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e Stomatal clusteringis already optimized
| X * Sagebrush populations are nearing peak cluster efficiency
/ \ True it 4 B — Trueif * Increases in water use efficiency (W,) must come from stomatal size and
density
_ * Future research can focus on other characteristics involved in W.
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Figure 1. A chart depicting stomatal conductance’s expected relationship with stomatal number of stomata per cell low resolution data

size, stomatal density, and stomatal clustering. [2] The images underneath the chart |
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