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Different types of smut fungi have been reported from different geographical places, depending on the distribu-
tion of host plant. Therefore, a survey was conducted to investigate the host plant of smut fungi and occurrence
situations in three Asian countries. As a result, 12 genera of 4 families and 19 species, 24 families 87 genus and
191 species, and 12 families 140 species were occurred in Korea, Japan and China, respectively. Six genera(Enty-
loma, Tilletia, Sorosporium, Sphacelotheca, Urocystis, Ustilago) of Korean smut fungi species were reported until
1998. In Japan, Ito reported for first time 14 genera and 140 species of smut fungi in 1936, and then were more
described into 17 genera 114 species by Kakishima in 1984. Two genera(Schizonella and Nannfeldtiomyces) and
8 species were newly listed, later by other researchers. In China, Ling reported that smut fungi classified into 14
genera, 109 speciesin in 1953. In addition, Liroa, Glomosporium, Gahmphopora and Microbotryum genus includ-
ing 49 species were recently reported, thus 18 genera and 158 families of smut fungi in China. These results sug-
gest that the number of plant related with smut fungi is seemed to be more increase in future. Smut disease

occurred on the whole or part of plant and flower.
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2 371 G473 gE 7Rk o8 978 v AR
o 2 F H(1964) AR s BaE A8
A7z o o5 A, EXXY, 237, £E 5L A
A Tilletia%oll T. caries, T. foetida®& A7}, Ustilago%
AMe 105E BAsd % 54 1653 2RIt =
1972~1977d ZAERE FARE AF BN 2L
&l Sorosporium?:3}  Tilletia corona7t RIE I,
Ustilago£Z X U. coicisF°] F7 =0, o] @A
= 23 Fo 27, 2 AT Fr]H Qg B o
H A4 38 A7t A QAL E 19834, 1986,
1991 Ztzt & 4 71 Eise §, dE v
vl @bl A7t AL Holt)h &y o] Yol thE £
F1Ee 71F A8 $48& 532 EReld goy, o
AA 7Y FEEn A oE3 o7} Bt} o) e A
EE ¥ A3l dFEH TN & §=F 4
EHHESAE 6% 28F 0] HIEATH(1998). ¥ 2
£ o] 5200002 2NN NZFQ Sphacelotheca sp.o
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Po| AR TAE FAAEN R FFs B
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el 218 2RI HFL Entyloma, Tilletia(Neovossia),
Sorosporium, Sphacelotheca, Urocystis, UstilagoZ©11},
EntylomaZ7ro] 21E9 Z3 ] ERE o EA)7)2 e
Fefolx, YeAE A EA ] FUstH MEEFY] FH)
€ 3te Ao] EAo|t}, EE 7|5 wel e HLF9
40 g} Joje] Felo ExE I Fi.

FUWX EIE &, Entyloma oryzae, Entyloma sp.,
Tilletia  barclayana(=Neovossia horrida), T. corona,
Sorosporium arundinellae, Sorosporium sp., Sphacelotheca
cruenta, S. reliana, S. sorghi, Urocystis cepulae, U. tritici,
Ustilago avenae, U. hora’ei, U. nuda, U. zeae(U. maydis),

Table 1. Number of smut fungi species by host plant in Korea (1998)

U. coicis, U. crameri, U. paniciglauci, U. utriculosa, U.
rabenhorstiana, U. spegazzinii, Ustilago. sp.2., TF& &t
o elAVIA 2 A ®el BuE FL& Ustilagodol ATt

SHAM B31d 71FE BE A, o, 2, Y, £,
S5, &, &7, 9, AR, eA=2es, 4, olRAIE,
BORAE, Wi 2HA, SR, utege], A, &A1,
FHE Folth o Za e, 7, Y=g,
A= it BTk g B OE Y&, $39 s}
d o H2 Ho|tk(Table 1).

