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Abstract

The author is sirveying the history of the malacologmal investigation in the Great Hungarian
Plain from 1868 until our days.

The Great Plain belonged to the least explored regions of Hungary, though it is the largest
geographical region of the country. Till 1956, not more than 31 publications dealt with the land-snail
fauna. The research workers of the fin di siecle and of the early part of our century, mostly geologists:
MocsaAry, Loczy, ToMGOsVARY, TRAXLER, Csiky, KorMos, TREITZ, SCHLESCH, carried out mainly
sporadic collections at the fringes of the Great Plain, now outside our frontiers. The fauna of the
Great Plain is characterized by L. So0s, Rotarides, CzOGLER, until the end of the nineteen-forties,
who relied on the data of seventy sampling sites. They did not perform any investigations on the
marshiands and wooded areas, which were in that time still undisturbed and free from draining. The
systematical malacological exploration of the Great Plain began in the nineteen-fifties, when the
Academical Programme of Tisza Research started. This programme was limited to the inundation
area of the Tisza. HORVATH, VASARHELYI and later BABA, as members of the Tisza-Research Working
Committee, have extended their investigations outside the inundation area of the Tisza, as well.
In addition to VAGVOLGYI, mainly the students of A. HorvATH have joined, apart from BA4Ba, since
the sixties-seventies, in the research work, in some regions of the Great Plain (GeBHARDT, RICH-
NOVSZKY, KOVACS) The first Hungarian malacological conference, as well, was organized on their
suggestion in Szeged.

In the Great Plain 97 species have so far been found, proving that the Great Hungarian Plain
may be considered as an impoverished foreground of the Carpathlans and Alps (the Drava plain). Of
these seven species live only outside our frontiers (Table 1, column 8).

The research of the Great Plain cannot be closed. The systematic elaboration of the plain parts
of the neighbouring states, and that of the culture and semi-culture areas, are missing.

Introduction

The Great Hungarian Plain is the largest geographical region of the country. Its
largest part is formed by the Plain along the Tisza (PEcst 1969).

Its malacological investigation has been, and remained, the poorest among all
the other regions. The explanation of this was already given by So6s 1915: “...even
thosé dealing with these were more attracted by the mountainous district, which
promised more things of interest, concealed a greater richness than the plain so poor
in molluscs”. At the same time, at any rate, Sods threw light upon, with his works
(1915, 1928) that this fauna was not poor. This has throughly been confirmed by the
researches of the latter decades.
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In the past twenty years (since 1958), a new light was thrown upon this fauna by
my forest investigations, carried out with a quadrating method, which investigations
included the Hungarian, Czechoslovak and Rumanian parts of the Great Plain.

The method of elaboration

"In addition to my own collections, I have also used the data of authors, publishing about the
Great Plain. The documentary material of the collections concerning the Great Plain was namely
annihilated by the destruction of the Zoological Department of the National Museum by fire, in 1956.
On the basis of the literary data, it turned out that, till the forties, the authors, with the exception of
Csiky 1906 and RoTARIDES 1931, have not summarized the data of one another.

1 have also used the journal of collection of CzOGLER, written between 1915 and 1934, which is
in my possession.

I am presenting the data coming from the different parts outside the frontier of the country in
nine columns in Table 1. .

Owing to the changes in nomenclature in the course of the almost 100 years, the names of spe-
cies, published by the different authors, were modified, as follows. Perpolita radiatula = Nesovitrea
hammonis, Aegopinella nitens = Aegopinella minor, Arion empiricorum = Arion fasciatus, Oxychilus
callarius = O. draparnaudi. 1 have arranged the taxonomical sequence of the species list of Table 1
and the nomenclature of species according to Pintér’s publication (1974). Vallonia enniensis (GREDLER
1856) takes place under the name of V. pulchella.

