



































louky v udoli JV od Drouzetic blize Dolejsiho rybnika, ca 400—410 m n. m.; 3. slatinné louky
v udoli JV od Cernikova, ca 415 —430 m n.m.; 4. slatinné louka u rybni¢ka J od Domanic, ca 430
az 440 mn.m. (Hol.); 5. slatinna louka na J tipati vrechu Chlumu S od Rovné, ca 430 m n. m.;
6. skalky v opusténych lomovych jamach na S svahu SV vybézku vrehu Chlumu S od Rovné,
ca 520 az 530 m n. m. (Hol.).

Scabiosa columbaria L. ssp. eucolumbaria. 1 o m.: 1. pastvina a meze na navrsi Sibenici
SV od Katovie, ca 420 —444 m n. m.; 2. lesik na navrsi Baniné SZ od Drazejova, ca 405—435 m
n. m.; 3. lesiky, meze a pastviny na navrsi Na harce J od Krt, ca 415—440 m n. m.: 4. vipencové
pahorky v Krtech, ca 420—430 m n. m.; 5. navrsi SV od osady Strely, ca 420 —440 m n. m. (C h.):
6. pii cesté¢ J od rybnitku SZ od Drazejova, ca 420 m n. m. (C h.); 7. pastvina blize V biehu ryb-
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Mapka 3.: Rozsiteni Scabiosa columbaria ssp. eucolumbaria @ a S. ochroleuca g na Strakonicku.

nika JV od Krt, ca 425 m n. m. (Ch.); 8. pastvina pii SZ az S okraji lesa na Tisovniku SV od
Krt, ca 440—460 m n. m.; 9. lesik a meze na Z ¢asti navrsi (500 m) JZ od Hubenova, ca 450 az
470 m n. m.; 10. navrsi v obei Hubenové, ca 470 —490 m n. m.; 11. svétliny v lesich a lesni okraje
na vrchu Kuridle SZ od Strakonic, ca 440 —545 m n. m. (Celakovsk y 1868—1883, Ve-
«oly A 1898, Brozik 1951-1952, 1956); 12. svétlé lesy na vrechu zvaném ,,Oupefova
(513 m) a meze na jeho Z svahu SV od Drazejova, ca 470 —503 m n. m.; 13. bor a lesni okraje na
tablém hitbetu S od vrchu Kuiidla SZ od Strakonic, ca 470—500 m n. m. (Celakovsky
1868 —1883); 14. lesni svétliny a lesni okraje na vapencich vrchu Tisovniku SZ od Drouzetic,
ca 460 580 mn. m. (Velenovsky uInula salicina apud Celakovsky 1868—1883);
15. lesni svétliny a okraje na J svahu Brezového vrehu SV od Hubenova, ca 500 —570 m n. m.;
16. lom na pastvingé pti J okraji osady Cernikova, ca 430 m n. m. (C h.); 17. meze na J svahu
vrehu Sibeniéniku S od Strakonice, ca 430—490 mn. m. (M o r. - H 0 1.); 18. na svétlindch v lesich
J i S ¢asti vrehu Sibeniéniku S od Strakonic, ca 450—510 m n. m. (Mor. - HoL): 19. meze
a lesik na navrsi JV od Drouzetic, ca 400 —430 m n. m.; 20. meze na navrsi (440 m) SV od Drou-
zetie, ca 420 —440 m n. m.; 21. meze a lesik na navrsi JZ od dvora Kaletic JZ od Radomysle,
ca 425 —440 m n. m.;: 22. svétliny v lesich na vrchu Hradei J od Domanie, ca 415—512 m n. m.
(yr&wdépodobné lokalita Velenovského ,vrch usilnice z Domanic do Strakonic* apud
Celakovsky 1868 —1883); 23. meze na svahu nad V biehem Horejsiho rybnika JZ od Do-
manic, ca 415 —440 m n. m.; 24. na mezich mezi vrchy Hradcem a Ostrym JV od Domanic, ca 450
aZz 470 m n. m.; 25. svétliny v lesich na vrchu Ostrém (zvlasté na Z svahu) JV od Domanic, ca 470
azb00mn.m. (Mor.-Hol); 26.lesik zvany ,,Slidova‘ a prilehlé meze na ndvrsi V od Domanic,
ca 450—498 mn. m. (Mor.- Hol); 27. pastviny, meze a lesiky na navrsich SV od Domanic,
ca 420—-495 mn. m. (Mor. - Hol); 28. meze na J svahu navrsi zvaného ,,Véno“ J od Rado-
mysle, ca 440 —480 m n. m.; 29. svétliny a lesni okraj na navrsi pii SV tpati vrehu Ostrého JV
od Domanie, ca 480 —500 m n. m.; 30. navrsi V od vrchu Ostrého SZ od Rovné, ca 430 —490 m
n. m.; 31. vapencové navrdi SZ od Rovné, ca 425 —440 m n. m.; 32. les zvany ,,Sedlina’* a meze