SEM ARI|EZe ERe IF
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o} 7154 BYA SRE gl Slste Y8 A7A
o] E¥E £33 Hesidc

Ito(1936)°] B ol o3, ZRI7|HWF SR Ustilagoss
51, Sphacelotheca® %%, Farysia® 58, Melanopsichium
& 1¥YL, Cintractiad 14%, SorosporumsE 9%,
Thecaphora®s 2%, Tolyposporium® 128 B34t Y]
BR8] Tilletiad 8%, Enplomass 14%,
Melanotaenium%: 3%, Tuburcinia® 20%, Doassansia® 3
2 5 F 135 140 222 RIQY 2= 3=
Alismataceae(4AY 4] B-& ©A}3}), Caryophyllaceae(F4] At
& 453, Cyperaxeae(At2 8 Atz = WEAI ),
Dioscoreaceae(] &= v}3}), Gramineae(ZEE w3},
Juncaceae(FEE FEH), Lavraceae(FEE 5UF ),
Liliaceae(¥§ 32 ¥ 3}3}), Nymphaeaceae(V) ] o} v] &
T3, Oxalidaceae(F &0 EE Ho|yta}), Papaveraceae
(FHRIE FFA¥R), Polygonaceae(FIH]| & wlt|E3} =
&7 3}, Primulaceae(®d 2= & 3}), Ranunculaceae(®]
ol & v} o}A 8] ), Rosaceae(FH]-2 Au] 3},
Saxifragaceae(Z7I = HAAT) 5, 163 4 EojA] AT
= AR S R =

I ¥ Harada(1978) BH71¥T EE9 Ustilago

Smut\Host family Gramineae

Polygonaceae

Haemodoraceae Liliaceae

Ustilago 11
Tilletia
Urocystis
Sphacelotheca

Sorosporium

—_ e e e

Entyloma

2 1 1
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calamagrotidis, Ust. hierochloaeodoratae, Tilletia setariae,
9 Urocystis melicae 5 452 21%E HAHI, & /)
4 JE 3% B (Bonin islands, 19798 ZAV8}A, Thecaphora
fimbristylidis, Ustilago scitamineas A2 2 H I3},
Ustilago 3%, Tilletia 1%, Urocystis 1%, Thecaphora 1%
o] HslAA HUH

2 ¥ Kakishima(1984)= Tto(1936)7} B33} Cintractia,
Doassansia, Entyloma, Farysia, Melanopsichium, Melano-
taenium, Sorosporium, Sphacelotheca, Thecaphora, Tilletia,
Tolyposporium, Tuburcinia, Ustilago 1359 4431 Anthrac-
oidea, Neovossia, Urocystis, UstacystisE F7¥sl 174-0]2t
2 BT Al B& AAA AR 28] BH TR

o3I - ol§E

wle} RSP, type S(smooth, HEYE Cintretia, Doassansia,
Entyloma, Farysia, Melanopsichium, Melanotaenivin, Soro-
sporium, Sphacelotheca, Tilletia, Tolyposporium, Tuburcinia,
Ustacystis 2 Ustilago 7+ 5, type MV(minutely verracose, 2=
e Anthracoidea, Cintractia, Farysia, Melanoopsichium,
Sorosporium, Sphacelotheca, Thecaphora 2 Ustilago 7+
2 type V(34 verrucose)i= Ustilago 45, type ME(&A}
¢, minutely echinulate)= Melanopsichium, Sorosporium,
Sphacelotheca, Thecaphora 2 Ustilago 7t 47, type E(A}
2}, echinulate)s Anthracoidea, Sphacelotheca, Tilletia 2
Ustilago 7}t <3, type T(Q“d, tuberculatey= Tilletia %, type
LREERYSZ FFZE9 Fo|7t ¥, reticulate, low)

Table 2. Number of smut fungi species by host plant in Japan(Kakishima, 1984)

éH‘)St A= B ¢ D E F G H 1 J K L M N O P Q
€nus
1% 1 1
2 3 3
3 1 1
4 11
5 11
6 3 1 15
7 1 1
8 6 6 3 1 1 17
9 1 1
10 1 1 7 6 g 1 1 n 4
i 1 1
12 2 2
13 2 s 310
14 1 1
15 11
16 1 1
17 1 2 4 7
18 1 1
19 2 4 6
20 1 1
21 1 1
2 1 1 2
23 1 1
24 1 1

