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WE. VIHEHAEHEY LR B /NS A MR B (ZYMV) PERIEMHR B (WMV) (BRI %
F(CMV) FNEGEBER ALK (CGMMV) JHE /M-85 (TMV) FI AR BERG 2 ( PRSV) , 8% &4 H A1y
FF GenBank 13X 6 FiEE AL H RR)T AN RS XTS5 19, 7E B8 RT-PCR BAR W EERE_E | 5@ X5 0 2 F
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I RT-PCR R R AERI B 38 (145 B RE R R B M5 e A 4 SRR WP 9 R IEPEE 97% LA L fiAki 2 Fh 2 5 RT-
PC R 2R R K R L RNA FiE10° ~ 10° 4%, b T IR 210 Oy BE S AR 25 SR 5 508 RT-PCR — 2, KB T
AR Fr) T A RO 45 SR 2 B AR VL R4 W 2 BHE ) AFR FAE 38 1Y) ZYMV #1 COMMV Y8 £ W B M E 517
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Establishment and application of multiplex RT-PCR assays for simultane-
ous detection of six viruses on Cucurbit crops in Jiangsu province

REN Chun-mei, CHENG Zhao-bang, YANG Liu, MIAO Qian, ZHOU Yi-jun
(Institute of Plant Protection, Jiangsu Academy of Agricultural Sciences, Nanjing 210014, China)

Abstract: Cucurbit crops are frequently co-infected by zucchini yellow mosaic virus (ZYMV) , watermelon mosaic
virus (WMV) , cucumber mosaic virus (CMV), cucumber green mottle mosaic virus ( CGMMV ) , tobacco mosaic virus
(TMV) and papaya ringspot virus (PRSV) in Jiangsu province. Based on the RT-PCR for the detection of single virus, the
two multiplex RT-PCR ( mRT-PCR) systems were established for simultaneous detection of the six viruses by using six sets
of specific primers designed on the basis of conserved sequences of the viruses in GenBank. The main factors suches con-
centrations of DNA polymerase, Mg®* and dNTPs, PCR conditions of annealing temperature, extension time and amplifica-
tion cycles, sensitivity of the detection were examined and optimized. The results showed that expected fragments of the six
viruses were amplified in the two mRT-PCR systems and the sequences shared above 97 percent similarities with those of

other relative viruses. The optimized mRT-PCR could

7S B HA 20150204 detect diluted 100 to 1000 times. The results of the mRT-
HATE . HEA AT WAMIF LI (201303028 ) ; IT. 4548 4 b BH PCR were consistent with sRT-PCR on detecting 210 sam-
B BB EATH[ CX(13)3023] ples of cucurbit crops in Jiangsu province which reflects
YEBRN ATHEM(1981-) , & LK EN, B, ByIpFsE o, 1% the reliability of the protocol. The results also revealed that
MNFAEYIR ST, in recent years the seed transmission viruses ZYMV and

EIRAEE . FEJEFS , (E-mail) onlyone8501 @ 126. com CGMMYV were the dominant infectious viruses on cucurbit
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crops in Jiangsu province, with the co-infection rate of 75.24% .

Key words: cucurbit crop; virus; multiplex RT-PCR

B PTRMEY) & — M AR T ARARE LR RE
VEYIR AR B B 20 D AR Y, 32 200 A T Al 10
Mot 2 L S5 REEWHL ZIEY IR L 5
2% BRI AR /N o B RHE R 5 R Y
R R [ PR RS2 2 51 23 (ICTV) KA Y
fRYLHFRHEYI G BE A 38 S E AR 9 AR e
F S AU 8 R 2 B MR R AR 2 T HLAS [ 9
FEAINMZ F IR SR Y LR B, 5 FH & R4
JE ) AR, 4 9 s ARG T i SR AR SO

