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RGHEATORRRE &, EEDRIKBIEIZ BT 5 2 DEH
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TAREBIZBATHE L LI, REBITHEIZ R
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I Acremonium BED#{& & Neotyphodium ED
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Neotyphodium J& DA IKE 1L, EHE A 2 FEAREY
OFEEARREE LTHONT VS, BEIZL > TREIHE
MOMEECHEREE L2 L2mMEsE), £F%
RETHIEPMONEDS, BOBEIIL - TdFRE
L EDERBYNOERERTIEODH L, ZDOF
AmEyE LTofBE, REPFREFEL L COMHE
»o, HRHICHENED LN TWS (Crac et al.,
2004) o

Neotyphodium & \» 5 JE% 1%, Gienn et al. (1996) 7%
)RV — 4 RNA BIZF (tDNA) OFITHER%E b L1z,
L BF Acremonium J& D—ER (sect. Albolanosa) & ST
WA IS SR TRELADOTH S, Genn
etal. (1996) DEMTIIZDBEENNv I I X (BA
W) Bicgdh, 41 ABEY O EORRE (Epichloé
BH) (OB THEZ LRI TWE (H-1), W
PHEEEEEEO—HTh L RERT, LLOHWEFL &
b 12 Neotyphodium BHEY EiFohTwboikz ) L
TRERBIZD LB, FATRBLEERTVAEDIE M=V T =

Molecular Phylogenetic Analysis in Neotyphodium Species : To
Identify and Beyond. By Koya Sucawara

(¥—"7— K . Neotyphodium B, Epichloé BH, o TR#%E
#, METETCRL, ML, (b, F4)

Candida tropicalis
[ Saccharomyces cerevisiae

Acremonium alabamense <—
Chaetomiumu globosum
Cryphonectria parasitica
Diaporthe phaseolorum

Daldinia concentrica

Xylaria hypoxylon

Acremonium alternatum <—
Emericellopsis minima <=
Emericellopsis terricola <=
Acremonium chrysogenum <=

Acremontum murorum <—

Acr ium kiliense <
E Acremonium strictum <=
Acremonium rutilum <

S
Acremonium coenophialum | <=

Epichloé amarillians <—
Epichloé festucae <—

Acremonium uncinatumkﬁI

Atkinsonella hypoxylon <=
Balansia aristidae
Balansia sclerotica

Mpyriogenospora atramentosa
Myriogenospora atramentosa

Balansia henningsiana

Balansia strangulans

Balansia obtecta

Claviceps purpurea

Echinodothis tuberiformis <
Cordyceps capitata J
Hypocrea pallida

Hypomyces polyporinus

Nectria cinnabarina
EN pora vasinfect:

Nectria vilior <—

Acr ium furcatum <—

_[ Ceratocystis fimbriata
Microascus trigonosporus

Ascosphaera apis
4E Eurotium rubrum

Monascus purpureus
—— Taphrina deformans

-1 18S rDNA BFINHE THE SN F0 ) HEHED

B L, Acremonium DA TEEMERE b OE

DHF OB (Gewn et al,, 1996 % FHI/EX)
Acremontium FEOTREEWAE b OB ICRENEFL,
3% & N7z Neotyphodium B~DEBHIRIEE N H
HMErERTH-> TRLAE., E2RE L RELHR
ZDBRELTWBDTEE.
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R 7 (Festuca arundinacea, 7 =7 3 J % ') DRI
H LT % Neotyphodium coenophialum (syn. Acremonium
coenophialum) TaH5b,

R~ (DNA OFIHIEARERTOEAWDY Lk
FHENTVDED, TOs—ATIZLERD Acremonium &
A% %% (polyphyletic) T#H Y, FDOHIZHF OHEFH
B (Epichloé |&) DOEMMAA L LT S TH I RE
T )V—7 (=% - Neotyphodium J&) DHEET LI LH
ENVITRENTWS (K-1), LA L, KEUETR
FTEIE, ZOBDE % TEhVLRER] Mo Th
TUTMIIBLEND LIRS RV,

0 SRREICH T 2 HERK

[HfE] Lwiflted, [E] 2RET BN L
7, OB L OBRIETFRICOWHE (51 LR R
FEDERIELILLETFET S, Thid, HERME
AN, REFLRIZOEBROPTHIEARY EiFoh
T\ 5 Tavror et al. (2000) ORELXIEILDET S
Phylogenetic Species Concept (RFFEMEMS) (2%
SWTHEE (B, 2005 ; £, 2005) % L7zE4A
THEABETH S, L LAENIESEOERIZL -
THA LR [HE], Tabb, —EHEICEESIN L
Y EMEROBMAETE U EYSEEL, BER
BEFNIZHEIRERDY /) LORE - BREBIIEYE
ICOKEZEFHNIIE>TWVBEEILNRTWVS,
IZHIIBVWTREHOEF AL, SO LT,
BIEEENBROBEERETHHH] (KE, 1973)
TR LOHLMLHECATE 1, BEOFTRHERE
WORBIZL > TEOHEITEYWREE~NERE L

