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A Plant Extract Acts Both as a Resistance Inducer and an Oomycide Against Grapevine Downy Mildew









	 
	ORIGINAL RESEARCH
published: 25 July 2018
doi: 10.3389/fpls.2018.01085





[image: image]

A Plant Extract Acts Both as a Resistance Inducer and an Oomycide Against Grapevine Downy Mildew

Yuko Krzyzaniak1, Sophie Trouvelot1, Jonathan Negrel1, Stéphanie Cluzet2, Josep Valls2, Tristan Richard2, Ambrine Bougaud1, Lucile Jacquens1, Agnès Klinguer1, Annick Chiltz1, Marielle Adrian1 and Marie-Claire Héloir1*

1UMR 1347 Agroécologie, AgroSup Dijon, Centre National de la Recherche Scientifique, Institut National de la Recherche Agronomique, Université Bourgogne Franche-Comté, Dijon, France

2Université de Bordeaux, Institut des Sciences de la Vigne et du Vin, EA 4577, Institut National de la Recherche Agronomique, USC 1366, Unité de Recherche Œnologie, Villenave d’Ornon, France

Edited by:
Yi Li, Peking University, China

Reviewed by:
Stéphane Compant, Austrian Institute of Technology, Austria
Mostafa Abdelwahed Abdelrahman, Tottori University, Japan

*Correspondence: Marie-Claire Héloir, marie-claire.heloir@u-bourgogne.fr

Specialty section: This article was submitted to Plant Microbe Interactions, a section of the journal Frontiers in Plant Science

Received: 30 March 2018
Accepted: 05 July 2018
Published: 25 July 2018

Citation: Krzyzaniak Y, Trouvelot S, Negrel J, Cluzet S, Valls J, Richard T, Bougaud A, Jacquens L, Klinguer A, Chiltz A, Adrian M and Héloir M-C (2018) A Plant Extract Acts Both as a Resistance Inducer and an Oomycide Against Grapevine Downy Mildew. Front. Plant Sci. 9:1085. doi: 10.3389/fpls.2018.01085

Protecting vineyards from cryptogamic diseases such as downy mildew, caused by Plasmopara viticola, generally requires a massive use of phytochemicals. However, the issues on unintentional secondary effects on environment and human health, and the occurrence of P. viticola resistant strains, are leading to the development of alternative strategies, such as the use of biocontrol products. In this paper, we evidenced the ability of a plant extract to protect grapevine from P. viticola. Further experiments carried out both on cell suspensions and on plants revealed that plant extract activates typical defense-related responses such as the production of H2O2, the up-regulation of genes encoding pathogenesis-related proteins and stilbene synthase, as well as the accumulation of resveratrol or its derivative piceid. We also brought to light a strong direct effect of PE on the release and motility of P. viticola zoospores. Furthermore, we found out that PE application left dried residues on leaf surface, impairing zoospores to reach stomata. Altogether, our results highlight the different modes of action of a new biocontrol product able to protect grapevine against downy mildew.
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INTRODUCTION

Although wine industry has been meeting an economic, social and cultural wealth, it is currently facing multiple difficulties. Indeed, adapting to climate changes and keeping on protecting vineyards from major diseases are a worldwide challenging concern. Among cryptogamic diseases, downy mildew can cause severe reductions of the yields, especially in vineyards with rainy springs (Gessler et al., 2011). This disease is caused by the biotrophic oomycete Plasmopara viticola [(Berk. and Curt.) Berl. and De Toni], which infects all green parts of the plant. During P. viticola’s asexual cycle, motile zoospores released from sporangia reach stomata where they encyst. The pathogen then develops an intercellular mycelium with haustoria for nutrient uptake from mesophyll cells. It next emits sporangiophores from other stomata to sporulate, which constitute a source of inoculum for next infections. Generally, to ensure the quantity and the quality of the harvest, the management of downy mildew and cryptogamic diseases requires a massive use of fungicides. However, some of them cause unintentional secondary effects on environment and human health (Gill and Garg, 2014). Therefore, several actors, including researchers and farmers, now focus on using alternative or complementary strategies, such as the use of biocontrol products (Gessler et al., 2011).

Among biocontrol products, crude extracts of plants are widely studied, since they can contain a rich cocktail of active compounds. They can contain alkaloids, phenolic compounds or essential oils, which can exhibit direct toxicity toward plant pathogens. Abundant literature is available about antifungal activity of plant extracts (PEs; for review, see Soković et al., 2013; Shuping and Eloff, 2017). For example, weed extracts showed strong antifungal activity against Fusarium oxysporum in vitro (Sharma and Kumar, 2009). Leaf extracts and essential oils of Cymbopogon citratus or Eucalyptus citriodora inhibited the mycelial growth of Didymella bryoniae, the causal agent of gummy stem blight on Cucurbitaceae (Fiori et al., 2000). Considering grapevine protection, extracts from Vitis canes (Schnee et al., 2013), Inula viscosa oily paste extracts (Cohen et al., 2006) or neem oil extract (Achimu and Schlösser, 1992) exhibited direct toxicity against P. viticola. Crude extracts of plants can also contain other compounds such as polysaccharides, acting as elicitors, able to activate defense mechanisms in host plants (Ebel and Cosio, 1994).

Plant perception of elicitors leads to a cascade of signaling events including: ions fluxes, plasma membrane depolarization (Lecourieux et al., 2002; Vandelle et al., 2006), nitric oxide and reactive oxygen species (ROS, among them H2O2) production, acting as secondary messengers (Garcia-Brugger et al., 2006). Moreover, a phosphorylation cascade of MAPKs is activated. All this complex cascade of signaling events induces the expression of defense genes. This leads to the synthesis of (i) pathogenesis-related (PR) proteins, including hydrolytic enzymes (e.g., β-1,3-glucanases and/or chitinases), which degrade pathogen cell wall (van Loon et al., 2006); (ii) antimicrobial compounds, such as phytoalexins (Adrian et al., 2012); (iii) compounds involved in the cell wall reinforcement (Underwood, 2012), like callose deposits or hydroxyproline rich glycoproteins (HRGPs). These defense responses are regulated by phytohormones, such as salicylic acid (SA), jasmonic acid (JA) and ethylene (Pieterse et al., 2009).

In grapevine, purified molecules or natural extracts able to induce defense reactions have been widely reported (for review Delaunois et al., 2014). Nonetheless, few of them lead to an actual resistance against pathogens, especially in vineyard conditions (Walters et al., 2013; Delaunois et al., 2014; Trouvelot et al., 2014). In this context, biocontrol products are of interest as they can activate defenses and/or exhibit direct toxicity against pathogen. The aim of this study is to evaluate the efficacy of a novel formulated PE, and to understand its mode(s) of action in grapevine/P. viticola interaction. Firstly, PE’s efficacy against downy mildew was evaluated on plants. Secondly, eliciting properties of PE were investigated by analyzing defense responses on grapevine cell suspensions and plants. Finally, direct toxic effects of PE on P. viticola were assessed on the release and motility of zoospores, and the early infection steps.

MATERIALS AND METHODS

For all experiments, three independent biological repetitions were performed, unless otherwise specified.

Compound Preparation for Grapevine Treatment

A PE, was supplied by Arysta Lifesciences-Laboratoires Goëmar (Saint-Malo, France). The origin and the chemical specifications of PE are confidential. The stock solution (80 g L−1 of PE) was diluted for experiments in MilliQ® water. PE is formulated in a mixture of two conserving agents (cons. agents) of confidential nature. As control, this mixture was also tested alone for all experiments using a mixture stock solution prepared according to the proportion present in PE stock solution. Equal volume of water was also used as control.

For in vitro experiments, we tested concentrations ranging from 0.5 to 3 g L−1 PE to find a non-lethal dose for grapevine cells at 24 h post-treatment (hpt), as described in the section “Viability Assessment.” Then, this PE concentration was used for all analyses. For in planta experiments, the concentration used was 5 g L−1 PE, as recommended by the providing company.

Cell Suspension Culture, Sampling, and Viability Assessment

Cell Culture and Preparation

Grapevine (Vitis vinifera L. cv. Gamay) cell suspensions were cultivated in Nitsch–Nitsch medium (Nitsch and Nitsch, 1969) on a rotary shaker (125 rpm) at 25°C and under continuous light. They were subcultured every 7 days by transferring 10 mL of cell suspensions into 90 mL of new culture medium. Seven-day-old cultures were diluted twice in Nitsch–Nitsch medium 24 h prior to use for all experiments.

For early signaling events (ROS and MAPK), cells were washed twice with the equilibration buffer M10 (10 mM MES, 175 mM mannitol, 0.5 mM K2SO4, 0.5 mM CaCl2; pH 5.3), then re-suspended at 0.1 g fresh weight of cells (FWC) per mL in M10, and equilibrated for 2 h under light (25°C, 125 rpm), before treatments. For gene expression and resveratrol analyses, cells were adjusted at 0.1 g FWC mL−1 in Nitsch–Nitsch medium before treatments.

