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Research progress in geminivirus transmission by whiteflies ( Hemiptera :

Aleyrodidae) and the underlying molecular mechanisms

WEI Jing, WANG Xiao-Wei, LIU Shu-Sheng” ( Ministry of Agriculture Key Laboratory of Agricultural
Entomology, Institute of Insect Sciences, Zhejiang University, Hangzhou 310058, China)
Abstract; Geminiviruses are transmitted by the whitefly Bemisia tabaci in a persistent, circulative
manner. Successful transmission of the virus from host to host requires three crucial steps: virus
including certain

acquisition, retention and transmission. Many factors are involved in this process,

proteins from the vectors (e. g., receptors of the virus), viral proteins and host plant factors. In this
article, we reviewed the factors that affect the transmission specificities of geminiviruses by whiteflies as
well as direct and indirect interactions between whiteflies and geminiviruses. The transmission efficiency
of geminivirus depends on a number of variables, e. g., the species of whiteflies and viruses involved,
specific organs or cells of whitefly, whitefly and viral proteins, and hidden players like endosymbionts.
The long-term association of the virus with the whiteflies and its host plants renders the virus the potential
to alter the characteristics of its vector and host to facilitate its transmission.

Key words: Whitefly; geminivirus; transmission specificity ; endosymbionts; host plant

A B, Bemisia tabaci ( Gennadius ) J&— 4 Fp
BT AL 2 34 M istfL a5k 2250 B BAHIE S b
ToEX s (De Barro et al., 2011,
2012; Boykin and De Barro, 2014) ., f1 T4 AR

P PEA BT IR E S TE I B BN 2 AR
FHIZ W B A M MK B (Liu et al., 2007; Luo et
Liu et al., al., 2010; Luan et al., 2012; Sun et al., 2013) ., 4

%QIELLHE %ﬂﬁiﬂiﬂ‘%‘*ﬁ%ﬁ@ U8 B

B VR P BRI %) 43 21 S 7 i 44 18 R S8 B, AR SCHE
De Barro 45 (2011) DAAZ 5 b 25 AN [F] BRFP 9 4 44 o

SE SRy EUF AR E R RO R, U HE R B AR
P Middle East Asia Minor 1 ( MEAM1 ) &) ( B 3@
HETRRE B BUEAS T ) DL B Mediterranean ( MED )
Bl (B H BRFRATQ BB BV ) o TR, S A
B MEAM1 F1 MED [gff AR 12 1927 3290 i | = i)

U5 R BT B AL AR A W 7 55 7 U8 T i
FIAR AL S BB AR, 300 3 12 45 R0 6 3 I 1Y
fGE R ™ HE (Byme and Bellows, 1991; 4Tl
&5, 2011) , HHT & B Ry B AT LAAL #5200 Z i
%fﬁ% T AL A6 09 XA 5 B B ( Geminiviridae ) /Y
FEEEIEM G R Begomovirus 15 B 22 3k 192
fift, 31X Jﬂﬁﬁﬁ}s/\ﬁ% 3 ARy AL AR T, L S
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RANEY Bl 2B ) — 25958 (Polston et al., 2014)

