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BigFoot Year: 2002

LAI Seasonal Trajectory Site: TUND (Alaska, USA)
Grassland Biome: Arctic Tundra
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BigFoot Year: 2002

GPP Comparison Site: TUND (Alaska, USA)
BigFoot vs. Tower Biome: Arctic Tundra
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GPP Comparison
BigFoot vs. MODIS
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BigFoot Year: 2002

NPP Comparison Site: TUND (Alaska, USA)
BigFoot vs. MODIS Biome: Arctic Tundra
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BigFoot Year: 2002

Carbon Flux Comparison Site: TUND (Alaska, USA)
BigFoot vs. MODIS Biome: Arctic Tundra
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Meteorological Comparison

Tower vs. DAO™
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FPAR (fraction)

BigFoot

FPAR Comparison
BigFoot vs. MODIS
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BigFoot Year: 2002

LAl Comparison Site: TUND (Alaska, USA)
BigFoot vs. MODIS Biome: Arctic Tundra
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LUE Comparison

BigFoot vs. MODIS
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