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BE . Ao i & 2 ek 2 20 885% 2 (Odontoglossum ring spot virus ,ORSV ) , 5% JA B 5% 5. 0%
"R M B (enzyme-linked immuno sorbent assay, ELISA ) F= K_# 5k — 52 &~ B 4% 4 R M. (reverse tran-
scription-polymerase chain reaction, RT-PCR ) %} >k B iT 75 5 4% 1 7 649 16 40 B A 2 & 4 ORSV )% F
JEAR 6 3 Z vt B A RTINS T, HF 454 GenBank P CARE 4948 £ B9 s L AT SR R %
ARG, BRET,HM T EZ EORSV i & F X 100%; B 3k 47 89 ORSV 4 & # 55 Gen-
Bank ' € 141 A9 B W 894 35 B2 5 5] — B39 1 94% v £, FT A ORSV %~ & 41 R4 1 A%
4, BN %A KR, R & B A 6 F o W24 1 56 A ORSV AR BF 18] £ -8 AR £ &
P EAK, F b ORSV P B & A B 69 AP AE 5 &M% %, 4 0.025, ORSV 42 B A+ #f = ORSV ¥ &
Jo i A BEZ R W AR SR B R %, 49 0.0244, AARFIIR R F G AR ORSY 4 B4y ah 4 £
AR FRRE A R B 4 B 4 AR B e AR

KR E 2 WERRE; FINIW; RARA W

Identification and genetic diversity analysis of Odontoglossum ring spot virus
in Cymbidium ensifolium in Jiangsu Province

Wu Weiwen He Zhen” Liu Xian Li Liangjun

(School of Horticulture and Plant Protection, Yangzhou University, Yangzhou 225009, Jiangsu Province, China)

Abstract: In order to prevent and control Odontoglossum ring spot virus (ORSV) in Cymbidium ensifo-
lium in Jiangsu Province, 16 leaf samples collected from Yangzhou City were detected by enzyme-
linked immuno sorbent assay (ELISA) and reverse transcription-polymerase chain reaction (RT-PCR),
and their diversity and phylogenetic analysis were combined with the related sequences reported in Gen-
Bank. The detection rate of ORSV on C. ensifolium was 100%. Sequence analysis showed that the
ORSYV isolates obtained in this study and the other 141 isolates in GenBank shared over 94% similarity.
The phylogenetic analysis showed that ORSV isolates clustered into one group with low diversity and
did not possess typical host and geographic specificity. Low population polymorphism was also found
among the different ORSV geographical populations, and the Indonesia population had the highest val-
ue (0.025). The small genetic differences of ORSV among different geographical populations were obvi-
ous, and the highest value (0.0244) was found between Germany and Indonesia populations. In summa-
ry, the genetic diversity of different host populations in different ORSV regions was very small, and
there were high similarities between different isolates within the population.
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2AE X L BHE Y R GERR B BN IR
I AL EEEH IR ME M ER S (CE MBS,
2005), #HE R Rl | ZARE AR R TR E
AEW FEZ MRz — (P K5 ,2011) . Z e F
AT e = B R R T R M A YRR
FHAEEE AN LA R L 5 R A T (UL, 1988 ;
] SHHT L 2004 ), G B i e — P ™ R A
LRGSR RS, R RPN Sk RS (B R AR
SUAFREIR , = E I A4 R IE (5 Sy A, 2004
E—#,2017) . HETRIM AL EEA 50 ZFp, H
WA )T G T )™ R T 22 PR B B (Odonto-
glossum ring spot virus, ORSV) Fll & = ¥ I 5 B
(Cymbidium mosaic virus, CymMV ) (F5-F45, 2001 ;
PSS, 2019) .
ORSV J& T HHF AL )& , S H fa 3 == 1k
i JoT 1Y) 2 B 2 — , 32 AL AL R OGRS [ A
45,2010) . ORSV {422 4L f5 , Homt F i BLERBE IR
SEBE AL AEREAR 050 == A6 A AT e AR B ek
#10,2015) . HAT, E AT ORSV 1= 4t ] i =
(T 2255,2012) KALH 2 (VLR EF,2012) A fiph>
CIRARAE,2011) - RARF =2 (T HEARFIRR [E 42, 2003 ) LA
RS2 (BESEHEA ) 2015) S A GRIE R 2, T %
T ORSV R YL 22 BYAH M TEAR D
RNA Jg 757 F AW 754 B T I is 22 1%
FRiAE AT LA KAy FAH B R 7 2y T ) B
(Holmes, 2009; 4 £L 15 45 , 2014; BL R 55, 2017a) .
A EZH SR R AT RS S K S A e
g F A B E AR Iy (5 BESE |, 20085 Holmes,
2009;1£755755,2010) . Z MR RER 0 T HEALE 204
Al , anH RELR 546 M 7% (Sugarcane streak mosa-
ic virus, SCSMV) (He et al., 2016; 283225, 2017b) .
UL 5 WAL 1L M55 5 (Cowpea aphid-borne mosaic vi-
rus, CAMV) (Wainaina et al.,2018) . JEHR JT4E5 £
95 B (Ornithogalum mosaic virus, OrMV) (Gao et
al., 2018) . B BE 52 9% 7 (Pepper mild mottle vi-
rus ,PMMV) (Guan et al., 2018) 4l *E 46 M5 55 ( To-
bacco mosaic virus , TMV) (Gao et al.,2019) SEF45
295 7 (dpple scar skid viroid, ASSVd) (X ¥ ¥
5 2018) MHENEZLNEE (Tobacco rattle virus , TRV)
(BiPRAE,2018) 4%, HATORSV W4T HE kA5 3=
FLAE RSN R 1 (coat protein, CP) 3[R 355 £
FEME DT T, A AR WT 5 (1998) BIF 5T 25 5L & 3 ORSV
T R 0 B R Y CP S PRI AZ A 2 LA K G 1) 2 B 1R
G5 H A Bk BA R BRI 28 S P05 A

