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Abstract: Grasses are hyper-accumulators of silicon (Si), which is known to alleviate diverse environ-

mental stresses, prompting speculation that Si accumulation evolved in response to unfavourable

climatic conditions, including seasonally arid environments. We conducted a common garden ex-

periment using 57 accessions of the model grass Brachypodium distachyon, sourced from different

Mediterranean locations, to test relationships between Si accumulation and 19 bioclimatic variables.

Plants were grown in soil with either low or high (Si supplemented) levels of bioavailable Si. Si accu-

mulation was negatively correlated with temperature variables (annual mean diurnal temperature

range, temperature seasonality, annual temperature range) and precipitation seasonality. Si accumu-

lation was positively correlated with precipitation variables (annual precipitation, precipitation of the

driest month and quarter, and precipitation of the warmest quarter). These relationships, however,

were only observed in low-Si soils and not in Si-supplemented soils. Our hypothesis that accessions

of B. distachyon from seasonally arid conditions have higher Si accumulation was not supported. On

the contrary, higher temperatures and lower precipitation regimes were associated with lower Si

accumulation. These relationships were decoupled in high-Si soils. These exploratory results suggest

that geographical origin and prevailing climatic conditions may play a role in predicting patterns of

Si accumulation in grasses.

Keywords: false brome; phytoliths; precipitation; rainfall; seasonality; silica

1. Introduction

Most grasses take up and accumulate silicon (Si) more than any other inorganic
constituent [1]. Si accumulation is increasingly recognised as playing an important func-
tional role in plant ecology [2], particularly in terms of its role in relieving the adverse
effects of environmental stress [3,4]. These include drought, heat, and salinity as well as
biotic agents of plant stress (e.g., pathogens and herbivorous insects) [5]. The mechanisms
for stress alleviation vary and are often incompletely understood, but usually involve silici-
fication of tissues, which can have direct impacts (e.g., phytoliths that inhibit herbivory) [6]
or indirect impacts on plant chemical and physiological processes (e.g., stomatal closure
reducing transpiration losses) [7].

Given that Si has been reported to play an important role in the alleviation of drought
stress in plants [8], a pervasive idea is that Si accumulation may be highly beneficial and
therefore common in seasonally arid environments [9]. While Si accumulation may alle-
viate the impacts of drought, water limitation may in itself reduce the ability of plants
to take up Si from the soil since passive uptake is highly dependent on the transpira-
tion stream and stomatal conductance [10]. Water limitation has mostly been reported
to limit Si accumulation in experimental situations, although some plant species appear
to be able to maintain Si accumulation under drought/osmotic stress [11–13]. Maintain-
ing, or even increasing, Si accumulation under these conditions may be achievable via
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increased evapotranspiration under hot and dry conditions [14]. Si accumulation is also
attained via active, energy-dependent transport of Si [15–18], which may be less affected by
water limitation.

Brightly, et al. [14] sampled 36 grass species grown under different temperature and
irrigation regimes and generally found positive effects of high temperatures and water limi-
tation on Si accumulation, although they concluded the relationships with water limitation
were weak. In natural systems, Johnston, et al. [19] did not detect any patterns between
precipitation and Si concentrations of grasses from Northern America. Using rain exclu-
sion shelters, drought conditions increased Si concentrations in some grass species while
decreasing them in others [20]. Sampling across a rainfall gradient, Katz, et al. [21] reported
that Si (phytoliths) concentrations were positively correlated with water availability in a
grass (Avena sterilis), but this was not seen in Asteraceae species. Sustained drought reduced
Si accumulation in a barley (Hordeum vulgare) landrace and cultivar, whereas intermittent
drought had little impact [22]. In short, consistent patterns between climatic variables and
grass silicification have proved elusive. Moreover, climatic impacts on Si accumulation may
be affected by the availability of bioavailable Si in the soil [23].

