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) WEIORBUC Y 7> TL, JEIROBHDEML A2 GTe L 5 1B T- 0 5 K DF5LE
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) BEU7Z3EHE, Bt oOMGRIC B2 HH BEEH B, BEUGPT, 5ES)
Zndk L7 aURHR . (BReeR) 23S L7z BT, B =— U ESIc AL, fiaik
THETI/—FT—Ry 7 2% (4°C) ITRET 5,

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

6) BE LB 25T 285805, Hoh LV L 9 ICEEICIE L, RinAl %
AN TRIRIZR > T2 RS IDNE L TRIRO £ E5M4T 5,

7) BEL7ZREE RRIRE T 5581, ERE (-80C) T 5,

AEEES
5 TR DR

X1 b~ FEORE BIFRFEEHZFEEEMRR)
(Y1 ZIER, =B - W)
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2 bk~ FEDOJFEE (R. van der Vlugt, EPPO X V)
(£K : 358, AKX EDOEH)

X3 bk~~~ FREDOHEE (Dr Andrea Minuto, Centro di Saggio, CERSAA,
Albenga, EPPO X V)

(REDOEFEBRE)

T SNRWEOHEER
24 2 Pepino mosaic virus (PepMV)

Jedh, TnASE AL

A s HEEANRERE, A ATy, VU T hva  TANLT R A XD T,
WE, A=A RIT, FTUF, FTRR, Xy, AL A AT =—F
VALY Fxa, Tuv—T RAY ANCHI— TIFTUAR TV
VT, SNF— R—=F R, VT=7, B FVT#E M7 7V it
fE, €Evva, 7AVAERE, hF¥, =77 KL, FU, ~Ub— A
Frva, =a—vV—JUF

B . 27>, b~h, XE— /) N A g%

/\jﬁ& .
1) BRI
Ry H— (=)L RF Olpidium virulentus GRIRE) ka7 )
W2 K D Antlk, T RYE, KBARGE L OBl (BEWRH) (BN STV 5, &
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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 (CMitk 1 » A L) (24 1 mILL EERT 5,
2B, MEMXIIERIERAHER LLTWVWO T, TEAHET 26 0RIC
W2 Ehid 5,

(AR 515 K O]
1) &R, LREORAGEY O T bE L BT, it a2 RE T
%o TeB. HEHASIIFHEEFENTRY BECRNE I ITEET D,
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. MMOIFEL BT AHZENHELY, ZDd), HKE
E&mﬁbf f%ﬁ&fwé%éf%of%\%é@%mﬁﬁﬁkﬁu
IR FRRE 2 BRI UGB R T2 & Ehi - 2 L B3 e, — 7,
L%@%P%WTT FER OFEAERFADFIFE & RE B D, ﬁhﬁ%%
MIRWIARY a2 L TWDHE, PRI HIEROH TR 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 A FTm-2a, Tm-1 O\ Tm-2%2 495 fLfE) Ot
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 REBEESE
1) b~ MRESNFEIZIIT HDToBREVA A T T /VEEOPEFERERIZ KL 5 EATZE R VR
EOHRM (X277 M) —W A ZFERLT)

X1 %A 7, RiE X2 e (FERYY)
(5L7FE : GCR26 (+/4)) (5L7FE : GCR237 (Tm-1/Tm-1))
X3 EY¥A7 X4 VA7, RE
(Tm—1 B 5L ) (SLFE : GCR526 (Tm—2/Tm-2))
X5 Ev kL M6 FEv kL
GLFE : GCR267 (Tm—2a/Tm—2a)) (Tm—2a YA E S FE)
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X7  EACEEOIFHE (Tm—2a BATARSEE (KK hfE))

X8 FAEEDIHM (Tm—2a BATASEE (= fhfE))

9 EArEEONRE (Tm—2a ARG FE (MR ATE))

10 EACZEDOHE (fLFE : Rutgers (+/4))
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2) b~ MZEBIT DToBRFVOHFERERIZ X 2 ORI EMEHEFTRK)

11 FEOEY A ZIER

12 FEDARIERER

13 BEDFABAER M OSRARAEIR
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3) MEAMCEIT AToBRFVIC L A F~ F D%

14 IRENTOKOENE, 5T 15 W OEWFA TR
(¥ 14: © Heike Scholz-Dsbelin (LWK NRW) and EPPO 15: © Prof. Salvatore
Davino and EPPO)

16 RFEREDOXZ () MOREOEGH (F)
(/£ : © Camille PICARD and EPPO 45 : © Dr Aviv Dombrovsky and EPPO)

X 17 RFEoO~—T7NGENR () KOEE h)
(/£ : ©Tuba nur demir and EPPO 45 : ©Dr Raed Alkowni and EPPO)
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4) MESNZIIT D ToMMV 12 L D I5R

18 ToMMV IZ/&Y: L7~ b~ kDR
A EOEFKLEOZZH, B EO&HKE, C £ELEOXZH, D FFEBE
(© Sui et al. 2017)

19 ~/VF 7L w7 ART-PCRIZ LS ToMMV, TMV, ToMV &% Bk H
(© Sui et al. 2017)

122



(ZDOMEE) XIS OFFENF ORI -T2 &6 URL &R T,
« ToMMV [T HAREGL LT-= > R O¥EE (Zang et al. (2021) D e—Xtra Fig. 1)
(URL:https://apsjournals. apsnet. org/doi/full/10. 1094/PDIS—02-21-0280-PDN)

5) 2% ToMVICEAWHMEE (LX=2T MY —H 4 ZEERTR)

X1 20 ToMV @ Tm—2a $THRFNC X B EALEED 2 ZJER
(Tm—2a BT A fE (CKREMFE))

X1 21 ToMV @ Tm—2a $THRFNC X B EALEED 2 ZJEkR
(Tm—2a IR AR (P 5L FE) )
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22 ToMV @ Tm—2a #THRMIC K D EALZED 2 ZER
(Tm—2a IR LA (P R 5L fE) )
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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
T ANRE 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 © AXA 2 Fxz
bk kE
hEk : 790, Axa
5 EAEY)
ToBRFV | #H5f5+ : b~ K, M A Z 3 (EPPO.2020)
BAEET ST T O, A XBRARXF~DBRIEGLN 5T
%, (EPPO.,2020)
Z oM [ENTOPERRBRICL Y AAXF, XFa=7, NUF R
v, b~ MEFAFE (Solanum peruvianum) . 7 ARMHEEL (44 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

125




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 Ws, LLFDO L H 7 hRE T A L
AD— RS BRIFIER B EEBEZ NS, Ik, WY A L AOERFIELREIX
BN 5L TR,

BRSO AR STed, BRRE RO T O EBICHRE D,
TEMIO# THIX, HEPOEME S OBREMR L, VA L ADORELE

L%,

HEACIKBE Tl DB B T A WV ADBRNEL LIZS K7D DT,

TR DIVTZAE O TR TR ZVEZ D,

MY S OFFHHLZE LRV,
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79,

PEAMBE Y ME D TR O C, FIRARICA L - FRRITAm T LSS, iz, %

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

FIFEE 35 CIIBEE O E HBEEZ1T 9,

WIECOFFEEZ O, AR THIVUT 11EIX F~ 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 ZRA L, @URIREICHRL OO AT 5,
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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
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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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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

2 Favl ITBITLHBER
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2) RyFH—=

M3 RXvF—= T8I DHEMER

3) Aoy

B A AZBIT HIRERER

(ZDOMEE) MEFOFHENE LN ->72Z £ D IRL 27T,
7) ke b, “EDRF ¥ (RyF—=)
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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 :/\
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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
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