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7. RETIVEUFAIE
(1) NFFRETYEF a9 (Radopholus similis. LT TRs] &ULVS, )
(2) hoXYREHGTYER2F a9 (Radopholus citrophilus. LT TRcl ELVS, )

X FEZ VBT a2 VHITHESERNEU TN L7720, 22 TEIAT T XRE
TV Fagh oV RET VR FaurE D TGiakT 5,
OKRBERERT XTSIV F 2D 1 L—A (R similis citrus
race) LT HDONBEDO T CTHLDAR CIIMEE LRFEE LTH D,
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1) &R ERRORENSEYOh 6% E L. BT, A S 2R ET D,
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2) WE LA SH -0 10K AR, HEFHEELSEIZ LoD, ot
MR & OB RIEN R WIER D 22V B R TIE T 5,
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SHY THHEGETRETH 5, MRRITIALADREE, B2\ LERAOEE KT
faise, MEFIFL7R & DOIREA RS L2 HE813, BIFREDTZDIZ, 3 ITRE £
BRI OMERZ R LR KR O ORI A2 R L, Fblfbd, £z, 7RV
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%) Zeridk L7ZRUBHRECE (WRCERED 2T L7z BT, BE=— LRI

. WET2ETr =7 =Ry 7 2% (10C) & L <IIARESRMACHRE T

Do BRHUEIT72 5~ < 1AM B EEZ1T O,

B OBREGERAL, P ORBCEIZ RLdk L7 NAE T, AR IS ReEd
2o
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< B T BRI O HIAE 2 OREY)

RIEY OZOHT 10~20cm O3 N HRZEEL, RIEY OEWFEY)IE
40~50cm D772 D YESOR Z BT 5,
< NIDOKEY)

HRERZIO D, ROEEFIZZO—EHE2BRIT 5,
- PAHE 2 AEY)

ARG OARZ FIEE 21T I X Tkl 26 - BH EORE
W E IR DR EL G HRO—EEBRIT 5,

[FAA IS Y72 > COREFH]

1) ARFENTFA LR BITRANE LS 20 | FIEHORBUT L 5Kk % <
X%, £z, BOHRINRALND, L LHEFEEEIC L - THREROIEIR %
R 2 ENH DT FEAEDIRBLERE & [F UGa 1 3Emm I sl 2 BT 5
VBT, — 5 Il OFFERE T CHEREL D SIEROH TN R TH 55
EVZIX, Radopholus 3T 7 ) v o F 2 v DEFEZEEV, BRI, AW Iais
BRI K DT RRBIEE 2 T 5,
B, AR TR, M L2E BRSO, REFEICOWE EFEITTE LR %
E L, MOREMB~TEZRLZERWVWESEET D,

2) BROKRA b
EEVAS NN EYY SRS SRR
<M EES  BEOEM - H b - EWE, BB, BERIE ILORILIAA, RFE
DN, TR DAL, B OBEME T, Roeo bl kil &
5 7R
- HURER - AR D EEICARA - BISESREE, IRZ DD, B - IR
BRSO - 26, KEO JREE - £

Flo, EM T LA FOERB LTV D,

7) b~ b B OREEFICET o EHIT VDY, SEERERIC L DIRZE O
(K1) o, M EEoEIZEOE M - - -, AL,
FLEEIE M DOFEIIAT, REO/INEAL, HEMIEOZEL, B
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DB T, B og|l iz L o 2ERICET D LD &
Ez2HN5,

A) Y R A M B OBEIZB T S ERILZ2 ) D3 Murukesan et al. (2005)
B ERIUY FAER® giant swamp taro Tl B #kE
TR NN EDHREDRH D, LD T, M EHEEERHYL
FIIRS 2 WAEEER H D0, EFOEWKEE H.LICHET D
EXNEBZ NS, IREDHEITIRR D LZJGEHIBE - IS
B, RFRORA, B2 - IREGERBEWNE N OB - £, KE
O JREL - BN RLRD (X2, 3),

7)) va v BERR, IENHETEBLOT OB E Y, &K EEIBWT
HEHIHETER A2 & b D IS Z 5, £, FHEIN TV
VHER L0 b BB LR 2 o 5, FAEMTHIORZEIL, /)
XL EBATKBIROIFEHN R S5 b, B F = v
ERENT DT DRENIITIRENIERT 5,

T) TUAY 2— A RGN E BRI e iR, AEIZ L - Tl &R
ENDHREIVERITEE I3 BELEN D BE T, e -
<V EHEFTT D, NI E VR D AE URBN AR Z 928, 3
TR EB T 5720, mRIT LI LIRBRIFICAEB 26T 5,
UL Ui 7e i) & i35 & i L7 AEY) ORSRE T SR D
BIIRE P T 5, B & & b, FRBoREIT DL 7
0 BRAICHEITT HDIRARDORREIL, 2 ~4FBICEIREZEZ T,
HEIIHIL L, OB RZIEZF X 23, EMERIIERIE L, %
BOMKT, AN L, (E23/hs<7ed (M5),

) J XY AHOEERIIWE HEP TR S, RIT BT avoE
BIZ K DB OB AROZERGIZ L D REpEEZIT 5, H
EESOHEIIT, RTIEIR - # b, BEREE - (b, B, -
REO/NAUL, BEOEDV N R OND, ZDXH by
DOIEIR VT IE KM ZYS)E Spreading decline Disease & FEIEAL,
71 2% FENTHEEME T B OO, TXRED/ N A
R UBED T EAR D S EN D ~ERT 5, RO EFOH
FEOMEITITEHADIMELS R DY (70 U X TIIEENLE
7)) lcAMIcHET (M4),

1 REZEFE
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B LT RTINS T CBIE T 5, Uikt v T 2 U ORIEILEICHER
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DA S ARRETH D, Reld oV HITHAET DM, Rl o VHHITHE
L7eW, LLFICAKR2FE L ot o F o vk L OB 2 8BE 21,

- TERERORR (f5))
FIL RXET VT2 &IV S Hirschmanniella }E} . RE. &
1 (FEICITRERE) BN ERAALE, 3B K OMERERIZ 31T D BRI R
DFEZ LV EBIFT, KBS\ T, Hirschmanniella }E}@E}i%ﬂ 1mm Lk
L 72 B DK LT Radopholus B DREHE TIX 0. Tim f2EIZE Y FE D, D=
Radopholus J& X — R.[E1 &} (Pratylenchidae) O R 7V L& F =2 7 FH
(Pratylenchus J&) DX HIZR 2 50, Radopholus J& D R 21X B 72
e DR B35, Hirschmanniella J& M N Pratylenchus JBIXE1E & g8
EMAICER Y | Radopholus J&ILEE (B-g) &5 (B-f) 1T CTELR D,
HETITMEIT U TR B I ET 5 (B),

- TERERVRFE (BRAE)

OMfe Rk

1) KFK130.5~0.9mm T, KRIRTHD (A) .

2) BEVER (BEEER) 13%EZEL (E-g) . BHIXEV (B-a, E-a) ,

3) A#HE (B-b, E-c) 1Z16~20um (CFH17T~18umfd) T. HHFEERITMN
~fETHD (B,E-e) ,
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5) [2F97) L ETZIC— X OAEFHERE NS (A-c, ) , VIEIZIEH52-61%,
SAED D X2l T, ZREMETOBIROE T E2FOXL (C, F) .

6) EIxH#ER T D) . BE (D-e) 1F50~100um (%< 1X60~80um) T
%o

7) R EAES (D-d) 1X3.6~23.0um (CEHJ6~10um) Th D,

8) LIFRIFEDOEHFICALET D (D-—c) .

9) HIFR (HIHFE) 1244 (D-b, J) o MIHOHFROFITFHZFITHEI R 225
72y (J) .

10) affi=17-36, bffi=4.7-9.3, b’ fli= 3.2-5.2, cffi=6.8-13, ¢’ fH=2.4-
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2) BEIm<EEH L, 70/ 7RTHY . HERLONAH D (E-b
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3) A#HIM< . A#EIERIIM N T, B X310, 2~17Tum (CE¥J11~13) pu
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c, e) o
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4) R () X448 Db, J) .
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~13.5umTHD (I-e) ,
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(B#E) (I-a, I-@) KOEIH (I-d, K-b) »H5,

) BERANOHEHIZOLIIRNT 0)

8) afli=25.3-48.6, bffi=5.5-10.3, b’ fl= 3.7-6.8, cfli=7.2-10.8, ¢’ fH
=3.9-8.5% 2
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¢ ME  BEATP SUIRBEHIEEER 5 O 1RhE
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() (2) TxH— -+ 50T - v ik
FEAI X —Z2 RO TIREREX, MEOKRXIOES 55\ (H
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BT 5 ERNEBIEA LT BOSGEEICAN TH D, LLTICEDF
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Nl b l7ed, —RTLRT— NI, IRX—TTRAOFEY #~v=%
2T EHETU— L L CHOKRDNEIET L0, BENTTRERHMIT -ARETH
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BB BN TH< 457
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BIEE, d) AHERE (BFIONE) E28158T 5,
(MERK R CORIEN ERE 2 D)

® FERQTHAST -t rFavir, HiftX8T8Y
. 2594 R 20 FICB W KEOHRIZIED
2,

@ KFEOFEVITH T AE#EE 4 KREELS (A5
B

H),

RENI T Ak
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FRE L, BUBHREE (BREER) 2R L. EEOSEIIREAIZ AL TRIR
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TENFE L TWAGEITIEEZE LS TZOEER) T L URITANS,
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L Ao, S|EEELIC LV kS EEEFET D,

2) NN AAEETHBELT T 2 v B EMNT D5E. oBitk 2. 3 BRIk
METHREL - AENTEDLL T D, WLy T2 VIRERE &3 ~
SmlIfRED /Ny X FfFEOMIE T 7 AWM U ERICANTENT D, 7272
L. BEFEOFIRFFICIE, FE7REZ RO OIRE R E LT &0
YE LV,

B, ToYVITERNICANT, BROEREICATT 50, ERICEEE S 2L
THIRR—BEHZ IR 5,
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[ 514 3CHik]
Ke Wang, Yu Li, Xin Huang, Dong—Wei Wang, Chun-Ling Xu, Hui Xie (2016)

The cathepsin S cysteine proteinase of the burrowing nematode

Radopholus similis is essential for the reproduction and invasion
Cell Biosci. 2016 Jun 10;6:39. doi: 10.1186/s13578-016-0107-5.
eCollection 2016.

