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Abstract. This study presents the first environmental mon-
itoring field campaign of a newly developed Tethered Air
Blimp (TAB) system to investigate the microclimate over a
complex terrain. The use of a tethered balloon in complex
terrains such as mines and tailings ponds is novel and the
focus of the present study. The TAB system was fully devel-
oped and launched at a mining facility in northern Canada in
May 2018. This study describes the key design features, the
sensor payload on board, calibration, and the observations
made by the TAB system. The system measured meteorolog-
ical conditions including components of wind velocity vec-
tor, temperature, relative humidity, and pressure over the first
few tens of metres of the atmospheric boundary layer. The
measurements were made at two primary locations in the fa-
cility: (i) near a tailings pond and (ii) in a mine pit. TAB
measured the dynamics of the atmosphere at different diur-
nal times (e.g. day versus night) and locations (near a tailings
pond versus inside the mine). Such dynamics include mean
and turbulence statistics pertaining to flow momentum and
energy, and they are crucial in the understanding of emission
fluxes from the facility in future studies. In addition, TAB can
provide boundary conditions and validation datasets to sup-
port mesoscale dispersion modelling or computational fluid
dynamics simulations for various transport models.

1 Introduction

The atmospheric boundary layer (ABL) is the lowest portion
of the air near the Earth’s surface that responds to surface
processes in 1 h or less (Stull, 1988; Aliabadi, 2018). The
understanding of the atmospheric turbulent processes gov-
erning the transfer of heat, moisture, and momentum in the

surface layer is of practical importance for many applications
such as weather and climate prediction, pollution dispersion,
and urban air quality studies (Zilitinkevich and Baklanov,
2002; Pichugina et al., 2008; Aliabadi et al., 2016b, c). Most
of the research in atmospheric turbulence has been focused
on relatively smooth terrain and horizontally homogeneous
environments mainly due to the limitation in the availability
of adequate observation platforms and difficulty in acquiring
data from the complex environments. However, the study of
the ABL and surface—atmosphere interaction over complex
terrain is very important for many applications. Surface het-
erogeneity can cause horizontal gradients of momentum or
temperature, and it can influence or complicate the horizon-
tal and vertical transport mechanisms, for instance, driven by
slope flows or thermals (Mahrt and Vickers, 2005; Medeiros
and Fitzjarrald, 2014). In addition, model parameterizations
of turbulent processes established for atmospheric flows over
smooth and homogeneous surfaces often fail when applied
over heterogeneous and complex terrains (Roth, 2000).

1.1 Literature review

Two types of ABL observations of the meteorological param-
eters are key: atmospheric properties and Earth surface prop-
erties (Mékiranta et al., 2011; Manoj et al., 2014). Conven-
tional techniques measuring the atmospheric properties such
as remote sensing (e.g. satellite, radars (radio detection and
ranging), lidars (light detection and ranging), sodars (sonic
detection and ranging), radiometers) and in situ measure-
ments (meteorological masts, aircraft, or sounding balloons)
are widely used for observing variables such as wind, hu-
midity, and temperature (Pichugina et al., 2008; Legain et al.,
2013; Aliabadi et al., 2016b, 2019). The main disadvantages
of such conventional techniques are the low frequency of tur-
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bulence measurements (sodars and lidars), cost (aircraft and
satellites), difficulty of navigation (sounding balloons), in-
termittency of observation (aircraft, sounding balloons, and
non-geostationary satellites), low spatial resolution (geosta-
tionary satellites), and limited spatial coverage (meteorologi-
cal towers) (Fernando and Weil, 2010; Medeiros and Fitzjar-
rald, 2014). In addition, measuring the surface layer within
the ABL poses a serious challenge to aircraft that cannot fly
at altitudes lower than 150 m in many jurisdictions for safety
reasons (Mayer et al., 2012).

Airborne systems are increasingly being used for atmo-
spheric measurements (Martin et al., 2011; Palomaki et al.,
2017), although recently their use is being regulated more re-
strictively. For instance, rotary or fixed-wing drones are not
permitted to fly in complex environments such as busy ur-
ban areas and airports. On the other hand, tethered-balloon-
based atmospheric measurement techniques have been used
widely for obtaining the turbulence structure as well as the
mean vertical profiles of the ABL meteorological variables
in complex environments (Thompson, 1980). One of the
main advantages of a tethered-balloon system is its ability to
profile a significant portion of the planetary boundary layer
starting from the surface, which is not possible or economi-
cal by ground-based or aircraft-based atmospheric measure-
ment techniques (Egerer et al., 2019). The use of ultrasonic
anemometers in tethered balloons has been reported in many
studies (Canut et al., 2016). In comparison, one of the disad-
vantages of Pitot tubes is their inability to measure the low
wind speeds. So they require a fast flying probe which cannot
fly in a complex environment for safety and logistic reasons.
Ultrasonic anemometers, on the other hand, are popular be-
cause of their continuous measurement characteristics, high
accuracy, and ability to be levitated to measure low veloci-
ties.

Tethered-balloon-borne atmospheric turbulence measure-
ments have a long history of observations over land (Smith,
1961) and sea (Thompson, 1972) to measure fluxes of heat
and moisture at heights up to a few hundred metres. The
most notable tethered-balloon systems deployed collected
data in campaigns in the late 1960s and 1970s including
the Barbados Oceanographic and Meteorological Experi-
ment (BOMEX) (Davidson, 1968; Garstang and La Seur,
1968; Friedman and Callahan, 1970), the Joint Air-Sea Inter-
action (JASIN) experiment (Pollard, 1978), and the Global
Atmospheric Research Programme (GARP) Atlantic Trop-
ical Experiment (GATE) (Berman, 1976). In BOMEX, a
tethered-balloon system was operated from the deck, which
measured temperature, wind, and humidity continuously, at
different levels in the range of 0 to 600 m in the ocean area
north and east of the island of Barbados. In JASIN, teth-
ered balloons were used to measure the structure of ABL
to understand the air—sea interaction in the North Atlantic.
In the recent past, tethered-balloon systems have been used
in Boundary-Layer Late Afternoon and Sunset Turbulence
(BLLAST) field campaign that was conducted in southern
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France (Lothon et al., 2014). Canut et al. (2016) used an ul-
trasonic anemometer mounted on a tethered-balloon system
for turbulent flux and variance measurements. Egerer et al.
(2019) used the BELUGA (Balloon-bornE moduLar Utility
for profilinG the lower Atmosphere) tethered-balloon system
for profiling the lower Atmosphere by turbulence and radi-
ation measurements in the Arctic. Tethered balloons have
also been used to perform Earth surface thermal imaging in
complex open-pit mines and the surrounding complex terrain
(Byerlay et al., 2020).

The interactions between meteorology and topography are
very important because of the energy exchanges at the land
surface—atmosphere interface. The micrometeorological pat-
terns are greatly influenced by the geographical features such
as the morphology of the Earth’s surface (e.g. valleys, flat ter-
rains, and Earth depression), composition, structure, synoptic
events, and the seasonal weather variation (Clements et al.,
2003; Whiteman et al., 2004). The meteorological patterns
of flat terrains are different from that of an Earth depression
(Clements et al., 2003; Whiteman et al., 2004; Nahian et al.,
2020). Meteorological processes inside the Earth depressions
and their surroundings are complex. There are multiple stud-
ies (Clements et al., 2003; Whiteman et al., 2004, 2008) car-
ried out in natural Earth depressions, which observed that
nighttime micrometeorology inside the depression shows dif-
ferent circulation patterns, reduced advective transfer with
outside of the depression, reduced turbulent sensible heat
flux at the bottom, reduced slope flows, and formation of
weak and intermittent turbulent jets on the depression walls
near the ground. It is also observed that, at night, a temper-
ature stratification occurs inside the depression with a cool
pool of air at the bottom and a warm pool of air near the edge
of the depression (Clements et al., 2003; Whiteman et al.,
2004, 2008; Lehner et al., 2016). There are not many stud-
ies focusing on the meteorology of the open-pit mines to see
if they feature similar meteorological conditions to those of
the natural Earth depressions. The dynamic nature of the in-
dustrial operations (rapid landscape transformation by min-
ing) changes the thermodynamic and aerodynamic proper-
ties of the exposed surfaces (e.g. albedo, emissivity, aerody-
namic roughness length scale). Also, anthropogenic heat re-
lease due to use of equipment and the presence of water bod-
ies such as tailings ponds create a complex system to study.

1.2 Objectives

There are only a few comprehensive field studies that focus
on the ABL over a mine environment, while the structure of
ABL in an orographically complex terrain such as a mine can
be complicated (Rotach and Zardi, 2007; Medeiros and Fitz-
jarrald, 2014, 2015). In the surface layer, flows are highly in-
fluenced by the terrain geometry, while Coriolis effects have
still negligible influences (Arroyo et al., 2014).

The Tethered Air Blimp (TAB), developed by the authors,
is a mobile sensing platform for the investigation of surface
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layer within ABL overcoming some of the limitations men-
tioned in the literature review. TAB is lifted by the buoyancy
force and requires no propulsion power for navigation com-
pared to drones. This allows turbulence measurements over
long periods without disturbing the surrounding air. It pro-
vides accurate in situ measurements unlike remote sensing
technologies such as lidars, sodars, and satellites. It is safer
to operate at low altitudes compared to aircraft. It can be con-
trolled and redeployed using a tether, unlike radiosondes, and
itis very cost effective. TAB can collect high-time-resolution
observations of the weather to characterize the turbulence
properties in low altitudes in almost all weather conditions.
In the case of extreme wind, TAB can still be used with the
help of additional stabilizing tethers (up to three). The vari-
ables it measures include components of wind velocity vec-
tor, temperature, relative humidity, and pressure.

