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7% 10 min, 2 K Bl 818 (0.12.24 .36 h) & 32 )5 4 Alternaria alternata , € #7M) & R E 09 K 9% & | B 0T AF 72 B8 5T
R F 954248 % & & ( pathogenesis—related proteins, PRs) & H 45 2 L B ¢9 % vhy . EARINEH T, UKL RABITHRH £
KKREGHrm, EREAW 5 AMF-FoEE24 h A Lot , 36K %R RF T B ARohRik b, S 88 7% R H a7
FTHEFRAERLA R Yo, SRR TRERGRE L-1,3-H RAEE . JLT M 8 (chitinases, CHI) Fu 1T £ 10 4 B
(peroxidase, POD) & 3% %, BLi§ % LePR1 . LePRS . LeCHI3 . LeCHI9 # LePOD L8 £ ik, % b, 2 5. 5F Alternaria
alternata W9AE AMLH TR 5 55 T REA N REMEX T AR X,
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Effect of L—glutamate on
Pathogenesis—related Proteins in Cherry Tomato Fruit

YANG Jia—li, WANG Le,XIANG Yu-ting, WANG Qian, WANG Yu"

(College of Food Science and Engineering,Shanxi Agricultural University, Taigu 030801 , China)

Abstract:To decipher the mechanism of L - glutamate on postharvest diseases of fruit, cherry tomatoes were treated with

L—-glutamate solutions at the concentration of 100 mg/L for 10 min and then incubated for various time(0,12,24,36 h).After

inoculating with Alternaria alternata , disease incidence of tomato was measured. The effect of L—glutamate on pathogenesis—

related proteins( PRs) and its coding gene were investigated. Moreover, the growth of Alternaria alternata in the presence of

L-glutamate was observed in vitro.The results suggested that disease incidence decreased significantly when the time interval

between treatment and inoculation increased to 24 h.L-glutamate showed no effect on the spore germination and the survival of

pathogen in vitro. Meanwhile, L— glutamate could increase the activity of 8—1,3 —glucanase, chitinase ( CHI ) and peroxidase

(POD) ,and induce the expression of LePR1 ,LePR5 ,LeCHI3 ,LeCHI9 and LePOD.In conclusion,the activation of pathogenesis

—related proteins might be related to resistance mechanism underpinning L-glutamate induced fruit immunity.

Key words: L-glutamate ; induced resistance ; postharvest diseases ; pathogenesis—related proteins ; cherry tomato fruit

FE 525 TS205.9 XHEAFRIRAG A X ZE 45 5:1002-0306(2020) 14-0254-06

doi:10. 13386/]. issn1002 —0306.2020. 14. 041

SISTAE RN, T IR A8, 45 L4302 il R S AR AR DGR (A2 [ ) ] £l Tk RHE,2020,41 (14)
254-259.

VE SR W W BR AR IR S, M Bk FE il ( Solanum
lycopersicum L.) R &5 21 385 B A8 fb ek, B PR HE 53
FE KR IR S M IR R R g Jn R
SEN=NE S ISR 7 LY P S ST () A £ O 7 6 Nl = ER S P
22123 Hidh B 8 A B R Alternaria alternata B
AL P S TR 2 7 | R A bt SR 2 & AR R B ER L
PRI it FH A 2 2% B 751 2 X6 Al &8 S TN BE R SR AN 45

s B EA:2019-11-18

ZAR A T SE I, S HT A S T B OR AR Y B B
Pk LR A D sl A A 2 R R A SR AR T
HYIENAA REPLER W R RS E G, 452
F A FLEAEE J) s PR ia B, S35 S8 S AE Y 8 Bt
PEAH S EE DR a8 11 09 ks, DT A AR AR X 30 15 1Y)
PR, B oA W W o, N R e E A
( Pathogenesis—related proteins, PRs) &= S5/ ¥ PR

EEBN M Em (1984-) , 4, 14, 307 , BT R 7 @ . R 3RREE 5 37 A % F 320 H K, E-mail ; jiayang@ sxau.edu.cn,

