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			Life on Earth has evolved under the influence of gravity. This force has played an important role in shaping development and morphology from the molecular level to the whole organism. Although aquatic life experiences reduced gravity effects, land plants have evolved under a 1-g environment. Understanding gravitational effects requires changing the magnitude of this force. One method of eliminating gravity’s influence is to enter into a free-fall orbit around the planet, thereby achieving a balance between centripetal force of gravity and the centrifugal force of the moving object. This balance is often mistakenly referred to as microgravity, but is best described as weightlessness. In addition to actually compensating gravity, instruments such as clinostats, random-positioning machines (RPM), and magnetic levitation devices have been used to eliminate effects of constant gravity on plant growth and development. However, these platforms do not reduce gravity but constantly change its direction. Despite these fundamental differences, there are few studies that have investigated the comparability between these platforms and weightlessness. Here, we provide a review of the strengths and weaknesses of these analogs for the study of plant growth and development compared to spaceflight experiments. We also consider reduced or partial gravity effects via spaceflight and analog methods. While these analogs are useful, the fidelity of the results relative to spaceflight depends on biological parameters and environmental conditions that cannot be simulated in ground-based studies.
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Introduction

			Plants have evolved under the influence of Earth’s gravity, a force of “1 g.” This ubiquitous force affects plant growth, development, and morphology at all levels, from the molecular to the whole plant (Vandenbrink et al., 2014). In addition, gravity underlies other physical phenomena like buoyancy, convection, and sedimentation, which affect many physical and chemical processes and therefore also shape plant growth and development. For example, buoyancy affects gas exchange, cellular respiration, and photosynthesis, but itself is a function of varying densities (Braun et al., 2018).

			Studying the direct and indirect effects of gravity on plant growth, however, is complicated by the difficulty of changing gravity on Earth. One means of reducing gravity’s influence is to establish free fall and eliminate the effect of gravity either for a few seconds in so-called drop towers and parabolic flights or for the long term by using orbital free fall, which creates weightlessness. This condition is achieved by the balance between Earth’s gravity and the velocity required to maintain free fall (Kiss, 2015). Experiments focusing on plant growth and development have been carried out in this environment almost from the advent of human spaceflight in the 1960s (Wolverton and Kiss, 2009; Vandenbrink and Kiss, 2016).

			Fascinating insights into plant biology have been provided by spaceflight studies aboard orbiting spacecraft. For instance, at the cell/molecular level, changes in the cell cycle (Manzano et al., 2009; Matía et al., 2010) and the cell wall (Soga et al., 2002; Johnson et al., 2015) have been observed when plants develop in microgravity. Recently, there have been a plethora of spaceflight experiments on the effects of varying gravity levels on gene expression in plants (Paul et al., 2012; Correll et al., 2013; Kwon et al., 2015; Johnson et al., 2017; Paul et al., 2017; Choi et al., 2019). And facilitated by the absence of significant gravitational accelerations in spaceflight, novel mechanisms of phototropism (Molas and Kiss, 2009) have been discovered in flowering plants (Millar et al., 2010; Kiss et al., 2012; Vandenbrink et al., 2016). On the applied side of plant space research, there has also been progress on cultivating plants for use in bioregenerative life support systems (Braun et al., 2018).

			Because of the scarcity of access to spaceflight, researchers have used other approaches to minimize or eliminate constant 1-g conditions (Kiss, 2015). These methods include drop towers (samples are weightlessness for seconds), parabolic flights in specialized airplanes (samples are weightlessness for approximately 10–20 s), and sounding rockets (minutes of weightlessness) as attractive alternatives (see also Beysens and van Loon, 2015). Sounding rockets are retrieved in the same general area after their launch without entering into orbit. In the free-fall phase, these missions typically provide 3–8 min of microgravity (Böhmer and Schleiff, 2019). In recent years, private companies such as Blue Origin and Virgin Galactic are promising suborbital flight with several minutes of microgravity (Pelton, 2019). However, for most systems in plant biology, these suborbital methods provide a period of weightlessness that is too short to effectively assay growth and development. A conceptual alternative to these methods of creating brief free-fall conditions is to develop conditions in which the direction of the gravity vector is constantly changing through the use of clinostats and similar devices.

			


Clinostats

			Clinostats have been developed since gravity was identified as a major contributor of plant growth and development by Knight, Sachs, and Ciesielski in the late 1800s (reviewed in Hoson et al., 1997; van Loon 2007; Hasenstein, 2009; Herranz et al., 2013). A clinostat is a device that rotates specimens around one or more axes. A number of different types of clinostats have been used to study plant growth and development as well as to address basic issues in fundamental biology. These clinostats can be divided into several types: one-axis clinostats with slow (1–4 rpm) or fast (50–120 rpm) rotation and clinostats with two or three axes of rotation. If the rate of rotation for the axes varies, such systems are distinguished as random positioning machines (RPMs). In addition to these instruments, magnetic levitation has been used to balance gravity (Kamal et al., 2016).

			

One-Axial Clinostats

			The first experiments to expose plants to altered gravity environments were performed nearly 160 years before humans reached low-Earth orbit. Early in the 19th century, T.A. Knight used a water wheel as a centrifuge to expose oat seedlings to variable acceleration, demonstrating that plants were indeed sensing this physical force when carrying out “geotropic” growth (Knight, 1806). Later in the same century, Sachs developed a device, which he named a “klinostat,” to alter the effects of gravity by constantly rotating its longitudinal axis horizontally, thereby averaging the presumed effect of the gravitational force over the rotated axis (Sachs, 1882).

			Clinostats have been employed as a control for the gravitational force in numerous studies investigating plant development and responses to directional stimuli (Figure 1). The clinostat has frequently been used for studies in which the researcher wished to reorient the organ or cell in the gravitational field for a period of time, then eliminate, as much as possible, the influence of constant gravity on the organ. Such was the use of clinostats in experiments investigating both the presentation time, perception time, and lag time of the gravitropic response of various species and organs (Pickard 1973; Johnsson and Pickard, 1979; Kiss et al., 1989). The theoretical justification for the use of clinostats was elaborated by Dedolph and Dipert (1971); they demonstrated the importance of the rotation rate on the effectiveness of the clinostat due to its influence on the sedimentation path of the starch statoliths, thought to be the primary means of gravity susception in plants (Kiss, 2000). They found that rotation rates of 2–4 rpm corresponded to a more effective randomization because it minimized the path length of statolith sedimentation.
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			Figure 1 | A standard two-dimensional clinostat used to grow Medicago seedlings (green arrows) at 1 rpm. Blue arrow indicated the direction of rotation. Scale bar, 10.5 cm.

