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Figure S5 Expression of the fusion proteins and interaction between IPA1 and D53 in tobacco
leaves. (A) Protein levels of the fusion proteins in the infiltration assay in Figure 3A. D53 was
detected by rabbit polyclonal antibodies anti-D53, GFP by mouse monoclonal antibody anti-GFP,
and IPAL1 by rabbit polyclonal antibodies anti-IPAL. Ponceau S staining was used as the loading
control. GUS activity was measured with the substrate 4-MUG and used as an internal control to
indicate similar protein expression in different infiltration combinations. Values in the lower panel
are means £ SD (n = 6). Statistical difference was determined by Student’s t test. ns, no significant
difference. (B) Interaction between IPA1 and D53 revealed by the Co-IP assay in tobacco leaves.
Immunoprecipitation was performed with anti-MY C-agarose and immunoblotting was carried out
with anti-D53 antibody and anti-MY C antibody, respectively. The lgG-agarose was used as a
negative control. (C) The GUS activity in different infiltration combinations in Figure 3C. GUS
activity was measured with the substrate 4-MUG and used as an internal control to indicate similar
protein expression levels in different infiltration combinations. Values are means £ SD (n = 6).
Different letters at top of each column indicate a significant difference at P < 0.05 determined by
Tukey’s HSD test.



