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Abstract
The typification and status of the names of 14 species of Pachira (Malvaceae: Bombacoideae) found in Bra-
zil are discussed, including type material from Brazil, the Guianas, Colombia, Venezuela, and cultivated 
in Algeria. We designate 11 lectotypes, three neotypes, and four epitypes for these names. Six names are 
newly considered to be synonyms of the species accepted here. The results support a forthcoming taxo-
nomic treatment of Pachira for the Flora of Brazil.
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Introduction

Pachira Aubl. is the most species-rich genus among the 17 genera of Bombacoide-
ae (Malvaceae) (Carvalho-Sobrinho et al. 2016) and it consists of trees distributed 
primarily in wet forest in northern South America (Robyns 1963; Alverson 1994; 
Fernández-Alonso 1998, 2003; Carvalho-Sobrinho et al. 2014). About one-hundred 
names have been published in Pachira (IPNI 2021; Tropicos 2021), but they probably 
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represent only about 50 species in this genus. The genus was last revised by Robyns 
(1963). Since then, generic concepts have changed radically and a contemporary revi-
sion of Pachira would resolve not only questions about species richness, but also clarify 
evolutionary relationships and biogeography.

Pachira includes several Neotropical taxa originally described in other genera, 
including Bombacopsis Pittier, Bombax L. (Carvalho-Sobrinho and Dorr 2020), 
Carolinea L. f., Pochota Ram. Goyena, Pseudobombax Dugand, and Rhodognapha-
lopsis A. Robyns (Cuatrecasas 1954; Robyns 1963, 1967; Steyermark and Stevens 
1988). During the preparation of a taxonomic treatment of Pachira for the Flora 
of Brazil 2020 project (http://floradobrasil.jbrj.gov.br), we encountered several 
names in Bombax, Carolinea, Pachira, and Rhodognaphalopsis that require typifica-
tion and/or clarification.

Herein we discuss the typification and status of the names (and some of their 
synonyms) of 14 species of Pachira found in Brazil. Type material is from Brazil 
(including Brazilian material cultivated in Algeria), the Guianas, Colombia, and 
Venezuela. We designate 11 lectotypes, three neotypes, and four epitypes for these 
names. Notably, an epitype is designated here for P. aquatica Aubl., the type of the 
genus. Six names are newly considered to be synonyms of the species accepted here. 
Most significantly, P. nitida Kunth, a name often used in checklists of the Brazilian 
flora (see e.g., Duarte 2010; BFG 2015), is revealed to be a synonym of P. minor 
(Sims) Hemsl. Similarly, P. dolichocalyx A. Robyns, previously considered to be en-
demic to French Guiana, is shown to be a synonym of P. macrocalyx (Ducke) Fern. 
Alonso that was described from Brazil.

Materials and methods

Protologues of names of Pachira taxa found in Brazil (and their basionyms) were ex-
amined along with relevant revisionary and floristic literature in order to determine 
what constituted original material, the identities of these taxa, and to establish whether 
these names had been typified. The specimens cited as types were either examined by 
us in person or via digital proxies. Herbarium acronyms for these specimens follow 
Thiers (2021). The notation “F neg. no.” refers to the “Berlin Negatives” of the Field 
Museum (F), a unique type-photographic collection of European herbaria that J. Fran-
cis Macbride began assembling in 1929 (https://www.fieldmuseum.org/node/5186). 
These photographic images frequently are the only records of types or original material 
that was destroyed during WWII and these images are commonly found in northern 
hemisphere herbaria.

For the sake of brevity, we do not provide complete synonymies for the Pachira 
taxa that we discuss, but rather list only names that have not been, or were previously 
incorrectly, typified. In a few instances, we include names that were typified earlier, but 
whose citations require clarification. We also list names of taxa that are considered here 
to be new synonyms irrespective of their typification status.

http://floradobrasil.jbrj.gov.br
https://www.fieldmuseum.org/node/5186
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Typification

Pachira aquatica Aubl., Hist. Pl. Guiane 2: 726, tt. 291, 292. 1775.
Figs 1, 2A

Carolinea princeps L. f., Suppl. Pl.: 314. 1782 [1781], nom. illeg. superfl. Pachira caro-
linea Dum. Cours., Bot. Cult., ed. 1, 3: 84. 1802, nom. illeg. superfl. Bombax 
aquaticum (Aubl.) K. Schum., in Engler & Prantl, Nat. Pflanzenfam. 3(6): 62. 
1895.

Carolinea pompalis Moc. & Sessé ex DC., Prodr. 1: 478. 1824, nom. nud., pro syn.
Pachira grandiflora Tussac, Fl. Antill. 4: 12, tt. 3, 4. 1827. Carolinea grandiflora (Tus-

sac) Spach, Hist. Nat. Vég. 14: 206. 1847 [1848]. Type: “Antilles.” Lectotype, 
designated by Yoshikawa et al. (in press): Tussac (1827, t. 3).

Carolinea macrocarpa Schltdl. & Cham., Linnaea 6: 423. 1831. Pachira macrocarpa 
(Schltdl. & Cham.) Walp., Repert. Bot. Syst. 1(2): 329. 1842. Pachira longifolia 
Hook., Bot. Mag., ser. 3, 6: t. 4549. 1850, nom. illeg. superfl. Bombax macro-
carpum (Schltdl. & Cham.) K. Schum., in Engler & Prantl, Nat. Pflanzenfam. 
3(6): 62. 1895. Type: Mexico. Veracruz, Papantla, Feb 1829 (lf, fl bud), F. Deppe 
& C.J.W. Schiede 1312 (lectotype, designated by Yoshikawa et al. (in press): BM 
barcode 000645670 [s.n.]; isolectotypes: HAL barcode 0098398, HAL barcode 
0128027 (2 sheets), HAL barcode 0128028 [s.n.] (2 sheets), LE n.v., W n.v.).

Carolinea lovisa-carolina L. ex B.D. Jacks., Index Linn. Herb.: 52. 1912, nom. nud.

Type. French Guiana. Cayenne, 1775 (lf ), F. Aublet s.n. (lectotype, as “holotype,” 
designated by Robyns 1963, pp. 238, 242: BM barcode 000645671). Epitype: French 
Guiana. Tour de l’Ile River, 0–10 m, 04°47' 36"N, 052°22' 38"W, 18 Oct 1991 (lf, fl), 
S.A. Mori et al. 22126 (epitype, designated here: US barcode 00636701; isoepitypes: 
CAY barcode 155330, NY barcode 402480).

Note. Yoshikawa et al. (in press) typified several names that are synonyms of Pachi-
ra aquatica, but omitted mention of nomina nuda. Despite their lack of nomenclatural 
standing, these nomina nuda associated with P. aquatica do appear in standard indices 
(e.g., IPNI 2021; Tropicos 2021) and we include them to clarify their identification. 
Likewise, we discuss two names typified by Yoshikawa et al. (in press) in order to clarify 
their synonymies and bibliographic citations that are confused in standard indices.

The lectotype of Pachira aquatica consists solely of detached leaflets and a sterile 
twig. Consequently, a flowering collection from French Guiana is designated here as 
an epitype (Fig. 1).

