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Synopsis

The current situations and problems in classification of fungal genus Phomopsis isolated
from fruit trees are summarized, then the newly improved classification system of
Phomopsis based on the phylogenetic analysis is discussed.
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1. FL&IC

Z{DEMICBWTREERM L SRR T
Bilopic, DNAZBES T84 WERFEMNRA OGN
TaETWa,
polymorphism), RAPD {(random amplified polymorphic
DNA) (Fernandez 1996, Meijer et al. 1994) 3% 2 W i
EEEYZ0LODLEREN, IoHMORBIAV
b3 EBEL, RRBESUEWHEEMENORE
AT BOTHHAATRE W, ERITONTE LEER
BECEERARS 2 VEILERBL L EE LT, DNA
EHOWTEMFHEEOCAR - AEETHI>FRICE, RKHE
PHAEHETOMBEELEWI ERMAT, BEMRHE
BERAFEHE LPT VW, s -hREmis20TH S,
ERVA, E¥YE L TOREREPEREME L o BR R

RFLP (restriction fragment length

CEHERBVWILRBEIXTHNL,

Highr BH+ 2 Phomopsis BEIKDWT I, F0D4
MoK BREBSEILLTWARRHTIES skt d, &
BER- BEHE LV - A F R K2R EDNAZA
V3 RERIF ORI E B L kT, i ERRE
BT HNEMNS - fo. TRTD Phomopsis BB % 8
BLIHELSERMERES ORI EDT L ELS
548, HIEE TO Phomopsis BE OB HT 2 05
KoWT, BB n 2@ ERLREERL oW,

2. Phomopsis BE & I

Phomopsis B & 13, RIKE » 7@ 5 B ¥ ¢+ Diaporthe
EHOREHR TS S, HHEO elaTF Lo AT
PETIONEHTESE (B1H). Phomopsis BE
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SEINTBET LGRS TELDRIERREL
DEEZATED, 20535, EHFFEMEOD 5
Phomopsis BRI T b0 & b0BORHWA S 5
(Uecker, 1988). AXBEHOBHISENTL-TH, &
MITRIEEMNERIZ UL, ¢cBTFoR&E4124mic®
DI HLDITE, E2-3umic76%, BRTFOE X 131230
Lm ORI 8T9% OFEAS, 180.5-2 mic95% DRHE &
NTCTLES (Uecker, 1988). %7, FEIELEAOND
bOTHREEINABTETLCRESTOR T LER
WHot, EDiw, HENELIh T L2000
B, B EoniESE (Brayford, 1990), BEHE
H EoiiEE, & 5DNAERZESR (Rehner and
Uscker 1994) eE3WT, &S hA~E4HILE 3 b
OEHBEELSNAH, Wehmeyer (1933)iF, FHHI{
T#® % Digporthe HROFHE, THbEEGEE DT
HEOFE &L FERDFOHFRORE, F05BHEHoRE:,
TO3BLUFOSEFOREERELENTTHES
T 726508 L o= T0RICHS L s (Wehmeyer, 1933).
LinL#gds s, BERICEE 4 2845 Dioporthe arctii
(Lasch) Nit.7s EH#HAOTMENEED L 1 EICHKS
Shfcdhicld, BUAHEEGE S BHEEhTVWE LD
B b H D (Van der Aa et al., 1990), &% %
Phomopsis,” Diaporthe BEOGHICIZE { ORELE
ERNTWVS,

