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INTRODUCTION

Unlike animals, plant growth occurring through�
out the entire life of the plant organism is a continuous
postembryonic process based on the cell division and
an increase of cell sizes. However, with regard to plants
more appropriate to consider not simply the regula�
tion of cell division but to mean cell proliferation,
including the control of the mitotic cycle itself, as well
as a programmed cell cycle output and its subsequent
reactivation. In fact, various types of the cell cycle
(endomitosis, endoreduplication, etc.) together with
both cell differentiation and death are the features that
determine plant growth and development. These pro�
cesses, being considered at the cellular level, should be
associated with specific programs of plant develop�
ment.

Disturbances in plant cell proliferation can have
serious consequences, even though the plants are
rather stable to changes at the level of cell cycle regu�
lators. The study of genes encoding proteins that con�
trol the cell cycle, the role of phytohormones and their
receptors, as well as hormone signal transduction
pathways now acquired a significant extent. It became
evident that a multicomponent regulatory system is
responsible for the cell cycle progression, which
includes controlled transcription, protein–protein
interactions, phosphorylation/dephosphorylation,
and protein degradation [1–3]. In this mini�review, an
analysis of the literature on the molecular mechanisms
controlling plant cell proliferation by phytohormones
is presented.

MECHANISMS OF CELL CYCLE 
REGULATION

Like in all other eukaryotes, plant cell division
includes the phases of DNA replication and segrega�
tion: S�phase (S) and mitosis (M). Between them
there are two gaps, G1 and G2: G1 is the interval time
between M and S, whereas G2 – between S and M. In
order each daughter cell received similar set of the
inherited material, G1/S and G2/M transitions
should be controlled. The main regulators of these
transitions are Ser/Thr cyclin�dependent protein
kinases (CDK), which are activated by binding to the
regulatory proteins cyclins (CYC) (table).

In Arabidopsis, seven classes of CDK are distin�
guished (from A to G) on the basis of sequence simi�
larities in domains of CYC binding [4]. In all eukary�
otes, CDKA are the main regulators of G1/S and
G2/M transitions (table); they have a conserved
PSTAIRE CYC�binding motif [4, 5]. CDKB kinases,
detected only in plants [6], bind CYC with a
PPTA/TLRE motif and operate almost exclusively
during G2/M transition [7]. The members of CDKD
and CDKF classes are closer in their structure and
functions to CDK�Activating protein Kinases CAK
[5, 8]. So far, there is no information regarding sites of
CDKE, CDKC, and CDKG functioning.

As distinct from CDK, cyclins operate essentially
only in dividing cells, and their content changes dur�
ing the cell cycle. In most CYCs, there is a sequence of
100 amino acid residues (cyclin box, C�box) required
for binding to CDK and also a Destruction box
(D�box) sequence determining a possibility of ubiq�
uitination, which results in a rapid proteolytic CYC
degradation [9].

As compared to animals possessing 13 CYC classes
(A–L and T), the set of plant CYCs is less diverse;
nevertheless, in Arabidopsis, there are 40 various CYCs
[10]. Cyclins A and B are called as mitotic CYCs
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(table), because the peak of their expression is
observed during S/G2/M and G2/M transitions,
respectively, when the functions of their partners are
fulfilled by CDKA and CDKB [6]. Since molecules of
CYCA and CYCB comprise D�box, it is clear that
these cyclins are subjected to ubiquitin�dependent
proteolysis [5, 10].

The main regulators of G1/S transition are CYCD
with a LxCx(D/E) motif in their N�terminal region
for binding with Retinoblastoma�Related (RBR) pro�
tein and PEST motif providing for degradation in pro�
teasomes. Most often, CYCD partners are CDKA and
CDKB [5, 6, 11]. 

For successive progression of the cell cycle, the
active state of the CDK–CYC complexes is necessary.
The activity of these complexes is controlled by a
group of proteins with the common name CKI (CDK
Inhibitor). Among them are ICKs (Interactor/Inhibi�
tor of Cdc2 Kinase), which are evidently active during
both G1/S and G2/M transitions, although their
requirement for entering into S phase seems most
likely. In addition, in Arabidopsis there are seven CKI
proteins, which are named KRP (Kip�Related Pro�
tein) [12, 13]. Note that in the current literature, KRP
and ICK names are used as synonyms. All KRPs are
shown to inhibit kinase activities of the CYCD2–
CDKA and CYCD2–CDKB complexes; the extent of
inhibition depends on which of the seven individual
KRP proteins is functioning. It seems likely that KRPs
can function as negative regulators of both G1/S and
G2/M transitions. However, taking into account dif�
ferences in the degree of inactivation of kinases associ�
ated with CYCD2, it may be supposed that each KRP
protein has its own functions in the regulation of
CDK–CYC complex activity [6, 10, 14].

