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Distribution and morphological characters of Neotyphodium endophytes in some grasses
KANG Yan, JI Yan-ling, ZHAN Li-hui, SUN Xiang-hui, LI wei, YU Han-shou, WANG Zhi-wei
(College of Life Sciences, Nanjing Agricultural University, Nanjing 210095, China)
Abstract. Distribution of the Epichloé endophytes and their host plants were surveyed in Shanghai,
Jiangsu, Anhui and Shanxi from March to July 2006. In total 1,487 grass plants, 54. 3% was detected
to be infected by Epichloé endophytes. In Jiangsu and Shanxi, the infection rates were as high as

55.5% and 69. 0%, respectively. Neotyphodium endopytes were detected in these grasses grown in



