RE Y 7 X2 #HiLKRODP>TELBERIENT 1ILZ

(WA IVA $567% 4 1%, pp.37-48, 2017)

2. 7V A ZHATHENEINBITIUAMIVZAEEYNDIHE

ARHE &

SRR Th R RSEEZE 2 > 4 —  JWEWIEAIE WEDBRER 7V — 7

Wi A VADT<T 7 ANV AE (Emaravirus) 1%, 2009 EIZFEV. SN BT L VBT, 7
VB o TS END, ZHHO1IAH () RNAVANVADT V=T Thb. ITIT74)N
A%, B8R N LME SN TWIIHETH L, 1TV 7DEWA 7R, F< XD sterility mosaic
FEORFEIANATHLZ DO Lol 72, THA =T =7 Y AFMOERIZLY, #Hi:
BRI TIANVAMPRA LR SN, 7 AEIEEYIORE & BIZFHERROBHIED 51T, FF
R r ) AEEEZ AT HZ EDRWZENTW A, AT, HROEERSG BT T 7 A

WADFEEIRILE, TANZRT ) ABIXOBEETHEEICEL T, IhETIIHESIN T LA LI
YA Fo, HEROD VEMMPOERINS, Wil I IANVAEHEEINL Y VEF A 7Y
A NWRIZDOWT, Fea DT IV — T T o TV AN R BRSO W TRBAT 5

1L IEC&IC

RO EEEEIZ BT, RRIERIC X 5 P EEEILAE
M 600 FIVIZEL, 209 WY A VAIZLE S b DI,
FRECR CHEB L S T2 Y Ry A v 201z
ARG, TET(Rgs, BMndR B 505, nrTh
HERG I B FROBEEL D OO—2TH Y 2, FEE
FEICBOWTRBENICEE LR AV ADIT L A ST
%ﬁf%é”.H¢f%,ﬁ$%%tbfﬁbiﬁgﬁé
ANV ATFEE FEMPIEEN R AR T), 4 D OMERERG
i/ (e XA bEw ), RETIEY A0BRR (777 4
VHD), WETIR MY POFLIEER (F N 331V T )
RF2TYOEAZEHR (I FIF I uT7HFIvw) 2L,
% PHRGMETH D, HBURGE Y 4V ANOxfH L

ARG
T 305-8666
TS XSS 2-1-18
RS LR SEIE v & —  TRETTIETRK
IWEPBRIER IV —T
TEL: 029-838-8098
FAX: 029-838-8101
E-mail: kubotak@affrc.go.jp

HUR TN R OBRAEAR L 2 505, Zh s olidkE
AB5I~1 3 EMPATERALICOWT E, FRHRFAmE
PR LOOH L I LR, RIELE), EEWRFICL L5
A OIERIZ LY, BB 72D R R BT IR A
SNTWa,

KB THNT LTI IA VAL, TVF LT
BASNE, 77 =HE, BREF02IVEEL XD
TNEL, ARTIEFERT A2 LW TH Y, FDOFIE
BRBTENNETH A,

2.ITT7A4IVRER

Emaravirus JE121%, BFAT6E2RLTBY, ¥4
7 # X European mountain ash ringspot-associated virus
(EMARaV) TH 5. F7ZEIEZERD S Emaravirus
WET ALl SN EEEO L L, BLE 10 I EE
ENTVE, BRTIRINSGEZEDTUTLYTI I A VA
LIERZ LIZT 4.

IRIT AN, BHOWY T A VATHD N ARY
4 Vv A& (Tospovirus) % &t 7 =X 7 4 )V A F}
(Bunyaviridae) A WAL, BT LUELLEAETH.
LT A ADRGAY AR D © 13 TEF PR AL &
"), "double membrane bodies (DMBs)" & X 5, Bk
Ex AT HHELE S0 ~ 200 nm DERIRAEE TS S, b
ARTANARELRABFOL Y RO -T2 HT 57 1)V A
RFrdbDEEZOLNTVWD, KRIEEW»BHIE, FARY
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ANVADR 7 LA F Yy 7Y FIZHEEEL 7200 IR 3 F5 3
ahp
IRITIANADT ) ME1ARE~Y A F A (-) RNAT
b, EEROGEHPOSBEINDL. A VAEIZL - ThH
B R 505, SoEIE-IE LT—20% V7 H%
I— N3 5. 7 AlEEE Y 7 HOBEREIZ O W T,
JHH 5. Tk %,
IVTIANAINTNE 7V VLo TN EN
5.

