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Abstract: Radicinin is a phytotoxic dihydropyranopyran-4,5-dione isolated from the culture filtrates
of Cochliobolus australiensis, a phytopathogenic fungus of the invasive weed buffelgrass (Cenchrus
ciliaris). Radicinin proved to have interesting potential as a natural herbicide. Being interested
in elucidating the mechanism of action and considering radicinin is produced in small quantities
by C. australiensis, we opted to use (±)-3-deoxyradicinin, a synthetic analogue of radicinin that is
available in larger quantities and shows radicinin-like phytotoxic activities. To obtain information
about subcellular targets and mechanism(s) of action of the toxin, the study was carried out by using
tomato (Solanum lycopersicum L.), which, apart from its economic relevance, has become a model
plant species for physiological and molecular studies. Results of biochemical assays showed that
(±)-3-deoxyradicinin administration to leaves induced chlorosis, ion leakage, hydrogen peroxide
production, and membrane lipid peroxidation. Remarkably, the compound determined the uncon-
trolled opening of stomata, which, in turn, resulted in plant wilting. Confocal microscopy analysis
of protoplasts treated with (±)-3-deoxyradicinin ascertained that the toxin targeted chloroplasts,
eliciting an overproduction of reactive singlet oxygen species. This oxidative stress status was related
by qRT-PCR experiments to the activation of transcription of genes of a chloroplast-specific pathway
of programmed cell death.

Keywords: phytotoxins; radicinin; (±)-3-deoxyradicinin; bioherbicides; sustainable weed manage-
ment; chloroplast oxidative stress; stomata opening; plant PCD

1. Introduction

Searching for novel natural compounds with herbicide potential against buffelgrass
(Pennisetum ciliare L.), the investigation of the liquid culture of two of its foliar pathogens,
Cochliobolus australiensis and Pyricularia grisea, led to the purification and identification of the
known phytotoxin radicinin, which is from a new dihydropyran-pyran-4,5-dione named
cochliotoxin, and of three structurally related metabolites, i.e., 3-epi-radicinin, radicinol,
and 3-epi-radicinol (Figure 1).

Radicinin was originally isolated from the fungus Stemphylium radicinum [1] and
has also been found to be produced by many other fungal species, such as Cochliobolus
lunatus [2], Phoma andina [3], Curvularia sp. [4], and different species of the Alternaria
genus [5–7]. Its chemical structure was first proposed in 1964 [8] and definitely determined
in 1982 by X-ray crystallography [5] and recently by chiroptical spectroscopy [9]. From a
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biological point of view, radicinin is an interesting metabolite, having several biological
effects, including promising herbicidal effects [5,10–12] and antifungal, insecticidal, and
plant growth regulatory activities [13–16], as well as antibiotic activity against Gram-
positive bacteria [17]. More recently, the toxin was shown to possess in vitro anticancer
activity [18]. However, despite its interesting biological properties and its potential as
a natural herbicide, the modest amounts obtainable by fungal fermentation constitute a
bottleneck for scientific investigations or applicative developments. Additionally, for this
reason, no research has been carried out to elucidate the mechanism of action of radicinin
at the plant cellular level.
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Figure 1. The structures of radicinin, 3-epi-radicinin, radicinol, 3-epi-radicinol, and cochliotoxin (1–5)
isolated from Cochliobolus australiensis and (±)-3-deoxyradicinin (6) obtained through a novel and
total synthesis.

Recently, (±)-3-deoxyradicinin (DOR), the racemic form of (S)-3-deoxyradicinin, a
biosynthetic precursor of radicinin [19], was obtained with a very good yield through
a novel synthetic strategy (Figure 1) [20]. Synthetic DOR showed a phytotoxic activity
very similar to that of the natural radicinin. In other studies, DOR, obtained by a dif-
ferent synthetic process, was shown to have biological effects similar to those available
by radicinin, such as inhibition of growth of the bacteria Xylella fastidiosa and Liberibacter
crescens, responsible for Pierce’s disease in grapevines and citrus huanglongbing, respec-
tively [21,22]. Additionally, the anticancer activities of radicinin and DOR were found
to be comparable [18]. Considering the possibility of having the synthetic DOR in larger
amounts than the natural radicinin and the similar phytotoxic macroscopic effects of the
two compounds, it was considered interesting to test the synthetic DOR in a number of
successive and related bioassays and to perform molecular analyses to start elucidating its
mechanism of action in plants and help evaluate its applicative potential on a rational basis.
In this regard, the investigation was carried out on tomato (Solanum lycopersicum L.), which,
apart from its economic relevance, is one of the best studied dicotyledonous plants, often
used as a model system for plant research, for which genetic and molecular resources are
available.

Results showed that the toxin caused, on tomato leaves, different phytotoxic effects,
including uncontrolled stomata opening, leading to plant wilting, as well as ion leak-
age, hydrogen peroxide production, membrane lipid peroxidation, and chlorophyll loss,
while on protoplasts, it determined ROS overproduction inside chloroplasts, triggering a
chloroplast-mediated type of PCD.

2. Results
2.1. DOR Inhibited Root Growth and Induced Spot Lesions, Leaf Chlorosis, and Chlorophyll Loss in
Tomato Leaves

