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MPK4 BEAL /K GBS ST SR E T
X 55 INZ E B % SC64 BIFTIENL F

wEH BOM K O#

(P M R AR B AT =, e st 210095)

BE . AR FEANMBE Sclerotium rolfsii H #k SCOo4VE g A My 327 o 5 A A1, AT HL) 5T 209
By B AL, 28 AT Yo 4R 6 A7 A 5 A B d I Arabidopsis thaliana(Col-0 . Ms-0.Gr-1.Se-0, Tu-0 #= Wa-1)
AR SCO4 13 G AT AE  EAF AR ZE KT ARSI RAR L LB F k0 £ 7, ik B R &4
FPE R 35 e A & AR B I, 8 i3 5640 0.1 mmol/L S1 R /K 4 B2 sk 3o 2 78 ok I B A7 14 Ak SC64
Az g F2 Pt KR E R ARG A TAER , TR oA 6 A SR W dy I K BR LA 4= 18 %
AP MPK4 B TFRIRAFTRAZEF, BRI T,6FEEMSHIF Col-0 KAEZNEERD,
PR R SCO4 43 4 i Ry Z AR B8 I B CAD4 A= PAL3 R ik LiAR 3, 5 L Hmee h miktas
&, 7 Ms-0 69 5% 22 & A Fe i gm ik A R 55 . MR KA BR TR AL 22 4% A g AL drbk o A A A Sl d I Col-0
% AR SCO4 42 F o K IRAL FEm T , KR ACAZ R 33, Bl B R R 2 Al 38 K ] MYB46 .LACI17 .
PAL3 F» CAD4#% %k SCO64 42 42 J& 0 ik LR E I R F M TG . 598, 6 Fr £ X R M d Ik MPK4 &
A &3 F K3 CHH ¥ AL S S A RAA AR o EFRA XK FHERZFEML, M5
EDSI AW Aast Rk Efmmmiig 225 fiAaX, A Itdit MPK4 AW &3 F X 3% CHH
P HEACAE & A E R 4E MPK4 A B 69 R GA &, i B IE R BRI, AR AR FRIMK T35, &
AIG TR AR AR ST T B A T AR SCO4 B A
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MPK4 methylation of Arabidopsis thaliana regulates salicylic acid signaling
mediated resistance to Sclerotium rolfsii strain SC64

Shi Jiagi Qiang Sheng Zhang Yu
(Weed Research Laboratory, Nanjing Agricultural University, Nanjing 210095, Jiangsu Province, China)

Abstract: In order to improve the application potential of Sclerotium rolfsii strain SC64 as a bioherbi-
cide, it was necessary to dissect its defense mechanism in plants, and the pathological phenotype, lignifi-
cation levels and disease response related gene expression differences of six ecotypes of Arabidopsis
thaliana (Col-0, Ms-0, Gr-1, Se-0, Tu-0 and Wa-1) infected with strain SC64 were compared. Two A.
thaliana typical ecotypes (Col-0 and Ms-0) were selected through pathological phenotype, the lignin
metabolism and pathology response during the infection of strain SC64 was then verified with the appli-
cation of 0.1 mmol/L exogenous salicylic acid, the methylation differences of MPK4 promoters of the
upstream regulatory pathway gene of six ecotypes of 4. thaliana salicylic acid were also compared ulti-
mately. The results showed that Col-0 had the highest degree of lignification among the six ecotypes of
A. thaliana species, and the expression of CAD4 and PAL3 genes was significantly upregulated when in-
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fected by the strain SC64. This was consistent with its strongest disease resistance, while the pathologi-

cal phenotype and disease resistance of Ms-0 were the weakest among the six ecotypes. The pretreat-

ment of exogenous salicylic acid aggravated the incidence and lignification of the bio-resistant A. thali-

ana after infection by strain SC64, and the upregulation in expression of the lignin metabolism pathway
genes MYB46, LACI17, PAL3 and CAD4 was significantly reduced. In addition, the number of CHH

methylation sites of the MPK4 promoter of the six ecotypes of A. thaliana were positively correlated

with their relative expression and lignin levels, respectively, and were negatively correlated with the rel-

ative expression of the EDS/ gene and leaf disease area. The results showed that 4. thaliana positively

regulated the expression of the MPK4 through the number of CHH methylation sites of promoter, there-

by negatively regulating the metabolism of salicylic acid, which further increased the level of lignin me-

tabolism and ultimately enhanced the resistance to the strain SC64.

Key words: Sclerotium rolfsii strain SC64; lignin; salicylic acid; MPK4; DNA methylation

E 2R B4R Al 2R R R O (6 A ]
et 45 RE RiAR 8] 172 1 H (Dayan, 2019) . {HAE
8w R A R R A R R T AR A KT R LA
Je 2y BT T A0 XURS: 3 i 45 5] #81 ( Duke & Powles,
2008;Gaines et al.,2010) . Fif, B & 2RI RN
(8 e AN AR D AT 45 2 R P )3 A, U W e v
FR B T 3812 AT (Dayan, 2019) o AE#) R
TP & O S A, ARSI & I K —
K ¥ 4E Solidagao candensis Jitk 53 B 15 2 EUR 7
F5E&/MZ I Sclerotium rolfsii TH PR SCo4(JFH;,2011)
FERI A MRRE & th T B0 T 3F LA s R
IREEE N ) AR PR R & o f# (Tang et al.,
2011). ¥ £LTH Sclerotinia sclerotiorum 5 355 /N
T AP R EARAL , LR o T bk © 8Os
A PIRR R, NSRS 7 Kok RITARAS T8 3Rk
FARUAZ BT, (il R A R N s A R A Y 25 14
AR IR E S N T R ESCR S E L
{4 (Bourdot et al.,2006) ; 22 15 /R K22 N5 Ex Lactu-
ca sativa 153 B 1532 /N B TR Sclerotinia minor IMI
344141 @itk , CAEREIEIRAP AP A T B % VU Pl
ANYL Taraxacum officinale %5 [ 427 (Abu-Dieyeh &
Watson,2007) . % SEHJF 5% 24 45 1 Pk SC64 158 A=)
BREH TF &N I T RIS S % . FEXTHIPE SCo4
FE ) B AENLTI AR 5548 7800 R RARAE R A=
R B VA i OB R B 7w