X2, hAE
Radopholus similis \Z X B#E (GHERE, HRRFO
wEm, BedlX) (CHFREHZFEFERR)
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3. Radopholus similis DZFEHEZTTeX A €D 1 FiCyrtosperma merkusii.
A OFAEDIRZE, BEICEE LTHOIERGT ; B . RIEZROICHIW L7 244
DERZE., WEBIZBE B DI ; C : oIl Ol L7 8 FAEDERE | MRk I, 22
L, SERBNERIC Ty THEITT S 5 D BIRICFHFA LERE, RimZHRAO X
FRIRDBEABND,

[51HCiER]
Murukesan, V. K., E. van Den Berg, L. R. Tiedt, P. C. Josekutty and D.

de Waele (2005) Corm rot of giant swamp taro (Cyrtosperma merkusii)
caused by the burrowing nematode Radopholus similis (Nematoda:

Pratylenchidae) in the Pacific. Nematology, 7(4), 631-636
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V) va vk KEEOFENFONRNoT2Z LB IRL FEIRT,
J. A. Cobon, A. B. Pattison, L. D. J. Penrose, K. A. Chandra, W.
T. 0’ Neill and M. K. Smith (2019).Comparison of the
reproduction and pathogenicity of isolates of Radopholus
similis (burrowing nematode) from Australia and Fiji on ginger
(Zingiber officinale) and banana (Musa spp.) Australasian

Plant Pathology 48:529-539. https://doi.org/10.1007/s13313~
019-00656—w

) hrxY

4 . Radopholus citrophilus 9%t 5 W H DX A XA Citrus aurantium DIRF
e 7na ) REER citrophilus #5584 AT TET VAV a— AL
R. citrophilus &
[51F3Cik] Huettel R. N., D. T. Kaplan and D. W. Dickson (1986)
Characterization of a New Burrowing Nematode Population, Radopholus

citrophilus, from Hawaii. Journal of Nematology 18(1) :50-54.

PMCID: PMC2618493

(ZDOMEE) M OFENGE LN -T2 2 E P BIRLEZRT,
< XY DYLRMERETIIER DT E
Sekora N. and Crow W. (2012). “Burrowing Nematode Radopholus Similis (Cobb,
1893) Thorne, 1949 (Nematoda: Secernentea: Tylenchida: Pratylenchidae:
Pratylenchinae)” . EDIS 2012 (11).

https://journals. flvc. org/edis/article/view/120297
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https://doi.org/10.1007/s13313-019-00656-w
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/pmc2618493/

F) T A a— A

5. Radopholus similis \Z X A#ER GLEARE, RA FEHOEEAR)
(BB EFEF AR, R KPR H R 5 ERL)

(ZDMBEE) XMEHOFHEN G ONRN -T2 LB IRLEAZRT,
Uchida J.Y, Sipes B.S. and Kadooka C.Y. (2003) Burrowing nematode on
Anthurium: recognizing symptoms, understanding the pathogen, and
preventing disease. College of Tropical Agriculture and Human

Resources, PD-24.
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) FrEma v

6. Radopholus similisfFE 111
H%&DO hUEr a3 OROYE,
548 (A5 D3 e

T

[51H3CHK]

Keetch D.P. (1972) Some host plants of the burrowing eel worm,
Radopholus similis (Cobb) in Natal. Phytophylactica 4, 51-58.

7. Radopholus similisf5FE 90 H
®%DOT A OROPE, REXKD
[ AR =

[ 518 3CHK]

Keetch D.P. (1972) Some host plants of the burrowing eel worm,
Radopholus similis (Cobb) in Natal. Phytophylactica 4, 51-58.
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7) 7RV

X 8. B, =
&S

[ 51 3Cik]
CABI (2021) Radopholus similis. In: Crop Protection Compendium.
CAB International, Wallingford, UK. (Online) available from
<https://www. cabidigitallibrary. org/doi/10. 1079/cabicompendium. 466
85 > (Last modified: 2021-11-16)
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I HARREDHEER
1) N FxErsVtrFay
4+ Radopholus similis (Cobb, 1893) Thorne. 1949

Yi4, : banana burrowing nematode

i

TOT AR A IRYT 2 A PEARLE, ~F220 74
By Nh A v L= T A Ak

—myN L RwEH, AT Tov—T RV, 7T URE

TIVH DT b ZFFET WA= BV =T A=) T
~ B AT, ET 7V A HFnE%

bk 7T AV BERE, BT H

WEEK : =2V T RV, 7 T~T, axZ U, a7, NFw TTY
L, AYLb— AF Tk

KEMN : A=A T VT, BT, hoH, NI T =a—F=7, "NUA#
. 74 V%

&

FEMWEY  TARAIR, 5T A, BH, 2aRl, &Ly, IEHIEV, L
Xom, L Xoran, FnlLxr, bo, £9bAZL, b~
M, 29, B L, IFARWL, BAAI L, DX LI nET
X, borWw | ATTTREY., <TOABMY, a—t—
XEMY., ZLx oMY, XL x5 BEMY., 74uT e gE
M, 78777 R7EMEY., STEAZTIBEEY. 560X )8
fi¥), 7 XET AR R OT A Y o— L@

2) WXV FXEIT VR F 2w
24 ¢ Radopholus citrophilus Huettel,Dicson & Kaplan 1984

Pi4, : citrus burrowing nematode
A T AV IERE, NTAHE

HIWY : TRD R, TVIZ7AT 7, WAITAED, 77, x-HE5 N
HBL, ZLX9, &SOFNH, SEHIETV, T, FNnZ A, 0
T T—HED, LOIBBL, EOBATL, P M IZHID, XA
T TN NRRMIEBR, Any, Hontn, U—F L., T
YAV a—XEEY, XL XD BHEY. STEA% D BEY &K OB
BHiE )
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LT, N FREZV R F 2RO Y REZ VBT 2 v HE)
AERE RO Z BB T 2N TFEMERATH L, < OGEREN
RAL, gohZBE LanbBERE L, S HIT, e BAE L NET
%o MEEBOMBEN IS 5 & FriE /i~ s BE#h3 5,
1) ZhEkR=C
WHESRE (BT ICK VBT 50, HaAET 52 bbb L S
N5, MERHUIT—2E0 5 6 2 @M OEIIHM A H D FA LMK T H
W70 S 4 ~ S5 EOIN & FET S,
2) A
PR 5 R AR DI E TAEBRI1324~32°CORE 20~25H T2 T4 57-8,
MBS X D, JNTFEINE 8 ~10H &Ik L, shh o110
~13H & &5,
3) FDfh
ARE T 8 (27~36°C) T6MEA, fritiE (29~39C) TiX1E
AAGTHZENTE D, I AEORE T T, L EHM QR
(25.5~28.5°C) TI16fE A, HzftHE (27~31°C) T3&EH) AfFT 5,

TIRR
1) BRSH
—fKIZ, EEPICBTL e FavEFOBENL, ~ATLErTFay
¥dAphelenchoides spp.) DOFIZFRS &, 1EHOEB T2 UN 1T —
A0S BICBEIT AT, Ben) S FenfRE L E X SN TV 5,
2) N#&ITHK
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I(CARFEVEZEITSET LT,
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BiBRFIEE LTULTFDO LD H 5,
OAL2RIBGER © < AZKHIEDOIEFNZ X DB
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OWERRIRAER © 8 T OWEALER, Tl OIRG LB
@A=L« ERESE OFH
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8. *aJtUFavf
QanvE7RaTEUFary (Meloidogyne chitwoodi)
@Meloidogyne enterolobii
[% *37ty?1?ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁwfwét@\::Tﬁzayﬁ7*]
a7 F a7t Meloidogyne enterolobiiZ £ & Citak+ 5,

7 HRE
ELESYSEELY) |
OFEHLE, b=h
@bk~ Fh

—~

—~

A RF ]
AT, S O LT W HICAR 1 mILL ST 5.

