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Introduction
The Amazon rainforest covers half of the world’s tropical forest 

area and constitutes one of the largest reservoirs of biodiversity.1 Due 
to the magnitude of the mass and energy exchanges performed by it, 
it is considered the largest source of continental evapotranspiration, 
among other factors, which places it in a level of attention on its 
conservation and maintenance, such as the fact that it acts in the 
global atmospheric circulation and in the hydrological cycle,2 besides 
having great influence on the climate and periodicity of extreme 
events.3 In this sense, understanding the energy balance is essential. 
The latent heat flow (LE), in turn, represents an important indicator 
of the amount of energy used for evapotranspiration.4,5 Measurements 
in water vapor flows between the surface and the atmosphere usually 
occur on a point scale or in a small area, in a short period of time, so 
that existing techniques that estimate the evapotranspiration (ET) in 
situ, such as the turbulent flow towers (eddy covariance), there are 
limitations in the representation of ET for large areas.6 Thus, remote 
sensing data comes to help solve this impasse, as it is a suitable tool to 
obtain information in different time and spatial scales.7,8 

Much of the remote sensing of ET models have been developed 
based on the Penman-Monteith models or the Priestley-Taylor 
equations,9–14 in which the MOD16 algorithm stands out, developed 
by Mu et al.11 and improved by Mu et al.,8 being a combination of 
remote sensing data with reanalysis data to estimate global ET. ET 
accuracy by remote sensing varies spatially and temporally, according 
to factors such as season, climatic areas, altitude and land cover 
type. Thus, there is a need to understand the ET response generated 
from several models over time, in multiple scales and to quantify the 
uncertainty associated with the performance of the model in different 
ecosystems.15,16 In this context, the objective of this study was to 
analyze the applicability of the MODIS product to estimate ETs in a 
forest area in the Western Amazon. For this purpose, the latent heat 
flows estimated by the MOD16 and by the eddy covariance system 
were analyzed, comparing the two methods using spatial distribution, 
seasonal and annual patterns, for a time series data from 2004 to 2009.

Material and methods
Study area and data series used

This study was carried out at the Jaru Biological Reserve (REBIO 
Jaru), which is an integral protection unit under the responsibility 
of the Chico Mendes Institute for Biodiversity Conservation 
(ICMBio), located east of Rondônia, approximately 80 km from 
the municipality of Ji-Paraná , between latitudes 09º19’52” and 
10º11’46”S and longitudes 61º’35’40” and 61º52’48”W. The 
classification of vegetation is open shoulder phile forest,17 commonly 
referred to as seasonally dry or semideciduous forest,17,18 with an 
average canopy height of approximately 35 m. According to the 
Köppen climate classification, the predominant climate in the region 
and its surroundings is type Aw — Rainy Tropical Climate — with 
climatological average air temperature of over 18°C during the 
coldest month (megathermal) and a well-defined dry period, from 
July to September, when there is a moderate deficit of water, with 
rainfall indexes lower than 50mm month-1.19 According to local 
measurements, mean annual temperature is 24.8°C, and mean relative 
humidity is 79.8%;20 the climate of the Amazon region is intrinsically 
characteristic, in addition to its high temperatures, by seasonality. 
Average precipitation from 1999 to 2010 in REBIO Jaru was 2001 
mm year-1.21

MODIS products

MODIS system data were obtained through LPDAAC (Land 
Distributed Active Archive Center, https://lpdaac.usgs.gov/), with the 
global evapotranspiration algorithm (MOD16A2) being of interest to 
this study.

The MOD16A2 product, proposed by Mu et al.,8 was an evolution 
of the models developed by Cleugh et al.10 and Mu et al.,11 and is 
based on the use of the Penman-Monteith equation.9 It is composed 
of 8 days and a spatial resolution of 1 km. The period covered by 
the data set was from 2004 to 2009, totaling an “n” of 276 (46 per 
year). For comparison with the MOD16 product (LEMOD), we used 
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Abstract

The Amazon rainforest is an important source of evapotranspiration and is essential in 
the global atmospheric circulation and hydrological cycle. However, measurements on 
vegetated surfaces are difficult, and methods such as remote sensing are promising in the 
micrometeorological data area. We aimed to assess the applicability of the MOD16 product 
to estimate evapotranspiration in a vegetated area. MOD16 data (LEMOD) derive from 
the Moderate Resolution Imaging Spectroradiometer sensor. For comparison, we used 
data from the eddy covariance system (LEEC) of the tower of the Large-scale Biosphere-
Atmosphere Program in the Amazon of the Jaru Biological Reserve. To measure the 
linearity among variables, the Pearson correlation test (α=0.05) was used, and the T test was 
applied to assess the statistical significance between LEMOD and LEEC means (α=0.05); 
the root mean square error was also calculated. Regarding LEMOD, a similarity was found 
between the annual means of model and data, in which the best LEMOD estimates were 
obtained for annual averaging, when mean values were 96.51 W m–2 (0.7% lower than 
LEEC). LEMOD overestimates ranged from 1.05 W m–2 (1%) in 2007 to 15.78 W m–2 
(18%) in 2005. Variations in short periods were not represented by the LEMOD product.
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data from the eddy covariance system (LEEC) and direction data 
measured by equipment installed in a meteorological tower of 61.5m 
(10°11’11.4”S and 61°52’29.9” W), belonging to the tower network 
of the Large-scale Biosphere-Atmosphere Program in the Amazon 
(LBA Program). Table 1 shows the examples of the data series 
used. Four spatial arrangements of MODIS products were compared 
regarding their correlation levels with field-measured ET, always with 

the grid cell of the meteorological tower as a center, in which (a) a 
nine pixel mean (3 × 3 km), as proposed by Mu et al.,10,11,22 (b) only the 
central pixel (1 × 1 km), (c) 10 pixels according to the season specific 
predominant wind directions, as proposed by Chamers (2008), and (d) 
pure Forest covered pixels inthe 3 × 3 km quadrant (Table 2, Figure 
1).

