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Introduction

In the Flora of Singapore account of the Convolvulaceae (Staples & Syahida-Emiza, 
in press), there are 16 genera and 40 species of Convolvulaceae that are native, 
cryptogenic, naturalised or casual in Singapore. Many of the species are geographically 
widespread and with extensive synonymies. In the Flora of Singapore project, we 
have set out to ensure that all current names and synonyms relevant to Singapore 
are typified so as to accurately fix the application of names (Turland et al., 2025). In 
the Convolvulaceae of Singapore, most names without a holotype have previously 
been lectotypified. Here we discuss several names, however, that would benefit from 
further clarification and/or typification. The taxonomic framework we adopt follows 
that of Lindsay et al. (2022) and Staples & Syahida-Emiza (in press). Where there 
is a discrepancy between these two works, we follow Staples & Syahida-Emiza (in 
press). We only list the current name for each taxon and any synonyms for which a 
typification or clarification is desirable, not necessarily an extensive synonymy.

Typifications and nomenclatural notes

Argyreia ridleyi (Prain) Prain ex Ooststr., Blumea 5(2): 370 (1943). — Lettsomia 
ridleyi Prain, J. Asiat. Soc. Bengal, Pt. 2, Nat. Hist. 63: 98 (1894). — Ipomoea ridleyi 
(Prain) J.R.I.Wood & Scotland, Nat. Plants 5(11): 1136–1144 (Suppl.: 30) (2019). — 
TYPE: [Malaysia], Johor, Kota Tinggi, December 1892, Ridley 4214 (lectotype SING 
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[SING0052334], designated by Hoogland, Blumea 7(1): 185 (1952); isolectotype 
CAL [CAL0000018570]).

Lettsomia tomentosa Ridl., J. Straits Branch Roy. Asiat. Soc. 33: 116 (1900), nom. 
illeg. non Ruiz & Pav. (1798). — TYPE: Singapore, Chua Chu Kang, 1894, Ridley 
6710 (lectotype SING [SING0004627], designated here).

Notes. In Staples & Syahida-Emiza (2015: 85) and Staples & Traiperm (2017: 464), 
several syntypes (but no lectotype) are listed for Lettsomia ridleyi. However, this name 
was previously lectotypified by Hoogland (1952: 185).

Lettsomia tomentosa Ridl. was included as a new species for Singapore by 
Ridley (1900: 116) but is a later homonym of Lettsomia tomentosa Ruiz & Pav. It is 
treated as a synonym of Argyreia ridleyi in Lindsay et al. (2022: 257) and Staples & 
Syahida-Emiza (in press) but is not mentioned by Staples & Syahida-Emiza (2015) 
and Staples & Traiperm (2017). Ridley (1900) based his new species on collections 
from Chan Chu Kang, North Seletar and Chua Chu Kang in Singapore without giving 
collection details. The only numbered collection that has clearly been labelled as 
Lettsomia tomentosa by Ridley that we have found is Ridley 6710 from Chua Chu 
Kang. We have not found duplicates of this collection in other herbaria. The specimen 
Ridley 6710 [SING0004627] is here designated as the lectotype.

Camonea pilosa (Houtt.) A.R.Simões & Staples, Bot. J. Linn. Soc. 183: 583 (2017). 
— Ipomoea pilosa Houtt., Nat. Hist. 2(7): 573 (1777). — TYPE: Country unknown 
[Indonesia?], s.d., Collector unknown s.n. (lectotype G-PREL [G00818052], designated 
by Veldkamp, Candollea 72: 178 (2017)).

Convolvulus cymosus Desr. in Lamarck, Encycl. 3, fasc. 2: 556 (1792). — Ipomoea 
cymosa (Desr.) Roem. & Schult., Syst. Veg., ed. 15 bis, 4: 241 (1819), nom. illeg. non 
G.Mey. (1818). — Merremia umbellata (L.) Hallier f. var. orientalis Hallier f., Verslag 
Staat Lands Plantentuin Buitenzorg 1895: 132 (1896). — Merremia umbellata (L.) 
Hallier f. subsp. orientalis (Hallier f.) Ooststr., Fl. Males., ser. 1, 4(4): 449 (1953). 
— TYPE: Country unknown, ‘Indes orientales’, s.d., Sonnerat s.n. (lectotype P-LA 
[P00357484], designated here; possible isolectotypes P-LA [P00357485, P00357486]).