TAB observations can be utilized in numerous ways. At-
mospheric dynamics as measured by TAB can determine
transport mechanisms that drive emission fluxes (Steudler
et al., 1991). Factors such as mean wind speed, atmospheric
diffusion coefficient, and thermal stability greatly influence
emission fluxes (Bowden et al., 1993), all of which are mea-
sured by TAB. It can also provide boundary conditions and
validation datasets to support ABL simulations of climate,
weather, and dispersion using highly parameterized models,
computational fluid dynamics models, or mesoscale models
(Bueno et al., 2012; Holnicki and Nahorski, 2015; Aliabadi
et al., 2017; Nahian et al., 2020).

1.3 Structure of the paper

The structure of the paper is organized as follows. Section 2
briefly describes the TAB system and the sensors’ payload.
Calibration experiments are explained in Sect. 3. Section 4
presents field experiments and results of the environmental
monitoring campaign where TAB was used in a complex
mining facility. Conclusions and future recommendations are
provided in Sect. 5.

2 TAB specification

TAB consists of a helium balloon, a controlling tether, a
tether reel, and a gondola platform housing the sensors. The
payload in the gondola platform is comprised of microcli-
mate sensors, such as a mini weather station, a thermal cam-
era, and a flight controller. The payload items can be altered
to use different sensors suitable for a particular application.
The thermal imaging system design and usage is fully de-
scribed in a study by Byerlay et al. (2020) and not discussed
here.

2.1 Envelope and platform

The balloon envelope is manufactured by Aero Drum
Ltd. (https://www.rc-zeppelin.com/, last access: 15 Febru-
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ary 2019). It is an ellipsoid made out of polyurethane with
dimensions of 2.8 m x 2.8 m x 1.9 m providing axisymmet-
ric aerodynamic stability. The envelope is filled with up to
8m? of balloon-grade helium capable of lifting 5kg of pay-
load although at least 1.5 kg of surplus lift is recommended
for stable performance. The polyurethane envelope provides
a good seal and results in only up to a maximum 0.5 % vol-
ume helium loss per day, enabling the system to be used up
to 24 h before a helium recharge is necessary. The tethers
enable deployment of the balloon at a location of interest
while controlling the ascend or descend rate of the balloon
manually. The horizontal range of the TAB is within 50 m of
launch point as the balloon system is controlled by multiple
tethers on the ground. A close-up of the TAB system during
sampling and a system schematic can be seen in Fig. 1.

The acting forces on the system are (1) the lift force due to
the helium-filled balloon, (2) the force of gravity, (3) the ten-
sion forces due to the tethers, and (4) the drag force due to the
wind. In the absence of the drag force, the remaining forces
are acting in the vertical direction and the system ascends up
or down, but the presence of the drag force displaces the sys-
tem in the horizontal direction. At all times, these forces are
balanced so that the TAB is in a quasi-stationary state.

The balloon is equipped with a net that helps facing the
balloon against the main wind direction at any moment. The
net guides the air on one side, and the pressure force stops the
balloon from rotating. In the case of wind direction chang-
ing, the pressure force builds up on the net, creating a torque
around the centre of rotation that repositions the balloon fac-
ing the main wind. Up to three tethers are used to control the
balloon to help with stabilizing the system, especially during
high winds associated with convective boundary layers. The
tethers, however, impose extra weight on the system so that
the vertical range of the system reduces when three tethers
are used as opposed to one or two tethers.

Figure 2a shows the balloon operation in an unstable at-
mosphere with high winds when three tethers are used to
stabilize it. A sudden drag force on the gondola may drive
the system out of its stable position momentarily. Hence, it
may affect the quality of measurements by creating instabili-
ties. Such a phenomenon can be prevented by deploying extra
tethers connecting the gondola directly to ground operators.
The tension in these tethers balances the sudden drag force
exerted on the system. This arrangement places the gondola
in a quasi-stationary state in the air that indeed helps the sta-
bility of measurement in gusty conditions. Figure 2b shows
the balloon operation in a stable atmosphere with low winds
when only two tethers are used to stabilize it. A T connector
connects the balloon to the gondola using tethers allowing
the gondola to hang freely while minimizing the pitch-and-
roll angles to result in better measurements from a levelled
gondola.
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(b) Schematic of gondola and sensors

Figure 1. Close-up of the TAB system during sampling and the schematic of the TAB gondola with all the sensors.

(a) TAB and three stabilizing tethers

(b) TAB and two stabilizing tethers

Figure 2. TAB at different atmospheric stability conditions tethered with two or three stabilization ropes in the mining facility.

2.2 Mini weather station

The TriSonica™ Mini weather station is an ultrasonic
anemometer manufactured by Anemoment™ and is mounted
onto the gondola of TAB (https://www.anemoment.com/, last
access: 10 January 2019). The Mini weather station is ideal
for applications that require a miniature, lightweight, and low
velocity anemometer, and it is suitable particularly for air-
borne systems. It has a measurement path length of 35 mm
and a weight of 50 g. The light weight makes it an ideal can-
didate to use with the TAB system. It can measure the com-
ponents of the wind velocity vector, air temperature, relative
humidity, and the barometric pressure at a sampling rate up
to 10 Hz. The open path provides the least possible distortion
of the wind field. Its design with four measurement path-
ways provides a redundant measurement and the path with
the most distortion is removed from the calculations to pro-
vide accurate wind measurements. It is also equipped with
a compass and a tilt sensor. Because of its low power con-
sumption (only 30 mA at 12 V), it is highly power efficient
and can record data for hours on a single battery charge.
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A data logger by Applied Technologies Inc. (http://www.
apptech.com/, last access: 10 March 2019) is used as the data
synchronization and data collection device for the TriSon-
ica™ Mini weather station. This data logger records the mea-
surements on an SD card on board that can be retrieved after
every flight. In addition, the TriSonica™ Mini can be moni-
tored or programmed using serial communication via the data
logger. The TriSonica™ Mini weather station and the data
logger are powered using a 12 V lithium—polymer (LiPo) bat-
tery.

The anemometer measures wind speed in the range O—
30ms~! at a resolution of 0.1 ms~!. The accuracy of the
measurement is +0.1 ms™! (0-15 ms™D) or £2% (15—
30ms~1). Wind direction is measured at a resolution of 1°
and an accuracy of £1°. Vertical winds are measured appro-
priately if the approach elevation angle is within £30°, a con-
dition that is typically met under calm wind conditions over
smoothly varying topography. Temperature is measured in a
range from —25 °C to 480 °C with a resolution of 0.1 °C and
an accuracy of £2 °C. Pressure is measured in the range 50—
115 Pa with an accuracy of £1 kPa. The tilt sensor measures
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the pitch and roll with an accuracy of +0.5°. The compass
measures the magnetic heading with an accuracy of +5°.

The TriSonica™ Mini wind measurements are referenced
to a frame with fixed coordinate axis directions along east,
north, and normal to the Earth’s surface using rotation matri-
ces. This was made possible by use of the heading, roll, and
pitch angles measured by the TriSonica™ Mini. The sensor
has a coordinate system in which the 4+x axis is from local
north Nt of the sensor to local south St, the +y axis is from
local east ET to local west Wr, and the +z axis is downward,
i.e. toward the Earth’s surface. This local coordinate system
is right handed. Likewise, the velocities measured by the sen-
sor are positive along these axes. Let the sensor’s coordinate
system be shown by x, yT, and zT and the corresponding ve-
locities be shown by Ur, V1, and Wt. The sensor measures
heading A, positive clockwise with respect to magnetic north
Ny It measures the pitch angle p, which is a positive down-
ward rotation of xT about yt, and the roll angle », which is
positive downward rotation of yt about xt. The goal is to
transform this coordinate system, by means of rotation ma-
trices, to align with a reference frame of the Earth with xg
pointing from west to east, yg pointing from south to north,
and zp pointing away upward from the surface of the Earth.
This coordinate system is also right handed. The resulting
velocity transformation will provide Ur, Vg, and WE in the
final coordinate system.

As depicted in Fig. 3a, the first rotation should be about the
local yT axis by an angle y = p. This transformation results
in an intermediate coordinate system xp, y;, and z; so that
the x; axis will be aligned with the horizon, i.e. parallel to the
Earth’s surface. Note that the figure is viewed normal to yt =
y1 and that in this coordinate system z; is still not yet normal
to the Earth’s surface and that y; is still not yet aligned with
the horizon. This transformation is given by

X1 cos(y) O sin(y) XT XT
yi|= 0 1 0 Y| =Ryy|yr|. (D
71 —sin(y) 0 cos(y)| [ zr T

As depicted in Fig. 3b, the second rotation should be about
x1 axis by an angle n = r. This transformation results in an-
other intermediate coordinate system (x>, y2, and z3), so that
now the y, axis will be aligned with the horizon, i.e. parallel
to the Earth’s surface. Note that the figure is viewed normal
to x1 = x2 and that in this coordinate system z is normal to
the Earth’s surface. This transformation is given by

X2 1 0 0 X1 X1
y2 =10 cos(n) —sin() ||y |=Repy|y1]|.- 2
22 0 sin(n) cos(n) Z1 Z1

As depicted in Fig. 3c, the third rotation should be about z»
axis by an angle o = (6 +/ 4 90) % 360, where § is the mag-
netic declination of the Earth, which is dependent on a spe-
cific latitude and longitude. For the current site, § = 13.5°.
Here, the modulus with 360 is taken since the heading angle
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can vary from O to 360°. This transformation results in an-
other intermediate coordinate system (x3, y3, and z3), so that
now the ys3 axis will be aligned from north to south and the
x3 axis will be aligned from west to east. Note that the figure
is viewed normal to zo = z3. This transformation is given by

