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The identity of a specific name of Epipactis
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Abstract A morphological comparison is made between Epipactis consimilis D. Don, E. hellebo-
rine (L.) Crantz and E. veratrifolia Boiss. et Hohen. The true identity of Epipactis consimilis 1).
Don is discussed. As a result, Epipactis veratrifolic Boiss et Hohen. , is recognized as a valid name
to replace E. consimilis D. Don, a name formerly accepted by Rolfe and recently used in Flora
Reipublicae Popularis Sinicae vol. 17
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BE X Epipactis consimalis K2 E. helleborine FIELTE K FE 22 E. veratrifolia 22 [8)FJEEAF T thdk, 3
%} Epipactis consimilis D, Don {E T BFHEUE. FHEAIN Epipactis veratrifolia Boiss. et Hohen. N385k, 124
B 5524 Rolfe( 1903) T % A RAECH EEYE)E 17 8(1999) T # M Epipactis consimilis D. Dono
XN Epipactis consimilis; KB BiAE K22

kLR Epipactis B 2RI SRNEZ —, 0 20 0, TR/ TR
Har i FEREFAR AL AR 28 PR T 24 Epipactis consimilis
D. Don 5 E. veratrifolia Boiss. et Hohen., {*PEMHEIH 17 F (Luo, 1999) 1 HHTHE
NEZL ABRBEARE . TS —E & BRI, A L3 R — 2 M

Epipactis consimilis D. Don X T 1825 . FRAEERERZ RN REHIE T —4r Wallich &
R A , REWIRES ., IARTESTH J. Lindley(1857) BFITEIE Z RHAE VIR 91 57
T, 2 L Epipactis veratrifolia Boiss. et Hohen. . Lindley A~ E. consimilis D. Don 5 I
E. latifolia (L.) All. [ = E. helleborine (L.) Crantz] , 84 R4 EH— SR,
D. Don ) E. consimilis /~[6]F Wallich FT488) E. consimilis,JG# 5 E. veratrifolia f[7] %)
St# o WIS J. D. Hooker (1890)7EEPEEARY) & 7 AIFEBILA , REEM T Epipactis con-
similis Wall. (ex Hook. f.), 4% E. veratrifolic Boiss. et Hohen. | A 545 . {EAf+43H i
Lindley( 1857 )M 24, 1% “Lindley 1A% Epipactis consimilis D. Don 8Li& E. latifolia ( = E
helleborine ) B IR TLHE R TEHARY " . TEF H fBIEHE £, consimilis D. Don FIA E. latifolia
ZTENSZ. HRE, E. consimilis Wall. B & —#48 , Hooker X B #HAT #E R84 O 2
1890 47, T BLi& 20 i Rl &, R LAE R . [HI, WR E. consimilis 13X —40 5. 1) 4 FR
AIEIE E . veratrifolia , M JE8ETF E. helleborine , I8 4 E. veratrifolia Boiss. et Hohen. B j
B KR 22 e B e kA R

2002-01-25 Wi kg, 2002-05-28 i s .
HEWA : A FChEAPEY SR, 200 W B M5 ELR , BB A8 7B X 5 R b A 4l ( Kadoo-
rie Farm & Botanic Garden)$E{E£5 884705 .
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{AJE,R. A. Rolfe (1903) XFUE4E I T AN M F . ik D. Don (1825) K&
Epipactis consimilis B i)tk 5 Wallich BRI A (Al 48 E. consimilis Wall. B,
Numer. List n. 7403)B9FF1E S —3nY , IR T E. consimilis Wall ex Hook. f. % K. ve-
ratrifolic Boiss. et Hohen. fhisFeIF s T “AE A R 48 3 f%; IR AR AR, tFAEg R L
BRI MK . Rolfe REA KGR E 5, KT T %E Kew Gardens, & & H:
LA XD E LR e . BB R MR E A IR EA T4 TR 2
AR B HERIS Lindley #11 Hooker XREZE A AR TR I ESIE . Rolfe 1 WL sne #1815
B4 — {7 2R % R. Schlechter (1919)A9 3 #F. {HJA 3 Schlechter XHETEE ERT
k. wallichii ( = E. consimilis Wall, ex Hook. f. VAR ANE BT £, consimilis T). Don,

Eok: kit IR G H 0 [H BT 2 . D, Don RIS AIPRAE T4 IRIF R 4E7 D.
Non TEE 2 E. consimilis BYHIARIT R S5 FE(E. helleborine & E . veratrifolia YHTT?

