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BWE FrwEREE - FEEEEAKP BRI S B L EIVER IR B TR R T AR R AR AR
HEARARAERHEY) . B3 R FE BRI AR 2 Rk, HE R A DCRIER YRR, ERIERD KA R LA .
iy WARBIIRERA SR, RECCER THA . WA el SREEYR DT E . Som S B
PRI 5K o RSN IF S e MRl R A 1 N ZE R AT ST AR A, WA T A0 2 N T A TR B A R P AR R AR I A
WITAE. HAT, A7 AR E RO SO0 E g R R REE, Thae LB R, R 9 A e iR AT A A
. WHoUUrik b, IR R B T LS BIR 7 AR IO IS5 M TR ASRUE FEAL B R A A A P (WG S BAR AT 3R L Y
AL UG IR R A B, AT DR N B AR T~ A A RO S AR A 18] R R I AR 50 RBE Bt WU b, Py WAE R Y
T2 FEVE. BEVE ZREE . RS RESAEELHIT A H ATt sehoml. REAR, A1 AERED 2 MR A KR

HI 5 R AU

K

TIREZHENE, P WAERE, R, W ZHEE, EEARE

LA, YEE, BiGR, FEB (2026). T ANAERRKBIER S KRGS, B 61, 313-323.

FiF AR TR TR BHE A, T
M4 H i (seed endophytic fungi)Eht. 1£4% 5 %47
1% A& (Shade et al., 2017; Nelson, 2018). -1 4
H RN A B — MRS, €T TN
i, SR TEEIESRR . DEXHEY R ER R -4
SN RET R Z, WEE T HEHRETRA
A B RN D AR R, fEHRAES RS
FhF-i8 5 ARG V2 A a i AE Y (Nelson, 2004), 1T LA
VLR AR 20 & H B AE YR E RIS 2 LA
EEMBEE I 5 FE o BRI AT AR
AW LT BEA ELE ORR, XSS E R N
W AERKME BIRME T ZFBhEE, A B JoIX epp 73
ETE RIS A REAE TS o BEFUIESE, PR
BAERN TR . S d i S otk A K R R 5 R
WRAEFH o - P9 AR TR B LR AR AR e B8 5 R A
VIRHEE, SENRAE T V& 10 TR v T e 3 Ak 22 R
VIRRREYE . SHEERE, PN AR DO A IR
A 8 Bl R R ) AR KR N AR A 1 e

Woke H #9: 2025-03-31; #2252 H #1: 2025-07-30

4, fERFEERBEMAESIIR G e E T8 — AR
58 i H A A 8 Wl (Shahzad et al., 2018). HFi, #1
A BB B AR — R EE B AE A A i
VI A B

IAESR, KT Y7 A AR HE 1 RiE 2K
o W TT I EEET TR N AEREPNZ R Fh
THAEREIhR L ZHEE PN AE T IEY)
FiAR B I R FIF % (Qin et al., 2016; Yan et al., 2022;
Wang et al., 2022). {HFEREKZ, £CKERCHR
HOA SRR A AR L 58 S T AR A AR I Ty i 4
A IIERFE AL, BUEA LSRN ZEE R
Bk, lhn, {fERGIER SRR EAET R0
LT, FE A 5 5 B0Fh 7 b 20 B8 H ) LR SR
NCWAERER” o B2, (EAFFREY N AT %
TAEY 4 A R WAL, e B IR AT AT DL A ke
VIR, B L B TR A A AL 2], TR B G
SE JA T 53 FEL A 2H 23 9 S A B o 38 o R HE
FAEGMIEM . —BIET, PRt AL 3%

KA H 5 AR R HE 4 (N0.3206 1123004 ) FiH i 48 B & RHIF 3 4 8 A 35 H (No.25JRRA1119)
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H TR, EREMTNAERFEMIZEA R FE THEY
A I AR R R . DRI, AT DA, AVE
R R AR AR R AR, AR
FAEMRIMR T T BA S P F I L AR I BB . I
Ab, AE— LR R T A AR B E B A B R AN
BERYE, XA G RPN BN, A SRR IE
.k} (Fabaceae) i ) 3 1€ Bk & (Oxytropis ochroce-
phala) 7 (1] P A= L5 1 22 1k 3 L1547 TR0 7 B8
JZ(EVEW, 2017), B GRHEYIKI R 5 SEBR B ISR
o BT AER R RS MALME T 25
G, P AR ELBEAE PR AR R E B AL AR K
R A R G I - W R &) AR K R A B R AR S R
o P9 A ST T 90 75 B R 2 ) R

