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Abstract: Oribatid fauna highly varies among habitats, but different microhabitats within a habitat are 
also characterized by different mite species. The main goal of the research was to compare the observed 
structure of an oribatid community when samples were collected at random from the soil-litter layer of 
0-10 cm in depth (standard approach) and selectively from 6 types of available microhabitats (complex 
approach). Samples were taken within a small plot (10 m × 10 m) in a forested area of the Silesian Park 
(Chorzów, south Poland). Overall, 2642 specimens of Oribatida belonging to 62 species were collected 
in 66 samples. The structure of the oribatid community observed by means of the 2 sampling approaches 
was completely different. The abundance and species richness of oribatid mites collected from 6 micro-
habitats were significantly higher than in the soil-litter layer alone. Results of this study show that random 
collecting of only soil-litter samples may reduce the evaluation of species richness in a study area by 
40%. Each of the studied microhabitats supported a peculiar oribatid fauna.
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INTRODUCTION

The soil biodiversity has been described as “the poor man’s tropical rainfor-
est” (Usher et al. 1982). More than any other habitat, it is the province of mites, 
especially oribatids (Walter & Proctor 1999). In the upper 10 cm of soil, usually 
between 50 000 and 250 000 mites/m2 exist (Petersen 1982). Oribatid mites inhabit 
a wide range of soil types or habitats, with numerous species, and their different 
communities indicate environmental qualities. Different oribatid communities are 
recognized in coniferous, deciduous or mixed forests, hay or wet meadows, and 
farmland. 

To characterize the structure of soil mite communities, in the standard approach, 
researchers collect samples at random from the soil-litter layer to the depth of 5 cm 
or more, usually up to 10 cm (e.g. Niedbała et al. 1982; Koehler & Born 1989; 
Schaefer & Schauermann 1990; Weigmann 1991; Sylwestrowicz-Maliszewska et 
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al. 1993; Seniczak et al. 1998; Hubert 1999; Kaneko et al. 2005). However, the 
oribatid fauna within a habitat is varied and different microhabitats are inhabited by 
different mite species. It is noteworthy that in a forest, oribatid mites inhabit not only 
the soil-litter layer, but also dead wood of various forms, mosses (growing on logs, 
standing trees or rocks), fungal fruiting bodies, grasses, tree bark, fallen twigs and 
tree hollows (Aoki 1967; Seyd & Seaward 1984; Wunderle 1992; Behan-Pelletier 
& Walter 2000; Materna 2000; Root et al. 2007; Siira-Pietikäinen et al. 2008). Each 
of these microhabitats has distinct characteristics, including abiotic factors and biotic 
interactions, which enable the establishment of specific mite communities (Wehner 
et al. 2016). Already in the 1970s, Anderson (1978a, b) showed that the diversity of 
soil mites increased with microhabitat diversity. Fujikawa (1970) remarked that the 
more various organic matter is accumulated in a studied area, the more complicated 
its oribatid fauna becomes. Several authors also suggested that microhabitat diversity 
is correlated closely with the diversity of oribatid mites (Aoki 1967; Hammer 1972; 
Anderson 1978a). 

The primary aim of this project was to compare the observed structure of an 
oribatid community when samples were collected in 2 different ways. In the standard 
approach, soil-litter samples were collected randomly in a square plot 10 m × 10 m. 
In the complex approach, samples were taken selectively in 6 types of microhabitats 
in the same area. The study was aimed to answer the following questions:
1. 	Which of the sampling approaches generates a complete picture of the structure of 

an oribatid community?
2. 	What part of the species richness of oribatid fauna is omitted if only soil-litter 

samples are taken randomly?
3. 	Which of the sampled microhabitats is characterized by the highest abundance 

and diversity of mites?
4. 	To what extent does the oribatid fauna differ between microhabitats?

