N

N

Biological inhibition of denitrification (BDI) in the field:
Effect on plant growth in two different soils
William Galland, Feth El Zahar Haichar, Sonia Czarnes, Celine Mathieu,

Jean-Louis Demorge, Simon Laurent, Sara Puijalon, Florence Piola

» To cite this version:

William Galland, Feth El Zahar Haichar, Sonia Czarnes, Celine Mathieu, Jean-Louis Demorge, et al..
Biological inhibition of denitrification (BDI) in the field: Effect on plant growth in two different soils.
Applied Soil Ecology, 2021, 159, pp.103857. 10.1016/j.apsoil.2020.103857 . hal-03079025

HAL Id: hal-03079025
https://univ-lyonl.hal.science/hal-03079025

Submitted on 7 Jan 2021

HAL is a multi-disciplinary open access L’archive ouverte pluridisciplinaire HAL, est
archive for the deposit and dissemination of sci- destinée au dépot et a la diffusion de documents
entific research documents, whether they are pub- scientifiques de niveau recherche, publiés ou non,
lished or not. The documents may come from émanant des établissements d’enseignement et de
teaching and research institutions in France or recherche francais ou étrangers, des laboratoires
abroad, or from public or private research centers. publics ou privés.


https://univ-lyon1.hal.science/hal-03079025
https://hal.archives-ouvertes.fr

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

Biological inhibition of denitrification (BDI) in the field: effect on plant growth in two

different soils

William Gallandl’z, Feth el Zahar Haichar2’3, Sonia Czarnesz, Celine Mathieu4, Jean-Louis

Demorge4, Laurent Simon', Sara Puij alon' and Florence Piola'.

'Université de Lyon, UMR5023 LEHNA, Universit¢ Lyon 1, CNRS, ENTPE, F-69622

Villeurbanne Cedex, France.

*Université de Lyon, UMR 5557 LEM, Universit¢ Lyon 1, CNRS, INRA 1418, F-69622

Villeurbanne Cedex, France.

3INSA-Lyon, Universit¢ Claude Bernard Lyonl, CNRS, UMRS5240, Microbiologie,

Adaptation, Pathogénie, Univ Lyon, 10 rue Raphaél Dubois, 69622, Villeurbanne, France.

*Station d’Expérimentation Rhone-Alpes Information Légumes (SERAIL), 123 chemin du

Finday Les Hoteaux — 69126 Brindas, France.

*Corresponding author: Galland William (galland.william@outlook.fr ; +33643028397) and

Piola Florence (piola@univ-lyonl.fr; +33472432955).

ABSTRACT

Intensive agriculture uses increasingly large amounts of nitrogen fertilizers to
increase yields because nitrogen is one of the limiting factor of plant growth. Plants are in

direct competition with denitrifying bacteria for nitrate, but biological denitrification
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inhibition (BDI) is a strategy developed by some plants in which procyanidins are produced
that inhibit denitrification. This phenomenon increases the available nitrate in the soil.
Previous results showed that the addition of procyanidins to lettuce fields allowed effective
BDI and increased soil nitrate and plant growth. However, agriculture is performed in
different soils, and the action of procyanidins could depend on the type of soil. In this study,
we tested the effect of procyanidin amendment on lettuce growth in two types of soils:
loamy sand and sandy clay loam. Our results show that in both soils, the addition of
procyanidins causes inhibition of denitrification, an increase in available nitrate, counter-
selection of denitrification communities and a gain in plant mass without modification of the
soil structure. This study highlights a sustainable agricultural method effective in a variety of

soils.

Keywords : Soil; denitrification; plant growth; soil texture and structure; lettuce

1. INTRODUCTION
In Europe, agriculture has expanded significantly over the past fifty years, following the
development of phytosanitary products (Tilman et al., 2002) and especially nitrogen (N)
fertilizers, allowing an enhance in agricultural yields (Casagrande and Chapelle, 2001) in
different soils with variable nitrate and ammonium concentrations. N depletion in soils is
partly due to increasingly intense agricultural activity, where many successive crops consume
the N initially present in the soil, without giving the ecosystem time to renew itself (Mulvaney
et al., 2009). These practices therefore deprive plants and crops of N: the most important but
above all the most limiting element for growth (Morot-Gaudry, 1997), which leads farmers to

use increasing amounts of N fertilizers (Tilman et al., 2002). These N fertilizers are used for
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intensive agriculture but are also transferred from the ecosystem or used by soil
microorganisms (Kaye and Hart, 1997). Indeed, N in European soils is not entirely consumed
by plants and crops but is also subjected to denitrification, with 59% lost as the greenhouse
gas N,O; leached into soils, representing a loss of 20%; and volatilized into NH3, representing
a loss of up to 21% (Oenema et al., 2009). Ecological awareness led to the adoption in 1991
of a directive by the European Council to regulate the quantities of N added to the soil (1991:
Directive 91/676/EEC; hereafter referred to as NiD). The main purpose of this nitrate
directive was to reduce the risk of N leaching, but this does not reduce denitrification losses
due to denitrifying bacteria in the soil. Indeed, denitrification by microorganisms i.e. fungi
(Philippot, 2002), archaea (Shoun et al., 1992) and bacteria (Lecomte et al., 2018) transforms
nitrate into N20 a greenhouse gas representing a significant loss for the ecosystem (Mosier et
al., 1996) and up to N2 for some bacteria (Kuypers et al., 2018). However, Bardon et al.
(2014) describes a phenomenon involving an invasive plant (Fallopia spp), which is able to
inhibit denitrifying bacteria in the soil via exudation at the root level of a flavonoid tannin
called procyanidin (Bardon et al., 2016a) and therefore reduce N losses by denitrification.
This phenomenon, called biological denitrification inhibition (BDI), therefore reduces the
activity and abundance of denitrifying bacteria and increases the nitrate pool in the soil, which
can then be a source of N other than fertilizers for crops (Bardon et al., 2016b). Indeed, in
Galland et al. 2019, it was demonstrated that in sandy clay loam-textured soil, the addition of
procyanidins to the field induced BDI, decreased the abundance of denitrifying communities
and allowed nitrate conservation in the soil, which was then used for lettuce farming to
increase lettuce growth. These crops, as well as BDI and denitrification, could be soil
dependent. Indeed, in France, there is a great diversity of soils (Jamagne, 2011), which differ
from each other based on structure, i.e., the spatial arrangement of soil components (Rabot et

