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Guard cells shrink and close stomatal pores when air humidity decreases (i.e. when the difference between the vapor pressures
of leaf and atmosphere [VPD] increases). The role of abscisic acid (ABA) in VPD-induced stomatal closure has been studied using
ABA-related mutants that respond to VPD in some studies and not in others. The importance of ABA biosynthesis in guard cells
versus vasculature for whole-plant stomatal regulation is unclear as well. Here, we show that Arabidopsis (Arabidopsis thaliana)
lines carrying mutations in different steps of ABA biosynthesis as well as pea (Pisum sativum) wilty and tomato (Solanum
lycopersicum) flacca ABA-deficient mutants had higher stomatal conductance compared with wild-type plants. To characterize
the role of ABA production in different cells, we generated transgenic plants where ABA biosynthesis was rescued in guard cells
or phloem companion cells of an ABA-deficient mutant. In both cases, the whole-plant stomatal conductance, stunted growth
phenotype, and leaf ABA level were restored to wild-type values, pointing to the redundancy of ABA sources and to the
effectiveness of leaf ABA transport. All ABA-deficient lines closed their stomata rapidly and extensively in response to high
VPD, whereas plants with mutated protein kinase OST1 showed stunted VPD-induced responses. Another strongly ABA-
insensitive mutant, defective in the six ABA PYR/RCAR receptors, responded to changes in VPD in both directions strongly
and symmetrically, indicating that its VPD-induced closure could be passive hydraulic. We discuss that both the VPD-induced
passive hydraulic stomatal closure and the stomatal VPD regulation of ABA-deficient mutants may be conditional on the initial
pretreatment stomatal conductance.

Stomata close in response to reduced air humidity
(i.e. large vapor pressure deficit [VPD], the difference
between the vapor pressures of the leaf and atmos-
phere). The evolution of this mechanism was an im-
portant step in the colonization of land by plants, since
it enabled plants to control water loss when they were
exposed to a dry atmosphere. However, themechanism
of VPD-induced stomatal closure is still unclear, and
the debate about the role of the plant stress hormone

abscisic acid (ABA) in this process continues. The re-
sponse to increased VPD is passive when the stomatal
closure results solely from reduced leaf water content
and turgor due to stronger evaporative demand in dry
air. It has been shown that, in lycophytes, ferns, and
conifers, VPD-induced stomatal closure is a passive
response to reduced leaf turgor with no functional
ABA synthesis detected in their leaves due to increased
VPD (McAdam and Brodribb, 2015). Whether lyco-
phytes, mosses, and ferns show functional ABA syn-
thesis and ABA response is debatable at the moment
(Brodribb and McAdam, 2011; Chater et al., 2011;
Ruszala et al., 2011; Cai et al., 2017); however, in some
fern species, stomatal response to VPD is probably
more than just a passive process (Hõrak et al., 2017).
Angiosperms, on the other hand, showedVPD-induced
ABA synthesis associated with a rapid up-regulation
of 9-cis-epoxycarotenoid dioxygenase (NCED) genes,
indicating that an active, ABA-mediated component
is involved (McAdam et al., 2016b). In woody crop
species, a direct stomatal response to leaf turgor could
explain the changes in stomatal conductance (gs)
resulting from the variations in evaporative demand,
plant hydraulic conductance, and soil water content
(Rodriguez-Dominguez et al., 2016). The stomatal re-
sponses to changes in leaf turgor were mediated by
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ABA in angiosperms, as a subtle reduction of leaf turgor
triggered rapid foliar ABA synthesis and stomatal clo-
sure in 10 to 20 min (McAdam and Brodribb, 2016;
Sussmilch et al., 2017). Such a rapid, turgor-mediated
de novo ABA synthesis highlights ABA as the meta-
bolic signal for the hydroactive feedback response of
guard cells to hydraulic disturbance in the leaves
(Buckley, 2005, 2016).

The ABA signaling unit consists of cytosolic
PYRABACTIN RESISTANCE1 (PYR1)/PYR1-LIKE
(PYL)/ REGULATORY COMPONENTS OF ABA
RECEPTORS (RCAR) receptors that, in the presence of
ABA sequester type 2 protein phosphatases, lead to the
activation of protein kinase OST1, which, in turn, ac-
tivates the slow-type anion channel SLAC1 and trig-
gers stomatal closure (Geiger et al., 2009; Lee et al.,
2009; Ma et al., 2009; Park et al., 2009). Stomatal re-
sponses to reduced air humidity often have been
studied using mutants defective in ABA biosynthesis
and/or signaling, with the assumption that the re-
duced VPD response of these plants points to the
involvement of ABA. The results, however, are con-
troversial. Initially, it was suggested that ABA is not
obligatory in stomatal VPD response, since ABA-
deficient and ABA-insensitive Arabidopsis (Arabi-
dopsis thaliana) mutants responded to VPD like
wild-type plants (Assmann et al., 2000). In contrast, in
another study, ABA synthesis and signaling mutants
showed reduced VPD response compared with the
wild type (Xie et al., 2006). In the latter study, the final
values of gs after reduced air humidity treatment,
expressed as a percentage of the initial values, were
53%, 55%, and 32% in the wild type, ost1-4, and aba2-13,
respectively, indicating that the closure might be only
partially ABA dependent (Xie et al., 2006). Recent ex-
periments demonstrated no VPD response in different
ABA-deficient pea (Pisum sativum) and tomato (Sola-
num lycopersicum) mutants (McAdam et al., 2015,
2016b). Our previous experiments suggest that defects
in ABA signaling rather than in its biosynthesis impair
stomatal closure in response to reduced air humidity
(Merilo et al., 2013). It is possible that plants with im-
paired ABA synthesis show increased sensitivity to its
signaling, resulting in a strong stomatal responsiveness
tominor changes in ABA concentration. Such a scenario
is supported by experiments showing that changes in
the ratios of different components of the ABA signaling
unit can tune the ABA sensitivity (Szostkiewicz et al.,
2010).