Total 6 6 10 3 3 3 1

8 8 3 8 1 3 14 1 33 114

3

*] : Adoxaceae(AHE 7| 2B A & 2 3}, 2 : Alismataceae( 2 A 2] & & €] Al 3}), 3 :Campanulaceae( £ FEE 25 £ ), 4: Caryophyl-
laceae(F A A} 2 4 Z 3}, 5 : Commelinaceae( 5 9] A E & 2 A& 3}, 6 : Compositae(ZFE 5 383}, 7 :Convolvuaceae(F-31 2 &
E | 23}, 8 : Cyperaceae(A} 2 & Al =541 3}, 9 :Dioscoreaceae( 3% u}3}), 10 : Gramineae(SH2% ¥ 3}), 11 : Ir.daceae(W
& 23, 12 Lauraceae( & # & =1} 31, 13 : Liliaceae( W & W 33}, 14 : Nymphaeaceae( 7| U €] o} A H] & 5= 3}, 15
Oxalidaceae( F| & o] & & 3 o] 4} 3}), 16 : Papaveraceae( % # H] & %7 4] ), 17 : Polygonaceae(#} t] £ & vl T E 3= 9 ), 18 :
Primulaceae(%§ X £ °§ Z3}), 19 : Ranunculaceae(¥] L&) o} A B] & v] 1)@ o} 2 #] 51, 20 : Rosaceae(% 1] & 1| 3}y, 21 : Rubiaceae($-

B 22U}, 22 - SaxifragaceaeC S B ¢ 2}, 23 :Solanaceae(F3H] & 71A| 3, 24 : Violaceae(A| Y| 5 A8 E3},

**A : Anthracoidea, B : Cintractia, C : Doassansia, D : Entyloma, E : Farysia, F :Melanopsichium, G : Melanotaenium, H : Neovossia, 1 :

Sorosporium, J : Sphacelotheca, K : Thecaphora, L : Tilletia, M : Tolyposporium, N : Tuburcinia, O : Urocystis, P : Ustacystis, Q : Ustilago.
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< Ustilago %, type NR(ZEREYOZ 7XEL ¥, =
2 FT}, reticulate, narrow) Ustilago <5, type BR(ZE
Aog FREE B E2 YL, reticulate, broad)e Tilletia
, type P(ZHE3, potholed)= Neovossia 25, type C(EY
FTHAERE E2R/, cortex of sterile cells)s= Urocystis
£o07 7}7b AFAFHJT D o) E QB 4RI 279
< AY3E Anthracoideas;s 6%, Cintractias 6%
Doassansia®s 3%, Entylomass 10%, 3F,
Melanopsichium@; 3, Melanotaeniums %%, Neovossia®s
, Sphacelothecass 8%

Jb

Farysia$;
1%, Sorosporium® 8% , Thecaphora
& 32 Tilletiad: 8% %, Tuburcinia%
%, Urocystis?s 14, Ustacystis® 1, Ustilagoss 33%
oz, BRI FL 1738 114%F0] RHATHTable 2).

I ¥e Po] HIE ¢o gy JEFAuEA}
Y >l g 2> e ] E 3k (] # 2>l vhe| ob A vl gmo)
ZIete 5% olstuth. AR |HF ¥E B Ustilago’}
33T o2 AlY BRI, Urocystis7} 1450102, Entyloma
7F 10%, Sorosporium, Sphacelotheca, Tilletia?} Ztz} 8%
ORI, YA 6% ol3iH.

oje} & Al=e 3 Vanky(1991) 2ol B
7} ERFz wel FEE ARdou &4
Ale =HA Z3kar ot

, Tolyposporium3;
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2 %, Vanky$} Harada(1989)= %i/& AR FL
2 AR T¢ Hasged 2Ae o33 2o AL
23} 478 A EAA Anthracoidea caryophylleae7} Carex
caryophyllea var. microtricha®l~, A. limosa”} Carex limosa
var. fuso-cuprea, A. pilosae?t Carex pilosa, Schizonella
melanogramma’} Carex sachalinensis var. alterniflorso) A
H S Q3L Nannfeldtiomyces sparaganii7} 3-3+3 341
Sparganium stoloniferum\ X, Ustilago himalensis7} 7}T]
E3RY Polygonium bistorta®| X, Urocystis carinodes7} o
Y]olB] A1 Cimicifuga simplex A, Ustilago serpens7}
3421 Agropyron ciliaredl] RLE AT = Anthracoidea
= 3%, Schizonella 15, Nannfeldtimyces 1%, Ustilago 2
F, Urocystis 1&°) F7I2 BRI ERITH

A7 BaE gR7HEe] & 195 12T0E,
A7 JAF Qoevg FF 4R
F59t /1FE Solg Aoz Ardr,

Ao 2w P2

g

ol ER&VIF

= NE L MR

NFE dOR BRI SRR 15 FUX
ARE HASNY] SAske] 3% APAY AARAL 54
&) A2 519 cHLing, 1953; Table 3).

