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Figure S1. The response of Δ9-tetrahydrocannabinol (Δ9-THC) in ‘Low Tide’ (A) and ‘Breaking Wave’ (B) to UV-PFD.

1.66 ± 0.347
P = 0.18
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Figure S2. The response of Δ9-tetrahydrocannabinolic acid (Δ9-THCA) in ‘Low Tide’ (A) and ‘Breaking Wave’ (B) to UV-PFD.
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Figure S3. The response of cannabidiolic acid (CBDA) in ‘Low Tide’ (A) and ‘Breaking Wave’ (B) to UV-PFD.

93.8 ± 13.8
P = 0.46

y = –33.9x + 130 
R2 = 0.43
P = 0.0032
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Figure S4. The response of cannabigerolic acid (CBGA) in ‘Low Tide’ (A) and ‘Breaking Wave’ (B) to UV-PFD.

y = –3.31x + 8.6 
R2 = 0.58
P = 0.0003

6.04 ± 1.07
P = 0.82
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Figure S5. The response of the ratio of total equivalent Δ9-tetrahydrocannabinol to total equivalent 
cannabidiol (Δ9-THCeq:CBDeq) in ‘Low Tide’ (A) and ‘Breaking Wave’ (B) to UV-PFD.

y = 0.0980x + 0.76
R2 = 0.26
P = 0.0300.678 ± 0.0387

P = 0.18
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Figure S6. The response of myrcene in ‘Low Tide’ (A) and ‘Breaking Wave’ (B) to UV-PFD.

y = –4.16x + 6.2
R2 = 0.38
P = 0.0089

y = –2.47x + 3.5
R2 = 0.36
P = 0.0082
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Figure S7. The response of limonene in ‘Low Tide’ (A) and ‘Breaking Wave’ (B) to UV-PFD.

y = –0.788x + 1.3
R2 = 0.34
P = 0.014

1.57 ± 0.423
P = 0.058
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Figure S8. The response of linalool in ‘Low Tide’ (A) and ‘Breaking Wave’ (B) to UV-PFD.

0.274 ± 0.0703
P = 0.27

y = –0.147x + 0.22
R2 = 0.53
P = 0.0010
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Figure S9. The response of caryophyllene in ‘Low Tide’ (A) and ‘Breaking Wave’ (B) to UV-PFD.

y = 0.520x + 1.1
R2 = 0.35
P = 0.0092

2.42 ± 0.746
P = 0.28
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Figure S10. The response of fenchol in ‘Low Tide’ (A) and ‘Breaking Wave’ (B) to UV-PFD. 

0.257 ± 0.0653
P = 0.52

y = –0.118x + 0.22
R2 = 0.32
P = 0.018
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Figure S11. The response of guaiol in ‘Low Tide’ (A) and ‘Breaking Wave’ (B) to UV-PFD.

y = 0.251x + 0.46
R2 = 0.31
P = 0.016

0.801 ± 0.100
P = 0.17
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Figure S12. The response of total terpenes in ‘Low Tide’ (A) and ‘Breaking Wave’ (B) to UV-PFD. 

y = –7.25x + 14
R2 = 0.38
P = 0.0081

y = –2.72x + 9.2
R2 = 0.22
P = 0.049