I8 I A AR R P9 A VA R DR SCHR I 45 S
BREALS, ASCMERE T M A AR ELB I E S AR R T 2
Mot S R EEH, e TR TN BRI S0
SR R R, B AE AR ERNT  A TE A ST SR
2%,

1T MFREREMNEX

Pl 9 AR BLB R A AR LB — ANRRRR B . 3T
TN A LB O 3 45 g LB I 05 S, AT
I A B 2 — 2R R W 7 FRAE Y 2 2N AR
A7 FLXH A D AN 3 1 S 5 M G 55 9 S5 A 4 8 N R 5%
AN (Petrini, 1991; Schardl et al., 2004). it
Ab, WA ZEFINN, T AR B S DA Y 3 TCSE
R LA 43 5 H R AT A7 B B (Cabral et al., 1993).
FAEFEWNN, YN AR R — P ERY) A R
Hh g A 1) AN 23 51 AT L E AR 1) 3 B (Bacon and
White, 2000; Schulz and Boyle, 2005). 184144 &
WS HEY)2 [AAESLE L R (Emst et al., 2003); H
PR HE G R TG EAEIE R A B Rk AT RE S
FECAEL )9 0 FR) 9 JER T B LE AR P 4 23 35 22 2 i AT R
)65 25 14 (Kleczewski, 2012).

Fi ¥ A E W A 28 T 7 i & (Shahzad et al.,
2018), RS Bh & fd 5 AR K I 4 5 1Y 74 (Cope-
selby et al., 2017). Fi A& LB P15, 75
PR AL R S OC AL 1 . 1 B AL BRI N A EL R
MBI T A ) G B8, X Phig et
P S I A, FEnT R Aeh; BNk

RERE A 1A B I E I 2 ik (Ewald, 1987). 1
TS, M A AR Rl R AL
5 B LA E RN AN A E A

2 MTFAEERNERELR

PR A 3M LI IRA: (1) B REAEY KR
YEE AL BOR BB AR, (2) 0 B R DAL A Sk
fE4%; (3) 8IS M7 SRR PR BT LIt AN AR AL 7
(Martin, 1996). A2 % k&1t )E T8 B A5, 253
g R TP AR

21 EEER

I AL RIS R R T4 4%, v HiBakerf1Smith (1966)
f. ZJE, Ewald (1987)5 i I B AL 1% B Mo A
i JE B, "4 4G . Leuchtmann®$(2000)
DU e e B P I Fh 1A 8 B AE R T — 1K
TP EALFE T o N3FRAL: (1) MTAAEEEM T
R AR, B THEY A, (2) F1
PN A B R e B TR BB A AR, T T
At ; (3) P P AR BB e b TR A )
AL, i BAR R R R RO TR AR,
T 2E TR A A o L (R 52 v B4R, 2000).

