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Distribution of Viroid Variants and Their Infectivity
in Horticultural Plants in Japan

Yosuke MATSUSHITA

Summary

Stunting caused by Chrysanthemum stunt viroid (CSVd) is one of the most damaging diseases of cultivated
chrysanthemum (Chrysanthemum morifolium), the most important cut flower in Japan. This disease has been reported
in many regions of the world. The symptoms are severe stunting of plant height, reduction in flower size, and
bleaching of the flower. We assayed for CSVd in cultivated chrysanthemums collected from 10 prefectures in Japan
by reverse transcription polymerase chain reaction (RT-PCR) and determined complete nucleotide sequences of
CSVd isolates infecting the plants. CSVd was detected in 80 of 89 samples of cultivated chrysanthemum, and
samples from all 10 prefectures were infected. Five sequence variants of CSVd were distinguished among 21
isolates based on the differences in the nucleotide sequences. Variant 1 was most frequently detected in samples
from 6 prefectures and was assumed to be the predominant CSVd variant occurring in Japan.

A viroid disease causing chlorosis of leaves and dwarfism has been found on commercial tomato (Solanum
Iycopersicum) plants in Hiroshima Prefecture, Japan. Grafting of stems from infected tomatoes onto healthy ones
resulted in the healthy plants showing identical symptoms to the infected plants used as a source. Nucleotide
sequencing indicated that the causal pathogen was Tomato chlorotic dwarf viroid (TCDVd) sharing 98% nucleotide
sequence identity with that of a Canadian isolate reported previously. This description is the first of TCDVd
infection of tomato plants in Japan. We investigated the host range and physical properties of TCDVd, with the
aim of developing further protective procedures against infection by this viroid. Among the 46 plant species that
were inoculated with the viroid, two in the family Compositae and 23 in the family Solanaceae were systemic
hosts. The viroids in the crude sap from diseased tomato plants were thermally inactivated by heating at 100 °C
for at least 40 min. Viroids also lost their infectivity when diluted in phosphate buffer to at least 1076, or after 3
days of incubation at room temperature.

CSVd, a non-coding RNA, is known to cause chrysanthemum stunt disease, which affects the yield of flowers.
To gain insights into CSVd replication, infection, and the reasons for the spreading of CSVd disease in
chrysanthemum plants, we prepared linear CSVd RNA and analyzed its ability to cause disease in
chrysanthemum plants. We found that linear CSVd replicated as efficiently as CSVd RNA isolated from infected
chrysanthemum plants. Additionally, evaluation of the linear CSVd RNA for its ability to infect other plants
revealed that CSVd has a wide host range for its replication. Of, particular concern here that, CSVd isolated
from these hosts was found to be infectious to chrysanthemum plants, and thus potentially contributes to the
spreading of the disease to chrysanthemum plants.

Key Words: chrysanthemum, Chrysanthemum stunt viroid, Tomato chlorotic dwarf viroid, tomato
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AR, BEZEEYICBT 501 01 RFER, EET
D IR G O O E BB BNV, RS TR
HELTWS, I, RFAZT79N—RT7H2EDEFHY
BROREZEMEDNS, R ROF I REDOREEMEY TE
Rs#EZBLS5T T OA ROBHBIDHRNTNS
(James et al., 2008 ; Singh et al., 2006 ; Verhoeven
etal., 2004, 2007). X 5122009 4Ei2iE, #HzicE—
R>TOUA04 RIFEORENREIND R E

(Verhoeve et al., 2009), 4#&b U1 01 ROESNS
DIRA EZRFERBFE LTI TFE 2SR 2> T
N5,

U404 K (viroid) 13 1 AHEIRRNAMNSE SR
INOREYRIFARTH U, 1971 4EIZ Diener 5I12L > T
YHAENSFHA I N, U401 RITAIVAT ) LA
DREEZD 1/10 ~ 1/100 (246-399 HiH) 129 &7, &
INDIFFEETH S (B, 2007). 71 )L A3 DNA %
WX RNA ZGD R DT NI Dk dH > TH D0,
A 04 BZFZ NI EEBIZRNE, D RNAZY
SNV EDERE IR > aA—51 27 RNATH
% (Ding, 2009). &, U101 RiE, &EEMEOE
FIKFEL T, RNAMS RNA NEHHEMICH O - &
HLTWS, BlIfE, EMITERT LT 01 Fid 287
PDIRESINTHBO (LT, 2007), REZWEYITHEDHS
5N2T1 81 RIZEY v A EICEKET D Porato
spindle tuber viroid (PSTVd) ® F 7 HF KL T 5
Chrysanthemum stunt viroid (CSVd), 7A & DFEITIEG
9% Citrus exocortis viroid (CEVA) 72 ENH T HN 5.

TAOA RIZRAEYA O REt&EY T2 Oo
REHZ /S 5. PSTVd, CSVd, CEVAIZFiHICEL,
ZORAETO1 REHZET 2 U1 01 Kid, Keese
and Symons (1985) 12X > TIREINZ 2 KEEICK
55 DDME - WHER AL 2DHD, 2055, Rl
fFiEE (CCR) B MREHDOEWEETH S, ¥ ITH Y
A 040 REHE, FRGEFERZFZR0WN, N —A
v R RYA LEEZR L, BCUINT 2 &0 D R
ZHD. F, AIBIIENTHEBEL, BEIERKRNT
BT 2 2 EMHsNTN S,

RAET A O4 REFRZAE Y1 01 K& (Pospiviroid)
DA 01 R, b, XFoZ7, F7, YUT7E
DF AR F VB ORZMEYITERT H5DDONL N (e
g, 2007). FEBE, BX - LS TOHREELISEITY
104 RIXFEAERRAEY MO REOD A OA KT
HD. BOTHRAETA O RIgD CSVAIE, HARIC
BWTHSHTEER - REAMORDBLNWF I OEHE
WETHS. £, BHEOEEFHEHTHS MY M,
RAE A 04 K@D Tomato chlorotic dwarf viroid
(TCDVd) *° Tomato apical stunt viroid (TASVd), Tomato
planta macho viroid (TPMVA), Columnea latent viroid
(CLVd) WKE2HEDOHEZLISH I T U1 O1 ROVK
L, BN TIEMEEZ > TS (Singh et al.,
2003b). BUED LA, BH - fESHTEINSDY
101 BB EEIE FRbER T RET A O1 R
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Thsd. UL, CSVAIIMEZSHOHEIFETHSITH
MO 5T, ENTORARRSLTOEREKIIONTO
DIz, £z, TCDVd DENTOFHAIZDNTIE,
EHFRITBITL2HMEDNRADEDTH 5.

TA O RIZUAIIVACHE XD DERNFEET D3
ENENEINTPHD (Gago et al., 2009), 1 DDV
A0 FRIZBITSEREDESZ<HESN TS, H#
ZIVX, Hop stunt viroid (HSVd) 1% 265 DA BARMNHE
INTW2 (£%, 2007). CEVd Tid, MRHEEED
EEERDZET, CEVAd OEERFNZEIL, e
EEHEANEIT D ENMHEN TS (Fagoaga et
al., 1995 ; Gandia et al., 2007). /=, 7101 R
I RNA DANSHERINTWE I Ens, BRITKS
REAN OB REL, 1HALRICE>TYraq R
DEHCBITROREPLHBOELNEZ 5 T &3,
PSTVd O Gt cDNA 7 0 — > F D55 RNA = f
W TH S MR > T3 (Qi and Ding, 2003 ;
Wassengger et al., 1996 ; Zhong et al., 2007,
2008).

CSVd & Haseloff and Symons (1981) 2L > THI®D

THREBLAIDRE SN T DK, 33 1T KR SE KN
MEINTNDBED, TNH6OF 7 TOFRERNDF L,
HL D HEfE AR AN DRRIE IR R EDORHEICD W
TIRZE A ERRFNIRL<, NS OEBRANF I LIS
DIE EREYNTERT 2 ATRENE S DB 7o 1 R AR 5E
AT DARMEIC DOV TOREENNE LIRS TS, Ee,
1999 FEITH = ITHE SNz TCDVA BEEH O Y 1 o1
RTdH 3 PSTVd D TaH D, HEFLHI O [F 1A
80~ 85% HAHITHnhb 5T, EERHFENRRD,
FREEDONEDRDRDZ I ENHASN TS (Singh et
al., 1999). L/, L, TCDVAIZDWTHEEHFAZED
FREIZDWTOHEIL W, CSVd % TCDVd OFAR
TR T K DI O FREMIC DWW T OE®RIL, Z
NS FEZWHEMITERT 2T 01 RICKT 20RDO -0
WCRLEBHHRTH 5.
T IT, AMFETIE, BX - ESHICBITLT1014 R
DFEAERIM DAL & 7 IR RARDFE A D FTREPEIZ D W
THSMICL, WA O RICBT DR ERHBRS S NI
Wb ORI R 252 Z EE2HIWE L.

B1E BERERNICH(F S Chrysanthemum
stunt viroid DREN T L RERK

#HE5F 2 (Chrysanthemum morifolium Ramat. LA N2

ERLiR T D) 1F, HEATERESNTWSIEZHOPTE
PEE - REHEEDIIRZOREEHETHD, 2EHK
M PEHDFAES D, IE4E, Chrysanthemum stunt viroid (L4
T, CSVA) ZHIEETDF I DNLIHOIEAENK{HT
MELE> TS, AurDOq BITERT 2 &, 5By
ZLLSELRKZRD, YDAEL L TOMEMEMEEZ LS (Horst
et al, 1977). ZDXKDIC CSVA I+ 7 OHEIFETH
b5 T, ENTOIRERNLZDERKIZD
WTOBERITIZELEAERN, T I TAETIRZENICBIT
% CSVd OFAERIB L VZOERKD AT DONTD
FEEITo .

%18
DXl

Chrysanthemum stunt viroid DF4E

F 7 OWEIRIE 1945 1T AU B THRESN, 1973
TS THIO THRIEN CSVAd TH 2 Z ENBH S MMITS
72 (Bouwen and Zaayen, 2004). HZATIZRKIR S

1977 WL VPO TR I N ZHE (FEH S
1982), &I (K55, 1993), ZJER (ififa 5,
1996), REAE (FHF 1L 5, 1996), It (F 5,

1997), JEE GEHAS, 1998), #HiiEE (Sugiura and
Hanada, 1998), &gz, ElRlR, IR (FEH -,
2001), EE (L4 - gk, 2004) 7% EEHITIRAEN
WEINTWS, LL, INSOHMEIERDEEE
BETHhY, HAENIZBITS CSVd DFRAESAITDONT
FRFENC A L - Hp3 a0, A TIRAAENOF 2
PEMIZ BT B FHEN MO Z 2720, 2005 FE05
2006 TN T TeE—FICHEEZEHRLZ. £, H
FRICEAEOF 7 BHEYICBT S CSVd DRESLEREIZ DN
THHEEITo =

M ELOAHE

1) RER+ I DIE

CSVd OFEAEEZMET 272012, FMTH > T
> 7 &{To 7. 2005 405 2006 FITHIT TEEOF 7
(Chrysanthemum morifolium Ramat.) O EEEAPEM (185 -
Hk - KUk - AR - RS - SRR = - R - I -
k) MOWEELEFZE Wy - ATV —F2 - /I
F727) Gdt 89U > TV B X EWIEi Irfr DU AEF
g (A~ /) PFY (C. crassum (Kitam.) Kitam),
>N FY (C oindicum L. var. indicum), Fat >
J ¥ 7 (C. zawadskii Herbich.), E L #+ ¥ 7 (C.
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weyrichii (Maxim.) Miyabe & T. Miyake), F+HH 7 /
F 7 (C. yoshinaganthum Makino ex Kitam.), / P F 7 (C.
Jay/oFs (C
makinoi Matsum. & Nakai), BXUOT Y NITFr (C
wakasaense Shimot. ex Kitam.) #Z3Z4 1 {HKT D
FEERITH W,

japonense Nakai var. japonense),

2) CSVd M RT-PCR [C&L B H4&TE

BN 5 RNA 2155729012, Hosokawa et al.  (2005)
D FHEIHES T, direct tissue RT-PCR iEZ AW, 1E
HEt (256 G x26mm, TIVE) &Y > FIVEITREFL,
75 U7z fifn 2R (RT) /ERIC30RET & T
T4 041 K RNA 2137z, RT ROLDE&MAE, 42°C -30 5
D%, 99°C -54r& L, RT OEIKRIE, 2L @ RT buffer,
1L @ ANTPs (% 10mM), 0.5 uL ® CSVd-R 1J )N—
27743 — (5-AGGATTACTCCTGTCTCGCA-3),
1 pL @ RNase inhibitor (1U, TOYOBO) H XU 0.5
nL Ot GRS ReverTra Ace (TOYOBO) DiRATA
W% F 21— T A, RNase free /K TEEF 9 uL IZFH%
L. ZORTEM1.6 pLZRT-PCROTF>TL—h
ELUTHWE RT-PCRICIE, 7714 ~x—1v b,
CSVA-R & CSVA-F &/ (5 12). PCR ORI,
0.1 uL ® CSVA-F 7 + 7 — R 7 J A < — (20 pM;
5-CAACTGAAGCTTCAACGCCTT-3), 1 uL ® KOD
dash buffer (TOYOBO), 0.1 pL ® KOD dash
polymerase (TOYOBO), 1 pL @ dNTPs (% 2 mM)
DIRBIEWZEHWT, ZZIZRT ¥EYZE 1.6uL AT,
DNase free /KT 10pL IZFHBLEZHDTHS. PCR S
113 98°C -45 F, 62°C-10 8, 74°C-45 8D 35512
V& U7 6uL @ PCR KR E 1.0 % 7 H0—Z 7 )
TERKHL, TFIULTOTA RTHRELZE, H
MOREZICHYET DK 250 bp DN KE UV FT

ks L7z,

RT-PCR THMWID/N > RO S N7sn - 72t BHT D
W, nested PCR Z17 > 7=. Nested PCR @ NI,
0.1 uL @ nested PCR 7+ 7 — R 754 <v— (20 pM),
nested PCR U N—ZX 754 <%— (20 uM), 1 uL ®
KOD dash buffer (TOYOBO), 0.1 pL ® KOD dash
polymerase (TOYOBO), 1 puL @ dNTPs (2 mM) @
BERKZHAWT, ZZIZRT-PCR EWZ 1nL INA T,
DNase free /KT 10 pL IZHATE L /2D TH%. Nested
PCR O%&AFIL, 94°C-30%, 60C-5%, 74°C-30 D
30127 )LEL, 7IA4X—ICIECSVA-NRBIU
CSVA-NF /= (5 1%). 6 uL ® PCR Kbk %
1.0 % 7 AD—ZAF)VTELKIKEIL, TFPUAT0OY
A RTHRELEE HHOKZIITHY T 5% 200 bp
DN R%&E UV AT CHEZRLZ. RT-PCR THia iz
b D% mE kA, RT-PCR T E MY nested PCR #i
SNbOEEEFEE L.

#a R

RT-PCR O#EHR, 2ENSHEDZFY 895 > )L
36 9> FI)Lm5 CSVA D#J 250 bp DN KX 1
7z. F7z, nested PCR Tld, #80 53> 7))L 44
LTINS CSVA O 200 bp DN KA S 7~
Nested PCR IZBWT CSVd i e o et > 7
WEHTMhov TN THoz E25K). ZhkD,
B IINVERELZTXRTOERT CSVAd i Eniz
EITiz%.

—F, SEOBAEF I/ Mosidwnwdnd CSVd 78
RT-PCR TH#eHia i (BB 1K), CSVAITHEHL T
R AEF 7 BRI s Nkho 2, I
5MCSVd DEEE/RD Z ENHIH TRI Nz,

Table 1 . Oligonucleotide primers used for the detection and sequence determination of CSVd.

T e
Name Method Sequence (5°-3") ane product  Reference

(position size (bp)

number) P
CSVd-R  RT-PCR AGGATTACTCCTGTCTCGCA 148-167 259 Hosokawa et al. (2005)
CSVd-F CAACTGAAGCTTCAACGCCTT 270-290
CSVd-NR Nested PCR  AGTGGGGTCCTAAGCCCCAA 126-145 204 Hosokawa et al. (2005)
CSVd-NF CCAATCTTCTTTAGCACCGG 296-315
CSVd-1P RT-PCR CTTAGGACCCCACTCCTGCG 132-151 349 Li et al. (1997)
CSVd-1M CCGCGATCTCGTCGGACTTC 125-106
CSVd-7ZR Sequence GGAACCACAAGTAAGTCCCG 1-20 354 Newly designed in this study
CSVd-7F TGTGGTGCACTCCTGACCCT 21-40
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Table 2 . PCR detection of CSVd in cultivated chrysanthemums collected from various areas in Japan in 2005 and 2006.

Number of CSVd-infected samples with

Number of CSVd-free samples

Collected With high concentration With low concentration
area Number of samples (Detected by RT-PCR) (Detected by nested PCR) (Not detected by nested PCR)
Fukushima 15 3 12 0
Niigata 5 2 3 0
Ibaraki 40 10 21 9
Tochigi 3 3 - 0
Gunma 12 9 3 0
Kanagawa 2 0 2 0
Mie 4 2 2 0
Okayama 3 3 - 0
Kagawa 1 1 - 0
Fukuoka 4 3 1 0
Total 89 36 44 9
M 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 1T-o7=.
MHBXVOAHE

Fig. 1. Detection of CSVd from wild type chrysanthemum
using RT-PCR. Lane 1: Chrysanthemum crassum, Lane

2: C. indicum, Lane 3: C. zawadskii, Lane 4: C. weyrichii,
Lane 5: C. yoshinaganthum, Lane 6: C. japonense, Lane
7 C. makinoi, Lane 8: C. wakasaense, Lane 9: DNase
and RNase-free water, Lane 10: CSVd-infected
chrysanthemum as a positive control, Lane M: 100-
bp ladder markers (TaKaRa).

E28 REDHSND Chrysanthemum
stunt viroid D%k

CSVd D &M ERITA—ZX NV 7 THREL L
CSVAITBAL Tid Lo TkiE SNz (DDBJ accession
no. V01107 ; Haseloff and Symons, 1981). Z®D#&1
FUZTHEALZ CSVA IZDWTHFERFINERE I N
7= (No. M19506 ; Gross et al., 1982). Z#1FE TIZ
CSVd iZid 2 & 354, 355, 356 HEDAERKDOWEN
& % (Steger and Riesner, 2003). HATIILER (No.
X16408 ; Hifa 5, 1996), JtiffE (AB006737; %5,
1997), [LWBE GFAS, 1998), HilElE (Sugiura and
Hanada, 1998), R, EIEE, Rl (TEH -8,
2001), FRRAI CEHF - hOggE, 2004) THAL7Z CSVd
DOEMHAETINMEZIN TS, Lirl, ENTHAL
T3 CSVd ODZEFRMKDHHO EEMi 2 5 T L7z
WMEFBRNZENS, AEHTIEEHDOF 7 ANELL Th
% CSVd O ERLHIZREL T, EDREDLERARND
HMEHSMIL, BERO CSVd OEHES] & D g%

H1EE 1LEHO RT-PCRIZBWT CSVdA 2 S
US> TINBIRUOBAEFI T2 TV EHNT,
CSVd o4&ty 2 f@tT L7z, RT-PCRIIHE 1 €DV
74 ~<— (CSVd-1P, -1M - CSVd-ZR, -ZF) ZHW\T
F1ES 1IHEFAROHIETIT> /2, T Ui AR A
DB OELS (Genbank/EMBL/DDBJ 7 —4 X —2)
RS DIZBE L T, RT-PCREMZE/O—Z"
JU, g o—>OEE Y =ML k.
RT-PCR % 1.0 % 7 HO— A7)V TEKWKEH L, H
WDFEYZ 7 )V 6 HEEL T, Qiagen QIA Quick gel
extraction kit (Qiagen) TH® L /=, K%L /= PCR %
¥ 7% Qiagen A-Addition kit (Qiagen) 7% f\»T DNA
DRI A 12170, pGEM-T easy vector (Promega)
oo —=>70L7% M13 7I4<v—%M\T BigDye
terminator cycle sequence kit (Applied Biosystem) T
V=PI VAREITW, DNAT —% > ¥ — ABI
PRISM 3100 (Applied Biosystems) THiREEC 41 %2 fiEdT
L7z,

S

WRE S Z T L8R, o TIhhomiiank
CSVd DRI ITRT 354 i Tho 2. SOy > T
sz s 70—>0 CSVAd iz (3 3%).
EHEMA 5 (No. AB279771) 1%, #HIEFr 056, BRIk 4
(No. AB279770) W3+ HH T /) FrhsZnennls
NEHLWARIKTH 2. T2 21 DEERED S B 14 Bk
XA RIA 1 (No. X16408) THh D, LFEMK (L5,
1996) EFRIUEAITHD > 7z, KIS Bt /48 5%
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K4 BRUOERK 5 IZZENTN, >FTU T 5D
Bk (A FU Z#k s No. M19506; Gross, 1982) B &I
JERE (No. D88895; 35, 1998) LRUTH o7z /
PEFIBLOVELAFINSERK LD, S OFY, v
RAF, Vav /) uFxy, Fautwl ) FIrnhoE
BUR 2, FAAD ) FUinSBERK 4 NENTNBE
SNz, BRK2ZIBEROLREKEZD T, F7 UMD
FORMEDMERBINTEBD, AEBRTIZ/ OF7,
SRACFRY, Vaw ) uXy, Favkl /) Fons
Gross et al. (1982) OFEBTIZ 7Y 7Moo
NTn5,
RAETAOA RO 2 REEITBITSH 5 DD AL >
MEXEITIE, ZERUmMEER (TL), JREMEMEEE (P), Hhdefi
fFaEsE (CCR), wZ&fEEK (V), ARUumMHEE (TR) 2
H 0 (Keese and Symons, 1985), SEDY > TILn5
TFoNLERKT T REGEFEE (78-105 B X U 255-
280) TIIEHEOZERIIASNT, HEEEE (45-70
BLU284-309) TEENZIHA SN E3K).

