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Molecular Analysis of Growth Cessation and Dormancy in Hybrid 
Aspen 

Abstract 

Perennial plants such as trees living in temperate zones experience extreme changes in 
temperature during summers and winters. In order to survive, shoot apical and cambial 
meristem undergo a transition from active growth to dormant state, well in advance of 
winter onset. The transition between an active growth and dormancy involves 
physiological and developmental processes such as bud formation, acquisition of cold 
hardiness that are underpinned by massive changes transcriptional and metabolic 
programs.  

The studies of this thesis provide an insight into the molecular regulation underlying 
the photoperiodic control of growth cessation, adaptive response and acquisition of 
dormancy in model tree hybrid aspen. Our data show that components of flowering 
pathway i.e. LAP1 and FDL1 have evolved new functions to mediate in SD-control of  
growth cessation and adaptive response. Furthermore, we found that FIE, a component 
of evolutionary conserved PRC2 complex, in concert with Abscisic Acid (ABA) are 
key regulators of dormancy in Populus. We demonstrate that an interplay between 
these two components and yet another chromatin remodelling factor PICKLE is 
necessary for the development of dormancy. 

In summary, this thesis sheds new light on molecular regulation of activity-
dormancy cycle in hybrid aspen. Our better understanding of how trees regulate growth 
cessation, adaptive response and dormancy may be useful to devise strategies to 
engineer trees with altered activity-dormancy traits in order to improve their 
productivity under the impending climate change. 
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ABA, chromatin remodelling, apical bud 
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Dedication 

To my beloved Weronika and Pola 

It is not the strongest of the species that survives, nor the most intelligent that 
survives. It is the one that is most adaptable to change. 
 
 

Charles Darwin 
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1 Introduction 

In contrast to animals, plants are sessile and their survival depends on constant 
modulations of their growth and development in response to changes in their 
environment. An interesting example of such environmental modulation of 
growth is the annual growth cycle of trees (and other perennial plants) in 
temperate climates. They grow in summers, when environmental conditions are 
permissive, but well before the advent of winter they stop growing, adjust their 
metabolism and physiological processes in manners that protect their 
meristematic tissues, and acquire dormancy. All these physiological and 
developmental changes are adaptive responses to environmental cues that 
enable the plants to survive the extremely low temperatures they encounter 
during the winter (Cooke et al., 2012, Petterle et al., 2013, Rohde and 
Bhalerao, 2007, Weiser, 1970). 

Knowledge of trees’ growth cessation and dormancy processes is highly 
important for both fundamental understanding and commercial purposes, 
because they strongly influence plant productivity. In addition, ongoing climate 
change is expected to substantially change plants’ growth habits, and deeper 
molecular level understanding of these processes might be useful for 
engineering trees with improved adaptive capabilities to cope with such 
changes and/or other stresses. Thus, the goal of the studies this thesis is based 
upon was to improve understanding of the molecular mechanisms underlying 
growth cessation and development of dormancy in the model tree hybrid aspen 
(Populus tremula x P. tremuloides). 

 

1.1 Growth ceases and dormancy is established before the 
advent of winter 

 To survive the extremely low temperature during winter, trees in temperate 
regions must stop growing in the autumn as winter approaches. The visible 
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signs of growth cessation are the arrest of elongation growth and bud set, i.e. 
formation of bud structures at apices that enclose the leaf primordia (Nitsch, 
1957; Petterle et al, 2013; Rohde et al, 2002; Ruttink et al, 2007). 
Subsequently, dormancy is established after growth has ceased. Once 
dormancy is established, prolonged exposure to low temperatures is required 
for release from the dormant state (Cooke et al, 2012; Espinosa-Ruiz et al, 
2004; Rinne & van der Schoot, 1998).  
 

Dormancy has been described as a temporal suspension of growth that is 
required for survival in unfavourable environmental conditions. It should be 
noted that dormancy only develops in plant tissues that are capable of growth, 
(e.g. shoot and cambial meristems, and leaf primordia) (Lang et al, 1987). In 
recent years considerable progress has been made towards understanding the 
development of dormancy in seeds, through intensive research driven by its 
importance for agricultural yields. In comparison, research into the dormancy 
of perennial trees’ buds is still in its infancy, especially at the molecular level 
(Cooke et al, 2012, Rohde and Bhalerao, 2007). 

In 1987 Gregory Lang and co-workers distinguished three types of 
dormancy: paradormancy, ecodormancy and endodormancy (Lang et al, 1987). 
Paradormancy refers to growth inhibition that is imposed on one tissue by 
another part of the plant (e.g. apical dominance, dormancy in axillary buds 
induced by the apex). Ecodormancy is defined as suspension of growth in 
response to temporarily unfavourable environmental conditions (e.g. various 
stress responses), and can be released when conditions become permissive. In 
contrast, endodormancy can be imposed by signals originating from either 
outside or within the tissue or organ itself and is not simply reversible by 
removal of these signals. For example, endodormant trees require prolonged 
exposure to low temperature (LT) in order to first break dormancy (Horvath et 
al, 2003; Lang et al, 1987; Petterle et al, 2013; Rohde & Bhalerao, 2007).  
  

1.1.1 Trees must acquire cold hardiness to survive low temperatures during 
winter  

 
In addition to ceasing growth and establishing dormancy, trees living in 
temperate and boreal zones need to acquire “cold hardiness” to withstand 
extremely low temperatures (LT) for extended periods of time during winter. 
This capacity involves a complex suite of biochemical and physiological 
adaptations that provides plants the ability to withstand the conditions. Without 
such adaptations the low temperatures would be highly damaging for several 
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reasons. First, they induce intercellular ice formation, and hence cellular 
dehydration. Ice is primarily formed in the intercellular matrix outside of the 
cells, mainly because osmotic pressure is higher (and thus the freezing point 
lower) inside the cells (Thomashow, 1999). Low temperatures also reduce rates 
of enzymatic reactions, thereby impairing plants’ ability to perform essential 
physiological processes, e.g. photosynthesis and energy transduction. Ice 
formation can also cause freezing injuries that severely damage membrane 
systems, causing rupture of cells and eventually cell death (Uemura et al, 1996; 
Uemura et al, 1995; Webb & Steponkus, 1993). 

Thus, plants’ responses to low temperatures include changes to the lipid 
composition of their membranes, which protect them from freezing damage 
(Uemura et al, 1995). Another key feature of acquisition of cold hardiness is 
accumulation of various metabolites and proteins. Notably, for example, the 
accumulation of late embryogenesis abundant (LEA) proteins is crucial for 
plants’ adaptation to low temperatures. They function together with sugars in 
dehydration tolerance, which is the main stress caused by suboptimal 
temperatures (Wolkers et al, 2001). Dehydrins are a group of LEA proteins that 
have suggested functions as cryprotectants in responses to LT (Welling et al, 
2004). Furthermore, in woody plants expression levels of dehydrins display 
seasonal fluctuations, which correlate with acquisition and subsequent loss of 
cold hardiness (Wisniewski et al, 1996). Another crucial process in the 
development of cold hardiness is the accumulation of soluble sugars, which 
allows plants’ cells to regulate osmolarity and maintain turgor under cold 
stress. Morphological changes also occur during acclimation to LT, typically 
including reductions in vacuoles’ sizes and the disappearance of starch 
granules (Ruttink et al, 2007). 
 

1.1.2 Sensing winter’s advent involves day length sensing  

 
Clearly, trees (and other perennials) have evolved mechanisms that sense the 
approach of winter and allow them to cease growth, establish dormancy and 
activate associated processes at appropriate times, thereby enabling them to 
survive in extremely low temperatures. These are the main phenomena 
addressed in this thesis. In Populus, the model tree used in the underlying 
studies (and most tree species of temperate and high-latitude regions), 
reductions in day length (short day signals) provide cues indicating the 
approach of winter (Cooke et al, 2012; Garner, 1923; Nitsch, 1957; Petterle et 
al, 2013; Rohde & Bhalerao, 2007). Thus, when the length of the day falls 
below a critical threshold (defined as the shortest day length promoting 
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growth), first  elongation growth is inhibited, then bud set occurs, i.e. a 
structure called an apical bud forms that encloses the shoot apical meristem 
(SAM) and leaf primordia (Rohde et al, 2002). Since the timing of advent of 
winter varies depending on geographical location (occurring increasingly early 
with increases in latitude) the timing of growth cessation varies accordingly 
(Bohlenius et al, 2006; Pauley, 1954). Thus critical day length, which is a key 
determinant in timing of growth cessation, is a highly adaptive trait for forest 
trees and varies among tree populations depending on their geographical 
origins (Bohlenius et al, 2006; Pauley, 1954). It is worth noting that shortening 
of the period of daylight is a more robust cue than reduction in temperature and 
thus utilised almost exclusively by most of tree species to sense the approach 
of winter and initiate not only growth cessation but also other physiological 
processes that are critical for their survival. Given the central role of day length 
sensing in the growth of perennial trees, the underlying mechanism in plants is 
summarized below. 
  

1.2 Photoperiodism - responses of plants to light signals  

Day length is a key signal utilised in mechanisms that modulate plant 
development. Photoperiodism is defined as a physiological reaction of 
organisms that enables them to respond to seasonal changes in day length 
(Borthwick & Hendricks, 1960; Leopold, 1951; Mathur, 1947): a critical and 
complex aspect of plants’ interaction with their environment. The photoperiod 
can be utilised to anticipate the approach of winters since winters are preceded 
by autumnal shortening of the day. Thus, it is not surprising that plants have 
evolved the ability to perceive and react to changes in day length as a crucial 
part of their survival strategy. This thesis focuses on the mechanisms whereby 
shortening of the day length triggers growth cessation and establishment of 
dormancy, but these are not the only physiological responses controlled by day 
length in plants. 

Another example of photoperiodically controlled responses, and by far the 
best understood, is the switch from vegetative to reproductive development 
(Andres & Coupland, 2012). This must occur at a time that is favourable for 
fertilization and formation of seeds, thus ensuring maximal reproductive 
success. Hence, plants have also evolved mechanisms that sense changes in 
day length, which together with other internal (phytohormones) and external 
cues (particularly temperature), help them to flower at appropriate times.  

Clearly, the day length plays crucial roles in plants’ growth and 
development, thus the sensing mechanisms have been intensively researched, 



13 

considerable progress has been made towards elucidating them in Arabidopsis, 
and some progress has also been made in elucidating mechanisms of 
perception and transmission of day length signals in trees (Petterle et al, 2013). 
For example, it has been demonstrated that photoreceptors play key roles in the 
regulation of bud set and growth cessation in trees (Kozarewa et al, 2010; 
Olsen et al, 1997). In order to respond to day length signals, plants clearly need 
to sense when it is day and night, and secondly the duration of the day 
(photoperiod) and night. I briefly describe how plants perceive day length 
below. 

 

1.2.1 Perception of light signals 

 
  In order to modulate their growth in response to changes in day length 
signals, plants need to discriminate between day and night. The photosensory 
systems that plants have evolved in response to selective pressures associated 
with this need include three major classes of photoreceptors: the phytochromes 
(PHY), cryptochromes (CRY), and phototropins (PHOT) (Gyula et al, 2003; 
Yeh & Lagarias, 1998). These families of photoreceptors provide the ability to 
monitor light from UV-B to the near infrared, thereby allowing plants to sense 
the spectral quality of light as well as the amount in their environment. 
Phytochromes mediate red and far red light signals, and are the best 
characterized family of photoreceptors in plants. In Arabidopsis five genes 
encode this family (phyA-phyE) (Nagy & Schafer, 2002). Three distinct 
classes of UV-A/blue light sensors have also been identified: cryptochromes 
(cry1 and cry2), phototropins (phot1 and phot2) and zeitlupes (ZTL, FKF1 and 
LKP2) (Demarsy & Fankhauser, 2009; Lin & Shalitin, 2003). However, here I 
focus mainly on phytochromes as they have well-established roles in focal 
processes of this thesis, i.e. growth cessation and bud set.  

Photoreceptors are chromoproteins, composed of apo-proteins bound to 
various chromophores, which are responsible for light absorption. 
Phytochromes are in an inactive form, known as Pr, in darkness. Upon 
absorption of red light (R) (λmax=670 nm), the chromophores isomerize, 
transforming into an active Far-red light (FR)-absorbing state (λmax=730 nm) 
known as Pfr, whereas absorption of FR converts Pfr to inactive Pr state. The 
light-induced changes of chromophores lead to a transduction of light signals, 
via interactions with phytochrome interacting factors (PIFs), that triggers 
expression of downstream genes involved in various photomorphogenic 
processes (Castillon et al, 2007; Harper et al, 2003; Pfeifer et al, 2010). 
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As phytochromes serve as light signalling “antennae”, it is not surprising 
that they have been connected with the regulation of seasonal growth control in 
trees (Ingvarsson et al, 2006; Junttila et al, 1997; Kozarewa et al, 2010). 
Interestingly, poplar trees ectopically expressing oat PHYA cannot respond to 
the shortening of days and thus are unable to cease growth and set buds 
(Junttila et al, 1997; Olsen et al, 1997). Moreover, downregulation of PHYA 
leads to earlier growth cessation and bud set in hybrid aspen, and affects the 
phasing of genes associated with the plants’ internal clocks (Kozarewa et al, 
2010), as discussed below. Involvement of PHYB has also been implicated in 
bud set control in Populus, as it has been mapped to QTLs associated with bud 
set and association with PHYB and bud set has also been reported (Frewen et 
al, 2000; Ingvarsson et al, 2006). It remains to be elucidated if other 
components of the light-sensing machinery, e. g. PIFs, also participate in short 
day-mediated responses in trees. 

 

1.2.2 Circadian rhythms and the clock 

 
Earth’s rotation and revolution around the sun results in alternating day and 
night periods, accompanied by seasonal changes that have major consequences 
for all living organisms. The cyclical periods of light and darkness are reflected 
in marked diurnal rhythms in their physiology, metabolism and behaviour. 
Hence, most living organisms have evolved an innate ability to measure the 
time, which is essential for coordinating their responses to anticipated changes. 
Interestingly, even when the time input is removed, many of these diurnal 
rhythms still occur, indicating the existence of an endogenous biological 
circadian clock (McClung, 2006; McClung, 2009; Nagel & Kay, 2012).  

In plants, the circadian clock consists of three sets of transcriptional 
feedback loops, known as the core oscillator, and input and output signalling 
pathways. Loops of the core oscillator can be divided into a central loop and 
two interlocked loops named “morning” and “evening” loop. Names of the 
latter two loops originate from the time of the day in which main component of 
the respective loop is maximally expressed (Harmer, 2009; McClung, 2006; 
McClung, 2009; Nagel & Kay, 2012). The core oscillator loop, also known as 
the central loop, has three key components: TIMING OF CAB EXPRESSION 
(TOC1) and two MYB transcription factors, CIRCADIAN CLOCK 
ASSOCIATED1 (CCA1) and LATE ELONGATED HYPCOTYL (LHY) (Nagel 
& Kay, 2012). Numerous studies with loss-of-function mutants and chromatin 
immunoprecipitation (ChIP) followed by deep sequencing have conclusively 
shown that TOC1 is a DNA-binding transcriptional repressor of CCA1 and 
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LHY, while CCA1 and LHY are negative regulators of TOC1 and themselves 
(Alabadi et al, 2001; Gendron et al, 2012; Mizoguchi et al, 2002). This model 
is based entirely on transcriptional repression and was independently 
demonstrated by three groups (Gendron et al, 2012; Huang et al, 2012; 
Pokhilko et al, 2012), thereby changing the previous view (that TOC1 was a 
positive regulator of transcription) of the regulatory network of the circadian 
clock in Arabidopsis. It was demonstrated that TOC1 binds to the promoter 
regions of CCA1 and LHY, thereby inhibiting their expression. TOC1 can also 
bind to promoters and inhibit expression of oscillator components PRR5, 
PRR9, LUX, GIGANTEA (GI) and EARLY FLOWERING 4 (ELF4) (see Figure 
1). However, the DNA-binding motif (cis-element) to which TOC1 binds 
remains unclear since targets share low sequence similarity. This suggests that 
TOC1 may have the ability to recognize multiple cis-elements and/or function 
in concert with other transcription factors in regulation of the expression of 
downstream targets (Gendron et al, 2012; Huang et al, 2012; Nagel & Kay, 
2012; Pokhilko et al, 2012). 
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Figure 1. Schematic representation of the plant circadian clock (reprinted with permission from 
(Nagel & Kay, 2012)see text for details).  

1.2.3 The external coincidence theory 

 
Another key issue is the mechanism whereby plants modulate their 
development in response to changes in day length. Foundations of current 
understanding of this mechanism were established in pioneering studies in the 
mid-20th century by Erwin Bünning (Bunning, 1946) and subsequent molecular 
genetic analysis in Arabidopsis and other plants (Kobayashi & Weigel, 2007). 
Erwin Bünning in 1946 proposed a theory, named the external coincidence 
theory, explaining how plants integrate information about the day and night 
cycle to measure photoperiod. He observed that bean seedlings’ leaf 
movements show a daily rhythm, and this periodicity is maintained even after 
transferring the plants to permanent darkness. Bünning accurately deduced that 
plants possess an internal “biological clock”, which is partly independent of the 
daily light/dark rhythms. In accordance with his theory, 24-h days can be 
divided into light-sensitive and dark-sensitive phases, and diurnal changes in 
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them are entrained by the circadian oscillator. Hence, a plant senses whether it 
is exposed to a short or a long day from the presence or absence of external 
light signals during one of the phases (Bunning, 1946; Kobayashi & Weigel, 
2007).  

