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Research Progress on the Occurrence and Control of Soybean Vein Necrosis
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Disease and Its Transmission Vector Thrips
PEI Tianhao, WANG Song, SHI Shusen, GAO Yu

(College of Plant Protection, Jilin Agricultural University/Key Laboratory of Soybean Disease and Pest Control, Ministry of Agriculture and Rural Affairs,

Changchun 130118, China)

Abstract: Soybean vein necrosis disease is an emerging viral disease of soybeans that is widespread in North America and is
caused by soybean vein necrosis virus. It has been confirmed in the USA, Canada, and Egypt. Soybean vein necrosis virus is
the first tomato spotted wilt virus to cause a disease in soybean. Legumes are the main host plants, and modes of transmission
include seed-borne and insect-borne. The transmission vector insects are the soybean thrips Neohydatothrips variabilis,
Frankliniella tritici, F. fusca, and other phytophagous thrips, of which N. wariabilis has the highest transmission efficiency
and is the dominant species in soybean fields in North America. Control of this virus disease relies heavily on effective control
of its vector, the thrips. Control techniques include the use of neonicotinoid treatments to reduce thrips population densities,
screening for resistant varieties, and the protection and utilisation of the natural enemy insect Orius insidiosus. Although this
disease and its vector thrips N. wvariabilis have not been reported to occur and cause damage in China, the detection of soybean
vein necrosis virus in imported US soybeans by Tianjin Customs firstly in 2019 is noteworthy. This paper reviews the progress
of research on soybean vein necrosis virus and its vector thrips N. wvariabilis, and provides reference for research on this plant
disease.
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KGR IR FEHS ( soybean vein necrosis disease ) , &
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Vein Necrosis Virus, SVNV) | SR G/ 1 ZUR%5E
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1.1 fEEFAER

SVNV J& T 7 il 5t 25 95 55 B} ( Tospoviridae ) , 1E
T BEZEIR BEE ( Orthotospovirus ) , & HU5E i L RNA
(-ssRNA)JEHE'0, SVNV 2545 HE K 2% F 1)
T B2 BB AR T SVNV 2 AE KT
[ Glycine max (L.) Merr. ] T R B, Hifm &
JEHEH AR A E, BT ARIRY KT, SVNV #
Al DL A SRR G K UL B [ Vigna unguiculata subsp.
sesquipedalis ( L.) Verdc. ],
(Linnaeus) Roth ( Ipomoea hederacea (L. ) Jacq)].

# 4 [ Ipomoea nil

S22 4 (Ipomoea hederacea var. integriuscula ) F1111

¥ [ Pueraria montana ( Loureiro ) Merrill ]+

Abd El-Wahab F1 El-Shazly"' 38 5 $ # % B, SVNV
ARG LA GRHEY) 09 11 ), 48 KT
7. ( Lablab purpureus ( L.) Sweet) . 2§ 5. ( Vigna
radiate L. ) 915 [ Vigna unguiculata (1L.) Walp. ] .
$¥3% [ Malva verticillata L. ( Malva parviflora) ] . &
W ( Portulaca oleraceae L. ). K KM ( Nicotiana
benthamiana Domin ) ., H i€ 46 ( Convolvulus arvensisi
L.) M 5 (Lupinus sativum) (7224 LBt
Hb A — SR T AR B A0 A AR B RE RDOR AR
[ Melilotus indicus (L. ) Allioni ] #1155 #5 1 ( BF B 2%)
( Melochia corchorifolia L. ) %, & SVNV 144 2| H i1
o P9 TE R TE

R IR FE S 1 3 ZERE IR Ry i 22 A AR
RELA KA R 3K, SR 5 2 22 B a7
TR B A 0 2 o (0 Y BRE A SRR S B
HARFCBMG 22, B M A=Y e 7, 2
PEEEEA A (B D TR E TR, TR
T LY RS O SVNV B CE 32, Hirh K Z 8
TR S SR N AL, R WX SVNV RS
SVNV B 7E GARMEY) b5 | AU 5E AR, 45
UL [ Vigna unguiculate (L.) Walp. ] St 5 $EFE
16 ( Medicago truncatula Gaertn. ) Fl K 5. [ Cajanus
cajan (L.) Mill sp. |, IXEEHEY) [ A HALREIR Ay Al
ZENRBE , X SEGBE i 1 LIRS, SR A — e, T 3%
MR A ZE L AT, AR, AR ERHEY) F A
FARER M A AR, FEA O b, 4250 SVNV #9/)
M= A IRAE, IR R BT i A B SVNV 1R
Gik% Bh T K AT R R R KR SE TS L R 3R A
( Fagopyrum esculentum Moench) I+, SVNV &4t % BY
N PNRIE MAEEH R ( Cucumis melo L. ) 1, B
FEEN N B A 1 B0 I A, 4 B AR