Table 1 Brief description of the evapotranspiration (ET) series and wind direction data

data series
MODIS eddy covariance Micrometeorological

source/satellite/sensor

MOD16A2 (Global evapotranspiration product)
MOD16A2QC (Quality control of the global 
evapotranspiration product) 
MOD12Q1 (Classification of land use and cover)

Tower installed

in loco
Tower installed in loco

Duration of data series 2004 to 2009 2004 to 2009 2009
Resolution 1 km - -

Variables/ products
Latent heat flux (LEMOD)
Quality control (QC)
Land use and cover

Latent heat flux 
(LEEC) Wind speed and direction

Table 2 Description of the spatial arrangements for the latent heat flux (LE) according to the pixels used

central pixel 1×1 km 3×3 km only forest 3×3 km North direction South-southwest direction
pixel 
definition 1 pixel (61) 5 pixels (49, 50, 51, 

61, 62)
9 pixels (49, 50, 51, 
60, 61, 62, 71, 72, 73)

10 pixels (5, 6, 7, 16, 
17, 18 28, 39, 50, 61)

10 pixels (61, 72, 82, 83, 93, 94, 
104, 105, 115, 116)

LE 
definition

LEMOD1×1 - latent 
heat flux estimated 
by MOD16, with pixel 
representative of tower 
location

LEMODF - Latent 
heat flow estimated 
by MOD16, with 
representative pixels 
only with forested 
areas

LEMOD - Latent 
heat flow estimated 
by MOD16, with 
pixels representative 
of quadrant 3×3

LEMODu - Latent 
heat flow estimated 
by MOD16, with 
pixels representative 
of the prevailing wind 
direction, wet and 
dry-wet seasons

LEMODu - Latent heat flow 
estimated by MOD16, with 
pixels representative of the 
prevailing wind direction, dry 
and wet-dry seasons

Figure 1 Classification of biomes of the MCD12Q1 product in the Jaru 
Biological Reserve (REBIO Jaru). Dashed squares represent the pixels, 
LEMOD1×1 represents the central pixel, in which the micrometeorological 
tower is located, and LEMOD represents an area of   3×3 pixels around the 
tower. Pixels numbered according to Table 2.

In all cases, quality control was used (MOD16A2QC), in which 
signals of cloud contamination, in each pixel, were analyzed to filter 
and reject data with insufficient quality.23 By QC determination, 
values were assigned to each bit, in a total of 8 bits. To get to the value 
shown in the MOD16A2QC algorithm, codes referred to the sensor 
and local conditions, such as the presence of clouds and aerosols, were 

decoded as binary numbers, which showed as response hexadecimal 
values 0, 8, 16, 32, 40, 48, 97, 105, 113, 157 and 255. Values up to 
composition 97 are considered of acceptable quality (Andrade, 2013), 
which corresponds to conditions without the presence of clouds and 
unidentified cirrus.

Latent heat flux data measured by the eddy covariance 
system

Measurements of latent heat flows (LE) were determined by the 
turbulent vortex covariance system (eddy covariance) composed 
by a three-dimensional sonic anemometer (Solent 1012R2, Gill 
Instruments, Lymington, UK) and an open-way infrared gas 
analyzer (LI- 7500, LICOR Inc., Lincoln, USA). These sensors were 
connected to a microcomputer, which performed sensor readings 
at a frequency of 10.4 Hz and stored the raw data in files every 30 
minutes. The collected data were processed through Alteddy.24 The 
sampling time used to calculate flows was 800 s. Additionally, the 
accuracy of measurements of energy flows performed by turbulent 
vortex covariance method was evaluated by the closure of the 
energy balance, proposed by Moncrieff et al.25 For this purpose, the 
proportion between the incident solar radiation data and the flow data 
was performed, and the energy flow data in the area varied from 70 
to 77% of the radiation value,26 although the standard in Amazonian 
forest areas is approximately 85% (Araújo et al., 2002; Rocha et al., 
2004).

Statistical analyzes

Pearson correlation coefficients (r) were determined between 
LEEC and LEMOD data sets, an indication of the existence of linear 
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association between two variables, for a significance level of 5% (α 
= 0.05). For the monthly separated data set, the T test was performed, 
which assesses the statistical significance of the difference between 
two averages of independent samples — in this case, the LEEC and 
LEMOD — with one special case of analysis of variance (ANOVA), 
which allows us to identify how large should the T value be to 
consider the statistically significant difference, that is, the difference 
is not caused by the sample variability.27 The significance level 
adopted was 5% (α = 0.05). From the linear regression analysis, the 
coefficient of determination (r²) was extracted, which in turn allows 
to assess how much the model reflects the variance of the observed 
data, along with the angular coefficient (b). In order to obtain the 
equation, the observed variables were considered as X-axis, and the 
simulated variables, as Y-axis. Thus, b>1 represents a model tendency 
to overestimate the variables in question, and b<1, a tendency to 
underestimate. All statistical analyzes were performed in the software 
SPSS® v. 21.0.

Then the root mean square error (RMSE), an indicator of the 
accuracy of the model, was calculated through the quadratic error 
difference (Wilks, 2006). LE data do not show clear temporal patterns; 
time series were smoothed for visual inspection by the Singular 
Spectrum Analysis (SSA), implemented through the Caterpillar 
method.28,29 SSA is a spectral, nonparametric approach that requires 
neither a priori specification of models of time series nor deterministic 
or stochastic trends, and has shown good performance in signal 
extraction from short, noisy and gap-containing time series.28,30 SSA 
decomposition demands a two-user-defined parameter, the window 
length representing the maximum lag used in the SSA autocovariance 
calculations, and a threshold giving the maximal sequence of missing 
entries values. Mathematical backgrounds of SSA are detailed 
in Golyanina & Osipov,29 whereas Golyanina et al. (2010) gives 
recommendations for the selection of window length and missing 
data threshold. All statistical analyzes were performed in the software 
SPSS® v. 21.0.

Results
Seasonality of LEMOD and LEEC

The mean (±SD) for the entire LEMOD series was 98.42±5.28 
W m–2, with a minimum of 33.33 W m–2 at Julian day 65 of 2006, 
(March, humid season) and a maximum of 140.10 W m– 2 at Julian 
day 305 in 2004 (November, wet-dry season). The mean tower 
measurement (LEEC) was 97.22±5.94 W m–2, which is statistically 
equivalent, having however a higher minimum of 57.24 W m–2, at 
Julian day 225 in 2005 (August, dry season), and a higher maximum 
of 147.85 W m–2 as well, determined at day 9 in 2006 (January, 
wet season). LEMOD has a full amplitude 12.10 W m-2 higher than 
LEEC. LEMOD and LEEC show some distinct seasonal variations 
during 2004 through 2009 (Figure 2). Except for the first two years, 
seasonality of LEMOD is monotonic (Figure 2), but even the signal 
is double peaking; highest values occur during the dry and dry-wet 
season (August through November) and lowest ones during the wet 
and wet-dry season (March through May). The annual phase signal 
containing SSA components *02 and *03 explain about 5.5% of data 
variations, against less than 1.4% for LEEC (Table 3). Thus, in-year 
amplitudes in the extracted phase signal from LEEC are lower than 
LEMOD, which generally has a secondary peak. Maximum values 
occur during the wet season (2005, 2006, 2007), but were also observed 
in the dry (2008) or dry-wet ones (2009). In the reconstruction phase, 
this results in a primary peak in the wet season (2005, 2006) or dry-
wet season (2004, 2009), and a secondary one mostly during the dry 
season (2004, 2008) or wet-dry season (2005, 2006).

