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Ethylene response pathway 
modulates attractiveness of plant 
roots to soybean cyst nematode 
Heterodera glycines
Yanfeng Hu1, Jia You1, Chunjie Li1, Valerie M. Williamson2 & Congli Wang1

Plant parasitic nematodes respond to root exudates to locate their host roots. In our studies second 
stage juveniles of Heterodera glycines, the soybean cyst nematode (SCN), quickly migrated to soybean 
roots in Pluronic F-127 gel. Roots of soybean and non-host Arabidopsis treated with the ethylene (ET)-
synthesis inhibitor aminoethoxyvinylglycine (AVG) were more attractive to SCN than untreated roots, 
and significantly more nematodes penetrated into roots. Moreover, Arabidopsis ET insensitive mutants 
(ein2, ein2-1, ein2-5, ein3-1, ein5-1, and ein6) were more attractive than wild-type plants. Conversely, 
the constitutive triple-response mutant ctr1-1, was less attractive to SCN. While ET receptor gain-of-
function mutant ein4-1 attracted more SCN than the wild-type, there were no significant differences 
in attractiveness between another gain-of-function ET receptor mutant, etr1-3, or the loss-of-function 
mutants etr1-7 and ers1-3 and the wild type. Expression of the reporter construct EBS: β-glucuronidase 
(GUS) was detected in Arabidopsis root tips as early as 6 h post infection, indicating that ET signaling 
was activated in Arabidopsis early by SCN infection. These results suggest that an active ET signaling 
pathway reduces root attractiveness to SCN in a way similar to that reported for root-knot nematodes, 
but opposite to that suggested for the sugar beet cyst nematode Heterodera schachtii.

Soybean (Glycine max) is an important food crop and provides a sustainable source of protein and oil worldwide. 
The soybean cyst nematode (SCN, Heterodera glycines), a sedentary root parasite, is one of the most economically 
important pathogens of soybean and causes a devastating disease in this crop around the world1,2. Once SCN 
second stage juveniles (J2) hatch from eggs, they must locate host roots and start feeding before their energy 
reserves are depleted3. However, the signals attracting J2 to the host root remain unclear. After the infective J2 
reach host roots, they penetrate into the root and migrate intracellularly through the cortical layer to the vascular 
cylinder utilizing cell wall-degrading enzymes released through their stylets. The J2 then select individual cells in 
the pericycle region to initiate formation of specialized feeding sites called syncytia, which provide nutrients for 
the growth and development of the sedentary nematode4,5.

J2 recognize chemical signals in the soil environment by using their amphids, the nematode’s main chemore-
ception organ6,7. Behavioral studies have shown that plant parasitic nematodes are attracted to host root secre-
tions8–10. Some specific compounds in root exudates such as tannic acid, flavonoids, glycosides, and fatty acids 
that may contribute to J2 repulsion or attraction have been identified11–13. Lauric acid from crown daisy root exu-
date appears to mediate chemotaxis of the root-knot nematode (RKN) Meloidogyne incognita through a peptide 
neuromodulator encoded by the gene Mi-flp-18. Interestingly, this compound is an attractant at low concentra-
tions but a repellant at high concentrations14. There is also evidence that attractants and repellents are produced 
by other rhizosphere organisms, including J2 themselves15–18. In addition, gradients of chemical and physical 
factors such as CO2, pH, ions, cyanide, and temperature in the rhizosphere have been reported to contribute to 
attraction or repellent activity of plant nematodes19–21.

Plant hormones not only regulate plant growth and development but also play a key role in plant responses 
to environmental stimuli including biotic and abiotic stresses. Transcriptome and microarray analyses of host 
roots infected with plant nematodes showed differential changes in the expression of genes responding to several 
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hormones including auxin, ethylene (ET), jasmonic acid (JA), salicylic acid (SA), brassinosteroids (BR), gibberel-
lins (GA), and abscisic acid (ABA)22–24. A number of studies have indicated that the signaling pathways of SA, JA, 
BR, ABA, and ET are involved in the defense response of host plants to nematodes25–30. Auxin, ET and GA have 
also been reported to play a positive role in the early stages of development of nematode feeding cells31–33. ET is 
recognized to play a role in nematode attraction, migration, feeding site formation, and host defense during early 
stages of nematode infection32,34–36, but the role may differ for the interaction of plants with cyst nematode and 
RKN. For example, an intact ET pathway is prerequisite for plant defense to RKN27,37. In contrast, the ET pathway 
facilitates cyst nematode parasitism as evidenced by the significant reduction of cyst nematodes inside the roots of 
ET-insensitive mutants or wild type plants treated with ET inhibitors31,36. ET is also known to play an important 
role in H. glycines development38,39.

Over the past few decades, the ET signal transduction pathway has been extensively investigated in the 
model plant Arabidopsis. Ethylene is perceived by five membrane receptors ETHYLENE RESPONSE1 (ETR1), 
ETHYLENE RESPONSE SENSOR1 (ERS1), ETR2, ERS2, and ETHYLENE INSENSITIVE4 (EIN4), which 
are negative regulators of ET responses; ET binding to these receptors represses the negative regulation40–43. 
In the absence of ET, the active receptors recruit another negative regulator of ET signaling, Constitutive 
Triple Response1 (CTR1), to phosphorylate the C-terminal domain of EIN2. and promote the binding 
of EIN2 to the F-box proteins EIN2 TARGETING PROTEINS, ETP1 and ETP2. This interaction leads to 
the ubiquitylation and degradation of EIN2 by 26S proteasome, which subsequently represses the EIN3/
ETHYLENE-INSENSITIVE3-LIKE (EIL)-dependent transcriptional cascade44–47. EIN2 is a central positive reg-
ulator of ethylene responses, and its null mutant ein2 is completely insensitive to ET48. EIN2 can directly activate 
the EIN3/EIL1 transcription factors, which results in EIN3/EIL1 binding to the promoters of ET response genes 
ERF1 or other downstream genes to activate or repress their expression49,50, thereby regulating ET responses in 
plants.

While several studies have focused on the role of hormones in the later stages of nematode infection, only 
a few studies have investigated their contribution to mediating nematode attraction and host-seeking behav-
iors. Using Arabidopsis mutant lines in ET signaling and perception, one study concluded that active ET sig-
naling played a positive role in the attraction of the sugar beet cyst nematode (SBCN) Heterodera schachtii to 
Arabidoposis32. However, in another study, ethylene signaling was found to negatively affect attraction of the RKN, 
M. hapla35.

