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Fig. 1 PCR amplification of DNA extracted from 3 samples
M:DNA Marker; 1: Negative control; 2~4: Toma-
to samples XMZ1,XMZ2 and XMS.
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Molecular Identification of Tomato Yellow Leaf Curl
Virus from Xinmin Area of Liaoning Province

MIAO Ze-yan,BAI Yuan-jun,LI Ying.,ZHAO Yang
(Liaoning Academy of Agricultural Sciences, Liaoning Key Laboratory of Crop Pest Manage-

ment, Shenyang, LLiaoning 110161)

Abstract; In order to authenticate and control tomato yellow leaf curl virus, 3 tomato samples were detected

through molecular identification of tomato yellow leaf curl virus(TYLCV){from Xinmin area of Liaoning prov-

ince by PCR reaction,and then the generated specific segments were collected, cloned and sequenced. The re-
sults of Blast showed that the nucleotide sequence of 3 samples had high identity from TYLCV. PCR detection
for TYLCV was high sensitive, high efficient and with high specificity.
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