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A b s t r a c t :  The former Saxifraga stellaris is treated as a member of the genus Micranthes; with-
in M. stellaris the endemic race of the eastern Central Alps should be separated as subsp. proli
fera, comb. nov. Generic rearrangement of the Clinopodium affinity has caused the amalgamation 
of Acinos with Ziziphora; Z. granatensis subsp. alpina, comb. nov., is proposed for the temperate 
orophyte so far known as Clinopodium alpinum subsp. alpinum (or Acinos alpinus subsp. alpinus). 
The correct spelling, authorship, and place of valid publication is given for Scrophularia juraten
sis and Androsace wulfeniana; the latter name, as well as Micranthes stellaris subsp. prolifera, is 
lectotypified and supplemented by an epitype. The original application of the Linnaean Arenaria 
multicaulis is again discussed and confirmed by lectotypification; it is advocated to apply this name 
to the tetraploid cytotype often known as A. moehringioides within the A. ciliata complex. Pilosella 
tubulata is shown as the correct name for the aggregate species formerly denominated Hieracium 
spurium or H. cymiflorum, and Ervilia monanthos for the species known as Vicia articulata. Plan
tago capitellata is resumed for the submediterranean plantain usually called P. holosteum, a name 
which must be regarded as illegitimate. Asphodelus albus subsp. subalpinus (instead of subsp. del
phinensis), Euphorbia dulcis subsp. purpurata (instead of subsp. incompta), and Hesperis matron
alis subsp. nivea (instead of subsp. candida) are the correct names of these three subspecies. The 
discussion of the identity of the name Helianthemum chamaecistus demonstrates H. nummularium 
subsp. obscurum as the correct subspecific name. Euphorbia epithymoides is accepted as correct 
name for E. polychroma. Errors related to Draba aizoides subsp. beckeri and Crataegus laevigata 
are corrected.

K e y w o r d s :   nomenclature; new combinations; lectotypification; angiosperms; Flora of Central 
Europe

Z u s a m m e n f a s s u n g :  Die in den östlichen Zentralalpen endemische Sippe der früheren Saxi
fraga stellaris ist als Unterart zu bewerten; in der Gattung Micranthes kommt der Name M. stellaris 
subsp. prolifera, comb. nov., zur Geltung und wird typisiert. Die taxonomische Reorganisation der 
Clinopodium-Verwandtschaft führte zur Vereinigung der früheren Gattung Acinos mit Ziziphora; 
für den Alpen-Steinquendel Clinopodium alpinum subsp. alpinum (bzw. Acinos alpinus subsp. 
alpinus) wird Ziziphora granatensis subsp. alpina, comb. nov., vorgeschlagen. Korrekte Daten zur 
Schreibweise, Autorschaft und Erstpublikation des Namens Scrophularia juratensis werden mitge-
teilt, ebenso für Androsace wulfeniana, welcher Name lektotypisiert wird. Eine erneute Diskussion 
der Linnéschen Arenaria multicaulis bekräftigt die Anwendung dieses, nunmehr ebenfalls lekto-
typisierten, Namens für die tetraploide Sippe des A. ciliata-Aggregats der Alpen. Pilosella tubulata 
ist der korrekte Name für das frühere Hieracium spurium bzw. H. cymiflorum (beides illegitime 
Namen), Ervilia monanthos jener für Vicia articulata (das Epithet korrekt nur in dieser Gattung), 
und Plantago capitellata ersetzt P. holosteum (nom. illeg.). Jeweils prioritätsberechtigt sind die Un-
terartsnamen Asphodelus albus subsp. subalpinus, Euphorbia dulcis subsp. purpurata und Hesperis 
matronalis subsp. nivea (für A. albus subsp. delphinensis, E. dulcis subsp. incompta, H. matronalis 
subsp. candida). Helianthemum nummularium subsp. obscurum ist weiterhin ein korrekter Unter-
artsname, wie sich aus der taxonomischen Identität des Namens H. chamaecistus ergibt. Euphorbia 
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epithymoides ist der korrekte Name für E. polychroma. Bei Draba aizoides subsp. beckeri (Autor-
schaft) und Crataegus laevigata (Schreibweise) werden eigene Fehler korrigiert.

R e m a r k :  These “Notulae” continue previous comments (published in the Journal “Phyton 
(Horn)”: Gutermann 1975, 2006, 2009a, b, 2011) relating to nomenclaturally problematic cases of 
the Central European flora.

46. Androsace wulfeniana Steud. & Hochst., Enum. Pl. Germ.: 27 (1826) — Lecto-
typus (hoc loco selectus): Icon in Jacquin, Fl. Austriac. 5 (App.): 36, tab. 18 (1778); 
Epitypus (hoc loco selectus): Carinthia. Stangalpe. In glareosis montium Falkert 
et Rodres supra Kleinkirchheim; solo schistaceo; 2250–2350 m; [Jun. 1884]; 
[M. Frh. v.] Jabornegg in Flora Exsiccata Austro-Hungarica no. 1394 (WU 0101345)

= Aretia wulfeniana Sieber ex W. D. J. Koch, Syn. Fl. Germ. Helv., ed. 2: 670 (1844) in 
observ. ≡ Androsace wulfeniana (Sieber ex W. D. J. Koch) Rchb., Icon. Fl. Germ. 
Helv. 17: 51 (1855) ≡ Primula wulfeniana (Sieber ex W. D. J. Koch) Kuntze, Rev. 
Gen.: 400 [as ‘Wulfenia’] (1891), non Schott (1852) ≡ Androsace alpina var. wulfe
niana (Sieber ex W. D. J. Koch) Fiori in Fiori & Paoletti, Fl. Italia 2: 318 (1902) 
≡ Primula sieberi Derganc in Allg. Bot. Z. Syst. 10: 111 (1904)

