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Abstract We focused on discussing the diversity of endophytic fungi and the application of secondary metabolites. Endophytic fungi are rich

in resources, and their secondary metabolites are widely used in medicine, agriculture and environmental protection. They have the advantages

on promoting plant growth, improving plant resistance, inhibiting pathogens, anti-cancer and degrading environmental pollutants.
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Fig.3 The state of development of fertilized ovum in vitro at dif-

ferent times
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