IMPORTANCE OF SPECTROSCOPIC EFFECTS IN LASER-BASED FLUX MEASUREMENTS

George Burba'?, Tyler Anderson3, and Anatoly Komissarov?

I I-COR Biosciences, 4647 Superior St, Lincoln, Nebraska 68504, USA; °R.B. Daugherty Water for Food Global Institute & School of Natural Resources, University of Nebraska, Lincoln, Nebraska 68583, USA; 3 Magic Leap Inc., 7500 W Sunrise Blvd, Plantation, Florida 33322; former
Apple Computer, 1 Apple Park Way, Cupertino, California 95014, USA

LASER MEASUREMENTS INUNCONTROLLED VOLUME: LOW-POWER, OPEN-PATH, ENCLOSED PATH, UNCONTROLLED CLOSED-PATH, etc.
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LABORATORY & FIELD EXPERIMENTAL VALIDATIONS FOR AN INSTRUMENT WITH A KNOWN k-FUNCTION NOTE ON BROAD-BAND NDIR IRGAs
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SUMMARY OF EQUATIONS & CORRECTIONS FORANY INSTRUMENT OR GAS SPECIE
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