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Abiotic stresses, particularly water deficit, salinity, and temperature extremes, are the primary 
factors limiting crop productivity, accounting for more than a 50% reduction in crop yields 
worldwide (Boyer, 1982). Areas affected by drought are expanding and this trend is expected to 
accelerate (Burke et al., 2006). Growth of the world’s population combined with an increase in 
global prosperity and decrease in arable land are creating increasing demands for food, fiber and 
biomaterials (Ragauskas et al., 2006). More than 80% of available fresh water is consumed by 
agriculture (Delmer, 2005), and the need for sustainable agricultural methods is ever increasing. 
Drought is a perennial environmental constraint, affecting an estimated 25 percent of all crops 
worldwide at enormous cost. Therefore, increasing food and fiber quantity and quality through 
biotechnology for improved stress tolerance and biomass production has the potential to im-
pact the complex and interrelated issues of globalization, poverty, hunger, population growth, 
climate change, energy, biodiversity, and environmental degradation. The task of identifying 
gene functions and developing effective strategies to use these functions for crop improvement 
is daunting and much more knowledge is needed to achieve the promise of plant biotechnology.

Plant Responses to Water-Deficit Stress

Although cotton is considered to be a drought tolerant plant, like most major agricultural crops, 
its production is negatively impacted by water-deficit stress. Cotton, being a perennial with an in-
determinate growth habit and a complex fruiting pattern, is considered to have the most complicat-
ed response to environmental conditions and management practices of the major row crops grown 
in the United States (Oosterhuis, 1990). Cotton yield is generally proportional to the amount of 
water available and acceptable yield enhancements from irrigation are typically seen in arid and 
semi-arid environments such as Arizona, California and West Texas (Radin et al., 1992.

Cotton fiber initiation, elongation, secondary cell wall development and maturation are ge-
netically regulated, but are also affected by the environmental conditions faced by the plant dur-
ing its lifecycle. Throughout cotton development, the plant perceives both internal and external 
cues that alter the physiological, metabolic, and cellular programs that ultimately determine the 
final characteristics of the fiber. Understanding fiber biology in terms of these cues has been 
slow in coming. Water deficit induces a variety of plant responses, including changes in gene 
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expression, accumulation of the phytohormone abscisic acid (ABA), production of osmotically 
active compounds, and the synthesis of protective proteins that scavenge oxygen radicals or act 
as molecular chaperones (Wang et al., 2003). These responses are controlled by molecular net-
works that activate stress responsive mechanisms to re-establish homeostasis and to protect and 
repair damaged proteins and membranes (Ramachandra-Reddy, 2004). Comparative analysis 
of gene expression profiles in cotton leaf and root tissues under well-watered and water-deficit 
conditions indicated extensive tissue-specific and stress-responsive changes in gene expression 
(Payton et al., 2010). While many of these stress induced genes fall into known functional cat-
egories, including, protective factors such as heat shock proteins, desiccation response proteins 
(dehydrins) and antioxidant enzymes, along with known stress responsive regulatory factors, 
the majority of stress-responsive transcripts identified in both tissues have functions that are not 
yet known. Thus, much remains to be learned about abiotic stress responses in cotton.

In recent years, our understanding of the regulatory mechanisms that control stress accli-
mation mechanisms in the model plant Arabidopsis has dramatically increased. A full review 
of these findings is outside the scope of this article but readers are directed to Hirayama and 
Shinozaki (2010) for a recent review. It is clear that research to uncover the basic mecha-
nisms used by plants to respond to stressful environmental conditions will provide a strong 
foundation for more focused research aimed at understanding comparable mechanisms in 
cotton and other crops.

metAbolic ASpectS oF Fiber development

Comparisons between the cotton fiber transcriptome and metabolome at different stages of 
development have shown that stage-specific events can be characterized by their transcript and 
metabolite profiles (Gou et al., 2007). The up- and down-regulation of genes is dependent on the 
stage of fiber development as are the metabolic pathways that are utilized. For example, during 
fiber initiation and elongation, fiber cells must synthesize primary cell walls while maintaining 
a balance between turgor and extensibility. During the transitional phase from primary to sec-
ondary cell wall synthesis, a shift in cell metabolism occurs to meet the demand for cellulose 
synthesis by re-directing energy to carbohydrate metabolism and secondary cell wall synthesis. 
This shift in cellular function corresponds with the unique metabolic demands of the two major 
events in the fiber cell, namely, cell elongation and cellulose deposition.

