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Abstract: Root pressure is a positive hydraulic pressure that generated by plant roots. As a common physiological
phenomenon in many plants, root pressure can drive the sap flow from roots to canopy leaves, which alleviates plant
water deficits caused by strong transpiration during the day. It also plays an important role in xylem embolism refilling. At
present, there are many explanations for the generation of root pressure. The generally accepted views include the osmotic

theory, the metabolic theory, and the uphill water co-transport hypothesis, but the mechanism of root pressure is still the
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focus of controversy among the plant scientists. There are direct and indirect methods for measuring root pressure, but the

more advanced techniques of measuring root pressure still need to be improved. Under the influence of many factors such

as aquaporin, genetic factors and habitats, there are differences in the magnitude of root pressure, and moderate root

pressure has important significance for crops growth. Therefore, it is of great biological significance to deepen our

understanding of root pressure. Here we discussed root pressure from the following perspectives: the definition and

mechanism of root pressure generation; plant groups with root pressure; the methods for measuring root pressure; the

main factors about influencing root pressure; the significance and implications of root pressure in various fields of plant

science studies. Lastly, based on current research topics and some new results on root pressure, we discussed future

perspectives on root pressure of plants.

Key words: root pressure, hydraulic pressure, xylem embolism, water transport, influence factors

AKoE— YA A & s R T A Y I, AE )
T AR W A K A3 I B S ) TR A LK
ZJR LB A KA = B DTG A2 A M L R
KT 2K, AE ) 58 BUK 23 TR WL 3 i | Ok 55
I R 2 v IR g | AR AR S A MAR B i R T
K AIEWEWE N FZF Ty, WA BB RN
Bl 7 v X SEBH 7, WA ) Tk 56 LR H 7K 34K
R (Dixon, 19145 ¥ &FH, 2012)  TEAY 7K
srish R, PR B I RE R A LR sl K o
Ab B (oot pressure ) WHEHE 81 /K 40 7E 548 5l 48 Ml
i) L iz i ( Zachary, 2009) , H TR MR 36 A BR
TG 8 PR T K2 T 0 8 Fnl A DL 45 R
WA R AT R IR R R N AR AR R
TEB B LM T, Ko WAN AT i 248
SN, T AR R I 72 A2 T 1E M 7K K J7 ( Taiz et
al., 2015) o ik 7K B8 25 0 U 3 SR AR R AETE 1Y
# J13EH (Singh, 2016a) .

BT, O A KE T & PR =AY DL —F
ARG B, MU Z AR T2 RE Y i H 2 AR5
TR ZEAE 5 1) — Fh B 22 3)) J7 (Sperry et al., 1987;
Yang et al., 2012; Leng et al., 2013) , 7EZEEVEHTR
SIAAET ARER = A 1R AR R e 3 AN AT HES) 7K
ST FE EE M s, 18 T S ek o
HAMESE O AR I A S B 1 R R B ZE s T
FEAEYIE LR G i, IR RN 7= B FE Kt
11K A7 ( Yang et al., 2012; Zhao et al., 2017;
Nardini et al., 2018) , BRIEEAHY AR ZEFIAP 72
IR MR TEM Y AR5 M A R
Pl 2 2r A 2 HE P R R i U A S AR ) A
B MR A BRIV e 32 Kl B 2 st S A
F | EEREAE A AT SRR B AR RIK R 25 K
I T S5 P85 DX 25 A S ( Frank |, 20065 T S7., 2008
PSE 20165 Sun et al., 2018) . ZRTM, HATE TR
JEF=HE R AESRHLEI T IO VI B A R . AT 43

TR A BE A K B IE R AR R A2 B S
PERHR I E BEAR I K LA R A AR 257707 THAR s Y
SRR A 1 22 07 AR G 2 AT IR AAZ 4 AR T
PR, A SCW AT AAERLAR 5 T A BIF T 24T 1 I 20
FIEAAS  FFAE G AT BB ER SR — SE B 50 R R T
WL, XA e (Y e SERI TS T

1 AR S An = AL

HAR A A, B B D) 1 251 (i)
) RTINS H RN/ B 32 D i 2t oK i i
KR 1 8 Bk A AR K ( Kramer & Kozlowski, 1979;
Kramer & Boyer, 1995) , 1% & /K K 1 9T BT -5 AR &6
TN G (R L - J 2 - N B2 - i - B
Ji) FAE PSS UM O, MEAE RN 00T, AR TR0
JL A BT B, AT B J2 AR BT B S AR HLY)
SEAEK SR R i B SR A AT S BN
B A KPR, P At a2 n] Bz R oK 432
7= A TE AR R (3, 2012) Bl IS A
(10 &5 g iR U NNt Bt 15 BiiST 3/ SESD/ N L L /N
HZE 1 R BOR BT A 2 PR B 145 sh Wi 46
B TEME ST, AREBUBE AN TR 5 IR = 1Y
FLRISRE) T, 7K J3 38 4o A Jo v R 2H 2 ) 4 g, T
REAIHT T B FUBE Y ) BEAR R 1] b3z i 7 A= 1
HKE (Wegner, 2014) , HE A=A AU Z
FI HH BB B B 51 7K 3 2 2k A Jo 3 v B 240 e o 1 52
M), H3 2R R Eorty 235 48 A B B0 T 5 S 1) 32 3l ik
WA T EZEAEA (Enstone et al., 2003) .