The objective of this study was to investigate potential relationships between geo-
graphic patterns of temperature and precipitation and Si accumulation in the model grass
Brachypodium distachyon. Using a common garden experiment, we compared the Si accumula-
tion capacity of 57 accessions with 19 climatic variables (Table S1) [24] for the Mediterranean
region of origin (Figure 1). We hypothesised that accessions from seasonally arid regions
have a greater capacity for Si uptake, which would be reflected in positive correlations with
relevant temperature and precipitation climatic variables (e.g., precipitation seasonality).
We predicted that these relationships may be altered by bioavailable Si in the soil.

Figure 1. Map showing the location of the 57 Brachypodium distachyon accessions used in this research.

2. Results

When plants were grown under low-Si conditions, leaf Si concentrations were neg-
atively correlated with four climatic variables (Table 1): annual mean diurnal tempera-
ture range (Figure 2a), temperature seasonality (Figure 2b), annual temperature range
(Figure 2c), and precipitation seasonality (Figure 2d). In contrast, leaf Si concentrations
were positively correlated with precipitation variables (Table 1): annual precipitation
(Figure 3a), precipitation of the driest month (Figure 3b), precipitation of the driest quarter
(Figure 3c), and precipitation of the warmest quarter (Figure 3d). When plants were grown
under high-Si soil conditions, none of the climatic variables were correlated with leaf Si
concentrations (Table S2).
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Table 1. Correlation test results for leaf Si concentrations and climatic variables for plants grown

under low-Si soil conditions. p values corrected to account for multiple testing using the Benjamini

and Hochberg False Discovery method [25].

Statistical
Significance

Correlation Climatic Variable Figure rs p

Significant

Negative

Bio 2—Annual Mean Diurnal Temperature Range 2a −0.262 < 0.001
Bio 4—Temperature Seasonality (Standard Deviation) 2b −0.188 0.010

Bio 7—Annual Temperature Range 2c −0.210 0.010
Bio 15—Precipitation Seasonality 2d −0.156 0.033

Positive

Bio 12—Annual Precipitation 3a 0.186 0.019
Bio 14—Precipitation of Driest Month 3b 0.187 0.014

Bio 17—Precipitation of Driest Quarter 3c 0.184 0.011
Bio 18—Precipitation of Warmest Quarter 3d 0.192 0.011

Non-significant No correlation

Bio 1—Annual Mean Temperature 0.073 0.319
Bio 3—Isothermality 0.068 0.338

Bio 5—Max Temperature of Warmest Month −0.116 0.119
Bio 6—Min Temperature of Coldest Month 0.139 0.061

Bio 8—Mean Temperature of Wettest Quarter 0.048 0.506
Bio 9—Mean Temperature of Driest Quarter −0.078 0.303

Bio 10—Mean Temperature of Warmest Quarter −0.001 0.999
Bio 11—Mean Temperature of Coldest Quarter 0.125 0.095

Bio 13—Precipitation of Wettest Month 0.102 0.174
Bio 16—Precipitation of Wettest Quarter 0.080 0.310
Bio 19—Precipitation of Coldest Quarter 0.039 0.575

Figure 2. Significant negative correlations between leaf Si concentrations and (a) annual mean diurnal

temperature range, (b) temperature seasonality, (c) annual temperature range, and (d) precipitation

seasonality. N = 247. Regression line (solid line) fitted with 95% confidence displayed as dashed lines.

See Table 1 for statistical analysis.
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Figure 3. Significant positive correlations between leaf Si concentrations and (a) annual precipitation,

(b) precipitation of the driest month, (c) precipitation of the driest quarter, and (d) precipitation of the

warmest month. N = 247. Regression line (solid line) fitted with 95% confidence displayed as dashed

lines. See Table 1 for statistical analysis.

