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Abstract: To accelerate breeding of Pinus massoniana Lamb. resistance to pine wilt disease (PWD),
caused by the pinewood nematode (PWN), Bursaphelenchus xylophilus, a protocol was established for
the in vitro propagation of P. massoniana and the evaluation of resistance of regenerated microshoots
from different clones to PWN. Axillary bud induction was achieved by culturing cotyledonary node
explants from 3-week-old seedlings in Gupta and Durzan (DCR) medium that was supplemented
with 4 mg L! 6-benzyladenine (BA) and 0.2 mg L1 a-naphthaleneacetic acid (NAA). Explants with
induced buds were transferred to DCR medium without a plant growth regulator to facilitate elonga-
tion. Stem segments from elongated shoots were used as propagules for further shoot multiplication.
Six-month-old regenerated shoots that met the requirements for a nematode resistance test were
inoculated with aseptic PWN (500 PWNSs/shoot). The wilting rate varied between clones from 20%
to 100%, 18 days after inoculation. Except for Clone 227, which showed the highest resistance with a
wilting rate of 0%, other clones showed wilting to various degrees 30 d after inoculation. The number
of nematodes that were recovered from Clone 227 was significantly lower than from other clones.
This study promotes the resistance breeding of P. massoniana to pine wilt disease and provides an
effective method to study the host/pathogen interaction between PWN and P. massoniana.

Keywords: Pinus massoniana; axillary budding; genetic stability; Bursaphelenchus xylophilus;

nematode resistance

1. Introduction

Masson pine (Pinus massoniana Lamb.) is an evergreen coniferous species native to
central and southern China [1]. It is regarded as an important species for afforestation
purposes and has been highly exploited for its timber and natural resin [2]. However,
P. massoniana is highly susceptible to pine wilt disease (PWD), which is caused by the
pinewood nematode (PWN), Bursaphelenchus xylophilus. The first occurrence of PWD was
reported in 1905 in Japan; PWN was only identified as the causal agent in 1971 [3]. Until
recently, most of the researchers thought that PWN was the only known causal agent
causing pine tree wilting [4-7], but some others think that this disease is induced by both
PWN and the pathogenic bacteria that it carries [8]. Some experiments indicated a mutually
beneficial, symbiotic relationship between PWN and its associated bacteria [9]. In contrast,
some reports indicated that bacteria might be endophytes which attach to the nematode
cuticle, not taking part in PWD [7,10]. Although various control methods have been used
to eradicate PWD, this disease has continued to expand over recent decades and has
caused the destruction of hundreds of millions of pine trees, particularly in East Asia and
southern Europe, which has resulted in enormous economic losses and profound ecological
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consequences [11-17]. In 1982, the disease was detected in pine forests in Nanjing, Jiangsu
Province [18], and then has spread to 19 provinces and municipalities in 40 years [19].

The rapid spread of PWD has severely affected the economy and social sustainable
development in China. For instance, the death of a large number of P. massoniana caused
by PWD in the Three Gorges reservoir region has devastated local ecosystem services [20].
Once an infection is established, most countermeasures for controlling the disease depend
on chemical methods which are not economically effective. In comparison, breeding pine
species for resistance to PWD is considered to be a fundamental strategy for prevention [12].
In southwestern Japan, breeding programs for pine species were initiated in 1978, mainly
focusing on Pinus densiflora and Pinus thunbergii, and resistant plantations were successfully
established in 1987 [21]. In recent years, breeding of PWD-resistant P. massoniana has been
carried out in China [22]. However, plantations initiated from seed stock are not productive,
which limits mass production of this species in the short term [23].

In vitro propagation is the main regeneration pathway of plants, and it can be an
appropriate mean for clonal production of superior tree genotypes. A large number of re-
generated plantlets can be obtained using small pieces of plant tissue or organs as the starter
material [24]. Propagation based on organogenesis and somatic embryogenesis has been
demonstrated on 40 species in the genus Pinus [25-28]. Meanwhile, in vitro reproduction of
P. massoniana with similar micropropagation protocols has been well documented. In vitro
induction of adventitious buds from mature embryos was reported by Wu et al. for the first
time [29]. Three regenerated plantlets were obtained through somatic embryogenesis from
mature zygotic embryos of P. massoniana by Huang et al. [30]. Since then, numerous studies
have resulted in efficient in vitro propagation protocols for P. massoniana, using zygotic
embryos, seedling explants, and explants from mature trees [31-35].

True-to-type clonal fidelity is fundamental to the successful in vitro propagation of
tree species [36]. However, several levels of variation among regenerated plants have been
reported, comprising morphological, biochemical, and genetic variations [37,38]. Therefore,
it is necessary to monitor clonal variation during in vitro propagation in order to guarantee
the genetic stability of cloned plants. The informative DNA markers have been widely used
to evaluate the genetic variation at the molecular level. Long-term (more than 10 years)
micropropagated shoots of P. thunbergii were determined to be genetically stable through
random amplified polymorphic DNA (RAPD) markers, in which short, medium, and long
morphotypes of shoots were randomly collected for DNA fingerprints [36]. RAPD was
also successfully carried out for Pinus elliottii to analyze somaclonal variation [39]. During
the development of molecular marker technology, simple sequence repeats (SSRs) which
have reproducibility, abundant polymorphisms, and codominant inheritance predomi-
nated [40]. SSRs were reported to monitor mutation events during somatic embryogenesis
in Pinus pinaster, P. elliottii, and P. massoniana; no correlation was evident between genetic
stability and abnormal phenotype [41-43]. To our knowledge, there have been no reports
on variation in micropropagated P. massoniana via axillary budding and adventitious buds
determined by SSRs until now.

As a valuable biotechnological tool, in vitro propagation assists the breeding of supe-
rior tree genotypes, and it has attracted the attention of plant pathologists in the search
for effective ways to prevent and control tree diseases. Many researchers have studied
the response of conifer tissues to specific diseases by directly exposing tissue cultures to
live pathogenic organisms or their extracts, and this approach may speed up resistance
breeding [44]. For example, Terho et al. inoculated embryogenic cell lines of Pinus sylvestris
with live fungal spores from scleroderris cankers caused by Gremmeniella abietina [45]. Al-
though the resistance of the culture could not be demonstrated, a difference in growth
rates and glucosamine levels formed in response to fungal infection were detected between
the cell lines. Nagy et al. treated embryogenic cell lines of Picea abies with spores of the
blue-stain fungal pathogen Ceratocystis polonica and the butt rot pathogen Heterobasidion
annosum [46]. The response of cell cultures was similar to trees which differ in susceptibility
to these diseases. Picea abies cell cultures were inoculated with spores of C. polonica by
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Phillips et al., and the defense reactions and gene expression patterns were tested [47]. In
another study, an axenic host/pathogen system was developed to study the role played by
PWN and their associated bacteria in PWD development by inoculating aseptic PWN or
bacteria to micropropagated shoots of P. densiflora under in vitro conditions [48]. This sys-
tem was then adopted to evaluate the resistance of regenerated microshoots of P. densiflora
to PWN [49]. A similar maritime pine/nematode co-culture system was established by
Faria et al., and the effects of phytoparasites on shoot structure, water content, and volatiles
were evaluated in vitro [6]. Symptoms similar to those under natural infection conditions
were observed.