al., 2018); texture, i.e., the granulometric distribution of soil mineral constituents (Batey and
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McKenzie, 2006); and the bacterial community (Nannipieri et al., 2003; Fierer and Jackson,
2006; Schreiter et al., 2014). These differences in soils play a role in the quality of crops but
also in denitrifying bacterial communities. These bacteria may differ according to the soil and
not have the same diversity and/or abundance, which may then change the use of N in the soil
and its future in the soils (Cavigelli and Robertson, 2000). In addition, the distribution of
porosities based on soil structure can change the water content and oxygen availability
(Glinski et al., 2004), which play a role in denitrification, which is an anaerobic process
(Kraft et al., 2011). Thus, differences in soil based on texture, structure and bacterial
communities, among other parameters, can modify denitrification and the effect of
procyanidins on denitrification activity, which, similar to other organic molecules, exhibit
variable behaviours and affinities depending on the soil with which they are in contact
(Litzow et al., 2006). In this study, we aimed to test the effect of two different soils that
theoretically do not have the same texture, structure and bacterial community on the action of
procyanidins and consequently on BDI and traits related to lettuce growth. The assumption is
that procyanidin amendment of any soil can induce BDI, which allows an increase in nitrate
in the soil and thus an increase in the traits of lettuce. To test these hypotheses, two fields
were used: one at the SERAIL Experimental Station (Brindas, 69126 Rhone, France), with a
sandy clay loam soil texture, and an agricultural field in Manziat (01570 Ain, France), where
the soil has a loamy sand texture. During the summer of 2018, the same variety of Batavia
lettuce was planted in both fields in parallel, and the planted and unplanted soils were
amended with procyanidins at three concentrations (0, 87 and 210 kg ha™). Soil denitrification
enzyme activity (DEA), soil nitrate concentration, shoot and root morphological traits (fresh
masses of aerial and root parts, biomechanical characteristics of leaves and the N content of
tissues), the abundance of total bacteria and the denitrifying community, and the porosities of

the soils used were measured in lettuce and soil with or without procyanidin amendment.
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2. MATERIALS AND METHODS

2.1. Plant growth and experimental design
Lettuce (Lactuca sativa var Loubresac, Earl LIMOUSIN) was grown in two fields at the same
time in July 2018 following a Fisher system with 4 plots per treatment (Preece, 1990); the
fields were located in an agricultural field in Manziat (01570 Ain, France) (46°22' 2.28 "N,
4°54' 3.671 "E) with loamy sand soil (sand: 82.5%, silt: 8.9% and clay: 8.5%; pH : 7.2; cation
exchange capacity (CEC): 60 meq kg'; organic carbon: 9.9 g kg) and at the SERAIL
Experimental Station (Brindas, 69126 Rhone, France) (45°43'46.4 "N, 4°43'37.1 "E) with a
sandy clay loam soil (sand: 68.7%, silt: 21.9% and clay: 9.5%; pH : 7.1; CEC: 58 meq kg'';
organic carbon: 6.9 g kg™). In both fields, the experimental design was the same: lettuce was
planted in 4 parallel rows of 20 lettuces in 6 m x 1.4 m plots (8.4 m?), with an unplanted area
of 2 m x 1.4 m (2.8 m?) for measuring the corresponding characteristics of soil without plants.
For soils with or without lettuce, 3 treatments were applied: unamended without procyanidins
and amended with procyanidins at the two concentrations found to be most effective in
Galland et al. (2019): 87 kg ha™' and 210 kg ha'. The two experiments were watered the first
week after planting with 3 mm of water every day. For the next 10 days, 8 mm of water was
applied per day. From then until the end of the experiment, 12 mm of water was applied every
two days. Procyanidins were added 2 weeks after planting (stage with 7-9 leaves) to soil
whose nitrate had been brought to the ZENIT grid standard, i.e., 40 kg NO3 ha™ (Despujols,
1997). Commercial procyanidins (Laffort TANIN VR GRAPE ®112, Bordeaux, France)
were applied in aqueous solution (standard water) by 2 nozzle spray booms to provide 500 L
ha or 0.42 L per plot, between the rows of lettuce, and the soil was then hoed. Each site was

binned and slightly watered (with 8 mm) just after the addition of procyanidins.



122

123

124

125

126

127

128

129

130

131

132

133

134

135

136

137

138

139

140

141

142

143

144

2.2. Denitrification Enzyme Activity (DEA)

Briefly, as described by Galland et al. (2019), DEA was measured for both fields from 5 g dry
equivalent of pooled root-adhering soil (RAS) retrieved from 4 lettuces per plot and 4 samples
of bulk soil from unplanted plots with or without amendment, the day of the final harvest.
BDI (%) was measured by calculating the percentage of denitrification activity inhibition

recorded by DEA compared to the corresponding unamended control.

2.3. Quantification of total bacterial and denitrifier abundance
Total DNA was extracted from 0.5 g of RAS from three treatments (unplanted soil, soil with
lettuce, and soil with lettuce amended with only the higher concentration of 210 kg of
procyanidins per hectare) in triplicate according to the manufacturer's protocol with a Fast
DNA Spin Kit for Soil (MP Biomedical, Solon, OH, USA). The amount of DNA extracted
was then estimated using a Quant-iT PicoGreen® dsDNA Assay kit (Molecular Probes,
USA). Total bacterial and denitrifier abundances were quantified by qPCR using primers
targeting the 16S rRNA and nirK/nirS genes, respectively, as described previously by Galland

et al. (2019).