History of the malacological research in the Great Hungarian Plain

The first data are published of Nagyvarad and environment in 1868, 1872,-1891
by MocsAry. He is followed by Loczy 1886, ToMOsVARY 1889, TRAXLER 1893, with
data from the environments of Temesvar and Munkacs. The environs of Budapest are
elaborated by Hazay, 1881. Following their activity, the fauna catalogue of CsiKy
1906 already renders account of 54 land species, unfortunately without exact data of
habitat. Of this, 42 species can be accepted as origins really from the Great Plain.
Csiky’s work contains Westerlund’s data (1890), as well, taken over from Hungarian
authors, resp. coming from Hungarian exchange material abroad concerning the
Great Hungarian Plain. It is stated by Csiky 1906 that “we don’tknow entirely the
mollusc fauna of the central parts, to which the Great Hungarian Plain belongs, as
well; on the other hand, some points of that — mainly the environs of Budapest and
Nagyvarad — are known enough”.

The data of scattered items, coming from some geologists, working in the fringe
areas of the Great Plain, were not yet published by Csiky at the beginning of this
century. Thus, he published neither the collection by Kormos 1904, nor that by

. Treitz 1909, from Piispokfiirdd, resp. Palics.

KertEsz 1890, 1901, and DupinszKkY 1907 are publishing aquatic species, their
data do, therefore, not take place in my Table.

L. So6s deserves credit for having turned—in conformity with the instructions of
the Hungarian Geographical Society — his attention to the Great Plain and collecting
between 1909 and 1911 on several points of the Great Plain at seventy sites (on the
basis of the works of S06s 1915, ROTARIDES 1931, So0s 1943, 1956). He first summar-
ized his works (in answer to Sturany-Wagner’s work, 1914) in 1915. He used the

scattered data of other collectors (Csiky, ENDREY, GY6RFFY, HAzAY, HORVATH,
KerTEsz, UIHELYI), as well. Of the collections, summarlzed here, the data of 25 col-
lecting places on the part of the Great Hungarian Plain outside the national frontiers.

My Table published here also encloses the data of MocsArRy and KERTESZ on
the slugs collected by them. These were, namely, omitted by Sods. He wrote: “because
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of omitting the shell-less forms, I have also omitted the data of MocsAry and KERTESZ
referring hereto”. Sods could not collect slogs owing to aridity.

The fringes of the Great Plain let know very much of the fauna of the Great Plain
of yore. On the one hand, they afford the proofs of the dispersion to the Great Plain.
On the other hand, the forest fauna, the remains of which are recognized by Sods
in the fauna of Batorliget (So0s 1928), could then be found just in the fringe areas of
the Great Plain (e.g, in the first part of the century, the environment of Mohécs and
the plain at Bereg—Szatmar belonged to an almost continuous forest area).

The later works of So6s concerning the Great Plain were inspired by a faunistical
_ publication of DUbDICH 1926.

Later on, Sods’s attention turned towards the past of the Hungarlan mollusc
fauna (So6s 1926) at which he takes into consideration the data coming from the
fringe of the Great Plam, resp. from the mountainous areas (Transylvania). The main
. merit of this work is the observation of faunal history (KRoLOPP 1973).

Soés’s attention was attracted, later on, in the course of his research work in the
Great Plain, by the exploration of the fauna at Batorliget. Answering to the establish-
ments of DUDICH 1926, he writes his recent works (1927, 1928). In the debate, both of
them reach at a right knowledge. DUDICH recognizes the role of subsoil water, moving
close to the surface, as the main factor. So6s, referring to the reconstruction of the
plain vegetation by RApaIcs 1925 and KAAN 1927, establishes that Batorllget is a
remainder of an earlier forest phase of the Great Plain. As he writes, “we may con-
clude, of full right, that in the old humid Great Plain with forests, groves, lived a sim-
ilar fauna to that of the present-day Batorliget, or even richer”.

However they reached knowledge, demonstration was, unfortunately, missing.
Although in the nineteen-twenties, a high number of forests, preserving a similar
fauna, may have existed in the Great Plain: in the Nyir (a district in north-eastern

Hungary), in Szatmar—Bereg, and even in the area Turjanvidék. The intensive
draining of subsoil water began namely only in the thirties.