Figure 2 Values   of MODIS latent heat flux (LEMOD) and 8-day mean eddy 
covariance latent heat flux (LEEC), according to the MOD16A2 resolution 
algorithm, between 2004 and 2009 for the seasonal broadleaf forest around 
the REBIO Jaru flux tower. SSA reconstruction (_REC) using a window length 
of 92 and missing values   of 36 (8-day time steps).

The observed mean annual values for LEEC and LEMOD are 
described in Table 4. It is worth mentioning that the lowest annual 
LE mean, according to the EC measurements, happened in 2005, 
coinciding with the drought event registered in the same year in the 
Amazon region.2,31 On the other hand, it is noted that the MODIS 
algorithm did not record this possible reduction of LE in that year, 
which may refer to its fragility in front of extreme events. With a 
higher intra-annual variability than LEEC, LEMOD showed a lower 
inter-annual variation than LEEC, suggesting lower sensitivity of the 
algorithm to detect changes in the behavior patterns of some influential 
variable. Both LEEC and LEMOD showed a negative trend during the 
six-year observation period.

Comparison of annual, seasonal and monthly LEEC 
and LEMOD

For further analysis of LE cyclic behavior and differences between 
LEMOD and LEEC measurements, the series were grouped by month, 
season and year. Best LEMOD estimates were obtained for annual 
averaging, when mean values were 96.51 W m–2 (0.7% lower than 
LEEC). LEMOD overestimates ranged between 1.05 W m–2 (1%) in 
2007 and 15.78 W m–2 (18%) in 2005. On a monthly (Figure 3) and 
seasonal (Figure 4) basis, the match between LEMOD estimates and 
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LE flux tower measurements (LEEC) is limited. Monthly, LEMOD 
estimates were between 28.09 W m-2 higher (January) and 23.12 W 
m-2 lower (October) than LEEC; higher LEMOD overestimates occur 
in the dry-humid season, whereas major underestimates are seen in 
the wet and dry-wet season. Differences between LEMOD and LEEC 
were significantly higher from July to October and lower from April 

to May and from November to December (Figure 3). The monthly 
pattern observed is maintained in the seasonal comparisons. During 
the wet season, LEMOD underestimates LEEC (-24.64 W m-2) and 
overestimates LEEC (+17.95 W m-2), whereas averages and SDs are 
similar during the transitional periods (Figure 4).

Table 3 Percentage of explained variations in signal-containing Eigenvalues   (EV) obtained from SSA decomposition (window length 92, missing values   threshold 
36). T (Trend), P (Phase), ACexp (Explained annual phase variance), SCexp (Explained secondary phase variance)

EV
*01(T) *02(P) *03(P)) *04(P) *05(P) *08(P) *09(P) acexp SCexp

LEMOD 91.31% 2.87% 2.62% 0.32% 0.30% 5.49% 0.62%
LEEC 92.60% 0.74% 0.62% 0.39%* 0.36%* 0.28%* 0.26%* 1.36% 1.29%

Note:*Week or mixed signals.

Table 4 Annual mean (±SD) of MODIS latent heat flux (LEMOD) and eddy covariance latent heat flux (LEEC) from 2004 to 2009 for the seasonal broadleaf 
forest around the REBIO Jaru flux tower

DATE YEAR
2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009

LEEC (±DP) (W m–2) 99.47±10.52 86.36±12.25 104.55±14.08 99.25±17.01 95.15±11.35 98.08±9.69
LEMOD (±DP) (W m–2) 101.74±15.09 101.59±18.61 97.77±18.26 96.11±18.33 93.84±21.02 87.97±19.64

Figure 3 Monthly mean ± standard deviation of LEEC and LEMOD between 
2004 and 2009. Characters (ab) indicate if there is a significant difference (α = 
0.05) between averages. Figure 4 LEEC and LEMOD (n= 276) at the four seasons (wet, wet-dry, dry 

and dry-wet) from 2004 to 2009.

Factors related to spatial scale

ET dynamics is controlled by time variability in atmospheric 
conditions and the spatial variability of land surface conditions and 
climatic zones. Micro-climatological parameters, such as surface 
temperature, shading, wind speed and direction, atmospheric pressure, 
which are factors that influence ET estimates, may be altered by terrain 
topography and elevation.32 Thus, ET estimation in an ecosystem 
must be adequate to its specific space-time heterogeneities.33 As the 
relations between LEEC and LEMOD were found to be strongest for 
a seasonal data synthesis and annual means, these groupings were 
used to evaluate the influence of different MODIS pixel arrangements 
on the predictability of LEEC (Table 5). Highest correlations and 

lowest RMSE were obtained for MODIS estimates according to the 
predominant wind direction (LEMODu), for the wet (0.54/86.4 W 
m–2) and dry season (0.52/61.9 W m–2). During the dry-wet period, 
RMSE was low (34.7 W m–2), however, the correlation is poor, 
141 (0.57) than that of LEMODF. In general, MODIS LE estimates 
have their highest correlations with measured LE in the dry season, 
with significant correlations (α<0.05) between 0.477 (LEMOD) and 
0.533 (LEMOD1X1). Only LEMODu has its highest correlation in 
the wet season (0.535). During the dry season, there is a systematic 
LE overestimation from 16.6% (LEMODu) to 22.2% (LEMOD1X1), 
whereas LE is underestimated between 21.7% (LEMODu) and 25.0% 
(LEMODF).