Verification of resistance status in nursery and field trials is necessary when presump-
tive resistant plants are produced by in vitro propagation. Unfortunately, this vital step is
frequently neglected [44]. However, this does not mean that in vitro propagation is of little
value for investigating tree diseases as it can facilitate the rapid propagation of selected
plants for the study of tree diseases at any time of year, which can increase the efficiency of
breeding resistance.

In vitro co-culture of host and parasite can be a useful system to study plant/nematode
interactions because it eliminates variables that arise from environmental conditions, it
excludes associated microbiota, and it can facilitate direct observation of plant/nematode
responses in a controlled-contaminant-free environment, which is very difficult to achieve
in field conditions [6,48]. At present, there are no evaluations of PWN resistance in
P. massoniana plantlets derived from in vitro propagation. The aim of our study was to
establish a simple protocol for in vitro propagation of P. massoniana via axillary budding
and adventitious buds where the genetic stability was analyzed and evaluate the PWN
resistance of multiple clones by in vitro inoculation of micropropagated shoots with aseptic
PWN. Our work also provided a suitable system for PWD phytopathological research.

2. Materials and Methods
2.1. Plant Materials and PWN

Mature seeds from open-pollinated Pinus massoniana trees were collected from Guang-
dong Province in China in 2019. All seeds were kept at 4 °C until used.

The PWN isolate AMAZ3cl is a strong virulent and full-sibling mating inbred line,
which was used to inoculate regenerated shoots in vitro [48]. Bacteria-free nematodes were
subcultured on Botrytis cinerea. Prior to inoculation, the aseptic nematodes were stored in
sterile water at 4 °C.

2.2. Seed Disinfection and In Vitro Germination

The seed disinfection method was a modification of that described by Zhu et al. [33].
Seeds of P. massoniana were washed with sterile water for 1 h and then placed in a centrifuge
tube with small holes around the base. Then, the seeds were surface sterilized by soaking
in 75% alcohol for 30 s followed by immersion in 30% H;O, solution for 20 min. During
this period, the seeds were stirred with sterilized tweezers to ensure full disinfection. After
rinsing with distilled water, seeds were dried with sterilized filter paper and then cultured
on water agar medium. Each Petri dish containing 10 seeds was maintained in darkness
at 25 °C. One week later, the aseptic germinated seeds were transferred to Gupta and
Durzan (DCR) (1985) medium supplemented with 30 g L~! sucrose and 1.0 g L~! activated
carbon (AC) (pH = 5.8), cultured under light at 25 °C [50]. Unless otherwise stated, the
experiments were carried out at 25 &= 2 °C under a 16 h photoperiod with a light intensity
of 36 Imol m~2 s~! from cool white fluorescent illumination.

2.3. Axillary Bud Formation and Elongation

The protocol for P. densiflora published by Zhu et al. was used [49]. Because cotyle-
donary node explant contains meristematic cells, they were excised from seedlings and
cultured on DCR medium containing 4 mg L~! 6-benzyladenine (BA) and 0.2 mg L~!
a-naphthaleneacetic acid (NAA) under light for axillary bud induction. After culturing for
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4 weeks, explants with induced buds were transferred to hormone-free DCR medium but
supplemented with 20 g L' sucrose, 0.5 g L~! inositol, and 0.75 g L ! activated carbon to
promote shoot development and elongation. The pH of the medium was adjusted to 5.8
before adding carrageenan and autoclaving at 121 °C for 20 min. Four weeks later, strong
buds were selected and transferred to fresh DCR medium for further shoot elongation.

2.4. Shoot Multiplication

Elongated shoots were cut into stem segments of 5-6 mm, and then cultured on
DCR medium containing 2 mg L=! BA, 0.2 mg L~! NAA, 30 g L~! maltose, 0.5 g L~!
inositol, and 0.45 g L~! hydrolyzed casein to promote bud proliferation. After 4 weeks
culture on this bud multiplication medium, explants with induced buds were transferred to
shoot elongation medium as described previously. This procedure was repeated routinely
at about 10-week intervals. All shoots generated from the same seed were described
as a clone.

2.5. DNA Isolation and Quantification

For DNA extraction, 12-cycle-regeneration microshoots from five clones (Clone 202,
Clone 207, Clone 222, Clone 226, and Clone 253) and six microshoots were randomly
chosen from each clone. Microshoots were ground in liquid nitrogen. DNA was extracted
from each sample using a Bioteke DP3111 Plant Genomic DNA Extraction Kit. DNA
concentration and purity were measured using ultraviolet spectrophotometrically and
agarose gel electrophoresis.

2.6. SSR Amplification and Fragment Analysis

Six primer pairs, from available nuclear microsatellite primers already tested in P.
massoniana, were chosen for this experiment [43,51]. These primers were selected based
on good repeatability and high quality. The pine nuclear microsatellite loci analyzed were
PMa 43, PMa 51, PMa 65, PMa 77, PMa 95, and P.Ma 96. The information of the primers
used is shown in Table 1. Each forward primer was labeled with Tsingke’s Gold Mix (green)
(Cat. No. TSE101). Electrophoresis and detection of bands were carried out with ABI3730
sequencer. GeneMapper 5 software was used to analyze the peak patterns. The allele was
considered to be mutated when a mismatch of more than 2 bp was observed comparing
with the size of the original allele.

Table 1. PCR analysis of SSR loci in P. massoniana showing loci identification, forward (F), and reverse
(R) primers used for amplification of respective SSRs, length, annealing temperature, and number of
cycles in 30 samples tested.

Annealing Number of

Locus Primers (5'-3') Length (bp) Temperature (°C) Cycles Identification
PMa#3 R CTTICCAATCTICCCTTACA 24 5t 2 KC146075
PMEL R ATCAAGITACCCTCATIIGOA 27 5 24 KC146077
PMa65 ; ?éggg?gggfgf ACCTACCng 248 60 24 KC146078
oy FOACTACMCACICACTTGA y y st
PMa95 B e O 303 52 24 KC146084
PMa%6 F: TOACCCAATAGACTCCCTC 260 52 25 KC146085

R:AGACCTATCTAAGCACAACCC

2.7. Acquisition of Sterilized Nematodes

Sterilized nematodes were obtained as described by Zhu et al. [48]. In asepsis, the
nematode suspension was placed on the cover slip in a Petri dish, and the nematodes were
thrown away after laying eggs. The eggs on the surface of the cover slip were washed
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several times with sterile water and immersed in 15% H;O, for 60 min at 25 °C for surface
sterilization. Nematode eggs were washed with sterile water 3 times and kept in the dark
on the mycelia of B. cinerea on the PDA medium.