VLR I RE 25 A8 8 48 8 e 2800l LUK | i
SRR A SRt | F A Al A EL 3k 1. 3% 107 hm?
PLE CEP PG IRV | Az 7 Hhoi B o H: 32 20 3 1]
2 — o TLIRE H P RHEY R 0 I 2 3 2 7Y
JAE - EE ) ( Watermelon mosaic virus, WMV) /)
PO AL M5 25 ( Zucchini yellow mosaic virus,
ZYMV) | #JRAE 9% 87 ( Cucumber mosaic virus,
CMV) F18E I\ &% BB R ( Cucumber green mottle
mosaic virus, CGMMV ) , 4 %% 46 95 £ ( Tobacco
mosaic virus, TMV ) F1%& A JKFF B i 7510 ( Papaya
ringspot virus, PRSV )l &4  fEH Bl KA E &
RIS, BRI — BRSO, TP & 8 P AR
SE I LA R BEA ] g A5 I 221> 98 2 1Y BOR F T4
7 IR AR S AR I X T e R E Y
BB RO E L,

Z H RT-PCR £ W 4% R & H 1 Chamberian
AU 1988 ARAR I BT T2 B A AR A
AN, PEAF PG 150 AR I vt © 8 — o e 2
ARG B 1210 Al ARG I Oy 3 (2R A i
F HBIIEE BT RT-PCR MRS ) ML,
ZH RT-PCR KB AR A E 2005, ERETER —
A PCR AR A 448 24~ H B A i, 8 7,
ROR R T4 By B0 SE I R RIS B Y S0
R, T RHR R R R B LR Ak
B X8 B BE I A I 1% 8 JC I AN e A2 A AR
T oK, BT LLE N A B A — S IS 75 1 2 B RT-
PCR Rl 5l 551 B3 76 I 1 3 i & 2
() ZYMV WMV [ TMV SqMV il CMV 5 Ffig 5 2 37,
T —25 RT-PCR Kzl J5 1 ; A 251 s 7 — Il
A 5 7 B 3 B T EN R ZYMV WMV Al

CMV fIZ F RT-PCR /5% ; Kwon %2 2 AL
PCR R Guk = Yo 8 2 RHED 0 7 Rl i, MR
Pl A 28 8, A A XTI 2 3  BHE Y
o5 BRI LB RN SRR A, #lE ST — AR SE TR A
F P RHE P T R ) 2 FE RT-PCR 73k, JF4F
VLI 45 R AR I B T A7 4G 0 17 T, LA Ry Y9
BB EYIRE R E 0 & A Sh ST KA R
W | T A P R BB BT 4 i

I bR

1.1 FiEMKF

WMV .ZYMV ,CMV . CGMMV . TMV Fl PRSV 6
PG TEI 4> B T 2012-2014 4E YT 5548 1 5011
IR TTERAR DS AR N T bR B T S M AR Y
R PE BT PE)R R NS LR AE il 6 R i
ML F2 WHR ) & (Agdia 23 7)) 3R 5 6 R 25 2
1RYSIRE S, IT A2 V0 P b B A B R SR AT
~70 °C VK4 . B RNA 42 BUK #) Trizol W
InVitrogen/L\\ﬁl , Tag DNA BAETMF  ANTP. BamH 1T |
Sal 1 W4 H K&EFEAY S\, % 5k B M-MLV  RNA
BEHA G H Promega 23 Al , Byt g A BE B2 0] AL 3K 75
& KWFF# (E. coli DH5a) J&52 2540 fl . pMD18-T
BRI B E A TAEY) TR AR IR S5 A BR A,
1.2 & RNA 25

FEHH RT-PCR HY, 43 50l BRI 9 35 S 42 e
A 0.1 g; 7EZ 8 RT-PCR H, 45 B AR U4 = o
124 6 FIE TR I F, WMV  ZYMV  CMV F1 CGM-
MV 4 Fit Jy 5850 1R A (bRic i H4) , TMV il PRSV
2 Fiit R e AR G (ARidoh H2) ,H4 (H2 4 HK0. 1 g,
U M Z H RT-PCR v, # LA B VG i 2 0 | ol ]
PEXF AR (BRiEh CK) ,BH 0. 1 g, M A 7EUKIR S04
FAGEBIE B SR 5 Trizol 157 £ 4% 7= & it B
PR RNA,
1.3 3IMigit5&88

FHE GenBank I % 55 1) 45 95 75 AH X P 51 2 (A
1751, 5 Primer Premier 5.0 3K {435 1145 5 8 4%
ST, 51T SE R, il NCBL X H AR 5
PEEA TS B R R EA RAFRERPE(R 1) .
St SR AEME AR A AR
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%1 ZERT-PCR ¥ 6 MmBENHERIEsY
Table 1 Specific primers for multiple RT-PCR detection of 6 viruses
319 JP3) (5'-3") PHIKBE (bp) BAGREE(C)

