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Abstract 

The name Euphorbia articulata Dennst., as applied to the species occurring in the 
Malabar coast of Peninsular India, but distinct from E. atoto Forst. f. is a later 
homonym and illegitimate. When E. halophila Miquel is treated as conspecific to 
E. articulata Dennst., the correct name of the species is E. pallens Dillw.

INTRODUCTION 

Boissier (1862), in his monographic treatment of Euphorbia L., considered E. atoto 
Forst. f. (1786) and E. halophila Miquel (1852) as two distinct and geographically distant 
species under the subsect. Sclerophylleae. Apparently, the latter is different from the former 
in having the smaller stature, many smaller bracts, and globose seeds. But, Hooker (1887) 
regarded E. halophila to be conspecific with E. atoto, which was accepted and followed by the 
subsequent workers of the flora of southern India (Rama Rao, 1914; Cooke, 1906; Gamble, 
1925; Sharma et al., 1984; Nicolson et al., 1988). 

Recently, Binojkumar and Balakrishnan (1993) segregated the Indian coastal element 
on account of its stems not tapered towards the apex, leaves obtuse, stipules broad and 
fimbriate, and cyathia in fascicles in contrast to E. atoto Forst. f. as E. articulata Dennst. , 
(1818) instead of treating as E. halophila on the basis of rule of priority of ICBN. They 
concurred with Boissier and Hooker in considering E. halophila Miquel to be conspecific with 
E. articulata Dennst. But, they are obviously unaware of the fact that E. articulata Dennst.
(1818) is a later homonym (Aublet, Hist. Pl. Guiana Fr. 480. 1775). Indeed, Boissier (1862)
cited three different Euphorbia articulata: (i) E. articulata Lam. (1788), (ii) E. articulata
Andersson (1854) and (iii) Dennstedt's name which was mentioned in synonymy under E.

halophila. Dillwyn's nomen nov"m was perhaps deliberate since Dennstedt's E. articulata is a
later homonym. It is to be noted here that Mabberley (1977), while reviewing the validly
published names provided by Dillwyn and Dennstedt, treated E. pallens Dillw. (Mabberley,
l.c.531) and E. articulata Dennst. (Mabberley, 1.c. 539) as E. atoto Forst. f. Since both these






