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Chapter Table

Fig. S1. Pearson's correlation graphs to the emission line Ca II 393.43 nm and Ca II 

396.96 nm.

Fig. S2 (a-f). Calibration and prediction set samples using direct and inverse model: (a) 

Mg direct model; (b) Mg inverse model; (c) Mn direct model; (d) Mn inverse model; (e) 

P direct model; and (f) P inverse model.



Fig. S1



Fig. S2 (a-b)
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Fig. S2 (c-d)
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Fig. S2 (e-f)
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