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The endosphere and the rhizosphere are pertinent milieus with microbial communities that 
perturb the agronomic traits of crop plants through beneficial or detrimental interactions. 
In this study, we challenged these communities by adding Streptomyces biocontrol strains 
to wheat seeds in soils with severe Rhizoctonia solani infestation. Wheat plants were 
grown in a glasshouse standardized system, and the bacterial and fungal microbiomes 
of 233 samples of wheat roots (endosphere) and rhizosphere soils were monitored for 
20 weeks, from seed to mature plant stage. The results showed highly dynamic and 
diverse microbial communities that changed over time, with Sphingomonas bacteria 
and Aspergillus, Dipodascus, and Trichoderma fungi increasing over time. Application of 
biocontrol Streptomyces strains promoted plant growth and maturation of wheat heads 
and modulated the root microbiome, decreasing Paenibacillus and increasing other 
bacterial and fungal OTUs. The soils with the highest levels of R. solani had increased 
reads of Thanatephorus (Rhizoctonia anamorph) and increased root disease levels and 
increased Balneimonas, Massilia, Pseudomonas, and unclassified Micrococcaceae. As 
we enter the era of biologically sustainable agriculture, it may be possible to reduce and 
limit the effects of serious fungal infestations by promoting a beneficial microbiome through 
the application of biocontrol agents during different periods of plant development.

Keywords: 16S biodiversity, biocontrol agent, cereal microbiology, endophyte, ITS1 biodiversity, Paenibacillus, 
plant microbiome, Streptomyces

INTRODUCTION

Cereals represent the main carbohydrate food source in the world, particularly wheat that accounts 
for near 40% of the cereal supply worldwide (Charmet, 2011). For millennia, wheat has played a 
major role in the development of healthy societies and has supported economic and social stability 
(Würtenberger et al., 2006; Charmet, 2011). Intensive cereal cropping has shown an exponential 
increase in productivity and yield since the nineteenth century with the introduction of machinery 
and technology, but in the last few decades, the spread of soil infestations, soil degradation, and 
environmentally adverse conditions have been responsible for occasional decreases and instability 
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in this cropping system (Lobell, 2009; Murray and Brennan, 
2009). Understanding wheat crop system dynamics is critical, 
and several studies describe the rhizosphere as a pertinent 
milieu with microbial communities that perturb the agronomic 
traits through beneficial or detrimental interactions. The 
endosphere is the region inside the plant with microorganisms, 
namely, Actinobacteria, Bacteroidetes, and Proteobacteria 
(Mendes et al., 2013; Turner et al., 2013, Schlaeppi and 
Bulgarelli, 2015; Vandenkoornhuyse et al., 2015), which 
influence root health and plant growth. From a sustainable 
perspective, microbiome management is important to predict 
the profitability of agricultural production systems, avoid soil 
degradation, understand plant responses to environmental 
challenges, and identify which microbes are more sensitive to 
each cropping practice (Hirsch and Mauchline, 2012; Mendes 
et al., 2013; Massart et al., 2015; Schlaeppi and Bulgarelli, 
2015; van der Heijden and Hartmann, 2016).

Rhizoctonia root rot caused by Rhizoctonia solani AG8 
(Kühn, teleomorph Thanatephorus cucumeris) is a major root 
infestation of cereals and other crops in dryland cropping 
systems, causing stunted seedlings and resulting in reduced 
access to water and nutrients by the plant (Paulitz et al., 2003; 
Schillinger and Paulitz, 2006; Anees et al., 2010; Jaffar et al., 
2016). This can result in areas of high infestation levels with 
noticeable reduction of plant growth, or “bare patches,” up to 
several square meters or up to 20% of the crop area (Schillinger 
and Paulitz, 2006; Anees et al., 2010). Infestation is increased 
in low rainfall areas resulting in low grain fill that exacerbates 
yield losses (Okubara et al., 2014; Sánchez-Cañizares et al., 
2017). In Australia, Rhizoctonia infestation is most prevalent 
in the southern and western cropping regions, with registered 
and potential annual yield losses estimated at $59 million 
and $166 million, respectively (Murray and Brennan, 2009). 
Rhizoctonia root rot is difficult to control due to its wide 
host range (Cook et al., 2002), lack of commercially available 
resistant cereal cultivars, and increased prevalence in direct 
drill or minimal tillage practices (Schillinger and Paulitz, 
2006). Current options for partial control include strategic 
tillage below seeds (Roget et al., 1996), removal of the green 
bridge with herbicide timing (Roget et al., 1987; Babiker et al., 
2011), rotation with non-cereal crops (Angus et al., 2015), and 
in-furrow chemical fungicide treatments (Roget et al., 1987), 
and more recently, by using biocontrol-coated seeds (Franco 
et al., 2007; Barnett et al., 2019). Currently, the estimated cost 
of control measures is A$106 million annually (Murray and 
Brennan, 2009).

Rhizoctonia root rot can be influenced by root-associated 
microorganisms, and biocontrol agent–coated seeds represent 
a biologically sustainable alternative with increasing potential 
in agriculture (Barnett et al., 2006; Dua and Sindhu, 2012; 
Yin et al., 2013; Mavrodi et al., 2014; Barnett et al., 2017). 
Endophytic Streptomyces species have been tested for 
biocontrol of phytopathogens in broad-acre cropping systems 
because of their ability to produce secondary metabolites, 
including antibiotics, and induce systemic resistance in 
the plant (Franco et al., 2016; Conn et al., 2008; Barnawal 

et al., 2017). Biocontrol agents can enhance root and shoot 
lengths, plant weight, higher tiller numbers, and/or induction 
of early flowering (Yang et al., 2012; Bokati et al., 2016; 
Franco et al., 2016; Araujo et al., 2017; Franco et al., 2017; 
Wemheuer et al., 2017). In addition, these Actinobacteria 
produce spores for long-term viability and stability during 
storage (Emmert and Handelsman, 1999) and have the ability 
to produce siderophores (Wang et al., 2014), indole acetic 
acid (Khamna et al., 2009), and enzymes such as cellulases, 
chitinases, glucanases, and ACC deaminase (El-Tarabily, 2006; 
El-Tarabily, 2008). The enrichment of the root microbiome is 
a highly dynamic process that alters from the seed stage to 
the harvesting period. In order to understand and manage 
the microbiome, it is important to monitor the changes in 
microbial populations at each stage of plant growth (Turner 
et al., 2013; van der Heijden and Hartmann, 2016).

In the present study, we detail the dynamics of endosphere 
and rhizosphere microbiomes (both bacterial and fungal 
populations) in wheat plants for a period of 5 months. Wheat 
plants were grown in a standard glasshouse system in order 
to test the following hypotheses: 1) the endosphere and 
rhizosphere microbiomes of wheat crops change over time in 
a predictable manner, even in soils with severe Rhizoctonia 
infestation; 2) the addition of biocontrol Streptomyces strains 
(e.g., F11, EN16, or F5) impacts endophytic and rhizosphere 
microbial populations; and 3) specific microorganisms existing 
in the plant roots and rhizosphere soils respond to high levels of 
Rhizoctonia infestation, especially during the first weeks.

MATERIALS AND METHODS

Biocontrol Cultures and Seed Coating
The strains F11, EN16, and F5 (all identified as Streptomyces sp.) 
(Franco et al., 2016) described as biocontrol agents (BCA) 1, 2, and  3, 
respectively, were used in this study. BCA1, BCA2, and BCA3 had 
previously reduced Rhizoctonia root rot in both pot bioassays and in 
the field and have demonstrated in vitro inhibition against R. solani 
(Barnett et al., 2017; Barnett et al., 2019). The strains were identified 
by 16S rRNA gene sequencing and stored in culture collections of 
endophytic bacteria kept at Flinders University. A concentrated 
suspension of each strain was prepared in 0.3% (w/v) xanthan gum 
sticker solution and applied to 20g wheat seeds to a final count 
of ≈105 cfu/seed, as described in Barnett et al. (2017). Seeds were 
stored at room temperature for no more than 1 week before being 
used in pot bioassays. Seed cfu was assessed immediately and at 1, 
2, and 7 d after application for confirmation of bacterial viability and 
concentration per seed (≈105 cfu/seed) as in Barnett et al. (2017).

