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Biodiversity of Invertebrates and Threatened Species in New Zealand
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Abstract: There is a diverse and peculiar biodiversity of invertebrates which play a vital role in maintai-
ning native bird populations in New Zealand. The current biodiversity and threatened species of inverte-
brates in New Zealand were briefly reviewed in the present paper. There are 31 species of invertebrates
included in the list of the most threatened invertebrates (18 species for insects, 1 spécies for mite, 1 spe-
cies for annelid and 11 speices for molluscs). The main threats of invertebrates facing today are human

activities, destroy of habitats and invasive alien species.
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Fig.1 The distribution of national parks in New Zealand
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Tab.1 List of the most threatened invertebrates in New Zealand
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no. scientific name common name category
1 Brachaspis robustus robust grasshopper (%2 11) A
2 undescribed genus of Tettigoniidae Middle island tusked weta (¥ ) A
3 Confuga persephone a cave-dweling hemipteran ( 7U#%) A
4 Asaphodes stinaria a geometrid moth ( %) A
5 Xanthorhoe bulbulata orange cress moth (#%) A
6 Mecodema costellum costellum Stephens island carabid () A
7 Mecodema laeviceps 1da valley carabid (#H) A
8 Prodontria bicolorata Alexandra chafer beetle (£ 8F) A
9 Prodontria lewisi Cromwell chafer beetle (4f8F) A
10 Xylotoles costatus Pitt island longhom beetle ( X4 ) A
11 Dorcus auriculatus Te aroha stag beetle (4KH ) A
12 Dorcus ithaginis Mokohinau stag beetle (5% ) A
13 Dorcus sp. Mochau stag beetle (5K ) A
14 Pianoa isolata a mite (&) A
15 Hirudobdella antipodum Open bay island leech (#%) A
16 Paryphanta busbyi warti Kauri snail ( $34) A
17 Placostylus ambagiosus ambagiosus flax snail, pupu harakeke (#34) A

18 Placostylus ambagiosus annectens flax snail, pupu harakeke (%%4-) A
19 Placostylus ambagiosus consobrinus flax snail, pupu harakeke ( #%4) A
20 Placostylus ambagiosus keenorum flax snail, pupu harakeke (384 ) A
21 Placostylus ambagiosus lesleyae flax snail, pupu harakeke (#34-) A
22 Placostylus ambagiosus pandora flax snail, pupu harakeke (%#4-) A
23 Placostylus ambagiosus watti flax snail, pupu harakeke (#34-) A
24 Placostylus ambagiosus whareana flax snail, pupu harakeke (%%4-) A
25 Powelliphanta gilliesi brunnea a giant land snail (#¥34F) A
26 Powelliphanta traversi otakia a giant land snail (%%4) A
27 Gymnoplectron giganteum Poor knights cave weta (V&) B
28 Hemideina ricta Banks peninsula weta (¥)3k) B
29 Deinacrida heteracantha Litile barrier island weta ( 708%) B
30 Deinacrida fallai Poor knights giant weta (¥ba) c
31 Deinacrida sp. Mahoenui giant weta ( ¥D5%) C
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