3. BBHCEHET D PhomopsisiBE y
Phomopsis BH I & 5 RERF L, EBHNTREHOH
EWEHD (F1R). 202 IRBOMMERPRE
ORI EES[&RIT, KBHE ., #HERcEE
THDREHBHL <, 2L ORBEICBVCBENR
BEEZHLOLTVA, CASKREOREEODIZI,
TroREREOL I KBORTF AR T 300D,
EEFETYARPEREOL I CEENEEDEZ OB
DEFENRTVA, F, FIREHEE (P fukushii)
&Y v TIEHRE (P mald) OX > KENEE» S
REBLIHEES QLML IRLIEE RO TS b
DLYFEHET S, COL3NBELOREML 2D,
Phomopsis BRESEIET 25 - U REHEESERREI N T
bRIFHE OBEENERRRRESFE TV, BECEHRE
BEEOBEEKSVWTREICRLAEY, 2odhski
FEEC2WT, B - FROHRELUBI A -HE

B WTRI T~ g,

(1) FVRERE, EEARET L ABRHE.
HIRE

Cho3WE, BEMCRBMo M VITF B
5, ) v IToRMEEE, NIOSEFEERT AE
&, ThibREValTELEWBRBTEFKT 2B A
HohTWah, TITE, EOERWTHR~, #

=y

¥ 1% Phomopsis BRI X 2285 E— ER)

= =z WRE
MR (Phomopsis) BitEt, (Digporthe)
®EFTES Y RAEEE Phomopsts sp. (W B L G Diaporthe spp.
+ v dkhiE P. fukushii Fndo et Tanaka (WEIBE GRIR) Diaporthe spp.
) o RS P. mali Roberts (W Bitk& G BIRR) Diaporthe spp.
P. tanaka Xobayashi et Sakuma D, tanakae Kobayashi et Sakuma
= HITRE P. amygdali Tuset et Portilla

1 =Y F RIER
F0A TN -y BERERH
94 7 N—vEEE

F 47—
FE YT ARBE

P, fukushii Endo et Tanaka
Phomopsis sp.
Phomopsis sp.
Phomopsis sp.
Phomopsis sp.

D. medusaea Nitschke
D. medusaea Nitschke
D. citri (Fawcett) Wolf
D. citri (Fawcett) Wolf
D, kyushuensis Kajitani et Kanematsu

D, tanakae Kobayashi et Sakuma

7 ¥ o R

# vy NBRH

A &y BER P. citri Fawcett

# v v RilER P. citri Fawcett

PR 7 P. vitimegaspora Kuo et Leu

7R o5 EE P, piticola (Saccardo) Saccardo
4 3 v+ VIR P, tanakae Kobayashi ef Sakuma
+ VIBERF Phomopsis sp.

71 kb 5s Phomopsis sp.

B &R E TV RILER
23 ke 7Y AR
4 F 9 7 RS
2L 7§§]}§'5§§

P, rojana Linnaeus
P, albobestita Fairman

Phomopsis sp.

