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WE  TEMER, N (Triticum aestivum)iR R 24 M EH N, FIF A EERRHES, HS A BT RN,
MBS AR B RE T o AR R A AL ARG 1] LA PR AN S A LT 25k (RRR $M A Y, A e A e AN T 98 . T+ Rt i
MR RERAGERE, WARVEAL A5 IR RN MEE AR RIB BV 1 0L . A 2 I i 1 LA 30 25 2 R K o Wil 3 g 5
HATE ST o 1% SC MR R BEARVE RAR S A 453N T T, AR GEH) IR T /N R AR T R B (Wi R, R
THETEPNERI KRG F P AZE R, DA RS %,

X

NEE, ARAMT, WRARPACKE, ARG AL

WHE, T#, B (2019). /DM RFFAEX T RBE R, P54 54, 652-661.

T- B 29 /N (Triticum aestivum) A 77 (1) 32 5
B IR, TRIT/INZE50F 5 (R e S AR R & N — B
ST AW S PO CR T RS, 2001). KIHEL
K, NATEE IR SRVE b R AE XS 5 s i R R, T
Xof Hiy T R 2R e SERIE UL o iR R AR /N2 B B L
WEZ—, MMUKHRWOK S FThae, 1w H 8 &
MR PR B A8 Ak, PP AR AR RS 5 . N B
T T AR R AR AR R | B AR ) 5 R A
B, KR RKEEESRGT B WEne /) smss %)
R o B FE B A SRR R ) 22 57, DA SN ZEAN ]
EEW, el F R B a R I A [F
TN (B s E S, 2016). Kk, #F5CTSEE TN
EMWRRE AL, A BT8R/ 20 5 i iy
SENA L YSE =T

1 IRA#E x5 Bhid A RE

R M AL FR MR J 78 AR KA 5 B 2 T A 3 K o A
(Lynch, 1995), 045V 1 JLA #4) 2L (J7] — 4R 5 1 & Fb
R AR il — 24~ 1T 4 73 AR ) A S AR T L AT 4G Y (FE A o v
(1) =4k o3 AR) (BLRIF=/NJE, 2000; F2IR5%, 2007).
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ST R RIRARG AT EME R, HATHAR
Ay HAER AR AW 57 % . DL BORHR
AT T B AT I LAY R 5 T, AR &
SEAATUART R B 3 2 30 5 4 Fh S5 4 F Do

1.1 RETELTHESHEMT

MR AT U A 2 2 SRR AR A L MR AR R R AR
AYE . RKE R R E A KSR TRhia
N, ANEER A R R AR AR AR R A IR K
e R 5 P R 1 5 %) 7K 43 IR IR (Siopongco et al.,
2005; g %4, 2012), HM AR REKZHKHE
BB, DERT AR ORI R 3R A D> (Vandoorne et
al., 2012), XA RES/NEZ MMM+ REEG K. At
oy EE, TRNE R E RN R, T
R IR R RV E R RN, 3R
JA K T AERR AT &, b 2 A R R B R T
PE, B4 I0ER 2R R % A R T 78 4 B R L JE i K
(Gowda et al., 2011; Becker et al., 2016; Fang et
al., 2017). FH/NE R EAR T K 2160 cm LT, H
RIZ LR RAEXR D, 140-160 cmL 2 IR K
/0.1 cm-em™, % Z(0-20 cm) IR K%
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FETTi£5-9 cm-cm™®, JEILHE N80 cmizfE LL T HIAR
F0] DAREAR T 547 R K 96k XU (Barraclough et al,
1989). NERZW A FBEHYIAEMR K E MR, Kk
N R AR A KR B 5 RN PR
PR AT B (R KREE, 2004). RIZ KRR
BARFE R B TR- LSRRI ECR, B ER
F PR B I BCE AN R AT R AR L g 4
AL, Mk B 77 (Passioura, 1991). White Al
Kirkegaard (2010)# %2354k 1 88 ) I H [R) ¥R )2
AINERR AL B A -, RIR RE L AR
YysyA A, TR R A s B A IE A K, S AR
B g AR T RIEE R BRI OL N,
AR TR 5 IR E K /18 . AR &P T LA
TR S0oF - 52 Tl A PR e V7 D] /N 22 A L RN ] A B E T
5t(Kano et al., 2011). Ft, FRZEAF /N G FHE AR
FOP T LA R 2L 5 7K 20 R T AR LA, X6 07 348 i 72 4
Bl dERFAEE ST R A K TEY R R A EER
Y (Uga et al., 2013).