[ /45 (2003) i 5% % B ORSV 4% 43 5 ¥ CPHEH
AR PRSF 5 KB EAESE (2010) A 78 45 S R BRAR YL SC
=211 ORSV 1Y CPAE A 7 37 [a] H & 43 B WU AP AEAR
o R TR IR , A2 T IR S [T R 97 9%0~100% .

oy B VL T34 ORSV ML 45 44 Fl 43 i A
fiE, T 2017 4EAE 4 M T R 48 16 1y B A #it ALk gL
ORSV Jii il AR A A = I A il SR P TRARIER £ 93 WA
J2 i (enzyme-linked immuno sorbent assay, ELISA )
IR 3 5f — 5 5 T 5% 401 I V7 (reverse transcription-
polymerase chain reaction, RT-PCR ) J7 ¥ X HigEf 14
W25 e, v B o BE X I 3047 7% 9 43 B, 4 2
ORSV #2432 5 H v 73 5 W) CP RN H Ry
G RGE K EW, BT RGO R WA  RGEK
Ae TEFEIE ) R AE i A5 5 TR AT R G 4
P, LAY ORSV BB #6275 |
1 RS A%

1.1 R

HHAHEY - T 2018 4F 2 A VLB M i 1L
735 L5 BT ]l DX R 59 T 2 A T 5%
I LA KT B IX AR 2 2 e PN SR 4R B W g AE it (i
DR PR 22 R FE il 16 1), T—80 CARF4S H .

B 7 A AL %% : MiniBEST Plant RNA Extraction
Kit,DNA % Ji¢ [R5 i) & . DNA Marker .pMD18-T
AR, EAY T8 (K% ) A PR/~ A ; HiScript“En-
zyme Mix,2xRT MIX, Green Tag Mix, B &% i MEHE
YR A R T KIGFFE Escherichia coli DHSa
SRS AN, w5t A TR FR 22 7] s ORSV ELI-
SA Rl &, B A AR A RA R HE
RN R E = Hrali, AG 22331 PCRAY, 7% [E Ep-
pendorf /3 7] ; Gel Doc XR+HEEHE A% R 4 ; 52 [ Bio-
Rad /A 7] ; DYCP-28A .DYCP-31A B kAl , b 57
—AAS) s TH-50 BUAEGAR , JCB) o S ikl g i &
A PR/ ] ; SpectraMax Paradigm R & X0 2 TR AL
352 M HL , & E Molecular Devices 2 7] ; TRANS-
ALIGN 43 B, R AW [ 57 K 2% Georg Weiller
HZ I
1.2 FHi&