HRONEREE e AERE , 17 HLAE M i oK 4 Fi
VTR TP BT SRS UMME Y A K P IR B X
TEARMMS K A3 1) 3222 X 35 ( Kramer & Boyer, 1995)
ISR YR B B it =55kt [ BAMAR R
(apoplast pathway) FF{AREFE (symplast pathway ) Fl
5 53245 (transmembrane pathway ) ] #E AR BUHR A4 5
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TN, KA =R 0RE FTEE AR R
A A B M ny i A b ] B2 A AR R ( Knipfer
& Fricke, 2010; #&Hi4H ,2012; Scharwies & Dinneny,
2019) ., Pickard(2003a, b) 81454 Mala] & 22 ik
FETTBRIKGL, J 0 T — AR R K 43I Sl A AR
R GRSR N B2 200 B A ) 2 A Al A 2 A L 1%
FTTEFEZ N (0.4~1 MPa) , WA AL/ RBTHE 5 N K
R Z BN AZAFAE— K IR EE I ELES /K 43It
AR, U FRATTAS BEHERR 3 Rk it 2 40 A 1A) %
BRI A — 8 HKGE B R A5, (HR /K 1
R AR AR 1) K o3 1z F 4 i AL A LR B IR S
(Knipfer & Fricke, 2010)

HFARC AR Z B T i BAR 77 A (HAR e
RPN RERE R AW ERZ—, B
T, i 1 52 1) WA 8 e A s FK S
] |- [ iz i it
1.1 B&EER

IR M 25 T A P AR 55 B0 A I, AR AR S 2H Y
Jii) L ) T 200 P 3 3 5 o A3 A W ) S A B R 1Y
BN EAT T F AT PR A UL (I R A&
Wt A e 55 ) | 3k 2oy a1 FR R BUE I N T
(R 7 SAT I, TT R 0 955 40 B 1% 7K 43, BT LUK 43
TR B AW A, [FIF, S0 3K 5y
WREK A2 MR T 2 N 23 A SRR, 7
A T IR R ERK T 2 T HE B AR B T R ) s
(B E,2003; Singh, 2016b) . 7EM it e M &
B EIEN . Ko MoK ny 5, 20t
AR R P B J2 A ZH 5~ a2 T i AK SR AR
FeiE e (RS ,2003) , PNOA N B SR A RE 1Y
I LCAT FRGRAE PN F 2 428 o) BE RIS 7] B b T 248 L o
AN E AEILIRAT L, B LUK BEAS REAE AR )i
3l LA BETE 20 it BE 5 5 2 (6] 7% 3, HORE K i
188 M (aquaporin, AQP ) iz i -1/ 1 N K J2 0 I A
JfA PRI, AR AR P R )22 U B~ 3 T A (i
B 2012 Logvenkov & Stein, 2013)

X AR 7 A R R i 4 A2 (I WL R R T
R ZR A0 5t 3 SRR I 3 W B AR B, B fS 17K
PR ST B ER S, FIL, B &R
JEARSTER RS ANERA 7 I B2 R R~ g e
Z AN MR ZR A SURAR A A | 3ok i [0 o 1Y)
R IEAR B ST T IER SRR ), M2 B A1E
ARSI | AR 28 2 L A SR v o AR B, 1T A A1 1
FEA BT R E Bt EE , FrEe R R TR T
FER 7K 7K 53 AR R K AW A BT 7 A K e

TSN AR TBTER IR 3l . AR N B2 J2 W RE 20 2L 45
FAT B, (0 R R A5 5 R G 8 B R 2 Ay
T, Bk H 1 T DA BTk AR BT 74
JErhm FRS S, AR I A LT PR B G TTHLER 1]
RITERL T R G T shizk
1.2 RigHEie

K95 B P HE S, Zholkevich %5 (1991) 42 i1
LI FRIE ( Dustmamatov & Zholkevich,2008) . filifl]
AR ZR A B 7K U5 A S A 0 W AR A 3
B Z RS S, A RS SRR
A BEE TR, 1966 4F A W9 AR SR AR IR N
KRR 5y iz 2 DA e A (Oertli,
1966) . J& KBFFE 2= AR 4 T HT NIRTEAR R A% 1) i
IKETTIE B TR 7K 53 F2 Bhis i RE v s &
W W K ARE & Wy, IF 4 P DO e T2
vy KACH S 2 (Patlak et al., 1963), HEN,CA
WFE R BRI E R b G SR AR
WEBEZSE5 T AR ENKSS FE BN
( Dustmamatov & Zholkevich, 2008) ,

AR A JEE T s BB i ™ AR AR ANE
W B2 J= N AR AZEAT 5C , T LS AR 2R 0 A BRACEE A
Ko N T FRREEHER K o sl s 3 Bob B AR R i
LA BT PR R 2 2 v 20 B RS BIK 2 4 1 BRI K 53 (R TR
B 1 Ik EAR AR A BE Ok AP IE (Wegner,
2014) , X—IK7r Fshizkid BT B A IR R
(ATP) J& tHAE DI AR AL, S5 A R e AR F2 i
WK 4y i 72 B S EEVE FH (Wilson & Kramer,
1949) . BRAENE Y T HHM 198 BB S, AT i
PEAT B3 P 30 2ok 532 0 A A T 52 e 9 B 25 1 1Y)
Wl A ZREFNF 2 (Kramer & Boyer, 1995)
1.3 k5@ EHEEHER R

KEWFERM, AR F A s d B e - ]
BT MoK 5y 1 1 2 B 3 8] 5 32 4K ( co-transporters )
(Gamba, 2005; Zeuthen, 2010) . 4 iR HiaE 20 it
PRI T K™ B9 BRI RE L 57 15, 7K 434K G 1
B fn i A\ ST BRI, DB A Y K 43 )
2x5 K"\ CUMER G, B KA A i 3 [m] §% iz 14
(potassium-chloride co-transporter type, KCC type ) i&
o 2R ERE A R TR AIOK Sy RN BT, BEJS KT K
PIRLEE , HOR CL 3@ s CL-2H B[R] 4% 32 1 43 31 S
HEAR TR B SR BT, T R, TE C il
i CI-2H WA a (R iz N HY (18 e 5 ZLHAE 1
53 ATP, H o ORAIEREAS i B A WG R, 5 2000 1Y
H-ATP Bk 4E R H' 186 E (Wegner, 2014) | X i&
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Wegner & T 7K 73 2 [Fl iz Hi 151 A) ( Zeuthen, 2010) £ 1
(97K 43 ) b 3 W] 52 % {15 (uphill water co-transport
hypothesis) , EA T 23 MBS, N S0 &
TRIATVA TR F T RERR LN, 7K 38 8 1 RE e 2EK
OITEAR AR HERE LN L N i , B 32 B b BK Sl K 1)
EFeiz i K e R 2 2R 20 i R K AR
R TEE A e 2 AW ARG e b 7
V0T, DA R A57 7K 43 1 N JBE P B T 35 1 95 T A
( Dustmamatov et al., 2004; Zholkevich et al., 2007;
Wegner, 2014) , PRI I, 22 A i 5t 1R i RRAR S = A
AL I 5 2% 1K 3 RV JBT 4 A ) R 1 5 oK
(Wegner, 2014; Singh, 2016b)