1.2 RARMKNLAHESHE N

MR R SL AR B 8 T AR FR 072 ) 3 A o R L 38 1) il 3
S Mg 3 K 4y A FE 43 /E (3% 1) (Berntson,
1997). AR ARG ML BURT LUK BWOAR R IS 2 A4 LA B,
35 T b A (181 1), B TR 43 SR SR 43 3
(Fitter, 1987). TRl T, RG-S SR>
B ) £ R T 73 SR UK R (B0 1L 4%, 2012) 1R I

RL AR AT T 5P 1

Table 1 Responses of root system architecture to drought stress

HIH R DN AR T R E R 653

TREE
TR,

SR R

E1 MRRWIEWRER

Figure 1 The schematic diagram of topological structure of
root system

S5(2011) M 5E T ANFIZK 73 AL BN AN AR R 0 =48
S, KIHET 2N, DEIURBIR, RATE
NEETE BN, MHEUKFE TR, RN
SCIR I B K

2 REMEEFHHER T 58 B9

2.1 REABRER 3T 2 5B B0 KL

R 2 A S 45 H o] IROBUAR R R B AE, H SRR
FRAL R 25 YA 5% (Macfall et al., 1991). AR £ fif i 45
FAp 0t - 5 A fr i S 3= B o A S A R RE
T L3 7 (B e 4 b S B i 7 7 24 A R (1) %
B2 A A Ak ALR 3 3L P R 40 B (1 4455, 2007); (2)
R 2 20 AR P AU T (FLUT S, 2008). 542+ 5
R/ B AR %, AU I H 2 RPR

RS AP LY T 5L T e ZH R
4
GESN BRETRETIEM £ RBRETETIRAMKFHIRZK, Barraclough et al., 1989; Siopongco et al.,
5 b HET R TR REKZ 2005
BE Wk b 52 3T 5 e 40 ) g %44, 2012; Vandoorne et al., 2012
RALHH o 2 3 e 4 g 2%, 2012; Vandoorne et al., 2012
RREY & BETETHEN 5 RBETETEINAHNTAFHRAT  Kanoetal, 2011; & %45, 2012
T 5N IKEE
FRAC 2 5 RIZWA, EIEHE N xR 2 it & K AR Barraclough et al., 1989; Uga et al., 2011;
Wasson et al., 2012; Becker et al., 2016;
Fang et al., 2017
RE Hm BN &5 IS AN, Wk Passioura, 1991; Segal et al., 2008; White
AU SRR 7 and Kirkegaard, 2010
=4
WAREIMGE BRI BRTERE BTV AMRA TR, /34 RIES, 2011; $o010%, 2012
R4 ORI K Sy
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(M AR E5t, 1995). HAI T4 ERETRA
FINER R RIS, R R B 40 H i
GRVE, R EAMAR 7 B R S A SR
PHER LRI Z U, BOEH A H EAAEUDN, FITH
5 (84, 2002).

2.2 RERKG WU F1F 3T 2 B8 B M 5z

R Z 0} e 7K 3 MR AL ) BHL A AR (2): (1) A2 1m] FHL
73, BKMEHIRIRE IR R K. K2 AEZE.
FERNEMRA BT KI5 (2) S 77, BIoK 7l
AR T & g MR 2 ZF 1 fH 77 (Steudle and
Peterson, 1998). 12 [l BH 77 3= 22 1k 8 i 2 0] T s bk
S IR WSCRE 7T, Al BEL 7 ORI 5 BLAR TE (B
KA, 2004) . X /NEEHURE R FR B, PrERTEE
[ SRR R A DL R RE A 55 B AR /N (48 o 2k 1) BEL
71, W TR RS A H e AL R )2 R ek
(U /NZ B A7, 38 0S8 5% K 43 R ) AN Py B 2
FEREIM (PR N 54 5 A 2 7 1B K 4y IR (5K 2 06t
&%, 2001; EB5E, 2002; E#AIERIE, 2013; JHE
U555, 2014), XUCLERAR AL IG5 TR R0 I K 4y
IR, B> TR RIK Ak, AR T T 5

ZEAR R4

HRA BB 4141

RmiEH

B2 MEMREMRHGHEE K> EEERTER(EE
Wasson et al., 2012)

Figure 2 Schematic diagram of wheat root anatomy and its
water transport pathway (modified from Wasson et al., 2012)

