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Abstract: Fluctuating environmental conditions trigger adaptive responses in plants, which are
regulated by phytohormones. During photoperiod stress caused by a prolongation of the light period,
cytokinin (CK) has a protective function. Auxin often acts as an antagonist of CK in developmental
processes and stress responses. Here, we investigated the regulation of the photoperiod stress re-
sponse in Arabidopsis thaliana by auxin and its interaction with CK. Transcriptome analysis revealed an
altered transcript abundance of numerous auxin metabolism and signaling genes after photoperiod
stress treatment. The changes appeared earlier and were stronger in the photoperiod-stress-sensitive
CK receptor mutant arabidopsis histidine kinase 2 (ahk2),3 compared to wild-type plants. The concen-
trations of indole-3-acetic acid (IAA), IAA-Glc and IAA-Asp increased in both genotypes, but the
increases were more pronounced in ahk2,3. Genetic analysis revealed that the gain-of-function YUCCA
1 (YUC1) mutant, yuclD, displayed an increased photoperiod stress sensitivity. In contrast, a loss of
the auxin receptors TRANSPORT-INHIBITOR-RESISTANT 1 (TIR1), AUXIN SIGNALING F-BOX 2
(AFB2) and AFB3 in wild-type and ahk2,3 background caused a reduced photoperiod stress response.
Overall, this study revealed that auxin promotes response to photoperiod stress antagonizing the
protective CK.

Keywords: Arabidopsis thaliana; abiotic stress; auxin; crosstalk; cytokinin; photoperiod stress

1. Introduction

In plants, biotic and abiotic factors in the environment trigger adaptation responses
which are regulated by a variety of signaling molecules. A new type of abiotic stress named
photoperiod stress is caused by a prolongation of the photoperiod followed by a dark
period [1,2]. It was first found in five-week-old short-day (SD) grown plants that were
exposed once to a prolonged light period (PLP) of 32 h [3,4]. A shorter PLP of 4 h is also
sufficient to induce a stress response [3,5]. Photoperiod-stress-exposed plants respond
by an altered expression of photoperiod stress marker genes (e.g., ZAT12, BAP1, CAB2)
about five hours after PLP treatment and by an oxidative burst due to the accumulation
of apoplastic ROS during the night following the PLP treatment [3,5]. Upon strong stress
treatments, leaves display a reduced photosynthetic efficiency and an increased percentage
of lesion formation, which may ultimately lead to programmed cell death.

Recent work has shown that cytokinin (CK) and in particular root-derived trans-zeatin
(tZ) have a protective function against photoperiod stress [6]. Reverse genetic approaches
identified the receptors ARABIDOPSIS HISTIDINE KINASE 2 (AHK2) and AHK3, phos-
photransferases ARABIDOPSIS HISTIDINE PHOSPHOTRANSFER PROTEIN 2 (AHP2),
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AHP3 and AHP5 and transcription factors ARABIDOPSIS RESPONSE REGULATOR 2
(ARR2), ARR10 and ARR12 as the main CK signaling components during the stress re-
sponse [3,6]. Together, these results add to the emerging role of CK in a variety of stress
responses [7-9].

Auxins are another well-studied class of phytohormones crucial for many develop-
mental and stress-related processes [10]. IAA is the most important auxin in Arabidopsis
and can be formed tryptophan-dependently or -independently [11]. The tryptophan-
dependent indole-3-pyruvic acid (IPA) pathway is the main contributor to IAA formation
in Arabidopsis [12,13]. During the initial step, TRYPTOPHAN AMINOTRANSFERASE OF
ARABIDOPSIS 1 (TAA1) and TRYPTOPHAN-AMINOTRANSFERASE-RELATED (TAR)
proteins convert tryptophan to IPA [14], which is further converted to bioactive free JAA
by YUC proteins.

IAA signals intracellularly through TIR1/AFB receptors [15-17], AUX/IAA repressor
proteins and AUXIN RESPONSE FACTOR (ARF) transcription factors [18,19]. Perception of
IAA by TIR1/AFB receptors results in an SKP1-CULLIN-F-BOX (SCF)-TIR1/AFB complex
formation that disrupts Aux/IAA function by mediating their ubiquitination and thus their
degradation [15,20]. Consequently, the Aux/IAA repression of ARFs is relieved, and they
become active. Structurally and functionally, ARFs can be divided in class A ARFs, whose
members act mostly as transcriptional activators, and class B and C ARFs which act as
repressors [21-23].

The most common irreversible IAA inactivation processes in Arabidopsis are the oxida-
tion of IAA by two DIOXYGENASE FOR AUXIN OXIDATION (DAO) homologs [24,25]
resulting in 2-oxoindole-3-acetic acid (0xIAA) and the conjugation of IAA with aspartate
(Asp) or glutamate (Glu) by subfamily II of GRETCHEN HAGEN 3 (GH3) proteins [26,27]
leading to the formation of IAA aspartic acid (IAA-Asp) and IAA glutamic acid (IAA-Glu).
Both inactivation branches act redundantly [24]. GH3s also catalyze the reversible forma-
tion of other IAA-amino acid conjugates such as IA A-alanine (IAA-Ala) and IAA-leucine
(TAA-Leu). Hydrolysis of these IAA conjugates is catalyzed by IAA-ALANINE-RESISTANT
3 (IAR3), IAA-LEUCINE-RESISTANT 1 (ILR1) and IAA-LEUCINE-RESISTANT-LIKE (ILL)
proteins [28,29].

In numerous developmental processes such as embryogenesis or root development [30,31]
but also in stress-related processes [10], auxin and CK signaling pathways interact by
reciprocal regulation of their metabolism, signaling and transport [32]. Whether auxin is
involved in the photoperiod stress response and if it interacts with CK in this context is
not known.

Here, we report on the role of auxin in photoperiod stress and its interaction with
CK in regulating the response to photoperiod stress. Upon exposure to a PLP, an altered
transcript abundance of numerous auxin genes was observed in wild-type and ahk2,3
leaves. Both genotypes accumulated IAA and IAA conjugates in response to photoperiod
stress. This increased auxin status resulted in an enhanced photoperiod stress response,
whereas an impairment in auxin perception reduced the stress sensitivity in both wild type
and ahk2,3. Overall, our study establishes auxin as an important player in regulating the
sensitivity to extended light periods and adds photoperiod stress to the list of processes in
which CK and auxin are interacting key regulators.

