FYAI 273 Journal of Plant Protection, 2020, 47(1): 1-10 DOI: 10.13802/j.cnki.zwbhxb.2020.2019195

EH5EREEREENHRHER

¥ O ExZE OAEE
(PR LKA BE R L L5 100193)

WE: B5REARAFHLGERARKFE T AN RNA R S AR, 234 1K 3 2 I
e 3L %{‘%‘Ti%pﬁ}'r#w%/" 7&3;%] ERNA JA &P — £ T2 f $48 RNA A — 5K 7
58 R F LA RTIATIE R, B QRN BRARER LR R F £ RA, LA 2048 1444
#«IM’%&TU\E&%M/\%%%i #R#%&ij‘é’) FARIEACHR 503 RR R AR 00 A AR AT 5 PR
B 2 I R ¥ Drosophila melanogaster # sigma %% 2 ( Drosophila melanogaster sigma virus, DMelSV)
H £ Teat G IR A 5| A4 CORIR BRI R A B R F £ 52 dh ﬁ&&ﬁﬁﬁ%dﬁgm ,
A3t BRSBTS P K IR % AF 22 3 S RSB b 4 H AR AR B W A AR AT 0 R A SR
2@ it B e E L AR 9 M TR IR A R KR T ¥ Lutzomyia longipalpis 5 243549 %1‘71‘1/5
B4 R 0 ZAEBE R, K I Toll \IMD 13 5 i %%, 2 et B »% % +)» RNA F 4% (small interfering RNA,
siRNA) B %5 T At 5 2 koA F# KR 09 LR R AR K o b kT RRR £ 209 F T, 2
AR SARAE E RPN AT AR FEERRBFOMEL 2, A TRELR
Fa b B AL AR R R IR F R IRAAER RN

KR R RFE; Bk AR SRk R R sigma kA

Research advances in the interactions between insect hosts and rhabdoviruses

CAO Chuan® WANG Zhiying SHI Wangpeng
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Abstract: Metagenomic studies have greatly enriched our understanding of the hidden diversity of RNA
viruses; however, the biology of these newly discovered viruses is poorly understood. This review fo-
cused on studies of one type of negative single strand RNA virus, rthabodoviruses and their interactions
with insect hosts. There are 144 species belonging to 20 genera of rhabodoviruses that can infect insects
of 14 genera. The origin of rhabdoviruses that infect insects was evaluated as well as host shifting. Using
Drosophila melanogaster sigma virus (DMelSV) that infects Drosophila melanogaster as an example,
the CO, paralysis symptom caused by nervous system infection was discussed. In Drosophila, new anti-
viral resistance genes had been found that was related to cell autophagy and non-classical immune path-
ways. Studies using hopper-virus and sandfly-virus systems suggested that Toll pathway, IMD pathway,
autophagy and siRNA pathways were likely to be involved. Insects are major hosts and vectors for rhab-
doviruses, and reservoirs for virus genetic diversity. Thus better study and understanding of insect hosts
and rhabodoviruses interactions would help understand the pathology and transmission of viruses and
host antiviral immunity.
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SHUIR G B B Rhabdoviridae /B 755 R %
FEMER RNA TR EEZ — , 2F V0 [, SR A3 Hk
& MEY SR N, Hoh A RSB HES )
HIAER I TR Lyssavirus , YL SRR MRS B
J& Novirhabdovirus , 11 & A5 09 B MESH 1) K IR
BB Vesiculovirus 55 8 #I% 7 )& Ephemerovirus , VA
KB ) A% BY BRI B )8 Nucleorhabdovirus |
Jot AU BOIR 9% B JB Cytorhabdovirus (Walker et al.,
2018) . F&HUFE R ZHURYLHHME 5 W) S a4 i sk
Joa B IR AL 46 h ke 5 R H 2R, a0 e N
USR] DA AL 3% 7K 2% B (vesicular stomatitis virus,
VSV) (Ferreira et al.,2018) , -85 &\ o7 LK) i
] UL R Z A Y 5o 2 (Whitfield et al.,2018),
i3 1 1] A e 1% 19 SRR e 1 28 LIRS B 19 8541 (Long-
don et al.,2015) ., X4 A Ay sHCR I 75 T AT
B AR E A%, Rt 2 5 B A A B8 i |
YERZR . BRILZ AL, A — SR a2 L PR
TR W e JE A e L M v S e ) g
RIGTEIE Almendravirus FISEME HH % 5E 2| Sigmavirus
J& , UL M AFEZE M Musca domestica .25 ]y ARBYL B
o 5T 1 Spodoptera frugiperda B4 B B & B
(14 1 A 9 24 1 5H0IR 9% 2 (Longdon et al., 2015) o 73
Hb AE—LE B A AR 2 T AR S LT SR HE A
AR EE T A1), IR ok S B H R 2 A A SR e UK
e Iy §2 (Katzourakis & Gifford,2010; Aiewsakun &
Katzourakis, 2015) . H1 L AT UL, SR 8 0T LA 32
MR R P