[FAE LR OTHENE]

1) SRAEIE., ERRoORENSEY O T LEE L EC, RS ZRET
%o TeB. HEHSIIEHEEFENTRY BECRNE I ITEET D,

2) BE LTCHEMS S 720 10RO+ 04 F LR Z R, AFRRSE
DFFERRRN 2N B TR T 5,

3) BEMDH-THGEIT, BE 2R ITHROKE I UFEFHZI 0 'K Z &
2LV, BE~NORZSOFMEMER L, BRI ZESBEL S, thofiE
AR EOR G N2V B CHERT 5, 72l FEARNITHY O 4&E HIH
HIZBREROBRE D EE21TH 2L &350, EFHIM T O E B 203
LWEEITE, BB TEZOKR SR THLERARETH D, FENEDL
WEETX, JERZR L TV AR, B0 52T XNV AT
HECORE Lic BT, B AR 5,

4) Fiz, B L X EAWEREELZIT O HEIE. AR OHIEOIF )
DINHE LPe R OB IZOW T, 1ZHNU D IR RRELZ R L. WEE5E
EBEBIZLT, FHEICLDIEROBEZHERT 5, FENED LWERE &
STEGEIF, TUXNAATETRE Lz LT, BEDOEL 2T 0Tl 2 £
B9 5,

[FAEIC Y 7= > COR EHIH]
1) BROKRA b
TR E OB BB E CTH IR SOBEN R a T F a2 v DEE S
T 5, FRITERDO R a7 F a2 URENEFE LI WES L & CHEE
IR RAE LS EIAEOTEEEE D,
7)) EEL X MIERmI/NIRREHYO XS RS H oML E S X T,

98



TAENZNEH EEIICAEFTARRNH D,
A) b= b FHEREFELWGE, #HEMIZAEBTAR, £bx O, EomEl
MRS,

1 RIEZEFE
BEE T2 Tab M S e BHZ W T, T OFIETREL FEET 5, 0B, #F
FAEY) TORER K ORI DOTE BRI R 2 7 o F o TR T T 5729,
S5 RIEE L L CEis -2l (PCRIRE) %179,
F 7o, MERROEEME 2 R OREIC L > THRIEN ATRE CTH 2 M EIE
TR A E 72, BRABOEMEGRE AT 2 EICREEZIKIET 5,
1) #RBDsyHE
B L > TH LN B EAEROR Z SE845 & A A% 2 FIV TR L C
AR A ELY 90, ARICATE LI2IRD 5 225 CREE DK HFITRAF L ToHb &
TH 2R EED, BHL 2B T, BAENNSRREHEMO X 5 7225
DIERZ S R Z DT, Y% a A A% THE L CHER R 200 4, R
SENFIHTE WA, NS L~ U IETE 2 s A2 SRET S,
<SEEH>
F a7 T 2 v O
O WIRIIEEBEMSEZ AT, RIS (=) OHIRCHED =5
DR HfEENL EHRLAATEI DD KE AN ¥ — L0V T Fa—R
REat 42,
@  MERR IR Z SOMBENEIICHE E S IREET ATV D, AREEU®
v FEHWTIRZ SO A>Tk Z > L3208 LT, 1mm55 (0. 43~
0.74mm) OFLHGTH T VIEE LIt R E2RHT 5,

2) Bin 2l

THEIZ L > TEONZBR BN SDNAZ i LPCREDES FiAIC L » CTH %A
BT 5, W, [FEZWNINZOWTIIEMZEH 5 W I3E T D OB T
52 &

Y HERERRUEAROTEEE

1) BRI L 7Z30RHE, BB OMERIC LB AR EIA (RIA B, BRI, BI%)
Rk L EHRIRE (IR ZURA L7 BT, E=— VRIS AR, ik
FTHETI—F—Ry s 2% (100) b L ILAMEIECRET 5,

2) FBHOERIEL, ik OERINGE I Fek L7 A, AR, FHATBRIESEC
T 5.

3) BRI L7-RUBHE, ot LAV K 5 ICHEICHBE L, (R0 72 AR CIRIRICER
o T RIS L CIRIRO E 0T 5,
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I FHBEEFHF
1) FFEMEMIZIT DR
7)) arrserRraverFay
a) b~ Hh

X 1. B EDOIND 5 (A — v idf/NAE Y 23 0. 5mm)
(P e st it )

X 2. B EDORZ S
(P e st it )
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3. REDIIDS (FV VT b7 /—TYuth)
(P e st it )

b) B L x

Meloidogyne chitwaodi (MELGCH) - hitps:ffad.eppo.int

4. X TcoiER O #get 7))
(NPPO of the Netherlands., EPPO X V)
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X 5. EDORE TOFAER
(NPPO of the Netherlands., EPPO L ¥)

A) Meloidogyne enterolobii
a) b~k

X 6 X 7
Meloidogyne enterolobii \ZX DRI 5 (ZS5NKRELFHET D)
(BEA R Y o B 1 1)
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2) Ml

X8. mamreTrxrartrFay (WHYHEITRX)
AT OTEIEER (270 IO BR LML), B MR G105 ZFRELIZE Z5),
CHAR 2 A H L 7 il st

9. M enterolobii M 2 HiLhH
(REA R Ui e di e 4 1)

103



T HRERDMEER
Qzurerxaryz7vrFay
24 Meloidogyne chitwoodi Golden, O Bannon, Santo & Finley, 1980

gk . FI4 %8 : Columbia root—knot nematode

DA hva, AT AT =T, AV, TTURAR NF— KL
KA, FT 7 U AFE, 7TAYVBERE, TAECF L, A%

FEMY : 7oV A, RAYT YA, 2oy AFLF, a4F, hyEn
avARNEIY, AT T, G—ayHTT, -1y vT
BN, X ARY, RIXTH - FHEY VT T
VI =T e Y URT A, =Yy U H R RLT,
F~bh RNbAa, KTFUT7 47« TNVT a3y TAT7iL7
7. AT A, R RRE

TERE © HERH & 25 2 Wigh dudorR, MERR IR R LA L TR | B
HICRD B L At Z T, MEITIRR430~740 um, {A(F344~518 umTH
%o F2WighmiE, KKE336~417 pm, AfE12. 5~15. 5um, B 1XHE < 39~
ATumC, e ER A B R HEIR TH D, BEIZIRES87~1268 um, KR
22~37 um CHGHITR I 7o T D, RBITE < 4. 7~9. Oum THeu i
L 2o TWD, KERITHRTH 5, IPIE. £ X79~92um, 1H40~46 um
Thd,

AERE - HERCHR & B 2 WISh RUTGEEME N B 5 2, MER RIXFF Y ORITEE L
THAET D, WUIRRE T ChiUL, 1HARITHN 3 ~4BEMTHY . FHM
S~LHROFEAETHDL EEZ LN TWD, Meloidogynelg DS HITEH
M2 L TH 1L EAZEIT A LN TE S, AEITINE 721TS R Tk
AL, KERTTHAEZEDLZENTED, AFITSMELTIR~ADIATIZ
1TEIK 4 COIREDRMET, BEDLEOIZITEHKIEK 6 CHRULETH 5,

(Inserra et al., 1985 ; Charchar and Santo, 2001)

IR
1) B4 (CABI, 2019)

HEERT D, AEOBENV D HREJIFFEFICRE SN TV D, FH2H
i L OMERL RIIRBENRE 1 2 H 3 2 08 ORI temiZ ETH D, #
BKIZ Z DR BEIT 5,

2) AN#43c (CABI, 2019)

AFENRH LV HIE AR AT B 720 D E kL, WEEZIT - X

TR SN B EMOBENCL 20O THY | AFENEFAE LTZERRS
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W SOTAEEMIC K v EIEN D, BIZ, EFTD OO RE RS
(CHREAR B OIG Y TIERIE LTI 5 2 Ltk > ThH, AT
2,

Bk : 7w s U, DD Al Y Ay MRIAlLL A4 I T HRAHFRE D11
< WA 72 I X 2B R O3 B D 3L Lo %, thoxa >
YU F 2 URICHE U TR EIT D, £o. BREEFEMOOEEORHLH L
2RI, BRI BRI Y33 O DA mIICK L T, 1F
ERNTA NV a— X EMT DR EOEELZHEL D, HBIEYOFHE
PED B DITHEM . HEWFRAE 7 E1XBERL 5 5,

@Meloidogyne enterolobii
& Meloidogyne enterolobii Yang & Eisenback, 1983

o4 . FN4 % : Pacara earpod tree root—knot nematode, Guava root—knot

nematode

Gfii i AR R Tl 24 hEANRINE (FEEZERS ) . B,
REFL, AL A, RV, a— b URY—)L, BRI, TAXT
Ty wT7UA4, M7 7 YAERME, =T, FA V=T, =V
V. TAVAIERE NVAERBEEERY, )  JT7T7~7, aAZY
B, TTIN RRART | AFkva Fa—A PY=F—F- pA
4, Y=Y a, T 4 =—7

HEMY) : T T a—ke—, JFF AA B, Fav V| RXEDIRF v,
TeuZ, FURANTZIY vavuh, =V Ty v
Ny ATZTY b b, FZNa TR YL E, NvRT XA
gL

FERE 2 Mg TR <, BRIR Tl A OEmITIE IS o T D, i
1%250~700 um, AEIZ12~18 um, BDOEKE Z1X15~100 um T, &%
FE25~30 imTh 5, MEIFFEF O, BEERO L5 At r~d, KE
1%400~1, 300 um T, EIE300~700 um T 5, HEIFHIEL . EKET00~
2,000 um, fAME25~45 imTdh 5,

KRR © ERR IIE400~600 [HOIN % BETe, 7235, ACHEOHE% ARG BT 5 1R
X720V, D Meloidogyne@IXIFIEHAATE TH 5,

1 RO #EEREE T T4 ~ 5 MM, ShHRIIRIc/RbE T, 3H
Wi RZ %48k v 39 (EPPO, 2014a), 20°COEREEDH A, 1A 6 HEE L7225
(Karssen & Moens, 2006),
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Sanii
1) HIRH
TEEWT 5, HEPICBT 2R E T OBENI S ten BREIZERL
% (EPPO, 2014a) 75, 4EMTHm & 0#®EHH 5, (EPPO, 2011)
2) A5 (EPPO, 2014a)
FERBOTIEZ, (BRI NTREEEMC L, & 7 DR Y
R0, HE, BB, MEMICAE Lo D, #KTH D,

DAk A TR I OB B KT 2 25, BEEOIEMIZ R b )
RIOTH D, —BOCRA LR 2 7L F 2 ¥ ORIEERETH 5.
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20. Pepino mosaic virus (LLF TPepMV] &ULV5, )
7 HE
GRS L) |
k= b