I T EAA R IR, YRR BT B4
Yk T SRR IR TP AE FLH (Siegel et al., 1984). i)
i, fE A7 TAELORE AR 55 (Festuca arundina-
cea) ¥ N iIEpichloé & Fi - A A4 T 18 1 B AL f e 1E
90% L) _F(Panaccione et al., 2014). fE# M1} 4EE
PR 132 G4 () 10k 52 (Oxytropis i (1 7R 4 i ohr, Fh
A B K % 8100% (Ralphs et al., 2011). i
B IR ESF I B A2 B (Lolium perenne)H (R FR -+ P4
A B NeotyphodiumZE B & 3% 2 = . (H 2, EHAE
EIE, PN A R E AR RS — R
100%. {500, 758 Fh T 4 A2 H R R G 1 25 IR 250 DA
T B R AR L8 B S 1 B (Welty et al.,
1994), JR KR W2 AR EK B TA 7088, BURBEEK
THEAZEF . WP BRI, HA TR T
Tk B2 B T e b ] 5 G T B0 22 235 (Afkhami and
Rudgers, 2008). It7k, 15 2023 N AL LR I 1R 22
b, MEERBTREESEM TFAERFER
&R LR IR B (Rudgers et al., 2009). b4k, ALt
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FL R Bl R AT R B, (RS
R LR 2 3 [ Epichloé J& Py A8 B X BE i F 1
# H %% (Panaccione et al., 2014). X5 FFp1
A8 SR AR W) AN BE S 317 AR o — 4% 7 /) 5 (Shade
etal., 2017).
TEAERFEIHEY) H, A B8 1 AL AN
o P9 AE BB TR B AR KT R HE R T iR 12
2 —(Hodgson et al., 2014). A EHAF FEHFH
T 5 AP 3L A5G & (Ewald, 1987).
Oldrup&#(2010)WF 7L R W], MR @it A 28 JOiw
SIATAERR B IR 23, IR LR WA . AE T
FHOGH ST SRR (A5 S HEM, FhF AR E — R T
Bl e, AR /DEFE TR . H AR (Philipson and
Christey, 1986). Hi AW\, YA MEEHE T,
DR BE A 2H 200 B2 R0 SR 2 5 J AR ZH SRR AR L AN S
PN A R A H IR R AR L (Thorne, 1985).
H2, F XM NAEREENFT1ER, KM
T35 AL [ 43 A R AE S5 R B 19 e (R 2 )

2.2 KERHE

PN AR L B TE 7 R R KT A% 3 2 i T B AR R
XYL T il 4% 4% 7 X (Hodgson et al., 2014). /K
FEREA3FAL: (1) B I AL G, BT A
(1 A B E A 3R 45 N — AR, TR, X
S AR AR R BE AR TR ELAR R, (2) i BB A
%, kKA TEOMAY, A TR, RIEER
F L H i U 1 5 FE AR ) A 2L (R A i B A, 2000);
(3) I HEY) B B AL R, A TR, RN
H BN R I H i 4 1) S BEAE A 2H A

— I OLT, B @A 1 S AL B 4
PENIEBR, RGBS AN HAR T, B
fh-7-(Barret et al., 2016). HAR Rt @it~
KA J B W0 A T A 7 2 P P9 AR B ) B A B
Tia, RECERF N AR E TR A . SKIEFIE)
VIBACERI L, SR A M1 1 2 A A
XPZE, DRI ZK AR RN B0 A3 A 30 7 9 AR BB
FEVE A SE IR K T 25 S5 45 4% (Crocker et al., 2015). Fif
T RIS NS IE A TE )G 2 B B AR B S AR
WEEH, IR G i e e . MR 3
THAE 5 R A 55 A IS Y, A B TR
B o 52 SRR R AL, Sh¥ i 4 T8 A4 7% f& X Fh

WA AT N AR T RS R R &Y 315

T A LR VR 52 K A% 3% 7 :0(Nelson, 2018).

i 7% T b 35 2% 18T 1) B A T REAR TR R T B4
By, BCE AL TARIRIRAS, S5 A AT A AL, 78 Bk
B IR RE . X —FV B, Fhr R EEAERE
YIEE RS, RESEMEYEHE. TIRUEY
A& R N AR R BV Y E 2R U (Rochefort et al.,
2021; Chandel et al., 2022).

g bR, BARRG AT N A H R ) i
R K SR IE AT KA SR, a2 fE
L, AN AERRE S5E FRREMILERR, JF
TFOGHE ELAL A . T EAL IR A7 A AR TR 0 T 2L 5
BT A AN A B I Ok B B R = R
T, AR EERST, 5@ EEWHEIEN,
LA,

3 MTALEEEMFER

3.1 WREE
RAE20tH 2L 40E AT 5 R I T Fp 1T E e
EAE 21 20 2 R B9 AR 9 0F 70 8 B AR T IR L R
(Munkvold, 2009). 20tH#!504:1¢, Boursnell (1950)
TR T BN RGF T P A BT 9T . 1% — I 3R 1t
TN KT WA BRI EEAAL. 518 ERR
R VIR ZREE R DhRe 2

2122 BASk, A SR AR FUR B 7B
B2 . R B IR IR IR 7 VAR SR T W AR AE T
2R N A S F Y% (Chun et al., 2021). HAT, A
KA AR B 0 AR R T RAR R & RHE
Y, HXARAFRHEY A A ZLE I RAEH T CH40R
L, XSG RMEY AR B E ) RGO 20 R F
(Tanaka et al., 2012). /S Grth, FHXT T HE AR b Al
Mo H AR B, BN AR J R RS A R
gy, SFRABHAGRHE Y UL e R N R
B PRI T8 AE R/