		


			In addition to their use as a means of minimizing the unidirectional effects of gravity, several studies have incorporated modified versions of the clinostat that expose the axial organ to a fractional g treatment either through a programmed rotation pattern or through the incorporation of a centrifuge as the innermost rotating axis of the clinostat. These instruments have been key in estimating the threshold acceleration necessary to activate gravity perception and growth responses (Shen-Miller et al., 1968; Brown et al., 1995; Laurinavicius et al., 1998; Galland et al., 2004; Duemmer et al., 2015; Bouchern-Dubuisson et al., 2016; Frolov et al., 2018), as well as identifying cellular-level responses of plants to microgravity (Murakami and Yamada, 1988; Kraft et al., 2000; Dauzart et al., 2016; Manzano et al., 2018) and the persistence of the gravity stimulus (John and Hasenstein, 2011).

			Despite their usefulness for temporarily changing the unidirectional force of gravity, there is also evidence that such treatments introduce their own sets of stimuli that may compete with or confound interpretation of those pathways of most interest to the user (Hasenstein and van Loon, 2015). Centrifugal forces resulting from rotation about one or two axes varies as a function of the position of the organ under study along the radius and speed of rotation, and the organ will experience variable g levels across its axis. Because the force of gravity itself is never altered, the bending due to differential growth will cause the position of the organ with respect to the radius of rotation to change over the course of an experiment. For example, the growth of an axial organ over the course of a long-term experiment will result in the organ experiencing a change in acceleration if the growth direction is away from the center of the axis of rotation. This factor is one source of complexity when interpreting the results of clinostat experiments, as indicated by the observation that plants respond differently when rotated around one axis versus the other (John and Hasenstein, 2011; Hasenstein and van Loon, 2015).

			Long-term experiments on clinostats are particularly challenging because as the organs increase in mass, the changing weight distribution will cause bending stresses and other non-random mechanical stimulation that will vary as a function of the specific load-bearing structure of each organ. Thus, growing plants on a rotating clinostat can result in mechanical stress (van Loon, 2007; Manzano et al., 2009). The use of clinostats to study developmental effects of gravity are also limited because of their inability to control for constantly changing loads and rotational forces, thus restricting their usefulness with plants mainly to studies of directional growth responses. Thus, many factors, such as weighting distribution and rotation velocity, need to be considered when designing clinostats for life science experiment (Brown et al., 1996).

			Despite these disadvantages, the simplicity and availability of clinostats are the main reasons that these devices are the most common approach to attempt to simulate altered gravity conditions. Although the artifacts associated with clinostats require caution of the assessment of gravitational effects, they can provide valuable comparisons with space experiments and have been widely used by many researchers (e.g., Brown et al., 1995; Kraft et al., 2000).

			


Fast-Rotating Clinostats

			Slow-rotating clinostats as described above simply consider the overall geometry and develop a scheme of rotation that fulfills certain conditions (such as centrifugal accelerations less than 10−3 g). However, fast-rotating clinostats (typically 50–120 rpm) also utilize the path of sedimentation in a fluid, usually an aqueous growth medium for small (<1 mm) organisms (Aleshcheva et al., 2016; Warnke et al., 2016).

			In liquids, sedimentation and a relatively slow rotation result in potentially significant artifacts including spirally movements from centrifugation, sedimentation, and a viscosity-dependent Coriolis force. When the speed of rotation is increased as in a fast-rotating clinostat, sedimentation of a particle will be less than the movement of the liquid, thereby resulting in a reduced radius that finally produces a smaller diameter than the size of the particle or a cell. Thus, in the conditions as found in the fast-rotating clinostat, the rotation stabilizes the fluid around the particle, which in turn eliminates the gravity effects for all practical purposes. While the fast-rotating clinostat can provide conditions that mimic weightlessness very well, it is limited to small organisms such as unicells or bacteria but, generally, not applicable for plant studies (Cogoli, 1992).

			


Non-Uniformly Rotating Clinostats

			In addition to positioning one-axial clinostats at certain angles to mimic fractional gravity levels (<1 g), it is possible to achieve a similar condition by changing the rate of horizontal rotation such that the rotation is stopped during the bottom time (Brungs et al., 2016). The bottom dwell time determines the effective residual acceleration. When uniform rotation represents complete gravity compensation for a 1-rpm (~0.1 rad s−1) clinostat, extending each rotation by the amount of gravity that is supposed to be established, for example 0.1 g, would require a bottom dwell time of 6 s. The extra 6 s relative to the normal rotation of 60 s (=1 rpm) spent at the “bottom” position (Figure 2) creates 0.1 g net acceleration. Because additional acceleration or deceleration needs to be minimized, the movement requires precise algorithms and motor control. The advantage of such designs is that fractional g-levels can be established. Nonetheless, this principle also depends on rotation and therefore suffers from the same shortcomings as standard clinostats (Hasenstein and van Loon, 2015).
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			Figure 2 | Motion profile of a an object experiencing fractional gravity as a result of non-uniform rotation. The trace of a point rotating around an axis shows an extended resting position during phase T1. The ratio between the dwell time in the bottom position (T1) and complete rotation (T0) corresponds to the fractional gravity experienced by plants, provided that the dwell time does not exceed the gravity perception time.