Plants grown in high-Si soil had significantly higher concentrations of leaf Si compared
with those grown in low-Si (2.41% ± 0.04 and 1.32% ± 0.02, respectively, mean ± standard
error given) (H1 = 320.2, p < 0.001). There was, however, a significant negative correlation
between this increase in Si concentrations, either in terms of absolute (Figure 4a) or per-
centage (Figure 4b) increase, and the Si concentrations observed when growing in low-
(untreated) Si soil. In other words, accessions achieving relatively greater Si accumulation
under low-Si conditions tended to show comparatively smaller increases in Si when the
soil was supplemented with Si.

Figure 4. Cont.
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Figure 4. The relationship between shoot Si concentrations when growing in low-Si soil and the

(a) absolute and (b) relative (%) increase in Si accumulation when accessions were grown in high

(Si-supplemented) soil. Accessions indicated (1) Gaz2, (2) Adi6, (3) Adi15, (4) Bd23–01, (5) BdTR3a,

(6) Mig3, (7) BdTR11a, (8) BdTR9a, (9) Bd3–1 RR 2009, (10) BdTR1k, (11) BdTR1d, (12) BdTR12a,

(13) Adi1, (14) BdTR13c, (15) Bd3–1 Bd3–2, (16) BdTR11g, (17) Bd21–3 ANU, (18) Adi18, (19) Bd21,

(20) Adi8, (21) BdTR10f, (22) BdTR1j, (23) Bd18–1, (24) Kah6, (25) Koz2, (26) Koz3, (27) Gaz6, (28)

Kah4, (29) Kah5, (30) BdTR3s, (31) BdTR10i, (32) Bdis05–07, (33) BdTR2a, (34) BdTR10c, (35) Bd21–3

INRA, (36) Bdis28–08, (37) Adi16, (38) Gal1, (39) Cas2, (40) BdTR9f, (41) BdTR5m, (42) Bdis05–09,

(43) BdTR3b, (44) BdTR2j, (45) Gaz3, (46) BdTR2p, (47) Bdis25–04, (48) Bdis22–06, (49) Bd25–01, (50)

Bdis31–02, (51) Bd21 RR 2009, (52) Bdis31–01, (53) Bdis22–01, (54) Bdis32–02, (55) Bdis25–10, (56)

BdTR1c, and (57) Pal2032.

3. Discussion

Accessions of B. distachyon with the greatest capacity for Si accumulation under low-Si
conditions tended to originate in regions with lower temperatures and higher precipitation
patterns. It seems possible that water limitation hinders Si accumulation, which is poten-
tially exacerbated by warmer temperatures. This refutes our hypothesis that accessions
from seasonally arid regions would have the highest concentrations of Si. On the contrary, a
climatic variable associated with seasonal aridity (precipitation seasonality) was negatively
correlated with leaf Si concentrations. This relationship was decoupled, however, when we
increased soil Si availability.

3.1. Interpreting the Bioclimatic Variables

Many of the bioclimatic variables used in this study will correlate with one another
given their similar nature; hence, we must be cautious about overinterpreting statistically
significant correlations. What can we infer if we consider the strongest negative and posi-
tive correlations (annual mean diurnal temperature range and precipitation of the warmest month,
respectively)? The first correlation reflects the range between minimum and maximum
temperatures with larger values reflecting more extreme temperatures; the second corre-
lation reflects the level of precipitation in the warmest three months (Table S1). Greater
fluctuations in temperature might hinder Si accumulation because higher temperatures may
exacerbate the effects of water limitation via evaporation from the soil surface [26], whereas
colder temperatures may slow down Si absorption [27]. In contrast, higher amounts of
precipitation during the active growing season (i.e., the warmest quarter) are likely to
increase plant growth and nutrient uptake in general. This may explain why B. distachyon
accessions from regions with low temperature fluctuations and ample precipitation during
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growth periods tended to accumulate more Si than accessions from regions with highly
fluctuating temperatures and dry summers. Overall, increasing the availability of soil Si
seems to mask this underlying capacity.