32 WM5%E

RS0 - 5 52 R AP - PN A TR T R SR 6 L AT
FREEA . (HJE, FIAASRRNTFBT 2 HE AR
BeorE k. JEfhih, HATHE AR AR5 B (Staley
and Konopka, 1985)(1 5 1 R G 1%—5%. Kk, 14
T A A T T (RS 00 R0 45 5 3 TR I 1 2 B AR A A
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R W PN AR BB A SR 10 R S Rl R T AT
o T AFEMEMM TR, SRR EDEAR
AR, R R FOE G TS [R) 28 B b7 1 T Ak 34 7592,
ARG AT RN EE, DO IOk i 4B i v aff v AN 7T 9
SRR EEYE. AT, H AT R EE LR AT B
BITRAL BTV BN, /e &R 25w, AR,
ol KRR 7 S B S AL 1, A FH T B 0 TR B ST 7 I
55, MR BIRVFZ WA M B, wEs AR
AFH(Poaceae). #i7Hifl(Rosaceae). T Ft. KA
(Cannabaceae) 175 #. £} (Cyperaceae) % 31 %166 J&
TORIEY) . A 5r RAEL Z2FL(Chenopodiaceae)
FIZEEL(Polygonaceae)fE 4 I Fh T B H 5 FE5E 5
Jr, BORANREENUIR Y, 2 9RO SR 3 AR
B, @ TTETR . #r% k. W2 (Rhamna-
ceae). FlEl(Araliaceae). #bkF}H(Juglandaceae).
% Bl (Moraceae) 1 # #§ £} (Myricaceae) 8 4 () # 1
HNRRE, FAER BR KR REMERELS
PR, sy BT 10J@12%h. 42 HFP 1 P AR BB 132
HPAEA TR A, IRl 2R E LRI E
MPRE, X—BIRAFR “FhrrEs” .

B B ot 7 10 2 300 3t A DU - P9 A LT 1
B TTAE . ANERE MR TEASFIH IR %
SRR, TR b A A B AE P 1 v B AL AN S
AHTAl . 40, K3 (Hordeum vulgare) T =54K 5 [F A
RARMEY, RE BRI ERTE B B,
PRz RS LAWK 2, (HRFEM A /N, 6
REFFTF IR, FIRER T KA TEAMES
g EWA RO ZE 5 (B1A, B). HH(Nitraria
tangutorum)f 7 R BRI R, BN R, Bfb .
R AR Y, FEAR BT (E1C). [ H 2% (Helianthus
annuus)f 7o R, HIR R Rl AL TE IR, AT
JEAR B 2 (F1D). #Fin(Solanum lycopersicum)ff-+
SR, BRE . HARMAAMEA, Fh EEME,
FHAEAR B B (B1E). K5 (Glycine max)Fl 7 B Ff
Be FHAE, TRty IRZFRRAR BT, Bhs B R
JF ANERSL(BEIF) o A SRS 1 A A S R 11 2 L A A 4
RAHER, G E B G N . B, SCERVE
ENI(2017) R A2 7E “ I 5 (loco weed)/NMERKE S
(O. glabra). AL S FIH B (0. kansuensis)f]
Tl P9 A 3B B 2 AR o A TR R S R A8 S A (R R
)7 fdtik; Oldrup’e(2010) 1 F 3824%(2013)i 3¢

LR “AEIRELF T IR 1= BN B TR )2 0y AT o
WAETLR 7 A . SR SEbR B S RHEY M1 IO
2 o DRSS WA 20 h 1 1) 4H 23R i T A A A
Tt~ P 2 B A 1 A B B R

