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Abstract

Arabidopsis plasma membrane nanodomains have been visualized in vivo using Remorin proteins of the
taxonomic group 1b. The physiological role of such domains is to facilitate protein-protein interactions near the
plasma membrane and to act as signal transducing platforms, routing information from the extra- to the intracellular
side of the cell. Beneath sterols and sphingolipids as lipid components, group 1b Remorin proteins showed a
strong tendency to accumulate in nanodomains. In contrast to sterol- and sphingolipid enriched membrane domain-
counterparts in animals, individual Arabidopsis nanodomains did not exhibit any kind of lateral movement in the
plane of the membrane. Since group 1b Remorins are reported to form microfilaments in vitro, assemblies of
Remorin microfilaments with stable structures could have an impact on domains” lateral stability in the plane of
the membrane. To test a possible influence of cell wall components on the mobility of individual Remorin proteins
resident in plasma membrane nanodomains FRAP-experiments were performed in Arabidopsis mesophyll tissue
and protoplasts, using fluorescently labeled group 1b Remorins. It was revealed that the cell wall has a stabilizing

effect on the mobility of individual Remorins resident in nanodomains.
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Introduction

Plant plasma membrane domains have been visualized in vivo
using sterol-dependent proteins of the Remorin family [1,2]. The
Remorin gene family is unique to plants, found in angiosperms,
gymnosperms and bryophytes [3]. To this date there is still minor
knowledge concerning specific gene functions of individual family
members [4]. The prototype Remorin has been isolated as cDNA from
Solanum tuberosum and was initially assumed to be a PM-associated
uronide binding protein that gets phosphorylated in the presence of
oligogalacturonides [3,5] In vital tomato plants it has been shown
that the orthologous protein, named Solanum tuberosum Remorin 1.3
(StReml1.3), is able to physically interact with a movement protein of
the potato virus X and thereby to impair viral cell to cell movement
[1]. StRem1.3 formed membrane patches when expressed in tobacco,
BY-2 cells, and in Arabidopsis. In tobacco, the patch size was revealed
to be about 80 nm in diameter using electron microscopy [1]. In
Arabidopsis the patch size was measured to be around 100 nm in
diameter, employing STED - superresolution microscopy. Recently
two Remorin orthologues from Arabidopsis thaliana were isolated;
these proteins - namely AtReml.2 and AtReml.3 - showed strong
sterol dependencies in vitro and formed plasma membrane patches
when expressed in plant cells [6] These patches were reminiscent of the
patchy pattern of StRem1.3 in tobacco, exhibiting a similar size. Based
on the tendency to preferably linger in sterol-rich lipid environments,
AtRem1.2, AtRem1.3 and StRem1.3 accumulated in plasma membrane
domains when expressed in viable Arabidopsis mesophyll cells where
they showed a strong correlation. Therefore, group 1b Remorins
were introduced as in vivo marker proteins for plasma membrane
nanodomains in plants. Subsequently, it was demonstrated that almost
all of the 16 remorin proteins known in Arabidopsis thaliana localize
to (different) membrane microdomain platforms [2]. Concerning
physiological roles of sterol- and sphingolipid-enriched compartments
it was demonstrated in Arabidopsis that regulatory protein-protein
interactions occur therein, as shown for the CPK21-mediated activation
of the ion channel SLAH3 [7]. It is now established that sterols [8] and

