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Research progress in management of Cucumber green mottle mosaic virus

Liu Huawei*, Luo Laixin"?, Zhu Chunyu’, Liang Chaogiong'?, Liu Pengfei'?, LiJianqiang'*

(1. Department of Plant Pathology, China Agricultural University, Beijing Key Laboratory of Seed Disease Testing and
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Abstract  Cucumber green mottle mosaic virus (CGMMYV) causes devastating disease on cucurbits, and it has been
listed as quarantine pathogen in many countries in the world. It was reported in at least 23 provinces in China,
causing substantial yield losses and lower market value of cucurbits. This review summarized the current control
methods of CGMMV and tried to explore the novel control strategies, including next-generation sequencing
(NGS) and gene-editing technology for viral diagnostics and identification, and miRNA mediated-resistance to
CGMMV infection.
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B N IESEELCR RNA JE BRI 18 nmX
300 nm AYBRHERZEA . B 3 B 49 A3, IR R
2.3 nm, FFRHCH RNA SERA K 6.4 kb £
A0 KR 17, 3.29,129,186 kDa 4 A& 1.4
S5 CGMMV T 25 A #R 14 N 19 &2 61 %8 3 A
KT FAN IR 5" 3" I 43 ] S AT e T4 AL A
poly(A) B EL B2l tRNA s #5374
AT R mRNA A E M S B ACR  OF
RNA ARSZRAE 1 3 St H vl 4@ L5 i g A%k
KR4 & E BB AES & AL 59 EAE S
HATEAELS B AR R Y], CGMMV H g4k 1L
JETE 90~100 CZ ], MR 2l 107° ~107 7, i
K F7E—20 C AT LAFAE

CGMMYV [ 1935 4F 15 Il LIk B A TE
D171 N 7 RN S N |7 S R | N
P 3597 Ko B AN R BE ) fe 3 (3 D o g
HESENRY 23 M8 Tl BE IXHRGEA kAR B G
FFg M CGMMV £ 85 A4 T RBHEY)
;% )\ (Cucumis sativus) P JN (Citrullus lanatus) |
R (Cucwmis melo) 25 , 75 S AT AR L i {4,282 (Che-
nopodium amaranticolour) . = ¢ % (Datura stramoni-

um) 22 1 (Cuscuta chinensis) . 24~ 4= #H| ( Nicotiana

benthamiana) FNH PG HH ( Nicotiana tabacum) %5, B
AWFFEERY], CGMMV & R Fp L 7, 2974
TR, AR YRR P TR A [R]85 4G o
HEER R 70 AP b R DL R N b e s de gy, B
XREFR A Y 7 B AR IR AR . CGMMV 2 4% 3 I
J& P BERL TS e BB B TAR AR AR A T R GE
YN, R 25 1F G CGMMV 1Y 32 Rl FHE A
(R AT X3 i 4 T 2o K B S A R 1 G
TN AR RN ANt R Ak N TR L e
BE K LA St 22 150 n] 8 i CGMMV B 422 3%
[ AL R 27T B R AR I & R AR AR )
M AR EORSFE T T Z M T CGMMV Al
U HSE RT-PCR J5 v M HAT A HAR 455 RT-
PCR 7% g% difi 3k RT-PCR e 2k RT-PCR J57%
B T CGMMYV BASIN , - R B i 3] 2 JIX
P& il 2 ng i) CGMMV J k57 . 4512
HIRIBIA A AL BRAAAE T2 PR AR ) CGM-
MV TSEASEA JHA R LI EUE HAL R/ . RItreA:
PR TR A AT BN T CGMMYV 1SS B
ARIALAR AU SN i 9 BAT S0 B TR 3 e L A
4 CGMMV {58 S L4 2 A PR H b 2
AT DA DA & R AT il a5
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Table 1 Occurrence and damage of Cucumber green mottle mosaic virus in the world

KRR (BRI /7 B R

Disease incidence (or area of disease

5 F 3R

Cited ref
occurrence) / Yield loss ted reference

Hu 34T P
Distribution Country
S HZ Japan
Asian El# India
1 [E China

i [# South Korea
[ 53140 Pakistan

B Iran, DA% Israel, ¥4RBIHi{H Saudi Arabia, ¥ 2K Sri  —/—

Lanka, #UF|W:FNE Syria, 4fifs Myanmar

R #i[# United Kingdom
Europe 7522 Finland
&% 7 Russia
15,5g 2% Ukraine

P15 Denmark, #fE Norway, Hili Sweden, f[E Germany, %
I, J2 . Romania, 75/l Greece, PGHESf Spain, ) 5 ] Hungary,