Sampling

For MAPK and gene expression analyses, aliquots of treated cell suspensions (1.5 and 2 mL, respectively) were separated from culture medium through vacuum filtration on GF/A WhatmanTM filters. Cells were collected into 2 mL-microtubes containing a 6 mm glass bead, then frozen in liquid nitrogen and kept at −80°C before analysis. Samples were ground with a mixer mill twice for 30 s at 30 Hz (MM 200, Retsch) before extraction. For resveratrol analyses, samples were collected simultaneously as those intended for gene expression, with a 5 mL-microtube placed beneath the filter, to recover 2 mL of corresponding culture medium, then kept at −20°C before analysis.

Viability Assessment

Fluorescein diacetate (FDA), a cell permeant esterase substrate, was used to assess cell viability. Twenty microliters FDA (500 μg mL−1) were added to 1 mL of cell suspension at 24 hpt. To visualize living cells, observations were immediately realized using an epifluorescence microscope [Leica, λexc 450–490 nm, λem 515 nm (filter LP), magnification ×400] equipped with a digital camera. Ten pictures were acquired per condition, and percentage of viability was assessed extemporaneously by counting living and dead cells on each field of observation.

Plant Production, Treatment, and Inoculation

Vitis vinifera L. cv. Marselan plants, susceptible to P. viticola, were obtained from herbaceous cuttings placed in individual pots (8 cm × 8 cm × 8 cm) containing a mixture of peat and perlite (3/2, v/v). They were grown until 5-leaf stage at 23°C/15°C (day/night), under a 16-h light photoperiod in a greenhouse. Plants were sub-irrigated with a nutritive solution (N/P/K 10-10-10, Plantin, France).

PE, cons. agents or water (as controls) were sprayed onto upper and lower leaf faces of the second and third youngest fully expanded leaves, until run-off point (Steimetz et al., 2012). Unless otherwise specified, 48 hpt-treated leaves were inoculated with P. viticola by spraying a freshly prepared sporangia suspension at 2.104 sporangia mL−1 (Kim Khiook et al., 2013).

Protection Assays Against P. viticola

PE efficacy against P. viticola was assessed as described by Kim Khiook et al. (2013). Briefly, 6 days after inoculation, leaf disks were punched out and placed with the abaxial side uppermost, on a moist Whatman paper, in a closed plastic box. This system was left overnight in darkness and saturated relative humidity to trigger sporulation. Disease intensity was assessed by measuring the leaf area covered by the pathogen sporulation using a “macro” developed for the image analysis Visilog 6.9 software (Noesis, France; Kim Khiook et al., 2013). Forty leaf disks per condition were used and four independent biological repetitions were performed.

Defense-Related Responses Assessment

H2O2 Production

H2O2 production was measured in cell suspension as described by Gauthier et al. (2014). Measurements were carried out by using a luminol chemiluminescence assay with a luminometer (Lumat LB 9507, Berthold, Evry, France). Two hundred and fifty microliters of cell suspension were added to 300 μL of H50 medium (50 mM HEPES, 175 mM mannitol, 5 mM CaCl2, 0.5 mM K2SO4; pH 8.5), and 50 μL of 0.3 mM luminol. Relative luminescence was recorded within a 10 s period and was converted in nmol of H2O2 per gram of FWC, after the establishment of a H2O2 reference range with untreated cell suspension.

Detection of Phosphorylated MAPKs by Western Blot Analyses

Protein extraction and western blot analyses were performed as described by Poinssot et al. (2003). Briefly, aliquots of treated cells were collected, as described above, at 0, 15, 30, 60 min post-treatment (pt). After protein extraction, aliquots containing 15 μg of protein per sample were solubilized in Laemmli buffer (Laemmli, 1970) and submitted to 10% SDS-PAGE, before transfer to nitrocellulose membrane (Hybond ECL, Amersham biosciences, Munchen, Germany) for western blotting. Phosphorylated MAPKs were detected with an antibody raised against a synthetic phosphor-thr202/tyr204 peptide of human phosphorylated extracellular regulated protein kinase 1/2 (α-perk1/2, Cell Signaling, Danvers, MA, United States). Probing and detection were carried out by an ECL western detection kit (Amersham biosciences, Little Chalfont, United Kingdom).

Gene Expression Analyses by qRT-PCR

In cell suspension

Aliquots of treated cells were collected as described above at 0, 1, 3, 6, 9, 12, and 24 hpt. Total RNA isolation was carried out with Trizol (Ambion Life technologies, Saint Aubin, France) according to the manufacturer’s instructions. The RNA yield and purity were determined by Nanodrop 2000 (Thermo Scientific, Waltham, MA, United States), then checked on 1% agarose gel. Total RNA (1 μg) was used to synthesize cDNA using Superscript III reverse transcriptase kit (Life technologies, Saint Aubin, France). qRT-PCR experiments were performed using the AbsoluteTM qPCR Sybr Green ROX mix (Thermo Scientific, Waltham, MA, United States) as previously described by Gamm et al. (2011).

In foliar tissues

Treated leaves were collected [0, 24, 48 hpt and at 24, 48 h post-inoculation (hpi)] and immediately frozen in liquid nitrogen. Total RNA was extracted from 100 mg of fine ground leaves with PurelinkTM Plant RNA Reagent (12322-012, Invitrogen, Winooski, VT, United States) according to the manufacturer’s instructions, with an extra step with chloroform to obtain clear aqueous phase. DNA contaminations were removed with the DNA-freeTM DNA removal kit (AM1906, Ambion Life Technologies, Saint Aubin, France) according to the manufacturers’ specifications. Concentration and purity of RNA, reverse transcription and qRT-PCR steps were performed as for cell suspension study.

For all experiments, the relative change of defense gene expression was determined with the 2−ΔΔCT method (Livak and Schmittgen, 2001). Reference genes, EF1α or EF1γ, for cell and plant assays, respectively, were used as internal control (Gamm et al., 2011; Dufour et al., 2013). Sequences of the primer pairs used are reported in Supplementary Table S2.

Stilbene Analyses

Quantification of resveratrol in cell suspensions

Aliquots of culture medium were collected as described above at 0, 1, 3, 6, 9, 12, and 24 hpt. Trans-resveratrol was analyzed by RP-HPLC by using a Beckman System Gold chromatography system equipped with a diode array detector Model 168 and a Beckman 507 sample injector equipped with a 20 μL sample loop, as described by Krzyzaniak et al. (2018).

Quantification of stilbenes in leaf tissues

Samples collected for defense-related gene expression analysis were also used for stilbene analyses. One milliliter of methanol was added to freeze-dried leaf powder (80 mg) and put into an ultrasonic water bath at 25°C for 15 min. After centrifugation (20,000 × g, 5 min), the supernatant was removed and conserved in a new tube. The powder was extracted again four more times as previously described. All the supernatants were evaporated to a 500 μL final volume to which 4.5 mL of water were added into a volumetric flask. The diluted phenolic extracts were centrifuged at 4500 × g for 5 min.

Analysis of stilbenes was performed by a 1260 Infinity UPLC (Agilent Technologies, Courtaboeuf, France) coupled to a 6430 triple quadrupole mass spectrometer (Agilent Technologies, Courtaboeuf, France), equipped with a Gerstel MPS2 autosampler. Five microliters of leaf extract were injected into an Agilent Zorbax SB-C18 (100 mm × 2.1 mm, 1.8 μm) thermostated at 40°C, and separation of the compounds was performed at a flow rate of 0.4 mL min−1 with a mobile phase composed of solvent A (distilled water, 0.1% formic acid) and solvent B (acetonitrile, 0.1% formic acid). The run was as follows: 0 to 3.5 min, 18% B; 3.5 to 6.5 min from 18% B to 33% B; 6.5 to 12 min from 33% B to 40% B; 12 to 13 min 40% B to 95% B; 13 to 16 min, 95% B; 16 to 16.5 min, from 95% B to 18% B. Total ion chromatograms were obtained using negative mode. The parameters were: capillary voltage, +3 kV; nebulizer pressure, 15 psi; dry gas, 11 L min−1; dry temperature, 350°C. Specific MRM transitions for each stilbene were used for identification and quantification with the Agilent Data Analysis software (Agilent Technologies, Courtaboeuf, France). Stilbenes (trans-resveratrol, piceid, piceatannol, astringin, α-viniferin, and miyabenol) were determined from calibration curves of pure standards (injected concentrations ranging from 0.004 to 10 μg mL−1) and concentrations were expressed in μg g−1 of pure phenolic compound. The linearity of the response of the standard molecules was checked by plotting the peak area versus the concentration of the compounds. All the standard stilbenes were produced and purified in laboratory conditions (UR Oenology, Villenave d’Ornon, France).