A well-characterized developmental process that best illustrates the external 
coincidence model is the induction of flowering in Arabidopsis. Arabidopsis 
flowers rapidly in long days whereas flowering is delayed in short days. 
CONSTANS (CO), which encodes a transcription factor containing a B-box 
zinc finger domain, is an important player in day length-mediated flowering 
control (Putterill et al, 1995; Suarez-Lopez et al, 2001). CO promotes 
flowering by positively regulating the expression of FLOWERING LOCUS T 
(FT), an inducer of flowering and is an important mediator between the 
circadian clock and the flowering pathway (Kardailsky et al, 1999; Kobayashi 
et al, 1999). It is important to note that CO mRNA shows a diurnal expression 
pattern, peaking close to the end of the day. On the other hand, CO protein is 
unstable in the dark, being degraded rapidly (Valverde et al, 2004). Therefore, 
when Arabidopsis plants are grown in short days, CO expression peaks in the 
dark but the CO protein is degraded. Conversely, when grown in long days the 
CO protein is made during the day and therefore is stable, enabling activation 
of FT and transition to flowering.  A mechanism proposed by (Valverde et al, 
2004) has also explained the involvement of photoreceptors in degradation of 
CO protein in the darkness by PhyB and its stabilization by PhyA and CRY, 
thereby allowing inputs from the photoreceptor system to participate in the 
clock-mediated control of flowering time.  

The evolutionary conservation of the CO-FT module in day length-
mediated control of flowering in other plants was subsequently shown. For 
example, in plants that flower upon exposure to short days, e.g. rice (Oryza 
sativa), the mechanism of floral transition is similar, except that the rice 
homolog of CO, Heading-date 1 (Hd1), prevents flowering when LDs are 
perceived and promotes floral transition upon perception of SD signals 
(Kobayashi & Weigel, 2007; Tsuji et al, 2011). 
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Figure 2. Flowering regulation in Arabidopsis and rice. Regulation of flowering in an LD-
flowering plant by CO (Arabidopsis; left panel), and in an SD flowering plant by the CO ortholog 
Hd1 (in rice, right panel). Reproduced with permission from (Kobayashi & Weigel, 2007).   

1.3 Molecular analysis of growth cessation 

1.3.1 Roles of photoreceptors and clock components in growth cessation 

 
It has been demonstrated that photoreceptor phytochromes are early acting 
components of the photoperiodic pathway controlling growth cessation (Olsen 
et al., 1997; Kozareva et al., 2010). Hybrid aspen trees overexpressing the oat 
PHYA gene have a dwarf phenotype and are insensitive to photoperiods, and 
thus unable to cease growth in response to SD signals. Interestingly, these 
plants maintain a constant level of GA when subjected to SDs, in contrast to 
wild type plants in which GA levels are downregulated. Thus, the inability of 
PHYA overexpressors to cease growth in short days could be due to inability to 
sense short days that downregulate GA levels (Olsen et al, 1997). Support for 
this hypothesis comes from analysis of trees that overexpress GA-20 oxidase 
with elevated levels of GA, in which the growth cessation response is 
significantly delayed (Eriksson et al, 2000). More detailed descriptions of the 
hormonal control of SD-related processes are presented in section 1.7 of this 
thesis.  

As the circadian clock is critical for control of photoperiodic responses, 
unsurprisingly its components are involved in the regulation of seasonal 
growth cessation in Populus (Bohlenius et al, 2006; Hsu et al, 2011; Ibanez et 
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al, 2010). An elegant study by Ibanez et al (2010) showed that modulation of 
PttLHY1, PttLHY2 and PttTOC1 expression leads to alteration in the critical 
day length (CDL) requirement for growth cessation and delay of bud set. In 
addition, downregulation of PttLHYs reduces cold responses and hardening, 
indicating a general role in photoperiodic responses such as growth cessation 
and the accompanying acquisition in cold hardiness. Conversely, plants in 
which PttTOC1 is downregulated have increased freezing tolerance, indicating 
its repressive function in this process (Ibanez et al, 2010). The cited studies 
clearly show that, as in flowering, clock components play a critical role in 
trees’ annual growth cycles. Not only growth cessation, but also clock maybe 
involved in dormancy, since clock regulation is altered during dormancy in 
chestnut (Ramos et al, 2005). 

 

1.3.2 The CO/FT regulon’s role in photoperiodic control of growth in trees 

 
As outlined above, the CO/FT regulon plays a key role in the day length-
mediated control of flowering downstream of photoreceptors and the clock, 
and recent findings in Populus have shown it participates in the photoperiodic 
control of cessation of growth and bud set in trees (Bohlenius et al, 2006; Hsu 
et al, 2011). In the Populus genome there are two orthologs of FLOWERING 
LOCUS T, named FT1 and FT2. As in Arabidopsis, overexpression of either of 
them leads to very early flowering, even at the tissue culture stage (Bohlenius 
et al, 2006; Hsu et al, 2011). Bohlenius et al (2006) showed that expression of 
the CO ortholog, a positive regulator of FT2, has a diurnal pattern, peaking 
close to the end of the day. Although not yet shown, CO is also probably labile 
in darkness in trees. Thus, in SD conditions the level of CO protein is likely to 
be low due to its degradation since it peaks in the darkness (Bohlenius et al, 
2006). Consequently, FT2 expression remains low and growth cessation occurs 
in SDs. This model is well supported by functional analysis showing that 
downregulation of CO or FTs leads to precocious growth cessation. In contrast, 
overexpression of FT1 or FT2 causes early flowering and abolishes proper 
growth cessation responses even in short days (Bohlenius et al, 2006; Hsu et al, 
2011). Interestingly, poplars overexpressing CO have normal growth cessation 
responses, indicating that the diurnal expression pattern of CO, rather than its 
mRNA and protein level, is critical for photoperiodic control of growth (Hsu et 
al, 2011; Hsu et al, 2012). Although SD mediated regulation of FT leading to 
growth cessation is a paradigm, in spruce FT/TFL-like gene PaFTL2 is actually 
induced during bud set and when overexpressed can cause growth cessation. 
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Thus, there could be difference between different tree species, in the role of 
FT/TFL genes in photoperiodic control of growth (Karlgren et al, 2013). 

Studies in Arabidopsis and rice have shown that the transcription factor FD, 
belonging to a group of bZIP transcription factors, interacts with FT in shoot 
apical meristems (SAMs), triggering transition to flowering. Plants with a 
mutation in the FD gene exhibit a late flowering phenotype, indicating that 
interaction between FT and FD is crucial for flowering (Abe et al, 2005; Tsuji 
et al, 2013a; Tsuji et al, 2013b; Wigge et al, 2005). The C-terminal end of FD 
contains a phosphorylation motif, which is targeted by calcium-dependent 
protein kinases (CDPKs) and is necessary for interaction with 14-3-3, and 
indirectly with FT. It has been suggested that FD may tether the florigen 
activation complex (FAC) to its target promoter DNA (Taoka et al, 2011; Tsuji 
et al, 2013b). In Populus, Ruttink et al (2007) observed strong upregulation of 
FD upon SD signals, implying a role of the FD1-like gene in bud development. 
However, the function of FD-like genes in Populus is still not known. The co-
authors of the appended papers and I (hereafter we) have shown that like FT, 
FD homologs also participate in photoperiodic responses and FDL1, the hybrid 
aspen homolog of FD, interacts with FT and mediates in photoperiodic growth 
control (Paper II). More recently, it has been shown that bulbing in onion and 
tuberisation in potato are also controlled by day length and involve FT 
homologs (Lee et al, 2013; Navarro et al, 2011). These studies demonstrate that 
the CO/FT module has been extensively used during a long course of 
evolutionary history in the control of developmental transitions mediated by 
day length.  

 

1.3.3 Signalling downstream of the CO/FT module 

 
A recent study on SD-regulated growth cessation showed that 
AINTEGEUMENTA-like 1 (AIL1) is a new player acting downstream of the 
CO/FT module in hybrid aspen trees (Karlberg et al, 2011). Exposure of wild 
type (WT) trees to SD conditions resulted in strong downregulation of AIL1, 
suggesting it is involved in growth cessation. AIL1 is a known positive 
regulator of expression of core cell-cycle genes (e.g. D-cyclins), hence its 
repression upon SDs triggers growth cessation. Although the data presented by 
(Karlberg et al, 2011)  clearly indicate that AIL1 acts downstream of the 
CO/FT regulon, they also show that FT does not directly control AIL 
expression, as downregulation of AIL1 occurs significantly after FT2 
downregulation, which occurs within 5-7 days. Moreover, upregulation of FT2 
in leaves does not trigger induction of AIL1, further suggesting that AIL1 is 
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indirectly regulated by FT2 (Hsu et al, 2011; Karlberg et al, 2011). Results 
acquired in the studies this thesis is based upon have further filled gaps in 
understanding the regulatory pathway underlying SD-mediated growth 
cessation downstream of the CO/FT regulon (Azeez et al, 2014). It was shown 
that the aspen homolog of the Arabidopsis floral meristem identity gene 
APETALA1 (AP1), named Like-AP1 (LAP1), acts downstream of the CO/FT 
regulon and in turn controls expression of AIL1. 

  
Figure 3. SD-mediated signalling pathway of growth cessation in Populus spp., modified from 
(Petterle et al, 2013). LAP1 has been identified as MADS box transcription factor acting between 
CO/FT and AIL (Azeez et al, 2014). 

1.4 Molecular control of cold hardiness  

 
As outlined above, in addition to growth cessation, SDs also induce cold 
hardiness. Although acquisition of cold hardiness is crucial for survival during 
winter, our knowledge of the molecular control of this process remains 
rudimentary in trees. Signalling pathways of cold acclimation are best 
characterized in the herbaceous plant Arabidopsis, and significant progress has 
been made in recent years in revealing its transcriptional networks regulating 
cold acclimation.  Upon exposure to low, non-freezing temperature profound 
changes in the plant transcriptome are triggered that activate “cold-regulated” 
(COR) genes, which encode hydrophilic polypeptides known to promote 
freezing tolerance (Hajela et al, 1990). Identification of C-repeat/DRE binding 
factors (CBFs) has laid foundations for understanding the signalling involved 
in cold acclimation (Stockinger et al, 1997). These transcription factors 
regulate the expression of COR genes and are part of a known CBF regulon. 
The Arabidopsis genome contains six CBF paralogues, three of which are 
strongly upregulated by LT (CBF1-3) (Liu et al, 1998; Shinwari et al, 1998) 
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through binding of the MYC-type transcription factor INDUCER OF CBF 
EXPRESSION (ICE1) to their promoter region that contains cis-elements 
known as DEHYDRATION RESPONSE ELEMENT/ C-REPEAT/LOW 
TEMPERATURE RESPONSIVE ELEMENT (DRE/CRT/LTE) (Chinnusamy et 
al, 2003; Stockinger et al, 1997). ICE1 and CBF mutants have demonstrated 
hypersensitivity to chilling stress (Liu et al, 1998), while overexpressors 
reportedly have enhanced freezing tolerance even without prior chilling 
treatment (Jaglo-Ottosen et al, 1998). 

Similarly to Arabidopsis, woody plants in temperate and boreal zones 
undergo cold acclimation (cold hardiness) in response to LT. However, if they 
are to survive winters trees must anticipate the associated freezing 
temperatures well in advance. Thus, they develop not only dormancy via 
sensing day-shortening, but also cold hardiness (Li et al, 2003; Welling et al, 
2004). Cold hardiness is acquired by woody plants through the sequential 
action of environmental stimuli, i.e. SD in combination with LT and finally 
exposure to freezing temperatures (Puhakainen et al, 2004; Weiser, 1970). 
Interestingly, it has been shown that both SD and LT signals can induce cold 
acclimation responses in trees, but they seem to be independently regulated by 
different mechanisms. Analysis of trees with defective light perception has 
shown that ectopic overexpression of PHYA impairs development of SD-
induced cold hardiness, but does not affect cold acclimation responses induced 
by low temperature itself (Olsen et al, 1997; Welling et al, 2002). Components 
of the CBF regulon have been identified in various tree species, including 
Populus and Betula, indicating that this conserved signalling regulon might 
play an important role in development of cold hardiness in trees. Indeed, these 
studies confirmed the role of CBFs in cold acclimation in woody plants, since 
they were induced by LT and overexpression of CBFs (the Arabidopsis gene in 
poplar and birch gene in Arabidopsis) led to enhanced freezing tolerance and 
activation of a similar set of genes as in Arabidopsis (Benedict et al, 2006; 
Welling & Palva, 2008). Further insight has been gained from microarray 
analysis of transcriptomic changes in wild type Populus plants subjected to SD 
conditions (Karlberg et al, 2010). In the cited study, Karlberg and colleagues 
identified several cold hardiness-related genes e.g. CORs, DEHYDRINS and 
LIPID TRANSFER PROTEINS (LTPs) that were upregulated upon SD 
treatment. Interestingly, they observed two waves of expression, an early one 
after 5 weeks of SD and a later one at 11 weeks. These data suggest that 
upregulation of this set of cold hardiness-related genes represents a response to 
short day signals as the experiments were performed at 22˚C. Analysis of CBF 
genes, and their regulator ICE showed that they are not regulated by SD 
signals, as their expression remained unchanged after exposure to SDs 
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(Karlberg et al, 2010). However, it is likely that they control late stages of cold 
acclimation dependent on LT, as they are cold-inducible, or an additional layer 
of regulation is present e.g. chromatin modifications (Benedict et al, 2006; 
Karlberg et al, 2010). It is worth noting that our data suggest that tree orthologs 
of FD, i.e. FDL1 and FDL2, could be involved in the acquisition of cold 
hardiness as well, since they are induced after SDs when the first stage of cold 
hardiness is activated and FDL1 has overlapping targets with ABI3, which 
controls the expression of many of the genes associated with cold hardiness 
(Ruttink et al, 2007) Paper II).  

 
 

 
Figure 4. Annual growth cycle in Populus spp., reproduced with permission from (Petterle et al, 
2013) 

1.5 Molecular control of dormancy in trees 

 
Dormancy in trees can be divided into following phases: entry, establishment, 
maintenance and release. The molecular control underlying dormancy 
regulation still remains poorly understood, partly due to difficulties in 
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analysing dormancy as dormant tissues are difficult to obtain, being as they are 
located inside apical buds. In hybrid aspen the same signals (short days) that 
regulate bud set also regulate bud dormancy (Espinosa-Ruiz et al, 2004). 
However, the two processes seem to be regulated by independent mechanisms, 
since overexpression of ABSCISIC ACID INSENSITIVE 3 (ABI3) in Populus 
leads to aberrant formation of apical buds, but trees can develop dormancy 
(Rohde et al, 2002). Similarly, in birch ectopic expression of a dominant-
negative version of ETHYLENE TRIPLE RESPONSE 1 (ETR1) resulted in the 
delay or absence of terminal buds, and yet they developed dormancy (Ruonala 
et al, 2006). Previous reports imply a role of Abscisic Acid (ABA) in 
establishment of dormancy, as increased ABA levels have been detected 
following exposure to SD in SAMs and cambium of poplar trees (Druart et al, 
2007; Karlberg et al, 2010; Rohde et al, 2002). Furthermore, transcriptional 
analyses have shown that genes involved in ABA biosynthesis are upregulated 
during SD treatment, supporting its involvement in the process. Changes in the 
responsiveness of cells to ABA may also be involved in the development of 
dormancy, in addition to changes in ABA levels, the genes of the signalling 
pathway, such as RCAR receptors and PP2C phosphatases, are also 
upregulated after SDs (Karlberg et al, 2010; Ruttink et al, 2007). Moreover 
plants with reduced responses to ABA are unable to establish dormancy 
(Resman et al, 2010).  

An attractive hypothesis regarding dormancy regulation concerns the role of 
plasmodesmata, which are conduits that connect cells symplastically. A role 
for plasmodesmata in dormancy regulation was initially raised in reports that 
plasmodesmata are closed in birch and hybrid aspen during dormancy 
development (Rinne et al, 2001; Rinne & van der Schoot, 1998). Symplasmic 
connectivity plays a key role during morphogenesis, as it facilitates exchange 
of various molecules and substances (Simpson et al, 2009; Thomas et al, 2008). 
However, following exposure to SD plasmodesmata are gradually closed by 
deposition of 1,3 β-glucan, and concomitantly proteins and callose are 
transported to plasmodesmatal channels (Rinne & van der Schoot, 1998). 
Consequently, symplasmic connections are completely blocked. In addition, 
sieve tubes become occluded with dormancy-related callose (Levy & Epel, 
2009), indicating that transport of substances is most likely impaired. It is 
known that plants that cannot cease growth properly do not suspend 
plasmodesmatal communication or are unable to maintain plasmodesmata in a 
closed state, e.g. plants overexpressing PHYA cannot close plasmodesmatal 
connections and cannot become dormant (Ruonala et al, 2008), however this 
raises the issue whether the closure of PDs is consequence of growth cessation. 
Nevertheless, to date no functional analysis of plasmodesmatal closure has 
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been performed and whether blockage of plasmodesmata is the cause or a 
consequence of dormancy establishment remains unclear. Thus, identification 
of “mutants” that cease growth normally but have altered dormancy would be 
informative for assessing the role of plasmodesmata in dormancy regulation in 
the future. 