MATERIAL AND METHODS

Study area
The investigation was performed in the Silesian Park located in Chorzów (Sile-

sian province, south Poland; 50°29’N, 18°98’E), in its forest section. Until the early 
1950s, 75% of this area was a huge wasteland covered in mining slag heaps, other 
mining wastes, bootleg mines, cave-ins, marshes and garbage dumps, while only a 
small section was used as farmland. To restore the natural environment, about 3.5 
million m3 of highly polluted soil was removed and replaced by 0.5 million m3 of 
fertile soil and turf. Thanks to this, the degraded landscape quickly turned into about 
600 hectares of meadows, forests, gardens, and flower beds, with ponds, streams, 
and clumps of rare trees and bushes, supporting diverse wildlife. For more than 60 
years the Silesian Park has been admired as an unsurpassed oasis of green within the 
Silesian agglomeration, i.e. in Poland’s most industrialized and populated region. It 
is the largest city park of this type in Europe. 
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Sample collection and sampling design
A quadrat (10 m × 10 m) was set up in a forested section of the Park. In the 

standard approach, 30 random soil-litter samples (0-10 cm in depth) were taken us-
ing a stainless steel corer of 4.8 cm in diameter. In the complex approach, within the 
same quadrat, 36 samples (6 samples per microhabitat) were collected from 6 micro-
habitats: soil-litter (0-10 cm), moss (common haircap moss Polytrichum commune), 
fungus (hoof fungus Fomes fomentarius), dead wood (lying log, 3rd stage of decom-
position), leaves collected from the ground (mainly of maple Acer platanoides), and a 
tree hollow (at the height of 1 m, in a maple tree). In total, 66 samples were collected. 
Sampling was done in autumn (28 October 2013) and in spring (2 June 2014). The 
stage of decomposition of the logs was described using a 5-degree scale based on  
Pyle & Brown’s (1998) classification.

Oribatid mites were extracted from the samples using the Tullgren method (Mac-
fadyen 1961). The samples were placed on an extractor for 6 days or until a sample 
was thoroughly dried. Oribatid mites were first preserved in alcohol (60-70%) and 
later mounted on temporary microscopic slides with lactic acid and identified using 
a light microscope and determination keys: Weigmann (2006), Niedbała (2008), and 
Olszanowski (1996). Because of difficulties in associating juvenile and adult orib-
atids, juveniles were counted but were not assigned to species. The systematic clas-
sification proposed by Subías (2004–2015) was followed. The distribution of oribatid 
species in different microhabitats is listed in Appendix I. 

Statistical analysis
Four univariate measures were used to assess community structure: abundance 

per 100 g dry weight (DW), total and mean number of species per sample, and the 
Shannon diversity index (loge). Shannon indices (x) were transformed to “true di-
versities” by exp(x) following Jost (2006), which reduces the sensitivity to com-
mon and rare species. The Mann–Whitney U test was used to test for differences 
between soil-litter samples and pooled samples from microhabitats in abundance, 
species richness, and diversity of oribatid mites. The nonparametric Kruskal-Wallis 
test was performed to reveal significant differences in different characteristics of mite 
diversity between 6 microhabitats. If the Kruskal-Wallis test was positive, then a test 
for pairwise comparison of microhabitats was used. The level of significance for all 
statistical tests was accepted at α=0.05. 

Permutational multivariate analysis of variance (PERMANOVA) was performed 
to test for differences among microhabitats in terms of oribatid species composition 
(Anderson 2001), together with post-hoc pairwise comparisons between particular 
sampling sites. All species were included in the analysis. The analysis was based on 
the matrix of species abundance in particular sites by using the Bray-Curtis coef-
ficient with 1000 permutations for each test. Non-metric multidimensional scaling 
(NMDS) was used to find a pattern of similarities between microhabitats in terms of 
oribatid species composition (Taguchi & Oono 2005). The analysis was performed 
using the Bray-Curtis coefficient.