WMV-F CCAGTGGCAAAGGTGATA 485 51.0
WMV-R TGCTGCGTCTGAGAAATG 54.2
ZYMV-F AGCTCCATCATAGCTGAGCAG 1200 52.1
ZYMV-R TAGCTTGCGCTTGCAAACGAC 55.2
CMV-F CACTATTCCCGACTTTGAGACCC 389 55.0
CMV-R CTCATAAGCGGCATACTCTAACAT 53.5
CGMMV-F CCACGAGTTGTTTCCTAATGCTG 660 53.3
CGMMV-R TTTGCTAGGCGTGATCGGATTGT 55.0
TMV-F TGGATCCGCCGACCCAATAGAGTTA 410 55.5
TMV-R GTCGAGGTCCAAACTAAACCAGAAG 56.5
PRSV-F ATGAGGCTGTGGATGCTGGTTTA 325 54.0
PRSV-R GATTGAGTGGCACGAGTATTAGA 56.0

1.4 HE RT-PCR 2 H RT WK IATR SR 4 Fiok 2 Fps 25

Ll WMV .ZYMV .CMV ,CGMMV . TMV Fl PRSV
%—%ﬁ%ﬂ@ RNA W, oligodT18 514121 J i %
133 cDNA 55 —4f, 2 v # )7 Z B M-MLV i B
4% 15.0 pl JZ W AR Z4:3.0 pl RNA, 1.0 pl oli-
godT18 ( 10 wmol/L) ,6.0 wl DEPC-ddH,0,65 C
AR S min, HGEE VK S min; FITA 2.5 pl 5XRT
buffer,0.5 pl dNTP ( £ 2.5 mmol/L), 0.5 ul
RNase Inhibitor (40 U/pl) F10.5 pl M-MLV J §%
SEME( 200 U/pl) , B8 B0 5 DEPC-ddH, 0 #h &
%15.0 wl,42 C/KE 1 h,70 C K3 5 min, B K
FREH,

25.00 pl PCR FR#fERNAAZR 1575 pl ddH,0),
2.50 ul 10 xPCR buffer (Mg™ free),1.50 pl MgCl,
(25 mmol/L), 2.00 wl dNTP Mixture ( 4% 2.5
mmol/L) ,1.00 wl ¢ A1 T g5 R A9 (% 10
pwmol/L) ,0.25 wl r-Tag DNA R & (5 U/ul) Fl
2.00 pl ¢cDNA #i#, PCR FZWFERE .94 °C FiAsdE 5
min;94 CZF M 50 5,53 CiE K 50 s,72 CIEAH 1
min, JEFF 35 K372 CLEH 10 min, HL5 pl PCR ™
W25 2% BhHE W RE G FL Uk, 3 ok R B LR R Gtk A T
WLELSTHT
1.5 %= RT-PCR RIERMK

Z @ RT-PCR 434 EM 2 82 RN, 4 HFH

5 RNA(H4 F1 H2) 4% 3.0 wl, [FIEPE: 1.0 wl oli-
godT18 M S % 5 1 M i) — S g 48 v, HoAh %44
T RT AH[A, £ PCR KR TE LR 25.0 ul
 PCR i SR R FERE 1,4 5 PCR 9 4 X514
AW K 4.00 pl [ WMV Fl CMV F R iF51 94
0.60 wl,ZYMV I CGMMV [~ Fi#E5 445 0.40 pl
(% 10 pmol/L) ],2 T PCR 1 2 X[ 31 WIR&W N
2.00 pl [TMV I PRSV L FE5 #9145 0.5 pl(45 10
pmol/L) ], PCR i B2 )¥ S 4 [W] I, HLS pl PCR
FEIHEAT 2% SRR BRI LK