The propagated nematodes were obtained with a Baermann funnel in asepsis and
nematode sterilization was tested in nutrient broth (NB) liquid medium for more than
7 days. Bacterium-free PWNs were used to inoculate regenerated microshoots in vitro.

2.8. In Vitro Tolerance Assay with Nematodes

The in vitro inoculation method was described previously by Zhu et al. [49]. To
inoculate the regenerated shoots with sterile nematodes, the apical buds of regenerated
microshoots were excised with a cotton ball placed at the wound. The interface between
the cotton ball and the wound was inoculated with 50 pL of aseptic nematode suspension
containing 500 nematodes. Shoots inoculated with sterile water were used as a control.
Each clone had 10 replicates. The symptom changes of shoots (chlorosis and shrinkage)
were observed every 4 days during a 30-day period, and withered plantlets were recorded.
More than half of the shoots with yellow needles were defined as wilting. The wilting rate
of each clone was the ratio of the number of wilted shoots to the total number of shoots.

Thirty days after inoculation, nematodes were recovered by a Baermann funnel from
the inoculated shoots and the culture medium. For isolation of nematodes, the inoculated
shoots were cut into 2—4 mm segments. Nematodes were collected in centrifuge tubes
after standing for 12 h. The number of nematodes recovered from the shoots and culture
medium were counted under the microscope.

2.9. Statistical Analysis

GraphPad prism 6.01 software (GraphPad Software, Inc., La Jolla, CA, USA) was
used for variance analysis. The data were expressed as the mean & standard deviation.
Statistical analyses used were one-way ANOVA (with different clones as factors), Duncan’s
test (significant statistical difference among clones), and the LSD-t test (significant statistical
difference among clones). Test data were homoscedasticity and normality.

3. Results
3.1. Formation of Axillary Buds and Elongation of Shoots

For seed disinfection, the protocol adopted in this study provided low contamination
rates (2%) and high germination rates (68%).

Intercotyledonary axillary bud initiation and development were observed in 90% of
explants 4 weeks after culturing on DCR medium supplemented with 4 mg L~! BA and
0.2 mg L' NAA. The average number of axillary buds from each explant was 3.5, with a
maximum of 8 buds.

Shoots elongated significantly after being transferred into hormone-free DCR medium
containing 0.75 g L~ activated charcoal. Following 45 days culture, significant differences
in shoot lengths derived from different clones were observed (Figure 1). The shoot lengths
of Clone 207 (4.8 £ 0.3) were similar to that of Clone 226 (4.7 £ 0.2), followed by Clone
8 (4.6 £ 0.2) and Clone 253 (4.6 £ 0.3), which were both higher than other clones (Figure 2).

3.2. Shoot Proliferation

Elongated shoots were cut into 5-6 mm segments and transferred to DCR medium
supplemented with 2 mg L~! BA and 0.2 mg L~! NAA for further multiplication. Four
weeks after culturing, axillary meristems sprouted along shoots and axillary bud prolifer-
ation varied at the clone level (Figure 3). The explants generating buds were considered
to be responsive. The highest average responsive frequency appeared in Clone 226 with
77.8% explants followed by Clone 207 with 72.1% and Clone 8 with 66.7% (Table 2). The
average number of buds per explant of Clone 207 was the highest (5.3 & 0.6), followed by
Clone 253 (4.3 £ 0.6) and Clone 226 (4.0 & 1.0). Once these axillary buds were transferred
to DCR medium with 0.75 g L~! activated charcoal, they showed faster growth than at
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the axillary bud induction stage. Six weeks later, they were used as explants for further
proliferation. During each periodic subculture, the new shoots excised from the main mass
were transferred to fresh medium to obtain more biomass. After multiple subcultures
(12 months), Clone 207 yielded the most with 826 shoots, followed by Clone 253, Clone 226,
and Clone 8, with 328, 294, and 265 shoots, respectively.

Table 2. Axillary buds induced from microshoots of nine clones.

Clone Code Responsive Average No. of Total Buds after 12 Months
Explants (%) Buds/Explant of Proliferation

8 66.7 3.7+ 1.5abc 265

115 35.7 2.0+ 1.0 cde 98

202 57.1 3.3+ 1.5bcd 162

207 72.1 53+ 0.6a 826

220 30.0 1.7 £ 0.6 de 72

222 41.7 3.7 £ 0.6 abc 173

226 77.8 40+1.0ab 294

227 38.5 1.0+£00e 45

253 60.8 43+ 0.6 ab 328

Data represent mean + SD. Different letters indicate a significant difference (p < 0.05 by Duncan’s test).

Figure 1. Elongated shoots cultured on Gupta and Durzan (DCR) medium with 0.75 g 1= ! activated
charcoal. (A): Clone 8, (B): Clone 115, (C): Clone 202, (D): Clone 207, (E): Clone 220, (F): Clone 222,
(G): Clone 226, (H): Clone 227, (I): Clone 253.

6=
_\54_ cd §
B2 \
E \

\

\
AL \

I
8 115 202 207 220 222 226 227 253

Clones

Figure 2. Microshoot length of nine selected clones. Different letters indicate significant differences
in shoot length among different clones at p < 0.05.
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Figure 3. In vitro multiplication of P. massoniana from stem segments by axillary bud proliferation.
Stem segments cultured on Gupta and Durzan (DCR) medium with 2 mg L~! BA and 0.2 mg L~!
NAA after 3 weeks. (A): Clone 8, (B): Clone 115, (C): Clone 202, (D): Clone 207, (E): Clone 220,
(F): Clone 222, (G): Clone 226, (H): Clone 227, (I): Clone 253.

3.3. Genetic Stability in Regenerated Shoots

A total of thirty regenerated microshoots from five clones were analyzed at six SSR
loci. Except for six microshoots from Clone 226, which showed no variation in amplification
profiles, seven (29.2%) of the twenty-four microshoots from four clones showed variation
at tested loci. The size variation at five loci (P.Ma43, PMa51, P.Ma65, PMa95, and P.Ma96),
detected in four clones (202, 207, 222, and 253), was showed in Table 3. The average variation
rate of per locus was 6.7%. The highest mutation percentage (16.67%) was observed in the
PMab1 locus (Table 4), where genetic variation was found in five microshoots, from Clone
202, 222, and 253. No mutation was observed at PMa77.

Table 3. Fragment lengths of alleles in plantlets of P. massoniana.

Individuals with

Clone Mutated Alleles Loci Original Alleles Mutated Alleles
P.Ma43 232/241 232/232
A PMab51 215/224 215/239
P.Ma9%6 264/264 240/260
202 B PMab51 215/224 215/239
PMa51 215/224 224/239
¢ PMa65 244/244 244/251
D PMa43 232/241 232/232
207 A P.Ma96 273/273 271/271
PMab51 215/224 224/224
222 A P.Ma65 240/244 244/244
P.Ma95 288/288 288/292
253 A P.Ma51 215/224 215/239

Table 4. Variation frequency (%) of mutated shoots of P. massoniana at PMa43, PMab1, P.Ma65,
P.Ma77, PMa95, and P.Ma9%6 loci.

