Investigating mechanisms of root infection and sudden death syndrome development in
Glycine max caused by Fusarium virguliforme
Mitchell G. Roth
Genetics Ph.D. Program
Department of Plant, Soil, and Microbial Sciences
578 Wilson Rd., CIPS 104
East Lansing, MI 48824
rothmitc@msu.edu
January 24, 2017
Committee Members:
Dr. Martin Chilvers (Primary Investigator)
Dr. Brad Day
Dr. Frances Trail
Dr. Jonathan Walton
Dr. Maren Friesen (Genetics Representative)

Table of Contents:

Pages

Specific Aims ......................................................................................................................2
Research Plan
Background and Significance .............................................................................. 3-6
Preliminary Studies............................................................................................ 7-10
Research Design and Methods
Aim 1 .................................................................................................... 11-12
Aim 2 .................................................................................................... 13-14
Aim 3 ..........................................................................................................15
Timetable................................................................................................................16
Potential Funding Sources ..............................................................................................17
Literature Cited ......................................................................................................... 18-24

Abstract
One of the top emerging threats to soybean production in the U.S. is sudden death
syndrome (SDS) caused by the fungal pathogen, Fusarium virguliforme. The soil-borne
pathogen infects roots causing initial root rot symptoms, later followed by foliar symptoms
marked by interveinal chlorosis and necrosis. These foliar symptoms are thought to be caused by
host-selective toxins and effector proteins that enter xylem during the root infection, since F.
virguliforme remains in the roots throughout infection. These foliar symptoms can cause
premature defoliation, pod drop, and up to 100% yield loss. Two proteins, FvTox1 and FvNIS1,
have been identified as important factors in foliar SDS development, but their modes of action
remain unknown. To date, genetic resistance to SDS is quantitative and controlled by many
quantitative trait loci. Initially, F. virguliforme was thought to have a narrow host range, but it
has recently shown the ability to colonize other common field crops and weeds, though
development of classic SDS symptoms are inconsistent. This proposal aims to elucidate the
mechanisms by which F. virguliforme enters soybean roots and identify the targets of FvTox1
and FvNIS1. In addition, I will investigate alternate plant hosts for potential resistance to root
infection and to foliar symptom development caused by these proteins.
Primary Objective: Characterize how F. virguliforme enters soybean roots, causes effectorinduced foliar symptoms, and identify mechanisms of resistance to SDS in other crop hosts.
Central Hypotheses: Fusarium virguliforme infects soybean roots independently and via direct
interactions with the soybean cyst nematode. Non-soybean hosts employ unique resistance
mechanisms that prevent root rot and foliar symptom development caused by F. virguliforme.
Specific Aims
Aim 1 – Identify modes of F. virguliforme entry into soybean root tissues
• Generate a fluorescent strain of F. virguliforme
• Search for appressorium development on soybean roots using fluorescent microscopy
• Determine if F. virguliforme interacts with and colonizes nematodes using fluorescent
microscopy
Aim 2 – Identify FvTox1 and FvNIS1-interacting proteins that induce foliar SDS symptoms
• Confirm less virulent phenotypes of fvtox1 and fvnis1 mutants
• Tag FvTox1 and FvNIS1 with a fluorescent marker
• Vacuum infiltrate fluorescently tagged FvTox1 and FvNIS1 into soybean leaf disks to
identify subcellular localization using fluorescent microscopy
• Identify potential interacting proteins using co-immunoprecipitation and liquid
chromatography – mass spectrometry (LC-MS)
• Confirm potential interacting proteins with yeast two-hybrid experiments
Aim 3 – Investigate alternate-host resistance mechanisms to SDS
• Identify toxin-interacting homologs in other crops through gene homology studies
• Vacuum infiltrate fluorescently tagged FvTox1 and FvNIS1 into alternate host leaf disks
to identify subcellular localization using fluorescent microscopy
• Identify potential interacting proteins using co-immunoprecipitation and LC-MS
• Confirm potential interacting proteins with yeast two-hybrid experiments
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Background and Significance
History and current state of soybean SDS in the U.S.
The causal agent of soybean sudden death syndrome (SDS) in the U.S. was identified in
1971 in Arkansas as Fusarium solani f. sp. glycines1–3. Since then, genetic and morphological
studies have shown that Fusarium solani f. sp. glycines consists of multiple distinct species, with
Fusarium virguliforme (Fv) being the only SDS-causing species present in the U.S.4–8 However,
recent surveys have identified other SDS-causing Fusarium species in Michigan, although Fv
remains the most prominent species (M. Chilvers and J. Jacobs, unpublished). Initial symptoms
of SDS appear in the roots as discoloration and rotting, with foliar symptoms typically
developing much later. Severe foliar symptoms include interveinal chlorosis and necrosis that
can lead to premature leaf drop and pod abortion, causing a significant decrease in yield. These
above-ground symptoms occur while Fv remains in the roots secreting proteins and other
compounds that induce the foliar symptoms9 (Fig. 1). Soybean SDS is now present in nearly all
soybean producing states in the U.S., having caused an average 27.7 million bushel yield loss
between 2004 and 200910,11.
Soybean SDS is a persistent, recurring, and spreading problem. Fv is persistent in fields
because effective management strategies are not consistently effective across regions and Fv has
been shown to colonize many common crop and weed species, even though classical SDS
symptoms do not typically develop12. Management strategies such as crop rotation, soil tillage
practices, and seed treatments with fungicides have all shown mixed results, making it difficult
to give appropriate recommendations to growers about how to manage SDS9. Genetic resistance
to SDS would be an effective management strategy, but studies in this area have determined that
resistance is complex and controlled by quantitative trait loci (QTLs), which can contribute to
root rot resistance or foliar resistance separately13–16. Some of the QTLs associated with SDS
resistance overlap with known QTLs for other pests, making it difficult to decipher the role and
impact of each resistance QTL17.
Fusarium virguliforme entry into root tissues
Fusarium virguliforme is a soil-borne pathogen capable of infecting soybean roots and
can only be re-isolated from roots or lower stems1,2. To enter plant roots, many fungal pathogens
generate specialized hyphae called an appressorium to build up turgor pressure, forcing a hyphal
penetration peg between the cells of a plant host18,19. Once inside the host, fungal pathogens
typically do one of three things; develop hyphae that remain in the extracellular apoplast,
develop intracellular invasive hyphae, or develop specialized feeding structures called haustoria
that also invade plant cells20. Scanning electron microscopy of Fv appears to show appressoria
formation on soybean root surfaces and root cross sections show evidence that Fv colonizes the
vascular tissues21. Appressorium development by Fv is surprising, since better-characterized
Fusarium relatives (F. oxysporum, F. graminearum, and F. verticillioides) either develop
intermittent appressorium-like structures22 or no appressorium at all23,24. Instead, Fusarium
species typically rely on cell wall degrading enzymes25–27, and the Fv genome contains many
genes for plant cell wall degrading enzymes28. It is possible that Fv may use both appressorium
development and cell wall degrading enzymes to enter soybean roots. In this study, a fluorescent
strain of Fv will be used to examine fungal development on soybean root tissues and search for
additional evidence of appressorium development.
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Figure 1. Infection cycle of Fusarium virguliforme in soybean. (A) Sporodochia develop (white
arrows), (B) containing many 3-5 septate macroconidia. (C) Conidia germinate and infect
soybean roots, causing root rot symptoms. (D) Toxin production, secretion, and translocation
causes foliar SDS symptoms. (E) F. virguliforme remains in roots, developing pigmented
(sometimes blue) masses of chlamydospores for overwintering (white arrows).
A more efficient mode of entry into soybean roots may be provided by the soybean cyst
nematode (SCN). Independently, SCN is a major threat to soybean production throughout the
U.S. However, Fv and SCN are commonly found in the same fields, leading some to believe that
they may be able to directly interact with one another. Currently, there is conflicting evidence
about the impact of SCN on SDS. A synergistic relationship between SCN and Fv could make
soybean SDS symptoms worse, and an antagonistic interaction could result in a competition for
nutrients, thus allowing only one pathogen to become a prominent problem. Initially, the two
pathogens were thought to compete with one another because evidence suggested that Fv could
infect and parasitize SCN cysts and juveniles29,30. This idea has been somewhat dismissed
because the studies used F. solani f. sp. glycines isolates, which may not have specifically been
Fv. Subsequent field studies have measured SDS severity in the presence of both pathogens and
found that foliar SDS symptoms occur sooner and are more severe when both pathogens are
present, compared to single inoculations31–35. In contrast, other greenhouse36 and field studies37–
39
have shown little to no correlations between SDS severity and SCN quantity, with Fv being
the only significant factor contributing to SDS. Interestingly, one greenhouse study occasionally
found mild foliar SDS development in the presence of SCN and the absence of Fv inoculation36.
This curious observation might be explained by a phosphate deficiency, which can be mistaken
as SDS. Alternatively, the researchers may have unknowingly vectored Fv with SCN, since
SCN is an obligate biotroph and can only be reared on soybeans. To date, all studies examining
SDS in the presence of SCN have had very similar experimental designs, yet they have yielded
inconsistent results and provided little advancement in our knowledge to the relationship
between Fv, SCN, and SDS. These discrepancies could be due to the different Fv isolates, SCN
races, and soybean cultivars used in each study. A new approach is needed to significantly
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advance knowledge about these biological relationships. I propose to use a fluorescent strain of
Fv in co-culture experiments with SCN to examine their relationship using fluorescent
microscopy. Some Fusarium species have been shown to colonize Caenorhabditis elegans40,
hence Fv may be able to colonize SCN. This type of interaction could allow SCN to transmit Fv
into soybean roots through mechanical wounds.
SDS symptom development
The mechanisms employed by Fv to cause root rot symptoms are unknown and have not
been studied at a molecular level. However, many studies have investigated the cause of the
striking foliar SDS symptoms (Fig. 1D). The development of foliar symptoms while Fv remains
in the roots triggered the hypothesis that Fv can secrete host selective toxins (HSTs),
phytotoxins, and effector proteins into the soybean vascular tissue that translocate to the foliar
tissues41–43. Subsequent studies identified that cell free culture filtrates alone are capable of
inducing foliar SDS symptoms, supporting this hypothesis42–44. Major evidence that fungal
pathogens can secrete proteins inside plant xylem came with the identification of secreted in
xylem (SIX) proteins in tomatoes infected by Fusarium oxysporum f. sp. lycopersici45,46. It was
later shown that Fv could secrete proteins into soybean xylem47, although the study did not
identify the three well-characterized phytotoxic proteins produced by Fv. Interestingly, Ji et al.
showed that light is required for cell-free culture filtrates to induce foliar SDS and that these
symptoms are associated with the degradation of the large subunit of Rubisco48. The ToxA
protein produced by Pyrenophora tritici-repentis also requires light to cause disease symptoms
in wheat and functions by direct interaction with a chloroplast protein, which disrupts chloroplast
function49–51. Some have speculated that FvTox1 also localizes to chloroplasts52,53, though
subcellular localization of FvTox1 in soybean leaves needs to be confirmed.
Fungal proteins that induce plant disease symptoms are often called host selective toxins
(HSTs) or effectors in the literature. To date, no studies have investigated whether specific Fv
proteins can cause disease symptoms in other plants. Therefore, I will refer to all Fv proteins
involved in symptom development as effectors instead of HSTs. Fv contains a single gene that
encodes a 13.5kDa protein named Toxin1 (FvTox1)54. This gene has been well characterized
and is known to play a role in foliar chlorosis in soybeans, as fvtox1 mutants cause a 2-fold lower
severity of foliar SDS55. Like many small, secreted proteins, FvTox1 is processed from a propeptide for secretion and is cysteine rich with 5% cysteine residues54. Another effector produced
by Fv was originally identified in 1996 as a 17 kDa protein and was re-discovered in 2016 and
named FvTox2, but still has not been well characterized43,56. The most recent protein was
identified as FvNIS1 and is plays a role in foliar necrosis development of soybeans56. FvNIS1 is
an ortholog to the Necrosis Inducing Secreted peptide 1 (NIS1) from Colletotrichum orbiculare,
which is a small secreted protein but only contains one cysteine residue57. In addition to these
proteins, Fv is also capable of producing toxic secondary metabolites like radicicol (monorden),
fusaric acid, and citrinin that can accumulate and cause cell death in soybean leaves41,56.
Identifying new phytotoxic compounds and effector proteins is an important step towards
understanding the complexity of the interactions between any pathogen and host. However,
previous studies have shown significant roles for both FvTox1 and FvNIS1 in foliar symptom
development55,56. This warrants further investigation into their modes of action, which is the
central focus of this proposal. Identifying targets of FvTox1 and FvNIS1 which induce foliar
symptoms may allow new targets for improving soybean resistance to SDS (Fig 2). Instead of a
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targeted approach, recent studies have focused on developing synthetic peptides or mammalianderived antibodies that generally bind to FvTox152,58. However, binding FvTox1 does not
necessarily inhibit its function and synthetic constructs need to be validated in planta before they
can be deemed safe and effective. In addition, mammalian-derived transgenes in plant tissues
make them unfit for human consumption under the current USDA regulations. Instead, I will
identify the host proteins that FvTox1 and FvNIS1 target to cause foliar SDS symptoms,
revealing specific points of intervention that could enhance SDS resistance. These mechanisms
are important because they may function in very different ways. For instance, Pyrenophora
tritici-repentis, which causes tan leaf spot of wheat, produces two major effectors that can have
two different modes of action to cause disease symptoms51. As mentioned, ToxA functions
inside plant cells inducing rapid cell necrosis after localizing to the chloroplast49–51. In contrast,
ToxB functions outside plant cells in the apoplast inducing gradual chlorosis51,59. However, both
contain a single host susceptibility gene in wheat49, indicating the intricate nature of plantpathogen interactions. By investigating the modes of action of individual effectors produced by
Fv, in soybean and in alternate hosts, unique modes of resistance for FvTox1 and FvNIS1induced symptoms may be identified (Fig. 2).

