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Biological characteristics and techniques for prevention and
management of Plum pox virus ( sharka) ,
a quarantine pest of stone fruits
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Abstract: Plum pox virus, first discovered in Bulgaria, Eastern Europe, is one of the most important viruses damaging species of
stone fruit trees. This virus is an important quarantine pest in the A2 list of the European and Mediterranean Plant Protection Organi-
zation (EPPO) , the Inter-African Phytosanitary Council (IAPSC) and North American Plant Protection Organization (NAPPO). In
2007, Plum pox virus was included in the List of Imported Plant Quarantine Pests in the People’s Republic of China. Plum pox virus
can be transmitted in long distance with plant propagation materials (such as seedlings, stock, cutting) via intra- and inter-national
trade. Aphids are vectors responsible for short-range dispersal. As of 2018, 56 countries and regions have reported the discovery of
Plum pox virus worldwide. In China, this virus was first detected on the apricot tree in Hunan in 2004. In this paper, biological char-
acteristics, means of movement and dispersal, economic impact, detection and identification methods, prevention and control meas-
ures of Plum pox virus are introduced. This work should contribute in preventing its invasion and further spreading.
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A5 aE ( Plum pox virus, PPV) HEAEEY JE
BEFHE R TEY R EEAL O 1 51 3k e A ™ HE
W R+ R YR 7 2 — (FE IR HESE,2013)
TERRERW LR E RIPK, %W T G TE
DR 2130 A8 A n ) I 9% &% B ( Atanassov, 1932) | FF:
TG A% 5 22 B0 RS 43 b DX b, v v T X3
(OEPP/EPPO, 2006 ) , Z J& S 7E i & ¥l i1 % FI
(1992 4F) (Rosales et al.,1998) , L Kz 4t 35 W 1) 25
[ (1999 4E) (Levy et al.,2000b; Promed, 2006;
Snover-Clift et al. ,2007) JITZ K (2000 4 ) ( Thomp-
son et al.,2001) %5 [E ZZ 4 A, HATC 7E 56 TE K
FIHLIX A & A FHRIE (CABIL2019) . PPV fEAZ R
R R EE C 5 DR A B Y R OC T , Z ERYHA
Ho P AR ) DR 7 2H 2 ( European and Mediterranean
Plant Protection Organization, EPPO) A2 2K ¥ 1
A EEY (OEPP/EPPO,2004) , &K K
DA | BT A 45 1 2 1) BRI AT 35 2R ) (R AR S
2009; Llacer et al., 1985; Wetzel et al., 1991a),
2004 4F- v [ 9 pE & B G FE AR (Navratil et al.
2005) ,2007 43 FELH H A A AR N RIE A
SRR FE R A )

PPV #J5R MRRZ fEH R W, A
MAZIEBE I A W 2 R AL R HIOR A 12 W Aer T
05V B A5 BTs  BAR A5 Jy ThT R A T 34, L SRy BEL R
PPV B RA AL B FR AL A FIE— 2 A5 5 5 1L
R
1 A4t
1.1 FEEY

TE AR 20 B F EAR Y 4P} Rosa-
ceae MIZEJE Prunus ¥ LR ALFET P. armenia-
ca Mb/ 2Rk P. persica . R 2=/ 25 #§ P. domestica . 2>
T P. salicina B2REZE/ 41025 P, cerasifera o [ 2=/
HAZEF P. salicina S 2438 F0, DL SCEAEBE R
KA P. avium 1Bk P. davidiana JFIHAERE P. ma-
haleb 55 (James et al. ,2013) ; 7R 0] {8 /R 42 4L J Bk P.
dulcis( Llacer & Cambra,2006) . It4h, PPV I HALH
SRAF B W2/ B ZE P, spinosa , WL VGHERE/ V5 5
VOARBBE P. besseyi . EHENK P. tomentosa .72 24F P. glan-
dulosa FZE P. japonica MRk BB P. serotina 1%
25 Prunus X blireiana MM P. wriloba 55 ( James &
Thompson ,2006) , LA X BRYN 2z UT Ligustrum vulgare F11
MR B Euonymus europaea(Polak ,2001) %

