature and classing of species employed in the list is in accordance with LaSTtvka
(1998).
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Lasiocampidae (bourovcoviti)

[tiida/class: Insecta; ¥4d/order: Lepidoptera; celed/family: Lasiocampidae]

VLADIMIR VRABEC, ZDENEK LASTUVKA, JAN SumpICH, Jan HrNCIR, Joser MATOUS, STANISLAV
MAaRexk, PETR HERMAN, ViADIMIR Hura, TomAS Kuras, Jiki BENES, MARTIN KONVICKA &
ZDENEK FrIC

V Ceské republice je uvddén vyskyt 18 prislusniki této Celedi (LasTOvKA 1998). Jde 0 ndpadné
a pestré motyly, jejichz determinace podle bézné dostupnych piirucek necini problémy (imaga napf.
Fajéix 2003, housenky Joukr 1910, Macek & CERVENKA 1999). Monograficky neni celed pro
tzemi CR zpracovéna, faunistické idaje jsou nedplné a jsou rozptyleny v riiznych studiich zpraco-
vavajicich samostatné lokality. Z rozsahlejsich podrobnéji zpracovanych Gzemi mozno uvést napf.
jihovychodni Moravu (KrRALICEK & GoTTwALD 1984), Pilavu (LASTOVKA 1994), Litovelské
Pomoravi (Konvicka 1999), Rozdalovickou tabuli (LExES 2000a), Bilé Karpaty (GoTTwWALD
& BELIN 2001), Zelezné hory (Sumpicu 2001), Moravsky kras (LASTOVKA & MAaREK 2002).
Rozsifeni jednotlivych druhi je v soucasnosti pfedmétem studia, data shromazduje Spole¢nost pro
ochranu motyli. Zékladni udaje o bionomii a ekologii vétsiny naich druhi jsou do podrobnosti
zndmy a dokumentoviny v zahrani¢ni literatufe (napf. LEPIDOPTEROLOGEN ARBEITSGRUPPE
2000, zde téz vyobrazeni vajicek, housenek a kukel).

Do jednotlivych kategorii bylo dle uvdZeni autort zatazeno celkem $est druhi Celedi (tj. zhruba
33% zastupci). Jde vétsinou o dobfe determinovatelné druhy, charakteristické bud pro ur¢ity ohro-
Zeny typ biotopu (napf. xerothermni lesostepi, nevytravené tradi¢ni sady apod.) nebo druhy u kte-
rych je jasné pozorovin tstup. Sporné je opét zafazeni druhu ze seznamu skidet Gastropacha quer-
cifolia, ktery byl po zvizeni zafazen mezi druhy hodné dalsi pozornosti (NT). Kromé zafazenych
druhi se v ndvrzich jednotlivych spoluautorii objevily jesté druhy: Trichiura crataegi (Linné, 1758),
Lasiocampa quercus (Linné, 1758), Phyllodesma tremulifolium (Hibner, 1810) a Odonestis pruni (Lin-
né, 1758), které viak po zvdzeni zatim zafazeny nebyly. V souvislosti s tim, jak budou shromazdo-
viny nové poznatky o souasném a historickém rozsifeni druhu celedi v CR, lze ocekavat zmény
v nize pfedlozeném seznamu. Nomenklatura a fazeni druhi uZivané v seznamu je dle LASTOVKY

(1998), Ceskd jména jsou dle NovAka ez al. (1991).

kriticky ohrozeny — critically endangered (CR)
Eriogaster catax (Linné, 1758) — bourovec trnkovy [ Lasiocampidae]

ohrozeny — endangered (EN)
Eriogaster rimicola (Denis et Schiffermiiller, 1775) — bourovec cerovy [Lasiocampidae]
Malacosoma castrense (Linné, 1758) — bourovec pryscovy [Lasiocampidae]

Phyllodesma ilicifolium (Linné, 1758) — bourovec bortivkovy [Lasiocampidae]
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zranitelny — vulnerable (VU)
Gastropacha populifolia (Denis et Schiffermiiller, 1775) — bourovec osikovy [Lasiocampidae]

téméf ohrozeny — near threatened (NT)
Gastropacha quercifolia (Linné, 1758) — bourovec ovocny [Lasiocampidae]

Eighteen species of this family are known from the Czech Republic (LASTGVKA 1998). These are conspicuous
and colorful lepidopterans, which can be identified with the help of commonly available handbooks without
problems (for imagines see e. g. Fajéik 2003; for caterpillars see Joukr 1910, Macek & CERVENKA 1999).
There is no monograph about the distribution of the family in the Czech Republic territory; faunistic data
are incomplete and scattered in different studies aimed at independent localities. Larger areas that were sub-
jected to detailed faunistic studies are for example southeast Moravia (KRALICEK & GoTTwALD 1984), the
Protected Landscape Area Pilava (LASTOVKA 1994), the Protected Landscape Area Litovelské Pomoravi
(Konvicka 1999), the table Rozdalovickd tabule (LExES 2000a), the range Bilé Karpaty (Gortwald &
Biwrin 2001), the range Zelezné hory (Sumpich 2001), and the karst Moravsky kras (LASTOVKA & MAREK
2002). The distribution of particular species is currently being studied; the data are accumulated by the Society
for Protection of Lepidoptera. Basic data on bionomy and ecology of most our species are known in details
and documented in foreign literature (e.g. LEPIDOPTEROLOGEN ARBEITSGRUPPE 2000, including illustra-
tions of eggs, caterpillars and pupae). Total of six species of the family (i. e. about 33% of its members) were
included into particular categories based on considerations of the authors. These are mostly well identifiable
species either characteristic for a certain endangered type of their biotopes (e. g. xerotherm forest steppes, old
orchards that were not poisoned with agrochemical products, etc.) or those in which it is clearly possible to
observe their recession. Inclusion of a species from the list of pests Gastropacha quercifolia, which was after
considerations classed into species calling for a further attention (NT), is questionable again. In addition to the
species included, further two species occurred in proposals of particular coauthors: Trichiura crataegi (Linné,
1758), Lasiocampa quercus (Linné, 1758), Phyllodesma tremulifolium (Hibner, 1810) and Odonestis pruni (Linné,
1758), which were, however, not included after relevant considerations. In connection with future accumulation
of new knowledge about the current and historical distribution of species of the family in the Czech Republic,
it is possible to expect changes in the list presented here. The nomenclature and classing of species employed
in the list is in accordance with LASTOVKA (1998).
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Saturniidae (martinacoviti)

[tiida/class: Insecta; ¥4d/order: Lepidoptera; ¢eled/family: Saturniidae]

VLADIMIR VRABEC, ZDENEK LASTUVKA, JAN SumpICH, Jan HrNCIR, Joser MATOUS, STANISLAV
Marek, PETR HERMAN, VLADIMIR HuLa, TomAS Kuras, Jiki BENES, MARTIN KONVICKA &
ZDENEK FrIC

V Ceské republice je uvidén vyskyt péti druhi této celedi (LasToVKA 1998, HUEMER & Nissic
2003). Jde o napadné, velké a pestré motyly. Uréeni s vyjimkou nové uvedeného druhu Saturnia
pavoniella (Scopoli, 1763), ktery mize byt na nasem uzemi piehlizen a zaméfiovin za druh §. pa-
vonia (Linné, 1758), nelini problémy (vyobrazeni imag viz Faj¢ix 2003, nékteré housenky jiz napf.
Jouxkr 1910; vyborng, véetné odliseni S. pavoniella je &eled zpracovina od LEPIDOPTEROLOGEN
ARBEITSGRUPPE 2000). Monografie martina&i pro tzemi CR chybi, faunistické udaje jsou nei-
plné a jsou rozptyleny v riznych studiich zpracovévajicich samostatné lokality. Z rozsihlejsich po-
drobnéji zpracovanych tizemi mozno uvést napf. jihovychodni Moravu (KrRALiCEK & GOTTWALD
1984), severni Moravu (Sunay & HupeCEk 1998, Sunaj ez al. 1998), Palavu (LASTOVKA 1994),
sttedni Polabi (VrRaBEC 1994), Litovelské Pomoravi (Konvicka 1999), Rozdalovickou tabuli
(LexES 2000a), Bil¢ Karpaty (GoTTwALD & BELiN 2001), Zelezné hory (Sumpics 2001), Mo-
ravsky kras (LASTOVKA & MaRrEK 2002). Rozsifeni jednotlivych druhi je v soucasnosti pfedmé-
tem studia, data shromazduje Spolecnost pro ochranu motyli. Zakladni idaje o bionomii a ekologii
vétsiny naich druhd jsou do podrobnosti zndmy a dokumentovény v zahranicni literatufe (napf. jiz
vyse citovand LEPIDOPTEROLOGEN ARBEITSGRUPPE 2000).

Do jednotlivych kategorii byly dle uvézeni autort zatazeny celkem dva druhy Celedi (tj. 40%
zéstupct). Z nich druh 8. spini, uddvany z Moravy, lze povazovat za pro uzemi CR vymizely (RE)
(srov. SOLDAT 1987) a zafazeni druhu . pyri je dle minéni nékterych spoluautori sporné, vzhle-
dem k tomu, Ze patii mezi sadaiské skadce. Pfestoze se misty vyskytuje hojné, v Cechich a¢ neni
jisté, Ze je zde pivodnim druhem, s nejvétsi pravdépodobnosti vyhynul (srov. VRABEC 1994). [jstup
je konstatovén i z nékterych lokalit Moravy. Z téchto divoda je druh zafazen alespoii do nejnizsi
kategorie seznamu. Ostatni nezafazené druhy Celedi jsou vice ¢ méné Casté a plosné rozsifené po
celém Gzemi. V souvislosti s tim, jak budou shromazdoviny nové poznatky o soucasném a historic-
kém rozgiteni druhi celedi v CR, lze ocekdvat zmény v seznamu, zvlsté bude-li dolozen druh §. pa-
voniella, je pravdépodobné, Ze se objevi v nékteré z kategorii. Nomenklatura a fazeni druhu uzivané
v seznamu je dle LASTOVKY (1998), Ceskd jména jsou dle NovAka ez al. (1991).

pro tizemi CR vymizely - regionally extinct in CR (RE)
Saturnia spini (Denis et Schiffermiller, 1775) — martind¢ trnkovy [Saturniidae]
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téméf ohrozeny — near threatened (NT)
Saturnia pyri (Denis et Schiffermller, 1775) — martina¢ hrusniovy [Saturniidae]