“Carolinea pompalis fl. mex. ic. ined.” was cited originally as a synonym of C. minor 
Sims (≡ Pachira minor (Sims) Hemsl.). Robyns (1963) did not agree with this interpre-
tation and placed the nomen nudum among his “Species dubiae incertae sedis.” McVaugh 
(2000, p. 88) discussed the sources of the material that de Candolle (1824) examined, 
which included a plate in G (see F neg. no. 30513) and presumably another illustra-
tion now in the Torner Collection (Hunt Institute for Botanical Documentation acces-
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Figure 1. Epitype of Pachira aquatica Aubl. (US barcode 00636701).
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Figure 2. Pachira species A P. aquatica fruit B P. duckei fruit C P. endecaphylla leaves and flower D P. 
glabra leaves and flower E P. retusa habit F P. retusa leaves and fruit. Photographs A, D J.G. Carvalho-
Sobrinho B C.E. Zartman C B.A.S. Pereira E M.C. Machado F L.P. Queiroz.
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sion No. 6331.0864; see also No. 6331.1977). These images depict P. aquatica, which 
occurs in Mexico and South America. Pachira minor is restricted to South America, 
which was not visited by the Sessé and Mociño Expedition.

Several indices (e.g., IPNI 2021; Tropicos 2021) state incorrectly that the combi-
nation Carolinea grandiflora (Tussac) Spach was made in 1834, but Spach (1834, p. 
426) did not then definitely associate the epithet “grandiflora” with the genus Caro-
linea stating simply “Carolinéa de Tussac. – Pachira grandiflora Tussac” (see Turland 
et al. 2018; Art. 35.2). The combination was made in 1847 in an index to the larger 
work when Spach (1847, p. 206) wrote “[Carolinea] grandiflora, Tuss. .. [Vol.] 3 [Pag.] 
426": the volume and page numbers providing an indirect reference to the basionym 
(see Turland et al. 2018; Art. 41.3).

Carolinea macrocarpa was described from Mexican material cultivated in Berlin. 
The protologue gives the type locality as “Ad ripas fluminum et rivulorum Papantlen-
sium et Tecolutensium. Papantlae.” Robyns (1963, p. 239) selected “Schiede et Deppe 
1312" as “typus” and he cited specimens at BM, LE and W, but not HAL. The labels 
on the HAL specimens, however, suggest the collecting combination may have been 
“Deppe & Schiede” and not “Schiede & Deppe.”

Pachira longifolia is a superfluous name for P. macrocarpa (≡ Carolinea macrocarpa). 
The epithet of this superfluous name is often miscited as “longiflora” (see e.g., Ro-
byns 1963; Alverson in Berry et al. 1997), which is perhaps understandable given that 
Hooker (1850) called it the “Long-flowered Pachira.”

Pachira calophylla (K. Schum.) Fern. Alonso, Anales Jard. Bot. Madrid 56: 308. 
1998.

Bombax calophyllum K. Schum., in Martius, Fl. Bras. 12(3): 227. 1886. Bombacopsis 
calophylla (K. Schum.) A. Robyns, Bull. Jard. Bot. État Bruxelles 33: 201. 1963.

Bombax stenopodum Ulbr., Notizbl. K. Bot. Gart. Mus. Berlin 6: 55. 1914. Type: Bra-
zil. Rio de Janeiro, s.d. (lf, fl), L. Riedel s.n. (neotype, designated here: LE barcode 
00003676; isoneotype: LE barcode 00003677; possible isoneotype: S-PLE-E4208 
n.v.).

Type. Brazil. Rio de Janeiro, s.d. (lf, fl), L. Riedel s.n. (lectotype, designated here: LE 
barcode 00003676; isolectotype: LE barcode 00003677; possible isolectotype: S-PLE-
E4208 n.v.).

Note. Robyns (1963, p. 203) designated “Riedel s.n. (LE)” as lectotype of Bombax 
calophyllum. When Fernández-Alonso (1998) made the combination in Pachira, he ac-
cepted Robyn’s type designation, but stated that he had not seen the lectotype. Robyns 
annotated the two Riedel specimens in St. Petersburg (LE) cited above as “Bombacopsis 
calophylla (K. Schum.) A. Robyns, comb. nov.” and wrote “lectotypus” on the one speci-
men that has a handwritten label indicating the type locality as “Brasiliae: R. Janeiro,” 
locality information that matches the protologue. The ICN (Turland et al. 2018; Art. 
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7.10) requires that a type designation be effectively published and the mere annotation 
of a herbarium sheet does not meet this requirement. Our lectotypification (second 
step; see Turland et al. 2018; Art. 9.17) narrows the type to a single element, a gather-
ing that has loose leaves and a fragmented flower (calyx, ovary, and androecium). The 
isolectotype is sterile.

The protologue of Bombax stenopodum cites a single collection, “E. Ule n. 4631,” 
which was deposited in Berlin (B†; see F neg. no. 9545). Inasmuch as the Berlin 
specimen was destroyed in WWII and no duplicate material has been found, we des-
ignate a neotype for this name. Our choice makes this name an obligate synonym of 
Pachira calophylla.

Pachira duckei (A. Robyns) Fern. Alonso, Anales Jard. Bot. Madrid 56: 310. 1998.
Fig. 2B

Rhodognaphalopsis duckei A. Robyns, Bull. Jard. Bot. État Bruxelles 33: 275, fig. 14. 
1963.

Rhodognaphalopsis duckei var. obtusifolia A. Robyns, Bull. Jard. Bot. État Bruxelles 
33: 278. 1963, syn. nov. Type: Brazil. Amazonas, Marmellos, Rio Madeira, Mar 
1902 (lf, fl), E. Ule 6077 (holotype: G barcode 00177546; isotypes: K barcode 
000382340, L barcode 0012900, RB barcode 00534490, RB barcode 00534520).

Type. Brazil. Amazonas, Manaus, Igarapé da Raiz, 30 Aug 1946 (lf, fl), A. Ducke 310 
(IIa. col.) (holotype: MG barcode 018577 [= MG n.° 18.577]; isotypes: IAC 13840, 
IAN, SP barcode SP 003366).

Note. When Robyns (1963) described Rhodognaphalopsis duckei and R. d. var. ob-
tusifolia he had very little material available. In fact, he cited fewer than a dozen collec-
tions for both taxa. The characters that he used to distinguish var. obtusifolia from the 
nominate variety were subtle and overlap with specimens he cited as paratypes of the 
latter. We cannot distinguish the obtuse leaflet bases of Ducke s.n. [RB 23484] (see e.g., 
K barcode 000913930), a paratype of R. duckei, from those of Ule 6077 (see e.g., K 
barcode 000382340), the type of R. d. var. obtusifolia. For this reason and because the 
two taxa lack discrete ranges, we propose these names should be treated as synonyms.

Pachira endecaphylla (Vell.) Carv.-Sobr., Taxon 62: 816. 2013.
Fig. 2C

Bombax endecaphyllum Vell., Fl. Flumin.: 288. 1829 [1825], Ibid., Fl. Flumin. Icones 
7: t. 50. 1831 [1827]. Pseudobombax endecaphyllum (Vell.) A. Robyns, Bull. Jard. 
Bot. État Bruxelles 33: 60. 1963.

Pachira stenopetala Casar., Nov. Stirp. Bras.: 21. 1842. Bombax stenopetalum (Casar.) 
K. Schum., in Martius, Fl. Bras. 12(3): 226, t. 45. 1886. Bombacopsis stenopetala 
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(Casar.) A. Robyns, Bull. Jard. Bot. État Bruxelles 33: 221. 1963. Type: Brazil. 
“Occurrit passim prope Rio de Janeiro,” s.d. [Nov 1838] (fl, fl), Casaretto Herb. No. 
581 (lectotype, designated by Delprete et al. 2019, p. 802): TO [sheet No. 2] n.v.).

Pachira elegans Hooibr. ex Planch., Hort. Donat. 23. 1858, syn. nov. Type: Hort. Paris, 
1854 [lf ], without collector (lectotype, designated here: MPU barcode 761966).