= Androsace pacheri Leyb. in Flora 36: 585 (1853) ≡ Primula pacheri (Leyb.) Derganc 
in Allg. Bot. Z. Syst. 10: 110 (1904)

Currently, W. D. J. Koch appears usually as the correct author of this species (e. g. 
Greuter & al. 1989, Conti & al. 2005, Marhold in the Euro+Med 2006–, Barto-
lucci & al. 2018). Koch had briefly characterized two supplementary taxa in a paragraph 
under his Androsace glacialis (a heterotypic synonym of A. alpina). Under that heading, 
he discussed in particular Aretia brevis as well as Aretia wulfeniana and marked them 
as species that should be studied furthermore (“ulterius observandae sunt”). However, 
the latter name was not combined under Androsace, as is clearly apparent also from the 
index of his “Synopsis” (Koch, op. cit.: 1041 resp. 1044), where only Aretia wulfeniana 
is present, a fact already pointed out by Becherer (1943: 201) who gave “Reichenbach 
1855” as the correct author under Androsace. Already much earlier, in 1826, the binom-
inal Androsace wulfeniana was published as a new species by Steudel & Hochstetter, 
the authors of an early checklist. This name is validated by pointing to the previously 
published description of “Aretia alpina” presented by Wulfen (in Jacquin 1778: 36), 
and the simultaneous exclusion of the true Aretia alpina L. that was separately listed 
as Androsace alpina (L.) Lam. (This is consistent with ICN, Art. 38.1 and 52.2(e), cf. 
Ex. 3.) Wulfen’s ample description is based on plants from Carinthia and Styria, and 
leaves no doubt on its identity. The name “is to be typified by an element selected from 
the entire context of the validating description“ (ICN, Art. 7.8), including the coloured 
plate that is here selected as the lectotype. It is irrelevant that Steudel & Hochstetter in-
cluded under their Androsace wulfeniana also plants from Switzerland (as Aretia rubra 
Schleich., a nomen nudum) where A. wulfeniana, endemic to the Eastern Alps of Austria 
and Italy, is not known to occur.

https://herbarium.univie.ac.at/database/detail.php?ID=1427670
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The two names dedicated to Wulfen are not strictly homotypic: Wulfen had collected 
his plants “in supremis Folkartensium alpium jugis” (i. e. mount Falkert in Carinthia), 
and reported the species also from “Fladnizensibus summitatibus circa Leitersteig” 
(today: Lattersteig), “in excelso Winterthal“ (Wintertalernock) and “Eisenhut Carin-
thiaco & Styriaco”, all mountains around the Turracher Höhe Pass. Aretia wulfeniana 
is based on a Sieber collection that most probably came from the Styrian side of Mt. 
Eisenhut. Finally, the original material of Androsace pacheri was collected by Pacher 
in the same area but on the Carinthian side (mountains between the villages of Flattnitz 
and Ebene Reichenau), plants which were used later on to design the coloured plate in 
Reichenbach’s “Icones” (op. cit., tab. 74, fig. IV & V).

The epitype comes from a population of one of the mountains where Wulfen had 
collected plants which were intended to be depicted in Jacquin’s “Flora Austriaca”. It 
should complement the selected “iconotype” which does not show the discriminative 
features taxonomically important within Androsace sect. Aretia. The epitype is part of 
a gathering widely distributed also in other herbaria; the collection date (not present on 
the printed “Exsiccata” label) is documented by a separate duplicate at Vienna (WU 
0101351). Plants from the population of the type area (voucher: WU 0024850) more re-
cently were included in phylogeographic studies (Schönswetter & al. 2003).

47. Arenaria multicaulis L., Syst. Nat., ed. 10: 1034 (1759); Sp. Pl., ed. 2: 605 (1762) 
≡ A. ciliata subsp. multicaulis (L.) Ces. in Cattaneo, Not. Nat. Civ. Lombardia 1: 290 
(1844), separatim publ.: Cesati, Saggio …: 38 [as ‘β multicaulis’] (1844); Cesati in 
Linnaea 21: 32 (1848); Arcang., Comp. Fl. Ital.: 101 (1882), later isonym — Lecto-
typus (hoc loco selectus): “Alsine alpina perennis radice lignosa, flosculis albis, 
facie Sempervivi minoris. In Pyrenaeis versus Hispaniam” in Herb. Burser XIV(1)90 
(UPS; photo! [Fig. 1])

= A. ciliata prol. [“forme”] polycarpoides Rouy & Fouc., Fl. France 3: 247 (1896) 
≡ A. ciliata subsp. polycarpoides (Rouy & Fouc.) Braun-Blanq. fide Chater & 
Halliday in Tutin & al., Flora Europaea 1: 120 (1964)

= A. moehringoides Murr in Allg. Bot. Z. Syst. 12: 176 (1906) ≡ A. ciliata subsp. moehrin
goides (Murr) Murr, Neue Uebers. Bl.-Pfl. Vorarlberg: 106 (1923) ≡ A. gothica subsp. 
moehringoides (Murr) M. B. Wyse Jacks. & Parnell in Watsonia 16: 382 (1987)

Once and again: In the first instalment of these “Notulae” (Gutermann 1975) I had 
adopted the Linnaean name Arenaria multicaulis for the Alpine cytotype with 2n = 40 
within the species complex of A. ciliata. Separation at specific rank had been advocated 
by Favarger (1965, as A. moehringoides) who interpreted it as one of the “diploid” 
representatives of this group. I chose the elaborated Linnaean taxonomy of 1762 as the 
authoritative guideline in regard to the somewhat cryptic and sketchy first publication 
of A. multi caulis, also keeping in mind Stearn’s scholarly advise that “all constituent 
elements … must be taken into consideration. The most important of these is the phrase-
name” [i. e. the nomen specificum legitimum] (Stearn 1957: 125–126). According to 
López Gonzales (1985: 258), the publication of A. multicaulis is interpreted just as an 

https://herbarium.univie.ac.at/database/detail.php?ID=1427704
https://herbarium.univie.ac.at/database/detail.php?ID=1427704
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illegitimate replacement for the name A. ciliata because the former name appears in 
Linnaeus’s “Systema” of 1759 with the same number “11” as used 1753 for A. ciliata.