ABA-deficient mutants contain low levels of ABA
and are able to synthesize it in response to water deficit
(Fig. 1; Frey et al., 2012; González-Guzmán et al., 2002,
2004, 2012; Koornneef et al., 1982; Léon-Kloosterziel
et al., 1996; Marx, 1976; Xiong et al., 2002; Yoshida et al.,
2002). In these plants, ABA is produced via the residual
activity of defective enzymes (Rock and Zeevaart, 1991)
or via minor ABA biosynthetic pathways hypothesized
to exist in higher plants (North et al., 2007). With regard
to the location of ABA synthesis, shoots are the main
source of ABA in the plant, as found in grafting studies

(Holbrook et al., 2002; Christmann et al., 2007;
McAdam et al., 2016a) and also supported by gene ex-
pression data (Ernst et al., 2010; Boursiac et al., 2013;
Kuromori et al., 2014). The leaf-borne ABA is synthe-
sized mainly in the phloem companion cells of the
vasculature (Endo et al., 2008; Kuromori et al., 2014).
Nonetheless, the guard cells also express all ABA bio-
synthetic genes and show increased expression of these

Figure 1. Schematic overview of ABA biosynthesis and signaling.
Mutants used in our experiments are shown together with their ro-
sette ABA concentrations from previous studies (percentage of wild-
type values) in normal/water-stressed conditions and the respective
references.
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under high VPD. Thus, the guard cells themselves can
synthesize ABA that initiates the stomatal closure un-
der high-VPD conditions (Bauer et al., 2013). The
physiological relevance of ABA synthesis in guard cells
versus phloem companion cells in different conditions
and time scales is not clear. Furthermore, it is not
known whether the minimum ABA threshold needed
to activate stomatal ABA signaling can be adjusted to
different conditions. However, the ABA threshold to
initiate downstream processes is thought to be lower in
the guard cells of ABA-deficient mutants (Bauer et al.,
2013; Merilo et al., 2013, 2015a).
To summarize, there is substantial evidence that,

in angiosperms, ABA mediation is involved in the
VPD-induced stomatal closure. However, it is not
resolved whether the passive hydraulic stomatal
closure also participates in VPD-induced stomatal
regulation of angiosperms. Moreover, the roles of
vasculature- and guard cell-borne ABA for VPD-
induced stomatal regulation need clarification. Here,
we analyzed VPD-induced rapid changes in whole-
plant gs in Arabidopsis lines impaired in ABA
signaling or in all steps of the ABA biosynthetic
pathway starting from zeaxanthin (Fig. 1). The sto-
matal VPD responses of ABA-deficient pea wilty and
tomato flacca lines also were studied. Additionally,
we show that transgenic restoration of ABA biosyn-
thesis either in guard cells or phloem companion cells
of the strongly ABA-deficient aba2-11 Arabidopsis
mutant was enough to increase the leaf ABA level and
reduce the steady-state gs of the transgenic plants to
the wild-type level.

RESULTS

Both ABA Biosynthesis and ABA Signaling Affect the
Steady-State Stomatal Conductance

Steady-state gs was calculated from the values of
whole-shoot transpiration of plants kept under
standard conditions for 1 to 2 h, using a custom-made
gas-exchange apparatus and software (Kollist et al.,
2007). All ABA-deficient and insensitive lines (listed in
Fig. 1) had higher steady-state gs compared with the
wild type, although the increase was not significant in
aba4-3 and aao3-2 (Fig. 2A). The gs value of aba3-1 was
similar to that of ost1-3, whereas aba2-11 and nced3
nced5 had significantly higher gs. Plants of 112458,
carrying mutations in six ABA PYR/RCAR receptors,
showed the highest gs (Fig. 2A). The gs values of
Arabidopsis Col-0-based mutants defective in various
steps of ABA biosynthesis were correlated signifi-
cantly with the leaf ABA level of these mutants (Fig.
2B): under well-watered conditions, ABA levels of
aba4-3 and aao3-2were reduced slightly,whereas those of
aba2-11 and nced3 nced5 constituted only 31% of wild-type
ABA. ABA-deficient pea wilty and tomato flacca showed
significantly higher gs than the respective wild-type lines
(Fig. 2A).

Recovering ABA Production Either in Guard Cells or in
Phloem Companion Cells Restores Leaf ABA Level, Visual
Phenotype, and Steady-State Stomatal Conductance

It has been demonstrated that ABA can be synthe-
sized in guard cells (Bauer et al., 2013) in addition to
vasculature. The relative importance of these two
sources in the total foliar ABA pool and the regulation
of physiological processes, however, is not clear. We
used tissue-specific promoters to generate transgenic
plants where ABA biosynthesis would be restored
specifically in the guard or phloem companion cells.
The aba2-11mutantwas chosen as the genetic background

Figure 2. Steady-state gs of all studied lines and its relationshipwith leaf
ABA level in Columbia-0 (Col-0)-based ABA-deficient mutants. A,
Stomatal conductance of plants carrying mutations in ABA biosynthesis
and the signaling pathway. Significant differences between studied
Arabidopsis lines are denoted with different lowercase letters (average6
SE; n = 5–8) and with asterisks between a mutant and the respective wild
type (WT) in pea and tomato (n = 6 or 7). B, Relationship between leaf
ABA level and steady-state gs of Arabidopsis ABA-deficient mutants and
the Col-0 wild type. FW, Fresh weight.
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due to its high gs and low ABA level (Fig. 2B). The
guard cell-specificGC1 promoter (Yang et al., 2008) and
the phloem-specific SUC2 promoter (Truernit and
Sauer, 1995) were employed to express ABA2 tagged
with sGFP in guard cells and phloem companion cells,
respectively. Control plants with GC1 or SUC2 pro-
moters driving the expression of sGFP were generated
as well. Plants of the aba2-11 mutant transformed
with the pSUC2::ABA2-sGFP and pSUC2::sGFP con-
structs demonstrated sGFP signal in the vasculature of
leaves and roots but not in the guard cells (Fig. 3;
Supplemental Figs. S1 and S2). Transgenic aba2-11 lines
expressingABA2-sGFP or sGFP under the control of the
GC1 promoter demonstrated targeted expression of the
proteins in guard cells (Fig. 3; Supplemental Figs. S1
and S2). We also detected a faint activity of the GC1
promoter in roots of the pGC1::sGFP plants, although
the fluorescence pattern was clearly different from
that of plants with the pSUC2::ABA2-sGFP and
pSUC2::sGFP insertions (Supplemental Fig. S2). Thus,
in contrast to the SUC2 promoter, the GC1 promoter
was not active in the phloem companion cells, where
ABA ismainly synthesized (Endo et al., 2008; Kuromori
et al., 2014). According to the sGFP signals, ABA2-sGFP

expression was much weaker than the expression of
sGFP only, indicating the possibility of a posttransla-
tional regulation mechanism for ABA2 protein.

