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Dynamics of moisture diffusion and adsorption in
plant cuticles including the role of cellulose
E. C. Tredenick 1✉ & G. D. Farquhar 1

Food production must increase significantly to sustain a growing global population. Reducing

plant water loss may help achieve this goal and is especially relevant in a time of climate

change. The plant cuticle defends leaves against drought, and so understanding water

movement through the cuticle could help future proof our crops and better understand native

ecology. Here, via mathematical modelling, we identify mechanistic properties of water

movement in cuticles. We model water sorption in astomatous isolated cuticles, utilising

three separate pathways of cellulose, aqueous pores and lipophilic. The model compares well

to data both over time and humidity gradients. Sensitivity analysis shows that the grouping of

parameters influencing plant species variations has the largest effect on sorption, those

influencing cellulose are very influential, and aqueous pores less so but still relevant. Cellu-

lose plays a significant role in diffusion and adsorption in the cuticle and the cuticle surfaces.

https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-021-25225-y OPEN

1 ARC Centre of Excellence in Translational Photosynthesis, Division of Plant Science, Research School of Biology, The Australian National University,
Canberra, ACT, Australia. ✉email: eloise.tredenick@anu.edu.au

NATURE COMMUNICATIONS | (2021)12:5042 | https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-021-25225-y | www.nature.com/naturecommunications 1

12
34

56
78

9
0
()
:,;

http://crossmark.crossref.org/dialog/?doi=10.1038/s41467-021-25225-y&domain=pdf
http://crossmark.crossref.org/dialog/?doi=10.1038/s41467-021-25225-y&domain=pdf
http://crossmark.crossref.org/dialog/?doi=10.1038/s41467-021-25225-y&domain=pdf
http://crossmark.crossref.org/dialog/?doi=10.1038/s41467-021-25225-y&domain=pdf
http://orcid.org/0000-0001-9105-2858
http://orcid.org/0000-0001-9105-2858
http://orcid.org/0000-0001-9105-2858
http://orcid.org/0000-0001-9105-2858
http://orcid.org/0000-0001-9105-2858
http://orcid.org/0000-0002-7065-1971
http://orcid.org/0000-0002-7065-1971
http://orcid.org/0000-0002-7065-1971
http://orcid.org/0000-0002-7065-1971
http://orcid.org/0000-0002-7065-1971
mailto:eloise.tredenick@anu.edu.au
www.nature.com/naturecommunications
www.nature.com/naturecommunications


Food production may need to increase by 70% in the next 30
years, in order to feed the world’s estimated 9.7 billion
people1, and water loss from plants may hold one key,

particularly in a time of changing climate. The plant cuticle is an
important layer that covers much of the aerial parts of the plant,
including the leaves, fruits and non-woody stems. The cuticle is a
largely water-proof outer layer that forms the final defence of
leaves in drought and at night, where stomata are closed and
water loss needs to be kept to a minimum. In the plant cuticle, the
mechanisms of transport including adsorption and diffusion of
water are, to date, poorly understood. Understanding the trans-
port mechanisms of water can inform a wide range of scenarios
from foliar agrochemical application, plant biology and
horticulture.

Several aspects of moisture transport in cuticles have been
discovered over the past three decades, including salts on the
cuticle surface that may lead to microscopic leaf wetness2,3

(Tredenick, E. C., Stuart-Williams, H. & Enge, G., 2021, Materials
on plant leaf surfaces are deliquescent in a variety of environ-
ments, unpublished), the water sorption capacity of cellulose4 and
aqueous pores5,6. Moisture sorption in plant cuticles is important
to consider and can influence the formation of cracks, leading to
issues with food production of fruits and mechanical properties of
the plant cuticle7,8. An experimental and theoretical approach has
shown that the small fluxes associated with the cuticle are
important to include in leaf gas exchange experiments. The work
studied several plant species and a drought condition and found
that, under certain conditions, cuticular transpiration was an
important parameter to include in the calculations9.

Relative humidity (RH) has a large influence over the weight
gain due to water sorption, and penetration of hydrophilic ionic
agrochemicals, such as calcium chloride (CaCl2), across the
cuticle3,6,10, and so the degree of cuticle hydration is important.
Humectants and non-ionic surfactants have been shown to
influence the hydration of the cuticle10,11. Increasing RH can
significantly increase penetration of ionic agrochemicals through
plant cuticles, and the mechanisms causing this increase are
hydration of the cuticle, water adsorption to the aqueous pore
walls6,12 and water adsorption due to hygroscopic salts that may
exist both in situ on the leaf surface (Tredenick, E. C., Stuart-
Williams, H. & Enge, G., 2021, Materials on plant leaf surfaces are
deliquescent in a variety of environments, unpublished) and
included in the spray formulation3. Many mechanisms play an
important role in water transport, though RH and the mechan-
isms involved in plant species variations are among the most
influential3. Within the cuticle, both bound and free water are
present13 and we refer to the general process of water travelling
into the cuticle as penetration or transport and the general process
where water changes the weight of the cuticle as sorption, as there
are several specific processes involved in these general processes,
such as diffusion (passive Fickian), adsorption (binding) and
desorption (unbinding).

Foliar water uptake may play an important ecophysiological
role for the plant during drought conditions, though the
mechanisms of penetration are not yet fully defined. Foliar water
uptake for the plant may be both a cost and a benefit, and a
balance is required over the plant’s lifetime. To date, across the
phylogeny, the majority of plant species have been found to have
the capacity for foliar water uptake14. Water may be present on
the leaf surface due to rain, dew, high humidity or hygroscopic
salts3. Foliar water use of a coastal redwood has been char-
acterised and fog suppresses water loss from leaves, ameliorating
daily water stress15. Leaf wetting may not only play an important
role for plants now, but may be increasingly important in the
future due to our changing climate, challenging the plant in novel
ways14.

The importance of a mechanistic mathematical model has been
noted previously in the literature3,16, and creating models to
describe moisture transport processes will improve our under-
standing of the governing mechanisms. Three mechanistic plant
cuticle models have been previously developed3,17,18, focusing on
an aqueous solution of hydrophilic ionic (CaCl2) agrochemical
and lipophilic surfactant penetration into the isolated astomatous
plant cuticle, applied as a droplet. The models include mechan-
isms of ion binding and evaporation with hygroscopic water
absorption, along with the ability to vary the active ingredient
concentration and type, surfactant formulation, RH and plant
species. Water penetration was included in the model but vali-
dation for water diffusion was not conducted, choosing to vali-
date the CaCl2 penetration data as this was the focus. These
models form the basis of the current work. We aim to char-
acterise the surface properties and transport pathways of water in
isolated astomatous cuticles using mechanistic mathematical
modelling techniques and to validate the model with well-known
experimental data. The model will account for RH, temperature,
sorption of water by cellulose and the ability to model a variety of
plant species. The model will be more predictive and less reliant
on the need to perform experiments a priori.

