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4. 74 04 RIARDOFERH

= % E B

BRI L

T AT A FIENERBR 1 AR RNASBIEART, 8B OImERIHAE L CHEERL, 10
MTBARHEF & TH L TRRZT SR, 22— e fEe A5/ va—T1 7% 404
F RNA &, WEMEICEIG S 250 T, M0 ISRk O RNA ik, 751 s EEdin s &,
Kk 4 72 RNA BERE & AT 3 2 DB A8 R E o T b, ARETIE, HrLwo A 14 FRHORAT,
DFELEEEEIL, TLTU A0 NERTHEINL RNAY A L2 vy 7 MR SIS

B i O A %

FLOHIC

AT FIZBEAEMSNTWSRNDIFEALRT, Hit i
R L, BRCEIaEEE b 226V, oK,
y X BICEERE N A 15 E 32— F L& 250 — 400
X7 LA F FOBRIK 1A RNA T, HBAWICTA VAL
B3R5 7 T ADF T A VAR EAESIT SN, ICTV
WX DI ANVADONHEE FFEOREIET 2 8 (family), 78
(genus), 28 7 (species) IZHMHENTWE 2, KAV
A a A4 N (Pospiviroidae) ® 7 4 1A Kix, 5 DDHrE
R A2 TR SN BHEIRD 2 KEEE2 R L, BICH
¥ 7 rh {547 4838, (Central Conserved Region ; CCR)
AL, BISHOY (nuclear) TIEXFFAIT —1 > 74
— 7 LR AR THEET S (B, T
A4 u A4 FE (Avsunviroidae) D74 14 KD I, Bisy
DAL TARIRD 2 K2 L, IR frsidid i o h
BVDS, Ny —~y FE) R A 2 ORFEN %A L,
BN O EEREA (chloroplast) THFRM T —1) ¥ 7% —
ZIVTHESZ (R1). w1404 N, EEMlicE AR,
T8 FE DG RIEEIMKAE L CHEL - L, 79 XET

T 036-8561 T ARULEARITH ST 3
CINi N =t ta Ry Rt

TEL: 0172-39-3817

FAX: 0172-39-3817

E-mail: sano@cc.hirosaki-u.ac.jp

A~ —% %l U CHEBMBANMREA L, 28 CThIEES R ©
WU CTEGITHAS D018 ke LCOEEMIM
2T, INSLTHRLRGTREEZF>7 4104 FiE, RNA
DBLEE L IRIEYE, MR O RNA #i%k, RNA 51
fLEEEBICZE &, B4 2mE — BB 20783
L7720 e R TchbdHAH,. AfaTlx, v/ a4
FIRFATOBUR, w14 a4 K7 LDk & 5Tl -
WEHEL, FLT, A0 FOREMEE RNAY AL~
DU TRE, ROMEEEET D LI A 0 FIFEOH
REFA LT,

I. 7404 KRBITORK—FZIET 1 O4 K DR

74U FIIRERE LTHERREINZDDTH LD, &
TOTA A FPEICHR T ERITHLITTERW, &
LA, %L DA, 7404 FIZREERI T L%
M FICEG L CHARR CfEfit LT 5. 41 2.1E, Hop
latent viroid( HLVd) — & v 7, Columnea latent viorid
(CLVd) — 2 )V & & 7 ( columnea) , Hop stunt viroid
(HpSVd) =7’ R - > ¥ - % 48, Peach latent mosaic
viroid(PLMVd) —EE &8 FEA% R JH, Chrysanthemum
chlorotic mottle viroid (CChMVd) — K& $t® % 7 S,
B SEBEEREOBIL LTHONRTWS., ZORE, 71
0 A NIIEEISRFNIRELEEZ 52 2 WO s LT
Wb T hrotz, EBE, 7RI h ¥ Tl
THE N TS MEDITE A LB HpSVd % &
HEBOT A 04 FIEELTWS Y, Ly LEE, #ik
IR A N, A REBIG AN e B e HUZ L IR O TN 5.