Type. Lectotype, designated here: “Monad. Polyand. BOMBAX endecaphyllum tab. 50" 
(original pen and ink drawing for the Flora Fluminensis preserved in the Manuscript 
Section, Biblioteca Nacional do Brasil, Rio de Janeiro [cat. no.: mss1198656_054]). 
Epitype: Brazil. Espírito Santo, Santa Leopoldina, Morro Agudo, propr. Dona Maria, 
20°05'51"S, 40°25'44"W, 28 Jan 2008 (lf, fl), V. Demuner et al. 4907 (epitype, desig-
nated here: HUEFS; isoepitypes: MBML, HVASF n.v.).

Note. Carvalho-Sobrinho et al. (2013) accepted the “lectotype” designation of 
Robyns (1963, p. 61) for the name Bombax endecaphyllum, but Robyns selected one 
of the plates published in the Flora Fluminensis Icones (1831), which is not original 
material and thus his designation can be superseded (Turland et al. 2018; Art. 9.19(a)). 
The published Vellozo plates were prepared and issued posthumously and there is no 
evidence that Vellozo ever saw them. Original pen and ink drawings that serve as 
the basis for these published plates, however, are archived in the Biblioteca Nacional 
do Brasil, Rio de Janeiro (see http://objdigital.bn.br/acervo_digital/div_manuscritos/
mss1198656/mss1198656.htm).

Delprete et al. (2019) re-examined the typification of Pachira stenopetala and deter-
mined that the holotype cited by Carvalho-Sobrinho et al. (2013) did not agree with 
the protologue and they further established that the only original material available is 
the specimen in the Casaretto Herbarium (TO) that they designated as lectotype.

The specimen designated here as lectotype of Pachira elegans is labeled “Pachira? 
elegans, Daniel” in Planchon’s hand. It was collected in 1854 before the name was pub-
lished and it is now in the Herbier Planchon (MPU). It therefore can be considered 
original material (see Turland et al. 2018; Art. 9.4(a)) even though it is labeled “Hort. 
Paris” and not Hortus Donatensis. In addition, although the specimen is sterile the 
description of setiform mucros terminating leaflet apices matches the physical speci-
men. The protologue also cites “Brésil. Rio de Janeiro, Gaudich. in Herb. Mus. Par.,” 
which almost certainly is a reference to two collections made by Ch. Gaudichaud 
that have leaves that are superficially similar to Pachira endecaphylla. These collections 
(Gaudichaud 945 and 945bis) were discussed in detail by Carvalho-Sobrinho et al. 
(2013) who considered them both to be mixtures and who identified their flowers as 
Pseudobombax grandiflorum var. majus A. Robyns and their leaves as Jacaratia spinosa 
(Aubl.) A. DC. (Caricaceae). Since flowers are not mentioned in the protologue of 
Pachira elegans and the leaflets of the Gaudichaud collections do not have setiform 
mucros (and are from a different plant family), we do not think either Gaudichaud 
collection is suitable as a lectotype. Planchon (1858, p. 232) identified “Daniel” as the 
horticulturist Daniel Hooibrenk (1813–1895).

http://objdigital.bn.br/acervo_digital/div_manuscritos/mss1198656/mss1198656.htm
http://objdigital.bn.br/acervo_digital/div_manuscritos/mss1198656/mss1198656.htm
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Pachira glabra Pasq., Rendiconto Reale Accad. Sci. Fis. 7: 18. 1868.
Fig. 2D

Bombax glabrum (Pasq.) A. Robyns, Bull. Jard. Bot. État Bruxelles 30: 474. 1960. 
Bombacopsis glabra (Pasq.) A. Robyns, Bull. Jard. Bot. État Bruxelles 33: 207. 
1963. Pochota glabra (Pasq.) Bullock, Kew Bull. 20: 528. 1966.

Pachira oleagina Decne., Ann. Gén. Hort. 23: 49. 1881? [1880]. Bombax oleaginum 
(Decne.) A. Robyns, Bull. Jard. Bot. État Bruxelles 29: 26. 1959. Type: Algeria. 
Jardin du Hamma, près d’Algers, 1879 (lf, fl), Ch. Rivière s.n. (neotype, desig-
nated here: P barcode 02286303; isoneotypes: P barcode 02286301, P barcode 
02286302 [= F neg. no. 35351]).

Bombax anisophyllum Buxb., Oesterr. Bot. Z. 73: 121. 1924. Type: Brazil. Paraná, 
Antonina, 1904 (lf, fl), M. Wacket s.n. (lectotype, designated here: WU 0073137; 
isolectotypes: W barcode 19240009283, WU 0073138).

Type. Algeria. Jardin du Hamma, près d’Algers, 1879 (lf, fl), Ch. Rivière s.n. (neo-
type, designated here: P barcode 02286303; isoneotypes: P barcode 02286301, P bar-
code 02286302 [= F neg. no. 35351]).

Note. Robyns (1960) established that there is no extant original material of Pachira 
glabra. He then neotypified (first step) the names P. glabra and P. oleaginea with the 
same collection (i.e., “Rivière s.n.”). This collection is represented by three sheets in 
Paris (P), all three of which were labeled “Neotypus” by Robyns. The three sheets are 
not marked as being part of the same specimen and we interpret them as duplicates of a 
single gathering (see Turland et al. 2018; Art. 8.3). Accordingly, we designate here one 
of the three sheets as the neotype (second step) for the names P. glabra and P. oleaginea. 
One of the isoneotypes (P barcode 02286301) has a faint pencil sketch of the fruit that 
was labeled by Decaisne “fructus maturus magnif. nat.”

The labels on the neotype and one of the two isoneotypes indicate that the col-
lection was made by “Cl. Ch. Rivière” where “Cl.” is Latin for clarissimus (i.e., distin-
guished). The latter label also has the initial “A.” added below this name, presumably 
a reference to A. Rivière who, however, was deceased before the collection was made. 
The horticulturists and brothers [Marie] Auguste Rivière (1821–1877) and Charles 
Marie Rivière (b. 1845) were successive directors of the Jardin du Hamma, the latter 
succeeding the former (Stafleu and Cowan 1983).

Pachira humilis Spruce ex Decne., Ann. Gén. Hort. 23: 52. 1881? [1880].

Bombax humilis (Spruce ex Decne.) K. Schum., in Martius, Fl. Bras. 12(3): 224. 1886. 
Rhodognaphalopsis humilis (Spruce ex Decne.) A. Robyns, Bull. Jard. Bot. État 
Bruxelles 33: 294. 1963. Pochota humilis (Spruce ex Decne.) Steyerm. & W.D. 
Stevens, Ann. Missouri Bot. Gard. 75: 397. 1988.
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Pachira humilis Spruce ex Benth., J. Proc. Linn. Soc., Bot. 6: 108. 1862, nom. nud.

Type. Venezuela. Amazonas, [prope] San Carlos, [ad Rio Negro], Nov 1853 (lf, 
fl), R. Spruce 3135 (lectotype, as “holotypus,” designated by Robyns 1963, p. 296): 
K barcode 000382334 [handwritten label]; isolectotypes: BM barcode 000645664 
[1853–54], BR barcode 0000006961398 [1853–54], E barcode 00285199 [1853–54; 
handwritten label], F barcode F0052164F [s.d.; fragment], GH barcode 00071941 
[s.d.], LD barcode 730579 [1853–54], NY barcode 00133523 [1853–54], P bar-
code 02285964 [locality illegible; Nov 1854 (sic)], S-PLE-E4502 n.v., TCD barcode 
0000900 [1853–54], W barcode 18890017581 [1853–54; handwritten label], W bar-
code 18890123939 [1853–54; handwritten label]).

