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Abstract: Understanding the responses of olive trees to drought stress is crucial for improving
cultivation and developing drought-tolerant varieties. Water transport and storage within the plant
is a key factor in drought-tolerance strategies. Water management can be based on a variety of factors
such as stomatal control, osmoprotectant molecules, proteins and wood properties. The aim of the
study was to evaluate the water management strategy under drought stress from an anatomical and
biochemical point of view in three young Italian olive cultivars (Giarraffa, Leccino and Maurino)
previously distinguished for their physiological and metabolomic responses. For each cultivar,
15 individuals in pots were exposed or not to 28 days of water withholding. Every 7 days, the
content of sugars (including mannitol), proline, aquaporins, osmotins, and dehydrins, in leaves and
stems, as well as the chemical and anatomical characteristics of the wood of the three cultivars, were
analyzed. ‘Giarraffa’ reduced glucose levels and increased mannitol production, while ‘Leccino’
accumulated more proline. Both ‘Leccino” and ‘Maurino” increased sucrose and aquaporin levels,
possibly due to their ability to remove embolisms. ‘Maurino” and ‘Leccino’” accumulated more
dehydrins and osmotins. While neither genotype nor stress affected wood chemistry, ‘Maurino’
had a higher vessel-to-xylem area ratio and a larger hydraulic diameter, which allows it to maintain
a high transpiration rate but may make it more susceptible to cavitation. The results emphasized the
need for an integrated approach, highlighting the importance of the relative timing and sequence
of each parameter analyzed, allowing, overall, to define a “strategy” rather than a “response” to
drought of each cultivar.

Keywords: Olea europaea; osmoprotectants; Western blotting; wood anatomy; sugars; 2D-NMR
spectroscopy; lignin; dehydrins; osmotin; aquaporins

1. Introduction

Olive production is crucial for the economy, agriculture and biodiversity of the Mediter-
ranean region. However, climate change is causing significant warming and unpredictable
rainfall, leading to more frequent and severe droughts that affect agriculture [1]. Olive trees
are highly sensitive to changes in local microclimatic conditions [2], resulting in reduced
photosynthetic performance, oxidative stress, and nutrient imbalances [3]. Understanding
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the response of olive trees to drought stress is essential for improving cultivation prac-
tices, developing drought-tolerant cultivars, enhancing long-term water management, and
preserving olive oil quality.

Olive trees exhibit a multifaceted response to drought, involving morphological,
physiological, genetic and biochemical changes that have been extensively studied in
leaves [4]. However, the stem plays an important role in plant growth, water transport,
carbohydrate and water storage [5]. Water management within plants also depends on
factors such as stomatal control, osmoprotectant molecules [6], and chemical and anatomical
properties of wood [7]. These factors are interrelated, as wood properties affect water
transport along the stem, which can be affected by drought and subsequently carbon
availability [8]. The most common molecules involved in water management in plant
tissues are osmoprotectants, such as sugars, including mannitol, and proline [9,10].

During water shortage, the accumulation of these compounds lowers the water po-
tential of leaf cells and increases their tolerance to water deficit [11]. In two-year-old olive
plants exposed to drought stress, the levels of soluble carbohydrates such as mannitol and
glucose increased depending on cultivar, stress intensity and duration [12,13].

Mannitol, a solute found in algae and plants, improves drought tolerance in olive
trees by a cultivar-dependent increase under moderate stress [13]. Mannitol levels were
also increased in olive plants exposed to drought and treated with ameliorants [14]. The
Tunisian cultivar Picholine showed higher glucose and mannitol levels under strict irriga-
tion regimes [10], and, in general, mannitol has been identified as the key carbohydrate
involved in water stress resistance [11]. Comparison of drought-resistant olive cultivars
(Chemlali and Meski) revealed that ‘Chemlali” accumulated mannitol and phenolic com-
pounds while increasing antioxidant enzyme activity [15]. Olive trees under drought ex-
pressed stress-related genes that promote starch breakdown and mannitol production [16].
Two-year-old olive trees under water deficit showed decreased leaf water potential, relative
water content, and osmotic potential, with mannitol levels increasing in water-stressed
tissues [17]. In addition, olive plants responded to drought and salt stress by increasing the
activity of the mannitol transporter [18,19].

Proline enhances drought tolerance in plants by balancing water levels, scavenging re-
active oxygen species, and regulating stress-responsive gene expression [20]. In olive plants,
drought stress increases proline, malondialdehyde and lipoxygenase levels, while decreas-
ing transpiration, photosynthetic rate, stomatal conductance and CO; concentration [21].
Water deficiency reduced shoot elongation and photosynthetic performance in Tunisian
olive cultivars, except for the Chemlali cultivar, which had stronger antioxidant defense
mechanisms and more proline content [9]. The drought-stressed olive cultivars Zalmati
and Chemlali accumulated more proline [22], while the Mediterranean cultivar Manzanilla,
which had higher proline content, outperformed other olive cultivars in terms of photosyn-
thetic rate and drought tolerance [23]. Among several, the drought-stressed Persian and
Greek olive cultivars, ‘Dezful’, “Amigdalolia’” and ‘Conservolia” showed higher leaf water
content, membrane stability, and proline content [12]. However, proline was not always
associated with better physiological performance under drought stress, as both Empeltre
and Arbequina cultivars resulted in reduced photosynthesis and vegetative growth, but
both showed increased proline [24].

Proteins such as dehydrins, osmotins and aquaporins, may also be involved in drought
response by influencing water movement within plants [25]. Dehydrins, also known as
group II late embryogenesis abundant (LEA) proteins, are hydrophilic stress proteins
produced in response to cold and drought stress [26], presumably through the induction
of abscisic acid (ABA) [27]. Research on antioxidant enzymes and proteins in olive trees
found that immunologically related dehydrins of 43 and 23 kDa accumulate during cold
acclimation, with 43 kDa dehydrin associated with cold hardiness across all cultivars, and
the 23 kDa dehydrin being cultivar-dependent [28]. Additionally, a study on drought
response genes found that dehydrin expression differed among cultivars [29].
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Osmotin, a PR-5 family defense protein, is essential for plant survival under both
biotic and abiotic stress conditions [30], acting as an osmoprotectant and providing enzyme
protection and protein chaperone functions. In soybean, a novel putative osmotin has
been found in the response to drought stress [31]. In barley, osmotin expression increased
drought tolerance and improved the enzymatic activity of ascorbate peroxidase [32]. Ex-
pression of the osmotin gene may confer resistance to water stress in olive trees, as olive
plants expressing the tobacco osmotin gene showed increased tolerance to cold stress [33].
Another study confirmed the protective role of osmotin in cold-tolerant olive varieties,
showing a positive correlation between osmotin expression and cold resistance [34], and
shoots from Canino cultivar expressing a tobacco osmotin transgene showed higher proline
levels and lower lipid peroxidation following drought stress [35].

Aquaporins are transmembrane channel proteins that regulate plant-water interactions [36].
Among the five families of aquaporins, the plasma membrane intrinsic proteins (PIPs),
which support long-term water transport, are among those that respond to drought
stress [37]. Aquaporin levels were strongly correlated with stomatal and mesophyll con-
ductance in water-stressed olive plants [38]. In Leccino plants, expression of aquaporin-
encoding genes decreased with increasing stress, suggesting reduced expression is a response
to drought. Analysis of a single aquaporin gene in drought-stressed olive plants gave
similar results [39]. However, aquaporin levels increased in olive plants recovering from
drought, indicating that reduced aquaporin expression is part of the drought response and
that increased expression is necessary for drought recovery [40].

Water transport through xylem vessels and tracheids can be affected by drought-
induced cavitation [41], and cavitation susceptibility is critical to plant drought stress
resistance, which is influenced by wood anatomical and chemical properties. Higher wood
density is associated with greater strength [42,43], but optimal xylem hydraulic properties
for drought resistance are still unclear [44—46]. Lignin increases cell wall strength, stiffness
and hydrophobicity, which helps wood withstand water pressure [47], and higher lignin
concentrations correlate with lower susceptibility to embolism [5]. Drought can increase
lignin content by promoting its deposition in vessels [47]. The ratio of different lignin
units also affects wood properties; in particular, a higher lignin S/G ratio is associated
with increased resistance to embolism, as S-rich lignin is more flexible and hydrophilic [5].
In olive wood, vessels are evenly distributed along the annual ring, with small diameter
vessels increasing resistance to drought-induced cavitation. Different olive cultivars are
likely to have different vessel diameters, which may affect water management [48-50].

Previous studies on three Italian olive cultivars (Giarraffa, Leccino and Maurino)
showed different responses to drought stress. ‘Giarraffa’ exhibited greater water conserva-
tion and earlier stomatal closure, while ‘Leccino” maintained photosystem II efficiency and
low oxidative stress. In contrast, ‘"Maurino” had the highest transpiration rate and experi-
enced increased electrolyte leakage [51]. Metabolomic analyses further revealed cultivar-
specific differences, with ‘Maurino” accumulating higher levels of phenolic compounds
in its leaves and stem compared to ‘Leccino’ and ‘Giarraffa’, which instead accumulated
epicuticular wax-related compounds [52]. Given these responses, we hypothesized that
‘Leccino’, despite having lower antioxidant pools [53] and higher stomatal conductance
than ‘Giarraffa’, may rely on osmoprotectants to retain water in plant tissues. Conversely,
‘Maurino’, with its higher stomatal density and conductance, coupled with lower stem and
leaf water content under drought conditions, may be more susceptible to drought-induced
cavitation; ‘Giarraffa’ may rely on reduced carbon availability due to reduced gas exchange.
To elucidate the underlying mechanisms, this study investigated the role of the PIP1 family
aquaporins, osmotins, dehydrins, sugars (including mannitol) and proline in the drought
response of these three cultivars. By examining both leaves and stems, the study aimed to
understand how biochemical and structural aspects affect water management in different
plant organs, and provide a more comprehensive understanding of the drought tolerance
of these olive cultivars.
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2. Results
2.1. Sugar Levels

The glucose levels in the leaves (Figure 1A), which ranged from 40 to 80 mg/g DW,
were higher than those found in the stems (Figure 1B), which ranged from 5 to 15 mg/g
DW. However, in both leaves and stems, the drought-stressed groups of all cultivars were
lower and significantly different from their respective controls at t4. A similar decrease
in glucose was observed in the stressed groups of ‘Maurino’ already at t2, both in stems
and leaves. Similar to glucose, fructose levels were higher in leaves (Figure 1C) than in
stems (Figure 1D). Fructose content in leaves ranged from 1 to 6 mg/g DW, while in stems
it varied slightly, around 1 mg/g DW. In stems, no significant differences were found
between control and stressed samples for any cultivar. In leaves, fructose levels were
higher and significantly different from the controls in the stressed groups of ‘Giarraffa’ and
‘Leccino’ only at t4. At t2, a significant difference between control and stressed samples
was found in ‘Maurino’, but the content of the control group was lower compared to
all the other experimental groups at the same time point. The sucrose content in leaves
(Figure 1E) was consistently below 5 mg/g DW, while in stems (Figure 1F) it varied
from 1 to 10 mg/g DW. For all three cultivars, the stressed groups showed a higher and
significantly different leaf sucrose content compared to their respective controls, at only
t4. However, the accumulation was lower in ‘Giarraffa’ than in ‘Leccino’ and ‘Maurino’.
In stems, a significant difference between control and drought-stressed groups was found
only in ‘Maurino” at t2 and in ‘Giarraffa’ at t4. Mannitol in leaves (Figure 1G) was higher
in the stressed samples of all cultivars compared to their controls, both at t2 and at t4,
and it reached its maximum values above 40 mg/g DW in the DS groups of ‘Giarraffa’
and ‘Leccino’. In the stems (Figure 1H), ‘Giarraffa’ and ‘Maurino’ showed an increase
in mannitol under stress conditions at t2, which was higher and significantly different
compared to the value of their respective controls. On the contrary, mannitol was lower in
the DS group of ‘Leccino’ at t4, compared to the controls.
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Figure 1. Cont.
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Figure 1. Sugar levels identified by HPLC in Giarraffa (GIA), Leccino (LEC) and Maurino (MAU)
under control (CTRL, black) and drought stress (DS, orange). (A) Glucose in leaf; (B) glucose in
stem; (C) fructose in leaf; (D) fructose in stem; (E) sucrose in leaf; (F) sucrose in stem; (G) mannitol
in leaf; (H) mannitol in stem, all expressed in mg g~ ! tissue dry weight (DW). Data in each column
are presented as mean =+ standard error. Within each time point, different letters denote statistical
significance (p-value < 0.05) according to Tukey’s multiple post hoc tests.

