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Inlmduction 

Several attempts at the genetic improvement of tree species have been made, but 
in comparison with crop plants the efforts as well. as the results have been rather 
limited. The most comn~only used approaches have involved selection of superior 
genotypes from natural outbred populations, mutations, and intra- and inter-speci- 
fic hybridization under controlled conditions. While the conventional methods 
have proven remarkably successful in yielding irnproved genotypes that could be 
stabilized by back crossing, the techniques of cloning, marker-aided selection, and 
genetic engineering when integrated with the conventional breeding programs, will 
dramatically improve genetic gains. Conventional methods of genetic improve- 
rnent involve a recornbi~latior~ of pre-existing gene pools within a limited range of 
sexually compatible taxa. The process of backcrossing and selection takes several 
generations before a desired set of genes can be transferred to a selected species. 
Genetic manipulation through recombinant DNA permits us to cross the barriers of 
inconlpatibility, not only among species and genera but also among kingdoms. 
Genetic engineering provides new tools for mixing genetic infonnatio~i in plants 
fro111 a vast pool of existing genes as well as genes designed by human 
intervention, i.e. synthetic gene sequences. Furthermore, undesirable genes in the 
plant genorile can be selectively siler~ced in the target tissues by the antisense 
approach (Uonrque, 1995; Lee and Douglas, 1997). Site-specific mutagenesis, 
homologous recombiiiation, and the use of specific pronloters provide a precise 
means of controlling specific gene expression and its manipulation to achieve 
optirnal genetic improvements. 

Genetic 'Ikansfonn:~tioi~ in Plants 

Several techniques are used to introduce biologically active genes into plant cells. 
'I'hese include: direct uptake, microinjection, electroporation, liposorlle fusion, 
viral- and Agrobacteriunr-based vectors, and biolistic bombardment. Each one 
seems to have certain advantages and some major disadvantages. For a detailed 
tlescriptiorl of different techniques, see Jones (1995), Gartland and Ilavey (1995) 
and Christou (1996). 

Direct uptake of DNA from the st~rrorlnding medium and the expression of 
foreign genes by plant cells has been demonstrated in several cases (see reviews by 
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Shillito ant1 Potrykus, 1987; Lazzeli and Sliew~y, 1994). Furtlicr cnl~ancements of 
direct DNA uptake call be achieved by atldirlg polyethylene glycol (PEG) or co- 
precipitatior~ wit11 calciual pllospllate. Delivery of DNA into plant p~oloplasts by 
~nicroi~~jection irnproves the efficiency of direct transfonnation, however, the 
technique is very cu~nbersome and inefficier~t in 1iandli11g large ~iurnbers of cells. 

Electropo~atiorl, or the facilitation of DNA uptake under the influence of an 
electric field call dramatically improve tlie eflicier~cy of transformation (for ~eview 
see Nickoloff 1995; Lu~quin, 1997). The availability of an affordable electlo- 
poration apparatus also makes this method a viable option for   no st laborato~ies. In 
the Iiposolne fusion method, nucleic acids are encaps~~lated in synthetic 
pliospholipid vesicles and under approp~iate incubation conditions are allowed to 
fuse with plant protoplasts. Advantages of the liposo~ne-mediated gene transfer 
include protection of ~lucleic acids from digestion by nucleases in the culture 
medium and tlie high efficiency of ~iucleic acid delivery into p~otoplasts 
Potentially several kb long nucleic acids can be delivered by this method. Rece~lt 
availability of a variety of co~n~nercial p~odiicts (e.g. Transfectam - Promega, 
Madison, WI, Lipofectin arid LipofectAMINE, Life Science Technol., Grand 
Island, NY, etc.) that aid in DNA transfer has made this a widely used method for 
transfectiorl in animal cells. For all of the above techniques, thc preferred target 
cells are protoplasts, which makes these techniques suitable o111y in cases where 
plant regeneration from protoplasts is possible. While protoplast isolation has been 
den~o~lstrated fron~ a variety of coriife~ous tissues, regeneration of whole plants 
fro111 protoplasts is not conimonly observed (Bekkaoui et al., 1995). 

A 11unlber of viruses, particlllarly the Caulimoviruses and Geminiviruses, have 
been suggested as useful vector syste~ns for the trarlsfer of selected cloned genes 
into plant cells (Mushegian and Sl~epherd, 1995; Palmer and Rybicki, 1997). 
Whereas the DNAca~ried by a virus is stably expressed in the transfo~~ned (infected) 
plant, in no case the integ~at io~~ of the transferred gene into tlie host gellorile has 
been demonstrated. Unambiguous transtonnation of higher plants wit11 foreign 
genes lias been achieved with Agrobacleriurt~ tumejiacierts and A. rhczoger~es (for 
review see Weising and Rahl, 1'996). With the vast amount of infor~natior~ al~eady 
available regarding gene maps, the role of tlie vir and the T-regions, and the border 
fragments, it lias been poss~ble to greatly modify the plasmid to develop efficient 
gene transfer vectors for a variety of plant cells, including tree species (Zambryski, 
1992; Han et a[., 1996; Gartla~id and Davey, 1995; Tinland, 1996). Genes trans- 
ferred via Agrobacrer lurn show stable integration and Me~idelia~i i~ihe~itance. 

The technique of biolistic bombardment with DNA-coated gold or tungsten 
particles has yielded high frequency trdnsfor~natioris in numerous species (for 
review see Christou, 1994; Chibbar and Kartlla, 1994). This technique does not 
rely on the availability of single cells, nor is the cell wall an i~npedinlent f o ~  
transfer of DNA. T l ~ e  technique has beer1 succeifully applied to t~ansfor~u cells of 
intact organs and tissues of plants as well as ani~nals (Christou, 1994). 

Several important factors make it irnpossible to critically cornpare and evaluate 
the efficierlcy and the effectiveness of different methods of transformation for a 
given tissue. In no case have different methods beer1 tested with the same tissue, 
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the same genelpromote~ construct, ant1 i n  the sarnc laboratory. 'l'he single most 
i~nportant factor governing the applicability of a particular technique for a given 
species is the mode of regeneration of wholc plants from srngle cells in that 
species. Nevertl~eless, it is obvious that by using a variety of gene transfer systems, 
it is now possible to introducc foreign genes into alrnost any plant cell. The [tireign 
DNA is often integrated randomly in the plant genome, and major probleins still 
exist in achieving the integration of specific transgenes at specific sites in the host 
genome. (Flavell, 1994; Jorgensen et al., 1996). Further co~nplexities in the site of 
integration involve variable number of copies of the Iransgene, re-arrangements of 
DNA sequences, differential amplification of segments of the transgene, and 
selective silencing of the transgenes (Deroles ant1 Gardner, 1988). These variations 
lead to differential and unpredictable expression of the transgene, thus affecting the 
behavior of transgenic tissues/plants. Another, as yet unexplained con~plexity 
comes f ~ o ~ n  'co-suppression' where exp~ession of the native as well as the trans- 
gcne are often suppressed when the two share some common sequences (Matzke 
ancl Matzke, 1995). Koziel el al. (1996) have discussed several strategies tliat can 
be used to optimize the expression of transgenes in plants. 

A variety of promoters from A. tunrefacie~~,%, cauliflower mosaic virus (CaMV), 
and higher plants have been fused with a number of reporter genes to study their 
expression in traosgenic plants. Among the promoter sequences used to achieve 
constitutive exp~ession of the foreign genes, the CaMV-derived promoters are 
a~nong the strongest ones. Numerous ri~odificatior~s of the CaMV 35s promoter 
have made it highly suitable for foreign gene expression in almost any plant. 
Although many of the crop plants have reached the stage of field trials and com- 
mercial plantations (Dale et al., 1993; Moffat, 1998), the need to extend the basic 
gcne transfe~ tecl~nology to woody plants still remains unfulfilled. This is particu- 
larly true for the conifers, which would benefit uniquely from these techniques for 
genetic improvement but pose certain unique problems for regeneration in tissue 
culture. 

'Ihrisforn~ation in Conifers 

Establisl~ment of routine cell and tissue culture tecl~niques wit11 herbaceous plants 
was a major step allowing for the rapid advancement of genetic engineering appli- 
cations wit11 these species. 111 contrast, while considerable effort for cell culture and 
regeneration of many tree species has been underway (see earlier volun~es in this 
series, Jain et al., 199Sa,b,c), the technical level of conifer tissue culture is far less 
developed than that of the herbaceous plants. The variety of tissues from which 
regeneration of whole plants can be routinely obtained is rather limited. While 
multiple shoots can be regenerated from juvenile tissues of some species, these 
tissues are not quite suitable for transformation by most techniqi~es due to the 
limited material available for use. The most reliable tissue in conifers tliat is 
capable of regeneration is the embryogenic cell masses obtained from the culture 
of zygotic embryos. Embryogenic cell masses can be initiated from juvenile 



material or zygotic embryos on many conifers (Jain et al., 199Sa,b,c). In the case 
of pines, the starting material is often limited fi~rtl~er to a narrow window during 
the early stages of developmer~t of the zygotic embryos. Therefore, most of the 
studies on transformation of conifers have ernployed the embryogenic cell masses. 

As described above, the techniques of direct DNA uptake, microir~jection, 
electroporation, and liposome fusion all depend upon the availability of protopiast 
regeneration, and thus are not well suited for transfomlation of conifers. Similarly, 
viral vectors, although quite useful for expression of foreign genes in many plants, 
are not reliable for integration of the foreign DNA and its expression in tissues not 
infected with viruses. Although A. funtefacietzs can infect most conifers, and thus 
should be a suitable vector for transformation (see review by Ellis, 1995), the lack 
of regeneration from callus creates a major problem for its use. Orily a few reports 
on the transformation of conifer tissues with A. tumefaciens have appeared in the 
literature, and in almost all cases the resulting transformed tissue was only a callus. 
Therefore, biolistic bombardment, which is capable of transferring foreign DNA to 
virtually any cell type, becomes the only viable approach for transformation of 
conifers. 