# BWAEE : TA(1968-), B W, 34, AR 7 & R EEH S T, E-mail : sxtgwy@ 126.com,

E£TH: LEAE&HF FRALAHA B (201910398) 5.4 0 4 & EHF L% £ .53 B (201703D1001-06-03 ) 5L % R b K 5 A 4] #7 K 4
(2017YJ31) ;o 0 5 4% A48 4 k- F 245 £ 5 % 2H8F R B (SXYBKY201716)

254 2020 51441



@a:ﬁ%&l

| SEECIR 3

PER—AE T T . PRs S5 R (M HAT AE B30
BEVET, B 42 ul 35 1) 422ty 3 ol oos B B 1 AR 4 R A%
#"' . Wi PR2 PRS &1 HA B-1,3 - 4 WM
(B-1,3—glucanase, GLU) 4%4£ , PR3 FlI PR4 & | H.
A LT 5T ( chitinases, CHI) 3 P, PRI SRPEFUL T
Jo 2 T L BT 4 i B 1Y) 52 R B 43, GLU Fil CHI A 3@
o A 3K TR 4 T 1749 7K fie G S R T SRS S A A
ok, A M e IR B AR e, R R ST R R
B, FHFE DT BOR e Ok T S R S e AR P Y
AR, GLU il CHI 3% e i 35 42 55 . PRO 8 {1 U
HA i A LW ( peroxidase , POD) I 1% , TEAE #) 14 N
POD —J5 THIE g 1 P4 46037 B 50 , 5 88 4 A ) 15 f it
it E AL E B AL T PLEA LB R RS, 5 — 7 T,
Z: 55 AN M BE R BT 2R, A R8P e D AR e 1
2 B 240 Y v iR BE, TR AR A Y B A S N R R
BLVEIEY . PRI R — A & R GRS e
( systemic acquired resistance, SAR ) ¥ V& B i 7K 55
', PRs JZAFAE T4 25A W b, AR AL AT e R
T A, WA Se 22 ) BT, AN KA IR | 2
TRAG A A5 105 5 6 i, e AR N i I R E Hi0A
SR P R B AR LR

L-B20 (LU AR S &R ) [ E IR N &
FHRACHh BA hb i, 2 55 M 5Pk
YIRS ARSI P BT, s 2R Il 20 R A1y — 28 T
me' L AT, O B IE R IE T A SR E AR A i 3
LA I K A5 S AR, SRR B AIRIE S
e 7 9 DA DR AR T BV P A R L Ay sl N
HAZ IR, A7 RAF ARG, A2 7 B S50 5, il
S —FP B )T R L AT S ) EARSE S N . BT
TR B, & AR AE A TR Bk T R A R HE A
Penicillium expansum XF B2 25" o gk — 2
BB 25 2 R X SR 5 2R S i BU TR = AL, A i 5 42
VIAERR B0 S AP 5T X0 52, 438 9% IR X 2L 52 g B AH DG 4R
P S Hogmfith J5 [R] 3% 38 04 52 ), o JF K 2 45 /R 19
£ o DR ST SR A FE 45 i B LA
1 MRl57HE
1.1 R ENEE

PRI SaRh S T42 (Solanum lycopersicum
L.cv.Qianxi) , SR F LLIPH R 45 24 #1417 22 XM, Pk ik
Toips HEAZ YL TOHUM 55\ /INGE— H A L) 21 284
BB 5512 ; Alternaria alternata( CGMCC3.4578)  fp
] S A A M R PR R B O L- =R AT
afi, FUEBATRL T AR AR B I A BR A T R B TR
pH 2 7 7oAy JUT BREGRI R & ot A= 4
T RERFSE A ; Trizlol iR 57 \Pl‘imeSCI‘iptT“ RT reagent Kit
with gDNA Eraser iX %] & .SYBR ® Premix Ex Taq™
W& HA TaKaRa 247,

Spectra max plus 384 BRI & [E MD 4y &,
NanoDrop 1000 43 5% 56 J& i1 ES Thermo 2\ & ;
PTC-225%Y Thermal Cycler PCR {¥  Z&[E Bio—Rad 4%
) ; StepOne Real-Time PCR ¢ Z&[E ABI A7),

12 LWHE
1.2.1 g Bl B S AL alternata
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76 PDA Br 3R 3t | 25 C 4 M-3R 7~10 d Ja %
A.alternataff T FATC W 7K Pt , i J&5 3 L 3R+ b J7
YRR T BRI BT

