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The defenseresponsein plantschallengedwith pathogensis characterizedby the activationof a diverseset of
genes.Many of the samegenesareinducedin the defenseresponsesof a wide rangeof plant species.How plant
defensegene families evolve may thereforeprovide an important clue to our understandingof how disease
resistanceevolves.Becausestudiesusually focus on a single host species,little data are available regarding
changesin defensegeneexpressionpatternsasspeciesdiverge.The expressionof defense-inducedgenesPR10,
chitinaseand chalconesynthasewas assayedin four pea species(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, resistancewasaccompaniedby a stronginductionof defensegenesat 8 hr.
post-inoculation.Weakerinductionwasseenin susceptibleinteractionsin wild species.Divergencein thetiming of
PR10expressionwasmost striking betweenP. sativum and its closestrealtive,P. humile. Two membersof this
multigene family, designatedPR10.1and PR10.2,are strongly-expressedin responseto Fusarium, while the
PR10.3geneis moreweakly expressed,amongPisum species.The rapidity with which PR10expressionevolves
raises the question, is divergenceof defensegene expressiona part of the phenotypicdiversity underlying
plant/pathogen coevolution? 

INTRODUCTION 
Molecular and genetic evidence support a two-tiered
mechanismof inducedplant defensein which resistance
genes carry out signal transduction leading to the
activationof defensegenes[Dangl et al., 1995]. While
many studies have examinedthe expressionof genes
associatedwith the defense response of plants to
pathogens,thesestudiestypically focuson a singlehost
speciesor ecotype,or on differential lines isogenicfor a
single resistancelocus. Little is known about whether
patternsof defensegeneexpressionareconservedamong
closely-related species. In general, protein coding
sequencestend to be more highly conservedthan non-
coding sequencessuch as intron or promoter regions.
Yet, if regulatoryregionshavemorefreedomto diverge,
then their expressionpatternsmight evolve rapidly as
well. That is, even among closely-relatedspecies,or
amongecotypesof a givenspecies,thedevelopmentalor
environmentalcontexts in which a gene is expressed
could be quite varied. 

Genesassociatedwith inducible defenseresponses
include thoseencodingenzymesof the phenylpropanoid
pathway which are involved both in lignin production and
synthesisof antimicrobialphytoalexins[Dixon andPaiva,
1995],aswell asa growing list of "pathogenesisrelated
(PR) proteins" [van Loon and van Kammen, 1970].
While the functionsof many of the PR-proteinsremain

unknown [van Loon et al., 1994], others encode
hydrolytic enzymes such as chitinases and
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glucanases [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; Koes et al., 1989; van
Tunenet al., 1988;Corbinet al., 1987;Douglaset al.,
1987], the divergenceof expressionpatternsfor these
genes could affect host/pathogen compatibility.
However, before this questioncan even begin to be
addressed,it is first necessaryto assessthe degreeto
which defensegene expressionis conservedamong
closely-relatedspecies.If evolution of defense gene
expression is part of host/pathogen coevolution,
then it should be possible to detect changes in 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
Leguminosae,tribe Fabeae(=Vicieae)within theorder
Fabales[Waines,1975]. Pisum consistsof the garden
peaP. sativum and threewild species,P. humile, P.

1

ar
X

iv
:q

-b
io

.P
E

/0
31

00
03

  v
1 

 5
 O

ct
 2

00
3



elatius andP. fulvum [Palmeret al., 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], crossesbetween P. fulvum and other
Pisum speciesresult in seedset only when P. fulvum is
the male parent. Additional data from electrophoretic
patternsof albumin and globulin [Waines, 1975] and
chloroplastDNA polymorphismin Pisum [Palmeret al.,
1985]haveled taxonomiststo considerP. fulvum to bea
distinct speciesand P. sativum to be an aggregateof P.
humile, P. elatius andP. sativum. Within this aggregate,
P. humile is consideredto betheclosestwild relativeand
the direct progenitor of cultivated pea. 

Podendocarptissueaswell asseedlingtissuefrom P.
sativum is susceptibleto infection with the peapathogen
Fusarium solani f. sp.pisi. However,both tissuesexpress
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 differences in pathogengrowth, host
responsessuchasan increasein phenylalanineammonia
lyase (PAL) activity and de novo synthesis of the
phytoalexinpisatin,changesin hostchromatin,andRNA
synthesis[HadwigerandAdams,1978]arenotonly more
rapid but also greater in intensity in responseto the
incompatibleF. solani f. sp. phaseoli [Teasdaleet al.,
1974]. A markedincreasein the rateof 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
suppressesresistanceto F. solani f. sp.phaseoli, whereas
later treatmentshaveno effect on resistance[Hadwiger,
1975; Teasdale et al., 1974]. 

Although the endocarp inoculation system offers
conditionswhich arenot typical of thoseexisting in the
field, the infection phenotypeswith compatible and
incompatibleracesof F. solani havebeenobservedto 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 thecells are
uniformly challenged. 