Althor~gh genetic transformation in several species of conifers has been demon- 
strated (Table I ;  see also Ellis, 1995), and the potential of such techniques in the 
genetic improvement of commercially important species has been discussed 
thoroughly, only a few reports on the production of transformed plants expressing 
commercially t~seful genes have been published to date. I b  the best of our 
knowledge, no large scale field trial of genetically engineered coniferous species 
expressing a con~mercially useful gene has been undertaken. This is in contrast to 
the millions of hectares of cultivation of genetically engineered corn, canola, 
cotton, tomato, soybean and a few other agricnltural crops (Moffat, 1998). A 
review of literature on conifer transformation further reveals that most reports of 
conifer transformation only demonstrate the technique of transformation using a 
reporter gene and/or a selection marker gene. Only in a few instances, have the 
genes of potential commercial value been used. Among the reporter genes, the 
CiIJS (b-glucuronidase) expression under the control of a modified CaMV 35s 
promoter has been the preferred choice. In a few studies, the effectiveness of 
different promoter sequences has been compared either in transieni assays or in 
stable trar~sfor~nations. 

C~lrrent Status of 'Ikansforn~ation of Conifers 

A recent review by Ellis (1995) su~n~narized the published literature 011 reports 
dealing with transformation of gymnospernls, n~ostly conifers. Without duplicating 
the efforts of Ellis, the following discussion provides a technique-based summaly 
of the work with conifers, identifying achievements in each case and evaluating [lie 
current situation. Unfortunately, only a few detailed reports of the prodr~ctiori of 
transgenic conifer species have been published since 1995, although personal 
corntnu~~ications wit11 Dr. Cl~ristiari Walter (New Zealand Forest Research 
Institute, Rotorua, New Zealand) indicilte a great cfcal of progress in this area. 



Table I. Surnrnaiy of pohlished ~es~r l t s  on transformation io conifers. f/a to table T=Traosient 
expression; S=Stable expression. 

Species 'Tissue Gene TIS I'roduct Test Reference 
-. 

Agrubactetium 
P.se~rrlo~or~oga Seedlings Opines S Callt~s Opine Morris et a[. 1989 

r~~rnziesii 
I'irrrr.~ potrderosn Seedlings Opines S Callos Opine Morris et al. 1989 
Errga hereropllylla Seedlings Opines S Ca1111s Opine Morris et al. 1989 
Ahie.sprocern Seedlings Opines S Callus Opine Ellis el 01. 1989 
Picea glaucn Seedlings Opines S Callus Opines, horrnones Ellis el al. 1989 
Piceo errgeln~anr~ii Seedlings Opines S Callus Opines, l~ormones Ellis er 01. 1989 
Picen sitclret~sis Seedlings Opines S Callus Opines, hor~uones Ellis cr a/. 1989 
I'.seudor.sugrr Seetllings Opines S Callus Opi~~es, hor~rtor~es Ellis el al. 1989 

~t~et~zie,sii 
Lorix decidua Seedlings Opines S Buds/plants Opines, Southern lluang et a/. 199 1 
Lorix rlecidun llypocotyl HI, aroA S Plants Bt/glyphosate Sl~in et nl. 1994 

resis. 
Turfs Drevifolia Sl~oots Opines S 'Turnours Opines llan el 01. 1994 
Tmus haccara Sl~oots Opines S 'li~rnours Soutlrer~~ Han et al. 1994 
Picea ahies Seedlings Opines S Roots Opines Magnussen el a/. 

1994 
Pirlus conrorta Seedlings Opines S Roots Opines Magnussen er a/. 

1994 
P ~ ~ I N S  trigra Seetllings Opines S Rooting Opines Miltalijevic el a/. 

1996 
Lark  kaerttpferi x Ernh. NPrll S Emblplants PCRISoulhem Ikvt5e er al. 1997 

L. decid~~a Cells 
Picea sitclrerr.sis E~nb. Cells GUS T Cells Western/stain Drake el a/. 1997 

Biolistic 
bo~~rbn rdn~ea t  
IJir~us roerln Cot. cells GlJS 62d 'Tissue Stain Stotr~p er al. 1991 
Picea gfn~rca Emh/callus GUS T None Stain Ellis el a/. 1991 

seedlings 
Picea nbies SE n~ature NPT/ T/S Cells PCR/Southcrn, Robertson el a/. 

GUS slain 1992 
Picen rrtnria~~a E~nb. cells GUS T None Stairt Duchesne arrd 

Charest, 1991, 
I992 

Larix (feeidria Etnb. cells GUS T None Stain Duchesne end 
Cltaresl, 1992 

Lark  x errrolepis E~nb.  cells GUS T None Stain Duchesne at~d 
Charest, 1992 

Lark  x E~nb. cells GUS 5-6d None Stain Ducl~esl~e el a/. 
lc~~loe~rro/~ne 1993 

Lark  Irprolel/is Emb. cells GUS 5-6d None Stain Duchesne el 01. 
1993 

I'icea gla~tca Cot. SE GUS/ 2-8 Tissue Stain/Soothenr Bommineni et al. 
NIT nlo 1993 

Picea glartca SE GUSIL3t T/S Callus, PCR, Southern, Ellis er 01. 1993 
embryos Bt 

Pitt~ts radialn Etnh. cells GUS 35tl Ci~llus Stain Walter et nl. 1994 
I'iceo obies E~nb. cells GUS T None Stain Yibrah el a/. 1994 

Contintled on next page 
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7irble 1. Cot~tinoed 

Species 'l'issoe Gene T/S I'roduct l'est Refeicncc 

Pirros syh~esfr-is Uutls/c:llli GUS ' 7' None Slain Arorlerl et ol. 1994 
Chnmarcyl~or-is Pollen GUS/ 'I' Noi~e ELlSA [lay el a/ .  1994 
rroofkaferrsis NIrI' 
7:rrrga heteroplrylln Pollen GUSINI'T T None ELJSA Hay e f  a / .  1994 
Pirrrrs Dnnksin~ta Pollen GUSINP'T 'I' None EI.ISA Ilay el a / .  1994 
Picen rrinrinrro Pollell GUSINPT 1' None ELlSA llay el a / .  1994 
I'irrirs syli~eslris Duds GUS ' None Stain Aroneo e f  nl. 1994 
Pirrrrs rudinm Cotyledoi~ GUS I '  None Stain Rey el a / .  1996 

201d 
Picen rrroriarra SE/SE GUSINP'I' S Cells, Stairi, ELISA, Cl~arest rr al. 1996 

tissue embryos, PCR 
plarlls 

Pirrrrs syh~eslr-is Pollerl GUS 'I' None SlaiflCR I-laggrnan et 01. 
1997 

I'icen abies Pollen GUS I '  None StainIPCR Hiiggman et a / .  
1997 

Electn~pnratioe 
Picea glauca Protol3last GUSICAT T Protoplasls SlainICAT Bekkaol~i el 01. 

1988 
Picen rr~ariann Proloplast, CAT 'I' Protoplasts "CICXT assay Tautorus et rrl. 1989 

Enib. cells 
Pirrus borrksinna Proloplast CAI' 'I' Protoplasts "CICXI' assay 'I'auton~s el a / .  1989 

Ernb. cells 
Picen glnrrcn I'rotoplast GUSICA'T 'I' Protoplasls Stai11/CKr Wilson er a / .  1989 
Picen glancn SEIlissne GUSICA'I' 'T Protoplasts SrsildCAr Bekkaotii e f  nl. 

1990 
Pirrus hnrrksintra SEIlissue EMV T Plotoplasls SfaidCAT Bekkaoui ei 01. 

1990 
Picerr nrnrinna SWtissue EMV T P roloplasls StaidCAI' Dekkaolii et nl. 

1990 

The ability of A. tum~fac~erzs to infect conifeis was rel~orted as early as 1935 
(reviewed in DeCleene and DeLey, 1976), but it was not until the late 1980s, 
Iiowever, that Agrobncter~uni was used expelinlentally to transform conifer tissues 
to p~oduce crown gall tuinors (Clapham and Ekberg, 1986; Vandekar et al., 1987). 
Morris el a / .  (1989) ;~nd Ellis et a / .  (1989) conlpared several strains of A. 
tun~efacietis for their ability to induce crow11 gall tunlor formation on a number of 
conifer taxa. 'l'heir results s11owed that sonle strains were sig~~ificantly more poterlt 
than otl~ers for the induction of tu~nours. It was furtlier established that the integra- 
tion of T-DNA was not a problem in conifers, and that the A. tuniefacietis 
proinoters from nopaline syntllase (NOS) and octopine synthase (OCS) genes were 
furictional in the conifer cells. Picea species were generally found to be more 
susceptible than the pines. 

Using binary vectors containing either luciferase or NPTII genes, Ellis et al. 
(1989) showed the effectiveness of the conlrnor~ly used CaMV 35s promoter for 
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stable gene expressiorl in a Sew conifers. I-Iuang el (11. (19'91) latcr confirmetl the 
ability of A. rhizogenes for gene transfer in wor~ndcd hypocotyl tissues of 
Europea~i larclr (Larix decidua). Some other examples of translbrtnation oE coni- 
fers by Agrobacteriurrl-based vectors wl~ich used eitlier opine syntliesis, hormone 
autonomy, or a marker gene are listed in l'ablc 1. A detailed list of the conifer 
species that can be infected by Agmbactet-ium also appears ir~ Ellis (1995) and 
HIggnlan and Arol~erl (1996). The first cornmercially usefrrl genes (Bt for insect 
resistance arid aroA for glyphosate resistance) were transferred to European larch 
using A. rhizoge?zes (Shin et al., 1994). Iiegeneratiot~ of plants involved direct 
shoot-bud induction from the wountled hypocotyl region of zygotic embryos. 
Transformed plants were tested for the presence and exprcssiori of the foreign 
genes and were found to be tolerant to glyphosate. Wliile the Bt-transgenic needles 
were not toxic, the insect larvae consumed significantly smaller anrounts of the 
transgenic needles than the coritrol needles. Magnussen et (11. (1994) and 
Mihalijevic el al. (1996) demonstrated tlie use of wild-type A. rhizogenes to 
improve rooting ability of Pinus nigra explants. Two of the recent reports on trans- 
foniiatiori of coriifers by A. trcnrefacietrs include the expression of the GUS gene in 
Sitka spruce (Drake et a/., 1997) and the production of transgenic hybrid larch 
(Larix kaealpferi x L. decidua) plants from embryogenic cell masses (LevCe et al., 
1997). Plant regeneration via somatic embryogenesis was reported in the latter. 