X3 cos(a) —sin(e) O | x2 b
y3|=|[sin(@) cos(@) O||y|=R.|¥2|.- 3
23 0 0 1] [z 2

As depicted in Fig. 3d, the fourth and final rotation should
be about x3 axis by an angle . This transformation results
in the final coordinate system with xp, yr, and zp axes, which
point west to east, south to north, and normal upward from
the Earth’s surface, respectively. This transformation is given
by

XF 1 0 0 X3 X3
YE| =10 cos(r) —sin(m)||y3|=Rux|¥3|. 4
ZF 0 sin(r) cos(w) 3 23

In compressed form, the entire coordinate transformation
can be shown as follows. This immediately implies a similar
transformation for the measured velocities by the sensor:

_x]: XT

YF :Rx,nRz,aRx,nRy,y JT | » )
| ZF T

[ Uk Ur

VE | =Ry a R aRy yRy | V1 |- (6)
_WF WT

3 Calibration experiments
3.1 Wind velocity calibration

To calibrate wind measurements of TriSonica™ Mini, mul-
tiple experiments were conducted using the University of
Guelph’s wind tunnel, which is an open circuit tunnel de-
signed for turbulent boundary layer research. The cross-
sectional area is 1.2m x 1.2 m. The tunnel is 10 m long. The
tunnel’s air speed is controlled by a gauge that sets the fan
speed. The tunnel achieves wind speeds up to 10ms~!. The
turbulence intensity is typically less than 2 % if no roughness
blocks are placed upstream of the flow. The Reynolds number
of flow in the tunnel varies between 150 000 and 1 100 000.
Considering the size of the wind tunnel, it is capable of gen-
erating eddies as large as its physical dimensions.

The performance of the gondola (or the effects of the
frame on TriSonica™ Mini measurements) in reading the
mean and turbulence statistics of the flow field was studied
with respect to an R.M. Young 81000 anemometer, which
was already calibrated, and used for cross comparison to
derive the calibration coefficients for the TriSonica™ Mini
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Figure 3. (a) Rotation about yT by y = p; figure viewed normal to the yT = y; axis; (b) rotation about x| by n = r; figure viewed normal
to the x| = xp axis; (c¢) rotation about zp by o = (8 + & + 90) % 360; figure viewed normal to the z, = z3 axis; (d) rotation about x3 by 7;

figure viewed normal to the z3 axis.

using line fits. By adding multiple degrees of freedom, the
setup for this test was designed to further simulate the gon-
dola’s movements in the real atmosphere. The gondola was
attached to the ceiling of the tunnel with two tethers (fea-
turing the tethers to the balloon) and a single tether to the
bottom floor of the tunnel (resembling the ground operator).
Now, the gondola faces the main flow (as it does in the real
atmosphere), but it has some degrees of freedom to slightly
wobble. The azimuth angle, elevation angle, and wind lev-
els were changed, independently, to derive calibration coeffi-
cients for both mean and turbulence statistics as measured by
the TriSonica™ Mini and calibrated against the R.M. Young
81000 sensor. Both sensors were set up at similar airflow con-
ditions while wind speed was varied at few wind levels in the
range 2-10ms~!. At each wind speed level, data recording
continued for 5 min. Each recording was time averaged to
calculate mean and turbulence statistics.

In this study, the velocity along the x, y, and z directions is
denoted by U, V, and W. Further, Reynolds decomposition
is used to express each velocity component as the sum of
the time-averaged and fluctuating components: U = U + u,
V =V +v, and W = W + w, where the over-lined quanti-
ties are time averages and lower case quantities are instanta-
neous fluctuations. Furthermore, variance and covariance of
the fluctuations are represented by u2, ww, etc. The wind tun-
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nel calibration equations obtained are used for correcting the
field measurement data from the TAB.

Even though we calibrated the wind measurement on the
gondola system, our wind tunnel facility is too small and
cannot enclose the size of the balloon for an overall sys-
tem calibration. When we analysed the potential flow dis-
tortion around the balloon in an analytical way, the results
indicated that the measurement of the vertical wind velocity
component is not influenced by the presence of the balloon,
but the horizontal wind velocity component can be enhanced
by up to ~ 20 %. Certainly, the potential flow assumption is
not valid for the atmosphere, but the analytical calculation
provides an idea about how much wind measurement can be
influenced by the presence of the balloon.

3.2 Temperature calibration

Temperatures measured by TriSonica™ Mini are calibrated
with respect to a Campbell Scientific HMP60 sensor (https:
/Iwww.campbellsci.com/, last access: 10 January 2019). The
latter collected minute-averaged temperatures, to which the
TriSonica™ Mini temperatures were also averaged and com-
pared. The calibration experiment was carried out under a set
of weather conditions to cover a wide range of temperatures
outdoors. In this study, temperature measurements were con-
verted to potential temperatures using the pressure measure-
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Figure 4. A schematic of the mining facility; the black dots repre-
sent the outline of the entire facility. The green dots represent the
outline of the tailings pond, and the red dots represent the outline of
the mine. The blue dots are the balloon launch locations.

ments. Likewise, Reynolds averaging was used to decompose
the potential temperature as the sum of the time-averaged and
fluctuating components: @ = © 4 6.

4 Field experiments and results

The TAB system was launched at a mining facility in north-
ern Canada (above 56° N) for an environmental monitoring
field campaign in May 2018. A schematic of the mining fa-
cility can be seen in Fig. 4. The depth of the mine is approx-
imately 100 m.

TAB flew for 56h while collecting data. The objectives
of the measurements were to determine dynamics of the at-
mosphere at different diurnal times (e.g. day versus night)
and locations (near a tailings pond versus inside the mine).
Such dynamics determine the transport of greenhouse gases
(GHGS) and therefore emission fluxes. Measurements of the
GHG fluxes were not the objective of this paper and will be
addressed elsewhere.

Surface-level transport mechanisms strongly depend on
atmospheric dynamics. Factors such as wind speed, atmo-
spheric diffusion coefficient, and thermal stability greatly in-
fluence emission fluxes. As a result, the particular focus of
this study was measurement of surface-level meteorology in
the lowest 200 m altitude. The launch details are summarized
in Table 1.

Vertical transport of momentum and heat are predomi-
nant processes within the surface layer of the ABL (Businger
et al., 1971), and probing of the vertical fluxes of momentum
and heat from wind velocity vector and temperature profile
measurements can be achieved using TAB. Turbulence ki-
netic energy is one of the key measures of turbulence in the
atmosphere, as it controls the vertical and horizontal mix-
ing (Lenschow et al., 1980; Svensson et al., 2011; Shin et al.,
2013; Canut et al., 2016). It is also used for the parameteriza-
tion of small-scale turbulent transport processes, such as ver-
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tical fluxes, when the smaller-scale motions are not modelled
directly (Aliabadi et al., 2018). The equation that represents
turbulence kinetic energy is

k:%(uz—i-vz—i-wz), (7
where 12, v2, and w? are the variance of turbulent velocity
fluctuations along the three coordinate system axes. Another
parameter that expresses the relative roles of shear and buoy-
ancy in the production/consumption of turbulence kinetic en-
ergy is the Obukhov length L, which is used to define the
atmospheric stability condition (Golder, 1972). The equation
for the Obukhov length is

O3
Ou;,

gkwd’

L=— ®)

where © is the mean potential temperature, k = 0.4 is the
von Karmén constant, g is the acceleration due to gravity,
wé is the vertical kinematic sensible heat flux, and u, is the
friction velocity:

e = 4/(W2+W2), )

where u'w’ and v/w’ are the vertical kinematic momentum
fluxes in the x and y directions, respectively. We used the
hypsometric equation to calculate the altitude of the mea-
surement above surface (Stull, 2015):

— (P

72 — 71 %aTvln<—>, (10)
P

where P; and P, are the pressure measurement at two al-
titudes (z1 and z7). The system measured pressure in mBar
although the equation is insensitive to the units of pressure.
The unit of altitude is m. Ty is the average virtual temperature
between altitudes z; and z>. The constant a = R;/g is equal
t0 29.3mK~! (Stull, 2015). Given the uncertainty of temper-
ature and pressure measurement, the uncertainty of altitude
measurement is estimated as 1.2 m (Byerlay et al., 2020).

4.1 Sampling time

TAB measured wind speed, the turbulence kinetic energy,
variance, and fluxes for both momentum and heat rigorously.
Each balloon launch lasted approximately 15-30 min, while
the tether was carefully controlled to obtain a profile with
constant ascent and descent rates. The sampling time for cal-
culating the mean and turbulence quantities was 3 min, while
typically it is 10 to 30 min for flux tower measurements (Ali-
abadi et al., 2019). For turbulence statistics, the time series is
first detrended to ensure that background weather variations
that have inherently very large timescales and length scales
are filtered out without influencing the turbulence statistics
calculations. It is known that finite time sampling, instead of
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Table 1. TAB launch details; times are in Local Daylight Time (LDT).