Evaluation of PE Toxicity Toward P. viticola

In Vitro Experiments

To assess the effect of treatments on the ability of P. viticola sporangia to release zoospores, 5 mL of sporangia suspension (105 sporangia mL−1) were incubated with PE (0.5 to 2.5 g L−1), cons. agents or water in glass erlenmeyer for 2 h at room temperature, and then mounted in Malassez hemacytometer. The number of swimming zoospores crossing a defined unit square for 1 min were counted under light microscope (magnification ×100, Leica DME).

To assess the effect of treatments on the motility of released zoospores, untreated sporangia suspension was let for 2 h, time necessary for zoospore release. After checking their motility, zoospores were treated by PE (0.5 g L−1), cons. agents or water, and swimming zoospores were counted 2 min later as described above.

In Planta Experiments

In order to evaluate the direct effect of PE on P. viticola development in planta, plants were inoculated (105 sporangia mL−1) after only 2 hpt, instead of 48 hpt, a time period supposed to be insufficient for the plant to activate its full defense responses (Trouvelot et al., 2008). At 24 and 48 hpi, leaf disks were collected, clarified, observed and analyzed as described by Kim Khiook et al. (2013). Pathogen presence was detected after aniline blue staining, and observation by epifluorescence microscopy [magnification ×200, Leica, λexc 340–380 nm, λem 425 nm (LP filter)]. In that context, pathogen presence appeared in light blue fluorescence. For 24 hpi samples, the number of stomatal infection sites per field of observation was counted and for 48 hpi samples, internal colonization by P. viticola was evaluated by image analysis using Visilog software. Three pictures per disk were acquired from 10 disks per biological repetition per condition.

Observation of Leaf Surface by Scanning Electron Microscopy (SEM)

At 24 hpi, 0.5 cm2 leaf squares were excised from treated and inoculated (105 sporangia mL−1) leaves. The leaf surface was then characterized by cryo-scanning electron micrographs (cryo-SEMs) taken using a Hitachi (SU 8230) scanning electron microscope equipped with Quroum PP3000 t cryo attachment. Prior to imaging, leaf samples were rapidly frozen in liquid nitrogen in order to fix them. Thereafter they were sublimated at −90°C for 5 min and coated with a thin platinum layer by sputtering at 5 mA for 10 s.

RESULTS

PE Protects Grapevine Leaves Against P. viticola

In order to check the ability of PE to protect grapevine against P. viticola, plants were sprayed with PE solution at 5 g L−1 as recommended by the providing company, then inoculated with P. viticola 48 h later.

PE induced a good level of protection since a significant reduction of P. viticola sporulation, by 67% or 74% compared to water or cons. agents, respectively, was observed at 6 dpi (Figure 1). Compared to water control, cons. agents alone had no significant effect on disease severity.
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FIGURE 1. Plant extract (PE) protects grapevine leaves against P. viticola. Plants grown in greenhouse conditions were treated by PE at 5 g L−1, or equal volumes of conserving (cons.) agents or water, and inoculated at 48 hpt with a suspension of P. viticola sporangia (2.104 sporangia mL−1). At 6 dpi, 40 disks per condition (i.e., five disks per leaf, with two leaves per plant, and four plants per condition) were punched out. Leaf disk sporulating area was evaluated at 7 dpi by image analysis. Results correspond to the mean ± confidence interval of four independent biological repetitions. Significant differences (p ≤ 0.05) were identified with Kruskal–Wallis coupled with Dunn’s multiple comparison test. Conditions with different letters are significantly different.



PE Activates Defense Responses in Grapevine Cell Suspensions

We first looked into PE ability to trigger some defense markers in cell suspensions. To determine the concentration to use on cell suspension, viability test after FDA staining was performed at 24 hpt according to a PE concentration range. PE reduced the percentage of cell viability at all assessed concentrations (by 20% and 40% from 1 to 3 g L−1), except at 0.5 g L−1 (Supplementary Figure S1), which was therefore chosen for the following experiments. Cons. agents, applied at the equal volume of the PE highest concentration, did not induce cell death.

PE Induces H2O2 Production and MAPK Phosphorylation

Production of H2O2 was determined by chemiluminescence assay (Figure 2A). In response to PE treatment, cells generated H2O2 from 5 min pt, and the maximum (about 47 nmol g−1 FWC) was reached 20 min after treatment. This level remained steady during 30 min, and decreased from 50 min. Equivalent volume of cons. agents or water did not induce any H2O2 production.
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FIGURE 2. Effects of PE on early signaling events in cell suspensions. Grapevine cell suspensions, adjusted to 0.1 g of fresh weight cell (FWC) mL−1, were treated with PE (0.5 g L−1), or equal volumes of cons. agents or water. (A) H2O2 production in cell suspension, measured by luminol chemiluminescence method. Data were converted from Relative Luminescence Unit (RLU) to nmoles H2O2 g−1 FWC according to a calibration curve of H2O2 concentration range. Results correspond to the mean ± confidence interval of three independent biological repetitions. Significant differences were identified with Student t-test comparison tests against water condition and conserving agents (∗p < 0.05). (B) Detection of phosphorylated MAPKs by western blotting in grapevine cell suspension. Results show a representative experiment out of three independent biological repetitions. Homogeneous transfer and protein loading were checked with Ponceau staining.



Phosphorylation of MAPK was investigated by western blotting, with polyclonal antibodies binding specifically to the phosphorylated form of plant ERK-related activated MAPKs (Figure 2B). Bands corresponding to two phosphorylated MAPK of 49 and 45 kDa were detected in PE-treated cells. The activation of these MAPK peaked at 15 min pt, was still important at 30 min and decreased to a basal level within 60 min. Only a slight signal was detected in cons. agents-treated conditions especially for 49 kDa MAPK, compared to water control.

PE Induces Defense Gene Expression

qRT-PCR was carried out under a tight time course, in order to follow the expression of six selected defense-related genes (Figure 3) encoding a phenylalanine ammonia-lyase (PAL), a stilbene synthase (STS), a pathogenesis-related protein 1 (PR1), two lipoxygenases (9-LOX, 13-LOX) and a chitinase 4c (PR3). Globally, expression of all genes was induced in response to PE treatment with differences in kinetics and intensities, except for 13-LOX, which was repressed. PAL (Figure 3A) and STS (Figure 3B) were early upregulated, peaking from 1 hpt with 70-fold and 30-fold relative expression to water, respectively, before decreasing. Interestingly, 9-LOX was upregulated 50-fold at 3 hpt (Figure 3D), while 13-LOX was downregulated (0.19-fold) at the same time point (Figure 3E). PR3 was the gene the most upregulated by PE treatment, with an accumulation of transcripts peaking (800-fold) at 6 hpt, before decreasing slowly thereafter (Figure 3C). However, at 24 hpt, it still remained quite high at 200-fold. Finally, a progressive upregulation of PR1 from 6 to 24 hpt was detected with a maximum of ninefold (Figure 3F). Results also showed that, cons. agents did not seem to affect the expression of the studied genes.
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FIGURE 3. Relative expression of defense-related genes in grapevine cells in response to PE treatment. Cell suspensions, adjusted to 0.1 g FWC mL−1, were treated with PE (0.5 g L−1), or equal volumes of cons. agents or water. Six genes encoding a (A) phenylalanine ammonia-lyase (PAL); (B) stilbene synthase (STS); (C) chitinase 4c (PR3); (D) lipoxygenase 9 (9-LOX); (E) lipoxygenase 13 (13-LOX); and (F) pathogenesis-related protein 1 (PR1) were investigated by qRT-PCR. Results represent relative fold expression calculated with the 2−ΔΔCt method, compared to the housekeeping gene EF1α and to water control for each respective time point. Data correspond to the mean ± confidence interval of three independent biological repetitions with three technical replicates each. Significant differences were identified with Student t-test compared to cons. agents condition (∗p < 0.05; ∗∗p < 0.01; ∗∗∗p < 0.001).



PE Increases Resveratrol Production

The grapevine phytoalexin resveratrol was quantified in the culture medium of grapevine treated cells (Figure 4). A basal amount was detected in water and cons. agents-treated conditions along the time course of the experiment, ranging from 2 to 8 μg resveratrol g−1 FWC. No significant difference was observed between these two controls. Curiously, in response to PE-treatment, no resveratrol could be detected at 1 and 3 hpt (or under detection threshold). However, its level considerably increased from 6 hpt, peaked at 12 hpt (around 160 μg g−1 FWC), and declined back to basal level at 24 hpt.
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FIGURE 4. Trans-resveratrol accumulation in the culture medium of PE-treated cells. Cell suspensions, adjusted to 0.1 g FWC mL−1, were treated with PE (0.5 g L−1), or equal volumes of cons. agents or water. The culture medium was collected by vacuum filtration. Quantification of trans-resveratrol was performed by HPLC analysis and results correspond to the mean ± confidence interval of three independent biological repetitions. Significant differences (p ≤ 0.05) were identified with Kruskal–Wallis coupled with Dunn’s multiple comparison test. Conditions with different letters are significantly different.