2.2. Proline Content

All cultivars showed similar levels of proline in both leaves (Figure 2A) and stems
(Figure 2B). The only exception was the drought-stressed group of ‘Leccino’ at t2, since
it had a higher value compared to the other experimental groups and was significantly
different from the respective control only in leaves.
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Figure 2. Proline content in leaves (A) and stems (B) of Giarraffa (GIA), Leccino (LEC), and Maurino
(MAU) cultivars under control (CTRL, black) and drought stress (DS, orange). Contents are expressed
as ug g~ ! tissue dry weight (DW). Values in each column are presented as mean + standard error.
Within each time point, different letters denote statistical significance (p-value < 0.05) according to
Tukey’s multiple post hoc tests.
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2.3. Starch Content

The control and drought-stressed groups exhibited nearly equal starch levels across all
cultivars, except for ‘Leccino” and ‘Maurino’ leaves collected early in the morning, where
the drought-stressed groups had significantly lower starch levels than the controls. Overall,
starch content decreased over time, particularly in stems and leaves collected at dawn,
likely due to unfavorable environmental conditions for starch production. Consequently,
starch content was not further investigated; the plots can be found in the Supplementary
Material (Figure S1).

2.4. PIP1 Aquaporin Levels

Blots relative to aquaporins revealed three or more bands, but only the two most dis-
tinct bands (46 and 29 kDa) were quantified (Figure 3A). Densitometric analysis (Figure 3B)
showed significant variation in protein concentrations among the experimental groups.
At t0, ‘Giarraffa’ exhibited higher PIPs1 content than the other cultivars, but this content
decreased at later time points. In stressed stem samples, PIPs1 accumulation in ‘Giarraffa’
was lower at t2 but higher at t4 compared to controls. The stressed groups of the ‘Leccino’
cultivar accumulated significantly more PIPs1 than the controls at both t2 and t4. Con-
versely, ‘Maurino” accumulated fewer PIPsl in the stressed groups than in the controls at
both time points.

A
o o
g oom BEo= 2 5.
g8 2 g 2 E 28 43 2 F
o ¢ B o= = »n & 2 = B w
ox—OI—mi-oni-gi-muo
E 5 Fouoa A5 50 o a5 5
S T B 2228 BRI =223
© =2 40 U A A = =2 A a0 0o = =
(3 1 I 0 46 kDa
Lo — - - «—29kDa
18- B
S 15
5
£ 124
(%]
=
5 9
[-%
]
7 °
-
o 3 =3 46.1 kDa
o
B3 28.9kDa
o_

«“ «“ < /‘%0 «’g«"v NS «‘;«“‘ L\ «"‘ <>
o< y@’o qyo@’o,&v Vo Q-\’O
G \> <'/ v
o¥ Co¥ OV ° So¥ ° S
& \& Q' @

Figure 3. PIP1 aquaporin levels in stems of Giarraffa (GIA), Leccino (LEC) and Maurino (MAU)
cultivars under control (CTRL) and drought-stress (DS) conditions, at the beginning of stress (t0),
two weeks later (t2) and four weeks later (t4). (A) Membranes immunoblotted with anti-aquaporin
antibodies from the above experimental groups; (B) relative blot quantification expressed as integrated
density (i.d.).

2.5. Dehydrin Levels

Figure 4 shows dehydrin blots on leaves, with equal amounts of total protein per lane
for all experimental groups. Two polypeptides, with molecular weights of 20 and 16 kDa,
were identified and quantified (Figure 4A). The results in Figure 4B clearly indicate that
only two of the three cultivars contained dehydrins, both from drought-stressed groups:
Maurino DS exhibited a significant increase in dehydrins at t2, which remained present
at lower levels at t4. The stress group of ‘Leccino’ did not show significant dehydrin
accumulation until late in t4. No dehydrins were detected in the Giarraffa cultivar.

From the immunological assay of the stem, three polypeptides (molecular weights
13, 16, and 20 kDa) were selected for measurement (Figure 5A). Subsequent densitometric
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analysis (Figure 5B) showed that only the cultivar Maurino accumulated these proteins in
drought-stressed groups at t2 and t4. ‘Giarraffa’ and ‘Leccino” exhibited opposing patterns,
with ‘Giarraffa’ DS showing high levels of dehydrins at t2 but a moderate reduction at 4,
compared to the controls. In contrast, ‘Leccino’ DS decreased at t2 compared to controls,
but increased significantly by t4.
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Figure 4. Dehydrin levels in leaves of Giarraffa (GIA), Leccino (LEC) and Maurino (MAU) cultivars
after two (t2) and four (t4) weeks of stress. (A) Membranes immunoblotted with anti-dehydrin
antibodies from the above experimental groups; (B) relative quantification of the blots expressed as
integrated density (i.d.).
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Figure 5. Dehydrin levels in stems of Giarraffa (GIA), Leccino (LEC) and Maurino (MAU) cultivars
under control (CTRL) and drought-stress (DS) conditions, at the beginning of stress (t0), two weeks
later (t2) and four weeks later (t4). (A) Membranes immunoblotted with anti-dehydrin antibodies
from the above experimental groups; (B) relative blotting quantification expressed as integrated

density (i.d.).
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2.6. Osmotin Levels

Figure 6 shows osmotin blots on leaves. Two isoforms, at 30 and 28 kDa, were
identified (Figure 6A), although they were difficult to distinguish. As shown by the relative
quantification in Figure 6B, at t4 osmotin was highly accumulated in the stressed groups of
all cultivars, with ‘Maurino’ DS showing the highest accumulation. At t2, ‘Giarraffa’ DS
showed lower osmotin levels than the control group, in contrast to ‘Leccino” and "‘Maurino’.
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Figure 6. Osmotin levels in leaves of Giarraffa (GIA), Leccino (LEC) and Maurino (MAU) cultivars
after two (t2) and four (t4) weeks of stress. (A) Membranes immunoblotted with anti-osmotin
antibodies from the above experimental groups; (B) relative quantification of blotting expressed as

integrated density (i.d.).

In stems, two bands, at 30 kDa and 28 kDa, were consistently detected (Figure 7A). The
relative levels (Figure 7B) showed that all cultivars reduced the accumulation of osmotin at
t2. While ‘Giarraffa’ DS maintained a low level of osmotin also at t4, osmotin accumulation
increased in ‘Maurino’ DS and ‘Leccino’ DS.

A

o~ =
I = ~ [
£ E L o B _E R
Jo3eREE geEge BB
o & m!‘“”[_m"‘ = @«
OI—'EC—'EJSOQD 5 85 g8 9 2
S 20 2 S o022 9o = 2 R
S TR SRR LS @8 22 < 8
O 2 24 0 0 A Aa =2 2 A a0 0o = =
. ‘,n-.., . +—30kDa
e [ =] «—28kDa
124 B
b
= g
£
5
3
1)
=
£
E 47
0
° mm 30.1kDa
=3 28.3 kDa

0_
<O QA YLV LYY Y «" A aH <N «‘* <>
F OO P PR
& %WS\S ‘f;&*‘% tvoézoo e;go
o\?’ & * Q‘O\V’ é QRN
Figure 7. Osmotin levels in stems of Giarraffa (GIA), Leccino (LEC) and Maurino (MAU) cultivars
under control (CTRL) and drought-stress (DS) conditions, at the beginning of stress (t0), two weeks
(t2) and four weeks (t4). (A) Membranes immunoblotted with anti-osmotin antibodies from the above

experimental groups; (B) relative blotting quantification expressed as integrated density (i.d.).
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2.7. Lignin Content and Composition

The lignin content analyzed in the stems of ‘Giarraffa’, ‘Leccino’, and ‘Maurino” at t4
was similar across the cultivars, regardless of the treatment (Giarraffa: 23.3 & 0.1%; Leccino:
23.0 & 0.1%; Maurino: 22.7 £ 0.2% of total wood weight).

Figure 8 shows that the HSQC spectra (8¢ /6y 50-125/2.4-7.8) of all experimental
groups revealed signals from carbohydrates (gray color) and lignin, as indicated by aromatic
rings from guaiacyl (G) and syringyl (S) lignin units, including Co-oxidized S-lignin units
(S'). After increasing the threshold, only a weak signal for p-hydroxyphenyl (H) units was
detected. In the aliphatic-oxygenated region of the spectra, typical signals from the Cat/He,
CB/HPB, and Cy/Hy correlations of the different interunit linkages (3-O-4’ alkyl-aryl ethers,
A; B-5' phenylcoumarans, B; 3-p’ resinols, C; -1’ spirodienones, F) and cinnamyl alcohol
(I) end-groups were observed.
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Figure 8. 2D-HSQC NMR spectra of stems from three olive cultivars (Giarraffa, Leccino, and Maurino)
subjected to drought stress (DS) (bottom) and their corresponding stem controls (top). The primary
lignin structures identified are also shown. A: B-O-4' alkyl-aryl ethers; B: B-5' phenylcoumarans;
C: B-p’ resinols; F: B-1'-spirodienones Cinnamyl alcohol end-groups (1), cinnamaldehyde end-groups
(), p-hydroxyphenyl units (H), guaiacyl units (G), syringyl units (S), and Cx-oxidized syringyl
units (S'). The yellow boxes reflect semi-quantitative estimates of lignin units and compounds.
Composition is expressed in molar percent (H + G + S = 100%), and end-groups are expressed as
a fraction of the total lignin inter-unit linkage types A-F.
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A semi-quantitative estimation of the main structural characteristics of the lignins of
the three olive cultivars, such as the relative abundances of the different inter-unit linkages
(A, B, C, F), and cinnamyl end-groups (I, ]), and the relative abundances of the lignin units
(H, G, and S), estimated from the volume integration of the signals in the HSQC spectra,
are indicated in the insets of the spectra in Figure 8. The lignin composition and structure
were rather similar among the three olive cultivars. ‘Leccino’ lignin exhibited a slightly
higher number of S-units, resulting in a higher S/G ratio (2.54) compared to ‘Giarraffa’
and ‘Maurino’ lignin (S/G ratio of 2.30). All three cultivars had similar amounts of inter-
unit linkages and cinnamyl end-groups, with the majority being 3-O-4" alkyl-aryl ethers
(83-85% of all linkages), followed by (-5" phenylcoumarans (4%), 3-p’ resinols (7-8%), and
-1’ spirodienones (4-5%). Cinnamyl alcohol and cinnamaldehyde end-groups constituted
6% and 3—4% of the total side chains, respectively. Overall, the data showed that the lignin
content and structure in stressed stems of all cultivars were comparable to those in controls,
indicating that drought stress does not affect lignin composition or structure in olive stems
at this stage of development.