In the present study, we investigated the role of the ET signaling pathway in the attraction of H. glycines to 
soybean and the non-host plant Arabidopsis by using a Pluronic F-127 (PF-127) gel attraction assay20,35. We found 
that soybean and Arabidopsis roots treated with the ET-synthesis inhibitor aminoethoxyvinylglycine (AVG) were 
more attractive to J2 than untreated roots. Our studies of Arabidopsis mutants in ET perception and signaling 
further suggested that an active signaling pathway reduces attractiveness of plant roots to SCN in a similar way as 
to RKN, but opposite to the results reported for H. schachtii.

Results
Attraction of Heterodera glycines to soybean roots. Second-stage juveniles of H. glycines were 
observed to move toward soybean roots within 1 h post exposure in the PF-127 gel attraction assay. Nematode J2 
close to root tips moved to the root surface and started to penetrate into the roots. The numbers of J2 touching the 
root tips of soybean cv. Dongsheng 1 at 2 h and 3 h post exposure were significantly greater than those at 1 h, 4 h, 
and 6 h post exposure (Fig. 1). The decline in numbers at the latter time points was due to nematode penetration 
into the roots. Therefore, we selected the 2-h time point for the attraction assay in the subsequent experiments.

We proposed to treat soybean roots with the ET-synthesis inhibitor AVG prior to the attraction assay as 
a strategy to evaluate whether ET signaling played a role in attractiveness of soybean roots to H. glycines. To 

Figure 1. Attraction of Heterodera glycines to soybean root tips. The number of J2 touching the terminal 
5 mm of the roots of soybean seedlings was counted at 1, 2, 3, 4, and 6 h after placing root tips in 2 ml Pluronic 
F-127 gel containing 200 J2. Bars represent the mean ±  SE of one representative experiment (n =  24). Bars with 
different letters indicate significant differences (P <  0.05, Tukey’s t Test). The experiments were repeated three 
times with similar results.
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confirm that AVG treatment of soybean roots under our conditions had the anticipated effect, the expression of 
ethylene-response marker genes GmERF5 and GmERS2 was measured by qRT-PCR after 6, 12 and 24 h of treat-
ment with AVG. GmERF5 transcript levels were significantly reduced compared to untreated roots at 12 and 24 h 
after AVG treatment, whereas GmERS2 levels were reduced at all three time points (Fig. 2). These results indicated 
the AVG-treatment down-regulated expression of the ethylene-response pathway in soybean roots.

More nematodes were attracted to soybean root tips that had been pretreated with AVG for 24 h than to 
untreated roots (Fig. 3a). To exclude the possibility that the increased attractiveness of AVG-treated roots was 
the result of nematode chemotaxis to AVG, we tested the response of J2 to AVG and found that there was no 

Figure 2. Quantitative RT-PCR analysis of the effects of AVG on ethylene-responsive gene expression in 
soybean roots. RNA was extracted from roots at 6, 12, and 24 h after treatment with AVG and from control 
roots. Gene expression levels were normalized using the internal reference gene GmUBQ3. Data are mean ±  SE 
of three independent experiments, asterisks indicate significant different expression levels in comparison with 
the control roots (*P <  0.05).

Figure 3. Effects of AVG and ethephon treatments on the attractiveness of soybean root to Heterodera 
glycines. The roots of 12-day-old soybean seedlings pretreated with water (Control), 50 μ M AVG, or 200 μ M 
ETH for 24 h were excised and placed into Pluronic F-127 gel containing 200 J2. (a) Microscopic observation 
of nematodes and root tips at 2 h after assay start. (b) The number of nematodes touching the root within the 
terminal 5 mm at 2 h after assay start. (c) Soybean roots stained with acid fuchsin, which stains nematodes 
red,  at 6 h after assay start. (d) The number of stained nematodes inside the root at 6 h after assay start. Bars 
are the mean ±  SE from one representative experiment (n =  24). The experiments were repeated three times 
with similar results. Bars with different letters indicate significant differences (P <  0.05, Tukey’s t Test). Scale 
bar =  200 μ m.



www.nature.com/scientificreports/

4Scientific RepoRts | 7:41282 | DOI: 10.1038/srep41282

difference in nematode chemotaxis toward AVG compared to a water control (data not shown). We also treated 
soybean roots with the ET analog ethephon (ETH)27,36,51, but no significant difference was seen between the num-
ber of nematodes touching the ETH-treated and water-treated root tips (Fig. 3a,b). The number of nematodes 
inside root tips treated with AVG or ETH was counted at 6 h after assay start and following staining with acid 
fuchsin. Exogenous application of AVG resulted in a significant increase in nematode numbers inside soybean 
root, while no change was found following ETH treatment (Fig. 3c,d).

Attraction of Heterodera glycines to Arabidopsis roots. We tested whether H. glycines was attracted to 
roots of the non-host plant Arabidopsis. The number of SCN J2 touching root tips of Arabidopsis ecotypes Col-0,  
Ler and Ws was counted at 1, 2, 3, 4, 6, and 9 h post exposure. The greatest (P <  0.05) number of nematodes 
touching the root of Col-0 was detectable at 2 h (Fig. 4). At 9 h post exposure, the number of nematodes touching 
the root declined to the level at 1 h post exposure. The three Arabidopsis ecotypes tested showed a similar pattern 
of attractiveness to SCN J2. This result indicates that the roots of Arabidopsis also secrete chemicals that attract H. 
glycines. Based on these results, the 2-h time point was chosen to evaluate attraction in subsequent experiments.

Similar to our results with soybean, AVG-treated Arabidopsis roots showed a significantly higher attractive-
ness to SCN J2 than the control roots, and no differences were found in the attractiveness of ETH-treated roots 
and non-treated roots (Fig. 5a,b). As another test of the effect of ET action on Arabidopsis root attractiveness, we 
treated seedlings with AgNO3 (Ag+), which inhibits ET perception by inactivating ET receptors52,53. Ag+-treated 
roots were observed to attract more nematodes than control roots (Fig. 5a,b).

Attractiveness of Arabidopsis ET mutants to Heterodera glycines. Because chemical modulation 
of ET in Arabidopsis and in soybean affects SCN attraction in a similar way, we tested Arabidopsis mutants in ET 
biosynthesis, perception, and downstream signal transduction. Root tips of Arabidopsis mutants eto1-2 and eto3, 
which produce more ethylene than WT44,54, did not show a significant difference in the number of nematodes 
touching the roots compared to WT (Fig. 6a,b). However, it appeared that fewer nematodes were found near the 
roots of eto1-2 and eto3 than of WT (Fig. 6a). To test this further, we counted J2 within a circle of 5 mm diameter 
centered at 2.5 mm above the root tip and found that, indeed, the numbers of J2 near the eto1-2 and eto3 root tips 
were lower than that in WT (Fig. 6c). This may suggest that a signal produced at a different level in the mutant 
plants is perceived at a distance from the roots. The phenotypes of shorter roots and more and longer root hair 
characteristic of eto1-2 and eto3 are known to be restored to the wild-type phenotype by treatment with Ag+ 55 
and we found that Ag-treated eto1-2 and eto3 mutants become more attractive to J2 than non-treated mutant or 
even wild type plants (Fig. 6a,b). This supports a role of ET-receptor mediated signaling in reducing attraction of 
the root tip to J2.