Notes. Veldkamp designated a lectotype for Ipomoea pilosa Houtt. (Wijnands et 
al., 2017). The specimen itself does not include details of its collection locality or 
collector. In the protologue, it is said be from a ‘Ostindische Verzameling’ [East Indian 
collection] which suggests Indonesia. Veldkamp says it is likely to be a Radermacher 
collection (Wijnands et al., 2017).

For Convolvulus cymosus, Desrousseaux included a Sonnerat specimen and 
a plate from Herbarium Amboinense volume 5, p. 431, t. 158 (Rumphius, 1747) in 
the protologue. Merrill (1917: 441) noted that even though the protologue included 
these two elements, that the description was based only on the Sonnerat specimen and 
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that the Rumphius illustration was ‘the common and well-known species, Merremia 
umbellata (L.) Hallier f.’ Convolvulus cymosus is here lectotypified with a Sonnerat 
specimen in Paris.

Cuscuta australis R.Br., Prodr. Fl. Nov. Holland. 491 (1810). — Cuscuta obtusiflora 
Kunth var. australis (R.Br.) Engelm., Trans. Acad. Sci. St. Louis 1(3): 492 (1859). 
— TYPE: Australia, Queensland, Broad Sound, 25 September 1802, Brown s.n. [Iter 
Australiense 2789] (lectotype BM [BM000016305], designated by Lejoly & Lisowski, 
Fl. d’Afrique Centrale, Cuscutaceae 2 (1993); isolectotypes BM [BM000016306], E 
[E00288016], K [K000852573]).

Cuscuta hygrophilae H.Pearson, Hooker’s Icon. Pl. 28(1): pl. 2704 (1901). — TYPE: 
[Malaysia], Johor, Johor Bahru, April 1898, Ridley 9161 (lectotype K [K000852575], 
first step designated by van Ooststroom, Blumea 3(1): 66 (1938), second step 
designated here; isolectotypes CAL [CAL0000018686], K [K000852576], SING 
[SING0079861]).

Notes. For Cuscuta hygrophilae, Pearson cited the collection Ridley 9161 from Johor 
in Peninsular Malaysia. Van Ooststroom (1938: 66) gave the type as ‘C, K, type of 
C. Hygrophilae PEARS.; S’ which, despite the somewhat ambiguous format, we 
interpret as van Ooststroom intending the type as being in Kew. In Kew, there are two 
duplicates, one of which has handwritten morphological notes and which we therefore 
select here as the lectotype in a second step. As explained by van Ooststroom (1938: 
63), the ‘C’ and ‘S’ stand for Calcutta and Singapore rather than the modern herbarium 
codes as defined in Thiers (continuously updated).

Decalobanthus peltatus (L.) A.R.Simões & Staples, Bot. J. Linn. Soc. 183: 571 
(2017). — Convolvulus peltatus L., Sp. Pl. 2: 1194 (1753). — Ipomoea peltata (L.) 
Choisy, Mém. Soc. Phys. Genève 6(2): 452 (1834). — Merremia peltata (L.) Merr., 
Interpr. Herb. Amboin. 441 (1917). — TYPE: [Published illustration] Rumphius, Herb. 
Amboin. 5: t. 157 (1747), lectotype designated by Merrill, Interpr. Herb. Amboin. 31, 
441 (1917).

Ipomoea nymphaeifolia Blume, Bijdr. Fl. Ned. Ind., pt 13: 719 (1826 [‘1825’]), as 
‘nymphaefolia’. — Merremia nymphaeifolia (Blume) Hallier f., Verslag Staat Lands 
Plantentuin Buitenzorg 1895: 127 (1896). — TYPE: [Indonesia], Java, s.d., Blume 
1505 (lectotype L [L0866915], designated here; possible isolectotypes L [L.3993286, 
L.3993287, L.3993288, L.3993289]).