(A Ay 7]
AT, AR OLF P D RINIAE 1 RER S 5, ok, MEHIIE
FHNIER D RS LoV O TUOBEIZS U T & %o 2 [EIFi A 4 T 5,

[FRA 716Kk DT ENEA]

1) EREOFHERNGHREMIZHONT, FEMAZHRET D, o, A RILSH
ERRATRY DECRNE D ICEET 2,

2) BE LIZPERRIZB W T, EFRRKREZ PLICI0BR (RiThiET o & L
(Z10KR) Zd BRI, WHEEZZEIC LD, PepMVIZES LT-EY TR.ON
5 X9 REOEYA JIER, B EORFEE NREOEORREDIEROA
2 BHTHET D,

3) PepMVODJERLEAEED L WG EIE, FAEHINLOFAEAIN &2 3 T TR AR
JARDORRTF 2T P Z NN A 7% T LTz LT B 2 5 LB a2 W5
EFERT 5,

[FAEIC Y 7= > COREHIH]

D) ERBBI TV D EE T HRAEN TR L LD o A w7y v 7
L2 TRV,

2) PepWVDZHFE b~ FOSFEIC L D, MHRMELET 25805 5,

1 RIEZWFE P)

PHCE 7213 SN BHZ DWW T UL T OFENET = X3 g FLRT-PCRIE
XX Y T NE A LRT-PCRIEIC L DB In g2 FEhi T 5, e, BGEEEE L
T, AL/ 78m~v MEZEY b~ MERED LPepW OIS FRETH 573, B
PENFER SN =BT X 3 g FLRT-PCRIEVE X UT U 7 /L % A LRT-PCRVE
Z X b BIa T2l Eiid 5,

1) MiEFHIZ2 K
gy b (Mo 7 v~ MNE) BDEFEEEINTWDD, v MIED
B EICE > TRET 5.

2) B2l
2) —1 =X 3L RT-PCR I
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7) HROX v MEE AV, FIRLZY 70D RNA T 5. RNA i
X, v MEBEO T o ha Vit ERiT 5,

A) HIH L7Z RNA 2882 LT RT-PCR #E£ 1 DS54 ~—t v NEHWTIT

9o RT-PCRZHTHRDF v bz HNTIT 9,

78, FUSHOMBE R OISR v MEIBO 7 1 b2 23RO L,

M) EBRUKENC L o THIEFEM O A4 X7 PeplV O T E ORIESH £ X (202
bp) T 2 HRERT 5.

F1 PepMVHHH T A ~— (z=2 >3 3 F /L RT-PCR i)
HADE T=—Ur

4 il HEFEECHI (5 =37 ) R B 3R
PAR TR
KLO5-13 GTC CTC ACC AAT AAA TTT AG Ling et al., 2008
202 55°C

KL05-14 AGG AAA ACT TAA CCC GTT C

(7T A ~—#KPREH 0. 2uM)

2—2) U7 /NHZA L RI-PCRiE

7) 2) —1®7) LFEBKIZRNAFIH 21T 9,

A) FHH L2 RNA 285BI L CU TV H A ART-PREZRK2DT T A ~— - 71
— 7% HNTITH, VTV EA LRT-PCRIZHIRDF v F&EZHWTIT I,
B BN ROMA K OGSy MIBOT v harz8RoZ &,

©7) ISHI (2023a, b) D J7#ETHEME L7I235A, Ct A 37 LT ORI Z B & L,
ZNLUSNORBIKZENE L5, 208, TSHT (2023a,b) FR#H O SOGAIKLIS %
R L6, HEECAREZET 256805 5,

F2 PepMVHaHH TS5 A ~—« Fu—7 (U T7ILEA ART-PCRIE)

EAa] YEHELAELA (57 -3 ) %35 ik
KLO5_48 ACT CCT AGA GCT GAC CTC AC ISHI, 2023a, b
KLO5_49 ACT CCT AGA GCT GAT CTT AC

KLO5_51 TCT CCA GCA ACA GGT TGG TA

KLO5_52 TCA CCT GCA ACT GGT TGA TA

NAKT05_50 FAM - TGT CAG CTT GCA TTT ACT TC — MGB

(FF5 4 ~— - TO—TEEER 0. 2uM)

7 HEEDRRCEMEOFESE
1) BB ZEET A BMWICIE. PepMV MR 75 A 2488 U, BRI
W BEI& AT 5,
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2) RELOBRBUZY 7> TL, IEROH DAL EZ T L 5 1 EHT= D 5 DAL
BT 5, BUEIZIZENEZITHN GEOFROENR) ML TWD Z &)
O, TOEDEMEIIRINTEL L IRET D,

3) PR Z I L2 IZGNICRE e R T RBER S 25813, KT LICFRER
L, FAEIEZAEOMEHIZONTYH, BT L ICAERRE 1 SRR
BT R U U LKBEHREFIZ60F L HIR{ET 5 Z LIC K ViEE L THEMT 5,

4) BEU7Z30EHE, BBt ofERic B2 F . (BRI B, BEUGT, 5ES%)
Zndk L7 aURHR . (BReeR) 23S L7z BT, B =— U ESIc AL, fiaik
THETT—T—Ry 7 2% (4°C) ITRET 5,

5) RAELOEBGANL ., B ORI ZFLEk L - NAF T, AR IRICRERT 5,

6) BE LB 2549 25 81L, B LWL 9 ImEICHE L, Rinklx
AU TR AR » TR A IINA L THRIRD £ E2544T 5,

7) BE LR A RIRE T 55 A L. mEiRE (-80C) ¥ %,

T BHEEE
51 B
p.o ]

R1 b~ REOTE (5REEE e R
(B gk, HEEE - )
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2 b+~ FEOHH (R. van der Vlugt, EPPO L 9»)
(£K : 358, AKX EDOEH)

X3 k<~ FEFEDOHFEE (Dr Andrea Minuto, Centro di Saggio, CERSAA,
Albenga, EPPO X 1)

(REDOEFEBRE)

T SNRWEOHEER
24 2 Pepino mosaic virus (PepMV)

W, FAE ER L

oA hEEANRIERE, A AT YT hva TALT U R A X VT
BEH, A=A NIT FTFF, FTuR Xy AR ATz—T
VAL, Fxa, Trv—0, KAV ANV HI— TTUA TV
HYVT, ~AF— K=K UKNT=7, BFVTHE, B7 7V ik
FE, TErva, TAUVBHERE, ¥, =77 R, FU, ~Ub— A
*ra, =a—V—J K

HEHY . 275y, b~b, XE—/, N A v aZ

ST
1) BT
R B — (= NFRF | Olpidium virulentus GRIRE) KONa 27 )
(& R, R, SRR O (RRIY) (R 5 R T B,
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Yo LI E IR Z T DI TlEanid, K070 9 blaullcE
PAET B BENNRD D, ZOM, Y b~ MBI 2E HREOWRE N H D,
2) NZ53HR

PepMVIZIE i OFIFEZE T, F. HE, KA, BELIT L TAES TS
HZENHBNTWD,

Bk « MR - M OV O I <CHk s B (W30 B0 B O E IR T 5,
FEANFETII~ AN AT EfEH L7220,

<BFE Mk >
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21. FINEDAILRE
D Tomato brown rugose fruit virus (LLF, TToBRFV] &Lv5, )
@ Tomato mottle mosaic virus (LA, TToMMV] &LNvS5, )
$<  Tobacco mosaic virustw&ie hNE T ANV AJEIT, ¥/, k< b,
B8 L X, DEB R EEx M EZ RITT A VAT, HHRH

MEZL OENRH LTS, 22Tl BAFEDXE TH A ToBRFV
K OSToMMVIZ DU C Rtk 45,

7 RE
GLESRIERIEZ)
1) ToBRFV: k=~ k
2) ToMMV: hv R, B—<r, FR =Ry

—~

A RF ]

AL, G OEFTBM T (CRitk 1 » A L) (24 1 mILL EERT 5,
2B, MEMXIIERIERAHER LLTWVWO T, TEAHET 26 0RiC
W2 Ehid 5,

(AR 515 K O]
1) &L, LREORA G O T b E L BT, it 2 RE T
%o 7eB. HEHAIISHEEFENTRY BECRNE I ITEET S,
2) E LTCTEMS Y 720 10k Z XU, OB EEEZSEIZ L 5D,
ToBRFV } ONToMMVIZJEEY: L 72 M) TR B0 5 K 5 ZiEtk O % H 1 TR
T 5,
3) BYNEED LWGEIT, FIETNLSOFEAEFINL 2 & Lok O 2R, JEIPHO kR

FEER TRV A TETRE LT T, B AR UE L 2kSE sy E
fid 5,

[FAEIC Y 7= > COREHIH]
1) FERTHIERIT. MMOFEL BT AHZENHELY, ZD), HKE
E&mﬁbf f%ﬁ&fwé%éf%of%\%é@%mﬁﬁﬁkﬁu
IR R 2 BRI LB R T2 Wi 2 Ehii - 2 ML B3, — 7,
L%@%P%WTT FER OFEAERFA DB FIFE & RE B D, ﬁhﬁ%%
MIRWIARYD a2 L TWDHE, PRI LIEROH TN TH 55