There are 3 constituent elements of the 1753 Arenaria ciliata: (1) the Séguier plant 
(depicted in Séguier 1745: tab. 5, fig. 2) from the Alps south-west of Trento, (2) the 
Burser specimen (studied by Linnaeus 1745: 21, 1749: 162) from the Pyrenees, appended 
as variety β, and (3) the Haller plant (depicted in Haller 1742: tab. vii) from Switzerland 
which represents var. γ.

In 1759, however, Linnaeus had not only changed the nomen triviale to multicaulis, 
but also the important nomen specificum legitimum (!) to “A. fol[iis] ovatis nervosis 
sessilibus acutis” (against “A. foliis ovatis ciliatis acutis” of A. ciliata), thus connecting 
the new epithet with a renewed diagnostic phrase that was adopted literally from his 
1745 “Dissertatio” (thus referring exclusively to the former var. β of 1753). Moreover, he 
supplemented this diagnosis (nomen specificum legitimum) with “Arenaria multicaulis 
Sp. pl. 11” but not “A. ciliata”. Though interpreted by Richter (1835: 436) as a typo-
graphical error, it clearly shows Linnaeus’s intention to define this taxon by restricting 
it to the former (unnamed) var. β (as presented in 1753, based on a specimen described 
by Linnaeus as no. 155 in his “Plantae Martino-Burserianae” in 1745). If there was a 
“typographical error” then it was, after Arenaria multicaulis, the omission of the Greek 
letter β to the number 11. The formal deficiencies of this paragraph are evident, but the 
conclusion of López-Gonzales (1985) seems premature: Though the sequential number 
is the same as in 1753, the “exact diagnostic phrase” (leading back to the 1745 plant) is 
changed as is the epithet itself (cf. Art. 52.3 of the ICN). There is no definite evidence 
that “all elements eligible as types” were included, nor does the word “ciliata” appear in 
the nomen specificum legitimum or as nomen triviale.

As I showed in 1975, the situation was adjusted by Linnaeus himself in the 1762 
edition of the “Species Plantarum” by the explicit emendation of A. ciliata (no 15) only 
to the Séguier plant (accordingly selected as lectotype: G. López González in Cafferty 
& Jarvis 2004), and, under the name A. multicaulis (no 5), correctly uniting the two 
other elements of the former A. ciliata, viz. Haller’s “Alsine foliis lanceolatis, petalis 
inte gris, calyce majoribus” (Haller 1742: 390, tab. vii, corresponding to var. γ of the 
1753 edition) with the Burser plant studied by Linnaeus himself and diagnosed as “Are
naria foliis ovatis nervosis sessilibus acutis” in 1745 and 1749 (corresponding to var. β 
of the 1753 edition), both representing the western diploid. This identification follows a 
continuous tradition since more than 100 years (cf. Fritsch 1897, A. Kerner in Dalla 
Torre & Sarnthein 1909: 170, H. v. Handel-Mazzetti in Kerner 1913: 10, Janchen 
1963, Hess & al. 1967, Ehrendorfer 1973, Jalas & Suominen 1983).

This interpretation is accepted in nearly all contemporary floras (or checklists) cov-
ering the range of this species: Spain (Bolòs & al. 1990, though not in Castroviejo & 
al. 1990), France (Tison & Foucault 2014), Switzerland (Juillerat & al. 2017: 62), 
Germany (Wisskirchen & Haeupler 1998, Jäger 2011, Lippert & Meierott 2014), 
Austria (Fischer & al. 2008), and Italy (Conti & al. 2005, however not so in the recent 
checklist: Bartolucci & al. 2018).
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Fig./Abb. 1: Lectotypus of/von: Arenaria multicaulis L.: Herb. Burser XIV(1)90 (UPS). – Reproduced 
under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution License [CC BY 4.0] (http://creativecommons.org/
licenses/by/4.0), Museum of Evolution, Uppsala University.

http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0
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48. Asphodelus albus subsp. subalpinus Nyman, Consp. Fl. Eur.: 720 (1882) ≡ A. del
phinensis Gren. & Godr. in Mém. Soc. Émul. Doubs, ser. 2, 6 (2): 13 (1854) [≡ A. sub
alpinus Gren. & Godr., Fl. France 3: 224 (1855), nom. illeg. superfl. ≡ A. albus 
subsp. delphinensis (Gren. & Godr.) Z. Díaz & Valdéz in Boissiera 52: 95 (1996), 
nom. illeg. superfl.

= A. neglectus Schult. & Schult. f., Syst. Veg. 7: 488 (1829)
= A. pyrenaicus Jordan in Bull. Soc. Bot. France 7: 732 (1869)
– A. albus subsp. pyrenaicus Braun-Blanq. in Monogr. Estac. Estud. Piren. 9 [= Com-

mun. Stat. Int. Géobot. Médit. Montpellier 98]: 21, 197 (1948), nom. inval. [nudum]
Díaz Lifante & Valdés (1996) restricted the type subspecies of A. albus to the diploid 
populations of Western Europe opposed to the tetraploid mountain plants occurring 
from the Pyrenees and Alps to the Balkan Peninsula. They missed, however, to address 
this subspecies with the correct name. Nyman was free to select any epithet at the sub-
specific rank (ICN, Art. 58.1), and he re-used the final epithet of the superfluous name 
coined by Grenier & Godron against the rules (ICN, Art. 52.1).