Notes. When Blume published the name Ipomoea nymphaeifolia (as ‘nymphaefolia’) 
he noted it grew in mountains and valleys around Buitenzorg (= Bogor), suggesting he 
knew it from several localities. Van Ooststroom (1939: 355) wrote ‘Salak, Blume s.n. 
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and 1505 (L, type of Ipomoea nymphaefolia Bl.)’. The format makes it debatable as to 
whether van Ooststroom effectively lectotypified the name because two collections are 
cited and, in addition, there are five sheets of Blume 1505 in Leiden even if it were to 
be argued that only Blume 1505 was intended. It should also be noted that the locality 
‘Salak’ is not mentioned in the protologue and although it does appear on the specimen 
Blume s.n. [L0866905], it does not appear on any of the labels of Blume 1505. Only 
Blume s.n. [L0866905] has the vernacular name as mentioned in the protologue on the 
label but this specimen is sterile. Due to the ambiguities as to whether van Ooststroom 
(1939: 355) designated a lectotype in a first step or not, we designate Blume 1505 
[L0866915] here without reference to an earlier first step typification. We also note 
that it is not certain that the additional specimens of Blume 1505 are duplicates of the 
same collection so we list them as only possible isolectotypes. 

Erycibe leucoxyloides King ex Ridl., J. Straits Branch Roy. Asiat. Soc. 33: 116 
(1900). — TYPE: Singapore, Bukit Timah, 1895, Ridley 6897 (lectotype SING 
[SING0052324], designated by Turner & Kumar, Webbia 77: 171 (2022); isolectotype 
K [K000545462]).

Notes. Erycibe leucoxyloides has already been lectotypified (Turner & Kumar, 2022) 
but we provide some further clarification here.

The name was published by Ridley who referred the name to King. Ridley 
provided only a very short description but which was sufficient to validly publish the 
name. Ridley cited several localities around Singapore, some of which can be linked 
to Ridley collections in SING but only one of which, Ridley 6897 from Bukit Timah, 
is of a numbered collection. Prain (1904) later gave an expanded description and cited 
two further Ridley collections from Singapore, Ridley 2051 and Ridley 10927, neither 
of which we have seen although we suspect the former should rather be Goodenough 
2051. 

Hoogland (1953: 350) wrote ‘Types: Ridley 6897, lectotype in CAL, isotypes in 
BM, K, SING’. However, Hoogland (1953: 343) acknowledged that he had not seen 
the material in CAL and assumed the material to be there as it was cited by Prain who 
was based in Calcutta when he published his own description (Prain, 1904: 16). Turner 
& Kumar (2022) have commented on the limitations of assuming that material cited by 
Prain would be found in CAL. 

The curatorial staff in CAL have been unable to find the specimen that Hoogland 
(1953) designated as the lectotype of Erycibe leucoxyloides King ex Ridl. Although 
they did not mention Hoogland’s earlier typification, Turner & Kumar (2022) also 
designated a lectotype for this name. They chose Ridley 6897 (SING [SING0052324]). 
In the absence of the CAL specimen, this should be taken as the lectotype of the 
name. We note, however, that not all the specimens in the various herbaria labelled 
as Ridley 6897 (BM, K, SING) were collected on the same date, with some collected 
in 1895 and others in 1898. SING0052324 and K000545462 are labelled 1895 whilst 
BM001014533 and K000545461 are labelled as 1898. Although it is possible that 
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two specimens were mislabelled as 1898, someone at some point has added an ‘X’ 
against the collection number of the 1898 specimens so it is also possible the number 
is incorrect or that the X was deliberately added to distinguish these as a different 
gathering. Due to the uncertainty, they should not be considered as duplicates and 
hence not as isolectotypes.

Turner & Kumar (2022: 171) designated different lectotypes for Erycibe 
leucoxyloides King ex Ridl. and Erycibe leucoxyloides King ex Prain. Turner & 
Kumar’s lectotypification of Erycibe leucoxyloides King ex Ridl. is valid. Prain 
(1904) cited both King and Ridley when he published Erycibe leucoxyloides again. It 
is unclear whether Prain considered the name to be published already, in which case 
Prain’s would simply be a later citation, or whether he did not know it was already 
published but was acknowledging he was merely taking up and publishing King’s 
and Ridley’s concept of the species, in which case it could be treated as an isonym. 
In neither case would a separate typification with a different specimen be warranted.