sterol-protein interactions play a role in the compartmentalization of
plasma membrane proteins in plants and that these interactions play
regulatory roles [9]. Findings suggested that Remorin-tagged domains
would serve as protein-protein interaction sites in vital Arabidopsis
plasma membranes.In animal cells sterol-enriched compartments in
the plane of the plasma membrane, involved in mediating signaling
processes, havebeen defined as membrane - or lipid rafts [10,11]. Animal
raft domains are characterized by elevated sterol- and sphingolipid
levels and further by the ability to include or exclude proteins to variable
extents [12]. The majority of raft-affine proteins is involved in signal
transduction events, like a-subunits of heterotrimeric G-proteins,
glycosylphosphatidyl-inositol(GPI)-anchored proteins, Src-family
kinases, particularly palmitoylated transmembrane proteins, and
cholesterol-linked and palmitoylated proteins [13]. Beneath differences
in their protein- and lipid composition membrane domains in plants
differ from their counterpart in animals with respect towards the
lateral mobility of these lipid-protein assemblies. In contrast to animal
membrane rafts plant nanodomains were detected to be virtually
immobile regarding a lateral diffusion in the plane of the membrane,
exhibiting high temporal and spatial stability [2]. The immobility of
plant membrane domains as a whole or the proteins therein could
be explained either by attachment to intracellular structures like the
cytoskeleton or microtubules or by fixation to components of the
extracellular cell wall. While postulated that the actin cytoskeleton
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plays an important role in regulating dynamic movement of proteins
between different membrane phases, microtubules were not considered
important for microdomain formation.

To fathom the nature of this stability, a transgenic Arabidopsis
line was created, in which an eGFP-tagged group 1b Remorin has been
overexpressed. Real time FRAP-experiments in Arabidopsis mesophyll
cells and protoplasts should bring clues concerning the mobility
of single eGFP::StReml.3 fusion proteins in nanodomains. FRAP-
experiments might help to identify an involvement of Remorin proteins
in the formation and maintenance of a filament-like nanostructure or
even a scaffold involved in anchoring individual domains in the plane
of the membrane by incurring interactions with stable structures, i.e.
components of the cell wall.

Material and Methods

Plant transformation

The transformation method based on the floral dipping
method, employing an Agrobacterium-mediated gene transfer [14].
Transformed Arabidopsis thaliana Col 0 plants and seeds were selected
on agar plates containing antibiotics, then grown in conventional soil.

Particle Inflow Gun

For transient plant transformations a home built gene gun was
used employing tungsten as DNA-carrier, following the protocol of
Raffaele, et al. [15]. Helium gas was used as kinetically incitement for a
successful bombardment of intact mesophyll tissues with DNA-coated
tungsten particles. Transient gene expression was detectable within 16-
24 h post bombardment; following the gene bombardment tissues were
incubated in pure water in the dark at room temperature.

Protoplast Generation

Leaves of 8 to 10 week old transgenic eGFP::StRem1.3 A. thaliana
col 0 plants were cut into small sections (1 x 1 cm) and were incubated
for up to 3 h in digestion buffer at 28°C in an incubation shaker (30
rpm). The digestion buffer contained cellulase (0.8% w/v; Onozuka
R10; Onozuka, Yakult Pharmaceutical Industry; Tokyo, Japan),
pectolyase (0.1% w/v; Sigma Aldrich; Taufkirchen, Germany), bovine
serum albumin (0.5% w/v) and polyvinylpyrolidone (0.5% w/v); finally
calcium chloride was added (1 mM). The osmolarity was adjusted to
280 milliosmol/kg using sorbitol; the pH was adjusted to 5.6 (MES-
Tris). Protoplasts were separated by centrifugation (80-100 rpm, 10
min, 4°C) from undigested leaf leftovers. After the centrifugation
step protoplasts were carefully transferred into a suited vessel and
stringently kept on ice.

Fluorescence Microscopy

Images were obtained using confocal microscopes (Zeiss LSM5
Pascal; Carl Zeiss Microimaging, Jena, Germany or TCS SP5; Leica,
Mannheim, Germany).