49. Draba aizoides subsp. beckeri (A. Kern.) Nyman, Consp. Fl. Eur., Suppl.: 31 (1889); 
Hörandl & Gutermann in Phyton (Horn) 35: 94 (1995), later isonym ≡ D. beckeri 
A. Kern., Fl. Exs. Austro-Hung., Scheda no. 891 (1883)

When treating the large-flowering populations of the north-easternmost Alps and of the 
Malé Karpaty at subspecific rank (Hörandl & Gutermann 1995), we have overlooked 
that the corresponding combination had already been performed in Nyman’s supplements.

50. Ervilia monanthos (L.) Opiz, Seznam: 41 (1852) ≡ Ervum monanthos L., Sp. Pl.: 
738 (1753) ≡ Vicia monanthos (L.) Desf., Fl. Atlant. 2 (7): 165 (1799), nom. illeg., non 
Retz. (1783) ≡ Lathyrus monanthos (L.) Willd., Sp. Pl. 3: 1083 (1802)

= Vicia articulata Hornem., Enum. Hort. Haun., ed. 2: 41 (1807) [n. v.]; Hort. Bot. Hafn.: 
690 (1815) ≡ Ervilia articulata (Hornem.) H. Schaefer & al. in Coulot & Rabaute,  
Monogr. Legum. France 4 [= Bull. Soc. Bot. Centre-Ouest, num. spéc. 46]: 402 
(2016), nom. superfl.

The group of the former Vicia hirsuta, i. e. Ervilia hirsuta (L.) Opiz requires generic sep-
aration from Vicia considering recent molecular-based phylogenetic studies (Schaefer 
& al. 2012). The aim is to obtain monophyletic genera aside from Lathyrus and Vicia. 
When transferring Vicia articulata to the genus Ervilia the authors (cf. Coulot & 
Rabaute 2016) have overlooked the complication linked to the epithets. Notwithstand-
ing that the Linnaean name has absolute priority under Ervum, under Vicia the epithet 
had to be changed because of the existence of the different species V. monanthos Retz., 
and was therefore known as V. articulata since. However, under Ervilia, the use of the 
Linnaean epithet monanthos is mandatory.

51. Euphorbia dulcis subsp. purpurata (Thuill.) Murr, Neue Uebers. Bl.-Pfl. Vorarl-
berg: 193 (1923); Rothm. in Feddes Repert. 67: 7 (1963), later isonym ≡ E. purpu
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rata Thuill., Fl. Env. Paris, ed. 2: 235 (1799) ≡ E. dulcis var. purpurata (Thuill.) 
W. D. J. Koch, Syn. Fl. Germ. Helv.: 628 (1837) ≡ E. verrucosa subsp. purpurata 
(Thuill.) Ces. in Cattaneo, Not. Nat. Civ. Lombardia 1: 312 (1844) [n. v.]; separa-
tim publ.: Cesati, Saggio …: 60 (1844); Cesati in Linnaea 21: 52 (1848) ≡ E. dulcis 
var. leiocarpa Neilr., Fl. Wien: 578 (1846), nom. illeg. superfl. ≡ Tithymalus dulcis 
subsp. purpuratus (Thuill.) Holub in Folia Geobot. Phytotax. 8: 174 (1973)

= Euphorbia incompta Ces., Bibliot. Ital. Giorn. Lett. 91: 348 (1838) [n. v.] ≡ E. dulcis 
var. incompta (Ces.) Nyman, Consp. Fl. Eur.: 649 (1881) ≡ E. dulcis subsp. incompta 
(Ces.) Nyman, Consp. Fl. Eur., Suppl. 2: 275 (1890) ≡ Tithymalus dulcis subsp. 
incomptus (Ces.) Soják in Čas. Nár. Mus., Odd. Přír. 140: 172 (1972)

= Euphorbia alpigena A. Kern. in Oesterr. Bot. Z. 16: 337 (1866) ≡ E. dulcis var. alpi
gena (A. Kern.) Nyman, Consp. Fl. Eur.: 649 (1881)

This western race of Euphorbia dulcis L. is sometimes neglected as a “minor variant”. 
However, it is usually well separable from the eastern subsp. dulcis using the characters 
highlighted by Schönfelder (1970) who also illustrated the chorological differentiation 
(maps K40 and K41, loc. cit.: A25). His findings can be affirmed for Austria where both 
races are known, and where only rarely populations are met that are ambiguous even in 
areas of sympatric occurrence of both subspecies.

As Soldano (1991) has shown, Vincenzo de Cesati had been a pioneer to apply the 
rank “subspecies” (“sottospecie” resp. “Unterarten”) for infraspecific taxa. This rank 
does not appear, however, as term linking the species name with the infraspecific epi-
thet (these are preceded by Greek letters only) in his account of the Lombardian flora 
which was later published also in German (Cesati 1848). That these infraspecific taxa 
are to be interpreted as subspecies follows from the statistics in the text (“2578 spe-
cie, col soprapiù di 204 sottospecie o forme secondarie assài distinte”) preceding the 
taxa list, and similarly in the additional tables (“sub-species”). Unaware of these facts 
“subsp. incompta” was accepted in recent years as correct name e. g. by Wilhalm & al. 
(2006), Fischer & al. (2008) and Tison & Foucault (2014).

52. Euphorbia epithymoides L., Sp. Pl., ed. 2: 656 (1762)
= E. polychroma A. Kern. in Oesterr. Bot. Z. 35: 395 (1875)
Kerner had interpreted the Linnaean name through the figure of “Tithymalus Epithymi 
fructu” (Colonna 1616: 51) cited by Linnaeus, that is identified comprehensibly with 
E. fragifera Jan. However, at least since the account in “Flora Europaea” (Smith & 
Tutin 1968) the name E. epithymoides is now widely used for the species previously 
often known as E. polychroma as e. g. in Fischer & al. (2008). This is now justified by 
the formal lectotypification performed by Geltman (2008) based on a Scopoli collec-
tion in the herbarium LINN (630.37).

