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Circadian clock components in Arabidopsis II. LHY/CCA1
regulate the floral integrator gene SOC1 in both GI-dependent
and -independent pathways
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Abstract Two myb-related proteins, LHY and CCA1, play key roles in circadian clock function and flowering in
Arabidopsis. GI mediates between LHY/CCA1 and floral activators (CO and FT) to promote flowering. The effect of GI on
flowering probably involves FT-independent pathways, because ft only partially suppresses the early flowering caused by lhy
cca1 or overexpression of GI (GI-ox). LFY, FT, and SOC1 integrate four flowering pathways: the photoperiod, gibberellic
acid (GA), vernalization, and autonomous pathways. Roles of SOC1 and LFY in mediating between the clock and control of
flowering time have not been elucidated. Here, we demonstrate that SOC1 functioned redundantly with FT to promote
flowering via the LHY/CCA1/GI pathway. GI-ox and lhy cca1 increased mRNA levels of the SOC1 and gi partially
suppressed the up-regulation in lhy cca1 under SD. The overexpression of LHY (lhy-1) shifted the phase of SOC1
expression, and the gi mutation did not affect the phase shift, suggesting that LHY regulates SOC1 expression both in GIdependent and independent manners.
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Four genetic pathways (the photoperiod, gibberellic
acid (GA), vernalization, and autonomous pathways)
control flowering time in Arabidopsis (Boss et al. 2004;
Hayama and Coupland 2004). In the photoperiod
pathway, GIGANTEA (GI), CONSTANS (CO), and
FLOWERING LOCUS T (FT) have significant roles
in the control of flowering time under regulation of
the circadian system (Boss et al. 2004; Calvino et al.
2005; Hayama and Coupland 2004; Izawa et al. 2003;
Mizoguchi et al. 2005; Suarez-Lopez et al. 2001).
The circadian clock that generates rhythms of ca. 24 h
is thought to have several components (Boss et al. 2004;
Hayama and Coupland 2004; Mizuno and Nakamichi
2005; Salome and McClung 2004; Southern and Millar
2005), including two homologous genes, LATE
ELONGATED HYPOCOTYL (LHY) and CIRCADIAN
CLOCK ASSOCIATED 1 (CCA1), which encode single
myb transcriptional factors (Green and Tobin 1999;
Mizoguchi et al. 2002; Schaffer et al. 1998; Wang
and Tobin 1998). TIMING OF CAB EXPRESSION 1
(TOC1) and PSEUDO-RESPONSE REGULATOR
(PRR) family members also play key roles in the
circadian clock function in Arabidopsis (Mizuno and

Nakamichi 2005). The lhy cca1 mutants flower much
earlier than lhy or cca1 single mutants and lose freerunning rhythms in the expression of clock-controlled
genes after a few cycles under continuous light or dark
(Mizoguchi et al. 2002). The overexpression of either
LHY (lhy-1) or CCA1 (35S : CCA1) delays flowering
under long days (LD) (Schaffer et al. 1998; Wang and
Tobin 1998).
We recently proposed that GI has dual roles within the
circadian clock to regulate period length and circadian
phase, while also directly promoting expression of a
circadian clock output pathway that includes CO and FT
and promotes flowering (Calvino et al. 2005; Mizoguchi
et al. 2005). The effect of GI on flowering probably
includes the CO- and FT-independent pathways, because
co or ft mutations only partially suppress the early
flowering caused by GI-ox (35S : GI) or lhy cca1
(Calvino et al. 2005; Mizoguchi et al. 2005). However,
key factors involved in the CO- or FT-independent
pathways have not been identified.
SUPPRESSOR OF OVEREXPRESSION OF CO 1
(SOC1) encodes a MADS box protein and functions
as a floral integrator gene of the photoperiod, GA,

