F v

W R FEcmEEBEMNEO RKEY £
%o BHIKGEDOR 2 ~ 3FEDBEM ¥ 4 Lilik K
Fel T2 15m mB ki 20mm c & 2E#O
R LD WBERTBEHE«BEL . Kilck
WOETRCL 2RO E&EF5. BEOH
EREcEECEMCEEED 3. BTFORET
®3,

HROERE HTEcRtcEENTESE
&£ 250 2 2 [EEF 10 2 = KftoF T s~

8 2 2 WEORIEY D 50 SHEMT I, ¥
M et b e FLBR e 2o U K iic i B
YHET 3. BRNEREERL 2 REE.
fkic 1 o4 2 ERR Y AL YiRE o
1 {HOBPRIKD T & 25 ER L 2o diisk
CHEORBELEF2, 0B 1 — 714,

P4 3.2 8. QR 0 ~ 2 [E745 0.5 [HHic20

Y Eo/NRCRGINZHYED 5, EFEIC/)

T O F W E. K B R
B M&E— -

H ® ¥ &

WEkET 3. T EE225—79. F#49.03 =
(% BES2 3 =) 8 5—39F1H19.93 = (&

£ B[22 3 =)k I THEL CRIFL £/ H
bRFEYEF D,

REOEZE FEEXEE»S L. R
Tehon Z(¥ E. Daniels (Phytopathology
XV, p. 714—719, fig. 1, 1925) K Ao
Thyrospora EBo#Mtd 3. 7> vEc4k
FOERERER B NDOL S TN T
BERY & & vwd s Thyrospora Chisha
PEFAEMT 5T it 5, BHiEHDTKE
BEFTFREFIRE 3 EcRBOTFETD
%O

T=EHEY) > (Lactuca Scariola
Linn.) o3, MUREEHAREER S FilE
FC THEFI224E 7 F29 H A Btk

Thyrospora Chisha Nishikado et Hiura n. sp.
R (EF 0.780), WEOWTHE (PRTF) RUSERT (7004%)

(BSpre %39% #H1% 40FH 1950)