3.7 =251 T

7y F =%, 7MY =H7 %= E# (Eriophyoidea)
BT 2Oy —HORMTH S, Wiz [7
T OEMEEND ZRIROBEEELEELIENSL I DK
Bhb, Fiz, (Y] LMENS, ErEBaeifipgn
WCEBEELLDLH), FEF= NEZ) FZOHH
WO HENTVDE DD L. KOJEREILY VHIKT, 2
4RO AE LD, KK 100 ~ 300 um, /EME 50 yum & X
bOTHNTHY, WIRTHNT 2 LIzHETH 2 Y.
TEFLT 4,000 FELL LA SN, A EHPHIE A Y,
LI TR OFRE 2 Wit3 5 2 EI2X InEL, SEEI
Wi 5 &, ERRFEO IR, &R L, HEEZL S
L, EOHBEIHRONIICESL. EANTHESL 2> T
WLV ZHHIIT MY M ESY S Fa—) v THES
=, 3B VYYD ke F By S b L.

T, TANVAARE LT, TT YA NVADIED,
Alphaflexiviridae Ft @ Allexivirus, Betaflexiviridae Ft @
Trichovirus, Potyviridae £t @ Rymovirus, Poacevirus,
Tritimovirus % A3 % & OH3d 1) 267, B8, Bl 993,
WRERE, RLAERICB T 2ERTLH 5.

4 HBRDITITIMIVZADRERR

LI, HARAOBREEERIGZIZBIILZY T IAIVAD
SR A R % ek E B X O EE FEIC B A EE
AR, ERAWEZELLIE TS,

1) 3L4LF, b7EOAS D High Plains Wheat mosaic
virus (HPWMoV)

1993 ~ 9542, T AU I OFEMGT TH LT FH A,
HYFA, AT R, TAYE, ATITAN, LI DOEM
DI ETIY (Zea mays L.) \ZBWT, 714 )V AR
RPN TZENTo, ZEDFE IR E 723 IRIBRR L, %o
ZALIC O N TIEFH RO L, BN L ELR, DV
GRS, T2, 34 F (Triticum
aesativum L.) T®, 1993 ~ U FEDT FH A, 74 57k,
B YA, aag FogEMIBWT, #1FE TIZ—H/ T
fi L T\~ % Wheat streak mosaic virus WSMV) 12 & % b
O LATE T ZIERDH N2 FERIZIEO BRI S8 F

(WA VA

D, BFA DO EEEAN LS Y. IR A S 1% 32
kDa @ % ¥ /37 B RERICHIE S 5132, @HEI O
BT ESEr S, ZHEELFF 100 ~ 200 nm D7 A
VAR F RO BRIRE & & 72 L, SeA i s % K612,
High Plains virus (HPV) & @y $4172 1) Maize red stripe
virus (MRSV), Wheat mosaic virus (WMoV) 7 & & T
TVt 910 Tk HPWMoV D& Tit— Sz 1V

WAE T2 HPWMoV 1E, FHIE R RO S L I oM,
Ty b, RIEANAFMET, RBICHFET S L
DHEREN TV S 12,

WAL 7 ¥ ¥ = O—Ff Aceria tosichella Keifer Td %
1B 3528013 wheat curl mite (WCM) &IFIZR, T4
FTHIET 5 &, HEOMEFTNDE X AARRLEILET| Z S
T OBHREBRTIIRA30% ORI E 725 LB v
VA E L TY, HPWMoV @122, WSMV B L O
Triticum mosaic virus #0432 HEERTH L. HA
TOSEAEITFER SN TV RS, EROKES TIEFER 26
SEVARTE 2 MR EEICHRE L, IAEANOR AT
HEW 2wl T\,

HPWMoV X, KE®DIZH, F—A b FU 7T, TILEY
F Y TOREDMHR SN TS B by Emavicsn
THI0.008% LR AP OEFRG L2 L SN
V5 19 HPWMoV ORFAEETH L =2 -V —F v FR
7T VIIE, BT Of A X A EIPR A T I
LTwW3 9,19,20)_

HPWMoV %513, 8 #i43ii RNA 25275 T 2,

2) ¥ XD Pigeonpea sterility mosaic virus (PPSMV),
PPSMV-2

< AR DO LAEENEY) T B X~ A (pigeon pea, Cajanus
cajan (L.) Millsp.) &, 77, W7V T7BLUOET
T HTHEM 300 T N Y L EDEESNTWES . 58 E
BEHFE LT, 20VIEEVSRPERE LTRH SN,
B FEICES T AL E o TOERELRERE 2o T
2 22).

