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THE GENERIC NAMES PROPOSED FOR HYMENOMYCETES—1V*
' Boletaceae
M. A. Doxg*®

BUMMARY

L. This fourth part deals with the family of Boletecens as corrently
delimited, with the exclozion of the frankly lamellate groups,

2. The commonly necopted typifieation of Holetus Tr, by B, sdulis
Bull. ex Fr. is not that which would be arrived at by striet adherenze to
the recommendations for the selection of types. Tt iz, howsver, desirohle
b find a way of aceopting B, ediilie as the type spocies of Bolefus

d. The correct mame for the gonus genevslly called Gyrodon Opat.
seems to be Dleporus Qual.

4. The propoaal te cohservd XNersoowss @uil. against Voersipelles
Gudl, is ropeated.

InTRODUCTION.—This paper forms the fourth part of a series planned

El‘i‘E an annotated nomeneclatorial enumeration of all generic names
il pmd for Hymenomycetes, For some general remarks om the series
and the explanation of some nomenclatorial terms the reader iz reforred
0 Part 1 (Donk in Relnwardtia 1: 198-203, 1951). [ am very much indebted
0 Dr. R, W. GG. Dennis, The Herbarium, Royal Botanic Gardens, Kew, for
inguistic improvements and other help,
DEFNITION.—Boletaceae (or Boletales) as understood in the present
paper is the family currently so ealled, with the exception of some frankly
ellate genera that will be dealt with together with the aparics. This
not done because these genera are taxonomically excluded, but merely
ause all lamellate genera will be treated together. Those genera which
‘undoubtedly related to certain typical agaric genera, but have a porose
nenophore (Fioboletua P, Henn., ete)), will also be included in the
aricaceae.” Finally, some genera that might be looked for here, but
now invariably referred to other families (Boletopsis Fayod, Albatrel-
¢ 8. F. Gray) will find a plece in the *Polyporaceae.”
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ALPHABETICAL ENUMERATION
Aeracomus—Soe Xeracomus,
Albatrellyz 3. F. Gray.—See *FPolyporaceas.”

AnoestomaoeriaRafin, Ann. Nat, on Ann, SBynop, 16. 1820 (devalid-
ated name), — Type apecies (by origingl designation) @ Awastomesia
campanwlatn Rafin, — In connection with the first of the two original
species, the author stated, “This may be the type of the genng,” and with
the second, “ It may be the type of & aubgenus Compsilicus.” Rafinesque's
descriptions of the penus and the type speeies run as follows:

Awagtotieria Bafin—*Froctifications in [lexuese lamellar veins: onastomosed
like a net. — The genus will be next to Wernfive and Dedalea; somo species of them
may probobly belong to it™

Anagtomarin s panalivto RlFin.—".ﬁtipﬂ]ntu:u:I Tulvaus: stipe thick: peride cam-
panulated; nettod outside, margin erosa, inzides ecaly and davk spotied. - . . Bixg
four or five lmches, It grows in the State of New York"

This genus and ita two species were discussed by Loman (in Dict. Sei,
nat, 30:179. 1824) at the end of his treatment of Merulivs [Haller]
“Dans I'Aneelemorie les nervures sont lamelliformes, anaztomosées en
maniére de régean. Ce caraetére ne nous semble pas suffisant pour séparer
ce genre du Contharellus, avee lequel 1l nous paroit devoir &tre comfondu,™
The genuz not being definitely admitted, this treatment does not consti-
tute the valid publication of the name after the atarting-point date. It is
difficult to form an opinion about the identity of A. caompannwlats from
the too incomplete description. 1 enter Awnestomaric here because one fs
reminded, for instance, of Boletinellus merulicidez (Schw.) Murrill or
Phylloporus rhodoronthus (Schw.) Bres., rather than of the “Polypora-
coga” (incloding Mernliue Fr),

Bactroboletus Clem,—Ses “ Agaricaceae,”

Boletellus Murrill in Myvcologia 1: 9, 1908, — EryMoLosy: diminutive
of Boletuz, Gender:; m. — TYPE SPECIES (hy orlginal designation and only
original species) : Boletus ananas Curt.—This species ia aometimea iden-
tified with the earlier deacribed Bolelus coccinug Fr.; Singer (in Farlowin
2: 126-126. 1945) accepted thia identity only with doubt, — TyPONYA:
Strobilofungus Lioyd (1912; not validly published).

Boletinellus Murrill in Myeologia 11 7. 1909, — ET¥MOLOGY @ diminu-
tive of Holetinus, Gender: m, — TYPE sPECIES (by original designation) :
“Roletinus porosns Peck” = Pagiltus porosus Berk, apud Lea—Murrill
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'ﬁ.n,'l and subsequent A:nmmimm jdentified this species with

Baedalea merulivides Schw, = Boletinelius merulivides (Schw.) Murrill. —
",.. oFE. Introduced with ﬂlreeapm:laq..

Boletinus Kzlchbr, in Bot, Fig 251 182. 1867. —ETYMOLOGY : diminu-
ﬂve of Boletus, Gender : m,-— TYPE SPECIES (only original species) : Bolefus
ceavipes Opat. — REMarks. Often "Kalchbr., Te. sel. Hym. Hung. Fasc. 4:
B2 pl. 21, 18T7" is cited as the place of publication of this generic name, —

alchbrenner {Le,, 1867) stated that before the name Boletinue was defi-
W t-ehr publizhed EE had nzed hoth it and Tromaporis as manuseript names
‘in correspondence. — TYPONYM: Ewrypervs Quél. (1886).

~ Boletium Clem., Gen. Fungi 108, 1908, — ETyMoLoGY: apparently
drregularly formed diminutive of fudiege or boletus, both ancient fungus
; pa, (render: n. — TYPE SPECQIES. (only original species of basinvm) :
Boletus volvatus Pers—For this fungus, ses under Volvoboletus, —
BAzINYM : Volvobolétus P, Henn, (IR98), qv. — REMaRk. A superfluous
oY,

Boletochaele Sing. in Mycologia 36: 358. 1944, — ETvymoLoGy: the
gonus Roletus; yairg, hair, Gender! {. — TYPE SPECIER (hy original deaip-
_t[n:m} : Boletus spinifer Pat. & C. F, Baker. — ScorE. Introduced for two
Apecies,

. Bolelogaster Lohwagr tn Beih. hot, Chl, 4211: 274, 1926; in Handel-
5" gzetti, Symb. sinicae 2 (Kedasl. & Lohwag, Fungi): 66, 1937, — ETYMa-
LoGY: the genus Boletus: yastge, belly. Gender: f. — TYPR SPECIES (only
ariginal species).: Certomyees jalopensiz Murrill sénsu Lohwagr —Lohwag’s
ntification of his fungus is still to be confirmed; compare Singer (in
1’ Parlowia 21 186, 1045). — REMARK. It i# somewhat doubtful whether there
15 a valid gemeric (rather than a specific) description accompanyving the
.- blication of the name in 1928; in the publication of 1937 a Latin peneric

__ cription was given.

Boletopais Fayvod.—2es “Polyporacese.'

Boletopsis P. Henn, in Engl. & Pr., Nat, PflFam. 1 (1**) : 184. 1898,
- ETymoLocY : the genus Boletus; Syus, appearance. Gender: f, — TYPE
168 (selected) : Boletus litews L. ex Fr. — Scork. Introduced for the
ﬁnged species of Boletus L, ex Fr. sensne late; thirteen species were men-
lioned and arranged in three proups: seclion 1, " Versipelles,” ' with twa

! Mo author was given, | i@ “doiht “JTia:‘t'-;l., hhf:llwepﬂthut ]'h;::njﬂduhhﬁ:: bt
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species (Boletus rufus “Schaeff.” first species, and Bolefopsis stowdiii
P, Henn.) ; section 2, “Cricunopus Karst,,” with ten species (Boletus Tutens,
E. flavis With, ex Fr., B. flavidus Fr,, ete.) ; section 3, " Boletinus Ealchbr.,”
with one apecies [Bolefinue cavipes (Opat) Kalchbr.], — TYPIFICATION.
Three species, Boletus rufus, B. luteus, and Boletinus cavipes, the type
apecies of the names of the three sectiona into which the genua was divided,
are to be considered as the most eligible ones; for twe of these, see
under Cricunopres P, Karst. and Bolefinug Kalchbr, When aubsequently
Smotlacha [ie 3B, bihm, Ges. Wiss, Math-nat, Cl, 1811 (8): 32, 1912]
applisd the name Holetopsic P. Henn, in & zomewhat restricted ecircum-
seription, he excludsd Hennings's first section, 'Versipelles,! which boeeame
Holefus zubgen, Kvombliolzia (P, Earst.) Smotlacha, Beck von Mannagetts
(i Z. Pilzk. 2: 147. 1923), too, emended Bolsfopstes with the exclugion of the
game group; he contested tho presence of & ring in Boletus rufus (op. off.
p. 144, footnote), Thos Belefus rufus drops outl. It seema heat to zelect
Boletis luteirs as the type species of Holetopsiz, because it represents the
largest group included in that genus. It was already selected by Singer
(in Lilloa 22: 664, 1951). — Murrill (s Mycologia 1: 5. 1909), for some
reason not clear to me, enumerated Boletopsiz P, Henn, as a “metonym™
of Roletinus Kalehbr.: it is not apparent what apecieas he considered the
type. — Clementzs & Shear (Gen. Fungl 846, 1931) sugprested Holefus
rigfr. This choice should be rejected on historical grounds (see above),
Moreover, it i3 not a species anawering well to the chief characteristic of
the genus: “Hut anfangs mit dem Stiele durch einen Schleier verbunden,”
althourh Hennings, the anthor of Ralefopsiz, stated that it possessed such
a vetl {excesding margin). A well developed wveil is tvpical of the aecond
and third seetion and its existance expressed in the name Cricenopiis, haged
on Boletug lutens! — REMARE, A superfluous name; compare Underwood
(in Buli. Torrey bot. Cl 25; 630, 1898)., — HomonyM: Bolefopsiz Fayod
(1889 “Polyporaceae™), — TYPONTYME: Suilluz 8. F. Gray (1821), Crici-
nopus P. Karst, (1881), Viseipellis Quél, (1BB6), Peplopus (Quél.) Qual
apud Moug., & Ferry (1527), and Frocomus Quél. {1888). And compare
Bofetus L. ox Fr. (1821). — S5TATUS, Impriorable on account of the earlier

homonym,

Boletus L. cx Fr., Sysl. mycol. 1: 385, 1821, — ETYMOLOGY: fdidos,
elod, fwiirgz, Greek fungus name, or, rather, boletus, Homan funges name,
Gender: m, — TYPE SPECIES (selected) : Bolelis hovinus 1o ex Fr., hut: see
below, where . edulis Bull. ex Fr. is propesed as substitute 'I:.ﬂ;e species,
— SOME HISTORICAL NOTES, The name fioding, or boletus, is an ancient ome,
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& Romans used it for instance for Amanite cacsarea (Scop. ex Fr.) Schw,
and perhaps others mushrooms were alse indicated by that name, —
2oletis Tourn,, Elem. Bot, 1: 440, 1684; Inst, 1: 561. 1700,—De Tournefort
deaignated by thiz name a varied assemblage of fungi, comprising apecies
of Morchelln [Dill] Fr., Clethrus Pers, and Phoellus Pers. His French
name for the wenus is “Morille” and species of the Marchelln element were
Jisted first by him, We may confldently reduce Boletus Tourn, to the
gynonymy of Morchelle. — Bofetus [Tourn.] Adans., Fam. P1 2: 9. 1783.—
lanson, who had his own nomenclatural syatem, continued the Tourne-
fortian tradition. He called the genus * Boletus. Tour, £ 326" (= Tourn,
Frst. 1: 561 pl 529, 1TH)), The plate referved to representz two species,
kelonging to Merchelle (f. A) and one to Clathrus (f. B.), His menerie
ription in ecombination with other considerstions allow us to list
Bolétus [Tourn:] Adans, too, a2 & gynonym of Morchelle, Compare also
_ oleticr “Micheli” of Von Haller (Hist. Stirp. indig. Helv, inch, 2: 133.
8, — Solefus [Teurn.] Juss, Gen. PL 4. 1789 —BHoth Adanson and
nn Ha]lcr #like rejected Linnaeus’s srbitrary uzage of old established
] . The first author to introduce Roletus in continuation of the Tour-
cnr*l[an tradition in the hinomial syatem was De Jussion. He restricted
Boletus to Merchelln, Thiz iz one of the instancez in which he resisted
Linnaeus's authority by backing De Tournefort; a similar case is his use
‘ Areeeneitee Dl for Agerieos L, — The name Bolefas has nol been used
In the gense of Movehelle in any publication sabsequent to 1821, — Boletus
, Cat. Pl cg Glasam nasze. 138 & App, T4 1719 °—The forerunner of
nnmnu- genuz Holohies is this Dillenian nze by which the old name Bo-
Felus was transferred to those fungi we arve now ealling the boletes (Ehat
i8, to Swillus of Dillenius’s contemporaries) and perhaps a few polypores.
It is almost imposaible to know what precisely the ten species listed by
Diflenius reprazent, — DEVALIDATED NAME: Boletus [Dill.] L., Spee. PL 2:
1176. 1758.—When Linnaeus took up the Dillenian name, he extented its
Application by also ineluding the polypores, Even in comparatively recent
limes the Linnean genus iz still often ascribed to Dillenius. Linnaeus's
Tirat nse of the name is in “Syetema natoraes™ (17352 az “Bolefis 1),
S which shows that he had slready adopted it before the intreduction of his
“_ nomial method. — ScoPE. When Fries took up Linnaeus's name and

anus, he restricted it by excluding the polypores and retaining the boletes.
is first species is Holetws futews, He called the genus “Boletus, Dill”
; prpIcATION, Various m Eﬂ.!lhl been suggested or indicated, (i) The

2 * Boletus Lutesip Dills T “F pil _%?ﬁmm der Typus von Boletis

i, Huntze In-l'ﬂ- M

-
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first author drastically to restrict Beletus “(Tiu)" [!]* in Fries's circum-
seription, before any type species had been indicated, waa Karsten [in
Rev. mycol. 3 (No. 9): 17, 1881]: the three (Finnish) species admitted
were “B. bovinus Linn,"” "B, piperetues Bull,," and *B. variegatus Swartz,”
in this order, The first of these iz a (ringless) species of Linnaeuz's (of
1753). The Appendix for the determination of types seems to favour the
selection of this fungus, 8. bevines! This would make Bolefus the correct
name for the segregate now often called, frocomus Quél. = Suillug 5. F.
Gray. — {if) Murrill (in Mycologia 1; 10. 1909; +n N, Amer Fl. 9: 154.
1910) was perhaps the first author to appeint a tvpe species in the modern
direct manner, viz., Boletus lutens L. ox Fr., for Boletue L. (175%), of which
it ia the first species. Maire, who contrary to Murrill adopted the later
starting-point date for these fungi, made the same species hiz choice for
Boletue L. ex Fr.. defending it gs follows:

"Le penre Selvtue, tel que Peovisagenit Fries dama le Sysfemo wyeslogionm,
point de départ do nomenclature des Hymiénomyeites, était un démembreement do
prnre - Belriss de Linné, qui comprennit les Polgporas, les Dulefas et une partis des
fhaednlea de Fries. Lo premitra espécs déerite par Fries dans ces Bolefox pst justement
e des ezpeces de Linne, & fwdews, Champlgnon blen conoo i ne pouvent donner
lien & mueune eonfusion, Elle doit & notre svis, e considerée comme lo type do gonre
de Fries." —Maira [in Pobl. Tnst. Bot, Bsrveelona 3 (8] : 40, 1847].