13



pri jeho Z a% S okraji na navrsi (479 m) SZ od Rovné, ca 440—479 m n. m.; 33. svétliny v lesich
(hlavné na 7 ¢asti) vrehu Chlumu S od Rovné, ca 460—540 m n, m.

Scabiosa ochroleuca Li.: Tento druh ma na strakonickych vapencich mnohem mensi rozsi-
feni nez druh predesly (viz mapka na str. 13) a zaujima maly samostatny aredl, ktery se nikde
nepiekryva s aredlem S. columbaria ssp. eucolumbaria, prestoze jejich nejblizsi lokality nejsou od
sebe vzdaleny ani 2 km. Jedinou vyjimku by tvotila lokalita ¢. 1, kterou v8ak povazuji za pochybnou.
Na tuto nidpadnou vikarisaci obou druhu v Cechach upozornil jiz Schustler (1918 p. 109)
a je pozoruhodné, Ze se projevuje i na tak malém Uzemi, jaké zaujimaji strakonické vapence:
1. vreh Kufidlo SZ od Strakonie, ca 450—545 m n. m. (Brozik 1956, presto ze navstévuji
tuto lokalitu jiz Fadu let, nikdy jsem zde tento druh nenalezl; je zde viak dosti hojny druh pre-
desly); 2. pastvina na navesi pii SV okraji Roepice, ca 440 —450 m n. m. (Ch.); 3. pastviny, meze
a opuitény lom na navrsi JV od Repice, ca 430—435 m n. m. (Hol.); 4. meze a opuStény vi-
pencovy lom v polich mezi Repici a Rovnou, ca 420 m n. m. (C h.); 5. meze na JV svahu vrehu
(442 m) SZ od Slanika, ca 420 m n. m.; 6. meze, pastviny a opusténé lomy na J az JZ svahu
navrsi J od Rovné, ca 400 —430 m n. m.

Teucrium botrys L.: 1. vapencové skalky na vrcholu vrehu Ostrého JV od Domanic, ca 518 m
n. m.; 2. vépencové lomy, misty 1 skalky a pastviny na navrsi SZ od Rovné, ca 420—440 m n. m.;
3. kamenitd mista na J okraji lesa zvaného ,,Sedlina‘ na navrsi (479 m) SZ od Rovné, ca 440 m
n. m.; 4. vapencovy lom a misty i pfilehlé meze na J svahu nédvrsi J od Rovné, ca 400—430 m
B

Thymelaea passerina Coss. et Germ.: 1. pole a thory na navrsi JV od DrouZetic,
ca 400—430 m n. m. (Mor.-Hol); 2. meze a pole na svahu nad V biehem Hofejsiho rybnika
JZ od Domanic, ca 415—430 m n. m.; 3. pole na ndvréi SV od Domanie, ca 460—490 m n. m.;
4. pole na J svahu navrsi zvaného ,,Véno J od Radomysle, ca 450470 m n. m. (J. T o m an);
5. pole a thory zejména v okoli lomu na J svahu navrsi J od Rovné, ca 400 —430 m n. m.