o

( Dendranthema grandiflorum Ramat. ) I 7§ & 5
( Cucurbita pepo L. ) TE N 14 T HE Pt 9k ik B & Tt
FERAE M AR Anderson BYBIFFTSE R, KT
( Amaranthus palmeri S. Wats. ) FIUSU U ( Amaranthus
retroflexxus 1. ) T£ 8] Ty 42 52 50 kG 0 522 BH 1 5 (H R
HEFTH I EDULER , 1 AN B AT A IR R T 30
FegERAE £

T AL O T BEAS T 6T 5 B. Bl 2 3 17 A JE8 o B
WM C. R b0 A AS 3 B BE 5 D. B B B A
G ESRBEEWTRIE R F. iR IRSEETS

Note: A. Unclear lesion in the early stage of the disease;

B. More clear lesion as the disease progresse; C. Uneven
distribution of lesions on leaf blade; D. Mild disease symptom;
E. Aggressive disease symptom; F. Leaf necrosis and wilting due to
SVNV infection.
B 1 SVNV @fXEREEHFEERD
Fig.1 Disease symptoms caused by SVNV

infection on soybean'*’

1.2 f£#EgRE

1.2.1 #7448 ARV X SVNV 25
ZoFh AL 1 ARSI 25 RN R — 3, 95 1 4% H D
TR MG AR AL — PR i RS 8 o v A 0 )
T SVNV, HorpAza, BT LR /INAS 2 D1 L IR
15, Groves MHAVEH T HE SVNV [ FP 1445 %
H 6% ., TERHEE S Y 5 & A AR e F
2019 4F 7—8 H FIJH DAS-ELISA .RT-PCR UL} 5%
FEXT AT A5 5 1, 22 URAE R 35 1) 26 ) R 0 b -
MET SVNV® | SR, 55 —BERF5EIA  SVNV WA
NI N S g e = NS O R R e e E
R RMERIRACR A, IR AL T SVNV 75K & b
Z R AR R B E A Hajimorad L l18) g5 2
AR ERE AP AT 758, R T 2 000 2 R0k
H 20 PREEYL SVNV FEAR R, 8 i ELISA A



4 4] TG L RS IIRFO S AL AR A VR 1 S e 5 Bl 4 483

B SVNV BIFFTE, Ny SVNV AN AT B i Fl 714 4%
Zhou F1 Tzanetakis'* W FH 8] R4 () 5% SVNV JEEL ()
ARV AR DT, BT 1Y 600 Z R4 IR
Kl F] SVNV,

1.2.2 Rktedg ) DR H B H AL H RN R
AR AR A R A 12 R S LR R
JRE SVNV 7EEA: BRI SRR Y i fe
& 5 H AL % A 1R 48 6 B I [ Frankliniella fusca
(Hinds) 1916 s 56 HHTIEATE R SVNV %
WMEFRE 2 K GBI [A] . Zhou Fl Tzanetakis T 2013
AEERARIE T N. variabilis /& SVNV F Z4% 84 14
(E2)M 220 ST AESE T 7652 K5 kR
YeIw R ERE LR N, variabilis 15K G T B R
HAS R B R 2, O O b R R 2R
Keough 2% 4R 18 K 16 %) & [ Frankliniella tritici
(Fitch) ] M AEH] D (F. fusca ) BEAL G SVNV, Abd
El-Wahab 1 El-Shazly"*' % 38 75 3% J i) 4675 K i o
[ Megalurothrips sjostedti ( Trybom) | | 3¢ & 8 £ #i] &
[ Caliothrips ( Hood )]. V4 7& #ij 5
[ Frankliniella occidentalis ( Pergande ) ] 1 g & %
SVNV., i Zhou' ' %3t 5% 5] () 7Y 1£ 8] T A RE A% 16
SVNV, 588 &L, N. variabilis K NAFAE Z FAEY)
TREEFP R, X R N. variabilis VL ZFh 35 FHEY) N
B IFNZ R AT AR b AR BUR B, 1X 284 W) 7
I RESERR AR T

phaseoli

TE: AL LI s B2 I g CL2 i ORI
D. FUlH ; E. Db 5 . B H

Note: A. First instar larvae; B. Early second instar larvae;
C. Late second instar larvae; D. Prepupa; E. Pupa; F. Adult.
2 Neohydatothrips variabilis (Beach) & H 75 &