Note. A collection, “Pachira humilis, Spruce, Mss. (exsicc. 3135),” is cited in the 
protologue, but Decaisne (1881) gives no explicit indication as to where he examined 
material. The description of this species (and others in the same article) ends with the 
phrase “H. Mus. Par.” Presumably this is a reference to material in the herbarium and 
not the gardens (“hortus”) in Paris since Ch. Rivière, Director of the Jardin du Hamma 
in Algeria is acknowledged by Decaisne for providing him with fresh flowers and fruit 
of Pachira species.

The synonymy and authorship of Pachira humilis Spruce ex Decne. have been 
confused because of the mistaken belief that Bentham (1862) transferred the spe-
cies to Bombax. Bentham cited the unpublished name “Pachira humilis, Spruce” in 
a discussion regarding the distinction between Bombax and Pachira, but he did not 
definitely associate the final epithet “humilis” with Bombax (see Turland et al. 2018; 
Art. 35.2). Schumann (1886, p. 224) was the first to make the combination in Bom-
bax, albeit inadvertently. He recognized “Bombax humile, Benth.” and he cited the 
basionym when he wrote “Pachira humilis Spruce Msc.! in schedulis; Dcne. Miscell. bot. 
1880, p. 10.” The subordinate phrase is a reference to “Miscellanea botanica,” which 
reprints Decaisne’s (1881) article on Bombax and Pachira including the original de-
scription of P. humilis.

Pachira insignis (Sw.) Sw. ex Savigny, in Lamarck, Encycl. 4: 690. 1798.

Carolinea insignis Sw., Prodr. 101. 1788. Pachira loddigesii Decne., Ann. Gén. Hort. 
23: 51. 1881? [1880], nom. illeg. superfl. Bombax insigne (Sw.) K. Schum., in En-
gler & Prantl, Nat. Pflanzenfam. 3(6): 62. 1895, non Wall., Pl. Asiat. Rar. 1: 71, tt. 
79, 80. 1830. Bombax spectabile Ulbr., Bot. Jahrb. Syst. 49: 544. 1913, nom. nov.

Carolinea affinis Mart., Nov. Gen. Sp. Pl. 1: 85. 1826 [1824]. Pachira affinis (Mart.) 
Decne., Ann. Gén. Hort. 23: 52. 1881? [1880]. Bombax affine (Mart.) Ducke, 
Arch. Jard. Bot. Rio de Janeiro 5: 162. 1930. Type: Brazil. Pará, Habitat in aquat-
icis Archipelagi Paraënsis, s.d. (lf, fl), C.F.P. von Martius s.n. (lectotype, designated 
here: M barcode 0211673; isolectotype: M barcode 0211672).
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Pachira macrantha Spruce ex Decne., Ann. Gén. Hort. 23: 47. 1881? [1880], nom. 
nud., pro syn.

Pachira spruceana Decne, Ann. Gén. Hort. 23: 46. 1881? [1880]. Bombax spruceanum 
(Decne.) Ducke, Arch. Jard. Bot. Rio de Janeiro 4: 126. 1925. Type: Brazil. 
Amazonas, Panure ad Rio Uaupes, Oct 1852-Jan 1853 (lf, fl), R. Spruce 2884 
(lectotype, designated here: P barcode 04694521 [= F neg. no. 35353]; isolec-
totypes: BM barcode 000645672, BR barcode 0000006960704, BR barcode 
0000006962050, E barcode 00285198, F n.v., G n.v., K barcode 000382357, K 
barcode 000382358, LD barcode 1758563, LD barcode 1758627, LE n.v., NY 
n.v., P barcode 06715161, P barcode 06623110, P barcode 06623111, P barcode 
04694522, RB barcode 00059374 (2 sheets), W n.v.).

Type. Brazil. Amazonas, Paraná da Eva, Rio Amazonas, abaixo de Manaus, 27 Mar 
1943 (lf, fl), A. Ducke 1211 (neotype, designated by Robyns 1963, pp. 250, 252: MO 
barcode 309160; isoneotypes: K barcode 000382356, MG n.v., NY n.v., R barcode 
000055277, R barcode 000055277, R barcode 000055277a, S-PLE-E4290 n.v., S-
PLE-E4291 n.v., S-PLE-E4292 n.v., US barcode 00101951, US barcode 00901732, 
US barcode 00901733).

Note. Pachira loddigesii is an illegitimate renaming of Carolinea insignis Sw. In 
his protologue, Decaisne (1881) cites “Carolinea insignis, Lodd., Bot. Cab., 1004, 
(non Swarts).” The “name” ascribed to Loddiges, however, has no standing. Loddiges 
(1825) simply illustrated C. insignis Sw. without explicitly stating that he was illus-
trating the species previously described by Swartz. Robyns (1963, p. 250) designated 
a lectotype (as “holotypus”) for P. loddigesii, but this was incorrect since the name is 
typified automatically by the type of the name which ought to have been adopted 
under the rules (Turland et al. 2018; Art. 7.5). Similarly, Turner (2016, p. 1115) 
argued that “Carolinea insignis G. Lodd.” is a valid name, even though he noted that 
Loddiges cited Swartz in his description and thus provided an indirect reference to C. 
insignis Sw. Turner’s lectotypification of this “name” incorrectly attributed to Loddiges 
also is unnecessary.

A lectotype (second step) is designated here for the name Carolinea affinis because 
although Robyns (1963, p. 251) stated the “holotypus” was in Munich (M) there are 
two sheets in that herbarium. Robyns annotated both sheets as Pachira insignis, but did 
not indicate that either was type material. The specimen with label data that matches 
the type locality given in the protologue is designated here as the lectotype.

We also designate here a lectotype for Pachira spruceana. Neither Ducke (1925) nor 
Robyns (1963) selected one for this name. We have chosen a specimen deposited at Par-
is (P) that has handwriting on Spruce’s label that matches the type locality and collect-
ing date (“Prope Panure ad rio Uaupes, Oct 1852-Jan 1853”) cited in the protologue.

Bombax spectabile was proposed as a replacement name for B. insigne (Sw.) K. 
Schum., which is a later homonym of B. insigne Wall. Bombax insigne Wall. is a Paleo-
tropical species found in India, south-central China, and south-east Asia.
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Pachira macrocalyx (Ducke) Fern. Alonso, Anales Jard. Bot. Madrid 56: 310. 1998.

Bombax macrocalyx Ducke, Arch. Jard. Bot. Rio de Janeiro 4: 124. 1925. Bombacopsis 
macrocalyx (Ducke) A. Robyns, Bull. Jard. Bot. État 33: 203. 1963.

Pachira dolichocalyx A. Robyns, Bull. Jard. Bot. Belg. 58: 535, fig. 1988, syn. nov. 
Type: French Guiana. Piste de St. Elie, km 16, à proximité de nos carbets bota 
[Sinnamary], 28 May 1980 (fl, fr), M.F. Prévost 840 (holotype: CAY [now P bar-
code 0007210]; isotypes: P barcode 00077211, P barcode 05273658, U barcode 
0000784, U barcode 0000785).

Type. Brazil. Pará, Rio Xingú, margem do Rio Tucuruhy (curso superior), 24 Aug 
1919 (lf, fl), A. Ducke s.n. [RB 11417] (holotype: RB barcode 00534493; isotypes: B† 
[= F neg. no. 9536], S-PLE-E4252 n.v., S-PLE-E4253 n.v., S-R-11282, U barcode 
0000771).

Note. When Robyns (1988) described Pachira dolichocalyx he compared it to P. 
aquatica and P. insignis, which according to his concept of the Bombacoideae were 
the only two species that comprised Pachira. We assume he failed to compare the 
material to Bombacopsis macrocalyx because he considered Bombacopsis to be a dif-
ferent genus.