Restoring ABA biosynthesis in the guard cells or
phloem companion cells rescued the visual phenotype
of the aba2-11 mutant. While aba2-11 leaves were nar-
row and overall plant size was greatly reduced, plants
expressing pGC1::ABA2-sGFP or pSUC2::ABA2-sGFP
were similar to Col-0 wild-type plants (Fig. 4A). Sto-
matal function in these lines was restored, too. Several-
fold higher steady-state gs observed in aba2-11 was
reduced to the wild-type level by the expression of
ABA2-sGFP under the control of either guard cell-
specific GC1 or phloem-specific SUC1 promoters
(Fig. 4B). Furthermore, pSUC2::ABA2-sGFP and
pGC1::ABA2-sGFP lines demonstrated reduced fresh
weight loss from detached leaves compared with the
parental aba2-11mutant (Fig. 4C). At the same time, the
expression of sGFP did not influence the phenotype of
transgenic plants. The ABA level also affects stomatal
development, as ABA-deficient mutants show in-
creased stomatal density (Tanaka et al., 2013; Chater
et al., 2015). We found higher stomatal density and
stomatal index of aba2-11 compared with Col-0.

Figure 3. Expression of ABA2-sGFP and sGFP transgenes in Arabidopsis. A, The fluorescence of ABA2-sGFP and sGFP in the
vascular system (pSUC2::ABA2-sGFP and pSUC2::sGFP, respectively) was detected using a stereomicroscope. A 15-s exposure
was used to collect the fluorescent light. The corresponding bright-field images of studied leaf samples also are shown. Bars =
1 mm. B, The green fluorescence in guard cells of the lines carrying pGC1::ABA2-sGFPand pGC1::sGFP insertions was detected
using confocal microscopy. The corresponding bright-field images of studied leaf samples also are shown. Bars = 50 mm.
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Figure 4. Expression of ABA2-sGFP either in aba2-11 phloem companion cells (pSUC2::ABA2-sGFP) or in guard cells
(pGC1::ABA2-sGFP) recovered the aba2-11 mutant phenotypes, according to the rescued plant growth, recovered stomatal
traits, and ABA level. Expression of sGFP under the control of the same promoters (pSUC2::sGFP and pGC1::sGFP) did not
influence the phenotype of aba2-11. A, Representative photographs of each genotype at the age of 4 weeks. B and C, Steady-
state gs (B) and fresh weight loss (C) presented as averages 6 SE (n = 3 or 4). D and E, Stomatal density (D) and stomatal index
(E) were determined in 23 to 28 leaves per line, and measurements were performed in three biological repeats. F, ABA levels
were measured in the leaves of 4-week-old plants. The results were pooled for each genotype; the values are averages6 SE (n =
12 for pSUC2::sGFP and pSUC2::ABA2-sGFP, n = 11 for pGC1::ABA2-sGFP, n = 9 for pGC1::sGFP, and n = 7 for Col-0 and
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Similarly, the 112458 mutant showed higher stomatal
density than the wild type (Fig. 4, D and E), indicating
that not only ABA level, but also ABA perception by
PYR/RCAR proteins, is important for stomatal devel-
opment. The ost1-3 plants demonstrated unaffected
stomatal density and stomatal index compared with
Col-0. In transgenic lines, stomatal density and index
were reduced to values not significantly different from
wild-type ones, except one pGC1::ABA2-sGFP line (Fig.
4, D and E). Altogether, our results indicate that the
guard and phloem companion cells are functionally
redundant in ABA production; restored ABA biosyn-
thesis in either site significantly affected plant devel-
opment and the regulation of steady-state gs. As
expected from the visual phenotype and gs results, the
restored ABA production in guard cells or phloem
companion cells was enough to increase the leaf ABA
level to wild-type value in well-watered conditions
(Fig. 4F). While the leaf ABA level of aba2-11 was more
than 2-fold lower compared with Col-0 plants in well-
watered conditions, the expression of ABA2-sGFP in
aba2-11 under the control of GC1 or SUC2 promoters
resulted in rescued leaf ABA levels (Fig. 4F).

OST1 Is Required for VPD-Induced Stomatal Responses,
and ABA-Defective Mutants Show Strong Stomatal
Closure in Response to Reduced Air Humidity

Reduced air humidity (i.e. increase in VPD) around
the leaves results in increased transpiration and rapid
stomatal closure to prevent desiccation. To further
clarify the role of ABA biosynthesis and signaling in
VPD-induced stomatal closure, we used respective
mutants and monitored their stomatal closure in re-
sponse to a rapid increase in VPD from 1.26 0.1 to 2.26
0.1 kPa, corresponding to a change in relative air
humidity from 65 to 70% to 30 to 35% (Fig. 5). In order
to provide quantitative values for measured responses,
we calculated three characteristics: (1) the stomatal re-
sponse half-times, which represent the time when 50%
of the entire response was completed; (2) 40-min clo-
sures, which represent the change in gs after 40 min in
high VPD compared with the pretreatment value; and
(3) initial rate of stomatal closure, which was calculated
by fitting a second-order polynomial on the time series
of gs values after the change in VPD. These character-
istics describe different aspects of the response: initial
rate is a characteristic of fast response to a change in
VPD, half-response time is a combination of the mag-
nitude and the rate of the response, and 40-min closure
describes the magnitude of the response. The strongest
impairment in VPD-induced stomatal response was
observed in ost1-3 (Fig. 5B). The gs of ost1-3 did not

decrease significantly in response to VPD change when
pretreatment gs values were compared with those of
plants kept in high VPD for 60 min (repeated-measures
ANOVA with Tukey’s posthoc test). Therefore, the
closure-describing characteristics were not calculated
for ost1-3. However, when the high VPD-induced initial
transient stomatal opening due to the mechanical ad-
vantage of epidermal cells over guard cells is consid-
ered as well, stomatal closure of ost1-3, although very
different from the fast and extensive responses of other
lines, is noticeable. VPD-induced closure of ost1-3 fol-
lows linear regression (R2 = 0.93, P = 0.00) and is most
probably a passive hydraulic response. The sextuple
mutant of ABA receptors, 112458, showed significantly
longer half-response time, but its initial closure rate was
similar to that of Col-0 and its 40-min closure was sig-
nificantly larger than in Col-0 (Fig. 6, A–C). Interest-
ingly, all ABA-deficient mutants showed half-response
times comparable to Col-0 or Landsberg erecta;
furthermore, the initial closure rates and/or 40-min
closures of aba2-11, nced3 nced5, and aba1-1 were sig-
nificantly higher than those observed in the respective
wild-type plants (Fig. 6, A–C). In tomato, the stomata of
the wild type and flacca closed with similar half-
response times and larger initial closure rate and
40-min closure of flacca. In pea, wilty and wild-type
genotypes showed no significant differences in any
of the closure-describing characteristics (Figs. 5C and
6, A–C).