H3E EE

CSVA I 1945 FFIC7 AU AT LD THEIN, &
DtE, AFFTHREINE. 1950 FRICIGAAZE
DEEOFVEEMIBNTHEIFENMES N
(Bouwen and van Zaayen, 2004). CSVd ®t3i{x3

PHEERPIHEIN T RN ENS, 20kt
REMTORERENT, BRL 2+ 75 OEBE B D)
kb EINTWDS (Lawson, 1968). 1 HiTlI,
NDI0RTHEL LK F 7 (Chrysanthemum
morifolium Ramat.) 89t > 7))L B I UIEE WS TR
BFINTWEHAEFI NS CSVAd 2L, 21 Bk
DOEMHEI ERE Lz, TOE, BEF¥7 898>
TV 80 H > T IV CSVAIZEFL THD, 55 36
B> 7 INE RT-PCR TIN5 L X)L O &Y T
HY, 449> T )Vi3 nested PCR THiH = 5 (KR E
R TH- 7z, REL T XTORT CSVd s,
HARERN O F 7 F R TREGDIER L TV S A Fe kD
RENz 2R, AWK LEENEENITHEAEL,
BN &> TR HEFEZ D5 LTS 2 &ML
EWRFIT o7 > — ML THHENERS T
Wa (fA'F, 2005). HAENOTXTOFTEMTO
N CSVA DRI S Ko, HOBENCL D LI AN
REWEHERI N,

INETIZC, CSVADHAREMEMEL T, 7
(Diener and Lawson, 1973) LSMZHF 7 BHEH D T+
= U 7 (Pericallis hybrida B. Nord. ; Gross et al.,
1982), 74 5% I (Ageratum houstonianum Mill), < —
L v b (Argyranthemum frutescens (L.)) Schultz-
Bip. ; Menzel and Maiss, 2000), % U 7 (Dahlia
spp. ; Nakashima et al., 2007), BXOF ARHEH D

Table 3 . Comparision of nucleotide sequences of CSVd isolated from stunted chrysanthemum plants in Japan.

Variant Number of Position of mutation " Accession number in DDB]
Isolated area (Prefecture) . Hosts
number isolates 27 47 49 50 64 65 103 120 126 162 248 254 293 298 345 (Reference)

Tsukuba (Ibaraki), Ishioka (Ibaraki), ] o

Kashima (Ibaraki), (Fukushima) Chrysanthemum morifolium , X16408
1 (Tochigi), Agatsuma (Gunma), 14 2 /;tf;;/r]l;e var. japonense , G U G A G A G U C A U U U A U (Shiwaku et al., 1996)

(Hyogo),(Okayama), (Fukuoka) o

C. japonense var. japonense ,
- C. indicum var. indicum M19506
. 2 4 “um ’ C J J J
2 Tsukuba (Ibaraki) 4 C. makinoi G U G A G A G U C A U A U A U (Gross et al., 1982)
C. zawadskii

3 Ishioka (Ibaraki), (Yamagata¥ 2 C montolium G/'A A C G A G U C A U U U/ A U '1):(?;)95 (Kanematsu et al.,
4 Tsukuba (Ibaraki) 1 C. yoshinaganthum G U G A A G G U C A U A U U A aB219770%
5 Tsukuba (Ibaraki) 1 C. morifolium G U A C G A G U C A U U U A U AB279771%
6 (HokkaidoY 2 C. morifolium G U A (©) G A G U U A U u U A U AB006737 (Li et al., 1997)
7 (Shizuoka)” 3 C. morifolium G U G A G A G U C A C U U A U (DoiandKato, 2004)
8 (Niigata)” 1 C. morifolium G U G A G A C U C A U U U A U (Sugiura and Hanada, 1998)
9 (Fukuoka) 1 C. morifolium A U G A G A G A C G C u C A U (Hanada and Sakai, 2001)
10 (Miyazaki)’ 2 C. morifolium A u G A G A C A C A C u L A L (Hanada and Sakai, 2001)
11 (Okinawa)” 1 C. morifolium G U G A G A G A C G C U C A U (Hanada and Sakai, 2001)
12 (Okinawa)” 1 C. morifolium G A A C G A G U C A U U U U U (Hanadaand Sakai, 2001)
13 (Okinawa)” 1 C. morifolium G U A C G A G U C A U u U A U (Hanada and Sakai, 2001)

“Data from previous reports.
"Position number is based on the sequence of strain 1. P domain is located in shadowed areas.
*Newly registered sequences in this study.
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NRF 27 (Petunia hybrida hort. ; Brierley, 1953 ;
Runia and Peters, 1980 ; Verhoeven et al., 1998),
Solanum jasminoides Paxt. (Verhoeven et al., 2006),
FavF s bURMEYI OV IVZF ZF V7 (Vinca major
L.: Nie et al., 2005) Wi TWa. £/, FER
PRI E S EMNFREAREEMEM E LT, FUH,
FARL, JUBOW DDA HESIN TN S
(Brierley, 1953 : Niblett et al., 1980 ; Runia and
1980). Zo56F%7, »xJU7, U7 %
bR, HB/OREIIEE I NN, CSVA IS L 7=+
DR T TIIEBARSODWERERIIMNIIZ E A S
WANIZNWD, F7 ‘Mistletoe’ % ‘Bonnie Jean’ TDH
TEDRRBEENEER I N (Brierley, 1953; Laurie et
al., 1987), TV 7 TILIBHBERS A 2B AN B
&% (Lawson et al., 1968). Z# 5 DMEITITE A
FUIZETDHDIIAHZE0WD, AFAEITBNTE
EFTNEEEMERDZEMICHTHE N EB S
GEB1R). INSOBEFZITBNTIE, BIEFI TR
55 KD IR O WEERIRIZ R S s o 7203, i
ZERDN IR N DI TETHRBMOEEIIAHATH -
7z.

CSVd OF 71269 Z¥F I M K > TR S Z
EMMHASNERS>THBO, L3 - ik (2004) DFEERIC
K5 &, CSVAITERESEAZFZ 10 M@zl z&
A, ek ERTHIFEAEDWE LN RED,
fEEEEROLESEEE THOUWELZREND 5 Z &0
HINTWD, CSVAITEEL TWTH M E 21395
WIRBUDVRSIEWRNH D 2 EMm5, TD KD IaE
SRS D W N BERIZ 75 > TW B Rl REPEDME R S 1 C
W5, X/, KHRETITODNZMAETIE, CSV TG
L TW/z 240 fEfEH 63 KT D W LR R S 7sn
o7, IO UMMM EINS I & TIRNERIZ CSVd
MELL ZAREENEWVWEHERL TS (A,
2008).

% 2H TIE RT-PCR IZBWT CSVd i S 7z 14
Yo TIINBIOBEFT 79T EHNWT, CSVAD
EWERAEFT L. 2T n sz CSVd
DERIFZINT34HAETH o7, I 1 FV Ak
(No. M19506; Gross et al., 1982) O 354 ¥t &[EU
TH5. HMEICENTIHAEL KL CSVd DRI TRT
354 i TdH o /= (hJF - ik, 2004 fEH - EH,
2001 ; 225, 1997 ; Sugiura and Hanada, 1998). i
JLTIZ T E TIC 354 ~ 356 Hfilk D CSVd At &
TR (Steger and Riesner, 2003), 354 HiH: (HZ,

Peters,

AFYUR), 365 HH (T AUA, hF¥), 356 i CF
—ZAbZU7) NHbH. FOHFTHROBEIHEINTY
LERMKIIEE 354 HED CSVATH D, 356 HEED
CSVd i34+ —A FZU 7D CSVd (No. V01107) LIS+ T
AN Ty (Genbank/EMBL/DDBJ 5—4 X
— ). F7z, 355 FED CSVAIZVIL=F=F 7 (No.
DQ094298 ; Nie et al., 2005 ®XF 2 =7 (No.
U82445 ; Verhoeven et al., 1998) oI TV
LZOHTHDH. INLD, HAENOD CSVAIZTNT
BpA4METH D NS, FVITERT 2R CSVA D
HHEEIT 354 iR TH 2 LHER SNz, —75, PSTVd
13 357, 358, 359, 360, 361, 364 MAEIKH, CEVA
¥ 866, 368, 369, 370, 371, 372, 373, 374, 375
WMHOELBREKNMESINTHBD, ZROEMNARKEWN
(Steger and Riesner, 2003). ARETHSNIZERIKZE
G, BIEM SN TNS CSVd 04 Ik 354, 355,
356 HiH Lin7a <, BEH® CSVd TIIfEHE DA RE
K BERKITDIRNEE Z 5N,

DA 01 ROEEETNDOLERIEICDNTIE, RAEY
104 REOT A 04 RTIX CEVd (Gandia et al.,
2005, 2007), Citrus dwarfing viroid (Owens et al.,
2000), Citrus bent leaf viroid (Foissac and Duran-Vila,
2000; Gandia and Duran-Vila, 2004), PSTVd (Gruner
et al., 1995 ; Gora et al., 1994 ; Gora-Sochacka et
al., 1997), HSVd (Kofalvi et al., 1997), Grapevine
yellow speckle viroid T (Polivka et al., 1996 ; Rigden
and Rezaian, 1993), 7 7H¥> U101 REOYA( O
4 BT Chrysanthemum chlorotic dwarf viroid (Codoner
2006 ; Navarro and Flores, 1997), Peach
latent mosaic viroid (Ambros et al., 1998, 1999 ;

et al.,

Hernandez and Flores, 1992), Avocado sunblotch viroid
(Rakowski and Symons, 1989) THEHINTHD, Z
NeOUA OA RIZHRGERERSZ S DEMTH D Z
EDRINTNVS, UL CSVd OERKD LI D
WTOHEIZINETIZRN,

B 1 EE 2 Ji T o I EBECHI O T DR IR, 51
—>0 CSVd e n (3K, 21 nEEkD > 5
14 #RIZA IR 1 (No. X16408) TH 0, Stk (Hfifds,
1996) ELFEUESITH >, ZBHRAK1ITHED SHEIC
BmHERN, 10BpeRTHREHENZIENS, HAT
BLHLUTOMT S CSVAd R EHEEL 2 GE2XK). H
RENTHE L = CSVd O EFEIH % B O A Bk %2 5
OTHEET 2 &, ARK1 EIIHRASEEDENDH S
ETTHO (B3R, BRI DOMHFEMEIZ 98%~ 100
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% Tholz. £, BHOBOHEDHTH CSVd DAER
TFiZ PSTVd % CEVd EHgT 5 &/haE <, ZEL T
5T EMNRINTVS (Nieetal, 2005).

INETIT, HEEF 7S OE B O A TRE SN
72 CSVd OERBMAKEL T, FI/ROI T T OER
& (No. M19506), 77 5 % s (No. Z68201), 51 7 (No.
AB255879, No. AB255879), T AROXRF 17
(No. U82445) = Solanum jasminoides Paxt. (No.
DQ406591), Y I)L=F=F " (Vinca major L.; No.

Fig. 2. Distribution of CSVd strains including previously
reported ones in Japan. CSVd was detected in
shadowed prefectures. Numbers in circulars indicate
CSVd strain numbers in Table1-3.

[ U82445 (Petunia hybrida)
52

768201 (A geratum spp)

— AB266880 (Dahlia spp)
30

— AB255879 (Dahlia spp)

AB279770
(Chrysanthemum yoshinaganthum)

X16408 (C. morifolium)
4| 44
DQ406591

3 (Solanum jasmonoides)

M19506 (Pericallis hybrida)

DQ094298 (Vinca major)

TCDVd (AF162131) (out-group)

Fig. 3. Phylogenetic trees of CSVd. The phylogenetic tree
was constructed according to Nie et al.(2005), using
TCDVd as an out-group, and accession numbers
were used as names for CSVd isolates. The numbers
in the tree are the bootstraps from 100 trees. The
CSVd in bold represent data from isolates of the
present study.

DQ094298) b 5. I HIZ, AWML TIEHZICT A
7 ) F7 (C. yoshinaganthum Makino ex Kitam.) ZZ&
R (No. AB279770) Hitriha sz (353 3K, % 3 X).
ZDESITCSVAIFTN L DNDERZEMES>TF IR, F
AR FavF s b URERRIEIA<S 5Mm L TW5S,
TA OA ROEHPB LUBITITT X TEEDOKRFITKT
LTwsZ&M5 (Ding, 2009), fEFHEMICEDET
ERMEPELC TOSARENE A 5N S, R E255
ERFEBMTHEOSNTATT 7 F 7 O EK No.
AB279770) W3 F U s miie Nz L RA T No.
X16408) XD &XRF a7y, Y5 I5 L, T T OE
BRIGEWT N —TThHhdEEZLN, —~HTOMOE
EFUTHD ) PFY, PRAFD, Uau/oFy,
Favtl/FUERITY T OLEFEAE (No. M19506)
ERAUTHO, ARAEKLITGENEEZSNDS (3.
LL, RF a7 OERKIF 70 MY MTHHREE
HCEREIEDLIENTELIENRESNTVSEN
(Verhoeven et al., 1998), %D CSVd DELFNIEA
BATHhD, BEBRICFIEZEIFTMNTERLZNE
MEIFHTH 5. Eiz, TOMOERRZMORE FHED
AL 2B EITERNAEC SRtk 2R Uzl
BRNZ LS, TNENOEREKNEERADODTH
LDMMEIAATHS. —%, PSTVAITId 341 ~ 364 i
HOEIOERMENHFEL THD, TNHIFRLDEE
R 5 BEES N TWS (Vachev et al., 2010). F/z
PSTVAdZ2HFM L -HMED T 7 1 b7, Anthemis
arvensis L., X MNUHBUTHEI =), Y14FX ) T75
UMSITH UWERMANBEL 22 EAmESINTH
D, BEBFRAOELARKIIRDZZEDNALNTWVDS
(Matousek et al., 2007). CEVd (Fagoaga et al.,
1995) %> HSVd (Ito et al., 2010) IZHBWTHEERIC,
BREICKDIEROFENMESNTND., ZOXD7H]
§% CSVd THERA L 7idBplid ey, 71 o1 ROBE
EHRE D 5 B — DERKZ FHET 2 HIENIRWZ0,
U4 O REFIEMFEO DNA £7213 RNA & A T2
BRLUT, ThEEMEEITLHEEHWS. PSTVd
% CEVd, HSVd OEEIFED XD 7 hikaE AW THEE
ABEITDS 2 EMNTE SD (Cress et al., 1983
Meshi et al., 1984 ; Owens et al., 1986 : Tabler and
Sanger, 1984, 1985 ; Visvader et al., 1985), CSVd
DHEITDOTIRIIML L TWRWN, T T ENERIK
B9 2 HEARRGIDN TR NWRR EBE A 5N 5.
INETPSTVA IZHBIT SmEMERDOZERIT, b~
MBI DHRBMICEET DI ENWMEINTNYD
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(Ding, 2009). PSTVdIZiZ b~ MZBT 2/ HMFAEHD
BEICXI-T, %7, P, mELSTsNTnS,. 2
D 3 AR DEWIFRIFEVEFEIRIC BT 2 ~ 3HHDE
WETThD., SRIOY > TIhE6E5N- CSVd DA
BAKO P RRFREE (78-105 BX 1 255-280) Tidi
HEoARIFTFZEAERSNT, FFEMEEE (45-70 BX
1N284-309) TEEMNZAGNL (FE3FR). LHEE
1 WS 5 &, BRK 43RV O 4 HHE A E
INTW e, R VITEEL TOF 7 i3 W EiER
ZRLULTWe—Fh, BREKADERL TWizFhHT
FUIE, DWEEORBOAEREBRT 2 L3 TE
ol LirL, ZHso CSVd OyFEEmEEIC B
LERD, DWLHEOHRMICEAZEEIRHATH 5.
INETIT CSVA DHEHERBLFNDEEENF 7 T DRI
LTEDEIREEEIFTNIIDONTIIHREIN TN
7, AREITHIE U 2B RARS J OO ZRIKZ
5ZLET, FUTORBOELEBRTELNd LN
2%

AEDQFEBRED, HAENDO T XTOF 7 HKEEHET
BRPER L TW D AR R I N B2 K). £z,
SHOHAEF 7 N5ITnd s CSVd 28 RT-PCR THiHH
TN, FHEISED SNRMh- 72, 508 CSVd DfE
FERBIEMPOTORINZ EI1IR). I 5ITHEHE
BlAI 72 % 5 FED CSVd A HAKZ RS, BEHRORH &
FEERA ORI 25K E LT, FIEF7 M5 IFERK
50, FTAHHT ) FIMNSIIERKABHINE B
3%). ZF{k1 (DDBJ accession No. X16408) 1IH®
EEEEICHRININ, 10RF 6 RTHRIHINAEZZENS,
HATE ST 5 CSVA Rkt EHEE L7z (B2 ).
AAENTHA L CSVA OIS 2 WEH D 28 Bk %
BOTHET S &, BREKL SRR S HEDENTD
70 THY, HWERAOHFENEL 98 %~ 100 % TH
o/ GBE3HK). £, BAOHDOHEDTH CSVA D
Z8RIE1X PSTVA % CEVd & il d % &/haE <, BEL
TSI EMRINTHBD (Nieetal., 2005), HAHE
NTHEL 2 CSVd DERIBD/NI W EW D AFERITE
NE—HTH2HDOTHo /-,

% 2% AAEBEMRTO Tomato chlorotic dwarf
viroid DFRE & Z D44

91 ZETIXENICBIT S CSVA DFEAERIT & FDE R
FIZDWTOFEZTY, T TICE2EOF 7 EM T
CSVAMMFEAEL TWBZEMNMHEMNER S B2ET

WINETREANTHREDREINTWRNET KT,
WMUWRBEZRT U O ROFBERMBEEZDOT 1 OA
ROKFHEIZTONWTHEL 7=

Tomato chlorotic dwarf viroid (TCDVd) 1%, PSTVd &
FMURAETA O RERAEY 1O REIZHEIN
5. PSTVAIZY + A EDOHENE DDA LIT
K OREFMEZEL <PDSED I ENnS, HATIR
R L OBHDE G E & U CRERERED —D
WHRESIN TS, £z, TCDVd ® RNA DAL
13 PSTVA EHEMIL THO, HREHIOMIFETET 85% 0
589% Ths (H4X). U101 ROLE, AR
FID 10% BELINOZERIIFEFMOBN L7220 (FETF,
2007), TORMEMBLLFTHD I L, £/, TCDVAIZ
Bz e BEEz2AT5 2L ENS, TCDVA I
1999 fEIT PSTVA 2 5 3B S NIRRT AL E AT S iz
(Singh et al., 1999).