Trifolium fragiferum L.: 1. slatinné pastviny u rybnitka SV od Krt, ca 438 m n. m.; 2. sla-
tinné pastviny u rybnicka Baniny SZ od Drazejova, ca 415 m n. m.; 3. slatinné pastviny S od
Drazejova, ca 420 m n. m.; 4. slatinné pastviny v adoli J od Domanic (aZ na bieh Hotejsiho ryb-
nika), ca 413440 mn. m. (H ol.); 5. slatinna pastvina u rybnika SZ od Rovné, ca 420 m n. m.

Veronica hederifolia L. ssp. triloba (O piz) Hay.: 1. pole na navrsi Na hurce J od Krt,
ca 430 - 448 m n. m.: 2. pole na navrsi pri SZ okraji lesa na Tisovniku SV od Krt, ca 440—460 m
n. m.; 3. pole na Z svahu vrchu zvaného ,,Oupefova’™ (503 m) S od DraZejova, ca 430—450 m
n. m.; 4. pole na navrsi JV od Drouzetic, ca 410430 m n. m.; 5. pole nad V biehem Hotejsiho
rybnika JZ od Domanic, ca 415—440 m n. m.; 6. pole mezi vrchy Hradcem a Ostrym JV od Do-
manic, ca 470 m n. m.; 7. pole JV az SV od Domanic, ca 440—490 m n. m.; 8. pole na navrsi
V od vrchu Ostrého SZ od Rovné, ca 430 —490 m n. m. (M. Deyl); 9. pole pii Z az S okraji
lesa zvaného ,,Sedlina* SZ od Rovné, ca 440—470 m n. m.; 10. pole na véapencich JV az V od
Rnpice, ca 420--440 m n. m.; 11. pole na J az JZ svahu navrii J od Rovné, ca 400—430 m n. m.;
12. pole na S tipati vrchu Chlumu J od Oseka, ca 470 — 500 m n. m.; 13. pole na navrsi S od Brlohu,
ca 440 —450 m n. m.

Veronica teucrium L. ssp. pseudochamaedrys (J a cq.) Nym.: 1. kfovinaté meze na JZ
svahu navrsi (500 m) JZ od Hubenova, ca 440—470 m n. m. (Ch.); 2. svétlé lesy na J svahu
vrchu Kutidla 8Z od Strakonic, ca 450—540 m n. m. (Celakovsky 1868—1883, Ve-
sely A. 1898, Brozik 1956); 3. tahly hibet S od vrchu Kufidla SZ od Strakonic, ca 480 a
500 mn. m. (Celakovsky 1868 1883, na lokalité jsem jiz nenalezl); 4. svitlé lesy na vi-
pencich vrehu Tisovniku S8Z od Drouzetic, ca 460—570 m n. m.; 5. vadpencovy pahorek pii JV
tupati Biezového vrehu SV od Hubenova, ca 500—510 m n. m.; 6. borovy les na hiebeni S ¢asti
(les Rysovy) vrechu Sibeni¢niku 8 od Strakonic, ca 500 m n. m. (J. Ha r t1); 7. meze na nd-
vrsi JV od Drouzetic, ca 410—430 m n. m.; 8. lesik § od dvora Kaletic JZ od Radomyséle, ca 430
az 440 m n. m.; 9. meze na svahu nad V biehem Hotejsiho rybnika JZ od Domanic, ca 420 —440 m
n. m. (Ch.); 10. svétliny na vrcholu vrehu Ostrého JV od Domanie, ca 500—518 m n. m.;
11. meze na navrsi V od vrehu Ostrého SZ od Rovné, ca 430 —480 m n. m.; 12. meze na J svahu
navrsi zvaného ,,Véno* J od Radomysle, ca 450 —470 m n. m.; 13, meze pii SZ okraji lesa zvaného
,,Sedlina’ na navrsi (479 m) SZ od Rovné, ca 460 —470 m n. m.; 14. hfeben SV ¢asti vrechu Chlumu
S od Rovné, ca 540 m n. m. (Ch.); 15.lesik na navrsi S od Brlohu, ca 440 —450 m n. m.; 16. past-
vina na vrcholu navrsi Hurky S od Brlohu, ca 460 —467 m n. m.