X, ToBRFVE UNToMMV DJE YL & £\, skt 2 B LB s -2 W %%HT
%,
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2) FHHROKRA L b
7") ToBRFV
F= b FEEIC L D08, BETITRESEIR (leaf narrowing) | ik, E
YA I R OBEROIEROF A B CHET 5, £7=. 1B,
N ROBERIZIX 2 ZBLAA R DAL, REICFMMFEE 2
P IO BN L OF I OIEIR A STV b,
Fo, BERERERIZ LD ToBRFVIZFEIED b NE DT A L AD—FE
T D Tomato mosaic virus (LT TToMV] W95, ) OIHLE
ffE (PSS FTm-2a, Tm-1% O Tm-2% 4695 fLfE) OH
PUEZFTAE L, EICE VA ZEREZF & 2T,
A) ToMMV
F= b ETIHBE, READORIRERLET A7, Ty MV (RIERR
BEA) | AREOIEREZR L, BWEKRIZIZTEHICED X %D
JERDHME SN TW5D,
7+ & : ToMMV & Tobacco mild green mosaic virus& OJREIEGRIZ X
D, FETITRBKOADOTE Y MV, ETIHHIHRETSA 7, &
. BRSO HE SN TV D,
T RY D ETITEY ML, BWET A 7, Bk, EORFEEFEDOIERN
WEINTND,
3) &

HPUMEB S 7 Tn—2a/Tn—2a% H 3 2 5ol O HCHTHE 2 FT 3 2 ToMV S E N
WC— 8 GET DO, MO TENTH D, Tm2a/+52 0T DO
IS 2 ToMWV Cldal s, FAIEEICZ 2 2L 23, VA ZIEROARD 5
MNI=8A . ToBRFV T D Al REMEA E ),

1 REZWFiE

PRIBCUTER SNTZABHZ DWW T, BITOFIET L) Xik2) &6 o008

EaE W THREZ FERiT 2,

1) B2 (RT-PCR 1)

TR Lo 7t RNA 2R 9%, RNA JHIE TR D ¥ > FEEA v,
Xv MEO7 v b a2 VIt WEiET %,

A) FH L7ZRNA 2882 LT RT-PCR 2 1 DT T A ~—% v hEHWTIT
9o RT-PCRIZTHIRDOF v FEEZHWTITH, 2B, RSO L OG5
R, ¥y MIRO7 v harvizzlRd 5,

) BRIKENC L o> THEEED OV A ANRE T A NV ADOTEROHEIEY A X T
b HDMERT D, 728, ToBRFV OIGEIE, BtEéoTH, YT 74 ~—
DNV TF—=2a P+ TrnEoHRELHL70D, S BITHEIEEY O
BRI EETH D, (ToMMV 133 B FIAEAT 13X R BE, )
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£1 UANVABMEBHT A ~—

A VA A il HAERLF (57 -37) HAE T=—Ur | BEX
HA X 7R
ToBRFV | F AATGTCCATGTTTGTTACGCC 560 62°C Alkowni et
R CGAATGTGATTTAAAACTGTGAAT al. (2019)
ToMMV F CGACCCTGTAGAATTAATAAATATT 289 55°C Xuelian
R CACTCTGCGAGTGGCATCCAAT Sui et al.
(2017)

2) IMiEFAIZHK

ToBRFV & ToMMV (W 4L s Ml D MLiEFAIR2 M » TR 2S vTRe72 23, A
BT ANA LT TERWD, MIFFRIRZWE CHtE & 72> 72858121, BN
T RT-PCREREZAT 9 MENH D,

v AHEEREVCEMEOFESEIE

1) RBIZELET 506 SR, ToBRFV KX O\ToMMV AN Y S U= 34 248 E
L. EOEENDEIL B TE 5 X 51z, BRI B FIZ2 AT
Do

2) BEIOBBUZ Y 72> Tk, JERZRITHE 1D 20 5 DOEL T 5,

3) RINFEIIRSG ITHEMEIT 2720, 1 ZHENICRBE R~ THRIER S 255
T, BRI 2L, BATIESBREDREHICHOWVWTE, BRI &I
BIMERIRE 1 WRHEEREE T U v 2AKSIREIZ60 L, RiIRiET 5 Z LT
L VHE L THERAT S,

4) BREU7Z30EHE, RE ORI /2 FHIH (BREUA B, BREGHT. 5H
H5) Hrigk U7-aURHRIE (BIREEE) 2RI L7 BT, E=— 4812 A
N, Bk T5ET/—T—Ry 7 A% (4°C) ITRET D,

5) PEBIOBEGINL, & OB ZFidk L - NAZE X, AR
Do

6) BRELL7-50EHT, Hoft Lan X D lEICHE L, ReAlE2 A TRIRIC
o RS ITINA L TRIRD £ 56495,
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I FHEBEESE
1) b~ MRESMEIZEIT HToBRFVA A T T /LR OBEFERERIC X 5 _EA73E K OV
EOHRM (LX 2T b —HP A = RAHEERE)

M1 V%A 7, RiE X2 e (FERYY)
(5L7FE : GCR26 (+/+)) (5L7FE : GCR237 (Tm-1/Tm-1))

-
e

K3 E¥A2 M4 EVA . R
(Tm—1 K 5L Fif) (SLfE : GCR526 (Tm—2/Tm-2))

X5 Ev kL M6 FEv kL
FLAE - GCR267 (Tm—2a/Tm—2a)) (Tm—2a IR 5L Fil)
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X7 EACEOIHEE (Tm-2a BT GFE (KK MFE))

10 EAZEEORHE (W : Rutgers (+/+))
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2) b~ MZEBIT DToBRFVOHFERERIZ X 2 ORI EMEHEFTRK)

12 FEDARIERER

(3

13 BEDFABAER M OSRARAEIR
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<] 14 ﬁ%ﬁ?@%@%ﬁ\ﬁ% X 15 P OEWA 7GR

(¥ 14: © Heike Scholz-Dsbelin (LWK NRW) and EPPO 15: © Prof. Salvatore

Davino and EPPO)

Tomato brown rugose fiuit virus (TOBRFV) - https//gd.eppo.int 3 {Tomatolbrownlugoselfiuitvirus|[IOBREV)Ehttps:/gd/eppolint

416 RIEXREDZE () MORFEORGER
(/£ : © Camille PICARD and EPPO 45 : © Dr Aviv Dombrovsky and EPPO)

X117 REO~—T7VER () KOHE F)
(/£ : ©Tuba nur demir and EPPO 45 : ©Dr Raed Alkowni and EPPO)
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4) ¥BINZIBIT D ToMMV 12 X B9

X 18 ToMMV IZ/&Y: L7~ b~ kDR
A ZEOBBREORZZHE, B EOAFE, C RELEOXZE., D 3R
(© Sui et al. 2017)

A

1000bp
750bp
500bp ToMV

300bp oMMV

150bp

X 19 ~/LF 7L v 7 ZART-PCRIZ XD ToMMV, TMV. ToMV 45 Ak H
(© Sui et al. 2017)
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(ZDOMBRE) REEHOTFERSF LN oT-2 E0D URL 42777,
« TOMMV [T HAREGL U7 = R O¥E (Zang et al. (2021) D e—Xtra Fig. 1)

e

(URL:https://apsjournals. apsnet. org/doi/full/10. 1094/PDIS—02-21-0280-PDN)

20 ToMV @ Tm—2a T R#KIC L D EAEED x ZJER
(Tm—2a BRI A AR (CREALFER))

21 ToMV @ Tm-2a FTRERGRIT & B T HED 2 ik
(Tm—2a AUk AL fE (P ESAFE))
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22 ToMV @ Tm—2a W RHKIC L D EAEED 2 ZJER
(Tm—2a BT AR S FE  (HF & 5L fH) )
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7T WRARE DRER

4+ Tomato brown rugose fruit virus (ToBRFV)

Tomato mottle mosaic virus (ToMMV)

WAL, A T L
An
ToBRFV | 77 : HhaE N RILFIE
FH AT ARTT, GALF L FUTDTIET, PUT
JARF AL
BRI - A=A N T, ¥ — FT7BA Foza, =AF=T,
TIUAL RAY XV AT — A ZVT | wIVH
FTUH IV e—, A—T K, RIVEHL, AaX=T,
AL AL A Mva EE
ek 7 AV BERE, X
Rk Ao
ToMMV | 727 : HhaE N RILFE
B AT A ATV
BRI : AR Fxa
bk kE
hEk : 790, Axa
5 EAEY)
ToBRFV | #&5f5+ : b~ K, Mo A7 (EPPO.,2020)
BAEET ST T O, A XBRARXF~DBRIEGLN 5T
%, (EPPO.,2020)
Z oM [ENTOPERRBRICL Y AAXF, XFa=7, NUF R
v, h~ NFAERE (Solanum peruvianum) . F ARMHERE (A4 A
XRARXX, TAVIDAXFRARXX, 48 FY, a7y
U A RF) ICRHERT 5.
ToMMV | FAF: b~k hOUFTV, FXF R THTTV, TR
<~ AR =Ry
ZOM - HEFERBRICL Y, 33, XF o =T HEOEHO T ARME
WM. X T (Chenopodium quinoa) & THIEYEMHER I T W
a3
panit o
1) BRI

- UTHEREA R O Rk R G
s ARG A R T D hv MEEICBWT, BRICH s Twa A

A F 2 INTRXFOIEE) U722 BT 9 fEHINETENC L D .
F MG T TS DENED S ToBREV 23 BiT 5 L& X2 5
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i

il

NHEOHRENH D, 12720, FEEICL LB, MEFICLDHE
EETIX, B0 EikT 2 & DBHITE L TR,

» BERYL . A X T BN T, Y b v D AR L CW ISR T
ST N H T D3, ToBRFV 235k - T\ A HHIC L » TG L=
WENRD D, £, [FEOTMV (356 H bhark s LB IcE £
%2 B, ToBRFVE OMTOMMV & Z O AIREMEDS RIE X LTV D,
ToMV DA FIRKOR O THEA~T A L AN L TR | #%
B THR S LEP ORI Ol < EOWRENRH 5,

s KBARYY © RANE T AV AIL, FRFEFICB T DMEEAKIZE D 5T 5 &
DHENH D Z &M, ToBREVEUTOMY & # D A[REMENRIZ S
TW5,

2) N#&ITHK

B AR GRESEZE. BAEEHOEESCHRE, (FEEROFONMR) | K

G K O OB ENC &0 5T %,

Bhk%

ToBREV )2 UNToMMV D BABRIZEE 3 2 1372 W3, LLFDO L H 7 hRE T A L
AD— IR BRIFIEDR B EEBEZ NS, Ik, YA L AOERFIELREIX
BN 5 ILTURUY,