Potato spindle tuber viroid (PSTVd) &3 ¥ 4 1 €
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spindle tuber IO IRE T 5. AFwixdbk, Bk, FM
D—iB, TV T O—E % EHREH TREDED 5N LD,
HARIEZZ) =V —=rThb. ERNNORANZRKICH 72
O, FREEERE IR E S UV AIE OSSR E o
TWh, KIFIEFERLEY v 1 EORAEEZHbNTE
7278, 1988 FEHNH A T v ¥ THERES I/ EE N~ b
Mo A a4 RPRHENE LHITRY), BMOHER
Citrus exocortis viroid (CEVd), PSTVd, Tomato chlorotic
dwarf viroid (TCDVd), CLVd 7% #0714 1 4 N2
HEng 0, RgbkiIbi 4 2RO HAL, %, AHIRIE
REDIRIRERL, BYRLEEL TH-72. 2006 4, It
YRR A T 2 TEIEER O A a4 FIRESER_ S 1,
S5 F =TT N~ M5 Tomato apical stunt viroid
(TASVA) 'V, NV F—pE b~ + 705 PSTVA?, + 5 » ¥
DEE AR EBEMY), bbb, N—XX—F25 CEVd,
Brugmansia suaveolens & Solanum jasminoides 7*% PSTVd,
Cestrum sp.2> & TASVAY , o+ F » ¥ # Streptosolen
jamesonii % PSTVA, Fv =z & N4 v jE Physalis
peruviana & PSTVAY™ 7 Epsiib S, BRIN b o> i
FEWNCHEBDORAE Y A 0 A4 FOEG LTl L TwWhb 2
EDVHO DRI o7, TNHDOH Y TANDIZEALIEAT
#xakt (Gesneriaceae) &+ A%} (Solanaceae) \ZJ& L,
FEREGE T SN2 b D TH Y, Brugumansia 72 &0
BUEER LR L COMBAEN R o 72190 UL, &
NOEDORAET AL 1A N, 2 PSTVd % TCDVd it b~ &

7404 FOBERERNXR

RV v HAFIERET L LWL WA TR L, SRR
MIREDIER & 7 5 72017, BIEEREY 72F OFIE TR
o0,

P BZET 404 FORATFRIMEE ST, 1~
R gEk 1, 2 LTHARNDIER LEED B T
%. HATIX, 2006 44RO b~ Mgk L
Bk - WAL - 2 FEBRERMRD S TCDVA 25980 The &
N7z 20 EHkp Sl A & N7 RRET-OMEY & % 2 bh
TWab, HFRPOH I < il LT 2 BB A ek
A OA NOBEMEREE 2V BLZ L, 4FTIEE
AEBBEMEINTI Do 2GR TICEb 7404 Fii

DZEFEMTAT, VI ND 4k, BIEOMILE 28 LTt
WLELRFETDH 5.

