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Abstract

The plant immune system perceives pathogens to trigger defense responses.
In turn, pathogens secrete effector molecules to subvert these defense re-
sponses. The initiation and maintenance of defense responses involve not
only de novo synthesis of regulatory proteins and enzymes but also their
regulated degradation. The latter is achieved through protein degradation
pathways such as the ubiquitin–proteasome system (UPS). The UPS reg-
ulates all stages of immunity, from the perception of the pathogen to the
execution of the response, and, therefore, constitutes an ideal candidate for
microbial manipulation of the host. Pathogen effector molecules interfere
with the plant UPS through several mechanisms. This includes hijacking
general UPS functions or perturbing its ability to degrade specific targets. In
this review, we describe how the UPS regulates different immunity-related
processes and how pathogens subvert this to promote disease.
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1. INTRODUCTION

To prevent outbreaks of diseases caused by phytopathogens, plants have developed a complex
evolutionarily driven multilayered immune system (56). The first layer of this immune system
depends on the recognition of conservedmicrobial molecules, termed pathogen-associatedmolec-
ular patterns (PAMPs), by cell surface pattern-recognition receptors (PRRs) (24). This first layer
of defense is known as PAMP-triggered immunity (PTI) (56). Adapted plant pathogens are able to
overcome these PTI responses by delivering effector proteins into the host cells, where they ma-
nipulate the host cell machinery for the benefit of the pathogen (60). In turn, plants have evolved
a second potentiated layer of defense that is driven by the recognition of these effectors by in-
tracellular receptors (93). This second layer is referred to as effector-triggered immunity (ETI)
(56). Recognition of microbial molecules by immune receptors activates downstream defense re-
actions via hormone signaling and transcriptional reprogramming, which lead to the secretion
of antimicrobial compounds and/or programmed cell death (PCD) to counteract the invasion (8,
21). This so-called zig-zag model involves a complex interplay among many cellular processes and
for years served as a framework to study plant–microbe interactions at the molecular level (92).
This requires a high degree of proteomic plasticity involving both the synthesis and turnover of
regulatory proteins (98). Therefore, it is not surprising that protein degradation pathways such
as the ubiquitin–proteasome system (UPS) have been identified as major coordinators of plant
immunity and determine the outcome of plant–microbe interactions (66).

The UPS is a highly conserved pathway involved in the degradation of up to 80% of eukary-
otic proteins (22). Poly-ubiquitination of target proteins is a prerequisite for recycling proteins
through the UPS (22). To this end, an enzymatic cascade involving ubiquitin-activating (E1),
ubiquitin-conjugating (E2), and ubiquitin-ligase (E3) enzymes is required (135). In the first step,
activated ubiquitin binds to an E1 and is then transferred to an E2. This E2 carries the acti-
vated ubiquitin to the E3, which in turn facilitates the transfer of the ubiquitin from the E2
to a lysine residue of the target protein. After several rounds of the E1→E2→E3 cascade, the
substrate protein bears one or multiple ubiquitin chains that are then recognized by the 26S pro-
teasome for its subsequent degradation (135). The 26S proteasome is a 2.5-MDa ATP-dependent
protease complex composed of a 20S core protease (CP) and one or two 19S regulatory parti-
cles (RPs), each of which contains a lid and a base subunit (83). The CP is a broad-spectrum
ATP- and ubiquitin-independent protease complex harboring peptidase activity (83). The assem-
bly of these two subcomplexes leads to the formation of a capped cylindric megacomplex that is
able to recognize, unfold, and degrade ubiquitinated proteins. Substrate recognition is followed by
deubiquitination and unfolding by lid RP subunits (83). The linearized target protein is processed
through the base RP subunits and delivered to the CP core particles. Here, the CP peptidases
cleave a broad array of polypeptides, with the β1, β2, and β5 active sites providing trypsin-like,
chymotrypsin-like, and caspase-like cleavage properties, respectively. The RP subcomplex is re-
sponsible for recognizing ubiquitinated target proteins and opening the channel of the CP to
later insert the unfolded substrate into the CP chamber for degradation (83). Since the discov-
ery of ubiquitin more than 50 years ago, the UPS has gained prominence as one of the most
ubiquitous, versatile, and efficient regulators of many different cellular processes in eukaryotes
(135, 144). For instance, the Arabidopsis genome encodes more than 1,600 genes (>6% of the total
genome) involved in UPS-related functions. Most of these genes (>1,400) encode putative E3s
(25). The diversification of E3s in plants is essential to ensure substrate specificity and provides
the UPS with huge flexibility in reacting to different environmental changes. In plants, E3s can be
classified into four main types: really interesting new gene (RING); Cullin–RING ligases (CRLs);
homologous to the E6-AP carboxyl terminus (HECT); and plant U-box (PUB) proteins. RING,
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HECT, and PUB E3s act as monomeric proteins, whereas CRLs formmultimeric complexes (12).
In plants, the UPS pathway, and particularly E3s, has been shown to be involved in responses to
many internal and external stimuli (25, 112). Characterization of E3s involved in plant immunity
has led to historical milestones in the understanding of defense mechanisms. However, recent
studies highlighted that other UPS components such as E1, E2, and the 26S proteasome complex
itself are also required to mount effective plant defense reactions. Owing to this prominent role in
plant immunity, pathogens have evolved strategies to manipulate the UPS to their own advantage.
In this review, we first describe the different ways in which the UPS regulates plant immunity.We
then detail the different mechanisms that plant pathogens have evolved to interfere with the UPS
in their effort to subvert plant defenses and trigger disease.

2. THE UBIQUITIN–PROTEASOME SYSTEM REGULATES ALL STAGES
OF PLANT IMMUNITY

The UPS is involved in the regulation of many developmental and stress response processes,
including plant immunity. UPS regulation of plant immunity affects all stages, from pathogen
perception to execution of the different defense responses.

2.1. The Ubiquitin–Proteasome System Degrades Key Immune Components

Upon pathogen perception, plant immune components undergo degradation by the UPS. In the
following sections, we summarize key findings about how immune receptors and other defense
components are degraded by the UPS.

2.1.1. Immune receptors. Pathogen recognition is the first step in plant immune responses.
This recognition occurs at two levels: PAMP perception by cell-surface PRRs and effector recog-
nition by intracellular receptors. Examples of both types of immune receptors have been reported
as targets of UPS-mediated degradation (Figure 1a).