The plant cuticle is a structure that is considered the rate-
limiting barrier to agrochemical diffusion through plant leaves. It
forms a protective layer that is modified by the environment and
regulates water loss19,20. The plant cuticle is a porous, highly
heterogeneous structure that varies between species and indivi-
duals in thickness, chemical composition, adaxial and abaxial
cuticles, outside and inside surfaces and abundance and
arrangement of structures, such as aqueous pores, trichomes,
stomata and waxes21.

Aqueous pores are dynamic structures within the cuticle that
form only in the presence of water6 and have been visualised
across the cuticle surface but are more concentrated in and
around the bases of trichomes and stomata5,22. The maximum
pore radius varies significantly between plant species, with esti-
mates of 0.3–2.12 nm17,23. Aqueous pores must not be confused
with cracks or permanent and macroscopic pores6,24. Hydrophilic
ionic agrochemicals penetrate the plant cuticle exclusively
through aqueous pores via diffusion25. Water sorption to polar
domains leads to swelling of the cutin polymer. The chemical
nature of polar pathways can be reasonably speculated on: non-
esterified carboxyl and/or hydroxyl groups of cutin monomers or
wax molecules could contribute. Alternatively, if polar carbohy-
drates extended from epidermal cell wall through the cuticle to
the exterior, they could form the polar pathway4,26. Lipophilic
compounds travel through the cuticle in the lipophilic pathway
exclusively, by jumping into voids or defects that arise due to
molecular motion by the polymer segments or chains, char-
acterised as a three-step process of entering the cuticle via the
cuticular lipids, diffusion across the cuticular membrane. The
lipophilic pathway is more dependent on temperature and the
presence of waxes, when compared to penetration in aqueous
pores6,27,28.

Water can utilise both the aqueous and lipophilic pathways
within the cuticle, as it is a small, uncharged, but polar molecule5.
Water molecules within aqueous pores can either diffuse as free
molecules6 or attach to pore walls by adsorption12. The share of
the aqueous pathway or lipophilic pathway to water penetration in
the plant cuticle is currently unknown. However, we can reason-
ably speculate that this contribution will vary depending on the
plant species, environmental conditions and growth conditions.
The contribution of each pathway may also be governed by the
method of cuticle isolation and chemical treatments, and in the
context of agrochemical penetration, pre-treatments and applied
droplet chemical composition, including surfactants4,11,18,29. One
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study5 found that water transport was 2.8 times higher in the
aqueous pathway than the lipophilic pathway of astomatous iso-
lated cuticles, with significant variation between species.

The plant cuticle contains polar polysaccharides, such as
crystalline cellulose, hemicellulose and lignins. Polysaccharides
contribute 14–28% of the dry weight of isolated cuticles4,8. For
example, Chamel et al.4 found that the contribution to the total
water sorption in a cuticle is attributed 67% to polysaccharides,
32% to cutin and 1% to waxes. Although the weight of poly-
saccharides in the cuticle is relatively small, they contribute to the
majority of water sorption and hydrogen bonds4,13. Plant cuticle
sorption curves have been found to be strongly influenced by the
removal of polysaccharides, especially at high RH. The compo-
nents of polar polysaccharides in tomato fruit cuticles are 25–33%
cellulose, 26–30% pectin and 20–24% hemicellulose8. Poly-
saccharides are an important constituent of all cuticles studied to
date and cellulose is present not only in leaf and fruit cuticles,
especially on the inside surface, but also throughout the
cuticle8,21,30. Cellulose has been visualised with gold labelling of
poplar and pear cuticles and was observed throughout the whole
cuticle.

The water sorption of isolated cuticles increases with RH4, with
additional sorption at high humidity, as shown in Fig. 1 and
Supplementary Fig. 1. When the isolated cuticle is treated to
create a hydrolysed/cutin sample, which is free of polar poly-
saccharides, including crystalline cellulose, the increase at high
humidities is much less pronounced and has a linear trend. The
polar polysaccharides (cellulose) in the cuticle cause the large
increase in sorption at high humidities. As there is more research
around cellulose than hemicellulose and pectin in the cuticle, and
it has been found to be the major polysaccharide31, we will
henceforth refer to polar polysaccharides simply as cellulose.

Adsorption or binding of ionic compounds to the surfaces of
isolated cuticles is possible, and the capacity of binding is more on
the inside and less on the outside cuticle surface32. In some cases,
the difference is 12–68 times, being higher on the inside surface.
The timescale and amount of ions that penetrated varied
depending on the application cuticle side for several plant species
and compounds. Extending this mechanism to an intact leaf, the
cuticle is more likely to gain ionic compounds from applied
agrochemicals and aerosols deposited from the atmosphere and is
less likely to lose ions from inside the plant leaf interior. Per-
meability to water has the same directional dependence as ionic
compounds33. Cellulose was found in surfaces of cuticles in two
independent works33,34, generally having a larger proportion on
the inner surface. The presence of cellulose and directional
dependence implies that water can bind to cellulose on the cuticle
surface. When applying this to the whole leaf, water penetration
entering from outside is more likely and the cuticle is less likely to
lose water from the inside of the leaf. It is important to include a
mechanism in a water sorption or penetration model where water
is trapped or bound to the cuticle surface with some degree of
asymmetry.

There is still the question of how and why this high sorption
takes place at high humidity, as shown in Supplementary Fig. 1.
Cellulose is highly hygroscopic and can sorb 30% of water per dry
weight35, and polar polysaccharides, isolated from cuticles, can
sorb even more at 49%31. Regarding polysaccharides in cuticles,
very little work has been done on composition, molecular char-
acteristics, physical or chemical behaviour8. Water molecules can
adopt many interaction configurations of surrounding molecules
due to the two hydrogen bond acceptor and donor sites. Water
also provides many opportunities to be inserted into a polymer
with the ability to play a multitude of roles13. Many studies using
different experimental techniques13,36–40 have found three types
of hydrogen bonds: cellulose to other cellulose groups, water to

cellulose groups, and water to other water molecules40 (where
water is attached to cellulose, noted to be tetrahedral in shape36).
Above 80%RH, the share of bonds of water to other waters is the
most abundant36,40. We surmise that at high humidity, above
around 55%RH31, the cellulose to hydrogen bonds are mostly full,
so water to water bonds form, and water sorption increases sig-
nificantly at high humidity. We note that more research needs to
be done, with particular focus on cellulose at high humidity and
why water to water bonds form more frequently at high
humidities than other kinds of bonds.