I. 7404 KOEBEERRITEDFELE—5FERRVER
PSS HICE N [Fy TRALREE] OER

A0S FIE—fICHBEARCEERE AL, 2hen
DFENE— DB I BIEEHOEYFE R G T 2HRETH 5.
L2L, kX Hic, —#ow A oA Nl |RE R
BIEALTWA L) ICEDLIS 1010 JhEkHIE o EIEY
Orua—=)N)E— g O, &b Bl O RE i
DERBPLRETLHEEDOZWIC L > T, 7404 FHKE
BOEZUEEEME) T vV APKBEICHERALTWS S
YHERTH LY, mBEBOIAE, BWEEST LWEE
BREIEICT AP BB A EABTEEI I E 2D, Zh
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VR B 7 e RS & D REAR DS S S 1 - AL Ll
Bl ET, EWFENICERELRER YD, EBIL, -
272 1 HIEDOBEIRIZ X o TPSTVA 237 N2 128K & &
Bt Lo PNHE SN TVE 2B oy
cachexia i % #2 Z ¢ HpSVd Z AR 1 HiIL DL THei
DAL % 2V, Apple fruit crinkle viroid (AFCVd) 13
VIO TRIE, Ky TR EREER TS SR T4
LD AL NTHEN DD WEE, LTSN D
AFCVA ZEARIIRE ) 2 E TR SNz b, 2
D2ODBEIEYET D L) 12> T O DFERITRND
DEEEINTVD, LaL, Ok RS
REFECIR O NI bIA T N CIREES L, $FskAe%s
BAEFZREL TS — ARFE S TGS 2D,
Gago 5 (2009)%) IZEMMETHE S 27 7 v oA oA
FED CChMVAd T hL 7y ay, $hbbo 4L A
RGO TOEYEO R TREDZEEZK (Mutation
rate ; 0.0025 £ 0.0006 / site / replication cycle) % >
CEERMELL. LT ARXNNEL ) v AT 7
A0 4 FRNADZO L) REEOERICH 2 5 HE
*ETAHERD L, HEBOIPKRICL) AL ZEROER
FEHV N WEEHEET L2 b0 LEEEINS.
FEE, 2O THARDKR y THEIZZ2ImE L CRIEAT
L7z A8 FiF—hy 7RILRORERKZHEL 2 & &
HiyE L, HpSVd OfF E#IciBA ICB$ % 15 EMIDH
72 BT HAL R A EER 2 AT 2 5 722, kv TEALHO
JEK ™ A4 04 F— HpSVd 11384 2 AREEDFIEL, &
v TUSNZ, TRy, hrFy, BRE (FE, AEELR
&) ST A, BRIV L2, KAREE, O SHES
A HpSVd ZZEARIZIIBE I 2L E RO 6N 5
TEDND, FNENOMEEICEGE LT 5B TE I #EIn 0
WERE L TH 7B EE2E L TENPERNICEE S,
FAEEIHEIY 2 AREEREZ TR L TRZDDEE RS
N7z, Ky 7HBUBEREE CHRD K Y TIZDA AL
LIRFIZ-7-DIxF LT, ZOMDIFGEITIEGEL T b
HpSVd (3R OB IR L S oA/ L TwWAb, $hb
L, 7Ry, BrEy, AEFEICKGELTWA HpSVd O
ENDE v TIRAFESSAEOHHE (B4R o723
DEFEZ LN, 2T, FRO4AHOAREE (kv 7,
TRy, hrFxY, AEE) »OHEEL 72 HpSVd 28 Bk
Ry TR S, FEURGRIREE TR L, AR, KR
912 HpSVd Z it sraE L, Tk HpSVd DIRSEEZS 5 % fig A
L7z, ZO#ER, 15 FOFHEGE D I £ 2o HpSVd
PRI RE A& SRS U7z, BRI, 7RI 9540
BEL 72 BARIZ S ) L D45 25, 26, 54, 193, 281 O 5 fH
FHCEIDZER 2 B U C, Hie BB R b L7z, Bk
WIS, ZOHA U AR R Y TS B
U722 R & A U - R BAR L RIS 25— 3 L 721 3H Y
Th <, OROEERNS v THIEEE CRiT L Tw b %1t
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A5 o EE S - EF HpSVd £ 8k & b esic—5 L7z,
Thbbt, HROEKER Y 712220 & L T34 L %1%
DIFEWAS, 7 R 7RG L TWwier A a4 FIER L
7o EHBERNICHBREN DT THS.

B -+ e ST IME SN IEA (5 S RPN AR
BEZEEEIBRAL, BEEEICH 2 2 WE 2 i, &
TEEALIS X B LWER AR L 200 X D RO Bz
AT DB LT & v, 71 84 FOEBEATHE 2
T&72. 9494 N7 L0LEE T 52 81, #
HITA L2 E S I THRIT L T b 7 4 B A FIFOH
R YR M S 2 T 5 L TR TEERHERE 2> T
X7,

M. 7404 FOREM - EIntEEg &
RNAYALD T

M— 1. WHEREHEERNAYALLIT

A UL NE7 ANV AIETROBEROF TR SN, F
JFRE LCOMER» SIS NTE 220, 74V ADA
FIEAE T A IV ZNTEFRDIFIL L) A X — T —fI2E
ELTW/2, oL, wAaAf FIdMED Y v 87 BIEHR
#d—FLABRWVWRNAGFTHDLEWIMETESL, H
CHEEE—T by, Bgxizs “/va—741v7
RNA” L ADEZ B R TE7-.