Singh TEIZBIBY Y REAL FAE T — L2880, IR 4R
T EOR T AR RE A0 i A B P I T KT RS RE T A R
BRI, 1 AR5 14 KTEEMG i KN
E I A 20 5 T 5 T 2 A B S o R 4 ) PR
frm T KB ReT R AL, 3 K75 1 K&
SRR KA i 38 38 R A A 5T RE 0, A
MR8, AR R KRB E A K
S IE T Y S AE Rl 8 i R E AL R Y ) P 2 A
R, ML T A Y TR PR A AR KT Y
TEI 2T B RE B, DA T K Sl 7K U A 40 i ik
B A AMA 2 4di K 73 %8 5l ( Singh, 2016b) , 7E
K31y b 3R] i R 2 AT, B B EIS E A
ATTARXS -3 432 | (H B O B A 15 21 i A 273 1 IA ]
(Kramer & Boyer, 1995) , FEFHIAMGY, K43 10) I
S [al iz fin A 1 2 e AR ™ A ML Y d o B
W IR B AT) 75 70 AN R AR 55 AN [m] AR KGR AS 1Y
FE A AT A BAS 3 5BIE ( Singh, 2016b)

2 FFAEMRERAE KR

VER—FE W ARG R ZHTET 2
MHEYIH (Zachary, 2009) . BIATTEARA MY+, B
A TAR FE W Y) #h A B (Acer saccharum ) ( Sperry
et al., 1988)  HEMS ( Betula lenta F1 B. populifolia )
(Sperry, 1993) 4% ( Populus euphratica) ( 7] £ 1E
4, 2007 ) . Bk B ( Quercus robur ) ( Steudle &
Meshcheryakov, 1996 ). #% #k ( Juglans regia )
( Améglio et al., 2001) , —EEF B R FAEY),
AN ( Solanum lycopersicum ) ( White, 1938) 7%
( Vitis wvinifera ) ( Sperry et al., 1987) . [n] H %%
( Helianthus annuus) ( Dustmamatov et al., 2004) Jf

WMk & (Actinidia) ( Clearwater et al., 2007 ) ¥ #) %5

WHAME, Fisher 55 (1997 ) BF 7 & BLAHF 109 Fif
AR AT 61 M EATIRE, B 15 FhBA 2B
KGR ; EAEDT (2015 ) R B 2 m VH SUBR 28 iy
TR LAY 32 FOR BT A HA T X R U R
JEREAMIY HE LA R IS AR R, &
# (Musa nana) (Davis, 1961) AR F& B %X ( Chloris
gayana) N6 ( Phleum pratense) ( Ogata et al.,
1985) | Bk 25 ( Pentagramma triangularis F1 Pellaea
andromedifolia) ( Holmlund et al., 2020) . H Jif
( Saccharum officinarum) ( Neufeld et al. , 1992)  Fifd]
£ (Festuca pratensis) \ 5K ( Zea mays) (Lu et al.,
2002) JK# ( Oryza sativa) ( Stiller et al., 2003 ) 2547
FERR R FERAE S = A AR K HR B R
() —LERUAAE ) (CANAREAR P77 v RO B
(Davis, 1961; Wang et al., 2011; Cao et al., 2012;
Yang et al.,2015) ,

3 REBNE T %

H A i ik 28 (R 1), AT LA
W LU 90 Sy T R ) e A R s T =, R, BB
D B 00 RN R 453 00 A 00 5 A 5 () 82 000 7 e 3
b AR AR 7 i 5 JEE B B ) 25 T AR A T
INARARFRBE SRS I AR SC B R SE BRI (E 5 T
ESEAT Hed , TR AR /N
3.1 HEENE
3.1.1 Al R B S R I HE AR E
TRV AR ) B AR S . Ik mlaE ok
S I H 131 (bubble manometer) A 2 A S5AF uk 2
AKSBE Y g (37, 2008; F AR FH4E, 2011; De
Swaef et al., 2013) . FARIRAET L RS KT 4 D55
BANE R — 5 B0 R IR EZEME NN 1/3
b I BRI S 5 B B AR A K ISR &
WS, FRi— KRS LS BB R AR Y
T SRR TR 2, AT BRI D R T S A R /)N
A il RS B BB SRR B ZE T b, 5 )X
MERAE T 7R AT S R s R s
(E 1), Rz EHE— )G, 255 K H R
FHT” A 5 R 53 I o 5 R SR s 308 6
N IR (KRB A K (Ewers et al.,
1997; Singh, 2016b) #1F ;