FEYITE 59 S A B R B B T
ZREMPURBI RS, SRR SRR A Y e
PEBITAE 22 480 R R A 45 K4 1) JOAe) 1l i) i B A 3R
4 (Muller-Scharer et al., 2004 ; Huang et al., 2013) .
AR AE R A0 R RE %) T L A3, AR AR A 9 A s g rh
RAFHEHEAEH . AR R e YK

A=Y AR A Py i aa vh K 45 T E 244 H (Tronchet
et al.,2010; Sattler & Funnell-Harris,2013) . Jung &
Casler (2006) if 57 45 R R B, £ K Zea mays Z5FF R
i BT 1Y) JEERE 2 2 S A A8 RO B AR 32 vy, X A
I o e i ) KD B ) 8 o [RIIR , ARJBT ZR AR R g
AR P TR AT LA 1B AR T 22 FNRE A il e — 2L 1)
5 F UMY 1L, TFBI (K A7 53 A 35 20 1 5
1% # (Smith et al.,2007) . Mandal et al.(2013) #ff
3% K I AEYC T A B Ralstonia solanacearum 3& T
Lycopersicon esculentum i F TR IS FIA TR
i T EURS R, IEJR TR BT R 7R R =
e THivE AR R b R R0 T HpUE, X
S5 R4 D AE ) 200 ML 1 R T3 2% T R PR s i
G [RINHAE Y732 B A Y ia e 23 B e
FHOCTE PR BT, WK AZ IR R AT IR 5, s A
WY B AE R LAY X BB (Pichersky & Gersherzon,
2002) , WIFEFLFE I+ Arabidopsis thaliana 5T 7 5 5.
Jitd 781 7 S50 A2 A Pseudomonas syringae pv. tomato DC
3000 AR ELAE T, AR 7K A 1 A i P 875 0 sz v 34
o T IS B PTE AE 11 (Pieterse et al.,2012) . 7K4%
TR XA ) A R B AR MR R ZH U AR JoT
FACP R RER BRI . B, KR35
1R [E AL Pyrus bretschneideri 5218 & & L f2
30NARBTR AV A MOCHIER N RBRZ AT |
P (Manzoor et al.,2020) . [ 7EHLRE ST FITES AL B 15
Medicago sativa T WAL R K518 & o 0T+ = R FE &
0 e DR A TR T i A - 2 R R R A L A R il
(hydroxycinnamoyl CoA: shikimate hydroxycinnamo-
yl transferase, HCT) ik f 14 FH , N F R TR
KAV 3 AR IRl AR R ™ B R Ak . 72 HCT T 4
IR RS ST b, 8 A AR P TR KA R 5 T LAMK
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BT AAK  HAR TR AR (Gallego-Giral -
do et al.,2011) . [FIFE, 7EBF AR AUHL G I rh AN
AR AT LA 2 A A K (Lee et al.,2020) .

FE A 52 2 B0 PR B it 2 s 22 28 16 A
5 M % % (mitogen-activated protein kinas, MAPK)
2% Bk {5 5 il 4% (Zhang et al., 2010; Couto et al.,
2016) . il KRB FIOMIB(E S, S ECE R R IX
KA, Iz S A S Bk AR anAE R AR
8145 (Bressendorff et al., 2016; Poon et al.,2020) .
MAPK #F—2AE FH T 303 G G B R R R 45 Bt
SR A NN, SR {7 e A i, DT AT B i
JE T {2 4 (Meng & Zhang,2013) . WIIRIIF MPK4
SR 5 5 AR USRI ZH 1k RS O K A R
& B B 18 2 v (Brodersen et al., 2006) ; 7& H i %4
3¢ Brassica napus i 2 ik MPK4 7] 185 O A% 45
T FK %595 B8 Botrytis cinerea 111 (Wang et al.,
2009) . MPK3/MPK6 FJ LA .9 = 49 & 1l i) PRk
Fi e PR =, DT BTG 2005 5 08 1 28 S 7 (L &
Zhang, 2004 ; Joo et al., 2008) ; MPK3/MPK6 4 1] L
AR R E YA B R R R TS 5 0
FE ST XTI B AT (Mao et al.,2011) o 27 FRTA,
MAPK TEAE ) Wi [0 95 Ji B 452 44 ) B AEVAE DA 55 04
MG SO RO R T AR

FNBALTEAE DA D aE h i 3 2 OCH 2
PIVEH, 2547 DNA L A 8 1 OBk S 2 Fp
A (Xu et al.,2020;Li et al.,2021) . M55 £
DNA R /K P T LLJ  J PR3 K e Av 4 T LA AR
TR 1 A7 SR8 I SR o 4D I 2 SR TR T TR Fu-
sarium oxysporum {2 42 J5 PR AH X HE K CAP-PR Fl
CRK40 11> CHH v 55 FH B AL mE A 54, 42 =
THUREE I (Le et al.,2014) ; #j %4 Vitis vinifera 3¢ F
R RE PR ZR I ) AR R 3l R A K
SRS PR EE S (Gao et al., 2020) ; /KA Oryza sati-
va T A 9% 7 Xanthomonas oryzae pv. oryzae
BN Xa21G 1 I 8l DX 3l P AL /K P 78 B 2 RUAR
PRI S 85 T KR IR B 19 TP (Akimoto et
al.,2007) . 7EIXEEMFFE I FE N AN [ (9 DNA
FEACIK V- T B0 030 2 B AN [R] 0 38 0
W 5 A2 A M A E IR A AR ) 5 8 D R B AR TR A
HE SRR TR 5T 05 . AT RS 55
O IMZ TR R SCo4 FAEY I B AENLE , EH 6 1~ E
AR, i LA BRI 22 5 KA IR AR
Jor R AR DG A PRI 308 2 S ok i et po R I 25
BRI SRR 5 1 — 20 0 BB it i &I 7K