53. Helianthemum nummularium (L.) Mill., Gard. Dict., ed. 8: Helianthemum no. 12 
(1768) ≡ Cistus nummularius L., Sp. Pl.: 527 (1753)

= Cistus helianthemum L., Sp. Pl.: 528 (1753) ≡ Helianthemum vulgare Gaertn., Fruct. 
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Sem. Pl. 1: 371 (1788) ≡ H. chamaecistus subsp. vulgare (Gaertn.) Coutinho, Fl. 
Portugal: 416 (1913)

= Helianthemum chamaecistus Miller, Gard. Dict., ed. 8: Helianthemum no. 1 (1768) 
[subsp. chamaecistus per Čelak., Prodr. Fl. Böhmen: 483 (1875)]

The name Helianthemum chamaecistus was treated as a synonym of H. nummula
rium subsp. obscurum (Wahlenb.) Holub [≡ H. vulgare var. obscurum Wahlenb. (1824), 
based on H. obscurum Pers. (1806), nom. illeg.] in the “Med-Checklist” (Greuter & 
al. 1984; still so in the “Euro+Med Plantbase”: Raab-Straube 2018–). Furthermore, it 
was quoted as a homotypical synonym of the Linnaean Cistus helianthemum in “Flora 
Nordica” (Widén 2010). If this would be correct, the appropriate name for subsp. ob
scurum as commonly defined had to be changed to subsp. chamaecistus in conformity 
with the ICN (Art. 11.6 and 26.3) as the autonym was established in 1875 by the valid 
publication of the combination H. chamaecistus subsp. obscurum Čelak.

However, Miller’s “first sort” (Helianthemum chamaecistus) is the common plant of 
“the chalky hills and banks in many parts of England” that shows leaves “of a grayish col-
our on their under”. According to British floras (Stace 2010, Sell & Murrell 2018) in 
the UK only H. nummularium subsp. nummularium does occur. Therefore, the taxonomic 
identity with the latter must be accepted even in the absence of the typification of Miller’s 
binominal. Helianthemum chamaecistus is not a replacement name for Cistus helianthe
mum as Miller’s diagnostic phrase is not identical with the “phrase-name” [i. e. the nomen 
specificum legitimum] of the Linnaean name (see Art. 52.3 and 52 Ex. 13 of the ICN).

The Linnaean name Cistus helianthemum has not yet been lectotypified by one of 
the three present syntypes (cf. Jarvis 2007) of which at least two (those in BM and 
LINN) indeed seem to represent H. nummularium subsp. nummularium.

54. Hesperis matronalis subsp. nivea (Baumg.) E. P. Perrier, Cat. Pl. Vasc. Savoie 1: 
49 (1917); Kulcz. in Szafer [Red.], Fl. Polska 3: 181 (1927), later isonym ≡ H. nivea 
Baumg., Enum. Stirp. Transsilv. 2: 278 (1816) ≡ H. inodora subsp. nivea (Baumg.) 
Simk., Enum. Fl. Transsilv.: 82 (1887)

= H. candida Kit. [apud Schulzer & al. in Verh. K. K. Zool.-Bot. Ges. Wien 16: 143 
(1866) pro syn. H. matronalis var. integrifolia Neilr.] in Hayek, Sched. Fl. Stiriac.: 
no. 538 (1907), Fl. Steiermark 1: 504 (1909) ≡ H. matronalis subsp. candida (Kit.) 
Hegi & E. Schmid in Hegi, Fl. Mittel-Eur. 4: 467 (1919)

= H. moniliformis Schur [in Oesterr. Bot. Z. 8: 22 (1858), nom. nud.] in Verh. Mitth. 
Siebenbürg. Vereins Naturwiss. Hermannstadt 10: 166 (1859), Enum. Fl. Transsilv.: 
52 (1866) ≡ H. matro nalis subsp. moniliformis (Schur) Borza, Consp. Fl. Romaniae: 
123 (1947)

? incl. Hesperis inodora var. vrabelyiana Schur in Verh. Naturf. Vereins Brünn 15(2): 
81 (1878) ≡ H. vrabelyiana (Schur) Borbás in Magyar Bot. Lapok 2: 21 (1903) 
≡ H. matronalis var. vrabelyiana (Schur) Soó in Tisia 3: 90 (1939) [n. v.], Tisia 4: 54 
(1940).

The autochthonous, white-flowering populations of Hesperis matronalis traditionally 
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were classified as H. candida or as H. matronalis subsp. candida in Austria, where they 
are confined to two small areas in Upper Styria (mountains with Palaeozoic limestones, 
near the village of Mixnitz, and north-east of the town of Trofaiach). In respect to the stem 
leaves (the upper ones nearly sessile) and to the indumentum of stem and leaves (usually 
with only a few bifid hairs in addition to the prevailing simple bristles), there is no sub-
stantial difference from the Carpathian subsp. nivea. This latter epithet holds priority at 
subspecific rank (by the combination under H. inodora) and is already in use for equiv-
alent populations of northern Italy (Bartolucci & al. 2018). This indigenous mountain 
taxon was broadly conceived already by Dvořák (1968), a definition also accepted in the 
Flora of Slovakia (Zahradníková & al. 2002, as H. matronalis subsp. candida) in which 
country it is mainly known from the Malé Karpaty, the Fatra and Tatra mountains. Plants 
from the Bükk mountains in northern Hungary are separated (even as species: H. vra
belyiana, e. g. Tibor 2008) on account of the glandular indumentum, but glandular hairs 
may occur though sparsely also in otherwise typical populations of subsp. nivea.

