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Figure 3. Transpiration of Agtopytion ciisifatum plants sprayed with 16.5%
Mobileaf, compared to control plants sprayed with distilled water. Rates
dare expressed as percentages of the rates just prier to spraying (time zero).
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Figure 4. Transpiration and net photosynthesis of Agiopuyion ciisfatum
plants sprayed with Mobileaf (1:5 v/wv in distilled water). Rates are
expressed as average percentages of the rates of control plants sprayed
with distilled water. Each point is the average of two treated planrs
corrected for the average of two comtrols.
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Figure 5. Transpiration and net photosynthesis of Agropyron crisiatum
plants sprayed with a mixzture (1:5 v/v) of Mobileaf and 5% XEF-4-3561.
Rates are expressed as average percentages of the rates of control plants
sprayed with distilled water. Each point iz the average of two treated
plants corrected for the average of two controls.
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Figure 6. Transpiration and net photosynthesis of Efymus canadensis plants
sprayed with Mobileaf (1:5 w/v in distilled water). Rates are expressed

as average percentages of the rates of comtrol plants sprayed with distilled
water. Each point is the average of two treated plants corrected for the
average of four controls.
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Figure 7. Transpiration and net photosynthesis of Efymus canadensis plants
sprayed with a mixture (1:5 vfv) of Mobileaf and 5% XEF-4-3561. BRates are
expressed as average percentages of the rates of control plants sprayed
with distilled water. Each point is the average of two treated plants
corrected for the average of four controls.
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Figure B. Transpiration of Mefifofus officinalis plants sprayed with 16.5Z
Mobileaf, compared to control plants sprayed wirh disrilled water. Rates are
expressed as average percentages of the rates just prior to spraying (time zero).
Each point is the mean of four plants; the vertical lines indicate stamdard errors.
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Figure 9. Transpiration of Tamauix peniandra plants sprayed with 16.5% Mobileaf of 5%
XEF-4-3561. Rates are expressed as percentages of the steady state rates just prior
to spraying (time zero).




230 — ) e

w
1 o
35220—
* -
:1:’;[' 2ilig: L= _
Q) O
25200— o U .
<
= 190 R
—r
D;ueoﬁ
L)
w170 o v
I M
(@ 58
. © 160 1
Ll =
|_¢1150—'
<I
gEMD—
i 55
Lo 130
@) =
ml_|20
i
-0
;_I-’E—t D5
oa %IIIIFIIIIIIJ

B e -6 B8 - O 20 20 22 s Pl
DIATE, JUNE| 1'9¥% S

Figure 10. Water consumpticn on evapotranspirometers 4, 5, and 6 from 13 to 24 June
1975. Arrows indicate application of amntitranspirant (=see METHODS, Field Studies

for Details).




Figure 11. Transpiration of individual branches spraved with 15Z Mobileaf
compared to control branches. Rates are expressed as average percentages
of the steady state rates measured om the day prior to spraying. Anti-
transpirant was applied at time zero. Subseguent measurements were made
at the same time of day asg original meacurements. Branches with "5"

as the first numeral were from evapotranspirometer 5, those with "&"
from evapotranspirometer 6.
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Figure 12. Water use efficiency (ratio of photosynthesis to tramspiratiom)
as a function of time of day for measurements taken on Tamatix branches
at Bernarde, MNew Mexico, June 13-2%, 1975.
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