P, cinerescens (Saccarde) Traverso
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FOFECoVWTRERMT B, Vv TRERER, Vv
DEARPhVEERIC T 5 &, e LTRIER &Y
(Cayley, 1923 ; {#43 » ERAK, 1987), #@i<xhizroR
LM b5 %9 (Rosenberger and Burr, 1982), &
X TV ARPRE R e RBRICEMEREEL, =
TlEhEs | BT EbH 5 BET, 1972, Ch
Y vIEeeDREREE, WHEEA%EPL mali Roberts
(Roberts, 1912), Bt 42 Digporthe perniciosa Mar
chalé &1 TW5 (Cayley, 1923 ; Dunegan, 1932 ; Kidd
and Beaumont, 1924 ; Marchal and Marchal, 1921 ;
Nawai Bin Hoji Ayub and Swinburne, 1970), 7 * Y
71 Tl Wehmeyer (1933) #3D. perniciosa *H£&% D.
eres Nit, @ synonym (F#EL) & Li0E2ZFTE
BED. eres: LT~ TW3% (Rosenberger and Burr,
1982). AT, T F =LY ABEFEEI>VTR
WETF (972) kK& -~ CHEEWRMEShY, HEE
DRIEKR>VWTRF VEMKREE ORFALEDTEL K
BT A 0EHNH B & LT Phomopsis sp. lKHHTWE,
) v SRERE IO WT, B [EE (1968) AEsk
HENEROREBEZP, mali LEEL, FEHIERS
LAMEENAEIC O VWT SRR -TWE (I«
BAR, 1987). F VIREE X, BRESROER, Vv
THOEEF VIR AELEESGTENRBRANR G
B, BERALF v cosBRT3ETHLELT,
P. fukushii Tanaka et Endo & & & h# (Tanaka
and Endo, 1930). %@k, KF (1976b) &, + vBif
ERP OABESNIECRIBHEHEEL, 2hoDT
OIREROESP S, FVRERENERPEABESENE
§9RIE 1% % D. medusaea Nit. & L, & 5 —F O®iF
B8 %= P. fukushii & LTHV, ZTogEiHtz
D. eres Nit. &3 L7, TH-Bd (1984) b+ v o0
FRSERERAI 2 &, 2RBHEHOREMNEES h, ORI THE
FROEOHRIIBERAFEL, JPERPDLE(IREER
TARBRFENPEO I EARELTCWSE, UL, T
B Hdp (1984) @&RF0 (1976b) itk BFHWEIBEN
D, 583 E I H Tanaka and Endo (1930) i & 3
P, fukushit DIFECHIC X { —F L, #REEIAHE I LT
WELZELE BES (98 &, + vEHEORE
#f £ T Digporthe XA F R L, h%ED, medusgea &
L, P. fukushii OB ELE, 20L&, F¥HE
HHEE S S B S N AEOHERKRIC LWTR—EDOR
BrBohTeod, TOERARRETS -,
CNoONHLEDRELEMFHT % 2%, Kanematsu

5 (1999a) A, ®E, F ¥, Vv IhofnEah BN
MoogEFE2slERssEEhERE LALECA, Thb

IMEL OB I N L ERASEE X b oY, 3
B=—ORPERBEE{ABRO LD LEHPERMDIL
K223 360 (WHEEE GEREGE) 0 2 EEIC
RELICEN=NAL, ThdiR, BEF vicBWTKH
(1976b), T.HE - Hop (1984) OFEH L 9 RR I8k &
BREREYT A EFL Rk, Ve S e ERE
W LS CTETZ &, WEKTalaF, AFELE
BT A0, GEBEZaBTOHLUAERLE L.
B oI ARoRicxd 2 EEHE TR, o8B ECE&
B, GEBRRBWHRKkEDbEE, =iy, TS
HEWHEEHER LA (Kanematsu ot al., 1999a). &
iz, &Y — ARNABET ('DNA) @ITS (internal
transcribed spacer) FHIROBITET-T, THHODH
O, BIRURSBEFRIC>VWTHEEL 2. Whiteb ®
it Lic7 9 4 = — (White et al., 1990) % H W\ TPCR
o & 0 HEARE 2 150E L RIFREEE TR, BRKE®
s 3 & (PCR-RFLPHENR) WEIHEE GRIBR OB
HHEETH - 72 (Kanematsu et al., 2000). ¥/, &
PCR-RFLPBICET 2 E %, S REEBE VW 2B
ATIREES| 2T L, SEHE, AL & CEES
G & b REMEHEST 5 &, F—DPCR-RFLPY v —
TRBTIHIEREREERLE. £, REF ¥,
Dy IhogEsh WEIKkE GRS TI:, SBEL .
BEXehshbbodFehThEL % PCR-RFLP AR L,
o2 OREL2BEEHEICE L - (Kanematsu et
al., 2000). ¥ok, EREATORRAROEE, W
TMEA, BLUGHBATRREMZD oih, WA
B & GBI TR RIE S 5724 - 7z (Kanematsu et
al., 20000, chooDT &, =8, +¥, Y vyah
oA h /MO METFETRT 2RI, BEKER
DHIETHLL, WENEGEKH T hE I &M
HEAL. PEOT Eh oWEINRE GRIK I IR It 98
ENBEEZI NN, ThomMBEBOFEMNBEEIRE
HLTEY, 553EEH, D, eres Th i3 D. medusaea
@%‘ﬁ)ﬂ%&:ﬂﬁ 5. D. eresB & U D, meduaea ®E I,
FOIFROESEEE:FOIRHEHoRsSEER TV 3
(Wehmeyer, 1933). L& L, chooMEHZ, BEPY
EEOEWE CRIBEREI I - TEHT A L0HEs R
TH 0 (Brayford, 1990 ; Kanematsu et al., 2000 ;
Kobayashi, 1970), $EUEEL2 L -BRECED 3 B,
FOHE%ED. eres £7213 D. medusaea EFETNE LD
HEYETT 2 oM, RERTCS B,