1 250 hm?/9 {Z B 7t (e]
70%~80%/— (o]
333 hm?/13 hm? [10]
463 hm?/— BIN
46.9%/— (12]

[13-18]

{3 Bulgaria, ##55H17%4% 70 Czechoslovakia, i 2% Poland

e |
South America 74 Brazil
JEIEM 2 [# United States

North America fjj£ Kk Canada
P

Oceania

PR Australia

15%/7 [19]
0.92%/— 2]
80%~100%/30% [21]
7/50% [22]
—/= [23-29]
—/— [30]
—/25% (s1]
—/10%~15% 3]

—/— [33]
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Table 2 Occurrence and damage of Cucumber green mottle mosaic virus in China
B T X R R /7 ik 51 et

Province and region

Disease incidence (or Area of disease .
. Cited reference
occurrence) / Yield loss

v

1L 7° Liaoning
Tk Jilin

4t Hubei
Wil Zhejiang
111 %4 Shandong
| Shanghai
VL7 Jiangsu
24 Anhui

EV5 Taiwan, | P4 Guangxi, YLPY Jiangxi, ]t &0 Beijing, P4 )I| Sichuan,
= Yunnan, A/ Henan, |~ 4% Guangdong, i Hunan, #§8 Xinjiang,

H i Gansu, PP Shaanxi, 1174 Shanxi, ¥ F§ Hainan, /4t Hebei

[10]
[34]
[35]
[36]
[37]
[38]
[39]
[40]

333 hm?/13 hm?
100%/56. 49%
13. 2 hm? —

70. 3 hm?/30%
87.5%/—
>50%/—

40 hm?/0. 67 hm?
20 hm?/50%
7/7

[41-52]

2 CGMMV EFFER K EE

CGMMV (R YL 73 F2 5 » 1 A P 2 23 78 1 B 2%
YT B KA R BE R S SRS e S 5 R
T T e o U et N S i Y T e Rala S AL AN
BEGEREAR » Bl 75 17 1) & J8 adE — 25 TB ol e 4 £ 174 4t
CRPERSGE I 3 O R AL T AR SE I O
A FEAEYRO™ B4, [T PR G )5 - &
o REL R P R S 2 T BSC BICHR 22 3 L A i BT 1 S P 22
LRk R R A E .

CGMMV iz e XY A =i i 7 BRI
FEik . 1968 4F H A 5¢ - Hi X 74 ) i 7 CGMMV
MY faF, w2 9 12 H e #i &M 5 1969 4
Fletcher 7 18 B 4% 2% Lea Valley # X 1% )N T 5
W22 3| CGMMV {2 4e =1tk 1500, {55 {2 4
X P R R KT 5 1978 AR Bl EE £ B X I
ZARYF N 70 % ~80 %1 5 1998 4F wii [ 4 12 Ye A
WIsF] 463 hm™; 2004 AF E 38 By 10350 45 Hb [X 3
FEY) CGMMV % 9% %35 46. 9%0%, 2005 4F
] 7 5 N El A 2 S BOK R IR
CGMMV, % L& HMHENY . 2011—2013 4FEF [ 1l
R ILH T A i i CGMMYV 7875 I | K T R
EiL%*fﬁ. 39] .

3 CGMMV BigtEnE

HRAE LIAEDT TS ARGE . H ArC A @i A2 B b
FRIA VEVIBNG R LT B R SETE N Y
Z R I7 AT B bR TR CGMMV,

3.1 FhrihE
Kim # il 75 C AR 72 h (977 % ] RLGE

Fiyrh ) CGMMV IR . 1 85 CALHE 24 h ()
PP 45, 8 R R . B o i S AL H
B RT-PCR ()77 245 51 CGMMV JE R 2H %}
R A AU X A T 2~2. 5 kb il 4~4. 8 kb, %X
R 5y 5% W B R 1 i CGMMV e 3%, 4R 1
H1 T CGMMV Z AL i Rk P DL S R e i R
Reingold & B (72 C 4L HE 72 h) 4b B BERR =4
(10 90) A 3R, 53 R sf SR P b 5 P AL 3D )i 25
A ELISA F1 PCR i, 25 8 & 7= B 1475 al G A
T LA B AR & B R e
3.2 L=EME