Pattern-recognition receptors and associated proteins. PRRs encode receptor kinases and
receptor-like proteins located mostly at the plasma membrane, where they recognize conserved
PAMPs (161). Given their importance in initiating plant defense responses, their controlled
turnover is a key regulatory process in which the UPS is heavily involved. Arabidopsis flagellin-
sensitive 2 (FLS2), probably the best-characterized PRR, recognizes flg22, a peptide derived
from the bacterial flagellin. Upon flg22 recognition, FLS2 associates with its coreceptor BRI1-
associated receptor kinase 1 (BAK1) following multiple phosphorylation events mediated by their
respective kinase domains (24). After this recognition, FLS2 undergoes a rapid turnover that has
been associated with the UPS, as chemical inhibition of proteasomal degradation with MG132
stabilizes FLS2 protein levels (77). Additionally, FLS2 also undergoes ubiquitination by the E3
pair PUB12 and 13 (77, 89). Although ubiquitination of FLS2 has not yet been clearly associ-
ated with proteasomal degradation, it cannot be ruled out that it does play a role through yet
unknown mechanisms. Among the first downstream components of the phosphorylation signal-
ing cascade activated by FLS2 we find Botrytis-induced kinase 1 (BIK1). BIK1 directly associates
with the FLS2/BAK1 complex, becomes phosphorylated by them, and transduces the signal to
additional intracellular downstream components (89).BIK1 is also targeted for proteasomal degra-
dation upon ubiquitination mediated by yet another PUB pair, PUB25 and 26 (136). A more
recent report also identified PUB4 as responsible for ubiquitin-mediated proteasomal degrada-
tion of BIK1 (153). Interestingly, when it comes to BIK1 phosphorylation, contrasting roles have
been described. Although BIK1 phosphorylation by the FLS2–BAK1 complex positively regulates
BIK1 activity, calcium-dependent protein kinase 28 (CPK28)-mediated phosphorylation of BIK1
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Figure 1 (Figure appears on preceding page)

The 26S proteasome is a master regulator of immune component turnover from early to later immune signaling. (a) Proteasomal
degradation mediates regulation of multiple immune receptors, including cell surface pattern recognition receptors and intracellular
nucleotide-binding leucine-rich repeat receptors in a wide range of species. (b) Defense hormone-dependent transcriptional
reprogramming against pathogens is fine-tuned in the nucleus by the 26S proteasome. (c) The 26S proteasome coordinates later
immune signals through regulation of a broad range of proteins involved in signal transduction and transcriptional response.
Abbreviations: JA, jasmonic acid; JAZs, jasmonate ZIM domain proteins; PTI, PAMP-triggered immunity; SA, salicylic acid; UPLs,
ubiquitin-protein ligases.

negatively impacts its activity (89). CPK28 itself is another target of proteasomal degradation me-
diated by ubiquitination via the RING domain E3 pair Arabidopsis toxicos en levadura 6/31 (ATL6
and 31) (75).

Another well-known PRR is Arabidopsis chitin elicitor receptor kinase 1 (CERK1). CERK1
recognizes chitin, a conserved PAMP from fungal cell walls, to induce the correspondent down-
stream immune signaling via phosphorylation of PBL27 (24). Similar to FLS2, CERK1 protein
levels are also stabilized upon chemical inhibition of proteasomal degradation (38). PUB12 reg-
ulates the CERK1–PBL27 complex. Both PUB12 and PUB13 are able to interact with CERK1,
and, additionally, PUB12 negatively regulates CERK1 stability (145). Intriguingly, CERK1 has
also been shown to be subjected to ectodomain shedding (101). This is a mechanism better char-
acterized in animals, in which upon proteolytical cleavage, the extracellular domain of a receptor
is released into the extracellular matrix, whereas the intracellular domain is internalized and ul-
timately undergoes proteasomal degradation (62). Monocot PRRs such as rice SPL11 cell-death
suppressor 2 (OsSDS2) have also been found to be targeted by the UPS (32). Altogether, these
reports demonstrate how the UPS acts as a central regulator of early immune signaling pathways
and highlight the eminent role of plant E3s in this process.

Intracellular immune receptors. Intracellular immune receptors play key roles in resistance to
adapted pathogens.Most of them encode nucleotide-binding leucine-rich repeat (NLR) proteins.
NLR-mediated immunity usually leads to PCD, also called hypersensitive response (HR) in these
cases (21). For this reason, it is vital for the survival of the plant to control the basal activity of these
proteins and avoid autoimmunity. This is mediated by the UPS, as evidenced by multiple reports
identifying NLR proteins fromArabidopsis (17, 30, 42, 48, 71, 73, 80, 109, 141),Nicotiana benthami-
ana (156), rice (100), and barley (95, 139) targeted for proteasomal degradation (Figure 1a).

Altogether, these reports highlight the importance of the UPS in the regulation of both PTI
and ETI responses in multiple plant species against a wide variety of pathogens. Interestingly,
the UPS can act as both a positive and negative regulator of immune responses, evidencing the
complexity and versatility of the system.

2.1.2. Defense-related hormone signaling components. Perception of plant pathogens re-
sults in a massive reprogramming of various cellular processes to orchestrate appropriate defense
responses. An important part of this reprogramming occurs at the transcriptional level and
involves hormone signaling. Interestingly, hormone-induced transcriptional reprogramming in
plants is tightly linked to proteasomal degradation (Figure 1b). This applies to the two main
hormones involved in immunity: salicylic acid (SA) and jasmonic acid ( JA).

Salicylic acid. SA is the key hormone implicated in defense responses against biotrophic
pathogens. SA-mediated defense responses are regulated by the master transcriptional regulator
non-expresser of PR genes 1 (NPR1) (8). NPR1 protein levels are tightly controlled by SA
perception via the CRL3NPR3/NRP4 receptor complex (34, 117). Under basal conditions, the
UPS targets NPR1 for degradation via CRL3NPR3-mediated ubiquitination. Upon early SA
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accumulation, NPR3 is inhibited, leading to NPR1 stabilization. In turn, NPR4 acts as a sort
of guardrail by being activated to induce NPR1 degradation upon SA overaccumulation (34). A
recent study has expanded the importance of NPR1 ubiquitination for its activity. It has been
shown that primary CRL3 ubiquitination of NPR1 increases its activity, but it is also the first
step for the subsequent UBE4-mediated ubiquitin chain elongation, ultimately leading to NPR1
degradation (115).Moreover, the recent discovery of twoHECTE3s, ubiquitin-protein ligase 3/4
(UPL3 and 4), as modifiers of NPR1 adds an extra layer of complexity to the ubiquitin-mediated
control of NPR1 turnover (140). Rice OsNPR1 is also targeted for degradation by the UPS via
the CRL4 complex (18), indicating either an alternative degradation mechanism for NPR1 or
evolutionary divergence between different plant lineages.

