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Understanding the dynamics of the land-atmosphere exchange of CO2 is key to advance our predictive capacities of
the coupled climate-carbon feedback system. In essence, the net vegetation flux is the difference of the uptake of CO2
via photosynthesis and the release of CO2 via respiration, while the system is driven by periodic processes at different
time-scales. The complexity of the underlying dynamics poses challenges to classical decomposition methods focused
on maximizing data variance, such as singular spectrum analysis. Here, we explore whether nonlinear data-driven
methods can better separate periodic patterns and their harmonics from noise and stochastic variability. We find that
Nonlinear Laplacian Spectral Analysis (NLSA) outperforms the linear method and detects multiple relevant harmonics.
However, these harmonics are not detected in the presence of substantial measurement irregularities. In summary,
the NLSA approach can be used to both extract the seasonal cycle more accurately than linear methods, but likewise
detect irregular signals resulting from irregular land-atmosphere interactions or measurement failures. Improving the
detection capabilities of time-series decomposition is essential for improving land-atmosphere interactions models that
should operate accurately on any time scale.

The analysis of oscillatory dynamics in time series data
is a classical problem in celestial dynamics1–3, popu-
lation dynamics4,5, and chemical reactions6 that still
poses many research challenges.7–10 Understanding the
land-atmosphere fluxes of CO2 poses a complex chal-
lenge, because the CO2 exchange is highly nonlinear and
driven by different hydro-meteorological and biological
factors.5,11–13 These fluxes embody the multi-scale charac-
teristics of hydro-meteorological dynamics, which are im-
pacted instantaneously by variations in radiation e.g. due
to varying cloud cover (spanning seconds to hours), daily
alterations due to weather conditions, intra-seasonal shifts
steered by synoptic variability, seasonal changes resulting
from the Earth’s revolution around the sun, and inter-
annual differences triggered by intrinsic patterns of cli-
mate variability. In the present paper, we analyze carbon
flux measurements from the FLUXNET dataset14 to test
whether Nonlinear Laplacian Spectral Analysis (NLSA)
outperforms linear decomposition methods when seeking
to detect the seasonal cycle, and how it can be employed
to warn about compromised data. Identifying the latter
is crucial to avoid systematic errors in the calibration of
Earth System models.15,16
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I. INTRODUCTION

The continuous exchange of carbon dioxide (CO2) between
terrestrial ecosystems and the atmosphere is one of the key
regulators for atmospheric CO2 concentrations. In the pres-
ence of active vegetation, CO2 is absorbed over land during
during the daytime via photosynthesis. At the ecosystem and
global scale this process determines the largest CO2 flux from
the atmosphere to the land and is referred to as gross primary
production (GPP). In parallel, CO2 is constantly released back
to the atmosphere through various respiration activities, col-
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FIG. 1. Net Ecosystem Exchange (NEE) measurements (signal, or-
ange) of a deciduous broadleaf forest in central Germany (Hainich
forest, DE-Hai, DBF). The seasonal cycle is approximated well by
multiple harmonics (top row): four harmonics detected by NLSA,
two harmonics by SSA. In contrast, the fundamental oscillation
(lower row), typically detected by linear spectral analysis fails to ac-
curately represent the variability during the summer period.
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lectively known as ecosystem respiration (Reco). The differ-
ence between these two counteracting fluxes defines the net
ecosystem exchange (NEE).17,18 When integrated over time,
NEE determines whether an ecosystem acts as a natural car-
bon dioxide sink (NEE< 0) or source (NEE> 0). An exam-
ple for its temporal evolution is shown in Fig. 1. Given the
rapid increase of human-induced CO2 emissions into the at-
mosphere in our current era, and the uncertain fate of the ter-
restrial carbon sink, it is paramount to understand how these
natural fluxes vary across different locations and over time
to enhance our Earth system models, thereby advancing our
capacity to predict the future dynamics of the global carbon
cycle.15,16

The multi-scale nature of land-atmosphere fluxes can be
modeled analytically with a stochastic model19 and has also
been empirically corroborated using non-destructive, pro-
longed measurements of NEE, GPP, and Reco that span
across multiple years without interruption.20–22 Studies aim-
ing to extract modes of climate variability on multiple
time scales use different decomposition methods, such as
Fourier decomposition23, Wavelet spectra22, Singular Spec-
trum Analysis20,24, or empirical mode decomposition.25

While these methods are efficient, they neglect the geome-
try of the data manifold. Arguably, this limits the capabil-
ity to capture features with low variance but of dynamical
importance.26–29 Moreover, spectral leakage might mask the
patterns of interest as the processes under investigation are
not precisely isolated.

In the present study, we analyze time series of vegeta-
tion fluxes using two dimension reduction methods for tem-
poral pattern extraction: the linear method Singular Spec-
trum Analysis30 (SSA) and the nonlinear method Nonlinear
Laplacian Spectral Analysis27 (NLSA). Our goal is to im-
prove the understanding of the underlying dynamics, specifi-
cally harmonic components. We investigate whether the non-
linear method can substantially improve the extraction of pe-
riodic patterns in land-atmosphere fluxes of CO2. By peri-
odic patterns we mean higher order harmonic oscillations31

from which we construct the seasonal cycle. The fundamental
oscillation does not capture the intricate interplay of hydro-
meteorological and biological factors that drive the fluxes of
CO2, water, and energy between terrestrial ecosystems and the
atmosphere at specific locations, Fig. 1.

The paper is structured as follows: In Sec. II we introduce
the data, including the basic data measurement principle, the
data selection, and preprocessing steps. We also summarize
our methodological approach and the two data-driven meth-
ods used in this study: the linear method SSA and the nonlin-
ear method NLSA. The results are presented in Sec. III, where
we highlight the challenges posed by irregular time series and
provide an overview of the methods’ performance across mea-
surement variables and measurement sites. In Sec. IV, we
first discuss the implications of constructing the seasonal cy-
cle from the harmonics obtained with SSA and NLSA. Next,
we compare the methods’ performance in detecting harmon-
ics. Finally, we outline the potential of our approach to study
biosphere dynamics, meteorological dynamics, and their in-
teractions. Section V concludes our study.

II. MATERIALS AND METHODS

A. Data: Land-Atmosphere Fluxes

Land-atmosphere fluxes, such as CO2, are measured using
the eddy covariance technique,14,32,33 a widely used method
in atmospheric science, ecology, and environmental monitor-
ing. This technique is primarily employed to measure the
exchange of gases, such as carbon dioxide and water vapor,
between ecosystems (e.g., forests, grasslands) and the atmo-
sphere. The eddy covariance method involves measuring the
fluctuations in the vertical wind speed and the concentration
of gases at high frequencies (typically 10–20Hz). These mea-
surements are taken on a flux tower over an ecosystem of in-
terest. The tower is equipped with sensors to capture the 3D
variations in wind speed and gas concentrations, enabling to
extract the turbulent exchange fluxes between the land-surface
and atmosphere. These continuous, high-frequency measure-
ments are available at various ecological in-situ monitoring
networks, for instance via ICOS (www.icos-cp.eu) in Eu-
rope or FLUXNET at the global scale (fluxnet.org).