Pot Bioassays in Glasshouse
Pot bioassays were prepared using field cropping soil 
collected at Waikerie, South Australia (34°14’32.91”S, 140° 
5’44.31”E; details for soil features in Supplement 1). The bulk 
soil (150kg) was collected from the top 10cm of a 100-m2 
section of the field, avoiding the collection of plants material 
larger than 2mm. This soil had a continuing Rhizoctonia 
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problem with background levels of R. solani AG8 of 492 pg 
DNA/g soil, determined by PreDictaB™ (SARDI, Urrbrae, 
SA, Australia; http://www.pir.sa.gov.au/research/services/
molecular_diagnostics/predicta_b), considered to carry a 
high risk of Rhizoctonia root rot (Ophel-Keller et al., 2008; 
Poole et al., 2015). There were no or low detectable levels of 
other root pathogens, such as Pythium sp., Gaeumannomyces 
graminis var. tritici (Ggt), Fusarium pseudograminearum, and 
Fusarium culmorum. Soil was air dried and sieved to <2 mm 
prior to use in pot bioassays. Soil chemical and physical soil 
properties were analyzed by CSBP Laboratories (https://www.
csbp.com.au/CSBP-Lab, Perth, Western Australia, details 
in Supplemental Material 1). Water holding capacity was 
determined by the pressure plate method with a 1-m column 
(Marshall and Holmes, 1979) and the soil then adjusted to 
60% water holding capacity for use. The pot experiments were 
prepared with the amount of soil per pot depending on the 
time of harvest: 600g for 4 weeks, 1,000g for 8 weeks, 1,125g 
for 12 weeks, 2,000g for 16 weeks, and 4,800g for 20 weeks. 
For half of the bioassays, three R. solani AG8 strain W19-
infested millet seeds (https://www.keelangrainandfodder.
com.au/) were placed in the center of each pot, for tests with 
higher levels of R. solani infestation, and the pots allowed to 
incubate for 1 week at 15°C in a controlled temperature room 
to allow for R. solani to colonize the soil. Then, five wheat 
seeds (Triticum aestivum), cultivar Yitpi, were planted per 
pot, covered with 50g of soil and 50g of coarse sand to reduce 
evaporation. Plants were grown in a 15°C room for the first 
4 weeks and then were moved to a glasshouse under natural 
lightning and temperature conditions (mean temperature 
of 10 to 24°C during the autumn and early winter periods). 
The pots were watered twice a week to their original starting 
weight. Each pot used for testing time points, BCA treatments 
and soil infestation levels were run with four independent 
replicates arranged in a randomized complete block design. 
At 4, 8, 12, 16, and 20 weeks, plants were carefully washed and 
assessed for root rot disease on seminal and nodal roots using 
a 0–5 disease scale (0 = healthy roots with nodal and seminal 
roots, several secondary thin and long roots, no signs of 
disease; 5 = highly diseased and damaged nodal roots without 
seminal roots) (Roget, 1995). The number of plants per plot 
was also assessed at each time point. Pot bioassays were run 
from February to July 2016. Wheat plants were collected; the 
nodal and seminal roots were cut using sterilized scissors and 
washed at each time point to remove all the soil and organic 
matter; then, the surface of the roots was sterilized with 
sodium hypochlorite 2% (for 3  min) and ethanol 70% (for 
3 min) and washed three times with sterile water. Rhizosphere 
soils were collected by recovering the small layer of soil on 
the surface of the roots; roots were initially collected, gently 
shaken to discard loosely adhering soil and the adjacent 
rhizosphere soil in the root surface collected by shaking the 
roots vigorously into a sterilized envelope (a sterile spatula 
was occasionally used on this procedure without damaging 
the roots—5g to 30g of rhizosphere soil was collected per 
independent pot/replicate).

DNA Extraction, Sequencing, and 
Bioinformatics
Root and soil samples were randomized (random numbers 
were attributed to the packages before storing to blind 
sample processing), stored at −80°C and processed for DNA 
extraction (groups of 16 random samples were processed 
simultaneously without any specific order). A fixed amount of 
5 seeds, 1g of seminal roots (nodal roots were used for 4-week 
roots with serious disease and less than 1g seminal root 
material), or 2g of rhizosphere soil was used per replicate and 
subjected to a CTAB DNA extraction strategy (Zhang et al., 
2010). The final DNA obtained was suspended in TE buffer. 
Polymerase chain reaction (PCR) was performed using KAPA 
HiFi PCR master mix (KAPA Biosystems Willington, MA, 
USA) using the following parameters: 95°C, 10  min, and 35 
cycles of 95°C, 30 s; 58°C, 30 s; and 72°C, 60s. PCR primers for 
the bacterial community targeted the V3–V4 regions of the 
16S rRNA genes with 341F and 806R primers (Muyzer et al., 
1993; Caporaso et al., 2011), while for the fungal community 
that targeted the ITS1 region was targeted with ITS1F and 
ITS2 primers (Gardes and Bruns, 1993). The primers were 
incorporated into fusion primers for Illumina dual indexing 
and incorporation of Illumina adapters (Caporaso et al., 
2012). After PCR, the amplicons were cleaned and normalized 
using a SequalPrep™ normalization plate (Thermo Fisher 
Inc., Waltham, MA, USA). The samples were pooled and the 
library quantified with a KAPA Library Quantification Kit 
(KAPA Biosystems Willington, MA, USA). The samples were 
sequenced using an Illumina MiSeq System with a MiSeq 
V3 2 x 300 bp sequencing kit. QIIME 1.9 (Caporaso et al., 
2010) and USEARCH 9.2.64 (Edgar and Flyvbjerg, 2015) 
workflows were used for read merging, chimera removal 
(uchime2), operational taxonomic unit (OTU) picking, and 
taxonomic assigning (Ribosomal Database Project v11.4). 
Sequences with ≥97% identity defined the OTUs following 
sequence alignment in accordance to the model organism 
priors Escherichia coli; the clustering was produced in two 
passes of the swarm algorithm v2.1.6 (the first pass with an 
aggregation distance equal to 1 and the second pass with an 
aggregation distance equal to 3). Amplicon sequence variants 
(ASVs) were identified using a previously suggested R pipeline 
and DADA2 method (Callahan et al., 2016); Greengenes 
database (gg_13_8_train_set_97) was used for the 16S rRNA 
amplicon classification and UNITE database (UNITE_
public_28.06.2017) for the ITS amplicon classification. The 
cutoff of more than or equal to 10 reads was considered for 
OTUs and ASVs included in this study.

Statistical Analysis
Plant and disease data from pot bioassays were analyzed as 
three-way factorial (five sampling times x two disease levels 
x four seed treatments) randomized complete block design 
with time fitted as a whole plot using GenStat version 14 
(VSN International Ltd., Hemel Hempstead, England, UK). 
Fisher’s least significant difference (lsd) was used to compare 
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treatment means as the data was near normally distributed with 
homogeneity of variance between factors; Rhizoctonia-disease 
severity was analyzed by Kendall’s coefficient of concordance 
(a non-parametric method). Data and statistical analyses 
were performed on Microsoft Office Excel 2013 (Microsoft 
Corporation, Santa Rosa, California, USA), STAMP 2.1.3 
(Parks et al., 2014), PRIMER-6 (PRIMER-e, Auckland, New 
Zealand), and IBM SPSS Statistics 22 (IBM, New York, USA). 
Community diversity and distribution analyses were conducted 
by running analysis of similarities (ANOSIM) one-way analysis 
(calculating the resemblance and using similarity data type), 
non-metric multidimensional scaling (nMDS), clustering 
analysis (complete linkage), canonical analysis of principal 
components (CAP), homogeneity of dispersions (PermDISP; 
calculating the resemblance, similarity data type, using 
squared root of relative abundance (Legendre and Gallagher, 
2001), Bray-Curtis similarities, and 999 permutations), and 
permutational multivariate analysis of variance (PERMANOVA) 
to reveal the effects of each factor (sample type, sampling 
time, biocontrol treatment or Rhizoctonia soil level) on the 
community composition (using squared root transformed data, 
Bray-Curtis similarities, and 4,999 permutations of residuals 
under a reduced model), and similarity percentages (SIMPER) 
analysis (using Bray-Curtis similarities and 90% cutoff for low 
contributions) (Anderson, 2001; Anderson et al., 2006; Clarke 
et al., 2008). Network analysis was conducted using the molecular 
ecological network analyses platform (http://ieg4.rccc.ou.edu/
MENA/) (Deng et al., 2012) to generate the networks, Cytoscape 
(Shannon et al., 2003) to visualize it, and cytoHubba (Chin et al., 
2014) using maximal clique centrality (MCC) scores to select 
the top taxonomic groups with links in roots and rhizosphere 
soil samples. Random matrix theory (RMT)–based modeling 
was used for network analysis as this approach is powerful in 
delineating phylogenetic molecular ecological networks in 
microbial communities (following some steps microbial sequence 
collection, data standardization, Pearson correlation estimation, 
adjacency matrix determination by an RMT-based approach, 
network characterization, and module detection) and building an 
adjacency matrix that represents interactions in a network graph 
(Zhou et al., 2011). The reads in each sample were converted 
into percentage values according to the total number of OTUs 
or ASVs in the sample to eliminate the effect of the final number 
of reads (Zaura et al., 2009). These values were then transformed 
using the Hellinger approach (Legendre and Gallagher, 2001) to 
reduce the effects of overestimation among the most common 
taxa and the values compared on dissimilarity matrices that 
could be used for multiple population analyses. Post hoc analyses 
were done for multiple groups using one-way analysis of variance 
(ANOVA), Tukey-Kramer (0.95), and Eta-squared for effect 
size, while two-group analysis used Welch’s t-test (two-sided, 
Welch’s inverted for confidence interval method). The other data 
were compared at a significance level of 0.05 by the ANOVA test 
using the Bonferroni correction and by Student’s t test (when 
the population could be assumed to be normally distributed) 
or Wilcoxon signed-rank test (when the population could not be 
assumed to be normally distributed) for paired samples.

