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Figure 1. Linear regression between isoprene flux and sensible heat flux
for selected days in 2000.
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Figure 2. Slopeand correlation coefficients for the linear regressions
between isoprene flux and sensible heat flux for selected daysin 1998.
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Figure 3. Predicted isoprene flux vs. observed isoprene flux for the 1998
northern M| data.
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Figure 4. Predicted isoprene flux vs. observed isoprene flux for the 2000
northern M| data
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Figure5. Daily predicted and observed isoprene fluxes for the 1998 northern M| data.

Julian Day (July 6 -

10
8 M. ll |
- —+— Observed isoprene flux ! ’
€ 5 T % Predicted isoprene flux *
&) I J
£ | f
5 4 x # |
LL 3
: | x
S 2 ‘
(o8
; L}
0 - f
-2
217 218 219 220 221 222 223 224
Julian Day (August 5 - 11, 1998)
Figure 6. Daily predicted and observed isoprene fluxes for the 2000 northern M1 data.
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Figure 7. Daily observed isoprene fluxes compared to predicted fluxes based on the

multiple regression equation and BEIS.
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Figure 8. BEIS predicted sensible hesat flux vs. observed hest flux for 2000.
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