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Abstract: Small RNAs represent a class of small but powerful agents that regulate development and
abiotic and biotic stress responses during plant adaptation to a constantly challenging environment.
Previous findings have revealed the important roles of small RNAs in diverse cellular processes.
The recent discovery of bidirectional trafficking of small RNAs between different kingdoms has raised
many interesting questions. The subsequent demonstration of exosome-mediated small RNA export
provided a possible tool for further investigating how plants use small RNAs as a weapon during the
arms race between plant hosts and pathogens. This review will focus on discussing the roles of small
RNAs in plant immunity in terms of three aspects: the biogenesis of extracellular small RNAs and
the transportation and trafficking small RNA-mediated gene silencing in pathogens.
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1. Introduction

Small RNAs (sRNAs) in plants with different lengths (21-24 nucleotide, nt) can be divided into two
major groups: microRNAs (miRNAs) and small interfering RNAs (siRNAs), which are processed from
a single-stranded hairpin RNA precursor or double-stranded RNA (dsRNA), respectively [1-3]. Since
the discovery that dsRNA can trigger gene silencing in Caenorhabditis elegans [4], SRNA has become
commonly recognized as an important signaling molecule in the regulation of plant development and
abiotic and biotic stress responses through transcriptional gene silencing (TGS) or posttranscriptional
gene silencing (PTGS) [5-7]. The machinery for RNA silencing (also known as RNA interference,
RNAI) in plants consists of three core components: RNA-dependent RNA polymerases (RDRs),
which are responsible for catalyzing the biosynthesis of dsSRNAs from a single-strand RNA (ssRNA)
template; DICER-LIKE (DCL) proteins, which cleave dsRNA or single-stranded hairpin RNA into
sRNAs; and Argonaute (AGO) proteins, which are guided by sRNAs and bind to target mRNAs in a
sequence-complementary manner, leading to mRNA cleavage or translation inhibition [8-11].

To survive and propagate in a challenging environment, plants have to cope with different kinds
of pathogens, such as bacteria, fungi, viruses, and parasites. The pathogen-associated molecular
pattern (PAMP)-induced basal resistance response in plants is referred to as pattern-triggered immunity
(PTI) [12]. Plant intracellular nucleotide-binding/leucine-rich-repeat (NLR) receptors and the resistance
protein (R protein) can detect pathogen effectors and induce a robust resistance response known
as effector-triggered immunity (ETI) [13-16]. Effectors are small cysteine-rich proteins with signal
peptides that are secreted by pathogens during host colonization to modulate host defense responses,
thereby establishing host colonization [17]. The arms race between the host and pathogen is fierce
because of the rapid evolution of effectors and R protein-encoding genes in different pathogen and
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host species [16]. Flor’s gene-for-gene theory indicates that a certain effector (such as a small secreted
cysteine peptide or avirulence protein)-encoding gene recognized by the host R protein-encoding gene
triggers ETI, which explains why only certain host species with R genes show resistance to certain
pathogen races with effector-encoding genes [18].

Additionally, different sSRNAs play essential roles in plant immunity during the perception
of invasion by different biotrophic or necrotrophic pathogens. The DCL-dependent production of
virus-derived siRNAs (vsiRNAs) and amplification of secondary vsiRNAs by RDRs are important
during plant-virus interactions [19]. miRNA-mediated secondary siRNA production is also crucial for
plant anti-viral immunity through R gene homeostasis [20]. In addition, the plant RNA-directed DNA
methylation (RdADM) pathway, which establishes DNA cytosine CHH (where H is any nucleotide but
G) methylation at 21-nt- and 24-nt long noncoding RNA targeting sites, is also involved in conferring
plant resistance to DNA viruses [19]. The plant anti-bacterial defense conferred by siRINAs is largely
dependent upon differences in the perception of bacterial effectors [21]. In addition, different siRNAs
are induced by different effectors, even within the same bacterial species [21]. Several miRNAs are also
upregulated after plants are infected by fungi such as Verticillium dahlia (a vascular invasive fungus) or
Botrytis cinerea (causing agent of Gray mold) [22,23]. Partial target genes of these miRNAs have been
identified to be essential for plant immunity [22,23].

In addition to the role of innate SRNA synthesis in conferring plant immunity, the mechanism of
cross-kingdom RNAI has been identified in plant-pathogen interactions [24,25]. Recently, increasing
evidence has indicated that sRNAs are capable of functioning as trafficking effectors during
plant-pathogen interaction [26,27]. However, many scientific questions underlying this mechanism
remain to be elucidated. How is sSRNA biogenesis initiated when a plant confronts pathogens? How
does a plant transport these SRNAs to pathogen tissues? How do the plant SRNAs function in pathogen
cells? These questions will be further discussed in this review.

2. Biosynthesis of sSRNA Induced by Pathogen Invasion

2.1. sSRNAs in Plant-Virus Interaction

Virus-induced gene silencing (VIGS) is a common phenomenon during plant interactions with
DNA or RNA viruses [28,29]. DCL-dependent production of virus-derived siRNAs is a marker of
RNA-based immunity during plant-virus interactions (Figure 1) [30]. In Arabidopsis, 4 DCL proteins
function differently in plant anti-RNA virus versus anti-DNA virus immunity. Among them, DCL2
and DCL4, the two major DCLs in defense against RNA viruses, function hierarchically in antiviral
immunity [28,29]. In insects or fungi, only specific DCL proteins confer anti-viral activity [19].
The Arabidopsis dcl2/dcl4 double mutant (resulting in the disappearance of 21/22 nt vsiRNAs) shows
greater virus accumulation compared to wild-type plants [31]. DCL4-dependent secondary 21 nt
vsiRNAs, rather than DCL2-dependent 22 nt vsiRNNAs, seem to be more effective in plant anti-viral
immunity during turnip crinkle virus (TCV) or cucumber mosaic virus (CMV) infection [32,33].
For DNA viruses (geminiviruses or pararetroviruses), 24 nt vsiRNAs enhance plant resistance through
targeting the viral genome for DNA methylation modification, leading to TGS of viral genes [34,35].
This TGS regulation is carried out by the DCL3-dependent 24 nt siRNA-AGO4 complex [known as
the RNA-directed DNA methylation (RADM) machinery]. Loss of function of DCL3, AGO4 and
double-stranded RNA binding protein 3 (DRB3) results in a significant increase in nuclear geminivirus
minichromosome accumulation [34,36].
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Despite primary vsiRNA synthesis, the amplification of secondary vsiRNAs by RDRs is also
crucial for plant anti-viral immunity (Figure 1). There are 6 RDRs (RDR1~6) in Arabidopsis. RDR1,
RDR?2 and RDR6 play major roles in counteracting RNA viruses [37]. The RDR6-DCL4-DCL1 module
is responsible for the biogenesis of transacting siRNAs (tasiRNAs) and natural antisense siRNAs
(nat-siRNAs), which function similarly to miRNAs [38]. Systemic RNA silencing in Arabidopsis requires
RDR1 and RDR6 for the amplification of CMV-derived sRNAs. CMV utilizes 2b proteins [viral
suppressors of RNA silencing (VSR)] to suppress the slicer activity of plant AGO1 or AGO4 and
RDR6-dependent RNA silencing [39]. A mutant form of CMV that does not express 2b proteins
is nonpathogenic in wild-type and single-RDR-knockout Arabidopsis plants, but becomes highly
virulent in rdr1/6 double-knockout plants and rdr1/2/6 triple-knockout plants [37]. Recently, two
aminophospholipid-transporting ATPases 1 (ALA1 and ALA2) were identified through forward
genetic screening of 2b-lacking CMV infection-sensitive mutants. ALA1 and ALA2 work together to
enhance the RDR1 and RDR6-dependent synthesis of secondary vsiRNAs [40]. In addition, viruses can
induce plant RDR1 transcription, which is essential for the plant antiviral RNA silencing pathway [41].
Rice stripe virus (RSV) induces miR444 accumulation in rice to target three MADS genes that play
repressive roles in RDRI transcription [42]. Compared to RNA viruses, RDR3, RDR4 and RDR5 might
be responsible for the secondary vsiRNA synthesis of DNA viruses [35], as the rdr1/rdr2/rdr6 triple
mutant shows the same level of geminivirus accumulation as the wild-type [35]. Therefore, DCL
protein-dependent vsiRNA and RDR-dependent secondary vsiRNA biogenesis in plants is highly
flexible when a plant confronts different kinds of viruses.

