Supplementary material
FigS1. Differences between the applied pretreatment methods (FAO: Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations, USDA: U.S. Department of Agriculture, WAU: Wageningen Agricultural University) compared to the untreated method. mean: averaged results of all pretreatment methods; refractive index: 1.45; absorption coefficient: 0.1.
FigS3. Untreated and pretreated averaged absorption coefficient (AC) and refractive index (RI) values of sample Calcaric Arenosol (CA1). a=untreated, averaged AC values; b= pretreated, averaged AC values; c= untreated, averaged RI values; d= pretreated, averaged RI values. Pretreated according to Wageningen procedure (WAU).
FigS3. Untreated and pretreated averaged absorption coefficient (AC) and refractive index (RI) values of sample Loess (L2). a=untreated, averaged AC values; b= pretreated, averaged AC values; c= untreated, averaged RI values; d= pretreated, averaged RI values. Pretreated according to Wageningen procedure (WAU).
FigS4. Untreated and pretreated averaged absorption coefficient (AC) and refractive index (RI) values of sample Clayic Leptosol (CL3). a=untreated, averaged AC values; b= pretreated, averaged AC values; c= untreated, averaged RI values; d= pretreated, averaged RI values. Pretreated according to Wageningen procedure (WAU).
FigS5. Untreated and pretreated averaged absorption coefficient (AC) and refractive index (RI) values of sample Lpetic Phaeozem (LP4). a=untreated, averaged AC values; b= pretreated, averaged AC values; c= untreated, averaged RI values; d= pretreated, averaged RI values. Pretreated according to Wageningen procedure (WAU).
FigS6. Untreated and pretreated averaged absorption coefficient (AC) and refractive index (RI) values of sample Humic Arenosol (HA5). a=untreated, averaged AC values; b= pretreated, averaged AC values; c= untreated, averaged RI values; d= pretreated, averaged RI values. Pretreated according to Wageningen procedure (WAU).