1.2.1 #Zvt 7 ERNAJRFULELISA M

2 I8 MiniBEST Plant RNA Extraction Kit it 7
A UL AR U 22 i B BV RNA L R ORSA
ELISA il i 7] G % 8 2= A R A TG I 5 DA 2 T ik
B 20 min YR TELE U TR R A%, BCE BRUE S AL
FUREA AL, br A 5 AL b 2 I AS [R] e 32 1 s o b



440 S VLA 2 U S PRBE TR S8 AsHE 2RV 0T 747

50 uL; FEREASFL A SN 5 pl 222 kR 5L ELRNA,
TN 45 uL A SRR B ; 25 1AL A I i 532011
i 2s FIFLAR , b i FL AR AR FL AL AR 1 48
A BEEBRIC BRI AR 100 wL, FH B BB 52 7
fL, F37°C ol fEIEAS IR T 60 min; 35 F A, K
AT, ALV AR, #E 1 min, T A VERIR,
FHW K AGFAT, e a8 52 WAl 5 U s REALIM AR &
AR A B 4% 50 L, 37 CHEGIEE 15 min,
LA 50 pL 2113, 15 min PN 7E 450 nm i K A0 ]
SpectraMax Paradigm R & X 2 Ty G S FL 132 AR LI
FEAS LI R
1.2.2 32 FORSV CPABRT-PCRY 3 Fo /75| 2
K514 ORSV-F(5'-GGAGAAAGTTCCTAT-
GGCTGC-3" ) Hl ORSV-R (5'- CGGATAGTTCAA-
CACTATCAACG-3") (Rao et al., 2015) X} ORSV i
T PCRAGIN , 51 W24 T A T2 (L) e A7
BTG AL DA 2 i RNA I BEAR 1T I
B35, 10 pL S SRR R  HE22 RNA 2 uL 10 pmol/L
TW#514 1 uL . RNase free ddH,O 1 pL,2xRT MIX
5 pL . HiScript*Enzyme Mix 1 pL. J2 %% 5% 2 Wi 5%
PF:25°CHEH 5 min, 50°C % 5 45 min, 85°C 78 Pk
5 min. K3 RI cDNA AR HI 2 ER, T-20C
1RAE% M. BEJS #E4T PCR Y719, 25 pL PCR 4 14 {4
% :cDNA 2 puL. 10 pmol/L | FHF51 ¥4 1 uL.
Green Tag Mix 12.5 uL.ddH,0 8.5 pL., PCR i 4%
1 94°CTAEE 5 min; 94°CAEME 30 s,55CIEMI30 s,
T2°CHEAH 35 s, 3 35 NEHE ; 72°CLEAH 7 min, PCR
FEA EN F AL 28 1% BT WE R I L TR I .
DNA #E i 51 CR 751 &0 PCR 7= 9 44k 5 o b %
pMDI8-T #fk I, 7 A K FT 18 DHS o J8 37 25 41 g
H, B BRI A B AR A RS B e s oA
A SE Y o BEASRE S DDA 3 4 B IT A, A
BRI 5E 1) 3 45 e e P 91 58 4 — 30, ) H e %
E—AF AT 2 P9 S 3R 50 HT
1.2.3 &2 FORSV CPA K /3| % A st 547
DIJF P45 ORSV CPEER AL IR 513 16 4%,
FIF BioEdit #X 4 A ETARERE 1599 5% ( Bell pepper mot-
tle virus , BPMoV ) CP #£ K i 4 FH 1R Iy 51| (& 55
DQ355023) Ky b Xt 43 A1 Y #0245 GenBank H Ay
1411~ ORSV CPE:H AT IR 7 5 HEAT HL X 4387
SRR T 1 LU XTI (AR T IR F3 51) e LE A 4 155 1 2 0
P& 13 3, B A% 1 R 1y 3 FN 42 2k R 1y 41 R CLUST-
AL X2 il TRANSALIGN $k {4 # 17 Fb X} (Dayhoff et
al., 1983) . 25 HXTJE A RDP 4.0 805X i i 471

