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Abstract. The name Gentianella rima (D. Don ex G. Don) Fabris is correctly applied to a species native to central Peru. The
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Gentianella rima (D. Don ex G. Don) Fabris and
Gentianella ernestii (Briq.) Fabris ex J.S. Pringle
(Gentianaceae) have been listed as a species of con-
servation concern by Castillo Ramoén et al. (2006)
and as of this writing are listed in Tropicos (https://

www.tropicos.org/name/13801730,  https://www.
tropicos.org/name/13801813) with the IUCN con-
servation status EN Bla (Endangered Global). It is

highly desirable, therefore, that the longstanding
uncertainties as to the correct application of these
names be resolved.

Gentiana rima D. Don ex G. Don is one of se-
veral problematic names published by George Don
(1837) for new species of Gentianaceae in A General
History of the Dichlamydeous Plants. Don's descrip-
tions of new species of Gentianaceae in the General
History are brief, imprecise, and limited in the num-
ber of diagnostic characters described, but, as the
specific epithets have priority from 1837, some are
of nomenclatural concern.

Some of these names, including Gentiana rima,
although not previously published, were attributed
by George Don to his brother David, who had given
these names to species of which he had seen speci-
mens in the herbarium of Aylmer Bourke Lambert,
where he had worked from 1820 to 1836. Lambert
had acquired a large quantity of specimens collect-
ed in South America by the Ruiz and Pavén expe-
dition (D. Don, 1828), which after Lambert’s death
in 1842 were acquired by the British Museum (BM,
acronyms of herbaria follow Thiers, 2023-onward).
(On George and David Don and the Lambert her-
barium, see D. Don, 1837, Murray, 1904, and Mill-
er, 1970: 502-509, 538-540, 547-549) George Don
based his descriptions of the taxa so named from
manuscript notes acquired from David, but David
Don (1837) noted, shortly after the General Histo-
ry was published, that "some errors have crept into
[General History] in transcribing from [his, Da-
vid’s] notes, and from the circumstances of [his]
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J.S. PRINGLE

not having had the opportunity of seeing the proof-
sheets." George Don visited Lambert’s herbarium,
but it is not known to what extent, if at all, his de-
scriptions of new gentianaceous species were based
on his own observations of specimens there rather
than only on manuscript material from David.

Grisebach (1845) listed Gentiana rima among
species described by Don, but he did not cite any
specimens or indicate that he had seen specimens
so identified. Gilg (1916), in his monograph on the
South American species that would now be placed
in the genus Gentianella Moench, listed Gentiana
rima Don as a name that he had been unable to as-
sociate with any species that he recognized, because
of the inadequacy of the description and the ab-
sence of any specimens known to him by which the
name could be typified.

According to the protologue (G. Don, 1837), the
name Gentiana rima was based on a specimen or
specimens collected by the Ruiz and Pavén expedi-
tion in Peru at a locality not specified by Don, re-
presenting a species that had been called rima-rima
in Peru. As reported by Fabris (1958), such a col-
lection exists. One component specimen is at BM
and two are at MA, fragments are at F, ex MA, and
a probable component is at G. The specimen at BM
and one of those at MA are labelled as having been
collected in the vicinity of Tarma, in present-day
Departamento Junin in the central Peruvian An-
des in 1794, and as having been called rima-rima
or variants of that name in Peru. The collector was
probably Juan Tafalla, a member of the expedition
who was in the Tarma area at that time; Ruiz and
Pavon had been at Tarma earlier, but had left Peru in
1788 (Steele, 1964; Tepe, 2018). Fabris appropriate-
ly designated the specimen at BM, which now has
the barcode number BM000953030, the holotype of
the name Gentiana rima, as most of the specimens
studied by David and George Don are now in that
herbarium (Stafleu and Cowan 1976) and it is not
likely that they would have seen the duplicates of
this collection in other herbaria. Those at MA were
designated isotypes by Fabris. Although David Don
annotated some specimens in the Lambert herbari-
um, he did not annotate this specimen now at BM.
In the paragraphs that follow, the name Gentianella
rima is applied to the species from central Peru re-
presented by these specimens.