Wilso~i et al. (1989) demonstrated the use of PEG-mediated I>NA transfer into 
wliite spruce (Picea glauca) protoplasts. Bekkaoui el al. (1988,1990) and Tautorus 
et al. (1989) studied the effects of voltage, temperature, plastnid concentration and 
conforn~ation, and different prornoter sequences on transformation of black spruce 
(Picea marina) and Jack pine (IJirru.s banksiarza) proloplasts by electroporation. 
They found that while the 35s and nopaline syrltllase promoters were equally 
effective in driving the expression of tlie cllloramphenicol acetyltra~isferase (CAT) 
gene in transient expression assays, a tandem repeat of the 35s prornoter was 
substantially better than a single copy. Significant differences were observed 
among different cell lines of t11e same species. No stable expressior~ was obtained 
in any of these studies. Earlier, Gupta el al. (1988) had shown that the 35s 
1)ronloter was also active in protoplasts of Douglas fir (Pseudotsuga Menziesii) and 
loblolly pine (Pinus taeda). 

'I'lie biolistic bo~nbardnlent method has been used successfully for both transient 
as well as stable expression of a number of genes in conifers. Ellis et al. (1991) 
conducted a detailed comparative study of the expression o f  several promoters in 
three different white spruce tissues using an electrically discharged bombardment 
device. While several constitutive and inducible promoters from Arabidolxis, 
soybean, and maize were active in this species, 35s promoter was the most active. 
't'he ernbryogenic callus cells showed the least arnount of foreign gene expression 
i11 this study as compared with seedlings and zygotic embryos. Stomp et al. (1991) 
reported the expression of the GUS gene under the control of 35s promoter in 
loblolly pine using a particle gun (model BPG-4). Haggman et al. (1997) have 
demonstrated the feasibility of pollen transformation in Pirlus sylvestris and Picea 
abies by biolistic bo~nbardment. I-Iowever, no trar~sformed plants were reported 
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from the fertilized ovr~les using bombarded pollen. The first case of stable 
transformation of a conifer tissue (Nonvay spruce) by this method was reported by 
Roberts011 ef al. (1992), who used a 35s promoter attached to the GUS gene and 
the NPT 11 gene. Tissue capable of growth on kanamycin was shown to have stable 
integration but had lost its embryogenic potential. 

Duchesne and Charest (1992) compared several different promoter sequences 
for expression of the GUS gene in ernbryogenic cell lines of Larix decidua x 
leprolepis and Picea mariarza, again using biolistic boml3ardment. While the wheat 
Em gene pron~oter (abscisic acid-inducible) was found to be better than most 
others, the two cell lines did not show significant differences. The study involved 
only transient expression. Duchesne et al. (1993) later reported a detailed analysis 
of the response of 22 haploid and tliploid cell lines of four different species of 
Larix to bombardment with the GUS gene-coated tungsten particles of four differ- 
ent sizes. There was little difference among the different species or cell lines. 

Similar studies have been reported on comparisons of different promoter 
sequences and different embryogenic cell lines for Nonvay spruce (Robertson et 
al., 1992; Yibrah et al., 1994), white spruce, red spruce, black spruce and L,arin x 
elrrolepis (Charest ef al., 1993), cultured somatic embryos of radiata pine (Walter 
et al., 1994), cultured cotyledons of radiata pilie (Rey et al., 1996), pollen grains 
of lodgepole pine (Pir~rcs co~ztoria), yellow cypress (Charnaecyl~aris noofkatensis), 
wester11 hemlock (Tsuga heterophylla), Jack pine (Pinus Dar~ksiana), black spruce 
(Ilay et UI., 1994), Norway spruce (Martinussen et aL, 1994), and buds from mature 
trees of Scots pine (I'inus sylvestris) (Aronen el al., 1994, 1995). Tandem duplica- 
tions of the 35s promoter were Ibur~d to increase the effectiveness of the original 
promoter sequence in several cases. Genotypic influence has also been reported for 
some species. 111 none of these cases were any transgenic plants regenerated. 

Ellis el al. (1993) were the first to obtain regeneration of transfor~ned plantlets 
from en~bryogenic tissue of white spnlce bombarded with DNA-coated gold 
particles. 'l'he embryogenic cells and the plantlets showed the expression of GUS, 
NP'I'II, and the Bt genes. All three genes were integrated into the plant genome. 
The callus and the seedlings both showed sublethal levels of Bt protein when tested 
with spruce budworm feeding experiments. Soon after, Bon~mineni et rrl. (1993) 
observed stable expressiorl of the GlJS gene in white spruce ernbryogenic tissue. 
Christian Walter's group at the New Zealand Forestry has s~~ccessfi~lly used 
biolistic bombardment of the embryogenic tissue to produce transformed plants of 
radiata pine (Walter et al., 1994 and personal communications). 111 all of tiiese 
cases, duplicated CaMV35S-tlerived promoters were used to drive the expression 
of GUS gene. 

Charest el  01. (1996) obtained transgenic plants of black spruce using a similar 
approach. They found 110 phenotypic effects of the iotegration and expression of 
the GUS and the NPTIl genes on rcgerlerated plants. I'ersonal co~nmunications 
with Dr. Clrristiarr Walter at NZ Forestry indicate that embryogenic cell lines of 
several pine sl~ecies have been transformed and the trausge~iic plants have beet1 
brought to the greenhouse stage. 
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Targets for Genetic Matlipillation 

Numerous areas have been the target of genetic manipulation in crop plants; the 
most obvious areas of success being insect resistance, virus resistance, herbicide 

. 

tolerance, fruit ripening, and ornamental features. Most of these areas are equally 
important targets for transforn~atior~ of the con~n~ercially valuable coniferous 
species. A brief discussior~ of some of the target areas relevant to conifers is given 
below. 

Resistance to Irzsect Pests 

Insects contribute a rnajor threat to trees, causing severe damage to natural as well 
as cultivated forests. Insect control has generally been achieved by the use of 
insecticides, many of which have severe negative inipact on the enviror~mellt and 
often become ineffective due to the development of resistance in insect popnla- 
tions. Thus the development of insect resistant genotypes of commercially valuable 
conifer species will be of tremendous value both eco~lolnically and environ- 
mentally. Considerable success has been achieved in imparting insect resistance in 
many crop plants through genetic engineering. Three commonly used strategies 
are: (1) the overexpression of &endotoxin proteins of the bacterium Bucillus 
thluringieizsis (Bt), (2) over-expression of protease inhibitor genes found in some 
plants, and (3) the production of proteins in the plant cells that interfere with insect 
development andlor metabolism. The Dt endotoxins are naturally occurring toxins, 
which are Itighly eKective against a variety of insect pests. These toxins ;Ire qrrite 
specific for different insect species and, therefore, have been used s~~ccessfully to 
kill specific pests of a crop with no major environmental harm. Overexpression of 
the natural endotoxin genes or their mutated forms have been used to produce 
transgenic plant varieties that have shown resistance in a number of field trials. 
Some of these crops have been approved for cornrnercial production (Brunke and 
Meeusen, 1991; Koziel et al., 1993). There is no reasou to believe that the sanle 
strategies cannot be employed to generate insect-resistant conifers of commercial 
importance. Furthermore, it has been suggested that this strategy should be quite 
effective in the control of nematodes, miles, and all types of insects. The 
expression of genes coding for neuropeptides and otller enzymes that may interfere 
with insect development or matindfeeding bel~avior has also been suggested as a 
means to achieve insect tolerance in plants. A major concern for the use of any of 
these approaches is the potential for clevelopmer~t of resistance in the insect 
populations against these compountls, t11us rendering the whole crop vul~rerable to 
increased losses (RaEa, 1989; McGaughey and Wltalon, 1992). However, the 
concurrent use of Inore than one approach in the same genotype sl~ould mini~nize 
the risk of developing resistance by the insects. 

Resistuizce to Viral, Bacteriul and Fungal Pafllogeirs 

Among the most devastating pathogens of plants, viruses are the hardest ones to 
control by chenlical methods. However, viral resistance has also been one of the 
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easiest targets for genetic i ~ n p r o v c r ~ ~ e ~ ~ t  of pla~its tll~ough genetic engineering. For 
quite some time it had beell known that virus i~lfection in pla~lts results in cross 
protection against related viruses. This led to the demonstration of virus resistarice 
in trarlsger~ic tobacco pl;~rits expressing the coat protein of tobacco mosaic virus 
(Powell-Abel er al., 1986). These observations were soon followed by reports o11 
the use of either co~nplete or partial coding secluences of coat proteins of a number 
of RNA and DNA viruses to impart viral resistance in several plaot species. Later 
studies showed that in addition lo transgenic exprcssiori of the viral coat protein, a 
llu~nber of other strategies could be equally effective in iniparti~lg resistance to 
viruses using transgenic techniques. 'l'hese irlclude the use of virus replicase 
(RNA-depe~~dent RNA polymerase) genes, viral protease genes, ~nutated viral- 
rnoverner~t protei~t genes, antisense strarlcl gene expression, and satellite RNAs (for 
review see Kavanagh and Spillarle, 1995; Pappu e f  a/ . ,  1995). Considerable 
progress has also been made in u~lderstanding the host response to viral infection, 
leading to the use of this information to overexpress host genes involved in this 
response. 'The examples ir~clude pathogenesis-related (I'IC) proteins, systemic 
acquired resistance (SAR) proteins, ant1 anti-viral or ribosome-inactivati~ig (RIP) 
proleills (Kai~l and Winter, 1995). It has also been suggested that ~nammalia~~,  
rnor~oclonal alltibody (1nAb) producing genes and ~nammalian 2'-5' oiigoadenylate 
synthetase gene-based mecha~lis~ns rnay be used in the future to achieve either 
strain-specific or broad-based viral resistance in plants. The fact that several trans- 
genic rnajor crop species have been field-tested for virus resistance, and that some 
of these have been approved for co~li~nercial production, provides a strong basis for 
tlie use of this approacll for virus resistance in conifers. 

