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Fig. S1-1. The electropherograms of the total protein preparations, isolated from P. sativum nodules, before (A) 
and after tryptic digestion (B). M denotes the molecular weight marker (Marker/Page Ruler #26619, Thermo fisher 
scientific, Bremen, Germany); 1–3: protein samples obtained from the root nodules of untreated SGE pea plants; 
4–6: protein samples obtained from the root nodules of PEG-treated SGE pea plants (i.e. those subjected to osmotic 
stress). The gels were stained with colloidal Coomassie G-250.
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Fig. S1–3. The numbers of individual Pisum sativum (A) and Rhizobium leguminosarum (B) proteins, identified in 
the control (C) and drought-treated (stressed, S) groups. The data were acquired by nanoHPLC-LIT-Orbitrap-MS 
operated in the positive DDA mode. Identification of peptides and annotation of proteins relied on Sequest search 
against P. sativum (Kreplak et al. 2019) and R. leguminosarum (Afonin et al. 2017) sequence databases in Proteome 
Discoverer 2.1 software with implementation of characteristic modification-specific increments.

Fig. S1-2. The numbers of individual Pisum sativum (A) and Rhizobium leguminosarum (B) peptides, identified in 
the control (C) and drought-treated (stressed, S) groups. The data were acquired by nanoHPLC-LIT-Orbitrap-MS 
operated in the positive DDA mode. Identification of peptides and annotation of proteins relied on Sequest search 
against P. sativum (Kreplak et al. 2019) and R. leguminosarum (Afonin et al. 2017) sequence databases in Proteome 
Discoverer 2.1 software with implementation of characteristic modification-specific increments.
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Fig. S1–6. Total numbers of oxidized (A) and glycated (B) peptides iden-
tified by nanoLC-MS-based proteomics analysis of pea (P. sativum) nod-
ule protein tryptic digests obtained from control (C) and PEG-treated 
(stressed, S) plants. The data were acquired by nanoHPLC-LIT-Orbitrap-
MS operated in the positive DDA mode. Identification of glycated pep-
tides and annotation of glycated proteins relied on Sequest search against 
pea (P. sativum) sequence database (Kreplak et al 2019) in Proteome Dis-
coverer 2.1 software with implementation of characteristic modification-
specific increments.

Fig. S1–7. Total numbers of peptides, identified as mono (A,D)-, doubly (B,E), triply (C,F) oxidized and kynurenin-
containing (G,F) at tryptophan residues by nanoLC-MS-based proteomics analysis of Pisim sativum (A-D) and Rhi-
zobium leguminosarum (E-H) nodule protein tryptic digests obtained from control (C) and PEG-treated (stressed, S) 
plants. The data were acquired by nanoHPLC-LIT-Orbitrap-MS operated in the positive DDA mode. Identification 
of glycated peptides and annotation of glycated proteins relied on Sequest search against pea (P. sativum, Kreplak et 
al 2019) and rhizobial (R. leguminosarum, Afonin et al. 2017) sequence database in Proteome Discoverer 2.1 soft-
ware with implementation of characteristic modification-specific increments.
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Fig. S1–9. Normalized abundance box plots corresponding to the rhizobial (Rhizobium leguminosarum bv. viciae) 
proteins identified as differentially regulated in presence of osmotic stress. Label-free quantification relied on the 
Progenesis QI software and ANOVA one-way dispersion analysis accomplished for integral protein content. The q 
values were obtained with one-way ANOVA dispersion analysis using Progenesis QI software.