Erycibe tomentosa Blume, Bijdr. Fl. Ned. Ind., pt 16: 1048 (1826). — TYPE: 
[Indonesia], Java, G. Parang, s.d., Zippelius 1355 (lectotype L [L0004172], first step 
designated by Hoogland, Blumea 7(2): 358 (1953), second step designated here; 
isolectotypes L [L0004171, L0004173]).

Erycibe hirsuta Hallier f., Bot. Jahrb. Syst. 49(3/4): 376 (1913). — Erycibe tomentosa 
Blume var. hirsuta (Hallier f.) Hoogland, Fl. Males., ser. 1, 4(4): 428 (1953). — 
TYPE: [Indonesia], SE Borneo, between Lampung and Patung, 1908, Winkler 3337 
(lectotype B [B 10 0279226], designated here; isolectotypes BM [BM012560107], 
BO, K [K000545446], L [L0004170]).

Notes. Blume described Erycibe tomentosa from more than one collection as surmised 
from his citation of ‘Julio, etc.’ but did not cite any collectors. Hoogland (1953: 
358) wrote ‘E. tomentosa: Blume 1355, lectotype and isotype in L’ and also cited a 
‘paratype’ (actually a syntype). It is highly likely from labels placed on the specimens 
that he actually intended Zippelius 1355 rather than Blume 1355. It is unclear from the 
labels that Zippelius and not Blume was the collector because only the inclusion of 
‘Zp’ on one of the labels hints to the actual collector. Hoogland’s citation of Blume is 
therefore an understandable error and does not suggest a different collection. A search 
for Blume 1355 in the Naturalis database results in a specimen of Anthericum torreyi 
Baker (Asparagaceae) which is not a plant that could be confused with an Erycibe. 
There are three specimens of Zippelius 1355 in L, all of them with a lectotype label 
on them. As the specimens are not labelled as being parts 1 to 3 of a single specimen, 
Hoogland’s designation can be taken as a first step lectotypification and we make the 
second step here.

Hallier explicitly based Erycibe hirsuta on Winkler 3337 but did not single out 
a particular duplicate as a holotype. Hoogland (1953: 358) wrote ‘E. hirsuta: Hub. 
Winkler 3337, holotype in Hamburg, isotypes in B, BM, BO, K, L’. This would have 
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the effect of lectotypifying the name but Hoogland (1953: 343) also noted that he had 
not seen the Hamburg specimen of Winkler 3337 and had only seen the ‘isotypes’. It is 
possible that Hoogland confused Hans and Hubert Winkler because the top set of Hans 
Winkler’s collections is in HBG whereas the top set of Hubert Winkler’s collections is/
was in B (now mostly destroyed) and WRSL. The curatorial staff in HBG cannot find 
a specimen of Winkler 3337 and consider it unlikely they ever had one. As Hoogland 
never saw the specimen and it anyway cannot be found, a new lectotype is designated 
here. We have not seen a specimen from WRSL but there is still an extant specimen in 
B that is designated here as the lectotype. 

Hewittia malabarica (L.) Suresh in Nicolson et al., Interpret. Van Rheede’s Hort. 
Malab. 88 (1988). — Convolvulus malabaricus L., Sp. Pl. 1: 155 (1753). — TYPE: 
[Published illustration] ‘Kattu-kelengu’ in Rheede, Hort. Malab. 11: t. 51 (1692), 
lectotype designated by Suresh in Nicolson et al., Interpret. Van Rheede’s Hort. Malab. 
88 (1988). 

Convolvulus sublobatus L.f., Suppl. Pl. 135 (1782). — Hewittia sublobata (L.f.) 
Kuntze, Revis. Gen. Pl. 2: 441 (1891). — TYPE: ‘India’, collector unknown (not 
traced).

Convolvulus bicolor Vahl, Symb. Bot. 3: 25 (1794), nom. illeg. non Desr. (1792). — 
Hewittia bicolor Wight & Arn., Madras J. Lit. Sci. 5: 22 (1837), nom. illeg. superfl. 
— TYPE: Country unknown, ‘Peninsula Ind. orientalis’, s.d., Wight 2299 (neotype K 
[K000830909], designated here; isoneotypes K [K000830910, K000830911]).