KA RPN R T FE N 2 R A —2K
THY) BREE R IR DNA (single stranded DNA | ssDNA ) Jii
B, BT T N8 200 ZA7 R R EERL T O 2R AR
ORI, AT MR Je il A ) Hh i) 2 Fh B S 2 55 4R
W, = Qi A R Z R ) K (Fauquet et al.,
2003 ; Fauquet et al., 2008) . H i & A& WA i 2
BHI 7 &S00 : ERL AN TR Mastrevirus | ]
TR EEE Curtovirus Dl UK 3 J@ Topocuvirus |
FE AR E Begomovirus | i 3 1 0% B @
Becurtovirus . [if] H] J§ ¥ 55 805 B2 )& Eragrovirus 176
EH RN B /@ Turncurtovirus ( Fauquet et al., 2003 ;
Varsani et al., 2014) o XU 83 AR 4f Ak PR 2 45 74 7]
PL4y R B 2H 495 B AL AH 4095 B ( Lazarowitz and
Shepherd, 1992) , Begomovirus 4K 2 22 J3 XL 4H 77,
A Wiz DNA 731, /) DNA A 1 DNA B, #7140
BEEL N B ( Tomato mottle virus, ToMoV) ( Abouzid et
al., 1992; Fauquet et al., 2003) , /VECHEALH Sy, H
FE DR ZH 25 R AH 25 T ALy 5 85 19 DNA A 51 4 2 Ak
o il % 75 ( Tomato yellow leaf curl virus, TYLCV)
(Navot et al., 1991) o B4 o B 15 5 A —
ANTLAE DNA &RV #5175 T 1 28 T REAR i b i
Y, 40 A [ 2 hn B i MR B ( Tomato yellow leaf curl
China virus, TYLCCNV) fli &4 1) DNAB ( Yin et al.,
2001) , BUAERREERY LRI RK/NLH 2.5 ~3.0 kb,
i 15 BE B %P Fe 1 (coat protein, CP) FIF% )
7 4 (movement protein, MP) , H Mk T F 4D 5 &
il 5% LA R R T 5 TR - I AHSC B (Lazarowitz
and Shepherd, 1992 ; Fauquet et al., 2003 ; Fauquet et
al., 2008 ) . XL 9 7 38 F 15 B if W Eutettix
tenellus fAWA Micrutalis malleifera F04RFY E\5F B B4
PRI A T7 AL H o Begomovirus 3% Hy 4 ¥ B
1% ¥, Mastrevirus, Becurtovirus ~ Fl
Turncurtovirus 3= 32 gy M- W A& 3% , Topocuvirus £ 3
FIWIAL A% | Eragrovirus fE RIS M R BEHEFE (Varma
and Malathi, 2003 ; Varsani et al., 2014) ., IT4E3FK,
W& B HU A A 5 25 s i i o 2 i PR 21 5%
A A DA SO NS 3, B B A T 5t
BN F 22 8 RN X 02 A FIA T, R AR AR
FEE R T B RBYH 2% ( Navas-Castillo et al., 2011)
A (2005 ) SL4E T MRy B 47 XUAE 9 B 4 Y
WEFEHEE B 2SI DGR B A% B 43 5~ AL 5 i
WEIE R IE AR D A SCRE I RR A |, E AR 2R 1
HEOR ST AR XA 5 55 14 53 1~ BIL I LA B2 A A

Curtovirus ,

B\ UL - A ) =3 HAE B A B T AL Y

1 MAmEEENERSHERERE
P

1.1 EHEEENERSHERYE

By RS Ah AR i 2R R R AR 2. BFST R
B, AN [ A3 S o 5[] — R oy s B b A ) e A
R[] — UL i 25 I RCR S AP AE 22 5%, ) — MR &L
B A X AN [ R A= 9 5 B ] — XA 9 B A [ B R 19 1
FERCR W AAFTE2E 5o HRT T M 1 E A A
HAPEEER AT UL HE TYLCV, & H] TYLCV #4 B iy
B2 Xl e e HO A ) 2 AL BT T 5 45
HEE S5 K 2 — (Varma et al., 2011) , New World
1y BUA% A A v 8 K 819 B ( Chino del tomato
virus, CATV) R ZE MEAMI 1 2 £ (Idris et al.,
2001), MEAMI Fil Asia 11 3 (ZHJ1 ) Hik @3 AT 25
R AL TYLCONV , B A% 15 40 5 25995 7 ( Tobacco
curly shoot virus, ThCSV) FIRCEREAR ; 55 4, MEAM1
I MED {548 TYLCV (308 558 T Asia 111 (Li
et al., 2010), MED I Asia I1 1 (ZHJ2 ) £ AL
TYLCCNV (Jiu et al., 2006; Liu et al., 2010) , 2005
SEZHTER I 5T 2 B, AN [R] i XA HR Ry SR [
— i BE WAL R R AN A] , [a] — b, DX %) 8 53 |06 [7] —
o 1A [) AR 1) 1% B 25038 2 AN [A] (McGrath and
Harrison, 1995; Maruthi et al., 2002) , B T 4 #; &l
W A 2L AR ABE P 1y A B T A M A 44 X U S BERL
R 22 AR AT RE A B 1A TR R AN [F]56 8 o
1.2 AMEEENERSFRIER LB FHLE