Most relevant research in recent years has focused on molecular controls of 
growth cessation and acquisition of dormancy in trees, thus these processes are 
better understood than release from dormancy and subsequent bud break 
(Azeez et al, 2014; Bohlenius et al, 2006; Hsu et al, 2011; Karlberg et al, 2011; 
Karlberg et al, 2010; Rohde et al, 2007). Dormancy release requires extended 
exposure to LT, which restores plants’ ability to grow, but does not promote it 
(Chouard, 1960). However, the mechanism that acts via cold and the primary 
targets of cold signals remain to be determined (Heide, 1993; Junttila & 
Hanninen, 2012; Myking & Heide, 1995). Extensive transcriptional analyses 
have provided some insight into molecular regulators that could be involved in 
dormancy release and bud break (Karlberg et al, 2010). However, in the 
absence of any functional analysis, these results remain preliminary. 
Nevertheless transcriptional analysis has suggested that exposure to dormancy-
breaking LT is accompanied by induction of genes involved in synthesis of 
gibberellins (GA), indicating that cold treatment could potentially promote the 
production of active GA. Elevated levels of active GA have been found in 
analysis of dormant cambium subjected to cold temperatures, demonstrating 
the involvement of GAs in release from dormancy (Druart et al, 2007). 
Antagonistic effects of GA and ABA may also potentially be involved in 
dormancy release, but (if so) the mechanisms involved remain to be 
established. Interestingly, plasmodesmatal connections, which are blocked 
during the establishment and maintenance phases of dormancy, are gradually 
opened during release, possibly through the action of 1,3 β-glucanases (Rinne 
et al, 2011). Thus, GA could hypothetically act antagonistically to dormancy-
promoting ABA, and this may impinge on dynamic control of plasmodesmata 
in dormancy regulation. 

 

1.5.1 Chromatin remodelling and regulation of bud dormancy 

 
One approach to study the molecular basis of dormancy regulation is to 
identify changes in gene expression associated with the process. Acquisition of 
dormancy is associated with massive changes in the transcriptome of apical 
meristems in Populus (Karlberg et al, 2010). Thus, it seems plausible that some 
of the reported transcriptional changes might be associated with the regulation 
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of dormancy development. Massive changes in global regulation of gene 
expression often involve modulation of chromatin through modifications of 
different types of histones and/or modifications of DNA via methylation 
(Gentry & Hennig, 2014; He et al, 2011). Thus, since results presented in Paper 
III and other publications (Karlberg et al, 2010; Leida et al, 2012; Rios et al, 
2014) have indicated a role for chromatin remodelling in bud dormancy 
regulation, I summarise chromatin remodelling and its possible role in bud 
dormancy regulation in trees below in view of the possible role of FIE in 
dormancy regulation as well as changes in chromatin remodelling genes during 
dormancy induction and release. 

  

1.5.2 Epigenetic regulation  

 
An epigenetic change can be defined as a heritable change of gene expression 
and chromatin structure that does not involve alterations in DNA sequence 
(Chen et al, 2010; He et al, 2011). Several mechanisms for epigenetic 
inheritance have been identified, including (inter alia) histone modifications, 
DNA methylation and RNA-based mechanisms (Bologna & Voinnet, 2014; 
Furner & Matzke, 2011; Law & Jacobsen, 2009). In recent decades, epigenetic 
phenomena have received great attention, leading to breakthrough discoveries 
such as the roles of epigenetic regulation in various human diseases (Gluckman 
et al, 2011) and regulation of development (Shao et al, 1999). Furthermore, in 
recent years plant scientists have made considerable progress in understanding 
how epigenetics may contribute to various aspects of plant development. It has 
been shown that epigenetic changes of chromatin, and thus gene expression 
status, are involved in vernalisation, seed development, embryo development 
and stress responses (Gendall et al, 2001; Leroy et al, 2007; Liu et al, 2007; 
Saleh et al, 2007; Yoshida et al, 2001). I briefly summarise the key 
components involved in epigenetic regulation of gene expression below. 

 

1.5.3 Polycomb group repression and Trithorax complexes 

 
Polycomb group (PcG) complexes were first discovered in fruit fly 
(Drosophila melanogaster) and found to play important roles in maintaining 
repressed transcriptional states of genes (Nekrasov et al, 2005). These 
complexes have methyltransferase activity and trimethylate H3 histones at 
lysine 27 (H3K27me3), which is a known transcription-silencing chromatin 
marker. In Drosophila, PcG proteins are required for the control of body 



27 

segmentation via tight regulation of the expression of homeotic (Hox) genes, 
but it is now clear that PcG proteins have much wider roles in development and 
are highly conserved among animals and plants (Hennig & Derkacheva, 2009; 
Kohler & Villar, 2008; Schwartz & Pirrotta, 2007). Three PcG complexes have 
been described in Drosophila: Polycomb repressive complex 1 (PRC1), 
Polycomb repressive complex 2 (PRC2) and Pleiohomeotic repressive   
complex (PhoRC). PRC2 is thought to be an initiation factor of gene silencing, 
whereas PRC1 is involved in maintenance of a silenced state. However, the 
function of PhoRC remains poorly understood (Oktaba et al, 2008). 

Biochemical studies of PRC2 in Drosophila have shown that it consists of 
four core subunits: Enhancer of zeste [E(z)], a SET (Suvar3-9, Enhancer of 
zeste, trithorax) domain protein with methyltransferase activity; Suppressor of 
zeste 12  [Su(z)12]; and two WD40 domain proteins, Extra sex combs (Esc) 
and Nurf55 (Nucleosome remodelling factor 55). Every component is needed 
for appropriate binding and efficient methylation of nucleosomes. In mammals, 
three complexes similar to PRC2 have been identified, named PRC2, PRC3 
and PRC4. All of them have methyltransferase activity, but with different 
substrate specificities (Kohler & Villar, 2008). In plants several PRC2 
complexes with different developmental functions have been identified. The 
EMF complex, consisting of CURLY LEAF/SWINGER (CLF/SWN), 
EMBRYONIC FLOWER 2 (EMF2), FERTILISATION INDEPENDENT 
ENDOSPERM (FIE) and Multicopy Suppressor of IRA1 (MSI1), promotes 
vegetative development of plants and maintains cells in a differentiated state 
(Yoshida et al, 2001). The VERNALIZATION (VRN) complex contains 
CLF/SWN, VRN2, FIE and MSI1, and is responsible for epigenetic silencing 
of the flowering repressor FLOWERING LOCUS C (FLC), thereby enabling 
flowering after vernalisation (De Lucia et al, 2008). The third described PRC2 
complex, FERTILISATION INDEPENDENT SEED (FIS), prevents seeds 
development in the absence of fertilisation. It comprises MEA, SWN, FIS2, 
FIE and MSI1 (Chaudhury et al, 1997; Guitton et al, 2004; Kohler et al, 2003; 
Luo et al, 1999). To date, very little is known about PRC1 in plants, but some 
components of this complex have been characterized. A chromodomain 
protein, LHP1, also known as TERMINAL FLOWER 2, is a plausible 
candidate for PRC1 function, as it is reportedly necessary for silencing of 
euchromatic genes targeted by PcG proteins (Derkacheva et al, 2013; Turck et 
al, 2007). In addition, recent studies on flowering have provided several 
indications that LHP1 is a H3k27me3 reader in PRC1 complexes. Its 
chromodomain is responsible for H3K27me3 binding specificity and it was 
discovered to interact with RING-domain proteins, which are potential 
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components of PRC1 and responsible for deposition of monoubiquitin on 
H2AK119 (de Napoles et al, 2004; Mylne et al, 2006; Wang et al, 2004). 

Trithorax proteins (TrxG) are thought to antagonize the function of PcG 
complexes. They are SET-domain proteins with H3K4 methyltransferase 
activity (a modification that is generally associated with transcriptionally active 
regions), and their presence has been shown to prevent PRC2 from 
trimethylating target genes (Avramova, 2009). One of the described targets of 
TrxG proteins is AGAMOUS (AG), a floral homeotic gene involved in 
determination of reproductive floral organs such as stamens and carpels. 
Expression of AG in atx1 (a trithorax mutant) is reduced, in accordance with a 
role of ATX1 in gene activation. Interestingly, AG expression is induced in a 
clf mutant background, indicating an antagonistic role of TrxG to PcG (Doyle 
& Amasino, 2009). Loss of function of ATX1 in a clf background leads to 
suppression of the clf mutant phenotype (Kohler & Hennig, 2010; Saleh et al, 
2007). Recently, a group of putative ATP-dependent chromatin remodellers 
named PICKLE have been implicated in activation of PcG target genes. In 
Arabidopsis, there are two PICKLE (PKL) paralogues, PKL and PICKLE 
RELATED2 (PKR2), both of which have similar functions to TrxG proteins, 
acting as transcriptional activators of PcG target genes (Aichinger et al, 2009; 
Ho et al, 2013). Moreover, it has been demonstrated that PcG and PICKLE are 
targeted to the same loci, and when both complexes are present the gene 
remains inactive, but when PICKLE is deposited without PcG, the gene 
becomes active (Aichinger et al, 2009; Kohler & Hennig, 2010). 

 

1.5.4 Role of chromatin remodelling in plant development 

 
Transcriptional regulation via epigenetic mechanisms has been extensively 
studied in plants in recent decades and implicated in many plant developmental 
processes, inter alia flowering and seed development (Graeber et al, 2012; 
Grossniklaus et al, 1998; Guitton et al, 2004; Mylne et al, 2006). One of the 
best known processes regulated by chromatin remodelling factors is transition 
from a vegetative to reproductive state (Zhu et al, 2014). As mentioned above, 
plants have evolved sophisticated mechanisms that control the seasonal timing 
of flowering in response to selective pressures to maximize their reproductive 
success. Vernalisation, the acquisition of flowering competence after extended 
exposure to low temperature, has provided an excellent experimental system 
for analyses that have led to the emergence of several key concepts in 
chromatin regulation of development in plants (Michaels & Amasino, 1999). It 
has been shown that expression of FLC, a potent floral repressor belonging to 



29 

the MADS-box family of transcription factors, is a target of vernalisation (He, 
2012; Ietswaart et al, 2012; Kim & Sung, 2012; Romera-Branchat et al, 2014). 

Before vernalization, plants maintain expression of FLC, via induction of 
FRIGIDA (FRI), which is known to activate FLC expression (Choi et al, 2011; 
Johanson et al, 2000). Genetic evidence has shown that FRI acts upstream of 
FLC and mutation in this gene causes an early flowering phenotype. Activity 
of the FLC locus is suppressed by long-term exposure to cold, via the 
deposition of repressive marks (H3k27me3) on the chromatin region in the first 
intron by Polycomb repression complex (Gendall et al, 2001; Michaels & 
Amasino, 1999).  The mitotically stable repressive state is maintained by PRC2 
in concert with LHP1, which is thought to be a component of a PRC1-like 
complex in Arabidopsis (Mylne et al, 2006). Interestingly, long non-coding 
RNAs (lncRNAs) have been demonstrated to play a crucial role as potent cis- 
and trans-regulators of gene activity and act as scaffolds for chromatin 
modifying complexes. An antisense lncRNA (known as COOLAIR) has 
postulated involvement in vernalization-mediated FLC repression, presumably 
recruiting the PRC2 complex to the FLC locus (Kim & Sung, 2012; 
Swiezewski et al, 2009). 

Chromatin remodelling has been implicated in seed dormancy development, 
since mutation in the gene encoding HISTONE UBIQUITINATION 1 (HUB1) 
leads to the development of seeds with impaired dormancy (Liu et al, 2007). It 
is a C3HC4 RING finger protein, which functions as the E3 ligase responsible 
for monoubiquitination of histone H2B, which is correlated with transcription 
of genes. (Liu et al, 2007) found that expression levels of genes related to seed 
dormancy (such as DOG1, ATS2, NCED9 and PER1) are significantly reduced 
in hub1 mutant background, implying a role of this chromatin modification in 
the process.  

Another fascinating process regulated by epigenetic mechanism in plant 
development is the formation of endosperm during fertilization. Endosperm 
serves as a source of nutrients in the form of starch, oils and proteins, and is 
crucial in early stages of seed germination. The FIS-PRC2 complex has been 
implicated in regulation of this process, since fis mutants with alleles derived 
from the maternal line abort seeds with embryos at the late heart stage and 
display non-cellularized endosperm with strongly overproliferated chalazal 
endosperm domains (Grossniklaus et al, 1998; Leroy et al, 2007). Such 
differential expression of an autosomal gene that is dependent on parental 
origin is known as genetic imprinting and has evolved in flowering plants and 
mammals. With regard to epigenetics, imprinted genes are largely controlled 
by DNA-methylation and the Polycomb group of proteins (Kohler et al, 2012; 
Lafon-Placette & Kohler, 2014).  
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1.5.5 Regulation of bud dormancy and the role of chromatin remodelling 

 
Due to the similarity between vernalisation and dormancy release an attractive 
hypothesis is that chromatin remodelling and epigenetic regulation could be 
involved in bud dormancy regulation. This hypothesis is further supported by a 
global analysis of gene expression during dormancy establishment and release 
presented by Karlberg et al. (2010). The transcriptional data suggest that 
chromatin remodelling machinery might be involved in bud dormancy 
regulation as transcript levels of several chromatin remodellers, e.g. histone 
deacetylases (HDA08 and HDA14) and histone lysine methyltransferase 
(SUVR3), are elevated during the transition to dormancy. Simultaneously, the 
expression of Trithorax family genes, which counteract repression by 
Polycomb repression complexes, are downregulated (Karlberg et al, 2010). 
More importantly data presented in Paper III and by Englund (2010) show that 
plants with reduced expression of FIE, the evolutionarily conserved component 
of PRC2, fail to establish dormancy. Changes in histone modifications during 
dormancy release have also been recently observed in several perennials, 
implying their involvement in activity-dormancy cycles (Karlberg et al, 2010; 
Leida et al, 2012; Rios et al, 2014). However, the functions of the genes 
targeted by these chromatin modifications during dormancy release have not 
been elucidated, thus it remains to be proven whether the modifications are 
consequences of dormancy release or play a causal role in dormancy 
regulation.  

 

1.6 Activation of bud break 

 
Even less is known about the activation of bud break than bud dormancy, 
partly because it is difficult to separate the regulation of dormancy release and 
bud break. However, some insights have been obtained from molecular data. 
For example, FT1 expression is upregulated after dormancy-releasing cold 
treatment, as is expression of GA biosynthesis-related genes (Karlberg et al, 
2010; Rinne et al, 2011). Given that both of these factors promote growth, they 
could both be potentially involved in bud break, although there is no functional 
evidence of their involvement. Furthermore, it has also been shown that CEN-
like genes could be involved in dormancy release and/or bud break since their 
overexpression delays bud break whereas their downregulation advances it.  
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Interestingly, Yordanov et al (2014) recently identified a novel putative 
regulator of bud break in Populus named EARLY BUD BREAK 1 (EEB1). 
Ectopic expression of EEB1 leads to precocious bud burst (relative to WT 
timing), while downregulation has the opposite effect. EBB1 encodes an 
AP2/ERF domain transcription factor and was shown to have primary effects 
on cell division, as EBB1oe plants displayed 80% higher cell division rates 
than WT counterparts. It seems that EEB1 predominantly affects cell 
proliferation, thereby activating this process in SAMs and leaf primordia, 
which eventually leads to bud break (Yordanov et al, 2014). It remains unclear 
whether it acts together with one of the PopCENs, which are also implicated in 
bud break (Mohamed et al, 2010; Yordanov et al, 2014) or via an independent 
pathway.  

 

1.7 Hormonal regulation of activity-dormancy transitions 

 
Hormones play key roles in the growth and development of plants, thus 
unsurprisingly various hormones also have demonstrated involvement in the 
control of diverse aspects of trees’ annual growth cycles. This section 
characterizes current knowledge of the hormonal regulation of SD-controlled 
responses in trees. I particularly focus on ABA and GA, as these are most 
relevant to growth cessation, adaptive response and dormancy in the apex.  

 

1.7.1 Abscisic Acid (ABA) 

 
ABA is a known phytohormone that plays a critical role in adaptive responses 
to various stresses such as salinity, cold and drought, hence it is often named 
the stress response hormone (Umezawa et al, 2010). It has also been implicated 
in various developmental processes, such as maintenance of seed dormancy 
and stomatal opening (Graeber et al, 2012; Kim et al, 2010; Kucera et al, 2005; 
Mishra et al, 2006). 

Extensive investigation of the ABA signalling pathway in the herbaceous 
plant Arabidopsis has led to the discovery of the main molecular players, and a 
group of ABA receptors (named PYR/PYL/RCAR) has been recently identified, 
filling a gap in understanding of ABA perception and signalling in plant cells 
(Ma et al, 2009; Park et al, 2009). Protein phosphatases PP2C (known as ABI1 
and ABI2) play important role in ABA signalling (Leung et al, 1997). At low 
levels of ABA, PP2Cs dephosphorylate SnK2 kinases, rendering them unable 
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to phosphorylate downstream components, e.g. transcription factors such ABA 
Response Element Binding (AREB) proteins (Choi et al, 2000; Uno et al, 
2000). However, in the presence of higher levels of ABA, receptors of the 
hormone bind to PP2Cs, rendering them unable to dephosphorylate SnRK2 
kinases. Consequently, SnRK2 kinases can phosphorylate transcription factors 
that can bind to promoter regions of ABA-responsive genes and activate their 
expression (Umezawa et al, 2010).  

Responses to short day signals such as acquisition of cold hardiness are 
similar to stress responses e.g. cold hardiness acquisition in response to low 
temperature. Thus there have been speculations that ABA may participate in 
their regulation as well in dormancy control (Karlberg et al, 2010; Li et al, 
2003; Rohde et al, 2002; Ruttink et al, 2007). Accordingly, ABA levels 
increase in poplar following exposure to SDs (Ruttink et al, 2007). 
Furthermore, in their global transcription analysis Karlberg et al (2010) found 
that genes of the ABA biosynthetic pathway were strongly upregulated under 
SDs, including NCED genes, which catalyse the first step of ABA production, 
and the alcohol dehydrogenase ABA2a, catalysing conversion of xanthoxin to 
abscisic aldehyde. In contrast, ABA inactivation genes such as CYP707A and 
UGT73B3 were strongly downregulated. Interestingly, in concert with 
upregulation of ABA biosynthetic genes, increased expression of genes 
involved in the ABA signalling pathway was observed, such as RCAR genes 
encoding ABA receptors. Clearly, this could enhance ABA responses 
following SDs and may mediate some of the SD-controlled responses, such as 
cold hardiness-related transcriptional changes. 