Results
Model framework. We describe a comprehensive mechanistic
model for isolated cuticle water transport. The model takes the
form of a nonlinear, one-dimensional diffusion model, including
partial differential equations. We will briefly describe the mod-
elling formulation that is based on the authors’ previous
works3,17,18 and we refer the reader to these works for a full
description of auxiliary Eqs. (5), (8) and (9) and Supplementary
Eqs. (2) and (3).

Aqueous pores transport water and their properties vary
between plant species, with RH, and are less influenced by
temperature and the presence of waxes than the lipophilic
pathway6,27. The sorption ability of cellulose is higher than other
cuticle materials and it is not homogeneously distributed30,33,34.
We model cellulose as a separate pathway from the aqueous
pores, which is reasonable due to the results shown in
Supplementary Fig. 1. We account for water that can travel in
three pathways: aqueous pores (A), the lipophilic pathway (L),
and cellulose (C). These three pathways are governed by different
mechanisms, so must be modelled separately. Moisture concen-
tration changes primarily along the cuticle membrane depth, z
(0 ≤ z ≤ b). Moisture inside the cuticle is considered liquid water,
which is a reasonable assumption based on experimental
data13,28. This model will make additions to a simple diffusion
model by accommodating the unique pathways of the cuticle. We
incorporate the important governing mechanisms of swelling of
the aqueous pores, climatic conditions such as temperature and
RH that affect the pore swelling and adsorption, parameters that
account for differences in plant species, including porosity and
tortuosity, pore density and radius, cuticle thickness and binding
to the cuticle surface due to cellulose. The model, as described in
Eqs. (1)–(13), Supplementary Eqs. (2)–(8), parameters in Table 1
and constants in Supplementary Table 3, for the diffusion and
adsorption of water into the three pathways of the cuticle, is as
follows:

εC þ εL
� � ∂c

∂t
þ ∂ εDc
� �
∂t

¼ εC DC þ εL DL

� � ∂2c
∂z2

þ ∂

∂z
DA

∂ðεDcÞ
∂z

� �
þ S; 0< z < b; t > 0;

ð1Þ

S ¼ � 2
rA

1� εD
� � ∂ΓA

∂t
� ρC 1� εC

� � ∂ΓC
∂t

; ð2Þ

where c is the concentration of liquid water in the cuticle, εD, εC
and εL are the porosities, t is time, DA, DC and DL are the
diffusivities, z is the depth of the cuticle, rA is the aqueous pore
radius, ΓA,C is the concentration of adsorbed water in the aqueous
pores and cellulose, S is the adsorption term and ρC is the density
of cellulose fibres. The subscripts A, D, C and L are aqueous pores
(A is the entire aqueous pore and D is the aqueous pore available
for diffusion), cellulose and lipophilic pathway. The parameters
that change in space and time include c(z, t),DA(z, t), rA(z, t),
εD(z, t), ΓA,C(z, t), as described in Eqs. (5), (8), (9), (10), and (11).
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The experimental set-up4, which is utilised to design the model
including the domain (the cuticle) and initial conditions, consists
of astomatous isolated tomato fruit cuticles, placed in a range of
RHs. The cuticles are initially dry and the RH is increased in
steps. The cuticles are weighed and the increase in weight, above
the dry weight, is recorded in two different experiments, one at a
near steady state at 6 h over a large range of humidities, and the
other over 10 min and a small selection of humidities. Both
experiments are at a constant temperature of 20 °C. Moisture
enters the cuticle at both the outside and inside cuticle surfaces.
At the boundaries (cuticle surfaces), water travels into the cuticle
and adsorbs to the cuticle surfaces due to the presence of
cellulose, where water is trapped and no longer available for
diffusion, but can increase the cuticle weight. Water then enters
the cuticle and can travel down the three pathways. In the
aqueous pores, the free water molecules may travel through the
cuticle via passive Fickian diffusion or be adsorbed in a
monolayer to the aqueous pore walls, causing them to swell. In
cellulose, free water travels through the cuticle via passive Fickian
diffusion or adsorbs within the cuticle to cellulose fibres and on
the cuticle surface. In the lipophilic pathway, water can diffuse
through the cuticle and is influenced by temperature change. In
Eq. (1), the last term is described in Eq. (2) of adsorption in the
cuticle aqueous pores and cellulose. The term governing
adsorption to aqueous pores in a monolayer is formulated by
including the surface area of a pore over the pore volume
including porosity, and the cellulose formulation instead utilises
the density of cellulose with multilayer adsorption. Both free and
adsorbed water increases the weight of the cuticle and are
required to calculate Δw, the weight increase of cuticle above dry
weight, in Supplementary Eq. (7). The adsorption isotherms for
ΓA and ΓC are described in more detail around Eqs. (9) and (10).

The boundary conditions for the cuticle surface mechanisms
involved in sorption are significant. The cuticle experimental set-
up is such that the RH is applied at both the outside and inside
boundary conditions. The outside and inside cuticle surfaces, at z
= 0 and z= b, are governed by the following boundary
conditions:

� εCDC þ εLDL

� � ∂c
∂z

þ DA
∂ðεDcÞ
∂z

� �����
z¼0

¼� h c1 � cð0; tÞ 1� cð0; tÞ
cpureH2O

 ! !
� k1 cð0; tÞ; t > 0;

ð3Þ

� εCDC þ εLDL

� � ∂c
∂z

þ DA
∂ðεDcÞ
∂z

� �����
z¼b

¼h c1 � cðb; tÞ 1� cðb; tÞ
cpureH2O

 ! !
� k2 cðb; tÞ; t > 0;

ð4Þ

where h is the moisture transfer coefficient for moisture going
into the cuticle, c∞ is the atmospheric vapour concentration of air

far from cuticle as a function of temperature, cpureH2O
is the

concentration of water as a function of temperature and k1 and k2
are the rate constants for water binding to cellulose on the outside
and inside cuticle surfaces. Equations (3) and (4) are Robin-type
boundary conditions. Equations (3) and (4) are analogous to
Newton’s law of heating and show that the flux of moisture across
the boundary is proportional to the difference between the
atmospheric vapour concentration and moisture levels on the
surface of the cuticle. We have included a logistic growth
formulation that prevents the concentration of water exceeding
that of pure water, necessary due to the values of the constants in
the equations. Water can adsorb to the cellulose in the
cuticle32–34 and the final term of Eqs. (3) and (4) describes the
adsorption to cellulose on the cuticle surface. These terms show
that adsorption to the surface increases proportional to the
surface moisture concentration. The parameters k1 and k2, the
rate constants for water adsorbing to cellulose on the cuticle
surfaces, are functions of RH and the amount of cellulose present,
as described in Supplementary Eq. (5) and Supplementary
Table 3. The outer and inner surfaces are similar, except that
they contain different amounts of cellulose, so different amounts
of water can bind, as described in Supplementary Eq. (5) and
Supplementary Table 3.