The activity of CDK–CYC complexes may be reg�
ulated by aforementioned CAK protein kinases, which
activate CDKs by specific phosphorylation on the
conserved Thr160 residue [15]. The essential role of
CAK as the activator of CDK–CYC complexes is
timed to the G1/S transition, but whether CAK func�
tion during G2/M transition is unclear [7, 16].

It is known that the functional activity of CDKs
providing for G2/M transition is under the negative
control of protein kinase WEE, whereas protein phos�
phatase CDC25 (from Cell Division Control) is a pos�
itive regulator [17]. In Arabidopsis, WEE1 kinase can
phosphorylate Tyr15 in CDKA;1 and Tyr23/24 in
CDKD;1, CDKD;2, and CDKD;3 [18]. These data
are consistent with the observation of CDKA activity
regulation by kinase WEE1 during G2/M transition.

For a long time, the attempts to find a full�size
phosphatase responsible for the CDK�activating
dephosphorylation during the initiation of G2/M
transition were commenced [4, 6]. Nevertheless, in
Arabidopsis and rice plants, proteins with only a cata�
lytic domain were identified, which can in vitro acti�
vate the corresponding kinase [19]. However, genes
encoding these proteins could not restore the pheno�

type of the cdc25– mutants of Schizosaccharomyces
pombe [20].

Of the considered data, it is evident that protein
phosphorylation/dephosphorylation, consistent with
the biochemical features of G1/S and G2/M transi�
tions, is one of the most important mechanisms for the
regulation of cell proliferation.

PHYTOHORMONES AS REGULATORS 
OF CELL PROLIFERATION

Through the traditional and novel experimental
approaches, it was shown that extracellular and intra�
cellular signaling molecules play a critical role in the
regulation of cell division. Phytohormones are intra�
cellular regulators, whose significance for prolifera�
tion is of no doubt. It was found that phytohormones
are able to either directly determine the entry of cells
into the cell cycle or operate through a variety of regu�
latory proteins.

Effects of Auxins and Cytokinins on Cell Proliferation

As positive regulators of cell division, auxins and
cytokinins were studied in most details. It was found
that these hormones exert unidirectional influence on

Cyclin�dependent protein kinases (CDK) of Arabidopsis
and cyclins controlling the cell cycle

Regulator Member of family Phase 
of the cell cycle

CDK

A 1 G1/S and G2

B 1;1 G2/M

B 1;2 G2/M

B 2;1 G2

B 2;2 G2

Cyclins

A 1;1/1;2 G1/S (G2/M)

A 2;1/2;2/2;3/2;4 G1/S (G2/M)

A 3;1/3;2/3;3/3;4 G1/S (G2/M)

B 1;1/1;2/1;3/1;4 G2 or G2/M

B 2;1/2;2/2;3/2;4 G2 or G2/M

B 3;1 G2 or G2/M

D 1;1 G0/G1/S

D 2;1 G0/G1/S

D 3;1/3;2/3;3 G0/G1/S

D 4;1/4;2 G2/M

D 5;1 G0/G1/S

D 6;1 G0/G1/S

D 7;1 G0/G1/S



502

RUSSIAN JOURNAL OF PLANT PHYSIOLOGY  Vol. 60  No. 4  2013

NOVIKOVA et al.

the expression of many genes that serve the cell cycle
[9, 21–24].

It was convincingly shown that auxin accumulation
in the pericycle cells controls lateral root development
via induction of cell division [25]. It was established
that a substantial reduction in the number of lateral
roots in the recessive mutants of Arabidopsis in the
CYCD4;1 gene can be restored by seedling treatment
with auxin [26]. The enhanced expression of the
CYCD3;1 gene resulted in the activation of the auxin
response and an increase in the lateral root density in
the presence of 0.1 or 1.0 μM NAA [27]. At auxin�
activated lateral root formation, expression of not only
CYCD3;1, CYCD6;1, CYCA2;4, CDKB2;1, and
CDKB2;2 genes but also genes encoding proteins
involved in the auxin signal transduction and auxin
transport and synthesis were activated [27–29].

In Arabidopsis seedlings, cytokinins, like auxins,
activated the expression of CDKA, CYCD1;1,
CYCD2;1, and CYCD3;1 genes but suppressed tran�
scription of KRP4 gene [23]. It was shown that the
addition of zeatin to the cultivation medium of alfalfa
protoplasts was required for the beginning of the S phase
(figure), and this response to cytokinin was associated
with the activation of CDKA1;1 and CDKB1;1. When
cytokinin was not supplied, CDKA1;1 protein was
synthesized, but its enzymatic activity, namely, a capa�
bility of histone H1 phosphorylation, was absent (fig�
ure). In contrast, G2/M kinases, CDKB1;1 for exam�
ple, were functionally active in the absence of zeatin
[30].

