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Text
Water availability is a potent regulator of development in plants and acts as a positional cue to
induce root branching through a process termed hydropatterning™?. The mechanism by which
roots perceive the spatial distribution of water to position lateral branchesis unknown. Here we
reveal that aroot’s developmental competence for hydropatterning is limited to the root tip,
where tissue growth occurs. Mathematical modeling suggests that water uptake during growth
creates spatial biasesin tissue water potential, and we show that these gradients predict the
position of future lateral branches. By altering growth dynamics with exogenous chemical and
environmental treatments, we demonstrate that growth is necessary to allow roots to distinguish
environments with relatively high or low water availability and pattern branching accordingly.
Furthermore, we show that these cues regulate a number of other physiologically important
pathways. Our work supports a sense-by-growth mechanism governing lateral root
hydropatterning, in which water availability cues are rendered interpretable through growth-
sustained water movement.

Lateral root development is activated in tissues contacting a water source, such as moist
soil or agar media, and inhibited in tissues exposed to environments with low water availability,

such asair (Fig. 1a-c)*?. Previous work had suggested that competence to respond to
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hydropatterning cues was limited to the root tip*. Roots of all vascular plants grow from their tips
and new tissues form through spatially separated processes of cell division and anisotropic cell
expansion, which primarily occur in the meristem and elongation zones, respectively. We
reasoned that a clearer understanding of where the root is competent to respond to such
environmental cues would help to elucidate the mechanisms by which the plant spatially
differentiates sources of water. We utilized roots of Zea mays (maize) to define the
hydropatterning-competent zone, asit provided experimental advantages compared to
Arabidopsis due to the higher density of lateral roots relative to the size of the different
developmental zones (~7-10 lateral roots/cm primary root in maize vs ~1-3 in Arabidopsis)
(Extended Data Fig. 1). In addition, its larger diameter facilitated the use of micromanipulation
and micro-dissection experimental approaches that could be used for further characterization of
the process (1-mm diameter in maize vs 0.1 mm in Arabidopsis).

We applied an agar sheet to the air-exposed side of the root and observed the pattern of
lateral root development after several days, which allowed us to determine where along the
length of the root the tissues maintained or lost competence to respond to this new water cue
(Extended Data Fig. 1a). Strikingly, we observed that competence to respond to the agar stimulus
was clearly differentiated along the length of the root, with a distinct boundary separating
responsive and unresponsive regions (Fig. 1d). We refer to tissuesin the rootward direction of
this boundary as the competent zone, and those in the shootward direction as the fixed zone. Our
results placed the boundary within published ranges of the root growth zone>*; quantification of
local tissue expansion rates via kinematic growth analysis™® showed that it lay just outside of this
region (Fig. 1e). No significant difference was found between the measured longitudinal

positions on the root where competence was lost and where growth ceased (p = 0.9, mean
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difference £ standard error = -0.03 + 0.25 mm), indicating a strong correlation between these two
physiological states. Indeed, past work on the early patterning of lateral root founder cellsin
Arabidopsis showed that this processis controlled through oscillating changes in auxin signaling
that positionally correlates with the end of the growth zone'.

Loosening of plant cell walls allows for water uptake and growth®®°. Although the air-
and agar-contacting sides of aroot in our experimental system have differential accessto
available water, there was no obvious sign of differential growth between these regions,
indicating that rates of expansion and therefore water uptake were equal on the two sides. Since
all available water resides in the agar media, water must move across the root radial axisin order
to sustain cell expansion in air-exposed tissues. Differences in water potential, or the chemical
potential energy of water, serve as a driving force for water movement and determine its
directionality: movement occurs from regions of high to low potential®*®**. Thus, we predicted
that a growth-sustained water potential gradient would occur in the root tip, which could provide
physical cuesimportant in hydropatterning.

Growth-sustained water potential gradients have been proposed and empirically
measured in the literature™ ™, but arole in development has not yet been established. We asked
to what extent a gradient existed in the competent zone, and whether it had any impact on lateral
root patterning. We created a mathematical model to estimate the extent to which growth could
modulate the water potential of root tissues in our culture conditions (Extended Data Fig. 2).
Briefly, water potentials were estimated based on our empirical kinematic growth measurements,
which dictate the volume of water that must enter the tissue to allow for a change in volume, and
values taken from the literature for hydraulic conductivity, a measure of resistance to water

movement>1%16,
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As a proof-of-concept test for the ability of this method to accurately estimate tissue
water potential, we applied the model to Glycine max hypocotyls, for which empirical
measurements of tissue water potential are available™ (Extended Data Fig. 3). Accuracy of
model predictions depended largely on the value used for tissue hydraulic conductivity, with
highest accuracy obtained at a value within the range of those previously reported®”’.
Discrepancies between overall profiles of empirical and estimated water potentials hinted at
tissue-specific variation in conductivity not taken into account by the model, which assumes
uniform conductivity. The absence of higher-resolution measurements of tissue hydraulic
conductivity, and the experimental challenges associated with such measurements, make bulk-
tissue values a necessary approximation.

We applied the model to maize roots growing along an agar medium. Local tissue water
potentials were predicted to decrease as local growth rate increased, with the largest decreases
predicted in tissues most distal to the external water source, thus generating a differential across
theradial axis (Fig. 2a). Notably, all tissues approached water potential equilibrium after growth
ceased, demonstrating the necessity of growth for generating potential gradients.

These results suggest that substantial differentialsin water potential exist between air- and agar-
contacting tissues in the competent zone (peak differential in the epidermis=-0.60 M Pa, cortex
=-0.27 MPa).

In order to determine whether such potentials play arole in hydropatterning, we first
tested whether a relationship existed between tissue water potential and lateral root devel opment.
Kinematic analysis of root growth rate was quantified in seedlings grown between two agar
sheets containing differing concentrations of mannitol, which allowed external water availability

to be varied over awide range of values (Extended Data Fig. 4a-b). These data were used to
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estimate competent-zone tissue water potential based on our model (Extended Data Fig. 5).
Lateral root patterning was measured in these same plants across the different air- and agar-
contacting sides of the root (Extended Data Fig. 4c). Interestingly, while absolute water potential
did not show an obvious relationship with lateral root patterning, relative water potential
(normalized between domains of the same root) followed a sigmoidal relationship (Fig. 2b-c and
Extended Data Fig. 6). Such normalization is physiologically relevant, since water movement
depends entirely on relative differences in water potential rather than absolute values. A zero-one
inflated beta regression model explained 91% of the variance in the data set, indicating high
predictive power of local water potentials for lateral root patterning.

Our regression model allowed us to make predictions regarding how biophysical
properties of the root and its environment might impact hydropatterning. A set of predicted
lateral root distributions under various parameter perturbations is summarized in Extended Data
Fig. 7. To facilitate the use of the model by non-specialists, we have generated an R Shiny app
that allows the full parameter space to be explored through an interactive GUI

(https://nrobbins.shinyapps.io/20161105 hydropatterning app/).

