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Abstract
Purpose Arbuscular mycorrhizal fungi (AMF) play im-
portant roles in agriculture because of their ability to
improve plant resilience against abiotic and biotic stresses.
AMF as a technology to promote a more sustainable
agriculture holds great potential, yet many factors affect
the efficiency of this plant-microbe symbiosis leading to
inconsistency in performance. The beneficial symbiosis
between plants and AM fungi, also-known-as the mycor-
rhiza is promoted by strigolactones (SLs), carotenoid de-
rivatives active as phytohormones and rhizosphere signals.
Natural SLs are effective at extremely low concentrations,
however their bioavailability in soil is scarce because their
biosynthesis and exudation are plant-regulated, their deg-
radation is fast and their mobility in soil is limited.
Methods Through a broad synthetic chemistry ap-
proach, we explored how structurally diverse SL

derivatives could improve hyphal branching of
Gigaspora spp AMF under laboratory conditions and
thus possibly boost mycorrhization into soil.
Results We tested twenty-six different derivatives and we
could highlight structural enhancements to promote hyphal
branching of in vitro germinated AMF spores at equal, and
in some cases higher levels compared to natural SLs. A
subset of these derivatives was tested for bioavailability,
but no clear correlation was found with their activity on
hyphal branching.
Conclusion This study suggests that we could use a
targeted, chemical-design approach to synthetize new SL
derivatives to enable enhanced promotion of
mycorrhization and potentially enhanced bioavailability
compared to natural SLs. Due to the roles of AMF in crop
production systems, these results highlight new innovative
approaches to promote sustainable agriculture.

Keywords Strigolactone . Hyphal branching .

Arbuscular mycorrhizal fungi . Structure activity
relationship . PLEIOTROPICDRUGRESISTANCE 1 .

Synthetic strigolactone derivatives . SLmimics .

Sustainable agriculture

Introduction

Strigolactones (SLs) are carotenoid derivatives synthetized
in terrestrial plants and green algae (Lopez-Obando et al.
2015; Waters et al. 2017). They were recently character-
ized as phytohormones playing key roles in plant develop-
ment (Sun et al. 2016; Bennett et al. 2016), plant
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architecture (Brewer et al. 2016; Song et al. 2017) and
biotic and abiotic stress resistance (Torres-Vera et al. 2014;
Marzec 2016; Saeed et al. 2017). Once exuded from plant
roots to the rhizosphere, SLs trigger mycorrhization and
germination of parasitic weeds (Khosla and Nelson 2016;
Lanfranco et al. 2018; Yoneyama et al. 2019), while their
impact on soil bacterial diversity seems to be restricted
(Carvalhais et al. 2019). SLs are natural stimulants and are
potentially interesting molecules in basic science for the
investigation of plant-rhizosphere interactions and in ap-
plied science for their use in modern agriculture to address
crop productivity, resilience challenges and promote more
sustainable agronomical practices (Mostofa et al. 2018; De
Mesmaeker et al. 2019; Bouwmeester et al. 2019; Aliche
et al. 2020). The SL synthesis and perception pathway are
strongly conserved among several plant species and sum-
marized in Fig. 1, based on the contributions of (Alder
et al. 2012; Bennett and Leyser 2014; Zhang et al. 2014,
2018; Abe et al. 2014; Xie 2016; Zwanenburg et al. 2016;
Moturu et al. 2018; Shabek et al. 2018; Marzec and
Brewer 2019; Yoshimura et al. 2020; Marzec and
Brewer 2019; Bürger and Chory 2020; Mashiguchi et al.
2021). At present, the hydrolysis of SL after binding to the
receptor MAX2/D14 is interpreted as either the beginning
or the end of the signaling pathway (Wallner et al. 2017;
Walker et al. 2019;Machin et al. 2019). It is not known yet
how SL signaling works in fungi, as no D14 or MAX2
sequence homologues were isolated in the up-to-date, sole
sequenced mycorrhizal fungus Rhizophagus irregularis
(Besserer et al. 2008; Bonfante and Genre 2015; Chen
et al. 2018a).

SL synthesis and root exudation into the rhizosphere
are induced by low-nutrient conditions (especially phos-
phate and nitrogen) in soil (Breuillin et al. 2010;
Kretzschmar et al. 2012). Root-exuded SLs, as well as
cutin monomers (Rich et al. 2017), jasmonic acid se-
creted into root exudates under high R/FR light (Nagata
et al. 2016) and possibly flavonoids (Abdel-Lateif et al.
2012) were all reported to play a role in mycorrhization
establishment. This soil nutrient / root exudation
feedback-regulation increases the chance of high
mycorrhization levels and likely enhances plant nutrient
uptake, thus optimizing plant growth and biomass pro-
duction also on not optimal soils and/or growth condi-
tions (Liu et al. 2018a, 2018b). In the Solanacea Petunia
hybrida, SL root exudation is actively regulated by the
ATP-BINDING-CASSETTE (ABC) class G protein
PLEIOTROPIC DRUG RESISTANCE1 (PhPDR1)
(Kretzschmar et al. 2012; Sasse et al. 2015; Shiratake

et al. 2019; Liu et al. 2019). The ectopic expression of
PhPDR1 in Petunia hybrida showed that the enhanced
exudation of endogenous SL also induced SL biosyn-
thesis (Sasse et al. 2015), increased mycorrhization
levels and plant biomass production on soils with low
nutrient conditions (Liu et al. 2018a, 2018b; Liu et al.
2019). The ectopic expression of PhPDR1 in
Arabidopsis thaliana (PDR1-OE) surprisingly caused
no visible phenotype, likely due to the alternative en-
dogenous SL species synthesized in Arabidopsis in
comparison to other plant species (see Fig. 1). PDR1
sequence homologues are present in several plant spe-
cies but the closest hit in Arabidopsis is AtABCG40, an
ABA transporter (Borghi et al. 2019). Still, PDR1-OE
Arabidopsis seedlings, compared to their wildtype
counterpart increased exudation rates of the synthetic
SL mimic GR-24 and allowed seedling growth on GR-
24 concentrations otherwise inhibiting seedling growth
(Kretzschmar et al. 2012). At present, only a few groups
characterized SL transporters in other plant species,
such as Nicotiana benthamiana (Xie et al. 2015), Zea
mays (Ravazzolo et al. 2019) and Medicago truncatula
(Banasiak and Jasiński 2014; Banasiak et al. 2020).

Despite the fact that SLs exert several important
functions in plant development, plant nutrition and rhi-
zosphere signaling, research on SLs and their possible
applications in agronomics are hampered by the low SL
amounts produced by plants (Yoneyama et al. 2012;
Guillotin et al. 2017; Rial et al. 2019), by SL short soil
half-life and by hydrolytic instability (Yoneyama et al.
2009; Lumbroso et al. 2016; Halouzka et al. 2018; De
Mesmaeker et al. 2019; Yoshimura et al. 2019, 2020).
Cotton seedlings exude as low as 20 pg / plant over 24 h
(Sato et al. 2014); Chinese milk vetch exudes higher
amounts of SLs (Sorgomol) in the same time window,
up to 100 ng per g of root in low nutrient conditions
(Yoneyama et al. 2011). Low phosphate conditions
increase SL exudation also in tomato, alfalfa, wheat,
and marigold up to 1000X from control conditions
(10 pg/ g of root). In water, the half-like of deoxy-
strigol was quantified as short as 9 h (Halouzka et al.
2018); in alkaline soils 1–3 days and in acidic soils 6–
8 days (Zwanenburg and Pospíšil 2013). The chemical
synthesis of new, stable and affordable SLmimicsmight
allow new agricultural practices e.g., aimed at i) increas-
ing plant biomass production on nutrient poor soil with
lower fertilizing inputs, ii) fighting parasitic weeds by
inducing suicidal germination or by application of mock
competitors of naturally occurring SLs (Khosla and
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Nelson 2016; Yoneyama et al. 2019) and iii) stimulating
Mycorrhizal Induced Resistance (MIR) (Pozo and
Azcón-Aguilar 2007) with the vision of promoting more
sustainable agricultural practices and reducing chemical
inputs (e.g., pesticides and fertilizers).