The effect of DOR on the growth of tomato plants was investigated by treating ten-
day-old Solanum lycopersicum seedlings with 20 or 200 µM concentrations of the toxin. DOR
supplemented at 20 µM had a slight growth-stimulating effect on both stems and roots
(Figure 2a). On the contrary, at 200 µM, the toxin significantly hampered root growth.
The phytotoxicity of DOR was also tested on leaves. The application of 5 µL droplets
containing 20 µM or 200 µM DOR on two-week-old detached leaves induced spot lesions
3 days after application. These symptoms increased depending on both toxin concentration
and time of application; extensive chlorosis, along with several brown-spot lesions, were
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evident in leaves treated with 200 µM DOR after 7 days (Figure 2b). These results were
confirmed by chlorophyll content analysis. DOR-treated leaves showed a reduction in their
chlorophyll content, with a concentration and time dependence similar to that of foliar
lesions (Figure 2c).
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Figure 2. Stem and root lengths (a), leaf spot lesions and chlorosis (b), and chlorophyll content of
tomato seedlings or leaves treated with DOR (c). (a) Plants were grown in vitro in MS medium
supplemented, or not, with 20 or 200 µM DOR. Stem and root lengths were measured 7 days after
treatment (dat). (b) Leaves of two-week-old tomato plants were detached and inoculated with 5 µL
droplets of a solution containing 20 or 200 µM DOR, and the formation of spot lesions and chlorotic
areas were observed starting 1 day after treatment. (c) Leaves of two-week-old tomato plants, sprayed
with a solution containing 20 or 200 µM DOR, were collected after 1, 3, and 7 days after treatment,
and chlorophyll content was evaluated, as reported in Section 4.4. Results from three independent
experiments are reported; values are expressed as the mean ± SEM. Statistical significance was
attributed by Student’s test (* p < 0.05).

2.2. DOR Induced Stomata Opening and Wilting of Tomato Plants

Plant–pathogen interactions may involve the induction of stomata opening, which
is exploited by the pathogen to penetrate the leaf mesophyll with infective hyphae or to
determine uncontrolled transpiration leading to leaf wilting [23,24]. Therefore, we tested,
using the epidermal peel assay, whether DOR administration on tomato leaves was able
to cause the opening of the stomata. The effect was visible after 6 h and was maximal
1 day after treatment at a concentration of 20 µM DOR (Figure 3b). DOR was ineffective
when stomata were pre-treated with the stomata closure-inducing hormone abscisic acid
(ABA) [25] or with the K+ channel blocker tetraethylammonium chloride (TEA), while
ABA could partially overcome the effect of pre-treatment with DOR (Figure 3b). Since it
is known that stomata closure induced by different stimuli, including ABA, is mediated
by ROS generation inside guard cells, we incubated the stomata with the ROS probe
2′,7′-dichlorodihydrofluorescein diacetate (H2DCDFA) after the treatment with the toxin.
Stomata opening induced by the toxin was accompanied by a significant reduction in ROS
generation inside guard cells, compared to the control sample (Figure 3a). It is noteworthy
that 200 µM DOR, which was less effective than 20 µM DOR in inducing stomata opening,
was also less effective in reducing ROS levels. These results prompted us to perform a
seedling wilting assay to verify whether DOR-induced stomata opening could result in the
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increased transpiration and wilting of tomato plants in vivo. DOR induced a significant
loss of fresh weight, particularly at 200 µM, 7 days after administration (Figure 3c).
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brane lipid peroxidation, as well as callose deposition. The relative electric conductivity 

Figure 3. Fluorescence microscopy images of stomata treated with DOR (a), degree of stomata
opening after treatments with DOR, ABA, and TEA (b), and fresh weight of tomato seedlings treated
with DOR (c). (a) Stomata opening assay was performed on leaves detached from two-week-old
tomato plants and incubated in the dark with 20 µM or 200 µM DOR for 1 day. After treatment, the leaf
lower epidermis was detached by sticking it to adhesive tape; it was incubated with 10 µM H2DCFDA
for 5 min and observed under a fluorescence microscope. (b) Leaves detached from two-week-old
tomato plants were incubated in the dark for 1 day with the compounds and at concentrations
indicated on the x-axis. Where two compounds are indicated, the first one was administered before,
for 1 day, in the dark, at the same concentrations used for single administration. The stomata opening
assay was performed as in (a). Leaf epidermis was observed under an optical microscope. The degree
of stomata opening was estimated as pixels2, using the Image J software. (c) Two-week-old tomato
seedlings were cut 2 cm over the roots and immersed in a solution containing, or not containing,
20 µM or 200 µM DOR. At indicated times of treatment, seedlings were collected, and fresh weight
was measured. Results from three independent experiments are reported; values are expressed as the
mean ± SEM. Statistical significance was attributed by Student’s test (* p < 0.05).

2.3. DOR Induced Ion Leakage, Hydrogen Peroxide Production, Membrane Lipid Peroxidation, and
Callose Deposition in Tomato Leaves

To assess whether DOR could bring about cellular damages, as well as to elicit de-
fense responses, biochemical assays were performed on tomato leaves treated with 20 or
200 µM DOR to evaluate membrane ion leakage, hydrogen peroxide production, mem-
brane lipid peroxidation, as well as callose deposition. The relative electric conductivity
(REC%), which is an indirect estimate of membrane damage, was increased by 200 µM
DOR 1 day after treatment and by 20 µM DOR 3 days after treatment (Figure 4a). H2O2 is
the most stable ROS species induced by pathogens in plants; it can be detected in situ by the
3,3′diaminobenzidine (DAB) chromogen assay. DOR induced hydrogen peroxide produc-
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tion 1 day after treatment, and the production was maintained after 3 days (Figure 4b). The
effect was concentration-dependent from 20 to 200 µM DOR. The corresponding images of
leaves treated with DOR and stained with DAB are reported (Figure S1a). Malondialde-
hyde (MDA) is produced from membrane lipid oxidation by ROS, thereby representing
an indirect way of estimating oxidative membrane damage. At 20 µM, DOR was almost
ineffective, whereas at 200 µM, the toxin significantly induced lipid peroxidation. The effect
was strongly reduced after 3 days (Figure 4c).
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Figure 4. Ion leakage (a), H2O2 production (b), MDA production (c), and callose deposition (d)
in tomato leaves treated with 20 or 200 µM DOR. Leaves of two-week-old tomato plants were
exhaustively sprayed with a solution containing 20 or 200 µM DOR and collected 1 and 3 days after
treatment (dat). REC%, DAB production, MDA content, and callose deposition were estimated, as
reported in Sections 4.5–4.8, respectively. Results from three independent experiments are reported;
values are expressed as the mean ± SEM. Statistical significance was attributed by Student’s test
(* p < 0.05).