In the well�studied model system, in vitro culti�
vated tobacco BY2 cells, G2/M transition depends on
the synthesis of zeatin and its riboside (figure). This
fact was proved with the aid of lovastatin, which is
often used as the cytokinin biosynthesis inhibitor,
although its specificity is hardly high. In the BY2 cell

culture, lovastatin not only suppressed cytokinin syn�
thesis but also blocked G2/M transition. However,
when BY2 cells were transformed with the Spcdc25
gene from S. pombe, cell divisions occurred in the sus�
pension culture in spite of the presence of lovastatin
[31]. Based on the data described above, in BY2 cells
expressing Spcdc25 gene and treated with lovastatin, a
general conclusion may be made: G2/M transition is
functionally provided by cytokinin�regulated dephos�
phorylation of CDK protein.

Abscisic Acid as a Regulator of Cell Proliferation

ABA regulates plant growth and development via a
signaling network, which functioning is sensitive to
ABA level changing at various stresses [32]. Treatment
of cultured BY2 cells with ABA blocked the cells at the
boundary between G1 and S (figure) but evidently did
not affect other phases of the cell cycle [33]. ABA as a
negative regulator of cell division apparently operates
by the suppression of expression of genes required for
the initiation of DNA replication, for example CDT1a,
encoding the component of the pre�replicative complex
(pre�RC) [34], and also gene encoding topoisomerase I
[35]. It should be emphasized that alfalfa leaf treatment
with ABA suppressed CDK activity even in the presence
of auxins and cytokinins [36].

There is considered that ABA, generated during
abiotic stresses, inhibits plant growth by reducing the
rate of cell division in roots and leaves. However, using
antibodies against the PSTAIRE amino acid
sequence, it was shown that the amount of Cdc2�like
protein (CDK) did not change under drought condi�
tions in the leaves of maize and wheat [37]. Remind
that this conserved motif of binding to CYCs is present
in CDKA, which regulate G1/S and G2/M transi�
tions. On the other hand, in the roots of Arabidopsis
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treated with 100 mM NaCl, the number of dividing
cells decreased and there was a temporary drop in the
CDK activity [38].

Lowered cell proliferation under stresses or after
treatment with ABA may result from the enhanced
expression of genes encoding the aforementioned
inhibitors ICK/KRP [39]. Thus, it was shown that
ICK1/KRP1 suppresses CDK activity [40–42]. When
one considers that the expression of ICK1 and ICK2 is
induced by ABA produced during stress [43], we can
conclude that the functioning of the ABA signaling
pathway that leads to the expression of ICK/KRP,
whose activity is necessary for G0/G1/S transitions is
the most logical way for a multilevel control of prema�
ture cell cycle triggering under unfavorable condi�
tions. After passing S phase, ICK1/KRP can block cell
cycle progression at the G2/M boundary (figure),
which may lead to the endoreduplication. In Arabi�
dopsis, KRP2 protein, regulating cell transition to
endocycles, may serve a substrate for CDKB1;1; and
its phosphorylation results in KRP2 destabilization
[13]. In fact, the G2/M�kinase complexes are more
sensitive to the recombinant inhibitor KRP of alfalfa
cells than S�phase kinases [44]. However, above men�
tioned does not mean that the cells that have transited
to the endoreduplication can not to come back into
mitosis after the removal of a stress.

When discussing the ABA function as a regulator of
cell proliferation, it is misleading to attribute to this
phytohormone exclusively the role of inhibitor. This
follows, in particular, from the study of Arabidopsis
ABA2/GIN1 gene. It was reported [45] that, in ABA�
deficient mutants aba2/gin1, growth of cotyledons,
rosettes, stems, roots, and pods was markedly retarded
under non�stressful conditions and ABA treatment
stimulated growth. It may be assumed that low ABA
concentrations stimulate growth, but high concentra�
tions retard it. In aba2/gin1 mutants, small cotyledons
are evidently developed because of the suppressed cell
expansion, whereas small leaf rosettes are produced
because of reduced number of cells and their smaller
sizes; this implies that ABA influence on cell division
during leaf development may be indirect [45]. Similar
results were obtained for ABA�deficient mutants of
tomato [46]. It is of interest that most mutants with the
changed responses to treatment with sugars, which are
required for correct seed germination and early seedling
development, are associated with ABA functioning.

Ethylene: Stimulator or Inhibitor of Cell Proliferation?

In earlier studies contradictory data on the effect of
ethylene on growth, which is provided by the ethyl�
ene�regulated cell division, were obtained. It was
shown that ethylene inhibited DNA synthesis and also
stimulated expression of genes encoding mitotic
cyclins [21]. Recently it has been shown that ethylene
most likely suppresses cell division (figure) through
the inhibition of cytokinesis [47]. This effect turned

out to be reversible, and after the removal of exoge�
nous ethylene, cell division in the epidermis of
cucumber hypocotyls was enhanced; as a result, mul�
ticellular trichomes and stomata with increased num�
ber of accompanying cells were produced [48].