Given the strong correlation between growth and competence for hydropatterning, we
examined the predicted effects of altering growth dynamics on branching pattern using our
model (Fig. 2d). Interestingly, the frequency of lateral root initiation toward air increased as the
end of the growth zone was shifted towards the root tip and away from the competent/fixed-zone
boundary. This was more pronounced at lower values of peak elemental growth rate, suggesting
a synergistic effect between the two factors. We note that these simulations were performed
assuming constant position and size of the competent zone, which allowed for uncoupling of

growth from competence. Contrastingly, the effect of growth zone positioning on lateral root
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patterning was strongly reduced when the competent zone was configured to track with the
growth zone (Fig. 2€). Thisindicated that tight coordination between growth asasignal
generator and competence as a signal receiver were likely to be important for hydropatterning.

Based on these simulations, we hypothesized that the ability of the root to locally
distinguish regions of high and low water availability may depend on the overall rate of growth-
sustained water uptake in the competent zone. To explore this question further, we scored lateral
root patterning in seedlings exposed to different growth inhibitors. Seedlings were treated with
sodium orthovanadate (NagV O,4) and diethylstilbestrol (DES), two inhibitors of plasma
membrane H*-ATPases which partly function to acidify the cell wall and promote wall-loosening
expansin activity during cell elongation®'®2°. Consistent with our hypothesis, hydropatterning
was disrupted in treatment conditions that also reduced growth (Fig. 3a-b). Comparable results
were obtained using citric acid, which increases pH-buffering capacity of the external medium,
aswell aslow-temperature stress (Fig. 3c-d). The predictions of our regression model
significantly correlated with empirical observations of lateral root patterning in this data set, with
correlation coefficients between 0.62 and 0.95 depending on treatment condition (p < 0.0003;
Fig. 3e). Thisvariation is suggestive of treatment-specific effects on lateral root patterning that
are independent of alterations to growth dynamics. Nonetheless, these observations provide
validation of the predictive power of the model under a broad range of conditions, and support
our hypothesis that growth is required for lateral root hydropatterning.

We asked whether growth-sustained water potentials had a broader impact on cellular
signaling and physiology by performing transcriptomic profiling of longitudinal domains of the
root corresponding to the competent and fixed regions, and separately profiling tissue in contact

with air or agar (Fig. 4a, Supplementary Table 1, and Gene Expression Omnibus database
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accession no. GSE92406). We detected atotal of 25,835 unique transcripts, 1,559 of which were
significantly differentially expressed between the air- and agar-exposed sides of the root. Of
these, 1,461 were differentially expressed in the fixed zone, suggesting that the functional
divergence of the two sides occurred primarily after competence was lost.

The side-biased transcriptome included a number of pathways known to be affected by
hydropatterning, including anthocyanin biosynthesis, root hair development, programmed cell
death, lignin accumulation, and signaling associated with the plant hormone auxin®*. Several
agar-induced genes encoded lateral organ boundaries (LOB) domain transcription factors,
including ROOTLESS CONCERNING CROWN AND SEMINAL LATERAL ROOTS
(RTCS)?. RTCS homologsin Arabidopsis and rice areinvolved in early stages of lateral root

devel opment®2°

, suggesting that these genes may serve as markers of the processin maize. Our
analysis also revealed novel pathways regulated during hydropatterning, including
brassinosteroid and ethylene signaling, and water transport.

In order to test the role that growth has in determining these gene expression patterns, we
used high-throughput RT-gPCR to quantify expression of a panel of side-biased genesin
seedlings treated with NagVV O, or citric acid (Fig. 4b and Supplementary Table 3). To determine
if differentially expressed genes were responsive to water availability or mechanical contact, we
compared roots exposed to air and agar to roots grown between agar and a sheet of Parafilm. A
subset of the genes examined were equally induced by Parafilm and control media, indicating
that mechanical contact alone was likely responsible for their induction by agar (touch-induced).
Amongst the genes that were induced by agar and not touch alone, we identified several that lost

their water-biased expression under growth inhibition. Within this set were genesin the auxin

pathway, as well as members of the PYRABACTIN RESISTANCE1/PYR1-LIKE
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(PYL)REGULATORY COMPONENT OF ABA RECEPTORS family of receptors for abscisic
acid, ahormone broadly involved in responses to water-deficit stress”’. This observation
demonstrates that a portion of the water-responsive transcriptome is sensitive to changesin
growth dynamics, providing evidence of a more general role of growth in the response of the
root to water availability.

Together, our data support amodel in which growth-associated water uptake, in
conjunction with spatial heterogeneity in local water availability, generates internal gradients of
tissue water potential that inform developmental patterning and gene expression. Thus, growth
creates a physical state in which water perception can occur. This * sense-by-growth” mechanism
illustrates that the perception of water is dependent on a state of disequilibrium established by
the organism that allows meaningful spatial information to be derived from the external
environment. Our work thus represents a significant advance in our understanding of the
processes governing water sensing in plants, knowledge of which will be integral to improving
crop water-use efficiency to meet the demands of a growing world population.

Methods

Plant materials and growth conditions. Experiments were performed with wild-type Zea mays
inbred B73 provided by E. Vollbrecht. Seeds were sterilized using a heat/bleach treatment and
germinated on autoclave-sterilized 100-Ib germination paper (Anchor Paper Company) soaked
with autoclave-sterilized deionized water for 2 days"*®. Germinated seedlings were transferred to
autoclave-sterilized agar media containing 1/2X Murashige & Skoog basal salts (Caisson Labs)
and 0.5 g/l MES hydrate (Sigma-Aldrich) in 120 * 120 * 17-mm square plastic plates (USA
Scientific). Positions of primary root tips at the time of agar transfer were marked on the backs of

the plates with a marker. 1% (w/v) agar (BD, Difco) was used for radial sectioning and RNA-seq
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experiments, and 2% agar was used for all others. Where indicated, seedlings were grown

between two agar sheets as done previously™?®

, With the exception that no blot paper was placed
between the roots and media For RT-qPCR experiments, a square of Parafilm M® (Bemis
Company, Inc.) was placed between the root and one agar sheet to induce a touch response
without supplying available water. Where indicated, media was supplemented with citric acid,
monohydrate (Sigma-Aldrich); diethylstilbestrol, mixture of cis and trans (Sigma-Aldrich);
mannitol (PhytoTechnology Laboratories); or sodium orthovanadate (Sigma-Aldrich).
Diethylstilbestrol was added from a 200-mM stock in DM SO. Sodium orthovanadate was added
from a 200-mM stock in water, prepared by repeatedly heating and decreasing the pH of the
solution with hydrochloric acid until it stabilized as a clear solution at pH 10.0. Citric acid,
mannitol, and sodium orthovanadate were added prior to media autoclaving, while
diethylstilbestrol was added immediately afterwards. To control for the presence of DMSO in
experiments conducted with diethylstilbestrol, equal volumes of DM SO were added to all media
conditions. Agar plates were incubated vertically in a growth chamber (Percival, CU41L4) under
16 hlight (29°C, 100-pE light) / 8 h dark (24°C) cycle. For low-temperature experiments,
chamber temperature was set to a constant 13.6°C, and light levels in both the low- and high-
temperature conditions were set to 20 PE.

