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The defenseresponsan plants challengedwith pathogenss characterizedy the activationof a diverseset of
genesMany of the samegenesareinducedin the defenseresponsesf a wide rangeof plantspeciesHow plant
defensegene families evolve may therefore provide an important clue to our understandingof how disease
resistanceevolves. Becausestudiesusually focus on a single host species little data are available regarding
changesn defensegeneexpressiorpatternsas speciesdiverge. The expressiorof defense-inducedenesPR10,
chitinaseand chalconesynthasewas assayedn four peaspecies(Pisum sativum, P. humile, P. elatius and P.
fulvum) andtwo Lathyrus species(L. sativus and L. tingitanus) which exhibiteda rangeof infection phenotypes
with Fusarium solani . In P. sativum, resistancavasaccompaniedby a stronginductionof defensegenesat 8 hr.
post-inoculationWeakerinductionwasseenin susceptiblenteractionsn wild speciesDivergencen thetiming of
PR10expressionwvas most striking betweenP. sativum andits closestrealtive, P. humile. Two membersof this
multigene family, designatedPR10.1and PR10.2,are strongly-expressedh responseto Fusarium, while the
PR10.3geneis more weakly expressedamongPisum speciesThe rapidity with which PR10expressiorevolves
raisesthe question,is divergenceof defensegene expressiona part of the phenotypicdiversity underlying

plant/pathogen coevolution?

INTRODUCTION

Molecular and genetic evidence support a two-tiered
mechanisnof inducedplant defensen which resistance
genes carry out signd transduction leading to the
activation of defensegenes[Dangl et al., 1995]. While
many studies have examinedthe expressionof genes
associatedwith the defense response of plants to
pathogensthesestudiestypically focuson a single host
speciesor ecotype,or on differential lines isogenicfor a
single resistancelocus. Little is known about whether
patternsof defenseggeneexpressiorare conservedamong
closely-related species. In general, protein coding
sequencesend to be more highly conservedthan non-
coding sequencesuch as intron or promoter regions.
Yet, if regulatoryregionshavemore freedomto diverge,
then their expressionpatternsmight evolve rapidly as
well. That is, even among closely-relatedspecies,or
amongecotypesof a given speciesthe developmentabr
environmentalcontextsin which a geneis expressed
could be quite varied.

Genesassociatedwith inducible defenseresponses
include thoseencodingenzymesof the phenylpropanoid
pathway which are involved both lignin production and
synthesiof antimicrobialphytoalexingDixon andPaiva,
1995],aswell asa growing list of "pathogenesiselated
(PR) proteins" [van Loon and van Kammen, 1970].
While the functions of many of the PR-proteinsremain
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unknown [van Loon et al., 1994], others encode
hydrolytic enzymes such as chitinases and B-1,3
glucanass [Bol et al., 1990; Boller et al., 1987;
Bowels, 1990]. Considering the large number of
defensegenes,along with the fact that most of these
genesare presentas multigenefamilies, [Harrison et
al., 1995; Crameret al., 1989; Koeset al., 1989; van
Tunenet al., 1988;Corbinet al., 1987; Douglaset al.,
1987], the divergenceof expressiorpatternsfor these
genes could affect host/pathogen compatibility.
Howe\er, before this questioncan even begin to be
addressedi is first necessaryo assesshe degreeto
which defensegene expressionis conservedamong
closely-relatedspeciesIf evolution of defense gene
expression is part of host/pathogen coevolution,
then it should be possible to detect changesin gene
expression on at least as short a time scale as is
required to detect changes in basic compatibility.
Alternatively, if expression of a defense gene is
strongly conserved among closely-related species,
then the evolution of expression for that gene is
unlikely to play a role in the evolution of basic
compatibility among those species.

Pisum and Lathyrus are membersof the family
Leguminosaetribe Fabeag=Vicieae)within the order
FabaledWaines,1975] Pisum consistsof the garden
peaP. sativum and threewild speciesP. humile, P.



elatius andP. fulvum [Palmeretal., 1985] Pisum species
can be distinguished on the basis of morphologic,
cytogeneticand molecular genetic data [Marx, 1977].
While P. sativum, P. humile and P. elatius have been
known to form spontaneoushybrids [Ben-Ze'ev and
Zohary, 1973], crossesbetweenP. fulvum and other
Pisum speciesresultin seedsetonly whenP. fulvum is
the male parent. Additional data from electrophoretic
patternsof albumin and globulin [Waines, 1975] and
chloroplastDNA polymorphismin Pisum [Palmeret al.,
1985]haveled taxonomistgo considerP. fulvumto be a
distinct speciesand P. sativum to be an aggregateof P.
humile, P. elatius and P. sativum. Within this aggregate,
P. humile is consideredo bethe closeswild relativeand
the direct progenitor of cultivated pea.