5 R FRTERKI b A T T el ML R 1A SRS , AR B A L e
TRERA, XT3 - BRI

AP A, D. Don (1825)1E Prodromus Florae Nepalensis AR H, oA AR AR
LT % FAEE ) The Natural History Museum 4371 (BM) H, EEAAEER T AR
2 g (g A A , B AR Bl — 1 Wallich BUARAR, R WA ATE 1825 £FRARTR 2URY A5
A, (EEAAT AT R B K B 2 B AR AP AR A BB AT D, Don IR AT Wallich 54,
B, o A AT AR R R L A S L EE R AT R R, JF AR — A FA B D.
Don FIFA 3 B 5 L FR AR . Wallich Numer. List (98 £ FR AR AF T Kew Gardens 1 Wallich
Herbarium, List ( BJ5 388 Catalogue) &7E D. Don EE 2 /5, 1828 5 1849 FE A, D.
Don 73 Wallich IR AE , 588 M1 BT BRI 5|, B B4 5 A5, S R B HE L2 K
B R R A R BRE T

FEXFME IO, S0 T, B R B LR, T3 D, Don HOfE IR S Wb—Fr A4
FIZEWE? Rolfe S 1« 46 LLAE T 1 3 18, R IR, L EBR R K, BRI ARSFH5 b, TR
g PCEEAEAE 5 Wallich BUBIFRAS (15 Wall, Numer. List n. 7403, = E. consimilis Wall. ex
Hook. f.)#H— B, ik A% Wallich () £. helleborine 414~ (1] BE$& Wall. Numer. List. n.
7404) EBYREIE,, fHSEER XSRS RLRST AE £ helleborine ' E . veratrifolia Z M)
AN L, BRI R . helleborine FYFFAE , 161 IS 58 M IREARATIE A 22 £
veratrifolia WIRFIE o 53—~ O B 2 ) X SRR HE R < T BB AY R BRIE” . X —Hp(R W F
D. Don B4k, {08k Rolfe ZB8 T, 47 HEMAYTIE D. Don FTIERIHIYY, A TR £, con-
similis D. Don BYIEFEAR ST 15 A 8 MR a0 L PR BFAE (245 Wallich Numer. List n. 7403
L 7403 F6 HAbAR A LW BRI — L B R E (R 1)

M 1 HETELE S D, Don BRI BHEIET £. helleborine, A& E. veratrifolia s
FRIFERE R B R B R IR B AT B BNV R LT E. helleborine, M ASLT E. vera-
trifolia s PLILD. Don TER K E. consimilis B 48 AP S £ . latifolia (= E. helleborine)
1EFNGINE R EARMIBL, T E. veratrifolic AR VUG S Rm, AME LB B AR F K.
helleborine s T W Lindley 5 Hooker Y VLR AE R, T Rolfe FE G N] BRMRIEAL
TEMS— FEG,D. Don MMz O M T, £ H Tk, 28 A EZHEES 5L,
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SLH, AO1970 SELUS L E L veratrifolie GBI Z A, A v SR RIS R AL, B R H
E. verazry’blm HHo

#1 Epipactis consimilis  E . helleborinae UL M E . veratrifolic FE75FF1E b 45
Table 1 A morphological comparison between Epipactis constmilis, E. helleborine and E. veratrifolia