M. K. Nambiar et al.: A Tethered Air Blimp (TAB)

Experiment  Location Start date Start time  End time No. of profiles  Experiment time
1 Tailings pond 7 May 2018 21:41:00  02:47:00 14 05:06:00
2 Tailings pond 9 May 2018 03:30:00  04:00:00 02 00:30:00
3 Tailings pond 10 May 2018  02:30:00  08:30:00 21 06:00:00
4 Tailings pond 15 May 2018  04:55:00  11:00:00 22 06:05:00
5 Mine 18 May 2018 04:12:00  11:12:00 20 07:00:00
6 Mine 19 May 2018 18:52:00  23:15:00 17 04:23:00
7 Mine 21 May 2018  11:00:00  12:17:00 04 01:17:00
8 Mine 23 May 2018  01:47:00  05:30:00 10 02:43:00
9 Mine 24 May 2018 11:19:00  14:25:00 12 03:06:00
10 Mine 27 May 2018  14:38:00  17:50:00 18 03:12:00
11 Tailings pond 30 May 2018  10:55:00  18:57:00 24 08:02:00
12 Tailings pond 31 May 2018  11:07:00  14:43:00 08 03:36:00

ensemble averaging, will introduce random and systematic
errors in the prediction of turbulence statistics such as vari-
ance and fluxes (Lenschow et al., 1994). While random er-
rors could result in overprediction or underprediction of tur-
bulence statistics, the systematic errors always underpredict
the magnitude of the turbulence statistics. These errors have
been reported in an aircraft campaign to be anywhere in the
range 10 % to 90 % of the measured value (Aliabadi et al.,
2016b). While repeated measurements, increasing the aver-
aging time, and detailed error analysis are possible to elimi-
nate such errors from predictions, the focus of this study was
not to investigate errors associated with finite sampling time.
Nevertheless, operating the TAB involves a delicate choice
of the sampling time. On the one hand, short sampling times
have inherent large errors but provide profiles at high verti-
cal resolutions. On the other hand, long sampling times have
inherent small errors but provide profiles at low vertical res-
olutions.

4.2 Diurnal variation in wind speed and turbulence
statistics

It was observed that both wind speed (Fig. 5) and turbulence
kinetic energy (Fig. 6) exhibited a significant diurnal vari-
ation, indicating calm conditions at night and in the early
morning, when atmospheric diffusion coefficient is low, and
gusty conditions during mid-afternoon when the atmospheric
diffusion coefficient is high. When calculating statistical per-
centiles, the data are combined over all altitudes and aggre-
gated for both the mine and tailings pond locations.

Similar diurnal variations can be also observed in the case
of other turbulence statistics such as friction velocity u.,
Obukhov length L, vertical kinematic sensible heat flux w0,
potential temperature variance 62, and vertical velocity vari-
ance w? (Fig. 7). Note that L was limited to +500 m for post-
processing of the measured data. The measurement of weak
turbulence in the nocturnal boundary layer is also very im-
portant, as it leads to weak turbulent dispersion and large ac-
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Figure 6. Diurnal variation of turbulence kinetic energy; at each
hour, observations are plotted using statistical percentiles (5th, 25th,
50th, 75th, and 95th); times are in LDT.

cumulation of heat or atmospheric constituents in the lower
part of the stable boundary layer (Mahrt and Vickers, 2003,
2006). Periods of strong stability with intermittent turbulence
can also occur in the nocturnal boundary layer (Businger
et al., 1971; Mahrt, 1999).
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Figure 7. Diurnal variation of different turbulence statistics; at each hour, observations are plotted using statistical percentiles (Sth, 25th,

50th, 75th, and 95th); times are in LDT.

4.3 Vertical variation of mean and turbulence statistics

Figure 8 shows the vertical profiles of turbulence statistics
for different diurnal periods (4 h intervals) of the day. The
50th percentiles are shown for all observations. Data are
binned in 20m height intervals. The vertical structure of
the atmosphere near the surface can be understood while
analysing the turbulence kinetic energy k, friction velocity
uy, Obukhov length L, vertical kinematic sensible heat flux
w8, variance of potential temperature #2, and variance of ver-
tical wind velocity w?2.

It is noteworthy that maximum flight altitude is usually
lower under windy conditions; therefore, most profiles ob-
tained under windy conditions at midday are shorter than
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those obtained under calm conditions at night and early
mornings. It is observed that in the surface layer within ABL
the highest gradients of turbulence properties occur at the
lowest 100 m. This statement must be considered with cau-
tion. Certainly, it is only valid for the short length scales and
timescales of fluctuation considered as a result of the 3 min
time averaging. The diurnal variation of turbulence statistics
is clear from the plots. The magnitudes for most statistics
(except for L) are greatest during the midday time interval at
12:00-16:00 Local Daylight Time (LDT) due to gusty condi-
tions, while the magnitudes are smallest during the nighttime
and early-morning time interval (04:00-08:00 LDT) associ-
ated with calm conditions. This also implies confidence in the
measurement of velocity fluctuation covariance. The vertical
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kinematic sensible heat flux w# is negative during nighttime
but positive during daytime. The variance of potential tem-
perature 2 is not strictly diminished under calm nighttime
conditions. This can be interpreted as the presence of differ-
ential near-surface horizontal gradients of temperature due
to thermal structures caused by the surface. It is expected
that such gradients must exist because of the heterogeneity
of land surface and anthropogenic activities in such a com-
plex terrain of a mining facility.

4.4 Variation of thermal stability and wind speed as a
function of diurnal time

The atmospheric dynamical condition can be described using
two parameters: (1) wind speed and (2) thermal stability. The
wind speed determines mechanical advection and usually the
higher the wind speed is, the greater the atmospheric trans-
port and diffusion coefficient will be. Thermal stability deter-
mines the buoyant transport in the vertical direction in the at-
mosphere. Thermal stability is reported using various meth-
ods employing variables such as (i) the vertical gradients of
the potential temperature (Liu and Liang, 2010), (ii) the bulk
Richardson number (Mahrt, 1981; Aliabadi et al., 2016a),
or (iii) the Monin—Obukhov length (Obukhov, 1971; Wilson,
2008).

If vertical gradients of the potential temperature or the bulk
Richardson number are positive, the atmosphere is stable and
the buoyant transport is suppressed. This occurs during the
nights and early mornings. If the vertical gradients of the po-
tential temperature and bulk Richardson number are nega-
tive, the atmosphere is unstable and buoyant transport is en-
hanced. This occurs during the mid-afternoons. If the vertical
gradients of potential temperature and bulk Richardson num-
ber are close to zero, the atmosphere is neutral, in which case
buoyant transport is still present but weak.

Figures 9 and 10 show evidence for the variation of ver-
tical profiles of potential temperature and wind speed as a
function of diurnal time and height, respectively. The pro-
files for the thermally stable condition on 7 and 8 May 2018
were measured on the west side of the tailings pond, which
is a flat area, while the profiles for the thermally unstable
condition on 30 May 2018 were measured on the east side
of the tailings pond, which is a sloped area. Here, the data
are statistically processed in 3 min intervals, such that a me-
dian is calculated for each 3 min interval. Since observations
for these plots are not aggregated over many days, the height
interval is not binned.

The effect of thermal stability on profiles of the potential
temperature is clear. While the profiles of wind speed on the
west of the tailings pond show the onset of the logarithmic
law; the profiles of wind speed on the east side of the tail-
ings pond show evidence of higher wind speeds at altitudes
1040 m above ground. These are downslope winds given
that the measured local wind direction was from the north.
The presence of this jet near the surface is in agreement
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with drainage flows upstream of the depression measured by
Lehner et al. (2016) in the Arizona Meteor Crater experiment
(their Fig. 7) and downslope flows measured by Clements
et al. (2003) in Utah’s Peter Sinks (their Fig. 12). Controlled
by topography, land cover, soil moisture, radiative exchange,
local shading, and surface energy budget, such slope flows
are hypothesized to form under fair weather conditions as a
result of heating of atmospheric layers during daytime and
cooling during nighttime (Hari Prasad et al., 2017).

4.5 Atmospheric dynamical condition

As shown in Fig. 11, all observations were used to determine
the atmospheric dynamical condition on a two-dimensional
map consisting of thermal stability, i.e. bulk Richardson
number Riy, and mean wind speed S. Here, the bulk Richard-
son number is defined as

. gH ©Oy-—06g
Riy, = — — —
(Su—Ss)?> ©Oa

(1)

where g is gravitational acceleration, H is the maximum al-
titude for each launch, Sy is mean horizontal wind speed at
maximum altitude, Sg is mean horizontal wind speed near
the surface, Oy is mean potential temperature at maximum
altitude, ®g is mean potential temperature near the surface,
and ®, is mean potential temperature for the entire launch.
The frequency plot shows the most frequent status of the
atmosphere by providing a normalized count of each pair of
observed Riy, and S, while the colour plot shows the median
value for turbulence kinetic energy k given as a function of
each pair of observed Riy and S. It is found that the atmo-
sphere spends a considerable amount of time under near-
neutral and stable conditions during nights and early morn-
ings, where Rip > 0, possibly with the same likelihood of un-
stable state during midday, where Riy < 0. The colour plot
for turbulence kinetic energy shows that the highest values
are observed under near-neutral conditions, where Riy ~ 0
and mean wind speed is high such that § > S5ms~!. A few
spurious high frequencies of observations are detected for
very large Richardson numbers (Riy ~ 10) and very low wind
speeds (S ~ 1-2ms~1). These are likely due to the inability
of TAB to detect mean wind speed gradients under calm con-
ditions. These plots demonstrate that the atmosphere in the
surface layer has preferred states. For instance, it was never
observed to be very stable and gusty at the same time.