Whereas the use of transgenic approaches to impart insect and viral resistance in 
plants are example of success, engineering tolerance against major bacterial and 
fungal pathogens 11as not beer1 practical thus far. 111 the case of bacteria and fungi, 
the pathogen genes are not quite suitable for transfer to the host plant. Tlie strate- 
gies used in some cases have involved the overexpression of genes that interfere 
with growth and development of the pathogen, or degrade the pathogen cell wall 
material, or courlteract the effects of the toxin produced by the pathogen. Sorne of 
these approaches for bacterial pathogens include: (I) the expression of anti- 
~nicrobial cysteine-rich thionines (Bohlmarln and Apel, 1991), (2) the expression 
and secretion of avian 01- T4 bactcriupllage lysozy~r~e (Trrudei et al., 1992; Diiring 
et al., 1993), and (3) expression of a tabtoxin-inhibiting acetylase (hr~zai et a/. ,  
1989) or a toxin-resistant target enzylne (De La Fuente-Martinez et al., 1992). In 
all cases only partial reversal of pathogenesis-related symptoms was achieved. For 
fungal pathogens, the transgenic approaches have involved (I) increased produc- 
tion of phytoalexins (Hail1 et al., 1993), (2 )  increased productiorl of antifungal 
proteins, such as chitinases, P-1-3-glucanases (Broglie et al., 1991; Neuhaus el al., 
1991), and (3) increased i11ductio11 of I~ypersensitive reaction i~lvolvir~g 
programmed cell death (Martini et a!., 1993; Strittmatter and Wegener, 1993). A 
recent report on tlie c lo~~ing  of a chitinase gene from several pine species (Wu et 

al., 1997) should open the way for overexpressing a liomologous gene to achieve 
fungal resistance in pines and other conifers. A possible future approach for 



antimicrobial resistance n ~ a y  involve the p~oduction of p12kllt antibodies (also called 
pla~itibodies) directed against sl~ecific bacterial or fungal proteins. Tlie cu r re~~ t  
status of the success of genetic engineerir~g approaches to produce palhogen 
resistant plants has been revicwetl by Ilerre~a-Estrclla ant1 S i~npso i~  (1995). So far, 
no sitigle stlategy seems to have resulted in tile productior~ of pathogen-resistant 
plants that have been tested at the field Icvcl. 

Ilerb~cide resistance was one of the earliest targets of genetic enginee~ing in plants 
and cot~siderable progress has been achieved with nrany cornrnercial crops. Genes 
for resistance agair~st 2111 major groups of hc~bicides have been c l o ~ ~ e d  and later 
used in overco~nir~g the toxic effects of difre~ent herbicides. 171e ditiereut strategies 
have been based upon tlre ability to increase ~net:~bolism of the he~bicide (detoxifi- 
cation), overexpression of the alter~tale patl~way enzymes where the herbicide 
inte~feres with the blosynthesis of an essential metabolite, and introduction of a 
mutated gene for the target enzyme/protein. Field trials have been coinpleted for a 
nurilber of transgenic clop plants and comiirercial production has been approved 
(Dale et al., 1993). W h ~ l e  some initial success with sucll genes has been demon- 
strated in some hardwoods (e.g. Populus; IIan et al., 1996), such research with 
conifers has barely been started. In fact the use of herbicides in cultivated forestry 
is relatively ~ e c e r ~ t  and the need is only now being recognized. 

Tolerance fo Abiotic Str-esses 

In additior~ to facing attacks fioni pathogens, plants are constantly being exposed 
to a variety of natural and man-made abiotic stress factors which have a sigr~ificarit 
negative impact on giowth and development. Some of these stress factors include 
salinity, d~ought,  cold, heat, chemical pollutants, and Ilerbicidal, fungicidal and 
insecticidal treatments. As the stress factors are varied, so ate the plant tesponses 
to them. Flar~ls also show sorne systemic ger~eral responses to stress. The complex 
stress response must begin with stress perception, transduction of some signal, and 
ever~tually clranges at the cellillar and ~nolecular level. A number of stress-induced 
gems and other corr~pour~ds have been identified, some of which are similar in 
plants, algae, fungi and bacteria (Ingram and Bartels, 1996). A better underslanding 
of this response sl~ould lead to potential genetic manipulation of the plants to 
nriniinize the impact of stress on their growth and development. For example, the 
halophytic bacteria and plants have ~nechanisnrs to exclude Na+ from the cells 
while accumulating high levels of K+. This is achieved by regulating antiporter 
activity of the plasma membrane and tonoplast. In recent years, a number of genes 
for ion pumps have become available thus opening the door for their genetic 
~nallipulatio~~ in plants (Jia et al., 1992; Bohnert et al., 1995). An al te~~la te  
aplxoach to tolerallce of both high salt and osmotic stress is the accumulation of 
o~ganic  oslnolytes and other nretabolites, such as glycerol, arabitol, mannitol, 
sugars, proline, glyci~ie-betaine, and probably polyamines (Rliodes and Hanson, 
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1993; Ober and Sharp, 1994; Chiang ant1 Dandekar, 1995; Ye et al., 1997). The 
biosynthetic pathways for these protlucts have been elucidated, providing a great 
potential for plant improve~l~ent through genetic engineering (Bartels and Nelson, 
1994; lngram ant1 Bartels, 1996). Although the feasibility of genetic manipulation 
of the cellular levels of many of these c o ~ n p o ~ ~ n d s  has been experimentally 
demonstrated, and the effectiveness of this approach in achieving stress tolerance 
in the transgenic plants implied from laboratory data, no large scale field studies 
have been reported thus far (mannitol - Tarczynski et al., 1993; Thomas et al., 
1995; fructans - Pilon-Smits et ml., 1995; glycine-betaine - Ishitani el al., 1995, 
L i l i ~ ~ s  et al., 1996; proline - Kavi Kishore el al., 1995; trehalose - Romero et al., 
1997). In a similar way, genetic ~nanipulation of the aquaporins ( a group of water 
channel proteins that regulate watcr balance in plants - Chrispeels ant1 Maurel, 
1994; Kaltlenlioff ei al., 1995) may provide a practical way to achieve drought 
tolerance in plants. Other commonly observed proteins that are intluced in response 
toosmotic stress and other stresses are the LEA (late embryogenic abundant) 
proteins, dehydrins, osmoti11, 111etallotl1ionein-like proteins, calrnodulin, proline- 
rich proteins, heat-shock proteins, etc. Coding sequences for many of these 
proteins have been clo~led and characterized and thus can be used for their genetic 
mat~ipulation. Abscisic acid appears to be a comrnon factor for the transduction of 
stress signal in many cases. 

For achieving heat ant1 coltl tolerance, the use of heat shock proteins and 
antifreeze proteins has been discussed (Ilightower et cil., 1991; Murata et al., 1992; 
Wallis et al., 1997; Grahain et al., 1997). 

Wood c111d Pulp Qttality 

?Lvo major users of conifers are the pulp-paper industry and the timber irldustry. 
Both require very different wood prodncts, ant1 in Inally ways, the requirement of 
the two are somewhat mutually exclusive. Whereas the pulp/pnper industry 
requires fibers that are rich in cellulose arid low in lignins, particularly those 
lignins that are hard to rernove during pulping, the timber industry uses different 
criteria for wood quality. As our untlerstanding of the biosynthesis of dil'ferent 
types of l ig~~ins  increases (Boutlet et al., 1995; Whetten and Sederoff, 1995; 
Douglas, 1996; Ci~mpbell and Sederoff, 1996; MacKay ei nl., 1997), we should be 
able to manipulate the an~ou~lts  as well as the chemistry of lignins in wood. 1-ignin 
production is a very complex process with a tren~e~ldous amount of variatior~ 
among different plant species. I t  is an extremely heteroge~leous polymer, the 
hiosynthesis of which is affected by environmental, nutritional arltl other factors 
that affect growth and development. Prese~~tly, it is difficult to anticipate the 
consequences of genetic manipulation of the biosynthetic pathways of lignin on 
growth, develop~ner~tal and morphogenetic behavior of pli~nts. Several attempts 
have bee11 made to genetically ma~lipulate lignin biosynthesis via the transge~~ic 
approi~cli (Sederoff et ( I / . ,  1994; Atanasova et al., 1995; Doorsselaere et al., 1995; 
Kajita et al., 1997). In addition to co~~tributing to the strength of wood, lignin also 
plays a crucial role in the ability of wood to resist pathogen infection and rotting. 
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This will require alteration of lignin chemistry in ways quite different from those 
that are needed for wood strength or pulping quality (Yao et a]. ,  1995). 

Like lignin, tlie deposition of cellulose in the secondary cell wall is also quite 
important in determining wood quality and its use. 111 contrast to lignin, however, 
cellulose chernistry is highly conserved in plants. While its chernistry is simple in 
that only a few steps are involved in its biosynthesis, it is only recently that we 
have identified the enzymes involved in cellulose biosynthesis (l<udlicka and 
Brown et al., 1996b; Arioli et al., 1998; Delmer, 1998). The most difficult and 
variable aspect of cellulose deposition is tlie underlying matrix that determines the 
cellulose fiber length, orientation, thickness of the secorldary cell wall, the 
composition of other cell wall components, and other structural features of tlie cell 
wall. While increased cellulose biosynthesis in plant cells has been achieved 
through genetic engineering, other parameters of cellulose deposition have not 
been an easy target. It is expected that during the next few years, we will have a 
better understanding of the regulation of cellulose biosyntl~esis and deposition in 
the cell wall in plants. The production of cellulose in genetically engineered 
bacteria, and stociies with it1 vitro cellr~lose biosyntliesis in cotton ovules, should 
provide extremely useful information to increase cellulose production in 
appropriate plant tissues and also its deposition in the cell wall. This is an area 
where conifers can be the prime target for genetic manipulation. Pulping and 
timber quality probably will dictate different approaches to ~nariipulation of 
cellulose deposition in a given conifer species. 