2. Results
2.1. Auxin-Related Genes Are Differentially Regulated in Response to Photoperiod Stress

To investigate the possible involvement of auxin in the photoperiod stress response, we
first analyzed the transcript abundance of genes involved in auxin synthesis, metabolism and
signaling after photoperiod stress. The changes of transcript abundance were compared in
leaves of stressed (PLP) and non-stressed (control) wild-type and ahk2,3 plants 0, 4, 6 and
12 h after PLP treatment using data from RNA-seq analysis (Cortleven et al. [33]; Figures 1
and 2; Supplementary Tables S1 and S2). The changes in transcript abundance in response to
photoperiod stress were confirmed for several genes by qRT-PCR (Supplementary Figure S1).
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Under control conditions, the abundance of all transcripts of auxin-related genes
was similar in wild type and ahk2,3, except for TAA1, which showed a significantly lower
expression level in ahk2,3 compared to wild type at all time points (Figure 1b). Photoperiod
stress treatment caused strong changes in the expression of several auxin genes, particularly
at later time points and in the ahk2,3 mutant. In wild type, the abundance of IAR3, GH3.2,
GH3.3 and GH3.5 was increased more than ten-fold 12 h after the PLP treatment while
YUC6 and ILL1 were 2.7-fold and 1.5-fold less abundant compared to control plants. A
similar regulation was observed in PLP-treated ahk2,3 plants versus control plants, but the
changes occurred earlier than in wild type (at 4 h and 6 h). In addition, YUCS, DAOI and
ILR1 were more abundant, and TAR2 and ILL2 were 14-fold and two-fold less abundant
in ahk2,3 PLP plants 12 h after the PLP treatment. The earlier and stronger changes of the
transcript abundance of photoperiod-stress-responsive auxin genes in ahk2,3 are in line
with the recently described strong transcriptional responses of ahk2,3 to photoperiod stress
indicating an increased sensitivity compared to wild type [33].
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Figure 1. Relative expression of auxin biosynthesis and metabolism genes in response to photoperiod
stress in wild type and ahk2,3. (a) Schematic overview of photoperiod stress treatment and sampling
time points for gene expression analysis (0, 4, 6 and 12 h after PLP treatment; gray arrows). (b) Relative
expression levels of auxin biosynthesis and metabolism genes TRYPTOPHAN AMINOTRANSFERASE
OF ARABIDOPSIS (TAA1), TAA-RELATED (TAR), YUCCA (YUC), DIOXYGENASE FOR AUXIN
OXIDATION (DAO), IAA-ALANINE-RESISTANT 3 (IAR3), IAA-LEUCINE-RESISTANT 1 (ILR1), IAA-
LEUCINE-RESISTANT-LIKE (ILL) and GRETCHEN HAGEN 3 (GH3) 0, 4, 6 and 12 h after the PLP
treatment compared to respective control plants. Stars indicate a significant difference between the
indicated genotypes/conditions (p < 0.05; n = 3; logy-fold values are depicted in Supplementary
Table S1). Data were extracted from [33].
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Figure 2. Relative expression of auxin signaling genes in response to photoperiod stress in wild
type and ahk2,3. Depicted are the relative expression of TRANSPORT-INHIBITOR-RESISTANT 1
(TIR1)/AUXIN SIGNALING F-BOX (AFB), Aux/IAA and AUXIN RESPONSE FACTORs (ARFs) (class
A ARFs, transcriptional activators, first group; class B and C, transcriptional repressors, second
group) 0, 4, 6 and 12 h after the PLP compared to respective control plants. Stars indicate a significant
difference between the indicated genotypes/conditions (p < 0.05; n = 3; logy-fold values are depicted
in Supplementary Table 52). Data were extracted from [33].

The changes in the abundance of the transcripts of auxin signaling genes after PLP
treatment followed a similar pattern as it was observed for auxin synthesis and metabolism
genes (Figure 2). In wild-type PLP-treated plants, TIR1 and AFB5 transcripts were ca.
two-fold less abundant compared to control plants 12 h after the PLP as were IAAS, IAA12
and several ARF gene transcripts. [AA2, JAA10 and IAA19 were more abundant just like
ARF7. In comparison, the abundance of these gene transcripts was more strongly changed
in ahk2,3 (PLP 12 h) compared to the respective control plants. For example, in wild-type,
the expression of AFB5 was decreased two-fold at the 12 h time point while it was decreased
eight-fold in ahk2,3, where the decrease also started significantly earlier than in wild-type.
Transcriptional changes of these genes were apparent in ahk2,3 already 4 h and 6 h after
the PLP, but the difference was strongest 12 h after the PLP. In addition, several additional
AFB, IAA and ARF transcripts that were non-responsive in wild type displayed an altered
abundance in ahk2,3 after PLP treatment (Figure 2).
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Summing up, the alterations in the abundance of auxin synthesis, metabolism and
signaling gene transcripts in response to photoperiod stress were more pronounced in
photoperiod-stress-sensitive ahk2,3 plants compared to wild type. This provided first
indications for the functional relevance of auxin in the context of photoperiod stress.

2.2. Photoperiod Stress Treatment Increases the Concentration of Free IAA in Wild-Type and
ahk2,3 Plants

As numerous genes involved in auxin biosynthesis and metabolism were differentially
expressed particularly in PLP-treated ahk2,3 plants, we further investigated the possible
involvement of auxin in the response to photoperiod stress by measuring the concentrations
of bioactive free IAA and several of its inactive derivatives after PLP treatment, after the
end of the following night and the end of the next light period (Figure 3; Supplementary
Table S3). Under control conditions, essentially no significant changes of free [AA and its
metabolites were noted over time in wild type and ahk2,3. However, consistent with the
low abundance of TAA1 in ahk2,3 (Figure 1b), the concentration of free IAA was reduced
by 50% in ahk2,3 control plants compared to wild type. The concentrations of oxIAA,
TAA-GIc and oxIAA-Glc were also strongly reduced in ahk2,3 (Figure 3b—e). In contrast, the
concentrations of IAA-Asp and IAA-Glu were increased (Figure 3f,g). At the end of the PLP
treatment (time point 1), no differences in the concentration of IAA and its derivatives were
detected in wild-type PLP-treated plants compared to respective control plants, except for
an increase in IAA-Glu (Figure 3b—g). In contrast, at that time point, ahk2,3 plants displayed
a ca. 40% increase in free JAA and a more than doubled IAA-Glc concentration compared to
untreated controls (Figure 3b,d). After the night following the PLP treatment (time point 2),
the IAA concentration increased in both genotypes compared to the respective controls
(Figure 3b). The relative increase was about two-fold in wild type and over four-fold in
ahk2,3; nevertheless, the final concentration was still lower in the latter. At the end of the
following day (time point 3—after PLP), the IAA concentration was lowered again in both
genotypes, reaching the original level in wild type and still being elevated in ahk2,3. At that
time point, the concentrations of IAA-Glc and IAA-Asp differed strongly between control
and PLP plants. There was a 1.8-fold and 7.5-fold increase in IAA-Glc and a 5.5-fold and
4.2-fold increase in IAA-Asp concentration in PLP-treated wild type and ahk2,3, respectively
(Figure 3e,f).
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Figure 3. Photoperiod stress causes an increased concentration of IAA, IAA-Glc and TAA-Asp in
wild-type and ahk2,3 plants. (a) Schematic overview of sampling time points (arrowheads) for IAA
measurements. Five-week-old wild-type plants were either cultivated under SD conditions (control)
or were exposed to a prolonged light period of 32 h (PLP). (B-G) Concentration of free IAA (b), oxIAA
(c), IAA-Glc (d), oxIAA-Glc (e), IAA-Asp (f) and IAA-Glu (g) in control samples and PLP samples at
the time points depicted in (a). Letters indicate significantly different statistical groups (p < 0.05; two-
way ANOVA; n > 3). Error bars indicate SD. IAA, indole-3-acetic acid; oxIAA, 2-oxoindole-3-acetic
acid; IAA-Glc, IAA-glucose; IAA-Asp, A A-aspartic acid; IAA-Glu, IAA-glutamic acid. Exact values
are depicted in Supplementary Table S3.