Five species of this family are known from the Czech Republic (LasTtivka 1998, HuEMER & Nissic,2003).
These are large, conspicuous and colorful lepidopterans. Their identification presents no problems except for
the newly reported species Saturnia pavoniella (Scopoli, 1763), which can escape the notice in our country and
which can be misinterpreted as the species §. pavonia (Linné, 1758). For illustrations of imagines see Fajéix
2003, of some caterpillars e.g. JouxL 1910; the family was excellently treated by LEPIDOPTEROLOGEN AR-
BEITSGRUPPE 2000 including the differentiation of the S. pavoniella. There is no monograph of Saturniidae of
the Czech Republic. Faunistic data are incomplete and scattered in different studies aimed at particular locali-
ties. Larger areas that were subjected to detailed faunistic studies are for example southeast Moravia (KrALICEK
& GoTTwALD 1984), north Moravia (Sunaj & HubpECEK 1998, SuHAJ ef al. 1998), the Protected Landscape
Area Pilava (Lastivka 1994), the land surrounding the middle course of the Labe stfedni Polabi (VraBEC
1994), the Protected Landscape Area Litovelské Pomoravi (Konvicka 1999), the table Rozdalovické tabule
(LexES 2000a), the range Bilé Karpaty (GoTTwALD & BELiN 2001), the range Zelezné hory (SumpicH
2001), the karst Moravsky kras (LasTtvka & Marek 2002). The distribution of particular species is cur-
rently being studied. The data are accumulated by the Society for Protection of Lepidoptera. Principal data
on bionomy and ecology of most our species are known and documented in details in foreign literature (see
e.g. the LEPIDOPTEROLOGEN ARBEITSGRUPPE 2000). Total of two species of the family (i.e. 40% of its
members) were included into particular categories based on considerations of the authors. Out of them, the
8. spini reported from Moravia seems to be extinct in CR (RE) (compare SoLpAT 1987) and classing of the
species S. pyri is questionable in opinions of certain coauthors with respect to the fact that it belongs to orchard
pests. It locally occurs frequently. In Bohemia it is most probably extinct, but it is unknown whether it was an
autochtonous species there (compare VRABEC 1994). Its recession is also reported from certain localities of
Moravia. Due to these reasons, the species was classed at any rate into the lowest category. The other unclassi-
fied species of the family are more or less frequent and distributed throughout the country. In connection with
future accumulation of new knowledge about the current and historical distribution of species of the family
in the Czech Republic, it is possible to expect changes in the list; particularly in the case of documenting the
species 8. pavoniella, it will likely appear in some of the categories. The nomenclature and classing of species
employed in the present list is in accordance with LasTtvka (1998).
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Lemoniidae (pabourovcoviti)

[tiida/class: Insecta; i4d/order: Lepidoptera; éeled/family: Lemoniidae]

VLADIMIR VRABEC, ZDENEK LASTUVKA, JAN SumpICH, Jan HrNCIR, Joser MATOUS, STANISLAV
MAaRrexk, PETR HERMAN, VLADIMIR Hura, TomAS Kuras, Jiki BENES, MARTIN KONVICKA &
ZDENEK FrIC

V Ceské republice je uvddén vyskyt dvou pfislusnika této Celedi (LaSTOVKA 1998), Jde 0 ndpadné
a pestré motyly. UrCen{ necini problémy (vyobrazeni imag viz Faj¢ix 2003, housenky jiz napf.
Jouxr 1910). Faunistické tdaje jsou netiplné a jsou rozptyleny v riznych studiich zpracovavajicich
samostatné lokality. Z rozsdhlejsich podrobnéji zpracovanych Gzemi mozno uvést napf. jthovychod-
ni Moravu (KRALICEK & GoTTwAaLD 1984), Pilavu (LASTOVKA 1994), Litovelské Pomoravi
(Konvicka 1999), Rozdalovickou tabuli (LEkES 2000a), Bilé Karpaty (GoTTwAaLD & BELIN
2001), Zelezné hory (Sumpicu 2001), Moravsky kras (LASTOVKA & MAREK 2002). Rozsifeni
obou druhi je v soucasnosti pfedmétem studia, data shromazduje Spole¢nost pro ochranu motyla.

Do kategorii seznamu byly zafazeny oba druhy Celedi (tj. 100% zastupct). V souvislosti s tim, jak
budou shromazdoviny nové poznatky o soucasném a historickém rozgifeni druhi celedi v CR, Ize
ocekdvat tpravy v kategorizaci. Nomenklatura a fazeni druht uzivané v seznamu je dle La§TOvky

(1998), Ceskd jména jsou dle NovAka et al. (1991).

kriticky ohrozeny — critically endangered (CR)
Lemonia dumi (Linné, 1761) — pabourovec jestidbnikovy [ Lemoniidae]

zranitelny — vulnerable (VU)
Lemonia taraxaci (Denis et Schiffermiiller, 1775) — pabourovec pampeliskovy [Lemoniidae]

Two species of this family are known from the Czech Republic (La§TOvkA 1998). These are conspicuous
and colorful lepidopterans. Their identification presents no problems (for illustrations of imagines see Faj¢ix
2003; caterpillars were illustrated as early as e. g. in Jouxw 1910). Faunistic data are incomplete and scattered
in different studies aimed at independent localities. Larger areas that were subjected to detailed faunistic
studies are for example southeast Moravia (KRALICEK & GoTTWALD 1984), the Protected Landscape Area
Pilava (LasTovka 1994), the Protected Landscape Area Litovelské Pomoravi (Konvicka 1999), the table
Rozdalovicki tabule (LEES 2000a), the range Bilé Karpaty (GoTTwaLD & BELIN 2001), the range Zelezné
hory (Sumpich 2001), the karst Moravsky kras (LasTovKa & Marek 2002. The distribution of both spe-
cies is currently being studied; the data are accumulated by the Society for Protection of Lepidoptera. Both
species of the family (i.e. 100% of its members) were included into categories of the list. Depending on the
future accumulation of new knowledge about the current and historical distribution of species of the family in
the Czech Republic, it is possible to expect adjustments of the categorization. The nomenclature and classing
of species was employed in accordance with LagTdvka (1998).
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Sphingidae (lisajoviti)

[tiida/class: Insecta; i4d/order: Lepidoptera; éeled/family: Sphingidae]

VLADIMIR VRABEC, ZDENEK LASTUVKA, JAN SumpICH, Jan HrNCIR, Joser MATOUS, STANISLAV
Marek, PETR HERMAN, ViADIMIR HuLa, TomAS Kuras, Jiki BENES, MARTIN KONVICKA &
ZDENEK FrIC

V Ceské republice je uvidén vyskyt 20 zdstupcu této Celedi (LasTOvkA 1998), Jde o velké,
ndpadné a pestré motyly. Uréeni necini problémy (vyobrazeni imag viz Faj¢ix 2003, JoukL
1910, housenky napt. Joukr 1910). K dispozici je starsi monografické zpracovini (ScHWARZ
1953), avsak bez hodnoceni rozsifeni jednotlivych druhi v CR. Faunistické udaje jsou neu-
plné a jsou rozptyleny v riznych studiich zpracovivajicich samostatné lokality. Z rozsihlej-
sich podrobnéji zpracovanych tizemi mozno uvést napf. jihovychodni Moravu (KRALICEK &
GorTwaLD 1984), Kolinsko (VrRaBEC 1993a), Pilavu (LASTOVKA 1994), Litovelské Pomo-
ravi (Konvicka 1999), Rozdalovickou tabuli (LEkES 2000a), Bilé Karpaty (GoTTwWALD &
BiLin 2001), Zelezné hory (SumpicH 2001), Moravsky kras (LASTOVKA & MarEK 2002).
Rozgifeni druhi &eledi je v soucasnosti pfedmétem studia, data shromazduje Spole¢nost pro
ochranu motyld.

Do kategorii seznamu bylo zafazeno $est druh Celedi (tj. zhruba 30% zéstupcty), pficemz zddny
z druhi Celedi u nds nevymizel ani neni kriticky ohrozeny. Nebyly zafazeny vzécné nalézané druhy
vyslovené tazného typu jako napf. Acherontia atropos (Linné, 1758) nebo Agrius convolvuli (Linné,
1758). Diskutovéno bylo predevsim zafazeni druhu Marumba quercus, ktery ma na Moravé sever-
ni hranici rozsifeni, resp. sem vzdcné pronikd z Panonské niZiny (srov. napt. SunAy 2002) a druhu
Proserpinus proserpina, jehoz statut neni dostateéné znim pro objektivni posouzeni. Nakonec byly
oba tyto druhy v souladu s vétSinovym ndzorem zafazeny do nejnizsi kategorie seznamu (NT) jako
hodné dalsi pozornosti.

V souvislosti s tim, jak budou shromazdoviny nové poznatky o soucasném a historickém roz-
sfteni druhi eledi v CR, lze ocekévat Upravy v kategorizaci, eventudlné vyfazeni nékterych druha.
Nomenklatura a fazeni druhi uzivané v seznamu je dle LASTOVKY (1998), Ceskd jména jsou dle

NovAxka et al. (1991).

ohrozeny — endangered (EN)

Hemaris tityus (Linné, 1758) — dlouhozobka chrastaveovi [Sphingidae]
Hyles euphorbiae (Linné, 1758) — lisaj pryscovy [Sphingidae]

zranitelny — vulnerable (VU)

Hyles galii (Rottemburg, 1775) — lisaj svizelovy [Sphingidae]
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téméf ohrozeny — near threatened (NT)

Hemaris fuciformis (Linné, 1758) — dlouhozobka zimolezova [ Sphingidae]
Marumba quercus (Denis et Schiffermiiller, 1775) — lisaj dubovy [Sphingidae]
Proserpinus proserpina (Pallas, 1772) — lisaj pupalkovy [Sphingidae]