Abbreviations: CCA1, CIRCADIAN CLOCK ASSOCIATED 1; CO, CONSTANS; GI, GIGANTEA; LHY, LATE ELONGATED HYPOCOTYL;
SD, short day; SOC1, SUPPRESSOR OF OVEREXPRESSION OF CO 1; TOC1, TIMING OF CAB EXPRESSION 1.
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vernalization, and autonomous pathways (Boss et al.
2004). CO proteins induce flowering under LD
conditions through the activation of FT and SOC1
expression (Onouchi et al. 2000; Samach et al. 2000).
The up-regulation of FT and SOC1 expression seems to
be a major key in switching from the vegetative to the
reproductive phase (Boss et al. 2004; Hayama and
Coupland 2004). The SOC1 expression is affected by a
clock mutation, toc1 (Blázquez et al. 2002), but it has
not been elucidated whether loss- and gain-of-function of
LHY and CCA1 and gain-of-function of GI affect the
SOC1 expression or not. Also it has not been tested
whether the SOC1 is really required for the early
flowering caused by clock mutations such as toc1, lhy
cca1 and GI-ox.
Here, we demonstrate that SOC1 functions
redundantly with FT in the LHY/CCA1/GI pathway to
regulate flowering time in Arabidopsis. Also we propose
that LHY may regulate SOC1 expression in both GIdependent and -independent pathways. The SOC1
promoter has CCA1/LHY recognition sequences,
suggesting that CCA1/LHY may bind the SOC1
promoter directly to control the SOC1 expression.

Materials and methods
Plant materials, growth conditions and
measurement of flowering time
The Landsberg erecta (Ler) ecotype of Arabidopsis
thaliana was the wild-type used. The lhy-11 cca1-1
(Mizoguchi et al. 2002), lhy-11 cca1-1 gi-3 and GI-ox
(Mizoguchi et al. 2005), CO-ox (Onouchi et al. 2000),
lhy-1 (Schaffer et al. 1998) and gi-3 (Fowler et al. 1999)
mutants were described previously. The lhy-1 gi-3
mutant was made by crossing lines homozygous for lhy1 and gi-3. Detailed information on the construction of
the double mutant lines and genetic segregation ratios is
available from the authors.
Plants were grown on soil in controlled environment
rooms under either LD (16 h light/8 h dark) or SD (10 h
light/14 h dark) as described (Mizoguchi et al. 2002).
Flowering time was measured as described (Mizoguchi et
al. 2002). Data are presented as mean/SE.
Differences in flowering times were confirmed as
statistically significant using Student’s t-test (P0.0005).
Semiquantitative RT-PCR
For SD experiments, plants were grown on soil for 10
days and aerial parts were used for RNA preparation. RTPCR was performed with 1 m g of total RNA using a
SuperScriptTM First-Strand Synthesis System for RT-PCR
(Invitrogen, Carlsbad, CA). cDNAs were diluted to 100
m l with TE buffer, and 1 m l of diluted cDNA was used
for PCR amplification by TaKaRa Ex Taq (TaKaRa,
Shiga, Japan). For RT-PCR expression studies, the

following primers were used: FT, 5-ACAACTGGAACAACCTTTGGCAATG-3 and 5-ACTATATAGGCATCATCACCGTTCGTTACTCG-3 (Blázquez and
Weigel 1999); CCR2, 5-CTCTTGAGCTGCCTTCG-3
and 5- AGAACATTCATTGGTAATCCC-3 (Staiger et
al. 2003); SOC1, 5-GGATCGAGTCAGCACCAAACC3 and 5-CCCAATGAACAATTGCGTCTC-3 (Blázquez
et al., 2002); TUB, 5- CTCAAGAGGTTCTCAGCAGTA-3 and 5- TCACCTTCTTCATCCGCAGTT-3
(Kobayashi et al. 1999). Numbers of PCR cycles were as
follows; 25, 15, 22 and 18 cycles for FT, CCR2, SOC1
and TUB. Annealing temperature was 58°C. Primer
specificity was verified by sequencing the PCR products.
The PCR products were separated on 1.5% agarose gels
and transferred to Biodyne B Membranes (Nippon
Genetics, Tokyo, Japan). The RT-PCR products were
cloned by pGEM-T Easy Vector System I (Promega,
Madison, WI), and plasmids were extracted to be
templates for PCR to amplify probe DNA. The
membranes were hybridized with radioactive probe
DNAs in hybridization solution that contained 5SSC,
0.1% SDS, 0.1% sarkosyl, 0.75% Blocking reagent
(Boehringer Mannheim, Mannheim, Germany), and 5%
dextran sulfate sodium salt at 65°C for 16 h. The blot
was washed with 2 SSC and 0.1% SDS for 20 min,
then 0.5SSC and 0.1% SDS for 10 min at 65°C and
then the hybridization signal was visualized using a
BioImaging Analyzer (BAS 5000; Fuji Photo Film,
Tokyo, Japan); signal intensity was quantified with
Science Lab 98 Image Gauge software (version 3.1; Fuji
Photo Film, Tokyo, Japan). Values were represented
relative to the highest value of the samples after
standardization to the TUB control. All the RT-PCR
analysis was performed at least twice and usually with
independent RNA samples.