(2) EEHEITRE
HRRICEWTINIFE» OARE LT e HITHRR
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TEREREAUHEES b0 L (ES, 1996). &
RBECHRIIR (FH - 2, 195D HEE OF
R1084) BV TERLLEBRSBEIATED, 20
RRE 7Y ABEO o BT ESER L a4k
TZ b0 Fusicocoum BE IR L AFELsh T (B
o, 1952), s—uov N RBVWTlR, RFEEEULRE
RezePT - v FREIGEITHFEREEL LTFE.
amygdali BEIS N T, TFE, FEH» D ST
Buwiahio &s» e, Phomopsis amygdali (Del.)
Tuset et Portilla & ¥ E & N (Tuset and Portilla,
1989). AJTEEE THITRE R, RE, o= -EEs
BRIMEE P. amygdali WL TWAB T &, i, HEHK
TREEBES 2 Wi fRTHEREN L T Eh 5,
P. amygdali * BRE SN (Kanematsuet al,, 1999b),
P. amygdali © o fdT OFEER, WEHEBSL FGEEK
FERILTWEY, Fhaoo-EEROECREIE
SOV SKOBENS -, FLEEERBRTH,
P. amygdoli ® &0 RETEREBERL, WEKB &
UGRIBIREE RS 54 -7 (Kanematsu et al., 1999b),
tDNA ITSfRI O RGBT EP, &, Pamygdali &G
R dRETH D, WHKREIRE TS, F 1,
AEIEE P omygdali £ CEBRITERETZIEI G
{Kanematsu et al., 2000), P. amygdali & GEI [
BT, WEENAMEL - BESRRTHEB LELLNE,
TAVAYa—YTHTEEORRE» SN IH
i2 Phomopsis sp. &&3fed® (Uddin et al,, 1997, 1998),
Farr & (1999) ic &b, 74U AEEFOETE, LS
BB bLIYH, 15 ) TEP anygdali Bk & D
rDNA ITS (i 0 RS R » 5, P amygdali &
EENf, Bof, 77U BVTP. amygdali 57
Fob oS N finlEshit, TrFohoE
EhBDBRML D TH 5 (Mostert et al,, 2001).

Q) EEF VRERE, T USEEROBEEE

HEF YOy -0 ~&y—1—, FEEFVO - Ly
b BHEFOBEFEFK, TLULTEALRE, RETH
HEO L EBMEOVRECHEET S, FEE, NHEHER
BOBEOERN, FL-EREATHS (Fik - 1LH,
1998 ; #BZE, 1993 ; Hg4< - AIH, 1995), HEBEEERM B,
WEtkE GRIM RSN B F MM 50 (A -
M, 1995), THE &L 5DEWHEE (JRES, 1987)
tEZ NS BER MEELF VIEHEREOEEH
fT% % Phomopsis fukushii Tanaka et Endo & LT
Wi FRES, 1987). chEToLIsTE2ERES
WT OGRS,