The Ruiz and Pavén expedition also collected
another species referable to Gentianella in the vicin-
ity of Tarma, similar in some respects to G. rima. In
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both species the flowering stems arise below vegeta-
tive rosettes of the current season, with the leaves of
the rosette being larger than those of the flowering
stems, and in both species the corollas are deeply
lobed. This other species, now called Gentianella
calanchoides (Gilg) Fabris, differs from G. rima in
having decumbent rather than erect or nearly erect
stems; more numerous rosette leaves (seen in the
lectotype at BM and the isotypes at G and MA ci-
ted below; rosettes are not included in the isotype
at P or in the original type formerly at B); narrow-
er leaves, both rosette and cauline, most of which
are nearly parallel-sided their whole length rather
than tapering as much toward the base as those of
G. rima; more flowers per inflorescence; shorter
pedicels; smaller flowers, with corollas mostly 20—
25 mm long vs. mostly 25-30 mm in Gentianella
rima; corolla lobes 2.5-3x as long as the tube vs.
3-3.5x as long as the tube in G. rima; and trichomes
on the adaxial surface of the corolla tube. These two
species, as Gentianella calanchoides and G. rima,
are contrasted, with a key, descriptions, and illus-
trations, by Castillo Ramén (2019: 37, 110-114).
In the present paper, representative specimens are
shown in Figs. 1 and 2.

When Gilg (1896) published the name Gentiana
calanchoides for this smaller-flowered species, he
noted that the species had been called rima-rima
in Peru. According to a much later study by Castil-
lo Ramoén (2019), the vernacular name rima-rima
is applied to several species of Gentianella in cen-
tral Peru. Gilg probably based this statement on the
specimen from the Barbey-Boissier herbarium, now
at G with the barcode number G00369658, which
he annotated as Gentiana calanchoides in 1896, the
year in which he published the name. Correspon-
ding to Gilg’s wording in the protologue, this spec-
imen is accompanied by a slip of paper bearing the
unpublished name Gentiana rima-rima (although
the handwriting is that of Pierre Edmond Boissi-
er) and stating that the specimen was from Pavdn’s
herbarium and had been collected at Tarma. The
label of the original type formerly at B, as seen in
the photograph at F (negative 10287), includes, as
a synonym, the unpublished name G. rima-rima,
attributed to Ruiz and Pavon, but this is in Gilg’s
handwriting, added when he annotated the speci-
men as G. calanchoides.

Although George Don (1837) had said that the
species he named Gentiana rima had been called
rima-rima in Peru, Gilg (1896) believed that
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Fig. 1. Lectotype, Gentianella calanchoides, specimen in upper right (BM). The other specimens are G. incurva; note the

difference in leaf shape
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PLANTAS DEL PERU

Dpto. Junin, “rov. Tarma: pampa ca.
o .
C” Huaracayoc encima de Tapo, alt.

4.000m, D. Goepfert, 21 III 1976; s.n.

Fig. 2. Representative specimen of Gentianella rima, Peru: Junin: Prov. Tarma, pampa cerca Huaracayoc, encima de Tapo,
4000 m, Goepfert s.n. (USM)
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Fig. 3. Representative specimen of Gentianella ernestii, Peru: Cusco: Distr. Urubamba, Pumahuanca, Tupayachi 6414 (HAM)
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G. calanchoides could not be the species described
by Don, as Don had described the calyx lobes of
G. rima as oblong and the apices of the calyx lobes
and leaves as obtuse, whereas in G. calanchoides the
calyx lobes were linear-lanceolate and the apices of
the calyx lobes and leaves were very acute.

