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Abstract. This is the 3rd edilion of the Code of phyto-
sociological nomenclatwre, prepared by the Nomenclature
Commission of the International Association for Vegetation
Science (IAVS) and the Fédération Internationale de Phyto-
sociologic (FIP) on the basis of the 2nd edition, The Code
consists of a serics of definitions, principles, rules and recom-
mendations which will facilitate the proper use of syniaxo-
nomical names for the denomination of syntaxenomical unils.
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Preface

The 3rd edition of this Code has been prepared by
the Nomenclature Commission of the International As-
sociation for Vegetation Science (IAVS) and the
Fédération Internationale de Phytosociclogie (FIP) on
the basis of the 2nd edition (Barkman et al. 1986,
Vegetatio 67: 145-195), together with the comments
and proposals of the Commission members and some
ather phylosociologists. The proposals for additions and
changes in the Code were summarized by the Standing
Committee of the Commission (Weber, Moravec and
Theurillat} and discussed through correspondence and
at meetings of the Standing Committee in Rinteln (21-
23.3.1991) and in Prihonice (17-19.9.1992). The re-
sults of these discussions were presented to the mem-
bers of the Nomenclature Comimission for comments at
the end of February 1994 and again in February 1995.
All comments and proposals were discussed in the ple-
nary session of the Nomenclature Commission in
Hannover, 26-27.2.1997. The 3rd Edition of the Code
includes only those addilions and changes that were
accepted in Hannover. This final English edition repre-
sents the official version of the Code.

The division of the Code intc Chapters and the
numbering of the Articles and Recommendations is simi-
lar to that in the 2nd edition. The main changes and
additions concem Definitions I, IT, X, XII, XIII, Princi-
ples I, IV, Ast. 3b, 3i-0, 5,6, 10b, 16, 18b-c, 21, 24b, 26-
29, 34c, 36, 30b, 40b, 42, 43, 45. The following new
Recommendations are added: 1B, 1C, 5A, 36A, 424,

43A, 454, 51A; Recomm. 10C is changed into Art. 10b
and Recomm. 47A has been abolished. A new Chapier,
with anew Art. 52 and Recomm. 52A conceming noming
conservanda, is added. Seme Definitions and Principles,
together with many Articles and Recommendations, are
presented with information that is more detailed, to-
gether with explanatory notes and many new examples.
For a comect application of the Code, the entire text
must be taken into account.

To ensure general recognition of new names of
syntaxa (incl. noming nova), new combinations, and
lectotypifications or neotypifications of names, authors
are requested Lo send a copy of their publications to J.-P.
Theuriltat, who is in charge of the registration of publi-
cation and typilication of names. An index of such data
will be published on an annual basis.

Readers are kindly requested to submit to the Secre-
tary of the Commission information on errors found in
the Code, on difficulties with its application, together
with any proposals for changes. Proposals of nomina
ambigua, inversa, mutata and conservanda should be
addressed to (ke Committee for Nomina Conservanda,
Ambigua, Inversa & Mutata (CNC -- see App. II for
instructions).

Since Lre publication of the 2m edition of the Code in 1986,
the following changes have occurred in the Nemenclare Com-
mission, In 1988, I.I. Barkman resigned from the position of
President of the Comnmission. In 1989, R. Neuhtusl and V, Westhoff
resigned. Barkman dicd on 14.9.1990, and Neuhtiusl on 25,4,1991.
On 10.4.1988, during the symposium of the JAVS in Frascari
(Taly), H.E. Weber was elected as President of the Commmission
on Barloman's nomination. In 1989, 1.-P. Theurillat and O, Yevle
were co-opled as members; 1-P. Theurillat replaced the late 5.
Rauschert on the Standing Commitiee.

Interest in the Code was stimulated following the initiation of
the international project ‘European Vegetation Survey” at the First
International Workshap of the Intemational Association for Vog-
clation Science (LAVS) organized by S, Pignatti in Rome, 13-14.
9.1992. During the Second Tntemalional Workshop in Rome, 12-
13.3.1993, an Accord was proposed between the International
Association for Vegelalion Science (TIAVS), the Fédération
Intematicnale de Phytesociologie (FIP), and the Nomenclature
Commission. According to this Accord, the Nomenclatire Comi-
mission is recognized as the autherily for the nomenclature of
syntaxa defined on flonslic-sociological criteria. The establish-
meat of national (regional) sub-commissions is recommended to
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promote and facilitate the application of the Code. The Accord
was signed by the Prosident of the Commission, H. E, Weber, and
during the 36th IAVS symposium in Tenerife, 12-16.4.1993, by
the President of the TAVS, 8. Pignatti, and the President of the FIP,
S. Rivas-Martez.

At the plenary session of the Commission jn Hannover (26-
27.2.1997) the following members participated; H. Dierschke, K.
Fujiwara, I.- M. Géhu, G. Grabberr, J_Lzco, A. Miyawaki, J. Moravec,
I. Pallas, H. Passarge, S. Rivas-Martltez, A, Schwabe-Krmtochwil,
I-P. Theudillat, Q. Vevle, H.E. Weber and W. Willter.

The present composition of the Nomerclature Commission is
a5 [ollows: H.E. Weber (DE) President; 1-M. Géhu (FR) Vige-
President; J. Moravec (CZ) Secretary; J.-P. Theurilial (CH) Third
member of the Standing Committec; C. Ansseau (CA); O. deBolds
(ES); E.(0, Boz (US);, G.I, Bredenkamp (ZAY; H. Dierschke (DE);
K. Diewssen (DE); GJ. Doyle (IR); U. Eskuche (AR); G. Ferro {IT);
K. Fufiwara (JPY; G. Grobherr (AT); MM, Grandner (CAY; L.
[Dlijanié (HR); J. Lzco (ES); J. Kielland Lund (NC); J. Kolbek (CZ);
A. Miyawaki (JP); L. Mucina (ZA); E. Oberdorfer (DE); ). Pallas
(DE); H. Passarge (DE); F. Pedrutti (IT); S. Pignatti (IT); P, Quézc!
(FR); S. Rivas-Mantfnez (ES); 1.S. Rodwell (GB); A. Schwabe-
Kralochwil (DEY; J.H.J. Schaminde (NL); A. Scoppola (IT); AL
Solomeshch (RU); M. Valachovik (SK); O, Vevle (NO); MTA.
Weeger (NL) and W. Willner (AT).

We thank all members of the Nomenclature Commission who
participated in the preparation of the present edition of this Code.
In particular, we thank G.J. Doylc for his linguistic amendment of
the fext.

Introduction

Anyone studying the phytosociological literature
observes a considerable volume of syntaxonomic names,
including countless numbers of synonyms and homo-
nyms, and is ofien faced with inconsistencies in the
application of these names 1o particular plant communi-
ties. Nomenclatural stability is urgently required, to
avoid furher confusion and allow easy and cormecl
usage of syntaxonomic names by applied vegetation
ecologists such as foresters, agriculturalists, and nature
conservationists, Such stability can only be achieved by
the uniform application of generally accepted nomen-
clatural rules, '

Similar problems were encountered in boranical and
zoological idiotaxonomy and were rationalized through
the establishment of nomenclawral rules specified in
the International Codes for Botanical and Zoological
Nomenclature. The Phytosociological Nomenclature
Commission was, from the very beginning, unamimously
in favour of the priority principle (Principle IV), not
because it is the basis of the nomenclature of planis and
animals, but because it is the sole objeclive principle and
hence the only one to be adopted by all phytosociologists.

Names are only labels and, as such, they can never
be wholly adequate. This is all the more true for the
names of syntaxa, since these often have many character
and dilferential species, few of which can be used in
their names. It is far more important to knew exactly

what is meant by a name than to find one that seems in
every respecl to be characteristic,

While the association was chosen as the basic rank in
the system of synlaxa (Principle VT), this did not imply
that it was considered to be the fundamental unit. While
in earlier times associations were considered to be the
smallest units characterized by more or less faithfitl
species, many associations were defined subsequendy
by differential specics so that the fundamental differ-
ence between association and subassaciation could hardly
be sustained,

In this sense, Principle VI has a practical purpose.
Subassociations cannot be established without refer-
ence to the assaciation to which they belong, whereas
the reverse is quite possible. Associations, however, can
be defined without establishing or mentioning an alli-
ance to which they might belong. This is in marked
contrast with idiotaxonomy where, owing to the binary
nomenclalure, species cannot be described without at-
tributing them to existing genera.

Some criticize the rules for syntaxonomic names,
suggesting that these follow (he rules for idiotaxonomic
names too closely, arguing that associalions cannot be
directly compared with species, and vepelation relevés
cannol be compared with plant specimens. The Nomen-
clature Commission has always been fully aware that
vegetalion classification is not directly comparable with
the taxonomy of species. Nomenclature is not a scicnee,
however, itis a practical device and as such has much in
common with the nomenclature of taxa, Many of the
rules deal merely with the matter of names themselves
without paying particular attention to the contents of
such names. Questions conceming effective and valid
publication of names, superfluous names, homonyms,
priority of names and other subjects are exactly the same
as those affecting idiotaxonomic names. Since idio-
taxonomic nemenclature codes have a much longer
history, it seeros only sensible to profit from the experi-
ence gained in taxonomy, insofar as such expertence
can help in the solution of amalogous problems in
syntaxonomic ncmenclature,

Abstract plant communities are essentially statisti-
cal units, based on tables, and not on single relevés. Yet
it was agreed that single relevés would meet the require-
menis for a sufficient original diagnosts of associations
and subassociations (Art. 7). Formally and practically,
there is no other solution. If more than one relevé were
required, the number af relevés would be quite arbitrary,
Besides, the required minimum number would largely
depend on (he variability of the syntaxon in question,
being much fewer where the syntaxon was homotoneous
(in the sense of Nordhagen) than where it was hetero-
toneous. Where synoptic tables are employed, the nurnber
of relevés may not be apparent. The description of
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associations based on one or a few relevés must, of
course, be strongly discouraged and such associations
are doubtful units. Whether they prove to be ‘good’
associations, is a matter that must be determined by
further research. A code of nomenclature cannot present
rules for the standard of scientifie work.

In medern taxonomy, species are not based on an
individual, bul on populations. Neverthcless, onc sin-
gle plant or animal suffices for a valid description of a
new species or infraspecific tuxon. The method of
nomenclatura] type specimens is the cormmon basis for
the nomenclature of botanical and zoological taxa. A
nomenclatural type (‘name-hearing type'), usually con-
sists of a permanently preserved specimen of cne sin-
gle plant or animal (or a representative part of it, e.g. a
tree branch with its leaves andfor flowers). If there
were more specimens, it would remain arbitrary, as to

~which of these provides, in sensu serictissime, the
objective standard of reference by which the applica-
tion of the name it bears is permanently settled.

The melhod of nomenclateral types was adopted
for syntaxonomic names (Principle V and Article 15),
Since, however, a discrete sample of a plant commu-
nity cannot be permanently prescrved, a relevé must
serve as 4 name-bearing type. The relevé cannot be
directly compared with an individual plant that be-
longs to a single taxon or hybrid. A relevé may repre-
sent a mixture of different associations, so the rules in
this case allow for the rejection of names of syntaxa
based on such relevés (Art. 37). On the other hand,
there are many more cases in which relevés are more or
less homogeneous, whilst the table is not. In these
instances, the type method enables an objective deci-
sion on which part of an association must retain the
original name, where a part of the relevé set is assigned
to another syntaxon by division. Therefore, the name-
bearing type-relevé is no more than a useful device and
must not always be a so-called ‘typical’ relevé. In
future, however, the method will probably contribute
to a more precise definition of syntaxa.

Authors, when choosing type-relevés, will generlly

tend to select the most typical and complete relevé,

provided in their original diagnosis. The new Art. 16
moves in that direction and requires that (a) the type-
televé of an association must contain its name-giving
taxon (laxa), and (b) the type relevé of a subassociation
must conlain the name-giving taxon of the subassociation.

For associations and subassociations published before
1.1.1979, a synoptic table is allowed as a sufficient origi-
nal diagnosis, although the homoloneity of such synaxa
cannot be effectively assessed. This course of action was
adopted 1o aveid a situation where too many old names
would become invalid ~ the Nomenelature Commission
was opposed to the widespread alteration of names.

Where names of syntaxa are 10 be changed for
nomenclatural reasons, there is nojustification for adding
one’s name to communities described by others, since
this might lead to a defuge of unnecessary alterations. For
this and other reasons, Art. 48 dictates that (he second
authors name may only be inserted in specific cases.

The vse of geographical epithets for syntaxonomic
names (if they do not belong Lo a name-giving taxon) is
explicitly forbidden, since these contain no floristic
information. Such names are belter reserved for geo-
graphical racesfvicariants, if one wants 10 use that con-
cepl. The formation of names for geographical races/
vicariants, variants and subvarianis and for the highest
units, the division and class group, is completely free,
since the Code does not deal with syntaxa of these ranks.
Experience with the rules may determine whether or not
such units should one day be included in the Code. *

This edition of the Code contains some major altera-
tions and additions to the nomenclatural rules. Perhaps
the most important one involves the possibility of re-
taining names in current use as nomina conservanda
(conserved names). The rigid application of the mules,
particularly of the principle of priority, might lead to the
rejection of well-known and long-accepted names in
favour of previously unused names regarded as the
senior synonym. In such cases, the priority principle,
originally intended to promote stability, would just serve
to load the nomenclature with unknown names pro-
duced through constant dredging of Ibe literature. An
analogous problem is seen in the unfortunate instability
of taxonomic names that has arisen through a similar
process. As a result, romina conservenda (not only for
taxa of higher rank, but also for species) have been
commonly adopted for a considerable period of time in
Zoological nomenclature and have become more ac-
cepted in the International Code of Botanical Nomen-
clature. At the Internationaf Botanical Congress in
Tapan, held 1993 in Y okohama, the final plenary session
adopted the following resolution relating to nomencla-
ture: “The XV International Botanical Congress urges
plant taxonomisis, while such work continues, to avoid
displacing well-established names for purely nomen-
clatural reasons, whether by change in their application
or by resurrection of long forgolten narnes.” The vast
majority of phytosociologists have repeatedly and ur-
gently requested, at congresses and other meetings, that
nomina conservanda be adopled in syntaxonomy, Fu-
ture syntaxenomists should sericusly consider the value
of preserving nomenclatural stability through the nse of
nomina censervanda.

Another change involves Definition I, which now indi-
cates thatonly phytocoenoses can be considered as syntaxa.
Symphytocoenological units, ‘sigma-associations’, etc.,
and all synusial units eannot be so designated.
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Thus, the ‘association names® of the Uppsala School,
published before 1.1.19386, with Lhe exception of names
of moss and lichen communities, are no Ionger subject
of this Code. They correspond in reality to the *sociations’
of that School and are thereforc not identical with the
associations of the hierarchical system of syntaxa gov-
ermcd by this Code (Principle II). Some of Lhese *asso-
ciation names’, however, which were applied for a long
period of time in accordance with the nomenclatural
type, may be proposed as nomina conservanda and,
after positive decision, will become valid {(Principle T,
Arl, 52).

This Code is moving in the direction of requiring
registration of names, so thasc new syntaxonomic names
may be generully known. An article requiring the regis-
tration of names as part of their valid publication, was
favoured by the Nomenclature Commission, but was
withdrawn for pragmatic reasons, and for the time being
replaced by a recommendation (Reccom. 1C).

The International Code of Phytosociological No-
meaclature (ICPN) is one of several Codes that deal
with the rules for names used in Biology. The other
Codes include the International Code of Botanical No-
menclature (ICBN), Intemnaticnal Code of Nomencla-
ture for Cultivated Plants (ICNCP), Intemnational Code
of Zoological Nomenclature (ICZN), International Code
of the Nomenclature of Bacteria (IBC) and International
Code of Virus Classification and Nomenclaware (ICV),
The ICBN, ICZN and IBC will possibly be governed in
fuwre by a geperal “BioCode’, ruled by TUBS, the
International Union of Biological Sciences, which is the
premier organization in Biological Sciences, represeat-
ing the Academies of Sciences from many countries all
over the world.

Faced with such unsolved questions, the Nomencla-
ture Commission decided to retain in this editon the
terms of the previous ones. Since the next edition of this
Code will not appear before 2010, it may be useful
give a bref survey of the terms of the present Code
(ICPN} and the terms of the ‘BioCode’, which may
come into use some day.

ICPN Term ‘BioCode’ Term
Effectively published name Published name
Validly published name Esuablished name
Validating Establishing
Legitimate name Acceplable name.
Correct name Accepled name
Nomenclatoral type Name-bearing type
Nomenclawral synonyns Homotypic synonym
Syntaxonomic synonym Heterotypic synonym
Rejected name Suppressed name
Rejection Suppression
Priority Precedence and,

in special cases, priority
Original diagnosis Protologue

This Code consists of Definitions, Principles, Arti-
cles, Recommendations and a guide to the correct for-
mation of names of syntaxa based on the names of plant
species. Principles and Articles are binding (either ret-
rospectivelyupio 1.1.19100r 1.1.1979, or from 1.1, 1987
or 11.1.1980, or 1.1.2002 onwards, as indicated specifi-
cally).

Modifications to the Code will be decided at future
sessions of the Nomenclature Commission, based on
cominents and suggestions received from colleagues
active in phytosociology.

Definitions indicate the meaning of the terms of
nomenclature and retevant research as applied in this
Code.

Principles form the basis of the system of phyto-
sociclogical nomenclatre,

- Articles and Recommendations include the delajled
Regulations and Rules of nomenclature, Examples are
provided in the text of the Code that explain both Rules
and Recomumendations,

Rales should confer order on earlier npomenclature
and point the way for the future. Names that are formed
contrary to a Rule cannot be retained unless they were
adopted as nomina conservanda.

Recommendations should ensure that future nomen-
clature is unified and unequivocal. Names contradicting
a Recommendation, however, cannot be rejected for
that reason alone.

The only justifications for changing names are, after
taking cognizanee of the possibility of preserving a
name as a roment conservandum, the need to abandon a
denomination that conlradicts the Rules, or the require-
ment for a name change based on new anderstanding of
syntaxonomic facts, derived as a result of scientific
research.

The prevailing current use of a name has to be
maintained, where there is no relevant Rule, or where
the consequences of a Rule are doubtful.

The present edition of the Code replaces the previ-
ous ones; Edition 1 (Vegetatio 32: 131-185, 1976) and
Edition 2 (Wegetatio 67: 145-195, 1986).
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International Code of Phytosocielogical nomenclature
DIVISION I. Definitions
Definition 1 — Syntaxa

The term syntaxoen (plural: syntaxa) indicates in this Code an
abstract unit of phylococnoeses of any rank, defined by floristic-
sociological criteria, which may (in principlc) be incorporated
inta a hierarchical system.

The abstract units of bryophyte, lichen or other cryptlogamic

communities are also considered as syntaxa when they are treated
as particular communities defined by Ooristic-sociological crile-
ria, despite the fact that they do pol always correspond to
phytocoenoses.
MNore: Synmaxa include the vegetation units of the Zirich-Monipellier
School (exeeplihe circle of vegelntion), the vegetation unils of the Uppsala
School {except the pasfosmation), abstract units without mak such es
" iry', *cc ity type’, “vegetation type’, ‘vegetalion group',
‘Gesellschait', ‘peupl !, ‘group ', ‘nodum’, “coenon’, etc. when
they correspond to phyrocoenoses and when they are based on floristic-
sociological crileria.

The symphy unils {'vegetation plex’, 'sigma-
assecintion’, *geosigmassoctation”, cle.) are not considered as synlaxa, nor
are the phytecocnotic units derived from the integratian of synusial units.

Deftnition [T — Hierarchy of ranks

The hierarchical system of syntaxa povemned by this Code is
based on four principal ranks: Assogiation, Alliance, Order and
Class, Supplememary ranks may be introduced in sddilion when,
in the author’s opinion, a greater number of ranks is required.

The association is defined according o the proposal of the
Botanical Congress al Brussels 1210 — Flahauly, C, & Schroeter,
C. Nomenclaiure phytogdographigie. Rapports ¢l propositions.
Ille Congrés intemational de Botanique, Bruxelles 1910:

““An association (type of stands) is a plant community of definite
florislic composition which presents a uniform physiognomy and
which grows in uniform habitat conditions™.

Definitior Ifl — Effective publicarion

An effective publication is one Lhal is in accordance with the
conditions of Ar. 1. Not effectively published namecs will be
treated as ‘not published names” according (o this Code.

Deftnition IV ~ Valid publication

Avalid publication of names is onc that fits the conditions of
ArL 2-9. Not vali-'- published names will be teealed as “not
published names’ according 10 this Code.

Note: The term “criginal name® or *original form of name® relers o the
form of the name used in its first valid publication.

Definition V - Legitimacy of names

Legitimate names or epilheis are those that arc validly pub-
lished and whose form fits the prescriptions of Art. 10a sentence 1,
Axt. 12, A, 13 sentences | and 2, and Art. 3§ to 34. The eriginal
form of the legitimate name must be corrected correspondingly if
it is inadmissible according to Arl. 41 (o 45.

Illegitimate names or epithets are those that are validly pub-
lished, but whose farm does nol fit the prescriptions of Art. 10a
sentence |, Ard. 12, Arl. 13 sentences 1 and 2, Art. 29b and ¢ or Anl.
3[ 10 34 or those that have becn declared as illegitmate by the
Nomenclature Commission according to Art. 36.

Drefinition VI — Correct name

The correcl name of a syntaxor is the legiimate name (if
neeessary comrected acconding to Art. 4] o 43) that must be
adopited for this syntnxon wilh a particular eircumscriplion, posi-
tion and rank under the Roles.

Definition VIl — Nomenclaiural combinarion

A combination is the name of a subnssociation, consisting of
an association name followed by a subassociaticn cpithet (see

Art. [3),
Definition VIIf — Nomenclatural type

A nomenclatural type {a type of the nanic of a syniaxen} is
that element of the syniaxon to which the nawe of the syniaxon
remains permanently antached, The nomenclawral type need not
be the most rypical {characieristc) or onc that j5 ocutstanding
owing to its particular frequency {sce Art, 13),

An clement, in the sense of this Code, is a vegetation relevé in
the case of ussociutions and subassociations, and a syntaxon of the
next subordinate principal rank in syntaxa of higher rank.