Zivér

Uzemi krystalickych vépenct u Strakonic vykazuje podstatné kvali-
tativni rozdily ve slozeni flory oproti okolnimu silikdtovému Posumavi. Tyto:
rozdily lze zjistit ve slozeni flory v§ech hlavnich ekotopii a rostlinnych formaci.
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Tim je opodstatnéno odliseni strakonického vdpencového tzemi jako zvlast-
niho regionalné fytogeografického celku. Podporuji to i poznatky fytoceno-
logické rekonstrukee puvodni vegetace a padni typologie. Jelikoz uvedena
kvétena strakonickych vapenctt mé jiny florogeneticky charakter nez teplo-
milnd kvétena, kterd na Strakonicko migrovala z , ponticko-pannonské
oblasti sttednich Clech, je tieba ji povazovat za posumavskou zvlistnost a jeji
uzemi pritadit k okresu Posumavi. Svédé pro to i shodné slozeni stromového
patra piirozenych lesnich porostt vapenct i silikath v Posumavi, které se list
od stromového patra piirozenych porostii ,,ponticko-pannonské‘‘ oblasti stiedo-
teské. Hranice strakonického vapencového tizemi lze stanovit podle rozsiteni
skupiny hojnéjsich druhti uvedené flory.
Doslo 19. dubna 1957.

Literatura

Brozik, V. (1951 —1952): Piispévek ke kvétens Strakonicka. Cs. botan. listy, IV. : 156 —157.

Brozik, V. (1956): Kuridlo u Strakonic — ndvrh nové botanické reservace. Ochrana prirody,
XI: 187,

Celakovsky, L. (1868—1883): Prodromus kvéteny éeské, T.—I1V. Praha.

Celakovsky, L. (1883): Resultate der botanischen Durchforschung Bohmens im Jahre 1882.
Sitzungsb. d. Kén. bohm. Ges. d. Wiss. Prag.

Celakovsky, L. (1890): Resultate der botanischen Durchforschung Béhmens im Jahre 1889.
Sitzungsb. d. Kén. bohm. Ges. d. Wiss. Prag.

Domin, K. (1903): Zweiter Beitrag zur Kenntnis der Phanerogamenflora von Béhmen. Sit-
zungsb. d. Koén. béhm. Ges. d. Wiss. Prag.

Domin, K. (1924): Uvahy a studie o regionalnim ¢lenéni Cech s hlediska geobotanického. Spisy
prir. fak. Karlovy univ., ¢. 9.

Domin, K. (1928): Introductory remarks to the Fifth International Phytogeographic Excur-
sion (I. P. K.) through Czechoslovakia. Acta botan. bohem., VI—VII : 3—76.

Domin, K. (1930): A new division of Czechoslovakia into natural geobotanical districts. Acta
botan. bohem., IX : 55—58.

Domin, K. (1935): Mapa geobotanickd. Vegetatni obvody. Atlas republiky Ceskoslov., 13,

Praha.
Dostal, J. (1949 —1950): Vysledky floristické price za 1éta 1940—1945. Cs. botan. listy,
I1:110.

Dostal, J. (1957): Fytogeografické élendni CSR. Sbor. Cs. spoled. zemdpisné, 62 : 1—18.

Hartl, J.,, Chan, V., Toman, J. (1957): Floristicky prispévek ke kvétend Strakonicka.
Preslia, 29 : 89—92.

Hendryeh, R.a Mlady, F. (1955): O botanické stati v dile ,,Ochrana ¢eskoslovenské pii-
rody a krajiny‘‘. Preslia, 27 : 304—310.

Krist, V. (1936): Hoice Ceskoslovenské republiky (doplitky 1.). Sbor. klubu ptirod. v Brné
za v. 1935, XVIII : 91 —102.