2.4. Nitrate concentrations in soil

Briefly, NOs™ was extracted one week before procyanidin application (T0) from the planted
rhizospheric soils (20 cm from the base of 4 lettuces per plot and pooled) and on the day of
harvest (TF) from the RAS soils and from the unplanted soils for both fields. Nitrate was

extracted from 5 g eq. of dried soil according to Galland et al. (2019).
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2.5. Measurement of lettuce mass
After 5 weeks of growth in the Manziat field and 6 weeks of growth in the SERAIL field, 12
lettuces per plot or 48 lettuces per treatment were harvested and weighed to determine the
fresh mass of the aerial parts. Among these 12 lettuces, 4 root systems were harvested (or 16
per treatment) to determine the mass of the root parts. Each fresh lettuce was weighed on a
balance (£ 0.5 g). The root system was washed with distilled water and weighed with a
precision balance (£ 0.001 g), dried at 68°C for 24 h and weighed again on the same balance

in order to determine dry mass.

2.6. Leaf mechanical properties

One piece of tissue was cut from each leaf (4 leaves per plot for a total of 16 leaves per
treatment in each field) for biomechanical measurements. Specific leaf toughness was

measured in accordance with Galland et al. (2019).

2.7. Plant N content

As described in Galland et al. (2019), the total N concentration was measured using an
elemental analyser (FlashEA 1112, Thermo Scientific, Waltham, USA) from 4 leaves and 4
root systems per plot (16 per treatment in each field) using 2 mg of ground root or leaf. The

leaf and/or root N contents was expressed in percentage of N in the leaf and/or root dry mass.

2.8. Soil porosity measurement

For each treatment, to determine volumetric soil water moisture after capillary rise and bulk

density, four undisturbed soil samples were collected using a stainless steel cylinder of 100
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cm’ (5.6 cm diameter, 4.05 cm height) with bevelled edges to ease insertion from unplanted
soil or rhizospheric soil. The core samples were capped at both ends with two plastic lids to
minimize soil and evaporative loss until analysis. After removing the two plastic lids, the core
samples were placed on a geotextile. This geotextile had the ability to let water but not soil
particles pass through. The geotextile was placed on a PVC rigid support with large mesh.
The geotextile was 3 cm from the bottom of large plastic bowls. Water was added to the
plastic bowls until the level of water obtained was 2 mm higher than the bottom of the base of
the core samples. The bowls were closed to prevent evaporation during the time of the
experiment (approximately 34 h), and volumetric soil moisture after capillary rise and bulk
density were then determined in the 100 cm’ cylindrical soil cores (V) by successive weighing
of the wet and 105°C-oven-dried soil cores. The volumetric soil water content after water
capillary rise represents the water retained in the aggregates by capillary forces and the
‘immobile’ water, which moves slowly through the network of micropores (Chen et al., 1993)
and fills capillary pores occurring within soil aggregates. The micropores between particles
and microaggregates belonging to the elementary fabric units are referred to as capillary
porosity in this paper. Capillary porosity, expressed in cm® cm >, was estimated by subtracting
the 105 °C-oven-dried soil weight from the wet soil weight and normalizing the difference to
the 105 °C-oven-dried soil weight and the volume of the cylindrical soil cores (V) thereafter.
The bulk density of each soil core was determined as the ratio between the total 105 °C-oven-
dried soil weight and the soil cylinder volume V. The total porosity was calculated from the
bulk density and solid density thereafter (assuming that the solid density was 2.65 g cm ).
Macropores between the units of fabric, referred to as macroporosity and expressed in
cm’.cm °, represent the rapid water transport and aeration of the soil. Macroporosity was

calculated as the difference between total porosity and capillary porosity.
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2.9. Data and statistical analyses

The difference in lettuce morphological traits (n > 48) between treatments was determined
using analysis of variance (ANOVA) followed by a post hoc (Tukey’s HSD) test. Similarly,
the normality (Shapiro test) and homoscedasticity of the variance (Fischer test) of all the
variables were tested. The significance of microbiological traits, nitrate concentration, soil
measurement and N level in plant (n > 3) between treatments was tested non-parametrically
with a Kruskal-Wallis test followed by a post hoc Nemenyi test. The same statistical tests
were used to measure the differences between equivalent treatments and between the two
fields, and the plot effect was tested and discarded for all traits (two-way ANOVA and mixed

model). All the analyses were performed using R project software (v. 3.5.0).

3. RESULTS
3.1. Biological denitrification inhibition

As shown in Figure 1, in soil from the Manziat field with 87 kg ha procyanidin amendment,
a BDI of approximately 31% (p-value: 0.014) was observed compared to the unplanted soil
without procyanidin addition. However, no significant BDI was observed in response to the
210 kg ha™' procyanidin amendment. In the soil planted with lettuce, no significant BDI with
the 87 kg ha™' procyanidin amendment compared to the planted soil without procyanidin
amendment was observed, whereas BDI (p-value: 0.03) of approximately 31% was observed
for the highest concentration (210 kg ha™). In the unplanted soil in the SERAIL field, there
was BDI in the plots amended with 87 and 210 kg ha™ procyanidins of 24% and 32%,
respectively (p-value: 0.048), compared with the unamended soil. In addition, in planted soils,

there was BDI of 27% (p-value: 0.047) relative to unamended planted soil for the 87 kg ha™
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procyanidin-amended lettuce and soils and BDI of 33% (p-value: 0.04) for the 210 kg ha
procyanidin-amended lettuce and plots. When comparing both fields, we noticed that in the
unplanted and planted soil, BDI was induced for each tested concentration and was more
important at the highest concentration, except for the BDI observed in unplanted and amended
soil with procyanidin addition of 87 kg ha™, where the BDI was larger and different from than

in planted soil planted with the same procyanidin concentration.

