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ABSTRACT

Problem statement: Plants live in different environments which are
associated with a wide range of living organisms. Unlike animals, plants
don’t possess mobile defense cells. Plants also have required processes
through which they can maintain homeostasis and deal with harmful
pathogens.

Objective: The fundamental aim to this study is the recognition of the
processes and molecules involved in the plant defense against pathogens
which can contribute to the mechanisms of plants against disease causing
organisms.

Methods: According to the aim, this study is fundamental and based on the
relative information is qualitative. Its content is analyzed and outlined from
the authentic resources and conveyed with fluently writing.

Result: plants are equipped with various mechanisms to combat against
environmental factors which is called plant immunity/ defense. From these
processes changing of cell wall, establishment of hypersensitivity
programmed cell death defense gene activation, synthesis of secondary
metabolites and plant hormones can be mentioned.

Conclusion: Understanding the secrete defensive capabilities beside the
introduction of internal physiological characteristics contribute to the
agriculture experts to manage the plant diseases.
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