Figure 2. Points of interaction for Fusarium virguliforme
toxins and plant hosts. (A) F. virguliforme infects soybean
root tissues and begins expressing toxins. (B) Toxins enter
xylem tissues and begin translocating to the foliar tissues.
(C) Toxins travel through xylem into foliar tissues. (D)
Toxins reach leaf tissues and interact with their target,
inducing cell death. In alternate hosts, a lack of symptom
development may result from (A) no expression of toxins,
(B) the inability for toxins to enter xylem, (C) degradation
of toxins within the xylem, or (D) a lack of an appropriate
binding partner to induce symptom development.
Significance
Soybeans are one of the top grossing crops in the United States each year, netting an
average production value of $39.9 billion over the past five years. Its oils are valuable in many
industries including cooking oil production and biofuels. Its protein content also makes valuable
feed supplements for livestock. However, Fv continues to spread world-wide, now found in
Malaysia and South Africa60,61 threatening global agriculture. Identifying a role for SCN in Fv
infection in this study may provide more useful management advice for growers to prevent SDS.
Specific soybean proteins that interact with Fv effectors can become targets for novel genome
editing tools to edit genes to specifically inhibit the action of FvTox1 and/or FvNIS1.
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Preliminary Studies
Assessment of Risk Factors for Predicting SDS
To date, management strategies for reducing SDS have yielded inconsistent results. The
best management strategy is growing soybean cultivars with enhanced genetic resistance, but no
cultivar has shown 100% resistance. Therefore, we sought to determine our ability to predict the
risk of a field developing SDS by collecting samples before and throughout the growing season
in a field naturally infested with F. virguliforme. Accurately predicting SDS development may
provide soybean growers with useful information for making better management decisions, like
using seed with higher resistance, using a seed treatment, or planting a different crop altogether.
This two-year field study took place in Decatur, MI during 2014 and 2015. This field site
was found to be naturally infested with Fv in 2009, and SDS continues to be a problem. Often
during SDS outbreaks, foliar symptoms develop in “patches” within a field, but it is unclear if
this is due to a heterogeneous distribution of Fv or other environmental factors. Soil samples
were collected prior to planting in a grid sampling design to prevent biased sampling, and
consisted of 96 samples over a 446m2 area. These samples were processed for DNA extraction,
and the DNA was used for quantification of Fv using a qPCR assay shown to have high
sensitivity and specificity across many labs62,63. The abundance of nematodes, including
soybean cyst nematodes (SCN), were also determined from these soil samples by MSU
Diagnostic Services. The same cultivar was planted throughout the plot to control for cultivar
effects on SDS development (Asgrow AG2534 in 2014, Asgrow AG2535 in 2015, Monsanto
Company, St. Louis, MO, USA). At young vegetative (V3) and mature reproductive (R5)
soybean growth stages64, three plants were collected from each of the 96 sample points to assess
SDS severity. Roots of the three individual plants were visually rated as a percentage of rotten
root tissue, and leaves of the three individual plants were visually rated for foliar SDS on a scale
from 0-9 in 0.5 increments (Jason Bond, Southern Illinois University, unpublished). Lastly, infield SDS incidence (percentage of plants expressing any SDS symptoms, from 0-100%) and
severity (average severity of plants expressing SDS symptoms, from 0-9) ratings were taken at
soybean reproductive stages R4, R5, and R6 and converted into a disease index score by taking
!"#$%&"#& ∗ )&*&+$,. This provided disease index values on a continuous scale from 0-100, instead
.
of a discrete 0-9 scale65. In 2014, disease index ratings were obtained on a plot-wide basis,
providing 24 data points. In 2015, disease index ratings were obtained on a three-foot swath of
plants at each sampling location, providing 96 data points.
Another advantage to the grid sampling design is that each sample point has unique
coordinates. Therefore, we plotted each risk factor with coordinates and interpolated values to
fill in non-sampled areas, creating contour plots that shows the distribution of each risk factor
throughout the field using the ‘fields’ package in R version 3.2.0 (Fig. 3). The data were
interpolated through simple kriging using a stationary covariate model. The quantities of Fv and
SCN in the soil before planting were found to be heterogeneous in both 2014 (Fig. 3A) and 2015
(Fig. 3B). In 2014, the abundance of Fv in the soil prior to planting had a significant positive
correlation to the SDS disease index at growth stage R5 (R = 0.41, p = 0.047), while SCN in the
soil prior to planting had no significant correlation to SDS disease index at growth stage R5 (R =
0.22, p = 0.296). In 2015, the abundance of Fv in the soil prior to planting had a significant
positive correlation with SDS disease index scores at growth stage R5 (R = 0.51, p = 1.13x10-7),
while SCN also had a significant positive correlation to SDS disease index at growth stage R5 (R
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= 0.53, p = 2.99x10-8). In addition, 2014 showed no significant correlation between Fv and SCN
quantities in the soil prior to planting (R= 0.3, p = 0.155), but 2015 did (R = 0.40, p = 5.98x10-5).
Together, these results indicate that the distribution of Fv in the soil can help aid in the prediction
of SDS development even with samples taken before planting. In addition, the distribution of
SCN may also help in SDS prediction, yet the relationships between Fv and SCN, and between
SCN and SDS remains unclear and will be investigated in this proposal. This risk assessment
project has concluded and these findings are in preparation for publication (Roth et al, in prep).