Results
SOC1 expression in lhy-11 cca1-1 and gi mutants
under SD
The level of SOC1 expression shows circadian
oscillation, suggesting that it is under the regulation of a
circadian clock (Blázquez et al. 2002). The expression
peak was shifted forward in the toc1 mutant, which
shows an early flowering phenotype under SD (Blázquez
et al. 2002; Millar et al. 1995; Somers et al. 1998). The
double-loss-of-function line lhy-11 cca1-1 also shows an
early flowering phenotype under SD (Mizoguchi et al.
2002).
To
determine
whether
defects
of the clock components LHY and CCA1 also affect
the pattern of SOC1 expression, we conducted semiquantitative RT-PCR analysis. Plants were grown under
SD for 10 days and harvested every 4 h for 24 h. The
oscillation pattern of the SOC1 transcript level was
changed in lhy-11 cca1-1 (Figure 1A, B). In the wild-
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dramatically in the lhy-11 cca1-1 gi-3 triple mutant
compared to lhy-11 cca1-1 (Figure 1A, C) as reported
(Mizoguchi et al. 2005). The phase of expression of
CCR2 was shifted earlier in the lhy-11 cca1-1 double
mutant compared to wild-type plants, but the amplitude
of expression was not reduced in the lhy-11 cca1-1 gi-3
triple mutant (Figure 1A, D) as reported (Mizoguchi et
al. 2005). Therefore, in contrast to its effect on FT
expression the gi-3 mutation did not alter the amplitude
or suppress the phase shift caused by lhy-11 cca1-1 on
CCR2. The effect of gi-3 on the SOC1 expression in lhy
cca1 background was not so strong, but the up-regulation
of the SOC1 expression in lhy-11 cca1-1 was lowered by
gi-3 (Figure 1A, B). These results suggest that the GIdependent pathway controlled by the circadian clock
affected the SOC1 expression.
SOC1 expression in GI-ox plants under SD
GI mediates between LHY/CCA1 and CO to promote
flowering by increasing CO and FT mRNA abundance
(Mizoguchi et al. 2005). The transcript levels of SOC1
and FT are increased in CO-ox plants (Figure 3A, C;
Samach et al. 2000). CO is partially required for the
early flowering phenotype of lhy cca1 and GI-ox under
SD (Mizoguchi et al. 2005). Consistent with this, SOC1
mRNA expression was increased significantly in GI-ox
plants compared with that in wild-type plants under SD
(Figure 2A, B).

Figure 1. Abundance of SOC1, FT and CCR2 mRNA in wild-type,
lhy-11 cca1-1, gi-3 and lhy-11 cca1-1 gi-3 plants grown under SD. (A)
The expression of SOC1, FT and CCR2 was analyzed using RT-PCR in
wild-type (WT), lhy-11 cca1-1 (lhy cca1), gi-3 (gi) and lhy-11 cca1-1
gi-3 (lhy cca1 gi) plants grown under SD. Quantification of SOC1 (B),
FT (C), and CCR2 (D) mRNA abundance from the blots shown in (A).
The results are presented as a proportion of the highest value after
standardization with respect to TUBULIN2 levels (TUB). Open and
solid bars along the horizontal axis represent light and dark periods,
respectively. These are measured in hours from dawn (zeitgeber time;
ZT). Each experiment was performed at least twice with similar results.