Jasmonic acid. JA mediates defense responses against necrotrophic pathogens. JA signaling relies
on transcriptional repression that is mainly mediated by the jasmonate ZIM domain protein ( JAZ)
family. JAZ proteins are negative regulators of the transcription factors (TFs)MYC2, 3, and 4 (33).
Upon pathogen perception, JA accumulation is perceived in the nucleus by the SCFCOI1 complex,
which triggers the ubiquitination/degradation of the JAZ repressor and ultimately derepresses
the abovementioned MYCs (125, 147). In turn, COI1 is also a target of proteasomal degradation,
evidencing contrasting roles of the UPS in JA signaling (146).

2.1.3. Downstream immune components. Plant immunity relies on a complex molecular net-
work that integrates the abovementioned external (e.g., pathogen perception) and internal signals
(e.g., hormones) to orchestrate the correspondent appropriate defense responses. For this, it is
essential to regulate the abundance and activity of the proteins involved in these processes. This
regulation occurs largely thanks to post-translational modifications (PTMs) such as phosphor-
ylation, acetylation, SUMOylation, and ubiquitination. Ubiquitination is a way for the UPS to
monitor the stability of the targets (Figure 1c).

E3 ubiquitin ligases. Based on the previously mentioned reports, the importance of E3s in regu-
lating plant immunity is evident. Interestingly, some of the E3s involved in immunity also undergo
proteasomal degradation. This applies mostly to E3s from the PUB family. PUB22 dimerization
and autoubiquitination lead to PUB22’s degradation in basal conditions and are prevented upon
infection through phosphorylation by mitogen-activated protein kinase 3 (MAPK3) (35). This
stabilization allows PUB22 to ubiquitinate its substrate, the exocyst subunit EXO70B2, which is
required for the attenuation of PAMP-induced signaling (118). PUB17 regulates HR and is in-
volved in resistance against the oomycete Phytophthora infestans and RPM1- and RPS4-mediated
resistance against Pseudomonas syringae (46, 149). PUB17 is targeted to the UPS upon ubiquitina-
tion by the POZ–BTB-containing protein 1 (POB1) component of the CRL3 E3 complex (97).
The involvement in immunity of PUB17 orthologs has been reported for many other plant species
such as tobacco, cotton, and potato, evidencing PUB17 as an important conserved immune hub
in many plant lineages against a wide variety of pathogens (85, 103).

Signaling and other immune-related proteins. Phosphorylation is a key PTM ruling signaling
pathways, including defense-related pathways. For instance,MAPK cascades are core components
of PTI signaling (24). A recent study showed that the E3 KEEP ON GOING (KEG) mediates
ubiquitination and subsequent degradation of MAPK kinase 4 and 5 (MKK4 and 5) (37). Inter-
estingly, KEG seems to be degraded upon fungal infection, supporting its role as the negative
regulator of immunity (45). Other important signaling proteins are GTPases and associated pro-
teins. For instance, rice Rho GTPase-activating protein SPL11-interacting protein 6 (OsSPIN6)
is a key regulator of antifungal and bacterial HR (74). OsSPIN6 turnover is controlled by ubiq-
uitination/proteasomal degradation mediated by the rice PUB13 ortholog OsSPL11 (74). Also
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involved in rice responses against fungi, the circadian clock regulator OsELF3–2 is a UPS target
uponOsAPIP6-mediated ubiquitination (94).Rice cell death regulator BCL2-associated anthogen
4 (OsBAG4) confers broad-spectrum resistance and is targeted to the proteasome upon ubiq-
uitination by enhanced blight and blast resistance 1 (OsEBR1) in the basal condition to avoid
autoimmunity (152). Organelle signaling is also involved in immunity. For example, the homeo-
stasis of chloroplastic TRX-like 1 (TRXL1) mediated by both the UPS and the intrachloroplastic
degradation machinery is involved in defense against P. syringae (99).

Transcription factors. An important part of the plant defense responses is controlled at the tran-
scriptional level by several TFs. Therefore, TFs are also targets of UPS during regulation of
immunity. A prominent family of such TFs is the plant-specific WRKY family. Many different
WRKY family members have been reported as targets of proteasomal degradation in several plant
species. For instance, rice WRKY45, involved in the defense against Magnaporthe grisae, is sub-
jected to proteasomal degradation in basal conditions (84, 110, 111). In wild grape, the E3 Erysiphe
necator-induced RING finger protein 1 (VpEIRP1) confers increased resistance against bacte-
rial and fungal pathogens mediating the proteasomal degradation of VpWRKY11 (154). Pepper
WRKY40, an ortholog of Arabidopsis WRKY40 known to be a negative regulator of PTI, is also
degraded by the proteasome to regulate stomatal immunity against the bacterium Xanthomonas
euvesicatoria (104). Another important family of plant-specific transcription factors is the NAC
family. For instance, tomato NAC1, a positive regulator of defense against P. syringae, is also tar-
geted by theUPS (86).Recently, rice vascular plant one-zinc-finger 1 and 2 (VOZ1 and 2) have also
been found to be degraded upon ubiquitination by the E3 OsAPIP10 to regulate Piz-t-mediated
immunity. Interestingly, OsAPIP10 also mediates the ubiquitination/degradation of Piz-t itself,
making it a major coordinator of rice PTI/ETI responses (100, 137).

Altogether, this evidences the importance of proteasomal degradation of immune-related pro-
teins as a mechanism of regulation in plant immunity. This regulation occurs at all stages, from
perception to execution, and allows finely tuned effective defense responses. It is noteworthy that
many E3s such as the abovementioned PUB13 or OsAPIP10 present multiple targets. This guar-
antees a huge degree of versatility to react to changing environmental conditions, which could
explain their evolutionary expansion in the plant lineage. However, it also shows how vulnera-
ble the UPS and its components are toward perturbations by factors that can manipulate these
processes, making the UPS an ideal target for plant pathogens.

2.2. The Ubiquitin–Proteasome System Is Also Directly Involved
in Plant Immunity

The UPS’s ability to regulate plant immunity goes beyond the degradation of immune-related
proteins as components of the UPS itself and upstream regulators of its assembly and/or activity
are also involved in regulating defense responses (Figure 2a).