Figure 3. Contour plots of Fusarium virguliforme, soybean cyst nematode, and SDS
distributions in a field plot during (A) 2014 and (B) 2015. Right, quantity of F. virguliforme
DNA in the soil as a ratio of total DNA extracted. Middle, counts of SCN present in the soil.
Right, SDS disease index ratings at soybean growth stage R5. Tan areas represent high
quantities and green areas represent low quantities.
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Development of transgenic Fusarium virguliforme strains
Previous studies have developed successful transformation methods for knocking out
genes or inserting GFP in Fv55,56,66. Unfortunately, no other studies have been published since
the development of the GFP strain. Fluorescent proteins are commonly used in fungi, and many
fluorophores have been optimized to perform better than GFP67–69. We have developed an
optimized protocol for protoplast generation and genetic transformation of Fv using existing
protocols for Fv and for the close relative F. graminearum66,70, and intend to develop a GFP
strain for studying the infection process of soybean using fluorescent microscopy.
Our preliminary work has resulted in an fvtox1 mutant in order to replicate the results of a
previous study by Brar et al. Their study knocked out Fvtox1 in the Fv strain Clinton1B, and
found that foliar symptoms in the Williams 82 soybean cultivar were reduced 2-fold when using
a stem-cut assay containing culture filtrates obtained from the mutant55. Our fvtox1 mutant strain
was obtained using the Fv isolate Mont-1 (NRRL 22292). It successfully colonizes potato
dextrose agar amended with 150µg/mL hygromycin (Fig. 4A), because the Fvtox1 gene has been
successfully replaced by the hygromycin phosphotransferase (hph) gene (Fig. 4B). Our
preliminary results show that root rot symptoms in the Sloan soybean cultivar are significantly
reduced when inoculated with the fvtox1 mutant, but foliar symptoms are not different than the
wild type (Figure 5). These results need to be replicated and performed with multiple
independent fvtox1 knockouts prior to making final conclusions.

Figure 4. Genetic knockout of FvTox1. (A) The wild type strain (Mont-1) is able to grow on
potato dextrose agar, but not when amended with 150 µg/mL hygromycin. The fvtox1 4-3
mutant is capable of growing on potato dextrose agar, even when amended with 150 µg/mL
hygromycin. Images were taken 21 days post inoculation. (B) Mont-1 is PCR positive for the
FvTox1 gene, while the fvtox1 4-3 mutant is negative. Mont-1 is PCR negative for the
hygromycin resistance gene (hph) while the fvtox1 4-3 mutant is positive.
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Figure 5. Virulence screen of the fvtox4-3 mutant. Root rot severity was significantly decreased
compared to inoculation with the wild type strain (Mont-1), but still caused significantly more
damage the either negative control (NIC = non-inoculated sorghum control).
These preliminary studies have laid the foundation for my future studies. Our risk
assessment project determined that Fv can be heterogeneously distributed throughout a field, and
that sampling soil before planting may provide useful information to growers while making
management decisions. One of these decisions may be the use of genetically resistant soybean
cultivars to reduce yield losses across a field, although full genetic resistance is currently
unavailable. Our risk assessment project also indicated a potential interaction between SCN and
Fv in a field setting, particularly in 2015, that needs further validation. The molecular protocols
developed so far will be used to generate useful tools to study SDS development and the
interaction between Fv and SCN.
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Experimental Design
Aim 1 - Identify modes of F. virguliforme entry into soybean root tissues
The first mode of entry I will investigate is the individual capability of F. virguliforme
(Fv) to penetrate soybean root tissues. Although evidence of appressorium development have
been reported for Fv21, a recent in silico analysis suggested that Fv may rely more heavily on
plant cell wall degrading enzymes to enter plant tissues28. To address these two different
findings, I plan to generate a fluorescent strain and observe soybean root infection over time via
fluorescent microscopy. The transformation construct needed to produce a fluorescent strain of
Fv will be generated on a plasmid using PCR and Gibson Assembly. The plasmid will contain
the enhanced GFP (eGFP) gene under the control of the strong GPD promoter and TrpC
terminator from Aspergillus nidulans (plasmid pDS2371), the hph gene (plasmid pCB100472), an
E. coli origin of replication (OriC), and a kanamycin resistance gene (aminoglycoside Ophosphotransferase) (Fig. 6A). Primers used to amplify these four segments contain 5’
overhangs that overlap with the fragment next to it, therefore incorporating these overlaps into
the PCR product. These PCR products can be assembled into a plasmid using Gibson assembly
methods73. Briefly, a T5 exonuclease digests a single strand of each PCR fragment from the 5’
end, generating 3’ sticky ends that interact with the overlapping segments introduced from the
neighboring PCR product. Then, a DNA polymerase fills in any missing sequences that may
have been digested away by the exonuclease, and gaps in the phosphate backbone are sealed by a
T4 DNA ligase. When designed correctly, the result is a plasmid that can be directly
transformed into E. coli for mass production. I have specifically designed two restriction sites
into the plasmid, providing the ability to remove the OriC and kanamycin resistance gene and
only use the eGFP and hph construct to transform Fv (Fig. 6B). Alternatively, this plasmid could
be used as a PCR template to produce a split-construct design to reduce the number of false
positive transformants74,75.