 Additional evidence for the involvement of ABA in diverse SD-controlled 
responses comes from analysis of ABA-insensitive hybrid aspen plants. 
Overexpression of the dominant-negative version of ABI1 in hybrid aspen, 
which makes plants virtually insensitive to ABA, reportedly leads to 
deformation of apical buds, making them smaller and greener, with immature 
bud scales, fewer hairs and no external cuticular layer on the scales (Petterle, 
2011). Interestingly, ABA-insensitive plants (named abi1-1) display normal 
growth cessation responses, but are unable to develop endodormancy. In the 
same study it was also shown that changes in ABA sensitivity play a crucial 
role in SD-induced adaptive responses (cold acclimation, dehydration and 
metabolic changes) since genes associated with these responses were 
differentially regulated between abi1-1 and wild type plants after exposure to 
SDs. In summary, these data strongly indicate that ABA is an important player 
in SD-related responses in trees’ annual growth cycles. 
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1.7.2 Gibberellins (GA) 

 
Gibberellins are known regulators of stem elongation in trees and other plants 
(Eriksson et al, 2000; Olsen et al, 1995b), and GA levels are key targets in SD-
induced growth cessation (Olsen et al, 1995a). In woody plants it has been 
shown that levels of GAs decline in response to SD signals and hybrid aspens 
that cannot downregulate GA levels after exposure to SDs are defective in 
growth cessation (Eriksson et al, 2000; Junttila et al, 1997; Olsen et al, 1995a). 
It is thought that lowering levels of active GAs is a crucial step for growth 
cessation, since overexpression of GA20 oxidase (GA20ox), a key enzyme in 
the GA biosynthetic pathway, leads to delayed growth cessation following 
exposure to SD (Eriksson et al, 2000). Indeed, transcript levels of GA20ox 
appear to be downregulated upon SD in wild type poplars (Eriksson et al, 
2014; Eriksson et al, 2000; Karlberg et al, 2010). Additionally, the expression 
of genes involved in inactivation of active GAs, e.g. GA2OX8a, GA2OX6, 
GA2OX2 and GA2OX4 (Hedden & Proebsting, 1999) is strongly induced by 
SDs (Karlberg et al, 2010). These findings, in concert with measurements of 
GA levels in poplars subjected to SD, show that genes of both GA biosynthetic 
and catabolic pathways are primary targets of SD signalling pathways that 
downregulate GA levels (Karlberg et al, 2010; Olsen et al, 1997). 

Recently, Eriksson et al (2014) attempted to elucidate whether sensitivity to 
GAs might play a role in SD-induced growth cessation. Interestingly, they 
found that trees ectopically expressing the GA receptor GID1 enter growth 
cessation as early as WT counterparts, suggesting that growth cessation 
primarily depends on concentrations of bioactive GAs rather than the 
abundance of GID1. They also observed that in plants overexpressing GA20ox 
subjected to SD treatment FT2 was rapidly downregulated, as in WT plants. 
These data suggest that the regulation of FT2 expression by SDs is independent 
of GA regulation or, alternatively, that GA is regulated downstream of FT. 
Thus, it is possible that cessation of elongation growth in trees may be 
controlled by two parallel pathways involving GA and photoperiods (Eriksson 
et al, 2014). Not only growth cessation but also GAs are implicated in 
dormancy release and possibly bud burst. For example, it has been shown that 
exposure to low temperature leads to upregulation of GA20ox and other genes 
involved in GA biosynthesis, but downregulation of catabolic genes such as 
GA2OX8a and GA2OX8b, suggesting that cold treatment could promote 
production of GAs, thereby participating in bud burst (Karlberg et al, 2010). 
Moreover exogenous application of GAs leads to bud break accompanied by 
opening of plasmodesmata (Rinne et al, 2011). 
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2 Objectives 

The overall aim of the studies this thesis is based upon was to improve 
understanding of the molecular level regulation of growth cessation, dormancy 
and other SD-related processes in hybrid aspen. More specifically, the 
following questions were addressed in the studies reported in the three 
appended papers. 

 
 How do photoperiodic signals control seasonal growth cessation in 

trees? (Paper I and Paper II) 
 What is the mechanism underlying the temporal co-ordination of growth 

cessation and adaptive responses to the advent of winter? (Paper II) 
  How is bud dormancy regulated? (Paper III) 
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3  Results and discussion 

In the work underlying this thesis we addressed some of the key questions 
regarding the molecular regulation of growth cessation (Papers I and II), 
adaptive responses to the advent of winter (Paper II) and dormancy (Paper 
III) in the model tree hybrid aspen. We found that tree homologs of 
components of the Arabidopsis flowering pathway (APETALA1 and FD) are 
involved in the control of seasonal growth cessation by photoperiodic signals 
in Populus (Papers I and II).Moreover, FD was also found to control 
transcriptional programs associated with the adaptive responses (Paper II). We 
showed that FIE, a component of an evolutionarily conserved epigenetic 
protein complex (PRC2), participates in development of bud dormancy (Paper 
III). We also demonstrated that the plant hormone ABA plays a role in the 
acquisition of dormancy in hybrid aspen (Paper III). 

 

3.1 A model for tree biology   

 
Arabidopsis thaliana was adopted as a model research plant species for many 
obvious reasons, including its small genome, short generation time, ease of 
genetic analysis and convenience to grow (Koornneef & Meinke, 2010). Vast 
numbers of tools and molecular techniques are now available to study gene 
functions in Arabidopsis, making it by far the most intensively studied plant. 
The corresponding model in cereals and monocots is rice. Although not as well 
developed (as a model) as Arabidopsis, rice is increasingly a model of choice 
for those interested in monocots and cereals, and diverse tools have been 
developed for its analysis, rivalling those available for Arabidopsis.  

In several respects trees are clearly very different from Arabidopsis and 
rice, particularly in their size, long life span, long generation time and 
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perennial growth cycle. However, there was no corresponding model for trees 
and other long-lived perennial plants until relatively recently, despite their 
commercial importance and marked biological differences from annual models 
such as Arabidopsis and rice. Thus there was a need for an experimental model 
for studying biological processes that occur in trees and cannot be studied in an 
annual plant such as Arabidopsis. To meet this need Populus has recently 
emerged as the main model species for trees (Jansson & Douglas, 2007). The 
poplar genome was sequenced in 2006 (Tuskan et al, 2006), thereby facilitating 
the cloning and functional studies of genes of interest, and greatly expanding 
possibilities to use genetic techniques like QTL mapping, DNA microarrays 
and next generation sequencing (NGS). As a result novel insights have been 
obtained into mechanisms underlying many biological processes in trees, e.g. 
autumnal leaf senescence, secondary wood formation and seasonal regulation 
of vascular cambium (Andersson et al, 2004; Baba et al, 2011; Derba-
Maceluch et al, 2015; Druart et al, 2007; Tallis et al, 2010; Zhong et al, 2011). 
Populus was chosen as the first tree organism to be sequenced for several 
reasons. It has a relatively small genome compared to many other trees, e.g. 
Norway spruce and pines. Several Populus genotypes can be propagated in 
vitro and transformed by Agrobacterium-mediated techniques, facilitating 
analysis of gene function. Moreover it is a commercially interesting species 
due to its suitability for fast biomass production in short rotation forestry. 
Nevertheless, working with trees also has disadvantages, most of which are 
related to space and time constraints, but the dioecious nature of some trees, 
including Populus, also complicates genetic analyses (Jansson & Douglas, 
2007). 

 

3.2 How is seasonal growth cessation regulated? (Papers I and 
II) 

 

3.2.1 LAP1 is the target of SD signals downstream of the CO/FT module in 
growth cessation 

 
The regulation of timing of growth cessation in Populus has been extensively 
studied in recent years, and the results have revealed (inter alia) the central 
role of the CO/FT module in this process (Bohlenius et al, 2006; Hsu et al, 
2011). A crucial step in the induction of growth cessation is rapid 
downregulation of FT2, after perception of the SD signal. Functional analysis 
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of FT genes has proven that they are required for SD-induced growth cessation 
responses, since their overexpression causes failure in growth cessation upon 
SD treatment, whereas reduction in their expression leads to earlier responses 
to SD signals than in wild type plants (Bohlenius et al, 2006; Hsu et al, 2011). 
However, these are early acting factors in photoperiodic control of growth and 
it was not known how downregulation of FT2 could lead to growth cessation 
following SDs, particularly how genes that regulate cell cycles could be 
controlled by the CO/FT module. Although the signalling pathway downstream 
of CO/FT involved in the control of flowering time had been intensively 
studied, it was not thought that the acquired information could be useful for 
understanding growth cessation, since in this case the pathway would converge 
on control of cell cycle genes, which would need to be switched off after SDs 
following the downregulation of FT2. A key discovery, by my group in 
previous studies, was that the transcription factor AIL1 (AINTEGUMENTA-
Like 1) acts downstream of the CO/FT regulon. Although AIL1 and related 
transcription factors control cell cycle genes, providing an explanation of 
CO/FT-mediated control of growth cessation, it still remained unclear how 
CO/FT could control AIL expression since obtained data suggested that FT 
does not directly control AIL1 expression (Karlberg et al, 2011). This prompted 
us to search for genes that could be primary targets of the CO/FT module and 
fill the gap in understanding of growth cessation regulation at the molecular 
level in Populus. We used a functional genomic approach to discover new 
players in the pathway acting between CO/FT and AIL1: subjecting a collection 
of transgenic hybrid aspen plants overexpressing transcription factors (TFs) to 
SDs and identifying lines with altered growth cessation responses. Our 
experimental setup enabled the discovery of transgenic hybrid aspen plants that 
displayed a severe delay in SD-induced growth cessation. These hybrid aspen 
plants overexpressed a MADS-box transcription factor that was closely related 
to APETALA1, which plays an important role in flowering in Arabidopsis. 
Amino acid alignments and a constructed phylogenetic tree suggested that this 
is an ortholog of APETALA1 (Paper I, Figure S2), hence it was named Like-
APETALA1 (LAP1).  

Studies using the annual plant Arabidopsis have shown that AP1 acts 
downstream of the CO/FT module in the regulation of flowering time and 
flower development (Ferrandiz et al, 2000), therefore we investigated whether 
LAP1 is a target of CO/FT. In order to test this hypothesis we used several 
approaches. LAP1 is rapidly downregulated in WT plants subjected to SD, 
whereas in trees overexpressing FTs we observed no downregulation of LAP1 
(Paper I, Figure 2B and C). Interestingly, steady state levels of LAP1 in FToe 
and FTRNAi plants in long days were higher and lower, respectively, than in 
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wild type plants (Paper I, Figure 2 D), suggesting positive regulation by FTs. 
If the assumption that LAP1 acts downstream of CO/FT is correct, the 
perception of SD signal itself should not be affected (as reflected by rapid 
downregulation of FT2 in WT) in plants overexpressing LAP1, which have 
attenuated growth cessation responses. Accordingly, our experimental data 
showed that FT2 downregulation is not altered by SD treatment in LAP1oe 
trees, relative to WT trees, strongly suggesting that LAP1oe plants can perceive 
SD signals normally (in other words LAP1 is not involved in perception of SD 
stimuli) and thus acts downstream of CO/FT in the signalling pathway (Paper 
I, Figure 2 E-G). However, to conclusively prove this point we downregulated 
LAP1 in FT-overexpressing plants. FT overexpressors fail to cease growth in 
response to SDs, but when LAP1 expression is downregulated in FT 
overexpressors, the double transgenics (overexpressing FT with reduced LAP1 
expression) can respond to SDs and cease growth, confirming that LAP1 acts 
downstream of the CO/FT module.  

 

3.2.2 AIL1 is the direct downstream target of LAP1  

 
Paper I presents an extensive analysis of LAP1’s role in hybrid aspen, 
showing that this transcription factor is needed to promote growth in long days, 
since its expression is downregulated upon SD treatment (Paper I, Figure 2B 
and C) and its overexpression leads to altered growth cessation responses, 
manifested by the production of higher than WT numbers of leaves under SD 
(Paper I, Figure 1 E). Nevertheless, these findings still did not identify the 
link between CO/FT, LAP1 and growth control in the manner provided by their 
Arabidopsis homologs in the transition to flowering. Thus, we also wanted to 
identify components acting downstream of LAP1 in the signalling pathway 
linked with the control of growth. A potential candidate that could provide 
such a link was discovered by Karlberg et al (2011), transcription factor AIL1. 
As already described, it is a target of SD signals and its misregulation leads to 
altered growth cessation responses (Karlberg et al, 2011). It is also known from 
studies in Arabidopsis that AINTEGUMENTA is a positive regulator of cell 
proliferation and its overexpression results in increased numbers of cells in 
plants (Mizukami & Fischer, 2000), strongly indicating that it is a potential 
target of LAP1 (since cell division needs to be arrested during growth 
cessation). Therefore, we next investigated the regulation of AIL1 in LAP1 
transgenics and found that LAP1 can control AIL1 expression since LAP1 
overexpressors fail to downregulate AIL1 expression after SDs. However, a 
remaining question was whether LAP1 could directly control the expression of 
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AIL1 or whether there was yet another intermediary factor acting between 
LAP1 and AIL1. We addressed this question by testing whether LAP1 binds to 
the promoter region of AIL1 using EMSA assays. The results indicate that 
LAP1 does indeed bind to the promoter region of AIL1 (Paper I, Figure 4D). 
Since AIL1 and its homologs are known to positively control the expression of 
key cell cycle regulators such as D-type cyclins, LAP1 control of AIL1 
provides the elusive link between the CO/FT module and regulators of growth 
such as AIL genes. Thus our observations fill a major gap in knowledge of the 
signalling pathway of photoperiodic control of growth cessation in hybrid 
aspen (Paper I, Figure 5).  

 

3.2.3 Is LAP1 the only member of the family contributing to photoperiodic 
control of growth cessation? 

 
As can be seen in Fig. S2A and B there are closely related paralogs of LAP1 in 
Populus, as in Arabidopsis, where there are two closely related AP1 paralogs, 
CAULIFLOWER (CAL) and FRUITFULL (FUL), which also act in flowering. 
Thus the question arises whether the LAP1 paralog in Populus is also involved 
in growth cessation or may have gained a new function through evolution? 
Currently the answer to this question is not known. Thus it would be 
interesting in the future to functionally characterise the function of these 
paralogs of LAP1.   

 
 

3.2.4 Is LAP1 only involved in photoperiodic control of growth in trees?  

 
Interestingly, ectopic expression of LAP1 in Arabidopsis causes an early 
flowering phenotype (Paper I, Fig S3), similarly to overexpression of AP1 in 
Arabidopsis (Bowman et al, 1993). However, when LAP1 is ectopically 
expressed in hybrid aspen it does not result in early flowering, contrary to 
overexpression of FTs, in both Populus and Arabidopsis (Bohlenius et al, 
2006; Hsu et al, 2011; Kardailsky et al, 1999). A possible explanation for this 
difference is that this function may have been taken over by a paralog of LAP1.  
Alternatively, a different mechanism may regulate flowering time and flower 
development in trees related to the long juvenile phase, in which trees do not 
flower. Consequently, factors other than LAP1 may be involved in flowering in 
trees.  
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Two other interesting questions that remain open are whether AIL1 is the 
only target of LAP1 and if it is at all involved in flower development in trees? 
For example, ChIP assays and global transcript profiling of Arabidopsis AP1 
transgenics have revealed several hundred direct targets of AP1 (Kaufmann et 
al, 2010; Sundstrom et al, 2006). Thus, it seems likely that LAP1 is also 
involved in other pathways, although surprisingly LAP1 overexpressors and 
RNAi-silenced plants do not display easily identifiable phenotypes. To address 
this possibility, a detailed analysis of LAP1 and its paralogues should be 
carried out (e.g. chromatin IP analysis followed by deep sequencing to identify 
downstream targets). Knowledge of the interacting partners of LAP1 and their 
roles in LAP1 function is also required. It is well known that AP1 interacts 
with other MADS box proteins, e.g. in Arabidopsis (Smaczniak et al, 2012), 
and that homologs of these interacting proteins are present in Populus. 
However, currently we do not know if LAP1 interacts with other transcription 
factors or cofactors and (if so) how they contribute to its function. For 
example, it can be hypothesised that one reason why LAP1 overexpressors do 
not flower early is because juvenile plants may lack LAP1 interactors that are 
essential for the formation of LAP1 complexes involved in flowering.  

 

3.2.5 Evolutionary conservation of signalling pathways responding to 
photoperiodic signals 

 
In recent years it has become apparent that the CO/FT module is not only 
involved in flowering time control but also several other pathways, e.g. 
pathways controlling growth cessation, bulbing in onion and tuberisation in 
potato (Lee et al, 2013; Navarro et al, 2011). However AP1 orthologs in other 
plants such as onion or potato have not been characterised as yet, so it is not 
known whether AP1/LAP1 orthologs are involved in bulbing or tuberisation. 
Thus it remains to be seen whether the divergence in signalling pathways in the 
control of bulbing, tuberisation and other processes occurs downstream of the 
CO/FT module at the AP1/LAP1 level or further downstream than these 
MADS box transcription factors.  

 

3.3 The FD transcription factor mediates photoperiodic control 
of growth cessation 
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The identification of FT as the key early target of SDs in the induction of 
growth cessation clearly suggested that photoperiodic control of growth 
cessation has parallels with flowering time regulation. FT does not possess 
DNA binding activity, raising questions regarding the mechanism whereby FT 
could control the expression of downstream genes such as LAP1 at the 
transcriptional level. In flowering time regulation, FT and its orthologs in other 
plants (e.g. rice) are known to interact with the bZIP transcription factor FD in 
control of the expression of its downstream targets, such as AP1 and 
OsMADs15 in Arabidopsis and rice, respectively (Abe et al, 2005; Taoka et al, 
2011). However, in contrast with flowering time, few studies have analysed the 
role of FD so far, other than in stomatal control and leaf development in 
Arabidopsis and rice (Tsuji et al, 2013a), respectively. Thus the questions we 
sought to address were how does FT control the expression of downstream 
genes and, more importantly, does FT interact with tree FD orthologs in the 
photoperiodic control of growth cessation in trees as well.  