Kinematic growth analysis. Methods for kinematic analysis were adapted from prior studies*®.
1 day following transfer to agar media, Indiaink (Higgins) was dotted along the primary root
between 0 and ~10 mm from the tip. Where necessary, agar sheets were temporarily removed
from seedlings to allow ink to be applied. Roots were then photographed with adigital camera
(Kodak EasyShare C533 or Nikon D5000) every 20 min for ~3 h. Image analysis was performed

in Fiji®®. Images were aigned in Fiji using the Linear Stack Alignment with SIFT plugin®. X-Y
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coordinates of the root tip and the proximal and distal edges of each ink mark were recorded
using the Manual Tracking plugin. Data analysis was donein R using the plyr library®-.
Displacement velocity for each tracked mark was calculated as the slope of alinear regression of
position against time fitted to all data points for that mark, with position defined as the distance
from the root tip. These velocity values were paired with mark positions at time O to generate a
plot of velocity against distance from the root tip. These data were binned by averaging values
within bins of 0.5 mm. Relative elemental growth rate was calculated by numerically
differentiating the vel ocity-distance curve with respect to distance. For samples used in modeling
tissue water potential, positions with missing data were inferred as having the same relative
elemental growth rate as the next known value in the curve. The end of the growth zone was
defined asthe first point after the peak elemental growth rate where the rate fell below 0.01 h™.
Competent zone deter mination. To determine the competent/fixed zone boundary, seedlings
were grown along a single agar surface for 1 day, then divided into 4 treatment conditions: 1,
agar sheets were applied to the air-exposed side of the primary root; 2, ink was applied to the
primary root and kinematic growth analysis was performed; 3, both ink and agar sheets were
applied and kinematic analysis was performed; and 4, no perturbations. Seedlings from all
treatments were photographed immediately after ink/agar application with a dissection
microscope (LeicaM 165 FC microscope with KL 1500 LED light source and DFC 500 camera),
and again once lateral roots emerged 3-4 days afterwards. Marks on the backs of the plates were
used as fiducial markers to align images from the two time points. For seedlings with applied
agar sheets, aline was drawn between branching and non-branching regions of the primary root
in the final image, and traced horizontally to theinitial image (Extended DataFig. 1a). The

distance from thislineto the root tip was taken as the position of the competent/fixed boundary.
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Statistical comparisons of the positions of the competent/fixed boundary and the end of the
growth zone were done using a mixed-effects analysis of variance (ANOV A). Landmark
(competent/fixed boundary or end of growth zone), experiment ID, and their interaction were
used as predictors of position measurements, with plant ID included as a random effect. Post-hoc
analysis was performed using a general linear hypothesis test to determine the average and
standard error of the difference in position between the two landmarks.

To determine the size of the competent zone, seedlings were grown as above and divided
into 3 treatment conditions: 1, agar sheets were applied to the entire length of the air side, with
the bottom edge flush with the root tip; 2, agar sheets were applied to the air side and manually
cut to leave athin strip <5 mm in length at the root tip; 3, no agar sheets applied. Seedlings were
photographed using a dissection microscope 3 days after agar application. Applied agar sizes
were measured using images in Fiji%. Seedlings were categorized as 0% or 100% to denote O or
>1 lateral roots emerged on the treated side, respectively. The size of the competent zone was
determined as the minimum-sized sheet of agar that induced lateral roots. A generalized linear
regression (binomial family, logit link) was performed to predict probability of lateral root
induction based on sheet length, experiment ID, and their interaction. Data analysis was done in
R using nime, multcomp, and tidyr libraries®*3*.

Water potential modeling. The growing maize primary root was modeled as aright circular
cylinder divided into longitudinal segments. Each segment was composed of 3 concentric tissue
layers. epidermis, cortex, and stele, with diameters of 0.1, 0.5, and 0.4 mm, respectively
(Extended Data Fig. 2a). Dimensions were determined from radial sections of a maize primary
root, inbred B73 (e.g. Fig. 1b). The epidermis and cortex were further divided into quarters,

yielding 9 unique compartments per segment.
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The height of each segment was assumed to increase at a rate defined by the local
elemental growth rate (changes in root width are not taken into account). 90% of the resulting
change in volume over time was assumed to be due to water uptake. Thus, the rate of water
uptake for each segment was calculated as: J, = 90% * 7 * r* * h * REGR, where Jy is
volumetric water flow rate (m® s?), r isroot radius (0.5 * 10 m), histheinitial height of the
segment (distance between adjacent pointsin relative elemental growth rate plot, typicaly 0.5 *
10" m), and REGR isthe relative elemental growth rate of the segment (h™%) (Extended Data Fig.
2b).

Sources of water were included on all exterior faces of the root, aswell as an internal
phloem source at the center of the root. Phloem was modeled as a cylinder 0.3 mm in diameter
within the stele layer. The water potential and hydraulic conductivity of each source were
independently specified. Source potentials were assumed to be -0.1 M Pa, except in the case of
mannitol-supplemented agar, where it was calculated as: -0.1 MPa- (400 / c), with ¢ denoting
mannitol concentration (mM). Hydraulic conductivities (m* m? s* MPa™) were 10° for 1% agar
media, 2.5 * 10 for 2% agar media, and 3.66 * 10°° for air®***’. Phloem conductivity was set to
yield ~25% of total root water uptake as phloem-derived in all simulations™.

In order to calculate compartment water potentials, the network of compartments was
modeled as an electric circuit (Extended Data Fig. 2c). Water was allowed to flow between
adjacent compartments according to the equation: J, = A¥,, * Lp * A, where AY,, is the water
potential difference between the compartments (MPa), Lp is hydraulic conductivity of the tissue
(1.15* 10" m* m? st MPa* ), and A is the surface area of the interface between the
compartments (m?). Conductivities for movement from water sources to root compartments were

calculated by treating root and source conductivities as being in series: LPpsource toroot = (LPsource *
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Lproot) / (LPsource + LProot). Net water uptake rates for each compartment were calculated asa
percentage of the uptake for the entire root segment based on the relative sizes of the
compartments. Given these values and the potentials of the water sources, the rates of water
movement between each compartment were calculated using a system of linear equations derived
using Kirchhoff’s circuit laws (Extended Data Fig. 2d). These values were then used to calculate
the water potentials of each compartment using a second system of linear equations derived from
the relationship defined above (Jy = A¥w * Lp* A). All calculations for the model were
performed in R and used the plyr library®"%.

