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February — June = Wet Season; Observed NEE [umol m~2 s71] Bias is modeled minus observed NEE; positive values indicate modeled NEE is more positive than
July—October = Dry Season _ _ _ observed. Bias, daytime SW_IN and VPD are shown as 14-day rolling means, precipitation is shown as
Daytime: Point color shows volumetric water content anomaly at 100 cm depth, calculated relative to the a 14-day rolling sum. SW_IN and VPD are shown as z-score anomalies across selected years

median VWC of the corresponding season, day/night regime and hour of day. Black markers
A timeframe is treated as “daytime” when incoming show the median modeled NEE within observed NEE bins with width 5 umol m=2 s'; whiskers
shortwave radiation (SW_IN) > 100 W m2 show the 25-75 % range. Bins with n < 30 where omitted.
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