Twenty species of this family are known from the Czech Republic (LASTOVKA 1998). These are large, con-
spicuous and colorful lepidopterans. Their identification presents no problems (for illustrations of imagines see
Fajc¢ik 2003, Joukr 1910, caterpillars are illustrated e.g. in Joukr. 1910). A rather old monograph (Scawarz
1953) is also available, but without evaluation of the distribution of particular species in the Czech Republic.
Faunistic data are incomplete and scattered in different studies aimed at independent localities. Larger areas
that were subjected to detailed faunistic studies are for example southeast Moravia (KrRALiCEK & GoTT-
WALD 1984), environs of the town Kolin (VRaBEC 1993a), the Protected Landscape Area Pélava (Lastivka
1994), the Protected Landscape Area Litovelské Pomoravi (Konvicka 1999), the table Rozdalovickd tabule
(LEKES 2000a), the range Bilé Karpaty (GoTTwALD & BELiN 2001), the range Zelezné hory (Sumpich
2001), the karst Moravsky kras (La§Tovka & Marek 2002). The distribution of species of the family is
currently being studied; the data are accumulated by the Society for Protection of Lepidoptera. Six species of
the family (i.e. 30% of its members) were included into categories of the list, provided that none of the species
of the family is extinct or critically endangered. Rarely reported species of definitely migratory type, such as
the Acherontia atrapos (Linné, 1758) or Agrius convolvuli (Linné, 1758), etc., were not included. Particularly
classing of the species Marumba quercus was discussed, which has its northern distribution limit in Moravia,
or which penetrates there rarely from the Pannonian lowland (compare e.g. Sunay 2002), and of the species
Proserpinus proserpina, whose statute is not sufficiently known for objective considerations. Both species were
last included into the lowest category of the list (NT') as worthy of further notice in agreement with opinions
of a majority of authors. In connection with the future accumulation of new knowledge about the current and
historical distribution of species of the family in the Czech Republic, it is possible to expect adjustments in the
categorization or possibly elimination of certain species. The nomenclature and classing of species employed in
the list is in accordance with LASTOVKA (1998).
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Hesperioidea & Papilionoidea (denni motyli)

[tiida/class: Insecta; ¥4d/order: Lepidoptera; nadéeled/superfamily: Hesperioidea,
Papilionoidea]

Juki BENES, MARTIN KONVICKA, JOSEF DVORAK, ZDENEK Fric, ZBYNEK HAVELDA, ALOIS PAVLICKO,
VLADIMIR VRABEC & ZDENEK WEIDENHOFFER

V Ceské republice je podle BENES e# a/. (2002) uvddén vyskyt 161 pfislusniki této skupiny, coz
neni v souladu s aktudlnim ,check-listem“ (LASTGOVKA 1998). P¥iciny rozdilnych udaji jsou v prvé
citované prici podrobné rozebrany a vysvétleny. Vzhledem k tomu, Ze price BENESE ez a/. (2002)
argumentuje vysledky faunistického mapovéni, je v ni udany pocet druht u skupiny dennich motyli
akeeptovin pro cely tohoto seznamu.

Hodnoceni ohrozenosti jednotlivych druhi Ize u dennich motyla povazovat za mnohem objek-
tivnéjsi nez u ostatnich skupin motyli CR, které zmapovany nejsou. Zde uvedeny seznam vychdzi
z Cerveného seznamu motyli navrzeného Konvickou ef al. (2002) v uvedené prici (BENES ez al.
2002) s tim, Ze kategorie byly uzptisobeny pozadované kategorizaci a to ndsledné: kategorie druht
yregiondlné vyhynulych (RE)“ je zde oznaena jako pro uzemi CR vymizelé, kategorie v prici Be-
NES e al. (2002) oznaCovand jako ,vymirajici druhy (NE)“ je pro Géely tohoto seznamu povazovina
za CR, kategorie , kriticky ohrozené (CE)“ z BENESE ez al. (2002) je klasifikovina jako ,ohrozené
(EN)“, kategorie ,ohrozené (E)“ z BENESE ez al. (2002) je zde uvedena jako ,zranitelnd (VU), nej-
nizsi kategorie N'T je uvedena pouze zde. V seznamu byly provedeny nékteré zmény, které vyplynu-
ly z aktudlnich vysledkii recentniho vyzkumu a tykaji se hlavné pfekategorizovini nékterych druha
vici citovanému prameni. Zmény se tykaji druhti: Lassiommata petropolitana, ktery byl udajné opét
zaznamendn. Vzhledem k tomu, Ze nemdme k dispozici vice informaci o nélezu a nevime zda jde
o zalétlého jedince ¢i stabilni populaci, pfefazujeme druh z kategorie RE do NT. Dalsim druhem,
ktery byl pietazen je Melitaea phoebe, ktery byl opétovné recentné dolozen na jedné lokalité jizni
Moravy a neni tedy RE, ale CR. Druh Hipparchia statilinus v pribéhu poslednich tii let nebyl na
posledni zbylé lokalité nalezen ani cilenym prizkumem, a proto je prefazen do kategorie RE. Dru-
hy Parnassius mnemosyne, Euphydryas aurinia, Hipparchia semele a Pyrgus armoricanus splnily kritéria
k prefazeni do vyssi kategorie a jsou tedy CR. Stejné tak do vy$si kategorie byly pfefazeny druhy
Melitaea cinxia a Melitaea didyma a to z VU do EN. Druhy Aporia crataegi a Cupido decoloratus byly
piefazeny do nejnizéi kategorie N'T, druh Argynnis pandora (Denis et Schiffermiiller, 1775) byl ze
seznamu vyfazen Uplné, naopak z kategorie druht ,neohrozenych (LI)“ u BENESE ef a/ (2002) byl
pretazen druh Maculinea nausithous do kategorie N'T.

V ptipadé dennich motyli jde v pfevazné vétsiné o nipadné a pestré motyly, jejichZ determina-
ce podle bézné dostupnych pfirucek (napf. BELIN 1999, tam i vyobrazeni housenek a kukel nebo
vyobrazeni v BENES e# a/. 2002) neini s vyjimkou nékterych kryptickych druhi (sibling species)
problémy. Monograficky je skupina pro uzemi CR opakované zpracovédvana (ScHwarz 1948,
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1949, BELIN 1999), dostupné faunistické idaje jsou zdsadnim zptsobem shrnuty v praci BENES e#
al. (2002), zde i obsahly vycet excerpovanych prament. Bionomie a ekologie vétsiny nasich druh je
co se tyce zdkladnich informaci do detaild zndma (napf. ScHwarz 1948,1949, LEPIDOPTEROLO-
GEN ARBEITSGRUPPE 1991), lze Fici, Ze nékteré druhy piislusici k dennim motylim jsou nejlépe
prozkoumanymi motyly viibec, naopak pozndni nékterych druht vykazuje mezery.

Do jednotlivych kategorii tohoto seznamu bylo klasifikovino celkem 93 druhi skupiny (4j. zhru-
ba 58% zastupci). Jde o druhy, u kterych je jasné pozorovén a faunistickym mapovinim dokumen-
tovin tstup. Nomenklatura a fazeni druhd uzivané v seznamu je dle BENESE e# al. (2002), Ceskd

jména jsou dle NovAxa ez al. (1991) a BENESE ez al. (2002).

pro izemi CR vymizely - regionally extinct in CR (RE)

Carcharodus flocciferus (Zeller, 1847) — soumra¢nik mésickovy [Hesperiidae]
Carterocephalus silvicolus (Meigen, 1829) — soumraénik severni [Hesperiidae]
Coenonympha hero (Linné, 1761) — oka¢ hnédy [Nymphalidae]

Colias chrysotheme (Esper, 1781) — Zlutések Gzkolemy [Pieridae]

Hipparchia statilinus (Hufnagel, 1766) — oka¢ pisecny [Nymphalidae]

Hyponephele lupina (Costa, 1836) — oka¢ stfedomofsky [Nymphalidae]

Limenitis reducta Staudinger, 1901 — bélopések jednofady [Nymphalidae]

Lycaena helle (Denis et Schiffermiiller, 1775) — ohnivacek rdesnovy [Lycaenidae]
Lycaena thersamon (Esper, 1784) — ohnivacek janoveovy [Lycaenidae]

Melitaea trivia (Denis et Schiffermiller, 1775) — hnédasek jizni [Nymphalidae]
Neptis sappho (Pallas, 1771) — bélopasek hrachorovy [Nymphalidae]

Nymphalis vaualbum (Denis et Schiffermiiller, 1775) — babocka bilé L [Nymphalidae]
Nymphalis xanthomelas (Denis et Schiffermiller, 1775) — babocka vrbova [Nymphalidae]
Parnassius apollo (Linné, 1758) — jasoni ervenooky [Papilionidae]

Pieris mannii (Mayer, 1851) — béldsek jizni [Pieridae]

Polyommatus eroides (Frivaldszky, 1835) — modrisek stepni [Lycaenidae]

Pyronia tithonus (Linné, 1771) — oka¢ lipnicovy [Nymphalidae]

kriticky ohrozeny - critically endangered (CR)

Colias myrmidone (Esper, 1781) — Zlutisek barvoménny [Pieridae]

Coenonympha tullia (Miller, 1764) — oka¢ stiibrooky [Nymphalidae]

Euphydryas aurinia (Rottemburg, 1775) — hnédések chrastavcovy [Nymphalidae]
Euphydryas maturna (Linné, 1758) — hnéddsek osikovy [Nymphalidae]
Hipparchia hermione (Linné, 1764) — oka¢ bélopasny [Nymphalidae]

Hipparchia semele (Linné, 1758) — oka¢ metlicovy [Nymphalidae]

Chazara briseis (Linné, 1764) — oka¢ skalni [Nymphalidae]

Leptidea morsei Fenton, 1881 — bélasek vychodni [Pieridae]

Lopinga achine (Scopoli, 1763) — oka¢ jilkovy [Nymphalidae]

Melitaea britomartis Assmann, 1847 — hnéd4sek podunajsky [Nymphalidae]
Melitaea aurelia Nickerl, 1850 — hnédasek cernysovy [Nymphalidae]

Melitaea phoebe (Denis et Schiffermiiller, 1775) — hnédasek diviznovy [Nymphalidae]
Maculinea alcon (Denis et Schiffermiiller, 1775) — modrédsek hofcovy [Lycaenidae]
Maculinea arion (Linné, 1758) — modrések ¢ernoskvrnny [Lycaenidae]

Maculinea rebeli (Hirschke, 1904) — modrések Rebeliv [Lycaenidae]
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Parnassius mnemosyne (Linné, 1758) — jason dymnivkovy [Papilionidae]

Pseudophilotes baton (Bergstrisser, 1779) — modrasek cerno¢arny [Lycaenidae]
Polyommatus damon (Denis et Schiffermiiller, 1775) — modrasek ligrusovy [Lycaenidae]
Pyrgus trebevicensis Warren, 1926 — soumracnik zépadni [Hesperiidae]

Pyrgus armoricanus (Oberthiir, 1910) — soumra¢nik podobny [Hesperiidae]

ohrozeny — endangered (EN)

Arethusana arethusa (Denis et Schiffermiiller, 1775) — oka¢ kostfavovy [Nymphalidae]
Aricia artaxerxes (Fabricius, 1793) — modrdsek pumpavovy [Lycaenidae]

