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Table S1. List of taxa, abundance, dominance, and frequency of occurrence of bark beetles (Scolytinae) in Johnson-
Taylor suction trap catches in the Czech Republic during 2020-2025 (nomenclature according to Zahradnik 2017)
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Table S1. To be continued
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Table S1. To be continued
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*A portion of the samples collected in 2021 and 2022 was primarily utilised for internal testing of laboratory detection and
determination as part of the preparation for the CAI (Czech Accreditation Institute) accreditation process; for procedural
reasons, location and collection date data are not available for these specimens; however, following the completion of testing,
the samples were evaluated using standard methods and included in the final overview; status indicates the classification
of species into functional categories: P — primary (economic) pests; S — secondary and technical pests; I — indifferent and

associated species; N — non-native (invasive) species


https://jfs.agriculturejournals.cz/
https://doi.org/10.17221/45/2026-JFS

Original Paper Journal of Forest Science

https://doi.org/10.17221/45/2026-JES

Table S2. Indicators characterising bark beetle (Scolytinae) communities at selected locations in the Czech Republic
in 2020-2025, captured using Johnson-Taylor suction traps

Year 2020 2021 2022
Location ¢ D Ch L \Y ¢ D Ch L \% C D Ch L \%

C 29 66 57 72 15 64 140 18 248 19 39 50 123 9 133 21 241
Croral 239 528 577

Comu 2129

N 36 36 35 36 34 36 36 36 36 36 - 33 32 35 34 32 -
N 177 180 166

Nyt 1049

S 7 11 8 11 6 6 18 5 11 7 4 8 17 4 11 8 16
Siotal 20 22 30

Soan 45

H 1.64 195 170 223 223 146 238 161 1.32 231 1.27 195 251 1.89 201 239 181
H'\ 2.44 1.84 2.37

" ol 2.29

J 059 0.56 0.57 0.64 0.86 0.56 0.57 0.69 0.38 082 0.63 0.65 0.61 095 0.58 0.80 0.45
T rotal 0.56 0.41 0.48

T cumut 0.42

d 1.78 239 173 234 185 120 344 138 1.81 204 082 179 3.32 1.37 204 230 273
Dotal 3.47 3.35 4.56

- 5.74

Year 2023 2024 2025

Location C D Ch L \Y C D Ch L \Y C D Ch L A
C 69 81 8 63 18 58 133 26 56 32 33 82 12 87 27
Crotal 239 305 241

Cormud 2129

N 36 36 36 34 36 33 35 35 35 35 35 35 35 35 35
N, 178 173 175

Nyt 1049

S 9 11 4 14 9 8 14 7 12 6 8 13 6 10 5
Siotal 22 20 23

Sinax 45

H 134 173 175 231 232 163 143 1.89 197 168 184 179 195 181 1.63
" sl 2.12 1.91 2.08

" ol 2.29

J 042 050 0.88 061 073 054 038 067 055 065 06 05 08 05 07
T rotal 0.48 0.44 0.46

- 0.42

d 1.89 228 144 314 277 172 266 1.84 273 144 200 272 201 202 121
Ayt 3.83 3.32 4.01

d 5.74

cumul
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Table S2. To be continued

*A portion of the samples collected in 2021 and 2022 was primarily utilised for internal testing of laboratory detection and
determination as part of the preparation for the CAI (Czech Accreditation Institute) accreditation process; for procedural
reasons, location and collection date data are not available for these specimens; however, following the completion of test-
ing, the samples were evaluated using standard methods and included in the final overview

C - Caslav; D — Dobtichovice; Ch — Chrlice; L — Lipa; V — Vérovany; C — abundance; C,,,, — total abundance; C,,,,; — cu-
mulative abundance; N — number of samples; N,,,,, — total number of samples; N,,,,,, — cumulative number of samples;
S — number of taxa; S,,,,, — total number of taxa; S,,,, — maximum number of taxa; H' — Shannon—Weaver index; H',,,,, —

total Shannon—Weaver index; H,,,,,,, — cumulative Shannon—Weaver index; /' — Pielou's index; J',,,,; — total Pielou's index;

J e — cumulative Pielou's index; d — Margalef's index; d,,,,, — total Margalef's index; d_,,,,, — cumulative Margalef's index
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