PE Also Activates Defense Responses in Planta

PE Induces Defense Gene Expression

In order to complete the results obtained with cell suspensions, qRT-PCR analyses of the same defense-related genes were conducted in planta in response to treatments before and after inoculation. In addition, the expression of PR2 encoding a β-1,3-glucanase, a lytic enzyme toward oomycete cell walls, was also followed. For samples taken before inoculation, results showed that, conversely to cons. agents, PE globally induced all studied gene expressions (Figure 5). The upregulation of PR3, PAL, and 9-LOX (Figures 5C,D,F), was the most intense at 24 hpt whereas the expression of PR1, PR2, STS, and 13-LOX (Figures 5A,B,E,G) peaked at 48 hpt. For inoculated samples, a strong variability was observed among biological repetitions, and results were too variable to be interpreted (data not shown).
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FIGURE 5. Relative expression of defense-related genes in PE-treated grapevine leaves. Plants were treated with PE (5 g L−1), equal volumes of cons. agents or water and leaves were collected at 24 and 48 hpt. Six genes encoding a (A) pathogenesis-related protein 1 (PR1); (B) β-1.3 glucanase (PR2); (C) chitinase 4c (PR3); (D) phenylalanine ammonia-lyase 1 (PAL); (E) stilbene synthase (STS); (F) lipoxygenase 9 (9-LOX); and (G) lipoxygenase 13 (13-LOX) were investigated by qRT-PCR. Results represent relative fold expression calculated with the 2−ΔΔCt method, compared to the housekeeping gene EF1γ and to water control for each respective time point. Data represent mean from three technical replicates of one representative biological repetition.



Among Stilbene Compounds, PE Induces Only Piceid Production

Stilbene compounds (trans-resveratrol, piceid, piceatannol, astringin, α-viniferin and miyabenol) were quantified by UPLC. Among the six analyzed compounds, only piceid was significantly detected whatever the conditions.

Without pathogen challenge (Figure 6, unstriped bars), in the water control, a basal level of about 2 μg piceid g−1 DW was found through the kinetic. In cons. agents treated samples, piceid tended to accumulate but it was not statistically different from the water control. Conversely, PE induced a progressive and significant increase of piceid production, mainly after 48 hpt as observed in mock-inoculated samples (Pv–). Indeed, at 24 hpi (i.e., 72 hpt) or 48 hpi (i.e., 96 hpt) mock-inoculated, piceid content was twofold higher in PE condition than in controls (10.5 and 3 μg g−1 DW, respectively).
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FIGURE 6. Piceid accumulation in planta in response to PE treatment with or without P. viticola inoculation. Plants were treated with 5 g L−1 PE, or equal volumes of cons. agents or water, and mock (Pv–) or P. viticola (Pv+) inoculated at 48 hpt. Leaves were collected at 24 and 48 hpt, and at 24 and 48 hpi. Piceid was analyzed by UPLC. Results correspond to the mean ± standard deviation of three independent biological repetitions. Significant differences (p ≤ 0.05) were identified with Kruskal–Wallis coupled with Dunn’s multiple comparison test. Conditions with different letters are significantly different.



Results also showed that P. viticola inoculation itself increased piceid production (Figure 6, striped bars). Indeed, piceid content in water control was four times higher at 48 hpi than before pathogen challenge at 48 hpt. Though, a great variability between biological repetitions was observed after inoculation, and no significant difference between treatments was found.

PE Inhibits P. viticola Zoospores Release, Motility, and Infection Process

Inhibition of Zoospore Release and Motility in Vitro

At 2 hpt, about 30 mobile zoospores μL−1 min−1 were counted in water or cons. agents-treated sporangia suspension (Figure 7A), and no irregular swimming pattern was noticed. Conversely, a stunning failure for sporangia to release their zoospores was observed in response to PE, whatever the concentration tested (0.5, 1, or 2.5 g L−1).
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FIGURE 7. In vitro assessment of direct effect of PE on P. viticola. (A) Release of zoospores from sporangia at 2 hpt. (B) Motility of zoospores already released at 2 min post treatment. Sporangia were collected from a sporulating leaf and concentrated at 105 sporangia mL−1, then PE was applied at different concentrations. As controls, cons. agents or water were added (volumes corresponding to the highest concentration of PE). Motile zoospores crossing one unit of Malassez hemacytometer were counted during 1 min. Results correspond to the mean ± confidence interval of three independent biological repetitions, with three technical repetitions each. Significant differences (p ≤ 0.05) were identified with Kruskal–Wallis coupled with Dunn’s multiple comparison test. Conditions with different letters are significantly different.



We also studied the effect of PE on released zoospores using the lowest dose (0.5 g L−1; Figure 7B). PE completely stopped the motility of zoospores. Cons. agents seemed to reduce slightly the motility, but there was no significant difference compared to water.

Inhibition of Early Infection Steps of P. viticola in Planta

Since in vitro studies cannot completely illustrate the interaction between a biotrophic pathogen and its host plant, experiments were also performed in planta. PE significantly reduced the number of both infection sites per field of observation at 24 hpi (Figure 8A), and the hyphal colonization by 10 times at 48 hpi (Figure 8B), as compared to water or cons. agents-treated leaves.
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FIGURE 8. Assessment of direct effect of PE on the early steps of P. viticola infection in planta. Plants were treated with 5 g L−1 PE, or equal volumes of conserving agents or water, and were inoculated with P. viticola sporangia suspension (105 sporangia mL−1) at 2 hpt. Aniline blue staining was performed to visualize: (A) the number of infection sites per observation field, counted at 24 hpi; and (B) the hyphal colonization surface (%) per observation field at 48 hpi, estimated by image analysis. Results correspond to the mean ± standard deviation of three independent biological repetitions. Significant differences (p ≤ 0.05) were identified with Kruskal–Wallis coupled with Dunn’s multiple comparison test. Conditions with different letters are significantly different. Pictures presented hereby are the ones with the closest values to the mean. Scale bars represent 100 μm.



PE Droplet Residues May Trouble Zoospore Swimming

Scanning electron microscopy (SEM) observation showed that spray application of cons. agents left no trace on leaf surface (Figure 9A, global view). We could note the pathogen encystment in stomata (Figure 9A, middle view, see focus on stomata), demonstrating that the infection succeeded. Conversely, PE-treated leaves showed the presence of dried deposits of different sizes on leaf surface, ranging from 50 to 500 μm of diameter (Figure 9B, global view). The leaf surface was not completely covered by these deposits, and two cases could be observed. In case 1, presence of PE residues was detected, and several ‘footprints’ looking like P. viticola structures, were spotted on the deposit (Figure 9B, case 1, middle view, see focus on stomata). In case 2, there was no PE residue, and P. viticola structures were observed on the leaf surface (Figure 9B, case 2, middle view). Indeed, according to their size, these structures were identified as zoospores, although they seemed to have lost their flagella (Figure 9B, case 2, focus on stomata). Most of them were far from stomata, and the closest were not encysted.
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FIGURE 9. SEM observation of leaf surfaces at 24 hpi after treatment by cons. agents (A) or PE (B) treatments, and P. viticola inoculation (105 sporangia mL−1). Top line of pictures show global overview of leaf surface to evidence deposits left on leaf surfaces or not; center line of pictures show middle view in order to point out zoospore presence around potential infection sites. For PE treatments, two cases were observed: (1) dried PE droplet forming a thin layer covering stomata access, or (2), outside of any dried droplet deposit, zoospores not encysted in stomata. Bottom line of pictures show focuses on stomata in each case. PE, PE droplet residue; St, stomata; Zo, zoospore; (Zo), zoospore ‘footprints.’ Embedded scale bars display the corresponding size on pictures: Global view = 300 or 500 μm; Middle view = 100 or 200 μm; Focus on stomata = 20 μm.



DISCUSSION

This study aimed to value the use of a novel formulated PE as a means to protect grapevine from downy mildew, within the current biocontrol strategy context. Leaf disks sporulation assays enabled us to reveal its great efficacy against P. viticola. This encouraged us to better understand its modes of action, by bringing insights to the following questions: does PE induce resistance against P. viticola? Does it directly affect the pathogen as well and how? To this purpose, in vitro and in planta experiments were carried out to answer these questions.

PE Is an Elicitor of Grapevine Defenses

We first focused on the potential elicitor capacity of PE on grapevine cell suspension and plants, by following a panel of defense markers. As a first step, the cell suspension model allowed us to better guarantee the bioavailability of PE toward the target cells. The effects of PE were investigated on some early signaling defense events. MAPK phosphorylation was assessed as this event plays a key role in response to abiotic or biotic stresses, and elicitors (Meng and Zhang, 2013). Our results showed that PE induced the phosphorylation of two MAPK of 45 and 49 kDa. In a comparable way, a transient phosphorylation of these MAPK was previously reported for grapevine cells in response to various elicitors such as soybean hydrolysates, oligogalacturonides, flagellin or laminarin (Aziz et al., 2003; Dubreuil-Maurizi et al., 2010; Lachhab et al., 2014; Trdá et al., 2014). PE also induced H2O2 production, which maximum level remained stable for 30 min. This result differs from previous works for which elicitor treatment rather induced a transient peak of H2O2 (Ménard et al., 2004; Aziz et al., 2007; Gauthier et al., 2014). The rapid decrease of H2O2 amount is mainly attributed to detoxification by peroxidases or catalases (Anjum et al., 2016), which use H2O2 as substrate, in order to limit oxidative burst that can lead to cell death (Baker et al., 1995). This could suggest that PE affects this detoxification process. However, we showed that cell viability was not impacted at the PE concentration used.