Argynnis niobe (Linné, 1758) — perletovec maceskovy [Nymphalidae]

Boloria aquilonaris (Stichel, 1908) — perletovec severni [Nymphalidae]

Hyponephele lycaon (Rottemburg, 1775) — okac sedohnédy [Nymphalidae]

Melitaea cinxia (Linné, 1758) — hnéd4sek kostkovany [Nymphalidae]

Melitaea didyma (Esper, 1799) — hnéddsek kvételovy [Nymphalidae]

Melitaea diamina (Lang, 1789) — hnédasek rozrazilovy [Nymphalidae]

Pseudophilotes vicrama (Moore, 1865) — modrisek vychodni [Lycaenidae]
Polyommatus dorylas (Denis et Schiffermiiller, 1775) — modrasek komonicovy [Lycaenidae]
Satyrium ilicis (Esper, 1779) — ostruhdcek Cesvinovy [Lycaenidae]

Thymelicus acteon (Rottemburg, 1775) — soumraénik Zlutoskvrnny [Hesperiidae]

zranitelny — vulnerable (VU)

Aricia eumedon (Esper, 1780) — modrasek bélopdsny [Lycaenidae]

Argynnis adippe (Denis et Schiffermiiller, 1775) — perletovec prostfedni [Nymphalidae]
Brenthis daphne (Denis et Schiffermiller, 1775) — perletovec ostruzinovy [Nymphalidae]
Brenthis hecate (Denis et Schiffermiiller, 1775) — perletovec dvoufady [Nymphalidae]
Brinthesia circe (Fabricius, 1775) — oka¢ votiavkovy [Nymphalidae]

Boloria euphrosyne (Linné, 1758) — perletovec fialkovy [Nymphalidae]

Carcharodus alceae (Esper, 1780) — soumracnik slézovy [Hesperiidae]

Colias palaeno (Linné, 1761) — Zlutdsek bortivkovy [Pieridae]

Cupido alcetas (Hoffmannsegg, 1804) — modrasek Cicorkovy [Lycaenidae]

Cyaniris semiargus (Rotemburg, 1775) — modrasek lesni [Lycaenidae]

Erebia aethiops (Esper, 1777) — oka¢ klubénkovy [Nymphalidae]

Erebia sudetica Staudinger, 1861 — oka¢ mensi [Nymphalidae]

Glaucopsyche alexis (Poda, 1761) — modrasek kozincovy [Lycaenidae]

Iphiclides podalirius (Linné, 1758) — otakdrek ovocny [Papilionidae]

Hamearis lucina (Linné, 1758) — pestrobarvec petrklicovy [Lycaenidae]

Hesperia comma (Linné, 1758) — soumracnik ¢arkovany [Hesperiidae]

Hipparchia fagi (Scopoli, 1763) — oka¢ medyrikovy [Nymphalidae]

Leptidea sinapis (Linné, 1758) — bélsek hrachorovy [Pieridae]

Lycaena alciphron (Rottemburg, 1775) — ohnivacek modroleskly [Lycaenidae]
Maculinea telejus (Bergstrasser, 1779) — modrések ockovany [Lycaenidae]

Minois dryas (Scopoli, 1763) — oka¢ ovsovy [Nymphalidae]

Neptis rivularis (Scopoli, 1763) — bélopasek tavolnikovy [Nymphalidae]

Limenitis camilla (Linné, 1761) — bélopdsek dvourady [Nymphalidae]

Plebejus idas (Linné, 1761) — modrések obecny [Lycaenidae]
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Polyommatus bellargus (Rottemburg, 1775) — modrasek jetelovy [Lycaenidae]

Polyommatus daphnis (Denis et Schiffermiiller, 1775) — modrdsek hnédoskvrnny [Lycaenidae]
Polyommatus thersites (Cantener, 1834) — modrések vi¢encovy [Lycaenidae]

Proclossiana eunomia (Esper, 1799) — perletovec mokfadni [Nymphalidae]

Pyrgus alveus (Hibner, 1803) soumraénik bélopasny [Hesperiidae]

Pyrgus carthami (Hibner, 1813) — soumra¢nik proskurnikovy [Hesperiidae]

Pyrgus serratulae (Rambur, 1839) — soumra¢nik mochnovy [Hesperiidae]

Satyrium acaciae (Fabricius, 1787) — ostruhdcek kapinicovy [Lycaenidae]

Satyrium spini (Denis et Schiffermiiller, 1775) — ostruhacek trnkovy [Lycaenidae]

Satyrium w-album (Knoch, 1782) — ostruhacek jilmovy [Lycaenidae]

Scolitantides orion (Pallas, 1771) — modrések rozchodnikovy [Lycaenidae]

Spialia sertorius (Hoffmannsegg, 1804) — soumraénik skoficovy [Hesperiidae]

Vacciniina optilete (Knoch, 1781) — modrések stibroskvrnny [Lycaenidae]

Zerynthia polyxena (Denis et Schiffermiiller, 1775) — pestrokiidlec podrazcovy [Papilionidae]

téméf ohrozeny — near threatened (NT)

Aporia crataegi (Linné, 1758) — bélasek ovocny [Pieridae]

Cupido decoloratus (Staudinger, 1886) — modrések tolicovy [Lycaenidae]
Maculinea nausithous (Bergstrasser, 1779) — modrések bahenni [Lycaenidae]
Lassiommata petropolitana (Fabricius, 1787) — oka¢ stinovany [Nymphalidae]

One hundred and sixty-one species of this family are known from the Czech Republic according to BENES e#
al. (2002), which is not in agreement with the topical check-list (LASTGOVKA 1998). The reasons for differences
in the data are analyzed and explained in details in the first of the two works quoted. With respect to the fact
that the work BENES ez al. (2002) argues with results of faunistic mapping, the number of species of the group
of daytime lepidopterans specified there was accepted for purposes of the present list. The assessment of the
degree of endangerment of particular species can be considered as more objective in lepidopterans active in
daytime in comparison with the other groups of lepidopterans in the Czech Republic, which were not mapped.
The list presented here is based on the Red List of Lepidoptera proposed by Konvicka ez al. (2002) in the
work quoted (BENES ef al. 2002), provided that the categories were adjusted to the categorization required
as follows: The category of “regionally extinct species (RE)” is in this study marked as “regionally extinct in
CR’, the category designated as “nearly extinct species (NE)” in the work by (BENES e7 a/. 2002) is considered
as CR for purposes of the present list, the category “critically endangered (CE)” from BENES ez al. (2002) is
considered as “endangered (EN)”, the category “endangered (E)” from BENES e# al. (2002) is presented here as
“vulnerable (VU)”, and the lowest category NT is used only here. In the list, certain changes were introduced,
which resulted from topical results of the recent research, and which prevalently concern recategorization of
certain species with respect to the source quoted. The changes concern the species Lassiommata petropolitana,
which was reportedly recorded again. With respect to the fact that we have no more information about the
finding and we do not know, whether this is a randomly occurring individual or stable population, we are shift-
ing the species from category RE into NT. A further species, which was subjected to a change in the category
is Mellitaea phoebe, which was recently documented from one locality of South Moravia, again, and thus it is
not RE, but CR. The species Hipparchia statilinus was not found at the last remaining locality in the course of
the last three years, even based on aimed research and thus, it is shifted to category RE. The species Parnassius
mnemosyne, Euphydryas aurinia, Hipparchia semele and Pyrgus armoricanus adhered to criteria for the recatego-
rization into a higher category and thus, they are CR. The species Melitaea cinxia and M. didyma were also
shifted into a higher category, from VU into EN.'The species Aporia crataegi and Cupido decoloratus were shifted
into the lowest category N, the species Argynnis pandora (Denis et Schiffermiiller, 1775) was quite eliminated
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from the list and, in contrast, the species Maculinea nausithous was transferred into the category NT from the
category of non-endangered species (LI) as considered by BENES ez al. (2002). The lepidopterans active in
daytime are mostly conspicuous and colorful species, whose determination with the use of handbooks avail-
able (e.g. BELIN 1999 including illustrations of caterpillars and pupae or illustrations in BENES ez a/. 2002)
presents no problems except for some cryptic species (sibbling species). The group was repeatedly treated for
the Czech Republic area in monographs (Scawarz 1948, 1949, BELIN 1999), the available faunistic data be-
ing principally compiled in a work by BENES ez al. (2002), including an extensive list of the sources excerpted.
Bionomy and ecology of most our species is known in details, as far as principal information is concerned (e.g.
Scuwarz 1948, 1949, LEPIDOPTEROLOGEN ARBEITSGRUPPE 1991). Some species falling into the group
of daytime lepidopterans are the best investigated lepidopterans at all and, in spite of this, there are some gaps
in knowledge of some other species. Total of 93 species were included into particular categories of the present
list (i.e. about 58% of the members of this group). These are species, whose recession is clearly being observed
and documented by faunistic mapping. The nomenclature and classing of species employed in the list is in ac-
cordance with BENES e# al. (2002).
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Drepanidae (srpokfidlecoviti)

[tiida/class: Insecta; ¥4d/order: Lepidoptera; éeled/family: Drepanidae]

VLADIMIR VRABEC, ZDENEK LASTUVKA, JAN SumpICH, Jan HrNCIR, Joser MATOUS, STANISLAV
MAaRrexk, PETR HERMAN, VLADIMIR Hura, TomAS Kuras, Jiki BENES, MARTIN KONVICKA &
ZDENEK FrIC

V Ceské republice je uvddén vyskyt 16 piislusniki této Celedi (LaSTOVKA 1998). Jde 0 motyly
jejichz urceni necini problémy (vyobrazeni imag viz Fajcix 2003, Joukr 1910, housenky napf.
Joukr 1910). Monografické zpracovani v CR chybi, bionomii popisuje LEPIDOPTEROLOGEN
ARBEITSGRUPPE (2000). Faunistické tdaje jsou netplné a jsou rozptyleny v riiznych studiich
zpracovdvajicich samostatné lokality. Z rozsahlejsich podrobnéji zpracovanych Gzemi mozno uvést
napf. jihovychodni Moravu (KRALICEK & GoTTWALD 1984), stfedni Polabi a Kolinsko (VraBEC
1995), Palavu (LASTOVKA 1994), Litovelské Pomoravi (Konvicka 1999), Rozdalovickou tabu-
li (LexES 2000a), Bilé¢ Karpaty (GorTwaLD & BELIN 2001), Zelezné hory (Sumpicu 2001),
Moravsky kras (LASTOVKA & Marexk 2002). Rozsifeni druhi Celedi je v soucasnosti pfedmétem
studia, data shromazduje Spole¢nost pro ochranu motyli.