Multiple synthesis approaches for SL mimics have
been designed and evaluated in the past years (Cala et al.
2016; Lachia et al. 2012, 2014, Lachia et al. 2015;
Lumbroso et al. 2016; Zwanenburg et al. 2016;
Takahashi et al. 2016, Dieckmann et al. 2018;

Fig. 1 Pathways of SL biosynthesis and signaling. Green boxes:
enzymes active in SL biosynthesis. Orange boxes: enzymes and
proteins active in SL signaling. Acronyms: DWARF14/17/27/53
(D14/17/27/53); MORE AXILLLARY GROWTH (MAX1/2/3/
4); SMAX1-LIKE (SMXL); RAMOSUS1/5 (RMS1/5); DAD1/2/
3 (DECREASED APICAL DOMINANCE1/2/3); LBO

(LATERAL BRANCHING OXIDOREDUCTASE) ;
LOTULACTONE-DEFECTIVE (LjLLD). * At (Arabidopsis
thaliana), Zm (Zea mays), Sl (Solanum lycopersicum), Sb (Sor-
ghum bicolor); ** Lj (Lotus japonicum), Ga (Gossypium
arboreum), Vu (Vigna unguiculata), Sl (Solanum lycopersicum)
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Yoshimura et al. 2019, 2020). GR-24 is at present an
affordable synthetic SL molecule and is the reference
used in SL research (Johnson et al. 1981; Akiyama et al.
2010; Boyer et al. 2012). GR-24 is available on the
market as racemic mixture as well as single enantiomers.
GR-24 structure and stereochemistry follows that of
naturally occurring SLs: an ABC-ring moiety bound to
the D-ring (the butenolide group) via an enol-ether
bridge. Previous studies (Tab. S1) revealed the
structure-activity relationship (SAR) of SLs based on
AtD14 reporter lines, parasitic weed germination, root
hair development, shoot-lateral- and hyphal-branching
bioassays (Akiyama et al. 2010; Boyer et al. 2012;
Cohen et al. 2013; Umehara et al. 2015; Artuso et al.
2015; Sanchez et al. 2018). The core chemophore of
natural and synthetic SLs consists of the enol-ether
bridge between the lactone (or ketone) of the C-ring
and the D-ring, plus the D-ring itself (Zwanenburg and
Pospíšil 2013). Structural and stereochemical modifica-
tions of A- and B-rings might affect AMF branching but
have low impact on other SL functions, e.g., weed
germination is not affected by the stereochemistry of
the methyl group on the A-ring (Zwanenburg and
Pospíšil 2013). An additional critical point for the activ-
ity of SL mimics is the stereochemistry at the B/C-ring
junction and in the D-ring. Two naturally occurring SL
families are conceived at present, one with the stereo-
chemistry of the BCDmoiety as in orobanchol, the other
as in strigol. In both families, natural variants show
different substitution patterns on A- and B-rings. Excep-
tions are still present: e.g., the aromatic A-ring in root
exudates of Nicotiana tabacum is to date unique in
natural stimulants (Xie et al. 2007).

The successful synthesis of new SL mimics might
open new research directions also targeted to avoid the
issues connected to natural SLs, such as instability and
low abundance. Moreover, optimization of chemical
design of strigolactones derivatives can have strong
impacts for agronomical applications (Screpanti et al.
2016). Imino analogs, where the enol-ether bridge is
substituted by an oxime group were reported in the past
as active stimulants for Striga hermonthica seeds
(Kondo et al. 2007), although with weaker activity in
the parasitic weed seed germination. More recently,
carbamate analogs where the enol-ether bridge is
substituted by a carbamate group have been reported
to promote striga germination with exceptional
femtomolar activity (Uraguchi et al. 2018). However,
their activity is limited to parasitic weeds and only

marginal effects were observed on AM fungi interac-
tion; such compounds showed limited hydrolytic stabil-
ity under mild alkaline conditions. SLs with an added
hydroxyl group on A- or B-ring show very high activity
towards parasitic weed germination (Brun et al. 2018).
Bioassays on hyphal branching showed that the A-ring
is necessary, e.g., compare GR-24 and GR-7 (Besserer
et al. 2006). Instead, the repression of shoot lateral
branching via SL mimics does not require A- or B-
rings and is strongly boosted via a single, extra methyl
group on the D-ring or via a thio group (Boyer et al.
2012; Pandey et al. 2016). Still, the difficulties for
enhancing SL stability in natural substrates like soil
seem to be many and hard to overcome. Alkaline pH
and soil moisture greatly affect GR-7 and GR-24 stabil-
ity (Zwanenburg and Pospíšil 2013). However, in acidic
soils, the biological residual activity of GR-24 was
observed up to 6–8 days (Babiker et al. 1987). The
strigolactam analogue of GR-24 was reported to have
a stronger activity than GR-24 for the induction of
parasitic weed germination (Lachia et al. 2015). The
synthesis of lactam analogues showed that their α-
epimers are strong stimulants of seed germination while
their corresponding β-epimers are inactive. However,
GR-24, GR-28 and corresponding strigolactam deriva-
tives are very unstable in active soil: their half-lives
under lab conditions can be as short as 3 h or less
(Lumbroso et al. 2016). Newmodifications are therefore
needed to improve SLs for agronomical applications,
particularly for soil applied solutions (e.g., seed treat-
ment, in-furrow, direct spray on bare soil).

Here we report the results of a broad structure-
activity relationship analysis specifically for both hy-
phal branching promotion and potential transport in
planta, conducted via two approaches: i) a hyphal
branching induction in vitro on Gigaspora margarita
and G. rosea AMF adapted from (Akiyama et al. 2010)
and ii) an affinity-to-PDR1 test (evaluation of molecular
transport) via a toxicity bioassay adapted from
(Kretzschmar et al. 2012). With these tests we aimed
at quantifying the efficiency of new SLmimics on AMF
and SL transport, assuming a PDR1-driven exudation
system is present in most plants. The accumulation of
soil- or foliar-supplied SLs in plants might induce SL-
driven- beneficial as well as collateral effects on plant
growth (Brewer et al. 2009; Kretzschmar et al. 2012),
e.g., high PDR1-regulated SL accumulation in the rhi-
zosphere and changes in the plant architecture such as
reduction of lateral branching. The PDR1-based
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quantification of exudation of exogenously applied SLs
and SL-mimics from plant roots might therefore reveal
important information for the application of SL mimics
in agronomical environments. Our results show that a
handful of the SL mimics we tested are at least as stable
as GR-24 and a few are good candidates for root exu-
dation. The toxicity bioassay revealed no SL mim-
ic group that clearly scored high for both AMF
branching and affinity-to-PDR1. Promising candi-
dates with potentially improved stability and af-
fordable synthesis are discussed.

Materials and methods

Plant material

Arabidopsis thaliana plants PDR1 OE (in rdr6 back-
ground) and a vector control line in rdr6 background
seeds (referred to as wildtype, WT) from (Kretzschmar
et al. 2012; Sasse et al. 2015) were sterilized and plated
on Petri dishes, which were vertically placed into a
climatized growth chamber with temperature of 21 °C
and 60% humidity. Arabidopsis rna-dependent rna po-
lymerase6 (rdr6) is a mutant that allows stabilized ec-
topic expression of transgenes otherwise prone to silenc-
ing (Butaye et al. 2004). Germinated Arabidopsis seed-
lings were grown at 21 °C under long day conditions
(16 h light, 8 h darkness) on ½ MS petri dishes.

AMF material

G. margarita and G. rosea spores were ordered at
Mycagro Lab (Bretenière, France). Spore batches were
sterilized (Kretzschmar et al. 2012) and plated on the
same day of delivery. For the Hyphal branching bioas-
say, growth of AMF spores was carried out in a CO2

incubator as described in (Liu et al. 2018a). In brief,
AMF spores were quickly sterilized in a mild bleach/
Triton X-100 buffer and rinsed several times in steril-
ized water. Single spores were then placed in the lower
half of petri dishes containing a thin layer of phytagel
(3.5 g / L, Sigma-Aldrich, Buchs, Switzerland) to give
support and keep transparency for branching quantifica-
tion. Petri dishes were partially sealed with micropore
tape (3 M, Rüschlikon, Switzerland) and vertically
placed in the incubator at 32 °C, 4%CO2 v/v. Five to
seven days after incubation, sterilized filter paper discs
(two, 0.4 cm of diameter) were placed aside the

elongated primary hypha of the germinated spore. The
treatments were run with molecular amounts of 10 pg,
following the methods described in (Akiyama et al.
2010). 10 pg of each compound, dissolved in acetone
were pipetted on the paper discs and 2nd and 3rd orders
of lateral branches were quantified (visually counted
under a binocular) at time zero and 48 h after incubation.
The treatments included several replications (minimum
3) depending on the quality of spores and their germi-
nation. Independent tests (different spore batches) were
carried out per treatment.

SL stocks were prepared in 100% acetone. Mock
treatment consisted of acetone with equal volume (1
ul) applied for SL-mimic treatments. Data acquired from
each biological replicate were normalized to each mock
treatment.

Chemical synthesis of GR-24 and SL mimics

Rac GR-24, SL1, SL-8, SL-13 were prepared according
to (Johnson et al. 1981). SL-2 was prepared according to
(Dieckmann et al. 2018). SL-3, SL-5, SL-7, SL-22 were
prepared according to (Lachia et al. 2012). SL-6 was
prepared according to (Lachia et al. 2013). SL-4, SL-17,
SL-19, SL-21, SL-26 were prepared according to
(Villedieu-Percheron et al. 2013a). SL-18 was prepared
according to (Villedieu-Percheron et al. 2013b). SL-10,
SL-14, SL-24 were prepared according to (Lachia et al.
2015). SL-15 and SL-16 were prepared according to (De
Mesmaeker et al. 2016). SL-9 was prepared ac-
cording to (Davidson et al. 2018). SL-11 was
prepared according to (Lumbroso and De
Mesmaeker 2017). SL-12, SL-25 and SL-23 were
prepared according to (Boyer et al. 2012).

