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FE DK S :S435.32 XAkFRIRAD : A

oL B4 B e 155 75 (Potato leaf roll virus, PL-
RV) & % 4 9% # £ (Luteoviridae) T 44 % 3% it 55
#2JB (Polerovirus) , 736 |12 » 17 Y& T 85 241 Bk
SR B B 4E G AR AL S B ZE R IR B A5 E
AREY S P2 EE R ) I 4% A R B R . PLRV &
— iR H 0 DL RE IR I B A AR R
B R, H oA Jm PR T8 AT AR R 44 R
P G AR R A,

Wi oy TR0 & &, AATTXE PLRV () 2
PRI 20 45 4 Ko HL AR G BIL T 8 ok B 7 4 . B 5 3R T
PLRV Ry S 36 B8 — i s AR, T i, B
R 23~25 nm™  HILH A SS(+H)IRNA, K
25 6.0 kb, >8R 2X10°D,5 st M A% 7 kD

70K
ORF2b

JEIN 4 % $2 & 1 (Vpg), 3" 4 6 PloyA 45 #9™,
RN AA 3 M EHIS X (UTR) .5 K % UTR
£ 69~70 bp, Hr 5~20 bp J“#& L& 5F , Al BB 5 W
BERE ST B IE AT 6T 53" K i UTR K 141 bp; #¢
ORF2b #il ORF3 Z [ f£ £+ 197 bp 1) g i
[a] f% X (Intergenic sequence, IS) , ¥4 3& K 2H 43
M2 A g i XN, 5" i dw S X fY 4E ORF1,
ORF2a fil ORF2b;3' ¥4 i X 40 4% ORF3,ORF4
1 ORF5, f PLRV W %E [ 41 44 %', 7E PLRV
RNA F1i£ 4 54/ ORF, W ORF6 fil ORF7 %,
DIHTIA A AT e FE R NN R i8, leif R L ENT B A
AHYS AT EE LR 1. 20,

70K

17K

P 1 PLRYV 2k K2 AR ) T B 152 HE 28 J% 44 6% 3 13 A9 20 T

70K
ORFO

ORF1

23K S6K
ORF3 ORF5

ORF4

71K 14K

5882nt 3

sgRNAI

3376nt

3882nt3,
sgRNA2 5190nt 585”nt3'

2 Th4k B 7 2L B 41 IE L RNA (1) fif

Y %5 B #3:2011-05-03
BEEWAB :EHEHKREIE I H (30860033)
E—EE/ .2 = (1983, 2, 1 19 44 M 17 A, 18 3% A
+  NFHEY B R 2R

WIRAESE S HAE(1968) , B LA H AN AL W1, ##%,
NFEHYIN o F e 55K TRV 5. E-mail: ginenglu@

sina. com,
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PLRV, Fi# % PLRV #F58 AR A 50 T4l B 5
P IE B B PLRV & fp i — 1 2 55K g .
VLAESK , F 240 PLRV BN TR T & KL
. EWANE &7k T JLA PLRV A FF B 12
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5. DA E Kot A LR TR TR e 3o 3

HE B 1S 26 7 51 I i T % b 31 2 4% 28 5 435 v 3K
2750 PLRV M bk . % CLR3 T i 4F >k $t PL-
RV P TR 70RO L A3t PLRV 2 T
&Pt PLRV H M2t 5%,

1 RNA Fit

RNA F# (RNA interference, RNAi) 1§ 7E
AL T, B W EE RNA (double strands, dsR-
NA)E % 1R mRNA 254505 5 e e i 3 1
TUEREL A,

RNAIi A5 1 B 9% 5 5K W 2 5 5 I dsRNA
b EA Y B 51 IR dsRNA A U8 55 8
mRNA PR . WFoE R 0] DL RNAL L4
A TR 7R R U B ) 3 N Sh A A (LR S e AR
AF V95 R B OB R D Y dsRNAL M T HE D006 75
N3/ G