4.6 Comparison between the mine and the tailings
pond

Almost the same number of hours were spent measuring the
surface layer at the mine and near the tailings pond using
TAB. The measurements attempted to cover a 24 h time pe-
riod in 3—4 d so that TAB would capture the diurnal variations
completely. Note that due to logistical difficulties, it was im-
possible to measure the surface layer in either location for
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Figure 8. Vertical profiles of different turbulence statistics for different diurnal time periods (4 h intervals) of the day; times are in LDT.
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Figure 9. Vertical profiles of potential temperature on 7, 8 and 30 May 2018. (a) Thermally stable condition at night and in the early morning
when the gradients are positive near the surface; (b) thermally unstable condition at midday when the gradients are negative near the surface;
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Figure 10. Vertical profiles of wind speed on 7, 8 and 30 May 2018. (a) Thermally stable condition at night and early morning, (b) thermally

unstable condition at midday; times are in LDT.

24 h continuously. The base location for the launches at the
mine was approximately 100 m below grade and at the centre
of the mine, while the base locations near the tailings pond
were on the west and east sides. We have compared the diur-
nal variations for various surface layer variables between the
mine and near the tailings pond observations. These include
the mean horizontal wind speed, turbulence kinetic energy,
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friction velocity, Obukhov length, vertical kinematic sensible
heat flux, variance of vertical velocity vector, and variance
of potential temperature. We have also compared the atmo-
spheric dynamical condition in terms of the bulk Richardson
number and mean wind speed. The idea behind this compari-
son was to quantify any differences in surface layer variables
as a result of terrain complexity and land use.
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Figure 11. (a) Frequency plot of atmospheric dynamical condition as a function of bulk Richardson number Ri, and mean wind speed S;

(b) turbulence kinetic energy k as a function of the same variables.

4.6.1 Comparison of diurnal variation of turbulence
properties

TAB captured the diurnal variation of mean and turbulence
statistics in the mine as well as near the tailings pond. In
Figs. 12 and 13, we plot the diurnal variations for the mine
in red and near the tailings pond in blue. It is observed that,
for both in the mine and near the tailings pond, all the tur-
bulence statistics exhibit a significant diurnal variation, indi-
cating calm conditions at nights and early mornings, when
the atmospheric diffusion coefficient is low, and gusty condi-
tions in the mid-afternoons when the atmospheric diffusion
coefficient is high. The data are aggregated for all altitudes.
There are subtle differences between observations in the
mine and near the tailings pond. The trends in mean wind
speed S, turbulence kinetic energy k, friction velocity u,
and vertical velocity variance w? suggest that the mine ex-
periences calm conditions during early morning hours, i.e.
from 05:00 to 07:00 LDT, when the atmospheric stability is at
its maximum, while at the same time near the tailings pond,
higher mean wind speed and turbulence kinetic energy are
observed. During early afternoons and under unstable condi-
tions, i.e. from 15:00 to 17:00 LDT, near the tailings pond,
lower mean wind speed, turbulence kinetic energy, friction
velocity, and vertical velocity variance are observed in com-
parison to the mine. Even though day-to-day variations of
meteorological conditions may contribute to this, there is evi-
dence that such features can also result from terrain complex-
ity and land surface heterogeneity. A modelling study of the
same mining facility predicted lower-magnitude winds in-
side the mine pit, compared to higher-magnitude winds near
the tailings pond, during thermally stable conditions, while
higher-magnitude winds were predicted inside the mine pit,
compared to lower-magnitude winds near the tailings pond,
during thermally unstable conditions (Fig. 7 in Nahian et al.,
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2020). In that study, such a difference was explained consid-
ering two mechanisms: net radiation heat transfer between
the Earth’s surface and the sky, and the heat capacity of the
Earth’s surface. The Earth’s surface always emits longwave
radiation upward to the atmosphere and space, yet during the
unstable conditions this loss of longwave radiation from the
surface is dominated by incoming shortwave (solar) radia-
tion. Given the low heat capacity of the land, this results in
warm surface temperatures during the unstable condition and
cool surface temperatures during the stable condition. For the
tailings pond, given the higher heat capacity, the temperature
variation exhibits a lower-amplitude diurnal cycle. This re-
sults in warmer water temperatures during stable conditions
and cooler water temperatures during the unstable condi-
tions compared to the surrounding land surface temperatures.
Hence, in thermally stable hours, the tailings pond surface
exhibits a warmer temperature compared to the surrounding
areas (and vice versa during the thermally unstable hours).
Such thermal gradients can cause differences in wind speed,
such that higher surface temperatures enhance convective
boundary layers and increase wind speeds, while lower sur-
face temperatures suppress convective boundary layers and
reduce wind speed. The formation of a cold and calm pool
of air during stable conditions in the natural Earth depres-
sions has also been reported by experimental measurements
(Clements et al., 2003; Whiteman et al., 2004, 2008; Lehner
et al., 2016).

As far as the vertical kinematic sensible heat flux wf
and variance of potential temperature 62 are concerned, the
mine measurements show more positive values compared
to the measurements near the tailings pond in most diur-
nal hours (except for hours corresponding to operation staff
shift change around 06:00 and 18:00LDT). This was ex-
pected particularly during the early afternoons and under un-
stable conditions, i.e. from 15:00 to 17:00 LDT. However, in
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Figure 12. Diurnal variation of mean wind speed; at each hour, observations are plotted using statistical percentiles (5th, 25th, 50th, 75th,

and 95th); times are in LDT.

fact, the mine measurements also show positive vertical heat
flux and higher potential temperature variance from 02:00
to 03:00LDT compared to measurements near the tailings
pond. This is in contrast to the expectations when comparing
the results to the measurements of the natural depressions of
the Earth, most of which report reduced vertical kinematic
sensible heat flux under stable conditions (Clements et al.,
2003; Whiteman et al., 2004, 2008; Lehner et al., 2016).
The difference here arises from the fact that excavation ac-
tivities using heavy machinery is very active in the mine
all the time, including during the stable conditions, possibly
explaining the higher values of heat flux and potential tem-
perature variance under most stability conditions (except for
hours corresponding to operation staff shift change around
06:00 and 18:00LDT). There is also evidence using ther-
mal imaging of the same facility that mine surface temper-
atures are higher than the surroundings during many diurnal
times (Fig. 7 in Byerlay et al., 2020). Given that the Obukhov
length is negatively and inversely proportional to the vertical
kinematic sensible heat flux, the mine measurements show
more negative values compared to the measurements near
the tailings pond although Obukhov length is also propor-
tional to the friction velocity cubed, so the distinction is less
clear between the mine and tailings pond measurements of
the Obukhov length.

4.6.2 Comparison of atmospheric dynamical condition

Figure 14 shows the frequency plots of atmospheric dynam-
ical condition as a function of the bulk Richardson number
Riy, and mean wind speed S in the mine and near the tailings
pond separately. It is very difficult to report statistically sig-
nificant changes between the two plots; however, some dis-
tinctions can be pointed out. For the case of the tailings pond,
a cluster of measurements can be spotted for positive bulk
Richardson numbers between 3 and 9, while for the case of
the mine, such a cluster of measurements is not so evident.
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This suggests that overall the atmospheric surface layer in-
side the mine is more thermally unstable. This is consistent
with the observation of high positive magnitude for the ver-
tical kinematic sensible heat flux w6 for mine measurements
compared to the tailings pond measurements. Again, the fre-
quency plots should be read with care at Ri, ~ 10 due to the
lack of a reliable TAB predictions for vertical mean wind
speed gradients under calm conditions.

5 Conclusions and future work

The vertical structure of the ABL in an orographically com-
plex terrain, such as a mine, can be complicated. TAB has
provided an acceptable platform for the meteorological mea-
surements inside the surface layer within ABL and atmo-
spheric dynamical condition over a complex terrain of a min-
ing facility. The field campaign took place in May 2018
in northern Canada. In the surface layer, most atmospheric
transport mechanisms are highly influenced by the terrain
complexity. TAB measured the microclimate in the complex
terrain by quantifying mean and turbulence statistics of the
atmospheric meteorological variables. This was achieved by
sensing the components of the wind velocity vector, temper-
ature, relative humidity, and pressure. The calculated vari-
ables included mean horizontal wind speed, turbulence ki-
netic energy, friction velocity, Obukhov length, vertical kine-
matic sensible heat flux, variance of potential temperature,
and variance of vertical wind velocity. TAB further deter-
mined the atmospheric dynamical condition by specifying
the combination of the thermal stability state (bulk Richard-
son number) and mean horizontal wind speed.

TAB observed that the wind speed, turbulence kinetic en-
ergy, and friction velocity exhibit a significant diurnal vari-
ation, indicating calm conditions during nighttime and early
mornings, when the atmospheric diffusion coefficient is low,
and gusty conditions in the mid-afternoons, when the at-
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Figure 13. Diurnal variation of different mean and turbulence statistics; at each hour, observations are plotted using statistical percentiles

(5th, 25th, 50th, 75th, and 95th); times are in LDT.

mospheric diffusion coefficient is high. TAB also revealed
the vertical structure of the atmosphere near the surface for
most meteorological variables. The highest turbulence ki-
netic energies occurred in the lowest 100 m above the sur-
face, albeit for small fluctuation timescales and length scales
probed. Experiments provided evidence for the variation of
thermal stability and wind speed as a function of diurnal
time. The atmosphere spent a considerable amount of time
under near-neutral and stable conditions, with implications
on atmospheric diffusion coefficient and emission fluxes of
atmospheric constituents released near the surface. The ex-
periments specifically observed differences in the microcli-
mate in the mine pit in comparison to that near the tailings
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pond. The overall pattern of diurnal variation was found to
be similar for both the mine and the tailings pond, but subtle
meteorological differences were observed. The mean wind
speed, turbulence kinetic energy, and friction velocity were
comparatively lower in the mine than near the tailings pond
under thermally stable conditions, suggesting that the mine
boundary layer may have been isolated from the boundary
layer above grade. In addition, more positive vertical kine-
matic sensible heat flux and potential temperature variance
were observed in the mine in various diurnal times in com-
parison to the areas near the tailings pond. This was likely
due to terrain complexity and anthropogenic activities in the
mine.
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A particular challenge in operating the TAB system is the
proper choice of sampling time. On the one hand, short sam-
pling times impose inherent errors in mean and turbulence
statistics predictions while enabling high-resolution vertical
measurements. On the other hand, long sampling times im-
pose less inherent errors in mean and turbulence statistics
predictions but they only enable low vertical resolution mea-
surements. Another drawback of TAB system is that it is
not autonomous, so it requires intensive operator effort to fly
it. Future development requires advanced techniques for au-
tonomous control of TAB.