In the protologue of Pachira dolichocalyx, the petals are described as greenish out-
side and reddish-purple inside “in vivo.” This information could only have come from 
whatever may have been inferred from examining the pressed and dried material and 
information on the type label, which simply states that the petals are wine red (“rouges 
lie de vin”). Robyns (1963, p. 204) described the petals of P. macrocalyx (as Bombacopsis 
macrocalyx) as pale yellow outside and whitish-puberulent inside. Yet many specimen 
labels of P. macrocalyx report red petals. Additionally, staminal-tube length, fruit and 
seed morphology (mainly dimensions), and habitat are similar for both species sup-
porting our decision to consider them synonymous.

Pachira minor (Sims) Hemsl., Biol. Cent.-Amer., Bot. 1: 124. 1879.

Carolinea minor Sims, Bot. Mag. 34: t. 1412. 1811. Bombax minus (Sims) Ducke, 
Arch. Jard. Bot. Rio de Janeiro 6: 65. 1933. Rhodognaphalopsis minor (Sims) A. Ro-
byns, Bull. Jard. Bot. État Bruxelles 33: 278. 1963. Pochota minor (Sims) Steyerm. 
& W.D. Stevens, Ann. Missouri Bot. Gard. 75: 397. 1988.

Pachira nitida Kunth, in H.B.K., Nov. Gen. Sp. (quarto ed.) 5: 302. 1822 [1821], 
Ibid. (folio ed.) 5: 235. 1822 [1821], syn. nov. Rhodognaphalopsis nitida 
(Kunth) A. Robyns, Bull. Jard. Bot. État Bruxelles 33: 282. 1963. Pochota 
nitida (Kunth) Steyerm. & W.D. Stevens, Ann. Missouri Bot. Gard. 75: 397. 
1988. Type: Venezuela. Amazonas, Caño de Pimichin, s.d. (fl), F.W.H.A. von 
Humboldt & A.J.A. Bonpland 987 (lectotype, as “holotypus,” designated by Ro-
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byns 1963, p. 284): P barcode 00679764 [= F neg. No. 35354]; isolectotype: P 
barcode 04694524).

Type. Lectotype, designated here: Sims (1811, t. 1412). Epitype: Guyana. From the 
interior woods of Guiana, s.d. (lf, fl), Alex. Anderson s.n. (epitype, designated here: BM 
barcode 000645662).

Note. In the protologue of Carolinea minor, Sims (1811) states that he received 
this plant from “Messrs. Loddiges and Sons, under the name of Bombax Carolinoides, 
an appellation given it by Dr. Anderson of the Botanic Garden at St. Vincent’s.” Thus, 
original material that can be considered for a lectotype is either a cultivated specimen 
(or specimens) from Loddiges nursery in Hackney (now London) or the plate (t. 1412) 
illustrating Carolinea minor. Robyns (1963, p. 280) stated that the “holotypus” was at 
BM (“Anderson (321 ?) (BM)”), but while it is clear that Anderson conveyed seed to 
Loddiges, Sims’s description was not based on Anderson’s wild-collected herbarium 
material and such specimens are not original material. Robyn’s “holotypus” cannot 
therefore be corrected to neotype (see Turland et al. 2018; Art. 9.10).

Robyns (1963, p. 284) effectively designated a lectotype for the name Pachira niti-
da when he stated that a collection from Caño de Pimichin made by F.W.H.A. von 
Humboldt and A.J.A. Bonpland was the “holotypus.” The handwriting on the label of 
this specimen (P barcode 00679764) is that of Kunth (see Stauffer et al. 2012) and 
the fragmentary nature of the flower agrees with statements in the protologue (here 
translated) that declare “Only fragments available to us. A description of a flower from 
the label of Bonpland.” The handwriting on the label of the isolectotype (P barcode 
04694524) is that of Bonpland (see Stauffer et al. 2012). This specimen was originally 
identified as Carolinea princeps L.f. (≡ P. aquatica), which also is noted in the proto-
logue where P. aquatica is listed as a synonym of P. nitida with doubt. The morphology 
of the leaves (leaflet shape, venation, and strongly raised midribs on abaxial surfaces) 
and of the flower (calyx shape and dimensions and stamen length) of the type of P. 
nitida matches that of the type of P. minor.

Pachira nervosa (Uittien) Fern. Alonso, Anales Jard. Bot. Madrid 56: 310.1998.

Bombax nervosum Uittien, Recueil Trav. Bot. Néerl. 22: 364. 1925. Bombacopsis ner-
vosa (Uittien) A. Robyns, Bull. Jard. État Bruxelles 33: 199. 1963.

Type. Suriname. Boschreserve (forest reserve), Sectie O, Boomnummer (Tree Number) 
628, 8 May 1910 [sic, 1916 in protologue and on field ticket] (lf ), Forestry Bureau 1901 
(lectotype, designated by Robyns 1963, p. 201: U barcode 0000772). Epitype: Brazil. 
Manaus, 1 Oct 1946 (lf, fl, fr), A. Ducke 2001 (epitype, designated here: US barcode 
01226557; isoepitypes: A n.v., IAN 20135, MG n.v., NY barcode 01539149, RB bar-
code 00054274, RB barcode 00059756, RB barcode 00775585, S-PLE-E4214 s.n.).
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Note. Robyns (1963, p. 201) designated “For. Bur. 1901 (U)” as the lecto-
type of Bombax nervosum. He annotated the specimen as “Bombacopsis nervosa 
(Uitt.) A. Robyns, comb. nov.” and as “lectotypus!” Fernández-Alonso (1998, p. 
310) stated that he had not seen the lectotype when he transferred Bombax nervo-
sum to Pachira. The lectotype of B. nervosum, however, is sterile and to avoid any 
ambiguity about its identity, an epitype is herein selected. The epitype has flowers, 
a determination label in Robyns’s hand, and it was cited in his revision (Robyns 
1963, p. 201).

Pachira obtusa Spruce ex K. Schum., in Martius, Fl. Bras. 12(3): 232. 1886.

Bombax obtusum (Spruce ex K. Schum.) Bakh., Bull. Jard. Bot. Buitenzorg, sér. 3, 6: 
181. 1924.

Bombax poissonianum K. Schum., in Martius, Fl. Bras. 12(3): 225. 1886, syn. nov. 
Type: Brazil. Rio Negro, s.d. (lf, fl), sine collector (holotype: P barcode 02285965 
[= F neg. No. 35362]).

Bombax utiarityi Hoehne, Arch. Bot. São Paulo 1: 567, t. 10. 1927, syn. nov. Pachira 
utiarityi (Hoehne) Toledo & Handro, in Hoehne, Relat. Anual Inst. Bot. 1943: 
39. 1944. Pachira utiarityi (Hoehne) Hoehne, Indice Bibliogr. Num.: 280. 1951, 
nom. inval. Rhodagnaphalopsis nitida var. utiarityi (Hoehne) A. Robyns, Bull. 
Jard. Bot. État Bruxelles 33: 284. 1963. Type: Brazil. Mato Grosso, Salto do Uti-
arityi, Rio Papagaio, Apr 1918 (lf, fl), J.G. Kuhlmann 2145 (lectotype, as “holoty-
pus,” designated by Robyns 1963, p. 285: RB barcode 00534522; isolectotypes: 
R barcode 000027315, R barcode 000027315a, S-PLE-E4219 n.v., SP barcode 
SP002722).

Type. Brazil. Amazonas, Prope San Gabriel da Cachoeira, ad Rio Negro, Brasiliae 
borealis, Jan-Aug 1852 [Feb. 1852] (lf, fl), R. Spruce 2150 (lectotype, designated here: 
K barcode 000382337 [“São Gabriel, Feb. 1852”; handwritten label]; isolectotypes: 
B†, BM barcode 000778668, E barcode 00285197, FI barcode 006090, G n.v., K 
barcode 000382338, LE n.v., M barcode 0211650 [= F neg. no. 19668], NY barcode 
00133532, P barcode 05273649 [handwritten label], RB barcode 00060397, TDC [= 
TCD?] n.v., W barcode 18890017579).