AT R 2 5 DR 261 9% g FH A5 1 1Y) A BRI A
IRIRB] T HIITAA B9 F B, Webster et al. (2015) 7E %
1 S8 Drosophila melanogaster H SR FhE %8 52 H
K2 ) RNA Fl1 DNA %% 7 ; Li et al. (2015) £l Long-
don et al.(2015) 38 2 %t 15 R S -4 700 1y R A A 3
Bl PErh AT IR R S R R Y B L BE RNA T
2 ; Walker et al. (2015 ) W) FH /&5 38 0 5 45 0 75 5
TR E B ARG S Y ) RNA SR B o SRTX) T ax g
BOREER T RRERR TR R SME R AT RER T EZ
G PRI — A R X S LA 2 A
HAERRBARION R, XA RS G A £ 5w
VEFITIR B R IR T SE e Sy ke 28 . Haioe
T AR 7 5 B R T AR EAE oY £
S TEdE 7R B AL BE LT 7 TH , 40 Hogenhout et al.
(2003) XJ A B 1R 59 2 A EAE T ST HEAT 164
Ammar et al.(2009) 3= % A A% 53 F K- 45 T
F SRR 25 19 ELAE RIS s Wei & Li(2016) 71 Wei et

al.(2018) FEMEIAR T /K Feifig B¢ AR/ Bt AR A B
FT BEJE ; Whitfield et al. (2018 ) siUAHH LR 25 -5 B
MR AR EZM W EAENLT T 45 Ferreira et al.
(2018) il Chowdhury et al. (2019) -t X Jak 44 45 #: 5
Py VSV 5 HAR A B i 7 £ 2 A BLAR EAT T4
%o ARSCELENTHRGE BRI B R AT VI Rk
TRAT, H- LU PR S (1) sigma #7575 ( Drosophi-
la melanogaster sigma virus, DMelSV) W3, 545
SHUHRI B XTAF 32 B I A DA R A 3 R R SR IR
MRS R , I S AR B A 5 s 35 B AR ML
T VA AR G L S TR

1 BREENDPEREERFTECHE

FUIRIT B — I ABE RNA TR B R EE R T2
HATGRE, 27kl i BRI AR
JREERL . T RNAWGEE I R AR H05 , wuiRe 2Rt
I 7 1Y HE D 2 BAT 45 6 B 2 B (Walker et al.,
2015) . BLE A B R T [N 41 2 i 5~6 1>
T 5] 2 HE (open reading frame, ORF )44 1 32| 5/
¥ g5 N P M G L FAHE L, R A 14
Sl A I D e SR BRI AR ) 1) 1 H
‘B ORF 1 & 54 A 2| 4544 2 1 Z [A] (Walker et al.
2011), YL BL0E ) sigma IR EEE PRI S M EH
Z A 1A X (X4 PP3) X 0] 5 R sk ad 7
FHOC, WA RES 537 £ AR R pUs 5 e i
2 (Tsai et al., 2008 ; Longdon et al.,2010) . A% 5#
PR BE L G A A 6 LA, Bl iz ) & 1 (move-
ment protein, MP) & A, 1% 5 K 55 4l jf =[] (19 1% 3
£ K (Jackson et al.,2005) .

SRR FE R 20 4@ 144 DB L5 LR
B HESI Y e BE B B A S B HESh P
B B VEIRYT RS 7 DL S R T BEh W B
s AR R AR EE T LR, S ANE A T 21 i
KA M9 B (Walker et al., 2018) , H i B HU% 5
LR RO 0 B KA, PTG 148 R
A AR 10 B B b Hrh DIG# B3 B
RBHEZ, FEE N T FSEEEHEREN R,

2 SRR ERRIRET £

H1 TR Z s 2 1T L[] R 2R 565G R A
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Table 1 Summary of rhabodoviruses and their insect hosts