RNA silencing-based immunity also exhibits cross-talk with R protein-mediated innate immunity
during ETI [20]. In various plant species, R genes encoding NBS-LRR proteins (divided in two clusters
of proteins, with a coiled-coil domain or TIR domain) that have been associated with ETI exhibit varying
numbers [16]. Although R proteins confer robust resistance in contributing to the plant anti-pathogen
interaction, unmanaged accumulation of R proteins results in autoimmunity, which inhibits plant
growth and seriously negatively impacts agricultural production. It has been reported that several
miRNAs directly target R genes for PTGS silencing [43-45]. Moreover, some R gene-targeting miRNAs
are capable of inducing the production of RDR6-DCL3-dependent phased siRNAs (phasiRNAs) at
cleaved R gene sites, resulting in trans-acting silencing (Figure 1). miR6019-miR6020-DCL4 mediated
phasiRNA synthesis through the cleavage of N transcripts (encoding R proteins) in the absence of TMV
infection is a fine-tuning process, showing how plants use miRNAs as a master regulator to achieve
normal growth. Upon TMYV infection, these two miRNAs were significantly decreased, increasing N
protein-dependent immunity against TMV [43]. A subsequent study showed that the inverse relation
between N transcript levels and miR6019/miR6020 levels dynamically changes during plant growth.
Thus, in natural conditions, older tobacco plants show improved resistance against TMV infection
compared to younger ones [45]. Interestingly, a recent study even showed that another R gene-encoding
protein, SNC1, can translocate to the nucleus and repress the transcription of miRNA and phasiRNA
loci, probably through the transcriptional corepressor TPR1. This repression indicated a potential
SNC1-miRNA-phasiRNA module that reinforces plant immune responses upon virus infection [44].
Thus, miRNA-R gene-phasiRNAs is an important module for plant immunity against virus infection,
but more effort should be focused on determining the conservation of this module upon infection by
different virus species.
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Figure 1. RNA silencing-based immunity and its cross-talk with R gene-mediated immunity. Left panel:
RNA silencing-based immunity. Replication of viral RNA triggers the synthesis of dsRNAs, which
are then processed by Dicer RNase into 21-24 nt siRNAs. Some 21-22 nt vsiRNAs are loaded onto
Argonaute-RNA-induced silencing complex (AGO-RISC) complex (such as AGOL1 in Arabidopsis) to
mediate sequence-specific degradation of viral RNAs (PTGS). Virus-induced gene silencing (VIGS) can
be amplified by RDR-dependent formation of dsRNA from the cleaved target mRNA. 24 nt vsiRNAs
are loaded onto AGO-RdADM silencing complex to target viral DNA for DNA methylation modification,
thereby leading to silencing of viral genes at TGS level. Some pathogens are capable of interfering with
miRNA biogenesis to facilitate infection. Right panel: In plants, miRNA is firstly transcribed from
MIRNA gene by pol II and processed into pre-miRNA, the stem loop precursor, and then processed
into miRNA/miRNA* duplex by DCL1. Mature miRNA is loaded into AGO-RISC complex to trigger
degradation of R gene mRNA, leading to attenuated expression of R protein. Some R gene-targeting
miRNAs is capable of triggering the production of RDR6 and DCL3-dependent phased secondary
siRNA (phasiRNAs) from the cleavage site of R gene mRNA. The R gene-derived phasiRNA can
induce trans-acting silencing of R gene or other target genes (such as growth-related gene). In addition,
perception of pathogen infection will activate the expression of R genes, and R protein can also exert a
negative regulation on the expression of MIRNA gene.

2.2. sSRNAs in Plant-Bacteria Interaction

Recent reports have revealed that several specific miRNAs or siRNAs can be induced in plants
during bacterial infection upon the perception of PAMPs or effectors [46,47]. For example, miR393 was
significantly induced by flg22 in Arabidopsis, thereby increasing the silencing of auxin signaling receptor
target genes and the host PTI response [48]. Deep sequencing data for AGO1-bound sRNAs induced
by flg22 treatment indicated that upregulated miRNAs positively regulate plant immunity through
the silencing of auxin receptor genes. Whether other PAMPs can trigger plant miRNA or siRNA
accumulation is unknown. In another report, miR393b* induced by Pseudomonas syringae carrying
the effector avrRpt2 conferred increased exocytosis of antimicrobial pathogenesis-related protein 1
(PR1) through AGO2-mediated silencing of the MEMB12 gene [49]. Similarly, the endogenous phased,
secondary siRNA (phasiRNA) nat-siRNAATGB2, which is DCL1 but not DCL4 dependent and can
confer robust anti-bacterial resistance in plants, is significantly induced in Arabidopsis by avrRpt2 [50].
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Interestingly, the effector avrRpt2, but not avrRpml or avrRps4, can induce 3040 nt-long siRNAs
(IsiRNAs) that are capable of silencing the resistance-related gene AtRAP [51]. Considering that the
divergence of virulent or avirulent bacterial strains mainly depends on gain or loss of effectors [52], we
assume that bacterially induced siRNA synthesis in plants is closely related to these different effectors.

2.3. sSRNAs in Plant-Fungi and Plant-Oomycetes Interaction

Studies addressing SRNA synthesis induced by fungi or oomycetes were once rare because the
contribution of these sSRNAs to plant immunity was debated until recent years.

Efforts to identify the RNA silencing suppressor activity of Phytophthora (an important model
oomyecete) effectors showed that two effectors, Phytophthora Suppressor of RNA Silencing 1 (PSR1) and
PSR2, can suppress transgene-mediated GFP silencing in GFP-transgenic N. benthamiana by inhibiting
the biogenesis of plant sSRNAs [53]. Functional analysis of PSR1 indicated that its binding to the RNA
helicase PSR1-Interacting Protein 1 (PINP1) impairs the biogenesis of both miRNA and siRNA, possibly
through disassembly of dicing complexes (PSR1) [54]. A recent study demonstrated that miR161 (but
not miR173)-mediated phasiRNA synthesis is crucial for Arabidopsis immunity upon Phytophthora
invasion (42). However, this defense can be suppressed by the presence of PSR2, which has been
shown to exhibit silencing suppressor activity through its interaction with the host DRB4 protein [55].
However, this mechanism is strain dependent, as no similar phenomenon has been observed in other
Phytophthora strains (lacking the PSR2-encoding gene) with different host preferences [56].

Verticillium dahline is a vascular invasive fungus [57]. A recent study indicated that the expression of
4 miRNAs was remarkably increased in Arabidopsis post-Verticillium dahliae infection. These 4 miRNAs
target ARF10, NAC1, PHV and ARF6, in Arabidopsis [23]. Interestingly, this finding was similar to the
interaction of Arabidopsis with Pseudomonas syringae infection, in which auxin signaling is involved
(32). sRNA sequencing data from tomato plants infected by Botrytis cinerea (causal agent of gray
mold) showed that induced phasiRNAs were most abundant; however, the biological functions of
their corresponding target genes are still elusive [22]. Similarly, the accumulation of 51 miRNAs
was upregulated in oilseed rape upon infection by Sclerotinia sclerotiorum (causing Sclerotinia stem
rot). However, the functions of the target genes of these miRNAs are unknown [58]. In these cases,
which effectors or PAMPs are responsible for the induction of sSRNA biogenesis in plant is still elusive.
Whether plants counteract the silencing suppressor activity of fungi or oomyecete effectors is also not
clear. These cases indicate that SRNAs are involved in modulating plant immunity against oomycetes
and fungi, but more attention should be given to signal transduction in SRNA biosynthesis and the
biological function of sSRNAs targeting genes.

3. The Transportation of Trafficking sSRNAs in Plants

In transgenic plants carrying hairpin RNAi constructs that target virulence-related genes of
nematodes, fungi and parasitic plants, siRNAs are induced and enter pathogen cells to cause gene
silencing. This silencing phenomenon is known as host-induced gene silencing (HIGS), which has
been proven to be an ideal crop protection method for various pathogens [25,59-64]. For example,
overexpression of siRNAs targeting the nematode virulence gene 16D10 in Arabidopsis can attenuate
the invasion of nematodes [59]. Similarly, overexpression of siRNAs targeting the Blumeria graminis
development gene 1,3-f5-glucanosyltransferase (GTF1) or the effector-encoding genes Avral0 and Avrkl in
Arabidopsis can suppress the virulence of fungi [60]. Arabidopsis plants overexpressing siRNAs targeting
Botrytis cinerea DCL1/2 genes also display improved resistance [25]. In this case, BcDCL1/2-derived
siRNAs translocated from host plants are detected in Botrytis cinerea cells. Similarly, overexpression
of artificial SRNAs targeting the dodder SHOOT MERISTEMLESS-Like (STM) gene, which promotes
cytokinin biosynthesis in the shoot apical meristem, can significantly attenuate the growth of dodder
and improve host resistance in tobacco [61].

Interestingly, studies on the plant-Verticillium, plant-Botrytis (through extracellular vesicles
mediated sRNAs transportation, we will discuss this phenomenon later) or Cuscuta pentagona/Cuscuta
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campestris (also known as dodder) interaction have indicated that natural HIGS is a plant native
defense mechanism [65-67]. Through deep sequencing of total SRNAs from Verticillium hyphae
recovered from infected cotton plants, Zhang et al. identified two cotton sSRNAs, miR166 and miR159,
that translocate into Verticillium cells. MiR166 and miR159 are specifically induced in cotton by
Verticillium invasion, and translocated miR166 and miR159 can silence the virulence-related genes
Ca’*-dependent cysteine protease (Clp-1) and isotrichodermin C-15 hydroxylase (HiC-15), respectively,
to improve cotton resistance [65]. Surprisingly, MiR166 and miR159 can still be detected in mycelia after
20 d of culture, which indicates possible amplification of plant SRNAs in fungi. Arabidopsis-Cuscuta
pentagona or Cuscuta campestris (also known as dodder) is a representative model for plant—parasite
interactions. A recent report indicated that several 22 nt miRNAs from dodder were translocated in
Arabidopsis and tobacco tissues to mediate defense-related mRNA degradation in host plants [67].

Other evidence has also suggested that fungal siRNAs targeting plant resistance-related genes
can translocate into plant cells and attenuate plant immunity [24]. This phenomenon is known as
pathogen-induced gene silencing (PIGS), which has been discovered in several cases of plant-pathogen
interactions. For example, BcsiR3.1, BesiR3.2 and BesiR5 can translocate into Arabidopsis cells and
silence the immunity-related genes AtPRXIIF, AtMPK1/AtMPK2 and AtWAK, respectively, through
a mechanism involving plant AGO1 [24]. Interestingly, BcsiR37, which silences eight Arabidopsis
immunity-related genes, can be translocated into plant cells and cause plants to be susceptible to
fungal infection [68]. Similarly, Puccinia striiformis microRNA-like RNA 1 (Pst-milR1) targeting wheat
(Triticum aestivum) immunity-related gene pathogenesis-related 2 (PR2) for full virulence is also mobile
during fungal infection [69].