2.2.1. Roles of the 26S proteasome complex in immunity. The 26S proteasome complex is
the heart of theUPS.Although proteasome subunits have been historically considered housekeep-
ing genes, mounting evidence supports a very dynamic regulation at the transcription, translation,
and post-translational levels (83). How the proteasome assembly and functioning are regulated
and what additional proteasome-independent functions the individual subunits might have remain
elusive.

Proteasome subunits and their function in plant immunity. A general trend among plants upon
pathogen perception is the induction of transcription and/or translation of proteasomal subunits
to increase their abundance and accessibility; e.g., fungal elicitation induces Arabidopsis PBB1
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Different ubiquitin–proteasome system (UPS) components are directly involved in plant immunity. (a) The 26S proteasome formation
requires successive steps of transcription/translation of individual subunits and generation of the 19S regulatory particle (RP) and 20S
core particle (CP) complexes and their assembly. All these steps are involved in plant immunity. (b) Early components of the
ubiquitination machinery are involved in plant immunity. Ubiquitin moieties, E1 activating enzyme, and E2 conjugating enzyme are all
involved in plant defense with contrasting roles at several levels. (c) The UPS branch endoplasmic reticulum quality control (ERQC)
involves ER-resident components to monitor multiple immune-related proteins. ERQC mediates protein subcellular sorting through
ER-associated degradation (ERAD). Other ERAD-related components are also involved in cytosolic protein turnover and immune
signaling. (d) The N-degron pathway, another branch of the UPS, depends on specific post-translational modification of the N-termini
of substrate proteins. This modification is recognized by specific E3 ligases for subsequent ubiquitination and proteasomal degradation.
Abbreviations: EFR, EF-Tu receptor; MPs, movement proteins; SA, salicylic acid.

accumulation (69), viral infection increases pepper RPN7 transcription (67), P. syringae induces ac-
cumulation of PBA1 and RPT2, and SA induces tobacco RPT6 gene expression (128, 131). Over
the years,many studies have genetically investigated the role of proteasomal subunits in immunity.
For instance, it was shown that mutating subunits PBA1, RPN1a, and RPN8 in Arabidopsis result
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in increased susceptibility to P. syringae and powdery mildew (151). Additionally, silencing RPT6
abolishes XopJ–SA-induced cell death (129). Proteasome mutants deficient in RPT2a display al-
tered NLR stability, reduced systemic acquired resistance (SAR), and increased susceptibility to
P. syringae (20, 133). Similarly, several mutants of proteasomal subunits also show increased sus-
ceptibility to cauliflower mosaic virus (CaMV) infection (113). Interestingly, the tomato RPT4a is
involved in resistance against tomato leaf curl New Delhi virus in a proteolytic-independent manner
but through viral DNA binding and host RNA polymerase II inhibition (108).

The holoenzyme and its regulation. The assembly of the different proteasomal subunits and sub-
complexes requires the coordinated action of several players, some of which have been shown to
be directly involved in immunity. For instance, the rice regulators of the 26S proteasome assem-
bly OsUMP1 mediate non-race-specific resistance againstMagnaporthe oryzae by modulating the
H2O2 levels (47).Moreover, proteasome regulator 1 (PTRE1) is involved in the degradation of the
NLR suppressor of npr1–1 constitutive 1 (SNC1) (126). The proteasomal subcomplexes them-
selves can also affect immunity prior to assembly. Extracted sunflower 20S complexes were shown
to possess endonuclease activity and degrade viral RNA from tobacco mosaic virus and lettuce mosaic
virus (LMV) (3).

2.2.2. Roles of other components and branches of the ubiquitin–proteasome system in
immunity. The prominent role of E3s as drivers of target specificity has already been discussed
in previous sections. However, ubiquitin-mediated degradation also requires upstream E1 and E2
enzymes to activate and transfer the ubiquitin moiety (Figure 2b). A mutation in one of the two
Arabidopsis E1 enzymes, ubiquitin-activating enzyme 1 (UBA1), results in increased susceptibility
to P. syringae (40). In contrast, in tomato it is only UBA2 and not UBA1 that, upon silencing, causes
increased susceptibility against the same pathogen, evidencing species-specific differences (159).
In the same study, several E2s were found to also contribute to resistance against P. syringae (159).
Several E2s from N. benthamiana have also been described as positive regulators of immunity. In
contrast, other E2 enzymes have been described as negative regulators of immunity (158). This
is the case of wheat TaU4 or Arabidopsis ubiquitin-conjugating enzyme 22 (UBC22) (87, 138).
The ubiquitin molecule itself is also important, as overexpression of a variant unable to make K48
linkages results in enhanced tolerance to a viral infection and overaccumulation of the canonical
defense marker protein pathogenesis-related 1 (PR1) (5). Furthermore, ubiquitin-like peptide 5
(UBL5) is also a positive regulator of defense against viruses in N. benthamiana and rice (10). Fi-
nally, the UPL E3 ligases have been identified as novel upstream regulators of the proteasome.
The UPLs have been described to be associated with the proteasome to promote its processivity
and involved in plant immune responses (36). This is confirmed by a recent study that identi-
fied a ubiquitin-ligase relay that involves the UPL3 and UPL4 E3 ligases to promote processive
degradation of SA master regulator NPR1 (140).

A specific branch of the UPS occurs at the endoplasmic reticulum (ER), where protein trans-
lation and subcellular sorting occur. This UPS branch is called ER quality control (ERQC) and
relies on specific ER-associated E2–E3 enzymes that mediate proteasomal degradation of ER-
resident proteins through ER-associated degradation (ERAD) (13) (Figure 2c). In plants, ERAD
has beenwidely studied in the context of the brassinosteroid (BR) receptor BR-insensitive 1 (BRI1)
quality control (119).However, it has been proposed that ERAD is also involved in degradation of
immune receptors such as the Arabidopsis EF-Tu receptor (EFR) or barleyMildew Locus O (MLO)
(70, 90). Additional ERQC components such as Arabidopsis E3s RING2 and 3 and the CDC48
retro-translocase complex, as well as several tomato ER-resident E2s, are also involved in different
immune responses (23, 59, 159).
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Another UPS branch involved in immunity is the N-degron pathway. This pathway relies on
the proteolytic cleavage and modification of the N-termini of substrate proteins that make them
accessible to specific E3 ligases for subsequent degradation (29) (Figure 2d). The involvement of
this pathway in immunity is evidenced by SNC1, whose N-terminal methionine can be targeted
by two acetyl transferases antagonistically regulating its stability (143). Additionally, mutation on
certain components of the N-degron pathway such as arginine transferase 1 and 2 (ATE1 and 2)
or the E3 proteolysis 1 and 6 (PRT1 and 6) show contrasting roles in tolerance/susceptibility to
different pathogens (27, 43, 127, 134).

