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Figure S1. Interannual trend distribution of GLASS GPP (a: spruce b: Chinese pine)
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Figure S2. Interannual trend distribution of EC-LUE GPP (a: spruce b: Chinese pine)
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Figure S3. Correlation between the chronology of residuals of
spruce tree-ring and EC-LUE GPP (a: 8-days scale b: cumulative
scale). The dotted line indicates the significant level of 0.95.(The
color of each point maps to the spatial density of the point, with the
density gradually increasing from green to red.)
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Figure S4. Correlation between the chronology of residuals of
Chinese pine tree-ring and EC-LUE GPP (a: 8-days scale b:
cumulative scale). The dotted line indicates the significant level of
0.95.(The color of each point maps to the spatial density of the point,
with the density gradually increasing from green to red.)