Podendocargissueaswell asseedlingissuefrom P.
sativum is susceptibldo infection with the peapathogen
Fusarium solani f. sp.pisi. However,bothtissuesxpress
a basic (non-host) resistanceto the bean pathogenF.
solani f. sp. phaseoli, in which germinationand hyphal
growth are inhibited [Christensonand Hadwiger,1973]
In addition to differencesin pathogengrowth, host
responsesuchasanincreasein phenylalanineammonia
lyase (PAL) activity and de novo synthesisof the
phytoalexinpisatin,changesn hostchromatin,and RNA
synthesigHadwigerandAdams,1978]arenot only more
rapid but also greaterin intensity in responseto the
incompatibleF. solani f. sp. phaseoli [Teasdaleet al.,
1974] A markedincreasen therateof proteinsynthesis
is also observedin endocarptissue inoculatedwith F.
solani f. sp. phaseoli , whereasF. solani f. sp. pisi-
treatedtissueshowsonly a slight increase[Christenson
and Hadwiger,1973] Treatmentwith RNA and protein
synthesisinhibitors within five hours post inoculation
suppressegesistancéo F. solani f. sp. phaseoli, whereas
later treatmentshave no effect on resistancgHadwiger,
1975; Teasdale et al., 1974].

Although the endocarp inoculation system offers
conditionswhich are not typical of thoseexistingin the
field, the infection phenotypeswith compatible and
incompatibleracesof F. solani havebeenobservedo be
unalteredin pod tissues[Hadwiger et al., 1970]. In this
assay,germinationof the beanpathogenF.solani f. sp.
phaseoli is inhibited while the peapathogenF. solani f.
sp. pisi germinatesand grows [Teasdaleet al., 1974}
Importantly, pod endocarp tissue serves as a large,
uniform surfacefor inoculationon which all the cells are
uniformly challenged.

Resistanceof pea pod tissue to F. solani was
previously demonstratedto be characterizedby a
suppressiormf germinationor hyphal growth in the first
few hourspostinoculationWhen peapodsareinoculated
with the incompatible F. solani f. sp. phaseoli,
macroconidiosporefil to germinateandayellow-green

flourescenceand a browning of the infection site
indicative of a hypersensitiveesponsds seenwithin
24 h.p.i. [Teasdale et al., 1974] Resistanceis
preceededby the increasedaccumulatiorof atleast21
"defense" proteins within 8 h.p.i [Wagoner et al.,
1982]. Whenpodswereheat-shockeat 40°Cfor 2hr.
prior to a 6 hr. inoculation, extensivegrowth of the
incompatible F. solani f. sp. phaseoli was seen
[HadwigerandWagoner,1983],defenseproteinswere
suppressedand no hypersensitive response was
evidentby 24 h.p.i. Whenheatshockwasfollowed by
a 9 hr. recovery period, inhibition of fungal growth
and expressionof defense proteins were restored,
althoughonly a partial recoveryof the hypersensitive
responsewas seen. Interestingly, pod tissue heat-
shockedafter 6 h.p.i could still inhibit germination,
althoughno hypersensitiveesponsavas evidentat 24
h.p.i. These data suggestthat suppressionof spore
germinationrequiresan active responsehat occursin
the first 6 hr. after inoculation,and doesnot require
hypersensitivity.

Differential screeningof a cDNA library [Riggleman
et al., 1985] preparedfrom endocarptissue treated
with F. solani f. sp. phaseoli was usedto isolate
"diseaseaesistancaespons€Drr) cDNAs" [Fristensky
et al., 1989. Membersof the Drr49 multigenefamily
encodea 17 kD intracellularproteinwhosemRNA is
inducedby the elicitor chitosan,aswell asF. solani f.
sp. phaseoli. Accordingto the nomenclatureof van
Loon et al., [van Loon et al., 1994] this multigene
family will henceforthbe referredto as PR10.PR10
homologueshave subsequentlybeen identified as
PcPR1 in parsley [Somssich et al.,, 1988],
pathogenesis-relateTH-2 in potato [Matton and
Brisson,1989], PvPR1and PvPR2in bean[Walter et
al., 1990], AoPR1in asparagu$wWarneret al., 1993],
and alfalfa [Esnault et al., 1993]; stress-induced
SAM22 andH4 in soybeariCrowell et al., 1992]; the
major birch pollen allergen Betvl [Breitenderet al.,
1989]andabscisicacid (ABA)-responsiveABR17 and
ABR18 in pea [lturriaga et al., 1994]. While the
function of PR10is not yet known, a proteinisolated
from Ginseng with 60-70% sequenceidentity with
parsley PR10 was reported to have ribonuclease
activity [Moiseyev et al., 1994]

The evolutionof geneexpressiorhasseldombeen
specifically addressedn any experimentalcontext,
particularly not in plant/pathogen interactions.
Therefore all we attemptto accomplishin this studyis
to determinewhetherdivergencein gene expression
accompanies divergence in infection phenotype,
betweenclosely-relatedspecies.This will shedsome
light on the time scale needed for significant
divergence in gene expression to occur. PR10



expressiorwasassayedndcomparedo thatof chitinase
and chalconesynthase(CHS) in four pea species(P.
sativum, P. humile, P. elatius and P. fulvum) and two
Lathyrus species(L. sativus and L. tingitanus) which
exhibiteda rangeof infection phenotypesvith F. solani.
We showthatresistancen P. sativum wasaccompanied
by a strong induction of PR10 genesat 8 hr. post-
inoculation, while susceptibility in wild legumeswas
associatedwith later or weakerinduction. The PR10.1,
PR10.2subfamily was strongly-expresseth responsdo
Fusarium, while the PR10.3genewasmuchmoreweakly
expressed, amorfgjsum species.