An herbarium sheet at MA, now with the bar-
code number MA814421, was annotated in its en-
tirety as Gentiana calanchoides by Gilg at an unspe-
cified date. This sheet contains mixed material, all
of which is attributed to Ruiz and Pavon. The upper
two specimens are of Gentianella calanchoides. The
lower specimen was identified in the present study
as Gentianella incurva (Hook.) Fabris. The name
Gentiana lutea, in handwriting that is probably
Pavon’s, appears near the lower specimen. No other
identifying annotations are on this sheet. On no
herbarium sheet is the name Gentiana lutea Pavon
associated solely or explicitly with a specimen of
Gentianella calanchoides, whereas the name G. lu-
tea, in an annotation probably by Pavén, is present
on a sheet at MA, barcode MA814410, on which
only a specimen of Gentianella incurva is mount-
ed. This specimen was annotated as Gentianella in-
curva by Fabris in 1957. The name Gentiana lutea
Pavon would have been an illegitimate homonym of
G. lutea L., but it remained unpublished except pro
syn. by G. Don (1837) for Gentiana peduncularis
D. Don ex G. Don. The latter name, an illegitimate
homonym of G. peduncularis Willd. ex Schult., is
now included in the synonymy of Gentianella incur-
va (Fabris, 1958; Zarucchi, 1993).

Fabris (1958) transferred the specific epithets
rima and calanchoides to Gentianella and treated
G. rima and G. calanchoides as distinct species. Be-
cause the original type of the basionym Gentiana
calanchoides at B had been destroyed, he designated
a component of the Ruiz and Pavén collection of
this species at BM the "neotype” (properly the lec-
totype, correctable under Art. 9.10 of the ICN: Tur-
land et al., 2018). This is presumably the specimen
now having the barcode number BM013860947,
shown in Fig. 1 in the present paper, as BM has no
other specimens of G. calanchoides collected by the
Ruiz and Pavén expedition (Ranee Prakash, pers.
comm. 26 Aug 2022). It was identified and anno-
tated by Fabris as Gentianella calanchoides in 1957,
although he did not indicate its type status in his
annotation. All specimens mounted on this her-
barium sheet appear originally to have been iden-
tified by Pavon as Gentiana lutea, but, as indicated
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by a line drawn, presumably by Fabris, around the
specimen in the upper right, only that specimen
constitutes the lectotype of the name G. calancho-
ides. The barcode number cited above applies only
to that specimen. The other specimens mounted on
the same sheet were identified as Gentianella incur-
va by Fabris. The isotype at G, having been anno-
tated as Gentiana calanchoides by Gilg, would more
appropriately have been chosen as the lectotype of
that name, but it was not annotated by Fabris and
presumably was not seen by him.

By 1896, Gilg had seen at least two specimens of
the larger-flowered species that the Ruiz and Pavon
expedition had collected in the vicinity of Tarma in
central Peru, probable components of the collection
that includes the type of the name Gentiana rima.
Gilg (1896) recognized that these specimens repre-
sented a species different from his G. calanchoides,
but he described it as a new species, G. exacoides
Gilg, concurrently with his description of G. calan-
choides. One of these specimens, from the herbari-
um of Pierre Edmond Boissier, is now at G, with the
barcode number G00369667. It has a printed label
"Peruvia. Herb. Pavon," but Pavon’s original labeling
is not present and there is no mention of Tarma or
the vernacular name rima-rima. This specimen is
annotated "Gentiana exacoides — E. Gilg 1896" in
Gilg’s handwriting. It has been annotated at G as the
type of that name.

Gilg, at the botanical museum in Berlin, would
also have seen a specimen of this species then at
B, now represented by a photograph at F (negative
10311). Except for the additions noted below, the
photograph depicts only the specimen; no labels or
annotations that might have been associated with
the specimen prior to its being photographed are
shown. A label added when the photograph was
taken, written on a ruler, contains the plant name
Gentiana exacoides and identifies the collector as
Pavén. Subsequent anonymous annotations, citing
Fabris, designate the specimen as the type of both
names G. exacoides Gilg and G. rima. Another of
the later annotations associates the specimen with
Tarma, on the basis of Fabris’s (1958) having reco-
gnized the vicinity of Tarma as the type locality for
these names. This specimen, too, may have lacked
any mention of the vernacular name rima-rima
when it was seen by Gilg. The specimen at BM that
Fabris later designated the holotype of the name
G. rima was annotated, presumably by Tafalla or
from information supplied by him, as "Gentiana
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(rimarri Vulgo)" [sic] and as having been collected
at Tarma in 1794, but Gilg did not annotate that
specimen and there is no indication that he ever
saw it. As of 1896, therefore, Gilg had seen the ver-
nacular name rima-rima associated with the species
that he called Gentiana calanchoides, but he proba-
bly had not seen that vernacular name or any vari-
ant of it associated with the species that he called G.
exacoides.