A aA FOBEEFELREEL, BRUER, 2=—27%
AR T N — U2, REEO R B R A A 0912
VEH L 72 BAR D430 % FE 123 S T & 72, 1980 4R442
12, PSTVA ITftEENB KA Y A0 RO A4 F
GTE5 00/ N A4 TR SN (RI2A), Wb b
“SEEE R A A >~ (Pathogenicity domain)” & % fFiF S
ToREI DR X o THRIN IR OB E L B 2 L AR
EENZSU L L1990 IR > T, KAy A 1
A FREDOGHNS, MOREE F A A VIR DR ER D
R BC L RITT 2 L ASR S 3 33),.34,.35.30 vy
A 84 FOREMRIITERO R 5-$ 5 2 05 50
2o 7.

=k, A0 FORTIHEED S THEICEAL T, v
A 84 FIIEFOEF 2 BETRACEEL RIZT o
FHT RNA F7- (Regulatory RNAs) & L CTHefie L, #5545
ELTHEMZ D 25T LDEDOEZNPS, Y404 K
PO = — 7 4y TSRV ERLY (B0 132 ORI
D A R AR S T X 7257 2 A8y
RNA B D2 T-HEvk & RNA — RNA #2412 & 2 R 2
SMRTFHENZZ ETH DS, 20014, 7404 FH%k
NHERNANA LYY v FFEREE AT 52 LB NI
ENsl, HEORNAY ALY v 7L ORED S
AL FOREME ML &L & T HRAEDIEL 7.

I—2 JA4O4RNFEERNAYAL YT EDO9
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55 60 %

A PSTVA2:RBELBER AT

GUU  UUCy U
ca  Avcuc
|
314 286

Tien Pathogenicity

B PS]I/d 5ILEBS

GUC  AGG GGC
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240 212
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160 200 260 300 340

1e+05

TR
Se+04

Oe+00

—R#

-Ge+04

C1FRE

1e+05

Qe+00 Se+04

Number of matched reads

-Ge+04

-1e+05

PSTVd Eksb=b (Rutgers)
PSTVd4EEM small RNAs7O771)

-1e+04

PSTVd B&s=h (Moneymaker)
PSTVd4$ 289 small RNAs7OZ771)

X2 404 KD2RBEETIV (A) £ 04 KEEMNY FERBEICER T2 7/04 Ksmal RNADOZO7 71 L.

(£) b~ MERTE Rutgers (&) b~ k&I Moneymaker

K458 small RNAs

Itaya 5(2001)%® (3 PSTVd ¥ b~ k25 PSTVd I24F
R K 25 X7 LA F F(nt) D small RNA Z# i L,
PSTVd 2SRNAH A L V¥ v 72 dEs 52 L 2R L7,
Papaefthimiou 5(2001)% % PSTVd &%: k< b %*5 PSTVd
Bo%) & AHFE B A 7 22 — 23 nt @ small RNA Z#H L,
PSTVd OB THEEH(RY — AL ¥ 7 (Post-
transcriptional Gene Silencing) 2 #F E I N 5 Z &,
PSTVd #5419 small RNAs (LLF PSTVd small RNA) &
T A UL FaTOfkA FIRO T 7 AL ~ A F AHOM
BICHRT A EEHSPIC L. £512, PLMVd g
EE & CChMVd &S+ 7 205 b # 21 — 23 nt ® PLMVd
55X CChMVd small RNA 73 S 20 BIBFER O K 2
¥y AaA FRZTTRL, ERMARERDT 74 7 A
o4 FEtwAof Ko Aof FEERIGRNATF ALY
VT RFETLIENHSNI o7 RNAY ALY
FIHEWIHIKDO RNA L 7)) 2005 H %555 7200F
M AT L ThH2HWA2.43.40 2 g0 4 FASERYAEY) 12
WELICRNAYVA LY D V7 REHET LI ENHL I
bk, RNAVA Ly vy fal FOMEEH, H
2740 FHFERNAYAL 77404 RO
JE TS BRI TRENCE N 2 S T ard s S .