Following So6s’s work (1915), two newer malacologists began working in the
Great Plain: CzOGLER (in his collecting diary, led from 1915, the last note is in 1934),
as well as Rotarides. Both collected the water and land fauna of Szeged and its wider
environs. Some recent data are published by Schlesch 1929, as well. Rotarides is the
first who, as the first member of Gelei’s school of ecological point of view, approaches
the molluscs of the Great Plain (ROTARIDES 1926 a, b, 1928). He mentions first the
“exchange fauna” of water-edges, but he recognizes spreading by water only in case
of some species. He refers to the effect of drainage and cultivation of the Great Plain
in making the fauna island-like, as a result of which the mass of the surviving species
consists of ubiquitous organisms. He exposes the fauna of the forest at Kistelek and
Deszk, collected since then; establishes that the “ribbon” variations of the Cepaea
species are induced by their interaction with the environment. The species could be
‘used, at present, too, for inducing a change in the environment. Rotarides, getting
connected with the work of the Plain Research Committee in Szeged, discovered the
fossil fauna of the loess soils in the neighbourhood of Szeged, not forgetting the recent
fauna, either (ROTARIDES 1927, 1931, 1932). Then he drew up the list of the mollusc
fauna in Hungary, in which the data from the Great Plain get a place, as well (RoTa-
RIDES 1933).

In the meantime, there were some informations about the fauna of the environs
of Szeged, from ecofaunistical point of view by CzOGLER 1927, 1935. CzOGLER 1927
was only dealing with shell-fish. (The picture of Rotarides and Czégler about the
fauna of the Great Plain is to be seen in Table 1, column 4).
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FiNaLLY, CZOGLER, ROTARIDES 1938 analyse the deposit fauna of the Tisza and
‘Maros. They recognize the role of water in the distribution of the fauna. Their investi-
‘gations are, however, localized to the environs of Szeged.

In the nineteen-thirties, WAGNER publishes some data of the Great Plain only
in connection with a few species. He gave a description (later proved erroneous) of a
new species (1933 a, 1935 b, ¢, d) and then wrote of the distribution of the Pomatias
genus in 1938.

So6s 1943, 1956 summarizes the knowledge referring to the mollusc fauna in the
‘Carpathian basin. His principal work is, of course, containing the data of the Great
Plain, as well.

With this, the activity investigating into the Great Plain of the three great malaco-
logists of the beginning of our century (ROTERIDES, S00s, WAGNER) is closed. Of their
240 monographs of malacological subject 17 were dealing with the Great Plain. Even
the number of the papers of malacological subject, dealing with the Great Plain since .
1872 was not more than 31 (a number of these are, however, dealing with aquatic
fauna, as well.)

Rotarides’s student, A. HORVATH, dealt with molluscs in Szeged since 1940. His
main merit is, to have recognized the importance of the systematic Tisza Research
among the first researchers (BABA 1973). Before drawing attention to the research of
the animal kingdom of the Great Plain (SZENTIVANYI 1944—1945), he wrote eight
papers, mainly in connection with the Tisza. These deal, for the most part, with the
aquatic fauna of the Tisza and its dead arms. Land snails are treated by HORVATH
1950, 1955, 1957, 1958, 1962. His ecofaunistical works give valuable dates to the
knowledge of snails in the inundation areas of the Tisza valley. He classifies the
different species on the basis of their humidity and temperature demands. He deals
with the effect of draining on the formation of the environment. In respect of Batorli-
liget, he brings the opinions of Dudich and Sods nearer to each other. He writes:
«...the mollusc fauna of the Great Plain preserved, besides the Holocene changes,
a number of Pleistocene qualities in the primeval bogs (HORVATH 1954) (17)

In his papers, treating Pleistocene snails from the Danube—Tisza interstream
region (HORVATH—ANTALFI 1954, HORVATH 1962, 1963, 1964, 1965, 1966, 1972),
he uses his ecological observations, too, concerning the species from the Tisza valley.

