Why We Need to Estimate the Fractional Uncertainty of Eddy Covariance Flux Measurement?
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3. Weighted average (Kim et al. 2015)

- Figure 3. Hourly mean diurnal variation (MDYV) of sensible and latent heat, and carbon dioxide fluxes (4, [E and Fc) with a dataset of the higure 2. Closed circles
F ; and light blue regions denote weekly weighted means and those =10 as uncertainty v, and circles and their whiskers denote weekly arithmetic means and . . . . . .
— those =10 as v, respectively. The vertical bars at the bottom of the subpanels indicate weekly acquisition ratios (AR) of an hourly MDV. * Finkelstein, P, and P. Sims (2001): Sampling error in eddy correlation flux
522 measurements. Journal of Geophysical Research, 106, 3503—-35009.
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