HATEA T, AL, R R R H
MEGA 7.0 #AFXF A 2 (10 7 5 AT R 5 & & W4
Br, R B 2823547 1 000 YA L3153 (Huson &
Bryant,2006) .
1.2.4 32 EORSV CPA B itt: % 547

ORSV Hur e [ wfi[E | H A (EJEEJETUE
TR N3k | OV 55 [ KM XA 2= 48 5 8545
B AR e H 4> B WA B 2 1 6 DR EFEA T8
2T . TR MR 5 BT 51 Z ]
(R3340 25 5 5 PR 2R MR FR R AR v LR R o B
FRIA R AR (B AREE,2017b) . — RIS T, HE 4
RNA 25 FIHE ) SR TR 2 RE AR AR 5 L T IR 2
FE P 15 B 48 1K (He et al., 2016; 5% 9% % , 2017b;
2018) . fifi F DnaSP 5.0 # 4 5% Fi A K W2 $k
(Kimura, 1980) 1175 6 1~ ORSV Bl (4% 2 2 #E 1
FEPR AR A ZAEPEFE AR . A Tajima’s D Fu &
Li’s D fllFu & Li’s FX 61> ORSV R 47 A
954301, #5 Tajima’s D .Fu & Li’s D fll Fu & Li’s F
RUE , BEHTZAE s % 2R EAIR P2 Tk
G AR R IEAE, W R B AR e e , AR IE
TEVE /L (Tajima, 1989) .
1.2.5 ORSV#H#f 8] it 1 5157

{4 Fi DnaSP 5.0 5 F %+ 6 4~ ORSV Fh it £ 17 Fb
e AL o AL RS AL 43 Hr . S Wrright(1931)
BT R RE R AL b RECF,, F=1/(4N,+1),
N, NIER L . K FH DnaSP 5.0 b K Z F1 S, =
AGEtaE o AT R [R] 3545 22 57, K AN R4 1Y)
BoaoE , 5P FIRIEIC G ; Z Rk g1t i S, i
gt M3 Gei R i MR . 0<|F<1,
2 0<|F,[<0.33 B, & B 2 A~ i B AR IE 22 0] 47 78 A0 2
LR ZE T, 0.33<| F|<1 i, 2 B 25 R A2 I A A1
o 2 N,<1 B, RIAFREAR 25 2 K A i AR IR AR
TCEAR AL AR , S (R AT R A A 548 434k s Y
N>V, FE PRI AT ARGl it A5 V5 A8 i VR 1 R B B
B A A A s Y N =1 I, RO TR E , A S
KT S8R AR . i@t MEGA 7.0 5, i
FH B R A AL HBRAN [R] ORSV 4325 ) Hb SR
A0 I B, e (] (035 1 1 B B, A T 1y
) ZFEME R A28 51T 1 000 AT (Ku-
mar et al.,2016) .
1.2.6 32 FORSV CPA R EHE N 547

BE#EHE J1 2 ORSV CP L AR R] L Z4E dN Fil
] L5875 dS Z (Bl He B . 1) DnaSP 5.0 34k H
I KSR ¥ (Librado & Rozas,2009) i BE R G A EH
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I A N CIEA - o o = I 0Bk & DR s B 7V AN
I IR T2l a0 ) 2 T 5 2 aN/dS=1
i, xR AL T P PR IR e v 5 25 dN/dS>1 i
IRARIEAL T IE e sl SR b

2 BER55H

2.1 #= FORSVIQNZERK CPEEFFISHMHEEEXT

22 ELISA K, 16 173 =4 i 4 FHA%: , ORSV
Kt %k 100% ; 25 RT-PCR KGN , 16 153 22 B i 34
P H93R15 767 bp Fr B, R R HEAH 100% . K ETIR T
51| $2 22 2| GenBank 1, H: % [ifi 45 2 MH397319~
MH397334, K385\ 9 551, A 5T BT 3R A5 (1) 56 3%
ORSV CPHENFFFIIJE N 477 bp, ZHEIE XTS5 R
N, 16 43 BHMERE 5 5 GenBank 1 B 4 19 141 4>
ORSV 73 B W) CP I H () K 4T TR 17 91 — Bk ¥ 1
94% ) I,
22 EZ FORSV CPEREEHMARG L BTN