Overall, the concentrations of free IAA and its inactive metabolites IAA-Glc and TAA-
Asp increased in response to a PLP treatment followed by darkness. When comparing
control and PLP-treated plants of the same genotype, the relative increase of IAA and its
metabolites oxIAA, IAA-Glc and oxIAA-Glc was higher in ahk2,3 compared to wild type.
The stronger response of ahk2,3 to photoperiod stress provided another indication for an
involvement of auxin in the response to photoperiod stress.

2.3. Plants with an Impaired Auxin Perception Are Less Sensitive to Photoperiod Stress

Next, plants with an altered auxin status were exposed to photoperiod stress. Analysis
of lower- and higher-order auxin receptor mutants revealed that TIR1, AFB2 and AFB3
positively regulated the sensitivity to photoperiod stress in a redundant manner with
tirlafb2,3 plants being almost completely photoperiod-stress-insensitive (Figure 4 and
Figure S2). In response to photoperiod stress, tirlafb2,3 formed almost no lesions (Figure 4a),
displayed no lowered Fy /Fy, (Figure 4b), showed only a low induction of stress response
genes (Figure 4c,d) or even no stress response as in the case of CAB2 (Figure 4e) and
responded with a very low ROS formation (Figure 4f). In contrast, yuc1D plants, which
have an increased auxin concentration, were more sensitive than wild type in terms of
lesion formation but less sensitive than ahk2,3 plants (Figure 4a). This response pattern,
more sensitive than wild type but less sensitive than ahk2,3, was also seen in yuclD plants
for the stress marker genes and the formation of ROS (Figure 4c—f).
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Figure 4. The auxin status influences the response to photoperiod stress. (a) Lesion formation of
leaves in five-week-old Col-0, ahk2,3, tirlafb2,3 and yuclD plants the day after the photoperiod stress
treatment. (b) Efficiency of photosystem II (Fy /Fn) of leaves the day after the photoperiod stress
treatment (one-way ANOVA; p < 0.05; n = 15). Transcript abundance of stress marker genes BAP1 (c),
ZAT12 (d) and CAB2 (e) 0 and 15 h after the PLP treatment compared to respective control plants.
The expression level of wild type at the end of the PLP treatment (0 h) was set to 1 (one-way ANOVA;
p < 0.05; n > 3). (f) Peroxide content expressed as nmol H,O; equivalents g_1 FW in leaves 15 h after
PLP treatment (one-way ANOVA; p < 0.05; n = 4). Letters indicate significantly different statistical
groups. Error bars indicate SE. Pictures of representative plants exposed to a 24 h prolongation of the
light period are shown in Supplementary Figure S4a.

To sum up, plants with reduced auxin perception were more resistant to photoperiod
stress while plants with an elevated auxin content were more sensitive. These results
provide clear genetic evidence for a role of auxin in the response to photoperiod stress.

2.4. Impairment of Auxin Perception Reduces the Photoperiod Stress Response of the CK Receptor
Mutant ahk2,3

As impairment in auxin perception caused a reduction in photoperiod stress sensitivity
and plants with an impaired CK perception were more sensitive to photoperiod stress, a
genetic interaction of both hormones was tested by generating ahk2,3 tirlafb2,3 quintuple
mutants and exposing these to photoperiod stress. The quintuple mutant showed for
several parameters an intermediate phenotype, with a weaker stress phenotype than ahk2,3
but a stronger stress phenotype than wild type or the tirlafb2,3 mutant (Figure 5).
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Figure 5. An impairment of auxin perception decreases the sensitivity to photoperiod stress. (a)
Lesion formation of leaves in five-week-old Col-0, ahk2,3, tirlafb2,3 and ahk2,3 tirlafb2,3 plants the
day after the photoperiod stress treatment (one-way ANOVA; p < 0.05; n > 12). (b) Efficiency of
photosystem II (Fy /Fp,) of leaves the day after photoperiod stress treatment (paired Wilcoxon test,
FDR corrected via Benjamini-Hochberg method; p < 0.05; n > 13). Transcript abundance of BAP1 (c),
ZAT12 (d) and CAB2 (e), 0 and 15 h after the PLP treatment compared to respective control plants.
The expression level of wild type at the end of the PLP treatment (0 h) was set to 1 (one-way ANOVA;
p < 0.05; n > 3). (f) Peroxide content expressed as nmol H,O, equivalents g*1 FW in Col-0, ahk2,3,
tirlafb2,3 and ahk2,3 tirlafb2 leaves 15 h after PLP treatment (one-way ANOVA; p < 0.05; n = 4).
Letters indicate significantly different statistical groups. Pictures of representative plants exposed to
a 24 h prolongation of the light period are shown in Supplementary Figure S4b.

This was particularly clear for lesion formation, F, /Fp,, the response of ZAT12 and
ROS formation (Figure 5a,b,d,f). Notably, the strong induction of BAP1 and the reduction
in CAB2 expression of stress-treated ahk2,3 mutants were not rescued by introgression of
auxin receptor mutations (Figure 5c,e).

Taken together, an impairment of auxin perception in ahk2,3 reduced the photoperiod
stress sensitivity demonstrating the antagonistic functions of auxin and CK in this con-
text. CK might also act downstream of auxin for the transcriptional regulation of some
photoperiod-stress-sensitive genes (BAP1, CAB2).

3. Discussion

Our study indicates that the auxin status of Arabidopsis plants is relevant for their
response to photoperiod stress. Analyses investigating the transcriptomic responses to
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photoperiod stress revealed mostly minor changes in the abundance of gene transcripts
encoding enzymes of auxin biosynthesis and metabolism in wild-type leaves, whereas
the expression of these genes was more affected in CK-deficient ahk2,3 (Figures 1 and 2).
Strikingly, the auxin biosynthesis gene TAA1 was the only gene significantly less abundant
in ahk2,3 compared to wild type at all time points. TAAL1 is crucial for the formation of IAA
as it catalyzes the formation of its precursor IPA from Trp [14]. Its expression is promoted
by two transcription factors, ARR1 and ARR12, known to mediate CK signals, which
bind to the TAA1 promoter [34], presenting a prime example of direct regulation of auxin
metabolism by CK. It is conceivable that ARR1 and ARR12 are less active in CK receptor
mutants, which might be the cause for a reduced auxin synthesis in ahk2,3.

Other transcriptional changes of auxin-related genes induced by photoperiod stress
may affect the stress response. Several GH3 gene transcripts were more abundant upon PLP
treatment in both genotypes. The constitutive overexpression of these genes, GH3.5 (wes1-D
mutant), causes an IAA deficiency phenotype mainly by the synthesis of IAA-Asp and
also increases the resistance to cold, drought and heat stress, while the gh3.5 mutant has
increased IAA levels and is less stress-resistant [35]. A decreased IAA concentration due
to a gain-of-function mutation of GH3.13 improved the resistance of rice to drought [36].
Other examples of regulation of GH3 genes by CK have been reported for the regulation of
root growth [37]. It is well established that CK and auxin regulate each other’s synthesis
pathways and thus their hormone levels [34,38—41]. In addition, the stronger regulation of
GH3 genes in the CK-deficient ahk2,3 adds a facet to this picture.