Tt~ PN A2 TR LE ol 1 ) B S A R R AN R
FHE . HESCHERIRIE, AR P11 A 4= H T Acre-
monium coenophialum == 2 56 T84 |2 (Freeman,
1902; Hinton and Bacon, 1985). Epichloé/g N4 H
3 8 B T 3R E 5P R T (9 iR (Roberts et al.,
2019). i WA AE B H T BB (R R TR
# %i(Hordeum brevisubulatum). [ % (Achnat-
herum inebrians). F#3E55(F. sinensis) I il 5
(Elymus dahuricus) A g oWl 52 31 B 22 AR A7 42 .
TP IR TS R M W [ H B 22550 %, B
BRI 2 2 8, R BRR T R R 2
U A R 4% ) B 22 (X e 52, 2015, K ISSE, 2022), I
TR, A EAE BT A A B AE AT I e Tl
AT B B 22 R UK

HRAFHEMIALL, SR ERHEY R N A4

A B
Gt BE  @x
2 Ty W
%& MR =
N : FIE
MR e
D
R
e
Fs
JR2F JEAR

E1 SHemef i T S MALIIERE
(A) KEMT; (B) HIRFEFFT; (C) ARFT; (D) FHZE
7 (B) ®alifh T (F) KEFMT

Figure 1 Schematic diagram of seed morphology and tis-
sue structure of 6 species of 5 families, 6 genera

(A) Barley seed; (B) Tall fescue seed; (C) Nitraria tangutorum
seed; (D) Sunflower seed; (E) Tomato seed; (F) Soybean
seed
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LA B8 A FROE R D . SEE 345 (2022) 1 ik 1E B
N, SLRME IR B R B R B 2 o A R ROK
FiIE R RIEAE R 22 . F75(Vigna angularis)Ff1- P 2E
T TR S8 B B AL 2 I R ol B B R v TR IR, B
MEWRE . SKIMNE, BT P9 A4 5 e G
ALHIT 7 EALANE

3.3 EHEME

201280 FQ04EAR, A -3 il M1 N A H H Acre-
monium coenophialumfZ1E T R ZEZEIREFFhF 1
¥ )2 (Freeman, 1902; Hinton and Bacon, 1985).
£ f# (Calluna vulgaris) P & 1 5% 7€ F} (Ericaceae) 1
Yk r N AR B E AE TR A 4 24 (Rayner,
1913, 1915). Kk (Ephedra major)ff1 N4 B 1
Phomopsis casuarincefs £7 T 5L i #15f f7 (Freeman,
1902).

IR, R 6 B s A i - R S
L, FTERFEZEL, W AR S SR I R R
[EAE N A N2

FHXT T RARMEY), SRHEIM T N A E R € 5
AL IR IER D o SRV G R AR T IR 2
IIATELZ, TR AR SR B 22 (B 55 5%, 2022). H
ERHE T N A TR ) E G B A AR E R D

34 E5HFEMXA
¥ AR RS A EAEY — RO A AR R34 R
R MFNAERFEESHYIERILEX RIS R 2
WREOR A i H, IR 15 (Bose, 1947). F
F A5 b N A B AE LRSI B K TR 24N B A S
T R AN AR B (MUller et al., 2016).

b= A A B LE b1 B R ORT 4 e AR T R A
Rl EER . BhF A AR B AR Y (R 2 DU V% 22 (Atriplex
canescens)F 1 i & I 5 B H &) v i 48 (Barrow et
al., 1997). M thHhfiliZ (Suaeda salsa)ff+H 4 B
f) N 4= B 1% Cladosporium cladosporioides fig #2 & Ft
THI8 K %(Qin et al., 2016). MARARMEY)ZE F=HE
(E. tangutorum). 5 K 22 RURIIE Ly BRh - rf 73 85 H
(I Epichloé J& 4 A JL 1R B 32 m Ah 7 1 K26, 1 m
T AR 2 1A R, (R4 R (L et
al., 2017; Chen et al., 2021; Z=HEAREE, 2022).