2 , K3 [ Vi S PR MPK4 )5 81 B A7 25 8
225, LAY DNA HH A0 3 35 5k DA 3 1k )2 1 i ik
MPK4 3£ R 311 P ALK IR 5 U T
PURE T T 2EVLE A B

1 #R57E

1.1 &R

A AR | BRI RN G IR - 6 Bl AR S AV RS O
Col-0.Ms-0.Gr-1,Se-0,Tu-0 Fl Wa-1 I TR I+
Yrgeli AL (https:/abre.osu.edu/researchers ) , £ 6 iR
16 WEERE 8 h IR 100 pmol-m™-s™ JRLEE 22 °C &1
THEFE R 4 BALR . SR/ ME R TR SCo4 TR
SR R F I RIS Z RO TR . THAR A A
Bifig (potato dextrose agar, PDA) 1537 3 il 730y Th 4%
200 g 20 g Bl 20 g FEIR/K 1 L, FH4& pHe

B AHY) RNA /N FEHGAT &, 52 [ Biomiga
23] AR DNA $2 B0 & 5 A 58 i DNA
WIS &, RARAE AR (Jb ) A FR S F] s RNA
J 3 5% 5 & L PrimeScript™ RT Reagent Kit with
gDNA Eraser , TB Green™ Premix Ex Tag™ (Tli Rnas-
eH Plus) . K 1% T B8 Escherichia coli J& 5z 25 40 i
DH5a FI L FE# 1A pMD™ 19-T, H A TaKaRa 2\ 7
MethyDetector™ Bisulfite Modification Kit, & [E $ ¥k
KRB 2w AT R oA At

X4 : E-36HO G IREEFRAE , IS TR
A PR\ 7] ; Imaging-PAM 2% 56 4%, 15 €] Heinz
Walz GmbH /2 7] ; Bio Photometer plus 2 iR &5 11l &
1% Mastercycler ep Realplex2 ¢ & PCRAY , 1 [F
Eppendorf /A 7] ; AXIO Imager.M2 4= H 2] i 78 , 1
Zeiss /3 1) ; CM1860 12 AU AL, T8 Leica 23 7l ;
DY Y-8B F&iftfe i L UKAY , B st R ALAS T
1.2 FHiE
1.2.1 B2 R AR SCO4 42 425 Ja 22 R AL e WAL

PR R B — U IO FE a1 4 JE i AN [
HESAIEE ST, LA 1 412 A 6 LT &P IR E T
JCHEFRA T 728 °C A H BRARF NIE N 24 h, B
ARSI 341, HURPK SC64 7k PDA -4 LT
28 °C PRI 40F PR 2~3 d, 1 H 7% 2E K 2 PDA -
M 2/3 AR, B FH EAR 3 mm T FLASAE VR L 2 FT
WA A B HLBCA TR B R DF o R s A T 221
— A 2R A A B A R AR R B R
MR LA TEYE, LRI 2 AN DE . A R
ARG BT B A 200 mL JC B 7K , PRIE B & e
FEYEFRFAE 90% L L, B (LT DF T4t . Ff Bk SCo4
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R YAUREIT I R 24 b, A bR R RO st 0 5 5
()1 ELAR LR B4R, FHBGRS AR ML R S
BE. [RIES, A Imaging-PAM 2§ 28 ¢ AN 2 B8 Al i
(2019) /9 J5 v K I 400 me T 76 32 BR YL 5 3.6 12,
18.24.30.36 h (1% 3 & Je A O , 4 A/ 75 2L
25 °C  BRE A F R N 30 min, P2 IR RO |
YE R E AR AR A58 B 43 i 4 0.25 110 Al
6 000 umol'm™s™'

I3 M AE BRI PE SCo4 R YL il T idi ikt | 0.3.6.
12.18.24 .30 136 h, KERE DL EIIR IT K E A= K
3d, B R EE 1.5 ecm BN BUT L A FAA
B 85 3 do BUR B 5 T 15% Bl i &
235, P R IR D) A BBl R T 25 AT DI 70 nm R
HH ARG TS 5 Wiesner 4L (4 (JCIK [A] 4 = iy
0.3 g . Jo/K £ 10 mL FRER R 5 mL) b 4 {1 20~
30 s 3G H, JRTE AR 1045 M2 20 s S g e
OAE O, FA R0 i Image) #X4F A9 Lignind X H:
RIFEZEAEHITHT
1.2.2  H#k SCO443 FE it Ieia i@ Bk B Ak 24