PE changed the expression of all studied defense-related genes, which is in common with other documented elicitors (Aziz et al., 2007; Lachhab et al., 2014; Dufour et al., 2016). Interestingly, using cell suspensions, we showed that PE simultaneously upregulated the expression of 9-LOX and repressed 13-LOX one. Lipoxygenase gene family encodes enzymes involved in the octadecanoid pathway, resulting in the biosynthesis of oxylipins, which constitute potent signaling or antimicrobial compounds (Blée, 2002; Prost et al., 2005; Shah, 2005). Oxylipins are produced upon pathogen challenge or elicitor applications (Weber, 2002; Randoux et al., 2010; Boubakri et al., 2013). Both 9-LOX and 13-LOX use the same substrate α-linolenic acid but they lead to different products 13-LOX is involved in jasmonate biosynthesis, while 9-LOX leads to other oxylipin synthesis (Porta et al., 2002; Wasternack, 2007). The activation of one biosynthesis pathway is therefore in detriment to the other one. Our results reflect this counterbalance. Curiously, both LOX genes were upregulated in planta. It would be interesting to further investigate these differences between cell and plant responses.

Furthermore, the effect of PE on phytoalexin production was investigated. Phytoalexins are low molecular weight compounds produced and accumulated in response to stresses (Kuć, 1990). In grapevine, phytoalexins are produced by the phenylpropanoid pathway. The enzyme PAL acts upstream and converts phenylalanine into cinnamic acid, and STS downstream synthesizes resveratrol from p-coumaroyl-CoA and 3 malonyl-CoA. Resveratrol is the precursor of other stilbenes after chemical modifications such as glycosylation, methoxylation, and di- or polymerization (Bavaresco and Fregoni, 2001; Chong et al., 2009; Jeandet et al., 2010). In cell suspension, it has been shown that resveratrol can be excreted in the culture medium (Adrian et al., 2012). In our study, we showed that PE upregulated PAL and STS expressions. Moreover, trans-resveratrol transiently accumulated in the culture medium just as Lachhab et al. (2014) observed in response to soybean hydrolysates, within the same order of magnitude. Interestingly, no resveratrol was detected within the first 3 h in response to PE while some was detected in controls. As PE also induced an H2O2 production, resveratrol may have cross-linked to the cell walls via peroxidases as previously reported (Adrian et al., 2012).

In leaf samples, only piceid accumulated. The absence of resveratrol was quite unexpected, as it was often reported in grapevine that foliar application of some elicitors, such as oligosaccharides from B. cinerea culture extracts (Saigne-Soulard et al., 2015), chitosan (Aziz et al., 2006) or MeJA (Belhadj et al., 2006) were able to induce piceid, and also resveratrol production. In our conditions, neither resveratrol was detected in untreated-infected samples, whereas authors usually report its accumulation in response to P. viticola infection (Schmidlin et al., 2008). Vrhovsek et al. (2012) detected some resveratrol at 6 dpi, whereas it was undetectable at 2 dpi. In our case, samples were collected 1 or 2 days after inoculation, probably prior to resveratrol accumulation, so it could be interesting to assess its production at later time points. Additionally, it has been shown that plants susceptible to P. viticola infection can accumulate strong amounts of piceid, a glycosylated compound that is less toxic than the aglycon resveratrol; whereas resistant plants rather accumulate resveratrol or even viniferins, which are more active products in terms of antimicrobial capacity (Pezet et al., 2004).

Taken together, our results demonstrate that PE is an elicitor of defense reactions. However, these latter seemed to be more pronounced and less variable in cell suspension than in plants. It could be explained by PE bioavailability, less guaranteed in plants, because penetration of active molecules through leaf cuticle can be held back if not adequately formulated for instance (Paris et al., 2016).

PE Has Also an Oomycide Activity Against P. viticola

Besides its ability to trigger defense responses, PE showed a direct antimicrobial effect toward P. viticola. It prevented zoospore release from sporangia, and inhibited their swimming in in vitro tests. Similar studies pointing out toxic effect of PEs against P. viticola, as for Juncus effusus (Thuerig et al., 2016) or pine extracts (Gabaston et al., 2017). Oomycides can have different modes of action, such as the alteration of zoospore energy production. For example, macrotetrolides antibiotics of Streptomyces species displayed similar motility impairing activities against P. viticola, Phytophthora capsici, and Aphanomyces cochlioides. They are suspected to enhance zoospore mitochondrial ATPase activity, leading to ATP depletion and impairment in zoospore motility (Islam et al., 2016).

Microscopic observations of P. viticola in planta or in vitro were consistent since PE exerted a direct effect against the oomycete in each case. PE prevented stomatal encystment, thus confirming that zoospores were rendered unable to reach stomata at the surface of PE-treated leaves for most of them. As Tröster et al. (2017) stated accurately, there is a very short phase in the life cycle of an oomycete, when the pathogen is highly vulnerable between hatching from the sporangium and the encystment at stomata. This short phase was described like the Achilles’ heel of the pathogen. SEM observations showed that many patches of PE residues were still present on the leaf surface at 72 hpt. Even the additional input of water brought by inoculation at 48 hpt did not cleanse or totally remove PE residues, suggesting that PE has notable persistence at leaf surface. After inoculation, some P. viticola structures are therefore directly in contact with PE, but conversely to in vitro experiments, SEM observations showed that sporangia were able to liberate zoospores at the leaf surface. Indeed, this contact could either kill zoospores directly, impair their swimming or physically block access to stomata. Chitosan application was reviewed to form films, which act as physical barriers around the sites of a pathogen attack (El Hadrami et al., 2010; El Guilli et al., 2016), although no supporting pictures with SEM were done. Using SEM to observe phytosanitary products residues (herbicide or insecticide) on leaves is not recent (Hart, 1979; Pedibhotla et al., 1999). However, this is the first time to our knowledge, that residues of a biocontrol product such as PE are observed in situ, especially, in presence of the pathogen.

Implications for Research Studies Disclosing the Modes of Action of Biocontrol Products

Some authors only study the induction of defense responses to explain the resulting protection against a pathogen (Dutsadee and Nunta, 2008; Jaulneau et al., 2011; Ali et al., 2016). For foliar applications, a case in which the pathogen may directly encounter the product, we believe that information concerning direct toxicity should be required. Chitosan is a well-studied elicitor, which can also have a strong antimicrobial effect (El Hadrami et al., 2010; El Guilli et al., 2016). However, to demonstrate these two modes of action, the concentration, the molecular weight and the degree of acetylation of chitosan used were not always the same. Other authors assessed both induction of resistance and antimicrobial effects, but they showed that the protection was only correlated to eliciting activity (Trouvelot et al., 2008; Boubakri et al., 2013; Nesler et al., 2015; Clinckemaillie et al., 2017). Therefore, the double mode of action of compounds or extracts, such as PE’s, is scarcely published. For example, Rheum palmatum root extract and Frangula alnus bark extract were able to display both direct toxic effect and induction of resistance on grapevine against downy mildew (Godard et al., 2009).

Finally, it is worth underlining the difficulty of quantifying precisely the part of the protection level due to each mode of action (antimicrobial/defense activation), especially against biotrophic pathogens. It would be possible by using mutant plants deprived from their ability to activate their defense response, for example. Apart from that aspect, the two modes of action of PE make it worth developing as a potential biocontrol product, since if one mode of action is ineffective (e.g., application on young organs with low-responsiveness to induced resistance), the other one may take the lead and keep on protecting the host.

CONCLUSION

The efficacy of PE against grapevine downy mildew was described thanks to the complementarity of analyses conducted in vitro and in planta. It clearly revealed that PE acted both as a resistance inducer and an oomycide against P. viticola. Further experiments should be performed to widen PE’s efficacy spectrum to other pathogens and host plants, with the aim of integrating this novel product into biocontrol-friendly crop management strategies.
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FIGURE S1 | Viability of cells after PE treatment. Grapevine cells were treated with PE (0.5–3 g L−1), or with cons. agents or water (volumes corresponding to the highest concentration of PE). At 24 hpt, the viability of grapevine cells was assessed after fluorescein diacetate (FDA) staining. Observation of living cells was realized using an epifluorescence microscope [Leica, λexc 450–490 nm, λem 515 nm (filter LP), magnification ×400] equipped with a digital camera. Ten pictures were acquired per condition, and percentage of viability was assessed extemporaneously by counting living and dead cells (about 300 cells per repetition). Results correspond to the mean ± standard deviation of three independent biological repetitions. Significant differences (p ≤ 0.05) were identified with Kruskal–Wallis coupled with Dunn’s multiple comparison test. Conditions with different letters are significantly different.