®-2 Epichloé - Neotyphodium BHED g F 21— 7" vt
EFORMEEE (Moon et al., 2004 % £ EE)

BAEIC L 2508, A—@Eke o8y 1 70l
EFFRHEEATV254, HELENHKIZ(L)
(2), (3) &L TR, HEakForiz OO (1E
THEYE) OREFH/HFEOMKEE] L L, FABED
B2 [TG (Taxonomic Group) -1, TG-2,--] &
LTEH LT3, BT 1,000 @RTTH
T—=VANT v Tl (%, 0% LEDOAKR). £<
DET, 7/ bRICRERICENEES 1 TDR
Fa—7) YREFHREEATVS. Thid, C
DEBOKFOEIMELEHEY B L 220 ELL
feizbE&hTwab, —fle LTN. coenophialum
(syn. Acr ium coenophialum) D% ) LpiZITF
T5354 7OREFERENTRL.

E. bromicola

E. bromicola

Bromus benekenii® 3t 4=

N. siegelii (1)

Hordelymus europaeus® 3t & HeuTG-1

84

96

Festuca altissima® 3£ 41 (1)
N. occultans (1)

N. chisosum (1)
88 84 Hordeum bogdanii®> 3t - EHboTG-2(1)
Hordeum brevisubulatum® 3t £ B HbrTG-2(1)
E. elymi Hordeum brevisubulatum® 3t £ B HbrTG-1
Hordelymus

E. elymi g
Poa autumnalist 34 8 (1) europaeusD 34 B HeuTG-2(1)

Bromus purgans® 3t &
Hordeum bogdanii®) 3t 41 (1)

Achnatherum robustum® 3t (1)

100 E. glyceriae
E. glyceriae
100 ———— Melica ciliata» 3£ 8 (1)
——7—— N. inebrians

E. amarillans

Hordeum bogdanii® 34 #HboTG-1(2)

86 |E. amarillans

Elymus virginicusD 3£ %

N. chisosum (2)

Festuca paradoxa® 341 (1)
=4 J 45X (Holcus mollis) h* ¥ DIEFRE

E. festucae

H N. australiense (1)
N phialum (1) <:_____|

84| N sigelii (2)
9 L Lolium sp.0> 3t 4 BFaTG-2(1)

Achnatherum robustum® 3£ (2)
N. lolit
Festuca obtusa® 341
N. melicicola(1)
N. tembladerae (1)
Lolium perenne® 3t A=W LpTG-2(1)
85, Lolium sp.? 3t 4 HFaTG-3(1)
83 Lolium sp.? $ 4 HFaTG-2(2)
80 N. occultans (2)
N. coenophialum(2) < _j———
9 E. baconii

E. baconii
——E. baconii

9 | E. brachyelytri B
E. brachyelytri E. clarkii

97 .
98 | N. aotearoae —[E typhina
1 N. melicicola (2) Lolium perenne® 3t 4 HLpTG-2(2)

99 E. typhina
|_ E. typhina
Lolium sp.® 3 AW FaTG-3(2)
Hordelymus europaeus® 3t 4 EHeuTG-2(2)

'Melica ciliata® 341 (2) HboTG-2(2)
. typhina

]