Callose deposition in the cell wall is a component of the basal defense common to
many plants, aimed at limiting pathogen progression. Other than fungal infection, it can
also be induced by phytotoxins. The 20 µM DOR strongly induced callose deposition 1 day
after treatment. The effect was less evident upon treatment with DOR 200 µM and was
lost after 3 days at both DOR concentrations (Figure 4d). The corresponding images of
leaves treated with DOR and stained with aniline blue for callose detection are shown
(Figure S1b).

2.4. DOR Reduced Cell Viability and Induced Oxidative Stress in Chloroplasts from Tomato Leaf
Protoplasts

The effect of DOR on cell viability was evaluated using fluorescein diacetate (FDA)
staining of protoplasts prepared from tomato leaves. Incubation with 20 and 200 µM DOR
for 60 min reduced protoplast viability, and the effect was dose-dependent (Figure 5a). In
order to identify possible sites of DOR action at the subcellular level, confocal microscopy
experiments were performed on protoplasts incubated with micromolar concentrations of
the toxin. The morphology and/or functionality of cellular organelles were monitored by
means of specific fluorescent dyes.
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inside chloroplasts (d) of DOR-treated protoplasts from tomato leaves. (a) Protoplasts from leaves of
two-week-old tomato plants were treated with 20 or 200 µM DOR for 1 h, incubated with 3 µM FDA
(a), 1 µM DIBAC4 (3) (b), and 5 µM SOSG (d), and observed under a fluorescence microscope (a) or
under a confocal microscope (b,d). Results from three independent experiments are reported; values
are expressed as the mean ± SEM. Statistical significance was attributed by Student’s test (* p < 0.05).

Plasma membrane potential was monitored using Bis-(1,3-dibutylbarbituric acid)
trimethine oxonol (DIBAC4 (3)), which accumulates inside the cell, depending on its trans-
membrane potential. The probe did not accumulate in the untreated, 20, or 200 µM DOR-
treated protoplasts, whereas it accumulated in vanadate-treated, depolarized protoplasts
(Figure 5b). Since DIBAC4 (3) enters depolarized cells, exhibiting enhanced fluorescence,
our results indicated that the toxin did not induce plasma membrane potential depolar-
ization. Mitochondrial network integrity and functionality were investigated by using
MitoTracker Red, which accumulates into functional mitochondria, depending on their
membrane potential, and MitoSOX Red, which becomes highly fluorescent upon oxidation
by mitochondrial oxygen superoxides. The results were negative. No alterations of the
mitochondrial network or ROS over-production were observed after incubation with 20
or 200 µM DOR (Figure S2a,b, respectively). Chloroplast functionality was investigated
by evaluating chlorophyll autofluorescence and using the probe Singlet Oxygen Sensor
Green (SOSG). DOR reduced chloroplast autofluorescence in a dose-dependent manner
(Figure 5c), suggesting a possible detrimental effect of the toxin on organelle functionality.
This indication was confirmed by using the SOSG probe. SOSG is highly selective for singlet
oxygen (1O2), and chloroplasts are the main source, in the plant cell, of singlet oxygen,
which is produced during photosynthesis and over-produced when the functionality of
the organelle is hampered. Incubation with 20 and 200 µM DOR induced singlet oxygen
over-production (Figure 5d). The effect was proportional to the toxin concentrations and in-
dicated that DOR hampered the functionality of chloroplasts. Vacuole status was monitored
using acridine orange (AO), which accumulates in acidic compartments. No differences
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between control and DOR-treated protoplasts were observed. In both samples, a diffuse
green fluorescence, corresponding to the cellular volume occupied by intact vacuoles, was
detected (Figure S2c), thereby demonstrating that the toxin did not alter the integrity of the
organelle.

2.5. DOR Determined DNA Fragmentation in Protoplasts and Elicited the Transcription of
Chloroplast-Induced Programmed Cell Death (PCD) Genes in Tomato Leaves

In order to ascertain whether DOR treatment resulted in PCD induction, we stained
protoplasts with AO to detect nuclear DNA fragmentation, which is one of the markers of
cell death. AO binds to DNA, emitting a green fluorescence that becomes more intense and
green-yellow upon chromatin fragmentation [26]. DOR, particularly at 200 µM, determined
a more intense and yellow-shifted AO fluorescence in the nuclei of protoplasts (Figure 6b),
thus indicating that toxin administration elicited PCD. Singlet oxygen overproduction
inside the chloroplast can act as a signal activating a specific pathway of PCD mediated
by the EXECUTER1 (EX1) gene [27]. Given the observed effect of DOR on chloroplast
1O2 overproduction, the induction of EX1 gene transcription after DOR administration on
tomato leaves was analyzed by qRT-PCR, together with that of the ACCELERATED CELL
DEATH 2 (ACD2) gene, which is considered a pro-survival regulator of the same pathway
of PCD [28,29].
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Figure 6. Fluorescence microscopy of protoplasts treated with DOR and stained with AO (a) and
qRT-PCR analysis of chloroplast-induced PCD regulatory genes (b). (a) Protoplasts from tomato
leaves were treated with 20 or 200 µM DOR for 1 h, then incubated with 3 µM AO for 5 min and
observed under a fluorescence microscope). (b) Leaves of two-week-old tomato plants were sprayed
with a solution containing 20 or 200 µM DOR and collected 3 days after treatment. Total mRNA was
extracted, and the qRT-PCR analysis of relative expressions of EX1 and ACD2 genes were performed,
as described in Section 4.9. Results from three independent experiments are reported; values are
expressed as the mean ± SEM. Statistical significance was attributed by Student’s test (* p < 0.05).
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The EX1 gene was up-regulated in a dose-dependent manner by 20 and 200 µM DOR
after 3 days; conversely, DOR treatment resulted in the down-regulation of the ACD2
gene (Figure 6a). These results, taken together, suggest that DOR was able to bring about
oxidative stress in chloroplasts, which, in turn, induced PCD through the modulation of
the transcription of genes of a chloroplast-specific pathway.