Novak, F. A. (1954): Piehled Geskoslovenské kvéteny s hlediska ochrany piirody a krajiny.
in Vesely, J. et al.: Ochrana teskoslovenské piirody a krajiny. II : 193 —409, Praha.

Protiva, M. (1949—1950): Kvétena vépencového Betand v Pofumavi. Cs. botan. listy,
IT: 76 —79.

Schustler, F. (1918): Xerothermni kvétena ve vyvoji vegetace ¢eské. Nakl. vlast. Praha.

Velenovsky, J. (1883): Botanickda vychdzka po okoli blatenském. Vesmir, 12 : 62—64,
78 —80.

Vesely, A. (1898): Rostlinstvo na Kufidle u Strakonic. Vesmir, 27 : 88—90, 110 —111.

Vesely, J. (1942—1943): Prispévky ke kvétens Cech. —IV. Véda pFirod., 21 : 80—81, 125,
157—158, 185.

fI. MopaBen:

JaMeTKH K pPerumoHaibHoii GoTaHmuecko-reorpafuueckoii oneHke TeppUTOPII
H3BECTHAROB BOMU3U ropojga (rpakonuie B rorozaunaanoii Yexuu

B kpncraminueckux mopojgax (rmpemmyiiectsenHo rHeucax) unpejgropbs Hlymasnr —
«Pogumaviy — naxogArcs GoJIbIe M MEHBIINE 0CTPOBKM KPUCTALINYECKIX H3BECTHAKORB.
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Bouee KpyTHble OCTPOBKU COCPEI0TOYeHEI BOMI3M ropopos Yemckuit Kpymios, Crpakonune,
u mexy ropogamu Cymmme u IopamaboBune. @diopa »THUX M3BECTHAKOB OTJINYAETCH
oT (JIOPBI COCEAHMX CHJIMKATHLIX MOPOJ Tpeikie Bcero Gompnmm GorarcTsoM BujoB. IloaTomy
HDomuu (Domin 1924, 1928, 1930) Bo cBoeM reo0OoTaHMYECKOM pPailOHHPOBAHII
Yexunm oTAeIMI HTH W3BECTHAKOBLIE TeppuTopun reoGorannmieckoro oxpyra «Pojumaviy kak
nogokpyru. Opmaxo un [l 0o M # H, HuU APyrue aBTOPH He IPUBEIM CHICKA BUIOB, OTIN-
YAIONMUX WUBBECTHAKOBLIC IOJOKPYrM OT COOCTBEHHO CHJIMKATHON TeppuTopuu oLpyra
«Posumavi». B maunoii pabore s cTpeMyioch OCBETUTH HTY MPoOIeMy HA MpUMepe M3BeCTH-
KoBoit Teppuropun BOIMK CTpaKoHUIE, TIABHEIM 00pa3oM, ¢ TOYKH 3PEHHA KAUeCTBEHHOTO
pasanuua Guaopsl.