. aF F e .
A T B R
Host type Virus genus Insect host genus
hosts
HHES YA £ IKAI B X H PEOE BRSO TROE JEUE ISR YRS R SKNE
(RRIAERERAR)  Vesiculovirus Diptera ISR | 1R
Vertebrate hosts Culex, Aedes, Mansonia, Anopheles, Phlebotomus, Lutzomyia, Cu-
(transmitted by licoides , Musca, Psorophora, Haemagogu
insects ) Tibrovirus BEHH £ -3r
Diptera Culicoides
Sripuvirus XEHH RSN LN [
Diptera Culex, Phlebotomus, Sergentomyia
Ledantevirus girgd=| KR H
Siphonaptera  Unidentified Siphonaptera
XEHH FEIR BEUR R R | Eretmapodites
Diptera Culex, Aedes, Culicoides, Eretmapodites
Hapavirus PASZNE| FESUE TSR RS SR RS
Diptera Culex, Mansonia, Culicoides, Culiseta, Wyeomyia
Ephemerovirus i H Donacia
Coleoptera
X H PEBUE JEBUE TRSUR R E
Diptera Culex, Anopheles, Mansonia, Culicoides
Curiovirus XEH H hIRJE R BT R
Diptera Lutzomyia, Culicoides, Coquillettidia
REEE B XEHH PEWE A WUE VRS SN E | BEE O REUE AT B S
PRI B Diptera Phoniomyia
Species unassigned Culex, Sabethes, Lutzomyia, Musca, Psorophora, Wyeomyia, Tric-
to a genus hoprosopon, Phoniomyia
WY E J AR SS T J ki B Aphelinus
(R HUEE#K)  Cytorhabdovirus Neuroptera
Plant hosts PEE KGR USRI TR VR U
(transmitted by Hemiptera Laodelphax, Unkanodes, Hyperomyzus, Chaetosiphon, Muellerian-
insects ) ella, Delphacodes
TR HOR Y 75 I B H SABETHR)E R E K CEUR S CEVE )8 | Peregrinus
Nucleorhabdovirus Hemiptera Graminella, Nephotettix, Laodelphax, Unkanodes, Aphis, Peregrinus
REEFN R Joki# B Aphelinus
PRI B Neuroptera
Species unassigned <48 ] BRLORMNIR SR W5
to a genus Hemiptera Planococcus , Kerria, Hyalopterus
Bz Sigmavirus XA H g JE SRR Sk U R S R
Insect hosts Diptera Musca, Drosophila, Scaptodrosophila, Ceratitis
Almendravirus AEHH JEMUR R PSS |
Diptera Anopheles, Psorophora, Ochlerotatus
RYTE R I 5 Cordulegaster
HLR T Odonata
Species unassigned  ZJ4H H e TR
to a genus Thysanoptera Frankliniella
Ly 2RE| #REHE
Coleoptera Meligethes
LSz AR U
Strepsiptera  Stylops
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N T N
LT pgm  ROFLER B 2
Host ¢ Vi o Order of insect Insect host een
ost type rus genus hosts sect host genus
JiE& H 5 WS  Ganaspis
Hymenoptera Camponotus, Ganaspis
Jik# H R CREEZE)
Neuroptera Chrysopidae (Species unassigned to a genus)
%39 5 MANRSEE ISR R T AT &  Abraxas . Triodia
Lepidoptera Pararge, Spodoptera, Bombyz, Abraxas, Triodia
SIS SRR SRR RS E XSG H
Diptera Drosophila, Psychoda, unidentified Diptera
M H ANVBYEVE OB TR B | ToE PR R KRR CRESERR )
Hemiptera Bemisia, Trialeurodes, Chrysomya, Atherigona, Sarcophaga, Gerridae
(species unassigned to a genus)

e R RPN A Rs

Unknown host type Unknown species Hemiptera Cimex
S H /N T OB CREEEHR )
Hymenoptera Tetrastichus , Formicidae (species unassigned to a genus)
X6 H PERUE SRR JENUR 2 BUR KBUR B R SRR | EU
Diptera BCR%EEDE)

Culex, Aedes , Anopheles, Mansonia, Sabethes, Lutzomyia, Ochlero-
tatus , Hippoboscidae (species unassigned to a genus)

—FOUL AN A B U B T RNA 3 240 45 5
PR F LR A 3 W KR RS RNA K
7 1 RNA K #i 19 RNA % 4 i (RNA-dependent
RNA polymerase, RdRp) J3 1| 53 #7 J& BLIE G B B
SRR T RGO BT, Histe et e,
oA i L A0 T R AR S e 7 P AR AE Y 2R
P AR T 2 2 B0 ) BB HE S ) T 5% RNA
9 BE 1Y EEAE F L WO EANTA GG P (Li et al.,
2015) . Hogenhout et al. (2003) il Whitfield et al.
(2018)HLAFED A 43 & AT AR ) SR B2 F R R
PRI BEAS MR A Y E AR o SHUR R P LATE
B A 445 , WorAE 2 e A2 TEREY)
I HESI ) T YR REYN 0 ALK , A 9s 7538 5 1
T B R T A 3 A 7] 4% 15 (Whitfield et al.
2018) . 3 A AW A Y 2F 3 LR e A AE
ARRFEEE b iy HAEA B A i oA e, R WX 2 4
% E 2 8] BA B A0 A B OC & (Jackson et al.,
2005)

T3 — B S TA Sy B Ay SEUIR S B | AR A
SR B o S B — R IR T fh A HES Y
SHUPR I B AR R e 1 I M S #8251 Dimarhabdo-
virus 53 IR o L VR B W) i s R B A
— 32 A A A A3 S, I Ry B 5 A
YaF 5 B W RE 5 5 — S Sigmavirus