Eptpactis consimilis D. Don E. helleborine (L.) Crante £ veratrifolia Boiss. et Hohen.
{based on Don’ s description) (bused on specimens examined ) (based on specimens examined)
kAR aan IS g YR B IR B R B
Lower leaves Ovate Ovate Ovate-lanceolate to lanceolate
o Hofbte 3145 RE A 2 G G A | R 3R GIEREF K
Three times longer than Almost iwice longer than or as Almost three times longer than or
Bracts
the flowers long as the flowers as long as the flowers
: M EELET ) MTHEEL
{E T
More or less pendulous More or less pendulous
Flowers Pendulous
to suberect 1o suberect
7ot iR s Rai e
P e Sﬁ‘r?jﬂ@ﬁl\?fﬁ.ﬁ@ Q’lﬁj%‘ii J‘}—JLJJ‘_I ¥ 3 JEI)?E? .
Lip Longer than the petals orter or nearly as long Slightly shorter or nearly as
as the petals long as the petals
PR T Fi
H —F!F:l Hﬁ(::lf ed HEﬂp{lk ’ Bmuﬁ;?ir,lif{?[{){ In,'id;.lk'm\«vly
ypochile oodiec boat-shaped
I i AN RN FRBEEE E B 2
Epichile (vate Broadly ovate to ovate Ovate-lanceolate to lanceolate

MR AL bR A R B, ol R R X AR T R S KL T E s

VUN BT B /. R. Schlechter B 47 W E W A E BIF : £, handelii . SRS EH
PIRDSH 17 R TRIN BRI A HL 2 X R 69 NS A A7 SR A LL A, 5 SRR

MER LA g e A, R A B Y — B/ O . (B R 26 B & T ( Criffith 5324) 6D
(Punjab, J. R. Drummond 1739) fI % 3£ {716 ( Peshawar, B. L. Brutt 596) B4R A L5 5R /)N,
AT g ] — R o

(eI A =R, MU(?JF'I%*EELP&E\E—%TM%&IZUEKW%\IEJIIB"J,E%E%EE
J& Cephalanthera 'q K Be =2 JE VB RH W, K WK 352 Cephalanthera longifolia (L.)
Fritsch, a3k €. damasonivm (Miller) Druce . K585 Epipactis helleborine (L.) Crantz
S5 AP 2R ER A O KBS £ royleana Lindl. FiASFR, T7EHANE 1, KA
VAR BRI, T 25K T EAE A AR R, S ET 1T 2 Orchis latifolia
L. fI#2E Herminium monorchis (L.) R. Br. . =M & B2 Platanthera chlorantha Cust, ex
Rehb. . F% Gymnadenia conopsea (L.) R. Br.%.

AR A TSR 5 (P EAEYED S 17 B RIE AL KB 222 B BT,
%iiﬂ?ﬂﬁ—F:

iRIALS

Epipactis veratrifolia Boiss. et Hohen. in Boiss., Diagn. Pl. Orch. Nov. Ser. 1, 13: 11.
1854; Lind!. in J. Linn. Soc. Bot. 1: 174. 1857; P. F. Hunt in Kew Bull. 24: 76. 1970; H.

Hara et al., Enum. Flow. Pl. Nepal 1: 41. 1978; Renz in Fl. Iranica 126: 40. 1978, et in FI,
Pakistan 164: 14. 1984; Benjeri et Pradhan, Orch, Nepal Himal. 142 ~ 143 ({fig. ). 1984; Deva
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et Haithani, Orch. Fl. North West Himal. 43, fig. 12. 1986; Rose et al ., Orch. India 228.
1999. Epipactis consimilis Wall. (Numer. List n. 7403, 1832, nom. nud. ) ex Hook. f.,
Fl. Brit. Ind. 6: 126. 1890, nom, illegit., non D. Don {1825); King et Pantl. in Ann. Bot.
Gard. Calcutta 8: 272. pl. 364. 1898; Duthie in Ann. Bot. Gard. Calcutta 9(2): 161. 1906.
Helleborine consimilis (Wall. ex Hook. f.) Druce in Bull. Torr. Bot. Club 36: 547. 1909.
Helleborine veratrifolia (Boiss. et Hohen.) Bomm. in Beih. Bot. Centralbl. 33: 205. 1915.
—— Epipactis wallichii Schltr., 1. ¢. 57: 275. 1920, TYPE: Nepal. Wallich 7403 ( holotype ,
K!'}.

Epipactis somaliensis Rolfe in Thiselton-Dyer, F1. Trop. Africa 7: 189. 1897. TYPE: Soma-
lia. Coles s. n. (holotype, K1).