The study of ethylene effect on DNA synthesis and
cytokinesis in the epidermal cells of cucumber hypo�
cotyls showed that, upon 24�h treatment with ethyl�
ene, the thymidine analogue 5�bromo�2'�deoxyuri�
dine (BrdU) was detected in DNA of 20% of the epi�
dermal cells, whereas BrdU did not essentially
incorporate into DNA of untreated cells. The cyto�
photometric analysis of nuclei in cells treated with
ethylene demonstrated an eight fold increase in the
DNA content. However, during this time period, there
were no signs of the cell plate formation. After ethyl�
ene removal, DNA content in the cells returned to the
diploid level and new cell plates were produced. Thus,
it was demonstrated that ethylene stimulated DNA
synthesis but inhibited cytokinesis [47].

Although the inhibitory action of ethylene on root
growth has long been known, only recently the data on
the molecular mechanism underlying this process
started to appear. Using the set of biochemical,
genetic, and cellular approaches, it was shown that
ethylene stimulated auxin biosynthesis in the roots via
the activation of several genes of auxin biosynthesis.
These gene turned out to be genes encoding α� and
β�subunits of anthranylate synthase (ASA1), which
catalyzes the first stage of auxin precursor, tryptophan,
formation and also the genes encoding tryptophan
aminotransferase (TAA1) and TAR (TAA�Related) [49,
50]. Auxin synthesized in the root meristem was then
transported in the elongation zone. This process was
controlled by ethylene and depended on the activities
of the auxin carriers AUX1 and PIN2/EIR1 [51, 52].

In addition to the effect on elongation, ethylene
can regulate cell division in the meristem. It was
shown that, in the eto1 mutant with ethylene overpro�
duction, the number of cells in the quiescent center
(QC) exceeded that in the wild type [53]. On the other
hand, in response to ethylene treatment of ethylene�
insensitive ctr1 mutant, additional cells were produced
in the QC [53]. Taking into account an important role
of the QC in the meristem maintenance, it is reason�
able to suppose that ethylene plays a key role in this
process. It remains unclear whether this effect is a
consequence of direct or auxin�mediated ethylene
action. Treatment with auxin did not change the num�
ber of cell divisions in the QC; however, treatment
with ethylene of some auxin mutants reduced a stimu�
latory effect of auxin [53]. This fact and also activation
of TAA1/TAR gene expression in the meristem by eth�
ylene [50] indicate that the effect of ethylene on the
QC cells is mediated by auxin.

Thus, we concluded that ethylene, like auxin, can
affect root growth by controlling cell division (figure).
This idea is confirmed by experiments on Arabidopsis
mutants with damaged CULLIN3 gene [54]. An ubiq�
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uitin�dependent ligase CULLIN3 (CUL3) is respon�
sible for stability of 1�aminocyclopropan�1�carboxylic
acid synthase (ACC5), e.g., the enzyme synthesizing
an immediate precursor of ethylene (ACC). When
CUL3 function was lost because of mutation, ACC5
remained stable and ethylene biosynthesis was acti�
vated. On the cellular level, this led to the reduction of
the root meristem size and the number of cells in it.
This conclusion was also confirmed in studies on
mutants with a constitutively active response to ethyl�
ene, ctr1 and ebf1ebf2, which root meristems were
smaller than in the wild type. Therefore, it is reason�
able to conclude that the cells can leave the meristem
earlier and start to enlarge.

In above�discussed studies of the effects of phyto�
hormones on cell proliferation, the authors used intact
plants or their isolated organs. However, it should be
kept in mind that in such objects dividing cells are
localized only in certain structures and cell prolifera�
tion is controlled from the different centers, that
brings about problems in the interpretation of data on
the role of exogenous phytohormones. More appro�
priate model can be cultured plant cells, which repre�
sent a population of cells and can be treated with defi�
nite doses of compounds of interest. In fact, it was
shown that suspension cultures of wild�type Arabidop�
sis and ethylene�insensitive mutants on ETR1, CTR1,
and EIN2 genes encoding, respectively, the ethylene
receptor (ETR1) and the components of ethylene sig�
nal transduction pathways (CTR1 and EIN2) repre�
sent an adequate model not only for the studying the
ethylene effect on cell division but also for the analysis
of cross�talk with the pathways of other phytohor�
mone signal transduction, ABA for example [55].
Thus, insensitivity to ethylene of mutants etr1, ctr1,
and ein2 resulted in a decrease in the number of divid�
ing cells, indicating a necessity of sensitivity to ethyl�
ene for active in vitro division.