Figure 6. (A) Plasmid “Fv_GFP2”, developed via Gibson Assembly. (B) Results of a restriction
digest of Fv_GFP2 designed for transforming F. virguliforme.
Lane 1 = ladder, Lane 2 = undigested, Lane 3 = SacI single digest, Lane 4 = PstI single digest,
Lane 5 = SacI and PstI double digest.
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Ascomycete fungi are commonly transformed by using protoplasts, polyethylene glycol,
and homologous recombination (HR)76–80. This method has also been used successfully in
Fv54,56,66. Protoplasts are developed by using enzymes like chitinase and β-glucuronidase that
break down the fungal cell walls, leaving behind a “naked” cell. The transformation construct is
introduced to the protoplasts along with a high concentration of polyethylene glycol that helps
make protoplasts competent for DNA uptake. Once the construct is inside, natural DNA repair
mechanisms insert the foreign DNA into the fungal genome, often using homologous
recombination mechanisms. Protoplasts of the Mont-1 (NRRL 22292) isolate have been
obtained using the optimized protocol described in my Preliminary Studies. This isolate was
chosen because it consistently produces a high level of root rot and foliar symptoms on
inoculated soybeans in greenhouse and growth chamber experiments. Once a fluorescent strain
is obtained, we will obtain conidial suspensions and inoculate germinating soybean roots and
follow the infection process using fluorescent microscopy, specifically searching for
appressorium development.
This fluorescent strain will also be useful in determining the relationship between Fv and
SCN, which is the second entry mechanism I will investigate. A study by Muhammed et al.
optimized the use of the model nematode Caenorhabditis elegans to determine if various
Fusarium species were animal pathogens, and found numerous Fusarium species were able to
colonize the internal organs of the nematodes as well as the external cuticles40. Therefore, we
hypothesize that Fv may be able to colonize SCN cuticles and internal organs, using the SCN as
a transmission vector to cause SDS. Using the study by Muhammed et al as a framework, I will
determine if Fv has specific interactions with nematodes by using the model nematode C.
elegans. I will collect Fv macroconidia and C. elegans adults and co-culture them together in
liquid medium at 25°C for 4+ hours. After incubation, adult C. elegans will be picked out of the
solution, washed, collected, and placed on microscope slides containing levamisole. This will
cause paralysis in the nematodes, render them immobile, and allow observation with a confocal
microscope. Conventional and fluorescent microscopy will reveal if Fv is capable of penetrating
nematode cuticles or capable of colonizing internal organs, potentially after ingestion by the
nematode. Heat-killed Fv conidia will be used as a control in these co-culture experiments.
These experiments will then be repeated using SCN to confirm or refute the results obtained with
C. elegans.
Aim 1 - Potential pitfalls
Developing transformation constructs as plasmids using Gibson Assembly can be
expensive, and incorrect nucleotides can be incorporated in the overlapping sequences that are
digested by the T5 exonuclease. If prohibitive costs or difficulties with sequencing errors occurs,
merge PCR methods will be used as an alternative approach81. Merge PCR also uses primers
containing 5’ overhang sequences that are complimentary to other sequences of interest, but does
not result in a plasmid. Instead of an exonuclease creating sticky ends of the two sequences,
denaturing the fragments with high temperatures allows some of the sequences to come together
and create a merged product containing both initial fragments. Gibson Assembly develops the
transformation construct much quicker, and can be propagated as a plasmid through E. coli,
allowing high reproducibility and the ability to share the construct with other labs.
Rearing SCN in a lab setting is highly complicated because SCN is an obligate biotroph
and must be reared in planta. In addition, specific soybean cultivars are only susceptible to
certain SCN races, but not others82. Therefore, the co-culture experiment with fluorescent Fv
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macroconidia will benefit from optimization with C. elegans first, as this model nematode is also
found in soils and is easily cultured in a lab. In addition, we have a glp4 mutant of C. elegans
that is temperature sensitive, and cannot reproduce when cultured at 16°C allowing us to use a
specific number of nematodes in each experiment. If Fv can colonize C. elegans and cause
lethality, we will be able to collect data to quantify this relationship.
Aim 2 - Identify FvTox1 and FvNIS1-interacting proteins that induce foliar SDS symptoms
As previously mentioned, FvTox1 and FvNIS1 are effector proteins produced by Fv that
plays a role in foliar chlorosis and necrosis development in soybeans, respectively55,56. To our
knowledge, FvTox1 has been successfully cloned and C-terminally tagged with useful epitopes
for molecular manipulation52,54, but FvNIS1 has not. Much of the molecular work regarding
these effectors have surrounded characterizing the gene and finding ways to inhibit their
function. However, no studies have been done to determine their specific mode of action or
cellular localization. Without knowing how these proteins function, it is difficult to inhibit their
function. I aim to use molecular techniques to characterize the function of these proteins,
allowing for a more targeted approach at their inhibition.
First, I will confirm the results achieved by Pudake et al. and Chang et al. to show that
FvTox1 and FvNIS1 play a large role in the development of foliar SDS chlorosis and necrosis,
respectively55,56. I will use our optimized protocol for protoplasting and transforming Fv isolates
described above to knock out each gene. I will use PCR to confirm the replacement of each
effector gene with the selectable marker gene. Finally, I will prepare wild-type and knockout
strains on autoclaved sorghum to act as an inoculation source in growth chamber experiments.
Soybean seedlings potted in vermiculite containing inoculum should develop classic SDS
symptoms. I will rate the root rot severity, foliar symptom severity, and obtain root dry weight
measurements to determine if the knockout strains cause less foliar symptoms as previously
reported. I hypothesize that the knockout strains will have lower root rot and foliar SDS severity
than that caused by the Mont-1 isolate.
Second, I will clone each gene into an expression vector for the overexpression and
purification of the effectors. I will clone each gene into the pPicZ-A plasmid using KpnI and
ApaI restriction enzymes, which will add an in-frame c-myc and 6x HIS tag to the 3’ end of each
gene. When translated, these proteins will have the c-myc and 6x HIS tag directly fused to the cterminus, allowing purification with affinity chromatography and specific detection using antimyc antibodies in a Western-blot. This plasmid can be used to transform Pichia pastoris, a
model yeast for eukaryotic protein expression. Since these proteins are fungal in origin, P.
pastoris is more likely to fold, process, secrete, and post-translationally modify these proteins
correctly, while other model species like E. coli may not. I will screen the purified protein for
disease-causing activity by introducing it into soybean leaf tissues using a vacuum infiltration
assay. Infiltrating soybean leaf disks with purified toxin should induce foliar SDS symptoms, as
seen previously.54 I plan to re-isolate these proteins from infiltrated leaf discs and perform coimmunoprecipitation to identify potential binding partners. Binding partners of these proteins
can be identified using liquid chromatography mass spectrometry (LC-MS) at the Michigan State
University Proteomics Facility, with purified unbound effector protein submitted as a control. I
plan to confirm these putative binding partners by cloning them and performing yeast two-hybrid
experiments, where the effector and putative binding partner are fused to “bait” and “prey”
proteins that are necessary for transcription of a reporter gene. If the effector and putative
binding partner have specific interaction, the two yeast proteins will promote transcription of the
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reporter gene, providing significant evidence that there is direct interaction between the effector
and putative binding partner.
Additional evidence for the putative binding partners identified in the above experiments
will be obtained through fluorescent microscopy. Many fluorescent proteins have been N or Cterminally fused to fungal proteins of interest49,67,79,83,84. Both FvTox1 and FvNIS1 contain
functionally important N-terminal signal peptides, so I will generate fluorescent protein fusions
to the C-terminus of FvTox1 and FvNIS1. These fusion constructs can again be overexpressed
in P. pastoris and used in vacuum infiltration assays, as described above. However, instead of
following up with co-immunoprecipitation and LC-MS, the leaves will be fixed, sectioned, and
prepared on slides for viewing with confocal fluorescent microscopy. Localization of the fusion
protein should indicate whether the toxin acts internally or in the soybean apoplast. Effectors
that co-localize to regions that the putative binding partners are also located will provide
additional support for their interaction.
Ultimately, the goal of this project would be to identify soybean proteins that interact
specifically with each effector, potentially acting as a receptor. Characterization of these
soybean proteins could elucidate their function in the absence of the effectors. If the regular host
function is dispensable, soybeans harboring a nonsense mutation in the gene encoding it may
provide higher resistance to foliar SDS symptoms and added yield protection.
Aim 2 - Potential pitfalls.
Additions to the C-terminus of FvTox1 have been developed and used in other projects52,
but tagged versions of FvNIS1 have not been reported. The original NIS1 protein discovered in
Colletotrichum orbiculare was C-terminally tagged with an HA epitope57, so a similar tag on
FvNIS1 is not expected to interfere with its natural function. However, the addition of any tag to
a protein may cause improper folding and interference with the normal functionality of the
protein. Therefore, if this type of problem arises, an N-terminal tag may be implemented. Since
both FvTox1 and FvNIS1 are secreted proteins and contain putative N-terminal secretion
peptides that are cleaved upon secretion54,56, an N-terminal HIS-tag may be naturally cleaved
along with the secretion signal, rendering the tag useless. If tagging these proteins becomes too
difficult, specific antibodies will be developed to each protein by overexpressing it in P. pastoris
and sending it to a company for antibody development through injection of a rabbit or goat, and
conjugated to a fluorescent dye for fluorescent microscopy. However, the methods described in
this aim will be the most efficient use of time and funding to perform the experiments described.
Similarly, fusing a fluorescent protein to a small protein of interest can more than double
its size. FvTox1 is 172 amino acids long, FvNIS1 is 152 amino acids long, and eGFP is 238
amino acids long. Therefore, adding the fluorescent tag makes the overall protein much larger.
In addition, a direct fusion from the last amino acid in the effector to the starting methionine of
the fluorescent protein may inhibit proper folding of one or both domains of the fusion protein.
Instead of a direct fusion, various linker sequences can be added that may help each domain fold
properly, optimizing effector functionality while retaining fluorescent properties85,86.
After the development of a functional effector-GFP fusion protein is created, plant-cell
auto-fluorescence may become problematic during fluorescent microscopy. Chloroplasts are
known to have intense auto-fluorescence, making fluorescent microscopy of leaf tissues more
challenging. Alternative fluorescent proteins such as CFP, YFP, mCherry, or mNeonGreen may
be fused to the effectors instead of GFP to detect unique fluorescent properties of the toxin and
the leaf auto-fluorescence.
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Aim 3 - Investigate alternate-host resistance mechanisms to SDS.
Identifying putative binding partners in Aim 2 will allow me to search for homologs in
other crops. This is of particular interest due to the findings of Kolander and colleagues, who
found that Fv has the ability to colonize many different crop and weed species12. Despite the
ability to colonize other plants, foliar symptoms were restricted to soybean and most other
legumes (alfalfa, navy bean, and red clover). Root rot symptoms were also found in legumes
(soybean, alfalfa, pinto bean, navy bean, white clover, red clover, and pea) and a common weed
(Canadian milk vetch). Some crops did not show classic SDS symptoms, but did show a
significant reduction in biomass (sugar beet and canola). Yet other crops were colonized, but
showed no apparent symptoms of infection (corn, wheat, ryegrass, pigweed, and lambsquarters).
Suspicious SDS-like foliar symptoms have also been found in the common weed horsenettle
(M.I. Chilvers, A. Byrne, unpublished). If these alternate hosts contain homologs to the putative
binding partners identified in soybean, perhaps the toxins can induce foliar symptoms in these
alternate hosts under certain conditions.
I aim to use alternate host crops like red kidney bean, sugar beet, and corn that display
different levels of SDS symptoms and perform leaf infiltration assays on each using my purified
effectors. There are two possible outcomes; the effectors induce disease symptoms (SDS) in
alternate hosts, or they do not. If they do, these alternate hosts likely contain a homolog to the
binding partner identified in soybean, but may employ a unique resistance mechanism to prevent
these effectors from reaching foliar tissues during a natural infection. If they do not cause SDS
symptoms, these effectors are truly host-selective and an investigation into specific residues
necessary for inducing SDS symptoms is warranted. In addition, if these proteins show SDScausing capabilities across a broad spectrum of plants, it may be worth considering upscale
production and use as a natural herbicide.
Aim 3 - Potential pitfalls.
Working with multiple unrelated species of plants means that leaf tissues will have
different compositions, thicknesses, cuticle properties, and tolerances to leaf infiltration assays.
The optimized protocol for a leaf infiltration in soybean leaves may not work well for another
crop. Therefore, it may be beneficial to practice leaf infiltration assays on model plants, like
Arabidopsis thaliana and Nicotiana benthamiana, even though these plants have not been shown
to be alternative hosts of Fv.
A lack of SDS symptoms in non-soybean leaf discs may indicate that the proteins are not
being infiltrated, or that they are ineffective at inducing SDS. Therefore, additional
immunoprecipitation assays may be necessary after infiltrating alternate-host leaves to confirm
that the effectors did enter the leaves, even if it was not capable of causing symptoms in these
plants. If exposing cells to the effectors via leaf infiltration proves difficult, a transient
expression system like the Effector Detector Vector may be used instead. This vector allows a
chimeric fusion of a bacterial and non-bacterial peptide (like fungal proteins) to be injected into
Arabidopsis thaliana or Nicotiana benthamiana by taking advantage of the type III secretion
system in Pseudomonas syringae87. The known bacterial peptide is recognized and cleaved by
the plant, allowing the fungal protein to be released. If the plant develops symptoms, the fungal
protein is thought to be an effector; if not, then it is not an effector. The system could potentially
be used successfully on other types of plants as well, but may require unique pathovars of
Pseudomonas syringae88.