Notes. The genus Hewittia has relatively recently been conserved against Shutereia 
Choisy (Staples & Noltie, 2007). Although generally long assigned to the genus 
Hewittia, in various works the widespread species now called Hewittia malabarica 
(L.) Suresh was previously mainly referred to by the names Hewittia sublobata (L.f.) 
Kuntze or Hewittia bicolor Wight & Arn., both of which are now treated as synonyms. 
Hewittia malabarica has already been validly lectotypified (Nicolson et al., 1988), 
but the typification of the synonyms has proved more problematic and remains only 
partially resolved. 

No original material has been found of Convolvulus sublobatus L.f. We have 
not attempted to designate a neotype as its current status is not in doubt from the 
description given in the protologue and original material may yet be found.

In Staples & Syahida-Emiza (2015: 137), the name Hewittia bicolor Wight & 
Arn. was cited with the type information ‘R. Wight s.n., India, without locality (isotype 
E)’. However, in the protologue, Wight & Arnott included the illegitimate Convolvulus 
bicolor Vahl, thereby clearly intending their name to be a new combination based 
on it but actually effecting a replacement name. Hewittia bicolor Wight & Arn. is, 
however, also illegitimate as they included the legitimate Convolvulus bracteatus 
Vahl in synonymy, thereby making Hewittia bicolor superfluous. As Hewittia bicolor 
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is a replacement name for Convolvulus bicolor Vahl, it must be typified from the 
original material of Convolvulus bicolor which does not include the Wight material 
cited by Staples & Syahida-Emiza (2015: 137). Vahl cited ‘India Orientali’ and ‘Dn. 
Schumacher’. As Schumacher is not known to have collected in Asia, the collector of 
the original material in Schumacher’s herbarium is unknown and a search in C has not 
unearthed any suitable specimens. A neotype is here selected for the name which is 
also the type of the genus. 

Ipomoea campanulata L., Sp. Pl. 1: 160 (1753). — TYPE: [Published illustration] 
‘Adamboe’ in Rheede, Hort. Malab. 11: t. 56 (1692), lectotype designated by Gunn, 
Brittonia 24: 170 (1972). 

Ipomoea campanulata L. var. illustris C.B.Clarke in Hooker, Fl. Brit. India 4, fasc. 
10: 211 (1883). — Ipomoea illustris (C.B.Clarke) Prain, Bengal Pl. 2: 735 (1903). 
— TYPE: [Myanmar], Moulmein, s.d., Parish s.n. (lectotype K [K000830812], 
designated here).

Notes. Although Ipomoea campanulata L. has been confused with Stictocardia 
tiliifolia (Desr.) Hallier f., they are taxonomically and nomenclaturally distinct species 
(Austin et al., 1978).

Ipomoea campanulata var. illustris was described with its geographical 
distribution given as ‘Malay Peninsula from Moulmein southwards’ suggesting the 
possibility of many syntypes. The only actual specimen mentioned is one collected by 
Parish from Moulmein which is used illustratively to distinguish Ipomoea campanulata 
var. illustris from the taxon as found in India, presumably intending the type variety, 
rather than to suggest it serve as the type collection. The Parish specimen in Kew is 
nevertheless designated here as the lectotype. 

Ipomoea carnea Jacq., Enum. Syst. Pl. 13 (1760), as ‘Ipomaea’. — TYPE: [Published 
illustration] Jacquin, Select. Stirp. Amer. Hist., t. 18 (1763), neotype designated by 
Austin, Taxon 26: 237 (1977). 