Detrended correspondence analysis (DCA) was chosen as the ordination method 
to explore the compositional variation between microhabitats. The interpretation was 



Piotr Skubała34

restricted to the ordination space determined by the first 2 axes. To avoid an excessive 
amount of noise in the data matrix, which could obscure some data features, all spe-
cies present as singletons were removed from the analysis, because they did not im-
prove the DCA analysis and this was confirmed in an initial analysis with all species. 
The numbers of individuals were log (x+1) transformed and equal weight was applied 
to all species. All statistical calculations for this research were done in STATISTICA 
12 (Statsoft Inc., Tulsa, USA) and PAST 3.10 software (Hammer et al. 2001).

RESULTS

Overall, 2642 specimens of Oribatida belonging to 62 species were collected 
in 66 samples. The abundance of oribatid mites in soil-litter samples was about 38 
individuals per 100 g DW. It was significantly higher in pooled samples taken from 
6 microhabitats (U=1.545, p=0.0000). As regards adult and juvenile forms, the dif-
ferences were also statistically significant, but the proportion of juveniles in micro-
habitats was not as large as for adults (Table 1). The total number of oribatid species 
recorded in the complex approach was much higher (59) than in soil-litter samples 
alone (38). In contrast, the mean number of species per sample was significantly 
higher in soil-litter samples. Similarly, the Shannon diversity was higher in soil-litter 
samples than in selectively collected samples from microhabitats (Table 1). Differ-
ences in the observed species structure of the oribatid community were also very 
clear. In total, 62 oribatid species were recorded in the study and 34 species (55%) 
were common to soil-litter and other microhabitats. The number of exclusive species 
for soil-litter samples was very low (4 species), whereas the number of such species 
in microhabitats was high (24 species, 41% of the total in the complex approach). All 
dominant species collected in soil-litter samples were also observed in microhabitats, 
but their proportion was very small in mosses, dead wood, tree hollows, hoof fungus, 
and leaves. For example, Conchogneta willmanni constituted over 10% of all mites 
in soil-litter samples, whereas its proportion in microhabitats was 10‑fold lower (Ta-
ble 1). In contrast, dominant oribatid species in microhabitats – Tectocepheus alatus, 
Carabodes (C.) femoralis, and Damaeus (Epidamaeus) bituberculatus – were not 
observed in soil-litter samples (Table 1).

The highest abundance of total oribatids was observed in samples of mosses. 
The abundance in microhabitats was differentiated, but there were no statistically 
significant differences among the 6 studied microhabitats. Only in the soil-litter layer, 
oribatid abundance was low and the differences were statistically significant in rela-
tion to the other microhabitats. These relationships were the same for the adult forms. 
As regards juveniles, there were no statistically significant differences among the 
6 studied microhabitats (Table 2). The total number of species was the highest in 
mosses and the lowest in the tree hollow. The mean number of species per sample 
was the highest in leaves, slightly lower in mosses, fungus and the soil-litter layer, 
and the lowest in dead wood. However, the differences in mean number of species per 
sample were not statistically significant. The moss layer differed from all the other 
microhabitats by housing the highest number of exclusive species (10), which did not 
occur anywhere else in the study area. In contrast, there was no exclusive species in 
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hoof fungus samples. The “true diversity” significantly differed among the studied 
microhabitats. It was the highest in leaves and soil-litter samples and the lowest in the 
tree hollow (Table 2, Appendix I).

NMDS ordination shows similarities of the 6 studied microhabitats in terms of 
oribatid species composition (Fig. 1). The samples are rather evenly scattered, but 
the separation of certain microhabitats is well visible. The samples from the tree hol-
low (right-hand side) and soil-litter (left-hand side) are clearly separated along the 
first axis. The samples of moss and fungus (lower part) and dead wood and leaves 
(upper part) are also comparatively well separated along axis 2. Oribatid species 
composition varies significantly among the studied microhabitats (PERMANOVA; 
F = 2.369, p = 0.0001). Pairwise comparisons reveal significant differences between 