AR EERY CP 2 H e — RS S SN R
Ry B S R A 1 AR 1 2R T 2 A A 1 2
25 M AT (Harrison et al., 2002) , T3
A EE CP X B B A% B 07 5 PR 1 52 & A 20k
(Jiu et al., 2005 ; Ghanim, 2014 ) ,iX B F MR T
SEORAT A T AR B A DL R AR A R AR
TR 3 B S P P 52 0 () R SR
1.2.1 Stk EURr S MEAR 6 DU BE A 4 B < XL
A B O OBy B DL FE AP R 9 B ( persistent-
circulative ) 17 AL HE . 24 1A BUBCE Y B Y A R
IF, BT B S 2 A AR R B 2 BRI B2 ¥, S b e
A5 11 R L ) ) B AR L 2Rk P . 38 TR
) e R AR B 55 A B\ I B 2 )Y R ) 22 0 B R
S35 1) K R IBGE I B E A BRI, SR S
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VBT E AT AGIE , 28 2 T b i B A R A I 94k
B, d5c S W L 7K L0 0 PR VR 44 AR s
—URIBCET I, o L it A A YR 3 D ) e YR 2 %
BT — M BRAK N, 51 M Y)W E (Crosnek and
Ghanim, 2002 ; Hogenhout et al., 2008) , J§ & FEH
TR EUA IR ER T 144 , ARy A o iz 60 e Y i
EEIRHELAEN . REE S X W48 B A e
HAETE 4 BB R g e e N i 28 itk 2 4
I B R AR G S5 I DA M I 3 3 S5 B
(Hogenhout et al., 2008) ., #FFEFE W, IE = H #H &
Trialeurodes vaporariorum ANGEALHE TYLCV By F 2R
PR 5 AN RE 2 ok o i i AL (Ohishi er al.

2009) o 7 afi it T 8 9 55 ( Tomato yellow leaf

curl Sardinia virus, TYLCSV) [} %€ 28 {& 1] L) 58 1o
MEAMI 3 EU A o iz 2 I i I ok 2 70 25 i
MRV , AN BB 2 Jok vl VR , D e R It 30 568 e e,
RS f  MEAMT 4588 8L {5 46 ( Caciagli et dl..
2009) . MED %k @l AT LA g 35t /& 4% TYLCV, {H 2
AHEFLRE TYLCCNV ;T T 31X P Ffig 25 , MEAMI 4
WA LA AL 4% (Jiu et al., 20065 Li et al.,
2010; Liu et al., 2010) . 585 07 2 58 F H g
VARSI 7 TYLCV 1 TYLCCNV fj DNA &
CP 7 MEAMI F1 MED 445y 5\ rf 173 e 8 B o 1) 43
A7, () IS 485 115 2 08y LAY P Y B, MEED A
REfEHE TYLCCNV 1y 25 2, TYLCCNV. H A ik
A MED B ) i1 25 DX, T AS BEE A VR o 1]
DX a7 MR A5 A P 200 L, R O A R o e 97— S 3
sk A £ MEAMI F1 MED W 3% {£4% 1) TYLCV
DNVRT DA A 36 1R Ao A T 8 e ] DX Sl e
HEIZHiE (Wei et al., 2014 )