J& AR B IR HE S Y% 5 Dimarhabdovirus %
RILFMES YT T, LB N AL R DL )
1>k (Longdon et al.,2015) o XS B 1954~
U 2 L PR 91 A A A HEDU TR , Long-
don et al.(2015) & BLURGLHHESI Y G W) 00 75 70
SVA A ST 1 43 32, FLARE W TR 38t A 25 Ry A 2 I Jb 22
S, IS BB B i W SR A R 3 2 K=z
FEFORE BRI b T s AR /D ARSI SR 27 32 2 )
LG , BV LR Y #EARME P27 2 B o AR L
B BEREP A EMNE RS kA, A, %
RHB A7 0 R IR 5 R A T AN AL R AL
il A BE ORI AR B 27 R e 4%, I B PR 2
A R A B AR A o R P AR 2D & A (Longdon
etal.,2015),

H AT i 0T 2 380 P WP o B 420 S BR
WEE TE SR A7 32 R I 22 i R 5 M 7
AL Y 583 , AR P LA R 4 b4 7 o 25 1) S 1R
NLZF F AR . KIS C R 15 B H
TS ER BB EENR R BN R
45, DMelSV 1Ehy L 1 23 A PRI SR i i) . e setRo
B, GHA FAE BB EAENCR, T O £
[l S SRR S 0 5 DMelSV A7 BAE I A WF5T , 38
TP LRI EEXT B R SO ML N B 2T S R H0e 2
G PERLH
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3 DMelSV Xt ZERE R i@ i) 20w 14

3.0 BRFEBRENEREKEE EENFI

SR B AT US E RU 2 A2 2 R 4
RPN IE M 224121, DMelSV AT DKL G HLi
IR Bl BT s A R i 28 (Tsai et al.,
2008) , Jf- 2Rk L oY S ARG SL15 2245 f5 X (Longdon &
Jiggins,2012) . 73%h Ammar & Hogenhout(2008) il
2Kk B K E Peregrinus maidis WUCE T 1 K AL MR B
(maize mosaic virus, MMV) FJFE W) 5 , 9k 25 1] £ R
Hh i R A AR I BB P PR BRI, AR
Je R M AR U TR R AR B, B
SR B AT AR B I EF F b S R A BT A
(R0 2 F i K™ DR B ERAS HA W] i 52 e (Syl-
vester & Richardson, 1992 ; Ammar & Nault, 2002) .
JUE NI, o5 75 AT RE X 27 3277 A — SR A XA I 21 1Y)
SR, L ANTE R AT R A RN R TR B
Ry Hi o

H AT, OCTsebRop 2 X7 B 27 F 52 e i 98 7
DMelSV Xif H 5 S (1 Zop AL iy T LR A . I8k
44 DMelSV 1Y SR I 7E S 50 % v — O AT B AR IR
—LEHFFE R DMelSV Al GER A7 R R Y 2F
KRB IR G A P A — o S, TN YL 75 5 SR B
% B LAY DT AE K 5~10 h, IR ALK FEAIK 109%~
20% , ME R A I AR, B S E R A Op L H
Ll i B 17 2R i 22 9 (Seecof, 1964;; Fleuriet, 1981a;
Longdon et al.,2012) . 73 4b, Ye#5 iy Y B 4 2 T
NP (Fleuriet, 1981b) . Carpenter(2008) 7t 325 %
UERA L DMelSV (1) SR SRl o st R Bk £ 1 4R
Beauveria bassiana () 9 E 71 F B FET- % LI+
10% ; T WERE 25 AT I Bacillus cereus TR 06 T &
X DMelSV 1) 5 B EFE AR (Bentz et al.,2017) , 1]
DMelSV i 1] RESZ il R S AR ) H e i 9 S 5 12
FHMHERR.
3.2 DMelSV SH i CO, R EE FLREIK

JE&YL DMelSV 1Y SRMEFE S0 2 K FR A4 FIFAS
S BB RE AR | SR T 2 B A = MR B CO, TP — B
I 5 25 Hh B AT 30 B BB PR RO, XIS RRE 4 ]
T L MO A SR SR B o R TR SR 1Y
DMelSV s Je: f T Y 8¢ SR Mg %) CO, I UL M (5 48
Y& BLEY (L Héritier & Teissier, 1937) . H A Y7
AT CO, I RUE AT M AN A2 , Hogenhout et al.
(2003 ) 4fil] 7 # 75 CO, T 2> i 25 T 4y Ko A2 )
TG . HEWTI]RE CO, 23 PR AIG RS UM ik B pH, {2

PR Z2 0 EE AR A AR MR A7 52 3, 28 7 3k 200 e
HAPG . EIE R VSV P #RIE L H 5 EE G
AN SRS 527 AR pH AT G,
XA RS BRI 7 15 ALY CO, BB AU ML ( Alber-
tini et al.,2012) . SR Q05 1 42 70 S SR o i 9 12
b SR PR U, % DMelSV B L R %A B
$52 0 (L Heritier, 1945) , 5B pH 7] GEH- A& ifE—
5 COMRIFEBEA KN E