ET sensing in Arabidopsis occurs through a family of ET receptor proteins, and dominant gain-of-function 
mutations in the encoding genes that confer ethylene insensitivity are available40,41,43. We tested two 
gain-of-function mutants for effect on SCN J2 attraction, etr1-3 did not differ in attractiveness from WT, while 
ein4-1 was more attractive. Furthermore, loss-of-function ET receptor mutants etr1-7 and ers1-3, which have 
enhanced ET sensitivity, did not exhibit obvious differences in attractiveness from WT (Fig. 7a,b).

CTR1 is a negative regulator of the ET response, and the loss-of-function mutant ctr1-1 has the constitutive 
triple-response phenotype44. Interestingly, ctr1-1 attracted significantly fewer J2 than WT (Fig. 8), and the num-
ber of nematodes touching roots or in the vicinity of the root tip was significantly lower (P <  0.05) than that in 
WT (Fig. 8b,c). Further, ET-insensitive mutants ein2, ein2-1, ein2-5, ein3-1, ein5-1, and ein6, which are defective 
in positive regulation of ET signaling, showed significantly higher attractiveness compared with wild-type plants 
(Fig. 9a,b).

Figure 4. Attraction of Heterodera glycines to Arabidopsis root tips. The number of J2 nematodes touching 
the terminal 5 mm of the root tips of wild-type Arabidopsis (Col-0, Ws and Ler) was counted at 1, 2, 3, 4, 6 and 
9 h after assay start in Pluronic F-127 gel. Values are the mean ±  SE of one representative experiment (n =  24). 
The experiments were repeated three times with similar results.
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Heterodera glycines infection activates ET signaling. Previous studies indicated that infective J2 of 
H. glycines could penetrate and migrate inside the Arabidopsis roots in the same manner as H. schachtii56. To 
assess whether ET signaling is activated in Arabidopsis early in the response to H. glycines infection, we exam-
ined the expression levels in transgenic Arabidopsis carrying the ET reporter construct, EBS::GUS, in which the 
β -glucuronidase (GUS) reporter gene is driven by a synthetic EIN3-responsive promoter57. No visible expression 
of EBS::GUS was observed in uninfected roots at tested time points (Fig. 10a,c,e and g). At 6 h post inoculation 
with H. glycines, we observed that J2 had penetrated and migrated inside the root and that there was a marked 
increase in GUS expression in the majority of root infection sites (Fig. 10b). Strong GUS expression was also 
observed in the infection sites and surrounding cells at 12 and 24 h after infection (Fig. 10d,f). However, the 
nematode-induced increase in GUS expression in the infection sites was reduced at 48 h post infection (Fig. 10h). 
We also noted a dramatic increase in the number and length of root hairs for infected EBS::GUS seedlings com-
pared to uninfected roots (Fig. 10). ET plays a vital role in root hair formation and elongation58, and this increase 
further supports activation of ET signaling early during the infection process.

Discussion
In this study, the increased attractiveness of SCN to the roots of the host soybean and non-host Arabidopsis 
in the presence of the ET biosynthesis inhibitor AVG indicated that ET levels or signaling modulated the root 
attractiveness to SCN. We explored available Arabidopsis mutants in ET synthesis and signaling to gain addi-
tional information on whether ET levels or signaling were responsible. Arabidopsis mutants that had reduced ET 
signaling (ein4-1, ein2, ein2-1, ein2-5, ein3-1, ein5, ein6) were more attractive compared to wild type, indicating 
that reduced ET signaling in the plant played a positive role in the attraction of SCN to roots. Of the two GOF 
ET-receptor mutants tested, ein4-1 was significantly more attractive to J2, but etr1-1 was not. The lack of phe-
notype for etr1-1 is consistent with observations for other ET response phenotypes where it has been attributed 
to the redundant functions of ET receptors59. For example, previous studies reported that an etr1, etr2, and ein4 
triple loss-of-function mutant was required for dramatic ET response phenotypes60. In addition, the significant 
attractiveness of plant roots treated with ET-perception inhibitor AgNO3 suggests that ET perception by receptors 
negatively affects the attractiveness of Arabidopsis to SCN J2. Taken together, our results indicate that reducing 
ethylene pathway signaling increases attractiveness of SCN nematode to both host and non-host roots.

Figure 5. Effects of chemical modulation of ethylene levels or signaling on the attractiveness of Arabidopsis 
roots to Heterodera glycines. The roots of 7-day-old Arabidopsis seedlings (Col-0) pretreated with water 
(Control), 200 μ M ethephon (ETH), 10 μ M AgNO3 or 50 μ M AVG for 24 h were excised and placed into 
Pluronic F-127 gel containing 300 J2. Nematodes and root tips of Arabidopsis at 2 h after assay start (a). The 
number of nematodes touching the root within the terminal 5 mm was counted (b) at 2 h after assay start. Bars 
are the mean ±  SE from one representative experiment (n =  24). These experiments were repeated three times 
with similar results. Bars with different letters indicate significant differences (P <  0.05, Tukey’s t Test). Scale 
bar =  500 μ m.
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Figure 6. Response of Heterodera glycines to Arabidopsis ethylene-overproducing mutants. (a) 
Representative images showing the response of nematodes to the roots of ethylene-overproducing Arabidopsis 
mutants with or without Ag+ at 2 h after placing seedlings in Pluronic F-127 gel containing 300 J2. Scale 
bar =  500 μ m. (b) The number of nematodes touching the terminal 5 mm of the root at 2 h after starting the 
assay. (c) The number of nematodes within a circle of 5 mm diameter centered at 2.5 mm proximal to the root 
tip was counted at 2 h after starting the assay. Bars represent mean ±  SE of one representative experiment 
(n =  24). Bars with different letters are statistically different using Tukey’s t Test (P <  0.05).