Roth | 15

Timetable
Aim 1 – Identify modes of F. virguliforme entry into soybean root tissues.
In 0-12 months:
• Generate fluorescent strain of F. virguliforme
• Fluorescent microscopy of inoculated soybean roots, searching for appressoria
• Fluorescent microscopy of C. elegans co-cultured with F. virguliforme, searching for
fungal colonization
Aim 2 – Identify FvTox1 and FvNIS1-interacting proteins that induce foliar SDS symptoms
Already accomplished:
• fvtox1 knockout mutants generated and PCR confirmed
• fvtox1 knockout mutant inoculum prepared
In 6-12 months:
• Generate fvnis1 knockout strains and inoculum
• Clone FvTox1 and FvNIS1 into P. pastoris for overexpression of tagged proteins
In 12-24 months:
• Optimize and perform vacuum infiltration assays on soybean leaf disks
In 18-36 months
• Co-immunoprecipitation and LC-MS of toxin binding partners
• Yeast-2-hybrid confirmation experiments
• Fluorescent microscopy to determine subcellular localization of toxins
Aim 3 – Investigate alternate-host resistance mechanisms to SDS
In 12-24 months:
• Optimize and perform vacuum infiltration assays on alternate host leaf disks
In 18-36 months:
• Co-immunoprecipitation and LC-MS of toxin binding partners
• Yeast-2-hybrid confirmation experiments
• Fluorescent microscopy to determine subcellular localization of toxins
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Potential Funding Sources
The National Institute for Food and Agriculture (NIFA) branch of the USDA provides
support for advancements in agriculture through biotechnology while encouraging active
education and outreach during the experiments. This project would be suited for a USDA NIFA
grant due to the potential development of transgenic crops that could improve soybean
production. Given the current state of the public perception of transgenic crops, this project
would also benefit from the educational and outreach components of such a grant. Funding from
the NSF may also be pursued.