Pasauunst B cocrase (Quopel U3BeCTHAKOBOI TeppuTopun 0T (GIophl cocegHeil Ccmiu-
KaTHOI TePPUTOPUN OUellb BHIPABUTEILIL N KACAIOTCA BCEX TIABHBIX HKOTOMOB. DT0 0060-
3HAUAeT, UTO pasnmuuA He TOJbKO dKoJIorundecknme. Bo BTOPHUHBIX JIECOHACAHEHMX,
TIpeskje BCEro COCHOBHIX (Pinus silvestris 1..), MOKDPHIBAIOMUX B HACTOSIIEE BPEMS 4YaCTh
HKOTOTIOB  KJIMMAKCOBHIX (opMaiuii, pacTyT HeKOTOpble JIeCHble M JIECOCTEIIHbIe BUJLHI,
KOTOPHIX MBI He HAaXOAUM HA AHAJIOIMYHHIX MecTOOOUTAHUAX CHJIMKATHONH TEeppUTOpUM.
Crnmcok pTUX BUIOB IpuBeped na crpanune 3 mop N I. HewoTopnle m3 HUX pacryT B Ha-
CTOsIiTlCe BPeMs Taw/ke Ha CyXHX nacrOuI@ax m Me:max. B cocrasBe cOpHAKOBON (Iopbl mostei
HA DKOTOMAX KJINMAKCOBHIX (opMaruii HAXOAATCA HECKOILKO BHAOB, OTCYTCTBYIOIUX
Ha TOJIAX CHINKATHOI TeppuTopuu oxkpyra «Pofumavi (ux comcor ma crp. 3 mog Ne IT1.).
B pommnax ma MecTooObITAHUSAX YBIGKHEHHBIX I'PYHTOBOIl BOXOIl, HAXOAATCH OO0JOTHBIE
ayra u macrouma. Mx mousa GoraTa OpranmvyecKUMN BEIIECTBAMU I KAaJbIIEM, BBIMBITLIM
TPYHTOBOIL BOJ0iI M3 M3BECTHAKOBHIX HOPOJ. I'pyrnma BUJOB OTIHYAIONINX DT Jyra U HacT-
6uma 0T Mogo0HBIX HA TEPPUTOPHN CHJIMKATHLIX TOPOJ, MpUBefeHa Ha cTp. 3 mox Ne I1.
Bee atu cnimckn BUOB, XapaKTepHBLIX JIA TEPPUTOPUN M3BeCTHAKOB BOsm3u CTpakoHuie,
MpeCcTaRiIsioT coG0il JIOCTATOUHOE OCHOBAHWE I BLIJEJEHUs DTOMl TePPUTOPUU € TOUKHK
3peHud (QUIOPUCTHKI KAk CAMOCTOATEJILHOIl permoHadbHOit OoTaHudecko-reorpaduuec-
KO euHUIIbI,

JlanHple reo0oTaHnYyecKOl PEKOHCTPYKIUMW [OJJIIMHHOI pACTUTETLIOCTH W JIAHHbIe
THIIOJOMIN [0YB OOHAPYKUBAIOT JIAJbHERINe PA3Iuund MEeHYy WM3BeCTHAKROBON W CHIM-
KaTHOI Teppuropueii. Ha KINMAKCOBBIX MECTOOOHTAHNAX KPUCTAIINIECKIX M3BECTHAKOB
pociu wadbinuduiabaere pyopasel (Quercus robur 1..). Ha ceBepHBIX CKJIONAX HEKOTOPLIX
XOJIMOB HAXo[Inch HeGoJpmne OCTPOBKM OYKOBBIX JecoB. B DTHX Jlecax pociau BUAH
n3 rpymiet Ne 1. (cTp. 3) ¢ MEHBIINM [PUCYTCTBHEM CBETOJIOOUBHIX BUOB, YEM B CEroHSAMI-
HUX JIECHBIX HACAMIEHNAX. 110UBeHHBIM TUTIOM yKABAHHBIX TOJIMHHLIX JeCOB HA N3BECTHAKAX
OblTa PEHIBIHA, MEKLY TeM KaK MOUINHHEBE auuanduiabiee 1yopaBbl HA I'Heficax U IPAaHITAX
Xapakrepusopainck oaurorpopueim Oyposemom. B monmuax, mWa mouBe yBIaMHEHHO
IPYHTOBOIE BOJOIi, HAXOZMIINCH 3apOCIn Kileiikoit onbxu (Alnus glutinosa (L.) G aert n.),
KOTOpHIE, BEPOATHO, He OTIMYAJINCL CYMIECTBEHHO OT 3apocieil aHATOIMYHHIX DKOTOMOB
CININKATHOH TeppuTopuu. B HacTosmee BpeMsa Mbl He HAXOJNM [lae 0CTATHOB DTUX (PUTO-
LEHO30B U M0YTOMY TPYAHO cefe mpejcTaBiTh KAKYI0 POJlb UTPATN JIYIOBble BUIHL W3 I'PYIIIbL
Ne TI. B ux cocrane.