TEARL mRT-PCR 251F T, B 55% 0 mPCR 13
PR W — R R 75, HWR E AL, 7
IR i B2 X Tag DNA B & B B 43 501 4% 0. 02
U/l 0. 04 U/l 0.06 U/wl.0.08 U/wl.0.10 U/pl
012 U/pl 6 4 4b B, Mg™ ¥ B 4y 3 % 1.0
mmol/L 2.0 mmol/L 3.0 mmol/L 4.0 mmol/L 5.0
mmol/LF1 6. 0 mmol/L 6 M3 ANTPs ¥ E /3 7k
0.10 mmol/L, 0.25 mmol/L, 0.40 mmol/L. 0. 55
mmol/L 0. 70 mmol/LF1 0. 85 mmol/L 6 AL HH iR
KRS % 48 °C 51 °C (53 °C .56 °C .58 °C 1 60
°C , ZEHHsHE] 4351135 50 s.60 5,70 .80 .90 s 1100
s JEFR UK 20 25 30 35 40 H145, 4T £ RT-
PCR R &1L,
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1.6 %E RT-PCR =K 5 EFMNF

Z# RT-PCR ¥"14 DNA #F BERH Axygen +F
B TG F) B (A T AR T AR R R 55 A BR
5w DI, [T DNA 3T 30wl I IA g
W7 5 pMDI8-T Ak 42 (= 1 pMDI18-T i 7
UL o EE ALK AT DHS o JR 3z 3
2, T A SR US| 28 PCR R ) S 5 7 1
TATORL, B B WPk 2 A P v B R AT U
B I A TR TR R IR 55 A R F 58
Ao
1.7 %E RT-PCR IR ENE

BUR AR HA A1 H2 42 EUA 5 5L RNA 455
pl, H BioPhotometer plus A2 8 1AL E 0D,
1 OD,g, , 7154 A & RNA MR, 435124 10° 107",
1072107 107 M1 107 M A5 Bt 174 B8, ST 1Y 4
R 2 H RT-PCR Jrik ATl SR 45 2R | 73T 2
FhZ # RT-PCR 7L 0 A4 R
1.8 %= RT-PCR 8946 57 F

N ST ) 2 Fh 2 8 RT-PCR 74} 2014 4F
FEVLIRE 13 AT E8 210 6y #i S RHEY & ke
SIEATRE I IEBEHLPEE 15 SRR B H RT-PCR
AT IE , A3 B VL9548 2 BHVE P93 3593 1Y) Fel
KRR

2 ER 5T

2.1 %= RT-PCR iR

FHEATE 4 &A1 2 & RT-PCR %43 %I\ 6 s
BRI YL 4 P EEIR AR Y (H4) 2 Pk 2R TR
HARY(H2) LU P48 B B — 4 5k 2 4%
S E AR AT, KANZ) SR 390 bp 480 bp ., 670 bp,
1 200 bp 330 bp 1400 bp, ¥4 &4 B K/ 5 1%
i 6 Bl 7 ik PR HA 2% HE /N I A — 2 B 1 X
MW B 38 AT ] 457, LIS R B R 5 1k 45
W(E 1), s5HREW .4 FM2 & RT-PCR A&
B R S, E 4 T RT-PCR 1 4 I 8] CMV |
WMV ,.CGMMV Fl ZYMV, 7£ 2 # RT-PCR " K& 1
| TMV F1 PRSV, H W 25 B H %) 4% 2% 7 /0N ]
A5, 0 LI B AT X 4y,
2.2 %ERT-PCR TEZMEAZHMRL
2.2.1 %% RT-PCR R m/k A2 egthie TR
H RS L A3 B 2 RT-PCR P A ZR | 7EARHIE 2
AR FR PR R B 1Y) r-Tag DNA 2 4 g Al

1 500 bp

600 bp
500 bp

400 bp
300 bp

M:100 bp Marker; 1 ; B8 ;2 ~ 5. 5 RT-PCR 4351 8t 4~
4 CMV WMV . CGMMV F1 ZYMV ;6.4 H RT-PCR ¥ CMV
WMV ,CGMMV 1 ZYMV 4 #8218 5 £ ;7 .8 . J2 8 RT-PCR 43
Sl HE TMV Hl PRSV;9. Z 8 RT-PCR ¥ 4 TMV 1 PRSV 2
PR RER A FE

E1 %= RT-PCR #4514

Fig.1 Specificity of multiple RT-PCR

dNTPs By 3E il I, 5% ¥ dNTPs  r-Tag DNA R 5
Mg™ PR BERRRE . 455 (&1 2) 3R WD . 2 dNTPs ¥k i
1£ 0.25 ~0. 85 mmol/L} 4 T Al 2 # PCR #BAES