Apart from influencing auxin synthesis and metabolism genes, RNA-seq results show
that with a developing photoperiod stress syndrome, the expression of genes involved in
auxin signaling including receptors, activators and repressors was mostly decreased in
wild type and even more strongly in photoperiod-stress-sensitive ahk2,3 (Figure 3). The
strong deregulation of these genes in ahk2,3 agrees with previous studies indicating that
tZ-dependent signaling is crucial to balance auxin synthesis by regulating IJAA3/SHORT
HYPOCOTYL 2 (SHY?2) and IAA17/AXILLARY ROOT 3 (AXR3) expression [40]. In the
context of photoperiod stress, it could be that one of the protective functions of CK, which
increases after PLP treatment in wild-type plants [6], is to balance the increased IAA
synthesis upon stress.

The auxin measurements conducted in this study support this idea. IAA, oxIAA and
oxIAA-Glc concentrations were about 50% lower in ahk2,3 control plants compared to
wild-type controls (Figure 3b,c,e). This is in accordance with previous findings of a reduced
IAA concentration in Arabidopsis plants with a decreased CK content [42,43]. As IAA
oxidation is the main IAA inactivation pathway in Arabidopsis [24,25], the reduced oxIAA
and oxIAA-Glc concentrations might reflect the decreased IAA concentration/synthesis in
ahk2,3 plants. After exposure to a PLP followed by darkness, the concentration of IAA and
its inactivated derivatives oxIAA, IAA-Glc and oxIAA-Glc increased in both wild type and
ahk2,3, but the relative increase was higher in the latter at the later time point (Figure 3b—e).
The strong increase of these inactive derivatives in ahk2,3 could hint at a homeostatic
mechanism to prevent the accumulation of free IAA. One part of this mechanism could
also be based on the substantial influence that CK has on auxin transport in the root and
during de novo organogenesis [44—47].

Mutant analyses revealed that an increasing impairment in auxin perception by the
mutation of TIR/AFB genes resulted in a decreased photoperiod stress sensitivity in terms
of lesion formation, partially in marker gene expression and peroxide content. In contrast,
an increase in the concentration of endogenous IAA in yuclD increased the sensitivity to
photoperiod stress (Figure 4 and Figure S2). This is congruent with studies reporting that
an increased auxin status is associated with a decreased stress resistance to cold, drought
and salt [35]. A decreased auxin status by either loss of TIR/AFB or by a constitutive
overexpression of GH3.5 (wes1-D mutant) enhanced the resistance to these stresses [35,48,49].
Other studies suggest that either auxin supplementation or an increase in endogenous IAA
concentration by YUC overexpression improves the resistance to drought stress [50,51].
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These opposing results indicate that balancing auxin concentration and auxin signaling
is of crucial importance for the appropriate response to stress, but the outcome might
be context-dependent. The decreased photoperiod stress symptoms of ahk2,3 tirlafb2,3
compared to ahk2,3 indicate hormonal crosstalk. Therefore, the increased sensitivity of
plants with a reduced CK status might at least partly be due to an imbalance in the CK-
auxin homeostasis (Figure 5), which is supported by the changes in auxin metabolite
concentrations and altered transcript levels of auxin-related genes.

What might be the mechanism behind a potential toxicity of IAA in the context of
photoperiod stress? Several studies suggest that auxin induces the formation of ROS
during developmental processes such as the gravitropic response of roots [52], lateral
root and root hair development [53,54], cell wall loosening [55] and quiescent center
formation [56]. Moreover, auxin induces the formation of HyO, during salt stress [48] acting
through NADPH oxidases RESPIRATORY BURST OXIDASE HOMOLOGs (RBOHs), the
content of ascorbic acid and the activity of superoxide dismutases (SODs), GLUTATHIONE
REDUCTASEs (GRs) and CATALASEs (CATs) [51,53,57]. Together with the results of this
study, one interpretation could be that the disproportional increase in IAA might induce
oxidative stress ultimately resulting in the photoperiod stress syndrome after exposure to
a PLP. Resistant plants therefore would be able to respond to the PLP by increasing IAA
inactivation or by reducing the auxin signaling output ultimately reducing oxidative stress
and thus the severity of stress symptoms.

In contrast to auxin, CK is associated with a decrease in ROS formation [9]. It acts as
a negative regulator of ROS formation after high light stress [58], counteracts oxidative
stress [59], balances ROS production during meristem development [60] and transcrip-
tionally regulates PEROXIDASE 33 (PRX33) and PRX34 via ARR2 [61]. In response to
photoperiod stress, CK signals through its receptors AHK2 and AHKS3 to negatively regu-
late the formation of apoplastic ROS and PRX4 and PRX71 expression [5] and to induce
the transcription of various other oxidative-stress-related genes [33]. Considering all of
this, we hypothesize that CK acts as a protectant against photoperiod stress by either
acting directly on the auxin status and/or by antagonizing auxin action by reducing ROS
formation (Figure 6). Future studies investigating the transcriptional and metabolic CK
status as well as the antioxidant system in auxin mutants during and after being exposed
to a PLP will reveal more precisely how CK and auxin interact to regulate the photoperiod
stress syndrome.

Photoperiod stress

~ ™~

CK=—1|AA CK\—I/IAA
ROS ROS
weak photoperiod stress response strong photoperiod stress response

Figure 6. Model of the function and interaction of CK and auxin in the response to photoperiod
stress. In leaves showing a weak photoperiod stress response (left side), CK accumulates (bold letters)
and inhibits auxin (IAA) and ROS accumulation (thick black arrows). In leaves showing a strong
photoperiod stress response (e.g., CK signaling or biosynthesis mutants; right side), CK does not
sufficiently repress IAA synthesis or signaling resulting in its accumulation and enhanced signaling
(bold letters). IAA ultimately induces ROS formation (bold letters and thick arrow).
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4. Materials and Methods
4.1. Plant Material and Growth Conditions

The Columbia-0 (Col-0) ecotype of Arabidopsis thaliana was used as the wild type.
The following mutant and transgenic Arabidopsis plants were used in this study: ahk2-
5,3-7 [62], yuclD [63,64] (obtained from Christine Beveridge) and tir1-1afb2-3,3-4 [16,17]
(obtained from the European Arabidopsis Stock Centre (NASC, Nottingham, UK; http:
/ /arabidopsis.info/, last accessed on 5 March 2022)). The ahk2,3tir1afb2,3 quintuple mutant
was generated by genetic crossing, and the genotypes were confirmed by PCR analysis.
Arabidopsis plants were grown on soil in a growth chamber under SD conditions (8 h
light/16 h dark) as described in Nitschke et al. [3].

4.2. Photoperiod Stress Treatment and Harvest of Leaf Material

A detailed description of the stress treatment performed and of the harvesting con-
ditions can be found in Frank et al. [6]. A schematic overview of the used experimental
conditions is shown in Figure 1a. Briefly, SD-grown five-week-old plants were exposed
to a light period of 32 h (prolonged light period, PLP) followed by an SD. Control plants
remained under SD conditions. For phenotypical and molecular analyses, leaves from
stress-treated plants of the same developmental stage (leaves 8-12) were chosen. Harvest
during the dark period was performed in green light.

4.3. Chlorophyll Fluorometry, Analysis of Cell Death Progression and ROS Measurement

Chlorophyll fluorescence and lesion formation were determined as described in Frank
et al. [6]. Measurement of the peroxide content expressed as H,O, equivalents g~ ! fresh
weight (FW) was performed as described in Abuelsoud et al. [5].