3. Discussion

Phytotoxins, which have been selected to interfere with pivotal processes of plant
cells, possess many peculiar biological properties, representing novel compounds that
can be exploited as antibiotics or bioherbicides or as drugs for the treatment of human
diseases. However, despite their potential, with few exceptions, very little is known
about their molecular effects in plant (and animal) cells, information that is desirable for
developing more focused applications. In this study we investigated the mechanism of
action in tomato plants of DOR, a synthetic analogue of the phytotoxin radicinin, which
showed similar phytotoxicity and is available in suitable amounts. Two-hundred µM
DOR reduced the growth of both stems and roots of tomato seedlings. This finding is in
line with the similar growth-inhibitory effects of radicinin on carrots [16] and Amaranthus
retroflexus roots [17] at comparable concentrations and confirms that these compounds act
as nonspecific phytotoxins.

Micromolar concentrations of DOR were toxic to tomato leaves, producing chlorosis
associated with chlorophyll loss and brown-spot lesions in dose- and time-dependent man-
ners. The toxicity in leaves was related to the induction of hydrogen peroxide production,
ion leakage, and lipid peroxidation, thus suggesting that the toxin was able to alter cell
ROS homeostasis, resulting in altered membrane functionality. These biochemical events
can provide a rationale for the mechanism of general phytotoxicity in plant tissues.

DOR induced stomata opening. The effect was inhibited by specific modulators of
stomata, such as TEA or ABA, and, intriguingly, was accompanied by a decrease in guard
cells of the ROS, which function as signaling intermediates in the mechanism of stomata
closure induced by different stimuli, including ABA. The uncontrolled opening of the
stomata caused the wilting of tomato plants. This finding provides evidence of a further
mechanism of phytotoxicity acting specifically on guard cells, involving the modulation of
ROS as signaling intermediates of stomata movements and resulting in toxicity at the whole
plant level by wilting. The effect is reminiscent of that of fusicoccin, a deeply investigated,
wilt-inducing phytotoxin, whose mechanism of stomata opening induction involves the
activation of the plasma membrane H+-ATPase mediated by 14-3-3 proteins [23,24] and
deserves further molecular investigation.

Confocal microscopy experiments on protoplasts demonstrated that DOR specifically
targeted chloroplasts, where it caused singlet oxygen overproduction, whereas it did not
hamper plasma membrane potential or alter mitochondrial functionality and vacuole
integrity.

In plant and animal cells, ROS overproduction determines the oxidation of cellular
components and the induction of PCD. In plants, the oxidative burst and PCD are also part
of the basal defense response, which necrotrophic pathogens exploit to kill cells and derive
nutrients [30]. In this respect, fungal phytotoxins have been shown to be able, per sè, to
trigger the defense response and to induce PCD [31,32]. DOR induced DNA fragmentation
in the nuclei of protoplasts, a characteristic feature of PCD. This finding strongly suggests
that the toxin was able to elicit PCD in the plant cell by determining an oxidative stress
status within the chloroplasts involving singlet oxygen overproduction. To corroborate
this hypothesis, the involvement of a recently discovered chloroplast-mediated pathway
of PCD triggered by the perturbation of 1O2 homeostasis and involving the activation of
specific genes [33] was investigated using qRT-PCR. Results indicate that DOR in tomato
leaves up-regulated the transcription of the pro-death EX1 gene and down-regulated that
of the pro-survival ACD2 gene of the chloroplast-specific pathway of PCD. These pieces
of evidence support a model that involves the specific targeting of DOR to chloroplasts,
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where the toxin hampers membrane functionality, causing singlet oxygen overproduction,
which, in turn, determines the PCD of cells and tissue toxicity.

4. Materials and Methods
4.1. (±)-3-Deoxyradicinin Preparation

The (±)-3-deoxyradicinin used in the present study was obtained from total synthesis,
as previously described [20]. Purity (>98%) was ascertained by HPLC and 1H NMR
analysis.

4.2. Plant Growth and Treatments

Cherry tomato (Solanum lycopersicum L.) seeds (Blumen Vegetable Seeds, Piacenza,
Italy) were layered on cheesecloth soaked with a nutrient solution, prepared according
to [34], and cultivated with the same solution in hydroponics and in a climatic chamber
(VB1514 Vötsch, Rosenfeld, Germany) at 22 ◦C and 80% humidity, with a 16/8 h light/dark
cycle, for two weeks. For DOR treatments, two-week-old plants were sprayed with 20
or 200 µM solutions of (±)-3-deoxyradicinin containing 0.05% Tween 20 until a complete
wetting was observed. Where specified, administration of DOR was performed by dipping
fully expanded young leaves from two-week-old plants in solutions containing DOR.
For stomatal aperture analysis, leaves detached from two-week-old tomato plants were
incubated in the dark, with 20 or 200 µM DOR for 1 day. Pre-treatments with 100 µM ABA
or with 15 mM TEA were carried out in the dark for 1 day. After treatments, leaves were
removed from solutions and carefully dried, and the lower epidermis was detached by
sticking it to adhesive tape, as previously described [35]. After incubation in a solution
containing 10 µM H2DCDFA for 5 min in the dark, it was observed under a fluorescence
microscope (ECLIPSE TE2000-E, Nikon, Melville, NY, USA)

4.3. Preparation of Protoplasts from Tomato Leaves

Protoplast purification was performed, as previously reported [36]. One hundred mg
of leaves from two-week-old tomato plants were cut into 0.5–1 mm strips, submerged into
the enzyme solution (1% cellulase R-10, 0.25% macerozyme R-10, 0.4 M mannitol, 20 mM
KCl, 20 mM MES-OH, 10 mM CaCl2, pH 5.7), incubated for 30 min under vacuum, and then
incubated again for 150 min in the dark at 25 ◦C. After digestion, the mixture was filtered
with a 100 µm cell strainer (Falcon REF352340, Corning, Deeside, UK) and centrifuged at
100× g for 2 min. The protoplast pellet was washed twice with 5 mL of ice-cold 2 mM
MES-KOH buffer, pH 5.7, containing 154 mM NaCl, 125 mM CaCl2, and 5 mM KCl, and
resuspended in 3 mL of 2 mM MES-KOH buffer, pH 5.7, containing 0.4 M mannitol and
15 mM MgCl2. The number of purified protoplasts was determined with a Thoma cell
counting chamber. Purified protoplasts were utilized for confocal microscopy analysis, as
reported in Section 4.10.