Figure 7. Attraction of Heterodera glycines to root tips of Arabidopsis ethylene receptor mutants. Response 
of J2 was compared to roots of WT, two GOF ET receptor mutants (etr1-1 and ein4-1), and two LOF ET receptor 
mutants (etr1-7 and ers1-3). (a) Images were taken 2 h after inoculation of seedlings in 1 ml of Pluronic F-127 
gel containing 300 J2. Scale bar =  200 μ m. (b) Number of nematodes touching the terminal 5 mm of the root 
was counted at 2 h after placing roots in Pluronic F-127 gel containing 300 J2. Bars represent mean ±  SE of 
one representative experiment (n =  24). Asterisks represent statistically significant differences with wild-type 
Arabidopsis (Col-0 or Ws) using Student’s t-test (*P <  0.05). The experiments were repeated three times with 
similar results.
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The number of nematodes touching the root of the ET-overproducing mutants eto1-2 and eto3 was similar 
to that of WT suggesting that increased ET production of these mutants did not reduce attraction. However, 
fewer J2 were found in the areas around the root tips of eto1-2 and eto3 than of WT, suggesting that increased 
ET levels or ET signaling in the mutant plants is perceived at a distance from the roots of the non-host plant 
Arabidopsis. However, the constitutive ET-response mutant ctr1-1 also showed less attraction than WT indicating 
that a strong, constitutive signaling of ethylene response results in lower attraction. Together these results indicate 
that strong, constitutive signaling of the ET response results in reduced attraction, but the ET-overproduction of 
mutants eto1-2 and eto3 is not sufficient to be detected in our touching assay, although an effect can be observed 
at a distance from the root. A possible explanation is that a repellent is produced that diffuses from the root.

Our findings are similar to those obtained using similar assays for the northern root-knot nematode M. 
hapla35. The roots of AVG-treated Arabidopsis and ET-insensitive mutants displayed increased attraction for M. 
hapla. However, for M. hapla, ET-overproducing mutants attracted fewer M. hapla, and the roots of GOF-ET 
receptor mutants etr1-3 and ein4-1 both significantly increased the attraction of M. hapla compared to WT while 
our results for SCN found that only ein4-1 roots were significantly more attractive to SCN J2 than those of the 
WT. Although etr1-3 and ein4-1 identified in genetic screens were all dominant and exhibited partial ET insensi-
tivity59,61, there was a difference in their insensitivity to ET. Therefore, different attraction between SCN and RKN 
suggested that RKN are more sensitive than SCN to some consequences of host ethylene signaling.

In contrast to our findings, previous reports found that the roots of ET-overproducing mutant eto332 and 
ETH-treated Arabidopsis plants36 attracted more J2 of H. schachtii than WT, suggesting that ET plays a positive 
role in the attractiveness of plants to the SBCN H. schachtii32. The two cyst nematode species, H. schachtii and  

Figure 8. Response of Heterodera glycines to the constitutive ET-response mutant ctr1-1. (a) Representative 
images showing the response of nematodes to the roots of ctr1-1 in Pluronic F-127 gel containing 300 J2. 
Scale bar =  500 μ m (b) The number of nematodes touching the terminal 5 mm of the root was counted at 2 h 
after starting the assay. (c) The number of nematodes within a circle of 5 mm diameter centered at 2.5 mm 
above the root tip at 2 h after starting the assay. Bars represent mean ±  SE of one representative experiment 
(n =  24). Asterisks represent statistically significant differences from wild-type Arabidopsis using Student’s t-test 
(*P <  0.05).
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H. glycines, are closely related and exhibit the same parasitic behaviors in penetration, migration, and develop-
ment throughout their life cycle62, but differ in host range. There are several possible reasons for the differences 
regarding the influence of ET signaling between the previous studies and our own work. For example, the designs 
of the attraction assays differ substantially; we recorded attraction to living root tips after 2 h, whereas Wubben et 
al.32, recorded attraction to root-free exudate plugs after 20 h. Thus, our assay reflects a rapid nematode response 
to an intact root tip, and the other assay may reflect nematode accumulation in response to a host secreted metab-
olite rather than attraction. It is also possible that these two cyst nematode species recognize or respond to differ-
ent compounds in the root exudates.

Cyst nematodes cause considerably more wounding during the infection process than do RKN, and the ET 
response that we see using the ET reporter system may be due to this wounding. Strong GUS expression was 
observed in the infection sites and its surrounding cells up to 24 h after infection indicating an increase in ET sig-
naling at early stages of the Arabidopsis - H. glycines interaction. In addition, ET is a positive regulator of root hair 
development, and ET-overproducing mutants44,54 and ETH-treated Arabidopsis plants exhibit the increased num-
ber and length of root hairs (Fig. 5a). We also observed root hair proliferation in EBS::GUS transgenic seedlings 
when exposed to SCN infection, further suggesting that ET signaling pathway might be involved in the response 

Figure 9. Attraction of Heterodera glycines to the root tips of ethylene-insensitive Arabidopsis mutants. 
(a) Representative images showing the response of nematodes to Arabidopsis mutants defective in positive 
regulation of the ET signaling pathway. Images were taken 2 h after placing seedlings in 1 ml of Pluronic F-127 
gel containing 300 J2. Scale bar =  200 μ m. (b) The number of nematodes touching the terminal 5 mm of the 
root was counted at 2 h after assay start. Bars represent mean ±  SE of one representative experiment (n =  24). 
Asterisks represent significant differences compared to wild-type Arabidopsis (Col-0 or Ler) using Student’s 
t-test (*P <  0.05). The experiments were repeated three times with similar results.
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of Arabidopsis to early SCN infection. In addition, significant increase in the concentration of the ET precursor 
ACC concentration was found in SCN-infected soybean roots39,63. These studies suggested that ET pathway plays 
important roles in host or non-host plant at the early infection and later parasitic stages.

Materials and Methods
Nematode culture. A culture of H. glycines was initiated with a single cyst isolated from a soybean field in 
Taian, Shandong Province, China. The single cyst was used to infect the susceptible commercial soybean cultivar 
Dongsheng1. After 35–40 days, a single cyst collected from the roots was used to initiate the second generation; 
this process was repeated for 10 generations to produce the strain used for this study. The strain was determined 
to be SCN race 5 using the SCN differential host test64 in a greenhouse in the Northeast Institute of Geography 

Figure 10. Activation of ethylene signaling in Arabidopsis roots upon Heterodera glycines infection. 
Expression of GUS in EBS::GUS Arabidopsis roots in uninfected or nematode-infected roots at 6 (a,b), 12 
(c,d), 24 (e,f), and 48 h (g,h) after inoculation. Scale bar =  100 μ m. Arrowheads point to the nematode. Root 
hair numbers (i) and root hair length (j) for the 500-μ m zone of the root tip were counted from 10 seedlings. 
‘No’ indicates no root hairs were seen. The data represent the mean ±  SE of one representative experiment. The 
experiments were repeated three times with similar results.
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and Agroecology, Harbin, China. Eggs from SCN cysts were incubated in 3 mM ZnSO4 solution for hatching at 
28 °C, and J2 were collected at 48 h.

Plant materials and culture. For nematode attraction assays, seeds of soybean cv. DongSheng1 were ger-
minated in pots containing vermiculite in a greenhouse at 22–28 °C with a photoperiod of 16/8 h light/dark cycle, 
and watered every 3 days with Hoagland’s nutrient solution. The 12-day-old seedling roots were washed with 
water and lateral roots with intact root tips were used for attraction assays since primary roots were too big to be 
observed under the microscope.