Toxicity bioassay

Arabidopsis thaliana seedlings PDR1-OE and rdr6 vec-
tor control line (Kretzschmar et al. 2012) were germi-
nated on 1/2 MS mock plates (with 2.2 g l − 1 MS
medium, 1% (w/v) sucrose) and transferred 3 days after
germination from MS mock plates to MS treatment
plates with 2.2 g l − 1 MS medium, 1% (w/v) sucrose
plus specific amounts of rac-GR24 (10 μMor 20μM, as
indicated) and tested SL-mimics (10 μM) solved in the
agar. Mock consisted in equal volume amounts of ace-
tone. Although Arabidopsis germination was synchro-
nized, only seedlings with equal root length were chosen
for the bioassay to normalize main root growth and
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optimize root measurements in the subsequent steps.
Phytotoxicity was then quantified as inhibition of main
root growth or growth arrest 5 days after treatment.
Plates were digitally scanned, and main root growth of
the previous 5 days was measured. Data was normalized
on root length from mock plates for each replicate.

Statistical analyses

The quantification of the lateral branches for each treat-
ment was used to calculate a single descriptive param-
eter that we called Hyphal Branching Index (HBI). The
index is defined as follow:

Hyphal Branching Index

¼ Log 1þ 2∙∑Branches2nd order� �

þ 3∙∑Branches3rd order� �

þ 4∙∑Branches3rd orderwith Arbuscular
� �

The multiplying factors in the HBI give higher scor-
ing to newly formed hyphae with high branching orders.
The rationale behind this strategy is that higher
branching orders were reported as more sensitive to
alterations in root exudates or soil nutrients (Nagahashi
et al. 1996) and therefore, tightly reflecting changes in
branching factors. The results were analysed using R
version 4.03 (R Core Team, 2013) The effects of differ-
ent chemical treatments on the HBI were analysed using
one-ANOVA (Tab. S3) and the multi-comparison anal-
ysis were performed using a Tukey test.

Results

AMF branching bioassays

Twenty-six unique synthetic compounds were evaluated
for their ability to induce hyphal branching in AMF
(Fig. 2). The procedure followed the protocol developed
in the seminal paper of Akiyama and colleagues
(Akiyama et al. 2010). TwoAMF varieties were initially
tested: Gigaspora margarita and Gigaspora rosea. Hy-
phal branching induction via rac-GR24 scored similar
values in the two fungal varieties, still the batches of
G. margarita we tested showed weak induction of hy-
phal branching (Fig. S1A, B). Most germinated
G. margarita spores did not branch either with or

without treatment (Fig. S1C, D), thus hampering con-
sistent data acquisition. Because of that, a restricted
number of compounds was tested, and a narrow number
of treatments resulted to be statistically different com-
pared to the mock. The results obtained with
G. margarita followed a similar trend to G. rosea:
SL4, SL15 and SL5 showed a strong and significant
hyphal branching promotion effect compared to acetone
other compounds. (Fig. S2 and Tab. S2).

Due to higher spore vitality and more consistent
germination, G. rosea was chosen as AMF species for
further bioassays. As expected, GR-24 and its closely
related structural isomer SL1 showed a significant hy-
phal branching promotion effect compared to the mock
(Fig. 2 and Fig. 3). Another close derivative of GR-24,
SL12 - with an additional methyl group in the C3 carbon
of the D ring –was completely inactive.

The N-H strigolactams SL5 and SL7, as well as the
N-methyl substituted analog SL22 were significantly
less active than the corresponding lactones and not
significantly different from the acetone treatment. The
simplified analogs containing a B, C, D-tricyclic struc-
ture SL21 and SL17 and the corresponding lactones
SL13 and SL8 were not significantly different from
the acetone treatment (Fig. 2 and Fig. 3). It is notewor-
thy that all simplified tricyclic structures containing the
B, C, D rings in the lactones and the lactams series were
only numerically less active compared to their canonical
analogs with four rings A, B, C, D and they displayed an
activity similar to the acetone, except the simplified
tricyclic lactam SL21, which was significantly less ac-
tive than the GR-24 and SL1. Although the removal of
the A ring can have an impact on the phys-chemical
properties of the molecules, it did not appear to have any
clear effect in promoting the hyphal branching. This was
not the case for the promotion of Orobanche cumana
seed germination (Lumbroso et al. 2016), with the sim-
plified analogs being equally and sometimes even more
potent than the corresponding tetracyclic ones. The re-
placement of the phenyl with a thiophen ring as in
lactam derivative SL18 did not improve AMF hyphal
branching compared to the close derivatives SL5 and
SL7 (Fig. 2).

Interestingly, the N-acetyl strigolactam derivative
SL3 was one of the most active compounds, equally
active as GR-24. The addition of a N-acetyl group on the
nitrogen atom of the C-lactam rings led to a significant
improvement in hyphal branching compared to the close
derivatives SL5, SL7 and acetone treatment. The
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Fig. 2 Activity of SL mimics on
AMF branching (G. rosea)
compared to baseline acetone
(mock). Average of hyphal
branching index includes 2nd and
3rd order of lateral branches.
Compounds that stimulated
branching significantly different
from acetone are in green,
otherwise grey. Color coded
circles (when present) indicate
SL-molecules affinity to PDR1:
green = affinity like GR-24; red =
low affinity to PDR1; grey = af-
finity not possible to estimate.
Panels without circles were not
tested for affinity to PDR1

Fig. 3 Hyphal Branching Index on G. rosea with different SL derivatives. Different letters indicate significant differences between
treatments (Tukey post-hoc test, P < 0.05). Bars represent standard deviation. The mock is indicated grey column
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addition of a N-acetyl group in the lactam ring might
have changed the local electrostatic potential by making
it somewhat similar to the one of the C-ring to the
lactone in GR-24. The contribution of a simple modifi-
cation as the N-acetyl moiety in an ABC canonical
strigolactone scaffold demonstrated the opportunity for
chemical optimization around an AMF hyphal
branching chemical inducer. The replacement of the
aromatic A-ring of the strigolactam SL7 by the gem
dimethyl cyclohexenyl moiety - present in several
natural strigolactones – did not promote significant
differences. Further substitution of the A, B, C-
core structure of strigolactones by lipophilic resi-
dues as in SL9 and SL11 had little effect on
hyphal branching compared to GR-24.

The introduction of an additional methyl group at the
C3 carbon of the butenolide ring in the strigolactam
SL15 did not result in a significant shift in the activity
as it was observed for GR-24 and its close derivatives
SL12. Moreover, the hyphal branching induction activ-
ity was significantly improved by the introduction of a
methoxy substituent at C3 in the butanolide in SL16 (De
Mesmaeker et al. 2016) compared to the parent com-
pound SL7, reaching a similar activity as GR-24.

Non-canonical strigolactone derivatives have also been
evaluated in the present study. For example, methyl
carlactonoate SL2 (Dieckmann et al. 2018) showed a
slightly higher BHI compared to acetone but not signifi-
cant, this is somehow consistent with some previous work
(Mori et al. 2016) wheremethyl carlactonate showedweak
activity for hyphal branching at 1 to 3 magnitude higher
concentrations than what we applied. In contrast, the most
potent compound among the ones we investigated is,
surprisingly, the N-H lactam SL4, with a 6-membered ring
replacing the C-ring and a phenyl ring adjacent to the
nitrogen atom of the lactam mimicking the A-ring of the
strigolactam SL7. The high activity of SL4 compared to
the inactive strigolactam SL7 is striking and arises most
probably from higher intrinsic activity of SL4 which has
very similar physicochemical and stability properties than
SL7. This underlines again that the replacement of the
lactone moiety by a lactam in the C-ring of SLs can be
beneficial for the induction of hyphal branching, provided
that the overall structure is optimized compared to the
parent strigolactone. The influence of the stereochemistry
at the D-ring on the induction of hyphal branching seems
relatively moderate (Scaffidi et al. 2014; Umehara et al.
2015)(Scaffidi et al. 2014; Umehara et al. 2015), although
hyphal branching induced by the β-epimers in SL5 and

SL13 was not significant different compared to the corre-
sponding α-epimers SL7 and SL8 (Fig. 2), respectively.
Consequently, in an initial screening for the search of novel
potential leads for hyphal branching induction, the mixture
of α- and β-epimers could be used without compromising
the quality of the initial ranking of their relative activity.