In this study we analyze time series from nine sites on
the European continent, Table I, from the ICOS 2020 Warm
Winter dataset.34 Per site we analyze seven variables indi-
vidually: GPP (gCm−2d−1), Reco night (gCm−2d−1), NEE
(gCm−2d−1), as well as air temperature (TA) (◦C), short wave
radiation (SW) (Wm−2), soil temperature (TS) (◦C), and soil
water content (SWC) (%). We focus on forest sites, as these
are affected the least by short term human interventions and
use data from two deciduous broadleaf forests (DBF), five ev-
ergreen needleleaf forest (ENF), and two mixed forest (MF).
We seek the longest temporal measurements to best capture
longer cyclic dynamics. These criteria are satisfied at a total of
nine eddy covariance sites, where data was collected through-
out the period 01.01.2007–31.12.2020 with a sampling rate of
one measurement per day.

TABLE I. Description of the nine selected sites on the European con-
tinent, which are sorted by land cover: evergreen needleleaf forest
(ENF), mixed forest (MF), deciduous broadleaf forests (DBF).

Site ID Country Site Name Land Cover
CH-Dav Switzerland Davos ENF
DE-Tha Germany Tharandt ENF
FI-Hyy Finland Hyytiala ENF
IT-Lav Italy Lavarone ENF

RU-Fyo Russia Fyodorovskoye ENF
BE-Vie Belgium Vielsalm MF
CH-Lae Switzerland Laegern MF
DE-Hai Germany Hainich DBF
DK-Sor Denmark Soroe DBF
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4. Construction in time domain

time [a]
2007 2010 2013 2016 2019

N
EE

 [g
C

 m
-2
d-1

]

-10

-5

0

5

Residual

Time series x

FIG. 2. Workflow. The time series x (Signal) is embedded into a
higher-dimensional space using Takens’ delay coordinates, which
yields the data matrix X . The dynamics are approximated by
modes computed with dimension reduction techniques SSA (linear)
or NLSA (nonlinear). These modes are further analyzed using FFT
to identify modes representing pure harmonic oscillations. Finally,
the identified harmonic oscillations are used to construct the seasonal
cycle.

B. Methods: Time series analysis with dimension reduction
techniques

Dimension reduction techniques applied to time series data
offer data-driven pattern extraction without a priori assump-
tions about the nature of the time series itself.8,35,36 Such spec-
tral analysis approaches can yield interpretable features27,35.
This study focuses on two dimension reduction methods: Sin-
gular Spectrum Analysis (SSA)30,35 and Nonlinear Laplacian
Spectral Analysis (NLSA)27, which is based on Diffusion
Maps.37 Both methods, SSA and NLSA, optimize different
projection metrics. SSA decomposes the covariance kernel,
and minimizes the squared reconstruction error of all individ-
ual dimensions.38 In contrast, NLSA aims to preserve the ge-
ometrical features associated with the discretized Riemannian
metric29 by decomposing the diffusion kernel.

We propose a multi-step approach using dimension reduc-
tion (SSA and NLSA) to detect harmonic oscillations in time
series of land-atmosphere flux measurements, from which the
seasonal cycle is constructed, Figure 2:

1. The time series x of length N = 14a, x ∈ RN (referred
to as signal), is embedded into a higher dimensional
space employing Takens’ delay coordinates. This yields
a data matrix X ∈RW,P, where W = 7a is the embedding
window and P is given by P = N−W −1.39,40 The data
matrix X is standardized to zero mean and unit standard
deviation per row.41 Centralizing the time series allows
us to assign the individual components a rank order di-
rectly linked to the variance covered in the original time
series (dimension reduction spectrum).

2. The dimension reduction algorithms computes domi-
nant orthogonal vectors referred to as modes, which
yield a low-dimensional representation of the embed-
ded data X . This technique uses temporal dependencies
to extract characteristic temporal patterns in the time se-
ries.

3. The modes representing pure harmonic oscillations are
detected based on their spectral content using Fast
Fourier Transform42 (FFT). As these modes have a
physical meaning for the seasonal cycle, no grouping
procedure typical for SSA is used. Each harmonic cy-
cle is comprised of mode pairs, i.e. the harmonic oscil-
lation and its phase-shifted counterpart, as cycles have
two degrees of freedom.

4. Finally, the seasonal cycle is constructed only from the
harmonics and transformed into the original time do-
main, using a projection and reversing the centraliza-
tion.

The mathematical details of these methods, along with the ra-
tionale for parameter choices, are provided in Appendix A.

The numerical computations and figure generation
were implemented in Julia43 and used the libraries
MultivariateStats.jl44 and ManifoldLearning.jl.45

The code to reproduce our results and figures is freely
available.46
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To demonstrate the challenges posed by irregularity due
to compromised data and high-frequency variability, we em-
ployed four different data characterization metrics, mainly in
Sec. III E. We introduce these measures in an intuitive way
here and give details in Appendix A 9. We quantify regular-
ity by normalizing the sum of the relative power of the first
five harmonic oscillations extracted from the time series with
FFT. We analyze both the unfiltered and the low-pass filtered
signal, i.e. with frequencies f ≤ 6a−1 and 4a−1, respectively.
In addition, we quantify the high-frequency variability by
computing the sum of the relative power sum of the signals
high frequency content with f > 6a−1. To approximate the
complexity, i.e. the randomness content, in our time series
from an information theoretic point of view, we compute the
sample entropy47 with standard choices such as delay m = 2
and distance r = 0.2std. We also account for artifacts result-
ing from data quality using quality flags (QF) at discrete time
points. They indicate the confidence in the measurement qual-
ity as well as in the data gap filling process in %, i.e. a gray
scale, where no confidence is indicated by black. We high-
light irregular windows, which span QFs over at least a/2, in
Sec. III E.

III. RESULTS

The seasonal cycle in the extratropics is the oscillatory
component of solar irradiation and closely linked climatic
variables such as temperature with a fundamental frequency
of 1a−1. Land-atmosphere fluxes partially inherit these oscil-
latory components, but likewise represent more complex dy-
namics such as moisture availability, which is not necessar-
ily strictly seasonal. Hence, these ecologically mediated vari-
ables are inaccurately approximated by a first order sinusoidal
function. Thus, in order to extract an ecologically more mean-
ingful seasonal cycle, higher order harmonics are required.