1.2 BEER

2R R T ATE T FAE Y i A6 SR DL S
FeA IR G, HLM R A% AEME RS A B SR
¥ ¥ n] & BLUGE R ( CABI, 2019; Cambra et al.,
2019) , Horp B FBMA A EROEERIT N U
FERRERBE 5, AR BE A BE, DL Ik B 2 T 1 HL
A BB i I 2 I T AR SR AERE IR (Barba e
al.,2011) ; 5 5C 1) 25 th BB 4 BiE o 5% 3 T BiE
(CABI,2019; Cambra et al. ,2019) . K AYZEF 8L
A5 AR R FURAR B A g e AR R S e
B RS EURAL R S ;A FIRRO 25 2R
S ) MR RE AR 5 37 SR 4R SR - BEE B Apple chlorotic
leaf spot virus 712 HSE AR A AHBL ( Cambra et al.
2019) ; MIAEAT A% E U2 Hh B 1 (3 P8 BESCBE A
FhT-hB4% TR AL FE4E ( Dunez, 1987) , 18 %, PPV
A0 FRER S R AR R R 2T LA S 2 SR A ) Y
it |t R R G AR A 2L (M BOR 52 48 %5 DA
K (Dosba et al., 1986; Kegler & Hartmann, 1998 ;
Nemchinov et al. ,1998a)

1.3 #%*%

RRAEAEAR 27 Bopg v 18 90 BB R 4%
BN AT e BRI P 91 A 25 5 R R T I
IR 430 9 AR R, B D(Dideron) \M( Mar-
cus) \EA (E1Amar) ,C (##k) . W ( Winona) ,Rec (H
H) T(FHH) CROEZ HrEsk) F1 An (464 Mar-
cus) BRZR 55 (James et al.,2013) . HH D A1 M ¥R &
SEBENATIY 2 FiBE R (CABIL2019; Cambra et al. ,
2019) . D MRFREmF A TIEEASR B, IF7EILSEM
R [ | i SN A0 AR 458 R 5™ H A 3 (HL 2 0 A%
5 R YA R RE ) 22 55 , T ELIg A8 35005
LA (Levy et al.,2000a) , M #REZR S AT A
FOBEANS L, ZE BRI 32 20 A, L TERRR 1k 2R 5%
B HALRRRE 1008 , (= YA MR Y RE 1 TRE 0, 7224
SEIRTEN) 9 DR R 2R R R Y T BRIk &R
(Cambra et al. ,2019; Levy et al. ,2000a) , EA BERF
B AT TACAEMIX, AR YA R, R K, 2 RAR
AR B R B, AR R E R 9T R 3R B (Llacer,
2006) ;Jf-H EA #£ %55 D Al M PR R 7E RNA 551
FAEE S (Wetzel et al. ,1991a) , —SERRHH E 5 %58
HAR YL EAERE FIFRERE P. cerasus 1) PPV 43559, #%
Gyl C BREFT CR BER 7R KA &0 F) f
I | BE IR 22 FL A B 28 24 73 A1 (Cambra et al.
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2019; Crescenzi et al.,1995,1997; Kalashyan et al.,
1994 ; Kolber et al. ,1997; Nemchinov & Hadidi, 1996,
Nemchinov et al.,1995,1996,1998a,1998b; Topchiis-
ka,1991,1996) ;C Bk RTEAEW 7 MLV 27 Ao T4
FEHADERF R R R E R, WARR TN
ZRKEI(James et al. ,2003; James & Varga,2005) ,
EHEHRE 2ok 22 P REAC IR T, HL 22475 BN AT
SRAFAE(Croft et al.,2008) . Rec #EFJE D BRFAM M
PR ARHEAIE U E AR R, BAA LR RS
REBRR B TERIN AR TR RIS e & 9 ( Glasa et
al.,2002,2004) , T Bk FR &I+ HHARE W 5 5h—
ME bR R0 (Ulubas et al.,2009) . An BRFRE
Ay 58 & M Bk R 19— 4> S A (Palmisano et al. ,
2012) . WEAb EAEEA NBE T — 8 YBR[
PEBERR R (Tat) , IZMEE MR R BEAE C BRRIRIE CR
¥R 2 (Chirkov et al. ,2016) ,