Using a gene expression and GC/MS-based metabolite profiling approach, Gou et al. 
(2007) identified seven metabolic pathways, including secondary metabolites, fatty acid and 
carbohydrate metabolism, that function during cotton fiber development. At three days post 
anthesis (DPA), metabolite analysis revealed high levels of sucrose, which correlate with 
elevated expression of eight aquaporin-like genes. This combination promotes the build-up 
of turgor by increasing the osmotic potential and accelerating the rate of water uptake, re-
spectively. Aquaporins are present in the plasma membrane (PIPs) and the tonoplast (TIPs) 
and are essential for cell expansion. Liu, et al. (2008), characterized the expression of cotton 
aquaporin genes GhPIP1-2 and GhTIP1and found these genes to be highly and preferen-
tially expressed at 5 DPA, further supporting their important roles during cotton fiber cell 
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expansion. Fiber cell elongation also requires that the cell wall be loosened for expansion. 
α-expansins play a major role in cell-wall weakening and disassembly in processes such as 
ripening, abscission and certain developmental pathways including pollen-tube growth and 
xylem formation (McQueen-Mason et al., 2007). In cotton fiber, four genes that belong to the 
α-expansin family were highly expressed during the outgrowth and rapid elongation stages, 
but were down-regulated when cells entered the secondary cell wall synthesis stage (Gou 
et al., 2007). Similarly, genes encoding putative xyloglucan endotransglycosylases (XTHs), 
which are involved in cell-wall remodeling, have recently been characterized in cotton and 
some XTH genes were shown to be preferentially expressed during the early stages of fiber 
elongation (Michailidis et al., 2008; Lee et al., 2010).

Based on the activity measurements of malate-synthesizing enzymes such as phosphoenol-
pyruvate carboxylase (PEPC) and malate dehydrogenase (MDH), Thaker et al. (1999), demon-
strated that the osmolyte, malate, plays an important role during rapid cell elongation. PEPC 
and MDH activities were elevated during the elongation stage of fiber development, whereas 
NADPH-MDH activity (an antagonist of PEPC) was reduced. This is consistent with findings 
that PEPC and MDH expression levels are higher in fibers from long staple cultivars than in 
those from short staple cultivars (Basra and Malik, 1983). Other genes implicated in the elon-
gating cell are the plasma membrane proton translocating-ATPase (PM-H+-ATPase), and vacu-
olar proton translocating-ATPase (V-ATPase) (Benedict et al., 1999). V-ATPase is known to 
be involved in driving solute movement into vacuoles for maintaining turgor, whereas PM-H+-
ATPase transports H+ out of the cytosol, acidifying the apoplast and changing the extensibility 
of the cell wall.

Lipids are an integral part of membrane and cell wall synthesis. Gou et al. (2007) re-
ported the upregulation of lipid biosynthetic genes and lipid metabolism at 6 DPA that 
was maintained throughout the elongation phase. In accordance with the amounts of fatty 
acids in fiber cells, genes that encode enzymes such as acyl-CoA-binding protein, fatty acid 
elongase, 3-keto-acyl-CoA synthase, β-ketoacyl-CoA synthase, and ω-3 fatty acid desatu-
rase and very-long-chain fatty acid condensing enzyme, were upregulated at this stage and 
greatly reduced at 21 DPA. This is consistent with findings that lipid metabolizing enzymes 
and lipid transfer proteins, which have recently been shown to induce cell wall extension 
in in vitro assays (McQueen-Mason et al., 2007), are particularly highly expressed in fi-
ber cells (Song and Allen, 1997; Orford and Timmis, 1998; and Ji et al., 2003). During 
fiber elongation, two predominant respiratory pathways, the oxidative pentose phosphate 
pathway (OPPP) and glycolysis, provide energy and the conversion of substrates to inter-
mediates required for biosynthesis. The enzyme activity levels in these pathways vary with 
the demand for respiratory products (Thaker et al., 1999). For example, measured activity 
of glucose-6 phosphate dehydrogenase (G6PDH) and 6-phosphogluconate dehydrogenase 
(6PGDH) was high during the cell elongation up to 15 DPA, before falling to negligible 
levels at 24 DPA and 30 DPA, respectively. Thus, increased activity of OPPP enzymes could 
reflect the demand for NADPH and intermediates in the regulation of carbon channeling 
during the elongation phase and this is further supported by increased hexose kinase activ-
ity (Thaker et al., 1999).
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At the onset of secondary cell wall formation, data gathered from transcript and metabolite 
profiles clearly demonstrate dynamic changes in metabolism that center on cellulose synthe-
sis (Gou et al., 2007). Thus, metabolic pathways that are active during fiber elongation are 
down-regulated with the onset of secondary wall formation. This is evident in the reduction of 
G6PDH and 6PGDH activity, indicating a transition in metabolic priorities (Thaker et al., 1999). 
To illustrate this, pectin, a polysaccharide component of primary cell walls, is synthesized in 
part by UDP-glucose-6-dehydrogenase and UDP-D-glucuronate 4-epimerase. These enzymes, 
which convert UDP-glucose into UDP-D-glucuronate and then UDP-galacturonate, are down-
regulated during the secondary wall synthesis stage. In light of the view that UDP-glucose 
serves as an immediate substrate for cellulose polymerization in cotton fiber, down-regulation of 
enzymes that compete for UDP-glucose makes metabolic sense (Guo et al., 2007). Interestingly, 
the activity of the glycolytic enzymes, aldolase and pyruvate kinase increase upon the shift to 
secondary cell wall deposition, indicating a role in cellulose synthesis (Thaker et al., 1999). Me-
tabolite profiling showed that glucose, and to some extent, fructose accounts for about 50% of 
the total polar phase metabolites in rapidly elongating fiber cells, but decreases to 9% at 21 DPA, 
indicating an increase in carbohydrate utilization for cellulose synthesis (Guo et al., 2007). 
The demand for carbon in secondary cell wall synthesis is further supported by an increase of 
both gene expression and activity of pectin degrading enzymes, such as β-galactosidase and 
β-arabinosidase.