HU1.2.1 A AbFR{R Y5 3 .6.12.18.24 30 F136 h

FRIAN ] A 25 TREL R I 32 5 JE BB AL it 1 T A TR R P
FE L TRRECL ity s S A B3R 12 oo A
T RNA /N 0GR & 2 IR UL R O A s
RNA , FI FHAZ R A 0 5 ASC 7 6k RNA F e B2 K 4l
JE ORI 5 % 19 RNA ] RNA B st iln) & &
% cDNA, VS A Al H T A 7K A7 1R 4 e v 38 e A
KHEIN (MPK4 F1 EDST) Je A 5t 7 AR5 18 % A G
(PAL3 Fl1 LACI7) 323K it 1) 52 I ¢ ) 5E i PCR
(quantitative real-time PCR, qPCR) Kl . M https://
www.arabidopsis.org/ [ 3t N ZRAK A K 4% 1R 1Y BT 8
% S AR T 2R AR s v SRR PR 1) e 51, AR AR A
J¥ %1 (coding sequence, CDS) 7 Integrated DNA
Technologies (idtdna.com) B3l A FH 5 [ 4735 11 T H-%
THAHREEER B qPCR 5141 (3R 1), LLACTIN2 NS Sk
51X e Rt i e AR R IR RS
10 pL gPCR JZ W {4 % : TB Premix Ex Tag(2x)5 uL .
RS 14450.2 uL DNA 47 0.8 uL .ddH,0 3.8 uL.
qPCR W FEJF: 95 CAPE 305,95 CiRk 55,56 C
FEAH 30 s, 2o 40 DPEER . J I 5 2 AR i i 2
3BT H LR ) 2R 5 6

®1 AARFFASIMER

Table 1 The information of primers used in this study

FLA Gene E 3191 (5'-3") Sequence forward (5'-3") Wila 514 (5-3") Sequence reverse (5'-3")
ACTIN2 GGCTCCTCTTAACCCAAAGG CAGTAAGGTCACGTCCAGCA

MYB46 CCTTCCTTGACCCACATACAA CCCTGCGTTTACTCCATAGATAC

PAL3 TGATCCGCTTCAGAAACCTAAA GCTGCTCTTATCACCTCAATCT

CAD4 GCGGGAGTAACGGTTTATAGTC CCTACTCCACCTAACCCTAGAA

LACI17 CAGAAAGCCATCCTCTTCATCT CCGACTGTGTTCCTCTCTATTG

MPK4 TGTTCCTCCTCTTCGTCCTATC CTCCTCTCCAGTCTCTGAGTTT

EDS1 CCATACGAGGAAGTTGAGGTAAG AACGTTGAACCCTCCAGAAATA

MPK4-1 YATGTAATTATGGTATYGTTGATGTTAAGT CCAAATTRTTTTTRACCATAAAACT
MPK4-2 YAGTTTTATGGTYAAAAAYAATTTGG TCTTCTTCTTTRRTTTTTRTTCTTTTTCTTT
MPK4-3 ATAAAYAAAATTGAAAATTGAYATTAYAAAG ACATTATACTRAACATARCTACCACCAT

1.2.3 KA ERFRAL L 55 T Bk SCO4 47 3 69 1F A il 2. 1.2.4  BaFMPK4 B B 3T R F R sl 2

BT 120 122 858 S PEXT TR SCo4 RN
HH B i R A 5 A LR A S R R 5T, OF 2 R
1.2.1 530 2 A A R R ST i A TR 5% . ¥ KR
BC il A% 0.1 mmol/L b B , i 55 AL AR g 1) /i
RO 2H A0 A ST I R Wt 10 mL AR BEVE , 7E 28 C .
4 H BRAH TV E 24 h SRR PR SCo4 , SR J5 AR
PURA I (9 BRI -0 2 25 AT AR ZKF-, 7k (Rl
1.2, [AE, 3T 1.2.2 85 gk — 5 K i 2Rl
BEILIA MYB46 PAL3 .LACI7 Fl CAD4 B AHXT 335 5
HATINE , ikl 1.2.2,

ZM1.2.1 J7 ik X 6 F A A AV RS I 2 P T Ak
SC64 T, LAAFE RN R SCO4 [ I A= 25 B4 R
Tr Rkt BR A0 HH 3 h R AR B AL R AR T
AT, VBRI i R, B A S TR 12 it o 4
HEHE 4 DNA $2 5500 £ 156 B A5 H JUR 4 1 25 Ab 21
i F B DNA . #]H MethyDetector™ Bisulfite Modi-
fication Kit 4% B8 15 BH - FH Wi iR S LR b #1348 DNA
FEdh , DNAFE S 4 500 ng, Fl AL ) DNA
SRR T A T MPK4 3 R 5 857 X35k 1 000 kb ¥
GIHEAT PCR Y 3 , He43 B MPK4-1(441 kb) \MPK4-2
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(410 kb) Fil MPK4-3 (325 kb) 3 Bt EAT 914 , X7 5|
Yie g 1 iR . 25 pL PCRY 34K R : Ex Tag
Buffer(10x)2.5 uL .MgCl, 2 uL .dNTP Mix 2 uL. [
514 1 uL Ex Tag 0.2 pL.cDNA 1 puL.ddH,0
153 uL. JZ W FEIF ;94 CHIAE 1 5 min; 94 CAS
305,60 CiR kK 30s,72 CHEA 1 min, H: 35 MFIR;
72 CLSEA 10 min(fEEEA,2014) o IS8 35
WHEEIE DNA [RISGGR 6 2 BRI B X 15 1) MPK4
FERA 8 7 X8 R B A7 Dl fiff 3% 24
pMD™ 19-THFERIY 18 7B, T 16 Cilpatiae. #
A AT b 2 R TR 2 A5 48 DHSa
F28 °C PRIEAMF FRESE 12 h, 3 W I3 e, Pk
BE B v A T A TR (i) e B W R
Ay w8 O 8 2H 2% L X6 #C2F Sequencher
5480 I S8 [, N Pearson AH G R %L
BT 6 FAE SR ST MPK 4R 5h 1 X 38, CHH
AR A B0 32 AR I s BRE T AR AR 25 K
KU A DG R B A X Rkt A AR e o
1.3 BB