Table 1. Abundance (individuals per 100 g DW± SE) and diversity of oribatid mites and dominance 
index of most abundant species collected from the soil-litter layer (standard approach) and 6 micro-
habitats (complex approach) in the Silesian Park. Differences between the 2 approaches verified by 
the Mann-Whitney U test (p = 0.05)

Parameter
Soil-litter Microhabitats Mann-Whitney test

U p
Abundance of total Oribatida 37.9 ± 4.2 817.6 ± 233.8 154.5 <0.0001
Abundance of Oribatida adults 30.6 ± 3.7 762.4 ± 232.6 154.5 <0.0001
Abundance of Oribatida juv. 7.3 ± 1.1 55.1 ± 11.8 313.5 0.0036
Total no. of species 38 59
Mean no. of species per sample 12.1 ± 0.7 7.5 ± 0.6 195.5 <0.0001
Shannon diversity index 10.07 ± 0.56 5.23 ± 0.43 126.5 <0.0001
Species Dominance index (%)

Soil-litter Microhabitats
Phthiracarus (P.) ferrugineus 13.4 2.6
Atropacarus striculus striculus 13.0 3.6
Conchogneta willmanni willmanni 10.2 1.0
Phthiracarus (P.) longulus 7.7 0.3
Phthiracarus (Archiphthiracarus) 
globosus

6.3 0.1

Tectocepheus alatus - 25.8
Carabodes (C.) femoralis - 17.5
Damaeus (Epidamaeus) 
bituberculatus

- 5.1

Bold values denote significant differences in abundance or species richness at p < 0.05.
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some microhabitats. The tree hollow is the most distinct in terms of species composi-
tion since it differs significantly from all the other microhabitats (PERMANOVA; 
p< 0.05). The soil-litter layer differs significantly from nearly all microhabitats, with 
the exception of dead wood. The remaining microhabitats do not differ significantly 
from each other, with the exception of a significant difference between dead wood 
and fungus (p = 0.02). 

Ordination by DCA was used to assess similarities among oribatid fauna in the 
6 microhabitats. The eigenvalue (the dispersion of the sites/species distribution along 
the ordination axis) of the first and second axis are λ1 = 0.862 and λ2 = 0.564, respec-
tively. The first 2 axes explain over 53% of the total variance. Four dominant species 
– D. bituberculatus, Oppia nitens nitens, Subiasella (Lalmoppia) quadrimaculata, 
and Ramusella (Rectoppia) fasciata fasciata – can be regarded as associated with 
dead wood of the tree hollow (right part of axis 1) (Table 3, Fig. 2). Axis 2 describes 
a gradient that separates the oribatid mites of hoof fungus samples. Two dominant 
species are strongly associated with this microhabitat: C. femoralis and Hafenrefferia 
gilvipes. The differences in oribatid fauna between the 4 other microhabitats are not 
so strong, but still present. Two dominants – Quadroppia (Q.) quadricarinata and 
Acrotritia duplicate – can be regarded as characteristic of dead wood of lying logs. 
Tectocepheus alatus was very abundant in mosses. It constituted almost 60% of the 
total number of oribatids in this microhabitat. Many species reached a high abun-
dance in samples of the soil-litter layer and leaves: Atropacarus striculus striculus, 
Phthiracarus (P.) ferrugineus, and Conchogneta willmanni willmanni. They domi-

 

Fig. 1. The non-metric multidimensional scaling (NMDS) scatterplot of samples representing 6 
microhabitats in the Silesian Park in terms of oribatid species composition
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nated in the oribatid fauna in both the microhabitats, but the first 2 species were also 
dominants in dead wood (Table 3, Fig. 2).    