In-depth reviews by Delmer (1999) and, more recently, Haigler (2007), discussed the carbon 
flux into cellulose. In the models presented by these authors, UDP-glucose, derived from a 
variety of enzymatic reactions, is the immediate substrate for cellulose synthesis. One source 
of UDP-glucose is the hydrolysis of sucrose by sucrose synthase (SuSy). Although it is not con-
clusively determined whether the cytosolic (S-SuSy) or the membrane-associated (M-SuSy) en-
zyme supplies the substrate for cellulose synthesis, substantial evidence indicates that M-SuSy 
is likely to be the predominant enzyme that channels UDP-glucose to cellulose while S-SuSy 
partitions carbon for general metabolic needs (Haigler, 2007). This evidence comes from the 
observation that more than 50% of total SuSy protein is tightly associated with the plasma mem-
brane, paralleling the patterns of cellulose deposition during secondary wall synthesis (Amor et 
al., 1995; Salnikov et al., 2003). Furthermore, it was shown that sucrose and not UDP-glucose 
was the preferred substrate for cellulose synthesis, indicating that a direct, energy-saving mech-
anism for channeling UDP-glucose to cellulose synthase is in place. However, UDP-glucose 
for cellulose synthesis could also be supplied by UDP-glucose pyrophosphorylase (Carpita and 
Delmer, 1981; Waefler and Meiser, 1994). It should be noted, however, that production of UDP-
glucose through this reaction requires more energy input than from SuSy (Haigler, 2007).

Ultimately, all carbon comes from imported sucrose or re-synthesized sucrose within the 
cell. Besides SuSy, cell wall and vacuolar invertases also catalyze the break-down of sucrose 
into glucose and fructose. On the other hand, sucrose-phosphate synthase (SPS) can exert con-
trol over carbon allocation by irreversibly re-synthesizing sucrose-6-phosphate followed by the 
production of sucrose by sucrose-phosphate phosphatase (SPP). This sucrose cycling may be 
useful for efficiently controlling metabolic processes at the different stages of fiber development 
(Haigler et al., 2001; 2007).
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environmentAl eFFectS on Fiber development

Cotton plants grown under unsuitable environmental conditions such as temperature ex-
tremes, water deficit, and salinity stress face reduced growth and productivity resulting from 
loss of fruit and altered fiber development. McMichael et al. (1973) found that water-deficit 
stress before 14 DPA leads to boll abscission, but beyond that “window of susceptibility” abscis-
sion generally does not occur. However, water-deficit stress during fiber elongation or secondary 
wall synthesis leads to decreased fiber length and maturity, respectively (reviewed in Cothren, 
1999). Although it is not fully known how fiber quality is affected by stress, it could be due, at 
least in part, to the accumulation of signaling molecules such as abscisic acid (ABA). In cot-
ton, as in other plants, ABA produced in response to water deficit and heat stress, for example, 
induces stomatal closure and lowers leaf water potential, these responses negatively affect pho-
tosynthesis and accumulation of carbon assimilate (Cothren, 1999; Finkelstein et al., 2002). 
Many of these biochemical and physiological changes result from ABA-induced changes in 
gene expression patterns. Moreover, Dasani and Thaker et al. (2006) reported an inverse cor-
relation between final fiber length and ABA levels in three different cultivars. In a long staple 
cultivar, rapid ABA accumulation started after the fiber had attained peak elongation while, in 
a short staple cultivar, ABA accumulation was observed during elongation. Greater inhibition 
of fiber elongation was observed in cultured ovules of short and middle staple cultivars than in 
ovules of a long staple cultivar when the media were supplemented with ABA. It is yet to be 
determined if these changes ultimately affect cellulose synthesis in the fiber.

