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Chaetacanthus was described to accommodate species of Dyschoriste that had two stamens and two staminodes 
rather than four stamens. Four species had names in Chaetacanthus, but those names have been widely mis­
applied and very many herbarium specimens and iNaturalist observations have been wrongly identified. The 
identity and circumscription of the previously named taxa are clarified to lay a foundation on which a revision of 
species previously regarded as Chaetacanthus can be based. Habit, leaf size and shape, corolla morphology and 
types and distribution of hairs are important characters for recognising species in the group. Two of the several 
undescribed species are described to facilitate their protection, as a threat status of Critically Endangered is 
recommended for both. 

1. Introduction

Chaetacanthus Nees was described in 1836 to accommodate species 

where the ovules were situated near the middle (rather than nearer the 

base) of the capsule, where the calyx lobes were longer (rather than 

much shorter) than the tube and where there were two rather than four 

stamens but were otherwise similar to Dyschoriste Nees (Nees, 1836). 

With this circumscription, Chaetacanthus was endemic to South Africa, 

although some material subsequently was collected in adjoining 

Zimbabwe and Mozambique. Clarke, in Flora capensis (Clarke, 1901), 

used only the difference in the number of stamens to differentiate be­

tween the genera and introduced that Chaetacanthus may also have two 

staminodes with or without rudimentary anthers. In addition, common 

species of Chaetacanthus were usually herbaceous and had white 

flowers, whereas common species of Dyschoriste were suffrutices or 

shrubs with more colourful flowers (pers. obs.). However, there are 

suffrutescent species of Dyschoriste in tropical Africa and America and 

D. radicans Nees and D. hildebrandii CS.Moore) S.Moore are recorded to

have flowers with two stamens, two stamens and two staminodes, and

four stamens on the same specimen (Vollesen, 2013) and thus Chaeta­

canthus was formally subsumed into Dyschoriste by Manning and Gold­

blatt (2012).

The first key to distinguish between the species of Chaetacanthus was 

that of Clarke (1901), where he used leaf size and shape of the leaf tip as 
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the first character and then indumentum on the calyx lobes to distin­

guish the species. Of the species that are included in Flora capensis, 

those that occur in Western Cape through to Eastern Cape are sprawling 

herbs or shrublets with small leaves that flower without fire, whereas 

those that occur from Eastern Cape northwards are herbaceous, have 

larger leaves, occur in grassland and flower prolifically after fire but 

only sporadically in summers that are not preceded by fire. These 

characters are not obvious from herbarium specimens and Clarke (1901) 

has cited specimens from the two regions that have similar calyx indu­

mentum under the same species, which has caused considerable 

confusion. 

As a prelude to determining the species limits of many undescribed 

entities within the species of Dyschoriste with two stamens and to pre­

paring a revision of the genus, this paper aims to clarify and characterise 

the species that were previously recognised in Chaetacanthus. As many 

taxa have been confused with D. setigera and D. glandulifera, it is prudent 

to deal with those species first, followed by the other known species. In 

addition, two new species that are threatened by urban expansion and 

development are described as a step in their protection. 

2. Material and methods

Specimens: Herbarium specimens were consulted at J (abbreviations 

follow Thiers 2025 [continually updated]) and material was borrowed 
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