T3 — AT R AT 2 B L A B b 2
IR R A 2R 1 40, 1 CO, AR A T BB IR R
R 174 B SEUAE , DA P A2 RS AE T (L Heritier, 1945
Longdon et al.,2012) . #AT , iX FPRREESE T AEIR B
A CO, e 5k, AR I S H &Pt
A TR RE A R (L Heritier, 1945) . S o x Fh
CO, SR RRIEIE T 15 CO, MR TR A ¢, IR
15, 7= A MR 5 19 CO, /b | 495 B 5 F 23 C i,
CO, FEMY BRI IR WA A= (L Heritier, 1945) o
S % 1 DMelSV A I 25 14—k 12°C 258 T
CO, "1 15 min, A5 TEE I 551 TR 30 min f5 , 8
T A HH B PRIEAE R A N 0 7 R R 3k A
2k T 55 R A P DMelSV RNA & b A6 1 45
W& (Wilfert & Jiggins,2010) .

AR WA B IR YL 2 2 3 CO, BUBE AR,
N VSV FIR I8 X 9% FE (Drosophila X virus, DXV ) %
(Teninges et al., 1979) . i H.JE% %% DMelSV ;= 4= 1)
CO, FUBEBEIEAE [ R L rfoxT Yo ai SR b 1) 52 ) i N
PHIIGE o SFRe o FEAE I R A K SR TR B T AR s
JE 2= COLe PR LHENIN X £ CO, 7R SRR R
B R Al X IEYL DMelSV (1) SA i S 7 REE P st
A=A B MR (Longdon et al., 2012) .

4 BREREX DMelSV B EZEHL &l

4.1 NMRSEENETE

FI D\ DMelSV # & B , Iist 24 ff B 540 5
PR T DMelSV s (i AH SR At e AR 2
WO S . BAE 20 22 70 454R, Gay (1978) 18
1o 35t 44 28 %58 6 1> 5 DMelSV T AH ¢ 1 17
S ARYE T AT A Y AR 53 i 2 K ref (1)H ref
(2)M .ref (2)P.ref(3)O .ref (3)D Flref(3)V, Cogni
et al. (2016 )1 /47T SR SR F SR FhIE X 2 o %
PEZREME IR, I — 20 50 A S HTEAH G
A4 50 IR 2 ] (quantitative trait loci, QTL) , 43
Wl 44 R X130TL X650TL . 2R70QTL F1 3R640TL .
S5 R 21 0 A AR KA Tk S R i L e AR
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LR Y2 %E , 41 Contamine et al. (1989) 1 (Bangham
et al.(2008) % 5 Bl ref (2 )P FE PR B HAHSCHTMEZRAE 5
Magwire et al. (2011) %57 3] ref (3 )D it 15 5878 K 1
FESE R CHKovI I 5 Cao et al. (2016) % 5 45 5 42 W
ref(2)M BRI Ge-1. WX Z W25zl
p62 BRI EIR I ref (2)P B[R 0 T4 2 kY (472
Uiy, Ref(2) P25 25 2 il (9 Bl X, N o 9 PBI
(Phox and Bem1) £ F1 4% & X H' GIn-Asn & 3R %
AR Gly B IR 5, 23 b 25 38 hin 8 i 2R g Xof
DMelSV {14 (Dru et al., 1993 ; Wayne et al., 1996
Bangham et al., 2008) , i 55 DMelSV 2\ [n] 4% i 25
S J5 AR 0 fiE J1 (Bangham et al., 2008) . 75 41, 45
1 oy I S FE A ref (2 ) Po 1) 2R 15 S48 X DMelSV
(1) 5 R B 12 4570 ref (2 )P 287 )/, 6 B ) Ja%
RS IE R ref (2 )Po 4 i 2 1 0] RE A 7 2 il o
FH W40 80 46 57 B[R] ref (2) Pp ) 24 By R s 25 52 1
Y2 1 (Contamine et al., 1989; Longdon et al.,2012) .
ref (2)P HERIFEA AL F g bl 25 S 2R, AE A
R IR 1F 55 | A P B2 S 1 AT AFIRAED o —Fh A
ol ) R 9% B VSV R R YL (Shelly et al., 2009) o
Wyers et al. (1993) fiff 53 & £ DMelSV i P 2 [ Al N
HH 15 Ref(2)P HHILTUIE, NI ref (2)P YIS
FEPRIAT fig 3 ik 40 M W gl D B A SR R AR P i i
il o H Ref(2) P H] LA -5 S0 4 =l A 45 11 il C
(atypical protein kinase C, daPKC)JE 142 & %) 3k
2 Toll {5 538 B 15 PR KB 7= A= (Avila et al.,
2002) , DA K2 iz 25 AR B 1) B i 0 B2 (Nezis et
al.,2008) , X 61 ] GESE VLAY DMelSV S e e .
(EATE R A&, 7E 9% DMelSV BL J5 1) R g L g rpr
55 Toll 3l BEAHOC I BE PRI A FER A i b A 1 3%
Ak, ZR W Toll 3 % Al fE A 23 9 (IR 5] i DMelSV (1
JEYL I (Carpenter et al.,2009)