Notes. Ipomoea carnea was described without any geographical or collection 
information. Howard (1973) noted that Jacquin intended his Enumeratio to be 
considered together with the later-published Selectarum (Jacquin, 1763) in which the 
descriptions are elaborated and in which numerous plates are included. Howard (1973) 
also noted, however, that Jacquin made many changes between these two publications 
and that they cannot be considered as a single work. He also pointed out that at least 
some of the plates from Jacquin (1763) must have been made available before 1763 
because some are cited in Linnaeus (1762). However, there is no direct evidence that 
the plates published in 1763 can count as original material for names published in 
1760. With regard to Ipomoea carnea, Austin (1977: 237) wrote ‘Type: No specimen 
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is known; the plate here chosen as lectotype’. The plate in question is plate (‘tab.’) 18 
from Jacquin (1763), published three years after the protologue. The choice of plate is 
questionable as a lectotype because it is likely not to be original material. The original 
illustration has not been traced for evidence it may have been available before 1760. In 
addition, there is a Jacquin specimen in BM [BM000953169] that Wood et al. (2020: 
210) suggested may be a ‘possible type specimen’ but they nevertheless continued to 
recognise the plate designated by Austin (1977: 237) as the lectotype. BM000953169 
is a sterile specimen with no geographical data nor even the name indicated on it 
by Jacquin. Although the specimen has been identified as Ipomoea carnea, there is 
otherwise no evidence to suggest it is original material. We therefore consider the plate 
selected as lectotype by Austin (1977: 237) to be a correctable error to neotype. 

Ipomoea littoralis Blume, Bijdr. Fl. Ned. Ind., pt 13: 713 (1826 [‘1825’]). — TYPE: 
[Indonesia], Java, s.d., Blume 1710 (lectotype L [L0004194], first step designated by 
Austin, Econ. Bot. 45: 251 (1991), second step designated here; possible isolectotypes 
L [L0004193, L0004195]). 

Convolvulus denticulatus Desr. in Lamarck, Encycl. 3, fasc. 2: 540 (1792). — Ipomoea 
denticulata (Desr.) Choisy, Mém. Soc. Phys. Genève 6(2): 467 (1834), as ‘Ipomaea’, 
nom. illeg. non R.Br. (1810). — TYPE: Seychelles, Mahé, s.d., Commerson s.n. 
(lectotype MPU [MPU009875], designated here; isolectotype P-JU [no barcode]).

Notes. In the protologue of Ipomoea littoralis, Blume refers to at least two localities, 
indicating at least two syntypes. Austin (1991: 251), however, refers to there being a 
‘holotype’, Blume 1710 (L). In Leiden, there are three specimens of Blume 1710. We 
consider Austin’s designation a correctable error to a first step lectotypification and we 
make the second step here.

In the protologue of Convolvulus denticulatus, Desrousseaux wrote ‘v.s. in 
Herb. D. Thouin’. Thouin’s top set of specimens is in MPU and the specimen housed 
there is designated here as the lectotype.

Ipomoea mauritiana Jacq., Collectanea 4: 216 (1791 [‘1790’]). — TYPE: [Published 
illustration] Jacquin, Pl. Rar. Hort. Schoenbr. 2: t. 200 (1797), neotype designated by 
Bosser & Heine, Fl. Mascar. 127: 36 (2000).

Notes. Unlike the case above where Ipomoea carnea Jacq. was only very briefly 
described by Jacquin, the protologue of Ipomoea mauritiana includes a detailed 
description and indicates that the species is from Mauritius. The protologue does not, 
however, include information on possible specimens. Verdcourt (1963: 135) cited 
the type as ‘a plant from Mauritius cultivated at Vienna, probably not preserved’. No 
specimen that could be original material has been found. Bosser & Heine (2000: 36) 
lectotypified the name with a plate from the later-published Jacquin (1797) but there 
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is no evidence that this can be considered original material and no original illustration 
has been traced for evidence it may have been available when the protologue was 
written. Instead, the plate that Bosser & Heine (2000) called a lectotype is corrected 
to a neotype. 

Merremia hederacea (Burm.f.) Hallier f., Bot. Jahrb. Syst. 18(1–2): 118 (1893). — 
Evolvulus hederaceus Burm.f., Fl. Ind. 77, t. 30: fig. 2 (1768). — TYPE: [Indonesia], 
Java, s.d., Pryon s.n. (lectotype G-PREL [G00360097], designated by van Ooststroom, 
Blumea 3(2): 306 (1939)). 