X < X O sterility mosaic disease (SMD) 1% 1931 412 A
YRTHOTRRBREN, ¥4, AT A, Hm8—=)b, N
YU FEV A, Ixryw—TbHEAELTWE 2 JEEE
T~ T 7 A NVADO—FE PPSMV CTH 5. WL IzF~ A
X, oL, Eo#E, FE - ARAEBLOFEOH
AL - AN b Z &b vy, & & MEICRY A=V n )
5. 1993 4121 ¥ K, /8= VIZBWTHER 2.8 fFk Fv
AR DWERZELLLE, BBNCERER T AIVANRE
o T\WA 25 At 7 2 ¥ = O Acerica cajani
Channabasavanna T 5 2V, A CTAE LTV 5 A.
cyjani * L F < AR L 2E4E, 1HTH KGRI
40%, 10 BHT 97% & &R THA$ 5. £72, 10 HERD
Yitr, PRI RGE 1.5 B O S, 10 BERCURIE

BO6THE W1,
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3 = 5!
RNA1 - |\ pl: RNA-dependent RNA polymerase (264 kDa) C f==7093
RNA2 -t p2: Glycoprotein precursor (73 kDa) C — 2252

RNA3 === \|  p3: Nucleocapsid protein (35 kDa) C

RNA4 ==l |\l p4: Movement protein (41 kDa)

C

RNAS -l |\ p5: Unknown (59 kDa)

RNA6 =i\l p6: Unknown (26 kDa) C j———— 1216

R1 IVS9MIVADYG/ LigE

4F DU EFFAL 7 A NA (FMV) OF 7 2339 28125 L72. ORF 253Ky 7 20mizFk 1 12—5KT 5.

100% (239 5.

PPSMV-21Z, £ ¥ FOSMD 2/RTF AL T 1 —
T = Y AL IR E R, PPSMV & I3
FEOT<I A NVATHY, PPSMV L 1) b L WiFk%
FlEEZ$. F7-, BEEGHFALTIE PPSMV & O FE#EEGHE
DR SN, HRGkk L ) b EVER2RT 2.

PPSMV 3 & ' PPSMV-2 2* 5 13 N EN 55 X 186
D 4381 RNA 2SO 42 o T b 2520 PPSMV-2 O 43 i
RNAl ~RNAA 52— F$ 248Dy v EDT 3 )
MEEC%1X, PPSMV AR % & > 787 B IZ%F L T 39.3 ~
52.9% OELHIF—MH %2R A5, AR &1, WIZEET
L F T EFA T IANAK LTDIED 255 E—1k
(57.1 ~ 80.0%) %RY ©.

3) 41 FFEYA 794V (Fig mosaic virus, FMV)

2 IRAFTIIROAF TV (Ficus carica L) 1, HH
Mgz HEE L, NEIZED b o &b R A4
F o B D—oTH 2 2. BAE T TP THERMIY 115
JTINEESN, ERZFTHRL, FIA4TV—=2, Ux

LEOIMLME LTHMAENS.

AF V7 DOEFA 7 (F2) 1F, ZEERPES, SR
#Eb, VA 7, HREEL, REIOGERI N, WL,
RABROFERZEEE LD, 1930 ERICH) T4V =T
THRESNZODPWDTTH Y, EGHE21E 90 ~ 200 nm
D DMBs BBl E N A 2L, 7V =D—FThHr AT
2 E I EY = (Aceria ficus Cotte) 12X o TSN E D
EOSEIS TV B30 i g f L |72 2 K48 RNA 2
51X EMARaV (2 FE AN ME % R T3 By 2515 H
FMV L& fHF 57230, Z20%o@iricty, 6 580
TEASEREE ST 5 3139,