1.2.2 S SRR RMERR MRy 5UE B SUER =
RE 75 4 A A% 4 e T R 5 T LAy 2 5 3
B2 2 SR Y 5 s, A B R e i
BEMY AR 2 S50 U N I — 2628 1 R AR BAE, X
SEH AE XS T AL R ] BE A A W n] BB A
Ohnesorge F1 Bejarano (2009 ) 1) A B & M 223845 R,
KRB MED 45 by UK N R #G8E E (heat shock
protein, HSP) ZJ% i) HSP16 5 TYLCSV CP {4 %f
47 - 66 i 2 FEER X W H A, T HSP16 X 5 1 14 4k
S A M AR F 3 R R R BF 5
MEAMI ff¥y BLAR B TYLCV J5 35 R 43k 19 22 16 &
L, MRy EU) HSP70 6 PR 260k g 3% B A, i i A e
POV R R R BN LA SO E i B CP
1 HSP70 TEMEA T H I 1 70 A1 55 05 s, R B — B AE

PR FIASIAR AT LA & A EATE T LI i B A 5 ZR 6
TR R (Gotz et al., 2012) . HHATHR
A SBUERRE CP B B MR B ik >, 1
Z HENEAERRATE TR,

2 NEEAFNEHEESHZME

T AR AR B A 1 o A A 4
7 R A LAY HE (Chiel et al., 2007; Bing et al.,
2013b) o J5UA: 20 TR M A A 15 BT A0 5 1, A L
A J) e B[] — B A [ R R 7T RE & A A [ O AR
ALY (Bing et al., 2013a, 2013b) , & &M
AR AR A A HAG SR A ) s B A R 4 B
B AE . MEAML A %y &Lk AR SR AR 0
Hamiltonella 53 W 89 43 FfE 18 8 H GroEL [ L 5
TYLCV ) CP HAE , /b3 fh m AR, 408 BUA% 4%
TYLCV WJREJT B3 N R, UL R B4 X 3 1 1%
A (Gottlieb e al., 2010) o A B A Y
Arsenophonus /3 GroEL 25 (5 CLCuV ff CP
HAE (Rana et al., 2012 ), ¥ M TYLCV Fi
Hamiltonella 7r. F [8) R 58 1 K A3 A PN 19 70 A5 A B0,
W A8 5 3R Hamiltonella WIS 3800 5 T IR,
75 WAk TE ME R AR AR T ME L, B
Hamiltonella 7] Gg-t3 B 1 1 5 259 18 18] 1) 4 2 5
AT ( Czosnek et al., 2001; Ferrari and Vavre,
2011), Su %(2013) 4238 , F FH A4 P 4b B ST T
T Hamiltonella 1) MED 4# %7 @\ Fh B, 8 = X TG
Hamiltonella 1) MED {845 BUFMEFN &7 Hamiltonella
) MED Fp 7 2847 L 8 S 5, #E18 Hamiltonella %}
MED H# BUR B A7 B DL S A& #E TYLCV A i 4
PEAEHT. KT, £ Su 55 (2014) BIBTSEH, R IR 4
P A AL B ALK g BT R 3R AR AR E AR
Hamiltonella 11 X %53 EUFR A, 17 12 46 vh fir T 390 1)
“J& Hamiltonella 1) KR ¥y @R HE” HT JLAR SOYAR
et T AR AL B, RV IXRE R S A 3, HERy mLA
WAISA Hamiltonella ££7 , K 1% 0716 T ek
REA A i AR AN A S REAFTE B 8 1] . A R HiE
AL TR AR EAE )2 R P Y R e, AN R B 9 T 4
EEERZFWIE (Ruan et al., 2006; Ahmed et
al., 2010; Su et al., 2013) , 5| X622 B a0 R K H
B ATERE . PG, 30 0 AR 3R A0 B SRS o Hs
LA 200 R 1 A AR , 2 T o L B e A AN 4
AR A A TR 8 A TURR R 19 2B ) 22 AR IR AR B
AR DIEE X —Jr RS AT A T T4k,
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VA —WF9E & B, MEAML 0By BUAR N Y Rickettsia
WX; TYLCV By 47 & 2 & 2 4E ] (Kliot er al.,
2014) . TEiBAL T SARF G 0L T, #5707 Ricketsia
() MEAMI Hfky EUFE K 5 R ) 15 85 68 ) L) Sl o
BRI AR 25 5 T AT Ricketisia ()0 K3 B, 17 H.
UESE TYLCV 7E455747 Rickettsia %%y B 18 1Y) 118 28 3
O B, XA B AL FAR R T REW
Rickettsia YEF B JR A (Kliot et al., 2014) , A 4p,
W RIHEHT Rickeusia AR MEAMI B Ay @l
RGN Rickeutsia (1A EUCSAAA L, 5 A0 8k it B
Z AEE R, K E DAL, 5 AP Lot
& (Himler et al., 2011) . F4k, MEAMI 4 #5 &()
RSG5, F AT TYLCV L 4% .