HEEAF I 4538 3 2 1-Tag DNA BAHEEE N 0. 10 ~
0.12 U/plff,4 F PCR fgd 4 4 %47 ,2 & PCR
RE 3G 2 %, W B 8 2R B 5 Y Mg™ Wk B
iK% 3.0 mmol/Lit 4 T2 & PCR # e s BT
P B 4 0R 2 AR SR ARl Bl VR R G n 4%y
AR5t AH 4 B PCR i BERG N 21— A5 B 1M ek 55
T mRT-PCR B4 AR . HIAL LIS /Y 4 B A0 2
AR FR 25 S A AR 2 R - ANTPs W BE 0. 25
mmol/L,r-Tag DNA R & Hik &8 0. 10 U/pl, Mg™
WP 3.0 mmol/L,

2.2.2 %% RT-PCR R B &HehiL X4 &
F12 B PCR AR SR BE 6 P1 U E5ORN SE i B i) 48
#AT Tk, 4R (8 3) R ,4 B PCR BYIR kK
T EE M 53 °C %] 58 CHABAE RS HLAR MY 25k, 1H 61
C AR AR 55 ; 08 A ELAE 30 ~ 40 AT 38
1) 2% #1044 175 BT , 4iE {1 Bsf 1] 80 s S PCR 2571 1Y
FF R NAIE, 2 H PCR B KR EE M 53 °C )
61 °C I 25 HR AL by i T 5 6 A 4R 25 ~ 35 IR IH 8
A AT 4 5 110 37 BT A ) %7 5 SEE s TRT A 50 s
F 80 s ¥RE[FI A B 2 4547, (HAE 60s B 5541 fi
T, D R 20 2 O RT-PCR W 1Y 2% 7
.4 H PCR WYIB KR FE N 53 °C, 76 ¥ B 35
W, JEAfET ] 80 s;2 HE PCR AV R K Bl 56
C,JEFUEL 30 K, ZEAETR] 60 s,
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1 500 bp

1 000 bp
900 bp
800 bp
700 bp
600 bp
500 bp

400 bp

500 bp
300 bp
D

18 19 20 21

E F

A.B.C:4 ¥ RT-PCR;D E F.2 & RT-PCR, M:100 bp Marker; 1.8 15 BHPEX} I®;2 ~ 7. AN[A] dNTPs ¥ &, KX & 0. 10 mmol/L 0. 25
mmol/L.0.40 mmol/L.0.55 mmol/L.0. 70 mmol/L.0. 85 mmol/L;9 ~ 14 A [F r-Tag DNA & Hi i, KK M 0. 02 U/pl.0.04 U/pl 0. 06
U/pl,0.08 U/pl 0.10 U/pl 0. 12 U/pl;16 ~21 [ M W B 4K N 1.0 mmol/L..2. 0 mmol/L. 3.0 mmol/L 4.0 mmol/L.5.0 mmol/L 6.0

mmol/L,

B2 £ZE RT-PCR REFRIIML
Fig.2 Optimization for the reaction conditions of mRT-PCR

19 20 21

A B.C:4 & RT-PCR;D .E F:2 & RT-PCR, M.100 bp Marker;1 .8 15 FIMEXTIR ;2 ~ 7 . AR[RE KR HKUCH 48 C 51 C .53 °C .56 °C .58
°C .61 °C ;9 ~ 14 . ANFREHIEC KK N 20 25 .30 .35 .40 4516 ~21 . AN FZEEFE] KK A 50 $.60 .70 .80 5,90 s.100 s,

B3 %£E RT-PCR REEMHSHMMEM

Fig.3 Optimization for the reaction conditions of mRT-PCR

2.3 %E RT-PCR F=HHFEFI S

4 FEAM 2 FH RT-PCR 9" 14 7= ¥y 28 % g i, 4
5 pMD 18-T vector #E 17 AR SN % $ | $k B FH A 72
B, BRERBTRCIN e, W 25 SR R B, ZYMV WMV |
CMV .CGMMV TMV H1 PRSV 44" 34 7 4 15 571 43 5
i 1 180,485 389 660 410 11325 MMEFFRALA, 5
WITH PCR =W KNI, 53900 R ZYMV-cp £ |
WMV-cp FEH  CMV-Z il [ 3£ K | CGMMV-cp FE A |
TMV-cp F& R F PRSV-cp FE R BYF 50 751, 7 51 ]
TR R T, T3 7515 GenBank &% 7
G [R] PR 2> )k 5] 98.25% .99. 01% .99.93% .
98.22% 97.33% F199.32% ,UEW] T 2 Ff £ & RT-