RESULTS

Microbial Diversity and the Effect of 
Biocontrol Strains in Wheat Plants
Differences were observed on the wheat plants considering the 
studied factors: 1) R. solani level in the soil, 2) treatment with 
biocontrol strains (mainly F11 and EN16), and 3) sampling 
time. The agent F5 did not affect the plant growth, and the F5 
plants were similar to the control wheat plants (in both soils 
with low and high R. solani levels). Wheat plants were obtained 
from control- and biocontrol-coated seeds grown in the 
glasshouse with the biocontrol-treated plants (F11 and EN16) 
having a higher biomass at later stages, earlier formation of 
wheat heads, and lower root disease indexes (more evident 
with EN16-coated seeds) (Supplemental Material 2). The roots 
and rhizosphere soils of each of these plants were then used 
for microbiome studies to compare untreated control versus 
biocontrol-treated plants (with F11, EN16, or F5 strains) in 
the presence of low and high levels of R. solani infestation. A 
total of 1,216,983 bacterial and 793,412 high-quality fungal 
sequences were organized into 6,880 bacterial and 861 fungal 
OTUs, or 16,248 bacterial and 969 fungal ASVs (details of 
ASVs in Supplemental Material 3). These sequences consisted 
of 628 bacterial and 204 fungal taxa (assigned at the genus 
or higher taxonomic levels) from the analyzed 233 samples. 
Figure 1 shows the bacteria and fungi found in seed and root 
samples across the entire study (a set of 137 taxonomic groups 
were found in more than 75% of the samples, but only 13% of 
these taxa showed ASVs transversal to most of the collected 
samples); Supplementary Material 4 shows the most frequent 
bacterial and fungal genera found in rhizosphere soils and 
wheat roots from the 20-week crop cycle. A set of 16 genera of 
bacteria and 7 fungi were found in all seed and root samples 
(Figure 1), being Agrobacterium, Pseudomonas, Streptomyces, 
and Fusarium the genera with the highest relative abundance 
in wheat roots or seeds.

The Shannon diversity indices for microbial communities 
of root and rhizosphere are shown in Table 1. This index 
was systematically higher in the rhizosphere soils compared 
to root or seed samples. The diversity was slightly decreased 
from the initial seeds or soils to 4-week sampled roots or 
rhizosphere soils, but then the diversity index increased in 
the following weeks. Table 2 shows the statistical differences 
found in the microbial populations considering the multiple 
factors; ANOSIM showed a clear distinction between seeds, 
roots, and rhizosphere soil samples (sample types). Then, 
it also revealed the sampling time as the strongest factor 
(P  < 0.001) responsible for the richness and composition of 
the microbial communities found in roots and rhizosphere 
samples, in comparison with the other factors biocontrol 
treatments and Rhizoctonia soil levels (Tables 2 and 3). 
Streptomyces biocontrol agents tested in this study showed a 
significant effect on the root microbial populations resulting 
in distinct microbiomes in the endosphere and rhizosphere 
(Table 3 and Supplemental Materials 5 and 6); the effect of 
R. solani levels on root and rhizosphere microbiome was low 
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FIGURE 1 | (A) Clustering analysis of all samples included in the study; (B) relative abundance of the core bacteria and fungi found in seeds and roots during the entire study (in the table the taxa with at least 2% in 
any sampling time; the complete list of core bacteria and fungi classified at genus level is below the table and includes the taxa with low relative abundance—* marks the taxonomic groups with core ASVs found in 
all sampling time points); the data for control and biocontrol treatments was pooled for these analyses. Details of post hoc plots can be seen in Supplemental Materials 6, 7, and 10.
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and only significantly different by ANOSIM analysis for the 
root microbiome (Table 3). High levels of R. solani showed 
a significant alteration of the rhizosphere soil communities 
from 4 to 12 weeks, not in the subsequent weeks, suggesting 
some rhizosphere microorganism may respond to root disease.

Endosphere and Rhizosphere 
Microbiomes Over a 5-Month Period
A succession of microorganisms was observed in the wheat 
roots from 4 weeks to the mature plant after 20 weeks (Figure 1 
and Supplemental Material 3), with bacterial biodiversity 
being more prominent in the initial stages and fungal 
biodiversity increasing after the 12th week. Some bacterial and 
fungal OTUs were maintained in the plant root for several 
weeks, while others were only identified occasionally (Figure 1 
and Supplemental Materials 3 and 4). Although Streptomyces 
and Paenibacillus were predominantly found in the roots at 
week 4 (Figure 1 and Supplemental Material 3), the OTUs 
of these bacterial genera were not mainly found in the same 
set of roots and rhizosphere samples. Streptomyces dominated 
samples obtained from F11- and EN16-treated plants, while 
Paenibacillus were abundant on control and F5-treated plants 
(Figures 2A, B and Supplemental Material 5). Similarity 
percentage (SIMPER) analyses also showed an abundance of 
Arthrobacter, Bacillus, and Paenibacillus OTUs in the control 
roots soon after 4 weeks. Other OTUs increased in F11- and 
EN16-treated roots, mainly fungal OTUs, were classified as 
Exophiala, Phaeoacremonium, and unclassified Xylariaceae (see 
post hoc plots in Supplement 6). The comparison of the OTUs 
in the control roots versus the biocontrol-treated roots showed 
a similarity in less than 10% at single time points (specific 
weeks), increasing to nearly 20% when the total 5-month 
period was considered (data not shown). By comparing the 
taxonomic groups (at genus level) of the OTUs for the control 
versus biocontrol-treated roots at the same time point (week), 
the similarity ranged from 43 to 88% (Table 4); the similarity 
was maximum at the 8th week of the wheat growth cycle for 

TABLE 2 | P values for analysis of similarities (ANOSIM) in roots and rhizosphere 
soil samples. The results represent the same samples according to sampling 
time, the biocontrol treatment, and finally according to pathogen infection 
level groupings.

Roots Rhizosphere soils

Sample 0.001 0.001
Sampling time 0.001 0.001
Biocontrol treatment 0.044 0.714
Rhizoctonia level 0.009 0.319

Bold mean the P value is significant (P<0.05). Analyses done in Primer v6 using 
squared root transformation of the data and resemblance Bray–Curtis similarity (with 
dummy variable).

TABLE 3 | P values for analysis of similarities (ANOSIM) for each group of 
samples (values per week considering the effect of biocontrol agents and 
different levels of Rhizoctonia disease).

ANOSIM

Roots Week 4 Biocontrols 0.001
Rhizoctonia 0.111

Week 8 Biocontrols 0.003
Rhizoctonia 0.816

Week 12 Biocontrols 0.032
Rhizoctonia 0.682

Week 16 Biocontrols 0.671
Rhizoctonia 0.574

Week 20 Biocontrols 0.141
  Rhizoctonia 0.5

Rhizosphere Week 4 Biocontrols 0.451
soils Rhizoctonia 0.004

Week 8 Biocontrols 0.6
Rhizoctonia 0.012

Week 12 Biocontrols 0.61
Rhizoctonia 0.038

Week 16 Biocontrols 0.388
Rhizoctonia 0.363

Week 20 Biocontrols 0.441
  Rhizoctonia 0.853

Bold mean the P value is significant (P<0.05).

TABLE 1 | Shannon diversity index and Margalef richness (at genus or higher taxonomic level) for wheat root and rhizosphere soil samples; average (minimum and 
maximum values).

Shannon diversity Shannon diversity Margalef richness Margalef richness

Root Rhizosphere Root Rhizosphere

All 4.25 (2.32–6.02) 5.52 (4.68–6.04) 86 223
Sampling Seed stage 3.41 (2.64–4.31)* 5.79 (5.08–6.25)* 31* 345*
time (weeks) 4 3.29 (2.32–4.14) 5.39 (4.72–5.66) 26 188

8 4.24 (3.49–4.71) 5.49 (5.28–5.77) 76 221
12 4.73 (4.01–5.43) 5.51 (4.68–5.75) 132 230
16 4.50 (3.21–6.02) 5.67 (5.44–6.04) 93 252

  20 4.82 (3.74–5.53) 5.51 (5.12–5.88) 140 219
Biocontrol Control 4.26 (3.02–5.53) 5.54 (4.72–6.04) 82 227
treatment F11 4.24 (2.32–5.37) 5.51 (4.68–5.76) 86 223

EN16 4.36 (2.66–6.02) 5.51 (5.17–5.88) 93 215
F5 4.15 (3.15–5.16) 5.53 (5.12–6.00) 83 228

Rhizoctonia Low level 4.38 (2.99–5.28) 5.59 (4.68–6.04) 97 223
soil level High level 4.10 (2.32–6.02) 5.54 (5.12–5.76) 73 227

*Values for seeds (root column) or initial soil (rhizosphere column).
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FIGURE 2 | Percentage (A) and ratio (B) and of Streptomyces and Paenibacillus sequences in roots and rhizosphere soils; relative abundance of Thanatephorus 
reads (within fungal population) ± SEM in root samples (*P < 0.05) (C).

TABLE 4 | Taxonomic similarity (%) comparing control versus biocontrol-treated roots; taxonomic groups observed in roots obtained from low and high Rhizoctonia-level 
soils were also compared.

Control vs. F11 Control vs. EN16 Control vs. F5 Low vs. high 
Rhizoctonia

Shannon diversity within the samples

4 weeks 63 64 48 43 Increase of bacterial and decrease of fungal 
biodiversity compared to seeds (P < 0.05)

8 weeks 88 88 88 88 Large increase of bacterial biodiversity  
(P < 0.05)

12 weeks 59 54 69 53 Large increase of fungal biodiversity  
(P < 0.05)

16 weeks 71 44 69 51 Slight decrease of bacterial and fungal 
biodiversity (not significant P > 0.05)

20 weeks 67 46 60 36 Slight increase of bacterial and fungal 
biodiversity (not significant P > 0.05)
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both bacteria and fungi found in roots. The relative abundance 
of the major and most common taxa found on wheat roots also 
showed differences over time (Figure  1 and Supplemental 
Information 7). Among the rhizosphere soil samples, the 
taxonomic similarity was consistent over time (around 70% in 
all samples), and multiple ASVs were found in common over 
the weeks (Supplement 3).