In 1956—1957, the organized Tisza-research work in the framework of the Tisza-
Research Working Committee, began with Academical support, led by Prof. KoLos-
VARY.

In the work of the Working Committee I have also participated from its begin-
ning, on the proposal of A. HORVATH, and my work has included the forests of the
Great Plain. Cf.: BABA 1958, 1962 a, b, 1964, 1965, 1966, 1968, 1969 a, b, c, 1970, 1971,
1970—71a,b,1972,a,b, 1973 a, b, 1974 a, b, c, d, 1975a, b, sc, d, 1977 a, b, d, 1978,
1979 (these publications deal only with land snails).

The Tisza deposit fauna is analysed by VASARHELYI 1958, on the basis of his
collections from the Upper and Middle Tisza. The non-published data of his collec-
tions, concerning the Great Plain, were reviewed by the elaborator of his collections,
VARGA, in 1979.

Vagvolgyi’s paper (1953) is extremely informative from methodical point of
view, as well. In the course of reelaborating the snail fauna of Batorliget, he already
deals with the dominance relations, too. He carries out his collections in plant-
coenological units, summarizing also the sporadic collections of Z. KaszaB, V. Szg-
KESsY, Gy. Exik, Mrs. Kiss-Kocsis, Mrs. G. FEJERVARY, J. STILLER, G. GERE, G. ZI-
LAHI-SEBESS.
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From the nineteen-sixties and seventies, parallel with my investigations, more
and more people have joined in thé-malacological research work, mainly in connec-
tion with some regional units of the Great Plain. Partlcularly, the activity of some
students of A. HORVATH. is considerable. '

The elaboration of the Danube valley and the Drava-ﬁat was the frst (GEBHARDT
1961). The: RicHNoASZKY 1962, RicHNovszKy-KovAcs 1962, RicHAOVSZKY 1963,
1967, 1973, RICHNOVSZKY—ZEISSLER 1968. (From the above-listed papers those.
dealing with aquatic snails are missing). I. PINTER 1962 gives an exact survey of the
distribution of Cepaea species in this country.”

From among the specialists of the University in Debrecen, BOGNAR 1969 glves
coenological data from the flood-plain groves of the Danube at Baja. M. TéTH 1971—
1973, 1975 elaborates the molluscs of the inundation area of the Bodrog at Sdros-
patak and studies the molluscs of Halap

Horvath’s student, KovAcs 1974, gives some faunistical knowledge of the mol-
luscs in the environs of Békéscsaba. He also publishes the data from. A. Varga’s col-
lections in County Békés. He finds a new species (Ochychilus hydatinus) in the fauna
of our country.

.AGOCsY 1965, 1966, 1968 also publishes some data of the Great Plain. (his data
from the Nyir, from the area between the Duna and Tisza rivers are only published
.by PINTER—RICHNOVSZKY—SZIGETHY 1979). He investigates, how the occurrence
of the single species can be inserted in the climate district classification of Thornth-
waite concerning our country.

L. PINTER 1962, 1967, 1970 and his student, A. SziGerHY 1973 clarify, in conrnec-
tion with their fauna -revising activity, on the basis of the data being at their disposal,
the proper anatomical-taxonomic place and distribution of the single genera and
species. VARGA—PINTER 1972 describe a new species, found in Kovacs’s new collec-
tions, from the southern part of the Great Plain (Hygromia kovacsi).