The acceptance of this (ringod) species would again make Boletus
the correct name for feosomus Quél. = Swiflus 8. F, Gray.! — (iii) Clementa
& Bhear (Gen. Fungi 346. 1933) made the surprising sugpestion of Boletis
subtomentosus L, for Bolafus 2 (I4]]) LY — (v} W. B. Cooke (Cen. Honio-
bas, 14, 1953) listed Boletus covipes Opat. as Opatowski's type species of
Boletus “Dill. ex Fr." Apparently an error; it mervely is Opatowski's first
species, — (vi} Several modern authors still use Boletnz in a wide circum-
seription, but an ever increasing number admit among a considerable
zeries of smaller genera one with the name Balefvs and with Holetus edulia
#E the type species: Gilbert, Konrad, Konrad & Maublane, Snell, Singer,
and several more (Maire, g3 quoted above, being an exeption). *[Le] dé-

3 The following year Korsten (im Bidr, Kiinn. Finl MNat. Folk 37: I I ER2)

wrate C{IrlL)"

i Binger {m Amer. Midl. Nat. 37 2. 1847 theught that be could pul aside
B. Lutéuns because “ 8. F, Gray [1821] separsted the genus Suillie with the ?‘pcr Epecies
S, Tuteng from the vest of the boletes, onid. Snell aeeoptod this name'" This is not
a fair statrment of the situntion, Gray divided Bolefus Lo tremsa foto) inte pomerous
ponars, retaining fefetus for some of the polyvpores, and execluded aff of tho bisletes,
which he distriboted over three genern, Leesivnm 8. F. (eray, Piugze 5. F. Gray
and Swithes 5. F. Gray, In this way be alse excluded 8, edulle; the species secep
by Singer! An other of Singer's untennble conclusions (e that one 5 not boond ander

any cirecomstance to acsont o lectotype indicated (o wceordatee with the firat-specios:
rule of the forpver Ametican code,
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smbrement de Pancien gpenre Bolst, oblige . . . forceément 4 conserver
un genre Bolefus résiduel, don't I'sspiee type, par raison quelque peu
sentimentale, ne peut ftre que le B, edulis.”—Gilbert (Bolets 73. 1931).
This was also the conclusion of the *Commission de Nomenclature” of t.hu
#Bociété Mycologique de France” (in Bull, Soe. mveol. France 66: 76, 77,
81, 104. 1950), A drawback of this selection is that Boletus edulis is not
smong Linnaens's species, but it figures among Fries's. If this species he
erred to the perhaps technically more correet choice of B bovinus,
the generic name as re-published by Fries should become dissoelated from
nnacus’s and be cited as ‘Boletus Fr. inot Bolefux L.)° rather than as
Boletus L, ex Fr.' I would heartily support any legal way of srriving at
b typification of ‘Helatus Fr. by B. eduliz, — MONADELFROUS BOMONYMS !
Boletus L. ex Hool., FL scot, 2; 26, 1821.—This is perhaps the first
itroductice of the broadly conceived Linnean genus {inclusive of the
iypores) after the starting-point date. The next authors validly to re-
, Bligh the name for the same broadly conceived genus are Mérat (Nouv,
Fl Paris, 2¢ Ed, 1: 39. 1821) and Roques (Phytogr. médie. 18. 1821}, in
thiz order, Thia reneric name must be typified In connection with Boletus
¢ "{mm F'r.), a puzzle which T do not attempt to solve here. — (i) Boletus
5 F. Gray, Nat. Arrang. Brit, P1, 1: 640, 1821 —A re- publication of the
nean name (but ascribed to Dillenius) independently of Fries's and
ker's and applied exclusive of the holetes, but including only a selection
the polypores. Gray included 17 (British) species. Hiz generic deseription
+ “Cap sessile, semicircular, attached by the side.” Common to Gray's
Lineaeus's genus (of 1758) are, for instance, Boletus igrinvius L.
hellines Quél.) -and B. versicolor L. (Coriolus Quél.). A belated example
of the application of the first-species rule is the listing of Belefus cecsiins
Sehrad. as the type species by W. B, Cooke (Gen. Homobas, 14. 1952). —
Compare also the emendations of Boletus L. by Murrill (type species,
letus luteusy and of Boletus L. by Karsten (type species, B, bovinus® B,
already mentioned above, If Boletus edulis is taken as the type species
Boletus ‘T'r.' these two applicationz would become additional monadel-
il homonyma ; see Donk {in Bull, bot. Gdns Buitenzorg T11 18; 285, 286,
). — Hosmowys: Bolefus [Tourn.] Adans. (1768; Pezizales: devslid-
name), see above, — TYPONYMS, If Holetus hovinus is accepted as the
species: none; If Boletus lufeus is taken: Suillus 5. F. Gray (1821},
inipis P Karst. (1881), Viscipellis Quél, (1826), Peplopws (Quél.)
Quél a,pud Moug. & Ferry, ﬂﬂﬂiﬂ},mm Quél, (1838}, and Boletopeis

B o #iE the :--.='=-='- el *IHIL- Er.: L." {!'u]-m
Hmﬂl i - ]Hnu.Eira hf"u'u’ﬂu
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P, Henn, (1898) ; and if Boletus edulis will be appointed : Tubiporus Paul.
ex P, Karst, (1881}, Dictyopus Quél, (1886), Oedipus Bataille (1908}, and
Cerivmyees Murrill (1909; precccupied) ; and compare Swillur [Haller]
OLK. {1898 : prececupied]).

Campbellia Cooke & Mass. epud Cooke fn Grevillea 18: 87, 1800, —
ETyMoLosY: Mrs, F. Campbell-Martin, Gender: f, — TYPE SPECIES (3elect-
ed) : Merulivs infundibulifermis Cooke & Mass.—A very imperfecty known
speciez which needs to be redeseribed from the type collection; the spores
sugpest Dloporus Quél, ("Grodon Opat’). — ScorE. Two- species. The
one here indicated as the type is the first, Camphellie africein Cooke &
Maas,, the second, The latter ix said by Singer (in Lilloa 22: G48. 1951)
toy b certainky Gyrodon (= Uloporws), — TYPIFICATION. The firat species
waa gent in by the collector who was commemorated in the generic name;
labels and documents (coloured figure) in the Kew Herbarium leave no
doubt as to this species being the correct cholee, Tt was selected by Murrill
(i J. Myeol, 8: 98 1908), Imazeki (in Bull. Tokyo Sei Mus. No. 6: 41.
1948), and W, B. Cooke {Gen. Homobas, 16, 1953). — Clements & Bhear
{Gen. Fungi 347, 1931) suggested O, afrieand; Singer (in Schweiz, Z, Pilzk,
20 217, 1951) selected the same species and, moreover, remarked (Singer
in Sydowia 5: 466. 1851), in connection with “a specimen at the Riks-
muzeet [Stockholm] which came from the Herbarium Sydew and is
evidently part of the type as it was colleeted by Wond 1888" that “since
it is the first species of this dubious genus available for examination, it is
here considered as type of the senus.” This argument must be rejocted:
the types of both species have been available from the start in the Kew
Herbarium, and T would add that a study of the specimens ueed by the
authorz of the name ought to have precedence. Finally, the indication of
. africann as type species is of & much later date than that of M. infin-
dibuliformis! — Homonys: Cemphellin Wight (1850 Orebanchaceae). —
IsonyM: Rodwape H, & P. Syd. (1901), qv. — B7aT08. Impriorable on
account of the earlier homonym, and, therefore, rennmed.

{Ceriomyces Murrill in Mycologia 1: 140, 1908; in N. Amer, Fl. 9!
186. 1910. — ETYMOLOGY: =ypdos, homeycomb; wésyc, fungos. Gender: 1.
— TYPE SPECIES (by original designation): “Cerontpees erassus Batt,”
interpreted by Murrill az identical with Holetus eduliy. Bull, ex Fr. —
Scope. Applied to a part of Boletus L. — Remark. Murrill resurrected an
old name and validly published it in =0 doing in 1809.-He (3urrill i J.
Mycol. 9: 87, 98. 1903) had earlier enteved “Ceviomyces Batarr.” with
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L. erassus Batarr” (the first ‘hinominl’ lated) as a genus of Boletaceas,
bt on that occasion he did not validly publish the name beeause he added
no generic description and his reference to Battarra is worthless since
g latter author pave no deseription that would comply with the present
ode. Some general remarks on Battarra’s names fwhich are neither
i mlﬂt nor binary) will be given in the instalment devoted to * Agari-
e’ | compare also Donk (in Bull, bot. Gdns Buitenzorg 111 18: 870-371,
| 9. Ceriomiyees Batt, (Fung. Agri arimin. Hist, 62 pl, 25 f. A, 1758)
I8 the (monoverbal) specific name for the fruft-bodies of Baolyporus tither-

weter (Jacq.) ex Fr., sprouting from the well-known Ttalian fungus stones’ ;
“-- I8 species is among the contents of Battarra's class XV. (Polypeoris
eraster is the selected type species of Polyporus [Mich.] Fr. ex Fr.)
ides, the word “Ceriomyces” entered into the names of nine species
ing together the whole of Battarra™ class XVI. The first of these,
Cerviontyess crassus Batt. (op. oif, pl, 29 f. A, B, identified with Boletis
s, was regarded ps the nomenclatorial type apecies by Murrill, If
Battarra's ‘generic name’ is to be typified at all, it should be bv the species
Besring the speeific name Ceriomyces, that i is, by Polypporis fubernster

However, that specles was passed by Murrill because its name was ‘non-
bi mmi' * [Battarra's] first binomial species listed is C. erassis Battarr.

"—Murrill {in J. Mycol. 9: 87, 1808). This latter name is biverbal
but not binomial! Sives the valid publication of Cerfmmyess Teata on
alirrill accompanying deseription, it should be trpified by that awthor's
tnterpretation of Ceriomyess crossus, rather than by Battarra’s fungus, —
HoMonyM: Cerviompees Corda (1887 : “Polyporaceae™), q.v. — TYPoONYMS:

Wuliporus Paul, ex P, Karst. (1881), Dlietyopus Quél. (1886), and COedipie
:;';!" He (1903). And compare Boletus L. ex Fr. (1821) and Swillus [Haller]

& E., (1898 preoceupied), — STATUS, Impricrable on account of the earlier

oy m.

. Chaleiporus Bataille in Bull. Soc. Hist. nat, Doubs No, 15: 19 (r eprint
Pagination), 1908, — ETYMoLOGY : prolads, COpPPEr; adons, pore. Gender:
— TYPE SPECIES (zelected) ; Boletus piperntus Bull, ex Fr. — Score,
e species were treated in a key, their order being Boletus plervhagnesii
L., B, piperafus, and B. amarellee Quél. — TypiFicaTion. The ohvious
e i8 Boletus piperafus, already selected by W. B. Cooke (Gen, Homo-
2. 19, 1953).

L & This s -.ppnrmﬂi Amanete detarmination (Diet. _||:|:|r: Champ. sup, #71,

i Fries (Svat S l‘nn&m LT R A R -
¥ rwﬂ Battarra’s fUnges | ' * Boletas Euﬂ:iru vaur, taberesnm”
1= \I'd:f = 1
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“Chlorosiphon,”

" Heterosereus,”

" Halosiphon,"

* Homosarens,” and

*Porphyreogporuz” (see also under Porplyrosperna),

Kallenbach {in Pilze Mitteleurop. 1), who favoured an inclusive genus
Boletus, often eited in his synenymy specific names the generic appellations
of whieh corresponded to infrageneric epithets,

“Chicrosiphen badius (Fr.) Beck ¥, Mann. 1923" (Kallenbach, &p. gif.
p. 147, ex. 1939) reflects the exigtence of Bolefus aubzect. Chlovosiphon
Beck (in Z. Pllzle. 2: 144, 1923); " Helerosgrcus appendiculoios (ex
Schaeff.}) Bataille 1908 (Kallenbach, op, cit. p. 83, ca, 1931}, of Oedipus
subgen, Heferosarenws Bataille [in Bull. See. Hist, nat, Doubs No, 150 14
{reprint pagination). 1908]; “Holosiphow veriegetus von Beck 1923
{Eallenbach, ep. cif, p. A0, 1928), of Holetus sect. Holosiphon Beck fin &,
Pilzk. 2: 143, 1928) ; “Homosarens reging Bat. (908" (Kallenbach, op, eil.
P 25, 1927), of Oledipguz aubpen. Homosorens Bataille [ia Bull. Soc. Hist,
nat. Doubs Mo, 16: 18 (reprint pagination). 19087 : and “Porphyresporus
Smotl, 1911" (Kallenbach, op. eif, po 61, 19200, of Bolefuy subgen. Porphy-
rogporie Smotlacha [fn 8.B, bihm. Ges, Wiss, Math.-nat, Cl. 1911 (8):
1. 19117, And zee also under Gyicnopus Quil. and Paplopus Quél,

Coelopus Bataille fr Bull, Soe, Hist, nat. Doubs No. 161 12 {peprinl
pagFination). 1908 — ETYMOLOGY § xeidus, hollow | aeds, fool. Gender: m. —
TYPE SPECIES {selected) : Holefus cyanescenz Bull, ex Fr. — Score. Twe
species were treated in a key; first species, Boletur cponescens, The other
species ia B, cestenens Bull, — TYPIFICATION, The first apecies was indic-
ated as the type by W. B, Cooke (Gen, Homobas, 22, 1953). — TYPONYMS!
Suillus P, Karat. (1852, preoceupied), Gryroporus Guel, (LEEG), Lactizuwillns
0K, (1898; not validly published), and Lewcoconiug (Reichenh,) ex Beck
(19231,

Cricunopus P. Karst. i Rev, mycol, 3 (No. 8) : 16 188], — ETYMOLG-
GY 1 xpivoc, TiNg; aw'y, foot, Gender: m. — TYPE BFECIES (selacted)  Bolofus
lutens L. ex Fr. — Score. Introduced for the ringed species of Haolefus
sect, Viscipelles * Gennini Fr. (Hym. europ. 496, 1874}, althsugh this name
was not especially mentiomed, Karsten listed three (Fipnish) species of
which the first is Bolefus letews, — TyPIFICATION, Murrill (fs Myeologia 1:
10, 1909) indicated the first species as the type: later authors selected
the same speciea; — TYPONYM&: Suillits B, F, Gray (1@1]- Hﬂ&ﬁm Qudl,
(1886), Peplopis (Quél) Quél, apud Moug, & Ferr 3
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Quél. (1888), and Holetopsis P. Henn, (1898; preoceupied), And compare
iFoletus L. ex Fr, (1821).