BRSO ER e, BRRE RO b EBICHRE D,
TEMIO#K THIX, HEPTOEYE S OBREMR L, VA L ADORELE

L%,

HEACIKBE TIIAHAR DB B T A NV ADBRNEL LIZS KD DT,

TR D IVTZAE O TR TR ZVEZ D,

MY S OFFHHLZE LRV,

EH ORL, BB, Bmtk, vy v—i~y b, HEEES) OHEE

79,

PEAMBE Y ME D TR O C, FIRARICAIL - PRRITAm T LS, iz, %

RN 72 AV BIE S AEDR BT OV T HIEFREIT O,

FIFEE 35 CIIBEE O E HBEEZ1T 9,

WIECOFFEEZ O, AR THIVUT 11EIX h~ FEFEE Ly, &

Bea Pl C X 20 GA I,

- MRS A THROREE O TE LT R,

- UANZRA T BB GAR O A RET 5720 1 EHIT A EHEIR S
DEWEEM AL, @URIREICHRL OO AT 5,

- HHREREHIFTTHIE S SIS, 1 — 3T R U U AR O LR
SATEKRELT D,

\
/

-~
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E N FEBHFEIE N R ZE - B PEEE IR O wFJepm i R e st o 2 —
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SR 2EE EEEEZENE X ZPERSERED IO O ELIEFEE FHER
HE (B33 HI6H)
E N FEBHIEIE N R ZE - B PEEEIR O wF7em i R e e o 2 —
(2022)
B 3HE EEAELZEE X CPERHREDT- D ORELEFE FER
HE (FM44E3 H 16 A)
BEMIOKEEDL (2020) Tomato brown rugose fruit virus (B33 A¥RERD 27
7T AWmEE
BIRKPEDL (2021) Tomato mottle mosaic virus |\ ZEET AIRERY 27 7))
v AMEE
SRR FEBMIRAE LR (2022) D AAFEEE B F2WnERE IR D RS
fitEAE R
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22. Tomato leaf curl New Delhi virus (LLF. TToLCNDV] &LV5, )
7 HRE
GlESSSEZEEZ)
f~h, BE—vr, 20U, AN, Aar

(A A ]

AL, A S oA F I (ERE 1 o A L) (S8 1 B ESER 3
%o BT E’Céb%.’)/}?/\:l aF T I OFAERHZ OIS, SRR RS LoV M
RHIUTE RN CHE 2 FEhi T 5,

(7 7 R O A %]

1) WAL, FROFESERDO TN HEE LT BT, WA ERET 5.
7ok, AT AFERIRA TR0 2 LRV X 9 ICBET 5,

2) WE LA Y 100k & X, FIMEEE BT LoD, ToLONDV
R LT TR IS K 5 7, YA 2 IR, B, RO, ik
OEREROA B B CRET 5.

3) BRHASEED LS AIE, R R IL % & R Atk B OBE 7%
EF VAN A THECHE LTz BT, BB BRI LIRS T DI & EiT 5,

[FAEIC Y 72 > COREHIH]
1) BROKRA b ()

BT DIERIE, O EL RS T 22N LY, 20k, FHMEGHE L
Le#z LT, f%ﬂUTMé%QT%OT% FEAEDIRDLD R & [ U5 13 FE
MR R 2 B UGBS T2 s & i~ 2 MBI e, — 5, @ O3B R
BF TR OIS ARG & RE B D SR BN WIRN Y & L
TWAHE, ERFE D HIEROH G N R Th 5556121, ToLCNDV D Y % ¢

U, REHREL, B TREEE E T 5, RIS, YA ZER, R IE
AROIZIE, WEOZFEFENSI X shb, 7Y RoORETIE, REoMmb
K OREHFMOHFP L EN D, RRFUTBWN T, EF W ToLONDVIZ YL
L&, HEMITE LS E ML, REAPEIRESREELZIT D,

7) b= b B WER L OE Y A 7 EIRSE
1) B~ EABER M ORI 2
7) ¥V HGER LTS A 7 IERE,

T) AA T BERIEMR, W LWk, BENROIER, fEY O ZEHE MK OV O 5

b, REOHE, FEDOHETT M DL
) Am o BEEEIR, WL Wk, BEIROR R, ﬁ%@%ﬁ&@ﬁ%@&%
b, REzoMmE b, REOHETT M DREAE
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1 BEEZ¥FE
PRI E 7T S CREHZ W T BITOFIRTEE 20 (PCRIRE) &
FATMIEFRIRE (L 7~ by ) [CXDOREZFMT 5,

1) RELXO0.1 gBEY LTV 735, Brar be— b LTREEY
YNV HET D,

2) MlROXy FEEZHW, v MBEO 7 1 k3L 2hE- TDNA 25
éo

3) HHHL7ZDNA Z8FRIC L TPCR 2179, T4 <—IT O\ T, BEMOMERS
BT I ~—PNENTHLZ LG, O L0—FlZRT,

c OANVZKHA 7T A4 ~— (Panno et al. (2019))
£ il RS (57-37) HEE T=—=1
YA X Vel
ToLCNDV-CP1 | CTC CAA GAG ATT GAG AAG TCC %5 1, 050bp 52°C
ToLCNDV-CP2 | TCT GGA CGG GCT TAC GCC CT

v AHRRERUEMEOEERE

1) BB FRIRT 2 15 BAEMIT I, ToLONDV SRR HY S A7 358 2 40E L, BRHRHL
AN HEIZ 1T %,

2) WEORBUZ Y 7o T, SEIRZ7RTER LERSTZ 0 S HMDBEZTRRT 5,

3) WA % Fhi LI 3G ISR E N TR S S 25613, R LIS TERER
L, TAEEIAEORASEICONTH, BT L ICHMERRE 1 0k i3
[ R U SRR 60RO L LRI 5 2 LIS & 0 i L TR 2.

4) RECUTZREHE, SRBtOMERRIC LB I (BRIA B, SREBUGAT, TH%)
Zpngk LICRUBHRIEE . (BlRil) 2T L7 BT, BE=— VRIS AIL, ik
THETI =T =Ry A% (4°C) ITRET D,

5) ARHOBREENL, i O BRBURICRRSR LI ARSI, iR EEFIRICRES T D,

6) BRERL7-RUBHZ, Bk L7V KD IS EICHRE L, PR Al 2 At TIRIRIC AR
ST RIEFSE A L TR O £ £ 5, AABORBUZFEM L 7o g AR
& B O AT AR 1R MESRIR T N U ¥ SRR IZ6070LL 1
RIET 2 2 LI X W iEET 2,
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1) 18 FHEIT 1T IR

X1 =l OEEBEEEIEIR
Kesumawati et al. (2020) Molecular Characterization of Begomoviruses Associated
with Yellow Leaf Curl Disease in Solanaceae and Cucurbitaceae Crops from

Northern Sumatra, Indonesia. Horticulture Journal doi: 10.2503/hortj. UTD-175
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2) Ay —=

3 XvFx—= T DEMIER

3) Amyv

‘.

4 A AR D IRRRER

(ZOMEE) REHOFFHELFONRIN-TZZ &b URL FE27RT,
) b b, SEAEF Y (Ry%—o)

Ruiz et al. (2017) Biological characterization of Tomato leaf curl New Delhi
virus from Spain. Plant Pathol. 66, 376-382.

A) "ARIBRFY (RyF—=), Anr Favl ZXAH, h~ KO MY
7
Ruiz et al.

virus from Spain. Plant Pathol. 66, 376-382.

) B—wy

Luigi et al.
Yellow Leaf Curl of Pepper in Europe. Plant Dis. https://doi.org/10. 1094/PDIS-

(2017) Biological characterization of Tomato leaf curl New Delhi

(2019) First Report of Tomato Leaf Curl New Delhi Virus Causing

06-19-1159-PDN
https://apsjournals. apsnet. org/doi/suppl/10. 1094/PDIS-06-19-1159-

PDN/suppl_file/PDIS-06-19-1159-PDN. sfl. pdf

T) Fa2vY
Mnari-Hattab et al. (2015) First report of Tomato leaf curl New Delhi virus
infecting  cucurbits in  Tunisia. New Disease  Reports 31, 21.

http://dx. doi. org/10. 5197/ j. 2044-0588. 2015. 031. 021
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CABAS-CSIS blog
https://cienciacebas. wordpress. com/2013/09/25/virus—del-rizado—amarillo—
del-tomate—de—nueva—delhi—tomato—leaf—curl—-new-delhi-virus—tolcndv—un-
nuevo-virus—que-afecta—gravemente—cucurbitaceas—en—-almeria—y-murcia/

Mnari-Hattab et al. (2015) First report of Tomato leaf curl New Delhi virus
infecting  cucurbits in  Tunisia. New Disease Reports 31, 21.
http://dx. doi. org/10. 5197/ j. 2044-0588. 2015. 031. 021

7)) NXEBART v ( Xy F—=)

CABAS-CSIS blog
https://cienciacebas. wordpress. com/2013/09/25/virus—del-rizado—amarillo—
del-tomate—de—nueva—delhi—tomato—leaf—-curl—-new-delhi-virus—tolcndv—un-
nuevo-virus—que—afecta—gravemente—cucurbitaceas—en—almeria-y-murcia/ [

M. Juarez et al. (2014) First detection of Tomato leaf curl New Delhi virus
infecting zucchini in Spain. Plant Dis. https://doi.org/10.1094/PDIS-10-13~
1050-PDN

X) WARTFx
Phaneendra et al. (2012) Tomato leaf curl New Delhi virus is Associated With
Pumpkin Leaf Curl— A New Disease in Northern India. Indian J. Virol. 23:42-
45,

7) NY hoV
Nagendran et al. (2017) Molecular evidence for the occurrence of tomato leaf

curl New Delhi virus on chayote (Sechium edule) in southern India. VirusDis.