1.2.2 PRSPSLES

1.2.2.1 HZRXT A.alternata =K 50 BHE=
Y A.alternata F0—5-38 % W 53 5] 5 7 [A) W& B2 19 45 TR
EWR (0,.10,100,1000 mg/L) {&H& 1 min J5, W B
100 wWLIBGVEERAA1E PDA SR, JfI H 8 F 25 C 4%
PR R 72 h JG Gt AR T B B At
W3 AEE, BNEEARNST 3 AR, Gitai R g
15 CFU/plate 775,

1.2.2.2 A RXT A.alternata #3 T 85 XI5
B AR WA PDB 15 372 5 5 i FL R W i 43 31 38
] 0.10.100 F1 1000 mg/L, B BJ 422 A B 2R BE
10° spores/mL[¥ A.alternata ¥FEIEW ,25 C 54T
FIRE G ISR 24 h 5, % &> 100 5 09 d5 & 1
OUTE R EE T #AT S . B3 NEA,
BHA-EHE A DT 3 AR, B &M%
FIoRo

1.2.3  FEMRFEhH SR S5 b 21 5 WU

1.2.3.1 2R 75 S A 30 B [A] X Pk 2 7k SR S RE B
SRR AR R TS 56 RN AT S A T S AL Y 4
235k FH T iR 4 &8 TR ANFs S A 1a] I R s 228 .
FERIEULT 0.1% R EFR AN 2 min J5 , F/KIEBET
e BT . B R SERENL 43R 2 4 X R ZH R v
TF7K 10 min JEEU BT A R R A B 2 ¥ T3 2
B2V WL (100 mg/L) 10 min JFHUHI BT, 7E 25 °C,#H
X & T 95% A T i S AL B 0,12 .24 0
36 h J5 , 7fER SR MBI ALHE 1 -8 (EE
3 mm, %2 mm), [ HEI3E A HEE A 10° spores/mL [
A.alternataffl T 277 W 20 WL, KA B 5 Ay SR 512 5% 45
FHE TERBERA P, i S SRS 0 AT L,
AL 3 ASPAT, BAAT 25 RS,

1.2.3.2  HUAEE SR T e SRS Tl R R 3 R R 3R
ST IR 2 A0 B (X RRZH A A S IR AR BE )
B FEAH TR E IR AT (25 °C, AHXT & & T
95% ) ,43H#|F 0,12 .24 36 Fi1 48 h UJHU A L3 7 41
LU VW AR R, & T-80 C T RAEH,

1.2.4 54l

1241 FFH KR
LT % (% ) =5@§—E§'&x 100

1242 RIRRTAWOWsE

1.2.4.3 955 B2 AH 5C 8 11 g 5 Ak DR 32 3k 35 5 a0
E O OHSZgA 4 M RNA FEHCE BB Luan 22 9 Trizol
J7 ¥, i i Primescript™ RT reagent Kit with gDNA
Eraser iR 7] &4 )ik cDNA J5 ,Z M SYBR ® Premix Ex
Taq™ 2 7 & UL B, A FH 52 B 9€ 0% 2 B PCR (RT -
qPCR) J7 30 5 J B AH 5 8 2 A 2k I B9 3R G5
H iy 35 K 51 % % i1 A A Primer Premier 7.0 %X {4
(PREMIER Biosoft International ) i#£ 47 , ELA 5 | 4] )3 5]
R 1 PR, LA LeActin S PN SRR, BE R 09 A0 XT &
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Table 1  Primer sequences of PR genes
RN (F7) F1YFHI(F5'-3") FIYFHI(RS-3")
LeActin( AB199316) TCGGAATGGGACAGAAGGATGCG TGCCTCAGTCAGGAGAACAGGG
LePR1(X71592) TGGTATGGCGTAAGTCGGTA CTTGGAATCAAAGTCCGGT
LePR5(GU184125) TGAATGCCCTGGTTCGCT CATCGGGACATCTTTGTTTGA
LeCHI3 (NM_001247475) CAATTCGTTTCCAGGTTTTG ACTTTCCGCTGCAGTATTTG
LeCHI9 (NM_001247474) AATTGTCAGAGCCAGTGTCC TCCAAAAGACCTCTGATTGC
LePOD(X94943) TGAGAGAACAGCTCCTCCGA AAACTCGTCCATCTGTGCGT