MY MRS 2RO Y1 O Ri, TCDVA,
PSTVd, TASVd, TPMVd, Mexican papita viroid (MPVd),

TPMVd (K00817)

— MPVd (L78454)
"~ PSTVd (V01465)

TCDVd (AF162131)

CLVd (X15663)
PCFVd (FJ409044)

CEVd (M34917)

L TASVd (X06390)

CSVd (X16408)

Irvd (X95734)

o CVd-1V (X14638)

Fig. 4. GrowTree phylogram of members of the genus
Pospiviroid, indicating the distinct position of the
TCDVd in comparison to PSTVd. Distances are
estimated number of substitutions per 100 bases.
MPVd, Mexican papita viroid; TPMVd, Tomato planta
macho viroid; CEVd, Citrus exocortis viroid; TASVd,
Tomato apical stunt viroid; CSVd, Chrysanthemum stunt
viroid; CINd, Columnea latent viroid; and IrVd, Iresine
viroid. Citrus viroid IV(CVd-IV; X14638) was added as
an outgroup.
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CEVd, CSVd, CLVd (Singh et al., 2003b), Pepper
chat fruit viroid (PCFVd) (Verhoeven et al., 2009) @
9L INTNBEA, TOHFTHY MIRFHELGIE
®Zd O Kid, TCDVd, PSTVd, TASVd BLU
TPMVAd TH 5. Z05 MY MIERTHT O Rig,
HA O b, £ 0T ZRREY) O i A % g 5 12 il iR
LTWhwaZens, INETENTOREZIEETH>
Zz. L»L, 2006 FITJAERT TCDVA IT X 5 F5HH
SEDIVBIE KRR G I N7, AETIZZOREZE
152 EZ2HMEL, THRZOREEROKEZFANRS
=D DERBZEITO 2.
8 181 Tomato chlorotic dwarf viroid DF4E
2006 F, JRERNORERAE b MW T A5
Dikkk, ik, ATEMEDFESERIEAELZ (LEE,
2007). FOFAEPKIE, BREEHIFEEDO M E—HL
SRR & & BHITRAITHETTL Tho /2. B
BB DR EEOREN S, B2 AMEETIIA
<, WEYRERIC X 2 EHYENEDN, JFIEAR O FE
WME LIRS 720, MNTEBIENRZE - BRPEERINRE
DT RS L B3R B 9E & o 7 — B X EE WFFEFTAY
FA 2T FOMRERITO -

MHELVAE

2006 4FIT L BIRTHRA L7z EMZEDREE, ¥k, %
ZEMEDERERZMHED MY FOEEZMEHTH W
F9, VTN ABRUV T 71 N T ITXRDOBRED DI,
BTEMBEHRET> . WEOASND MY~ (5
REh) OEEZR 28 2T AT B (2 % /KIEHR) TERL,
DN iEIC X 0 & TEEMEE JEM-1230 (HA®ET) T
VAR T 2B L .

T7A4 N T TXROBREDODITITRD L ETH -
7z. B NDEO—HEMEERPHLICTERDISITYD
HU (1 mmx2-3mm),3 %27)L%—IL7)L5kt K (pH
7.4) ZHVWERT3RMBEE L. RITLI%FAIy
VTR EICENWT 2RMEE Lz BELEIEEZT
5 ) =)V TRKL728%, FRBROTOEL > FFHA1 K&
RBE L7 50 % EHETRFHHE (Polyscience) 12
U TCHIRTBiiE L7z 100 % Rk TR F 85I
BL, ZERTe6RMEEL L. RITT70CIZ 1 HIMEE
L. BEE->kBlEZ25 1 vYES RF A 7T80-100
nm OEIIZY o7z, Jiang et al. (2007) DIFIEITHE

2T, 4% Bt < =)L T 10 /3B X U Sato's lead
aqueous solution (1% EEESH, 1 % FEERSH, 1% 7 L
Bedh, 2 % 7 T2 FUD LA, 0.18 N NaOH) T 10
SR L7z, I—R &L L%, 80 kV THET UM
# JEOL JEM-1230 (HA®E ) THIZL .

KITEE S bAOEMHAREZT 2. WH-OA LN
5 hY hOEZE 0.IM Y EEEWR (pH 7.0) THERL,
2R NI ANHH—=KRT 2F LK DT
fairof. ¥z, BRI MEZAERELT, #2FY
NOVRAR #REARE L THEARICK2HEMZITS /2.

RS KOV IC X DR ORI TR I N
7=, LA7ZE 20 g 705 TRIzol (Invitrogen) ZHWT
total RNA #flii L7z, WX E L T b Fnoe b
FRgIC I 217> 72, Total RNA % 2 M LiCl &+ T
4C 2R EpE L 72, HOBEL TRiEZEINL &
(Semancik, 1986). L% /—)LZMA T35 %1%/
— JL & E 1T # #& L, SV total RNA isolation kit
(Promega) @ H S A TRNAZKHL = Hohiz
RNA % 15% KU 77 U)L7 2 R7)L (PAGE) THX
WL, TFIPULTORA RTRAELTY O K&
EHNS 300 ~ 400 nt ® RNADNZ RaF)Lmsy)
DL ZoUDELETIVA 2 —B=EIR T 2xSTE
N 77— (100 mM Tris-HCI, 200 mM NaCl, 2 mM
EDTA, pH 7.2) HTHEL, 3000xg Ti:lL T Lz
FEX L7z, ZO@KRe@EN< N IV AR ORER 4
WEOEICH—RT Y LERNTEREL, 14FHEH
£, 20~ 30CICHERFL, M= THREE U2, £:4E 3 0R
N5 4 EERITHREEISETT o Tz

BB, WMERLEZ N NOR ELOREMES
FELL T, RT-PCR O#EIE L THW/=., RT-PCRIZEH
1EE 1HOFIEIK > Tfr> 72, RT KB XU PCR
ISDIYN—=ATZ514<—& LT, 3P (5-CCGGATCC
CTGAAGCGCTCCTCCGAGC-3), PCRO7 47— R
T4 < —& LT 4P (5-TCGGATCCCCGGGGAAACC
TGGAGCG-3) &M\ /= (Behjatnia et al., 1996).
AT, RT KGBELUPCR KISDIN—AT T4 I —
LT, 2A(5-TGTTTCCACCG GTAGTAGC-3"),
PCR® 7 U — K7 534 <— &L TI1S
(5"ACTCGTGGTTCCTGTGGTTC-3’) % H 7= (Herold
et al., 1992). 3P & 4P, 2A L 1SOTFM1 <X —t v
NI TCDVd BEL U PSTVA i & L TikEtaN T
W5, TNZTh® RT-PCR THIFEZ 1% cDNA I3 360
bp BELU260 bp THS. 55N PCREYZE BRI
L, Uroq REREBESNDN RZYDED,
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Qigaen QIA quick gel extraction kit (Qiagen) 7 > MZEFEREDN Y RIZERINRmho 72 FILhs)0

T DNA %z [ ¢ U 7=. BigDye terminator cycle
sequence kit (Applied Biosystems) T2 —/Z7 L AKX
1T, DNA & —%4 >3 — ABI PRISM 3100 (Applied
Biosystems) THiHERL % fighr L 7z,

R

A ZEDRSR, HEL, ATEEDEBERERT MY
M EMEHNT L 2 E TEIMEBE TR, V1L AR B X
VT 74 b7 I ABOIFREITBR S Nan o7z, @&
2 hY ANOEMABR T, BERRBRBIOCT—HRT >
LI LB MREREICBNT, W IFEHTERE B85
).

EERER 2R T EOIREREIC K - TR HEB SN
ZhYX b OVRHR O EAIENSE SN total RNA
DRV T ZUIINT 2 RFIVICK D8R > T, #9350
bp DU O REERNA DR TE /2. —7F, @k~

Fig. 5. Viroid symptoms of a ‘Rutgers’ tomato plant infected
with a TCDVd (Japanese) isolate. An infected tomato
plant shows chlorosis of leaves and dwarfing.

(+)PSTVd (EU862231)

[ A C uey c GA ) AA
C  GAACUAA CU GUGGUUCC ~ GGUU ACACCU  CCUC  CCAG AAGA

U CUUGGUU GA CGCCAAGG  CCGA UGUGGE GGGG  GGUC  UUCU
c uuc uu AGC  CUAU G AUC

T, Pathogenicity

G A C UGy c GAC AAAA
C GAACUAA CU GUGGUUCC ~ GGUU ACACCU  CUCCUGU GCAG  AAGA

U CUUGGUU GA CGCCAAGG ~ CCGA UGUGGG  GGGGCCA CGUC  UUCU UCU  UUCGCC  GAGCC CU
c uuc [V AGC u G AuC w 'y

(+)TCDVd (AB329668)

u A AGC GGA
AGA  AGGCGG CUCGG GG  GCUUCAG

UCU UUCGCC GAGCC CU  CGAAGUC
uu AA AACAA

u A AGC GGA
AGA AGGCGG CUCGG GG  GCUUCAG

CGAAGUC AGG GGCCC
AACAA AUCAA

o701 REERNA ZF®L, 4 b~ Mo
L7z& A% 5 M ERBRIC B EOBRROEL, 222
kS AR DB I Nz,

TIVINGHEEL 7= A 01 REERNA 2/ L7 Y
NIV RH R DIRBIZEZEMENZ L 2 RT-PCR O #5E,
7I4<—1t v k3P & 4P ® RT-PCR T3 360 bp,
F£72, 2A &£ 1S ® RT-PCR T3 260 bp D/N > RHif5
5Nz B6eX). ZTNS5ONREYODHLT, 1
LI =D T ARG MER, WFYTHRALKL
TCDVd (No. AF162131; Singh et al., 1999) Dk
Bl gl & 98 % —3 3 % & & 359 Hi £ @ TCDVd (No.
AB329668) ThHhdIEMHLMNERSTZ. NFFTDHR
&1L, 165 (T—A), 167 (T—)), 196 (T—-G), 197

M 1 2 3 4 5

Primer set

3P and 4P

2Aand 1S

Fig. 6. Reverse transcription and polymerase chain
reaction products amplified using two pairs of 3P and
4P primers or 2A and 1S primers. Lane 1: diseased
tomato leaves collected from a field at Hiroshima
Prefecture, 2! graft-inoculated tomato leaves, 3:
mechanically-inoculated tomato leaves, 4: mock-
inoculated tomato leaves, 5: distilled water control,
M: 100-bp size marker.

GAAAC AC c GUG  C UAAUU c u
ucc cceee CUGGAGCGA ~ UGGCAAAAAGG ~ GCGGUGGG GA  CCU  GCGGCCGACAGGAG CCUGCUGAMA  AGGGU U

AGG GGCCC GGCUUCGCU ~ GUCGCGGUUCC  CGCUCCCC CU  GGA  CGCCCGCGCUCCUU GGACUUCUUU  UCCCA U
u AUCAUC cc A A ccuuy ccu c

Variable

Central Tr

AGCUU

c Ac A Ac UAAUC c u
ucc CCeGG CUGGAGCGA  UGGCAAAAAAGGCGGC AGGG GUGG  GCGAA  AGGAG CCGAG AGAAA AGGGU U

GGCUUCGCU  GUCGCGUGUUCCCCCG UCCC CACC  CGUUU  UCCuu GGCUU CUUU  UCCCA U
c c cAGCU [eet) ccu AG  coU c

u

Fig. 7. Comparison of complete sequence and proposed secondary structure of PSTVA(EU862231) and TCDVd(AB329668).
The five structural domains (Keese and Symons, 1985) are indicated. TL = left-terminal domain, Central = central

domain, and TR = right-terminal.
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(C—A), 199 (G-T) @ 5 HEMNEZ> Tz BB TX).
PLED#ER LD, TCDVA @ HAERNTOIHAENYH T
RSNz,

FE28H FLEDH DN D Tomato chlorotic
dwarf viroid D454

1 B OEBRKRN S HAENICS TCDVA 2334 L
TS ZEMHB L. TCDVAIZ 1999 FichF+H T
WMEINTHS, KEITHRENEDSNLDHDD, A
JEARIZBE 9 % g 32 PR S TR B S D W B A 7R R PRI B S
LIEMIEIDIEN, KTA OA ROBFROZDITIZINS
DIEHREHTD ZENBEARTRTH 5.

Singh et al. (1999) X, A4t >+ U Wicandra
physaloides L. Gaertn.), Nicotiana debneyi Domin, N.
glutinosa L., N. physaloides L., Physalis angulata L.,

Scopolia sinensis Hemsl., Solanum demissum Lindl., F<

Table 4 . Host range of TCDVd.

& (8. lycopersicum 1..), ¥+ HAE (S. tuberosum 1..) &
Wo 7z AR Y )N — X F (Verbena hybrida) 73
TCDVAdDEETH B I La2WMEL TWD (Singh et
al., 2006). L,2L, TCDVd ®iifgxd 71041 RTh
5PSTVAIE, AR OARST, A FHFF
(Boraginaceae), F3F 3 WF} (Campanulaceae), 77
2 3 #l (Caryophyllaceae), & JL H F* %
(Convolvulaceae), FZ7F (Compositae), ¥V LV
7%l (Dipsaceae), A7 OVF (Sapindaceae), <
J N7 Y Fl (Scrophulariaceae), #* I > T ¥ #t
(Valerianaceae) 2\fE X &78>TWAH I EMnS (Singh
et al., 2003a), HEHFELIFIALEIIZEI TS TCDV
IZHB N TOHIREWEYFEE FHEY & 72> TWh S ATRENE:
MHO, FNONEHFREBEIAEY & LT TCDVd Dk
JRIZIE> TWAERENE A 5N 5. & I CTAREIIAR
JFEARIZB 218 AR EICE T 2 HE 2
PSTVd DD ® LiTfro /e,

Plant species Infection |Plant species Infection
Aizoaceae Pedaliaceae
Tetragonia tetragonioides - Sesamum indicum -
Amaranthaceae Scrophulariaceae
Gomphrena globosa _Z Antirrhium majus -
Apocynaceae Solanaceae
Catharanthus roseus - Capsicum annuum +
Vinca major 47 Datura metel .z
Brassicaceae D. stramonium +
Brassica oleracea var. capitata - Nicandra physaloides +2
B. rapa var. peruviridis - Nicotiana benthamiana +
Chenopodiaceae N. clevelandii +
Spinacia oleracea - N. debneyi +7
Chenopodium amaranticolor - N. glutinosa +
C. quinoa - N. occidentalis +
Compositae N. physaloides +7
Ageratum houstonianum - N. rustica +
Arctium lappa - N. tabacum 'Samsun' +
Chrysanthemum coronarium + N. tabacu m 'Xanthi' +
C. morifolium - Physalis angulata 42
Helianthus annuus - P. floridana +
Lactuca sativa - Petunia h ybrida +
Leucanthemum paludosum 'North Pole' + Scopolia sinensis +7
Cucurbitaceae Solanum carolinense +
Cucumis melo - S. demissum +Z
C. sativus - S. Iycopersicum +2
Fabaceae S. melongena +
Crotalaria juncea - S. mammosum +
Vigna unguiculata - S. nigrum +
Gentianaceae S. tuberosum +Z
Eustoma grandiflorum - Verbenaceae
Verbena hybrida +X

“Data from Sin gh et al. (1999). YData from Sin gh and Dilworth (2009). XSingh et al. (20006).
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Table 5. Symptoms and detetion of tomato cultivars inocualted with TCDVd.

Clutivar Symptoms Detected by RT- PCR
Rutgers Plants stunted with severe systemic leaf chlorosis and malformation +
Momotaro Plants stunted with systemic leaf chlorosis and malformation +
House Momotaro  Plants stunted with systemic leaf chlorosis and malformation +
Fukuju No. 2 Plants stunted with systemic leaf chlorosis and malformation +
Redall Plants stunted with systemic leaf chlorosis and malformation +
Ponderosa Interveinal leaf chlorosis and yellowing of axillary bud +
Micro-Tom Systemic leaf chlorosis and malformation +
TCDVd ® RT-PCR #EIZEE 2 5 1 HiD AIEITHE W,
MEsLUsE SPLAPDT I —ty FEHVTHS 7.

1) Tomato chlorotic dwarf viroid 078 3 &5 F

TCDVd OfF E#iFHZHFE T 572012, AU D01 R
W LMY N VN DEE0.1g2 0.1 M U >
e (pH 7.0) THEHL, SHEEMICH—KRT ¥ A
THWHEREL 2. BE%IE 14 B AE, 20~ 30CI2
MeFRL, BETEE L. 20%, BEEWEMICHT 2
BOFRERBZ L 2. EEEYHET 127 30 # (F
avF oy bR, YIIFRL, VIVFRL, B3R, 7
TR, FURL URL AR, U ROR, IR
FZE, IV IERD BHWE 4K, £z, b
< b OFFERIZEBITS TCDVd DRZHEDEZRET S
oIz, DV BRHR, HERER?, N ABCKER, < t&FE
257, Ly RA—=)V, ‘AR08, ‘A 70 RA°
iz,

B OB O R EEZ AT 57201, HfE2 5
A EAZEZFR L, RT-PCROY > IIVBIURY
FOIOVEHZ ANORUEBOEMEE L. RLUEME
DOFFEE, WUz BArdEs 0.1 MU EEEER (H
7.00 TEHLTAY M IIVMHRITH—RITH LT
PEREL /-

TCDVd ® RT-PCR MEIIH 2 F5 1 HiD HIKITHE W,
BPELAP DT IAR—t v hEHNWTI > .

2) Tomato chlorotic dwarf viroid D¥IR#I45 1%

A O ROYBAEEICET 5 EHRIE, v1o1 R
IS U = R IR A U 7 B DAL 75 & KR O 2
RBGITB T 271 01 RFEARDOILRITRNER N
Z I T, TCDVA DWW T HE DS EZRIGS 57
OB AL 2.

AREEETIE, TCOVAIZERELZ MY FEE0.1g 2
0.1M U > fEfER (pH 7.0) THEWF L THERL 2 EK
WICEWEZEL, TOHKE#E2 N N VAR
ICHERE U OIS & RT-PCR 1T X % M iE THEAM L 7=.

9 TCDVd DOfit #lk 2 &I 2012, BYERIK
% 100°CT# 10, 20, 30, 40 /rMIEWHMEL, Z DML
B a e N MR L TRk RE L. Xk,
TCDVd F BRI W TEER 2L -0, Y b
0.1 g OAFE L R EIRZ 0.1 M U > BRZE IR
(pH 7.0) T 10 f&705 107 f5 £ TEFEAICHML, £h
SHMIRZMREE < ML /2.

KIZ, R ZFET D200, ERP BRI 2 =R
HE LT, BE0HENS 4 HEX TOEMEZESE b
Y MCEEL 2. WD W TIE, PSR 2
1.5mLFa2—JICANT, -75°CTHEEFRMTZBEI S

BB THRAEL, WARIREET 50 ARMRGET 5 2 & TH
fliL 7z,
w R

1) Tomato chlorotic dwarf viroid @18 3 &i

TCDVAd IZIZEAEDTF AR E—EDF I FHIBNT,
PR D B OETHEENHRE SN =2 &ns, &8
BRLTWD I AL 2. T OMOBEREREY T3k
RGP ThH-o7- GFE4A4E). FARTIL, Datura metel L. %
b < RTOEMEMEY) TR L 720, BEEYTIE Y
I & Nicotiana glutinosa L. DA TIHIEL, Z DT MR
MIERTH oz, BYL 7= N. glutinosa L. TIIfEEADIE
R INZ £, FI/HTE2>F7 (C
coronarium L.) & J — X iR — )b (Leucanthemum
paludosum (Poir) Pomel) TREENFER S N20Y, MH
MTh-7z.

—7, TCDVd &L /= b~ h& RfflE, B3~
4 EMBITIITRT L ZEDRE, ik, EEFERER
LEM LD, ‘147080 TR EIEDRR, #it
RO S NZDOD, WEMEROEMREERIIHER TSR
Mol E5K).



22 EEICIFsE s 38115
2) Tomato chlorotic dwarf viroid D4)IE Y44
it E3E EBR

TCDVd Dffit #tkit 5 D& H, TCDV BEfeikiE 100°C
T10~30 pEMBUEL THZTOREMEEZHFELTHO,
KA OA BOBERMEZINESE 5720121 100°C T 40
S EOWMBNBETH D Z EMNghoTe (F6R).

i A R 1%

TCDVd OFRIBA 2 FE L 72 45H, ¥E0.1 g DER:
7 105 f512HD 72 W B T H TCDVd DREGLEA
B HN, 106 LLEICHR U 25812 O BRGNS E
Lz BB7R).