WA A N AR R T RS R REY 317

35 YN

T N AR B A YRR RETE 2 R . 201 40604F
R, H¥#EH N E%(Sorghum bicolor)ff 17145 H Pu-
llularia. HeterosporiumAIMoniliaZ: & 155 Py 248 J B
(Verma and Khan, 1965). 7E#EA 7 (124 Fh 4%+
s Ble0 R M N AEEE . Hr, SRERE AT
WAEREMBRZ, HLHIE15F; £Fl(Zingibera-
ceae)#fi 1l % (Alpinia zerumbet) (F10)&). =&
(Orchidaceae)#: == (Cymbidium goeringii) (5 10J&)-
G RHEREA (Ormosia henryi) (5/&6FH). KA HE
FEHEIR 5 (E. nutans) (5)8 ) FIlE 5 5 (A 18 2F). BB
%l (Lamiaceae) 4 J& % (Isodon ternifolius) (£ 182
). Z & Bl (Caprifoliaceae) K M- 3% 3% (Viburnum
lancifolium) (A 2J&2F). K AiE}HBromeliaceae)/ It
Jt % 117 (Aechmea aquilega) fl 41 #1128 22 & &L (A.
mertensii) (A3/@3F)IKZ; LEF(F. rubra). K1k
%15 (Stipa purpurea). % | (Raphanus sativus). fEE
3 (Aconitum carmichaelii). #27(Ginkgo biloba).

Hi1E (Gossypium spp.)fl &5 Mo 3% Fh 1 9 2B B B Y
PR (F1F) (R2).

Pl N 2B FUER WD PR R VR 2 RV 22 R AN ER I
TEFEFE], I RIAERE Y AR LA . BN A&
PR AR AE R A 2R e S LA 2 R, Y
A /DB WA B R AR AE T A ) BT 424 (Rod-

riguez et al., 2009; Johnston-Monje and Raizada,
2011).

3.6 IhaeHH

iy NAEREDIGERA 2R, BEM T AAERRED)
REWFICIDUR N, TLUE SR PN AE JUTR e B 4 Bl R 42
s RIEVE T, AT SRR IO R 2 Bh A
EAR AR, Ry EIK RS TR LR
(IR SR 70, SR $ e 1 32 AR AR A AR AR W 3
(e 52 P, B2 RV 45 #4(Hardoim et al., 2015; Id-
bella et al., 2021). Z=# A%5(2022) FICheplick (2017)
WFFEIAA, 7 PN A B 6 A7 i R R i A K b
WA Bk, FIRBERDFE R . ARKAIEE SR, K
PR BAE R, BRI IPIE . PLR . PUR AL
HEERE Si(Yang et al., 2018; Li et al., 2020; Laiho-
nen et al., 2022; kE%%, 2022).
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TER 3R F 85 & J7 T, % Stagonospora)g N 4k
B E I 1 2 (Phragmites australis)ffi 1, i &K %
AT ZR ) 3 T AR A N A LB i BE R (Ernst
et al., 2003; Shearin et al., 2018). Epichloé)g N
L /N (Triticum: aestivum)f9 185 &k H B A
AR BRIBAMET, AR B ETE SR A
THIR, AEIK S BRI A NI K, S8 AT,
AR TR E AR i S AT T AR BEA Tl o I AP AR A AN 5
RE PRI P9 28 BB LA K 411 1) JE T 2 (Stefanoni-Rubio
et al., 2022),

TEHH AR T 1, M1 AR LR Re e m DU 22
L7 1A 2R (Barrow et al., 1997). £ K B AL BE 1)
S RPT TY LA TR ) R PR, R F R N AR
FLE T 719K 52 (Ayesha et al., 2021).

EAE SR A K71, 753 P+ Stagonospora
J& A A B RE N A 3 R 4 25 KRN A ) 1 (Shearin
et al., 2018). Acremonium coenophialum I & Y
REIGINFBREF PP IO E R, LR i) Sk 7
#(Rice et al., 1990).

FE 3G A Y ) LIS PR DT T, PR AR B B
8 5 /N 22 F - [ iR 5 DA KT i A8 77 (Hubbard et
al., 2014). A FUTR IR G 1 I 1) B e 100 1 3 g (2
FANEE, 2018). (KERMIE T, N A FEEE I e
ESE. i B (Melica transsilvanica). 4815 k& #E
I BP0 R 8 B3E  T R AR B e
FIF (5245, 2016; 5K 445455, 2017; Wang et al.,
2020; Ahmad et al., 2020).