H AT SEBRAE 7 v 2 JF & 6 2 Rl B ik
A BT IR R A 1 0] T AL 32 202 B
BEANFCAR I 5 W0 s FETE A7 T2 1A N 1) R Bl B 5 AT
T AUt R C T DA A TR AR R
YIHRTEIR 2SO A 170 4, (H 255 R A 5 %
CGMMV FBiia SR 25T K ik (R 3) . H
Fr, Eh iR bk I (moroxydine hydrochloride) /£ 5 £
W R A Z — T LA ) AL
A PN 1% A v 3 400 ) R R A R N A e R
FI T 8o BEL L5 7R AR R A4 P 19 52 1 DA T 35 38 B
TR Y H A R R N bk IR T B Ak
GH BB VE YR FE R F 2570 1) 10, 2820, AT 5 &
PRS2 e A H T2 R B IA 1R e B 0 o Y
L i B R VM 0 3 25 7001 4020 . o5 —
Fgl ) Z R 2GR R RS R . B2 5
PR VKB 5 FA5 510 IR IE 9 B R A )
PUGHE 1 VR I . i 45 22 0% DA 3 28 5 R0
(Laminaria digitata) P HER, 20615 2, 45— 4>
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FEAR S A R 1 e AL R A T | A A
P PR 8 E AR YA B e Y A &
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Table 3 Chemicals for the prevention and treatment of virus diseases on vegetables and crops in China

R4 Bl VA VER RS GipENIE S Bl YA HTEIO T E A/ Y
Pesticide name or main ingredient Protected plant Target Registration number ~ Ratio of registration number
ERER I MEAK Moroxydine hydrochloride F i o ML TR 18 10. 28
MR - 2R e o o .
T, Es 7 40.
Copper acetate » moroxydine hydrochloride i L PR GRS 0 0.00
RAILEWHZE Oligosaccharins o » HHE, ok s R AN R LA L] 20 11. 42
F 452 Fungous proteoglycan ﬁ%ﬁ’ﬁéﬁ%’; R AR 25 14. 28
B - n AR
Moroxydine hydrochloride * copper T W BEG 3 1.71
(succinate+glutarate-+adipate)
YARE o (i -
JEI + TSI | e R OKR R 1 2. 28
Oxyenadenine * moroxydine hydrochloride
PiiE o F2 iR A
JGJ:YE? i R ' Fe R 5 2.85
Copper sulfate ¢ triacontanol
B - HifH Copper sulfate o AR VE BB TR . B HR R 2.28
F R BERR R (BT TE 3 30 B T i R 2.28
R - MEIRAT et » KA SRR » PR R A 4. 00
/55 VE I:'JF‘)izl A . .
GO - B iR 2 114
Chloroisobromine cyanuric acid
R R R G 30 i SRR 2 1. 14
THI% R Ningnanmycin PR, T 50 R SRR 2 1. 14
Tl « E R F I BET 1 0.57
i o P2 - BLERY - e
i o ¥ ‘ it B2 ) ‘ ML A 2 i 1 0.57
Enadenine * oxyenadenine * copper sulfate
JLT % 8E Chitosan IKAE Tt R BE » PR AR EL 2 1. 14
kR HEZR Oligosaccharins BB B, EoK JREEI » AHLE 2 L 14
TRANENTR Mixed fatty acids HH L s R AN R L AL 1 0.57
S + KL -
) k b - . 5
Moroxydine hydrochloride « albendazole s B ! o
W%« i Matrine « sulfur SBRHR BRI 1 0. 57