Dictyopus Quél, Ench, Fung. 159, 18386, — ETYMOLOSY ! déxrvor, net-
work; aocs, foot, Gender: m, — TYPE 8PECIES (zelected) : Roletus edulix
. &x Fr. — Scope. Introduced for a part of Boletus L. ex Fr. First
'EE!, Eoletis felleus Bull, ex Fr.; second species, B. edulis. — TYPIFI-
- The first species, B. fellews, was soon afterwards given o special
rcmsmua'l generic name (Rhodoporss Quél, q.v.), a name validly pub-
ed by Bataille in 1908, The indication of this species as the type of
tyopus by Murrill {in Mycologia 1: 15. 1909) iz, therefore, to be rejected.
ere should be no hesitation in selecting B, edulis; it is the best known
gdible bolete included. Tt was chosen by Konrad (in Schweiz, 7. Pilzk. 10
460, 19325 for Dicfyopus as 4 subgeneric epithet), Singer (in Amer. Midl,
N t 37: 20, 1947, and Kithner (in Bull. Soe, Nat. Ovonnax 2: 44. 1948).
-: Tyroxyss: Tubipores Paul. ex P, Karst. (1881), Oedipus Bataille (1908),
and Ceriomyees Murrill (1909 ; presceupied), And compare Boletus L. ex
Fr. (1821) and Swillus [Haller] O.K. (1898; precccupied),

Eriocorys Quél, Ench, Fung. 163, 1886. — ETYMOLOGY: Eowr, Wool;

iovs , helmet, head. Gender: f, — TYPE sPECIES (only original EpECies)

Mﬂ'& strobilacens Scop. ex Fr—The correct name for this species is
Fther Stralilompces floceepus (Vahl ex Fr.) P; Karat. — REMARE. Though
indicated as such, one might well be tempted to consider this name an
onym of Strobilomyces Berk.; however, the latter was not mentioned
aven as a synoym. In any case Eriscorys is a perfectly superfluous name,
TyronyYM : Strobilomyeez Berk, (1851).

Euriporus,—See Euryporis,

Euryporus (uél,, Ench. Fung, 163, 1886, — ETYMOLOGY: iosie, wide:
wipo:, pore. Gender: m. — TYPE SPECIES (only original specles): Roletus
tvipes Opat. — REMARE. Though not indicated as such, one might well
b iem;:-ted te consider this name an isonym of Boletinus Kalehbr,; how-
ever, the latter was not mentioned even as a synonym. In any casze Eury-
M‘Haua perfectly superfluous name. — VARIANT SPELLING : * Ewriporus™;

n M!I.I‘r.'!h Enum. méth. Myeoph. 203, 1888 —Apparently an error. —
: : Boletinus Kalchbr. (1867) and Tromaperus Kalchbr. {1867 ;
ny 'wihdlr published),

. Feveria Rafin, Anal, Nat :-fﬂ;ﬂ-hl Univ. 211, 1815. — A nomen
nudum for a genus of “Holetid Jl!lﬁm' ineluding boletes as well as
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polypores, No suggestion iz possible as to the group for which it was
eoined,

Filoholetus P. Henn—See “*Apgricaceae.”
Fiztuling Ball, ex Fr.—=See “Polyporaceas.”

Fistulinella F. Henn. in Bot, Jh, $0: 45, 1901, — ETYMOLOGY : dimin-
utive of Fustuling, Gender: . — TYPE =PECIES {only n-ﬂmna] specien) |
Fistulinelln stowdis P, Henn,

Froetiella Murrill, Florida Bol. ¢n Mimeogr, Contr, Herb, Univ,
Florida Exp. Sta. [unnumbered] : 1, 6. 1842, — Introdoced for two apecies,
EBoletus rusgellif Frost and B, hetula Schw. The firat of these was indicated
a2 the type zpecies by W. B. Oooke (Gen, Homobas, 836, 1958), — Not
validly published: no Latin deseription; there is a short English one in
the key on page 1.

(rasteroholetus —Ses Fastrobalelus,

Gastroboletus Lohwar @ Beih, bof. Chl 4211 273, 1926 (deacription
reproduced by Singer 4 Ann. mwveol, 403 21, 1942) ; 4 Handel-Magetti.
Bymb. zinicae 2 (Keissl. & Lohwag, Fungi): 54. 1937, — ETYMOLOGY:
vaaripn, bally ; the genus Boletus. Gender: m, — Type species (only original
gpecies) : [Goeatroboletus boediind Lohwag]."—Although the genusz was
already described in 1926, it was not until 1987 that the author properiy
named its only species, — VARIANT SPELLING: “Gosterobolelus™; W. B.
Cooke, Gen. Homobas, 38, 1953,

Crirndon.— Hea (ryrodom.,

Gymnopus (Quél) Quél, opud Moug, & Ferry, Champ, is Louois,
Départ. Voages, Fl, Voages 476 (108, reprint pagination). 1887, — ETYMO-
LOGY ¢ piruvids, naked ; xoiz, Toot, Gender: m. — TYPE SPECIES (same as of
bazinym) ; Boletus graonulafis L, ex Fr. — BasinyM: Vizgeipelliz [subgen. ]
Ceymeiiopies Cuel, Ench, Fung, 156, 1B86.°—This name was not mentioned,
but there can be no doubt it being basinym of the peneric name. It was
introduced for the ringless spocies of Viseipelliz Quél. (1886), the ring
bearing ones being called Viscipellis [subgen.] Peplopus Quél., basinym
of Peplopus (Quél) Quél, — Score. Same as of baginym. — TYPIFICATION.
The best known and perhaps most common represéntative in France is
% According o W, B, Cooke {Gen, Homobas. 35 1958) this apecies belongs to
Trutensoinieiie Zeller (avnonym, Dadgea Hllmwh ] e Gadl,

=Kallenbach (i Pilas H-:-Inlaump 1: i ia b
1BRE," ele. s ByTOnymE, 'rhulh evidently an un'-n-:'+ gﬂﬂdﬁ‘f& o L hborgni;

/
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peted here. — REMARE. These generie names, Peplopuz and Gymnopus,
have been overlooked and no species have so far been suggested as types.
I assume that Quélet himself iz their author becanse the names appear in
& catalogue “dressé par Antoine Mougeot . . . et par Réné Ferry, avec
' eoncours de M. Quélet ; . . et de M. Forguignon . . ." If this sup-
position would prove to be ;inn:n-rrmt., the ecitation of the names would
simably become ‘Peplopus (Quél.) Moug, & Ferry' and ‘Gumnopus
iL.) Moug. & Ferry' respectively. — HomonyM: Gymnepus (Pers.) ex
F. Gray 1321 (“Agaricaceae”). — TypoNyM: Rostkovites P. EKarst.
1Y, — BraTus, Impriorable on aceount of the earlier homonym,

| Gyrodon Opat, in Arch, Naturgesch. 2 (1)1 5, 1886 {description repro-
duced by Kallenbach in Pilze Mitteleurop. 1: 118, 1936). — ETyMoLoGy:
b, TINE; ddcie, tooth. Gender: m. — TYPE BPECIES (selected) : Bolefus
otremaides Fr, = B, sistotrema Fr—An as vet unidentifiable species
below) . — SoorE. See below. — TyriFioaTion. The fivst of Opatowski's
species (B. sistotremoides) waas designated as the type by Fries (Epicr.
4. 1828) and Maire [in Publ. Inst. bot., Barcelona 3 (4) : 42, 1937]. The
pecond species (Boletus volvafus Pers.) has heen placed in a genus of [ty
: Volveboletus P, Henn,, q.v. — Many modern authors have been
ng a8 if Boletus Noidus Bull, ex Fr. weare the lype species; it has even
n suggested or indicated as such: Clements & Shear (Gen, Fungi 8347.
1931), Gilbert (Bolets 103. 1931), Konrad (in Schweiz. Z. Pilzk. 10: 149,
18 32 i Bull. mengs, Soc. linn. Lyon 1: 116. 1932), and Singer (in Anmn.
mycol. 34: 326, 1926, in Rev, Mycol. 5: 37. 1988} ; all incorrectly ascribing
the combination G-i-,r“rq}rim: Hvidim to Opatowsli, — 0. Kuntze [Rev. Gen.
Pl 3 {2) : 482, 1898] ‘restored’ the name for Volveholefus P. Henn., q.v.,
,g?anua bazed on Opatowoski’s second species, B. volvatus. — REMARK.
L reproduce two authorstive comments on the status of the type HMEcies

"Tig Gettong Gyeoden wupde {m Jahr 1836 von Opatowski ovspringlich for Z
Liternturnrten aufpestolt, sfatotremoides Fr, und volvatus Pers, Die Beschrei-
falpen als Fusanote. Alle beiden Arten sind sehr kritisch, Dor lotztere Pilz
iet in der Matur wohl gar nicht vorhanden, somdern war nach Quélet vielleicht nur
A Misshifdung von Aueasily eggisate, (2]

®Matetrs aistotremetden Tpo = [Poledua] Siptotveme Fr lst mir ebenfalls noch
nfeht wu Gesicht gelommen. Auch habe ich in der Literatur nech keine ganz klaren
Anhaltspunkte dafir gefinden. Fries bezweifelt dieas Art aelbist, or betmerkt =0 dicsem
FAn woro monsirosa progentes’ ond "Typus generia Finedeatis Opat sed omuses
apecien sunt mods Bolebi deformes’ Den wirklichen Griibling — viellefcht die
po aurapnischin Eﬂrmﬂmﬂrﬂ — hat Oputowski Oherhaopt nicht =u seiney
1 Gattung Gyrade mwrmtﬂmh Tlhrt {hn als livides unter Holeten aofl

# Sow also under Volvobolotws.
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Az winder wine Nomenclaturkomiddie, wobel der Mame Fyredon heubs fdr stwas
Gieltung  hat, wofdr er ursprunglich gar nleht  gemiineg war, . oS —Eallenbach
(in Pilze Mitteleurop, 13 113-114, 18936; compare also in &, Pllek, 8: D0-%d 1828).

Singer’s real conclusion is ingeniously covered by the néxt comment:

“Konrad snd Maublome [Ie, sel. Fung. &5 474, 18871 and other sathors think
that @, sistolrema and G. sistotremeidin are synonyma of &, Hiidue, and jodging from
the deseviption which 1= the vnly dosoment we hawve, we admit that there is no good
viggon for eliminating ihis species from Gireden sinee ( may woll pass as an
extremme form [of] &, Hiddos, It would thus become a form with more elongsted stipo
and *whitish® context, and the configuratton of the hymenophore deseribed by Fries
would find its logical explanotion when considersd to be of the type observed in old
stages of Guredon [ividus rather than by looking for rame deformations in other
genera:, The secret of Gyrodew sisfolrema will nover be lifted in oo absalutedy con-
clugive way, and, as 1t seems to ug, 1t would b best to lob it go ot that, and not canse
nomenclatural tronbls by refusing ‘endorsement” of this epecies sz a Gyroden Eensn
stricko. The peneral consensus appeavs to be rather to medel Gproden along the
charaeters of Gfyvedon Ireidie even at the risk of having to conzerve the generic name
(igrodon in this sense"—Singer (in Farlowin 3: 240244, 1045].

The identity of Bolefur sistrolemn (orignally ealled B, sizlobremoides)
has not vet been settled, although some authors are dispoaed to identify
it with Belefus lividus; compare Singer's note jost quoted and a later one
{itn Sydowia 5; 449, 1951) in which he reported that “the specimen in the
Fries Herbariom was sent from France by Quélet and was determined by
Friez himself as Boletus (Frodon) sistelremoides Fr, It has the character-
istic amall and short apores of Gyroedon Uvidus, viz. 5.56—86 » 3.7—4.6 u;
glamp connections are present.’”” In a later work Friez (Hym. europ. 519
1874) cited “Karst. Finl, Polyp. p. 14, Quélet Jur, p. 243. B, brackyporus
Rostk. t. 11 {(eolore recedens)" as belonging to B. sistotrema, Singer (in
Farlowia 2: 248, 1945) thinks that Karsten's fungus is nothing but Boletus
hovinug Fr. sincé that author indicated the spores ag being elongate.
However, Quélet's funrus {(as we have also seen from the spesimens in
Fries's herbarium) is clearly B. litidus and the same applies to Rostko-
vigz'a (¢ . . . in der Nihe van Elsbrichern™). Thus it may be conciud-
ed that, apart from some errors, Fries at the emd of his life attributed to
R, sigtrotrena specimens of a species (B, lividue) he kept apart from it in
his then remote vouth, Boletus sistotrema he collected only once about 1815!

On the other hand Fries, who knew Roletus leldus, never sonaciouszly
admitted their conspecificity ! He strongly doubted that B. sistofrems was
a normal growth-form: “An vero monstrosa progenies? Nullo vers fungo
a me viso similis” (Obs. myeol. 1: 120, 1815) ; “Valde similis 2. volvato
Pers. . . .; ceterumque unica viee uﬁﬂat?lhlq.._ﬂﬂm !!,Ellﬁ recepimus’
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{Boleti 6. 1835) ; " Tyyus SR, Uy 1 P he i ﬂd omnes ejus species
sant modo Beleti deformes’ (Epier. 4 From hiz deseriptions, too,
gt would appear to differ fmm ] SEVE :mpnrf.ant characters:

B L L Hymenmin mmsn-pnrm .. dér ::--. gyriz a pileo separa.
iﬂliﬂ . margine mterdumwﬁ'.' ,- alatls integris; tabulis . . . a sub-
it.nntm propria formatis et g .'i'. a& mﬁﬂjn in dentes difformo
compressos obiusos lacerum® (18] E} -”!smjﬂm Merulii fore loncrimantis"
(Byat. mycol. 1: 389, 1g21)wm: *ﬂ,‘g&ﬁm <. . albida immutabilis" (1815) ;

and “Pinet. rare™ (19358}, “In qﬂﬁgm inter Faceinia™ (Hym, europ,
B§19. 1874). All these Ttems mﬂm it very difficult, if not quite impossible,
to identify it with B. fvidws, and T would reject Singer's conclusion that
B, sistotrenia is a form of B. Holdis with more elongated stipe, whitish
gontext, and the configuration of the h;rmﬂmphure of old atagpes,

If only really wants to retain the name Guroden as it is now generally
;pp]jed it might appear more’ ﬂntls!mtnry not to play ostrich policy but
to put the name on a seeure basis by proposing it as a nomen conservandum
with Boletus lividus as the type. This could be done by conserving, for
inatance, Gyrodon sensy Gilbert (Bolets 102, 1931) against Gyrodon Opat.
Otherwise, it will be only 8 matter of time before Uloperes Quél, is revived
to take the place of Gyrodon In Its present application. The genus, even
thn enlarged by the incorporation of Beletinellus Murrill (1909}, is only
t small one containing hardly more than about eight species. This con-
sideration coupled with the fact that there is a priorable name available
for the group ({Mloporus) are the reasons why I do not think a ease can be
‘made for formally moving such a proposal, — VARIANT SPELLING: “(7ir-
flon'; in Rev. myecol. 5127, 1888.—An unintentional error,

Gyroporus Quél, Ench. Fung, 161, 1886, — ETYMOLOGY : pigus, TINE:
Smigos, pove, Gender: m, — TYPE SPECIES (selected) : Boletus eyonescens
Bull, ex Fr. — Score. Introduced with seven gpecies, of which Boletus
(Branescena ia the first. — TYPIFICATION. Mureill {in Mycologia 1: 14, 19009
1 N. Amer. Fl. 9: 133, 1910) indicated the first species as the type. He
‘wae followed by Gilbert (Bolets 101, 1981), Singer (in Ann, myeol, 34:
825, 1926; in Farlowia 2: 281, 1945; in Lilloa 22: 643, 1961), and Maire
t'[-u Publ Inst bot,, Barcelona 3 (4): 42. 1887]. — Konrad (in Schweiz.
N Pilzk. 12: 178, !934]1 selected Boletus easlonens Bull, “ex Fries™ and
his H‘pﬂ.‘.].-ES was also listed by W. B. Cooke (Gen. Homobas, 42, 1953) for
roporus “Quél, em, Pat. . . . 1887." — TYPowYMs: Swillus P. Karst.