AN A e R, 7R KON TR | EEIR £ T
6 SF FIZERM E 52, PPV 1 C BRZ TT LA H SR 125
PR A% Ak 1 P Bk KU R A2 Bk ( Crescenzi et al.
1995,1997; Nemchinov et al., 1996,1998a) ; Jf H.,
ZRR C 2 B N IR A B AU PPV 1445
25 T A B B2 M ( Crescenzi et al., 1997;
Kalashyan et al. ,1994; Nemchinov et al.,1996) , it
Hh, 22 80T A sOUL B B 2 s b 28 R L e i e R
B TS Y PPV 19 D #k & ( Damstee-
gt et al. ,1997) ,
1.4 IMEENE

PPV B0 — il il (9 S (v HF
PJRIE 0~18 C, A A PR 10 ‘CLLE) X
SAT TR A B il 7 A (IR = B > 10
FEL BRSO C) IRAEZ 3% (CABIL 2019)
PPV BAT HEA™ 0 it B2 338 17 31 L e P S 2 ey
i 30~40 C Rt H P B R AR -25~0 CHY
TR RIS G Hk A . A, N [ R = IR O
oK, TR0 (H B <40 mm) FFZEHfH] 1~
2 m AT & 0~900 mm, X200 # & A2 $5C
HH & A F) 20 ( CABIL 2019)

2 BBy #HANX
2.1 rikfEE

Igf R PPV 1Y) BRI IR A, A 30 W 7 G
FakE FEUE fEF 5 20T CE H AR AR I gk 22 50 1
R, IR, 5% PPV 12 Y2 BRI AR B0 54 3 i i

Flvib 2 J3 %5 D) AH G ( CABLL 2019) . Gottwald et al.
(1995) 73 MG BE 24 7R 3 05 e A% 2 1) 23 (8] A 4% )
JEIA Bk BUAT LUK PPV AL 46 B JLARAR DL A1 (9 A
PR B AN S EEAE R ) AR AR b WFd 2%
PUAERR A 7 AL PPV, v B AR 1 i R
AEBCR L DL LR 21 TL 3 Ay 3 J32 DR IR Ui 7
JFRETE Lo b RS R E A5 25 B RO ARLRR , T ELAS A7 A
IR (CABLL2019) . HHT, & K9 BE AL 2
FERWF BT 14 B GRS ETE LT Aphis craccivora B
G A, fabae FREE A. gossypii H B REWF A. hederae |
GG A. spiraecola | ZEHI R FERF Brachycaudus car-
dui TR B B. helichrysi M R B persicae Bk
KB/ HME R EYF Hyalopterus pruni BEEF Myzus persi-
cae WKEMIF M. varians ZATPER Phorodon humuli |
KRGS Rhopalosiphum padi MK Meto-
polophium dirhodum 55, T iX $L 4 Bt Z2 Syt L4 43
A, AR BRI RS A
2.2 AAfEE