Fluorescence recovery after photo bleaching (FRAP)
acquisition and analysis

The FRAP-data were acquired with either the Leica LASAF FRAP
Wizard or Zeiss LSM5 Pascal FRAP program, under the imaging
conditions listed above. The bleach area on the surface of the plasma
membrane was always a 1.5 um diameter disc. The data could be
acquired every 0.25 seconds but were reduced to 5 seconds between
analysis point for the purposes of this manuscript. The images were
analyzed with Image J (NIH, USA) and the data was exported to

Origin (Origin Labs, USA). Average fluorescence intensities within
ROIs in the bleached regions were analyzed to obtain the recovery
data. Corrections were made for photobleaching during scanning
by monitoring neighboring cells and analyzing their signals. Mobile
fractions were calculated and the recovery was fit to the equation:

I=A1 - A2%exp(-k*t)

Where I is the average intensity, k is the rate of the exponential
recovery, tis the time, A1 is the full recovery value and A2 is the value of
the drop in intensity after the bleach. The lateral diffusion coefficients,
D, were determined from

2
D=L |k
41n2
Where p is the bleach depth (determined to be 1.2), w is the radius
of the bleach area and k is the fitted rate constant.

Results

In the transgenic Arabidopsis line eGFP:StRem1.3 was expressed
in leaves (Figure 1A), guard cells (Figure 1B and 1C) and stems (Figure
1D and 1E), exhibiting the Remorin-typical patchy pattern throughout
the plasma membrane. In roots there was no eGFP-specific signal
detectable, which could be traced back to a weak expression level of
the fusion protein. In native Arabidopsis plants group 1b Remorins are
considerably expressed in roots [16] the lack of fluorescence in root
tissues was a consequence of the place of insertion of Agrobacteriums’
tumor-DNA into the Arabidopsis genome and not necessarily to
physiological means. The overexpression of StRem1.3 in Arabidopsis
neither led to any obvious phenotype nor to any subcellular structural
abnormalities. With fluorescently tagged group 1b Remorins as
in vivo marker proteins for nanodomains there was no lateral
movement of individual domains detectable in time periods of up to
60 minutes (not shown). To get some clues concerning the molecular
organization of individual Remorin proteins within nanodomains
fluorescence recovery after photobleaching (FRAP)-experiments were
performed using transgenic Arabidopsis eGFP::StRem1.3 lines. FRAP-
experiments in intact mesophyll tissue revealed that the fluorescence
of the fusion protein did not recover over a time period of more than
120 seconds, which suggested that individual eGFP::StRem1.3 proteins
are proper immobile within plasma membrane nanodomains. This
situation dramatically changed upon removal of cell wall components
by making use of proteolytic enzymes (see Material and Methods
section), which enabled a complete digestion of cell wall components
surrounding the plasma membrane to create protoplasts. Upon
the creation of protoplast (Figure 2A), the same patchy pattern of
green fluorescence could still be observed (Figure 2B) (and with red
chlorophyll fluorescence (Figure 2C) as in the intact plants (Figure
1A-1D). However, fluorescence recovery of eGFP::StRem1.3 proteins
in protoplasts began immediately after the bleaching (Figure 3B). The
relative half maximal fluorescence recovered in 106 seconds. Within
the documented time frame of 130 sec fluorescence recovered to a
relative value of t,, =0.63 (t,=0.15), which reflected a recovery rate of
69% (Figure 3B). The diffusion coeflicient [D] was calculated to be
about 5.14x10™* um?*/s with a mobile fraction of 0.62 (immobile fraction:
0.38). These results indicated that the majority of fluorescent Remorin
proteins were laterally mobile within plasma membrane nanodomains
in protoplasts. At the same time individual Remorin-tagged domains
remained their spatial stability in the plane of the membrane (Figure
3B, insets). FRAP-experiments revealed that cell wall components had
a stabilizing influence on the mobility of individual Remorin proteins
within a single nanodomain. Since Remorins of the taxonomic group 1b
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Figure 1: Expression patterns of the eGFP::StRem1.3 in Arabidopsis thaliana.
A) Expression pattern (green) of the StRem1.3 in epidermal and mesophyll
leaf cells. B) Expression pattern (green) of the StRem1.3 in a guard cell
with chlorophyll in red. C) Transmission image of the guard cell from B). D)
Expression pattern (green) of the StRem1.3 in plant stems. E) Transmission
image of the plants stem from D). (Scale bars=10 um).