A hoelolype is the element thal is indicated asthe nomenclatural
type in the orginal diagnosis by the aulhor or that is the only
element published or cited there. )

A lectotype is a nomenclatural type that is chosen from
several elements published andfor cited in the original diagnosis
when none of those elements was indicated as the holotype.

A neotype is an element that is chosen as the nomenclatural

type when neither the holotype nor an element suitable to be
chosen as the lectotype occurs.
Note: Occasionally, the (ers “sypus” is erroncously replaced by "symrypis’
Chelosynrypus', “lectosynrypis', ‘neosyniypies’) in the new Tileratuze. The
term ‘symzypus’ is not used in this Code and therefore musi be replaced by
‘typus’ (*holonypus’, respectively ‘fectofypus” or “neorypris').

Dgfinition IX — Homonyms

Homonyms are validly published names based on different
nomenclatural types and spelt identically.

Differing names are treated as homonyms in particular cases
(Art. 32).

Definition X — Synoryms

Synonyms are names in the same rank that denominate the
same syntaxon of syntaxa considered as the same synlaxon with-
owt regard (o their position.

Nomenclatural or homotypical synonyms are based on the
same nomenclatueal type and are therefore in any case synonymous.

Syntaxonomic or heterotypical synonyms are based on differ-
ent nomenclatural types, but are considered to belong to the same
syntaxon. With e changed circumseription of the syntaxon, they
can bectine NONsYnonymous.

Pseudonyms are names used with the original author ciation
but misinterpreted by later authors (see Recomm. 467).

Note: Names of syntaxa of different rank Lhat have the same syniaxonomic
conlent arc not synonyms and therefore should not be included in the
synonymy. These names, as well as pseudenyms, can be cited separaicly
aler the synonyms and mentoned as comespending names.
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Definition XI — Basionym

TEe term basionym indicates the epithet-giving synonym in
cases where a subassociation epithet is retained in anew combina-
tion with another association name.

Definition XIT — Author citation

The term *author citalion' refers in this Code Lo the presenta-
Lion of the itame of the nuthor(s) that published validly or vali-
dated the syntaxon name, followed by the year of the valid
publication or validation.

Definition X1f — Nomina conservanda

Nomina conservanda are names established according 10
special criteria, and are protected, irrespective of their priority,
and must be retained.

DIVISTON I1. Principles
Principle I — Governing nomes of syntava

The regulations of this Code apply 10 the names of syntaxa.
No other vegelation units or systems are subject to the regulations
ol this Code: their names do not influence the applicability of the
names of syntaxa,

Principle I — Governing kivrarchy of syntaxa

The regulations of this Code govern the nomenclature of the
lollowing principal ranks of symaxa (see Def. II): Assaciation
{associatio), Alliance (alliareia®), Order (ordo}, and Class {classis);
they alsa govem the nomenclature of the [ollowing supplemen-
tary ranks of syntaxa: Subassociation (subassociatio}, Suballiance
(suballiancia®), Suborder (subordo), und Subclass (subclassis).

The nemenclature of other ranks, such as ‘sociations’ and
‘consociations' of the Uppsala Scheol and of abstract vegetation
units without rank, such as "tommunity’, *vepelation type', 'Ge-
sclischafl’, ‘peuplement’, *groupement’, etc. is not subjecl to the
regulations of this Code. The same applies to ‘ossociation names®
of the Uppsala Schoel published before 1.1.1936, as they corre-
spond in reality 1o “sociations’ {a term established as far back as
the Botanical Congress al Amsterdam 1935). In an effort to
achieve slabilisation of nomenclature, some of these ‘association
names’, which have been applied for a long time in accordance
with the nomenclalural type, can be proposed as nomira
conservanda (sce Def, XIIT and Act. 52). In this case, such names
would be considered as validly published in so Far they fulfil all
otherrequirements. The *association names’ of the Uppsala School
for moss and lichcn communities will be considered, however, as
validly published.

In this Code, changes in rank are governed within the princi-
pal and supplementary ranks given in Principle II, For example,
the degradation of a subassaciation (o variant is not governed in
this Code. On the contrasy, the incarporation of ‘groupement’,
‘Gescllschaft', ‘communily”, ‘sociation’, cte. 1o an iuton is

Principle Il — Correct names of syntaza

Each syntaxon with a particular circumscriplion, positicn,
and rank has only one cotrect name.

Principle IV — Priority

The comect name of a syntaxon is the earlicst validly pub-
lished that is in accordance wilh the Rules (Principle of Priosity).
The principle of priority is to be used 10 proniote stability. It is
not intended (o be used to reject 2 long-accepled name in its
accustomed meaning through the introducticn of an unused
name that is its senior synonym. When au author considers that
the application of the Principle of Prierity would disturh stability or
universality or cause confusion, the existing usage is 10 be main-
tained ind the case referred 1o the Nomenclatuee Commission for a
mling {see Def. XTI1).

Principie V — Application of the nomenclatural type

The application of the name of a synlaxon is determined by
meins of its nomenclatural rype (type of the name}).

Prineiple VI — Basic rank

The association is the basic rank in the hicracchical system of
syntaxi.

Principle VI[ — Retroactivity of the Code

The Rules of npmenclature are retroaclive unless expressly
limited.

DIVISION I, Rules and Recommendations
Chapler 1. Conditions and dates of effective publication
Article 1 — Conditions and date of effective publication

Fublication is effected only by distribution (sale, exchanpe, gifty
of printed malter (including off-set and photo off-set) lo the generl
public or al least to libraries accessible to botanisis gererally.

The date of effeclive publication is the date on which the
printed matter became availabl as defined in § (. In doubtful cases
the daic appearing in the prinled matier must be accepled as correct
unkess the correct date cannot be proved from other data.

When reprints from periodicals or other works are issued in

- advance, the date of cffeclive publication is thal on which the

reprints became available as defined in § 1.

Examples: I. The name Festucelea ovinae Knapp 1942 is not
effectively published since it was enly published in a paper that
was reproduced by means of a hectograph — Knapp, R. (1942) Zur
Systematik der Welder, Zwergstrauchheiden und Trockenrasen
des eurosibirischen Vegetationskrefses. Arh. Zentralsielle
Vegelationskartierung des Reiches, Beil. 12. Rundbr. an die
Ku den im Felde.

governed by this Code. A change from a supplementary rank to o
principal rank, or vice versa, does nol creale a new syntaxon but a
new rank of the syntaxon,

b P:urmcrly also called ‘foederatic’.
"* Formerly also called ‘subfoederasio’.

2. The name Prccinellio maritimac-Salicornietum emerici Géhu
et Géhu-Franck 1976 is effectively published though the paper
was reproduced by means of a photo off-set directly from Lhe type-
written original — Géhu, I.-M. & Géhu-Franck, I. (1979) Les
Salicornictum emerici ¢l ramosissimae du littoral atlantique
{rangais. Doe. Phyroseriol. N.8. 4: 349-358.

3. The name Chenopodietea Br.-Bl. was cffectively published in
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1952, as indicated on the [ast page in Braun-Blanquel, J., Roussine,
N. & Negre, R. (1952) Les groupements végélaux de la France
Méditerranéenne, p. 298, and notin 1951 as ofien cited {(probably
according 1o the date of the preface).

4. Tho name Festucion versicoloris Krajina 1934 (Beif For.
Centralbl. 51AL: 53) was already effcctively published in the
offprint with the date 1933 and previously distributed in 1933.
5. The names Phragirion and Phragmiierafia were effectively
published by Koch in 1926 (Jahrb. St-Gall. Namrwiss. Ges.
61(2); 1-146) and not in 1925 as printed on the cover of the journal
number 61(2). This case is nota doubtful casc since on p. 62 of the
number 611} dated '1925” informztion is provided on the plenary
session dated 24 February 1926 where the issue of Koch's paper
had becn announced. The date 1926 is confirmed on reprints of
Koch's publication, which are dated with March 1926.

Recommendation 1A

Authors are requested to confine publication of new names te
scientific journals, and Lo avoid such publication in books, review
pericdlicals, foomotes, indices, introductions or summarics. When
published in books, the new names as well as typificalions of
names should be cenfirmed in the index.

Recommendarion 1B

‘When ithas been shown that adate given on the printed matter
is incomeay, the appropriale date should be published with an
accompanying account of how the correct dale was established.

Recommendation IC

To ensure gencral recognition of new names of syntaxa (incl.
nomina nova), new combinatfons, and lectotypilications or
neotypifications of names, authors are requested to send a copy of
their publication to the member-incharge of the Nomenclatural
Commission (see App. II) charged with registmtion of publication
and typification of nameas. An index ol such data will be published
on an annual basis.

Chapter 2. Conditions and dates of valid publication of names
Article 2 — Condirions of valid publication of names

The name ol a synlaxon is only validly published:

a. If it was ¢ffectively published in the year 1910 or laler,

Example: The name ‘Curviletum” Brockmann-Jerosch 1907 is
not validly published since it was published before 1910 —
Brockmann-Yerosch, H. (1907) Die Flora des Puschlav (Begirk
Bemnina, Kanton Graubiinden) und ihre Gesellschaften, p. 300.)

b. If it is accompanied by a sufiicient original diagnosis or by an
unambiguous (direct or indirect) reference 1o an earlier, effec-
tively published, sufficient diagnosis (see Arl, 7 and 8).

Note I: An indirect reference occurs when instead of the first effective
publication a later publication of the same name is given that contains a
direct reference to the first effeclive publication.

Note 2: Bibliographical errors in a reference (e.g wrong number of volume
or page) do nol make the publicelion invalid. As a bibliogmphical error the
Tollowing example is 10 be considerned.

Example: Inthe alliance Cardamino-Montion in WesthofT, Dijk & Posschier
(1946) Overzichr der Pl £ happen Nederland, A dam,
P. 59), the ‘associatie van Philonotis fantana en Montia rivalaris® Bilker et

Tilxen 1941" is given, In the bibliography, enly Biker (1941, Aeih. Bor,
Centralbl, 51, AbL b) is cited, where the "Philonotis fontana-Moniin
rividaris-Ass. Bilker ¢f Tx. 1941’ is described on p. 470.

Nole 3: An unambiguous reference is given only when the place of
publication is comecily provided (¢.g. name of the journal, title o 1he book,
ctc., volume and page) either following directly the anthor cilation or in he
bibliogruphy; from 1.1.2002 the page shonld be included. The author

cilalion as such is nol sufficient

Examples: |, The name 2riseto-Polygonion Br.-Bl. et Tixen 1943
(Coman. Stat. Ine. Géobor. Médit. Alp. 84: 8 'Triseteto-Polygonion™)
is not validly published since neither a sulficient criginal diagno-
sis or a reference 1o such diagnosis is included.

2. The name Dentarie glandilasae-Fagettom is nol validly pub-
lished by Matuszkiewicz 1964 (Mater. Zak Fitosocjol. Stos.
LW, Nr. 4) although ‘Klika [927 is ciled in the author citation,
since no paper by Klika is referred to and no other original
diagnosis is given.

3.The name Campanule barbatae-Potentittion aureae de Foucauld
1994 (Coll. Phytesocicl. 22: 438) is validly published since is
diagnesis contains the name Aveno versicoloris-Nardetum strictae
Oberdorder (19500 1957 accompanicd by an indirect reference o
the origiral diagnosis of this name through the reference to the
work Siiddeutsche Pflanzengesetlschaften, 2. Aufl., Teil Il, Iena,
published by Oberdorfer in 1978 which contuins the references 10
Oberdorfer’s works (1950, 1957). The fact that the name ‘Avenu-
Nardetum’ is o romen superfluum for the validly published name
Aven versicoloris-Hypochoeridetitm uniflorae Gbherdorfer 1950
does nol intervene in the validity of the name of the new alliance
(see An. L7).

4. The name Porentillion calabrae (Bonin 1978} de Foucauh
1994 {ColL Phytosociof. 22: 441} is not validly published since
there is no reference to the original diagnosis of the Lype piven for
the new alliance name (Luzulo multiflorae-Nardetwm strictae
Giacomini ¢t Geatille 1966) in the work Contribution & la
conngissance des montagnes de I'Apennin austro-méridional, Thise,
Marseille, published by Bonin in 1978, which is eited a5 an indirect
relerence.

c. If itis derived from scienufi¢ plant names (see At 10-14, 31).
d. If it is nol published invalidly according 10 Art. 3-5 and 9,
Article 3 — Causes af invalid publication of names

The name of a syntaxon is nat validly published, if the
publication is nof in nccordance with Art. 2, and:

2. When it is merely cited as a synonym.

Examiple: The name Dentaric enneapiylli-Fageturn cited by
Oberdader (1957) Stddeussche Pflanzengesellschaften, Jena, p.
475, ‘Dentarieto enncaphyllidis-Fagetum® as a synonym for the
name Abieti-Fagetum sudeticum Preis 1938 (' (Abier) Fageiunr
sudeticum™) is not validly published.

b. When itis suggested by the author as a provisional name (rom.
prov.) or 25 the name for a provisional symaxen (e.g. &ss. prov.),
when it is not clearly adopted by the author(s), or svhen in the same
publication the name is given in some place(s) as provisional and
in other(s} as definitive.

Examples: 1. The name Fesiuce-Yeronicefum vernae ass. noy,
prov. Oberderfer 1957 (Stddensscire Pflanzengeselischafien, Jena,
p- 249) is nol validly published.
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2. Rivas Goday & BorjaCarbonell (1961, Aral. Inst. Bot. Cavanilles
9: 67) arranged the order Pruneialia in the class Querco-Fagetea.
Inthe text the following slatement was made “We Lhink that a new
cluss (Rhamne-Prunetea) could be formed” — translated from the
Spanish - but that name was not clearly adopted,

c. When Lhe rank of the vegetation unit is not indicated (see Def. 1
and II); this includes compound names with ‘community’, ‘com-
munily type', *vegetalion type’, ‘vegetation group', 'Gesellschall’,
'peuplement’, ‘groupement’, ‘rodum’, ‘coenon’, elc.

Note: When a new syntaxen is indicated in the same publicalion, as a
synlaxon withoul any rank and alse with an appropriate mnk, ten e page
that includes the indi of lhe mnk rding to Principle 11 is accepled
as the place af the valid publicavion of the namc.

Examples: 1. The names “Crithunien maritimum communicy’ Per
Sunding 1972 (Skr. Nor. Vidensk-Akad. Mat.-Nanurvidensk. Ki.
N.5. 29: 53), ‘Agrosiis rupesiris-funcus trifidus-Gescllschaft'
Oberdorfer 1957 (Sitddenische Pllanzengesellschaften, Jena, p.
307), ‘peuplement de Spartiwm jurceum’ de Bannes-Puigiron
1933 (Conun. Stal, Int. Gobot, Médit, Alp. 19: 47), ‘Sphagnum
crspidatum-Riyuchospora altra nodum' Rybnf¥ck 1970 (Folia
Geobor. Phyiosex. 5: 247) are not validly published,

2. The new association Calamagrastio villosae-Franguletum in
Passarpe 1973 {(Acra Bor. Acad. Sci. Hueng. 19: 225-267) was
validly published on p. 266 although Table 4 on p. 262 was headed
with the name *Calamagrostis vitfosa-Frangila alnus-Ges.".

d. When the indicated rank of the syntaxen does not comespond to
ranks of the Code (Principle TT).

Examples: 1, The name “Sedum villosum-Philonotis fontana-
sosiasjon” Nordhagen 1943 (Bergen, Mus, Sk, 22: 432) is not
validly published.

2. The name Carici limesae-Amblissegiesum scarpioidis Osvald
1923 (Die Vegetation des Hochmeores Komosse, Uppsala, p. 182:
'Carex fimosa-Amblystegivin scorpioides-Ass.") is not validly
published a5 this name cormesponds in reality 10 a sociation and not
{0 Ao association.

€. When the mnk indicated does notl correspond 1o the form of the
name. The names of suballiances, suborders and subclasses which
were formed with the teemination ol the principal rank hefore
1.1.1979 (see Am. 41b) are exempt from this preseription.

Examples; 1. The pames ‘asociace Fagerum asperuleiosnm’
Smardn 1950 (Cas. Merav, Mus. 35: 143, 1950) as well as
‘Dicranoweisienun cirrhatae’ Duvigneand 1942, desipnated in
the original publication (Buil. Sac. Roy. Bot. Belg. 74:43,1942) as
a subassociation of the Synerichietirm laevipilae (Allorge 1922)
Ochsner 1928, are not validly published.

2. The name Trifoliersm alpini RUbe 1911 (Planzengeographische
Moncgraphic des Beminagebletes, Bor Jaheb. Sysi. 47: 166,
EQ11) is not validly published since the mnk of the syntaxon is
indicated as a supplementary rank (' Nebentypus®) corresponding
o an edaphic variant of a subassocialion.

f. When the name-giving taxon or taxa are not irdicated in the
original diagnosis either directly or indirectly (i-e. in the eriginal
diagnoses of the subordinale synlaza that have been quoted in the
original diagnosis of a syntaxon above association}.

Example: The name *as. Festuca duriuscula-Alyssum saxatife'
Klika 1941 (Vést. Krdl. Ces. Spol. Nauk, TF. Mat.-PFir. 1941: 6,
offprint} is not validly published since Alyssum saxatile is not

indicated in the two relevés present in the original diagnosis.

g- When it has been published on or afier 1.1.1979 and it is not
clear from what taxon name(s) (specics or infraspecific taxon) itis
formed.

Examples: 1. The name Serbo-Fraxinetum Béguin et Theurillat
1982 (Bor Hely, 91: 141) is not validly published since both
Sorbur aria and S, mougeotii are present in the original diagnosis
and there is no clear indication [rom which of these species the
name has heen formed. '

2. The name Poo-Evphorbictum estdae Passarge 1989 (Tuexenia
9; 125) is published validly, cven when Pea angustifolin and P.
trivialis are presenl in the original diagaosis. It js clear [com the
tablc and text that P. angustifplia is o be regarded as the name-
giving species, and that P. rriviglis is included in the original
diagnosis only as an accidenlal specics.

3. The name Ladhyro-Carpineialia betuli Tiuber 1987 (Conir.
Bor. 1987: 180) is not validly published since it is not clear whicl
Lashyruy species is used in the formation ol the name; I
hallersieinii Baumg., L transsilvanicus (Sprengel} Fritsch and L.
velurires (Mill,) Wohl. are given as character species of the order.
4. The name Astragaio-Seslerietwm Richard 1985 (Bot. Helv. 95:
20{) is ool validly published since all the three species of the
genus Astragalus present in the original diagnosis {A. feontinus,
A, awsiralis, A. monspessutanws) are considered by the author to
pertain the name (‘la pelouse & Sesléric et Asiragales’), even
though A. leontinns is the moslL abundant of these species and is
indicated as a characier species in Lhe lexl.

5.1n 1994 Almeida, Cleef, Herrer, Velasquez & Luna published
the new name Bartramio potosicee-Bryoerythrophyllenam
Jamesonii (Phytocoenolagia 22: 391-436). Evenifboth Bartramia
potasice and B. ithipkylla are listcd on the same line (Barrramia
patosica/B, ithipkylla) in the vegetation table, the name of the
synlaxoris validly published following to remarks on p. 401.

h. When it has been published on or afler 1.1.§979 in the fonn
indicated in Art. 12§ 1 orin Ad. 14§ 1 ar with a tenmination not
cormesponding te the rank according 1o Art. 11,

Nole: Names of syniaxa of principal rank superior to assaciation Farmed
according to Ari 12 and published before 1.1.1979 make an exception
when they wre divided according to Art. 24 or reduced to a supplementary
rank according to Art. 27,

Exampley; 1. The name ‘Xerobromenalia® Royer 1991 (Synthése
eurosib., phytoseciol. et phytogéogr. de la classe des Festuco-
Bromerea, Diss. Bot. 178: 207) is not validly published since it
contains a prefix expressing an ecological characteristie, and
since it was published afier 1.1.1979, its form is not in accordance
with A 12,

2. The names ‘Afriplex halimus-Lycium europaewm ass.’
Bomkamm et Kehl 1990 (Phyrocoenoiogia 19: 170) and ‘Ass.
Nardus siricta-Helianthemum grandifforum® Rajewski 1990 (Bull.
Inst. Jard. Bot. Univ. Beograd 9: 34) are not validly published
since they were published afler £.1.1979 and their form is pol in
accordance with Art. 14.

i. When it has been published on or alter 1.1.20{2 without being
indicated expressis verbis as new {e.g. ‘ass. nov.', ‘all nov.’,
‘comb, nov.', ‘stat. nov.’, "nom. nov.', ¢1c.); this applics also to the
validation of invalidly published names {see Arl. 6).

Jj- When it has been published on or afier 1,1.2002 simullaneousy
with one or more alternative names.

K. When it has been published on or afier 1.1, 2002 and when it has
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not been formed from a tnxea of the highest dominant siratum (see
Ans. 10b and 29).

L. When the name-giving taxon (or taxa} has not been carlicr oF
simultancously validly published.

Examples: 1. The name Caricerum oenensis Seibert 1962
(Landschafispfl. Vegerationsk. 3: 57, Tab. 11) has not been pub-
lished validly since the name-giving taxon Carex ocnensis was
not validly published at that time.

2, Thearillaw (1989, Sawussiirea 20: 76) published the new associa-
tion Phyteimo nanae-Caricetum ciirviilae [recte: Phyteamato
nani-Caricettim cirvalae), which was based upon Plyrauma nanun
Schur. Although in use in current floras, this name is, however, a
nomen nuclum for Phyterna confisum A. Kemer. Therefore, the
name Plytenmato nani-Caricetum curvulae is not validly pub-
lished. It was later substituted by the name Pliyteumare confiesi-
Caricetum curviiae Theurillat 1996 (Diss. Bor. 258: 280).

m. If it stems from a division (Ar. 24), uniling of syntaxa {Arl,
23), change in position (Arl. 26), chanpe in rank (Arl, 27), anditis
nol in accordance with the coresponding rules.

n. If it is a nomen novum and it is not in aceordance with Ad. 39.

