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Guido Ceccherini’, Fabio Castelli

Dipartimento di Ingegneria Civile e Ambientale, University of Florence, ITALY
* Correspondig author: guido.ceccherini@dicea.unifi.it

FAPAR broadleave forest RMSE 0104562 - RZ 0.66596
| I

L. INTRODUCTION 5. MODEL CALIBRATION AV ANAVAVAVEVE

Modeling phenology and photosynthetical activity in water-controlled ecosystems remains a | |
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