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Table I. Sums of Squares and probabilities associated with gs' 03, a11d

uptake (per unit leaf area and cumulative) across heights and times (N=315).

Table 2. Relationships between stomatal conductance (gs) (ffi1nol m'2 5'1) .ozone (0)

(ppb), a11d ozone uptake (per unit leaf area [I.Lmo] m-2 h.l] ) and meteorological variables
in a sugar maple canopy.
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Figure 1. f\ verage gs (mmol m'l S,1) for 11 days at 5 heights in a sugar maple canopy

(N~65 for each height), Ju}y..August 1998. Error bars represent one standard deviation

distinct letters identify significant differences in g$ between canopy layers.
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Figure 3. Average ozone concentration (ppb) at 5 heights in a sugar \11aple canopy
for June-August 1998. Error bars represent one stat1dard deviation, letters identify
significant differences in a" alnong heights over the II days o(sttldy.
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Figure 4, Di heights in a sugar maple canopy.Jun:e-July 1998.naJ pattern of average ozone concentration a
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Figure 5. (a) Average uptake per unit leafarea (~mol m'2 h'l) and (b) cumulative uptake

(mmol ha" h.') of I] days at 5 heights in a sugar maple canopy~July-August 1998

{N::::-65 at each height), En'or bars represent one standard dev'iatiot1, distinct letters

identify signiticant differences in uptake between heights.
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Figure 6. Schematic diagram 01' tower and correspo11ding heights where stomatal

conduttance, ozone, ~nd meteor()tog\I,::'(l{ d'il~'4 w~r~nleasur~, and LAI \\'as <;al{;ulated,
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