3.3 &EWiE

1t CGMMV B EYIBT iR Hmg  , Verma & Bpk
M4 43 5L ( Pseuderanthemum bicolor) W HE I
A N R PSS B F (systemic resistance in-
ducer, SRTs) 7l 32 4645 T » 3 i W AR ey, vl
DU 5 A R T CGMMV i Fio s Y . Bt s
Tewari 5K 13 FUERSAE D) S B EAT BT 16 CGM-
MV )ik 56, 45 B & B Adiantum caudatum
Dryopteris filix-mas 1 Polypodium parasiticum
4 B T A Sl CGMMYV TE 2 1R N Y &2
i . Rl Al FI SRR CGMMV-SH33b il
e 1 75 OF K — M R4 & K e 2 B A CGM-
MV B 2 Y B 16 LT L AN G HEOR

— H DU BMEY AR AR ™ rb s 0 FH 9 A S48
VEHAR AR i BUE A itz — . 8k
T X Z RIS E ] CGMMV a] M PG JIVEG A o iz i
B H g, AT H75 CGMMV 3 5o 16 432 4% 45 1 v
b FH ] (R 2 e ot
3.4 MRS TEME

HF CGMMV fE483i& 48 1 2 FE% , BRI By
BT A R B AE 4 CGMMYV BE4E , 234 B
BRCEA R BN ZWBE 3 B, J 8 6t
S PR HTMEARE AT R R KT T T4
I IBT B Rl AR R K T A ROR
. HAT. CERE - BEEWATEY LB
FERBURTER R R AR 2 E B E S DL
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XA . BENERBES AL M- RE Bl 1A T 7S 1 g < 33 -

JEAZ LA AL Z R RN S e (H T N IR JE [
AN R A S 5 T hUrE AR S W iRz
—" . Rajamony 31 Xof A5t AN [8) 7 TIN5 ol 1) 0 9
PRI E » IR e 3] 7 50 CGMMYV f 7 JREF 2R
an A Ik — Pl I A S S T B B R R
R B A AR SRR S SR L UGS BIH0R | B B
(LT 3 3 S AR A2 B iR CGMMV $ R 1) )i
P GE— 5 4 J T %20 F WP 6 75 ik, 1986 4F
Abel BIRFGIE T M0 &AL M99 5 ( Tobacco mosaic vi-
rus s TMV) A58 28 A AR R I B0 P 25 R R W
THMEE AR A et TMV [ 5% ik R 7L
Rk KRR FE R L H 10 % ~60 Y3 it bk b3
FEAEREIRTY . B - Provvidenti KB H1 SR A4
S A BT A R TP AR —E I 1 1
W, AR B De £E T
CGMMYV & il g & K /v 3 77 A= HUPE AR bR 10 & A1) 7
B Park 7EfE T CGMMYV 458 L It 4
HARIRTT TH0 CGMMV (174 AR PR , T HAEIRTH Y
140 B 55 — AL LM AR v A 10 MR AL HTHET
2012 4 Ali 5 CGMMV 38 1 )5 - il i 5L H &
HALAF N T 07 B3RP0 CGMMV 1 F I
. t—4 i PCR Hil Southern blot 45 &Ik B #%
SR A R AT R AR A8 AR AR IR N, SR
T A BETE AR 2R A R 2 A B R g 1Y)
TEAAEAES S LT R IE R 7= 2 (R B e 1 1
FEEPUR IS 2 DU R T B 1= Qe SE BB . PRt
e FH B2 AT o Bifi 45 e 5 DRUR R B0 P T ) 180 A D i
PRI R AU 20 AR B
POPERTRR ), 2013 4F Lin i3 RAT A S 5
AT V0 TNVR BTG 7 (Watermelon silver mottle vi-
rus s WSMoV) N 3 [H #1 #5 JK € M 9% 35 (Cucumber
mosaic virus , CMV) | 75 JK 46 W 9% 7 (Watermelon
mosaic virus s WMV) fil CGMMYV #4728 [ 3t
1) T 2H AL A TG TR B “ Feeling”, 3l South-
ern blot JIEH] A~ B 22> R K 48 DL i 2l i A 2 75
JREER A, HAE Ro AP AAAEXT CGMMYV (1471
PEBY . Liu #] ] iTRAQ (isobaric tags for relative
and absolute quantitation) $f R{ERY: CGMMV /Y
BT RRIR NI % 3] 38 M EFRBEH, GO
(Gene Ontology) #1 KEGG (Kyoto Encyclopedia of
Genes and Genomes) 73 H1 & X 26 85 FH B A
AZhRE, Horp 18 MEEM 25 13 MUBHE