Resistanceof pea pod tissue to F. solani was
previously demonstrated to be characterized by a
suppressionof germinationor hyphal growth in the first
few hourspostinoculation.Whenpeapodsareinoculated
with the incompatible F. solani f. sp. phaseoli,
macroconidiosporesfail to germinate,anda yellow-green

flourescenceand a browning of the infection site
indicative of a hypersensitiveresponseis seenwithin
24 h.p.i. [Teasdale et al., 1974]. Resistance is
preceededby theincreasedaccumulationof at least21
"defense" proteins within 8 h.p.i [Wagoner et al.,
1982].Whenpodswereheat-shockedat 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 defenseproteins were restored,
althoughonly a partial recoveryof the hypersensitive
responsewas seen. Interestingly, pod tissue heat-
shockedafter 6 h.p.i could still inhibit germination,
althoughno hypersensitiveresponsewasevidentat 24
h.p.i. These data suggestthat suppressionof spore
germinationrequiresan activeresponsethat 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 used to isolate
"diseaseresistanceresponse(Drr) cDNAs" [Fristensky
et al., 1985]. Membersof the Drr49 multigenefamily
encodea 17 kD intracellularproteinwhosemRNA is
inducedby theelicitor chitosan,aswell asF. solani f.
sp. phaseoli. According to 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-relatedSTH-2 in potato [Matton and
Brisson,1989], PvPR1andPvPR2in bean[Walter et
al., 1990], AoPR1 in asparagus[Warneret al., 1993],
and alfalfa [Esnault et al., 1993]; stress-induced
SAM22 andH4 in soybean[Crowell et al., 1992]; the
major birch pollen allergen BetvI [Breitenderet al.,
1989]andabscisicacid(ABA)-responsiveABR17 and
ABR18 in pea [Iturriaga et al., 1994]. While the
function of PR10is not yet known, a protein isolated
from Ginseng with 60-70% sequenceidentity with
parsley PR10 was reported to have ribonuclease
activity [Moiseyev et al., 1994]. 

Theevolutionof geneexpressionhasseldombeen
specifically addressedin any experimentalcontext,
particularly not in plant/pathogen interactions.
Therefore,all weattemptto accomplishin thisstudyis
to determinewhetherdivergencein geneexpression
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
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expressionwasassayedandcomparedto 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 phenotypeswith F. solani.
We showthat resistancein P. sativum wasaccompanied
by a strong induction of PR10 genesat 8 hr. post-
inoculation, while susceptibility in wild legumes was
associatedwith later or weaker induction. The PR10.1,
PR10.2subfamilywasstrongly-expressedin responseto
Fusarium, while thePR10.3genewasmuchmoreweakly
expressed, among Pisum species. 

MATERIALS AND METHODS 
Plant material and fungal strains 
Wild accessionsof Pisum (P. humile 713, P. elatius 721
andP. fulvum 706)usedin this studywereobtainedfrom
N. O. Polans, Northern Illinois University, U.S.A.
Lathyrus sativus L720060andL. tingitanus Nc 8f-3 were
kindly provided by C. Campbell, Agriculture Canada
ResearchStation, Morden, Canada. P. sativum c.v.
Alaska was purchasedfrom W. Atlee Burpeeand Co.,
Warminister,PA. Strainsof Fusarium solani f. sp. pisi
andF. solani f.sp.phaseoli wereobtainedfrom American
Type CultureCollection (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
growth roomsin potsin 2:1:1soil:sand:peatmix undera
day/ night cycle of 16/8 hours with temperaturesof 22
/15 °C, respectively.Theaveragelight intensityusing1/3
0-lux wide spectrumto 2/3 cool white was 340 µ e m-2

sec-1. 
Pod inoculation procedure 
Immaturepods(less than2 cm in length; five podsper
treatment)havingno developedseedwereharvestedfrom
plants, slit longitudinally along the suture lines, and
placedwith the freshly openedsideup in a sterile petri-
dish. Fifty µl of a 106 macroconidia/mlsuspensionwas
spreadevenlyon thepod.Theplateswerethenincubated
at room temperatureunder continuousflorescent light
and samplesof the pod halves harvestedat 8 and 48
hours.Podstreatedwith sterile distilled water servedas
controls. 
Staining and light microscopy 
Inoculatedpodswere stainedwith 0.1% cottonblue (or
trypanblue) in lactophenol(Anhydrouslactophenol67%
v/v; cottonblue0.1 g w/v) for 30 sec.,followed by a dip
in distilled water. Podswere blotted dry on Kimwipes.
Thin sectionsof endocarptissuewerepreparedby slicing
or sawinginoculatedpodsat a low angle,relative to the
pod surface,using a scalpelwith a #10 blade.Sections

were wet-mountedwith coverslipsand photographed
using Kodak Gold 100 film (GA135) on a
photomicroscope(Carl Zeiss model # 63953). Pods
were scoredfor resistanceat 8 h.p.i. accordingto the
criteria in Table 1. Five pods per treatment were
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. pisi

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 +++++ # +++++ #

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

 - Less than 10% spores
germinating;
Germination tube less than
1/4th the size of the spore.

Light brown lesions; no
maceration.

 + More than 50% spores
germinating;
Germination tube between
1/4 to 1/2 X the lengthof the
spore.

Pinhead size dark brown
lesions; little or no
maceration of tissue.

++ More than 50% spores
germinating;
Germination tube ~1/2-1 X
the length of the spore.

Pinhead size dark brown
lesions; little or no
maceration of tissue.

 +++ More than 50% spores
germinating;
Germinationtube~1-2 X the
length of the spore.

Larger than pinhead size
dark brown lesions;little or
no maceration of tissue.

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

Large coalescing lesions;
tissue macerated.

   +++++ More than 50% spores
germinating;
Germinationtube more than
3 X the length of the spore.

Large coalescing lesions;
tissue macerated.

# Hyphal growth too denseto
score.

Same as above.