4.4. Total Chlorophyll Assay

The chlorophyll content of two-week-old tomato leaves, untreated or treated with
20 µM or 200 µM for 1 day or 3 days, was estimated, as described previously [36]. One
hundred mg of control or DOR-treated leaves were collected in a Falcon tube with 5 mL
of DMSO. After incubation at 65 ◦C for 90 min and subsequent cooling at 25 ◦C, samples
were centrifuged at 3000× g for 5 min, the supernatant was recovered, and the chlorophyll
content was estimated by measuring the absorption at 663 nm and 645 nm.

4.5. Ion Leakage Assay

Ion leakage assay was performed, as described previously [36]. Two hundred mg
of leaves from two-week-old tomato plants, untreated or treated with 20 µM or 200 µM
DOR for 1 day or 3 days, were cut into 5 mm strips and submerged in 30 mL of deionized
water for 2 h at 25 ◦C. After incubation, the electrical conductivity was measured using a
conductimeter. Measurements were reported as relative electrical conductivity (REC%).
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Boiled samples were used to determine the maximum percentage of electrolyte leakage,
which was calculated using the following formula: REC% = C1/C2× 100 (C1= conductivity
at 25 ◦C; C2 = conductivity at 100 ◦C).

4.6. H2O2 Production Assay

H2O2 was detected in leaves from two-week-old tomato plants, untreated or treated
with 20 µM or 200 µM DOR for 1 day or 3 days, by staining with DAB, as described
previously [36]. For each sample, five leaves were submerged in a solution of 10 mM
DAB, pH 6.8, containing 0.05% (w/v) Tween 20. After vacuum infiltration for 15 min and
incubation for 5 min under stirring, leaves were submerged in a bleaching solution of
ethanol:acetic acid:glycerol 3:1:1 (v/v/v) and boiled for 15 min to remove chlorophyll. After
cooling at 25 ◦C, the bleaching solution was eliminated, fresh bleaching solution was added,
and leaves were mounted on glass slides for optical microscopy observation. Quantitative
analysis of pixels from leaf images was performed using ImageJ 1.51j8 software (LOCI,
University of Wisconsin, Madison, WI, USA).

4.7. Membrane Lipid Peroxidation Assay

Membrane lipid peroxidation was estimated in leaves from two-week-old tomato
plants, untreated or treated with 20 µM or 200 µM DOR for 1 day or 3 days, using the MDA
method, as described previously [36]. One hundred mg of control or DOR-treated tomato
leaves were homogenized in liquid N2, suspended in 500 µL of 0.1% trichloroacetic acid
(TCA), and centrifuged at 15,000× g for 10 min at 4 ◦C. One hundred µL of the supernatant
were added to 1.5 mL of 0.5% thiobarbituric acid in 20% TCA and incubated for 25 min
at 95 ◦C. After incubation, the reaction was blocked by placing the samples in ice. After
cooling at 25 ◦C, sample absorbance was measured at 532 nm and 600 nm.

4.8. Callose Deposition Assay

Leaves from two-week-old tomato plants, untreated or treated with 20 µM or 200 µM
DOR for 1 day or 3 days, were collected and placed in Eppendorf tubes. Chlorophyll was
removed by incubation in a solution of acetic acid:ethanol (1:3 v/v) overnight at 25 ◦C. After
incubation, the solution was removed and replaced with a solution of 150 mM K2HPO4,
pH 6.8, for 30 min. Leaves were then submerged in a solution of 0.01% (w/v) aniline blue in
150 mM K2HPO4, pH 6.8, for 2 h. After incubation, leaves were placed in 50% (v/v) glycerol
and mounted on glass slides for observation with an optical/epifluorescent microscope
(ECLIPSE TE2000-E, Nikon, Melville, NY, USA).

4.9. qRT-PCR Analysis of Genes Expression

For qRT-PCR analysis of gene expression, leaves from two-week-old tomato plants,
untreated or treated with 20 µM or 200 µM DOR, were harvested 3 days after toxin
administration. Total RNA was extracted from 100 mg of homogenized leaves using
RiboZOL (vWR, Radnor, PA, USA). For cDNA synthesis, 20 µg of total RNA was retro-
transcribed by using the FastGene Scriptase II cDNA kit (Nippon Genetics Europe, Düren,
Germany), according to the manufacturer’s instructions, and stored at −80 ◦C until use.
qRT-PCR experiments were performed, as previously described [35], using the LightCycler
apparatus (Roche, Basel, Switzerland) and the SYBR GREEN dye (PCR Biosystems, London,
UK). The 2−∆∆Ct method was applied to evaluate the level of gene expression, using the
ACT3 and UBI3 genes of S. lycopersicum as housekeeping genes. Results represent mean
values ± SD of independent experiments (n = 3). Samples were run in technical triplicates.
Statistical significance was attributed by Student’s test (p < 0.05). The primers used for
amplification are listed in Supplementary Table S1.

4.10. Fluorescence and Confocal Microscopy

Confocal microscopy experiments were performed according to [36] by using proto-
plasts prepared from tomato leaves, as reported in Section 4.3. In all experiments, proto-
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plasts were incubated with 20 µM or 200 µM DOR for 1 h before fluorescent dye staining
and confocal microscopy observation. For cell viability determination, after treatment
with DOR, protoplasts were incubated with 3 µM FDA for 5 min and observed under a
fluorescence microscope (ECLIPSE TE2000-E, Nikon, Melville, NY, USA). For mitochondria
imaging, 1 µM MitoTracker™ Red CMXRos (Thermo-Fisher Scientific, Waltham, MA, USA)
at 579 excitation and 599 emission wavelengths, respectively, was used. To monitor mito-
chondrial ROS production, 3 µM MitoSOXTM Red (Thermo-Fisher Scientific, Cambridge,
UK) at 510 nm excitation and 580 nm emission wavelengths, respectively, was used. For
vacuole visualization, 3 µM acridine orange (Sigma-Aldrich, St. Louis, MO, USA) at 488 nm
excitation and 526 nm emission wavelengths, respectively, was used. To monitor singlet
oxygen levels, 5 µM SOSG (Singlet Oxygen Sensor Green, Invitrogen, Waltham, MA, USA)
at 504 excitation and 525 emission wavelengths, respectively, was used. To monitor plasma
membrane potential, 1 µM DIBAC4(3) (Thermo-Fisher Scientific, Waltham, MA, USA) at
493 excitation and 516 emission wavelengths, respectively, was used. Images were acquired
with a laser-scanning confocal microscope FV1000, Olympus (Hamburg, Germany), using
a 60× oil objective (N.A.: 1.35) in z stack mode (step size: 0.45 µM). Images were processed
using the Imaris 6.2.1 software (Bitplane, Zurich, Switzerland).

