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ON GYMNODINIUM CYANEUM UH

in cell shape and in size, differring in the longitudinal furrow which enters the epicone.
It also somewhat resembles G. amphidinioides Geitler (1924), but differs from it in the shape
of the cell and in the epicone which is conspicuously smaller than the hypicone in G. amphi-

dinioides.

I wish to express my thanks to Dr. P. Silva of the Herbarium, University of Cali-
fornia, Berkeley, Calif. U. S. A. for notifying me of this nomenclatural problem and for

correcting the Latin diagnosis.
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page 60, line 6,

instead of “® (—rZ—, X> =%—-10(X4—xn)2”

VA V4
read Q(—-’—, X)=T—IO(XA—XF¢)2—2.8=O
page 58, line 13,

instead of “=a'—5'—zl—+y'(x,4—x,,>+a'”

read “=a'—pg’ ?—-}-‘y’(XA——XF,)”-f-a’”

page 43, line 10,
instend of “Noda, 1971 read “Lopez, 1970".
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