The replacement of the canonical D-ring lactone by a
N-phenyl substituted lactammoiety in SL10 leads to the
loss of activity compared to the parent compound GR-
24. The replacement of the D-ring lactone of the
strigolactam SL7 by a N-methoxy lactam in SL24 (a
bis strigolactam derivative) does not restore hyphal
branching. The bis strigolactam derivative SL14 con-
taining a N-H lactamC-ring and a N-cyclopropyl lactam
D-ring is, albeit not significantly, closer to rac-GR24
than the corresponding strigolactams SL5 and SL7.

The replacement of the enol ether link between the C-
and D-rings of GR-24 by a thioether in SL25 or by a
sulfone in SL23 leads to complete loss of biological
activity (no hyphal branching induction), as already
reported in the literature (Akiyama et al. 2010;
Umehara et al. 2015).

Phyto-toxicity bioassays of SL mimics in Arabidopsis
PDR1 OE and wildtype (rdr6) seedlings.

This bioassay (Fig. 4) is based on the quantification of
phyto-toxicity (measured by primary root growth inhibi-
tion) of SL mimic compounds. From seminal studies on
GR-24 effects on plant development, main root growth
was reported to be one of the most sensitive develop-
mental cues to exogenous SL treatments (Koltai 2011).
PDR1 overexpression (PDR1-OE) was previously
shown to be functional in Arabidopsis by quantifying
amounts of a radiolabelled SL mimic (3H-GR-24) that
was exogenously applied on the root, let passively dif-
fuse into the root and finally exuded by roots of PDR1
OE seedlings at higher amounts than the WT reference
(Kretzschmar et al. 2012). In the same paper, the authors
showed that PDR1 OE main root elongation was less
affected by 10 μM GR-24, which on the contrary could
inhibit WT main root development or even arrest it at
concentrations as high as 20 μM (see also Fig. 4). Inhi-
b i t i o n o f m a i n r o o t g r o w t h o f P DR 1
OE Arabidopsis seedlings was therefore quantified
against its WT reference as proxy for PDR1-driven, root
exudation of GR-24 and its analogs. In case root growth
inhibition after treatment was weaker in PDR1-OE seed-
lings than in the WT, we concluded that the compound
might have been exuded from the plant root as substrate
for PDR1. The bioassay showed its limitations, as no
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phytotoxic effects were visible with the chosen concen-
tration (up to 20μM) in the following cases, among them
several strigolactams: SL4, SL5, SL6, SL7, SL8, SL9,
SL10 and SL11 (Fig. 1, Tab. S1 and Fig. 5).
Strigolactams are indeed reported as not phyto-toxic
(Lachia et al. 2015; Lumbroso et al. 2016) and we could
not draw conclusions on their affinity to PDR1. For the
same reason, affinity to PDR1 could not be evaluated for
SL12, a GR-24 D-ring dimethyl derivative, like SL26.
Still, the absence of the A-ring in SL26 and the not
significant promotion of main root growth in PDR1-OE
compared to WT suggests that the ABC ring, at least for
the simplified N-H strigolactam derivative, is not neces-
sary for affinity to PDR1. Strong phytotoxicities but no
differences between Arabidopsis PDR1-OE and WT
main root lengths were scored by SL3 and SL4, which
therefore all both bone fide low affinity to PDR1. To
summarize, the substrates with higher affinity to PDR1
were i) SL1, a structural isomer of GR-24 that showed
similar activity to GR-24 on hyphal branching and ii)
Me-CLA SL2, precursor of natural SLs (Figs. 2, 4, 5).
Although we tested a broad range of strigolactone deriv-
atives we found no clear correlation between affinity to
PDR1 and induction of AMF hyphal branching. This,
still considering that most of our compounds were not
phytotoxic, suggests that there is no obvious conserved
SAR (Structure Activity Relationship) between plants
and fungi, between SL sensing and SL transport (Fig. 6).

Discussion

We report here the results of our strategy aimed at
increasing GR-24 efficiency and bio-availability
through the synthesis of new GR-24 related SL mimics.
Through the quantification of AMF hyphal branching
and the compa r i son o f ma in roo t g row th
between Arabidopsis PDR1 OE and WT seedlings we
could characterize new SL mimics (either as diastereo-
meric or enantiomeric mixtures) with similar efficacy to

Fig. 4 Representative wildtype (WT) and PDR1-OE vertically grown seedlings treated with acetone (mock), GR24 (positive control) and
SL mimics. Root tips are highlighted with a white bar. Concentrations, when not otherwise indicated, are 10 μΜ. Scale bar = 3 cm

Fig. 5 Root phytotoxicity PDR1-OE vs wildtype (WT) (blue
bars) and root length reduction effect vs mock (orange line). The
delta root phytotoxicity indicates (in percent) howmuch longer the
primary root of PDR1-OE seedlings is compared to their WT
reference under the same treatment. The delta root phytotoxicity
was calculated as follows: (length of the main root in PDR1-OE
line – length of the main root inWT)/length main root inWT. The
primary root length reduction indicates (in percent) length differ-
ences between the primary root of treated PDR1-OE seedlings
compared to mock (acetone). Each SL mimic compound was
applied at a concentration of 10 μM
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rac-GR24. Minor changes of the GR-24 structure, as in
its isomer SL1, did not affect the ability to induce hyphal
branching. SL1 as the “inverted form” of GR-24 induces
AMF hyphal branching at even higher levels than GR-
24. Recently, SL hydrolysis was suggested to arrest the
SL signaling pathway rather than activating it (Seto et al.
2019). A possible way of action of SL1 might consist in
keeping a SL receptor (not yet characterized in AMF)
active for a longer time than its GR-24 counterpart. The
introduction of further lipophilic residues on the core
structure of GR-24, as in the case of SL9 was not
favorable for hyphal branching. However, also more
pronounced modifications of the GR-24 core structure
by the replacement of the lactone C-ring with a N-H or
N-methyl lactam led to the almost inactive compounds
SL5, SL7 and SL22. These strigolactams have been
shown to have somewhat improved physicochemical
properties, as higher water solubility and lower logP
and a slightly longer half-life in soil compared to
GR-24 (Lachia et al. 2015; Lumbroso et al. 2016;
De Mesmaeker et al. 2019). The ability to induce
hyphal branching could be fully restored in the
strigolactams by adding an acetyl group on the
nitrogen atom of the lactam C-ring in SL3 as
replacement of the lactone. The N-acetyl group
decreased the electron density in the lactam moiety
compared to the N-H, mimicking more accurately
the corresponding lactone.

The replacement of the phenyl by a thiophene A-ring
in the N-H lactam derivative SL18 slightly improved
hyphal branching compared to its parent derivatives
SL5 and SL7, even though these substitutions did not
lead to a significant improvement compared to the ace-
tone control. The simplified analogs displayed more
attractive physicochemical properties as lower logP
and higher water solubility compared to their A, B, C,
D-rings derivatives (Lumbroso et al. 2016) but their
impaired biological activity on hyphal branching made
them less attractive for possible agronomical applica-
tions. In contrast, the simplified analogs previously
displayed equally or even superior ability to induce
Orobanche cumana seed germination. Simplification
of the tetracyclic A, B, C, D-core structure could lead
to potent hyphal branching induction ability as in SL4
with a 6-membered ring lactam and without B ring. This
profound structural modification leading to good bio-
logical performance should stimulate, in the future, fur-
ther broad variation of the GR-24 core.

There are several additional modifications of the
tetracyclic strigolactam core structure which could be
performed to improve their biological performance for
hyphal branching. Modification of the canonical D-ring
of N-H strigolactam by introduction of an additional
methoxy group at the C3 carbon of the butenolide ring
in SL7 increased, albeit not significantly its hyphal
branching induction activity compared to the
unsubstituted strigolactams SL5 and SL7, which was
not the case for the corresponding lactones where the
additional methyl group had a significant detrimental
effect in SL12 being inactive compared to GR-24. The
improved, albeit not significant biological performance
of the methoxy-substituted D-ring derivatives SL15
might partially arise from a stabilization of the sensitive
D-ring towards hydrolysis by to the electron-donating
ability of these substituents (Lumbroso et al. 2016;
Yoshimura et al. 2019, 2020). Taken together, these
results demonstrate that the N-H strigolactam motive
could be effectively modified in several positions of
the tetracyclic core structure to reach promising hyphal
branching induction activity, retaining the favor-
able physicochemical properties compared to their
lactone analogs. Our results confirmed the impor-
tance of the enol-ether link between C and D rings
of GR-24, given the complete loss of activity of
the thioether SL25 and sulfone SL23 analogs, as
also previously described (Akiyama et al. 2010;
Umehara et al. 2015).