We highlight the challenges of this approach related to
measurement characteristics and irregularities by analyzing of
four time series:

• Case 1: regular time series (Fig. 3)

• Case 2: time series with high frequency variability
(Fig. 4)

• Case 3: time series with broadband variability (Fig. 5)

• Case 4: time series with amplitude change (Fig. 6)

Last, we compare the method’s extraction performance across
variables and measurement sites with different land cover
types.

A. Case 1: Regular time series

We analyze GPP fluxes, i.e. the amount of assimilated
CO2, in a deciduous broadleaf forest ecosystem in central
Germany, Fig. 3. These measurements display quality flags,

Fig. 3(a, signal), indicating a lower confidence in the respec-
tive measurement or gap filling method. The lowest quality
flags (black) occur mostly in the winter months, where GPP
is low and varies little. Despite such flags, our approach is
capable of detecting four harmonics with SSA and five with
NLSA, which indicates the signals regularity Fig. 3(a, spec-
trum). The detection of harmonic oscillations is better with
NLSA, as SSA exhibits mixed frequency signals for the third
harmonic, e.g. for the mode corresponding to f = 3a−1 we
also observe a small peak at f = 4a−1. Although the FFT
power spectrum indicates peaks at the harmonic frequencies,
they are less pronounced and could be overlooked.

The seasonal cycle is constructed from the harmonic modes
and transformed into the time domain, Fig. 3(a, signal). The
seasonal cycles constructed from SSA and NLSA modes, re-
spectively, are very similar and mostly overlap. They do
not represent extra-seasonal events, such as the heatwave and
drought in 2018, which leads to decreased GPP, i.e. decreased
vegetation productivity, in autumn.

Although filtering the time series reduces the signal’s vari-
ability greatly, Figure 3(b, signal), the SSA and NLSA results
change little, especially the number of detected harmonics.
The filtered signal and the constructed seasonal cycle overlap
mostly. Note that, the filtered signal does retain the impact
of extra-seasonal events, such as the heatwave and drought in
2018. A similar case is shown in Appendix B Fig. 9.

B. Case 2: Time series with high frequency variability

We analyze NEE, the net exchange of carbon including both
CO2 uptake by the ecosystem via photosynthesis and release
of CO2 via respiration, at an evergreen needleleaf forest site in
Eastern Germany, Fig. 4. The signal is affected only by minor
quality flags (light gray). However, it shows a high variability
across time, which affects the detection of harmonics modes.

With SSA we extract only the fundamental mode, irrespec-
tive of signal filtering, Fig. 4(a & b, spectra). The other modes
exhibit oscillations of mixed harmonic and non-harmonic fre-
quencies, indicating that SSA cannot separate these along the
characteristic directions, i.e. the maximum data variance,
Fig. 4(a & b, modes, green).

NLSA could not separate the harmonic oscillation into sin-
gle modes before filtering out the high frequency signal con-
tent, Fig. 4(a, modes, purple). The FFT spectrum reveals, that
the power of the high frequency oscillations is comparably
high to that of the other oscillations, Fig. 4(a, spectra, left).
Unlike SSA, the dimension reduction spectrum does not show
a slope break, Fig. 4(a, spectra, right). Only after filtering
did NLSA detect five purely harmonic modes, Fig. 4(b, spec-
tra, right). The detected modes are attributed a lower power
than in the previous cases, i.e. to dimensions greater than 12,
Fig. 4(b, modes, purple)

Consequently, the seasonal cycles constructed from the har-
monic oscillations extracted with SSA and NLSA, respec-
tively, exhibit a clear difference in amplitude, Fig. 4(b, signal).
A similar case is shown in Appendix B Fig. 10.
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FIG. 3. Analysis of a regular time series with isolated quality flags: gross primary production (GPP) fluxes of a deciduous broadleaf forest
(DBF) in central Germany (Hainich forest site, DE-Hai DBF).
Panels: Analysis of an unfiltered (a) and filtered (b) measurement signal. Each panel column illustrates the following analysis parts. Panel
signal: signal and the corresponding constructed seasonal cycle with SSA or NLSA, if harmonics are detected. The quality flag (QF) is
indicated by a gray scale, i.e. lowest signal quality in black. Panel spectra: relative FFT power spectrum (left) of the signal and the SSA and
NLSA constructed seasonal cycle, and the dimension reduction spectrum (right). Panel modes: shapes of the 12 most dominant modes (left)
and their corresponding spectra (right).
Main result: The seasonal cycle is represented by a combination of harmonics of up to fifth order, i.e. SSA detects four harmonics and NLSA
five harmonics.

C. Case 3: Time series with broadband variability

We analyze NEE, the net exchange of carbon including both
CO2 uptake by the ecosystem via photosynthesis and release
of CO2 via respiration, at an evergreen needleleaf forest site
in Western Russia, Fig. 5. This time series is affected by poor
quality flags over prolonged time periods, Fig. 5(a & b, sig-
nal). It is characterized by a strong broadband variability, ob-
viously unaffected by the low-pass filter, Fig. 5(a & b, spectra,
left).

SSA successfully extracts the fundamental and the second
harmonic oscillations from both the unfiltered and filtered sig-
nal, Fig. 5(a & b, spectra, left). However, while the fourth,
fifth, and sixth harmonics dominate modes 5-8 and 11,12,
SSA is unable to separate these oscillations from the nonhar-
monic ones, Fig. 5(a & b, modes). Note, that the third har-
monic appears to exhibit a low variance, and is not detected
within the first 16 dimensions. Moreover, the constructed sea-
sonal cycle does not capture the signal‘s broadband frequency

variability, Fig. 5(b, signal).
NLSA fails to extract any pure oscillations. This is evi-

denced by the dimension reduction spectrum, which does not
show a slope break (Fig. 5(a, spectra, right)), and by the noisy
and shapeless modes, Fig. 5(a, modes). After filtering, the
modes are primarily characterized by the fundamental and
second harmonic oscillations (Fig. 5(b, modes)), yet they still
represent mixed oscillations and cannot be separated. A simi-
lar case is shown in Appendix B Fig. 11.

D. Case 4: Time series with amplitude change

We analyze Reco, the total ecosystem respiration, which is
the sum of the carbon loss during plant respiration and decom-
position, at a mixed forest site in Northern Switzerland, Fig. 6.
This time series, with few quality flags, exhibits nonstationary
behavior, i.e. undergoes a fast amplitude change in 2016. The
low-pass filter accentuates this transition even clearer, Fig. 6(a
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FIG. 4. Analysis of a time series with high frequency variability and isolated quality flags: net ecosystem exchange (NEE) fluxes of a evergreen
needleleaf forest (ENF) in Eastern Germany (Tharandt forest site, DE-Tha ENF).
Panels: We analyze the unfiltered (a) and the filtered (b) measurement signal. Each panel column illustrates the following analysis parts.
Panel signal: signal and the corresponding constructed seasonal cycle with SSA or NLSA, if harmonics are detected. The quality flag (QF) is
indicated by a gray scale, i.e. lowest signal quality in black. Panel spectra: relative FFT power spectrum (left) of the signal and the SSA and
NLSA constructed seasonal cycle, and the dimension reduction spectrum (right). Panel modes: shapes of the 12 most dominant modes (left)
and their corresponding spectra (right).
Main result: The harmonics of up to fifth order are only detected after filtering, i.e. SSA detects only the fundamental oscillation while NLSA
detects five harmonics. The amplitudes of the seasonal cycles constructed with SSA and NLSA, respectively, differ.