3.2. Abundance of total and denitrifying bacterial communities

In the Manziat and SERAIL fields, the total bacterial communities measured by the 16S
rRNA gene (Fig. 2A) did not differ statistically between treatments, although there was a
tendency at the SERAIL field for the total bacterial abundance to be reduced in the presence
of lettuce plants. In the Manziat field, the abundance of the nirS gene (Fig. 2B) was identical
in the unamended soil and in the RAS of unamended lettuce and amended lettuce at 210 kg
ha procyanidins. However, the abundance of the nirS gene was lower in lettuce amended
with 210 kg ha™ procyanidins than in unamended lettuce. In the SERAIL field (Fig. 2B), there
were generally fewer bacteria harbouring the nirS gene than in the Manziat field, although the
abundance of the community with the nirS gene in the RAS soil of unamended lettuces was
identical to that in the unamended and planted soil. The abundance of nirS genes was higher
in the unamended soil than in the RAS of lettuce amended with procyanidins at 210 kg ha™
(p-value: 0.018). In Manziat, the abundance of bacteria harbouring the nirK gene (Fig. 2C)
was identical between unplanted soil and unamended planted soil but lower in planted soils
amended with procyanidins (p-value: 0.013). At SERAIL, the abundance of the nirK gene
(Fig. 2C) was higher in unplanted soil (p-value: 0.0229) than in planted soil with or without
procyanidins. The amendment of procyanidins slightly reduced the abundance of bacteria in

the RAS of lettuce but not significantly compared to the RAS of unamended lettuce.
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3.3. Effect of procyanidin addition to soil on nitrate concentrations

In the Manziat field on date TO (Fig. 3A), nitrate concentrations were equivalent for unplanted
soils and similar for planted soils. In addition, the nitrate concentrations in planted soils were
significantly lower than those in unplanted soils. On the TF date, overall, the nitrate
concentrations of the planted soils were significantly lower than those of the unplanted soils.
However, at 87 kg ha™, the nitrate concentration in unplanted soil was increased by 113 % (p-
value: 0.05) compared to that in unplanted and unamended soil. Moreover, the nitrate
concentration was not significantly different (59 % higher in unplanted and amended soil at
210 kg ha™). In all treatments, there was a decrease in the nitrate concentration between TO
and TF, except for soils unplanted and amended with 87 or 210 kg ha™ procyanidins. In the
SERAIL field (Fig. 3B), the nitrate concentrations at TO were identical between planted soils,
but not in the unplanted soil without amendment, in which the concentration was lower (p-
value: 0.041). In addition, there was no difference in the nitrate concentration in unplanted
soils regardless of the concentration at TO. At TF, the nitrate concentrations in planted soils
were identical, regardless of the concentration, and significantly lower than those in unplanted
soils. In unplanted soils, the nitrate concentration of the soil amended with 87 kg ha™
procyanidins was higher than the concentration of the unplanted soil amended with 210 kg ha
! procyanidins (p-value: 0.047) and 142 % higher than that in the unplanted and unamended
soil (p-value: 0.046). Similarly, the nitrate concentration of the soil amended with
procyanidins at 210 kg ha™ was higher (by approximately 57 %) than that of untreated soil (p-
value: 0.049). It should be noted that between TO and TF, all nitrate concentrations decreased
except for that in the unplanted and unamended soil and the unplanted soil with amendment at

87 kg ha™'.

11



265

266

267

268

269

270

271

272

273

274

275

276

277

278

279

280

281

282

283

284

285

286

287

3.4. Effect of procyanidin addition on lettuce traits

In Manziat (Fig. 4A), the addition of 87 kg ha™ and 210 kg ha™' procyanidins increased the
fresh mass of the aerial parts of lettuce by 46% (p-value: 0.00012) and 33% (p-value: 0.025),
respectively, compared to unamended lettuce. Similarly, at SERAIL (Fig. 4A), compared to
the fresh mass of unamended lettuce, that of lettuce with the addition of procyanidins
increased by 16% (p-value: 0.092) with 87 kg ha™' and 25% (p-value: 0.00053) with 210 kg
ha™'. In Manziat (Fig. 4B), amendment with procyanidins at 87 kg ha™ allowed a increase (p-
value: 0.0000026) in the fresh mass (approximately 73%) of roots compared to no
amendment. At SERAIL (Fig. 4B), amendment with 87 kg ha” procyanidins allowed an
increase (p-value: 0.15) in the root fresh mass (approximately 22%), and amendment with 210
kg ha™ procyanidins allowed a increase (p-value: 0.017) in the fresh mass (approximately
28%) of roots compared to no amendment. Moreover, the specific toughness (J.m>) of the
three leaves of the 4th crown did not differ between treated and untreated lettuces in either
field (Fig. 5). However, overall, the specific thoughness of the leaves of the 4th crown in

Manziat was higher than that at SERAIL.

3.5. Nitrogen concentration in plants

In Manziat and at SERAIL (Fig. 6A), the N content in the leaves of amended lettuce was the
same, regardless of whether they were amended. However, the N content decrease from 2.1 to
1.8 % of N with the amendment concentration. Based on the gains in fresh mass of the aerial
parts of the lettuces, we can deduce that there was, on average, 1.46 g more N per lettuce for

the treatment with 87 kg ha™ procyanidins and 0.63 g more N for the treatment with 210 kg

12
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ha’! procyanidins than in unamended lettuces. Similarly, in the SERAIL field, there was, on
average, 0.94 g more N per lettuce with 87 kg ha™ procyanidins and 0.56 g with 210 kg ha™
procyanidins than in unamended lettuces. In Manziat (Fig. 6B), the N content in lettuce roots
between treatments was the same. At SERAIL, although not significantly different, the N

concentrations seemed lower when lettuce was amended with procyanidins.

3.6. Effect of procyanidins addition on soil porosities

In Manziat, procyanidin amendment of planted and unplanted soils did not significantly
change the total porosity (Fig. 7A) or the capillary porosity (Fig. 7C). However, the
macroporosity (Fig. 7E) of the planted soil amended with procyanidins at 87 kg ha™ was
lower than the macroporosity of the unamended planted soil (p-value: 0.0083572), and
although not significant, it was also lower in the planted soil amended with 210 kg ha™
procyanidins. At SERAIL, procyanidin amendment of planted and unplanted soils did not

change the total porosity (Fig. 7B), capillary porosity (Fig. 7D) or macroporosity (Fig. 7F).