MATERIALSAND METHODS

Plant material and fungal strains

Wild accessionsf Pisum (P. humile 713, P. elatius 721
andP. fulvum 706) usedin this studywereobtainedfrom
N. O. Polans, Northern lllinois University, U.S.A.
Lathyrus sativus L720060andL. tingitanus Nc 8f-3 were
kindly provided by C. Campbell, Agriculture Canada
Research Station, Morden, Canada. P. sativum c.v.
Alaska was purchasedrom W. Atlee Burpeeand Co.,
Warminister,PA. Strainsof Fusarium solani f. sp. pisi
andF. solani f.sp.phaseoli wereobtainedirom American
Type Culture Collection (Accessionnumbers38136and
38135respectively) Culturesweregrownandmaintained
on Potato Dextrose Agar (PDA) plates supplemented
with a few milligrams of finely choppedpea leaf and
stem tissue.

All the Pisum and Lathyrus plants were grown in
growthroomsin potsin 2:1:1 soil:sand:peainix undera
day/ night cycle of 16/8 hourswith temperature®f 22
/15 °C, respectivelyThe averagdight intensityusing1/3
0-lux wide spectrumto 2/3 cool white was 340 u e m2
secl.

Pod inoculation procedure

Immaturepods (lessthan2 cm in length; five podsper
treatmenthavingno developedseedwereharvestedrom
plants, slit longitudinally along the suture lines, and
placedwith the freshly openedside up in a sterile petri-

dish. Fifty pl of a 10° macroconidia/misuspensiorwas
spreacevenlyon the pod. The plateswerethenincubated
at room temperatureunder continuousflorescentlight

and samplesof the pod halves harvestedat 8 and 48

hours.Podstreatedwith sterile distilled water servedas
controls.

Staining and light microscopy

Inoculatedpodswere stainedwith 0.1% cotton blue (or

trypanblue) in lactophenol(Anhydrouslactophenob7%

v/v; cottonblue 0.1 g w/v) for 30 sec.,followed by a dip

in distilled water. Podswere blotted dry on Kimwipes.

Thin sectionsof endocargissuewereprepareddy slicing

or sawinginoculatedpodsat a low angle,relativeto the

pod surface,using a scalpelwith a #10 blade. Sections
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were wet-mountedwith coverslipsand photographed
using Kodak Gold 100 film (GA135) on a
photomicroscopgCarl Zeiss model # 63953). Pods
were scoredfor resistanceat 8 h.p.i. accordingto the
criteria in Table 1. Five pods per treatmentwere
examined. At least five fields on each pod were
examinedfor scoring. Resultsfrom six independent
experiments were averaged.

Table 1. Extent of hyphal proliferation on different host species.

F. solani f. sp.phaseoli F.solani f. sp.pis

8 h.p.i. 48 h.p.i. 8 h.p.i. 48 h.p.i.
P. sativum - - + #
P. humile + # + #
P. elatius ++ # ++ #
P. fulvum +++ # +++ #
L. sativus ++++ # ++++ #
L. tingitanus  +++++ # +H+++ #

Score Light microscopy (8 hpi)  Appearence of pods (48

hpi)
Less than 10% sporesLight brown lesions; no
germinating; maceration.

Germination tube less than
1/4th the size of the spore.

+ More than 50% sporesPinhead size dark brown
germinating; lesions; litle or no
Germination tube betweenmaceration of tissue.
1/4to 1/2 X thelengthof the

spore.
++ More than 50% sporesPinhead size dark brown
germinating; lesions; litle or no

Germination tube ~1/2-1 X maceration of tissue.
the length of the spore.

More than 50% sporeslLarger than pinhead size
germinating; dark brown lesions;little or
Germinationtube~1-2 X the no maceration of tissue.
length of the spore.

More than 50%
germinating;
Germinationtube~2-3 X the
length of the spore.

More than 50%
germinating;

Germinationtube more than
3 X the length of the spore.

+++

++++ sporesLarge coalescing lesions;

tissue macerated.

+++++ sporesLarge coalescing lesions;

tissue macerated.

# Hyphal growth too denseto Same as above.
score.

DNA extraction and Southern blotting

Peahypocotylsandyoungleaveswerefrozenin liquid
nitrogenand groundto a fine powderusing a mortar
andpestle.Oneml of extractionbuffer [100 MM Tris-
HCI (pH 8.0), 50 mM EDTA, 500 mM NacCl, 1.25%
SDS]wasaddedper 100mg of tissueandincubatedat



65 °C for 20 min. KOAc was added to a final
concentratiorof 3 M and the sampleswere kept on ice
for 20 min., followed by centrifugationat 12,0009 for 15
min. The supernatantvas extractedtwice with an equal
volume of TE (10 mM Tris Cl pH 8.0, 1 mM EDTA)-
equilibrated phenol. DNA was precipitated with 1
volume of isopropanol, reprecipitated with 2.5 vol.
ethanoland0.1vol. 3 M NaOAc (pH 5.2), andthe pellet
dried and resuspended in TE.