The above method was adapted to Glycine max hypocotyls (Extended Data Fig. 3) with
the following modifications. Each hypocotyl segment was divided into 9 concentric tissue layers
with diameters that matched the positions where water potential was empirically measured™.
External water sources were excluded from the model. Water potential and conductivity of the
internal water source were set to -0.06 MPaand 1 m® m? s* MPa’, respectively. Several values
of tissue hydraulic conductivity were examined. For each conductivity value, the water potential
estimates at the point of maximal elemental growth rate were compared to empirical values. A t-
statistic was calculated at each point in the water potential profile: t = (empirical mean -
estimated value) / (empirical 95% confidence interval / 1.96). Two-tailed p-values were then
determined for each t-statistic (degrees of freedom = 11, based on median sample size for
empirical water potential measurements). Cumulative p-values for each conductivity condition
were calculated using Fisher’s combined probability test.

Example R scripts and input files used to calculate tissue water potential are available

through a Github repository (https://github.com/nerobbin/20161214 hydropatterning).
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L ateral root quantification. Lateral roots from seedlings 6-7 days after seed imbibition were
counted in four quadrants of the primary root (two contacting agar and two exposed to air).
Countsin the two air-exposed quadrants were summed together, giving three total categories.
Counts were done from the position of the primary root tip at the time of transfer to agar media
to the bottom edge of the applied agar sheet. For each seedling, counts in each category were
converted to percentages by dividing by the total count for that seedling. For data from mannitol-
treated seedlings (Extended Data Fig. 4c), statistical analysis was performed using a mixed-
effects ANOVA. The model used treatment condition, lateral root category, experiment 1D, and
all two- and three-way interaction terms as predictors for lateral root percentages, with seedling
ID as arandom effect. A condition:category interaction term with p < 0.05 indicated a significant
effect of the treatment on lateral root patterning. Post-hoc comparisons were performed using a
general linear hypothesis test. Matching categories were compared pairwise between the
different treatment conditions. Treatments that significantly differed in any one of the three
categories (p < 0.05) were deemed to have significantly different lateral root distributions, and
were assigned to different significance groups. For data from growth-inhibitor-treated seedlings
(Fig. 3a-d), statistical analysis was performed using atwo-way ANOV A. The model used
treatment condition, experiment 1D, and their interaction term as predictors for air-side lateral
root percentages. A condition term with p < 0.05 indicated a significant effect of the treatment on
lateral root patterning. Post-hoc analysis was performed using Tukey’s honest significant
difference test, with significance groups assigned using a significance threshold of p < 0.05.
Analysis was performed in R using nime, multcomp, and tidyr libraries™**°,

Regression analysis. The regression model relating empirical lateral root distributions and

modeled tissue water potentials was trained using data from mannitol-treated seedlings for which
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both growth-kinematics and lateral-root data were available (Extended Data Fig. 4). Growth
curves from individual seedlings were used to estimate tissue water potentials. For each root
guadrant, the sum of the potentials in the epidermis layer in the competent zone (4.0-5.5 mm
from thetip, Fig. 1e and Extended Data Fig. 5b) were plotted against respective lateral root
percentages. Epidermal potentials were used based on evidence implicating outer tissues as
important sites of early hormonal signaling events upstream of water-induced lateral root
initiation. Water potentials were normalized in two ways: by dividing each quadrant potential by
the sum of all quadrant potentials for that seedling (% water potential), or by mean-centering the
potentials from each seedling. Data from both normalization methods were used to fit zero-one
inflated beta models in R using the gamliss library®**°. This type of model was chosen because
the dependent variable was proportion data with many values at 0% or 100%. Variance
explained was assessed using a pseudo-R? value: 1 - [Y((observed value - predicted value)?) /
Y"((observed value - mean of observed values)?)]. The optimal model was selected based on
pseudo-R?, root-mean-square error, Akaike Information Criterion, and residuals plots. Model
validation was done by comparing model-predicted values to independent empirical data
generated from seedlings under growth inhibition. For each treatment, Pearson’s correlation
coefficient was calculated comparing empirical and predicted data, and statistical significance of
the correlation was tested using the cor.test function in R**.

Data sets for training and validation of the regression model are available through a

Github repository (https.//github.com/nerobbin/20161214 hydropatterning).

Predictive model and Shiny app. A predictive modd relating growth and biophysical
properties of the root and its environment to lateral root patterning was written in R as a Shiny

app™*°. A simulated growth curve is used to generate water potential estimates. The curveisa
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parabola fitted to user-defined values for the start and end of the growth zone, and the peak
elemental growth rate positioned at the center of the growth zone. Growth rates are determined at
0.5-mm intervals along the curve. The curveis displayed using the ggplot2* and scales™
libraries. Water potentials are displayed as a choropleth map using the Cairo™®, ggplot2*,
ggmap™, maptools®™, and rgeos™ libraries. The regression model equation in Extended Data Fig.
6¢ is used to calculate predicted lateral root distributions, which are displayed as a bar graph.
Each parameter value is freely modifiable, with the following exceptions: external water source
conductivities (2.5 * 10° and 3.66 * 10° m> m? s* MPa for agar and air, respectively); relative
diameters of root tissue layers (scaled proportional to values for maize primary root); and
parameters governing the regression model equation.

RNA-seq. Primary roots of seedlings 3 days post-imbibition were manually dissected using an
X-ACTO® #1 precison knife with #11 blades under a dissection microscope (Olympus SZ61
with Schott ACE light source) as shown in Fig. 4a. Competent- and fixed-zone tissues were
taken from 0-5 and 5-15 mm from the root tip, respectively. 3 biological replicates were
collected for each tissue type, with each replicate composed of tissue pooled from 2 seedlings.
Tissues were flash-frozen in liquid nitrogen and stored at -80°C until processed. RNA was
isolated using the ZR Plant RNA MiniPrep™ kit (Zymo Research). Tissues were homogenized
using a FastPrep®-24 (MP Biomedicals), twice for 30 sat 6.0 m/s. On-column DNase digest was
done using RNase-Free DNase Set (50) kit (QIAGEN). RNA yields were quantified using the
Qubit® RNA HS Assay on a Qubit® 2.0 Fluorometer (Thermo Fisher Scientific). Ribosomal
RNA was removed using the RiboZero™ Magnetic Kit for Plant Seed/Root (Epicentre),
followed by cleanup using the Zymo RNA Clean & Concentrator™-5 kit (Zymo Research).

Sequencing libraries were prepared using the NEBNext® Ultra™ Directional RNA Library Prep
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Kit for Illumina® (New England Biolabs). Library concentrations were measured using the
Qubit® dsDNA HS Assay (Thermo Fisher Scientific), and quality was assessed using an Agilent
2100 Bioanalyzer (Agilent Technologies). Libraries were pooled based on concentrations
assessed by qPCR on a LightCycler® 480 (Roche Life Science) using primers directed against
adapter sequences. The library pool was sequenced on a HiSeq 2000 (Illumina) (paired reads,
2x101-bp plusindex) through Stanford Center for Genomics and Personalized Medicine. One
library (contact-side competent-zone replicate 3) was run on a separate flow cell due to an error
during library preparation.