DNA extraction and Southern blotting 
Peahypocotylsandyoungleaveswerefrozenin liquid
nitrogenand groundto a fine powderusing a mortar
andpestle.Oneml of extractionbuffer [100 mM Tris-
HCl (pH 8.0), 50 mM EDTA, 500 mM NaCl, 1.25%
SDS]wasaddedper100mg of tissueandincubatedat
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65 °C for 20 min. KOAc was added to a final
concentrationof 3 M and the sampleswere kept on ice
for 20min., followed by centrifugationat 12,000g for 15
min. The supernatantwas 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.
ethanoland0.1 vol. 3 M NaOAc(pH 5.2), andthepellet
dried and resuspended in TE. 

For Southernblotting, 15 µg of genomicDNA from
eachspecieswas digestedwith EcoRI, electrophoresed
through0.8%agarosein 1X 0.04M Tris acetate,0.002M
EDTA (TAE) buffer, blotted onto Zeta probe GT
membraneand UV crosslinkedusing the auto-crosslink
mode of UV Stratalinker1800 from Stratagene(1200
microjoulesfor 30 seconds).The blot was probedwith
PR10probe(see"Preparationof probes"),exceptthat 15
pg of pUC18 plasmid was included in the labelling
reaction to detect the /Hind III, pUC18/Hinf I 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
procedurefor rapid isolationof plantRNAs [Verwoerdet
al, 1989] and the phenol-chloroformmethod for RNA
extraction [Ausubel et al., 1994]. Briefly, tissue was
ground to a fine powder in liquid nitrogen,then mixed
with hot (80 °C) extractionbuffer [(1:1) phenol:( 0.1 M
LiCl, 100mM Tris-HCl pH 8, 10 mM EDTA, 1% SDS)]
to makea looseslurry (2-3 ml per g of tissue).One-half
volumeof chloroformwasaddedandthesuspensionwas
mixed by vortexing.After centrifugationfor 15 minutes
at 975g, theaqueousphasewasremovedto a freshtube.
Onethird volumeof an 8 M solutionof LiCl wasadded,
then RNA collectedby centrifugationfor 10 min after
overnight incubation at 4 °C. The RNA pellet was
dissolved in 250 µl of Diethyl pyrocarbonate(DEPC)
treated, sterile distilled water, reprecipitatedwith 0.1
volumeof 3 M NaOAcpH 5.2 and2.5 vol. of ethanolon
ice for 20 min, centrifuged20 min at 13,000rpm (15,000
g), 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 separatedon 1.2%
agarose-formaldehydegels,blottedontonylon membrane
(Zeta-probe) using conditions recommendedby the
manufacturerand hybridized with 32P labelled, random
primedprobein 0.25 M Na2HPO4, pH 7.2 and7% SDS

at 65°C. Filters were washed twice with 20 mM
Na2HPO4, pH 7.2 and 5% SDS at 65 °C for 20 min. 

Recombinant plasmids 
pI49KS and pI176KS consist of the pI49 (PR10.PS.1,
GB::X13383) and pI176 (PR10.PS.2; GB::M18249)

cDNAs,respectively[Fristenskyet al., 1988], recloned
betweenthe Sal I and Hind III sites of Bluescript
KSm13+.pCC2 containsthe PR10.PS.3geneon a 3
kb Sal I fragment [Chiang and Hadwiger, 1990]
subclonedinto pUC18. p49cKS contains the 868bp
NsiI/XbaI coding sequencefragment from pCC2,
recloned into PstI/XbaI-digested BluescriptKSm13+.
DC-CHIT-26 is a peabasicchitinasegene[Changet
al., 1995;GB:L37876]clonedbetweentheCaMV 35S
promoter and the NOS terminator in pBI121
(Clontech). pCHS2KS is the 1.6 kb pea chalcone
synthaseEcoR I fragmentfrom pCHS2[Harker et al.,
1990] recloned into Bluescript KSm13+. 
Preparation of probes 
All theprobeswerelabeledwith � 32P-dCTPusingthe
randomprimed DNA labelling systemfrom GIBCO-
BRL. ConservedPR10 probe was preparedfrom a
PCRfragmentamplified from pCC2 using conserved
primers (oC49+3:cttactccaaaggttatt and
oC49-5:taaggaacttctcctttac)which amplify all known
PR10genesin pea.The amplified bandwas isolated
from agarosegel usingPrep-A-GeneDNA purification
matrix from Bio-Rad (Hercules, U.S.A.) 

Chitinase probe was preparedby digesting DC-
CHIT-26 with Hind III 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. 
Preparation 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(140 bp 5' from thetranslationalstopcodon)of
both the PR10.1and PR10.3genes.A secondBamHI
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
sequenceand 3' flanking DNA. In the PR10.3clone
(pCC2),a secondBamHI sitewaspresentin the insert
at 480 bp 3' of the stop codon, allowing the isolation of
a 716 bp BamHI fragmentcontainingthe3' endof the
codingsequenceand3' flanking DNA. Both fragments
wereseparatedby gel electrophoresis,cut from thegel
and recoveredfrom the gel slice using the Prep-A-
Genekit from Bio-Rad.Therecoveredfragmentswere
labelled according to the method described above. 
Preparation of Markers 
Marker PR10.1was a mixture of equimolaramounts
of pI49KS (PR10.1)digestswith Pst I (3343, 426),
Hind III (3769) and Hind III/ Xho I double digest
(2943, 826).The numbersin parenthesesrepresentthe
size in base pairs of fragments released. The
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underlinedfragmentsrepresentthe bandsthat hybridize
with PR10 subfamily-specific probes. 