2.8. Xylem Anatomy

Figure 9 illustrates cross sections of the phloem (ph), cambial zone (cz) with thin cell
walls and short radial diameters, and xylem. The xylem region comprises parenchyma rays
(r), fibers (f) with thick cell walls and very small lumina, and paratracheal parenchyma (p),
which resembles xylem but is smaller and exhibits a hexagonal cell wall under polarized
light. Xylem vessels are typically observed in clusters of two or three cells.

30- D

25+

N
=]
1

=15 pm

>15-20 um
>20-25 ym
>25-30 ym
>30-35 um
>35-40 ym
>40-45 ym
>45 ym

11

Vessel frequency (%)
&
1

1inil

Giarraffa Leccino Maurino

Figure 9. Stem sections of Olea europaea cultivars Giarraffa (A), Leccino (B), and Maurino (C). ph: phloem,
x: xylem vessels; cz: cambial zone; r: parenchyma ray; f: fibers; p: paratracheal parenchyma; bar
corresponds to 20 um. (D) Frequency distributions (number of vessels by 5 pm diameter) of vessel
lumen diameters in the three olive cultivars.
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Following data analysis, Figure 9B illustrates the distribution of xylem diameters
categorized into 5 um classes. Few vessels exceeded a diameter of 40 pm, with the most
common frequencies ranging between 20 and 35 pm. In ‘Giarraffa’, many vessels had
diameters of 20-25 um, whereas in ‘Leccino’ and ‘Maurino’, the 25-30 um class was
predominant. Compared to ‘Giarraffa’, ‘Leccino” and ‘Maurino’ exhibited smaller vessels
(10-15 pm in diameter). However, no significant differences were observed between the
cultivars. Table 1 presents the morphological and hydraulic data collected during the cross-
section analysis. The cultivars did not differ significantly in vessel density, but ‘Maurino’
had more vessels per unit area than ‘Leccino” and ‘Giarraffa’. Additionally, ‘Maurino’
displayed smaller average vessel diameters than the other two cultivars. The lumina of
the vessels occupied a greater proportion of the xylem area in ‘Maurino’ compared to
‘Giarraffa’, which also had the lowest hydraulic diameter (in contrast to ‘Leccino’). The
theoretical hydraulic conductivity did not differ significantly, but was lower in ‘Giarraffa’,
higher in ‘Maurino’, and intermediate in ‘Leccino’.

Table 1. Mean values (+standard error) of morphological and hydraulic characteristics in the three
olive cultivars. VD: vessel density; dm: mean vessel diameter; Ay: ratio of total vessel area to total
xylem area; Dyy: hydraulic diameter; Kg;: theoretical hydraulic conductivity. Different letters indicate
statistical significance (p-value < 0.05) according to Tukey’s multiple post hoc test.

Morphological Traits Hydraulic Traits
Cultivar
VD (n. mm~—2) dm (um) Ay (%) Dy (um) Kst (kg s~ 1 m~1MPa1)
Giarraffa 211.1 £ 279 30.0+0.82 6.0+07b 305+1.7P 26 +04
Leccino 2371+ 324 28.7+0.72 824054 36.7+14°2 3.7+03
Maurino 251.6 & 30.3 26.1+0.7P 87+1.12 323+1.32 35406

3. Discussion

The aim of this study was to elucidate the mechanisms underlying the different re-
sponses to drought stress observed in three Italian olive cultivars: Giarraffa, Leccino and
Maurino. Since previous research has consistently demonstrated cultivar-specific differ-
ences in drought tolerance, to gain a deeper understanding of these contrasting responses,
we focused on compounds involved in water management, such as aquaporins, osmotins,
dehydrins, sugars (including mannitol) and proline, and we studied the anatomical and
chemical properties of the wood of the three cultivars. Overall, the results distinguished the
cultivars and allowed them to be contextualized in a more comprehensive characterization
of their drought-response strategy.

Sugars are a crucial class of metabolites in drought response. Primarily produced
after photosynthesis, they provide energy for plant growth, serve as building blocks for
complex polysaccharides, and act as osmoprotective solutes to maintain cell turgor under
various abiotic stresses [8]. Drought can influence carbohydrate accumulation by altering
the expression of specific genes in plant cells, such as those encoding sucrose synthase,
invertase, hexokinase, and fructokinase. Consequently, regulating soluble carbohydrate
concentrations is essential for plant adaptation to water scarcity [54]. Glucose was the
predominant sugar in the leaves of the three cultivars. However, drought stress led to
areduction in glucose levels in both stems and leaves of all cultivars at t4. This indicates that
a prolonged water deficit is required to cause a statistically significant decrease in glucose
levels in drought-stressed samples of all olive cultivars. In plant cells, glucose serves several
functions, including (1) storage as starch, (2) cellular respiration, and (3) conversion to other
sugars [55]. In this study, starch content was analyzed, but no significant accumulation was
observed, leading to the rejection of hypothesis 1 (conversion of glucose to starch). Although
cellular respiration data were not collected, the use of glucose to enhance cellular respiration
under drought stress (hypothesis 2) might offer benefits such as oxygen consumption and
the removal of additional redox equivalents from chloroplasts [56]. Additionally, a decrease
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in glucose and an accumulation of fructose were detected in drought-stressed leaves,
particularly in the Giarraffa cultivar at t4. The increase in fructose (hypothesis 3, conversion
of glucose to other sugars) could be utilized to produce secondary metabolites like lignin
and phenolic compounds [57]. Piccini et al. (2020) [58] observed a similar pattern of sugar
accumulation in olive leaves exposed to UV-B radiation.

In plant cells, sucrose can be broken down by either sucrose synthase or invertase,
resulting in fructose + UDP-glucose or fructose + glucose, respectively. Sucrose synthase
conserves energy during degradation, making it the preferred enzyme in stressful condi-
tions, while invertase is less energy-efficient and is used when ATP is primarily needed [59].
The three olive cultivars showed different responses to drought in terms of sucrose accu-
mulation: only the stressed groups of ‘Leccino’ and ‘Maurino” exhibited increased sucrose
levels in the leaf (at t4), whereas a significant increase was observed only in the stem of
‘Maurino’ (at t2). Sucrose, the primary transportable form of photosynthetic products,
was found to be more abundant in cultivars that maintained stomatal conductance and
carbon assimilation for longer periods during drought. Known as an anti-stress chemical
compound, sucrose helps stabilize membranes and macromolecules in leaves [60]. In the
stem, increased sucrose content in parenchyma cells and the apoplast may enhance the tis-
sue’s water-storage capacity, maintain xylem transport, and facilitate embolism removal by
refilling water-deprived xylem vessels [61,62]. Therefore, the substantial accumulation of
sucrose in the stem of drought-stressed ‘Maurino’ could be seen as an attempt to counteract
cavitation in plants not prone to stomatal closure [41].

Fructose serves as a precursor to mannitol [63], a polyol present in olive trees and
other plants like celery and carrots. Mannitol aids cells in regulating osmotic potential,
maintaining turgor, and protecting macromolecules from ROS [63]. At t4, all cultivars
exhibited increased mannitol levels in their leaves and stems. Notably, in the stems of
‘Giarraffa’, mannitol began to accumulate as early as t2, likely aiding in water conservation
in this plant organ. In contrast, mannitol levels in the stem of ‘Leccino’ decreased at t4.
This may be linked to the fact that “Leccino” consistently utilized another osmoprotectant,
proline, which accumulated in both leaves and stems at t2. Proline may serve a similar role
to mannitol in ‘Giarraffa’, enabling the ‘Leccino’ cultivar to maintain higher water content
in both stem and leaf compared to ‘Maurino’. Increased levels of mannitol were found in
the Tunisian cultivar Picholine, while the cultivar Meski experienced an increase in the total
carbohydrate content in its wood [10]. The drought-resistant cultivar Chemlali also had
a higher concentration of mannitol compared to the more susceptible cultivar Meski [15].
The Chemlali cultivar also maintained a higher proline content [9], along with the Zalmati
cultivar [22].

Drought-stressed stems of ‘Leccino” also accumulated a significant amount of PIP1
aquaporins, whereas the Maurino cultivar exhibited lower aquaporin content compared
to the control. Conversely, ‘Giarraffa’ had a higher PIP1 content at t0, which decreased
at subsequent time points. Overexpression of aquaporins in xylem-associated living cells
was found to facilitate water flow (through the osmotic gradient) towards embolized
vessels [61,62]. On the other hand, the accumulation of aquaporins may be related to the
increase in stem conductivity observed during drought stress [64], as changes in hydraulic
conductivity seem to be specifically regulated by PIPs [65]. Therefore, a decrease in PIPs
combined with early stomatal closure after drought likely helps ‘Giarraffa’ retain water
more efficiently. On the other hand, ‘Leccino’ closes its stomata later and requires water to
sustain photosynthesis; the higher levels of aquaporins may provide the necessary water
for photosynthesis, albeit at the cost of increased water consumption. Most studies on
aquaporins and dehydration have focused on their expression in leaves and roots, and have
found a stress-induced regulation of PIPs in these organs [37,66,67] and a likely association
of PIPs with a decrease in physiological variables in poplar [68]. However, we have not yet
found a clear relationship between physiological parameters such as leaf and stem water
content analyzed in Parri et al. (2023) [51] and the different accumulation of aquaporins in
the stems of the three cultivars; given the lack of data on the distribution of aquaporins
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in stems, we can only speculate about a relationship with the phenomenon of embolized
xylem vessel refilling.

Although ‘Giarraffa’ showed an early increase in dehydrins in stressed stems, these
proteins were only detectable in stressed leaves of ‘Maurino” and ‘Leccino’. During drought
exposure, dehydrins specifically act to reduce oxidative damage (such as malondialde-
hyde levels and electrolyte leakage) and increase water-holding capacity by accumulating
appropriate solutes [69]. Dehydrins have been identified in olive trees as a response to
cold treatment [28,33]. Since cold and drought stress share many genetic- and biochemical-
response pathways, it was expected that osmotin levels would differ between watered
and drought-stressed olive plants. A dehydrin gene isolated from wild olive trees has
been shown to enhance drought tolerance in both wild olive and transgenic Arabidopsis
plants [70]. This suggests that dehydrins may play a role in the drought-tolerance mecha-
nism of olive plants. The consistent accumulation of dehydrins in ‘Maurino’ leaves may be
interpreted as protection against potential oxidative damage, and may be related to its high
susceptibility to electrolyte leakage. Furthermore, both ‘Leccino’” and "‘Maurino” showed
a prolonged maintenance of transpiration rate compared to ‘Giarraffa’, suggesting that
the accumulation of dehydrins could be an effort to conserve water during high transpi-
ration rates under drought conditions. Higher levels of dehydrins were also associated
with drought susceptibility in the study by Conti et al. (2022) [71], where only the most
drought-sensitive of four tomato cultivars accumulated dehydrins.