@ Fo147N—VREREHEE, 917NV YHBH
BmE, FUA I —UERRE

FoA 7Ny OBEHRPRRET ZHEEROWER
M5, Phomopsis B® & Botryosphaeric B D5y
Ehd (S, 1983 &E, 1986). D5 1 Phomopsis
BFEOEER, aldFH5.810lumx2.1-3.0um, B
FA17.83B2umX1.201.TumTH 7. F94 70—
YHERESOITERENATOSBLUTFO 2 EAFO
REER, #+NEN43.7-66.3umx8.8 - 12.9um, B
U'10.9-16.9umX3.8-52umTH Y, FTOSHTHNE
HEEERBROER, RECRBEREI EECLE
GEZ, 1996). 4% (1996) KX - THE&Eshtk Y
4 70— EARUOEBREZERTE2F v A4 70—
v AMEREE. RESIEHRELBU LASETOEREE
Y. WRERE» SRBEE0-EE, Fv 4 70—
BT L, AMEREETAILPHEIN TV S
s, HEREOZSMASRVEShTVELW I Lh s,
FROSENRBRSHEOBEEB L L, Phomopsis sp.
KED STV, B, BHEREBWTHFY A 70—
R SRS U fo. AR B R B B,
S—AFL EFRALEERL S NAL, S8sh
% Phomopsis BEOSETOARE S}, o FHT7.810.
4%2.6-3.9um, FIEF1E23.0-26.5%1.6-2.6umTdH - 7=
(N - HEEE, 2000), ThoEFUL 70— vD 3K,
OIS NIBEORETHEREIZLALE L TH 3 M4,
SHORRB LUWEKEGEEE oMK WVWTIRE,
4%, RERE, HEEERERPDNAOITSHER %= H W
LREBNEC L - THLMEHETHSS. OB,
D=V —FVYFQF AL TN VviRELSEDOHE S
HEEM» o E N5 D, perniciosa, Phomopsis sp.
1, D. actinideae Sommer et Beraha (Sommer and Bera
ha, 1975) @ 3% (Howthorne et al., 19822\ T b,
ERT 5UENES I,

(B) 7T ROKRETS L REHRE

NG T Fy (@Bl v ol#ERS &
HO) CERICERELELSE, aldTREHE63x25
um, BIATIES24.7X194mTH S (4, 1989).
A (1989) B « FHEH (1968) oL L 7 P. mali
CHRBERENL TV E LY, BEOREL LT,
A OFEEGELVWE LTERTEITTWS,

7 FOERNRR, BEESRTEME TS TLL R
P, RREEHLL D GRS - 0BE 1994 EAR S, 1988).
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AVFEVNELFEIR, vryvaw iy vEREEC,
RICHIBEREHRELLERRELSE (il &R,
1975). MAEEE &, FOOIEFOEAE (10.5-13.8x
2445um), FOIBOE -2 BEVWI b5,

Diaporthe medusaea EEESH TV S (FEE S, 1988;
KFD, 1976a). W& & dWEE,L LHES LB 4,
EoWTR, TNENOEEIERET 255655 5.

7 hrdvBERE, hrdvigissEd
AVEVRBRRES vy REPBERBRAFERZ U &

BITHOTHL, BEHLSRBALLEDY, FHTCR
FRMic B L, MENERELSI L5, REHE
id Digporthe citri {Fawcett) Wolf & 3 (Fawcett,
1912 ; Wolf, 1926 ; Yamate, 1971), T O 3IET, ala
FEHWEE, GEBILHPLAREY (Kanematsu et
al., 1999a ; Yamato, 1976a). 3ACaRER, + & Of rDNA
ITS SHI DERMTRE R, & &, Diaporthe citri ZW2 G
WERFRETH 2 EHFHGHTEH S (Kanematsu et
al.,, 2000). F O SAE2T0-520 4 m, EH 400 4 m, T
DIOES41-bdpm, EHE515um, Fo3EFI10-17
x3.7-4.9um, FiH12-13x445um (Hili, 197)TH
4. Wehmeyer (1933) (3 Digporthe tH{{ DML & &
B = #5478 Diaporthe medusaea Nit. @ synonym & L
I ofFRBELASEAShTVIRY (Yamato,
1976a). & v+ v HEROKREEIZ 2 W T ik Phomopsis
sp. & UTHEGRERIRETH - 7oh8 GIR « B, 1929),
BA o (1999) F2EEAE S L O rDNA ITS 458 0 fFiF
kb h R vREREE A 2y BECRSERES|
gRCTEBEE—-THEEL, P rFv#HIEFREL
D. citri EEE L1z,

