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Abstract : Based on a microclimate observation ,a study ,on fine days ,of the net radiation flux ,il heat flux , sen-
gble heat flux ,and latent heat flux on the alpine meadowsof Haibei Area was conducted. The result shows: 1.
Being an areaof high sunradiation ,Haibel boasted a radiation level of 4227.049 W. M~ 2from April until October
2000 ,an average monthly rate of surface reflection of 0. 23 ,and a rate of surface reflection of 0. 22 during the
plant flourishing May to September. 2. The net direct olar radiation of the apine meadow area accounted for
56 % of the tota radiation. The dailty ratio of il heat flux ,sengble heat flux ,and latent heat flux changed radi-
caly with the alternation of seasons. In the four sunny days chosen from June through September 2000 ,the ratio
of the above-mentioned averaged 3. 4 %,28. 6 % ,and 68. 0 % regectively in one day. The latent heat flux occu-
pied a bigger proportion of the net radiation flux ,followed by senshle heat flux ,and then the soil heat flux. 3.
The various fluxes dropped to zero at goproximately the same time ,generaly at 7 00 after sunrise and 19 00 be-
fore sunset.
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Table 1 Meteorological monitoring values of 2000 and previous years mean in Haibel apine meadow area
4 5 6 7 8 9 10
Apr. May Jun. Jul. Aug. Sep. Oct. Mean or sum
() 2000 2000 year -1.0 5.1 8.3 12.2 8.2 5.0 0.8 5.5
Average temperature Previous years mean -0.3 4.3 7.8 10.1 9.0 5.0 -0.9 5.0
(mm) 2000 2000 year 19.6 44.7 125.8 66.8 101.1 116.1  16.1 490.2
Precipitation Previous years mean 35.0 59.4 93.7 109.0 110.2 71.3 28.4 507.0
(h) 2000 2000 year 209.9 245.4 198.5 268.5 250.6 169.0 199.4 1541.3
Sunshine duration Previous years mean 210.7 217.6 196.7 210.6 215.4 182.8 203.0 1436.8
2.2 ( Eg) [14] ,
(E) ,
Ey Er )
’ ’ ’ 4 10 (
7 ) 7
(1360 W-m™?) 136 W-m"? :
13 00 14 00,6 22 ,2000 7 , 7 ,
1233 W-m"? 747.783 W-m 2 (  2),
4227.049 W-m” 2, 56 %



292 1
2 ( Eg) (E) (A) ( Rn)
Table 2 The monthly variation of globa radiation( Eg) , reflect radiation( E;) , reflect rate of il surface( A)
and net radiation( R,)
4  Apr. 5 May 6 Jun. 7 Ju. 8 Aug. 9 Sep. 10  Oct. sum.
= 598. 343 708.725 613. 246 747.783 654.527 456.934 449,791 4227.049
E, 179.374 174.051 128.293 157.927 142.433 95.324 96. 154 973. 556
A 0.30 0.25 0.21 0.21 0.22 0.21 0.21 0.23
Ryt 268. 251 364.000 355. 346 463. 691 405. 809 282.851 234.297 2374.245
Ry~ 58. 405 53.799 37.836 45.872 37.368 28.034 58. 7513 20. 065
: ; Er Rn- H- LE- G=0 (7)
, 200 W-m’ 2
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, . , , a (
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