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Figure 6. Deviations of Vls for different aerosol level combinations,
expressed as the mean difference (MD). The MD is the average
difference between values from the L30 and S30 derived Vls, where
a positive MD represents a higher VI value derived from L30. The
colors represent different combinations of aerosol levels from L30
and S30 where L = low, M = moderate, and H = high. The lines show
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Table 1. Evaluated vegetation indices. annotation shows the change between two lines and the percentage relative to the dotted line. PP Y

*available in the HLS VI product The histogram (gray shade) shows the sample size with Y-axis on the right. 80MSFC22MO004
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