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FRAESE' kB BAY F &7 RER’ %ER"

(1. FEALRMPBI RAFAEY R 226, FIXAEY) A 92 R S S0 %, BRVE A 7121005 2. FEdb KA
Blagszpe, A TRESZIES, PHZE 710065; 3. BE7H 4 HH A FAA BT, PE2E 710068)

WE. AR RS R IR EFA, AFIB 95 F (Tobacco mosaic virus, TMV) i P A 35 4%,
A A F et AR sk 3T 1340 P 34T T Sk A E b I ik JF 3 iR 2wy P L2347 T SmpuaE
MR, SREAW. L 28 BT G H AR RS AP 26930 pg/mL BAR B R TMV &1
BT, IR 3438 70.44% A L B T 8% T F A KA1 0004k 69 ik A B b B AR AR B
Wy Ik B R AR P R T35 90.70% . xt By 15 BE AR B4 By 06 XA 358 et gk A LR 69 B LK AL,
0.5 png/mL Z 15 BZ 32 B 4L 4% 4R 37 TMV 12 2 69 R 32 R A AR s i T 25 T80 ; 2 1y 15 B4R Uy 4L 32
J& , B 3 84 K R R BR R R B e it B A B B P PL A K S PR 2B R 4R 3 520~50 ng/mL K E 69 & 3K AR
R LA R A7H) TMV Jm 3 2h e B @ 09 FGA AN B 35 B2 48 4 T A A 38 3 4R 47 AL 4% 40 it o AL
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Chen Yahan' Ru Binglu' Zhai Yingyan' Li Jing’ Cheng Julong® An Derong"

(1. Shaanxi Key Laboratory of Molecular Biology for Agriculture, College of Plant Protection, Northwest A&F
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Abstract: To develop novel plant-derived virucide, 13 species of Chinese medicinal herbs were screened,
and the anti-virus activities of herbs against 7obacco mosaic virus (TMV) were tested by a half-leaf meth-
od. Comparing with the ningnanmycin, Baphicacanthus cusia, Hosta plantaginea, Brucea javanica, Cy-
nanchum atratum, Picrasma quassioides, showed higher anti-viral activity with more than 70.44% inhibi-
tion rates at the concentration of 30 pg/mL. Among all treatments, the ethanol extract of B. cusia exhibited
the highest anti-viral activity with 90.70% of inhibition efficiency. The protoplast cell integrity was main-
tained after treated with 0.5 pg/mL ethanol extract of B. cusia. Moreover, the phenylalanine ammonia-ly-
ase (PAL) and peroxidase (POD) activity in TM V-infected plants were significantly increased compared
to the control. The expression of TMV capsid protein was inhibited by ethanol extract of B. cusia at the
concentration of 20-50 pg/mL. The results indicated that the ethanol extract of B. cusia might effectively
protect the tobacco to against TMV infection. Therefore, B. cusia could be used as anti-viral reagents in
the field.
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P B2 — AR 2T F 05 PR A L P A 5 A R
FEA M TE IR, HRre R BFA 112249
(Fauquet et al., 1995) , XA AR 9 fi A2 FE AR T
PR IR, A TR ZFR, LT A R AEY)
HRESTHAZ 2~3 Pl #EG I G (L1858, 1994) , 21t
TR B AVEY) — I 28 B4 R sy 3k 2004235
JC (HERHE, 2009) .