Table 3. Dominance index (%) of dominant oribatid species collected in microhabitats in the Sile-
sian Park. Values over 5.0% are in bold

Species

Dominance index (%)

Soil-
litter Moss Fungus Dead 

wood Leaves Tree 
hollow

Atropacarus striculus striculus 14.6 4.6 0.2 11.2 12.6 -
Phthiracarus (P.) ferrugineus 13.2 1.6 2.7 11.2 7.7 -
Conchogneta willmanni 
willmanni

10.6 0.9 - - 7.3 -

Oppiella (O.) nova nova 8.7 6.7 3.8 - - -
Rhinoppia (R.) subpectinata 8.1 - - - - -
Acrotritia ardua ardua 6.7 0.3 2.0
Rhinoppia (R.) obsoleta obsoleta 5.9 - - - - -
Phthiracarus 
(Archiphthiracarus) globosus

5.1 - - 1.5 - -

Tectocepheus alatus - 58.7 1.1 - - -
Xenillus (X.) tegeocranus - 8.5 0.9 - 12.9 1.0
Carabodes (C.) femoralis - 3.4 62.9 - 3.4 -
Hafenrefferia gilvipes - 1.7 15.8 2.7 - -
Quadroppia (Q.) quadricarinata - 0.2 - 21.7 - -
Quadroppia 
(Coronoquadroppia) michaeli 
michaeli

- 2.5 - 7.9 2.2 -

Acrotritia duplicata - - - 5.7 - -
Nothrus anauniensis 0.9 0.4 - - 18.1 -
Tectocepheus velatus velatus 2.0 0.3 0.2 0.6 6.2 -
Ceratozetes (C.) gracilis gracilis 2.9 0.3 - - 6.0 -
Euzetes globulus 1.0 - - 1.5 5.9 -
Damaeus (Epidamaeus) 
bituberculatus

- - - 1.5 - 38.0

Oppia nitens nitens - - - - - 30.5

Subiasella (Lalmoppia) 
quadrimaculata

- 1.7 - - - 8.8

Ramusella (Rectoppia) fasciata 
fasciata

- - - - - 5.3
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Fig. 2. The biplot of the first 2 axes of the detrended correspondence analysis (DCA) of 6 micro-
habitats in the Silesian Park. The abbreviations of dominant species (which constitute 5% or more 
of the total number of individuals within the different microhabitats) are shown in the graph. See 
Appendix I for full species names of dominants

None of the species were common to all the studied microhabitats. As regards 
dominant species, only A. striculus, P. ferrugineus, and Tectocepheus velatus velatus 
were recorded in 5 of the microhabitat types. Some species were noted in only one of 
microhabitats, e.g. Rhinoppia (R.) subpectinata and Rhinoppia (R.) obsoleta obsoleta 
in the soil-litter layer, A. duplicata in dead wood, while O. nitens and R. fasciata in 
the tree hollow (Table 3, Appendix I).  

DISCUSSION

The observed structure of the oribatid community based on soil-litter samples 
taken randomly is completely different from that based on samples collected selec-
tively from 6 available microhabitats within the study area. The abundance and spe-
cies richness of oribatid mites in the soil-litter layer were significantly lower than 
in the pooled sample from microhabitats. None of the dominant oribatid species in 
microhabitats (T. alatus, C. femoralis and D. bituberculatus) were recorded in soil-
litter samples. As many as 24 species (41% of the total number) noted in different 
microhabitats were not found in samples from the soil-litter layer. It means that if 
samples are not collected from all available microhabitats in a study area (in this 
study, a small plot 10 m × 10 m), evaluation of species richness could be reduced by 
40%. However, it should be noted that when we evaluate the structure of the oribatid 
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community based on samples from the soil-litter layer, it is more stable. The mean 
number of species per sample and “true diversity” are significantly higher in soil-
litter samples compared to pooled microhabitat data. The proportions of individual 
species (e.g. dominants) are more even in soil-litter samples, whereas in pooled mi-
crohabitat data the proportion of the dominant species is very high. It is a well-known 
phenomenon that forest soils are characterized by relatively stable conditions, with 
narrow fluctuations of moisture, temperature, etc. (Maraun & Scheu 2000). It results 
in a more stable structure of oribatid communities in comparison to those of selected 
microhabitats. 