In 1906 Gilg cited the specimen Weberbauer
4870, collected near Cusco, in southern Peru, as
Gentiana exacoides, and probably about that time
he annotated a component of that collection that
was then at B (photograph at E negative 49782) as
the type of that name. In his 1906 publication, Gilg
did not mention the specimen now at G that he
had annotated as G. exacoides in 1896, nor did he
explicitly either exclude or include any previously
cited collection by the Ruiz and Pavon expedition.
Under the current rules of botanical nomenclature,
no component specimen from Weberbauer 4870
can be accepted as the holotype or lectotype of the
name G. exacoides. It could not have been any part
of Gilg’s original material when he described G. ex-
acoides in 1896, because August Weberbauer first
came to Peru in 1901 (Rodriguez Rodriguez 2019)
and, according to the label of the component of We-
berbauer 4870 at F ex B, he collected these speci-
mens in 1905.

In 1916, Gilg included Ruiz and Pavén among
those he said had collected specimens of Gentiana
exacoides, but the only specimen he cited was We-
berbauer 4870.

At some time, Gilg annotated two specimens at
MA, now bearing the barcode numbers MA814416
and MA814417, as Gentiana exacoides. Both were
collected by the Ruiz and Pavon expedition, proba-
bly by Tafalla, and represent the central Peruvian
species treated in the present study as Gentianella
rima. The first of these two specimens is labeled by
the collector as Gentiana rima-rrima [sic] and as
having been collected at Tarma and having the ver-
nacular name rrima-rrima [sic]. Gilg’s annotations
on these specimens are not dated. His annotation
slips on both of the specimens cited above bear the
number 6/18, but as the numbers 6/10, 6/13, and
6/27 are on Gilg’s annotation slips on other speci-
mens of Gentianella at MA and the ink differs from
that used by Gilg, these figures evidently do not in-
dicate dates. If, as might be inferred from his com-
ments on the name Gentiana rima in 1916, the only

specimens of this central Peruvian species that Gilg
had seen up to that time had been the specimen
formerly at B and the one now at G, this occasion,
probably post-1916, may have been the first time
that Gilg saw the name rima-rima or any variant of
that vernacular name associated with this species.

The specimens at MA that Gilg annotated as Gen-
tiana exacoides were the same specimens as those
that Fabris (1958) later recognized as isotypes of the
name G. rima. Fabris therefore concluded that the
names Gentiana rima D. Don ex G. Don and G. ex-
acoides Gilg (quoad typi) were synonymous, having
been based on components presumably of the same
collection from the vicinity of Tarma. This conclu-
sion is accepted here, as to the typification although
not as to all later usage.

In the interim, Briquet (1931) noted that although
Gilg, in 1906 and 1916, had applied the name Gentia-
na exacoides to Weberbauer 4870, from the vicinity of
Cusco, Gilg (1896) had originally based the name on
specimens collected by the Ruiz and Pavon expedi-
tion. Although Briquet did not state the provenance
more exactly, he would have assumed that these
specimens were collected in central Peru, probably
near Tarma, as many of the botanical collections by
the Ruiz and Pavon expedition, including some of
those by Tafalla, were from that area and the expe-
dition’s explorations in Peru had extended only as far
south as the vicinity of Huancayo (Ruiz 1940; Steele
1964). While in Chile, Ruiz and Pavon remained in
the central part of that country and did not approach
the southern border of Peru. By 1931 Briquet, who
was based at Geneva, had seen the specimen collect-
ed by the Ruiz and Pavon expedition that Gilg had
annotated as G. exacoides in 1896, as the Université
de Geneve had acquired the Barbey-Boissier her-
barium in 1918 (annotation, G00369667). He had
also seen the component of Weberbauer 4870 that
at that time was at B. He concluded that Weberbauer
4870, from the vicinity of Cusco, in southern Peru,
represented a species different from the plants from
the vicinity of Tarma, in central Peru, and explicit-
ly excluded Weberbauer 4870 from G. exacoides. He
named the Cusco species Gentiana ernestii, citing
Weberbauer 4870 at G as the type of that name. As
Briquet did not believe that G. ernestii was the spe-
cies to which Gilg had originally applied the name G.
exacoides in 1896, and as he typified the name G. er-
nestii with a specimen collected in 1905, the name G.
ernestii should not be interpreted as a direct replace-
ment for the name G. exacoides Gilg.
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Briquet described the corolla tube of Gentiana
ernestii as ca. 1.5 cm long and the lobes as ca. 1 cm,
and said that the corolla tube of G. exacoides (as
represented by the type specimen at G) was much
shorter than the lobes. He also noted some vegeta-
tive differences.