3.2. Linkages between Temperature, Precipitation, and Bioavailable Si in the Soil

Bioavailable Si derives from weathering and desilication of primary silicate minerals
(lithogenic Si) or the deposition of silicified plant tissues (e.g., phytoliths) into the soil
via plant litter (biogenic or phytogenic Si) [28]. In grassland and forest systems, the
predominant source of silicic acid for plants is biogenic Si. In essence, Si is cycled from
plant litter through the biogenic pool of soil Si and back to plants [29]. While higher
temperatures generally increase Si release from phytoliths in the soil [30], this is inhibited
in dry soils because soil water is required for dissolution [31]. Blecker, et al. [32] showed
that soil biogenic Si (e.g., phytoliths) decreased with precipitation, proposing that faster
soil phytolith turnover rates under higher rainfall regimes underpinned this relationship.

Quigley, et al. [23] also found that amorphous Si (pre-weathered silicates) in the
soil was negatively correlated with precipitation. Moreover, they reported that dissolved
Si (bioavailable silicic acid; H4SiO4) was also negatively correlated with precipitation,
namely, concentrations were lowest under wetter conditions. If this was due to increased
Si uptake by plants (i.e., depletion of dissolved soil Si), one would assume a negative
relationship between dissolved soil Si and leaf Si concentrations, but, in fact, they reported
a positive correlation between the two [23]. Considering multiple plant taxa, Cooke and
Leishman [33] determined that soil Si availability does not generally correlate with Si
accumulation, suggesting that other factors may influence these relationships.

3.3. Accessions Differ in Their Capacity for Si Uptake

We observed that accessions achieving relatively higher Si accumulation under low-Si
conditions attained smaller increases in Si, when supplemented with Si, compared with
accessions with lower Si concentrations that showed stronger patterns of Si uptake when
it was made more available. A possible interpretation of this result is that some B. dis-
tachyon accessions are well adapted to Si accumulation under low bioavailable Si conditions,
whereas other accessions show greater plasticity to Si availability in the soil. When compost
was supplemented with Si (without drought exposure), Thorne, et al. [13] observed that
‘high-Si accumulator’ wheat (Triticum aestivum) landraces achieved similar increases in Si
accumulation to ‘low-Si accumulator’ landraces. In contrast, when grown hydroponically
(without osmotic stress) the ‘high-Si accumulators’ showed disproportionately larger in-
creases in shoot Si concentrations compared with ‘low-Si accumulators’ [13]. This suggests
that the soil itself places some constraints on the plasticity of Si accumulation, which is also
affected by factors such as root exudation [34].

3.4. Do Trade-Offs Operate in Water Limited Environments?

Many studies show that nutrient limitation promotes Si accumulation [35,36].
Quigley, et al. [35] also observed a leaf-level trade-off between Si and carbon, which was
stronger at arid sites than mesic sites. They concluded that plants used Si rather than invest
in C-based leaf construction and C fixation, which is relatively costly when water is limited.
Si accumulation may not necessarily be higher in plants growing in arid conditions because
of physiological constraints; therefore, it remains possible that Si could play a relatively
more important role in arid regions. Si-reinforced cell walls may prevent cell collapse
during water shortages, which could be beneficial in seasonally arid environments [9].

4. Materials and Methods

4.1. Common Garden Experiment

Fifty-seven Brachypodium distachyon accessions (Table S3) were used. These were
mainly obtained from the Australian National University (Canberra, ACT, Australia)
with additional accessions from Western Sydney University (Richmond, NSW, Australia).
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Germplasm was originally collected from its native Mediterranean region [37] (Figure 1).
The accessions were grown from seed in soil recovered from the Hawkesbury Campus of
Western Sydney University (33.6138◦ S, 150.7500◦ E). Seeds were initially stratified for five
days at 4 ◦C before planting. Plants were grown in a 50:50 composite of sandy loam and
loam soil with low bioavailable Si levels of 16.00 mg kg−1 (extracted with CaCl2 [38]); see
Table S4 for further soil chemistry. The experiment involved growing half of the plants
in ‘low-Si soil’ (−Si) and half in ‘high-Si soil’ (+Si). To obtain high-Si soil, half of the pots
were watered with a solution consisting of potassium silicate (Agsil32, PQ Australia, SA,
Australia) at a concentration of 2 mM (SiO2 equivalent) and adjusted to pH 7 using HCl.
The low-Si soil pots were watered with a control solution containing 1.6 mM KCl to balance
additional K+ and Cl− in the Si-supplemented soils; see [39] for details.

