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Characterization of Agrobacterium spp. Isolated from Roots of the Crown
Gall-infected Grapevine in Chungbuk
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The roots of grapevine in the field in which the crown gall was occurred severely in Chungbuk province were
collected and Agrobacterium spp. were isolated from the roots using the selective media. The selected 13 iso-
lates were identified as A. tumefaciens with fatty acid analysis using MIDI system, nucleotide sequence of 16S
rDNA, biochemical characteristics, and PCR with the species-specific primers. A. vitis, a pathogen of crown
gall disease of grapevine was not isolated from the roots. All of the isolates did not show pathogenicity on the
tomato seedlings and the stem and root of grapevine. Eric-PCR showed that DNA band patterns of the root
isolates were a little more similar to 4. tumefaciens than A. vitis. However, overall similarity between the root
isolates and the pathogenic strains of A. fumefaciens and A. vitis was low by rep-PCR. These results suggest
that a pathogen causing crown gall in grapevine in Chungbuk province may transmitted through the seed-

lings rather than via soil or roots.
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Ul AuiEE TEUF oM ALA B o
g+ A& (Kyoho)ol] S (crown gall)o] Tiate] e 13
g F3 914(%44 , 1996; Park 5, 2000, 7 &, 2006).
o] o] WYHe X ]°ﬂ Agrobacterium tumefaciens biovar
(biotype)32i A A (Burrst Katz, 1983), YZol
MF8HA A9 XJo| & 4 vitis2 EF5 12 (Ophel
Kerr, 1990), 4. vitis7} L5V Ba|S8lo] 714 g o

o2 A JthBurr F, 1998). T TR
SHENEY)Y H99S JJ_I_E BAg =RAAE ¥
DAL 4 vitisE FAIFALEH 4, 199%), H2 )
_,__9_ il:ﬁ l:ﬂ-}\gxl xqo} o]—/\% /\0_]9,] F _‘5‘7_0]]}\1 E‘a
H ol B 4 vitis® E%Q"i WA LB X
LT E9o] 3 WYHE 4 vitis® YJERITHE S, 2006).
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AAAGS o1 SASA e Bo] W T2 B
of B ZTW S YO T = A tumefaciensv EFA 2 (soil
inhabitant) Q. 2 Eok] M2lsldr NFAEY AE &
G 110101,0;] el 01:0],,_ 2oz & deA lz]qh =2
AT 4 vitise EYA AEHA] &8 Aoz
UHBurr 5, 1998). oA H2E X &
B3 =M E EYlM Hdite] E2lE A
g B ER] k(g A, 1996), H2 TEUE 39
@9 A& AAle] Bl %E NN ZHFE BF X

% Boll A E23 @olUTHA T, 2006). 3 A4 vitise
A. tumefaciens$} THEA B2l E I AH(necrosis)A ]‘{_— %
#g 7 Jlom, REUY BEldiE A S&
AR e Aoy A JtHBur 5, 1998; Buer}
Otten, 1999).

EEUE 3 S odF e FFOM B 5 3
Sol HRA 0" 1 FH 7t A2 A WA= wi$- of

At} A tumefaciensol] 23 My)EZweol 9 A
ofgt AyEAUA L w2 AgFE < A vl
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FoAE B3 4 vitis?] AEF UAE olFnx] HF
HolA] EaHBurr 5, 1998). ZHH H v A4 4.
vitise EEVHE Ba)of] X)) o8] & AL oAt

of o] o AEH WA Wa 7HeAd S AAsAT
(Kawaguchi 5, 2008). =31 olez]9} miFollA oY T T
o] wao] HHAA A vitis7t AEHH, o] oY T E
© Zo] MAsA] v A AL e Aow 9
32 A tHBurr 5, 1998).