Intact Arabidopsis plants are characterized by
mixoploidy [56]. This phenomenon is observed in the
in vitro cultured cells as well. It turned out that the
proportion of nuclei passed through three cycles of
endoreduplication is higher in the ctr1 cells with the
constitutively active ethylene signal transduction
pathway. In the presence of exogenous ABA, the bio�
mass of wild�type cells decreased; in the etr1 mutant,
biomass was substantially increased; and in ein2
mutant, there were no changes in growth activity.
Since treatment with ABA lowered the decrease in the
ethylene synthesis only in the wild�type cell culture
and the proportion of living cells increased, it may be
assumed that exogenous ABA maintained the ethylene
biosynthesis at the level permitting cells to continue
proliferation [55].

Thus, ethylene perception by the receptor (ETR1)
and functioning of proteins transferring ethylene sig�
nal (CTR1 and EIN2) determine a capability of culti�
vated cells to proliferate actively, and ABA can correct
this process.

On the basis of all above data, it becomes clear that
all numerous elements involved in the regulation of
cell proliferation may be the effectors of the phytohor�
mone signal transduction pathways (figure). Appar�
ently, one hormone can regulate cell division at differ�
ent phases of the cell cycle. On the other hand, differ�
ent phytohormones may affect the same phase of the
cell cycle. Further studies will provide a framework, in
which new molecular targets for phytohormones will
be identified, and this will help to understand, which
ones really are the components that regulate plant cell
proliferation.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

This work was partially supported by the Russian
Foundation for Basic Research, project nos. 11�04�
01006, 11�04�01509, and 11�04�01225.

REFERENCES

1. Francis, D., The plant cell cycle – 15 years on, New
Phytol., 2007, vol. 174, pp. 261–278.

2. Jurado, S., Trivino, S.D., Abraham, Z., Manzano, C.,
Gutierrez, C., and del Pozo, C., SKP2A protein, an
F�box that regulates cell division, is degraded via the
ubiquitin pathway, Plant Signal. Behav., 2008, vol. 10,
pp. 810–812.

3. Berkmans, B. and de Veylder, L., Transcriptional con�
trol of the cell cycle, Curr. Opin. Plant Biol., 2009,
vol. 12, pp. 599–605.

4. Doonan, J.H. and Kitsios, G., Functional evolution of
cyclin�dependent kinases, Mol. Biotechnol., 2009,
vol. 42, pp. 14–29.

5. Vandepoele, K., Raes, J., de Veylder, L., Rouze, P.,
Rombauts, S., and Inze, D., Genome�wide analysis of
core cell cycle genes in Arabidopsis, Plant Cell, 2002,
vol. 14, pp. 903–916.

6. Boruc, J., Daele, H., Hollunder, J., Rombauts, S.,
Mylle, E., Hilson, P., Inze, D., de Veylder, L., and
Russinova, E., Functional modules in the Arabidopsis
core cell cycle binary protein–protein interaction net�
work, Plant Cell, 2010, vol. 22, pp. 1264–1280.

7. Inze, D. and de Veylder, L., Cell cycle regulation in
plant development, Ann. Rev. Genet., 2006, vol. 4,
pp. 77–105.

8. Takatsuka, H., Ohno, R., and Umeda, M., The Arabi�
dopsis cyclin�dependent kinase�activating kinase
CDKF;1 is a major regulator of cell proliferation and
cell expansion but is dispensable for CDKA activation,
Plant J., 2009, vol. 59, pp. 475–487.

9. Dewitte, W. and Murray, J.A., The plant cell cycle,
Annu. Rev. Plant Biol., 2003, vol. 54, pp. 235–264.

10. Wang, G., Kong, H., Sun, Y., Zhang, X., Zhang, W.,
Altman, N., de Pamphilis, C.W., and Ma, H.,
Genome�wide analysis of the cyclin family in Arabi�
dopsis and comparative phylogenetic analysis of plant
cyclin�like proteins, Plant Physiol., 2004, vol. 135,
pp. 1084–1099.

11. Menges, M., de Jager, S.M., Gruissem, W., and Mur�
ray, J.A.H., Global analysis of the core cell cycle regu�



RUSSIAN JOURNAL OF PLANT PHYSIOLOGY  Vol. 60  No. 4  2013

PLANT CELL PROLIFERATION AND ITS REGULATORS 505

lators of Arabidopsis identifies novel genes, reveals
multiple and highly specific profiles of expression and
provides a coherent model for plant cell cycle control,
Plant J., 2005, vol. 41, pp. 546–566.

12. De Veylder, L., Beeckman, T., Beemster, G.T.S.,
Krols, L., Terras, F., Landrieu, I., van der
Schueren, E., Maes, S., Naudts, M., and Inze, D.,
Functional analysis of cyclin�dependent kinase inhibi�
tors of Arabidopsis, Plant Cell, 2001, vol. 13, pp. 1653–
1668.