Model validation. The model, as described in Eqs. (1)–(13) and
Supplementary Eqs. (2)–(8), is solved numerically. We then
validate the model solution against experimental data4. We vali-
date the model over two sets of results, one with a range of RHs,
and the second with a selection of humidities and time. Figure 1

Table 1 Model parameters.

Parameter Definition Value and units

c(z, t) Concentration of water mol/m3

DA(z, t), DL, DC Diffusivity of water in the aqueous pores, lipophilic pathway and cellulose pathway m2/s
rA(z, t) Radius of aqueous pores m
t Time s
z Cuticle depth m
εD(z, t) Aqueous pathway porosity for diffusion
ΓA(z, t) Concentration of water adsorbed per unit area in the aqueous pathway mol/m2

ΓC(z, t) Concentration of water adsorbed in cellulose mol/kg
Δw(t) Weight increase of cuticle above dry weight mg
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Fig. 1 Validation plot compared to experimental data4,10,12 on isolated
astomatous tomato fruit cuticles. The total experimental time in the data4

and model is 6 h for each point, and experimental data are shown as open
circles. Relative humidity, H, is shown as a fraction on the x-axis and the
percentage moisture content on the y-axis is calculated with
Supplementary Eq. (8). The green dots are the numerical solution results of
the cuticle model, and the solid curves are simple fits described around
Supplementary Table 2.
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shows the results of the model (green dots), compared to the
experimental data, over a range of RHs. Due to the variable
nature of cuticles, we have compared the model results to three
experiments on isolated tomato fruit cuticles with a similar
experimental set-up (open circles)4,10,12 and fitted (continuous
curves) their data with a simple equation, as described in Sup-
plementary Table 2. In Fig. 1, we can see the model compares well
to all three experiments over the range of humidities. The Luque
et al.12 data set is included as it includes high humidities, but the
model is based on the Chamel et al.4 experimental set-up, so over
all humidities the model compares well to Chamel et al. The
model increases to a large degree (above a linear trend), at very
high humidities, at 90%RH and 99%RH, which is the desired
result. This trend at high humidities is largely the result of water
attaching to the cellulose on the outside and inside cuticle sur-
faces, discussed later (see below).

In Fig. 2, we see the model compares well to the experimental
data, at 60%RH over time, and the change in dry weight increases
proportional to RH. The initial rapid increase is largely produced
by cellulose and aqueous pores, with less influence from the
lipophilic pathway, discussed later. In Fig. 3, we see the
concentration plot of water molecules at a selection of times
with the depth within the cuticle. Initially, (orange) the water
concentration is low and constant through the cuticle. Then, as
time increases, the concentration at the boundaries increases and
then gradually diffuses into the cuticle. At late times, the cuticle is

close to the concentration of pure water. We note Fig. 3 alone
shows diffusing water molecules and not adsorbing molecules.
Due to the asymmetric boundary conditions, the concentration of
water at the two boundaries is similar but not identical.

We conduct a sensitivity analysis of the model, based on the
validation result (v) in Fig. 2 at 60%RH, keeping all the
parameters the same, then utilising the one-factor-at-a-time
method to determine the model parameter sensitivities, as shown
in Fig. 4. A selection of sensitivities is discussed below. Figures 1
and 2 have already displayed the sensitivity of RH and been
validated with the experimental data. In Fig. 4a, we see the results
of changing Fs, the fractal scaling dimension, analogous to the
tortuosity, of the three pathways. The increase in weight of the
cuticle is very sensitive to the tortuosity of the pathways, as this
modifies the diffusivities. This is the only inverse relationship
produced, with increasing Fs meaning a more tortuous and longer
pathway that is more difficult to cross, slowing, and limiting the
diffusivity and diffusion of the three pathways. When applying
this result to isolated cuticle experiments, the tortuosity of
aqueous pores will differ significantly between plant species
cuticles, due to plant anatomy such as lamellate structures,
thickness, orientation of pores and plant age5,21,41. Therefore, the
significant effect of Fs indicates that the variation of plant species
itself has a significant effect on water transport, and this is seen
experimentally5.

In Fig. 4b, the sensitivity of εC is shown, the porosity of cellulose.
This parameter has a strong direct relationship to mass increase and
shows similar (but direct not inverse) trends to Fs, as these
parameters modify the effective diffusivity of cellulose (Eq. (6)). A
larger porosity value implies more pores for diffusion, so this trend
is as expected. The strong effect of modifying a parameter that only
applies to this one pathway implies cellulose contributes signifi-
cantly to mass increase of the cuticle. In Fig. 4c, we see the
sensitivity to h, the moisture transfer coefficient at the boundaries.
The parameter h has a large effect as it modifies the three pathways
and changes the time when the water enters the cuticle but not the
maximum value at late times. Figure 4d shows rmax

A , the maximum
radius of the aqueous pores. A direct relationship exists, and
increasing the maximum pore size promotes faster diffusion and
adsorption into the pores. The maximum aqueous pore radius has a
somewhat significant effect over the change in mass increase of the
cuticle. The implication for this effect of changing this parameter
for aqueous pores is that aqueous pores do contribute somewhat to
the overall mass increase, but significant contributions also are
produced by cellulose porosity, observed by comparing the change
in mass between the maximum and minimum values in Fig. 4b, d.