BRI 27 07 g AR L A A B i 3 DN A
TRV BRZE 19 2 A% S LA i), SRR B A i kR
K5 AL PZH B PR R ik = O X BRAH Y 0.5 fF LU AT,
WA Ry iz F R R ARk .
1.2.4.4  PFEEEWNE  B-1,3 - HRMM (8-1,3-
glucanase , GLU ) {if 5 2 25 8 Zheng 25 {75 %, JL
TSt ( chitinases , CHI) 3% PEFI FH g 5t il /=9 172
ARG & AE , i S AL W i ( peroxidase , POD ) i
JIAR P Lurie 25 9 i @) K My vk W 2L, H% IR
Bradford ™ 7 12 K6 I 21 28 oy 28 (10 9 ik 2RS4
ZABNG PE LA B 22 o0 85 1 T i NG ) RO, B R
U/mg,
1.3 HiEsbE

FEANTIG B E I 2 U, HLF 2 IR LI 45 R AR
—E, SLEEHRA SPSS/PC ver. Ilx BAFZEA TR
[< (Duncan’s) Z 55387, P <0.05 RnZ2E R B E,
2 HRE5HH
21 BHEBXFERE A alternata {5 KB 0E

Sy A B Al A8 2 R X s LR B A L B T
TEARSP 5 AF T AN Rl Mk B 45 Z R X A. alternata A K 1)
B, ERUNSRE 2 TR, 7E PDA B3R5t B, & i xt
99 L TR 11 A T T 9 B 7 2R B B i 2 ) 5 W), AR
PDB 53R AT, 28U BE 1 43 2 1 % s S Bl 1) 0 1
B R TC W IRIROR . AR EARVIR I 254, &+
ZIRAZXIRIEA A.alternata 77 A= H RN HIEH o

22 AR E A.alternata 1 PDA
I PDB S5 7 5 AR K
Table 2 Effect of glutamate on A.alternata
survival in PDA and PDB

BRI E PDA &L PDB rfi4fl¥
(mg/L) (CFU/plate) BHER(%)
0 10.0 £2.6" 68.3 £4.3°

10 9.3 £3.5" 62.0 £5.7"

100 103 £1.9° 69.0 £5.1°
1000 9.8 £3.2° 63.9 +4.8°

VAR R R 2 5 i (P <0.05)
22 AHEBRFSLEREIEHEMRITEBHH

=)

TN 1 BT s, 2 G018 X 7 i SR 52 BB BE 9 174 10 )
SR 5 HAS A FE R R 2 P ARG, MR SRS
12 1755 B4 AW A.alternata B, & 995 28 55 %
RRZHAH L TE A i 25 55, B A5 S0 ok 5 i R B I T
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Fig.1 Effect of glutamate on disease incidence of tomato fruit
T+ FoR Xt AL A B 4122 57 35 (P <0.05) .
23 BEBIWREBEXEARBLERIMN

WA FRAL FZH 1Y) LePR1 3 DA 9l i1 35 5 3k
TE 12 F1 24 h i, HRe SRR 3 501 S X REZH 9 9.1 1%
142 4% (& 2A) o K 2B B, LePRS 3 N AE L
FWHEPRVE AL EE 24 h B _EIRFRINZ) 2.8 ff. PRs 5
B PR3 A1 PRA HLAT LT Bl 4 e , 45 R 0 4 1
JUT EHG ) BE R LeCHI3 F1 LeCHI9 ZEALIRAR—38, b
HEAE 48 h B, A AR AL B LeCHI3 5 57K~ Dy %)
RRZAM 3.7 f% (B 2C) . PRO HAG i S AL 4 B s 14,
RT-qPCR Kl Z5 R K W], LePOD 5 LePR1 iK%
FARL, MR AT AR PRI P TS , JUHEAE 12 h i 3 AR XS
FIRRL T AR 16.0 %5 (5] 2E) .
24 AN P-1,3-HREE. LT REBMNIE
L Bl A 1 R