TE T ORSV CP 3 [H ¢ 41l v o4 B0 HA da A
A AR . Br N R Y 16 3 HE 22 RE S Y
ORSV 43 %) 5 GenBank ' T % fili 1Y) 141 4~ ORSV
Iy B R BT I — A4, R A5 BRI A 7 S A
PR SPE(E 1)
2.3 E=_FORSVHhEf =R ZFES R

TE 6 AN FHEE T, ORSV i [ FhBE (1 4% 1 R £ #F
PEEAR, 24 0.005, 1% 5 H ASFHEE , ORSV ELJE JE 7Y
SV () A2 R 2 A d i, R 0.025 5 ORSV 1]
R RHT NS R AR T 2 REPERR R 1.000, H ASFH
T PR R Z BEPERCAK, M 0.500, AN [7) b BE R (]
ORSV {8t f5 22 SN UH S, JE W 0 Fp R i) B pR A £
e HAZ H R Z AV, 61 ORSV R Y Taji-
ma’s D.Fu & Li’s DFIFu & Li’s F¥ R 11H , 1]
X 6 PP SRR, FEED 5K 7T RE A7 AR A%
R 5 B E R ARG Tajima’s D.Fu & Li’s D.Fu & Li’s
FHIEEERBAY Fu& Li’s DFIFu & Li’s F225% 3%
&b, H: & ORSV Fh#E A Tajima’s D Fu & Li’s DAl
Fu& Li’s FZRARE(FKD).
2.4 ORSVH#EfEZRE DU ST

I 5 7 o B [ A% 22 S AN W 340, o I A
5 A () et A 25 5 0 o A S [
B HAFEE BN RV R A e 2 R B, 5
BN FEE R85 25 5 AN 2 BN Ah
FES T ERRRE B AR S 25 5 B, ST R
REIRIAIS S 26 S AN B s TR RN 5 H AR (EREE

JEVEEFPRE AL 25 5 0 2, S E RG22 7
AN G2 5 BV JE VU PR SR s A Y 5t 4% 25 7
ANRE, SH RG22 R 03 HARHE 5 H
ERVEER G 22 R 0 2 (R 2) . ORSV H AR H#E
Sy AR e R GBI A g AL 1k R AL
KF0.362, 5] ORSV H AT #E 5% 3 4N FhEE] 17
TEAT B LR A2, 8% o AR B A v 5 FLAR Pt (]
BRI e e R BRI (FR2) . ORSV H
AFPRE ST SAFEERIE RN N,<1, UiH] ORSV
H AR P27 AL B AR 52 (32 2) o 7 6 1 ORSV
Fff v, ORSV 8 [ A 4 R B JEE i 7 IV 8 22 ] 11
IR B K, S 0.0244 5 s AR5 BN R JE P I
P 2 o] ) st A% PR g A K, 4 0.0238 , Th I R 5
H A 5 [ e 2 (8] 9 3 4% R 2 e/, 43014 0.073
F10.084(F£3).
2.5 #E= FORSV CPEREEFEEHS

6 1~ ORSV FPEERY dN/dS T /INT 1, 2B HAb
Tk 1/, ORSV i [ R EAY dN/dS 18 %
i, 2} 0.176, 1 ORSV EJI B J& P4 . Hf dN/dS {8 5
#1, M 0.700(F 4) . X EH] ORSV CP AL TFHHXT
B RR mE R IER T, SRR 2 FEE 0
iR —2.
3 it