4.11. Statistical Analyses

Experiments were repeated three times. Data were expressed as the mean ± standard
error of the mean (SEM). GraphPad Prism software 7 (GraphPad Software, Inc., San Diego,
CA, USA) was used to test the significance of the data by unpaired t-Student’s test; p < 0.05
was used to indicate a statistically significant difference.

5. Conclusions

In this study, an investigation of the cellular and molecular determinants of (±)-3-
deoxyradicinin phytotoxicity in tomato was carried out. Results of biochemical assays
showed that in leaves, (±)-3-deoxyradicinin induced chlorosis, ion leakage, and hydrogen
peroxide production, as well as membrane lipid peroxidation. In guard cells, the compound
determined the uncontrolled opening of stomata, which, in turn, resulted in plant wilting.
Analysis of protoplasts demonstrated that the toxin targeted chloroplasts, eliciting an
overproduction of reactive singlet oxygen species and inducing DNA fragmentation, events
that were related by qRT-PCR analysis to the modulation of the transcription of genes of a
chloroplast-specific pathway of PCD.

Supplementary Materials: The following supporting information can be downloaded at: https:
//www.mdpi.com/article/10.3390/ijms24108467/s1.

Author Contributions: Conceptualization, M.V., A.E. and M.M.; data curation, S.S. (Simone Sam-
perna), C.Z., P.S., A.B. and S.V.; formal analysis, S.S. (Simone Samperna), C.Z., P.S., A.B., S.V. and S.S.
(Stefano Superchi); investigation, S.S. (Simone Samperna) and C.Z.; methodology, A.E. and M.M.;
writing—original draft, M.M.; writing—review and editing, M.V., S.S. (Stefano Superchi), A.E. and
M.M. All authors have read and agreed to the published version of the manuscript.

Funding: This research was funded by the Italian “Ministero dello Sviluppo Economico” (MISE),
AGRIFOOD, prog. N◦F/20018/02/X45- CUP B21B20000390005 COR: 1939911. This study was
carried out within the Agritech National Research Center and received funding from the European
Union Next-GenerationEU (PIANO NAZIONALE DI RIPRESA E RESILIENZA (PNRR)—MISSIONE
4 COMPONENTE 2, INVESTIMENTO 1.4—D.D. 1032 17/06/2022, CN00000022). This manuscript
reflects only the authors’ views and opinions; neither the European Union nor the European Commis-
sion can be considered responsible for them.

Institutional Review Board Statement: Not applicable.

Informed Consent Statement: Informed consent was obtained from all subjects involved in the
study.

Data Availability Statement: Not applicable.

https://www.mdpi.com/article/10.3390/ijms24108467/s1
https://www.mdpi.com/article/10.3390/ijms24108467/s1


Int. J. Mol. Sci. 2023, 24, 8467 12 of 13

Acknowledgments: The authors thank Elena Romano for her technical assistance in confocal mi-
croscopy experiments.

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflict of interest.

Abbreviations

ABA: abscisic acid; ACD2: ACCELERATED CELL DEATH 2; AO: acridine orange; DAB:
3,3′diaminobenzidine; DIBAC4 (3): Bis-(1,3-dibutylbarbituric acid trimethine oxonol; DOR: (±)-3-
deoxyradicinin; EX1: EXECUTER1; FDA: fluorescein diacetate; H2DCDFA: 2′,7′-
dichlorodihydrofluorescein diacetate; MDA: malondialdehyde; PCD: programmed cell death; ROS:
reactive oxygen species; SOSG: singlet oxygen sensor green; TEA: tetraethylammonium chloride.

References
1. Clarke, D.D.; Nord, F.F. Radicinin: A new pigment from Stemphyllium radicinum. Arch. Biochem. Biophys. 1953, 45, 643–657.

[CrossRef] [PubMed]
2. Nukina, M.; Marumo, S. Radicinol, a new metabolite of Cochliobolus lunatus, and absolute stereochemistry of radicinin. Tetrahedron

Lett. 1977, 37, 3271–3272. [CrossRef]
3. Noordelos, M.E.; De Gruyter, J.; Van Eijl, G.V.; Roeijmans, H.J. Production of dendritic crystals in pure cultures of Phoma and

Ascochyta and its value as taxonomic character relative to morphology, pathology and cultural characteristics. Mycol. Res. 1993,
97, 1343–1350. [CrossRef]

4. Kadam, S.; Poddig, J.; Humprey, P.; Karwowski, J.; Jackson, M.; Tennent, S.; Fung, L.; Hochlowski, J.; Rasmussen, R.; McAlpine, J.
Citrinin hydrate and radicinin: Human rhinovirus 3 C-protease inhibitors discovered in a target-directed microbial screen. J.
Antibiot. 1994, 47, 836–839. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

5. Robeson, D.J.; Gary, G.R.; Strobel, G.A. Production of the phytotoxins radicinin and radicinol by Alternaria chrysanthemi.
Phytochemistry 1982, 21, 1821–1823. [CrossRef]

6. Robeson, D.J.; Burke, B.A.; Aasen, A.J. Phytotoxins from Alternaria helianthi: Radicinin and the structures of deoxyradicinol and
radianthin. Phytochemistry 1985, 24, 729–731.