55. Micranthes stellaris subsp. prolifera (Gornall) Gutermann, comb. nov. ≡ Saxi
fraga stellaris subsp. prolifera Temesy in Phyton (Horn) 7: 103 (1957), nom. illeg. 
≡ Micranthes stellaris var. prolifera Gornall in New J. Bot. 6: 56 (2016) — Lecto-
typus (hoc loco selectus): Icon [tab. ad no. 3] “Saxifraga stellaris fig. e” [Fig. 2] in 
Sturm, Deutschl. Fl., Abth. I, Heft 35 (1813); Epitypus (hoc loco selectus): Kärnten. 
Saualpe, quellige Stellen unterhalb der Wolfsberger Hütte bei 1700 m; 14. 8. 1932: 
F. J. Widder, as S. foliolosa (GZU-Widder 000335762; photo! [Fig. 3])

– [Saxifraga stellaris var. prolifera pro parte: Sternb., Rev. Saxifr. Suppl. 2: 13 (1831), 
nom. illeg., quoad plantam ex Carinthia solum, excl. syn.]

This peculiar saxifrage occupies a well-defined area within the eastern Central Alps 
of Austria and adjacent Slovenia (cf. Staudinger 2009). Such viviparous plants, with 
the flowers replaced by vegetative bulbils except usually the terminal one(s), obviously 
seem to have also a slightly different ecological preference in respect to subsp. robusta, 
as on average they occur at lower altitudes, and on siliceous substrate. Micranthes stel
laris subsp. robusta is widely replaced by subsp. prolifera within the latter’s area, and 
intermediates between both taxa are documented only from the few localities where 
they meet. Here, subsp. robusta prefers habitats found on calcareous bedrocks. It is 
preferable to treat such eco-geographical races at subspecific rank (as did Temesy 1957 
in this case) even if Webb & Gornall (1989, under Saxifraga stellaris subsp. alpigena) 
and Gornall (2016, under Micranthes stellaris subsp. robusta) reduced them to varie-
ties, arguing that the latter “is rather local in its occurrence”.

The nomenclatural situation is somewhat intricate and tricky: the “basionym” of 
Temesy’s combination originally comprised also the arctic-subarctic plants which pres-
ently are classified as separate species, Micranthes foliolosa (R. Br.) Gornall. Further-
more, Sternberg’s variety is an illegitimate name because Saxifraga stellaris var. comosa 
Retz. (1779) was included (though indirectly by citation of Poiret 1805 and Seringe in 
Candolle 1830). Temesy excluded these plants and synonyms, and emended her taxon 

https://herbarium.univie.ac.at/database/detail.php?ID=1437310
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to Sternberg’s plants from Carinthia and the illustration in Sturm, and presented in ad-
dition an elaborate description in Latin referring to these Alpine plants only, thus tech-
nically creating a new name at subspecific rank. However, this name is to be treated as 
homonym (ICN, Art. 53.3) of S. stellaris var. prolifera Sternb., which in turn is automat-
ically homotypical (ICN, Art. 7.5) with S. stellaris var. comosa. Under the generic name 
Micranthes the combination is possible: Even if Gornall formally was referring to Stern-
berg’s variety (but simultaneously excluding S. stellaris var. comosa) his combination 
must be interpreted as identical with and therefore based on Temesy’s subsp. prolifera. 
The lectotype figure (which represents plants from “alpibus … Savi (Saualpen dictis) in 
Carinthia ipse legi”: Sternberg 1810: 11, under his var. β) is part of the protologue of 
Sternberg’s variety as well as of Temesy’s subspecies. The epitype sheet was collected 
in the region of Sternberg’s “locus classicus” and was cited by Temesy.

Fig./Abb. 2: Lectotypus of/von Saxi
fraga stellaris subsp. prolifera Temesy: 
Icon [tab. ad no. 3] “Saxifraga stellaris 
fig. e” in Sturm, Deutschl. Fl., Abth. I, 
Heft 35 (1813).
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Fig./Abb. 3: Epitypus of/von Saxifraga stellaris subsp. prolifera Temesy (GZU-Widder 
000335762).

https://herbarium.univie.ac.at/database/detail.php?ID=1437310
https://herbarium.univie.ac.at/database/detail.php?ID=1437310
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56. Pilosella tubulata (Vollm.) Soják in Preslia 43: 184 (1971) ≡ Hieracium cymi
florum subsp. tubulatum Vollm. in Denkschr. Königl. Bot. Ges. Regensburg 9: 73 
(1905) ≡ H. anchusoides subsp. tubulatum (Vollm.) Vollm., Fl. Bayern: 793 (1914)1 
≡ Pilosella cymiflora subsp. tubulata (Vollm.) Schuhw. in Ber. Bayer. Bot. Ges. 83: 
199 (2013)

= Hieracium spurium Chaix ex [Froel. in DC., Prodr. 7: 204 (1838), nom inval., pro syn. 
H. hybridi] Arv.-Touv., Hieracium Alpes Franç.: 11 (1888), nom. illeg., non Brügger 
in Jahresber. Naturf. Ges. Graubündens 29: 133 (1886) ≡ Pilosella spuria Soják in 
Čas. Nár. Muz. Praze, Řada Přír. 150: 129 (1988)

– Hieracium cymiflorum Nägeli & Peter, Hierac. Mitt.-Eur. 1: 424 (1885), nom. illeg., 
pro parte: quoad subsp. cymiflorum [loc. cit.: 426, sed excl. syn. Pilosella anchu
soides Arv.-Touv. (1873) ≡ Hieracium anchusoides (Arv.-Touv.) St.-Lager (1878)]

– Pilosella cymiflora S. Bräut. & Greuter in Willdenowia 27: 133 (2007), nom. inval.
Piloselloid hawkweeds similar to Pilosella cymosa but with the synflorescence less 
compact, somewhat bigger involucres, and occasionally furnished with short stolons, 
have been interpreted as transitional forms in the direction to P. officinarum (under 
Hieracium: “cymosum>pilosella”) that are presumably results of hybridization. They 
were thoroughly described by Nägeli & Peter in 1885 (as H. cymiflorum) who regarded 
the constituent “subspecies” not as (primary) hybrids but, reasonably, as autonomous 
taxa (“selbständige Sippen”). However, unfortunately, they cited the earlier Pilosella 
anchusoides as synonym making the name illegitimate and inoperative under Hieracium. 
(Pilosella anchusoides is a different species in today’s taxonomy, corresponding to the 
formula “zizianum>pilosella”.) Similarly, the name H. spurium used for the present 
aggregate species and defined as in Zahn’s works (Zahn 1923, 1929) is defective as it is 
a later homonym. The epithet “cymiflorum” could be used under Pilosella referring to 
the description of Nägeli & Peter but excluding simultaneously the name P. anchusoides 
(as in Bräutigam & Greuter 2007: 129, 133; these authors missed, however, to addi-
tionally specify a nomenclatural type as required for a “new name”).