In contrast to dehydrins, osmotins seem to be more ubiquitous in the three cultivars, as
they were found in both stems and leaves in all experimental groups. This protein appears
to be a delayed response to drought, as it increased consistently only at t4, in both stems
and leaves. Only in the stems of ‘Giarraffa” did the osmotin levels not increase in drought-
stressed samples compared to controls. Research on olive osmotin [35] and the data in this
manuscript suggest that increased expression of the osmotin gene is a strategy used by
olive trees to increase drought tolerance. Indirect support for this is provided by evidence
that olive plants expressing the tobacco osmotin gene exhibited greater tolerance to drought
stress [35]. However, in this case, the accumulation of dehydrins and osmotins may be more
related to the “occurrence of drought stress” than to tolerance, since the most “drought-
avoidant” cultivar, Giarraffa, invests less in protein accumulation, while ‘Leccino” and
‘Maurino’ showed a similar response, although they had different oxidative-stress status.

In addition to biochemical responses, the chemical and morphological characteristics
of olive wood are crucial, as they influence water flow along the stem and susceptibility
to drought-induced cavitation [5,47]. A lignin content of about 23% of the total wood
composition found in this study was also observed in branches from an olive grove in
Spain [72] and in branches of the Spanish cultivar Picual [73]. In Rencoret et al. (2019) [73],
olive tree branches had a lignin H:5:G composition of 2:48:50 with an S/G ratio of around
1. This was different from what was found in the samples of this study (H:G:S of around
1:30:69 and S/G ratio of 2.4). This discrepancy can be explained by the different age of
the samples: branches from mature trees in the first case, young olive stems in the second.
The values remained largely consistent across the cultivars, with ‘Leccino” showing only
slight variations. Notably, the drought-stressed stem of ‘Leccino” exhibited a reduced lignin
concentration, regardless of treatment. Generally, ‘Leccino’ had a higher composition of
S monomers, leading to a greater S:G ratio compared to the other cultivars. The poten-
tial weakening of the conduit due to lower lignin content might have been offset by the
increased S:G ratio, which enhances resistance to emboli [5]. Regarding drought stress,
there was no significant difference in stem anatomy between control and stressed plants,
likely because the xylem samples were collected on the final day of the study (30 days). In
comparison, Picea mariana needs around 30 days for cell expansion and secondary cell-wall
deposition [74]. Consequently, only a single ring of xylem cells was fully developed at the
onset of water deficit, rendering changes from the controls undetectable. Thus, these analy-
ses can be used to address characteristics in wood properties based on genotypic differences
between cultivars, regardless of treatment. Anatomical studies were conducted on pooled



Int. J. Mol. Sci. 2024, 25, 11059

14 of 23

samples from both control and stressed groups. Unlike their chemical properties, the three
cultivars exhibited anatomical differences. The frequency distribution revealed that only
a few vessels exceeded 15 pm in diameter, while ‘Leccino” and ‘Maurino’ had a higher
number of small vessels (<15 um), consistent with findings by Sabella et al. (2019) [49] and
Walker et al. (2023) [75]. Morphologically (VD, di, and Ay), ‘Maurino’ displayed a higher
vessel density and smaller average vessel diameter, resulting in a greater percentage of
xylem vessel area per tissue area compared to the other two cultivars. Theoretical hydraulic
conductivity (Kgt) is a crucial measurement in water balance studies, due to its negative
correlation with whole-plant water-flow resistance. Increased Kg; can result from larger
vessel diameter and density [76]. Despite the anatomical characteristics of ‘Maurino’ indi-
cating an increase in K, no significant changes were observed. It can be inferred that the
vascular density (VD) and average vessel diameter (Ay) in ‘Maurino’, along with its high
stomatal density, contribute to its higher stomatal conductance compared to other cultivars.
Overall, it can be concluded that the vascular density (VD) and average vessel diameter
(Ay) in "‘Maurino’, together with its high stomatal density [51], create a conduit designed
to maintain a high bulk of water flow from roots to leaves. This is reflected in the higher
stomatal conductance found in the control samples of this cultivar compared to the others.
However, ‘Maurino’ was found to be susceptible to higher water loss when exposed to
drought, when considering only the stem water content, which was lower compared to the
stressed samples of the other cultivars. No differences were found in the analyses of relative
leaf water content. In order to maintain water in the leaf despite the high transpiration rate,
this cultivar had to invest in water-related proteins, as suggested by the levels of dehydrins
and osmotins. Conversely, ‘Giarraffa’ showed anatomical characteristics (low Ay, VD and
stomatal density) adapted to the management of lower water-flow availability and an
investment in osmoprotectants greater in stems than in leaves, where it actually stored
more water than the other cultivars when exposed to drought. ‘Leccino” has intermediate
characteristics, balancing water loss with osmoprotectant investment during stress.

4. Materials and Methods
4.1. Cultivation of Olive Plants and Application of Drought Stress

Growth conditions and stress application are described in Parri et al. (2023) [54]. Briefly,
18-month-old olive plants (Olea europaea L., cultivars Leccino, Maurino and Giarraffa)
provided by “Spoolivi” (Societa Pesciatina di Orticoltura, Pescia, PT, Italy) were grown
in a 1:1 peat/pumice substrate [77] in a growth chamber with LED illumination (TLED
secret Jardin—SRL AGOMOON, Manage, Belgium; light-dark cycle set to 12 h each). After
acclimation with constant watering, 30 plants of each cultivar were equally divided into two
groups: a control group (CTRL) and a drought-stress group (DS). The CTRL groups were
fully watered, while the DS groups were fully water-deprived for 4 weeks. The drought
period was divided into five time points (10, t1, t2, t3, and t4), with t0 corresponding to the
beginning of withholding irrigation and t1-t4 corresponding to the first, second, third, and
fourth weeks of water deprivation. At t0, three plants per cultivar were sacrificed for stem
analysis. At both time points, t2 and t4, three plants from each of the drought-stressed and
control groups were sacrificed for stem analysis. Leaf samples were pooled from at least
6 individuals at all time points. A temperature and humidity logger provided an average
temperature of 27.5 °C and an average humidity of 51.1%. The results of physiological
analyses such as soil water content, leaf and stem relative water content and stomatal
conductance, which assessed the effects of water deprivation on each experimental group,
are reported in Parri et al. (2023) [51] and showed that from t2 onwards, the DS groups of
all cultivars effectively experienced drought stress.

4.2. Extraction of Protein from Sampled Olive Stems and Leaves

All experimental groups were sampled at t0, t2 and t4. We excluded t0 from leaf protein
analysis but extracted proteins from all other time points and relied on a comparison
of drought-stressed and control samples at each time point. Because olive tissues are



Int. J. Mol. Sci. 2024, 25, 11059

15 of 23

recalcitrant to protein extraction, we partially modified the Wu et al. (2014) method [78].
Three samples of 0.3 g stem/leaf powder were prepared for each experimental group. After
vortexing for 30 s, 1.8 mL of 10% TCA /acetone and 20 pL of DTT were added to each
sample. The samples were then stored at —20 °C for 20 min. After centrifugation (15,000 rcf,
5 min, 4 °C), the supernatants were discarded, and the pellets were washed three times with
80% acetone. After the final wash, the pellets were left at room temperature under vacuum
to allow evaporation of solvents. Then, 0.8 mL SDS extraction buffer, 8 uL DTT 1 M, and
0.8 puL protease inhibitors were added to resuspend the pellet proteins. Samples were
allowed to stand for 1 h at room temperature, with gentle agitation. After centrifugation
(15,000 rcf, 10 min, RT), the supernatants were collected and divided into Eppendorf tubes
(0.8 mL of supernatant per tube) and an identical volume of Tris-buffered phenol was
added to each tube. Samples were vortexed for 3 min and then centrifuged at 15,000 rcf,
5 min, RT. The phenolic upper phases were collected in new tubes (max 0.4 each) to which
1.5 mL of ammonium acetate in methanol was added; samples were vortexed briefly, and
left at —20 °C for 2 h. After centrifugation (15,000 rcf, 10 min, 4 °C), the supernatants were
discarded. The pellets were washed twice with 80% acetone and held under vacuum for
2/3 min. To completely resuspend all pellets from the same experimental groups, 100 uL of
Laemmli buffer was added and the mixture was heated at 95 °C for 5 min.

Due to potentially interfering substances in olive leaf and stem extracts, we have found
that traditional methods for quantifying protein extracts, such as the Bradford Assay (Bio-
Rad) or the 2-D Quant Kit (GE Healthcare), provide an inaccurate assessment of protein
content. To improve protein quantification of samples and to address these issues, we used
two different gel imaging systems, the Fluor-S and the Chemi-Doc (both from Bio-Rad);
the choice of system depended on their respective availability at different times during
the research. Specifically, the Chemi-Doc utilized Bio-Rad’s Stain-Free technology, which
eliminated the need for accurate protein quantification prior to gel loading.

4.3. Electrophoresis and Immunoblotting of Leaf Proteins without Stain-Free Technology

All protein extracts were separated in parallel with unstained molecular weight mark-
ers (Bio-Rad) on 10% bis-tris SDS-PAGE [79] at pH 6.5-6.8. Using XT MOPS (Bio-Rad
Laboratories, Hercules, CA, USA) as the running buffer, and the run was approximately
45 min at 200 V. Image] (https://imagej.net/ij/index.html, accessed on 13 October 2024)
was used to quantify proteins in each lane. To determine the loading volume of protein
used for immunoblotting, a normalization factor was calculated for each extract. A second
electrophoresis was performed using the normalized volume of the extracts and all-blue
molecular-weight markers (Bio-Rad). Proteins were transferred to nitrocellulose mem-
branes using the Trans-Blot Turbo Transfer System (Bio-Rad Laboratories, Milan, Italy) at
1.3 A and 25V for 7 min. Membranes were incubated for 1 h in 0.1% Bio-Rad Tween 20 and
5% Bio-Rad Blotting-Grade Blocker solution in Tris-buffered saline (TBS). The membranes
were washed twice with TBS for five minutes each time. Primary antibodies against os-
motin (Agrisera AS194336 rabbit polyclonal, 1:1000, Vannas, Sweden), dehydrins (Agrisera
AS(07206A rabbit polyclonal, 1:1000), and aquaporins (Agrisera AS09489 rabbit polyclonal,
1:1000) were added after removal of TBS. After gentle agitation for 1 h, the membranes
were washed twice with TBS. The membranes were then incubated with a goat anti-rabbit
secondary antibody (Bio-Rad 1706515, 1:3000) for 1 h and then rinsed twice with TBS.
Clarity Max Western ECL (Bio-Rad Laboratories, Hercules, CA, USA) was used to visualize
the immunological reaction. For relative quantitative assessment of band intensity, images
of the blots were captured using a Fluor-S device (Bio-Rad Laboratories, Milan, Italy) and
the data were analyzed using Bio-Rad Quantity One software 4.6.8 (Bio-Rad, Hercules,
CA, USA).
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4.4. Electrophoresis and Immunoblotting of Stem Proteins with Stain-Free Technology

Proteins were separated on polyacrylamide gels prepared with the TGX Stain-Free
FastCast Acrylamide Kit 12% (Bio-Rad). Unstained protein standards (Bio-Rad) were used
as molecular weight reference. The run was performed at 200 V for 45 min using TGS
(tris/ glycine/SDS) running buffer (Bio-Rad). Finally, the gel was placed into the ChemiDoc
MP Imaging System (Bio-Rad) and subjected to the Stain-Free Gel procedure (590/110 UV
Trans) with auto optimal exposure for 45 s. For immunoblotting, proteins were transferred
to a nitrocellulose membrane using the Trans-Blot Turbo device (Bio-Rad) at 1.3 A, 25V,
for 7 min. Membranes were visualized in ChemiDoc using the Stain-Free Blot command
(auto-optimized exposure) to verify proper transfer, and were then placed in 5% Blotting-
Grade Blocker solution (Bio-Rad), 0.1% Tween 20 (Bio-Rad) in Tris-buffered saline (TBS) for
one hour. After two 5 min washes with TBS, primary antibodies anti-osmotin (Agrisera
AS19 4336 rabbit polyclonal 1:1000), anti-dehydrins (Agrisera AS07206A rabbit polyclonal
1:1000), and anti-aquaporins (Agrisera AS09 489 rabbit polyclonal 1:1000) were added
and incubated for 1 h with gentle shaking. The membranes were then washed twice with
TBS for 10 min each time and the secondary antibody (goat anti-rabbit, IgG Star-Bright
Blue 700, Bio-Rad, code 12004162, 1:2500) was added to the membranes for one hour.
Finally, the membranes were placed into ChemiDoc, and total proteins were visualized
by selecting Stain-Free Blot, Auto-Optimal Exposure. The immunological reaction was
visualized using the StarBright B700 Blot command (auto optimal exposure). Quantification
of immunoblot signals was performed using Bio-Rad Image Lab software 6.1, (Bio-Rad,
Hercules, CA, USA). Each membrane was visualized in the Stain-Free Blot channel and the
lane with the highest protein abundance was selected as the reference. This lane was used
to normalize the proteins present in all other lanes of the same membrane. The intensity
of the immunoblotting signal in each lane was then normalized according to the relative
protein content.