Do kategorii seznamu byl na zikladé prevladajictho ndzoru spoluautort zafazen pouze jeden
druh Celedi (tj. 6%), a to do kategorie zranitelnych druhi, pfi¢emz zddny z druhi Celedi u nds ne-
vyhynul ani neni kriticky ohroZeny ¢i ohroZeny. V souvislosti s tim, jak budou shromazdoviny nové
poznatky o soucasném a historickém rozsifeni celedi v CR, lze ocekdvat zafazeni dalsich druhi.
Nomenklatura a fazeni druhi uzivané v seznamu je dle LASTOVKY (1998), Ceskd jména jsou dle

NovAxka et al. (1991).

zranitelny — vulnerable (VU)
Drepana curvatula (Borkhausen, 1790) — srpokiidlec olsovy [Drepanidae]

Sixteen species of this family are known from the Czech Republic (LagTovka 1998). These are species,
whose identification presents no problems (for illustrations of imagines see Faj¢ix 2003, Joukr 1910, of
caterpillars e.g. Joukr 1910). There is no monograph of the family for the Czech Republic; the bionomy is
described by LEPIDOPTEROLOGEN ARBEITSGRUPPE (2000). Faunistic data are incomplete and scattered in
different studies aimed at independent localities. Larger areas that were subjected to detailed faunistic stud-
ies are for example southeast Moravia (KRALICEK & GoTTWALD 1984), the land surrounding the middle
course of the Labe, stfedni Polabi, and environs of the town Kolin (VRaBEC 1995), the Protected Landscape
Area Pilava (LASTOVKA 1994), the Protected Landscape Area Litovelské Pomoravi (Konvicka 1999), the
table Rozdalovickd tabule (LEkES 2000a), the range Bilé Karpaty (GoTTwAaLD & BELiN 2001), the range
Zelezné hory (Sumpich 2001) and the karst Moravsky kras (LaSTOvVKA & MaRrEK 2002). The distribution
of species of the family is currently being studied and the data are accumulated by the Society for Protection of
Lepidoptera. Based on prevalent opinions of coauthors, only one species of the family (i.e. 6% of its members)
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was included into the list, into the category of vulnerable species, provided that none of the species of the fam-
ily is extinct, critically endangered or endangered. In connection with future accumulation of new knowledge
about the current and historical distribution of the family in the Czech Republic, it is possible to expect inclu-

sion of further species. The nomenclature and classing of species in the list was employed in accordance with
Lastovka (1998).
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Geometridae (pid‘alkoviti)

[tiida/class: Insecta; ¥4d/order: Lepidoptera; celed/family: Geometridae]

VLADIMIR VRABEC, ZDENEK LASTUVKA, JAN SumpICH, Jan HrNCIR, Joser MATOUS, STANISLAV
Marek, PETR HERMAN, VLADIMIR HuLa, TomAS Kuras, Jiki BENES, MARTIN KONVICKA &
ZDENEK FrIC

V Ceské republice je uvidén vyskyt 395 piislusniki této Celedi (LASTOVKA 1998, VAvRA 1999,
VAvra et al. 2001, PRocHAzKA 2000). Jde v pievazné vétsiné o motyly, jejichz determinace podle
bézné dostupnych obrazovych priru¢ek (Kocn 1984, Faj¢ix 2003) je moznd u ¢4sti druht, u né-
kterych obtizné odlisitelnych skupin (napf. rody Scopula, Idaea, Eupithecia aj.) je 1épe pro jistotu
preparovat genitdlie. Monograficky je ¢eled v soucasnosti zpracovavana pro Evropu (napf. Haus-
MANN 2001, Mironov 2003). Faunistické udaje z CR jsou nedplné a jsou rozptyleny ve velkém
mnozstvi studif zpracovavajicich samostatné lokality a jednotlivé regiony. Za zminku viak rozhodné
stoji velmi diikladnd studie Krampra (1973). Shrnujici price pro tizemi celé CR chybi. Zakladni
tdaje o bionomii a ekologii pfevazné vétsiny nasich druhi jsou zndmy a uvedeny v literatufe (viz
vySe citované prameny), vyobrazeni housenek nékterych druhi napf. Jouxr (1910) nebo Kocn
(1984).

Do jednotlivych kategorii se seslo celkem 125 névrhi jednotlivych druhd, nakonec bylo dle uvé-
Zen{ autord do seznamu zafazeno celkem 45 druht Celedi (tj. zhruba 11% zastupcir). Jde vétsinou
o druhy, charakteristické bud pro urity ohrozeny typ biotopu (napf. pisciny, xerothermni stepi,
skalnatd stanovi§té, moktady, vysokohorské oblasti apod.) nebo druhy u kterych je jasné pozorovin
Gstup, pouze nékolik mélo druhi pfislusi mezi obecné ,vzicné a nehojné®. V souvislosti s tim, jak
budou shromazdoviny nové poznatky o soucasném a historickém rozgifeni druhi celedi v CR, Ize
o¢ekdvat zmény v nize pfedlozeném seznamu. Nomenklatura a fazeni druht uzivané v seznamu je

dle La$TOVKY (1998), Ceskd jména jsou dle NovAka e al. (1991).

pro izemi CR vymizely - regionally extinct in CR (RE)
Hypoxistis pluviaria (Fabricius, 1787) — zejkovec krucinkovy [Geometridae]
Charissa glaucinaria (Hibner, 1799) — Serokiidlec pampeliskovy [Geometridae]

kriticky ohrozeny — critically endangered (CR)

Aleis jubata (Thunberg, 1788) — riiznorozec mechovy [Geometridae]

Cleorades lichenarius (Hufnagel, 1767) — riiznorozec lisejnikovy [ Geometridac]
Perizoma sagittatum (Fabricius, 1787) — pidalka Zlutuchové [Geometridae]

Schistostege decussata (Denis et Schiffermiiller, 1775) — Sedoktidlec jizni [ Geometridae]
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ohrozeny — endangered (EN)

Aplasta ononaria (Fuessly, 1783) — zelenopléstik jehlicovy [ Geometridae]
Coenocalpe lapidata (Hibner, 1809) — pidalka malebnd [Geometridae]

Entephria flavicinctata (Hibner, 1813) — pidalka skalni [Geometridae]

Entephria nobiliaria (Herrich-Schiffer, 1852) — pidalka alpinskd [Geometridae]
Epirrhoe pupillata (Thunberg, 1788) — pidalka bahenni [ Geometridae]

Isturgia roraria (Fabricius, 1766) — kropenatec krucinkovy [Geometridae]

Scopula nemoraria (Hibner, 1799) — vinopésnik luzni [Geometridae]

Scopula subpunctaria (Herrich-Schiffer, 1847) — vlnopasnik znaceny [Geometridae]

zranitelny — vulnerable (VU)

Abraxas grossulariatus (Linné, 1758) — skvrnopasnik angrestovy [Geometridae]
Acasis appensata (Eversmann, 1842) — Sedokiidlec samorostlikovy [ Geometridae]
Arichanna melanaria (Linné, 1758) — riznorozec bortivkovy [Geometridae]
Carsia sororiata (Hiibner, 1813) — pidalka klikvovi [ Geometridae]

Crocalis tusciaria (Borkhausen, 1793) — zejkovec plaménkovy [ Geometridae]
Charissa intermedia (Wehrli, 1917) - Seroktidlec zlutavy [ Geometridae]
Colostygia kollariaria (Herrich-Schiffer, 1848) — pidalka kozlikova [Geometridae]
Dyscia conspersaria (Fabricius, 1775) — svétloktidlec Salvéjovy [Geometridae]
Entephria infidaria (La Harpe, 1853) — pidalka $tavelovd [Geometridae]
Epirranthis diversata (Denis et Schiffermiiller, 1775) — zejkovec osikovy [Geometridae]
Eupithecia gelidata Moschler, 1860 — pidalicka rojovnikovi [Geometridae]
Eupithecia pygmaeata (Hiibner, 1799) — pidalicka bahenni [Geometridae]
Eupithecia silenata Assmann, 1848 — pidalicka silenkovd [Geometridae]

Hydrelia blomeri (Curtis, 1832) — pidalka jilmova [Geometridae]

Chesias rufata (Fabricius, 1775) — pidalka krucinkovi [Geometridae]

Idaea contiguaria (Hibner, 1799) — Zlutok#idlec skalni [Geometridae]

Narraga fasciolaria (Hufnagel, 1766) — kropenatec pelynkovy [Geometridae]
Nebula tophaceata (Denis et Schiffermiiller, 1775) — pidalka idolni [Geometridae]
Nebula achromaria (La Harpa, 1853) — pidalka bezbarva [Geometridae]
Orthonoma vittata (Borkhausen, 1794) — pidalka vachtovd [ Geometridae]
Perizoma taeniatum (Stephens, 1831) — pidalka kufickova [Geometridae]

Psodos alpinatus (Scopoli, 1763) — huriatec alpinsky [Geometridae]

Psodos quadrifarius (Sulzer, 1776) — hunatec Zlutopdsny [Geometridae]

Thera cognata (Thunberg, 1792) — pidalka severni [Geometridae]

téméf ohrozeny — near threatened (NT)

Campaea honoraria (Denis et Schiffermiiller, 1775) — bélo¢arnik dubovy [Geometridae]
Colostygia aptata (Hibner, 1813) — pidalka skalkovi [ Geometridae]

Epirrhoe hastulata (Hiibner, 1790) — pidalka ¢ernd [Geometridae]

