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Naenia Stephens, 1827
typica (Linnaeus, 1758) — halézatos séskabagoly — V (5 000 Ft)

MEGJEGYZESEK AZ EGYES CSALADOKHOZ ES FAJOKHOZ
Notes to certain families and species

*1Nemophora mollella (Hibner, 1813) — Magyarorszagon tobb évtizede nem gyij-
t6tték, a biikki adatai (Acs & Szaboky 1993) feltehetGen téves hatirozason alapul-
tak, a példanyok nincsenek meg.

The species has no recent observations from Hungary, the specimens of the
last records from the Biikk Mts (Acs & Szaboky 1993) are probably misidentified.
The identifications cannot be confirmed due to the absence of the specimens.

*2PSYCHIDAE — Fazekas (2015) nyoman. | After Fazekas (2015).

*3Qiketicoides Intea (Staudinger, 1870) — szamunkra ismeretlen eredetd, hidnyos,
konkrét adatok nélkili utalds magyarorszagi el6fordulasara (Karsholt &
Nieukerken 2007, version 2.6.2, visited 1.X.2015).

The Hungarian record is published in the Fauna Europaea (Karsholt &
Nieukerken 2007, version 2.6.2, visited 1.X.2015), without proper reference of the
data. Actually, no voucher specimen of the species is available from Hungary.

*4Tinea omichlopis Meyrick, 1928, syn. nonimella Zagulajev, 1955 — Barischnikova
(2008) szerint. After Barischnikova (2008).

*5Opogona sacchari (Bojer, 1856) — tobbnyire Dracaena, Yucca stb. oltvanyok szara-
ban behurcolt faj, egyedi lelet tavol a faj tartés elé6fordulasi tertiletétdl; nalunk a
szabadban nem ¢l meg,.

The species cannot survive in the wild in Hungary but is occasionally
introduced with new plantations of Dracaena, Yneca, etc.

*6Qinophila v-flava (Haworth, 1828) — legtjabb ismert példanyai Budapestrdl szar-
maznak — FenySgyongye (1976) és Matyas-hegy (1977). Mindkét példanyt Szaboky
Csaba gytjtotte.

The two recent observations are given from Budapest (Feny6gyongye, 1976
and Matyas-hegy, 1970), leg. & coll. Cs. Szaboky.

*7Caloptilia rhodinella (Herrich-Schiffer, 1855) — szamunkra ismeretlen eredetd, hi-
anyos, konkrét adatok nélkili utalds magyarorszagi el6fordulasara (Karsholt &
Razowski 1996, Karsholt & Nieukerken 2007, version 2.6.2, visited 1.X.2015).
The Hungarian record is published in the Fauna Europaea (Karsholt &
Nieukerken 2007, version 2.6.2, visited 1.X.2015), without proper reference of the
data. Actually, no voucher specimen of the species is available from Hungary.
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*8Eubyponomenta stannella (Thunberg, 1788) — szamunkra ismeretlen eredetd, hia-
nyos, konkrét adatok nélkili utalas magyarorszagi el6fordulasara (Karsholt &
Nieukerken 2007, version 2.6.2, visited 1.X.2015).

The Hungarian record is published in the Fauna Europaea (Karsholt &
Nieukerken 2007, version 2.6.2, visited 1.X.2015), without proper reference of the
data. Actually, no voucher specimen of the species is available from Hungary.

*Ochsenbeimeria capella Mbschler, 1860 — szamunkra ismeretlen eredet(, hidnyos,
konkrét adatok nélkiili utalds magyarorszagi eléfordulasara (Karsholt & Razowski,
1996, Karsholt & Nieukerken 2007, version 2.6.2, visited 1.X.2015).

The Hungarian record is published in the Fauna Europaea (Karsholt &
Nieukerken 2007, version 2.6.2, visited 1.X.2015), without proper reference of the
data. Actually, no voucher specimen of the species is available from Hungary.

*10Digitivalva perlepidella (Stainton, 1849) — szamunkra ismeretlen eredetd, hianyos,
konkrét adatok nélkili utalds magyarorszagi el6fordulasira (Karsholt &
Nieukerken 2007, version 2.6.2, visited 1.X.2015).

The Hungarian record is published in the Fauna Europaea (Karsholt &
Nieukerken 2007, version 2.6.2, visited 1.X.2015), without proper reference of the
data. Actually, no voucher specimen of the species is available from Hungary.