Plants were grown in a growth cabinet (Climatron, Thermoline Scientific) maintained
at 22/16 ◦C on an 8:16 h light:dark cycle. The humidity was kept at ca. 60% and light levels
were ca. 150 µmol m−2 s−1. Plants were watered with 25 mL of either −Si or +Si solutions
(low- and high-Si soil, respectively) every 10 days for the first 10 weeks of the experiment
and then every 7 days for the remaining four weeks of the experiment for a total of
14 weeks. Plants were harvested, oven dried, and analysed for leaf Si concentrations at this
point. There was a median of five replicates for each accession under low- and high-Si soil
conditions at the end of the experiment. We obtained 19 climatic variables (temperature
and precipitation; Table S1) for each accession from the WorldClim database [24] to examine
any relationships between leaf Si accumulation and climatic variables (see Table S1).

4.2. Leaf Si Accumulation

We determined leaf Si concentrations using ca. 100 mg of ground shoot tissue placed
into small receptacles (Malvern PANalytical, Malvern UK), which were then analysed with
an X-ray fluorescence spectrometer (Epsilon 3×, PANalytical) using the procedure and
certified reference material described in Hiltpold et al. [40]. This method was based on the
methodology developed by Reidinger, et al. [41].

4.3. Statistical Analysis

Relationships between leaf concentrations of Si and the 19 climatic variables (Table S1)
were examined for all plants grown under low- and high-Si soil conditions separately
using Spearman’s correlation tests. To account for repeated tests, which can increase false-
positive (significance) rates, we adjusted p values using the Benjamini and Hochberg False
Discovery Method [25]. Differences in leaf Si concentrations between plants grown under
low- and high-Si soil conditions were examined with a Kruskal–Wallis test. Relationships
between Si concentrations in plants grown in low-Si soil and corresponding increases in
Si concentrations when growing in high-Si soil were conducted using mean values for
each accession. All analyses were conducted in Genstat version 21 (VSN International Ltd.,
Hemel Hempstead, UK).

5. Conclusions

This exploratory study suggests that B. distachyon accessions from regions with higher
precipitation during the warmest months have a greater capacity for Si accumulation than
those from drier regions. Warmer temperatures and adequate rainfall are prerequisites
for the dissolution of phytoliths [28,29], which may go some way to explaining this result.
Given the important functional role of Si accumulation in many grasses, understanding
how climatic factors affect patterns of Si uptake and accumulation may become increasingly
important as the planet experiences environmental change at an unprecedented rate.

Supplementary Materials: The following supporting information can be downloaded at: https:

//www.mdpi.com/article/10.3390/plants12050995/s1, Table S1: The 19 climatic variables used

in the study. Definitions and interpretations summarises descriptions outlined in O’Donnell and

Ignizio (2012); Table S2: Correlation test results for foliar Si concentrations and climatic variables

for plants grown in high Si soils (+Si); Table S3: Collection locations for the Brachypodium distachyon
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accessions; Table S4: Characteristics of the homogenised soil used in the common garden experiment.

References [42–44] are cited in the supplementary file.

Author Contributions: Conceptualisation, S.N.J., S.E.H. and D.T.T.; methodology, S.N.J., C.R.H.,

R.K.V. and J.O.B.; formal analysis, S.N.J.; investigation, C.R.H. and R.K.V.; data curation, C.R.H.;

writing—original draft preparation, S.N.J.; writing—review and editing, S.N.J., C.R.H., S.E.H., R.K.V.,

D.T.T. and J.O.B. All authors have read and agreed to the published version of the manuscript.