Some authors have reported that oribatid mites benefit from increased numbers 
of microhabitats (e.g. Hansen 2000; Eissfeller et al. 2013). Aoki (1967) was the 
first to call attention to the importance of collecting oribatids from as many different 
microhabitats as possible and not being content only to collect on the surface of the 
forest floor or in the soil and avoiding intentionally other microhabitats in the area. 
Nevertheless, most studies on oribatid mites are still based only on samples from the 
soil-litter layer. This is understandable, because often the number of microhabitats 
present in a given area is large and collecting samples from the soil, litter and also 
all microhabitats would significantly prolong the time of the study. Nevertheless, this 
should not be a reason for ignoring sampling of all available material.

 The oribatid fauna is highly differentiated in the studied microhabitats. Strong 
dissimilarities in oribatid fauna of microhabitats were revealed by the ordination 
technique. No species was common to all microhabitats. The highest abundance, spe-
cies richness, and a high number of exclusive species were observed in the moss 
layer. However, the structure of the oribatid community in mosses was unstable, with 
one species (Tectocepheus alatus) constituting almost 60% of the total number. The 
presence of abundant and diverse oribatid fauna in mosses is well known in the lit-
erature (e.g. Aoki 1974; Borowiak & Niedbała 1982; Wehner et al. 2016). Many 
oribatid taxa are adapted to use them for food, shelter, or environmentally constant 
habitat (Glime 2013). Oribatids do not feed directly on moss material; instead, most 
species consume mostly the fungi, algae, and bacteria present within the moss (Wolf 
& Rocket 1984; Smrž 2010). The relationship between bryophytes and oribatids can 
be mutualistic. When water is scarce, some mite species can transfer moss sperm, so 
that mosses reproduce with the help of oribatid mites (Cronberg et al. 2006). 

The most distinct was the fauna of the tree hollow. Three dominant species are 
representatives of the family Oppidae and the fourth is a small species of the family 
Damaeidae (D. bituberculatus). Some authors have stressed that a tree hollow has 
its own biota (Park & Auerbach 1954; Ranius 2001). Skubała & Gurgul (2011) 
observed ¼ of the total number of oribatid species as unique to wood dust in tree 
hollows. 

The abundance of oribatids in soil-litter samples was many times lower than in 
other microhabitats. However, the stable structure of the oribatid community in the 
soil-litter layer was characterized by a high proportion of juveniles, high Shannon di-
versity index, and the highest number (8) of dominant species (their dominance index 
varied from 5.1% to 14.6%). Two groups of oribatid mites dominated in the soil-litter 
layer: 4 representatives of the Oppidae and 4 species of ptyctimous mites. Dead wood 
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is an important component of forest in the temperate climate. It is a preferred biotope 
for many oribatid species (Sirra-Pietikainen et al. 2008; Skubała & Maślak 2009; 
Huhta et al. 2012; Skubała & Marzec 2013). Dead wood provides unique micro-
climatic conditions (Lachat et al. 2012) but only few species occurred exclusively 
in this microhabitat (Seastedt et al. 1989; Johnston & Crossley 1993; Bluhm et al. 
2015). However, some authors observed about 40% of oribatid species as obligate 
members of the dead wood fauna (Skubała & Sokołowska 2006; Skubała & Du-
ras 2008; Skubała & Maślak 2009; Skubała & Marzec 2013). In this study, a low 
abundance and comparatively high species richness were observed in dead wood, 
similarly as in a study by Wehner et al. (2016) on specialization of oribatid mites 
adapted to forest microhabitats. Three of the dominant species in this microhabitat 
were representatives of Phthiracaridae and Eupthiracaridae. The juveniles of those 
mites burrow in woody substrates until they disperse as adults (Wehner et al. 2016). 
Two other dominant species present almost exclusively in this microhabitat were 2 
species of the genus Quadroppia. 