4.4. RNA Isolation and Quantitative RT-PCR

A detailed protocol for RNA isolation can be found in Frank et al. [6]. cDNA synthesis
and qRT-PCR analysis were performed as described in Cortleven et al. [65] using 500 ng
of total RNA and a CFX96™ Real-Time Touch System (Bio-Rad Laboratories GmbH;
Feldkirchen, Germany). All primers used in this study are listed in Supplementary Table S4.
Gene expression data were normalized against reference genes according to Vandesompele
etal. [66]. PROTEIN PHOSPHATASE 2A SUBUNIT A2 (PP2AA2, AT3G25800), UBIQUITIN-
CONJUGATING ENZYME 10 (UBC10, AT5G53300) and METACASPASE 2D (MCP2D,
AT1G79340) served as reference genes.

4.5. RNA-Seq Data

A detailed description of sampling conditions, RNA-seq data acquisition and statistical
analysis can be found in Cortleven et al. [33]. log,-fold values can be found in Supple-
mentary Tables S1 and S2. Data presented in this study were prepared using Microsoft
Excel® 2016.

4.6. Determination of Auxin Concentration

For auxin measurements, 100 mg fresh weight of leaf tissue (leaves 8-12) per sample
was collected and shock-frozen in liquid nitrogen under white light (time points during
light exposure) or green safety light (time points during night). Analysis was carried out
using high-performance liquid chromatography—electrospray tandem mass spectrometry
as described in [67] using 10 mg tissue per biological replicate. Samples were extracted with
1 mL of 50 mM phosphate buffer (pH 7.0) containing 0.1% sodium diethyldithiocarbamate.
[BC6IIAA, [BCyJoxIAA, [PC4JTAA-Glc, [P CyJoxIAA-Glc, [13CgJTIAA-Asp and [PCgJIAA-
Glu (5 pmol of each) were added as internal standards. A 200 uL portion of extract was
acidified with 1M HCl to pH 2.7 and purified by in-tip micro solid-phase extraction (in-tip
uSPE). After evaporation under reduced pressure, samples were analyzed using HPLC
system 1260 Infinity II (Agilent Technologies, Santa Clara, CA, USA) equipped with Kinetex
C18 column (50 mm X 2.1 mm, 1.7 pum; Phenomenex) and linked to 6495 Triple Quad
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detector (Agilent Technologies, Santa Clara, CA, USA). Auxin levels were quantified using
stable-isotope-labeled internal standards as a reference.

4.7. Statistical Analysis

Statistical analysis of auxin measurements was performed with R version 4.1.0 and for
all other data with SAS®Studio (SAS Compliance Department, NC, USA; https:/ /odamid.
oda.sas.com/SASStudio, last accessed on 5 March 2022). Homogeneity and homoscedas-
ticity were tested by Shapiro-Wilk (p > 0.95) and Levene tests (p > 0.01) before ANOVA
testing was performed followed by Tukey or Bonferroni (auxin measurements) post-hoc
test. If assumptions were not met, transformations (n’o'l, n0'01, no'l, no'z, n0'3, n0'5, log,
sqrt) were performed. Paired Wilcoxon test with Benjamini-Hochberg (BH) correction was
performed if assumptions were still not met after transformation.

Supplementary Materials: The following are available online at https:/ /www.mdpi.com/article/10
.3390/ijms23062936/s1.

Author Contributions: M.F,, A.C. and T.S. developed the project; M.F. designed and performed
experiments, partly together with A.C.; M.F,, A.C. and T.S. analyzed data; A.P. and O.N. measured
auxin concentrations; M.E,, A.C. and T.S. wrote the article. All authors have read and agreed to the
published version of the manuscript.

Funding: We acknowledge funding by the Deutsche Forschungsgemeinschaft (DFG) (grant Schm
814-27/1 and Collaborative Research Centre 973, www.sfb.973). This work was supported by the
Czech Science Foundation (No. 19-00973S) and the European Regional Development Fund Project
“Plants as a tool for sustainable global development” (No. CZ.02.1.01/0.0/0.0/16_019/0000827).
Open-access funding was provided by the Freie Universitit Berlin.

Informed Consent Statement: Not applicable.

Data Availability Statement: The data presented in this study are available in the article and Supple-
mentary Materials.

Acknowledgments: We thank Milena Mirow and Sarah Krey for lab assistance, Kamila Wisnerova
for technical assistance with auxin profiling, Christine Beveridge for providing yuc1D seeds and the
NASC for providing tirlafb2,3 seeds.

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

References

1.  Roeber, V.M.; Bajaj, I.; Rohde, M.; Schmiilling, T.; Cortleven, A. Light acts as a stressor and influences abiotic and biotic stress
responses in plants. Plant Cell Environ. 2021, 44, 645-664. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

2. Roeber, V.M.; Schmiilling, T.; Cortleven, A. The Photoperiod: Handling and Causing Stress in Plants. Front. Plant Sci. 2022,
12,781988. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

3.  Nitschke, S.; Cortleven, A.; Iven, T.; Feussner, I.; Havaux, M.; Riefler, M.; Schmdilling, T. Circadian Stress Regimes Affect the
Circadian Clock and Cause Jasmonic Acid-Dependent Cell Death in Cytokinin-Deficient Arabidopsis Plants. Plant Cell 2016, 28,
1616-1639. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

4. Nitschke, S.; Cortleven, A.; Schmiilling, T. Novel Stress in Plants by Altering the Photoperiod. Trends Plant Sci. 2017, 22, 913-916.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

5. Abuelsoud, W.; Cortleven, A.; Schmdilling, T. Photoperiod Stress Alters the Cellular Redox Status and Is Associated with an
Increased Peroxidase and Decreased Catalase Activity. J. Plant Physiol. 2020, 253, 153252. [CrossRef]

6. Frank, M.; Cortleven, A.; Novak, O.; Schmiilling, T. Root-derived trans-zeatin cytokinin protects Arabidopsis plants against
photoperiod stress. Plant Cell Environ. 2020, 43, 2637-2649. [CrossRef]

7. Albrecht, T.; Argueso, C.T. Should I fight or should I grow now? The role of cytokinins in plant growth and immunity and in the
growth-defence trade-off. Ann. Bot. 2017, 119, 725-735. [CrossRef]

8. Pavld, J.; Novék, J.; Koukalova, V.; Luklova, M.; Brzobohaty, B.; Cern}'l, M. Cytokinin at the Crossroads of Abiotic Stress Signalling
Pathways. Int. J. Mol. Sci. 2018, 19, 2450. [CrossRef]

9.  Cortleven, A.; Leuendorf, ].E.; Frank, M.; Pezzetta, D.; Bolt, S.; Schmiilling, T. Cytokinin action in response to abiotic and biotic
stresses in plants. Plant Cell Environ. 2019, 42, 998-1018. [CrossRef]

10. Bielach, A.; Hrtyan, M.; Tognetti, V.B. Plants under Stress: Involvement of Auxin and Cytokinin. Int. J. Mol. Sci. 2017, 18, 1427.