A major concern for the field plantations of genetically engineered plants is the risk 
of spreading the transgene or the transge~lic plants and its impact on natural plant 
populations. This becomes even more critical for the conifers which have large 
populations of natural forests and spread their pollen grains through wind 
pollination at great distances. While the spread of tlie seeds of transgenic plants 
may be controllable to some extent, cross fertilization of the wild populations via 
wind-spread transgenic poller~ cannot be controlled. 'l'he only viable options to 
li~nit the spread of tlie transgenic pla~its by seeds or the transgene by pollen are to 
i~npact complete male sterility, if not a complete lack of fertility, in the transgenic 
trees. The question then is, will the advantage of limiting the spread of transgene 
in this way outweigh the advantages of breeding of conitnercially useful genotypes 
with the transgenic material? In other words, li~nitir~g the fertility of transgenic 
trees will force us to depend almost entirely on their propagation by cloning. Tliis 
will also lirnit our ability to amplify the gains of genetic engineering for a given 
trait by incorporating it into a broad genetic background of tlie species, which can 
be done only by co~lventio~lal breeding. The best hope to achieve a practical 
solution to this problem will be to use fertility co~itrolling genes under the regula- 
tion of a promoter that car1 be experimentally induced or suppressetl so that 
infertility can be reversed when desired for breeding purposes. While a number of 
potential mechanisms for controlling male sterility have been discussed (some 
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have also bee11 sl~own to be quite effective) and solne piogress in cont~olling t l~e  
flowering pl~enomenorl has also bee11 made (see Stlauss et al., 1995 for rev~ew), 
stlitable promoters to achieve the reversal of infertility have yet to be identified ; I I I ~  

tested for tlarlsgenic expression. 
Anotller comn~e~cially useful target will be the genetic nianipulation of ea~ ly  

~naturation and c o ~ ~ c  productior~ in conifers for use irr fast breeding cycles to 
incorporate the technology of genetic engirleering into traditional breeding and 
seed p~oductiorl tecl~nolvgies. Our understandirlg of the process of flowering 11;~s 
tren~endously increased over the past few years. A nurnbe~ of gcnes cont~olling the 
timing of Slower productio~l, flower morphology, and the developmei~t of f lowc~s 
have been identified in several plants and some have been tested under transgenic 
conditions (both sense or antise~lse expression) in heterologous hosts These genes 
should help us produce transgenic conifer tlces which show early ilowering, thus 
e~ihat~cing o u ~  capability of reducing the breeding cycle and, in turn, inc~easing the 
bleeding potential. Sirnilar genes need to be identified and characteriled in i~npol- 
tant conifer species. This will aid in i~lcleasir~g the genetic background of rriaterial 
used in agrolorestry and allow 11s to n~anipulate cornplex characteristics of growth, 
yield and morphology of the t~ees.  

Biontass and Other Characteristics 

'Iota1 biomass of a tree is determined by overall growth rates and organic mattel 
accumulation in various tissues of the t~ce .  These arc highly complex pl~cnornena 
w11ich are dependent upon the interplay of plant ho~mones, primary productivity, 
pa~titioning, t~ansport aud cellular ~nctabolisln. In rnost cases, a sirlgle gene may 
not contribute significantly to the ovcrali biomass yield of a plant due to the conl- 
plex interplay of l~o~noeostatic controls of plant metabolism. Iiowever, the results 
of liobsor~ et al. (1996) on the genetic e~~girleering of harvest index (total leaf 
biomass) in tobacco by overexpressior~ of a phytochrome gene indicate the possi- 
bility of increasing some aspects of productivity of plants by a single gene transfer 

Genetic improve~nent of the embryogenic potential of cell cultures may be 
another area of great sig~~ificance lor the t~ansger~ic app~oach. The derno~lst~atior~ 
of improved and prolonged somatic embryogenic potential of carrot cell lines 
through gejlelic manipulation of poiya~nilre ~netabolism (Bastola and Minocha, 
1995) may providc the basis Sol targeting certain metabolic patllways that play a11 
important role in developmer~t. ?'his approach would require a better understanding 
of the molecular and biocl~ernical events associated with sonlatic embryogenesis. 

Some of the other areas that call be targeted for genetic improvelnent of corlifers 
include: juvenility and matu~ity, fast growth of onlamental trees, shape and 
branching pattern of on~amental [lees, aging and senescence, better utilizatiori of 
nutrients, 1nyco1111izal interactions, heavy metal toleral-rce, frag~ance, etc. For 
many of these cl~aracteristics, genes have already been identified and cloned, and 
thus should become available for transgenic expression. 



F111ure Perspectives 

Recent advances in transfer of multigene constructs with polycistronic DNAs 
(Lough et al., l997), the transfer of large (sevcral Ilundretl kb) DNA molecules 
(I-latnilton el crl., 1996), targeting of the transgene to specific sites in the genome, 
manipulation of (he 5' and 3' untranslated regions of the gene to optimize gene 
expression (Icoziel et al., 1996), site directed mutagenesis, tlie use of scaffold 
attachment region (SARs) genes (Allen et a[. ,  1993), gene disruption ant1 replace- 
ment tlirough Iiomologous recombination (Merloll and I-Iooykaas, 1995; Miao artd 
Lam, 1995; Kempin el al., 1997), and a multitude of other approaches to regulate 
the transfer and expression of foreign gelles in tile recipient cells/l)la~~ts, s11ould 
provide exciting new ways to produce liighly desirable plants, including conifers. 
An obvious need in this regard is a concerted effort at testing the tech~lology with 
econoniically important tree species using genes of cornrnercial value, some of 
wliich are already available and many more are being clotled and characterized. 
Ultimately, the selection of tile gene(s) and the plarlt will be determined by a 
balance of economic gains and potential risks of environmental damage or 
purturbance in tlie biodiversity of natural populations. 

The long-tenn (25-50 years) rotation cycle for production of useful tree 
products is a problem for planning of specific targets for genetic engineering of 
trees. 'l'l~e changing tech~iology for the usage of timber, productiori of pulp and 
paper, and the usage of tree biomass for energy production (all requiring different 
types of plantations), raise the most fundamental question 'What trees should be 
planted today to meet the needs of mid 21st century'? Pathogen evolution and 
developrnerlt of resistance over the years could make the plantatiorls highly prone 
to damage after decades of growth in the field. 

The testing of genetically improved stocks typically requires at least 5-10 years 
for fast growing conifers, e.g. Piruts radiafa, and even more tinie for most other 
species. Quantitative trait markers associated with desirable cliaracteristics are 
currently not available to aid in early selectioil and evaluation of the improved 
genotypes. Thus, a broad spectrunl of genetically improved stocks (cell lines) must 
be maintained in the storage banks for rapid cloning ancl plantation at a later date. 
Al t l~ougl~ cryopreservatiorl can help in this situation, this technology has not been 
optimized for most conifer species (Day ailti McLellan, 1YY5). 

Plantation forests during their maturation cycle often serve other hunlan rieeds 
sucli as recreation, wildlife feeding and hunting grounds, and a multitude of urban 
and rural tourism-associated activities. We must develop policies and strategies to 
treat densely-planted agroforestry areas at par with agricultural land lo potentially 
limit its usage for other needs. 

Entire populations of genetically engineered stocks must be clonally propagated 
because the normal reproductive cycles of most conifers are too long to take 
advantage of heterosis. Thus the transferred gene will often be in a heterozygous 
form in most of the tree plantations. 

Ultimately, the success of genetic engineering of conifers will depend upon 
economic gaitls to tlie forester which, due to their long harvesting periods, requires 



long-term investn~ent  into controlled research, deve lop~r~ent  and evaluation of  this 
technology. 

At present, the best that can be  said is that w e  have started to think about and 
plan for using the gene transfer technology for genctic improvement of  trees. There 
have also been sporadic demons t ra t io~~s  of success in the use of presently available 
techniques of transformation. Soon, we  must demonstrate phenotypic improve- 
ment of the product at t l ~ e  field level and demonstrate its ulti~nale gain to the 
forester. This  is  likely to come first with the hardwood species, such a s  Populus 
and Eucnlyptirs, which are relatively faster growing than the conifers but stlare a 
number of commercially useful traits wit11 them (IJan et a/., 1994). 

The authors would like to thank Dr R. 0. Blanchard, Dr  Pierre Charest, M s  S. 
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Scientific contribrttion Number 1985 from the New Hampshire Agricultural 
Experiment Station. 

References 

Allen, G.C., G. Hall, Jr., S. Michalowski, W. Newman, S. Spiker,A.K. Weissinger and W.F. 
Tlio~npson. 1993. I3igl1 level transgene expression in plant cells: Effects of a strong 
scaffold atlaclirnent region fro111 tobacco. Plarzt Cell. 8: 899-913. 

Anzai, I-I., K. Yoneyama and I. Yamaguchi. 1989. Transgenic tobacco resistant to a bacterial 
disease by the detoxification of a pathogenic toxin. Mol Gen Gerrt. 219: 492494. 

Arioli, T., J.E. Burn, A.S. Betzner, and R.E. Williamson. 1998. Response: I ~ Q W  many 
cellulose syntliase-like gene products actually make cellulose. Eerlrls Plant Sci. 3:  
165-166. 

Aronen, T., H. I-llggman and A. Ilolitola. 1994. Transient P-glocuronidase expression in 
Scots pine tissues derived from rualure trees. Carl J ForRes. 24: 2006-2011. 

Aronen, T., A. Holitola, 1-1. Laukkanen and N. Haggman. 1995. Seasonal changes in the 
transient expression of a 35s CaMV-GUS gene construct introduced into Scots pine buds. 
Tree Plzysiol. 15: 65-70. 

Atanasova, R., N. Favct, F. Martz, B. Chabbert, M.-T. Tollier, B. Montis, B. Fritig and M. 
Legrand. 1995. Altered lignin composition in transgenic tobacco expressing O- 
n~ethyltransferase sequences in sense and antisense orientation. Plarlr J .  8: 465477. 

Bartels, D. and D. Nelson. 1994. Approaches to improve stress tolerance using molecular 
genetics. Plorrr Cell Environ. 17: 659-667. 

Rastola, D.R. and S.C. Minocha. 1995. Increased putrescine biosynthesis through transfer 
of mouse ornithine decarboxyl:~se cDNA in carrot promotes somatic embryogenesis. 
Planr Pl~ysiol. 109: 63-71. 

Bekkaoui, F., M. Piloo, E. Laine, D.S.S. Raju, W.L. Crosby and D.I. Dunstan. 1988. 
Transient gene expression in electroporated Picea glazrcai protoplasts. Plorzt Cell Rep. 6: 
476479. 