H RXT AR 5 1 B IR LADO Rl R Ak 2= B
168 3, BA PR EE LR R R — 2T
F, 1 HACR Z AN (B EESE, 1998) . BHE L
By 5 B AR NE AR 25 1) “ PR 238 K B ARy 42 i
HE AR 2R 2 B O, A BUW EE I AE AR 24
BT F B AR Y T BB Ak
i A S A= )45 1 (Zhao et al.,2015) . 20 14047
T U IR Bl WO JE R AL I 2 ( Tobacco mosa-
ic virus, TMV) HAMIHIVEH , bt 58 & S b
FEAE—FP RS I TMV AR Y AB RRAE FH A € D R il
ik 7 45 1 (Duggar & Arnustrong, 1925) . F LA
i MG TEA Y b FHRYUR R E Y . JaA
SEGiit, HATCHGE 173 Fh LA PR EEG T 1+
YR EUY (FEBEAHAE,2004) , R ELE P AER R 5
BEZERL TP R AR 8 R AR 20 24
o XA Y T BORART A A R A AR
P AR AR S A5 R AT LA S B B2 A e
2 VHTERAZE 2 RGN 2R AN 2SS SN [ 2 A (R
#,2016) , BN TER AR 25 v JEFIRD T,
HABERBmhR: , DRERS 5, 2y B fifk , ook B8 21k
SRR G A, BN AR AT R UK BT
FE A BE A ) 2R R

U EENG PR T R A5 175 = FELNS TMV R G4 1Y
TR AR N T RGN — R AR R 5,
PRAEAEY 7 Aot . 2R TN 2 RR A% 25 (phenylala-
nine ammonia - lyase, PAL) Fl i 45 1k #) i (peroxi-
dase, POD) J&AE 1) {4 P 51 22 1) B A0 il , 76 5 14 50085
B S By 2 K J5t 3R FIAF O 3R S50 AH DG o & L5
FEY) 3 3 5 18 s B A B L5 Y (Chakraboty et
al.,2009) . i EESP5THE [ (coat protein, CP) EZAE
FHAR DR IR Y) BRI, 5 TMV B R 258
BRNEF TR A F IR ARG 7R B I A D AR
AARE WAL, 5 E (2005) &L, 2 TMV 1
RNA & il I B Z 72 8 11 CP Rk i 23z 2 bii
TG PEY) B s TP, 5 A DG B R IR 1
T X B A B R 7 A S, D) AT ek A A s
e

AT TMV A FER AR, % 13 Ff ke L
B 2 AT PO R PR L, Ve RO BE TG MR Y
Hh R G EU) , AT TMV A= 1 08 e i A I
25 \PAL F1 POD 45 4 49 095 AH OC B 4 LA B %
TMV SP5E 3R IR 5 152 0, AR R HhUie e dLaE
DU 7 FTE A AL 2 4 AR P IR BT 2 7 12
PR ELR
1 #B57AE
11wt

Bl Y B RAR BB R IR KIW T A
B IhE TR B R AT R BT R SR
S AL 13 R B 2R A DY ACARAMBECR
PP s R 2GRN B BRI B2 A R YRR S
E BT (04 5 B S Ry R AL B

PR B R T TMV RS BERF 32 00
M Nicotiana glutinosa, 7 4t A7 Y 25 3 4 5 38 K N.
tabacum K, FH B VY 24 M0 B8 R R BT 4L, 7 1
IENET . TMV EH @k R b A RRRH R
X AR 30 5 A )2 1 G i S 2 (R A A A
Kootk |, 2510

7] FAL A+ 8% T 7 5 2 (ningnanmycin ) 7K
H e IR S AR W) Iy A7 FRZA W] s BCIP (5-1R-4-
AN - R ER )/NBT (U i 3 5 ) Jie ) (b €3
G HIRET A2 ML B e LR, A TAEY TR (|
)R A BR S F) 5 B AR R 1% 21 4 3R 1 .0.2% &
i . 0.6 mol/mL H &% i . CPW £h ¥4 i (27.2 mg/L
KH,PO, + 101.0 mg/L KNO; + 1 480.0 mg/L CacCl, -
2H,0 + 246.0 mg/L MgSO,- 7TH,O + 0.16 mg/L KI +
0.025 mg/L CuSO;- H.0) 41 %, , FH KOH ¥ i pH £
5.8; B YN E ot sl . Z2 DIRER BRI, A BT
INF LA PR A F] 5 5804R 15 33 25 .01 . Eporator Hi,
BEAAN, 18 [ SEATE R A9y 23 W] s DU-800 $841M306 0
FE1t, 3% [ Beckman /23 7] 5 SDS-PAGE HLKAY , Jb 5T
A RAR T KA A TR A
1.2 FHi&