13. Verkest, A., Manes, C.L.D., Vercruysse, S., Maes, S.,
van der Schueren, E., Beekman, R.T., Genschik, P.,
Kuiper, M., Inze, D., and de Veylder, I., The cyclin�
dependent kinase inhibitor KRP2 controls the onset of
the endoreduplication cycle during Arabidopsis leaf
development through inhibition of mitotic CDKA;1
kinase complexes, Plant Cell, 2005, vol. 17, pp. 1723–
1736.

14. Nakai, T., Kato, K., Shinmyo, A., and Sekine, M.,
Arabidopsis KRPs have distinct inhibitory activity
toward cyclin D2�associated kinases, including plant�
specific B�type cyclin�dependent kinase, FEBS Lett.,
2006, vol. 580, pp. 336–340.

15. Joubes, J. and Chevalier, C., Endoreduplication in
higher plants, Plant Mol. Biol., 2000, vol. 43, pp. 735–
745.

16. De Veylder, L., Joubes, J., and Inze, D., Plant cell
cycle transitions, Curr. Opin. Plant Biol., 2003, vol. 6,
pp. 536–543.

17. Tyson, J.J. and Novak, B., Temporal organization of
the cell cycle, Curr. Biol., 2008, vol. 18, pp. 759–768.

18. Shimotohno, A., Ohno, R., Bisova, K., Sakaguchi, N.,
Huang, J., Koncz, C., Uchimiya, H., and Umeda, M.,
Diverse phosphoregulatory mechanisms controlling
cyclin�dependent kinase activating kinases in Arabi�
dopsis, Plant J., 2006, vol. 47, pp. 701–710.

19. Landrieu, I., Costa, M., de Veylder, L., Dewitte, F.,
Vandepoele, K., Hassan, S., Wieruszeski, J.�M.,
Faure, J.�D., van Montagu, M., Inze, D., and
Lippens, G., A small CDC25 dual specificity tyrosine�
phosphatase isoform in Arabidopsis thaliana, Proc.
Natl. Acad. Sci. USA, 2004, vol. 101, pp. 13380–13385.

20. Sorrell, D.A., Chrimes, D., Dickinson, J.R.,
Rogers, H.J., and Francis, D., The Arabidopsis CDC25
induces a short cell length when overexpressed in fis�
sion yeast: evidence for cell cycle function, New Phy�
tol., 2005, vol. 165, pp. 425–428.

21. Del Pozo, J.C., Lopez�Matas, M.A., Ramirez�Parra, E.,
and Gutierrez, C., Hormonal control of plant cell
cycle, Physiol. Plant., 2005, vol. 123, pp. 173–183.

22. Hartig, K. and Beck, E., Crosstalk between auxin,
cytokinins, and sugars in the plant cell cycle, Plant
Biol., 2006, vol. 8, pp. 389–396.

23. Cho, H.�J., Kwon, H.�K., and Wang, M.�H., Expres�
sion of Kip�Related Protein 4 Gene (KRP4) in
response to auxin and cytokinin during growth of Ara�
bidopsis thaliana, BMB Rep., 2010, vol. 43, pp. 273–
278.

24. Perrot�Rechenmann, C., Cellular responses to auxin:
division versus expansion, Cold Spring Harbor Per�
spect., Biol., 2010, vol. 2, p. a001446.

25. Peret, B., de Rybel, B., Casimiro, I., Benkova, E.,
Swarup, R., Laplaze, L., Beeckman, T., and
Bennett, M.J., Arabidopsis lateral root development:
an emerging story, Trends Plant Sci., 2009, vol. 14,
pp. 399–408.

26. Nieuwland, J., Maughan, S., Dewitte, W., Scofield, S.,
Sanz, L., and Murray, J.A.H., The D�type cyclin
CYCD4;1 modulates lateral root density in Arabidopsis
by affecting the basal meristem region, Proc. Natl.
Acad. Sci. USA, 2009, vol. 106, pp. 22528–22533.

27. De Smet, I., Lau, S., Voss, U., Vanneste, S., Ben�
jamins, R., Rademacher, E.H., Schlereth, A., de
Rybel, B., Vassileva, V., Grunewald, W., Naudts, M.,
Levesque, M.P., Ehrismann, J.S., Inze, D., Luschnig, C.,
Benfey, P.N., Weijers, D., van Montagu, M.C., Ben�
nett, M.J., Jurgens, G., and Beeckman, T., Bimodular
auxin response controls organogenesis in Arabidopsis,
Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA, 2010, vol. 107, pp. 2705–
2710.

28. Vanneste, S., de Rybel, B., Beemster, G.T., Ljung, K.,
de Smet, I., van Isterdael, G., Naudts, M., Iida, R.,
Gruissem, W., Tasaka, M., Inze, D., Fukaki, H., and
Beeckman, T., Cell cycle progression in the pericycle is
not sufficient for SOLITARY ROOT/IAA14�mediated
lateral root initiation in Arabidopsis thaliana, Plant Cell,
2005, vol. 17, pp. 3035–3050.

