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HE AHRMWAFRG—LEBEN RBE NS RERHTH REHE
FE AT RREFNARRABRRIT T I ELER T AE N0 i
L RERATAAERY R BEEL RS N ERRA LRBEELA LR
Rt A ot A Bkt ERARAP AL LR HIZ 127K
MINABRFTERGREROB L ER AFHRENG LS, FHAMNGE —
T IMBtERE,

XKEE A%, MR, BER

e SRR A0 B, FUR R R R (% I R B . B AT C A0 LRI 2R 2 el e 1
B, T B S a2 8 T S R 9 85 B (Eriophyidae) . BRI EEMREES
LA, &4 Rk, AR IIZ S B H A R GE P Phytoptidae 1P JTCEE
#l Diptilomiopidae) B Z 15N & , W AR K — PR EF i LR B0 R .

1 REERER
L1 hREFREHRE

/N 28 % 18 19 3 (wheat streak mosaic virus, WSMV ) J& — Fp g i 1] 1% /) B 1AK%
#,4€£4 700nm, B 42 15nm, & RNA TEM# K EE BOH PR EVE R 2 AE D,
WAERE. HEMFSHM —EEMEBEAEKED, K, Rabenstein 5K M WSMV
{E 18 H 3 E R K FE Hordeum murinum 1.1,

il & F I Aceria tulipae (Keifer)j& WSMV ME— AN B B2
B LA, S AE/NE A KGN B i T RE L IR R R
£ IR U L A E A0 o I P A . AR A B R B R R /D K P (wheat curl
mite)”, B N EREME IR /NEN . W T EBRES, B R HE R L — Y
B ERFME R L E R OUR SR AR

Slykhuis 3 55408 WSMV H1 il 4 & R B 15 180, )5 SRAL MBI i) — 2L B %
FAIESE T3X —E 0, WSMV R HE % i 53 A6 £ 75 98 B ) U 1% 4% , (BT LUE 3 H AT A fY
EXFIRE% 15 36 . Orlob i #7 , 5 i 48 B K 4 9 1 0k b 15min ., 53X SR 0 9 (500 B RIK (<
1% #6573 16h B, 29— R0 A RS IR R LRG3 . [ FF DK 32 00 W% 2] (2 R 1 IR
b, 15min PISRERE 158, 16h PY R 29— Ly M {6 38 X KR — Fhop iy AtEE 3 7 .
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B4 TR WSMV B 7E & % FBA , BEHBERH WM I E L, iR
HegmMN, ERXOMERTREFEEMGER, ERPBT WSMV MEEMHEE T
B SR RAED, HiEEREE FELAEMEREREEEPERRD, ERERDE
% T A FEF LY, 8% AFTSnEEYENETESUMEEH
MU BB R R, & VR BN E T LA TR AT,

B TR S A R A 5 A SRR R S R B R R AR, E AR A R e 1R
AKHEL, SRTT Harvey ZH05H, 7ERKFARFATE I IR IERY 2 Bk g 7, T 2 & 3
B & B R B0 PR EE 08 WSMV B R D
1.2 hEHRREHR

/INFE BE &5 78 % (wheat spot mosaic pathogen) & 1952 4 7F ] 25 Al & F Jif S 0% (5 4%
WSMV B, fE Mg K& BN, Slykhuis HEE, ABRBRNEF LB RLME
FR B R DR, R ERR T ERE, HRRR, AT AR, EEARA
M BEIRFE X FHE IR B A AR WSMV fER ., Bl e & R mn & s RS &%, A
REAS 2001 . RS WSMV FU/NESE s AE M 69 [’ — 14 b RBINTH, 65 Yo iy K 538 /)
EBEEEM,35% AME 15 WSMV, Nault 1 Styer 3538 T 3 E 2 MM/ F BE 4R &
7 » FHE SE B B AR 8 A R (5 3B AT X FOR A SE R 5 Slykhuis HUGE 8 /N EBRE M TE
MR — T B AR R 1S B S REAS 18, ORI RE B ARG IREI ., NESE AR
SRR /DNEBREM R E YRS B NI/ FZBE T M T RE RS 4 W BT B
WA AES BT BB R A, £/ FEBE SRR O E B Y B B T BE 4 R 4
MURFR EAME, A — R AR EBEN ERR 0.1~ 0. 2nm I, 124K
1k SR A REUE B IX B A BE T[S /N E BE R BT
1.3 BREEREHIER

M ER LI H (ryegrass mosaic virus, RgMV) Bl — R AT 8 703nm #)95% & 31
Bl H A e S MR R, AL RN TS SR RED, BEEEYNRE
ReMV HEREREMBIEARGREY . HPBEFEN R BB FET (Lolium multiflo-
rum Lamarck) \JBF W ( Lolium perenne L.) MBS ( Dactylis glomerata L..) , €@t M
WAL RETIE , SRR IR 47 AR SRBE R 3 AR BEE T Fr 3138 .