Table 5 Mean (±SD), mean difference (%) and Pearson’s correlation coefficient (including α) between LEEC and LEMOD, in different spatial arrangements 
(LEMOD1×1, LEMOD, LEMODF, LEMODu), percentage difference between means and monthly mean RMSE during the wet, wet-dry, dry and dry-wet seasons, 
and annual LE means from 2004 to 2009

Period spatial arrangement Mean ± SD Mean difference (%) 
regarding LEEC

Pearson R correlation 
coefficient (α) RMSE (W m–2)

Wet LEEC 103.95±13.28 –
LEMOD1X1 80.04 ± 27.34 –23.00 0.157(0.57)
LEMOD 78.33±13.42 –24.64 0.184 (0.33) 109.06
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Period spatial arrangement Mean ± SD Mean difference (%) 
regarding LEEC

Pearson R correlation 
coefficient (α) RMSE (W m–2)

LEMODF 77.92 ± 19.50 –25.04 0.273 (0.30) 99.43
LEMO Du 81.43 ± 11.31 –21.66 0.535(0.02) 98.99

Wet-Dry LEEC 92.15± 10.37 – 86.36
LEMOD1X1 96.50± 20.81 4.72 0.170 (0.56)
LEMOD 93.40±16.21 1.35 0.180 (0.23) 15.75
LEMODF 95.09 ± 17.38 3.19 0.132 (0.65) 5.9
LEMO Du 95.50 ± 15.98 3.63 0.050 (0.86) 13.04

dry LEEC 93.02 ± 12.94 – 12.36
LEMOD1X1 113.63±17.35 22.15 0.533(0.02)
LEMOD 109.72±16.64 17.95 0.477(0.05) 82.63
LEMODF 111.83±16.48 20.22 0.485(0.04) 66.94
LEMO Du 108.45±16.76 16.58 0.524(0.03) 75.41

Dry-Wet LEEC 96.67± 13.66 – 61.88
LEMOD1X1 112.84±16.69 16.72 0.147(0.57)
LEMOD 107.78±13.75 11.49 0.041(0.87) 65.48
LEMODF 108.91±16.77 12.66 0.288(0.26) 47.15
LEMO Du 104.70±8.73 8.3 0.141(0.57) 49.73

Annual 2004-2009 LEEC 97.22 ± 5.94 – 34.66
LEMOD1X1 103.45± 9.78 6.4 -0.131(0.80)
LEMOD 98.42±5.28 1.23 -0.340(0.51) 15.24
LEMODF 100.50±6.02 3.37 0.148(0.77) 2.92
LEMODN 101.55±6.02 4.45 0.103(0.84) 8.81
LEMODS 99.04±5.11 1.87 0.036 (0.94) 10.22

4.46

Note: Latent heat flux (LE), being EC = estimated by eddy covariance system; MOD = estimated by MOD16, resolution 3×3 km; MOD1×1 = estimated by 
MOD16, resolution 1×1; MODF = estimated by MOD16, for forested pixels; MODu = estimated by MOD16, for pixels in the prevailing wind direction in each 
season; MODN = estimated by MOD16, for pixels in the direction of the North wind; MODS = estimated by MOD16, for pixels in the direction of the South-
Southwest wind.

Table Contniued...

Discussion
On a yearly basis, MODIS LE data are overestimations of 

observed eddy covariance measurements at the REBIO Jaru tower 
site. Overestimations occur during the dry and dry-wet season, 
whereas underestimations were verified in the wet and wet-dry 
transition season. These findings agree with previous studies in 
semi-deciduous tropical forests, where LE was found to be highest 
during the rainy season.34 Despite overestimating the absolute LE, 
correlations between LEMOD and field measurements are highest 
during the dry season, as previously observed by Ruhoff35 at seven 
test sites in the Amazon region. Other congruent findings were 
reported by Cleugh et al.,10 who verified LE overestimates of up to 
100 W m–2 for a Eucalyptus predominant forest in Australia during 
the dry season, which is characterized by low LE due to very high 
deficits of vapor pressure.36 Otherwise, during the humid seasons, 
MODIS estimates were between 30 and 50 W m–2 lower than field 
measurements, totaling an annual net overestimate of the MOD16 
product algorithm.10 Mu et al.11 reviewed the algorithm developed 
by Cleugh et al.,7 adding the soil evaporation component, and found 
values very close to the magnitude of the observed data regarding 
the annual average of 19 towers located in North America with the 
AmeriFlux system (measured by eddy covariance). However, the 
algorithm values were much lower during Spring and Summer, and 
closer to that observed during Fall and Winter in that region.

Yuan et al.13 also validated ETMOD through comparison with 
ET measurements obtained through the eddy covariance system 
in 51 towers, verifying that the proposed model explained 82% of 
the measured evapotranspiration variations. In 2011, the algorithm 
proposed by Mu et al.11 has once again examined modifications, this 
time including, among others, the calculation of temperatures divided 

into diurnal and nocturnal, and the calculation of the heat flow in 
the soil. The new improved algorithm reduced the mean absolute 
deviation of the daily mean evapotranspiration from 0.39 mm d-1 to 
0.33 mm d-1 for observations in 46 towers, indicating that the new 
estimate better captured the magnitude of ET measures.8 In general, we 
verified that the improvements ensured adequate accuracy regarding 
the means, however, variations that occur in smaller time scales could 
not yet be recorded. LEMOD showed lower inter-annual variation 
regarding LEEC, suggesting the algorithm had lower sensitivity to 
detect changes in behavior patterns of some influential variable, such 
as changes in ecosystem water availability in 2005. The LEMOD 
decrease in the rainy season in early 2006 may represent an answer to 
the effects of the 2005 drought, since the effects of severe drought on 
the canopies of the Amazon forests were persistent in the following 
years;31 the decrease of water content in the soil during the year of the 
drought may show as a reflection the largest number of trees, among 
others, with consequent decrease in leaf area index, an important input 
parameter for the MOD16 algorithm.