Overall, TAB offers a simple and cost-effective platform
for microclimate measurements within the atmospheric sur-
face layer. The light high-frequency weather sensor on board
enables measurement of mean and turbulence statistics of
the atmospheric meteorological variables. This configuration
allows a wide spatiotemporal coverage compared to fixed
flux towers. TAB can potentially provide meteorological data
as boundary conditions or validation datasets for develop-
ing high-resolution computational fluid dynamics and other
mesoscale models that attempt simulating meteorological
processes and emission fluxes from large complex terrains
of mining and other similar facilities.

Code and data availability. The supporting confidential environ-
mental field monitoring data can be requested from the prin-
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abadi@uoguelph.ca) via the authorization of data owners.

Author contributions. The field experimental data were collected
by MKN, RAEB, AN, MRN, and AAA. The analysis of anemome-

Geosci. Instrum. Method. Data Syst., 9, 193-211, 2020

ter data was performed by MKN and AAA. Weather sensor calibra-
tion was performed by AN, MM, and AAA. The funding was ac-
quired by AAA. Supervision of the study was performed by AAA.
The manuscript was written and edited by MKN and AAA with
feedback and review by all co-authors.

Competing interests. The authors declare that they have no conflict
of interest.

Acknowledgements. TAB was partially developed by the assistance
of Denis Clement, Jason Dorssers, Katharine McNair, James Stock,
Darian Vyriotes, Amanda Pinto, and Phillip Labarge. The authors
thank Andrew F. Byerlay for designing and constructing the tether
reel system for TAB. Assistance of Joanne Ryks and Ryan Smith
in trial testing of TAB is appreciated. Useful discussions with
John Wilson and Thomas Flesch at the University of Alberta are
acknowledged. Useful discussions with Francoise Robe at RWDI
are acknowledged. Field support from Michelle Seguin (RWDI),
Andrew Bellavie (RWDI), and James Ravenhill at Southern Alberta
Institute of Technology (SAIT) is appreciated. Field assistance from
Nick Veriotes is appreciated. The authors are indebted to Steve Ny-
man, Chris Duiker, Peter Purvis, Manuela Racki, Jeffrey Defoe,
Joanne Ryks, Ryan Smith, James Bracken, and Samantha French
at the University of Guelph, who helped with the campaign logis-
tics. Special credit is directed toward Amanda Sawlor, Esra Mo-
hamed, Di Cheng, Randy Regan, Margaret Love, Angela Vuk, and
Carolyn Dowling-Osborn at the University of Guelph for adminis-
trative support. The computational platforms were set up with the
assistance of Jeff Madge, Joel Best, and Matthew Kent at the Uni-
versity of Guelph.

In-kind technical support for this work was provided by
Rowan Williams Davies and Irwin Inc. (RWDI). This work was sup-
ported by the University of Guelph, Ed McBean philanthropic fund,
Discovery Grant program (401231) from the Natural Sciences and
Engineering Research Council (NSERC) of Canada; Government

www.geosci-instrum-method-data-syst.net/9/193/2020/


http://aaa-scientists.com/

M. K. Nambiar et al.: A Tethered Air Blimp (TAB)

of Ontario through the Ontario Centres of Excellence (OCE) un-
der the Alberta-Ontario Innovation Program (AOIP) (053450); and
Emission Reduction Alberta (ERA) (053498). OCE is a member of
the Ontario Network of Entrepreneurs (ONE).

Financial support. This research has been supported by the Dis-
covery Grant, Ontario Centres of Excellence, Emission Reduction
Alberta (grant nos. 401231, 053450, 053498).

Review statement. This paper was edited by Jean Dumoulin and re-
viewed by four anonymous referees.

References

Aliabadi, A. A.: Theory and applications of turbulence: A funda-
mental approach for scientists and engineers, Amir Abbas Ali-
abadi Publications, Guelph, Canada, 2018.

Aliabadi, A. A., Staebler, R. M., de Grandpré, J., Zadra,
A., and Vaillancourt, P. A.: Comparison of estimated at-
mospheric boundary layer mixing height in the Arctic and
southern Great Plains under statically stable conditions: ex-
perimental and numerical aspects, Atmos.-Ocean, 54, 60-74,
https://doi.org/10.1080/07055900.2015.1119100, 2016a.

Aliabadi, A. A., Staebler, R. M., Liu, M., and Herber, A.: Char-
acterization and parametrization of Reynolds stress and turbu-
lent heat flux in the stably-stratified lower Arctic troposphere us-
ing aircraft measurements, Bound.-Lay. Meteorol., 161, 99-126,
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10546-016-0164-7, 2016b.

Aliabadi, A. A., Thomas, J. L., Herber, A. B., Staebler, R. M.,
Leaitch, W. R., Schulz, H., Law, K. S., Marelle, L., Burkart, J.,
Willis, M. D., Bozem, H., Hoor, P. M., Kéllner, F., Schneider, J.,
Levasseur, M., and Abbatt, J. P. D.: Ship emissions measurement
in the Arctic by plume intercepts of the Canadian Coast Guard
icebreaker Amundsen from the Polar 6 aircraft platform, At-
mos. Chem. Phys., 16, 7899-7916, https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-
16-7899-2016, 2016c.

Aliabadi, A. A., Krayenhoff, E. S., Nazarian, N., Chew, L. W,
Armstrong, P. R., Afshari, A., and Norford, L. K.: Effects of
roof-edge roughness on air temperature and pollutant concen-
tration in urban canyons, Bound.-Lay. Meteorol., 164, 249-279,
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10546-017-0246-1, 2017.

Aliabadi, A. A., Veriotes, N., and Pedro, G.: A Very Large-Eddy
Simulation (VLES) model for the investigation of the neutral at-
mospheric boundary layer, J. Wind Eng. Ind. Aerod., 183, 152—
171, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jweia.2018.10.014, 2018.

Aliabadi, A. A., Moradi, M., Clement, D., Lubitz, W. D., and
Gharabaghi, B.: Flow and temperature dynamics in an urban
canyon under a comprehensive set of wind directions, wind
speeds, and thermal stability conditions, Environ. Fluid Mech.,
19, 81-109, https://doi.org/10.1007/s10652-018-9606-8, 2019.

Arroyo, R. C., Rodrigo, J. S., and Gankarski, P.: Modelling of at-
mospheric boundary-layer flow in complex terrain with differ-
ent forest parameterizations, J. Phys. Conf. Ser., 524, 012119,
https://doi.org/10.1088/1742-6596/524/1/012119, 2014.

Berman, E. A.: Measurements of temperature and down-
wind spectra in the “Buoyant Subrange”, J. At-

www.geosci-instrum-method-data-syst.net/9/193/2020/

209

mos. Sci., 33, 495-498, https://doi.org/10.1175/1520-
0469(1976)033<0495:MOTADS>2.0.C0O;2, 1976.

Bowden, R. D., Castro, M. S., Melillo, J. M., Steudler,
P. A., and Aber, J. D.: Fluxes of greenhouse gases between
soils and the atmosphere in a temperate forest following a
simulated hurricane blowdown, Biogeochemistry, 21, 61-71,
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00000871, 1993.

Bueno, B., Norford, L., Hidalgo, J., and Pigeon, G.: The ur-
ban weather generator, J. Build. Perform. Simu., 6, 269-281,
https://doi.org/10.1080/19401493.2012.718797, 2012.

Businger, J. A., Wyngaard, J. C., Izumi, Y., and Bradley,
E. F.: Flux-profile relationships in the atmospheric surface
layer, J. Atmos. Sci., 28, 181-189, https://doi.org/10.1175/1520-
0469(1971)028<0181:FPRITA>2.0.CO;2, 1971.

Byerlay, R. A. E., Nambiar, M. K., Nazem, A., Nahian, M. R.,
Biglarbegian, M., and Aliabadi, A. A.: Measurement of
land surface temperature from oblique angle airborne ther-
mal camera observations, Int. J. Remote Sens., 41, 3119-3146,
https://doi.org/10.1080/01431161.2019.1699672, 2020.

Canut, G., Couvreux, F.,, Lothon, M., Legain, D., Piguet, B.,
Lampert, A., Maurel, W., and Moulin, E.: Turbulence fluxes
and variances measured with a sonic anemometer mounted
on a tethered balloon, Atmos. Meas. Tech., 9, 4375-4386,
https://doi.org/10.5194/amt-9-4375-2016, 2016.

Clements, C. B., Whiteman, C. D., and Horel, J. D.: Cold-air-pool
structure and evolution in a mountain basin: Peter Sinks, Utah,
J. Appl. Meteorol., 42, 752-768, https://doi.org/10.1175/1520-
0450(2003)042<0752:CSAEIA>2.0.C0O;2, 2003.