RNAi fEHBEARCER . H PR 69517
SRR A AT LT B A — A R R i 2 A A
LR Y AR
1.1 BEFSLENEER
1.1.1 ## RNA F# &4k RNA TWERAKD
P 2 AT G SRR A T 4 . BT X BB mRNA L%
I RNA 85 2% A 19 2 7 410 17 Ak 366 R %) — A~ 4b
BTN AEEEANE T ash P E BT,
UG AT B A e RNA T3 R85,
Wesley %5 & B K 2 BOR 9 I 5 55 A 881k T-
DNA X740 i P 2635 7= A48 A0 3% 1E I SCHR 3% (5 1
BE & Je g5 dsRNA, T 2R 850K 38 1 5 B4 5k
PR B i K 7E 98 ~ 853 nt, ABAS 23 X L8R &4 R
FEA B R 5 & e 45 K dsRNA (1) BAEE 3R X 5]
AN E F 5, BE 5 Fae 18 U0 B s F 5 Ker-
schen %5 & BN [R] RNA + #5 H 0k (1) 3 K T Bk 3%
RGBT T-DNA ¥ U1 HH A Kk iy T 8
ROR B T 28 DU A B9 AR AR s 588 3 7 3K 3 Y
RNA TWRCARE R K E T 558 3 FIK s RNA
T ¥ R 50 RNA T 85 (10 8508 v] DLt 1% 45 )5 A0kl
Bl 220 B0 S T RE T R . B AR IR
PLRV JEPRZ RF b 2 RNA T3 8k, i 2h +
Pt PLRV & 1, ML 7] g j& PLRV {2 4L 044 2
J& 9 1 A ) B4 T) R FE AR AR 7 AR R R dsR-
NA,BfiJ5 dsRNA #6)% 5 K 21~25 bp /N F
RNA(siRNA) , 59558 ssRNA 454 & . 173k
FREfE PLRV RNA (5 H Y 540, dal =
A dsRNA [ 5T RL 8 B 200 3 b 5 45 5, ol &
A i R R R B R O iR A A ) v R R
ssRNA 5|3 i i W 51 & RNAL, I ik F)

o R H A,

1.1.2 RNAFT#H r#KE RNA TWHREK
S 23 3 Y T PR (DNA (A1 8r 2k 2486 45 A IR
i BEORAG 2 il JH P A % e B i FH %) g0 67
YIWrm s A B HE . T8 R B L 400~700 bp
e,

1.1.3 RNA F#& K BEaEsH RNA TR
N AR TP 50 R . TR BE R SR
P s PRI 50 B R TR A b B AR SF I B
XEFEYPURERRN TREEXEE, HALH 68
J& PLRV i RNA T#AIZ50 T A S8 Bk G
ffi PLRV 4I5¢ % [ (coat protein, CP) 25 {§ 5F JF
GIASTE B AL 3RE 1 A% 40 W e o o 1E S R KRR
ol FE PR R By A A ) U5 R A S R A B R P A AR
FH A= K

2 BEIEN

2.1 PLRVERFREMNREREWL

2.1.1 ORF2a ORF2a &£ 1 920 bp, 4 i
70 kD Z ik, HEHi )y 5 C A —A & H il
FEAE 7 91 HE AT fig B A 59 U0 A% R 3% 45 35 1 (Vpg)
HIRPIIRE . BRI ZAb i A — A~ B8 Bl 1 1
J#% NYVFESTA ., H I fE i A28 .

