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Summary

The climatology of global surface heat fluxes are
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L,: latent heat of vaporization (] kg™1)

R,: water vapor gas constant (J kg~1K™1)
Cy: specific heat of air (J kg 'K™1)

qs: surface specific humidity (kg kg™)
Ts: surface temperature (K)

I;:thermal inertia of Earth's surface (tiu)
Iy: apparent thermal inertia of the air

observations using fine
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(daily mean) resolution
of input data, Lucky Hill
Site, AZ, 2010.
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Net surface heat flux is defined as

Q land

R, + Q water,snow,ice
Ry = R} = net shortwave radiation (W m~%2)
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