4.5. Proline Analysis

The proline content was determined according to Khedr et al. (2003) [80], starting
from 100 mg of frozen leaf and stem powder mixed with 1.5 mL of 3% sulfosalicylic acid.
The extracts were incubated for 1 h at 100 °C with 2 mL glacial acetic acid and 2 mL acidic
ninhydrin. The samples were immediately cooled on ice and 1 mL of toluene was added.
The absorbance of the upper phase (toluene-containing chromophore) was read at 520 nm.
Proline content was determined from a calibration curve for D-proline; five leaf or stem
samples were taken for each experimental group. Results are mean =+ standard errors.

4.6. Sugar Analysis by High-Performance Liquid Chromatography (HPLC)

We analyzed sugars (sucrose, fructose, and glucose) and mannitol in the leaves and
stems of all experimental groups sampled at t0, t2, and t4. The exception was the stem
samples of ‘Maurino’ at t4, which were excluded due to structural conditions resulting
from drought stress that prevented a proper analysis of sugars. Sugars were quantified
according to Piccini et al. (2020) [58], with some modifications: before the addition of
distilled water, 0.2 g (fresh weight, FW) of stem and leaf powder were dried at 70 °C for
36 and 24 h to obtain the dry weight (DW) of stem and leaf samples, respectively. Each
sample was extracted twice to ensure total extraction of the sugars. Analysis was performed
on a Waters Sugar-Pak I ion exchange column (6.5 x 300 mm) at 90 °C. MilliQ water (pH 7)
was used as the mobile phase at a flow rate of 0.5 mL/min. The total run time was 30 min,
and each sugar was identified using a Waters 2410 refractive index detector by comparing
retention times with those of the standards. The curve area of each peak was plotted
against that of the standards for quantification, and the results were expressed as the mean
=+ standard error of three replicates in mg/g DW.
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4.7. Analysis of Starch Content

Starch content was determined according to the method of Loppi et al. (2021) [81],
starting from 100 mg (FW) of stem and leaf powder dried at 70 °C for 36 and 24 h to
obtain the dry weight (DW). The absorbance of the samples was read at 605 nm with
a UV-Vis spectrophotometer (UV-1280, Shimadzu, Kyoto, Japan), and starch was quantified
using a calibration curve (0.4-0.0025 mg/mL) prepared with soluble starch (Sigma-Aldrich,
Kyoto, Japan). Results are expressed as the mean & standard error of three replicates
inmg/g DW.

4.8. Determination of Lignin Content

Stem samples of the three cultivars, CTRL and DS, at t4, were freeze-dried and man-
ually debarked with a cutter, and the corresponding xylems were preground in a Retsch
MM400 mill (Retsch, Haan, Germany). The preground samples were then sequentially
extracted twice with 80% ethanol and once with acetone, for 30 min each, in an ultrasonic
bath, centrifuged, and the supernatant removed. The extractive-free samples were finely
ball-milled in a Retsch PM-100 planetary mill (Retsch, Haan, Germany) with a 50 mL agate
jar and agate balls (10 x 10 mm) at 600 rpm for 2 h (alternating 10 min pauses every 20 min
of milling) for further analysis. The lignin content was determined following the protocol
of Lu et al. (2021) [82]. Measurements were performed in triplicate.

4.9. Analysis of Lignin Composition Using 2D-NMR Spectroscopy

For the determination of the lignin composition and structure, whole cell walls of olive
stems were analyzed by 2D-NMR at the “gel state”, according to the previously published
method [83,84]. Briefly, approximately 60 mg of finely ground, extractive-free samples
were swollen in 0.6 mL DMSO-de. 2D HSQC NMR spectra were recorded at 300 K on
a Bruker AVANCE III 500 MHz instrument equipped with a cryogenically cooled 5 mm TCI
inverted gradient probe. The HSQC experiments were performed using Bruker standard
pulse programs “hsqcetgpsisp2.2” with the following parameters: spectra were acquired
from 10 to 0 ppm in F2 (*H) using 1000 data points with an acquisition time of 100 ms
and an interscan delay of 1 s, and from 200 to 0 ppm in F1 (}3C) using 256 increments
of 32 scans, for a total experiment time of 2 h 34 min. The !Jcy used was 145 Hz. The
processing used a typical matched Gaussian apodization in 1H and a squared cosine bell in
13C. The central solvent peak was used as an internal reference (5¢ /8y 39.5/2.49). 2D-NMR
cross-signals were assigned by literature comparison [73,84]. The volume integrals of
the HSQC correlation peaks were analyzed semiquantitatively, using Bruker’s Topspin
3.5 processing software. In the aromatic/unsaturated region, the correlation signals of Hy g,
Gy, and S; ¢ were used to estimate the content of the respective H-, G-, and S-lignin units
(since the Hy ¢ and Sy ¢ signals involve two proton—carbon pairs, their volume integrals
were halved). The different inter-unit linkages were quantified by the volume integrals of
the Ax, B, Cax, and Fx correlation signals, corresponding to chemically analogous C/H
with similar !Jcy coupling values. The relative abundance of cinnamyl alcohol end groups
(I) was estimated by integrating the signal I'y, whereas the abundance of cinnamaldehyde
end groups (J) was determined by integrating the signal J and comparing it to Ip, as
previously described [73].

4.10. Stem Anatomy Analyses

Three 1cm long stem samples were collected at 40 cm from the collars of two plants
in each experimental group. The samples were cut into thin slices and immersed in
1.5 mL of 3% glutaraldehyde for two hours. The samples were then washed three times
for 10 min each, with 2 mL of cacodylate buffer. Samples were then dehydrated with
increasing concentrations of ethanol (10%, 30%, 50% 70% and pure ethanol). The samples
were then immersed in 2 mL of alcohol-resin solution (Technovit 7100, Heraeus Kulzer,
Hanau, Germany) and kept in the dark with slight agitation with increasing resin volume
(3:1, 1:1, 1:3, pure resin). Finally, the specimens were embedded in resin [84]. Transverse
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sections were cut with a rotary microtome. Sections were stained with cresyl violet acetate
(0.16% in water) [85]. Anatomical observation was performed with a light microscope
Zeiss Axiophot equipped with AxioCam MRm camera and the AxioVision software 4.6.
Approximately 16 images of control groups per cultivar of the first woody ring before the
area of the differentiating cells of the cambium were analyzed using Image]J’s “Analyze
Particles” tool (size: 50—infinity; circularity: 0.00-1.00) to obtain lumen Feret diameters and
area, and total xylem area. The following parameters were calculated for each image [86,87]:

—  Vessel-diameter frequency distribution: number of vessels by group of 5 um diameter
of vessel lumen diameters.

—  Vessel density (VD, n./mm~2): number of xylem vessels per area of the xylem.

—  Vessel diameter (dm, pm): average of the xylem Feret diameters.

Vessel area/xylem area (Ay, %): percentage of vessel lumen area/xylem area ratio.

— Hydraulic weighted-vessel diameter (Dy, um), calculated as

Dy = dm’/dm? 1)
—  Theoretical specific xylem hydraulic conductivity (K, kg s I m~! MPa 1), calculated as

ugy

Ky=—".
7 128 Aimagen

Zdm* )
where p is the density of water (998.2 Kg m~3 at 20 °C), 1 is the viscosity of water
(1.002 x 10~% MPa s at 20 °C), Ajmage is the area of the analyzed image (m?) and dy, is the
vessel diameter.

4.11. Statistical Analyses

The distributions of the data for glucose, fructose, sucrose, mannitol, proline and
starch were checked for normality using the Shapiro—Wilk test; differences between the
experimental groups were assessed by a two-way ANOVA followed by a Tukey’s post hoc
test. These data analyses and graphs were performed using GraphPad Prism software 10.
Differences in the frequency distribution of vessel lumen diameters of the three cultivars
were assessed using the chi-squared test. Significant differences for lignin content, lignin
composition, VD, dm, Ay, Dy, and Kg; of the three cultivars were calculated using one-way
ANOVA followed by Tukey’s HSD post hoc test. These analyses were carried out using
R studio.

5. Conclusions

Biochemical and structural analyses reveal how the three olive cultivars responded
differently to drought stress. All cultivars showed decreased glucose levels in stressed
leaves and stems, likely due to the use in cellular respiration or conversion to other sugars
like fructose and UDP-glucose. An increase in leaf mannitol was observed in all cultivars,
with ‘Giarraffa’” preferentially accumulating mannitol, while ‘Leccino” accumulated more
proline in stressed stems. The increase in sucrose content and the accumulation of aqua-
porins in the stressed stems of ‘Leccino” and ‘Maurino’ may be related to their efforts to
remove embolisms by refilling the xylem vessels, which is crucial for maintaining water
transport and overall plant health under stress conditions. Furthermore, the accumulation
of dehydrins and osmotin occurred mainly in ‘Leccino” and ‘Maurino’, which maintained
higher gas exchange rates compared to ‘Giarraffa’, suggesting that these cultivars have
developed different strategies to cope with stress, allowing them to maintain better physio-
logical performance. Wood chemistry, particularly lignin content and composition, was not
influenced by genotype or stress. However, ‘Maurino’ had a higher vessel-area-to-xylem-
area ratio and vessel density, but a smaller average vessel diameter, while ‘Leccino” had
the largest hydraulic diameter. These structural adaptations in ‘Maurino” and ‘Leccino’
highlight the importance of anatomical features in stress resistance. Taken together, these
results suggest three different strategies: ‘Giarraffa’ follows a “drought avoidance” strat-
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egy, which consists of an effective and timely stomatal control in response to soil water
deficit. This strategy appears to be beneficial during short periods of water shortage, as it
preserves the plant for future recovery. However, long-term stress can have negative effects
on carbon fixation. Drought-tolerant species can maintain a positive carbon balance by
maintaining prolonged basal gas-exchange rates. This is made possible by the investment
in osmoregulatory capacity, which increases turgor during severe dehydration [88]. This
seems to be the case with the Leccino cultivar. Finally, ‘Maurino” appears to be severely
dehydrated, due to its high water consumption. These findings underscore the importance
of an integrated approach to defining drought-tolerance strategies, rather than focusing on
individual parameters.

Supplementary Materials: The following supporting information can be downloaded at:
https:/ /www.mdpi.com/article/10.3390/ijms252011059/s1.