		

			


Random Positioning Machines

			The limited ability to average gravity effects by horizontal rotation led to the evolution of RPMs in order not to generate constant accelerations in any particular direction (Kraft et al., 2000; van Loon, 2007; Herranz et al., 2013). The idea is to provide a more complex motion patterns than constant rotation around one or two axes such that no directional preference remains. Ideally rotation should occur around all three spatial axes (x, y, and z, i.e., pitch, yaw, and roll) and would require a three gimbal or Cardan suspension. However, most RPM systems are based on two axes or an “altazimuth mount” such that the two axes are mounted perpendicular to each other (Figure 3). This arrangement is sufficient to position any object on the experimental platform in any desirable direction (i.e., the vector normal to the experimental platform can point in any direction). Thus, seedlings that develop on an RPM appear to grow randomly as achieved in spaceflight (Figure 4).
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			Figure 3 | Three random positioning machines (RPMs) each with two independently driven perpendicular frames. The discrete rotation axes allow the implementation of slip rings to provide power and exchange data with the experiment that can be mounted onto the inner frame. Both the full-sized RPM (A) and the two desktop models (B) are shown with 10-cm square Petri dishes (pd). The diameter of the disk (asterisk) on the full-sized RPM is 40 cm and provides the generation of partial gravity.

		

		
			[image: ]

			Figure 4 | Arabidopsis seedlings grown in spaceflight hardware for 3.5 days in the dark. Arrowheads indicate the hypocotyl apex. (A) Seedlings that germinated and developed on the random positioning machine (RPM) are disoriented. (B) Ground controls (GR) are oriented to the gravity vector which is toward the bottom of the photograph. Scale bar, 6 mm. Figure is from Kraft et al. (2000) and is used with permission from Springer Nature publishers.

		


			Randomness is achieved when the rotational angle differs between the two axes and changes over time. While these systems provide the best gravity compensation, they do so despite apparently exceeding the maximum permissible angular acceleration (approx. 30 deg s−1 for a 10-cm radius). Apparently better results are obtained when the sum of both axes movements exceeds 60–80 deg s−1 (Brungs et al., 2016). While this puzzling observation deserves future studies, it also highlights some postulated gravisensing mechanisms, namely that the movement of the suspected gravity sensors (starch-filled amyloplasts; Kiss, 2000) is sensitive to mechanostimulation, and thus describes dynamic gravisensing (Hasenstein, 2009).

			Nevertheless, in gravity-perceiving root columella cells, the position of amyloplasts was similar in weightlessness in spaceflight and on the RPM, but was significantly different between spaceflight and two-axial clinostats (Figure 5). For in vitro systems like Arabidopsis cell cultures, it is important to realize that in fluid-filled experimental containers, there is also a fluid shear applied to the cells (Leguy et al., 2017). This issue can be mitigated by increasing the cell substrate viscosity (Kamal et al., 2019).
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			Figure 5 | Plastid position in central columella cells of root tips of Arabidopsis seedlings grown on the ground (GR), during spaceflight (FL), on a random positioning machine (RPM), and on a clinostat (CL). These cells are involved in gravity perception (Kiss, 2000). There is no statistical difference (P > 0.05) between the FL and RPM samples as indicated by *, while the FL samples are significantly different (P < 0.05) from the CL specimens as indicaated by ** and determined by an ANOVA followed by a Tukey post-test.

		


			Thus, the RPM can be a useful proxy for weightlessness for certain biological parameters, as shown in studies with plant cells, Drosophila, and mammalian cell cultures (Kraft et al., 2000; Herranz et al., 2010; Wuest et al., 2015). In addition, due to the difficulty, availability, and cost of spaceflight experiments, the RPM may in fact be one of the best substitutes/analogs especially when this instrument can potentially generate results comparable to those in true microgravity. This scenario is true especially when the changes in direction are faster than the response time of the object (e.g., plant body) to gravity (Borst and van Loon, 2009).

			



Magnetic Levitation

			In contrast to the various clinostats that attempt to randomize the effect of gravity by changing the direction of its vector, magnetic forces counteract the gravity force by a magnetic force that results from a magnetic gradient and the diamagnetic susceptibility of the object which together generate a force that can be equal to gravity (Geim et al., 1999; Kamal et al., 2016). Interestingly, based on the orientation of the magnetic core, this gradient exists in two opposing directions such that in a vertically oriented magnetic field the top gradient balances gravity effects on biological, i.e., diamagnetic material at the point where Fmag = Fg. The opposite pole of the magnetic gradient also generates a 1-g force equivalent and therefore provides a 2-g equivalent (1 g attributed to the magnetic gradient in addition to the original gravity). While the effect of magnetic gradients and diamagnetic properties of the levitated object (e.g., frogs, seeds, or seedlings) balances the effect of gravity (i.e., stably suspend biological objects is space), the very strong magnetic field (about 15 T) and gradient is likely to affect the movement of charged particles (ions) and therefore alters the physiological conditions which affect gene expression (Paul et al., 2006). In addition, the small space in a magnet bore, the requirement to cool magnets while maintaining “room temperature” for biological objects, and to provide light, contributes to the complexity of magnetic levitation. The required strong magnetic field and gradient (about 1,400 T2/m) also require specialized magnetic systems that are expensive to operate.

			Additional research is needed to determine which systems best mimic reduced gravity conditions, especially for plants that occupy a large volume and are therefore affected by any gradient of rotational, inertial, or magnetic conditions. Despite the above-mentioned complications, the ability to produce partial or even excess gravity forces makes magnetic gradients an attractive alternative to clinostat-based research. As indicated earlier, the precise and narrow space that corresponds to the desired level makes studies on whole plants problematic because the compensation point averages all forces acting on the levitated object by susceptibility, density, and distance. Thus, the most valuable aspect of high-gradient magnetic fields is the ability to precisely move (levitate) cellular organelles, such as statoliths in roots (Kuznetsov and Hasenstein, 1996), hypocotyls (Kuznetsov and Hasenstein, 1997), rhizoids (Kuznetsov and Hasenstein, 2001), and seedlings (Hasenstein and Kuznetsov, 1999). In addition, magnetic levitation has been shown to be a useful ground-based proxy for microgravity in a number of other systems including osteoblast cells (Hammer et al., 2009), Drosophila melanogaster (Herranz et al., 2012), and bacteria (Dijkstra et al., 2010).