1.2.1 A SRR BUR B H &

W 13 R BE A CE T 60°CHETRAR AL TR
1140 H i (FL42 0.45 mm) , FREUEFE i 10 g 43l
T 250 mL = A, A 100 mL 95% L1, 4
P B A B PR 2 b, IR TR, A5 IR
FEIY) . FRIC—E S A B ), A /D &
AEAR (DMSO )7 A INAZR IR E 25, A %
240.02 g/mL HAHPIFE AL, 4°CLAAEAE ]
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122 TMV ## 4k

2% Gooding & Hebert (1967) J5 i A5 fif 0o
FEFIT X TMV 7 4l, FREE Jemt kst
P AR A L R 1:2 A pH 7.4.0.02 mol/L fiY) PBS
(%1% p-Hi 1) , EiR NI R4 28
IS RIEM . BE 25 mLIER P 2 mL 1E T,
WS4 FE 15 min, 4°C .10 000 r/min 2.0 3 K15 5]
L VE, BRIR 30 min, 7 25 mL bR Pl P
IMAR A — ML a4 1 g, § 8 1 h )5 ,4°C .
10 000 r/min B.0> 30 min, 3 2 YLIE , #5450 mL 5
JIMApH 7.4.0.01 mol/L PBS ZWRIAMEIIE 10 mL,
4°Cit % )5 ,4°C .10 000 r/min £5.0> 20 min, 155 I
WD A T B TMV I 55
1.2.3 ¥ E GBI R A N

SR FH 2 iy B 30 0 v 24 R 4 B Y e
TMV i1 . BEFR AR KT % it Bl 19 5~6 1.0
M, 22 RS A TMV A B SRR AW
WP A 30 pg/mL 1 H E 25 4R UK (TMV FlH R 2Y
PRFRLE A 1:1)35 pL, i BRALREFP A 1 00065 8%
TR, AR AR S TMV , A
AT R A AL 2 U BT P8 300 A I TR 5 ok
R, B I 7K e T3, BRI A 1 b 3 2 Bt
T, EH 3R, 3~5 d I WA G A A7 1 A A B4R
B, A R 0] 3= O B A BEE - &b
PRS- IR BEE ) e} B YA BEE < 100%
1.2.4 L% BRI B SR 3R A KT 6%

BRI A —B01) 5~6 15738 A Koo FELAR , R0
WP R 30 pg/mL 15 A TMV FlZb i — S ALRE ) i
12 22 WP 35 pl, 43911 0.3.0.5 pg/mL f8) I 5 s 4
U AL BRAR S R, B4 39K, S d im0 B A e i AR
JiA, LIE /K A EREXT ]

FERR AL R A K REAT AR bS5 EURR [R5 007 i i
2 g, JH70% Wk 216 3~5 s, SR )5 1 2% IRA R s
W 910 min, fieJ5 TG ZK M 2~3 Ik, HBLTS
TR RYIRL 0.5 mm 422, 76 H A% 90 mm [ 55
S I P 8 A R 8 D A O AR, B A VR AR B URIM e}
A 1001, 26°CRAME 4514 N B 12~14 h, rha]#E
B 2~3 WK o A5 1 B T HE 25 30 min, 4 B RO A
RN I o 25 AR A oE A NS L B
RIS MR E A . TE BB NS, A EER
Z2 SAS B AR AR TEAS
1.2.5 I 35 BR 32 B ST AL 4 Sk A8 5% Bl 76 M 69 %5 v