Marker PR10.2was preparedby mixing equimolar
amountsof the following pI176KS (PR10.2)digests:Pst
I (3336, 427), Hind III (3763), Pvu II (2519, 1244) and
Hind III/Xho I double digest (2943, 820). 

Marker PR10.3was preparedby mixing equimolar
amounts of the following p49cKS digests: HindIII

(3806),HindIII/PstI (3283, 523) andHind3/SacI (2888,
918). 

MarkerM waspreparedby mixing separatedigests
of lambdaDNA with Hind III andpUC19with Hinf I.

Onenanogramof eachDNA markerwasdenatured
in formaldehydeas describedaboveprior to loading
on formaldehyde gels. 

f. sp. phaseoli f. sp. pisi
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Figure 1. Light micrographs of Fusarium solani f. sp. phaseoli (a-f) and F. solani f. sp. pisi (g-l) macroconidia on the endocarp tissue of Pisum and
Lathyrus speciesat8 hourspostinoculation.Panelsa-f showf. sp.phaseoli on P. sativum (a), 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. elatius (i), P. fulvum (j), L. sativus (k) andL. tingitanus (l).
Interactionsarearrangedin increasinginfection phenotypescore(Table1) from top to bottom.Magnificationsare indicatedat the lower right
cornerof eachplate.Arrows indicatethe interval betweenthe sporeapexandthe hyphal tip. Due to unevenessof the endocarpsurface,entire
hypha can seldom be visualized in a single focal plane. 
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RESULTS 
Divergence of infection phenotypes in Pisum and
Lathyrus 
As describedin the heatshockexperimentscited in the
Introduction, inhibition of macroconidiospore
germinationrequires an active responseby pea tissue
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 respect to percent spore
germinationand extent of hyphal growth at 8 h.p.i, as
describedin methods.Resultsaresummarizedin Table1.
Figure1a showsthat on P. sativum, the incompatibleF.
solani f. sp.phaseoli doesnot germinate,while f. sp.pisi
exhibits germinationbut very little hyphal growth by 8
h.p.i (Fig. 1g). 

Wild Pisum and Lathyrus permitted more hyphal
proliferation than domesticpea(Table 1). The delay in
hyphal growth at 8 h.p.i. was lesspronouncedin these
speciesthanin P. sativum (Fig. 1). Theclosestrelativeof
gardenpea, P. humile, inhibited both pathogens,albeit
moreweakly thanP. sativum. Germtubesat 8 h.p.i. were
about ¼-½ the size of the spores(Fig.1 b and h). P.
elatius and P. fulvum were even more permissive to
hyphalgrowth of both the pathogens,with scoresof ++
and +++ respectively(Table 1, Fig 1c, d, i and j). Both
Lathyrus species allowed extensive growth of both
pathogenswith germtubesmorethantwice thelengthof
the spore (Fig. 1e, f, k and l) within this same period. 

The ratingsin Table 1 are averagedresultsfrom six
experiments,representingthe majority of sporesscored
for a given treatment.Notwithstanding,two observations
mustbemade.First, in all treatmentssomeungerminated
spores could be found, even in cases such 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 escapesuppressionof 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 thepresenceof homologousPR10
sequencesin Pisum andLathyrus species,the P. sativum
PR10.1genewasusedasa probein a DNA gel blot of
Pisum andLathyrus species(Fig. 2). Bandpatternsin all
specieswereconsistentwith 3-5 genecopiesper haploid
genome,demonstratingthe existenceof PR10multigene
families in each species.P. sativum and its closest
relative, P. humile, share a common 9.4 kb band, while an
8.0 kb band is commonto all Pisum speciesexceptP.
humile. P. humile and P. fulvum share a 3.4 kb band. No 
bands appear to be conserved between Pisum and 

Figure 2. GenomicDNA gel blot analysisof P. sativum (Ps), P.
humile (Ph), P. elatius (Pe), P. fulvum (Pf), L. sativus (Ls) and L.
tingitanus (Lt) genomicDNA using 32P-labelledPR10.1probe.The
relationshipsbetween taxa, as describedin the introduction, are
representedin a cladogram.Fifteen microgramsof Eco RI-digested
genomic DNA was loaded in each lane. M = Lambda/Hind III,
pUC19/Hinf I marker. 

Lathyrus. Finally, the lower bandintensityseenin the
Lathyrus lanessuggeststhatPisum andLathyrus PR10
geneshavedivergedsubstantially.Theconservationof
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 contributed to the observed
interspecific band conservation. 

Divergence of gene expression patterns 

P. sativum 
In P. sativum, which is resistantto F. solani f. sp.
phaseoli, PR10 mRNA was present at high levels
within 8 h.p.i. (Fig. 3) but decreasedin abundanceby
48 h.p.i. A similarpatternwasobservedwith CHSand
chitinasegenesbut the signal was much weakerthan
that of PR10 (Fig. 3). 

In contrast,P. sativum inhibits the germinationof
F. solani f. sp. pisi sporesat 8 h.p.i. althoughby 48
h.p.i., thefungusis observedto grow uninhibited.At 8
h.p.i., PR10 was observed to be induced to a high level
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Figure 3. Expressionof PR10,CHSandchitinase(CHIT) mRNA in pod
tissueof Pisum and Lathyrus speciesinoculatedwith F. solani f. sp.
phaseoli for 8 or 48 hours.RNA gel blots (5 µg per lane) wereprobed
with 32P-labelledPR10,CHSandchitinaseprobes.Thesamefilters were
sequentially stripped and reprobed to maintain consistencybetween
experiments.Ps = P. sativum, Ph = P. humile, Pe = P. elatius, Pf = P.
fulvum, Ls = L. sativus and Lt = L. tingitanus. M -1, -2, -3 = PR10.1,
PR10.2andPR10.3markers,asdescribedin themethodssection.h.p.i. =
hours post inoculation. Becausethe CHS probe was made from total
plasmid, somemarker bandshybridize, whereasthe CHIT probe was
madefrom isolatedinsert,resultingin nomarkerhybridization.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.CHSmRNA
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. and its level
rose by 48 h.p.i.
 