Fagivorina arenaria (Hufnagel, 1767) — riznorozec Cernopésny [Geometridae]
Lampropteryx otregiata (Metcalfe, 1917) — pidalka pramenistni [Geometridae]
Odontognophos dumetatus (Treitschke, 1827) — Seroktidlec trnkovy [Geometridae]
Scopula umbelaria (Hibner, 1813) — vinopasnik luéni [Geometridae]
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Three hundred and ninety-five species of this family are known from the Czech Republic (LasTtvka 1998,
Vivra 1999, VAvra et al. 2001, ProcrAzka 2000). These are mostly lepidopterans identifiable with the
help of commonly available illustrated handbooks (Kocu 1984, Faj¢ix 2003) in some species; in certain
groups, in which the differentiation is difficult (ofor example the genera Scopula, Idaea, Eupithecia, etc.), geni-
tals should rather be dissected. Monographs of the European fauna are available (for example Hausmann
2001, Mironov 2003). Faunistic data from the Czech Republic are incomplete and scattered in numerous
studies aimed at independent localities and at particular regions. A very comprehensive study by KrampL
(1973) is, however, worthy of notice. There are, however, no summarizing works for the whole area of the Czech
Republic. Basic data on bionomy and ecology of a great majority of our species are known and presented in
the literature (see the sources quoted above); illustrations of caterpillars of certain species are for example in
Jouxkt (1910) or Kocs (1984). Total of 125 proposals concerning particular species were initially presented.
Total of 45 species of the family (i.e. about 11% of its members) were included into the present list based on
considerations of the authors. These are mostly species, that are either characteristic for a certain endangered
type of the biotope (for example sands, xerotherm steppes, rocky habitats, swamps, high mountain areas, etc.)
or species whose recession was clearly observed; only few species belong to generally “rare and not abundant”
ones. In connection with future accumulation of new knowledge about the current and historical distribution
of species of the family in the Czech Republic, it is to expect changes in the list presented here. The nomencla-
ture and classing of species was employed in accordance with LasTtovka (1998).
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Notodontidae (hibetozubcoviti)

[tiida/class: Insecta; i4d/order: Lepidoptera; ¢eled/family: Notodontidae]

VLADIMIR VRABEC, ZDENEK LASTUVKA, JAN SumpICH, Jan HrNCIR, Joser MATOUS, STANISLAV
MAaRrex, PETR HERMAN, ViADIMIR Hura, TomAS Kuras, Jiki BENES, MARTIN KONVICKA &
ZDENEK FrIC

V Ceské republice je uvidén vyskyt 38 prislusniki této Celedi (LASTOVKA 1998). Jde v pievizné
vétsiné o napadné velké a pestré motyly. Uréeni s vyjimkou rodu Drymonia, kde se sbératelé Castéji
myli neini problémy (vyobrazeni imag viz Fajéix 2003, housenky jiz napf. Jouxr 1910). Mo-
nograficky neni ¢eled pro Gzem CR zpracovéna, faunistické udaje jsou netplné a jsou rozptyleny
v riznych studiich zpracovivajicich samostatné lokality. Z rozsahlejsich podrobnéji zpracovanych
Gzem{ mozno uvést napt. jihovychodni Moravu (KRALICEK & GoTTwALD 1984), Pilavu (LAS-
TOVKA 1994), Litovelské Pomoravi (Konvicka 1999), Rozdalovickou tabuli (LEKES 1994a, b,
2000a), Bilé Karpaty (GorTwAaLD & BELin 2001), Zelezné hory (Sumpicu 2001), Moravsky
kras (LASTOVKA & MaREK 2002). Rozsifeni jednotlivych druhi je v soucasnosti pfedmétem stu-
dia, data shromazduje Spolecnost pro ochranu motyli. Zékladni udaje o bionomii a ekologii vétsiny
nasich druhi jsou do podrobnosti zndmy a dokumentovany v zahrani¢ni literatute (napf. LEPIDO-
PTEROLOGEN ARBEITSGRUPPE 2000).

Do jednotlivych kategorii byly dle uvdZeni autord zafazeny celkem Ctyfi druhy Celedi (tj. zhruba
10% zéstupci). Z nich druh Drymonia obliterata mize byt pii nedostateéné determinaéni praxi za-
ménén s podobnymi a Odontosia sieversii za aberantni O. carmelita (Esper, 1798). Za jisté vyhynuly
(pokud je historicky tdaj spravny o ¢emz lze pochybovat vzhledem k nepfitomnosti druhu v Ce-
chich ani na Slovensku; pivodni pramen — Skara 1912 cituje vice ndlezi z riznych lokalit, avsak
pouze jeden — Kupidiv dnes povazujeme za spolehlivy) povazujeme druh Pygaera timon. Zeela zé-
mérné nebyl hodnocen a zafazen v soucasnosti nezvéstny druh Thaumetopoea pinivora (Treitschke,
1834) 0 némz existuji z Cech rizné vérohodné staré tdaje (STERNECK 1929, TrRONICEK 1951),
a ktery podle vétsiny spoluautorii nepatii do Cerveného seznamu, nebot v jinych zemich se chovi
jako skadce. Déle zdmérné nebyly zafazeny druhy, které u nds maji severni hranici vyskytu a mo-
hou jednotlivé rok od roku pronikat na nejjiznéj$i Moravu — piikladem takového druhu je Phalera
bucephaloides (Ochsenheimer, 1810). Ostatni nezafazené druhy éeledi jsou bud vice ¢i méné Casté
a hojné nebo jednotlivé avak ploné rozsifené po celém uzemi nebo ndm nase soucasné nedostated-
né znalosti jejich statutu v CR neumoziiuji jejich zatazeni. V souvislosti s tim, jak budou shromaz-
doviny nové poznatky o soucasném a historickém rozsifeni druhu Celedi v CR, lze ocekévat zmény
v nize pfedlozeném seznamu. Nomenklatura a fazeni druhd uZivané v seznamu je dle LASTOVKY

(1998), Ceskd jména jsou dle NovAka ez al. (1991).
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pro izemi CR vymizely - regionally extinct in CR (RE)
Pygaera timon (Hiibner, 1803) — vzty¢nofitka vzacna [Notodontidae]

zranitelny — vulnerable (VU)
Odontosia sieversi (Ménétries, 1856) — hibetozubec jarni [Notodontidae]

téméf ohrozeny — near threatened (NT)
Dicranura ulmi (Denis et Schiffermiiller, 1775) — hibetozubec jilmovy [Notodontidae]
Drymonia obliterata (Esper, 1785) — hibetozubec tmavouhly [Notodontidae]

Thirty-eight species of this family are known from the Czech Republic (LasTGvkA 1998). These are mostly
large, conspicuous and colorful lepidopterans. Their identification presents no problems except for species of
the genus Drymonia, in which the collectors rather frequently make mistakes (for illustrations of imagines
see Fajéik 2003; caterpillars were illustrated as early as in Joukr 1910). There is no monographic treatise on
species of the family from the Czech Republic. Faunistic data are incomplete and scattered in different studies
aimed at independent localities. Larger areas that were subjected to detailed faunistic studies are for example
southeast Moravia (KRALICEK & GoTTwALD 1984), the Protected Landscape Area Palava (LagTovka 1994),
the Protected Landscape Area Litovelské Pomoravi (Konvicka 1999), the table Rozdalovicka tabule (LEKES
1994a, b, 2000a), the range Bilé¢ Karpaty (GorTwALD & BELIN 2001), the range Zelezné hory (Sumpicu
2001) and the karst Moravsky kras (La$TOvka & Marek 2002). The distribution of particular species is
currently being studied; the data are accumulated by the Society for Protection of Lepidoptera. Basic data on
bionomy and ecology of most our species are known in detail and they are also documented in the foreign
literature (e.g. LEPIDOPTEROLOGEN ARBEITSGRUPPE 2000). Based on considerations of the authors, total
of four species of the family (i.e. about 10% of its members) were included into particular categories. Out of
them, the Drymonia obliterata can be confused with similar species and the Odontosia sieversii may be confused
with the aberrant O. carmelita (Esper, 1798) in the case of insufficient experience in identification works. The
species Pygaera timon is undoubtedly extinct (as far as the historical data are correct, which may be doubtful
with respect to the absence of the species in Bohemia and even in Slovakia; the original source — Skara 1912
quotes several findings from different localities, but today we can consider only one finding as reliable — by
Kupida). The lacking species Thaumetopoea pinivora (Treitschke, 1834), for which there are data from Bohemia
of varying reliability and age (STERNECK 1929, TrONICEK 1951), and which should not be included in
accordance with most coauthors into the Red List, since in other countries it behaves as a pest, was intention-
ally not evaluated and not included into the list. Species were also intentionally not included, who have their
northern limit of their distribution in our country and who can individually enter the southernmost areas of
Moravia from year to year — an example of these species is Phalera bucephaloides (Ochsenheimer, 1810). The
other not included species of the family either are more or less abundant or can be found individually (but on
the whole area of our country), or the current insufficient knowledge of their condition in the Czech Republic
does not enable us to include them into the list. In connection with the future accumulation of new knowledge
about the current and historical distribution of species of the family in the Czech Republic, it is to expect
changes in the list presented here. The nomenclature and classing of species was employed in accordance with
Lastovka (1998).
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Noctuidae (miroviti)

[tiida/class: Insecta; ¥4d/order: Lepidoptera; celed/family: Noctuidae]

VLADIMIR VRABEC, ZDENEK LASTUVKA, JAN SumpICH, Jan HrNCIR, Joser MATOUS, STANISLAV
Marek, PETR HERMAN, ViADIMIR HuLa, TomAS Kuras, Jiki BENES, MARTIN KONVICKA &
ZDENEK FrIC

V Ceské republice je uvddén vyskyt 475 piislusniki této Celedi (LasTOvka 1998, STARY & Ku-
RrAs 2000, SuMPpICH ef al. 2002). Jde v pievazné vétsiné o vétsi motyly, jejichZ determinace podle
bézné dostupnych obrazovych pfirucek (Kocu 1984, Fajéik 1998, Nowackr 1998) je u vétsiny
druhd moznd, pouze u malé Cisti druhového bohatstvi je nutno preparovat genitilie. Mono-
graficky je Celed v soucasnosti zpracovavina v sérii Noctuidae Europaeae (napf. Fisicer 1990,
1997, GOATER ef al. 2003, HACKER ef al. 2001, 2002, RoNkay & Ronkay 1995, atd.). Faunistické
udaje z CR jsou netplné a jsou rozptyleny ve velkém mnozstvi studii zpracovivajicich samo-
statné lokality a jednotlivé regiony. Shrnujici prace chybi. Zdkladni idaje o bionomii a ekologii
pfevizné vétsiny nasich druhd jsou do podrobnosti znimy a dokumentoviny v zahranicni litera-
tufe (viz vyse citované prameny), vyobrazeni housenek napf. MACEK & CervENKa (1999) nebo
jiz Jouxkr (1910).