Post-filter read files were uploaded to the iPlant Discovery Environment for pre-
processing: Quality was assessed using FastQC v0.10.1*, Scythe v0.981* and Cutadapt v1.3*
were used to remove detected adapter sequences, and Sickle v1.0®° was used for quality
trimming (quality format = sanger). Files with paired sequences were uploaded to the Galaxy
Project website to perform the following: Sequences were mapped to the Zea mays B73 genome
(AGPv3, Ensembl 21°%) using TopHat v2.0.9%, and transcripts were assembled using Cufflinks
v2.1.1 and Cuffmerge®®>*. BAM files were converted to sorted SAM files using Samtools
v0.1.19%, and transcript counts were calculated using HTSeq 0.5.4p3. Differential expression
was assessed using Cuffdiff v2.2.1°” and DESeq2 v1.14.0%. Pairwise comparisons were made
between air- and agar-side tissues. Competent and fixed tissues were analyzed separately. For
DESeq2, separate analyses were performed with grouping between samples from matching
biological replicates taken into account or not taken into account. Significance was determined
with false discovery rate-adjusted p-value < 0.05 for al comparisons.

Functional annotation and Arabidopsis orthologs for significantly differentially expressed genes

were retrieved using gProfiler™. For the top 25 up-regulated genes in each tissue section, missing
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annotation data were supplemented by running a BLAST search on mRNA sequences
downloaded from MaizeGDB®. Genes were manually assigned to functional categories based on
annotation information. Fold-changes of all categorized genes were calculated as air-side FPKM
/ contact-side FPKM, and averaged across the biological replicates.. These values were then
averaged by category, log,-transformed, and plotted as a heat map in Multiple Experiment
Viewer v4.8.1%. Hierarchical clustering was done using Pearson correlation metric.
RT-qPCR. Seedlings were grown in conditions shown in Fig. 4b. Root dissection and RNA
isolation were done as for RNA-seq. 3 biological replicates were prepared per condition.
Genomic DNA contamination was assessed by performing endpoint PCR on purified RNA using
IDP7742 primers (Supplementary Table 3). cDNA was synthesized using iScript™ Reverse
Transcription Supermix for RT-gPCR (Bio-Rad). Gene expression was profiled using a
Biomark™ HD 48.48 Dynamic Array™ (Fluidigm) according to manufacturer specifications.
Primers were synthesized by IDT (Supplementary Table 3) and tested by endpoint PCR on
seedling leaf genomic DNA using GoTag® Green Master Mix (Promega). Genomic DNA was
purified using ZR Plant/Seed DNA MiniPrep™ (Zymo Research). A subset of primer-pairs
yielded multiple PCR products in this reaction and were removed from downstream analyses.
Data analysis was performed in R with tidyr library**®. Transcript abundances were
calculated based on normalized fluorescence intensity plots™. Reactions for which no Ct value
was called by the Biomark™ software were omitted. Within each sample, abundances were
normalized by dividing by the abundance of the loading control assay. The control
(GRMZM2G015295 T03, encoding peptide chain release factor subunit 1) was selected based
on its high and uniform expression amongst all samplesin the RNA-seq experiment. Normalized

abundances were used for statistical analysis. Each gene and zone of the root were analyzed
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separately, and only biological replicates that had expression data from both sides of the root
were used. First, amixed-effects ANOV A was performed on data pooled from air/control-agar
and Parafilm/control-agar conditions. The model tested for effects of side, condition, and their
interaction, with replicate ID as a random effect. Genes with a significant side term (p < 0.05)
were deemed side-biased, and those with a significant interaction term were deemed touch-
sensitive. For genes that were side-biased but not touch-sensitive, the ANOV A was repeated
with data from either the Parafilm/NagV Os-agar or Parafilm/citric acid-agar conditions included.
If the interaction term was significant in either assay, then the gene was deemed growth-
sensitive. Average fold-changes were plotted and clustered as described for RNA-seq data.

References

1. Bao, Y. et al. Plant roots use a patterning mechanism to position lateral root branches
toward available water. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U. S A. 111, 9319-9324 (2014).

2. Raobbins, N. E., Il & Dinneny, J. R. The divining root: moisture-driven responses of roots
at the micro- and macro-scale. J. Exp. Bot. 66, 2145-2154 (2015).

3. Ishikawa, H. & Evans, M. L. Specialized zones of development in roots. Plant Physiol.
109, 725-727 (1995).

4. Sharp, R. E., Silk, W. K. & Hsiao, T. C. Growth of the Maize Primary Root at Low
Water Potentials. I. Spatial Distribution of Expansive Growth. Plant Physiol. 87, 50-57
(1988).

5. Erickson, R. O. Modeling of plant growth. Annu. Rev. Plant Physiol. 27, 407-434 (1976).
6. Erickson, R. O. & Silk, W. K. The kinematics of plant growth. Sci. Am. 242, 134-151
(1980).

7. Moreno-Risueno, M. A. et al. Oscillating gene expression determines competence for


https://doi.org/10.1101/097758
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

bioRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/097758; this version posted January 2, 2017. The copyright holder for this preprint (which was not
certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted bioRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. It is made available under
aCC-BY 4.0 International license.

periodic Arabidopsis root branching. Science 329, 1306—-1311 (2010).

8. Cosgrove, D. J. Growth of the plant cell wall. Nat. Rev. Mol. Cell Biol. 6, 850-861
(2005).

9. Ober, E. S. & Sharp, R. E. in Advances in Molecular Breeding towards Salinity and

Drought Tolerance (eds. Jenks, M. A., Hasegawa, P. M. & Jain, S. M.) 33-53 (2007).

10. Kramer, P. J. & Boyer, J. S. Water Relations of Plants and Soils. (Academic
Press, 1995).
11. Verdues, P. E., Agarwal, M., Katiyar-Agarwal, S., Zhu, J. & Zhu, J.-K. Methods

and concepts in quantifying resistance to drought, salt and freezing, abiotic stresses that
affect plant water status. Plant J. 45, 523-539 (2006).

12. Molz, F. J. & Boyer, J. S. Growth-induced Water Potentials in Plant Cells and
Tissues. Plant Physiol. 62, 423-429 (1978).

13. Nonami, H. & Boyer, J. S. Direct Demonstration of a Growth-Induced Water
Potential Gradient. Plant Physiol. 102, 13-19 (1993).

14. Silk, W. K. & Wagner, K. K. Growth-sustaining Water Potential Distributionsin
the Primary Corn Root. Plant Physiol. 66, 859-863 (1980).

15. Wiegers, B. S, Cheer, A. Y. & Silk, W. K. Modeling the hydraulics of root
growth in three dimensions with phloem water sources. Plant Physiol. 150, 2092-2103
(2009).

16. Steudle, E., Oren, R. & Schulze, E.-D. Water Transport in Maize Roots. Plant
Physiol. 84, 1220-1232 (1987).

17. Steudle, E. & Boyer, J. S. Hydraulic resistance to radial water flow in growing

hypocoty! of soybean measured by a new pressure-perfusion technique. Planta 164, 189—


https://doi.org/10.1101/097758
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

bioRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/097758; this version posted January 2, 2017. The copyright holder for this preprint (which was not
certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted bioRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. It is made available under
aCC-BY 4.0 International license.