ORF2a 5 ¥ [] Y AH %5 b 3" o 19 5. H
ORF2a 5" [ X RNA $5 4k T 44 2, £ 1] ORF2a
SER M HORBEIE Rk . TR A B E#E1EM .
M 3RASPT PLRV ) T2 R AR,

2.1.2 MHPpIRMAEANSFHHME PLRV ORF2a %
i 1 2 11 2 V) B4 L VP, 76905 55 &2 6 35 i
EEAEA . @S A B BEUR scFvPl-1, 8%
HELAL 3 T8 B B 5K, scFyvP1-1 1Y B i) 2 34 01
PLRV $itJ5AH B AEH MR 1L VPg 96 1, T
PLRV (% ik, {ff 5 £ 5 2 90 & KBt
WE

2.2 ORF2b

ORF2b 4K 1. 8 kb, 45 RNA % i i K]
Wi RNA ) RNA R 4 i (RdRp) , % 7% — 4>
69 kDI Z K" . PLRV & il N s — 4 i K
TR AR A R A R B P L R X S T
KRQLRHPRRRYKP, #] g A 45 & ¥ B2 1) Ih
Ae . AN C A S HES Y (B4 GDD 1
W 8 ANRRAE T 51D 2 LR )7 51, HA b N i 5
iR B PR SF M X T BB R A I B T RE A EE 2R OC
2, ZHIEEIE N 5 m A AT R F A R L 7
TR AH WM S8 EA KW sy UUU-
AAAU, KT 6 MG H — 12204
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TEPUR AR TR, BARE A T 14T
PLRV Y AL TAM & A, KA i A
Ak RS MDY, Kaniewski W % PLRV &
T it 5 M %% 4k “ Russet Burbank”, 7= A= [ 6] 4 2
TR B P BT M T BB R A O A e B DR A pE
&3k B il il 35 PR 0 B B R 5 1) A2 i il 3 [
AR,

2.3 HERER(IS)EXHRFYE

PLRV IS & 197 bp.{ii T* ORF2b 1 ORF3
ZE., BAEMEBRSEFS . —Bf T CP EH ik
B AUG Rif; 55— B F PLRV W 4
RNA (sgRNA) #% 5L U s b, 76 5 s fL 4R 05 5" 0
A UUACAUU 41, i F IS 5 A7 5
el PLRV sgRNA B 5k 2 iR £0 )7 91 Al fE /2
PLRV sgRNA J&5 8l %) — ¥ 7, 75 il HF i 3 A
ik, IS JPHITEAR B R B A PLRV [ 4 5L
[H 40 e 81 H AR 57 L 6 TR B S A A
HEMEH,

IS 1 Jp B L A 7 B HLAA I R 45 050 156 1S
REAR S5 FE A R R L R 254, 208 — B
PP A, & THAE Rk, H J A RNA KF LT
P sgRNA By s f 58 78 7% FE A ) v B
MENRIR Y R TR AR SR R 47
G BT AR TR IR T — A B 4 3
PR = W b A 45 48 56 R 7= 1 A 5 I B S T R
#) PLRV £ N4 3" 558 AFi S X 3 44 fis CP &
.56 kD & 1. 17 kD & (1 35 ] i ik,
I HEI PLRYV IS B4 75 HL ] AT 68 2 5% 5 N Al
BEZ2iE 0 R X Bk iF X IS RNA, i@ o 5 b 5% 5L
HXF R 99 3 mRNA 2 S RNA M 254, 10 il
mRNA [ 8 5% ;e X RNA % 5% 5 mRNA, It
Hh TS RNA 3R 8] PLFTE 72 4E () sgRNAS S
454 # A PLRV IS {R5F )7 91348 8 TP H B 2R Y
HE ;i aE X IS RNA AT LA sgRNA 35 4+ 45
UM A L IFEN T T sgRNA 1955 3%,
YT X RNA TR 5 5% FE R 96 A O E T 300%
BE 152 1 H T 2 3K A G 35 DR R BR B HE IE
RNA -5 1) 2% 52 AR PR I 3, AT AT g o 22 7
Yo d AL N TR A AR
2.4 MERFEA(sgRNA)