P. humile 

P. humile which partially inhibited both pathogens
(Table1), alsoexpressedPR10to high levelsat8 h.p.i. in
responseto F. solani f. sp.phaseoli, albeitlower thanthat
in P. sativum (Fig. 3). CHS and chitinasemRNA were
barelydetectablein P. humile at 8 h.p.i. but appearedby
48 h.p.i. 

In responseto F. solani f. sp. pisi, PR10 transcript
wasabundantat 8 h.p.i.,accumulatingto higherlevelsby
48 h.p.i. (Fig. 4). ChitinaseandCHSmRNAsexhibiteda
stronger signal at 48 h.p.i than at 8 h.p.i. 

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

P. elatius 
P. elatius allowedmoderategrowthof bothF. solani f.
sp. phaseoli and f. sp. pisi (Table 1). In responseto
both pathogens,PR10 was expressedto 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 expressionpatternfor
all three genesin responseto both pathogens.This
patternwascharacterizedby 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
necessarilyimply low expressionof thesegenesin L.
sativus. It is possible that the latter two pea probes 
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Figure 5. Differential expressionof PR10subfamiliesin Pisum andLathyrus speciesin reponseto inoculationwith F. solani f. sp.phaseoli using
thesubfamily-specificprobesderivedfrom the 3' untranslatedregionof thegenesasdescribedin Methods.Total RNA is visualizedin ethidium
bromidestainingin theupperright panel.All otherexperimentalconditionsandannotationsarethesameasin Fig. 3. Histogramsto the right of
gel imagesrepresentthemeansof normalizedsignalfrom autoradiogramsasmeasuredby densitometry.Eachhistogramrepresentsthemeanof at
least3 experiments.The standarderror of the meanis indicatedby vertical lines superimposedon eachbar. Sinceautoradiographicsignalsfor
many values fell outside the linear response range of the film, the histograms underestimate the differences between treatments. 

Figure 6. Differential expressionof PR10subfamiliesin Pisum andLathyrus speciesin reponseto inoculationwith F. solani f. sp.pisi usingthe
subfamily-specificprobesderivedfrom the 3' untranslatedregion of the genesas describedin Methods.All other experimentalconditionsand
annotationsarethesameasin Fig. 5. Note thattheupperribosomalbandsin theEtBr-stainedgel appearfaint, dueto quenchingby xylenecyanol
dye. 
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hybridize only weakly due to lack of sequence
conservation between Pisum and Lathyrus. 

L. tingitanus 
In L. tingitanus, which allowedmaximumfungal growth
among all the tested host species (Table 1), PR10
transcript was detectableby 8 h.p.i (Figs 3 and 4),
accumulatingto higherlevelsby 48 h.p.i.CHSRNA was
hardlydetectablein this species(Figs3 and4). Chitinase
was not detectableat 8 h.p.i with either pathogenbut
sometranscriptaccumulationwasobservedat 48 h.p.i. in
response to both pathogens. 

Differential expression of PR10 subfamilies 
Conservationof distinct PR10subfamilieswithin Pisum
and Lathyrus species prompted us to question if
expressionpatterns for PR10 subfamily membersare
consistentthroughoutPisum, or whether thesepatterns
changealong with the observedchangesin germination
and hyphal growth. Subfamily-specific probes were
constructedfrom the C-terminalprotein coding regions,
extendinginto the3' non-transcribedregionof eachgene
(seeMethods).Theseprobeswere thenusedin gel blots
using RNA isolated from different host species
inoculatedwith F. solani f. sp. phaseoli or f. sp. pisi to
determineif eachsubfamilywasactivein differenthosts.
Thespecificityof theseprobeswasverified by theuseof
plasmids containing PR10.1, PR10.2 and PR10.3
sequencesas internal controls on each RNA blot. In
Figures5 and6, 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 thePR10.1probeascomparedto the
PR10.3 probe indicates that PR10.1/PR10.2subfamily
specific transcriptsaccumulatein greaterabundance,as
comparedto PR10.3transcripts,in Pisum and Lathyrus
inoculatedwith F. solani. Low signal in Lathyrus under
higher stringencyhybridization and washing conditions
indicates that PR10 genes have diverged substantially and
is consistent with low signal in the DNA gel blot (Fig 2). 

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) expressionof PR10.1/PR10.2and PR10.3is
stronger at 8 h.p.i than at 48 h.p.i. In P. humile,
expressionat 8 and48 h.p.i. arefairly uniform, although
in someexperimentsgreaterexpressionwas seenat 8
h.p.i. In P. elatius, P. fulvum andL. tingitanus expression
at 48 h.p.i. is strongerthanat 8 h.p.i. In tissueinoculated
with F. solani f. sp. pisi (Figs. 4, 6) expressionof PR10
genesis typically weakerat 8 h.p.i. thanat 48 h.p.i. One
differencebetweenresultsobtainedwith thenon-specific
PR10probe,versusthesubfamiliy-specificprobes,is that

with thePR10.1,2probe,signalfor Lathyrus speciesis
muchweakerthanfor Pisum species.Strongersignals
were obtainedin Lathyrus using non-specificprobes.
This result is not surprising, since the subfamily-
specificprobescontainonly the C-terminalpartof the
coding region, as well as the 3' untranslatedregion,
which are likely to be the most divergent,between
species. This would be consistent with results in Fig. 2,
in which weakerautoradiographicsignal is also seen
in hybridization with Lathyrus genomic DNA, as
compared to Pisum DNA. Interestingly, signal
intensitiesusingthepeaPR10.3probearecomparable
in both Pisum and Lathyrus. 