In contrast to the significantly larger initial closure
rate and 40-min closure observed in aba2-11, transgenic
plants with restored ABA production in guard cells or
in phloem companion cells had wild-type-like VPD-
induced stomatal closure patterns and 40-min stoma-
tal closures (Fig. 4, G and H) and initial closure rates.
This indicates that ABA sourced from guard cells or
vasculature is equally effective in restoring the wild-
type-like stomatal VPD response.

Stomatal Opening after Returning to High Air Humidity

After 60 min of treatment with low air humidity, we
increased the air humidity back to the initial level. Such
treatment induced stomatal opening in all lines, except
ost1-3, further illustrating the exceptionally important
role of OST1 protein kinase in the VPD-induced sto-
matal movements (Fig. 5B). Interestingly, even the
slight hydropassive opening trend, analogous to the
closure one, was not evident in ost1-3 when humidity
was restored. In Arabidopsis, no significant differences
were found in opening half-times, whereas the initial
opening rates and 40-min openings of aba2-11, nced3
nced5, and aba1-1 were higher than in the respective

Figure 4. (Continued.)
aba2-11). Different letters denote significant differences (Tukey’s HSD, P , 0.05). G and H, High-VPD-induced stomatal
closure of aba2-11 plants transformed with ABA2 in the vascular system (pSUC2::ABA2-sGFP) or in the guard cells (pGC1::ABA2-
sGFP; G) and high-VPD-induced 40-min stomatal closures for these lines (H).
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wild types (Fig. 6, A–C). In tomato, the opening half-
time, initial opening rate, and 40-min opening of flacca
were faster and higher, respectively, compared with
the wild type (Fig. 6, A–C). No differences between
the stomatal opening characteristics of peawilty and the
wild type were detected, and of all the studied plants,
their reopening in low VPD was the most modest.
The characteristics describing stomatal opening (half-
response times, initial opening rates, and 40-min
openings) of the wild types were considerably longer/
smaller than the respective closure-describing charac-
teristics (Fig. 6, A–C). Thus, the recovery of gs displayed
considerable hysteresis that could be caused by high-
VPD-induced ABA biosynthesis in these plants, which
suppresses the restoration of gs to the previous level, as
also discussed by McAdam and Brodribb (2015). In-
terestingly, the hysteresis in the recovery of gs was not
evident in the sextuple ABA receptor mutant 112458,
which showed almost identical closure/opening half-
response times, initial rates, and 40-min closure and
opening values (Fig. 6, A–C). This resulted in almost
full recovery (97% of the pretreatment value) of gs in
112458within 40min after turning the humidity back to
normal (70%). In Arabidopsis ABA-deficient lines, the
recovery of gs depended on the leaf ABA level and was
faster in more ABA-deficient lines (aba2-11 and nced3
nced5; Fig. 6D). However, as leaf ABA level and steady-
state gs were closely correlated as well (Fig. 2B), this
contributes to the symmetry of the VPD response
through greater dilution of ABA by the water flux in
lines with higher gs. Thus, in ABA-deficient lines, the
higher gs is associated with faster water flow and re-
covery of their basal ABA level when humidity is re-
stored to initial levels, thereby reducing hysteresis.

Stomatal Responses to Exogenous ABA

Here, we addressed how the ABA-insensitive mu-
tants ost1-3 and 112458 respond to ABA spraying, as it
is possible that some of the PYR/RCAR ABA receptors
are still functional in the sextuple receptor mutant and
this was the reason for its considerable VPD response.
Both ost1-3 and 112458 showed strong insensitivity to
exogenous ABA: their gs did not decrease significantly
in response to ABA spraying (repeated-measures
ANOVA with Tukey’s posthoc test; Fig. 7). Thus, the
activity of the remaining PYR/RCAR proteins in
112458 did not mediate the ABA response, although
this conclusion may not hold if higher ABA concen-
tration or VPD stress is applied. ABA-deficient mutants
responded strongly, even hypersensitively, to exoge-
nous ABA (Fig. 7).

DISCUSSION

Among the atmospheric factors that control stomatal
behavior, air humidity (i.e. VPD) is one of the most
important: the stomatal closure in response to high

Figure 5. Stomatal responses of ABA-deficient and -insensitive plants to
changes in air humidity. Time courses are shown for gs in response to
VPD in Arabidopsis (average 6 SE; n = 5–8; A and B) and pea wilty and
tomato flacca (n = 6 or 7) mutants and the respective wild-type plants
(C). At time 0, VPD was increased from 1.26 0.1 to 2.26 0.1 kPa, and
at 62 min, VPD was returned to its previous level.
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VPD serves to decrease water loss and prevent desic-
cation under high evaporative demand. As an example,
changes in VPD during the day result in transient sto-
matal closure and, accordingly, in reduced net photo-
synthetic rate around midday, when the VPD values
are largest (Raschke and Resemann, 1986; Brodribb
and Holbrook, 2004). Furthermore, the combination
of increased temperature and larger variability of
water stress predicted for the future results in a VPD-
modulated increase in transpiration and higher mor-
tality rate during terminal drought in some species/
areas (Will et al., 2013). This underlines the need to
understand stomatal VPD regulation. Here, we aimed
to elucidate the role of ABA in steady-state gs to water
vapor and in stomatal responsiveness to VPD. We
found that ABA level is of great importance for steady-
state gs and that OST1 is crucial for the air humidity-
induced regulation of gs. We also show that ABA
biosynthesis in guard and phloem companion cells is
functionally redundant, as both sources are equivalent
in restoring the visual phenotype, whole-plant gs, and
leaf ABA level of aba2-11 plants.