P,= 100x[ ( L,/ L,,)-1],

Ao, PR s MR BORE AR R BT 3 s 7 1 R/
(kPa) ;L RGN R 5 B8 B A8 NS
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Table 1 Main methods used to measure root pressure
oy oy
Jrst Jrik B R woast OB s o
- . nvasive/ f
Type Method Subject and organ Indoor/Outdoor Noninvasi Literature resource
oninvasive
HAENE ATt A R MME/MRAR ZET FA/EHS it Ewers et al., 1997; Fisher et
Direct Bubble manometer Bk %% Indoor/ Outdoor Invasive al., 1997; HFr, 2008; LA
measurement Liana, fern, bamboo/Root, FI4E, 2011; De Swaef et al.,
stem or branch 2013; Holmlund et al., 2020
FLF TR ) AR IESNO RN %) S SN A SV ) Bifh Steudle et al., 1993; Cochard
Electronic pressure ZETEE SR Indoor/ Outdoor Invasive et al., 1994; Knipfer &
transducer Bamboo, woody plant, liana/ Fricke, 2010; Cao et al.,
Root, stem or branch 2012; 475, 2015; Yang
et al., 2015; WA, 2016;
Sun et al., 2018
e S BET ARARKY N2 RVEY /AR FR EN/EH Eiabin Steudle &  Jeschke 1983;
Root pressure probe Woody plant, bamboo, Indoor/ Outdoor Invasive Steudle, 1993; Liu et al.,
crop/Root 2009; i W & 4, 2007,
Knipfer & Fricke, 2010
e RAED, VR ETRES R/ A Klepper & Kaufmann, 1966;
Isopiestic method Crop/Leaf, stem or branch Indoor/Outdoor Noninvasive Steudle & Jeschke, 1983;
Zhu et al., 2010
AT 154+ T84 4 Stem or branch =W JEf Balling & Zimmermann, 1990;
Xylem pressure probe Indoor Noninvasive Liu et al., 2009
A S R AAKEY A28/ 22T ik 4 EW S Azaizeh et al., 1992; XIJ/N35
Cell pressure probe Woody plant, bamboo/ Indoor Noninvasive 4F,2008
Stem or branch
it JEL ARAKY) A3/ MR EWN/ES it De Swaef & Steppe, 2012
Leaf thickness Woody plant, bamboo/Leaf Indoor/Outdoor Noninvasive
4200 5 EHRSEN AAHKEY) A A/ =N FE# S De Swaef et al., 2012, 2013
Indirect HAWE Woody plant, liana, herbaceous Indoor Noninvasive
measurement Sap flow and plants/ Leaf

stem diameter

WK (mm) 5 L, 278 5 S0 R A0F- 17 i 308 &
AN (mm) o TR ) THRAE R
FURRAEAR, s R A 2 ik e i Bl iz Al
M ABZ DT E B — o 1R FR 1, B B I A % =
B 9 M ( Wang et al., 2011; 3% # 5%, 2016,
Singh, 2016b) ,

HL s A SRt 040 1 Sy i 8 D0 7 AR s SR Al
KAFEF](Cao et al., 2012; Yang et al., 2015) , SorEAE
W25 EEA AT BT T R 25T RE A A S, JF X B
AR AR ) T BT BRI T 7 DR T Lk (A B
FEHABIE IR ) | SR 5 B A A0 5 Bl 22 1R /K 1Y
REICAAE 4% , IRl N s =il i 4 — T
FETIE RS (B 2) (FE 24 AT, e 0 1% A 75 78
SCU I TR G R BIALHE) o M I o DI —
REFMIF I — H 235 — R 17, [R5 6 O/ 1 4
TR AR 5 A~ o v 2 N T I EL % A
PERLF, BT FRZEBFEAKGREL, RI(A5% 0 R 2
BAR, i AR AT RE RIS 58 25 I <AL 2SI S 3ok 5%
WEE BRI B0 N ZE IR A T AR S, BRI PR 4%

il
=5Ee Bubble
T - branch pipe

Capillary

Tk

1 T E AR R S s St 1A
Fig. 1 Schematic diagram of the bubble manometer for

measuring root pressure

UREEIS BT IR R R 5 4w % s R A
A AR R IER 7RIS Wk A 1R
TR AR I B R A AT AR S s A, R
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TR
Silica gel collapsible bulb

HLF ) AR RS
Electronic pressure
transducer

Aok

Signal wire

Silicone tube

K2 I AR i T ) A J s s
Fig. 2 Schematic diagram of an electronic pressure

transducer for measuring root pressure

K HEBR BT

HR R 7 R 2 A A ] I A 5% B R AR B Y
KR 7 (Steudle et al., 19935 J7W4245 2007
Knipfer & Fricke, 2010) , 7EIM k7 45 0) , Bk 4556
— R R IR VIS 7R T iR R B RE
— R JTRER AR I % B TR R D) A% ids L
/B B RT I 2 AR A K /N (Steudle & Jeschke,
1983) , MMM B A AR B i, Se 67K T YT BR A 4
AR OB ORAR T 750 23 AR e ), B AR i o —
AN R IS 25 B 3 2 A A% S B I
WA IR R ) R Fe AR e, RAEUN 5 I e
REEE T ERENE . BN RREEHETE
(Knipfer & Fricke, 2010) F1 4 FH < J% ¥ ( Singh,
2016b) L)@ THUE SR EF SR B FEWE , RARRE
PREFEORTE B SN R B, (B fig 52 I 3% 22 I 7 AR
J&, I, B Bl s 7% Z — (Steudle et al.,
1993; Henzler et al., 1999) .
3.1.2 FEHEm B A IR IE AR S R
e R ER IR R EEHOR 4 s ) R AT HOR GF
S ARy N TIRZ e NIUE |3 riarasli B @il [ PANG 153
RS O LISV 231l S U 1 W/ 7 D TR AN
AR R )R /IN GRS 3 0 BB AR 45 (Klepper &
Kaufmann, 1966; Steudle & Jeschke, 1983; Zhu et
al., 2010) o ARBTHER ) PREHBOR T DL He Al
PRA T ) R AN ot 2H B 1Y) H AR A R 2= 7
ft (Balling & Zimmermann, 1990; Liu et al., 2009) ,
Clearwater 45 (2007 ) il 13 %2 2% 75 R A B AR 28 A S
H R ) A% B I AR e e — A s ) A% 8 A

Tk A AL 3 e S AR 32 42 B — > v 3 Ao g TR L
TR A HE T B B 40 ( ELAR N 10 pm) |, BATE
Rl eI R 25 R A 2 0K I RE I R B AR A
v 7E A BE T A P AR AR Y R S A e R
A IRIE S S TR A S 22 (1 3)

AL TR B HE ) A% B R 4 SR AT 5
R SRR PR ) SRS R A R
IR A ) = | A A S A i
TR RN SR Ao s A T T DA
T2 AS A TTIE B JIA6 B (Azaizeh et al., 19925 X
/NI 2008) o TERA —E 1Y R BRI, B REAS
LRSI AR E B RN B RGN B A0, O
TEOR/INE G AR ZR ALV E S I 5 X 42, i Lk 22 By
1 IR R FE R 2 40 45
3.2 E#ENE