{1 1 SPSS 22.0 FAF X IR S0 Bt A 7 2L K 2
2245787, 8 FH Duncan [GH7 52 0% 22 15117 25 55 1o -k

2 BERE5HM

2.1 BEFZRESCo ELFHFIERBTH

Biti 25 57 4 /N T TR RR SCo4 12 YL st 1] 1) ZE K
6 Fifr B A AL R T 0 A s R S B e, Herp AR S
A1 Col-0 |- A 18 K e o B2 22 1%, B4R 4 18 h i) 3
B B, 8 HLAy S B AR 2 RUERAE: ; 1) A= 250 Ms-0 78
ARG 12 h Bt s B BT, i i 2 o o A b (€] 1-
A), FM 6 Ak AR Col-0 X Bk SC64 FIHTT I B
5, Ms-0 AT PE B , Hofth 4 Fp A= SR AP TN T90
HZIl,

18 a5 X U pE I 25 FF R B R R 1T Wiesner J {4,
J5 R PR 52 B T Bk SC64 1= L, U IF Col-0 f)
ZEFF A U TH G (R B B IR, T Ms-0 1) 25 FF A U 1vT
R Bk, Hofth 4 Fh A= 25 R0 0 25 FF R 1) 1T e (2
JEW A T W35 Z 0] 5 52 B e bk SCo4 1= 44 24 hfi 6 Fir
A S R I () ZE AR U T e (R I — e TR
RN, e Col-0 1 Mis-0 [ 25 FF A 1 T e € 7 158
7543 ) e R B R e i 1 (L 1-B) , R BH 6 Fh A= 25
AU 57 H1 Col-0 I A J5T F A0 B A 5, 1 Ms-0 1)
AR B e A%, FLA 4 PP RE I (4 A T LR B
FWHE Z I,

2.2 EHRSCo4 B FKFRESBRERMNRKIE

XTR R K AG RAT 5 38 B FE I MPK4 K TR AR
538 P& L EDST B 5t FR A HE #§ JE H] CAD4
PAL3 B AR 26 35000 52 5 R B /R i 4 N JE K A
X 223K 5 TR L RE I 32 B TR AR SCo4 17 Y J5 AN ] B
(] _F e 7, I AR SZ A2 G 312 18 124 h I3k
FIIEAY ; Horh MPK4 . CAD4 #1 PAL3 AR K355
PR B AE Col-0 Hdg /&, T #F Ms-0 eI s 4
EDSI [P A58 5 AR BE I 7E Col-0 Fh e fI% , 78
Ms-0 Hdg i 5 HoAh 4 FpAE S AU B3 4 JE R G AR
X A B HEAA T Col-0 F1 Ms-0 22 8] ([ 1-C~F) .,
2.3 HNEIKIFGERT AT RA T Rk SCo4 BRI SME

X TR PR SC64 3 B HA it 1 o ot A1 A 55 () 0L R
Col-0 F1 Ms-0 28 41 0.1 mmol/L 7K 4% 2 Tk 3 i
B R SCo4 12 YL FIT 5| 2 1 A T2 BE AR £ KA R
ToAh HH Y4 TN s Hovp, LR I Ms-0 £ /MR K
R TIAL B 75 52 T fk SC64 42 4% 18 h il g BRE I ik
PR, B & N EE ; SRS I Col-0 £ AME/K A% iR
AL S FE3Z R K SC64 17 4% 36 h P BER] 4K,
R N (R 2-A) o LA, MR K A% R T Ak 1
Ji . S AZ Y AR IR BsF E] 26 4 I Col-0 b A5 1) 9
BE/NTTE Ms-0 b 77 A s Bt

At ZE Wiesner Y (0,45 5 7R I TR 40K
R T 34, BUF IF Col-0 Fll Ms-0 24N Bk 4112
AL TR , 7557 B bk SCo4 12 L J EFF AR R YL,
PR, & DX /D UL R B R B SRR AL
Col-0 ZHMNEKIHTR AL HLS , ZEFFAR R R YL (O FR
AT5Rf A TRIRE SC64 12 Lt H] (1) LKA B iniZg , 1 Ms-0
ZHNIE KA TR TRAL B 5 ZEFF AT R Y (o RE FE I i
PRIME SC64 12 YLl ] 19 ZE < SEARAS TR INTR (1] 2-B)
FMARURGIT Col-0 Fll Ms-0 £ FNE 7K A 2 i Ak 2 -
LA T RR SCo4 J5 YA BT 2 A B2, {H Col-0 i A
T R AT = T Ms-0.,

HE— 20X A S5t 2R A8 B L MYB46 . PAL3
LACI7 Fl CAD4 ARk fa AT I E AT R &
TKAG TR AL FEZH , 481 B5 I+ Col-0 il Ms-0 28 /K 4% R il
SEPRIS  TEAZ IR SCO4 1= 4% 18 hivf MYB46 Fll CAD4
FED AR FRk i b VAR B, 7EAZ R YL 24 hAf
PAL3 FILACI7 3R AR ik i LRIk B EAE, H
AL ST Col-0 H 1 iR Aot 22 A G L DR (1 A X 2 ik
I Ms-0 I T R 5 9 A0, AN K A% 1R T AL B4
1 Col-0 il Ms-0 5% 21| ] ¥k SC64 12 YLt ik A%
ARSI PR 1) b R B AR K A R T ALk R ZH A T
1855 (€ 2-C~F ) .
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A  CK 3h 6h 12h 18h 24h 30h 36h CK 3h 6h 12h 18h 24h 30h 36h