Additional parameters studied include the rate coefficient for
cellulose binding on the boundaries, k, the porosity of the lipophilic
pathway, εL, and temperature, T. In Supplementary Figs. 2 and 3,
the rate constant for binding at the boundary conditions due to
cellulose, k, has very little effect on mass increase in the short term
but a large effect over longer times. This indicates that binding is
over a long timescale and too slow compared to the diffusion
timescale, and that cellulose binding contributes significantly over
long periods to the results shown in Fig. 1. Two timescales are
evident here, a short diffusion and adsorption timescale governed
largely by cellulose and aqueous pores diffusion and adsorption
inside the cuticle, and a longer timescale governed by adsorption
onto the cellulose at the boundaries, and these two timescales are
reflected by both experiments and mathematical models3,4,18. The
mechanism of binding on the cuticle surface by cellulose is crucial
to include in a water sorption model so we can validate the results
in Fig. 1, and must be included, as it was in previous cuticle
models3,17,18. The importance of surface binding of water by
cellulose has also been found in the well-established literature35. In
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condition is shown in orange and the boundary conditions for the outside
and inside cuticle surfaces are located at cuticle depth 0 and 1.87 × 10−5 m,
respectively.
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Supplementary Fig. 4, the porosity of the lipophilic pathway, εL, has
a weak effect on mass increase, which implies the lipophilic pathway
does contribute to mass increase somewhat, but not to a significant
degree in this study. In Supplementary Fig. 1, wax extraction only
had a small effect4 and results found elsewhere5 agree where water
travels mostly down the aqueous pathway and less down the
lipophilic pathway. We note that some studies10,11 have used other
techniques, chemicals, pre-treatments and adjuvants, which may
increase the role of the lipophilic pathway for water penetration. In
Supplementary Fig. 5, there is a small effect of changing
temperature, T, in the model, where the lipophilic pathway is
influenced by T, as shown in Supplementary Table 3. The lipophilic
pathway is influenced by temperature and aqueous pores less so6,27

and Chamel et al.4 find only a weak relationship between
temperature and mass increase of the cuticles studied. Therefore,
these results are in keeping with the literature4,6,27. If the lipophilic
pathway role was increased, the lipophilic model constants could be
altered and small modifications can be made to the model, as
outlined elsewhere18.

The parameters that are highly influential over sorption of the
cuticle are related to variations in plant species, including Fs; b; r

max
A

and ηA. The parameters related to cellulose, including εC, k, and the
parameters related to k and ΓC, are also highly influential over
sorption in the model, and this aligns with experimental data, as
cellulose sorbs significant amounts of water in cuticles4,31. RH also
has a large effect on mass increase. Our results from the sensitivity
analysis are feasible. Considering all the results from the sensitivity

analysis, we find that cellulose and the aqueous pores contribute to
mass increase of the cuticle in the shorter timescale (10min), while
the lipophilic pathway contributes to a small degree. In the longer
timescale (6 h), diffusion in cellulose and binding to the cellulose at
the boundaries drives the mass increase.

Discussion
The model can simulate water sorption in the cuticle with any
RH, temperature, content of cellulose on the surface, cuticle
thickness, aqueous pore radius and pore density. The model can
be theoretically applied to any plant species by modifying the
constants b; DW; cmin; Fs; n; r

max
A ; ρC; and ηA. The model

does not include any mechanisms that are specific to any one
plant species, and future work could include validating the results
for other plant species, noting that the trends for other plant
species are very similar in Chamel et al.4. The model only requires
one set of data to be trained on, and many parameters are
available in the literature, as described in Supplementary Table 3.

When extending this model to an attached plant leaf (though
not considering stomatal interactions), the previously held
assumption was that the interior was 100% humidity or equiva-
lent to liquid water. With these conditions, water loss to the
environment may occur through the cuticle from the interior of
the plant, when the environment is at low RHs. For transport in
the other direction (inwards), new data (S. C. Wong and G. D.
Farquhar, unpublished data) suggests that the humidity at the
cuticle interior is <100%RH in some conditions, and this could

Fig. 4 Sensitivity analysis of the model, compared to the results for validation (v) and the experimental data (Exp data in black) as a reference point,
all performed at 60%RH. All model parameters are kept constant except the sensitivity parameter. a shows the sensitivity of Fs, the fractal scaling
dimension, analogous to the tortuosity, b shows εC, which is the porosity of cellulose, c shows h, the moisture transfer coefficient at the boundaries, and
d shows rmax

A , the maximum radius of aqueous pores. Note for all the subfigures, the relationship is directly proportional, except for Fs, which has an inverse
relationship.
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assist with the modelling, when this work is expanded to the
attached plant leaf. Considering transport in astomatous cuticles
attached to leaves, at isothermal conditions, if the interior
boundary condition or initial condition of the cuticle is <100%
RH, water will enter the cuticle and subsequently the plant from
the exterior, as water goes down the concentration gradient based
on passive diffusion.

When extending this model to consider cuticle transpiration, it
is difficult to extrapolate the results, especially when stomata are
involved9 and high temperatures42. Transpiration is beyond the
scope of this work as additional experimentation is required. The
mechanisms may be much more complicated than isolated
astomatous cuticle water sorption as the cuticle is attached to the
leaf, which may also be attached to the plant.

With further experimental research, the following could be
investigated and potentially incorporated into a model, including
how pectin, hemicellulose8 and xylan adsorption and diffusion
differs from cellulose, how the structure of cellulose within the
cuticle influences adsorption and diffusion and the influence of
phenolics including flavonoids on water sorption, which may
relate to their influence on plant cuticle biomechanics43 and be
especially relevant at different growth stages.

The mechanism of water adsorption and transport in cellulose
could lead to a further understanding of the transport of
hydrophilic uncharged agrochemicals though cuticle. Uncharged
methyl glucose has been found to have influencing mechanisms
that differed from hydrophilic ionic or lipophilic compounds,
indicating an alternative hydrophilic pathway within the cuticle.
In all, 60% of methyl glucose diffused across the aqueous path-
way, while 40% used an alternative pathway6,44. Perhaps this
other pathway could involve cellulose. We note that if the isolated
cuticle was being heated and subsequently drying out, there will
be vapour present inside the cuticle, as was found
experimentally13. To model the transport of vapour and liquid in
a heated cuticle, the model could be adapted, as shown elsewhere
for other plant materials45.

Describing the aqueous pathway as a pore is one way to
represent this pathway6,46. This is a suitable way to include these
pathways in a mathematical model with a continuous modelling
approach, where these pores or voids may be very small or grow
larger and fill with water and change size in space and time with
water content. We note that this pathway has also been described
as a dynamic aqueous continuum47,48, that is, only continuous
through the cuticle when polar functional groups are clustered6.
Here we develop this further by separately modelling aqueous
pores and cellulose, along with the lipophilic pathway, totalling
three pathways, which is a more comprehensive approach.
Modelling three separate pathways is important as their govern-
ing mechanisms are different. With further mechanistic research,
a more defined view of the aqueous continuum can develop to
further understand water transport in the cuticle and leaf. We
note some research has been carried out on the cuticle and cel-
lulose, but more research is needed for comprehensive insights
into water transport in the cuticle, and this is a key reason for
employing mathematical modelling here.