2 Je i T EOE I RE R R T BORE R RS
ZGEAPRL A5 B T 3 (Fh i il S ) JEAT
7 S A 4 5 TR B 2 3 B o RO oy 2 2 i e
(CABL,2019) , #5045 4% 5 J2& 9 DX 35 47 B d &2
7 2, JUH R R 2RV 7T 1) SR b R 4
e o 1 7 DX TR ) 5 ) ) A% 4, I 5 1 AR 48 9A
WE Y 58 A B % U0 AH OC ( Diekmann & Putter,
1996) . AN, 7E 25 Wit 21 S5 [ ) SRAR B4 RE - i)
#H3kF] PPV ( Waterworth , 1994)
2.3 ThFEE

SUE TR SE A~ X ] k) 2 205 0 2 , (H R
G LURG B AN 2R B R AT AT e AR L il I 6 9% 1R o
( enzyme-linked immunosorbent assay, ELISA)
PCR # M 7R 4 5 PPV FIME, &4 M ik, A ATA]
PPV 73 BSRRBECA BLAT LIE i3 F 714 56 . Pk, PPV
NG Bk 1) H 5 AT B AL 1% 04 7T REPEAR /) (Pas-
quini & Barba,2006)
3 ZFRNE

ZRJe i B A AR 22 [ A R SR (A 2 Bk
S5) LA PR AR BOR KUK, T HL 2 280 Az [
TR BHR AR R T ANHIE I, 40, PPV ™

2 B B9 7K 2 720k ( Kegler & Hartmann, 1998

Nemchinov et al.,1998a; Németh,1994) | J& H 2 7ERK
YA A RARTR DX I, JF AN ) 322 S ( Mazyad et al. ,
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1992; Wetzel et al.,1991a) . P4 HE I (Llacer et al.,
1986) % 4" ( Louro & Monte , 1986) Lk K4 1] ( Her-
rera et al.,1998) ZEHLHREIY IR I Y 1L, FrAl et
TR, — BRI AB o, o0 e g R
FEP P % B ik 83% ~ 100% ( Kegler & Hartmann,
1998 ; Nemchinov et al. ,1998a; Waterworth & Hadidi,
1998) . WA, PPV fo F 3 il i (] 42 28 P il R TR AN RE
N AR B 20 T4 70 AR LISK , 2 BREAE T
SZEIREEBAARIE A 2 O TR B 52 5 AR )
% 100 fZMRJG( Cambra et al. ,2006) .

4 LRI TTE
4.1 HEMFLETE

A S E T s, BV e VR R I
PPV M B8/ W/ %) A b AR S0 B &
FIVFFAE A A [R], DA 35 3 5 8 7 1 1 H 1Y, s
B R S E VAR IR I T M 1 — i BE Al ik
(BREMBKBLFR, 2013) , 20595 5 15 R a4
T LI 2R F AP GF31 Bk Al AR & Al GF305,
DI S ZERN Bk 2% 42 J5 I AR 855 & A Nemaguard % E
PERESE s TR S e W AR s A/ 28 00 A Y
WIS R Gy (CABL,2019) , BEAb, LTI 2R4%
Fidh A GF31 BEAS A i Bl GF305 FIBHR B A% 5 Fift
(IR473xIR474) 4 LAY 20 & %00 35 3, 3570 6~ 8 Ji]
Jr BVRERBUAEIR , 7T 3 X3 20 i 75 00 ML AR R A
D #£ & (CABI,2019; Damsteegt et al. ,1997) ,
42 REFE

I PR AR R T2 W8 B 928 2 5 e il I 9 922 I o
IS 125 1207 1% B RO 1 28 9 0 B B9 G, AT B
BAR B Bz AE I SRS R R RE (Adams,
1978) o JUEH T KA FEAS (9 G BE A I , ELISA ¥4
JET 1% (Cambra et al.,2019), M4h, FIF PPV )
AT RERN 2 pE BT UR] LUK 48 5E PPV, 16 7]
WREHPTAR 9 MRFR, I, By BEBTIA SB-IVIA
AR IX 4 M. D . EA 1 C £k & ( Cambra et al.,
1994) ; [Ali 1% 07 38 W] 1 A ( Himmler et
al. ,1987) . MEAh, 3T 37 3 AL BT (IR B SR8 L 55
(Kerlan et al.,1981) 1B 44K 4 4 8 35 ( Himmler e
al. ,1989) JRA[ T PPV K, Thik4E (2012) #fF &
T HT 2 A5 5 B BT AR S 1 T IEC B 922 I TAS-
ELISA ( —$tffk3.0> ELISA, triple antibody sandwich
ELISA) i8R & T 00 D Al M Bk 2R, HAR S s, 78
PPV il 45 o HAT H AR