FMV X, 17227 OEBENREZD MV Iz, 7
D7, 3—uyX, TRYHRE, FEEEEIMTDbNLTY
HIFFETCoOMETREL TS, T BTy VE
PA 7 IANZARRE, ENTEEDHER SN TV LHME—
DITTIIALIVATHS. 2010 412 BARE THI D THER
EN7215%9, 2014 4E F TSR, RILE, SR, &
IR COFEPHER SN, Wik E LT, BeEwiROFMHR
£ FT 7 HET ZOEFIFEANODT T B 0
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4) RBIOI<Z714JLZX (RLBV, BLMaV, AcCRaV)

XA FTEDT AN — (Rubus spp.) 54T 5
raspberry leaf blotch disorder (RLBD) 1%, T2 5H15
N72IRET, 73 % =0 Phyllocoptes gracilis (Nalepa) |2
LOBAESND S, WA AFYR, T4 TR
WTARY 25— 2330 RLBD 23384 LE O H X
Mo LRy, WEESEESN, HlchixI714)L
AT& A Raspberry leaf blotch virus (RLBV) O J&4e)338.80
L7z, RLBV 251 8 iAo oTEBY), #Hild 5
L) IZRNA6 ~8IZHEWICHIE Ry /X7 HEa— FL
Tur 2 340

F UL XA FTEDT T v 7 X)) —=TlE, TAYDER
EIRFHE T EDZ A L T b yellow vein disease O i
25, 5O RNA %49 % Blackberry leaf mottle-
associated virus BLMaV) 2SR 2oh->THY, FEIEKE
SEDT VT AT A S,

E % B E & § 5 % 7 A 7V —"Y (Actinidia chinensis
Planch., A.delicious %5) T, BREBESERLERE (LT R E
Mo, Wik~ I A )V ATdH D Actinidia chlorotic
ringspot-associated virus (AcCRaV) 2% &7z, 48
RNA XS5 TH 5. HEOHEL L OTHEHO 5 2DHE
BOTHMDPHER I NN, 7 AV REG & i o KA
%3 L OB ERIIRHTH 5 2,

5) fERAODI~YZ714IVX (EMARaV, RYRSaV, RRV)
-y N CTHEBSE LN NTE I —

a8+t FH<F (Sorbus aucuparia L.) \2BWT, AL

R BREKEAERTED D, Emaravirus DY A THTH 5

(WA IVA 6Tk %175,

R, BENPROND .
B)FMV QA RTH LA F T/ EyHEF = A7 —N—12 100 um

EMARaV 8% R &N Twb. EMARaV i+ —A 1) 7,
Fxrd, AVz—TV, 747 F, FA4Y, a7,
IV = THRAEDHER SN TS Y. EMARaV D4
HIFERIRESN TR WA, -1y 8-+~ FIZ
oD 73 % =0 Phytoptus pyri Pagenstecher D kP
75 133 EMARaV Hifk i X ) ¥ 7 Fudsiei s iz 4,
T/, SGEIRNA G AR O 2o TWaE S, fiox~TF
ANV ANZEIGE L TRO LN Mgy v 7 Bx
O— F¥B5HAARY A VA TR > Tz ®,

TAVAREEZFEEE L, < AROIERTEIZEL VAL
OO E DT AT A hoNt A4 (Cercis canadensis L.)
7*51%, Redbud yellow ringspot-associated virus (RYRSaV)
DROP->TWE, 5E RNAIZS KPR IN TS,
BERICIVEGEL T, EOERHESPERELZEL S
7, BRI TH 2 9,

/ 435 (Rosa multifloraThunb. ex Murr.) D5 E T dH
% rose rosette disease (RRD) &, 7 A1) HHFTHAL,
R AL, RMLE A LT, &EWICHEL D] X
Z 9. 734 = Phyllocoptes fructiphilus Keifer {2 £ 1
BAENDZEPRMOENT WY, RRD 2/RT /AT
mHix, T<J %A )V AD Rose rosette virus (RRV) 757,
Dotz TRA)AEMTRESI NI NG D 114 > T
D9 H RRD OFERE RS 84 > T Wid T Tl £
NLAMI T RTEMETH - 72, RRV D48 & L T RNAL
~RNA7 272705 T 3 B9 RRD 13/V5 0 F 258 T
LI L, O b oxme R TW AW 2,
ANTE, BA, BE, PEZEES L, JeRI2iE 1860
FERIINTORARRERE L THLAEN/D, Lo
Tl 7 ECTHEREAL L, BERRAHEEE 7o T, £ 2 THE
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ZBkYV  ZBum