According to the above evidence related to HIGS, in natural HIGS and PIGS events, the mechanism
of cross-kingdom RNAI is bidirectional during plant—fungus interaction [25] (Table 1). Despite these
highly intriguing findings, the transportation mechanism of mobile sSRNAs from plant to pathogen is
still elusive.

Table 1. Cross-kingdom trafficking sSRNAs in plant-pathogen interaction.

sRNAs Origination Interaction Target Genes Reference
siR1310 Arabidopsis Arabidopsis-Phytophthora fungal virulence gene [55]
miR166 Gossypium Gossypium-Verticillium fungal virulence gene [65]
miR159 Gossypium Gossypium-Verticillium fungal virulence gene [65]
TAS1c-siR483 Arabidopsis Arabidopsis-Botrytis fungal virulence gene [66]
TAS2-siR453 Arabidopsis Arabidopsis-Botrytis fungal virulence gene [66]
IGN-siR1 Arabidopsis Arabidopsis-Botrytis Unknown [66]
BesiR3.1 Botrytis Arabidopsis-Botrytis host PRXIIF gene [24]
BcsiR3.2 Botrytis Arabidopsis-Botrytis host MPK1/MPK?2 genes [24]
BcesiR5 Botrytis Arabidopsis-Botrytis host WAK gene [24]
BcsiR37 Botrytis Arabidopsis-Botrytis Eight host genes [68]
Pst-milR1 Puccinia Triticum-Puccinia PR2 gene [69]
miR12495 Cuscuta Arabidopsis-Cuscuta host BIK1 gene [67]
miR12497a Cuscuta Arabidopsis-Cuscuta host TIR1/AFB2/AFB3 genes [67]
miR12463b Cuscuta Arabidopsis-Cuscuta host BIK1 gene [67]
miR12480 Cuscuta Arabidopsis-Cuscuta host SEOR1 gene [67]

3.1. sSRNA Transportation within Plants

The vascular system consisting of xylem and phloem is an essential and conserved structure in
land plant species. Phloem contains three components: sieve elements [including plasmodesmata
(PD) and callose], parenchyma cells and supportive cells [70]. Phloem is crucial for transporting
small molecules (including water, ions or phytohormones) and large molecules (including mRNAs,
sRNA and proteins) [71]. PD is the communicating channel for large molecule transportation between
neighboring cells [72], which is well studied as a key component of mRNA transportation [73-77].

The translocation of SRNAs within plant tissues has long been viewed as a systemic signal. When
tobacco leaves harboring a GFP transgene are infiltrated with Agrobacterium tumefaciens carrying a GFP
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reporter gene, GFP silencing can be observed in newly formed upper leaves [78]. This phenomenon
indicated that siRNA may be transported through phloem. Later, PTGS mutation analysis showed
that SDE1 (now known as RDR6) is responsible for transgene-mediated PTGS, but not virus-mediated
PTGS [79]. The use of artificial siRNAs (based on SUC2-SULi and SUC2-PDSi constructs) targeting the
SULPHUR (SUL) and PHYTOENE DESATURASE (PDS) genes in plants showed that these siRNAs
can spread from companion cells to mesophyll cells and silence SUL and PDS gene expression [80].
The silencing of these genes relies on RDR6 and SDE3 (a putative RNA helicase) [81]. Moreover,
the microRNA and heterochromatic silencing-related components RDR2 and NRPD1 (the largest
subunit of plant-specific DNA-dependent RNA polymerase 1V) were also found to be responsible
for the intercellular transmission of RNA silencing in plant [82]. Thus, plant sSRNAs are transported
through phloem with the cooperation of the RNAi machinery.

With the exception of mobile siRNAs, few miRNAs have been reported to be translocated through
phloem to regulate plant biological processes. Under phosphate (Pi) starvation, miR399 is induced and
transported from shoots to roots through phloem to degrade the PHO?2 transcript, which encodes a
critical component for the maintenance of Pi homeostasis, demonstrating that mobile miRNA is involved
in the systemic control of detailed biological processes [83]. During legume-rhizobial interaction,
tight control of symbiosis is required to balance plant growth and nodule numbers. Such regulation
is achieved through shoot-to-root translocation of miR2111, which targets the symbiosis suppressor
gene TOO MUCH LOVE (TML) for degradation to promote nodule formation [84]. Similarly, miR395
is translocated through phloem from shoots to roots and silences the ATP sulfurylase 4 (APS4) gene,
which is required for the maintenance of sulfate homeostasis, in Brassica napus roots under nutrient
deficiency [85].

Plant mRNA transportation depends on assistance from RNA binding proteins (RBPs) in phloem,
but not in a manner that involves passive diffusion [86]. Additionally, RBPs might protect mRNA
from degradation during long-distance transportation within plant phloem [87]. Biochemical analysis
of pumpkin phloem sap led to the characterization of C. maxima Phloem SMALL RNA BINDING
PROTEIN1 (CmPSRP1) which is the only known RBP for sRNA transportation in plants. However,
there is no ortholog of CmPSRP1 in Arabidopsis. CmPSRP1 binds selectively to 25 nt ssRNA species.
Microinjection studies indicated that PSRP1 mediates the cell-to-cell trafficking of 25 nt ssRNAs through
PD in the phloem [88]. CmPSRP1-sRNPC (an sRNA ribonucleoprotein complex) functions in the
systemic delivery of phloem-mobile SRNAs. This delivery depends on the phosphorylation of PSRP1
by the phloem-localized protein kinase PSRPK1. Dephosphorylation of PSRP1 might contribute to
ssRINA release in target cells [89]. However, whether PSRP1 can transport miRNA or phasiRNA is not
understood. It is also unknown whether any pathogen-induced RBP exists in plants.

Since many components involved in SRNA transportation within plants are also key players
in plant-antiviral immunity, this transportation mechanism could provide guidance in studying the
cross-kingdom transportation of plant sSRNAs.

3.2. Cross-Kingdom Transportation of Plant sSRNAs through Extracellular Vesicles (EVs)

Cell—cell communication in plants or animals allows the coordination of cell functions during
growth and environmental inhabitation (including the response to biotic or abiotic stress) [90].
In mammals, EVs containing mRNA, miRNA, extracellular miRNA, noncoding RNA and DNA that
can be exchanged between cells represent a crucial pathway in growth and stress responses [91].
Mammalian EVs can be classified as exosomes, shedding vesicles or apoptotic bodies. Exosomes
contain proteins that are important for exosome membrane transport and fusion (marker proteins
such as RAB GTPases or annexins), cytoskeletal proteins, adhesion molecules and tetraspanin family
proteins (marker proteins such as CD81, CD82 and CD63) and RAB proteins (marker proteins such as
RAB11, RAB27 and RAB35), which are involved in regulating exosome secretion [90]. Exosomes are
intraluminal vesicles (ILVs) assembled inside multivesicular bodies (MVBs) that are responsible for
releasing exosomes through their fusion with the plasma membrane. The fusion of MVBs with the
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plasma membrane is possibly aided by a complex of SNARE proteins [92]. Exosomes in animals are
released constitutively, however their secretion can be increased in the cellular response to immune
activation [90]. In mammals, immune synapses formed at the T cell-antigen presenting cell (APC)
interface are important in T cell activation and the delivery of effector molecules such as cytokines
and lytic granules [90]. A recent study showed that the exosomes of T, B and dendritic immune cells
contain miRNAs that are exchanged during cognate immune interactions in synapse formation. When
these miRNAs are transferred to recipient cells, they can modulate gene expression, which supports a
mechanism of cell-cell communication involving the intercellular transfer of miRNAs by exosomes
during immune synapsis [93].

In plant systems, EVs comprise two major classes: microvesicles and exosomes (with markers such
as tetraspanin 8/9, TET8/9, and PENETRATION 1, PEN1), based on their diameter [94]. Plant exosome
release also relies on MVBs (with markers such as Rab5-like GTPase, ARA6), which should properly
fuse with the cell membrane [95-97]. Because of the requirement of host tissue colonization, a parasitic
plant haustorium structure is often formed adjacent to the host phloem system. Thus, the EV-mediated
immune response might occur within such an area [98,99]. Recently, by combining transmission electron
microscopy (TEM) tomography and three-dimensional (3D) reconstruction technologies, researchers
identified a structure between plant and fungal cells known as the peri-arbuscular space. The plasma
membrane of this space is surrounded by MVBs [100,101], which implies the possible release of EVs
within this space. Arabidopsis-Blumeria graminis f.sp. hordei (Bgh) (a powdery mildew fungus) is an
ideal model system for nonhost or host interaction studies. This system showed that constitutive
formation of papilla and encasement results in changes in host and nonhost interactions [102]. Reverse
genetic screening of this model system identified three genes, PEN1, PEN2 and PENS3, as key players in
mediating plant innate immunity against Bgh through an exocytic pathway [102-104]. Loss function
of PEN2 and PEN3 can cause host invasion of Bgh (a shift from nonhost to host interaction) through
defects in the host transcytosis of glucosinolate derivatives (a toxin compound involved in pathogen
growth). Loss of function of PEN1 can cause host invasion of Bgh through defect in exosome release.