Distinct dynamics were found among bacterial and fungal 
OTUs: 1) Pseudomonas OTUs were high in the 4- and 8-week 
sampled roots and reduced after the 12th week (Figure 1 and 
Supplemental Information 7); 2) Sphingomonas OTUs were 
particularly high after the 12th and 20th weeks (Figure 1);  
3) Podospora OTUs increased after the 8th week (Figure 1 
and Supplemental Information 7); 4) Bacillus, Curvularia, 
and Rubrobacter OTUs reduced over time in the rhizosphere 
soils (Supplemental Material 8); 5) Devosia was abundant at 
8th and 12th weeks (Figure 1); and 6) Aspergillus, Dipodascus, 
Rhodoplanes, and Trichoderma OTUs (P < 0.05 using post 
hoc two-group analysis) were more abundant in later periods 
(Supplemental Material 8). Notably, molecular ecological 
network analyses showed Streptomyces as a lateral genus in 
the population analyses, directly interacting with Ralstonia, 
and barely interacting with other groups (Figure 3A); Afifella, 
Luteibacter, Methylibium, and Shinella were found in the center 
of the bacterial network analyses with the major number of 
links within the microbiome (Supplemental Material 9). 
Additionally, Thanatephorus (anamorph of Rhizoctonia) was 
found in the core of the network interacting with multiple 
bacteria and fungi (see Figure 3B for details).

Biocontrol Strains and Other Taxa in 
Rhizoctonia Conducive Soils
Figure 2C shows the differences observed in reads of 
Thanatephorus OTUs (anamorph of Rhizoctonia) during the 
study. The highest values were seen at 4 weeks followed by a 
decrease of Thanatephorus OTUs in roots and rhizosphere soils 
in subsequent weeks. These values correlated with the disease 
incidence rate measured in the plant roots (Supplemental 
Material 2) showing higher root disease index at 4 weeks 
and decreasing in the weeks after. The relative abundance 
of Thanatephorus reads detected in F11- and EN16-treated 
roots at 4 weeks was significantly lower (P < 0.05) compared 
with the values for control roots; in the remaining sampling 
times, the relative abundance of Thanatephorus reads was less 
than 4%, and the differences were not significant (P > 0.05). 
Besides this direct effect observed by Streptomyces on the roots 
of plants exposed to R. solani–induced infestation, SIMPER, 
and ANOVA (STAMP) comparative analyses agreed that some 
other OTUs, classified as Balneimonas (Bradyrhizobiaceae), 
Massilia (Oxalobacteraceae), Pseudomonas, and unclassified 
Micrococcaceae, Rhizophlyctidaceae, and Gemmatimonadaceae 
were particularly dominant in the soils with highest levels 
of R. solani (Supplemental Materials 10 and 11). OTUs of 
Bradyrhizobiaceae (e.g., Balneimonas) and Micrococcaceae were 
mainly present in the rhizosphere soils, while some OTUs of 
Pseudomonas increased with higher levels of root disease.

DISCUSSION

The microbiome of root endosphere and rhizosphere soils 
was monitored through the growth cycle (5 months) of the 
wheat crop growing in Rhizoctonia-infested soils with and 
without the influence of Streptomyces biocontrol strains tested 
at each step of plant development. This study confirmed 
that Streptomyces isolates (F11 and EN16) could modulate 
endosphere and rhizosphere microbiomes resulting in 
increased plant growth, reduced root disease, and increased 
number of wheat heads over the weeks. The third strain, 
Streptomyces F5, was less effective on plant physiology and 
produced a distinctively different microbiome compared with 
the first two endophytes. The addition of Streptomyces strains 
F11 and EN16 affected mostly Paenibacillus populations, 
commonly found in seeds (Yang et al., 2017), reducing 
their relative abundance drastically over the first weeks. In 
addition, the abundance of the OTUs of Streptomyces and the 
fungal OTUs classified as Exophiala (also found in seeds), 
Phaeoacremonium, and unclassified Xylariaceae increased 
during the same period. It is known that the enrichment of 
endosphere and rhizosphere microbiomes benefits the wheat 
plants (Yang et al., 2012; Bulgarelli et al., 2013; Reinhold-
Hurek et al., 2015), and we have demonstrated that individual 
strains can shift the microbiome (not affecting the richness 
or evenness) and benefit the plants. It is possible that the 
efficacy of Streptomyces strains reported in glasshouse 
systems against Rhizoctonia in wheat (Goudjal et al., 2013) 
and tomato (Sabaratnam and Traquair, 2002) can produce 
predictable changes in the endosphere microbiome. The 
inoculum concentration of ≈105 cfu/seed has shown benefits 
for wheat plants in field trials (Barnett et al., 2017). A higher 
inoculum in the initial seeds might result in 3–7% rise of 
the endophyte population in wheat roots (Conn and Franco, 
2004). Increasing numbers of reports suggest that a high 
biodiversity at the endosphere and rhizosphere levels may give 
extra protective “tools” to plants to respond to environmental 
constraints and infestation stresses (Ratnadass et al., 2012; 
Reinhold-Hurek et al., 2015; van der Heijden and Hartmann, 
2016; Barnawal et al., 2017).

It is now known that the OTUs and taxonomic groups 
detected at each stage of wheat growth change over time (Lauber 
et al., 2013; Reinhold-Hurek et al., 2015; Rascovan et al., 2016; 
Mahoney et al., 2017). Such patterns were also observed in this 
study with R. solani–infested soils, independently of the disease 
levels. Bacterial OTUs tend to be dominant in the initial stages 
of plant growth, colonize the wheat roots, and reach successive 
peaks of biodiversity during the first 12 weeks. While some 
bacterial OTUs are dominant during the initial weeks, other 
bacteria, such as Sphingomonas, were found mostly in the later 
stages of wheat root maturation. Sphingomonas are usually 
found in multiple parts (roots, leafs, flowers) of mature plants 
and also have a plant protective role against infestations (Kim 
et al., 1998; Khan et al., 2014). These bacteria are common 
plant endophytes and are known to benefit plants by producing 
phytohormones and support plant maturation processes (Khan 
et al., 2014; Asaf et al., 2017). Later, fungi gain more relevance 
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FIGURE 3 | Network analysis for bacterial and fungal groups found in the wheat roots. Detailed networks were selected for Streptomyces and its neighbors 
(A), and Thanatephorus connections (B) to visualize which taxonomic groups are directly affected by these taxa; negative and positive interactions are marked 
red and blue, respectively. Network analyses were conducted using molecular ecological network analysis pipeline (MENA; http://ieg4.rccc.ou.edu/MENA/) to 
generate the networks with a cutoff of 0.9 and Cytoscape environment to visualize and redesign the networks. Yellow to red color in network A means more links 
within the network.
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and intensively colonize wheat roots; from the 12th to the 16th 
week, fungal biodiversity increased greatly, and some genera, 
such as Aspergillus, Dipodascus, and Trichoderma, described as 
protective for wheat and other plants (Nicolaisen et al., 2014; 
Bokati et al., 2016; Hertz et al., 2016; Barnett et al., 2017; Liu 
et al., 2018) were particularly abundant. In fact, it was clear 
that the microbial population changed over time, and distinct 
microbiomes can actually be considered for each stage of the 
wheat crop (Supplement 3) with only a fraction of OTUs/ASVs 
persisting during the entire period of this study (Figure 1).

Microbial communities were primarily affected by the sampling 
time of wheat roots, similar to findings for Arabidopsis thaliana 
(Bulgarelli et al., 2012), but at a second level, it was possible to observe 
some differences in the endosphere and rhizosphere microbiomes in 
the presence of effective biocontrol agents. Notably, Streptomyces did 
not show the highest degree of connectivity in the network analyses, 
being the positions with more interactions taken by other taxonomic 
groups such as Afifella, Luteibacter, Methylibium, Shinella, and 
Chitinophaga, that are frequent colonizers of the rhizosphere and 
previously described as relevant endophytes for nuts, sugarcane, or 
potato plants (Manter et al., 2010; Chakraborty et al., 2016; Taulé 
et al., 2016; Su et al., 2017; Lo et al., 2018). These may represent 
keystone microbes in the rhizosphere microbiome (Berry and 
Widder, 2014). These bacteria networked to several others certainly 
represent interesting targets for microbial interaction studies, but 
further analysis of the soils with increased levels of R. solani showed 
similar or lower relative abundance of these bacteria compared with 
the soils with low levels of Rhizoctonia. Instead, a higher contribution 
of other lateral taxonomic groups (Streptomyces or Paenibacillus) 
was found to interfere with the wheat root endosphere communities 
from Rhizoctonia-infested soils.