Note. The protologue of Pachira obtusa cites a single collection, “Spruce n. 2150,” 
which we assume Schumann examined in Berlin (B) and which was subsequently de-
stroyed in WWII. In his revision, Robyns (1963, p. 284) failed to select a lectotype 
since he made no distinction between duplicates of this collection deposited in various 
herbaria. We designate here as lectotype of the name a sheet deposited in Kew (K) that 
has a handwritten locality as well as a narrower collecting date (“Feb. 1852”) than the 
majority of duplicates that have printed labels and an eight-month range for the col-
lecting date (“Jan.-Aug. 1852”).
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In the protologue of Bombax poissonianum, Schumann (1886) states that he thinks 
his new species might be the same as the Pachira nitida of Decaisne or Kunth (viz., 
“Pachira nitida Dcne.! Miscell bot. 1880. p. 9, an Kunth?”). Bombax poissonianum, how-
ever, is not a superfluous renaming of P. nitida because Schumann (1886, p. 225) 
included an expression of doubt (see Turland et al. 2018; Art. 52.2, Note 1). There 
is nothing to tell us who collected the type specimen nor when it was collected. The 
epithet and author (viz., “nitida Kth.”) written on the holotype label appears to be a 
later addition (the handwriting differs from that of whomever wrote the locality). The 
specimen was annotated “det. Schumann in Fl. Bras.” and is undoubtedly the one 
Schumann (1886, p. 225) mentioned in the protologue.

In the protologue of Bombax utiarityi, Hoehne (1927) cites a single collection, 
“Kuhlmann 2145,” but he does not indicate where it was deposited. When Toledo 
and Handro in Hoehne (1944, p. 39) proposed a new combination for this species, 
they mentioned a Kuhlmann specimen housed at SP (as “Inst. Bot. 11.914, leg. J.G. 
Kuhlmann”), but they did not provide a collection number and failed to use the word 
“type” or an equivalent (Turland et al. 2018; Art. 7.11). When Robyns (1963, p. 285) 
proposed a new combination and status for B. utiarityi, he also effectively selected a 
lectotype (Turland et al. 2018; Art. 9.10). The lectotype he designated has an original 
handwritten label. Inasmuch as Bombax utiarityi agrees with both B. poissonianum and 
Pachira obtusa morphologically and the habitat of occurrence (flooded forest in Ama-
zonia and adjacent Savanna) of all three are the same, we consider B. utiarityi to be a 
synonym of P. obtusa.

The designation Pachira utiarityi (Hoehne) Hoehne (Hoehne 1951) is not validly 
published. It was proposed as an alternative for Bombax utiarityi, which was the name 
Hoehne accepted (see Turland et al. 2018; Art. 36.1(a)).

Pachira paraensis (Ducke) W.S. Alverson, Novon 4: 7. 1994.

Bombax paraense Ducke, Arch. Jard. Bot. Rio de Janeiro 4: 124. 1925. Bombacopsis 
paraensis (Ducke) A. Robyns, Bull. Jard. Bot. État Bruxelles 33: 213. 1963.

Type. Brazil. Pará, Itaituba, Rio Tapajoz, 26 Aug 1923 (lf, fl), A. Ducke s.n. [RB 
18094] (lectotype, designated here: RB barcode 00534489; isolectotypes: B† [= F 
neg. no. 9540], G barcode 00177452, K barcode 000382352, RB barcode 00534497 
[without original label], S-R-11283, U barcode 0008391, U barcode 0008392, US 
barcode 00101944).

Note. Three syntypes are cited in the protologue. Robyns (1963) selected one, 
“Ducke 18094,” as the lectotype (first step) of Bombax paraense and stated that it was 
deposited in RB. There are, however, two sheets in RB of this collection. Our lectotypi-
fication (second step) narrows Robyns’s choice to a single specimen and it is the same 
one he annotated as “lectotypus.”
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Pachira retusa (Mart.) Fern.Alonso, Revista Acad. Colomb. Ci. Exact. 27(102): 
36. 2003.
Fig. 2E, F

Bombax retusum Mart., Flora 8: 28. 1825, Ibid., Nov. Gen. Sp. Pl. 1(4): 92–93, t. 59. 
1826 [1824]. Bombacopsis retusa (Mart.) A. Robyns, Bull. Jard. Bot. État Bruxelles 
33: 205. 1963.

Type. Brazil. Minas Gerais, In deserto Serro Frio, [1817–20] (fl), C.F.P. von Mar-
tius s.n. (lectotype, designated here: M barcode 0211681; isolectotype: M barcode 
0211682; possible isolectotype: S-PLE-E4218 n.v.).

Note. When Robyns (1963, p. 207) stated that a Martius specimen in Munich 
(M) was the “holotypus” of the name Bombax retusum, he effectively selected a lectotype 
(Turland et al. 2018; Art. 9.10). However, there are at least two specimens with identi-
cal label data in that herbarium that must be considered syntypes as well as a copy of 
the plate cited in the protologue (“tab. 60,” sphalm. pro 59), but published a year later 
(Martius 1826). Robyns wrote “holotypus” on one of the two specimens and annotated 
all three elements as “Bombacopsis retusa (Mart. et Zucc.) A. Robyns, comb. nov.” The 
ICN (Turland et al. 2018; Art. 7.10) requires that a type designation be effectively 
published and the mere annotation of a herbarium sheet does not meet this require-
ment. Our lectotypification (second step; see Turland et al. 2018; Art. 9.17) narrows 
Robyns’ selection to the specimen with the best flowering material.

Robyns (1963, p. 205) attributed the basionym to “Mart. et Zucc.,” but accord-
ing to Stafleu and Cowan (1981, p. 329) authorship is to be attributed to von Martius 
alone. Fernández-Alonso (2003, p. 36) also included J.G. Zuccarini as a co-author of 
this species name. Interestingly, Schumann (1886, p. 226) recognized “Bombax retusum 
Mart.” while citing “Bombax retusum Mart. et Zucc.! Nov. gen. et spec. I. 92. t. 59.” The 
article that includes the validating description of B. retusum (Martius 1825) clearly states 
that Martius collected and described (“collegit et descriptsit”) the plants while Zuccarini 
organized the plates, etc. (“Pingendas curavit et secundum auctoris schedulas digessit”).

Pachira sordida (R.E. Schult.) W.S. Alverson, Novon 4: 8. 1994.

Bombax sordidum R.E. Schult., Bot. Mus. Leafl. 16: 75. 1953. Rhodognaphalopsis co-
riacea var. sordida (R.E. Schult.) A. Robyns, Bull. Jard. Bot. État Bruxelles 63: 292. 
1963. Pochota sordida (R.E. Schult.) Steyerm. & W.D. Stevens, Ann. Missouri Bot. 
Gard. 75: 398. 1988.

Type. Colombia. Vaupés, Río Negro, San Felipe (El Castillo), below confluence of 
Ríos Guainía and Casiquiare, 12 Dec 1947 (lf, fr), R.E. Schultes & F. López 9342 (lecto-
type, designated here: GH barcode 00066501; isolectotypes: GH barcode 00066502, 
GH barcode 00066503).
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Note. A single collection, “R.E. Schultes & F. López 9342,” is cited in the proto-
logue of Bombax sordidum. When Robyns (1963, p. 292) proposed a new combination 
and status for this name, he indicated that the holotype was deposited in the Gray Her-
barium: “Colombie: Vaupes: Schultes & F. López, 9342 (f., fr., holotypus GH)”. There 
are, however, three sheets of this collection in that herbarium, and although one was 
annotated as the holotype by Robyns, the ICN (Turland et al. 2018; Art. 7.10) requires 
that a type designation be effectively published. The mere annotation of a herbarium 
sheet does not meet this requirement, hence our lectotypification (second step). We 
designate here the specimen that has the greatest abundance of indumentum on the 
abaxial surfaces of the leaflets because this character is considered diagnostic by Robyns 
(1963, p. 292, viz. “a specie foliolorum lamina infra densissime et sordide pulveraceo-
lepidota sat differt”).