PUHEIERH Ge-1 0L T4 2 R YL R Aebiti o = HEHT
FE B AL AE & B Ge-1 B 1 1A K/N R 26 23
M5 F B i e A A5 SR i B UL DMel SV J % CO, i i
SRR 2 R AIC,  # A Th3R f 3 I (Cao et al.,
2016) . FHIK Ge-1 5y IR BE A B 2 3K [RIAE AT LA
035 v AR R N e R S, U ] g SRR S v
PRI, [ A A B il 25 42 il i i (Cao et al., 2016) .
Ge-1J2 P-bodies JE U B 24173, 25 mRNA 1Y 57
sy AR AR, A 245 5 LR RN DCP1 I
DCP2 4 % #4351 5 DMelSV #Y 52 i LA K A Jk 25
Bl 2445 P BF (rift valley fever virus, RVFV) (194 il
4 2% (Hopkins et al., 2013; Cao et al., 2016) , B 7~

mRNA [ fiff i B8 2 5 0 P 35 S Y BB AR
AR Ge-1 R 7Y S 55 siRNA G 4% () Ago2 &
P (RN A 43 S AT 24385, KR Ge-1 T 513
G TR ML AR 32 Ago2 S5 R MR, 5 W 3 S
A7 F siRNA il & A HLH (Cao et al.,2016) .

3 — A BP0 R CHKovI 6 T456 3 4%
Jeta AR v 38 5 3 AV 1 B 4 B PR 28 DCHK 43 BT
P, 1/ DNA 55 5T doc 142048 AJE B CHKov1 )9
5 X, (A A5 L % DMelSV B i PR i L s 75 55
T2 (Magwire et al.,2011) , 1] CHKov1 F55 )1
doc1420 5% DMelSV & il 43F L A . Fh
REBH G2 R AT A 5 )8 doc 1420 1) CHKov 1 55
BEIER 27 T ARSI [ SR EPAE F (Magwire et al.,
2011) , I HL 1 F PR 7R AN [) e 38 DX S g e
SRFPHE Tl ol A AE A SCVERE AR e R B ), R W] Hy
8 JAE A AT AR AR B 22 S S X T B4R T2 32
AP AT S0 S RS AFEFPRE R 9 8
42 ZHREBIEFEES S DMelSV &

11, Liao et al. (2019) W5 & B, Al RNA T
e H AR AE S2 40 i 2 B B m AK N R AR domeless
PGRP-LC SEP#F AT LA i 2 42 =5 DMelSV 1 & il i,
T H IR 550 5 2 i I SR DG R i) L R TR 22k
A e S R R I 2 B JAK-STAT 3 fif )2
IMD i % 1] 62 510 DMelSV (& Hil i 5, 5
Carpenter et al. (2009) fiff 5% & Bl DMelSV 1) /2 4L Jf:
ANRED I EEIX 2 A % I I R ARk, A IX 24>
i % 1] EAS 234 DMelSV AL G o X 2 4
TR 45 AN T BB S 1 T DMelSV (/g )7 =X LA
K& Ge i AN TR I i i - Liao et al. (2009) 7E HE4 T
RNA T3 55 B 55 27 2 D% B H AR SR B 3@ 2o 1
Tl B IR e B SR (), TT] Carpenter et al. (2009 ) B
5% DMelSV X 27 2 5 K e 53 114 52 i s DU) 2 FH Jak 2 2R
i R 1)l 1 S A RHEA T 5T, DT A T S A iy ot
PR X 2 I A A o B SR B A N Ao
FTE ik, TCIRARHIX A I R B 2 A5 4

5 HER AR RN R

R EE LA B AR s T e S 5 R
JuR W IR R AR NI TR RS RN I X — i TR T
PP — R Y AL R AN I BERG , 32 3 2F £ 1Y S s
ARGVl , R 0 Pl s A R 27 R R e
928 N A R B 4 AL RE 1 B 1Y (Wed et al., 2018)
FEHE B A A — 6 0C T e B A ie R L AH DG
ST, LA R A an R o
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5.1 Tol/IMD EiZHIE K&