Soils with low and high levels of R. solani were challenged by 
biocontrol strains and its effects on endosphere and rhizosphere 
microbiomes compared. The number of reads of Thanatephorus 
(anamorph of R. solani) was not constant throughout the study, 
being peaks of reads collected in the initial weeks changing 
similarly to the values of disease severity seen in the wheat 
roots—higher values (roots were rated 4 and 5) in the first weeks 
and then decreasing to much lower levels (roots were rated 1 and 
2) after the 12th week. The interaction between R. solani within 
the endosphere and rhizosphere microbiomes was complex 
with interactions between multiple taxonomic groups, some of 
these representing well-known endophytes or plant benefiting 
microbes (e.g., Trichoderma, Gibberella, and Burkholderia) with 
mechanisms of action against soil infestations (Panea et al., 2013; 
Gouda et al., 2016) and others being central taxa in the network 
analyses (e.g., Luteibacter). Nevertheless, the presence of F11 
and EN16 strains on roots resulted in lower number of reads 
of Thanatephorus at 4 weeks, in agreement with lower disease 
severity reported in the plants. This suggests the percentage 
of each OTUs in the microbiome profiles may provide a semi-
quantitative perception of the infestation levels in the soils. 
Besides the impact of biocontrol Streptomyces on Rhizoctonia 
root rot, some Pseudomonas OTUs in wheat roots and OTUs of 
Bradyrhizobiaceae, Micrococcaceae, and Oxalobacteraceae (e.g., 
Massilia) in rhizosphere soils were positively responsive to the 
higher levels of R. solani inoculation. Some strains of these groups 

may also play a protective role against this specific infestation, and 
occasional isolates of Massilia were described with such properties 
(Yin et al., 2013). Antifungal activity was reported for multiple 
members of Oxalobacteraceae, including Collimonas spp., against 
the ectomycorrhizal fungus Laccaria bicolor, also affecting the 
growth and hyphae branching of the fungus and potentially 
modulating the fungal gene in stress response (Leveau et al., 
2010). It remains to be clarified if the “manipulation” of all these 
taxonomic groups simultaneously in standardized experiments 
can in fact result in a much higher physiological effect in wheat 
plants than the ones we observed with Streptomyces strains alone. 
The proliferation of these microbes at the right stage of the wheat 
crop, both in the plant and rhizosphere soil, may be a highly 
efficient barrier against the spread of fungal infestations, keeping 
the plant and the biodiversity of the soils stable. The addition of 
selective treatments to seeds, either as inoculants or materials to 
increase specific taxa, may add even more productivity to crops 
in coming years (Li et al., 2018), being important to integrate and 
complement these approaches.

In conclusion, the microbial populations of both endosphere 
and rhizosphere soils experience major changes from the 
early stages to the flowering phase with distinct groups of 
microbes dominating each stage. The addition of effective 
biocontrol Streptomyces strains impact the microbiome as 
these strains take over the dominant place of other bacteria, 
e.g., Paenibacillus, in the wheat root. Paenibacillus had higher 
relative abundance within the endophytic communities of 
some fruits, such as apple (Liu et al., 2018), suggesting that 
some observations of this study may be extended to these 
plants. Disease variation levels in the soil may be monitored 
by routine comparison of the endosphere microbiome 
profiles, which may also reveal OTUs directly responding to 
major levels of R. solani in the soils. We are entering the era 
of biological sustainability strategies for consolidation and 
promotion of plant productivity by acting at multiple levels 
to reduce and limit the consequences of serious infestations. 
By promoting, monitoring, and controlling the microbiome 
and the biocontrol agents within the plant at each period 
of development, we may effectively achieve exceptional 
nutritional and environmental standards.

CONTRIBUTION TO THE FIELD 
STATEMENT

Rhizoctonia root rot is a major root infestation affecting cereals 
and other crops that cases considerable damage to the plant 
reducing access to water and nutrients. The estimated cost 
of control measures is of several hundreds of million dollars 
annually in Australia, being the options for partial control 
restricted to tillage, use of herbicides and other chemicals and 
rotation with non-cereal crops. The use of biocontrol strains, 
mainly Streptomyces, as seed coats promote wheat growth and 
plant maturation resulting in changes in the endosphere and 
rhizosphere soil microbiomes. These changes may impact 
Rhizoctonia infestation at root level and limit the damages. In 
this study, specific bacterial and fungal OTUs responded to crop 
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age, addition of biocontrol strains (the effects of three strains 
were compared) and increased levels of Rhizoctonia solani 
infestation in the soils. Some OTUs of Balneimonas, Massilia, 
Pseudomonas and unclassified Micrococcaceae responded 
essentially in the soils representing potential protectors against 
Rhizoctonia infestation advance, without damaging the soils or 
affecting its bacterial and fungal biodiversity. The application of 
biologically sustainable approaches in agriculture may limit the 
damaging effects of serious fungal infestations and preserve high 
levels of microbial biodiversity in the soils.

DATA AVAILABILITY

The dataset supporting the conclusions of this article is available 
in the NCBI repository, under the ID SUB4129508, biosample 
SUB4129509 and bioproject PRJNA471385 (SRA study 
SRP149964; accessible with the link ftp://ftp-trace.ncbi.nlm.nih.
gov/sra/review/SRP149964_20190318_110809_27e795eb0f314e
df0479737480ab0f2a).

AUTHOR CONTRIBUTIONS

All authors participated in the design, conception and 
implementation of the study, data analyses, manuscript writing  
and elaboration.

FUNDING

RA was supported by an Endeavour Postdoctoral Fellowship. 
This study was financed by Grains Research and Development 
Corporation (GRDC) project no. UF00008.

SUPPLEMENTARY MATERIAL

The Supplementary Material for this article can be found online 
at: https://www.frontiersin.org/articles/10.3389/fpls.2019.01038/
full#supplementary-material

REFERENCES

Anderson, M. (2001). A new method for non-parametric multivariate analysis of 
variance. Austral. Ecol. 26, 32–46. doi: 10.1046/j.1442-9993.2001.01070.x

Anderson, M., Ellingsen, K., and McArdle, B. (2006). Multivariate 
dispersion as a measure of beta diversity. Ecol. Lett. 9, 683–693. doi: 
10.1111/j.1461-0248.2006.00926.x

Anees, M., Edel-Hermann, V., and Steinberg, C. (2010). Build up of patches 
caused by Rhizoctonia solani. Soil Biol. Biochem. 42, 1661–1672. doi: 10.1016/j.
soilbio.2010.05.013

Angus, J. F., Kirkegaard, J. A., Hunt, J. R., Ryan, M. H., Ohlander, L., and 
Peoples, M. B. (2015). Break crops and rotations for wheat. Crop Pasture Sci. 
66, 523–552. doi: 10.1071/CP14252

Araujo, R., Kaewkla, O., and Franco, C. M. M., (2017). “Endophytic Actinobacteria: 
beneficial partners for sustainable agriculture,” in Endophyte Vol I: Biology 
and Biotechnology. Ed. D. K. Maheshwari (Cham, Switzerland: Springer 
International Publishing AG). doi: 10.1007/978-3-319-66541-2_8

Asaf, S., Khan, M. A., Khan, A. L., Waqas, M., Shahzad, R., Kim, A., et al. 
(2017). Bacterial endophytes from arid land plants regulate endogenous 
hormone content and promote growth in crop plants: an example of 
Sphingomonas sp. and Serratia marcescens. J. Plant Inter. 12, 31–38. doi: 
10.1080/17429145.2016.1274060

Babiker, E. M., Hulbert, S. H., Schroeder, K. L., and Paulitz, T. C. (2011). Optimum 
timing of preplant applications of glyphosate to manage Rhizoctonia root rot 
in barley. Am. Phytopathol. Soc. 95, 304–310. doi: 10.1094/PDIS-05-10-0354

Barnawal, D., Bharti, N., Pandey, S., Pandey, A., Chanotiya, C., and Kalra,  A. 
(2017). Plant growth-promoting rhizobacteria enhance wheat salt and drought 
stress tolerance by altering endogenous phytohormone levels and TaCTR1/
TaDREB2 expression. Physiol. Plant 161, 502–514. doi: 10.1111/ppl.12614

Barnett, S., Roget, D., and Ryder, M. H. (2006). Suppression of Rhizoctonia 
solani AG-8 induced disease on wheat by the interaction between Pantoea, 
Exiguobacterium and Microbacteria. Aust. J. Soil Res. 44, 331–342. doi: 10.1071/
SR05113

Barnett, S., Zhao, S., Ballard, R., and Franco, C. M. M. (2017). Selection of 
microbes for control of Rhizoctonia root rot on wheat using a high throughput 
pathosystem. Biol. Control 113, 45–57. doi: 10.1016/j.biocontrol.2017.07.003

Barnett, S. J., Ballard, R. A., and Franco, C. M. M. (2019). Field assessment of 
microbial inoculants to control Rhizoctonia root rot on wheat. Biol. Control 
132, 152–160. doi: 10.1016/j.biocontrol.2019.02.019

Berry, D., and Widder, S. (2014). Deciphering microbial interactions and detecting 
keystone species with co-occurrence networks. Front. Microbiol. 5, 219. doi: 
10.3389/fmicb.2014.00219

Bokati, D., Herrera, J., and Poudel, R. (2016). Soil influences colonization of 
root-associated fungal endophyte communities of maize, wheat, and their 
progenitors. J. Mycol. 2016, 8062073. doi: 10.1155/2016/8062073

Bulgarelli, D., Rott, M., Schlaeppi, K., Ver Loren van Themaat, E., Ahmadinejad, N., 
Assenza, F., et al. (2012). Revealing structure and assembly cues for Arabidopsis 
root-inhabiting bacterial microbiota. Nature 488, 91–95. doi: 10.1038/
nature11336

Bulgarelli, D., Schlaeppi, K., Spaepen, S., Ver Loren van Themaat, E., and 
Schulze-Lefert, P. (2013). Structure and functions of the bacterial microbiota 
of plants. Annu. Rev. Plant Biol. 64, 807–838. doi: 10.1146/annurev-arplant- 
050312-120106