Arabidopsis ecotypes Columbia (Col-0), Wassilewskija (Ws) and Lansbergerecta (Ler), and the ET mutants 
ein2-161, etr1-361, and etr1-7 were provided by Dr. Y. R. Bi (School of Life Sciences, Lanzhou University). The seeds 
of the Arabidopsis transgenic line EB3::GUS57, mutant lines ein2-565, and eto1-244 were provided by Dr. H. W. Guo 
(College of Life Sciences, Peking University). The seeds of mutants ctr1-1, eto344, ein2, ein3-166, ein4-1, ein5-1, 
ein6 (Ler background)59, and ers1-3 (Ws background)65 were obtained from the Arabidopsis Biological Resource 
Center at the Ohio State University. Seeds were surface-sterilized in 15% bleach for 15 min, extensively rinsed 
with sterilized water, and then placed on plates of half-strength Murashige and Skoog67 (1/2 MS) agar medium 
(pH 5.7) containing 1% (w/v) sucrose and 0.8% (w/v) agar (Biosharp, Japan). After 2–4 days at 4 °C, plates were 
transferred to a growth chamber where they were kept at an angle of ca. 85° in racks to promote unidirectional 
root growth. The seedlings were maintained at 22 °C, 16/8 h photoperiod, and photosynthetic photon flux density 
of 100–120 μ M m‒2 s‒1. After 8 days of growth, Arabidopsis roots were cut from seedlings and were used for the 
attraction assays.

Nematode attraction. Nematode attraction assays were conducted as previously described35,68. For soy-
bean assays, 2 ml of 23% (w/v) Pluronic F-127 (NF Prill Poloxamer 407, BASF, Mt Olive, NJ, USA) containing 200 
J2s was added into each well of 12-well tissue culture plates at 4 °C; then a 1-cm root piece containing an intact 
tip was placed into each well. For attraction assays with Arabidopsis seedlings, 1 ml 23% PF-127 containing 300 
J2 and one root was added into each well of a 12-well tissue culture plate. The plates were transferred to room 
temperature to allow the gel to solidify.

To optimize the attraction assay, the attractiveness of roots to H. glycines was observed microscopically, and 
the number of J2 touching the root surface up to 5 mm from the root tip was counted at 1 h, 2 h, 3 h, 4 h, and 6 h 
for soybean or at 1 h, 2 h, 3 h, 4 h, 6 h, and 9 h for Arabidopsis. For Arabidopsis mutants ctr1-1, eto1-2, and eto3, 
the nematodes within the circle area of 5 mm diameter centered at 2.5 mm above the root tips were also counted. 
Roots and nematodes were photographed with an OLYMPUS SZX-16 dissecting microscope using Cellsens 
Standard image software (Olympus Corporation, Japan). The experiment was repeated three times with 24 rep-
licates each time.

Chemical treatments. To evaluate whether ET plays a role in H. glycines attraction, 12-day-old soybean 
plants and 7-day-old Arabidopsis plants were treated with the ET analog ethephon (ETH, Sigma-Aldrich), AVG 
(Sigma-Aldrich) and/or Ag+ (Sigma-Aldrich) before starting the attraction assay. The seedling roots were dipped 
into solutions of 50 μ M AVG, and 200 μ M ETH and/or 10 μ M AgNO3. After 24 h, seedling roots of soybean or 
Arabidopsis were washed three times with sterilized water and used for the attraction assays. At 6 h after the 
attraction assay, ETH and AVG-treated roots were stained with acid fuchsin69 and the number of nematodes 
inside the root was counted. All experiments were repeated at least three times.

Histochemical analyses. Histochemical staining for GUS activity was performed as described by 
Jefferson et al.70 with minor modifications. Seeds of EB3::GUS lines were sown on modified Knop medium (pH 
6.1) containing 2% (w/v) sucrose, 0.8% (w/v) Daishin agar (Research Products International Corp., USA)71. 
For inoculation, hatching J2s were sterilized in 0.01% mercuric chloride and 0.002% sodium azide for 10 min 
and immediately washed three times in sterilized water; 50 surface-sterilized J2s were then applied on each 
twelve-day-old EB3::GUS plant. Seedlings were collected at 6, 12, 24 and 48 h after inoculation and then incubated 
in GUS-staining buffer containing 1 mM X-Gluc, 100 mM sodium phosphate (pH 7.5), 0.5 mM potassium ferro-
cyanide, 10 mM EDTA and 0.1% Triton X-100 for 12 h at 37 °C in the dark. Individual seedlings were mounted 
in 50% glycerol on microscopic glass slides and photographed under an Olympus compound microscope using 
Cellsens Standard image software (Olympus Corporation, Japan). At least 25 replicate plants were analyzed and 
the experiments were repeated three times.

Analysis of root hair phenotyping. The number of root hairs was counted in the 500-μ m region starting 
at the primary root tip. The length of root hairs was analyzed by NIH Image software (ImageJ, version 1.43). 
The average length of root hairs was determined upon measuring 40 hairs for each root. The experiments were 
repeated at least three times.

Quantitative reverse transcription PCR (qRT-PCR) analysis. After grinding soybean roots to a fine 
powder in liquid nitrogen, total RNA was isolated with Trizol (Invitrogen, Carlsbad, CA, USA). RNA samples  
were digested using RNase-free DNase I (Invitrogen) to eliminate any contaminating genomic DNA. For 
qRT-PCR analysis, first-strand cDNA was synthesized with 2 μ g of total RNA using PrimeScript RT reagent Kit 
(Thermo Fisher, USA). PCR reactions were performed in the LightCycler®  480 System with FastStart Universal 
SYBR Green Master (ROX) (Roche) according to the procedure described by the manufacturer. The gene-specific 
primers were as follows: forward 5′ -GGGAAGGGGATGCACACAACCAAGG-3′  and reverse 5′ -GTTGGCCAT 
TCCATCCTTCCACCACCT-3′  for GmERF5; forward 5′ -CAGATTGAGCTTCAGCATTT-3′  and reverse  
5′ -AAGTGTCATGCTTTGAGGAA-3′  for GmERS2; forward 5′ -GTGTAATGTTGGATGTGTTCCC-3′  and 
reverse 5′ -ACACAATTGAGTTCAACACAAACCG-3′  for GmUBQ3. All PCR cycles began with 10 min at 95 °C, 
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followed by 40 two-step cycles comprising 10 s at 95 °C and 1 min at 60 °C. The relative expression of specific genes 
was calculated by the 2−∆∆Ct method using GmUBQ3 as a reference. All experiments were conducted with three 
independent biological replicates and three technical repetitions.