There are substantial data that show cotton fiber cellulose deposition and the degree of po-
lymerization are affected by cool temperatures and, furthermore, that this process might be more 
sensitive than respiration (Haiger, 2007). Fibers exposed to cool temperatures have a prolonged 
period of elongation and reduced rate of secondary wall thickening, giving rise to growth rings 
(Basra and Saha, 1999). Temperatures below 27º C can negatively affect cellulose deposition in 
the secondary wall through the disruption of photoassimilate production, transport and uptake, 
the availability of respiration-derived energy, or direct and/or indirect effects on enzyme activity 
and kinetics (Roberts et al., 1992). The decrease in cell wall synthesis during cool nights could 
relate to the metabolic pathways that partition the substrate for cellulose synthesis at different 
developmental stages (Haigler, 2007). For example, Haigler et al. (2001) proposed a model to 
indicate that, under stress conditions, cells could shift from a M-SuSy (thought to channel UDP-
glucose to cellulose synthase) to the soluble isoform (S-SuSy), reflecting a down-regulation of 
cellulose synthase.

improvement oF Abiotic StreSS tolerAnce  
uSing biotechnology

The development of more stress-tolerant crops has been hindered by our limited knowledge 
of the precise physiological parameters that reflect the genetic potential for improved produc-
tivity under water-limited and thermally stressful environments. The potential to identify key 
traits that limit yield under abiotic stress conditions hinges upon an understanding of the crop at 
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the physiological and molecular levels. Moreover, an understanding of physiological processes 
that result in crop yield is paramount to accurate identification and introgression of candidate 
genetic material for yield improvement. Identification and characterization of quantitative trait 
loci (QTL) associated with improved fiber quality and yield under stressful growing conditions 
and selective introgression of QTL into elite cotton cultivars using a molecular breeding ap-
proach is underway (Paterson, et al., 2003; Saranga et al., 2004). While this approach is likely 
to bring improvements in stress tolerance, it only allows breeders to tap the genetic diversity 
existing within the species and, perhaps, its close relatives. QTL introgression can also intro-
duce undesirable agronomic characteristics from the donor parents. Therefore, the development 
of transgenic plants by the introduction of selected genes provides a more focused approach 
for the creation of plants with improved abiotic stress tolerance and use of transgenes allows 
for the transfer of genes from any source, including non-plant species. Transgenic technology 
also allows for the expression of the introduced gene to be precisely controlled both temporally 
and spatially. This capability can be critical if expression of a given gene is needed only at a 
specific developmental stage, in a specific organ or tissue, or in response to specific environ-
mental conditions. Although promoters that are constitutively expressed at high levels are still 
widely used, they are not appropriate for all transgenes. This is especially true for genes that 
encode stress responsive regulatory factors, which can have serious deleterious effects when 
constitutively expressed. Generation and testing of transgenic cotton plants that express gene 
cassettes controlled by stress-inducible promoters is now underway and it seems possible that 
this approach will allow for the enhancement of stress tolerance phenotypes without negative 
agronomic consequences. Therefore, while we are likely to see steady progress using traditional 
and molecular breeding strategies, transgenic modifications will provides a wider variety of op-
tions for the improvement of stress tolerance in crop plants.

More than a decade has passed since the first commercially successful transgenic agricultural 
crops were launched. These first products were based, in large part, on simple monogenic traits, 
such as herbicide tolerance or insect resistance, which did not require manipulation of complex 
molecular pathways in the transgenic plant (Century et al., 2008). Engineering crops with im-
proved abiotic stress tolerance has proven to be much more difficult due to the multiple complex 
pathways involved in controlling the native stress responses. Most strategies for engineering 
abiotic stress tolerance in plants used so far have relied primarily on the expression of genes that 
encode protective molecules, such as dehydrins and antioxidant enzymes or enzymes involved 
in the synthesis of functional metabolites and ion pumps (for examples see Roxas et al., 2000; 
Kornyeyev et al., 2001; Payton et al., 2001; Yan et al., 2003; Park et al., 2004; He et al., 2005). 
More recently, strategies that employ genes involved in signaling and regulatory pathways for 
engineering plant stress responses have been developed and show great promise (Umezawa 
et al., 2006). Manipulation of these types of genes can affect a broad range of downstream 
events, which may result in superior tolerance to multiple stressful environments. An attractive 
target for manipulation and gene regulation is transcription factors (TFs) that bind to promoter 
regulatory elements and activate cascades of genes that act together in response to internal or 
external signals (Bhatnagar-Marthur et al., 2008). One the most well studied groups of TFs in-
volved in drought and cold tolerance are the CBF (C-repeat binding factor) genes (also known 
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as dehydration-responsive element-binding protein [DREB1] genes). These ABA-independent 
transcription factors belongs to the ERF/AP2 family that binds to the DRE/CRT motif with a 
conserved (A/G)CCGACNT sequence within the promoters of a suite of genes known to estab-
lish stress tolerance (Shinozaki and Yamaguchi-Shinozaki, 2007). As reviewed by Century et al. 
(2008), overexpression of these genes, specifically CBF3, in Arabidopsis and ectopic expression 
in wheat (Pellegrineschi et al., 2004), tomato (Wang et al., 2003; Chaves and Oliveira, 2004), 
tobacco (Kasuga et al., 2004), rice (Oh et al., 2005), and potato (Benham et al., 2005; Pino et 
al., 2007) produced enhanced tolerance to one or more types of abiotic stress. However, in some 
of these examples, the benefits of constitutively over-expressing CBF3 were overwhelmed by 
undesirable side effects such as growth retardation. In some cases, these negative effects were 
mitigated with the use of the stress-inducible promoters while still providing increased stress 
tolerance (Bhatnagar-Marthur et al., 2008).