Merremia convolvulacea Dennst. [Schlüssel Hortus Malab. 12, 23, 34 (1818), nom. 
inval.] ex Hallier f., Bot. Jahrb. Syst. 16(4–5): 552 (1893). — TYPE: [Published 
illustration] ‘Kudici Valli’ in Rheede, Hort. Malab. 8: t. 27 (1688), holotype.

Ipomoea chryseides Ker Gawl., Bot. Reg. 4: t. 270 (1818). — TYPE: ‘Indiae Orientali’, 
Kaddukorawessale, s.d., Koenig s.n. (lectotype BM [BM013726273], designated here).

Notes. Although many of the names published by Dennstedt (1818) are validly 
published due to references back to the descriptions in Hortus Malabaricus (Rheede, 
1688), Merremia convolvulacea was not validly published as provisions for the 
simultaneous valid description of the genus were not met under Art. 38.5 (Turland et 
al., 2025). Instead, in Hallier’s valid publication of the name he credits the name to 
Dennstedt and implicitly includes only Dennstedt’s original material in his concept, 
i.e., the Hortus Malabaricus plate.

In the protologue of Ipomoea chryseides, Ker Gawler mentions two Koenig 
collections from the ‘East Indies’ in the ‘Banksian Herbarium’, now the BM herbarium, 
along with a living plant grown from seed from China. The specimen designated here 
as the lectotype is very likely one of the two Koenig specimens mentioned in the 
protologue. It is chosen as the lectotype over the second likely Koenig specimen, 
BM013726267, because that specimen shares a sheet with another collection.

Merremia hirta (L.) Merr., Philipp. J. Sci., C 7: 244 (1912). — Convolvulus hirtus L., 
Sp. Pl. 1: 159 (1753). — TYPE: India, s.d., Osbeck 11 (lectotype LINN [Herb. Linn. 
no. 218.56], designated by Merrill, Philipp. J. Sci., C 7: 245 (1912)).

Ipomoea linifolia Blume, Bijdr. Fl. Ned. Ind., pt 13: 721 (1826 [‘1825’]). — TYPE: 
[Indonesia], Moluccas, Ambon?, s.d., collector unknown (lectotype L [L.3993057], 
designated here).

Notes. Ipomoea linifolia was described from material from the Moluccas but has 
generally been included in synonymy of the widespread and variable Merremia hirta 
(see van Ooststroom, 1953). The only presumed original material we could find is a 
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specimen in Leiden with the name Ipomoea linifolia written on it in Blume’s hand. We 
designate this specimen as the lectotype here. In the protologue, the general locality 
of the Moluccas is given. Although the writing is unclear, on the specimen it would 
appear to have been collected on Ambon. 

Xenostegia tridentata (L.) D.F.Austin & Staples, Brittonia 32(4): 533 (1981 [‘1980’]). 
— Convolvulus tridentatus L., Sp. Pl. 1: 157 (1753). — Ipomoea tridentata (L.) Roth, 
Arch. Bot. 1(3): 38 (1798), as ‘Ipomaea’. — Merremia tridentata (L.) Hallier f., Bot. 
Jahrb. Syst. 16(4–5): 552 (1893). — TYPE: [Published illustration] ‘Sendera-Clandi’ 
in Rheede, Hort. Malab. 11: t. 65 (1692), lectotype designated by Verdcourt, Fl. Trop. 
E. Africa, Convolvulaceae 51 (1963).

Ipomoea angustifolia Jacq., Collectanea 2: 367 (1789 [‘1788’]). — TYPE: ‘Hort. Bot. 
Vind.’ [cultivated in Vienna Botanic Garden], s.d., Collector unknown s.n. (lectotype 
W [W0042709], designated here).

Notes. Ipomoea angustifolia was published with a detailed description and with 
original geographical information but no specific mention of specimens. Verdcourt 
(1963: 51) did not mention the possibility of specimens and lectotypified the name 
with a plate in Jacquin (1789: t. 317). However, there is no evidence in the protologue 
that the illustration, which has not been traced, from which the published plate was 
reproduced was available when the protologue was written. At best the published plate 
designated by Verdcourt could be corrected to a neotype. However, a specimen that 
is likely extant original material has been traced and is designated here as lectotype.
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