Callahan, B., McMurdie, P., Rosen, M., Han, A., Johnson, A., and Holmes, S. 
(2016). DADA2: High-resolution sample inference from Illumina amplicon 
data. Nat. Methods 13, 581–583. doi: 10.1038/nmeth.3869

Caporaso, J. G., Kuczynski, J., Stombaugh, J., Bittinger, K., Bushman, F. D., and 
Costello, E. K. (2010). QIIME allows analysis of high-throughput community 
sequencing data. Nat. Methods 7, 335–336. doi: 10.1038/nmeth.f.303

Caporaso, J. G., Lauber, C. L., Walters, W. A., Berg-Lyons, D., Huntley, J., Fierer, N., 
et al. (2012). Ultra-high-throughput microbial community analysis on the 
Illumina HiSeq and MiSeq platforms. ISME J. 6, 1621–1624. doi: 10.1038/
ismej.2012.8

Caporaso, J. G., Lauber, C. L., Walters, W. A., Berg-Lyons, D., Lozupone, C. A., 
Turnbaugh, P. J., et al. (2011). Global patterns of 16S rRNA diversity at a depth 
of millions of sequences per sample. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U. S. A. 108, 4516–
4522. doi: 10.1073/pnas.1000080107

Chakraborty, S., Britton, M., Martínez-García, P., and Dandekar, A. (2016). Deep 
RNA-Seq profile reveals biodiversity, plant-microbe interactions and a large 
family of NBS-LRR resistance genes in walnut (Juglans regia) tissues. AMB 
Express 6, 12. doi: 10.1186/s13568-016-0182-3

Charmet, G. (2011). Wheat domestication: lessons for the future. C. R. Biol. 334, 
212–220. doi: 10.1016/j.crvi.2010.12.013

Chin, C., Chen, S., Wu, H., Ho, C., Ko, M., and Lin, C. (2014). cytoHubba: 
identifying hub objects and sub-networks from complex interactome. BMC 
Syst. Biol. 8, S11. doi: 10.1186/1752-0509-8-S4-S11

Clarke, R., Somerfield, P., and Gorley, R. (2008). Testing of null hypotheses in 
exploratory community analyses: similarity profiles and biota-environment 
linkage. J. Exp. Marine Biol. Ecol. 366, 57–69. doi: 10.1016/j.jembe.2008. 
07.009

Conn, V. M., and Franco, C. M. M. (2004). Effect of microbial inoculants on 
the indigenous actinobacterial endophyte population in the roots of wheat 
as tetermined by terminal restriction fragment length polymorphism. Appl. 
Environ. Microbiol. 70, 6407–6413. doi: 10.1128/AEM.70.11.6407-6413.2004

https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/plant-science#articles
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/plant-science/
www.frontiersin.org
ftp://ftp-trace.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/sra/review/SRP149964_20190318_110809_27e795eb0f314edf0479737480ab0f2a
ftp://ftp-trace.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/sra/review/SRP149964_20190318_110809_27e795eb0f314edf0479737480ab0f2a
ftp://ftp-trace.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/sra/review/SRP149964_20190318_110809_27e795eb0f314edf0479737480ab0f2a
https://www.frontiersin.org/articles/10.3389/fpls.2019.01038/full#supplementary-material
https://www.frontiersin.org/articles/10.3389/fpls.2019.01038/full#supplementary-material
https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1442-9993.2001.01070.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1461-0248.2006.00926.x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.soilbio.2010.05.013
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.soilbio.2010.05.013
https://doi.org/10.1071/CP14252
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-66541-2_8
https://doi.org/10.1080/17429145.2016.1274060
https://doi.org/10.1094/PDIS-05-10-0354
https://doi.org/10.1111/ppl.12614
https://doi.org/10.1071/SR05113
https://doi.org/10.1071/SR05113
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biocontrol.2017.07.003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biocontrol.2019.02.019
https://doi.org/10.3389/fmicb.2014.00219
https://doi.org/10.1155/2016/8062073
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature11336
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature11336
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-arplant-050312-120106
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-arplant-050312-120106
https://doi.org/10.1038/nmeth.3869
https://doi.org/10.1038/nmeth.f.303
https://doi.org/10.1038/ismej.2012.8
https://doi.org/10.1038/ismej.2012.8
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1000080107
https://doi.org/10.1186/s13568-016-0182-3
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.crvi.2010.12.013
https://doi.org/10.1186/1752-0509-8-S4-S11
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jembe.2008.07.009
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jembe.2008.07.009
https://doi.org/10.1128/AEM.70.11.6407-6413.2004


Wheat Microbiome in Rhizoctonia Infested SoilsAraujo et al.

12 August 2019 | Volume 10 | Article 1038Frontiers in Plant Science | www.frontiersin.org

Conn, V., Walker, A., and Franco, C. (2008). Endophytic actinobacteria induce 
defense pathways in Arabidopsis thaliana. Mol. Plant-Microbe Interact. 21, 
208–218. doi: 10.1094/MPMI-21-2-0208

Cook, R., Weller, D., El-Banna, E., Vakoch, D., and Zhang, H. (2002). Yield 
responses of direct-seeded wheat to rhizobacteria and fungicide seed 
treatments. Plant Dis. 7, 780–784. doi: 10.1094/PDIS.2002.86.7.780

Deng, Y., Jiang, Y., Yang, Y., He, Z., Luo, F., and Zhou, J. (2012). Molecular ecological 
network analyses. BMC Bioinformatics 13, 113. doi: 10.1186/1471-2105- 
13-113

Dua, S., and Sindhu, S. S. (2012). Effectiveness of rhizosphere bacteria for control 
of root rot disease in improving plant growth of wheat (Triticum aestivum L). 
J. Microbiol. Res. 2, 26–35. doi: 10.5923/j.microbiology.20120202.05

Edgar, R., and Flyvbjerg, H. (2015). Error filtering, pair assembly and error 
correction for next-generation sequencing reads. Bioinformatics 31, 3476–
3482. doi: 10.1093/bioinformatics/btv401

El-Tarabily, K. A. (2006). Rhizosphere-competent isolates of streptomycete and 
non-streptomycete actinomycetes capable of producing cell-wall degrading 
enzymes to control Pythium aphanidermatum damping-off disease of 
cucumber. Can. J. Bot. 84, 211–222. doi: 10.1139/b05-153

El-Tarabily, K. A. (2008). Promotion of tomato (Lycopersicon esculentum Mill) 
plant growth by rhizosphere competent 1-aminocyclopropane-1- carboxylic 
acid deaminase-producing streptomycete actinobacteria. Plant Soil 308, 161–
174. doi: 10.1007/s11104-008-9616-2

Emmert, E. A. B., and Handelsman, J. (1999). Biocontrol of plant disease: a (Gram-) 
positive perspective. FEMS Microbiol. Lett. 171, 1–9. doi: 10.1111/j.1574-
6968.1999.tb13405.x

Franco, C., Adetutu, E., Le, H., Ballard, R., Araujo, R., Tobe, S., et al. (2017). 
Complete genome sequences of the endophytes Streptomyces strains LUP 
30 and LUP 47b isolated from lucerne plants. Genome Announc. 5, e00556–
e00517. doi: 10.1128/genomeA.00556-17

Franco, C., Araujo, R., Adetutu, E., Tobe, S., Paul, B., Mallya, S., et al. (2016). 
Complete genome sequences of the endophytes Streptomyces strains EN16, 
EN23 and EN27 isolated from wheat plants. Genome Announc. 4, e01342–
e01316. doi: 10.1128/genomeA.01342-16

Franco, C., Michelsen, P., Percy, N., Conn, V., Listiana, E., Moll, S., et al. (2007). 
Actinobacterial endophytes for improved crop performance. Austral. Plant 
Pathol. 36, 524–531. doi: 10.1071/AP07067

Gardes, M., and Bruns, T. D. (1993). ITS primers with enhanced specificity for 
basidiomycetes - application to the identification of mycorrhizae and rusts. 
Mol. Ecol. 2, 113–118. doi: 10.1111/j.1365-294X.1993.tb00005.x

Gouda, S., Das, G., Sen, S., Shin, H., and Patra, J. (2016). Endophytes: a treasure 
house of bioactive compounds of medicinal importance. Front. Microbiol. 7, 
1538. doi: 10.3389/fmicb.2016.01538

Goudjal, Y., Toumatia, O., Sabaou, N., Barakate, M., Mathieu, F., and Zitouni, 
A. (2013). Endophytic actinomycetes from spontaneous plants of Algerian 
Sahara: indole-3-acetic acid production and tomato plants growth promoting 
activity. World J. Microbiol. Biotechnol. 29, 1821–1829. doi: 10.1007/s11274- 
013-1344-y

Hertz, M., Jensen, I., Jensen, L., Thomsen, S., Winde, J., Dueholm, M., et al. (2016). 
The fungal community changes over time in developing wheat heads. Int. J. 
Food Microbiol. 222, 30–39. doi: 10.1016/j.ijfoodmicro.2016.01.018

Hirsch, P., and Mauchline, T. H. (2012). Who’s who in the plant root microbiome? 
Nat. Biotechnol. 30, 961–962. doi: 10.1038/nbt.2387

Jaffar, A. K. M., Paulitz, T. C., Schroeder, K. L., Thomashow, L. S., and Weller, D.  M. 
(2016). Molecular characterization, morphological characteristics, virulence, 
and geographic distribution of Rhizoctonia spp. in Washington State. 
Phytopathol. 106, 459–473. doi: 10.1094/PHYTO-09-15-0208-R