ALl Faot B BAL Je Aoz AztgA| g
A 29 T FE AR A9 wE T MBA
FE ZHo] wjg AeA dAEAT B AFodMe
o] B xR MeldA] Mg o)&
ste] Agrobacterium < 4% E23t2 A4 TxL}
T wele] o B9 W el AAE dohr vA ST

o

TS

ABAH L AF) B2, 2008-2009F FF AR
FEH S AdoA Tt e Eyo] wAE MBA
o A% FRNAM Ex HE TR AQFs F 50
e AT He] 1g8 528 F9 7R Aol &
sHolHeRE 9ol ¥ E7]E AAT F 70% ol

1B RRAES AASEY. 2aE WAL
akd B 1% 5mie] EHT5E B3 v &
HE 0.1 m/ AFst 10u), 1004, 1000802 3]4] 5}
37, Schaad 5(2001)°] A At Agrobacterium vitis, A.
tumefaciens, A. rhizogenes2] /1B ¥]A| Q] Roy and Sasser's
medium, 1A, 2B =@ty 28°CollA 59 7F ulkslsicy.
zZyzke] WA oA Agrobacterium<; 4 SR 4 FE2UE A
& &to] PDASH HElujx|oA] wI 2 28] 2EAsA
DEZYE do] & Mdsdy. BelE aEe 54
BEE WA o] dEste] —70°Co BaAstEA Aol A}
Racissi=g

BelEe] 4. 2elge 2t 48 Trypticase soy
broth agar (TSBAWNR]oY] 28°CollA] 27} HjF Sof] MIDI
Sherlock system(MIDI, USA)E- ©]8-3lo] A|Hhalk B8
Tl Helds STk AWt 84 A Agrobacterium
SR FBE 779 16S IDNA A7 IMES AR o)
A7 ¥E NCBI BLAST ZE22#§ o] &8l Bal#
< 543

e A -Asists 548 vty sty
Agrobacterium FE& FHE 5 J= A FH - Azisry
Ql Hh§-8 ZA13FItH(Schaad 5, 2001). 3-ketolactose A3
Ar, CaCOy7t 37He PDACIA A3, pH 7.000149] &%

ox [ o M
o 3 o

<]

old7] - Al

73, malonic acido) A ¢] €ZE A, ferric ammonium
citrateo A1 2] A4 28 melezitosell A AHe] B A, citrate
utilization ¥H-8-& ZAFSFIATH

g4 HAA., ZE)FE PDAC AEFASS 297 v
o ¥ ErntE fHe x5 &7 FHF, EulEE
3 Fo] IEYUFME 55 F HEFHA =9 ¥4
-5 2ABIAT 28] BaolA HAA A4S PDA
HjFul R oA 2A7E wi et Mg HEst] Aldd] =
TE ODgolA 0.19] 352 23U} ZE 4AA 9

T =1
o ZEd o} BFAT, WF 5T F
% 94 472 Bssnh
% 5°lA primerE ©]£3 PCR. Pulawska 5-(2006)
o] AM&-3t Agrobacterium % 5°]8<l primerE ©]-&-3f
o BEdS T3] ¥sted PCRE T35t} PCRY
A3 -2]79] DNAE GeneAll® Exgene™ Cell SV Cell
DNA isolation mini kittGENEALL BIOTECHNOLOGY
Co., Ltd., Korea)E ©o]8-3to] 8|3t L, H-2]¥ DNAE
—20°Cell HastEA Ao ARSI

4% 72 primer, UF f(5GTAAGAAGCGAACGCAGG-
GAACT3"), BIR r(5GACAA TGACTGITCTACGCGTAA3),
B2R (5 TCCGATACCTCCAGGGCCCCTCACA3ZY), AVR r
(S'AACTAACTCAATCGCGCTATTAACS"), ArR rn(S'AAAA-
CAGCCACTACGACTGTC TT3")7} AH&-%%lth. PCR sk
1 u(10 ng/p/)e]  template DNA, 0.5U Taq
polymerase (TaKaRa, Japan), ANTP 200 uM, 20 mM Tris-
HCI1 (pH8.0), 100 mM KCI, 0.1 mM EDTA, 1 mM DTT,
0.5% Tween®20, 0.5% Nonidet P-40%®, 50% glycerol, Z+z+
o] primerg 50 pmol& ¥ HHTE HF w8
F3E 25uF 233tk PCR ¥H-&2 T Gradient
Thermal Cycler (Biometra, Germany)& ©]-8-31%9.23, PCR
Z712 A 94°CollA] 187} pre-denaturationr] 7] § 94°C
oA 187} denaturation, 67°ColA4] 13-%} annealing, 72°C
AN 18 30% extensiondt™] F 35 cycle HA|SIA 2
% DNA T4 72°CollM 10222 vt $F4t=
< 2% agarose gelollA A7)%9 %58