AR H B4 T 3000 o S oy A A5 i) He R
A 2B P R S PRI A5 B By i R R ECE T HAR
A NS AR B 5 AR DGR R S50 A (LR A T L3R A
TR AR R P J5E B B 25 AR R/ 8 0 s
TAH AL B FHINEL, DA A 7 A AR e 36t 8
TR R B A T AR A SO (RN S ] Y 2
{E (De Swaef & Steppe, 2012; De Swaef et al., 2012,
2013) . HiT, ©A By R B R EREH BOR AR
T s R R A v B8 A% Ay (LVDTs ) 1) HI2K 43
SN RE i R R BE AN ZE T HAR B TAZ K (De Swaef &
Steppe, 2012) , AFFEEATAR IR A SCAE RL ) LU i 3x
PSR (B R E Y R A K/, SR, Tt
JEE AT B KNIV A — & ERRERAX 4%
BEAFFITRIN 2] | PR, 32007 5 59 56 B I FHABLAF A —
1 JRIBR A (Singh, 2016b)

Zi LRIk, e BeA AT — R OR BB 8 58 4
W JE BT A 25, 3 EL 1T ST 76 B 1 0 7 A ) 1 AR
J&, I, Singh(2016b) # H 75 2455 % JEAE Y 1)
ANTFIZEARY AF I 45 0 R AF 50 A A7 SR M Y 22 S R
— a7 Sy B AE AR AR I A R AT S HOE T
A1 O AR B FE 5 0 AR

4 R AN

EZERE R A L, AR s 3 A 2K R AR X H /N
JEHRARZE BRI B IR DL T, S8 B AR
JBCES R A 23 F B S, RS D {8 ) 9 2% AE AN 2 A
FFA1E(Singh, 2016b) , BRItz A, 228 < ul + A
Xob i 2 R SR AR I Y B AR A ik R S IR AR
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V#E Sealer Pressure transducer
‘essel

BAEFIRE
Capillary probe

==

B3 I AR B AR B s 1 PR s IR
(B A ARG B AR EE 22, 2013)
Fig. 3 Schematic diagram of the xylem pressure

probe for measuring root pressure

(This is derived from Bai & ZHU, 2013)

FESARBLE B Y0t R IF IS, AR N B 7K 53 P
ML BN, M TG TR B A2 A I 3] ( Singh, 2016b)
Z A 5B WA ) kK B i ) R R s AR
BRVF ZAE W) W AR TR AR S S A 5 2 T 27 AR R
ANE IR I B n AN R  H 18] 852315 22 5 ( Kramer
& Kozlowski, 1979 ; Kundt & Gruber,2006) , iXZEk
/INZE S AL T BB S AR 0 S R A AN ) T 3 Y
(Singh, 2016b) ,f4n, F| AR R B & e AR & i
K/NEFITE 0~500 kPa Z [8], H A I g 2 0 E /Y
ML RN FER R (Wei et al., 1999) , #)Fh 2% 4
TE—EFEE FRgm AR B Ko, Bl 220
1 ( Bambusa multiplex ) () KAR K 18.5 kPa, RAT
( Pseudosasa japonica) B Ec RKARE A 28.8 kPa, 4: 4%
EAT ( Phyllostachys aureosulcata ) W)t AR R 8.0
kPa( EARTFAF,2011) o BRAR H 0 A £ AR K AH Y Fh
] 22 540 AT HE Y T FEAR DI AR R 0 R /NI i 75
BB A SR, Bl TEE N 18 m 1Y
Doliocarpus brevipedicellatus 25 F& 3 {3 I 15 4R &
4 64 kPa T 64 kPa BRI L BEHS K 4L F) 7.1
m 5, DRI, AR IR RR 7.1 m &b R LA LA e
A0 A5 ) K 5t &8 R T % (Scholander et al.,
1957; Ewers et al., 1997) , &2 FEARRHX AR
Z=5 MR R R/ 2 A [R1 ) R T A AR 22 5% 19
i, T AR AE 5 51 600 kPa, FE R B (14 AR 55
51 000 kPa, FESEYD BRI AR KL F] 6 000 kPa
( White et al., 1958; Kundt & Gruber, 2006) , H It
AT UL AR SR UL ) — AR B G R/ INTE =55 ]
FEE] 344 Fr AT (Scholander et al., 1957 ; Putz
1983; Cochard et al., 1994; Ewers et al., 1997;
Tyree, 2003a, b; Kundt & Gruber, 2006; Zwieniecki
& Holbrook, 2009; Wang et al., 2015) ,

5 PHREHEEREK

PRS2 A ML | % 5 i 4 S B0 1 B A
RS BRI AR, 3 N AN RS 5 2%
IR TR X FE 7 2530 A N K2 )25 (Maurel et al., 2008 ;
W HEH,2012) o KB ER T B X Fhig 7 22 b,
R 1 77 A 0 RS 33X ol oA A1 B 22 198 3 22 | AT AT
SR i AR 1 ) DR 2R A 2 [ 42 2 e W s 1 A T B
HIIIN, T BT K IR ) 7= A F R /N2 R
WL R | AR 3R K H A PR PR 1 A2 AR 2%
FHIF] ( White et al., 1958; Kundt & Gruber, 2006)
50 KBEEBHREE

WUAR ZR K T & A AR AQP 1Y
7K B K H % % ( major intrinsic protein, MIP ) ,
AQP FELETAEM A [A]FE AL, AR FR 70% ~ 80% 1 7K
Sy AQP SRz, BRI, AQP S /K 43k A 4 41 it
1 E AR AL (TS AE,2002) , HER B K5
R/ Z A (Sun et al., 2018) , KEMFFLE
B, BR3Z27K 53T shRE U2 e Sh  FE ) AQP 1 P38 32
KB 145 ( gating ) 4% ( Quiroga et al., 2019)
ELFERZ A K G TE 145 1Y LR A R Ak R A A
WEELAL WY A BH B B 0 e R B AR
(Maurel et al., 2008 ; Gheorghe, 2010)