W Py exeellent of the hymeninl confipuration of B Wefdes, soe
Lalloniaeh (in Pilzs ifiltla!ahumm:l: SR PR e
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(1882; precccupied), Lectisiillus OK. (1892; not validly published),
Coslopus Bataille (1908), and Leweoconiug (Reichenb.) ex Beck (1923).

Heimiella Boedijn (n Sydowia 5: 216, 1951, — Erymorocy: R, Heim,
(zender: f. — TYPE sPECIES (only original species) : Bolelus refisporus Pat,
& C. F. Baker,

“Heterosnrens.”—See under “Chloresiphon.”
“Huologiphon"—3ee under *Chloroziphon.""
“Homosarows."—See under “Chlororiphon,"”
Hypolepin Raflin—S8ee Deuteromyceles,

Freehinws Heim fn O.R, Acad. Bei., Pariz 208: 376, 1939 (nomen
nudum) ; in Rev. Mycol. 4: 20, 1939 (nomen nudum), — Introduced with
two speeles, Teechinus mofus Heim (selected here as the type species) and
I. wminte Heim, — No Latin deseription. When in the same vear Heim
{in Rev. Myecol, 4:; 5-20, 1938) dealt more fully with the genus, he
published Latin descriptions for the two species, but not for the genus.
Thiz omizsion has not yet been made good by subeequent aothora like
Singer (fn Ann. mycol, 40: 46, 1942), who accepted the genus, or Singer
(tn Lilloa 22: 687, 1961), when he placed it among the “genera ineertas
Rﬂdiﬂ.”

Ixoeomus Quél, Fl. mycol. France 411. 1888, — ETYMOLOGY: i,
hird-lime, glue; wduy, hair. Gender: m, — TYPE S8PECIES (selected) : Boletus
Tutens L. ex Fr. — BasmyM: Viscipellis Quél, Ench. Fung, 155, 1886.—
Irocomus iz an undeniable and mere name change for Viecipellis Quél,
(1886), q.v., although this was not especially stated. — TYPIFICATION.
Acceptance of the foregoing conclusion makes Bolefus luteus the correct
type species; it was already propesed by Binger (fn Farlowia 2: 255,
1945), — Murrill (in Mycologia 1:140. 1909) regarded Quélet's first apecies
under fronomus, Boletuz bodius Fr., as the type. There iz no indication that
when Quélet changed the name of hiz genus, he nleo thanged its type. —
The same argument can be invoked to reject Boletus gramulatus 1. ex Fr.,
selected by Gilbert (Bolets 92. 1931) and Singer (in Ann. mycol, 34: 325
1086). — TyroNyMs: Swillus 8. F, Gray {1821), cﬂdﬂm P. Karst
(1881}, Viseipellis Quél, (1886), Peplapus (Quél) Quél. apud Moug, &
Ferry (1887), and Boletopsiz P. Henn. (1980, preoccupied). And compare
Baletus L. ex Fr. -
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Krombhaolzia P. Kuarst. ju Rev. ‘myeol. 8 (No. 9): 17, 1881 — Ery-
MOLOGY : J. von Krombholz, Gender: f. — TYPE SPECIES (selected) @ Bolefus
persipellia Fr—This apecies (ef. Lundell fu Lund. & Nannf.,, Fungi exs.
guec. No, 1305, 1946) iz very commen in Sweden, where Bolefus mrantio-
eux Bull. ex Hool, hag not been found as vet. It was correctly interpreted
by Earsten (ef. in Bidr. Kinn Finl, Nat Folk 37: 17. 1382). There ia
not much room for doubt as to which species Fries called B, versipelliz, —
In France both B, versipellis and B, ourentiocts are common and have
been confused in such a manner that even nmow many French authors
{Gilbert is an exception) prefer to list B. versipellizs as a synonym of
B, auranticens or to reject the name altopether, This may explain why
Maire mentioned the type species of his name change for the pressnt
generic name, Krombholziella, a.v., as B. aurantiocus, — As to the correct
'ﬂa.me of B. versipelliz Fr,, this problem does not need to be solved in the
prmnt paper, but it can already be confidently stated that the name
B, versipellis ought not be listed as a synonym of B. aurenfioces s str
a8 has been done by Singer (in Amer. Midl, Nat. 37: 123, 1947). — ScoPE.
Two species were mentioned, Bolefus versipellis and B, seaber Bull, ex
Fr. Although this was not explicitly indicated, the genus was introduced
for Bolefus sect, Verstpelles Fr, (Epicr. 423, 1838 ; Hym, eurcp. 514. 1874).
— TypiFication, It is difficult to choose between the two mentioned
apecies: B. versipellis has ila epithet in common with that of Fries's
ection name of the group which Karsten had in mind when establishing
the genus; on the other hand Fries (Summa Vep. Scand, 2:; 318 184%9)
gnce called the same group “Stirps B, geabri” The firat species, Boletus
wersipelliz, was considered the type by Marrill (va Myeologia 1: 140, 19049)
and Maire (see under Krombholzielln) ; it was also selected by Singer
Cipe Amer. Midl, Nat. 37: 110, 1947). — Gilbert (Bolets 88, 1881), Konrad
fin Schweiz. 2, Pilek: 10: 149, 1982; in Bull. mens. Soc, linn, Lyon 1:
117. 19832; for the name reduced to subgeneric rank), and Singer {in Ann,
mycol. 34: 326. 1936) selected Bolelus seaber. — HoMonys @ Krombholzie
Rupr, ex Galeotti {1842 nomen nudum) ex Fourn, (18763 Gramineas)—
Also apeit Krombhioltzic [Bentham in J, Linn. Soc, (Bot.) 19: 121, 1881,
n aynonymyl]. Compare alse Snell (n Myeologiz 34: 408, 1942).Y —
_f_ﬁﬂ]ﬁlm: Krombbelzielln Maire (1937). — TyroxyMs., Compare Leccinm
.ﬂ. F. Gray (1821) and Twiehyppus Bataille (1908 ; presccupied). — STATUS,
Impriorable on account of the earlier homonym, and, therefore, changed
into K rembhotziella.

1 Singer's remarks on this sulbfest (i Apn. myeol, 40: T2 1942 are partly
P . : . .
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Krombholziella Maire in Publ Inst, bot., Barcelona & (4): 41. 1837.*
— EryMmovoay; diminutive of Krombholzin, Gender: f. — TYPE SPECIER
(zelected for basinym) : Boletus versipellis Fr—Listed by W. B. Cooke
(Gen. Homobas, 52. 1858) as “K, versipelliz (Fr.)." Called “K. owrantiaca
iHogues ex Bull) Maire” by Maire (le) and “K. awraptices” by Singer
(in Amer, Midl: Nat, 87: 110, 1947). — BazinyM: Krembholzia P, Karst,
(1881}, qv. — VALID PUBLICATION. Mo description. frembholzielle was
validly published by the reference *Krombholzin Karst, 1881, thus as a
mere name change; it must have the same type species az its basinym., —
TYPoONYME. Compare Lecsinuin 8. F. Gray (1821) and Trechypus Bataille
(1908 precccupied).

Laetizuillug QK. Rev, Gen. PL 3 (2): 586. 1898 (nomen provi-
gorium). — A provisionsl name and henee nol validly publizshed ; “Wollte
man Swillus Karsten {g.v,] aufrecht erhalten, so0 mosste man dieser Gruppe
einen newen Namen zB. Lactizuillus geben” — Typonvms: Coelopis
Bataille (1908} and Leweeconivs (Reichenb.) ex Beck (1923).

Leccinum S. F. Gray, Nat. Arrang. Brit. PL 1: 644, 1821, — ETy-
MOLOGY ! leceing, Italian fungus name. Gender: n, — TYPE SPECIES: (select-
ed} : Holefus purantincss Bull. — SBcorE. The genus, a3 introduced by
Gray, almost covers Peraoon's Bolefur “ A, Pileo pulvinato carnoso, u tubiz
elongatis facile 8o disningeste. (SUILLT veferwm) " (Syn. Fung, 508, 1801).
It may be recalled in this connection that Peraoon at that time combined
the polypores and the boletes into »n single penus, Foletus L., the whale
of the boletes making up hiz group A, Only in one regard does Leceiniom
differ in circumseription from Persoon's group A: the first two species,
posaeasing & ring, were excluded and each wus placed in & genus of its
own, Swillug 8 F, Gray and Pinuzza 3. F. Gray, and Leccinum wag thus
reserved for all beletes without a ring, Shortly before, in the same yvear,
Fries had restricted Boletus L. by excluding the polypores; except for
the ringed species (not excluded by Friea), Bejetus Fr,, tog, and Leecinum
are the same. Gray treated tem (British) species, the firat being Boletis
aurovdiorus Bull. Certain modern mycologists who apply & narrow generic
eomeept in Boletaceae distribute the species dealt with by Gray over several
genern: (i) Boletus Fr. restr. (actual type speeies, Bolotus edulis), four
species; (i) Krombholzie P, Karst. = Krombholziella Maire, two species,
ome of which is Gray's first; (iif) Swlleg 50 F. Gray emend. Bnell, two

12 Tn the sext of thiz- publication, Keowbkelselin s dioted 1085, ond Singer (v
Awmer. Midl, Nat. 37 110, 19475 i Lillos 2%: G50 1951 a1%0 gave 3015 oa Lhe dute
of publicatlon. However, the actual date is 1937.
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species; (iv) Xerocomus Gl (= Versipellis Guél), one species; and (v)

L Girroporss Quél., ong gr.gmmm-;ﬂﬁuh half the number of Gray's
cEpeciez form s fahitrent ﬂqupi:__wng to Gilbertt's Soletis Fr.
Caensy afviets, — Tyrivicarion. Gray's geperic description revesls only
(one feature from which Leecium. differs from his genera Swillis and
Pinuzza, “eollar 0" and none of the original species agrees better with
Lit than any of the others, ATl q._qdﬂ_l.‘l together, one cannot escape the con-
celusion that the selection of a speeies of the Boleius slement in s strictest
Fand current sense would have been a judicious choice. However, another
~apecies has already been chosen, — Murrill (i Myeologia 1: 140, 1909),
:gﬂ-':ﬂnﬂ' in accordance with the Tirst-species rule, indicated Boleliws auran.
tigews Bull. and treated Leecinum s n synonym of Ceriompees © Battar,”
Bnell {in Myeologia 34: 405-406, 1942) chose Gray's second apecies,
L. seatrwm (Bull, ex Fr.) 8 F. Gray." Simultanecusly he “also praposed
‘that Leecinum 8, F. Gray , , . be adopted for [Boletis sect,] Versipellis
‘of Fries and Peck in place of Truchppus Bataille (1008)." He was Appar-
‘ently unaware of Murrill's previous selection. Sinwer (in Amer. Midl,
CNat. 37: 111, 1047) reverted to B, aurenticeus Bull.,” which he afterwards
Selected again [Singer iy Lillon 22: 683, 1951 ; as “L. auranticenm (Bull.
‘ex) 8. F, Gruy"]. Both species; B. nuranticens and B seaber, represent
‘the Kvombholrielln element, — REMARK, Gray gave Micheli as the author
ol the name, The latter (Micheli, Nov. PL Gen, 128, 1729 mentioned the
popular Itelian name leecine under hizs tenth spacies of Swillus Mich, -
éﬂg!ﬁtﬂ!is esculentus, evasens, supevie fulvus, fnferne Tufesis, pedienly con-
ealors, rugoso, & pspere Mich, — TYPONYME. Compare Krombholzin P,
Karst, (18817 preoceupied) and Kronbholzielle Maire {1987), and Traehyy-
iz Bataille (1908 ; preoccupied),

Leucobolites Beck in Z, Pilzk. 2: 142, 1923, — ETYMoLOgY: degwis,
White; daliige, ancient fungus name (see under Boletuz), Gender: m, —
"TYPE SPECIES (aelected) @ Boletus castancus Bull—When valldly re-publish-
dnyr Builiard's name in the starting-point book, Fries {Syst. myeol. 1: 392,
1521} misapplied it, He himself detected his error and in 1838 {Epicr.
420, 426) used Bulliard's name in its original sense, renaming his own
Species of 1821 Boletus vaceinus Fr. It s not precizely known what the
datter name really eovers, — There is no doubt about the species Beck
von Mannagetia had in mind: Bulliards peios. — ScoPE. Introdueed

- s

1l Iy Hh!lia]].’L‘l‘Iﬁﬂ!'x Italicus" leecing s lsted for page 171 anly. On the ]mfe
ugl-

ited * Lecelno il m nder gne of the species of Fungan Totrn.g the m
room invalved {4 an 3
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with five species. — TYPIFIOATION, The species indicated iz the best known
reprezentative. It has slready been selected: “The genus Lewcobolifes
Beck is obvionaly framed around the characters of Gryreporus costonens,
the firet apecies cited . . . ."—8inger (in Farlowia 2: 281, 1945). The samae
species had been suppested before by Clemenis & Shear (Gen. Fung. 346,
1931).

Lewdaeonivm —See Leneoromnius,

Leucoconius (Reichenb.) ex Beck in &, Pilzk. 2; 146, 1923, — ETvy-
MOLOGY @ deswmde, white? wown, dust. Gender: m. — TYPE 2PECIES {(only
original speciez) ; Boletus cpanescens Bull. ex Fr. — PROTONYM : Boletus
pect. Leweseoniug Reichenb., Bepert. Herb. 5. Nomenel, 12, 1241, —Nomen
nudum. Introduced for Bolefus sect. Lewcosporua Fr. — REMARKE. When
Beck von Managetta introduced the genus he explicitly excluded Foletus
eastaneus Bull. ex Fr., the only species admitied being Boletus opoies-
cena, — VARIANT BPELLING: * Lewesconium™; W. B. Cooke, Gen, Homaobaz,
BT, 1953, — Typowyus, Guropors: Quél (1886) and Coelopus Bataille
(1908,

Lewecoerieos (I, Bchroet.) Smotlacha in 8.8, bohm. Ges. Wiss.,
Math.-nat. €l 1911 (5) : 82, 1912 {in synonvmy). — Smotlacha listed the
reneric name *, . , Leueocricos Karsten 1882, Schroeter 1389, Bchenk
1280 as a synonym of Folefopsis P. Henn, What he referred to should
have been cited az Boletus [sect.] Leucociiens 1. Bchoet in Cohn, Eryvpl.-Fl.
Schles. 3 (1) : 498, 1838, Schroster's only species is “H[oletusz] vizcidus
Linné 1786." which, in hizs interpretation, may well be Boletus viscidus
*L." ex Fr. 1885 = Boletus aeruginascens Secr, 1831,

Leucopyropus Snell ée Myveologian 34! 408, 1942, — ETYMOLOCY:
devwds, white: the genus Groporus. Gender: m. — TYPE SPECIES (by
ariginal designation) : Gyroperus piscivderns Murrill—Singer (#n Amer.
Midl. Nat, 87: 99, 1947) reduced this species to a synonym of Boeletus
tabacinus Peck, — SCOPE. Introduced with four species, — REMARK. The
name Leweogproporus was coined on the base of an erronecus statement
communicated to its author, viz,, that the sporeé prints were white in the
type species, The name Aeruginospore Hohn, (“Agaricaceae’) represents a
similar case.