To conclude, we describe a comprehensive model for isolated
cuticle water transport to move towards a better understanding of
the transport of water within an attached intact leaf. This is the
first comprehensive mechanistic model to simulate and validate
moisture transport in cuticles. We bring together both new and
old knowledge and create a more mechanistic perspective of
water transport in the plant cuticle. This paper has highlighted
the importance of including mechanisms influencing water
transport in cellulose in a cuticle model. The model validates well
and the sensitivities align with the well-established literature. By
understanding the governing mechanisms, we can move towards

improved modelling of whole attached plant leaves, agrochemical
formulation development and application, understanding water
loss from plants in a time of changing climate conditions and
transport of liquid and gaseous water applied to the cuticle.

Methods
Model description. The diffusivities for water travelling in the three pathways are
as follows, where the formulations are similar and the lipophilic pathway is gov-
erned by temperature:

DAðz; tÞ ¼ Dbulk
H2O

εD
Fs

2�Fs

� �
; 0 < z < b; t > 0; ð5Þ

DC ¼ Dbulk
H2O

εC
Fs

2�Fs

� �
; ð6Þ

DL ¼ Dbulk
H2O

e
�E
RTð Þ εL

Fs
2�Fs

� �
; ð7Þ

where Dbulk
H2O

is the self/bulk diffusion coefficient of water as a function of tem-
perature, Fs is the fractal scaling dimension, analogous to tortuosity, and E, R and T
are constants described in Supplementary Table 3. The formulation for the
changing aqueous pore radius is as follows, with more details provided elsewhere17:

rAðz; tÞ ¼ rH2O
1þ sin ΓAr

2
H2O

N
	 
�1
� �� ��1

 !
; 0 < z < b; t > 0: ð8Þ

The following equations are utilised to model adsorption:

ΓAðz; tÞ ¼
ΓS β c
1þ β c

; 0 < z < b; t > 0; ð9Þ

ΓCðz; tÞ ¼
ΓSC βC K c

cpureH2O
� K c

	 

1þ K βC � 1

� �
c

cpureH2O

� � ; 0 < z < b; t > 0; ð10Þ

where ΓA is the concentration of water adsorbed per unit area in aqueous pores, ΓC
is the concentration of water adsorbed in cellulose and the constants ΓS, β, ΓSC, βC,
K and cpureH2O

are described in Supplementary Table 3. Cellulose adsorption is
modelled with a water adsorption isotherm model, which will contribute sig-
nificantly at high humidity, due to the formation of multilayers of water. The
adsorption for cellulose is modelled with the Guggenheim, Anderson, and De Böer
(GAB) isotherm (based on the Brunauer–Emmett–Teller isotherm), ΓC, as shown
in Eq. (10)49–52. The GAB isotherm describes water adsorption as a monolayer,
which can then form multilayer at high humidities. Water adsorption to the
aqueous pores is modelled with a Langmuir isotherm, as shown in Eq. (9), which
describes adsorption as a monolayer and further details are discussed in previous
works17. The radius for the aqueous pore for diffusion of water molecules is slightly
smaller than the entire pore (rA), and water molecules are arranged in a monolayer
or closed Steiner chain on the pore surface. We account for this by formulating
porosity as follows:

εDðz; tÞ ¼ π rA � 2rH2O

	 
 ffiffiffiffiffiffi
ηA

p þ 1
L

� �� �2

; 0 < z < b; t > 0; ð11Þ

where εD is the porosity of the aqueous pores for diffusion, rH2O
is the Van der

Waals radius of a water molecule, ηA is the density of aqueous pores in cuticle and
L is the control volume length. The term rA � 2 rH2O

accounts for the smaller pore
radius, and more details are available elsewhere on the formulation17. The initial
conditions of the model dictate a dry cuticle that has a small amount of water
present and the smallest aqueous pore radius where free water can exist is described
as follows:

cðz; 0Þ ¼ cmin; 0 ≤ z ≤ b; ð12Þ

rAðz; 0Þ ¼ 3 rH2O
; 0 < z < b; ð13Þ

where cmin is the concentration of water in a somewhat dry cuticle as a function of
RH and a radius of three waters is the minimum to allow the transport of water
molecules.

The model, as described in Eqs. (1)–(13) and Supplementary Eqs. (2)–(8), is
solved numerically, similar to previous models3,18. We use ‘ode15i’ within
MATLAB®, with a finite volume method, averaging of the diffusivity function,
DA(z, t), for aqueous pores at the control volume faces, and discretise the model’s
partial differential equations with second-order central differences to approximate
the spatial derivatives, with evenly distributed nodes. The fitted parameters as
described in Supplementary Table 3 are found by fitting to the data4 at 60%RH,
then keeping all the parameters the same for all other simulations and only
changing the humidity to match the experimental humidity.

The timescale of moisture sorption is important as it informs the development of
models. Sorption from 5 plant species starts to level out at around 5–10min at
humidities <70% but high humidities are not measured, and samples are also
measured for 6 h minimum but the maximum is not stated at each humidity and

NATURE COMMUNICATIONS | https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-021-25225-y ARTICLE

NATURE COMMUNICATIONS | (2021)12:5042 | https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-021-25225-y | www.nature.com/naturecommunications 7

www.nature.com/naturecommunications
www.nature.com/naturecommunications


this data set is not measured with time4. For moisture sorption in cellulose, 20%RH
took around 1 h, while sorption at 95%RH took 5.6 h to level out39. An experimental
time of 2–3 days is common with gravimetric techniques (Tredenick, E. C., Stuart-
Williams, H. & Enge, G., 2021, Materials on plant leaf surfaces are deliquescent
in a variety of environments, unpublished) and agrochemical penetration
experiments typically occur over 2–3 days17, while with a radioactive water sorption
technique in cuticles, 20–28 h was used28. Therefore, we can conclude that, for the
Chamel et al.4 data after 6 h, the sorption has not necessarily reached equilibrium in
a mathematical sense, and data measured with time over 3 days is necessary to
establish the true point of equilibrium. We note it is important to define the usage of
the term equilibrium, and here we define it as the time at which the rate of change
or time derivative is zero. However, in an experimental sense, the experiment will
often end sooner at a near steady state, due to a variety of reasons. The timescale of
aqueous pore swelling is also an important consideration, but there has not yet been
a definitive study with a range of RHs and plant species to define this timescale and
more work needs to be done. Here aqueous pores swell close to their maximum at
9min but may take longer to reach equilibrium.