For Southernblotting, 15 pg of genomicDNA from

cDNAs, respectivelyFristenskyet al., 1988] recloned
betweenthe Sal | and Hind Ill sites of Bluescript
KSm13+.pCC2 containsthe PR10.PS.3yeneon a 3
kb Sal | fragment [Chiang and Hadwiger, 1990]
subclonedinto pUC18. p49cKS containsthe 868bp
Nsil/Xbal coding sequencefragment from pCC2,
reclonedinto Pstl/Xbal-digested BluescriptkKSm13+.
DC-CHIT-26 is a peabasicchitinasegene[Chang et
al., 1995;GB:L37876]clonedbetweerthe CaMV 35S
promoter and the NOS terminator in pBI121

each specieswas digestedwith EcoRl, electrophoresed (Clontech). pPCHS2KS is the 1.6 kb pea chalcone

through0.8%agarosen 1X 0.04M Tris acetate).002M
EDTA (TAE) buffer, blotted onto Zeta probe GT
membraneand UV crosslinkedusing the auto-crosslink
mode of UV Stratalinker1800 from Stratageng(1200
microjoulesfor 30 seconds).The blot was probedwith
PR10probe(see"Preparatiorof probes"),exceptthat 15
pg of pUC18 plasmid was included in the labelling
reaction to detect thélind 111, pUC18Hinf | marker.
RNA extraction and Northern blotting

RNA was extractedfrom pods treatedwith fungus or
water-treatedcontrols at 8 and 48 h.p.i. RNA was
extracted using a combination of the small-scale
procedurdor rapidisolationof plantRNAs [Verwoerdet
al, 1989] and the phenol-chloroformmethod for RNA
extraction [Ausubel et al., 1994]. Briefly, tissue was
groundto a fine powderin liquid nitrogen,then mixed
with hot (80 °C) extractionbuffer [(1:1) phenol:( 0.1 M
LiCl, 200mM Tris-HCI pH 8,10 mM EDTA, 1% SDS)]
to makea looseslurry (2-3 ml per g of tissue).One-half
volumeof chloroformwasaddedandthe suspensiomvas
mixed by vortexing. After centrifugationfor 15 minutes
at975g, theaqueouphasewasremovedo a freshtube.
Onethird volume of an8 M solutionof LiCl wasadded,
then RNA collectedby centrifugationfor 10 min after
overnight incubation at 4 °C. The RNA pellet was
dissolvedin 250 ul of Diethyl pyrocarbonatg DEPC)
treated, sterile distilled water, reprecipitatedwith 0.1
volumeof 3 M NaOAcpH 5.2 and2.5vol. of ethanolon
ice for 20 min, centrifuged20 min at 13,000rpm (15,000
0), and the pellet redissolvedin DEPC-treatedsterile
distilled water.

Ten micrograms total RNA was denaturedusing
formaldehyde denaturation protocol [Ausubel et al.,
1994]for RNA gel blot analysisand separatedn 1.2%
agarose-formaldehydgels,blottedonto nylon membrane
(Zeta-probe) using conditions recommendedby the
manufacturerand hybridized with 32P labelled, random
primed probein 0.25M Na,HPO,, pH 7.2 and 7% SDS

at 65°C. Filters were washed twice with 20 mM
Na,HPO,, pH 7.2 and 5% SDS at 65 °C for 20 min.

Recombinant plasmids
pl49KS and pl176KS consistof the pl49 (PR10.PS.1,
GB::X13383) and pl176 (PR10.PS.2; GB::M18249)
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synthaseEcoR | fragmentfrom pCHS2[Harker et al.,
1990]recloned into Bluescript KSm13+.
Preparation of probes

All the probeswerelabeledwith «®?P-dCTPusingthe
randomprimed DNA labelling systemfrom GIBCO-
BRL. ConservedPR10 probe was preparedfrom a
PCR fragmentamplified from pCC2 using conserved
primers (0C49+3:cttactccaaaggttatt and
0C49-5:taaggaacttctcctttagjhich amplify all known
PR10genesin pea.The amplified bandwas isolated
from agaroseagel usingPrep-A-GendNA purification
matrix from Bio-Rad (Hercules, U.S.A))

Chitinase probe was preparedby digesting DC-
CHIT-26 with Hind 1l and Eco RI to releasethe
chitinase coding sequencealong with CaMV 35S
promoter and NOS terminator. The insert was gel-
purified using Prep-A-Gene DNA purification matrix.

Chalconesynthaseprobe was made by labelling
total pCHS2KS circular plasmid.

Prepar ation of subfamily-specific probes

Probes specific for individual PR10 genes were
generatedby making use of a conservedBamH1
restriction site near the 3' end of the protein coding
region(140bp 5' from the translationaktop codon)of
both the PR10.1and PR10.3genes A secondBamHlI
site was presentin the polylinker at the 3' end of the
insert in PR10.1 plasmid allowing the isolation of
roughly a 1 kb fragment containing the 3' coding
sequenceaand 3' flanking DNA. In the PR10.3clone
(pCC2),a secondBamH]I site was presentin theinsert
at 480 bp 3' of the stop codon, allowing the isolation of
a 716 bp BamHI fragmentcontainingthe 3' end of the
codingsequencand3' flanking DNA. Both fragments
wereseparatedy gel electrophoresis;ut from the gel
and recoveredfrom the gel slice using the Prep-A-
Genekit from Bio-Rad.Therecoveredragmentsvere
labelled according to the method described above.
Preparation of Markers