Funding: This research was funded by Australian Research Council, grant numbers FT170100342

and DP170102278.

Data Availability Statement: The dataset associated with this research will be made available via

the FigShare repository [details to follow pending review].

Acknowledgments: We thank members of the J.O.B. group for discussions and assistance collecting

the plant germplasm, Jeff Powell and Rohan Riley for providing extra germplasm, and Andrew

Gherlenda for assistance with the growth cabinets.

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

References

1. Epstein, E. Silicon. Annu. Rev. Plant Physiol. Plant Molec. Biol. 1999, 50, 641–664. [CrossRef]

2. Cooke, J.; Leishman, M.R. Is plant ecology more siliceous than we realise? Trends Plant Sci. 2011, 16, 61–68. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

3. Cooke, J.; Leishman, M.R. Consistent alleviation of abiotic stress with silicon addition: A meta-analysis. Funct. Ecol. 2016, 30,

1340–1357. [CrossRef]

4. Coskun, D.; Deshmukh, R.; Sonah, H.; Menzies, J.G.; Reynolds, O.L.; Ma, J.F.; Kronzucker, H.J.; Bélanger, R.R. The controversies

of silicon’s role in plant biology. New Phytol. 2019, 221, 67–85. [CrossRef]

5. Debona, D.; Rodrigues, F.A.; Datnoff, L.E. Silicon’s role in abiotic and biotic plant stresses. Annu. Rev. Phytopathol. 2017, 55,

85–107. [CrossRef]

6. Hall, C.R.; Dagg, V.; Waterman, J.M.; Johnson, S.N. Silicon alters leaf surface morphology and suppresses insect herbivory in a

model grass species. Plants 2020, 9, 643. [CrossRef]

7. Vandegeer, R.K.; Zhao, C.; Cibils-Stewart, X.; Wuhrer, R.; Hall, C.R.; Hartley, S.E.; Tissue, D.T.; Johnson, S.N. Silicon deposition

on guard cells increases stomatal sensitivity as mediated by K+ efflux and consequently reduces stomatal conductance. Physiol.

Plant. 2021, 171, 358–370. [CrossRef]

8. Thorne, S.J.; Hartley, S.E.; Maathuis, F.J.M. Is silicon a panacea for alleviating drought and salt stress in crops? Front. Plant Sci.

2020, 11, 1221. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

9. Coughenour, M.B. Graminoid responses to grazing by large herbivores—Adaptations, exaptations, and interacting processes.

Ann. Missouri Bot. Gard. 1985, 72, 852–863. [CrossRef]

10. McLarnon, E.; McQueen-Mason, S.; Lenk, I.; Hartley, S.E. Evidence for active uptake and deposition of Si-based defenses in tall

fescue. Front. Plant Sci. 2017, 8, 1199. [CrossRef]

11. Quigley, K.M.; Anderson, T.M. Leaf silica concentration in Serengeti grasses increases with watering but not clipping: Insights

from a common garden study and literature review. Front. Plant Sci. 2014, 5, 568. [CrossRef]

12. Ryalls, J.M.W.; Moore, B.D.; Johnson, S.N. Silicon uptake by a pasture grass experiencing simulated grazing is greatest under

elevated precipitation. BMC Ecol. 2018, 18, 53. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

13. Thorne, S.J.; Hartley, S.E.; Maathuis, F.J.M. The effect of silicon on osmotic and drought stress tolerance in wheat landraces. Plants

2021, 10, 814. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

14. Brightly, W.H.; Hartley, S.E.; Osborne, C.P.; Simpson, K.J.; Strömberg, C.A.E. High silicon concentrations in grasses are linked

to environmental conditions and not associated with C4 photosynthesis. Glob. Change Biol. 2020, 26, 7128–7143. [CrossRef]

[PubMed]