DISCUSSION 
How plant defensegenefamilies evolvemay provide
an importantclue to our understandingof how disease
resistanceevolves.In order to study the evolution of
defensegene expression,it was necessaryto first
determinewhetherinfectionphenotypedifferedwithin
a setof closely-relatedspecies.Sinceit is not possible
to directly observespeciationin progress,the best
alternative is to study a range of species,some of
which arepartly interfertile,andotherswhich arenot.
At the sametime, few papersin the plant pathology
literatureexamineinteractionsin wild plantspecies,or
comparea resistanceresponsein a domesticplantwith
thatin awild plant.This is animportantpoint,because
the strong bias towards domestic species is
undoubtedly skewing our picture of host/pathogen
interactions.For both of thesereasons,we selected
Pisum and Lathyrus species for this study. 

Podendocarptissuefrom 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 species with a
relatively stronginhibition to germinationof F. solani
f. sp. phaseoli spores.Lathyrus species,which are
furtherdivergedfrom Pisum, weremorepermissiveto
hyphalgrowth.A similar increasein compatibilitywas
seenin theinteractionwith thepeapathogen,F. solani
f. sp.pisi. While theseexperimentsdo not specifically
examine variation of defenseresponsewithin each
species,it is worth noting that the divergenceof
interactionphenotypeappearsto be gradualbecause
neighbouring speciesalways had the most similar
scores. 

Changes in the interaction phenotype across
species were accompanied by divergence of
expressionpatterns for PR10, CHS and chitinase
genes.Using thesamebasicchitinaseprobe,Changet
al. [1995] also detected induction of chitinase in
responseto F. solani, while CHS expressionhasnot
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previouslybeenstudiedin this pathosystem.While there
are some similarities between the PR10 pattern of
expressionandthoseof CHSandchitinase,therearealso
some apparentdifferencesin the timing and levels of
respectivetranscript accumulation(Fig. 3 & 4). Thus,
while someregulatorypathwaysmay be sharedamong
thesegene families, our data do not point to a strict
coordinate regulation. 

Resistancewasaccompaniedby expressionof defense
genesat 8 h.p.i. In P. sativum, P. humile and P. elatius,
significant accumulationof PR10occurswithin 8 h.p.i.
All threespeciesshowfewerthan50%sporegermination
for both pathogens,aswell aslittle or no hyphalgrowth
at this time (Fig. 1). In P. fulvum, L. sativus and L.
tingitanus, which allow greater than 50% germination
and extensive hyphal growth by 8 h.p.i., there is
substantially less PR10 mRNA accumulation at 8 hours. 

All speciesexceptP. sativum show a similar pattern
of expressionof PR10genesduring infectionwith either
F. solani f. sp. pisi or F. solani f. sp. phaseoli. This
pattern is 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 PR10 transcript at 8 hours after
infection with either pathogen,followed by a declinein
transcriptlevels by 48 hours in 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 observationthat on P. sativum tissue
inoculatedwith F. solani f. sp. phaseoli, hyphal growth
wascompletelysuppressed,whereason tissueinoculated
with F. solani f. sp.pisi, growth is initiated,but is 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
transcripts increasedgreatly in responseto F. solani
while that of PR10.3 subfamily ranged from weak to
undetectablein all species.Mylona et al., [1994] have
independently cloned the pea PR10.3 cDNA while
isolating genesexpressedin root epidermis and root-
hairs.PR10.3(referredto asRH2 in thatpaper)transcript
wasfar moreabundantin roots than transcriptsdetected
using PR10.1-specific oligonucleotides. Further,
inoculationof roots with Rhizobium leguminosarum bv.
viciae did not haveany detectableeffect on the already
high PR10.3transcriptaccumulation,but causeda slight
increase in accumulation of PR10.1 transcript over
control levels. Savouréet al. [1997] demonstratedthat
PR10genesin the legumeMedicago sativa are induced
by Nod (nodulation) factors in suspensionculture, but
expressedconstitutivelyin roots.In contrast,Gamasetal.

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

To our knowledge,the divergenceof defensegene
regulationhasnot beencomparedamongothergroups
of closely-relatedspecies.Therefore,it is not known
whether the evolution of defensegeneregulation in
generalis as dynamicas that seenin this study. It is
commonlyobservedthatnon-codingsequencesevolve
more rapidly than protein coding sequences.For
example,3' untranslatedregions of genesare often
usedasgene-specificprobesdueto their characteristic
lack of conservation,relative to translatedregions
[Deanet al., 1985].However,it is not known whether
regulatorysequencedivergenceis 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
defenseresponse,and most of theseare presentas
multigenefamilies, the preciseset of genesactivated
in responseto a given pathogen,and their patternsof
regulation, could vary enormously, within and
betweenspecies.As a consequence,the phenotypic
diversity of plant populations,with respect to their
responseto pathogens,may be greaterthan revealed
by typical gene expression studies. 