In 1971, the malacologists of the southern Great Plain (HOrRVATH, BABA, RICH-
NovszKY, KovAcs, HORNUNG, SZEKERES) arranged a meeting in Szeged. In the Sum-
mer of 1972, in Baja, on their suggestion, the malacologists working in the country
had a meeting, resolving the systematical exchange of information and organizing the
systematic research of the fauna (BABA 1974). As a result of this, the journal Sodsiana
has been published. And on the basis of the common processing of the recent data
of distribution after 1950, as secord in the World, the monograph: PINTER—RICH-
NOVSZKY—SZIGETHY 1979: The present-day situation of the malacological research
in the Great Plain was published, according to the system U TM, with faunalistical
distribution maps. ‘

From the fauna of the Great Hungarian Plain no full picture can be made, even
today. The systematic elaboration of the flat parts of Czechoslovakia, Rumania,
- Jugoslavia, and the Soviet Union (Sub-Carpathia or Ruthenia) is missing. About
this, the collections from the beginning of this century could only give some loose
survey. My own collections 1970, 1972—1973 from Rumania, Czechoslovakia also
give only a little contribution to knowledge (Eastern Slovak Plain, Rumanian part
of the Nyir, Temeskdz, the area along the Maros).

The investigation into the Great Hungarian Plain can also not be closed. The
areas under forest culture, planted forests, banks of canals, investigated only a little
by me, can faunistically yield some interesting problems. Good examples for this are
the two living individuals of L. plicata, collected by I. MAHUNKA in Ujszentmarglta
in 1977, as well as the collections of Gy. KovAcs, carried out in the different semi-
culture areas (parks of manor-houses, banks of canals and rivers) and culture areas
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Table 1.. Phases of knowing the snail fauna of the Great Hungarian Plain Jrom the
beginning of the century until our days

|1

2

3

4

5

-]

Pomatias elegans

(0. F. MULLER 1774)
Pomatias rivulare (EicHW. 1829)
Aricula polita (HARTM. 1840)
Carychium minimum

(0. F. MULLER 1774)
Carychium tridentatum

(Risso 1826)
Cochlicopa lubrica

(O. F. MULLER 1774)
Cochlicopa lubricella

(Porro 1837)
Columella edentula (DraP. 1805)
Truncatellina cylindrica

(FEr. 1807)
Truncatellina claustralis

(GREDLER 1856)

Vertigo augustior JEFFR. 1830
Vertigo pusilla

O. F. MULL. 1774

Vertigo antivertigo (DrAP. 1801)
Vertigo moulinsiana

(Duruy 1849)

Vertigo pygmaea (DRAP. 1801)
Orcula doliolum

(Broua. 1972)
Granaria frumentum (DRAP. 1801)
Pupilla muscorum (L. 1758)
Pupilla sterri (VortH 1838)
Vallonia pulchella

(0. F. MULLER 1774)
Vallonia costata

(0. F. MULLER 1774)
Acanthinula aculeata

(0. F. MULLER 1774)
Chondrula tridens

(0. F. MULLER 1774)
Ena obscura

(0. F. MULLER 1774)
Zebrina detrita

(O. F. MULLER 1774)
Cochlodina laminata

(MoNTAGU 1803)
Ruthenica filograna

(RossM. 1836)
Macrogastra ventricosa:

(DrAP. 1801)
Macrogastra latestriata

(A. ScamMipT 1857)
Clausilia dubia DRAP. 1805
Clausilia pumila

C. PreIFF. 1828
Lacinaria plicata (Drap. 1801)
Laciniaria biplicata

(MonTAGU 1803)
Succinea putris (L. 1758)
Succinea oblonga DrAP. 1801
Succinea elegans Risso 1826
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Cecilioides acicula

(0. F. MULLER 1774)
Punctum gygmaeum (DRrAP. 1801)
Discus rotundatus

(O. F. MULLER 1774)
Arion hortensis FEr. 1819
Arion circumscriptus
JOHNSTON 1828
Arion fasciatus (NILSSON 1822)
Arion subfuscus DRAP. 1805
Vitrina pellucida

(0. F. MULLER 1774)
Zonitoides nitidus

(O. F. MULLER 1774)

Vitrea crystallina

(O. F. MULLER 1774)

Vitrea diaphana (STup. 1820)
Aegopis verticillus (LaM. 1822)
Aegopinella pura (ALDER 1830)
Aegopinella minor (STABILE 1864)
Aegopinella ressmani