Fig. 6 Regression plot to visualize a relationship of a selection of
strigolactone derivatives between hyphal branching promotion in
G. rosea and PDR1 transport. The axes are expressed as normal-
ized value (i.e. GR-24 hyphal branching promotion in G. rosea
and root phyto-toxicity vs mock)
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Methyl carlactonoate SL2 is the biosynthetic precursor
of various strigolactones in planta (Alder et al. 2012; Abe
et al. 2014). Therefore, we incorporated it in our present
study on hyphal branching induction. In agreement with
the previous work of (Mori et al. 2016), methyl
carlactonoate SL2 did not show any strong activity in our
assay, despite its high affinity to PDR1 (Figs. 2, 4, 5).
Combined with its high instability towards hydrolysis in
solution, in soil and probably in planta (Yoshimura et al.
2019, 2020), the use of methyl carlactonoate as precursor
of strigolactones in planta (procide approach) seems to be
rather unattractive to induce hyphal branching of AMF
associated to field crops.Me-CLA SL2 and SL1were here
characterized as having the highest affinity to PDR1 to-
gether with rac-GR24. It was previously hypothesized that
substrates to PDR1 might be not only orobanchol but also
SL precursors, since CCD8/DAD1 and PhMAX1 are both
expressed in petunia roots, the latter albeit within a narrow
pattern (Shiratake et al. 2019). The presence of PDR1 in
the root tip (Kretzschmar et al. 2012) is proposed to
contribute to root tip unloading of SL and SL-related
compounds, thus releasing a negative feedback loop on
SLbiosynthesis. The newly discovered affinity to PDR1 of
Me-CLA and previously reported PDR1 expression pat-
terns (Kretzschmar et al. 2012; Liu et al. 2019) suggest
new investigation directions, aimed to understand a possi-
ble role of PDR1-driven transport of Me-CLA for regulat-
ing plant-mycorrhizal symbioses, shoot lateral bud out-
growth and root cell differentiation.

A pipeline for directly quantifying root exudation of SL
mimic compounds in PDR1-OE and its WT reference has
been envisioned in substitution to the indirect phenotypic
quantification of main root length. However, the quantities
of exuded compounds are likely too low for detection and
radiolabeling might be the future choice for direct quanti-
fication of SL mimic import into the seedling and SL
mimic exudation out of the seedling. Also, the quantifica-
tion of SL in root exudates would not be informative about
SL and SL mimic catabolism in planta. A molecular
quantification of SL mimics in buffer based on plant
extracts might be considered in the future as an additional
approach to investigate SL half-life in plant tissue equiva-
lents. It was recently published that the role of PDR1 in SL
transport seems to be direct for SL root exudation but not
for SL root-to-shoot translocation (Shiratake et al. 2019).
Therefore, the exogenous function of PDR1 in
Arabidopsis is likely exclusively associated to root exuda-
tion of GR-24 and SL mimic compounds, underlying the
significance of the toxicity assay results here reported.

Compounds that showed no phytotoxicity, but efficient
induction of AMF hyphal branching are very promising
for a follow up in semi-field analyses, as they might
improve plant nutrient uptake via mycorrhization without
negatively impacting plant development.

Finally, we found no clear correlation between affin-
ity to PDR1 and induction of AMF hyphal branching
(Fig. 6). PDR1 transport specificity seems to be high, as
for example ABA is not transported by PDR1, despite
the Arabidopsis ABA transporter AtABCG40 is the
sequence closest homologue to PDR1 (Kretzschmar
et al. 2012). The mechanisms behind SL uptake from
soil, internal re-localization and signaling in AMF are
largely unknown (Tsuzuki et al. 2016). We tested a
broad chemistry scope and the results showed that there
was no convergence (overlap) between the structure-
activity relationships between AMF and transport.

Conclusion

The positive biological effects of SLs in promoting AMF
colonizationmake this chemical class particularly interesting
for application in agriculture, especially in relation to sus-
tainable crop practices. Recent work hypothesized that my-
corrhizae are functioning as keystone taxa (Banerjee et al.
2019) considering their contribution in the ecosystem func-
tioning, microbial community and especially in crop resil-
ience against some abiotic stresses like low nutrients or
drought (Chen et al. 2018b). This work demonstrated that
exploring canonical strigolactones with specific substitu-
tions in the ABC-rings can be very effective not only to
retain good hyphal branching induction but also to maintain
bioavailability. Similarly, specific changes in the D-ring can
contribute to overall activity. Efforts in optimizing high-
performing AMF strains coupled with synthetic SL signals
represent a new technological venue towards sustainable
agriculture.

Supplementary Information The online version contains sup-
plementary material available at https://doi.org/10.1007/s11104-
021-04943-8.

Acknowledgements We would like to thank Dr. Roger Hall
(Syngenta Crop Protection, Stein) for his critical review of the
manuscript, Dr. Ben Oyserman for his support with data analysis
and finally Prof. em. Enrico Martinoia for having given space and
facilities to run this experimental setup in his laboratory at the
Department of Plant and Microbial Biology, University of Zurich,
Zurich, Switzerland.

119Plant Soil (2021) 465:109–123

https://doi.org/10.1007/s11104-021-04943-8
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11104-021-04943-8


Availability of data and material All data are available upon
request to the corresponding author.

Code availability Not applicable.

Authors’ contributions LB, AL and ML designed this study.
LB and CG performed the experiments. AL and ML synthetized
the molecules. LB and CS analyzed the data. LB, CS and ADM
wrote this paper.

Declarations

Ethics approval This article does not contain any studies with
human and/or animal participants performed by any of the authors.

Consent to participate Not applicable.

Consent for publication Not applicable.

Conflicts of interest/competing interests The authors declare
that they have no conflict of interest.

Open Access This article is licensed under a Creative Commons
Attribution 4.0 International License, which permits use, sharing,
adaptation, distribution and reproduction in anymedium or format,
as long as you give appropriate credit to the original author(s) and
the source, provide a link to the Creative Commons licence, and
indicate if changes were made. The images or other third party
material in this article are included in the article's Creative Com-
mons licence, unless indicated otherwise in a credit line to the
material. If material is not included in the article's Creative Com-
mons licence and your intended use is not permitted by statutory
regulation or exceeds the permitted use, you will need to obtain
permission directly from the copyright holder. To view a copy of
this licence, visit http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/.

References

Abdel-Lateif K, Bogusz D, Hocher V (2012) The role of flavo-
noids in the establishment of plant roots endosymbioses with
arbuscular mycorrhiza fungi, rhizobia and Frankia bacteria.
Plant Signal Behav 7:636–641

Abe S, Sado A, Tanaka K et al (2014) Carlactone is converted to
carlactonoic acid by MAX1 in Arabidopsis and its methyl
ester can directly interact with AtD14 in vitro. ProcNatl Acad
Sci U S A 111:18084–18,089. https://doi.org/10.1073
/pnas.1410801111

Akiyama K, Ogasawara S, Ito S, Hayashi H (2010) Structural
requirements of strigolactones for hyphal branching in AM
fungi. Plant Cell Physiol 51:1104–1117. https://doi.
org/10.1093/pcp/pcq058

Alder A, Jamil M, Marzorati M, et al. (2012) The path from β-
carotene to carlactone, a strigolactone-like plant hormone.
Science (80-) 335:1348–1351. https://doi.org/10.1126
/science.1218094

Aliche EB, Screpanti C, De Mesmaeker A, Munnik T,
Bouwmeester HJ (2020) Science and application of
strigolactones. New Phytol 227:1001–1011

Artuso E, Ghibaudi E, Lace B et al (2015) Stereochemical
Assignment of Strigolactone Analogues Confirms Their
Selective Biological Activity. J Nat Prod 78:2624–2633.
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jnatprod.5b00557

Babiker AGT, Hamdoun AM, Rudwan A et al (1987) Influence of
soil moisture on activity and persistence of the strigol ana-
logue GR 24.Weed Res 27:173–178. https://doi.org/10.1111
/j.1365-3180.1987.tb00751.x

Banasiak J, Borghi L, Stec N et al (2020) The Full-Size ABCG
Transporter of Medicago truncatula Is Involved in
Strigolactone Secretion, Affecting Arbuscular Mycorrhiza.
Front Plant Sci 11:18. h t tps : / /doi .org/10.3389
/fpls.2020.00018

Banasiak J, Jasiński M (2014) Defence. Symbiosis and ABCG
Transporters. pp.:163–184

Banerjee S, Walder F, Büchi L et al (2019) Agricultural intensifi-
cation reduces microbial network complexity and the abun-
dance of keystone taxa in roots. ISME J 13:1722–1736.
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41396-019-0383-2

Bennett T, Leyser O (2014) Strigolactone signalling: standing on
the shoulders of DWARFs. Curr Opin Plant Biol 22:7–13

Bennett T, Liang Y, Seale M et al (2016) Strigolactone regulates
shoot development through a core signalling pathway. Biol
Open 5:1806–1820. https://doi.org/10.1242/bio.021402