4. DISCUSSION
4.1. The addition of procyanidins induces BDI in soils of both textures

As demonstrated in Galland et al. 2019, the addition of procyanidins to lettuce fields reduced
denitrification activity. This reduction was observed for both soil textures. In the SERAIL
field with a sandy clay loam-textured soil (the same soil as used in Galland et al. 2019), the
addition of procyanidins induced BDI from one year to the next, on the same orders of
magnitude (between 16 and 32%, depending on the procyanidin concentrations in the soil). In

addition, the results presented here showed that denitrification activity was also inhibited by

13
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the addition of procyanidins to the loamy sand soil of Manziat, and the inhibition percentages
in the planted soils were the same between the two fields used in the experiment. Each plant
selects its antagonistic microorganisms, as described by Berg and Smalla (2009), which
would explain in our case the decrease in the abundance of the total bacterial community in
the RAS of lettuce with or without procyanidins in the SERAIL field, although as shown by
Buyer et al. (2002), plants such as soybean and corn increase the total community. This
phenomenon was not observed in Galland et al. (2019) because, as Dandie et al. (2008)
shows, bacterial communities in arable soil are likely to change from one year to the next.
However, the abundance of the total bacterial community did not differ between the RAS of
lettuce amended or unamended with procyanidins for either soil texture, which indicates that
the addition of procyanidins did not have an antimicrobial effect on the soil microfauna, as
shown by Lacombe et al. (2012), in which a procyanidin concentration much higher than that
used here had antimicrobial effects on some bacterial species. However, procyanidins act on
the abundance of denitrifying bacterial communities. As described by Wallenstein et al.
(2006), denitrifying bacterial communities have either copper-coupled nitrate reductase
(encoded by nirK) and the other with cytochrome cdl (encoded by #irsS), which is why we
targeted these two genes to measure denitrifier abundance. Thus, at a procyanidin
concentration of 210 kg ha’', whether in sandy clay loam or loamy sand, denitrifying
communities with the nirK gene and the nirS gene were less abundant in procyanidin-
amended soil than in unamended soil, identical to the result in Galland et al. (2019), despite
the fact that denitrifying communities can change from one year to the next, as Yoshida et al.
(2009) showed. This leads to the hypothesis that the loss of the denitrifying function of
bacteria via the BDI phenomenon would cause a lack of competitiveness and would thus be
counter-selected from the rhizosphere of amended lettuce. Denitrifying bacteria could no

longer use nitrate as an electron acceptor, which would reduce their multiplication and
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persistence in the ecological niche of the rhizosphere, as observed in Dassonville et al. (2011).
We also observed that the abundances were not the same between the two soil textures; there
were more bacteria in the loamy sand soil of Manziat with the #nirS gene and fewer with the
nirK gene than at the SERAIL, as Rosa et al. (2014) showed, indicating that the distribution

of denitrifier diversity is not the same among soils.

4.2. The addition of procyanidins induces nitrate conservation and an increase in

lettuce morphological traits for both soil textures

Bardon et al. (2017) showed in mesocosms that in a soil with a sandy clay loam texture,
procyanidin-induced BDI allows nitrate conservation in the soil of up to 6 times compared to
that in the same soil that has not been amended with procyanidins. In our experiment, there
were similar nitrate conservations in both soils at both concentrations, which were
homogeneous between the two soils. This conservation after BDI allowed the lettuces to grow
better in the amended soils, as observed in the previous year with another variety of lettuce. In
our case, after adding procyanidins, we observed that in the planted soils in the two fields,
lettuce consumed the nitrate present in the soil between the beginning and the end of the
experiment, as Jackson et al. (1994) observed in lettuces that use nitrate as the preferred
source of N during growth. In addition, in the unplanted soils of the two fields, there was a
loss of nitrate between the first measurement at the beginning of the experiment and the
second measurement taken at harvesting. Such loss over time is due to N losses in the system
such as leaching (Di and Cameron, 2002), denitrification (Kuypers et al., 2018), but this loss
was less significant when soils were amended with procyanidins, as expected. The protocol
tried to limit these losses by applying procyanidins to the increased N requirements of lettuce
(Despujols, 1997), knowing that the nitrate made available as a result of BDI is rapidly
assimilated by the plant (Bardon et al., 2018; Galland et al., 2019). In these two soils,

although lettuce yield varies depending on soil texture (Costigan, 1986), the supply of

15



361

362

363

364

365

366

367

368

369

370

371

372

373

374

375

376

377

378

379

380

381

382

383

384

385

procyanidins induced BDI, which allowed an increase in nitrate in the soil and induced a gain
in lettuce mass in the amended plots. As in Galland et al. (2019), there was a greater root
mass gain than aerial mass gain for lettuce roots in Manziat. Indeed, these traits exhibited a
78% increase in response to procyanidin amendment at 87 kg ha™' when the aerial parts
increased by 46%, whereas the previous study (Galland et al. 2019) discriminated against the
direct action of procyanidins on the roots, and this effect was assumed to be due solely to the
BDI phenomenon. It can therefore be deduced that procyanidin amendment at 87 kg ha™ is
sufficiently effective in loamy sand soil, while a higher concentration (such as 210 kg ha™) is
more effective in sandy clay loam soil. It was also observed that the percentages of N in
tissues did not differ between amended and unamended lettuce for either soil texture, meaning
that there was no plant physiological change due to the procyanidin amendment allowing
better N absorption by the lettuce. However, as lettuce grew better in plots amended with
procyanidins in both fields, the higher the mass, the higher the N concentration. Indeed, the
procyanidin treatment made it possible to conserve N in the form of nitrate due to BDI and
thus to make more nitrate available for lettuce, allowing better growth without modifying the
plants' ability to absorb N. This observation is consistent with the finding of a greenhouse
study conducted on several lettuce varieties where N use efficiency was not affected by soil
nitrate concentrations (Urli¢ et al., 2017). Similarly, although the specific toughness of lettuce
leaves was higher in Manziat, which was probably due to different growing conditions and
the fact that they were smaller in this soil, amending lettuce with procyanidins did not change
the quality of the leaves. Thus, treatment with procyanidins does not change the vulnerability
of leaves to potential herbivores and pests (Clissold et al., 2009; Onoda et al., 2011) and does
not lead to a gustatory quality difference detected by consumers for lettuce potentially placed

on the market (Lopez-Galvez et al., 1997; Rico et al., 2007).