In this section, we have reviewed the complex and multifaceted involvement of the UPS in
the regulation of plant immunity. Over the years, it has become quite clear that the UPS is a
major immune hub, involved in all stages of plant defenses against all kinds of pathogens across
most plant species. This involvement is, however, complex, as different reports show contrasting
contributions to defenses depending on the path system, condition, or component studied. This
implies an underlying yet unknown regulatory network that determines the outcome of plant–
pathogen interactions.

3. PLANT PATHOGENS TARGET THE UBIQUITIN–PROTEASOME
SYSTEM FOR THEIR OWN BENEFIT

Given the conservation and importance of the UPS in fine-tuning the plant defense response,
it constitutes an ideal target for microbial manipulation. Targeting the proteasome and its com-
ponents is a very efficient way to subvert cellular processes, as pathogens only need to hit one
particular pathway to manipulate and disrupt the entire host system. Creating a chaotic environ-
ment in the host benefits the pathogen, as the host cannot react to invading intruders anymore.
Thus, during the course of evolution, pathogens gained sophisticated strategies to indirectly and
directly target the host UPS. To date, various plant pathogens, from viruses and bacteria to
oomycetes, fungi, and nematodes, use different means to manipulate the UPS for their own ben-
efit. In this section, we discuss various examples of how diverse plant pathogens employ different
mechanisms to exploit the host UPS to dampen plant immune responses and create a favorable
environment for their multiplication.

3.1. Bacteria

To overcome plant defense responses, plant-pathogenic bacteria have acquired a highly conserved
type III secretion system (T3SS) to inject so-called type III effectors (T3Es) into the host cell.
These T3Es are targeted to many cellular compartments and act as important determinants to
promote disease progression by dampening various plant immune reactions (60). Although for
many years research was focused on their function to suppress PTI and ETI responses, growing
evidence suggests that T3Es target more central processes such as the UPS to subvert cellular
processes in the host system (66, 105) (Figure 3a). Initial findings in the effector biology field
have been focused on effectors mimicking host eukaryotic proteins. Among the most studied
effector proteins is AvrPtoB from P. syringae, which displays E3 ligase activity in planta (1). Its
E3 ligase function is essential to ubiquitinate and degrade host targets via the 26S proteasome,
making AvrPtoB the first effector to hijack the UPS to facilitate its virulence function during
bacterial infection. The bacterial effector AvrPtoB was shown to interact with several E2 ligases
in the host cell to enable the degradation of various PRRs such as CERK1, FLS2, and other
PRR-associated proteins such as BAK1 and BIK1 (16, 38, 39). It is a primary example of how an
effector hijacks and tricks host cellular systems by targeting the housekeeping recycling machin-
ery of PRRs to subvert plant defense responses. Many other host targets have been identified
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Figure 3 (Figure appears on preceding page)

Plant pathogens deploy diverse mechanisms to exploit the ubiquitin–proteasome system (UPS) to promote disease. Each pathogenic
molecule and the species of origin are grouped in boxes based on their modes of action. (a) Bacteria use different effector proteins to
either degrade or stabilize host targets through different mechanisms. (b) Viruses target Skp1-cullin 1-F-box (SCF) complexes, E3
ligases, and the 26S proteasome to modulate the degradation of substrate proteins. (c) Eukaryotic pathogens alter the UPS at various
steps, including competition with host E2s, modulation of E3 activities, destabilization of effector targets, and perturbation of the 26S
proteasome.

that are targeted by AvrPtoB for degradation, of which SA master regulator NPR1 plays one of
the most central roles in plant immunity (11). To guarantee a functional SA signaling, NPR1 is
constitutively degraded in the nucleus by the 26S proteasome. The T3E AvrPtoB exploits this
feature by targeting NPR1 in an SA-dependent manner. Association of both proteins results in a
degradation of NPR1, which most likely takes place in the cytoplasm before its delivery into the
nucleus. As such, AvrPtoB is not only able to dampen SA-mediated defense responses but also
attenuate PTI and SAR reactions. The T3E AvrPtoB is not the only bacterial E3 ligase targeting
PTI by degrading PRRs or master regulators of plant immunity. Another T3E that targets a PRR
is the E3 ligase XopK from Xanthomonas oryzae. XopK interacts and ubiquitinates rice OsSERK2
to degrade it via the 26S proteasome (102). Removal of OsSERK2 enables the efficient inhibition
of multiple PRR signaling pathways, thus providing an attractive target to promote virulence.

Although AvrPtoB is structurally homologous to RING E3s, other identified T3Es lack simi-
larities to known eukaryotic E3 enzymes. Among them there is a family of bacterial E3s containing
a novel E3 ligase (NEL) domain. At the structural level,most proteins belonging to the NEL fam-
ily have an N-terminal domain with leucine-rich repeats (LRRs). The C-terminal region harbors
the NEL domain with a catalytic cysteine residue required for the formation of E3–ubiquitin in-
termediates and E2–ubiquitin complex formation. Although T3Es belonging to the NEL family
were first discovered in animal pathogens, later studies revealed that they are also present in plant-
associated Sinorhizobium, Ralstonia, and Xanthomonas (7). This is the case of X. euvesicatoria XopL.
The crystal structure of its C-terminal domain revealed a novel fold, termed XL-box, displaying
E3 ligase activity in vitro, whereas the N-terminal region harbors an LRR domain that is neces-
sary to suppress PTI in plants (114). However, its C-terminal domain lacks cysteine residues that
are present in other NEL family members. Further studies revealed that XopL associates with the
autophagy component SH3P2 to dampen host autophagy (68). Specifically, XopL ubiquitinates
SH3P2 in vitro and in planta, which results in proteasome-dependent degradation of SH3P2.The
elimination of SH3P2 perturbs autophagic degradation, which is beneficial for the proliferation
of Xanthomonas in plants. Interestingly, XopL also undergoes autoubiquitination in planta, which
may result in its autophagic degradation, termed effectorphagy. This constitutes another example
of the evolutionary arms race between plants and pathogens, in which XopL may have acquired
its function to degrade SH3P2 to prevent its own removal to exhibit its virulence function in the
host system. Alongside XopL, XopAE from the same Xanthomonas species has been identified to
share structural and functional similarities with XopL harboring an XL-box with E3 ligase activ-
ity and dampening PTI responses (68). XopAE plant targets, however, remain elusive. In addition,
the E3 ligase function of XopL seems to be conserved across different Xanthomonas species. Rice
pathogenX. oryzae pv. oryzae injects XopL to degrade ferredoxin in a proteasome-dependent man-
ner to cause cell death (79). Other Xanthomonas species such as Xanthomonas axonopodis pv. punicae
orXanthomonas campestris pv. campestris possess XopL homologs that display major virulence func-
tion, although their targets remain to be identified (116, 148). NopM from Sinorhizobium exhibits
E3 ligase activity and is phosphorylated by MAPKs (142). Further studies are required to un-
veil its targets in the host system as well as how its E3 ligase activity acts during the interaction
with host plants. Other NEL members, including RipV1, RipAR, and RipAW, are described in

