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Fig. 1: Tree species ranking for (A) leaf vapour pressure deficit (VPD) at maximum g, (B) leaf VPD at point of inflection of the g.—VPD curve (see Fig.2), and -g 0.25- = : : > g 0.25 -~
(C) the distance in leaf VPD between the leaf VPD at maximum and the leaf VPD at the inflection point. 2 ® I o 2
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Relate the species-specific proxies of stomatal sensitivity TreelD o 1 o 2 - 3  Points of interest @ inflection point @ maximum
to Stomata density and Size and Other |eaf tra|ts Fig. 2: Stomatal conductance (g.) as a function of leaf vapour pressure deficit (VPD).

Model fitted as g, = a X VPDk x e P*VPD while correcting for ambient light as covariate and accounting for nested random effects of leaf ID within tree ID. The yellow point on the
curve indicates the predicted maximum g, the red point on the curve indicates the predicted inflection point of the curve. Grey colours indicate different tree individuals.
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