15. Ma, J.F.; Yamaji, N. Silicon uptake and accumulation in higher plants. Trends Plant Sci. 2006, 11, 392–397. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

16. Ma, J.F.; Tamai, K.; Yamaji, N.; Mitani, N.; Konishi, S.; Katsuhara, M.; Ishiguro, M.; Murata, Y.; Yano, M. A silicon transporter in

rice. Nature 2006, 440, 688–691. [CrossRef]

17. Deshmukh, R.; Bélanger, R.R. Molecular evolution of aquaporins and silicon influx in plants. Funct. Ecol. 2016, 30, 1277–1285.

[CrossRef]

18. Ma, J.F.; Yamaji, N. A cooperative system of silicon transport in plants. Trends Plant Sci. 2015, 20, 435–442. [CrossRef]

19. Johnston, A.; Bezeau, L.M.; Smoliak, S. Variation in silica content of range grasses. Can. J. Plant Sci. 1967, 47, 65–71. [CrossRef]

20. Power, S.A.; Barnett, K.L.; Ochoa-Huesco, R.; Facey, S.L.; Gibson-Forty, E.V.-J.; Hartley, S.E.; Nielsen, U.N.; Tissue, D.T.; Johnson,

S.N. DRI-Grass: A new experimental platform for addressing grassland ecosystem responses to future precipitation scenarios in

south-east Australia. Front. Plant Sci. 2016, 7, 1373. [CrossRef]

21. Katz, O.; Lev-Yadun, S.; Bar, P. Plasticity and variability in the patterns of phytolith formation in Asteraceae species along a large

rainfall gradient in Israel. Flora 2013, 208, 438–444. [CrossRef]



Plants 2023, 12, 995 9 of 9

22. Wade, R.N.; Donaldson, S.M.; Karley, A.J.; Johnson, S.N.; Hartley, S.E. Uptake of silicon in barley under contrasting drought

regimes. Plant Soil 2022, 477, 69–81. [CrossRef]

23. Quigley, K.M.; Donati, G.L.; Anderson, T.M. Variation in the soil ‘silicon landscape’ explains plant silica accumulation across

environmental gradients in Serengeti. Plant Soil 2017, 410, 217–229. [CrossRef]

24. Hijmans, R.J.; Cameron, S.E.; Parra, J.L.; Jones, P.G.; Jarvis, A. Very high resolution interpolated climate surfaces for global land

areas. Int. J. Climatol. 2005, 25, 1965–1978. [CrossRef]

25. Benjamini, Y.; Hochberg, Y. Controlling the false discovery rate: A practical and powerful approach to multiple testing. J. R. Stat.

Soc. Series B Stat. Methodol. 1995, 57, 289–300. [CrossRef]

26. An, N.; Tang, C.-S.; Xu, S.-K.; Gong, X.-P.; Shi, B.; Inyang, H. Effects of soil characteristics on moisture evaporation. Eng. Geol.

2018, 239, 126–135. [CrossRef]

27. Barber, D.A.; Shone, M.G.T. The absorption of silica from aqueous solutions by plants. J. Exp. Bot. 1966, 17, 569–578. [CrossRef]

28. Haynes, R.J. A contemporary overview of silicon availability in agricultural soils. J. Plant Nutr. Soil Sci. 2014, 177, 831–844.

[CrossRef]

29. Haynes, R.J. The nature of biogenic Si and its potential role in Si supply in agricultural soils. Agric. Ecosyst. Environ. 2017, 245,

100–111. [CrossRef]

30. Fraysse, F.; Pokrovsky, O.S.; Schott, J.; Meunier, J.-D. Surface properties, solubility and dissolution kinetics of bamboo phytoliths.