Author Contributions: Conceptualization, S.P., G.C., M.R. and C.C.; methodology, S.P., C.F,].C.d.R,,
J.R., M.C.P.D. and S.A; data curation, S.P,, ].C.d.R., ].R. and C.C.; writing—original draft preparation,
S.P. and G.C,; writing—review and editing, C.C., ].C.d.R. and J.R. All authors have read and agreed
to the published version of the manuscript.

Funding: This research was funded by the European Union Next-Generation EU (PTANO NAZIONALE
DI RIPRESA E RESILIENZA (PNRR)—MISSIONE 4 COMPONENTE 2, INVESTIMENTO 1.4—MUR
Notice No. 3138 of 16/12/2021, Directorial Decree of Granting of Funding No. 1032 of 17/06/2022,
CNO000022). This manuscript reflects only the authors” views and opinions; neither the European
Union nor the European Commission can be considered responsible for them.

Institutional Review Board Statement: Not applicable.

Data Availability Statement: The raw data supporting the conclusions of this article will be made
available by the authors on request.

Acknowledgments: M.C.P.D. acknowledges support by Fundacao para a Ciéncia e Tecnologia, I.P.
through the projects UIDP /04004 /2020 (DOI identifier 10.54499 /UIDP /04004 /2020, https:/ /doi.org/
10.54499 /UIDP /04004 /2020) and SFRH/BPD/100865/2014. J.R. and J.C.dR. acknowledge support
from the project PID2023-1525430B-100 funded by the Spanish MICIU/AEI/10.13039/501100011033
and by “ERDF A way of making Europe”. We are very grateful to Alessio Giovannelli (Research
Institute on Terrestrial Ecosystem, CNR, Sesto Fiorentino) for the substantial technical and theoretical
advice on wood anatomical analysis.

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

References

1.

Ali, E.,; Cramer, W.; Carnicer, J.; Georgopoulou, E.; Hilmi, N.J.M.; Le Cozannet, G.; Lionello, P. Climate Change 2022—Impacts,
Adaptation and Vulnerability: Working Group II Contribution to the Sixth Assessment Report of the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate
Change, 1st ed.; Cambridge University Press: Cambridge, UK, 2022; ISBN 978-1-00-932584-4.

Brito, C.; Dinis, L.T.; Moutinho-Pereira, J.; Correia, C.M. Drought Stress Effects and Olive Tree Acclimation under a Changing
Climate. Plants 2019, 8, 232. [CrossRef]

Diaz-Espejo, A.; Fernandez, J.E.; Torres-Ruiz, ].M.; Rodriguez-Dominguez, C.M.; Perez-Martin, A.; Hernandez-Santana, V. The
Olive Tree under Water Stress. In Water Scarcity and Sustainable Agriculture in Semiarid Environment: Tools, Strategies, and Challenges
for Woody Crops; Elsevier: Amsterdam, The Netherlands, 2018; pp. 439-479. ISBN 978-0-12-813164-0.

Rico, E.I; de la Fuente, G.C.M.; Morillas, A.O.; Ocafia, A.M.F. Physiological and Biochemical Study of the Drought Tolerance of
14 Main Olive Cultivars in the Mediterranean Basin. Photosynth. Res. 2023, 159, 1-16. [CrossRef]

Lima, T.R.A.; Carvalho, E.C.D.; Martins, ER.; Oliveira, R.S.; Miranda, R.S.; Miiller, C.S.; Pereira, L.; Bittencourt, PR.L.; Sobczak,
J.CM.S.M.; Gomes-Filho, E.; et al. Lignin Composition Is Related to Xylem Embolism Resistance and Leaf Life Span in Trees in
a Tropical Semiarid Climate. New Phytol. 2018, 219, 1252-1262. [CrossRef]

Oguz, M.C.; Aycan, M.; Oguz, E.; Poyraz, I; Yildiz, M. Drought Stress Tolerance in Plants: Interplay of Molecular, Biochemical
and Physiological Responses in Important Development Stages. Physiologia 2022, 2, 180-197. [CrossRef]

Venturas, M.D.; Sperry, ].S.; Hacke, U.G. Plant Xylem Hydraulics: What We Understand, Current Research, and Future Challenges.
J. Integr. Plant Biol. 2017, 59, 356-389. [CrossRef]

Deslauriers, A.; Beaulieu, M.; Balducci, L.; Giovannelli, A.; Gagnon, M.].; Rossi, S. Impact of Warming and Drought on Carbon
Balance Related to Wood Formation in Black Spruce. Ann. Bot. 2014, 114, 335-345. [CrossRef]


https://www.mdpi.com/article/10.3390/ijms252011059/s1
https://doi.org/10.54499/UIDP/04004/2020
https://doi.org/10.54499/UIDP/04004/2020
https://doi.org/10.3390/plants8070232
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11120-023-01052-8
https://doi.org/10.1111/nph.15211
https://doi.org/10.3390/physiologia2040015
https://doi.org/10.1111/jipb.12534
https://doi.org/10.1093/aob/mcu111

Int. J. Mol. Sci. 2024, 25, 11059 20 of 23

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

33.

Ahmed, C.B.; Rouina, B.B.; Sensoy, S.; Boukhris, M.; Abdallah, EB. Changes in Gas Exchange, Proline Accumulation and
Antioxidative Enzyme Activities in Three Olive Cultivars under Contrasting Water Availability Regimes. Environ. Exp. Bot. 2009,
67,345-352. [CrossRef]

Chehab, H.; Mechri, B.; Mariem, F.B.; Hammami, M.; Ben Elhadj, S.; Braham, M. Effect of Different Irrigation Regimes on
Carbohydrate Partitioning in Leaves and Wood of Two Table Olive Cultivars (Olea europaea L. Cv. Meski and Picholine). Agric.
Water Manag. 2009, 96, 293-298. [CrossRef]

Dichio, B.; Xiloyannis, C.; Angelopoulos, K.; Nuzzo, V.; Bufo, S.A.; Celano, G. Drought-Induced Variations of Water Relations
Parameters in Olea europaea. Plant Soil 2003, 257, 381-389. [CrossRef]

Karimi, S.; Rahemi, M.; Rostami, A.A.; Sedaghat, S. Drought Effects on Growth, Water Content and Osmoprotectants in Four
Olive Cultivars with Different Drought Tolerance. Int. J. Fruit Sci. 2018, 18, 254-267. [CrossRef]

Lo Bianco, R.; Scalisi, A. Water Relations and Carbohydrate Partitioning of Four Greenhouse-Grown Olive Genotypes under
Long-Term Drought. Trees 2017, 31, 717-727. [CrossRef]

Roussos, P.A.; Denaxa, N.-K.; Damvakaris, T.; Stournaras, V.; Argyrokastritis, I. Effect of Alleviating Products with Different
Mode of Action on Physiology and Yield of Olive under Drought. Sci. Hortic. 2010, 125, 700-711. [CrossRef]

Ennajeh, M.; Vadel, A.M.; Khemira, H. Osmoregulation and Osmoprotection in the Leaf Cells of Two Olive Cultivars Subjected to
Severe Water Deficit. Acta Physiol. Plant 2009, 31, 711-721. [CrossRef]

Tsamir-Rimon, M.; Ben-Dor, S.; Feldmesser, E.; Oppenhimer-Shaanan, Y.; David-Schwartz, R.; Samach, A.; Klein, T. Rapid Starch
Degradation in the Wood of Olive Trees under Heat and Drought Is Permitted by Three Stress-Specific Beta Amylases. New
Phytol. 2021, 229, 1398-1414. [CrossRef]

Dichio, B.; Margiotta, G.; Xiloyannis, C.; Bufo, S.A.; Sofo, A.; Cataldi, T.R.I. Changes in Water Status and Osmolyte Contents in
Leaves and Roots of Olive Plants (Olea europaea L.) Subjected to Water Deficit. Trees 2009, 23, 247-256. [CrossRef]

Conde, A; Silva, P.; Agasse, A.; Conde, C.; Gerés, H. Mannitol Transport and Mannitol Dehydrogenase Activities Are Coordinated
in Olea europaea Under Salt and Osmotic Stresses. Plant Cell Physiol. 2011, 52, 1766-1775. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Conde, C.; Silva, P.; Agasse, A.; Lemoine, R.; Delrot, S.; Tavares, R.; Gerés, H. Utilization and Transport of Mannitol in Olea
europaea and Implications for Salt Stress Tolerance. Plant Cell Physiol. 2007, 48, 42-53. [CrossRef]

Ghosh, U.K,; Islam, M.N.; Siddiqui, M.N.; Cao, X.; Khan, M.a.R. Proline, a Multifaceted Signalling Molecule in Plant Responses to
Abiotic Stress: Understanding the Physiological Mechanisms. Plant Biol. 2022, 24, 227-239. [CrossRef]

Sofo, A.; Dichio, B.; Xiloyannis, C.; Masia, A. Lipoxygenase Activity and Proline Accumulation in Leaves and Roots of Olive
Trees in Response to Drought Stress. Physiol. Plant. 2004, 121, 58-65. [CrossRef]

Boughalleb, F.; Mhamdi, M. Possible Involvement of Proline and the Antioxidant Defense Systems in the Drought Tolerance of
Three Olive Cultivars Grown under Increasing Water Deficit Regimes. Agric. J. 2011, 6, 378-391. [CrossRef]

Bacelar, E.A.; Moutinho-Pereira, ].M.; Gongalves, B.C.; Lopes, ]J.I.; Correia, C.M. Physiological Responses of Different Olive
Genotypes to Drought Conditions. Acta Physiol. Plant 2009, 31, 611-621. [CrossRef]

Melaouhi, A.; Baraza, E.; Escalona, ].M.; El-AouOuad, H.; Mahjoub, I; Bchir, A.; Braham, M.; Bota, J. Physiological and
Biochemical Responses to Water Deficit and Recovery of Two Olive Cultivars (Olea europaea L., Arbequina and Empeltre Cvs.)
under Mediterranean Conditions. Theor. Exp. Plant Physiol. 2021, 33, 369-383. [CrossRef]

Yang, X.; Lu, M.; Wang, Y.; Wang, Y.; Liu, Z.; Chen, S. Response Mechanism of Plants to Drought Stress. Horticulturae 2021, 7, 50.
[CrossRef]

Banerjee, A.; Roychoudhury, A. Group II Late Embryogenesis Abundant (LEA) Proteins: Structural and Functional Aspects in
Plant Abiotic Stress. Plant Growth Regul. 2016, 79, 1-17. [CrossRef]

Tiwari, P; Indoliya, Y.; Singh, PK.; Singh, P.C.; Chauhan, P.S.; Pande, V.; Chakrabarty, D. Role of Dehydrin-FK506-Binding Protein
Complex in Enhancing Drought Tolerance through the ABA-Mediated Signaling Pathway. Environ. Exp. Bot. 2019, 158, 136-149.
[CrossRef]

Cansev, A.; Gulen, H; Eris, A. Cold-Hardiness of Olive (Olea europaea L.) Cultivars in Cold-Acclimated and Non-Acclimated
Stages: Seasonal Alteration of Antioxidative Enzymes and Dehydrin-like Proteins. J. Agric. Sci. 2009, 147, 51-61. [CrossRef]
Alowaiesh, B.F,; EI-Mansy, A.B.; El-Alakmy, D.; Rehema, E.A.; Abd El-Moneim, D. Biochemical, Physiological, and Molecular
Responses of Diverse Olive Cultivars to Different Irrigation Regimes. Not. Bot. Horti Agrobot. Cluj-Napoca 2023, 51, 4. [CrossRef]
Manghwar, H.; Hussain, A. Mechanism of Tobacco Osmotin Gene in Plant Responses to Biotic and Abiotic Stress Tolerance:
A Brief History. Biocell 2022, 46, 623-632. [CrossRef]