3 WERSNEHEEREINNEE

=)

3.1 WAERSIEBETEEFM~ PN

T B LA 9 B 0T A T A7 R ™ B P el 2
PRI oy S b 0 25 A 288 1 AS ) i o AN ] A
BIERN 3 FE L. A TYLCV i) MEAM1 4 4
AL T IR A BE AT 1.5 ~ 1.8 A%, A i) (1
d) N E PR W3 25 5 (HE i B I ] (3
57 ) BRI 7 P ) A TR A
( Czosnek et al., 2001) , MEAM1 #1 Asia I1 3 A% @\
#57 TYLCCNV 5, 5 AN 8 L, A 4
FEBIEE T (Jiu et al., 2007) 4 [ # MED 4
B TYLCV J5 , A U AN #4050 10 d, i HL
X e AR T O HR BT BE 0 AR, 7E 4 CAIRIR AN 35°C il
ML EETR R BRI AL T 2R B 3 8 T AN 3 A
(Pusag et al., 2012) , Pan & (2013) t & B, #4F
TYLCV ] MEAMI1 A5y I A7 258 FHE B 7 o 3
T AR, R R AR X BN, (B #5H TYLCV
(1) MED %45 B AATG 58 0 2 5 T AN 2 MR 74
BA B E Ak, ME U6 LA ROR & DT AR A
7 ToMoV 1) MEAMI 06y B\ 1% 7 B & 2 & & T
AW ME (McKenzie, 2002) . Jiu 28 (2007 ) &
B, #5741 ThCSV ) MEAMT 455 mU i) 7™ B9 3 H AN
MR o MED JR0By mUH85 7 M rh it 23 25 1 R Y
TYLCV J& ,#5 B & P 0 A A1 25 1 00k mU2E 4
HER B Gy 2S5 K (Maluta et al., 2014)
Matsuura £ Hoshino (2009) & ¥, MED 4f#5 E#E+H M\ H
A ESHORAY TYLCV J& , HAF S R LU S B S AN
BENERY A LA B 25 5, R 5 DA G

