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Photosynthetic pigments (chlorophyll a, b, and carotenoids) concentrations were higher in trees that
received Nitrogen, but not phosphorus (p = 0.02). Amino acids Valine, Alanine, and Gaba were higher
in trees that received Nitrogen, but only at the top of the tree (p < 0.01).

Anatomy Results: Synergistic N+P response.
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