Reasons for uncertainties in the LE estimation in large-scale 
remote sensing are associated with the parameterization model, 
measurement errors in meteorological towers, spatial heterogeneity 
within a MODIS pixel, and with the incompatibility of the relation 
between meteorological data and sensing data, as reported by King 
et al.,37 Moreira et al.,16 and Ruhoff35 However, uncertainty decreased 
when validation analyzes were performed considering the seasons 
individually. In the MODIS product, the imprecise classification of 
land use and cover implies the incorrect use of parameters such as 
minimum air temperature and vapor pressure deficit (VPD) used to 
determine the opening and closing of stomates in the stomatal and 
canopy conductance.35 This results in less precise ET estimates, as 
stated above, since the use of these parameters aims to simulate the 
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stomatal and canopy conductance, even under water or temperature 
stress conditions, as these may result in high ET estimation errors. 
Errors in biome classification in the MCD12Q1 product may also 
result in IAF inaccuracies. The correct parameterization is so 
important that the good accuracy of the model was verified for sites 
installed in correctly classified tropical rainforest areas.35

In addition, some problems associated with the algorithm and the 
input data may occur, since the biophysical parameters used in the 
algorithm are considered to be constants for the same biome, and 
significant phenological differences might occur in it, which may 
result in expressive differences between the actual field conditions 
and the parameters used in the algorithm.38 Cloud cover is another 
factor that may be related to errors in products generated by remote 
sensing,39 especially during seasons with greater cloud cover, which 
may explain the greater accuracy of the model during drought. 
Furthermore, considering the inherent uncertainties to the eddy 
covariance system, which may vary from 20 to 30%,40 it is not possible 
to attribute the totality of errors between observed and estimated LE 
only to the inaccuracies of the MOD16 algorithm. Comparing the 
different time scales, the results indicate that LEMOD showed better 
results when a longer time interval was considered as monthly and 
annual means, agreeing with Ruhoff’s studies (2011). Moreover, it 
was important to analyze the series by season, respecting the seasonal 
differences existing in the locality, due to the change in the annual 
LEMOD pattern when compared to LEEC, an indication that the data 
obtained by remote sensing and by field measurements have different 
influence factors.

However, when considering the annual and seasonal LEMOD and 
LEEC means in the transition seasons (wet-dry and dry-wet), there 
were minor differences between them. Nevertheless, the analysis of LE 
means in different spatial arrangements indicates the influence of the 
convective transport of the surrounding area to a minimum radius of 
3.5 km on the tower measurements, especially in the South-Southwest 
(during the dry and dry-wet seasons) and North (during the wet 
season) directions, since the LEMODu shows better approximation. 
The definition of the extension area (pixel arrangement) influenced 
the LEMOD mean, allowing for a better approximation to LEEC. This 
variation in means and its relation between LEs happen because the 
footprint (coverage area) of the remote sensing data varies from 1 to 
110 km, while the footprint of the eddy covariance system is usually 
less than 1 km.41 In this sense, the comparisons between energy flow 
obtained in loco and by remote sensing products becomes complex.42

When assessing different spatial arrangements, the best relations 
between the annual LEMOD and LEEC averages were observed in 
comparison to the relations between LEMOD1X1, LEMOD3X3F, 
LEMODu and LEEC. However, when considering the seasonal 
LE averages, the best relations were obtained with LEMODu and 
confirmed through linear regression analyses, with variance of 28% 
and 27% during the wet seasons, respectively.

These results agree with Kim et al.,22 who, when analyzing the 
accuracy of the MOD16 algorithm in areas with different climatic 
classifications, found different correlations (r varying from 0.12 
to 0.82), with a smaller r for arid areas, greater for a mixed forest 
in continental climate, and of 0.41 and 0.27 for tropical forests 
(equatorial climate). The results found in this research also agree 
with the correlations between LEs observed in the field and by 
the MOD16 product at the REBIO Jaru site and other LBA flux 
towers.16 In a study comparing the MODIS ET with two models 
(Soil and Water Assessment Tool - SWAT and Bridging Event and 
Continuous Hydrological - BEACH) of the North of Vietnam, the 

authors concluded that the MODIS ET was very helpful for verifying 
the smaller scale of ET estimation by the two models, although its 
evapotranspiration estimates were slightly higher than those.43–53

Conclusion
When analyzing the applicability of the MOD16 algorithm to 

estimate LE at the REBIO Jaru, a good approximation of the model 
was verified regarding the annual averages obtained by the eddy 
covariance system. However, LEMOD variations in shorter time 
intervals did not reproduce the LEEC behavior, except for the monthly 
measurements of the dry season, in which a significant correlation was 
detected between measured and estimated data. The factors that may 
control the LEMOD variance are (i) related to spatiality, in which, 
when considering the predominant wind direction for the choice of 
pixels, better results where verified; (ii) factors related to micro-
climatic variables and vegetation characteristics, in which the LEEC 
and LEMOD associations occurred with different sets of variables 
(except for the wet season). Also, the fact that the LEMOD 8-day and 
monthly data do not resemble those from LEEC may be explained 
by the low time MOD16 resolution (8 days), not allowing to capture 
daily cycle and wind effects.

Acknowledgments
To CAPES, for the financial support, and to the Large-scale 

Biosphere-Atmosphere Program in the Amazon (LBA Program), for 
providing microclimate and energy flow data from REBIO Jaru. The 
authors dedicate this paper in memory of the researcher José de Souza 
Nogueira.

Conflicts of interest
The author declares there is no conflict of interest.

References
1. Soudani K, François C. Remote sensing: A green illusion. Nature. 

2014;506:165–166.

2. Davidson EA, Araujo AC, Artaxo P, et al. The Amazon basin in 
transition. Nature. 2012;481:321–328.

3. Serrão EAO, Santos CA, Wanzeler RTS. Evaluation of the 2005 and 
2010 drought in the Amazon: analysis of the Solimões river basin. 
Academic Geography Magazine. 2015;9:5–20.

4. Biudes MS, Vourlitis GL, Machado NG, et al. Patterns of energy 
exchange for tropical ecosystems across a climate gradient in Mato 
Grosso, Brazil. Agricultural and Forest Meteorology. 2015;202:112–
124.

5. Von Randow RCS, Von Randow C, Hutjes RWA, et al. Evapotranspiration 
of deforested areas in central and southwestern Amazonia. Theoretical 
and Applied Climatology. 2012;109:205–220.

6. Hu G, Jia L, Menenti M. Comparison of MOD16 and LSA-SAF MSG 
evapotranspiration products over Europe for 2011. Remote Sensing of 
Environment. 2015;156:510–526.

7. Huang C, Li X, Wang J, et al. Assimilation of Remote Sensing Data 
Products into Common Land Model for Evapotranspiration Forecasting. 
Proceedings of the 8th International Symposium on Spatial Accuracy 
Assessment in Natural Resources and Environmental Sciences. 2008. 
p. 234–241.