3.2 WERSZHEHRNRIT AN

A 53 U AE SR AR ) T TR ) ok R e A% 1 XA i
BF , M BE 208 4 7 B I 45 52 i 0By mUIRC B A7
TR B 4% 4 7 A AT R BRI AR T ISR &
P, #EHF TYLCV 1 MEAM1 B¢ MED 4 ¥y @mUEL & R
SR 14 T A N, SR A9 U RO 70 A M Y1 I ) LG AN
R A B 22 R B A R 451 0 7 Y MEAMT FI
MED 53 B FE R e TYLCV [ & A, FEF 3
PRUCK IO A B APy s B 22 SO 25, i HL 43 0%
O Y08 114 FSF 1) A S B 174) S IS R AR 75 54 AT B
T B WL 3% (Liv et al., 2013) . LE A5
TYLCV ) MEAM1 F1 MED 4 ¥ BULE A 8 75 i Al
PR LA SCASHT B ARy B\ TR 2% s TYLCV [ 3 i e ik b
IR AT S A B, MED MKy 73 8 M 45 LA % % £ 49
BRI A ] 2T MEAML fRBy B (Liu et al.,
2013) o PHIESFAY MED JiAy 5l {57 TYLCV J5 , fE4E
Yt R ERIE S BUE D B S g AR R
) BRI AR YRS SE A 5, 13 WA MR ) B TRt B
X A A JE Ry BB A T O A U T REA A
F TYLCV (19145 ( Moreno-Delafuente et al., 2013) ,
HHE Y MED 8y B TYLCV J5 , 38 5% 55 sl (h K
K BRES IR B | B S 3 DL RS Sl AR
e AN RN R B 5 A1) P AR R B T 58 MED 53
TR R R I, B TYLCV (¥ AT
iR TR, W] TYLCV 228 17 MED 4
M El B 17 i (Jahan et al., 2014), #%A7
TYLCCNV iy MEAM1 845 572 5% 75 A 27 £ AE YA
PE E R IRCEAT O 5 AR H5 o 2 10 AR LG, PR
K 22, -2 B0 ERIN TR) A, T EL SRR T 4 31
LR 2158490 Bz 350 BCE J 7 B i) B a3 B 9 5 o) A
Foy BV SRR AT B AN 52 00 5 5 7 A B A 1
B TYLCCNV iy MEAM1 iy 5UAH L, #5747
TYLCCNV AYAMATE 25 0 55 1 BTN, by sl 5
FI A1) e F psf TR A8 6T, B g ] A2, 150 B A g
XA R AR BURCE A ] (He et al., 2015)
3.3 WAERSFEENEHAERERERIEHZMN

HA Ry TR IO 85 Z I, — 5 TR B 23 U0 SR A
SRR DA 11— S 03 i 7 LA R i B A LA 7
FRIANFISZ MR , 53— T3 T 2 410 ) 0y R4S P ) 2
S A g 52 I AR AR SR A A R 2 PR Ak
H SRR RAMERE, 18 % % 412~ (transcriptome )
AL EEAR AR B0 A B 4= e 2 A U PR
SEIEAL, MR A K 2628 Ah AT DA — P 5K 3 Z 1]
R0 AT 1R B, A Mlumina 31 5 £ A BF 58



439 T AR AR R AU R RE IR S OIS 449

MEAMI fi¥y @447 TYLCCNV Ji5 9 3 R 35 28 4k
R EUR A 1606 NIk 3k & A T 481k,
Horpr 840 ANEERI KGR iR, 766 IR KA T I AR
P X SeEE I D REVA2E R B, TYLCONV (R4 T4 T
Ry A 20 S 300 A R A B A, s 1 Ry LA
DAL W S A ST T IR 8, ) B 1T B ™ AR A
FSEHE] 5 [ o 7 1) 42 G AU et 17 Ry T A 3 5 oz o
(1) 22 24 )57 1% A 21 1 B {5 5 38 1% ( mitogen-activated
protein kinase, MAPK) DA K Toll ¥z & {E 5 1 I
(toll-like receptor pathway) ( Luan et al., 2011) , %3
Hb TR AR E R BUA N 2 5 R AR R 1l 1
PR DR D B — B3 K ffe 5 Wl 1) R DR 3R 0K T A B %
X BB RE PR R T I AT DA KA mUOR A RE 5 82D
THAE, Ul W1 52l B o S A R T A0 Ry ARG A7 3
(Luan et al., 2013a) . 1) JH 410 i 245 1 o6k A% 22 v
( suppression subtractive hybridization, SSH) #f} 5%
MEAMI 4y BURHC TYLCCNV Ji5 5E R 36387284k, &
T ILAHEEFTRES 5 8 Bl 5 TYLCCNV 1 &
fEo i, —4~26/29 kDa (WEHMAIGES S T
R T N AR R 1 ) e R B IR T T 35 4 R
il nl RES5 1 U B 2 10 AR B0 i ) i e
Rickettsia WA JE DR AT GES: 5 40040 BN X 5 2 ¢
At 2 (Li et al., 2011a), 3 55 PSR R
(microarray ) 58 ME A EAR I TYLCV Ji5 v 7 45 A )
FARIIHT R I 189 A EERI LA B, 193 A JEPR &
TR A 3 L PR T e B I A Ry SO 2 4 AR AT
BE KA 4%, G B A AT DL BR v #E CP AR 1Y
HSP70 2 1% S B\ 1% B 2 A F Y (Gotz et al.,
2012) o JEAER, e s 2H 2 © R IF S AR A 7 SR
PR 7 i B R R A B B B T B, HATE 4k
1B A EE 2802 WK o b e R e 2 5
oy EVEE DR e S 722 Ak, R Ry T A 3 i e AR A T
%) 22 5 235 ] BE TGV G A 8> HU A I B S e ke
ok, M HAR R AR BUAR N IE LG 10 fe b, nT e
5 ETH A T8 LA MR 14 OC 2R BE Dy 00, R
S5 TR 1A A7) T M YR AN AT 179 5% i 2 AR
(Su et al., 2012; Ye et al., 2014) , X875 55 40 453
BT A TE LA S MR R A 7 e S L o Al EE A R 1
TR 1 S AR R OGS R VR IR, AR, S5 G
3.1 S BRI AL R WY, ARk B AT BB o A N Y
o BE VR BRI EE , IR B UL T #E T8 2 i Rg R, i
X H: 19 0 A i R0 B AL 7 2R T SR 52, 78
XA IR, AU B R KA EL e B S B e )
i) — 24Pk (Czosnek and Ghanim, 2012)