Briquet accepted the name Gentiana exacoides
Gilg for the central Peruvian species represented
by the Ruiz and Pavén expedition specimen at G,
but, as is now generally recognized in nomenclat-
ural compilations, this name is a later homonym
of G. exacoides L., which Linnaeus had applied to
the South African species now called Sebaea exaco-
ides (L.) Schinz. Briquet did not mention the name
G. calanchoides or G. rima.

Macbride (1959), in his treatment of the Genti-
anaceae for the Flora of Peru, accepted the name
Gentiana exacoides Gilg and treated G. exacoides
and G. ernestii as different species. He applied both
names to specimens of the species from the vicinity
of Cusco, but questioned, not surprisingly, the reli-
ability of some of the alleged distinctions between
the two that he had cobbled together from Gilg’s
and Briquet’s publications. He cited "without data,
Ruiz & Pavon," referring to the specimen formerly
at B, as the type of the name G. exacoides, incorrect-
ly assuming that it had been collected in Dpto. Cus-
co. He also cited several other specimens, all from
Dpto. Cusco, as representing G. exacoides. In accord
with Briquet, he cited Weberbauer 4870 as the type
of the name G. ernestii, referring to the replicate
of Weberbauer 4870 at G. He excluded the com-
ponent that had been at B, and by implication the
component that F had acquired from B, citing it as
G. exacoides in accord with its identification by Gilg.
Macbride cited only one other specimen under G.
ernestii. It was also from Dpto. Cusco, but was cited
only as perhaps being referable to that species. He
did not mention the name G. rima.

By the 1960s, as a result of its use by Gilg (1916)
and Macbride (1959) in the references then stand-
ard for the identification of Peruvian gentians, the
name Gentiana exacoides had become generally as-
sociated with the southern Peruvian species. This
species was increasingly well represented in her-
baria, while the central Peruvian species was not.
Consequently, when the name Gentiana exacoides
Gilg was shown to be an illegitimate homonym and
G. rima, an older name, was said by Fabris (1958)
to be synonymous, it appeared that the name Gen-
tianella rima was legitimately available for the
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southern Peruvian species that had widely, although
incorrectly, been known as Gentiana exacoides.
Consequently, subsequent to Fabris’s publication,
the name Gentianella rima was sometimes applied
to this southern Peruvian species.

In his 1958 publication, Fabris did not mention
the name Gentiana ernestii. In 1962, evidently ha-
ving distinguished the southern Peruvian species
from the central Peruvian species that he correctly
called Gentianella rima, he annotated the replicate
of Weberbauer 4870 at F as Gentianella ernestii, at-
tributing the combination to himself, but he did not
publish it. Since my publication of the nomencla-
tural combination Gentianella ernestii (Briq.) Fab-
ris ex J.S. Pringle in 1981, specimens of the species
from Dpto. Cusco have perhaps more often been
identified as G. ernestii, but specimens of this spe-
cies are still sometimes identified as G. rima. As of
this writing, Plants of the World Online (POWO,
2019+) gives the range of G. rima only as Dpto.
Cusco, even though the name is typified by a collec-
tion from Dpto. Junin.