T, WEMAR L 5 PSTVA & U° CChMVd AR T 4
O A F small RNA & & 2% &I IR S 7z h%@ v id
HOLNT I Ll by u FERTHES L
574104 FNsmall RNADOEREEITY A 04 FOpEEME
DEFF LR L EWwEEZZ SN, L L, RNAYA LY
v 7SRRIV R e B AR TR BN Ch H T L
YERBT AL, R HEAEMNEREGETH 7404 FR
Pl B (ZE ) (BEHIRY) S8 2 7 4 B4 F small
RNA #A4 L, R 2BETHIEMETERICTHL, &

ELTELLWEEHRBICEALTREEXH L. $72, U4
O A FFHFERNAYA L oY v VORI H oM S 12 KIE
THEEIVAO, F—EHEOMAE TRL MDD TT
72, BIAIE, WBORL: B ASBVA g7 R A FHl#kIC
ZZENZNRAR S ASBVA ZREAEL LTB Y, Y
b > ASBVd B2 |2 HA7 L 72 ASBVA small RNA i/ 0
WSRO 5Nz, —J7, 220 CEVd ZRRIEG L 72
T X5 (Gynura aurantiaca) \ZiFEINS RNAY A L >
SUTIETA U FOWBEICERE L o, X512,
ASBVd 2SR IZER L7727 R H Fillik2 5 ASBVd small
RNA 2% & g, %12 PLMVd & CChMVd 73 12
LOFEELZWEEREF 72O 7m0V /84 R
small RNA 2% S0, §hbb, EYHkhoy

#2797,
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a4 FiEEL Y194 F small RNA &= D i O
THBRIE, BEORNAYA LYY v &ALz A0
A N BOE 2 small RNA 25B5-¢ % al etk 2 /_e L ¢
W5, F72, PSTVAER M~ FOFEBRRT, wAf0oAf F
small RNA OEREAER ML BE L Tw2 L 0w
YR HC PSTVA &G b~ b D ETZETY A O A i
DT Z20E ) g W BR»E SN, ZRITET - T
PSTVd small RNA DEHMABER SN2 2 &40 7 Ehaidh
BN, 7AUA FOFEEMEE RNATA LYY v 7Ok
ARG DL L ICHMET, w4 a0 FEEEOMAEDLEZT
T, BRGFRNIC L > CTH R A REMEARIB SN T X
7z, FLENE, PSTVA &S b~ MIARK - EFE3 % PSTVd
small RNA O #9281t % RNA 7V 710 v b 3 THAT
L, BEgw o 3 Tid $9°5% 21 nt © PSTVd small
RNA 75&FE L, 5698 L72JEBISECIaM 21 nt & 24 nt DA%

CEH 2D small RNADVERT AL LWL
48)

M—3. 7404 KR small RNAs DARIES -7 T
> AR E A RIREE

B, 7404 FOWREEELT RNAY ALY v 708
BEhbE DLz, EYEHETRICERT A7 404 KN small
RNA OEEHEHELTHOMITAZEZHNE LT, 71
T A K small RNA O ¥ — 27 =0 ZEMHEIICHED S h
TWwa, ¥, fekMoy —2 10 A2 X > TPSTVd
&g b~ b 484950 CEVA g b~ b %Y, PLMVd &4
EE 2 HBB DK A T4 F small RNA A5 S 7z,
A3 4 Fsmal RNAIZ21 — 2 nt MBS L, w404
FRF-DWLODPDRENZMEHE Ry ARy h—DF
TAHM I~ A FAGIIHERT 5 I EDPHL IR 5Tz,
X502, Kty —2r =12k b, HpSVd & GYSVd-
LICEMEY L 727 F 5 PLMVd Y€ € 54 55
HpSVd & #4e 3 = 1) % PSTVd [&%: N. benthamiana®
DAL R—HEOHMAETY A4 B4 F small RNA
DRBMEY — 7 TV AR EBS N, KBy -7
Y EHNTTH, 7 A T A K small RNA IZW L OhDK
N ARy MEE S KEICAE LS Z EDPEERS L, T
AP~ A F ABICHET S 21 — 24 nt DEKER A
ADGFREIBHE SN, LarL, WTFoBaTh, ¥
AU A FOrTOERME LR LT WHEIEE Ay M AR
v MR T IR 2 B A H YT, D Dicer-like
FEEDY A4 04 Fsmall RNAESKICEHSE L TWAE LD
25N FEOFEO R T, Martinez 5 (2010) %
\&, HpSVd IZJ8&ge L 72 % = 7 ) DR & 32 fhEkE il h
5 L 72 HpSVd small RNA o 35 2 E 5] & 48 i % g
L, small RNA ASEHEE~B BTGS2 & ik X 5 e (2 3
RAREAR Z DA R L7, Mace A a4 F—
BEOMAETEHWIZKHEY — 7 v AfFfCHTE 7
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—OOFEMEIL, 7T ABHITHRT 5 b DL~ A F AFHIZ
METL200DOEN-ELEVETH L. FlziT,
GYSVd-1 =7 K Cld~ A + A$HA 75 — 70 %, HpSVd —
T RYTCIE~ A ASEERA 67 — 60 %, HpSVd —F 2
) TCld~ A F R§A55.2%, &~ A FAIEE L. —
Ji, PSTVd — N.benthamiana TIlZ7 J A D65 %,
PLMVd-EETIE 2HOMENDH D, 1| TIET 7 AP
70 —50 %, b9 1#HTIEHIB0 %, & 7T A$HMMESE L7,