E. sylvatica

E. sylvatica

E. typhina

Festuca altissima® 345 (2)
E. typhina

N. coenophialum (3)

Poa autumnalis® 3t 41 (2)
Festuca paradoxa® 3t 41 (2)
N. huerfanum

N. tembladerae (2)
Hordeum brevisubulatum® 3t B HbrTG-2(2)
N. typhinum var. canariense
N.uncinatum

— E. typhina

76

0.005 N. australiense (2)
Bigsak | N chisosum(3)

Poa sylvestris?D 34
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D RE, ARECBOTLERICHEAIER S
DDd % (Brasier, 2000) . HTE Neotyphodium & & &
NTwa A FFEYPOLERIE, KREICBWTED
WHBERISER SN EHETH S (Scuaro et al.,
1994 ; Tsar et al., 1994), COFRIIKE -7 ¥ v F
— NI K% (ScuaroL Bf) ZHL.L& L7227V — THEIER
EEFAETHLBERET, BREP LS ORI E
N TV % (ScuarpL and Puiies, 1997 ; Cray and
ScuaroL, 2002), T/, EHEZEDOF— L R=D
(http://www.ca.uky.edu/agcollege/plantpathology/scha
rdl/evolution.htm) T, Zh5DOEHEEDARERLHIET
BARIZOVWTORELVWER - 417 A MIL BHER,
SROBMEXMR LERDLIEHNTE L, 20RO
V=TI & BRI GRS, SHASN TS
Neotyphodium BEDKENHETH L EHHBELT
% (Moon etal, 2004, ®-2), 29 L7:Ha, #ILo
BRERRHEERERENIIRRT 22 518, —BEERS
NIEOBRPER L THEOEFRET 2720, R
Bewv) L V3EER, KATHRBOWERL S &, i
NOGIEEBEIHMENBEINLRTIZ R S, RBEHBITIC
Lo THORZERRAMKBRLSY ¥ T VICHRTE D L
FTH2ANEEROOOFETH 575, [HIREL] L&
NBHZH LABRRIE, BEEPYRICELREShTWS
(WE, 2000), HEY) & HEMLE DL, T, L&
MOBILL ZHE LS T E I A TEELHSLE
RBETHHHo Tz, 29 L-BROBAN LEENT
BIZLo720b, FTFREMITOEBROBMTEEL B,
FERE LTHEYENICED AT N, SREERSR
T3 X HIZR X % Neotyphodium BHE 2 BVT, M
BRI ED LI TbNADTHAI)H» ? Moon et al.
(2004) 1%, FLAT & EEMEY OB OB &
5 1 2 EDBFEE (Epichlod BE) 75 [BhE-7-] 18
FREYICEE L OICEEREBRTEL LY,
EAMICHERERNICE Y AT N72F (Neotyphodium &
W) C%b. 2 - WYATENAEIE, Atk or
ST LB ERRRERVERL, £ ETRL
TWw<, 3+ L2 L#E» SR U EICERRLE L5
D Epichloé BW & AHIfaRA L THBILLAEIE, ¥
JLAEWE - BEL, HILOBETFLEBSTEL0,
EFEDOF ¥ VANWEZ B, T D729 Neotyphodium BT
WIEMEL LB S hb,.] LHBLTWAS,
Epichloé BEAPTEE L T 54 (LBEOLFHEZD

) ICHEBEEERESSVI DL, PEORRHE
MiEEE [MEo7zl, drVEIBEELOHONELE
S ZREIC S BERYBOMELHIBES L T BTN
HELC, HEEFER L) A TOLEKREY, 72, HIK
BBV CHRBEATEFICERIC S 5 &9 Rikiidizs
WZHEZ LN N LNT, SBROMEIFI-IE, &
BT uh )+ EERETHEEDORKEIIOVT
bRAKOEEI KOO L,

M SEFOESRERBEENR

AEROE 1 (B, 2005) T [(REMBITIZBY
T BEIE—25 % REFTII/NT OF AL L
ELCLEIWEREIDL2OTEENLETHS] L
IEEMEL 2SN TV, BEOEHEIZARLILLS
7 ) AATOREFEETE LR IGEETRBEET
HEMRFEI/ST T H X (paralogous . HFEIMHIEH 5 2T,
REERERICTS) REFIE SNBN, ERLEE
FLwHERTIE, Bt L) 2HERKICL>Td Y
J ARICEEO (3708 A LER]] P& L%, rDNA
LHEESY A TOb DN E—EYENICELRAT NS,
Neotyphodium BH 2BV TIE, &I R oLBEFER O
HWEEROKER, FEEILI—D2DF L FTIZELE Y
THBY (Ganey and Scorr, 2002), rDNA % B\ 7 & #
N (Geww et al., 1996, [X-1) X@fEEs, &hui
%2 (Epichloé— Neotyphodium BH DB RHEM) 2R L
TWwb, —HZ) Lk, wbid [HES] #&Twnizwn
BIEZF, FIZERFa—7Y) VEBEFOBKTIRIOL
IBFUNI DY, TLESBREBLDIZIERE
BHNHBVLETH o7 (Moow etal., 2004, E-2)o LA
L, HRATIDL) 2 BEFERETLILT, 204
W BRI E o CEEILOBERFHEL IR 57
biFTh s, REBITTIE, BITHREEFBLTZ2D
BEFIA Y 2 ATV D, ED LS HIRETHRFS
NTVEHh, /279 LIREBICH - &R Licown
THZERICANDD, EB - T E1T) SV EELER
£,