 

3.3.1 The Populus genome contains two closely related FD orthologs 

 
To address the role of hybrid aspen FD in growth cessation we identified a 
bZIP transcription factor that is an Arabidopsis ortholog of FD (Abe et al, 
2005; Wigge et al, 2005), named FD-like 1 (FDL1). Analysis of the Populus 
genome led to the identification of two closely related homologs of 
Arabidopsis and rice FDs that we named FD-like 1 (FDL1) and FD-like 2 
(FDL2). Phylogenetic analysis demonstrated that FDL1 and FDL2 are 
counterparts of Arabidopsis FD and indicated that the two FDLs have arisen 
via a gene duplication event (see Figure 5). Sequence analysis indicated that 
both of these FDLs have the conserved motifs, such as the S/TAP motif 
essential for interaction with 14-3-3 protein that mediates interaction with FT. 
The main difference between the two FDLs is that the putative protein encoded 
by FDL2 has more amino acids at the C-terminus, and thus a longer bZIP 
domain, than the protein putatively encoded by FDL1. 
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Figure 5. Phylogenetic tree of FD orthologs from Arabidopsis and Populus 

3.3.2 FDL1, but not FDL2, mediates photoperiodic control of growth  

 
In Arabidopsis, like Populus, FD has a close homolog named FDP and both 

are involved in flowering time control (Jaeger et al, 2013), raising the 
possibility that (analogously) both FDL1 and FDL2 may be involved in 
photoperiodic control of growth in hybrid aspen. To test this hypothesis, we 
generated transgenic hybrid aspen plants that overexpressed FDL1 and FDL2 
or had reduced expression of these two genes. Detailed functional analysis 
revealed that overexpression of FDL1 leads to delayed responses to SD signals, 
whereas RNAi downregulation of FDL1 results in faster responses to SD than 
in wild type plants (Paper II, Figure S4 A). Interestingly, despite the high 
similarity between FDL1 and FDL2, neither the overexpression of FDL2 nor 
its downregulation resulted in altered growth cessation responses in hybrid 
aspen. Thus, FDL1 but not FDL2 is involved in photoperiodic control of 
growth cessation. Intriguingly, ectopic expression of FDL2 leads to a dwarf 
phenotype of hybrid aspen (Paper II, Figure S3). These studies reveal that in 
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contrast to Arabidopsis, the functions of the two FDLs have diverged. 
However, the role of FDL2 is still unclear.  
 

3.3.3 FDL1 and FDL2 can interact with FT 

 
Florigen activation complex (FAC; consisting of FT, FD and protein 14-3-3) 
regulates flowering in various organisms (Abe et al, 2005; Taoka et al, 2011; 
Wigge et al, 2005). FT does not have DNA binding activity, thus it is believed 
that regulation of its downstream targets occurs via an interacting partner, e.g. 
FD or BRANCHED1 (BRC1), which confers DNA binding specificity to FAC. 
Thus, some differences in FDLs’ functions could possibly be due to differences 
in their ability to interact with FT. To address this possibility we used two 
approaches. Firstly, we investigated the ability of FDLs to physically interact 
with FT using a Bimolecular Fluorescence Complementation (BiFC) assay 
(Walter et al, 2004). The results confirmed that they can indeed physically 
interact (Paper II, Fig. S5). Secondly, we used a transcription read out assay in 
rice to probe the transcriptional activity of FDL-FT complexes. In this assay, 
co-transfection of FT and FD leads to activation of the rice orthologue of AP1, 
OsMADs15, a FT target in rice. Surprisingly, while both FDLs interact with 
FTs, as shown in BiFC assays, FDL1 but not FDL2 activated the expression of 
OsMADS15 when co-expressed with FTs (Paper II, Figure 2). Thus, these 
results suggest that while both FDLs are capable of interacting with FTs, there 
is a clear difference between FDL1-FT and FDL2-FT transcriptional 
complexes. Although the reason for the difference is not clear, it may be 
related to the difference in structure between the FDL1 and FDL2 DNA 
binding domains due to a C-terminal extension in FDL2. Regardless of the 
reason for the differences between FDL1-FT and FDL2-FT complexes, the 
data obtained from the rice read-out assay corroborate the hypothesis that 
FDL1 and FDL2 have different functions, and provide insights into why FDL1 
is involved in SD-mediated growth cessation, but not FDL2. 

The role of FDL2 appears to be quite puzzling. According to our data it 
does not participate in SD-related growth cessation, yet it is upregulated upon 
exposure to SD signals in wild type plants, implying some role in SD-related 
responses (Figure 6). Its interaction with FTs indicates that it is a part of 
transcriptional complex with FT, but with an undiscovered role. It is possible 
that FTs interact with FDL2 in the activation of novel, unknown targets 
involved in regulatory processes other than growth cessation. 
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Figure 6. Relative expression of FDL2 in hybrid aspen subjected to SD 

 
 Additionally, we discovered that FDL2 is alternatively spliced (Figure 7), so 
it is tempting to speculate that this additional level of regulation further reflects 
its role in the control of hitherto undiscovered physiological responses. 
However, elucidating the function of FDL2 will require further detailed and 
careful analysis in the future. 
 

 
 
Figure 7. Schematic representation of  FDL2 splice variants. 
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3.3.4 Are tree orthologs of negative regulators of flowering involved in growth 
cessation? 

 
Tree orthologs of CO, FT and AP1, all of which promote flowering, act in 
photoperiodic control of growth. This raises the question whether the negative 
acting components in flowering are also involved in growth cessation. None of 
the (few) tree homologs of negative regulators of flowering in Arabidopsis that 
have been analysed to date appear to have major roles in growth cessation.  A 
study of the Arabidopsis ortholog TFL1 (named CENTRORADIALIS-LIKE 1) 
in Populus by Ruonala et al (2008) initially indicated a role of this gene in the 
regulation of stem elongation, but later studies with trees in which the gene 
was up- and down-regulated did not corroborate this hypothesis (Mohamed et 
al, 2010; Ruonala et al, 2008b). It has been speculated that RAV1 and RAV2, 
which are orthologs of Arabidopsis TEMPRANILLO, could be involved in 
controlling seasonal growth cessation and bud set since Arabidopsis 
counterparts repress expression of FT (Castillejo & Pelaz, 2008; Moreno-
Cortes et al, 2012).  However, a detailed analysis of Populus RAV1 and RAV2 
did not corroborate this hypothesis either. Another interesting candidate that 
has not received attention to date is the tree homolog of BRC1 (Niwa et al, 
2013). In Arabidopsis BRC1 interacts with FT like FD, however in contrast 
with FD, BRC1 delays flowering. Thus it would be interesting in the future to 
investigate the role of BRC1 in growth cessation responses of trees.  
 

3.3.5 Additional role of FDL1 in SD-related responses 

 
Analysis of FDL1 expression in WT hybrid aspen revealed that it is 
upregulated upon SD treatment, implying some additional role in SD-related 
processes (Paper II, Figure 4). Its upregulation coincides with bud formation, 
bud maturation and adaptive responses (between weeks 3 and 6), suggesting 
some role in these processes. Thus, we investigated whether the expression of 
several known marker genes e.g. CHALCONE SYNTHASE (CHS) 
CINNAMATE 4-HYDROXYLASE (C4H), OSMOTIN (OSM), and LATE 
EMBRYOGENESIS ABUNDANT (LEA) is changed in plants with altered 
expression of FDL1. Our initial assumption was verified by qPCR analysis, 
showing that the abovementioned genes are misregulated in transgenics with 
altered FDL1 expression (Paper II, Figure 5), implying that FDL1 plays a key 
role in mediating the adaptive responses controlled by SDs. Further support for 
a role of FDL1 in bud maturation comes from the observation that buds of 
FDL1 overexpressors are green (in accordance with their weak expression of 
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CHS and C4H genes), while those of wild type plants are normally reddish-
brown due to the accumulation of phenylpropanoids. 

 
 
 

3.3.6 FDL1 mediation in adaptive responses may involve interaction with ABI3 

 
Findings discussed above showed that FDL1 interacts with FT in photoperiodic 
control of growth, but the mechanisms whereby it participates in adaptive 
responses and bud maturation remained to be elucidated. Both of these 
processes are activated following exposure to SDs, when FT expression is 
reduced. A possibility we considered is that FDL1 may interact with other 
transcription factors in control of the processes, potentially bZIPs as they are 
known to form transcription factor complexes with other transcription factors 
(Vinson et al, 2006). Furthermore, we had already noted that bud maturation 
and adaptive responses in FDL1 transgenics show similar alterations to those in 
ABI3 transgenics (Ruttink et al., 2007; Petterle, 2011). Notably, in ABI3 
overexpressors the expression of adaptive response-related genes and bud 
maturation are altered, with buds being greener. Thus, ABI3 (a transcription 
factor involved in ABA responses) had been shown to participate in the control 
of bud maturation and adaptive responses. These observations prompted us to 
investigate whether FDL1 and ABI3 interact. Results of two independent 
assays, BiFC and co-IP FDL1, corroborated this hypothesis (Paper II, Figures 
6 and S9). These results, together with the similarity of phenotypes of FDL1 
and ABI3 transgenics, and similarity of FDL1 and ABI3 effects on 
transcriptional control of bud maturation and adaptive response-related genes, 
strongly support the hypothesis that FDL1 and ABI3 impinge on similar 
downstream targets in adaptive SD-responses and the development of apical 
buds. 
 

3.3.7 Temporal co-ordination of growth cessation and adaptive responses 

 
Cessation of growth occurs simultaneously with the activation of programs 
including bud maturation and cold hardiness acquisition. Thus, growth 
cessation and activation of adaptive responses needs to be temporally 
coordinated so that the adaptive response program can be activated only when 
growth cessation is induced. How is this temporal coordination achieved? 
Clearly, the same photoperiodic signal is involved in control of both growth 
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cessation and the adaptive response program, but how does this signal 
coordinate two programs? The molecular mechanism underlying the temporal 
co-ordination of these physiological and developmental processes in response 
to SDs is not well understood, but our data provide indications of a possible 
pathway. FT downregulation leads to growth cessation, but simultaneously 
makes FDL1 available for interaction with other factors, e.g. ABI3, which are 
induced after SDs and may then activate the adaptive response program. 
Moreover, since FT overexpression suppresses FDL1 activation by SDs, FT 
downregulation may further contribute to activation of the adaptive response 
program since, in the absence of FT, SDs can induce FDL1 expression. 

 

3.4 How is bud dormancy regulated? 

 
The regulation of bud dormancy remains poorly understood. One of the 
obstacles hindering elucidation of its regulation is the lack of suitable mutants, 
which has greatly facilitated elucidation of seed dormancy regulation in 
Arabidopsis (Bentsink et al, 2010; Bentsink et al, 2006; Koornneef et al, 2002). 
Consequently, bud dormancy in trees has been mostly explored in correlative 
studies. These studies have implicated hormones, e.g. GA and ABA (Rinne et 
al., 2012), and cell-cell communication as key players in bud dormancy 
regulation, but their roles in the process remain essentially correlative (Cooke 
et al., 2012).  

 

3.4.1 Identification of potential regulators of bud dormancy  

 
In order to explore bud dormancy establishment at a molecular level we first 
conducted a global transcriptomic analysis, in which we identified candidate 
genes and pathways to elucidate their roles in the process. Previous 
transcriptome analysis had shown that ABA biosynthetic genes are upregulated 
during SD treatment (most strongly between 6-10 weeks), and ABA levels 
increase before the onset of dormancy (Karlberg et al., 2010; Petterle, 2011). 
Moreover, ABA plays a clear role in seed dormancy (Lin et al, 2007; 
Matakiadis et al, 2009; Raz et al, 2001). These observations led us to 
investigate the role of ABA in bud dormancy development. In addition to ABA 
we had previously noticed that genes known to be involved in chromatin 
remodelling are also upregulated (Druart et al, 2007; Ruttink et al, 2007). 
Interestingly, some of these candidates, e.g. FERTILISATION INDEPENDENT 
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ENDOSPERM (FIE) belonged to Polycomb Repression Complex 2 (PRC2), 
known to deposit repressive marks on chromatin (Karlberg et al, 2010). This 
prompted us to investigate whether ABA and PRC2 complexes participate in 
acquisition of dormancy in hybrid aspen and whether these potential players 
interact.  

 

3.4.2 PRC2 and ABA are required for bud dormancy establishment 

 
To test the roles of PRC2 and ABA in bud dormancy establishment, we 
constructed trees with downregulated expression of FIE (named FIERNAi) and 
trees with reduced sensitivity to the hormone ABA (by overexpressing the 
dominant negative version of the abi1-1 allele ABI1 from Arabidopsis, named 
henceforth abi1-1) (Paper III). Subsequently we tested whether 
downregulation of FIE or attenuating the ABA response affects bud dormancy 
establishment. In order to test for dormancy we subjected FIERNAi, abi1-1 and 
WT plants trees to 11 weeks of SD, which is sufficient time for WT plants to 
develop endodormancy. Following this dormancy induction treatment we 
moved the trees back to LD conditions in order to test whether dormancy was 
established in the WT and the two transgenics. Under these assay conditions, 
WT plants failed to reactivate growth and did not undergo bud burst, indicating 
the establishment of dormancy. In contrast, neither FIERNAi nor abi1-1 plants 
developed dormancy, since they were able to reactivate growth as shown by 
bud burst upon transfer to long days after 11 weeks of SDs (Paper III, Figures 
1 and 3). Interestingly, both transgenics responded normally to SD signals in 
terms of growth cessation, indicating that ABA and FIE are required for the 
photoperiod-mediated dormancy establishment and it is not a secondary effect 
of altered growth cessation or perturbed perception of SD signals.  

 

3.4.3 Photoperiodic control of bud dormancy involves crosstalk between PRC2 
and ABA responses 

 
Our data showing that PRC2 and ABA are involved in photoperiodic control of 
bud dormancy prompted us to investigate if these two components operate in 
the same pathway or parallel pathways. To address this we firstly investigated 
whether ABA responses were altered in the FIERNAi lines. Therefore we 
analysed ABA responses in FIERNAi plants and compared them with wild 
type responses both before and after SDs. We observed that the induction of 
KIN2, a gene whose expression is induced by ABA and is thus a marker for 
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ABA responses, was reduced in FIERNAi lines especially after SDs when 
dormancy is established, suggesting that ABA responses are attenuated in 
FIERNAi plants. Moreover, in agreement with attenuation of ABA responses, 
transcriptomic analysis of genes involved in ABA signalling PYR/PYL/RCAR 
(encoding ABA receptors) and ABI1 (encoding a PP2C with negative activity 
in ABA responses) revealed that ABA receptor and ABI1 levels were 
respectively higher and lower in FIERNAi plants than in wild type plants (data 
not shown). The simultaneous reduction in ABA receptor levels and increased 
ABI levels potentially explain why the ABA response is attenuated in FIERNAi 
plants. These data also suggest crosstalk between PRC2 and ABA responses, 
with PRC2 acting via ABA in photoperiodic control of dormancy. PRC2 acts 
by repressing gene expression through depositing repressive marks, e.g. at the 
FLC locus in vernalisation (De Lucia et al, 2008; Sung & Amasino, 2004), thus 
it will be interesting to identify the target of PRC2 in bud dormancy regulation 
in the future.  

 

3.4.4 PICKLE, a negative regulator of dormancy 

 
To further investigate how ABA could mediate in bud dormancy regulation we 
compared gene expression in abi1-1 and wild type plants after SDs (Petterle, 
2011). Our transcriptional analysis revealed that the tree ortholog of PICKLE 
(PKL), a known chromatin remodelling factor of the CHD3 family, is 
expressed more strongly in abi1-1 than in wild type plants. This observation 
was particularly interesting since it has been reported that PKL acts 
antagonistically to PRC2 in Arabidopsis (Aichinger et al, 2009). Therefore we 
hypothesized that ABA (which promotes dormancy) may promote dormancy 
establishment by repressing the expression of PKL, which acts antagonistically 
to the dormancy-promoting PRC2. In order to test this hypothesis we generated 
abi1-1 trees with downregulated expression of PKL (named abi1-1/PKLRNAi) 
and investigated dormancy as outlined above. Interestingly, assessment of 
dormancy showed that abi1-1/PKLRNAi plants fail to reactivate growth when 
exposed to 11 weeks of SDs followed by LDs treatment (Paper III, Figure 4) 
in contrast with the parental abi1-1 plants, suggesting that ABA promotes 
establishment of dormancy via negative regulation of PKL.  

 

3.4.5 Interaction of PRC2 and ABA with other potential regulators of bud 
dormancy 

 



50 

Although few studies have addressed the molecular regulation of bud 
dormancy, correlative data suggest that cell-cell communication is blocked 
during dormancy by deposition of callose in the plasmodesmata (Rinne et al., 
2013). Moreover, low temperature treatment removes these blockages. Such 
blockage could potentially contribute to dormancy establishment by preventing 
the movement of growth promoters, e.g. hormones or proteins, to SAMs. 
However, the available data do not conclusively prove the role of 
plasmodesmata in dormancy since no mutants are available that lack dormancy 
and display a lack of plasmodesmata, and conversely it is not known whether 
blocking plasmodesmata would lead to establishment of dormancy. Thus, 
changes in plasmodesmata could simply reflect establishment of dormancy and 
its release. Nevertheless, the hypothesis that dormancy may be established via 
blockage of plasmodesmata is attractive and needs further evaluation. 
Importantly, the availability of “mutants” that lack dormancy could now 
provide means to test the role of plasmodesmata in bud dormancy regulation 
and whether PRC2, PKL and ABA may act via their blockage in bud dormancy 
regulation. 
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4 Summary and future perspectives 

 
The work presented in this thesis and the appended papers furthers our 
knowledge and understanding of the annual growth cycle in tress, especially 
regulation of growth cessation (Papers I and II), adaptive responses to SDs 
(Paper II) and acquisition of dormancy (Paper III). We have shown that 
components of the flowering pathway (LAP1 and FDL) have acquired new 
roles in trees associated with the regulation of seasonal growth cycles. We have 
also demonstrated roles of ABA and the chromatin remodelling complex PRC2 
in the regulation and establishment of dormancy (Paper III). 