X LA 0t — 20 nT AT AL 3 AR X A 57 A
245 K AR PR AT N ITTAR AR F R 4256 28 A7 H Y b
fii 1 5385 Y PR TR AR AT DG E PRUOR B B B VR Bl
CGMMV J 1,

4 BhiAREERE

S5 5209 0 Y T B A PR 1R 63 TN
¥ RNA T EHUm @ g7 7R, i a
T AR B AR L PR i 4 13 AR T A ) 08 0
B Ve hE it B 1 T
4.1 )\ RNA f+ &5 CGMMYV

RNA JLER S EAZ A Wid A% R e 9 S MR A
HAEH]TE RNA K- BE R ZR5E RPN RIZIRA
1B —FhBI AL L X R HLHI PR Z Ry 5 o BE R ITT
®R (post transcriptional gene silencing, PTGS)® |

1928 4 Wingard 0t 5% T J8% g% I 5 3F B 95 75
(Tobacco ringspot virus) ) JHEAE Rk 5 BLIR S8 BERE
AR T AR M7 56 M G 3 iz g iR e 2
GG HICHRSEEE ™ A, AT T 18 e S 1 RNA
LB (RNA silencing) #RiBE™ . G4 %, B siRNA
(small interfering RNA) A1 miRNA (microRNA) 4}
S RNA Tt 3 & (RNA interference,
RNAD B 280y BOGE Y R = B g At 2T
siRNA [ RNAL HARE )12 0 TR 3 ™, 4
ST T  EL TR B R LS A M B D
T AP 78 SR o 4R . 2007 4, Kamachi
RIAIBI 7 MR CGMMV Sh5e 85 1 180 g 77 A7 bk
W) 5 AR CGMMV P A it A bR ARl 5 TC R 58
P JRAEAR  RNA Z2 58 K WL P FE R AN &5 A CP
MRS T RNAL X CGMMV 1) & il A % 1)
AT CGMMYV R 4 Fesm it . iyt n]
FaE i e & T, 185, B siRNA 4 5 (0 5% 56 R Al
W5 5235 3 B LA KA AE MR JE R 5 2 32 0
K20 5y & A B 20 2 V5 70 AR . A X T siRNA 1Y)
RNAQ g, fh T miRNA BT & )4 5 1 F 5]
WURRFI LA » L AR PR 5 AR A 4 L R B RN 2 Ah
SRy S R B H 352 2w Tt
W JUAF s B TR i Tl 22 57 LSS AN [R] PR X6 2
FaE B TR R KR8 1 miRNA 753 2] 58 5 I-42
A 1 R B B R A i — 2P E Y miRNA fr A
FERY b 3 B AR T 2 R R 5 A ) b el A
Wy2E 2o W 22 18] (0 DG B SRRk . 2011 4,
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Martinez F1| FJ T BE I F 4 A 78 2% s WP 18 28 955 7
(Hop stunt viroid , HSVd) By 8 J (Cucumis sati-
vus RN AT 19 DRSF B miRNAs #1 7 S8
5P miRNAs, J i Northern 2438 i — 15 5
BoiE, T g ek W i 2 S ar B H-EA/
RNA BAECHA LT R AR &4 Yo
PR Mao 456 o 38 S8k D 57 0 5% gk 200 15 1) 5 1k
ME TR (C. sativus ¢ Jinchun No. 27) HFl1AE 20 21
Y 64 A~ miRNA, & B3 miRNA HAE R
HAhRK, Hp, 21 MERIEEN P EER R E
1 miRNA P £ L EE N 23 3 2 5 8RR B IR
UG5S R REED RS, L&)k
(Cucumis sativus 99307) M1 Fg JA (C. moschata
*Jinxin No. 57) Z [A] % » fE L FIARER L 4 4
JE Y 112 AR 48 S HTH miRNAs, I i 2E4)
o BT I R A v] B B miRNA S
IR AEA R Z WA IEB] miRNA 7] DL i
-G 0 R T S 35 5 I B 1 AR B AR . L
MEGE CGMMV )85 IR (C. sativus “ T4 167)
PRNARTT 8 BT miRNA, HARE 1) 288 73
25N A KK F IR )
ARG AR DL R AR - AR O AR )
AR, %F miRNA FEAEY P03 A B AE KR
B RL R AR I PR AE RE 7 0 AR B PR IR R I 4 O
SRR A T o DA R T 8 9 8 5 R 2 (] ) A G
S ACHAT B T8 B PR 3 SRR T 42 4 B 22 190 R A
B DT (75 1 T miRNA A5 1) 5% i R A i
S FH HC T 428 18 o A AH O ik PR RS &0 o b ) F
FHEARRI RIS
4.2 T—RUNFHEAMEEREEARERE
CGMMYV Hgy R