[ISERR

Richards#llPassioura (1989) 7 Il #/)4: HE A Jifi &5
SE EABARK/NEZ i, £ AR R R 2
TSR 7K ) 1 B A 385, 33 7K 40 MRS BEL Ak,
M T HE B8 22 (K 4 IR BE B A K S A, A B TSR
KRR, R fa . N ERE
REH =R VI, BRI/ R R A 45 1
X RN AR S PR RS B BRI SR L,
WRSLIR N R U X S8 N AE R, ik & 5 Hb /N 22 i F
RIS

3 HRFIRHERERT T 5B il /Yl

31 MREBUHFENRAME TN

R ZR ) Y (1) R 9 A 0 50 R A ) — P A TR (R £
NLAE, 2016). s AR F A 2 T B I AR B IR LA
TR FIAR bR IR S A 1 (3) NI R e LAAE K R
(IAA) & & K g% A3 (Band et al., 2014), L%
MAECLR3NMH: 1) Z25FWIAEL; 2) =5
TR S, (3) AR &K & 18 HOE B i PR
(Nibau et al., 2008; Krome et al., 2010). TF i
T, NERRIAAK G = IN(EESE, 2000), MG
Z(lvanov, 2009). H &R (Wil z AliE(Fang et
al., 2004). F#iEZ(Chen et al., 2011) Fl i 7% FZ (ABA)
(Zhang et al., 2010; Wang et al., 2011)) K4 i@
5EKERAERERAZME, G, 3R NG
Tk VA L AA AR 3 o 4 bt O 5 A A ) AR KOk B I
FE(Bao et al., 2004). #MJE it i =K F 1R 7] 38 5N Bt
VI IR R N TRIAA S B (SIS, 2017);
ABAH I LA IAALEAR 5 1) & B A RISy, 1T
IR I A X Al 73 B (GR UK 815, 2014); dHf 7>
REHIAARE PR 23k /N 22 73 BE(EHR K, 1989),
N EMAR & B (Laplaze et al., 2007). b4k, 2
1#i(He et al., 2005). 7F% % (Gao et al., 2010). 7K
% (Echevarria-Machado et al., 2007)f1£ JlZ(Wu et
al.,, 2012yt 54K R BAERH TR ARMAK

MRERIAEL 7~ (K 70 BR AN B R BEATER S5 ot
TG FR M A TR BRI A Y (R 245 A, 2016). B
JR TG E HIWR O AR R A R AT B M R R R IRk
B 15 S M AR A8 K (Linkohr et al., 2002); {40
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B HL A K (Armengaud et al., 2004). HRBriA:
PIOANEL B LT ARR R AR B i AR B 45 ) E 2L BA
N3 A R MR (1) SLMARE I R (K S A
P (2) AR R TR IR (3) SRk
A& R i (AR L%, 2016). Ko ba T
) AR J5 S 52 21 400 ) AT 2 A2 AR &R 44 AL (Deak and
Malamy, 2005), R #4848 fg X sod sk s ma /4
XK 43 IR Wz (Osmont et al., 2007). #E &M% Ay
IBPVEXHED A KR E RPUFE R EEE, K SR
FRERAL AR PE TR 2R 4 B AT B8 1 B e 2 AR TN B
AR R

AR AR 4B 1

E3 MRAMEEmE T LT R R

Figure 3 The factors influencing root structure and their
relationship

3.2 REUFEESWTRIBERNE
IR 5 R AT S a v, B2 T KIR
LA R A 2 AR 1, RARBRET FAME 5 IS
(o=} b bl e I e SN 20 3
KA @ AT J9 (B HE M 4E, 2011). RELEES
NHAEKIIME S, R RO T 5 = A (1 B AT
TS B LT SRR RN, AR E K
R TR, KA — P E SHEH ALIT S
MM REARK 3B, X RME SRRAKIME T . IR
PESRAERTKIES, et EEH iz,
Hor, MUEA G SRR BB K ha MRS
F 1 (#2) (Schachtman and Goodger, 2008).
WMIENFE T EEOTERER. MR RER
(CTK). EKE. AFEpHL RIS S 7(Ca”) . T