Statistical analysis. Data were subjected to one-way analysis of variance (one-way ANOVA) using SPSS 
software (SAS Institute, Cary, NC, USA). Results are reported as significant or non-significant in Tukey’s t Test 
(Tukey HSD) Test (P <  0.05).

References
1. Wrather, J. A. & Koenning, S. R. Estimates of disease effects on soybean yields in the United States 2003 to 2005. J. Nematol. 38, 

173–180 (2006).
2. Koenning, S. R. & Wrather, J. A. Suppression of soybean yield potential in the continental United States from plant diseases 

estimated from 2006 to 2009. Plant Health Prog. http://dx.doi.org/10.1094/PHP-2010-1122-01-RS (2010).
3. Perry, R. N. Plant signals in nematode hatching and attraction. Pages 38–50 in: Cellular and molecular aspects of plant–nematode 

interactions. F. M. W. Grundler, S. Ohl & C. Fenoll eds Kluwer Academic Publishers, Dordrecht, The Netherlands (1997).
4. Davis, E. L., Hussey, R. S. & Baum, T. J. Getting to the roots of parasitism by nematodes. Trends Parasitol 20, 134–141 (2004).
5. Niblack, T. L., Lambert, K. N. & Tylka, G. L. A model plant pathogen from the Kingdom Animalia: Heterodera glycines, the soybean 

cyst nematode. Annu Rev Phytopath 44, 283–303 (2006).
6. Bird, D. M. Signaling between nematodes and plants. Curr. Opin. Plant. Biol. 7, 372–376 (2004).
7. Curtis, R. H. C. Plant-nematode interactions: environmental signals detected by the nematode’s chemosensory organs control 

changes in the surface cuticle and behavior. Parasite 15, 310–316 (2008).
8. Reynolds, A. M. et al. Chemotaxis can take plant-parasitic nematodes to the source of a chemo-attractant via the shortest possible 

routes. J. R. Soc. Interface. 8, 568–577 (2011).
9. Xu, Z., Zhao, Y., Yang, D. & Zhao, Y. Attractant and repellent effects of sweet potato root exudates on the potato rot nematode, 

Ditylenchus destructor. Nematology 17, 117–124 (2015).
10. Dutta, T. K., Powers, S. J., Kerry, B. R., Gaur, H. S. & Curtis, R. H. C. Comparison of host recognition, invasion, development and 

reproduction of Meloidogyne graminicola and M. incognita on rice and tomato. Nematology 13, 509–520 (2015).
11. Chitwood, D. J. Phytochemical-based strategies for nematode control. Annu. Rev. Phytopath. 40, 221–249 (2002).
12. Zhao, L. L., Wei, W., Kang, L. & Sun, J. H. Chemotaxis of the pinewood nematode, Bursaphelenchus xylophilus, to volatiles associated 

with hostpine, Pinus massoniana, and its vector Monochamus alternatus. J. Chem. Ecol. 33, 1207–1216 (2007).
13. Ali, J. G., Alborn, H. T. & Stelinski, L. L. Subterranean herbivoreinduced volatiles released by citrus roots upon feeding by Diaprepes 

abbreviatus recruit entomopathogenic nematodes. J. Chem. Ecol. 4, 361–338 (2011).
14. Dong, L. et al. Lauric acid in crown daisy root exudate potently regulates root-knot nematode chemotaxis and disrupts Mi-flp-18 

expression to block infection. J. Exp. Bot. 65, 131–141 (2014).
15. Perry, R. N. An evaluation of types of attractants enabling plant-parasitic nematodes to locate plant roots. Russ. J. Nematol. 13, 83–88 

(2005).
16. Curtis, R. H. C., Robinson, A. F. & Perry, R. N. Hatch and host location. Pages 139–162 in: Root knot nematodes. R. N. Perry,  

M. Moens & J. L. Starr eds CABI Publishing, Wallingford, U.K (2009).
17. Manosalva, P. et al. Conserved nematode signaling molecules elicit plant defenses and pathogen resistance. Nat. Commun. 6, 7795 

(2015).
18. Williamson, V. M., Danquah, W. B. & Schroeder, F. Root-knot nematode behavior in response to plant and nematode 

semiochemicals. J. Nematol. 47, 277–278 (2015).
19. Viglierchio, D. R. Carbon dioxide sensing by Panagrellus silusiae and Ditylenchus dipsaci. Revue de Nematol. 13, 425–432 (1990).
20. Wang, C., Bruening, G. & Williamson, V. M. Determination of preferred pH for root-knot nematode aggregation using pluronic 

F-127 gel. J. Chem. Ecol. 35, 1242–1251 (2009a).
21. Wang, C., Lower, S., Thomas, V. P. & Williamson, V. M. Root-knot nematodes exhibit strain-specific clumping behavior that is 

inherited as a simple genetic trait. PLoS One 5, e15148 (2010).
22. Ithal, N. et al. Developmental transcript profiling of cyst nematode feeding cells in soybean roots. Mol. Plant-microbe In. 20, 510–525 

(2007).
23. Swiecicka, M. et al. Dynamics in the tomato root transcriptome on infection with the potato cyst nematode Globodera rostochiensis. 

Mol. Plant Pathol. 10, 487–500 (2009).
24. Cabrera, J., Barcala, M., Fenoll, C. & Escobar, C. Transcriptomic signatures of transfer cells in early developing nematode feeding 

cells of Arabidopsis focused on auxin and ethylene signaling. Front. Plant Sci. 5, 107 (2014).
25. Bhattarai, K. K. et al. Tomato susceptibility to root-knot nematodes requires an intact jasmonic acid signaling pathway. Mol. Plant-

microbe In. 21, 1205–1214 (2008).
26. Kyndt, T. et al. Transcriptional reprogramming by root knot and migratory nematode infection in rice. New Phytol. 196, 887–900 

(2012).
27. Nahar, K., Kyndt, T., Nzogela, Y. B. & Gheysen, G. Abscisic acid interacts antagonistically with classical defense pathways in rice-

migratory nematode interaction. New Phytol. 196, 901–913 (2012).
28. Uehara, T. et al. Resistant and susceptible responses in tomato to cyst nematode are differentially regulated by salicylic acid. Plant 

Cell Physiol. 51, 1524–1536 (2010).
29. Matthews, B. F. et al. Engineered resistance and hypersusceptibility through functional metabolic studies of 100 genes in soybean to 

its major pathogen, the soybean cyst nematode. Planta 237, 1337–1357 (2013).
30. Li, R. J. et al. Integrated signaling networks in plant responses to sedentary endoparasitic nematodes: a perspective. Plant Cell Rep. 