Whole-Plant Stomatal Conductance Is Controlled More by
ABA Concentration and PYR/RCAR Receptors Than by
Signaling through OST1

The several times higher steady-state gs of strongly
ABA-deficient and -insensitive plants indicates that
ABA plays a major role in controlling basal water flux
through stomata (Fig. 2A). Interestingly, plants carry-
ing mutation in OST1, a central kinase in stomatal
regulation in response to ABA, but also to environ-
mental factors such as CO2, ozone, and darkness
(Vahisalu et al., 2010; Xue et al., 2011; Merilo et al., 2013,
2015a), had considerably lower steady-state gs than
aba2-11, nced3 nced5, and 112458. This indicates that
ABA, independently of OST1, is involved in the regula-
tion of some other processes related to leaf hydraulics or
stomatal signaling that affect gs. Obvious candidates
could be the guard cell plasma membrane H+-ATPases
that initiate stomatal opening (Shimazaki et al., 2007) or
the K+

in channels that are required for K+ accumulation
during stomatal opening. ABA inhibits phosphorylation
and the activation ofH+-ATPase, either directly or via the
secondarymessengers hydrogen peroxide or nitric oxide
(Zhang et al., 2004, 2007). Furthermore, a phospholipid
second messenger of ABA signaling, phosphatidic acid,
has been shown to inhibit H+-ATPase activity (Takemiya

Figure 6. Characteristics describing high-VPD-induced stomatal clo-
sure and low-VPD-induced stomatal opening. A, Stomatal closure and
opening half-response times indicate the times when half of the mea-
sured VPD response was completed. B, High-VPD-induced stomatal
closures and low-VPD-induced openings within the initial 40 min of
VPD change (gs402 gs0). Percentages show the values of gs after 40 min

under the respective VPD treatment, expressed as a ratio of the initial
pretreatment value (in percentage). C, Initial closure and opening rates
calculated by fitting a second-order polynomial on the time series of gs
values after the change in VPD. Significant differences are denotedwith
different letters in Arabidopsis andwith asterisks in tomato (ANOVA and
Tukey’s posthoc test). In pea, no significant differences between wilty
and the wild type (wt) were detected. D, Relationship between leaf ABA
level and the ratio of closure to opening half-response times in Arabi-
dopsis ABA-deficient mutants and Col-0.
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and Shimazaki, 2010) and K+
in channels (Jacob et al.,

1999). The higher gs values of strongly ABA-deficient
and -insensitive plants compared with those lacking
functional OST1 also could be explained by the role of
ABA in reducing leaf hydraulic conductance indepen-
dently of OST1 (Shatil-Cohen et al., 2011; Pantin et al.,
2013a). Alternatively, as OST1 is expressed in the vas-
cular tissues of other plant organs and has unknown
functions besides guard cell signaling (Belin et al., 2006;
Yoshida et al., 2006), it is possible that the lack of OST1
affects plant hydraulic conductance and counteracts the
increase in gs independently of ABA.

Restoring Guard Cell or Phloem ABA Synthesis in the
ABA-Deficient Genotype Recovers Whole-Plant Stomatal
Conductance, Growth Phenotype, and Leaf ABA Level

For a mechanistic insight into the regulation of
whole-plant water balance, it is important to under-
stand to what extent the water flux through the stomata
is controlled by guard cell-autonomous ABA synthesis
(Bauer et al., 2013) versus ABA transport from the leaf
vasculature (McAdam and Brodribb, 2015). Bauer et al.
(2013) created transgenic plants in the aba3-1 back-
ground that had ABA synthesis restored only in guard
cells and found that these plants did not wilt in dry air
like the aba3-1 mutant did. Stomatal conductance was
not measured by these authors, and even though the
leaf wilting/nonwilting under low air humidity con-
ditions was impressively captured, it is not necessarily
an indication of ABA involvement in stomatal VPD
responses. Despite their fast and extensive closure,
ABA-deficient mutants lose more water comparedwith
the wild type in both humid and dry air, because their
stomata are more open initially and remain more open
under high VPD (Fig. 5), explaining the higher water
loss and potential wilting. Considering the close cor-
relation between leaf ABA level and gs in humid air

(Fig. 2B), ABA level might determine the final, stable
value of gs under low-humidity conditions as well,
whereas the closure process itself might be partially
ABA independent or be determined by a high VPD-
induced pulse in ABA synthesis that occurs in ABA-
deficient mutants too. In another study, Kuromori
et al. (2014) created transgenic plants with enhanced
ABA synthesis in the phloem companion cells that had
higher leaf temperature and reduced water loss from
detached leaves. This result points to more closed sto-
mata and indicates ABA transport to the guard cells;
however, again, the gs was not measured directly. We
chose aba2-11 as the background to generate transgenic
plants with ABA synthesis restored in the guard cells or
in the phloem, because aba2-11 plants were strongly
ABA deficient and displayed remarkably high gs (Fig.
2B). These transgenic lines had wild-type-like steady-
state gs, indicating that not only guard cell- but also
phloem-borne ABA is enough to reduce the high gs
of aba2-11 plants. Moreover, both transgenic lines
exhibited growth phenotypes, stomatal densities, and
leaf ABA levels that were not different from the wild
type (Fig. 4). These results strengthen the perception of
ABA as the plant’s brake system put up by Chater et al.
(2014): ABA affects physiology and development,
transmitting its message via short- and long-distance
communication.

The above-described results indicate plasticity to
mobilize ABA as a signalingmolecule and highlight the
importance of ABA transport systems within the leaf.
Similarly, restoration of molybdenum hydroxylase ac-
tivity in roots alone was sufficient to augment leaf ABA
concentration of the tomato flacca mutant (Sagi et al.,
2002), and directing ABA biosynthesis to the immature
epidermis and stomatal lineage cells of the nced3 nced5
mutant restored the plant ABA level as compared with
the ABA-deficient parental line (Chater et al., 2015).
We previously showed that plants carrying defects in

Figure 7. Stomatal responses of different Arabidopsis lines to foliar sprayingwith 5mMABA. Time courses of gs in response to ABA
spraying in ABA-insensitive and ABA-deficient mutants (average6 SE; n = 4–7) are shown in absolute units (A and C) and relative
units (B and D).
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proteins involved in ABA transport have no significant
differences in stomatal behavior relative to the wild
type, suggesting that ABA transport is well covered
with redundant proteins involved (Merilo et al., 2015a).
Crossing plants with ABA synthesis restored in the
phloem with plants defective in the different ABA
transporters would serve to identify the transporters
that are physiologically important in the route from
vasculature to guard cells. Our above results show that
ABA can be transported from the vasculature to guard
cells and from guard cells to the rest of the leaf, indi-
cating that ABA synthetic and transport systems are
duplicated and plastic in leaves, as also discussed by
Merilo et al. (2015b).