(WEsT. 1883)
Nesovitrea hammonis

(STROM 1765)
Oxychilus draparnaudi

(Beck 1837)
Oxyhilus hydatinus (RM. 1838)
Oxyhilus glaber (RM. 1835)
Oxychilus inopinatus

(ULiENyY 1887)
Daudebardia rufa (Drap. 1805)
Daudebardia transsylvanica

(CLessIN 1877)

Daudebardia calophana

(WesT. 1881)
Milax rusticus (MILLET 1843)
Milax budapestiensis

(Hazay 1881)
Limax nyctelius BOURG. 1861
Limax tenellus

O. F. MULLER 1774
Limax maximus L. 1758
Limax cinereoniger WoLF 1803
Limax flavus L. 1758
Bielzia coerulans

(M. Bierz 1851)
Lehmania marginata

(0. F. MULLER 1774)
Deroceras laeve

(0. F. MULLER 1774)
Deroceras reticulatum

(0. F. MULLER 1774)
Deroceras agreste (L. 1758)
Euconulus fulvus

(0. F. MULLER 1774)
Bradybaena fruticum

(0. F. MULLER"1774)
Helicella obvia (HARTM. 1828)
Helicopsis striata

(0. F. MULLER 1774)
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Monacha cartusina
(O. F. MULLER 1774)
Perforatella bidentata (Gm. 1788)
Perforatella dibothrion
(M. Kim. 1884)
Perforatella rubiginosa
(A. ScHmipT 1853)
Perforatella.incarnata
(O. F. MULLER 1774)
Perforatella vicina (Rm. 1842)
Perforatella umbrosa
(C. PrEIFFER 1828)
Hygromia transsylvanica
(WEsT. 1876)
Hygromia kovacsi .
VARGA—PINTER 1972
Trichia unidentata (DrRAP. 1805)
Trichia striolata danubialis
(CLEssIN 1874)
Trichia hispida (L. 1758)
Trichia villosila (RM. 1838)
FEuomphalia.strigella
(Dravp. 1801)
Helicigona banatica (Rm. 1838)
Helicigona arbustorum
(L. 1758)
Isognomostoma isognomostoma
SCHROTER 1784
Cepaea vindobonensis (FEr. 1821)
Cepaea nemoralis (L. 1758)
Cepaea hortensis
(O. F. MULLER 1774)
Helix pomatis L. 1758
Helix lutescens Rm. 1837
Sum total:
till —1—4
till —5—7

++

S+ ++

.l.

o

-+ +

S+

69
77

Meaning of the single columns of the Table:

S R N

of County Békés (acacia groves, environs of fish-ponds, cemeteries, town parks, hot-

houses, etc.)

It is proved by the 97 species, taking place in the summary that the Great Hun-
garian Plain can be regarded as the impoverished foreground of the Carpathians and
Alps (Drava-flat). From among the species listed in column 8, Pupilla sterri, Orcula
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. MocsAry, TOMOsVARY, WESTERLUND, HazAy, Collections from Csiky (1892—1906).
. Kormos, TREITZ, S00s 1906—1915).

DubicH, Sods, collections from Batorliget (1925—1928).
. CzOGLER, ROTARIDES, SCHLESCH, S00s, WAGNER (1915-—1943).
AGOcsY, HORVATH, VAGVOLGYI, S00s (1943—1956).

BoOGNAR, GEBHARDT, RICHNOVSZKY in Danube valley, Drava plain (1956—1972),
KovAcs, TOTH, A. VARGA, VASARHELYI, (County Békés, the Nyir, till 1974).
. Summarized fauna of the Great Hungarian Plain. Own collections marked by x.

