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4. Results and discussion
Short Rotation Alley Cropping (SRAC) agroforestry might represent a powerful
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3. Material and methods - LC-EC-Il vs. EC Fig. 4: Cumulative sums of CO, and ET fluxes for all four set-ups in the MC and SRAC across the
" AR SRR S measurement campaign (March to August 2022). Precipitation is plotted together with ET for
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A set-up that minimizes frequency attenuation with e.g., higher flow rate and shorter tube
length could reduce the need of corrections and improve the performance of the LC-EC.

Table 1: LC-EC and conventional EC set-ups. Fig. 3: Co-spectra of conventional EC and LC-EC, for CO, and H,0O. The sonic temperature

co-spectra (blue) and the theoretical line of 43 (red) are shown for reference.

(c) Flux computation and data analysis
- Pre-processing: (i) calculation of H,0 concentration from relative humidity
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