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Supplementary Figure 3. Analysis of differentially expressed genes in disease-susceptible (left 
panel) and disease-resistant (right panel) pea varieties in response to the infection of D. 
pinodella HNA18.   (A) Volcano plots of differentially expressed genes (DEGs) in disease-suscep-
tible pea 043 and disease-resistant pea 086 in response to the infection of D. pinodella HNA18 in 8 
hpi vs 2 hpi analysis, respectively. (B) Volcano plots of differentially expressed genes (DEGs) in 
disease-susceptible pea 043 and disease-resistant pea 086 in response to the infection of D. 
pinodella HNA18 in 20 hpi vs 2 hpi analysis, respectively.

0

100

200

300

−10 −5 0 5 10
log2(fold change)

−l
og

10
 (P

.a
dj

us
te

d 
Va

lu
e)

(3100)(2473) UpDown
8 hpi vs 2 hpi

0

100

200

300

−10 −5 0 5 10
log2(fold change)

−l
og

10
 (P

.a
dj

us
te

d 
Va

lu
e)

(2954)(2314) UpDown
20 hpi vs 2 hpi