362 Langin • González-Fuente • Üstün



PY61CH16_Ustun ARjats.cls August 14, 2023 13:34

Ralstonia solanacearum. All these T3Es have been shown to suppress plant PTI reactions in an
E3-activity-dependent manner, although their targets remain unknown (15, 91).

Althoughmimicking E3 ligase activity is a very efficient way for aT3E to degrade host proteins,
it is not the only way to achieve the removal of immune-related components. Several plant-
pathogenic bacteria have evolved F-box effector proteins that can act as adaptors in the Skp1-cullin
1-F-box (SCF) E3 ligase complex. The RipG T3E family from R. solanacearum associates with the
host SCF complex and is hypothesized to act as E3s (2). In a similar way, VirF from Agrobacterium
tumefaciens and, more recently, XopI from X. oryzae were shown to act in the SCF complex to
mediate the degradation of the transcription factor VIRE2-interacting protein 1 (VIP1) and the
rice thioredoxin OsTrxh2, respectively, to subvert plant resistance (51, 64).

Although this seems to be another direct way to target host proteins to the proteasome, some
T3Es have been suggested to serve as adaptors between E3 ligases without displaying any known
features of F-box proteins or other UPS components. One of the first examples of how an effector
leads to the destabilization and degradation of its target is HopM1 from P. syringae. HopM1 is able
to promote disease by inducing the proteasomal degradation of HopM1 interactor 7 (AtMIN7), a
host ADP ribosylation factor guanine nucleotide exchange factor (96). As AtMIN7 was previously
shown to be involved in vesicle trafficking and recycling of auxin efflux transporters (121), it was
suggested thatHopM1-mediated degradation ofAtMIN7 is suppressing secretion to the benefit of
the bacteria. It has now been revealed that HopM1 and AvrE establish an aqueous environment by
hijacking abscisic acid signaling and are largely independent of AtMIN7 (106). Future studies may
reveal the immunity-related function ofAtMIN7 degradation.Another example of a T3E promot-
ing degradation of its host target is HopBB1 from P. syringae. HopBB1 was identified to promote
the degradation of the TF TCP14 by targeting it to the SCFCOI complex. With this, HopBB1
modulates phytohormone responses and virulence (150). In a similar manner, SAP54 from phyto-
plasmas, which are phloem-inhabiting bacteria, hijacks RAD23, a ubiquitin-binding protein and
proteasome-shuttle factor, to degrade MADS-box TFs from Arabidopsis via the 26S proteasome
to promote insect colonization (81). Another study identified that phyllogen, an effector from
phytoplasmas, induces the degradation of floral MADS-box TFs (MTFs) via RAD23 shuttle pro-
teins. Interestingly, these findings suggest that phyllogen is functionally mimicking ubiquitin, as
MTF–phyllogen–RAD23 complex formation was ubiquitin independent (61, 82). Along this line,
another phytoplasma effector, SAP05, was recently described to mediate ubiquitin-independent
degradation of Arabidopsis TFs SQUAMOSA promoter-binding protein-like (SPL) and GATA to
induce symptoms. Degradation of both TFs was achieved by direct interaction of SAP05 with
the ubiquitin receptor RPN10, a subunit of the 26S proteasome (49). Most of the mentioned
examples involve the proteasome shuttle factor RAD23 and how effectors hijack its function to
degrade their targets. Although not shown, HopM1 could also deploy a similar strategy to in-
duce the proteasome-dependent removal of AtMIN7, as it was initially identified to interact with
RAD23.

Other examples of ubiquitin-independent degradation of host target proteins involve T3Es
with specific enzymatic functions that destabilize their substrates by PTMs. For instance, Pseu-
domonas HopZ1a acts as an acetyltransferase on JAZ repressors to activate JA signaling, which in
turn suppresses SA defense responses. Acetylation of JAZ proteins leads to their destabilization
and degradation by the UPS (53). Apart from acetylation, SUMOylation also plays a major role
in destabilization or stabilization. XopD from Xanthomonas exhibits SUMO-protease activity on
tomato ethylene responsive factor 4 (ERF4), resulting in its proteasomal degradation.Destabiliza-
tion of proteins not only includes the modulation of PTMs but can also appear via the N-degron
pathway. The first T3E described to hijack this pathway is AvrRpt2 from P. syringae, a cysteine
protease that degrades host proteins containing a nitrate-induced domain (41).
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Themanipulation mechanisms we have described so far rely on the degradation of host targets.
However, sometimes the opposite is required, as stabilization of negative regulators of immunity
could ultimately end in subversion of plant defenses as well. For instance, Xanthomonas XopD is
able to inhibit the degradation of the DELLA protein repressor of GA (RGA) to promote disease
(120). In a similar way, a recent study characterized the role of X. euvesicatoria XopS in preventing
the proteasomal degradation of pepper TF WRKY40 (104). XopS is a major virulence factor of
X. euvesicatoria that prevents stomatal closure to promote disease progression. This is dependent
on the stabilization of WRKY40, a negative regulator of PTI. XopS interacts with and inhibits
the degradation of WRKY40 via a yet unknown mechanism to reduce downstream defense gene
expression and alter phytohormone cross talk. Although in the case of XopS the mode of action
is yet not understood, another Xanthomonas effector, XopP from X. oryzae pv. oryzae, has been
identified to specifically inhibit the E3 ligase activity of OsPUB44, a positive regulator of immune
responses, to suppress PTI in rice (50).