3 SVYEHLIIAINRAEBNBROIVYHESZ
(A,B) ¥ VEFERBICB T AL A BLOEFA 275 (B) OY V. WA ZHREIZEROBR, EOFELENLEL S

©C) v VEFA 7 I ANVADOREEK T OETHEMETE., REORLLBROVDIR T 0BRSS, A7 —)L 3= 100 nm.
D) v VHEFT=ZNEHEFEL TELLY VO SV

B) Y VEFTEATLY VIS = X7 —)LbN—1F 200 yum.

F) ¥ VY ey =oEEMETEMEG . A7 —)L/N—1x20 um.
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(WA VA

X1 BIVSYANAFIA—RTBELN7EEHEEMN
T AN AOWIRIEAR LR, ¥ o8 BOREREIIE 1 2 2H.
FHOHTIE TG FEE (kDa). HEAMEYRH S LHEEsnG Y 87 BFELx TR
protein EMARaV ~ FMV RRV RLBY  PPSMV HPWMoV PPSMV-2 RYRSaV AcCRaV  BLMaV

pl 266 264 265 269 268 266 266 267 267 268
p2 75 73 74 75 74 77 74 74 75 75
p3 35 35 36 32 35 33 35 35 35 35
p4 27 41 41 42 41 42 41 42 44 41
ps5 59 55 56 55 56 55 26 27 26
p6 26 27 22 58 27 - -
p7 54 22 36 - - -
p8 21 21

Wik —3E LT, RRDIZEG L2/ A /NT D%
ERLT—HICRRD 2 8IS, /A NT EHBEICEDS
D FFHAA SN, L ERFHEERIREBICRE S
LI LTS P

COENTA YTy FIZBWT, ERE{LERT IRy
e DY) (Arctium tomentosum Mill.) 725, <5
YAV ABEO T EFI DS S Tw B P,

5. IXTSIAIADT /) LBES LV
2N B O EREE

IXT YA NVADT ) LDOEIEREYIE, EMARaV B &
" FMV Tl 2 A& 4$8 RNA @ cDNA @ PCR Hé1ig & 7 1 —
ST X D @EE NS 2N DRSSy
ANVATIETA =TV =T AL B0 FHTH 5.

I T A )V ADSE RNA O, S F TICHRS
NTWBHPATYANATE LR L), A ~8FTH 5.
FNENOHMEIIZHE—DF VX7 EHFa— FERTWw
5 (R1, R1). =TT NVADT ) LEERHEE SN
55 RN TEOWEENDIE, T2 IANABLITT XA
A VA (Tenuivirus) & LM EHEE SN Y.

I T4 )V ADKSH RNA @ 5 K & 3' Kim By
DR 20 I TH Y, RNAIZ 7=V T4 VAB L
BT XA T ANVAB LRI SO Ny BV 2T T
&5, F72, RO 3BT OHE CEEICRESIN
TBY, ZXITIANAFEHB LT =Y 7 4 VAR O F
WITZXTANVABLUNS T T AV AEDOMTHES)
DFEAT D 5 3549,

I<vITANVADORNALIX, B 7kb THY, 5T
BN 264 ~269kDa D% YISV ETHApl #a—FL
TW5, pligZo7 3 /RS % & RNA-dependent RNA

polymerase (RARP) & #EE SN, 72X 74 VA D
RARP IZRfFE &Nz 5 200 F —7 (A~E) Z&THEF
LTwa® g~ %4 A (EMARaV, FMV,
HPWMoV, PPSMV, PPSMV-2, RLBV, RRV, RYRSaV) @ pl
DORTOT 3/ BEHIFR—MEIE 30.1 ~ 72.1% TH 5 .