Bekkaoui, F., R.S.S. Datla, M. I'ilon, T.E. Tautorus, W.L.. Crosby and D.I. Dunstan. 1990. 
?'t~e effects of prorrtoter on transienl expression in conifer cell lines. Tlreor Appl Cerzel. 
79: 353-359. 

Bekkaoui, F., TE. Tautorus and D.1. Dullstan. 1995. Gy~nnosperrn proioplasts. In: Son~atic 



Ger~etic trarrsforrrrariort irr conifers 307 

Embryoger~esis in Woody Plarrts. Vol. I. pp. 167-191. (eds. S.M. Jain, IJ.K. Gupta and R.J. 
Newton). Dordrecllt: Kluwer Acaden~ic I'ublishers. 

Bohlmann, I-l.and K. Apel. 1991. Tliionins. AIIIIII Rev Plar11 PI1ysi01 Plartt Mol Biol. 42: 
227-240. 

Bolinert, H.J., D.E. Nelson and R.G. Jensen. 1995. Adaptations to environmental stresses. 
Plurrt Cell. 7: 1099-1111. 

Bommineni, V.R., R.N. Cllibbar, R.S.S. Datla and E.W.T. Tsang. 1993. Transformation of 
white spruce (Picea glaucn) somatic embryos by ~ilicroprojectile bombardment. Plant 
Cell Rep. 13: 17-23. 

Boudet, A.M., C. Lapierre and J. Grinla-Pettenati. 1995. Biochen~istry and molecular 
biology of lignification. New Plzytol. 129: 203-236. 

Bonrque, J.E. 1995. Antisense strategies for gene manipulation in plants. Plar~t  Sci. 105: 
125. 

Broglie, R., K. Broglie, I. Chiet, D. lloby and M. I-lolliday. 1991. Chitinase expression in 
transgenic plants: A niolecular approach to fungal disease resistance. J Cell Biol. Suppl. 
15.4: 9. 

Brown, R.M. Jr, I.M. Saxena arid K. Kudlicka. 1996. Cellulose biosyntllesis in higher plants. 
Trends Plant Sci. 1: 149-156. 

Brunke, K. and R. Meeusen. 1991. Insect control with genetically engineered crops. Trends 
Biotecl~r~ol: 9: 197-200. 

Campbell, M.M. and R.R. Sederoff. 1996. Variation in lignin content and composition. 
Plant Plrysiol. 110: 3-13. 

Cllarest, P.J., N. Calero, D. Lachance, 1I.S.S. Datla, L.C. Ducliesne and E.W.T. Tsang. 1993. 
Microprojectile-DNA delivery in conifer species: factors affecting assessment of transient 
gene expression using the j%glucuronidase reporter gene. Plant Cell Rep. 12: 189-193. 

Charest, P.J., Y. Devantier and D. Lachance. 1996. Stable genetic transformation of Picea 
r~tariar~a (black spruce) via particle bombardment. III Etro Cell Dev Biol Plarrt. 32: 91-99. 

Chiang, 14.H. and A.M. Dandekar. 1995. Regulation of proline acc~~mulation in Arabidopsis 
tltnliana (L.) Heynh. during development and response to tlesiccation. Plar~t CellErrvir~or~. 
18: 1280b1290. 

Chibbar, R.N. and K.K. Kartha. 1994. Transformation of plant cells by bombardment with 
microprojectiles. In: ~iolec/zrto~ogicn~ A,L~p/ic~lioIIs of Plar~t  Clclhtres. pp. 3 7 4 0 .  (eds. 
P.D. Shargool and T.T. Ngo). Boca Raton, FL: CRC Press. 

Chrispeels, M.J. and C. Maurel. 1994. Acluaporins: 'f'he molecular basis of facilitated water 
movement through living plant cells. Plant Plysiol. 105: 9-13. 

Christou, P. 1994. Gene transfer to plants via particle bombardment. In: Plant Molecnlur 
Biology Manrtal. pp. A2: 1-15. (eds. S.B. Gelvin and R.A. Schilpercort). Bostoii: Kluwer 
Academic Publishers. 

Christou, P. 1996. Transformation teclmology. Trends Plor~t Sci. 1: 423431.  
Clapham, D. and I. Eckberg. 1986. Induction of tu~riors by various strains of Agrobncferinrn 

turrtefucier~s on Abies rtord~rmr~niana and Picea abies. Scarrd .I For Res. 1: 435-437. 
Dale, P.J., J.A. Irwin and J.A. Scheffler. 1993. 'l'he experimental and corn~~~erical  release of 

transgenic crop plants. Plarlt Breed. 111: 1-22. 
Dandekar, A.M., P.K. Gupta, D.J. Durzar~ and V. Knauf. 1987. Transformation and foreign 

gene expression in ~nicropropagated Douglas fir (Psercdotsuga nterrziwii). Biol 
Techr~ology. 5: 587-590. 

Day, J.G. and M.R. McLellan (eds.). 1995. Cryopreservntiorz arrdfieeze-dryirzg Protocols. 
PIX 1-254. 'rotowa, NJ: Humana I'ress. 

DeCleene, M.and J. IIeLey. 1976. The host range of crown gall. Bot Rev. 42: 389466.  
I)e Ida Fuente-Martinez, G., A. Mosqueda-Cano, I,. Alvarez-Morales and Id. I-lerrera- 

Estrella. 1992. Expression of a bacterial pliaseolotoxin-resistant ornithyl transca~barny- 
lase in transge~iic tobacco confers resistance to Pseurlorr~or~us syrirtgae pv.phaseolicola. 
Biollechr~ology. 10: 905-909. 

Del~ner, 11.P. 1998. A hot mutant for cellulose synthesis. h r r d s  Plar~t Sci. 3: 165-166. 



308 SC. 1I4irrocho a r~d  R. Mir~oclra 

Ueroles, S.C. and R.C. tiartl~~er. 1988. Analysis of the T-DNA structure in a large IIIIIII~ICK 

of transgenic petunias generated by Agrobocteriurrr-111ediated tm~~sformation. Plarrt Mol 
Biol. 11: 365-377. 

Doorsselaere, J.V., M. Baucher, E. Cl~ognot, B. Cliz~bbert, M.-T. 'Ibllier, M. peti-Conil, J.-C. 
Leple, G. Pilate, I). Cornu and U. Monties. 1995. A novel lignin in popular trees with a 
redrlced caffeic acidis-hydroxyferulic acid 0-metl~yltransferase activity. Plutrt .1. 8: 
855--864. 

Douglas, C.J. 1996. Phenylpropa~~oid metabolism and lignin biosynthesis: From weeds to 
trees. 7i-errd.5 J'lnrtt Sci. 1: 171-178. 

Drake, P.M.W., A. Jol~n, J.B. Power and M.R. llavey. 1997. Expressio~l of the gus A genc in 
embryogenic cellli~les of Sitka spruce followingAgr-obacterii~rtr-111ediated transformation. 
J Exp Rot. 48: 151-155. 

Duchesne, L.C. and P.J. Charest. 199 1. Transiel~t expression of thc P-glucuronidase gene in 
ernbryogenic callus of Picea nrnrinnn following microprojection. Plnrrt Cell Rep. 10: 
19 1--194. 

Duchesne, L.C. and P.J. Cliarcst. 1902. ESSect of promoter sequence on transient expression 
of tile P-glucuronitlase gene in embryogenic calli of L a r k  x eurolepis anti Piceo nmriar~a 
following micropro~jection. Cnrr J Bor. 70: 175-180. 

Dochesr~e, L.C., M.-A. Leln, P. VOII Aderkas and I?J. CIrarest. 1993. Microprojectile- 
mediated DNAdelivery in haploid and diploid ernbryogenic cells of 1.ari.x spp. Curl J F o r  
Res. 23: 312-316. 

During, K., P. Porscl~, M. Fladur~g and H. 13rz. 1993. Transgenic potato plants resistant lo 
the phytopathogenic 11:1cteriurn Erwinia car-o~over-a. Plarrt J. 3: 587-598. 

Ellis, D.D. 1995. Transformation of gymnosperms. In: Sorrlatic Entbryogerresis in Woody 
I'larrls, Vol. I. pp. 227-251. (eds S.M. Jain, I'.K. Gupta and ll.J. Newton) Dordrecht: 
Kluwer Academic f'oblisl~ers. 

Ellis, I).D., D.E. McCabe, S. Mclnnis, R. Rarnachandran, D.R.Russell, K.M. Wallace, R.J. 
Martinell, D.R. I<oherts, K.E Raffa and 13.H. McCown. 1993. Stable tra~lsforrnation of 
Piceo glauco by particle acceleration. Bio/Technol. 11: 84-89. 

Ellis, D.D., D. McCabe, 1). Russell, B. Martinell and B.1-l. McCown. 1991. Expression of 
inducible angiosperm promoters in a gylnnosperrn, Picea glnucn (white spruce). Plarlr 
Mol Biol. 17: 19-27. 

Ellis, D., D. Iloberts, B. Su t to~~,  W. Lazaroff, D. Webb and R.  Flinn. 1989. Transformation 
of white spruce and other conifer species by Agrobacterium turnefaciens. Plnrrt CeNRep. 
8: 1 6 2 0 .  

Flavell, R.B. 1994. Inactivation of gene expressio~~ in plants as a consequence of specific 
sequence duplication. Proc NatlAcud Sci USA. 91: 3490-3496. 

Gartland, K.M.A. and M.R. Davey. 1995.Agrobacterirnrrr Protocols. pp. 1 4 1 7 .  Totowa, NJ: 
Hurnana Press. 

Graha~n. L.A., Y.-C. Lion, V.K. Walker and EL. Davies. 1997. Hyperactive antifreeze 
protein from beetles. Nature. 388: 727-728. 

Gupta, I'.K., A.M. 1)andekar and D.J. Durzan. 1988. Somatic p~oembryo formation and 
transient expression of a luciferase gene in Douglas fir and loblolly pine protoplasts. 
Plarrt Sci. 58: 85-92. 

Haggrnan, 13.J. and T.S. Aronen. 1996. Agrobacterium mediated diseases and genetic 
transformation in forest trees. In: Forest nees  arzd Palnrs: Disecrses nrtd Corrtrol. pp. 
135-179. (eds. Raychaudhuri and K. Maramorosch). New Delhi: Oxford and IBH Publ. 

llaggman, H., T.S. Aronen arid T.0. Nikkanen. 1997. Gene transfer by particle bombard- 
ment to Nonvay spruce and Scots pine pollen. Carl J For Res. 27: 928-935. 