Fig. S1–8. Total numbers of oxidized (A) and glycated (B) peptides iden-
tified by nanoLC-MS-based proteomics analysis of rhizobial (R. legumi-
nosarum) nodule protein tryptic digests obtained from control (C) and 
PEG-treated (stressed, S) plants. The data were acquired by nanoHPLC-
LIT-Orbitrap-MS operated in the positive DDA mode. Identification of 
glycated peptides and annotation of glycated proteins relied on Sequest 
search against R. leguminosarum sequence database (Afonin et al. 2017) 
in Proteome Discoverer 2.1 software with implementation of characteris-
tic modification-specific increments.
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Fig. S1–10. Normalized abundance box plots corresponding to the pea (Pisum sativum) proteins identified as dif-
ferentially regulated in presence of osmotic stress. Label-free quantification relied on the Progenesis QI software and 
ANOVA one-way dispersion analysis accomplished for integral protein content. The q values were obtained with 
one-way ANOVA dispersion analysis using Progenesis QI software.



 BIOLOGICAL  COMMUNICATIONS,  vol. 66,  issue 3,  July–September,  2021 | https://doi.org/10.21638/spbu03.2021.303

Fi
g.

 S
1–

8.
1.

 K
4L

M
W

7 
Pa

th
og

en
es

is-
re

la
te

d 
pr

ot
ei

n 
10

b,
 q

_v
al

ue
 =

 0
,0

15
94

00
83

, d
ow

nr
eg

ul
at

ed
 p

ro
te

in

Fi
g.

 S
1–

8.
2.

 A
0A

2Z
6N

N
A

7 
Fr

uc
to

se
-b

isp
ho

sp
ha

te
al

do
la

se
 (E

C
 4

.1
.2

.1
3)

 q
_v

al
ue

 =
 0

,0
54

99
20

63
, u

pr
eg

ul
at

ed
 p

ro
te

in



BIOLOGICAL COMMUNICATIONS, vol. 66, issue 3, July–September, 2021 | https://doi.org/10.21638/spbu03.2021.303 

PL
A

N
T 

SC
IE

N
CE

Fi
g.

 S
1–

8.
3.

 A
0A

2K
3M

W
H

0 
S-

ad
en

os
yl

m
et

hi
on

in
e 

sy
nt

ha
se

 (E
C

 2
.5

.1
.6

) q
_v

al
ue

 =
 0

,0
54

99
20

63
, d

ow
nr

eg
ul

at
ed

 p
ro

te
in

Fi
g.

 S
1–

8.
4.

 P
93

85
1 

Le
gh

em
og

lo
bi

n 
K

, q
_v

al
ue

 =
 0

,0
54

99
20

63
, u

pr
eg

ul
at

ed
 p

ro
te

in



 BIOLOGICAL  COMMUNICATIONS,  vol. 66,  issue 3,  July–September,  2021 | https://doi.org/10.21638/spbu03.2021.303

Fi
g.

 S
1–

8.
5.

 A
0A

1S
2Y

B6
1 

Se
rin

e 
hy

dr
ox

ym
et

hy
ltr

an
sf

er
as

e 
(E

C
 2

.1
.2

.1
) q

_v
al

ue
 =

 0
,0

54
99

20
63

, d
ow

nr
eg

ul
at

ed
 p

ro
te

in

Fi
g.

 S
1–

8.
6.

 B
7F

M
K

4 
40

S 
rib

os
om

al
 p

ro
te

in
 S

24
 q

_v
al

ue
 =

 0
,0

54
99

20
63

, d
ow

nr
eg

ul
at

ed
 p

ro
te

in



BIOLOGICAL COMMUNICATIONS, vol. 66, issue 3, July–September, 2021 | https://doi.org/10.21638/spbu03.2021.303 

PL
A

N
T 

SC
IE

N
CE

Fi
g.

 S
1–

8.
7.

 A
0A

39
6J

G
V

3 
Pu

ta
tiv

e 
rib

os
om

al
 p

ro
te

in
 L

7 
q_

va
lu

e 
= 

0,
05

49
92

06
3,

 d
ow

n-
re

gu
la

te
d 

pr
ot

ei
n

Fi
g.

 S
1–

8.
8.

 A
0A

1S
2Y

9D
8 

A
m

in
op

ep
tid

as
e 

(E
C

 3
.4

.1
1.