Marker PR10.1was a mixture of equimolaramounts
of pl49KS (PR10.1)digestswith Pst | (3343 426),
Hind Il (3769 and Hind IIl/Xho | double digest
(2943 826). The numbersn parenthesesepresenthe
size in base pairs of fragments released. The



underlinedfragmentsrepresenthe bandsthat hybridize (3806,Hindlll/Pstl (3283 523) andHind3/Sacl (2888,
with PR10 subfamily-specific probes. 918).
Marker PR10.2was preparedby mixing equimolar Marker M waspreparedoy mixing separataligests
amountsof the following pl176KS (PR10.2)digests:Pst  of lambdaDNA with Hind Il andpUC219with Hinf I.
| (3336 427), Hind lll (3763, Pwu Il (2519 1244 and Onenanogranof eachDNA markerwasdenatured
Hind 111/Xho | double digest2943 820). in formaldehydeas describedabove prior to loading
Marker PR10.3was preparedby mixing equimolar on formaldehyde gels.
amounts of the following p49cKS digests: Hindlll

f. sp.phasedli f. sp.pis

P. sativum

P. humile

P. elatius




P. fulvum

L. sativus

L. tingitanus

s
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Figure 1. Light micrographs oFusarium solani f. sp.phaseoli (a-f) andF. solani f. sp.pisi (g-1) macroconidia on the endocarp tissu®istim and
Lathyrus speciesat 8 hourspostinoculation.Panelsa-f showf. sp.phaseoli on P. sativum (&), P. humile (b), P. elatius (c), P. fulvum (d), L. sativus
e)andL. tingitanus (f). Panelsg-l showf. sp.pisi on P. sativum (g), P. humile (h), P. eatius (i), P. fulvum (j), L. sativus (k) andL. tingitanus (I).

Interactionsare arrangedn increasinginfection phenotypescore(Table 1) from top to bottom. Magnificationsare indicatedat the lower right
cornerof eachplate. Arrows indicatethe interval betweenthe sporeapexandthe hyphaltip. Due to unevenessf the endocarpsurface,entire
hypha can seldom be visualized in a single focal plane.



RESULTS

Divergence of infection phenotypes in Pisum and
Lathyrus

As describedn the heatshockexperimentsited in the
Introduction,  inhibition of macroconidiospore
germinationrequires an active responseby peatissue
within the first 6 hoursafter inoculation. Therefore,this
work focuses on the early hours postinoculation.
Compatibility of F. solani raceswith Pisum or Lathyrus
specieswas measuredwith respectto percent spore
germinationand extentof hyphal growth at 8 h.p.i, as
describedn methodsResultsaresummarizedn Table1.
Figure 1a showsthat on P. sativum, the incompatibleF.
solani f. sp. phaseoli doesnot germinatewhile f. sp. pisi
exhibits germinationbut very little hyphal growth by 8
h.p.i(Fig. 10)

Wild Pisum and Lathyrus permitted more hyphal
proliferation than domesticpea(Table 1). The delay in
hyphal growth at 8 h.p.i. was lesspronouncedn these
specieghanin P. sativum (Fig. 1). Theclosestrelative of
gardenpea, P. humile, inhibited both pathogensalbeit
moreweakly thanP. sativum. Germtubesat 8 h.p.i. were
about ¥%-%: the size of the spores(Fig.1 b and h). P.
elatius and P. fulvum were even more permissive to
hyphal growth of both the pathogenswith scoresof ++
and +++ respectively(Table 1, Fig 1c, d, i andj). Both
Lathyrus species allowed extensive growth of both
pathogensvith germtubesmorethantwice thelengthof
the spordFig. 1e, f, k and I) within this same period.

The ratingsin Table 1 are averagedesultsfrom six
experimentsyepresentinghe majority of sporesscored
for a given treatmentNotwithstandingfwo observations
mustbe made First, in all treatmentsomeungerminated
spores could be found, even in casessuch as the
interactionof L. sativus with F. solani f. sp. phaseoli in
which the vast majority of sporeshad extensivehyphal
growth by 8 h.p.i. Secondly,on all hosts except P.
sativum, a small percentageof spores appearedto
completely escapesuppressiornof hyphal growth, with
hyphae 3 or more times the length of the spore.

PR10 is present as a multigene family in Pisum and
Lathyrus

In orderto confirm the presencef homologousPR10
sequencem Pisum and Lathyrus speciesthe P. sativum
PR10.1genewasusedasa probein a DNA gel blot of
Pisum andLathyrus specieqFig. 2). Bandpatternsin all
speciesvere consistentwith 3-5 genecopiesper haploid
genome demonstratinghe existenceof PR10multigene
families in each species.P. sativum and its closest
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Figure 2. GenomicDNA gel blot analysisof P. sativum (Ps), P.
humile (Ph), P. datius (Pe), P. fulvum (Pf), L. sativus (Ls) and L.

tingitanus (Lt) genomicDNA using 32P-labelledPR10.1probe. The
relationshipsbetween taxa, as describedin the introduction, are
representedn a cladogram Fifteen microgramsof Eco RI-digested
genomic DNA was loadedin eachlane. M = LambdaHind IlI,

pUC19Hinf | marker.

Lathyrus. Finally, the lower bandintensity seenin the
Lathyrus lanessuggestshat Pisum andLathyrus PR10
geneshavedivergedsubstantiallyThe conservatiorof
bands within Pisum, but not between Pisum and
Lathyrus, is consistentwith the fact that between-
speciesdivergencehas been more recent than the
divergenceof Pisum and Lathyrus. The interfertility
between Pisum species, although partial [Waines,
1975], may also have contributedto the observed
interspecific band conservation.