Loci

P.Ma43 P.Ma51 P.Ma65 P.Ma77 P.Ma95 P.Ma96
No. analyzed shoots 30 30 30 30 30 30
No. mutated shoots 2 5 2 0 1 2

Variation frequency (%) 6.7 16.7 6.7 0 3.3 6.7
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3.4. Acquisition of Sterilized Nematodes

The fungal mats placed by nematode eggs disappeared from the medium 2-3 weeks
later. The absence of bacteria was checked in NB liquid medium for more than 7 days after
surface sterilization, and all populations were bacterium-free.

3.5. PWN Tolerance of Regenerated Shoots

Regenerated shoots inoculated with aseptic PWNs showed similar symptoms to
those observed in the field. Twenty days after inoculation, all clones, except Clone 227,
showed obvious wilting symptoms caused by infection of PWNs; i.e., the needles were
discolored, yellowing, and browning, and whole explants withered and died gradually
(Figure 4). However, control shoots inoculated with sterile water remained green and in
good condition (Figure 4). For Clone 227, sprouting axillary meristems were observed in
some inoculated shoots (Figure 4).

Figure 4. Wilting symptoms of different clones of P. massoniana 30 days after inoculation with sterile
pinewood nematode. (A): Clone 8, (B): Clone 115, (C): Clone 202, (D): Clone 207, (E): Clone 220,
(F): Clone 222, (G): Clone 226, (H): Clone 227, (I): Clone 253, (J-L) Clone 220, Clone 226, and Clone
253 inoculated with sterile water.

The wilting rate varied substantially between different clones (Figure 5). Twenty-eight
days after inoculation, Clone 227 showed the highest resistance to PWN with a wilting rate
of 0%. Only a few pine needles showed chlorosis, but not to the point of wilting (i.e., more
than 50% of the needles yellowing), followed by Clone 220 which had a wilting rate of 30%.
Clone 8, Clone 202, and Clone 207 had a wilting rate of 60%. The wilting rates of clones
115 and 222 were about 70% after 20 days from inoculation. Clones 226 and 253 showed
obvious susceptibility to PWNs, and, after 28 days from inoculation, the wilting rates were
as high as 80% and 90%, respectively (Figure 5).

Nematodes were recovered from shoots of each clone 30 days after inoculation. No
nematode was recovered from control shoots. The number of nematodes recovered from
clone 253 was the highest (2413; range: 830-3913; n = 3), which was higher than that of
all other clones (p < 0.05) (Figure 6A). Clone 8 had the next highest number of recovered
nematodes, with an average of 2110 PWNs per shoot (range: 925-3206; 1 = 3). The lowest
number of nematode recoveries was recorded in Clone 227 (194; range: 142-243; n = 3).
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Nematodes were recovered from the corresponding control medium. Nematodes that
were recovered from the culture medium of Clone 253 had the highest number (7446;
range: 6579-8190, n = 3), followed by Clone 220 (4032; range: 33665309, n = 3) (Figure 6B).
The number of nematodes recovered from the culture medium of Clone 227 was the lowest
(645; range: 429-1026, n = 3) (Figure 6B).

100

Clones

50 vd 7~ 207

wilting rate(%)

0‘ " n

12 16 20 24 28
Days post inoculation

Figure 5. Wilting rates of nine clones of P. massoniana after inoculation with sterile
pinewood nematode.

>
o
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4000

Nematodes/shoots
N
o
o
o
1

2000

Nematodes from culture medium

Lllpat ]

8 115 202 207 220 222 226 227 253 8 115 202 207 220 222 226 227 253
Clones Clones

=}
I

Figure 6. Number of nematodes recovered from microshoots of different clones after inoculation with
aseptic pinewood nematode (A) and from corresponding culture medium of different clones (B). Bars
with different letters are significantly different at p < 0.05 according to Duncan’s multiple range tests.

4. Discussion

In vitro propagation by direct organogenesis is the optimum method for rapid mul-
tiplication, and it can contribute to the generation of true-to-type plants, which has been
applied to many pine species, such as Pinus strobus, Pinus taeda, and P. pinaster [52-55].
Although most research in in vitro propagation of P. massoniana has been conducted using
somatic embryogenesis, the propagation pathway via direct organogenesis has also been
reported [29,33,56-58]. In this study, an in vitro propagation system for P. massoniana was
successfully established where a cotyledon-hypocotyl was cultured as the initial explant
and multiplication was achieved by inducing axillary buds.

BA, as a cytokinin, is the critical factor affecting germination of axillary buds during
the regeneration of P. massoniana. As reported, the induction of buds from meristems was
retarded when P. massoniana explants were cultured on the basal medium, while axillary
buds were observed after supplementation of the medium with BA [33]. In addition,
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the presence of NAA was beneficial in the propagation procedure. It has been reported
that adding BA and NAA in an appropriate proportion to a culture medium can more
effectively promote the development of axillary buds [49]. The highest induction frequency
of adventitious buds reached 99.3% when Zhang et al. cultured adventitious buds on
DCR medium supplemented with 0.5 mg L~! BA and 0.05 mg L~! NAA [31]. An average
of 3.9 buds were induced from 92% of explants after culture on Gresshoff and Doy (GD)
medium including 2 mg L~! BA and 0.2 mg L~! NAA [33]. Wang et al. reported plantlet
regeneration in vitro from mature trees of P. massoniana, and the mean number of buds per
explant was 4.8 with an average length of 7.1 cm after 120 days culture [24]. In our study,
cotyledonary node explants were cultured on a medium supplemented with 4 mg L~! BA
and 0.2 mg L1 NAA for axillary bud induction; then, shoots after elongation were excised
and transferred to a medium containing 2 mg L~! BA and 0.2 mg L~ NAA for proliferation.
In this treatment, an average of 5.3 buds were induced from 72.1% explants of Clone 207.

The supplementation of activated carbon (AC) in the elongation medium was consid-
ered crucial for P. massoniana shoot growth [24]. As reported, AC could absorb inhibitory
compounds harmful to shoot growth in culture medium, which may be the reason why
AC could promote bud elongation [49,59]. Although the impact of AC on plant growth
depends on the species and materials used, the promotive effect of AC on shoot elongation
of P. massoniana has also been confirmed by Yao et al. [57]. In our study, the shoots elongated
rapidly on the culture medium supplemented with AC; Clone 207 had an average length of
4.8 cm after 45 days culturing.

