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of the Eastmain-1 reservoir in boreal Quebec. Reservoirs emit greenhouse gases directly, PRI and NDVI were monitored using Skye 4Channel light sensors mounted on the eddy covariance (EC) tower at each site. Data frotwoth the eddy covariance systems and the Forest (FOR) and Peatland (LLC) Forest and Peatland
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. Results: the Forest. PRI was lower in the peatland than in the forest as expected, since the
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How do PRI and NDVI differ between sites. and over the arowing Season? PRI was correlated with changes in LUE, NEP, and GEP over the measurement period (JuneSHpt 6 2010). PRI decreases in conitihs of excess light. Thus the results are as peatland Is a less productive system with lower light use efficiency. There was a slight
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since during daytime hours when PRI can be measured, NEP is dominated by photosynthesis.
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the field of view of the sensor. For example, Plot 2 contained vegetation which was mostly S should decrease
dead due to severe desiccation stress. Upon transition from dark to light Plot 2 exhibited * . under conditions of Relationships between spectral indices and GEP were not improved by including
little change in PRI. Plot 11 however, was dominated by healthy vegetation includinigarix - 300 excess stress. As NDVI. This is contrary to what was expected as NDVI typically relates téAPAR while
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