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spectroscopy (CRDS) was employed in the GD mode to measure the 60 s and the measurement11 53 43 11 55 43 11 57 44 11 59 47 12 01 50spectroscopy (CRDS) was employed in the GD mode to measure the 60 s and the measurement 11:53:43 11:55:43 11:57:44 11:59:47 12:01:50
H O CO and CH fluxes at a lake atmosphere interface h d t d t t i lTi DOY 227H2O, CO2 and CH4 fluxes at a lake-atmosphere interface. approached steady state in lessTime, DOY 2272 2 4 p approached steady state in less ,

 O t d t b th fi t tt t t i th fl than 10 s after each switchingSchematic design diagram of the gradient measurement system Step changes in the CO CH and H O mixing ratios in response to valve switching Our study appears to be the first attempt at measuring these fluxes than 10 s after each switching.  Schematic design diagram of the gradient measurement system Step changes in the CO2, CH4 and H2O mixing ratios in response to valve switching Our study appears to be the first attempt at measuring these fluxes
simultaneously using one instrument and in a long term uninterruptedsimultaneously using one instrument and in a long-term uninterruptedy g g p
operationoperation.ope a o

Latent heat and CO flux comparison The goal of this paper is to present a performance evaluation of this Zero-gradient test Latent heat and CO2 flux comparison The goal of this paper is to present a performance evaluation of this Zero-gradient test Latent heat and CO2 flux comparison
measurement system at Lake Taihu from May 11 to August 31 2012
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