Rep-PCR. B2 ¥ F3 #eld 474 54
< ¥war] Y8 Rademaker 5(1998)°] A<t rep-PCR
S AA I A3 primere ERIC 1R (5'ATGTA-
AGCTCCTGGGGATTCACS"), ERIC 2 (5S'AAGTAAGT-
GACTGGGGTGAGCG3"), BOX AlIR (S'CTACGGCAA-
GGCGACGATGACG3)°]2Att. PCRE T Gradient Thermal
Cycler (Biometra, Germany)E ©]-&3te & E°] PCR¥}
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S Hkgel o2 a3tk PCRYFS- 95°ColA 7

Z7] denaturation 8-S A2l ol 30 cycles® 95°C

15, REP(52°COll A 18), BOX(53°Col A 1) 65°C
8E-7+e] k3-8 7% HAZ extension AL 65°C

Al 1627 BESAIZTH PCRE 2 d ZEZ 2L

] agarose gelol] 7|4 FE o]-&3}o]

Zaigint.

2 2 M of
X 2 e

&
&
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2o 4. FEAW v 3W 2l T YoA
AN 500 e B RHE 3F/F2 Agrobacterium
2| & ol &3t Agrobacterium®] 5014 F2ZUE H
3l ZF 130708 A& Eeekdct. € 130709 75
o] AALS F&std MIDI systems: ©]-8-3t] 543t

Table 1. The grapevine root isolates and their identification with MIDI and 16S rDNA sequence

Strain - Sou.rce - - MH.)I gna.1y31s 16s IDNA sequence
Location Variety  Selective media (Similarity)
CBGR 14 Yeongdong MBA RS A. tumefaciens (0.915) A. tumefaciens SCAU?2
CBGR 40 Yeongdong MBA 1A A. tumefaciens (0.675) A. tumefaciens B228
CBGR 44 Yeongdong MBA RS A. tumefaciens (0.832) A. tumefaciens ISSDS-425
CBGR 49 Yeongdong MBA RS A. tumefaciens (0.709) A. tumefaciens AFM?2
CBGR 50 Yeongdong MBA 1A A. tumefaciens (0.715) A. tumefaciens ISSDS-425
CBGR 54 Yeongdong MBA 1A A. tumefaciens (0.836) A. tumefaciens SCAU2
CBGR 80 Yeongdong MBA RS Agrobacterium sp. (0.739) A. tumefaciens ISSDS-425
CBGR 95 Yeongdong Kyoho 1A A. tumefaciens (0.867) A. tumefaciens ISSDS-425
CBGR 102  Yeongdong Kyoho RS A. tumefaciens (0.866) A. tumefaciens 1SSDS-425
CBGR 112 Okcheon Kyoho 2E A. tumefaciens (0.845) A. tumefaciens ISSDS-425
CBGR 116  Yeongdong MBA RS A. tumefaciens (0.916) A. tumefaciens ISSDS-425
CBGR 117  Okcheon Kyoho 2E A. tumefaciens (0.818) A. tumefaciens SCAU2
CBGR 128  Okcheon Kyoho 2E A. tumefaciens (0.731) A. tumefaciens SCAU2
Table 2. Biochemical chracteristics and pathogenicity of the grapevine root isolates
Acid-clearing Motilit Ferric . . Pathogenecit
Strain 3-ketolagtose on PDA y at ’ ammonium Malqnlc .C_1trat‘e Melezitose#
production plus CaCO;  pH 7.0 citrate acid utilization omato Grape
CBGR 14 + — + + — — + — —
CBGR 40 - - + + — + - _ —
CBGR 42 - - + + - + - - _
CBGR 44 + - + + - + + - -
CBGR 49 + - + + - + + - -
CBGR 50 + - + + - + + - -
CBGR 54 + - + + - + + - -
CBGR 80 + - + + - + + - -
CBGR 95 + - + + - + + - -
CBGR 102 + - + + - - + - -
CBGR 112 - - + + - + + - -
CBGR 116 + - + + - + + - -
CBGR 117 + - + + - + + - -
CBGR 128 + - + + - + + - -
A. tumefacie.ns (KACC 10736) + B N + B + + NT* NT
[Type strain
A. rhizogengs (KACC 10734) B + B B B + B NT NT
/Type strain
A. rhizogengs (KACC 11190) + B _ B 4 3 NT NT
[Type strain
A. vitis (KACC 10777)/Type strain - - - - - + - NT NT
A. vitis (KACC 11196)/Type strain - - - - - + - + +

