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Abstract

Entoloma (Fr.) P. Kumm. is a large and complex classification group, so it is necessary to conduct
in-depth and systematic research. In this paper, the research progress of Etoloma is reviewed,
which is the theoretical basis for the study of Entoloma.
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1. 5|18

K8 & Entoloma (Fr.) P. Kumm. 1 Kummer T 1871 57, #J& T 7 | ](Basidiomycota), /=
B 49 (Hymenomycet), <>1# H(Agaricales), )% #l(Entolomataceae). 1EN<E H S K&, MR EY
FEZ, pAmTalE Tz, IWmEZE LB EH, N B P E A 8 R B A IR 43 AT o Entoloma ) E 1R
JEASHHE R E AR, JE N2 — H & %291, Noordeloos [1]F1 Romagnesi 55 11%# & W\ A RAZHK 1T
MBS B2 HR 2RI AT T Entoloma s.1., F7EJE R &, J3— %43 Largent 1 Baroni
S NPKE KR R TR B Entoloma s L3E—SRI 0 NZ AWML & . ASCKA Noordeloos F1 Romagnesi %6 A H
W, B Entoloma W T RRHEATERIB, N Entoloma (W58 R ARBLIR LR

2. MERRARMNE

MAEHEEDME R EZ, BT ZBYMIESSWER, 22, EeHMET T AEARSNE
GrE, BART:

O ¥ FEH R A LR R A B, WIEEESE, W E MR B Entoloma abortivum (Berk. & MLA.
Curtis) Donk [2], S 40 #8 B Entoloma saundersii (Fr.) Sacc., FLFEA3 #8 B Entoloma sarcopum Nagas. [3],
HETS KRR Entoloma turbidum (Fr.) Quél. [2] [3]55,

@ #mEEEYMEERMESNEEGZRANME, WIS EMFE R Entoloma abortivum (Berk. & M.A.
Curtis) Donk, @it #8E Entoloma clypeatum (L.) P. Kumm. ELAG f0H R O Th R, 340 BB N TP
BRSSP, WEAY R Entoloma sinuatum (Bull.) P. Kumm [4] [5].

@ MEWETHFLRFEEAEHNE, UF R ATYEEL, IR w B YFEA R4
SHJHIRESERBK, FBOTEEHERHEMEE KA, WERKIM Entolomar hodopolium (Fr.) Kummer
MR P T Clitopilus prunulus TEA&FFAEAEL, K5 5B ATRE R E[6] [7]; MAIFHIEE
Entoloma sinuatum (Bull.) P. Kumm. 5K #EE Entoloma sarcopum Nagas. 72 WIEASARAL, W5 KR &
ME AR LEIET[7]; & T ELEILE Entoloma nidorosum (Fr.) Qual., /KER¥FSE Entoloma
omiense (Hongo) E. Horak %%,

3. BEERHNESSE ST

0 RE TR B P L TR T AR = B2 T AR, B RS 1 B I MDA A E S AT, X2 e &
BT X ) F HoAh <o 1 0 AR R . KRR R BRI SR, (H R B AERGERE R . ZEYR AT
SAVEZRE, KSR RE AT eI R, PR st P R S R AR s AR R S AR A
HoAhEE RS b, 40 Entoloma parasericeum [1]; WA IR RS W T SEAR K AEH R, 41 Entoloma prismaticum [1].
4. HEENHARSE

FEGLI 7 FRFAR M SR T AS = AR Entoloma WIJE W 0 d5 M8, ¥ 77k RN Entoloma 1)
WEFEIRAL TR IRIE, BEE 77 T T RMIE&S NS G 1E1F Entoloma J&W 73 2RI FEEEINR N o N THIKE A
TEAF I RGUKE PIANTT R A 48 i A 72 777
4.1. BEFHR