F\'/F;‘ﬂ

Col-0 =
Tu-0
Wa-1

\n

[«

Gr-1

Se-0

Ms-0

24 h

24h

AN RILE
Relative expression level

0 T T T T T ' 1 0
0 6 12 18 24 30 36
{25 B8] Hours post inoculation/h

A PR FT I HRBEE , 22 - AEFLIE |, 45 188 Imaging-PAM #6014 A5 B: $UURG ST 25FF A B % ) Wiesner Y2 (6 /5], 1 HR2H &
N 1054 BE, T HRBLLE Ry 20 15458 5 C~F: 43514 MPK4 EDS1 .CAD4 Fl PAL3 JE N FARXT ik 5 CK: K32 Hbk SCo4 124
RUIRGTF . A: Six ecotypes of Arabidopsis thaliana leaves infected by strain SC64, the left picture is the camera photo, the right pic-
ture is the Imaging-PAM detection picture; B: six ecotypes of A. thaliana were infected by strains SC64 with lignin Wiesner staining,
with 10x objectives on the top and 20x objectives on the bottom; C-F: MPK4, EDS1, CAD4 and PAL3 genes relative expression lev-
els respectively; CK: not infected with strain SC64.

1 6 FAERBIMETZ 2 FE/NMIEE K SCo4 BREHRIERERUEEEBNRIEE
Fig. 1 Pathology phenotypes and resistant gene relative expression levels of six ecotypes of Arabidopsis thaliana
after infected with Sclerotium rolfsii strain SC64
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Ms-0
Ms-0+ g
0.1 mmol/L SA
Col-0
Col-0+ i
0.1 mmol/L SA %
B CK 12h 24 h 36 h
Sl S N 1 i,
Y 5 (Q’ & ; 3 ; ’{} -
‘e . TG 2 4 A
’lQO_;mﬁ 4‘ léopm W1 l_OQ;ln" F 100 pm
Ms-0 = -—— G S

P E <~
. A

RAMEBIHESA Without exogenously SA SMIRBE#EO. 1 mmol/L SA With exogenously 0.1 mmol/L SA
—#— Ms-0 —#—Col-0 —0— Ms-0+SA —8— Col-0+SA
B 57 C 67D 51 E 37 F
2
5 4 4+
=1
I .S 4+ 2+
ﬁ § 3 T 3 A
a
RS 2- 21
%2
=
Q
=2

0 6 1218 24 30 36 0 6 12 15 24 30 36 0 6 12 18 24 30 36 0 6 12 18 24 30 36
R %51 1E] Hours post inoculation/h
A SRS R REEIR, ZE A ARPLIR A, 4 R Imaging-PAM KA F 5 B: ARG IT25FF AR BT3R 1Y Wiesner Y4 451, R4 Iy |-
FER 1065458, F B 20 59058 5 C~F: 5330 MYB46 \PAL3 .CAD4 FI LACT7 3[R AARXT ik 5 CK: A2 PR SCo4 {2 Y41
ARG IT . A: Six ecotypes of Arabidopsis thaliana leaves infected by strain SC64, the left picture is the camera photo, the right pic-
ture is the Imaging-PAM detection picture; B: six ecotypes of A. thaliana were infected by strains SC64 with lignin Wiesner staining,
with 10x objectives on the top and 20x objectives on the bottom; C-F: MYB46, PAL3, CAD4 and LACI17 genes relative expression
levels respectively; CK: not infected with strain SC64.
B2 5MER0.1 mmol/L 7k 1588 (SA) T kb B XT LR 7+ 32 57 B /MK B H #% SCo4 R HI 720
Fig. 2 Effect of exogenous 0.1 mmol/L salicylic acid (SA) pretreatment on Arabidopsis thaliana infestation
by Sclerotium rolfsii SC64 strain
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24 BEFTMPK4EFRBHFREREMGCRER 37X CHH W EALO GO A Brig i, o HLAE

Rt — R R 6 R ES A m A W 3RS B0 B & LB 7E 65.0%~84.8% 2 [

IFRIBURE R T 22 5 SRR KRR (Gl R W] CHH J& MPK4 SR )5 81 X 3y = 28 B b
B MPK4 I FoJR 21 XSk B A 7 5 8k, &5 a6 Fh A ST R I h MPK4 L RS 3+
RN, 6 P A SR I AR Z 2N B kK SCo4 iR Yeit X3 CHH H S AL A s 40 7E Col-0 T i 2, fE R 247
MPK4 FER JE 8 F X 3k CHH 037 5 807 oA 34k Y RnaZ Bbk SCo4 12 4% 3 hisf 43 Jil e 74~ F1 56 4~ 5 i
DS EL P T 5 EBIAE 22.29%~100.0% Z 0], 1T 6 B A 7F Ms-0 thiie /b 7R R 2R YL A 32 PR SC64 /=244 3 h
BHURGIT 52 2 FI bk SCo4 1204 3 hinf MPK4 KIS W22 MR 134N (362) .

R2 FENMZEESCo4 RHIE 6 AR TT MPK4 E R B3 F RIS R BN LR #
Table 2 No. of methylation sites in the MPK4 promoters of six ecotypes of Arabidopsis thaliana after
infected with Sclerotium rolfsii SC64 strain

e BT (CK) B3 bR
e Before inoculation (CK) 3 h post inoculation

Ecotype C cG CHG CHH C cG CHG CHH
Col-0 11 4 0 7 66 8 2 56
Gr-1 9 7 0 2 20 6 1 13
Ms-0 2 0 0 2 17 1 1 13
Se-0 2 0 0 2 24 6 1 17
Tu-0 14 6 1 7 33 4 2 27
Wa-1 11 6 0 5 25 6 1 18

C.CG.CHG F CHH & A [E Ay B4k 287Y . C, CG, CHG, and CHH are different types of methylation.