Diver gence of gene expression patterns

P. sativum

In P. sativum, which is resistantto F. solani f. sp.
phaseoli, PR10 mRNA was presentat high levels
within 8 h.p.i. (Fig. 3) but decreasedh abundancéy
48 h.p.i. A similar patternwasobservedvith CHS and
chitinasegenesbut the signal was much weakerthan
that of PR10 (Fig. 3).

relative,P. humile, share a common 9.4 kb band, while an [N contrast,P. sativum inhibits the germinationof

8.0 kb bandis commonto all Pisum speciesexceptP.
humile. P. humile andP. fulvum share a 3.4 kb band. No
bands appear to be conserved betwistm and

F. solani f. sp. pisi sporesat 8 h.p.i. althoughby 48
h.p.i.,thefungusis observedo grow uninhibited.At 8

h.p.i., PR10 was observed to be induced to a high level
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Figure 3. Expressiorof PR10,CHS andchitinase(CHIT) mRNA in pod
tissueof Pisum and Lathyrus speciesinoculatedwith F. solani f. sp.
phaseoli for 8 or 48 hours.RNA gel blots (5 pug per lane) were probed
with 32P-labelledPR10,CHS andchitinaseprobes The samefilters were
sequentially stripped and reprobedto maintain consistencybetween
experimentsPs = P. sativum, Ph = P. humile, Pe = P. elatius, Pf = P.
fulvum, Ls = L. sativus and Lt = L. tingitanus. M -1, -2, -3 = PR10.1,
PR10.2andPR10.3markersasdescribedn themethodssection.h.p.i. =
hours post inoculation. Becausethe CHS probe was made from total
plasmid, some marker bandshybridize, whereasthe CHIT probe was
madefrom isolatedinsert,resultingin no markerhybridization.Thelarge
spot at the right of the CHIT figure is an artifact.

in responseto this pathogen(Fig. 4). However, unlike
that with F. solani f. sp. phaseoli, expressionof PR10
wasmaintainedat high level up to 48 hour. CHS mRNA
was much less abundantthan PR10 but exhibited the
same pattern at both time-points (Fig. 4). Chitinase
MRNA was also detectablewithin 8 h.p.i. andits level
rose by 48 h.p.i.

P. humile

P. humile which partially inhibited both pathogens
(Tablel), alsoexpresse®R10to highlevelsat8 h.p.i.in
responseéo F. solani f. sp.phaseoli, albeitlower thanthat
in P. sativum (Fig. 3). CHS and chitinasemRNA were
barely detectablen P. humile at 8 h.p.i. but appearedy
48 h.p.i.

In responseto F. solani f. sp. pisi, PR10transcript
wasabundangt 8 h.p.i.,accumulatingo higherlevelsby
48 h.p.i. (Fig. 4). Chitinaseand CHS mRNAs exhibiteda
stronger signal at 48 h.p.i than at 8 h.p.i.

F. solani §. sp. pisi
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Figure 4. Expressionof PR10, CHS and chitinasemRNA in pod
tissueof Pisum and Lathyrus speciesnoculatedwith F. solani f. sp.
pis for 8 and 48 hours. All other experimentalconditions and
annotations are the same as in Fig. 3.

P. elatius

P. elatius allowedmoderategrowth of bothF. solani f.

sp. phaseoli andf. sp. pisi (Table 1). In responseo
both pathogensPR10 was expressedo high levels
within 8 h.p.i. with the expressionincreasingby 48
h.p.i (Figs. 3 and 4). A similar patternwas observed
for chitinaseand CHS with both pathogensalthough
transcript abundance was much lower (Figs. 3 and 4).

P. fulvum

Both F. solani f. sp.phaseoli andf. sp.pisi wereable
to grow relatively uninhibitedon P. fulvum (Table1).
It showeda remarkablysimilar expressiorpatternfor
all three genesin responseto both pathogensThis
patternwascharacterizedy very low to undetectable
expressionat 8 h.p.i. followed by relatively higher
transcript accumulation at 48 h.p.i. (Figs. 3 and 4).

L. sativus

L. sativus allowed both fungi to germinateand grow
rapidly (Table 1). PR10 expressionwas somewhat
greater at 48 h.p.i than 8 h.p.i, while CHS and
chitinasetranscriptswere barely detectedin response
to either pathogen(Figs 3 and 4). This does not
necessarilymply low expressiorof thesegenesn L.
sativus. It is possible that the latter two pea probes
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Figure 5. Differential expressiorof PR10subfamiliesin Pisum andLathyrus speciesn reponseto inoculationwith F. solani f. sp. phaseoli using
the subfamily-specifiqprobesderivedfrom the 3' untranslatedegionof the genesasdescribedn Methods.Total RNA is visualizedin ethidium
bromidestainingin the upperright panel.All otherexperimentakonditionsandannotationsarethe sameasin Fig. 3. Histogramgto the right of
gelimagesrepresenthe meansof normalizedsignalfrom autoradiogramasmeasuredy densitometryEachhistogramrepresentshe meanof at
least3 experimentsThe standarderror of the meanis indicatedby vertical lines superimpose@n eachbar. Sinceautoradiographisignalsfor
many values fell outside the linear response range of the film, the histograms underestimate the differences between treatments.
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Figure 6. Differential expressiorof PR10subfamiliesin Pisum andLathyrus speciesn reponseo inoculationwith F. solani f. sp. pisi usingthe
subfamily-specificprobesderivedfrom the 3' untranslatedegion of the genesas describedin Methods.All other experimentalconditionsand
annotationsrethe sameasin Fig. 5. Note thatthe upperribosomalbandsin the EtBr-stainedgel appearfaint, dueto quenchingoy xylenecyanol

dye.



hybridize only weakly due to
conservation betwed?isum andLathyrus.