4 EUNSHVNEFRSSHEMEE(E

4.1 #HUNSHNERS-EHETIERN S K
MU B -0 R E-AE ) BAE R R E AR 20 K
PP ZH 5 AN ) AL X KAy SRR RS = A AT ) rh
PEFi T A T, X 28 B O R A 22 7 AN W) Y
S B A [ R KRy T B DAL RS W] 1) 25 B
Fr € B ( Luan and Liu, 2010; Luan et al., 2014)
HATR) PR 2 - E RS A2 5, P AN [) 2577 AN
W EAERFR . B, &y G 4F 903 (1% il & 5
Y TYLCCNV Xf MEAM1 MKy mURDIRE 8 < 3 R %
A S, R SR i FA-S16 B FA-
189 , MEAMI 4ty E\ZE S8 119 75 Af AR PR b ™ R i T
Wi, 7¢twda B (Liu, 2009) . =445 A 3 i
S Ay A S, MEAM 75 J8%5 ) 48 21 114 72 O
RIS, R FER (Jiu et al., 2007), 55
b ,MED £ 45 BUEIR G TYLCV FIAR YL ) 2 A (A
Ff: House Momotaro ) | Ff Ff %€ 51 R & A 2% 5+
(Matsuura and Hoshino, 2009 ) ,¥£&%Y4: TYLCV 193
G 5 4F 903) 5 7 IR LA R EERS K S
TEAR B T AR #2557 (L e al.,
2011b) , MAEEYE TYLCV F i (it hae 9 ) b
FAETE 38 R T D 3 R 7 B AR S 2 v TRk
JREAR b (Pan et al., 2013) , 7284 TYLCV B3
(it Marmande ) = (147 B -, /85 17 A 8 Al AR
E (Maluta et al., 2014) , W5 A, MED 4}
B\ E BRI TYLCV WAL &% F IR F™
R, HLARK AETE R A3 40y LA K 7= e AR L {4
IR A A B R R 3k ) 4 G R AT R
A7 BT MED A& B[R] PRSI LA K TYLCV (9 3iiA T
(Pan et al., 2012 ; Chen et al., 2013) . AH[RIFIFEY)-
Fiky BB R ZH 5, 2 PR B 19 A 8] 10 7 A A ] /Y
YRR A& Bilin, MEAMIT A5 Bl ££ e TYLCCNV A
ThCSV 43838 M8 | A4 75 i b 78 AR S8 H0 55 b 73 531)
BEI T 7 AR 6 A%, H IR iR T 18 A A
12 f%, B MEAM1 45 EU7E PO RO A ) B 1 5
BB S m, BAEER G TYLCCNV [ AE R b1
WEG S T Y ThCSV M Bk (Jiu et al.,
2007) o AH[F] )96 2R - 24, DRI B B D AN [
WA R BEAEL R B0, %8 TYLCCNV
R YLl Asia 1T 3 Sy ETEF Al (B 1FE 903) FryidE
G BE R R TR R R L TS 4E R R S, T
MEAMI 53 ECA FRAE R AT 2 2 5200 (Liu et
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al., 2009) . BUA:= 5 #5-40 Ky B-AH ) =& BAFE £
FEPE AT RE-SAE ) i B L KAy SRS b A e P R i
BERIRA DG, SR, 7628 PN I ] 3 — e Ak LB
v BUERGHERR R MAEDD I & &R TS 3 =35 5AE
KA, HASPE XN T X = FHNH ST
H BRI AL, RIS G A 77 S bR 2 o R =
AT B 5 TR R R
4.2 #EYUNSHNERS-EHEEIENEEMS
FHLH