4.3. The addition of procyanidins did not induce a change in soil structure
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The measurement of soil porosity was carried out because soil structure plays a role in
denitrification (Laudone et al. 2011). In fact, the porosity of a soil is linked to soil aeration
and therefore to anaerobic conditions that are favourable for denitrification (Smith 1990).
Moreover, denitrifiers are more abundant in aggregates than in pores (Lecomte et al. 2018).
Therefore, a change in porosity between our two soils may have played a role in the
denitrification activity and consequently the inhibition of it by BDI. However, since two soils
with different textures necessarily do not have the same structure (Bouma, 1991), it is normal
for the total porosity to be slightly lower in sandy clay loam soil than in loamy sand soil.
Despite this, there was no difference in the efficiency of BDI, nitrate availability or the
efficiency of lettuce cultivation, suggesting that the BDI process is independent of soil
structure. Other abiotic factors such as pH, organic matter level may play a role in the
denitrification capacity of denitrifying bacteria (Zumft, 1997) but these factors have not
changed after the application of procyanidins. In addition, the initial N level may have an
effect on denitrification (Kuypers et al., 2018), in our case both soils have been set at an
equivalent starting N level, which excludes at most an effect by this factor. However, we
observed a decrease in the macroporosity of planted soils amended with 87 kg of procyanidins
per hectare, potentially due to the significant root growth under this condition. In addition, as
Hamblin (1986) explains, roots can, by growing, compact the soil and thus reduce

macroporosity.

5. CONCLUSION

As in our previous study, the use of procyanidin amendment allowed biological inhibition of
denitrification as well as a decrease in the competitiveness of denitrifiers in sandy clay loam-

textured soil but also in loamy sand-textured soil. This BDI induced the conservation of
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nitrate in unplanted soils but allowed amended lettuce to grow better in planted soils.
Although the amendment at the lowest dose tested was most effective in loamy sand soil, the
addition of procyanidins to the field did not change leaf quality nor N levels in tissues in
either soil. Finally, soil porosities differed only slightly between treatments for both soils,
which means that regardless of soil texture or structure, the induction of BDI in fields is
applicable in two soil types and repeatable from one year to the next with another variety of

lettuce.

Acknowledgements

This work was supported by the Auvergne-Rhone-Alpes region (ARC 2016-2019) for thesis
subvention and the French National Research Agency (ANR-18-CE32-0005, DIORE).
Quantitative PCR was performed on the DTAMB platform (FR BioEnvis, University Lyon 1).
Field experiments were performed at the SERAIL station. Microbial activities were measured
on the AME platform (UMR 5557), and C and N content were measured on the Isotope
Ecology platform (UMR 5023). We thank Laurent Philippot and Delphine Moreau for

scientific discussions.

References

Bardon, C., Piola, F., Bellvert, F., Haichar, F. el Z., Comte, G., Meiffren, G., Pommier, T.,
Puijalon, S., Tsafack, N., Poly, F., 2014. Evidence for biological denitrification

inhibition (BDI) by plant secondary metabolites. New Phytol. 204, 620—-630.

Bardon, C., Piola, F., Haichar, F.Z., Meiffren, G., Comte, G., Missery, B., Balby, M., Poly,

F., 2016a. Identification of B-type procyanidins in F allopia spp. involved in

18



434

435

436

437

438

439

440

441

442

443

444

445

446

447

448

449

450

451

452

453

454

455

456

biological denitrification inhibition. Environ. Microbiol. 18, 644—-655.

Bardon, C., Poly, F., el Zahar Haichar, F., Le Roux, X., Simon, L., Meiffren, G., Comte, G.,
Rouifed, S., Piola, F., 2017. Biological denitrification inhibition (BDI) with
procyanidins induces modification of root traits, growth and N status in Fallopia x

bohemica. Soil Biol. Biochem. 107, 41-49.

Bardon, C., Poly, F., Piola, F., Pancton, M., Comte, G., Meiffren, G., Haichar, F. el Z., 2016b.
Mechanism of biological denitrification inhibition: procyanidins induce an allosteric
transition of the membrane-bound nitrate reductase through membrane alteration.

FEMS Microbiol. Ecol. 92.

Batey, T., McKenzie, D.C., 2006. Soil compaction: identification directly in the field. Soil

Use Manag. 22, 123—131.

Berg, G., Smalla, K., 2009. Plant species and soil type cooperatively shape the structure and
function of microbial communities in the rhizosphere. FEMS Microbiol. Ecol. 68, 1—

13.

Bouma, J., 1991. Influence of soil macroporosity on environmental quality, in: Advances in

Agronomy. Elsevier, pp. 1-37.

Buyer, J.S., Roberts, D.P., Russek-Cohen, E., 2002. Soil and plant effects on microbial

community structure. Can. J. Microbiol. 48, 955-964.

Casagrande, P., Chapelle, C., 2001. Fertilisation azotée minérale: assagissementa la fin des

années 80. Agreste Cah. 2, 3—10.

Cavigelli, M.A., Robertson, G.P., 2000. The functional significance of denitrifier community

composition in a terrestrial ecosystem. Ecology 81, 1402—-1414.

Chen, C., Thomas, D.M., Green, R.E., Wagenet, R.J., 1993. Two-domain estimation of

19



457

458

459

460

461

462

463

464

465

466

467

468

469

470

471

472

473

474

475

476

477

478

479

hydraulic properties in macropore soils. Soil Sci. Soc. Am. J. 57, 680-686.

Clissold, F.J., Sanson, G.D., Read, J., Simpson, S.J., 2009. Gross vs. net income: how plant

toughness affects performance of an insect herbivore. Ecology 90, 3393-3405.

Costigan, P.A., 1986. The effects of soil type on the early growth of lettuce. J. Agric. Sci.

107, 1-8. https://doi.org/10.1017/S0021859600066727

Dandie, C.E., Burton, D.L., Zebarth, B.J., Henderson, S.L., Trevors, J.T., Goyer, C., 2008.
Changes in bacterial denitrifier community abundance over time in an agricultural
field and their relationship with denitrification activity. Appl Env. Microbiol 74,

5997-6005.