Data availability
The experimental data that the model was validated against are available in Chamel
et al.4.

Code availability
The simulation and post-processing codes that have been used to produce the results of
this study are available from the corresponding author upon reasonable request.

Received: 17 February 2021; Accepted: 22 July 2021;
Published online: 19 August 2021

References
1. Hunter, M. C., Smith, R. G., Schipanski, M. E., Atwood, L. W. & Mortensen,

D. A. Agriculture in 2050: recalibrating targets for sustainable intensification.
Bioscience 67, 386–391 (2017).

2. Burkhardt, J. et al. Camouflaged as degraded wax: hygroscopic aerosols
contribute to leaf desiccation, tree mortality, and forest decline. Environ. Res.
Lett. 13, 085001 (2018).

3. Tredenick, E. C., Farrell, T. W. & Forster, W. A. Mathematical modeling of
diffusion of a hydrophilic ionic fertilizer in plant cuticles: surfactant and
hygroscopic effects. Front. Plant Sci. 9, 1888 (2018).

4. Chamel, A., Pineri, M. & Escoubes, M. Quantitative determination of water
sorption by plant cuticles. Plant Cell Environ. 14, 87–95 (1991).

5. Schreiber, L., Elshatshat, S., Koch, K., Lin, J. & Santrucek, J. AgCl precipitates
in isolated cuticular membranes reduce rates of cuticular transpiration. Planta
223, 283–290 (2006).

6. Schönherr, J. Characterization of aqueous pores in plant cuticles and
permeation of ionic solutes. J. Exp. Bot. 57, 2471–2491 (2006).

7. Célino, A., Fréour, S., Jacquemin, F. & Casari, P. The hygroscopic behavior of
plant fibers: a review. Front. Chem. 1, 1–12 (2014).

8. López-Casado, G., Matas, A. J., Domínguez, E., Cuartero, J. & Heredia, A.
Biomechanics of isolated tomato (Solanum lycopersicum L.) fruit cuticles: the
role of the cutin matrix and polysaccharides. J. Exp. Bot. 58, 3875–3883
(2007).

9. Marquez, D. A., Stuart-Williams, H. & Farquhar, G. D. An improved theory
for calculating leaf gas exchange more precisely accounting for small fluxes.
Nat. Plants 7, 317–326 (2021).

10. Coret, J. M. & Chamel, A. R. Influence of some nonionic surfactants on water
sorption by isolated tomato fruit cuticles in relation to cuticular penetration of
glyphosate. Pestic. Sci. 38, 27–32 (1993).

11. Asmus, E., Popp, C., Friedmann, A. A., Arand, K. & Riederer, M. Water
sorption isotherms of surfactants: a tool to evaluate humectancy. J. Agric. Food
Chem. 64, 5310–5316 (2016).

12. Luque, P., Gavara, R. & Heredia, A. A study of the hydration process of
isolated cuticular membranes. N. phytologist 129, 283–288 (1995).

13. Maréchal, Y. & Chamel, A. Water in a biomembrane by infrared spectrometry.
J. Phys. Chem. 100, 8551–8555 (1996).

14. Dawson, T. E. & Goldsmith, G. R. The value of wet leaves. N. Phytol. 219,
1156–1169 (2018).

15. Burgess, S. & Dawson, T. The contribution of fog to the water relations of
Sequoia sempervirens (D. Don): foliar uptake and prevention of dehydration.
Plant Cell Environ. 27, 1023–1034 (2004).

16. Zabkiewicz, J. A. Spray formulation efficacy – holistic and futuristic
perspectives. Crop Prot. 26, 312–319 (2007).

17. Tredenick, E. C., Farrell, T. W., Forster, W. A. & Psaltis, S. T. P. Nonlinear
porous diffusion modeling of hydrophilic ionic agrochemicals in astomatous

plant cuticle aqueous pores: a mechanistic approach. Front. Plant Sci. 8, 746
(2017).

18. Tredenick, E. C., Farrell, T. W. & Forster, W. A. Mathematical modelling of
hydrophilic ionic fertiliser diffusion in plant cuticles: lipophilic surfactant
effects. Plants 8, 7 (2019).

19. Schönherr, J. & Riederer, M. In Reviews of Environmental Contamination and
Toxicology (ed. Ware, G. W.) 1–70 (Springer New York, 1989).

20. Kerstiens, G. In Encyclopedia of Life Sciences (ELS) 1–3 (Wiley, 2010).
21. Jeffree, C. E. In Annual Plant Reviews, Biology of the Plant Cuticle (eds

Riederer, M. & Muller, C.) 11–125 (Wiley, 2006).
22. Schlegel, T. K., Schönherr, J. & Schreiber, L. Size selectivity of aqueous pores in

stomatous cuticles of Vicia faba leaves. Planta 221, 648–655 (2005).
23. Tredenick, E. C. Mathematical modelling of ionic agrochemical diffusion in

plant cuticles: A mechanistic approach. Ph.D. thesis, Queensland Univ. of
Technology (2019).

24. Brock, T. D. Membrane Filtration: A User’s Guide and Reference Manual
(Science Tech Pub, 1983).

25. Baur, P. Surfactant effects on cuticular penetration of neutral polar
compounds: dependence on humidity and temperature. J. Agric. Food Chem.
47, 753–761 (1999).

26. Schreiber, L. In Annual Plant Reviews, Biology of the Plant Cuticle (eds
Riederer, M. & Muller, C.) Ch. 8 (Wiley, 2008).

27. Buchholz, A. Characterization of the diffusion of non-electrolytes across plant
cuticles: properties of the lipophilic pathway. J. Exp. Bot. 57, 2501–2513 (2006).

28. Schreiber, L. et al. Effect of humidity on cuticular water permeability of
isolated cuticular membranes and leaf disks. Planta 214, 274–282 (2001).

29. Tredenick, E. C., Forster, W. A., Pethiyagoda, R., van Leeuwen, R. M. &
McCue, S. W. Evaporating droplets on inclined plant leaves and synthetic
surfaces: experiments and mathematical models. J. Colloid Interface Sci. 592,
329–341 (2021).

30. Guzmán, P. et al. Localization of polysaccharides in isolated and intact cuticles
of eucalypt, poplar and pear leaves by enzyme-gold labelling. Plant Physiol.
Biochem. 76, 1–6 (2014).