Exemple: Biondi & Allegrezza (1996, Giorr. Bot, Iral. 130: 123)
published the romen rovum Lonicero xylostei-Quercetur cerridis
(Tafietani et Biondi [993 [recte 1995]) without irdicating which
name it replaced. In the publication of 1993 [recte 1995] (Talfetant
et Biendi, Arm. Bor. (Roma) 51 suppl. 10: 229-240), there are [our
names validly published: Carpine erientafis-Quércerum cerridis
Blasi ex Taffetani et Biondi 1995, Daplne laureclae-Quercetiim
cerridis Taffetani et Biondi 1995, Lonicera xylostei-Carpinetum
orientaiis Taffetani et Biondi 1995, and Viole hirtae-Carpinenun
oHentalis Taffetani et Biondi 1995. The nomen novum is not validly
published since there is no indication, which of these names was
replaced, and no indirect way to ascertnin this information.

0. If it is not typified in accordance with An. 5.
Article 4 — Causes of invalid publication of subassocialion names
The name of a subassociation is not validly published:

a, When the name of the supericr association bas not been or is
nek being simultaneously validly published (however, ses Art.
3052). ’

Examples: 1. The name 'Melica-Buchenwald Subass. von Luzula
nemorosa' Tixen 1954 (Vegetatio 5-6: 467} is not validly pub-
lished (sce Arl. 3c).

2. The name Ericetum tetralicis typicum Tiixen 1937 (Mitt. Flo-
rist.-Svziol. Arbeitsgem. Niedersachsen 3: 110) is validly pub-
lished though the simullanecusly published new associstion name
occurs only within the names of subassociations.

b. When a change in the position is being made and a passing

- reference is made to the altered association to which it now

belongs, but the new name combination is not used.
Article 5 — Indicarion of nomenclatural pype
Publication on orafier 1,1.1979 of the name of & new synuaxon

is valid only when the nomenclatural type is indicated in accord-
ance with Art. 16 or 17 or when only one element suitable for

typification oceurs (see Arl. 15 and 18).

‘When a new association is simultaneously published with two
or more subassociations and one of these has the epithet typicum
or is designated as typical subassociation, then the lype-relevé of
this subassociation is implicitly considercd the type of the associa-
tion name, except when the author established a different soluifon.

On or after 1.1.2002 the Lalin word ‘rypres” (“holorypus®,
Hectotypus®, ‘neotypus’) is lo be used expressis verbis for the
designaton of the Lype of a syntaxon name.

On or afier 1.1.2002 the rype of the name of the subnoss.
rypicim must be the type of the associstion name.

Fxamiples: 1. The name 'Ranunculo repentis-Rumicenion crispl”
Hejoy ot Kopecky [979 {in Hejny et al.: Rozpr. Cs. Akad. VEd, Fo
Mat.-Pifr. Véd 39/2: 74) is not validly published since the
nomenclatural lype is not indicated.

2. The name Rumici crispi-Agropyretum repentis Hejny 1979 (in
Hejny et al. 1. c. p. 77} is validly published since the original
diagnosis contains only onc relevé which is the holalype of the
name. )

3. Vanden Berghen (1990; Lejeunia 133: 37, 80) described a new
associalion Aristiderum sieberianae with three subasseciations:
typicum, hibiscetosum asperi and loudetosum hardeiformis. The
type of the subassociation rypicuar is implicitly to be considered
the type of the associalion name so the name is thus validly
pablished.

4. Klein & Lacoste (1981, Ecol, Médir. 15 (3-4): 81} described a
new associalion Aceri fircani-Ouercetun macranthae with three
subassociations fesnicetosum, agropyretosum and pelysticheiosum,
Since no type was designated for the associalion name and since it
docs not exist implicitly through a subnssociation given the epi-
thet rypicwm, the associalion name is not validly published. The
same is Lrue for the subassocialion names (according (o Arl. 4)
despite the fact that nomenclatural types have been designated for
them. .

5. The name Tencrietum scoradeniae Polt 1992 {Pflanzen-
gesellschaften Deutschlands, Swttgad, p. 297) has not been val-
idly published since three elements (relevés 1 o 3 in tab. 8) have
been indicaled as the nomenclatucal type wstead of one.

6. The validation of the association name Safvie erypianthae-
Stipetum lessingianae Akman, Ketenoglu, Quézel ¢ Demirors
1984 (Phyrocoenologia 12: 570) in Quézel, Barbéro & Akman
(1993, Ecol. Médit. 18: 86) by the indication of relevé 1 of table 2
in the 1984 work as the type-relevé is not valid since no relevé | is
included in that table.

Recommendation SA

The indication of the nomenclatural type should be given as
clearly as possible and given in expressis verbis (1.6, what element
serves as fypus for what name),

Article 6 — Date of a name or of an epither

The date of a name or of an epithet is that of its first valid
publication. Names not validly published, ex<ept those indicated
in Ar. 2¢, Art. 3¢ 1o ¢, 3g and b and 3k, can be validated Jater.
Names not validly published nccording to AsL 2c, Art. Jetoe, 3g
and h and 3k cannot be validated later since the farm of the name
is not in accordance with the Code: these must be substituted by
new names.

“The validalion is the laler effeclive publication of the missing
elements, acce ied with an biguous reference 1o the
effective publication of ather elements for the valid publication of
the given name (scc Art 2). When the various conditons for valid
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publication are not simultaneously fulfilled, the date of a name is
that on which the last condition is fulGlied.

On or after 1.1.2002, a provisional name is validated only -

when the validation is indicated expressis verbis, and all other
conditions are fulfilled (see Art. 3i).

Evamples: 1. The name Parietario-Centranthion rubri Rivas-
Martinez was published in 1960 (fnst. Esp. R. Acad. Farm. 1960/
2: 165, and not in 1955 as given in this publication). 1t was not
validly published since no subordinate associatzon was given; this
conditicn was [irst fulfilled in 1969 (Rivas-Martine: Publ fnse,
Biol. Aplic. 46: 10) so Lhat is the date of the name.

2. The name Sorho-Fraxinetum Béguin el Theurillat 1981 was
published invalidiy (sce Art. 3g, Example 1). The validation was
elfected in 1984 by the designation of the nmmne-giving taxon:
Sorbo ariae-Fraxinefum excelsioris Béguin el Theurillac
{Candelfea 39: 667, GGY).

3. The name Caricetum oeneusis Seibert 1962 (Landschafispfl.
Vegerationsk. 3: 57, Tab. L1) was nol validly published since the
name-giviRg taxen was not validly published {Art. 31} uniil 1992
(Wallndfer, Ling Diol Beitr. 24: §29-849). This condition having
been fulfilled, the name Caricetum cenensis Seiberl ex Balitovs-
Tul&Tkovd in Grubherr et Mucina 1993 (Die Pflunzengesellschaften
Osterreichs, Teil II, Swtlgart) has been validly published by indi-
caling a type-relevé according 10 Ast. 5. The name, however, niay
have o be corrected according (o An. 43, since the bype of Carex
aenensis refers 10 a hybrid, and not o the species, which is Carex
randalping (Wallndfer 1993, Linz. Biol. Beirr, 25; 709-744),

Recommendarion 6A

A newly published name should be indicated as new in only a
single publication.

Artiele 7—Original diagnoesis of an association ar subassociation

The original diagnosis of an association or subassociation is
sufficient, in the sense of Arl. 2b, only if il contains at lenst one
vegetation relevé i.c. a lisL of scientific names of plant species or
infraspecific (axa from a sample plot wilh a quantitative indicalion
of their cecurrence at least in a scale of three degrees.

A synoptic table based on relevés and containing at a mini-
mum [he species with a constancy above 20% given al lenst in a
scile of three degrecs is also considered a sufficient original
diagnosis for names published before 1.1.1979.

Example: The eriginal diagnosis of the Juncetum filiformis Tlxen
1937 (Mitr. Florisi.-Seziol. Arbeitsgem. Niedersachren 3: 93) is
sufiicienl although the accompanying species with a constancy
below 20% are not given in e synoptis able,

Recommendation 7A

The original diagnosis of an association or subassociation
should contain at least 10 vegetation relevés made in dilferent
localitics, topether with the exact details of the locality, the size of
the sample plot and the date of each relevé.

Recommendalion 78
In the original diagnosis, the aulhors of (e species and the

infraspecific taxa shonld be indicated directly or indircedy (by
means of reference 1o a particular Flora).

Article 8 — Original diagnosis of superior syntaxa

The original diagnosis of a syntaxon above the rank of asso-
ciatfon is sufficicut in the sense of Ar. 2b, only if it conains the
valid publication of the name of at Jeast one syntaxon of the next
subordinate principal tank assigned to it or an unambiguous
reference (see Art. 2b) 1o at least one such validly published name.

Terom 1.1.1980 the original diagnosis is sufficicnt only when
the specific or infraspecific characier andfor differential taxa are
also explicitly indicated.

With synlaxa sbove the rnk of association thal conluined
only a single syntaxon of the next subordinate pricipal rank when
published, the specific or infraspecilze chamcter and/ar differcn-
tial taxa of the subordinate syntaxon are 1o be cansidered character
and/far differential toxa of the superior syntaxon, when no such
taxa arc indicated in the latler,

Note; The indication of 'dingnostic” specics (or infraspeeific taxu) insteacl
of character and/or differctial species can alsa be acoepled as a sufficient
dispaosis.

Examples: 1. The original diagnosis of the Brometalia erecti Koch
1926 (Jahrb. St Gall. Nanirwiss. Ges. 61/2; 20 offprinl) is suffi-
cienl since it contains the valid publication of the name of Lhe
subordinated alliance Bromion erecri Koch 1926. This name is
validly published since the associvlion Mesebromemm ergcti
Koch 1926, together with a sufficient orfginal diagnosis, is as-
signed to this alliance.

2. The name Violo palustris-Lotion wliginosi Passarge 1989 (Doc.
Phytesociol. N.S. 11: 85) is not validly published despile the Fagt
that the alliance contains oaly one association (designaled as the
typeof the alliance name}—the Equiseto-Lorenen uliginosi Passarge
1989 — as no character andfor differential species are explicily
indicated for the alliance.

3. Golub & Saveljeva (1992, Folia Geobat. Phytorax. 26; 421)
described the new allionce Caricion sfenaphyliae with an indica-
tion of the diagnostic species; the name Caricior stenaphyfiae is
thus validly published.

Article 9 — Neo autematic validation of rames af superior syniaxa

When the name of a syntaxon above the level of the assecia-
tion is published invalidly since the name of the syntaxon cited of
Lhe next subordinate principal rank is itself not validly published,
the validation of the latter does not mriomatically validaie the
name of the superior syntaxon.

Chapter 3. Form of the names of synlaxa
Article 10 — Formation of names of syataxa

a. The name of an association or of a syntaxon of higher rank is
formed from the validly published scientific name(s) of one or two
of the plant species or infraspecific taxn mentioned in the original
diagnosis (see also Arl. 34c). The name includes a definite termi-
nation indicating the rmnk, which is added to the stem of the
generic nome (sec also Arl. 12 and 41).

When a syntaxon is named after two plant taxa then, if they
beleng to different genera, the rermination indicating the rank is
appended to the stem of the second gencdec name only; aconnect-
ing vowel is appended to the stem of the first generic name (the
connecling vowel may be missing; see App. 1). When epithets of
the name-giving 1axa cccur, they must be in the genitive, if they
are declinable. When an infraspecific raxon is used in the forma-
tion of a name, only the infraspecific epithet should be used (scc
Art. 3c).
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When both plant 1axa belong to the same genus then the
generic name js used only once in the syntaxon name wilh the rank
indicating termination; the cpithets are connected by means of the
connecting vewel which is appended to the stem of the first
epithet. ‘0" is the narmal connecting vowel used; 1" is uscd only
with truc Latin words of the 3rd declension. When the lermination

- indicating the rank or the connecting vowel is appended, the
vowels a, e, o and u at the end of the siem are elided.

The abbreviated form Posaar-may be used instead of the sicm
Potumogeson-.

Note: The forms of the genitive, the siems of the taxon names and the
correct conaccling vowels are lo be found in App, I,

Original form of names orthographically incerrect according
to the rules are to be corrected (see Arl 41).

Examples: Centaureo nigrae-Archenathererim Qberdorfer [957
(Sidd he Pfl igeseilschafien, Jena, p, 222), Caricipilosae-
Fagetum Oberdorder 1957 (1, c., p. 462), Caricerun inflate-
vesicariae Koch 1926 (Jahrb. Si. Gal. Nawrwiss. Ges, 6172; 63,
ofiprint), Luzule-Fagion Lohmeyer et Tiixen in Tikxen 1954
(Vegetario 5-6: 460), Caricion cenescenti-goodenowil Nordhagen
1937 (Berger. Mus. Arbok 1936, Naturvidensk. R.T: 22), Potameralia
Koch 1926 (1. ¢., p. 20}, Cakiletea maritimae Tlixen et Preising in
Tilxen 1950 (Mitr, Fiorist.-Soziol, Arbeitsgen. N. E., 2: 99).

b. When a name of an associalion or a syniaxon of a superior rank
is formed from names of Iwo taxa of which one is dominant or
belongs to Lhe highest stratum determining Lhe siruclure, then the
name of that taxon appears on the second place. Names that do not
follow this rule arc legitimale, but must be inverled according to
Art. 42. When such names are published on er afier 1.1.2002 they
are published invalidly {see also Art. 3k).

Examples: The names Cerasifo arvensis-Agrostieium pusitlae
Monavec 1967 (Folia Geobot. Phyrotax. 2: [49 *Cerastio arvensis-
Agrosietum pusiline'), Carici pilosae-Fagetum Oberdorfer 1957
(Stiddentsche Pflanzengesellschaften, Jena, p. 462), Luzido-Fagion
Lohmeyer et Tilxen in Tilxen 1954 (Vegetario 5-6; 460) are
formed in the sense of this arlicle; on the other hand, names such
as Calluno-Geristetum Tixen 1937 (Min. Florist.-Soziol.
Arbeitsgemn. Niedersacksen 3: 117, ‘Callunete-Genistetum’} or
Querco-Lithospermetum Br.-Bl. 1929 (Sitzungsber. Naturhist.
Ver. Preuss, Rheinl, Westf, Bonn, 1928: 51 'Quercus sessififlora-
Lithospermum prrpureo-coerufeum - Ass,”) are nou

Recommendarion 104

‘When the taxon name from which a syntaxon name is formed
is not the same as that applied in the original diagnosis then it
should be cited in the original publication as a synonym of the
Bxon in gueston.

Recommendation 10B

The name of a synlaxon should be formed from such taxa
(taxon) that are characteristic of the syntaxon in question.
Recommendation 10C

To ayoid misunderstanding the name of the syntaxon should
becompleled by adding 1he taxon epithet {(specilic or iafraspecific)

in the genitive, provided that it is clear from which taxon name(s)
itis formed. ’

Article 1 - Rank-indicating terminations

The terminations indicating rank are:

Rank Termination
Asscciation -efm
Alliance -fon
Order -etalia
Class -eteq
Subassocialion (sec An. 13) -etasum
Suballiance -emion
Suborder -enalia
Subclass -enea

Note: Originally the tzmminations -inea ar -erafes were used for class
oancs. The application of these Ler belare L. 1.197% does not
imply the invalid publication of such class names according o A 3e; the
termination must be correcled lo the regular form acconfing 1o Art. 41b.

Example: The name ‘Meliniero-Arrhenailiereiales’ Tilxen 1937
(Mirr, Florist.-Soziel. Arbeitsgem Niedersachsen 3:73) is validly
published, bul must be comected to the regular form Molinio-
Arrhenathererea according to Art. 41b.

Ardicle 12 — Compound names of syniaxa

Compound pames conining a prefix that expresses cerlain
morphological or ecological characteristics are permissible as
correct, as well as compounds with Eu- for supplementary ranks.
Rudereto- is to be onhographically correcled 10 Ruderali-.
Names formed in this way on or afier 01,91,1979 ar¢ not validly
published (see Art. 3h).

Examples: Parvopetamo-Zannichellierem tenuis Koch 1926
(Jahrb. S1. Gall. Naturwiss. Ges. 61/2: 112, oflprint, ‘Parvo-
polameto-Zannichellietum tenuis"), Magnocaricion elatae Koch
1926 (L. ¢., p. 55), Nanccyperion flavescentis Koch 1926 (1. ¢., p-
21}, There-Salicornion Br.-Bl. 1933 (Prodrome des groupements
végéraux 1, Montpellier, p. 12}, Xerobromenion Br.-Bl. et Moor
1938 (Predrome des groupemenis végéraix: 5, Montpellier, p. 9,
‘Unterverband Xerobromion®), ‘Seslerio-Xerabromenion'
Oberdoder 1957 (Silddertsche Pflanzengeselischafien, Jena, p, 275
‘Unlerverband Seslerio-Xercbromion™), Seslerio-Mesobromeniorn
Oberdorfer 1957 (1. c., 295, “Unterverband Sesterio-Mesobromion*),
Eu-Vaccinio-Piceenion Oberdorfer 1957 {. ¢., 377, “Unterverband
Eu-Yaccinio-Piceion'), Ruderali-Secalietea Br-Bl. 1936 {(Pro-
drome des groupements végétaux 3, Meatpellier, p. 3, ‘Ruderero-
Secalinetales").

Arricle 13 — Names of subassociarions ,

The name of a subassociation consists of the association name
followed by the subassociation epithel. The epithet is formed
either from the validly published scientific name of a species (or
of an infraspecifie taxen, see Art. 10a) eccuming in the original
diagnosis of this subassoeiation or else it is represented by the
adjeclive ‘¢ypicum’ of ‘inops’. When the subassociation epithet is
formed from the name of a species (or of an infraspecific taxon)
the termination -etesum is 1o be added to the stem of the generic
name of this taxon.

Examples: Galio-Carpinetum circacctosum Oberdorfer 1957
(Siiddeuische Pflanzengeselischaften, Ieoa, p. 427), Galio-
Carpinetum typicum Oberdorder 1957 (1. c., 427), Molinietum
caricetosum fomentosae Koch 1926 (Jahrb. St Gall. Namunwiss.
Ges. 61/2: 112, offprint).
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Article 14— Correction of form of validly published names

Those names of syntaxa are validly published that are formed
from one¢ or two unaltered plant names with clear indication of
their rank. Similarly, the names of subassociations in which
unaltered plant names are used together with an indication of the
rank of subassociations Lake place of the subassociation cpither,
are validly published. Such names must, however, be conected to
the regular form (see Art, 41b),

Likewise, the namnes of subassociations that include the state-
ment ‘rypical subassociation” are validly published. Such a siate-
ment must be replaced by the epithet 'typicum’.

Names formed in this way on or after 1.1.1979 arc not validly
published (see Art 3h).

Examples: The names “associalion 2 Carex bucbaumii' 1ssler
1932 (Lex prairies non fumdes, Colmas, p. 14), *Spargunium
angiustifelium-Sph b Ass.! Tixen 1937 (Mii. Flo-
rist.-Soziol. Arbeitsgem. 3. 43), 'Ericetitm tefraiicis Subass, v,
Succisa prafensis’ Toxen 1937 (1. c., p. 112} are validly published,
but must be corrected 10 the regular form according 10 Art. 41b.

The same holds for nomes of syataxa that arc formed from
specific epithets used without any mentton of the allied generic
name. When such a specific epithet is at the same lime a gencric
name published validly up lo the dute of pablication of the
syniaxon name, then the name of the synlaxon must be retained in
ils original form.

Examples: 1. The nomes ‘Sesleria-Semperviretun' Beger 1922
(Tahresber. Naturforsch. Ges. Graubiindens 1921-1922: 112, off-
print), ‘Personato-Petasitenan’ Oberdocfer 1957 {Siddeutsche
Pflanzengesellschafien, Jena, p. 201), 'Rhodoreta-Vaccinienmm
mugetosum® Br..BL in Braun-Blanguen, Sissingh et Viieger 1939
(Prodrome des groupements végélaur 6, Montpellier, p. 40} are
validly published, bur must be comecled in the sense of Art, 41b as
the cpithets ‘sempervirens', 'personata’, or ‘muge’ do not exist as
generic names for the above species.

2. The name Periclymeno-Abietetum Oberdorfer 1957 (Sud-
deutsche Pflanzengeselischafien, Iena, p. 499) must be retained in
its original fonm since the specific epithet was validly published as
a generic name (Periclynrenren Miller 1754) before [957.

Chapler 4. Typiflication of the names of synlaxa
Article 15 — Application of nomenclamral types

The application of a name of a syntaxon s determined by
means of its nomenclatural type (the type of the name), The
nomenclacural type is that element of the symaxon with which its
name is permanently attached when any syntaxonomic alleration
tnkes ploce (uniting, division, alteration of position or of rank; see
Art.24 - 28, Recomun, 194). It needs not necessarily be a partica-
larly typical (characteristic) clernent of the syntaxon or one that is
owstanding because of its particular frequency.

Article 16 — Types of association and subassociation names

The type of the natne of an association or of a subassociation
is an eifcctively published relevé of the vagetation, This must not
be further completed after its publication even if considered
incomplete {see also Ar. 37).

On or after 1.1.2002 a Lype-relevé of an associalion name
must contain the name-giving taxon (taxa), otherwise the typifica-
tion is jnvalid. A type-relevé of a subassociation name (except

wilh the epithefs fypicum or inops) must contain the pame-piving
taxon of the subassociation, otherwisc Lhe typification is invalid.

Article I7 — Types of names of superior syntaxa

The type of the name of a syntaxon above the rank of associa-
ten is a syntaxon of the next subordinale principal rank assigned
10 it and published with a valid name (sce Def, VIII),

Note: The illegitimacy of (he name of the type-syniaxen does not canse an
illegitimate typificition or ke illegilimacy of the typilied name or an
invalid publication. However, when the name of the 1ype-syntaxon is
published invalidly then the wypification is illegitimate.

On or after 1.1.1979, a syntaxon chosen as the type whose name
was published invalidly causes the invalid publication of the
typified name.

Examples: 1. The name Coremion Rothmaler 1943 (Feddes Repert.
Beih. 128 (1): 60) is validly published and legitimate although the
original diagnesis of the alliance conlains oaly the Coremetum
vicentinum, a validly published name although illegitimate ac-
cording 1o Art. 34.