Khamna, S., Yokota, A., and Lumyong, S. (2009). Actinomycetes isolated from 
medicinal plant rhizosphere soils: diversity and screening of antifungal 
compounds, indole-3-acetic acid and siderophore production. World J. 
Microbiol. Biotechnol. 25, 649–665. doi: 10.1007/s11274-008-9933-x

Khan, A. L., Waqas, M., Kang, S.-M., Al-Harrasi, A., Hussain, J., Al-Rawahi, A., 
et al. (2014). Bacterial endophyte Sphingomonas sp. LK11 produces gibberellins 
and IAA and promotes tomato plant growth. J. Mycol. 52, 689–695. doi: 
10.1007/s12275-014-4002-7

Kim, H., Nishiyama, M., Kunito, T., Senoo, K., Kawahara, K., Murakami, K., et al. 
(1998). High population of Sphingomonas species on plant surface. J. Appl. 
Microbiol. 85, 731–736. doi: 10.1111/j.1365-2672.1998.00586.x

Lauber, C., Ramirez, K., Aanderud, Z., Lennon, J., and Fierer, N. (2013). Temporal 
variability in soil microbial communities across land-use types. ISME J. 7, 
1641–1650. doi: 10.1038/ismej.2013.50

Legendre, P., and Gallagher, E. D. (2001). Ecologically meaningful transformations 
for ordination of species data. Oecologia 129, 271–280. doi: 10.1007/
s004420100716

Leveau, J. H. J., Uroz, S., and Boer, W. D. (2010). The bacterial genus 
Collimonas: mycophagy, weathering and other adaptive solutions to life 
in oligotrophic soil environments. Environ. Microbiol. 12, 281–292. doi: 
10.1111/j.1462-2920.2009.02010.x

Li, Y., An, J., Dang, Z., Lv, H., Pan, W., and Gao, Z. (2018). Treating wheat seeds 
with neonicotinoid insecticides does not harm the rhizosphere microbial 
community. PLoS One 13, e0205200. doi: 10.1371/journal.pone.0205200

Liu, J., Abdelfattah, A., Norelli, J., Burchard, E., Schena, L., Droby, S., et al. (2018). 
Apple endophytic microbiota of different rootstock/scion combinations 
suggests a genotype-specific influence. Microbiome 6, 18. doi: 10.1186/
s40168-018-0403-x

Lo, K., Lin, S., Lu, C., Kuo, C., and Liu, C. (2018). Whole-genome sequencing and 
comparative analysis of two plant-associated strains of Rhodopseudomonas 
palustris (PS3 and YSC3). Sci. Rep. 8, 12769. doi: 10.1038/s41598-018-31128-8

Lobell, D. B. (2009). Remote sensing of soil degradation: introduction. J. Environ. 
Qual. 39, 1–4. doi: 10.2134/jeq2009.0326

Mahoney, A., Yin, C., and Hulbert, S. (2017). Community structure, species 
variation, and potential functions of rhizosphere-associated bacteria of 
different winter wheat (Triticum aestivum) cultivars. Front. Plant Sci. 8, 132. 
doi: 10.3389/fpls.2017.00132

Manter, D., Delgado, J., Holm, D., and Stong, R. (2010). Pyrosequencing reveals a 
highly diverse and cultivar-specific bacterial endophyte community in potato 
roots. Microb. Ecol. 60, 157–166. doi: 10.1007/s00248-010-9658-x

Marshall, T. J., and Holmes, J. W., (1979). Soil physics. London, UK: Cambridge 
University Press. 

Massart, S., Martinez-Medina, M., and Jijakli, M. H. (2015). Biological control in 
the microbiome era: challenges and opportunities. Biol. Control 89, 98–108. 
doi: 10.1016/j.biocontrol.2015.06.003

Mavrodi, O., Walter, N., Elateek, S., Taylor, C., and Okubara, P. A. (2014). 
Suppression of Rhizoctonia and Pythium root rot of wheat by new strains of 
Pseudomonas. Biol. Control 62, 93–102. doi: 10.1016/j.biocontrol.2012.03.013

Mendes, R., Garbeva, P., and Raaijmakers, J. (2013). The rhizosphere 
microbiome: significance of plant beneficial, plant pathogenic, and human 
pathogenic microorganisms. FEMS Microbiol. Rev. 37, 634–663. doi: 
10.1111/1574-6976.12028

Murray, G., and Brennan, J. P. (2009). Estimating disease losses to the Australian 
wheat industry. Austral. Plant Pathol. 38, 558–570. doi: 10.1071/AP09053

Muyzer, G., de Waal, E. C., and Uitterlinden, A. G. (1993). Profiling of complex 
microbial populations by denaturing gradient gel electrophoresis analysis 
of polymerase chain reaction-amplified genes coding for 16S rRNA. Appl. 
Environ. Microbiol. 59, 695–700. 

Nicolaisen, M., Justesen, A., Knorr, K., Wang, J., and Pinnschmidt, H. O. (2014). 
Fungal communities in wheat grain show significant co-existence patterns 
among species. Fungal Ecol. 11, 145–153. doi: 10.1016/j.funeco.2014.06.002

Okubara, P. A., Dickman, M. B., and Blechl, A. E. (2014). Molecular and genetic 
aspects of controlling the soilborne necrotrophic pathogens Rhizoctonia and 
Pythium. Plant Sci. 228, 61–70. doi: 10.1016/j.plantsci.2014.02.001

Ophel-Keller, K., McKay, A., Hartley, D., and Curren, J. (2008). Development of 
a routine DNA-based testing service for soilborne diseases in Australia. Plant 
Pathol. 37, 243–253. doi: 10.1071/AP08029

Panea, c., Piccolob, A., Spaccinib, R., Celanoc, G., Villeccoa, D., and Zaccardelli, M. 
(2013). Agricultural waste-based composts exhibiting suppressivity to diseases 
caused by the phytopathogenic soil-borne fungi Rhizoctonia solani and 
Sclerotinia minor. Appl. Soil Ecol. 65, 43–51. doi: 10.1016/j.apsoil.2013.01.002

Parks, D., Tyson, G., Hugenholtz, P., and Beiko, R. (2014). STAMP: statistical 
analysis of taxonomic and functional profiles. Bioinformatics 30, 3123–3124. 
doi: 10.1093/bioinformatics/btu494

Paulitz, T. C., Zhang, H., and Cook, R. J. (2003). Spatial distribution of Rhizoctonia 
oryzae and rhizoctonia root rot in direct-seeded cereals. Can. J. Plant Pathol. 
25, 295–303. doi: 10.1080/07060660309507082

Poole, G. J., Harries, M., Hüberli, D., Miyan, S., MacLeod, W. J., Lawes, R., et al. 
(2015). Predicting cereal root disease in Western Australia using soil DNA 

https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/plant-science#articles
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/plant-science/
www.frontiersin.org
https://doi.org/10.1094/MPMI-21-2-0208
https://doi.org/10.1094/PDIS.2002.86.7.780
https://doi.org/10.1186/1471-2105-13-113
https://doi.org/10.1186/1471-2105-13-113
https://doi.org/10.5923/j.microbiology.20120202.05
https://doi.org/10.1093/bioinformatics/btv401
https://doi.org/10.1139/b05-153
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11104-008-9616-2
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1574-6968.1999.tb13405.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1574-6968.1999.tb13405.x
https://doi.org/10.1128/genomeA.00556-17
https://doi.org/10.1128/genomeA.01342-16
https://doi.org/10.1071/AP07067
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-294X.1993.tb00005.x
https://doi.org/10.3389/fmicb.2016.01538
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11274-013-1344-y
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11274-013-1344-y
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijfoodmicro.2016.01.018
https://doi.org/10.1038/nbt.2387
https://doi.org/10.1094/PHYTO-09-15-0208-R
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11274-008-9933-x
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12275-014-4002-7
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2672.1998.00586.x
https://doi.org/10.1038/ismej.2013.50
https://doi.org/10.1007/s004420100716
https://doi.org/10.1007/s004420100716
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1462-2920.2009.02010.x
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0205200
https://doi.org/10.1186/s40168-018-0403-x
https://doi.org/10.1186/s40168-018-0403-x
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-018-31128-8
https://doi.org/10.2134/jeq2009.0326
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpls.2017.00132
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00248-010-9658-x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biocontrol.2015.06.003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biocontrol.2012.03.013
https://doi.org/10.1111/1574-6976.12028
https://doi.org/10.1071/AP09053
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.funeco.2014.06.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.plantsci.2014.02.001
https://doi.org/10.1071/AP08029
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.apsoil.2013.01.002
https://doi.org/10.1093/bioinformatics/btu494
https://doi.org/10.1080/07060660309507082


Wheat Microbiome in Rhizoctonia Infested SoilsAraujo et al.