In order to summarize the findings I would like to highlight the major 
discoveries presented in the appended papers. Paper I filled a gap in 
understanding of the regulation of the growth cessation pathway by showing 
that the tree ortholog of AP1 acts downstream of the CO/FT module in SD-
mediated cessation of growth and directly regulates expression of the AIL1 
transcription factor, which was previously shown to control core cell cycle 
machinery (Karlberg et al, 2011). Importantly, our results provide insights into 
how the photoperiodic signalling pathway has evolved to control different 
processes, i.e. flowering and growth cessation, in different species. In Paper II 
we showed that the component of evolutionarily conserved Flowering 
Activation Complex (FAC) plays an important role in regulation of SD-
mediated growth cessation. Additionally, FDL1, a component of FAC, plays 
another role in transcriptional control of adaptive responses, which is 
independent of its interaction with FT in trees. FDL1 interacts with ABI3 in the 
control of stress-related processes in trees. Our results provide evidence for the 
involvement of ABA and the PRC2 component FIE in regulation of dormancy 
development (Paper III). Moreover, they reveal a negative role in dormancy 
establishment for PICKLE, which seems to be a target of ABA and counteracts 
the function of PRC2 complexes. 
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However, many interesting questions remain open and/or unanswered. For 
instance, it would be interesting to identify targets of FIE and ABA in 
dormancy establishment.  Chromatin Immunoprecipitation (ChIP) assays could 
be very valuable for identification of these targets during SD treatment, and 
generation of plants with altered expression of the identified targets could 
provide further insights into their roles. Most importantly, we would like to 
investigate whether impaired dormancy development is a consequence of the 
inability of FIERNAi and abi1-1 plants to deposit callose in plasmodesmatal 
connections. Transmission electron microscopy observations would be highly 
valuable for this. It could be also interesting to see whether downregulation of 
genes involved in biosynthesis of callose would lead to similar phenotypes to 
those we obtained with FIERNAi and abi1-1, thereby confirming that 
plasmodesmatal blockages are essential in dormancy development.  

A similar ChIP approach could be utilized to identify downstream targets of 
FDL1 and LAP1 in SD-mediated growth cessation and adaptive responses. 
Plants overexpressing tagged versions of FDL1 and LAP1 proteins should be 
analysed by ChIP followed by sequencing. Another very interesting aspect that 
remains unclear is the role of other paralogues of AP1 and FD in Populus. It 
seems that FDL2 is not involved in SD-mediated growth cessation in hybrid 
aspen, but its ability to interact with FT suggests that it may have evolved new, 
unknown functions. Detailed analysis could provide further insights into 
possible roles. Interestingly, FDL2 is alternatively spliced and it would also be 
tempting to examine roles of different splice variants in hybrid aspen. 

 



53 

 

 



54 

References 

 
 
 
 
 

Abe M, Kobayashi Y, Yamamoto S, Daimon Y, Yamaguchi A, Ikeda Y, Ichinoki H, Notaguchi 

M, Goto K, Araki T (2005) FD, a bZIP protein mediating signals from the floral pathway 

integrator FT at the shoot apex. Science 309: 1052-1056 

 

Aichinger E, Villar CBR, Farrona S, Reyes JC, Hennig L, Kohler C (2009) CHD3 Proteins and 

Polycomb Group Proteins Antagonistically Determine Cell Identity in Arabidopsis. Plos 

Genet 5 

 

Alabadi D, Oyama T, Yanovsky MJ, Harmon FG, Mas P, Kay SA (2001) Reciprocal regulation 

between TOC1 and LHY/CCA1 within the Arabidopsis circadian clock. Science 293: 880-883 

 

Andersson A, Keskitalo J, Sjodin A, Bhalerao R, Sterky F, Wissel K, Tandre K, Aspeborg H, 

Moyle R, Ohmiya Y, Bhalerao R, Brunner A, Gustafsson P, Karlsson J, Lundeberg J, Nilsson 

O, Sandberg G, Strauss S, Sundberg B, Uhlen M, Jansson S, Nilsson P (2004) A 

transcriptional timetable of autumn senescence. Genome Biol 5: R24 

 

Andres F, Coupland G (2012) The genetic basis of flowering responses to seasonal cues. Nature 

reviews Genetics 13: 627-639 

 

Avramova Z (2009) Evolution and pleiotropy of TRITHORAX function in Arabidopsis. The 

International journal of developmental biology 53: 371-381 

 

Azeez A, Miskolczi P, Tylewicz S, Bhalerao RP (2014) A tree ortholog of APETALA1 mediates 

photoperiodic control of seasonal growth. Current biology : CB 24: 717-724 

 



55 

Baba K, Karlberg A, Schmidt J, Schrader J, Hvidsten TR, Bako L, Bhalerao RP (2011) Activity-

dormancy transition in the cambial meristem involves stage-specific modulation of auxin 

response in hybrid aspen. Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences of the United 

States of America 108: 3418-3423 

 

Benedict C, Skinner JS, Meng R, Chang YJ, Bhalerao R, Huner NPA, Finn CE, Chen THH, 

Hurry V (2006) The CBF1-dependent low temperature signalling pathway, regulon and 

increase in freeze tolerance are conserved in Populus spp. Plant Cell Environ 29: 1259-1272 

 

Bentsink L, Hanson J, Hanhart CJ, Blankestijn-de Vries H, Coltrane C, Keizer P, El-Lithy M, 

Alonso-Blanco C, de Andres MT, Reymond M, van Eeuwijk F, Smeekens S, Koornneef M 

(2010) Natural variation for seed dormancy in Arabidopsis is regulated by additive genetic 

and molecular pathways. Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences of the United 

States of America 107: 4264-4269 

 

Bentsink L, Jowett J, Hanhart CJ, Koornneef M (2006) Cloning of DOG1, a quantitative trait 

locus controlling seed dormancy in Arabidopsis. Proceedings of the National Academy of 

Sciences of the United States of America 103: 17042-17047 

 

Bohlenius H, Huang T, Charbonnel-Campaa L, Brunner AM, Jansson S, Strauss SH, Nilsson O 

(2006) CO/FT regulatory module controls timing of flowering and seasonal growth cessation 

in trees. Science 312: 1040-1043 

 

Bologna NG, Voinnet O (2014) The Diversity, Biogenesis, and Activities of Endogenous 

Silencing Small RNAs in Arabidopsis. Annual Review of Plant Biology, Vol 65 65: 473-503 

 

Borthwick HA, Hendricks SB (1960) Photoperiodism in Plants. Science 132: 1223-1228 

 

Bowman JL, Alvarez J, Weigel D, Meyerowitz EM, Smyth DR (1993) Control of Flower 

Development in Arabidopsis-Thaliana by Apetala1 and Interacting Genes. Development 119: 

721-743 

 

Bunning E (1946) Die Entwicklungsphysiologische Bedeutung Der Endogenen Tagersrhythmik 

Bei Den Pflanzen. Naturwissenschaften 33: 271-274 

 

Castillon A, Shen H, Huq E (2007) Phytochrome Interacting Factors: central players in 

phytochrome-mediated light signaling networks. Trends Plant Sci 12: 514-521 

 

Chaudhury AM, Ming L, Miller C, Craig S, Dennis ES, Peacock WJ (1997) Fertilization-

independent seed development in Arabidopsis thaliana. Proceedings of the National Academy 

of Sciences of the United States of America 94: 4223-4228 

 



56 

Chen M, Lv SL, Meng YJ (2010) Epigenetic performers in plants. Dev Growth Differ 52: 555-

566 

 

Chinnusamy V, Ohta M, Kanrar S, Lee BH, Hong XH, Agarwal M, Zhu JK (2003) ICE1: a 

regulator of cold-induced transcriptome and freezing tolerance in Arabidopsis. Gene Dev 17: 

1043-1054 

 

Choi H, Hong J, Ha J, Kang J, Kim SY (2000) ABFs, a family of ABA-responsive element 

binding factors. The Journal of biological chemistry 275: 1723-1730 

 

Choi K, Kim J, Hwang HJ, Kim S, Park C, Kim SY, Lee I (2011) The FRIGIDA Complex 

Activates Transcription of FLC, a Strong Flowering Repressor in Arabidopsis, by Recruiting 

Chromatin Modification Factors. Plant Cell 23: 289-303 

 

Chouard P (1960) Vernalization and Its Relations to Dormancy. Annual review of plant 

physiology and plant molecular biology 11: 191-238 

 

Cooke JEK, Eriksson ME, Junttila O (2012) The dynamic nature of bud dormancy in trees: 

environmental control and molecular mechanisms. Plant Cell Environ 35: 1707-1728 

 

De Lucia F, Crevillen P, Jones AME, Greb T, Dean C (2008) A PHD-Polycomb Repressive 

Complex 2 triggers the epigenetic silencing of FLC during vernalization. Proceedings of the 

National Academy of Sciences of the United States of America 105: 16831-16836 

 

de Napoles M, Mermoud JE, Wakao R, Tang YA, Endoh M, Appanah R, Nesterova TB, Silva J, 

Otte AP, Vidal M, Koseki H, Brockdorff N (2004) Polycomb group proteins Ring1A/B link 

ubiquitylation of histone H2A to heritable gene silencing and X inactivation. Dev Cell 7: 663-

676 

 

Demarsy E, Fankhauser C (2009) Higher plants use LOV to perceive blue light. Curr Opin Plant 

Biol 12: 69-74 

 

Derba-Maceluch M, Awano T, Takahashi J, Lucenius J, Ratke C, Kontro I, Busse-Wicher M, 

Kosik O, Tanaka R, Winzell A, Kallas A, Lesniewska J, Berthold F, Immerzeel P, Teeri TT, 

Ezcurra I, Dupree P, Serimaa R, Mellerowicz EJ (2015) Suppression of xylan 

endotransglycosylase PtxtXyn10A affects cellulose microfibril angle in secondary wall in 

aspen wood. The New phytologist 205: 666-681 

 

Derkacheva M, Steinbach Y, Wildhaber T, Mozgova I, Mahrez W, Nanni P, Bischof S, Gruissem 

W, Hennig L (2013) Arabidopsis MSI1 connects LHP1 to PRC2 complexes. Embo J 32: 

2073-2085 

 



57 

Doyle MR, Amasino RM (2009) A Single Amino Acid Change in the Enhancer of Zeste Ortholog 

CURLY LEAF Results in Vernalization-Independent, Rapid Flowering in Arabidopsis. Plant 

physiology 151: 1688-1697 

 

Druart N, Johansson A, Baba K, Schrader J, Sjodin A, Bhalerao RR, Resman L, Trygg J, Moritz 

T, Bhalerao RP (2007) Environmental and hormonal regulation of the activity-dormancy cycle 

in the cambial meristem involves stage-specific modulation of transcriptional and metabolic 

networks. Plant J 50: 557-573 

 

Eriksson ME, Hoffman D, Kaduk M, Mauriat M, Moritz T (2014) Transgenic hybrid aspen trees 

with increased gibberellin (GA) concentrations suggest that GA acts in parallel with 

FLOWERING LOCUS T2 to control shoot elongation. The New phytologist 

 

Eriksson ME, Israelsson M, Olsson O, Moritz T (2000) Increased gibberellin biosynthesis in 

transgenic trees promotes growth, biomass production and xylem fiber length. Nat Biotechnol 

18: 784-788 

 

Espinosa-Ruiz A, Saxena S, Schmidt J, Mellerowicz E, Miskolczi P, Bako L, Bhalerao RP (2004) 

Differential stage-specific regulation of cyclin-dependent kinases during cambial dormancy in 

hybrid aspen. Plant J 38: 603-615 

 

Ferrandiz C, Gu Q, Martienssen R, Yanofsky MF (2000) Redundant regulation of meristem 

identity and plant architecture by FRUITFULL, APETALA1 and CAULIFLOWER. 

Development 127: 725-734 

 

Frewen BE, Chen THH, Howe GT, Davis J, Rohde A, Boerjan W, Bradshaw HD (2000) 

Quantitative trait loci and candidate gene mapping of bud set and bud flush in Populus. 

Genetics 154: 837-845 

 

Furner IJ, Matzke M (2011) Methylation and demethylation of the Arabidopsis genome. Curr 

Opin Plant Biol 14: 137-141 

 

Garner WWA, H.A (1923) Further studies in photoperiodism,the response of the plant to relative 

length of day and night. J. 

. J Agric Res  23: 871–920 

 

Gendall AR, Levy YY, Wilson A, Dean C (2001) The VERNALIZATION 2 gene mediates the 

epigenetic regulation of vernalization in Arabidopsis. Cell 107: 525-535 

 

Gendron JM, Pruneda-Paz JL, Doherty CJ, Gross AM, Kang SE, Kay SA (2012) Arabidopsis 

circadian clock protein, TOC1, is a DNA-binding transcription factor. Proceedings of the 

National Academy of Sciences of the United States of America 109: 3167-3172 

 



58 

Gentry M, Hennig L (2014) Remodelling chromatin to shape development of plants. Exp Cell Res 

321: 40-46 

 

Gluckman PD, Hanson MA, Beedle AS, Buklijas T, Low FM (2011) Epigenetics of Human 

Disease. Epigenetics: Linking Genotype and Phenotype in Development and Evolution: 398-

423 

 

Graeber K, Nakabayashi K, Miatton E, Leubner-Metzger G, Soppe WJJ (2012) Molecular 

mechanisms of seed dormancy. Plant Cell Environ 35: 1769-1786 

 

Grossniklaus U, Vielle-Calzada JP, Hoeppner MA, Gagliano WB (1998) Maternal control of 

embryogenesis by MEDEA, a polycomb group gene in Arabidopsis. Science 280: 446-450 

 

Guitton AE, Page DR, Chambrier P, Lionnet C, Faure JE, Grossniklaus U, Berger F (2004) 

Identification of new members of Fertilisation Independent Seed Polycomb Group pathway 

involved in the control of seed development in Arabidopsis thaliana. Development 131: 2971-

2981 

 

Gyula P, Schafer E, Nagy F (2003) Light perception and signalling in higher plants. Curr Opin 

Plant Biol 6: 446-452 

 

Hajela RK, Horvath DP, Gilmour SJ, Thomashow MF (1990) Molecular-Cloning and Expression 

of Cor (Cold-Regulated) Genes in Arabidopsis-Thaliana. Plant physiology 93: 1246-1252 

 

Harmer SL (2009) The Circadian System in Higher Plants. Annual review of plant biology 60: 

357-377 

 

Harper SM, Neil LC, Gardner KH (2003) Structural basis of a phototropin light switch. Science 

301: 1541-1544 

 

He GM, Elling AA, Deng XW (2011) The Epigenome and Plant Development. Annual Review of 

Plant Biology, Vol 62 62: 411-435 

 

He YH (2012) Chromatin regulation of flowering. Trends Plant Sci 17: 556-562 

 

Hedden P, Proebsting WM (1999) Genetic analysis of gibberellin biosynthesis. Plant physiology 

119: 365-370 

 

Heide OM (1993) Daylength and Thermal Time Responses of Budburst during Dormancy 

Release in Some Northern Deciduous Trees. Physiol Plantarum 88: 531-540 

 

Hennig L, Derkacheva M (2009) Diversity of Polycomb group complexes in plants: same rules, 

different players? Trends Genet 25: 414-423 



59 

 

Ho KK, Zhang H, Golden BL, Ogas J (2013) PICKLE is a CHD subfamily II ATP-dependent 

chromatin remodeling factor. Bba-Gene Regul Mech 1829: 199-210 

 

Horvath DP, Anderson JV, Chao WS, Foley ME (2003) Knowing when to grow: signals 

regulating bud dormancy. Trends Plant Sci 8: 534-540 

 

Hsu CY, Adams JP, Kim HJ, No K, Ma CP, Strauss SH, Drnevich J, Vandervelde L, Ellis JD, 

Rice BM, Wickett N, Gunter LE, Tuskan GA, Brunner AM, Page GP, Barakat A, Carlson JE, 

dePamphilis CW, Luthe DS, Yuceer C (2011) FLOWERING LOCUS T duplication 

coordinates reproductive and vegetative growth in perennial poplar. Proceedings of the 

National Academy of Sciences of the United States of America 108: 10756-10761 

 

Hsu CY, Adams JP, No K, Liang HY, Meilan R, Pechanova O, Barakat A, Carlson JE, Page GP, 

Yuceer C (2012) Overexpression of Constans Homologs CO1 and CO2 Fails to Alter Normal 

Reproductive Onset and Fall Bud Set in Woody Perennial Poplar. Plos One 7 

 

Huang W, Perez-Garcia P, Pokhilko A, Millar AJ, Antoshechkin I, Riechmann JL, Mas P (2012) 

Mapping the Core of the Arabidopsis Circadian Clock Defines the Network Structure of the 

Oscillator. Science 336: 75-79 

 

Ibanez C, Kozarewa I, Johansson M, Ogren E, Rohde A, Eriksson ME (2010) Circadian Clock 

Components Regulate Entry and Affect Exit of Seasonal Dormancy as Well as Winter 

Hardiness in Populus Trees. Plant physiology 153: 1823-1833 

 

Ietswaart R, Wu Z, Dean C (2012) Flowering time control: another window to the connection 

between antisense RNA and chromatin. Trends Genet 28: 445-453 

 

Ingvarsson PK, Garcia MV, Hall D, Luquez V, Jansson S (2006) Clinal variation in phyB2, a 

candidate gene for day-length-induced growth cessation and bud set, across a latitudinal 

gradient in European aspen (Populus tremula). Genetics 172: 1845-1853 

 

Jaeger KE, Pullen N, Lamzin S, Morris RJ, Wigge PA (2013) Interlocking feedback loops govern 

the dynamic behavior of the floral transition in Arabidopsis. Plant Cell 25: 820-833 

 

Jaglo-Ottosen KR, Gilmour SJ, Zarka DG, Schabenberger O, Thomashow MF (1998) 

Arabidopsis CBF1 overexpression induces COR genes and enhances freezing tolerance. 