B o Pl LSRR I MPK4 RS 20 T XK B 8 TOSG , 532 4R 48 3 h A B AR A

CHH HUEALA S8 55242 4 24 W BRI AR 322y R B EFIFAX(FR3) . 6 Fi LSRR v 52 bR
24 h KR ZE KW K212 5% 3 hisf MPK4 X ik 5 SC64 42 4% 3 h i MPK4 F: [ 5 86 F X 38 CHH 13 55,
HATHOCNE A, R B 6 M A S T ER B 2RI 24 h R ZE K- 240 W& IEAC, 5%
ZAZ Y MPK4 B G 3+ X B CHH 6/ 805532 (24 24 hREE AL 0 2 G, 522 %3 h B &
{RY 24 WARTRZE A BB E AR, 52F Y240 X RBEERBEEMHIE(EES),

&3 ARESBMETT MPK4R51F CHH REN AL S8 5 52578/ MIE B SCo4 124 24 h AR BT K FFHBIAHE X 1%

Table 3 Correlation between the number of CHH methylation sites in the MPK4 promoters of six ecotypes Arabidopsis thaliana and

lignin levels and disease spots infected with Sclerotium rolfsii strain SC64 for 24 h

RZZYent CHHAZ S8 2R 24 hBRREIA 228 24 hinF KR 2K F

No. of CHH sites when Lesion area at 24 h of Lignin level at 24 h of
not infected infection infection
SZARYe 3 hilk CHH {37 % - -0.878" 0.771"
No. of CHH sites at 3 h of infection
ZAZ Y 24 h EBF BRI -0.915" 1.000
Lesion area at 24 h of infection
S2AZYL 24 W AR TR Z /K 0.503™ -0.781" 1.000

Lignin level at 24 h of infection

*F*FEIRTE 0.05 F10.01 7K B AR (R ) o * or ** indicates significant correlation at the 0.05 or 0.01 level (2-tailed).

6 Fp A BRI B IT R 2 AR e ) MPK4 RN 33 18 h Y CAD4 FE R X 26 1k 1 70 1) S A k35 67 K 5%
F X3 CHH H A0 S BCS Z 12U 5 12 Wi EDST Rl B IEAI G (58 4) , 0 6 FlvAk S AU G I+ MPK4
FEPRAI Fk M2 A2 YL S5 18 hi) CAD4 AN LR o 7 X 3k CHH F 340 S 8UE ¥ A B 3%
IRHL I 5 2 AR DGR 3 AR O 2R 3k, (¥ EDST SE R 3R35 | IEJRE CAD4 FE Y

3 hif MPK4 32 H B 3+ X 38 CHH H 34k %5 #Eik.
ARG 12 h ¥ EDSTHERATN b M2 AR R
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R4 6THAESENEIT MPK4ERE 3 FXE CHH REU R B SERREENHEXRY

Table 4 The coefficient of correlation between CHH methylation sites in MPK4 promoter region and gene relative expression level

in six ecotypes of Arabidopsis thaliana

X2 ik B Relative expression level

FHEEAL A 25 % No. of methylation sites

MPK4 (3 hpi) EDS1 (12 hpi) CAD4 (18 hpi) CHH (CK) CHH (3 hpi)
MPK4 (3 hpi) 1.000
EDSI (12 hpi) -0.981" 1.000
CAD4 (18 hpi) 0.954™ -0.959™ 1.000
CHH (CK) 0.838" -0.877° 0.912% 1.000
CHH (3 hpi) 0.947" -0.953" 0.891%* 0.770 1.000

hpi: ZAR GG /NBTEL . FI**FRIRAE 0.05 F10.01 7K ik 2 AHSE (XU ) o hpi: Hours post inoculation. * or ** indicates sig-

nificant correlation at the 0.05 or 0.01 level (2-tailed).
3 1Wig

AR T ZRAEAE ) B RS St TR A= G ok P v R R G
HEVE, HOE BRI AR A BRI TRk A
P RE b, A 2H S B A A FH DA BEL L 38 D A o B
(Bonello & Blodgett,2003) . AW 5T H 6 Ffi A 251
PN I A 32 55 5 /N TR TR R SCo4 17 G4 B Col-0 11
AT R AR feoi , 5 B RE 1 B R i R R PR AR )
B, 1 Ms-0 FY A T 28 AU B 5555, X g B P fig
555 , oAt 4 A= A R it 2R AL AR E LR fig
T PIE Z 0] 2GR F T RTTR X HE K SCo4 H
A RCPEBBEE A . ARBTE G T SR AR
fi#t 2 Jiff (phenylalanine ammonialyase , PAL ) Fil A H: [i%
Jiii Ui (cinnamyl alcohol dehydrogenase, CAD) %52
5K & #R A Al (Vanholme et al., 2010) , 8% 5 48
R ol o SE ALY A AL R B AR T R R EY
(Vanholme et al., 2012; Rojas-Murcia et al., 2020) .
o B A S AR A )RR B T RE S S AR TR Bt i AR A DG I
RIFEAR Y rh Rk, DOTTAR AR 1 Bl A B 22, B8 i AR
P T2 B B A S5 Ak /KA (Zhao et al.,2009) . 7EAN ]
FLE ATV BR Linum usitatissimum 20 M2 57 15 958
Prvi, 4wt PAL F1 CAD Y BEDE 135 iRk, PAL
T MR % (Hano et al., 2006) o ASHF5E 6 Ffi Az 257
ARG I 52 TR SCO4 12 UL J5 , A o 2= AR i 3 it A 1A
PAL3 1 CAD4 BRI XS Z ikt B kAR T AN R R E 1Y
VA AR M BT 2R AR B LU R A2 AR YL i b 5, 3
5 B AR RES A A T R B R A5 R —
B0 Hak 24 BE 7 Col-0 iy 1 i 2k e B A oAy
S ARV R, 5 AR B R AR B R Y 45 R AH )
A HENAR BT 28 5 IR T TR R SCo4 BTt AH G

