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INTRODUCTION PHOTOSYNTHESIS, TRANSPIRATION AND STOMATAL CONDUCTANCE METHOD
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Result Analysis for evapotranspiration (Fig 2
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Soil evaporation and transpiration when plotted separately shows soil
evaporation decreases for the elevated conditions of CO2 and
transpiration increases for elevated conditions of CO2 and Jmax. The
transpiration results are in accordance with the results produced in Fig 3.