. Species occurring in the part of the Great Plain outside of the border of the country.
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doliolum, Vitrea diaphana, Laciniaria plicata, L. biplicata, Trichia unidentata, Trichia
striolata danubialis, Isognomostoma isognomostoma are expressly living but accidental
-elements, carried by the river water. Zebrina detrita was found in So6s’s collection
from Kalocsa and Verbasz. Its occurence in the Great Plain is dubious. Macrogastra
latestriata, Dandebardia transsylvanica; D. calophana (BABA 1972), Milax rusticus
Trichia villosula only occured in the parta outside the frontier of the country. :

*

The paper will be continued together with References.

Az Alféld malakolégiai kutatisinak torténete és mai helyzete T

Bapa K. -
A szerzé 1968 tol napjainkig attekinti az Alf6ld malakologiai kutatdsdnak torténetét.

Kivonat

A Nagyalfold faunajarol ma sem alkothatunk teljes képet. Hianyzik Csehszlovakia, Rom4nia,
Jugoszlavia és a Szovjetunioé (Karpatalja) alf6ldi részeinek rendszeres feldolgozésa. Errdl a szdzad
ele_u gyu_]tesek csak attekintd képet adhattak. Sajat 1970, 1972—73. romaniai, csehszlovakiai gyGjté-
seim is csak egy-egy adalékot nyujtanak a megismeréshez (Kelet Szlovak Alfold Nyirség romé.mal
része, Temesk6z, Maros mente).

‘A Magyar Alf6ld kutatdsa se zdrhat6 le. Az dltalam kevéssé vizsgdlt, erdGgazdasagi mivelés
ala esd teriiletek, telepitett erdSk, csatornapartok még tobb érdekességet nyujthatnak faunisztikailag.
Erre jO példa a MaHUNKA L. altal Ujszentmargitan gyijtott. L. plicata 2 é16 példanya 1977-ben, vala-
mint KovAcs Gy. Békés megye kiilonbozo félkultur (kastélyparkok, csatorna, folyopartok) és kultur
teriiletein (akacosok, halastavak kornyéke, temet6k, varosi parkok, ijveghézak, stb.) végzett gyiijtései. -

Az Osszesitésben szerepl3 98 faj azt bizonyitja, hogy az Alf6ld a Karpatok és az Alpok (Drava-
sik) elszegényedett elGtereként foghato fel. A 8 oszlopban felsorolt fajok kézil a Pupilla sterri, Or-
culadoliolum Kkifejezetten folyovizhordta véletlen elemek. A Zebrina detrita S06s gyhjtésébdl kertilt
el6 Kalocsarol és Verbaszrol. Léte az Alf6ldon kétséges. A Macrogastra latestriata, Dandebardia
transsylvanica, D. calophana (BABA 1972), Milax rusticus, Trichia villosula csak az orszdghataron kiviili
részekrdl keriilt el6.
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. HUCTOPUSA 1 COBPEMEHHOE COCTOSIHUE
MAJIAKOJIOTUMECKHX UCCIEAOBAHUN AJI®EIBAA .

K. Ba6a.

Pe3ome

ABTOp paccMaTpHBAET HCTOPHIO MAAKOJOTHYECKHX HCCneaoBandit Andémsaa ¢ 1968 roga no
HANMX JHEH, ' ’

OTtrOCHTENBHO dayasl bomsmoi EBponefickoit HHBMEHHOCTH 4 B HACTOSAIEE BPEMs HET HOM-
HOro mpeacraBneHus. Her cmcremaTHyeckol pa3pabOTKH HHM3MEHHBIX paioHOB YexocnoBakmu,

, YOrocnasmu u Coserckoro Coro3a. (Kapnatckuii xpeber). CobpaHHbie 30ech B HadYase
CTOJIeTAA KOJUICKUAHM OAOT Juids 0030pHOEe mMpefactaBienne. HekOTOpHIi BKIAA MPEACTABIAIOT
KOJINIEKIHHA aBTOpa, cobpanHsie B PyMermum w Yexocnoeaxuu B 1970, 1972—73 rr. (Boctouno-Cro-
BallKasi HABMEHHOCTh, PYMBIHCKas yacTh Hupmera, Temewnkés, moaepexse Mapoma).