[CrossRef]


https://odamid.oda.sas.com/SASStudio
https://odamid.oda.sas.com/SASStudio
https://www.mdpi.com/article/10.3390/ijms23062936/s1
https://www.mdpi.com/article/10.3390/ijms23062936/s1
www.sfb.973
http://doi.org/10.1111/pce.13948
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/33190307
http://doi.org/10.3389/fpls.2021.781988
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/35145532
http://doi.org/10.1105/tpc.16.00016
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27354555
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.tplants.2017.09.005
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28970000
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jplph.2020.153252
http://doi.org/10.1111/pce.13860
http://doi.org/10.1093/aob/mcw211
http://doi.org/10.3390/ijms19082450
http://doi.org/10.1111/pce.13494
http://doi.org/10.3390/ijms18071427

Int. . Mol. Sci. 2022, 23, 2936 13 of 15

11.
12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.
21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

33.

34.

35.

36.

37.

38.

Woodward, A. Auxin: Regulation, Action, and Interaction. Ann. Bot. 2005, 95, 707-735. [CrossRef]

Zhao, Y. Auxin Biosynthesis: A Simple Two-Step Pathway Converts Tryptophan to Indole-3-Acetic Acid in Plants. Mol. Plant
2012, 5, 334-338. [CrossRef]

Korasick, D.A.; Enders, T.A.; Strader, L.C. Auxin biosynthesis and storage forms. J. Exp. Bot. 2013, 64, 2541-2555. [CrossRef]
Stepanova, A.N.; Robertson-Hoyt, J.; Yun, J.; Benavente, L.M.; Xie, D.-Y.; Dolezal, K.; Schlereth, A.; Jiirgens, G.; Alonso,
J.M. TAA1-Mediated Auxin Biosynthesis Is Essential for Hormone Crosstalk and Plant Development. Cell 2008, 133, 177-191.
[CrossRef]

Dharmasiri, N.; Dharmasiri, S.; Estelle, M. The F-box protein TIR1 is an auxin receptor. Nature 2005, 435, 441-445. [CrossRef]
Dharmasiri, N.; Dharmasiri, S.; Weijers, D.; Lechner, E.; Yamada, M.; Hobbie, L.; Ehrismann, ].S.; Jiirgens, G.; Estelle, M. Plant
Development Is Regulated by a Family of Auxin Receptor F Box Proteins. Dev. Cell 2005, 9, 109-119. [CrossRef]

Parry, G.; Calderon-Villalobos, L.L; Prigge, M.; Peret, B.; Dharmasiri, S.; Itoh, H.; Lechner, E.; Gray, W.M.; Bennett, M.; Estelle, M.
Complex regulation of the TIR1/AFB family of auxin receptors. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 2009, 106, 22540-22545. [CrossRef]
Ulmasov, T.; Murfett, J.; Hagen, G.; Guilfoyle, T.J. Aux/IAA proteins repress expression of reporter genes containing natural and
highly active synthetic auxin response elements. Plant Cell 1997, 9, 1963-1971. [CrossRef]

Ulmasov, T.; Hagen, G.; Guilfoyle, T.J. Dimerization and DNA binding of auxin response factors. Plant J. 1999, 19, 309-319.
[CrossRef]

Kepinski, S.; Leyser, O. The Arabidopsis F-box protein TIR1 is an auxin receptor. Nature 2005, 435, 446-451. [CrossRef]

Ulmasov, T.; Hagen, G.; Guilfoyle, T.]. Activation and repression of transcription by auxin-response factors. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci.
USA 1999, 96, 5844-5849. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Tiwari, S.B.; Hagen, G.; Guilfoyle, T. The Roles of Auxin Response Factor Domains in Auxin-Responsive Transcription. Plant Cell
2003, 15, 533-543. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Guilfoyle, T.J.; Hagen, G. Auxin response factors. Curr. Opin. Plant Biol. 2007, 10, 453-460. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Porco, S.; Péncik, A.; Rashed, A.; Voss, U.; Casanova-Saez, R.; Bishopp, A.; Golebiowska, A.; Bhosale, R.; Swarup, R.; Swarup, K,;
et al. Dioxygenase-encoding AtDAO]1 gene controls IAA oxidation and homeostasis in Arabidopsis. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA
2016, 113, 11016-11021. [CrossRef]

Zhang, J.; Lin, J.E.; Harris, C.; Pereira, EC.M.; Wu, E,; Blakeslee, ].J.; Peer, W.A. DAOI catalyzes temporal and tissue-specific
oxidative inactivation of auxin in Arabidopsis thaliana. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 2016, 113, 11010-11015. [CrossRef]

Staswick, P.E.; Tiryaki, I.; Rowe, M.L. Jasmonate Response Locus JAR1 and Several Related Arabidopsis Genes Encode Enzymes
of the Firefly Luciferase Superfamily That Show Activity on Jasmonic, Salicylic, and Indole-3-Acetic Acids in an Assay for
Adenylation. Plant Cell 2002, 14, 1405-1415. [CrossRef]

Staswick, P.E.; Serban, B.; Rowe, M.; Tiryaki, I.; Maldonado, M.T.; Maldonado, M.C.; Suza, W. Characterization of an Arabidopsis
Enzyme Family That Conjugates Amino Acids to Indole-3-Acetic Acid. Plant Cell 2005, 17, 616-627. [CrossRef]

Davies, R.T.; Goetz, D.H.; Lasswell, J.; Anderson, M.N.; Bartel, B. IAR3 Encodes an Auxin Conjugate Hydrolase from Arabidopsis.
Plant Cell 1999, 11, 365-376. [CrossRef]

LeClere, S.; Tellez, R.; Rampey, R.A.; Matsuda, S.P.T.; Bartel, B. Characterization of a Family of IAA-Amino Acid Conjugate
Hydrolases from Arabidopsis. ]. Biol. Chem. 2002, 277, 20446-20452. [CrossRef]

Coenen, C.; Lomax, T.L. Auxin—Cytokinin interactions in higher plants: Old problems and new tools. Trends Plant Sci. 1997, 2,
351-356. [CrossRef]

El-Showk, S.; Ruonala, R.; Helariutta, Y. Crossing paths: Cytokinin signalling and crosstalk. Development 2013, 140, 1373-1383.
[CrossRef]

Kurepa, J.; Shull, T.E.; Smalle, J.A. Antagonistic activity of auxin and cytokinin in shoot and root organs. Plant Direct 2019,
3, e00121. [CrossRef]

Cortleven, A.; Roeber, V.M.; Frank, M.; Bertels, J.; Lortzing, V.; Beemster, G.; Schmutilling, T. Photoperiod Stress in Arabidopsis
thaliana Induces a Transcriptional Response Resembling That of Pathogen Infection. Front. Plant Sci. 2022, 13, 838284. [CrossRef]
Yan, Z.; Liu, X,; Ljung, K.; Li, S.; Zhao, W.; Yang, F.; Wang, M.; Tao, Y. Type B Response Regulators Act as Central Integrators in
Transcriptional Control of the Auxin Biosynthesis Enzyme TAA1. Plant Physiol. 2017, 175, 1438-1454. [CrossRef]

Park, J.-E.; Park, J.-Y.; Kim, Y.-S.; Staswick, PE.; Jeon, J.; Yun, J.; Kim, S.-Y.; Kim, J.; Lee, Y.-H.; Park, C.-M. GH3-mediated Auxin
Homeostasis Links Growth Regulation with Stress Adaptation Response in Arabidopsis. J. Biol. Chem. 2007, 282, 10036—-10046.
[CrossRef]