Acknowledgements

We thank Dr. Vladimir Dorofeyev for sending us images of Riedel specimens at LE, 
which allowed us to resolve the typification of Bombax calophyllum. Likewise, we thank 
Dra. Rafaela Forzza and M.Sc. Paula Leitman for providing us with images of Bombax 
types deposited at RB. We are grateful to several librarians, Robin Everly (Smithsonian 
Institution), Lúcia Marins (Jardim Botânico de São Paulo), and Gretchen Wade (Har-
vard University), for locating several obscure protologues. We appreciate the assistance 
of Rose Gulledge (Smithsonian Institution), who prepared the figures and reviewed 
the manuscript. Finally, VNY thanks CAPES (process #88882.365830/2019-01) and 
FAPESP (process #2019/27132-0) for financial support.

References

Alverson WS (1994) New species and combinations of Catostemma and Pachira (Bombacaceae) 
from the Venezuelan Guayana. Novon 4(1): 3–8. https://doi.org/10.2307/3391688

Bentham G (1862) Notes on Malvaceæ and Sterculiaceæ. Journal of the Proceedings of the Lin-
nean Society. Botany 6: 97–123. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1095-8312.1862.tb01219.x

Berry PE, Yatskievych K, Holst BK [Eds] 1997 Flora of the Venezuelan Guayana. Vol. 3. Mis-
souri Botanical Garden Press, St. Louis, 774 pp.

BFG [The Brazilian Flora Group] (2015) Growing knowledge: An overview of plant diversity 
in Brazil. Rodriguésia 66: 1085–1113. https://doi.org/10.1590/2175-7860201566411

Carvalho-Sobrinho JG, Dorr LJ (2020) Notes on Brazilian Pachira (Malvaceae: Bombacoide-
ae): A new combination and lectotypification of three basionyms. Journal of the Botanical 
Research Institute of Texas 14(2): 279–280. https://doi.org/10.17348/jbrit.v14.i2.1028

Carvalho-Sobrinho JG, de Queiroz LP, Dorr LJ (2013) Does Pseudobombax have prickles? As-
sessing the enigmatic species Pseudobombax endecaphyllum (Malvaceae: Bombacoideae). 
Taxon 62(4): 814–818. https://doi.org/10.12705/624.30

https://doi.org/10.2307/3391688
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1095-8312.1862.tb01219.x
https://doi.org/10.1590/2175-7860201566411
https://doi.org/10.17348/jbrit.v14.i2.1028
https://doi.org/10.12705/624.30


Jefferson Carvalho–Sobrinho et al.  /  PhytoKeys 186: 53–72 (2021)70

Carvalho-Sobrinho JG, Alverson WS, Mota AC, Machado MC, Baum DA (2014) A new spe-
cies of Pachira from a seasonally dry tropical forest in Northeastern Brazil. Systematic 
Botany 39: 260–267. https://doi.org/10.1600/036364414x678224

Carvalho-Sobrinho JG, Alverson WS, Alcantara S, Queiroz LP, Mota AC, Baum DA (2016) Revis-
iting the phylogeny of Bombacoideae (Malvaceae): Novel relationships, morphologically co-
hesive clades, and a new tribal classification based on multilocus phylogenetic analyses. Molec-
ular Phylogenetics and Evolution 101: 56–74. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ympev.2016.05.006

Cuatrecasas J (1954) Novelties in the Bombacaceae. Phytologia 4: 465–480. https://doi.
org/10.5962/bhl.part.18077

De Candolle A (1824) Bombaceæ. Prodromus systematis naturalis regni vegetabilis, vol. 1. 
Treuttel & Würtz, Parisiis [Paris], 475–480.

de Tussac FR (1827) Flore des Antilles, vol. 4. Chez l’Auteur, Paris.
Decaisne J (1881) ) [1880] Examen des espèces des genres Bombax et Pachira. Flores des Serres 

et des Jardins de l’Europe. Annales Générales d’Horticulture 23: 43–52.
Delprete PG, Baldini RM, Fumeaux N, Guglielmone L (2019) Typification of plant names 

published by Giovanni Casaretto based on specimens collected in Brazil and Uruguay. 
Taxon 68(4): 783–827. https://doi.org/10.1002/tax.12094

Duarte MC (2010) Pachira. In: Forzza RC, Baumgratz JFA, Bicudo CEM, Carvalho Jr AA, 
Costa A, Costa DP, Hopkins M, Leitman PM, Lohmann LG, Maia LC, Martinelli G, 
Menezes M, Morim MP, Coelho MAN, Peixoto AL, Pirani JR, Prado J, Queiroz LP, Souza 
VC, Stehmann JR, Sylvestre LS, Walter BMT, Zappi D (Eds) Catálogo de plantas e fungos 
do Brasil, vol. 2. Andrea Jakobsson Estúdio, Instituto de Pesquisas Jardim Botânico do Rio 
de Janeiro, Rio de Janeiro, 1214–1215.

Fernández-Alonso JL (1998) Novedades taxonómicas, nomenclaturales y corológicas en el gé-
nero Pachira Aubl. (Bombacaceae). Anales del Jardin Botanico de Madrid 56: 305–314. 
https://doi.org/10.3989/ajbm.1998.v56.i2.235

Fernández-Alonso JL (2003) Bombacaceae neotropicae novae vel minus cognitae VI. Novedades 
en los géneros Cavanillesia, Eriotheca, Matisia y Pachira. Revista de la Academia Colombi-
ana de Ciencias Exactas, Físicas y Naturales 27: 25–37.

Hoehne FC (1927) Bombaceas dos hervários da secção de botânica do Museu Paulista e da 
Comissão Rondon e algumas informações a respeito do approveitamento da “paina” nas 
diversas industrias. Archivos de Botânica do Estado de São Paulo 1: 537–571. [tt. 1–10]

Hoehne FC (1944) Relatório Anual do Instituto de Botânica (ex Departamento de Botânica 
do Estado) referente ao exercício de 1943. São Paulo: Secretaria da Agricultura, Indústria 
e Comércio.

Hoehne FC (1951) Bombacaceas. Índice bibliográfico e numérico das plantas colhidas pela Comis-
são Rondon ou Comissão de Linhas Telegráficas. Instituto de Botânica, São Paulo, 278–280.

Hooker WJ (1850) Pachira longifolia. Botanical Magazine, ser. 3, 6: t. 4549.
IPNI (2021) International Plant Names Index. The Royal Botanic Gardens, Kew, Harvard 

University Herbaria & Libraries, and Australian National Botanic Gardens. https://www.
ipni.org [Accessed 28.06.2021]

Loddiges G (1825) Carolinea insignis. Botanical Cabinet 11: t. 1004.
Martius FCP von (1826) [1824] Nova genera et species plantarum, vol. 1(4). Typis Lindaueri, 

Monachii [Munich], 81–158.

https://doi.org/10.1600/036364414x678224
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ympev.2016.05.006
https://doi.org/10.5962/bhl.part.18077
https://doi.org/10.5962/bhl.part.18077
https://doi.org/10.1002/tax.12094
https://doi.org/10.3989/ajbm.1998.v56.i2.235
https://www.ipni.org
https://www.ipni.org


Notes on Brazilian Pachira (Malvaceae) II 71

McVaugh R (2000) Botanical results of the Sessé & Mociño Expedition (1787–1803) VII. A guide 
to relevant scientific names of plants. Hunt Institute for Botanical Documentation, Pittsburgh.