Do jednotlivych kategorii se seslo celkem 184 névrhi jednotlivych druhd, nakonec bylo dle uvé-
Zen{ autord do seznamu zafazeno celkem 64 druht Celedi (tj. zhruba 13 % zastupcir). Jde vétsinou
o dobfe determinovatelné druhy, charakteristické bud’ pro urcity ohrozeny typ biotopu (napf. pisci-
ny, xerothermni stepi, skalnatd stanovi§té, mokfady, vysokohorské oblasti apod.) nebo druhy u kte-
rych je jasné pozorovan ustup, pouze nékolik malo druhi pfislusi mezi obecné ,vzdcné a nehojné®.
V souvislosti s tim, jak budou shromazdoviny nové poznatky o sou¢asném a historickém rozsifeni
druha eledi v CR, lze ocekavat zmény v nize predlozeném seznamu. Nomenklatura a fazeni druha
uzivané v seznamu je dle LASTOVKY (1998), Ceskd jména jsou dle NovAka ez al. (1991).

pro tizemi CR vymizely - regionally extinct in CR (RE)

Calymma communimacula (Denis et Schiffermiller, 1775) — svétlopdska cerveova [Noctuidae]

kriticky ohrozeny — critically endangered (CR)

Jodia croceago (Denis et Schiffermiiller, 1775) — zlatokiidlec vzacny [Noctuidae]
Lacanobia splendens (Hiibner, 1808) — mira svlaccova [Noctuidae]

Odice arcuinna (Hibner, 1790) — svétlopaska ruménicové [Noctuidae]

Periphanes delphinii (Linné, 1758) — Cernopdska strackovd [Noctuidae]

ohrozeny — endangered (EN)
Actinotia radiosa (Esper, 1804) — osenice paprscitd [Noctuidae]
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Callopistria juventina (Stoll, 1782) — blyskavka hasivkova [Noctuidae]

Calyptra thalictri (Borkhausen, 1790) — hnédopéska Zlutuchovi [Noctuidae]
Conisania leineri (Freyer, 1836) — mira Leinerova [Noctuidae]

Diachrysia zosimi (Hibner, 1822) — kovolesklec totenovy [Noctuidae]

Lygephila ludicra (Hibner, 1790) — hnédopéska panonské [Noctuidae]

Lamprotes c-aureum (Knoch, 1781) — kovolesklec Zlutuchovy [Noctuidae]
Euchalcia consona (Fabricius, 1787) — kovolesklec piplovy [Noctuidae]

Euchalcia modestoides Poole, 1989 — kovolesklec [Noctuidae]

Euchalcia variabilis (Piller, 1783) — kovolesklec horsky [Noctuidae]

Eremobia ochroleuca (Denis et Schiffermiiller, 1775) — travatka okrov4 [Noctuidae]
Heliophobus kitti (Schawerda, 1914) — miira kozincova [Noctuidae]

Litophane consocia (Borkhausen, 1792) — dfevobarvec olovy [Noctuidae]
Litophane lamda (Fabricius, 1787) — dfevobarvec vlochytiovy [Noctuidae]
Lycophotia molothina (Esper, 1789) — osenice viesova [Noctuidae]

Luperina nickerlii (Freyer, 1845) — travaika Nickerlova [Noctuidae]

Polia serratilinea Ochsenheimer, 1816 — miira pelyiikovéa [Noctuidae]

Polychrisia moneta (Fabricius, 1787) — kovolesklec omé&jovy [Noctuidae]

Polymixis flavicincta (Denis et Schiffermiiller, 1775) — pestroskvrnka ¢ekankova [Noctuidae]
Protolampra sobrina (Duponchel, 1843) — osenice $edonachova [Noctuidae]
Schinia cognata (Freyer, 1833) — Gernopaska radykova [Noctuidae]

Xestia ashworthii (Doubleday, 1855) — osenice starckové [Noctuidae]

Xestia sincera (Herrich-Schiffer, 1851) — osenice smrkové [Noctuidae]

Xanthia gilvago (Denis et Schiffermiiller, 1775) — zlatokidlec jilmovy [Noctuidae]
Yigoga forcipula (Denis et Schiffermiiller, 1775) — osenice Sedokfidld [Noctuidae]

zranitelny — vulnerable (VU)

Acontia lucida (Hufnagel, 1766) — svétlopdska slézova [Noctuidae]

Amphipyra livida (Denis et Schiffermiller, 1775) — blyskavka ¢ernd [Noctuidae]
Anarta cordigera (Thunberg, 1788) — mura vlochyriova [Noctuidae]

Apamea maillardi (Geyer, 1834) — Sedavka [Noctuidae]

Apamea platinea (Treitschke, 1825) — Sedavka platinova [Noctuidae]

Catephia alchymista (Denis et Schiffermiiller, 1775) — hnédopdska alchymista [Noctuidae]
Catocala electa (Vieweg, 1790) — stuzkonoska vrbova [Noctuidae]

Celaena haworthii (Curtis, 1829) — sedavka mokfadni [Noctuidae]

Episema tersa (Denis et Schiffermiiller, 1775) — jasnobarvec vychodni [Noctuidae]
Eugraphe subrosea (Stephens, 1829) — osenice raselinnd [Noctuidae]

Hadena irregularis (Hufnagel, 1766) — mura usnicovd [Noctuidae]

Lygephila lusoria (Linné, 1758) — hnédopdska nejvétsi [Noctuidae]

Meganephria bimaculosa (Linné, 1767) — pestroskvrnka dvouskvrnnd [Noctuidae]
Mormo maura (Linné, 1758) — blyskavka ¢ernopésd [Noctuidae]

Phragmatiphila nexa (Hiibner, 1808) — rakosnice ostficova [Noctuidae]

Pyrrhia purpurina (Esper, 1804) — Cernopéska tfemdavova [Noctuidae]

Sedina buettneri (Hering, 1858) — réikosnice pozdni [Noctuidae]

Staurophora celsia (Linné, 1758) — travatka ozdobna [Noctuidae]

Syngrapha interrogationis (Linné, 1758) — kovolesklec kopfivovy [Noctuidae]
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Xestia rhaetica (Staudinger, 1871) — osenice horskd [Noctuidae]
Xestia alpicola (Zetterstedt, 1839) — osenice severni [Noctuidae]

téméf ohrozeny — near threatened (NT)

Acronicta menyanthidis (Esper, 1798) — sipovénka vachtova [Noctuidae]

Atethmia ambusta (Denis et Schiffermiiller, 1775) — zlatokiidlec hrusnovy [Noctuidae]
Cleoceris scoriacea (Esper, 1789) — jasnobarvec bélozatkovy [Noctuidae]

Cucullia asteris (Denis et Schiffermiiller, 1775) — kuklérka hvézdnicov4 [Noctuidae]
Cuxucullia tanaceti (Denis et Schiffermiiller, 1775) — kukléika vraticova [Noctuidae]
Euxoa birivia (Denis et Schiffermiiller, 1775) — osenice hbita [Noctuidae]

Eusxoa crypta (Dadd, 1929) — osenice [Noctuidae]

Eusxoa vitta (Esper, 1789) — osenice bélopasnd [Noctuidae]

Mesogona oxalina (Hiibner, 1803) — osenice vrbova [Noctuidae]

Omalophana antirrhinii (Hibner, 1803) — jasnobarvec hledikovy [Noctuidae]
Platyperigea terrea (Freyer, 1840) — blyskavka skalni [Noctuidae]

Simyra nervosa (Denis et Schiffermiiller, 1775) — §ipovénka stepni [Noctuidae]
Scotochrosta pulla (Denis et Schiffermiiller, 1775) — dfevobarvec tzkokfidly [Noctuidae]
Hydraecia petasitis Doubleday, 1847 — Sedavka devétsilova [Noctuidae]

Four hundred and seventy-five species of this family are known from the Czech Republic (LaSTOVKA 1998,
STARY & Kuras 2000, SumpicH ef al. 2002). These are mostly rather large lepidopterans, whose determina-
tion is possible with the help of commonly available illustrated handbooks (KocH 1984, Faj¢ix 1998, Now-
Ack1 1998), only in the case of few species, it is necessary to study genitals for the identification. A monograph
of this family was published in the series Noctuidae Europacae (e.g. FiBicer 1990, 1997, GOATER et al.
2003, HACKER er al. 2001, 2002, RonkAy & Ronkay 1995, etc.). Faunistic data from the Czech Republic
are incomplete and scattered in many studies aimed at independent localities and particular regions. No sum-
marizing work is available. Basic data on bionomy and ecology of most our species are known in detail and
documented in the foreign literature (see the works quoted above), caterpillars are illustrated for examplle in
Macek & CErvENKa (1999) or as early as in Joukt (1910). Total of 184 species were proposed into particu-
lar categories and finally, based on considerations of the authors, 64 species of the family (i.e. about 13% of its
members) were included into the list. These are mostly well identifiable species, either species characteristic for
a certain endangered type of biotopes (e.g. sands, xerotherm steppes, rocky habitats, swamps, high mountain
areas, etc.) or those, whose recession is clearly observed; only few species belong to those, which are in general
“rare and not abundant”. In connection with the future accumulation of new knowledge about the current and
historical distribution of species of the family in the Czech Republic, it is possible to expect changes in the
list presented here. The nomenclature and classing of species was employed in accordance with LaSTtvka

(1998).
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Lymantriidae (bekynoviti)

[tiida/class: Insecta; i4d/order: Lepidoptera; éeled/family: Lymantriidae]

VLADIMIR VRABEC, ZDENEK LASTUVKA, JAN SumpICH, Jan HrNCIR, Joser MATOUS, STANISLAV
Marek, PETR HERMAN, VLADIMIR HuLa, TomAS Kuras, Jiki BENES, MARTIN KONVICKA &
ZDENEK FrIC

V Ceské republice je uvddén vyskyt 15 (LaSTOVKA 1998) resp. pocitime-li druh Laelia coenosa
16 piislusnika této Celedi. Jde v prevazné vétsiné o motyly, jejichZ uréeni je mozné podle bézné
dostupnych pfirucek (napf. Fajéix 2003), dobfe lze urCovat i jejich vyvojové stadia (vyobrazeni
housenek nap. Joukr 1910, Macex & CervENKA 1999, kukly popsal PaToc¢ka 1991). Mo-
nograficky neni éeled pro Gzem CR zpracovéna, faunistické udaje jsou netplné a jsou rozptyleny
v riznych studiich zpracovivajicich samostatné lokality. Z rozsahlejsich podrobnéji zpracovanych
Gzem{ mozno uvést napt. jihovychodni Moravu (KRALICEK & GoTTwALD 1984), Pilavu (LAS-
TOVKA 1994), Litovelské Pomoravi (Konvicka 1999), Rozdalovickou tabuli (LEkES 2000a), Bilé
Karpaty (GorTwaLD & BELIN 2001), Zelezné hory (Sumpicu 2001), Moravsky kras (Las-
TOVKA & MAREK 2002). Rozsifeni jednotlivych druhd je v soucasnosti pfedmétem studia, data
shromazduje Spole¢nost pro ochranu motyli. Zakladni udaje o bionomii a ekologii vétsiny nasich
druhi jsou do podrobnosti znimy a dokumentovéiny v zahranicni literatufe (napf. LEPIDOPTERO-
LOGEN ARBEITSGRUPPE 2000).

