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The historical records on the occurrence of Entodon schleicheri in Czechoslovakia are
partly based on incorrectly identified material (ScHirFNER 1900), partly the vaucher
specimen is missing in herbarium (GYorr¥y 1924). However, the species has been
found in Praha in 1987.
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Schiffner, an author of the first published record on the occurrence of Ento-
don schleicheri on the present Czechoslovakia’s territory, mentioned this moss
in the village Svor near Cvikov in Northern Bohemia (SCHIFFNER 1900:
354 — | Cylindrothecium Schleicheri Br. BEUR. — Zwickau: auf einem Stroh-
dache in Ober-Réhrsdorf gegen das Forsthaus und das Wasserwerk, in scho-
nen schwellenden, goldglanzenden Rasen in der Nahe von Ptilidium ciliare,
Hypnum cupressiforme, Dicranum scoparium ete., steril., 1. September
1900 — Schiffner.”). It was very likely this record that was taken over by
Pirous (1948: 306 — “Entodon cladorrhizans (!, MULL., on calcarcous stones
and walls, rare. Cvikov.” [Translation from Czech]) and PoprEra (1954:
646 — “Entodon Schleicheri (ScHinrER) BrorHERUS, Bohemia septentr.,
Cvikov — Zwickau.”). In 1957, Pilous expressed doubts concerning the
occurrence of Entodon schleicheri in Czechoslovakia and revised the original
material (Proous 1957: 621 — ... I visited Schiffner’s locality but the roof
mentioned by him had been covered with metal plate earlier... so that I did
not find this moss. Redetermination of Schiffner’s specimen showed that
it is only the common species Pleurozium Schreberi Mirr. in compressed,
creeping form. Consequently, it is necessary to remove this species from the
checklist of our mosses.” |Translation from Czech]). Later, in the key to
Czechoslovak bryophytes (PiLous et Duba 1960), Pilous again commented the
oceurrence of this species in the form of a short note (p. 506 — “Cylindro-
thecium cladorrhizans is recorded from Cvikov but does not grow in Czecho-
slovakia.”” [Translation from Czech]). Schiffner’s specimen (PRC — “Cylindro-
hecium Schleicheri: Bohemia, Zwickau, Ober Rohrsdorf, Strohdache, 1900,
eg. V. Schiffner.”) is correctly revised by Pilous as Pleurozium schrebert
(Briv.) MiTT. (“Entodon Schreberi f. reptans m., 20. 8. 1964, det. Z. Pilous.”).
It should be noted, however, that probably Schiffner himself soon realized
the original incorrect determination; four years later, Bauer issued an ex-
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siccate (Bauer, Musci europaei exsiccati no. 1299) collected (and identified ?)
by Schiffner as Hypnum schreberi from the same locality.

Another, later almost completely neglected, report on the occurrence of
Entodon. schleicheri from Trenéianské Teplice in Western Slovakia was
published by GYORFFY (1924: 31 — “Entodon Schleicheri, Trencén-Teplic,
leg. Bihari.”). Based on the loan request by Professor J. Véaita — his kind
communication of this information is very appreciated — Professor T. I.
Stefureac (letter of 12. 3. 1984 adressed to J. \'(’um) informed him that Gyorf-
ty’s specimen of Entodon schleicheri is not present in Clui (CL). The occurrence
of this species at the above locality (which, however, is far from being exactly
locatable) therefore remains unclear because the revision of this specimen is
not possible.

Czechoslovakia is listed by DULL (1985) among the countries where Entodon
schleicheri should occur. This report, nevertheless, is based solely on the
literature data (as also admitted by the author of the account).

In spite of the fact that the literature records on the occurrence of Entodon
schleicheri proved incorrect or unreliable, the species in question actually
does occur in Czechoslovakia. It was found — within the framework of the
bryofloristical investigation of some Prague parks — at the following locality:
Praha, forest Kunr atu'ky les, on a concrete wall along old stairs bol(m the
cote 296, ca. 275 m a.s.l., fertile (partly with fallen hds) growing through
Bryoerythrophyllum recurvirostre (Hrpw.) CHEN, 10, 10. 1987, leg. Z. Soldan.
It should be emphasized that bryologically the Prague environs represent
one of the most thoroughly investigated areas in Czechoslovakia from the
bryological point of view (Pospisir. 1987).

A concrete wall does correspond to the substrata (limestone rocks, walls
ete.) mentioned in literature. Entodon schleichert is distributed — along with
Asia, Africa and North America — mainly in Southern and Central Europe
and its distribution pattern is characterized as submediterranean-subconti-
nental-dealpine (DtLL 1985). The locality discovered is close to the northern
limit of the European part of the distribution but the northernmost locality
is probably in Ederbergland (see Frany et FrREY 1983: 475).