7. Pryor, B.M.; Gilbertson, R.L. Relationships and taxonomic status of Alternaria radicina, A. carotiincultae and A. petroselini, based
upon morphological, biochemical and molecular characteristics. Mycologia 2002, 94, 49–61. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

8. Grove, J.F. Metabolic products of Stemphylium radicinum. Part I. Radicinin. J. Chem. Soc. 1964, 1964, 3234–3239. [CrossRef]
9. Santoro, E.; Mazzeo, G.; Marsico, G.; Masi, M.; Longhi, G.; Superchi, S.; Evidente, A.; Abbate, S. Assignment through chiroptical

methods of the absolute configuration of fungal dihydropyranpyran-4-5-diones phytotoxins, potential herbicides for buffelgrass
(Cenchrus Ciliaris) biocontrol. Molecules 2019, 24, 3022. [CrossRef]

10. Masi, M.; Meyer, S.; Clement, S.; Cimmino, A.; Cristofaro, M.; Evidente, A. Cochliotoxin, a dihydropyranpyran-4-5-dione, and its
analogues produced by Cochliobolus australiensis display phytotoxic activity against buffelgrass (Cenchrus ciliaris). J. Nat. Prod.
2017, 80, 1241–1247. [CrossRef]

11. Masi, M.; Freda, F.; Sangermano, F.; Calabrò, V.; Cimmino, A.; Cristofaro, M.; Meyer, S.; Evidente, A. Radicinin, a fungal
phytotoxin as a target-specific bioherbicide for invasive buffelgrass (Cenchrus ciliaris) control. Molecules 2019, 24, 1086. [CrossRef]

12. Masi, M.; Freda, F.; Sangermano, F.; Calabrò, V.; Cimmino, A.; Cristofaro, M.; Meyer, S.; Evidente, A. Phytotoxic activity and
structure-activity relationships of radicinin derivatives against the invasive weed buffelgrass (Cenchrus ciliaris). Molecules 2019,
24, 2793. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

13. Hansen, R.O. Stemphylone, a root-killing substance from Stemphylium radicinum. Acta Chem. Scand. 1954, 8, 1332–1334. [CrossRef]
14. Canning, A.M.; Hook, I.; Sheridan, H.; James, J.P.; Kelly, D.R. Bisradicinin: A novel dimer elicited in cultures of Alternaria

chrysanthemi. J. Nat. Prod. 1992, 55, 487–490. [CrossRef]
15. Nakajima, H.; Ishida, T.; Otsuka, Y.; Hamasaki, T.; Ichinoe, M. Phytotoxins and related metabolites produced by Bipolaris coicis,

the pathogen of Job’s tears. Phytochemistry 1997, 45, 41–45. [CrossRef]
16. Solfrizzo, M.; Vitti, C.; De Girolamo, A.; Visconti, A.; Logrieco, A.; Fanizzi, F.P. Radicinol and radicinin phytotoxins produced by

Alternaria radicina on carrots. J. Agric. Food Chem. 2004, 52, 3655–3660. [CrossRef]
17. Li, S.; Shao, M.-W.; Lu, Y.; Kong, L.-C.; Jiang, D.-H.; Zhang, I.-L. Phytotoxic and antibacterial metabolites from Fusarium

proliferatum ZS07 isolated from the gut of long-horned grasshopppers. J. Agric. Food Chem. 2014, 62, 8997–9001. [CrossRef]
18. Mathieu, V.; Superchi, S.; Masi, M.; Scafato, P.; Kornienko, A.; Evidente, A. In vitro effects of fungal phytotoxins on cancer cell

viability: First insight into structure activity relationship of a potent metabolite of Cochliobolus australiensis radicinin. Toxins 2022,
14, 517. [CrossRef]

19. Suzuki, M.; Sakuno, E.; Ishihara, A.; Tamura, J.I.; Nakajima, H. Conversions of deoxyradicinin to radicinin and of radicinin to
3-epi-radicinin in the phytopathogenic fungus Bipolaris coicis. Phytochemistry 2012, 75, 14–20. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

20. Marsico, G.; Ciccone, M.S.; Masi, M.; Freda, F.; Evidente, A.; Superchi, S.; Scafato, P. Synthesis and herbicidal activity against
buffelgrass (Cenchrus ciliaris) of (±)-3-deoxyradicinin. Molecules 2019, 24, 3193. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

https://doi.org/10.1016/S0003-9861(53)80025-1
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/13081157
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0040-4039(01)83215-9
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0953-7562(09)80168-8
https://doi.org/10.7164/antibiotics.47.836
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/8071130
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0031-9422(82)85081-4
https://doi.org/10.1080/15572536.2003.11833248
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21156477
https://doi.org/10.1039/jr9640003234
https://doi.org/10.3390/molecules24173022
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jnatprod.6b00696
https://doi.org/10.3390/molecules24061086
https://doi.org/10.3390/molecules24152793
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31370299
https://doi.org/10.3891/acta.chem.scand.08-1332
https://doi.org/10.1021/np50082a014
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0031-9422(96)00804-7
https://doi.org/10.1021/jf035254t
https://doi.org/10.1021/jf502484n
https://doi.org/10.3390/toxins14080517
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.phytochem.2011.11.010
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22177540
https://doi.org/10.3390/molecules24173193
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31484319


Int. J. Mol. Sci. 2023, 24, 8467 13 of 13

21. Brandenburg, C.A.; Castro, C.A.; Blacutt, A.A.; Costa, E.A.; Brinton, K.C.; Corral, D.W.; Drodz, C.L.; Roper, M.C.; Rolshausen, P.E.;
Maloney, K.N.; et al. Synthesis of deoxyradicinin an inhibitor of Xylella fastidiosa and Liberibacter crescens, a culturable surrogate
for Candidatus Liberibacter asiaticus. J. Nat. Prod. 2020, 83, 1810–1816. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

22. Aldrich, T.J.; Rolshausen, P.E.; Roper, M.C.; Reader, J.M.; Steinhaus, M.J.; Rapicavoli, J.; Vosburg, D.A.; Maloney, K.N. Radicinin
from Cochliobolus sp. inhibits Xylella fastidiosa, the causal agent of Pierce’s disease of grapevine. Phytochemistry 2015, 116, 130–137.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