L. tingitanus

In L. tingitanus, which allowed maximumfungal growth
among all the tested host species(Table 1), PR10
transcript was detectableby 8 h.p.i (Figs 3 and 4),

accumulatingo higherlevelsby 48 h.p.i. CHS RNA was
hardly detectablen this specieqFigs 3 and4). Chitinase
was not detectableat 8 h.p.i with either pathogenbut
sometranscriptaccumulationwvasobservedat48 h.p.i.in

response to both pathogens.

Differential expression of PR10 subfamilies
Conservatiorof distinct PR10subfamilieswithin Pisum
and Lathyrus species prompted us to question if
expressionpatternsfor PR10 subfamily membersare
consistentthroughoutPisum, or whetherthesepatterns
changealong with the observedchangesn germination
and hyphal growth. Subfamily-specific probes were
constructedrom the C-terminalprotein coding regions,
extendinginto the 3' non-transcribedegionof eachgene
(seeMethods).Theseprobeswerethenusedin gel blots
using RNA isolated from different host species
inoculatedwith F. solani f. sp. phaseoli or f. sp. pis to
determindf eachsubfamilywasactivein differenthosts.
The specificity of theseprobeswasverified by the useof
plasmids containing PR10.1, PR10.2 and PR10.3
sequencesas internal controls on each RNA blot. In
Figures5 and 6, the PR10.1probehybridizedto PR10.1
and PR10.2, but not to PR10.3. The PR10.3 specific
probe hybridized only to the PR10.3 plasmid. The
strongersignalwith the PR10.1probeascomparedo the
PR10.3 probe indicates that PR10.1/PR10.2ubfamily
specific transcriptsaccumulatein greaterabundanceas
comparedto PR10.3transcripts,in Pisum and Lathyrus
inoculatedwith F. solani. Low signalin Lathyrus under
higher stringencyhybridization and washing conditions

lack of sequence with the PR10.1,2orobe,signalfor Lathyrus speciess

muchweakerthanfor Pisum speciesStrongersignals
were obtainedin Lathyrus using non-specificprobes.
This result is not surprising, since the subfamily-
specificprobescontainonly the C-terminalpart of the
coding region, as well asthe 3' untranslatedegion,
which are likely to be the most divergent, between
species. This would be consistent with resultSign 2

in which weakerautoradiographisignal is also seen
in hybridization with Lathyrus genomic DNA, as
compared to Pisum DNA. Interestingly, signal
intensitiesusing the peaPR10.3probeare comparable
in bothPisum andLathyrus.

DISCUSSION

How plant defensegenefamilies evolve may provide
animportantclue to our understandin@f how disease
resistanceevolves.In orderto study the evolution of
defensegene expression,it was necessaryto first
determinewvhetherinfection phenotypdiffered within

a setof closely-relatedspeciesSinceit is not possible
to directly observespeciationin progress,the best
alternativeis to study a range of species,some of
which arepartly interfertile, and otherswhich arenot.
At the sametime, few papersin the plant pathology
literatureexamineinteractionsn wild plantspeciespr
comparea resistanceesponseén a domesticplantwith
thatin awild plant. Thisis animportantpoint, because
the strong bias towards domestic species is
undoubtedly skewing our picture of host/pathogen
interactions.For both of thesereasons,we selected
Pisum andLathyrus species for this study.

Pod endocarptissuefrom P. sativum inhibited the
germination of macroconidia of F. solani f. sp.
phaseoli. P. humile, which is most closely-relatedto
P. sativum, exhibiteda phenotypemore similar to P.
sativum than the other two wild specieswith a
relatively stronginhibition to germinationof F. solani

indicates that PR10 genes have diverged substantially andp phaseoli spores. Lathyrus species,which are
is consistent with low signal in the DNA gel blot (Fig 2).fyrther divergedfrom Pisum, weremorepermissiveto

Expression patterns seen with PR10 subfamily-
specificprobes(Fig. 5 & 6) generallyagreedwith results
using non-specific PR10 probes (Fig. 3 & 4). In P.
sativum pods inoculatedwith F. solani f. sp. phaseoli
(Figs 3, 5) expressiorof PR10.1/PR10.2and PR10.3is
stronger at 8 h.p.i than at 48 h.p.i. In P. humile,
expressiorat 8 and48 h.p.i. arefairly uniform, although
in some experimentsgreaterexpressionwas seenat 8
h.p.i.In P. elatius, P. fulvum andL. tingitanus expression
at48 h.p.i. is strongerthanat 8 h.p.i. In tissueinoculated
with F. solani f. sp. pisi (Figs. 4, 6) expressiorof PR10
geness typically weakerat 8 h.p.i.thanat 48 h.p.i. One
differencebetweenresultsobtainedwith the non-specific
PR10probe,versusthe subfamiliy-specifiqprobesjs that
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hyphalgrowth.A similarincreasen compatibilitywas
seenin theinteractionwith the peapathogenF. solani
f. sp. pisi. While theseexperimentgdo not specifically
examine variation of defenseresponsewithin each
species,it is worth noting that the divergence of
interaction phenotypeappearsto be gradualbecause
neighbouring species always had the most similar
scores.