Z R W% Abacarus hystriz Nalepa & RgMV Mi— B SIS AN . © M=/ -
Bk 24h RNATE, TAIES RSB EFD, RgMV EEBER, EEBHE—F
B 700U L BERYRELRE. S FRAXSHAMANSHMEYHEL 5K
2, SRR, BB L EMEE In, TEELEER,

Salehuzzanian 1 Wilkins LA & Catherall ##§i# [ #i RgMV ¢y SRIZEE AR . (1) 212 H
PRABHERLE  BES HEHT RgMV FFAT B 5 5 (2 01 B G 25 60 A0 F598) ,
P B R, W42 A9 RMV bR R A H0ME S () BRHED ",y 20k gy A 25
FeS. 23" HA R S EA G GET B R EA LSRR ERI M EREEAFEEE |,
B — 9t RgMV 9  F“Bb21137 17,
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1.4 KEEHHF

7K BT M5 (agropyron mosaic virus, AgMV) 1EJL 2 W UL K& B E M PR — B H %
A HEEEE Agropyron repens L. (B EEHEEIET b, t— 15 F L3l RBEA
KEBE™, MEANLRER, & N17im, R 15nm, EWE FEE. KERE
(Agropyron) . % % J& (Bromus), K £ )& ( Hordeum ) B EER (Lolium )M /N &
(Triticum) ,

Slykhuis 75 £ # k_E % B0 T #1547 LR . 2 0105 B0 O B 35 ) FARAR Acudodes
mckenzier (Keifer), (BARGEIESE = PR EE (X5, J5 3K . Slykhuis 38 , AR EEE
B A THER AgMV UL HI /N L 60 % AIBEAEER 7 KU CE| BB 6 2 | 4 4
A RO AR B R s R PR R A L5, R R B bR R B BR
. Catherall il Chamberlain tIF 52 T 4 70 B4 B s ) 154510,

1.5 BRAYRE

BB YR & (virus of Allium species )W EB O LZEHZF KB . Ahmed 1 Re-
nigno HRiE T AR & 7 BB (H B AR 18 R L B A LA FRAED B AN 5 B s f AT
EEREREE WSMV Z2RAMLIA BRE L EBHEER A ME, S, van Dijk
WA T EEEREEAREY RS S IR AR AR
(onion mite-borne latent virus) 1“4 2 #% % ¥ F2 %% # ” (shallot mite-borne latent
virus )2, RER FHEKE XN 700~800nm, /8 T E8E Y W E R (Potyviridae) ) Ry-
movirus J&, van Dijk FNHALR KA RBEYES B XEHE. EREEMNR,
Shevtchenko FHFFRIEE T HE AR HEYMEREREHY LB BBTRARRF —1
FROO W FEX LB AR YR AR S KA YW A RESA T IAEN R, L E EA]
IR B
1.6 /DEBRE

113, B A X A BERUR R e B B R 4R . AR IR A S E S EE
3T R B, S P i BB & B IR K (Aceria paratulipae (Xin &. Dong)) 1 B (Aceria
mili (Xin &. Dong ) &3, fi#r /D EMN H EhE M 0E BRI EH A ET
RIg . EEFH.

TOURI 4 75 72 S0 09 00 25 TR 56 1) 06 R 5 I 3 T B AR I N B R O IR /DR BRI
AR NGB A Y A E R 1S CHARAET T MR RM, 10CRL TR &
25CLLE RIEHE R, A5 R NEBERRRE RGN 8, B\ AN ET
FREREETARSNE AN, R EENE LBE  XAERNNERSE 2 FEFHNER
Rl , IR FIE B IR RO G0 I /N B B TR B A KR . B TN EORRET
WREE LGP LETH ERET LBRE™,

INEBRUR MR T EEMEE . BEAE Y ERPARE 200d M EFEEKF
A IR TE R EL 8 L HR PRI L IE T SO X, 8 o B L st R L PG E PR, HOR
VY S R A T B R AT, NEERUR K B OC R Y], 2R K H B R AR
o, KR aE . AERR,
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2 AKERFHEYRSR

2.1 BREFRRLR

Bt a2 4y, AMTEE B3 8 % B ES R F M 25 B F LW (Cecidophyopsis ribis
(Westwood) )55k K5y B B T8 5 Fh b 3B K%< black currant reversion) ( X #RIR )
2 B R, BT 06 T 5 B T A 4 5 — Pl SR T 5 B AR B IE YR Rt
Tresh $RAEAYT, B ARHE , 2% 58 1100 6 S0 A g B B 08 A5 48 1R AL L (B 2R LR Y BUR
HFIMAREE.