WAk AQP T MMM — M EZ I, 1h
IR | BTG oA B S 2 K B R A AQP 1Y 3
AN 2%, PIP, TIP HI NIP # fiE 8 ¥k ®% % 1k
(Kaldenhoff & Fischer, 2006; Z=£L#§5%, 2010; 3K
BEFIAL AR AL 2014 ) . AQP HLA & Az S5 Akl T 37
¥ AQP 15, Il 4N 7E £ K (Heinen et al., 2009) 4H
¥ ( Nicotiana tabacum ) ( Gheorghe, 2010) | % Z5 K&
(Mimosa pudica) (LIS ,2010) HARA BF 57 A& B
AN Jo S PN A 28 R B R TR B S U5 D 2R A
RESE RS XS 7K 23 B 3B 1 . AQP I W JE 1k i %
WAEFEZ S AQP IR PETA T, [T A ig et
PRC e, H B B 5 5 1995 35 38 ] S 2ok
H WAL ( Mesembryanthemum crystallinum ) 7K 3818 £ H
WG TIP B9 McTIP1 ;2 FEO 15 L i 555 73 A HL
W T R SR cAMPAK #5119 15 5 5 5 ( Vera-
Estrella et al., 2004; 224055 2010) . Ye & Wiera
(2004) WFFE 5 IR, B2 12 375 1 I3 422 1 /K 38 3 4 1
TEICH P AT B 2 N 2R J) -3k T8 835 5 o 1
I H 3 D T | A 3 LN ok ) A R A R
ERSEBGEE I KW, YRR KFESZ
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AQP TEMEAS ALY SZ ), 5 ] HeCl, A3 5 AR R &
JK R B B R B (Wan & Zwiazek, 1999; Javot &
Maurel, 2002) , 7E AQP ) NPA XA %} Hg® ek
MIERSF Cys #% 3%, He™ 5 2 456 T o 28 28 11 45 [B) 4
%, S HOKE 18 3Z BT 52 i oK o 1 5% i 30
KA 5 I I Bl (SR B AR AH B, 2014) o S 40, TE
A JoT 0 e A 5 aot A v | A T 308 ) 30 T B A4
(1) AQP IR N sl PR 3G i wT fe A B T4 7K o
#EA I I BE AR 7K ¢ ( Brodersen & Mecelrone,
2010) . R AQP 5 FR K 7 WA 3 5 1K &
(Baiges et al., 2002; Aroca et al., 2012) {H2ZHI¥)
PR R R R R T PP S AQP 3 PRI 1) T B A X
TR I A T — 2B
5.2 EEEE

FEF AR B AR 7 AR R 9 ) a8t £ PR 28 AR
R /NEA — % 52 W ( Mitchell et al., 1991; Dorais
et al., 2001 ; Lafitte & Courtois, 2002) , &1, XA
[ ity Ao A RS 03 BT Ik 7K R A Y e ) AT 9 2 2 ) e 2
TKFE L BOK R it 7K 4 £ ( Fujii & Tanaka, 1957)
FRAEZRE (2016 ) 38 328 X L 0 Aol e LR 7D (19 235 4 A% A
AR, 2 BRAS [) 35 R 8 2 () AR e e KAB A 7 o 2k
ZE5¢, 35k, Sun 25 (2018 ) 753 41 547 AR 15K
VAR RIS AR IR A OGN 2 5 TR R
P I HBATE T AL 2 A LR T SR A
KB P BLR 20 I PeTIP4 ;1 F1 PeTIP4;2 .,
53 TERE
53.1 LB AR AR BEGBRE  WEITE R
T HRRAXHLE, S 5RRENNEA L
32 BE R AAE 38 A 5 e AR 2R I W AR R 7K A
SEMAAR e 7 A - IR R AR R L A R T
PR Y R R R, YRR
JFE TR RERT AR R AR 3R e KAR A 25 BRAIG, HAF AR 1
TN 15 CARHF] 4 CHE AP R 235 1K,
K 305 T e i), b A 8 ) 25 B T ( Pedersen,
1993; Ewers et al., 2001; &SR ¥E5:, 2017a,
b) o PRI AR 25 52 - S8R AR AR ) Bl et B 1) 52
M (Singh, 2016b)
532 AR BEH RAFE  THOKN BRI
JE ) P2 A AR /N i — R B 52 ( Zarebanadkouki et
al., 2018) . Y B+ B2 Whia, Ko & &IKT
45% Bf, £ K 7E Y+ R % 98 ( Coleus
scutellarioides) . In) H ZE M1 F gk A = B = AR
( Zaitseva & Minashina, 1998) ., #& & /K Y X H1h
FEA MR (Singh, 2016b) , 53 41, KA B koK &2

Bl 7K AR T R 1T 1, 3 3K B AR AT AR 35 - 4K
S A RES3 5 M AR R 7K 38 18 2 A0 35 MR B 4 ik
St AN B2 )2 40 Y ( Katsuhara et al., 2008; Heinen
et al., 2009) . BRHHKIFHZISN, LD FT
FUWEE RN ) —HERNE, MR EER
FERT, Ewers 45 (2001 ) & P 4388 i o0 2 0 H 2 H
FRER I I, M 9 A S5 I 1 £E 60 ~ 100 kPa Z
(), T Y 5SS R RV B2 5 19 4 h R B 7 (i
4% 130 kPa,
5.4 HttIMEE R

FAETTEF (2015) X AR BT A B, 2
B R SE — i YO A T R I B SR Y A ) 25
VEFRR A 0 0 e 23 3, S BOR e P sl R R, HL
56HA BRSBTS L R EF R 2, SR ]
TRLRIZK VR 22 0 25 11 3R Ak T e AR P B A £
FEAAZ I | AR (B 23 4ER7 78 88 K F- {H IE 7R 15 %)
PRV AR RN 7K 7R 22 18 381 e R A, R A D) 3 AR Ak e
TR . B XTRE RN 12 X AR e 52 i, i N 5R 2
FEIHBEAT ( Rhipidocladum racemiflorum ) AR AR T A
MiJE435 I FF 5 ( Cochard et al., 1994) {H F 47
(2015) BF5E & IR RA KOG AR e Ay sz e 6 6, PRI,
P X RS 1 5 T R S A R R AR