BRI A —B01) 5~6 15738 0 Koo FELAR , R
He M 30 ug/mL B &5 A TMV /b i — S ALk 1

PRZZ WP 35 L, ZR S5 1 mg/mL A9 25 i e d B Ak
FRIEEL F A3 BIAESS 1.3.5.7 F19 K& M2 PAL
FIPOD itk I ERE 31K,

B4 A A 3 H 0.5 g, fn A 4°C T 1Y
0.05 mol/L .pH 8.8 HY AR ZE ik 2 mL £& 5L, kit it
JEE 2 A1 15 ,4°C .1 000 r/min &0 25 min, b5
M, —20°CARAE45 T . PAL VG PRI SE S B iy o 45
(1983) J5 k4T, LABE/NF ODawo (A5 4K,0.01 24 14>
il 1% 2007, 7E 37°C 464 R, 76 1 mL EgR 43 im A
1 mL 2R N 22 F1 2 mL #fREL , ## & 30 min, 285 VK
B IR I RE A A Y ODuso B . POD 3 P11 72
7% T2 245(2006) J 153617 , AR50 ODwo fH A2 fk
0.01 4 1 MRS BALE 76 37°C AR, 50 pL s b
A3 SIH0IA 100 mmol/L .pH 7.0 BYRERREEZE vhif | mL .
10 mmol/L i %8 4L & 1 mL F1 20 mmol/L £ 1] A f
1 mLE(E’:ﬁﬂJ/ﬂ , 15 SU“” 1 ‘{i’\ﬁ[ﬁ{lﬂq OD470ﬁo

PAL 1% P =As00x V/ ( VixtxWx0.01 ) ; POD 3 P =
Adsox VI(VixtxWx0.01) , Frft Ase 24 290 nm il 7 1Y
W IEAE Ao 4 SV B[] P OD B AR Ak | Vol BEfAR
VRRMASERL Wk it T A T AR ¢ Ay SR g s ]
W A,
1.2.6 L EREERG T TMV S5 G E A W%k

TMV A28 I 4 3R584S AN Ab B, 4353
FH10.20.30.40 150 pg/mL A [F] 9 J3F it Th s s i B
VI PR F L 1 d SR 4l & TMV I
/b T AR AR BB R S MR 35 uL HE P B 45 Ab B A
R A b BRI 3 U, LTS KAEXTIE

342 I8 Fraenkel-Conrat & Williams (1995 ) 1% it fig
A TMV AMTEH . B 0.1 g 2540 B A 0 o
R, AR RIS BB AIR , A 200 pL 4 B 22
& (50 mmol/L Tris-HCI,4.5% SDS . 7.5% - &
LBEFT9 mmol/L JR 2, pH 6.8) , UK F T WiF 5 5
A1, AEZE IR LA 10 000 r/min 2.0 8 min, B 4
W, A SE AR BRI 2 B 22 vl , 76 9k 7K b i #k
10 min, 10 000 r/min & .0> 15 min, & I 75 K 15 2
TMV Sh5e 8 A

Western EJ 3 43 A7 - #4452 1Y) TMV Fh 56 8 AR
i 5 5xSDS A ZZ v A& W 10 min J5 AL, 47
SDS-PAGE &l LUK o FEIKZE RS , BRI , VIR
AR, ZEIR/K MR fE 55 B 02 R PIRIZ 15 min,
P RIS B BRI NC B 7K 1 408 B A5 2 4% B b
I TE AR U AR 2B TSR FRL AL ) B ) ) <t
FH T g B ER R SR, FE UK 1.5 ho FEUKZE IR
Jii B NC IR5% #3154 Tris-HCI NaCl £ Tween-20
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() TBST 2% il Hh 58 120 =20, AT Ve e, B
NC 32 0 78 355 PR, 4°C 1 7 5 5 B8R A 7R
TBST i 55 B0 B 1 L e R p A v, 37°CHERE IR
FHRGIFE 1 hy FHTBST YEUA 5 UK, AFUK S min, JITA
18 B Y PLEC BCIP/NBT & (03, 25 I T e SR 5~
15 min, B 20050 55l BT 5 31 25 i (0 0 68
SNV G 1 SR R 2 B T K IR I AT
EiEpicl