Mison Adans—See *Polyporacese.”” Cited by Steudel [Nomenel. bot.
Pl. crypt, 76, 1824; as “Mizon. Adans (ex parte)"] as a symonym of

Boletus 1o, Fr. by
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Mpeanoporella, Ovaresm.—Spe ¥ 'ﬁﬁi'!ﬂn'l“"" oy

Dedipus Bataille & Bull, m'ﬂm ‘nat, Doubs Mo, 15: 15 (reprint
pagination), 1908, — FTHH'DLUII‘I ﬂ?m;. gwollen footed. Gender: m, —
TYPE SPECIES (selected): Boletus Mhun ax Fr. — Score, Introduced
for the lnrpest part of Boletus L. & ;.; Pr., q.v.. with 25 apecies diztinguizhid
In a key. — TYPIFICATION, Tta best known representative was selected by
Singer (in Amer, Midl, Nat. 87: 20. 1947). — VARIANT SPELLING: " Oedopis
Pat.”: W. B. Cooke, Gen. Homobas. 67. 19563, — Tyronyms: Tubiporus
Paul. ex P. Karst. (1881), Dictpopis Quél, (1886), and Ceriomyees Murrill
{1909 ; prececupied). Compare also Boletws L. ex Fr. and Swillus [Haller]
O.E, (1898, precccupied]).

Oedopus,—See Cedigus,

Paragyrodon (Sing.) Sing, in Ann. mycol. 40; 25, 1842, — ETYMOLOGY :
aapd, next to; the genus Gyrodme. Gender: m. — TYPE S8FECIES (by original
designation and only oripinal species) : Holetus sphoerozporis Peck. —
BaziNyM : Gyrodon subgen, Paragyroden Sing. in Rev, Mycol. 5: 7. 1940,
*gubpen, (an pen.?) nov."—Latin deacription.

Peplopus (Quél.) Quél, apud Moug, & Ferry, Champ. in L. Louls,
Départ. Vosges, FlL Vosges 476 (108, reprint pagination). 1887, —
ETyMOLOGY ¢ afmios, rarment, veil; mmic, foot. Gender ; m, — TYPE SFECIES
(selected) : Boletus heteus L. ex Fr. — BasSINYM: Viscipelliz [aubgen. ]
Peplopeus Quél,, Ench. Fung. 165. 1886.Y—Including the ringed species of
Vigeipellis Quél. — ScopE, Same as of baginym. — TYPIFICATION. Because
Vigeipeliis was divided in 1887 into two new genera (Peplopus and Gym-
nopus) representing the two original subdivisions of the genus, and the
type of Viscipellis, q.v., belongs to the Peplopus part, it is here also selectad
as the type gpecies of Peplopee {infrapenerie aa well as generic name). —
The indication asz the type of Quellet's first species of 1886 by W. B
Cooke {(Gen, Homobas, 71, 1953), viz., of Bolelus spheerocephalus Barla,
ig an example of a rigid application of the first-apecies rule and shows
that the author did not even take the trouble to gather some basic inform-
ation about his “cholee,” About this species, compare Gilbert [Bolets
T28-129 1931, under Feocopes aul[Mivens (Fr) E, J. Gilh.]. This species
must be rejected as non-eligible because it does not answer to the sub-
generic description, “stipite annulo membranaceo vestito." It does not
have @ ving that remains attached to the stem as in the other species

m]il Kallenhach Hi;ﬂﬁhlﬁ?ﬂﬂw I 87, ete; 1928, Ebé':l ;J:imd “Pdphmé.t e
- LR g ns- s o
(W gﬁ’n'lﬁn}' aynony ’I‘hu:lsmne-rlyln rror i alsa
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included by Quélet: as Gilbert writes, “Il n'y a d'autre annean que la
proliférstion de la marge piléique,” a structure not attached to the stem
and evidently aceidental at that, Not only in this respect is Boletus sphae-
rovephalns atypical: It alzo haz gpores agreeing with those of [loperus
Gual, (“Gyrodon Opat.), while thoge of the other {eirht) original species
are rather fuziform, — REMARRS. About the apthor of the name, see nnder
(rifmnopus. — Peplopus haz sometimes been taken as publizhed oz a gener-
ic nome in 18862 compare Karsten (fn Bidr. Kénn, Finl. MNat. Folk 48: 277,
1889 az a synonym of Cricunopus P, Karst.) and W. B, Cooke {{,0.). This
iz incorrect sinee in 1386 Quélet did not use Penlopis in generic rank, —
TYPONYMS: Swillus 8. F. Gray (1821), Cricanopus P. Karst. (1881), Visei-
pedliz Quel. (1886), Trocomaus Quél. (1B88), and Boletopsiz P. Henn, (1398
presceupied). And eompare Boletus L, ex Fr. (1821),

Phaeogyroporus Sing, i Mycologin 36: 360, 1944, — ETyMOLOGY :
ek, dusky; the genus Gyrodon. Gender: m, — TYPE SPECIES (by original
designation) : Roletus brawhil Bres, — SCorE. Introduced for two speties.

Phaepporuza Bataille 75 Bull, Soe, Hist. nat, Doubs No. 165 11 {reprint
pagination), 1M8. — Etymology: gy, dusky, “gris brun'; sdges, pore:
Gender: m. — TYPE 3PECIES {(only original apecies) : Bolelus povphpre-
sporis Fr, = Roletuz peeudoseaber Secr. — HoMoNyM: Phacoporuz J.
Schroet, (1888 ; “Polyporaceae”) . — IsoryM : Porplyrallos E. 1. Gill. 1931,
q.v. — TYPONYM: Porphyrosporss (Smotl) ex Konmr. & Maubl, (1937;
ot validly published) and compare BEhodobaiites Beck (1923), — BTATUS.
Impriorable on account of the earlier homonym, and, therefore, changed
into Porphyrellis,

Phlebopus (Heim) Sing. ¢ Ann. myeol. 34: 326, 1936 ; in Ann. mycol.
407 26, 1942, — ETYMOLOGY ; pidy, edefic, vein; sods, fool. Gender: m. —
Ty SPECIES (only oripinal speeies of baginym) : Boelefus eolozzis Heim, —
BasinyM : Boletus subgen. Phlebopis Heim in Rev, Mycol, 1: 8, 1986 (with
Latin deseription) —Introduced for one species, B, eolosrus. — BCOPE &
VALID PUBLICATION. The valld publication sz a generic name by Singer in
1936 (l.e.) is somewhat doubtful. He accepted the taxon in generic rank,
but hardly anything amounting to a German, 4nd no Latin, description
was added. Thus, all depends on whether or not one agrees to find a valid
reference to a deseription of the taxon A% a N'-hﬂ'mu!' In “Phishopus (Heim
1936} Singer (1936) Char.: Heim." Heint's paper is not mentioned in the
list of literature appended to ﬁmpﬂr"a pn.{'gl[ﬂ- ‘ELI. iq-t?c thu-g is no
omission of this kind: “Was die Gattungadingnose . . . beleifft, verweise
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ich’ auf Helm, Revue du Mveg
' the original scope is the m . — TYPIFICATION. 'T]"u:
only apecies of the basinym fm s el cindicated ns the type by
- Binger (Le., 1936 in Amep, Midl ﬂ.ﬁ;:m Lilloa 22: 671, 1951),

Phorima Rafin—Sees

Phylloboletellus Sing, ﬂpﬁ;:ﬁ :ﬁfgn in Lilloa 25: 438. 1052, —
ETYMOLOGY ? didos, Teaft mﬁﬁmﬁ Iliea, Gender: m. — TYPE SPECIES
(by original llmgnutim and uaﬁtmﬁfghhl gpecies) : Plhyllobaletelluy ehioe-

- prherus Bing. apud Sing. & Dhgril,

Phylleholites Bing, —Sea “Aparicaceas.”

Phyloperus Quél,, FI myeol, France 409, 1888, — ETYMOLOGY 1 roiddor,
leaf; ~dpe;, pore. Gender: m. — TYPFE SPECIER (only original species) :
Agarious pelletiori Lév., apud Crouan = Poxillus paredecus (Kalchbr,)
GQuel. = Phylloporus rhodoxanthee {Schw.) Bres. — HomonyM, Compare
."Phjﬂ'npm‘:!'.ur Clem. (1909; Strigulaceae, Lichenes),

Pinuzza 5. F, Gray, Nat. Arreng. Brit. Pl. 1: 646. 1821, — Erv-
MOLOGY : pinuzzoe, Italian funrus name. Gender: {. — TYPE SPECIES (only
“original species): Belelus flavas With. (“Bolt.™).,"" — REmarg. Gray
‘indicated Micheli a3 the suthor of the name Pinwzze. Micheli (Nova PL.
“Gen, 127-129. 1729) only mentioned pinuzze as a vernacular name under
i number of species of Swillus Mich.

Palyperellus ©Gilbert” (non P. Karst.).—8ec Porphyrellis.

Polyporaletus Bnell—See. “Polyporacese.”

FPorphyrellus E. J. Gilb., Bolets 75, 99. 1931, — ETYMOLOGY : Aopprooi,
purple. Gender: m. — TYPE #PECIES (only original species of basinym ;
by original designation for isonym) : Reletus porphyrosporus Fr, = Boletus
paesidoseatrer Seer. (an earlier name), — BARINYM: Phacoperie Bataille
{1908), g.v.—Forphyrellus s an avowed isonym; the basinym is preceei-
pied (ef. Gilbert, op. cit. p. 75). — Scors. Gilbert included the typee and
three other specics, — VARIANT SPELLING: “Polyporclius”: W. B, Cooke,
Ee.n. Homobas, 80, 1953, —FEvidently & alip: not Fei'ypmmﬂ'.lr.-; P, Earst.
{"Polyporaceae”). — TyrowyM: Porphyrosporus (Bmotl.) ex Konr, &

_—

1% Nak ¢ Holetus flavus Pollin] (FL weran. 3: “507% [007]. 1824), & speciea oited
" Murrill (i NoAmer. Bl 9 86, 1908) a3 0 synonym E:rf dnonotua kivewtus (Seop.)
urelll = L Mc:iﬂd'l'.-l- loex F‘r P. Earst, (Hymenochnetacese or “ Polyporuesas” j
) wns: nok validly publiished: " Baloti 1
forte pecies eat: Boletus (Polpporas) flagus . .

]
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Maubl, (1987: not validly published) and compare Rhodobolifes Beck
(1928),

Porphyrogporis (Smotl) er Konr. & Maubl., Te. gel. Fung, 6:
451. 1937 {in syvnonymy). — This name iz sometimes cited a5 4 Feneric
synonym. Smotlacha [in S.B. béhm. Ges, Wiss,, Math.-nat. CL 1911 (8):
31, 1912] introduced only o subgenus Porphprosperus of Bolefus, That
Gilbert (Boleta, 1831, ¢f, p. 76) had used it also a3 a generic name asg
was stated by Singer (in Farlowia 2: 115, 1945) is not correct. “Por-
phyrosneree Bmotlacha (1911)" wag first cited a3 a penerie aynonym by
Konrad & Mauablane (l.e.). And see under “Chlerogiphon,” — Typonyms:
Phaoevporuz Bataille (1908 ; precccupied), Porphyrellne E. J. Gilb, (1931},
and compare Bhodobalifes Heck (1823).

Porpimpesnn Oversem,—See " Araricaceas,”

Porethelewm Fr—See “Cyphellaceas,”
Poretheltim Fr—See Porothelewm,

Psiloboletinus Sing. én Farlowia 2: 260, 1056, — ETYMOLOGY ; yridsiz,
naked; the genus Bolefinus, Gender; m. — TYPE SPECIES (by original
designation and only original species) : Phylloporus loriceli Sing,

Pulveroboletus Murrill in Mycologia 1: 9. 1909, — ETYMOLOGY : pul-
vig, -eris; dust; the penns Bolotus, Gender: m. — TYPE SFECIES (by origin-
ul designation and only original species) : Beletus rovenelii Berk. & C.—
For a re-description of thiz species, see Singer [He Amer, Midl, Nat, 47:
T. 1947, sz Pulveroboletus vavoneis (Berk. & C) Murrill].

Rhodobholites Beck in Z. Pilzk, 2: 147, 1923, — ETYMOLODGY : hiider, FOSE;
feaditng, ancient fungus name. Gender: m, — TYPE SPECIES (only orviginal
apecies) = Boletug rosens Wint, — Winter's specific name is based on Hole.
tug alutarine Fr. sensu Rostlk. Bolefws rogews Wint. has been interpreted
with doubt either as Boletus porphyresporus Fr. (= 5. IJEEMG-SEE.«E_J'EJ‘ Fecr.)
for instance by Gilbert (Bolets 217, 1931) and Gitbert & Leelalr (in Bull.
Hoc, mycol. France 58 186, 1944), or as B. fefleus Bull. ex Fr. for instance
by Kallenbach (in Pilze Mitteleurop. 1: 136, 1988). Roatkovius gave three
:qu-:ﬂptmna {i) A Latin one copied from Fries (Epicr, "’25 15-?13] axcept
for “[tubulisque . , .1 albis, tritis fuscescentibus,'™ which was replac-
ad by “subroseis, fra-:tlﬁ rogeis.’ (i) The ﬂﬂﬂr HWH o German
translation from the foregoing, with some - Fe o]
velutino” being translated Tﬂ.g “Per Hut -, “mﬂ?f:éﬁm ‘Fﬂum ‘I:i'EI;'-
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19651 Dok ! Gensids wewiee ¢ Bolrbaocde ) 2o

sehen" ! This translation was apparently not made by Rostkovius. In any
case it is evident that the wveil {which induced the publication of the
genus Rhodobolites Beek) is non-existent ! (iii} Finally, there iz a more
extensive and presumably ‘peracnal’ deseription. 1t rather points to
5. roscus: pores “hell rosenfarben. werden nach dem Durchachneiden
immer réther,” but the net on the stem is not mentioned (* Der Btiel , . .
it hickerig-uneben"), The indicated taste of the flesh has to be left out
of account because it iz notoriousty unreliable throughout Rosthoviug's
treatment of the boletes. Althourh figpure 1 of Restkovius's plate 42
slightly reminds one of B, prendogeatier, figure 2 (section of froit-body)
cannot be anvthing else but a representation of B, fellews and I reduoce
B rogers with some confidence to a-synomym of that species. — TYro-
NYMS: Tplopilws P, Karst. (1881) and Riodeporus Quél. ex Bataille
(1908), — BTATUS, It seems best, however, to rerard Rhodobolites as a
nomen dubdarm,