HIH R DN AR T R BRI 655

Bhia R, NIRRT EREG 5ABAJEZ 2
i, At ABAY B R E T, ABAE £ i AL
TFE ks 75 1E Y, 32w Kt ml B, AT
B A K i #4565 (Tardieu et al., 1992; Saradadevi
et al., 2015; %%, 2017). tbAk, SMEBEABA
A B T 52 Mol 28 0T /N 22 7 1 00 1) 5 o (O i 7 5
2018). SR, H #ixABAKIHE A — & 4 i,
Hartung%% (2002) W\ Jy 3£ )= T L R AR 41 2L h ABA
R IMZE S BRI E R RF, 1 Sara-
dadevi% (2015) 7% 5 i T JF AR A 23R )2+ %
TR ABAIREE R . HET, KEB A
NABAJE TP iE T B 2 B AR IR = E S .
TABAEH R ABAGIEM, M2 HEMENE
Wi . 40, IAASABARILH A HAEHT. IAAF EAEZE
DA AL R, T8I ) R A bR A RS B AR
(Ljung et al., 2001), LAfE AR 53 1 FE BAS 8 AR
(Quint et al., 2009), F- ATl & 5 F B A4 i 5
(PIpHAE, AT I 15 £ T4 fd 1) i < (Eckert and Kal-
denhoff, 2000). CTKFIIAAL [F] 5 0UAR 2 i LA 5
TEhia. T5EpHE T, CTKS & R (Dodd, 2003).
HAl ok TCTKIMHE A EE U F R EMERREZT N
XA, IR LW AR e o AR AR A Ry A Y
YA IR 2R, AR 2R T 3 R UK/ N RIAR K ke
FoRAEfEH, (EXF b AR K e 2 1E F (loio et al.,
2007; Kudoyarova et al., 2007). K45 61T,
IAAFTCTKIR 5 & H H B (IAAICTK) 3 8 2 B A%, &
KJG X3 hn(Han et al., 2015). #Rifi, Mahouachi%%
(2007)FFL KB, T R IH R EALR AL FHIAAKTF,
RS T S E ST N T AR MIAAIZ Hii(Xu et al.,
2013). Blith, AFEFEEET S MhE T, WA R AL
IAAFICTKIRFEA IR, EARMLHI MAE & T2 %0
AR HpHAE T, 5 ABAZL R 5 2 A AL % A
(Gollan et al., 1992). Ca* /& T i} FABAE T/
FLE I %5 1518 (Bothwell and Ng, 2005; Case et
al., 2007), HFE5E A2 OIEL G S 2.
B2 (CaM) L H /T 1 il 28 1 Ca” 324k, a5y
Ca® Ja s I 1 48 1 I T, AT 51 T
T — &5 4 # B (Parcy and Giraudat, 1997;
Snedden and Fromm, 2001). HRJE{L2E(E 52 HE
PL AR R 2 —, TREAR UG AL 2245 5 0 5 1/ 22 1
FoEA E A . B H AT Ik I S A R,
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F2 TR TR T R R
Table 2 Responses of root-source chemical signals to dr-
ought stress

WE A E S
JLVE R

5 A i 3 275 3Lk

TR &4 N, 1% Tardieu et al., 1992;

M Y = 2 0 4% 1) < 3, Saradadevi et al.,

S, wIgmsER 2015 D, 2017
R4S, 2018

KR F R4 K, IAA/ Eckert and Kaldenh-
CTKPMR, S5hivEms 2 off, 2000; Xu et al,
FEHUEH] 2013; Han et al., 2015
MpsrRE FREZM TR, 54 Dodd, 2003; Kudoya-
(EXZE, £ EX2HHEAH rova et al., 2007; Han
P a) etal., 2015
RBHpHE T R4 T8, S5 Gollan et al., 1992
HERILEAEH 5 RS
Lk
LTS F S E R YK 2 i Parcy and Giraudat,