Dassonville, N., Guillaumaud, N., Piola, F., Meerts, P., Poly, F., 2011. Niche construction by
the invasive Asian knotweeds (species complex Fallopia): impact on activity,

abundance and community structure of denitrifiers and nitrifiers. Biol. Invasions 13,

1115-1133.

Despujols, J., 1997. Control of nitrate level in autumn greenhouse lettuce. Infos CTIFL Fr.

Di, H.J., Cameron, K.C., 2002. Nitrate leaching in temperate agroecosystems: sources, factors

and mitigating strategies. Nutr. Cycl. Agroecosystems 64, 237-256.

Fierer, N., Jackson, R.B., 2006. The diversity and biogeography of soil bacterial communities.

Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. 103, 626-631.

Galland, W., Piola, F., Burlet, A., Mathieu, C., Nardy, M., Poussineau, S., Blazere, L.,
Gervaix, J., Puijalon, S., Simon, L., Haichar, F. el Z., 2019. Biological denitrification
inhibition (BDI) in the field: A strategy to improve plant nutrition and growth. Soil

Biol. Biochem. 136, 107513. https://doi.org/10.1016/}.s011b10.2019.06.009

Glinski, J., Brzezinska, M., W\lodarczyk, T., 2004. Microbial ecology of soil porous medium.

20



480

481

482

483

484

485

486

487

488

489

490

491

492

493

494

495

496

497

498

499

500

501

502

SOIL-PLANT-ATMOSPHERE AERATION Environ. Probl. 65.

Jackson, L.E., Stivers, L.J., Warden, B.T., Tanji, K.K., 1994. Crop nitrogen utilization and

soil nitrate loss in a lettuce field. Fertil. Res. 37, 93-105.
Jamagne, M., 2011. Grands paysages pédologiques de France. Editions Quae.

Kaye, J.P., Hart, S.C., 1997. Competition for nitrogen between plants and soil

microorganisms. Trends Ecol. Evol. 12, 139-143.

Kraft, B., Strous, M., Tegetmeyer, H.E., 2011. Microbial nitrate respiration—genes, enzymes

and environmental distribution. J. Biotechnol. 155, 104—-117.

Kuypers, M.M., Marchant, H.K., Kartal, B., 2018. The microbial nitrogen-cycling network.

Nat. Rev. Microbiol. 16, 263.

Lacombe, A., Wu, V.C., White, J., Tadepalli, S., Andre, E.E., 2012. The antimicrobial
properties of the lowbush blueberry (Vaccinium angustifolium) fractional components
against foodborne pathogens and the conservation of probiotic Lactobacillus

rhamnosus. Food Microbiol. 30, 124-131.

Laudone, G.M., Matthews, G.P., Bird, N.R.A., Whalley, W.R., Cardenas, L.M., Gregory,
A.S., 2011. A model to predict the effects of soil structure on denitrification and N20O

emission. J. Hydrol. 409, 283-290.

Lecomte, S., Achouak, W., Abrouk, D., Heulin, T., Nesme, X., Haichar, F. el Z., 2018.
Diversifying anaerobic respiration strategies to compete in the rhizosphere. Front.

Environ. Sci. 6, 139.

Lopez-Galvez, G., Peiser, G., Nie, X., Cantwell, M., 1997. Quality changes in packaged salad

products during storage. Z. Fiir Leb. -Forsch. A 205, 64-72.

Liitzow, M. v, Kdgel-Knabner, I., Ekschmitt, K., Matzner, E., Guggenberger, G., Marschner,

21



503

504

505

506

507

508

509

510

511

512

513

514

515

516

517

518

519

520

521

522

523

524

525

526

B., Flessa, H., 2006. Stabilization of organic matter in temperate soils: mechanisms
and their relevance under different soil conditions—a review. Eur. J. Soil Sci. 57, 426—

445.

Morot-Gaudry, J.-F., 1997. Assimilation de I’azote chez les plantes: aspects physiologique,

biochimique et moléculaire. Editions Quae.

Mosier, A.R., Duxbury, J.M., Freney, J.R., Heinemeyer, O., Minami, K., 1996. Nitrous oxide
emissions from agricultural fields: Assessment, measurement and mitigation, in:

Progress in Nitrogen Cycling Studies. Springer, pp. 589—602.

Mulvaney, R.L., Khan, S.A., Ellsworth, T.R., 2009. Synthetic nitrogen fertilizers deplete soil
nitrogen: a global dilemma for sustainable cereal production. J. Environ. Qual. 38,

2295-2314.

Nannipieri, P., Ascher, J., Ceccherini, M., Landi, L., Pietramellara, G., Renella, G., 2003.

Microbial diversity and soil functions. Eur. J. Soil Sci. 54, 655-670.

Oenema, O., Witzke, H.P., Klimont, Z., Lesschen, J.P., Velthof, G.L., 2009. Integrated
assessment of promising measures to decrease nitrogen losses from agriculture in EU-

27. Agric. Ecosyst. Environ. 133, 280-288.

Onoda, Y., Westoby, M., Adler, P.B., Choong, A.M.F., Clissold, F.J., Cornelissen, J.H.C.,
Diaz, S., Dominy, N.J., Elgart, A., Enrico, L., Fine, P.V.A., Howard, J.J., Jalili, A.,
Kitajima, K., Kurokawa, H., McArthur, C., Lucas, P.W., Markesteijn, L., Pérez[]
Harguindeguy, N., Poorter, L., Richards, L., Santiago, L.S., Sosinski, E.E., Bael,
S.A.V., Warton, D.I., Wright, [.J., Wright, S.J., Yamashita, N., 2011. Global patterns
of leaf mechanical properties. Ecol. Lett. 14, 301-312. https://doi.org/10.1111/;.1461-

0248.2010.01582.x

Philippot, L., 2002. Denitrifying genes in bacterial and archaeal genomes. Biochim. Biophys.

22



527

528

529

530

531

532

533

534

535

536

537

538

539

540

541

542

543

544

545

546

547

548

549

Acta BBA-Gene Struct. Expr. 1577, 355-376.
Preece, D.A., 1990. RA Fisher and experimental design: a review. Biometrics 925-935.