28, 425-429.

F NRFEEDHER
24 2 Tomato leaf curl New Delhi virus (ToLCNDV)

(/) = : Bitter gourd yellow vein virus, Tomato leaf curl virus—New Dehli)

S AR AVRRYT . AT, RAVT U, XA, BB, NFRE
/\‘:/ﬁ\‘fjij:/l\ 7/]’ U I:o:/\ /]}y U?\ I‘X ]\;7\ A’?U “/V\?\ X/\O/r :/\
RNV T2V T PV THE E—v b, Fa=U7, R

=

EEWEY) : X200, A0, =TV (b AYy) | =RV IRTF v, An
V.=V r U TY M b FA NS T a, SRS TE
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ZoNaa) T I (Bemisia tabaci: H ARBEFA) 12 L B KBA=IRDN B AL
<5 (EPPO, 2021a; CABI, 2021; Espinode Paz et al., 2019) , #/ 3z
a7 JFEUC LY KRR E 5 (CABI, 2020) .

2) N#&ITHK

JEGE U 7o AR I 80 & 70 0 o0y % (EPPO, 2021a) o sABRAGICTHIK

BRI KD LT OGRS S (Chang et al., 2010) .

BhkR - EPPO (2021a) M UWoriones et al. (2017) 12X 5 & . ToLCNDVIZBE4 585
BRIGEIZILL T DO LBV TH D,

1) XU F—=ThiHHNaatTvI Iokk, BEE ¥ \aa)bvT ok
FIRHHE DGR EE~ DB EDORMEN O LD IO 2 Pex . RbDFAE
DDIRNREH] - G CHE T 5, EAEAZ BT, RROBERMAZL <, Al
(g D PIMERFE O 2 AT T 1, BEOMHELZIMA . AREE LKk
DI EMNTZXD,

2) UAINAT Y —T O Z AT,

3) YY) D BIFR D,

4) ToLONDV DS ME S 20 2 fH1F 72 2 & 3 F 3 L, Rk - itk 2
L7oHss i<, AN~ IR NbAda, ~AF R TR S
T HPUE - MBS O T T 5D, £, Bia Az iz &
HHPUE « IS FEOIFZE HiTh T 5,

<BFE Mk >

CABAS-CSIS blog, https://cienciacebas. wordpress.com/2013/09/25/virus—
del-rizado—amarillo—del-tomate—de—nueva—delhi—tomato—leaf—curl—-new—
delhi-virus—tolendv—un—nuevo-virus—que—afecta—gravemente—
cucurbitaceas—en—almeria—-y-murcia/

Kesumawati et al. (2020) Molecular Characterization of Begomoviruses
Associated with Yellow Leaf Curl Disease in Solanaceae and
Cucurbitaceae Crops from Northern Sumatra, Indonesia. Horticulture
Journal doi: 10.2503/hortj. UTD-175

Luigi et al. (2019) First Report of Tomato Leaf Curl New Delhi Virus
Causing Yellow Leaf Curl of Pepper in Europe. Plant Dis.
https://doi. org/10. 1094/PDIS-06-19-1159-PDN

https://apsjournals. apsnet. org/doi/suppl/10. 1094/PDIS-06-19-1159—
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M. Juarez et al. (2014) First detection of Tomato leaf curl New Delhi
virus infecting zucchini in Spain. Plant Dis.
https://doi. org/10. 1094/PDIS-10-13-1050-PDN

Mnari-Hattab et al. (2015) First report of Tomato leaf curl New Delhi
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23. RREDA/4 04 F

D HA EOB WL DA 04 K : Potato spindle tuber viroid

@ +r< MERIFEEREDA OA K : Jomato chlorotic awarf viroid

®Columnea latent viroid

@Pepper chat fruit viroid

® Tomato apical stunt viroid
/'X RAETA A R, V¥ AW E YA A K (Potato spindle )
tuberviroid, LA'F. [PSTVd] &5, ) ZELHRAEL YA oA REAR A
oA A NRIZET AU A e A RT, ZHAETIZI0EE N HE SN TE
DS AEDRRTRHEI G L, R RE RfEEZ 72 LT
Hy, ZIZTIE. BAREOXG L 72> TWD Columnea latent viroid (LA
. TCLVd] w9, ) . Pepper chat fruit viroid (LL'F. [PCFVd] &
Wo, ) . b MBRENE YA A K (Tomato chlorotic dwarf viroid,
VLR, TTCDVd] &9, ) . Tomato apical stunt viroid (LA,

_ TTASVd) &9, ) KRUPSTVAIC DWW TRIIE S %, y,

7 HRE

(GEESSSE L)
1) &ffi: b~k
2) PSTVd : JE45L &

[ FAA Y]
1) b~ FTE, T 1 A LB OB P4 1 2L EFRAE 2 i
%o TP, KR CUL Lo THfEmE GEDRL - 2%, Dl
. R EROBL, REO/NULR L) BB T W), TXH7ETE
BEFREE L,
2) WL X TIE. BEIREE D DIERF O L B A PSRBT AR 1 L
FREEZERT D, FITNER OB A 1 BEE LS EET 5, 7o
B, M EHZSRE LEHHEOTE,. K25 CLL EO S TR 72w (3
Db, UL, EOEIRSED 22, MHEEOEL: L) BB T N
7o, TEXAHETEIRFEREE LU,

[FAE AR OTHENE]

1) SRAEIE., ERRoORENSEY O T LEE L EC, RS ZRET
%o TeB. HEHAIISHEEFENTRY BECRNE I ITEET D,

2) WELLEHAEMIYS -0 10K ERRIC, —ORBEEEZSEIZL>D, K
AT A BA ROBRGHEMIAE T HIEORER Gk - w772 E) . EOEAR
RED TR, Y EROBILEN 20, HEOFHEDOLAIZFF,
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BAEN WD E B TTRAET 2,
3) R EED LWEEIT, FIERALOMR R SOIBEZE, M OKRF%H2 7T Y
ZVI) AT HETHRsg Lic BT, B 2RI LB 2S£ 324 5,

[FAEIC Y 7= > COREHIH]
1) RARAETA vA RICLDIERIL, ABEESE RS TDT ENELLV,
DI, BE OKEEEREE TR E B D BFRILTH T HEIT, B
A TA A ROBYERD, B2 LEa r2WEsEiid 5, T
bbb, RMEE LK LT, ERIMITHLEATH- T, BEDRK
DULS SRR & [A] U35 A 3R 15k 2 BRI LB S T2 Wi & Ehti 5 3
(ECAAN
2) BREOKRA b R - 1K)
7) b=k EOHEL, AU, L, EOEIRSCED X, YRR
DAL, BEONRUL UhSWEEHRRAT DL L, ) | AEER
%,
1) B L x  EoEk, ML, EBEOLIRSED 22, HWRIEOBEAL
L BEORE, “WIERICE D ZSE, R,

1 REBWFE

A A NiZ RNA DA THR SN AREIRTH 5720, RI-PCR %05
BWHED LA TH Y | ELISA SHURHURRITIC £ 2RI TFIRTH A T 42
AN

BRBOUTEM SNTABHZ W T, ITOFIEL) Xix2) E6 b0kt
HEEROKIEZ EMT 5, Aok, BIFEOERIT RT-PCR FUE % I H RS % e
T 5,

B, BB LTESLIOREEZMO BT, TEXOMY Fratek
e & BRIT %

1) s T2l (723G /0 RT-PCR i)

T) BB LA E RNA AT 5, RNA HHHUEHIRO % v M A
W, Fv Mo e ha i iEWEET 5,

A) I L7Z RNA 285802 LT RT-PCR 2K 1 DT TA ~v—ky NEHANTIT
9o RT-PCRZHTHRDF v bz HNTIT 9,
. RISHOMMB R OIS &MER v MEROT 0 F a2 BRT 5,

) EEIKINC Ko THEED O A ANETA v ROFEREOHEEY A 2
Td 50 HERT D,
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#£1 v FRRHEHZ7 74 ~—

‘ o g ==y
A A R &R Hme s (57 -37) . %30k
A R i
PSTVd, P3 CCGGATCCCTGAAGCGCTCCTCCGAGC 260 o Behjatnia ot al. (1996)
607
TCDVd P4 TCGGATCCCCGGGGAAACCTGGAGCG
TASVd TAV-R13 AAGGAAACCCGAAGAAAGGA 089 (: Matsushita et al. (2015)
60°
TAV-F13 CCTCACGCGCTTTTTCTCTA
CLvd CLV-R6 CTCTTCCGCCCAATCTTTTT Matsushita et al. (2015)
239 60°C
CLV-F6 GGTCGGAGGATCTTCTGGAG
PCFVd PCFV-FW  CGGCCGGGAGTGAAGCTAC 430 s0°C Yanagisawa &
PCFV-RE  TGGAAGAAAAAGCACCTCTG Matsushita (2017)

IR YA K1, BRI RV BIE R DZENET 5,

2) Bzl (V7L AL RT-PCR)