Another group of TF shown to confer multiple stress resistance is the ABA-dependent TF 
from Arabidopsis, ABF3. ABA regulates seed desiccation tolerance and dormancy and inhibits 
the phase transition from embryonic to germinative growth and from vegetative to reproductive 
growth. In addition, ABA acts as an internal signal to mediate some physiological responses to 
environmental stresses. ABA has been shown to regulate plant responses to drought, cold, and 
high temperature (reviewed in Marion-Poll and Leung, 2006). ABA levels increase in vegeta-
tive tissues during exposure to these stresses, triggering adaptive responses that are essential for 
their survival and productivity. For example, under drought conditions, ABA induces stomatal 
closure, minimizing water loss through transpiration (Finkelstein et al., 2005). Many of the bio-
chemical and physiological changes that result from ABA-induced changes in gene expression 
patterns are dictated, in part, by a family of ABRE (Abscisic acid response elements)-binding 
transcription factors, or ABFs (ABRE-binding factors). Their expression is induced by ABA 
and by high salinity, cold or drought. Thus the ABF family of transcription factors is likely to be 
involved in ABA-dependent stress responses. Analysis of Arabidopsis that constitutively over-
express ABF3 demonstrated that they are tolerant to chilling, freezing, heat and oxidative stress, 
with minimal inhibitory effect on germination and seedling growth (Kim et al., 2004). More-
over, Oh et al. (2005) and Vanjildorj et al. (2005) showed that constitutive ectopic expression of 
ABF3 in rice and lettuce resulted in increased tolerance to drought with normal growth in terms 
of whole plant morphology and seed development. These results indicate that tansgenes that 
express stress responsive transcription factors such as CBF3 and ABF3 may be good candidates 
for engineering multiple stress tolerance in cotton.

In addition to the technology used to generate transgenic plants that express their introduced 
genes in an appropriate way, it is also important to consider how these transgenic plants are 
evaluated to determine the effects of the introduced gene on stress tolerance characteristics. 
In most cases, transgenes have been tested only in model system plants such as Arabidopsis 
or tobacco. While these “proof-of-concept” experiments can give important clues about the 
potential usefulness of specific genes in crop plants such as cotton, in many cases the published 
work has depended on the assessment of transgenic plants under artificial environments that are 
unlikely to be faced by crops under field conditions. In addition, the physiological characteriza-
tion in many of these studies does not extend beyond evaluation of growth or survival under 



156 Allen And AlemAn

severe conditions. Therefore, rigorous physiological evaluation of the tolerance of transgenic 
crop plants to abiotic stresses and the effects of specific transgenes on agronomic traits such as 
yield and quality are generally lacking. Thus, as research in this area progresses and more stress 
tolerance candidate genes are tested, evaluation of plants that contain these genes in the field 
under “real world” conditions will, of course, become a priority. The effects of candidate stress 
tolerance genes on fiber yield and quality and the ability of these genes to provide agronomic 
improvements when introgressed into current cultivars will be critical to their eventual adoption 
by the cotton industry.

SummAry

Abiotic stresses, including water deficit and extreme temperatures, limit the yields and qual-
ity of cotton produced around the world. Efforts to develop new biotechnologies to improve 
abiotic stress tolerance in plants such as cotton are underway. While stress tolerance mecha-
nisms are genetically and biochemically complex, tremendous progress is being made in our 
understanding of the regulatory pathways that regulate these mechanisms in model plants such 
as Arabidopsis. This research will undoubtedly uncover dozens, if not hundreds, of new candi-
date genes with the potential to provide improved stress tolerance characteristics in crop plants, 
including cotton. Evaluation of these genes in crop plants may take many years and the develop-
ment of commercial cultivars that incorporate the most successful of these technologies is likely 
to take decades.

reFerenceS

Amor, Y., C.H. Haigler, S. Johnson, M. Wainscott, and D.P. Delmer. 1995. A membrane-associ-
ated form of sucrose synthase and its potential role in synthesis of cellulose and callose in 
plants. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 92:9353-9357.

Basra, A.S. and C.P. Malik. 1983. Dark metabolism of CO2 during fibre elongation of two cotton 
differing in fibre lengths. J. Exp. Bot. 34:1-9.

Basra, A.S. and S. Shaha. 1999. Growth Regulation of Cotton Fibers. pp. 47-64. In: A. S. Basra 
(ed.). Cotton Fibers: Developmental Biology, Quality Improvement, and Textile Processing. 
The Haworth Press Inc., Binghamton, N.Y.