The evaluation of genetic stability during in vitro propagation is necessary for scale
production of pine species. In the process of tissue culture, genetic instability of gym-
nosperms is easily induced by various factors, including a long culture period and high
growth regulators [60,61]. Simple sequence repeats (SSRs) have been powerful tools to
investigate genetic variability in the DNA sequences of plants. Marum et al. analyzed em-
bryogenic cell lines of P. pinaster, and genetic variation was detected at seven SSR loci [41].
In their study, variation was seen in 5 of the 52 emblings in amplification profiles for tested
loci, and the average variation rate per locus was 2.7%. In P. elliottii, 35% (5/14) of the
regenerated emblings carried the mutated alleles, and the average rate of variation per
locus was 7.1% [42]. Brug et al. reported that mutant maternal alleles were detected in
~40% of the embryonic cell lines of P. sylvestris [62]. Hazubska-Przybyt et al. found changes
of the DNA in plant material from 80% (8/10) of tested embryogenic lines of P. abies and
from 52.6% (10/19) of embryogenic lines of P. omorika [63]. All callus cultures obtained
from Siberian larch (Larix sibirica Ledeb.) megagametophytes contained new mutations
in one or more microsatellite loci [64]. Xia et al. reported that 25% (4/16) of emblings
showed variation, and the average variation rate per locus was 2.78% [43]. In contrast
to the somatic embryogenesis system, the mutation risk in organogenesis system may be
relatively low. Goto et al. reported that no somaclonal variation was detected within the
microshoots of P. thunbergii which were cultured for more than 10 years [36]. Tang et al.
also reported that no aberration RAPD banding patterns were detected among the in vitro
propagated plantlets of P. taeda [65]. In our study, the variation of regenerated microshoots
of P. massoniana at six SSR loci was monitored, where 23.3% shoots showed variation and
the mean variation percentage per locus was 6.7%.

Tissue culture can produce a large number of regenerated plants, and it also provides
a method for tree disease research, which makes an important contribution to disease
resistance breeding [44]. To date, this method has been extensively used to evaluate the
disease resistance in Pinus species. Cheng and Ye reported significant differences in several
clones of P. elliottii with regards their resistance to brownspot (Lecanosticta acicola) [66]. In
another study, the initial selection of superior genotypes resistant to PWD was achieved by
the establishment of the Japanese red pine/nematode co-culture system [67]. Callus for
Pinus species was used to evaluate the disease resistance in vitro; for instance, Ragazzi et al.
reported differences in some Pinus species to resistance against blister rust (Cronartium
flaccidum) which were observed by variations in colony growth on callus. The colonies grew
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faster on callus from sensitive pine species than from resistant species [68]. In our study,
the resistance to PWD was preliminarily evaluated by inoculating PWN on regenerated
microshoots of P. massoniana under aseptic conditions and then by comparing the wilting
rate of regenerated plantlets from different clones and measuring the recovery rate of
nematode populations recovered from the inoculated plantlets. The wilting rate of Clone
227 and the number of nematodes recovered from Clone 227 were significantly lower
than that of other clones, which indicated that this clone had a relatively high resistance
to PWD. Similar observations have previously been reported by Zhu et al. [49]. In their
study, Clone 8-4 exhibited high resistance to PWD by the lower wilting rate and lower
nematode number compared to other clones. Resistant plants can be effectively obtained by
in vitro screening. Faria et al. reported that maritime pine/PWN co-culture is an adequate
biotechnological tool to study PWD, capable of evaluating the effect of nematotoxics
addition in a host/parasite culture system [6]. Observation and recording of the influence
of a pathogen on a host can greatly accelerate the process of disease study in conifers.

Although artificial inoculation has been applied to create conditions for disease oc-
currence and the resistance of plants can be assessed in the early stages of infection, field
tests remain the benchmark for determining the resistance of plants [44]. Qu et al. tested
and ranked the resistance of different potato varieties to blight caused by Fusarium oxys-
porum [69]. The results of field and laboratory tests were generally consistent. Luo et al.
conducted the resistance test by treating tomato regenerated seedlings at different stages
with antibiotics and herbicide, but this method was limited to the original screening, and
field tests were critical [70]. In our study, two clones (Clones 207 and 220) showed relatively
high resistance to PWD, but the results need further field assays to verify.

The pathogenic agent causing pine wilt disease is still controversial. It was originally
thought that this disease was only attributed to PWN. Following the inoculation with
aseptic PWN, P. massoniana and P. densiflora wilted which meant the aseptic nematodes
did not lose their pathogenicity [48,49]. Nevertheless, the symbiotic bacteria carried by
nematodes may contribute to PWD [10]. As reported, inoculation with sterile PWN and
bacteria isolated from nematodes did not lead to pine branch wilting, but pine branches
showed wilting after inoculation with a mixture of PWN and symbiotic bacteria [71]. In
our experiment, aseptic PWN inoculation led to the wilting of several clonal microshoots
raised from the tissue culture system, which was consistent with the results of Faria
et al. [6] and Zhu et al. [48,49].

5. Conclusions

In conclusion, we have developed an effective protocol for the rapid propagation of
P. massoniana from the initiation of axillary buds via direct organogenesis. The resistance of
regenerated shoots to PWN was evaluated in vitro. This method can facilitate breeding of
P. massoniana resistance to PWD. For the most PWN tolerant clone 227 obtained in this study,
periodic subcultures will be continued to increase its biomass. Rooting and acclimatization
of regenerated plantlets will be carried out in the next step, hoping to translate regenerated
plantlets from in vitro to ex vitro. On this basis, plantlets were subjected to field tests to
verify their resistance. Once the clone with resistance to PWN is obtained, it becomes
possible to put this clone into mass production. Moreover, the in vitro co-culture system
established in this study is beneficial for the study of the pathogenic mechanisms of pine
wilt disease.

Author Contributions: Conceptualization, L.-H.Z.; methodology, ].-Y.G., Z.-H.Z. and Y.-M.C; valida-
tion, J.-Y.G., Z.-H.Z. and Y.-M.C,; formal analysis, ].-Y.G., Z.-H.Z. and Y.-M.C,; investigation, ].-Y.G.,
Z.-H.Z. and Y.-M.C; resources, L.-H.Z.; data curation, ].-Y.G., Z.-H.Z. and Y.-M.C.; writing—original
draft preparation, J.-Y.G., Z.-H.Z. and Y.-M.C.; writing—review and editing, J.-Y.G. and L.-H.Z; visu-
alization, J.-Y.G., Z.-H.Z. and Y.-M.C.; supervision, L.-H.Z.; project administration, L.-H.Z.; funding
acquisition, L.-H.Z. All authors have read and agreed to the published version of the manuscript.



Forests 2023, 14, 1056 12 of 14

Funding: This study was financially supported by the National Natural Science Foundation of China
(No. 31971659).

Data Availability Statement: No new data were created or analyzed in this study. Data sharing is
not applicable to this article.

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare that the research was conducted in the absence of any
commercial or financial relationships that could be construed as a potential conflict of interest.

