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Background — hypothetical relation between root water uptake depth and drought
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Results: drought sensitivity = SFD.,
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Drought vulnerability = Hydraulic safety margin HSM; g3
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Results: drought vulnerability = Hydraulic safety margin HSM; g4
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Results: drought vulnerability = Hydraulic safety margin HSM; g4
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Results: Root water uptake depth
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Results: Root water uptake depth (RWUD)
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Results: Root water uptake depth (RWUD)
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Results: Root water uptake depth drives drought sensitivity
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Results: Root water uptake depth drives drought sensitivity J
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Results: Root water uptake depth drives drought vulnerability
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Results: Root water uptake depth drives drought vulnerability J
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Take home: Root water uptake depth drives drought sensitivity and vulnerability
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Thank you very much!
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