AHIGEXT R 47 M Tl e B AR BERTE R 1
16 3 22 it AE i 64T T ELISA FI RT-PCR £l
ORSV BH:AS H #2524 100% , F2B] ORSV 1E £ >% |-
() KA . AE 2 AEEE T, ORSV 5 CymMV
FERY 2= Ui i BRI AAR , IF B W A AE
BERPMIG 44,2001 5 521,2015) , A58
HiIok &I CymMV, 7] 582 i TR AEHL S SE P 28
HNTT DX, A S R B D BT s Y o AR R ) CP
DAL () (R P B AR R R o0 1 A . o e 5
(2003) BFFE 45 S F W, ATHE 45 M ARAS A9 7 25 4 2k
HZH ) 2 6], JEHSE: CPEER 3 22 18] AT 5 B 1)
[ WA . ASBIF5Y BT 3R A5 19 52 22 ORSV CP A 741
KR 477 bp, SCHGER 1414~ ORSV 43 EHI1K) CP
SR ZAF BRAINE H 94% LU |, 3 H R & Bl E 4H 07
Ko [AIF ORSV RGEHALRZE R IR | 3X S8 5 53
B RRT 5328 N B BRI () BF 32 R R
P A ORSV ] REAR IR T-H A A9 L —Hl, 7L Ak
T 2K B B) 22 fE ] A T
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%1 ORSV FE K AR FIZE RIS SHME ST
Table 1 Haplotype and nucleotide diversity analysis of ORSV
. . L . - AR Z R BAHREAEE

T Population Tajima’s D Fu&Li'sD  Fu&lLi'sF Haplotype diversity analysis Nucleotide diversity analysis
F [ R -2.655" -5471° -5.258 0.884+0.036 0.005+0.001
China population
ol o o -0.850 -0.851 -0.875 1.000+0.177 0.018+0.007
Germany population
i FE b -1.616 -3.105° -3.044° 0.890+0.024 0.008+0.001
Korea population
I -1.012 -1.116 -1.206 1.000+0.076 0.018+0.005
Singapore population
IV SR P AR -0.857 -0.857 -0.893 0.833+0.222 0.025+0.008
Indonesia population
H AT -0.612 -0.612 -0.479 0.500+0.265 0.001+0.001
Japan population

R R BB ERREZE o I 53 RN AE P<0.05 1 P<0.01 7K 225+ 3% . Data are mean+SD. * or ** indicates sig-

nificant difference at P<0.05 or P<0.01 level, respectively.

&2 ORSVH#EEEREBMEERERIN
Table 2 Gene flow and genetic differentiation among ORSV populations

Ui E s Wi

Statistical magnitude for e R I HHEL
i Population ¥ Population genetic difference Genetic differentiation . " ©"
coefficient F "
K, A A
rhE AR i [ P 2972 3887.978"  0.735" 0.155 1.37
China population Korea population
(n=66) BN AR 2.731" 1258.760 0.932" 0.089 2.55
Singapore population
T [ 2.495 1181.552° 0.942° 0.003 75.51
Germany population
H AR 2.038"  1119.171"  1.000" 0.606 0.16
Japan population
E[VEE JEVE AP 26677 1162.617 0.993" 0.127 1.71
Indonesia population
i AR AR 4.269 1257.306 0.893" -0.009 -27.69
Korea population Singapore population
(n=65) i E AR 4.097 1 148.520° 0.942° 0.079 291
Germany population
H At 3.633" 1 115.740 1.000™ 0.539 0.21
Japan population
E[VEE JEVE AP 4271 1131.936 0.986™ 0.108 2.06
Indonesia population
IR TR 8.424 26.932 0.582 0.058 4.03
Singapore population Germany population
(n=7) H AR 5.515° 23.435 1.000° 0.362 0.44
Japan population
E[BEJE P e 9.515 25.129 0.706 0.075 3.07
Indonesia population
P i HAFHE 4.500° 10.208° 0.875 0.250 0.75
Germany population Japan population
(n=4) [ Je P4 S B 10.000" 12.750° 0.708" 0.091 2.50
Indonesia population
H AT E[EE JEVE AP 6.000" 9.750" 1.000° 0.314 0.55
Japan population (n=4) Indonesia population