Studies concerning improving the isolation method for plant EVs successfully demonstrated that
proteins and sRNAs inside EVs are required for pathogen resistance (Figure 2) [105,106]. For example,
experiments involving EVs from sunflower seedlings showed that the proteins inside EVs can be
absorbed by fungi and inhibit fungal growth [106]. In the Arabidopsis-Phytophthora pathosystem
mentioned previously, researchers have also detected phasiRNAs derived from the EVs of infected
Arabidopsis leaves. These phasiRNAs can target Phytophthora virulence-related genes and result in
attenuated invasion (Figure 2) [55]. In the Arabidopsis-Botrytis cinerea pathosystem, tasiRNAs and
heterochromatic siRNAs are transported into fungi by EVs, which results in improved plant resistance.
In this case, it has been shown that the transportation of these mobile SRNAs in exosomes does not
occur through concentration-dependent diffusion but possibly takes place through a selective process.
sRNA profiling of the total RNAs of Arabidopsis leaves and EVs showed a clear selection bias in
transferred sSRNAs in EVs. Only 3 siRNAs (TAS1c-siR483, TAS2-siR453 and IGN-siR1) were proven
to be absorbed and to function in fungal cells (Figure 2) [66]. In mammals, this phenomenon is also
similar to exosome-derived-sRNA sequencing results indicating that certain miRNA populations are
selectively assembled into exosomes [93]. However, the selection criteria are not clear. Some mobile
mRNAs have been found to harbor a tRNA-like sequence (TLS) originating from TMV or BMV [107].
Deletion of the TLS sabotages the mobility of these mRNAs but not their transcription [108]. Whether
a TLS is present in the precursor of plant mobile SRNAs is unknown.

However, how EVs establish connections with fungus or parasite cells and how sRNAs are
transported into fungal cells remains to be elucidated. EVs might be responsible for systemic RNA
transportation in animals [109], and we speculate that this is also true in plants. Additionally, whether
a pathogen might hijack plant EVs to achieve successful infection is also unknown. Moreover, the poor
understanding of plant EVs means that it is unknown how EVs can travel across the cell plasma
membrane and cell wall. The answer might be found in a future study concerning the biogenesis
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of MVBs, as Cai et al. showed the partial colocalization of an MVB marker (ARA6) and exosome
marker (TETS8) [66]. In brief, EVs have been shown to be involved in the modulation of plant immunity,
but how EV biogenesis and release contribute to cross-kingdom RNA silencing during pathogen
invasion needs to be illustrated in the future studies.

4. Plant Mobile sSRNA-Mediated Gene Silencing in Pathogens

4.1. The Working Mechanism of Plant sSRNA in Fungi

The plant-fungus interaction is an ideal system for dissecting the molecular mechanism of plant
mobile sSRNA-mediated gene silencing in pathogen cells (Figure 2). Unlike the situation in plants and
animals, RNAi in fungi is well studied not only in fission yeast and Neurospora crassa (N. crassa) but not
also in invasive plant fungi such as Magnaporthe oryzae (M. oryzae), Botrytis and Fusarium graminearum
(F. graminearum). RNAI is achieved mainly through two pathways known as quelling (repetitive
transgene-induced gene silencing) and meiotic silencing (unpaired DNA induced-gene silencing)
in N. crassa [110]. Genetic studies of the key components in these two pathways demonstrated
similar working mechanisms despite the difference in the initiation of dsRNA precursors [110].
This rule has also been found to apply in limited RNAi studies in other plant-invasive fungi such as
Aspergillus nidulans, Cryphonectria parasitica and M. oryzae [110]. Plant mobile SRNA might use the
RNAi machinery of fungi or other pathogens to silence virulence-related genes; however, the answers
to questions concerning the functional molecular form of plant mobile sSRNA in fungal cells and the
existence of a plant mobile SRNA-fungus AGO complex are far from clear.

To date, no evidence has revealed the determinate molecular form of mobile sSRNA (long dsRNA
or ssRNA) within plant or fungal cells. The molecular form of plant endogenous sRNAs derived
from heterochromatin regions or TAS mRNA precursors transported by EVs is also elusive. In plant
grafting assay, even long dsRNA precursors in roots can be transported and mediate RNA silencing in
ectopic shoots, and NRPD1a, RDR2 and DCLS3 are required in this process [111]. In vitro synthesis
of YFP fluorescein-labeled RN As absorbed by Botrytis cells indicated that both SRNA duplexes and
long double-stranded RNAs are capable of triggering DCL1 and DCL2 silencing [25]. The possibility
that fungal DCLs might process plant mobile sSRNA into a functional molecular form has only been
confirmed in the barley-F. graminearum interaction. DCL1 is not required for successful barley leaf
infection by F. graminearum, but it is crucial for fungal gene silencing mediated by artificial dSRNA
absorption. The SRNA sequencing of dcll and wild-type strains grown in axenic medium with artificial
dsRNA further showed abundance of sSRNAs derived from artificial dsRNAs only in the wild-type
strain and not in the dcl1 strain [112].

When plant mobile sSRNAs are translocated into fungus cells, it is important to understand whether
these sSRNAs are directly loaded into fungus AGO to form a silencing complex. Thus, it is important to
understand the characteristics of functional SRNAs (length and 5" terminal nucleotide bias) in fungal
AGO proteins. The systemic analysis of MoAGO1-3 showed that all three AGO proteins are not required
for the appropriate growth rate, germination, appressorium formation and infectivity. However, AGO1
and AGO3 are indispensable in gene silencing and resistance to mycoviruses. The sSRNAs of the three
AGO proteins sequenced via AGO-IP assays are typically 19-20 nt with a 5’-U bias, similar to the AGO1
protein in Arabidopsis [113]. It is possible that plant mobile SRNAs processed by the fungal DCL protein
with a 5’-U bias could be loaded into a fungal AGO protein for gene silencing. However, there is little
evidence supporting this hypothesis thus far. The analysis of SRNA abundance derived from artificial
dsRNAs in fungi will be a good first step in a future study.

Taken together, the functional molecular form of plant mobile sSRNAs in fungal cells and the
existence of plant mobile sSRNA-fungus AGO complexes are important hints for elucidating the
functional mechanism of plant sSRNAs in fungi. To reveal the detailed mechanism underlying
trafficking SRNA-mediated cross-kingdom silencing, an ideal genetic screening system is desperately
needed for studies on plant-pathogen interactions.
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4.2. Application of Trafficking SRNAs in Improving Plant Resistance

Two widely accepted goals in anti-pathogen crop breeding are to reduce insecticide or germicide use
and achieve broader-spectrum pathogen resistance. The arms race between plants and pathogens allows
rapid evolution of pathogen virulence, which usually causes substantial economic loss worldwide.
Recently, the application of the spray-induced gene silencing (SIGS) approach (spraying with artificial
dsRNAs targeting pathogen virulence-related genes) to control fungi and pest populations in plants
was introduced. SIGS is different from HIGS because no transgenic methods are required for SIGS.
Despite the higher cost of dsRNA synthesis and the shorter effective period, SIGS shows that the future
use of siRNA as a biopesticide is promising compared to the long period required for anti-pathogen crop
breeding to achieve stable transgenic lines [114]. However, the quantity of sSRNAs that is sufficient for
triggering gene silencing in fungi is not clear. One study indicated that spraying only 20 nug of synthetic
sRNAs (including dsRNA and siRNA) on the surface of an individual plant could inhibit the invasion
and growth of Botrytis [25]. Spraying one barley leaf (Iocal) with 10 pg of artificial dSRNA targeting
three F. graminearum cytochrome P450 lanosterol C-14-demethylases (required for the biosynthesis
of fungal ergosterol) inhibits fungal growth in both directly sprayed (local) and nonsprayed (distal)
leaves [112]. However, whether these quantities are also effective in other plant fungi or parasites is
unknown. Interestingly, dsRNA loaded on layered double hydroxide (LDH) clay nanosheets shows
sustained release and stable storage characteristics and is effective in inhibiting CMV [115]. Combining
dsRNA with nanomaterials is now recognized as promising approach in crop breeding applications.
Moreover, attention still needs to be focused on how much siRNA transportation efficiency can be
improved. Spraying is obviously an easier approach in practice, but recent studies involving human
exosome-mediated therapy [116] might provide another alternative. This approach involves the
injection of exosomes with proteins or RNAs of interest to form the “cargo”. This cargo is then injected
back into mammalian cells, which works effectively in cancer therapy [116]. If the introduction of
desired siRNAs to plant exosomes can be successfully carried out, reduction of the number of RNAs,
alower chance of degradation and a higher silencing efficiency might be achieved. Once mobile sSRNAs
are translocated to guide specific gene silencing in pathogen cells, the remaining question will be
whether this mobile sSRNA-mediated silencing could be inherited in transgenerational manner. Thus,
future efforts toward improving SIGS efficiency and developing a new sRNA transportation medium
might be key in crop anti-pathogen breeding.

5. Concluding Remarks and Future Perspectives

The finding that plant mobile sSRNAs can trigger cross-kingdom silencing in pathogen cells is
of great interest and provides a novel layer of regulation for the interplay between plant hosts and
pathogens (Figure 2). There are three components of this process: sSRNA biogenesis in host plants,
sRNA transportation from host plants to pathogen cells and sSRNA-mediated gene silencing in pathogen
cells. Knowledge concerning the transportation and molecular mechanisms of mobile sSRNA-mediated
gene silencing in pathogen cells is scarce; therefore, we think that the following question should be
addressed in future work:

(1) What are the common molecular components (effectors or small molecular compounds) involved
in pathogen-induced sRNA biogenesis in plants?

(2) Isany RBP involved in transporting plant sSRNAs into pathogen cells?

(3) How are trafficking sSRNAs selected? In other words, what is the selective criterion for sSRNA
translocation in EVs?

(4) How do EVs establish connections with fungus or parasite cells? How are sSRNAs released from
plant cells and absorbed by pathogen cells?

(5) What is the molecular form of plant mobile SRNAs in pathogen cells?