25 LA 92 5 [ Toll A1 IMD # iAo 5 55 — S5
FEM R PE IS FE . Chowdhury et al. (2019) fiff 55 & B
VSV ] DL S Toll-1 & Toll-7 454, HE52 M b i
Bk attacin Fl metchnikowin [ 32 15 , H.7E VSV Jgk 4L
J& , Toll-1 J Toll-7 A &AL AL T - A B 5 I A U 1] d
FHis, UEW VSV ] DL i Toll B2 AT Toll {5538
B GPE SN S DU IR R , AT TH T 25 00
. Cassone et al. (2014a) WF 9845 - B, 76 F 2Kk 4
458097 7 (maize fine streak virus, MFSV) JE 4L M 1a;
W Graminella nigrifrons 4 hJ5 , ] 5| Toll 8 &
Toll-9 . Tarf-like VA F— Z 51 15 AL IR SRR 2
H (peptidoglycan recognition protein, PGRP) 3z {4 F&
PGRP-SA. PGRP-SB2 . PGRP-LF . PGRP-SCIb.
PGRP-SC2 . PGRP-LC . PGRP-LB , PGRP-LE [} iJil %&
M LIRS R 7 d S, KA S e AH G
FEHMFRIEE TR [FIFE Chen et al.(2015) 38
i RNA it A IRk PGRP-LCHEN I 1A 22
{1 /B GE MFSV (14 28 Th7 - W5 38 24 1 22 48 o, ik 1]
PGRP-LC 5 [Tt b MFSV i SO AH G, JF H.
SE T AN 25 R i /R AR MFSV 5 28 d i R i -t
PR 5 AR G e A G 5 PGRP-SB1 .PGRP-SD
PGRP-LC ., Toll F Spaetzle 1] 3¢5 & . 3 T ), F&
MFSV 7 8L f5 B AT 8 25 300 1] 28 17 il %) 4 28 I
N o IR A AR WIFEAS [F] A SR B B, T B 5
A ¥ B (A TE R 2T AS [R] AR B AR )
TEIRGAIIH], A BRI B D, B LB R 40
BRI J5 AT ARG b s 7 52 e e A T
WL RS R BT IR IR 75 e O, LAIA
R R R ITHE RS T — MR EPI B 1.
5.2 RNA Fitifeg

RNA T3 # (RNA interfering pathway, RNAi)
2 RAKZR PRI S PR E A oG, KAl
B W& Lutzomyia longipalpis J& H $Kk F AL 1% 1R A7
BHESI YRR T VSV B EZ A B E R
16 P SIRNA G HZ A S (05 VSV AR R AT
X W8 5 AT ISR FLAAR P ) siRNA Gl %, I 77 A K
LU B )7 41 AR 11 siRNA (Ferreira et al., 2018) .
I B IR L I AN BB 157 siRNA A 1 AH G FE [ 11
FIR SR AR IR Ago2 W IA K T4 siRNA
3 [ A AT LA e 75 1 52 1 (Ferreira et al., 2018) .
X5 O A MUEEAAST , Ui siRNA 38} 2 550 i
B BE RN, (H 238 % AR DG SE R 1) B K RIS &

ZRVREERGL A . A, S REEA R K
WP MEFIVSV 24 H1, piRNA (Piwi interacting RNA )
FImiRNA (microRNA) (5 SiB A S5 VSV 50
Jz v (Ferreira et al.,2018) o

Chen et al.(2015) fE/EHE MESV [ 78 1f i3 o
X AN R 4% 3 R 25 19 siRNA 5 53 B A ¢ 3
Der-2 Ml Ago2 W IR BEAT T HIEFT, 4R R W 435 A
A% g P TR s 2 o 356 ] 19 R KA X3
TE AL B 0 R TET W SIRINA S [ 5 PR O R 23 22 31
9 B R (1 RE ), B IR Der-2 X5 1 P AT I W i YL B
ML R A AT 0 252 M) 5 TR 3 A% 2 2 T - i
W, Ars2  Der-2 M Ago2 WA KT I, X Al g2
S BRI 2 S S SN R 2
53 g

AL F R ) — A EE Y B PO R R
o R VSV B G SR b 5, ] 5 40 i SR 1
TN Toll-7 854, I SRR P A 20 B 19 W S
AT A W AH 56 £ N arg1/UlkI  Atg5 . Atg81/Lc3
H Atg18/Wipi2 (3235 38N VSV TE B NE L0 S2 4f
i v R S | F RNAG AR RIS Arg18/wipi2 (136
N5, FRNE b VSV I A R R R SR
BE T2 3 4 1l (Nakamoto et al., 2012; Kuo et al.,
2018) o FIFHHE S TR L I, 2 MMV L &
H\ Peregrinus maidis J& , 5 40 g A W AH &L A per-
oxisomal targeting signal 2 receptor /) 5% ikt I 35
T mE R R A WEAE R E\ Peregrinus maidis ]
e A YRR A/E ] (Martin et al.,2017) .
54 HEREHRXER