& b, signal). The signal exhibits a strong broadband variabil-
ity, Fig. 6(a) & (b, spectra, left) as in Case 3.

Despite the nonstationary nature of the data, SSA extracts
the fundamental oscillation. The flat slope break in the dimen-
sion reduction spectrum, Fig. 6(a & b, spectral, right), sug-
gests that many characteristic directions are required to repre-
sent the signal. Consequently, the seasonal cycle, constructed
only from the fundamental oscillation, fails to capture the am-
plitude change or the variability, Fig. 6(a & b, signal).

As shown in Case 3, NLSA struggles to extract harmonic
oscillations, when the signal is affected by strong broadband
variability. Here, NLSA detects a single mode with the funda-
mental frequency, however, this is primarily a result of the al-
gorithm‘s built-in error bounds. The corresponding FFT spec-
trum shows that this is not a pure oscillation. The detected
modes are primarily mixed oscillations with frequencies be-
low 1.5. A similar case is shown in Appendix B Fig. 11.

E. Harmonic extraction across variables and measurement
sites

In this section, we examine the capabilities of SSA and
NLSA to extract harmonic oscillations across seven variables
and nine measurement sites with various land cover types
(ENF, MF, DBF), Fig. 7. Carbon fluxes, specifically GPP,
NEE, and Reco , exhibit site-specific dynamics and variability
due to local ecosystem conditions such as soil water content
and soil temperature, in addition to local ecosystem drivers
such as air temperature and short wave radiation.

In Fig. 7 We analyze both the unfiltered and filtered sig-
nals, employing bandpass filters with frequencies f ≤ 6a−1

and f ≤ 4a−1. To simplify the visualization, we categorize
the detection of harmonic oscillations into four distinct cate-
gories:

• no pure oscillations are detected, as seen in Case 3 with
NLSA (none).
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FIG. 5. Analysis of a time series with broadband variability and poor quality flags over extended periods of time: net ecosystem exchange
(NEE) fluxes of an evergreen needleleaf forest (ENF) in western Russia (Central Forest Biosphere Reserve at Fyodorovskoe site, RU-Fyo
ENF).
Panels: Analysis of an unfiltered (a) and filtered (b) measurement signal. Each panel column illustrates the following analysis parts. Panel
signal: signal and the corresponding constructed seasonal cycle with SSA or NLSA, if harmonics are detected. The quality flag (QF) is
indicated by a gray scale, i.e. lowest signal quality in black. Panel spectra: relative FFT power spectrum (left) of the signal and the SSA and
NLSA constructed seasonal cycle, and the dimension reduction spectrum (right). Panel modes: shapes of the 12 most dominant modes (left)
and their corresponding spectra (right).
Main result: After filtering, the time series exhibits a level of variability, which still prohibits the detection of any harmonics with NLSA. In
contrast, SSA always detects the fundamental and the second harmonic oscillation.

• only one mode of a pair is detected, typically the mode
with the fundamental frequency, as observed in Case 4
with NLSA (deficient).

• only the fundamental frequency is detected, exemplified
by Case 2 with SSA (fundamental).

• multiple higher-order harmonics are detected by mode
pairs, such as in Case 1 with both SSA and NLSA (≥ 2).

The specific number of harmonics is shown in Appendix B 1.
Overall, SSA fails to detect any oscillatory components in

fewer time series than NLSA, see Fig. 7 (none and deficient
categories) and Table II (No H). However, when oscillations
are detected, NLSA identifies higher-order harmonics in more
cases than SSA (Table II, H ≥ 2), while SSA detects only the
fundamental oscillation in almost half the cases (Table II, H
= 1). The detection of harmonics using NLSA improves sub-
stantially when the signal is filtered. We find that the num-
ber of extracted harmonics is variable specific rather than site

specific. For example, both SSA and NLSA have difficulty
extracting harmonics from soil water content, as this is an
aperiodic signal with high variability across frequency scales
(Fig. 11).

To quantify this signal’s variability we employ the follow-
ing four measures: persistent quality flags, i.e. QF over a con-
tinuous period of at least a/2 (X), strength of high frequency
variability (▲), regularity (■), and sample entropy (⋆).

Persistent quality flags (X) are found in seven instances. In
more than half the instances these do not have an affect on the
detection of harmonics. SSA fails to detect any oscillations
in two instances, while NLSA fails in two to three depending
on the filter. Filtering does not improve the detection substan-
tially, indicating the irregularity is persistent and does not have
a high frequency character. SSA is at best able to detect the
fundamental, while NLSA detects higher order harmonics.

High-frequency variability (▲) is consistently observed
across sites for variables such as air temperature, short wave
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FIG. 6. Analysis of a time series with amplitude change in addition to broadband variability and isolated quality flags: ecosystem respiration
(Reco) of a mixed forest (MF) in Northern Switzerland (Laegeren mountain site, CH-Lae MF).
Panels: Analysis of an unfiltered (a) and filtered (b) measurement signal. Each panel column illustrates the following analysis parts. Panel
signal: signal and the corresponding constructed seasonal cycle with SSA or NLSA, if harmonics are detected. The quality flag (QF) is
indicated by a gray scale, i.e. lowest signal quality in black. Panel spectra: relative FFT power spectrum (left) of the signal and the SSA and
NLSA constructed seasonal cycle, and the dimension reduction spectrum (right). Panel modes: shapes of the 12 most dominant modes (left)
and their corresponding spectra (right).
Main result: The low-pass filter shows the amplitude change after 2016. SSA extracts the fundamental oscillation irrespective of noise. NLSA
extracts a single mode (not a pair!) due to the error bounds within our algorithm. This clearly does not represent a pure oscillation.

radiation, and the carbon fluxes NEE and GPP; but not for
soil water content, soil temperature, and ecosystem respi-
ration, Fig. 7 (a,b). The low-pass filters effectively reduce
this high-frequency content across all sites, Fig. 7 (c-f). As
demonstrated in Cases 1–4, filtering enhances the detection
of higher-order harmonics with NLSA but not SSA. The re-
duction in high-frequency content through filtering allows
NLSA to more accurately identify and extract these harmon-
ics, thereby improving its performance in analyzing oscilla-
tory behavior.