(6) Which components are required for plant mobile SRNA-mediated gene silencing in pathogen cells?
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Figure 2. A working model of trafficking sSRNA-dependent regulation of plant immunity during

plant—fungus interaction. DsRNA and folded hairpin (hp) RNA are firstly produced from exogenous
transgenes or endogenous host genes, and then sSRNAs are processed by Dicer from the above dsRNA
precursors. Through an unknown mechanism, specific SRNAs are loaded into exosomes with unknown
isoform. sSRNA-containing exosomes are assembled into multivesicular bodies (MVB) and translocated
into fungal cell through transcytosis-mediating exosome release. Then plant trafficking SRNAs cooperate
with fungal RISC to silence virulence related genes and improve plant resistance. Meanwhile, fungi can
secret effectors into plant cells to interfere with host RNA silencing pathway, thereby disrupting host
immunity. MVB, multivesicular bodies, RISC, RNA-induced silencing complex. Solid arrow indicates
the direction of the working model. The dashed arrow indicates the possible mechanisms.

Acknowledgments: The work of C.G.D was supported by the Strategic Priority Research Program of the Chinese
Academy of Sciences (XDB27040203 to C.G.D.), and by the National Science Foundation of China (No. 31570155).

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

References

1.

Baulcombe, D. RNA silencing in plants. Nature 2004, 431, 356-363. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Fang, X.; Qi, Y. RNAI in Plants: An Argonaute-Centered View. Plant Cell 2016, 28, 272-285. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

Song, X.; Li, Y.; Cao, X,; Qi, Y. MicroRNAs and Their Regulatory Roles in Plant-Environment Interactions.
Annu. Rev. Plant Biol. 2019, 70, 489-525. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Fire, A.; Xu, S.; Montgomery, M.K.; Kostas, S.A.; Driver, S.E.; Mello, C.C. Potent and specific genetic
interference by double-stranded RNA in Caenorhabditis elegans. Nature 1998, 391, 806-811. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

Duan, C.G.; Wang, C.H.; Guo, H.S. Application of RNA silencing to plant disease resistance. Silence 2012,
3, 5. [CrossRef]

Chaloner, T,; van Kan, ].A.L.; Grant-Downton, R.T. RNA ‘Information Warfare’ in Pathogenic and Mutualistic
Interactions. Trends Plant Sci. 2016, 21, 738-748. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

D’Ario, M; Griffiths-Jones, S.; Kim, M. Small RNAs: Big Impact on Plant Development. Trends Plant Sci.
2017, 22, 1056-1068. [CrossRef]


http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature02874
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15372043
http://dx.doi.org/10.1105/tpc.15.00920
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26869699
http://dx.doi.org/10.1146/annurev-arplant-050718-100334
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30848930
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/35888
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9486653
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/1758-907X-3-5
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.tplants.2016.05.008
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27318950
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.tplants.2017.09.009

Int. ]. Mol. Sci. 2019, 20, 2816 12 of 17

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

Hamilton, A.J.; Baulcombe, D.C. A species of small antisense RNA in posttranscriptional gene silencing in
plants. Science 1999, 286, 950-952. [CrossRef]

Zamore, P.D.; Tuschl, T.; Sharp, P.A.; Bartel, D.P. RNAi: Double-stranded RNA directs the ATP-dependent
cleavage of mRNA at 21 to 23 nucleotide intervals. Cell 2000, 101, 25-33. [CrossRef]

Bernstein, E.; Caudy, A.A.; Hammond, S.M.; Hannon, G.J. Role for a bidentate ribonuclease in the initiation
step of RNA interference. Nature 2001, 409, 363-366. [CrossRef]

Elbashir, S.M.; Lendeckel, W.; Tuschl, T. RNA interference is mediated by 21-and 22-nucleotide RNAs.
Genes Dev. 2001, 15, 188-200. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Bigeard, J.; Colcombet, J.; Hirt, H. Signaling Mechanisms in Pattern-Triggered Immunity (PTI). Mol. Plant
2015, 8, 521-539. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Cui, H,; Tsuda, K,; Parker, J.E. Effector-triggered immunity: From pathogen perception to robust defense.
Annu. Rev. Plant Biol. 2015, 66, 487-511. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

De Wit, PJ. Cladosporium fulvum Effectors: Weapons in the Arms Race with Tomato. Annu. Rev. Phytopathol.
2016, 54, 1-23. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Zhang, X.X.; Dodds, PN.; Bernoux, M. What Do We Know About NOD-Like Receptors in Plant Immunity?
Annu. Rev. Phytopathol. 2017, 55, 205-229. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Monteiro, F; Nishimura, M.T. Structural, Functional, and Genomic Diversity of Plant NLR Proteins:
An Evolved Resource for Rational Engineering of Plant Immunity. Annu. Rev. Phytopathol. 2018, 56, 243-267.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

Klosterman, S.J.; Subbarao, K.V.,; Kang, S.C.; Veronese, P.; Gold, S.E.; Thomma, B.PH]J.; Chen, Z.H;
Henrissat, B.; Lee, Y.H.; Park, J.; et al. Comparative Genomics Yields Insights into Niche Adaptation of Plant
Vascular Wilt Pathogens. PLoS Pathog. 2011, 7, €1002137. [CrossRef]

Flor, H.H. Current Status of the Gene-For-Gene Concept. Annu. Rev. Phytopathol. 1971, 9, 275-296. [CrossRef]
Guo, Z.X; Li, Y;; Ding, S.W. Small RNA-based antimicrobial immunity. Nat. Rev. Immunol. 2019, 19, 31-44.
[CrossRef]

Fei, Q.; Xia, R.; Meyers, B.C. Phased, secondary, small interfering RNAs in posttranscriptional regulatory
networks. Plant Cell 2013, 25, 2400-2415. [CrossRef]

Li, S.; Castillo-Gonzalez, C.; Yu, B.; Zhang, X. The functions of plant small RNAs in development and in
stress responses. Plant J. Cell Mol. Biol. 2017, 90, 654—670. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Wu, E; Chen, Y,; Tian, X.; Zhu, X,; Jin, W. Genome-wide identification and characterization of phased small
interfering RNA genes in response to Botrytis cinerea infection in Solanum lycopersicum. Sci. Rep. 2017,
7,3019. [CrossRef]

Jin, Y;; Zhao, P; Fang, Y.Y.; Gao, F.; Guo, H.S.; Zhao, ]. H. Genome-wide profiling of sSRNAs in the Verticillium
dahliae-infected Arabidopsis roots. Mycology 2018, 9, 155-165. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Weiberg, A.; Wang, M.; Lin, EM.; Zhao, H.; Zhang, Z.; Kaloshian, I.; Huang, H.D.; Jin, H. Fungal small
RNAs suppress plant immunity by hijacking host RNA interference pathways. Science 2013, 342, 118-123.
[CrossRef]

Wang, M.; Weiberg, A.; Lin, EM.; Thomma, B.P.,; Huang, H.D.; Jin, H. Bidirectional cross-kingdom RNAi and
fungal uptake of external RNAs confer plant protection. Nat. Plants 2016, 2, 16151. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
Weiberg, A.; Wang, M.; Bellinger, M.; Jin, H. Small RNAs: A new paradigm in plant-microbe interactions.
Annu. Rev. Phytopathol. 2014, 52, 495-516. [CrossRef]

Weiberg, A.; Jin, H.L. Small RNAs—The secret agents in the plant-pathogen interactions. Curr. Opin. Plant
Biol. 2015, 26, 87-94. [CrossRef]

Baulcombe, D. Viruses and gene silencing in plants. Arch. Virol. Suppl. 1999, 15, 189-201. [PubMed]

Ding, S.W.; Voinnet, O. Antiviral immunity directed by small RNAs. Cell 2007, 130, 413—426. [CrossRef]
Waterhouse, PM.; Fusaro, A.F. Plant science. Viruses face a double defense by plant small RNAs. Science
2006, 313, 54-55. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Bouche, N.; Lauressergues, D.; Gasciolli, V.; Vaucheret, H. An antagonistic function for Arabidopsis DCL2
in development and a new function for DCL4 in generating viral siRNAs. EMBO ]. 2006, 25, 3347-3356.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

Deleris, A.; Gallego-Bartolome, J.; Bao, J.; Kasschau, K.D.; Carrington, J.C.; Voinnet, O. Hierarchical action
and inhibition of plant Dicer-like proteins in antiviral defense. Science 2006, 313, 68-71. [CrossRef] [PubMed]


http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.286.5441.950
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0092-8674(00)80620-0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/35053110
http://dx.doi.org/10.1101/gad.862301
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11157775
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.molp.2014.12.022
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25744358
http://dx.doi.org/10.1146/annurev-arplant-050213-040012
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25494461
http://dx.doi.org/10.1146/annurev-phyto-011516-040249
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27215970
http://dx.doi.org/10.1146/annurev-phyto-080516-035250
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28637398
http://dx.doi.org/10.1146/annurev-phyto-080417-045817
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29949721
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.ppat.1002137
http://dx.doi.org/10.1146/annurev.py.09.090171.001423
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41577-018-0071-x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1105/tpc.113.114652
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/tpj.13444
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27943457
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41598-017-02233-x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/21501203.2018.1426062
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30181922
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1239705
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nplants.2016.151
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27643635
http://dx.doi.org/10.1146/annurev-phyto-102313-045933
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.pbi.2015.05.033
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10470279
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cell.2007.07.039
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1130818
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16825558
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/sj.emboj.7601217
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16810317
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1128214
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16741077

Int. ]. Mol. Sci. 2019, 20, 2816 13 of 17

33.

34.

35.

36.

37.