Br T iR SE A1 R A S 2 A5 iR A 1
R ik W1 id & B MMV Ji& 4L K B\ Peregrinus mai-
dis 5237 | RS 20 i AR AR IR L A AL T A f g
SO AH G HE PR Y 238 A U2 (Martin et al., 2017) .
MFSV 8L R jfy 15 ] 5 | S 20 LR 122 b R 44 il
FEN Drice Wy 33k (Cassone et al.,2014b) ,—2L&
Stig A LA | AR5 O 10 S i ik B A G
BE DA al LA #E MFSV B JE % 0 (Cassone et al.,
2014a) . {HIEIXBEHRILIEHE T4 S AU /Y 73 B s
IR ST A R all

TE AR T AN [R) S H AT 2 B g R o 2
(Longdon et al. 2012) , H bR 5 % T 25 = 7] fig
W AFAEA TR, 254 DL L B2 T oT ik e, Ak
e 22 W UE I 2R B AE AN [F] B b i] BB A 4 2 LA
KR S A AR SO, T S HOG) SRR 9 B 1) SR s AL
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i B B S e I T LR S A A T U
Eﬂ:%o

6 RE

SR B & —JEXT A TSGR AN AR 7 SRR
HEARIRGEY) . BRI EE A 29 &
Z— MEE R AR E RN TR, d2 R
TERE W a 5 0 HAL B HES Y T2 R A7 I I AL 1
BN, R R BT AR
2, BRTEHIA 27 E LOSEH H A H B R EZ, o]
AEZE XX 24 H AR R ROl | e 2 B LY
IR ARSI B A58 Ay B 4
NI T 5 78 B0 Z2 B DL K RNA G 75 1 2Rk S
JRRHE T EE AT AR, B X T SR 22 1 IR
G 2F AT 2 PSR AL AN - — 2 U B R IR T R
U8R 5 AL I R A ) RO HE s 7 R R A
3 (Li et al., 2015) ; 52 JUR 15 TEAE ) FUE HE B
Py oy R, I Ak AR, TR 43 A AR
TR —2F B LR (B HE sl i 2 ol L RO =7
(Longdon et al.,2015) . 5 Z 8 2 (19 & I FI R 45¢
R EW S5 B T A i 2 — [l

{UHRA A 7 55 BB S TP e A
Yy 7 T IAN , b s 7 i B0 P L K OH S 2F
TR EAER . B ReRp R R B2 32 s
FEETFANH G, T LU X bR 2 0] R A 27 S A 3K
WTERF R D . BRI R — A R ERHE R A R
Hph 28 2 B RG4S A 0 R R AF
1 %, CO, SUBMEE IR, HE U DMelSV &4t i 2 i IR
g 2% B CO, R AL AE HK (Longdon et al., 2011 ;
2015) . FCEUHE I M ATEE , AT RESE CO, 51 MY 1ML
UK U pH BRI BBl 1 2 5 27 32 40 M AR Rl 5T 455 Bl
S FEE A ZE I, A PT RE 2 R T Rk T B T
AHOC ) P 28 2H U3 A0 1 , 11T CO, i 48 AT BUR B
B SRR R G0 & SRR /R T AE
SN B R AT R EA TR AR 3 AR SR
FTT I Z—

B MR 0 LR BE A DG A9 B
FER R B P S0 G T DMelSV DL R AR R IR 25 3
[ VSV BF5E I 7F 2R e b, A 9T 45 5 B ref
(2)P 0] BEH 1 40 i 1 A DGR A4 52 e i B A 1
1545 , Ge-1 W J23 3f 521 mRNA P& A 45 45 >k B il
B, 1 CHKovI WPUHE # D1 e 28 5 57 11
AL Gt XA 56, FEEL AR ML v AS B . 4 %

VSV IHFGE &I T Toll-1 F1 Toll-7 7] fg 29 7 AR
A2, IFIE L Toll {5538 R MR BL I AR A, LA
KB RERC R R S2 4 M H BT 5T s %5
DMelSV [ 55—~ Al RE3Z 4Kk PGRP-LC, 7~ IMD i
BB AT BES S N . AE e R HO SR 1Y
G RERE G IR T — 28 IR TR 3R A 1 2508,
W Toll IMD {55 -5-38 fi . 240 JfL 1) W3 A1 48 00 T~ 7T e
B AU HE B s etRoms 3 ) 3 i S e iR At . 49K FER IR
SRMR I IFIE b, A8 1R 20 R S 1 1) 2 3k PR R A B
B ) R SR S B AL, A D S A7 A B 0 B S 8 i
75 It XA A B IR R M S B i s 1
— SO PR T RN A A, DR G X 22 b B e
TR B S R AL Y HL i o HA TR0

I 5 oA Ak 2 A R g bR B AR R U g &
B K A EE S B U AR AL R AR Y SR ROk
B IR [RIET, B ORI B AN R — MR 4
(I 5% R 505 B AR DA K 3 etk Ak 56 &R A
N EREAL R (S e (Y s T S IS S S
A B B G E B T, v] LA R 3 U IR AN 5 AR AR
FEER LSRR A . B, B HREF SR
B2 [AIAH AR IR AT SR 2 H 38R 8
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