23. Marra, M.; Camoni, L.; Visconti, S.; Fiorillo, A.; Evidente, A. The surprising story of fusicoccin: A wilt-inducing toxin, a tool in
plant physiology and a 14-3-3 targeted drug. Biomolecules 2021, 11, 1393. [CrossRef]

24. Camoni, L.; Visconti, S.; Aducci, P.; Marra, M. From plant physiology to pharmacology: Fusicoccin leaves the leaves. Planta 2019,
249, 49–57. [CrossRef]

25. Bharath, P.; Gahir, S.; Raghavendra, A.S. Abscisic acid-induced stomatal closure: An important component of plant defense
against abiotic and biotic stress. Front. Plant Sci. 2021, 12, 615114. [CrossRef]

26. Byzckowska, A.; Kunikowska, A.; Kazmierczak, A. Determination of ACC-induced cell programmed death in roots of Vicia faba
ssp. minor seedlings by acridine orange and ethidium bromide staining. Protoplasma 2013, 250, 121–128. [CrossRef]

27. Kim, W.C.; Meskauskiene, R.; Zhang, S.; Lee, K.P.; Ashok, L.M.; Blajecka, K.; Herrfurth, C.; Feussner, I.; Apela, K. Chloroplasts of
Arabidopsis are the source and a primary target of a plant-specific programmed cell death signaling pathway. Plant Cell 2012, 24,
3026–3039. [CrossRef]

28. Ambastha, V.; Chauhan, G.; Tiwari, B.S.; Tripathy, B.C. Execution of programmed cell death by singlet oxygen generated inside
the chloroplast of Arabidospsis thaliana. Protoplasma 2020, 257, 841–851. [CrossRef]

29. Pattanyak, G.K.; Venkataramani, S.; Hortensteiner, S.; Kunz, L.; Christ, B.; Moulin, M.; Smith, A.G.; Okamoto, Y.; Tamiaki, H.;
Sugishima, M.; et al. Accelerated Cell Death 2 suppress mithocondrial oxidative burst and modulates cell death in Arabidopsis.
Plant J. 2012, 69, 589–600.

30. Doehlemann, G.; Ökmen, B.; Zhu, W.; Sharon, A. Plant pathogenic fungi. Microbiol. Spectr. 2016, 5, 1–20.
31. Howlett, J.B. Secondary metabolite toxins and nutrition of plant pathogenic fungi. Curr. Opin. Plant Biol. 2006, 9, 371–375.

[CrossRef]
32. Samperna, S.; Boari, A.; Vurro, M.; Salzano, A.M.; Reveglia, P.; Evidente, A.; Gismondi, A.; Canini, A.; Scaloni, A.; Marra, M.

Arabidopsis defense against the pathogenic fungus Drechslera gigantea is dependent on the integrity of the unfolded protein
response. Biomolecules 2021, 11, 240. [CrossRef]

33. Lee, K.P.; Kim, C.; Landgraf, F.; Apel, K. Executer1 and Executer2-dependent transfer of stress-related signals from the plastid to
the nucleus of Arabidopsis thaliana. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 2007, 104, 1270–1275. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

34. Resh, H.M.; Howard, M. Hydroponic Food Production: A Definitive Guidebook for the Advanced Home Gardener and the Commercial
Hydroponic Grower; CRC Press: Santa Barbara, CA, USA, 2012; pp. 9–30.

35. Fiorillo, A.; Mattei, M.; Aducci, P.; Visconti, A.; Camoni, L. The salt tolerance related protein (STRP) mediates cold stress responses
and abscisic signaling in Arabidopsis thaliana. Front. Plant Sci. 2020, 11, 1251. [CrossRef]

36. Samperna, S.; Masi, M.; Vurro, M.; Evidente, A.; Marra, M. Cyclopaldic acid, the main phytotoxic metabolite of Diplodia cupressi,
induces programmed cell death and autophagy in Arabidopsis thaliana. Toxins 2022, 14, 474. [CrossRef]

Disclaimer/Publisher’s Note: The statements, opinions and data contained in all publications are solely those of the individual
author(s) and contributor(s) and not of MDPI and/or the editor(s). MDPI and/or the editor(s) disclaim responsibility for any injury to
people or property resulting from any ideas, methods, instructions or products referred to in the content.

https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jnatprod.9b01207
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32510948
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.phytochem.2015.03.015
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25892412
https://doi.org/10.3390/biom11091393
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00425-018-3051-2
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpls.2021.615114
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00709-012-0383-9
https://doi.org/10.1105/tpc.112.100479
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00709-019-01467-y
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.pbi.2006.05.004
https://doi.org/10.3390/biom11020240
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0702061104
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17540731
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpls.2020.01251
https://doi.org/10.3390/toxins14070474

	Introduction 
	Results 
	DOR Inhibited Root Growth and Induced Spot Lesions, Leaf Chlorosis, and Chlorophyll Loss in Tomato Leaves 
	DOR Induced Stomata Opening and Wilting of Tomato Plants 
	DOR Induced Ion Leakage, Hydrogen Peroxide Production, Membrane Lipid Peroxidation, and Callose Deposition in Tomato Leaves 
	DOR Reduced Cell Viability and Induced Oxidative Stress in Chloroplasts from Tomato Leaf Protoplasts 
	DOR Determined DNA Fragmentation in Protoplasts and Elicited the Transcription of Chloroplast-Induced Programmed Cell Death (PCD) Genes in Tomato Leaves 

	Discussion 
	Materials and Methods 
	()-3-Deoxyradicinin Preparation 
	Plant Growth and Treatments 
	Preparation of Protoplasts from Tomato Leaves 
	Total Chlorophyll Assay 
	Ion Leakage Assay 
	H2O2 Production Assay 
	Membrane Lipid Peroxidation Assay 
	Callose Deposition Assay 
	qRT-PCR Analysis of Genes Expression 
	Fluorescence and Confocal Microscopy 
	Statistical Analyses 

	Conclusions 
	References