8. Mu Q, Zhao M, Running SW. Improvements to a MODIS global 
terrestrial evapotranspiration algorithm. Remote Sensing of Environment. 
2011;115:1781–1800.

9. Monteith JL. Evaporation and environment. Symposium of the society of 
experimental biology. 1965;19:205–224.

https://doi.org/10.15406/ijh.2023.07.00335
https://www.nature.com/articles/nature13052
https://www.nature.com/articles/nature13052
https://www.nature.com/articles/nature10717
https://www.nature.com/articles/nature10717
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0168192314003189
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0168192314003189
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0168192314003189
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0168192314003189
https://research.wur.nl/en/publications/evapotranspiration-of-deforested-areas-in-central-and-southwester
https://research.wur.nl/en/publications/evapotranspiration-of-deforested-areas-in-central-and-southwester
https://research.wur.nl/en/publications/evapotranspiration-of-deforested-areas-in-central-and-southwester
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0034425714004271
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0034425714004271
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0034425714004271
https://www.mdpi.com/1424-8220/8/1/70
https://www.mdpi.com/1424-8220/8/1/70
https://www.mdpi.com/1424-8220/8/1/70
https://www.mdpi.com/1424-8220/8/1/70
https://www.mdpi.com/1424-8220/8/1/70
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0034425711000691
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0034425711000691
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0034425711000691
https://repository.rothamsted.ac.uk/item/8v5v7/evaporation-and-environment
https://repository.rothamsted.ac.uk/item/8v5v7/evaporation-and-environment


Different spatial and temporal arrangements for validating the latent heat flux obtained using the 
MOD16 product in a forest in the Western Amazon

24
Copyright:

©2023 de Andrade et al.

Citation: de Andrade NLR, Sanches L, Zeilhofer P, et al. Different spatial and temporal arrangements for validating the latent heat flux obtained using the 
MOD16 product in a forest in the Western Amazon. Int J Hydro. 2023;7(1):18‒25. DOI: 10.15406/ijh.2023.07.00335

10. Cleugh HA, Leuning R, Mu Q, et al. Regional evaporation estimates from 
flux tower and MODIS satellite data. Remote Sensing of Environment. 
2007;106:285–304.

11. Mu Q, Heinsch FA, Zhao M, et al. Development of a global 
evapotranspiration algorithm based on MODIS and global meteorology 
data. Remote Sensing of Environment. 2007;111:519–536.

12. Fisher JB, You KP, Baldocchi DD. Global estimates of the land–
atmosphere water flux based on monthly AVHRR and ISLSCP-II data, 
validated at 16 FLUXNET sites. Remote Sensing of Environment. 
2008;112:901–919.

13. Yuan WP, Liu S, Yu G, et al. Global estimates of evapotranspiration and 
gross primary production based on MODIS and global meteorology 
data. Remote Sensing of Environment. 2010;114:1416–1431.

14. Miralles DG, Holmes TRH, De Jeu Ram, et al. Global land-surface 
evaporation estimated from satellite-based observations. Hydrology and 
Earth System Sciences Discussions. 2011;15:453–469.

15. Senay GB, Bohms S, Singh RK, et al. Operational evapotranspiration 
mapping using remote sensing and weather datasets: A new 
parameterization for the SSEB approach. Journal of the American Water 
Resources Association. 2013;49:577–591.

16. Moreira AA, Adamatti DS, Ruhoff AL. Evaluation of evapotranspiration 
products based on remote sensing MOD16 and GLEAM in turbulent 
flow sites of the LBA Program. Science and Nature. 2018;40:112–118.

17. Rottenberger S, Kuhn U, Wolf A. Exchange of short-chain aldehydes 
between Amazonian vegetation and the atmosphere at a remote forest 
site in Brazil. Ecological Applications. 2004;14:247–262.

18. Costa MH, Biajoli MC, Sanches L, et al. Atmospheric versus vegetation 
controls of Amazonian tropical rain forest evapotranspiration: Are the 
wet and seasonally dry rain forests any different? Journal of Geophysical 
Research. 2010;115:9.

19. Justina EED. Geoenvironmental zoning of the Jaru biological reserve 
and buffer zone - RO, as a subsidy to its management plan. dissertation 
by Masters, Institute of Geosciences and Exact Sciences/Paulista State 
University, Rio Claro (SP). 2009. p. 225.

20. Andrade NLR, Sanches L, Aguiar RG, et al. Seasonal and interannual 
microclimate variability in a forested area in southwestern Amazonia. 
Science and Nature. 2016;38:169–176.

21. Gomes JB, Webler AD, Aguiar RG. Conversion of tropical forests into 
livestock systems in the Amazon: what are the implications for the 
region’s microclimate? Brazilian Journal of Climatology. 2015;17:67–
81.

22. Kim HW, Hwang K, Mu Q, et al. Validation of MODIS 16 Global 
Terrestrial Evapotranspiration Products in Various Climates and Land 
Cover Types in Asia. KSCE. Journal of Civil Engineering. 2012;16:229–
238.

23. Myneni RB, Hoffman S, Knyazikhin Y, et al. Global products of 
vegetation leaf area and fraction absorbed PAR from year one of MODIS 
data. Remote Sensing of Environment. 2006;83:214−231.

24. Elbers JA. Eddy correlation system: user manual version 2.0. Alterra, 
Wageningen, The Netherlands. 1998. p. 39.

25. Moncrieff J, Valentini R, Greco S, et al. Trace gas exchange over 
terrestrial ecosystem: methods and perspectives in micrometeorology. 
Journal of Experimental Botany. 1997;48:1133–1142.

26. Andrade NLR, Aguiar RG, Sanches L. Partition of net radiation in 
Amazonian areas and Amazonian-Cerrado transitional forest. Brazilian 
Journal of Meteorology. 2009;24:346–355.

27. Hair JF, Black R, Anderson E, et al. Multivariate Data Analysis. 
Bookman, 6th edn, 2009. p. 688.

28. Golyandina N, Nekrutkin V, Zhigljavsky A. Analysis of time series 
structure: SSA and related techniques. Chapman & Hall/CRC, 2001. p. 
320.

29. Golyandina N, Osipov E. The “Caterpillar”-SSA method for analysis 
of time series with missing values. Journal of Statistical Planning and 
Inference. 2007;137:2642–2653.

30. Golyandina N, Korobeynikov A. Basic Singular Spectrum Analysis 
and Forecasting with R. Computational Statistics and Data Analysis. 
2014;71:934–954.