Fig.2 Different life stages of Neohydatothrips

variabilis ( Beach) ]

2 KEMBKRIER TS D RER

2.1 fEEHH

Keough 25 B} 5% & B, Z5 AL D (F. tritici)
(36% ) FIME AL T ( F. fusca) MAETEROR (6% ) A%
F N. variabilis(72% ) , Abd El-Wahab F1 El-Shazly #f
FERIL N. variabilis WETERF (62. 0% ) e &, 4L
WK D (M. sjostedti ) (3.3%) . P4 4E &
(F. occidentalis) (3.4% ) &5 B4 %] 5 ( C. phaseoli)
(6.7% ) MAERERCR AR . Han 552 @ 15 Ak
TR T AR O AL 7R A5CR AT BB 52 0, 6 11
48 h JE RO AR R I AR T 12 M1 24 h )5
T BRESRIBUB AL RR A . ZRACRI IS (F. tritici) e A6 ]
Ly (F. fusca) 1 N. variabilis W% HAFT % (1.2
F3 X)) M IR ) S A5 R R R ) S B R A A
S EE, (H N. variabilis 1% %G 2 20 00 500 % B iy,
WIS AEE] T (F. fusca) IR L8] TS ( F. tritici) , Wi
VRO 4 2 R G 2R (12 R 24 h g B SR O 1
N. variabilis LTI RIS 2 XSGR 0] e R
2 B IR B AR IBUY 23 3 BUR SEAE A [ 4141
r R SRR G AR AR, T S M VAR R 114 2 R T S 2
21 SVNV 580 A B AR 2R /e ) 1 2
KK, 5 N. variabilis 5 G BUE A 9l B gy
A R 5 5 oK B 1 I SRR L T R 1Y M TR A
TR HB S AN s B HOE R 25 AR
Iy 44 B KUK 5 HA% 5 5 B DI AH OCH SNV
BN R R AMEAL 7 , 3R IO 55 1 1 725 A A B B
AFR, VL EWIFEFR N, variabilis 5 SVNV JGEEF
TEVMAIEAEIC R SVNV YR T N. variabilis
AIAEIR 3 5 | ol BEAH R U A A, 4 L 1 R
IIRFEE ], BT, N. variabilis 1] MY R L 1%
SVNV i i v 3J i, AT 48 /o5 A7 185 3% | 75 iy 113 [
PEPSTAERRR AR KBTI, V. variabilis 3 7 5
M FEAE R AR RIS 0T, i e 20t Fesg it b 3RS
] S B | PR B A AR 1Y K R
FIREEL T SVNV ZEAE 36 KGR X A1 A et 4
B AE ERO TS 8 UL 8 A% 3 A A S AL BRI 1Y
IAJIA] GBI IE AN
2.2 HBEREHRE