Besserer A, Bécard G, Jauneau A et al (2008) GR24, a synthetic
analog of strigolactones, stimulates the mitosis and growth of
the arbuscular mycorrhizal fungus Gigaspora rosea by
boosting its energy metabolism. Plant Physiol 148:402–
413. https://doi.org/10.1104/pp.108.121400

Besserer A, Puech-Pagès V, Kiefer P et al (2006) Strigolactones
stimulate arbuscular mycorrhizal fungi by activating mito-
chondria. PLoS Biol 4:1239–1247. https://doi.org/10.1371
/journal.pbio.0040226

Bonfante P, Genre A (2015) Arbuscular mycorrhizal dialogues: do
you speak “plantish” or “fungish”? Trends Plant Sci 20:150–
154

Borghi L, Kang J, de Brito FR (2019) Filling the gap: functional
clustering of ABC proteins for the investigation of hormonal
transport in planta. Front Plant Sci 10

Bouwmeester HJ, Fonne-Pfister R, Screpanti C, DeMesmaeker A
(2019) Strigolactones: Plant Hormones with Promising
Features. Angew Chemie Int Ed 58:12778–12,786.
https://doi.org/10.1002/anie.201901626

Boyer FD, de Saint GA, Pillot JP et al (2012) Structure-activity
relationship studies of strigolactone-related molecules for
branching inhibition in garden pea: Molecule design for
shoot branching. Plant Physiol 159:1524–1544. https://doi.
org/10.1104/pp.112.195826

Breuillin F, Schramm J, Hajirezaei M et al (2010) Phosphate
systemically inhibits development of arbuscular mycorrhiza
in Petunia hybrida and represses genes involved in mycor-
rhizal functioning. Plant J 64:1002–1017. https://doi.
org/10.1111/j.1365-313X.2010.04385.x

Brewer PB, Dun EA, Ferguson BJ et al (2009) Strigolactone acts
downstream of auxin to regulate bud outgrowth in pea and
arabidopsis. Plant Physiol 150:482–493. https://doi.
org/10.1104/pp.108.134783

120 Plant Soil (2021) 465:109–123

https://doi.org/
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1410801111
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1410801111
https://doi.org/10.1093/pcp/pcq058
https://doi.org/10.1093/pcp/pcq058
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1218094
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1218094
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jnatprod.5b00557
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-3180.1987.tb00751.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-3180.1987.tb00751.x
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpls.2020.00018
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpls.2020.00018
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41396-019-0383-2
https://doi.org/10.1242/bio.021402
https://doi.org/10.1104/pp.108.121400
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pbio.0040226
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pbio.0040226
https://doi.org/10.1002/anie.201901626
https://doi.org/10.1104/pp.112.195826
https://doi.org/10.1104/pp.112.195826
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-313X.2010.04385.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-313X.2010.04385.x
https://doi.org/10.1104/pp.108.134783
https://doi.org/10.1104/pp.108.134783


Brewer PB, Yoneyama K, Filardo F et al (2016) Lateral branching
oxidoreductase acts in the final stages of strigolactone bio-
synthesis in Arabidopsis. Proc Natl Acad Sci U S A 113:
6301–6306. https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1601729113

Brun G, Braem L, Thoiron S et al (2018) Seed germination in
parasitic plants: what insights can we expect from
strigolactone research? J Exp Bot 69:2265–2280

Bürger M, Chory J (2020) The many models of strigolactone
signaling. Trends Plant Sci 25:395–405

Butaye KMJ, Goderis IJWM, Wouters PFJ et al (2004) Stable
high-level transgene expression in Arabidopsis thaliana
using gene silencing mutants and matrix attachment regions.
Plant J 39:440–449. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-313
X.2004.02144.x

Cala A, Ghooray K, Fernández-Aparicio M et al (2016)
Phthalimide-derived strigolactone mimics as germinating
agents for seeds of parasitic weeds. Pest Manag Sci 72:
2069–2081. https://doi.org/10.1002/ps.4323

Carvalhais LC, Rincon-Florez VA, Brewer PB et al (2019) The
ability of plants to produce strigolactones affects rhizosphere
community composition of fungi but not bacteria.
Rhizosphere 9:18–26. https: / /doi .org/10.1016/j .
rhisph.2018.10.002

Chen ECH, Morin E, Beaudet D et al (2018a) High intraspecific
genome diversity in the model arbuscular mycorrhizal sym-
biont Rhizophagus irregularis. New Phytol 220:1161–1171.
https://doi.org/10.1111/nph.14989

Chen M, Arato M, Borghi L et al (2018b) Beneficial services of
arbuscular mycorrhizal fungi – from ecology to application.
Front Plant Sci 9

Cohen M, Prandi C, Occhiato EG et al (2013) Structure-function
relations of strigolactone analogs: Activity as plant hormones
and plant interactions. Mol Plant 6:141–152. https://doi.
org/10.1093/mp/sss134

Davidson E, Bayer T, Windram O, Hleba Y (2018)
US20160159780 Strigolactone formulations and uses there-
of. https://patentscope.wipo.int. Pat. Nr. US9994557.

De Mesmaeker A, Lachia, Mathilde D, Lumbroso, Alexandre,
Franco, Jean C, et al. (2016) Plant growth regulating com-
pounds. Pat. Nr. WO2016193290.

De Mesmaeker A, Screpanti C, Fonné-Pfister R et al (2019)
Design, Synthesis and Biological Evaluation of
Strigolactone and Strigolactam Derivatives for Potential
Crop Enhancement Applications in Modern Agriculture.
Chim Int J Chem 73:549–560. https://doi.org/10.2533
/chimia.2019.549

Dieckmann MC, Dakas PY, De Mesmaeker A (2018) Synthetic
Access to Noncanonical Strigolactones: Syntheses of
Carlactonic Acid and Methyl Carlactonoate. J Org Chem
83:125–135. https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.joc.7b02465

Guillotin B, Etemadi M, Audran C et al (2017) Sl-IAA27 regulates
strigolactone biosynthesis and mycorrhization in tomato (var.
MicroTom). New Phytol 213:1124–1132. https://doi.
org/10.1111/nph.14246

Halouzka R, Tarkowski P, Zwanenburg B, Ćavar Zeljković S
(2018) Stability of strigolactone analog GR24 toward nucle-
ophiles. Pest Manag Sci 74:896–904. https://doi.org/10.1002
/ps.4782

Hassanali A (1984) Strigol analogues: synthetic achievements and
prospects. In: Ayensu ES, Doggett H, Keynes RD, Manton-

Lefecvre J, Musselman LJ, Parker C, Pickery A (eds) Striga
biology and control. ICSU Press, Paris, pp 125–132

Johnson AW, Rosebery G, Parker C (1976) A novel approach to
Striga and Orobanche control using synthetic germination
stimulants. Weed Res 16:223–227. https://doi.org/10.1111
/j.1365-3180.1976.tb00406.x

Johnson AW, Gowda G, Hassanali A et al (1981) The preparation
of synthetic analogues of strigol. J Chem Soc Perkin Trans
11:734–1743. https://doi.org/10.1039/P19810001734

Khosla A, Nelson DC (2016) Strigolactones, super hormones in
the fight against Striga. Curr Opin Plant Biol 33:57–63

Kim H Il, Xie X, Kim HS, Chun JC, Yoneyama K, Nomura T,
Takeuchi Y, Yoneyama K (2010) Structure-activity relation-
ship of naturally occurring strigolactones in Orobanche mi-
nor seed germination stimulation. J Pestic Sci 35:344–347.
https://doi.org/10.1584/jpestics.G10-17

Koltai H (2011) Strigolactones are regulators of root development.
New Phytol 190:545–549. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1469-
8137.2011.03678.x

Kondo Y, Tadokoro E, Matsuura M et al (2007) Synthesis and
seed germination stimulating activity of some imino analogs
of strigolactones. Biosci Biotechnol Biochem 71:2781–2786.
https://doi.org/10.1271/bbb.70398

Kretzschmar T, Kohlen W, Sasse J et al (2012) A petunia ABC
protein controls strigolactone-dependent symbiotic signalling
and branching. Nature 483:341–344. https://doi.org/10.1038
/nature10873

Lachia M, Jung PMJ, De Mesmaeker A (2012) A novel approach
toward the synthesis of strigolactones through intramolecular
[2 + 2] cycloaddition of ketenes and ketene-iminiums to ole-
fins. Application to the asymmetric synthesis of GR-24.
Tetrahedron Lett 53:4514–4517. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
tetlet.2012.06.013. Pat. Nr. WO2012080115.

Lachia M, Wolf HC, Jung PJM, et al. (2015) Strigolactam: New
potent strigolactone analogues for the germination of
Orobanche cumana. Bioorganic Med Chem Lett 25:2184–
2188. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bmcl.2015.03.056. Pat. Nr.
WO2015128321.

Lachia MD, De Mesmaeker A, Villedieu-Percheron E, et al.
(2013) Strigolactam derivatives as plant growth regulating
compounds. Pat. Nr. WO2013092430.