*U] ypusa tokari Elsner, Liska & Petri, 2008 — az 4j faj leirdsakor megvizsgalt ma-

gyarorszagi példanyok kézott nem talaltak L. manrella példanyt, ezért a L. manrella
faj magyarorszagi el6fordulasa bizonyité példany elSkertléséig kérdéses.

All examined Hungarian Ijypusa specimens belong to the newly described L.
tokari therefore the occurrence of the formetly recorded L. maurella in Hungary
has become doubtful. This latter species is omitted from the Hungarian fauna
until the appearnce of the first confirmed Hungarian specimen.

*12 Agonopterix thapsiella (Zeller, 1847) — utoljara Gozmany (1958) emliti Budapest-
16l az6ta nincs ismeretiink djabb példanyrol.

The species has been recorded last time from Hungary by Gozmany (1958)
from Budapest; no subsequent observation is known.

*13Coleophora bucovinella Nemes, 1968 — az utébbi évek kutatdsai kimutattdk, hogy
tévesen az albilineella Toll, 1960 faj szinonimjanak tartott bucovinella faj honos Koé-
zép-Burépaban, mig az albilineella az Ibériai-télszigeten fordul el6 (Baldizzone et al.
2000).

The recent investigations confirmed the specific distinctness of C. bucovinella
and C. albilineella Toll, 1960. In Central Europe (and Hungary), only the first spe-
cies occurs while the latter one lives in the Iberian peninsula.
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*UMompha conturbatella (Hibner, 1819) — szamunkra ismeretlen eredetd, hianyos,
konkrét adatok nélkili utalds magyarorszagi el6fordulasira (Karsholt &
Nieukerken 2007, version 2.6.2, visited 1.X.2015).

The Hungarian record is published in the Fauna Europaea (Karsholt &
Nieukerken 2007, version 2.6.2, visited 1.X.2015), without proper reference of the
data. Actually, no voucher specimen of the species is available from Hungary.

*15Seythris apicistrigella (Staudinger, 1870) — szamunkra ismeretlen eredetd, hidnyos,
konkrét adatok nélkili utalds magyarorszagi el6fordulasira (Karsholt &
Nieukerken 2007, version 2.6.2, visited 1.X.2015).

The Hungarian record is published in the Fauna Europaea (Karsholt &
Nieukerken 2007, version 2.6.2, visited 1.X.2015), without proper reference of the
data. Actually, no voucher specimen of the species is available from Hungary.

*168gythris knochella (Fabricius, 1794) — szamunkra ismeretlen eredetd, hidnyos,
konkrét adatok nélkili utalds magyarorszagi el6fordulasira (Karsholt &
Nieukerken 2007, version 2.6.2, visited 1.X.2015).

The Hungarian record is published in the Fauna Europaea (Karsholt &
Nieukerken 2007, version 2.6.2, visited 1.X.2015), without proper reference of the
data. Actually, no voucher specimen of the species is available from Hungary.

¥ Seythris punctivittella (O.Costa, 1836) — szamunkra ismeretlen eredetd, hidnyos,
konkrét adatok nélkili utalds magyarorszagi el6fordulasira (Karsholt &
Nieukerken 2007, version 2.6.2, visited 1.X.2015).

The Hungarian record is published in the Fauna Europaea (Karsholt &
Nieukerken 2007, version 2.6.2, visited 1.X.2015), without proper reference of the
data. Actually, no voucher specimen of the species is available from Hungary.

*18Psamathocrita sp. — Az eddig ismert két hazai példany (Csakberény és Hédmez6-

vasarhely) utin nemrég elSkerilt tobb 4j példany a Jaszsagbdl (Alattyan, Bereki-
erdé, leg. Buschmann), ezekbdl néhany el lett kiilldve molekularis vizsgalatra, mivel
folyamatban van a fajcsoport tovabbi kutatdsa mas orszagokbdl szarmaz6 hasonld
példanyokkal egyttt. A vizsgilat befejezéséig a példanyokat tovdbra is mint
Psamathocrita sp. tartjuk nyilvan.