31. Saatchi S, Asefi-Najafabady S, Malhi Y, et al. Persistent effects of a 
severe drought on Amazonian forest canopy. PNAS. 2012;110(2)565–
570.

32. Velpuri NM, Senay GB, Singha RK, et al. A comprehensive evaluation 
of two MODIS evapotranspiration products over the containminous 
United States: Using point and gridded FLUXNET and water balance 
ET Remote Sensing of Environment. 2013;139:35–49.

33. Xi W, Coulson R, Birt A, et al. Review of forest landscape models: 
Types, methods, development and applications. Acta Ecologica Sinica. 
2009;29:69–78.

34. Aguiar RG, Randow CV, Priante Filho N. Mass and energy fluxes 
in a tropical forest in southwestern Amazonia. Brazilian Journal of 
Meteorology. 2006;21:248–257.

35. Ruhoff AL. Remote sensing applied to the estimation of 
evapotranspiration in tropical biomes. 2011. Doctoral Thesis, Institute 
of Hydraulic Research, Federal University of Rio Grande do Sul, Porto 
Alegre, Rio Grande do Sul. 2004. p. 180.

36. Leuning R, Cleugh HA, Zegelin S. Carbon and water cycles in 
two contrasting Australian ecosystems: Wet/Dry savannas and cool 
temperate Eucalyptus forest. Agricultural and Forest Meteorology. 
2015;129:151−173.

37. King EA, Van Niel TG, Van Dijk, et al. Actual evapotranspiration 
estimates for Australia intercomparison and evaluation (Canberra). 
2011.

38. Turner DP, Urbanski S, Bremer D, et al. A cross-biome comparison of 
daily light use efficiency for gross primary production. Global Change 
Biology. 2003;9:383−395.

39. Zeilhofer P, Sanches L, Vourlitis GL, et al. Seasonal variations in litter 
production and its relation with MODIS vegetation indices in a semi-
deciduous forest of Mato Grosso. Remote Sensing Letters. 2012;3:1–9.

40. Baldocchi DD. ‘Breathing’ of the terrestrial biosphere: Lessons learned 
from a global network of carbon dioxide flux measurement systems. 
Australian Journal of Botany. 2008;56:1–26.

41. Li HJ, Zheng L, Lei YP, et al. Estimation of water consumption and crop 
water productivity of winter wheat in North China PIAFn using remote 
sensing technology. Agricultural Water Management. 2008;95:1271–
1278.

42. McCabe MF, Wood EF. Scale influences on the remote estimation of 
Evapotranspiration using multiple satellite sensors. Remote Sensing of 
Environment. 2006;105:271–285.

43. Nguyen H, Kappas M. Modeling Surface Runoff and Evapotranspiration 
using SWAT and BEACH for a Tropical Watershed in North Vietnam, 
Compared to MODIS Products. International Journal of Advanced 
Remote Sensing and GIS, North America. 2015;4:1367–1384.

44. Andrade NLR. Latent heat flux in an Amazon rainforest. 2013.

45. Time series analysis with wavelets and the MOD16 product.Doctoral 
Thesis, Graduate Program in Environmental Physics, Federal University 
of Mato Grosso, Cuiabá, Mato Grosso. 168f.

46. Araujo AC, Noble AD, Kruijt B, et al. Comparative measurements of 
carbon dioxide fluxes from two nearby towers in a central Amazonian 
rainforest: The Manaus LBA site. Journal of Geophysical Research. 
2002;107:58-1;58–20.

47. Chasmer LE. Structural canopy and meteorological influences on 
CO2 exchange for MODIS product validation in a boreal jack pine 
chronosequence. Thesis submitted to the Department of Geography, 
Queen’s University, Kingston, Ontario, Canada. 2008. p. 207.