The time series regularity detected with FFT emerges after
filtering, Fig. 7 (a,b) vs (c-f). This indicates that high fre-
quency content affects the detection of harmonics with FFT.
SWC is the only variable with no regularity irrespective of fil-
tering, indicating its aperiodic nature. High regularity in time
series coincides with detection of higher order harmonics with
SSA and NLSA, indicating that the three methods agree, es-
pecially in Fig. 7 (e,f). No regularity indicates that either SSA
or NLSA or both fail to detect harmonics.

Sample entropy is a statistic that measures the regularity
of a time series: low values represent regular time series,
whereas high values indicate random behavior. Unlike the
other fairly periodic variables, soil water content time series
are usually aperiodic (Fig. 11). Against our expectation, the
sample entropy for SWC is at most low after filtering. Over-
all, time series with aperiodic behavior or amplitude change,
did not have high entropy, Figs. 7, 6, and 11. We find that
the sample entropy is affected by filtering, i.e. it can both de-
crease and increase, Fig. 7. Moreover, higher order harmonics
are detected in time series with high sample entropy in more
than half the cases, Fig. 7. This indicates a regular rather than
random signal.

We aimed to use SWC time series for additional validation,
by testing when SSA and NLSA fail to detect harmonics. We
find that this failure is a better indicator for aperiodic or non-
stationary time series (bandpass filtered with f ≤ 6a−1) than
the sample entropy, Figs. 7. We focus on the filtered time se-
ries here, as high-frequency content can affect NLSA’s perfor-
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FIG. 7. Harmonic oscillation extraction per time series across vari-
ables and measurement sites with SSA (a,c,e) and NLSA (b,d,f).
Sites (Table I) with land cover types (x-axis): evergreen needleleaf
forest (ENF), mixed forest (MF), deciduous broadleaf forest (DBF).
Variables (y-axis): soil water content (SWC), soil temperature (TS),
air temperature (TA), Short wave radiation (SW_IN), net ecosystem
exchange (NEE), ecosystem respiration (Reco), gross primary pro-
ductivity (GPP). Colors indicate whether harmonic oscillations have
been detected in the modes: white/none = no pure oscillations de-
tected; red/deficient = fundamental not resolved; yellow/fundamental
= only fundamental oscillation extracted (a mode pair); green/≥ 2: at
least the fundamental and the second harmonic extracted. Filters: un-
filtered (a,b), low-pass filter with f = 6a−1 (c,d) and with f = 4a−1

(e,f). Markers for time series properties: X = persistent quality flags
over at least a/2, ▲ = high frequency variability (large, low, none),
■ = regularity (high, low, none), and⋆ = sample entropy (high, low,
no randomness). Main result: SSA fails to detect any pure oscilla-
tions (none & deficient) in at most seven time series (c), compared to
NLSA which fails in at most 24 time series (b). But, NLSA extracts
higher order harmonics (≥ 2) in more time series (at most 48 in (f))
than SSA (at most 26 in (a,c,e)). The low pass filter improves extrac-
tion with NLSA, but not with SSA.

mance. In addition, SSA and/or NLSA detects harmonic os-

cillations in SWC, despite its aperiodic nature, Figs. 7. These
seasonal cycles only loosely relate to the full signal, Fig. 11.

TABLE II. Percentage of sites, where SSA or NLSA detect (i) no
pure oscillatory or deficient modes (no H), (ii) only the fundamental
oscillation (H = 1), or (iii) at least the first two harmonics (H ≥ 2).
The time series are either unfiltered (filter none), or band-pass filtered
with f ≤ 6a−1 or f ≤ 4a−1. This table summarizes the results from
Fig. 7.

SSA NLSA
filter none f ≤ 6a−1 f ≤ 4a−1 none f ≤ 6a−1 f ≤ 4a−1

%
Si

te
sno H 9,5% 11,1% 9,5% 38,1% 20,6% 12,7%

H = 1 49,2% 47,6% 49,2% 3,2% 4,8% 11,1%
H ≥ 2 41,3% 41,3% 41,3% 58,7% 74,6% 76,2%

IV. DISCUSSION

A. Seasonal cycle

In this study, we use data-driven approaches to uncover the
inherent dynamics of the seasonal cycle of vegetation car-
bon processes. Our results show that the seasonal cycle is
comprised of more than just the fundamental oscillation. We
show that the seasonal cycle can be effectively approximated
by a linear combination of harmonic modes of up to fifth or-
der, Fig. 3. These harmonics not only indicate the underly-
ing complexity of vegetation process measurements and their
drivers, but also emphasize the potential of data-driven ap-
proaches in capturing and unraveling intricate temporal pat-
terns. Although the computational principle of our two meth-
ods, SSA and NLSA, differ, they both reveal harmonic oscilla-
tions. Good agreement is found with the frequencies obtained
with the FFT (of the entire signal), which uses sinusoidal basis
functions, unlike SSA and NLSA. For example, other studies
using FFT48 detect and construct the seasonal cycle from at
most two harmonics. Our data-driven approach aligns with the
historical approach of modeling the seasonal cycle in atmo-
spheric carbon concentration measurements with sinusoidal
functions31, which are linear combinations of harmonics with
frequencies f = 1,2, . . . ,na−1.

Our findings demonstrate that the number of harmonic os-
cillations indicates the complexity of the seasonal cycle of
carbon fluxes, e.g. Fig. 3. Detecting an insufficient number
of harmonics can lead to a poor approximation of the seasonal
cycle. For example, when SSA detects only the fundamen-
tal component of the seasonal cycle the signals amplitude is
misrepresented, Fig. 4. Typically, when applying dimension
reduction approaches to time series, modes are computed to
maximize the amount of variance (related to the spectrum)
they can explain, e.g. see spectrum-dimension plots in Fig. 3.
At some point, modes corresponding to higher dimensions
contribute negligibly to explaining data variance. This point is
referred to as the slope break in the spectrum-dimension plot.
However, we show that for carbon fluxes, this is not a suf-
ficient criterion to estimate a sufficient number of harmonic
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components. For instance, in Fig. 4(b) the NLSA slope break
occurs at dimension three, which only yields the fundamental
oscillation, misrepresenting the seasonal cycle’s amplitude (as
shown by SSA seasonal cycle).

Our analysis also shows that the harmonic character of the
signal does not necessarily align with its variance. In other
words, the order of the modes dictated by the variance does
not correspond to the order of the harmonic frequencies. For
example, NLSA mode pairs (1,2) correspond to the funda-
mental frequency f = 1a−1, but higher order harmonic os-
cillations with frequencies f = 2a−1 and 3a−1 are found in
mode pairs (4,5) and (10,11), respectively, Fig. 4(b). Thus, a
slope break at low dimensions may fail to detect higher order
harmonics.