Demonstratinga causallink betweenthe changes
in basiccompatibility betweenplantandpathogenand
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
defensegeneswerestudied.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.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS 
We would like to thank Dr. Enrico Coen for clone
pCHS2 clone, Dr. Lee Hadwiger clones pCC2 and
DC-CHIT-26andDr. J. Davie for useof densitometry
equipment.Also, thanks to Dr. Tom Warkentin and
Dr. Glen Klassenfor commentson the manuscript.
This work was supported by Operating Grant
OGP0105628 from the Natural Sciences and
EngineeringResearchCouncilof Canada.Supportwas

11



also provided by the Bank of Nova Scotia, and the
University of Manitoba Research Development Fund. 

REFERENCES 
Ausubel FM, Brent R, Kingston RE, Moore DD,

Seidman JG, Smith JA, Struhl K., 1994. Current
Protocols in Molecular Biology. John Wiley & Sons. 

Ben-Ze'evN, Zohary D., 1973. Speciesrelationshipsin
the genus Pisum L. Israel Journal of Botany 22, 73-91.

Bol JF, Linthorst HJ Cornelissen BJ., 1990. Plant
pathogenesis-relatedproteins induced by virus
infection. Ann Rev Phytopathol 28, 113-138. 

Boller T., 1987. Hydrolytic enzymesin plant disease
resistance.In: Kosuge,T andNester,EW (eds.)Plant-
Microbe Interactions, Molecular and Genetic
Perspectives,Vol. 3, pp. 385-411.Macmillan, New
York. 

Bowels DJ., 1990. Defense-relatedproteins in higher
plants. Ann Rev Biochem 59, 873-907. 

BreitenderH, PettenburgerK, Bito A, ValentaR, Kraft
D, Rumpold H, ScheinerO, BreitenbachM., 1989.
The genecoding for the major birch pollen allergen
BetvI, is highly homologousto a peadiseaseresistance
response gene. EMBO J 8, 1935-1938 . 

ChangM-M, Horovitz D, Culley D, HadwigerLA., 1995.
Molecular cloning and characterizationof a pea
chitinase gene expressedin responseto wounding,
fungal infection and the elicitor chtiosan.Plant Mol
Biol 28, 105-111. 

Chiang CC, Hadwiger LA., 1990. Cloning and
characterizationof a diseaseresistanceresponsegene
in pea inducible by Fusarium solani. Mol Plant-
Microbe Interactions 3, 78-85. 

Christenson JA, Hadwiger LA., 1973. Induction of
pisatinformationin the peafoot regionby pathogenic
and nonpathogenic clones of Fusarium solani.
Phytopathology 63, 784-790. 

Corbin DR, Sauer N, Lamb CJ., 1987. Differential
regulationof a hydroxyproline-richglycoproteingene
family in woundedandinfectedplants.Mol Cell Biol.
7, 4337-4344. 

CramerCL, EdwardsK, Dron M, Liang X, Dildine SL,
Bolwell GP, Dixon RA, Lamb CJ, SchuchW., 1989.
Phenylalanineammonia-Lyasegeneorganizationand
structure. Plant Mol Biol. 12, 367-383. 

Crowell DN, JohnME, RussellD, AmasinoRM., 1992.
Characterizationof a stressinduced,developmentally
regulatedgenefamily from soybean.Plant Mol Biol
18, 459-466 . 

Dangl JL., 1995. Piècede Résistance:Novel Classesof
Plant Disease Resistance Genes. Plant Cell 80,
363-366. 

Dean C, van den Elzen P, Tamaki S, Dunsmuir P,
BedbrookJ.,1985.Differential expressionof theeight

genes of the petunia ribulose bisphosphate
carboxylase small subunit multi-gene family.
EMBO J 4, 3055-3061. 

Dixon RA, Paiva NL., 1995. Stress-induced
phenylpropanoid metabolism. Plant Cell 7,
1085-1097. 

Douglas C, Hoffmann H, Schulz W, Hahlbrock K.,
1987.Structureandelicitor or u.v.-light-stimulated
expressionof two 4-coumarate:CoAligasegenesin
parsley. EMBO J 6, 1189-1195. 

EsnaultR, Buffard D, BredaC, SallaudC, El Turk J,
Kondorosi A., 1993. Pathological and molecular
characterizations of alfalfa interactions with
compatible and incompatible bacteria,
Xanthomonas campestris pv. alfalfae and
Pseudomonas syringae pv. pisi. Mol Plant-Microbe
Interactions 6, 655-664. 

FristenskyB, Horovitz D, HadwigerLA., 1988.cDNA
sequences for pea disease resistance response genes.
Plant Mol Biol 11, 713-715. 

FristenskyB, RigglemanRC, WagonerW, Hadwiger
LA., 1985. Gene expressionin susceptibleand
diseaseresistantinteractionsof pea induced with
Fusarium solani pathogensand chitosan.Physiol
Plant Pathol 27,15-28. 

GamasP, Niebel F, Lescure N and Cullimore JV,
1996. Use of a subtractivehybridizationapproach
to identify new Medicago truncatula genesinduced
during root nodule development. Mol Plant-
Microbe Interactions 9,233-242. 

Hadwiger LA., 1975. Mechanism of phytoalexin
induction. Kagaku To Seibutsu 13, 442-446 . 

Hadwiger LA, Adams MJ., 1978 Nuclear changes
associated with the host-parasite interaction
betweenFusarium solani and peas.Physiol Plant
Pathol 12, 63-72 . 

Hadwiger LA, Hess SL, von BroembsenS., 1970.
Stimulation of phenylalanineammonia lyase and
phytoalexin production. Phytopathol 60, 332-336. 