200 (1985).

18. Colombo, R., Bonetti, A., Cerana, R. & Lado, P. Effect of plasmalemma ATPase
inhibitors, diethylstilbestrol and orthovanadate, on fus coccin-induced H+ extrusion in
maize roots. Plant Sci. Lett. 21, 305-315 (1981).

19. Mesenko, M. M. & Ivanov, V. B. The Effects of H+-ATPase Activator and
Inhibitors on Cell Growth in the Maize Root. Russ. J. Plant Physiol. 52, 497-503 (2005).
20. Morsomme, P. & Boutry, M. The plant plasma membrane H+-ATPase: structure,
function and regulation. Biochim. Biophys. Acta 1465, 1-16 (2000).

21. Liska, D., Martinka, M., Kohanova, J. & Lux, A. Asymmetrical development of
root endodermis and exodermis in reaction to abiotic stresses. Ann. Bot. mcw047 (2016).
22. Taramino, G. et al. The maize (Zeamays L.) RTCS gene encodes a LOB domain
protein that is akey regulator of embryonic seminal and post-embryonic shoot-borne root
initiation. Plant J. 50, 649659 (2007).

23. Goh, T., Joi, S., Mimura, T. & Fukaki, H. The establishment of asymmetry in
Arabidopsislateral root founder cellsisregulated by LBD16/ASL18 and related LBD/ASL
proteins. Development 139, 883-893 (2012).

24. Inukai, Y. et al. Crown rootlessl, which is essential for crown root formation in
rice, isatarget of an AUXIN RESPONSE FACTOR in auxin signaling. Plant Cell 17,
1387-1396 (2005).

25. Lee, H.W., Kim, N. Y., Leg, D. J. & Kim, J. LBD18/ASL 20 regulates lateral root
formation in combination with LBD16/ASL 18 downstream of ARF7 and ARF19 in
Arabidopsis. Plant Physiol. 151, 1377-1389 (2009).

26. Okushima, Y ., Fukaki, H., Onoda, M., Theologis, A. & Tasaka, M. ARF7 and


https://doi.org/10.1101/097758
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

bioRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/097758; this version posted January 2, 2017. The copyright holder for this preprint (which was not
certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted bioRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. It is made available under
aCC-BY 4.0 International license.

ARF19 regulate lateral root formation via direct activation of LBD/ASL genesin
Arabidopsis. Plant Cell 19, 118-130 (2007).

27. Cutler, S. R., Rodriguez, P. L., Finkelstein, R. R. & Abrams, S. R. Abscisic Acid:
Emergence of a Core Signaling Network. Annu. Rev. Plant Biol. 61, 651-679 (2010).

28. Robbins, N. E., Il & Dinneny, J. A Method to Analyze Local and Systemic
Effects of Environmental Stimuli on Root Development in Plants. Bio-protocol 6, (2016).
29. Schindelin, J. et al. Fiji: an open-source platform for biological-image analysis.
Nat. Methods 9, 676-682 (2012).

30. Lowe, D. G. Distinctive Image Features from Scale-Invariant Keypoints. Int. J.
Comput. Vis. 60, 91-110 (2004).

3L R Core Team. R: A language and environment for statistical computing. (R
Foundation for Statistical Computing, Vienna, Austria, 2016).

32. Wickham, H. The split-apply-combine strategy for data analysis. J. Stat. Softw.
40, 1-29 (2011).

33. Hothorn, T., Bretz, F. & Westfall, P. Simultaneous inference in general
parametric models. Biom. J. 50, 346-363 (2008).

34. Pinheiro, J., Bates, D., DebRoy, S., Sarkar, D. & R Core Team. nime: Linear and

Nonlinear Mixed Effects Models. (2016).

35. Wickham, H. tidyr: Eadly Tidy Data with ‘spread()’ and ‘gather()’ Functions.
(2016).
36. Ishida, T., Anno, T., Matsukawa, S. & Nagano, T. Hydraulic Conductivity and

Diffusion Coefficient in Gelsfor Plant Tissue Culture. Environ. Control. Biol. 38, 165-171

(2000).


https://doi.org/10.1101/097758
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

bioRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/097758; this version posted January 2, 2017. The copyright holder for this preprint (which was not
certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted bioRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. It is made available under
aCC-BY 4.0 International license.

37. Nobe, P. S. & Cui, M. Prediction and measurement of gap water vapor
conductance for roots located concentrically and eccentrically in air gaps. Plant Soil 145,
157166 (1992).

38. Boyer, J. S., Silk, W. K. & Watt, M. Path of water for root growth. Funct. Plant
Biol. 37, 1105 (2010).

39. Rigby, R. A. & Stasinopoulos, D. M. Generalized additive models for location,
scale and shape. J. R Sat. Soc. Ser. C Appl. Stat. 54, 507-554 (2005).

40. Chang, W., Cheng, J., Allaire, J., Xie, Y. & McPherson, J. shiny: Web Application

Framework for R. (2016).

41. Wickham, H. ggplot2: Elegant Graphics for Data Analysis. (Springer New Y ork,
2009).

42. Wickham, H. scales: Scale Functions for Visualization. (2016).

43. Urbanek, S. & Horner, J. Cairo: R graphics device using cairo graphicslibrary

for creating high-quality bitmap (PNG, JPEG, TIFF), vector (PDF, SVG, PostScript) and

display (X11 and Win32) output. (2015).

44, Kahle, D. & Wickham, H. ggmap: Spatial Visualization with ggplot2. R J. 5, 144—
161 (2013).
45, Bivand, R. & Lewin-Koh, N. maptools: Tools for Reading and Handling Spatial

Objects. (2016).

46. Bivand, R. & Rundél, C. rgeos:. Interface to Geometry Engine - Open Source
(GEQS). (2016).

47. Andrews, S. FastQC: A quality control tool for high throughput sequence data.

(2010).


https://doi.org/10.1101/097758
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

bioRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/097758; this version posted January 2, 2017. The copyright holder for this preprint (which was not
certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted bioRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. It is made available under
aCC-BY 4.0 International license.

48. Buffalo, V. Sythe - a Bayesian adapter trimmer. (2014).

49. Martin, M. Cutadapt removes adapter sequences from high-throughput
sequencing reads. EMBnet.journal 17, 10-12 (2011).

50. Joshi, N. A. & Fass, J. N. Sckle: A diding-window, adaptive, quality-based
trimming tool for FastQ files. (2011).

51. Kersey, P. J. et al. Ensembl Genomes 2016: more genomes, more complexity.
Nucleic Acids Res. 44, D574-80 (2016).

52. Kim, D. et al. TopHat2: accurate alignment of transcriptomes in the presence of
insertions, deletions and gene fusions. Genome Biol. 14, R36 (2013).

53. Trapnell, C. et al. Transcript assembly and quantification by RNA-Seq reveals
unannotated transcripts and isoform switching during cell differentiation. Nat. Biotechnol.
28, 511-515 (2010).