JRFRASCHEE H PRs JEZ 5MYA S DU ng &2
Bl Zz—, & 3 o T e At i) ,B-1,3 -4 K
WETE LT 5 P Ak A 42 il 4 8 2R S ZH SN B9 A2
fead, wilE 3A AP, XF HE L AE B A I (a] GLU
TCWI AR, R S 24T 2 PRAL BE 12 h Ji, GLU 1%k
BT BT, 24 h ik ak B0 B e g, 29 D9 X REZH Y 1.3
ff. CHI WOk T 5 GLU AT Y AR F ML, 27 R Ak
BURSA Al P $ v CHI JE VR, [AFETE 24 h ik 3]
WEE (15 3B) o A2 MRAL B POD 1% PEH AR 5 5571
Ja ka2 24 h B IR B, 5 BAR T 4R R F%,
TR PEAR SR 2 T 2L (151 3C)
3 itit54%&iE

ARWFTE, A3 F IR AT R AN IR R 70T LU 5 )
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Fig2 Effect of glutamate on the gene expression of PRs in cherry tomato fruit

T = R AR 3% BiREIE, P <0.05(Fold change=2) .

i A.alternata 75|78 09 7 751 F KB , ELHAM 6 28R 5 %)
L AP M) 3 VI AR OC . S F AR A A AR
BT, HXT A alternata WAZ Y% TCAT ] HRAH GE 77 , 4R
T BEE 5 0 (] g 3 0, JEFEIAF) 24 h L A,
SRS TR BN Y Bl A B O S R T, H S b, AE S
BRTEOR T, R SE5E S P T Gl 7= —
bt ST R 1 L AR/ 31 DEE P 0 i ) N
5 A E] 48 h DA B4R DUARUS 3R 58 °H &4t
PEHEME Trichothecium roseum {Ff24L" ., [GHT, &4k
R4, R B B A BRXT A.alternata 75 PDA _ERYA K
VLK AE PDB v i 2RI oA e sz m . LA B
ZERBE R, A E R A B g I TR 84 4% Gk AT B e G
g5 SR RS A B AR BRI AR .
AR G A R Y S bR B2 AR
AEHLH 2 — , WT LA 422 35 ] 422 1 300 1) g it B 1) A
K ALHE, BARBENIE . KEUISER, PRI
HHREP T RGBS s B,
IS KGR S B AR B AT . AT A R
75, G PR1ZRE WY LePR1 L DX W] 9 4% (IR e 3t 5
FUiF S 261k, X5 Kadotani 257 7 18 45 2400, 24
AR B T K A AR FB )G, A0 2 FOAR #2025k J=&
M R2HE, 5K A R AH G 09 FE [, 4 OsPR1b L[] i

= EHFRIE . ERBEAL T R T 4N M R Y R
5y, HA p-1,3 - 4 RAFBG UL T B AR 19 PRs
W] 38 3 43 £ 3 TR RR ) ST I PR S TR L PR 4N i B ) &
o, BRI SR, PRS SR H T Fr S g-1,3-
HIRMLE A, BA B-1, 3-SR E
ABHFFT R, gt PRS 25 (1) LePR5 JLPH Al g-1,
3— 1 ROMH I UG M 1 AT w45 A RS S S . FIE, A
SR A PR ST R Y JL T 5 1 2 g it 3k Y LeCHIB
I LeCHIO AWM AEM . 5546, PRO S0 A
At A it 1 P, T A R A S AR BT 2R s A A
JibL R R AR S D BRT AR Gl AR AR A LA A IS
LePOD FEH [, i ff145 POD 3EME R KR . Bk
212550 ) PR PN O T R A B R o R R T
SRR SC B (A0 -1, 3 - BRI, JL T
S A ALY ) RN B 3 5 AR IE 45 SR 2L
FH_E IR 28 SR EWT , S R R X A.alternata WIAE FHPLHI AT
B AR T T B R SL AR N R B A DG B A K.
2% b TR X R A.alternata YA B 22030
HIVEF , HE S5 4R SR S5 35 A AL T B8 2 ad 5 5 3
AR A B RPTrE . A &R A B ] 8 5 S g
ith 95 AR AH OC 2R 1 B9 36 R A, AN LePR1 | LePRS |
LeCHI3 LeCHIO Fil LePOD , 314275 B—1,3 — 35 SR il .
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Fig.3 Effect of glutamate on the activities of
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