5 1Y SRAE G AN A AR 77 TH, B R S Al R
2R, BAEpichlog)dfh 7 N AR H ZTE(E. sibi-
ricus) Fi & % 41 1] 55 R 3 BR 4 A2 8% £ (Alternaria
alternata). & i ff1(Bipolaris sorokiniana)fl/M 5% —
il (Ascochyta leptospora) ) /E 4y, HFh 7 i &k %
=(Li et al., 2017). —L&fh P A4 FLE e~ A2 IRAR
W=, $eEmTE EE YIRS . RARHEY)
AR LRI P AR S A AR IS RORLE 2 L i I
A=y St 3R ) DU N3 56/ 1 O i = 7 A 7
H(ZEF5FEAE, 2015) . =R N A FL R IR AEAR
W —, EERASS RN, WAERE-EY T
AR =SSR B B R B AR R, XY
P FEGBRAE (L et al., 2007). —F 4 B H I
AT N AE Z # Undifilum oxytropisft & A #2E

Yk, (EREHIPEE R, W S &R AEY
Fif#l(Ralphs et al., 2011).

Fhy WAE R A IR S FEE, SRAWTEILTIRE
X AN AR SR BB IR T A A2 35
[EREASEARE LT LD e (bR B S G E Ebe o
RARF A 2 R 7 AR R AL H AT
(1 L FH I 5

3.7 F.R5ERHA

ARAE T P A2 B P B T EAR IR R, Fh RO
i AR BRI A, TR A A SRR T R R
FAME. 8 B HIAREEOR, B NAEE R A
AN Tl ZFIAE 2 T AT 7R I AE ) B U
FEAO 7 T, FhF N 4E LR SMCD2206. 2210
i35 T B N2 i B R 4% (Hubbard et al., 2014).
Epichloé J& - A A& J0 1R il 771 BE 19 98 22 5 22 M1 i
R TR B AP (Li et al., 2017) . M AS i g
(Oroxylum indicum) F + = 2 B H 19 N £ |
Penicillium ochrochloron i 7 % 4 15 9k f % 18 W
WA R E/E I (Sun et al., 2018). 7EEEZG 51, ME
77 (Phyllostachys edulis)fh - =1 $2 1) Py 4= BB Al DL
T U PR AT 4T 2 (hypocrellin), 1) AT 40 16 & %
B RA R R (B sk I 2 2 75, 2012). AL
S (Taxus wallichiana var. chinensis)ff+ 73
R AR LR AT A R AZ I (taxol), REMRIRAL TAZAE
KGRI B A A OHE R 1)L BN G A R
THAERE T RERICEZE, BIRPUEZS &, 7TH
BR % fige = 7 AU o) 245 9% U (8 A2 I ) 1) B BROTR 00 (5 7K
BN SCYT, 2008; LM, 2016). 7E TALJ7T, M
JKFE(O. sativa)Ff 73 & ()78 iR il 2% (Harpophora
oryzae) A] FI/E WAL R B 15 7 FE JEORE, ROASIC B B
BRI, EH T L) (e 255, 2022).
IR AR LR A IR SRR B AR YRR,
AR AR g M AR Pt 7], A R P AR T S R
R EAG, (REF TR, SRR
= 2477 d A Dol AR 7= ) B B R AR, BT R R

4 WRRE

TR S, B3 AR ROR A )

© 0000 Chinese Bulletin of Botany
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[iB=

W T 75 L, I 65 B SR P A i G i3
AR A AR T R 22 TR, R R A A T ¢
BFFHNAEREMSEN . RSMEEAME . FHIAR
T HAR, WIDNAY H4ES(DNA amplification fin-
gerprinting, DAF) . & il & Jl| /¥ (high-throughput
sequencing). % JY:krid(fluorescent labeling, FL)A
FE R 2H 2 55 T7 3 T AT W) b 4 0 RN 22 1 5 D7 T
Flo FEWAE BB AU =Y 5 07 T, R AR
2243 H7 (metabolomics analysis), 7] & 3 44055
PE#) i (Madhushree et al., 2023). iz AN ¢
(next generation sequencing, NGS) A & % % [F 4H 2
(metagenomics ) A (Nischitha and Shivanna, 2024),
AT R PN AR RO DA T RN 43 i N AR B TR B TR 2R R
FH 4= FE R 4430 /7 (whole genome sequencing, WGS)
BRI A YL A, mTEEAMA . FhlE. BEIE
A RGKT B TOM T N A B B 2 A A 4
A S G R PRE J&, W sAhT N AE BB S AR BAE
()51 B o