Relatively high numbers of individuals and species were collected from hoof 
fungus. However, the presence of 2 species, which constituted almost 80% of the 
total number, indicates that the microhabitat is highly unstable and ephemeral. Both 
dominant species (C. femoralis and H. gilvipes) are strongly sclerotized, typical sur-
face dwellers, well protected against harsh environmental fluctuations. The abun-
dance and species richness of oribatids noted in leaves on the ground were average, 
similar to those observed in the fungus. However, this microhabitat seems to be more 
suitable for oribatids, as a high value of “true diversity” and high number of domi-
nants (8), similar to those in the soil-litter layer, were observed in leaves. Among 
dominants, species of many different oribatid groups can be found.

The differences in oribatid fauna between microhabitats were previously empha-
sized by some authors. Aoki (1974) observed that each of the studied microhabitats in 
forest floors contained a peculiar oribatid fauna. The same phenomenon was reported 
by Smrž et al. (2015) with regard to soil microhabitats in agroecosystems. Nielsen 
et al. (2010) provided direct evidence for the hypothesis that small-scale heterogene-
ity in soils increases the species richness of intermediate-sized soil fauna, including 
oribatid mites. As regards the litter layer, Hansen & Coleman (1998) observed that 
species richness of soil mites increased with the complexity and heterogeneity of 
this microhabitat. Many oribatid species show strong preferences for specific soil 
horizons (Mitchell 1978) or for particular physicochemical conditions within the 
soil (Wauthy 1982; Ducarme et al. 2004). That may explain such a large variation 
of oribatid fauna between the studied microhabitats. Karasawa & Hijii (2004) em-
phasized the importance of factors responsible for microhabitat diversity (in that case 
characterized specifically on flooded trunks of mangrove trees). The cited authors 
showed that oribatid communities in the same microhabitat at different sites tended 
to be more similar than those on different microhabitats at the same site. 

In view of the above-mentioned results that different microhabitats support dif-
ferent oribatid fauna, it is necessary to sample as many microhabitats as possible to 
estimate properly the oribatid fauna of a study area. Habitat heterogeneity, i.e. the 
presence of different microhabitats, is of great importance for species richness of ori-
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batid mites. The corollary of this is that any activity that eliminates microhabitats (e.g. 
removal of dead wood, treatment of decaying trees) may reduce soil biodiversity.    

CONCLUSIONS

1.	 Random sampling may lead to an incorrect assessment of the structure of oribatid 
communities of the studied environment. If we do not collect samples in all avail-
able microhabitat types, we can skip up to 40% of oribatid species present in a 
given area.

2.	 Microhabitats seem to provide less stable conditions for oribatid mites (in com-
parison to the soil-litter layer) but they are characterized by specific oribatid fau-
na, well adapted to life in the unstable microhabitats.

3.	 The richest oribatid community was observed in mosses, whereas the most dis-
tinct was the oribatid fauna of the tree hollow.
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Appendix I. List of oribatid species recorded in 6 microhabitats in the Silesian Park

Species Abbr. S-L M F W L H

Achipteria (A.) coleoptrata coleoptrata 
(Linnaeus, 1758) + + +

Acrogalumna longipluma longipluma (Berlese, 
1904) + + +

Acrotritia ardua ardua (Koch, 1841) A ard + + +

Acrotritia duplicata (Grandjean, 1953) A dup + +

Atropacarus striculus striculus (Koch, 1835) A str + + + + +

Autogneta (A.) longilamellata longilamellata 
(Michael, 1885) + + +

Carabodes (C.) femoralis (Nicolet, 1855) C fem + + +

Cepheus cepheiformis (Nicolet, 1855) + + +

Ceratozetes (C.) gracilis gracilis (Michael, 
1884)

C gra
+ + +

Chamobates ( C.) cuspidatus (Michael, 1884) +

Chamobates (Xiphobates) voigtsi (Oudemans, 
1902) +

Conchogneta willmanni willmanni (Dyrdowska, 
1929)

C wil
+ + +

Cultroribula bicultrata (Berlese, 1905) +

Damaeus (D.) riparius Nicolet, 1855 +

Damaeus (Epidamaeus) bituberculatus 
(Kulczynski, 1902)