type plant, the transcript level showed diurnal oscillation
that peaked around ZT8, as reported (Blázquez et al.
2002), but in lhy-11 cca1-1, the peak was shifted to ZT4
and the level was higher than in the wild type during the
dark period. The expression patterns of FT and COLDCIRCADIAN RHYTHM-RNA-BINDING 2 (CCR2) were
controlled by a circadian clock (Carpenter et al. 1994;
Suarez-Lopez et al. 2001) and were analyzed in the same
lines as controls. The expression of FT was induced in
lhy cca1, as reported (Figure 1A, C; Mizoguchi et al.
2005). The peak of CCR2 expression was around ZT8 in
the wild type, but was shifted forward to ZT4 in lhy-11
cca1-1 (Figure 1A, D; Mizoguchi et al. 2005).
The abundance of the FT mRNAs was reduced

FT and SOC1 function redundantly in the
LHY/CCA1/GI pathway to promote flowering
To test whether SOC1 is required for the early flowering
of GI-ox plants, the flowering times of double mutants
GI-ox soc1 and GI-ox ft-1 and a triple mutant GI-ox ft-1
soc1 were scored under LD and SD (Figure 2C). Under
SD, the GI-ox soc1 plants flowered with 11 leaves more
than GI-ox plants and 20 leaves fewer than the wild-type
control (Figure 2C). As a control, the GI-ox ft-1 plants
also flowered with 21 leaves more than GI-ox plants and
10 leaves fewer than the wild-type control as reported
(Figure 2C; Mizoguchi et al. 2005). The GI-ox ft-1 soc1
triple mutant produced 35 leaves more than the GI-ox
plants under SD. The effect of the ft-1 soc1 double
mutation on the early flowering phenotype of GI-ox was
also more severe than that of ft-1 and soc1 under LD.
These results suggest that FT and SOC1 function
redundantly in the LHY/CCA1/GI pathway to promote
flowering.
SOC1 expression in lhy-1 and lhy-1 gi mutants
under SD
We then tested the SOC1 and CCR2 expression in lhy-1
(LHY-ox), in which LHY mRNA is constitutively
overexpressed (Kim et al. 2003; Schaffer et al. 1998).
The peak of the CCR2 expression was shifted to around
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the transcription level of SOC1, as reported (Figure 1A,
B; Lee et al. 2000; Samach et al. 2000). The pattern of
SOC1 expression in lhy-1 gi-3 was similar to that of lhy1 (Figure 3A, B) but not to that of gi-3 (Figure 1A, B).
These results suggest that LHY may regulate the SOC1
expression both in GI-dependent and -independent
manners.

Discussion

Figure 2. Abundance of SOC1 mRNA in GI-ox plants grown under
SD and the flowering times of GI-ox plants with and without soc1 and
ft mutations. (A) The expression of SOC1 was analyzed using RT-PCR
in wild-type (WT) and GI-ox plants grown under SD. (B)
Quantification of SOC1 mRNA abundance from the blots shown in (A).
The results are presented as a proportion of the highest value after
standardization with respect to TUBULIN2 levels (TUB). Open and
solid bars along the horizontal axis represent light and dark periods,
respectively. These are measured in hours from dawn (zeitgeber time;
ZT). Each experiment was performed at least twice with similar results.
(C) The flowering time of GI-ox plants with or without soc1 and ft-1
was measured under LD and SD. Flowering time was scored by
counting the numbers of rosette and cauline leaves on the main stem.
The mean leaf number is shownstandard error (SE). Each experiment
was performed at least twice with similar results.

ZT20 in lhy-1 (Figure 3A, D). In lhy-1 gi-3, the CCR2
expression pattern was similar to that of lhy-1 rather than
that of gi-3 (Figure 3A, D). In lhy-1, the phase of SOC1
expression was changed dramatically, and the peak of
expression occurred around ZT16 or ZT20 (Figure 3A,
B). The overexpression of CO increased the expression
of SOC1 (Figure 3A, C; Samach et al. 2000), but the
loss-of-function of gi seemed to have a minor effect on