KR TR 7 5 R 2 B A ST VR IR AL, SREEATAEFR A R AR A I, DR AR A
TEAMEAREEELE, HidFhaA g, RER A LS. 7 EE Ik FRE MR B, S
W GRS RAEBEAAEEFZIEHE, 10k TEME S5CHET 12 /NEE, TR AR BRTE . ¥ iE
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W& Entoloma HUHFIE £ EAE 5% KOH, 1%NIRL, ZEE/KFM/RERFH T 28K EZEH TR
W R B A RE (0 RS MR (LR TE KOH EF A S IE IR, M/RERA (Melzer’s reagent) FH T 161
HETFIE R R TR RSN . AT 5% KOH W7, fFH 100 fHmeill&, 4752k
FHF A 500 B 20 AR o AR 00 00 1RO B AN B R, A R I R A R — A KR, B
W 5K TR BRI R, WEEACERR, WE\NAEETE Q5 Q (Q MEMRMTFKA
HITE LR LA, Q AR FTA HI1I°F3 QM + FREZE) s $0 B P W 5 T oy 380 350 28 — > 40 B B E
Wi FE R AR E, ADEATE NI ETEE . BRIEF AN RRAA . BURERS . WL ERA, BR
PRI 22,55 FEE DA S B A 2 2 5 S TR AT 0 A 65 2 o 8 T L T ) B TR 28 2R A

42. FFREREMR

BEE 7 FHARMES RER AR &, 75F RG0KE IR RS 0 E K8 N 4 28 1 B e 72 o
HELEBEMEH, TR EEENE Entoloma JBIAIRGKE D8] [9], B 45 & FAT
Entoloma J&WIVJ&R)5rIE[10] [11] [12]. HAZAEMIZREMR IDNA FERIA] Z IR K, MBI T REKE
SPMTH L ITS. RPB2. LSU. mtSSU [13] [14] [1512E KN B, IBFE RIS T RAKRE i R ZE I A
BAAAT RGBT

5. MAEERTRER
5.1. BEFERAEIERE

1753 4F Linneo &I FFHHIR T B LEE NI Agaricus clypeatum, BT KI5 A #5  Entoloma clypeatum,
X A NATTRS KR8 R S A A e - A1 - 1821 4F Fris [16]%2 57 1 genere Agaricusserie hyporhodius, f4$5 Leptonia,
Nolanea, Eccilia F1 Mouceron VUA~7r2515%; 1838 4, Fris XL T M #EE % tribus Entoloma; 1870 £ Smith
AL T WA LE I tribus Claudopus; Kummer T- 1871 £ Entoloma, Leptonia, Nolanea, Eccilia VA% Claudopus
PTHREAK T 1886 4F Quelét ST T /48 1EJE genus Rhodophyllus, &3¢ T ¥¥8TH & Entoloma, MIFA)E
Eccilia, F4=J& Nolanea, fwffi#i)& Claudopus VANV E Leptoina, {HZJ&% Rhodophyllus H AR &
BRI 220200, RN G 5F 5 1 8 44 LI 1R 4 ik [ 17], 1949 4F Donk &8 H] Entoloma X
Rhodophyllus bus £ )36 3 G B4 TERFE R & N 20 2RI R b, 72 U 73 987 5K Romangensi R 4F 18
BB PESFHEE R TR RG[18], XS ammut Fi it 7 E KTtk J5 KBS A RE o JE Hr
AWTHBR RIS, — AN AN R B &, R R R & N R R S R EAE AT B 2, B 4%
JE & N 73 FILAEAE ]

5.2. EIMARER

WA SN 5 TR 48 11 BT 70 7 S BU A R, R T E 13, W R A} Entolomataceae [7F
FC, KB E 1 A E 2 e A TR IR 58 LK R 18] R G0 B A E A R GUR 5 WA LLEIR AN AT IT, I 24
RS b DX AT A BT R AN W S s BR SRR 23 82 O D, DRV UN &5 b 5C T8 R8T AT RO 78t LR R 4
41l Noordeloos %5 AT A MY 5 1y B J& LA By A AR 28 5 /R BE B A BON R G RIRTFL[19] [20]; AEIIM
[R5, AR B RE 50 b R o R A 7 A e ARG, 508 TV 2B RB TR R BT A [ 21] [22] (23] [24],
BATIRIE R GER NI T o