Rabot, E., Wiesmeier, M., Schliiter, S., Vogel, H.-J., 2018. Soil structure as an indicator of

soil functions: a review. Geoderma 314, 122—-137.

Rico, D., Martin-Diana, A.B., Barat, J.M., Barry-Ryan, C., 2007. Extending and measuring
the quality of fresh-cut fruit and vegetables: a review. Trends Food Sci. Technol. 18,

373-386.

Rosa, S.M., Kraemer, F.B., Soria, M.A., Guerrero, L.D., Morras, H.J., Figuerola, E.L.,
Eriyjman, L., 2014. The influence of soil properties on denitrifying bacterial
communities and denitrification potential in no-till production farms under contrasting

management in the Argentinean Pampas. Appl. Soil Ecol. 75, 172-180.

Schreiter, S., Ding, G.-C., Heuer, H., Neumann, G., Sandmann, M., Grosch, R., Kropf, S.,
Smalla, K., 2014. Effect of the soil type on the microbiome in the rhizosphere of field-

grown lettuce. Front. Microbiol. 5, 144.

Shoun, H., Kim, D.-H., Uchiyama, H., Sugiyama, J., 1992. Denitrification by fungi. FEMS

Microbiol. Lett. 94, 277-281.

Smith, K.A., 1990. Anaerobic zones and denitrification in soil: modelling and measurement,

in: Denitrification in Soil and Sediment. Springer, pp. 229-244.

Tilman, D., Cassman, K.G., Matson, P.A., Naylor, R., Polasky, S., 2002. Agricultural

sustainability and intensive production practices. Nature 418, 671.

Urli¢, B., Juki¢ §pika, M., Becker, C., Klaring, H.-P., Krumbein, A., Goreta Ban, S., Schwarz,
D., 2017. Effect of NO3 and NH4 concentrations in nutrient solution on yield and

nitrate concentration in seasonally grown leaf lettuce. Acta Agric. Scand. Sect. B—

23



550

551

552

553

554

555

556

557

558

559

560

561

562

563

564

565

566

567

568

569

570

571

572

573

Soil Plant Sci. 67, 748-757.

Wallenstein, M.D., Myrold, D.D., Firestone, M., Voytek, M., 2006. Environmental controls
on denitrifying communities and denitrification rates: insights from molecular

methods. Ecol. Appl. 16, 2143-2152.

Yoshida, M., Ishii, S., Otsuka, S., Senoo, K., 2009. Temporal shifts in diversity and quantity

of nirS and nirK in a rice paddy field soil. Soil Biol. Biochem. 41, 2044-2051.

Zumft, W.G., 1997. Cell biology and molecular basis of denitrification. Microbiol Mol Biol

Rev 61, 533-616.

Figure legends:

Figure 1: Effects of different concentrations of procyanidins (0, 87 and 210 kg of
procyanidins per hectare) applied to unplanted soil and soil planted with lettuces in the
Manziat field on the left and the SERAIL field on the right on biological denitrification
inhibition (BDI, % in relation to the corresponding untreated soil) by communities colonizing
the root-adhering soil of treated lettuces. n=4 for each treatment. Vertical bars indicate
standard deviation. Different letters indicate a difference between treatments (Nemenyi test;

<0.05).

Figure 2: Effects of procyanidins applied to the Manziat and SERAIL fields (210 kg of
procyanidins per hectare) to unplanted soil and soil planted with lettuces on the (A) whole
bacterial community (copy numbers of 16S rRNA g of dry soil), (B) denitrifying bacteria
(copy numbers of nirS g of dry soil), and (C) denitrifying bacteria (copy numbers of nirK g
of dry soil), with n = 3 for each treatment. Vertical bars indicate standard deviation. Different

letters indicate different means (Nemenyi test, 0<0.05).
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Figure 3: Effects of different concentrations of procyanidins applied to the field (0, 87 and
210 kg of procyanidins per hectare) of A) Manziat and B) SERAIL on the nitrate
concentration of unplanted soil and soil planted with lettuce (rhizospheric soil), measured at
time 0 (TO) and the final time (TF). n = 4 for each treatment. Vertical bars indicate standard

deviation. Different letters indicate a difference between treatments (Nemenyi test; 0<0.05).

Figure 4: Effects of different concentrations of procyanidins applied to soil planted with
lettuces in the Manziat field (left) and the SERAIL field (right) (0, 87 and 210 kg of
procyanidins per hectare) on the fresh mass of (A) shoots (g) and (B) roots (g). n= 16 for the
root system and n= 48 for the shoots in each treatment. Vertical bars indicate standard

deviation. Different letters indicate a difference between treatments (Tukey’s test; a<0.05).

Figure 5: Effects of different concentrations of procyanidins applied to soil planted with
lettuces in the Manziat field (left) and the SERAIL field (right) (0, 87 and 210 kg of
procyanidins per hectare) on specific toughness (J.m™). n = 16 for each treatment. Vertical
bars indicate standard deviation. Different letters indicate a difference between treatments

(Tukey’s test; 0<0.05).

Figure 6: Effects of different concentrations of procyanidins applied to soil planted with
lettuces in the Manziat field (left) and the SERAIL field (right) (0, 87 and 210 kg of
procyanidins per hectare) on the (A) leaf and (B) root N content (% of dry mass). n = 4 for
each treatment. Vertical bars indicate standard deviation. No significant effect (Nemenyi test;

<0.05).

Figure 7: Effects of different concentrations of procyanidins applied to unplanted soil and soil

planted with lettuces (0, 87 and 210 kg of procyanidins per hectare) on: total porosity
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(cm’.cm™) in the Manziat field (A) and SERAIL field (B); capillary porosity (cm’.cm™) in the
Manziat field (C) and SERAIL field (D) and macroporosity (cm’.cm™) in the Manziat field
(E) and SERAIL field (F). n = 4 for each treatment. Vertical bars indicate standard deviation.

Different letters indicate a difference between treatments (Nemenyi test; 0.<0.05).
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Figure 5

Figure 5

Specific toughness (J.m3)
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Figure 6

Shoot N content (%)
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