TABLE S1 | Sequences of the primers used for qRT-PCR analyses.

REFERENCES

Achimu, P., and Schlösser, E. (1992). “Effect of neem seed extracts (Azadirachta indica A. Juss) against downy mildew (Plasmopara viticola) of grapevine,” in Practice Oriented Results on Use and Production of Neem-Lngredients. Proceedings of First Workshop, ed. H. Kleeberg (Giessen: Trifolio M GmbH), 99–107.

Adrian, M., Trouvelot, S., Gamm, M., Poinssot, B., Héloir, M. C., and Daire, X. (2012). “Activation of grapevine defense mechanisms: theoretical and applied approaches,” in Plant Defence: Biological Control, eds J. M. Mérillon and K. G. Ramawat (Dordrecht: Kluwer Academic Publisher), 313–331.

Ali, N., Ramkissoon, A., Ramsubhag, A., and Jayaraj, J. (2016). Ascophyllum extract application causes reduction of disease levels in field tomatoes grown in a tropical environment. Crop Prot. 83, 67–75. doi: 10.1016/J.CROPRO.2016.01.016

Anjum, N. A., Sharma, P., Gill, S., Hasanuzzaman, M., Khan, E. A., Kachhap, K., et al. (2016). Catalase and ascorbate peroxidase—representative H2O2-detoxifying heme enzymes in plants. Environ. Sci. Pollut. Res. Int. 23, 19002–19029. doi: 10.1007/s11356-016-7309-6

Aziz, A., Gauthier, A., Bézier, A., Poinssot, B., Joubert, J. M., Pugin, A., et al. (2007). Elicitor and resistance-inducing activities of β-1,4 cellodextrins in grapevine, comparison with β-1,3 glucans and α-1,4 oligogalacturonides. J. Exp. Bot. 58, 1463–1472. doi: 10.1093/jxb/erm008

Aziz, A., Poinssot, B., Daire, X., Adrian, M., Bézier, A., Lambert, B., et al. (2003). Laminarin elicits defense responses in grapevine and induces protection against Botrytis cinerea and Plasmopara viticola. Mol. Plant Microbe Interact. 16, 1118–1128. doi: 10.1094/MPMI.2003.16.12.1118

Aziz, A., Trotel-Aziz, P., Dhuicq, L., Jeandet, P., Couderchet, M., and Vernet, G. (2006). Chitosan oligomers and copper sulfate induce grapevine defense reactions and resistance to gray mold and downy mildew. Phytopathology 96, 1188–1194. doi: 10.1094/PHYTO-96-1188

Baker, C. J., Harmon, G. L., Glazener, J. A., and Orlandi, E. W. (1995). A noninvasive technique for monitoring peroxidative and H2O2 scavenging activities during interactions between bacterial plant pathogens and suspension cells. Plant Physiol. 108, 353–359. doi: 10.1104/pp.108.1.353

Bavaresco, L., and Fregoni, C. (2001). “Physiological role and molecular aspects of grapevine stilbenic compounds,” in Molecular Biology and Biotechnology of the Grapevine, ed. K. A. Roubelakis-Angelakis (Dordrecht: Kluwer Academic Publisher), 153–182.

Belhadj, A., Saigne, C., Telef, N., Cluzet, S., Bouscaut, J., Corio-Costet, M. F., et al. (2006). Methyl jasmonate induces defense responses in grapevine and triggers protection against Erysiphe necator. J. Agric. Food Chem. 54, 9119–9125. doi: 10.1021/jf0618022

Blée, E. (2002). Impact of phyto-oxylipins in plant defense. Trends Plant Sci. 7, 315–321. doi: 10.1016/S1360-1385(02)02290-2

Boubakri, H., Chong, J., Poutaraud, A., Schmitt, C., Bertsch, C., Mliki, A., et al. (2013). Riboflavin (Vitamin B2) induces defence responses and resistance to Plasmopara viticola in grapevine. Eur. J. Plant Pathol. 136, 837–855. doi: 10.1007/s10658-013-0211-x

Chong, J., Poutaraud, A., and Hugueney, P. (2009). Metabolism and roles of stilbenes in plants. Plant Sci. 177, 143–155. doi: 10.1016/j.plantsci.2009.05.012

Clinckemaillie, A., Decroës, A., van Aubel, G., Carrola dos Santos, S., Renard, M. E., Van Cutsem, P., et al. (2017). The novel elicitor COS-OGA enhances potato resistance to late blight. Plant Pathol. 66, 818–825. doi: 10.1111/ppa.12641

Cohen, Y., Wang, W., Ben-Daniel, B.-H., and Ben-Daniel, Y. (2006). Extracts of Inula viscosa control downy mildew of grapes caused by Plasmopara viticola. Phytopathology 96, 417–424. doi: 10.1094/PHYTO-96-0417

Delaunois, B., Farace, G., Jeandet, P., Clément, C., Baillieul, F., Dorey, S., et al. (2014). Elicitors as alternative strategy to pesticides in grapevine? Current knowledge on their mode of action from controlled conditions to vineyard. Environ. Sci. Pollut. Res. Int. 21, 4837–4846. doi: 10.1007/s11356-013-1841-4

Dubreuil-Maurizi, C., Trouvelot, S., Frettinger, P., Pugin, A., Wendehenne, D., and Poinssot, B. (2010). β-Aminobutyric acid primes an NADPH oxidase–dependent reactive oxygen species production during grapevine-triggered immunity. Mol. Plant Microbe Interact. 23, 1012–1021. doi: 10.1094/MPMI-23-8-1012

Dufour, M. C., Lambert, C., Bouscaut, J., Mérillon, J. M., and Corio-Costet, M. F. (2013). Benzothiadiazole-primed defence responses and enhanced differential expression of defence genes in Vitis vinifera infected with biotrophic pathogens Erysiphe necator and Plasmopara viticola. Plant Pathol. 62, 370–382. doi: 10.1111/j.1365-3059.2012.02628.x

Dufour, M.-C., Magnin, N., Dumas, B., Vergnes, S., and Corio-Costet, M.-F. (2016). High-throughput gene-expression quantification of grapevine defense responses in the field using microfluidic dynamic arrays. BMC Genomics 17:957. doi: 10.1186/s12864-016-3304-z

Dutsadee, C., and Nunta, C. (2008). Induction of peroxidase, scopoletin, phenolic compounds and resistance in Hevea brasiliensis by elicitin and a novel protein elicitor purified from Phytophthora palmivora. Physiol. Mol. Plant Pathol. 72, 179–187. doi: 10.1016/J.PMPP.2008.09.002

Ebel, J., and Cosio, E. G. (1994). Elicitors of plant defense responses. Int. Rev. Cytol. 148, 1–36. doi: 10.1016/S0074-7696(08)62404-3

El Guilli, M., Hamza, A., Clément, C., Ibriz, M., and Ait Barka, E. (2016). Effectiveness of postharvest treatment with chitosan to control citrus green mold. Agriculture 6:12. doi: 10.3390/agriculture6020012

El Hadrami, A., Adam, L. R., El Hadrami, I., and Daayf, F. (2010). Chitosan in plant protection. Mar. Drugs 8, 968–987. doi: 10.3390/md8040968

Fiori, A. C. G., Schwan-Estrada, K. R. F., Stangarlin, J. R., Vida, J. B., Scapim, C. A., Cruz, M. E. S., et al. (2000). Antifungal activity of leaf extracts and essential oils of some medicinal plants against Didymella bryoniae. J. Phytopathol. 148, 483–487. doi: 10.1046/j.1439-0434.2000.00524.x

Gabaston, J., Richard, T., Cluzet, S., Palos Pinto, A., Dufour, M.-C., Corio-Costet, M.-F., et al. (2017). Pinus pinaster Knot: a source of polyphenols against Plasmopara viticola. J. Agric. Food Chem. 65, 8884–8891. doi: 10.1021/acs.jafc.7b04129

Gamm, M., Héloir, M. C., Kelloniemi, J., Poinssot, B., Wendehenne, D., and Adrian, M. (2011). Identification of reference genes suitable for qRT-PCR in grapevine and application for the study of the expression of genes involved in pterostilbene synthesis. Mol. Genet. Genomics 285, 273–285. doi: 10.1007/s00438-011-0607-60

Garcia-Brugger, A., Lamotte, O., Vandelle, E., Bourque, S., Lecourieux, D., Poinssot, B., et al. (2006). Early signaling events induced by elicitors of plant defenses. Mol. Plant Microbe Interact. 19, 711–724. doi: 10.1094/MPMI-19-0711