54. Roberts, A., Trapnell, C., Donaghey, J., Rinn, J. L. & Pachter, L. Improving
RNA-Seq expression estimates by correcting for fragment bias. Genome Biol. 12, R22
(2011).

55. Li, H. et al. The Sequence Alignment/Map format and SAMtools. Bioinformatics
25, 2078-2079 (2009).

56. Anders, S., Pyl, P. T. & Huber, W. HT Seg--a Python framework to work with
high-throughput sequencing data. Bioinformatics 31, 166169 (2014).

57. Trapnell, C. et al. Differential analysis of gene regulation at transcript resolution
with RNA-seg. Nat. Biotechnol. 31, 46-53 (2013).

58. Love, M. I., Huber, W. & Anders, S. Moderated estimation of fold change and

dispersion for RNA-seq data with DESeg2. Genome Biol. 15, 550 (2014).


https://doi.org/10.1101/097758
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

bioRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/097758; this version posted January 2, 2017. The copyright holder for this preprint (which was not
certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted bioRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. It is made available under
aCC-BY 4.0 International license.

59. Reimand, J. et al. g:Profiler—a web server for functional interpretation of gene
lists (2016 update). Nucleic Acids Res. 44, W83-\W89 (2016).

60. Lawrence, C. J, Seigfried, T. E. & Brendel, V. The maize genetics and genomics
database. The community resource for access to diverse maize data. Plant Physiol. 138, 55—
58 (2005).

61. Saeed, A. |. et al. TM4: afree, open-source system for microarray data
management and analysis. Biotechniques 34, 374-378 (2003).

62. Ramakers, C., Ruijter, J. M., Lekanne Deprez, R. H. & Moorman, A. F. M.
Assumption-free analysis of quantitative real-time polymerase chain reaction (PCR) data.

Neurosci. Lett. 339, 62—66 (2003).

Acknowledgements

We thank Robert E. Sharp, John S. Boyer, Kenneth A. Shackel, and Wendy K. Silk for
inspiration and suggestions on experimental design. We also thank Silk and members of the
Dinneny lab for critical evaluation of the content of the manuscript. Funding was provided by the
Carnegie Institution for Science Endowment to JRD. Research reported in this publication was
supported by NIGM S of the National Institutes of Health under award number T32GMO007276.
The content is solely the responsibility of the authors and does not necessarily represent the
official views of the National Institutes of Health. This material is based upon work supported by
the National Science Foundation Graduate Research Fellowship under Grant No. DGE-1147470.
Any opinion, findings, and conclusions or recommendations expressed in this material are those
of the authors(s) and do not necessarily reflect the views of the National Science Foundation.

Author Contributions


https://doi.org/10.1101/097758
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

bioRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/097758; this version posted January 2, 2017. The copyright holder for this preprint (which was not
certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted bioRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. It is made available under
aCC-BY 4.0 International license.

N.E.R. and JR.D. designed the study and wrote the manuscript. N.E.R. carried out experiments
and performed data analysis.

Author Information

RNA-seq data were deposited to the Gene Expression Omnibus database, accession no.
GSE92406. Raw data and R scripts for water potential estimation and regression analysis were

uploaded to a Github repository (https://github.com/nerobbin/20161214 hydropatterning). The

authors declare no competing financial interests. Correspondence should be addressed to J.R.D.

(idinneny@carnegi escience.edu).



https://doi.org/10.1101/097758
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

bioRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/097758; this version posted January 2, 2017. The copyright holder for this preprint (which was not
certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted bioRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. It is made available under
aCC-BY 4.0 International license.

Figuresand legends
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Figure 1 | Developmental competence to respond to water availability islimited to theroot
tip. a, Diagram of maize seedling grown along agar media. Contact with agar (cyan box) locally
activates lateral root devel opment. b-c, Radial section of primary root (b) and diagram
highlighting environmentally regulated anatomical features (c). Hair, root hair; Anth,
anthocyanin; Aer, aerenchyma; LRP, lateral root primordium. Scale bar, 250 um. d, Air side of
primary root immediately after application of agar sheet (Ieft) and following lateral root
emergence 3 days later (right). Dashed line, boundary between competent and fixed zones. Scale
bar, 5 mm. e, Average relative elemental growth rate (REGR) (black, n = 38 seedlings) and
position of competent/fixed-zone boundary (red, n = 47 seedlings). Shaded regions, standard

error of the mean. Measurements are averages of 3 experimental replicates.
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Figure 2 | Growth-sustained water potentialsare predictive of lateral root patterningin a

mathematical model. a, Heat map of estimated tissue water potentials for maize primary root

grown with a unilateral source of water (rectangle). Each disc represents one 0.5-mm root

segment. Estimates were derived from empirical growth curvein Fig. 1d. b-c, Plots of raw water

potential estimates (b) and normalized values (c) against lateral root distributions for primary

roots treated with mannitol (Extended Data Fig. 4). Curve and shaded region, mean + standard

error of best-fit line for zero-one inflated beta regression model. R?, pseudo-R? value. d-e,

Predicted frequency of air-side lateral root initiation with varied growth zone parameter values.

Competent zone was set as a 1.5-mm window that ended 5.5 mm from the root tip (d) or at the

end of the growth zone in each simulation (). Start of growth zone was fixed at 0 mm from the
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root tip in al ssimulations. Predictions were generated for primary roots grown between two agar

shesets.
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Figure 3 | Growth isnecessary for lateral root hydropatter ning. a-d, Average frequency of
air-side lateral root initiation (left) and relative elemental growth rate (REGR) (right) in indicated
treatment condition. Primary roots were grown between two agar sheets, with chemical
treatments applied to both agar-contacting sides. Lateral root emergence was quantified in tissues
exposed to air gap between agar sheets. Error bars and shaded regions, standard error of the
mean. Significantly different groups denoted with different letters (p < 0.05). N = 10-16 and 7-8
seedlings for lateral root distribution and REGR, respectively, across 2 experiments per treatment
level. e, Observed and model-predicted lateral root distributions for samples used for kinematic
growth analysisin a-d. Diagonal line denotes perfect prediction of empirical data by the model.
Values in parentheses denote Pearson’ s correlation coefficient for comparison of empirical and

predicted values. Each coefficient was significantly different from O (p < 0.0003).
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Figure4 | Growth playsarolein regulation of gene expression by water availability. a,
Expression patterns of side-biased gene categoriesidentified by RNA-seq. Seedlings were grown
along asingle agar surface and sectioned according to diagram (top). Air/agar FPKM ratio was
computed for each gene, and averaged by category. Resulting values were then log-transformed.
Number of genes per category indicated in parentheses. **, values for ATP biosynthesis were