			


Centrifuges

			Although it sounds somewhat counterintuitive, we can also explore the effects of microgravity by the application of centrifuges. This reduced gravity paradigm (RGP) is based on the premise that adaptations seen going from a hypergravity level to a lower gravity level are similar to changes seen going from 1 g to microgravity (van Loon, 2016). Using such a paradigm, we are not focusing on the absolute acceleration values but rather on the responses generated due to the change between the two accelerations levels. The premise of such an experiment is that the plant sample has to be adapted and stable to a higher gravity level such as 2 g. Then, as the g-level is lowered to 1 g, the plant will respond to this reduced gravity level. It is hypothesized that the processes in such adaptations are of the same type as one would see going from 1 g into free fall, although the magnitude might be different. Thus, this reduced gravity paradigm is best used for stable and steady systems at a certain higher g level combined with measuring a relatively fast responding phenomenon when reducing the acceleration load.

			


Reduced or Partial Gravity Studies

			Numerous studies on plant growth and development have been performed in space (Wolverton and Kiss, 2009; Vandenbrink and Kiss, 2016). In contrast, we know little about plant physiology in reduced gravity environments, which are less than the normal 1 g that characterizes Earth-based studies. Reduced gravity can also be termed partial-g or fractional-g. The exploration of the Moon and Mars will be important in the future and will rely upon optimized plant cultivation because plants will be essential for life support systems (Kiss, 2014). Therefore, it is important to develop new knowledge about the biology of plants at the lunar and Martian g-levels, 0.17 g and 0.38 g, respectively. Studies on plants in partial gravity environments also can provide new information on basic biological questions such as what is the threshold of gravisensing in plants (e.g., Kiss et al., 1989; Perbal, 2009; Duemmer et al., 2015).

			To establish partial gravity on-board sounding rockets or orbiting laboratories, a centrifuge is needed to produce the desired accelerations. Centrifuges can be used to generate any acceleration from near zero to 1 g. Especially 1-g experiments are valuable as in-flight controls, which provide context for the analyses of spaceflight experiments (Vandenbrink and Kiss, 2016). Fortunately, there are several facilities on the International Space Station (ISS) that are equipped with centrifuges, and the ISS can be used to study partial gravity effects on plant development.

			

Plant Responses in Reduced or Partial Gravity in Spaceflight

			A series of experiments have recently been performed on the ISS with Arabidopsis thaliana and have focused on 1) the interaction between gravitropism and phototropism in microgravity and fractional gravity (Kiss et al., 2012; Vandenbrink and Kiss, 2016; Vandenbrink et al., 2016) and 2) identification of the threshold for gravity perception in roots in the wild-type and starchless (pgm-1) mutants (Wolverton, in progress). These experiments utilized the European Modular Cultivation System (EMCS) which had onboard centrifuges allowing for gravitational ranges from microgravity to small fractions of a g up to 1 g (Kiss et al., 2014). The EMCS was decommissioned in 2017, but international space agencies have developed hardware such as Cell Biology Experiment Facility (CBEF) and Biolab support research at fractional g (Brinckmann, 2012).

			In experiments in which directional light and fractional gravity were applied simultaneously, Kiss and colleagues reported strong positive phototropism in response to unilateral red light in the stem-like hypocotyls and roots of plants grown in microgravity (Millar et al., 2010). In time course studies, shoots had positive phototropism in response to red light in microgravity and at 0.1 g, and the curvature was not significantly different between two gravity conditions (Figure 6A). However, the red-light-based phototropism at 0.3 g was not significantly different from the red-light phototropic response of the 1-g control, and there was significant reduction of red-light phototropism at 0.3 g and 1 g (see also Kiss et al., 2012).
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			Figure 6 | Time course studies of positive phototropic curvature in seedlings of Arabidopsis at indicated gravity levels in a spaceflight experiment. Different letters indicate significant differences among the plots. (A) Response of the shoot-like hypocotyls of Arabidopsis seedlings to red light. The response at 0.3 g was not significantly different from the value of the 1-g control, and there was attenuation of red-light phototropism at 0.3 g and 1 g. (B) Response of the roots of Arabidopsis seedlings to red light. The responses at 0.1 g and 0.3 g were not significantly different from the value of the 1-g control, and these values were attenuated compared to the robust response in microgravity. Figure is adapted from Kiss et al. (2012).

		


			In experiments with seedlings, roots exhibited a strong positive phototropism in response to unidirectional red illumination in microgravity conditions (Figure 6B). In contrast to the experiments with shoots, the red-light-based phototropic response in roots at 0.1 g was reduced and not significantly different from the red phototropic curvature at 0.3 g and 1 g. Thus, our fractional gravity experiments demonstrated a reduction of red-light-based phototropic curvature in the shoot-like hypocotyls at the level of 0.3 g, but the level of 0.1 g was enough to reduce the red-light-based phototropism in roots. This range of fractional gravity is approximately the same as the g-levels found on the Moon and Mars, 0.17 g and 0.38 g, respectively. Taken together, our results suggest that this range of reduced g represents a significant sensory threshold.

			This hypothesis is being investigated further in a separate series of experiments designed to test the threshold force required to activate gravity sensing and response of Arabidopsis seedlings in the EMCS. Ground-based clinostat experiments have estimated the gravity perception threshold at or around 0.003 g (Shen-Miller et al., 1968; Laurinavicius et al., 1998; Duemmer et al., 2015). This threshold was tested in these space experiments, and the analysis currently is in progress. Extending these results to include the starchless mutant in addition to wild-type seedlings will allow for the comparison of gravity perception threshold in roots that lack sedimenting statoliths (Kiss et al., 1989), which we predict will require greater accelerations to activate perception and response in these seedlings.

			


Plant Responses to Simulated Partial or Reduced Gravity Using Analogs

			While the main focus of this paper has been on the simulation of microgravity, we also see that there is potential to use the analog devices to simulate partial or reduced gravity conditions that are found on the Moon and Mars (Kiss, 2014). This approach has been recently used in RPM studies of the effects of simulated partial gravity on the balance between cell growth and cell proliferation during early plant development (Manzano et al., 2018). In another recent study using Arabidopsis tissue culture cells, cell proliferation and growth were uncoupled under simulated reduced gravity also using an RPM (Kamal et al., 2018).