Figure 2: Expression pattern of the eGFP::StRem 1.3 in protoplasts from
Arabidopsis thaliana. A) Transmission image of a protoplast from mesophyll
cells. B) Expression pattern (green) of the StRem1.3 in protoplasts from
Arabidopsis thaliana. The same patchy green patter noticed in Figure 1A and
1B can be observed in protoplasts. C) Expression pattern chlorophyll in red in
the protoplast. (Scale bars=10 pym).
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Figure 3: Fluorescence Recovery after Photobleaching (FRAP) reveals
different mobility between mesophyll cells and protoplasts from mesophyll
cells. A) FRAP images (upper images) and three separate FRAP traces (circles,
squares and triangles) (lower graph) of single spots of different mesophyll cells
and the average FRAP (red line). The recovery amount was less than 20%
in 120 seconds. B) FRAP images (upper images) and three separate FRAP
traces (circles, squares and triangles) (lower graph) of single spots of different
protoplasts of mesophyll cells and the average FRAP (red line). The recovery
amount was nearly 70% on average in 106 seconds.

do not contain any known transmembrane motifs [17], these proteins
must be attached to the plasma membrane from the cytosolic side [1].
The c-terminal anchoring of StRem1.3 has also been demonstrated by
Perraki et al. [17], Therefore direct interactions with stable extracellular
structures seemed very unlikely. Nevertheless it has been shown for
StRem1.3 ex vivo that this protein is able to bind oligogalacturones as

well as fractionated pectin - these compounds are protein components
of cell walls [18].