Science 280: 104-106 

 

Jansson S, Douglas CJ (2007) Populus: A model system for plant biology. Annual review of plant 

biology 58: 435-458 

 



60 

Johanson U, West J, Lister C, Michaels S, Amasino R, Dean C (2000) Molecular analysis of 

FRIGIDA, a major determinant of natural variation in Arabidopsis flowering time. Science 

290: 344-347 

 

Junttila O, Hanninen H (2012) The minimum temperature for budburst in Betula depends on the 

state of dormancy. Tree Physiol 32: 337-345 

 

Junttila O, Olsen JE, Nilsen J, Martinussen I, Moritz T, Eriksson M, Olsson O, Sandberg G 

(1997) Phytochrome overexpression and cold hardiness in transgenic populus. Plant Cold 

Hardiness: 245-255 

 

Kardailsky I, Shukla VK, Ahn JH, Dagenais N, Christensen SK, Nguyen JT, Chory J, Harrison 

MJ, Weigel D (1999) Activation tagging of the floral inducer FT. Science 286: 1962-1965 

 

Karlberg A, Bako L, Bhalerao RP (2011) Short Day-Mediated Cessation of Growth Requires the 

Downregulation of AINTEGUMENTALIKE1 Transcription Factor in Hybrid Aspen. Plos 

Genet 7 

 

Karlberg A, Englund M, Petterle A, Molnar G, Sjodin A, Bako L, Bhalerao RP (2010) Analysis 

of global changes in gene expression during activity-dormancy cycle in hybrid aspen apex. 

Plant Biotechnol 27: 1-16 

 

Karlgren A, Gyllenstrand N, Clapham D, Lagercrantz U (2013) FLOWERING LOCUS 

T/TERMINAL FLOWER1-Like Genes Affect Growth Rhythm and Bud Set in Norway 

Spruce. Plant physiology 163: 792-803 

 

Kaufmann K, Wellmer F, Muino JM, Ferrier T, Wuest SE, Kumar V, Serrano-Mislata A, 

Madueno F, Krajewski P, Meyerowitz EM, Angenent GC, Riechmann JL (2010) 

Orchestration of floral initiation by APETALA1. Science 328: 85-89 

 

Kim DH, Sung S (2012) Environmentally coordinated epigenetic silencing of FLC by protein and 

long noncoding RNA components. Curr Opin Plant Biol 15: 51-56 

 

Kim TH, Bohmer M, Hu HH, Nishimura N, Schroeder JI (2010) Guard Cell Signal Transduction 

Network: Advances in Understanding Abscisic Acid, CO2, and Ca2+ Signaling. Annual 

Review of Plant Biology, Vol 61 61: 561-591 

 

Kobayashi Y, Kaya H, Goto K, Iwabuchi M, Araki T (1999) A pair of related genes with 

antagonistic roles in mediating flowering signals. Science 286: 1960-1962 

 

Kobayashi Y, Weigel D (2007) Move on up, it's time for change - mobile signals controlling 

photoperiod-dependent flowering. Gene Dev 21: 2371-2384 

 



61 

Kohler C, Hennig L (2010) Regulation of cell identity by plant Polycomb and trithorax group 

proteins. Curr Opin Genet Dev 20: 541-547 

 

Kohler C, Hennig L, Bouveret R, Gheyselinck J, Grossniklaus U, Gruissem W (2003) 

Arabidopsis MSI1 is a component of the MEA/FIE Polycomb group complex and required for 

seed development. Embo J 22: 4804-4814 

 

Kohler C, Villar CBR (2008) Programming of gene expression by Polycomb group proteins. 

Trends Cell Biol 18: 236-243 

 

Kohler C, Wolff P, Spillane C (2012) Epigenetic mechanisms underlying genomic imprinting in 

plants. Annual review of plant biology 63: 331-352 

 

Koornneef M, Bentsink L, Hilhorst H (2002) Seed dormancy and germination. Curr Opin Plant 

Biol 5: 33-36 

 

Koornneef M, Meinke D (2010) The development of Arabidopsis as a model plant. Plant J 61: 

909-921 

 

Kozarewa I, Ibanez C, Johansson M, Ogren E, Mozley D, Nylander E, Chono M, Moritz T, 

Eriksson ME (2010) Alteration of PHYA expression change circadian rhythms and timing of 

bud set in Populus. Plant Mol Biol 73: 143-156 

 

Kucera B, Cohn MA, Leubner-Metzger G (2005) Plant hormone interactions during seed 

dormancy release and germination. Seed Sci Res 15: 281-307 

 

Lafon-Placette C, Kohler C (2014) Embryo and endosperm, partners in seed development. Curr 

Opin Plant Biol 17: 64-69 

 

Lang GA, Early JD, Martin GC, Darnell RL (1987) Endodormancy, Paradormancy, and 

Ecodormancy - Physiological Terminology and Classification for Dormancy Research. 

Hortscience 22: 371-377 

 

Law JA, Jacobsen SE (2009) Dynamic DNA Methylation. Science 323: 1568-1569 

 

Lee R, Baldwin S, Kenel F, McCallum J, Macknight R (2013) FLOWERING LOCUS T genes 

control onion bulb formation and flowering. Nat Commun 4 

 

Leida C, Conesa A, Llacer G, Badenes ML, Rios G (2012) Histone modifications and expression 

of DAM6 gene in peach are modulated during bud dormancy release in a cultivar-dependent 

manner. The New phytologist 193: 67-80 

 

Leopold AC (1951) Photoperiodism in plants. The Quarterly review of biology 26: 247-263 



62 

 

Leroy O, Hennig L, Breuninger H, Laux T, Kohler C (2007) Polycomb group proteins function in 

the female gametophyte to determine seed development in plants. Development 134: 3639-

3648 

 

Leung J, Merlot S, Giraudat J (1997) The Arabidopsis ABSCISIC ACID-INSENSITIVE2 (ABI2) 

and ABI1 genes encode homologous protein phosphatases 2C involved in abscisic acid signal 

transduction. Plant Cell 9: 759-771 

 

Levy A, Epel BL (2009) Cytology of the (1-3)-beta-Glucan (Callose) in Plasmodesmata and 

Sieve Plate Pores. Chemistry, Biochemistry, and Biology of (1-->3)-Beta-Glucans and Related 

Polysaccharides: 439-463 

 

Li CY, Junttila O, Ernstsen A, Heino P, Palva ET (2003) Photoperiodic control of growth, cold 

acclimation and dormancy development in silver birch (Betula pendula) ecotypes. Physiol 

Plantarum 117: 206-212 

 

Lin CT, Shalitin D (2003) Cryptochrome structure and signal transduction. Annual review of 

plant biology 54: 469-496 

 

Lin PC, Hwang SG, Endo A, Okamoto M, Koshiba T, Cheng WH (2007) Ectopic expression of 

ABSCISIC ACID 2/GLUCOSE INSENSITIVE 1 in Arabidopsis promotes seed dormancy 

and stress tolerance. Plant physiology 143: 745-758 

 

Liu Q, Kasuga M, Sakuma Y, Abe H, Miura S, Yamaguchi-Shinozaki K, Shinozaki K (1998) 

Two transcription factors, DREB1 and DREB2, with an EREBP/AP2 DNA binding domain 

separate two cellular signal transduction pathways in drought- and low-temperature-

responsive gene expression, respectively, in Arabidopsis. Plant Cell 10: 1391-1406 

 

Liu Y, Koornneef M, Soppe WJ (2007) The absence of histone H2B monoubiquitination in the 

Arabidopsis hub1 (rdo4) mutant reveals a role for chromatin remodeling in seed dormancy. 

Plant Cell 19: 433-444 

 

Luo M, Bilodeau P, Koltunow A, Dennis ES, Peacock WJ, Chaudhury AM (1999) Genes 

controlling fertilization-independent seed development in Arabidopsis thaliana. Proceedings 

of the National Academy of Sciences of the United States of America 96: 296-301 

 

Ma Y, Szostkiewicz I, Korte A, Moes D, Yang Y, Christmann A, Grill E (2009) Regulators of 

PP2C Phosphatase Activity Function as Abscisic Acid Sensors. Science 324: 1064-1068 

 

Matakiadis T, Alboresi A, Jikumaru Y, Tatematsu K, Pichon O, Renou JP, Kamiya Y, Nambara 

E, Truong HN (2009) The Arabidopsis abscisic acid catabolic gene CYP707A2 plays a key 

role in nitrate control of seed dormancy. Plant physiology 149: 949-960 



63 

 

Mathur PB (1947) Chemical composition of storage organs of plants; a factor in photoperiodism. 

Current science 16: 338 

 

McClung CR (2006) Plant circadian rhythms. Plant Cell 18: 792-803 

 

McClung CR (2009) Linking the Loops. Science 323: 1440-1441 

 

Michaels SD, Amasino RM (1999) FLOWERING LOCUS C encodes a novel MADS domain 

protein that acts as a repressor of flowering. Plant Cell 11: 949-956 

 

Mishra G, Zhang WH, Deng F, Zhao J, Wang XM (2006) A bifurcating pathway directs abscisic 

acid effects on stomatal closure and opening in Arabidopsis. Science 312: 264-266 

 

Mizoguchi T, Wheatley K, Hanzawa Y, Wright L, Mizoguchi M, Song HR, Carre IA, Coupland 

G (2002) LHY and CCA1 are partially redundant genes required to maintain circadian 

rhythms in Arabidopsis. Dev Cell 2: 629-641 

 

Mizukami Y, Fischer RL (2000) Plant organ size control: AINTEGUMENTA regulates growth 

and cell numbers during organogenesis. Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences of 

the United States of America 97: 942-947 

 

Mohamed R, Wang CT, Ma C, Shevchenko O, Dye SJ, Puzey JR, Etherington E, Sheng XY, 

Meilan R, Strauss SH, Brunner AM (2010) Populus CEN/TFL1 regulates first onset of 

flowering, axillary meristem identity and dormancy release in Populus. Plant J 62: 674-688 

 

Myking T, Heide OM (1995) Dormancy Release and Chilling Requirement of Buds of Latitudinal 

Ecotypes of Betula-Pendula and B-Pubescens. Tree Physiol 15: 697-704 

 

Mylne JS, Barrett L, Tessadori F, Mesnage S, Johnson L, Bernatavichute YV, Jacobsen SE, 

Fransz P, Dean C (2006) LHP1, the Arabidopsis homologue of HETEROCHROMATIN 

PROTEIN1, is required for epigenetic silencing of FLC. Proceedings of the National 

Academy of Sciences of the United States of America 103: 5012-5017 

 

Nagel DH, Kay SA (2012) Complexity in the wiring and regulation of plant circadian networks. 

Current biology : CB 22: R648-657 

 

Nagy F, Schafer E (2002) Phytochromes control photomorphogenesis by differentially regulated, 

interacting signaling pathways in higher plants. Annual review of plant biology 53: 329-355 

 

Navarro C, Abelenda JA, Cruz-Oro E, Cuellar CA, Tamaki S, Silva J, Shimamoto K, Prat S 

(2011) Control of flowering and storage organ formation in potato by FLOWERING LOCUS 

T. Nature 478: 119-U132 



64 

 

Nekrasov M, Wild B, Muller J (2005) Nucleosome binding and histone methyltransferase activity 

of Drosophila PRC2. Embo Rep 6: 348-353 

 

Nitsch JP (1957) Photoperiodism in woody plants. Proc Am Soc Hort Sci 70: 526-544 

 

Niwa M, Daimon Y, Kurotani K, Higo A, Pruneda-Paz JL, Breton G, Mitsuda N, Kay SA, Ohme-

Takagi M, Endo M, Araki T (2013) BRANCHED1 Interacts with FLOWERING LOCUS T to 

Repress the Floral Transition of the Axillary Meristems in Arabidopsis. Plant Cell 25: 1228-

1242 

 

Oktaba K, Gutierrez L, Gagneur J, Girardot C, Sengupta AK, Furlong EEM, Muller J (2008) 

Dynamic Regulation by Polycomb Group Protein Complexes Controls Pattern Formation and 

the Cell Cycle in Drosophila. Dev Cell 15: 877-889 

 

Olsen JE, Jensen E, Junttila O, Moritz T (1995a) Photoperiodic Control of Endogenous 

Gibberellins in Seedlings of Salix Pentandra. Physiol Plantarum 93: 639-644 

 

Olsen JE, Junttila O, Moritz T (1995b) A localised decrease of GA(1) in shoot tips of Salix 

pentandra seedlings precedes cessation of shoot elongation under short photoperiod. Physiol 

Plantarum 95: 627-632 

 

Olsen JE, Junttila O, Nilsen J, Eriksson ME, Martinussen I, Olsson O, Sandberg G, Moritz T 

(1997) Ectopic expression of oat phytochrome A in hybrid aspen changes critical daylength 

for growth and prevents cold acclimatization. Plant J 12: 1339-1350 

 

Park SY, Fung P, Nishimura N, Jensen DR, Fujii H, Zhao Y, Lumba S, Santiago J, Rodrigues A, 

Chow TFF, Alfred SE, Bonetta D, Finkelstein R, Provart NJ, Desveaux D, Rodriguez PL, 

McCourt P, Zhu JK, Schroeder JI, Volkman BF, Cutler SR (2009) Abscisic Acid Inhibits 

Type 2C Protein Phosphatases via the PYR/PYL Family of START Proteins. Science 324: 

1068-1071 

 

Pauley SS (1954) Variation in Time of Break of Dormancy among Altitudinal Ecotypes of 

Populus-Trichocarpa. Genetics 39: 986-987 

 

Petterle A, Karlberg A, Bhalerao RP (2013) Daylength mediated control of seasonal growth 

patterns in perennial trees. Curr Opin Plant Biol 16: 301-306 

 

Pfeifer A, Mathes T, Lu YH, Hegemann P, Kottke T (2010) Blue Light Induces Global and 

Localized Conformational Changes in the Kinase Domain of Full-Length Phototropin. 

Biochemistry-Us 49: 1024-1032 

 



65 

Pokhilko A, Fernandez AP, Edwards KD, Southern MM, Halliday KJ, Millar AJ (2012) The 

clock gene circuit in Arabidopsis includes a repressilator with additional feedback loops. Mol 

Syst Biol 8 

 

Puhakainen T, Li CY, Boije-Malm M, Kangasjarvi J, Heino P, Palva ET (2004) Short-day 

potentiation of low temperature-induced gene expression of a C-repeat-binding factor-

controlled gene during cold acclimation in silver birch. Plant physiology 136: 4299-4307 

 

Putterill J, Robson F, Lee K, Simon R, Coupland G (1995) The CONSTANS gene of Arabidopsis 

promotes flowering and encodes a protein showing similarities to zinc finger transcription 

factors. Cell 80: 847-857 

 

Ramos A, Perez-Solis E, Ibanez C, Casado R, Collada C, Gomez L, Aragoncillo C, Allona I 

(2005) Winter disruption of the circadian clock in chestnut. Proceedings of the National 

Academy of Sciences of the United States of America 102: 7037-7042 

 

Raz V, Bergervoet JH, Koornneef M (2001) Sequential steps for developmental arrest in 

Arabidopsis seeds. Development 128: 243-252 

 

Resman L, Howe G, Jonsen D, Englund M, Druart N, Schrader J, Antti H, Skinner J, Sjodin A, 

Chen T, Bhalerao RP (2010) Components Acting Downstream of Short Day Perception 

Regulate Differential Cessation of Cambial Activity and Associated Responses in Early and 

Late Clones of Hybrid Poplar. Plant physiology 154: 1294-1303 

 

Rinne PLH, Kaikuranta PM, van der Schoot C (2001) The shoot apical meristem restores its 

symplasmic organization during chilling-induced release from dormancy. Plant J 26: 249-264 

 

Rinne PLH, van der Schoot C (1998) Symplasmic fields in the tunica of the shoot apical meristem 

coordinate morphogenetic events. Development 125: 1477-1485 

 

Rinne PLH, Welling A, Vahala J, Ripel L, Ruonala R, Kangasjarvi J, van der Schoot C (2011) 

Chilling of Dormant Buds Hyperinduces FLOWERING LOCUS T and Recruits GA-

Inducible 1,3-beta-Glucanases to Reopen Signal Conduits and Release Dormancy in Populus. 