			The results of these few studies are promising and encourage future exploration of simulated partial gravity for other biological systems. Successful application of partial gravity simulation could develop into new avenue of research. For example, the simulated Mars gravity of 0.38 g could be used in various biological studies to help prepare for a human mission to Mars.

			



Conclusions and Future Directions

			Numerous studies have compared the biological effects of clinostats and other microgravity analogs to space experiments (e.g., Brown et al., 1996; Kraft et al., 2000; Herranz et al., 2013; Huang et al., 2018). The experiments to date suggest that while these devices may be useful tools in some cases, there are great differences observed between plants that grow and develop on these devices and plants that are grown in weightlessness during spaceflight. In fact, rotation on certain types of clinostats may have deleterious effects in some biological systems (Hensel and Sievers, 1980; Kozeko et al., 2018; Ruden et al., 2018).

			The conditions under which ground-based simulation can provide useful information and compare various gravitational regimens need to be systematically determined through carefully controlled experiments in which ground analog studies are compared with spaceflight experiments. A problem with past studies of microgravity simulators/analogs is that it can be difficult to compare results between spaceflight experiments to those of simulation devices (Herranz et al., 2013). Thus, ground-based experiments should be performed to maximize comparability between spaceflight and experimental ground-based devices. For example, in plant studies, factors to consider include identical seed stock, growth substrate, nutrient media, and light composition and intensity. In addition, containers should be identical for space and ground-based studies. This latter consideration can be made difficult by the reluctance of space agencies to provide access to their expensive spaceflight hardware (Kiss, 2015).

			Nevertheless, in this era of the International Space Station, we must take advantage of its unique facilities to compare effects observed in clinostats and other space simulators. We also should use the centrifuges available on the ISS to systematically explore the effects of partial gravity on plant growth and development. Understanding plant biology in space under different gravity levels will be useful as we develop technologies needed for human habitation of other worlds.

			


Author Contributions

			JK wrote the first draft of the manuscript. CW, SW, KH, and JL also wrote and edited sections of the manuscript. All authors contributed to manuscript revision, read, and approved the submitted version.

			


Funding

			Financial support provided by grants from the National Aeronautics and Space Administration (NASA) to JK (#80NSSC17K0546 and #NNX12AO65G), CW (#NNX15AG55G), and KH (#80NSSC17K0344).

			

References

			Aleshcheva, G., Bauer, J., Hemmersbach, R., Slumstrup, L., Wehland, M., Infanger, M., et al. (2016). Scaffold-free tissue formation under real and simulated microgravity conditions. Basic Clin. Pharmacol. Toxicol. 119, 26–33. doi: 10.1111/bcpt.12561

			Beysens, D. A., and van Loon, J. J. W. A. (2015). Generation and Applications of Extra-Terrestrial Environments on Earth (Denmark: Rivers Publishers).

			Böhmer, M., and Schleiff, E. (2019). Microgravity research in plants: A range of platforms and options allow research on plants in zero or low gravity that can yield important insights into plant physiology. EMBO Rep. 20, e48541. doi: 10.15252/embr.201948541

			Borst, A. G., and van Loon, J. J. (2009). Technology and developments for the random positioning machine, RPM. Microgravity Sci. Tech. 21, 287–292. doi: 10.1007/s12217-008-9043-2

			Bouchern-Dubuisson, E., Manzano, A. I., Le Disquet, I., Matia, I., Saez-Vasquez, J., van Loon, J., et al. (2016). Functional alterations of root meristematic cells of Arabidopsis thaliana induced by a simulated microgravity environment. J. Plant Physiol. 207, 30–41. doi: 10.1016/j.jplph.2016.09.011

			Braun, M., Böhmer, M., Häder, D.-P., Hemmersbach, R., and Palme, K. (2018). Gravitational Biology I: Gravity Sensing and Graviorientation in Microorganisms and Plants (Cham, Switzerland: Springer International Publishing). https://www.springer.com/la/book/9783319938936.

			Brinckmann, E. (2012). Centrifuges and their application for biological experiments in space. Microgravity Sci. Tech. 24, 365–372. doi: 10.1007/s12217-012-9300-2

			Brown, A. H., Chapman, D. K., Johnsson, A., and Heathcote, D. (1995). Gravitropic responses of the Avena coleoptile in space and on clinostats. I. Gravitropic response thresholds. Physiol. Plant 95, 27–33. doi: 10.1111/j.1399-3054.1995.tb00803.x

			Brown, A. H., Johnsson, A., Chapman, D. K., and Heathcote, D. (1996). Gravitropic responses of the Avena coleoptile in space and on clinostats. IV. The clinostat as a substitute for space experiments. Physiol. Plant 98, 210–214. doi: 10.1111/j.1399-3054.1996.tb00694.x

			Brungs, S., Egli, M., Wuest, S. L., Christianen, P. C., Van Loon, J. J., Anh, T. J. N., et al. (2016). Facilities for simulation of microgravity in the ESA ground-based facility programme. Microgravity Sci. Tech. 28, 191–203. doi: 10.1007/s12217-015-9471-8

			Choi, W. G., Barker, R. J., Kim, S. H., Swanson, S. J., and Gilroy, S. (2019). Variation in the transcriptome of different ecotypes of Arabidopsis thaliana reveals signatures of oxidative stress in plant responses to spaceflight. Am. J. Bot. 106, 123–136. doi: 10.1002/ajb2.1223

			Cogoli, M. (1992). The fast rotating clinostat: a history of its use in gravitational biology and a comparison of ground-based and flight experiment results. ASGSB Bull. 5, 59–67.