®) 7 KOS

Phomopsis BE O H T, i KB ONMETEFERS
5. AFEZ1960FENEE, NWHOBBERTH OHHHE
WIRERL, PHETEALDEORMER ST HERE L
THER s i (A8, 1988), KF0 (1981) RARRM 7 ¥
UOBEREL D SREUSETEERTIEICL-T
REC BT Ll Lic, RREHEE - S (1988) ick-
T2 bk, BEBRBVTSEREMOERMSFEE
L., AEoEHEH{iL Kuo and Leu (1998) itk b P,
vitimegaspora Kuo et Leu &y Z & nsz, BA - thih
(1994 PAWCHEL UAHEREZBERTERELLL
-5, B TH % Diaporthe BRO TEEMNEF S,
& D. kyushuensis Kajitani et Kanematsu & 4545 «
FO#E L 72 (Kajitani and Kanematsu, 2000}, &i&ZEE P.

vitimegdspora iR E WM ET O S8 THiskthk o, o4&
FHEE, His £ U rDNA ITS SRR OEREFIFAE L ¢
Botelehd, MERR—ETHEILIELMEN -
7z (Kajitani and Kanematsu, 2000). FFFE O34T
DARZ XL, aliF15.524x458um, BIFH25-55
X12umTH5, FO5E8F11Tum*x1320um, FO
ST I315.5-21.6X85-1lum TH 3., RiFOLES X
TR0 TR, BES (199D, pES (1995, H
££ (1989, 1992) KX - TEME TS,

0 FrYO3EKFHE

7F Y O Ic REOHEEMMTER S h, RIS
WHEA-To2HNIEREL . KIEHE 2 Phomopsis
viticola (Sacc.) Sacc. TH 3. ¥ Saccardo (1880) i
KE % Phoma viticole Sace. & L7h, & 0% Phomopsis
BEHHBLEIC, Phoma viticols % Phomopsis
viticola (Sacc.) Sacc.& L7z (Saccard, 1915). Reddick
(1909) it 7 F v 2 58FHE % Fusicoccum viticolum
Reddick & ¥4 L, Shear (1911) &, Cryptosporella
viticola % Fusicoccum viticolum Reddick @ 5221
& L7z, Goidanich (1937) ®°Pine (1958) DOHIFE A2 &S,
Punithalingam (1979) & F. viticolum % P. viticola @
synonym & UL T#& » 7o #, Phomopsis BE OFHEHEA
i Diaporthe BE T 5 T &, Phomopsis viticola &
Cryptosporella viticola © R B & % SR F ] #¢ Shear
Q911 BRI RWIEEhTWiEWwWZ &d 5, P. viticola
& C. oviticolo DBRIRSDVTREVWHES B & LK
(Punithalingam, 1979), #fifE, F—-RA+F V707 F Y
D HE NIRRT RS BE R, P. viticola
Taxon 125 Taxon4 @ 4 Sia s (Merrin et al.,
1995). Taxonl {3 D. viticola Nit. ERIE S i A
{Scheper et al., 2000), Phillips {1999 &, #~—X + 5
Y 7PTaxonl ERAVFFLVOTFo25h0FhicsS
# =1 B Homothallic (ERIEE#ESH) & Diaporthe
Eﬁb‘}. TFERBESHLEBICTE 340, Wehmeyer
(1933) DA IH - T D. perjuncta Niessl & [75E L.
L LIEHDS, £058EFE D. perfuncta 7T (a
BT 5 11-16%2.5-4um) LD b/h& <, D. eres D
#{XTdH 5 P. oblonga (Desm.) Travic Lt &
SFEHH B (Phillips, 1999). Mostert> (2001) {3,
M77VADT P25 00 Eh2EE, £—2 b
5 U T ®Taxonl-4 O, KEEEIK, rDNA ITS R
KX BREHES L UBRRENZLERITL, Taxonl %
Taxon2 % P. viticola, Taxond %
Phomopsis sp. 1, Taxond % Phomopsis BE T3 £