PLRV sgRNA, £ 2. 6 kb, H % 58 i 5 07
F CP & th % AUG FiE 40 N1 e 1
IS A58 158 M FIR G 4b™ . M 5'um¥ya — B
% i 5F 19 )8 ) UUAUAUU, 7 fig & PLRV
sgRNA ¥ 53¢ 5 5 1 (1 4L i 7
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2.4.1 ORF3 ## ORF5 ORF3 K 627 bp, it
—~ 23 kDa iy £ ik, Bl 47 %5 H (Coat Protein,
CP"", PLRV %ifi CP 54 H 4 % 7y g i - i
SEFFSI M A R, PLRV CP J H i
JPONTE i B B b R s S ik — 20 T4 B¢
sgRNA #5 5% Fn % 35 DT 2 55 55 5L R 25 4% 2 X
PLRV W3k,

CP - P PE & — A A R ny Pips 8 2 T
AL, T A s i CP 3 R 40 i 36 75 1 5% » AT
REL BT 95 25 F 4R e 200 . B CP 3 DI RS Rk M 1 7= 2k
REW] KA #E RNA K b 0] & A 4 8 K
SRR M PLRV 4h 58 & A PR AL
g (D) R A2 8 A TP R e i
i (2)CP RNA 59 8 RNA & il i B A &%
RNA %54 . i PLRVCP % [H % 5 0 1F 16 5% )% 1)
RNA F19ps 78 & il i A8 7 A 0 5 Z A X B 9 1E
X RNA #EH B AEH MEE A B A& RNA o f%
S TN (T ) O e 7 i A -
PR (O BT b iy ot - i 3 AR o 8 1
W nE CP, 40 7 98 85 42 G HL 30 A9 I 52 2ok 72 5 (4)
CP RNA 5iE# A RNA 52445 5 A%
R, {5 25 3L K 20 RNA A9 5% 33 5 F2 A8 Bk 1F 3
#17; (5) PLRV CP % W £ # Il 5] i 3 A
TLEREY

A, CP 2R 1Y 25 0 5% e i 25 19 Fe e 1

CP 8 3R TH Y R X T 95 75 J0RE 1 4 %6 L B2 DA
T AEAB ) 25 AR 10 R RN RS 2 ke S B
AR an 2 40 AR 2R A5 AR 1 o ) e DR L 5 )
BB PLRV &R .
2.4.2 ORF4 PLRV 17k & 1 # ORF4 %if5,
K29 465 bp, ik T CP HEHF M 26 2 MR .
Zb T CP P, 52 5 CP A ] (1) B 5242 42
HA Y0 M 832 3 3 11 (Movement protein, MP) [
FRPESY . R T AR s B 5 Y A o R
BT A AR R 1 B 1] 3% 22, 3X AT BE 2 v B PR 1
TE) B2 3 B R

PLRV 17k &R KN E & EARSF . R
oy PLRVCP Fl—/N AR F CP 3EH B 17k
BB B EEAE AL, 3 ks CP RN 17k R 26 A 3 [A)
A E BB PLRV sgRNA ) & il $2 it
M HE
2.5 #O#%ZEH PLRV EHR

MR DOTORE A AT 4R R AT R O
Velasquez A C %5 #E#f HfF RlCadg) $it PLRV 3
PRI S 7E 12 BUI %) DU A R 5 8 1) — 1 IO A
FhEE LOP-868 J ik V 1y & 4P ; Marczewski



9 # %

=H . LAERETRELAR TRAFLIK

W 1 Flis B &3 S. chacoense. Jt Ok — > F 35k
QTL %K (PLRV. 1) %€ i 7F B YL 4 f& XTI i
PN QTL 2R CENAEYL Ak VAT VD P,
RIS E BT PLRV 5 R I8 4% 51 o 4% 2 rp gk
SPGB 2B VA PLRV (A &4 .
2.6 FHMEH PLRV EE

N 7 Bl P s 2 B 1 (pokeweed antiviral
protein, PAP) , —Ff #% & IR M & A, R 5=
TGAF ) 32 0 B IR L o K S A I A 1 1 5 DR A )
YT, ek PAP s H R AR A . e
BB V6 ML R BB 1 e 2 . LB ML VT fig
J& PAP 38 52 42 il B A 55 DA 0 ) e 2 0 51 0 Gk
EET R SRR
3 KER