FE, PSTVA &G L 7- 2 WfEo b~ b (Rutgers,
Moneymaker) % H\»"C, PSTVd small RNA O KB >~
— 7 LY AN R AT %2 o 72 (G C#ART) . Rutgers 1%
PSTVd &4 TH # %= %L - ZEBEIR 2 /R 3 ol
Moneymaker [ZFEVIEIK L AVRE W TH 5. W55
5% 4 #5200 751 — K PSTVd small RNA OEHI 2555
L, #4134 small RNA ) — FEDO# 10 %24 L Tw
72. PSTVd &% b~ b TI3BE K72 ® O PSTVd small RNA
WERINTWEZ LG r5h. 1§56 172 PSTVd small
RNA EEHNE PSTVA 7/ 2D 75 A& < A F A$HDOL5H
W& A N— L CW7e2s, FNENO I ER 2 & i
DRy ARy MEEAR SN (R 2B). BRI,
Rutgers Tl 77 A§25% 90 %, Moneymaker Tld 77 X
BAASBT %L, ML) TTIA/YA FADRFEDIKE L
R oHlTHA, 7o, MHEICL->THRY PAKRY b
MEDELEY, F2BIIRLAE)IIT A FAED K Y b
A HE v M Moneymaker TX W ZHTh -7 (B 2B, &
Fib & d).—F, 7T AMD % — idj il e b 1Z1ZR—
T, 7 E M (Pathogenicity) fEIgE (M3 40 — 60 FAHL), Aok
47 (Central) 5838 38 (100 — 130 FeA3T) , th e A pE Ik
TER (260 — 280 FHAFUL) A&, A UA NOEE LR
PEICE B R E 2 BT R Y AR Y MAEE L.
R AR R B E PSTVA O 8 8 o f KEERE T
cleavage/ligation 252 Z A EES A T [V—7E] LI
BN EH SRS 2R T AR G0 5%
59,60, 61) vy 114 FOEHEE RNAFA L ¥ ¥ ¥ 7O
B TR S TAH R DIFITAE R ASEIR V. PSTVd
small RNA 1 20 nt L% 5 30 nt DL EF TEER Y 1 X
D FRETHEINTEY, FIC21 — 22 nt PR b %<,
24t S3FHICE o7z, Db, 7 A a4 FRGAEYH
MICIEBLWEOZHELZS A XD 4 134 K small RNA
PERL, TOMELFEEIEYOREL NV TRREL 2
EDHL NI o 7.