B[ EE JE VUM BRI D  NBETESY R o ne Sr PR 5+ A0 R R TE P<0.05 AT P<0.001 7K 22 53 .3
The number of isolates in Indonesia is too small to be calculated. n: the number of isolate; * or ** indicates significant difference at
P<0.05 or P<0.001 level, respectively.
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Table 3 Genetic distances among ORSV populations
g h Iﬂﬁﬁ# T R i Al e %ﬁﬁﬂb&%ﬁ'ﬁi Eﬂ&*ﬁéﬁﬂﬁlﬁﬁ%‘? HAFhRE
. China Germany Korea Singapore Indonesia Japan
Population . . . . . .
population population population population population population

Hh [ A 0.0121 0.0084 0.0129 0.0165 0.0073
China population
e R 0.0148 0.0204 0.0244 0.0126
Germany population
i E R 0.0133 0.0191 0.0104
Korea population
IR 0.0238 0.0152
Singapore population
EVEE JE P4 0.0188
Indonesia population

H AR
Japan population

R4 ORSVHEFHIEIEES
Table 4 Selection pressure of ORSV populations
it e A S 52 I S5 NS
Population Number Non-synonymous mutation dN Synonymous mutation dS

AR 66 0.003+0.001 0.008+0.001 0.375
China population

FoFE R 4 0.0110.004 0.030+0.010 0.367
Germany population

i E R 65 0.0030.001 0.017+0.006 0.176
Korea population

AR 7 0.012+0.003 0.027+0.009 0.444
Singapore population

E[EEJE VUL RE 4 0.0210.007 0.030£0.010 0.700
Indonesia population

H A 4 0.0010.001 0.000-0.000 /

Japan population

TR bR EZS . /2 A5, Data are meantSD. /: Not counted.

T~ ORSV FIHEAY FRLAL Y Z AL R A TR], 7T
RERAFIRED) AR AE KA 2 R T8, ORSV & Fh
HEAZ T R Z P EEUEAIG, 3R W] ORSV Mt 2 81k
B85, A H AL AN AR P B 2 A
B Z FEE (Holmes , 2009 ; He et al.,2016) ., 2l
BRPRAE (2018) R 45 S & B, ZE VLA 47 B TRV
HA B R A% 22 S0k | A2 000 0 B bl 25 A2 32
PEFEAEFH 5 Guan et al. (2018) BF 5% 45 S31E B PMMV
AbTF P E L B 75 ; Gao et al. (2018) W FE 45 R %
B, B 1) BE R AN 27 38 AR IR 3 OrMV (194 Fitk Ak
ORSV J& T 1l B AL -5 58 , 128 i B 2 PR 2L 3l
+ R 51, A8 7 /0 (Yoon et al., 2010; Gao et al.,
2019) . TEAHWIFEEEF & I ORSV R A2 £ ] vE %
JE 708K Sy, AH 2N [R] [ R 67 1) 25 8 e (B
ABAE 55 v, T EL A & B OH S 9 EE A A 3 T RE
ORSV TEA[RIHLIX A [m]2F R 1Y i54% 22 AR/

e AN L (AN e N P P U = B K Toh A ey b <1
BB A e 1 1 7 i RV 2 YA B AT
BRI i PR 25 A AR S IR T 3G & WML
(Yoon et al.,2010; Lin et al.,2015) . ASHFFT 45 5
ORSV it f& ZHEPE/IN 5l E FIAE SFrm s pp R 18
FRHEFIENBEJE V5 AP HE) ORSV A B2 [F]— 1M B
FIHE, 5 H ORSV H [EFWHE 5 5l [E FPRE BT Fh
FNEQJE JE V9 AR R] AN TE s AR A B A8 it o 3X
FRORRG RS PR ST R RELE A , A1 P00 5 22 46
MIEE -

28 BRI, AR ORSY CPIEN BEAT RS
Gy AT UERA 67 1) BE R R 7 J2 3K Bl ORSV #
FEEALIY EZAE T, 4898 T ORSV A [RIFHHE [E] Y
SRR, B 1 AN (IR 1] (%) 5 PR A2 1 O, 0T
HLORSV S FPsEE M= A EZE L, HER T
R E1 2 ORSV 43 B W /b 7 Jm 221 56 v il LA
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