TESERRAR 7 v BTG 35 I IS 2 T 2 B 48
SEIR T Il 2D M S A B B
YEIRZR LA B AR R A 0 4 s DT AR B LR 1 25
Tl AF L (9 BT ¥ A o

CGMMV VR —F 52 G 4 e 14 B B b A4 955 7
R 2 YR | VR A T B R T A R PR A% 7 11
HEH R, 2009 4, BEE T — 05 HAR (next
generation sequencing, NGS) TE Jij5 5 « 2 Jk 7% 5
Iy 5 A A2 W0 AT DA R
PR B o 1 3 g R S5 vl o 0 1)
S52R L HANT SR AR S P EE AR 3] 0 e A S

4 CLC Genomics Workbench (QIAGEN, USA,
http: / www. clcbio. com/products/cle-genomics-
workbench/ #) B FAE g 5 1) % € S A Y115 B
TR R RE T NI 4G NGS B % 12
W ) R 1% A i — 2D (75 % 4 G B e T 1%
FEAPREEICAF 32 1A N 1 7 Ok B S T R T
HHT 5T NGS FORS S H I i, © MAED AN
NS E B 49 AN ET R RNALDNA 351 4 D20
/28 RNAs™ . b5 » Witek 260 38 13 i 5% B
e TR BT 25 Fh /D A8 8 2% (Solanum americanum ) %
WeHO T M 3 XL 45 A SMRT (B 43 7 SR ) il
RenSeq(#i1E3E K ENrichment SEQuencing) 387 —1%;
MFFHAR SMRT RenSeq {20738 XA ZER AT 12
PrPERY Rpi-amr3 BELA 530 865500 5 AR 1) 17 FH e R
R REHE P & TS E A AR R T e R OF
PR HOAR KT 13 BT PRl Yy sk ] o () 42 b /b 1 1
VIR 9 5 1 R . Bl JUAR, A ZENTY
(zinc-finger nuclease) #1 TALEN!Y (transcription
activator-like effector nuclease) %t K] 4 55 F A At 2
BRI Rk e 1 o = AUEE R g B HOR CRISPR/
Cas (clustered regularly interspaced short palin-
dromic repeats and CRISPR-associated genes) 7 i#f
Z BB 5T N B F bR . CRISPR J& i #) 7E E.
coli RN I TE T Al T 5 s 8 i AR L R
9 5 B 7R 23 DNA Fr B A 20 B ik R 20 17 B ) 1Y)
DNA A AZEAZ IR Fr B . R, 29 5
RO YL i T Cas 5 0999 B ik BT A U3
VIR A5 25 37 AR S N2 AT B PR 47 37 32
M E MY BT R B 2l s N G
AT A 2 1 R BRI ] A DA 1 o g A
e L E B RE N, N . Feng it F) ] CRISPR/
Cas R GE5E w578 BT i A1 97 40 g I 19 BRIL,
JAZY GATZEIN, 25 SR R W12 22 40 AT LA TE B b i ol
FEE AL DNA XUEERT 2L, H AR ACR B 1Y T AR
Al A RASARN AL IE B AE AR A2 Ml (N. benthami-
ana) 11353k CRISPR/Cas9 A A &b HE 18 508 /b %
T AL i G B (Tomato yellow leaf curl virus,
TYLCV) (AR 2, DT T4 B 50 8 A 3 AH ) 4Rk e
MEART . R[EF CRISPR/Cas &R 4iH RNA 5]
S DNA 359 d5c it Gao Wil & L) NgAgo-gD-
NA EEH 4R o DNA 51538 DNA 574], i T
T SO Aty A S R R 98 SR 35 P T B v
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