Discussion

Remorins of the taxonomic group 1b are invariably associated with
membranes. Since Remorins are exhibiting hydrophilic profiles lacking
known transmembrane motives, group 1b Remorins must be and have
been demonstrated to be attached to the plasma membrane from the
cytosolic side [15-17]. FRAP-experiments revealed that components of
the cell wall have a stabilizing effect regarding the mobility of single
Remorin proteins within individual nanodomains. Suggestions of this
general concept have been made previously [19] but not for sterol-
dependent plasma membrane proteins that compartmentalize. In
intact mesophyll tissue single eGFP::StReml.3 fusion proteins did
not show a fluorescence recovery (Figure 3A). Referring to the data a
majority of StRem1.3 proteins appeared to be proper immobile when
the plasma membrane is surrounded by an intact cell wall structure.
In protoplasts cell wall components were enzymatically removed. As
a consequence the majority of eGFP::StRem1.3 proteins were mobile
and showed a fluorescence recovery reaching half of the relative initial
fluorescence intensity (half maximal fluorescence) after 106 seconds,
with an diffusion coeflicient [D] of about 5.14 x 10* pm?/s. The mobile
fraction was calculated to 0.62 (Figure 3B). To our knowledge no
similar datasets exists at this time concerning FRAP-experiments with
sterol-dependent plasma membrane proteins in Arabidopsis. However,
we note that others have had similar results of other plasma membrane
proteins in plants [19]. In yeast FRAP, experiments were performed
involving the sterol-dependent proteins Pmal and Ssol, which are
forming patchy-patterns in vital plasma membranes. Pmal is a proton-
ATPase from Saccharomyces that is accumulated in sterol-rich plasma
membrane compartments. FRAP-experiments with a fluorescently
labelled version of Pmal in yeast revealed a mobile fraction of 0.77
in plasma membrane compartments. The half maximal fluorescence
recovery was reached after 130 seconds with a bleach spot size of about
0.5 um in diameter [20]. Ssol in contrast is a yeast SNARE-protein
involved in mediating membrane fusions, for instance membrane
fusions between secretory vesicles and the plasma membrane [21].
FRAP-experiments in living yeast cells revealed a diffusion coefficient
[D]=2.5x10"* using a GFP-tagged version of Ssol. The half maximal
fluorescence recovery was reached after more than one minute. Using
cells of the ergosterol synthesis mutant erg6 diffusion of Sso1 was twofold
faster compared to wild type cells, which suggested that the physical
properties of the lipid bilayer - especially accumulations of sterols -
would have a direct influence on the diffusion coefficients of membrane
proteins [22]. Interestingly plasma membrane compartments in yeast
were laterally immobile in the plane of the membrane, as were plasma
membrane nanodomains in Arabidopsis. In yeast it was revealed that
components of both, the cytoskeleton and the cell wall, had no effects
on the distribution pattern or the temporal stability of individual
subcompartments in the plasma membrane, occupied by fluorescently
tagged raft proteins. At the same time most of the Pmal::GFP proteins
used to label raft-based membrane compartments were laterally mobile
within their lipid subcompartment, evidenced by FRAP-experiments
[20]. The immobility and maintenance of raft-based membrane
subcompartments in yeast, which obviously do not require interactions
with stable subcellular structures for their persistence, was explained
by the self-organization of sterol-enriched, liquid ordered phases
to form stable membrane domains in artificial membranes, where
cholesterol containing membrane domains of several micrometers
diameter can exist for up to hours. The yeast typical plasma membrane
lipid ergosterol is in addition forming the most stable raft-based
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microdomain of all tested sterol derivates [23]. Based on the amount
of identified raft proteins in yeast, an estimated 80% of the yeast
plasma membrane could exist as liquid ordered phase and allow for the
maintenance of raft-based plasma membrane subcompartments [20].
In Arabidopsis ergosterols are by far less abundant, being replaced by
increased levels of sitosterol and stigmasterol as the dominating plasma
membrane sterols [24]. In addition there is only an estimated one third
of Arabidopsis plasma membrane proteins reported to exhibit strong
sterol-dependencies [5] a basic requirement of proteins for possible
raft-associations [11]. In plants associations of plasma membrane
proteins or whole protein assemblies with stabilizing structures could
therefore overcome decreased sterol levels by, for example, interactions
or stabilization with the cytoskeleton [7]. There were less cytoskeletal
proteins found in sterol-rich membrane domains in plants compared
to those found in animal plasma membrane preparations; at the same
time plant cell wall proteins made up the biggest functional group
of proteins identified as responding to methyl-8-cyclodextrin [5].
Conformably it is still under debate if plant cell wall proteins anchor
the cell wall to the plasma membrane in a similar way as mammalian
cells anchor their cytoskeleton [5,25,26].

Acknowledgements

We thank Fatih Demir for stimulating discussions on the topic
and Claudia Horntrich for her assistance with protoplast preparations
and maintenance of transgenic plant lines. This work was funded
by the German Science Foundation (DFG) grants GK 1342 for the
Graduate College of Lipid Signaling in Plants and for FZ-82 for the
Rudolf Virchow Center of Excellence in Biomedine to GSH and JOB,
by a Howard Hughes Medical Institute Grant to GSH and grants from
the Ben Franklin and Northeast Pennsylvania Technology Institute to
GSH.

References

1. Raffaele S, Bayer E, Lafarge D, Cluzet S, Retana SG, et al. (2009) Remorin, a
Solanaceae Protein Resident in Membrane Rafts and Plasmodesmata, Impairs
Potato virus X Movement. The Plant Cell 21: 1541-1555.

2. Jarsch IK, Konrad SS, Stratil TF, Urbanus SL, Szymanski W, et al. (2014)
Plasma Membranes Are Subcompartmentalized into a Plethora of Coexisting
and Diverse Microdomains in Arabidopsis and Nicotiana benthamiana. Plant
Cell 26: 1698-1711.

3. Bariola PA, Retelska D, Stasiak A, Kammerer RA, Fleming A, et al. (2004)
Remorins form a novel family of coiled coil-forming oligomeric and filamentous
proteins associated with apical, vascular and embryonic tissues in plants. Plant
Molecular Biology 55: 579-594.