References

1.  Maleki, S.S.; Mohammadi, K.; Ji, K.S. Study on factors influencing transformation efficiency in Pinus massoniana using Agrobac-
terium tumefaciens. PCTOC 2018, 133, 437—444. [CrossRef]

2. Wang, Y,; Yao, R.L. Optimization of rhizogenesis for in vitro shoot culture of Pinus massoniana Lamb. |. For. Res. 2021, 32, 203-209.
[CrossRef]

3. Mamiya, Y,; Kiyohara, T. Description of Bursaphelenchus lignicolus n. sp. (Nematoda: Aphelenchoididae) from pine wood and
histopathology of nematode-infested trees. Nematologica 1972, 18, 120-124. [CrossRef]

4. Tamura, H. Pathogenicity of aseptic Bursaphelenchus xylophilus and associated bacteria to pine seedlings. Jpn. Nematol. 1983, 13,
1-5.

5. Yang, B.J. Advance in research of pathogenetic mechanism of pine wood nematode (in Chinese with English abstract). For. Pest.
Dis. 2002, 1,27-31.

6.  Faria, ].M.S; Sena, I; Silva, L.V,; Ribeiro, B.; Barbosa, P.; Ascensao, L.; Bennett, R.N.; Mota, M.; Figueiredo, A.C. In vitro co-cultures
of Pinus pinaster with Bursaphelenchus xylophilus: A biotech-nological approach to study pine wilt disease. Planta 2015, 241,
1325-1336. [CrossRef]

7. Proenca, D.N.; Grass, G.; Morais, P.V. Understanding pine wilt disease: Roles of the pine endophytic bacteria and of the bacteria
carried by the disease-causing pinewood nematode. MicrobiologyOpen 2016, 6, e00415. [CrossRef]

8. Zhao, B.G.; Wang, H.L.; Han, S.F; Han, ZM. Distribution and pathogenicity of bacteria species carried by Bursaphelenchus
xylophilus in China. Nematology 2003, 5, 899-906. [CrossRef]

9.  Zhao, B; Lin, FE Mutualistic symbiosis between Bursaphelenchus xylophilus and bacteria of the genus Pseudomonas. For. Path. 2005,
35, 39-345. [CrossRef]

10. Nascimento, F.X.; Hasegawa, K.; Mota, M.; Vicente, C.S.L. Bacterial role in pine wilt disease development review and future
perspectives. Env. Microbiol. Rep. 2015, 7, 51-63. [CrossRef]

11.  Futai, K. Pine Wilt in Japan: From First Incidence to the Present. In Pine Wilt Disease; Zhao, B.G., Futai, K., Sutherland, J.R.,
Takeuchi, Y., Eds.; Springer: Tokyo, Japan, 2008; pp. 5-12.

12. Zhang, FJ.; Yasuhiro, M.; Yuji, T.; Ryuichiro, K. A rapid in vitro bioassay system for testing resistance factors of pine trees to
Bursaphelenchus xylophilus. Nematology 2013, 15, 665-670.

13. Ceng, H.R; Lin, M.S.; Ni, W.Q.; Fang, Z.D. First report of pine wilt disease from Pinus thunbergii Parl in Nanjing. For. Pest Dis.
1983, 4, 1-5.

14.  Zhao, L.; Mota, M.; Vieira, P; Butcher, R.A.; Sun, J. Interspecific communication between pinewood nematode, its insect vector,
and associated microbes. Trends Parasitol. 2014, 30, 299-308. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

15.  Yoshimura, A.; Kawasaki, K.; Takasu, F; Togashi, K.; Futai, K.; Shigesada, N. Modeling the spread of pine wilt disease caused by
nematodes with pine sawyers as vector. Ecology 1999, 80, 1691-1702. [CrossRef]

16. Mota, M.M.; Braasch, H.; Bravo, M.A.; Penas, A.C.; Burgermeister, W.; Metge, K.; Sousa, E. First report of Bursaphelenchus
xylophilus in Portugal and in Europe. Nematology 1999, 1, 727-734. [CrossRef]

17.  Abelleira, A.; Picoaga, A.; Mansilla, J.P.; Aguin, O. Detection of Bursaphelenchus xylophilus, causal agent of pine wilt disease on
Pinus pinaster in Northwestern Spain. Plant Dis. 2011, 95, 776. [CrossRef]

18. Li, H.; Zhou, G.Y;; Liu, J.A.; Zhang, H.Y. Study on pine wilt disease and its control situation. Appl. Mech. Mater. 2011, 55-57,
567-572. [CrossRef]

19. Li, S.; Sun, H,; Zhou, Y.T.; Li, X.J.; Yu, Z.J.; Dong, Z.H. Occurrence of major forestry pests in China in 2021 and forecast of their
occurrence trend in 2022. For. Pest Dis. 2022, 41, 44-47.

20. Gao, R.H.; Shi, J.; Huang, R.F.; Wang, Z.; Luo, Y.Q. Effects of pine wilt disease invasion on soil properties and masson pine forest
communities in the Three Gorges reservoir region, China. Ecol. Evol. 2015, 5, 1702-1716. [CrossRef]

21. Kurinobu, S. Current status of resistance breeding of Japanese pine species to pine wilt disease. For. Sci. Technol. 2008, 4, 51-57.
[CrossRef]

22. Xu, LY. Zhang, ].; Gao, ].B.; Hao, Y.P,; Chen, X.L.; Jiang, C.W. Research progress on resistance breeding to pinewood nematodiasis
in Anhui Province. Anhui For. Sci. Technol. 2013, 39, 8-10.

23. Wang, Y.; Yao, R.L. Establishment of an effecctive protocol for cultivation of tissue cultured seedlings in Pinus massoniana superior
provenance. |. Beijing For. Univ. 2020, 42, 43-51.

24. Wang, Y; Yao, R.L. Plantlet regeneration of adult Pinus massoniana Lamb. trees using explants collected in March and thidiazuron

in culture medium. J. For. Res. 2017, 28, 1169-1175. [CrossRef]


https://doi.org/10.1007/s11240-018-1388-7
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11676-019-01076-8
https://doi.org/10.1163/187529272X00296
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00425-015-2257-9
https://doi.org/10.1002/mbo3.415
https://doi.org/10.1163/156854103773040817
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1439-0329.2005.00417.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/1758-2229.12202
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.pt.2014.04.007
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24810363
https://doi.org/10.1890/0012-9658(1999)080[1691:MTSOPW]2.0.CO;2
https://doi.org/10.1163/156854199508757
https://doi.org/10.1094/PDIS-12-10-0902
https://doi.org/10.4028/www.scientific.net/AMM.55-57.567
https://doi.org/10.1002/ece3.1326
https://doi.org/10.1080/21580103.2008.9656338
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11676-017-0412-9

Forests 2023, 14, 1056 13 of 14

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.
30.

31.

32.

33.

34.

35.

36.

37.

38.

39.

40.

41.

42.

43.

44.

45.

46.

47.

48.

49.

50.

51.

52.
53.

54.