The detection of the seasonal cycle is affected by signal
extra-seasonal anomalies such as extreme weather events, ar-
tifacts, and noise. The presence of noise can hinder the detec-
tion of harmonic oscillations, e.g. with NLSA as illustrated in
Fig. 4(a). However, effective noise filtering holds the potential
to facilitate successful detection, as depicted in Fig. 4(b). In
the same case, we demonstrate that the intricacies inherent to
the seasonal cycle can inadvertently evade detection (here by
SSA), potentially leading to an underestimation of its ampli-
tude despite filtering, Fig. 4(b). Consequently, such an under-
estimation could affect any analysis relying on deseasonaliza-
tion, which extracts the seasonal cycle to study variability.20

B. SSA vs. NLSA: comparing the linear and the nonlinear
method

The different computational principals of SSA and NLSA
are reflected in their detection of harmonics. The graph-based
algorithm NLSA detects dynamically important components,
here higher order harmonics, Table II and Fig. 7. In contrast,
SSA, which computes components by maximizing the time
series’ variance, mainly detects the dominant oscillations, i.e.
often only the fundamental oscillation, Table II and Fig. 7.
In such cases, the other modes contain mixed oscillation with
harmonic characteristics, which SSA cannot separate. Similar
observations are made, for sea surface temperature model time
series, where NLSA, but not SSA, detects dynamically impor-
tant modes such as low frequency and intermittent modes.27

Thus, our study highlights that land-atmosphere exchange of
CO2 involves complex processes where not all dynamical as-
pects are represented by components with a large variance.

The detection success of both methods is affected by sig-
nal irregularities to varying degree and in different ways. The
slope break can be an indicator for signal complexity, i.e. the
more modes the more complex the signal, as well as setting
heuristic noise thresholds. We showed, that this is an unre-
liable indicator for NLSA due to its sensitivity to noise, e.g.
Figs. 4.

SSA appears more robust to noise, as it can detect at least
the fundamental oscillation even in very noisy signals where
NLSA fails, Figs. 4(a) and 5(a). On the other hand, noise fil-
ters do not improve the detection with SSA, Figs. 4(b) and
5(b). At the same time, NLSA can fail to detect even the fun-

damental oscillation, Figs. 4(a) and 5(a). Bandpass filter can
improve detection with NLSA (five harmonics) provided the
time series is regular enough, Fig. 4(b), and is not affect by
broadband frequency content, Fig. 5. In the case of NLSA,
this success can be attributed to the imposition of regularity,
as shown in.27 This regularization process establishes connec-
tions between different euclidean scales, approximating the
full Laplacian through a diffusion kernel. Consequently, the
presence of high-frequency variability poses a challenge to
this enforced regularity, and influencing (and at times imped-
ing) the detection of the overarching harmonics. This phe-
nomenon contributes to the scarcity of instances where only
the fundamental is detected. In contrast, for SSA, the ma-
jor axis of the covariance ellipsoid corresponds to the funda-
mental—a global scale that remains unaffected by the high-
frequency variability. While subsequent orders are not readily
accessible, their absence does not impede the prior computa-
tion of the fundamental.

Time series with aperiodic behavior or nonstationary dy-
namics involving amplitude changes can pose a challenge to
our approach. We expected the detection of harmonics to fail
in these cases. Instead, we find a few instances where SSA
and/or NLSA extract harmonics, such as in soil water content
time series (Fig. 7 and 11). These seasonal cycles are difficult
to interpret, as they have little in common with the original
signal, Fig. 6 and 11. Additional validation approaches need
to be explored in such cases.

We conclude that NLSA is better suited than SSA to detect
harmonic oscillation. We propose to use NLSA’s inability to
detect harmonics in a signal as an indicator of the signal’s defi-
ciency to automate the selection of data that require additional
processing or inspection.

C. Potential and Outlook

The higher order harmonics found across sites and variables
reveal a common characteristic. Thus, our data driven analy-
sis potentially indicates energy transfer through harmonic os-
cillations from ecosystem drivers (air temperature and short
wave radiation) to the vegetation response (land-atmosphere
fluxes: GPP, NEE, Reco), and soil dynamics (soil water con-
tent and soil temperature).49 This suggests an intricate rela-
tionship among these ecosystem components, which could
be analyzed using a multi-dimensional SSA or NLSA to re-
veal response delays or drift, a task reserved for future stud-
ies. Moreover, our approach could be exploited to analyze the
land-atmosphere interactions during the growing season, e.g.
the start and end of season.50,51

Harmonic characteristics of flux variables could be em-
ployed to explore the relationship between these flux ground
measurements, which have sparse spatial coverage, and ob-
servations with denser spatial coverage, such as citizen sci-
ence data51, or remote sensed observations, such as satellite
data.52,53 This could give further insights into ecosystem vari-
ability and impact of climate change on vegetation54 as well
as vegetation-climate feedback loops.55

Our approach is widely applicable. For example, Higher
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order harmonics have also been detected with these methods
in climate observations, e.g. four harmonics were detected
in intra-seasonal characteristics in satellite infrared bright-
ness temperature56 with NLSA, and seven harmonics were de-
tected in Sentinel-1 Interferometric Synthetic Aperture Radar
data with multichannel SSA57, which is a spatio-temporal
SSA approach.

A spatio-temporal Ansatz with these methods could explore
the link between subharmonics of land-atmosphere carbon
fluxes, oscillations with periods of multiple years, and global
climate patterns such as El Niño-Southern Oscillation58

(ENSO). Our analysis only tentatively suggests existence of
subharmonics, e.g. Fig. 4. The relationship between the
seasonality in sea surface temperature and ENSO have been
studied59 with NLSA.

Extreme heatwaves and droughts can affect carbon gas ex-
change, indicating reduced vegetation productivity, as ob-
served in GPP during the summer of 2018. These impacts
seem to be distinguishable from the harmonic oscillations of
the seasonal cycle. We conjecture that nonharmonic modes
could represent such extreme events.28 Unlike SSA, NLSA is
shown to successfully detect such intermittent modes related
to rare events. Ideally, we would like to predict the impact
of extreme events on vegetation. However, prediction is chal-
lenging for such methods and remain a challenge even for so-
phisticated machine learning models.52

V. CONCLUSION

Land-atmosphere exchange of CO2 is complex. The under-
lying processes are characterized by dynamics which are not
necessarily dominated by large variance. To extract the cor-
responding seasonal dynamics we compared two data driven
methods: NLSA a graph-based algorithm, and SSA which
identifies dynamic characteristics by maximizing the data’s
variance. We showed that NLSA is better suited than SSA
to extract higher order harmonics, which are necessary to rep-
resent the seasonal cycle accurately. When extraction of har-
monics was not possible, NLSA proved to be a more reliable
indicator of nonstationary dynamics than SSA.
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Appendix A: Data analysis workflow details

1. Dimension reduction

Dimension reduction decomposes data into adaptive, or-
thogonal patterns (modes). In the case of univariate obser-
vations with a time ordering xt , modes of specified length W
are obtained. Creating information redundancy in a high di-
mensional embedding space Xt , a finite set of k projection di-
rections Xk

t = ∑
k
1 uiσivi(t) is chosen to optimize specific con-

ditions. The modes ui and the projections onto them σivi(t)
correspond to data-driven orthogonal basis functions.