Gauthier, A., Trouvelot, S., Kelloniemi, J., Frettinger, P., Wendehenne, D., Daire, X., et al. (2014). The sulfated laminarin triggers a stress transcriptome before priming the SA- and ROS-dependent defenses during grapevine’s induced resistance against Plasmopara viticola. PLoS One 9:e88145. doi: 10.1371/journal.pone.0088145

Gessler, C., Pertot, I., and Perazzolli, M. (2011). Plasmopara viticola: a review of knowledge on downy mildew of grapevine and effective disease management. Phytopathol. Mediterr. 50, 3–44. doi: 10.14601/Phytopathol_Mediterr-9360

Gill, H. K., and Garg, H. (2014). “Pesticides: environmental impacts and management strategies,” in Pesticides-Toxic Aspects, ed. S. Soloneski (Rijeka: InTech), 187–230. doi: 10.5772/57399

Godard, S., Slacanin, I., Viret, O., and Gindro, K. (2009). Induction of defence mechanisms in grapevine leaves by emodin- and anthraquinone-rich plant extracts and their conferred resistance to downy mildew. Plant Physiol. Biochem. 47, 827–837. doi: 10.1016/j.plaphy.2009.04.003

Hart, C. A. (1979). Use of the scanning electron microscope and cathodoluminescence in studying the application of pesticides to plants. Pestic. Sci. 10, 341–357. doi: 10.1002/ps.2780100410

Islam, M. T., Laatsch, H., and von Tiedemann, A. (2016). Inhibitory effects of macrotetrolides from Streptomyces spp. On zoosporogenesis and motility of Peronosporomycete zoospores are likely linked with enhanced ATPase activity in mitochondria. Front. Microbiol. 7:1824. doi: 10.3389/fmicb.2016.01824

Jaulneau, V., Lafitte, C., Corio-Costet, M. F., Stadnik, M. J., Salamagne, S., Briand, X., et al. (2011). An Ulva armoricana extract protects plants against three powdery mildew pathogens. Eur. J. Plant Pathol. 131, 393–401. doi: 10.1007/s10658-011-9816-0

Jeandet, P., Delaunois, B., Conreux, A., Donnez, D., Nuzzo, V., Cordelier, S., et al. (2010). Biosynthesis, metabolism, molecular engineering, and biological functions of stilbene phytoalexins in plants. Biofactors 36, 331–341. doi: 10.1002/biof.108

Kim Khiook, I. L., Schneider, C., Héloir, M. C., Bois, B., Daire, X., Adrian, M., et al. (2013). Image analysis methods for assessment of H2O2 production and Plasmopara viticola development in grapevine leaves: application to the evaluation of resistance to downy mildew. J. Microbiol. Methods 95, 235–244. doi: 10.1016/j.mimet.2013.08.012

Krzyzaniak, Y., Negrel, J., Lemaitre-Guillier, C., Clément, G., Mouille, G., Klinguer, A., et al. (2018). Combined enzymatic and metabolic analysis of grapevine cell responses to elicitors. Plant Physiol. Biochem. 123, 141–148. doi: 10.1016/j.plaphy.2017.12.013

Kuć, J. (1990). Compounds from plants that regulate or participate in disease resistance. Ciba Found. Symp. 154, 213–224; discussion 224–228.

Lachhab, N., Sanzani, S. M., Adrian, M., Chiltz, A., Balacey, S., Boselli, M., et al. (2014). Soybean and casein hydrolysates induce grapevine immune responses and resistance against Plasmopara viticola. Front. Plant Sci. 5:716. doi: 10.3389/fpls.2014.00716

Laemmli, U. K. (1970). Cleavage of structural proteins during the assembly of the head of bacteriophage T4. Nature 227, 680–685. doi: 10.1038/227680a0

Lecourieux, D., Mazars, C., Pauly, N., Ranjeva, R., and Pugin, A. (2002). Analysis and effects of cytosolic free calcium increases in response to elicitors in Nicotiana plumbaginifolia cells. Plant Cell 14, 2627–2641. doi: 10.1105/tpc.005579

Livak, K. J., and Schmittgen, T. D. (2001). Analysis of relative gene expression data using real-time quantitative pcr and the 2−ΔΔCT method. Methods 25, 402–408. doi: 10.1006/meth.2001.1262

Ménard, R., Alban, S., de Ruffray, P., Jamois, F., Franz, G., Fritig, B., et al. (2004). Beta-1,3 glucan sulfate, but not beta-1,3 glucan, induces the salicylic acid signaling pathway in tobacco and Arabidopsis. Plant Cell 16, 3020–3032. doi: 10.1105/tpc.104.024968

Meng, X., and Zhang, S. (2013). MAPK cascades in plant disease resistance signaling. Annu. Rev. Phytopathol. 51, 245–266. doi: 10.1146/annurev-phyto-082712-102314

Nesler, A., Perazzolli, M., Puopolo, G., Giovannini, O., Elad, Y., and Pertot, I. (2015). A complex protein derivative acts as biogenic elicitor of grapevine resistance against powdery mildew under field conditions. Front. Plant Sci. 6:715. doi: 10.3389/fpls.2015.00715

Nitsch, J. P., and Nitsch, C. (1969). Haploid plants from pollen grains. Science 163, 85–87. doi: 10.1126/science.163.3862.85

Paris, F., Krzyzaniak, Y., Gauvrit, C., Jamois, F., Domergue, F., Joubès, J., et al. (2016). An ethoxylated surfactant enhances the penetration of the sulfated laminarin through leaf cuticle and stomata, leading to increased induced resistance against grapevine downy mildew. Physiol. Plant. 156, 338–350. doi: 10.1111/ppl.12394

Pedibhotla, V. K., Hall, F. R., and Holmsen, J. (1999). Deposit characteristics and toxicity of fipronil formulations for tobacco budworm (Lepidoptera: Noctuidae) control on cotton. Crop Prot. 18, 493–499. doi: 10.1016/S0261-2194(99)00050-2

Pezet, R., Gindro, K., Viret, O., and Richter, H. (2004). Effects of resveratrol, viniferins and pterostilbene on Plasmopara viticola zoospore mobility and disease development. Vitis 43, 145–148.

Pieterse, C. M. J., Leon-Reyes, A., Van der Ent, S., and Van Wees, S. C. M. (2009). Networking by small-molecule hormones in plant immunity. Nat. Chem. Biol. 5, 308–316. doi: 10.1038/nchembio.164

Poinssot, B., Vandelle, E., Bentéjac, M., Adrian, M., Levis, C., Brygoo, Y., et al. (2003). The endopolygalacturonase 1 from Botrytis cinerea activates grapevine defense reactions unrelated to its enzymatic activity. Mol. Plant Microbe Interact. 16, 553–564. doi: 10.1094/MPMI.2003.16.6.553

Porta, H., Rocha-Sosa, M., Slusarenko, A., and Ryan, C. (2002). Plant lipoxygenases. Physiological and molecular features. Plant Physiol. 130, 15–21. doi: 10.1104/pp.010787

Prost, I., Dhondt, S., Rothe, G., Vicente, J., Rodriguez, M. J., Kift, N., et al. (2005). Evaluation of the antimicrobial activities of plant oxylipins supports their involvement in defense against pathogens. Plant Physiol. 139, 1902–1913. doi: 10.1104/pp.105.066274

Randoux, B., Renard-Merlier, D., Mulard, G., Rossard, S., Duyme, F., Sanssené, J., et al. (2010). Distinct defenses induced in wheat against powdery mildew by acetylated and nonacetylated oligogalacturonides. Phytopathology 100, 1352–1363. doi: 10.1094/PHYTO-03-10-0086

Saigne-Soulard, C., Abdelli-Belhadj, A., Télef-Micouleau, M., Cluzet, S., Bouscaut, J., Corio-Costet, M. F., et al. (2015). “Oligosaccharides from Botrytis cinerea and elicitation of grapevine defense,” in Polysaccharides: Bioactivity and Biotechnology, eds J. Ramawat and K. Mérillon (Cham: Springer International Publishing), 939–958.