TKAG BRA'E A A e o T 1 ) 28 LR AE G
T A= )8 S AR I TR A e o A v A 4B S BEE ]
(Glazebrook, 2005) . {H 14 Hf 5% 3% BH /K 4% IR 76

Y32 2955 D T A= G o A B0 AR AR AnAE R 7K
ik 2 fL i} (salicylate hydroxylase , Nahg) fit) 4% 3 [K il
B AR TR 2R T il R T, 32 BT S v BRI D Y B A R
Xanthomonas campestris pv. vesicatoria tz 4% )5 , ¥
RURER T KRR IR I ERE 12 9 AL IR L9
$iE | 5% nahg R bR 32 2 09 78 B Wb 25 (0% T B A= A
(O’ Donnell et al.,2001) . AHFFE AR I Col-0 Fil
Ms-0 Z MK R A BEL S A7 1Rk SCo4 12 YL i &
i TR B R 2 K A IR T Ak RS T N o, X
O’ Donnell et al.(2001 ) A& Iit & KA R 23 in B AH 4
32 B S TR A AL ) SR R R A R — 2 K
MR REXTHE Y A K R B MR BT KR 2 R
YER, an#MIE T 0.2 mmol/L 7K A% R 2 4 il # B 77
A K (Lee et al., 2020) ; 7 HCT 215 F VAR BIRE I+ FI
SACHEAE ORI GIR & 5 AR R AKEBUR L
(Gallego-Giraldo et al.,2011) . AHF5T & BUAHRE T A
LK TR AL BEA , 4 IT Col-0 Fll Ms-0 Z25M UK
PR T B 5 37 R iR SCO4 4= YL I (1) A i 25 FL R 1
FAR[RIFREEREAR, Col-0 HA BT 2% A FH SR Bl L st 1)
FE A /N7 X W A A A7 4R G 36 h B B A&
AR BN N 5 Ms-0 HoR i 2 0 AL R Bl R YL i)
(] A TR T e, WP R HAE 32 A= G 18 b IRFpg At
AR B 3k SR B FON e, HE MK A R ] 1
AR IT IR A SCod (7 YLt fE iR & .

MAPK %575 53 14 58 I 12 IR A 1l i
VAT ORI W 7, DT X L P A% e 261 7 B
f# (Meng & Zhang,2013) ., MPK4 &3 i1t 45 & F¢ 5
PEIEY MKS1 G i1 EDS1/PAD4 (323K | fe S 3R
XF 7K AR B4 I F (Brodersen et al., 2006) . ASHf
FEr 6 Fh AR ST R ST 32 B T Pk SCo4 (2 YL MPK4
AR FR I8 i 34 2 B, HAE Col-0 H iy L
JE£ i T HAR SR A S BRI ST 5 1] EDST 3P 7E Ms-0
YRR T e R e b IR D v T LAy S A A A A
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BT ARl S R, 6 Ak S g I <2
FI Mk SC64 12 YL 3 h It MPK4 AHXT 61551 5 2 Y
12 h B EDST A 1k i 20 8 35 A 56 i 4
5 Brodersen et al.(2006) (A5 25 S ARRL, Ui I L e
It MPK4 84 1 EDSI 3Rk

DNA H B AL 7EAE ) A K s fE e 3 1 &
KFEMIVE (Xu et al., 2020; Li et al.,2021) , {1
AL 3 Malus hupehensis B2 WL is A5 1F 77 45 W 2 1
Sy R A AR A I PR ek i 5 HOW s Bl T X
A9 CHH H 34k 5 IEAH2¢ (Xing et al., 2020) ; #1/E
It H: 9 B Col-0 32 2R fl #ik J] R 1% 44 J5 CAP-PR il
CRK40 FARXT Fe3A 14 & A= 1 H AN CHH {37 45,
(9 BEAE M (Le et al.,2014) . AHBFSEH 6 Fh A= 25
R RS IT 7 A 3247 G F1 32 TR AR SCo4 17 44 3 h 1)
MPK4 35 5 35 7 X 3 CHH 1 5e b0 A5 85000 9 5
HH B ik 5 38 A 0 35 I AR OG X R B % 3
K5 8 F CHH H B4k 07 S BUE I8 TH A B %A
i, 5 Le et al. (2014) W5 45 R —3. 25 Lk, 6 F
A TR RG I MPK4 3£ )5 3l F X 38 CHH H 364k
7 35 8500 Bl A P Bk SCo4 (R Yead i P IE P 5 A B 36
I8, I R IR K A R i L N EDST 33k, fifi
ARG IT KA IR i T R, 1 7 A Joi 2% 16 3 Jrf Ik
K CAD4 Wik i FIRIFR AR T R LR, el
PR HXT B BE SCo4 BT 2] T 1EHE/E A .

FFHE /N B T Bk SC64 ELA IR A W B 5]
(0 Y 7, AT 9 2 B L TR 22 (R BB AR 2AE D)
G ZUr, I3 00 20 R R e T R R 2 L AT A A
(Tang et al.,2011) . [fiiAE %) 5 160 B8 Ak SC64 1= 4L 11
o AL AT . B, ARBFE MR R
TRAGTRA I [ LA S KAz A i 1 e o 4 S PR FR 3
&3 J5 THIERTE T 0L R I7 B A A ik SCo4 1R YL 1) 431
BLTH , A i B Bk SC64 VE A A Wi 555 1o FH Vs 1
HETHEIERE
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