Rhodoporus Quél. ex Bataille ¢n Bull, Soe, Hist. nat. Doabs No. 15:
11 (reprint pagination), 1908, — ETYMOLOGY: dédor, Tose: sdoos, pore,
Gender: m, — TYPFE SPECIER (selocted) r Boletus fellewe Bull ex Fr, —
PrRoToNYM : Rhadoporus Quél,, Fl. mycol. France 421. 1888 —A provision-
al name placed aftor the description of Dietyopus group b as “(Rhodo-
porus, Qual)." The deseription of Quélet’s omly species of this group,
Boletuz fellews, iz accompagnied by the footnote: (I peut étre conzidé-
ré comme le type du genre Rkadoporus, analogue su genre Rkodophyls.
— B00FE. When Bataile validly published Qudlet’s name he included two
epecies, Bolefus fellens and B, alufariuz Fr. — TYPIFICATION. Boletus fel-
tens, Indicated as the type species by Quélet {see quotation) and Murrill
(in Mycologia 1: 15, 1909) for the provisional name, was also selected by
Singer (in Amer. Midl, Nat. 37: 80, 1847) for Rhodoporas as validly
published by Bataille, — Tyronysm: Tplopilus P. Karst, (1881), and com-
pare Rhodobolites Beck,

Hodwaya H. & P. Syd. in Hedwigin 40 (Beibl) : 2. 1801. — ETYM0O-
L0Y: L. Rodway. Gender: f. — TYPE SPECTESR Ijﬁel-efted for basinym) :
Merulive tnfundibuliformis Cooke & Mass, — BASINYM : Camphellin Cooke
& Mazs. (1890), q.v. — REMARKS. A name change, the basinym being
preccuppied, — Murrill (@ J. Mycol. 9: 101, 1980) and Imazeli (in Bull.
Tokyo Seci. Mus. No. 6: 65. 1943) indicated €. infundibuiiformis as the type
species; Clements & Shear (Gen, Fungi 848 1981) suggested Campbellio
afvicana Cooke & Mass, — Homonyar: Redwage F. MurLL. (1890; Bur-
manniacear). — STATUE. 2 on sceount of the carlier homonym.
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Rostkovites P. Karst, in Rev. mycol 8 (8o, 9@ 16, 1881, — ETyM0-
LoGY: T. W, T, Rostkovius. Gender: m. — TYPE SPECIES (gelected) : Bole-
tug graniletus L. ex Fr. — ScoPe. Four Finnish species were mentioned,
the first being Boletus gronulates. — TYPIFICATION. Murrill (in Myeologia
112 1909; in N, Amer, FL 8: 153. 1910) tock the first species as the type;
Clementa & Shear (Gen, Fungi 347, 1981), Maire [in Publ, Inst: Dot., Bar-
celona, 3 (4); 41, 19371, and Singer (in Farlowia 2; 267, 19458) followed,
— TYPONYM: Gymaopus (Quél) Quél, apud Moug, & Ferry (1887; precc-
cupied) .

Seutiger Paul, ex Murrill,—Ses * Palyporacess”
Solenin “Hoffm."—3ee “Cyphellaceas.’”

Solenia [Hill] O.K., Rev, Gen. PL 3 (2); 621, 18308, — ETYMOLOGY:
misdsfe, pipe. Gender: f. — TYPE srECIES (selected) : Solenin pediculo eras-
#0, punetoto, brevi Hill—This has been incorrectly identified with Boletus
litess L, ex Fr.: it, rather, represents Boletus helling Inz. (sea below), —
PRE-LINNEAN NAME: “Solesia John Hill 1751 und 1773 Nat. Hist, of Plants
IT: 88,710}, Kuntze (l.c.). Introduced for a genus of Hill's Fungi, Class
the Second (“such as grow erecl, and consist of pedicels erowned with
Heads™) : the taxon included the species with separable tube-layer, ie
the boletes in general. Kuntze took 1735 as the atarting-point date Tor ge-
neric names and, therefore, he congidersd Hill's name ag validly published.
— SEoPE & VALID PUBLICATION. Kuntze did not give a generic description
and the valid publication of the name depends exclusively on the citation
of Solenin Hill as quoted above)? The scope, therefore, would be exactly
that of Hill's genoz, However, Kuntze simullaneously restricted the ge-
nus to the ringed species, delimitating it in agreement with Boletopsiz P.
Henn, q.v." — TyeiFicaTion, Kuntze distinguished between two categories
among Hill's species, such as were “lateiniach dlagnosticirt” and such as
were “nar englisch benannt” and “als nomina nuda nicht mitzihlen." Of
the first estegory Kuntze mentioned two species, Selenta petiolo [= pedicn-

18 Tha .muml date stands for =eine andape Aofloge von 1773 v Berlin vorhanden,
walehe sher niar Ciir B4R L . und paE G4R-BY1 , . . upd dezi gpebirvigen Abbil-
dungen sin Newdeack dst."'—0. Kunkze (Rev, e Pl 1: exxx— 1899). A5 in other
similar cases {ef, Hypeohnus Fr., “Thelephoracess™), unchanged redssues and new
impressions are better not eonsidered separate publications, aud consequently 1 would
rather not regard Selewin as re-pablished in 1973 (which would male L & devalldated

name), The same applice to translations that do nol contain altered or new mattor
{pes alsp umder J ﬁﬁn!mwu Pera. ox - Link, = Cla :

varidcess' |l b
1T The present Code admits valid publieation by means of 4 reference to pre-
sturting-point deseriptions. 4| s b

te #Tgh will micht dio Bevechtigung dee Gattung %3“#’ AR dic

j !

Myeologen unter sich
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to] bulboso Hill and &,
third, which he sxcluded Th
flevidus Fries” (according to
“Boletuz lufeus 1.0 respecti D
identification of Hill's pwp |
For none of the two did Hill m
they impress one at first ag o
dently taken from two of M
(the boletes in general) and in no _
cheli; both are rather more readily e %&'ﬁg with species not character-
ized by a ring. The first of Hill's speci ;_ebrféiﬁpﬂﬂs to Suillus esculentus,
superne pulchre fulvus, iferme sitrinug, & subtilissino perforatus, pedi-
lo eancolore Mich., (Nov, P, miﬂ&}ﬂ. 88 f. 1. 1729), although this is
not mentioned ; the second, to Suflllus escudentis, crassis, magins, vernus,
pileols suping parte fulve, promg leteo, pediculs crassiore, concolire, puc-
g, & ltwris rubris notate }Iﬁh&:{nﬂ{.dﬂ. p. 129 pl. &4 f. 2). Persoon (My-
col. europ. 2: 143. 1825) introduced the name Holefwy leoninus Pers, for
the firat of these amﬂhnﬂﬂaﬁfw erreinona var. lepfopus Pers, (op.
cit. p. 127), for the second, Tt i8 posaible that B. leoninus may be identi-
fied with Boletus impolitus Fr., as has been occassionnally dome: while
B. eircinans var. leptopus is likely to be synonvmous with Belefus bellini
Inz. [ef. Gilbert, Bolets 115, 129, 1981, as Leocomus leptopus (Pers) E. J.
Gilb.]. The second species iz here selected as the type. The erroneous
identification of this species with Boletis Iuteus by Kuntze is apparently
due to Hill's remark, “Dillenius calls it, Boletiy Tutens.” — W. B. Cooke
(Gen, Homobas, 80, 1953) listed “Solenic Hill, ex 0. Kuntze" with *So-
lenin earipes (Kalchbr) 0, Euntze™ as the type apecies. Evidently Bole-
tus cavipes Opat. was meant; it was not explained on what grounds this
species could be faken as eligible. — HoMonyMs: Solenn Lour. (1750,
Cucurbitaceae), Solena Willd., (1797; Rubiaceae), Sslenic Agardh {1832
Ulvaceae, Chlorophyta), and Selenia Pers. (1794) ex Fr. (1822; “Cyphella-
coaa™).

i, Brevi Hill, and a
e fdentified with “Boeletus
Fung. 148, 1862) and

nint the type species. This
bolets is a palpable error,
‘his descriptions, although
| British localities), are evi-
ated gpecies of Swillus Mich.
g drawn or mentioned by Mi-

Strobilofungus “McGinty™: Lloyd, Myeol. Writ. 4 (Lett. Na.
89) © 7. Oct. 1915; 4: 538, Dec. 1915, — Compdre Stevenson & Cash fin
Bull. Lloyd Libr. No. 86: 142, 1936)

“Baced on Strebilewmpers pellcssens Che, & Mass Linyd nses the apecific nae,
pallidus, tut In error, and later (Mye. Writ, 5: 689, April 1917) corrects. it, The
new genus wos suggested on ground of & difference in spore shape from iypical Sern-
bilomyees spp. Lioyd did not actoally use the name in his herbariom and 10 might
well bé diloted.!
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Not validly published. For some general considerations on the McGinty
names, see Part 1 of the present series (Donk én Reinwardtia 1: 205, 1951).
— Singer (in Farlowia 2: 123. 1945 in Lilloa 22: 695, 1951) identified
S, pullescens Cooke & Mass. with Boletis (= Boletellus) ananas Curt., the
type species of Boletellus Murrill (19089),

Strobilomyces Berk. o Hook. J. Bot, 11 3; 78, 1851, — ETYMOLOGY :
arpofitlos, fir cone; piwys, fungus. Gender: m. — TYPE SPECIES (selected) :
Boletus strobilacens Scop, ex Fr. = Eoletus floccopus Vahl ex Fr.; com-
pare Singer (in Farlowia 2: 108 1945). — ScoPE. The name was introdue-
ed on the oceasion of the publication of Strobilomyees polyppyramiz Hook, £
apud Berk. and 5. montosus Berk., both Asiatic species. “Strobilomyees
shrobilacens” was only mentioned as being allied to esch of the two. —
TYPIFICATION. Although only casually mentioned when the generic name
was published, it can be safely accepted that Boletus slrobileceus stood fore-
most in Berkeley's mind when he introduced the genus; this species has
been generally accepted as the type: Murrill (v Mycologia 1: 8 1909, ix
N, Amer, FL. 8: 157, 1910, Clements & Shear (Gen. Fungi 347. 1931),
Gilbert (Boletz 111. 1981), Konrad {in Schweiz, Z. Pilzk. 10: 149, 1832;
Bull, mens. 2o, linn, Lyon 1: 1168, 1982, Singer (in Ann, mycel. 34: 334
1986 in Farlowia 2: 108, 1945; én Lilloa 22: 691. 1951), and Maire [in
Publ, Inst. bot, Barcelona 8 (4): 42. 1987]. — REMARK. The place of
publication is often Incorrectly cited as “Berk,, Outl Brit. Fungol. 236.
1860." — VARIANT SPELLING : “Strobylomyees™ Pat,, Hym. Eur. 132, 1887.
— TyronyM : Eviccorys Quél. (18B6).

Strohplomyeces.—See Strobilomyces,

Bugillellus Murrill in Myeologia 1: 16. 1908, — ETYMoLOGY : diminutive
of Switlus, Genider: m. — TYPE 5PECIES (by original designation) : “Bolefus
luridus Sehaoff," — ScoPE. Introduced with two certnin species and a
doubtiul one.

Suilluz 8. F. Gray, Nat. Arrang. Brit. PL. 1: 646. 1821, — ETYyMoLO-
GY: an anclent name used by the Romans for what was apparently Boelefus
edutis Bull, ex Fr. and perhaps, other boletes; of a swine, Gender: m,
— TYPE SPECIES (only original species) : Swillug [ufeus 8. F. Gray = B. i
teus L. ax Fr—The species Gray called Swuillus hufews he published with
a description faithfully translated from that of Beletus cnnulaius Pers,,
Syn. Fung, 503. 1801 ; the latter name in its turn iz nothing but & name
change (or error) for Boletus onmdaries Bull.; and hence both Suillus

W Murrill thought 1660 the date of publication
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futeus 8. F. Gray and B, snmdatus Eﬂf&ﬂlﬂﬂt be considered typonyms
of B. annularius Bull, The name, Gray derlved from “Boletus lteus,
Schaeff, Fung, 114 , . not of Ld.nnﬁm," but this does not alter the
above conclusion ahout the typication of Swillus lutews, The point is of
accademic interest only as long as B, anidariie is placed in the synonymy
of B, luteus, as is currently done, — SOME HISTORICAL NOTES:

L1

-+ = Suillua is an ancient namg. Asdordleg to Pliny (77 A.D.), the Romans
Uael it (Aot in & genepls sense, of conrse) for what waa apparently Folefus edulin and
perhaps other Bofetd, whils calling Amanite cassarea by the name Boletie. Cneaalping
(1583) and Portn (159%) used both words In ghe same manner. Micheli (1729) first
uged Bidifis ag genoric noume, applying (b to the Boledi nnd using [olefusr as did
Tournefort {1004 & 1704) for the morels and phalioids.[®] o was follawed hy
Haller (1742, and in part. 1768), Millor (1763) and Adanson (1762); Vaillant {1727)
and Batlarrs {1755) wsed Bolebus but mat Seilles.

"Up to this point, » mujority had referred to the Baloti under the name Suillus,
the notable exception being: Tournefort, whe used Fungus for at least a part, and
hiz follower, Vaillant: Dillenins (718} who first naed Baletun for thls gproupl#]
and soma of the Palypores: and Battarsa, who eolned 4 new name, Cerfompers]22]
It waz Linnacos 1753 whe definitely turned the tlde awny from Suilfus, for which
he substituted Baleins (n Dlleniug® sense, just az he changed the senses of all tha
named gsed by the Romans . . . Poleet {1806F resurvected Micheli's name Suillus]27]
for the Boloti and one polyporaceois species, befulinug, . . . Thon Gray . . rvestrlet-
er Sutllus to one group of the Bolefi, . . " anell i Mycologia 31: 404406, 1942,

PRE-LINNEAN NAME: Suilluz Mick., Nov, P Gen. 126 ple. 68, 69, 1729,
—An inelusive genus of boletes; 25 apecies. — DEVALIDATED NAME - Swillus
[Mich.] Adans., Fam. PL 2: 10. 1763: Haller, Hisl, Btirp. indig., Hely,
inch. 2: 29. 1768, —Adanson referred to “Mich. £ 68, &3." Although Adan-
gon's nomenclatorial system is neither Tournefortian nor Linnean, his
name woild have been considered validly published if the starting-point
date 1768 for these fungi had not been changed. — ScorE. Gray divided
the boletes (that is, Swillus Mich.) over three genera: Swillug, Pinuzea
8. F. Gray, and Leceinum S, F. Gray. The first two comprized one, collared,
species each; the remaining, ringless, species went into the third genus.
The only (British) apecies of Swuilis treated by Gray is Holetus lubens
“Behaeff." — REMARES, Gray cited Micheli as the author of the name
Suillis he adopted, Since the one species he retained under it is at leagt
very doubtfully aeceptable as the type of Suilfus Mich., hiz emendation
should rather be considercd g mizapplication which by the introdoction
of the later starting-point for fhese fungi acquired the status of a ‘new’

2N Bew nlzo under Bafetun L, ¢ Fr.