The revision of the genus is in progress, including the study of the known
Hungarian specimens. Until the publication of the results of this revision, the
formerly known (Csakberény and Hédmez6vasarhely) and the recently found
(Jaszsag area: Alattyan, Bereki-erdd, leg. Buschmann) specimens are included into
the checklist as Psamathocrita sp.

sp. 1¥19 — kinézete és informacidk a fajrél az Elsner et al. (1999) Kézép-Eurdpa
sarlésajki molyait (Gelechiidae) bemutaté konyvben talalhatok. A faj lefrasara
majd a készilé Monochroa genusz revizidjat targyalé tanulmany keretén belil keril
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sot, mely feldolgozasa folyamatban van.

The Hungarian specimens of the taxon represent an undescribed species, its
habitus and additional information about the species can be found in Elsner et al.
(1999, Gelechiidae of Central Europe). The description of the new species will be
published in the revision of the genus Monochroa which is under preparation.

sp. 3*20 — a példany fotdja és informacid rola az Elsner et al. 1999 K6zép-Eurdpa
sarlésajki molyait (Gelechiidae) bemutaté kényvben talalhaté. A faj lefrasara majd
a készulé Monochroa genusz revizidjat targyald tanulmany keretén beldl kertl sor,
mely feldolgozasa folyamatban van.

The Hungarian specimens of the taxon represent an undescribed species, its
habitus and additional information about the species can be found in Elsner et al.
(1999, Gelechiidae of Central Europe). The description of the new species will be
published in the revision of the genus Monochroa which is under preparation.

*2 Serobipalpa panperella (Heinemann, 1870) (syn. klimeschi Povolny, 1967) — hia-
nyos, konkrét adatok nélkili utalds magyarorszagi el6fordulasara (Elsner et al
1999).

The Hungarian record is published by Elsner et al. (1999, Gelechiidae of
Central Europe), without proper reference of the data. Actually, no proper
publication or voucher specimen of the species is available from Hungary.

*22Phthorimaea operculella (Zeller, 1873) — 2015 novemberében az orszag déli részén
el6keriilt néhany bizonyité példany ebbdl a burgonya-kartevébdl (Fazekas pers.
com., in press)

This species, knovn as a pest of potato has been first recorded from the
southern parts of the country in November, 2015 (Fazekas pers. comm., in press).

*23Hellinsia distinctns (Herrich-Schiffer, 1855) — Eddig csak Budapest kérnyékén
gyijtétték (Gozmany 1963), az adatot ivarszervi vizsgalat alapjan még nem erdsi-
tették meg (Fazekas 2000).

The species has been recorded from the vicinity of Budapest (Gozmany 1963),
these records are based on the study of the external characters only.

*24Phtheochroa procerana (Lederer, 1863) — magyarorszagi el6fordulasardl tobb évti-
zede nincs 4j adatunk
No records of the species are known from the last decades.

*25Phtheochroa purana (Guenée, 1845) — magyarorszagi el6fordulasardl t6bb évtize-
de nincs 4j adatunk.
No records of the species are known from the last decades.
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*26Phtheochroa duponchelana  (Duponchel, 1843) — magyarorszagi el6fordulasardl
tobb évtizede nincs 1j adatunk.
No records of the species are known from the last decades.

*27 Eugnosta magnificana (Rebel, 1914) — magyarorszagi el6fordulasardl t6bb évtize-
de nincs 4j adatunk.
No records of the species are known from the last decades.

*28Clepsis rolandriana (Linnaeus, 1758) — magyarorszagi el6forduldsardl tobb évti-
zede nincs 4j adatunk.
No records of the species are known from the last decades.

*2]sotrias rectifasciana (Haworth, 1811) — magyarorszagi el6fordulasardl tébb évti-
zede nincs 4j adatunk.
No records of the species are known from the last decades.

*30Dichrorampha senectana Guenée, 1845 — magyarorszagi el6fordulasardl t&bb évti-
zede nincs 4j adatunk.
No records of the species are known from the last decades.

*31Synanthedon flaviventris (Staudinger, 1883) — szamunkra ismeretlen eredetd, hia-
nyos, konkrét adatok nélkili utalds magyarorszagi el6fordulasara (Karsholt &
Nieukerken 2007, version 2.6.2, visited 1.X.2015).

The Hungarian record is published in the Fauna Europaea (Karsholt &
Nieukerken 2007, version 2.6.2, visited 1.X.2015), without proper reference of the
data. Actually, no voucher specimen of the species is available from Hungary.