Do jednotlivych kategorii bylo dle uvizeni autort zatazeno celkem pét druha éeledi (tj. zhruba
31% zdstupci). Do kategorie EX byl krom nezvéstného druhu Gynaephora selenitica hlaseného vel-
mi starymi prameny z Cech (udaje shrnuje STERNECK 1929) zafazen i druh Laelia coenosa, ktery
je Cech rovnéz znim, byt pouze na zdkladé nékolika malo nélezil, které nebyly opakoviny (LEKES
2000b, SumpicH 2001). Pesto se piiklinime k tomu, Ze jde o pfislusnika nasi fauny jehoz status
je nyni rovnéZz nezndmy. V souvislosti s tim, jak budou shromazdoviny nové poznatky o soucasném
a historickém rozsffen{ druhi eledi v CR, lze ocekdvat zmény v nize pfedlozeném seznamu. No-
menklatura a fazen{ druhd uzivané v seznamu je dle LASTOVKY (1998), Ceskd jména jsou dle No-

VAKA et al. (1991).

pro tizemi CR vymizely - regionally extinct in CR (RE)

Gynaephora selenitica (Esper, 1789) — §tétcono§ mésickovy [Lymantriidae]
Laelia coenosa (Hiibner, 1808) — bekyné rakosova [ Lymantriidae]

ohrozeny — endangered (EN)
Parocneria detrita (Esper, 1785) — bekyné dubova [Lymantriidae]
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zranitelny — vulnerable (VU)
Ocneria rubea (Denis et Schiffermiiller, 1775) — bekyné narudl4 [Lymantriidae]

téméf ohrozeny — near threatened (NT)
Calliteara abietis (Denis et Schiffermiiller, 1775) — §tétconos smrkovy [ Lymantriidae]

Fifteen species of this family (LASTOVKA 1998) or, when taking into account the species Laelia coenosa, 16
species of this family are known from the Czech Republic. These are mostly lepidopterans, whose identification
is possible with the help of commonly available handbooks (for example Faj¢ix 2003). Developmental stages
are also well identifiable (for illustrations of caterpillars see for example JoukrL 1910, MACEK & CERVENKA
1999, pupae were described by Patocka 1991). There is no monograph of the family for the Czech Repub-
lic territory. Faunistic data are incomplete and scattered in different studies aimed at independent localities.
Larger areas that were subjected to detailed faunistic studies are for example southeast Moravia (KRALICEK
& GoTTwALD 1984), the Protected Landscape Area Pilava (LaSTOVKA 1994), the Protected Landscape
Area Litovelské Pomoravi (Konvicka 1999), the table Rozdalovickd tabule (LEkES 2000a), the range Bilé
Karpaty (GorTwaLD & BELiN 2001), the range Zelezné hory (Sumpicn 2001) and the karst Moravsky
kras (LaSTOVKA & Marek 2002). The distribution of particular species is currently being studied; the data are
accumulated by the Society for Protection of Lepidoptera. Basic data on bionomy and ecology of most our
species are known in details and documented in the foreign literature (see e.g. LEPIDOPTEROLOGEN AR-
BEITSGRUPPE 2000). Based on considerations of the authors, total of 5 species of the family (i.e. about 31%
of its members) were included into particular categories. Into category RE, in addition to the missing species
Gynaephora selenitica known from very old findings from Bohemia (the data were summarized by Sterneck
1929), the species Laelia coenosa was included, which was also reported from Bohemia, though if only based
on few findings, which were no more repeated (LEkES 2000b, Sumpicu 2001). In spite of this, we tend to
consider that this is a member of our fauna, whose status is currently also unknown. In connection with the
future accumulation of new knowledge about the current and historical distribution of species of the family in
the Czech Republic, it is to expect changes in the list presented here. The nomenclature and classing of species
was employed in accordance with LagTgvka (1998).
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Arctiidae (prastevnikoviti)

[tiida/class: Insecta; i4d/order: Lepidoptera; éeled/family: Arctiidae]

VLADIMIR VRABEC, ZDENEK LASTUVKA, JAN SumpICH, Jan HrNCIR, Joser MATOUS, STANISLAV
Marek, PETR HERMAN, VLADIMIR HuLa, TomAS Kuras, Jiki BENES, MARTIN KONVICKA &
ZDENEK FrIC

V Ceské republice je uvddén vyskyt 46 prislusniki této Celedi (LaSTOVKA 1998). Jde v previz-
né vétsiné o ndpadné a pestré motyly, jejichz determinace podle bézné dostupnych pfirucek (napf.
Faj¢ix 2003) necini s vyjimkou nékterych lisejnikoved (Lithosiinae) problémy. Monograficky neni
Zeled pro uzemi CR zpracovina, faunistické udaje jsou nedplné a jsou rozptyleny v riiznych studiich
zpracovdvajicich samostatné lokality. Z rozsahlejsich podrobnéji zpracovanych Gzemi mozno uvést
napf. jihovychodni Moravu (KRALICEK & GoTTwALD 1984), Palavu (LASTGVKA 1994), stiedni
Polabi (VrRaBEC 1996), Litovelské Pomoravi (Konvicka 1999), Rozdalovickou tabuli (LEKES
2000a), Bilé Karpaty (GorTwAaLD & BELin 2001), Zelezné hory (Sumpicu 2001), Moravsky
kras (LasTovka & Marek 2002). Rozsifeni jednotlivych druhi je v soucasnosti pfedmétem stu-
dia, data shromazduje Spolecnost pro ochranu motyli. Zékladni udaje o bionomii a ekologii vétsiny
nasich druhi jsou do podrobnosti zndmy a dokumentoviny v zahranicni literatufe (napf. LEPIDO-
PTEROLOGEN ARBEITSGRUPPE 2000, zde i vyobrazeni housenek a kukel).

Do jednotlivych kategorii bylo dle uvézeni autord zafazeno celkem 16 druhi Celedi (tj. zhruba
35% zastupci). Jde vétsinou o dobfe determinovatelné druhy, charakteristické bud pro ur¢ity ohro-
Zeny typ biotopu (napf. pisciny, xerothermn stepi, skalnatd stanovisté apod.) nebo druhy u kterych
je jasné pozorovén tstup, pouze nékolik mélo druhi pfislusi mezi obecné ,vzdcné a nehojné®. V sou-
vislosti s tim, jak budou shromazdoviny nové poznatky o soucasném a historickém rozsifeni druhi
Zeledi v CR, lze ocekdvat zmény v nize predlozeném seznamu. Nomenklatura a fazeni druht uziva-
né v seznamu je dle LASTOVKY (1998), deskd jména jsou dle NovAxka ef al. (1991).

pro tizemi CR vymizely - regionally extinct in CR (RE)
Arctia festiva (Hufnagel, 1766) — pristevnik pryscovy [Arctiidae]
Pericallia matronula (Linné, 1758) — pidstevnik stiemchovy [Arctiidae]

kriticky ohrozeny — critically endangered (CR)

Phragmatobia luctifera (Denis et Schiffermiiller, 1775) — prastevnik smuteéni [Arctiidae]
Spilosoma urticae (Esper, 1789) — piistevnik kopfivovy [Arctiidae]

Watsonarctia casta (Esper, 1785) — ptstevnik mafinkovy [Arctiidae]

ohrozeny — endangered (EN)
Coscinia cribraria (Linné, 1758) — piéstevnik fialkovy [Arctiidae]

236



Chelis maculosa (Denis et Schiffermiiller, 1775) — prastevnik svizelovy [Arctiidae]
Puaidia rica (Freyer, 1858) — lidejnikovec Sedavy [Arctiidae]

Rhyparia purpurata (Linné, 1758) — pastevnik angrestovy [Arctiidae]

Setina roscida (Denis et Schiffermiller, 1775) — lidejnikovec maly [Arctiidae]

zranitelny — vulnerable (VU)

Cycnia luctuosa (Geyer, 1833) — prastevnik cernoskvrnny [Arctiidae]
Hyphoraia aulica (Linné, 1758) — pfastevnik uzankovy [Arctiidae]
Spiris striata (Linné, 1758) — pidstevnik jestfdbnikovy [Arctiidae]

téméf ohrozeny — near threatened (NT)

Lithosia quadra (Linné, 1758) - lisejnikovec ¢tveroskvrnny [Arctiidae]
Pelosia obtusa (Herrich-Schiffer, 1852) - lisejnikovec bazinny [Arctiidac]
Thyria jacobaeae (Linné, 1758) — ptastevnik starckovy [Arctiidae]

Forty-six species of this family are known from the Czech Republic (LasTtvka 1998). These are mostly
conspicuous and colorful lepidopterans, whose identification with the help of commonly available handbooks
(e.g. Fay¢ix 2003) presents no problems except for certain Lithosiinae. There is no monograph of the family
for the Czech Republic fauna. Faunistic data are incomplete and they are scattered in different studies aimed
at independent localities. Larger areas that were subjected to detailed faunistic studies are for example south-
east Moravia (KRALICEK & GoTTWALD 1984), the Protected Landscape Area Pilava (LASTOVKA 1994),
the land surrounding the middle stream of the Labe stfedni Polabi (Vrasec 1996), the protected Landscape
Area Litovelské Pomoravi (Konvicka 1999), the table Rozdalovickd tabule (LEkES 2000a), the range Bilé
Karpaty (GorTwaLD & BELin 2001), the range Zelezné hory (Sumpicu 2001) and the karst Moravsky
kras (LaSTOVKA & Marek 2002.). The distribution of particular species is currently being studied; the data
are accumulated by the Society for Protection of Lepidoptera. Basic data on bionomy and ecology of most
our species are known and documented in details in the foreign literature (e.g. LEPIDOPTEROLOGEN AR-
BEITSGRUPPE 2000, including illustrations of caterpillars and pupae). Based on considerations of the authors,
total of 16 species of the family (i.e. about 35% of its members) were included into particular categories. These
are mostly well identifiable species, either characteristic for a certain endangered biotope type (e.g. sands,
xerotherm steppes, rocky habitats, etc.), or species, whose recession was clearly observed. Only few species
belong to those, which are in general “rare and not abundant”. In connection with the accumulation of new
knowledge about the current and historical distribution of species of the family in the Czech Republic, it is to
expect changes in the list presented here. The nomenclature and classing of species in the list was employed in
accordance with Lasttvka (1998).
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