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Abstract

Increasing drought is one of the most critical challenges facing ecosystems worldwide, and improved
theories and practices are needed for the quantification of species tolerances. Leaf water potential
at turgor loss (myp) is classically recognised as a major physiological determinant of plant water stress
response. However, the basic theory of adjustment my, has been controversial. In addition, the role
of relative water content at turgor loss point and cell wall elastic modulus in plant drought tolerance
is still unclear. In the context of global climate change, it is important to clarify the mechanism behind
the regulation of leaf hydraulic properties.
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