1% W (Ribozyme) /& #f Thomas Ceeh Fil Sid-
ney Airman & 31— 28 B A A YL 7 Dh g 1y
FEPE A RNA 20710 HH A A 4 R AL
AE5 M RNA 2452, ib g Fe 2 b U1 F1 4 RNA J7
B} AZ I X AR L PR BY ) 7 Tz R D
MY I RNA B F9EHY . 1990 4F, Lamb J
W %831 T 2 A% %F PLRV IF 8 RNA ()5 i ,
REAR SN E] PLRV (3 [ 75 4% == 40 85 4O 1y CP %
DKL 2 ] il 366 TR L A i 1 A A R Ak
YI#E PLRV 5k RNA B &8, ik %] T4 PLRV
() H L I I E PLRV A A% i 35 0K
HAf AN S b LIBH sk T4 PLRV (9 52 il F1
FE PR F Rk B B o H Y.
3.1 HMmZEBEVIMRNEZR
3.1.1  HEeBEER KGO B T A R AR S I
HAERSEYI6 4, Lamb ] W fl Hay R T ¥
A2 Bty I B P AT ot JHL e SR 85 4 Y £ ST 971
Lo A R il — A A BR R D) 5 AR A it Sk 25 B
YIe .
3.1.2 mEEay WA KE  EEEWERKEX T
FIACRAR T, Lamb 24k 4MJ) %] PLRV CP
I RARp 5 KW, K 4% B W9 8 1 BE 4 il i it oy
9/10 nt #1 10/11 nt, BUE T i3 81 5 1 1992
4F Peter Steineeke & 75 # # 1k N Y) & npe FE
B BT T A% A PR B2 O 12/10 nt, W3R4T
VI EIRCR A A% g

A T DX T R B X6 A% il 4 b 50 % 52
B A% BT ) ML AT BE R L E A R I 5 B AR
HIEWE G K EVIEIR N 565 5 % 55 5
B FEELA S —IKY RNA 7. Frbl. 4858
TH ) DX 5 P % K B R PR R A B R BT DR .

%2R
< T8 R T 1) I 6 TR S % B W v s AR 1 A T R
X B B X K R e e
3.1.3 RNA E#a-TFeiiiis s EFEGEMN

AVE 257, B Sy A A Tl B 2 S L — T T O A R
B R 25 R 45 4 W 35 1R S Y B VD7 A, o A T
NHELH RNA 254 0 — A LR EA X
SREE G R L B 0T 19 25 6 23 PR A 58 S f57 5 19 )
FH o TE 8 i A7 R 2 5 R A RS H Z AN AN
Bl R A A LA a5 B LB S A v 2L
1o B AR SR

il 85 Uy 4 Hh & A GUC JP 91 4% 7
RNA, I HAE®EEE GUC (i S —Mm =24 6 4
T 55 RNA BEAMEE %, Lamb J W 1 Hay R
T Hy#i% it 7 CP F1 RdRp (8% i, & 9 H 87 )
P75 43 378 GUC 1R 7 1) 3968 1 3039 43 #
AR U BA A BT PE ML AT BE R BE TE SRS
B XHEESE PR RNA J3 81 #1785 U1 DL BH 1 9% 7
ZHPIAR R . RISV E PLRV & #
it 5 D] 10 B 1Y) A% )T A B N E S S il PLRV
EHIEE L A . T4 PLRV fE DA 2K E
WIAFE I AR FHT PLRV W H M, S50 7R 2%
P PLRV-Ch CP H: K (4K 627 nt) A 52
PP B CP R b8 6 NGUC 7 s AE
WoR 4 LI R YIRS
3.1.4 RNA E#oFeKE  #35VH RNA
JEW o TR R B B AR . RNA Jr F K 59
VI R ME . PN R BOE B 5 S 25 40 52 4% . Ik
AN S7 RUME L I L BT U1 057 o5 K LB 3T 49 51 5
B,
4 JEPRE Mo
4.1 POEEAMERRT