2, Passarge (1989, Doc. Phytosociol. N. S. 11: 83) has chosen the
alliance Thalictro-Filipendulion de Foucault 1984 as the type for
Lhe name of the new suborder Lathyro-Filipendulenalia. Since e
alliance name had not been published effeclively (according to
Art. | —a Thesis distribuled as xerocopies only) and its publica-
tion is therefore invalid, the new suborder name is also invalidly
published.

Article I8~ Holorype

a Tf an author of a syntaxon name designated a relevé or a
syntaxon of the next subordinate principal rank as the nemenclatural
type, or if the original diagnosis of o synlaxon coatained only a
single relevé or only a single such syntaxon, then il must be
accepted as the holotype.

Examples: 1. For the name Caloplacetion phloginae Barkman 1958
(Physosociology and ecology of cryptogamic epiphyres, Assen, p.
369} the author has designated relevé 1 (in Tab. 29) as the
nemenclatural type; this relevé is the holotype of the above name.
2. In the crigionl diagnosis of the order Molinietalia cacrulece
Koch 1926 (Jahrb. 8t. Gall, Naiurwiss. Ges. 61/2: 20, offprint} the
Malinien cagruleae Koch 1926 (1. ¢.) was incotporated as the sole
olliance; the Molinion caeruleqe Koch 1926 is therefore the
holotype of the name Molinistalia casruleas Koch 1926,

3. Rivas-Martinez el al. (1990, Jtin. Geobot. 3: 129) has desig-
nated the Coremetum vicentinum 'Rothmaler 1954° (recte
Rothmaler 1943, Feddes Repert. Beih. 128(1): 60) as lectotype of
the name of the alliance ‘Coremion aibi' Rothmaler 1954 (recte
Corention Rothmaler 1943, 1. c., 60). This leclotypification is
superfluous as the Caremenum. vicenfinum represents the only
clement published with the valid name in the original diagnosis of
the alliance and must therefore be accepted as the holatype,

4. Nezadal (1989, Diss. Bor. 143; 93) has typified the association
name ‘Roemerio hybridae-Hypecaetum penduli® Br.-Bl. 1 Bolds
(1954) 1957 em. Nezadal (recie Roemerio-Hypecoeium Br.-Bl. ev
Bolds 1954) by means of a ncorype chosen by himself. This
typilication is superfluous as the original diagnosis of the associa-
Lion contains one relevé that must be acecpred as (he holotype.

b. A superfluous name (romen superfliaan, sce Ar. 29) is auto-
matically typified by the earlicsl legitimale name included (e.g, in
the synonymy).
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Example: Inthe example of Ar 29¢ the nomenclatural type of the
Pruno-Cralaegetum Hueck 1931 is simultaneously the type of the
superfluous name Carpine-Prunennm Tixen 1952 since the Pruno-
Crataegerum Hueck 1931 was included in the synonymy of the
Carping-Prunerium Tilxen 1952,

c. When a new name replaces those of several syntaxa that have
been united, then the nomenclatral type of the earliest validly
published name must be accepted as the nomenclatural type of the.
new name.

Article 19 — Choice of u lectorype

a. When in the original diagnosis ke author of a syntaxon indi-
cated, either direclly or by reference, several relevés or several
syntaxa of the next subordinate principal mnk, but did not desig-
natc the nomenclatural type, then one of the above clements is to
be chosen as lectotype.

‘When an association was divided into subassociations as
carly as in the original publication and when one of them was
named with the epithet 'typicum” or as a “typical subassociation®
by the author, then one vegetation relevé belonging (o the original
diagnosis of this subassociation must be chosen as lectotype both
for the association name and for the name of Lhis subassociation.
The first effectively published choice of a lectotype must be
followed.

On or after 1.1.2002 the effectively published choice of the
lzctotype must be accompanied by an unambiguous reference o the
eflective publication of the element chosen for lectotypification.

Examples: 1. The name Fesmco-Sedelalia acris Tilxen 1951
(Vegeratio 3; 163) was published with an original diagnosis con-
taining four alliances without the nomenclatural type being given;
Moravec (1967, Felia Geobor. Phylotax. 2: 163) chose the
Helichrysion arenarii Tllxen 1951 as the lectotype. This choice
must be followed.

2. Vicherek (1971, Folia Geobor, Phytotax, 6; 139) described the
Centaureo od: El gigantei as a new association
with four subassociations of which one has the epithet rypicum.
Since the author did not designate the nomenclatural type of the
associalion name, the lectotype must be chosen from the relevés

of the subassocintion Centanreo od Elymetum gig
iypicum and the same relevé must be accepled as the leclatype of
the subassaciation name. -

3. Mucina {1987, Folia Geobor. Pliytotax. 22: 2) has chosen a
lectotype for the name Mulvetnm neglectae, This typification is
superfluous and must be rejected as EYid3 (1981, Acte Bot, Acad.
Sei. Hung. 27: 338) had typified this name earlier.

b. When a syntaxon of a principal rank is divided into syntaxa ol
the supplementary rank (see Arn. 24} and when one of these
syntaxa includes the type of the name of the superior syntaxon,
then this nomenclatural type must be used also for typification of
the name of the corresponding supplementary syntaxon.

Recommendation 194

‘When one or more elements of a syntaxon have already been
transfemred 1o other syntaxa through division or emendation, the
lectotype should be chosen from the remaining elements, suitable
for typification, 50 as 1o preserve current usage of the name.

Article 20— Lectotypes of names of superior syntaxa based on the
Same {axon hames

‘When a syntaxon of rank higher than the association contains,
in the original diagnosis, [wo or more syntaxa that are suitable to
be chosen as types, and whea its name, except for the ending, is
identical with the name of one of these syntaxa, then the latter is
the lectolype when no syntaton has been designated as holotype.

Exampie: The order Phiragmitetatia Koch 1926 (Jahrb. St Gall.
Natunviss. Ges. 61/2; 20, offprint) contains [we alliunces in the
original diagnosis without designation of the nomenclatural type
(holotype): the Phragmition communis Koch 1926 is thercfore the
lectatype of the name Phragmitetalia Koch 1926.

Article 21 — Neotypes of association or subassociation names

‘Whan the original diagnosis of an asseciation or subassociation
contains only asynoptic 1able but no single relevé orareference to
an effectively published single relevé, then a neotype (see Def.
VIII) must be established, The neotype of a name can only be a
relevé that was already effectively published or is effectively
published al the same time under the same name.

The first effectively published estnblishment of a neotype
must be followed, unless it can be shown that it was based on a
misinterpretation of the original diagnesis.

On or after 1,1.2002, the effectively published establishing of
aneotype must be accompanicd by an unambigoous reference 10
the effective publication of this clement, cxcept when the element
serving as ncotype is simulianeously published for the first ime.

‘When an aulhor provides a synoptic table and has added a
single releve (or relevés) in order lo demonstrale an element as
"not typical’, ‘fragmentary”, ‘transidonal’ ot of some other form
that, in his opinion, does not really fit in to the named syntaxon, a
neotype matching the synoptic wmble (i.c., the synlaxon sensu
stricto) shauld be selected rather than a relevé that was declared
by the nuthor as atypical for that syntaxon.

Recommendation 21A

When possible, one of the manuscript relevés that the author
of a name used in preparing the synoplic ablc should be subse-
quently published and designated as the neotype. Should such a
relevé mot be available, the neorype should as far as possible be
taken from (he same geographical area os the relevés of the
synoplic wble.

Chapter 5. Priority
Article 22 — Correct name of @ syntaxon

Each syntaxon with & pariicular circumscription, position and
rank has only one correct name, namely the earliest validly
published one that is in accordance with the Rules.
Note: To avoide unnecessary changes of gencrally used names of
syniaxa owing (o the rdgid application of the Rules (cspecially of
priority) some names can exceptionally be protected according o Art.
52 as nomina conservanda.

Article 23 — Dates of valid publicarion in priority

In disputes about the prioity of a name or an epithet, the date
of its valid publication is crucial (see Art. 2 and 6).
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Nole: Nomira superffua have no priority except between them and rela-
tively 1o their effeclivencss as homonyms.

Chapier 6. Retention and choice of names and epithets when
synlaxonomic changes occur

Article 24 — Division of syntaxa

. Division of a synlaxon in syntaxa of the same rank: When a
syntaxon is divided into twvo or more syntaxa without alteration of
rank, one of these inust retain the original name, namely that 1o
which the type of he name belongs. If the original name has not
beenretained or ifil has been relained in an altered scnse when Lhe
division was made, it nwust be re-introduced for the syntaxon that
contains the type, The retenlion or re-introduction of a name is
forbidden when A, 35 or An. 36 are being used.

Example: Pignati (1953, Awi Is1, Bor. Univ. Labor. Crillog.,
Pavig Ser, 5-11: 206-214) divided the order Pliragmiteiatia Koch
1926 into three orders; he rightly remined the name Phragmitetalia
for thal part of the original order that conlains the type-alliance
Phragmition Koch [926.

b. Division of a syntixon in syntaxa of a supplementary rank: This
division comresponds (o Lhe description and denomination of new
syualaxa.

Note: Qo or after 1.1, 2002 the name of a suballiance, suborder, or subclass
that includes the type of the legilimate name of Lthe superior syntxon of
principal rank must be formed by altering just the rank-indicating leanina-
tion, vnless this is contury 1e any other rules. The author cilation come-
sponds Lo Arl. 46,

Article 25 = Uniting syntaxa

Uniting syntaxa of the same rank: When two or more synlaxa
of the same rank are united, the earliest name (in the case of
subassocialions the-earlicst epithet) of the original synlaxa must
be remined for the resulting syntaxen. The fermation of names by
Jjoining the original narnes is not pennissible.

When synlaxa bearing names (in the casc of subassociations
epithets) of the same date are uniled, then the author who first
effectively published this uniting has the right to choose one of
these names (epithets) with, however, the following liritation:
names defined by (single) relevés take precedence over thosc
accompanied merely by a synopiic wable in the original diagnosis.
Under such provisions, the first choice must be followed if one
aceepts this viewpoint,

Examples: 1. Barkman (1958, Phyrasociology and ecology of
cryptogamic epiphytes, Assen, p. 551) united the following asso-
ciationsintoa single associatian: Anomodonato-Isethecienmn Lippmaa
1935, Anomodontenom viticulosi Felféldy 1941, Brachyrthecietun
salebrosi Felftldy 1941, Muiesum cuspidani Felldldy 1941 and
Homafienan trichomanaidis Barkman 1949; on the basis of prior-
ity the correct name for this association is Aromodonro-
Isothecietum Lippmaz 1935 (Acta Iust. Harr, Bor. Univ. Tart. 4:
24, ‘asseciation b Anomedan longifolius et Isathecium mywrum').
2. Hilitzer (1925, Publ, Fac. Sci, Univ. Charles Prague 41)
published in the same paper an *associntion ) Parmelia furfiracea’
(I ¢., p. 122}, an ‘association A Parmelia physades® (1. ¢., p. 107),
an "association & Cetraria glauca® {. ¢., p. 132}, an 'association 3
Cetraria glauca ct Ochrolechia andregyna® (1. c., p. 138); these
were united by Barkman {1958, |. c., p. 436) into a single associa-
ton for which he chose the name Parmelietum firfuraceae Hilitzer
1925; this js thas the coreect name.

Article 26 — Change in position of a subassociation

When a subassociation is transferred to anoLher association ar
placed under another association name for the same asseciation, it
relains its cpithel with its nomenclatural type. When the cpithet
has not been retained, it must be re-introduced. Retention or re-
introduction is forbidden when a later homonym arises or when an
earlier cpithet js available bul for semc reason cowld nol be
applicd in the earlier combination. When the subassociaricn con-~
tains the nomenclaiual type of the association name, two assacia-
Lions will be united and Art. 25 must be applied. T this is not the
case, and if the assoctalion in which the subassociatien is irans-
ferred has not yet been subdivided into subassociations, a second
subassociation, that conlains the 1ype of the association name,
must be (possibly later) described and denominated.

The refergnce to the basionym must be unambiguous in the
sense of Ari. 2b. Bibliographical errors in the reference, however,
do ot invalidate the publication of a new combination.

Note: On or after 1.1.2002, the new combination is validly published only
if it is given together with an unambiguous bibliographic reference (Art.
2b) Lo Lhe original dizgnosis ol the subassociation, and if the new combina-
tien is followed by the indication “comd. nov." after the authority of the
combination (sec Art. 3i). The author citation camespands to An. 50.

Article 27 — Change in rank

a. Change in rank ol a syntaxon superior 10 association: When a
suballiance (suborder, subclass) is raised 10 the rank of an alliance
(order or elass, respectively), or vice versa, the original diagnosis
and the type remain unaltered. The original aulor citation is
presented in brackets before the author cilation of the new name
{scc Ar, 51).

Onorafier 1.1.1979 the name in the new rank must be formed
by changing only the rank-indicating lermination unless this is
conlrary to any other rule.

Example; Qberdorler (1957, Siddeutsche Pflanzengesellschafren,
Jena, p. 489} reduced he alliance Luzdo-Fagion Lohmeyer el
Tixen in Tixen [954 (Vegetario 5-6: 460) to the *Unterverband
Luzulo-Fagion (Lohm. et Tx. 54)'; the later must be pamed
Luzulo-Fagenion (Lohmeyer el Tilxen 1954) Oberdorter 1957,

b. When an alliance (order, class) is rcduced to the rank of
suballiance (suborder, subclass), syoiaxa of the same rank arc
united and An_ 25 and 28 must be applied.

c. Change in runk of an associalion: When an association is
reduced to the rank of subassociation, the originol diagnosis and
ihe type remain unaltered. The new subassociatian must be subor-
dinated to another association and a new subassocialion name
must be validly published for it Simultancously, two syntaxa of
the same rank will be united and Al 25 and 28 must be applied.

d. Change in rank of a subassocialion: When a subassociation is
raised 1o the rank of association, the original diagnosis and the type
remain unaltered. The original author citation is presented in brack-
els in front of the nuthor citation of the new name (see Art 51).
When the subassociation contains the type of name of an associa-
tion then Lhe earliest legitimate name in this rank mmst be used, If no
such nnme is available, a norien noviem must be formed (see Art. 39),

Example: Royer (1991, Diss. Bor. 178:208) mmised the sub-
association Mesobromenun brachypodietosum Lacoste 1975 ta
the rank of an association under the new name Diantho pavenii-
Brackypodiehim pinnari (Lacoste 1975) Reyer 1991. The name is
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validly published though the subassociation name is a later
homonym of the Mesobrametum brachypodictosurm Kuhn 1937,

Note i: Changes in rank can cccur only betwecn principal end supplemen-
Lury rmnks. Changes berween principal ranks (e.g. alliance to onder and vice
versa) are nol permitted.

Note 2: On orafter 1.1.2002, the nama in a new rank js validly published
onlyifit is given with an unambigueus bibliographic refemnee (see At 2b)
1o the original diagnosis of the original rank, and if the new name is followed
by the indication 'siar. nov.” afler the anthority (see Art. 3i).

Article 28— Change in position of a syntaxon of principal rank

a. When an alliance is reduced to the rank of a suballiance then it
must be subordinated 10 anather alliance. If this alliunce has not
yel been subdivided inlo suballianccs, a second suballiance Lhat
contains the original diagnosis of the alliance or at least the
romenclatural type of its name must be (possibly later) described
and denominaled. The author(s) of the name of this second
suhalliance and the year of the first valid publicalion belong Lo the
author citalion {see Ar. 46).

On or after 1.1.1979 the name of the second suballiance that
ingludes the type of the alliance name must be [ormed by altering
solely the rank-indicating terminntion, when such formation is not
in contradiction with other nules. The author citation corresponds
to Arl. 46.

Corresponding regulations hold for orders and classes that arc
reduced to subordecs or subclasses.

b. When an association is reduced to the rank of a subassociation,
then it must be subordinated 10 another nsscciation (see Art.
27c). If this association has not yet been divided to sub-
associations, a sccond subassocialion coataining Lhe original
diagnosis of the association or at least the nomenclatural type of
its name must be (possibly later) described and denominated.
The author(s) of the name of this sccond subassociotion and the
year of the first valid publication belong to the author citation
(ses Art 46).

Chapter 7. Rejection of numes and epithels
Articte 29 - General limits of rejection of names and epithers

a. The name of a syntaxon must not be rejected or comected
merely because ancther (axon betler charactcrizes that syntaxon,
or because the name-giving taxon occurs in only coe or a few
subordinale units or relevds of the syntaxon.

Example: The name Sedo-Seleranthetalia Br-Bl. 1955 must nol
be rejected or substituted by the name 'Sempervive-Sedetalia’ Th.
Muler 1961 (Beitr. Naturk. Forsch. SW-Deurschl. 20: 115) since
the combination of names Sedum-Scleranthus is not informative
{see Th. Milller [ ¢.).

b. As an exception those syninxon names published before
1.1.2002, will be considered illegitimate where no name-giving
taxon belongs o the highest of the dominant strata determining
the structure of the vegetation (e.g. no tree species in a forest
community, no shrub species in a shrub community, no herb or
dwarf shrub species in a herb or dwarf shrub community). When
published oo or after 1.1.2002 such names are published invalidly
(see also Art, 3k). Strata that arc considered to determine the
vegetalion structure, must have the mean dominance degree of
over 25 % (a1 least the value 3 of the Braun-Blanguel cover-
abundance seale),

Example: The name Melicetum unifforac Markgraf 1928 (Versff.
Geobor. Inst. Rilbel Ziirich 4: 50 ‘Melica uniffora-Assozinton”)
must be rejected as illepitimate for a Meliea uniffora beech farest
associalion since no specics from the dominant tree layer was used
ug A name-giving [axon,

. A new name for a syntaxon, whose original diagnosis contains
the original diagnosis of a syntaxon published earlier or at leastibe
nomenclatural type of its legitimale name (which may be given
merely in e synenymy), represenls o supediuous name (momrer
superfluunt) that is therefore illegitimate. Such aname is of course
not superfluous when the earticr name is laler proved o be
illegitimate.

Example: The nnne Carpiro-Prunetum Tixen 1952 (Mits. Geogr.
Ges. Hamburg 50: 92} has beerr published as a superliuous name
for the Prunmo-Craraegetum BHueck 931 (Beirr. Narurdenk-
malpflegel4 (2): 165, 'Primus spinosa-Crasaegus-Assozialion”)
swhich has been ciled as a synonym.

Article 30— Special fimits of rejection of names and epitheis

The name of a syntaxon formed [rom a validly published
raxen name (gither legitimale or illegitimale) must not be rejected
or corrected merely because the laxon name in guestion is fel-
egated 1o synonymy, urless Ar. 44 or 45 apply.

Examples: The following chenges must not be made: Epilobietalia
angustifolit Tixen 1950 (Min. Florist.-Soziol. Arbeitsgem. N.F.
2: 165) to Chamenerietalia (or Chamerietalia) angustifolii, Scirpo-
Phragmiretiem Koch 1926 (Jakrb. St Gall. Natunwviss, Ges. 61/2;
20, offprint, *Scirpero-Phragmitetum') 1o Schoenoplecto-
Phragmitetun, Caricion canescenti-goodenawii Nordhagen 1937
(Bergen. Mus. Arbok, 1936, Naturvidensk R., 7. 22) lo ' Caricior
canescenti-fuscae' (as e.g. in Tilxen 1937, Miir. Floriss.-Sozial.
Arbeitsgem. Niedersachsen 3: 62) of to 'Caricion curio-nigrae’
(as in Westhoff & den Held 1969, Plantengemeenschappen in
Nederland, Zuiphen, p. 198).

A subassociation epithel is not illegitimate meeely because it
was originally published in combination with an illegilimate
association nume. It must be considered as a case of priority when
this epithcl and the comesponding new combination are in accord-
ance with the Rules in other respect (however, see Arl. 4a).

Example: The subassociation epithel in the name Dentario
enneaphylli-Fagerum impatientetpsum (Harnnno et Jahn 1967)
Moravec 1974 is not illegitimate and must not be rejecled for the
renson that it was originally published with the illegitimate asso-
ciation name ‘Dentario enneaphylli-Abieti-Fagenim® Harlmann
etJahn 1967 (Waldgesellschaften des mitteleuropiiischen Gebirgs-
raumes ..., Stuttgast, p. 408 ‘Dentario enneaphyllidis (Abieti-)-
Fagetum™).

Article 31— Homonymy - a reason for rejection of syntaxon names

The name of a syntaxon is illegitimate and must be rejected
when itis a later homonym, i.e. when it is spelt exacily like a name
previously and validly published for a syntaxon based on another
type (that therefore has another auther citation). The later ho-
monymous nam¢ of the syniaxon is illegitimate and must be
rejected, even when the caslier homonym is illegilimate or rel-
egated lo synonymy lor syntaxenomic reasons, or when it is
derived not from the same, but from a homonymous taxon name.
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Note [: Syntaxon names with exactly identical forms are also consid-
ertd homonyms when they are published later without the aoriginal
autho(s) or withoul any refecence to the author(s} of an easlicr name
{but sec Recomm, 46J).

Nele 2: The names of syniaxa that merely appear identical as they were.
published {n the original publication withoul indication of the specific
epilhels, are not homenyms when il is clear from the original dingnoses that
they arcbased on differeat taxa. They are o be campleted by the addition of
the specific (or infraspecific) epithets st that they appear dalfeeent.

Examples: 1. The names Caricetum davallionee Dutoit 1924 (Les
associations végésales des Sous-Alpes de Vevey, Lausanne, p. 24),
Caricenum davallianae Kulezyfiski 1928 {Buil. Int. Acad. Pol. Sci.
Lettres, Cl. Sci. Macth. Nat, 8, 1927. 162), and Caricetumn
davatliarae Kletka 1930 (Sbor, Vizk. Ust. Zemed. R.CS 52: 87)
are homonyms since Kulezyriski (1928) and Kle&ka (1930} did
not reler o Duioit (1924). The names in Kulezyhski 1928 and
Kletka 1930 must be rejected as later homonyms.

2. The names Cardamino-Moation Br.-Bl. 1926 (Arvernia 2: 41)
and Cardemina-Montion Br.-Bl. 1926 in Westhofl, Dijk &
Passchier (1946, Overzicht der plantengemeenschappen in
Nederland, 2nd ed., Amsiecdam, p. 58) are 10 homonyms as the
reference (o the carlier author of the name js given by means of the
author citation.

