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The coneflower rosette mite (Eriophyoidea):
new insights into an established pest of Echinacea spp. (Asteraceae)
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Echinacea is a genus of ~9 species of herbaceous perennials endemic

to central North America, collectively called “coneflowers”.!
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Aster yellows (AY) is a bacterial disease induced by phytoplasmas.
These bacteria are transmitted by homopteran insect vectors to

During plant dormancy, several subsoil buds
phloem tissue and spread throughout the plant.3 Some studies
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bacteria, and the causal mechanism
remains unknown.
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as AY, even by trained plant diagnosticians. stubborn infestations might be mitigated by removing and sanitarily

Molecular Results
1. All CRM’s sampled have identical COI & ITS sequences.5
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