RFH
TCDVd 3=k T 3 HUA LHGET 2 & & TR R
b (B8R,

THEZ 1%

R ER Z - T5°C CHAEHAEIB S E TS ERT
Rfr L7k, Dra< EHERRAF 50 H £ TR Z
ml7e BBIR). I5IT, BMPRFELEZHEETIT-75TC
THifEtRF LIidB T, Da< &d 50 H X TIHRR
HEMERL T (F—FHIK).

Table 6 . Infectivity of crude sap at 100 °C incubation.

. o~ Z
Duration at 100 °C Test plants infected ¥

(min.)
0 9/9
10 4/9
20 1/9
30 1/9
40 0/9

“Pre parations were heated at 100 °C for the
YNumber of test plants infected with TCDVd / total number of plants.

given time.

Table 7 . Infectivity of diluted crude sap.

Dilution of v
. z Test plants infected
inoculun

107 8/8

102 718

107 5/8

10" 5/8

107 2/8

10° 0/8

107 0/8

“Pre parations were diluted with phosphate buffer ( pH 7.0).
YNumber of test plants infected with TCDVd / total number of plants.

2006 FITJA SR ORI E F < MTBWTHEL =
h< b O EZEDRER, B b, A ZZfED EEEAEIR O
JFRDFEIED DI, FmEmr st Lz o1 R
¥k RNA D125 B K O RT-PCR HIiE Y O3 FEL S
DIFENTZ{To 72, R, TOREARIT TCDVd TH2 Z
EMHEIL7Z, ZNEKD, HATHIDTTCDVd DFA
MHERIN WBHATIEIAHAFY TEHET N No.
AF162131; Singh et al., 1999), 7 AU AT HF< k (No.
AY372399; Verhoeven et al., 2004), 1 > KR T/)N\—NX
7 (No. DQ846883; Singh et al., 2006), ¥ AU HT
RFa2=7 (No.DQ859013; Verhoeven et al., 2007),
A FUYRATRF 227 (No. EF582392; James et al.,
2008) /n5 TCDVA s nTnad (BE10XK). 74
FHET AV Y M siiiEnz TCDVd D&k
2360 HETHD, JREBROIT L, TAUAEAFY
ADRF 27 M5 E N TCDVA D413 359 i
HTHoT-.

Hosokawa et al. (2005) IZ& > THFE I N/ direct
RT-PCRLIZ, 1EHE2H > TIVEITHIL THZE L 72
YIRS & RS RS DRl & T B HIET, 2 FIVEN

Table 8. Infectivity of crude sap stored at room
temperature.

sz
Strorage period Test plants infected *

(days)
0 8/8
1 3/8
2 1/8
3 0/8
4 0/8

ZPreparations were maintained at room temperature for the given days.
YNumber of test plants infected with TCDVd / total number of plants.

Table 9. Infectivity of dried crude stored at room
temperature.

.z
Strorage period Test plants infected *

(days)
0 3/3
1 2/3
3 1/3
5 2/3
10 0/3
20 3/3
30 3/3
40 3/3
50 3/3

*Preparations were maintained dry at room temperature for the given days.
YNumber of test plants infected with TCDVd / total number of plants.
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5O RNA i 2 ik U= F etk Td D,
CSVd ® CChMVd O I ICHH W5 Z &N T & %,
TCDVd OFE#EZERLZ MY M SEHINL 232 AW
RT-PCR 213 Hosokawa et al. (2005) D HiEIZHE> T
direct RT-PCR % T TCDVd O#ti 217 - /2. ZDFEE,
714X —1t v b 3P & 4P ® RT-PCR TI3#J 360 bp,
F72, 2A &£ 1S @ RT-PCR T3 260 bp DN > Rhts
5Nz (6 X). Ziud Singh et al. (1999) 237>
72 RT-PCR O#E R E 3T 5. £/, PCREHDHH
BN DIRMT /N S, FEWIE TCDVA @ PCR O HEEMEY T
bdZEDIRINZ. LXK, 51—t v 3P
E 4P BXU2A & 1S ZHW/z direct RT-PCR iEIT &L
SThYh25 TCDVA Z2HT 25 2 ENHEETH D Z
ENURE NI, T HICTCDVA OfE EEYOREITHB N
THAREZMWTRT-PCR 217> 2R, 4 RITR
TR RN 5B TCDVd 2T 5 2 EMTELT
EMNS, TCDVd DOEGHEY DfiEIZ direct RT-PCR %
ZRIAT 2 ENAEETH S Z EAVRS Nz

TCDVd ODICHWET I~ —t v 3P & 4P,
2A £ 1813 TCDVd & PSTVA O 23 % 751
X—ty b THD, ZN5ZEMHNTPCREDNEBLIK
FHLBEONY ROKREZEZMTrO4 REBIFIFRT
TH5 (Singhetal, 1999). L7=2>T, ZNH0
FJA4X—t vy b ZEHWERT-PCRIZK % E TIiZ
TCDVd & PSTVd X3 T 5 Z LIZTERWED,
BIIIE B DT 21T D ENH 5 (Verhoeven et
al., 2010). AEDLEHED MY M THALNLT O
RIS ELE S D fight DGR, 5154 THA L7z TCDVd
D HEFEH] (No. AF162131) & 98 % —HT 22 EMNH
TCDVd Tdh 5 EHIW 415, Verhoeven et al. (2004)
i, AT Y ENREEORAE YA O Remitid 5

72012, CLVd #E<ITXRTORAEY A OA RERH
T 548 S 514 — 1 v b (Pospil-FW: 5
-GGGATCCCCGGGGAAAC-3" / Pospi-RE:
5-AGCTTCAGTTGTWTCCACCGGGT-3) =W/
RT-PCRIEZRENEL, ZDH%DEYDFERYZ BT
5ZLTUAOA MEZREL TS,

TCDVd OE X ZFAE L 2R, ZEAEDTR
BE—HoF 7R TRERET LI EHBILE G4
#). BEOWETII LEOE EEM LN, Ty
TRON=RFoFavF I bIROEAY I ZFZF
V)% (Vinca minor L.) 73 TCDVd Of&E XMWY TH % &
H & 1 T W % (Singh et al., 2006 ; Singh and
Dilworth, 2009). HADHE & &0 TREAHEN OHT,
W EIRL7ZH DI N b & Nicotiana glutinosa D H T
HY, TOMOEREENIWIFEH THo7z (FE4H).
TCDVd &7 AU 71 (2007), 1FYUA (2008), 71>
Z >R (2009), F £ 3O (2008) IZBNWTXRF 2705,
1> K (2006) TRN—=NFn5, #7724 (2010
T3 Brugmansia sanguinea 2 SREINTH O (5 10
), TNHSEYTIEMNS EBHRFMERLTD 5.
Verhoeven and Roenhorst (2010) 35 Uf Verhoeven
(2004, 2010) & TCDVA Z2ELHRAE YA OA
R D SRS IS5 U S O F AR T & 5 Rl HEME N &
WZEZERBRLTWDS, RETORBR TIEG L 218 E il
MInS Y PANORLUBEMMBTETHH I EN5,
TCDVd DEREMEED 1 DELT, s OfEEMYIC
&Y L7z TCDVd 23#5s b~ b AR T 5 TREME NS A
57z, [FEkIC TCDVd LD PSTVA IZHBWNWTH,
PSTVd D SRS SN T d 5 Solanum jasminoides 7
5hY MABGITELSELZENIRETH 2T &

et al.

5, EEFRBUERAEY S O B b ADOLRRD ATREMEAR

Table 10 . Reports of outbreaks of TCDVd in 1999-2010.

Accession number

Year Country Host Length in DDBJ Reference

1999 Canada Solanum lycopersicum 360 AF162131 Singh et al. (1999)

2004 USA S. Iycopersicum 360 AY372399 Verhoeven et al. (2004)

2006 India Verbena hybrida partial sequence DQ846883 Singh et al. (2006)

2007 USA Petunia hybrida 359 DQ859013 Verhoeven et al. (2007)

2008 Japan S. lycopersicum 359 AB329668 This stduy

2008 UK Petunia hybrida 359 EF582392 James et al. (2008)
359 EF582393

2009 USA Vinca minor 360 EU625577 Singh and Dilworth (2009)

2009 Finland Petunia hybrida - - -

2009 Czech Republic Petunia hybrida - - -

2009 USA S. lycopersicum 360 FJ822878 Ling and Zhang (2009)

2009 Mexico S. lycopersicum - GQI131572 Ling et al. (2009)

2010 Netherlands Brugmansia sanguinea 356 EF626530 Verhoeven et al. (2010)

2010 France S. Iycopersicum 360 EU729744 Candresse et al. (2010)
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#H1lE

B XN TS (Verhoeven and Roenhorst, 2010). —77,
75 A THAELZ TCDVd ORETIE, FRLAZLY
FEFUBREROMTOMEZIT>/2 &I 5, TCDVA A
RETIIH D0 EN, TNUIFEH < b TCDVd
DIFHBLH E —F L Tz (Candress et al., 2010).
TOZENSHEFERITED TCDVA 23 %4 L 7= nfEME
MHDHELTNWS, DLEXKD, BHREOBREYSIT
SRR T O E BRAYRURE DY, BT S OBEN S IR,
TCDVd @ it F A7 IRBILEL D IR RN 78 > T % Al gtk
MEZENS.

TCDVd OfF E#i L&D PSTVA &HEBL TH
D, EE5BIFELEAEDFT ARMEMITERMEZRL 72
272U, PSTVAd i3t > =F a7 (Gomphrena globosal..)
IZES T %A% (Singh et al., 2003b), TCDVd i3/&%
Lisinole (343K, WMo 01 FOHERS O FE
M3 85~89 % BV, ANWICEZRZIERITIZFEAER
JREfEE (P), wIZSaEEL (V), fikimmEi (TR) T4
HLTWD ETH). s OHEIEEFO ) E F
HOBEVWIHEEEZEZTNWSEEZLGND. £, £
RT3 PSTVA & TCDVd, TPMVd & MPVd 3%
TNEBTHDZEMRINTVSDN (FF4K),
PSTVd > TPMVd (Singh et al., 2003b) {3t >=F
OGRS 573, TCDVd ®° MPVd (Martinez-Soriano
1996) 1XEH L7z, TCDVd > MPVd O
Big & b9 % &, SRS TIEZAE R 80 % L
BND, AARmMEE (TR) OFEE ST 93
% ® & % (Singh et al., 2003b). Z NI X L T,
TCDVd & PSTVd O KifEl & thig 5 &, 80% D
FHEE L v7sny (B8 71D, ARG O AR S,
TCDVd % PSTVd Ot > =F a2 B} 2 Yk B
HLTwahblLizwn,

A DEETIZ TCDVA IX N. tabacum \Z ZHERT 5
Z ENMEFRTE M, Singh et al. (1999) OEERTIZ
N. tabacum \Z\3ER UIsh o7z, AETHW/Z TCDVd
(No. AB329668) 13 Singh et al. (1999) 23 W /-

et al.,

Table 11 . Comparision of nucleotide sequence of TCDVd.

TCDVd (No. AF162131) QARSI 13 165 (T—A),
167 (T—_), 196 (T—G), 197 (C—A), 199 (G-T)
D 5HENELS>THBY, INSIRTNTHAREGEIRIC
i L Tz (BB 1138). N. tabacum (&GRS 5 201
FZZOEBOREDHENERETHSEEZEZLND. —
F, INETIREEERANHRESIN TS TCDV 1
11 OEREKNDD, 2055 6 LARKII T b6k
HEhTwad B11H). E51L, XFaz7, V=
F = F ¥, Brugmansia sanguinea 7 5 & i & 117z
TCDVd 13, #MEaEET N~ MUEET 2 2 &R
NTW5S (James et al., 2008 ; Singh and Dilworth,
2009 ; Verhoeven and Roenhorst, 2010; Verhoeven et
al., 2007). L7=A1>7T, INs 11 ARKZIITRTH
RMIERT DI ENDND. B11ROERIT T b
IZB1F 2 TCDVA DEEREEICITHE LR WHFHOLRT
HHEEBEZLN, FHUIKUT, N. tabacum ~DEGIT
WERERFELKITTEEZOSND.,

< N ORFEMIZHIT S TCDVA D& MED 2 % &
G B/2DIT, IV R, BRKER?, N AHOKER”, &
F25°, Ly RE—=)’, ‘RrFo—4’ ‘<1 r0
FAIZTCDVA 28 L 2655, IXRTORETIT X
T EArZEoR, ok, E&EREELRZ B5XK).
BEIZTONZEERABRIZB VLTS, ‘Sheyenne’ ®
‘Trust’ 13 Lid & Ak OIEKRZ 2 L7/~ (Singh et al.,
1999). INSEEMFED F< MZIZ TCDVA ITHT %
EhiEIIBnweEEZ 515, PSTVAITH L T IV R A
A&, LROGENFEMERT ZENHMS5NT
W55 (Mahfouze et al., 2009), ‘Goldkugel’ IJE&H:
L THHEZERI /W (Stark-Lorenzen et al., 1997).
L2L, hY MZBT S PSTVA ORI PSTVA DO
R ODTNRENICE > TRZRD ZEHS5NTY
5HZEMS (Gross et al., 1981), #:fEd % PSTVd @
RMICK > T, ZEAR—METH-TH, TOMHHK
1R 5EHFEZENS. FK&RIEAS Stark-Lorenzen et

al. (1997) % Mahfouze et al. (2009) 7 {EfEiRER T

Accession number
Hosts

. - .7
Position of mutation

in DDBJ

Reference

28 45 60 63 92 157 158 160 161 165 167 177 184 196 197 198 199 202 203 257 308 346
AF162131 Solanum lycopersicum U U - U C U A U C€C U U G C U C U G G U A - A Singhetal (1999)
AY372399 8. Iycopersicum Uu U u ¢ U A U C U U G C U C U G G U A A Verhoeven et al. (2004)
EU729744 S. Iycopersicum U u u ¢ U A U C U U G C U C UG G U U A Candresse et al. (2010)
AB329668 8. lycopersicum u U - u ¢ U A U C A - G C G A U U G U A - A Thisstudy
F1822878 S. Iycopersicum U A +A U C U A G C C G C G A C G G C U +U A Lingand Zhang (2009)
GQ131572 S. Iycopersicum U A +A U C U A G C C G €C G A C G G C U +U A |Lingetal (2009)
DQ859013 Petunia hybrida vu U - U U U A U C A G €C G A U U G U A - A Verhoeven etal (2007)
EF582392 Petunia hybrida A U U ¢ U A U C A G C G A U U G U A A James et al. (2008)
EF582393 Petunia hybrida U U Uu ¢C U A U C A - G C G A U U G U A A James et al. (2008)
EU625577 Vinca major U U vu ¢ 6 U U cCc uUu uUu G € U CcC U G G U A G Singh and Dilworth (2009)
EF626530 Br ja sanguinea U U - €C U AU - €C C A U U C - G - U A A Verhoeven et al. (2010)

“Position number is based on the sequence of AF16131. Terminal right (TR) domain is located in shadowed areas.
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/= PSTVd O EEFNIARHTH S, —J, TCDVd
DIFHBEHNDENIZE > TEUDFHDOZEITDONTOH
HIXFE A ERNA, Singh et al. (2010) 1P v HA
FICEPSIETERLAZTCDVAZE MY MIERT 2 &,
ZTO Y MIHFF D TCDVA (No. AF162131) L0 H
BMULLEMHTHIEEZRLTWD, BELAZTCDVAD
WHRES & F1 -4 D TCDVd DELFZ L d 5 &4 K
fE D THENR/L> Tz, ZTNETIZ TCDV 1Tk
BLTHEFBHM THS MY MOFREITH S N TR,
TCDVd O£ R & FFEOMAGHOERETIE, YL
THERMTH 2NN EET 2hb LR, KIZE
DEIBEFNHIE, TOEFEIRG b~ N AR
BETORYPRERD Z ENBEIN5.

TCDVd Diiif BV D& R, TCDVd B 100°C
T10~ 30 PEMBULEL THZORPEZAL Tz
(566 2%). TCDVAIZBESTL DT O RiFuzfEik
FETIHIERICREL TWS, flziE, miRicHL T
HSVdA 1% 84°CLLF Tt # AT 2 T EMHE I N TN
% (erAK -1, 1978). KiZ, TCDVA O 7KK
ERELZEE 100{0MD THWERKTD
TCDVd QEGMENRED SNz BB 7). TCDVAIE&E
WIHBVE ST AE R Z2H L Tnd 2 ERHLNITRS
/z.

TCDVA IR L = a B Ll a =R T1~2H
RERET S Z LT, TCDVA OREREZEbNE B
8F). LML, Y E-75°C TEERIMTIGES &
FHRTHRT LR, D EbEIRMRTF 50 HE TR
Bz RL (B9R). DLEORREE, Bk IRE
TR O RNase & D U iRELIE 57 fie it 56 D
BTUA OA ROBEREENEIIFETROND A, IR
RETIEIN S OB FES O BN KITTR N 20 ITEEMEA
R0 ThHhAro2EHEZLNE LEDLDIC
TCDVA WHERETIEHICLREL TNWDH I EN S,
TCDVd 25l R A5 LU THRFERICRY T 2 aBk
MEZ5NS.

ZDXSITHEMED S < Hf L THRBEMZRT &
M5, HEYDFEETREC T A O FREREMITHRS EMN
15 L2 BMPFE, N IFIZTOWROFNIT T
EENBETHD I ENREBEIND, £IT, BHIETO
EEMELEZEEL, NV IZOREEHBRCMHELZ
TCDVd QRGO ZFE L =& 25, DL
ED THEMERICKE L @B TOEREEZRLE (5
— 4% EM). PSTVd (Manzer and Merriam, 1961) <
CEVd (Barbosa et al., 2005) I2BWTH, HHRIN

AR DMDER B K > TR ~E S TR
LT ENMHSN TS, AEBRORERIE, TCDVAIZD
NWTHEHREBICLD2BEMTES ITBRFEIERT S 2 &N
HohEimof., 2O EE, TCDVA QRS D 1
DELTO, bY LS OERFEEIAD NS B b
DEERICKD2BROIRELEEZZFFTLHHDOTHD. £
7o, JREIRTO TCDVA OFEAERM E LT, FIEEHIE
HOH M E—F U SRR & & B ITIR 4 ITRGL
AL Twokel i, AETRHRONZT =55, &
MEBEZN LR THD Z Eaim<ihE 5 TCDV
OYERREIGER L Tnwas &2 5N 5.

