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Performance metrics for various ET inputs
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Plus some basic Mean Daily Energy Budget.

meteorological instruments:
wind speed, air temperature,
air humidity, surface

temperature, rainfall, etc.

[S)

=]

o
T

Energy budget term [W / mz]
=]
o

o

I
o
o

o
>

. " —ERAT N \. '. - - . g - = T * ( = ~ o = - Vs ¥,
: s b a5 = <N E B / A .:‘[ S _ ‘ ,
r L' : - . \ - .o p g - - - - Ly : Y . . - q
CO r reS p O n d I n g a.u t h O r e I I l a.l I I er re erl k I S ab el I e . E - ﬂ'o b i 4‘-» - - - . 5 ‘ RS = - "l e , . ’ . o~ g ! ] Brutsaert W (1982) Evaporation into the atmosphere: Theory, history, and applications. Reidel.
; f -\, I " 4 g - - . - . B A . g Dionne FL, Ciobanas Al & Rousseau AN (2008) Validation d’un déle de rayc t net et paraison de I’équation d’évaporation d’Hydro-Québec avec le bilan d’énergie
P . - - < YRS thermique de surface. Internal Report No R-1036, Institut national de la recherche scientifique — Centre Eau Terre Environnement.
. Penman HL (1948) Natural evaporation from open water, bare soland grass Proc. R Soc Lond. Series A. Math. Phys Sci. 193(1032): 120 145. < o
-

1 Polytechnique Montreal, Montreal, Canada, Znstitut Natlonal de’ t/ar’Recz}ne,rche‘»S,cl 1t I _J;é@t;ﬁmnronnement Quebec cn;wc &aﬁ »_; al . .' dJuebec City, Canada - B e T
x| J . ! : Jfk.-- /ﬁéf' ' V4 g s *f : v _,f , l},ﬂ’(}\y m. -: > N { ] \"’_'. ‘,: b Yy '- “‘ >0 ; : : “ ~ - ' ““-:»:-'_ . /'l ‘: ; /--_,_"- /' - ‘ '\_?;,. X‘

i 4 o
- — = . S— - LIS : el
S (A e SN iy i A I AR PN AL LA IS A e ‘-}f;
5

)

.



https://www.researchgate.net/publication/276027604