Davidson, B.: The Barbados oceanographic and meteorolog-
ical experiment, B. Am. Meteorol. Soc., 49, 928-935,
https://doi.org/10.1175/1520-0477-49.9.928, 1968.

Egerer, U., Gottschalk, M., Siebert, H., Ehrlich, A., and Wendisch,
M.: The new BELUGA setup for collocated turbulence and ra-
diation measurements using a tethered balloon: first applications
in the cloudy Arctic boundary layer, Atmos. Meas. Tech., 12,
4019-4038, https://doi.org/10.5194/amt-12-4019-2019, 2019.

Fernando, H. J. S. and Weil, J. C.: Whither the stable boundary
layer?: A shift in the research agenda, B. Am. Meteorol. Soc., 91,
1475-1484, https://doi.org/10.1175/2010BAMS2770.1, 2010.

Friedman, H. A. and Callahan, W. S.: The ESSA research flight fa-
cility’s support of environmental research in 1969, Weatherwise,
23, 174-185, https://doi.org/10.1080/00431672.1970.9932889,
1970.

Garstang, M. and La Seur, N. E.: the 1968 Barbados Experiment, B.
Am. Meteorol. Soc., 49, 627-635, https://doi.org/10.1175/1520-
0477-49.6.627, 1968.

Golder, D.: Relations among
the surface layer, Bound.-Lay. Meteorol., 3,
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00769106, 1972.

Hari Prasad, K. B. R. R., Srinivas, C. V., Rao, T. N., Naidu, C. V.,
and Baskaran, R.: Performance of WRF in simulating terrain
induced flows and atmospheric boundary layer characteristics
over the tropical station Gadanki, Atmos. Res., 185, 101-117,
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.atmosres.2016.10.020, 2017.

Holnicki, P. and Nahorski, Z.: Emission data uncertainty in urban
air quality modeling — case study, Environ. Model. Assess., 20,
583-597, https://doi.org/10.1007/s10666-015-9445-7, 2015.

Legain, D., Bousquet, O., Douffet, T., Tzanos, D., Moulin, E., Bar-
rie, J., and Renard, J.-B.: High-frequency boundary layer pro-

stability ~ parameters in
47-58,

Geosci. Instrum. Method. Data Syst., 9, 193-211, 2020


https://doi.org/10.1080/07055900.2015.1119100
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10546-016-0164-7
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-16-7899-2016
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-16-7899-2016
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10546-017-0246-1
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jweia.2018.10.014
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10652-018-9606-8
https://doi.org/10.1088/1742-6596/524/1/012119
https://doi.org/10.1175/1520-0469(1976)033<0495:MOTADS>2.0.CO;2
https://doi.org/10.1175/1520-0469(1976)033<0495:MOTADS>2.0.CO;2
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00000871
https://doi.org/10.1080/19401493.2012.718797
https://doi.org/10.1175/1520-0469(1971)028<0181:FPRITA>2.0.CO;2
https://doi.org/10.1175/1520-0469(1971)028<0181:FPRITA>2.0.CO;2
https://doi.org/10.1080/01431161.2019.1699672
https://doi.org/10.5194/amt-9-4375-2016
https://doi.org/10.1175/1520-0450(2003)042<0752:CSAEIA>2.0.CO;2
https://doi.org/10.1175/1520-0450(2003)042<0752:CSAEIA>2.0.CO;2
https://doi.org/10.1175/1520-0477-49.9.928
https://doi.org/10.5194/amt-12-4019-2019
https://doi.org/10.1175/2010BAMS2770.1
https://doi.org/10.1080/00431672.1970.9932889
https://doi.org/10.1175/1520-0477-49.6.627
https://doi.org/10.1175/1520-0477-49.6.627
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00769106
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.atmosres.2016.10.020
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10666-015-9445-7

210

filing with reusable radiosondes, Atmos. Meas. Tech., 6, 2195—
2205, https://doi.org/10.5194/amt-6-2195-2013, 2013.

Lehner, M., Whiteman, C. D., Hoch, S. W., Crosman, E. T., Jeglum,
M. E., Cherukuru, N. W., Calhoun, R., Adler, B., Kalthoff, N.,
Rotunno, R., Horst, T. W., Semmer, S., Brown, W. O. J., On-
cley, S. P., Vogt, R., Grudzielanek, A. M., Cermak, J., Fonteyne,
N. J., Bernhofer, C., Pitacco, A., and Klein, P.. The METCRAX
II field experiment: A study of downslope windstorm-type flows
in Arizona’s meteor crater, B. Am. Meteorol. Soc., 97, 217-235,
https://doi.org/10.1175/BAMS-D-14-00238.1, 2016.

Lenschow, D. H., Wyngaard, J. C., and Pennell,

W. T.. Mean-field and second-moment budgets in
a baroclinic, convective boundary layer, J. Atmos.
Sci., 37, 1313-1326, https://doi.org/10.1175/1520-

0469(1980)037<1313:MFASMB>2.0.CO;2, 1980.

Lenschow, D. H., Mann, J., and Kristensen, L.:
How long is long enough when measuring fluxes
and other turbulence statistics?, J. Atmos. Ocean.
Tech., 11, 661-673, https://doi.org/10.1175/1520-
0426(1994)011<0661:HLILEW>2.0.CO;2, 1994.

Liu, S. and Liang, X.-Z.: Observed diurnal cycle climatology of
planetary boundary layer height, J. Climate, 23, 5790-5809,
https://doi.org/10.1175/2010JCLI3552.1, 2010.

Lothon, M., Lohou, F., Pino, D., Couvreux, F., Pardyjak, E. R,
Reuder, J., Vila-Guerau de Arellano, J., Durand, P., Hartogensis,
0., Legain, D., Augustin, P., Gioli, B., Lenschow, D. H., Faloona,
L., Yagiie, C., Alexander, D. C., Angevine, W. M., Bargain, E.,
Barrié, J., Bazile, E., Bezombes, Y., Blay-Carreras, E., van de
Boer, A., Boichard, J. L., Bourdon, A., Butet, A., Campistron,
B., de Coster, O., Cuxart, J., Dabas, A., Darbieu, C., Deboudt, K.,
Delbarre, H., Derrien, S., Flament, P., Fourmentin, M., Garai, A.,
Gibert, F., Graf, A., Groebner, J., Guichard, F., Jiménez, M. A.,
Jonassen, M., van den Kroonenberg, A., Magliulo, V., Martin, S.,
Martinez, D., Mastrorillo, L., Moene, A. F., Molinos, F., Moulin,
E., Pietersen, H. P., Piguet, B., Pique, E., Roman-Cascén, C.,
Rufin-Soler, C., Said, F., Sastre-Marugan, M., Seity, Y., Steen-
eveld, G. J., Toscano, P., Traullé, O., Tzanos, D., Wacker, S.,
Wildmann, N., and Zaldei, A.: The BLLAST field experiment:
Boundary-Layer Late Afternoon and Sunset Turbulence, Atmos.
Chem. Phys., 14, 10931-10960, https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-14-
10931-2014, 2014.

Mahrt, L.: Modelling the depth of the
boundary-layer, = Bound.-Lay. = Meteorol., 21,
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00119363, 1981.

Mabhrt, L.: Stratified atmospheric boundary layers, Bound.-Lay. Me-
teorol., 90, 375-396, https://doi.org/10.1023/A:1001765727956,
1999.

Mahrt, L. and Vickers, D.: Formulation of turbu-
lent fluxes in the stable boundary layer, J. Atmos.
Sci., 60, 2538-2548, https://doi.org/10.1175/1520-
0469(2003)060<2538:FOTFIT>2.0.CO;2, 2003.

Mabhrt, L. and Vickers, D.: Boundary-layer adjustment over small-
scale changes of surface heat flux, Bound.-Lay. Meteorol., 116,
313-330, https://doi.org/10.1007/s10546-004-1669-z, 2005.

Mahrt, L. and Vickers, D.: Extremely weak mixing in
stable conditions, Bound.-Lay. Meteorol., 119, 19-39,
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10546-005-9017-5, 2006.

Mikiranta, E., Vihma, T., Sjoblom, A., and Tastula, E.-M.: Obser-
vations and modelling of the atmospheric boundary layer over

stable
3-19,

Geosci. Instrum. Method. Data Syst., 9, 193-211, 2020

M. K. Nambiar et al.: A Tethered Air Blimp (TAB)

sea-ice in a Svalbard Fjord, Bound.-Lay. Meteorol., 140, 105-
123, https://doi.org/10.1007/s10546-011-9609-1, 2011.

Manoj, K. K., Tang, Y., Deng, Z., Chen, D., and Cheng, Y.:
Reduced-rank sigma-point Kalman filter and its application
in ENSO model, J. Atmos. Ocean. Tech., 31, 2350-2366,
https://doi.org/10.1175/JTECH-D-13-00172.1, 2014.

Martin, S., Bange, J., and Beyrich, F.: Meteorological profiling of
the lower troposphere using the research UAV “M2AV Carolo”,
Atmos. Meas. Tech., 4, 705-716, https://doi.org/10.5194/amt-4-
705-2011, 2011.

Mayer, S., Sandvik, A., Jonassen, M. O., and Reuder, J.: Atmo-
spheric profiling with the UAS SUMO: a new perspective for the
evaluation of fine-scale atmospheric models, Meteorol. Atmos.
Phys., 116, 15-26, https://doi.org/10.1007/s00703-010-0063-2,
2012.

Medeiros, L. E. and Fitzjarrald, D. R.: Stable boundary layer in
complex Terrain. Part I: Linking fluxes and intermittency to an
average stability index, J. Appl. Meteorol. Clim., 53, 2196-2215,
https://doi.org/10.1175/JAMC-D-13-0345.1, 2014.