PCR o I 25 S i ml 54
2.4 ZERT-PCRHIREE

A% TR R DI € H4 A1 H2 ) RNA ¥
FESr 510 35. 60 we/wlAl 19.33 we/ul, REER
MZER (K 4) W ,4 # RT-PCR H RNA 5 B 5
107 A S A S B R X T RE S
2H A 1 O 1 0 IR O, 9T LA RE 8 [m] i A )
B 4 S5 M AT 1 B KRR B EC 107, Rl A4k
Z " 4 & RT-PCR Y RNA £ il ¥ BE 4 0. 356
wg/wl;2 T RT-PCR H RNA Fi B 50 10 It BE
% [F) o R 28] 2 4% 38 A 1 2ty BT DAz dR R rf 2
RT-PCR ) RNA Kz BE A 19. 33 ng/pl,
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1 500 bp

N 10 10* 102 10° 10* 10°

AL -

)
=
S
o

<
¥

.

A.4 # PCR;B:2 # PCR, M:100 bp Marker; N BHPEXT R,
E4 21%E=ERT-PCRHRHE
Fig.4 The sensitivities of two mRT-PCR techniques

2.5 %E RT-PCR HI#&iN R A

I FHEEST Y 2 Fh 2 8 RT-PCR J7 k% 2K H L
B3 AR 210 Gy #i A RHEY R AR TR, B
SEBEHLLE 1 15 ASFESr 31iEFT 58 RT-PCR kil
PFEUEAT 2 P2 FE RT-PCR &I (B 5) o KA &1 i
HEAT HRASE, 25 R & FE i 2 H RT-PCR kil 25
Ej B F RT-PCR &5 50—, i dr i 2 ML &
RT-PCR 7735 0] [ FH T FH )4 & A R0 T DA &
K25 5 (2 2) W, 210 4346 AR b Hpr 2o 4= e

Fz2 HIE210 BHEARMEYFH L E RT-PCR LR

AN 24.76% , B 5 1R Y83k 75.24% , Hb A 3
MRFER 6 PR FEME GRYL, HF—P P R BIL
I8 13 AT BE P REY R EE AL DL ZYMV A
CCMMV R &, FEZ A 7EVE I B 8 it A
EY) b, WMV Fl CMV ¥k 2, 322253 1 76 3 IK St
JK FRAEEY) L, TMV Fl PRSV HAEMN 5 VE W)
AR E], AR 22N B RAE L, 6 Rl EE I AT B
b %) J R A A6 e, 5 PR AT e sk JL A s 1Y
ERRIBRIEA K,

Table 2 Detection results of 210 naturally infected samples collected from fields by multiplex RT-PCR

FH A B
SR i S B
6 FR#E 5 Fhp e 4 P 3 P B 2 Fi e 1 F e

VLI 33 0 2 7 10 9 5
VLI T 20 1 1 3 6 2 7
VLA 15 0 1 2 5 3 4
TLIRZEN 18 0 1 3 5 8 1
VLI ERAR 10 0 0 1 2 3 4
AIDiNG 1325 17 0 2 1 5 6 3
JADIN=T S 15 0 0 2 3 5 5
LRk 10 0 0 1 2 4 3
YL 10 0 1 2 2 1 4
TLohain 10 0 0 1 4 2 3
VLR Z2 3 20 2 2 4 6 3 3
LHRE 20 0 1 4 3 7 5
LA 12 0 1 1 3 2 5

e 210 3 12 32 56 55 52
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M1 23 4567 8 910111213 141516