1.3 BEESHT

2 BEREHM

2.1 HEHAEERYNARSEE

HE 13 FhAE DA R EEEE I X TMV A A [R]
PURTEEIE M, L g SEARTS BB AR KIS A
Ly AR AT 7 A R B BT TMV WS R & T
53.00% , LA BB PR B HT TMV 16 M i
461 243591 A 90.70% 1 85.23% , Ho vk J2 79 AH 1 b
T BRI R, BT TMV 36 P

RIS SPSS 17.0 A 180, i S 35051 oy 75.25% . 72.00% F1170.44% , 3475 T
FH Duncan [0 58 M 22 1 HE17 22 5 0 B PE A 1 1 00015 8% T 5 K FIFIPUR BEIG P (R 1) 6

1 13FEYIREIR TMV BTG EE R

Table 1 The antiviral activity screening results of 13 plants extracts on TMV

iLY] B FREARA, i

Plant Family Extracted part  Inhibition rate (%)
WIEA Rauvolfia verticillata JeAT kRl Apocynaceae & Root 58.10+1.71 Gg
£ % Hosta plantaginea H4F} Liliaceae 4> 5T Herba 85.23+0.68 Bb
KAF2E Aglaia odorata PR Meliaceae M Leaf 8.30+0.20 L1
BRI Cynanchum paniculatum B Rl Asclepiadaceae 2% Stem 63.50+1.94 Ff
% Cynanchum atratum BEER] Asclepiadaceae 2 Root 72.00+2.50 CDd
KT8 Cornus controversa IIZEH R} Cornaceae i Leaf 19.37+1.36 Kk
L3 Baphicacanthus cusia B} JRF} Acanthaceae R Root 90.70+2.31 Aa
M5 ¥E Tephroseris kirilowii %P} Asteraceae X5 Herba 37.50+0.99 Ii
A Picrasma quassioides AR} Simaroubaceae M Leaf 70.44+1.26 DEd
TIHHT- Brucea javanica AP} Simaroubaceae ¥ Seed 75.25+1.45 Cc
Y458 Chrysopogon aciculatus RAFEL Poaceae 4= H Herba 24.58+2.64 Jj
YL Lithospermum erythrorhizon 4L E Bl Boraginaceae 4% Herba 53.00+1.52 Hh
LA Spiraea salicifolia FFR} Rosaceae M Leaf 3.90+0.23 Mm

1 000 1% 8% “T* A & /K 1 000 times 8% ningnanmycin SL - - 67.40£1.10 Ff
FRBAE R IR e 22 o [RIFVEIRE AN FIR /N8 030 R 28 Duncan [ B 221546 50 18 P<0.01 FI P<0.05 /K-

22 5% {1 3% . Data in the table are mean+SD. Different uppercase or lowercase letters in the same column indicate significant differ-

ence at P<0.01 or P<0.05 level by Duncan’s new multiple range test.

2.2 DIEEER AR B R A Bk A Y R G

A3 13 A YA BB IO T TMV 36 M0
(455 R |, T AR BB T P F g, JIr LAk 428 1]
ANTr v B 1) b i R U AR RS, X TMV (R S A
YEAE BRI (E 1), 2558878, 0.5 pg/mL
b R AL PR S AR A e 8 &
AN, S R ERTE (J&] 1-A) 5 B4 O o s/ it
o A R 2, A AR D, B A
AR (T 1-B) 5 17 375 7K 6] B8 20 408 2 o - i 2 Joi R
PRI, WSS 2 S22 A R ERODR B A= R A, HE BRAR &2
R R (B 1-C) o 3 B I 4 B A 31 s ot
TMV 12 G i A8 B S A SRR AR, 78— vk
FETI TRl N, Bt ) W IR U RE s, (P Ve