Schmidlin, L., Poutaraud, A., Claudel, P., Mestre, P., Prado, E., Santos-Rosa, M., et al. (2008). A stress-inducible resveratrol O-methyltransferase involved in the biosynthesis of pterostilbene in grapevine. Plant Physiol. 148, 1630–1639. doi: 10.1104/pp.108.126003

Schnee, S., Queiroz, E. F., Voinesco, F., Marcourt, L., Dubuis, P. H., Wolfender, J. L., et al. (2013). Vitis vinifera canes, a new source of antifungal compounds against Plasmopara viticola, Erysiphe necator, and Botrytis cinerea. J. Agric. Food Chem. 61, 5459–5467. doi: 10.1021/jf4010252

Shah, J. (2005). Lipids, lipases, and lipid-modifying enzymes in plant disease resistance. Annu. Rev. Phytopathol. 43, 229–260. doi: 10.1146/annurev.phyto.43.040204.135951

Sharma, B., and Kumar, P. (2009). In vitro antifungal potency of some plant extracts against Fusarium oxysporum. Int. J. Green Pharm. 3, 63–65. doi: 10.22377/IJGP.V3I1.58

Shuping, D. S. S., and Eloff, J. N. (2017). The use of plants to protect plants and food against fungal pathogens: a review. Afr. J. Tradit. Complement. Altern. Med. 14, 120–127. doi: 10.21010/ajtcam.v14i4.14

Soković, M., Glamočlija, J., and Ćirić, A. (2013). “Natural products from plants and fungi as fungicides,” in Fungicides - Showcases of Integrated Plant Disease Management from Around the World, ed. M. Nita (Rijeka: InTechOpen), 185–232. doi: 10.5772/50277

Steimetz, E., Trouvelot, S., Gindro, K., Bordier, A., Poinssot, B., Adrian, M., et al. (2012). Influence of leaf age on induced resistance in grapevine against Plasmopara viticola. Physiol. Mol. Plant Pathol. 79, 89–96. doi: 10.1016/j.pmpp.2012.05.004

Thuerig, B., Ramseyer, J., Hamburger, M., Oberhänsli, T., Potterat, O., Schärer, H.-J., et al. (2016). Efficacy of a Juncus effusus extract on grapevine and apple plants against Plasmopara viticola and Venturia inaequalis, and identification of the major active constituent. Pest Manag. Sci. 72, 1718–1726. doi: 10.1002/ps.4199

Trdá, L., Fernandez, O., Boutrot, F., Héloir, M.-C., Kelloniemi, J., Daire, X., et al. (2014). The grapevine flagellin receptor VvFLS2 differentially recognizes flagellin-derived epitopes from the endophytic growth-promoting bacterium Burkholderia phytofirmans and plant pathogenic bacteria. New Phytol. 201, 1371–1384. doi: 10.1111/nph.12592

Tröster, V., Setzer, T., Hirth, T., Pecina, A., Kortekamp, A., and Nick, P. (2017). Probing the contractile vacuole as Achilles’ heel of the biotrophic grapevine pathogen Plasmopara viticola. Protoplasma 254, 1887–1901. doi: 10.1007/s00709-017-1123-y

Trouvelot, S., Héloir, M.-C., Poinssot, B., Gauthier, A., Paris, F., Guillier, C., et al. (2014). Carbohydrates in plant immunity and plant protection: roles and potential application as foliar sprays. Front. Plant Sci. 5:592. doi: 10.3389/fpls.2014.00592

Trouvelot, S., Varnier, A.-L., Allègre, M., Mercier, L., Baillieul, F., Arnould, C., et al. (2008). A beta-1,3 glucan sulfate induces resistance in grapevine against Plasmopara viticola through priming of defense responses, including HR-like cell death. Mol. Plant Microbe Interact. 21, 232–243. doi: 10.1094/MPMI-21-2-0232

Underwood, W. (2012). The plant cell wall: a dynamic barrier against pathogen invasion. Front. Plant Sci. 3:85. doi: 10.3389/fpls.2012.00085

van Loon, L. C., Rep, M., and Pieterse, C. M. J. (2006). Significance of inducible defense-related proteins in infected plants. Annu. Rev. Phytopathol. 44, 135–162. doi: 10.1146/annurev.phyto.44.070505.143425

Vandelle, E., Poinssot, B., Wendehenne, D., Bentéjac, M., and Pugin, A. (2006). Integrated signaling network involving calcium, nitric oxide, and active oxygen species but not mitogen-activated protein kinases in BcPG1-elicited grapevine defenses. Mol. Plant Microbe Interact. 19, 429–440. doi: 10.1094/MPMI-19-0429

Vrhovsek, U., Malacarne, G., Masuero, D., Zulini, L., Guella, G., Stefanini, M., et al. (2012). Profiling and accurate quantification of trans-resveratrol, trans-piceid, trans-pterostilbene and 11 viniferins induced by Plasmopara viticola in partially resistant grapevine leaves. Aust. J. Grape Wine Res. 18, 11–19. doi: 10.1111/j.1755-0238.2011.00163.x

Walters, D. R., Ratsep, J., and Havis, N. D. (2013). Controlling crop diseases using induced resistance: challenges for the future. J. Exp. Bot. 64, 1263–1280. doi: 10.1093/jxb/ert026

Wasternack, C. (2007). Jasmonates: an update on biosynthesis, signal transduction and action in plant stress response, growth and development. Ann. Bot. 100, 681–697. doi: 10.1093/aob/mcm079

Weber, H. (2002). Fatty acid-derived signals in plants. Trends Plant Sci. 7, 217–224. doi: 10.1016/S

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 © 2018 Krzyzaniak, Trouvelot, Negrel, Cluzet, Valls, Richard, Bougaud, Jacquens, Klinguer, Chiltz, Adrian and Héloir. 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.

OPS/images/cross.jpg
3,

i





OPS/images/fpls-09-01085-g006.jpg
Piceid content (ug g'!' leaf DW)

18
16
14
12
10

S b kA O X©

i i b |
i bl T
T

0 hpt

24 hpt

48 hpt

24 hpi

a
q -
T a
Water
Cons.
| agents
" PE

48 hpt 24 hp1 48 hpi

Pv- Py +





OPS/images/cover.jpg


OPS/images/fpls-09-01085-g007.jpg
(11

<

b4%

<SS ODQuD
O 3

3

S — nWa

) S — =)

40
3
2
1

ura i 3uIssord sa10dsooz
d[Iqow JO IdquInN

ol

Cons 0.3
agents

a
Water

ur i Suissord sa1o0dsooz
a[Iqow JO JoquinN

PE
(gL™)





OPS/images/fpls-09-01085-g008.jpg
a
Cons. agents

a
Water

<t a4 O 0o O < o o
—_—

—

(9oryns Jea[ %)
m uoneziuo[od eydAyq

a
b
Cons. agents PE

a
Water

<t a4 O 0 0 A o
p— p—

—(

< SOJIS UOIIOQJUI JO JoqUINN





OPS/images/fpls-09-01085-g009.jpg
Cons. agents

Global view

=3
P)
o
>
L
o~
=
=
.g

Lo B o e e o v \ i g 2 R

200pm 100pm

Focus on stomata





OPS/images/logo.jpg
' frontiers
in Plant Science





OPS/images/fpls-09-01085-g001.jpg
N > <

(9) eaae Jeo[ uonenIodg

Cons. agents PE

Water






OPS/images/fpls-09-01085-g002.jpg
70

J
*

~O~Water

~~Cons. agents

H,0, production (nmoles g'' FWC)

=ii=PE
0 10 20 30 40 50 60
Time (min)
Water Cons. agents PE
min 30 0O 15 30 60 0 15 30 60
. U S5 SR w.  «—— 49kDa

Ponceau






OPS/images/fpls-09-01085-g003.jpg
PR3

&)

STS
6

PAL

<

Cons. agents

*k
I *kk
2 24

k%
kKX
I|

[
* i
ol ©
*
* —
* o
- _
o
= = o o o o =}
S = S S S S
I3l S %) o < N
— —
IojeMm 0] UOISSaIdxa oAnR[aY
¥
» ll <«
y o
¥
¥
= —
*
¥
* o
i

0
30
0
0
0

I9)eM 0) UOISSAIAXD 9ATR[OY

k%
=
24

*ok ok
.
12

6

*kk
i *kk

k% k

0

k%
S Ii

0

o O o O oS O
o O o O =+ o
— =

Iojem 0] UOISSaIdXD 9ATR[OY]

*k
T . Il ‘
1

Time (hpt)

Time (hpt)

Time (hpt)

m PE

PRI

13-LOX

9-LOX

(=]
—

kK%
II

24

kkk

[~2e] O =t o

50
0
0

10

I9)em 0] UOTSSaIdxa aATR[OY]

12

0

0

0

Time (hpt)

Time (hpt)

Time (hpt)





OPS/images/fpls-09-01085-g004.jpg
Cons. agents

Water
= PE

oS O O o O
o n AN O O
— p—

—

OO
<t -
[e\ I Q\|

(DM -8 81l) JudIU00 [ONBIASTY

24

12

Time (hpt)





OPS/images/fpls-09-01085-g005.jpg
&)

o0

<

PR3

48

I

o n T n N - O

I2)jem 0] :O_mmu._axo QALY

PR2

I

0.

S 0 O T o O

-

Iajem 0} uorssaxdxa oAne[Ry

PRI

48

B _

< o (] — =1

I91em 0} uorssaidxa sAne[oy

Time (hpt)

Time (hpt)

Time (hpt)

o

LL

LL

()

Cons. agents

13- LOX

N O 0 O T N O

—

1a1em 0) uoissaidxa aane[oy

9- LOX
1 I g
24

STS

PAL

i € o0n a4 — O

I91eM 0] UO0ISSAIdxo 2ANR[IY

Time (hpt)

Time (hpt)

Time (hpt)

Time (hpt)