7) 1) OT7) ERERICEEME 21T 0,

A£) SYBR Greenit
F 2R T 2= NRN—P LT T A ~—_ PCFVAL UCLVAH 77 A ~— Zfdi ]
L. filROFy FZHWTHHT %, SYBR Greenihid, AFHENRD T A
a4 R5MZMEBENICRHT 272D OREETH D, B, ElLRb Y
A vA ROFEIHHL TWDEEIZIEA) SYBR GreeniE K V) TagManik
DL, HAOYA v R TITA~— T a—T%HN ) 7 L¥

A LRT-PCRD A %4T > T HEBEZR U,

# 2 SYBR GreentEICHWD U A A AT 7 A ~—

A4 aA R

2| AR (57-37)

235 3CHk

SRR = S L

6pospi-F TCCTGTGGTTCACACCTGACC

Yanagisawa et al. (2017)

TIA =% 6pospi—R TTCAGTTGTTTCCACCGGGTA

CLVd CLV-F 1 AAGAGCAAGAGCGGTCTCAG Yanagisawa et al. (2017)
CLV-R 3 AGGAAAGGAAACCCGAAGAA

PCFVd PCFV-F 8 CCCGAAGCCCGCTTAGG Yanagisawa et al. (2017)

6pospi—R TTCAGTTGTTTCCACCGGGTA

) ==Y LT T A = —|LCLVd f O'PCFVALISR OPSTVd, TCDVd, TASVd% ZEe6RED ¥ A 1

A R Z Al hE

s

Yanagisawa et al. (2017){Z2 X % SYBR GreeniEIZI W Tidk, PCRELE
W2 HAuHAmplification Plot 2 OMelting Curve® 2 DDFER NG, [
PE - BRYEOHIEZLIT O, 7288, SCHRIZFEE D A — B — LIS O S ek 2
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MLSE, TRROHEIEIEATEL2ES L5800 5,

c 2= R"—H L7 5 4 ~w— (6Pospi-F/R) DFE
Amplification PlotiZ3WT. CtEN3ISLANTH D . /D, Melting
Curve®D BE— 7 EMN82CTN LT CLINTH D HA 1%, Bk & HIlr L,
2ODFMEDONT DDA EY T HLEITIX T LT 5, £z
Z OWf, Melting Curve®& 7 A 2 A RO —ZEIXLL T OMEIZITELT
L0, FEOTA v RThHoTHEL OERIKRDIFET D120,
Melting Curve® B"— 7 EICIZ—EDWENRAEL 5, ZiE, CLVdK
PCEVAD G BRI TH 5,
(%74 24 ROMelting Curve® B — 7 fHD )
PSTVd : #986. 5°CfFir, TASVd : #983. 5°CfIir, TCDV : #I85°CAIilr

- CLVdFFI) 77 A ~— (CLVd-F1/R3) D&
Amplification PlotiZ3WNT., CtE3SLANTH V. H>DMelting
Curve®D B'— 7 EAKIBL. 8CHL Th DA I2IL, Bk L, 2
DERIFEDONTININDHRDBFEE T 25T, & 5,

« PCEVARF A~ Z A ~— (PCFVd-8/6Pospi-R) DA
Amplification PlotiZ3WNT., CtEA3SLANTH V. H>DMelting
Curve® " — 7 HENKIBACHHE TH DL EITIE, BIEEHIEI L, 250
FMEONTNDPDOARDREET HIGEITIL, BT 5,

) TagMani%

SYBR GreenibiZ KX B 2=/ "—H LT T 4 <~—THEoHF > 7 ik, LLTFO
7% 31T/~ 9PSTVd, TCDVd, TASVADFHFERH) T T A ~— « T —T %M/ L,
A aA ROEEFRET 5,

#3 TagManiElCHW D YA oA FERIAT 54 ~— - 70—7

vArAR £l HRE] (57 -37) BN
PSTVd PS-F1 GTGCCCAGCGGYCGAC
Yanagisawa et al. (2017)
SM-R1 TAGCCGAAGCGACAGCGC
P3R [FAM] CCTGCGGGCGCGAGGAAGGA [ TAMRA]
TCDVd TC-F3 CGGCAGGGAGCTTGTGGAA '
Yanagisawa et al. (2017)
TC-R2 GCCGAAGCGACAGCGCAAG
TC-P2 [FAM]CTTCCTTTGCGCGCCACTCGAC [TAMRA]
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TASVd TA-F3 GAGCTTCTCTCTGGAGACT
TA-R3 TCGCCCGGAGAGCAAC
329Pospi— -P2  [FAM] ACCCGGTGGAWACA [MGB]

Yanagisawa et al. (2017)

- HE
Yanagisawa et al. (2017) (ZFC& OFIK 2 /=354 . Threshold line
A — R b= 7 VIEE L, Threshold line®DfEZ WD T A o
A FOLZAEITH0. 128ICFE L7ZBR, CHEMSBLL T ORMARZGEL L, £
NN OGE T TS ET 5,
kB, A= —ORISHRELMEH LcmE, HEEIcEE 284515
BRD D,

7 AREREVEMFEOTEEE

1) RBEIERIT 500 LWL, BAETA a1 RBKRESN-5E 2188
L. REHREGETC BRI Z 1) 5,

2) F= MIOWTIHEL, BEHL IOV TEEIBEZBHINT 5,

7)) BEIZOWTIHERZ RISV 5 HOEERINT D, VA A K
FEHEYT D720, EIETHIUIRFOFEII )b BT EOEML
THRMEZRW, 72720, fiiiz & 5 eEITkET 5,

1) B L X oEKIZHOWTIL, SMBOER (FHFFE, ZRIERIZEDS 2.5
e, B DhIUX, EEMEERIT 5, 7k, [NEEZOMZXITY A
24 NREDERSNA TS, ZOEEREICHEHNTES, —FT
BRI UTRFER OBMEICB W TR, A 21 FOREEKTICLY
BIEMEIC R D Y R N DT, HIESTEL T ENLEE LU,

3) KuAvA RIBEGIEMBIRT 2720, &% 550 L- RN % E
IRTRDPEE S 2551, R EICTFREZI L, TABIESAEOLREMH
X, R L ICEERIRE 1 SREIE SRR T N Y U AOKSIREIZ60RP L. iR
BTHZEICXVHEBEL TEMT S, k., BHEKL-SCHBEMN T L a—L
X, YA a A RIZHLTUTE A EZIEN W=, A LRV,

4) FEL7Z30EHE, SEtomMERIc L E e fIH (BREH B, 8B, 5H
) ARisk L7-3URHREEE (BIREERN) 2RI L7 BT, E=— 482 A
N, Bk dTH5FETI—F =Ry A% (4C) ITRET D,

5) PBIOBBGRAL, K% OEREUE Z 508k L - N ASE L, TR ek
Do

6) BEL7-aEHT, ol Len X Dl EICHE L, RmElE2 AN TRIRIC
B TS ITINAE L THIED £ £5:649 5,
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1) f& FAEMIC BT DI
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1. 2. 3 CLVAdIZHEELT- b~ (MiEfastZaten s
ALEED /R, b, Bk

4 CLVAIZE L7 b~ (Wi rsX)
D /NRAE,
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K5, 6. 7. 8 PCFVAIZEYLT- b~ b+ (ViEfadtZatnE)
ALEED/NRAR, AL

9. 10 PCFVAIZ/EY L7 b~ b (HEBLETIER)
ALEED /L, BREE Bk
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[X] 11, 12 PCEVd IZJ&YL7= b~ b (WG RTIRIX)
Bk, 2 ZF & PE D ZEREIR

e

B T TN

X] 13 /£ : PCEVAd IZJ&HG L= b~ A : 27 b~ b (WEWBHERTRX)
EALEED/NRAL, FEY IR O ZERE
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[X] 14, 15 TCDVd IZJ&Ye L7 b~ ~ (BhiEdadtEZatdini )
EAIZEDIRRE, b, 2 F &0E D BTERIER, HEY 2RO ZFEHMEAE R

MRoOZENE, EOHEL, W
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X117, 18, 19 TASVA TS L7z b~ b (BhEfadlEitsin i)
EOHK., #Hib., 2%

. ‘ .J,i
%120 TASVAIZEKYL L7- b~ b (WEMBLERT R )
O, Bk
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R 21, 22 PSTVA ICIRYE L7z b b (S50 1581230 2k )
B oML, WE GENLBND T L)

.. ; . 9 '
\- v

23 PSTVA TG L7- b~ & (EMGERTRIX)
KIE EoEL, ME EXLBNDLZ L)
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24, 25 PSTVA IZJ&EY:L7- b~ b (HEMDGERTIRIX)
EAPEDOHEE ERLBNDH I L)

X1 26 PSTVd |ZJ/&Y L7 b~ b (WE%BHERTRX)
KRIE MEIE ERLBNDH L), 27, Bk
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27 PSTVd c:?.é : c< & (WG P RIX])
W EXBLBNRAZ L) KOEDOTRO X

X 28 /£ : PSTVAIZJEYEL7- h~ b £ B2 b~ b (EWBHERTRX)
ROZENG, BIE, ME EXLBNRDZ L), 27, B

U
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TR LTz b~ b (B AT )
ke ERBBNDL T &), 2%, Bk

% 30, 31 PSTVd |Z @Y Lt,%fnbot (*ﬁ%l@?ﬁﬁ)ﬁ)
EALEED /N L, B Bk FELE
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33 PSTVA TG L7-én L x (WEWBL ¥R R X))
X o/ YL, B
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X34 F& 7B L L A PSTVA TG LB L X (FEBhE ATRIX)
HEXDOHK., Z 50, Rz
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