4.3 HDFEYFEE

ST AEEROR TN, KK T PPV
Ao 0 B RBRE | Y B PR RS I R (6B AR A
2008) . HHI, T PPV Kl i 73 AE W2y i 2 %L
A PCR ¥ SER} % 6 U 5% PCR (real-time fluores-
cent reverse transcription PCR, real time RT-PCR) % |
XUH PCR 3% (diplex PCR) (341 55 939 £ R
(loop-mediated isothermal amplification, LAMP ) ( Var-
ga & James,2006) FES F (DNA chip) AR #i—
AR FH A ( Rodamilans et al. ,2014) %%, PCR $ AR
fifi PPV FIKEIN R IR S T 10 fg 4lifb K3 RNA
(Wetzel et al.,1991b) ; &R 5 PCR BLARMSE &
149 PCR(immuno PCR, IPCR) A, VL % PPV &
R A B AR—A EHH $2 PCR ( Immunocapture-
PCR, IC-PCR) Kl At & & i 21 ( Candresse et
al.,1994,1998) . TfiiJ& , ERICH#i 48 PCR (imprint cap-
ture PCR) L IC-PCR £ AR, 27 1L A A AT
HAERE RGBT LIVF 28 R PPV 45 1 S e ik
M (Candresse et al. ,1998) , ST [ 7y 5% PCR
FATSE TR PPV I R R E HUAS I 3 0~20 fg
MR EF RNA ( Schneider et al. ,2004) , 31 0] F T ik &
Y (RMELLAE,2011) , 28 RT-PCR(multiplex RT-
PCR) Kl AR A4 T ELISA 8843 T2 38 43 M s in
R AT AN, HAEPE X 7y PPV 5 HAAZRE
S5 B ( Sanchez-Navarro et al. ,2005) , B35 FH#%
Ry 5 B Gk G HGE S e S AR A T PPV
A, HAG I 2 R . ELISA 35425 1000 47 ( Olmos
et al.,2007), T B 4% S B PCR ( direct real-time
PCR, drtPCR) £ AR A I T (] A A ) AL A A6 )
(Kim et al.,2008) . H T, {8 Y L 27 A0 231 A
Jridi— s LT Bl S ) PPV B9 D ORI M BR R
(Cambra et al.,2019) ; FRaE )R 4 (2017 ) B A& 1) FE 1A
BRI A AT PRI 1Y 6 RRFR (B D M EA |
C.W Hl Rec Bk &) AL — bR &R, AR ISR &
WL TR AR R A b BAT 28 R AR AR
22 (2018) B A 37 114 2% e g 2 1L R 4 484 4G ) 4
ARG AR S i DR DX 22 A% SR S SR AR
WA EE , AT LATE S50 28 S OCHE ]
5 B EHEA
5.1 HWERHERE

YT ARG RE AL ML — O TR
HRAGE , By 1E 120 7 B 45 A A JR [, e DA 7™
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i H B51BERR AL R, BRI O B R E Y
PSR AR, LR 5 3 007 P 15 A 2 [ s
BRI 2 2 AR TR LS IR I A PR R A
B 3 93— J7 T SNSRI G5 K 7 R B A A2 A
A3 A% B 7 MR ZE RIS Ay Pl A2 A | ] AW
A5 N TH) e 25 b 190 2 9 BE R AT R MR, By 1k TR
o [ N AT AR B DAL R A B A
5.2 MWIEEMREREK