A circadian clock affects SOC1 expression, and
SOC1 is partially required for the early flowering
of GI-ox plants
Disruption of the circadian clock system has been
reported to affect flowering time, but how it alters
flowering time is less well understood. Recently, we
showed that GI mediates between the circadian clock
(LHY and CCA1) and floral activators (CO and FT) in
the control of flowering (Mizoguchi et al. 2005). A lossof-function mutation of gi almost completely suppressed
the early flowering of lhy cca1 under SD. However, either
the co or ft mutation only partially suppressed the early
flowering phenotypes of lhy cca1 and GI-ox plants under
SD. These results suggest that the effect of GI on
flowering probably includes the CO- and FT-independent
pathways.
In this paper, we demonstrated that mutations of clock
components (e.g., lhy-11 cca1-1, lhy-1, and GI-ox)
affected the level of SOC1 transcription (Figures 1–3). In
addition, the early flowering phenotype of GI-ox was
partially suppressed by soc1 (Figure 2C). The double
loss-of-function of ft-1 and soc1 markedly delayed
the flowering time of GI-ox plants under both SD and
LD (Figure 2C), indicating that SOC1 and FT act
redundantly as floral activators in the LHY/CCA1-GICO pathway.
The clock components LHY and CCA1 may
directly control the expression of SOC1, a key
gene in one of the clock-controlled output
pathways
The peak of CCR2 expression was dramatically changed
in lhy-1 (ZT8 to ZT20; Figure 3A, D). This phase shift
may be caused by the phase shift in the LHY protein
level, which shows diurnal oscillation with sharp peaks
around dusk in wild-type plants. By contrast, in lhy-1, it
shows moderate peaks around the end of the light period
under light/dark cycles (Kim et al. 2003). The level of
CCR2 transcription is high when the LHY protein is
absent, suggesting that LHY negatively regulates CCR2
expression.
The CCA1-binding site (CBS), AAA/CAATCT, was
identified (Wang et al. 1997) and is important for
morning-specific transcription of the clock-controlled
genes (Michael and McClung 2002). CBS is similar to
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Figure 3. Abundance of SOC1 and CCR2 mRNA in lhy-1, lhy-1 gi, and CO-ox plants grown under SD. (A) The expression of SOC1 and CCR2 was
analyzed by RT-PCR in wild-type (WT), lhy-1 (LHY-ox), lhy-1 gi-3 (LHY-ox gi), and 35S : CO (CO-ox) plants grown under SD. Quantification of
SOC1 (B, C) and CCR2 (D, E) mRNA abundance from the blots shown in (A). The results are presented as a proportion of the highest value after
standardization with respect to TUBULIN2 levels (TUB). Open and solid bars along the horizontal axis represent light and dark periods, respectively.
These are measured in hours from dawn (zeitgeber time; ZT). Each experiment was performed at least twice with similar results.

the eight-nucleotide motif, AAATATCT, found in a
computational analysis of Arabidopsis cycling genes
(Harmer et al. 2000). This motif is called the evening
element (EE) and is required for evening-specific
transcription of the clock-controlled genes (Harmer et al.

2000; Michael and McClung 2002). LHY and CCA1
recognize the EEs in the TOC1 promoter (Alabadi et al.
2001). LHY and CCA1 recognize several EEs or CBSs
in the CCR2 promoter (Harmer et al. 2000), suggesting
that LHY directly binds to the CCR2 promoter. The
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expression of SOC1 was similar to that of CCR2 in that
there was a phase advance in lhy-11 cca1-1 and
retrogression in lhy-1 (Figures 1, 3). Therefore, we
consulted the SOC1 promoter sequence and found a CBS
(AAAAATCT) and an EE (AAATATCT) in the 267/
260 and 210/203 regions of the SOC1 promoter,
respectively (Figure 4). Our results suggest that
LHY/CCA1 affect the SOC1 expression both via the GIdependent and -independent pathways (Figure 4) and that
LHY or CCA1 may bind to the SOC1 promoter directly.
There is no report that the clock component regulates the
expression of downstream factors in the floral promotion
pathway directly. Several pathways regulate SOC1
expression, including the photoperiod, GA, autonomous,
and vernalization pathways (Boss et al. 2004). We
propose a possible novel pathway that may regulate