BURERETREY LEEBRMRBREHEBRAFE . SEREMLII H A
X AR XFRESEZERELRE. 240 RIEHERBRAE =FMER, -BRF
I G B IR SR B H B, TR TS ORI R EFENE, E E BN EEH,
ShEH BT R B A EEES EREE MU EFRMERNE . §—FER,
B 2 FEH RIS, (R R R T B R R B B R Y e TR R AT R
YRR I AU R A BORL, IR T R I A R AR e S S e M R
HIAE Ak, BOT M TR B R 3% 2R HUR B — i B R TE R B — P B R (nepo-like) 55T
A EIX R F R R S B R M R — SRR,

FEEF A R — B AR R R, BT TROM & E KA B
2 R E 2T O A R A B R B BE & (A SR R IR R R
ZREFINH RO EERRE, AV HEREREFIT 8UEHE.

BEIAER P RR R E TR — R EERE. B, CAN — SR R FmH
FLCEMEAR : (DIREERE Ce; OMMERE P; O AATS KRB L CHIEERN. K
RN R R AR S Ce WRBEFIMEER MARBEIET, SHHEEEPHY
RET RN EF)G AR, IFAIE B U, W BB 65 7 2F B . H AT R EUF 6
MR A BT Ribes cereum, MAKEET R. glutinosum M R. jancczewskii™?, 3%
BE T A B (b7 Bl A BRI T B R KR AR K R T 42570,

2.2 ERREHRK

FTAERE I (fig mosai) B AFETHRA S B UL EREE. A TEERE
MOEAR B DB BB I X Fivss A IR 20 M 175 18 BB TR S K 7R 7E T 2. X PR
RIE BN 2 T IR (Aceria ficus (Cotte)), Toib 100 A8 MR A EE BT iy
RERBE, LA RUR S IR ER R AR BB R BN BRABE B E — e, PLus
SR, ZEMEERZE, AN R R EE RS, A LS
S E . TS RIS AR Bradfute %M Appiano 759 EH A EEREM I
Rter AR EEH T S EMBUZ B AN 120~160nm %) | 55 B ) HE 4% 833 15
HEEIHMENEY L, W RB Ficus, W Cudrania tricuspidata Bureau 1 EJ %&
Morus indica 1. ,

TCAE RGBT AL AR B 2 Flock Ml Wallace 76 £ B, J5
A A E RO A (G R GE L W i FE B L omin SR AR BB B, 8 (0 B AE 05 5 0%
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[ AE 5Smin P EFI@ B L. R BB RIS TE L/ DA PO SR (53 5\ TR AR
B S T 3R AR B IR B R 7E 20~30 C T 5~10C TH BRI REG 2L MW (b5 (R 1%
BRGNS AE TR EFEE 6~10d MK REEME#H . (HEINREEEE,

2.3 HIEHR

TESRE VU R A AN RV R AW FIZE B Prounus Foft— B30 A Bk IE % (Peach mo-
sazc) « FL SR RURE PR WK BR A5 S RE MU ARG - 28/ TE L AR TR AT AR . B TR I B % JBL
W] LAE 3 R AT (5 3, T A (515 45 A R Y 0 25 i Eriophyes insidiosus Keifer &.
Wilson., BFREZME N EF, RN FME AR TRE, MOFfE A E Fa#m
B, EUWFEMEHRE L. GF EH 1000 £k, hEHREXSER TS HFRGET,
A4 Z AR 48 FE AN A Bk I, B AR JLA S TP BT A RV B AL A B A
Prunus munsoniana Wight & Hedrick L) &8 PR EAT LA By — Fh“criollo” & Fh E 4
RITXFRET, BN ER S L BET 2d, MR ED ARG E .

2.4 RPBIEH

PR BE R L i (cherry mottle leaf , CML) & 4= 76 M 35 [E AT M AL FR 3 n 5 K 04 R B Y
At 2% KRR PO B A BBk FHIEL X . James F1 Mukerji fRiE | S EBHIER L (CMLYME
iy i A A 00 L X FRORE AR IR AL SE AR U A R 4R AR BE L R R R O AR N SRR A
EELEOBRRE, 2% B AE.