Zhang, S.-W.; Li, C.-H.; Cao, J.; Zhang, Y.-C.; Zhang, S.-Q.; Xia, Y.-F,; Sun, D.-Y; Sun, Y. Altered Architecture and Enhanced
Drought Tolerance in Rice via the Down-Regulation of Indole-3-Acetic Acid by TLD1/OsGH3.13 Activation. Plant Physiol. 2009,
151, 1889-1901. [CrossRef]

Pierdonati, E.; Unterholzner, S.J.; Salvi, E.; Svolacchia, N.; Bertolotti, G.; Ioio, R.D.; Sabatini, S.; Di Mambro, R. Cytokinin-
Dependent Control of GH3 Group II Family Genes in the Arabidopsis Root. Plants 2019, 8, 94. [CrossRef]

Eklof, S.; Astot, C; Sitbon, E; Moritz, T.; Olsson, O.; Sandberg, G. Transgenic tobacco plants co-expressing Agrobacterium iaa and
ipt genes have wild-type hormone levels but display both auxin- and cytokinin-overproducing phenotypes. Plant . 2000, 23,
279-284. [CrossRef]


http://doi.org/10.1093/aob/mci083
http://doi.org/10.1093/mp/ssr104
http://doi.org/10.1093/jxb/ert080
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.cell.2008.01.047
http://doi.org/10.1038/nature03543
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.devcel.2005.05.014
http://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0911967106
http://doi.org/10.1105/tpc.9.11.1963
http://doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-313X.1999.00538.x
http://doi.org/10.1038/nature03542
http://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.96.10.5844
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10318972
http://doi.org/10.1105/tpc.008417
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12566590
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.pbi.2007.08.014
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17900969
http://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1604375113
http://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1604769113
http://doi.org/10.1105/tpc.000885
http://doi.org/10.1105/tpc.104.026690
http://doi.org/10.1105/tpc.11.3.365
http://doi.org/10.1074/jbc.M111955200
http://doi.org/10.1016/S1360-1385(97)84623-7
http://doi.org/10.1242/dev.086371
http://doi.org/10.1002/pld3.121
http://doi.org/10.3389/fpls.2022.838284
http://doi.org/10.1104/pp.17.00878
http://doi.org/10.1074/jbc.M610524200
http://doi.org/10.1104/pp.109.146803
http://doi.org/10.3390/plants8040094
http://doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-313x.2000.00762.x

Int. . Mol. Sci. 2022, 23, 2936 14 0of 15

39.

40.

41.

42.

43.

44.

45.

46.

47.

48.

49.

50.

51.

52.

53.

54.

55.

56.

57.

58.

59.

60.

61.

Nordstrom, A.; Tarkowski, P.; Tarkowska, D.; Norbaek, R.; Astot, C.; Dolezal, K.; Sandberg, G. Auxin regulation of cytokinin
biosynthesis in Arabidopsis thaliana: A factor of potential importance for auxin-cytokinin-regulated development. Proc. Natl. Acad.
Sci. USA 2004, 101, 8039-8044. [CrossRef]

Jones, B.; Gunneras, S.A.; Petersson, S.V.; Tarkowski, P.; Graham, N.; May, S.; Dolezal, K.; Sandberg, G.; Ljung, K. Cytokinin
Regulation of Auxin Synthesis in Arabidopsis Involves a Homeostatic Feedback Loop Regulated via Auxin and Cytokinin Signal
Transduction. Plant Cell 2010, 22, 2956-2969. [CrossRef]

Di, D.-W.; Wu, L.; Zhang, L.; An, C.-W.; Zhang, T.-Z.; Luo, P,; Gao, H.-H.; Kriechbaumer, V.; Guo, G.-Q. Functional roles of
Arabidopsis CKRC2/YUCCAS gene and the involvement of PIF4 in the regulation of auxin biosynthesis by cytokinin. Sci. Rep.
2016, 6, 36866. [CrossRef]

Werner, T.; Motyka, V.; Laucou, V.; Smets, R.; Van Onckelen, H.; Schmdilling, T. Cytokinin-Deficient Transgenic Arabidopsis Plants
Show Multiple Developmental Alterations Indicating Opposite Functions of Cytokinins in the Regulation of Shoot and Root
Meristem Activity. Plant Cell 2003, 15, 2532-2550. [CrossRef]

Prerostova, S.; Dobrev, P.I; Gaudinova, A.; Knirsch, V.; Kérber, N.; Pieruschka, R.; Fiorani, F.; Brzobohaty, B.; Cerny, M.; Spichal,
L.; et al. Cytokinins: Their Impact on Molecular and Growth Responses to Drought Stress and Recovery in Arabidopsis. Front.
Plant Sci. 2018, 9, 655. [CrossRef]

Dello Ioio, R.; Nakamura, K.; Moubayidin, L.; Perilli, S.; Taniguchi, M.; Morita, M.T.; Aoyama, T.; Costantino, P.; Sabatini, S.
A Genetic Framework for the Control of Cell Division and Differentiation in the Root Meristem. Science 2008, 322, 1380-1384.
[CrossRef]

Ruzicka, K.; Simaskova, M.; Duclercq, J.; Petrasek, J.; Zazimalova, E.; Simon, S.; Friml, J.; Van Montagu, M.C.E.; Benkova, E.
Cytokinin regulates root meristem activity via modulation of the polar auxin transport. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 2009, 106,
4284-4289. [CrossRef]

Pernisova, M.; Klima, P.; Hordk, J.; Valkov4, M.; Malbeck, J.; Soucek, P.; Reichman, P.; Hoyerova, K.; Dubova, J.; Friml, J.; et al.
Cytokinins modulate auxin-induced organogenesis in plants via regulation of the auxin efflux. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 2009,
106, 3609-3614. [CrossRef]

Pernisova, M.; Prat, T.; Grones, P.; Harustiakova, D.; Matonohova, M.; Spichal, L.; Nodzynski, T.; Friml, J.; Hejatko, J. Cytokinins
influence root gravitropism via differential regulation of auxin transporter expression and localization in Arabidopsis. New Phytol.
2016, 212, 497-509. [CrossRef]

Iglesias, M.; Terrile, M.C.; Bartoli, C.G.; Dippolito, S.; Casalongué, C.A. Auxin signaling participates in the adaptative response
against oxidative stress and salinity by interacting with redox metabolism in Arabidopsis. Plant Mol. Biol. 2010, 74, 215-222.
[CrossRef]

Salehin, M.; Li, B.; Tang, M.; Katz, E.; Song, L.; Ecker, ].R.; Kliebenstein, D.J.; Estelle, M. Auxin-sensitive Aux/IAA proteins
mediate drought tolerance in Arabidopsis by regulating glucosinolate levels. Nat. Commun. 2019, 10, 4021. [CrossRef]

