CORRESPONDENCE

The fungus, the Code and the mysterious publication date: Why
Gnomoniopsis smithogilvyi is still the correct name for the chestnut rot
fungus

This letter is a response to the ongoing confusion regarding the name to be used for the chestnut rot pathogen, Gromoniopsis smithogilvyi

(Gnomoniaceae, Diaporthales). The first author recently received correspondence from Australia that academics and industry believe there

are two fungal species that are the main agents causing chestnut rot. There is only one main causal agent of chestnut rot in Australia, New

Zealand, and Europe, and its correct name is G. smithogilvyi. Here we explain why.

In 2012, two groups independently
described a fungus from Castanea

spp- causing chestnut rot. The first,
Gromoniopsis smithogilvyi, was effectively
published online on 4 June 2012 in
Persoonia with the publication date given
on it (Crous ez al. 2012). The second,
originally named Gromoniopsis castanea’
(Visentin ez al. 2012), has no publication
date written on the fulltext PDF, but was
found to have been published on 21 July
2012 (Shuttleworth ez 4/ 2015). This
publication date can be verified via a Web
of Science search as it is not observable
on the Journal of Plant Pathology (JPP)
website (Visentin ez 2/. 2012).

In 2015, a paper was published showing
the two names represent the same species,
with G. smithogilvyi having priority due
to the earlier effective publication date
(Shuttleworth ez a/. 2015). During the
review process of that paper, the exact
publication date of G. ‘castanea’ was
difficult to ascertain by an independant
reviewer who then contacted the editor
of JPP, Luisa Rubino. She stated that
from the JPP database, the Visentin ez

al. (2012) article could not have been
published before 21 July 2012. Therefore,
this was taken as the effective publication
date.

In 2016, a letter to the editor was
published in JPP citing another personal
communication from Luisa Rubino
stating that the publication date of G.
castanea’ (now being referred to as G.
castaneae’ after Shuttleworth ez al. 2015
had corrected the Latin), had mysteriously
changed to 21 May 2012 and with a DOI
(Tamietti 2016). There is no proof of this
publication date or of a DOI on the pages
of the Visentin e# /. (2012) fulltext PDE.
After publication of Shuttleworth ez al.
(2015), a DOI hyperlink and fulltext PDF
was added to the JPP website which was
not present before 2015 (Shuttleworth
2013). Additionally, Article 30.2 of the
Code states that An electronic publication

is not effectively published if there is
evidence within or associated with the
publication that its content is merely
preliminary and was, or is to be, replaced by
content that the publisher considers final, in
which case only the version with that final
content is effectively published’ (Turland ez
al. 2018).

There is evidence from 13 June 2012 that
the Visentin et /. (2012) article was then
only available from the JPP website as an
Abstract (Shuttleworth 2013). There is
also evidence on the Visentin ez /. (2012)
fulltext PDF that the article was received
on 10 April 2012, and accepted on 4 May
2012. However, neither of these dates

is one of an effective publication; the
effective publication date of G. tastanea/
castaneae’ is the date when the final
version of the paper was available online,
which was July 2012, and most likely 21
July 2012.

Unfortunately, what appears to be a
campaign to use the later incorrect

name has emerged (Lione ez 4/. 2018,
Gonthier ez al. 2017, Sillo ez al. 2017,
Tamietti 2016), attempting to discredit
Shuttleworth ez 4l. (2015) and Mycotaxon,
the publisher of the article (Gonthier e#
al.2017).

This raises important questions in
regard to the wilful refusal of scientists
to observe the rules of the Code. Articles
using the incorrect name continue to
appear, and one author who previously
used the correct name switched to using
the incorrect name (Lione etal 2018,
Pasche ez al. 2016).

In cases of nomenclatural uncertainty,

it is possible for the relevant permanent
committee, which in this case would be
the Nomenclature Committee for Fungi
(NCEF) to be asked for a binding decision
via a published request in Zaxon. We do
not, however, consider this necessary

as there is no evidence that the name

G. castaneae was actually effectively

published before G. smithogilvyi.

There is only one main causal agent of
chestnut rot in Australia, New Zealand,
and Europe, and its correct name is
Gromoniopsis smithogilvyi.
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