PO 2 PLRV %M 4 ORF1 450 & 11, B
Ak UUER M 1 D) g . Pleffer S & 58 &
L PO (16 b %5 5 - B B AR RIOR 1 R 4R %% 1 T
n ACG.GTG 5% ATA %, i vl LR TG 9
FH A2 B985 1Y 7 5 16 6 1 b BHL 1k s 75 3k A
PO i 23k L 9 B A B LUA B0 H
1.2 Pl s BEREANESART

Pl Z %R & 11 ORF2a 455, ) %) 7= 4= P1-
C25 I VPg, VPg #ilE B B A 45 & 5L R 4 19 2h
felsl . P1-C25 A B F PLRV RNA 1 VPg Z |
ML, P1 ZREA N YIALSA WA —
AL T 22 R R D) R X T 5 — MY T
24 1R K B 2 BE X i Glu/Arg i# 3400,
A0 97 XA A5, W Vipg B AR RETE A
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I B AN BB 2 i 60 2B A o8 B UK L 3% 2K B 0 A BT
o B e,
1.3 EFBERMNERRT

FE I 5 5 1 T 1) 7K A B DX ) 22 R AR
B A5 B S ASABERH 1 PLRV B4 ], {BJ& Sad-
owy E 45 & 30 H FAT AT — Ff 2 11K A Bl 2L 5% 4k
a1 E I ) 52 T ) e R R O, e ] B 58 AR A
12818 AL SRR 1 5 N7 N 11 -9 =1 5 S ety
R K i B 3L 55 AL R 9, & W) S AS B T 9
Hi.
4.4 TEERABAETHEHNESART

SgRNA A P A~ #% s (44 ) CP Fil 3 8
X (RTD) /) 4 5 ¢ 51, 55 — A~ 18 #2300 14 72 7
T CP #1 17 kD #2 If % 5 7 b [ 1 AAAG-
GAAA  FL i ol ol mg me 488, B35 50R o 0l 2>
—2 5 AN ST EAE RTD L 53X A4S X 38 i il
o f B 12 SRR AL 3.6 i

PLRV CP 4% & FUk: (17 60 3% R ME DL &
M EHE Y N MR A &, #i B CP f1/5%
RTD H A 177 50 4 i 3 vt e s s 28 51 4 FH B il
PR R Y B 2 2578 CP Al RTD X8 1 4% iR
fi s 47 PCR & W=, Al fff PLRV CP K fE

AT R A 2 R R YL ), > PLRV By 2
FUERES BT L, JE R R A 28 728 fE ol 28 9 25 /Y
R Pk I AL R AR
4.5 BISFINERRT

B4 HT A PLRYV B[R 20 I 5 (5] 20 11 5
J¥ %] (Lead sequence, LS) it g AN Ay 2> T it 3 K]
RN G = s S N o 7] B DI DO =95 27 |
FE A PR ]S DR B R 0 R IR 3k B 4T PLRV Y
H i,
5 Pt PLRV 4425 & fih

et PLRV ShE8 25 5 Fp R H 5 5 8 5%
BEFp AT 2 28, B FH s A% R i 25 T PLRV S
B . Marczewski W 28054 PLRV itk 4
P — fE A R AR S RE DW 91-1187 F1 g s A bk 4%
EARAG B M R ARTS s 4ok BT PLRV R S.
chacoense. FlI T8 B4k 35 Al 2 52 45 2] Fo L R A
A PLRV [y 87 du 42 e I 0 3 91 PLRV 544 S AH
P I 5 55 AR Il 58 1 % 26 A Al AR I PR AF B T B
TS XX TR E Pt PLRV A 85 5 B 5 A
HARERKE L.