2. Uniform delay embedding

From the vector xt ∈ RN containing the time series of N
uniformly sampled measurements, a delay trajectory matrix
X ∈ RW×P is constructed by uniform delay embedding,

xt 7→ X =


x1 , . . . ,xW
x2 , . . . ,xW+1

...
xN−W , . . . ,xN

 . (A1)

W ∈ {1, . . . ,N/2} is the delay window length and P =
N −W + 1 the number of thus created windows. This matrix
corresponds to a manifold of points (delay windows) or hyper-
surface in RW . Here, the longest full-year delay embedding
time of W = 7a is used as parameter choice to guarantee the
best possible spectral resolution of the modes with N = 14a.

3. Singular Spectrum Analysis

Based on the Singular Value decomposition

X =UΣV T , (A2)

Singular Spectrum Analysis30 (SSA) utilizes the k first sin-
gular values and left singular vectors of X . These Empiri-
cal Orthogonal Functions60 (EOF) correspond to the axes of
the linear covariance ellipsoid XXT and therefore best de-
compose X in terms of squared reconstruction error E2 =
∑t |Xt −∑i σiui|2.

4. Nonlinear Laplacian Spectral Analysis

SSA does not pose any constraints on the shape of the
modes except for the orthogonal structure. Nonlinear Lapla-
cian Spectral Analysis27 (NLSA) additionally enforces regu-
larity on the projections to recover local nonlinear behavior.
The first k eigenfunctions φi of the discrete Laplace-Beltrami
operator ∆ on the manifold are approximated. This best recon-
structs the data in terms of the heat kernel exp(−t∆), which is
equivalent to the Riemannian metric, i.e. the inner product of
the manifolds tangent vectors.27 It is shown37 that the φi can
be sufficiently approximated by the eigenfunctions of a renor-
malized diffusion kernel. The diffusion kernel

Jε(z) = exp(−z2/2ε), z = |x− y| at scale
√

ε (A3)

stores the diffusion distances between all manifold points.
This is helpful to approximate the sampling density ρ on the
manifold

Z(x) =
P

∑
i=1

J(x,xi)≈
∫

X
J(x,y)ρ(y)dy. (A4)

A discrete representation of the Laplace-Beltrami op-
erator on the manifold is achieved by this anisotropic
renormalization61,
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T =
Z−1JZ−1

diag(Z−1JZ−1)
. (A5)

The projections Xui = σivi are regular, because the ui are
directly linked to the Riemannian metric. The approximated
eigenfunctions of T correspond to the EOF. The kernel scale
parameter

√
ε is crucial for the performance of the algorithm.

Its size is linked to the assumed sampling density and deter-
mines the connectivity of the manifold graph: for smallest ε ,
no vertices and for largest ε , all nodes are connected. Either
case does not yield any information about the local structure.
We suggest an simple automated choice, performed by a sam-
pling approach on the embedding manifold:

1. for multiple values of ε compute the weight Zc =
∑

c
i, j J(xi,x j) for a random manifold subset indexed by

1, . . . ,c

2. estimate the turning point Zc
t of the resulting bidirec-

tional kernel saturation curve using a tanh fit by least
square rgression

3. choose ε such that Zc ≈ Zc
t /e

4. take the median of multiple sampling runs for ε

The other parameters α = 1, t = 1 of the Diffusion Map
algorithm for general diffusion kernel computations are not
considered here.

5. Time series reconstruction

The Uniform Delay Embedding represents the time steps at
the beginning and end of the original time series less often in
the embedding space, due to the limited number of covering
windows. Reconstructing the time RC series from the recov-
ered reduced dimensions ui and the corresponding projections
PC takes this trapezoid shape into account.35

RCκ(t) = M(t)−1
κ

∑
i

U(t)

∑
j=L(t)

PCi(t − j+1)ui( j), with

(M,L,U)(t) =


(t,1, t) 1 ≤ t ≤W −1
(W,1,W ) W ≤ t ≤ P
(N − t +1, t −N +W,W ) P+1 ≤ t ≤ N

(A6)

6. Signal centralization

The covariance-relation of the SSA requires the data to be
centered at zero mean. This is performed on the embedding
space.

X̃i = (Xi − X̂i)/σ
2(Xi) (A7)

Also, centralizing the time series directly allows to link the
individual projection scales (diagonal entries of Λ) from the
projections ui ∈ EOF directly to corresponding variance of the
time series component,

Λ =
1

W
EOFT ·XT ·X ·EOF. (A8)

7. Orthogonality of dimensions

Both dimensionality reductions methods, SSA and NLSA,
can be expressed as eigendecompositions of respective kernel
matrices. For SSA, the covariance kernel XXT and the renor-
malized Diffusion kernel T for NLSA. The reduced dimen-
sions are the obtained eigenvectors, a non-unique orthonor-
mal basis that diagonalizes the kernel matrix. Two identical
eigenvalues lead to a linearly independent and degenerate pair
of eigenvectors - resolving each oscillatory component by two
modes. Because the kernel matrices are positive and symmet-
ric, eigenvectors corresponding to different eigenvalues are
mutually orthogonal. In oscillatory time-series, this orthog-
onality creates the harmonic structure. Trying to resolve such
signal, the fundamental driving frequency is the first approxi-
mation and holds the most variability. All dimensions that can
exclusively be attributed to the periodic, non-harmonic signal
need to be combined to recover what can be identified from
this signal by the dimensionality reduction.

8. Harmonic structure detection

To identify purely harmonic modes, we propose a sim-
ple filter based on the spectral content using Fast-Fourier-
Transform42 (FFT),

Xn =
N−1

∑
n=0

xn exp(
−2π

N
kn). (A9)

FFT provides approximated harmonic power Xn for frequen-
cies kn First, the information content of a mode in the fre-
quency range of the harmonics k = {0, . . . ,7} of the funda-
mental frequency is fitted by a Gaussian peak,

g(k) =
1

σ
√

2π
exp(−1

2
(k−µk)

2

σ2 ), (A10)

by least square regression, yielding the parameters σ and µk.
If this peak resides at a harmonic frequency abs(µk − f ) ≤
ε f for any f ∈ {1,2,3,4}a−1 and the largest remaining spec-
tral power is not larger then a portion εp of this peak 1

σ
√

2π
,

the dimension is classified as harmonic. Both parameters are
chosen to be ε f = εp = 0.15.