34, 5–22 (2015).
31. Goverse, A. et al. Both induction and morphogenesis of cyst nematode feeding cells are mediated by auxin. Mol. Plant-Microbe In. 

13, 1121–1129 (2000).
32. Wubben II, M. J., Su, H., Rodermel, S. R. & Baum, T. J. Susceptibility to the sugar beet cyst nematode is modulated by ethylene signal 

transduction in Arabidopsis thaliana. Mol. Plant-Microbe In. 14, 1206–1212 (2001).
33. Grunewald, W., Cannoot, B., Friml, J. & Gheysen, G. Parasitic nematodes modulate PIN-mediated auxin transport to facilitate 

infection. PLoS Pathog 5, e1000266 (2009).
34. Wubben II, M. J. E., Rodermel, S. R. & Baum, T. J. Mutation of a UDP-glucose-4-epimerase alters nematode susceptibility and 

ethylene responses in Arabidopsis roots. Plant J. 40, 712–724 (2004).
35. Fudali, S. L., Wang, C. & Williamson, V. M. Ethylene signaling pathway modulates attractiveness of host roots to the root-knot 

nematode Meloidogyne hapla. Mol. Plant-Microbe In. 26, 75–86 (2013).
36. Kammerhofer, N. et al. Role of stress-related hormones in plant defence during early infection of the cyst nematode Heterodera 

schachtii in Arabidopsis. New Phytol. 207, 778–789 (2015).
37. Huang, W. K., Ji, H. L., Gheysen, G., Debode, J. & Kyndt, T. Biochar-amended potting medium reduces the susceptibility of rice to 

root-knot nematode infections. BMC Plant Biol. 15, 267 (2015).
38. Bent, A. F. et al. Disease- and performance-related traits of ethylene-insensitive soybean. Crop Sci. 46, 893–901 (2006).

http://dx.doi.org/10.1094/PHP-2010-1122-01-RS


www.nature.com/scientificreports/

1 2Scientific RepoRts | 7:41282 | DOI: 10.1038/srep41282

39. Tucker, M. L., Xue, P. & Yang, R. H. 1-Aminocyclopropane-1-carboxylic acid (ACC) concentration and ACC synthase expression in 
soybean roots, root tips, and soybean cyst nematode (Heterodera glycines)-infected roots. J. Exp. Bot. 61, 463–472 (2010).

40. Chang, C., Kwok, S. F., Bleecker, A. B. & Meyerowitz, E. M. Arabidopsis ethylene response gene ETR1: similarity of product to two-
component regulators. Science 262, 539–544 (1993).

41. Hua, J., Chang, C., Sun, Q. & Meyerowitz, E. M. Ethylene insensitivity conferred by Arabidopsis ERS gene. Science 269, 1712–1714 
(1995).

42. Chen, Y. F., Randlett, M. D., Findell, J. L. & Schaller, G. E. Localization of the ethylene receptor ETR1 to the endoplasmic reticulum 
of Arabidopsis. J. Biol. Chem. 277, 19861–19866 (2002).

43. Wang, W. et al. Identification of important regions for ethylene binding and signaling in the transmembrane domain of the ETR1 
ethylene receptor of Arabidopsis. Plant Cell 18, 3429–3442 (2006).

44. Kieber, J. J., Rothenberg, M., Roman, G., Feldmann, K. A. & Ecker, J. R. CTR1, a negative regulator of the ethylene response pathway 
in Arabidopsis, encodes a member of the Raf family of protein kinases. Cell 72, 427–441 (1993).

45. Gao, Z. et al. Localization of the Raf-like kinase CTR1 to the endoplasmic reticulum of Arabidopsis through participation in ethylene 
receptor signaling complexes. J. Biol. Chem. 278, 34725–34732 (2003).

46. Bisson, M. M. A., Bleckmann, A., Allekotte, S. & Groth, G. EIN2, the central regulator of ethylene signalling, is localized at the ER 
membrane where it interacts with the ethylene receptor ETR1. Biochem. J. 424, 1–6 (2009).

47. Ju, C. et al. CTR1 phosphorylates the central regulator EIN2 to control ethylene hormone signaling from the ER membrane to the 
nucleus in Arabidopsis. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 109, 19486–19491 (2012).

48. Alonso, J. M., Hirayama, T., Roman, G., Nourizadeh, S. & Ecker, J. R. EIN2 a bifunctional transducer of ethylene and stress response 
in Arabidopsis. Science 284, 2148–2152 (1999).

49. Potuschak, T. et al. EIN3-dependent regulation of plant ethylene hormone signaling by two Arabidopsis F box proteins: EBF1 and 
EBF2. Cell 115, 679–689 (2003).

50. Gagne, J. M. et al. Arabidopsis EIN3-binding F-box 1 and 2 form ubiquitin-protein ligases that repress ethylene action and promote 
growth by directing EIN3 degradation. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 101, 6803–6808 (2004).

51. Ishibashi, Y., Koda, Y., Zheng, S. H., Yuasa, T. & Iwaya-Inoue, M. Regulation of soybean seed germination through ethylene 
production in response to reactive oxygen species. Ann. Bot-London. 111, 95–102 (2013).

52. Beyer, E. M. A potent inhibitor of ethylene action in plants. Plant Physiol. 58, 268–271 (1976).
53. Rodriguez, F. I. et al. A copper cofactor for the ethylene receptor ETR1 from Arabidopsis. Science 283, 996–998 (1999).
54. Wang, K. L. C., Li, H. & Ecker, J. R. Ethylene biosynthesis and signaling networks. Plant Cell 14 (Suppl.), S131–S151 (2002).
55. Luo, X., Chen, Z., Gao, J. & Gong, Z. Abscisic acid inhibits root growth in Arabidopsis through ethylene synthesis. Plant J. 79, 44–55 

(2014).
56. Puthoff, D. P., Nettleton, D., Rodermel, S. R. & Baum, T. J. Arabidopsis gene expression changes during cyst nematode parasitism 

revealed by statistical analyses of microarray expression profiles. Plant J. 33, 911–921 (2003).
57. Stepanova, A. N., Yun, J., Likhacheva, A. V. & Alonso, J. M. Multilevel interactions between ethylene and auxin in Arabidopsis roots. 