Roth | 17

References:
1. Rupe JC. Frequency and Pathogenicity of Fusarium solani Recovered from Soybeans
with Sudden Death Syndrome. Plant Dis. 1989;73(7):581. doi:10.1094/PD-730581.
2. Roy KW, Lawrence GW, Hodges HH, McLean KS, Killebrew JF. Sudden Death Syndrome
of Soybean: Fusarium solani as Incitant and Relation of Heterodera glycines to
Disease Severity. Phytopathology. 1989;79(2):191. doi:10.1094/Phyto-79-191.
3. Roy KW, Hershman DE, Rupe JC, Abney TS. Fusarium solani on Soybean Roots:
Nomenclature of the Causal Agent of Sudden Death Syndrome and Identity and
Relevance of F. solani form B. Plant Dis. 1997;81(3):259-266.
doi:10.1094/PDIS.1997.81.3.259.
4. Aoki T, O’Donnell K, Homma Y, Lattanzi AR. Sudden-death syndrome of soybean is
caused by two morphologically and phylogenetically distinct species within the
Fusarium solani species complex—F. virguliforme in North America and F.
tucumaniae in South America. Mycologia. 2003;95(4):660-684.
5. Aoki T, O’Donnell K, Scandiani MM. Sudden death syndrome of soybean in South
America is caused by four species of Fusarium. Mycoscience. 2005;46(3):162-183.
doi:10.1007/s10267-005-0235-y.
6. Aoki T, Scandiani MM, O’Donnell K. Phenotypic, molecular phylogenetic, and
pathogenetic characterization of Fusarium crassistipitatum. Mycoscience.
2011;53(3):167-186. doi:10.1007/s10267-011-0150-3.
7. Aoki T, Tanaka F, Suga H, Hyakumachi M, Scandiani MM, O’Donnell K. Fusarium
azukicola sp. nov., an exotic azuki bean root-rot pathogen in Hokkaido, Japan.
Mycologia. 2012;104(5):1068-1084. doi:10.3852/11-303.
8. O’Donnell K, Sink S, Scandiani MM, et al. Soybean Sudden Death Syndrome Species
Diversity Within North and South America Revealed by Multilocus Genotyping.
Phytopathology. 2009;100(1):58-71. doi:10.1094/PHYTO-100-1-0058.
9. Hartman GL, Chang H-X, Leandro LF. Research advances and management of soybean
sudden death syndrome. Crop Prot. 2015;73:60-66.
doi:10.1016/j.cropro.2015.01.017.
10. Wrather A, Koenning S. Effects of Diseases on Soybean Yields in the United States 1996
to 2007. Plant Health Prog. 2009. doi:10.1094/PHP-2009-0401-01-RS.
11. Koenning SR, Wrather JA. Suppression of Soybean Yield Potential in the Continental
United States by Plant Diseases from 2006 to 2009. Plant Health Prog. 2010.
doi:10.1094/PHP-2010-1122-01-RS.
12. Kolander TM, Bienapfl JC, Kurle JE, Malvick DK. Symptomatic and Asymptomatic Host
Range of Fusarium virguliforme, the Causal Agent of Soybean Sudden Death
Syndrome. Plant Dis. 2012;96(8):1148-1153. doi:10.1094/PDIS-08-11-0685-RE.
13. de Farias Neto AL, Hashmi R, Schmidt M, et al. Mapping and confirmation of a new
sudden death syndrome resistance QTL on linkage group D2 from the soybean
genotypes PI 567374 and “Ripley.” Mol Breed. 2006;20(1):53-62.
doi:10.1007/s11032-006-9072-8.
14. Wen Z, Tan R, Yuan J, et al. Genome-wide association mapping of quantitative
resistance to sudden death syndrome in soybean. BMC Genomics. 2014;15:809.
doi:10.1186/1471-2164-15-809.

Roth | 18

15. Luckew AS, Leandro LF, Bhattacharyya MK, Nordman DJ, Lightfoot DA, Cianzio SR.
Usefulness of 10 genomic regions in soybean associated with sudden death
syndrome resistance. Theor Appl Genet. 2013;126(9):2391-2403.
doi:10.1007/s00122-013-2143-4.
16. Kazi S, Shultz J, Afzal J, Johnson J, Njiti VN, Lightfoot DA. Separate loci underlie
resistance to root infection and leaf scorch during soybean sudden death
syndrome. TAG Theor Appl Genet Theor Angew Genet. 2008;116(7):967-977.
doi:10.1007/s00122-008-0728-0.
17. Srour A, Afzal AJ, Blahut-Beatty L, et al. The receptor like kinase at Rhg1-a/Rfs2 caused
pleiotropic resistance to sudden death syndrome and soybean cyst nematode as a
transgene by altering signaling responses. BMC Genomics. 2012;13:368.
doi:10.1186/1471-2164-13-368.
18. Howard RJ, Ferrari MA, Roach DH, Money NP. Penetration of hard substrates by a
fungus employing enormous turgor pressures. Proc Natl Acad Sci.
1991;88(24):11281-11284.
19. Howard RJ, Valent B. Breaking and entering: host penetration by the fungal rice blast
pathogen Magnaporthe grisea. Annu Rev Microbiol. 1996;50:491-512.
doi:10.1146/annurev.micro.50.1.491.
20. Giraldo MC, Valent B. Filamentous plant pathogen effectors in action. Nat Rev Microbiol.
2013;11(11):800-814. doi:10.1038/nrmicro3119.
21. Navi SS, Yang XB. Foliar Symptom Expression in Association with Early Infection and
Xylem Colonization by Fusarium virguliforme (formerly F. solani f. sp. glycines), the
Causal Agent of Soybean Sudden Death Syndrome. Plant Health Prog. 2008.
doi:10.1094/PHP-2008-0222-01-RS.
22. Czymmek KJ, Fogg M, Powell DH, Sweigard J, Park S-Y, Kang S. In vivo time-lapse
documentation using confocal and multi-photon microscopy reveals the
mechanisms of invasion into the Arabidopsis root vascular system by Fusarium
oxysporum. Fungal Genet Biol FG B. 2007;44(10):1011-1023.
doi:10.1016/j.fgb.2007.01.012.
23. Bluhm BH, Zhao X, Flaherty JE, Xu J-R, Dunkle LD. RAS2 Regulates Growth and
Pathogenesis in Fusarium graminearum. Mol Plant Microbe Interact.
2007;20(6):627-636. doi:10.1094/MPMI-20-6-0627.
24. Zhang Y, Choi Y-E, Zou X, Xu J-R. The FvMK1 mitogen-activated protein kinase gene
regulates conidiation, pathogenesis, and fumonisin production in Fusarium
verticillioides. Fungal Genet Biol. 2011;48(2):71-79. doi:10.1016/j.fgb.2010.09.004.
25. Michielse CB, Rep M. Pathogen profile update: Fusarium oxysporum. Mol Plant Pathol.
2009;10(3):311-324. doi:10.1111/j.1364-3703.2009.00538.x.
26. Wanjiru WM, Zhensheng K, Buchenauer H. Importance of Cell Wall Degrading Enzymes
Produced by Fusarium graminearum during Infection of Wheat Heads. Eur J Plant
Pathol. 108(8):803-810. doi:10.1023/A:1020847216155.
27. Kubicek CP, Starr TL, Glass NL. Plant Cell Wall–Degrading Enzymes and Their Secretion
in Plant-Pathogenic Fungi. Annu Rev Phytopathol. 2014;52(1):427-451.
doi:10.1146/annurev-phyto-102313-045831.
28. Chang H-X, Yendrek CR, Caetano-Anolles G, Hartman GL. Genomic characterization of
plant cell wall degrading enzymes and in silico analysis of xylanses and

Roth | 19

29.
30.
31.
32.
33.
34.
35.
36.

37.
38.
39.
40.