Cortizo, M.; Diego, N.; Moncalean, P; Orda ’s, R.J. Micropropagation of adult Stone Pine (Pinus pinea L.). Trees 2009, 23, 835-842.
[CrossRef]

De Diego, N.; Montalban, I.A.; Moncalebd, P. Improved micropropagation protocol for maritime pine using zygotic embryos.
Scand. J. For. Res. 2011, 26, 202-211. [CrossRef]

Tang, W.; Whetten, R.; Sederoff, R. Genotypic control of high-frequency adventitious shoot regeneration via somatic organogenesis
in loblolly pine. Plant Sci. 2001, 161, 267-272. [CrossRef]

Humanez, A.; Blasco, M.; Brisa, C.; Segura, J.; Arrillaga, I. Thidiazuron enhances axillary and adventitious shoot proliferation in
juvenile explants of Mediterranean provenances of maritime pine Pinus pinaster. Plant 2011, 47, 569-577. [CrossRef]

Wu, R.J. Embryo Tissue Culture of Pinus massoniana. J. Fujian Coll. For. 1993, 13, 98-100.

Huang, ].Q.; Wei, Z.M.; Xu, Z.H. Somatic embryogenesis and plantlet regeneration from callus of mature zygotic embryos of
masson pine. Chin. Bull. Bot. 1995, 37, 289-294.

Zhang, Y.; Wei, Z.M.; Xi, M.L.; Shi, ].S. Direct organogenesis and plantlet regeneration from mature zygotic embryos of masson
pine (Pinus massoniana L.). PCTOC 2006, 84, 119-123. [CrossRef]

Jin, X.C,; Li, Z.H.; Yang, M.H.; Zhang, D.L.; Ding, G.J. Embryonic callus induction of immature embryo of Pinus massoniana.
J. Cent. South Univ. For. Technol. 2010, 30, 80-84.

Zhu, L.H.; Wu, X.Q.; Qu, H.Y,; Ji, J.; Ye, ].R. Micropropagation of Pinus massoniana and mycorrhiza formationin vitro. PCTOC
2010, 102, 121-128. [CrossRef]

Yao, R.L.; Wang, Y. An effective protocol for regenerating mature Pinus massoniana L. trees by tissue culture. Res. . Biotechnol.
2006, 11, 75-80.

Wang, Y.; Yao, R.L. Increased endogenous gibberellin level inhibits root growth of Pinus massoniana Lamb. plantlets during
long-term subculture. Vitr. Cell. Dev. Biol. Plant 2020, 56, 470-479. [CrossRef]

Goto, S.; Thakur, R.C.; Ishii, K. Determination of genetic stability in long-term micropropagated shoots of Pinus thunbergii Parl.
using RAPD markers. Plant Cell Rep. 1998, 18, 193-197. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Rahman, M.H.; Rajora, O.P. Microsatelite DNA somaclonal variation in micropropagated trembling aspen (Populus tremuloides).
Plant Cell Rep. 2001, 20, 531-536. [CrossRef]

El-Dougdoug, K.A.; El-Harthi, HM.S.; Korkar, H.M.; Taha, R.M. Detection of somaclonal variations in banana tissue culture
using isozyme and DNA fingerprint analysis. J. Appl. Sci. Res. 2007, 3, 622-627.

Cuesta, C.; Orda’s, R.J.; Ferna ‘ndez, B.; Rodr1“guez, A. Clonal micropropagation of six selected half-sibling families of Pinus
pinea and somaclonal variation analysis. PCTOC 2008, 95, 125-130. [CrossRef]

Bai, T.D.; Xu, L.A.; Xu, M.; Wang, Z.R. Characterization of masson pine (Pinus massoniana Lamb.) microsatellite DNA by 454
genome shotgun sequencing. Tree Genet. Genomes 2014, 10, 429-437. [CrossRef]

Marum, L.; Rocheta, M.; Maroco, ].; Oliveira, M.M.; Miguel, C. Analysis of genetic stability at SSR loci during somatic embryogen-
esis in maritime pine (Pinus pinaster). Plant Cell Rep. 2009, 28, 673-682. [CrossRef]

Yang, F; Xia, X.R.; Ke, X.; Ye, J.; Zhu, L. Somatic embryogenesis in slash pine (Pinus elliottii Engelm): Improving initiation of
embryogenic tissues and maturation of somatic embryos. PCTOC 2020, 143, 159-171. [CrossRef]

Xia, X.R;; Yang, F; Ke, X.; Chen, YM,; Ye, ].R.; Zhu, L.H. Somatic embryogenesis of masson pine (Pinus massoniana): Initiation,
maturation and genetic stability analysis at SSR loci. PCTOC 2021, 145, 667—677. [CrossRef]

Fenning, T.M. The use of tissue culture and in-vitro approaches for the study of tree diseases. PCTOC 2019, 136, 415-430.
[CrossRef]

Terho, M.; Pappinen, A.; von Weissenberg, K. Growth reactions of a Gremmeniella abietina isolate and Scots pine embryogenic
tissue cultures differ in a host-parasite in-vitro system. For. Pathol. 2000, 30, 285-295. [CrossRef]

Nagy, N.E.; Franceschi, V.R.; Kvaalen, H.; Solheim, H. Callus cultures and bark from Norway spruce clones show similar cellular
features and relative resistance to fungal pathogens. Trees 2005, 19, 695-703. [CrossRef]

Phillips, M.A.; Walter, M.H.; Ralph, S.; Dabrowska, P; Luck, K.; Urés, EMM.; Boland, W.; Strack, D.; Rodriguez-Concepcién, M.;
Bohlmann, J.; et al. Functional identification and differential expression of 1-deoxy-D-xylulose 5-phosphate synthase in induced
terpenoid resin formation of Norway spruce (Picea abies). Plant Mol. Biol. 2007, 65, 243-257. [CrossRef]

Zhu, LH.; Ye, J.; Negi, S.; Xu, X.L.; Wang, Z.L. Pathogenicity of aseptic Bursaphelenchus xylophilus. PLoS ONE 2012, 7, e38095.
[CrossRef]

Zhu, LH.; Chu, X.E; Sun, T.Y;; Ye, ].R.; Wu, X.Q. Micropropagation of Pinus densiflora and the evaluation of nematode resistance
of regenerated microshoots in vitro. J. For. Res. 2019, 30, 519-528. [CrossRef]

Gupta, PK.; Durzan, D.]J. Shoot multiplication from mature trees of Douglas fir (Pseudotsuga menziesii) and sugar pine (Pinus
lambertiana). Plant Cell Rep. 1985, 4, 177-179. [CrossRef]

Ni, Z.X.; Bai, T.D.; Cai, H.; Chen, S.F,; Xu, L.A. The transferability of Pinus massoniana SSR in other Pinus species. Mol. Plant Breed
2015, 13, 2811-2817.