*32Chamaesphecia anatolica Schwingenschuss, 1938 — szamunkra ismeretlen eredetd,
hianyos, konkrét adatok nélkiili utalds magyarorszagi el6fordulasara (Karsholt &
Nieukerken 2007, version 2.6.2, visited 1.X.2015).

The Hungarian record is published in the Fauna Europaea (Karsholt &
Nieukerken 2007, version 2.6.2, visited 1.X.2015), without proper reference of the
data. Actually, no voucher specimen of the species is available from Hungary.

*33 Acharia stimulea (Clemens, 1860) — behurcolt egyedek, a faj Magyarorszag terii-
letén nem telepedett meg.
A species introduced in Hungary; no resident population is known.

*34Carcharodus lavatherae (Esper, [1783]) — magyarorszagi el6forduldsardl tobb évti-
zede nincs 4j adatunk.

No records of the species are known from the last decades.

*35Carcharodus orientalis Reverdin 1913 — egyedi, elkéborolt példany, a jelenkori
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Magyarorszag teriiletén a faj nem honos.
A single record from Hungary, the species has no resident population within
our borders.

*36Parnassins apollo (Linnaeus, 1758) — egyedi, elkéborolt példany(ok?), a jelenkori
Magyarorszag teriiletén a faj nem honos.

Seldomly found specimens from Hungary; no resident population of P. apollo is
known from the country.

*37Colias myrmidone (Esper, [1781]) — magyarorszagi eléfordulasardl t6bb évtizede
nincs 4j adatunk.

The species has no confirmed records from the last two decades; it is
apparently disappered from the formerly known localities.

*38Colias palaeno (Linnaeus, 1761) — t6bb mint 60 évvel ezel6tti, a Bikkben elké-
borolt példany egyedi lelete, a faj Magyarorszagon nem honos.

The species has been recorded from Hungary only once (a worn male speci-
men was collected in the Bilkk Mts more than 60 years ago); it has no resident
population in Hungary.

*39 Anthocharis gruneri (Herrich-Schiffer, 1851) — egyedi, elk6borolt vagy szallito-
jarmGvon behurcolt példany, a jelenkori Magyarorszag tertiletén a faj nem honos.

The species was found in Hungary only once in the Csiki Hills near Budadrs,
most probably an artificially transported specimen was collected. The northern
edge of its area is far to the south from Hungary.

*40] eptotes pirithons (Linnaeus, 1767) — vandorldsra hajlamos faj, az 1980-as évek-
ben t6bb példanyat is gyljtétték Magyarorszagon. Azoéta tjabb adatai nem ismere-
tesek.

An irregular migrant species which has been rarely observed in Hungary; the
last records are known from the eighties of the 20th century.

* Polyommatus ripartii (Freyer, 1830) — egyedi, elkéborolt példany lelete, a jelenko-
ri Magyarorszag tertletén a faj nem honos.

A seldom specimen is known from Hungary; it has no resident population in
our countty.

*2Melitaea ornata kovacsi Varga, 1967 — a hazai M. phoebe populacioktdl eltérd alfaj
eredetileg phoebe fovdesi néven kerilt leirasra, de a késébbi vizsgalatok kideritették,
hogy mas fajhoz tartozék. Tébb nevezéktani atsorolédas utan a kézelmultban tisz-
tazédott, hogy a felona névvel szemben prioritassal bir az ornata fajnév, és a hazai
populaciok alfaji szinten ehhez a fajhoz tartozok (Varga 2012). Tgy az érvényes név
a M. ornata kovacsi.

The taxon was described originally as a subspecies of M. phoebe; the
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combination of the ssp. &ovacsi has been changed during the subsequent studies.
After the clarification of the conspecificity of M. felona with M. ornata (Varga
2012), the valid name of the Hungarian taxon is turned to M. ornata kovacsi.

*43]_asiommata petropolitana (Fabricius, 1787) — egyedi, elkéborolt példanyok lelete,
a jelenkori Magyarorszag teriiletén a faj nem honos.

The few known Hungarian records are based, most probably, on vagrant
specimens; presence of resident population(s) in Hungary is doubtful.

*44Pima boisdnvaliella (Guenée, 1845) — csak igen régi adatok ismeretesek, az utéb-
bi évtizedekben nem keriilt el6.

The species has only old records from Hungary, it has not been recorded from
our country in the last decades.

*45 Apomyelois ceratoniae (Zeller, 1839) — csak igen régi adata ismert; egyedil
Gozmany (1963) emliti Budapestrdl és Isaszegrdl.