D bit
+ +

Hypochthoniella minutissima (Berlese, 1904) + +

Eupelops sulcatus sulcatus (Oudemans, 1914) +

Euphthiracarus (E.) cribrarius cribrarius 
(Berlese, 1904) + + + +

Euphthiracarus (E.) monodactylus (Willmann, 
1919) + + + +

Euzetes globulus (Nicolet, 1855) E glo + + +

Galumna (G.) lanceata (Oudemans, 1900) + +
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Species Abbr S-L M F W L H

Gustavia microcephala (Nicolet, 1855) + + +

Hafenrefferia gilvipes (Koch, 1839) H gil + + +

Heminothrus (Platynothrus) peltifer peltifer 
(Koch, 1839) + +

Hypochthonius rufulus rufulus Koch, 1835 + + +

Nothrus anauniensis Canestrini y Fanzago, 
1876

N ana
+ + +

Oppia nitens nitens Koch, 1836 O nit +

Oppiella (O.) besucheti Mahunka y Mahunka-
Papp, 2000 + + +

Oppiella (O.) nova nova (Oudemans, 1902) O nov + + +

Oribatella (O.) calcarata (Koch, 1835) + + +

Oribatula (O.) tibialis tibialis (Nicolet, 1855) +

Oribatula (Zygoribatula) exilis exilis (Nicolet, 
1855) +

Pantelozetes paolii (Oudemans, 1913) +

Phthiracarus (Archiphthiracarus) globosus 
(Koch, 1841)

P glo
+ +

Phthiracarus (P.) ferrugineus (Koch, 1841) P fer + + + + +

Phthiracarus (P.) longulus (Koch, 1841) + + + +

Pilogalumna crassiclava crassiclava (Berlese, 
1914) + +

Punctoribates (P.) punctum (Koch, 1839) + + +

Quadroppia (Coronoquadroppia) michaeli 
michaeli Mahunka, 1977

Q mic
+ + +

Quadroppia (Q.) maritalis Lions, 1982 +

Quadroppia (Q.) quadricarinata (Michael, 
1885)

Q qua
+ +

Ramusella (R.) clavipectinata (Michael, 1885) + +

Ramusella (Rectoppia) fasciata fasciata (Paoli, 
1908)

R fas
+

Rhinoppia (R.) obsoleta obsoleta (Paoli, 1908) R obs +

Rhinoppia (R.) subpectinata (Oudemans, 1900) R sub +

Scheloribates (S.)  pallidulus (Koch, 1841) + + + +

Subiasella (Lalmoppia) quadrimaculata 
(Evans, 1952)

S qua
+ +

Suctobelba discrepans Moritz, 1970 +

Suctobelba lapidaria Moritz, 1970 +

Suctobelbella (Flagrosuctobelba) baloghi 
(Forsslund, 1958) + +
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Species Abbr S-L M F W L H

Suctobelbella (Flagrosuctobelba) nasalis 
(Forsslund, 1941) +

Suctobelbella (S.) longicuspis longicuspis Jacot, 
1937 + +

Suctobelbella (S.) perforata (Strenzke, 1950) +

Suctobelbella (S.) similis (Forsslund, 1941) + +

Suctobelbella (S.) subtrigona (Oudemans, 
1900) + +

Tectocepheus alatus Berlese, 1913 T ala + +

Tectocepheus minor Berlese, 1903 +

Tectocepheus velatus sarekensis Trägårdh, 1910 +

Tectocepheus velatus velatus (Michael, 1880) T vel + + + + +

Trichoribates (T.) novus novus (Sellnick, 1928) + +

Tritegeus bisulcatus Grandjean, 1953 + +

Xenillus (X.) tegeocranus (Hermann, 1804) X teg + + + + +

S-L = soil-litter layer; M = moss; F = fungus; W = dead wood; L = leaves; H = tree hollow