Rl MORBTEMREATELR

J7 i J5i W= e 5 Jf 71 Rl

RNA T4t & RNAF L MR B mRNA SR AR, Biotkam, wWeEHBBRBNE EERET

P 8 A 1) 22 DM LR B 5 Al S 5 1756 A Ak i L S R
ik

5 fk PL-  HAMSIEFIEAS [ %R A # mRNA 8 TR A RE BRI EE RN A B R Y R R

RV % K [ X RNA AHZE & LU 6 mRNA 59§ 3% Ty K AR

A B B X RNA 5 5% 5 mRNA

¥ g 5 RNA 2428, i e 45 7 M b U1 5080 B4R Wil 5 228 X # IEISh R R RNA
RNA J7 5 B ER T 5%

FFE A MBI R AT RO R B /RN R R RR M TR SR . ik

RAR REIEA AT LM ST R B P W F B, B H A rTRE LA R R4 EE TR 25k 3
BTSSR LRSS IR A 2 0k P RS 1T KGR IT %

i PLRV  FIAHIEHEA B RES MR PUOR NG s m ke Ak LW

i 4315l B & AR AR A B otk R

6 LEip CHAHERE LI 1,1 25 9 58, T4

PLRV 734 |71z » 32 5 Ja BRTEAH W B9 1) K 75
D e DU S Al B LUR L Fh AN BE
M7 iR PLRV 1 23 54 B &5 AR il b ot PL-
RV WA R&Ae . HAm e £ 24P E RNA -+
WHME A REHIESR I . 38 PLRV 2
DR 2 235 46 R 4 5 2 11 S5 Y D RE R R AT UM S T T
FEMUATIE . BEE P IS MIRA L PLRV RN 4 E
1 6 4~ ORF HE% & 8 /4~ JF H. 4 #% 7 ¥y 1 D1 fiE
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5 PLRV 5 A4 [R5 £/ 58 19 1E Ll 2 X dsRNA
R BOFR H A AR L 0T LR ss(+H)
RNA 5 i, LI IR 8] T8GR  HOk B PLRV
SE AL B B N B R SR N 0 e R Ak A O
Bl B Ok A I & Bk CP A 58 1 3k B bt
955 H 9 FRUR B A RolC 48 38 13 30 1 19 i 5F 5L
MR B A T 5 3 ep, DL Jas i 7 10 260K e
¥ PLRV R4 1% 17 51 5 A 55 4% 28 0 DL RR A Ui
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F =5 .8 FRETREFLR ALK

SR B, 53 Ah L B B AR A AN R S Y S
TR & B BAHT PLRV B[, 43 #7 2 AL 4t
T3 DR G D A 2 ol R B e e SRR
UK KA 0 18, 55 4750 PLRV B 12
1T PLRV &[N 21 &5k J2 52 i Ll 52 2% . k5 oAt
V) 70 AR )2 T BOE AN B BT LT S A T
FEAR IR EH B8 U T T FT A EE A
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Research Advances in the Gene Engineering
of Potato Resistance to Leafroll Virus

LI Yun'?,LU Qi-neng' ,ZHAO Chang-ling’ , SHEN Chun-xiu'

(1. Life Sciences,Resources and Environment Sciences School of Yichun University, Yichun,

Jiangxi 336000;2. Agronomy and Biotechnology College of Yunnan Agricultural University,

Kunming, Yunnan 650201)

Abstract: The research progress on resistance genetic engineering of potato leafroll virus was summarized. In re-

sistance genetic engineering of potato leafroll virus, the scientists implied mainly RNA interference, transferring

resistance genes,the genome was cut by ribozyme, gene site-directed mutagenesis and other methods to obtain

anti-potato leafroll virus plants,a breakthrough has been achieved. This paper could provide a reference for

breeding the potato with resistance to PLRV by analyzing genetic engineering strategy and the achievements.

Key words: potato leafroll virus;gene engineering;genetic transformation;resistance breeding
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