29. Sozzani, R., Cui, H., Moreno�Risueno, M.A.,
Bush, W., van Norman, J.M., Vernoux, T., Brady, S.M.,
Dewitte, W., Murray, J.A.H., and Benfey, P.N., Spa�
tiotemporal regulation of cell�cycle genes by SHORT�
ROOT links patterning and growth, Nature, 2010,
vol. 466, pp. 128–132.

30. Pasternak, T.P., Otvos, K., Domoki, M., and Feher, A.,
Linked activation of cell division and oxidative stress
defense in alfalfa leaf protoplast�derived cells is depen�
dent on exogenous auxin, Plant Growth Regul., 2007,
vol. 51, pp. 109–117.

31. Orchard, C.B., Siciliano, I., Sorrell, D.A.,
Marchbank, A., Hilary, J., Rogers, H.J., Francis, D.,
Herbert, R.J., Suchomelova, P., Lipavska, H., Azmi, A.,
and van Onckelen, H., Tobacco BY�2 cells expressing
fission yeast cdc25 bypass a G2/M block on the cell
cycle, Plant J., 2005, vol. 44, pp. 290–299.

32. Cutler, S.R., Rodriguez, P.L., Finkelstein, R.R., and
Abrams, S.R., Abscisic acid: emergence of a core sig�
nalling network, Annu. Rev. Plant Biol., 2010, vol. 61,
pp. 651–679.

33. Swiatek, A., Lenjou, M., van Bockstaele, D., Inze, D.,
and van Onckelen, H., Differential effect of jasmonic
acid and abscisic acid on cell cycle progression in
tobacco BY�2 cells, Plant Physiol., 2002, vol. 128,
pp. 201–211.

34. Castellano, M.M., Boniotti, M.B., Caro, E., Schnit�
tger, A., and Gutierrez, C., DNA replication licensing
affects cell proliferation or endoreplication in a cell
type�specific manner, Plant Cell, 2004, vol. 16,
pp. 2380–2393.

35. Mudgil, Y., Singh, B.N., Upadhyaya, K.C.,
Sopory, S.K., and Reddy, M.K., Cloning and charac�
terization of a cell cycle�regulated gene encoding
topoisomerase I from Nicotiana tabacum that is induc�
ible by light, low temperature and abscisic acid, Mol.
Genet. Genom., 2002, vol. 267, pp. 380–390.



506

RUSSIAN JOURNAL OF PLANT PHYSIOLOGY  Vol. 60  No. 4  2013

NOVIKOVA et al.

36. Meszaros, T., Miskolczi, P., Ayaydin, F., Pettko�
Szandtner, A., Peres, A., Magyar, Z., Horvath, G.V.,
Bako, L., Feher, A., and Dudits, D., Multiple cyclin�
dependent kinase complexes and phosphatases control
G2/M progression in alfalfa cells, Plant. Mol. Biol.,
2000, vol. 43, pp. 595–605.

37. Granier, C., Inze, D., and Tardieu, F., Spatial distribu�
tion of cell division rate can be deduced from that of
p34 (cdc2) kinase activity in maize leaves grown at con�
trasting temperatures and soil water conditions, Plant
Physiol., 2000, vol. 124, pp. 1393–1402.

38. West, G., Inze, D., and Beemster, G.T., Cell cycle
modulation in the response of the primary root of Ara�
bidopsis to salt stress, Plant Physiol., 2004, vol. 135,
pp. 1050–1058.

39. Wang, H., Zhou, Y., Bird, D.A., and Fowke, L.C.,
Functions, regulation and cellular localization of plant
cyclin�dependent kinase inhibitors, J. Microscopy,
2008, vol. 231, pp. 234–246.

40. Lui, J., Wang, H., Delong, C., Fowke, L.C.,
Crosby, W.L., and Fobert, P.R., The Arabidopsis
Cdc2a�interacting protein ICK2 is structurally related
to ICK1 and is a potent inhibitor of cyclin�dependent
kinase activity in vitro, Plant J., 2000, vol. 21, pp. 379–
385.

41. Zhou, Y., Fowke, L.C., and Wang, H., Plant CDK
inhibitors: studies of interaction with cell cycle regula�
tors in the yeast two�hybrid system and functional com�
parison in transgenic Arabidopsis plants, Plant Cell
Rep., 2002, vol. 20, pp. 967–975.

42. Weinl, C., Marquardt, S., Kuijt, S.J., Nowack, M.K.,
Jakoby, M.J., Hulskamp, M., and Schnittder, A., Novel
functions of plant cyclin�dependent kinase inhibitors,
ICK1/KRP1, can act non�cell�autonomously and
inhibit entry into mitosis, Plant Cell, 2005, vol. 17,
pp. 1704–1722.