RN L, Fr W AERREED A RS R
IR Rt j . AT N AR A 2R B 2
FEVERAEZS R G2 FEME N AT B 8 B Hh s In) R, A
WAE R DI Re 2 FEEAT RPN & 52 AL I B %
DA ¥~ N AR L B E AT 1 RN 40 e S A P ) ) R OA
VINR, BIFFTAAERE 518 B e AR T .
Pl A LB ST F YA BRI RS 22, ¥
FAz S ARUTRE AR R BEZATT . AR
TR T B AR H 555 F B, IR
N SERTIX LS FAENLE, Do m) 845 P AR B0 29 58 B iR
FAfi(Li et al,, 2023; Guha and Mandal Biswas,
2024). Fh-7 N A B AE AR A AR KA SR P T
W7 T B EEAEH, AT R BOE B A P AR
AW #(Cai et al., 2022; FHEILSE, 2023). 4T Fb
F AR L AT 2 A I AR R B BT, PR AT
TR Y R N AR R O RAE A I AR R . i,
I8 I M A AR BB B v R A ) R 5 (Becker
and Cubeta, 2024).

JREARK, FiFNAERFEPIAK RS F. 5
J& IR AS R AR R Gt W AE R 2R SR
FERE A i A A P sh A A 72, IR SR AT N AR
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HHE D Re PR m I AR K, 53R E 2 LEY)
Bl N A BB AR AR S S S R . SRR B
FROTTH, 7050 R AT AR L 2 B R, &
SLCH AL R - AR B AL AR AR, SR E AR
72 IR S IR E R B R o M S
PNV TT TR, 7843 ) B A B v i 22 HH A 28 AR
B, JPREMAL 7RIl Fr e, D
R IE T KRR TR AR E AN A
P A B TR R @A TR 3R 0, B2 =0 A
(N)FNBE(P)E FR IO 2, R HERAIE A Bt : P )5
174z (Barrow and Osuna, 2002; Johnston-Monje
and Raizada, 2011). X &5 gl FIEEF N AR
PAESH FEdE, PTG mAR A bt K. REK
JEFIAR ) 308 (White et al., 2018), A4 FitE
BRI T . RN A YR 258k, DARE
YR AR R R JEORE B SR W ) R B GE AR A
e, SR A SR RN, A LR N AR B
(A AR = 5 T AR DRI R S8R, BB AE
TERF AN -

{F& TTHk = A

WA MBI IR, ek JEEM S
BABLRL, H%, BE2%E, 28 REBSUBS
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Research Progress and Development Trend of Seed
Endophytic Fungi
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Abstract Seed endophytic fungi are a type of fungi that spread through vertical and horizontal transmission, and have a
mutualistic symbiotic relationship with host plants. They can be classified into three types based on their colonization sites
and output characteristics. Currently, research on endophytic fungi in seeds mainly focuses on the Poaceae and Faba-
ceae plants. Seed endophytic fungi exhibit species diversity and community diversity, which not only manifest in the in-
terspecies of plants, but also in different tissues of plants. Seed endophytic fungi have diverse functions, which can affect
soil properties, improve seed germination, assist in seedling establishment, promote plant growth, enhance plant stress
resistance, and influence plant community structure. Detecting and identifying species are the foundation of research on
endophytic fungi in seeds, and illustrating the structure of seeds and the colonization sites of fungi are the preliminary and
basic work for detecting endophytic fungi in seeds. Currently, the research on seed endophytic fungi mainly includes
identifying its species and their diversity, functions and roles in the host’s life history, and development and utilization. In
terms of research methods, scanning electron microscopy can be used to observe the structure, morphology, and colo-
nization location of fungi; whole-genome sequencing (WGS) technology can obtain microbial genome data and reveal the
molecular mechanisms of interaction between seed endophytic fungi and plants. In terms of research content, species
diversity, community diversity, ecosystem diversity, and development and utilization of seed endophytic fungi have be-
come hot issues. Looking to the future, research on seed endophytic fungi is a field with great development prospects.
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Appendix table 1 Basic information on seed types and appendages of selective plants in 37 families
BiFR 2 IL4F 23 R A AR T P AE FOE WO AR SR R SR T A A R R LT RE
Appendix table 2 The host plant families, genera, species, seed endophytic fungi and their functions were reviewed in

23 literatures on endophytic fungi in plant seeds in recent years
https://www.sciengine.com/CBB/doi/10.11983/CBB25050

© 0000 Chinese Bulletin of Botany