Figure 4. A hypothetical model showing the GI-dependent and
-independent regulation of the SOC1 expression by LHY and CCA1.
The circadian clock regulates flowering time through the photoperiod
pathway. CO is a key floral activator and mediates between GI and
SOC1/FT in the photoperiod pathway. FLC is a floral repressor in the
autonomous pathway and shown to negatively regulate the SOC1 and
FT expression (Hepworth et al. 2002). Recently, it has been shown that
FT regulates the SOC1 expression (Yoo et al. 2005). SOC1 and FT
redundantly act as floral activators in the clock-controlled flowering
pathway. GI is required for the up-regulation of the SOC1 expression in
lhy cca1 and GI-ox increases the SOC1 expression in SD (the GIdependent pathway shown in blue). The phase of the SOC1 expression
is largely shifted in lhy-1 under SD. gi mutation does not affect the
phase shift in the lhy-1 background. The SOC1 promoter has a CBS
(Wang et al. 1997) and an EE (Harmer et al. 2000) that can be
recognized by LHY/CCA1 proteins. These results suggest that
LHY/CCA1 may regulate the SOC1 expression in both the GIdependent (blue) and -independent (red) pathways. We propose a
possibility that LHY/CCA1 proteins may bind the SOC1 promoter
directly to regulate the SOC1 expression. Further analysis will be
needed to confirm this possibility.

SOC1 expression or direct its regulation by the clock
components (Figure 4). Further analysis will be needed
to confirm this possibility.
Acknowledgements

This work was supported in part by a grant from the
PROBRAIN (to T.M.) and a Grant-in-Aid for Scientific
Research from the Ministry of Education, Science,
Sports and Culture of Japan (No. 15770021 to T.M.).
The authors are grateful to Dr. Joanna Putterill and Dr.
David Somers for discussion and Ms. Midori Moro-oka
for her technical assistance.
References
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
Blázquez MA, Weigel D (1999) Independent regulation of
flowering by phytochrome B and gibberellins in Arabidopsis.
Plant Physiol 120: 1025–1032
Blázquez MA, Trenor M, Weigel D (2002) Independent control of
gibberellin biosynthesis and flowering time by the circadian
clock in Arabidopsis. Plant Physiol 130: 1770–1775
Boss PK, Bastow RM, Mylne JS, Dean C (2004) Multiple
pathways in the decision to flower: enabling, promoting, and
resetting. Plant Cell 16: Suppl, S18–31
Calvino M, Kamada H, Mizoguchi T (2005) Is the role of the
short-day solely to switch off the CONSTANS in Arabidopsis?
Plant Biotech 22: 179–184
Carpenter CD, Kreps JA, Simon AE (1994) Genes encoding
Glycine-rich Arabidopsis thaliana proteins with RNA-binding
motifs are influenced by cold treatment and an endogenous
circadian rhythm. Plant Physiol 104: 1015–1025
Fowler S, Lee K, Onouchi H, Samach A, Richardson K, Coupland
G, Putterill J (1999) GIGANTEA: A circadian clock-controlled
gene that regulates photoperiodic flowering in Arabidopsis and
encodes a protein with several possible membrane-spanning
domains. EMBO J 18: 4679–4688
Green RM, Tobin EM (1999) Loss of the circadian clockassociated protein 1 in Arabidopsis results in altered clockregulated gene expression. Proc Natl Acad Sci USA 96:
4176–4179
Harmer SL, Hogenesch JB, Straume M, Chang HS, Han B, Zhu T,
Wang X, Kreps JA, Kay SA (2000) Orchestrated transcription of
key pathways in Arabidopsis by the circadian clock. Science
290: 2110–2113
Hayama R, Coupland G (2004) The molecular basis of diversity in
the photoperiodic flowering responses of Arabidopsis and rice.
Plant Physiol 135: 677–684
Hepworth SR, Valverde F, Ravenscroft D, Mouradov A, Coupland,
G (2002) Antagonistic regulation of flowering-time gene SOC1
by CONSTANS and FLC via separate promoter motifs. EMBO
J 21: 4327–4337
Izawa T, Takahashi Y, Yano M (2003) Comparative biology comes
into bloom: genomic and genetic comparison of flowering
pathways in rice and Arabidopsis. Curr Opin Plant Biol 6:
113–120
Kim JY, Song HR, Taylor BL, Carré IA (2003) Light-regulated