As no figure of Entodon schleicheri has so far been published in Czecho-
slovakia, a Cdrawi ing emphasizing the diacritical features of it is provided to
allow dlstmorulshm(r Entodon schleicheri (Scatmp.) DEMET. from other Euro-
pean species of the genus (Entodon conc mnus (De Not.) Par., K. cladorrhizans
(Hepw.) C. MtrL. and K. compressus C. MULL.): glossy, velowish green
plants with quite complanate stems, megulatlx branched, creeping, often
with stolons and quite dense tangel of rhizoids (Fig. 1.5); leaves strongly
concave, tapered to acute to acuminate apex (apices sometimes directed
downwards), often considerably asymmetrical with inconspicuous tran-
sitions to keeled structure in lateral sides of stem (Fig. 1.1, 1.2); angular cells
of stem leaves hyaline (Fig. 1.4); capsule on quite long seta with peristomal
teeth striate in various directions in its lower half, segments non-papilose.

SOUHRN

O vyskytu mechu Entodon schleicheri (Scurme.) Demet. v Ceskoslovensku existuji dva lite-
rarni udaje. Revizi polozky Schiffnerova shéru (ScHrrrNEr 1900) z obee Svor u Cvikova viak
Pirous (1957) zjistil chybnost puvodniho uréeni. Opomijeny Gyorffyho udaj z Trencianskych
Teplic (Gyorrry 1924) bohuzel neni dolozen v piislusném herbéati. Novy nélez tohoto druhu,
pochazejici z tzemi hlavniho mésta Prahy, opraviiuje jeho viazeni do ¢eskoslovenské bryoflory.
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Novinkou a pro uzivatele velkou vyhodou je neobyc¢ejné prehledné usporadani celé piirucky.
V tvodnich kapitolach vysvétlujicich uzivané terminy a nomenklaturu jsou podstatné informace
vytistény na Sedém pozadi, takze vyrazné vystupuji z ostatnilhio textu. Vlastni urc¢ovaci klite
jsou dva — pro nekvetouci a kvetouci rostliny. Pracné listovani v kli¢i odstranuje okrajovy re-
gistr, délici rostliny uz v prvnim kroku do sedmi skupin (rostliny s listy stétinovitymi. slozenymi
nebo svinutymi atd.). Kli¢ vyborné doplhuji obrazky vsech uvedenych druhi, predevsim téch
jejich ¢asti, kde jsou diakritické znaky. Urcovani je krom toho velmi ulehéeno paralelnim uspo-
fadanim znakt u dvojic tézko rozeznatelnych druhu (nekvetouci Festuca pratensis a Lolium
multiflorum). Za vlastnim klicem nasleduji strucéné, opét velmi prehledné kapitoly o travnich
osevnich smésich — pokud jde o druhové slozeni a razné ucely zakladaného porostu (louka,
pastvina, hfisté apod.). Hlavni zasady jsou opét zvyraznény na sedém pozadi a doplnény tabul-
kami. Obecné je probrana i otdzka odrid s odkazem na podrobné literarni adaje.

Pouzitelnost prirucky je omezovana tim, ze obsahuje — jak napovida uz jeji ndzev — jen
48 nejcastéjsich druhu trav, predev#im druhu luk, pastvin a ticelovych travnika. Kromé lesnich
druhti chybi i velka éast (v CSSR pomérné hojnyceh) druhit xerotermnich travniki (Festuca rupi-
cola agg. aj.) a druhy plevelné, sifici se do extenzivnich luénich porostt a lad (z rodu Calamagrostis
je uvedena jen C. canescens). Na druhé strané jsou uvedeny i druhy u nas uz pomérnd iidké nebo
jen zavlékané (Bromus racemosus, Hordeum secalinum). Tyto disproporce jsou oviem dany odlis-
nymi fyvtogeografickymi, vice kontinentalnimi poméry u nés. Od prirucky, kterd ma byt spis
orientaéni pomuckou pro zakladni determinaci, nelze sice zddat dikladnéjsi feseni taxonomicky
obtiznych skupin, ale nékteré uvedené znaky mohou byt i zavadéjici. Tak napi. jediné rozliseni
dvou uvedenych taxont z komplexu Festuca rubra (F. rubra a F. commutata) odpovida spise
rozliseni F. rubra a F. multiflora (F. diffusa Dumort.). K rozliseni Poa annua a . supina neni
uveden nejspolehlivéjsi znak — délka prasniki. Skoda je 6%, %e na rozdil od piedeslych vydani
kli¢e, chybi zcela synonyma druhovych jmen.

Jako priruc¢ka pro prvni orientaci a ur¢eni luénich trav m4i v8ak kniha velky vyznam.

D. Blazkové
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