https://doi.org/10.15406/ijh.2023.07.00335
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0034425706002677
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0034425706002677
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0034425706002677
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0034425707001903
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0034425707001903
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0034425707001903
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0034425707003938
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0034425707003938
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0034425707003938
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0034425707003938
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0034425710000556
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0034425710000556
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0034425710000556
https://hess.copernicus.org/articles/15/453/2011/hess-15-453-2011.html
https://hess.copernicus.org/articles/15/453/2011/hess-15-453-2011.html
https://hess.copernicus.org/articles/15/453/2011/hess-15-453-2011.html
https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/full/10.1111/jawr.12057
https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/full/10.1111/jawr.12057
https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/full/10.1111/jawr.12057
https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/full/10.1111/jawr.12057
https://www.cabdirect.org/cabdirect/abstract/20193374430
https://www.cabdirect.org/cabdirect/abstract/20193374430
https://www.cabdirect.org/cabdirect/abstract/20193374430
https://agupubs.onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/full/10.1029/2009JG001179
https://agupubs.onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/full/10.1029/2009JG001179
https://agupubs.onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/full/10.1029/2009JG001179
https://agupubs.onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/full/10.1029/2009JG001179
https://periodicos.ufsm.br/cienciaenatura/article/view/20148
https://periodicos.ufsm.br/cienciaenatura/article/view/20148
https://periodicos.ufsm.br/cienciaenatura/article/view/20148
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s12205-012-0006-1
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s12205-012-0006-1
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s12205-012-0006-1
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s12205-012-0006-1
https://digitalcommons.unl.edu/nasapub/39/
https://digitalcommons.unl.edu/nasapub/39/
https://digitalcommons.unl.edu/nasapub/39/
https://www.arm.gov/publications/tech_reports/handbooks/ecor_handbook.pdf
https://www.arm.gov/publications/tech_reports/handbooks/ecor_handbook.pdf
https://academic.oup.com/jxb/article/48/5/1133/542685
https://academic.oup.com/jxb/article/48/5/1133/542685
https://academic.oup.com/jxb/article/48/5/1133/542685
https://www.drnishikantjha.com/papersCollection/Multivariate%20Data%20Analysis.pdf
https://www.drnishikantjha.com/papersCollection/Multivariate%20Data%20Analysis.pdf
https://www.routledge.com/Analysis-of-Time-Series-Structure-SSA-and-Related-Techniques/Golyandina-Nekrutkin-Zhigljavsky/p/book/9781584881940
https://www.routledge.com/Analysis-of-Time-Series-Structure-SSA-and-Related-Techniques/Golyandina-Nekrutkin-Zhigljavsky/p/book/9781584881940
https://www.routledge.com/Analysis-of-Time-Series-Structure-SSA-and-Related-Techniques/Golyandina-Nekrutkin-Zhigljavsky/p/book/9781584881940
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0167947313001394
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0167947313001394
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0167947313001394
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/23267086/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/23267086/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/23267086/
https://www.infona.pl/resource/bwmeta1.element.elsevier-9b8ae7ce-a71d-3df9-bb45-73eb3b173ada
https://www.infona.pl/resource/bwmeta1.element.elsevier-9b8ae7ce-a71d-3df9-bb45-73eb3b173ada
https://www.infona.pl/resource/bwmeta1.element.elsevier-9b8ae7ce-a71d-3df9-bb45-73eb3b173ada
https://www.infona.pl/resource/bwmeta1.element.elsevier-9b8ae7ce-a71d-3df9-bb45-73eb3b173ada
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S1872203209000110
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S1872203209000110
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S1872203209000110
https://publications.csiro.au/rpr/pub?pid=csiro:EP132275
https://publications.csiro.au/rpr/pub?pid=csiro:EP132275
https://publications.csiro.au/rpr/pub?pid=csiro:EP132275
https://lemma.forestry.oregonstate.edu/export/pubs/turner_etal_2003_gcb.pdf
https://lemma.forestry.oregonstate.edu/export/pubs/turner_etal_2003_gcb.pdf
https://lemma.forestry.oregonstate.edu/export/pubs/turner_etal_2003_gcb.pdf
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/abs/10.1080/01431161.2010.523025
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/abs/10.1080/01431161.2010.523025
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/abs/10.1080/01431161.2010.523025
https://www.publish.csiro.au/bt/bt07151
https://www.publish.csiro.au/bt/bt07151
https://www.publish.csiro.au/bt/bt07151
https://ideas.repec.org/a/eee/agiwat/v95y2008i11p1271-1278.html
https://ideas.repec.org/a/eee/agiwat/v95y2008i11p1271-1278.html
https://ideas.repec.org/a/eee/agiwat/v95y2008i11p1271-1278.html
https://ideas.repec.org/a/eee/agiwat/v95y2008i11p1271-1278.html
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0034425706002586
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0034425706002586
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0034425706002586
https://e-docs.geo-leo.de/handle/11858/6702
https://e-docs.geo-leo.de/handle/11858/6702
https://e-docs.geo-leo.de/handle/11858/6702
https://e-docs.geo-leo.de/handle/11858/6702
https://agupubs.onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/full/10.1029/2001JD000676
https://agupubs.onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/full/10.1029/2001JD000676
https://agupubs.onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/full/10.1029/2001JD000676
https://agupubs.onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/full/10.1029/2001JD000676
https://qspace.library.queensu.ca/handle/1974/1366
https://qspace.library.queensu.ca/handle/1974/1366
https://qspace.library.queensu.ca/handle/1974/1366
https://qspace.library.queensu.ca/handle/1974/1366


Different spatial and temporal arrangements for validating the latent heat flux obtained using the 
MOD16 product in a forest in the Western Amazon

25
Copyright:

©2023 de Andrade et al.

Citation: de Andrade NLR, Sanches L, Zeilhofer P, et al. Different spatial and temporal arrangements for validating the latent heat flux obtained using the 
MOD16 product in a forest in the Western Amazon. Int J Hydro. 2023;7(1):18‒25. DOI: 10.15406/ijh.2023.07.00335

48. Culf AD, Fisch G, Malhi Y, et al. The influence of the atmospheric 
boundary layer on carbon dioxide concentrations over a tropical forest. 
Agricultural and Forest Meteorology. 1997;85:149–158.

49. Golyandina N, Nekrutkin V, Zhigljavsky A. Analysis of time series 
structure: SSA and related techniques. CRC Press. 2001. p. 320.

50. Rock HR, Golden ML, Miller SD, et al. Seasonality of water and 
heat fluxes over a tropical Forest in eastern Amazônia. Ecological 
Applications. 2004;14:22–32.

51. Rock HR, Manzi AO, Cabral OM, et al. Patterns of water and heat 
flux across a biome gradient from tropical forest to savanna in Brazil. 
Journal of Geophysical Research. 2009;114:1–8.

52. Ruhoff AL, Peace AR, Collischonn W, et al. A MODIS-Based Energy 
Balance to Estimate Evapotranspiration for Clear-Sky Days in Brazilian 
Tropical Savannas. Remote Sensing. 2012;4:703–725.

53. Wilks DS. Statistical methods in the atmospheric sciences. 2nd edn., San 
Diego, Academic Press, 2006. p. 629.

https://doi.org/10.15406/ijh.2023.07.00335
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0168192396024124
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0168192396024124
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0168192396024124
https://www.routledge.com/Analysis-of-Time-Series-Structure-SSA-and-Related-Techniques/Golyandina-Nekrutkin-Zhigljavsky/p/book/9781584881940
https://www.routledge.com/Analysis-of-Time-Series-Structure-SSA-and-Related-Techniques/Golyandina-Nekrutkin-Zhigljavsky/p/book/9781584881940
https://esajournals.onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1890/02-6001
https://esajournals.onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1890/02-6001
https://esajournals.onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1890/02-6001
https://agupubs.onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/full/10.1029/2007JG000640
https://agupubs.onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/full/10.1029/2007JG000640
https://agupubs.onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/full/10.1029/2007JG000640
https://www.mdpi.com/2072-4292/4/3/703
https://www.mdpi.com/2072-4292/4/3/703
https://www.mdpi.com/2072-4292/4/3/703
https://sunandclimate.files.wordpress.com/2009/05/statistical-methods-in-the-atmospheric-sciences-0127519661.pdf
https://sunandclimate.files.wordpress.com/2009/05/statistical-methods-in-the-atmospheric-sciences-0127519661.pdf

	Title
	Abstract
	Keywords
	Introduction
	Material and methods 
	Study area and data series used 
	MODIS products 
	Latent heat flux data measured by the eddy covariance system 
	Statistical analyzes 

	Results
	Seasonality of LEMOD and LEEC 
	Comparison of annual, seasonal and monthly LEEC and LEMOD 
	Factors related to spatial scale 

	Discussion
	Conclusion
	Acknowledgments
	Conflicts of interest 
	References
	Table 1
	Table 2
	Table 3 
	Table 4
	Table 5
	Figure 1
	Figure 2
	Figure 3
	Figure 4