Ardicle 32 — Special cases af homonymy

Differing rames of symtaxa that are based on different
nomenclatural types are treated as homonyms in the following cases:

a. When they are orthographic vodams. Orthogmphic variants in
the sense of this rule are names that differ in the way a name
corrected acconding to Art. 41 differs from the original form of the
name. T

Example; The names ‘association 3 Carpinus berulus’ Issler 1926
(Les associations végétales des Vosges méridionales. .., Colmar,
Pp- 170} and Carpinetur: Klika 1928 (Bull. Int. Acad. Tchégue Sci.,
CL Math.-Na!.-Med. 29 (1928); 24} are lreated as homonyms.

b. When they are formed from nomenclaturally synonymous
laxon names (having the same type).

Example: The names ‘associalion 2 Hypnum cupressiforme’
Hilitzer 1925 {Publ, Fac. Sci. Univ. Charles Prague 41: 180) and
Drepanictum fififormis Ochsnec 1928 (Jahrb. St. Gali. Naturwiss.
Ges. 6372: 85) are treated ns homonyms.

c. When one name is formed from the specific epithet only and the
other from the binomial of the species name (see Ar. 14 §2);

Example: The numes ‘association & Jsothecium myurum Hilitzer
1925" (Publ. Fac. Sei. Univ. Charles Prague 41: 185} and
‘Myuretur® Waldheim 1944 (K. Sven, Vetensk Akad Avhandl
Naiurskyddiir. 4: 126} are treated as homenyms.

d. When they are double names that differ only in the order of the
{axon names.

Artiele 33 — Homonyms of equal age

If homonyms (se¢ Art. 31 and 32) have been published
simullanecusly for two or morc syntaxa (homonyms of equal
age), the author must be followed who first adopts one of these
names and rejects the other(s), or who inwoduces other names for
the other homonyms.

Ariicle 34 —Special cases of rejection of syntaxon hames

a. A pame is illegitimate and must be rejected if it contnins an
epithel in the nominative ease that indicates a geographical,
ecological or morphological property, but which is not derived
Irom the specific epithet of the name-giving 1axon.

Examples: The names Fagetum sudeticum Preis 1938 (Natur.
Heimar 9; 109), Caricenim goadenowii montantimm et collinum
Kiistner et FlaBrer 1933 (Pflanzengesellschafien des Erzgebirges,
Maore, Dresden, p. 22), Vaccinictun miyrtilli subaipimen Sillinger
1933 (Monogr. Stud. Veg. Nfz. Tater, Praha, p, 271), Asplemnictea
rupestria Br.-Bl. in Meier e1 Braun-Blanquer 1934 (Prodrome des
groupements végétaux 2, Monipellier, p. |, ‘Asplenictales
rupestres”) are llegitimate and must be rejected. On the other
hand, the name Riccietum rhenanae Knapp et Stoffers 1962 (Ber
Qberhess. Ges. Natur Heilkunde Giflen, N.F., Natunviss. Abr.,
32: 119), which is derived from Riccia rhienana Lorb, and whose
epithet is therefore in the genitive case, is permissible.

b. Compound names with Eu- are illegitimate and must be re-
jecled if hey were formed for syataxa of principal raoks.

Evample: The name Eu-Fagion Klika in Klika 1 Novdk [94]
(Prakikum Rostl. Sociol. Piidoznal. Klimatol, Ekol., Preha, p. 67),
is illegitimale since it wos used in (he original publicalion for an
alliance.

. Names whose form does not correspend 10 AR. 10 and 13 since
they have been formed from more than two (subassociation epi-
thets from more than one) scicntific taxon names are illcgitimate
and must be rejected.

Note: Nomes that contain both specific and infraspecilic epithels must not
be rojecied but correried and only the infraspecific epithet should be vsed
(in aceordance with ArL 10).

Article 35 — Conditions far refection of double names of synraxa

A double name of a symaxon, composed of the names of 1axa
cach ol which is confined 10 either of the lwo syntaxa of the next
suberdinate principal rank that are named in the original diagnosis
of the supericr syntaxoan, cannet not be retained when a division of
the superior syntaxen separates the subordinate syntnxa.

FExample: The class Molinio-Arrkenctheretea Tilxen 1937 (Mirr.
Florisi.-Soziol. Arbeitsgem. Niedersachsen 3: 73, 'Molinisto-
Arrhenatheretales’) contains in the original diagnosis the two
orders Moliriesalio Koch 1926 and Arrhenathereralio Pawlowski
1928. Should this class be so divided that the Melinietalia is
placed in a class differcnt from that of the Arrhienatheretalia, than
the double name Melinio-Arrhenathereiea cannot be retained for
any of the resulting classes.

Arvicle 36 — Rejection of a nomen ambignun

A name must be rejected when, ns o consequence of ecarlier
misinterpretation or various emendations or for any other renson,
iL has been so eften used in a false sense that excludes its type so
that its re-introduction in its original correct sense would be a
source of continual errors (romen ambiguunt).

Since a judgement on the concepl nonten ambigusm is neces-
sarily subjective, the rejection of a name on the basis of this article
will be regulated by the Nomenclature Commission by the publi-
cation of nomina embigua reficienda.

Until these names have been published the proposed rejection
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remains provisional (nemen ambiguiumn reficfendion propositu,
‘nom. amb. rejic. propos.'). The refused as well as the accepled
nomina ambigua will be included in App. L.

Recommendation 364

To facilitate and accelerate the decision of the Nomenclature
Commission conceming noming ambigua rejicienda, authors are
asked to send a copy of their proposal, together with a statement of
the reasons for the rejection 10 & special Commitee (for instnuc-
tions scc App. T0),

Article 37 — Refection of v nomen dithiwnr

The name of an asseciation or subassociation may be rejecled
when the type-relevé, on which it is based, is constdered so
incomplese or complex that its assignment (o one of the associa-
tions or subassociations distinguished 1oday does not sezm possi-
ble (nomen dubinm) (see alse A 16).

Article 38— Rejection of the name of a superior syntaxon based on
a namen dubium

The name of a syntaxon of rank higher thaa the associalion
must be rejected as a memen dubium when the name of the next
subordinate syntaxon (hat typifies it, is considercd a nomen dubien.

Article 39 — Substitution of a rejected name

a, When a name is rejected, Lthe next later name in the same rank
that is in accordance with the Rules is to be adopled. If no such
name is available, a new pamc must be formed. A new nome
published explicitly as a substitute (romen movim) for a name
rejected according to Arl. 29 § band/or 31,34, or 36 is typified by
the type of the rejecled name. The date of the valid publication of
the nonten noviem is erucial in disputes about priority. The original
author citation is to be inserted wathin brackets before the author
cilation of the romen novim.

Example: The name Fagetum sudeticum Preis 1938 must be
rejected according to Art. 34; the next later narne for this associa-
tion that is in accordance with the Rules is Dentario enneapirylli-
Fagetum Oberl. ex W. et A. Matuszkiewicz 1960 (Acra Soc. ot
Pol.29: 523 ‘Dentario enneaphyllidis- Fagetum Oberdorfer [947
(errare, recte 1957). The name ‘Denrario enncaphyllidic-Fagetum®
was not velidly published by Oberdorfer (see Art. 3a); but it was
validated by W. et A. Matuszkiewicz (1. ¢.).

b. On or after 01.001.2002, the reploced name must be cited
unambiguously with the complete author cilation, together with
the reference, When the name has been just typified ihe unam-
biguous reference to the publication of the typification must be
given.

c, When a new name is published as a substitute for a momen
dubium {Art. 37, 38), it must be based on a new type. It does not
represent a aonten revurn, bul the neme of a new syntaxon.

Recomumendation 394

No one should publish a romen novura for a pame rejected
according o Att. 29 § 2, or Ars. 31, M or 36, while the author is
still alive, without informing him beforehand of the case and
without giving him the opponunity of publishing a nemen rovum.

Chapter 8. The correction of names
Artiele 40 - Retention and correction of symiaxon names

a, The original form of a name {see Def. V) should be retained
unless a correction must be mads accerding o Aris, 41 e 45ora
correction of printing errors,

Note: This provision docs nol wilhdraw the permission [o add specific
epilhets according to Recommendation 18C.

b. When a name is correcied, the type and the author citalion
always remain unaltered {see Arl. 48). In disputes about priorily
the dale of the corrected name is that of the original nome except
when the correction according to Ant. 43 or 45 woukd formn a Tater
hemonym of a validly published syntaxon name.

Arvicle 41 — Special cases of correclion of syntaxon names

Orthographic corrections: The name of a symaxon muost be
corrected in the following cases:

a. When Lhe taxon names contained in it are orthographically
incorrect. .

Exagmple: The name Festucion vallesiacae Klika 1931 (Beil. Bor.
Cenrralbl. 47/2: 376) must be correcied Lo Fesmucion valesiacae
Klika 1931,

b, When the rame is not in accordance with the orthographic rules
for the fermation of the names of syntoxa in Art. 10 and 11
thowever see Art 3e and 3h) (incorrect stem or genitive form,
incormect or missing connecling vowel, -gfo~ inslead of the con-
neeling vowel, teomination -ion for a suballiance, termination -
efales or -inea for 1 class, etc).

Naote: When association names bave been formied from two unaltered plant
names (scc Arl. 14) Art [0b must alse b taken into cansideratien,

Examples: The following corrections are for instance necessary:
association & Carex Duxbaumii Issler 1932 (Les Prairies non
Fumées .., Colmar, p. 14) to Caricerum brxbaumii Issler 1932;
Sparganium angustifolium-Sphagnum obesum-Ass. Tilxen 1937
(Miut. Flor.-soz. Arb.-Gem. Niedersachsen, 3: 43) to Sparganio
angustifolii-Sphagnetum obesi Tilxen 1937; Ericetim tetralicis
Subass. v. Succisa pratensis Tlxen 1937 (1. c. p. 112) to Ericetum
tetralicis succisetosum pratensis Tlxen 1937, Seslerieto-
Semperviretum Beger 1922 (Jahresber. Naturforsch. Ges.
Graubilndens, 1921-1922: 112, offprint) to Seslerie-Caricerum
sempervirenlis Beger 1922; Personato-Petasitetum Oberdorfer

1957 (Stddeutsche Pllanzenges., Jena, p. 201) to Cardio

personatae-Petasiteium Oberdorfer 1957; Rhodorero-Vaccinienun
mugetasum Br-Bl. in Braun-Blanquet, Sissingh et Vlieger 1939
(Prodr. 6, p. 40} to Rhodedendro-Vaccinietum pinerosian mugo
Br.-Bl. in Braun-Blanquet, Sissingh et Ylieger 1939; Carpination
Issler 1931 (Bull. Soc. BaL. France, 72 (1924), Sess. Extraord., p.
83) 1o Carpinion Issler 1931; Molinieto-Arrhenatheretales Tiixen
1937 {l. c. p. 73) to Molinio-Arthenatheretea Tlxen 1937:
Convolvuletalia sepit Tlxen 1950 {Mitt. Flor.-soz. Arb-Gem.,
N.E. 2: 160) to Convolvuleralia sepiurm Tilxen 1950.

c. When a part of the name is placed within brackels; the brackets
must be omitted.

Example: The name ' Deschampsio-Bromeum (racemosi) Ober-
dorfer 1957 (Siiddenrsche Pflanzengesetlschafeen, Jena, p. 191) is
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cemected Lo Deschampsio-Brometum racemosi Oberdorfer 1957.
d. Rudereto- is lo be orthographically correcied to Ruderali-.
Article 42 — Inversion of names

Nomina inversa; When the crginal diagnesis (or at least the
nomenclateral type) shows that the name of a synlaxon has not been
formed in accordance with Art. 10b a proposal with reasons for the
comesponding inverston of the name may be inade to the Nomen-
clature Commission. The inversion remains provisional when
published {romen inversum propasitum - ‘nom. invers. propos.”)
ontil the Nomenclature Cenunission verifes and accepls or rejecls
iL. 'The definitive nomina fnversa and mominag inversa rejicienda
will be published and included in App. IV of the Code. The
publication of the inveried names makes jts application obligatory.

Recomnrendarion 424

To lacililtate and accelerate the decision of the Nomenclature
Commission conceming somin fnversa, authors are asked 1o send
a copy of the proposal to a special Comhmittee {for instruciions
sec App. IT).

Article 43 — Correction of names due to taxenomic errors

Carrections occasioned by taxonomic errors: The name of a
synlaxon must be corrected when it can be shown that it is based
on a misidentification of the name-giving taxon (taxa). A
musidenlilication in the sense of this asticle also occurs when Lhe
author of the name of a syntaxon wsed an incorrect taxon name
because this name was employed in his idemifcation litcrature in
an incomect sense {ie. not in accordance with the nomenclatural
type of the laxon name). A cormreclion occasioned by axonomic
crrar occurs also in the case when the name of an ngpregote
species is replaced by the name of a narrowly defined species. The
author citatien of the corrected name corresponds to Ar, 48,

On or after 1.1.2002 the new comection must be indicated by
means of the words ‘nom. eorr. hor loca’ appended 1o the author
citation and accompanicd by an unambiguous refercnce 1o the
valid publicaticn of the original name.

Such a correciion is forbidden when it would form a later
homonym of an earlier validly published name. For such a syntaxon
the nexl later name in the same rank that is in accordance with the
rules must be adopled 1o replace the name to be comrected. If no
such name is available a new name (momen novum, sec Art. 39)
must be formed according to the Rules.

Examples: |. The name ‘Medicagini marinae-Staclyetum spi

Cytistes purgans. It was shown later that we are dealing with
Cyfisus oromediterranens Rivas-Martfnez, Dinz, Ferndined Prieto,
Loidi et Penas insiesd of Cytisus prrgans (L) Roiss, Therefore
Rivas-Martfnez & Canto (1987, Lazaroa 7: 241) correcied the above
association pane to “Genisio cinerascensis-Cytisetum gromedirer-
ranel”, however, with an illegitimare inversion, The corrected name is
to be cited Cytiso oromediterranei-Genistenum cinerasceniis
Rivas-Martfez 1970 corr. Rivas-Martingz et Canlo 1987.

4. Many names of syniuxa containing the nane-giving taxon
Sesleria caerntea (L.) Ard, have been corrected with 8. albicans
KiL., e.g. the name Seslerion cacruleae Br.-Bl. in Braun-Blanquet
etJenny 1926 has been correcled Lo Sesferion albicantis Br.-Bl. in
Braun-Blanquet et Jenny 1926 corr. Oberdorfer 1983
(Pflanzensoziolvgische Exkursionsflora, 5th ed., Stwutgan, p. 42).
This comection was based on the assumption that the basienym of
S. cacrulea (Cynosurus caendeus L.) refers lo a taxon of wet
habitats, and not to ke 1axon of limestone habitats, for which 5.
albicans would then be (he correct name, However, the
leclotypification of the name Cymosuras caeruleus L, has been
made in the sense of the limeslonc taxon (Rauschert, Feddes
Repert. 79: 412, [969), and no corrections of the names of the
syniaxa based on §. caentlea need 1o be made.

Recommmendation 434

For corrections of names of syntaxa that use a specics name
more narrowly circumscribed than an aggregate, the authors are
recommended to verify in several current floras that the specific
stalus is regularly attribuled to the taxor in question, i.e. that the
taxon is not trealed as of different ranks or simply not recognized.
When the treatment varics amongst the differcnt floras, the au-
thors are asked not to proceed with a comection.

Article 44— Correction of names due 1o homonymy of taxon names

Corrections occasioned by homonymy of taxon names: The
name ol a syntaxon must be comrected when it is derived from a
taxan namne that has been rejected as a later homonym. A non-
homonymous name of the same taxon is to be used in the cormec-
lon. When several non-homonymous taxon names are available,
the first choice must be followed.

“When only such nop-homonymous taxon names arc available
that it is impossible 1o form a syntaxon name in accordance with
all the other Rules, then a nomen novum formed from another
Laxon must be establisked for the symtaxon {sec Art. 3%). The
author ¢itation of the cosrected name comesponds to Art. 48.

Examples: 1. The name Isoéie setacei-Peplidetum hispidilae Br.-

Géhu, Costa, Brondi, Géhu-Franck et Arnold 1988 (Ecol. Médir,
13: 99) must be corrected w0 Medicagini maringe-Centmureetum
spirosae a5 the name is bosed on Cenraurea spinpsa and not on
Stackys spinasa (Géhu 1992, Dac. Phyrosociol. N.8. 13: 30). Itis
nol permitted 1o form a new name ('Timbre capitati-Cenfaureetizn
spinosae’ Géhu 1992 1, ¢, 31) as subsitule for the name to be
comegted {Art. 29) or tochoosc a new nomenclaural type (An. 18).
2. Rilbel (1911, Bor. Jahrb. Syst. 47: 181) has descrbed the
association 'Festuceiurn varige' (original form of name:
‘Varienun'). In this case the species of the agpregate of F. varia
occurring in the original diagnosis from the Bernina region is not
F. varia but F. scabriciimis (Hackel) K. Richier. Therefore the
name Festucetum variae Rilbel [911 has been correcled to
Festucertm scabricilmis Ribel 1911 corr, Theuwrillar 1989
{Saussureq 20: 74).

3. Rivas-Marimez (1970, An. Inst. Bor. Cavanilles 2T: 151) has
described the associadon Cytise-Genisterum cinerascentis with

Bl. 1936 (Bull. Soc. Etud. Sci. Nat. Nimes 47 (1930-1935): i7,
offprint, ‘ass, A Isodres el Peplis hispidula'} is derived
[rom the specific name fsoétes sefacena Bosc ex Delile which has
becn rejecled as a later homonym of the name fsoétes setacenns
Lam. Since coly the name fsoétes delifei Rothm. is available for
that species, the synlaxon must be correctly called fsogro delilei-
Leplidetnm hispidulde Br.-Bl. 1936 niom. corr. even when Isoéles
seracea Boscex Delile and £, seracea Lam, are weated as identical
species.

2. The names Androsacion multiflorae Br.-Bl. in Braun-Blanguet
el Jenny 1926 (Denkschr, Schweiz Nemrf, Ges. 63: 190} and
Androsacefalia multifloras Br.-BlL. in Meier ¢1 Braun-Blaoguet
1924 (Prodrome des groupements végétaux 2, Montpellier, p. 33)
are derived [rom the taxon name Ardrosace meltifiora Moreti
1822 which has been rejected as a later homonym of the name A.
muitiffora Lam. The syntaxon names must therefore be cor-
rected. Broun-Blanquet (1948, Vdgétarion alpine des Pyréndes
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Crientales, Barcelona, p. 35) correeted the names at first using
the name of Androsace vandellii (Turma) Chiov. 1919 in the
nbove syntaxon names. This correction must be followed and the
names Androsacion vandellii Br.-Bl. in Braun-Blanquet ¢t Jenny
1926 nom. corr. and Androsacetalia vandeilii Br.-Bl. in Meier et
Braun-Blanquct 1934 nom. corr. musl be uscd for these syntaxa,
respectively.

Article 45 — Adaptation of syniaxon names to faztonomic nemen-
clature

Momina smurata: The name of a syntaxen that is fermed from
i taxon name that is no longer used in the most important taxo-
nomic and floristic lileraure of the past 20 years, or is only quoted
asasynonym, may be proposed with corresponding reasons Lo the
Nomencluture Commission o adapt this name o the contempo-
rary taxonomic nomenclaturc. The corrected name {nomren
mutfatim) relains the original author citation. The publicalion of a
nomen mufaion remains provisional (nonien mutatim propositiem,
‘nom. prut. propos.') until the Nomgenclature Conimission pub-
lishes its adoption or rejection. The adepled noming mufara as
well as the rejected ones will be included in App. ¥ of the Code.

‘The correction is forbidden when it would form a later homo-
nym of an carlier validly published name. In such a case, the next
later name of the given syntaxen tkat is in accordance with the
Rules must be adopted 10 replace the name o be corrected, If no
such name 1s available a new name {(nomen novum, sec Art. 39)
must be [ormed according lo the Rules.

Recommendation 454

To accelerate and facilitate the decision of the Nomenclature
Commission concerning romina mutata proposilia, authors are
asked o send a copy of proposals, owlining their reasons 1o a
special Commiltee (for instructions see App. II).

Chapter 9. The author cilaticn
Article 46 — Aurthor of the name and year of its valid publication

In order 1o ensure that the indication of the name of a syntaxon
is exact and complete, the name of the author {names of authors})
who first validly published ar validated this name together with
the year of valid publication or volidation must be quoted (see
Def. XII). In special cases the author cilation must be completed
according to Ari. 48 to 51.

Recommendarion 464

In every publication, e name of each syniaxon should be
accompanied by the auther citation, ot least once.

Recommendation 468

In the author citation the name of the author(s} may be given
in abbreviated form as long as ambiguily is avoided. To distin-
guish authors with identical names, the author publishing first will
be cited without (he initial of his first name, later author(s) will be
cited with the initial of their ficst name(s).

Examples: The names ‘Braun-Blanquet (abbreviatien *Br.-Bl.")
and ‘Tilxen' {abbreviation ‘Tx.") are cited for Josias Braun-
Blanquel and Reinhold Ttixen, respectively; the names 'G. Broun-
Blanguet® and ‘J. Tixen' designate Gabriclle Braun-Blanguet and
Jes Tlxen, respectively.

Recommendation 46C

When the name of a syntaxon with a sufficient original
diagnosis is validly published by one author in the work of another
author(s), thea, for bibliographical reasons, the name of the
author(s) who merely made the place available should be guoted.
with the word “in” belere the year of publication and after the name
of the author who formed Uie name and supplied the diagnosis.

Examples: Preslietum cervinae Br.-Bl. in Moor 1937 (Prodrome
des groupements végétaux 4, Leiden, p. 23), Alysso-Sedion
Cberdorfer et Th. Mdller in Th. Mitller 1961 (Beitr. Naturk.
Forsch, SW-Deuischi. 20: 116},

Recommendation 46D

When the name of 2 syntaxon is published by one author, bul
not validly duc to the absence of a sufficient original diagnoesis
(Art. 2, nownen nwedur), or the absence of a name-giving taxon in
the original diagnosis (Art. 3£} or published mercely as a synonym
{Art 3a), it can be validated later by another author and ascribed
to the first author (Art 6). The validation is cffecied by a valid
publication of the syntaxon name with a sufficient criginal
diagnosis containing the name-giving taxen (taxa), or with an
unambiguous relerence o such an cffectively published diagno-
sis, or the syntaxen name is published as 4 correct name (not only
in the synonymy). In such cases the name of the validating author
is the correct one for the author citation, However, the name of the
first author whom the syniaxen name was ascribed by the validal-
ing author should be quoted (without the year) before the name of
the validating auther with the word ‘ex’.