We apply a low-pass filter to the time series to analyze
the presence of high frequency variability on the dimen-
sion reduction performance. We use the Inverse-Fast-Fourier-
Transform (IFFT),

xn =
1
N

N−1

∑
n=0

Xn exp(
i2π

N
kn) (A11)
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setting Xk = 0 ∀ kn ≥ fl , therefore omitting all spectral
content above fl = {3,4,6}a−1 respectively.

9. Data characterization measures

We compute the relative extent of high frequency vari-
ability, that can impede the extraction of the seasonal cy-
cle from the time series. The sum of spectral power
∑X(k) ∀ k ≥ 6a−1, normalised by ∑k Xk. This frequency
threshold provides a good compromise of information loss in
this data(harmonics up to that point are resolved).

The relative power by FFT of the harmonic components be-
longing to the fundamental annual frequency ∑Xn where kn =
{1,2,3,4}a−1, normalized by∑k Xk yields a measure for the
time series regularity.

In information theory the sample entropy47 (SampEn) es-
timates the complexity by approximating the randomness in a
time series. Here we choose the embedding dimension m = 2,
and the margin of tolerance r = 0.2std, where std is the stan-
dard deviation of the whole time series. The sample entropy
SampEn is defined as

SampEn =− ln
A
B
, (A12)

which yields the negative logarithm of the proportion of A –
the number of subsequent delay-3-windows being not farther
apart then 0.2std, and B – the number of subsequent delay-2-
windows being no farther apart then 0.2std.

To display the data metrics, a binning scheme (histogram)
with 3 bins is employed across all time series. The differ-
ence between the smallest and largest value is divided into 3
equally spaced intervals. The relative power of high frequency
variability is only binned across unfiltered time series.

The quality of measurements and gap-filling procedures is
indicated by additional quality flag variables.14,62 To detect
longer persisting issues, we classify persistent QF as the ex-
istence of windows of length ≥ 1

2 a, where all quality flags are
below whole-series-mean.

10. Computational cost

The total computational cost depends on the length N of
the time series, the delay embedding parameter W and the
corresponding number of delay embedding data points P.63

Here, N = 5114,W = 2556,P = 2559. Apart from generat-
ing the delay embedding matrix, the SVD to calculate SSA
is O(WPmin(W,P)). The covariance approach is less expen-
sive with O(W 2). In NLSA, the distance evaluation is costli-
est with O(P2), which can be accelerated by using graph-
theoretical K-n-nearest neighbor tree distances to O(PlogP).
Sampling iterations to approximate ε cost O(P).

Appendix B: Supplementary Figures

1. Harmonic extraction across all sites and variables:
number of harmonics

FIG. 8. Harmonic oscillation extraction across variables and sites:
number of harmonic modes (color bar) detected in Fig. 7. Panels:
SSA (a,c,e), NLSA (b,d,f). Sites (Table I) with land cover types (x-
axis): evergreen needleleaf forest (ENF), mixed forest (MF), decid-
uous broadleaf forest (DBF). Variables (y-axis): soil water content
(SWC), soil temperature (TS), air temperature (TA), Short wave ra-
diation (SW_IN), net ecosystem exchange (NEE), ecosystem respi-
ration (Reco), gross primary productivity (GPP). Filters: unfiltered
(a,b), low-pass filter with f = 6a−1 (c,d) and with 4a−1 (e,f). Mark-
ers for time series properties: X = quality flags of at least a/2 length,
▲ = high frequency variability (high, low, none), ⋆ = sample entropy
(high, low, no randomness), ■ = regularity (high, low, none).

2. Additional examples for Cases 1–4

Fig. 9 additional example for Case 1.

Fig. 10 additional example for Case 2.

Fig. 11 additional example for Cases 3 and 4.
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FIG. 9. Analysis of a regular time series with isolated quality flags: incoming shortwave radiation power (SW_IN) of an evergreen needleleaf
forest (ENF) in Western Russia (Fyodorovskoye site, RU-Fyo ENF).
Panels: Analysis of an unfiltered (a) and filtered (b) measurement signal. Each panel column illustrates the following analysis parts. Panel
signal: signal and the corresponding constructed seasonal cycle with SSA or NLSA, if harmonics are detected. The quality flag (QF) is
indicated by a gray scale, i.e. lowest signal quality in black. Panel spectra: relative FFT power spectrum (left) of the signal and the SSA and
NLSA constructed seasonal cycle, and the dimension reduction spectrum (right). Panel modes: shapes of the 12 most dominant modes (left)
and their corresponding spectra (right).
Main result: Both SSA and NLSA extract higher order harmonics, NLSA up to fifth, and more after filtering. SSA modes exhibit information
overlap between third and fifth harmonic order.
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FIG. 10. Analysis of a regular time series with high frequency variability and isolated quality flags: Soil temperature (TS) of a mixed forest
(MF) in Northern Switzerland (Laegeren mountain site, CH-Lae MF).
Panels: Analysis of an unfiltered (a) and filtered (b) measurement signal. Each panel column illustrates the following analysis parts. Panel sig-
nal: signal and the corresponding constructed seasonal cycle with SSA or NLSA, if harmonics are detected. The quality flag (QF) is indicated
by a gray scale, i.e. lowest signal quality in black. Panel spectra: relative FFT power spectrum (left) of the signal and the SSA and NLSA
constructed seasonal cycle, and the dimension reduction spectrum (right). Panel modes: shapes of the 12 most dominant modes (left) and their
corresponding spectra (right).
Main result: SSA extracts the fundamental oscillation, while NLSA extracts forth order harmonics after filtering. Before filtering high fre-
quency variability affects signal separation for NLSA.
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FIG. 11. Analysis of an irregular time series with amplitude change and isolated quality flags: soil water content (SWC) of an evergreen
needleleaf forest (ENF) in Eastern Germany (Tharandt forest site, DE-Tha ENF).
Panels: Analysis of an unfiltered (a) and filtered (b) measurement signal. Each panel column illustrates the following analysis parts. Panel
signal: signal and the corresponding constructed seasonal cycle with SSA or NLSA, if harmonics are detected. The quality flag (QF) is
indicated by a gray scale, i.e. lowest signal quality in black. Panel spectra: relative FFT power spectrum (left) of the signal and the SSA and
NLSA constructed seasonal cycle, and the dimension reduction spectrum (right). Panel modes: shapes of the 12 most dominant modes (left)
and their corresponding spectra (right).
Main result: SSA extracts the fundamental oscillation, which does not align with the time series from 2018. NLSA does not extract pure
oscillations indicating the signal’s nonstationary dynamics.