*NT: not tested.
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Atk MIDI 23 fAF=(similarity)7} 0.5 o] Abo]w
Agrobacterium &2 2 FAHE 35/ 4F5 13 AL
tho1xp AEE Feldae 16S (DNA E714E8 A4
3oL, o] ¥71A<¥-8& NCBI BLAST &3 0]&3te
H7IME] FA O R T g AlFONAM SEE A
< AAS & F 13/ 5L Agrobacterium 4 72
= BI5tti(Table 1).

walge] AskeHe) BAL 2AR A3 TR W
oA a8 1335 EF CaCO7F 712 PDAHR] o)
A AR AR e, pH 7.00914 &84S B
o}, EEgk o] 7557} 3-ketolactoseS AAMSIALL, ferric
ammonium citrate®} melezitose ©]&A oA %A W2
Z YeP4 9™, malonic acid o] &AM SA9HE
ERH A TH(Table 2). Y- #2)#e] 5Ao] th& it
ol d 9= YRAI 137] BE BHdS 4. rumefaciens
o] B4 7 FAMSFATHTable 2).

Pulawska 5(2006)°] 713t & Eo|& primer(UF+
BIR+B2R+AVR+ArR)E ©]-&§F PCR T3+ 23}
oAM= 4. radiobacter, A. tumefaciens, A. vitis, A. rubi
o tlgt Z-7F 184 bp, 1066 bp, 478 bp, 1006 bpe] & E
o|& PCR TEAHES 9S4 AR (Fig. 1). 13749
gt o83 PCRAME BF A mefacienst 5
=7]1¢] DNA7} SE 5 th(Fig. 1).

o] WY 9 313 B4 TouR Badn
223 o WAA S BEvlE &7], £x £7] 293
LUy Biejol] HEete] MU Ele A3 Ay
o] EntE F7)0A B JEHA 2oL A

L
T ARu YTH9A7E O B RFE ok vkt 3
=
-

o o
[e =1
o o
[SRE=}

b He |

o
A4L 19l 237 Yot o] FFL ASY
FFE A8 TR FEHA Gtk EvkE fRe

Al AR B e G S i o i BB e

Fig. 1. The PCR products with the species-specific primers of
Agrobacterium spp. Lane 1: A. tumefaciens KACC 10736, lane 2:
A. rhizogens KACC 10734, lane 3: A. vitis KACC 11196, lane 4:
A. rubi KACC 11193) and lanes 5 to 17: CBGR14, 40, 44, 49, 50,
54, 80,95, 102, 112, 116, 117, 128.

olog7] - 7

Lk =
o] A3 A7|A] efobr BF WAl gle AR
3} tH(Data are not shown). EEWF &7]19F BE]dAM =
e Efe A 5 Y8S %
wo Yy 2eE 2Ed 13719 f498 fAPE
o}1 7] 9]&te] ERIC primer®t BOX primers AF-E-3}od
rep-PCRE A1 A3 EFw59F E2lit 25704 0.5Kb
olA 10Kbe] ol ztzt st 2719 DNAZH 5
Z =] tHFig. 2). ERIC-PCR ZAZH(Fig. 2A) A. tumefaciens
o A vitis®] BFATRE AT 9 2FF Ateldl 7t
% DNA WiE=sjele] xlol= oF 1.7kb 7|9 DNA EA)
oxz Yeltl & A mmefaciens?) 27\ ZedTolA
£ 1.7kbel DNAV} S3&5 vt 4 viisdl A+ 1 =
719] DNAZF EA)814] ekerh, 2@d 13719 Sl

o

B B N

s

st ot

£

(A)

(B)

Fig. 2. Rep-PCR products of the grapevine root isolates. (A) Rep-
PCR with ERIC primers and (B) Rep-PCR with BOX primers.
Lanes M1 and M2 are 1kb and 100bp ladder of molecular
weight markers. Lanes 1 to 9 are the reference strains; lane 1: A.
tumefaciens KACC10736, lane 2: A. tumefaciens KACC10798,
lane 3: A. vitis KACC10777, lane 4: A. vitis KACC11196. Lanes
5 to 17 are for the root isolates, CBGR 14, 40, 44, 49, 50, 54, 80,
95,102,112,116, 117, 128.