Benedict, C.R., R.J. Kohel, and H.L. Lewis. 1999. Cotton Fiber Quality. pp. 269-288. In: C. W. 
Smith and J. T. Cothren (eds.). Cotton: Origin, History, Technology, and Production. John 
Wiley & Sons Inc., New York, N.Y.

Benham, B., A. Kikuchi, F. Celebi-Toprak, M. Kasuga, K. Yamaguchi-Shinozaki, and K.N. 
Watanabe. 2005. Arabidopsis rd29A:DREB1A enhances freezing tolerance in transgenic 
potato. Plant Cell Rep. 26:1275-1282.

Bhatnagar-Mathur, P., M.J. Devi, R. Serraj, K. Yamaguchi-Shinozaki, V. Vadez, and K.K. Shar-
ma. 2004. Evaluation of transgenic groundnut lines under water limited conditions. Int. 
Arch. Newsl. 24:33–34.



Abiotic StreSS And cotton Fiber development 157

Boyer, J.S. 1982. Plant productivity and environment. Science 218:443-448.
Burke, E.J., S.J. Brown, and N. Christidis. 2006. Modeling the recent evolution of global 

drought and projections for the twenty-first century with the Hadley centre climate model. 
J. Hydrometeor. 7:1113–1125.

Carpita, N.C. and D.P. Delmer. 1981. Concentration and metabolic turnover of UDP-glucose in 
developing cotton fibers. J. Biol. Chem. 256: 308-315.

Century, K., T.L. Reuber, and O.J. Ratcliffe. 2008. Regulating the regulators: the future pros-
pects for transcription-factor-based agricultural biotechnology products. Plant Physiol. 147: 
20-29.

Chaves, M.M. and M.M. Oliveira. 2004. Mechanisms underlying plant resilience to water defi-
cits: prospects for water-saving agriculture. J. Exp. Bot. 55:2365-2384.

Cothren, J.T. 1999. Physiology of the Cotton Plant. pp. 207-268. In: C. W. Smith and J. T. Co-
thren (eds.). Cotton: Origin, History, Technology, and Production John Wiley & Sons. New 
York, N.Y.

Dasani, S.H. and V.S. Thaker. 2006. Role of abscisic acid in cotton fiber development. Russ. J. 
Plant Physiol. 53:62-67.

Delmer, D. 1999. Cellulose Biosynthesis in the Developing Cotton Fibers. pp. 85-112. In: A. 
S. Basra (ed.).Cotton Fibers: Developmental Biology, Quality Improvement, and Textile 
Processing. The Haworth Press Inc., Binghamton, N.Y.

Delmer, D.P. 2005. Agriculture in the developing world: Connecting innovations in plant re-
search to downstream applications. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 102:15739-15746.

Finkelstein, R.R., S.S. Gampala, and C.D. Rock. 2002. Abscisic acid signaling in seeds and 
seedlings. Plant Cell 14:S15-45.

Finkelstein, R., S.S. Gampala, T.J. Lynch, T.L. Thomas, and C.D. Rock. 2005. Redundant and 
distinct functions of the ABA response loci ABA-INSENSITIVE(ABI)5 and ABRE-BINDING 
FACTOR (ABF)3. Plant Mol. Biol. 59:253-267.

Gou, J.Y., L.J. Wang, S.P. Chen, W.L. Hu, and X.Y. Chen. 2007. Gene expression and metabolite 
profiles of cotton fiber during cell elongation and secondary cell wall synthesis. Cell Res. 
17:422-434.

Haigler, C. 2007. Substrate supply for cellulose synthesis and its stress sensitivity in the cot-
ton fiber. pp. 147-168. In: R. M. Brown and I. M. Saxena (eds.). Cellulose: Molecular and 
Structural Biology. Springer, Dordecht, The Netherlands.

Haigler, C., D. Zhang, and C.G. Wilkerson. 2005. Biotechnological improvement of cotton fibre 
maturity. Physiol. Plant.124:285-294.

Haigler, C.H., M. Ivanova-Datcheva, P.S. Hogan, V.V. Salnikov, S. Hwang, K. Martin, and D.P. 
Delmer. 2001. Carbon partitioning to cellulose synthesis. Plant Mol. Biol. 47: 29-51.



158 Allen And AlemAn

He, C., J. Yan, G. Shen, L. Fu, A.S. Holaday, D. Auld, E. Blumwald, and H.Zhang. 2005. Ex-
pression of an Arabidopsis vacuolar sodium/proton antiporter gene in cotton improves pho-
tosynthetic performance under salt conditions and increases fiber yield in the field. Plant 
Cell Physiol. 46:1848-1854.

Hirayama, T. and K. Shinozaki. 2010 Research on plant abiotic stress responses in the post-
genome era: past, present and future. Plant J. 61:1041–1052.