Medeiros, L. E. and Fitzjarrald, D. R.: Stable boundary layer
in complex terrain. Part II: Geometrical and sheltering ef-
fects on mixing, J. Appl. Meteorol. Clim., 54, 170-188,
https://doi.org/10.1175/JAMC-D-13-0346.1, 2015.

Nahian, M. R., Nazem, A., Nambiar, M. K., Byerlay, R., Mah-
mud, S., Seguin, A. M., Robe, F. R., Ravenhill, J., and Ali-
abadi, A. A.: Complex meteorology over a complex mining fa-
cility: Assessment of topography, land use, and grid spacing
modifications in WRE, J. Appl. Meteorol. Clim., 59, 769-789,
https://doi.org/10.1175/JAMC-D-19-0213.1, 2020.

Obukhov, A. M.: Turbulence in an atmosphere with a non-
uniform temperature, Bound.-Lay. Meteorol., 2, 7-29,
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00718085, 1971.

Palomaki, R. T., Rose, N. T., van den Bossche, M., Sherman, T. J.,
and De Wekker, S. F. J.: Wind Estimation in the Lower Atmo-
sphere Using Multirotor Aircraft, J. Atmos. Ocean. Tech., 34,
1183-1191, https://doi.org/10.1175/JTECH-D-16-0177.1, 2017.

Pichugina, Y. L., Tucker, S. C., Banta, R. M., Brewer,
W. A., Kelley, N. D., Jonkman, B. J., and Newsom, R. K.:
Horizontal-velocity and variance measurements in the sta-
ble boundary layer using doppler lidar: sensitivity to aver-
aging procedures, J. Atmos. Ocean. Tech., 25, 1307-1327,
https://doi.org/10.1175/2008J TECHA988.1, 2008.

Pollard, R. T..: The Joint Air-Sea Interaction Experiment
— JASIN 1978, B. Am. Meteorol. Soc., 59, 1310-1318,
https://doi.org/10.1175/1520-0477-59.10.1310, 1978.

Rotach, M. W. and Zardi, D.: On the boundary-layer structure over
highly complex terrain: Key findings from MAP, Q. J. Roy. Me-
teor. Soc., 133, 937-948, https://doi.org/10.1002/qj.71, 2007.

Roth, M.: Review of atmospheric turbulence over
cities, Q. J. Roy. Meteor. Soc., 126, 941-990,
https://doi.org/10.1002/qj.49712656409, 2000.

Shin, H. H., Hong, S.-Y., Noh, Y., and Dudhia, J.: Derivation of
turbulent kinetic energy from a first-order nonlocal planetary
boundary layer parameterization, J. Atmos. Sci., 70, 1795-1805,
https://doi.org/10.1175/JAS-D-12-0150.1, 2013.

Smith, F. B.: An analysis of vertical wind-fluctuations at heights
between 500 and 5,000 ft, Q. J. Roy. Meteor. Soc., 87, 180-193,
https://doi.org/10.1002/qj.49708737207, 1961.

www.geosci-instrum-method-data-syst.net/9/193/2020/


https://doi.org/10.5194/amt-6-2195-2013
https://doi.org/10.1175/BAMS-D-14-00238.1
https://doi.org/10.1175/1520-0469(1980)037<1313:MFASMB>2.0.CO;2
https://doi.org/10.1175/1520-0469(1980)037<1313:MFASMB>2.0.CO;2
https://doi.org/10.1175/1520-0426(1994)011<0661:HLILEW>2.0.CO;2
https://doi.org/10.1175/1520-0426(1994)011<0661:HLILEW>2.0.CO;2
https://doi.org/10.1175/2010JCLI3552.1
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-14-10931-2014
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-14-10931-2014
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00119363
https://doi.org/10.1023/A:1001765727956
https://doi.org/10.1175/1520-0469(2003)060<2538:FOTFIT>2.0.CO;2
https://doi.org/10.1175/1520-0469(2003)060<2538:FOTFIT>2.0.CO;2
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10546-004-1669-z
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10546-005-9017-5
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10546-011-9609-1
https://doi.org/10.1175/JTECH-D-13-00172.1
https://doi.org/10.5194/amt-4-705-2011
https://doi.org/10.5194/amt-4-705-2011
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00703-010-0063-2
https://doi.org/10.1175/JAMC-D-13-0345.1
https://doi.org/10.1175/JAMC-D-13-0346.1
https://doi.org/10.1175/JAMC-D-19-0213.1
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00718085
https://doi.org/10.1175/JTECH-D-16-0177.1
https://doi.org/10.1175/2008JTECHA988.1
https://doi.org/10.1175/1520-0477-59.10.1310
https://doi.org/10.1002/qj.71
https://doi.org/10.1002/qj.49712656409
https://doi.org/10.1175/JAS-D-12-0150.1
https://doi.org/10.1002/qj.49708737207

M. K. Nambiar et al.: A Tethered Air Blimp (TAB)

Steudler, P. A., Melillo, J. M., Bowden, R. D., Castro, M. S.,
and Lugo, A. E.: The effects of natural and human dis-
turbances on soil nitrogen dynamics and trace gas fluxes
in a Puerto Rican wet forest, Biotropica, 23, 356-363,
https://doi.org/10.2307/2388252, 1991.

Stull, R. B.: An introduction to boundary layer Meteorology,
Kluwer Academic Publishers, Dordrecht, the Netherlands, 1988.

Stull, R. B.: Practical Meteorology: An Algebra-based Survey of
Atmospheric Science, Univ. of British Columbia, 2015.

Svensson, G., Holtslag, A. A. M., Kumar, V., Mauritsen, T., Steen-
eveld, G.J., Angevine, W. M., Bazile, E., Beljaars, A., de Bruijn,
E. L E, Cheng, A., Conangla, L., Cuxart, J., Ek, M., Falk, M. J.,
Freedman, F., Kitagawa, H., Larson, V. E., Lock, A., Mailhot,
J., Masson, V., Park, S., Pleim, J., Soderberg, S., Weng, W.,
and Zampieri, M.: Evaluation of the diurnal cycle in the atmo-
spheric boundary layer over land as represented by a variety of
single-column models: The second GABLS experiment, Bound.-
Lay. Meteorol., 140, 177-206, https://doi.org/10.1007/s10546-
011-9611-7,2011.

Thompson, N.: Turbulence measurements over the sea by a
tethered-balloon technique, Q. J. Roy. Meteor. Soc., 98, 745-762,
https://doi.org/10.1002/qj.49709841804, 1972.

Thompson, N.: Tethered Balloons, in: Air-Sea Interaction, edited
by: Dobson, F., Hasse, L., and Davis, R., Springer, Boston, MA,
589-604, https://doi.org/10.1007/978-1-4615-9182-5_32, 1980.

www.geosci-instrum-method-data-syst.net/9/193/2020/

211

Whiteman, C. D., Haiden, T., Pospichal, B., Eisenbach, S.,
and Steinacker, R.: Minimum temperatures, diurnal tem-
perature ranges, and temperature inversions in Lime-
stone Sinkholes of different sizes and shapes, J. Appl.
Meteorol., 43, 1224-1236, https://doi.org/10.1175/1520-
0450(2004)043<1224:MTDTRA>2.0.CO;2, 2004.

Whiteman, C. D., Muschinski, A., Zhong, S., Fritts, D., Hoch, S. W.,
Hahnenberger, M., Yao, W., Hohreiter, V., Behn, M., Cheon,
Y., Clements, C. B., Horst, T. W., Brown, W. O. J., and On-
cley, S. P.: Metcrax 2006: Meteorological Experiments in Ari-
zona’s Meteor Crater, B. Am. Meteorol. Soc., 89, 1665-1680,
https://doi.org/10.1175/2008BAMS2574.1, 2008.

Wilson, J. D.: Monin-Obukhov functions for standard devi-
ations of velocity, Bound.-Lay. Meteorol., 129, 353-369,
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10546-008-9319-5, 2008.

Zilitinkevich, S. and Baklanov, A.: Calculation of the
height of the stable boundary layer in practical ap-
plications, Bound.-Lay. Meteorol., 105, 389-409,
https://doi.org/10.1023/A:1020376832738, 2002.

Geosci. Instrum. Method. Data Syst., 9, 193-211, 2020


https://doi.org/10.2307/2388252
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10546-011-9611-7
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10546-011-9611-7
https://doi.org/10.1002/qj.49709841804
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-1-4615-9182-5_32
https://doi.org/10.1175/1520-0450(2004)043<1224:MTDTRA>2.0.CO;2
https://doi.org/10.1175/1520-0450(2004)043<1224:MTDTRA>2.0.CO;2
https://doi.org/10.1175/2008BAMS2574.1
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10546-008-9319-5
https://doi.org/10.1023/A:1020376832738

	Abstract
	Introduction
	Literature review
	Objectives
	Structure of the paper

	TAB specification
	Envelope and platform
	Mini weather station

	Calibration experiments
	Wind velocity calibration
	Temperature calibration

	Field experiments and results
	Sampling time
	Diurnal variation in wind speed and turbulence statistics
	Vertical variation of mean and turbulence statistics
	Variation of thermal stability and wind speed as a function of diurnal time
	Atmospheric dynamical condition
	Comparison between the mine and the tailings pond
	Comparison of diurnal variation of turbulence properties
	Comparison of atmospheric dynamical condition


	Conclusions and future work
	Code and data availability
	Author contributions
	Competing interests
	Acknowledgements
	Financial support
	Review statement
	References