2.3 D IEERIRENYI AT YR AR K B E R 0
2% 1 mg/mL 1 i B4 O Ab BRAR RS g AN
[i] FsF 1] 4 5 % i - PAL 1 POD TG PR B 28 4k , 45
WoR, M PAL IEE7E 24 h NI ST, 7 d ik
P, Ay 41.89 U-mg FW-h', 41 35 K %t BEZH 1Y
2345, N TMV AL BRAA 1Y 1.6 1% s Bl )5 F &2 ,9 d
DA PR A R TN BR A . T KOG BEZH A R 1Y) PAL T
PETE 9 AR NAEA K, TMV AL 0 7L
PAL TGPETESS 5 KIAFIIE(H, 2/ 28.94 U-mg 'FW -h',
B R 5 I KON B LA TR (BT 2-A) .
b 5 P AR B A B 5 S, POD G PEAE 7 d N — T
FTFHIR B4 45.78 U-mg ' FW-h™', Z J5 T, {H
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B9 dmH i TR IRAL . WKW IR R POD YR E 35 T /K0 B (181 2-B) . R W Eh iR HE I 5

1E9 d N —HZETHE . TMV LB Y48 5 POD
TEPETESS 7 Kk FNIE(H, M 28.52 U -mg' FW-h™', i

R = A X TMV B9 301 5 PAL AT POD 33 1 %5 1)
*H?\éo

AT R e 5P
! 6 ;.:\ .";‘" v T b e A - —
. S SR e %
@ R R o 2 e
s = K Y- Sk ,3}6&;’ S o
AR i N ;ﬁuﬁ"‘&\ ; .'/'-'ffg
Y - &« -<~,:¢.—i,'f§*$- 2 -
’ S ; P ‘(?L«\“'-."/"/ S :(' $
4 , NN e, 9 2 % -
% . é’ \"."-(n,'«."»f? & I ‘.ﬂ/ % i

1 AN[E) R BE B M P B 00 o A B R A S AR TS 785 (40%)

sEAl

Fig. 1 Effect of ethanol extract of Baphicacanthus cusia on change of protoplasts morphology of tobacco (40x)
A: 0.5 pg/mL HERARIEYI; B: 0.3 pg/mL DRI ; C: X, A: 0.5 png/mL B. cusia extracts; B: 0.3 pg/mL B. cu-

sia extracts; C: control.

—— TMV  — K Water  —— ILEEEEIEY] Ethanol extract of Baphicacanthus cusia
=~ 451 T 50 -
= 40 - 45 1

= i
Z . 359 =90
0’3 30 1 o =
£8 25 g 5 30
5 8 o & 254
- é 20 1 ~a 20
ﬂ a 151 iﬁ 8 15 4
i 10 A i 10 4
— a
< 57 S 5
~ 0 . . . . . , A 0 . T . . . )
0 1 3 5 7 9 0 1 3 5 7 9
el Time (d)

2 DEER IS MEE PAL #0 POD B M50
Fig. 2 Effect of ethanol extract of Baphicacanthus cusia on PAL and POD activities in tobacco
Pl B o P bR 2E . AN /NG F-BE 3R 4 Duncan FGHNZ M 25 TR0 7E P<0.01 1 P<0.05 /K P25 5 %% . Da-

ta are mean=SD. Different uppercase or lowercase letters indicate significant difference at P<0.01 or P<0.05 level by Duncan’s new

multiple range test.