4. Farmer EE, Moloshok TD, Saxton MJ, Ryan CA (1991) Oligosaccharide
signaling in plants. Specificity of oligouronide-enhanced plasma membrane
protein phosphorylation. J Biol Chem 266: 3140-3145.

5. Kierszniowska S, Seiwert B, Schulze WX (2009) Definition of Arabidopsis
sterol-rich membrane microdomains by differential treatment with methyl-beta-
cyclodextrin and quantitative proteomics. Mol Cell Proteomics 8: 612-623.

6. Geiger D, Maierhofer T, Al-Rasheid KA, Scherzer S, Mumm P, et al. (2011)
Stomatal closure by fast abscisic acid signaling is mediated by the guard cell
anion channel SLAH3 and the receptor RCAR1. Sci Signal 4: ra32.

7. Szymanski WG, Zauber H, Erban A, Wu XN, Schulze WX, et al. (2015)
Cytoskeletal components define protein location to membrane microdomains.
Mol Cell Proteomics.

8. Zauber H, Burgos A, Garapati P, Schulze WX (2014) Plasma membrane lipid-
protein interactions affect signaling processes in sterol-biosynthesis mutants in
Arabidopsis thaliana. Front Plant Sci 51-18.

9. Simons K, Ikonen E (1997) Functional rafts in cell membranes. Nature 387:
569-572.

10. Simons K, van Meer G (1988) Lipid sorting in epithelial cells. Biochemistry 27:
6197-6202.

20.

2

e

22.

23.

24.

2

[

26.

. Perraki A, Cacas JL, Crowet JM, Lins L, Castroviejo M, et al.

. Pike LJ (2009) The Challenge Of Lipid Rafts. J Lipid Res 2008: 1-17.

Simons K, Toomre D (2000) Lipid rafts and signal transduction. Nat Rev Mol
Cell Biol 1: 31-39.

. Clough SJ, Bent AF (1998) Floral dip: a simplified method for Agrobacterium-

mediated transformation of Arabidopsis thaliana. Plant J 16: 735-743.

. Vain P, Keen N, Murillo J (1993) Development of the particle inflow gun. Plant

Cell 33: 237-246.

. Raffaele S, Mongrand S, Gamas P, Niebel A, Ott T (2007) Genome-wide

annotation of remorins, a plant-specific protein family: evolutionary and
functional perspectives. Plant Physiol 145: 593-600.

.Nelson CJ, Hegeman AD, Harms AC, Sussman MR (2006) A quantitative

analysis of Arabidopsis plasma membrane using trypsin-catalyzed (18)O
labeling. Mol Cell Proteomics 5: 1382-1395.

(2012)
Plasma Membrane Localization of Solanum tuberosum Remorin from Group
1, Homolog 3 Is Mediated by Conformational Changes in a Novel C-Terminal
Anchor and Required for the Restriction of Potato Virus X Movement. Plant
Physiol 160: 624-637.

.Reymond P, Kunz B, Paul-Pletzer K, Grimm R, Eckerskorn C, et al. (1996)

Cloning of a cDNA Encoding a Plasma Membrane-Associated, Uronide Binding
Phosphoprotein with Physical Properties Similar to Viral Phosphoprotein
Movement Proteins. The Plant Cell 8: 2265-2276.

. Martiniére A, Lavagi |, Nageswaran G, Rolfe DJ, Maneta-Peyret L, et al. (2012)

Cell wall constrains lateral diffusion of plant plasma-membrane proteins. Proc
Natl Acad Sci U S A 109: 12805-12810.

Malinska K, Malinsky J, Opekarova M, Tanner W, et al. (2004) Distribution
of Can1p into stable domains reflects lateral protein segregation within the
plasma membrane of living S. cerevisiae cells. J Cell Sci 117: 6031-6041.

.Aalto MK, Ronne H, Kerdnen S (1993) Yeast syntaxins Sso1p and Sso2p

belong to a family of related membrane proteins that function in vesicular
transport. EMBO J 12: 4095-4104.