D. perjuncta,
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Libertella sp. &L, Themah, FFYIE>%Y
EhEBTTER, P viticola DB TH 3 (Merrin et
al., 1995 ; Mostert et al., 2001). BERTEhicH SN
50 3ERE I, TETFEDS LU rDNA ITS (RO i
R, S, Mostertd (2001) MEILHEL 1P, viticola
LECEEEA SN D GER, £FRE). BU WEEk
BLUGHEEE, rDNADITS $EE O EEAET) O FiF 5
5, D. perjyuncta B X U Phomopsis sp.1 £ 13BN S
WEMHFEENE G, RHER) .

(10) @+ L IRER

FEEF v ORIIBYNESE2ERL, R PE
REOEDL £ 9, MEZFIEEIT. FWEHERA3D
i & - TD, ambigua Nit. 2 HE SN, Kobayashi
and Sakuma (1982) i, D. ambigua |2 Wehmeyer
(1933) itk v 7 oFELEDL CHEESE D. ees DER &
ENTVED, D eres DR EIFEEL LEMKFE & &
HEG Az &S C &dp b, $17E D, tanckae Kobayashi et
Sakuma 22 L 7. FEOFOHIREFOKRKZ X EI25
17X3-bum, afld+i39-125 X2.5-4um, SIEF1312-20
X0.81.5umTHY, WPGEKRIDTFOIATPald
FRAEL, FRFLEOHENES, TOEEITOL
T, hES(198)IFEL V. D. tonakaeic k5 v
SRR VT A HEMNH 5 (B S, 1988).

4. Phomopsis BE DTG HEER

Phoma BE % Colletotrichum BEX EHETER
SRABEMICETNAZ WO DOBRTR, MOSEMHS T
Bicdic, By OMERARSITHhITWE L IATH
% (Van der Aa, 1990). £ { D% E ¥ % Phomopsis
EELESRERRICSY, BUusELILTREBshE
ERbBLEFEORELEANELENTYS (Sutton
1980); Rehner and Uecker {1994) @& OB, o5
MLAAE7Y 2BHEO ITSESE@ITLLET S, &
TLaABE LB LNHEROREERS - LTV
ZEhs, BEAFEOSBRRICEMCRT LT,
Brayford (1990) REHUZBEh 608 LEH, Hv
WAREEEETH -7 T &h 5, BERERSFEOFE I
DVTHENTNE, COLIE, HROBEEFEHOS
HHERLEEIr G L dHEhTHD, EHRUEEIHE
MhoREEhsE { OBNELET 3 Phomopsis BE
ENERET IO, RER#ETHSE. AEHEATH
RS EMZ L Wi, b L, ZOREEOAIK LT
Bos@sboins s, BRERPHRFEORL 2EZ
FEELTHS CEIKE-TLEY, REHKRETEOHE

ASEikEVT, BEEELETH2 3.

