





















































It has been recommended in the International Code of
Botanical Nomenclature, 1966, p.25, Article 16, Recommendation 16A,
that the name of a class in the fungi should end in -mycetes and
a subclass in -mycetidae. Since Luttrell uses the ending -mycetes
for the subclass Loculoascomycetes in the majority of cases, the

ending -mycetes will be used in subsequent references to this
subclass.,






































































































Li‘% s

Trratum:

In the light of the argument given on pages 58 and 59,
it is best to retain the name Diplochorella amphimelaena (Mont.)
Theiss. et Syd. instead of Microecyeclus amphimelaena (Mont.) v.

Arx until further developmental studies have been completed on _
the species in the two genera.
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Normal, unparasitised stems were also sectioned and
observed for comparison with infected stems. The observations
on page 77 were also confirmed here.
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accumulated esgpecially from forﬁs which are reported to have
much reduced perithecial walls, the position of the
agcostromata as found in the ascostromatic Euascomycetes
cannot be defined in terms of intergrading forms bhetween the
purely ascostromatic and non-ascostromatic types.

The agci in Tripospora grow up into a space formed

by a lysigenocus action on the pseudoparenchyma as well as

some of the periphyses in the locule. Interascal structures’
such as paraphyses, pseudoparaphyses and interthecial tissue
(sensu Iuttrell, 1965) are lacking. Hence it is not at all
surprising that the early workers recognised the affinities

of the Coryneliales with the Dothideaceous types. As a8

matter of fact, the Coryneliales were grouped in the Dothideales
by Martin (1945) and in the Pseudosphaeriales by Ghumann (1949).
On the bagis of +the pseudoparenchymatous centrum which
disintegrates and leaves a space into which asci grow,

Tripospora would fit into the Diaporthe type of development

(Iuttrell, 19512), However, the ascostroma would make this
fungus an exception among a number of genera such as

Diaporthe (Iuttrell, 1947), Gnomonia (Miles, 1921), Melanconis

(Wehmeyer, 1937),Melanospora (Vincens, 19173 Cookson, 1928

Kowalski, 1965) and others where the ascocarps are perithecial.
Besides this,1t appears that in some genera conforming with the
Diaporthe type, (Wehmeyer, 1926; Miller, 1949; Mainwaring and

Wilson, 1968) paraphyses are present. Paraphyses are lacking

in Tripospora.,

It is therefore proposed that the development of
the ascostroma-5i§%§§g¥%é—for Tripospora, as that for
Caliciopsis (McCormack, 1936), be called the CORYNELIOID TYPE.

A separate order, the Coryneliales, ag suggested by Seaver

and Chardon (1926), in the subseries Pyrenomycetes (sensu



Corynelia uberata Fr.ex Ach. was investigated (data not

included in the theesis) and found to have the same developmental
type as found for Tripospora tripos. Since Tripospora and
Corynelia both belong to the Coryneliales, Coryneliaceae, it
seems likely that all the members of the family, if not the order,
may have the same developmental type. Consequently, the
developmental type was called the Corynelioid Type.
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