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Research Progress on the Control and Detection
of Potato Spindle Stem viroid

GAO Yuan, YANG Hong-yi

(College of Life Sciences, Northeast Forestry University,

Harbin 150040 ,China)

Abstract: Potato spindle stem like virus can also infect potato in natural state. PSTVd is a kind of virus like vi-

rus with single stranded circular RNA structure, which has strong infection ability, high transmission rate in

the host,and can reduce the yield and quality of potato after infection. Therefore, it is necessary to study the

molecular structure and pathogenesis of PSTVd. In this paper,the molecular structure, the latest detection and

control methods of PSTVd were briefly introduced,and the prospect was put forward in order to provide refer-

ence for potato virus control in the future.
Keywords: potato; viroid; PSTVd
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