Main, R. H.-J. Reif, E. Kmuse, R. Langebartels, H. Kindl, B. Vornatn, W. Wiese, E. 
Schmeizer, P.H. Sclireier, R.H. Stocker and K. Stenzel. 1993. Disease resistance results 
from foreign phytoalexin expression in a novel plant. Nature. 361: 153-156. 

I-lamilton, C.M., A. Frary, C. Lewis and S.D. Tanksley. 1996. Stable transfer of intact high 
~nolecular weight DNA into plant cllromosonles. Proc Natl Acad Sci 1J.M. 93: 



9975-9979. 
I-Ian, K.ll., 1'. Fleming, I<. Walker, M. Loper, W.S. Cllilton, U. Mocek, M.I? Gordon and 

1i.G. Floss. 1994. Genetic transfor~ni~tior~ of 111ature T i u s :  An apl~roach to genetically 
control the irt vilr-o production of the anitc;lnccr drug, taxol. Plarlt Sci. 95: 187-196. 

Ilan, K.-W., M.1'. Gordon and S.1-I. Strauss. 1996. Cellular a ~ ~ d  inolecular biology of 
Agrobncferitctri-metliated traiislorrnation o r  plants and its application lo genetic 
t ra~~sfornlal io~~ of Pol~tc[tts. In: Biology of Poprtltts and its Irrtplicafiotts for Mnnager,~ertt 
and Cott.ser~~oliorl, Part  I. (eds. 1Z.E Slettler, I-I.D. Bradsl~aw, Jr., I?E. Iledn~an ant1 T.N. 
I-linckley). Ottawa: NRC Researcl~ Press. 

Hay, I., D. Lachance, P. volt Atjerkas and P.J. Charest. 1994. Transient cllimeric gene 
expression in polle~i of live conifer species following niicroparticle bonibardment. Cart J 
For Res. 24: 241 7-2423. 

Herrera-Cstrella and J .  Simpson. 1995. Genetically er~gi~ieered resistance to bacterial and 
fungal pathogens. World J Micro Biolechrtol. 11: 383-392. 

Hightower, II., C. Batle~i, E. I'enzes, I? Lund and P. Dnnsntuir. 1091. Expressiott of anti- 
freeze proteins in transgenic plants. Plarrt Mol Biol. 17: 1013-1021. 

Huang, Y., A.M. Diner and 1j.E Karnosky. 199 1. Agrohac~eri~ori rllizogerles-rnetfiatetl gene- 
tic transformation and regeneration of a conifer: Lark  decidtta. I11 Vitr-o Cell Dev Biol. 27: 
201-207. 

Ingram, J. anti D. Bartels. 1996. The molecular basis o i  dehydration tolerance in plants. 
Artrirt Rev Plnr~t I'ltysiol Plntit Mol Biol. 47: 377-403. 

Ishitani, M., T. Nakamura, S.Y. Elan and T. Takebe. 1995. Expression of the betair~e 
aldehyde deltydrogeriase gene in response to osrnotic stress and abscisic acid. Plartt Mol 
Biol. 27: 307-315. 

Jairi, S.M., I?K. Gupta and R.J. Newton (eds.). 1995a. Sotrtalic Etttbryogertesis irr Woody 
I'latits. Vol. I. Dordrecl~t: Kluwer Academic Publishers. 

Jain, S.M., I'.K. Gupta ar~d R.J. newt or^ (eds.). 199%. Sorrrufic Erribr-yoger~esis irt Woody 
Plar~ts. Vol. 2. Dordrecht: Kluwer Academic Puhlishers. 

Jaitt, S.M., P.K. Gupta end R.J. Newton (eds.). 1 9 9 5 ~ .  Sotnnlic Enlbryogolesis itt Woody 
Plarzts. Vol. 3. Dordrecht: Kluwer Acadernic l'ublisllers. 

Jia, Z., N. McCullough, IZ. Martel, S. I-lentmingsen and P. Young. 1992. Gene a~nplifications 
at a locus encoding a putative Nat/W antiporter confers sodium and lithium tolerance in 
fission yeast. EMBO J. 11: 1631-1640. 

Jones, H. (ed.). 1995. Plattt Gene 7iartsfer atzd Expression Protocols. Totowa, NJ: 1-Iumana 
Press. 

Jorgensen, R.A., P.D. Cluster, J. English, Q. Que and C.A. Napoli. 1996. Chalcone synthase 
cos~~ppressiorr phertotypes in petunia flowers: comparison of sense vs. a~ttisense con- 
structs and single vs. contplex T-DNA sequences. Plartt Mol Biol. 31: 957-973. 

Kahl, G. and P. Winter. 1995. Plarit genetic erigirleering for crop iniprovement. World J 
Micr-ohiol Biolechriol. 11: 449-460. 

Kajita, S., S. I-lisliiyania, Y. Tornirnura, Y. Katayanla and S. Omori. 1997. Strnctural 
characterization of modified ligrlin in transgenic tobacco plants in wl~ich the activity of 
4-cournarate: coenzymeA ligase is depressed. Platrt Pltysiol. 114: 871-870. 

Kaldenhoff, R., A. Kolling, J. Meyers, U. Karmann, G. Ruppel and G. Richter. 1995. The 
blue light responseA1ltI12 gene of Arabidol~sis thalinna is primarily expressed in expand- 
ing as well as differentiating cells and encodes a putative channel protein of 
plasmalernn~a. Plarit J. 7: 87-95. 

ICavarlagh, T.A. and C. Spillane. 1995. Strategies for engineering virus resistarlce in trans- 
genic plants. El~plzyfica. 85: 149-158. 

Kavi Kishor, P.B., Z. Horlg, G.-1-1. Miao, C.-A.A. Ilu and D.P.S. Verma. 1995. 
Overexpressio~t of I-pyrroline-5-carboxylak synthetase illcreases prolille production and 
confers osmotolerance in transgenic plants. Plarrf Pl~ysiol. 108: 1387-1394. 

Kempin, S.A., S.J. Liljegren, L.M. Block, S.D. Rounsley, E. Larn and M.F. Yanofsky. 1997. 
Targeted disruption in Arabidopsis. Nulure. 389: 802403.  



310 S.C. Minocho and R. Mitzocha 

Koziel, M.G., G.L. Beland, C. Bowman, N.B. Carozzi, R. Crenshaw, L. Crossland, J.  
Dawson, N. Desai, M. Hill, S. Kadwell, K. Iaunis, K. Lewis, D. Maddox, K. McPherson, 
M.R. Meghji, E. Merlin, R. Rhodes, G.W. Warren, M. Wright and S.V. Evola. 1993. Field 
performance of elite transgenic maize plants expressing an insecticidal protein derivetl 
from Bocilhrs fhuringiensis. Bio/7echrtolog)~. It:  194-200. 

Koziel, M.G., N.B. Carozzi and N. Desai. 1996. Optimizing expression of transgenes with 
an emphasis on post-transcriptional events. Plarrt Mol Biol. 32: 393-405. 

Kudlicka, K. and R.M. Brown, Jr. 1997. Cellulose and callose biosynthesis in plants. I. 
Solubilization and separation of (1-3)-and ( 1 4 4 )  /?-glucan synthase activities from 
mung bean. Plnrrt Pl~ysiol. 115: 643-656. 

Lazzeri, P.A. and P.R. Shewry, 1994. Biotechnology of cereals. In: Uiotechnology and 
Genetic Engirreering Reviews. pp. 79-145. (ed. M.P. Tombs). Andover, MD: Intercept 
Ltd. 

Lee, D. and C.J. Douglas. 1997. Manipulation of plant gene expression using antisense 
RNA. In: Methods in Plarrt Biocl~emistry nrld Molecrrlar Biology. pp. 423439. (ed. W.J. 
Dashek). Boca Raton, FL: CRC Press. 

LsvCe, V., M.-A. Lelu, L. Jouanin, D. Cornu and G. Pilate. 1997. Agrobacterium 
tu~nefacietrs-mediated transforntation of hybrid larch (Lark kaenrpferi < L. rlecid~ra) and 
transgenic plant regeneration. Plat11 Cell Rep. 16: 680-685. 

Lilius, G., N. 1-lolrnberg and L. Rulow. 1996. Enl~anced NaCl stress tolerance in transgenic 
tobacco expressing bacterial cltoline dehydrogenase. BiolTechrrology. 14: 177-180. 

Lougl~, T., C. Tourneur, J. Masson and C. Robaglia. 1997. Expression of genes in transgenic 
plants from bicistronic transcriptional units. Plarzt Sci. 129: 91-99. 

Lurquin, P.F. 1997. Gene transfer by electroporation. Mol Biotechno1. 7: 5-35. 
MacKay, J.J., I1.M. O'Malley,T. Presenell, El,. Booker, M.M. Campbell, R.W. Whetten and 

R.R. Sederoff. 1997. Inheritance, gene expression, and lignin characterization in a mutant 
pine deficient in Coonamble alcol~ol dehydrogenase. Proc Not Acad Sci USA. 94: 
8255-8260. 

Magnussen, D., D. Clapham, R. Gronroos and S. Von Arnold. 1994. Induction of hairy and 
normal roots on Picea abies, Pit111s sy11)estris and Pi~rus corrforta by Agrohacterirrnz 
rl~izogerres. Scorld J For Re.s. 9: 46-51. 

Martini, N., M. Egen, I. Runtz and G. Strittrnalter. 1993. Promoter sequences of a potato 
pathogenesis-relz~tetl gene mediate transcriptional activation selectively upon fungal 
infection. Mol Gerr Ge~tet. 236: 179-186. 

Martinussen, I., 0. Junttila and D. Twell. 1994. Optimization of trarisient gene expression in 
pollen of Norway spruce (Picea abies) by particle acceleration. I'ltysiol Plant. 92: 
412-416. 

Matzke, M.A. and A.J.M. Matzke. 1995. Wow and why do plants inactivate homologous 
transgenes? Plar~t Plrysiol. 107: 679-085. 

McGaughey, W.11. ant1 M.E. Wl~alon. 1992. Managing insect resistance to Bacillns 
dzuri~lgierlsis toxins. Scier~ce. 258: 1451-1455. 