OST1 Kinase Rather Than ABA Concentration per se
Controls Humidity-Induced Stomatal Responses

ABA-insensitive mutants lacking OST1 or six ABA
receptors (ost1-3 and 112458) showed no significant
reduction in gs after spraying with 5 mM ABA solution.
The VPD-induced stomatal closure of ost1-3 plants was
small, slow, and linear (Fig. 5B), whereas the gs of
112458 decreased prominently under high VPD. Fur-
thermore, in 112458, no hysteresis in gs recovery after
returning to low VPD was detected (Fig. 6, A–C), a re-
sult different from wild-type Col-0 and similar to the
passive hydraulic behavior in ferns (McAdam and
Brodribb, 2015). These results allow for two interpre-
tations. First, it is possible that substantial passive hy-
draulic closure takes place in 112458 but not that much
in ost1-3. As the soil water content was not limiting in
our experiment and ost1-3 showed only modestly in-
creased pretreatment gs (Fig. 2A), it is possible that,
even under high VPD, the hydraulic conductance of

ost1-3was large enough to support the water flow with
no reductions in leaf turgor and, consequently, rela-
tively small passive stomatal closure. 112458, on the
other hand, had 2-fold larger gs compared with ost1-3,
potentially resulting in reduced leaf water content and
turgor and, in turn, passive hydraulic stomatal closure
was larger. Symmetrical stomatal responses to VPD fit
with the hypothesis of passive hydraulic closure in
112458 according to McAdam and Brodribb (2015). As
the stomata of ost1-3 closed relatively little under high
VPD, the functionality of passive hydraulic regulation
seems to depend on the steady-state gs: only very
high gs results in hydropassive VPD-induced stomatal
closure of Arabidopsis. Alternatively, as the signaling
throughOST1 is of utmost importance for rapid stomatal
closure in response to high VPD and there are obvious
differences in the stomatal VPD responses between ost1-3
and 112458, an ABA-independent activation of OST1
during the humidity response may take place. Previ-
ously, bothABA-dependent and -independent pathways
were shown to activate OST1 through different regions
of the C-terminal domain under low humidity; together,
these pathways may ensure complete stomatal closure
(Yoshida et al., 2006). Similarly, different phosphoryla-
tion mechanisms and pathways participated in the acti-
vation of OST1 in response to osmotic stress and ABA
(Boudsocq et al., 2007; Vlad et al., 2010).

We addressed which of the above arguments, the
conditionality of passive hydraulic closure on gs or
theABA-independent activation of OST1, could explain
the differences in the VPD response of ost1-3 and 112458
with an additional experiment. Namely, we argued

Figure 8. Stomatal VPD response of ost1-3 plants with increased gs.
ost1-3 plants were kept in low CO2 (50 mL L21) or increased light
(white + blue light, photosynthetic photon flux density [PPFD] of;500
mmolm22 s21) for at least 1.5 h to induce stomatal opening, andwhen gs
had stabilized, VPD was increased for 30 min, then turned back. For
comparison, a segment of ost1-3 data from Figure 5 also is presented.
n = 5 to 7.

Figure 9. Hypothetical model of VPD-induced stomatal closure. Re-
sults of this and previous studies indicate that the protein kinaseOST1 is
required for VPD-induced stomatal closure; its activation could be
either ABA dependent or independent. In addition, a passive hydraulic
response to reduced leaf turgor is evident under high VPD.
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that, if the hydropassive VPD-induced closure depends
on initial gs, then ost1-3 plants with more open stomata
might start to close under high VPD. Plants of ost1-3 are
rather insensitive to CO2 enrichment and darkness (Xue
et al., 2011; Merilo et al., 2013), but they respond
somewhat to CO2 withdrawal and blue light. When
ost1-3 plantswere kept in lowCO2 (50mL L21) or white +
blue light conditions, their gs increased approximately
1.7 to 1.9 times compared with the values in Figure 2A.
Importantly, high-VPD-induced stomatal closure was
detected in these plants, followed by low-VPD-induced
stomatal opening (Fig. 8). This result supports the hy-
pothesis that the passive hydraulic stomatal closure is
conditional on initial gs. Nevertheless, the possibility of
ABA-independent activation of OST1 under some
stresses is still not excluded.

Strong VPD Response of ABA-Deficient Mutants

We found that all ABA-deficient mutants had larger
initial gs but closed under high VPD like, or even more
intensely than, the wild type (Figs. 5 and 6, A–C;Merilo
et al., 2013, 2015a). This contrasts with the studies
where ABA-deficient tomato and pea mutants had
steady-state gs similar to that of the respective wild
types while their VPD-induced closures were reduced
substantially (McAdam et al., 2015, 2016b). It has been
shown that stomatal responsiveness may be condi-
tional on growth conditions (e.g. plants grown under
very high humidity show reduced stomatal respon-
siveness to ABA; Pospíšilová, 1996; Pantin et al., 2013b;
Arve et al., 2014). However, different growth condi-
tions seem to be insufficient to explain the above-
mentioned differences between our results and those
of McAdam et al. (2015, 2016b), even though different
humidity regimes were used in our experiments. In-
stead, we propose three interpretations to explain
these contradictions. First, the stomatal responses of
ABA-deficient mutants could be conditional on the
pretreatment gs: when the gs of an ABA-deficient mu-
tant is significantly higher than in the wild type, the
plants are highly responsive to environmental factors,
including high VPD. This could result from the higher
local drop of humidity in the substomatal cavity of the
lines with higher gs or their lower leaf water potential
and, consequently, an ABA signaling system that is
more sensitized to ABA. Even a slight nanomolar
increase in ABA concentration could be sufficient to
activate ABA signaling (Szostkiewicz et al., 2010), and
ABA-deficientmutants are all able to synthesize ABA to
some degree (Figs. 1, refs., and 2B). Furthermore, re-
active oxygen species (ROS) can nonenzymatically
convert ABA precursors to ABA according to a recent
report (McAdam et al., 2017), offering another way to
explain the increased stress-induced ABA levels in
mutants defective in ABAbiosynthesis, as stress is often
accompanied by a ROS burst. The time-resolved course
of ABA synthesis in ABA-deficient lines under low-
humidity treatment would clarify how fast and how

much ABA is synthesized and whether leaf ABA level
correlates with stabilized gs values under low VPD.
Second, it is possible that the VPD-induced passive
hydraulic stomatal closure is present in those ABA-
deficient mutants that showed the highest gs values,
similar to 112458. Furthermore, conflicting results with
ABA-deficient plants could be explained by the use of
different experimental setups as well. In McAdam et al.
(2015; 2016b), the leaf chamber encloses only part of
the leaf in the measurement cuvette, whereas we moni-
tored VPD responses of the whole rosette/shoot. Hy-
draulic conditions, particularly the availability of water
from the rest of the plant and the rate of turgor loss, may
differ in these setups. Simultaneous measurements of
changes in ABA, ROS, and water content/turgor are
needed to elucidate the temporal hierarchy of compo-
nents involved in stomatal responses to changes in
evaporative demand.