Lanfranco L, Fiorilli V, Venice F, Bonfante P (2018)
Strigolactones cross the kingdoms: plants, fungi, and bacteria
in the arbuscular mycorrhizal symbiosis. J Exp Bot 69:2175–
2188

Liu G, Bollier D, Gübeli C et al (2018a) Simulated microgravity
and the antagonistic influence of strigolactone on plant nu-
trient uptake in low nutrient conditions. Npj Microgravity:4.
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41526-018-0054-z

Liu G, Pfeifer J, de Brito FR et al (2018b) Changes in the
allocation of endogenous strigolactone improve plant bio-
mass production on phosphate-poor soils. New Phytol 217:
784–798. https://doi.org/10.1111/nph.14847

Liu G, StirnemannM, Gübeli C et al (2019) Strigolactones Play an
Important Role in Shaping Exodermal Morphology via a
KAI2-Dependent Pathway. iScience 17:144–154.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.isci.2019.06.024

Lopez-Obando M, Ligerot Y, Bonhomme S et al (2015)
Strigolactone biosynthesis and signaling in plant develop-
ment. Dev 142:3615–3619. https://doi.org/10.1242
/dev.120006

121Plant Soil (2021) 465:109–123

https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1601729113
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-313X.2004.02144.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-313X.2004.02144.x
https://doi.org/10.1002/ps.4323
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rhisph.2018.10.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rhisph.2018.10.002
https://doi.org/10.1111/nph.14989
https://doi.org/10.1093/mp/sss134
https://doi.org/10.1093/mp/sss134
https://patentscope.wipo.int
https://doi.org/10.2533/chimia.2019.549
https://doi.org/10.2533/chimia.2019.549
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.joc.7b02465
https://doi.org/10.1111/nph.14246
https://doi.org/10.1111/nph.14246
https://doi.org/10.1002/ps.4782
https://doi.org/10.1002/ps.4782
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-3180.1976.tb00406.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-3180.1976.tb00406.x
https://doi.org/10.1039/P19810001734
https://doi.org/10.1584/jpestics.G10-17
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1469-8137.2011.03678.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1469-8137.2011.03678.x
https://doi.org/10.1271/bbb.70398
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature10873
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature10873
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tetlet.2012.06.013
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tetlet.2012.06.013
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bmcl.2015.03.056
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41526-018-0054-z
https://doi.org/10.1111/nph.14847
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.isci.2019.06.024
https://doi.org/10.1242/dev.120006
https://doi.org/10.1242/dev.120006


Lumbroso A, Villedieu-Percheron E, Zurwerra D et al (2016)
Simplified strigolactams as potent analogues of
strigolactones for the seed germination induction of
Orobanche cumana Wallr. Pest Manag Sci 72:2054–2068.
https://doi.org/10.1002/ps.4268

Lumbroso AFJC, De Mesmaeker A (2017) Plant growth regulator
compounds. Pat. Nr. WO2017/025427.

Machin DC, Hamon-Josse M, Bennett T (2019) Fellowship of the
rings: a saga of strigolactones and other small signals. New
Phytol nph.16135. https://doi.org/10.1111/nph.16135

Mangnus EM, Zwanenburg B (1992) Tentative molecular mech-
anism for germination stimulation of Striga and Orobanche
seeds by strigol and its synthetic analogs. J Agric Food Chem
40:1066–1070. https://doi.org/10.1021/jf00018a032

Marzec M (2016) Strigolactones as part of the plant defence
system. Trends Plant Sci 21:900–903

Marzec M, Brewer P (2019) Binding or hydrolysis? How does the
strigolactone receptor work? Trends Plant Sci 24:571–574

Mashiguchi K, Seto Y, Yamaguchi S (2021) Strigolactone bio-
synthesis, transport and perception. Plant J 105:335–350.
https://doi.org/10.1111/tpj.15059

Mori N, Nishiuma K, Sugiyama T et al (2016) Carlactone-type
strigolactones and their synthetic analogues as inducers of
hyphal branching in arbuscular mycorrhizal fungi.
Phytochemistry 130:90–98. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
phytochem.2016.05.012

Mostofa MG, Li W, Nguyen KH et al (2018) Strigolactones in
plant adaptation to abiotic stresses: An emerging avenue of
plant research. Plant Cell Environ 41:2227–2243. https://doi.
org/10.1111/pce.13364

Moturu TR, Thula S, Singh RK et al (2018) Molecular evolution
and diversification of the SMXL gene family. J Exp Bot 69:
2367–2378. https://doi.org/10.1093/jxb/ery097

Nagahashi G, Douds DD Jr, Abney GD (1996) Phosphorus
amendment inhibits hyphal branching of the VAM fungus
Gigaspora margarita directly and indirectly through its effect
on root exudation. Mycorrhiza 6:403–408. https://doi.
org/10.1007/s005720050139

Nagata M, Yamamoto N, Miyamoto T et al (2016) Enhanced
hyphal growth of arbuscular mycorrhizae by root exudates
derived from high R/FR treated Lotus japonicus. Plant Signal
B e h a v 1 1 : 1 1 8 7356 . h t t p s : / / d o i . o r g / 1 0 . 1 08 0
/15592324.2016.1187356

Pandey A, Sharma M, Pandey GK (2016) Emerging roles of
strigolactones in plant responses to stress and development.
Front Plant Sci 7

Pozo MJ, Azcón-Aguilar C (2007) Unraveling mycorrhiza-
induced resistance. Curr Opin Plant Biol 10:393–398

Prandi C, Rosso H, Lace B et al (2013) Strigolactone Analogs as
Molecular Probes in Chasing the (SLs) Receptor/s: Design
and Synthesis of Fluorescent Labeled Molecules. Mol Plant
6:113–127. https://doi.org/10.1093/mp/sss133

Ravazzolo L, Trevisan S, Manoli A et al (2019) The Control of
Zealactone Biosynthesis and Exudation is Involved in the
Response to Nitrogen in Maize Root. Plant Cell Physiol 60:
2100–2112. https://doi.org/10.1093/pcp/pcz108

Rial C, Varela RM, Molinillo JMG et al (2019) A new UHPLC-
MS/MSmethod for the direct determination of strigolactones
in root exudates and extracts. Phytochem Anal 30:110–116.
https://doi.org/10.1002/pca.2796

Rich MK, Nouri E, Courty PE, Reinhardt D (2017) Diet of
arbuscular mycorrhizal fungi: bread and butter? Trends
Plant Sci 22:652–660

SaeedW, Naseem S, Ali Z (2017) Strigolactones biosynthesis and
their role in abiotic stress resilience in plants: a critical re-
view. Front Plant Sci 8

Sanchez E, Artuso E, Lombardi C et al (2018) Structure–activity
relationships of strigolactones via a novel, quantitative in
planta bioassay. J Exp Bot 69:2333–2343. https://doi.
org/10.1093/jxb/ery092

Sasse J, Simon S, Gübeli C et al (2015) Asymmetric localizations
of the ABC transporter PaPDR1 trace paths of directional
strigolactone transport. Curr Biol 25. https://doi.org/10.1016
/j.cub.2015.01.015

Sato D, Awad AA, Takeuchi Y, Yoneyama K (2014) Bioscience,
Biotechnology, and Biochemistry Confirmation and
Quantification of Strigolactones, Germination Stimulants
for Root Parasitic Plants Striga and Orobanche, Produced
by Cotton. https://doi.org/10.1271/bbb.69.98

Scaffidi A, Waters MT, Sun YK et al (2014) Strigolactone hor-
mones and their stereoisomers signal through two related
receptor proteins to induce different physiological responses
in arabidopsis. Plant Physiol 165:1221–1232. https://doi.
org/10.1104/pp.114.240036

Screpanti C, Yoneyama K, Bouwmeester HJ (2016)
Strigolactones and parasitic weed management 50 years after
the discovery of the first natural strigolactone strigol: status
and outlook. Pest Manag Sci 72:2013–2015

Seto Y, Yasui R, Kameoka H et al (2019) Strigolactone perception
and deactivation by a hydrolase receptor DWARF14. Nat
Commun 10. https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-018-08124-7

Shabek N, Ticchiarelli F, Mao H et al (2018) Structural plasticity
of D3–D14 ubiquitin ligase in strigolactone signalling.
Nature 563:652–656. https://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-018-
0743-5

Shiratake K, Notaguchi M, Makino H et al (2019) Petunia
PLEIOTROPIC DRUG RESISTANCE 1 is a strigolactone
short-distance transporter with long-distance outcomes. Plant
Cell Physiol. https://doi.org/10.1093/pcp/pcz081

Song X, Lu Z, Yu H et al (2017) IPA1 functions as a downstream
transcription factor repressed by D53 in strigolactone signal-
ing in rice. Cell Res 27:1128–1141. https://doi.org/10.1038
/cr.2017.102