Wehmeyer (1933) i3, Phomopsis BE & EiE,, B
FIEBBENTWEE @ Digporthe BB %, HHE
PSR RT 2 E R D ER-HEL, S 0Kk
F2hi 5 Digporthe BEO S HHiIc KWICEEBL 72, L
L, Al TH-TH, ZORBHERPKEEIOSH
P L THREBNSEESZ L i ic, Wehmeyer
(1933 DHEAERLBALMBLNAT WS, Phomopsis
B & Digporthe BORXEORE TR, D LoD
Digporthe D& 0B X B3R D Phomopsis R I
THZ &Y, BRRECREILAELTVWS, §%ik
U &> D Phomopsis MO & - d Digporthe 1812 %t I
T3S REBHOEFRICRE -~ HEFRERELT
WS EBREBETEHS,

fhotf & FERGRRBEESUERRCB0 TS, U
F Y — 5 RNA BT OEERT i B -5 W o BRI
L TFbhTWwaE, 2055, 185 rRNA #{zTF 21t
HEALEFEVO T, MrrvoBfie, 7, 3
P2 F)TORNABETFREL<AHZ0VEF L~
WVOMEICHVWSRTWS, —F, Eax—FEHTH S
ITS SHlg (X & LR A LR o TRIBR W 0 8 £ BE R
SHBEDICEHEELSNTV S (White et al,, 1990).
Fh, BERAOXIUSFF- s, BEEEREED
ZLPTVEE, »30EIEERRLEORABRHE
EEBIhIME KL T, BRENS], BEEEE
AFLECLES, WEAETHZEVWIFIRLES.

FEFEOHRORKE, Bz or0lEMIcHELE
¥ % Phomopsis/ Diaporthe BE T4, rRNAEBERETO
ITS SR D T PR AR O E 2 kT 5 2 2wk b,
iEkoFk, TRbLLIETORES, BEKELLS
HEZRTIRHERE LIS - RBHEFESHS M ER-T
#TW3 (Kanematsu et al., 2000 ; Mostert et al.,
2001 ; Zhang et al, 1998). N HDOHWRICBWT, R
BLELER S rDNA ITS Al ORI, MEDKEME R
EHFOD/EEERFELEVWI L IHERESA TV S,
BT, w7 U ot d Diagporthe herianthi
Muntanola-Cvetkovic Mihaljcevic et Petrov & [E%E &
NTWiE, rDNA ITS fEE % 7o AT O R,
TRy PF4 X, TEEPFUOOHHMESNIEN ST
FiwEhen I EAALHIRE -7 (Firrao, FAE). [
BOoFETHDHREROH L LT, B, 250WRR
EicEE L TWS Phomopsis BEIK2WTH X 50T
mEREET A, FEREOCHRERFHSENE T S
CEATESS. TOHR EBHEhTwiIglo
AR A& W, HAENB I T, X bk
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ENRGENSEARPEES N3 LBbh3, 251
N, FENEEL v FEREEOEN 3 Phomopsis
BREOSE » 2WEiT BBz, 4%, BE
BOVWTVWRLWAREMAER S, 2olETFORKEE

COMHBERLE - B, YOoBlRITVOR, &
BVWREILHOLORYEIFAZ LT EEL L, BT
EENGRILEN B &Y, Bosaksd, KE
Btk - THERI SN2 ORFEOHBRFINAR
AW BT-2ThA S,

L%, BIFOBERBELARE - HBLZHERK, 77T
KREHINTWE L oBEE2HTE D0, &0 HEEH
BEhTWa, BEENSEcL--TE{ o2
HEELAESHE, FARKEESICTFLET S D. eres v
D. medusaea, BEAEY T D, arctii &R, HHOR
HEicahhd I EWTFHEENGYE, ChooEEED
FEHICHES 500 EVSEENE-TWE. B0
RicEbNFERERC VT, EEERNLEL
T, SEHEEOCRELDOFEHLSHEEN S Phomopsis
BEOZRKEITEZT Lk, zolBr B0 T
POBEUBEINRIATL 3O0TEREVWAEEEEL TY
5,

i Z

Bt FH+ B Phomopsis BEHOAEHOHKIC->
TG L, SBESShTW{ ThAs54XBEOHLI
DEERICOVWTEE L.
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