EBRDOGFREBEHROBRFIIBVT [S50HA%E
5I) 3HFRE DRI (35 BR{EFHIR O PCR #iE% &
FI=DIEH, WIREWEZ KB L TALLH A AHBRL D
BHROEWLHTE], oviE [HEEEDEZ S -7
RIS, HEABUTEEOE - FEHEL T
(F721%, HAHILLETE -7 MIPIcTIT) &
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BFEFINFGZGED L] Evo-BE L LTHERLZ &S
B\, FTREBTEITH 720124/ 4 DNA OEF %
BE (=7 R) TRHAE, FM4Ly by —F
A, $hbbs /L DNAZHEIZLTPCREIFEL
DNAWR 2% BH T2 DONEBTHHD, 7/ LNICE
BB IC R B (S35 04 A %) BIEFIERLE
LTwai54, PCROBIBEYFSEHEEEL L2
IChb, FNOLDY A4 AR BIGEIIHE, Y4 XH°
L (BEOEZKETIINH - #AUTELY) BE
BBREOHETRRSINDG, BRI LABHRICETL:
BE, TI7AX—D%FERL) 2B L THREFIE (T
O ALEF XA ICHEIBETES L5125, FheEh
DEFZ 70— T LTy =4 VAT H R EDFED
RONTELD, FRISPHPEIENLHELDHTHD
BEFEBTTIMEELS o7 LELEE, #HiE
RREORETY —7 Y AEEBRIES D, 72,
BEARSVERKE L, A—#EDDNAGTFHIE
ERFOZRIIL ZUEEEDBNTS L VWHIT S FE
PERLODOHALILDLH, §HII LI [Rodnh
BF ] iZoWTHBITr L D LHFE NS,

IV Captured in the ryegrass
—HIlHx-hELS

Neotyphodium B IREWAENICHEL TWE I LD
LAFTFATATAIL - FT774 FeBHIN
b, BD L DBFEETOAMEMBERINICHFSH
(Sucawara et al., 2004), F7-, BEBRELTHLI LD
o TRIEH BT - ROELIZBIEZR Y, HEL
LTHBASNSETA 77 RAHE, 72 A7 ETORENK
EHHEERICE o2 LPS, TT20FIEFLTI—T
%, T AN A, AT TThE)OFE - B
Wb, TVT7 - 77V HBETOREMIZ S
%L, ZOREGEREISHFIN TS, ZLALHEMZ
BhRE LTORET L TRENIEEI DR, £/, —
BOBETIIHEIRETHL L2, BIFEICIEZC
TRRTE L) R FREBRORHAPARTRTH
b, TuEME - WRIZOWTIE DNA D F— % HiEEH
ENTWB DT, rDNA OEFI O B & RIFHTTRE
DREHEETH 545, HELTEU/-HE - BRI
BEETHZ LS, rDNA X CIRREFEEE L
E-HRLE . 29 LAzBAIZIE, Moonetal (2004)
PHVTWEIA 70754 bx—h—% EbHET

HHATRETHA ). ZOHRRAOBETHLEEZS
NIZBEE, iR g Fa—70) VREIEFIED, HE
DRIEFEACIRENERIADVLEL 25, BEDSH
TREITD UL, BELICKIIL, POoBEMEYED
MFEEETBLTE A FT7 74 FERTOEEL, #
NUSOREIEIHER, H5VI3EREEBRT 28EZFO—
e LTOREME & EDTVE A, KAOHEYHIZH
ATVEEWIFRATREN TV S (Gantey et al., 2002 ;
Moon et al,, 2004) . BFE, FEEOLFHEXAT S
Neotyphodium T K7 7 4 MIHILNTWRWA, W
ORI LzH#EE b i, NEY [NEOZ Y F7 7
1 MOEK] 2 TH5AFRED L LAk,

b W K

HYHRBEOSE TR, HTREMBROTIEEL LTEY
DEE*BHILEBIZOABMNTENETH B, B
7 (2005) PEAEFOBETRLALIIC, FAEORE
WKL BOMEETEEL 7~y OERHE, ChiH
WO - EEEBEOHETTRICLAZ LD
2, EYHREECLEHOMEICBVTY, 4%, B
ERBA - LROBELOKRE, BEMEA - L —RA0%E
BOREL ENDERAPLEIT > T THAH ), kbh
72BEDOEYO DNADPHLAETNTWEDIE, MLHE
HPeAARLOFETERROLVDOTH S,

AROBEIZL/-), LEFHEN REHHTRER
AEEEEL BEAXEEGREREHEIEL Y-
EEBABLLIY, SHOERLZIPEL VT,
L TECHILE Ld TV,
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