M Bes under Bolotas L, ex Fr .

22 Epe undor Cerompers Murpell,

# Enell appended Poiret's two portinent Enragraphs verbabive in & fostnobs.
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genus; hence it is preferable to drop the author’s citation Micheli in con-
nection with Suillug 2. F. Gray. — J. 8. Pres| (Veeoheeny Rostlinopsia 2:
1917. 1846) slzo had a genus Suillus for veiled species. 1 have not seen
the book, but Dr. A, Pilit kindly informs me that three species were well
deseribed in Czech and he has been good enough to translate the Czech
generic deseription for me: “Pileus ot hymenophor ut in Boletiz, YVelom
in ioventute partem pilei inferioren claudit, dein rumpens et reliquiae
eius in pilel margine vel in stipite relinquens.” Species: Suillits anniletus
(Pers.) J. 8. Presl (with Boletus lutens L. as a synonym) and 5. flavidus
(Fr. ex Fr.} J. 5, Presl, in the first section; and §. atranficcus (Bull, ex
Hook.) J. 8. Presl, in a second section. — Homonyms: Suillus P. Karst.
(1882) and Swillus [Haller] O.K, (1898). — TYrONYME: Cricunapus P.
Karst, (1881), Viseipelliz Quél. (1886), Peplopus (Queél.) Quél. apud Moug.
& Ferry (1887), Ixocomus Quél, (1888), and Boletopsiz P, Henn, (1898
preoceupied). And compare Boletus L, ex Fr, (1821).

Suillus [Haller] 0.K.. Rev. Gen. PL 3 {2) : 534, 1883, — ETYMOLOGY :
see under Suilluz 3. F. Gray. — TYPE sPECIES (selected) : Suillus fudvus
inferne ex flavo virescons Haller (with as a symonym, Suillus epculenius
eraasis auperne fulvus, nferne tnitfo albidus, deinde e flavo subvivescens,
pediculo ventricoas, & supernoe pilei parti concolove Mich., Nov. Pl Gen,
127. 1729).—Von Haller's species iz evidently a mixture of several repre-
sentatives of Boletus sensu siricto of modern authors, and it may be
interpreted in agreement with the first synonym he cited, the phrase of
which doubtlessly inspired his own. In my opinion Micheli's species belongs
to the group of Boletus edulis Bull, ex Fr., although I find it difficult
to suggest to which of the many forms (or related species) it may be
referred, — PRE-LINNEAN NAME: “Suillus Hall, 1742 En, Helv,: 2031,
Micheli’.”—0. Kuntze {Le.). Introduced as a scientific name for the boletes
by Micheli (Nov. P1. Gen, 126, 1729) and applied by Von Haller (Enum.
meth, Stirp. Helv. indig. 29. 1742) in the same sense. The latier author
s“fihrte 1742 unter Suillus 11 Arten auf, die, soweit ich sie identificiren
konnte, alle xu Boletus auct, rec. gehiren"—0. Kuntze (Le.). Because he
took 1735 asz the starting-point date for generic names, Kantze considered
the first use after that date the one validly published. — — BoorE & vaLm
PUBLICATION. Kuntze did not give a description and the valid publieation
of the name by him depends exclugively on the citation of the pre-Linnean
name Swilliz Haller as quoted sbove.=! He took up the name in & somewhat
restricted sense, as equivalent to Dolefus ns compiled by Saccardo, but

2l faa nlse fooboote 17
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with the exclusion of the ringed species, Boletopsis P. Henn,, g.v., Tor which
he ‘rextored” Solewia Hill, q.v, — TyriricaTion. Kuntze did not select a type
“gpecies, — Murrill (i Mycologia 1: 10, 1909), following a nomenclatorial
eode with 1753 as the genersl starting-point date (not 1735 as in Kuntze's
eode), ageribed the first walid publication of Swillue to Poiret (*Encyel.
Méth. Bot. 7: 496, 1808"), indicating “Switlug anntlelis Poir.” (Boletus
anlolivs Pers.) as the type species.® He overlooked previcus uses from
“between 1763 and 1806 (2ee under Suilliz 8. F. Gray) or apparently looked
upon them az ‘hyponyms.™ — In any ease Morrill's indication can not be
tranaferred to Suwillux as published by Kuntze, gince the latter, simultane-
onsly with the publication of the name, excluded the ringed species. This
fact also prevents an attempt to identify Kuntze's name with Suilluz 3, F,
Gray, q.v. — The selection of the type zpeciez of Suillus P. Karst., qv.,
viz., Boletus cyonescens Bull ex Fr., iz out of order, too, sinee it seems
not to be represented among Von Haller's apecies. — It is sugmested to
aslect Von Haller's firat species which includes one of the holetes described
by Micheli, the author to whom he ascribed the generic name. — REMARK.
It is difficult to interpret Swillus O.K. 83 a monadelphous homonym of
‘Switluz 8. F. Gray because both names go back to Swillus Mich., a name
Arom before the introduetion of the binomial system. — HoMonyms ; Suillus
8. F. Gray (1821) and Swillus P, Karst, (1882 preoccupied), — TYPONYMS.
Compare Tubiporus Paul. ex P, Karst. (1281), Dicfyopus Quél. (18886),
beirpna Bataille (1908), and Ceriomyoes Murrill (1908 ; preoccupied) ; and
ﬁi;;mpare. alzo Boletus L. ex Fr, (1821),

J Suilluz P, Karst tn Bide. Kinn, Finl. Xat. Folk 377 v, 1, 1882, —
ETYMOLOGY : see under Swillus 8. F. Gray., — TYPE BFECIES (selected) :
Boletus eganescens Bull ex Fr. — 2core, Introduced for three species and
one more added with a note of interrogation ; firat apecies, Bolefue eyones-
fens, one of the others being Boletus costeneus Bull (non Fr. 1821}, —
TyrFicaTION. The first author to indicste a type gpecies for Suillus
“Harst.” was Murrill (ir Mycologia 1: 14, 1909), who listed Boletus cyianes-
wens Bull, This species has also been chosen by Singer (in Farlowia 2:
:_"331. 1945). — 1 know of me valid resson to alter thiz indication and to
replace it by Beletus casfoncus as was done by Clemenis & Shear (Gen.
Fungi 347, 1931). Bince both the generic subdivision of Gyroperus Quél.,
q.v,, to which B, eyaneseens belongs, and Swillys P, Karst, are nothing but

PEeniE (™ . . o Jes-anilles . . meeecnE quione
ik g e it
m‘?ﬂ Ranzzel, Fl, Galvados, 2e Ed,, 69,
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one and the same already previously introduced taxon, viz., Holefus trib.
Cordosi Fr. (as delimited in Fries, Hym. europ, 517, 1874), it is logical
to typify all names given to this taxon by the same species. This should
be B. eponescens, indicated first for both the generic names invelved.
This alao applies to Coelopus Bataille, — BEMARK. Karsten did not indicate
any previous author as the originator of the name: he ascribed it to
himself. — IzoNyM: Lactizuillus 0K, (1898), q.v., a provisionsl name, —
HosmonyMs: Swillus 3. F. Gray (1821 ; Boletaceae) and Suillus [Haller] O.K
(1898 ; Boletaceae). — TyronyMs: Coelopus Bataille (1908) and Leseo-
comius (Reichenb.) ex Beck (1923). — STaTus. Impriorable on aceount of
the earlier homonym.

Trachypus Bataille in Bull. Soc. Hist. nat. Doubs No, 15: 12 (reprimt
pagination). 1908, — ETYMOLOGY : rpnyrc, rough ; =eds, foot, Gender: m. —
TYPE 8PECIES (selected) : Boletws rufus Schaeff—Bataille conceived this
gpecies broadly, apparvently inclusive of Bolefus versipellis Fr. and B,
purantiners Bull. He ascribed the name to Schaeffer (cf. Bataille, op. cif.
p. 27) and 1 select Schaeffer's plaie as representing the basis of his con-
ception of B, rufus. — ScoPE. Introduced with four species described in
a key: Boletuz sealer Bull. ex Fr., B.rufus, B, umbrinuz Pera., and F.
rigozus Fr. — TYPIFICATION. Choice should be made betweesn B. seaber
and B.rufuz. On the correct identity of the first of these apecies wars
are waging. — Singrer (in Amer. Midl. Nat. 37 : 110, 1947) proposed Boletus
rufuz as the tvpe apecies — Kihner (in Bull, Soc. Nat, Ovonnax 2: 44,
1948} considered Boletus zeaber the type species; it was also listed by
W. B. Cooke {(Gen, Homobas, 95, 1953). — REMarks. “Trachypus Batt.
ex Snell (1941)™ az listed by Ainsworth & Bisby, Dict, Fungi 300. 1943,
iz an error. — Homoxys: Trackhypus Reinw, & Hornsch, (1820; Musci
frondosi). — TYPONYME. Accepting Boletus ufus, the earliest choice, as
the correct type species, Trochypus becomes a typonym of Krembholzia
P. Karat, (1831) and Krombholziclla Maire (1937), both names based on
Boletus versipellis Fr.; and if B. rufus 15 broadly coneeived, alse of Lecet-
w8, F. Gray (1821), which ia based on B. awrenticess Bull. — STATUS.
Impriorable on aceount of the earlier typonym.

Tramaports Kalehbr—See under Bolefinuz Kalchbr.

T“hlpnrus Paul, x P, Karst. in Rev. ml!r'l'.'ﬂl. 3 mﬂ- 5:": 16, 1881, —
Etymology : tubus, tube; adges, pore. Gender: m. — TYPE SPECIER (select-
ed) : Boletus edulis Bull, ex Fr, — ProTONYM: Tubiporus Paul., Teonogr.
Champ. pl. 166kis-182bis, 1812-35.— Some general remarks on Paolet's
generic names will be given on a later oceasion, Tubiporus was not validly
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published by Paulet, It being a nomen nudum, I would not even consider it a
devalidated name, It was for the first time validly published when Karsten
took it up, Mureill (in Mycologia 1: 10, 1908) indicated “Tubiporus anmpu
latus (Bull,) Paul™ = Boletus annulorine Bull, = Bolefus annlatuz Pors.
= Boletus luteus L. ex Fr. as the type species of Tubiporas Paul.; he
conzidered Tubiporus P, Karst. a different genus. — 3CoFE. When re-
introduced by Karsten, four species were mentioned as examples, B. edulis
being the first enumerated. — TYPIFICATION. Boletus eduliz has been con-
sidered the type species of Karsten's generic name by those authors who
indicated one: Morrill (in Myceologia 1: 140, 1909), Maire [in Publ. Inst.
bot., Barcelona 3 (4) : 40, 41. 1937], and Singer (in Amer. Midl, Nat. 37:
20. 1947). — REMARK. This name haz been used by some authors, in the place
of Boletug Fr., for a restricted genus including B. eduliz; some of these
authors consider B.luféus L. ex Fr. the correct type species of Roletus
L. ex Fr., q.v., while others, like Romagnesi (in Bull. Soc. mycol. France
66 56, 62, 19500, want to drop the name Boletuz for a restrictesd penus
and to substitute for it Tubiporie {or DHelyopus), — VARIANT SPELLING:
“Tubizporuz™; O.K., Rev. Gen. Pl. 3 (2): 534, 1898 (in synonymy).—
Evidently an unintentional errer. — TyronyMs: Diclyopus Quél. (1888),
Oadipus Bataille (1908), and Ceriomyees Murrill (1909 ; preoccupied) ; and
compare Holetus L. ex Fr. (1821) and Swillus [Haller] O.K. (1898; pre-
oerupied).

Tubigporus.—See Tulkporus,
Tylophilus.—See Tylopilus.

Tylopilus P. Karst, ién Rev, myveol, 3 (No. 9) : 16, 1881. — ETYMOLOGY :
tindog, knot; =nflog, cap. Gender: m. — TYPE S8PECIES (only original species) :
Boletus fellens Bull, ex Fr., — VARIANT SPELLINGS: “ T'plophilus” : Clem. &
Shear, Gen. Fungi 347. 1921 (in synonymy).—An unintentional error.
— "Tylopus™; A. A, Pears,, Brit. Bol. 19. 1850 (in synonymy). —An error:
compare page 3, — TYPoNyYM ; Rhodoporns Quél, ex Bataille (1908). And
compare Riodobalites Beck (1923).

Tylopus —See Tylopilus,

Uloporus Quél., Ench. Fung, 162, 1888. — ETYMOLOGY : ofieg, crisped;
adpog, pore, Gender: m. — TYPE SPECIES (selected) : Bolefus Heidus Bull.
¢x Fr. — ScoPE. Introduced with three species and one entered with a
mark of interrogation; the first species iz Boletus plocidus Bonord., In
Quélet’s circumseription the name was ‘superfluous’ for he cited the ear-
lier name Gyredon Opat, q.¥., 88 a synonym. However, it might well be
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accepted that he considered B. lividus, which he knew well, as the leading
apecies rather than Boletus sistolrema Fr. (the type species of Gyrodon).
— TYPIFICATION, Boletwe lividis is the obvious choice; it was already
selected as the type species by Singer (in Farlowia 2: 243. 1345). The
indication of “I7, velvatus (Pera) - or U, ploeidus (Bon)"™ by W, B. Cooke
(Gen. Homobagz, 97, 1958) must be rejected.