38.

39.

40.

41.

42.

43.

44.

45.

46.

47.

48.

49.

50.

Diaz-Pendon, J.A; Li, E; Li, W.X,; Ding, S.W. Suppression of antiviral silencing by cucumber mosaic virus 2b
protein in Arabidopsis is associated with drastically reduced accumulation of three classes of viral small
interfering RNAs. Plant Cell 2007, 19, 2053-2063. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Blevins, T.; Rajeswaran, R.; Aregger, M.; Borah, B.K.; Schepetilnikov, M.; Baerlocher, L.; Farinelli, L.;
Meins, E, Jr.; Hohn, T.; Pooggin, M.M. Massive production of small RNAs from a non-coding region of
Cauliflower mosaic virus in plant defense and viral counter-defense. Nucleic Acids Res. 2011, 39, 5003-5014.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

Aregger, M.; Borah, B.K,; Seguin, J.; Rajeswaran, R.; Gubaeva, E.G.; Zvereva, A.S.; Windels, D.; Vazquez, F;
Blevins, T.; Farinelli, L.; et al. Primary and secondary siRNAs in geminivirus-induced gene silencing.
PLoS Pathog. 2012, 8, €1002941. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

De Jonge, R.; van Esse, H.P.; Maruthachalam, K.; Bolton, M.D.; Santhanam, P.; Saber, M.K.; Zhang, Z.;
Usami, T.; Lievens, B.; Subbarao, K.V,; et al. Tomato immune receptor Vel recognizes effector of multiple
fungal pathogens uncovered by genome and RNA sequencing. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 2012, 109,
5110-5115. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Wang, X.B.; Wu, Q.F; Ito, T.; Cillo, F; Li, W.X,; Chen, X.M.; Yu, J.L.; Ding, S.W. RNAi-mediated viral immunity
requires amplification of virus-derived siRNAs in Arabidopsis thaliana. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 2010, 107,
484-489. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Xie, Z.X.; Allen, E.; Wilken, A.; Carrington, ].C. DICER-LIKE 4 functions in trans-acting small interfering
RNA biogenesis and vegetative phase change in Arabidopsis thaliana. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 2005, 102,
12984-12989. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Duan, C.G;; Fang, Y.Y.; Zhou, B.J.; Zhao, ].H.; Hou, W.N.; Zhu, H.; Ding, S.W.; Guo, H.S. Suppression of
Arabidopsis ARGONAUTE1-Mediated Slicing, Transgene-Induced RNA Silencing, and DNA Methylation
by Distinct Domains of the Cucumber mosaic virus 2b Protein. Plant Cell 2012, 24, 259-274. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

Guo, Z; Lu, J.; Wang, X.; Zhan, B.; Li, W.; Ding, S.W. Lipid flippases promote antiviral silencing and the
biogenesis of viral and host siRNAs in Arabidopsis. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 2017, 114, 1377-1382.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

Xie, Z.X.; Fan, B.F; Chen, C.H.; Chen, Z.X. An important role of an inducible RNA-dependent RNA
polymerase in plant antiviral defense. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 2001, 98, 6516-6521. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
Wang, H.C; Jiao, X.M.; Kong, X.Y.; Hamera, S.; Wu, Y.; Chen, X.Y,; Fang, R X,; Yan, Y.S. A Signaling Cascade
from miR444 to RDRI1 in Rice Antiviral RNA Silencing Pathway. Plant Physiol. 2016, 170, 2365-2377.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

Li, F; Pignatta, D.; Bendix, C.; Brunkard, J.O.; Cohn, M.M.; Tung, J.; Sun, H.; Kumar, P.; Baker, B. MicroRNA
regulation of plant innate immune receptors. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 2012, 109, 1790-1795. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

Cai, Q.; Liang, C.; Wang, S.; Hou, Y.; Gao, L,; Liu, L.; He, W.; Ma, W.; Mo, B.; Chen, X. The disease resistance
protein SNC1 represses the biogenesis of microRNAs and phased siRNAs. Nat. Commun. 2018, 9, 5080.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

Deng, Y.; Wang, J.; Tung, ].; Liu, D.; Zhou, Y.; He, S.; Du, Y.; Baker, B.; Li, F. A role for small RNA in regulating
innate immunity during plant growth. PLoS Pathog. 2018, 14, €1006756. [CrossRef]

Navarro, L.; Jay, E; Nomura, K.; He, S.Y.; Voinnet, O. Suppression of the microRNA pathway by bacterial
effector proteins. Science 2008, 321, 964-967. [CrossRef]

Ruiz-Ferrer, V.; Voinnet, O. Roles of plant small RNAs in biotic stress responses. Annu. Rev. Plant Biol. 2009,
60, 485-510. [CrossRef]

Navarro, L.; Dunoyer, P; Jay, F; Arnold, B.; Dharmasiri, N.; Estelle, M.; Voinnet, O.; Jones, ].D. A plant
miRNA contributes to antibacterial resistance by repressing auxin signaling. Science 2006, 312, 436—439.
[CrossRef]

Zhang, X.M.; Zhao, HW.,; Gao, S.; Wang, W.C.; Katiyar-Agarwal, S.; Huang, H.D.; Raikhel, N.; Jin, H.L.
Arabidopsis Argonaute 2 Regulates Innate Immunity via miRNA393*-Mediated Silencing of a Golgi-Localized
SNARE Gene, MEMB12. Mol. Cell 2011, 42, 356-366. [CrossRef]

Katiyar-Agarwal, S.; Morgan, R.; Dahlbeck, D.; Borsani, O.; Villegas, A., Jr.; Zhu, ] K.; Staskawicz, B.J.;
Jin, H. A pathogen-inducible endogenous siRNA in plant immunity. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 2006, 103,
18002-18007. [CrossRef]


http://dx.doi.org/10.1105/tpc.106.047449
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17586651
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/nar/gkr119
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21378120
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.ppat.1002941
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23028332
http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1119623109
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22416119
http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0904086107
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19966292
http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0506426102
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16129836
http://dx.doi.org/10.1105/tpc.111.092718
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22247253
http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1614204114
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28123063
http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.111440998
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11353867
http://dx.doi.org/10.1104/pp.15.01283
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26858364
http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1118282109
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22307647
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41467-018-07516-z
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30498229
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.ppat.1006756
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1159505
http://dx.doi.org/10.1146/annurev.arplant.043008.092111
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1126088
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.molcel.2011.04.010
http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0608258103

Int. ]. Mol. Sci. 2019, 20, 2816 14 of 17

51.

52.

53.

54.

55.

56.

57.

58.

59.

60.

61.

62.

63.

64.

65.

66.

67.

68.

69.

70.

Katiyar-Agarwal, S.; Gao, S.; Vivian-Smith, A.; Jin, H. A novel class of bacteria-induced small RNAs in
Arabidopsis. Genes Dev. 2007, 21, 3123-3134. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Oh, C.S.; Martin, G.B. Effector-triggered immunity mediated by the Pto kinase. Trends Plant Sci. 2011, 16,
132-140. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Qiao, Y.L.; Liu, L.; Xiong, Q.; Flores, C.; Wong, J.; Shi, ].X.; Wang, X.B.; Liu, X.G.; Xiang, Q.J.; Jiang, S.S.;
et al. Oomycete pathogens encode RNA silencing suppressors. Nat. Genet. 2013, 45, 330-333. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

Qiao, Y.L,; Shi, ].X.; Zhai, Y.; Hou, Y.N.; Ma, W.B. Phytophthora effector targets a novel component of small
RNA pathway in plants to promote infection. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 2015, 112, 5850-5855. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

Hou, Y,; Zhai, Y.; Feng, L.; Karimi, H.Z.; Rutter, B.D.; Zeng, L.; Choi, D.S.; Zhang, B.; Gu, W.; Chen, X; et al.
A Phytophthora Effector Suppresses Trans-Kingdom RNAi to Promote Disease Susceptibility. Cell Host
Microbe 2019, 25, 153-165. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Ye, W.; Ma, W. Filamentous pathogen effectors interfering with small RNA silencing in plant hosts. Curr. Opin.
Microbiol. 2016, 32, 1-6. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Fradin, E.F; Thomma, B.P. Physiology and molecular aspects of Verticillium wilt diseases caused by V.
dahliae and V. albo-atrum. Mol. Plant Pathol. 2006, 7, 71-86. [CrossRef]

Jian, H.; Ma, J.; Wei, L.; Liu, P; Zhang, A; Yang, B.; Li, J.; Xu, X,; Liu, L. Integrated mRNA, sRNA, and
degradome sequencing reveal oilseed rape complex responses to Sclerotinia sclerotiorum (Lib.) infection.
Sci. Rep. 2018, 8, 10987. [CrossRef]

Huang, G.Z.; Allen, R.; Davis, E.L.; Baum, T.]J.; Hussey, R.S. Engineering broad root-knot resistance in
transgenic plants by RNAI silencing of a conserved and essential root-knot nematode parasitism gene.
Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 2006, 103, 14302-14306. [CrossRef]

Nowara, D.; Gay, A.; Lacomme, C.; Shaw, ].; Ridout, C.; Douchkov, D.; Hensel, G.; Kumlehn, J.; Schweizer, P.
HIGS: Host-Induced Gene Silencing in the Obligate Biotrophic Fungal Pathogen Blumeria graminis. Plant Cell
2010, 22, 3130-3141. [CrossRef]