13 August 2019 | Volume 10 | Article 1038Frontiers in Plant Science | www.frontiersin.org

and environmental parameters. Phytopathol. 105, 1069–1079. doi: 10.1094/
PHYTO-07-14-0203-R

Rascovan, N., Carbonetto, B., Perrig, D., Díaz, M., Canciani, W., Abalo, M., et al. 
(2016). Integrated analysis of root microbiomes of soybean and wheat from 
agricultural fields. Sci. Rep. 6, 28084. doi: 10.1038/srep28084

Ratnadass, A., Fernandes, P., Avelino, J., and Habib, R. (2012). Plant species diversity 
for sustainable management of crop pests and diseases in agroecosystems: a 
review. Agron. Sustain Dev. 32, 273–303. doi: 10.1007/s13593-011-0022-4

Reinhold-Hurek, B., Bünger, W., Burbano, C., Sabale, M., and Hurek, T. 
(2015).  Roots shaping their microbiome: global hotspots for microbial 
activity. Annu Rev. Phytopathol. 53, 403–424. doi: 10.1146/annurev-phyto- 
082712-102342

Roget, D. (1995). Decline in root rot (Rhizoctonia solani AG-8) in wheat in a tillage 
and rotation experiment at Avon, South Australia. Austral. J. Exp. Agric. 35, 
1009–1013. doi: 10.1071/EA9951009

Roget, D., Neate, S., and Rovira, A. (1996). Effect of sowing point design and 
tillage practice on the incidence of Rhizoctonia root rot, take-all and cereal cyst 
nematode in wheat and barley. Aust. J. Exp. Agric. 36, 683–693. doi: 10.1071/
EA9960683

Roget, D., Venn, N., and Rovira, A. (1987). Reduction of Rhizoctonia root rot of 
direct-drilled wheat by short-term chemical fallow. Aust. J. Exp. Agric. 27, 425–
430. doi: 10.1071/EA9870425

Sabaratnam, S., and Traquair, J. A. (2002). Formulation of a Streptomyces biocontrol 
agent for the suppression of Rhizoctonia Damping-off in tomato transplants. 
Biol. Control 23, 245–253. doi: 10.1006/bcon.2001.1014

Sánchez-Cañizares, C., Jorrín, B., Poole, P., and Tkacz, A. (2017). Understanding 
the holobiont: the interdependence of plants and their microbiome. Curr. Opin. 
Microbiol. 38, 188–196. doi: 10.1016/j.mib.2017.07.001

Schillinger, W., and Paulitz, T. (2006). Reduction of Rhizoctonia bare patch in 
wheat with barley rotations. Am. Phytopathol. Soc. 90, 302–306. doi: 10.1094/
PD-90-0302

Schlaeppi, K., and Bulgarelli, D. (2015). The plant microbiome at work. Mol. Plant-
Microbe Interact. 28, 212–217. doi: 10.1094/MPMI-10-14-0334-FI

Shannon, P., Markiel, A., Ozier, O., Baliga, N., Wang, J., Ramage, D., et al. (2003). 
Cytoscape: a software environment for integrated models of biomolecular 
interaction networks. Genome Res. 13, 2498–2504. doi: 10.1101/gr.1239303

Su, P., Tan, X., Li, C., Zhang, D., Cheng, J., Zhang, S., et al. (2017). Photosynthetic 
bacterium Rhodopseudomonas palustris GJ-22 induces systemic resistance 
against viruses. Microb. Biotechnol. 10, 612–624. doi: 10.1111/1751-7915.12704

Taulé, C., Castillo, A., Villar, S., Olivares, F., and Battistoni, F. (2016). Endophytic 
colonization of sugarcane (Saccharum officinarum) by the novel diazotrophs 
Shinella sp. UYSO24 and Enterobacter sp. UYSO10. Plant Soil 403, 403–418. 
doi: 10.1007/s11104-016-2813-5

Turner, T. R., James, E. K., and Poole, P. S. (2013). The plant microbiome. Genome 
Biol. 14, 209. doi: 10.1186/gb-2013-14-6-209

van der Heijden, M., and Hartmann, H. (2016). Networking in the plant 
microbiome. PLoS Biol. 14, e1002378. doi: 10.1371/journal.pbio.1002378

Vandenkoornhuyse, P., Quaiser, A., Duhamel, M., Le Van, A., and Dufresne, A. 
(2015). The importance of the microbiome of the plant holobiont. New Phytol. 
206, 1196–1206. doi: 10.1111/nph.13312

Wang, W., Qiu, Z., Tan, H., and Cao, L. (2014). Siderophore production by 
actinobacteria. BioMetals 27, 623–631. doi: 10.1007/s10534-014-9739-2

Wemheuer, F., Kaiser, K., Karlovsky, P., Daniel, R., Vidal, S., and Wemheuer, B. 
(2017). Bacterial endophyte communities of three agricultural important 
grass species differ in their response towards management regimes. Sci. Rep. 7, 
40914. doi: 10.1038/srep40914

Würtenberger, L., Koellner, T., and Binder, C. R. (2006). Virtual land use and 
agricultural trade: Estimating environmental and socio-economic impacts. 
Ecol. Econ. 57, 679–697. doi: 10.1016/j.ecolecon.2005.06.004

Yang, C., Hamel, C., Gan, Y., and Vujanovic, V. (2012). Bacterial endophytes 
mediate positive feedback effects of early legume termination times on the 
yield of subsequent durum wheat crops. Can. J. Microbiol. 58, 1368–1377. doi: 
10.1139/w2012-114

Yang, L., Danzberger, J., Schöler, A., Schröder, P., Schloter, M., and Radl, V. (2017). 
Dominant groups of potentially active bacteria shared by barley seeds become 
less abundant in root associated microbiome. Front. Plant Sci. 8, 1005. doi: 
10.3389/fpls.2017.01005

Yin, C., Hulbert, S., Schroeder, K., Mavrodi, O., Mavrodi, D., Dhingra, A., 
et  al. (2013). The role of bacterial communities in the natural suppression 
of Rhizoctonia bare patch of wheat (Triticum aestivum L). Appl. Environ. 
Microbiol. 79, 7428–7438. doi: 10.1128/AEM.01610-13

Zaura, E., Keijser, B., Huse, S., and Crielaard, W. (2009). Defining the healthy 
“core microbiome” of oral microbial communities. BMC Microbiol. 9, 259. doi: 
10.1186/1471-2180-9-259

Zhang, Y. J., Zhang, S., Liu, X. Z., Wen, H. A., and Wang, M. (2010). A simple 
method of genomic DNA extraction suitable for analysis of bulk fungal strains. 
Lett. Appl. Microbiol. 51, 114–118. doi: 10.1111/j.1472-765X.2010.02867.x

Zhou, J., Deng, Y., Luo, F., He, Z., and Yang, Y. (2011). Phylogenetic molecular 
ecological network of soil microbial communities in response to elevated CO2. 
MBio 2, e00122–e00111. doi: 10.1128/mBio.00122-11

Disclaimer: The biocontrol agents included in this study are protected under the 
Australian Provisional Application No. 2017901523, filed April 27, 2017, and U.S. 
Provisional Application No. 62/568,763, filed October 5, 2017. The strains are stored 
in Flinders University and the South Australian Research and Development Institute 
(SARDI) and are available for research studies. Mention of trade names or commercial 
products in this publication is solely for the purpose of providing specific information 
and does not imply recommendation or endorsement by the U.S. Department of 
Agriculture. USDA is an equal opportunity provider and employer.

Conflict of Interest Statement: The authors declare that the research was 
conducted in the absence of any commercial or financial relationships that could 
be construed as a potential conflict of interest.

Copyright © 2019 Araujo, Dunlap, Barnett and Franco. This is an open-access article 
distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution License (CC 
BY). The use, distribution or reproduction in other forums is permitted, provided 
the original author(s) and the copyright owner(s) are credited and that the original 
publication in this journal is cited, in accordance with accepted academic practice. No 
use, distribution or reproduction is permitted which does not comply with these terms.

https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/plant-science#articles
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/plant-science/
www.frontiersin.org
https://doi.org/10.1094/PHYTO-07-14-0203-R
https://doi.org/10.1094/PHYTO-07-14-0203-R
https://doi.org/10.1038/srep28084
https://doi.org/10.1007/s13593-011-0022-4
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-phyto-082712-102342
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-phyto-082712-102342
https://doi.org/10.1071/EA9951009
https://doi.org/10.1071/EA9960683
https://doi.org/10.1071/EA9960683
https://doi.org/10.1071/EA9870425
https://doi.org/10.1006/bcon.2001.1014
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.mib.2017.07.001
https://doi.org/10.1094/PD-90-0302
https://doi.org/10.1094/PD-90-0302
https://doi.org/10.1094/MPMI-10-14-0334-FI
https://doi.org/10.1101/gr.1239303
https://doi.org/10.1111/1751-7915.12704
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11104-016-2813-5
https://doi.org/10.1186/gb-2013-14-6-209
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pbio.1002378
https://doi.org/10.1111/nph.13312
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10534-014-9739-2
https://doi.org/10.1038/srep40914
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecolecon.2005.06.004
https://doi.org/10.1139/w2012-114
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpls.2017.01005
https://doi.org/10.1128/AEM.01610-13
https://doi.org/10.1186/1471-2180-9-259
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1472-765X.2010.02867.x
https://doi.org/10.1128/mBio.00122-11
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

	Decoding Wheat Endosphere–Rhizosphere Microbiomes in Rhizoctonia solani–Infested Soils Challenged by Streptomyces Biocontrol Agents

	Introduction

	Materials and Methods

	Biocontrol Cultures and Seed Coating

	Pot Bioassays in Glasshouse

	DNA Extraction, Sequencing, and Bioinformatics

	Statistical Analysis


	Results

	Microbial Diversity and the Effect of Biocontrol Strains in Wheat Plants

	Endosphere and Rhizosphere Microbiomes Over a 5-Month Period

	Biocontrol Strains and Other Taxa in Rhizoctonia Conducive Soils


	Discussion

	Contribution to the Field Statement

	Data Availability

	Author Contributions

	Funding

	Supplementary Material

	References