Changes in the interaction phenotype across
species were accompanied by divergence of
expression patterns for PR10, CHS and chitinase
genesUsing the samebasicchitinaseprobe,Changet
al. [1995] also detectedinduction of chitinase in
responseo F. solani, while CHS expressiorhas not



previouslybeenstudiedin this pathosystemWhile there
are some similarities between the PR10 pattern of
expressiorandthoseof CHS andchitinase therearealso
some apparentdifferencesin the timing and levels of
respectivetranscript accumulation(Fig. 3 & 4). Thus,
while someregulatory pathwaysmay be sharedamong
these gene families, our data do not point to a strict
coordinate regulation.

Resistancavasaccompaniedy expressiorof defense
genesat 8 h.p.i. In P. sativum, P. humile and P. elatius,
significant accumulationof PR10occurswithin 8 h.p.i.
All threespecieshowfewerthan50% sporegermination
for both pathogensaswell aslittle or no hyphalgrowth
at this time (Fig. 1). In P. fulvum, L. sativus and L.
tingitanus, which allow greaterthan 50% germination
and extensive hyphal growth by 8 h.p.i., there is

[1996] have identified PR10 genesin Medicago
truncatula that are induced during nodule
developmentbut not expressedn roots. While the
latter two studiesdid not use gene-specificprobes,
they do providefurther evidencethat geneexpression
patterns for PR10 genes change from speciesto
species,both with respectto developmentand to
plant/microbe interactions.

To our knowledge the divergenceof defensegene
regulationhasnot beencomparedamongothergroups
of closely-relatedspecies.Therefore,it is not known
whetherthe evolution of defensegeneregulationin
generalis as dynamicasthat seenin this study. It is
commonlyobservedhatnon-codingsequencesvolve
more rapidly than protein coding sequences.For
example,3' untranslatedregions of genesare often

substantially less PR10 mRNA accumulation at 8 hoursusedasgene-specifigprobesdueto their characteristic

All speciesexceptP. sativum show a similar pattern
of expressiorof PR10genesduring infectionwith either
F. solani f. sp. pisi or F. solani f. sp. phaseoli. This
patternis characterizedby either a weak or moderate
signal in the first 8 h.p.i., followed by a stronger
induction by 48 hours.In contrast,P. sativum showsa
high accumulationof PR210 transcriptat 8 hours after
infection with either pathogenfollowed by a declinein
transcriptlevels by 48 hoursin caseof F. solani f. sp.
phaseoli, but similar levels of expressionat both time
points after infection with F. solani f. sp. pisi. These
resultsparallel the observatiorthat on P. sativum tissue
inoculatedwith F. solani f. sp. phaseoli, hyphal growth
was completelysuppressedyhereason tissueinoculated
with F. solani f. sp.pisi, growthis initiated, butis halted,
to resume at later times.

PeaPR10hybridizedto multiple bandsin the Eco RI
digestedgenomicDNA from wild Pisum and Lathyrus,
indicatingthat PR10existsasa multigenefamily in these
taxa. RNA gel blot analysis using PR10 subfamily-
specific probes showed that PR10.1/2 subfamily
transcriptsincreasedgreatly in responseto F. solani
while that of PR10.3 subfamily ranged from weak to
undetectabldan all species.Mylona et al., [1994] have
independently cloned the pea PR10.3 cDNA while
isolating genesexpressedin root epidermisand root-
hairs.PR10.3(referredto asRH2in thatpaper)transcript
wasfar more abundanin rootsthan transcriptsdetected
using PR210.1-specific oligonucleotides. Further,
inoculationof roots with Rhizobium leguminosarum bv.
viciae did not have any detectableeffect on the already
high PR10.3transcriptaccumulationput causeda slight
increase in accumulation of PR210.1 transcript over
control levels. Savouréet al. [1997] demonstratedhat
PR10genesin the legumeMedicago sativa are induced
by Nod (nodulation)factorsin suspensiorculture, but
expressedonstitutivelyin roots.In contrastGamasetal.
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lack of conservation,relative to translatedregions
[Deanetal., 1985]. However,it is not known whether
regulatorysequencalivergenceis responsiblefor the
divergencein PR10 gene expressionobservedhere.
Another posibility is that changes in signal
transduction pathways, perhaps even the same
pathwaysleading to the observedchangesinfection
phenotype,are responsiblefor divergencein PR10
gene expression patterns.

Since dozensof genesmay be involved in the
defenseresponseand most of these are presentas
multigenefamilies, the preciseset of genesactivated
in responseo a given pathogenand their patternsof
regulation, could vary enormously, within and
betweenspecies.As a consequencethe phenotypic
diversity of plant populations,with respectto their
responseo pathogensmay be greaterthan revealed
by typical gene expression studies.

Demonstratinga causallink betweenthe changes
in basiccompatibility betweerplantandpathogerand
the evolution of defensemultigenefamilies is beyond
the scopeof any single study such as this. In this
paper, only three out of the multitude of known
defensegeneswere studied.However,it is fair to say
that one component underlying that phenotypic
diversity may be differential regulation of genes within
multigene families encoding defense proteins.
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