6 AR R LAE v

6.1 REFAEERFHTHBE XA

TE1 5 DX PRI B3R A 20 72 A 118 7K 73 Ttk 3 BIR ]
THYNAERKES, ™ ENEE S FEHEYIT,
FEWITEK o3 Tl ) | A o ¥ 4 B/ B A B R ik
IHERN &5 B3 A S TR ST, ™
BRI 23T 1 2 3 B0 WK 43 1 a2 R
R B ZATATAEI AR N 7K 53 75 Bk, 28 18 R T [, X
L& M &5 ( Tyree & Zimmermann, 2002; Gullo,
2010; Klein et al., 2018) AR R B gl B S A K A
RN AR ) A8 5 A B AL A Y — o i AR AL
(Yang et al., 2012; Gleason et al., 2017; Holmlund
et al., 2020; Cuneo et al., 2020), fan, —2L b
FEYI AR (7135 6 MPa) BERS IR B Y T 510 +
eI IoK 43, A A 2558 1 g 73 58 ( White et
al., 1958; Kundt & Gruber, 2006) ; 77  F#AE 25K
FAL R B - A, T A Bk =
A YK T D REHE R B, IR RR AR LA AR A A )
—FE E A R AR OR B R R R ZE ALY
T XTI AR Y B 5 RK 4375 B 5 B A
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b T L AT JL N FE 2L (Saha et al., 2009; Yang et
al., 2012) ; Wang %5 (2011 ) Wi 1 434 F 44 F1IV.
AT 53 FPIE AT AR, 45 53R B I A4 e AT A7
P HAT AR, e rp — Se AT b 5 R A AR s R A P
KA AN K IG5 A7 3 3k 1 TR AR s e 18 A e 9
TRy S48 Al oK O D RE AR 5 58 % A1 B THE PR TE
IRy 75 BRI REAENG 142 K ( Cao et al., 2012; Yang
et al., 2012)

TEIRAT AR D VR il 58 8 90 4 5 3k A7 7, BIAIR
T A A ) A o 5 A B I N AR RS K, TR
PN T KRBTt AR B A s P il 23 7
AR AR ] T3 BOR 5T AR vk Rl AR e,
FEA TR 61 AVE FH R 7 AR AR 3l 45 A ZE 1T
BUMEYI A K (Tyree & Sperry, 1989; Gullo, 2010;
Choat et al., 2011) , EVA W5 & IR 218 kil
SR RN AR BT AR AR FE Y — Fh AL (Tyree &
Yang, 1992), BN, ¥EAK ( Betula papyrifera) 1554
JeE A AR 18 52 4 ZE A 48 IR 48 1 K
&S IRE (Hao et al., 2013) . angrxFKEILA
SRORAP DX UL =S D RE AL ( H 7™ AR AR | ] i 7
AR RN ZE e AN 77 A AR S RN 25 ) Il A BCFL M A
LA BT K ) S5 R R PR BEAT BIF 5T, R BUAH L T
AT AR R R ZE e B Ao 7 A AR A [ B 7 A
HRE 5 25 s R b 240 A7 4otk ) VR Rl 57 B, B
152 4 Z IR I i 0 A ZE AL A8 (E ] B 7 A AR
FZE R R K ) 5 BE AR, 27 A AR A Ao o)
TE G R BB, 3% 7 B A [5] ) R AU A
TP I X8 AR Jo S e 2 1) SR M AN ] | AR o8 5 /K 2 4
55 R AU 2 ) AR AU A 23X = 25 I R 2B A Ao 7
A2 B I 5w UL R L M X R L AE (Yin et al.,
2018) .

C AW A A 5 e A 7 P ZR AR b i 25 1]
3 A5 i LU AR IR AR TR SE SR T 3 AR BT
ARIE A o3 A M Ry 22 S 04 LR ATY AN U 2E ( Gentry,,
1991; Jiménez-Castillo & Lusk, 2013) ., KR E&EN
AR 5T 5 A A IR Y i DX R BB I 2 R Al S B T B
A2 2E ( Cochard & Tyree, 1990; Sperry & Sullivan,
1992; Sperry et al., 1994) | ifif #H7 b X i A 5t B AR
HATBH 34 (Ewers & Fisher, 1991) . HHi, &
AHREPT AN FE R GREE S E T A
SR IR F) 46 5 T sk B 4 ZE (Cobb et al., 2007
Lens et al., 2013) . #RI, Q050 A i i AN 31X 28 2 4F
A A JC Tl AR R 18 B R JE AR Y A, D
Aty R B2 B BR ) 76 7K 73 56 2 HL AT 45 DA I 1 AR

v, AR BUEEA B A BRA AA% R, H s
HE 2 AR R O C R, I, AR TR AR
- X6 AR T Je AR AR M) A 23 N R ) Ao e A T FELER —
TE TR

TR R X007 5 00 3= 1 3 3 il 25 38 108 i3
B, T 7K 3 2 A 5 1o 8l 0 7R AR 7 A= R
WFFE R BIAR JE RE 2 18 52 A B0 A4 A% 28 Je b SE A )
ZETH97K 43 (Zhao et al., 2017 ; Nardini et al., 2018;
Yin et al., 2018) , 7FZE M AE I AT 5L AR 55 1 2% 14
T Y FR 2 R R R B R T, HE Sk o
B FEEE M s, O R EOK
HEMMEE #2840 S8 a0, AR R 2w 4k AT 1
SRR AME B R ZE AL S 45 1 E AL ( Yang et
al., 2012; Knipfer et al., 2015; Brodersen et al.,
2017) o ARAT T3 FEARRT 5 2R 1Y F A AE ) RE MK B
MR A S A R e 2 i 2 2 ) e S 0 TG 552 e A
MREF R KRAERKEE (Cao et al., 2012) . ELEA
FRIEM G T AR A 2 LUK K 43 BA 5 2
DX JE B S D REAT R, 91, IR AS 1 400 1)
AR JEARALYE Bl — JBEFE 2 ~ 148 kPa Z[A] (Ewers et al.
1997 ; Fisher et al., 1997; Tibbetts & Ewers, 2000;
EAETT,2015) , T B H A MR 2 BERE S8 N R )
IKAEHER 14 m 1Y B2 TTBEA YIS R 25 T
14 m, R HEDUAR H0h & T 14 m pOBEAAE ) <
AL E B EENAR(E4E75,2015), 54,
TR TR B DA S Xof A R AR Joi v e 2E 4k 5 8 i B 42
ARFEZE(Stiller et al., 2003) , Py, FATAT LAA
R H RS T8 A6 45 A9 18 52 B8 1) Ok BT T 5% 114 7K A
AP, A AR AR R 5 KR B T B USROG
(Lafitte & Courtois, 2002)