Thus the correct name of the collective species is P. tubulata, which, in its strict 
sense, refers to the morphotype endemic to Bavaria (southern part of the Fränki sche 
Alb), a pentaploid apomict (Schuhwerk & Lippert 1997, 2002) with ± involute ligules. 
Other morphotypes are mainly known from the Western Alps (as e. g. P. spuria s. str.), 
the Abruzzi mountains and the Trentino. These are supposed to be at least partly of acci-
dental hybrid nature (Gottschlich 2009: 52), and of temporary existence only. An iso-
lated occurrence near the Austrian border was known from Moravia, in the Thaya/Dyje 

1 This combination was erroneously cited as binominal (“Hieracium tubulatum, Vollm. …”) in the 
Index Kewensis, Suppl. 5: 134 (1921), an entry that can still be found uncorrected – as a species name 
– in “The International Plant Names Index” (IPNI website). Since 1913, the Index Kewensis is “a 
straightforward Index … without passing taxonomic judgements” (Meikle 1971: 297). Inspite being 
just a reference quoted incorrectly (or erroneously) in respect to the reported taxonomic rank, such 
binominals are used in recent years as valid (new) combinations, a practice that I cannot follow.
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valley west of Znojmo (described as H. spurium subsp. cymelliflorum Zahn; cf. Chrtek 
jr. 2004). Once it had been collected there near Hardegg within Austria (Gottschlich 
2019), and also in Upper Austria, from Gründberg in Linz (Hohla & al. 2009: 230).

57. Plantago capitellata Ramond ex DC. in Lamarck & Candolle, Fl. Franç., ed. 3, 3: 
414 (1805) ≡ P. subulata var. capitellata (Ramond ex DC.) DC., Prodr. 13(1): 730 
(1852) ≡ P. recurvata var. capitellata (Ramond ex DC.) Nyman, Consp. Fl. Eur.: 618 
(1881) ≡ P. recurvata subsp. capitellata (Ramond ex DC.) Arcang., Comp. Fl. Ital.: 
499 (1882)

= P. carinata Schrader ex Mert. & W. D. J. Koch in Röhling, Deutschl. Fl., ed. 3, 1: 810 
(1823), nom. illeg., non Moench (1784) ≡ P. subulata var. carinata Béguin. in Fiori 
& Paoletti, Fl. Anal. Ital. 3: 100 (1903)

= P. acanthophylla Decne. in Candolle, Prodr. 13(1): 730 (1852)
– P. holosteum Scop., Fl. Carniol., ed. 2, 1: 108 (1771), pro parte (excl. syn.), nom. illeg. 

(superfl. pro P. alpina et P. maritima L. 1753)
– P. wulfenii Spreng., Fl. Hal. Tent. Nov.: 54 (1806) pro parte: quoad syn. “P. subulata 

Wulff. in Jacqu.” (et quoad “Lectotypum” design. ab Iamonico & al. 2017: 79), sed 
non quoad plantam descriptam e Saxonia!

Contemporary floras and checklists prefer the nomenclature presented by Pilger (1937: 
197) who accepted Plantago holosteum as the valid name for this species in considera-
tion of the region of Scopoli’s flora, though Pilger criticized the short description, and 
noted that Scopoli “meint, daß P. alpina L. und P. maritima hierher gehören könnten” 
(Pilger 1937: 197, footnote). Howsoever, Scopoli introduced his new binominal P. holo
steum with the sentence “Huc reduci posse videntur Plantagines linnaeanae2 8. 10. [i. e. 
P. maritima and P. alpina] ac forte etiam 9. 11. 13. Spec. Plant. [= P. cretica, P. subulata 
and P. loeflingii] Holostea strictissimo Folio C. Bauh. Coronopi serpent. maritim. et 
omnium minima I. Bauh.” (Scopoli 1771: 108). Though Iamonico & al. (2017) suppose 
that he “described Plantago holosteum through a short diagnosis”, Scopoli did not pres-
ent a “DIAGN[osis]” as is otherwise present, and typographically emphasized, in all the 
other species in his flora (! – and he refrained from citing localities). He only repeated 
(though with slightly modified wording) the descriptive features already presented in 
the previous edition of his flora (Scopoli 1760: 281, under no. 3) for plants then iden-
tified with the Linnaean nomen specificum legitimum for P. alpina. He finishes this 
paragraph with the statement that he, in fact, did not find any sound differences or limits 
between various specimens of P. maritima and P. alpina and even of P. loeflingii com-
municated to him by friends from abroad.

Obviously, he had more than considerable doubts on the identity of his plant as well 
as on the taxonomic concept of the Linnaean species. Though “posse videntur” may be 
interpreted that he refrains from definitely lumping the two (or even five) Linnaean spe-

2 It is possible to reduce the Linnaean Plantagines … hereunto [to this species]
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cies, it expressed only his due respect towards Linnaeus. At any rate, Scopoli summa-
rised his view on these taxa at the end: “Conveniunt enim omnes” – that they all coincide 
(and one of these is P. alpina). It is therefore implausible to regard the name P. holosteum 
as the introduction of a new species separate from P. alpina rather than a new name for 
the whole maritima-alpina complex, and consequently as a superfluous name (ICN, 
Art. 52.1), nomenclaturally referable to P. alpina L.

