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Summary
In view of an increasing significance of
the common occurrence of trimerous flowers
in monocots and primitive dicots, the “trime-
ry” of ranunculaceous flowers that was early
presented by Salisbury (1919, 1920) was re-
considered. Contrary to the analysis by Salis-
bury, the present analysis in Anemone narcis-
siflora and Clematis terniflora did not show
that the number of stamens and of carpels is
most frequently multiples of three, not con-
firming the presence of the trimery in Ranun-
culaceae, either. This not only casts a doubt
on Salisbury’s suggestion that “the flower of
Ranunculaceae is probably derived from a tri-
merous type,” but also invites further detailed
investigations on this subject,
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