TE AR R RE AR b B 2l K 43 1] 13 i, % R
PRl B 2 I T BOK 4375 Bk 9 6 7K 20 AT 7K O3
#MFE( Yang et al., 2015; Zhao et al., 2017; Wu et
al., 2019), fln, ¥ /MR E & K 24T ( Guadua
angustifolia ) 7K 7332 i F1 7K 43 % 78 1) — Fb 2 2L 0K 5
J1(Zachary, 2009) , AREAHGE N KFEERIEY
A% 4R IK 43 ( Singh et al., 2009) |, i HLEEXT %
Z=ToM i B 25 1 7 WA AR %D 387K 53 (Sperry
etal., 1987) . [N, ARITEAREAS B LEAAEDI A A A
K435 SRR K (Sperry et al., 1987; Clearwater et
al., 2007) ,

J3Ah AREIE ] FRGE B8 57 0 R AR AR
Y& B TP IS FILE ) ( Lafitte & Courtois, 2002
Lian et al., 2004; Singh & Singh, 2013) , 3% & &
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HE T A 5T A e MR S o 4 e 2 Wy 1) i 2
15 #1 %5 ( Komarnytsky et al., 2000; Xiao et al., 2006
Singh & Singh, 2013; Singh, 2016b) , N, A%
AN B AR 1 4 02, 7R ik K
BT A5 B T ROBLR (Tibbius, 1977) . fEREZRINT H
P AL AN |, e B K 40 R A7
Tk, M et KW ER T & A TCHLER A, iE
A M & HE TR RN 4k AE 3 5§ ( Dieffenbach et al.,
1980) .,
6.2 REEXRZFEFHAEX TN

AR X TR BARA A AT Ve A
YRR FEE B2 T REAFEAE & — o 19 R BRAE  (HR: ) X
R QAT R (L7 IR K7 VAN 2 e N =
( Lactuca sativa ) 55 7] fg B A B B AE H ( Singh &
Singh, 1989; Tanner & Beevers, 1999; Singh et al.,
2009) . HMEAR EAREE 2B R LA EN T,
WA Ry ix 2l K bl 204 W ) K 433z 4 b 58
(Fisher et al., 1997; Zachary, 2009; Yang et al.,
2015) . SR, Bl S 43R AR % /D e R
FHE SR AR h R R —, e
T FRERARE L E, K25 6 000 %28 A LE 10
500 hm® -3 b S TB R 70 ACROT R AE, o5
Al BB 1Y) 40% , faf 2% B F 7 K B il & AR 2T
FEZIR 40 m® BYRARA, IHFE RSN 42 /2 m’ 1R
SR, PR TH 28 BB 10%, 1t al DL BE % 2 il
TRIRRE B YR 2= AH T K & B VR ( Heuvelink et al.,
2008) , HUL, MR A B & B 111 58 5 s AL VE Py
Ry R = R B R T B AR T P A i
FFHA KA (Jackson et al., 2000; Heuvelink
et al., 2008; Singh, 2016b) . 4N & 38 o K5t #E
AR AR 2O 1 2 W PR 85 25 1, AR R A B
AT BB 23 5 AR 7 i B AR & (Jackson et al.,
2000; Heuvelink et al., 2008; Singh, 2016b) ., &
S5 HIY A9 K 2835 G 5 (Johnson, 1936) , A,
HR ) 14 AT 8 2 5 SOHE W 40 A A0 A 28, DA {6 5
GRS AN [ Sl R R A il
(Johnson, 1936) . ¥ J& J1 B WK 7 HEAE T
T AFARAR 28 2 10 6 IF ] PA U 3 H IR AN [] 2 B )
i ok 2K R U ) B4R, 52 3R 3 4 2 ik A AR
VM R 5 YL A (Johnson, 1936) . M4k, i
(AR T BB 2 28 = 8 A AR BT R AR A, 5
M 7K SR 8% 2% B0 & BT ( Maaswinkel & Welles, 1986
Dorais et al., 2001; De Swaef et al., 2013), K I,
T 2B 5T I B 2 AR VR W) T 5 AR 3

(Singh, 2016b) ., {HE| HHiHm 1k, XF T K ZH Rk AE
Yy P e L AR 3 A 3 BB Bl B e A 7 A
BRI 22 IR R 745 I LA A etk — 25T,

7 Pl E

BT IR XHE AR BT B IH 0 LSS5 AR T
A SRR SE AT LA LA 7 R T

(1) BRI E B A, Al 8 BEA (LA
— P EORBEAS 58 42 1 R BT A 26 F B R, RE A 1 B
HLAEG I E AR K/, R, 5 ZEEE XA A A
CIESSINING S S S R 87 [ RV ) - a ) i R ]
FLEE HANMARIR A S B AR, I 52 B i 25 30 25
F18 VA 00 2 MR

(2) YR I SR JE B SRR A SC R .
T 5 R R R S o R SR W T e i K R
G R ZE R UM A K 70 75 i, A AR AF TR R AL fE
% Ke A 52 K 1 R GETNRE , IR S 1 B K 3 R
HEA Rt RE S 7 AE AR R AR Y 3647, X
TR G AR ] RE - AR i A BB AR ZE TR A R
[ PR AR AR ST IR R F IR A s

(3) $E /R R A I S B (R, AR AR 2> fi
it 3 AT R P B R T s B, SR T A ot
JE R AR AT RERZ M A AE IO, R I, 7 ZEAT 59
B R 2 B W 5 2 B AR 1 5 Y ) s 7
{6, AT A A A B 3 A A 00 JT o MR S 1) 24 A B 05
TR S A SN AR SR

SE Wk
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