Plant Cell 23: 130-146 

 

Rios G, Leida C, Conejero A, Badenes ML (2014) Epigenetic regulation of bud dormancy events 

in perennial plants. Frontiers in plant science 5: 247 

 

Rohde A, Bhalerao RP (2007) Plant dormancy in the perennial context. Trends Plant Sci 12: 217-

223 

 



66 

Rohde A, Prinsen E, De Rycke R, Engler G, Van Montagu M, Boerjan W (2002) PtABI3 

impinges on the growth and differentiation of embryonic leaves during bud set in poplar. (vol 

14, pg 1885, 2002). Plant Cell 14: 2975-2975 

 

Rohde A, Ruttink T, Hostyn V, Sterck L, Van Driessche K, Boerjan W (2007) Gene expression 

during the induction, maintenance, and release of dormancy in apical buds of poplar. J Exp 

Bot 58: 4047-4060 

 

Romera-Branchat M, Andres F, Coupland G (2014) Flowering responses to seasonal cues: what's 

new? Curr Opin Plant Biol 21C: 120-127 

 

Ruonala R, Rinne PL, Kangasjarvi J, van der Schoot C (2008) CENL1 expression in the rib 

meristem affects stem elongation and the transition to dormancy in Populus. Plant Cell 20: 

59-74 

 

Ruonala R, Rinne PLH, Baghour M, Moritz T, Tuominen H, Kangasjarvi J (2006) Transitions in 

the functioning of the shoot apical meristem in birch (Betula pendula) involve ethylene. Plant 

J 46: 628-640 

 

Ruttink T, Arend M, Morreel K, Storme V, Rombauts S, Fromm J, Bhalerao RP, Boerjan W, 

Rohde A (2007) A molecular timetable for apical bud formation and dormancy induction in 

poplar. Plant Cell 19: 2370-2390 

 

Saleh A, Al-Abdallat A, Ndamukong I, Alvarez-Venegas R, Avramova Z (2007) The Arabidopsis 

homologs of trithorax (ATX1) and enhancer of zeste (CLF) establish 'bivalent chromatin 

marks' at the silent AGAMOUS locus. Nucleic Acids Res 35: 6290-6296 

 

Schwartz YB, Pirrotta V (2007) Polycomb silencing mechanisms and the management of 

genomic programmes. Nature Reviews Genetics 8: 9-22 

 

Shao ZH, Raible F, Mollaaghababa R, Guyon JR, Wu CT, Bender W, Kingston RE (1999) 

Stabilization of chromatin structure by PRC1, a polycomb complex. Cell 98: 37-46 

 

Shinwari ZK, Nakashima K, Miura S, Kasuga M, Seki M, Yamaguchi-Shinozaki K, Shinozaki K 

(1998) An Arabidopsis gene family encoding DRE/CRT binding proteins involved in low-

temperature-responsive gene expression. Biochem Bioph Res Co 250: 161-170 

 

Simpson C, Thomas C, Findlay K, Bayer E, Maule AJ (2009) An Arabidopsis GPI-anchor 

plasmodesmal neck protein with callose binding activity and potential to regulate cell-to-cell 

trafficking. Plant Cell 21: 581-594 

 

Smaczniak C, Immink RG, Muino JM, Blanvillain R, Busscher M, Busscher-Lange J, Dinh QD, 

Liu S, Westphal AH, Boeren S, Parcy F, Xu L, Carles CC, Angenent GC, Kaufmann K (2012) 



67 

Characterization of MADS-domain transcription factor complexes in Arabidopsis flower 

development. Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences of the United States of 

America 109: 1560-1565 

 

Stockinger EJ, Gilmour SJ, Thomashow MF (1997) Arabidopsis thaliana CBF1 encodes an AP2 

domain-containing transcriptional activator that binds to the C-repeat/DRE, a cis-acting DNA 

regulatory element that stimulates transcription in response to low temperature and water 

deficit. Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences of the United States of America 94: 

1035-1040 

 

Suarez-Lopez P, Wheatley K, Robson F, Onouchi H, Valverde F, Coupland G (2001) 

CONSTANS mediates between the circadian clock and the control of flowering in 

Arabidopsis. Nature 410: 1116-1120 

 

Sundstrom JF, Nakayama N, Glimelius K, Irish VF (2006) Direct regulation of the floral 

homeotic APETALA1 gene by APETALA3 and PISTILLATA in Arabidopsis. Plant J 46: 

593-600 

 

Sung SB, Amasino RM (2004) Vernalization in Arabidopsis thaliana is mediated by the PHD 

finger protein VIN3. Nature 427: 159-164 

 

Swiezewski S, Liu F, Magusin A, Dean C (2009) Cold-induced silencing by long antisense 

transcripts of an Arabidopsis Polycomb target. Nature 462: 799-802 

 

Tallis MJ, Lin Y, Rogers A, Zhang J, Street NR, Miglietta F, Karnosky DF, De Angelis P, 

Calfapietra C, Taylor G (2010) The transcriptome of Populus in elevated CO reveals increased 

anthocyanin biosynthesis during delayed autumnal senescence. The New phytologist 186: 415-

428 

 

Taoka K, Ohki I, Tsuji H, Furuita K, Hayashi K, Yanase T, Yamaguchi M, Nakashima C, 

Purwestri YA, Tamaki S, Ogaki Y, Shimada C, Nakagawa A, Kojima C, Shimamoto K (2011) 

14-3-3 proteins act as intracellular receptors for rice Hd3a florigen. Nature 476: 332-U397 

 

Thomas CL, Bayer EM, Ritzenthaler C, Fernandez-Calvino L, Maule AJ (2008) Specific 

targeting of a plasmodesmal protein affecting cell-to-cell communication. PLoS biology 6: e7 

 

Thomashow MF (1999) PLANT COLD ACCLIMATION: Freezing Tolerance Genes and 

Regulatory Mechanisms. Annual review of plant physiology and plant molecular biology 50: 

571-599 

 

Tsuji H, Nakamura H, Taoka K, Shimamoto K (2013a) Functional Diversification of FD 

Transcription Factors in Rice, Components of Florigen Activation Complexes. Plant Cell 

Physiol 54: 385-397 



68 

 

Tsuji H, Taoka K, Shimamoto K (2011) Regulation of flowering in rice: two florigen genes, a 

complex gene network, and natural variation. Curr Opin Plant Biol 14: 45-52 

 

Tsuji H, Taoka K, Shimamoto K (2013b) Florigen in rice: complex gene network for florigen 

transcription, florigen activation complex, and multiple functions. Curr Opin Plant Biol 16: 

228-235 

 

Turck F, Roudier F, Farrona S, Martin-Magniette ML, Guillaume E, Buisine N, Gagnot S, 

Martienssen RA, Coupland G, Colot V (2007) Arabidopsis TFL2/LHP1 specifically 

associates with genes marked by trimethylation of histone H3 lysine 27. Plos Genet 3: 855-

866 

 

Tuskan GA, DiFazio S, Jansson S, Bohlmann J, Grigoriev I, Hellsten U, Putnam N, Ralph S, 

Rombauts S, Salamov A, Schein J, Sterck L, Aerts A, Bhalerao RR, Bhalerao RP, Blaudez D, 

Boerjan W, Brun A, Brunner A, Busov V, Campbell M, Carlson J, Chalot M, Chapman J, 

Chen GL, Cooper D, Coutinho PM, Couturier J, Covert S, Cronk Q, Cunningham R, Davis J, 

Degroeve S, Dejardin A, Depamphilis C, Detter J, Dirks B, Dubchak I, Duplessis S, Ehlting J, 

Ellis B, Gendler K, Goodstein D, Gribskov M, Grimwood J, Groover A, Gunter L, Hamberger 

B, Heinze B, Helariutta Y, Henrissat B, Holligan D, Holt R, Huang W, Islam-Faridi N, Jones 

S, Jones-Rhoades M, Jorgensen R, Joshi C, Kangasjarvi J, Karlsson J, Kelleher C, Kirkpatrick 

R, Kirst M, Kohler A, Kalluri U, Larimer F, Leebens-Mack J, Leple JC, Locascio P, Lou Y, 

Lucas S, Martin F, Montanini B, Napoli C, Nelson DR, Nelson C, Nieminen K, Nilsson O, 

Pereda V, Peter G, Philippe R, Pilate G, Poliakov A, Razumovskaya J, Richardson P, Rinaldi 

C, Ritland K, Rouze P, Ryaboy D, Schmutz J, Schrader J, Segerman B, Shin H, Siddiqui A, 

Sterky F, Terry A, Tsai CJ, Uberbacher E, Unneberg P, Vahala J, Wall K, Wessler S, Yang G, 

Yin T, Douglas C, Marra M, Sandberg G, Van de Peer Y, Rokhsar D (2006) The genome of 

black cottonwood, Populus trichocarpa (Torr. & Gray). Science 313: 1596-1604 

 

Uemura M, Gilmour SJ, Thomashow MF, Steponkus PL (1996) Effects of COR6.6 and 

COR15am polypeptides encoded by COR (cold-regulated) genes of Arabidopsis thaliana on 

the freeze-induced fusion and leakage of liposomes. Plant physiology 111: 313-327 

 

Uemura M, Joseph RA, Steponkus PL (1995) Cold Acclimation of Arabidopsis thaliana (Effect 

on Plasma Membrane Lipid Composition and Freeze-Induced Lesions). Plant physiology 109: 

15-30 

 

Umezawa T, Nakashima K, Miyakawa T, Kuromori T, Tanokura M, Shinozaki K, Yamaguchi-

Shinozaki K (2010) Molecular Basis of the Core Regulatory Network in ABA Responses: 

Sensing, Signaling and Transport. Plant Cell Physiol 51: 1821-1839 

 

Uno Y, Furihata T, Abe H, Yoshida R, Shinozaki K, Yamaguchi-Shinozaki K (2000) Arabidopsis 

basic leucine zipper transcription factors involved in an abscisic acid-dependent signal 



69 

transduction pathway under drought and high-salinity conditions. Proceedings of the National 

Academy of Sciences of the United States of America 97: 11632-11637 

 

Valverde F, Mouradov A, Soppe W, Ravenscroft D, Samach A, Coupland G (2004) 

Photoreceptor regulation of CONSTANS protein in photoperiodic flowering. Science 303: 

1003-1006 

 

Vinson C, Acharya A, Taparowsky EJ (2006) Deciphering B-ZIP transcription factor interactions 

in vitro and in vivo. Bba-Gene Struct Expr 1759: 4-12 

 

Walter M, Chaban C, Schutze K, Batistic O, Weckermann K, Nake C, Blazevic D, Grefen C, 

Schumacher K, Oecking C, Harter K, Kudla J (2004) Visualization of protein interactions in 

living plant cells using bimolecular fluorescence complementation. Plant J 40: 428-438 

 

Wang H, Wang L, Erdjument-Bromage H, Vidal M, Tempst P, Jones RS, Zhang Y (2004) Role of 

histone H2A ubiquitination in Polycomb silencing. Nature 431: 873-878 

 

Webb MS, Steponkus PL (1993) Freeze-Induced Membrane Ultrastructural Alterations in Rye 

(Secale cereale) Leaves. Plant physiology 101: 955-963 

 

Weiser CJ (1970) Cold Resistance and Injury in Woody Plants: Knowledge of hardy plant 

adaptations to freezing stress may help us to reduce winter damage. Science 169: 1269-1278 

 

Welling A, Moritz T, Palva ET, Junttila O (2002) Independent activation of cold acclimation by 

low temperature and short photoperiod in hybrid aspen. Plant physiology 129: 1633-1641 

 

Welling A, Palva ET (2008) Involvement of CBF transcription factors in winter hardiness in 

birch. Plant physiology 147: 1199-1211 

 

Welling A, Rinne P, Vihera-Aarnio A, Kontunen-Soppela S, Heino P, Palva ET (2004) 

Photoperiod and temperature differentially regulate the expression of two dehydrin genes 

during overwintering of birch (Betula pubescens Ehrh.). J Exp Bot 55: 507-516 

 

Wigge PA, Kim MC, Jaeger KE, Busch W, Schmid M, Lohmann JU, Weigel D (2005) 

Integration of spatial and temporal information during floral induction in Arabidopsis. Science 

309: 1056-1059 

 

Wisniewski M, Close TJ, Artlip T, Arora R (1996) Seasonal patterns of dehydrins and 70-kDa 

heat-shock proteins in bark tissues of eight species of woody plants. Physiol Plantarum 96: 

496-505 

 



70 

Wolkers WF, McCready S, Brandt WF, Lindsey GG, Hoekstra FA (2001) Isolation and 

characterization of a D-7 LEA protein from pollen that stabilizes glasses in vitro. Bba-Protein 

Struct M 1544: 196-206 

 

Yeh KC, Lagarias JC (1998) Eukaryotic phytochromes: light-regulated serine/threonine protein 

kinases with histidine kinase ancestry. Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences of 

the United States of America 95: 13976-13981 

 

Yordanov YS, Ma C, Strauss SH, Busov VB (2014) EARLY BUD-BREAK 1 (EBB1) is a 

regulator of release from seasonal dormancy in poplar trees. Proceedings of the National 

Academy of Sciences of the United States of America 111: 10001-10006 

 

Yoshida N, Yanai Y, Chen LJ, Kato Y, Hiratsuka J, Miwa T, Sung ZR, Takahashi S (2001) 

EMBRYONIC FLOWER2, a novel polycomb group protein homolog, mediates shoot 

development and flowering in Arabidopsis. Plant Cell 13: 2471-2481 

 

Zhong R, McCarthy RL, Lee C, Ye ZH (2011) Dissection of the transcriptional program 

regulating secondary wall biosynthesis during wood formation in poplar. Plant physiology 

157: 1452-1468 

 

Zhu D, Rosa S, Dean C (2014) Nuclear Organization Changes and the Epigenetic Silencing of 

FLC during Vernalization. Journal of molecular biology 

 

 

 
 
 



71 

Acknowledgments 

It has been quite a journey for me (sometimes bumpy road), but finally I am 
happy to reach the goal. It seems that it is the most difficult part to write, 
however I will give a try…There are many people who should be 
acknowledged here and I apologize if I forgot about someone. It was not 
deliberate action.  
 
Foremost I would like to thank my supervisor Rishi, for giving me opportunity 
to pursuit a PhD in his group. It was very interesting experience and I really 
benefited from working with you and I learnt a lot. Thank you for designing 
these interesting projects and thank you for your support during all this time 
here at UPSC. 
 
Thank you to group members of Rishi (current and former).  Special thanks for 
Gergo a.k.a. Kovacs  for huge support in the lab and for our endless 
discussion about flowering, sport, politics and life. It was nice to have you 
around. I hope you will become one day a group leader, because you simply 
deserve it. Big thank you to my both “mothers of poplar” Anna Karlberg and 
Anna Pettrle. Thanks for support and being around when I needed help. Thank 
you for kindness and commitment and for all discussions we had. Delphine for 
every help in the lab and for inviting us every year to watch Melodiefestivalen. 
That was always nicely and well spent time (Björn Renelid-Mirakel will thrive 
in my life). Kristoffer, thank you for being nice buddy and for helping me with 
images. It was always nice to talk to you about science and many different 
topics completely unrelated to science. Good luck with your thesis!!! Pali, for 
being always helpful in the lab and for our endless discussion during potting 
poplars (it had to be at least thousands trees). Azeez for our discussion and 
our two articles together. 
 



72 

Thank you to my office mates. Ingela, it was very nice to sit with you in the 
same office. Thanks for our little talks about Sweden (it was always very 
helpful input) and for practicing Swedish with me TACK (even though my 
Svenska är dålig)!! I am happy that you enjoy your visit in Krakow!! Thanks to 
Alfredo and Mateusz for nice atmosphere!! Good luck for the future!! 
Thank you to former group members of Grebe’s group. Christian for being 
such a positive and always smiling man and simply for being good and honest 
friend. I will always remember your help given when I dislocated my shoulder. 
Thanks!! And I hope you will come to see speedway match one day!! Stefano, 
thanks for our basketball games (I will always remember you as Fučka when it 
comes to basketball). Thomas, thanks for everything it was nice to meet you 
and always enjoyable to talk to you. 
Sacha, thanks for our discussion (especially political ones). It was always 
pleasure to interact with you. I wish you good luck with your scientific career. 
Jakob P, thanks for our talks and it was always good to joke about anything 
with you. Good luck as a teacher!! Thanks to Benijamin and Christine!! 
Thank you Siamsa for many interesting talks during lunches and for being nice 
person to talk to. 
Thank to Alfonso for our early morning talks about life and career thoughts. It 
was always interesting to talk to you. I will always envy your language skills!! 
Thanks to all technicians, without whom this work would not be possible. 
Marie, Veronica and Verena for taking care of my plants (I know there were 
many of them). Inga-Britt for being such a nice person to talk. Kjell (you were 
fantastic person to work with and it is very sad you are not with us anymore), 
Leonore (thanks for indroducing me into TEM life). 
 
Thanks to Hannele for creating and managing BioImprove program. It was 
very nice experience to be part of it. Special thanks to all BioImprove PhD 
students: Melis, Sacha, Amir, Ogonna, Henrik, Prashant and David. Good luck 
to all of you!! 
Special thanks to Polish mafia: Marta (to dzieki Tobie znalazlem sie w 
Umeå), Agnieszka, Paulina, Mateusz. Dzieki, za nasze wspolne dyskusje na 
rozne tematy i za wszelaka pomoc od Was. Powodzenia!! 
I would like to thank to my both families. Dziekuje moim rodzicom oraz 
Tolkowi i Dance, Paulinie z Maryska i calej rodzinie Kozakow!!! 
Last but definitely not least, finally I would like to express my gratitude to my 
wife Weronika and little Pola (Lusia). Dziekuje kochanie, ze bylas ze mna w 
tych najtrudnieszych momentach, kiedy chcialem zrezygnowac. Dziekuje Ci za 
wsparcie i za to, ze zawsze we mnie wierzylas i bylas moja inspiracja. 
Dziekuje Ci za nasza mala Pole (ktora skradla mi czesc serca, ktore w calosci 



73 

nalezy do Ciebie, ale pewnie jej to wybaczysz) i za to, ze jestes 
najcudowniejsza kobieta jaka spotkalem na mojej drodze, na drodze ktora chce 
przejsc wspolnie z TOBA!!! Kocham Cie na zawsze!! Dziekuje Ci za te 
wszystkie wspolnie spedzone chwile. Z Toba nigdy nie jest nudno i juz mnie 
nie dziwi, ze myslimy o tym samym w tej samej chwili  (you know what I 
mean!!! LOVE!!!).  