Copyright © 2005 The Japanese Society for Plant Cell and Molecular Biology

S. Fujiwara et al.

translation mediates gated induction of the Arabidopsis clock
protein LHY. EMBO J 22: 935–944
Kobayashi Y, Kaya H, Goto K, Iwabuchi M, Araki T (1999) A pair
of related genes with antagonistic roles in mediating flowering
signals. Science 29: 1960–1962
Lee H, Suh SS, Park E, Cho E, Ahn JH, Kim SG, Lee JS, Kwon
YM, Lee I (2000) The AGAMOUS-LIKE 20 MADS domain
protein integrates floral inductive pathways in Arabidopsis.
Genes Dev 14: 2366–2376
Michael TP, McClung CR (2002) Phase-specific circadian clock
regulatory elements in Arabidopsis. Plant Physiol 130: 627–
638
Millar AJ, Carre IA, Strayer CA, Chua NH, Kay SA (1995)
Circadian clock mutants in Arabidopsis identified by luciferase
imaging. Science 267: 1161–1163
Mizoguchi T, Wheatley K, Hanzawa Y, Wright L, Mizoguchi M,
Song HR, Carré IA, Coupland G (2002) LHY and CCA1 are
partially redundant genes required to maintain circadian rhythms
in Arabidopsis. Dev Cell 2: 629–641
Mizoguchi T, Wright L, Fujiwara S, Cremer F, Lee K, Onouchi H,
Mouradov A, Fowler S, Kamada H, Putterill J, Coupland G
(2005) Distinct roles of GIGANTEA in promoting flowering and
regulating circadian rhythms in Arabidopsis. Plant Cell 17:
2255–2270
Mizuno T, Nakamichi N (2005) Pseudo-Response Regulators
(PRRs) or True Oscillator Components (TOCs). Plant Cell
Physiol 46: 677–685
Onouchi H, Igeno MI, Perilleux C, Graves K, Coupland G. (2000)
Mutagenesis of plants overexpressing CONSTANS demonstrates
novel interactions among Arabidopsis flowering-time genes.
Plant Cell 12: 885–900
Samach A, Onouchi H, Gold SE, Ditta GS, Schwarz-Sommer Z,
Yanofsky MF, Coupland G (2000) Distinct roles of CONSTANS
target genes in reproductive development of Arabidopsis.
Science 288: 1613–1616

Salome PA, McClung CR (2004) The Arabidopsis thaliana clock.
J Biol Rhythms 19: 425–435
Schaffer R, Ramsay N, Samach A, Corden S, Putterill J, Carré IA,
Coupland G (1998) The late elongated hypocotyl mutation of
Arabidopsis disrupts circadian rhythms and the photoperiodic
control of flowering. Cell 93: 1219–1229
Somers DE, Webb AA, Pearson M, Kay SA (1998) The shortperiod mutant, toc1-1, alters circadian clock regulation of
multiple outputs throughout development in Arabidopsis
thaliana. Development 125: 485–494
Southern MM, Millar AJ (2005) Circadian genetics in the model
higher plant, Arabidopsis thaliana. Methods Enzymol 393:
23–35
Staiger D, Zecca L, Kirk DAW, Apel K, Eckstein L (2003) The
circadian clock regulated RNA-binding protein AtGRP7
autoregulates its expression by influencing alternative splicing of
its own pre-mRNA. Plant J 33: 361–371
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
Wang ZY, Kenigsbuch D, Sun L, Harel E, Ong MS, Tobin EM
(1997) A Myb-related transcription factor is involved in the
phytochrome regulation of an Arabidopsis Lhcb gene. Plant
Cell 9: 491–507
Wang ZY, Tobin EM (1998) Constitutive expression of the
CIRCADIAN CLOCK ASSOCIATED 1 (CCA1) gene disrupts
circadian rhythms and suppresses its own expression. Cell 93:
1207–1217
Yoo SK, Chung KS, Kim J, Lee JH, Hong SM, Yoo SJ, Yoo SY,
Lee JS, Ahn JH (2005) CONSTANS Activates SUPPRESSOR
OF OVEREXPRESSION OF CONSTANS 1 through
FLOWERING LOCUS T to Promote Flowering in Arabidopsis.
Plant Physiol 139: 770–778

Copyright © 2005 The Japanese Society for Plant Cell and Molecular Biology

325