TCDVA IZVHEHE NIz HWoE DD ER BN 558 51T
BRI DI ENS, BRRHEBEBFENLETHS. £k,
TCDVd Z & DR ZAE T OA R ORGIR T M5 U G
DF ZARHEY TH B ATReERE W &S (Verhoeven
and Roenhorst, 2010; Verhoeven et al., 2004, 2010),
NS OHMITMN R EDOWEETHIENEETH
HEEZOLND, INETICREEREEF MY T A
(Garnsey and Whidden, 1971 ; Roistacher et al.,
1969 ; Singh et al., 1989) ®FE=U > @JF b T A
(Antignus et al., 2007 ; Takahashi and Yamaguchi,
1985) MUA O RORIFIZENTH D I ENHISNT
W%, TCDVd DERERIEZ 75 S &, 4 RRH=ERT
HIRSEIIV Y Z2BEFNTRLE, #ERY M
YO DT THEBEOREZ A L /Z/ER, 3 % Kifith ik
FhUTL (pH 11.8) HEBHFAIIC TCDV DREHR
EZHET S EMTEZ (Matsuura et al., 2010). —
FHT, 25 % FkE5 % B CEF FUTAICKDH
BTIRETNEN16 %, 70 % DEPHEZERL, 3% K
WHRHEF PV TLXOMENE D ZEMNRINTN
5. LoL, 3% KHEHEERT N T LAISRETHD,
BIEEOBGTHHT A ICHZo THEBTHD Z &N
5, Matsuura et al. (2010) I pHEZZAZ 52 & T
RRETORREMEL 2. TOREE, pH 10.6 D 0.06
% REHEFERT N U LAONEX TIIEMLAZ YD
RN 18.5% TH o 7=—7F, pH 6.5 D 0.06 % Kl
FET MU U LA OB KX TIZEERIT 1.9% TH D, pH
ERFHIETRHRREEETTHIENTER., DX
75715 TC TCDVA IZIHER S NIz NP DM OEGEEN S
DEFRZEH S ZENEEL W,

AEOERBICED, 2006 FITIE R OREZRBSE b~
FTHRALZ MY bO BIBEDRE, #EEF 2R IIER
DIFFEARMN S RT-PCR ICEL > T PSTVd £/413 TCDVd
DN R E N/, = PCR EY O HERL Y % fif
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#H1lE

rL7zf% H % THAELZTCDVA (No.
AF162131 : Singh et al., 1999) DiFILEIS] & 98 % —
9 24E 359D TCDVd (No. AB329668) TdH
o7z, INKD, HATHHTTCDVd DFAENHRS
N7z, HAENTO TCDVd OFAERWD T TH>/72Z
L5, TCDVA OFibRICHE s fEME R 272012, 1E
FEH PP X O E RIS DO W TNz, TCDVd OfF
FHFHEREL /LA, TCDVARRIFEEAEDF ZF
E—HDOFIRHIBNT, 2HERL TWER, FT b
& Nicotiana glutinosa L. DA THAE L, E DAt MIHH
BYTHo 7z, B4K). £z, TCDVA IR W G
6 %) AR E7HR) 2HL Twiz TCDVAIZ
FHIR T3 HL EET 2 Z & TR EIZ RN 8
8 %), BEMZ -T5C CHEHEIREI T TN
HTHRELZEER, P &b EiRMAE 50 H £ TR
PERTZENHONERSTE BEIEK). 51T,
BTOEEMEEZEEL, NYISOREEHIEEITN
%LU 72 TCDVd OB MO i ZzHAE Lz & 25,
ADla< &H 1 HMEBRICHE LS BETOREREZRL
= (F—FEM). REBROERE, TCDVAIZDWTH
EHBEICXSEMTESITBIIERT S I EE2/RLT
Wb, ZOZ &L, TCDVd DEBEZEEKD 1 DELTO,
< S DU O SR USRI 0 5 B Y B A D EIEEITK
HIERORENEESFFTHHDTH 5.

8 3EFE Chrysanthemum stunt viroid DZER

LR

1 EBRUHE 2 EOERM AL D CSVd  TCDVd
DOHAENIZBT 2REIRENH S Ereo Tz R,
F1EE2/HTIE, ZHNET33H4D CSVA DEREKAN
WMEINTHO, HATIZ 2005 - 2006 FHKrE T 5 il
PLEDERENENIZHMAL T I AR nik. B
HDCSVd D2 RAKDAEFRME T /NS WA, —FH T,
PSTVd, CEVd, HSVdIZZARDIEITIREL, HRDRE
7250 EREMITRG T 2 2 & TH I BARARNTEAET 2
ZEDNHEZTN TS (Ito et al., 2010 ; Fagoaga et
al., 1995 ; Matousek et al., 2007). BE#H® CSVd M
F 7 DS OREZHEMTER UGG, Hi R RENTE
U, BERWEMITES L TR/ 2 A RetENE 2 5
N5, HERHEMICK D2 EREOREZHRT 5720121
K@ OHHERLF 2 HD CSVd & W THERBR 21T D 4
EIND S, R SR D BEEM RN T TITAE RN
ELCTWLRETH L REMENH HDT, METFIEEL

TR AREEZ WD 2 &3 TERWV. 20
W, NTHRLUK cDNA & %W RNA DR EREET S
ZENMMETHSD., LML, ZTNETITCSVAIZDONT
ZTOEIBEBRRIIMHELINTB ST, TEROELE S
Z b DA CSVA OEMEBZITO 2L TER0.
F I T, A#ETITET CSVd DEGE cDNA B LU
RNA ROMEEZHAA, ISHICZTOREHANWT, £HE
ZEHHANOBEFEZITD 2 & T, CSVAdABEMRD T4 &K
Gl & DBRARAT 2Rl A Tz,

28 181 Chrysanthemum stunt viroid & #8[&]
DEEZEE 53 F RNA DBIF

A 04 RRNAEBY >N ZdI—RLTWhiRnI &
WS, UA 01 ROEEBIFNC K > THESI NS IR
EIEEEDERNICBIT 571 01 FOERSBT, b
MREBAEICEEL TS Z EARBEINS (Ding,
2009). RAE YA O1 REDHHRELFNE RGN 5,
5DDRAAIZHITHENS (Keese and Symons,
1985). L7eMo>7T, & RAAL REZMEL T o
HEH 2 NARNCAERI® 5 2 EI2k o T, EHEDBLT,
JRMARBR ENED XD ITEMT 2N WS NTT S0
FINVRE LT85, T OERMIEEEANITHATD % G
P cDNA BX U RNA 7 00— i3 01 ROwsE
TIRIEKHAWSNTERAIETH D, PSTVd (Cress et
al., 1983), HSVd (Meshi et al. , 1984), CEVd (Visvader
et al., 1985) DG cDNA 7 O— s ah, =
BRICHEM I CHRE L TR S B S 2 LITHIIL Tn5, £
7z, cDNA 7 O — >/ 55 SN/ PSTVd (Tabler
and Sanger, 1984, 1985) * CEVd (Rakowski and
Symons, 1994 ; Rigden and Rezaian, 1992) @ +$H
RNA ZHEMRICEET S5 THRPEIED T 00
fE& iz o7z, IRETIE, PSTVAd DEEAKZHW, BEE
WA TOBITRLEEII DN TORKEZDEED RNA
DG DRITIC RO, BITE X OCEEITHRE IR0
MEHSNMZETNDDH S (Zhong et al., 2007). LinL,
CSVd OEHME cDNA 7 0 — > Hiflild 2N £ Ticlid
NTHHT, TNMSIEEI N/ CSVd RNA O Gt
BT 5% DR, ZTD), CSVd DEEDBIT,
B BT M AMEIRIEEA LR, £ T,
AETEEEECEEREZ DD, BE SN CSVd
RNA DGR ZMET D L Z2HIEL .
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HHRBELUVAHE

1) CSVd[TREEL=F /M 50M CSVd RNA D EEE L5
ERHNDRE

CSVA IZEH L=+ (C. morifloium Ramat.) ‘-t
TIVT & CSVA IEEEDF T < TIVY OfF L3N
ZHET 14 KEHE, 20~ 30CICHERF L TRES L /2.
INSDOFT D EAEE20 g ZIRRERTHAEL TH >
7Y > 2 L. TRIzol (Invitrogen) 7% f\» T Total
RNA ZHiti U7z, %5417z RNA % 2M fifk U F o L
T2 4CTHEL, LiFEZEIIL T35 %1y /—
IWIREIZRA2XD>Ty /) —)VEHA, SV total RNA
isolation kit (Promega) D7 < /LT RNA ZFERIL /=
HBONZRNAZ 15 % RU Y7 UNT I RTFIVTER
WL TFYuA7O0XA RTHRMAELTCSVAdD
RNADNZ Rz7)Vinsy 0L GE8MA). 2D
Y0 E LT IV 2 —B=IE T 2xSTE /N v 7 7 — (100
mM Tris-HCI, 200 mM NaCl, 2 mM EDTA, pH 7.2) H
THrEL, 3000xg T/ L T ERWEZEINLEZ. BN
7ZRNAMWCSVAd TH2Z LZMRBTHDIT, H1E
%1 OFETHE ST, RT-PCREICEL > T CSVd DN
D REBH UL, HEEL & CSVA OB YIZRET 5
72912, RT-PCR FE# % pGEM-T easy vector (Promega)
rn—=27L, TOMARSZEMIS T I —%
HWTHET Lz &on/=Xr ¥ —%pT7-CSVd & L
TLATOFERICHERL /2.

2) CSVd RNA M in vitro &R

CSVd @ + 3§ RNA & —3H RNA 2| 4 ITE T %72
Wiz, CSVd D& zFiD X7 & — (pT7-CSVA)
ZHWT, +#& -2k CSVd O PCR EY &7
PCREMOERIZIZTIA~—ty h& LT, +3#HA
IZ CSVA-R & CSVA-F, —#MfiZ CSVd-mR & CSVd-
mF Z2ZNENIN—AT 54X —ET5xT—RT 51
Y—&LTHWE (512%). PCR O KIGKITIE,
0.5uL DU N—ZF 51— (20 pM), 0.5uL D7 +
J—R7T54<— (20 uM), 10 pL @ 5xPrimeSTAR
HS buffer (TaKaRa), 0.5 pL. @ Prime STAR HS DNA
polymerase (TaKaRa), 4 pL @ dNTPs (£ 2.5 mM)
DIRBWIRZHWT, ZZI2 pT7-CSVd (50 ng/pl) %
1 uL Nz T, DNase free 7K T 50 nL IZFHEL =H D %
/=, PCR 13 98C -10 #, 60C -5, 72°C -30
Bo35Y127)EL7 6uL®PCRKIEKZE 1.0 %

A=A N TERIKEHL, TFPILTOYART
L2, HHMOKEITHST7 JOE—% —HES
& CSVd Dl & FEH L 72K 375 bp /N> FZ& UVIET
THERL 7=

£5i 7z PCR EWZ A2 LT, Ampliscribe T7 kit
(Epicentre Technologies) % f\) 37°C T RNA D#zE %
12 FefiifTo 72, BB PEY Z DNase I CTUHEL, 8 %
RNUT7ZUNT 2 RTITEKIKEIL TRNA DN R
ZYJOWD, FEOAHETHELZ. H5017z RNAN
CSVd TH 5 I LZMAT H72DITH 1 B 1 HiD Ak
2> T, RT-PCRIEICE > T CSVAd DN REMHL
7z. +#® RT-PCRIZIZFCSVdrZRT D /o1 —&
LTHWT, PCRIZIZCSVAfZ# 74T —RTIT14 < —
ELTHWE (B125). —#® RT-PCR 1213 CSVd-f
ZERTOTI74~<—ELTHWT, PCRIZIZ CSVd-f %
TJxT—RTIAx—ELTHWE.

3) CSvd REgatER

CSVd D &ECDNAZHDTTZAI R (pT7-CSV),
CSVd @4 ¢cDNA PCR W), 55 RNA TH 5 CSVd
(+) RNAB XU CSVd (—) RNA ZH#ARICHEREL
TRROFEZFN-, HEHE L THEF I THS
AV FZ (C. pacificum Nakai) 2Nz, THNZNOHE
Pz 2.5 ng @ pT7-CSV, ¢cDNAPCR ##), CSVd (+)
RNA, CSVd (—) RNA ##M U /=, M5 %EIS#EE
TRa#t ORI TE S, TNz Y O 2EITHIT 5%
Tfiok B8MA). R¥F7a>rbo—JLELT,
CSVA IZEHR L=+ 7 n S i U 7z total RNA Z Wy,
*H7 4 7> ha—)L &L T RNasefree /K& /=,
BREEYIIZENENOEBRIKITHE N T 6 fEEZEH0n
7o, 14FFIHE 20 ~ 24°CTHREF U 2. 28 2 T,
BEEXD EMAOERZE 100 mg 2 HH L T TRIzol
(Invitrogen) T total RNA Z#iHiL, RT-PCR %#171>
727 (38X B). RT-PCRIZ>—VAZAHTIA < —
vy h&ELT, CSVA-94-r BL U CSVA-94-f Z W,
F1ES 1LHOFEN> TTio E12K). Hoh
72 PCREMZ pGEM-T easy X7 ¥ —iZ/70—=>7%
L, M13 751 ¥ —% MW T BigDye terminator cycle
sequence kit (Applied Biosystems) T2 —27 L AKX
& frH 1, DNA > — 4 > — ABI PRISM 3100
(Applied Biosystems) THiEEIH % i@t L7z

4) EAREEER
#25 CSVd RNA ZH:#E L C 8 O 1V F o715
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Fig. 8. Isolation, identification and in vitro synthesis of CSVd RNA. A: Isolation of CSVd RNA from the infected
chrysanthemum plants and in vitro synthesis of CSVd RNA. B: Analysis of CSVd replication after the inoculation of
CSVd nucleic acids. C: Complete sequence and proposed secondary structure of isolated CSVd (No. X16408). The
nucleotide substitutions and deletions from previously reported CSVd (No. V01107; Haseloff and Symons, 1981) are

shown within boxes. The nucleotides at positions 78-105 and 255-280 are the conserved regions in the genus of
Pospiviroidae.
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FLUHEEZRWL, BRI ETNTZNICEMLUZ., ET, BIARD CSVd DOWLIERZ BT 2 720iz,
ETNEAAICLT, CSVAIREFDOF T ‘w1 TIVY’ KMo UFEZHEWMUIRI 2. FRFICHRKEL T
EREARICL TEARCEIS2E/METo BIMA). # FEEOFV AN noHLEFELHRMLUAERS
Atz 8 Mk, 14 K1 H K 20 ~ 24°CTHAE L 72, B, BRUFBLEEZNTANITEML, 40 Al 14

iR @ )&% k47 % 100 mg %2 £ L L T TRIzol FFfIH 5 20 ~ 24 CTHIE L=, CSVAEMRD ‘1T
(Invitrogen) T total RNA ZfiHiL, B 1ZJ|E 1O LY’ LIEEFEO 1 TIVY OB L ZL#E L7z
51T RT-PCR 217\ CSVd DB 2R L=, T D

Table 12 . Oligonucleotide primers used for in vitro synthesis of CSVd RNA and RT-PCRZ.

Target of amplification

Name Method Sequence (5°-3") .
(position number)
CSVd—R [n vitro transcription GAGGGAACAAAACTAAGGTTCCACGGGC 328-1
(plus strand RNA)
CSVd—F In vitro transcription AGAGTAATACGACTCACTATAGGGACTTACTTGTGGTTCCTGTGG 2-25
(plus strand RNA)
CSVd-mR [n vitro transcription CGGGACTTACTTGTGGTTCCT 1-21
(minus strand RNA)
CSV-mF [n vitro transcription AGAGTAATACGACTCACTATAGGGAACAAAACTAAGGT 337-354
(minus strand RNA)
CSVd-r RT-PCR AGGATTACTCCTGTCTCGCA 148-167
CSVd-f RT-PCR CAACTGAAGCTTCAACGCCTT 269-290
CSVd-94-r  Sequence GGATCCCTGAAGGACT 88-74
CSVd-94-f  Sequence CCGGGGAAACCTCCAG 90-105

“The T7 RNA polymerase promoter sequence is depicted in bold let ters.

Uninoculated
RNA-CSVd CSVd RNA n plant

Inoculated pla

Inoculation
A

Wild chrysanthemum
stock
(Chrysanthemum pacificum )

. . unlnfected
Grafted inoculation (sc,on ’ E}T@J”"mfemed
A scion
Health cultivated chr)fsa‘nthemum \ ,nfemed (wninfected
(Chrysanthemum morifolium scion \Stock - _stock
After 1 month

G
RT-PCR check ~— ﬁ% n}k\y

cutting cutting

Y

Cutting of infected cultivated
chrysanthemum (scion) from grafted plant

l

Plant infected cultivated
chrysanthemum in a pot

Infected Uninfected
plant plant

Fig. 9. Grafting assay to analyze the ability of linear CSVd RNA to reproduce the disease symptoms in cultivated
chrysanthemum (Chrysanthemum morifolium) plants. A: Grafting procedure used in our study, B: Comparison of the
heights of infected and uninfected cultivated chrysanthemum plants, grown for 4 months after re-transplantation
and photographed.
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1) CSVd RNA D EiB#

CSVAITEREL=F 7 ‘1 ZIH 5 CSVd & B
Bt 2720102, ERUAREY) & IRAREY) DWW F 72 5 total
RNA ZHitH L, FEEHARY 727UV 7 2 K5IV THkE)
U7 AE5, 400 HEMTICEERED DA THHEI NS N
CRBMEEN GESMA). ZONYRESIINS S
BEL THEIL, ThE T > 7L —hELTRTPCR %17
o7& ZACSVAd B ENAZ GE10K). ZnkD,
HEEL 72N> RIZ CSVARNA TH 2 Z EDVURSI Nz,

KiZ, RUTZUNT 2 RFIVEDHEELZ CSVAd D
EWIEH ZRET S22, CSVd D4EE cDNA 27

Fig. 10. Detection of CSVd in RNAs extracted from poly
acrylamide gel using RT-PCR. Lane 1: CSVd
extracted from an expected RNA band in poly
acrylamide gel, Lane 2: CSVd-infected
chrysanthemum as a positive control, 3: DNase and
RNase-free water, Lane M: 100-bp ladder markers
(TaKaRa).

Table 13. Ability of CSVd nucleic acids to replicate in
Chrysanthemum pacificum plants.

Post inoculation (week)

Inoculum 1 5
Plasmid 0/6 % 0/6
cDNA 0/ 6 0/6
(- )RNA transcripts 0/ 6 0/6
(+)RNA transcripts 3/6 5/6
CSVd RNA 6/ 6 6/6
mock 0/6 0/6

“Number of test plants infected with CSVd / number of plants
inoculated.

O—=7LTH6NETIZAIR PTT7-CSV) D57
O — > OELH| 2 f#fT U 72458, Genbank accession no.
X16408 ® CSVd R oz ((E8K C). #WHD
CSVd @ Bt %] (No. V01107 ; Haseloff and Symons,
1981) EIt#d 5 &, H8MC TRLULAZK D ITHRIE
7EfEE (CCR, 78-105f BL U 255-280) TlIHHIDZE
RIIReNT, AuntEE (1-44 3KV 310-354) H)E
PEAEIR (45-70 BTN 284-309) TEENL K5/,

2) CSVARNA D&ERK & 1884

T7 7O0®—4% —hl%l% 5> CSVd O 4 £ DNA %8
BNZ U TCin vitro ITHBWTHRE L7z CSVd (+) RNA B
KUVCSVd (=) RNAZAYFVICHEMELEEZ A,
CSVd (+) RNA[XTIE, CSVAIZEEL=F 05
Hi U7z total RNA Z 8 U /=X &[RRI, H5RE 4 %
IIEEBR DA T CSVA i SN/ (B8 13 ). 72,
EBE5DXITHBNTS, B 3 %O R TIRESIE
RN hok. —F TF7 A3 KpT7-CSV »
cDNA PCR ##), CSVd (—) RNA DMK Tldg
BRI N2 13 K). DXy, HoyTolx
5. CSVd (+) RNAZERMEE &5, HEMDMEN
THEIND ZERINTE.

3) EZE CSVd (+) RNA DfR#FEH

FREOEBIZED, #KE CSVd (+) RNAEZT YV F
DIZBNWTEBEIND ZEIRINED, REFIITH
WTHRBERTNEI NIRHTH S, & THEAEM
MERICBWT, BEF7ICB 2R MR ZHE L 24
F, CSVd OHINIFHYMTH 5 DWW LRIk AR I N
7= BE9IMB). Zh&D, #E CSVd (+) RNAIZH
SRFED CSVA ERIKEIC, BEXZ BV TRMAERET
B ENIREI N

% 2 #i Chrysanthemum stunt viroid 48 [
RNA OZE L BEZHEMNDRZE

F kD CSVA 23F 7 LIS DR ZAEWNIT RS U 72 45
A, BB OBRENFAEL, BAEMEYITER L AR
IRZ RN E A 5N 5. £ I TAHITIEF 550
BELUAERKEMHEO DNAZO—2NSEE L 2
CSVd (+) RNA ZHWT, W< DD~
BRI, TORRMEEHARL 2. £, AHMRR
IZ & o THRZEMEYICEREMEZ /R L 2 CSVd DRI D
MR Z2fT\V, CSVd OHEEAHI b DA FFE A DA 2 T
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BU. I5ICFTHED CSVA 2 F 7 LIS OfE EhiY
IR U CREMIFHRES U285 G, EEEE O BIKDFE
L, EPEREMIERS U TR & 72 2 T ReE 2 Mt U
7z.

