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W 80 LA . RPN R M EMR L, ERECIMIEN FEA BB E X WEE Potato virus X,
PVX. S E Y J5FF Potato virus Y, PVY . B8 % S5 Potato virus S, PVS., 582 A 53 Potato vi-
rus Ay PVA R BB M55 Potato leaf roll virus, PLRV % 5 Floig 85, DL 4% 5 27 bl B 25 20 75
Potato spindle tuber viroid , PSTVdX? .
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movirus B MBI AL B, ZF FICEMH 2, BEDIE 2 F Y MR 0™ A8 H M- m ik, R R A AN E
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Detection and Subgrouping of Cucumber Mosaic Virus (CMV)
Infecting Potato Plants in Chongqing
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Abstract; Two hundred and fifty-nine potato leaf samples with viral symptoms were collected from eleven
potato-growing counties in Chongqing and were tested for detecting Cucumber mosaic virus (CMV) and its
subgroups by using direct antigen coated enzyme linked immunosorbent assay (ELISA). Two hundred and
thirty-three samples were shown to be infected by CMV, which was 91. 60% of the total samples. Of the
CMV-positive samples, 84.55% were infected by CMV subgroup I (CMV 1) and 15.45% by CMV sub-
group II (CMV II). No co-infection of CMV I and CMV II was detected. These results indicated that
CMV 1 was the dominant subgroup of CMV infecting potato crops in Chongqging, China.
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