A R D 4 T ) & A U T SVNV 1
HEE— . N variabilis | AR ACE] S (F. tritici) | #9
AEHT L (F. fusca ) 55 i By 02 58 [E A AL L 09w L3
Ha 139300 32T B D (€. phasolii) 2 F& PG AF LA M
FHE M b EW R M E L E R
SVNV JitATZ Hil , X L6l By 75 K b 1 & A= LA I
AW T HAR A WF 5[] I 8 e 0 ] S % 2 0
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] E 28 BR i) 1 0 R e AL 1R T TR R R
R EERERT ] DL K K S [A] R AL 36 R
FIWT . Chitturi 55 ZERTHE L 5 (2015—2016 4F)
KB 3 B BE SVNV 19 A 1k 6] By, 2 AP R
N. variabilis 7R 46 &) 5 (F. tritici) , % A . B
5[ Echinothrips americanus ( Morgan ) | 11172 24 M4 UL
Fift, Bloomingdale 25> 7EBUTERE £ (2013—2014 4F)
2 fif 42 (2014—2015 4F) [ 6] 8 4, % B
N. variabilis %5 A PR 8] D 72 R B E P AR X 3
N FNVEERICER 76 A [F) i DX R [F] 4F A9 22 8] 477
25 INH N. variabilis BT GELE 3E E L S %
FAF A A AR R B AL 7 1Y R O H
B, Keough % FEENES 240 (2013—2014 4F) [
[E) 2, KB N. variabilis FRAEET D (F. writici) F& 46
] Iy (F. fusca )3 Pl By 1) 7% 2l R BE R 8] 22 5 1R
K, N. variabilis (7= VA FEBRAF 8 H HA), ZRAGE]
Hy (F. tritic) (55— R IETE 6 H R A5 2 Al
1E8 H LA, WAEH] D (F. fusca) WIFPEEE R FEA
PRAFAAZ T B 0, 3k B ] Th 7 B[V 2R 42 4 M
AEITHENE, W RETE IR 2 AR AR AR E Y A
A A e i | A | R sl B Al gE 2 7R AR R B A
KRG A K=Y, 188 2 H A 2 FAEY), FF
BEZAR AR Y LA, R BT A RE EP,
N. variabilis FNARAEE] Sy (F. tritici ) B RR H 5
FEAE O M AL 8] T (F. fusca ) B TR 515 5 1 %
AKX AT, B AR E] SVNV A IHYR
8 HHFA], X5 EZARE D N. variabilis 1175 3]
EEHARM G A ARACE] S (F. tritici ) FI5 20
KB W] (AR I 22 1 O AT A &) SVNY, =
A7 e S N. variabilis FIREEUETE 8 H ik
) @ 0T, 20162017 4F, 1E 5 &7 ¥k Je WM,
N. variabilis 83 2 (R G MFPH: SVNV KAz %4l
B , K5 F Hubner 3917R2x 1Y N. variabilis %
SR, I K S A R SG3322 b A i) I 450 W i 4
A TERTIAERR V3 1, B OCOWEE R N. variabilis Tl
HELPhBE B 7 8 1 ik B W {E, 9—10 A T
RV IXRE SVNV 1 % A 5 % 75 i) T Fh B 2h 28
AR,

3 KEMBKIRERIGIER AR HER

MATX SVNV B9 A W27 R AT 57 1 T A I AR
A BRI 3 7 T X 1 R A7 280 o T 4 o AR B
ESSSCIn INNE Y (I DOWNISAL 7 €7 N A 7o i o SR 4]
B P e AR AR AR T A R4 Bi iR HeAL 2 1k
(N Y WP N TR DO NISA U D[R AN X |
F 8 HH (8] Y AE B9 9% 3 )% (virus reservoirs ) , C. A HY

{IERE IR DR il U OB LLE NG & N A
Btk 4 AJr
3.1 FpFE

2500 PER Ak R 7 R S ) LAY A
Jliz—1% 5k B (R 24 700 Ak B R R ) A
FE, FH 2 OB A8 B0 2K 24 77) ( it sRomb | W L ) B Ak
PES , RERRAC FH (B) 6] 25 i) R 1 B, TERR RIS 5 35
K, WE HL IR A0 3 L bt mbf Aob B A A% R AR T ]
PR, O R TERE A S B R 7ESS 18 K
ISR, B 5 3B W T e A % TR A6 o i 3
B TESR 28 RIAFNEAE, BESS TR, AbFEZH 5 %)
WA i E AR A W]t 22 S5, d Y bk e mpke | v ol
R4 B 7 e B R
3.2 @ik