Valdez-Taubas J, Pelham HR (2003) Slow diffusion of proteins in the yeast
plasma membrane allows polarity to be maintained by endocytic cycling. Curr
Biol 13: 1636-1640.

Xu X, Bittman R, Duportail G, Heissler D, Vilcheze C, et al. (2001) Effect of
the structure of natural sterols and sphingolipids on the formation of ordered
sphingolipid/sterol domains (rafts). Comparison of cholesterol to plant,
fungal, and disease-associated sterols and comparison of sphingomyelin,
cerebrosides, and ceramide. J Biol Chem 276: 33540-33546.

Beck JG, Mathieu D, Loudet C, Buchoux S, Dufourc EJ (2007) Plant sterols
in “rafts”: a better way to regulate membrane thermal shocks. FASEB J 21:
1714-1723.

. Palazzo AF, Eng CH, Schlaepfer DD, Marcantonio EE, Gundersen GG (2004)

Localized stabilization of microtubules by integrin- and FAK-facilitated Rho
signaling. Science 303: 836-839.

Kwik J, Boyle S, Fooksman D, Margolis L, Sheetz MP, et al. (2003) Membrane
cholesterol, lateral mobility, and the phosphatidylinositol 4,5-bisphosphate-
dependent organization of cell actin. Proc Natl Acad Sci U S A 100: 13964-
13969.

J Plant Biochem Physiol
ISSN: 2329-9029 JPBP, an open access journal

Volume 3 ¢ Issue 3 « 1000153


http://www.plantcell.org/content/21/5/1541
http://www.plantcell.org/content/21/5/1541
http://www.plantcell.org/content/21/5/1541
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24714763
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24714763
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24714763
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24714763
http://link.springer.com/article/10.1007%2Fs11103-004-1520-4#page-1
http://link.springer.com/article/10.1007%2Fs11103-004-1520-4#page-1
http://link.springer.com/article/10.1007%2Fs11103-004-1520-4#page-1
http://link.springer.com/article/10.1007%2Fs11103-004-1520-4#page-1
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/1993685
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/1993685
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/1993685
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19036721
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19036721
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19036721
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21586729
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21586729
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21586729
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26091700
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26091700
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26091700
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24672530
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24672530
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24672530
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9177342
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9177342
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/3064805
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/3064805
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18955730
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11413487
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11413487
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10069079
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10069079
http://www.oardc.osu.edu/PlantranSlab/papers/vainPIG.pdf
http://www.oardc.osu.edu/PlantranSlab/papers/vainPIG.pdf
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17984200
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17984200
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17984200
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16635983
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16635983
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16635983
http://www.plantphysiol.org/content/160/2/624.short
http://www.plantphysiol.org/content/160/2/624.short
http://www.plantphysiol.org/content/160/2/624.short
http://www.plantphysiol.org/content/160/2/624.short
http://www.plantphysiol.org/content/160/2/624.short
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC161351/
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC161351/
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC161351/
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC161351/
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22689944
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22689944
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22689944
http://jcs.biologists.org/content/117/25/6031.full.pdf
http://jcs.biologists.org/content/117/25/6031.full.pdf
http://jcs.biologists.org/content/117/25/6031.full.pdf
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/8223426
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/8223426
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/8223426
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/13678596
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/13678596
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/13678596
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11432870
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11432870
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11432870
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11432870
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11432870
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17317727
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17317727
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17317727
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/14764879
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/14764879
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/14764879
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/14612561
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/14612561
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/14612561
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/14612561

	Title
	Corresponding author
	Abstract
	Keywords
	Introduction
	Material and Methods 
	Plant transformation 
	Particle Inflow Gun 
	Protoplast Generation 
	Fluorescence Microscopy 
	Fluorescence recovery after photo bleaching (FRAP) acquisition and analysis  

	Results
	Discussion
	Acknowledgements 
	Figure 1
	Figure 2
	Figure 3
	References