Ji, S.J., Y.C. Lu, J.X. Feng, G. Wei, J. Li, Y.H. Shi, Q. Fu, D. Liu, J.C. Luo, and Y.X. Zhu. 2003. 
Isolation and analyses of genes preferentially expressed during early cotton fiber develop-
ment by subtractive PCR and cDNA array. Nucl. Acids Res. 31: 2534-2543.

Kasuga, M., S. Miura, K. Shinozaki, and K. Yamaguchi-Shinozaki. 2004. A combination of the 
Arabidopsis DREB1A gene and stress inducible rd29A promoter improved drought- and 
low-temperature stress tolerance in tobacco by gene transfer. Plant Cell Physiol. 45:346–
350.

Kornyeyev, D., B.A. Logan, P. Payton, R.D. Allen, and A.S. Holaday. 2001. Enhanced photo-
chemical light utilization and decreased chilling-induced photoinhibition in cotton over-
expressing genes encoding chloroplast-targeted antioxidant enzymes. Physiol. Plant 113: 
323-331.

Lee J, T.H. Burns, G. Light, Y. Sun, M. Fokar, Y. Kasukabe, K. Fujisawa, Y.Maekawa, and R.D. 
Allen. 2010. Xyloglucan endotransglycosylase/hydrolase genes in cotton and their role in 
fiber elongation. Planta 232:1191-1205.

Liu, D.Q., L.L. Tu, W. Li, Y.J. Li, L.F. Zhu, and X.L. Zhang. 2008. Characterization and expres-
sion of plasma and tonoplast membrane aquaporins in elongating cotton fibers. Plant Cell 
Rep. 27:1385-1394.

Marion-Poll, A. and J. Leung. 2006. Abscisic acid synthesis, metabolism and signal transduc-
tion. pp. 1-35. In: P. Hedden and S. G. Thomas (eds.). Plant Hormone Signaling. Blackwell 
Publishing Ltd. Oxford, U.K.

McMichael, B.L., W.R. Jordan, and R.D. Powell. 1973. Abscission processes in cotton: Induc-
tion by plant water deficit. Agron. J. 65:202-204.

McQueen-Mason, S., N.T. Le, and D. Brocklehurst. 2007. Expansins. pp. 117-138. In: J.P. Ver-
belen and K. Vissenberg (eds.). The Expanding Cell. Springer. Berlin, Germany.

Michailidis, G., A. Argiriou, N. Darzentas, and A. Tsaftaris. 2009. Analysis of xyloglucan endo-
transglycosylase/hydrolase (XTH) genes from allotetraploid (Gossypium hirsutum) cotton 
and its diploid progenitors expressed during fiber elongation. J. Plant Physiol. 166: 403-416.

Oh, S.J., S.I. Song, Y.S. Kim, H.J. Jang, S.Y. Kim, M. Kim, Y.K. Kim, B.H. Nahm, and J.K. 
Kim. 2005. Arabidopsis CBF3/DREB1A and ABF3 in transgenic rice increased tolerance to 
abiotic stress without stunting growth. Plant Physiol. 138:341–351.

Oosterhuis, D.M. 1990. Growth and development of the cotton plant. pp. 1-24. In: W.N. Miley 
and D.M. Oosterhuis (eds.). Nitrogen Nutrition in Cotton: Practical Issues. Proc. Southern 
Branch Workshop for Practicing Agronomists. Publ. Amer. Soc. Agron., Madison, Wis.



Abiotic StreSS And cotton Fiber development 159

Orford, S.J. and J.N. Timmis. 1998. Specific expression of an expansin gene during elongation 
of cotton fibres. Biochim. Biophys. Acta 1398:342-346.

Paterson, A.H., Y. Saranga, M. Menzm, C.-X. Jiang, and R.J. Wright. 2003. QTL analysis of 
genotype × environment interactions affecting cotton fiber quality. Theor. Appl. Genet. 
106:384–396.

Park, E.J., Z. Jeknic, A. Sakamoto, J. Denoma, R. Yuwansiri, N. Murata, and T.H. Chen. 2004. 
Genetic engineering of glycinebetaine synthesis in tomato protects seeds, plants, and flow-
ers from chilling damage. Plant J. 40:474-487.

Payton, P., R.P. Webb, D. Kornyeyev, R.D. Allen, and A.S. Holaday. 2001. Protecting cotton 
photosynthesis during moderate chilling at high light intensity by increasing chloroplastic 
antioxidant enzyme activity. J. Exp. Bot. 52:2345-2354.

Payton, P., K.R. Kottapalli, H. Kebede, J.R. Mahan, R.J. Wright, and R.D. Allen. 2010. Exam-
ining the drought stress transcriptome in cotton leaf and root tissue. Biotechnol. Lett. DOI 
10.1007/s10529-010-0499-y.

