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Seasonal Change of Heat Balance at Barley-Rice Double Cropping Field
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Fig. 1 Environment around the observation site.
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Fig. 2 Arrangement of instruments.
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Fig. 3 Seasonal changes of latent heat fluxes. Top figure is
barley data. The bottom is rice.
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Table 1 Heat balance of each cultivation period.
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Fig. 4 Comparison of latent heat flux using by 3 methods.
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Fig. 5 Diurnal variation of heat fluxes. Top figure is
barley data. The bottom is rice.
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Fig. 6 Heat balance of each month.