In conclusion, ABA appears to be a highly mobile
molecule, since restoring ABA synthesis either in the
vasculature or in the guard cells was enough to re-
cover plant growth- and stomata-related phenotypes of
ABA-deficient plants. The impaired VPD response of
ost1-3 highlights that signaling through OST1, which
may be partially ABA independent, is of utmost im-
portance for VPD-induced stomatal closure. A strong
VPD response, together with the nonsignificant ABA
response of the sextuple mutant of ABA receptors,
112458, could be explained by a passive hydraulic sto-
matal closure due to high gs. All ABA-deficientmutants
showed some ABA synthesis (31%–73% of the wild-
type level in well-watered conditions) and responded
to high VPD with stomatal closure. In more severe
ABA-deficient mutants, part of this VPD-induced clo-
sure may be passive hydraulic. To sum up, we propose
a hypothetical model of processes participating in VPD-
induced stomatal closure as discussed here and in the
literature (Fig. 9).

MATERIALS AND METHODS

Plant Material and Growth Conditions

Arabidopsis (Arabidopsis thaliana) seeds were planted in soil containing 4:3
(v/v) peat:vermiculite and grown through a hole in a glass plate covering the
pot as described by Kollist et al. (2007). The full list of mutants used is given in
Figure 1. Soil moisture was kept at 80% of maximum water capacity. Plants
were grown in growth chambers (AR-66LX and AR-22L [Percival Scientific]
and MCA1600 [Snijders Scientific]) in a 12/12-h photoperiod, 23°C/18°C
temperature, 150 mmol m22 s21 light, and 70% relative humidity. For gas-
exchange experiments, we used plants with total leaf area between 5 and 15 cm2.
This corresponds to 21- to 30-d-old Arabidopsis plants. Plants used for ABA mea-
surementswere grown in growth chambers under similar conditions and harvested
at the age of 28 d. To study the expression of sGFP and ABA2-sGFP in roots,
transgenic plants were grown in petri dishes containing 0.53Murashige and Skoog
medium, 1% Suc, 10 mM MES (pH 5.7), and 0.8% agar.

The seeds of pea (Pisum sativum) wild type (cv Torsdag;Hobart Line 107) and
wilty, which is defective in the xanthoxin dehydrogenase step of ABA biosyn-
thesis (McAdam et al., 2015), were sown into 1-L pots containing the soil
mixture described above. Growth conditions in the plant chambers were as
described above. For gas-exchange experiments, we used pea seedlings at the
age of 10 to 18 d. We also studied ABA-deficient tomato (Solanum lycopersicum)
flacca and its wild type cv Ailsa Craig (Sagi et al., 2002); the tomato plants were
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grown under similar conditions and measured at the age of 20 to 23 d. All ex-
perimentalArabidopsis, pea, and tomato plantswere in a vegetative growth stage.

Stomatal Conductance Measurements

The eight-chamber whole-plant rapid-response gas-exchange measurement
device has been described previously (Kollist et al., 2007). This device enables
the measurement of eight plants within a 16-min interval. Currently, we used
only one plant at a time to get gs data every 2 min. One Arabidopsis plant was
inserted into the device, and the high-VPD treatment started when gs had
stabilized (i.e. at least 1 h later). Standard conditions during the stabilization
were as follows: ambient CO2,;400mL L21; light, 150mmolm22 s21; relative air
humidity, ;70%. Photographs of plants were taken after the experiment, and
leaf areawas calculated using ImageJ 1.37v (National Institutes of Health). gs was
calculated with a custom-written program as described by Kollist et al. (2007).

Pea and tomato plants were measured with a custom-made flow-through
four-chamberdevice,which is suitable for largerand tallerplants. Themainbody
of the systemconsists of four thermostatedgas-exchange cuvettes formedby two
glass cylinders (i.d., 10.6 cm; height, 15.6 cm) and a thermostated water jacket
between them. The cuvettes are placed on a stand composed of two well-fitted
glass plates that form a bottom of the gas-exchange cuvette. One of these plates
contains perforations for the plant stem and is removable. The other glass plate
contains gas input andoutputports, a temperature sensor, anda fan toguarantee
high turbulence anduniformgasmixing. The fan ensured a high boundary layer
conductance of leaves (4,800 mmol m22 s21) and a high heat-exchange coeffi-
cient between the leaves and chamber air (36 cal m22 s21 °C21), minimizing the
effect of transpiration on leaf temperature. Modeling gum was used to ensure
an air-tight separation of plant shoots within the cuvette from roots in the soil.
Chambers are hermetically sealed and operate under slight overpressure of a
fewmillibars to avoid uncontrolled intake of ambient air. Air flow rate through
the chamber was 2.5 L min21. Ambient air passing through a large buffer
volume of 25 L was used. The air temperature inside the chambers was mea-
sured continuously with thermistors (model -001; RTI Electronics) and was
between 24°C and 25°C. Leaf temperature was calculated from the energy
balance of leaves based on absorbed light and transpiration (Kollist et al., 2007).
All tubing and connections were made of Teflon and stainless steel. For illu-
mination, four 50-W halogen lamps (KanluxMR16C; Philips) provided PPFD of
500 mmol m22 s21 into each cuvette. Concentrations of CO2 and water vapor in
the reference channel (i.e. air entering themeasuring cuvette) andmeasurement
channel (air coming out from the cuvette) were measured with an infrared gas
analyzer (Li-7000; Li-Cor), and gs was calculated with a custom-written
program as described by Kollist et al. (2007). Standard conditions during
the stabilization period in the gas-exchange cuvettes were as follows: ambient
CO2 concentration, ;400 mL L21; PPFD, 500 mmol m22 s21; and relative air
humidity, ;70%.

A plant was inserted into one of the four measurement cuvettes and kept
under standard conditions for about 1 to 2 h to allow the stabilization of gs. After
stabilization, VPD was increased sharply from 1.2 6 0.1 to 2.2 6 0.1 (i.e. air
humidity was decreased from ;70% to ;35%) in all experiments. After 1 h in
low-humidity conditions, VPD was decreased to the previous level; thereafter,
measurements continued for 40 min. In order to compare the VPD responses of
different lines, we calculated the following. (1) The initial rates of stomatal
closure/opening, found by fitting a second-order polynomial on the time series
of gs values after changes in humidity. The slope of that polynomial at the 4-min
time point represents the initial closure/opening rate. (2) The closure/opening
half-times obtained by scaling the whole 60-min (closure due to increased VPD)
or 40-min (opening due to reduced VPD) stomatal responses to a range from 0%
to 100% and by calculating the time when 50% of the stomatal response was
achieved. And (3) changes in gs after stimulus application, calculated as the
difference gs40 2 gs0, where gs40 is the value of gs after 40 min under high/low
VPD and gs0 is the average of the two last gs values under low VPD/high VPD.
These characteristics were not calculated for ost1-3. To induce stomatal opening
of ost1-3 plants in Figure 8, we first kept them in low CO2 (;50 mL L21) or high
light (white + blue lights, PPFD of;500mmolm22 s21) and applied VPD change
after 1.5 to 2 h, when stomata had stabilized. VPD was increased as described
above for 30 min and then turned back for another 30 min.