Plant Cell 19, 2169–2185 (2007).
58. Pitts, R. J., Cernac, A. & Estelle, M. Auxin and ethylene promote root hair elongation in Arabidopsis. Plant J. 16, 553–560 (1998)
59. Roman, G., Lubarsky, B., Kieber, J. J., Rothenberg, M. & Ecker, J. R. Genetic analysis of ethylene signal transduction in Arabidopsis 

thaliana: Five novel mutant loci integrated into a stress response pathway. Genetics 139, 1393–1409 (1995).
60. Hua, J. & Meyerowitz, E. M. Ethylene responses are negatively regulated by a receptor gene family in Arabidopsis thaliana. Cell 94, 

261–271 (1998).
61. Guzman, P. & Ecker, J. R. Exploiting the triple response of Arabidopsis to identify ethylene-related mutants. Plant Cell. 2, 513–523 

(1990).
62. Grundler, F. M. W., Sobczak, M. & Golinowski, W. Formation of wall openings in root cells of Arabidopsis thaliana following 

infection by the plant-parasitic nematode Heterodera schachtii. Eur. J. Plant Pathol. 104, 545–551 (1998).
63. Puthoff, D. P., Ehrenfried, M. L., Vinyard, B. T. & Tucker, M. L. GeneChip profiling of transcriptional responses to soybean cyst 

nematode, Heterodera glycines, colonization of soybean roots. J. Exp. Bot. 58, 3407–3418 (2007).
64. Riggs, R. D. & Schmitt, D. P. Complete characterization of the race scheme for Heterodera glycines. J Nematol. 20, 392–395 (1988).
65. Qu, X., Hall, B. P., Gao, Z. & Schaller, G. E. A strong constitutive ethylene-response phenotype conferred on Arabidopsis plants 

containing null mutations in the ethylene receptors ETR1 and ERS1. BMC Plant Biol. 7, 3 (2007).
66. Chao, Q. et al. Activation of the ethylene gas response pathway in Arabidopsis by the nuclear protein ETHYLENE-INSENSITIVE3 

and related proteins. Cell 89, 1133–1144 (1997).
67. Murashige, T. & Skoog, F. A revised medium for rapid growth and bioassays with tobacco tissue cultures. Physiol Plant 15, 473–497 

(1962).
68. Wang, C., Lower, S. & Williamson, V. M. Application of pluronic gel to the study of root-knot nematode behavior. Nematology 11, 

453–464 (2009).
69. Byrd, D. W., Kirkpatrick, T. & Barker, K. R. An improved technique for clearing and staining plant tissues for detection of nematodes. 

J. Nematol. 15, 142–143 (1983).
70. Jefferson, R. A., Kavanagh, T. A. & Bevan, M. W. GUS fusions: beta-glucuronidase as a sensitive and versatile gene fusion marker in 

higher plants. EMBO J. 6, 3901–3907 (1987).
71. Sijmons, P. C., Grundler, F. M. W., von Mende, N., Burrows, P. R. & Wyss, U. Arabidopsis thaliana as a new model host for plant-

parasitic nematodes. Plant J. 1, 245–254 (1991).

Acknowledgements
This study was supported by ‘One Hundred Talent Program Grant’ from Chinese Academy of Sciences to Congli 
Wang, Chinese National Scientific Funding (31471749), and Heilongjiang Province Science Foundation for 
Youths (QC2015036). Contributions of Valerie Williamson were supported by the United States Department of 
Agriculture (Agricultural Food and Research Initiative award 2013-02577).

Author Contributions
Conceived and designed the experiments: Y.H. and C.W. Performed the experiments: Y.H., J.Y. and C.L. Analyzed 
the data: Y.H. and C.W. Drafted the manuscript: Y.H., C.W. and V.W. All authors reviewed the manuscript.

Additional Information
Competing financial interests: The authors declare no competing financial interests.
How to cite this article: Hu, Y. et al. Ethylene response pathway modulates attractiveness of plant roots to 
soybean cyst nematode Heterodera glycines. Sci. Rep. 7, 41282; doi: 10.1038/srep41282 (2017).



www.nature.com/scientificreports/

13Scientific RepoRts | 7:41282 | DOI: 10.1038/srep41282

Publisher's note: Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to jurisdictional claims in published maps and 
institutional affiliations.

This work is licensed under a Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International License. The images 
or other third party material in this article are included in the article’s Creative Commons license, 

unless indicated otherwise in the credit line; if the material is not included under the Creative Commons license, 
users will need to obtain permission from the license holder to reproduce the material. To view a copy of this 
license, visit http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
 
© The Author(s) 2017

http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

	Ethylene response pathway modulates attractiveness of plant roots to soybean cyst nematode Heterodera glycines
	Results
	Attraction of Heterodera glycines to soybean roots. 
	Attraction of Heterodera glycines to Arabidopsis roots. 
	Attractiveness of Arabidopsis ET mutants to Heterodera glycines. 
	Heterodera glycines infection activates ET signaling. 

	Discussion
	Materials and Methods
	Nematode culture. 
	Plant materials and culture. 
	Nematode attraction. 
	Chemical treatments. 
	Histochemical analyses. 
	Analysis of root hair phenotyping. 
	Quantitative reverse transcription PCR (qRT-PCR) analysis. 
	Statistical analysis. 

	Acknowledgements
	Author Contributions
	Figure 1.  Attraction of Heterodera glycines to soybean root tips.
	Figure 2.  Quantitative RT-PCR analysis of the effects of AVG on ethylene-responsive gene expression in soybean roots.
	Figure 3.  Effects of AVG and ethephon treatments on the attractiveness of soybean root to Heterodera glycines.
	Figure 4.  Attraction of Heterodera glycines to Arabidopsis root tips.
	Figure 5.  Effects of chemical modulation of ethylene levels or signaling on the attractiveness of Arabidopsis roots to Heterodera glycines.
	Figure 6.  Response of Heterodera glycines to Arabidopsis ethylene-overproducing mutants.
	Figure 7.  Attraction of Heterodera glycines to root tips of Arabidopsis ethylene receptor mutants.
	Figure 8.  Response of Heterodera glycines to the constitutive ET-response mutant ctr1-1.
	Figure 9.  Attraction of Heterodera glycines to the root tips of ethylene-insensitive Arabidopsis mutants.
	Figure 10.  Activation of ethylene signaling in Arabidopsis roots upon Heterodera glycines infection.



 
    
       
          application/pdf
          
             
                Ethylene response pathway modulates attractiveness of plant roots to soybean cyst nematode Heterodera glycines
            
         
          
             
                srep ,  (2017). doi:10.1038/srep41282
            
         
          
             
                Yanfeng Hu
                Jia You
                Chunjie Li
                Valerie M. Williamson
                Congli Wang
            
         
          doi:10.1038/srep41282
          
             
                Nature Publishing Group
            
         
          
             
                © 2017 Nature Publishing Group
            
         
      
       
          
      
       
          © 2017 The Author(s)
          10.1038/srep41282
          2045-2322
          
          Nature Publishing Group
          
             
                permissions@nature.com
            
         
          
             
                http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/srep41282
            
         
      
       
          
          
          
             
                doi:10.1038/srep41282
            
         
          
             
                srep ,  (2017). doi:10.1038/srep41282
            
         
          
          
      
       
       
          True
      
   