			Correll, M. J., Pyle, T. P., Millar, K. D. L., Sun, Y., Yao, J., Edelmann, R. E., et al. (2013). Transcriptome analyses of Arabidopsis thaliana seedlings grown in space: implications for gravity-responsive genes. Planta 238, 519–533. doi: 10.1007/s00425-013-1909-x

			Dauzart, A. J. C., Vandenbrink, J. P., and Kiss, J. Z. (2016). The effects of clinorotation on the host plant, Medicago truncatula, and its microbial symbionts. Front. Astron. Space Sci. 3, 3. doi: 10.3389/fspas.2016.00003

			Dedolph, R. R., and Dipert, M. H. (1971). The physical basis of gravity stimulus nullification by clinostat rotation. Plant Physiol. 47, 756–764. doi: 10.1104/pp.47.6.756

			Dijkstra, C. E., Larkin, O. J., Anthony, P., Davey, M. R., Eaves, L., Rees, C. E., et al. (2010). Diamagnetic levitation enhances growth of liquid bacterial cultures by increasing oxygen availability. J. R. Soc Interface 8, 334–344. doi: 10.1098/rsif.2010.0294

			Duemmer, M., Forreiter, C., and Galland, P. (2015). Gravitropism in Arabidopsis thaliana: Root-specific action of the EHB gene and violation of the resultant law. J. Plant Physiol. 189, 24–33. doi: 10.1016/j.jplph.2015.09.008

			Frolov, A., Didio, A., Ihling, C., Chantzeva, V., Grishina, T., Hoehenwarter, W., et al. (2018). The effect of simulated microgravity on the Brassica napus seedling proteome. Funct. Plant Biol. 45, 440–452. doi: 10.1071/FP16378

			Galland, P., Finger, H., and Wallacher, Y. (2004). Gravitropism in Phycomyces: Threshold determination on a clinostat centrifuge. J. Plant Physiol. 161, 733–739. doi: 10.1078/0176-1617-01082

			Geim, A. K., Simon, M. D., Boamfa, M. I., and Heflinger, L. O. (1999). Magnet levitation at your fingertips. Nature 400 (6742), 323–324. doi: 10.1038/22444

			Hammer, B. E., Kidder, L. S., Williams, P. C., and Xu, W. W. (2009). Magnetic levitation of MC3T3 osteoblast cells as a ground-based simulation of microgravity. Microgravity Sci. Tech. 21, 311–318. doi: 10.1007/s12217-008-9092-6

			Hasenstein, K. H., and Kuznetsov, O. A. (1999). The response of lazy-2 tomato seedlings to curvature-inducing magnetic gradients is modulated by light. Planta 208, 59–65. doi: 10.1007/s004250050534

			Hasenstein, K. H., and van Loon, J. J. W. A. (2015). “Clinostats and other rotating systems—design, function, and limitations,” in Generation and Applications of Extra-Terrestrial Environments on Earth. Eds. D. A. Beysens, and J. J. W. A. van Loon (Delft, the Netherlands: River Publishers), 147–156.

			Hasenstein, K. H. (2009). Plant responses to gravity - insights and extrapolations from ground studies. Gravit. Space Biol. 22, 21–32.

			Hensel, W., and Sievers, A. (1980). Effects of prolonged omnilateral gravistimulation on the ultrastructure of statocytes and on the graviresponse of roots. Planta 50, 338–346. doi: 10.1007/BF00384664

			Herranz, R., Benguria, A., Lavan, D. A., Lopez-Vidriero, I., Gasset, G., Medina, F. J., et al. (2010). Spaceflight-related suboptimal conditions can accentuate the altered gravity response of Drosophila transcriptome. Mol. Ecol. 19, 4255–4264. doi: 10.1111/j.1365-294X.2010.04795.x

			Herranz, R., Larkin, O. J., Dijkstra, C. E., Hill, R. J., Anthony, P., Davey, M. R., et al. (2012). Microgravity simulation by diamagnetic levitation: effects of a strong gradient magnetic field on the transcriptional profile of Drosophila melanogaster. BMC Genomics 13, 52. doi: 10.1186/1471-2164-13-52

			Herranz, R., Anken, R., Boonstra, J., Braun, M., Christianen, P. C. M., de Geest, M., et al. (2013). Ground-based facilities for simulation of microgravity, including terminology and organism-specific recommendations for their use. Astrobiology 13, 1–17. doi: 10.1089/ast.2012.0876

			Hoson, T., Kamisaka, S., Masuda, Y., Yamashita, M., and Buchen, B. (1997). Evaluation of the three-dimensional clinostat as a simulator of weightlessness. Planta 203, S187–S197. doi: 10.1007/PL00008108

			Huang, B., Li, D. G., Huang, Y., and Liu, C. T. (2018). Effects of spaceflight and simulated microgravity on microbial growth and secondary metabolism. Military Med. Res. 5, 18. doi: 10.1186/s40779-018-0162-9

			John, S. P., and Hasenstein, K. H. (2011). Effects of mechanostimulation on gravitropism and signal persistence in flax roots. Plant Signal. Beh. 6, 1365–1370. doi: 10.4161/psb.6.9.16601

			Johnson, C. M., Subramanian, A., Edelmann, R. E., and Kiss, J. Z. (2015). Morphometric analyses of petioles of seedlings grown in a spaceflight experiment. J. Plant Res. 128, 1007–1016. doi: 10.1007/s10265-015-0749-0

			Johnson, C. M., Subramaniana, A., Pattathil, S., Correll, M. J., and Kiss, J. Z. (2017). Comparative transcriptomics indicate changes in cell wall organization and stress response in seedlings during spaceflight. Am. J. Bot. 104, 1219–1231. doi: 10.3732/ajb.1700079

			Johnsson, A., and Pickard, B. G. (1979). The threshold stimulus for geotropism. Physiol. Plant 45, 315–319. doi: 10.1111/j.1399-3054.1979.tb02590.x

			Kamal, K. Y., Herranz, R., van Loon, J. J., Christianen, P. C., and Medina, F. J. (2016). Evaluation of simulated microgravity environments induced by diamagnetic levitation of plant cell suspension cultures. Microgravity Sci. Tech. 28, 309–317. doi: 10.1007/s12217-015-9472-7

			Kamal, K. Y., Herranz, R., Van Loon, J. J., and Medina, F. J. (2018). Simulated microgravity, Mars gravity, and 2g hypergravity affect cell cycle regulation, ribosome biogenesis, and epigenetics in Arabidopsis cell cultures. Sci. Rep. 8, 6424. doi: 10.1038/s41598-018-24942-7