43. Wang, H., Qi, Q., Schorr, P., Cutler, A., Crosby, W.L.,
and Fowke, L.C., ICK1, a cyclin�dependent protein
kinase inhibitor from Arabidopsis thaliana interacts
with both Cdc2a and CycD3, and its expression is
induced by abscisic acid, Plant J., 1998, vol. 15,
pp. 501–510.

44. Pettko�Szandtner, A., Meszaros, T., Horvath, G.V.,
Baka, L., Csordas�Toth, E., Blastyak, A., Zhiponova, M.,
Miskolczi, P., and Dudits, D., Activation of an alfalfa
cyclin�dependent kinase inhibitor by calmodulin�like
domain protein kinase, Plant J., 2006, vol. 46, pp. 111–
123.

45. Cheng, W.H., Endo, A., Zhou, L., Penney, J., Chen, H.�C.,
Arroyo, A., Leon, P., Nambara, E., Asami, T., Seo, M.,
Koshiba, T., and Sheen, J., A unique short�chain dehy�
drogenase/reductase in Arabidopsis glucose signaling
and abscisic acid biosynthesis and functions, Plant Cell,
2002, vol. 14, pp. 2723–2743.

46. Sharp, R.E., LeNoble, M.E., Else, M.A., Thorne, E.T.,
and Gherardi, F., Endogenous ABA maintains shoot

growth in tomato independently of effects on plant
water balance: evidence for an interaction with ethyl�
ene, J. Exp. Bot., 2000, vol. 51, pp. 1575–1584.

47. Dan, H., Imaseki, H., Wasteneys, G.O., and
Kazama, H., Ethylene stimulates endoreduplication
but inhibits cytokinesis in cucumber hypocotyl epider�
mis, Plant Physiol., 2003, vol. 133, pp. 1726–1731.

48. Kazama, H., Dan, H., Imaseki, H., and
Wasteneys, G.O., Transient exposure to ethylene stimu�
lates cell division and alters the fate and polarity of
hypocotyl epidermal cells, Plant Physiol., 2004,
vol. 134, pp. 1614–1623.

49. Stepanova, A.N., Hoyt, J.M., Hamilton, A.A., and
Alonso, J.M., A link between ethylene and auxin
uncovered by the characterization of two root�specific
ethylene�insensitive mutants in Arabidopsis, Plant Cell,
2005, vol. 17, pp. 2230–2242.

50. Stepanova, A.N., Robertson�Hoyt, J., Yun, J.,
Benavente, L.M., Xie, D., Dolezal, K., Schlereth, A.,
Jurgens, G., and Alonso, J.M., TAA1�mediated auxin
biosynthesis is essential for hormone crosstalk and
plant development, Cell, 2008, vol. 133, pp. 177–191.

51. Ruzicka, K., Ljung, K., Vanneste, S., Podhorská, R.,
Beeckman, T., Friml, J., and Benková, E., Ethylene
regulates root growth through effects on auxin biosyn�
thesis and transport�dependent auxin distribution,
Plant Cell, 2007, vol. 19, pp. 2197–2212.

52. Swarup, R., Perry, P., Hagenbeek, D., van der Straeten, D.,
Beemster, G.T., Sandberg, G., Bhalerao, R., Ljung, K.,
and Bennett, M.J., Ethylene upregulates auxin biosyn�
thesis in Arabidopsis seedlings to enhance inhibition of
root cell elongation, Plant Cell, 2007, vol. 19,
pp. 2186–2196.

53. Ortega�Martínez, O., Pernas, M., Carol, R.J., and
Dolan, L., Ethylene modulates stem cell division in the
Arabidopsis thaliana root, Science, 2007, vol. 317,
pp. 507–510.

54. Thomann, A., Lechner, E., Hansen, M., Dumbliaus�
kas, E., Parmentier, Y., Kieber, J., Scheres, B., and
Genschik, P., Arabidopsis CULLIN3 genes regulate pri�
mary root growth and patterning by ethylene�depen�
dent and �independent mechanisms, PLoS Genet.,
2009, vol. 5, p. e1000328.

55. Stepanchenko, N.S., Fomenkov, A.A., Moshkov, I.E.,
Rakitin, V.Yu., Novikova, G.V., and Nosov, A.V., Phy�
tohormone interplay controls proliferation of in vitro
cultivated cells of Arabidopsis thaliana ethylene�insen�
sitive mutants, Dokl. Biol. Sci., 2012, vol. 442, pp. 46–
49.

56. Gendreau, E., Orbovic, V., Hofte, H., and Traas, J.,
Gibberellin and ethylene control endoreduplication
levels in the Arabidopsis thaliana hypocotyl, Planta,
1999, vol. 209, pp. 513–516.

Translated by N. Klyachko