Alakonya, A.; Kumar, R.; Koenig, D.; Kimura, S.; Townsley, B.; Runo, S.; Garces, HM.; Kang, J.; Yanez, A;
David-Schwartz, R.; et al. Interspecific RNA Interference of SHOOT MERISTEMLESS-Like Disrupts Cuscuta
pentagona Plant Parasitism. Plant Cell 2012, 24, 3153-3166. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Nunes, C.C.; Dean, R.A. Host-induced gene silencing: A tool for understanding fungal host interaction and
for developing novel disease control strategies. Mol. Plant Pathol. 2012, 13, 519-529. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
Koch, A.; Kumar, N.; Weber, L.; Keller, H.; Imani, ].; Kogel, K.H. Host-induced gene silencing of cytochrome
P450 lanosterol C14 alpha-demethylase-encoding genes confers strong resistance to Fusarium species.
Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 2013, 110, 19324-19329. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Zhang, T,; Jin, Y.; Zhao, ].H.; Gao, F.; Zhou, B.].; Fang, Y.Y.; Guo, H.S. Host-Induced Gene Silencing of the
Target Gene in Fungal Cells Confers Effective Resistance to the Cotton Wilt Disease Pathogen Verticillium
dahliae. Mol. Plant 2016, 9, 939-942. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Zhang, T.; Zhao, Y.L.; Zhao, ] H.; Wang, S;; Jin, Y.; Chen, Z.Q.; Fang, Y.Y.; Hua, C.L.; Ding, SW.; Guo, H.S.
Cotton plants export microRNAs to inhibit virulence gene expression in a fungal pathogen. Nat. Plants 2016,
2,16153. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Cai, Q.; Qiao, L.; Wang, M.; He, B.; Lin, EM.; Palmquist, J.; Huang, S.D.; Jin, H. Plants send small RNAs in
extracellular vesicles to fungal pathogen to silence virulence genes. Science 2018, 360, 1126-1129. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

Shahid, S.; Kim, G.; Johnson, N.R.; Wafula, E.; Wang, E; Coruh, C.; Bernal-Galeano, V.; Phifer, T,;
dePamphilis, C.W.; Westwood, J.H.; et al. MicroRNAs from the parasitic plant Cuscuta campestris
target host messenger RNAs. Nature 2018, 553, 82-85. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Wang, M.; Weiberg, A.; Dellota, E.; Yamane, D.; Jin, H.L. Botrytis small RNA Bc-siR37 suppresses plant
defense genes by cross-kingdom RNAi. RNA Biol. 2017, 14, 421-428. [CrossRef]

Wang, B.; Sun, Y.E; Song, N.; Zhao, M.X; Liu, R.; Feng, H.; Wang, X.J.; Kang, Z.S. Puccinia striiformis f. sp
tritici microRNA-like RNA 1 (Pst-milR1), an important pathogenicity factor of Pst, impairs wheat resistance
to Pst by suppressing the wheat pathogenesis-related 2 gene. New Phytol. 2017, 215, 338-350. [CrossRef]
Lalonde, S.; Wipf, D.; Frommer, W.B. Transport mechanisms for organic forms of carbon and nitrogen
between source and sink. Annu. Rev. Plant Biol. 2004, 55, 341-372. [CrossRef]


http://dx.doi.org/10.1101/gad.1595107
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18003861
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.tplants.2010.11.001
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21112235
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/ng.2525
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23377181
http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1421475112
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25902521
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.chom.2018.11.007
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30595554
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.mib.2016.04.003
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27104934
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1364-3703.2006.00323.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41598-018-29365-y
http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0604698103
http://dx.doi.org/10.1105/tpc.110.077040
http://dx.doi.org/10.1105/tpc.112.099994
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22822208
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1364-3703.2011.00766.x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22111693
http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1306373110
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24218613
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.molp.2016.02.008
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26925819
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nplants.2016.153
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27668926
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.aar4142
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29773668
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature25027
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29300014
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/15476286.2017.1291112
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/nph.14577
http://dx.doi.org/10.1146/annurev.arplant.55.031903.141758

Int. ]. Mol. Sci. 2019, 20, 2816 15 of 17

71.

72.

73.

74.

75.

76.

77.

78.

79.

80.

81.

82.

83.

84.

85.

86.

87.
88.

89.

90.

91.

92.

Otero, S.; Helariutta, Y.; Benitez-Alfonso, Y. Symplastic communication in organ formation and tissue
patterning. Curr. Opin. Plant Biol. 2016, 29, 21-28. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Kragler, E; Lucas, W.].; Monzer, J. Plasmodesmata: Dynamics, domains and patterning. Ann. Bot. 1998, 81,
1-10. [CrossRef]

Lucas, W.J.; Bouchepillon, S.; Jackson, D.P.; Nguyen, L.; Baker, L.; Ding, B.; Hake, S. Selective Trafficking
of Knottedl Homeodomain Protein and Its Messenger-Rna Through Plasmodesmata. Science 1995, 270,
1980-1983. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Oparka, K.J.; Roberts, A.G.; Boevink, P,; Santa Cruz, S.; Roberts, I.; Pradel, K.S.; Imlau, A.; Kotlizky, G.;
Sauer, N.; Epell, B. Simple, but Not Branched, Plasmodesmata Allow the Nonspecific Trafficking of Proteins
in Developing Tobacco Leaves. Cell 1999, 97, 743-754. [CrossRef]

Kragler, F; Monzer, J.; Xoconostle-Cazares, B.; Lucas, W.J. Peptide antagonists of the plasmodesmal
macromolecular trafficking pathway. EMBO J. 2000, 19, 2856-2868. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Corbesier, L.; Vincent, C.; Jang, S.; Fornara, E; Fan, Q.; Searle, I.; Giakountis, A.; Farrona, S.; Gissot, L.;
Turnbull, C.; et al. FT protein movement contributes to long-distance signaling in floral induction of
Arabidopsis. Science 2007, 316, 1030-1033. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Xu, X.M.; Wang, J.; Xuan, Z.Y.; Goldshmidt, A.; Borrill, PG.M.; Hariharan, N.; Kim, J.Y,; Jackson, D.
Chaperonins Facilitate KNOTTED1 Cell-to-Cell Trafficking and Stem Cell Function. Science 2011, 333,
1141-1144. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Voinnet, O.; Baulcombe, D.C. Systemic signalling in gene silencing. Nature 1997, 389, 553. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

Dalmay, T.; Hamilton, A.; Rudd, S.; Angell, S.; Baulcombe, D.C. An RNA-Dependent RNA polymerase gene
in Arabidopsis is required for posttranscriptional gene silencing mediated by a transgene but not by a virus.
Cell 2000, 101, 543-553. [CrossRef]

Dunoyer, P.; Himber, C.; Ruiz-Ferrer, V.; Alioua, A.; Voinnet, O. Intra- and intercellular RNA interference
in Arabidopsis thaliana requires components of the microRNA and heterochromatic silencing pathways.
Nat. Genet. 2007, 39, 848-856. [CrossRef]

Himber, C.; Dunoyer, P.; Moissiard, G.; Ritzenthaler, C.; Voinnet, O. Transitivity-dependent and -independent
cell-to-cell movement of RNA silencing. EMBO J. 2003, 22, 4523-4533. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Dunoyer, P.; Himber, C.; Voinnet, O. Induction, suppression and requirement of RNA silencing pathways in
virulent Agrobacterium tumefaciens infections. Nat. Genet. 2015, 47, 847. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Pant, B.D.; Buhtz, A.; Kehr, J.; Scheible, W.R. MicroRNA399 is a long-distance signal for the regulation of
plant phosphate homeostasis. Plant J. 2008, 53, 731-738. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Tsikou, D.; Yan, Z.; Holt, D.B.; Abel, N.B.; Reid, D.E.; Madsen, L.H.; Bhasin, H.; Sexauer, M.; Stougaard, J.;
Markmann, K. Systemic control of legume susceptibility to rhizobial infection by a mobile microRNA. Science
2018, 362, 233-235. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Buhtz, A.; Pieritz, J.; Springer, F; Kehr, J. Phloem small RNAs, nutrient stress responses, and systemic
mobility. BMC Plant Biol. 2010, 10, 64. [CrossRef]

Paultre, D.S.G.; Gustin, M.P.; Molnar, A.; Oparka, K.J. Lost in Transit: Long-Distance Trafficking and Phloem
Unloading of Protein Signals in Arabidopsis Homografts. Plant Cell 2016, 28, 2016-2025. [CrossRef]

Kehr, J.; Kragler, F. Long distance RNA movement. New Phytol. 2018, 218, 29-40. [CrossRef]

Yoo, B.C.; Kragler, E; Varkonyi-Gasic, E.; Haywood, V.; Archer-Evans, S.; Lee, YM.; Lough, T.J.; Lucas, W.J.
A systemic small RNA signaling system in plants. Plant Cell 2004, 16, 1979-2000. [CrossRef]

Ham, B.K,; Li, G; Jia, W,; Leary, ].A.; Lucas, W]. Systemic delivery of siRNA in pumpkin by a plant PHLOEM
SMALL RNA-BINDING PROTEIN 1-ribonucleoprotein complex. Plant J. Cell Mol. Biol. 2014, 80, 683-694.
[CrossRef]

Mittelbrunn, M.; Sanchez-Madrid, F. Intercellular communication: Diverse structures for exchange of genetic
information. Nat. Rev. Mol. Cell Biol. 2012, 13, 328-335. [CrossRef]

Valadi, H.; Ekstrom, K.; Bossios, A.; Sjostrand, M.; Lee, ].J.; Lotvall, ].O. Exosome-mediated transfer of
mRNAs and microRNAs is a novel mechanism of genetic exchange between cells. Nat. Cell Biol. 2007, 9, 654.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

Bobrie, A.; Colombo, M.; Raposo, G.; Thery, C. Exosome Secretion: Molecular Mechanisms and Roles in
Immune Responses. Traffic 2011, 12, 1659-1668. [CrossRef] [PubMed]


http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.pbi.2015.10.007
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26658335
http://dx.doi.org/10.1006/anbo.1997.0522
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.270.5244.1980
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/8533088
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0092-8674(00)80786-2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/emboj/19.12.2856
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10856231
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1141752
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17446353
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1205727
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21868675
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/39215
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9335491
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0092-8674(00)80864-8
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/ng2081
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/emboj/cdg431
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12941703
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/ng0715-847
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26111511
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-313X.2007.03363.x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17988220
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.aat6907
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30166437
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/1471-2229-10-64
http://dx.doi.org/10.1105/tpc.16.00249
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/nph.15025
http://dx.doi.org/10.1105/tpc.104.023614
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/tpj.12662
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nrm3335
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/ncb1596
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17486113
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1600-0854.2011.01225.x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21645191

Int. ]. Mol. Sci. 2019, 20, 2816 16 of 17

93.

