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Verification results: Rva . LPRM scenarios Teff bias corrections
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Figure S1. The distinct Rvane results for the positive bias scenarios ranging from +1 to +10 degrees K as
well as the benchmark products. These additive bias scenarios consistently degrade the quality of the
soil moisture retrievals hence the manuscript focuses on the negative bias scenarios from Figure 2.
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Figure S2. A flowchart that sequentially describes the multi-step optimization procedure.
This procedure starts with the benchmark approach followed by the additive bias scenarios that
were used within the LPRM with the re-calibrated LST relation.