Eue HecKoIbKO 3aMedaHuii o 1moBoay GaoporeHeTnHeCKUX OTHOIIEHIIT W3BECTIAKOBO
TeppuTopnu BOIKU3K ropoja CTpakoHulle K HIPUMBIKAIOLIIM TeppUTOPUAM. Y Kasannasg @iopa
n3BecTHAKOB ropoja Crpakonuie (riasibiM o0pazom rpynna Ne 1.) He cOCTOUT B MUTpauoH-
HOW CBAIBM ¢ «IOHTHYECKoib Qaopoit cpeguneil Yexun, a nocut nioit xapawTep, yem ¢iopa
CperHeYeHICKOI0 MPONCXOMKICHNS, HAXOTANAACA TaKkme B OKpecHOCTH Topoja CrparoHure
HAa CYXUX M TeIIbIX MEeCTOOOUTAHNAX KAk HA N3BECTHSKOBHIX, TAR M HA CHJIHKATHHIX IMTOPOIAX.
Jta faopa Murpuponaia B okpectocTn ropoja GrpakoHune u3 Temaoit TeppuTopuu cpegHei
Yexuu no gomrHam pex Bartasel 1 OTaBnl 1 0HA [[0 CUX [I0P CBABAHA CBOMMU MECTOHAXOM/Ie-
HUAMA B OTUX JI0JIMHAX C ee CPeHeuelcKnM pacipocTpaneHneM.

Briarouenue rteppuropun mspectnsaron BOMu3M ropojga CTpakoHule KAk MOAOKpPYyra
B oxrpyr «Posumavi», koropoe nmpoussesr L o M u H cuyurao npasuiabHeM. O6 HTOM CBUE-
TeILCTBYET M COCTAB JIPEBECHOTO SIPyca MOIUHHLIX RINMAKCOBHIX guronenoson. [Lus okpyra
«PoSumavi» BRIIOUNTEILHO U3BECTHAKOB Xapankrepno npeobaaganue nyoda (Quercus robur 1..)
pejkoe npucyrersue Oyka u orcyrersue o0bdaoro rpabda (Carpinus betulus 1..), Mesuy Tem
KaK Ha «IOHTHYECKO-IIAHHOHCKOIy Tepputopuu cpejgaeit Yexun ¢ gyGom yacro BeTpedaercs
rpaf, a Ha CeBePHLIX CKIIOHAX HepegKko BeTpedaeTcs OyK.

I'panuita M3BeCTHAKOBON TeppuTopuu BOJusKM ropoja CTpakoHulle NpuBejeHa HA PU-
cyHue Ne 2, .
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J'.. Moravec:

Some Remarks on the Regional-Plant Geographie Classification of the
Limestone Territory near the Town of Strakonice in South-Western Bohemia

The foothills of the Sumava mountains, the socalled Po$umavi, is built of crystallic rocks,
namely granites and gneisses. In the gneisses crystallic limestones occur as larger or smaller
islands, isolated or in aggregations. The largest aggregations of limestone islands are close to the
towns of Cesky Krumlov and Strakonice and between Horazdovice and Susice. The flora
of these limestone territories is very rich in species and differs strikingly from that of the surround-
ing silicate soils. Respecting this difference, D omin (1924, 1928, 1930) has separated the lime-
stone territory of €. Krumlov and those of Susice and Strakonice as subdistricts of the district
of Podumavi (the foothills of Sumava) in his classification of Bohemia’s natural geobotanical
districts. Neither D o min nor other authors have given any list of species for differentiation
of these limestone subdistricts from the proper silicate territory of the district of PoSumavi.
In this paper the author attempts to illustrate this problem on the example of the limestone
territory of Strakonice mainly from the standpoint of qualitative floristic differences.