Although targeting E3 ubiquitin activity or PTMs indirectly affects the proteasomal degra-
dation, there is also a very direct way to inhibit the proteasome: by targeting the proteasome
itself. The bacterial toxin syringolin A (SylA) was the first virulence factor described to directly
bind to subunits of the 20S proteasome and, thereby, act as an irreversible proteasome inhibitor
(44). Direct inhibition of the proteasome by SylA has many positive effects on P. syringae: It
(a) results in a block of SA signaling in adjacent tissues, (b) increases the bacterial motility, and
(c) suppresses immune responses at the local infection site (88). Despite its important virulence
function,SylA is not widely distributed inPseudomonas or other plant-pathogenic bacteria (4).Nev-
ertheless, plant-pathogenic bacteria have evolvedT3Es that can directly target the 26S proteasome
to alter its function. A primary example is XopJ from X. euvesicatoria. XopJ directly interacts with
the proteasomal subunit RPT6 (130). This interaction results in reduced proteasome activity and
suppression of SA-mediated plant defenses. Subsequent studies have revealed that XopJ displays
protease activity to degrade RPT6, which hampers the proteasome function. A following study
revealed that a closely related P. syringae ortholog of XopJ, HopZ4, also interacts with RPT6 and
suppresses proteasome activity (132).

Although P. syringae pv. tomato lacks SylA, it still suppresses proteasome activity in a T3E-
dependent manner. Several T3Es from P. syringae pv. tomato such as HopA1, HopG1, HopN,
HopAO1, and HopM1 hamper proteasome activity (133). The latter was additionally shown to
associate with several proteasome subunits and HECT UPL E3 ligases in planta (133). Given the
function of the UPL E3 as regulators of proteasome function, it is possible that HopM1 sup-
presses proteasome activity in a direct manner by interfering with their function (140). However,
subsequent studies revealed that HopM1 removes proteasome subunits by activating a selective
autophagy mechanism termed proteaphagy (131).

3.2. Viruses

Viruses are versatile, intracellular, obligate pathogens with a biotrophic lifestyle, as they lack their
own replication machinery and thus require host cellular pathways to colonize their hosts. In
contrast to bacteria, viruses are intracellular pathogens and associate with various host cellular
compartments that they can reprogram for their own benefit. Emerging evidence suggests that
the plant UPS plays an important role during plant–virus interactions: On one hand, the UPS can
impair viral pathogenesis; on the other hand, viruses evolved strategies to exploit the UPS (31).
Although viral genomes are very small and encode only a few proteins, they can act on multiple
targets to generate a very flexible and versatile response to the plant defense machinery. Viruses
employ different strategies to manipulate the host UPS, including the direct targeting of the
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proteasome, influencing the expression of UPS components and their activities, or perturbing
the degradation of host proteins (Figure 3b). Viral effector HcPro, a known gene silencing sup-
pressor, from LMV and papaya ring spot virus (PRSV) directly interacts with the catalytic subunits
of the 20S proteasome to inhibit the 20S endonuclease and proteasome activity, respectively (3,
107). Inhibition of the 20S activity resulted in enhanced viral accumulation and, therefore, can
be considered a proviral mechanism. Similar to HcPro from LMV and PRSV, HcPro from potato
virus x directly associates with subunits of the 20S proteasome, albeit the nature of this interaction
has yet to be determined (55).

Although no viral effectors have been identified that directly degrade host proteins, some viral
proteins have been shown to induce endogenous E3 gene expression. For instance, the C4 pro-
tein from beet severe curly top virus (BSCTV) induces the transcription of related to KPC1 (RKP) in
Arabidopsis. RKP targets the cell-cycle inhibitor kinase inhibitor protein (KIP)-related protein 2,
which was shown to be beneficial for viral replication (65). Another viral protein from BSCTV,
Rep, was found to transcriptionally induce variant in methylation 5 (VIM5) to induce the tran-
scription of the viral proteins C2 and C3 (14). Similarly, the P3 protein from rice grassy stunt virus
(RGSV) has been described to induce the transcription of OsP3IP1 in rice.OsP3IP1 ubiquitinates
nuclear RNApolymeraseD1a (OsNRPD1a), the largest subunit of plant-specific RNApolymerase
IV, for proteasomal degradation (155).However, not only E3 ligases and their activities are crucial
for viral replication and fitness. Recently, it has been shown that CaMV requires the proteasome
for robust infection. CaMV induces proteasome activity in an SA-dependent manner to support
systemic viral accumulation and plant fitness. Interestingly, the viral protein P6 attenuates protea-
some activity induced by SA during CaMV infection, which may act as a counteracting measure
in the proteasome–virus interaction (113). These apparently conflicting findings emphasize the
complexity of the intimate interplay between viruses and the UPS pathway.

A more direct way for viruses to perturb E3 ligase activity in the host is to target SCF com-
plexes,which seem to be target hubs for viral proteins. Several viral proteins target these complexes
to promote viral replication in different ways. For instance, C2 proteins from geminiviruses sub-
vert ubiquitination by compromising CSN activity, which in turn perturbs the function of SCF
complexes and inhibits JA signaling (76). Other viral effectors such as βC1 from cotton leaf curly
multan virus have been described to interfere with SCF complex formation. Here, βC1 inhibits
the association betweenNbSKP1 andNbCUL1 to disturb JA and gibberellin signaling (57). Other
viral proteins interacting with the SCF complex are P7-2 and P25 from rice black-streaked dwarf
virus, which interacts with eight S-phase kinase-associated protein 1 (SKP1) proteins, a core sub-
unit of the SCF complex (123, 124). Exploiting the SCF complex likely affects degradation of
host proteins and thus constitutes an attractive target for viral proteins. In support of this, P2
protein from the rice dwarf virus blocks association between OsIAA10 and the F-box OsTIR1 to
dampen OsIAA10 proteasomal degradation (54). Another viral protein 2b from cucumber mosaic
virus (CMV) inhibits JA signaling by preventing the degradation of JAZ repressors to enhance
aphid-mediated viral transmission (160).