The species has only two old records from Hungary, from Budapest and Isa-
szeg (Gozmany 1963).

*46 Ectohomoeosoma kasyellum Roesler, 1965 — szamunkra ismeretlen eredet(, hid-
nyos, konkrét adatok nélkili utalds magyarorszagi el6fordulasira — (Karsholt &
Razowski 1996; Karsholt & Nieukerken 2007, version 2.6.2, visited 1.X.2015).
The Hungarian record is published in the Fauna Europaea (Karsholt &
Nieukerken 2007, version 2.6.2, visited 1.X.2015), without proper reference of the
data. Actually, no voucher specimen of the species is available from Hungary.

*47Ephelis cruentalis (Geyet, 1832) — elkéborolt példany egyedi lelete, a faj Magyar-
orszagon nem honos.

A single, supposedly vagrant or transported, specimen has been recorded from
Hungary, no resident population is known close to our borders.

*48 Pyransta rectefascialis Toll, 1936 — nemrég kétségek mertiltek fel faji 6nallésagarol,
de a tovabbi kutatasok kimutattak, hogy gy a faj morfolégiaja, mint a bionémidja
is kiilénb6zik a hasonld P. cingulata (Linnaeus, 1758)-t6l (Huemer 2013).

The specific rank of the taxon was disputed since Huemer (2013) clarified its
distinctness from the externally very similar P. engulata (Linnacus, 1758).

*49 Eupithecia schiefereri Bohatsch, 1893 — ez idaig nincs tudomasunk Magyarorsza-
gon gyljtott példanyrol.

The species is confused with the externally often very similar E. venosata, no
confirmed occurrence or voucher specimen of E. schiefereri is known from Hunga-

ry.
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*S0Eupithecia pernotata Guenée, 1858 — A fajt egyediil Mironov (2003) emliti Euré-
pa Eupitheciini faunajardl irt munkajaban. Hazai periodikdaban tértént kézlésérdl
nincs tudomasunk, eléfordulasa megerdsitést kivan.

The first record of the species from Hungary was published by Mironov (2003,
The Geometridae of Europe: Eupitheciini), without more detailed data. It has
never been published in the Hungarian literature, the occurrence and distribution
pattern in Hungary requires confirmation.

*51 Nychiodes dalmatina Wagner, 1909 — valészindleg téves cédulazasrdl van szé, a
faj Magyarorszagon nem honos.

The single record from Hungary from the Hortobagy is based most probably
based on false labelling; the species does not occur in our country.

*52Fnchaetes egle (Drury, 1773) — észak-amerikai faj, melynek 6sszesen két példa-
nya ismeretes a szegedi kik6té kornyékérdl; a faj nem telepedett meg Magyaror-
szag tertletén.

A North American species which was found in Hungary only twice at the Sze-
ged port; the species could not colonize.

*53 uperina pogzi  (Curo, 1883) — feltehetSen tévesen cédulazott példanyrdl van
sz0.

There is a single specimen in the Kapellir6é collection from Keszthely; this
»locality” probably refer to the home town of the collector who lived in Keszt-
hely.

*54Polja serratilinea Ochsenheimer, 1816 — a faj hazai el6fordulasardl nincs bizo-
nyit6 példany.

The species was mentioned with questionmark from Készeg by Rézbanyai
(1974). As the specimen is lost, further observations are needed to confirm the
occurrence of the species in Hungary.

*55Chersotis fimbriola (Esper, 1803) — Magyarorszagon a fimbriola fajnak két alfaja
honos; a hegyvidékeinken jobbara eltetjedt fimbriola fimbriola (Esper, 1803) — csillo-
g6 toldibagoly, és a csak a GOmor—Tornai-Karszton €16 fimbriola baloghi Hacker &
Varga, 1990 — Balogh foldibaglya. Mindkét alfaj védett.

The species has two distinct subspecies in Hungary, the nominotypical fimbriola
Sfimbriola (Esper, 1803) and the in the Gomor—Torna Karst endemic finbriola baloghi
Hacker & Varga, 1990. Both subspecies are protected in Hungary.

*50Noctna janthe (Borkhausen, 1792) — a janthe faji validitasa folyamatos nézetku-
l6nbségek targya.
The taxonomic status of the taxon is a matter of continuous discussion.