31. Dominguez, E. & Heredia, A. Water hydration in cutinized cell walls: a
physico-chemical analysis. Biochim. Biophys. Acta 1426, 168–176 (1999).

32. Yamada, Y., Wittwer, S. & Bukovac, M. Penetration of ions through isolated
cuticles. Plant Physiol. 39, 28 (1964).

33. Schieferstein, R. & Loomis, W. Development of the cuticular layers in
angiosperm leaves. Am. J. Bot. 46, 625–635 (1959).

34. Heredia-Guerrero, J. A. et al. Infrared and Raman spectroscopic features of
plant cuticles: a review. Front. Plant Sci. 5, 305 (2014).

35. Belbekhouche, S. et al. Water sorption behavior and gas barrier properties of
cellulose whiskers and microfibrils films. Carbohydr. Polym. 83, 1740–1748 (2011).

36. Guo, X. & Wu, Y. Characterizing molecular structure of water adsorbed by
cellulose nanofiber film using in situ micro-FTIR Spectroscopy. J. Wood
Chem. Technol. 37, 383–392 (2017).

37. Maréchal, Y. & Chamel, A. Interaction configurations of H2O molecules
absorbed in isolated plant cuticles by infrared spectrometry. Biospectroscopy 3,
143–153 (1997).

38. Chami Khazraji, A. & Robert, S. Interaction effects between cellulose and
water in nanocrystalline and amorphous regions: a novel approach using
molecular modeling. J. Nanomater. 2013, 409676 (2013).

39. Guo, X., Liu, L., Wu, J., Fan, J. & Wu, Y. Qualitatively and quantitatively
characterizing water adsorption of a cellulose nanofiber film using micro-
FTIR spectroscopy. RSC Adv. 8, 4214–4220 (2018).

40. Chen, M., Coasne, B., Guyer, R., Derome, D. & Carmeliet, J. Role of hydrogen
bonding in hysteresis observed in sorption-induced swelling of soft
nanoporous polymers. Nat. Commun. 9, 3507 (2018).

41. Santier, S. & Chamel, A. Penetration of glyphosate and diuron into and
through isolated plant cuticles. Weed Res. 32, 337–347 (1992).

42. Bueno, A. et al. Effects of temperature on the cuticular transpiration barrier of
two desert plants with water-spender and water-saver strategies. J. Exp. Bot.
70, 1613–1625 (2019).

43. Dominguez, E., Cuartero, J. & Heredia, A. An overview on plant cuticle
biomechanics. Plant Sci. 181, 77–84 (2011).

44. Shi, T., Schönherr, J. & Schreiber, L. Accelerators increase permeability of
cuticles for the lipophilic solutes metribuzin and iprovalicarb but not for
hydrophilic methyl glucose. J. Agric. Food Chem. 53, 2609–2615 (2005).

45. Fadai, N. T., Melrose, J., Please, C. P., Schulman, A. & Van Gorder, R. A. A
heat and mass transfer study of coffee bean roasting. Int. J. Heat Mass Transf.
104, 787–799 (2017).

46. Schreiber, L. Polar paths of diffusion across plant cuticles: New evidence for an
old hypothesis. Ann. Bot. 95, 1069–1073 (2005).

47. Beyer, M., Lau, S. & Knoche, M. Studies on water transport through the sweet
cherry fruit surface: IX. Comparing permeability in water uptake and
transpiration. Planta 220, 474–485 (2005).

48. Fernández, V. et al. Physico-chemical properties of plant cuticles and their
functional and ecological significance. J. Exp. Bot. 68, 5293–5306 (2017).

ARTICLE NATURE COMMUNICATIONS | https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-021-25225-y

8 NATURE COMMUNICATIONS | (2021)12:5042 | https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-021-25225-y | www.nature.com/naturecommunications

www.nature.com/naturecommunications


49. Brunauer, S., Emmett, P. H. & Teller, E. Adsorption of gases in multimolecular
layers. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 60, 309–319 (1938).

50. Guggenheim, E. A. Applications of Statistical Mechanics (Clarendon, 1966).
51. De Boer, J. The Dynamic Character of Chemisorptions (Oxford University

Press, 1953).
52. Anderson, R. B. Modifications of the Brunauer, Emmett and Teller equation. J.

Am. Chem. Soc. 68, 686–691 (1946).

Acknowledgements
The authors acknowledge funding provided by the Australian Research Council Centre
of Excellence for Translational Photosynthesis (CE1401000015). The authors wish to
thank Nicole Pontarin for the insight and advice provided on the manuscript.

Author contributions
E.C.T. is responsible for article writing, model creation and adaptation, computational
code creation, results, analysis, article editing and revision. G.D.F. is responsible for
model adaptation, analysis, article editing and revision.

Competing interests
The authors declare no competing interests.

Additional information
Supplementary information The online version contains supplementary material
available at https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-021-25225-y.

Correspondence and requests for materials should be addressed to E.C.T.

Peer review information Nature Communications thanks Mingjie Chen, Antonio
Heredia and the other anonymous reviewer(s) for their contribution to the peer review of
this work.

Reprints and permission information is available at http://www.nature.com/reprints

Publisher’s note Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to jurisdictional claims in
published maps and institutional affiliations.

Open Access This article is licensed under a Creative Commons
Attribution 4.0 International License, which permits use, sharing,

adaptation, distribution and reproduction in any medium or format, as long as you give
appropriate credit to the original author(s) and the source, provide a link to the Creative
Commons license, and indicate if changes were made. The images or other third party
material in this article are included in the article’s Creative Commons license, unless
indicated otherwise in a credit line to the material. If material is not included in the
article’s Creative Commons license and your intended use is not permitted by statutory
regulation or exceeds the permitted use, you will need to obtain permission directly from
the copyright holder. To view a copy of this license, visit http://creativecommons.org/
licenses/by/4.0/.

© The Author(s) 2021, corrected publication 2021

NATURE COMMUNICATIONS | https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-021-25225-y ARTICLE

NATURE COMMUNICATIONS | (2021)12:5042 | https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-021-25225-y | www.nature.com/naturecommunications 9

https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-021-25225-y
http://www.nature.com/reprints
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
www.nature.com/naturecommunications
www.nature.com/naturecommunications

	Dynamics of moisture diffusion and adsorption in plant cuticles including the role of cellulose
	Results
	Model framework
	Model validation

	Discussion
	Methods
	Model description

	Data availability
	Code availability
	References
	Acknowledgements
	Author contributions
	Competing interests
	Additional information