HHBELUVHE

1) EEHEYANDIEE CSVd RNA OEERER

H3EW 1M THERLZ, #%5 CSVd (+) RNA %
HAWT, WD) OREZMYITHMERBZTo /2.
WY F o RBOAFY, YFIE L TI—3 2T
BT a>F7 (C coronarium L.) “ RELw AT,
FZRD N N (Solanum lycopersicum L.) < JV NH X’
EHWE., EBREHROANVYFIBROT T IY LT
W=7 IS UFZRIL, FRUMLEFZN
UANICEML 2. & EAMOEMYEIC 2.5 pg DERE
CSVd (+) RNAZEMLZ. £k, >a>Fr7BX0
FY R OIVRAR OMETZBEL, TIEIC 2.5 ng Dl
B CSVd (+) RNA ##fEL 7=

fRMEY 2 8 M, 14 KFfTH & 20 ~ 24 CTHEEE L /-
P4, 6, 8JEMMICHR LAL%E 100 mg 2RI L T
TRIzol (Invitrogen) T total RNA Z#fiiL, CSVd-
94-r BLUCSVA-94-f Z T, 551 EH 1 HiDTE
T RT-PCR Z17\y, CSVAd OER AR L /=, 4% 8l
% O LALEN 51572 PCR EW % pGEM-T easy N
=0 —=2F Uik, 7A—-Z 2 J7II3% 2 W
KROPCREMZHWE MI3 T I714 X —&2HWNT
BigDye Terminator cycle sequence kit (Applied
Biosystems) T3 —27 L2 AMGZEfFY, DNA > —7r
>— ABI PRISM 3100 (Applied Biosystems) T
HBLF 2 fifpT U 7z,

2) EEE CSVd RNA [CRE L -B=HEMD S D BiEE
ALER

¥25 CSVd (+) RNAZEBL AT 7575 LB XV
FY b EMLEE05 gz B8 HMBITHRILL T,
TRIzol (Invitrogen) ZHWTHE 23=E 1 HiD HET
RNA ZHlitH L 7z.

BEET 2T, 75356 TI—32
> BN N (Solanum lycopersicum 1..) IV~ H A’
ZRHWE. AR OIS B L RO S ETIT -
.

f#R2 b~ hEf@eEA Y F 7 ANOHEMEHARTI, i
FOBRELTEGE MY M5 D total RNA 9.6 pg, B4

THESE NS D total RNA 2.4 ng 2 AWz, @e7s
T8 LANOFRZEMERBR T, #lEOEZ R < b
5@ total RNA 30.2 pg, BT 7 T4 Ln5 D total
RNA 16.5 ng Z W, FEML MY % 8 i, 14
KrffH &, 20 ~ 24 CTHEZL 7=,

BEfE 8 MR IC /& EA7%E 100 mg Z £ HL L T TRIzol
(Invitrogen) T total RNA #=#ili L, Eid&FKD A
15T CSVd DS DOHEDIRE Z1T o 7z

3) #EAEERR

CSVd (No. X16408) IZ&HL ¥/ Otz < b
OV RARICHEREL T CSVAITEREL 2 b Y h & ER
U7, CSVAIERLAEFY FEBARELT, #ARIC
CSVA JEEYRF 2. =7 (Petunia hybrida hort.) HBIL N
R v A T (Solanum tuberosum L.) %2 W T
CSVd DA ZITo /= GE11K, F12K). £7
#25 CSVd (+) RNA Z#f L TEELZ MY b5
FLUHFERML THRIRSE, N\TANTEML, Ihz
BARELE. RERETDO CSVA EERERF 227 B X
QIERRRE D v HT A BN SRS 2-3 D W FIAR Z BRI
Lz, NUANTEARL MK ZTNEN 12 8RB
KU 16 R, 14 FHIHE, 20 ~24CTHRE L.
AD e EAIEE 100 mg ##RHLL T TRIzol T total RNA
ZHIM L, 251 %28 1 §iD 75T RT-PCR {71 CSVd
DIEFRZFER U7z, CSVd DIERZEMEL 218, FiAR%E
FNTNHEEL TRIBI TN ZANICEML, BAH
ETFTHLER, 20~ 30CTHFFLERE L BUOLE
{73 100 mg ZEHL L T TRIzol T total RNA ZHiH L,
FT1IEFELIHDOHET RT-PCR 211>/ Bz
PCR EW 7% pGEM-T easy X7/ ¥ —i2/7 a0 —=>7L
7=. M13 754 <—%fWT BigDye terminator cycle
sequence kit (Applied Biosystems) T —/Z7 L AKX
%170, DNA > —7% > — ABI PRISM 3100 (Applied
Biosystems) THiJ:EIF % AT L 7=

S

1) EZHEMADEE CSVd RNA DIEEER

5. CSVd (+) RNA % &R Sy B U 4
B 4RI VYR, YTV L, MY N TESR
MR TE, a2 F 7 TIIEHE 6 AR 1HE
T&E= (B14F). 2k, %5 CSVd (+) RNA
3 AR b b BXOF I B O L His EIEEYEIC S
WTHHEEEN, ZOEERRITMEFHEMICE > TR
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52 EDIREINE, Fie, CSVAITEREL 7237 OITHE
W67 5%/ (Bouwen and Zaayen, 2004) ° h<
I (Niblett et al., 1980) ~DHEHRIEREIC X 2 S
MRINTHD, E5 CSVd (+) RNA T CSVd G
U7 R DR &R U K D ISR H B 2 EAURS
N7z, LU, 235 OGRS N /=&
WA BT 2T R T N - 7=

RIT, TS OHEEMEYITEEG L /= CSVd D H S
ERNTY 27012, FE=HY) C &I 8 % D IEN
5 RNA B> FI)IVZEETRT-PCR 27\, yO—=>7
ZLTs~87 00— ORFIZMTILI-. TORE, <
NZNDERIEN D 5155 N B LB 25 13
RS, 7T I LBXUVa>Frnsiosik
CSVAd 134 L /-85 CSVd (+) RNA O f4] (No.
X16408) A UEATH> . —F, BELiz

| (pouna)

CSVd-infected
tomato

csvd
(X16408)

Predicted of secondary structure
of CSVd near the mutation site

Incubation 6_uU
for 3 months G-U AU
A-U U C—220
U C—220 U u
uu Cc-G
CSVd-infected g—g GG —(I:
petunia 130 —6 G 130 6 _C
G-C G-C
G-U G-U
i U-A U-A
G-C G-C
G-C G-C
RT-PCRand Sequencing c | c |
G-C G-C
C-G Cc-G
120 —U-G 120 —U-G
CSV-X16408 X
CSVd-Pet CSVd-Pet

(Sequenced 8 clones)

Fig. 11. CSVd-infected tomato plants can transmit the
infection to petunia plants. Sap from CSVd-infected
chrysanthemum plants (CSVd-X16408) was injected
into CSVd-free tomato plants by a needle puncture
method. After confirming CSVd infection by
RT-PCR analysis, petunia scions were grafted on
the tomato stock and allowed to grow for three
months. The CSVd infection was confirmed in the
petunia by the RT-PCR analysis of the upper leaves
of the scions. In order to find a replication of
competent CSVd RNA, the infected petunia scions
were replanted and allowed to grow for about 1
year,. The CSVd specific RNA was amplified, cloned
into a vector, and sequenced (eight clones). The G
base insertion in the infected CSVd RNA in petunia
is indicated by a red letter. Secondary structure of
the CSVd RNA fragment near the G base insertion
position, generated using an RNA folding program
(Mfold; Zuker, 2003).

AVFIBIOIT ND CSVd OEFNE, HAEBSDE
BBXORE, 50 ELTNEZ R hO CSVAIZ
PR REIR (CCR, 78-105 BX U 255-280) Z &0
AT LBEOERNEC TV —H, 1VFIOD
CSVd @ CCR ICIIAERIIEL TWaho Tz

2) 5 CSVd RNA [CRELZEZEYHSF /D
BEiEER R

25 CSVd (+) RNAZEELZT7 7 75 LB XV
~< 5 total RNA ZHIH L C, ENEnohhitikz
FERAVFIBROTTIH L, MY AL, 8
H#IC RT-PCRICK > THEZRIT> /2. TORER, o
VEIBELUERY MIBWTI TN TOHEXIZBWN
T, BYDHERSNE B15EK). —FH, 7T I5LKC
BWTIE, &7 54 LD total RNA = HHEEICL /-

Predicted of secondary structure
of CSVd near the mutation sites

AN csvd
I (X16408)

-/ CSVd-infected A-U
tomato 60— A -U
A-U A-U
Incubation G-Cc 60— ﬁ 8
for 4 months A A .
A A G-C
A
A U C
c A A
A-U A A
r A-U A
CSvd t|ntfe<:ted G-C A-U
potato A-U G-C
A-U A-U
o 50—A ¢
NGA-U A u
Incubation U U U
l for1year u A-U
U-A U-A
C-G C-G
RT-PCR and Sequencing G-C G-C
U-A U-A
cC C c C
G-C G-C
70 A 40—u -G 40— U -G
CSVd-Pot -
‘ CSV-X16408 CSV-Pot
(Sequenced 5 clones)

Fig. 12. CSVd-infected tomato plants can transmit the
infection to potato plants. Sap from CSVd-infected
chrysanthemum plants (CSVd-X16408) was injected
into CSVd-free tomato plants by a needle puncture
method. After confirming CSVd infection by
RT-PCR analysis, potato scions were grafted on the
tomato stock and allowed to grow for four months.
In order to find a replication of competent CSVd
RNA, the CSVd infection was confirmed in the
potato scions by RT-PCR analysis. The scions from
infected potato plants were replanted and allowed
to grow for about 1 year. The CSVd specific RNA
was amplified, cloned into a vector, and sequenced
(five clones). Base substitutions in the infected
CSVd RNA in potato are indicated by red letters.
Secondary structure of the CSVd RNA fragment
near the G base insertion position, generated using
an RNA folding program (Mfold; Zuker, 2003).



R EEEYICBIT D HARENTO Y A OA RDIEAEIM &4 TR DG 33

K TIPSR I 208, B R < RO total RNA %
BRI U2 K TSR S N o 7=,

3) EAEEBICLS CSVAdDERDRE

CSVA TR LY haBARE LIEEFEORTF 22
7?3&09«777’1’%7&%@*&[/7‘:. FARD LN S
total RNA Z#liHi L, RT-PCR IC&> THELNIZEYD
pO—Z2T 7ok WEBHIOMHTTIX, ThTh
87 0—2BLUY570—=2DT T A3 REMHTL -,

ZTORER, RF 227 M 5E 507/ CSVd DEF (BLF,
CSVd-Pet &%) 1213 130 % H & 131 HH DM DAL
T77=2 (G BEAINTBD E11X), —hHPy
A EMSHESNZES] (BIF, CSVd-Pot &HE) Tid
ATEZBHOEIE N T T (U) 6T 5 ( )l
I, 49 FBHOEREI V7= () heT T (A)
IEgEINTWE 6B 12 K).

CSVd-Pet 3 & T CSVd-Pot @ it F| d — K # i %
Mfold (Zuker, 2003) TEHTL /=R, H11X BX

Table 14 . Ability of linear CSVd (+) RNA to replicate in horticultural plants.

InfectivityZ
Family Inoculated plants Inoculum Post inoculation (week)
4 6 8
Asteraceae Chrysanthemum pacificum (+)RNA 3/6 5/6 5/6
mock 0/6 0/6 0/6
Ageratum houstonianum (+)RNA 7/10 9/10 9/10
mock 0/3 0/3 0/3
Chrysanthemum coronarium (+)RNA 0/8 4/8 7/8
mock 0/3 0/3 0/3
Solanaceae Solanum lycopersicum (+)RNA 6/10 8/10 8/10
mock 0/4 0/4 0/4
“Number of CSVd replication plants/number of plants inoculated.
A CSVdisolated from ageratum and Chrysanthemum coronarium plants
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Fig. 13. CSVd RNA sequence and predicted secondary structures. The transcribed RNA was used to infect the ageratum,
tomato, and wild-type chrysanthemum (Chrysanthemum pacificum) plants. After confirming the presence of CSVd
RNA in the infected plants (p.i. 8 weeks), total RNA was isolated from these plants. The RNA was subjected to
RT-PCR, followed by cloning and sequencing of the entire CSVd region. Approximately 8 clones were sequenced
from each plant, and the predominant CSVd sequences in the infected plants, ageratum (A), tomato (B), and wild-
type chrysanthemum (C), are shown. Solid and red nucleotides are the substituted nucleotides and the central

conserved region (CCR, 78-105, 255-280), respectively.
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V12K TRLUAZXDIZ, BEEFEOE 5 No.
X16408) D K& LIX BB L EENE SN, T 51T,
553 W 1 §iTHW/A AT CSVdA-Pet DELSIZ & Dl
B RNA Z{EHL, @EXRF17IEELEZEZS,

BT 5 2 ENRRENE (F—5 HW).
EIEEE

INET, BAMEZ D DG CSVA RNA 1T T %%
B2 o 72ny, AL D BT OE CSVd (+)
RNAWREREMEZ DS, 1V FIEMEICENTHERS
N5 EIRSINZ (FE13K). DAt CSVdITEESL
=X moEEEI Nz CSVd RNA W, F7ROFX T
(Gynura aurantiaca (Blume) DC.) 12BN TEEMENH
5 ENERINTWS (Palukalitis and Symons,
1980). LU, #HSWHEEL 72 CSVd RNA I, #liit
WRIZTHB N T Mg2t 12 L > TEIR RNA 2 5 50K RNA
WY SN TWSATREEDN D 0, ERED D 5 DIFBRIR
RNA TH %7, E£721389K RNA THLS M IFHW T E7s
NEEZRINTND (Rigden and Rezaian, 1992). &
MEMRERICEKD, ELCDTHG T O/HIR CSVA (+)
RNA WERMEEZ D I EAURS Nk, LLil, ¢cDNA
O—>MMBIEI N 014 KRNAZ, ZE2EXD
EWidFlZ 6 -7 (+) 8 RNA TRIFIUIEREZE B
2N EMWE SN TWZA (Tabler and Sanger,
1984 ; Visvader et al., 1985), Z0O#% T7 JOE—%
—TRIZ12FD CEVd ZE#E L7 cDNA 7 00— >
Sz N/ CEVA (+) RNA D, BEEEE2H DI &
MR SN TS (Rigden and Rezaian, 1992). A%
BICHNWTHSFOMIR CSVA (+) RNA & [RIERICES
HaEdH DO ENRINAZZ EIF, Rigden and Rezaian
(1992) DHERZZFFTLHHDTHS.

U101 FOHIRRNANEE Z BT 2201121

Table 15. Ability of CSVd (+) RNA isolated from other
plants to infect either chrysanthemum plants or

other plants.
Infectivity
Inoculated plants Inoculum (Infected plants / test plants)

Chrysanthemum Tomato CSVd 2/4
pacificum Ageratum CSVd 2/4
Solanum Tomato CSVd 6/7
lycopersicum Ageratum CSVd 2/3
Ageratum Tomato CSVd 0/4
‘houstonianum Ageratum CSVd 3/3

RNA U —EIz k> TRIRML SN 2L EHH 5 (Rigden
and Rezaian, 1992 ; Simon and Gehrke, 2009). %
DFRIZHIR RNA @ 5 K DR AY -OH £, 1 {EDY >
fRX, 3DV RIETH BNTEK> THEU DRGEA
D&% Rigden and Rezaian (1992) & CEVd (+)
RNAZHWTHLNIZLTHED, WINOBIKTH-
THRERMELD D ZEAREINTNW S, FERIC, 5%
@ CSVd (+) RNA X 5 KimiZ 3fE#p ) >z H 7
0, BEMEZOD I ENEABEDOERIIBVWTUREINE
(18 K). £7/=, CSVd (+) RNAWR T T I35 L, &~
2>F7, FYK, AVYFZIZBNTHEELEZIED
5 (H14%), InsOEYMEICIE, CSVd (+) RNA
ZERRILTDHRNAD H—EE2HLTNDHEEZLNS.

—75, CSVd (—) RNA Q&R Z RS Mo B
13 %). PSTVd (=) RNA 2VEkHutk 2 f57= i Wi &
LT, URXZ L7 —EADMittEA 75 < RNA OE M
BIohhnwll, BITICBRERY NIEEFHETER
WZENRINTHOD (Tabler and Sanger, 1985),
CSVd (—) RNA IZBWTHREOEH TERMEN RN
LHEZREI NS,

¥7z, CSVd OfdHI%EH D cDNA 7 00— i eksu
NROSNIEN->7z (FE13K). BT O PSTVd Z2#
BIANTET T A2 RIZERAER Bzl nh, £2I3ER)
ROEHR LN LRV, —J, PSTVA Z 27 T E kI3,
BEGRRICHEE S SN TWDESZ NI DHS T O
PSTVA DT I 22 RIZERTELET 5 Z ENMEIN
TWw% (Cress et al., 1983 ; Owens et al., 1986 ;
Tabler and Sanger, 1984). ¢cDNA 7 00— >V 4ed
72T, Wolz VEYRIILNT cDNA 70— >0 5
A O REdFZEED RNADARKR SN, 0%, 0
RNAMS 1A=y hREOUAOA RPYKans I &
MHETHD, GBI ND72DDEHIN 2 Db TH
EMETEEHEIN TS (Meshi et al., 1984). B
Z5< CSVAd DHS T cDNAZ O— > DHFHFITBNT
HAERI NI RNADLS OYIEiAT D £< WhRN T &8
HHTRERPEEN RN EEZ 5N S,

CSVAITERL 7=+ ‘1 I T 5 CSVd &Ik
RV T 7 UINT 2 R THEEL, RT-PCRIZE>
TH 5 N 7= cDNA O i 5 il 51 % R 1 U 7= &5 &,
Genbank accession no. X16408 @ CSVd 235 5 #1172 (58
8 C). ## ® CSVd (No. V01107 ; Haseloff and
Symons, 1981) OEAI &K 2 &, HE8X C THRL
&SR (1-44 3L 310-354) IEMEE
B (45-70 XU 284-309) TIIAERNL A 5N
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RAETA O4 RIZEFED DNAKFE RNARY AT —
Y I itk TEHINSD (Ding, 2009), Z® DNA
KERNARY X5 —¥ 11 OKIEHEAETIEHRITE N
(Schindler and Muhlbach, 1992). L7Z=21>7T, 5+
WNT—EEUCREERNMEESINZNWZDIZ, IO R
DEBOBAITICERNREEE 5 BRWARITITDOE F’
b5EEZ65N5. CSVd (+) RNAZHERLETYFY
PRI INSAEU CSVAICBERENR SNZN, Fhn
T EEEOHBICELZDDLEEZA LGNS, WHIHMEEIKDZ
HENFZIZB0WTHBICELE B 725 ThHhE D NITARH
Th5.

F7 A DIV S HEEL 2 CSVA (No. X16408)
O EEFEE, (CCR ; 78-105, 255-280) IZIdHEHED
BRIR NN GESKC). CCRIZARAEDA
O RTEWRGEEDND 5E5Td % (Ding, 2009).
CCR I PSTVd O # &5\ 21 B W TEED DNA K15
RNARY AT —F I ICLo> TAKSINAET L O R
RNADO YW EBRIEDOEZDICTHEDEF TH 3
1997). ZHETIC 33 DRI DI
EBc 525D CSVA N #HE TN TWSH (Genbank/
EMBL/DDBJ 5—4% X—2), 33 ® CSVd 9 _T CCR
BREBIRESNTWS., I, F 27 SOy
Mo x5 17 (No. M19506), 7 %7 5 % L (No.
768201), #1U7 (No. AB255879), XF21=7 (No.
U82445), Solanum jasminoides (No. DQ406591), V)L
—ZF=F T (No. DQ094298) M5/~ CSVd
bEEND. IHIC, BRIKS #FkE, DDBJ ITARE
DHAENTHEAL ZEEAEDS CCRIFRESN TV
(3£). £/, PF2HETRLAZKDIZCSVA (+)
RNAZBEMLEZTYTF o5 L0 arFrTEHINT
CSVd @ CCR bffEFEIN TV, T8I, 1VFID
CSVd Tid, CCRUSDHEBTIIZEENEL T,
CCRIFAEFEETN TV, CSVdA (+) RNA O Bffal bk
Lo THESNZEY RO CSVA IE CCR & HEFIT
BRNFEEL T, 1EFRFTERNEC THZDH
Th-o/z GE13K). kXD, fOFRAEYA O R
EIAFRIC CCR DIRFHIEE <, HFENTOERICEE
BEFTHDEEZEND.