Merlon, R. and P.J.J. Mooyk;tas. 1995. Gene replacernent. Mol Breed. 1: 123. 
Miao, A,-13. and E. Lant. 1995. Targeted disruption of the TGA3 locus in Arabirlopsis 

drol ia~~a.  Plant J .  7: 359--365. 
Mihalijevic, S., S. Stipkovic and S. Jelaska. 1996. Increase of root induction in l'itrus nigra 

explants using agrobacteria. Plarrt Cell Rep. 15: 610-614. 
MofFdt, A.S. 1998. Toting up the early harvest of transgenic plants. Sciettce 282: 21762178. 
Morris, J.W., L.A. Castle and R.O. Morris. 1989. Efficacy of tlifferent Agrobacterium 

tli~trefacier~s strains in tra~~sfor~nation of pir~aceous gymnosperms. Pll)~siol Mol Plorft 
Patlrol. 34: 451-461. 

Murata, N., 0. Isllizaki-Nisltizawa, S. IIigashi, N. llayashi, Y. Bsaka and I. Nishida. 1992. 
Genetically engineered alteration in the chilling sensitivity of plants. Nature. 356: 
710-713. 

Mushegian, A.R. and R.J. Sllepl~ertl. 1995. Genetic elernents of plant viruses as tools for 



genetic engineering. Microhiol Rev. 59: 548-578. 
Neuhaus, J., P. Ahl-Goy, U. Hinz, S. Flores and F. Meins. 1991. High-level expression of a 

tobacco chitinase gene in Nicotiarra sylvestris. Susceptibility of transgenic plants to 
Cercospora rricotiarrae infection. Plant Mol Biol. 16: 141-151. 

Nickoloff, J.A. 1995. Plartt Cell Elec~roporatiorr arrd Ebctrofrtsiorr Protocols. Totowa, NJ: 
I-lurnalia Press. 

Ober, E.S. and R.E. Sharp. 1994. Proline accumulation in maize (Zea mays L.) prirnary 
roots at low water potentials. Plant Pltysiol. 105: 981--987. 

Palmer, K.E. and E.P. Rybicki. 1997. The use of geminiviruses in biotechnology and plant 
molecular biology, with particular focus on Mastreviruses. Plant Sci. 129: 115-130. 

Pappu, I-I.R., C.L. Niblett and R.F. Lee. 1995. Applicatior~ of recombinant DNA technology 
to plant protection: Molecular approaches to engineering virus resistance in crop plants. 
World J Microbial Biotechnol. 11: 426-437. 

Pilon-Smits, E.A.N., M.J.M. Ebskamp, M.J.W. Jeuken, I'.J. Weisbeek and S.C.M. 
Smeekens. 1995. lrnproved performance of transgenic fr~~ctan-accumulating tobacco 
under drought stress. Plarrt Physiol. 107: 125-130. 

Powell-Abel, P., R.S. Nelson, B. De, N. I-Ioffman, S.G. Rogers, R.T. Fraley and R.N. 
Beachy. 1986. Delay of disease development in transgenic plants that express the tobacco 
mosaic virus coat protein gene. Scier~ce. 232: 73U-743. 

Raffa, K.E 1989. Genetic engineering of trees to enhance resistance to insects: Evaluating 
the risks of biotype evaluation and secondary pest outbreak. l3ioScie11ce. 39: 524-534. 

Rey, M., M.V. Gonzalez, R.J. Ordas, R. 'Tavazza and G. Ancora. 1996. Factors affecting 
transierit gene expression in cultured radiata pine cotyledons following particle 
bombardment. I'ltysiol Plar~t. 96: 630-636. 

Rhotles, D. and A.D. Hanson. 1993. Quaternary ammonium and tertiary sulfonium 
compounds in higher plants. Anrru Rev Plarrt Physiol Plarrt Mol Hiol. 44: 357-384. 

Robertson, D., A.K. Weissinger, R. Ackley, S. Glover and R.R. Sederoff. 1992. Genetic 
transformation of Norway spruce (Picen ahies (L..) Karst) using so~r~atic er~~bryo explants 
hy microprojectile bombardment. I'lnr~t Mol Bioi. 19: 925-935. 

Robson, P.R.H., A.C. McCormac, A.S. lrvi~ie and 13. Smith. 1996. Genetic engineering of 
harvest index in tobacco through overexpressio~i of a phytochrome gene. Nature 
Bio~ecltrtol. 14: 995-998. 

Romero, C., J.M. Belles, J.1,. Vaya, R. Serrano and F.A. Culiancz-Macia. 1997. Expression 
of the yeast trerehalose-6-phosphate syrtthase gene in transgenic tobacco plants: Pleiotropic 
phenotypes inclutle drought tolerarrce. Planta. 201: 293--297. 

Sederoff, R., M. Campbell, D. O'Malley and R. Whette~i. 1994. Genetic regulation of lignin 
biosynthesis and the potential modification of wood by genetic engineerir~g irl loblolly 
pine. in: Gertetic Errgirteerittg of Plarrt Secorrdary Metabolisrn. pp. 313-355. (eds. B.E. 
Ellis el (11.) New York: Plenum Press. 

Shillito, R.D. and 1. Potrykus. 1987. Direct gene transfer to protoplasts of dicotyledonous 
and monocotyledonous plants by a ~~uniber of methods, including electroporation. 
Methods Errzyr?rol. 153: 313-336. 

Shin, 13.-I., G.K. Podila, Y. Huang and D.E Karnosky. 1994. Transgenic larch expressing 
genes for herbicide and insect resistance. Cart J For Res. 24: 2059-2067. 

Stomp, A.-M., A. Weissinger and 11.11. Sederoff. 1901. Transient expression from 
microprojectile-mediated DNA transfer in Pirtrts fneda. I'larrt Cell Rep. 10: 187-190. 

Strauss, S.II., W.H. Rottma1i11,A.M. Rrunr~er ant1 L.A. Slieppard. 1994. Genetic engineering 
of sterility in forest trees. Mol Breed 1: 5-26. 

Strittmetter, G. and D. Wegener. 1993. Genetic engineering of disease and pest resistance in 
plants: Preserit state of the art. Z Naturforsch. 48C: 673-088. 

Tarczynski, M.C., R.G. Jenser~ and 11. Bohnert. 1993. Stress protection of transgenic 
tobacco by production of the osmolyte niannitol. Science. 259: 508-510. 

Tautorus, T.E., F. Bekkaoui, M. l'ilon, R.S.S. Datla, W.L. Crosby, L.C. Fowke and D.I. 
I>unstan. 1989. Factors aflecting transient gene expression in electroporated black spruce 



312 S.C. Mirzocha rrrrd R. A4irroclra 

(Picerr rrmrinnn) aod jack pine (Pirnrs bnnksiann) protoplasts. Ureor- Appl Gerref. 78: 
531-536. 

'I'liomas, J.C., M. Sepalii, U. Arentlall and 1I.J. Bohnert. 1995. Enhanccmcnt of sceti 
gerrninalior~ in high salinity I)y er~gineering r~~arlititol expressiort in Arabidopsis tlrulirrna. 
Plnrrf Cell Erruirorr. 18: 801406. 

Tinland, B. 1996. The ilttegratiorl of T-DNA into plant genonles. 7iL.rrrI,~ Plnrtt Sci. 1: 
178-184. 

Trt~del, J., C. Potvin and A. Asselin. 1992. Expression of active lien egg wl~ite lysozyzn~e in 
transgenic tobacco. Plnrrf Sci. 87: 55-67. 

Wallis, J.G., H. Wang and D.J. Guerra. 1997. Expressior~ of a synthetic antifreeze protein in 
potato reduces electrc~lyte release at freezir~g temperatures. P/ant Mol Biol. 35: 323-330. 

Walter, C., D.R. S~ni t l~ ,  M.B. Connett, L. Glace and I).W.lZ. White. 1994. A hiolistic 
approach for the transfer and expression of a gusAreporter gene in embryogenic cultu~cs 
of I'irrrts I-ndintn. Plnrrt Cell Rep. 14: 69-74. 

Weising, K. and G. Kahl. 1996. Natural genetic engineering of plant cells. The molecular 
biology of crown gall arid hairy root disease. UbrldJ Microbial Bioreclrrrol. 12: 327-351. 

Whetton, R. and It. Sederoff. 1995. Lignin biosynthesis. Plnrrf Cell. 7: 1001-1013. 
Wilson, S.M., XA. l'horpe and M.M. Molorley. 1989. PEG-mediated expression of GUS 

and CAT genes expressior~ in protoplasts front embryogenic suspension cultures of Picen 
glaricn. Plnrrf Cell Rep. 7: 704-707. 

Wu, I-l., C.S. Echt, M.1'. Popp ant! J.M. Davis. 1997. Molecular cloning, structure and 
expression of art elicitor-inducible cl~itinase gene Srorn pine trees. Plnr~f Mu! Biol. 33: 
979-987. 

Yao, K., V. De Luca a ~ ~ d  N. Brisson. 1995. Creation of a metabolic sink for tryptophan alters 
the phenylpropanoid pathway and susceptibility of potato to Plryfopl~tlrora ir~fesfarrs. 
Plor~f Cell. 7: 1787-1799. 

Ye, B., N.1-l. Miillcr, J. Zhang ant1 J. Gressel. 1997. Constitutively elevated levels of 
putrescine and putrescine-generating enzymes correlated with oxidant stress resistance in 
Corryzn hormrierrsis arid wheat. Plarrr Plzy.~iol. 115: 1443-145 1. 

Ye, Z.11. et a/. 1994. An alternative methylation pathway in ligniri biosynthesis in Zirurin. 
Plnrlf Cell. 6: 1427-1439. 

Yihr:rlt, 1-I.S., G. Manders, D.1-l. Clapham and S. Volt h o l d .  1994. Biological factors 
affecting transient transformation in embryogenic suspension cultures of lJicea abies. J 
Plartt Plry.~iol. 144: 472-478. 

Zambryski, P. 1992. Chronicles from the Agrobacferiurrr-pla~~t cell DNA transfer story.Arrrrti 
Rev Plarrt Plrysiol Plar~t Mol Biol. 43: 465490. 