5.3. EAfREDR

HESEILRE, SR, MBERHEER R, SRS R, HRZHEMEE. RERTHEREK
WEFCHES D LB, KRB0 70 N =B BL:
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© F I B FRIE TR #8078 e T OB IR 1932 AEXS BEERGE SR H #VLH) Entoloma
salmoneum (Peck) Sacc., [l B>k 2 1R 5 [ (08 BRI BT 40 SR 75 25l % b 391 T R b g P 1 26
H AR [25] [26] [27] [28] [29].

@ RIEMB: 75 2008 42 i 70 E 5Tk 48 56 & (B 78 AN SR T 9 Rl 3 aE , IR AR USRS K 1 288,
H 2008 FFHUHZALLE[30] [31], AIBR2%E N[13]45 50 RSB BHOAR BT 7E R, Ik KGR I T
R, R E R RE B R 1 2 S AL B T AR

@ WA EL: BEHE D FAEMER AR FEE R MAGIRE LA R, B T80 48 56 R i 4
KA RGUR B HIAR T BRI 11] [32].

54. BREEEWRIER

ITAER, B8 B e BB 18] R4t K 8 0 A Mg I 70 R EREUAS 1 4Ky ik e o FEJ& IR R K B 40 i 77 1 -
FLIR 8 B R TR 1) 8 2 B R IR SA AU, — BEAFESH, 2009 4F Co-David %5 A[8]H 3 /M3
A BETRBER S TRERKE TR THBEAABKERN SR, RIEREKESERE
Rhodogaster J&F Richoniella J&& 312 Entoloma J&, 256181 L HTIER T Entoloma &5 217, [A)
B2t P 40 8 B e R B O — MRS R B AT AR (19 K& . 2011 4 Baroni A1 Matheny [9]#F—2PESE T Co-David
NG5 . BN HE: O 2012 4 Noordeloos and Gates [19]H 45 Co-David 25 A\ (K77 45 F 21X
rhodopolium-group 7] AEHI AN —ANEHE, 2015 4 Kokkonen [12]F|H ¥ R K E 73 H# Section Rho-
dopolia, sections Polita and Pseudonolanea J{\ Entoloma subgenus Rhodopolia (Fr.) Noordel. ex Kokkonen,
comb. & stat. nov. i 7%, [FI5E LT Rhodopolia WIEHITLAF 0 KHFIE. @ 2014 4F Vila [33]F5 NG H T
BEMDT ARG KB Wi 20 288 Entoloma rusticoides-group, W\ Ni%5r KBS Claudopus YV J&
W Entoloma rusticoide . EABIHIF, FEHISR AR T Claudopus YJ& 5 Entoloma rusticoides-group 9% £ ;
2019 AT (11158 NEH 4 DMEER BT R RE B 7> 7 REKE kT 7 EE, BRftgm Xk
J&T Claudopus V)& ) Rusticoides-group & . 21, It H5 Claudopus 7%

6. RERERMRHRE

Ty FL B ECH A 1000 28, TEARHMERAC KR, HIE YR EA R A ST T RS R A
RKZESE, XAEASYRI I %5 R A AL B R E B — . B 7> T BRI R g, X TR A8
J& B FOBKBRIR N, ITS Fe TR P B REMS AR AF O DA ] DG 22, RPB2 A3 IR v B (R 4L 4 i T E B8 A Ak ok
RZHURA >R, (HMBHIER) M EERTE B BR R R & 70 80 IR 1, RS KE
RGBT ERIEA BV G V2R UE AT R w7 7 TR, e
MIEEVERA fy it — D IIE, B&FEM T THREAFFNEETITFRIT. MEEERFEEARNKRES
ZROTENG S, WREWEEIF AL EIN RS, BEiNEE.
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