3.3. Oomycetes, Fungi, Nematodes, and Insects

Similar to bacteria, eukaryotic pathogens such as oomycetes, fungi, nematodes, and insects also
exploit their effector arsenals to subvert the host defenses. However, owing to their higher com-
plexity, fewer examples have been characterized. Nevertheless, there is enough current evidence
supporting the ability of eukaryotic pathogens to infer the proper functioning of the plant UPS
(Figure 3c). For instance, there are several effectors from eukaryotic pathogens that target host
proteins for proteasomal degradation to carry out their virulence function. This is the case of the
effector HaR×L×44 from the biotrophic oomyceteHyaloperonospora arabidopsidis, which interacts
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and destabilizes mediator complex 19A (MED19A) in a proteasome-dependent manner (9).
MED19A is a subunit of the mediator complex, responsible for the interaction between transcrip-
tional regulators andRNApolymerase II.By doing this,H.arabidopsidis tilts the SA–JA antagonistic
balance toward the latter, making the plant more susceptible to biotrophic pathogens. The fungal
effector AvrPiz-t from M. oryzae itself is targeted by the plant proteasome upon ubiquitination
by the rice E3 ligases OsAPIP6 and OsAPIP10 (100). Interestingly, by doing so, AvrPiz-t targets
these E3 ligases to proteasomal degradation as well in a sort of kamikaze move, which, in turn,
dampens the rice basal defenses. Similarly, Zymoseptoria tritici effector ZtSSP2 has been recently
shown to interact with the E3 ligase TaE3UBQ, a positive regulator of wheat immunity.However,
the influence of the ZtSSP2–TaE3UBQ interaction on ZtSSP2 and TaE3UBQ stability and
activity remains to be discovered (58). Fungal effector orphan secreted protein 24 (OSP24) from
Fusarium graminearum also induces the proteasomal degradation of the wheat protein TaSNRK1a
by competing with the host kinase stabilizer Fusarium resistance orphan gene (TaFROG) (52). An-
other mentioned strategy to trigger host protein degradation is mimicking plant E3 ligases. This
strategy could potentially be developed more easily in the case of eukaryotic pathogens compared
to bacteria considering their closer phylogenetic relationship to plants. This strategy is deployed
by the potato cyst nematode Globodera pallida. G. pallida effector RHA1B is an active RING E3
ligase that can interact with multiple host E2 enzymes (63). RHA1B possesses a double virulence
function, inhibiting both PTI and ETI in E3-independent and E3-dependant manners, respec-
tively. It has been hypothesized that this strategy could also be deployed by gall-forming insects,
as suggested by the expansion of secreted RING E3 ligases in Daktulosphaira vitifoliae (157).

In addition to targeting positive regulators of immunity for degradation, eukaryotic pathogen
effectors can exert their virulence functions also by doing the opposite: stabilizing negative reg-
ulators of immunity. This is the case of the oomycete effector Avr3a from P. infestans. Avr3a
inhibits the proteasomal degradation of the PUB E3 ligase CYS, MET, PRO, and GLY protein 1
(CMPG1), perturbing CMPG1-mediated defensive PCD (6). Fungal effector Tin2 from Ustilago
maydis stabilizes maize TIN2-targeting kinase 1 (ZmTTK1) by masking its ubiquitin–proteasome
degradation motif, ultimately rewiring metabolic fluxes toward the synthesis of anthocyanins in-
stead of defensive tissue lignification (122). Another strategy for stabilization of host targets is to
outcompete for the interaction with the correspondent E3 ligase(s). This is, for instance, the case
of the fungal effector VDAL from Verticillium dahliae, whose interaction with the host PUB25 and
PUB26 E3 ligases prevents their association with its native target, MYB6, to possibly expand the
biotrophic phase of infection (78).

Besides degrading or stabilizing UPS targets, eukaryotic pathogens can also affect the normal
functioning of the UPS in a more direct manner by targeting regulatory processes of protea-
somal assembly or activity. For example, the effector ubiquitin carboxyl extension protein 12
(GrUBCEP12) from the yellow potato cyst nematode Globodera rostochiensis prevents the expres-
sion of the proteasomal subunit encoding gene RPN2 and, upon proteolytic activation, blocks
PTI responses (19). The enzymatic activity of the proteasome can also be targeted by pathogen
molecules. For instance, the fungal toxin higginsianin B from Colletotrichum higginsianum is a
potent inhibitor of the chymotrypsin- and caspase-like proteasomal activities. This inhibition
ultimately leads to JAZ stabilization and impaired JA signaling to the benefit of the pathogen
(26). There is also evidence of a nematode effector, GpRbp-1 from G. pallida, that interacts
with a nuclear proteasome-associated HECT E3 ligase UPL3 (28). Although the outcome of
this interaction remains to be characterized, it has been reported that the HECT-containing
ubiquitin-protein ligases (UPLs) are regulators of the proteasome and plant immunity (36, 140).
The E1→E2→E3 cascade can also be targeted by pathogen effectors in their effort to subvert
plant defenses. This is the case for the oomycete Phytophthora sojae effector Avr1d, which acts as
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an E2 competitor occupying the E2 binding site of the soy E3 ligase GmPUB13 and ultimately
promoting P. sojae proliferation (72). Altogether, these data show how general and important is the
manipulation of the UPS and UPS-related proteins among all kinds of plant pathogens.

4. CONCLUDING REMARKS AND PERSPECTIVES

Emerging evidence suggests that the UPS is a key pillar of the plant immune system. The UPS
governs the turnover of many immune-related components and hence constitutes a vulnerable
target for pathogens. As such, diverse plant pathogens employ sophisticated strategies to manip-
ulate the UPS and combat plant immune reactions. Pathogen effectors can induce or block the
degradation of target proteins involved in immune reactions. In this context, effectors can serve
as tools to dissect how the UPS is involved in plant–pathogen interactions. Current knowledge
implies that the UPS acts as a double-edged sword: on one hand, the UPS is required to main-
tain efficient plant defense responses; on the other hand, pathogens require its proper function to
promote pathogenicity. In addition, different effectors from the same pathogen can display con-
trasting functions, which could be partially explained by their distinct spatiotemporal modes of
action. Taking these observations into consideration, it is evident that we are only scratching the
surface of this complex interplay. To gain a better understanding, it will be crucial to decipher the
fine-tuning of the proteasome and its components on every level: from transcription and transla-
tion to the assembly of the proteasome and its associated components. We will thereby decipher
the complexity of the interplay between microbes and the UPS.

5. OUTSTANDING QUESTIONS

Recent findings on the plant UPS, its cross talk with plant immunity, and how it is targeted by
plant microbes have advanced our understanding in this field. However, many open questions
remain unanswered and need to be addressed in the future to fully decipher the complex interplay
between the UPS and microbes:

■ How do microbial effectors with contrasting or additive functions on the UPS influence
each other?

■ Do microbes directly target the regulation of the proteasome complex to impact plant
immune reactions and host cellular pathways?

■ Are there different proteasome complexes with alternative functions induced during
microbial infection?

■ What role does cell-type specificity play in the interaction of microbes with the UPS?
■ How can we strengthen the host UPS to avoid its targeting by microbes?
■ How are organelle- or compartment-specific associated degradation systems influenced by

microbes?
■ How is the UPS altered if we look beyond binary interactions?
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