Until recently no specimens similar to the type
of the name Gentianella rima were known to have
been collected in central Peru since the late eight-
eenth century, when it was collected at Tarma, pre-
sumably by Tafalla. In 2019 Castillo Ramon report-
ed G. rima from Dpto. Junin, Prov. Tarma, pampa
cerca Huaracayoc, encima de Tapo, 4000 m, the
documentation being Goepfert s.n. (USM, accession
no. 77631, shown in Fig. 2 in this paper). This spec-
imen, the identification of which is accepted here,
confirms that a species corresponding to the type of
the name G. rima is native to the vicinity of Tarma.
It was collected in 1976 but was not identified until
Ms. Castillo encountered it in her studies. Her dis-
covery permits the plants from southern Peru to be
compared not only with the specimens collected in
the vicinity of Tarma by Tafalla but also with ano-
ther collection of that species from the Tarma area.
The Goepfert specimen had been received at USM
from TRT, but Deborah Metsger has informed me
that the herbarium of the Royal Ontario Museum
no longer holds any component of that collection.

Ca. 400 km separates Tarma from the north-
ernmost sites at which Gentianella ernestii has
been collected. Gentianella rima and G. ernestii are
contrasted in Figs. 2 and 3. The inflorescences of
G. rima have a terminal umbelloid or corymboid
component, with several flowers at more or less the
same level. The inflorescences of G. ernestii often
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comprise only one to three flowers; when they com-
prise several flowers the inflorescences are panicu-
loid throughout, with branches each bearing one to
three flowers arising at more than one level from the
primary stem, without an umbelloid or corymboid
terminal component. The distal cauline leaves of
G. rima are narrowly elliptic to lanceolate, with the
apex acute; those of G. ernestii are linear or nearly
so, giving the inflorescence a less leafy aspect, and
the apex is acuminate. The rosette leaves of G. rima
are distally elliptic, abruptly subacute or acute at the
apex and tapering to a petiolar base, larger and pro-
portionately wider than those of G. ernestii, with a
maximum width of ca. 25 mm; those of G. ernestii
are linear or narrowly oblanceolate, to a maximum
width of ca. 8 or occasionally 10 mm, tapering more
gradually to an acute or acuminate apex.

The calyx lobes of Gentianella rima are narrow-
ly triangular, tapering from the base or from near
the base to the apex, with the apex acute. Those of
G. ernestii are narrowly oblong, parallel-sided for
much of their length, with the apices acuminate,
often strongly so. George Don’s (1837) description
of the calyx-lobe apices of Gentiana rima as ob-
tuse, although an exaggeration for G. rima, would
be strikingly inappropriate for the acuminate calyx
lobes of G. ernestii. The proportionate lobing of the
corollas is often difficult to determine from herba-
rium specimens, as the sinuses between the lobes
may be concealed by the calyx lobes or the base of a
sinus may not be clearly distinguishable from a fold
in the corolla tube below it. From this study it ap-
pears that the corolla lobes of G. rima are generally
3-3.5x as long as the tube and those of G. ernestii
are 2-2.5x as long as the tube, a somewhat lesser
difference than was attributed to these species by
Briquet (1931).

George Don (1837) described the corollas of
Gentiana rima as yellow. This was probably based
on the label on the type specimen at BM, on which
an annotation attributed to Ruiz describes the
flowers as "sulphurea." Castillo Ramoén (2019) de-
scribed the corollas of G. rima as probably creamy
white. The corollas of Gentianella ernestii are blue
or occasionally white, less often rose-violet. Adaxial
trichomes are present on the corolla tube of G. er-
nestii but, as implied although not expressly stated
by Castillo Ramén, absent in Gentianella rima.

Like Gentianella rima, G. incurva, contrasted
above with G. calanchoides, is native to the central
Peruvian Andes. Gentianella incurva and G. rima

are similar in the shape of the basal leaves and in
the size and lobing of the corollas, but the plants
of G. incurva are much lower in stature, generally
with only one to three or occasionally four flowers
per stem. Its corollas are bright yellow and scar-
let. Specimens of G. incurva are shown, along with
G. calanchoides, in Fig. 1.

No specimens of authentic Gentianella rima col-
lected more recently than 1976 were found in this
study, but it is to be hoped that further botanical ex-
ploration in central Peru will lead to the rediscovery
of this species, permitting further comparisons of
these species.