Example: The name Frisefe-Pelygonion bistortae Br.-Bl, ¢l Tilxen
1943 (Comin. Stat. Int. Géabot. Médir. Alp. B4: B) was published
as a nomen nudum, Marshall (1947, Die Goldhaferwiesen der
Schweiz, Bern) validated the name by means of an original diag-
nosis that he himself supplied {character species — 1. c. p. [19 and
a bibliographical reference to the validly published name of the
subordinate association (Triseretion flavescentis Beger 1922 - 1. c.
p. 105-106). It is recommended that the name Triseto-Polygonion
bistortae Br-Bl. et Tllxen ex Marschall 1947 is quoted rather than
Trisero-Polygonion bistoriae Marschall 1947, .

Recomunendation 465

When a nomen nudum is cited (i.c, withow a sufficient original
diagnosis or a reference o it, see Art. 2b) the abbreviation *rom.
aud.’ should be added.

When an ineffeclively published name is cited (i.e. not in
accordance wilh Arl. 1) the obbreviation ‘nome ined.’ (nomen
imeditum) should be added.

Recommendation 46F

The abbreviation ‘pro syn.” (pre synomymo) should be used when
aname is given that was originably published merely as a synonym.

Recommendation 46G

In the first effeclive publication of a change in position of a
subassociation {(see Art, 26) the abbreviation ‘comd. nov.’
(combinaria nova) should be added to the original author citation
inserted in brackets and followed by the new author citation (see
Art 50) provided that the nomenclamural type of the originnl
combination is retained.
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Recommendarion 46H

The first effective publication of a change in rank of a syntaxon
{sce An. 27 & 2B) should be indicated by the abbreviation “stat.
nov.” (stames novus) added after the auLhor citation of Lthe syntaxon
name in the new rank (see Ar. 51}

Recormmendation 467

Should a laler homonym {sec Art 31, 32) be ciled in syn-
waymy, it should be followed by the word ‘nen’ or ‘nec’ and by
the earlier homonym with iws author eitation.

Recormmendation 467

Pseudonyms {le. syntaxon names used with the original
author citation or with reference to it but misinterpreted by Later
authors, see Def. X) should not1 be included in the synonymy, but
presenied separamcly, The misinterpretation of a name should be
indicaled by citation of the misimcrpreting outhor (with datc}
preceded by the word ‘sensu’ instead of the original author
citation of the name. The driginal author citation should be ap-
pended by the word ‘nor’. If the misinterprelation occurs by many
authors the abbrevialion ‘anct. mon' {aucterum non) should be
given instead of the name of the misinterpreting author,

The valid publication of a name substituting a pseudonym
must be in accerdunce with Arl. 2 (o 9. Such a name does not
represent a aomen aovim in the sense of Arl. 39 § 1, but the pame
for a ncw syntaxon.

Exomple: The Ausurian suthors have applied the name Festuceliom
variae Ribel for a syntaxon other than that for which il was
published from Graubilnden by Rilbel. Thus the name Festucenam
varige auct. non RUbel 1911 represents a pseudenym of a syniaxon
that was validly published as new with the name Pulsatilio albae-
Festucerwn variae Theurillat 1989 (Saussurea 20: 74).

Article 47 - Corditions of retention of the original author citation

In an alteration of the circumscription of a syntaxen without
exclusion of the nomenclarural type, as well as in an alteration or
extension of its diagnostic characters (character and/or differen-
tal species), the original autbor citation remains unaltercd when
the comrect name of the syntaxen remains unaltered.

Avriicle 48 — Speciul additions 1o aushor citations

a. In a correction of prinling ermors or an orthegraphic comection
(Art. 41} and in a correction due to homonymy (Art. 44) the name of
the corecting author and the year of the comrection are not given.

b. In a comection by inversion (Art 42} the sbbreviation ‘nome.
invers.” (nomen inversum) is placed afier the author citation.

¢. In acorreclion due (o taxonomic errors (Art. 43) the name of the
comecling author and the year of the effective publication of the
correclion are placed after the original author cilstion and pre-
ceded by the abbreviation ‘corr.” (correxir).

d. In a correction due to hemonymy of taxon names {Ar.. 44) the
abbreviation 'non. corr.’ isappended to the original author eitation.

e. In a correction of B name accerding 1o Art. 45 the abbreviation
‘nom. mut." (romen muranam) is appended (o the author citation.

Article 49 — Awthor citations for nomina nova

In name§ that arc published as avowed substilules (roming
nova- sce Art. 39 § 1), the original author citation is to be inserted
within brackels before the author citation of the new name.

Article 50 — Author ciration for a new combination of «
subassociation

In an alteration of the position of a subasseciation (Art. 26),
the auther citauon of the original combinaticn Is to be inserted
within brackets before the auther citation of the new cembipation,
With repeated allerations of the position, the author citation of the
oldest combination, and only this, is to be quoted within brackets.

Article 51— Asthor citation afrer change af rank

In changes of rank (Art, 27), the original author citation is to
be inserted within brackets before the author citation of the name
in its new mnk.

Recommendation 514

‘When a name of a syntaxon without rank {(Arl. 3c) or with a
rank not corresponding Lo those given in Principle I (Art. 3d) is
validaled by a later authar by giving it a rank according to the
Raules, itis recommended to gquote (without the year) the author of
the ariginat diagnosis with ‘ex’ before the validating nuthor (sce
also Recomin. 4603).

Chapter 10. Nemina conservande
Arricle 52 — Conservativn of syniaxon names

To avoid innpproprate changes of commonly vsed, validly
published nanmies of syntaxa owing 1o strict application of the
Rulcs, some names applied in accordance with the nomeoclatural
type can be established as exceptions according to special criteria.
These names can be protected as nomina conservanda (sec the
ruling in Principle TV). This rule paricularly applies to well-
known and long-accepted names of classes and orders. The adopled
nemina conservanda as well as the rejecled ones will be included
in App. ¥1 of the Code.

Recommendation 524

To facililate and accelerate the decision of the Nomenclature
Commission upon the usefulness of the conservation of certain
synlaxon names, authors are asked to send a copy of Lhe proposal
on conservation 10 a special Commillee (for inslructiens sec
App. TD.

DIVISION 1V, Provisions fox the modification of the Code
Proposals for the'expansion and alieration of the Code are to

be submitied to the Nemenclature Commission, which will decide
on their adoption.
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APPENDIX 1.
Guide to the correct formation of names of syntaxa

The following list contains word stems, genitives and con-
necting vowels of imporiant names of genera and specific epithets
in the following crders
{a) the vnaliered name,

(b} the word stem Lo which are appended the teeminations indicat-
ing syntaxonomic rank or the cooneeling vowels,

(c) the genitive, a knowledge of which is necessary only with
epithets,

(d} the connecting vowel which is appended Lo the stem.

The names are grouped according to the final letier {printed in
bold face type). For the stemending in a, e, o ot u, the final vowel
(bracketed in the tables) is always clided [Festuc(a) - Festuc-ion).
The final vowels {, 1 and i in the word stem are elided only
before the termination -fon [Molini{e) - Molin-ior]. Scc Rauscherl
(1963, Mirt. Florist,-Sozel. Arbeitsgem, N.F, [10; 232-245} for
more details. The sign like & indicales short vosvels, Lhe sign like
4, indicate long vowels.

1 (a)-@ (b) {a)-, (c) -ae, (1) -0
(a) Fesmca, (b) Fesmc{a)-, (c} Festucae, (d) Festuco
Feminine names.

2 (a) -md, (bY -mdr-, {c) -mdtis, {d) -0

(a) Alisma, (b} Alismat-, (c} Alfsmatis, (d) Allsmato

Neuler generic names ending in -ma:

Asyneuma, Corema, Gnosma, Phiytenma

and compound names with:

-chroma, -derma, -lemma, -neme, -phryma, -sperma, -stelma,
-sfema, -slemma, -stigma, -stoma, -frema, elc.

[As feminine pames the following belong to 1: Caralivma,
Gleeh P L Ry as well as compound names with
coma, -gramma, -osma {cxcl. Qnosma) and -roma, and adjectival
epithets with -ma as wcll as with -chroma, -derma, cte.
(pelychroma, holestoma, microsperma)).

b

3 (a)-b, (b)-b-, {c) -b (d) -0
(a) mahaleb, (b) mahaleb-, (¢} mahaleb, (d) mahaleb

[

4 (@) -¢, (b) -¢-, (&) -¢, (d) -0
(a) Nostoc, (b) Nostoe-, (c) Nostoc, (d) Nosroco

5 (@) -é, (b) -(a)-, (¢} -5, (d) -0

(a) Silene, (b) Silen(a)-, (c) Silenes, (d) Sifenc

Substantival feminine names of Greek origin.

Aleé, Alsine, Andrachne, Androscece, Anemone, Asphodeline,
Arragene, Callirriche, Calycorome, Cardamine, Cassiope,
Cat, he, Cerinthe, Ch daphne, CH epeuce, Cistanche,
Cleome, Colobachme, Crambe, Danaé, Daphne, Diplachne,
Elatine, Eriosynaphe, Halimione, Helxine, Hierochloé,
Hippochaete, Hippophat, Homogyne, Hydrocotyle, Jasions,
Leontice, Malope, N he, Obione. O he, Crobanche,
Phryne, Phyllodoce, Plenrcchaete, Pleurogyne, Schizachre,

Statice, Teline, Tetracme, Triplachne, cic.; - alsine, andrachne,
aparine, arg , ch jasme, ch syce, cynocrambe,
elatine, helleborine, prewmonanthe, peuce, stoebe.

6 (a) -e, [ ~#~,(c) -is, (d)-i

(a) Séeale, (b) Secali-, {c) Sécalis(d) Sécalt

Ini addition, Lrue latin adjectival epithets: the neuter forms of 34
and 58 (acre, arvense, eic.).

7 (a) -¢, {b) ~(e)-, (¢} e, (d) -@
(u) Cakile, (b) Cakil(e)-, {c) Cakile, (d) Cakile
Indeclinable nanies: Cafile, - pale.

8 () -ae, (c) -ae, (d} -

Genilives of words inding in -a; only epithets.

clavenae, cornucopiae, jankae, nathaliae, pontederae, salviae,
ratrae, elc.

h

9 (a) -h, (b) -A-, (c) -, (d) -0
(a) Ceterach, (b) Cererach-,(e} Ceteruch, (d) Ceteracho
Indeclinable names: Celerach, - turkith.

[0 (&) -£, {b) -i-, {c) -F, (d} -0

(a) Thlaspi, (b) Thlaspi-, {c) Thlasgi, (d) Thiaspio

Indeclinable names.

Alhagt, Ammi, Muscari, Seseli, Thiaspi, - alkekengi, carvi, cheiri,
genipl, jonthiaspl, kali,

11 (a) -, () -i, {d) -

Genitives of words ending in -us or -um; only epithets.

aconifi, breynei, dillenii, fleischeri, gerardii, halleri, imperati,
manescavi, marthioll, myconi, oxycedri, palinuri, parnassi,
prunastri, seelosii, serpentini, tabernaemontani, tenerli, thapsi,
rarnabeni, triumfeitil, valerandi, vitlarii, ctc.

12 (a) -4, {b) -1, {c) -fis, (d) ~i
{a) exnd, (b) exvdd-, (c) éxulis, (d) Endi

13 (a) -4, (B) -, {c) -1, (D) -0
(a) merel, (b} metel-, (c) metel, (d) metelo
Indeclinable names; Gasoul, - metel.

m

14 (a) -m, (B) -m-, {¢) -m,(d) -o

(n) raeram, (b) raetam-, (¢} raetam, (d) raetamo

15 (a} -um, (b) -(o}, {c) -i, (d)-e
(a) Polygonnm, (b} Polygon(o)-, {€) Polygoni, (d) Pelygonc
Names ending in -um, [except epithets of 16].

16 () -tim, (G} -, (d) -

Genilive plural forms (only epithets) ending in:

-grum: apricorum, carthusianorum, deorum, desertorum,
dumatarum, ericeforum, lcorm, murorium, feciorum, tinciorum,
verlotiorum, elc.

[As nominatives to 15: cnedrum, (in)decdrum, (in)oddrum,]
-drum: eataractarim, fossarum, offtcinarum, [cdmmarum - 15];
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-iunr: guinm, sepium;

[As pominatives 1o 15:

absinthium, aegyptitm, brutium, chironium, cynapium, ] ,
ephippium, gnidium, hel Ty {yditer, or
ostrushium, polium, polyeeratium, pulegium, sphondylium,
strumariuni, strithivan, tinctorium, traghun, tripelium 1,

-um: bdvarum, fullomon, lappenum, iponum, némorim, ereadum,
segeltm;

[As nominatives to 15: alypum, aptium, calabrion, colentm,
ischaemum, thessalum, triomaun, venenan).

Anl,

n

17 (a) -&n, () -2n-, (¢} -Enis, (d) -0
{a) macrosolen, (b) macrosclen-, (c) macrosoléniz {d) macrosoléno
Compound names wilh -lichen, -pyren, -solen, -splen.

18 (a) -&n, (b} -tn-,(c) -inis, (d) -§
{a) Cyclamen, (b) Cyclamin-, (c) Cycldminis, (1) Cycldmini

[9 (2) -n, (B} -n-, (¢} -n, (d) -¢
{a) behen, (b) behen-, (c) behen, (d) beheno

20 (a) -, (b) -in-, () -inix, {d) -0
- -{a) Triglochin, (b) Triglochin-, (c) Triglochinis,(d) Triglochino
Compound names with -glochin (argyroglochin, microglochin, cic.),

21 (a) -Gn, (b} {0}, (€) i, (d) -0

(a) Onopardor, (b) Onopord(g)-, (¢) Oreperdi, (d) Onaporde

Neuter names 6f Greek cigin and with Greek nominative ending.

Abutilon, Acantholimon, Acroptilon, Agropyron, Aizoon,

Asrerolinon, Chamaenerion, Chisdecion, Cratoneuron, Echi-
psiton, Eripcaulon, Galesbdolon, Gonislimon, Helictotrichon,

Lycoperdon, Myoscton, Phagnalon, Riizecarpon, Rhododendronr,

clc., - aizoon, dactylon, galeobdolon, lirophiyllon.

Also, neuter forms of adjectives ending in s (- 67].

22 (a) -6n, (b) -an-, {c) -anis, (d) -0

{a) Chrysopogon, (b} Chrysopogen-, (c) Chrysopogdnis, (d)
Chrysopogdno.

Croton, Endymion, Sison.

Compound names with -chiten, -codorn, -croten, -mecon, -pogon,
~siphon.

23 (a) -&n, (b) -6n-, (c) -Gris, (d) -0

(a)} Conyledon, (b) Coryledon-, (c} Cotylédonis, (d) Corylédono
Compound names with -gerorm, -geiton, -giton, -pepon, -stemon.
The abbreviated form Poram- may be used tnstead of Lhe stem
Poramogeron- (ArL 10).

24 (n) -6n, () -onr-, () -ontis, (d) -0

{a) Erigeron, (b) Erigeroni-(c) Erigerdntis, (d) Erigerdnro
Compound names with -dracon, -geran, -edon.

Aromodon, Ceratodon, Cynodon, Didymadon, Leontodor,
Tetraplodon, Zygodon, - anodar, trachyodon, elc.

25 (a) -on, (b) -on-, (c}-on, (d) -0
(a) mariagon, (&) martagon-, (¢} martagon, (d) martageno.

]

26 (a) -, (b) -in-, (&) inis, {d) -1
(a) Plantage, (b} Plantagin-, {c) Plantdginir, (d) Plantdgini
Names with terminations -dgo, -rgo, -fIge, -4do:

Borago, Ericaga, Ferulago, Filago, Medicago, Mireilago, Plim-
bago, Solidage, Tussilage, Ustilago, - erucage, fabago, githago,
tiliago, selago, trixage; Fulige, Rubigo, Albuge, Asperuge,
Mellugo, Urede, - mucedo.

{Cotyledn - 23, unedo - 27)

Also, Arundo.

27 () -0, (b) -an-,{c) -onis, (d) -i
(a} Senecin, (b) Senecion-, (c) Senecidnis, (d) Seneciéni
Senecio, - irio, laricio, morio, prrmilio, uneda.

28 {a) -0, (b) -dn-, (&) -onis, (d) -0
(a} pepo, (b} pepon-, (¢} péponis, (d) pépono,
melopepn, pepo.

29 (a) -5, (b) {u)-, (c) -tis, (d) -0
(a) Calypsa, (b) Calyps(u)-, (c) Cafypsus, (d) Culypso

30 (a) -0, {c) -0, (d) -

Indeclinable names:

Nelumbo, - farnetio, frainetto, mugo, negunde, perado, pinsdpo,
ritro, stefco.

r

31 (a) -ar, (b} -ar-, (c) -ar, (d) -0
(a} Nuphar, (b) Nuphar-, {c) Nuphar, {d) Nuphare.

32 (a) -&r, (b} -&r(o), (c} -Eri, () -0

() asper, (b} asper{o)-, (¢) dsperi, (4) dspero

asper, gibber, fener.

Compound names Witk -fer or -ger:

baccifer, buibifer, prolifer, lariger, pubiger, setiger, squamiger,
€rc.

33 (a) -&r, (b) -r(e)~, () -ri, (d} -»

(a) Catoneaster, (b) Cotoneasir(e)-, {c) Coroneastri, (d)
Cotoneastre

True latin adjeclives:

afer, ater, calaber, plaber, imteger, macer, niger, prlcher, mber,
scaber, iriguerer.

Also, eleander as well as names ending in -asrer (a masculine
form of the latin suffix -ustre-: Cotoneaster, cacaliaster, lupinaster,
aleaster, pinaster, pyraster, eic. [but see 36)).

34 (a) -&r, (b) -riv, (¢} -ris, {d) -
(a) alpester, (b) alpestri-, (c) alpesiris, {d) alpesiri
acer, alpester, camp , lacusier, paluster, rupester, sylvester,

rerresier.

35 (a) -ér, (b) -&r-, {c) -&ris, (d) -¢

(a) Acer, (b) Acer-, (c) Aceris, (d) Aceri

Acer, Cicer, Laser, Papaver, Siler, Siser, Tuber, - cicer, lydrapiper,
psendosuber, sifer, suber.

36 (a) -er, (b) -&r-, (c) -&ris, (d) -0

(a) Aster, (b} Aster-, (c} Asteris, (d) Astero

Compound names with -asrer [star] (Geasrer, etc. [- bul see 33])
ar -gaster.

37 (a} -€r, (b) -er-, (c) -£ris, (d) -0
(8) dasycrarer, (b) dasycrater-, {c) dasycratdris, (d} dasycratéro
Compound names with -crarer,
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38 (a)} -er, () -er-, {c) -er, (d) -0
(a) Amelanchier, (b} Amelanchier-, (c) Amelarchier, (d}
Amelanchiers.

39 (a) -or, (b) -Gr-, (c) -6ris, (d) -i

{a) minor, (b) minor-. (c) mindris, (d) mindr!

Latin compartives (elatior, excelsior, major, tic.); compound
names with -color; masculine *nomina agentis’: glabator, reca-
tor, cic.; Mucor.

40 {a) -iir, {b) -&r-, {c) -oris, (d) -i
(a) rebur, (b) robor-, (c} rdberis, (d) rébori .

5

41 {a} - ds, (b) - ad-, (c) - ddis, (d) -0

{a) Najas, (b) Najad-, (c) Ndjadis, (d)} Niifado

Aselepias, Bunias, Dryas, Haloscias, Notothylas, Oreas, Serapiay,
- achiras, rhoeas, stoechas.

42 () -, (b) ~Gt-, (¢) -atis. {d) -0

{0} Aceras, (b) Aceral-, (c} Acerdiis, (d) Averdry
Compound namcs with -ceras:

Notoceras, Octadiceras, - leproceras, ortheceras, clc.

43 (a) -as, {b) -anr-, (c) -antis, (d) -0
(a) gigas, (b) gigani-, (c) gigdniis, (d) pigdnro
elephas, gigas.

44 (a) -ds, {b) - ari-, (c) - dris, (d) -
(a) mas, (b) mari-{(c) maris, (d) mari,

43 (a) -ds, (b} -(a)-, (c) -ae, (d} -0
(@)} cyparissias, (b) cyparissi(a)-, (¢) eyparissine, (1) cyparissio
Micrasterias, - asterias, characias, perafias.

46 (a) -as, (b} -as-, {c) -as, (d) -0
(a} fenus, (b} feras-, (€) fenas, (d) fenaso.

47 (a) -es, (b) -, {c) -is, (d) -0

(a) Isoetes, (b) fsoet-, {c) fsoeris, (d) Isoeto

Compound names with -aathes, -genes, -ides, -siyles:
Achyranrthes, Aphylianthes, Cheilanthes, Meryanihes, Prenanthes,
Spiranthes, Trochiscanthes, Cleistogenes, arciogenes, Alyssaides,
Buglossoides, Nymphoides, rantnculoides, ewe.; Adenostyles.
Names with the lermination -gdes:

Omphalodes, - atherodes, botryodes, elodes, graphalodes,
phryganodes, plysalodes, sphecodes, elc.;

Aphanes, - erisithales, paralignches, rrichomanes.

48 (a) -&5, (b) (a3}~ (c} -ae, (d) -0

(a) Phragmires, (b} Phragmiia)-, {€) Phragmirtae, (d) Phragmilo
Names with the Greek masculine termination -ites:

Galactites, Qdontites, Petasites, - arachnites, hesperites, myr-
sirifes, onites, otites, pseudophragmites, tridacrylites; Stratiotes,
Trameles, - cephalotes, heleonastes.

49 (a) -&s, (b) -&t-, (c) -&tis, (d) -
(2) Abies, (b) Abiet-, (c) Abletis, {d) Abferi.