RNA2 1385 22kb TH Y, FFHEEDH T5kDa D p2 &
I— F94 5. p2id, glycoprotein precursor (GP) & il &
NTW5b, Thbb, T2XYIAIVAROTLERT LIV A
OGP D HENEF — 7 (GCXLCXG) R, T XA oA
WALGLLRICTZXYIANVARDO NARTIA VA, FIVY
TZXITANABLIET T VRTANVADPET S GP & kR
DONEW Y 7 F VT F K NEABRESEAINY A b,
R ELEE, B X ONGL & G2 M oEE k1 b (ADDN)
DOEHNEE F M 2 Tw/z. EMARaV O Gl H o7 3 ik
FCHNXT 2 AR 7T FIUEE WG E Y V37 B
DIITAY Ty NE{T) &, FiEkME L GIRTEY G112
T G TEEDO/NY F (212175 kDa & 52 kDa)
PR Sz e, MRNT RO EL AL TYIRr S
NTWLIEPRIEESNY, FHSHEOIYT I AL
ADp2 DT I EREHIE M 20.1 ~ 57.1% OHEFHTH
28 LHLIYIIANAE, FALIANVABLY
TZXIANVADGP L35 TFHEENRKRECELRDY, T3
J BRECH ORI b v,

GPIX, "A VAR TFRAOIRE_EFE»EEL Ty
NO—=7OEHICEG T 5L 812, PARTAIVAD
GPRR7HIVVIZLBEMIHEELTwE D x5
ANWVADGP 25N H DRI R 72 THENIRFEHTD
5.

RNA3 %, #14 kb THY, 32~ 35 kDa ® nucleocapsid
protein NP) % 2— K35, T )VAONP DT 3

BO6THE W1,
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J BB 5 1%, 32D FEF — 7 (NX,SXNXzA, NXLA,
GYEF) 252 6, 8D T~ T 7 A )V A M OEH 6] —4:
13151 ~80.0% THHHH, 7=%¥ 4V ZAHHDNP
& O IE R 32540,

FMV @ NP iZ, RNA #&hE% 2%, %72, HPWMoV,
PPSMV, FMV O NP |Zxt§ 2 Pufkid, 2oyt
WTHSN 5 DMBs OWNEBIZHEIET S, VKX Z LT
0714 EZEZONLERIRIEST LI L0, FNARY
ANVALFEBORFHEER L DI EDTRIEEN TS 5659,

RNA4 |22 — F &M 5% pdid, EMARaV @ pd % & X,
WD 41 ~ 44 kDa O FEEE O, IR S 1L
72FMV O pd O T X 7 BRECHIA 5 1%, MHEMHEE LT -
THHWIETUSTE o723, 2%, RLBVB LU
FMV @ pd 7%, #NTEHA 77 4 )V ADOMB AT 5 ~
7378 (movement protein, MP) T& % 30K & [Ak1ZHTE
EEMEADORIELZ AT 5 2 &R, MBI K\ /2
Vx4 EXTANVA (PVX) OBITEMHGET 52 LN
TREMN, pd ALY T I AINADMP & #E x5 i7z 385960,
EHILIYTIANAD AL, ZTD2XKEEL, p1-52
DF30 T 2 RO, MW ANVADMP D95 30
KZ2A=/8%=7 7 3 —J&F 5% b DI SN/FHI DR
HENFZZEND, pdIdART 7 I —ICBT S LHEES
nCwa 60,

RNAS IR0 Eilx, EShEFbEHTHY, a—F&
NBE 878 (p5~p8) IZOoWT ORI $ 751
GTIRRWDS, T T AV A e SRS S h
TW5,

FMV X OF RRV, RLBV, PPSMV, HPWMoV, PPSMV-2
DpslE, FTEHENWTNL STkDamitzDy v 787 B
THY, BT/ REFFMUESBO bLE,. 22T
7 2 & TH A, RRV & HPWMoV @ p7 &, p5 I24f
LCHAEMEEZA L, RRV @ p5 & p7 OBEHIE—4 1% 53%,
HPWMoV @ p5 & p6 Tix 20% THh b (F1) Y.

FMV @ p6 1%, 7= 74 VAD RARP F XA »IZH45
2RISR %Y, F72, BLMaV @ p5 1&, EMARaVp4,
RYRSaVp5, # & U°FMV, PPSMV-2, RRV @ p6 & 12,
B R 26 ~27TkDaDy Xy ETHY, T I /A
1310 ~ 29% DE—ME R L, il L7z 2 KkIEETED 5
na 41).

RLBV TlZ, p6, p7 BL U p8 ®321%, N KK D
120 7 3 JERIZBWVT, H I 30 ~ 43% OELHIE—1E %
Rt 39).