CCR LIS DfEITIE, HEFRR & 72 2 BEAHE RN T
WX TIRARNMEC TWDIRETH D AIREENE R 5N
%, ZOROERKOFEAZWRT 572013k
PEABEERAVWS Z LI TERN., U1V ADHA,
SARTRA AR E & AT 2 IR GRS B35 BE oy e
R TR A N AEMZ BN T I ENTES

(Baumstark et al.,

(KR, 2009). ZHUIHARER/S B BE 2 B9 16 L hd) 2
BY, UAINADE—R{HETEEETO D TH D, L
L, U104 ROGa, ARG B2 B 918 EMEY
WBEELIRW=D, BE—JWHoREZ1T > TERRIGERAK
MO HE—DERRE T DI ENTERN, DD,
ATERLUETAOA ROESIZ S D cDNA & 5 Wik
RNA Z BRI S & TERKZIE ST BN
fT b 1 %5 (Bernad et al., 2009 ; Gandia et al.,
2007 ; Kofalvi et al., 1997 ; Navarro and Flores,
1997). LA, L, THETCSVd DEHAE cDNA BE U
RNA 7 O0— 2 EMIEMHL L TWiaho 2720, Lo
OB AT T EIXTERN /. TITCHIES
LIHIZBWT, CSVd DR RNA 7 00— > Heify 2 fig
SEU, 2O E W TE By EMERBRETY, &
FRZEFEAE I T B AT /2.

FUEA TIT S BHEES 72 CSVd (No.
X16408) @ cDNA 70— 5EE E N7 CSVd (+)
RNAZTS 8L, >arFr, Fb, AVFII
BRELZ ZOE, 7T I35LBIU 2 FInS
FoN7z CSVd I3 L 25 CSVd (+) RNA DOfig
5| (No. X16408) &5 2R URATH 57z (3 13 K.
—4, R EDAYF I OIEREE ST RS54 R
NEsNn GBE13X). HERSOMITE, SHEYET
2HMEZERNTIT S0, WINOfED 2 FERMT
FAEDFRERNME SN &S, ARSI D4 BIT RS
THMEYEICKEL THRETLEZEZ N, R
AV F I NG5 NEREIBRORS 3R H%
HRTH -7~ (Genbank/EMBL/DDBJ 5—4% X—X).

A 01 ROZRENECHHBEELT, (1) U1 O
1 FOHE#EZITS DNA KT RNARY AT —F II DK
IEAEREDYIEH 12 WY 2 & (Schindler and Muhlbach,
1992), T 51T, ARIIDNAZHRETEHRY AT —
ETH2IZHnnH5T RNAZFHIZL TS I &I
XB5TT7—Di%E% (Diener, 1996), (2) HEICKDH
WE, BHITF5N TS (Bernad et al., 2009). fEE
ICRBEINEET, RNAYA L2 2T EDHEY D
BN EIC &L D1 O+ K RNA QYK A 01 RO
EHBITRCMENTOEREDERETH D, AEHD
LB THW-ZEFEIZE DRSO RNA THD, #HEK
DERKDOEEH TN ENS, R IOAYVFY
THAE L A RS HEREREY (K D DNA {K7F RNA R
AT—F I TE->TEREZZITTHRELLZEEASN
5. E/z, HEARAOMTIIIEMEELD S MI0EE
AWzl Ens, EFERTRRAREAI B I N &
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EZON. —HTERKRMGESNIRN ST TI5 A
o FrOEE, BRETII DNA K RNARY
AT—Y I IT&o TARZZ I ERIIEETER
WS, FERMICEHEPETE 2 CSVA I3 M &R Ukl
¥lzHD CSVd Tholz &R INE. £z, INET
IR A Y FVI3ER EERIELZENTE D
W fETIE H 5 A (Brierley, 1953 ; Niblett et al.,
1980), HAFRSRKIE MY b1V F s CSVA ik
HEnz®EHE£7~Z72 1 (Genbank/EMBL/DDBJ 5—
FR—R)., TOXDBHEMBEITF NS BHEEL /-
CSVd Of%] (No. X16408) ZHD CSVd (+) RNA
BRI R ENS, BT WERKNFEL L
EALND. HHRIC PSTV 2 i LI ] 2372 L\ 2Bk
LOBEEWEMTHET AT A T (FPAEDL), Anthemis
arvensis L., X NUAHUY (P¥—<>HEI-I), ¥
FAX ) T TVICERLUEE ZABERITITBR VT L NWE
BARDFAEL, PBEIIZBROWEREOERTICARNEL -
ZENHEIN TV S (Matousek et al., 2007).
PSTVd 257 L WE EREM IS T 2 720 I H o2 g
BATT 27201201, BROFENBEETHD I EHNRE
SNTNS,

Fiz, BIETHLMNERSTZHARENDF V7 THE
L7z CSVd O HA S & MEs DA Ffk 2 50 THEk T %
&, ZB5R 1 (No. X16408) I3 K 5 HEDENDH
273 TH0 (E3R), HEOEBIIMNTEE DA
PRREBSNIEN ST, —FH, Frromticsnk
CSVd DEH (ZF1K 1, No. X16408) % HD CSVd (+)
RNA 2RI B b s /E 6Nk CSVd D48 RAK
BARER L ST B & T OB S 1RO
ADHEREI N GB13M). ErvFrnoionk
CSVd 0ARMKITIT 6 IO &R, 1IHEDOFA, 31
HORIPHRSI N CGE13K). BRK 1 ORI &
29 5L, HRENOFZ THAELZ CSVd DERDIE
KODB R DAY FINSHT CSVd DEEDIRD F
MRELBO>TVWDZENDOND. HEEDRFI NS
MY NERBAVFIICESZTET, BRIBENILN S
EBEALGNS.

HT7 085 CSVd (+) RNA & &5 I
U7/, B3 MRz F¥y, 755445, b
X hTCRBRDHRTE, —F, o F U T3 e
MBIERDHATE L B 14%). RAEYAOA R
WBEEDORNA Y A—Ficko THRIEEINT, BN
DNAKTFRNARY AT —F Il ick>TEHEINS
(Ding, 2009 : Simon and Gehrke, 2009). &% TIZ

I LHEDOENE, EEMHODD, UL DOA R
RNA 129 % RNA U 5/ —1F % DNA {77 RNA R U A
77—t II OFEEGHECEHIAEEOEVNRENHERE TS S
EFEZoND. i, RIMEDZDIZ RNaselll DR
F CRE®E) NUro4( RRNAOD S Kz 1{HDY >
%725 DOREBICTHHEND S (Gas et al., 2008).
BEMEF O CSVA RNA 13 5 Kl 3ED U gz fa L T
WSIREETH S DT, Z D RNaselll BLOEEFEOTEM D
BEWHERRFETET HHMICEETLEEZOSND. A
HECIEBL /= CSVA (+) RNA ERU KD ITERL &
CEVd (+) RNA Tid, 5 Kzl > 1 fHoREIZL
7ZRNA O 5D B 3HO RNA & 0 HBEGMENE N
ZENDNo TS (Rigden and Rezaian, 1992). %
Dfzh, CSVd (+) RNAIZBWTH, 5 Kz 2
1 EDIRBEIC U 72 RS S < TR D RGP E TICE S
LM EELSTEDhd AR,

AREH 2 THOEBR TH SN CSVA IS L 72 &=
RE 3 5 B D 1E EAEY N DR R D Al RE Mk D W GE 2 17 >
7o, CSVA IZE&H L 1= S E=H 0 5 total RNA ZHiliHH
LT, BEEBEfTo R, BET TS I8 005, 7
TIH LUV F TR MY bADEREDNHR S N,
EEE R IS b RPSMTA Y F T AN DG
HENe B14R). —hH, BEINIMDNSTT IS L
NOBRGUIERTERIN o 2. CSVAERET T I35 LD
CSVd 137 Hk D] (No. X16048) LRI L TH D (GE
183K, £/=277I% 4L, bbN, AVFEZEFIHE
DOELH & F CEEF D CSVdA (+) RNA TS R[FET H
SlIENS B4R, BREYTIYLNETT I
L, BB, AVFITANOBRENARETH 57 EEZS
N5, —F, CSVAERE I D CSVAIZAREZATU T
WAt GE13 D), B R RS AV F U7 NDRKGMN
ERINZZENS, PN NOERMKITIAY FI A
OERMEEZAEL TWZEEZSNS. CSVA SR <
RNEAYFIITERE L ZRICEDR D BAREEL -
INIARBHTH %2, CEVA TIEHNRDRiR DA BRZ K
EOEFEMER ST D &, BERERNBRERNAT
LI EMABENTVNSZ EMNS (Szychowski et al.,
2005), BRI NSV FZITERLZ CSVd D1
VXA QAR EE RN D 5.

AWFZET CSVA IS L 72 b= b 5157 total RNA
BT TYNIEELEETA, BENERTE Mo
72 (FE153%). R MIBWTHRALZEREEBERIN-
BLANZIE, 77 55 LTHNT CSVd 2V E R 4 B iR
T5OICBBERESNEEN T fEENH D, ¥
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101 RO 1IFEBEHRNY 1 O ROMELER, BT,
FHMICEERGA2ZEICHEL TR 0HEND S
(Ding, 2009). PSTVd KF-440-213Y v i1 EB LU
< MTIZEGEN D O N. tabacum WIS LU 7R\,
s VIFEREER (C259-U259) IT&>TELUR
PSTVA-NT IZ N. tabacum {249 % (Wassengger et
al., 1996). —J, PSTVd KF-440-2 % b~ b ~NFF4EMK
% H D Orobanche ramose L. \ZHE L THE U 1 HHHEE
1 (C227-U227) OAERMKIT, < bANDBERMECHE
fTHZE%>THD (Vachev et al., 2010), ZDZEEIK
1X N. benthamiana \IZBNTHBITHEZ RS TWH T &N
WMEZTNTWS (Zhong et al., 2008).

Fagoaga et al. (1995) 12k 2 &, VI A (Vicia
faba L) [ZEHRL TW5 CEVd 2 b~ MCHEEL, &5
2V IR AR UM L 725 O 2 ORI 5 %
frolzBa, bEbEERELEN>ZFX TR O
(Citrus medica L.) \ZEREZH DX DITRD, Fiz,
WM E RSN/ MY N TR ERRT LDk
o7z, VIR AZREUEREL 2O CEVd OFERFIX
PR OB IES E13 R i Tnwiz, 23U, #EL &
TN TH U 7o BB DS R BB E R 5 A -
EEZLNTVWS, —F, F1EOMEBICHEHRD
CSVd DOEFNIIFE ML (45-70 BK U 284-309) T
ERNLZASNTHD (B3R, SHITAEE2IH
DEBRTHESNL MY MIERLEZ CSVAR P v 1 E
WG U7z CSVA IZB W T HIRRMEHEBICA RN RSN
= 12, H13K). LaL, ZN5D CSVd DI
JREFRIC BT DA RN, DWLHEORMICE A L HE
IIRHTH S, ZNETIZ CSVd OHFHEESIDZE BATF
I TCORBICHLUTEDL D BREEND HNITDONTIE
WEIN TV, %I cDNA 7 O—-2 553N
724 01 KR RNA 2 HW T ABWICERKZIEHT S
Z &T, CSVd DJiFFE ML & B3 i Ji i B
THEEZEN5.

F 7 i3k CSVd (No. X16408) % b~ ML T,
ISEARFAZTICHREL TR 1 ERZEZA, 130F
HE 131 BHOHEEDOMICZ 7= (G) BEAINT
Wiz (CSVd-Pet: 811 X)), BEROXRF 227155
fix N =Rk (No. U28445) B[RRI, 130 &FH &
131 ZHHOEHOMIZZ/ 7= (G) MfASINTWE
1998). 251, TOEHIZEZHD
DNAZ O— > ZAREF2HD HETERL TiE
RNAZRF2ZTICHEBLE LA, EENHEIN
7= (F—%EWE). CEVd TIXHRKDRR HEBKREH

(Verhoeven et al.,

EDHEEWMIEE I ®E S &, EIRRFRNBRERENED
L5ZENHENTVNS ZENS (Szychowski et al.,
2005), F7HRD CSVABRF 2 =7 R DER%EZ
iR, CSVA-Pet NEERLZEEASNS. 130
HZHHE 131 HFHOEHMAICEL > TEL % 2 KEEEDOE
L, RFa=27ndDU1010 FMERITEET 55 >
IN7E RNA U H—1E DNA {77 RNA R U A5 —1t
IT) EOMBEERLBEABITITLEBDOND LGN
(Bernad et al., 2009). ¥+ HA TIZBITBEFEDR
BRICE > THEU = CSVA-Pot OB S [FELDIHT
HHEEZSNS (35 12K). De la Pena and Flores
(2002) 13 CChMVd @ 827105 85 FHETD 4 Hiki%
NZTRE 2 IS B L TH 7 1T L 2R, %
FE 12 HRIC Z D 4 SEFR 0 AR U 7= B D 28 Bk
PR S N0, BRI 2 B O A BRI ME SR &
252 &ZRLTWD, MERIS, F7zREREEL L
CSVAMRF 2 Z7 %2 v H A BITEKRALAT 1 FRIFREE
SNTAER, BT SBPRRA RERKBAELCEIC,
FDEEITHEIR L 2B RMEITHER L T CSVd-Pet £7213
CSVd-Pot IZEET 2 EEZAHNS.

UA 01 ROZERFEEDHE T & L TO DNA {k7F RNA
RU AT —FE I OIEHEED LS DNA K17
RNA R AT —F II ® Gumping’ IZ X B A EFEEN
WMENTn5% (Keese and Symons, 1985). - O
ROZBRIZIIEHEORE, A, HENFEETD LN
HbH. TOMBELT, U1 O FEHOEIZ DNA &
ZRNARY AT —F II @ Gumping BNFEET S LI
Ko THEDRE, A, BENEL S E WS AIHEMEDN
T~ S T W %5 (Fadda et al., 2003 ; Keese and
Symons, 1985 : Szychowski et al., 2005). CSVd-
Pet ® 130 % H & 131 HHOHEDH D G DA (55
1LED R MY oA Y F /IS L 7 CSVd DI H4F A -
R (313K 1 EDNAKERNARY AT —FE II O
Gumping’ ICEDHDTHDMNH LI,

AEDHEBIZED, BTG CSVd (+) RNA X
BRMEZDD, MV FIVHEMEICBWTERENS Z L
RSN BB 13K). FU/HED CSVd (+) RNA %=
TTIEL, arFr, MY, AVFVITERT S
EFTNTCSVAITERL (BE14K), BRLETY TS5
LETa2FINSIEEREL RS CSVd (+) RNA
D%l (No. X16408) Z5caiZ[A UELSIO CSVd 73tk
Hani GE13M). —F, Y bhoAVYFInoidsE
R X R EBRENGES NI ENS 13 K),
CSVd O HEELAH D28 BITESE T S HEMHE Ik AF L TH
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£TBHEEZEZONE. IHICCSVAITERELZ MY by
5137 total RNA 27 7 55 LCHERB L& 25, RS
MR TE Lo E15K). M MIBWTHAEL
BRI NZEINICE, T I8 ALIIBWT CSVd
MERD 2 HRYT 5 DI BRI E ENTWE
REMEAVRIR I N, £, EROXDITRT 1Y
FUTERKEREIEZF 7 HED CSVA ZMDTE E
Y TCEMBEAIEDLZET, EOLSIBEREZAT
LOMNEWAR L. TORRE, BEREL 1 FrERE Lz
RF 27 RP ¥ A1 EMNSIE CSVdA-Pet £7z1% CSVd-
Pot Mok (E11K, $E12K). BLEXD, F7
WL T 5 CSVA 2MoE EMICER T 5 &, bt
B T2 O FITH N U 2228 BRIKICHRE L Tn<
AIREMEAVRIE S Nz,

R

>4

%l‘ é%a ~

..|

WES Ol T OER BN Y, AT -
< & (Solanum lycopersicum L.) 52372 (Chrysanthemum
morifolium Ramat.) 72 EDREZEMYIMN S, ERIHGEZ
BH259TUA 01 RAMHRNWTHREEN TS (James
et al., 2008 ; Singh et al., 2006 ; Verhoeven et al.,
2004, 2007). ¥ - fESFETHELZLISE I T U0
A RIZFEAERZETA OA REOTATOA RTHD
(8, 2007), P THERAETA DA RED
Chrysanthemum stunt viroid (CSVd) 13fEEFETIIHARIZ
B B4R - FIEMBEELD L THLHF 7 ODEEHE
Thd. i, BHXOHEEFHHTHZ I HFTIE, KA
Ew A O RJED Tomato chlorotic dwarf viroid (TCDVd)
MR, @A THESR> TS James et al.,
2008 ; Singh et al., 1999, 2006 ; Verhoeven et al.,
2004, 2007). BEDEIAHR - EEHETIINHD
A OA ROBHERCMDED R ThRBDER T NETA
O RThs. FiZ, CSVAIZL DEEFNH ZITH
MmAH 5, ENTORERIIC DN TORERIZDWN,
—Jj, TCDVAIZENTORAEIZDNTIE ZINXTHE
INTVRNHDD, NN SFFEIAEN TREEDIAN
LEBREEMD TS, I TAMETIEIETENICS
175 CSVd BLUTCDVA OFERTIZONWTOFEZE
f1o7z.

ZORR, FIERELZTXTO 10RT CSVA A
B SN, HARENOF 7 FIEME TR L T
SEREME R EN/ GE1R). 51T, 8HOFAF
Iimnsndind CSVA A, s Csvd @

HEEELRDZZIENMFICOTREINZ E1M). CSVd
IR U TW A F 7 I3 IR 7R U8 S e
S/ &G, CSVAEStkE RO L THRDERS Z
CIZREET, I SNEREOME Y & 785 ATRETED
HEZHNZ., THETIZ, CSVd OHREYMEY E LT,
FIRMEYDF 7 (Diener and Lawson, 1973), > %
Z U7 (Pericallis hybrida hort. B. Nord. ; Gross et al.,
1982), 747 94 I (Ageratum spp.), X—HL v k
(Argyranthemum frutescens (L.)) Schultz Bip ; Menzel
and Maiss, 2000), #U 7 (Dahlia spp.: Nakashima
et al., 2007), F AR MY DO RF 2 =7 (Petunia
hybrida hort. ; Verhoeven et al., 1998), Solanum
jasmonoides (Verhoeven et al., 2006), F¥awF7 k
T RAEY D Vinca major L. (Nie et al., 2005) 2V =
NTW%, ZOBMTFY, 22707, YU T ERE,
BRI BRI N, £, INHITREEHES
NHTENSEDOBENITIED CSVd DILHA SRS N
7z

—%, TCDVAIZENTOREIZDOWTIZINETH
HENTWIEDN D2, AMROREICL ST, LEER
THAELZ EMZEDORR, Wt AZE2RIERERE
S b~ b5, HFFTHALKZTCDVA (No.
AF162131; %10 &%) OHEARYIE 98% —H T o2k
359 ¥ E D TCDVd (No. AB329668;%5 7 [X) H%&51,
TCDVd @ HAENOHIFEEN RSN GE6X). X
I, TOEEFHAICOVWTHELZEZS, BEALED
FARE—HMOF IR TRGEPT 2 ENVHBHL 2
GF4%). BEOME TR EREOERMEMLS I, I
VY IRDON=RFFaTF 7 bUROEAYILZTF
ZF 7 (Vinca minor L.) 7 TCDVd OfE EHW Th 5
ZEMMESIN TS (Singh et al., 2006, 2009). i
RO#HED O TRREHOH T, H#ERLZBDIX
N b & Nicotiana glutinosa L. DHTH O, DD
PRI IRECH o7z BE4K). TCDVAIZT AU T
(2007), 1Y R (2008), 7+ >F 2K (2009, F
T3 (2008) IZBNWTRF 2775, 1> K (2006)
TRIN=XRFN5E, T4 (2010) TIX Brugmansia
sanguine (Ruiz et Pav.) D. Don. MBS NTHO
FHE10R), TNSEPTIINT NS WRMELTH 5.
Verhoeven and Roenhorst (2010) 35 T Verhoeven et
al. (2004, 2010) |F TCDVd Z2ZLHRAE YA OA K
D G T IR UG D A FHEY) T & % FTRETE DY & W
ZEERBLTND, RETOER TIZREG L 7= B
ME Y INDORLUEENAIGETH I &5,
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TCDVd OEEREIED 1 DELT, 205 OFETEMYIC
G L 72 TCDVA 23#kEE b~ ARG T 5 THEME NS £
507z, [FkIZ TCDVA &ERFED Potato spindle tuber
viroid (PSTVd) 1ZHNTH, PSTVA D M HU S Al Y
TdH % Solanum jasminoides L. In5H MY hANBGITIEGL S
BAHZEMARETH I &N, IHREURGHEY N S
DRI PNDOEROWAEENRBINTWV S
(Verhoeven et al., 2010). ALK D, MEIHEHDKGAE
YOS, BiEFTEOBE N S FN, TCDV O f#t5t
M7 N BIE LD R RIZ /2 > TW B RN E 2 51 5.
JRER DR E N < N THAEL 72 TCDVA I3 M5 MU Y
MHRTH>7=0nd Lz,

A 01 FOERII - HOFIS &R E RHIC K D BN
PLHE R SRS N TR, a1 Rigxwd 3
— WIS BARR AL, IS S OERREY ORE, N
FBICRDIHRIRE DR IE, IEEREM ORI T 51
% (Singh et al., 2003¢). H 1 EHFE I HTRLIZLDIZ,
INETITHESN TV ARFEELIMNT 8 OB A+
277 M CSVd D MENF U S D1 EHEW) & 752 % ATREMEINE A
SNz GE1X). HEREREOWEMNS HMEITXLDS
HRBERE <Tiz, F7 ORERES EI3REUIC
WAFIERELRVWIENEE LWL, —J, TCDVd
FFEAEDF AR E—HOF 7 BEPITEGL, b
k& N glutinosa L. U TSR TH -7 B4 2.
L7z/> 7T, TCDVd OfF EHiM) THERFHEGT 5 XF
2 27 N=NFE DR ZHEYNE[E —[# 5N T O -
FEEFIIM T D ENEEL N, F 7T MOFK
BIZBVT, RUEETIRET 251X INSEBER
RGRE N S DT — DIRGE 2 B <7z, B ds B
WFEENTNICHETS2RETHD. £z, TIFX
EEQF ARMEDEEMEYIT/RZ I Ens (B4K),
B35 ELOREDEETH 5.

