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2003.032-036V 
 

Note from Mike Adams: The history of this proposal is not well documented. The available 

information is collected here:  

 

1. EC 33 paperwork 

This set of proposals was first seen at EC33 (2-4 May 2003). The documents supplied in printed 

form to EC members for the meeting contain the proposal that appears in Appendix 1. This 

specifies creation of a new genus in the family Reoviridae (2003.032), naming the genus 

Mycoreovirus (2003.033), designating Mycoreovirus 1 as the type species (2003.034) and 

designating Mycoreovirus 1 as a species in the new genus (2003.035). The new species is based 

on a report of a virus isolated from the fungus Rosellinia necatrix. There is also a separate ‘fast 

track’ proposal FT2003.036 that, curiously, uses the same information to propose the species 

Mycoreovirus 1 as unassigned in the family Reoviridae. 

 

2. EC33 minutes 

The minutes of EC33 session 2(3). Proposals from the Vertebrate Virus Subcommittee read: 

 

2003.032V.01. Create a new genus in the family Reoviridae, to contain viruses infecting fungi 

and having all characteristics of reoviruses. 

2003.033V.01. To name the new genus created in 2003.032V.01, Mycoreovirus 

2003.034V.01. To designate as 'Rosellinia necatrix reovirus ', the type species of the new 

genus created in 2003.032V.01 

2003.035V.01. To designate as 'Rosellinia necatrix reovirus ', as a new species of the new 

genus created in 2003.032V.01 

FT2003.036V.01. To designate as 'Rosellinia necatrix reovirus ', as a new unassigned 

species in the family Reoviridae. 

Taking these five proposals together: It was agreed that there is a strong case for the new genus. 

However, as this is a fungal virus, and fungal virologists have been working on other, related 

fungal reoviruses, the SG are advised to liaise with the fungus virus SC Chair before 

resubmitting the proposal.  It was pointed out that  consultation in these circumstances is a 

statutory duty. 

 

It is not clear why the minutes have a different name for the species to that in the paperwork. It 

appears that the redundancy of FT2003.036 was not noticed. 

 

3. The published taxonomic changes (2004) 

A list of taxonomic changes approved in 2004 was published in VDN by Mike Mayo [Arch Virol 

150: 189–198 (2005)]. This includes the following 

 

Family Reoviridae 

… 

• Create a new genus (Mycoreovirus) with Mycoreovirus 1 as type species 

… 

• Rename Rosellinia necatrix reovirus as Mycoreovirus 3 and assign it to genus Mycoreovirus 
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4. The ICTV 8
th

 Report (2005) 

 

The list of species published in the ICTV 8
th

 Report is as follows: 

SPECIES IN THE GENUS 

Group 1 (11 genome segments) 
Mycoreovirus 1 ‡ 

Cryphonectria parasitica mycoreovirus 1 (9B21)  (CpMYRV-1/9B21) 

Mycoreovirus 2 ‡ 

Cryphonectria parasitica mycoreovirus 2 (C18) (CpMYRV-2/C18) 

Group 2 (12 genome segments) 
Mycoreovirus 3 ‡ 

Rosellinia necatrix mycoreovirus 3 (W370) (RnMYRV-3/W370) 

(Rosellinia anti-rot virus) 

 

 

 

5. A suggested synthesis 

Although no paperwork has been traced, it appears that some modification of the proposal 

occurred after EC33 and before ratification in 2004, presumably as a result of the consultation 

required by the EC33 minutes. 

 

We have to assume that these changes included the use of a different virus (Cryphonectria 

parasitica mycoreovirus 1) as the basis for the type species Mycoreovirus 1. Two different 

viruses from Cryphonectria had been reported by this time and clearly belonged to the same 

genus. The virus from Rosellinia necatrix was then therefore assigned to Mycoreovirus 3.  

 

This justifies the published taxonomic changes (2004) and is consistent with the listing in the 8
th

 

Report (although there is no evidence that Mycoreovirus 2 was formally proposed as a species). 
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Appendix 1: 2003 EC33 proposal 
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