55 7L 35 i F2 o g 1997, Snedden and

A Fromm, 2001; Both-
well and Ng, 2005;
Case et al., 2007

Heep 52 RV 5 AR S B 5T B T B D 2% 308
(REKE

3.3 IRARMMEEEENTEEERIEN S

TRMHE T, Y& R A L3 AR R S EO6RE
L, AR R R KRS A B S
(SOD). iTH ALY (POD). it % 4k S HF(CAT) A A
T (MDA) RIS RS Ve A B B2, B ok T A,
N 875 1 200 PR 52 38 1 2 P ()43 3, I LBl Bk ol
{347 % % (de Carvalho, 2008; Anjum et al., 2011).
T 5 3R R i 2R 08 I A U 1) ) A SR g T
S, R T R — AR E R R (2 A
HREF, 2002). BEAk, iR I8 3G 00 &P OR 4 B 1 A0
B ARG P 9 1 2 1 R N S T R B e SR I 5 35 (.
BNI%, 2002). HETFELCATHT NE, TET2
APOD# 4y &, HJE+ 50 3= 2 LSOD 7 8 £
KPR T Rk faH, HREETEmiET
SOD P £ il 2 -5 1938 B[] 14 42 K 328 7 B A1 (5K A
K&, 2016). SODXT 5P i 57 L PODFCAT
UK. SHURMETINE SR, PR MERR ) A
SODJE M8 AR 7y, HAET Fipia ™ HSODE T
P BEAIG (5K IE ik, 2003). MDA JiE fig it AL =4
2 —, SODFPODTW [£{EMDAIFL &, M Jk b+
S ae o A BRI A . DRSS /N 1

B 52 5% (Sharma and Dubey, 2005; Tirkan et
al., 2005), FIENVPAN N b Pl 2 M 0 A PR AR A

3.4 REMEBIERAT
BIE R TR SR SRR, SR A KA P
TR IE B AR BRI N 5 e i — A=
FRALHI . B2 B AT R R E TR R BBIE T RE )
Whag; T R E R R BVRIE P AR T FRAR (2
FHSE, 2001; % ES%, 2008). EE R A4
PR — g A SN GH B AL,
K*. Ca™. Mg™ FICI; 55— 40 i A & & A,
URT PR R R R SR

JEHLES -l i = SR N AR . Liu
25(2006) A Sy K" A2 AE 0 8 15 5 F 34 R 44 i A s T 4
Tl S 5%%5(1999) K B, HICa®* kB K FE(Oryza
sativa) fEFE R ED EIPT R PE . LSS T 3 B E il 3
AR (1) WA (2) B n (NS m>);
(3) BHinsi. R AN ICHLE T MR 5 4 F e
], ARARAEAE LB AN SZ 5, B AR
A7 251 ) b b3 1) a3k R ) n] 38 i /N 22 0 B s
BRI P (25 4245 1992). IR, /NI T R
P, 4 9 AT PR A 35 P 525 52 ma JE ML S 1 1 AR R
W, ToHLE 7 R AR R4S ) FiE g, K
o AR RO RIE BB IE YR
T2, PR NESH RIS TS
B, XEETAMUS5BEFTTIESHAEERED)
FHG

TR, /N AT R A (A,
2011), KEil AR E T = (B 1ia4E, 2007),
A R A A R A T R R A4 R VR FE 1) EE )
Ji, A B nRAE JE AR R A SR AR =, A&
FOK R EEFE L — AN FRE MRS, A R TR AR USORH 4
FFK o (K IEXK, 2003) . (HAE /N2 FFAEIHAEE R I, R
ROV PERE S BB, SRR T 2 bha AR A )
RPN IS B, vRAN T T RIE RIS
FERIAS 2 (Fr 314, 2010).

it 20 T AR SRR A 2 o 7 - 7 P e ) R AR
T 5 E R R & 0 o LA 2R B (Reddy
etal., 2004; ZEil#4%, 2008). i EU MR 7E W4 h & 4%
BNEBEAE: (1) 1B IE W T O R AR i 5 A 85
WBIE VA, (2) S H5EMIMEAKRMEEYIR, Y
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FE M 7K 53 BT (3) PR R 200 i 225 ) 1) 56 B 4
(Turner, 1986). &/NEALETTICIAM IR & & B 3& 5
TR KT, B G HE I R 22 R 1T e A AR B /N 2 T
e B ZE YR (M 124, 2007). & SEhm 247
FET VIR 4IM BT, B & NSRS R R
TR, 18T 5024 /N 5 5 3600 A4 2 25 18,
T Jif 2 B AE T 2 W18 1043 B 5 st A6 AR R, HLI
PR AR B BT RS o 5 Mo iR o3 5 T IR 1 o
i 3 Bt PR T S (Ludlow and Muchow, 1990).
EoK(Zea mays)H El B AN BE HE = Ak R ARl
YEEE B0 & B R BT E AL EGTE I, I TR
B, ARGRETRERE. MR, WM
MIECRIGEE, 1994; FKILFTAIZATE, 2005; B L
FH4, 2011).