50 (a) -&s, (b} -E1-, (c) -tis, (d) -0
(8) Bacomyces, (b) 5 ycer-, (¢} B
Compound names with -myces.

yedtis, (d) Baeonycdro

51 {a) -&, {b} -&r-, (c) -&¥is, (d) -7
(a) reres, (b) rerer-, (c) téreris, (d) téreii.

52 (a} -5, (b) -Ed-, (c) -Fdiz, (d)-i
(n) longipes, (b) longiped-, (c} longipedis, (d) longipedi
Compound names with -pes [foot} (brevipes, crassipes, elc.}.

53 (a) -&s, (b} -Tr-, (¢ -itis, (d) -1
(a) Fomes, (b) Fomit-, (c} Fémiris, (1) Fdmiri
Compaound names with -stipes (fongistipes, ele.).

54 (a} -&s, (c) -&s, (d) -
Cenitives of the words ending in -¢; only epithets.
anemones, cardamines, clc.

55 (a} -es, (b) -es-, (c) -ex, (d) -0
(2) Ribes, (b) Ribes-, {c) Ribes, (d) Ribeso.

56 {a) -is, (b) —i-, {c} -is, (d} -0

(a) Agrostis, (b} Agrosti-, (€} Agrostis, (d) Agrostio

Substantives with Greek stems ending in -i. Compound names
with -agrestis, -basis, -cystis, -opsis, -1axis:

Anabasis, Anagyris, Arabidopsis, Atraphaxis, Calamagrostis,
Cannabis, Cardaminopsis, Coris, Crypsis, Diplotaxis, Echino-
cyseis, Eragrostis, Galeopsis, Lycopsis, Magydaris, Malaxis,
Meconopsis, Melittis, Metabasis, Notobasis, Osyris, Oryzopsis,
Rhynchasinapis, Sinapis, Sparassis, - calamagrostis, coris,
eragrosiis, linosyris.

57 (a) -Is, (B) -¥d-, (c) -¥dis, {d) -

(a} Phalaris, (b) Phalarid-, {c) Phaléridis, (d} Phaldride

Names ywith stems ending in -d; primarily names and substantival
adjeclives of Greek origin. Compound names with -aspis, -ble-
pharis, -caliis, -cephalis, -cuspis, -glottis, -graphis, -lepis, -meris,
-orchis, -otis, -peliis, -phlyctis, -pholis, -pleris, -pyxis, -rhachis,
-r{h)aphis, -seris, -stylis, -trapis; nanies with terminations -ifis or
-otls; in addilion, adjectival compovnd names wilh -aspfs, -cuspis,
-lepis, -peltis, -preris (retraspis, rubricuspis, homalepis, 1rip-
reris, €lc.),

Adonis, Anacomptis, Anagallis, Anthemis, Antityllis, Aposeris,
Arabis, Arnoseris, Atraciylis, Atropis, Berberis, Cavcalis, Celtis,
Cercis, Chamorchis, Chariolepis, Clemaris, Copiis, Corydalis,
Cystapterix, Dactylis, Dectylorchis, Dichostylis, Diotis, Dryopleris,
Drypis, Epipacrtis, Eransthis, Fimbristylis, Geopyxis, Granumifis,
Healopeplis, Hedyprois, Hemerocallis, Hesperis, Hippuris,
Hypochoeris, Iberis, fonaspis, Iris, Isatis, fsolepis, Logoseris, Lagaris,
Lepidous, Lencorchis, Libanotis, Liparis,- Lotononis, Lychnis,
Micrastylis, Mycelis, Myosotis, Myrehis, Onobrychis, Onenis,

' Orchis, Ormenis, Gaalis, Oxytropis, Parapholis, Parir, Peplis,

Perrocallis, Petracopiis, Phalaris, Philerotis, Phiomis, Phiyetis,
Phyllitis, Physalis, Picris, Pteris, Prychotis, Sideritis, Simerhis,
Stictés, Tetraclinis, Tetradiclis, Tetraphis, Tolpis, Torilis, elc. -
aethiopis, caucalis, cerris, chamaeiris, clemaiitis, colocynthis,
dryopleris, epiglottis, epipactis, ) itis, hypocistis, lathyris,
fibaratis, fonchitis, Iychnilis, meleagris, myosols, oxygloitis,
peplis, picris, psammilis, scorodotis, Tygis.

58 (a) s, (b) -i-, (c) -is, (d) -

(a) Trienralis, (b} Trentali-, {c) Trientalis, (d) Trientali

Truc Intin names ending in -is [not the adjective compound names
of Greek origin in 57], compound names with -caslis, -collis,
~cormis, -culmis, -formis, -glumis, -mervis, -retis, -rosiris, and
names ending in -alis, -aris, -ensis, -estris, -ilis, -ilis, -wstris.
Digitalis, Fontinalis, Mercurialis, Pedicularis, Physocaulis,
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Trientalis, Vitis, - victorialis; nivalis, vulgaris, pratensis, cam-
pestris, hitmilis, gentflis, palustris, etc.; acris, affinis, agrestis,
Eiemnis, brevis, communis, dulcis, edulis, grandis, inermis, laevis,
miity, mollis, perenris, suavis, fenuis, trisris, furpis, viridis, elc.

59 () s, (b) -id-, (¢) -Tdis, (d) -7
{a) Bellis, (b) Belfid-, (v} Bétlidis, (d) Béllidi.

&0 (a) -15, (b} -1t-, (c) -1tis, {1} -0

() Hydrocharis, (b) Hydrocharii-, (c) Hydrochdritis, (d} Hydro-
chdrife

Compound names with -charis.

61 (a) -it, (b) -id-, (c) -idis, (d) -0

{a) Crepls, (b) Crepid-, (6) Creptdis, {d) Crepfdo

Compound nunes with -crerus (Halimoecnmemis) or -crepis
(Hippocrepis).

62 (2) -is, (b) -int-~, {c) -Inis, (d) -0
.. (@) Srenactis, (b) Stenactin-, (¢} Stenactinis, (d) Steractino
Compound pames with -actis.

63 (a) -is, (b) -&r-, (c} -Fris, (d) -i
(@) Cucumis, (b) Cucurmer-, (¢} Cuctinreris, (d} Cuciimeri.

64 (a) -is, (c} -7, (d) -

Genitives; only epithets.

abletis, ajacis, apollinis, cardrelis. dioscaridis, joannis, orphonidis,
otrenis, pefsonis, picridis, frich is, veris, elc.

65 (a) -ns, (b} -nt-, (c) -ntis, (d) -i

(a) Bidens, (b) Bident-, (c) Bideniis, (d) Bidenti

Lens; - ingens.

Compound names wilth -dens o -frens [side] (Rubus bifrons,
[frons=foliage - 66]); participles ending in -ans or -ens (Impatiens;
ambigens, canescens, cawlescens, decipiens, elegans, hians, natans,
rapens, sempervirens, stans, etc.; [nefrens - 66J).

&6 (a) -nx, (b} -nd-, (¢ -rdis, (d) -i

{a) Juglans, (b) Jugland-, (c) Jugldindis, (d) Jugldndi
Compound names witk -frors [foliage] {(albifrors, latifrons, etc.
[frens = side - 65]); mefrens.

67 (a) -6s, (b) -(0)-, (c) -3, {d) -0

{a} oxycocros, (b) oxycocc(o)-, (c) oxyeocci, (d) exycoeco
Mascoline and feminire nomes of Greek origin and with Greek
nominative termination.

Acinos, Apios, Arctostaphyles, Symphoricarpos, elc., - acines,
calomelanes, eleagnes, epigejos, etc.

Compound names with -caulos, -clados, -phyllos, -stachyos,
-uros, ete.

68 {(a) -os, (b) -1-, {c) -&1is, (d) -¢
(a) Anthoceras, (b} Anthocerat-, (¢) Anthocerdils, Anchocerdro
Compound names with -ceres; anacampseros.

69 (a} -Eps, (B) -¥p-, {¢) -ipis, (d) -i
(a) princeps, (b) princip-, (¢) principis, (d) principi.

70 (a) -&ps, {b} -ipit-, (c) -Tpifs, (d) -

() arceps, (b) ancipit-, (¢} ancipitis, (d) ancipiti

Compound names with -ceps {only in the meaning -headed);
Claviceps, Cordyceps; - anceps, biceps, curticeps, multiceps,
oviceps, clc. [princeps - 68].

11 (a) -ops, (b} -0p-, (c) -opis, (d} -0

(a) Asgifaps, (b) Aegilop-, {c} Aegildpis (d) Aegildpo
Aegilops, Chamaeraps.

Also, compound names with -opr (eyed):

Eckinops, - cyclaps, curops, glavcaps, lithops, melaraps, elc.

72 (a) -dps, (b} -3p-, (c) -dpis, (d) -i
(a) inops, (b) inop-, (c) fmopis, fmopi.

73 (a) -iis, (b} -(0)-, (¢} 4. (d) -2
(a) Scleramthus, (b) Scleranth{o)-, (c} Scleranthi, (d} Sclerantho
Most pames cnding in -rs.

T4 (a) -its, (b} -ar-, {c) -oris, {d) -i
(a) minus, (b) minor-, {c) mindris, (d) mindri
Neuter forms of [alin comparatives [- 39].

75 (a} -iis, (b) -84-, (c) -Adis, {d) -0

{a) Coranopus, (b) Coranepod-, (c) Corondpodis, Corondpodn
Compound names with -pus [fool}:

Aelurapus, Campylopus, Lycopus, Micropus, Ornithopus,
Plagiopus, Rhizapus, Sphenopus, Srreptopus, - eriopus, lagopus,
elc. [Hyssopus, Priapus - 13].

76 (a} -iis, (b) -d-, (¢} -dis, {U) -
{a) Rhus, (b) Rho-, (c) Rhwois, (1) Rhoo.

77 (@) -iis, (b) -(u)-, () -its, (d) -»
(a) Quercaer, {b) Querc(n)-, (c) Quercies, (d) Querco.

78 (1) -its, (b) -onr-, (&) -ontis, (d) -0

{a) Anedus, (b) Angdani-, (c) Anoddntis, Arodénto

Compound names with -edies [tooth] (Anedws, Brachyedus,
Polyadus).

79 (@) -ys, (b} -¥-, (¢} §5x., (d) 0

(a) Stachys, (b) Stachy-, (c) Stachyss, (d) Stdchyo

Compound names with -botrys, -oxys, -stuchys:

Cachrys, Halidrys, Ophrys, Phorcys, -botrys, chamaedrys,
hypapitys.

80 (a) -¥s, (b) -Fth-, Fhis, {d) -0

(a} Rhynchocorys, (b) Rhynchocoryth-, (c) Rhynchocdrythis, (d)
Ritynchocdrytho

Compound names with -corys.

&1 (a) -¥is, (b) ¥d-, -¥dis, (d) -0

(a) heterachiamys, (b) heterochl d-, {c) heterochidgmydis, (d}
heterochldmyde

Compound names with -chiamys.

t

82 @) -, ®) -r- (c) -1, (D) -0
(a) terrahit, (b) tetrahir-, {c) rerrahii, (d) retrahiro
Indeclinable names: spicanr, tetrahit.

83 (a) -4, () -(u)-, (e} -us, (d) -0
{a) longicornu, {b) longicern(u)-, (c) longicornus, (d) lengicorno
Compound names with -cornu.
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X

84 (a) - dx, (b) - de-, (C) - dclr, {d) -0

() Smilax, (b) Smilac-, (c} Smilacis, (d) Smilaco
Compound narnes with -panax (Cpopanax, etc.);
Evax, Lepioplux, Styrax, - donax, panax, scolopax.

85 (a) dx, (b) -ge-, {c) ~dcis, (d) -
() renax, (b) renac-, {c) tendcis, () tendci
Jallax, ferax, fugax, terax.

86 (a) -&x, (b) -Fc-, {c) -icis, {d) -i

{a) Carex, (&) Caric-, {c) Cdricis, (d} Cdrici

Arriplex, Emcx, flex, Irpex, Rumex, Ulex, Vitex, - frurex, ilex,
imbrex, murex.

Compound names with plex (simplex, duplex, triplex, eic.).

87 (a} -ix, (b) -ic-, (c) -Fe¥s, (d) -E

{a) Saiix, (b) Salic-, (c) Sdlicis, Sdlici

Larix, - natrix.

Compound names with -calit {erincalix, eic.) or -filix.

88 (a) -ix, {b) -ic-, (¢} -icts, (d) -0
() retralix, (b) tetralic-, (¢) teirdlici, (d) fetrdlico
helix, histrix, hyserix.

89 (a) -ix, (b) -fe-, (c) -icTs, (d} -i

(a) Tamarix, (b) Tamaric-, {c) Tamartfeis, (d) Tamarici

Also, feminine forms of the ‘romira agensis’ [- 39): cunrcratrix,
el

90 (a) -rx, (b} -fe-, {c) -icls, (d) -0

(8) Scendix, (b) Scandic- (¢) Scandfcis, (d) Scardfco
Phoenix.

Compound names with -spadix.

91 (a) -ix, (b} ~ick-, (c) ~ichts, (d} -0

(n} Ulothrix, {b) Ulorrich-, (¢} Uldtrichis, (d) Uldtricho
Compound name with -thrix; change i - 1!

Cladotkrix; - callithrix, sphaerothrix, tie.

92 (a) -rx, (b) -nig-, (<) -ngis, (d) o

{a) macrosyrinx, (b) macrosyring-, {¢) macrosyringis, (d}
macrosyringe

Compound names with -pharynx, -salpinz, ~syrinx.

93 (n) -ox, {b) -d¢c-, (c) -octs, (d) -i
(a) ferox, (b} feroc-, (o) ferdeis, (d) ferdei

Sferox, volvox.

94 (a) -6x, (b) -dc-, (c) ~Geis, {(d) -i
{a) praecox, (b) praecoc-, (c) pradcocis, praécoci.

95 (a) -auex, (b) ~que- () -aucis, (d) -0
(a) Glarex, (b) Glauc-, (c) Glaucis, (d) Glauco.

96 (a) -Jix, (b) -Je-, () -¥¢is, (d} -0
(a) microcalyx, (b) microcalyc-, {c) microcdlycis, {d} microcdivco
Compound names with -calyx (Geocalyx, ctc}.

97 (a) 5, (b) Fich-, {c) -Fehis, (d) -0
(@) megalonyx, (b) megalonych-, (c) meglénychis, (d) megaldnycho
Compound names with -eayx.

98 (a) -Fx, (b) -¥g-, <) -Fais, (d) -0
(a) Pomphslyx, () Pompholyg-, (c) Pomphdlygis, (d) Pomphdlygo
Compound names with -preryx.

¥

99 (@) -5, (b) -y-. {€) -¥és. (d) -0
(a) maly, (b} moly-, (¢} mélyss, (1) mdlyo
chamaemoly, maly.

Pseudocompound names

Epithets formed from Lwo words (first and second element) joined
by a hyphen.

In the iollowing lists, only the genitive is given. The connecting
vowel is determined by the second element and may be found in
the Tables 1-99; in the following lists, the connecting vowel is
only given in the first example of each subgroup.

100 Both elements change. The connecling vowel prescnl only in
the sccond elemcnt,

Substantive nominalive + ndjective nominalive

(u) adiantum-nigrum, (c) adianti-nigri, (d) adianri-nigro;
aguus-casius, agni-casti; anagatlis-aquatica, anagdllidis-
aguatices: fernum-gquinum, ferri-equini, ficus-indica, fici-indicae,
Silix-feming, filicis-feminae, filix-mas, filicis-waris; foenurn:-
graecum, foeni-graeci, crista-casirensis, cristae-casirensis; herba-
alba, herbac-albae; linum-sigfatum, lini-sielfali; meliloms-
coerulea, mefilati-coeruleae, plantago-aguatica, plantdginis-
agreaticae; rufa-murarie, ridae-nurarice; sceptrim-cerofinum,
scepivi-carolinty spina-alba, spinac-albae; wva-crispa, uvae-
crispae, vitis-idaea, vitis-idaeae.

Adjeclive nominalive + substantive neminative

(a) hella-d. ' (c) be]f e (d) Bell 57

bonus-henricus, boni-kenrici.

101 Only ke first clemeat changes, The connecting vowel is
missing.

Substantive nominative 4 subsiantive genitive

(a) barba-jovis, (c) barbae-jovis, (d) barbue-jovis
bursa-pastoris, bursae-pastoris; capillis-veneris, capilli-veneris;
capul-felis, capitis-felis; capur-galli, capitis-galli; caput-medusae,
capitis-med | COT ti-stephani, coronae-sancti-stephant,
crista-galfi, cristae-galli: crus-galli, cruris-galli, ders-canis, denis-
canis; flos-cuculi, floris-cucnii, flos-jovis, floris-jovis; herba-venti,
herbue-venti, morsiis-ranae, morsis-ranae; ridus-avis, nidi-avis,
oculus-christi, eculi-christi; cculis-solis, oculi-solis; pecten-
veneris, péctinis-veneris, pes-caprae, pedis-caprae; rapum-
geni. rapi-genistae; sanguis-christi, sdnguinis-christi; specu-
Ium-veneris, speculi-veneris, spica-venti, spicae-venli, spira-
christi, spinae-christ; umbificus-veneris, umbilici-veneris; uva-
LFSE, HUGe-ursi,

”

102 Only the second element changes. The connecting vowel is
present only in the second clement.

Substantive genilive + subslantive nominative

{a) coeli-rosa, (c) coeli-rasae, (d) coeli-rose.

103 Without changes. The connecting vowel is missing. Genitives:
borisii-regis, equi-trofani, ferdinandi-coburgi, friderici-auguss,
{aserpitii-sileris, novi-belgii, novae-angliae, elc.

In addition: neti-rangere.
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APPENDIX IT.
Some instructions

A. Instruction for the regisiration of new names of synfaxe,
and typilication of syniaxa

To ensurc general recognition of new names of syntaxa (incl.
romina rova), new combinations, and leciatypifications or
neolypifications of rames, authors are requested Lo send a copy of
their publication 1o the person of the Nomenelanare Conunission
in charge of the registearion, at present J.-P. Theurillat, using the
address:

Dr. I.-P. Theurillat, Centre alpien de Phytoggographie,
Fondation J.-M, Aubed, CH-1938 Champes, Switzerland.

B. Instructions for proposals (o be sent 1o the Commillee
for Nemina Conservanda, Ambigun, Inversa & Mulala (CNC)

The following members of the Nomenclature Commissicn
belong a present (o (e CNC: G. Grabherr (Secretary), I. Pallas,
H.E. Weber and W, Willner. Since it is not possible for the
members of the CNC 1o do literature rescarch, proposals can only
be wreated if all supporting decuments are enclosed, Otherwise the
proposal has to be returned for completion,

Proposals ore o be sent (o the Secrelary of the CNC using the
address:

Prof, Dr. Geerg Grabhecr, Department of Yegetation Ecolegy and
Nature Conservation, University of Vienna, Althansir. 14, A-
1090 Wien, Austria.

List of pussibly needed supporting documents:

A. Comments on and reasons for the proposal.

B. Copy of Lhe prolelopue (j.e. the original diagnosis) of the name
in question.

C. In case of syntaxa nbove association: Copy of the prolclogues
of the subordinate syntaxa which have been quoled in the original
diagnosis — at least the prolologue of the 1ype-syntaxon {see Art. 8
and 17 ICPN),

D. Copy of the lecto- or neolypification of the name in question il
there is no holotypus designated in the original diagnesis {see nolc
below),

E. Copy of further literature for pointing out the current use of the
name, ¢.g. in proof of its ‘name in current use’ slatus.

F. Copy of the prolologue of those names which the proposed
Homen conservandurn should be protected apainst.

G. Copies from the most important tnxonomic and florislic litgra-
ture of the past 20 years giving cytdence of the contemporary
taxonomic nomenclature {not necessary for Central Europe),

To come 1o a degision the following supperting documents are
required;

1. Nomina conservanda: A, B,C, D, E,F
2. Namina ambigua: A, B, C, D, E

3. Nomina inversa: B, C, D

4. Nomina mutata: A, B, C, G

MNote: If the name in quesiton has not been Lypified so far the
authors are recemmended to choose a lecto- or neotype which will
be published under their names simultancously with the decision
of the Nemenclature Commission.

APPENDIX III.
NomlIna ambigua

APPENDIX IV.
Nomina inversa

APPENDIX TV.
Nomina conservanda

These Appendices will be published later on.
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INDEX OF TERMS

abbreviation of an auther citation - Ree.
468

accepled name - see correct name

adaptation of names to taxonomic nomen-
clatire - An. 45

adding of an cpilbhet - Rec. 10C

adding of specific epithets - Arl. 40a

additions - o author citations - Arl. 48

aggregate species - replaced by the name of
a segregalc axon - Art, 43

alliance - Del. 1, Principle 11

- reduced to the rank of a suballiance -
Art. 27b, 28

- termination - Ar. 11

alfigneia - Principle T

alteration - of the Code - Div. 1V

- of position - Arl. 15

- ofmnk-An. |5

altenative nanies - Arl. 3j

application - of names - Principles IV and ¥V

- of nomenclatural types - Arl. 15

association - Def, T1, Principle 1

- basic rank in the hierarchical sysiem -
Principle V1

- chanpe in rank - Art. 27c, 28b

- definition - Def. TT

- form of its name - An. 10a, 11

- name rgjected as a nemen dubium - At
a7

- peotypification - Art. 21

- original diagnosis - Arl. 7

- reducedto the rank of o subassociation -
Art 27c, 28b

- typification - Art. 16

- Uppsala 8chool - Principle IT

auctorm non (auct, ron) in author citations
-Rec. 46]

author citation - Def, X11, An. 46-51

-  abbreviated - Rec. 46B

- at least once in each publicalion - Rec.
46A

- incase of a homemym - Art. 31

- in case of a npew combination (combi-
ratio nova) - Rec. 46G, Ant. 50

- incascofacomected name - At 43, 44,
48c-d

- incase of aromen novierm - Ant. 3%a, 49

- incase of change in rank - Art. 27, Rec.
46H, Art. 51

- in case of change in position of a
syntaxon of supplementary ank - Arl.
28

- in case of change of position of a
subassociation - Arl. 26

- retention of the original citation - Arl.
47

basic rank - Principle V1

basionym - Def. XTI, Art. 26

bibliographical coror - Act. 2b

brackets in a syntaxeon name - Art. 41c

brackets in avthor citation - in casc of a
nemen novum - At 49

- incase of change in rank - Art, 51

change in posilion - Art 26, 28

- Inrank - Principle IT, An. 27

- - authorcilation - Rec. 46H, Arl. 51

- - ofasyntaxon of supplementary rank
- An. 28

- - only between principal and supple-

menlary mnk - Art. 27

characler [axa - explicit indication - Anl. 8

circle of vegetation - Del. [

citation - of authors - see authar citation

- ofincffectively published names - Rec.
46E

- of a nomen nudum - Rec, 46E

- of pseudonyms - Rec. 46)

- of synonyms - Art. 3a, Rec. 10A, Ar.
29c

- prosynonymo (pra syn.) - Rec. 46F

class (classis) - Def. T, Principle I

- reduced Lo the rank of a subclass - Act.
27b, 282

- termination - Art. 11

classis - Principle Ll

coenon - Def. I, Al 3¢

combination - Defl. Vil

comb. riov. (combiraiia nova) - Art. 26

- author citation - Art. 50

- cilalien - Rec. 46G

- nolused - Anl. 4b

- repistration - Rec, [C

community - Del. 1, Principle I, Ar. 3¢

community ype - Def. I, An. 3c

complction - of author citations - Arl. 46

- ofnames - Art 31

compound names - Art. 12

connecling vowe] - Art. 10a, 41

censerved name - see nomen conservandian

consociaticn - Principle IT

constancy of t1axa in a synoplic tablz - Art. 7

- corr. (correxif) - in author citation - Art.