4500 bp
3,000 bp
1 500 bp

1 200 bp
800 bp
500 bp

200 bp

M1 23 456 7 8 9101112131415 16

4500 bp
3000 bp

1 500 bp

1200 bp
800 bp
500 bp

200 bp

B

A: 4 T RT-PCR;B: 2 T RT-PCR, M:100 bp Marker; 1 FHPEXT I ;2 ~ 16 [ i) S 4 0 2 BRI AR 43k

5 % RT-PCR W& F

Fig.5 The detection of six viruses in Cucurbit crops by mRT-PCR

3 1F i

VLI BN KA | I AR ARl AR & e
PG JUAE VLI A8 3 P B i b T AR B AE AR
FETF400 000 hm* 2247, e rf 7o ORI IR AR 1 R Y
130 000 hm*, B2 £ W 0 7195 44 A b 1 SR 7=k 2
— o Bt % K i fifi v M AR B i AR Y
IR A% S, 75 2 BVHICAT T4 0 9 0K 52 i 56
B, DT S50 8 0 4 i & 26 B 2 AT 25
SRR, T BORPEEER . DL BRI IR T
BRI AR A A A B T AT KU, DTN T
F L ARYEATHATRAT T Bt A R E
TR R A, Z I 4 B EZRE (ZYMV WMV |
CMV .CGMMV ) X B R4 A M 16 B 1) 7535 H
R 2 R B T (TMV F PRSV) 1918 % R~
BRAM ., AUFERIEILIRE # = BHEY A e EE
Wl A A AL, T T RE RIS I X 6 Ffoi 2 1 £
# RT-PCR 7, TE# P RHED RS A= 77 b | Be %
WEPRT ERf , AT | 22 5 oA Hh &) e B OO0
Xof 4 o T A T[] 1) R A el 2R B 4 e i 1
F F AT E A T+ EEAE L,

R 6 s B I AR ASURI L A A I 43 ik
2 I RT-PCR W4T ,—A> PCR J i H [m] s Azl 4
A EEREE(WMV  ZYMV .CMV .CGMMV) , %5 —4>
RT-PCR S o H [] B} G 00 2 b vk 22955 B (TMV Al
PRSV) %715 1) B R R R e e R 5 | W i %
B e DNAMANS. 0 8k {4, XF GenBank H1 it 53 9
WMV ZYMV .CMV ,CGMMV . TMV #I PRSV %5 # %
PRR A X0 B 5L ALY )37 X, B e
BT A PR AR ST DX, 76 38 5 14 DR ST DX 3 P £

Oligo5. 0 315t 514, #5385k BLAST 43 Hr i £ 5 |
YIRS 38 F F DNAStar 5.0 %FiX 6 %514
177 [FIEE | a5 50 A, DLkt e 2 > 2 F RT-
PCR RN 59 Z [T L2 2% 1 R 450 B 51 —
BRI w5 R, A ERET G+C TN
45% ~60% B KR FEAH P3G 7 BeR/NG X 43 1)
6 X51H, 1R EERET OligodT18 1EH 5|
Y, BLE 1 i A A RE i RNA [ R5E 5%, BERS
BN SE R B cDNA LR &8 BRSO, L
RN — IR s , KR T BRI A S Ak, 78
2 > RT-PCR RN SR G R T 4% A IR F i 1)
1% Mg™ \DNA 4 i dNTPs ¥k B2, DL KGR i
JEE AE AR B FIE IR E, XA PCR R R 1 R U
PEAT TIN5 e &=L T 6 R #E £ # RT-PCR 1Y
D5k, FHITT T IR 0 210 43 3 25 BHE Y1 ke E
FRGI , 45 5 .8 2 8 RT-PCR ML HE RT-PCR K
MZE A Y, 8B T 2 8 RT-PCR 77552 H
Pk, BREEWEIN 2014 45719548 B it KMl o 25 B
VIR TR RS & I B LR TAE 4R B9 CGMMV Al
ZYMV FEE R 3, 7R FRATT I B 04 42 ol iz DA R Sk
R X R RN AT R TR Ak R BT
PR R A A I 7 AR ) B

AW FARPETL 58 L7 L PR 5 5% Z
W EE R A IR YRR A5, e BRI b X ik S T AT T
2 FhZ H RT-PCR ik 48 5E , B Z H.— RT-PCR J5ik
HAR AN FERA R8s im ., LiME
HRIER 5 8 KL RT-PCR 7511219 78 Sz g ik
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