Lee, M.; Jung, ].-H.; Han, D.-Y;; Seo, PJ.; Park, W.J.; Park, C.-M. Activation of a flavin monooxygenase gene YUCCA? enhances
drought resistance in Arabidopsis. Planta 2012, 235, 923-938. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Shi, H.; Chen, L.; Ye, T.; Liu, X.; Ding, K.; Chan, Z. Modulation of auxin content in Arabidopsis confers improved drought stress
resistance. Plant Physiol. Biochem. 2014, 82, 209-217. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Joo, ].H.; Bae, Y.S.; Lee, ].S. Role of Auxin-Induced Reactive Oxygen Species in Root Gravitropism. Plant Physiol. 2001, 126,
1055-1060. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Duan, Q.; Kita, D,; Li, C.; Cheung, A.Y.; Wu, H.-M. FERONIA receptor-like kinase regulates RHO GTPase signaling of root hair
development. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 2010, 107, 17821-17826. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Ma, E; Wang, L.; Li, ].; Samma, M.K; Xie, Y.; Wang, R.; Wang, J.; Zhang, J.; Shen, W. Interaction between HY; and H,O, in
auxin-induced lateral root formation in Arabidopsis. Plant Mol. Biol. 2014, 85, 49-61. [CrossRef]

Schopfer, P. Hydroxyl radical-induced cell-wall loosening in vitro and in vivo: Implications for the control of elongation growth.
Plant ]. 2002, 28, 679-688. [CrossRef]

Jiang, K.; Meng, Y.L.; Feldman, L.J. Quiescent center formation in maize roots is associated with an auxin-regulated oxidizing
environment. Development 2003, 130, 1429-1438. [CrossRef]

Peer, W.A.; Cheng, Y.; Murphy, A.S. Evidence of oxidative attenuation of auxin signalling. J. Exp. Bot. 2013, 64, 2629-2639.
[CrossRef]

Cortleven, A.; Nitschke, S.; Klaumiinzer, M.; AbdElgawad, H.; Asard, H.; Grimm, B.; Riefler, M.; Schmtilling, T. A Novel
Protective Function for Cytokinin in the Light Stress Response Is Mediated by the ARABIDOPSIS HISTIDINE KINASE2 and
ARABIDOPSIS HISTIDINE KINASE3 Receptors. Plant Physiol. 2014, 164, 1470-1483. [CrossRef]

Zwack, PJ.; De Clercq, I.; Howton, T.C.; Hallmark, H.T.; Hurny, A.; Keshishian, E.A.; Parish, A.M.; Benkova, E.; Mukhtar, S.; Van
Breusegem, F; et al. Cytokinin Response Factor 6 Represses Cytokinin-Associated Genes during Oxidative Stress. Plant Physiol.
2016, 172, 1249-1258. [CrossRef]

Tognetti, V.B.; Bielach, A.; Hrtyan, M. Redox regulation at the site of primary growth: Auxin, cytokinin and ROS crosstalk. Plant
Cell Environ. 2017, 40, 2586-2605. [CrossRef]

Arnaud, D,; Lee, S.; Takebayashi, Y.; Choi, D.; Choi, J.; Sakakibara, H.; Hwang, I. Cytokinin-Mediated Regulation of Reactive
Oxygen Species Homeostasis Modulates Stomatal Immunity in Arabidopsis. Plant Cell 2017, 29, 543-559. [CrossRef]


http://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0402504101
http://doi.org/10.1105/tpc.110.074856
http://doi.org/10.1038/srep36866
http://doi.org/10.1105/tpc.014928
http://doi.org/10.3389/fpls.2018.00655
http://doi.org/10.1126/science.1164147
http://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0900060106
http://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0811539106
http://doi.org/10.1111/nph.14049
http://doi.org/10.1007/s11103-010-9667-7
http://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-019-12002-1
http://doi.org/10.1007/s00425-011-1552-3
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22109847
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.plaphy.2014.06.008
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24992887
http://doi.org/10.1104/pp.126.3.1055
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11457956
http://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1005366107
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20876100
http://doi.org/10.1007/s11103-013-0168-3
http://doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-313x.2001.01187.x
http://doi.org/10.1242/dev.00359
http://doi.org/10.1093/jxb/ert152
http://doi.org/10.1104/pp.113.224667
http://doi.org/10.1104/pp.16.00415
http://doi.org/10.1111/pce.13021
http://doi.org/10.1105/tpc.16.00583

Int. . Mol. Sci. 2022, 23, 2936 150f 15

62.

63.

64.

65.

66.

67.

Riefler, M.; Novak, O.; Strnad, M.; Schmiilling, T. Arabidopsis Cytokinin Receptor Mutants Reveal Functions in Shoot Growth,
Leaf Senescence, Seed Size, Germination, Root Development, and Cytokinin Metabolism. Plant Cell 2005, 18, 40-54. [CrossRef]
Zhao, Y.; Christensen, S.K.; Fankhauser, C.; Cashman, ].R.; Cohen, ].D.; Weigel, D.; Chory, ]. A Role for Flavin Monooxygenase-Like
Enzymes in Auxin Biosynthesis. Science 2001, 291, 306-309. [CrossRef]

Cheng, Y.; Dai, X.; Zhao, Y. Auxin biosynthesis by the YUCCA flavin monooxygenases controls the formation of floral organs and
vascular tissues in Arabidopsis. Genes Dev. 2006, 20, 1790-1799. [CrossRef]

Cortleven, A.; Marg, I.; Yamburenko, M.V,; Schlicke, H.; Hill, K.; Grimm, B.; Schaller, G.E.; Schmiilling, T. Cytokinin Regulates the
Etioplast-Chloroplast Transition through the Two-Component Signaling System and Activation of Chloroplast-Related Genes.
Plant Physiol. 2016, 172, 464-478. [CrossRef]

Vandesompele, ].; De Preter, K.; Pattyn, F.; Poppe, B.; Van Roy, N.; De Paepe, A.; Speleman, F. Accurate normalization of real-time
quantitative RT-PCR data by geometric averaging of multiple internal control genes. Genome Biol. 2002, 3, research0034.1.
[CrossRef]

Pencik, A.; Casanova-Séaez, R.; Pilafova, V.; Zukauskaite, A.; Pinto, R.; Micol, J.L.; Ljung, K.; Novak, O. Ultra-rapid auxin
metabolite profiling for high-throughput mutant screening in Arabidopsis. . Exp. Bot. 2018, 69, 2569-2579. [CrossRef]


http://doi.org/10.1105/tpc.105.037796
http://doi.org/10.1126/science.291.5502.306
http://doi.org/10.1101/gad.1415106
http://doi.org/10.1104/pp.16.00640
http://doi.org/10.1186/gb-2002-3-7-research0034
http://doi.org/10.1093/jxb/ery084

	Introduction 
	Results 
	Auxin-Related Genes Are Differentially Regulated in Response to Photoperiod Stress 
	Photoperiod Stress Treatment Increases the Concentration of Free IAA in Wild-Type and ahk2,3 Plants 
	Plants with an Impaired Auxin Perception Are Less Sensitive to Photoperiod Stress 
	Impairment of Auxin Perception Reduces the Photoperiod Stress Response of the CK Receptor Mutant ahk2,3 

	Discussion 
	Materials and Methods 
	Plant Material and Growth Conditions 
	Photoperiod Stress Treatment and Harvest of Leaf Material 
	Chlorophyll Fluorometry, Analysis of Cell Death Progression and ROS Measurement 
	RNA Isolation and Quantitative RT-PCR 
	RNA-Seq Data 
	Determination of Auxin Concentration 
	Statistical Analysis 

	References