4 NGHERE

/INZE R FN 5 R S AR A A A PR
RV R AR 2R AR R AR AL SR B . AR R Y PRE TN
WRARLE LI AP H LIRS, RARAE R A B E %
XoF 5 A A8 R, 3 T 3 5 S AR A TR R N X
T A AR FR AR SRR AR R R AR AR A A TE S
e, 0T 57 A g e 7 B 0,455 B = 440 A i 5 4144
SRR S5 A T S A P PR S, AR K I
el 772068 T S B I A N o R /N ZERR R T
P, RO /N 2R 5 BE YR OT AR AR kIR 8 A% 22 A R
FC, %ML S PURVE R VI SRR R RHE, ik
AR EDRE . H4h, IEFRELAR 377 I, 7
SANEIRFZR TR A& N (1) e R
REEMIK T3 73 AT K AR R AR (2) FRINAH R AN
PR A5 TR KRR P ZEMR A7 AR AL B R (3)
0 3o ST B R R /N ZE AR AR AR R RO
TRIBE

T /N ZERR 20 5 e i B () R Gt 7T, RHHR
SRR R EEE L, HE AT NER RN
BEFL A7 AE — L2l (1) KB AN AR R
WEFE 5. BT IRARKA AT AL, & 5132 - BUR Ty
KGR RFESRHAE, MKES HRLE KRR
AR R IEARE XA 2 57 o DR A AT A4
RIEE, MR ZR IR fz = AR Z A R A i ok
THEG. (2) MARBALRFIES, Mok Z X HRIEL 2

I R AN AR TR HE R 657

EEEN IR (P Y AU IPS i £/ ES
GURTTT, ARAR ORI 28 G0 25 Al i A AH T B R AR AR
ARERANRTT . BLAh, RAF LR /DR 2Rz
izzl), HRRPURE, (B I/ DKS TR AT H AT
b, FfsE B INeR. (3) RAMHI LM, WERRK
2 P A A EOHR 2 4 R RE e Ak B0 T T - 36 S i
BXEK. S EAENR K 18 BAT 5250,
e 2 ) A ELAR AL B G BT AE AR T ELAR
FiB T ZLRANIRIT; (4) NIRRT AR A5 AR
R 2 R X S A AR R AR R, SR TR
o6 RS E S AR AT R IR AN T, (B) MRAE
R EEY e A, e s L%
B IR R AR R EY, TR
MIPLRE, AT AR T

gr LR, B AR AR TR AN e, T
NZ AR FRFAE R JE AL R G0 E, SR BN AR
AL S IR R 0 2 LB B 5 e /N 22 il )
HAEERE FR, £ 78BS 2 MR R KL
PURIARL, RGBS AENLER AR 207 3K, A o/
ZRATUAO SRR T .

SE WK

HES4, R, BT (2008). AL E WK KA
FRAHEIE TR 2, AR 32, 491-500.

WRfBAL, 2R, RAE, BRAE, $kEF (2016). RERHAYIA
PR AR TR, £ 36, 5285-5297.

HE, ZER, BEE, AR (2011). SN K
PURMEMTE SN, EKREEE 19, 95-100.

L, FHE, RRK, BZR, XM (2008). PEGHNE T /K
WRAI Bz J2 B B AT M 1) g 1 9. BN R 2 2 (b 5 4R
ARl EhR) 29, 61-65.

ZHEF, TH, FHE4L (2001). KWK Priaxt M4 F
JEHIAR 2B RE ) BB BRI, FEACRE )
% 21, 924-930

A 4%, FRME (1992). LTS T ARRBUEE/NE
FRESIE RN IE WY . YR 2R 18, 37-44.
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TRl PRI G S R R, EEEWR 3L,
2610-2620
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Studies in the Responses of Wheat Root Traits to Drought Stress
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Abstract Drought stress induces the response of wheat roots, which simultaneously send signals to the aboveground
parts stimulating physiological reactions in the aboveground parts, and thus improving drought tolerance of plants. Root
architecture traits include morphological traits and three-dimensional geometric structures (i.e, topological structures). The
root system architecture not only has genetic stability, but also shows plasticity. The root physiological and biochemical
responses to drought stress primarily involve in induced production and changes of root-sourced chemical signals, root
cell enzymes, and root osmosis. Under drought stress, plants also alter root anatomical traits and water-uptake kinetics. In
this paper, current advances in the studies on root responses to drought stress of wheat (Triticum aestivum) were re-
viewed with a focus on root system architecture traits, root physiological properties and root anatomical characteristics.
The relationship between wheat root properties and drought stress, and the current research constrains were discussed.
This review would provide a guidance for future studies on wheat root traits in response to drought stress.
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