If a territory is to be classified as an independent regional-plant geographical unit, the flora
of all main plant formations and ecotopes should differ qualitatively from that of all the main
plant formations and ecotopes on the adjoining territory of another unit. The flora of the limestone
territory of Strakonice differs considerably from that of the surrounding silicate territory. This
ditference may be discovered in the flora of all the main ecotopes and it is not only of ecological
character. Now a part of the ecotopes of climax formations are covered with secondary wood
cultures, prevalently with those of pine (Pinus silvestris 1..). A number of species of the forest or
woodlike steppe type may be found there that do not occur in the analogous habitats in the sili-
cate territory. These species grow in sunny cultural pine woods, on dry pastures and field bound-
aries in the present time. Their list is presented on page 3 under No. I. The major part of the
heliophilous species named in this group occurs probably more abundantly in present-day sunny
pine woods than was the case in the original climax forest. The fields on the ecotopes of climax
formations in the limestone territory are characterized by a group of weeds (the group No. I1IL
on page 3) which do not occur in the fields of the silicate territory of the district of Posumavi.
In the bottoms of the valleys there are meadows and pastures on waterlogged soil rich in organic
matter and chalk that has been leached from limestones. These ammoor meadows and pastures
are also characterized by a group of species (No. Il on page 3) that distinguishes the water-
logged meadows in the limestone territory from those of the silicate territory of PoSumavi. The
list of species cited offers a sufficient basis for separating the limestone territory near the town
of Strakonice as an independent regional-plant geographical unit according to floristic criteria.

On the base of the reconstruction of the original vegetation (climaxes and permanent com-
munities), together with the data offered by soil typology, other differences between the lime-
stone and silicate territories may be revealed. The climax habitats on limestones were formerly
occeupied by caleiphilous oak forest (Quercus robur 1.). The northern slopes of a few hills were
covered with beech forest (Fagus silvatica L.) The plants named in the group No. I. on page 3

hrove in the herb layer of both climax forests. The representative soil type is rendzina, whereas
the acidiphilous oak forests on granites or gneisses are characterized by an oligotrophic braunerde.
The alder woods (Alnus glutinosa (L.) G a e r tn.) were most probably the permanent community
on waterlogged habitats of the valley-bottoms. It is, however, very difficult to imagine the occur-
ence of the meadow species of the group No. IT (page 3) in these communities. In the author’s
opinion alder woods of limestone territory were nearly identical with those of silicate territory
owing to the prevalence of the underground water factor.

The data cited confirm the separating of the limestone territory of Strakonice as a peculiar
unit from the viewpoint of regional-plant geography. Its relation to the surrounding territory
and its position in the classification of Bohemia into plant geographical districts will be discussed
now. Velenovsky (1883) has regarded the great part of species cited in the group No. 1
(page 3) as characteristic of the warm territory of central Bohemia. According to Domin
(1903) even pontic plant communities occur in South-Bohemian limestone habitats. In the later
papers of D omin (1924, 1928, 1930) the limestone territory of Strakonice is regarded as a part
of the hercynian subregion of the Hercynian-Sudetic region. The author considers this idea to
be correct. The flora of the limestones of Strakonice, namely the group No. I, has no migratory
connection with the central-Bohemian “pontic”’ flora and bears other features than the flora
of that proveniency, the flora occuring in the country of Strakonice, too. The flora of central
Bohemian ‘“pontic-pannonian’ territory has come into the country of Strakonice through the val-
leys of the rivers Vitava and Otava; it occurs prevalently in warm and sunny habitats on both
silicate and limestone soils. At present the river-valleys mentioned above present a migratory
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connection with the thermophilous flora of central Bohemia, The classification of the limestone
territory of Strakonice as a subdistrict of the district of Posumavi (D o min 1930) may be prov-
ed true when we examine the composition of the tree layer of the former climax forest reconstructed
on the base of the natural distribution of the most important forest trees of the present time.
The greatest part of the territory of Sumava foothills — the Pogumavi (incl. limestones), espec-
ially the territory of middle and upper parts of the Otava water system are characterized by the
dominance of oak (Quercus robur) and a relatively insignificant occurence of beech (Fagus silva-
tica) and by the absence of the hornbeam (Carpinus betulus L.). In the “pontic-pannonian’
central-Bohemian territory the occurence of hornbeam and beech besides oak is very character-
istic.

The boundaries of the limestone territory of Strakonice (map No. 2) have been determined,
using the distribution of several abundant species as indicators of limestone substratum.
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