iR B K 2 BB o s 7EAE ) [ AL R e e —
WA o BUESE R A ) IS, — O TH AT BBy el A
PV PN — 6] A EUAE 3 AR %) BB R (AR R AT
P B, AT ) 0 5 B AL 4 5 53— J7 T i) RE T
AL T AT 38 55 25 A B e 4 2 0l 1 2 A8
Y, WA TIHEERE R, HHTC TN SRR
A R A A (] AL A S8 R T T
B, S PR 2 PR Ay sk o B I A 32 L B A 0k
A A R B ) AR R L2, O HLX
(i) 42 1) . 2 A T A AR RS RE FH ] 1 22 8 UK o
1, 38 3ok o AL A, A A T3 T 35t
A W B T B R ) R ARy B R o 1 1Y)
B HL ] ( Colvin et al., 2006; Gutiérrez et al.,
2013; Luan et al., 2014) . Jiu % (2007 ) 55 & ¥R,
AR FaF MEAM1 48y B A s TYLCCNV [ (i 5
SRS TN h = R ) M o N S p R M SN
KA 1, A FaF Asia 11 3 7247 84 5 1 45
A B R RO B R B35 2 R, U]
MEAMT A7 BU55 R J 25 308 3 H0 B0 B 1 1] 4%
BUOCHR, M Asia 103 WA, #— 205K EH,
MEAM1 7EJ& 4 TYLCCNV i HH 5 F iR i 78 2 1
Wity F LRI T D 1 23 AL, LU TR AR SO £ A
FEIRWAE SR E M (Wang et al., 2012) , WF5T
R, TYLCCNV W E0E 8 H BC1 HE S i)
— AN AL S MYC2 HAE, BHAS T 38 R AR 5
IRAERS T WElh W) o0 5 1 AR S A ) )3 3l B AT
THEY R P H ARG TYLCONV 1) 46 % 5 5
& MEAML 4 %y B\ (%) 17 1% F1 4= 5 ( Zhang et al.,
2012; Luan et al., 2013b; Li et al., 2014) , H—f
TR, A TYLCV 1) MEAM1 1 MED 4 #5 @l B
AR 1Y B Al I 2 R S A R K A R
(salicylic acid, SA) /S W55 T, i H MEAM1
WA [ MED 55281, 347 TYLCV ) MED
TR B AR S B RE 3 TTRE L 485 i AH ]9 B 1Y
MEAMLI (#55 (Shi et al., 2013) ; LA AAE R B 15

¥ TYLCV fy MED 4885 &\ #5747 TYLCV ) MEAMI
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By E LA B2 A9 MED LA K MEAMI 453 BUXT 2 i
OB PR RA S SR A I/ (Shi et al., 2014)

5 #iE
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