Kaul, K. Plant regeneration from eotyledon-hypocotyl explants of Pinus strobus L. Plant Cell Rep. 1987, 6, 5-7. [CrossRef]

Tang, W.; Guo, Z.C. In vitro propagation of loblolly pine via direct somatic organogenesis from mature cotyledons and hypocotyls.
Plant Growth Regul. 2001, 33, 25-31. [CrossRef]

Tereso, S.; Goncalves, S.; Marum, L.; Oliveira, M.; Maroco, ]J.; Miguel, C. Improved axillary and adventitious bud regeneration
from Portuguese genotypes of Pinus pinaster Ait. Propag. Ornam. Plants 2006, 6, 24-33.


https://doi.org/10.1007/s00468-009-0325-0
https://doi.org/10.1080/02827581.2011.559174
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0168-9452(01)00394-6
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11627-011-9397-9
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11240-005-9004-z
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11240-010-9711-y
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11627-020-10067-y
https://doi.org/10.1007/s002990050555
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30744219
https://doi.org/10.1007/s002990100365
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11240-008-9412-y
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11295-013-0684-y
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00299-008-0668-9
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11240-020-01905-3
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11240-021-02036-z
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11240-018-01531-0
https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1439-0329.2000.00217.x
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00468-005-0433-4
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11103-007-9212-5
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0038095
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11676-018-0681-y
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00269282
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00269726
https://doi.org/10.1023/A:1010764816523

Forests 2023, 14, 1056 14 of 14

55.

56.

57.

58.

59.
60.

61.

62.

63.

64.

65.

66.

67.

68.

69.

70.

71.

Liang, Y.; Bai, X.; Xu, X.; Xu, H.G.; Wang, ].; Pan, P. Direct in vitro organogenesis from sprouted seeds of a highly economical and
ecological valued tree, Korean pine. PCTOC 2022, 148, 197-207. [CrossRef]

Cheng, X.F.; Hua, X.M.; Li, W.D. Micropropagation and Mycorrhizae Formation of Pinus massoniana Lamb. In vitro. For. Res. 1995,
8, 241-246.

Yao, R.L.; Wang, Y. An advanced protocol for the establishment of plantlets originating from somatic embryos in Pinus massoniana.
3 Biotech 2020, 10, 394. [CrossRef]

Hu, C,; Liang, S.T.; Ye, J.R.; Zhu, L.H.; Tan, ].J. Plantlet regeneration of pine wilt disease-resistant Pinus massoniana in vitro. J. For.
Eng. 2013, 27, 94-97.

Thomas, T.D. The role of activated charcoal in plant tissue culture. Biotechnol. Adv. 2008, 26, 618-631. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
Berlyni, G.P.; Beck, R.C.; Renfroe, M.H. Tissue culture and the propagation and genetic improvement of conifers: Problems and
possibilities. Tree Physiol. 1986, 1, 227-240. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Lakshmanan, V.; Venkataramareddy, S.R.; Neelwarne, B. Molecular analysis of genetic stability in long-term micropropagated
shoots of banana using RAPD and ISSR markers. Electron. J. Biotech. 2007, 10, 106-113. [CrossRef]

Burg, K.; Helmersson, A.; Bozhkov, P; von Arnold, S. Developmental and genetic variation in nuclear microsatellite stability
during somatic embryogenesis in pine. J. Exp. Bot. 2007, 58, 687-698. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Hazubska-Przybyl, T.; Dering, M. Somaclonal variation during Picea abies and P. omorika somatic embryogenesis and cryopreser-
vation. Acta Biol. Crac. Ser. Bot. 2017, 59, 93-103. [CrossRef]

Krutovsky, K.V.; Tretyakova, LN.; Oreshkova, N.V.; Pak, M.E.; Kvitko, O.V.; Vaganov, E.A. Somaclonal variation of haploid in vitro
tissue culture obtained from Siberian larch (Larix sibirica Ledeb.) megagametophytes for whole genome de novo sequencing. Vitr.
Cell. Dev. Biol. Plant 2014, 50, 655-664. [CrossRef]

Tang, W. In vitro regeneration of loblolly pine and random amplified polymorphic DNA analyses of regenerated plantlets. Plant
Cell Rep. 2001, 20, 163-168. [CrossRef]

Cheng, E; Ye, J.R. Determination of resistance to brown-spot needle blight on culture seeding of slash pine. For. Pest Dis. 2018, 37,
1-23.

Li, Q.Q.; Ye, J.R.;; Zhu, L.H.; Wu, X.Q.; Chu, X.F. Resistance determination of wilt-resistant Pinus densiflora tissue culture seedling
to Bursaphelenchus xylophilus. |. Northeast. For. Univ. 2013, 41, 45-47.

Ragazzi, A.; Moricca, S.; Della, V.I. Growth of axenic cultures of Cronartium flaccidum on callus tissue from Pinus nigra var. Laricio
and Pinus sylvestris. Eur. ]. For. Path. 1995, 25, 31-37. [CrossRef]

Qu, YJ.; Meng, M.L.; Zhang, X.Y.; Chen, W.T,; Hu, J.; Ma, Z.W.; Chen, H. Indentification of potato resistance to blight caused by
Fusarium oxysporum. Plant Protection 2015, 41, 149-153.

Luo, S.L.; Chen, R.; ZhangSun, D.T. Screening test of resistance to antibiotics and PPT at different stages of tomato tissue culture.
Nat. Sci. . Hainan Univ. 2003, 21, 58-64.

Han, ZM.; Hong, Y.D.; Zhao, B.G. A Study on Pathogenicity of Bacteria Carried by Pine Wood Nematodes. J. Phytopathol. 2003,
151, 683-689. [CrossRef]

Disclaimer/Publisher’s Note: The statements, opinions and data contained in all publications are solely those of the individual
author(s) and contributor(s) and not of MDPI and/or the editor(s). MDPI and/or the editor(s) disclaim responsibility for any injury to
people or property resulting from any ideas, methods, instructions or products referred to in the content.


https://doi.org/10.1007/s11240-021-02164-6
https://doi.org/10.1007/s13205-020-02385-0
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biotechadv.2008.08.003
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18786626
https://doi.org/10.1093/treephys/1.2.227
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/14975900
https://doi.org/10.2225/vol10-issue1-fulltext-12
https://doi.org/10.1093/jxb/erl241
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17237161
https://doi.org/10.1515/abcsb-2017-0003
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11627-014-9619-z
https://doi.org/10.1007/s002990000297
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1439-0329.1995.tb01069.x
https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1439-0434.2003.00790.x

	Introduction 
	Materials and Methods 
	Plant Materials and PWN 
	Seed Disinfection and In Vitro Germination 
	Axillary Bud Formation and Elongation 
	Shoot Multiplication 
	DNA Isolation and Quantification 
	SSR Amplification and Fragment Analysis 
	Acquisition of Sterilized Nematodes 
	In Vitro Tolerance Assay with Nematodes 
	Statistical Analysis 

	Results 
	Formation of Axillary Buds and Elongation of Shoots 
	Shoot Proliferation 
	Genetic Stability in Regenerated Shoots 
	Acquisition of Sterilized Nematodes 
	PWN Tolerance of Regenerated Shoots 

	Discussion 
	Conclusions 
	References

