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Sept.-October

water depth < 5 cm

5 cm < water depth < 35 cm | TBVI;y05 993
water depth > 35 cm TBVlg73 685

Questions
1.

What vegetation indices best correlate with biomass, by water depth and season?

Does addition of plant structure data (leaf height above water) improve biomass estimates?
How does a dense litter layer influence the correlation between f,pg and vegetation indices?
How does APAR, calculated as daily PAR*average fpar, relate to GPP modeled from eddy
correlation flux measurements?

Table 1. Best Two-Band Vegetation
Indices (TBVI) for predicting biomass

Figure 3. Addition of
leaf height above water
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Hyperion TBVI - Fapar above litter
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