Table 3. Number of smut fungi species by host plant in China (Ling, 1953)

Host

Smmut 1* 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 1 12
Tilletia 10 1
Entyloma 1 1 1 2 1
Urocystis 1 2 1
Burrilla 1
Doassansia 1
Doassansiopsis 1
Ustilago 25 10 2 1
Sphacelotheca 20 2
Cintractia 7
Melanopsichium 1 1
Farysia 3
Sorosporium 9
Tolyposporium
Dermatosorus 1
14 Genus 69 14 12 1 1 2 2 2 1 3 1 1

*1 : Graminaceae, 2 : Polygonaceae, 3 : Cyperaceae, 4 : Pontederiaceae, 5 : Solanaceae, 6 : Alismaceae, 7 : Compositae, 8 : Liliaceae, 9 : Lau-
raceae, 10 : Ranunculaceae, 11 : Caryophyllaceae, 12 : Dioscoreaceae.
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Y EE AFYSE 145 109F 9 ZRNEFo] 125
140%2] A Ed ¥E& dodle Aoz Rugrt oA
@3l ZHEFAANA 69F AF7IH o] T, R FE
Tl A 14%, AtRFANA 12F, € F HEANA 1-3F
o] ZE71 o] AL AU AR/NE S SE=2
HR, Ustilago®o] 38F0 2 AY Bk, Sphacelotheca
& 22%, Tilletia%s 11%, Sorosporiumés 9%°|1, 7€}
&AM E 7§ olFAh

T8 Vanky$}t Guo(1986)= 5= HAR9 B4 &4
ANA 63F<] ZAR71H T o|HE MAE £, Hd
& F843 uFoE ERdMeH, 2 F 8% T3
A Ao 2 BIEE NZE-E F(Glomosporium amaranthi,
Rhamphospora nymphaeae, Sorosporium kuwanoanum,
Ustilago calamagrotidis, Ustilago picacea, U. scrobisculata,
Ustilago echnochloae 2 Urocystis leersiae)©] 3L, ©] 5 &
2} 2% Ustilago echnochloae®t Urocystis leersiaes M A
Al g&d ANFoE RIFT Ut

E Guo(1988) °1E 5 89 ZRol iz 8% 19
Zo] disiA B3t} Ling(1953)¢] AHE9} vlws)] B
A, MZo] RuF Ustilago & 41F0)AT 2 Foll=

Byd Fx RS, Ustilago emodensis|* Liroa
emodensisZ A&7t BIFATH

E Guo(1992)= MBS FOZ Sphcelotheca polygoni-
senticos7} Polygonum longisetum®\¥|, Urocystis clintoniae
7} Clintonia udensis$} Streptopus obtusatus®\¥l, Urocystis
miyabeana?t  Polygonium verticillatum®| X,  Ustilago
himalensis7t Polygonum suffulatum var. pergracile®l A,
Ustilago iranica’t Achnatherum extremiorientalel A &A%
e BHuEger, oL BF AFog FAHJoh

npx]8ko 2 Kakishima 5(2000x2 Yunnam X]H-of 2A)
e AR71M 2.2 Ustilago 1%, Liroa 1%, Microbotryum
3%, Sphacelotheca 2%& EHIFFHUT. o] FdA
Microbotryum©] N2¢ £02 H7EY 71F2E &
4°4*, Persicaria nepalensis?YAH), Persicaria yokusaiana
(AN SH), Persicaria aff. praetermissa(3-21 32} v) B 1
715), Persicaria hydropipen(® ¥, EAH, ul-& o H)
Solth

olg3ty FFoM HIE ZRIHAY FTHE 18F
158%F0] RAHJUY. S E3F B A7 IYHT 9]
o] AF71HEe F ¢ 71Fe HE sold Holth

Fig. 1. Symptoms of smut fungi in various crops. A: Pennisetum alopecuroides, B: Oryza sativa, C: Coix lachryma-jobi var. frumentacea,

D: Allium cepa.
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