Faillace, G.R.; Caruso, P.B.; Timmers, L.ES.M.; Favero, D.; Guzman, F.L.; Rechenmacher, C.; de Oliveira-Busatto, L.A.; de Souza,
O.N.; Bredemeier, C.; Bodanese-Zanettini, M.H. Molecular Characterisation of Soybean Osmotins and Their Involvement in
Drought Stress Response. Front. Genet. 2021, 12, 632685. [CrossRef]

Viktorova, J.; Klcova, B.; Rehorova, K.; Vicko, T.; Stankova, L.; Jelenova, N.; Cejnar, P.; Kundu, J.K.; Ohnoutkova, L.; Macek, T.
Recombinant Expression of Osmotin in Barley Improves Stress Resistance and Food Safety during Adverse Growing Conditions.
PLoS ONE 2019, 14, €0212718. [CrossRef]

D’Angeli, S.; Altamura, M.M. Osmotin Induces Cold Protection in Olive Trees by Affecting Programmed Cell Death and
Cytoskeleton Organization. Planta 2007, 225, 1147-1163. [CrossRef] [PubMed]


https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envexpbot.2009.07.006
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.agwat.2008.08.007
https://doi.org/10.1023/A:1027392831483
https://doi.org/10.1080/15538362.2018.1438328
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00468-016-1502-6
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scienta.2010.06.003
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11738-009-0283-6
https://doi.org/10.1111/nph.16907
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00468-008-0272-1
https://doi.org/10.1093/pcp/pcr121
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21893515
https://doi.org/10.1093/pcp/pcl035
https://doi.org/10.1111/plb.13363
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.0031-9317.2004.00294.x
https://doi.org/10.3923/aj.2011.378.391
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11738-009-0272-9
https://doi.org/10.1007/s40626-021-00219-9
https://doi.org/10.3390/horticulturae7030050
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10725-015-0113-3
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envexpbot.2018.10.031
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0021859608008058
https://doi.org/10.15835/nbha51413395
https://doi.org/10.32604/biocell.2022.017316
https://doi.org/10.3389/fgene.2021.632685
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0212718
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00425-006-0426-6
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17086398

Int. J. Mol. Sci. 2024, 25, 11059 21 0f 23

34.

35.

36.

37.

38.

39.

40.

41.

42.

43.

44.

45.

46.

47.

48.

49.

50.

51.

52.

53.

54.

55.

56.

57.

58.

59.

D’Angeli, S.; Matteucci, M.; Fattorini, L.; Gismondi, A.; Ludovici, M.; Canini, A.; Altamura, M.M. OeFADS, OeLIP and OeOSM
Expression and Activity in Cold-Acclimation of Olea europaea, a Perennial Dicot without Winter-Dormancy. Planta 2016, 243,
1279-1296. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Silvestri, C.; Celletti, S.; Cristofori, V.; Astolfi, S.; Ruggiero, B.; Rugini, E. Olive (Olea europaea L.) Plants Transgenic for Tobacco
Osmotin Gene Are Less Sensitive to in Vitro-Induced Drought Stress. Acta Physiol. Plant. 2017, 39, 229. [CrossRef]

Gautam, A.; Pandey, A K. Aquaporins Responses under Challenging Environmental Conditions and Abiotic Stress Tolerance in
Plants. Bot. Rev. 2021, 87, 467—-495. [CrossRef]

Shivaraj, S.M.; Sharma, Y.; Chaudhary, ].; Rajora, N.; Sharma, S.; Thakral, V.; Ram, H.; Sonah, H.; Singla-Pareek, S.L.; Sharma,
T.R.; et al. Dynamic Role of Aquaporin Transport System under Drought Stress in Plants. Environ. Exp. Bot. 2021, 184, 104367.
[CrossRef]

Perez-Martin, A.; Michelazzo, C.; Torres-Ruiz, ].M.; Flexas, ]J.; Fernandez, J.E.; Sebastiani, L.; Diaz-Espejo, A. Regulation of
Photosynthesis and Stomatal and Mesophyll Conductance under Water Stress and Recovery in Olive Trees: Correlation with
Gene Expression of Carbonic Anhydrase and Aquaporins. J. Exp. Bot. 2014, 65, 3143-3156. [CrossRef]

Secchi, E; Lovisolo, C.; Schubert, A. Expression of OePIP2.1 Aquaporin Gene and Water Relations of Olea europaea Twigs during
Drought Stress and Recovery. Ann. Appl. Biol. 2007, 150, 163-167. [CrossRef]

Aratjo, M.; Ferreira de Oliveira, ].M.P; Santos, C.; Moutinho-Pereira, J.; Correia, C.; Dias, M.C. Responses of Olive Plants Exposed
to Different Irrigation Treatments in Combination with Heat Shock: Physiological and Molecular Mechanisms during Exposure
and Recovery. Planta 2019, 249, 1583-1598. [CrossRef]

Sevanto, S.; Mcdowell, N.G.; Dickman, L.T.; Pangle, R.; Pockman, W.T. How Do Trees Die? A Test of the Hydraulic Failure and
Carbon Starvation Hypotheses. Plant Cell Environ. 2014, 37, 153-161. [CrossRef]

Hoffmann, W.A.; Marchin, R M.; Abit, P,; Lau, O.L. Hydraulic Failure and Tree Dieback Are Associated with High Wood Density
in a Temperate Forest under Extreme Drought. Glob. Change Biol. 2011, 17, 2731-2742. [CrossRef]

Savi, T.; Tintner, J.; Da Sois, L.; Grabner, M.; Petit, G.; Rosner, S. The Potential of Mid-Infrared Spectroscopy for Prediction of
Wood Density and Vulnerability to Embolism in Woody Angiosperms. Tree Physiol. 2019, 39, 503-510. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
Venturas, M.; Lopez, R.; Gasco, A.; Gil, L. Hydraulic Properties of European Elms: Xylem Safety-Efficiency Tradeoff and Species
Distribution in the Iberian Peninsula. Trees Struct. Funct. 2013, 27, 1691-1701. [CrossRef]

Lens, F,; Gleason, S.M.; Bortolami, G.; Brodersen, C.; Delzon, S.; Jansen, S. Functional Xylem Characteristics Associated with
Drought-Induced Embolism in Angiosperms. New Phytol. 2022, 236, 2019-2036. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Olson, M.E.; Rosell, J.A. Vessel Diameter-Stem Diameter Scaling across Woody Angiosperms and the Ecological Causes of Xylem
Vessel Diameter Variation. New Phytol. 2013, 197, 1204-1213. [CrossRef]

Choi, S.J.; Lee, Z.; Kim, S.; Jeong, E.; Shim, ].S. Modulation of Lignin Biosynthesis for Drought Tolerance in Plants. Front. Plant Sci.
2023, 14, 1116426. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

De Benedictis, M.; De Caroli, M.; Baccelli, I.; Marchi, G.; Bleve, G.; Gallo, A.; Ranaldi, F; Falco, V.; Pasquali, V.; Piro, G.; et al.
Vessel Occlusion in Three Cultivars of Olea europaea Naturally Exposed to Xylella Fastidiosa in Open Field. J. Phytopathol. 2017,
165, 589-594. [CrossRef]

Sabella, E.; Aprile, A.; Genga, A.; Siciliano, T.; Nutricati, E.; Nicoli, F.; Vergine, M.; Negro, C.; De Bellis, L.; Luvisi, A. Xylem
Cavitation Susceptibility and Refilling Mechanisms in Olive Trees Infected by Xylella Fastidiosa. Sci. Rep. 2019, 9, 9602. [CrossRef]
Petit, G.; Bleve, G.; Gallo, A.; Mita, G.; Montanaro, G.; Nuzzo, V.; Zambonini, D.; Pitacco, A. Susceptibility to Xylella Fastidiosa
and Functional Xylem Anatomy in Olea europaea: Revisiting a Tale of Plant-Pathogen Interaction. AoB Plants 2021, 13, plab027.
[CrossRef]

Parri, S.; Romi, M.; Hoshika, Y.; Giovannelli, A.; Dias, M.C.; Piritore, F.C.; Cai, G.; Cantini, C. Morpho-Physiological Responses of
Three Italian Olive Tree (Olea europaea L.) Cultivars to Drought Stress. Horticulturae 2023, 9, 830. [CrossRef]

Parri, S.; Cai, G.; Romi, M.; Cantini, C.; Pinto, D.C.G.A,; Silva, A.M.S.; Dias, M.C.P. Comparative Metabolomics of Leaves and
Stems of Three Italian Olive Cultivars under Drought Stress. Front. Plant Sci. 2024, 15, 1408731. [CrossRef]

Cerri, L.; Parri, S.; Dias, M.C.; Fabiano, A.; Romi, M.; Cai, G.; Cantini, C.; Zambito, Y. Olive Leaf Extracts from Three Italian Olive
Cultivars Exposed to Drought Stress Differentially Protect Cells against Oxidative Stress. Antioxidants 2024, 13, 77. [CrossRef]
Yang, J.; Zhang, ]J.; Li, C.; Zhang, Z.; Ma, E; Li, M. Response of Sugar Metabolism in Apple Leaves Subjected to Short-Term
Drought Stress. Plant Physiol. Biochem. 2019, 141, 164-171. [CrossRef]

Atkin, O.K,; Millar, A.H.; Gardestrém, P.; Day, D.A. Photosynthesis, Carbohydrate Metabolism and Respiration in Leaves of
Higher Plants. In Photosynthesis: Physiology and Metabolism; Leegood, R.C., Sharkey, T.D., von Caemmerer, S., Eds.; Springer:
Dordrecht, The Netherlands, 2000; pp. 153-175. ISBN 978-0-306-48137-6.

Atkin, O.K.; Macherel, D. The Crucial Role of Plant Mitochondria in Orchestrating Drought Tolerance. Ann. Bot. 2009, 103,
581-597. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Rosa, M.; Prado, C.; Podazza, G.; Interdonato, R.; Gonzalez, ].A.; Hilal, M.; Prado, EE. Soluble Sugars: Metabolism, Sensing and
Abiotic Stress: A Complex Network in the Life of Plants. Plant Signal. Behav. 2009, 4, 388-393. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Piccini, C.; Cai, G.; Dias, M.C.; Romi, M.; Longo, R.; Cantini, C. UV-B Radiation Affects Photosynthesis-Related Processes of Two
Italian Olea europaea (L.) Varieties Differently. Plants 2020, 9, 1712. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Stein, O.; Granot, D. An Overview of Sucrose Synthases in Plants. Front. Plant Sci. 2019, 10, 95. [CrossRef]


https://doi.org/10.1007/s00425-016-2490-x
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26919986
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11738-017-2535-1
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12229-021-09249-z
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envexpbot.2020.104367
https://doi.org/10.1093/jxb/eru160
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1744-7348.2007.00118.x
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00425-019-03109-2
https://doi.org/10.1111/pce.12141
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2486.2011.02401.x
https://doi.org/10.1093/treephys/tpy112
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30307571
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00468-013-0916-7
https://doi.org/10.1111/nph.18447
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/36039697
https://doi.org/10.1111/nph.12097
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpls.2023.1116426
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/37152118
https://doi.org/10.1111/jph.12596
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-019-46092-0
https://doi.org/10.1093/aobpla/plab027
https://doi.org/10.3390/horticulturae9070830
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpls.2024.1408731
https://doi.org/10.3390/antiox13010077
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.plaphy.2019.05.025
https://doi.org/10.1093/aob/mcn094
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18552366
https://doi.org/10.4161/psb.4.5.8294
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19816104
https://doi.org/10.3390/plants9121712
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/33291829
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpls.2019.00095

Int. J. Mol. Sci. 2024, 25, 11059 22 of 23

60.