CML &G &L Fuk s R, HAMRESHRRA MY Prunus
emarginata (Douglas) . {HE /R 2R A #E 2 U T AR B AN & A A A BRI, T TR A Bk 2
EEHME—MEET T,

CML BB EA VY B Eriophyes inaequalis Wilson and Oldfield , & & ¥ 1 3%
B A4S BN S B BT A A T 0 KA AR BB B AR LU E A LA B EE W AR RN LR R
P AR N, AR AT NN, CML £53X B3 X REAS 5 M UM BE I A M RS .
WRH LA EBNMERFFTEERGE, /£ DI B, 14" M TP iR RE R 25K
Tk, HRMFATRETNER, ESEE AT B ARG A M I LR 69 1
i EE B HE CML EHR A RA 3 30 Uikt A7 3 00 Bh il B2 R4 1 (2 e 6
kb S0 B AR E BB A8 CML —HEA9EIR .

2.5 BRIER

B 7 MFEHR (rose rosette) LEAEEXHPHEBIFEHMAT L, iR O A
FEE 4G AT S0 . R e B W A AR R /N o T R PRAL € A K (B B TR A e
55 MRS LAY BRI A AR PR AT 1A 4 A8 LA RO B (RS TR et BT R AR R A AR
376 5 ] 14 R W AIE 52, {5, Gergerich %56 % 9 7 240 PO ) 200 LI L B T BROIR 9 9 20K
¥, HAR N 120~150nm, FIEE K 16nm B =B, ERE S RERELHHE N
INEBE S LA AR R R 7Y, Allington S 4RGE T8 i # Fh 5 15 S0 R R R
i Phyllocoptes fructiphilus Keifer A £ £ Rosa eglanteris 1.. , Rosa suffulta Greene,
Rosa woodsii Lindley s Bf &% (Rosa multiflora Thunberg ex. J. Murray)fll Rosa rubrifo-
lia Villars™, Amrine %5 32 M % T 4 3% 8 bV 0% F5 38 (RS A b, B 66 AT 3R RORUR
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W, bk E AR L S R SRR R, T 8 3 T SR ok B 4 o A TR ) R R A
TR R VE 20 3 A A A I R T ST, 7E 4 C T RS 14d MIREE RIT RE R 1B R Ik
MFERG , S WL RE 53R .

60 0 B A S AR O BB B L BB O B R AR AN 51 B B AR OB R DA
KUGIAIL B ER, A NREE DTN —HEE. ELHEMARRYTENE . Fk
M\ 995 10 B A A D B T B RO W RAR R .

2.6 RERBEHR

TEEN B IR KB . KR E Cajanus cajan (L. ) Huth FE—FSAT MBEENRE —
R E INFFE K (pigeon pea sterility mosaic), XA S TR LA SRS, EmEs
RIEY RN S, KT REE Aceria cajani ChannaBasavanna & IR 8 f& 315 i
A SRR TS R R B AR KRG B LR A N BERCAT /N T BT &
RE . REEESEMB— A s E Rk Smin ST, FHHEEE 20~ 30min WEEK
TR R

REREEMHEEERTETZREELRE. WHK GB0X40um), ™ TERBE
Rh ERN EARAEE E SRR EBEMML., EERT, PMAE 3~5d,1 BE & 9.
HE AR d 7 1~ 3 KL BT ; ML P RS 0. Reddy #1 Nene @it 3 RIS, % IL7E H BB
R AR R R B R 5 B b R S G PR B RO, T AR B R P L R
¥R AT,

Wil ARFERYRIB LB AR F RN T HAER RN, — B0 .
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REVIEW OF VIRUS DISEASES TRANSMITTED BY ERIOPHYID MITES

Hong Xiaoyue Cheng Ninghui

(Department of Plant Protection, Nanjing Agricultural University, Nanjing 210095)

Abstract As transmitting agents of virus diseases, eriophyid mites have been studied
for many decades in the US and European countries. Based on a lot of the latest infor-
mation from all over the world, all the virus diseases transmitted by the eriophyid mites
were analyzed here from the point view of the biology, damage of the eriophyid mites
and virology. Twelve eriophyid mite-transmitted virus diseases were presented. They
are wheat streak mosaic (WSMV), wheat spot mosaic pathogen, ryegrass mosaic virus
(RgMV), agropyron mosaic virus (AgMV), virus of Allium species, wheat mifeng dis-
ease, blackcurrant reversion, fig mosaic, peach mosaic, cherry mottle leaf (CML), rose
rosette and pigeon pea sterility mosaic. The characteristics of viruses, symptom and
control of these eriophyid mite-transmitted virus diseases were analyzed in a bid to help
Chinese readers know more about the eriophyid mite-transmitted virus diseases.

Key words eriophyid mites. vector, virus diseases