Pellegrineschi, A., M. Reynolds, M. Pacheco, R.M. Brito, R. Almeraya, K. Yamaguchi-Shino-
zaki, and D. Hoisington. 2004. Stress-induced expression in wheat of the Arabidopsis thali-
ana DREB1A gene delays water stress symptoms under greenhouse conditions. Genome 
47:493–500.

Pettigrew, W.T. 2004. Moisture effects on cotton lint yield, yield components and boll distribu-
tion. Agron. J. 96:377-383.

Pino, M.T., J.S. Skinner, E.J. Park, Z. Jeknic, P.M. Hayes, M.F. Thornashow, and T.H.H. Chen. 
2007. Use of a stress inducible promoter to drive ectopic AtCBF expression improves potato 
freezing tolerance while minimizing negative effects on tuber yield. Plant Biotechnol. J. 
5:591-604.

Radin, J.W. 1992. Reconciling water use efficiencies of cotton in filed and laboratory. Crop Sci. 
32:13-18.

Ragauskas, A.J., C.K. Williams, B.H. Davison, G. Britovsek, J. Cairney, C.A. Eckert, W.J. Fred-
erick Jr., J.P. Hallett, D.J. Leak, C.L. Liotta, J.R. Mielenz, R. Murphy, R. Templer, and T. 
Tschaplinski. 2006. The path forward for biofuels and biomaterials. Science 311:484-489.

Ramachandra-Reddy, A., K.V. Chaitanya, and M. Vivekanandan. 2004. Drought-induced re-
sponses of photosynthesis and antioxidant metabolism in higher plants. J. Plant Physiol. 
161:1189-1202.

Roberts, E.M., N.R. Rao, J.Y. Huang, N.L. Trolinder, and C.H. Haigler. 1992. Effects of cycling 
temperatures on fiber metabolism in cultured cotton ovules. Plant Physiol. 100:979-986.

Roxas, V.P., S.A. Lodhi, D.K. Garret, J.R. Mahan and R.D. Allen. 2000. Stress tolerance in 
transgenic tobacco seedlings that overexpress glutathione S-transferase/glutathione peroxi-
dase. Plant Cell Physiol. 41:1229-1234.



160 Allen And AlemAn

Salnikov, V.V., M.J. Grimson, R.W. Seagull, and C.H. Haigler. 2003. Localization of sucrose 
synthase and callose in freeze-substituted secondary-wall-stage cotton fibers. Protoplasma 
221:175-184.

Saranga, Y., C.-X. Jiang, R.J. Wright, D. Yakir, and A.H. Paterson. 2004. Genetic dissection of 
cotton physiological responses to arid conditions and their inter-relationships with produc-
tivity. Plant Cell Environ. 27:263–277.

Shinozaki, K., and K. Yamaguchi-Shinozaki, 2007. Gene networks involved in drought stress 
response and tolerance. J. Exp. Bot. 58:221-227.

Song, P. and R.D. Allen. 1997. Identification of a cotton fiber-specific acyl carrier protein cDNA 
by differential display. Biochim. Biophys. Acta 1351:305-312.

Thaker, V.S., V.S. Rabadia, and Y.D. Singh. 1999. Physiological and biochemical changes as-
sociated with cotton fiber development. VII Carbohydrate metabolism. Acta Physiol. Plant. 
21:57-61.

Umezawa, T., M. Fujita, Y. Fujita, K. Yamaguchi-Shinozaki, and K. Shinozaki. 2006. Engineer-
ing drought tolerance in plants: discovering and tailoring genes to unlock the future. Curr. 
Opin. Biotechnol. 17:113–122.

Vanjildorj, E., T.W. Bae, K.Z. Riu, S.Y. Kim, and H.Y. Lee. 2005. Overexpression of Arabidop-
sis ABF3 gene enhances tolerance to drought and cold in transgenic lettuce (Lactuca sativa) 
Plant Cell, Tissue and Organ Culture 83:41–50.

Waefler, U. and H. Meier. 1994. Enzyme activities in developing cotton fibres. Plant Physiol. 
and Biochem. 32:697-702.

Wakelyn, P., N. Bertoniere, A.D. French, D. Thibodeaux, B. Triplett, M. Rousselle, J. Goynes, 
W., Edwards, J., Hunter, L., DD, M.I. and G.R. Gamble. 2007. Cotton Fiber Chemistry and 
Technology, Boca Raton, Fla., CRC Press.

Wang, W., B. Vinocur, and A. Altman. 2003. Plant responses to drought, salinity and extreme 
temperatures: towards genetic engineering for stress tolerance. Planta 218:1-14.

Yan, J., J. Wang, D. Tissue, A.S. Holaday, R. Allen, H. Zhang. 2003. Photosynthesis and seed 
production under water-deficit conditions in transgenic tobacco plants that overexpress an 
Arabidopsis ascorbate peroxidase gene. Crop Sci. 43:14771483.