Nomenclatural citations for the species discussed
above are as follows:

Gentianella calanchoides (Gilg) Fabris, Boletin
de la Sociedad Argentina de Botdnica 7: 92. 1958. =
Gentiana calanchoides Gilg, Botanische Jahrbiicher
fiir Systematik, Pflanzengeschichte und Pflanzenge-
ographie 23: 30. 189. 1906, basionym. Type: PERU:
Dpto. Junin: Prov. Tarma, Ruiz and Pavén expedi-
tion s.n. (original type B, destroyed, photograph F
negative 10287, image!; lectotype, designated by
Fabris [1958], BM barcode BM013860947, ima-
ge!; isotypes, G barcode G00369658, MA barcode
MAB814421, upper two specimens only, and P bar-
code P00524527, images!; fragments F!)

Gentianella ernestii (Briq.) Fabris ex ].S. Pringle,
Phytologia 48: 281. 1981. = Gentiana ernestii Briq.,
Candollea 4: 326. 1931, basionym. Type: PERU:
Dpto. Cusco: Near Cusco, Weberbauer 4870 (origi-
nal type G barcode G00378318, image!; isotype F
barcode F0041197F, image!; isotype formerly at B,
destroyed, photograph F negative 49782!).

Gentianella rima (D. Don ex G. Don) Fabris,
Boletin de la Sociedad Argentina de Botanica 7: 90.
1958. Gentiana rima D. Don ex G. Don, A General
History of the Dichlamydeous Plants 4: 181. 1837,
basionym. Type: PERU: Dpto. Junin: Prov. Tarma,
Tafalla (Ruiz and Pavén expedition) s.n. (original
type BM, barcode BM000953030, image!; isotypes
MA barcodes MA814416 and MA814417, images!;
fragments E barcode F0060377F, image!; probable
isotype G barcode G00369667, image!).

Gentiana exacoides Gilg, Botanische Jahrbiicher
tiir Systematik, Pflanzengeschichte und Pflanzenge-
ographie 22: 329. 1896, nom. illeg., quoad typum
synonym of Gentianella rima. Type: PERU: Sine
loco, Ruiz and Pavén expedition s.n. (original type
G, barcode G00369667, image!) Non Gentiana exa-
coides L., Species Plantarum, ed. 2, 1: 332. 1762.
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Notas sobre la nomenclatura de Gentianella sudamericana: (Gentianaceae, Gentianeae, Swertiinae):
Gentianella calanchoides, G. ernestiiy G. ritma

Resumen. El nombre Gentianella rima (D. Don ex G. Don) Fabris se aplica correctamente a una especie nativa del centro
del Peru. El nombre G. ernestii (Briq.) Fabris ex J.S. Pringle es aplicable a una especie similar nativa del sur del Pert. Estas
especies, junto con G. calanchoides (Gilg) Fabris, se contrastan aqui.

Palabras claves: Gentianaceae, Gentianella, nomenclatura, Pera

k. .C. ITPTHIJI

KoponiBcpkumit 6oTanivnmit can, Oxrapio, Kanaga

HoMmeHKIaTypHi HOTaTKM I{OA0 MiBAeHHOAMePUKAHCHKUX BULIB pony Gentianella
(Swertiinae, Gentianeae, Gentianaceae): Gentianella calanchoides, G. ernestii Ta G. rima

Pedepar. Hassy Gentianella rima (D. Don ex G. Don) Fabris npaBuibHO 3acTOCOBYBaTH /15 BUAY, IO IIPUPOLHO MOLINpe-
HUIT y LeHTpanbHil yacTunu Ilepy. BinnosinHo, G. ernestii (Briq.) Fabris ex J.S. Pringle € npaBniibHOI0 Ha3BOIO /L CXOXKOTO
By 3 miBfeHHol yactyHu [lepy. HaBoguThcs MOpIBHAHHA LUX BUAIB MDK c000I0, a TakoxX i3 G. calanchoides (Gilg) Fabris.

KmouoBi coBa: Gentianaceae, Gentianella, HoMeHKIaTypa, Ilepy, cuctemMaTnka
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