TCDVd id @ Wi SR 2 H 92 2 &mn s GF
6K, 9K, TCDVA WRAELLGEITE, FBAEKI
HRNIZTEGA THERAL S U, ESN ORI EIZIZE
DR ZENBETHSH. 51T, TCDVAIFIEFIT
BETOEREITLZIENS GEBTR), fHFE-FHol- I
75 EQEHERERHNITIIFRCNYT I 2 E AT
HRETHD. £, TCDVAIZHERINZHAYDLZED
DR ENSEGILBRT D NS, RIEEHREEFIT
K5 ESHENLETH S, 7z, TCDVd 25
DRAETA OA B ORGIRIT IR UG D F 2 BHEY)
ThdHAEENE W EN S5 (Verhoeven and
Roenhorst , 2010; Verhoeven et al., 2004, 2010), %

NS OEMICMN - B ZWHHET LI ENEETHD &
ZZ5605. TCDVA Tld 3% KM EE ST N T LA
(pH11.8) 7 %NEMIC TCDVA OESRZHET 2 Z &8
TELZ2Z2EMNWEINTH D (Matsuura et al.,
2010), #REDOHBICHATELEEZEZALGNS.

HETEFEMED b~ b EIZRABD, HEEHEETHDF
7 DIIFITBNTE, EEAED ORI CSVA T
LEBERRFETH S, ARRMEERE) CSV 1T
LG, XEHKBICKD CSVAd ORENER TR
L7325, UL, CSVAIZEREZ GO EH R E
BT WM OXASETIE, BEAERETZZEN
TERWN, (2004) 1FFEFHEZEZ S X/
WU NR ZETED 20/ % F v NV RABRE T 5 55281k
ZHWD I LT CSVd BrEMEHETES Z & 2Mmt L
2. ZOEDICUTIEHENZCSVA 7 U —DF 7 “phfE’
R E R EEEE D BEOHMENIL R, £/7, U
DFEENEEML = GEH S, 2006). DO XD hikzE
FAWT CSVd ZFrEL T, B L = f HsiE¥En % E
RKCSVA 7 —DHEMICEES A TN ZENEEL
W,

A8 RETAI AR L D RO HEHHEN
EEINTHBD. 1 D01 01 REIZHITDEEAEDNE
Z<MESIN TS (Gago et al. 2009). HilZIE Hop
stunt viroid (HSVd) T3 265 OZE AR H SN TV S (JE
¥F, 2007). —J T, CSVdIZ 33 OZEEMKMHE SN T
W57 (Genbank/EMBL/DDBJ & —% X—2), F7%
TORARIRZN S O A FAED RN DRG0
Wiz EQEMEICONWTIHIF E A EMERTIEL, Zhb
DR OTE FREWNIAZT T B AlRETE R Fi 7z 7 A
REFEIETVDAHEEICDVWTIEMIE SN TN
2%

ZZTERNTHEAEL TS CSVA IZDWTHEHDF 7
FHEYIIC BT 2 CSVd DI HEE S &2 A d 2 2 & TAR
ROFERNZET D E2HME L TH 1 35 2
DEBZEITO. TOME, o ThnrokInk
CSVd D2RIZITNT 354 HHETH > 7%=, BRICENT
JEEL7= CSVA OIFRENITNT 354 R TH o2 (&
- INEE, 2004 fEH - W, 2001 Z= 5, 1997
Sugiura and Hanada, 1998). It Tk 2 £ Tig,
354 i (HA, 4 FVUR), 3658iH (P AUH, &
F4), 3564 (A=A KFU7) ©CSVd LS
NTHOD (Steger and Riesner, 2003), TDOH THEH
Z<HEINTVWEERKRIIEE 354 5D CSVA T
% (Genbank/EMBL/DDBJ 5¥—# NX—2Z). 356 i

Hosokawa et al.
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HDCSVAiZF—AFF U7 dCSVd (No. V01107)
PATEMESNTH ST, 355 D CSVAIZVIL=
F=F 7 (No. DQ094298 : Nie et al., 2005) X
F2=7 (No. U82445 ; Verhoeven et al., 1998) 7
SRHESNTNEDATHS. SSITHAENDOFZ H
SHHIE N/ CSVAIZTNT 354 HTH o722 &
5, FUICEET 5 E7: CSVA O HELT 354 T
b5 EHEREINT.

F7z, ROV TINN51E 5 DO CSVd £ BAK) R
Han B35K). £RIKS5 (No. AB279771) (134
Fomo, ARk 4 (No. AB279770) \ZFHAD ) F
DINSENENDHESNIZHERKTH > 2. £z 21
DEERD DB 14 $RIZAERIK 1 (No. X16408) TH D,
etk (ffas, 1996) EFRUBHITH- 2. ZBRAE 1
BmbEBEEICHEE SN, I0RFeRETHREINE
EMSE, HATESIZHGT 5 CSVA R TH % LH#E
Eeniz (FE2K). HAENTHAELZ CSVd DHitEk
Bl 2 s AR ZE ZO THIRT 5 &, BREK1 &1
RASHEHEDBENND D72 T (B3K), HERSI D
AT 98% ~ 100% THh o7z, F, WBHOBDOD
HHTH CSVd DA RIFEIZ PSTVd = CEVd & [Li#gd %
ENEL, BELTWBZENREINTNEZ ENS
(Nie et al., 2005), AFEEBR#RIIETNEFFTLHD
ThoT.

WE#H D CSVd D28 BAK O A BAFIZ /NS W —} T,
PSTVd, CEVd, HSVdIZZRDIENKRE L, HROHE
12 H1E EHEYNCIER S 2 Z E THRBRERKRDFHET 2
ZEMHEINT NS (Fagoaga et al., 1995 ; Ito et
al., 2010 ; Matousek et al., 2007). F727 DARK%E
fth D1E EREYRANEERE L 7235 8 1CE RN E L SRtz
IRUEMEFIRNT EnS, TNTNOERRDE 5
HFDOHDTHDDMNIARHATHS. —7F, PSTVA =%
f& U 7= Amaranthus retroflexus L., Anthemis arvensis L.,
Chamomilla recutita L., Veronica arvensis L. 7> 5138 L W»
BREPFEL I ENMESNTHD, BHERAGOE
BRIZEDZENASNTWD Matousek et al.
2007). CEVd (Fagoaga et al., 1995) < HSVd (Ito
et al., 2010) IZBWVWTHFEMKIS, FECILDELRODF
BAREINTWS, ZOXS574B{5% CSVd THEEL
FeidlBR Bl /s . BERO CSVA 233 7 LIS O R ZHEIC
G L7250, BB ERENFEAEL, BREHEY e &
U CTRERRICIR D REE N EZE A 5N 5. BREEMIZL S
BRAKDFEA RS 5 72D II3RE AR S %2 B D
CSVd Z W THMHBR ZIT O BEND D, HMR L

HIEPHEMARNTIZT T TIIAEENEC TWDIRETH B
REMER D Z DT, HREMSEAEEEZH VD Z L1
T&ERW, £lev1oa ROBE, BEWEDNSBH—0
BEARZE EET 2 HENIR W=D, A O REHIEH
M@ DNA £721Z RNA # ATWIZHERL T, TNiaHs
&I 5 HkEHWS, PSTVd ® CEVd, HSVd ®
BRBI T IO D BTike N THEERRZTS 2
EMTED (Cressetal., 1983 : Meshietal., 1984 ;
Owens et al., 1986 ; Tabler and Sanger, 1984,
1985 ; Visvader et al., 1985). LA L, CSVdIZDW
TOEBRIIEISINTH ST, LEOEHERSZHD
ZRHAR CSVd DGR ER 217D Z LIdTE/RW,

FTITHSETEF I/ oM EINLERELD
CSVd OGBS T RNA OREREZ Az, I 61
DRZEMNT, FUHRDOZEEA 1 (No. X16408) #7%5
FEFEZEEINOEFEZT> TR0 REMRT L&
T, B D CSVd 2% 7 LIS DR ZAEMIT R L 72 55,
HT IR RARIFEE T D AR Z MGE L 72, T DFER,
BT OWE CSVd (1) RNAWEEEZHE, 1V F
THEMRIC BN THEHEINSD Z EAVRS N B 13 8.
AR RICED, T U THSFOHIR CSVA (+)
RNA WEREE & D Z EAVUREI N,

E 5 IO E AW TR EZ YRR 21T
W, BERAEFEIELHB T FU A TILYY
M5 HEBES /2 CSVd (No. X16408) @ ¢cDNA 70—
CIMNBEEINZCSVA (+) RNAZTY T I8 L, &
aXFU, BN AVFIITERLE TORER, 7
TFIELBROTa>FrheBEs Nz CSV I EmL
72#.5. CSVd (+) RNA OECHI (No. X16408) &ig4:
KRUCEATHo GEI3K). —7, b b1V F
7 SIS AR S I3RS S RAENE SN (BB 13 K).
R DfENTI, SV T 2 Wk E W oz
0, FHROERNESNZI &S, RSO RIT
T DEMFEICIKEEL TRET S EEASNE. bY
oA Y F 05155 NI RKRIIBER OB S & 1357
LEHMLTH>7= (Genbank/EMBL/DDBJ 5—% X—
). FEETHWZHEMFEIZHE DRSO RNATH D,
EHOERADREGY TIERW, Lo THEMEL ik
H CSVd (+) RNAZTLY b1 Y F 7 YA T DNA
K77 RNARY AT —F 11Tk > TEREZIT TARK
&72D (Schindler and Muhlbach, 1992), & DZEAK
DR TRHRPEAREAERKDHB MR E N EEZS
1% (Bernad et al., 2009). ZODXD7aEEDENT
TR, BRI WERKNEELZEEZA SN



AR EZEESICBT 2 HAENTO A O ROFEAER & TR RS 41

2.

X/, BIETHLNERSZAAERNOFZ THA
U7z CSVd DI AEL S & BE D28 ik & & T3 %
&, AR (No. X16408) &idfAk 5 HEDENWDDH
73 THO (B3R, HEOEBIIMNEE DA
PREFHAOENEN O, —FH, FIMSHEEEIN
CSVd Dfd% (EFAK 1, No. X16408) % HD CSVd (+)
RNA ZJE X872 b Y b 64557 CSVd O HR
EARAKL ST S E TIHAOEABRR E 1 HEOHR
ADHER I Nz CGE13X). FrAVFrhsGoni
CSVd A RKICIT 6 FHEDOEM, 1HEHEOMHA, 31
HEORKPHREINZ GBE13X). BRAK 1 OEH & T
095, HAENOFZ THAELZ CSVd DERDIE
KOBH R A VYFINSHE CSVd DERDIED )
MRELBOTVBEZENDONS. HEMEYINFEI NS
MY NERBAYVFIITROZIET, BRIENILN S
mEEZEZLBNS.

5% 3 B 1 HOFERMERKI O F 7 HkD CSVd i+~
DS DRI RS U725 G, Bl OB R4 T
2 ENMER SN, H2IHTIEF V7 ko CSVd =+
7 USNOfE PR L TR L2156, B
R DB FEAET DR EMEEL 2. 7 HiskD
CSVd (No. X16408) & h< NMIEML T, I 5IIXRF
AZTICHEBEL TR LEREZECA, 130FHE 131 8%
HoOBHEOMIZZ 7 =2 (G) MMEAIN TR (CSVd-
Pet; 55 11 [X). BEROXRF 2 =7 I 5 0B S N7z A FYR
(No. U28445) H[FRIMEIC, 130 FH & 131 HHOHEHD
BlicZ 7= (G) NEAZINTW/ (Verhoeven et
al., 1998). X512, CSVd-Pet Oz H D cDNA 7
O— > & ARFESE 2HDOHIETERL TIRE CSVd (+)
RNAZXRF 27 ICHEMBLZE A, BRYEDHEIN
= (F—#EMK). CEVd TIdHiskD iz 52 Bk %k
EDEFMEMER S ED &, BEFRNARERNAT
H5ZENHMENTHBO (Szychowski et al., 2005), &
FERIZBWTBRERICF 7 RO CSVA 3R F 2 =7 §5
BHOERZZTI-HEER, CSVd-Pet NEERLZEEZ
515, DY A BICBITBRABEORBRICE > THELE
CSVd-Pot DI REW B FEROMHATH D EEASND
( %12 ). Chrysanthemum chlorotic mottle viroid
(CChMVd) @ 82775 85 FHETD 4 HHZE NAHIIC
e IR ER L TRV IR /8, B 1A
BICITEEEO LR I N, BEIITid 2
MOZRAKNEEHE R E2HEINTNS (De
la Pena and Flores, 2002). [A#kiZ, F7 22L& L

72 CSVAIMRF 2 =27 D ¥ A BITEGER 1 F[F
BEENTAER, BmPREL RERARNECZRICZEDOEE
2T U 72 B RARICHER L T CSVd-Pet £ 7213 CSVd-
Pot ICEEL L EHEZ SN D, £/, PSTVA ZRERE
WM 3R T B RAENET T, 5 EMEMICE
NGB, FNS ORPEEMIIIRE THD 5, B
DERINID Z EnDa, Py A1 ERRY MR EDIE
M\ DGR & 735 AIHEMEDVURIR T TV 5 (Matousek
et al., 2007). CSVAIZBWTH[RKEIZ, CSVd TG
L7RF 2702 v A EIMEYIR & 75 5l getE %
AZ6Nd. UEXD, FUVITERL TWD CSVA oD
EEWEMICEET D EEDOEFRITHLL TERL, Zh
SRS N OB GE & 72 2 vl REEAVRIE S 7z,

CSVAiZF 78, F AR, DUROREY) 49 FEICER
FRERL, FBEAENRMEA TS ZEMMESINT
B0, 4%, RETOREZMEMITEET DMEMEIC
CSVA MR L THEFEICHEINL TEEL, BRRELDS
HEMENRD 5N TWS, TCDVAIZHBWTH, THE b+
X M PS OtEY R S OBEFIFRNT NS, 275
DHEMRIN SRR SRR SN TH D, EiHY
BRTH-7 (B10XK, F11K). XD, CSVd
% TCDVd DZ8 FARIT HIF U RS U 7= i Rl = A
I OEGR &2 D REENE Z 5N 5.

AT, RZEMEYNIERT 51 01 ROENIT
BUIFDHEELERKIIOVWTHEL, BAE2RLX)LT
DORZEEMBTERET S afetkz R L. £, £0OX
D IRBRITHENE BAKNTEAE T B AREME 2R Lz, A
O ROBEFRMAENFEAL, & L7 EREEREOMEY N
FX o F 770 E DR ZE FIE T B R ZAEY N DIRGR
LB BRI LT, AR AR 7Rl 2 R LT
N5,

wm =

Chrysanthemum stunt viroid (CSVd) 1%, F7ITEHT
5 EDVNERSHEMRARZLIESEIT Y1014 R TH
5. 1972 FITENTORENHE SN TLOE, 2E%
WMOF I EMTHEESR>TWS, LhL, TOHEES
MFEEL TWD CSVA DRMBITDONTHAE L 2H A
Iz, £ IT, 2ESMOF I ERICHET D CSVd DK
QR ZFAEL, IHIREOERKOSHmEHSNITL
7z

EHNO 10 R THREL 2T (Chrysanthemum
morifolium Ramat.) 89 ¥ > 7))L B X UL Z LA TR
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(CSVA) Zaiil, 21 BEEkRD RIEEEIS 2 HE LTz
HEEF T 89U > IV 80 B > FILAY CSVA T L
THBO, 553652 FIIRT-PCR THRicNn s L X
NDOEBEKETHD, 44> 7 ILid nested PCR T
M EINDRBEERRETHo . FELEZTXTORT
CSVd it a i, HARENODF 7 Fk s s TR DL
KLU TWBHEERIREI N, SEOBAF I Hh5idn
INH CSVA 28 RT-PCR TSN, MHMIIED 5N
B, IS CSVAd DIEEELRD I ENHDT
MENTz. Fiz, EHERFINERS 5O CSVA 28Rk
ZiRs, BEO R SISEER A ORLL R E LT,
HEX VDS RERE SN, FHHT ) FINSITER
wankt iz A%{K1 (DDBJ accession No.
X16408) [IERbEME IS, 10 R 6 IR THiH
INEZENS, HATEHMIZHTT % CSVd Rt &
HeE L7z

F< MZIZ CSVd 288, RAETI O K@D 8 ff
HOUAOA RPBEPETDHIENMENTNSD, Zh
£T, HAEKNTHY MZBWTY 1 O RIFENEE
272 % 2 &idsho7z. L, 20064, JAEEOR
FEHIEO R MZBWTHEDBRCEELOERRED
JERZ/RT MY MR RINE. I T, TOHREED
FE RO EERTo 2. IRERTHEAELEZNY M
5 RNA 2L, EXukBick->THS N2 MY
MZIZ7ZWRNA DN RZEIL T, @2 b~ Mok
L&A, 1 MARICIIFKEOHE- R TE 2.
KIZ, BE R M52 RNA 2L, RAEY O
1 REOUAOA RERBTES /S~ —ty M
WT RT-PCR Zf7\\, & O EMIEHI 2 4T L /2 45
R ERFIL3B9BWETHY, W F Y THEAEL L
Tomato chlorotic dwarf viroid (TCDVd) D%ifft& 98% D
HRIPEDYD > 7=,

TCDVd DMl 7218 EHIF LRI DWW THHEZTT 5
. ZOfER, TCDVA OEEMWHYIE T AR N FEMAKT,
ZoM—HMOF IR, vVYIR, FauFr TR
WWIRE SN, FARMED THRBZERBT2013 <
B XU Nicotiana glutinosa L. DA T, RF 17, E—
X, FRELLOMEMTIE, AL THEFEMTH >
. BERITHMAXF 22705 % TCDVI il an T
BO, EHRHEOKXBRIHOMLEEZMU CTHMITEEL
TWH AR HER I Nz, T 51, TCDVd OWHE
Bk z2 X0 XS5 ICHS NIz TCDVA Bl 1d
100°CT 10 ~ 30 p ENE L THEREZRL, &0

Mtk 2 A LTz, £72, 108 EH R THRE 2R,
KA OAf RIBETHEENERFETHZENTE
fo. TR, VU > ERREERERHITRFT1~2H
FRETH D0, WEIRIETIZ 50 H LA L &Mtz gk 13k
WiER &R o 7z,

CSVA I EREDRERICHBWNWT, 5L EOZ AR
ENIZAHLTWD ZEWRINGZ. £, T—FX—
23 30 ME DA RKNEEINTND, ZNS5OE
BRI EZEWHDEC ORI OBEI /R EICX > THRAEL
P RlREME B B,

FeE OELFI D CSVd % B L THERBRZ21T S 7201
WBALARRDBETH S ZENEFDORDEREZMAHS
2. ERNTRBLERL TWD CSVd DRK (ZEAK
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