48c-d

correct name - Def. VI, Principle II, Art.22

comection of names - Def. VW, Arl. 14, 40-4 ],
4345

- author cilation - A 43, 48c-d

- by adding specific epithets - Rec. 10c

- by inversion - Atl. 48b

- dug to homonymy of taxen names - Ard.
44, Rec. 43A

- dueto obsolete 1axon names - Art. 45

- due to laxonomic crors - Arl. 43

- in doubtful cases - Ree. 43A

- orthography - An. 103, 41

- printing error - Arl. 48a

- special cases - Art. 41

- temination - At 11

- with infraspecific epithel - ArL 34¢

corresponding name - Def. X

cryplogamic communities - Def. 1

date - of a name - Arl. 6

- of acomrected name - Arl, 40b
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- of a nomen novum - Arl. 3%

- of a publication - Art. 1

derivation from plant names - Art. 2c

diagnostie laxa - explicit indication - Arl. &

differential taxa - explicil indication - Arl. 8

division of syntaxa - Art. 3m, 15, 24

- cause of rejcction of names - Arl. 35

- of principal rank into syntunxa of supple-
mentary rank - Art 190

- into synlaxa of the same mnk - Art. 24a

- into syntaxa of a supplementary rank -
Arn24b

dominant {highest) stcatum - Art, 3k, 10b,
29b

dubious name - see aomen didiym

ecological epithel in a syntaxon name - Arl.
Ma

efleclive publication - Def, T, Art. L, 2, 6,
16, 19, 21, 25, Rec. 46G-H, Art 48¢c

element - Def. VIII, Art. 15

cmendalion - Rec. 194, Arl. 36

-enafia - A L1

-enea - Anl. 11

-entor - Att. [1

epithet - ecolopical in a syntaxon name -
Art. 34a

- geographical in a syataxon name - Al
3da

- ina syntaxon name - Art. 34a

- infraspecific - Art. 10, 34c

- morphological in a synlaxon name -
Art Ma

- of a subassociation name - Def, V11,
Arm. 13

- of alaxon - added - Rec. 10C

- of the name giving laxon - Art. 10a

- specific - Art. 14

- specific epithets added - Rec. 10C, Art.
40a

established name = validly published name

-etales - Art. 11,41

-etalta - Art 1]

-gtea - Atk 1]

-elp - Art, 41

-eiosum - At 11, 13

-etum - Art. 11

Eu- - An. 12, 340

ex - in author citation - Rec. 46D, 51A

Jfoederatio - Principle 11 -

genitive of laxon epithets in syntaxenomic
names - Att. 10a

peopgruphical area - regarding typification -
Reg, 21A

geopraphical epithet in a syntaxon aame -
Art 34a

seosigmassociation - Def. T

Gesellschaft - Def, I, Principle 11, Art. 3¢

groupement - Def. I, Principle IT, Arl. 3¢

helerotypical syncnyms - Del. X

bierarchy of ranks of syntaxa - Def. II,
Prineiple I

highes! stratum - Art. 10b, 29

holosyntypus - Def, VIII



766

holotype - Def VI, Arl 18

holotypus - Ant. 5 .

homonym - Def. I, Arl. 31, 32, 33

- due to homonomy of tAxon names - Att.
44

- [ater homanym as an illegitimate name
- Am 31

- later homopym ciled in synonymy -
Ree, 461

- erely appearing due to use of taxon
namcs without epithets - Ad. 31

- published simuliancously (homonyms
of equal age} - Art. 33

- rejeclion - Ad. 31

- resulting from a correction of a name -
Arl. 40b, 43, 45

- resulting from normenclawrally synony-
mous (homotypic) 1axon names - Arl.
32b

- special cases - Art. 32

- " without author citation - Arl. 31

homenyiny - see homenym

bomotypical synonyms - Def, X

hometypical taxon names - Art. 32b

illegiimate name - Del. ¥, An. 29b-c, 30,
31,34

in - in avthor citations - Rec. 46C

fncomplete relevé(s) - Ar. 16

indicalicn - of character laxa - Arl, 8§

- of constancy of waxa - Arl, 7

- ol diagnostic taxa - Art. §

- of differential taxa - Adl. 8

- ofquantitmtive occumence of 1axa - Ar. 7

- of mank by terminaticn of the name -
Art. 1

- ofrank omilicd - At 3¢

-tnea - Art. 11,41

infraspecific 1axon as name giving taxon -
Ar. 10a

frops - Art. 13

invalid publication - Art. 1, 3-4, 9, 10b, 11,
17,29b

- canscs of - Ar. 3

- of subassccialion names - Art. 4

inversion of a name (see rromen inversunt) -
Arl. 42

fecrosyarypus - Def. VI

lectotype - Def. VIII, Ar. 19-20

- remaining if elements ore ransferred or
a syatnxon is cmendatet - Rec. 194

lectotypification - chaice of the type - Art
19

- of an association - Art. 19a

- of asubassociation - Art [9a

- of names of superior synlaxa based on
the same laxon nnmes - Art. 20

fectotypus - At. 5

legitimate name or spithet - Def, V-1, Act.
10b, 18b, 24b, 27d, 29¢, 30

lichen comemunities - Def. I, Principle 11

manuscript relevé(s) - Rec. 21A

misidentification of a name-giving taxon -
Arl. 43

Weber, HE. et al.

misinterprelation of a name - Ar. 36

moss communities- Principle IT

name - above subassociation and formed
[rom more thon two taxg - A 3de

- adaplalion lo taxonomic nomenclature
- Arn. 45

- ambiguous - see nomen ambignum

- appearing as homonymous merely be-
cause without indication of specific epi-
thets - Art. 31

- application - Principle ¥

- complelion by epithet - Arl. 31

- conscrved - see nomen conrservandnm

- correcl - see correcl name

- comection - sec correction of names

- corresponding - Def. X

- date- Art. 6

- dubious - sec nomern dubium

- effectively published - Def, TIT, Arc I,
2a

- form not cemesponding o the rank -
Anr. 3e

- formation - Art. 10

- lormed from the epithet of a taxon only
- An. 32¢

- homonymous - see homonym

- illegitimate - Def. V, An. 29b-¢, 30-31,
34

- invalid - see invalidly published name

- inveried - see romen inversian

- legilimate - Def. V, VI, Art. [0h, 18h,
2db, 27d, 29¢, 30

- misinterprelation - Art. 36

- new - Rec. LA, 1C, Art. 3g, 3n, 4b, 6,
18c, 27a, d, 2%, 3%, c, 43, 45, Rec.
46], Art. 49

- notclear from whal taxon (toxa) formed
-An. 3g

- not effectively published - Def, III, An.
1

- oot formed from a taxon of the highest
of the dominant swrata - Ar. 3k, 10b,
29b

- not indicated as new (ass. nov., srar
nev., ele.) - ArL 3§

- net validly published - Del. IV, Art. 2a-
b, 3-6, 8-9, 12, 14, 39a, Rec. 46D

- of an asscciation - form - Art. 10a

typification - Art 16

- of a subassociation - An. 13

typificalion - Art. 16

formed from more than onc taxen -

Art. Mc

- of a superior syntaxon based on a ro-
men dubiuns - Ant. 38

- ol ataxon relegated to synonymy - Anl.
30

- of atype-syntaxen - illegiimate - Art.
17

- only differrent in the order of 1axon
names - Ar. 32d

- original form - Def. IV-V, Ar.. 10a, 14,
32a, 40a, 43

- registration - Rec. 1C

- rejection - see rejection of names

- subslitution - Art_ 3%

- superfluous - seq newren superffuim |

- lermination - Ar. 10a, [}

- typification - scc typification

- validaton - Def. XII, Art. 3, 5-6, 9, 46,
Rec. 46D

- validly published - Def, IV-Y, DX, XII,
Principle IT, TV, Art. 2, 3¢, g, n, 4a, 5-6,
8, 11, 14, 17, 18¢c, 22, 26, 27¢, d, 31,
40b, 43, 4546, Rec. 46C-D, T, Art, 52

- withunalieced plant names - An. 14

nanie-bearing type = nomenclalul Lype

name-giving taxon - An, 3Fg, |, 10a, 16,
203, b, 31, 342, 43, Rec. 46d

- in nomenclatural type - Axt. 16

- lacking in thc original diagnosis he-
looging to that name - Art. 3f

- ool earlier or simultaneously validly
published - Art, 31

- present onlky in a [ew relevés - Art. 29a

names ol suballiances, suborders and sub-
classes - Art. 3¢

néc - in author citalions - Rec, 461

neosyniypus - Def. VIIT

ncolype - Def. VIT, Art 21, Rec. 21A

neotypification - of associations and
subassociations - Art. 2, Rec. 21A

neotypus - Defl. VIII, Art. 5

new combination - Def. X4, Rec. 1C, Ar
26,30, 50

- authorcitation - Arl. 27b, 50, Rec, 46G

- nolused - Al 4b

DeW NAIE - SEC ROMEN HOVIM

new synlaxon - Principle II, Ant. 3c, 3, 39c,
Rec. 46]

nodum - Def. I, Art. 3c

non. ined. - sec nomen ineditum

non. invers. - Se¢ nemen inversum

nom. mut. (normen mufatum) - in author gita-
tions - Art. 48c

nion). prov. (nemen provisorium) - Arl. 3b

nomen - ambigunm - Art. 36

rejiciendm propositiun (rom, amb.
rejic. propos.} - Art, 36, Rec. 36A

- conservandum - Def, X1, Panciple 11,
Arl 22,52

- correcium (nom. corr, - comecied name)
- An. 43-44, 48d

awhor citation - Art. 43, 48¢-d’

due 10 homonymy of taxon names -

An. 44

due ta obsolete taxon names - see

noamen mularm

- in doubtful cases - Rec. 43A

- dubiem - An. 37-38, 39

- ¢llegirimum - see illegitimate name

of a type-syntaxon - ArL. 17

regarding the number of name-giv-

ing laxa - At 34c

- inedinan (nam ined.) - Rec. 46E

- invalidiem - sce invalidly published name
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- inversum (nom. invers.y - Art. 42, Rec.
42A, Arl 48

authoer cilation - Ar. 48b

proposinen (rom. invers. propos.) -

Art. 42

rejiciendim - At 42

- mutatom - Ant, 45,48

author citation - Art. 48

propasitian (ronw. mul, propos.) -
Art. 45, Rec. 45A

- novim - Arl. 3n, 274, 394, ¢, Rec, 39A,
Arl. 4345, Rec. 46), Art. 49

author citation - Art, 49

due to comection of absolete taxon

DAMES - SCG Aomen mulahiun

for a subassaciation - Ant. 27d

if the author of the substituted name

is still alive - Rec. 39A

in case of a nomen correctun - A1l

43-44

nol in case of the subsilution of a

pseudonyim - Rec. 467

- nudum - Ree 46D, 46E

- provisorium - sec provisional name
(ron. prov.)

- refecium - sce rejection of names

- . rejicendum - see rejection of names

- superfluum - Arl. 2b, 18b, 20c

priorily - Arl. 23

nomenclatural type - Def, VIFI-X, Principle
IL V, Art 5, Rec. 54, Art. 15, 18-20,
26, 28, 29c, 32, 4243, Rec. 46G, Ant.
47,52

- application - Art, 15

- containing name-giving laxom (taxa) -
ArL 16

- if rank is changed - Art. 27

- in case of cemection of a name - Ar.
40b

- indicalion - Art. 5, Rec. 5A

- of an association name - At 16

- of a nomen novum - Art. 3%

- of anomen superfTuum - Art 18b

- of s subassociation name - Art. 16

- of the name of a superior syalaxen -
ArL 17

nor - in avthor citations - Rec. 461-J

not adopled name - see provisional name

order {orde) - Def. T1, Principle [

- reduced to the ronk of a suborder - Art.
27b, 28a

- termination - Art. il

order of axon names - Art. 32d

orde - Principle 11

original diagnosis - Def. VIII, Ar. 26, 3f-g,
5, 10a, Rec. 10A, Arl. 18-19,25,27-29,
35, 42, Rec. 46C-E, S1A

- of an association or subassociation -
Art. 7, Rec. TA-B, AL 13, 21, 26

- ol syntaxa superior o associacion - An.
8,20

original form of a name - Def, IV-V, Anl.
10a, 14, 328, 40a

original name - Del, IV, Ant. 24-25, 40b, 43

onthographic comrection - Arl 10a, 12,41, 48

- avthor citation - Ant. 48z

orthographic varants - Ark. 32a

panformation - Def. T

peuplement - Def. 1, Principle II, Ar. 3c

phytoceenosis - Def, I

precedence - see priorily

prefix Eu- - Ant. 12

- cxpressing morpholopical or ecological
characters - Ar. 12

principal ranks - Def. II, Principle 1, Ar.
3e, h, B-9, 17-19, 24, 27, 34b, 35

printed matter - Art. 1

printing «cror - Arl. 40, 482

priority - Principle IV, An. 22.23, 25, 30,
40b

- of anomen novum - Att. 393

- of anemen superflunm - An 23

- of acorrected name - A, 40k

pro synomymo (pro syr.) - Rec. 46F

proposals to amend the Cede - Div. TV

protologue = ariginal diagnosis

provisional name - Art. 3b, 6

pseudonym - Def. X, Rec. 46]

- cilation - Rec. 461

publicalion of names - date with respect to
priority - Art. 6, 22-23

~  effective -Defl. III, Art 1

- in books, etc. - Rec. [A

- in scienlific journals only - Rec. LA

- invalid - causes of - Art. 3

- valid- A 2

rank - Def. I-I1, VT, X, Principle [I-TII

- basic - Principle VI

- change - see change of rank

- defined by lermination - Ar. 10a

- hierarchy - Def. 1, Prnciple II

- indicating termination - Axt. 1F, 24b

- not comesponding (o the form of the
name - Ari 3e,h .

- nol corresponding to the ranks of the
Cade - Anl. 3d

- notindicated - Ast. 3c

- principal - Def. T1, Principle I, Art. 8

- supplememary - Def., If, Principle TI

re-introduction - of an epithet - Art. 26

- ofaname - Art 248, 36

reference - see unambiguous bibliographic
reference

regisiration of new names, combinations,
typifications - Ree, I1C

rejection of a name - Art. 29-31, 34-39

- general limits - Am. 29

- if o syntaxon is divided - A 35

- romen ambiguum - Art. 36

- nomen dubiun - Art. 37-38

- homonyms - Ar. 31

- special cases - Art. 30, 34

relevé - considered as incomplete - Art. §6

reprints of periodicals, efc. - Ar. 1

relaining of names - ArL 24, 40

relention of the author citation - Rec. 47
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- of an epithet of a subassociation in case
of change in ils position - An. 26

- of a pame - Art. 24, 40

retroactivity of the rules - Principle VIE

Ruderali- - Arl. 12, 41d

Rudereto- - Art. 12, 41d

rules - retroaclivity - Principle VII

scale for indication of quanlitative oceur-
rence - Art. 7

sensu - in author cilations - Rec. 467

sigmassociation - Def, T

single relevé(s) - added to a synoplic table -
Ar. 2]

- precedence over a synoplic 1able - Arl.
25

sociation - Principle {I, Arl. 3d

specific epithet - Arl. 14, 32¢, 34, 40a

splilling - sec division of syntaxa

slability of nomenclature - Principle [V

starus rovus (siar. nov.) - Arl. 3i, 27, Rec.
46H

structure of vegetation - Art, 29b

suballiance - Principle 1, Art. Je

- change in rank - Anl. 27a

- name- Ar. 24h

- lermination - Art. [1

subassocialion - Def, VII-VLL, Principle I1,
Ar. 4,7, Rec. TA, An. 11, 13, 16, 19,
21

- asccond one 10 be described and de-
nominated - Ant. 28

- chanpe inrank - 27d

- change of position - ArL. 26, 27

- combination - Def. VIII

- containing the type of the association -
An 26

- epithet - Def. XTI, Ar, 13

- imops- An. 13

-  name- Ar. 13, 27¢

couses of invalid publication - Art.

4

formed from more than one taxon -

ATl 34c

new - Art. 27c¢

rejected as a nomen dubinm - Anl,

37

- neolypification - Art. 21

- original diagnosis - Ar. 7

- originally published in combination with
an illegitimate associalion name - Art.
a0

- plnced under another association - Art.
26

- termination - Art. 1]

- lwoormore simulianecusly published -
AL S

- typical - An. 14

- rypification - Art. 5, 16, 27c-d

- eypicum - At 5, 13, 190

subclass - Principle I, Art. Je

- change in rank - Ant. 27a

- name - At 24b

- fermination - ArL 11
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subnrder - Principle IT, Ae. 3e

- change in rank - Arl. 27a

- name - Art. 24b

- lermination - Axt. 1T

substitmed name - Arl. 39¢

substitution of a rejected name - Art. 3%

superfluous name - Art. 18b, 29¢

superfluous typification - Arl, 18a

superior syntaxa - not automatically vali-
dated - Ant. 0

supplemcntary ranks - Def, II, Principle I,
An. 3e, b, 19b, 24b, 27-28

suppressed name = rejecled name

symphylocoenological units - 12ef. 1

synonyin - Def. X

- cilation - Ant. 3a, Rec. 10A, Art. 20¢,
Ree. 46D, F

- epithet-giving Del. X1

- heterotypical - Def. X

- hometypical - Def. X

- nomenclatwral - Def. X

- syntazenonuical - Def, X

synoplic table - considered second to single
relevé(s) - Am. 25

- indication of constancy of taxn - Art. 7

- regarding original diagnosis - An. 7

- regarding typification - Art. 21, Rec.
2lA

synlaxen (syntaxa) - Def. I, Principle 1, 11

- hierarchy - Def. I, Principle Il

- of basic mnk - Principle VI

- of higher rank - form ol their names -

, Def. IT, Principle II, Art. 10a

- of principal rank - Def. II, Principle II,
Art. 34b

- ol supplementary rank - Del. I, Princi-
ple I

‘Weber, H.E. et al.

- orginal diagnosis if superior lo asso-
ciation - Art. B

syntypus (syntype) - Def. YII

synusial units - Def. T

table - synoptic - see synoplic lable

tixon name - epithet added - Rec. [0C

- author citation - Rec. 7B

- being an obsolete synonym - Arw 45

- rejecled as a later homonym - Ant. 44

laxon names - order in syntaxon names -
Art. 32d

laxonomic error regarding a name-giving
faxon - Art, 43

taxonomic synonyni - obsolele - An. 45

lermination - alteration - Art. 28a

- incase of change in tank - Art. 27a

- indicating the rank - Ar. §Qa, 11

- 0ol corresponding to the rank - Arl. 3e,
h

- tebecorrected - ARl 11

type - see nomenclatural type

type of stands - Def. 1i

1ype-relevé - Art. 5, 16

- incomplele or complex - At 37

type-synlaxon - Art. |7

rypification - Arl. 15-21 - sec also lecto- and
ncotypification

- nol in accordance with the rules - Art.
3o

- tllegititmate - Arl. 17

- incase of a synoptic table - Art, 21

- Indicalion of the 1ype as clearly as pos-
sible - Rec. 5A

- of a subassociation name - ArL 5, 16

- of names of superior syntaxa - Arl. I7

- regarding name-giviog taxen (toxa) -
Art. 16

- registratfon - Rec. 1C

- superfluous - Ar. {8a

- unambiguous bibliographic relerence -
Art, 39b .

rypiciem (Lypical subassociation) - Ar. 5, 13

- imponance for typification - Ar. 19a

rypis - lerm 1o be used expressis verbis -
Ar. 5

unambiguous biblivgraphic reference - At
2, 6, 8, 19a, 21, 26-27

- incase ol a correcled name - Anl. 43

- in casc of a aonten novum - Arl, 39b

- in case of valid publication - Rec. 460}

- 1o the nomenclatural type - Arl. 19a

uniling of syntaxa - Ari, 3m, 15, 25, 270

- of the same rank - Arl. 25

Uppsala-School - Def. I, Principle IT

- associalion names - Principle [T

valid publication of aname - Def. 1V, An. 2,
5-6, 8.23, 28, 39a, 43, 46, Rec. 46D, J

- condilions - Arl. 2

- wnly with indicalion of 2 nomenclatural
1ype - Ar 5

validation of aname - Def. X1, Art. 3i, 6,46

- by another author - Ree. 46D

- names of superor synlaxa nol automati-
cally validated - Ant. @

vegetation complex - Def. I

vegetation group - Def. T, An. 3c

vegelation type - Del. |, Principle IT, An. 3c

vegettion units - Dief. I, Principle T

vowel - connecling words or syllables - Ad.
10a, 41

Ziirich-Mentpellier-School - Def. 1