Sun H, Tao J, Gu P et al (2016) The role of strigolactones in root
development. Plant Signal Behav 11

Takahashi I, Fukui K, Asami T (2016) Chemical modification of a
phenoxyfuranone-type strigolactone mimic for selective ef-
fects on rice tillering or Striga hermonthica seed germination.
Pest Manag Sci 72:2048–2053. https://doi.org/10.1002
/ps.4265

Torres-Vera R, García JM, Pozo MJ, López-Ráez JA (2014) Do
strigolactones contribute to plant defence? Mol Plant Pathol
15:211–216. https://doi.org/10.1111/mpp.12074

Tsuzuki S, Handa Y, Takeda N, Kawaguchi M (2016)
Strigolactone-induced putative secreted protein 1 is required
for the establishment of symbiosis by the arbuscular mycor-
rhizal fungus Rhizophagus irregularis. Mol Plant-Microbe
Interact 29:277–286. https://doi.org/10.1094/MPMI-10-15-
0234-R

Umehara M, Cao M, Akiyama K et al (2015) Structural
Requirements of Strigolactones for Shoot Branching

122 Plant Soil (2021) 465:109–123

https://doi.org/10.1002/ps.4268
https://doi.org/10.1111/nph.16135
https://doi.org/10.1021/jf00018a032
https://doi.org/10.1111/tpj.15059
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.phytochem.2016.05.012
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.phytochem.2016.05.012
https://doi.org/10.1111/pce.13364
https://doi.org/10.1111/pce.13364
https://doi.org/10.1093/jxb/ery097
https://doi.org/10.1007/s005720050139
https://doi.org/10.1007/s005720050139
https://doi.org/10.1080/15592324.2016.1187356
https://doi.org/10.1080/15592324.2016.1187356
https://doi.org/10.1093/mp/sss133
https://doi.org/10.1093/pcp/pcz108
https://doi.org/10.1002/pca.2796
https://doi.org/10.1093/jxb/ery092
https://doi.org/10.1093/jxb/ery092
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cub.2015.01.015
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cub.2015.01.015
https://doi.org/10.1271/bbb.69.98
https://doi.org/10.1104/pp.114.240036
https://doi.org/10.1104/pp.114.240036
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-018-08124-7
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-018-0743-5
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-018-0743-5
https://doi.org/10.1093/pcp/pcz081
https://doi.org/10.1038/cr.2017.102
https://doi.org/10.1038/cr.2017.102
https://doi.org/10.1002/ps.4265
https://doi.org/10.1002/ps.4265
https://doi.org/10.1111/mpp.12074
https://doi.org/10.1094/MPMI-10-15-0234-R
https://doi.org/10.1094/MPMI-10-15-0234-R


Inhibition in Rice and Arabidopsis. Plant Cell Physiol 56:
1059–1072. https://doi.org/10.1093/pcp/pcv028

Uraguchi D, Kuwata K, Hijikata Y, et al. (2018) A femtomolar-
range suicide germination stimulant for the parasitic plant
Striga hermonthica. Science (80-) 362:1301–1305.
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.aau5445

Villedieu-Percheron E, Zurwerra D, Lachia MD, et al. (2013a)
P lan t g rowth regu l a t ing compounds . Pa t . n r .
WO2013171092.

Villedieu-Percheron E, Lachia MD, De Mesmaeker A, et al.
(2013b) Plant growth regulating compounds. Pat. nr.
WO2013174846.

Walker CH, Siu-Ting K, Taylor A et al (2019)
Strigolactone synthesis is ancestral in land plants, but
canonical strigolactone signalling is a flowering plant
innovation. BMC Biol 17:70. https://doi.org/10.1186
/s12915-019-0689-6

Wallner ES, López-Salmerón V, Belevich I et al (2017)
Strigolactone- and Karrikin-Independent SMXL Proteins
Are Central Regulators of Phloem Formation. Curr Biol 27:
1241–1247. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cub.2017.03.014

Waters MT, Gutjahr C, Bennett T, Nelson DC (2017)
Strigolactone signaling and evolution. Annu Rev Plant Biol
68:291–322. https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-arplant-
042916-040925

Xie X (2016) Structural diversity of strigolactones and their dis-
tribution in the plant kingdom. J Pestic Sci 41:175–180.
https://doi.org/10.1584/jpestics.J16-02

Xie X, Kusumoto D, Takeuchi Y et al (2007) 2′-Epi-orobanchol
and solanacol, two unique strigolactones, germination stim-
ulants for root parasitic weeds, produced by tobacco. J Agric
Food Chem 55:8067–8072. https://doi.org/10.1021
/jf0715121

Xie X, Yoneyama K, Kusumoto D et al (2008) Isolation and
identification of alectrol as (+)-orobanchyl acetate, a germi-
nation stimulant for root parasitic plants. Phytochemistry 69:
427–431. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.phytochem.2007.07.017

Xie X, Wang G, Yang L et al (2015) Cloning and characterization
of a novel Nicotiana tabacum ABC transporter involved in
shoot branching. Physiol Plant 153:299–306. https://doi.
org/10.1111/ppl.12267

Yoneyama K, Xie X, Il KH et al (2012) How do nitrogen and
phosphorus deficiencies affect strigolactone production and
exudation? Planta 235:1197–1207. https://doi.org/10.1007
/s00425-011-1568-8

Yoneyama K, Xie X, Kisugi T et al (2011) Characterization of
strigolactones exuded by Asteraceae plants. Plant Growth
Regul 65:495–504. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10725-011-
9620-z

Yoneyama K, Xie X, Yoneyama K et al (2019) Regulation of
biosynthesis, perception, and functions of strigolactones for
promoting arbuscular mycorrhizal symbiosis and managing
root parasitic weeds. Pest Manag Sci ps:5401. https://doi.
org/10.1002/ps.5401

Yoneyama K, Xie X, Yoneyama K, Takeuchi Y (2009)
Strigolactones: structures and biological activities. Pest
Manag Sci 65:467–470. https://doi.org/10.1002/ps.1726

Yoshimura M, Dieckmann M, Dakas P et al (2020) Total
Synthesis and Biological Evaluation of Zealactone 1a/b.
He lv Chim Acta 103 . h t tps : / /do i .o rg /10 .1002
/hlca.202000017

Yoshimura M, Fonné-Pfister R, Screpanti C et al (2019) Total
synthesis and biological evaluation of heliolactone. Helv
Chim Acta 102. https://doi.org/10.1002/hlca.201900211

Zhang Y, Cheng X, Wang Y et al (2018) The tomato MAX1
homolog, SlMAX1, is involved in the biosynthesis of tomato
strigolactones from carlactone. New Phytol 219:297–309.
https://doi.org/10.1111/nph.15131

Zhang Y, van Dijk ADJ, Scaffidi A et al (2014) Rice cytochrome
P450 MAX1 homologs catalyze distinct steps in
strigolactone biosynthesis. Nat Chem Biol 10:1028–1033.
https://doi.org/10.1038/nchembio.1660

Zwanenburg B, Ćavar Zeljković S, Pospíšil T (2016) Synthesis of
strigolactones, a strategic account. Pest Manag Sci 72:15–29.
https://doi.org/10.1002/ps.4105

Zwanenburg B, Pospíšil T (2013) Structure and activity of
strigolactones: new plant hormones with a rich future. Mol
Plant 6:38–62

Publisher’s note Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to
jurisdictional claims in published maps and institutional
affiliations.

123Plant Soil (2021) 465:109–123

https://doi.org/10.1093/pcp/pcv028
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.aau5445
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12915-019-0689-6
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12915-019-0689-6
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cub.2017.03.014
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-arplant-042916-040925
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-arplant-042916-040925
https://doi.org/10.1584/jpestics.J16-02
https://doi.org/10.1021/jf0715121
https://doi.org/10.1021/jf0715121
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.phytochem.2007.07.017
https://doi.org/10.1111/ppl.12267
https://doi.org/10.1111/ppl.12267
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00425-011-1568-8
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00425-011-1568-8
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10725-011-9620-z
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10725-011-9620-z
https://doi.org/10.1002/ps.5401
https://doi.org/10.1002/ps.5401
https://doi.org/10.1002/ps.1726
https://doi.org/10.1002/hlca.202000017
https://doi.org/10.1002/hlca.202000017
https://doi.org/10.1002/hlca.201900211
https://doi.org/10.1111/nph.15131
https://doi.org/10.1038/nchembio.1660
https://doi.org/10.1002/ps.4105

	Efficiency and bioavailability of new synthetic strigolactone mimics with potential for sustainable agronomical applications
	Abstract
	Abstract
	Abstract
	Abstract
	Abstract
	Introduction
	Materials and methods
	Plant material
	AMF material
	Chemical synthesis of GR-24 and SL mimics
	Toxicity bioassay
	Statistical analyses

	Results
	AMF branching bioassays

	Discussion
	Conclusion
	References