			Kamal, K. Y., Herranz, R., van Loon, J. J., and Medina, F. J. (2019). Cell cycle acceleration and changes in essential nuclear functions induced by simulated microgravity in a synchronized Arabidopsis cell culture. Plant Cell Environ. 42, 480–494. doi: 10.1111/pce.13422

			Kiss, J. Z., Hertel, R., and Sack, F. D. (1989). Amyloplasts are necessary for full gravitropic sensitivity in roots of Arabidopsis thaliana. Planta 177, 198–206. doi: 10.1007/BF00392808

			Kiss, J. Z., Millar, K. D. L., and Edelmann, R. E. (2012). Phototropism of Arabidopsis thaliana in microgravity and fractional gravity on the International Space Station. Planta 236, 635–645. doi: 10.1007/s00425-012-1633-y

			Kiss, J. Z., Aanes, G., Schiefloe, M., Coelho, L. H. F., Millar, K. D. L., and Edelmann, R. E. (2014). Changes in operational procedures to improve spaceflight experiments in plant biology in the European Modular Cultivation System. Adv. Space Res. 53, 818–827. doi: 10.1016/j.asr.2013.12.024

			Kiss, J. Z. (2000). Mechanisms of the early phases of plant gravitropism. Crit. Rev. Plant Sci. 19, 551–573. doi: 10.1080/07352680091139295

			Kiss, J. Z. (2014). Plant biology in reduced gravity on the Moon and Mars. Plant Biol. 16, 12–17. doi: 10.1111/plb.12031

			Kiss, J. Z. (2015). Conducting plant experiments in space. Meth. Molec. Biol. 1309, 255–283. doi: 10.1007/978-1-4939-2697-8_19

			Knight, T. A. (1806). On the direction of the radicle and germen during the vegetation of seeds. Philos. Trans. R. Soc London 96, 99–108. doi: 10.1098/rstl.1806.0006

			Kozeko, L. Y., Buy, D. D., Pirko, Y. V., Blume, Y. B., and Kordyum, E. L. (2018). Clinorotation affects induction of the heat shock response in Arabidopsis thaliana seedlings. Gravit. Space Res. 6, 2–9.

			Kraft, T. F. B., van Loon, J. J. W. A., and Kiss, J. Z. (2000). Plastid position in Arabidopsis columella cells is similar in microgravity and on a random-positioning machine. Planta 211, 415–422. doi: 10.1007/s004250000302

			Kuznetsov, O. A., and Hasenstein, K. H. (1996). Intracellular magnetophoresis of amyloplasts and induction of root curvature. Planta 198, 87–94. doi: 10.1007/BF00197590

			Kuznetsov, O. A., and Hasenstein, K. H. (1997). Magnetophoretic induction of curvature in coleoptiles and hypocotyls. J. Exp. Bot. 48, 1951–1957. doi: 10.1093/jxb/48.11.1951

			Kuznetsov, O. A., and Hasenstein, K. H. (2001). Intracellular magnetophoresis of statoliths in Chara rhizoids and analysis of cytoplasm viscoelasticity. Adv. Space Res. 27, 887–892. doi: 10.1016/S0273-1177(01)00182-X

			Kwon, T., Sparks, J. A., Nakashima, J., Allen, S. N., Tang, Y., and Blancaflor, E. B. (2015). Transcriptional response of Arabidopsis seedlings during spaceflight reveals peroxidase and cell wall remodeling genes associated with root hair development. Am. J. Bot. 102, 21–35. doi: 10.3732/ajb.1400458

			Laurinavicius, R., Svegzdiene, D., Buchen, B., and Sievers, A. (1998). Determination of the threshold acceleration for the gravitropic stimulation of cress roots and hypocotyls. Adv. In Space Res. 21, 1203–1207. doi: 10.1016/S0273-1177(97)00636-4

			Leguy, C. A., Delfos, R., Pourquie, M. J., Poelma, C., Westerweel, J., and van Loon, J. J. (2017). Fluid dynamics during Random Positioning Machine micro-gravity experiments. Adv. Space Res. 59, 3045–3057. doi: 10.1016/j.asr.2017.03.009

			Manzano, A. I., Matía, I., Gonzalez-Camacho, F., Carnero-Diaz, E., van Loon, J. J. W. A., Dijkstra, C., et al. (2009). Germination of Arabidopsis seed in space and in simulated microgravity: alterations in root cell growth and proliferation. Microgravity Sci. Tech. 21, 293–297. doi: 10.1007/s12217-008-9099-z

			Manzano, A., Herranz, R., den Toom, L. A., te Slaa, S., Borst, G., Visser, M., et al. (2018). Novel, Moon and Mars, partial gravity simulation paradigms and their effects on the balance between cell growth and cell proliferation during early plant development. NPJ Microgravity 4, 9.

			Matía, I., González-Camacho, F., Herranz, R., Kiss, J. Z., Gasset, G., van Loon, J. J., et al. (2010). Plant cell proliferation and growth are altered by microgravity conditions in spaceflight. J. Plant Physiol. 167, 184–193. doi: 10.1016/j.jplph.2009.08.012

			Millar, K. D. L., Kumar, P., Correll, M. J., Mullen, J. L., Hangarter, R. P., Edelmann, R. E., et al. (2010). A novel phototropic response to red light is revealed in microgravity. New Phytol. 186, 648–656. doi: 10.1111/j.1469-8137.2010.03211.x

			Molas, M. L., and Kiss, J. Z. (2009). Phototropism and gravitropism in plants. Adv. Bot. Res. 49, 1–34. doi: 10.1016/S0065-2296(08)00601-0

			Murakami, S., and Yamada, M. (1988). Architecture of statocytes and chloroplasts under the microgravity environment. Jap. Soc Biol. Sci. Space 2, 301.