MI—4. RNAYAL2Y 2 T&FALET(O1 MRtk
ERE

7 A4 1A F small RNA & Bk O ffr & Z5o 7 7

O—FT, 7404 FORPEFEIICRNAYF A L2 v 7

M54 2 EEMAVRR ENT WA, 9, Wang 5 (2004) 6

7 LD R S EGe M & 8 S 972 PSTVA A~
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7 ¥ Y RNA % %8B 2 3 b~ M2 PSTVd s &
BLL 728 - BEBFERDS BN D & & 25 L7z, g0
%\ PSTVd BeHI CIRE S 5 2 & © PSTVA B O
PN OTHL. Thbb, BEERLZ b~ Mkkdh
THB L7 PSTVAd HEDAT E Y RNADRNAY A L~
vy T RFEL, PSTVd iy % 5 fE5 5 L4k, Mo
PSTVd FUELH % & 4 5 E8{n T O3B % BHE L 72 &
TX50DTHsb. NF/va—F4 7 RNATHDLY
A 04 FOREMEZFHATE 2IEH BN LI TH L,
PSTVd $EHI % &4 L, PSTVd &g CRILEIME T
DREEIETDIAE SN TV W &, Wang & (2004)62)
AEH L 72 b < N RO T3 #A1: PSTVd Hiblo
AR S o2l L B 206, &5 L RS
DBGEENLETH B, —F, TOREEE b~ N R
Jl #L#k 12 % & 0 PSTVd small RNA % E i &/ L,
PSTVd Bge kit 2 R 2e 05, RNAY ALYV v 7%
FIR L 72w A 0 A N4EFUPERE S H 0 0T Bk T T & 72 69,
Carbonell 5 (2008)% 1%, CEVd —¥' X 7, CEVd — b~
k, PSTVd — b~ I, CChMVd — % 7 OfL&ET, &7
A B4 FRNA & ZNEHMMALETEHT HEE =D 2 R
S RNA 2 REHMET 5 L, w4 04 FOBKGEDS TG HER
MICHESINS Z & ZHiE L7z, il RNA 7 A4 Vv ADY;
40 LERE, RNAHA LYY Y T a4 L2y 404 ik
PUME G O REMEASRIE S T WA, 72, Gomez 5
(2008, 2009)%0-67 13 HpSVd |2J&%: 7= N.benthamiana
DIFEEFBIAT RNA #AE RNA F1) 25—+ 6 (RDR6) @
WIS A 2 i L7z, RDR6IEZRNAH AL >
> 7 & small RNA OAESHBICE G 28E L LTabsh
Twh, 22Ty A0 FORBIEIHE RNAS A1 L~
VYT OMEMDTRIE ENTBY, ShOMERHFLRZE .

EEH— (O FEOFAT, iRl eS#0RS

TAUAL FIIMADY Y7 GiERE - FLAW /) ¥
I—F4 Y7 HRRNALV )2y Thb, EICANENLE
¥ WA U CEEE S EEALTBY, &
WA A G I LW A FBREE IS EID AL L 72 255 R
MEREE R S Twab. E4FE, PSTVA % TCDVd 124€,
KENLRAET A0S VRO A 04 KPS, 5FCTRHEEL
ZEZON TV o lzF ARR A T 5 3 a BHBIEERE 12
G L CHli il L, By A u A FIiAT o ekt
b5 LTWwAh, INSOMEEIT R ERE TR
SAPNTIC0E - FIEL, BZMEOH T v A ER T
< M EOREYIEGE L TRENEET A LS 2 L0
HENTWDS.

AT A NG LS ERE IR L RNA Y A L
YUY T RFHEL, FNHIPRNATA L YV T O
By & 72 ) #8D Dicer-like DB % 1), 21 — 24 nt &
D220 nt UTF~30nt Lo~ A F—Hz &L SMEn Y

(VA VA $60% $H27,

LA ZXDBL VKDY £ a4 F small RNA % R4 5.
PSTVd &4 + ~ b ZEML &k b © PSTVd small RNA & 4
small RNA D 10 %I12bETH 2 E05, REDKRHFTH
EENTVDLHIIY B Zh)3EE 0 miRNA BRgIC &
D& B ERIZTOR, 5HOGNHPLETHL. L
2L, ZRCH b oY, BIREVWI LI, vAaf
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Current progress in viroid research

Teruo SANO

Faculty of Agriculture and Life Science, Hirosaki University

Viroids are autonomously replicating, small single-stranded circular RNA pathogens that cause
diseases in infected, susceptible plants. They are non-coding RINA replicon which replicate depending on
host transcriptional machinery and develop disease symptoms through interactions with cellular
components of the host. The small size and unique molecular structure of viroid RNA makes them an
attractive system to analyze molecular features responsible for pathogenesis, RNA transport, or
molecular evolution and adaptation to specific host species. Here we show the latest progress in viroid
research on new disease epidemics, molecular evolution and host adaptation, and pathogenesis in
relation to viroid-induced RNA silencing.
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