41.
42.

polygalacturonases of Fusarium virguliforme. BMC Microbiol. 2016;16:147.
doi:10.1186/s12866-016-0761-0.
Donald PA, Niblack TL, Wrather JA. First Report of Fusarium solani Blue Isolate, a
Causal Agent of Sudden Death Syndrome of Soybeans, Recovered from Soybean
Cyst Nematode Eggs. Plant Dis. 1993;77(6):647.
McLean KS, Lawrence GW. Development of Heterodera glycines as Affected by
Fusarium solani, the Causal Agent of Sudden Death Syndrome of Soybean. J
Nematol. 1995;27(1):70-77.
McLean KS, Lawrence GW. Interrelationship of Heterodera glycines and Fusarium solani
in Sudden Death Syndrome of Soybean. J Nematol. 1993;25(3):434-439.
Scherm H, Yang XB, Lundeen P. Soil Variables Associated with Sudden Death Syndrome
in Soybean Fields in Iowa. Plant Dis. 1998;82(10):1152-1157.
doi:10.1094/PDIS.1998.82.10.1152.
Xing L, Westphal A. Synergism in the interaction of Fusarium virguliforme with
Heterodera glycines in sudden death syndrome of soybean. J Plant Dis Prot.
2013;120(5-6):209-217. doi:10.1007/BF03356477.
Westphal A, Li C, Xing L, McKay A, Malvick D. Contributions of Fusarium virguliforme
and Heterodera glycines to the Disease Complex of Sudden Death Syndrome of
Soybean. PLOS ONE. 2014;9(6):e99529. doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0099529.
Brzostowski LF, Schapaug WT, Rzodkiewicz PA, Todd TC, Little CR. Effect of Host
Resistance to Fusarium virguliforme and Heterodera glycines on Sudden Death
Syndrome Disease Severity and Soybean Yield. Plant Health Prog. 2014;15(1):1-8.
Gao X, Jackson TA, Hartman GL, Niblack TL. Interactions Between the Soybean Cyst
Nematode and Fusarium solani f. sp. glycines Based on Greenhouse Factorial
Experiments. Phytopathology. 2006;96(12):1409-1415. doi:10.1094/PHYTO-961409.
Hershman DE, Hendrix JW, Stuckey RE, Bachi PR. Influence of Planting Date and
Cultivar on Soybean Sudden Death Syndrome in Kentucky. Plant Dis.
1990;74(10):761. doi:10.1094/PD-74-0761.
Rupe JC, Sabbe WE, Robbins RT, Gbur Jr. EE. Soil and Plant Factors Associated with
Sudden Death Syndrome of Soybean. J Prod Agric. 1993;6(2):218-221.
Marburger D, Conley S, Esker P, MacGuidwin A, Smith D. Relationship Between
Fusarium virguliforme and Heterodera glycines in Commercial Soybean Fields in
Wisconsin. Plant Health Prog. 2014;15(1):11-18.
Muhammed M, Fuchs BB, Wu MP, Breger J, Coleman JJ, Mylonakis E. The role of
mycelium production and a MAPK-mediated immune response in the C. elegansFusarium model system. Med Mycol. 2012;50(5):488-496.
doi:10.3109/13693786.2011.648217.
Baker RA, Nemec S. Soybean Sudden Death Syndrome: Isolation and Identification of a
New Phytotoxin from Cultures of the Causal Agent, Fusarium solani.
Phytopathology. 1994;P619:1144.
Jin H, Hartman GL, Nickell CD, Widholm JM. Phytotoxicity of Culture Filtrate from
Fusarium solani, the Causal Agent of Sudden Death Syndrome of Soybean. Plant Dis.
1996;80(8):922. doi:10.1094/PD-80-0922.

Roth | 20

43. Jin H, Hartman GL, Nickell CD, Widholm JM. Characterization and Purification of a
Phytotoxin Produced by Fusarium solani, the Causal Agent of Soybean Sudden
Death Syndrome. Phytopathology. 1996;86(3):277. doi:10.1094/Phyto-86-277.
44. Li S, Hartman GL, Widholm JM. Viability staining of soybean suspension-cultured cells
and a seedling stem cutting assay to evaluate phytotoxicity of Fusarium solani f. sp.
glycines culture filtrates. Plant Cell Rep. 1999;18(5):375-380.
doi:10.1007/s002990050589.
45. Rep M, Van Der Does HC, Meijer M, et al. A small, cysteine-rich protein secreted by
Fusarium oxysporum during colonization of xylem vessels is required for I-3mediated resistance in tomato. Mol Microbiol. 2004;53(5):1373-1383.
doi:10.1111/j.1365-2958.2004.04177.x.
46. Takken F, Rep M. The arms race between tomato and Fusarium oxysporum. Mol Plant
Pathol. 2010;11(2):309-314. doi:10.1111/j.1364-3703.2009.00605.x.
47. Abeysekara NS, Bhattacharyya MK. Analyses of the Xylem Sap Proteomes Identified
Candidate Fusarium virguliforme Proteinacious Toxins. PLOS ONE.
2014;9(5):e93667. doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0093667.
48. Ji J, Scott MP, Bhattacharyya MK. Light is Essential for Degradation of Ribulose-1,5Bisphosphate Carboxylase-Oxygenase Large Subunit During Sudden Death
Syndrome Development in Soybean. Plant Biol. 2006;8(5):597-605. doi:10.1055/s2006-924175.
49. Manning VA, Ciuffetti LM. Localization of Ptr ToxA Produced by Pyrenophora triticirepentis Reveals Protein Import into Wheat Mesophyll Cells. Plant Cell.
2005;17(11):3203-3212. doi:10.1105/tpc.105.035063.
50. Manning VA, Hardison LK, Ciuffetti LM. Ptr ToxA interacts with a chloroplast-localized
protein. Mol Plant-Microbe Interact MPMI. 2007;20(2):168-177.
doi:10.1094/MPMI-20-2-0168.
51. Ciuffetti LM, Manning VA, Pandelova I, Betts MF, Martinez JP. Host-selective toxins, Ptr
ToxA and Ptr ToxB, as necrotrophic effectors in the Pyrenophora tritici-repentiswheat interaction. New Phytol. 2010;187(4):911-919. doi:10.1111/j.14698137.2010.03362.x.
52. Wang B, Swaminathan S, Bhattacharyya MK. Identification of Fusarium virguliforme
FvTox1-Interacting Synthetic Peptides for Enhancing Foliar Sudden Death
Syndrome Resistance in Soybean. PLOS ONE. 2015;10(12):e0145156.
doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0145156.
53. Abeysekara NS, Swaminathan S, Desai N, Guo L, Bhattacharyya MK. The plant immunity
inducer pipecolic acid accumulates in the xylem sap and leaves of soybean
seedlings following Fusarium virguliforme infection. Plant Sci. 2016;243:105-114.
doi:10.1016/j.plantsci.2015.11.008.
54. Brar HK, Swaminathan S, Bhattacharyya MK. The Fusarium virguliforme toxin FvTox1
causes foliar sudden death syndrome-like symptoms in soybean. Mol Plant-Microbe
Interact MPMI. 2011;24(10):1179-1188. doi:10.1094/MPMI-12-10-0285.
55. Pudake RN, Swaminathan S, Sahu BB, Leandro LF, Bhattacharyya MK. Investigation of
the Fusarium virguliforme fvtox1 mutants revealed that the FvTox1 toxin is
involved in foliar sudden death syndrome development in soybean. Curr Genet.
2013;59(3):107-117. doi:10.1007/s00294-013-0392-z.