Geochim. Cosmochim. Acta 2006, 70, 1939–1951. [CrossRef]

31. Cabanes, D.; Shahack-Gross, R. Understanding fossil phytolith preservation: The role of partial dissolution in paleoecology and

archaeology. PLoS ONE 2015, 10, e0125532. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

32. Blecker, S.W.; McCulley, R.L.; Chadwick, O.A.; Kelly, E.F. Biologic cycling of silica across a grassland bioclimosequence. Global

Biogeochem. Cycles 2006, 20, GB3023. [CrossRef]

33. Cooke, J.; Leishman, M.R. Tradeoffs between foliar silicon and carbon-based defences: Evidence from vegetation communities of

contrasting soil types. Oikos 2012, 121, 2052–2060. [CrossRef]

34. de Tombeur, F.; Cornelis, J.T.; Lambers, H. Silicon mobilisation by root-released carboxylates. Trends Plant Sci. 2021, 26, 1116–1125.

[CrossRef] [PubMed]

35. Quigley, K.M.; Griffith, D.M.; Donati, G.L.; Anderson, T.M. Soil nutrients and precipitation are major drivers of global patterns of

grass leaf silicification. Ecology 2020, 101, e03006. [CrossRef]

36. Johnson, S.N.; Waterman, J.M.; Wuhrer, R.; Rowe, R.C.; Hall, C.R.; Cibils-Stewart, X. Siliceous and non-nutritious: Nitrogen

limitation increases anti-herbivore silicon defences in a model grass. J. Ecol. 2021, 109, 3767–3778. [CrossRef]

37. Catalán, P.; Müller, J.; Hasterok, R.; Jenkins, G.; Mur, L.A.J.; Langdon, T.; Betekhtin, A.; Siwinska, D.; Pimentel, M.; López-Alvarez,

D. Evolution and taxonomic split of the model grass Brachypodium distachyon. Ann. Bot. 2012, 109, 385–405. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

38. Sauer, D.; Saccone, L.; Conley, D.J.; Herrmann, L.; Sommer, M. Review of methodologies for extracting plant-available and

amorphous Si from soils and aquatic sediments. Biogeochemistry 2006, 80, 89–108. [CrossRef]

39. Hall, C.R.; Mikhael, M.; Hartley, S.E.; Johnson, S.N. Elevated atmospheric CO2 suppresses jasmonate and silicon-based defences

without affecting herbivores. Funct. Ecol. 2020, 34, 993–1002. [CrossRef]

40. Hiltpold, I.; Demarta, L.; Johnson, S.N.; Moore, B.D.; Power, S.A.; Mitchell, C. Silicon and other essential element composition

in roots using X-ray fluorescence spectroscopy: A high throughput approach. In Proceedings of the Invertebrate Ecology of

Australasian Grasslands, Hawkesbury, NSW, Australia, 4–7 April 2016; pp. 191–196.

41. Reidinger, S.; Ramsey, M.H.; Hartley, S.E. Rapid and accurate analyses of silicon and phosphorus in plants using a portable X-ray

fluorescence spectrometer. New Phytol. 2012, 195, 699–706. [CrossRef]

42. Morgan, M.F. Chemical soil diagnosis by the universal soil testing system. Conn. Agric. Exp. Stn. Circ. 1941, 450, 579–628.

43. O’Donnell, M.S.; Ignizio, D.A. Bioclimatic Predictors for Supporting Ecological Applications in the Conterminous United States; U.S.

Geological Survey Data Series 691; U.S. Geological Survey: Reston, VA, USA, 2012.

44. Rayment, G.E.; Lyons, D.J. Soil Chemical Methods—Australasia; CSIRO Publishing: Collingwood, VIC, Australia, 2011.

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.


	Introduction 
	Results 
	Discussion 
	Interpreting the Bioclimatic Variables 
	Linkages between Temperature, Precipitation, and Bioavailable Si in the Soil 
	Accessions Differ in Their Capacity for Si Uptake 
	Do Trade-Offs Operate in Water Limited Environments? 

	Materials and Methods 
	Common Garden Experiment 
	Leaf Si Accumulation 
	Statistical Analysis 

	Conclusions 
	References