Planchon J-E (1858) Hortus donatensis. Imprimerie de W. Remquet & Ci, Paris.
Robyns A (1960) Contribution à l’étude monographique du genre Bombax s.l.: I. B. glabrum 

(Pasq.) A. Robyns comb. nov. Bulletin du Jardin botanique de l’État à Bruxelles 30: 473–
484. https://doi.org/10.2307/3667346

Robyns A (1963) Essai de monographie du genre Bombax L. s.l. (Bombacaceae). Bulletin du 
Jardin botanique de l’État à Bruxelles 33: 1–315. https://doi.org/10.2307/3667210

Robyns A (1967) The Botany of the Guayana Highland – Part VII: Bombacaceae. Memoirs of 
the New York Botanical Garden 17: 190–201. https://doi.org/10.2307/2395010

Robyns A (1988) Bombacaceae neotropicae novae X Pachira dolichocalyx, espèce nouvelle de 
Guyane. Bulletin du Jardin botanique National de Belgique 58: 535–538. https://doi.
org/10.2307/3668303

Schumann K (1886) Bombaceae. In: Martius CFP, Eichler AG, Urban I (Eds) Flora brasiliensis, 
vol. 12(3). Frid. Fleischer, Monachii [Munich] & Lipsiae [Leipzig], 201–250, tt. 40–50.

Sims J (1811) Carolinea minor. Botanical Magazine 34: t. 1412.
Spach E (1834) Histoire naturelle des végétaux: Phanérogames, vol. 3. Librairie encyclopédique 

de Roret, Paris. https://doi.org/10.5962/bhl.title.44839
Spach E (1847) [1848] Histoire naturelle des végétaux: Phanérogames, vol. 14. Librairie ency-

clopédique de Roret, Paris.
Stafleu FA, Cowan RS (1981) Taxonomic literature, ed. 2. Vol. 3: Lh-O. Regnum Vegetabile 

105. Bohn, Scheltema & Holkema, Utrecht; dr. W. Junk b.v., Publishers, The Hague.
Stafleu FA, Cowan RS (1983) Taxonomic literature, ed. 2. Vol. 4: P-Sak. Regnum Vegetabile 110. Bohn, 

Scheltema & Holkema, Utrecht/Antwerpen; dr. W. Junk b.v., Publishers, The Hague/Boston.
Stauffer FW, Stauffer J, Dorr LJ (2012) Bonpland and Humboldt specimens, field notes, and 

herbaria; new insights from a study of the monocotyledons collected in Venezuela. Candol-
lea 67(1): 75–130. https://doi.org/10.15553/c2012v671a10

Steyermark JA, Stevens WD (1988) Notes on Rhodognaphalosis and Bombacopsis (Bombacace-
ae) in the Guayanas. Annals of the Missouri Botanical Garden 75(1): 396–398. https://
doi.org/10.2307/2399485

Thiers B (2021 continuously updated) Index Herbariorum. http://sweetgum.nybg.org/ih/ [ac-
cessed 28.06.2021]

Tropicos (2021). Tropicos.org. Missouri Botanical Garden. https://tropicos.org [accessed 
19.06.2021]

Turland NJ, Wiersema JH, Barrie FR, Greuter W, Hawksworth DL, Herendeen PS, Knapp S, 
Kusber W-H, Li D-Z, Marhold K, May TW, McNeill J, Monro AM, Prado J, Price MJ, 
Smith GF [Eds] (2018) International Code of Nomenclature for algae, fungi, and plants 
(Shenzhen Code) adopted by the Nineteenth International Botanical Congress Shenzhen, 
China, July 2017. Regnum Vegetabile 159. Koeltz Botanical Books, Glashütten. https://
doi.org/10.12705/Code.2018

Turner IM (2016) Rather for the nomenclaturalist than for the scientific botanist: The Botanical Cab-
inet of Conrad Loddiges & Sons. Taxon 65(5): 1107–1149. https://doi.org/10.12705/655.13

Vellozo JMC (1829) [1825] Florae Fluminensis. ex Typographia Nationali, Flumine Januario 
[Rio de Janeiro]. https://doi.org/10.5962/bhl.title.745

https://doi.org/10.2307/3667346
https://doi.org/10.2307/3667210
https://doi.org/10.2307/2395010
https://doi.org/10.2307/3668303
https://doi.org/10.2307/3668303
https://doi.org/10.5962/bhl.title.44839
https://doi.org/10.15553/c2012v671a10
https://doi.org/10.2307/2399485
https://doi.org/10.2307/2399485
http://sweetgum.nybg.org/ih/
https://tropicos.org
https://doi.org/10.12705/Code.2018
https://doi.org/10.12705/Code.2018
https://doi.org/10.12705/655.13
https://doi.org/10.5962/bhl.title.745


Jefferson Carvalho–Sobrinho et al.  /  PhytoKeys 186: 53–72 (2021)72

Vellozo JMC (1831) [1827]. Florae Fluminensis Icones, vol. 7. A. Senefelder, Parisiis [Paris]. 
https://doi.org/10.5962/bhl.title.70380

von Martius FCP (1825) Nova genera et species plantarum, quas in itinere per Brasiliam jussu 
et auspiciis Maximiliani Josephi Bavariae regis instituto collegit et descripsit Dr. C.F. de 
Martius. Flora 8: 27–32.

Yoshikawa VN, Duarte MC, Ferreira CDM (in press) Typification of names in Pachira aquatica 
Aubl. (Malvaceae, Bombacoideae) and a new combination and new status from the Brazil-
ian Amazon forest. Acta Botanica Brasílica.

https://doi.org/10.5962/bhl.title.70380

	Notes on Brazilian Pachira (Malvaceae, Bombacoideae) II: Additional typifications and new synonymies
	Abstract
	Introduction
	Materials and methods
	Typification
	Pachira aquatica Aubl., Hist. Pl. Guiane 2: 726, tt. 291, 292. 1775.
	Pachira calophylla (K. Schum.) Fern. Alonso, Anales Jard. Bot. Madrid 56: 308. 1998.
	Pachira duckei (A. Robyns) Fern. Alonso, Anales Jard. Bot. Madrid 56: 310. 1998.
	Pachira endecaphylla (Vell.) Carv.-Sobr., Taxon 62: 816. 2013.
	Pachira glabra Pasq., Rendiconto Reale Accad. Sci. Fis. 7: 18. 1868.
	Pachira humilis Spruce ex Decne., Ann. Gén. Hort. 23: 52. 1881? [1880].
	Pachira insignis (Sw.) Sw. ex Savigny, in Lamarck, Encycl. 4: 690. 1798.
	Pachira macrocalyx (Ducke) Fern. Alonso, Anales Jard. Bot. Madrid 56: 310. 1998.
	Pachira minor (Sims) Hemsl., Biol. Cent.-Amer., Bot. 1: 124. 1879.
	Pachira nervosa (Uittien) Fern. Alonso, Anales Jard. Bot. Madrid 56: 310.1998.
	Pachira obtusa Spruce ex K. Schum., in Martius, Fl. Bras. 12(3): 232. 1886.
	Pachira paraensis (Ducke) W.S. Alverson, Novon 4: 7. 1994.
	Pachira retusa (Mart.) Fern.Alonso, Revista Acad. Colomb. Ci. Exact. 27(102): 36. 2003.
	Pachira sordida (R.E. Schult.) W.S. Alverson, Novon 4: 8. 1994.

	Acknowledgements
	References

