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BigFoot Year: 2000

LAI Seasonal Trajectory Site: AGRO (lllinois, USA)
Soybean Biome: Cropland
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BigFoot Year: 2000

Meteorological Site: AGRO (lllinois, USA)
Inputs Biome: Cropland
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GPP Comparison
BigFoot vs. Tower
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Site: AGRO (lllinois, USA)
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GPP Comparison
BigFoot vs. MODIS
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Site: AGRO (lllinois, USA)
Biome: Cropland

MODIS GPP (gC m2d™

e e e
o N M O

o N b~ O ©®

1

1

RMSE = 3.55

T T T T T T T

2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16
BigFoot GPP (gC m™ d™)



BigFoot Year: 2000

NPP Comparison Site: AGRO (lllinois, USA)
BigFoot vs. MODIS Biome: Cropland
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BigFoot Year: 2000

Carbon Flux Comparison Site: AGRO (lllinois, USA)
BigFoot vs. MODIS Biome: Cropland
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BigFoot Year: 2000

Meteorological Comparison Site: AGRO (lllinois, USA)
Tower vs. DAO™ Biome: Cropland
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* DAO — Data Assimilation Office



FPAR (fraction)

BigFoot

FPAR Comparison
BigFoot vs. MODIS
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LAl (m™? m™)

BigFoot Year: 2000

LAI Comparison Site: AGRO (lllinois, USA)
BigFoot vs. MODIS Biome: Cropland
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BigFoot

LUE Comparison
BigFoot vs. MODIS

Light Use Efficiency (gC MJ™)

Year: 2000
Site: AGRO (lllinois, USA)
Biome: Cropland
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