TE T SR ] A S R Y)Y T ok 2 e B AR e i
(A AZ R R, WA RO BR PPV Y ME — i
e, 5 B IR e o, DX SR el 1 g 1 b O Dy i BRI
Mo EE A R b, SR B A 9Ll A BRI 15
UG 550 BH I 25 o ke B L JR 340 500 me P )AL R 567 4
Jiti, % PPV JRBEEC I B . i 44 il 4 ] (A R A gk
I 2013 Gougherty,2011)
5.3 E=HMEREN

U5 R AR BRI AL R .l AR
AR 1 5 ¥ I TE DA UE AR 28 T ke AR AR, 8
Jiti FH A U 5] 7 3 0 He ) 4 SBCCR el o BT AT R R
X LT ETE I | ORI A [ 5 T 42 e
5 7 W) & 4 ( Barba, 1998; Kegler & Hartmann,
1998) , H % .
5.4 EE IR

fier Bl i WL b B0 o e B D R R E A B A A
VBT PR B P it ol 2 5 ) 2 0 05 B o AT RN %
1% (Camara et al. ,1992; Escalettes et al. ,1994; Rav-
elonandro et al. ,1998; Scorza et al.,1998) , A
AR W] PPV fLtEdLH, D& FEEF I
BL PPV W2 A% Bk A0 Bk 55 8T i AP ( Hartmann
1998 ; Kegler & Hartmann, 1998; Lahmatova et al.
1998 ; Paprstein et al., 1998; Rankovi & Paunovi,
1989; Scorza et al. ,2007; Toma et al. ,1998) ,
55 EHEELEBEA

FREETEGSR T IR b 0 A JFE— B, @, 7E
2t LA S G A SUR 28 B o B 0 AR i
- KR AR S URI &8 B v B3 BRI T A R AR
MJLPAS SR 1 (FRIEAE, 1986) o 4 i, I HI =R
43(<0.2 mm ) JIi 2 J5L B (B A 5L, 1998) HEAT I FE
REmrgRI AR, BT, ZRAREREC T A
1 7 LA S 20 B DB (SRR 4245 ,2005) o
6 RE

2959 B PE TR ] Jmy 38 IX 38l 23 A, {H HE X A 2R

FERW 6 T 7 5 AR B R, Tz PPV Al LA
i B2 o SRR AR ' ST i B s AL H 1 L, T
e [l B4 DA ) M A B2 R R BT B AR 2 AR
AR SR SEAF RO B, T G s B PR BE G A %
A IR, FROAR AR Bt — 2B AL i IO mT g
PERR T H., FREME 2 A SRR AL T
Bl AL AT UL, 5 AR G A b b e 3 R R AL 5 19 3=
A At il A B T BUR R AR 2, 2008) LA, 12 4k
PPV 1) £ B F s e TR IR 2 A 70 A, HIRE /Y
AUEZEALE PPV 3B DX O [ 5 1 s S AL
WAL, X108 PPV 753 [ 0 il 2h i FE ) 2 5 Kk
SARME TRIAE, P, N A R A R 2 A
T AR 2 AR S SRR AR B R A A A e e
R, DT AR AR A, i e T A% 2R 28 2R AR A1 el b
FETF7 L A RRE A

S 3k

WA, 1998, RA AL EG REHR. ZM. HE2E
A it

MisE e, i, IR IOALER, RE(, MGk, BROCHE,
X3z, JrsZE, 2017, F I ELE B A 2= g6 0 B 32
FRRRMWISE. A4 5 2R (10): 1-4.

MRIEAE, 1986. R AMMMEIE R AL B A, Lo, B
B R

RS, BUAE, AR, TRAME, BRIETE, BT, 2013.
Y W57 IR (Poryvirus ) BIFFE 1Y SCHRTHE 0 4. % & 4
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