61.

62.

63.

64.

65.
66.

67.

68.

69.

70.

71.

72.

73.

74.

75.

76.

77.

78.

79.

80.

81.

82.

83.

84.

85.

86.

Rejskova, A.; Patkova, L.; Stodtlkova, E.; Lipavskd, H. The Effect of Abiotic Stresses on Carbohydrate Status of Olive Shoots (Olea
europaea L.) under in Vitro Conditions. . Plant Physiol. 2007, 164, 174-184. [CrossRef]

Secchi, F.; Zwieniecki, M.A. Accumulation of Sugars in the Xylem Apoplast Observed under Water Stress Conditions Is Controlled
by Xylem pH. Plant Cell Environ. 2016, 39, 2350-2360. [CrossRef]

Secchi, F,; Pagliarani, C.; Zwieniecki, M.A. The Functional Role of Xylem Parenchyma Cells and Aquaporins during Recovery
from Severe Water Stress. Plant Cell Environ. 2017, 40, 858-871. [CrossRef]

Stoop, ].M.H.; Williamson, ].D.; Pharr, D.M. Mannitol Metabolism in Plants: A Method for Coping with Stress. Trends Plant Sci.
1996, 1, 139-144. [CrossRef]

Massenti, R.; Scalisi, A.; Marra, E.P.,; Caruso, T.; Marino, G.; Lo Bianco, R. Physiological and Structural Responses to Prolonged
Water Deficit in Young Trees of Two Olive Cultivars. Plants 2022, 11, 1695. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Kapilan, R.; Vaziri, M.; Zwiazek, ].J. Regulation of Aquaporins in Plants under Stress. Biol. Res 2018, 51, 4. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
Zargar, S.M.; Nagar, P.; Deshmukh, R.; Nazir, M.; Wani, A.A.; Masoodi, K.Z.; Agrawal, G.K.; Rakwal, R. Aquaporins as Potential
Drought Tolerance Inducing Proteins: Towards Instigating Stress Tolerance. J. Proteom. 2017, 169, 233-238. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
Alexandersson, E.; Fraysse, L.; Sjovall-Larsen, S.; Gustavsson, S.; Fellert, M.; Karlsson, M.; Johanson, U.; Kjellbom, P. Whole Gene
Family Expression and Drought Stress Regulation of Aquaporins. Plant Mol. Biol. 2005, 59, 469—484. [CrossRef]

Muries, B.; Mom, R.; Benoit, P.; Brunel-michac, N.; Cochard, H.; Drevet, P; Petel, G.; Badel, E.; Fumanal, B.; Gousset-dupont, A.;
et al. Aquaporins and Water Control in Drought-Stressed Poplar Leaves: A Glimpse into the Extraxylem Vascular Territories.
Environ. Exp. Bot. 2019, 162, 25-37. [CrossRef]

Riyazuddin, R.; Nisha, N.; Singh, K.; Verma, R.; Gupta, R. Involvement of Dehydrin Proteins in Mitigating the Negative Effects of
Drought Stress in Plants. Plant Cell Rep 2022, 41, 519-533. [CrossRef]

Chiappetta, A.; Muto, A.; Bruno, L.; Woloszynska, M.; Van Lijsebettens, M.; Bitonti, M.B. A Dehydrin Gene Isolated from Feral
Olive Enhances Drought Tolerance in Arabidopsis Transgenic Plants. Front. Plant Sci. 2015, 6, 392. [CrossRef]

Conti, V.; Cantini, C.; Romi, M.; Cesare, M.M.; Parrotta, L.; Del Duca, S.; Cai, G. Distinct Tomato Cultivars Are Characterized by a
Differential Pattern of Biochemical Responses to Drought Stress. Int. ]. Mol. Sci. 2022, 23, 5412. [CrossRef]

Garcia-Maraver, A.; Salvachda, D.; Martinez, M.].; Diaz, L.F.; Zamorano, M. Analysis of the Relation between the Cellulose,
Hemicellulose and Lignin Content and the Thermal Behavior of Residual Biomass from Olive Trees. Waste Manag. 2013, 33,
2245-2249. [CrossRef]

Rencoret, J.; Gutiérrez, A.; Castro, E.; Rio, J.C. del Structural Characteristics of Lignin in Pruning Residues of Olive Tree
(Olea europaea L.). Holzforschung 2019, 73, 25-34. [CrossRef]

Butto, V.; Rossi, S.; Deslauriers, A.; Morin, H. Is Size an Issue of Time? Relationship between the Duration of Xylem Development
and Cell Traits. Ann. Bot. 2019, 123, 1257-1265. [CrossRef]

Walker, N.C.; White, S.M.; McKay Fletcher, D.; Ruiz, S.A.; Rankin, K.E.; De Stradis, A.; Saponari, M.; Williams, K.A.; Petroselli, C.;
Roose, T. The Impact of Xylem Geometry on Olive Cultivar Resistance to Xylella Fastidiosa: An Image-Based Study. Plant Pathol.
2023, 72,521-535. [CrossRef]

Gleason, S.M.; Butler, D.W.; Zieminska, K.; Waryszak, P.; Westoby, M. Stem Xylem Conductivity Is Key to Plant Water Balance
across Australian Angiosperm Species. Funct. Ecol. 2012, 26, 343-352. [CrossRef]

Tosca, A.; Valagussa, M.; Martinetti, L.; Frangi, P. Biochar and Green Compost as Peat Alternatives in the Cultivation of Photinia
and Olive Tree. Acta Hortic. 2021, 1305, 257-262. [CrossRef]

Wu, X,; Xiong, E.; Wang, W.; Scali, M.; Cresti, M. Universal Sample Preparation Method Integrating Trichloroacetic Acid/Acetone
Precipitation with Phenol Extraction for Crop Proteomic Analysis. Nat. Protoc. 2014, 9, 362-374. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
Hachmann, J.P.; Amshey, ].W. Models of Protein Modification in Tris-Glycine and Neutral pH Bis-Tris Gels during Electrophoresis:
Effect of Gel pH. Anal. Biochem. 2005, 342, 237-245. [CrossRef]

Khedr, A.H.A.; Abbas, M.A.; Wahid, A.A.A.; Quick, W.P,; Abogadallah, G.M. Proline Induces the Expression of Salt-stress-
responsive Proteins and May Improve the Adaptation of Pancratium maritimum L. to Salt-stress. |. Exp. Bot. 2003, 54, 2553-2562.
[CrossRef]

Loppi, S.; Fedeli, R.; Canali, G.; Guarnieri, M.; Biagiotti, S.; Vannini, A. Comparison of the Mineral and Nutraceutical Profiles of
Elephant Garlic (Allium ampeloprasum L.) Grown in Organic and Conventional Fields of Valdichiana, a Traditional Cultivation
Area of Tuscany, Italy. Biology 2021, 10, 1058. [CrossRef]

Lu, F; Wang, C.; Chen, M.; Yue, F,; Ralph, ]J. A Facile Spectroscopic Method for Measuring Lignin Content in Lignocellulosic
Biomass. Green Chem. 2021, 23, 5106-5112. [CrossRef]

Kim, H.; Ralph, J.; Akiyama, T. Solution-State 2D NMR of Ball-Milled Plant Cell Wall Gels in DMSO-d 6. BioEnergy Res. 2008, 1,
56—66. [CrossRef]

Rencoret, J.; Marques, G.; Gutiérrez, A.; Nieto, L.; Santos, J.I.; Jiménez-Barbero, J.; Martinez, A.T; Del Rio, J.C. HSQC-NMR
Analysis of Lignin in Woody (Eucalyptus globulus and Picea abies) and Non-Woody (Agave sisalana) Ball-Milled Plant Materials at
the Gel State. Holzforschung 2009, 63, 691-698. [CrossRef]

Rossi, S.; Deslauriers, A.; Anfodillo, T. Assessment of Cambial Activity and Xylogenesis by Microsampling Tree Species:
An Example at the Alpine Timberline. IAWA ]. 2006, 27, 383-394. [CrossRef]

Sperry, ].S.; Saliendra, N.Z. Intra- and Inter-Plant Variation in Xylem Embolism in Betula Occidentalis. Plant Cell Environ. 1994, 17,
1233-1241. [CrossRef]


https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jplph.2005.09.011
https://doi.org/10.1111/pce.12767
https://doi.org/10.1111/pce.12831
https://doi.org/10.1016/S1360-1385(96)80048-3
https://doi.org/10.3390/plants11131695
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/35807647
https://doi.org/10.1186/s40659-018-0152-0
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29338771
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jprot.2017.04.010
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28412527
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11103-005-0352-1
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envexpbot.2018.12.016
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00299-021-02720-6
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpls.2015.00392
https://doi.org/10.3390/ijms23105412
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.wasman.2013.07.010
https://doi.org/10.1515/hf-2018-0077
https://doi.org/10.1093/aob/mcz032
https://doi.org/10.1111/ppa.13674
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2435.2012.01962.x
https://doi.org/10.17660/ActaHortic.2021.1305.35
https://doi.org/10.1038/nprot.2014.022
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24434803
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ab.2005.04.015
https://doi.org/10.1093/jxb/erg277
https://doi.org/10.3390/biology10101058
https://doi.org/10.1039/D1GC01507A
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12155-008-9004-z
https://doi.org/10.1515/HF.2009.070
https://doi.org/10.1163/22941932-90000161
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-3040.1994.tb02021.x

Int. J. Mol. Sci. 2024, 25, 11059 23 of 23

87. Giovannelli, A.; Traversi, M.L.; Anichini, M.; Hoshika, Y.; Fares, S.; Paoletti, E. Effect of Long-Term vs. Short-Term Ambient
Ozone Exposure on Radial Stem Growth, Sap Flux and Xylem Morphology of O3-Sensitive Poplar Trees. Forests 2019, 10, 396.
[CrossRef]

88. Forner, A.; Valladares, F.; Aranda, I. Mediterranean Trees Coping with Severe Drought: Avoidance Might Not Be Safe. Environ.
Exp. Bot. 2018, 155, 529-540. [CrossRef]

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


https://doi.org/10.3390/f10050396
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envexpbot.2018.08.006

	Introduction 
	Results 
	Sugar Levels 
	Proline Content 
	Starch Content 
	PIP1 Aquaporin Levels 
	Dehydrin Levels 
	Osmotin Levels 
	Lignin Content and Composition 
	Xylem Anatomy 

	Discussion 
	Materials and Methods 
	Cultivation of Olive Plants and Application of Drought Stress 
	Extraction of Protein from Sampled Olive Stems and Leaves 
	Electrophoresis and Immunoblotting of Leaf Proteins without Stain-Free Technology 
	Electrophoresis and Immunoblotting of Stem Proteins with Stain-Free Technology 
	Proline Analysis 
	Sugar Analysis by High-Performance Liquid Chromatography (HPLC) 
	Analysis of Starch Content 
	Determination of Lignin Content 
	Analysis of Lignin Composition Using 2D-NMR Spectroscopy 
	Stem Anatomy Analyses 
	Statistical Analyses 

	Conclusions 
	References