XF SVNV B A I BAT BT LAY i Afn] DLk s
SVNV sl /PR %] 5 14T, 0diZb SVNV L4 M
e T A A= 3, A — LE R 58 A B[] it b 1
FARERSRBEAFTE 22 5% 1B H i R & B SVNV 1T
PEFP T, BT LA, S5 8 o 5T X6 A A i) i T M B o A
I A (E Y & AR PR SR . Zhou FENT & HL V.
variabilis TERLZE BAKCPARAY FE R BY | 1o 5 8 B A BT
FAR A 2285 T I Y% SVNV ) N. variabilis B K 5
BRI RIERF I Ry SVNV SEAR, H SVNV A il
LB, IX R W T IAY R S R RIS SVNV 295
B, Lagos-Kutz % 78 F A SR YL ALK SVNV
B N. variabilis 179 K5 R 3E B 50 T, RS
PI 229358 ( Soden-Daizu ) F1 PI 604464 ( HC95-15MB)
b R f D, K B A AP Williams 82 Al
Williamsfield Illini 3590N _F il i #2, K G4k
PRI TR X6 A TR e AR Y% SVNV 1 N. variabilis F. A HE
HFFIPL P (antixenosis type resistance ) , fH AN HA5 5t
H FIBT P (antibiosis type resistance) , R I, I K
X N. variabilis W4T S AT g 5 A 1k B 5B
YA G, WATRE R X PRI R R 145 &, 5 23
— PSRRI T R LA BT LA .
3.3 X¥EH

FEIM/INAEY [ Orius insidiosus (Say) ] J&=db £
X N. variabilis #) T ZAHEPER B, B AT
BHRIEIN N, variabilis, %5 38 /N AL 7 AR o R S 4L
HEWEEW, 54 1 d ;L& 0.5 3k N. variabilis #
1 d BUE 20 3k N. variabilis ) 290 /NE 5 10 77
LHTE SIS S =R RTE - A S W NI 7
[ Aphis glycines (Matsumura) ] B3E PN/ INEIEA HL) &
BN 21 ~34 A, BUE N. variabilis A 15 ~22 d,
VLWL N. variabilis W AE BRI Y Y RE
WFH N. variabili TAFE} SEPN/INAE U5 2 11 RN R 1R
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FARIFARE N. variabilis , iR EFAR &K S 9
FIM/INAEEE XS N. variabilis F)HE b5 78 B8 AR FH 4% AR
W — VA
3.4 FSHE

W PPUPE SR AR W) 2 B S0 BB 19 52 el T K
R AR TR, A3 S 5P ] DA — E
JE FR S BTERE 1, TE 24 h N, N. variabilis 5
FR R FTRRAH AR i 5L ], 26 5 R FH i b 3
IR S HERR P, N. variabilis =6 T/ (47% )
LKA IR AL B LA K 7K A7 BRI 1T R H T 2 & Ak 2
Xt N. variabilis B W TCH2 W) | 7K A7 R 0 26 #ij iR H Bis
A REAATERS PR

AR, T N. variabilis 1975 3 R K&
ik 8 B8 96 A OBk R 3 B B B 22 R, 0T S R
Kleczewski ** $ 1 %) 7 1% , 30 A 9 o R )
Foft AR R AT 2000 T 1 K A 8

1 WiERE

L F P i) D S K 2 T v B I R T L R
() RAHE, N, variabilis S FE B PE#] R AL 15 A
Vi EE SVNV 3 BORTE AT , PRt Al P i 5
YERREF B TN E, RENFEKR
SR ARSI AT 20 AL LT BRI URE
NERGH R ABSFGE, G EEEF, b T duk
TN A3 B, AR M A 50 R T 3k AR B
EARG ST il T A R | A
IERGIE 7P i FG i Ve S 111627 W € 9 i1 152 | - S A
RPN e 2R R T B A A
Pk Il fE 3 AU T 1 25 A A R
2 VOB, MR A ANV AE b B o0 A (RIS AR
FEL) k)™ o B AL AR D B Y Bl ) R
[ VIR A 1200 BE0R A A BB, SVNV & AR K 92
A ELEY), WEAHICE N. variabilis B SR 575161
BT AR — EE T SVNV (1K SRl Tk A4 H
Fe xR E K G A s e Y RE S E K
ISAINLIER Sy dX TSR E BRI E | 4 o= 17 (| B Y TN
AC%] 5 [ Frankliniella intonsa ( Trybom ) | A7 i &
( Thrips palmi Karny ) AH&] 5 ( Thrips tabaci L. ) 5,
A RS L R AT

Bl A BRI AR AL RN R TR B Y H 25 00 %5 4
PRS2 faF M M AR S R R
eI REAN A AT Z A i o A 8 A ) A 9
WA, "B SVNV B H AR B USSR HE A YA
= GEFEFNY L, [, AR T Ji F (] W 0 0 o 1, 25
B B ERARMEE I
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