In ABA-spraying experiments, plants were inserted into measurement
chambers and, after gs had stabilized, intact plantswere sprayedwith 5mMABA
solution (distilled water, 0.012% Silwet L-77 [Duchefa], and 0.05% ethanol). We
also performed control experiments, where plants of different genotypes were
sprayed with mock solution containing no ABA but 0.012% Silwet L-77 and
0.05% ethanol in distilled water. Supplemental Figure S3 presents the results for

Col-0. The volume of solution (ABA or mock) sprayed on one plant was
;20 mL cm22 leaf area. After spraying, gs was measured for 40 min as
described previously (Merilo et al., 2015a).

Generation of Transgenic Plants

Genomic fragments containing SUC2 (Truernit and Sauer, 1995) and GC1
promoters (Yang et al., 2008) specific to phloem and guard cells, respectively,
were amplified and cloned into pART7 plasmid using appropriate restriction
sites to replace the 35S promoter. All primers, which were used in this work for
cloning, are shown in Supplemental Table S1. The coding region of GFP (sGFP;
Chiu et al., 1996) was amplified and cloned downstream of the SUC2 and GC1
promoter regions in BamHI and XbaI restriction sites. The amplified ABA2
coding region was fused with sGFP using XhoI and BamHI restriction sites. All
cloned inserts were sequenced to avoid unwanted mutations. The expression
cassettes containing pSUC2::ABA2-sGFP, pSUC2::sGFP, pGC1::ABA2-sGFP,
and pGC1:sGFP were cut out using NotI restriction sites and were recloned
into the NotI site of the pMLBart plasmid. The final constructs were introduced
into Agrobacterium tumefaciens GV3101 strain. Agrotransformation of the ABA-
deficient mutant aba2-11 was performed using the floral dip method (Bent,
2006). Transgenic plants were selected by spraying with Basta (glufosinate
ammonium) as well as by detection of sGFP signal in phloem and guard cells.
The presence of the insertions as well as the aba2-11 genetic background of the
transgenic lines were confirmed by PCR with the primers indicated in
Supplemental Table S1. Selected transgenic lines contained only one T-DNA
insertion according to plant segregation after spraying with Basta.

Detection of sGFP and ABA2-sGFP Fluorescence in
Transgenic Plants

Guard cells of transgenic plants were examined with the LSM 710 META
Laser ScanningMicroscope (Carl Zeiss) using a 488-nm laser beam for excitation
of sGFP and a 510- to 550-nm channel for emission of light. The fluorescent
proteins in vascular tissue were detected using the SteREO Discovery V20
stereomicroscopewith attachedAxioCamMR5digital camera (Carl Zeiss). sGFP
and ABA2-sGFP fluorescence were excited using a 470/40 emission filter and
detected with a 525/50 emission filter. The light was passed though the FT495
beam splitter.

Measurements of Leaf ABA Concentration

ABA was extracted from leaf samples according to McAdam and Brodribb
(2014) and McAdam (2015), with slight modifications. Plant samples
(70–100 mg of leaf tissue) were collected from plants at the age of 4 weeks.
The plant tissue was ground with glass beads and incubated in 12 mL of 80%
(v/v) methanol in water at220°C for 24 h. To each sample, 3 ng of [2H6]ABA
was added as an internal standard. ABA was extracted from plant cells
during an additional incubation at +4°C for 24 h. An aliquot of 5 mL was
taken and dried under vacuum; samples were then resuspended in 500 mL of
2% (v/v) acetic acid in water and partitioned three times against 300-mL al-
iquots of diethyl ether. Samples in diethyl ether were then dried and taken up
in 150 mL of 5% (v/v) methanol, 94% (v/v) water, and 1% (v/v) acetic acid. A
20-mL aliquot was taken for HPLC (Agilent 1200 series with Phenomenex
Kinetex 2.6 mm EVO C18 10034.6 mm column)-mass spectrometry (Sciex
Q-Trap 4500) analysis according to Pan et al. (2010). The retention time
and identity of ABA were confirmed with commercial ABA samples. The
selected reaction monitoring transitions were 263/153 for ABA and 269/159
for [2H6]ABA, and collision potential was 215 V.

Measurements of Fresh Weight Loss from Detached Leaves

The fresh weight loss of detached leaves after 2 h of drying was determined.
Leaves of 4-week-old plants were cut and weighed, then they were left in open
petri dishes on a laboratory table. The leaves were weighed after 2 h, and the
relative fresh weight loss was calculated.

Measurement of Stomatal Density

To measure stomatal density (SD) and stomatal index (SI), leaves of 4-week-
oldplants, one leafperplant,were excised, and theabaxial sidewas coveredwith
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dental resin (Xantropen VL Plus; Heraeus Kulzer). The resin impressions were
coveredwith transparent nail varnish after leaves were removed. The hardened
nail varnish imprints were attached to amicroscope glass slidewith transparent
tape. Imageswere takenwith theZeiss SteREODiscoveryV20 stereomicroscope.
For quantification, an image with an area of ;0.12 mm2 was taken from
the middle of the leaf, close to the middle vein. SD and SI were calculated as
follows:

SD ¼ number  of  stomata=area  of  the  image

SI ¼ stomatal  density=ðstomatal  density þ density  of  other  epidermal  cellsÞ

Statistical Analysis

ANOVA (General Linear Model [GLM] procedure) was used to assess
theeffect of lineonsteady-stategsandcharacteristics calculated todescribeVPD-
induced stomatal closure and opening. Comparisons between individualmeans
were performed using Tukey’s HSD test. The significance of linear regressions
was tested with GLM simple regression analysis. Data were ln transformed
when necessary. All effects were considered significant at P , 0.05. Statistical
analyses were performed with Statistica, version 7.0 (StatSoft).

Supplemental Data

The following supplemental materials are available.

Supplemental Figure S1. Images showing that the SUC2 promoter is not
active in guard cells.

Supplemental Figure S2. Images showing the high tissue specificity of the
SUC2 and GC1 promoters.

Supplemental Figure S3. Stomatal response of Arabidopsis Col-0 plants to
foliar spraying with control solution or 5 mM ABA.

Supplemental Table S1. Primers used in this study.
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