Epipactis handelii Schltr. Tn Anz. Akad. Wiss. Wien Math.-Naturwiss. 57: 274. 1920,
Hand.-Mazz., Symb. Sin. 7: 1340. 1936. TYPE: China. Handle-Mazzetti 479 (isotypes, KI,
E!, P!).

Representative specimens examined:

China. Yunnan (=) : Kunming (E2#), Handle-Mazzetti 479 (isotypes of E. handelit
Schltr. , K, E, P); Schneider 208 (K, E), 4016 (K, E}; Lunan (B§® ), Henry 11108 (K.
E): Baoshan (#1011} Rock 8403; Dégen (184K), Forrest 20137 (K, E). Sichuan (P4JI): Xin-
long (¥ ), Z. S. Qin 6346 (PE). Xizang (FG#(): Lasha (fiif#), Guthries. n. (K).

Sikkim (%34 ). Pantling 125 (K).

Nepal (J2IH/R). Wallich 7403 (K); Inayat s. n. (K, E).

Myanmar (4fif1). Upper part, Candler s. n. (K).

India (E1JE). Punjab, Drummond 1739 (K); Assam, Parry 1336 (K).

Pakistan ([ &84 ). Peshawar, Burtt 596 (E), Hooker 324 (K).

Afghanistan (FTE{T) . Griffith 5324 (K).

Iran ({#BH). Parsa 212 (K), Trott 182 (K).

Iraq ({FHI3%). Rawi & Serhang 18235 (K).

Saudi Arabia (¥W#FPIHi4F) . Collenette 7451 (K).

Oman (f%) . Mandeville 6735 (K).

Yemen (7)) . Hepper 5871 (K).

Syria (FUH]F) . Kotschy 104 (K).

Jodan (#8). Al-Eisawi & Jarrar 4832 (K).

Lebenan (L) . Davis 22169 (K).

Turkey (L F ). Davis 22169 (K).

Caucasus { &) . Fraser-Jenkings 1024 (K).

Somalia (Z5H). Coles. n. (K).

PO PR (H T R ) L M TR E IR R ) RO B (D)
1 T B IR 2 My TR R T ACHE s T 3K 1800 ~ 3400 mo JZSM T A B L4
bR PR R AR IEMR D B,

Epipactis consimilis D. Don was referred by J. Lindley (1857) and J. D. Hooker {1890) to
E. latifolia (L.) All. [ = E. helleborine (L.) Crantz}, but considered by R. A. Rolfe (1903)
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to be a distinct species from the latter. In Flora Reipublicae Popularis Sinicae vol. 17 ( Luo,
1999), the author followed Rolfe in recognizing £ . consimilis D, Don as a valid name and reducing
E . veratrifolia Boiss. et Hohen. to a synonym of it. Until recently, however, nothing has been
known about Don’ s type specimen, though a futile effort was also made by the senior author at seek-
ing for it during his recent visit to European herbaria. Apparently Don’s original deseription would
be the only clue to the identity of E. consimilis D. Don, Rolfe argued that Don’ s deseription
agrees with Wallich” s type specimen ( = E. consimilis Wall. ex Hook. f.), and not at all with
Wallich” s specimen of E . latifolia (probably Wall. Numer. List n. 7404) . In the present paper,
a morphological comparison is made between E. consimilis D. Don, E. helleborine (L.) Crantz
and E. veratrifolic Boiss. et Hohen. based on Don’s description and the specimens examined, in-
cluding Wallich 7403 and 7404. Tt is interesting to note that the plant described by Don is very sim-
ilar to £. helleborine rather than E. veratrifolin, particularly in the ovate leaves in the lower part
of the stem and the hooded hypochile, both diagnostic features of E . helleborine but never found in
E. veratrifolia . As a result of our study, E. veratrifolia is recognized as a valid name to replace
E. consimilis D. Don, a name used in Flora Reipublicae Popularis Sinicae vol. 17.

it R E—tEH A AR AR AT E K% B4 B (Kadoorie Farm & Botanic
Garden)324£ % % %30, #5 K.P.E.BM FHAABREF B L HATECHHRE.,
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