Roth | 21

56. Chang H-X, Domier LL, Radwan O, Yendrek CR, Hudson ME, Hartman GL. Identification
of Multiple Phytotoxins Produced by Fusarium virguliforme Including a Phytotoxic
Effector (FvNIS1) Associated With Sudden Death Syndrome Foliar Symptoms. Mol
Plant-Microbe Interact MPMI. 2016;29(2):96-108. doi:10.1094/MPMI-09-15-0219R.
57. Yoshino K, Irieda H, Sugimoto F, Yoshioka H, Okuno T, Takano Y. Cell death of Nicotiana
benthamiana is induced by secreted protein NIS1 of Colletotrichum orbiculare and
is suppressed by a homologue of CgDN3. Mol Plant-Microbe Interact MPMI.
2012;25(5):625-636. doi:10.1094/MPMI-12-11-0316.
58. Brar HK, Bhattacharyya MK. Expression of a Single-Chain Variable-Fragment Antibody
Against a Fusarium virguliforme Toxin Peptide Enhances Tolerance to Sudden
Death Syndrome in Transgenic Soybean Plants. Mol Plant Microbe Interact.
2012;25(6):817-824. doi:10.1094/MPMI-12-11-0317.
59. Figueroa M, Manning VA, Pandelova I, Ciuffetti LM. Persistence of the Host-Selective
Toxin Ptr ToxB in the Apoplast. Mol Plant-Microbe Interact MPMI.
2015;28(10):1082-1090. doi:10.1094/MPMI-05-15-0097-R.
60. Chehri K, Salleh B, Zakaria L. Fusarium virguliforme, a soybean sudden death syndrome
fungus in Malaysian soil. Australas Plant Dis Notes. 2014;9(1):128.
doi:10.1007/s13314-014-0128-z.
61. Tewoldemedhin YT, Lamprecht SC, Geldenhuys JJ, Kloppers FJ. First Report of Soybean
Sudden Death Syndrome Caused by Fusarium virguliforme in South Africa. Plant Dis.
2013;98(4):569-569. doi:10.1094/PDIS-07-13-0748-PDN.
62. Wang J, Jacobs JL, Byrne JM, Chilvers MI. Improved Diagnoses and Quantification of
Fusarium virguliforme, Causal Agent of Soybean Sudden Death Syndrome.
Phytopathology. 2015;105(3):378-387. doi:10.1094/PHYTO-06-14-0177-R.
63. Kandel YR, Haudenshield JS, Srour AY, et al. Multilaboratory Comparison of
Quantitative PCR Assays for Detection and Quantification of Fusarium virguliforme
from Soybean Roots and Soil. Phytopathology. 2015;105(12):1601-1611.
doi:10.1094/PHYTO-04-15-0096-R.
64. Fehr WR, Caviness CE, Burmood DT, Pennington JS. Stage of development descriptions
for soybeans, Glycine max (L.) Merrill. Crop Sci. 1971;11(Nov-Dec):929-931.
65. Njiti VN, Shenaut MA, Suttner RJ, Schmidt ME, Gibson PT. Soybean response to sudden
death syndrome: inheritance influenced by cyst nematode resistance in Pyramid X
Douglas progenies. Crop Sci. 1996;36(Sep-Oct):1165-1170.
66. Mansouri S, Van Wijk R, Rep M, Fakhoury AM. Transformation of Fusarium
virguliforme, the Causal Agent of Sudden Death Syndrome of Soybean. J
Phytopathol. 2009;157(5):319-321. doi:10.1111/j.1439-0434.2008.01485.x.
67. Lorang JM, Tuori RP, Martinez JP, et al. Green Fluorescent Protein Is Lighting Up Fungal
Biology. Appl Environ Microbiol. 2001;67(5):1987-1994.
doi:10.1128/AEM.67.5.1987-1994.2001.
68. Andrie RM, Martinez JP, Ciuffetti LM. Development of ToxA and ToxB promoter-driven
fluorescent protein expression vectors for use in filamentous ascomycetes.
Mycologia. 2005;97(5):1152-1161.
69. Shaner NC, Lambert GG, Chammas A, et al. A bright monomeric green fluorescent
protein derived from Branchiostoma lanceolatum. Nat Methods. 2013;10(5):407409. doi:10.1038/nmeth.2413.
Roth | 22

70. Hallen-Adams H, Cavinder B, Trail F. Fusarium graminearum from Expression Analysis
to Functional Assays. In: Xu J-R, Bluhm BH, eds. Fungal Genomics. Methods in
Molecular Biology. Humana Press; 2011:79-101. http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/978-161779-040-9_6. Accessed August 1, 2016.
71. Voigt O, Pöggeler S. Autophagy genes Smatg8 and Smatg4 are required for fruitingbody development, vegetative growth and ascospore germination in the
filamentous ascomycete Sordaria macrospora. Autophagy. 2013;9(1):33-49.
doi:10.4161/auto.22398.
72. Carroll AM, Sweigard JA, Valent B. Improved Vectors for Selecting Resistance to
Hygromycin. Fungal Genet Newsl. 1994;41:22.
73. Gibson DG, Young L, Chuang R-Y, Venter JC, Hutchison CA, Smith HO. Enzymatic
assembly of DNA molecules up to several hundred kilobases. Nat Methods.
2009;6(5):343-345. doi:10.1038/nmeth.1318.
74. Catlett NL, Lee B-N, Yoder OC, Turgeon BG. Split-Marker Recombination for Efficient
Targeted Deletion of Fungal Genes. Fungal Genet Newsl. 2003;50:9-11.
75. Fairhead C, Llorente B, Denis F, Soler M, Dujon B. New vectors for combinatorial
deletions in yeast chromosomes and for gap-repair cloning using “split-marker”
recombination. Yeast. 1996;12(14):1439-1457. doi:10.1002/(SICI)10970061(199611)12:14<1439::AID-YEA37>3.0.CO;2-O.
76. Ciuffetti LM, Tuori RP, Gaventa JM. A single gene encodes a selective toxin causal to the
development of tan spot of wheat. Plant Cell. 1997;9(2):135-144.
doi:10.1105/tpc.9.2.135.
77. Solomon PS, Thomas SW, Spanu P, Oliver RP. The utilisation of di/tripeptides by
Stagonospora nodorum is dispensable for wheat infection. Physiol Mol Plant Pathol.
2003;63(4):191-199. doi:10.1016/j.pmpp.2003.12.003.
78. Liu Z, Faris JD, Oliver RP, et al. SnTox3 Acts in Effector Triggered Susceptibility to
Induce Disease on Wheat Carrying the Snn3 Gene. PLOS Pathog.
2009;5(9):e1000581. doi:10.1371/journal.ppat.1000581.
79. Liu Z, Zhang Z, Faris JD, et al. The Cysteine Rich Necrotrophic Effector SnTox1
Produced by Stagonospora nodorum Triggers Susceptibility of Wheat Lines
Harboring Snn1. PLOS Pathog. 2012;8(1):e1002467.
doi:10.1371/journal.ppat.1002467.
80. Kim W, Park C-M, Park J-J, et al. Functional Analyses of the Diels-Alderase Gene sol5 of
Ascochyta rabiei and Alternaria solani Indicate that the Solanapyrone Phytotoxins
Are Not Required for Pathogenicity. Mol Plant-Microbe Interact MPMI.
2015;28(4):482-496. doi:10.1094/MPMI-08-14-0234-R.
81. Harrison N, Cavinder B, Townsend JP, Trail F. Optimized primers and other critical
conditions for efficient fusion PCR to generate knockout vectors in filamentous
fungi. Fungal Genet Rep. 2013;60:1-10.
82. Tylka GL. Understanding Soybean Cyst Nematode HG Types and Races. Plant Health
Prog. 2016;17(2):149-151.
83. Menke J, Dong Y, Kistler HC. Fusarium graminearum Tri12p influences virulence to
wheat and trichothecene accumulation. Mol Plant-Microbe Interact MPMI.
2012;25(11):1408-1418. doi:10.1094/MPMI-04-12-0081-R.

Roth | 23

84. Menke J, Weber J, Broz K, Kistler HC. Cellular development associated with induced
mycotoxin synthesis in the filamentous fungus Fusarium graminearum. PloS One.
2013;8(5):e63077. doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0063077.
85. Chen X, Zaro JL, Shen W-C. Fusion protein linkers: property, design and functionality.
Adv Drug Deliv Rev. 2013;65(10):1357-1369. doi:10.1016/j.addr.2012.09.039.
86. Makhzoum A, Tahir S, Locke MEO, Trémouillaux-Guiller J, Hefferon K. An in silico
overview on the usefulness of tags and linkers in plant molecular pharming. Plant
Sci Today. 2014;1(4):201-212. doi:10.14719/pst.2014.1.4.72.
87. Sohn KH, Lei R, Nemri A, Jones JDG. The downy mildew effector proteins ATR1 and
ATR13 promote disease susceptibility in Arabidopsis thaliana. Plant Cell.
2007;19(12):4077-4090. doi:10.1105/tpc.107.054262.
88. Preston GM. Pseudomonas syringae pv. tomato: the right pathogen, of the right plant, at
the right time. Mol Plant Pathol. 2000;1(5):263-275. doi:10.1046/j.13643703.2000.00036.x.

Roth | 24