94.

95.

96.

97.

98.

99.

100.

101.

102.

103.

104.

105.

106.

107.

108.

109.

110.

111.

112.

113.

Mittelbrunn, M.; Gutierrez-Vazquez, C.; Villarroya-Beltri, C.; Gonzalez, S.; Sanchez-Cabo, F.; Gonzalez, M.A ;
Bernad, A.; Sanchez-Madrid, F. Unidirectional transfer of microRNA-loaded exosomes from T cells to
antigen-presenting cells. Nat. Commun. 2011, 2, 282. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Raposo, G.; Stoorvogel, W. Extracellular vesicles: Exosomes, microvesicles, and friends. J. Cell Biol. 2013, 200,
373-383. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

An, Q.L.; Huckelhoven, R.; Kogel, KH.; Van Bel, A.J.E. Multivesicular bodies participate in a cell
wall-associated defence response in barley leaves attacked by the pathogenic powdery mildew fungus.
Cell Microbiol. 2006, 8, 1009-1019. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Bohlenius, H.; Morch, S.M.; Godfrey, D.; Nielsen, M.E.; Thordal-Christensen, H. The Multivesicular
Body-Localized GTPase ARFA1b/1c Is Important for Callose Deposition and ROR2 Syntaxin-Dependent
Preinvasive Basal Defense in Barley. Plant Cell 2010, 22, 3831-3844. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Nielsen, M.E.; Thordal-Christensen, H. Transcytosis shuts the door for an unwanted guest. Trends Plant Sci.
2013, 18, 611-616. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Hua, C.; Zhao, J.H.; Guo, H.S. Trans-Kingdom RNA Silencing in Plant-Fungal Pathogen Interactions.
Mol. Plant 2018, 11, 235-244. [CrossRef]

Thomma, B.; Cook, D.E. Targeting microbial pathogens. Science 2018, 360, 1070-1071. [CrossRef]

Roth, R.; Hillmer, S.; Funaya, C.; Chiapello, M.; Schumacher, K.; Lo Presti, L.; Kahmann, R.; Paszkowski, U.
Arbuscular cell invasion coincides with extracellular vesicles and membrane tubules. Nat. Plants 2019, 5,
204-211. [CrossRef]

Ivanov, S.; Austin, J.; Berg, R.H.; Harrison, M.]. Extensive membrane systems at the host-arbuscular
mycorrhizal fungus interface. Nat. Plants 2019, 5, 194. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Collins, N.C.; Thordal-Christensen, H.; Lipka, V.; Bau, S.; Kombrink, E.; Qiu, J.L.; Huckelhoven, R.; Stein, M.;
Freialdenhoven, A.; Somerville, S.C.; et al. SNARE-protein-mediated disease resistance at the plant cell wall.
Nature 2003, 425, 973-977. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Lipka, V.; Dittgen, J.; Bednarek, P; Bhat, R.; Wiermer, M.; Stein, M.; Landtag, J.; Brandt, W.; Rosahl, S.;
Scheel, D.; et al. Pre- and postinvasion defenses both contribute to nonhost resistance in Arabidopsis. Science
2005, 310, 1180-1183. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Clay, N.K.; Adio, A.M.; Denoux, C.; Jander, G.; Ausubel, EM. Glucosinolate Metabolites Required for an
Arabidopsis Innate Immune Response. Science 2009, 323, 95-101. [CrossRef]

Regente, M.; Monzon, G.C.; de la Canal, L. Phospholipids are present in extracellular fluids of imbibing
sunflower seeds and are modulated by hormonal treatments. J. Exp. Bot. 2008, 59, 553-562. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

Regente, M.; Pinedo, M.; San Clemente, H.; Balliau, T.; Jamet, E.; de la Canal, L. Plant extracellular vesicles
are incorporated by a fungal pathogen and inhibit its growth. . Exp. Bot. 2017, 68, 5485-5495. [CrossRef]
Gopinath, K.; Kao, C.C. Replication-independent long-distance trafficking by viral RNAs in Nicotiana
benthamiana. Plant Cell 2007, 19, 1179-1191. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Zhang, WN.; Thieme, C.J.; Kollwig, G.; Apelt, E; Yang, L.; Winter, N.; Andresen, N.; Walther, D.; Kragler, F.
tRNA-Related Sequences Trigger Systemic mRNA Transport in Plants. Plant Cell 2016, 28, 1237-1249.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

Colombo, M.; Raposo, G.; Thery, C. Biogenesis, secretion, and intercellular interactions of exosomes and
other extracellular vesicles. Ann. Rev. Cell Dev. Biol. 2014, 30, 255-289. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Chang, S.S.; Zhang, Z.Y.; Liu, Y. RNA Interference Pathways in Fungi: Mechanisms and Functions. Ann. Rev.
Microbiol. 2012, 66, 305-323. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Brosnan, C.A.; Mitter, N.; Christie, M.; Smith, N.A.; Waterhouse, PM.; Carroll, B.]. Nuclear gene silencing
directs reception of long-distance mRNA silencing in Arabidopsis. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 2007, 104,
14741-14746. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Koch, A.; Biedenkopf, D.; Furch, A.; Weber, L.; Rossbach, O.; Abdellatef, E.; Linicus, L.; Johannsmeier, J.;
Jelonek, L.; Goesmann, A.; et al. An RNAi-Based Control of Fusarium graminearum Infections Through
Spraying of Long dsRNAs Involves a Plant Passage and Is Controlled by the Fungal Silencing Machinery.
PLoS Pathog. 2016, 12, e1005910. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Nguyen, Q.; Iritani, A.; Ohkita, S.; Vu, B.V; Yokoya, K.; Matsubara, A.; Ikeda, K.; Suzuki, N.; Nakayashiki, H.
A fungal Argonaute interferes with RNA interference. Nucleic Acids Res. 2018, 46, 2495-2508. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]


http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/ncomms1285
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21505438
http://dx.doi.org/10.1083/jcb.201211138
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23420871
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1462-5822.2006.00683.x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16681841
http://dx.doi.org/10.1105/tpc.110.078063
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21057060
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.tplants.2013.06.002
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23870662
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.molp.2017.12.001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.aat9343
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41477-019-0365-4
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41477-019-0364-5
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30737512
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature02076
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/14586469
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1119409
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16293760
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1164627
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/jxb/erm329
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18212025
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/jxb/erx355
http://dx.doi.org/10.1105/tpc.107.050088
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17416731
http://dx.doi.org/10.1105/tpc.15.01056
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27268430
http://dx.doi.org/10.1146/annurev-cellbio-101512-122326
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25288114
http://dx.doi.org/10.1146/annurev-micro-092611-150138
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22746336
http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0706701104
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17785412
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.ppat.1005901
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27737019
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/nar/gkx1301
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29309640

Int. ]. Mol. Sci. 2019, 20, 2816 17 of 17

114. Wang, M; Jin, H.L. Spray-Induced Gene Silencing: A Powerful Innovative Strategy for Crop Protection.
Trends Microbiol. 2017, 25, 4—6. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

115. Mitter, N.; Worrall, E.A.; Robinson, K.E.; Li, P.; Jain, R.G.; Taochy, C.; Fletcher, S.J.; Carroll, B.J.; Lu, G.Q.;
Xu, Z.P; et al. Clay nanosheets for topical delivery of RNAIi for sustained protection against plant viruses.
Nat. Plants 2017, 3, 16207. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

116. Syn,N.L.; Wang, L.; Chow, E.K.; Lim, C.T.; Goh, B.C. Exosomes in Cancer Nanomedicine and Immunotherapy:
Prospects and Challenges. Trends Biotechnol. 2017, 35, 665-676. [CrossRef]

@ © 2019 by the authors. Licensee MDPI, Basel, Switzerland. This article is an open access
@ article distributed under the terms and conditions of the Creative Commons Attribution

(CC BY) license (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/).



http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.tim.2016.11.011
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27923542
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nplants.2016.207
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28067898
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.tibtech.2017.03.004
http://creativecommons.org/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/.

	Introduction 
	Biosynthesis of sRNA Induced by Pathogen Invasion 
	sRNAs in Plant-Virus Interaction 
	sRNAs in Plant-Bacteria Interaction 
	sRNAs in Plant-Fungi and Plant-Oomycetes Interaction 

	The Transportation of Trafficking sRNAs in Plants 
	sRNA Transportation within Plants 
	Cross-Kingdom Transportation of Plant sRNAs through Extracellular Vesicles (EVs) 

	Plant Mobile sRNA-Mediated Gene Silencing in Pathogens 
	The Working Mechanism of Plant sRNA in Fungi 
	Application of Trafficking sRNAs in Improving Plant Resistance 

	Concluding Remarks and Future Perspectives 
	References