HPWMoV @ NP % 2 — F§ % RNA3 &, BEfkIC & -
T2 FEOBTINELNTEY), #NLFNIZa—FEh
5% 287 H p3-A B L U p3-B OELHIE—: 13 88 ~ 89%
T?)Z) 12,21).

RLBV ® p6 & p7 13, PVX X2 ¥ — |2 AT B L v A
WV ADERER L OREMEE K S 7257, RLBV @ pb &

43

p7 %, PVX X7 ¥ —IZBATHETA NV ADERELD
JEEME A RS2, RNAYVA LYY v 7S T Ly
F—ifFEizonTlE, 77U 74 v L=y ar Ty
+ 1 (Nicotiana benthamiana % CHAT R fnT & fkf
Iy X BT L BB ST, HOtmE, ST
Ly —iEME TS 5 FE) Tk, RLBV @ p2 ~p8 @
WER S, Ly —iERIEED S b o 7,

6. VEYLIUIAILZR

v (Perilla frutescens var. crispa) &, HEKREEFER
BIUBEPEET, hETEELS 2SHE SN, HAT
bASCE R OB A S ¥ DR LT B L8 FR
ZIFMEERT ORI, HLZIEL, HEEF LN (KE)
ELT, RELR, HFLREHMED->FI0FELLTOFR
FRRE W, EBEYE Lo LFoLEREE4E 161 50
T, FLAIEERWICFEE R TEESINTBY, £
HHRERE L O mirEE 5,806 ~ > (EMIKIES - FR 26
AEFEMS T SR A IR TH A, REFEHIIERAIEO
ERET B XU, KIREATHW, KROERGTH, A
Bo®EEN, Wt &FENETH), o4 B TEH
HEROFHIHE HD L. L2 —KTOFER TS S
ZEms, EHMOREREZZAMBE LTOEHRS AT
5.

2000 £ ZA DL EAMEOF A NEBIZB T, BERD
BRER, EROFBIEALIZE b %2 ) #EiL, MROZEM R EOJE
RBREND L%, [EFA ZIE]EMFIETN T2 (X
3B). Fmms LTOF A NITRREBOEER ) S EEDOENE
TThDHI, B 7L o IR M EA T b
TLEH. EYA ZIENLTH L7 AEERY CIIIUEL’F -
72 TES, PWAMIIIZX O o2 BR O U7,

IR EESE AT 2 o~ 4 — & R, R IR ZEH
IZH720, T A NVADFIERIHE L T EREME X OV
FREEDORAFELY > TV OB 24T, R 2 535 it
VBHBEINZ NS, YTANVAEORETH L L TFHS
n7z. LhL, @WOBRTHEBEBIZETIE YA VAR T
BlEEINT, YV TOREIREEINTDLF 2y ) B
A 77 AV A% D RT-PCRIEZETIIMIM SN 2o 72,
Z ZCHRIMEED O R L7 2 KR8 RNA 205 cDNA % f#
L, 7ua—= 7 LR 2 E L7728 25, EMARaV
B LU FMV @ RNAL & UM A RTEASE SN &
S, FHI< ST A IV ADRGED b L.

K7 £ )V AP RNAL % 5-RACE BL OV3-RACE 12L& D
SRRV ZRET L E LD, BosHiosREERY %
RE L7 BT TIZEN 10 RO S EIREOBHI AT LD 7% -
THEY, ZNOIRWRFTIOMMESR, ~ 1 F AT
ZTN—D2DORFZI—FLTWwhr Il ey, TXI7UA4
WADGE BT A WE AR Lz, €612, KU A VA
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Members of the genus Emaravirus are plant viruses transmitted by eriophyoid mites. The
emaravirus genome consists of multiple, negative-sense, single-stranded RNA segments, that have
been shown to be highly divergent. Recent studies have revealed that emaraviruses are associated
with long-recognized diseases of world important crops such as fig mosaic disease or sterility mosaic
disease of pigeon pea. Furthermore, along with the popularization of deep sequencing technologies,
new putative members of emaraviruses have been reported year by year. This paper presents an over-
view of agricultural damages caused by emaraviruses worldwide and characteristics of their genomic
RNAs and proteins. In addition, our research project to prevent a disease of a herb crop (shiso, Perilla
frutescens) caused by Perilla mosaic virus, a putative emaravirus recently identified in Japan, is out-

lined.