2.4 SIEEERENIXE TMV S5 E BRI

i 12 Western E 73 A1 1 2560 TMV S22 i
ATAGIN , 25 SRR, 5 g K0 BRALAH LG, Bl 15
PRI FE RS /b 52 8 AR R B s, 2
WA R U e 1K 3] 20 pg/mL IR R R L 2
RS BN, M EE R 3] 30 pg/mL i, R &
WIS E 3, 22 5 B TR B 1 R S I A, SR )
WEEIAF 50 ug/mL I, Ah5e iR I AR R il DL 2
1 OCIE3) o PRI, 0 2 3 P U e A R i

TMV Sh5edk H IFA , I H A BRI AN .
0

10 50 pg/mL

B3 DISEEREUINT TMV SMEE AR
Fig. 3 Effect of ethanol extract of Baphicacanthus cusia on
TMYV coat protein

20 30 40

- -

3 iFig

H X T A 90 55 10 B I R B i Ak 24
T A% Sk TS Y B R VR B 5
i3 F AP B BTAE Y0 55 24 500 60 1 ) TG 3 SR EE
AIHGRAR D, R Z X 8 A Bk . R, JF
RARAREE AT RS R AR P TR R R A AR
E . ARBFFE LA TMV A B iR X4, X 13 b B 244
Py 1) B A U AT T e A AR 0 L L TR ]
Pt 4 U B VR Behs 8 410 B9 T 20 1. AR
Yot EREAE Ay T ORI M2 44 2 D6 BT TR AL
il BT T EE

Ko et al.(2006) F1 Li et al. (2007) ¢ i& , 5 % 2
B v 43 B R R 4 §55 AR B CHE O T LA B 2510
U TMV 3 M, A 57 25 L 3 B 1) i 1t 12 I g o)
TMV [N 20T 35 90.70% , FEREE T L F 258,
Vi s B U R TMV B IRIE R . A6
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RN, KRR U AR B AR B e PAL AN
POD P il 175 115 Fo 6 BREZH A A TR B2 B i 2 5, il
TG PR I8 3 e WA S () B () 35 SR 55 7 5K SR I Pk 2
TR, X 5% 5:(2013) Fll Zhao et al.(2015) 53 A
i N = 2 2 B JS IS AR A i 4G
FUARML. PAL FIPOD iX 2 FHEGAERE BTG Hff
AR E BN A, RS i (b —S8i S AUHUIR Y i
146 B, (1422 02 A% 40 7 A= H9% P (Passardi et al.,
2005) . A6 1 Western B3 43 A il 2 17 A [
W S TR U TMV A2 28R A B SE IR,
PRREAE B YR 38R, B Rk gD, &
PO, 3X 5 Li et al.(2007) F1 F- 75 (2014) 43-51]
FH WU 28 Jot 55 1 RNy 1k 2 55 2 I BE 0 )5 9
Western EJ3lb 73 i 35 25 S AL . AR IR B8 5% T
A [ e J3E 1% 1 i Tt B B Ak 3L A 6F TMLV 432 % 1)
B A FUARIE AR AL, 25 R 3R T 0.5 pg/mL By iR
HUp o R R i A R B D P T e PR i A
PR ML A58 X FEE N RESR R Zead B i
PRI b B S A0 A L - PR A8 R AR BT AR ) TMV
S HE 2 A e RGP TR KT R B
(Murphy & Carr,2002) , I3 5 7 3t V4 4K 15 75 i 46
M-9% 2% (Tomato mosaic virus, TOMV) ¥E3¢ 5 I6#
9585 (Turnip mosaic virus, TuMV) | K G5 FKHR
A% 75 (Soybean mosaic virus, SMV ) B HAEWF 5
A &P (Xu et al., 1996 ; Hong et al., 1999 ; Zhi et
al.,2005)

PO EE A 0] LA o5 B 7S ST 1 £
ST RE A, A 5 25 SR P 2 i e O R
HA W& X EA S FPUEER , N+ 21
BT L WA BB ) B O LR T — 20 T AR
o BRI IR SR RE R AN RE RS T R TE
LA 240 6L P %) S T B AN 552 i 25 3 48 L %) 1 AR
BIAAE K (B EPREEE, 2007 ) , L A B U0 i
A AR B GRAPVE R TR I AR AR IR AR 25 1
Rk, B R B RS
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