SEANY] Wesd 7 ¥y Beell Eeist dgrobacteriumés €] 579 81

A CBGRI128 #5-& A9t RE &Tﬂ 1.7 kb DNA
WNEE 7RG oA YR TYHE 4
tumefaciens?| T AN Zlog A7) %E}(Flg 2A). HH
BOX-PCR®] A3} AMES REAFE ARololls A433]
Al DNA HEHE S BoF3 9 rkFig 2B). 13
A EEGT Aol ojd AL R &
3L AthFig. 2B). Rep-RCRe| Z 3= ERIC-PCRe] Z 3}
NA el EFATF) AF DNA =9 A S
HAFY AT AAH R FoupF e Balg o
ADFA A tumefaciens\t A. vitisShe §717 GAPgo) o

& AR Yegth

L]

U

2 QoA SHo] MAIS ¥ubE HMajoa Bl
Mg 5 1% A

I
=
Agrobacterium < 4 tumefaciens=
) 210
=Eal]

FAEJ. 7 Aslstd Exgo] ABAS) A mumefaciens
o 8 #F7F ARAT Ay 5 /e 710l

He Aslehy Exo A (positive) = 24 (negatlve)
of oum7t dtHon HA EE|He] 80%7}F By
UL 7Eta(Schaad 5, 2001), Agrobacterium %—
o] PCRY A3, 28l MIDI®} 16S rDNA AFHE
T TERE W A BT A tumefaciens® ER
Ak, T=vr BARRE A vitis7t 2] 554 A4l
Al ZALBIRAA T A vitisZ2 B E EadS g% o)
Ade TEVF S¥o] BAg TE U B 5
W SR A vitis7h 2SR 222 dAEE A
o B2 AdFE 5ol HYTE 4 vitises THES FEIX
T R URA HAA O 2 (systematically) 7+ &Fed
A Eo] stestttal B E Q2™ (Lehoczky, 1968; Burr
1995; Burr &, 1998), 59 d IEUTFR5H A
‘} EouRe] BES B8 W] Awte] EmpR
EHo Fo3 AMAAHOZ B HA=H (Burrs Katz,
1984; Burr 5, 1998), & A9 23% FE5AWS] MBA
o} AZolA AT SRl XY B ES F
ato] ZHgo] o] RR)R] %X BES T3 HAutHAS 7}
SAE YAIBIAL Ut o] Ade TEUFE ZHe] HkA|
°ﬂ Hedo] LEHA Ue AXE

b Jlm

=

O

01!10:&

S < AMgskE Aol )

T F8FE gvlEle ul 2% Az 4480
Burr 5(1995)¢] ol ostd EE‘%—?— Sl 4
vzt'&‘—? EgoiM g4 i_r_‘/Fr-»] ape tissue debris)

b

32 922 RIS Tl TR 3L oe

9 A% ARl A el HxE R
(A3 41, 1996), AR 714 Bo] WA Aoz
EEuy S duagel deads dos o Ao

AL AR B AHAY EY 2 2EYF B
olr o] W] e wete] B sk AJztE)

U AA A tumefacienss EF 2 A& ZH W

- o] Ak Ao dEA % E}(Burr 1998). =L
Ad) FHl N A tumefaciens®] 23+ B EH S 9)=Lo

=9 Hoz deHA Urkel, 1996). ko
grobacterium % M+ W EF H A
Bzl WA Agrobacterium3to] A o
sk o B A7 asithy et

iy
o, 2
B

o o]
< =

= AEHA LA SEA ] e B
—‘?—H AR & o] 838 Agrobacteriums AldS
ata TSt Belwe] At B4 3 MIDI
ol 94?‘5} 54, 16S tDNA g7+ g, Hgstd B4, &
E-0]3 primerg ©]83% PCR A= 1374 ﬂ&i o
5 A tumefaciens= TR EH O, LEUF Q‘ﬁ&cﬂ A
vitise: -2 HA] &t RE EEde EvlES ¥

o] Z7)9F Belo] WS JEPHA] EdTh Rep—PCR
Az} B2|d-S A tumefaciens®t A Aol UA T A
AHo 7 HAFC A tumefacinesSt A. vitish= +AH3

o] Wit o9 Adte Fh dH A¥el MBAgH 7
Bl AT ZWE dodle HAdE By
EHE AnEA] 43 8B5S FEA AENS THe
& AARska gleh
#Atel =
¥R sUT e IR XY ZRATANY
o] Ay Bl e R £ Aot
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