Veloporus “Quél” ex Killerm. in Engl. & Pr, Nat, PflFam., 2.
Aufl, 6: 205, 1928 {in synonymy}. — Killermann cited * Veloporus Quél.,
Fi. mye. 1888 as a generic synonym of Balefus Dill.; the name is accord-
ingly registered by Ainsworth & Bisby (Dict. Fung. 316. 1943). As far
az 1 am aware Quélet never published either o genus of this name or
an infrageneric group with ‘Veloporus' in its name. Perhaps an error
for Irzonomus subgen. Peplopuz Quél. (1886) = Peplopus (Quél.) Quél
apud Moug, & Ferry (1887)7

Versipellis Qual., Ench. Fung, 157, 1886, — ETyMoLocY ! changeable
in appearance, Gender: f. — TYPE SPECIES {selected) ; Boletus sublomen-
toene L, ex Fr. — ScorE. Thiz generic name (which haz no relation what-
ever with Bolefus sect, Versipelles Fr.) was introduced for a combination
of two Friesign groups: (i) Belefus sect. Subifomentozi Fr. (Eplcr. 415.
1858 ; Hym. europ. 501, 1874; Boletus stirps B. subfomentosi Fr,, Summa
Veg. Scand. 2: 316, 1849 and (i) Beletus sect, Subpruinost Fr. (Hym.
eurap, b04. 1874). Although Quélet dit not explicitly state the connection
between his genus and these two sections, it doea nevertheless undeniably
exist. His two subdivisions “a. Pileus villosus, raro demum glabratus"
and *h. Pilsus glaber, saepins pruinosus’ corvespond with those of Fries's
as to both their characters and contents! Fries's characterization of ‘Sub-
tomentos® containg, “Pilens . . . villosuz, raro demum glabratus,” and of
‘Subpruinosgi,’ “Pileus glaber, sed saepius pruinosus.” — TYPIFICATION.
The type species of the Friesian section names, which automatically must
also hecome the leading species of Quélet's subdivisions, are, in my opinion,
the only really eligible ones, The first section name, ‘Subtomentos,’ has
to be typified, without reserves, by Boletus gubtomentosus, a concluaion
already expressad by Singer (in Farlowia 2: 287, 1846), when he indicated
that species as the type. The other section did not include & species bearing
2 name from which the section epithet was derived. Of its species, one
{Boletns pruinosis Fr.) wad known to Fries from living material, one (B.
paragiticns Bull. ex Fr) from dried specimens, and the others only from
descriptions and figures. It will, therefore, be easily understood why
‘Boletus prufnosus hes been proposed as the type apecies of ‘Subpruinosi’

|
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by Donk (in Bull. bot. Gdns Buitengorg I11 18: 147, 1949).57 From these
two species thus singled out and considered eligible for Quélet’s generie
name, Donk (Le,) selected B. sublomentosus, — Perhaps the first indi-
cation of a type speciea for Versipellis is one by Murrill (in Mycologia 1:
140. 1909), who adhered to the first-species rule and thus took Quélet’s
first species, Bolefus variegotug B8w. ex Fr. He was Tollowed by Maire
[in Publ. Inst. bot., Barcelona 3 (4) : 41. 1937] and by Singer (in Farlowla
2: 258. 1945). The latter author proposed to follow Murrill, apparently
in order to get rid of the name Versipelliz as a rival of Xerooomis, becanse
B. variegafus is at present no longer considered representative of ‘Sub-
tomenfosi’ and seems better classed in feocomus Quél, = Swuilluz 8, F.
JGray emend. Snell. As will pointed out below, this apeciez iz not eligible !
— NOMEK REJICIENDUM (proposed), Verstpellis and Xerocomiz Qual,, g,
are two names for one taxon. Of the two, Versipellis iz the earlier and,
thus, the correct one. However, it has not been taken up, and Xeroconus
iz now generally used in its place by those suthors who divide the Friesian
renuzs Boletus into several smaller ones, An additional motive for the
rejection of Versipelliz has been emphazized by Snell (in Myeologia 34:
407, 1942) : confusion Iz to be feared with Belefus sect. Versipelles Fr,
which covers guite a different group of boletes, Rejection of Versipeliis
Quél, as a nomen ambiguum (Art, 75) as suggested by Snell and after-
wards Rogerz (in Farlowia 4: 35, 1950), iz definitely out of the question
becausze Verstpellin Quél, and Bolefuz zect. Versipellez Fr. are undoubt-
edly two quite different namesa (rather than one name “used with different
meanings") ; however, confusion haz not as yet cccurred at all, and it
seems doubtful if it ever will, or, if so, would really “become a long-
persistent source of error.” If one wants to retain Xerseomasz, the only
solution iz to conserve Xevocowns against Versipelliz, Thiz proposal was
moved by Donk (Le.).2® Binger i3 arainst it:

T Binger (f Amer. Midl. Mat. 37: 38, 1847; o Lillea 22: 674, 19561} indicated
Fries's first species ag the type, Boletus barloe Fr., one of the specles Friss knew only
Trom literatupe,

1 Y The Sscretary of the Special Committes for Fungi (i Taxon 20 29, 1653
1 Myeolegin 45: 314, 1953) disposed of this propesal ns ono that simed at conservation
of & name that would be retained without conservation. When Donk protested, the
Sacretary asked the Committes to decide whether or not the proposal was to be
admitted to o vote and later reported (Cireular to Members) ns the majority opinlon

that it was not. This proeedure {a not acceptable, simply because there 12 ae yet no ws

to foree upon the public a debatable lectotype, except under cortain :imum{:mm h;
the simuitansous sdoption of a proposal for conservation, In my opinion the eorrect
application of the Code leads to s differont lectotype from the one hacked by the
Secretary. If the proposal ia rejected [n the futura, [ zhall feel obliged to take up
the name Versipeilis, If 1 feel inolined to secept the eorvesponding genus, unless, of
cource, convincing wuﬂ&: mh-.rL:.m published; thera are others who
apres In this 1l nciEaaion alredy been published in o mimeo-
graphed paper { ' nerv. Xevocomus v, Versipellis, 4 pp. 1852; and
in Taxon &7 26 1064, @ nat diseussion), The proposnl still standa
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WTia koin farmeller Grond vorllegt, Versipellis als basonym won Xevooouis mu
betrachten, lisgt auch kein Grund vor, die Lectotypenart von Xeragormas anf Versi-
ool su Obertrepen. Folglich lagt weiterhin keln Grond ver, die erste Wahl eines
Leetotypus (Singer 184560291} 2o ignoricven wie es Dok tof, und statt degaen oinet
neven Lectobypus ®u wiihlen und die Gattung Xerorengis als nomen eonservandum
vorzuschlagen . . . leh wilnsehe sber zn unterstrelchen, dass mit meiner absalut legi-
timen Typifizierange (1, vericpotal Versipellis sin vom praktischen Atamipunkt harm-
loses Synonym von Xerocomuzidl] wird . o o " —Singer (bl Schweiz, & Pileh-23: 216;
1951 ; gee alse p. ZIG).

Singer's ‘absolutely legitimate typification’ is in reality one easy to
dispose of. () To one with a very formal attitude there may perhips be
no ground to consider Versipellis bazinym of Xeroesmus, but this does not
necessarily imply that considerations of logie, moral obligations, and the
apirit of the Code must be ignored. T doubt whether even Singer would
go &0 far as to maintain that Quélet had twa different peners in mind,
which was the peint I raised. If he believes Xevocomus as conceived by
Quélet to be the rroup centering around X, subtomentosis (to use hia own
words), one would certainly like to know his reasoms why the same ghould
not also hold good for Versipellis] Quélet retained the genus, he only
changed its name. (i) Specislists Gincluding Singer) agree at present that
B, variegatis is rather a member of frocomus = Swillus. Does Singer
roally believe that this species might have stood foremost in Quélet's
mind when he coined the name Versipelliz? The origingl generic descrip-
tian contains “Pilens villosus vel pruinosus,” and stated nothing else about
the surface of the cap. Boletus parviegatus (“Pileo . . . sguamulis fasci-
calato-pilosus . . . adsperse’) does not agree with the generic deseription
and, therefore, must be ruled oot as eligible, (iii) Quélet himself did not act
in such & way as to justify Singer's view. Only two years later (Quélet,
FI. mvcol, France 414, 1888) he transferred B. variegatus, with “ Peridium
.. . humide, lubrifié . . . to Iroeomus, Thus this species had already
been excluded long before anvbody chose it as the type. For this reason
also it appears difficult to maintain it, if one does not want to ignora the
regulations for the determination of types. (iv) For my reasons to prefer
. subtomientosus even regardless of the two foregoing conslderations, see
above under “Typification.” (v) The abuse of the type-method to dispose
of o name by juggling cannot be too severely condemned. Every validly
published name, even the most embarrassing one, ought to have a fair
trial. — Typowyms: Xevooomus Quél, apud Moug, & Ferry (1887; rather,
jsonym) and Xerocomapsis 1. Reichert (1840,

T o Already indiented liefore by Murrill} pee above,
W Apparently Toocomie. = Swillve in meant,
m {ig, g8 i
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Viscipellis Quél., Ench, F “_. 155 1886 __,_W wvigeunt, bird-
lime; pellis, =kin. Gender: L - SRR {aasnie: 63 gelected for basl-
nym} : Beletus lutess L % Eﬁ, . BASIN '-'_ﬂgh:hu sect. Viscipelles Fr.,
Epicr. 409. 1838; Hym, europ, ﬁ&. 1874 — Boletus stirps Viseipellie Fr,,
Summa Veg. Seand, 2: 315 jﬁ.ﬁf_, avowed basinym: Quélet called
the genus “Viseipellis, Fr.” — SC0FE. quﬂﬂt did not change the limits of
Fries's group as he found fl;dﬁfft with in “Hymenomycetes europaei.”
TYPIFICATION, The type W Mﬁd here hardly needz comment.
Boletus huteis was already m hrmar fin Farlowia 2 268, 1945).
— Boletus sphaevocephalis ﬁ;_ﬂ; g]mruld be rejected. It is Quélet’s first
species and was indicated g3 the t.-_q';m by Murrill (fn Myeologia 1: 10.
1909), butl iz not among Fﬂgﬁi original species of the basinym, it being
deseribed at & later date than lﬂ.ﬁ IsonyM, frocomus Quél, (15828)
may be regarded gs b mers, snd superfluous, name change. — TYPONYMS:
Swillus 3. F. Gray (1821}, Cricunopue P, Karst. (1881), Peplopuz (Quél.)
Quél. apud Moug, & Ferry {133'?} und Boletopeiz P, Henn, {1898 ; preocen-
pied). And compare Boletus L. ex Fr.

Volvoholetus . Henn, in Engl. & Pr., Nal, PflFam. 1 (1**): 196.
1898, — ETYMOLOGY: volva, wrapper; the genus Holetus. Gender: m. —
Tyee srECIEE (only original specles) : Boletie wvoalvatis Pera.—Compare
the foliovwing note:

g B wolintva ne paviit pee dtre on [Freesmual wiseidue, dont 'annean seralt
ragbd, arcidebbollement, eomme volve & |4 hase du pled, ain=l gue le pensait Fries (1838,
ni Aweemic copinals parasité, dont le port est trop différent, comme le supposait
Quilet (1EARIE] ) maia plulst dne forme tératelogique de MAmopite gesmatn, seole
eapéce volvée dont une poussée vernals semble possible, en avrll, danas la réglon do
Mane (Sarthe). J'al regu de Chauvin, en provenance auzsl de la région maneelle, une
petlls Annnlte velvée &b exannulée, mals cvelllfe en sutomne, qui sppartiont & 1'4.
fomueic au sens large, ebgui pooeralt bien élre fa base de oo Dolet fantime,"—Giibert
(Bolets 121122 18013,

REMARE. For a discussion on this genus, see Ulbrich {in Ber. dtseh.
bot. Ges, 67:; 3809-306. 1989. — IsonyM: Boletiim Clem. (1909), q.v. —
STATUS. It may be assumed that Velvoboletus s either a nomen monstro-
agitatis, or if the type were a parasitized fungus,-z nomen confosum. In
either case it wonld be impriorable.

Xanthotonium Sing. 0 Myeologia 36: 361, 1944, — ETYMOLOGY :
Earildc, ¥ellow, blond ; xovin, dust, Gender: n. — TYPE SPECIES {(by original

ﬂﬂﬂﬁl[ﬂh Fronce 411 1RE8) @ " Lasus d'A. vagiwela dont I'hymenicm
wt trankformé par un Hipempees."”

J-.-_____,..__.-'
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designation) : Gyroporus stvaniineus Murrill, — Score. Introduced fo ae-
commodate two apecies.

Xerocomopsis I Reichert in Palest. J. Bot., Rehovot Ser. 3: 229, 1940
— ETYMOLOGY: the genus Xerocomus; dys, appearance. (render: f. —
TYPE SPECIES (by originsl designation) : Boletus subtomentosys L. ex Fr.
— SCOPE. This is almost the same as Xerocomes Quél, (1887), q.v., and
practically it i= an isonym of that name. Reichert was of the opinion that
Boletus impolitus Fr. (Quélet's first species of that author’s use in 1888}
ought to be taken as the type of Xeroeomuz, and considering it not con-
goneric with the rest of Xerocomus, he coined the name Xerocemopsis
for the taxon exclusive of B. impolites, retaining Xerecomus for that one
species. — TYPONYME: Versipellis Quél, (1886) and Xerocomus Quél. apud

Moug, & Ferry [1887}).

Xerocomus Quél, apud Moug, & Ferry, Champ. in Louis, Départ, Vos-
ges, Fl, Vosges 477 (100, veprint pagination). 18877 FL my¢ol. France 417.
1888, — ETYMOLOGY: fnpés, dry; xdpy, hair. Gender: m. — TYPE SPECIER
(selected) : Boletus subtomentosns Lo ex Fr. — SCOFE. Xerocomus is & name
given to exactly the same taxon az Versipellis Quél, (1886), q.v., and there
can be no doubt that it is & mere change for the latter name, although this
wag not expressly stated. Why Quélet made the change is not altogether
elear, (It may be noted in this connection that shortly afterwards he changed
Viscipellie Quél, into frocomus Quel, g.v.). — TyrFcaTioN. In regarding
FTevocomus as virtually being an isonym of Versipellis, one may automatic-
ally secopt for it the (selected) type species of the latter name, viz,, Boletis
subtomentosus, already selected for Xeroeomus by Binger (in Ann. myiol
34: 325, 1936 40: 46. 1942; ix Farlowia 2 285 1045 in Lillon 22: 66&.
1951).7 — Roletus impolitus Fr. was indicated as the type gpecies at an
earlier date by Murrill (i Mycologia 11 140, 1908). It was accepted by
Gilbert (Bolets 95. 1981), Maire [in Publ. Inst. bot., Barcelona 8 (4) : 41
19371, and L. Reichert (in Palest. J. Bot., Rehovot Ser. 3: 225, 1940}, it
belng the first species in 1888 It is umtenable. When introducing the
generic name (18871) Quélet Hsted B, impolitus not as a distinet species,
but {erronecusly) as » variety under B, fragrang. Vitt, — Cilbert, when
atill retaining B. impolitus a3 the type species, tentatively supgrested

Quélet's fifth species of 1388

% Sue also fobe oo this publication ander Gymacpus Quél,

14 Sap pleo under P’Mﬁfﬂ

B Tha Fumiﬂ‘ﬂ of # kn 1387 | M_niﬂ?mﬂlrhwﬂhgtad;l tha
first apecivs thors aletan varicgatis 8w, ex Fr, which specles should have bean
Hdﬂp_bbﬁ?nthnp& wha followed 1.1bu. “Hirat-upecies &t




s Do Goneri s (Botasot) s

"En créunt ce genre, Guélst n'n pas désigni fﬂaﬂl fype: T1 faut done adopler
In premiére du genre, soit le X fmpolitas) elle n'est pas omeote parfaitement connoe;
il qut mieux valu prendre le X, vhrysontoron,"—Gilbert (Bolets 5. 1831,

Az far as | um awsre Kihner (in Bull. Soc. Nat. Ovonnax 2: 44,
1948) was the first definitely to adopt Belefus chrpsenteren Bull, ex Fr,,
after B.subtomentoris had already been selected by Singer (Le), —
REMARK. Believing Holetus impolifus worthy of an izolated position,
Reichert (I.e.) restricted Xeroeonus to this one species and introduced the
name Xerocomapiis I, Reichart for the remainder of Xerocomus: * [Boletis
canbtomenfosus] aceording to the roles of nomenelature cannot occipy [the
position of type of Xerocamus] because it was mentioned by Quélet after
Blimpolitus.” Singer (# Farlowla 2: 285, footnote, 1945) already ecriti-
‘ciged Reichert’s eonclusions, — VARIANT SPELLING: *Aerocontus”; Léon
March., Enum, méth, Mycogr. 208, 1896.—Apparently an error, — TYPO-
¥YM5: Versipellis Quél. (1886; rather, basinym) and Xerocomopsis
L Reichert (1940). — NoMEN CONBERVANDUM (proposed). See under Ver-
sipellis,
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