			Paul, A. L., Ferl, R. J., and Meisel, M. W. (2006). High magnetic field induced changes of gene expression in arabidopsis. Biomagn. Res. Technol. 4, 7. doi: 10.1186/1477-044X-4-7

			Paul, A. L., Zupanska, A. K., Ostrow, D. T., Zhang, Y., Sun, Y., Li, J. L., et al. (2012). Spaceflight transcriptomes: unique responses to a novel environment. Astrobiology 12, 40–56. doi: 10.1089/ast.2011.0696

			Paul, A. L., Sng, N. J., Zupanska, A. K., Krishnamurthy, A., Schultz, E. R., and Ferl, R. J. (2017). Genetic dissection of the Arabidopsis spaceflight transcriptome: Are some responses dispensable for the physiological adaptation of plants to spaceflight? PloS One 12, e0180186. doi: 10.1371/journal.pone.0180186

			Pelton, J. N. (2019). Space 2.0: Revolutionary Advances in the Space Industry (Cham, Switzerland: Springer).

			Perbal, G. (2009). From ROOTS to GRAVI-1: twenty-five years for understanding how plants sense gravity. Microgravity Sci. Tech. 21, 3–10. doi: 10.1007/s12217-008-9064-x

			Pickard, B. G. (1973). Geotropic response patterns of the Avena coleoptile. I. Dependence on angle and duration of stimulation. Can. J. Bot. 51, 1003–1021. doi: 10.1139/b73-125

			Ruden, D. M., Bolnick, A., Awonuga, A., Abdulhasan, M., Perez, G., Puscheck, E. E., et al. (2018). Effects of gravity, microgravity or microgravity simulation on early mammalian development. Stem Cell Dev. 27, 1230–1236. doi: 10.1089/scd.2018.0024

			Sachs, J. (1882). Über orthotrope und plagiotrope Pflanzenteile. Arb. Bot. Inst. Wurzburg 2, 226–284.

			Shen-Miller, J., Hinchman, R., and Gordon, S. (1968). Thresholds for georesponse to acceleration in gravity-compensated Avena seedlings. Plant Physiol. 43, 338–344. doi: 10.1104/pp.43.3.338

			Soga, K., Wakabayashi, K., Kamisaka, S., and Hoson, T. (2002). Stimulation of elongation growth and xyloglucan breakdown in Arabidopsis hypocotyls under microgravity conditions in space. Planta 215, 1040–1046. doi: 10.1007/s00425-002-0838-x

			van Loon, J. J. W. A. (2007). Some history and use of the Random Positioning Machine, RPM, in gravity related research. Adv. Space Res. 39, 1161–1165. doi: 10.1016/j.asr.2007.02.016

			van Loon, J. J. (2016). Centrifuges for microgravity simulation. The reduced gravity paradigm. Front. Astron. Space Sci. 3, 21. doi: 10.3389/fspas.2016.00021

			Vandenbrink, J. P., and Kiss, J. Z. (2016). Space, the final frontier: A critical review of recent experiments performed in microgravity. Plant Sci. 243, 115–119. doi: 10.1016/j.plantsci.2015.11.004

			Vandenbrink, J. P., Kiss, J. Z., Herranz, R., and Medina, F. J. (2014). Light and gravity signals synergize in modulating plant development. Front. Plant Sci. 5, 563. doi: 10.3389/fpls.2014.00563

			Vandenbrink, J. P., Herranz, R., Medina, F. J., Edelmann, R. E., and Kiss, J. Z. (2016). A novel blue-light phototropic response is revealed in roots of Arabidopsis thaliana in microgravity. Planta 244, 1201–1215. doi: 10.1007/s00425-016-2581-8

			Warnke, E., Kopp, S., Wehland, M., Hemmersbach, R., Bauer, J., Pietsch, J., et al. (2016). Thyroid cells exposed to simulated microgravity conditions–comparison of the fast rotating clinostat and the random positioning machine. Microgravity Sci. Tech. 28, 247–260. doi: 10.1007/s12217-015-9456-7

			Wolverton, C., and Kiss, J. Z. (2009). An update on plant space biology. Gravit. Space Biol. Bull. 22, 13–20.

			Wuest, S. L., Richard, S., Kopp, S., Grimm, D., and Egli, M. (2015). Simulated microgravity: critical review on the use of random positioning machines for mammalian cell culture. BioMed. Res. Internat. 2015, 971474. doi: 10.1155/2015/971474

			Conflict of Interest: 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 Kiss, Wolverton, Wyatt, Hasenstein and van Loon. 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.

		


OEBPS/Images/Figure_3.png





OEBPS/Text/toc.xhtml


  

    Contents



    

		Cover



      		

        Comparison of Microgravity Analogs to Spaceflight in Studies of Plant Growth and Development

      

        		

          Introduction

        



        		

          Clinostats

        

          		

            One-Axial Clinostats

          



          		

            Fast-Rotating Clinostats

          



          		

            Non-Uniformly Rotating Clinostats

          



          		

            Random Positioning Machines

          



        



        



        		

          Magnetic Levitation

        



        		

          Centrifuges

        



        		

          Reduced or Partial Gravity Studies

        

          		

            Plant Responses in Reduced or Partial Gravity in Spaceflight

          



          		

            Plant Responses to Simulated Partial or Reduced Gravity Using Analogs

          



        



        



        		

          Conclusions and Future Directions

        



        		

          Author Contributions

        



        		

          Funding

        



        		

          References

        



      



      



    



  



OEBPS/Images/Figure_4.png





OEBPS/Images/crossmark.jpg
©

2

i

|





OEBPS/Images/Figure_6.png
Shoot--Red

(s92189p) 21menind aidonoloyd

©

2

Time (hr)

1

10

8

Root--Red

9=
e
32

Fougt |

g 8 8 8 =’ °
(s92:89p) 21meaind 21donoroyd

2

w0

3

»

2

10

Time (hr)





OEBPS/Images/Figure_2.png
AN
A\






OEBPS/Images/fpls.2019.01577_cover.jpg
’ frontiers
in Plant Science

Comparison of Microgravity Analogs
to Spaceflight in Studies of Plant
Growth and Development





OEBPS/Images/logo.jpg
, frontiers
in Plant Science





OEBPS/Images/Figure_5.png
Plastid Position

N W s o o

Distance from distal wall (1m)

=)

NN

|

GR FL RPM  CL
Gravity treatment






OEBPS/Images/Figure_1.jpg





