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ASTERACEAE

NEW COMBINATION IN DICOMA

In the course of extensive studies of herbarium material 
of various genera of the tribes Mutisieae and Inuleae (As- 
teraceae) from sub-Saharan Africa, we have noted new 
localities and other data for species of Dicoma Cass. (Mu­
tisieae).

Dicoma m em branacea S.Moore

Although D. membranacea S.Moore has been consid­
ered by various authors (Moore 1904; Wilson 1923; 
Merxmiiller 1967) to be closely related to D. sessiliflora 
Harv., nobody to date has questioned the species status of 
this taxon; this may be because the currently accepted 
distribution of D. membranacea (northwest Namibia and 
southern Angola) (Figure 4) does not overlap either with 
that of D. sessiliflora subsp. sessiliflora— Malawi, Tanza­
nia, Mozambique and parts of Zaire (Pope 1992)— or with 
that of the recently described D. sessiliflora subsp. steno- 
phylla Pope in West Africa (Pope 1991). However, we 
have examined the material from Mozambique cited be­
low, and currently referred to subsp. sessiliflora, which is 
morphologically indistinguishable from D. membranacea 
from Angola and Namibia.

We found D. sessiliflora and D. membranacea to differ 
only in length of stem (less than 150 mm tall in the latter). 
Moore (1904) considered the presence of pedunculate ca- 
pitula to be diagnostic for D. membranacea, but we have 
examined specimens of this taxon in which the capitula 
are sessile [Voucher: Angola, Rui Correia 2589 (LUAI)] 
or subsessile [Vouchers: Angola, Borges 123 (LUAI); 
Mozambique, Gomes e Sousa 2157 (COI)], and further­
more the capitula of D. sessiliflora are not always sessile. 
Moore (1904) considered corolla size to discriminate be­
tween the two taxa, but the size cited by this author for 
D. membranacea is the same as that given by Pope (1992) 
for D. sessiliflora. Similarly, Moore (1904) stated that the 
corolla lobes are the same length as the tube in D. mem­
branacea', this is not the case in a number of specimens 
examined by us in which the lobes are longer than the 
tube [including those of Rui Correia 2589, Borges 123 
and Giess 8969 (K) from Namibia], In our opinion the 
putatively distinguishing characters included in Pope’s 
(1991) key to the section Pterocoma are, with the excep­
tion of length of stem (maximum 150 mm in D. mem­
branacea), likewise of limited value. This author cites 
stem hairiness as a distinguishing character and states that

only the stems of D. sessiliflora can be glabrescent. We 
have not been able to identify clear differences between 
the two taxa in this respect, and have found specimens 
of D. membranacea with glabrescent stems [Voucher: An­
gola, Borges 123 (LUAI)]. We did not find significant 
differences with regard to length of leaves (more than 120 
mm long in D. sessiliflora versus up to 100 mm long in 
D. membranacea)', indeed Moore (1904) described D. 
membranacea as having leaves up to 140 mm long.

MOZAMBIQUE.— 1235: Inhambane, Massinga-Vilanculos, Govuru 
River, 7-1938, Gomes e Sousa 2157 (COI, K, LISC). 2335: Niassa, 
Administrative Post of Mujoco, 30-9-1948, Pedro & Pedrdgao 5449 
(LMA).

FIGURE 4.—Distribution of Dicoma sessiliflora subsp. sessiliflora var. 
membranacea. Known distribution based on Moore (1904), 
Merxmiiller (1967) and herbarium material: dotted area. New 
localities: triangles.
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Since the morphological differences between these two 
taxa are minimal, and since the range of D. membranacea 
is not geographically continuous, we consider that this 
taxon should be viewed as a variety of D. sessiliflora.

Dicoma sessiliflora Harv. subsp. sessiliflora var. 
mem branacea (S.Moore) S.Ortiz & Rodr.Oubiha, comb, 
et stat. nov.

D. membranacea S.Moore in Bulletin de l’Herbier Boissier, ser. II, 4: 
1025 (1904).
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VITACEAE

A NEW SPECIES OF RHOICISSUS FROM THE EASTERN CAPE

Rhoicissus kougabergensis Retief & Van Jaarsv., 
sp. nov., R. microphyllae (Turcz.) Gilg & M.Brandt et R. 
laetantis Retief affinis, sed distributione et lamina folii 
ambitu anguste obovata, non ovata vel elliptica (ut in R. 
microphylla) nec elliptico-obovata (ut in R. laetanti) dif­
fert.

TYPE.— Eastern Cape, 3324 (Steytlerville): Kouga 
Dam, NW of chalets, (-DA), Van Jaarsveld 13796 (PRE, 
holo.; E, G, K, MO, NBG, iso.).

Spreading shrub with tendency to scramble, covered 
with equally two-armed, unicellular hairs. Roots thick and 
fleshy. Tendrils absent. Branches with leaves aligned on 
one side; old bark greyish white, rough. Leaves simple, 
petiolate; blade narrowly obovate, (22-)30-55(-65) x 
(6-)10-22(-27) mm, entire, apex obtuse or slightly emar- 
ginate, thick in texture, discolorous with lower surface 
reddish brown, upper surface glaucous green or both sur­
faces more or less of the same colour, lower surface more 
densely hairy; base of blade cuneate or asymmetric; young 
leaves covered throughout with reddish brown hairs; older 
leaves pale white or transparent on upper surface; petiole 
2-4(-7) mm long; stipules present, soon deciduous. Inflo­
rescences leaf-opposed, ± condensed, reddish brown, 
bracteate, thyrsoid cymes. Flowers regular, bisexual, 
pedicellate, globose in bud; pedicels 0.5-1.0 mm long. 
Calyx 5-lobed, cup-shaped, ± 1 mm high; lobes broadly 
ovate. Corolla: petals 5, ovate, 1.5-2.0 mm long, greenish 
yellow. Stamens 5, opposite petals, bending over gynoecium; 
filaments 1 mm long; anthers dorsifixed. Disc entire with 
ovary immersed in it. Style simple, entire; stigma inconspicu­
ous. Fruit a 1-seeded berry, globose, 8-10 mm in diameter, 
stalk ± 1.5 mm long (Figures 5 & 6).

The globose flower bud and the thick, entire disc of 
Rhoicissus kougabergensis indicate that it belongs to the 
genus Rhoicissus (Retief 1993). It is the fourth southern 
African member of the genus with simple leaves. All other 
known species have 3-or 5-foliolate leaves. R. kougaber­
gensis differs from R. microphylla in the outline of its 
leaves which are narrowly obovate (Figure 7A). Table 3

summarizes differences between the simple-leaved spe­
cies known from southern Africa. The other three species 
with simple leaves can be distinguished as follows: 1, R. 
microphylla has ovate to elliptic leaves (Figure 7B) and 
equally two-armed, reddish brown, unicellular hairs (Fig­
ure 8), somewhat more slender than those of R. kou-

FIGURE 5.—Holotype of Rhoicissus kougabergensis, Van Jaarsveld 
13796 (PRE).
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