Keeping in mind the uncertain taxonomic situation in this critical group it is un-
fortunate that a “new” nomenclature for this taxon is to be introduced. Though some 
authors seem to resign in finding a consistent diacritical feature against the (eu-) Med-
iterranean P. subulata L. (cf. Hassemer 2018) it still seems appropriate to maintain the 
sub-Mediterranean taxon under discussion that is kept separate from the former species 
in relevant floras (Nikolić 2000, 2015–, Aeschimann & al. 2004, Conti & al. 2005, 
Fischer & al. 2008, Tison & Foucault 2014).

58. Scrophularia juratensis Schleicher in J. Bot. (Schrader) 1801(1): 245 [nomen, as 
‘iuratensis’], 248 [diagn.] (1803) [≡ S. juratensis Schleicher ex Wydler in Mém. Soc. 
Phys. Genève 4: 164, separatim publ. ut: Essai Monogr. Scrofularia: 44 (1828), pro 
syn. S. caninae var. γ., sine epith.; W. D. J. Koch pro syn. S. hoppei (vide infra!)] 
≡ S. hoppei W. D. J. Koch in Mert. & W. D. J. Koch, Deutschl. Fl. 3(4): 410 (1833) 
as ‘hoppii’, nom. illeg. superfl. [incl. S. juratensis!] ≡ S. canina subsp. hoppei Pau, 
Pl. Prov. Huesca (6–18 Julio 1903): 29 (1908) [= separatim repr. ex Bol. Soc. Arag. 
Ci. Nat. 7]; Bég. in Nuovo Giorn. Bot. Ital., ser. nov. 17: 118 (1910), later isonym; 
P. Fourn., Quatre Fl. France: 770 (1937), later isonym

= S. canina var. nana DC. in Lamarck & Candolle, Fl. Franç., ed. 3, 3: 582 (1805)
The taxonomic treatment of the orophytic morphotype of the Scrophularia canina group 
differs in contemporary floras in respect to its rank. Presently, only the recent French 
flora (Tison & Foucault 2014) follows “Flora Europaea” in treating it at subspecific 
rank (Richardson 1972), though in a quite different circumscription (i. e. including 
Pyrenean plants that are identified with S. crithmifolia by Ortega Olivencia 2009 in 
“Flora Iberica”). The majority of floristic accounts concerning the other countries of 
its distribution area (Italy, Switzerland, Austria, Slovenia) prefer the specific rank for 
the taxon in discussion (Ehrendorfer 1973, Pignatti 1982, Aeschimann & al. 2004, 
Wilhalm & al. 2006, Martinčič & al. 2007, Fischer & al. 2008, Landolt 2010) 
which is usually called S. juratensis, but in the latest checklists for Italy (Conti & al. 
2005; Bartolucci & al. 2018) the name S. hoppei is preferred.

When Koch described Scrophularia hoppei he expressly included S. juratensis in his 
species. The latter name is not a nomen nudum as is often supposed, but its publication 
is linked with a short diagnosis against S. canina (“folia bipinnata, pinnulis profunde 
incisis”). This had been amply demonstrated already by Fuchs (1954). The original 
spelling “iuratensis” is to be corrected into “juratensis” (ICN, Art. 60.1). Scrophularia 
hoppei is nomenclaturally a nomen superfluum pro S. juratensis though the two names 
were based on different materials by their authors.
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At subspecific rank the combination S. canina subsp. hoppei is valid (cf. ICN, Art. 
58) but must be treated as nomen novum with the corrected authorship of Pau alone.

59. Ziziphora granatensis subsp. alpina (L.) Bräuchler & Gutermann, comb. nov. 
≡ Thymus alpinus L., Sp. Pl.: 591 (1753) ≡ Calamintha alpina (L.) Lam., Fl. Franç. 2: 
394 (1779) ≡ Acinos alpinus (L.) Moench, Meth. Pl.: 407 (1794) ≡ Calamintha alpina 
subsp. alpina (1881) [per C. alpina subsp. meridionalis Nyman, Consp. Fl. Eur.: 589] 
≡ Clinopodium alpinum (L.) Kuntze, Revis. Gen. Pl. 2: 513 (1891) ≡ Ziziphora alpina 
(L.) Melnikov in Bot. Žhurn. (St. Petersburg) 101: 89 (2016), nom. illeg., non Miller 
(1768) ≡ Z. alpicola Melnikov in Novosti Sist. Vysšh. Rast. 47: 106 (2016)

In 2010, Bräuchler & al. left those species often separated as Acinos within a medium- 
sized Clinopodium, as the complex relations of this “Clinopodium group” as yet seemed 
not solved with reasonable certainty from the present molecular data, though the proxim-
ity of Acinos to Ziziphora already had become apparent, and morphological similarities 
were known (cf. López Gonzáles & Bayer 1988) and are evident. Based on these facts 
Melnikov (2016a, b) has drawn the nomenclatural conclusions and, following an ex-
treme splitting approach, he presented new combinations for almost all names involved 
at species level under Ziziphora, including that of Z. alpicola for the former Acinos alpi
nus. This variable complex is, with some reason, usually rather broadly defined as e. g. 
in “Flora Europaea” (Ball & Getliffe 1972). Even when splitting off some marginal 
taxa, it is inadequate to separate at specific rank our temperate taxon from the Mediterra-
nean orophytes for which collectively the correct name is Z. grana tensis (Boiss. & Reut.) 
Melnikov. We maintain the taxonomic concept as proposed by Šilić (1979, under Acinos), 
also adopted in the “Med-Checklist” (Greuter & al. 1986 under Satureja).

Corrections

The correct spelling of the basionym of Crataegus laevigata is Mespilus laevigata (not 
M. levigata as reported in the previous Notulae, no. 41: Gutermann 2011). The late K. P. 
Buttler had kindly called my attention to this error. I was misled by an obviously subopti-
mal reproduction of the text seen on the Internet without having checked the book itself.
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