Crnexyer mpoAOmXaTh HCCNENOBAHMA M B BeHrepckoidl HH3MEHHOCTH. MHOro HMHTEpPECHOro
MOTYT AaTh (ayHHCTHKe MEHEe HCC/IeOBaHHbIE aBTOPOM MOIJEKAIMHAE BEJCHAIO JIECHOTO XO3fif-
CTBa TEPPHTOPHH, JICCOHACAKACHAS, Oepera kaHa 108, X0OpOUTAM MOATBEPKIECHAEM ITOTO SBIISIOTCH
obrapyxerneiec M. Maxynka B 1972 rogy B paiione Viicenrmapiur 2 xuBbIX oGpasua L. plicata,
a Taxxe pe3ynsTaThl HccnexoBanmit JI. Komad, coOpanHbie KM Ha pa3iAYHBIX MOJYKYITHTYPHBIX
(mapxw GeIBOIMX ABOpLIOB, Gepera pek, Kamansl (M KyJbTYPHBEIX) HRCAXICHAS aKaluii, paioHbl poI6-
HEBIX 03€p, KIIaA0MINa, ropOACKUe NAPKH, TEIUANB M T.A.) TEPPHTOPUSX 00 YoHrpam XOJLIEKIUH.

Cobpannpie B 00Imeit CIOKHOCTH 98 COPTOB CBHAETENBCTBYIOT O TOM, 4T0 ANMEmba cneayeT
npusHaTh oOeqEeBMAM npeanBepuem Kapnar # Anen (paBHuHa [JpaBer). U3 nepeuncneHHex B Bo-
cbME  cToibiiax BoaoB. Pupilla sterri, Orcula doliolum sBnAroTCs CiAy4alHBIMH 3JICMEHTAMH,
‘SsaHECEHHLIMM CIOZIA BOJOI DeEK. ) S
Zebrina detrita monana u3 konnekmmu Mloma paiionos Kanaya u Bep6ac. Hanuune B Andénbae
ABJIAETCA CHOPHBIM. Macrogastra latestriata, Dandebardia transsylvanica, D. calophana (Ba6a,
1972), nomamn croga TonbkO W3-3a rpammubl. Milax rusticus, Trichia villosula

Istorijat i dana nje stanje malakolo kih istra ivanja u Panonskoj niuiji
BaiBa K. - B

Abstrakt

Autor daje pregled malakologkih istraZivanja u Panonskoj niziji od 1968. godine do danas.

O fauni Panonske nizije do danas nemano potpunu sliku. Nedostaje sistematska obrada faune
sa podrufja éehoslovatke, Rumunije, Jugoslavije i nizijskog dela Zakarpatskog podru¢ja SSSR.
Sopstven materijal prikupljen u toku 1970, 1972—73. sa podrudja ¢éehoslovacke (nizija istone
Slovacke) i Rumunije (Nyirség, Temeskoz, podrugje Marosa) takodje su samo prilog upoznavanju
faune.

Ni istraZivanja madjarskog dela Panonske nizije nisu okon¢ana. Sopstvena sporadi¢na ispiti-
vanja povriina pod $umama, plantaZnih Suma, poSumljenih deponija kanala, mogu dati jo§ dosta
interesantnih podataka u faunistiCckom pogledu.

Prikazanih 98 vrsta ukazuju na osiromasenje faune na podrudju Panonske nizije, Karpata i
Alpa (podru¢je Drave). Medju utvrdjenim vrstama Pupilla sterri, Orcula doliolum su siudajni, sa
vodotokom prispeli elementi. Zebrina detrita je konstatovana u zbirci Soos-a iz okoline Kaloce i
Vrbasa. Njegovo prisustvo u Panonskoj niziji je sporno. Macrogastra latestriata, Dandebardia trans-
sylvanica, D. calophana (BABA 1972), Milax rusticus, Trichia villosula prikupijeni su samo sa pod-
ru¢ja preko drzavne granice.
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