-)
 q

_v
al

ue
 =

 0
,0

54
99

20
63

, d
ow

nr
eg

ul
at

ed
 p

ro
te

in



 BIOLOGICAL  COMMUNICATIONS,  vol. 66,  issue 3,  July–September,  2021 | https://doi.org/10.21638/spbu03.2021.303

Fi
g.

 S
1–

8.
9.

 A
0A

2K
3N

Q
W

3 
C

al
re

tic
ul

in
 q

_v
al

ue
 =

 0
,0

54
99

20
63

, d
ow

nr
eg

ul
at

ed
 p

ro
te

in

Fi
g.

 S
1–

8.
10

. A
0A

2P
4I

H
J4

 D
el

et
ed

. K
eg

gN
O

G
-m

ap
pe

r: 
Tu

bu
lin

 is
 th

e m
aj

or
 co

ns
tit

ue
nt

 o
f m

ic
ro

tu
bu

le
s. 

It 
bi

nd
s t

w
o 

m
ol

es
 o

f G
TP

, o
ne

 at
 a

n 
ex

ch
an

ge
ab

le
 si

te
 

on
 th

e 
be

ta
 ch

ai
n 

an
d 

on
e 

at
 a

 n
on

-e
xc

ha
ng

ea
bl

e 
sit

e 
on

 th
e 

al
ph

a 
ch

ai
n 

q_
va

lu
e 

= 
0,

05
49

92
06

3,
 d

ow
nr

eg
ul

at
ed

 p
ro

te
in



BIOLOGICAL COMMUNICATIONS, vol. 66, issue 3, July–September, 2021 | https://doi.org/10.21638/spbu03.2021.303 

PL
A

N
T 

SC
IE

N
CE

Fi
g.

 S
1–

8.
11

. A
0A

2K
3N

ST
0 

Le
gh

em
og

lo
bi

n 
q_

va
lu

e 
= 

0,
06

90
87

39
1,

 u
pr

eg
ul

at
ed

 p
ro

te
in

Fi
g.

 S
1–

8.
12

. B
7F

JQ
4 

M
al

at
e 

de
hy

dr
og

en
as

e 
(E

C
 1

.1
.1

.3
7)

 q
_v

al
ue

 =
 0

,0
70

45
49

34
, u

pr
eg

ul
at

ed
 p

ro
te

in



 BIOLOGICAL  COMMUNICATIONS,  vol. 66,  issue 3,  July–September,  2021 | https://doi.org/10.21638/spbu03.2021.303

Fi
g.

 S
1–

8.
13

. A
0A

2K
3N

W
F8

 P
ro

te
in

 d
isu

lfi
de

-is
om

er
as

e 
q_

va
lu

e 
= 

0,
07

04
54

93
4,

 d
ow

nr
eg

ul
at

ed
 p

ro
te

in

Fi
g.

 S
1–

8.
14

. A
0A

2K
3M

YZ
6 

G
ol

gi
n 

su
bf

am
ily

 A
 m

em
be

r 4
-li

ke
 p

ro
te

in
 q

_v
al

ue
 =

 0
,0

70
45

49
34

, u
pr

eg
ul

at
ed

 p
ro

te
in



BIOLOGICAL COMMUNICATIONS, vol. 66, issue 3, July–September, 2021 | https://doi.org/10.21638/spbu03.2021.303 

PL
A

N
T 

SC
IE

N
CE

Table S1–1. Protein concentrations and yields acquired for the isolates obtained from the root nodules of the control 
and drought-treated pea plants

Name Concentration (mg/ml) SD % Freshweight (g)
Yields of the 

protein extraction 
(mg/g)

Control

1wt 2.27 0.54 23.84 0.073 31.2

2wt 1.84 0.38 20.42 0.069 26.6

3wt 1.37 0.15 11.21 0.056 24.4

Drought stress

1wt 2.62 1.00 38.37 0.084 31.2

2wt 1.72 0.46 26.95 0.0108 159.3

3wt 0.87 0.13 14.49 0.095 9.2