Hadwiger,LA & Wagoner,W, 1983. Effect of heat
shock on the mRNA directed diseaseresistance
response of peas. Plant Physiol. 72,553-556. 

HarkerCL, Ellis THN, CoenES.,1990.Identification
and genetic regulation of the chalconesynthase
multigene family in Pea. Plant Cell 2, 185-194. 

Harrison SJ, Curtis MD, McIntyre CL, MacleanDJ,
Manners JM., 1995. Differential expression of
peroxidase isogenesduring the early stages of
infectionof thetropical foragelegumeStylosanthes
humilis by Colletotrichum gloeosporioides. Mol
Plant-Microbe Interactions. 8, 398-406. 

IturriagaEA, LeehMJ, BarrattDHP,WangTL., 1994.
Two ABA-responsive proteins from pea (Pisum
sativum L.) are closely related to intracellular

12



pathogenesis-relatedproteins. Plant Mol Biol 24,
235-240. 

Koes RE, Cornelis ES, Mol JNM., 1989. The chalcone
synthasemultigenefamily of Petunia hybrida (V30):
differential, light-regulatedexpressionduring flower
developmentand UV light induction.Plant Mol Biol
12, 213-225. 

Marx GA., 1977. Classification,geneticsand breeding.
In: The Physiologyof the GardenPea,Sutcliffe JF,
Pate JS. (Eds) Academic press, 21-43. 

Matton D, Brisson N., 1989. Cloning, expression,and
sequenceconservationof pathogenesis-relatedgene
transcriptsof potato.Mol Plant-MicrobeInteractions
2, 325-333. 

Moiseyev GP, BeintemaJJ, FedoreyevaLI, Yakovlev
GI., 1994. High sequence similarity between a
ribonucleasefrom ginseng callusesandfungus-elicited
proteins from parsley indicates that intracellular
pathogenesis-relatedproteinsareribonucleases.Planta
193, 470-472. 

Mylona P, Moerman M, Yang W-C, GloudemansT,
Kreckhove JVD, van Kammen A, Bisseling T,
FranssenHJ., 1994. The root epidermis-specificpea
geneRH2 is homologousto a pathogenesis-related
gene. Plant Mol Biol 26, 39-50. 

Palmer JD, Jorgensen RA, Thompson WF., 1985.
ChloroplastDNA variation and evolution in Pisum:
Patternsof changeandphylogeneticanalysis.Genetics
109, 195-213. 

RigglemanRC, FristenskyB, HadwigerLA., 1985.The
diseaseresistanceresponsein pea is associatedwith
increasedlevelsof specificmRNAs.PlantMol Biol 4,
81-86. 

SavouréA, SallaudC, El-Turk J, ZuanazziJ, Ratet P,
SchultzeM, Kondorosi A, EsnaultR and Kondorosi
E., 1997. Distinct responseof Medicago suspension
culturesandrootsto Nod factorsandchitin oligomers
in the elicitation of defense-relatedresponses.PlantJ.
11,277-287. 

SomssichIE, SchmelzerE, Kawalleck P, HahlbrockK.,
1988.Genestructureandin situ transcriptlocalization
of pathogenesis-relatedprotein1 in parsley.Mol and
Gen Genet 213, 93-98. 

TeasdaleJ,DanielsD, DaviesWC, EddyR, Jr,Hadwiger
LA. 1974. Physiologicaland cytological similariteis

between disease resistance and cellular
incompatibility responses. Plant Physiol 54,
690-695. 

van Loon LC, Pierpoint WS, Boller T, ConejeroV.,
1994. Recommendations for Naming Plant
Pathogenesis-RelatedProteins. Plant Mol Biol
Reporter 12, 245-264. 

vanLoon LC, van KammenA., 1970.Polyacrylamide
disc electrophoresisof the soluble proteins from
Nicotiana tabacum var. 'Samsun'and 'SamsunNN'
II. Changesin protein constitutionafter infection
with tobacco mosaic virus. Virology 40, 199-211 . 

van TunenAJ, KoesRE, SpeltCE, van der Krol AR,
Stuitje AR, Mol NM. 1988. Cloning of the two
chalconeflavanoneisomerasegenesfrom Petunia
hybrida: coordinate,light-regulatedanddifferential
expression of flavonoid genes. EMBO J. 7,
1257-1263. 

Verwoerd T, Dekker BMM, HoekemaA., 1989. A
small-scaleprocedurefor the rapid isolation of
plant RNAs. Nucl Acids Res 17, 2362. 

Wagoner,W, Loschke,DC & Hadwiger, LA, 1982.
Two-dimensionalelectrophoreticanalysisof in vivo
andin vitro synthesisof proteinsin peasinoculated
with compatibleandincompatibleFusarium solani.
Physiol. Pl. Path. 20,99-107. 

Waines JG., 1975. The biosystematics and
domesticationof peas(Pisum L). Bulletin of the
Torrey Botanical Club. 102, 385-395. 

Walter MH, Liu JW, Grand C, Lamb CJ, HessD.,
1990. Bean pathogenesis-related(PR) proteins
deduced from elicitor-induced transcripts are
membersof a ubiquitousnewclassof conservedPR
proteinsincluding pollen allergens.Mol GenGenet
222, 353-360. 

WarnerSAJ,ScottR, DraperJ., 1993.Isolationof an
asparagusintracellular PR gene (AoPR1) wound-
responsivepromoter by inversepolymerasechain
reaction and its characterization in transgenic
tobacco. Plant J 3, 191-201. 

13