outliers (6.34 and 6.77 for competent and fixed zones, respectively), and were represented as 2.5
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for plotting purposes. b, Expression patterns of a subset of genes identified in a measured by RT-
gPCR. Seedlings were grown between agar and indicated low-water availability substrate (top).
Agar was supplemented with 1.5 mM NagVV O, or 20 mM citric acid where indicated. Air/agar
relative expression ratio (arbitrary units) was computed for each gene and log-transformed.
Parentheses denote genes identified as statistically significantly regulated (p < 0.05): S, side-
biased in air/control agar and Parafilm/control agar; T, touch-sensitive; V, NagV Os-sensitive; C,
citric acid-sengitive. Growth-sensitive and touch-sensitive gene clusters identified based on

hierarchical clustering. Data shown for fixed-zone tissues.
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Extended Data Figure 1 | Method to deter mine the location of the competent/fixed
boundary for lateral root hydropatterning. a, A primary root is grown along an agar surface
(left), an agar sheet is applied to the air side (center), and lateral roots emerge several days later
(right). Competent and fixed regions are determined based on the presence or absence of lateral
roots toward the applied agar, respectively. A horizontal line drawn from the right to the center
image determines the initial position of the competent/fixed boundary. b, Lateral root density
affects spatial resolution of this method. The true position of the competent/fixed boundary is

shown (solid line), and stars denote possible positions of lateral root emergence toward the
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applied agar (left). If lateral roots are sparse (emergence at red stars), a discrepancy between the
true and observed boundary is introduced (dotted line, center). Thisis minimized with increasing

density (emergence at all stars, right).
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Extended Data Figure 2 | Pictorial explanation of mathematical model used to estimate
tissue water potentialsresulting from growth. a, The growing organ is treated as a series of
right circular cylinders, each divided intocompartments. Water is allowed to flow between
adjacent compartments both radially and longitudinally, and can be taken up from the external
environment or provided internally via the phloem. b, Growth is modeled as an increase in
cylinder height over time, which is determined based on local relative elemental growth rate
(REGR). A user-specified percentage of the changein cylinder volume is assumed to be due to
uptake of water. ¢, The network of root compartments is treated as an electric circuit.
Connections for radial water flow in one segment (left) and longitudinal flow between two
segments (right) are shown. Cyan, water sources: filled box, agar; hollow box, air; circle,
phloem. d, Example of calculations used to derive compartment water potentials. Compartment

water uptake rates and surface areas of compartment interfaces are calculated based on
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compartment geometry and total segment water uptake (b). Hydraulic conductivity (Lp) and
media water potential (Vmedia) are user-specified. Inter-compartment water flow rates (I, arrows)
arefirst determined using a system of equations (“Flows’), and are then used to calculate
compartment water potentialsin a second system of equations (“ Potentials’). Note that this
example does not take into account media hydraulic conductivity, which modulates Lp for 1;. See

Methods for complete explanation.
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Extended Data Figure 3 | Comparison of mathematically modeled and empirically
measur ed growth-sustained tissue water potentials along the radius of soybean hypocotyl.
Empirical water potentials and tissue growth rates used to generate model estimates were derived
from previously published data™. Estimated values were taken from the position of maximal
relative elemental growth rate along the length of the hypocotyl. Vertical dotted line, position of
water source in modeled organ. Error bars, 95% confidence interval. Valuesin parentheses
indicate p-values for comparisons of estimated water potentials to empirical data at indicated
hydraulic conductivity. Larger p-values indicate smaller overall deviations of estimates from

empirical values. The maximal p-valueislikely to occur at a conductivity between 2.5 and 5.0 *

10" m*m? st MPal.
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Extended Data Figure 4 | Growth kinematic analyses and lateral root patterning under
mannitol treatment. a, Diagram of treatment conditions. Primary roots were grown between
two agar sheets, with varying concentrations of mannitol applied in Agar 1. Agar 2 had 0 mM
mannitol in al conditions. Dotted lines denote division of primary root for lateral root
quantification. Counts on the two air-exposed sides were pooled together. b-c, Average relative
elemental growth rate (REGR) profiles (b) and lateral root distributions (c) under indicated
treatment conditions. Lateral root data are represented as averages of the percentage of lateral
roots emerged on the indicated side of the primary root for each seedling. Error bars and shaded
regions, standard error of the mean. Significantly different groups denoted with different letters
(p < 0.05). Data are pooled from four experiments: two experiments examined 0, 80, 160, and
240-mM mannitol treatments, and the other two examined 0, 320, 440, and 560-mM mannitol
treatments. Experiment-pairs were first analyzed separately to ensure no significant between-
experiment variation existed. N = 8 seedlings for kinematic growth analysis and 15-16 for lateral

root quantification for each condition in each experiment.
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Extended Data Figure 5 | Deter mination of the r oot-apical boundary of the competent zone.

a, Small agar sheets were applied to the air side of the primary root to determine the minimum
sheet size necessary for lateral root induction. Representative images of sheets which have
induced (left) or failed to induce (right) alateral root (arrowhead) toward the applied agar are
shown. Scale bar, 1 mm. b, Quantification of lateral root induction. Samples (circles) were
categorized as 100% if applied agar induced lateral root devel opment, or 0% if no induction was
observed. Minimum inductive sheet size was 1.54 mm (dotted line). Logistic regression on these
data provided estimates of the probability of induction with varying sheet size (curve). Sheet
length was a significant predictor of lateral root induction in the regression model (p =9.31* 10
®). Shaded region, 95% confidence interval for regression curve. N = 47 across two experimental

replicates. Data points at >10 mm were set to 10 mm for plotting purposes.
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Extended Data Figure 6 | Comparison of two normalization methods for tissue water
potential as predictorsfor lateral root patterning. a-b, Scatter plots of percent (a, reproduced
from Fig. 2c) and mean-centered (b) water potentials against lateral root distributions for
seedlings under mannitol treatment (Extended Data Fig. 4). Curves and shaded regions, means £
standard errors of best-fit lines for zero-one inflated beta regression models fitted to respective
data sets. R?, pseudo-R? value; AIC, Akaike information criterion; RM SE, root-mean-square

error. c-d, Parameter estimates for models in a-b, respectively. Estimates of both parameter
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values significantly differed from 0 in both models (p < 2 * 10%). e-f, Residuals plots for models

in a-b, respectively.
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Extended Data Figure 7 | Modeling predictsthat various biophysical parameters of the root
influenceits ability to pattern development in response to water availability. a, Decreasesin
primary root radius were associated with higher predicted rates of air-side lateral root initiation.
This may explain the higher frequency of air-side lateral roots in Arabidopsis compared to
maize, which has a narrower primary root radius’. b, Variation in % of total water uptake that is
phloem-derived had relatively little effect on patterning. c-d, Changes in hydraulic conductivity

in the radial direction (c), but not longitudinal (d), had an impact on lateral root patterning. This
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discrepancy may be dueto the fact that longitudinal conductivity tendsto alter absolute tissue
water potentials without substantially altering relative water potentials. e, Model predictions with
changes in both radial and longitudinal hydraulic conductivity. No synergistic effects between
the two variables were observed. Unless otherwise indicated, parameter values were set to
standards for maize primary root. All calculations were done using a simulated growth curve set
to start at 0 and end at 5.5 mm from the root tip, with a peak relative elemental growth rate of 0.5

ht.
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