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Evaluation results:  
Eddy Covariance workshop (May 18-22, 2015) 

Course details 
The workshop covered 5 days, split up into a scientific seminar (1 day) at the beginning, 
followed by the eddy-covariance course (4 days) focusing on theory, instrumentation 
and data processing skills. During the seminar section, the participants (PhD re-
searchers and instructors) presented major research objectives from their sites, and lat-
est results from their own research. The course itself consisted of lectures, hands-on 
classes with software tools, instrument sessions the laboratory, and an excursion to the 
MPI-BGC field site at the Wetzstein.


The workshop offered to external collaborators from national and international observa-
tion sites where MPI-BGC is actively involved in the conducted research. The workshop 
was also open to interested PhD researchers within the MPI-BGC graduate program, 
IMPRG-gBGC.


Detailed information is provided on the following webpage: http://www.imprs-gbgc.de/
index.php/Courses/EddyCovariance2015


10 out of 16 participants filled in the survey by May 29, 2015.!
 

Survey results 
Please assess the workshop in general. 

The workshop stimulated my interest in this topic.

70 %	 	 Agree 
30 %	 	 Strongly agree !
I think that the level of difficulty of this workshop is appropriate.

80 %	 	 Agree 
20 %	 	 Strongly agree !
I think the lectures were organized in a logical way

20 %	 	 Neither agree nor disagree 
70 %	 	 Agree 
10 %	 	 Strongly agree 
!!
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Overall, I am satisfied with this workshop. 

70 %	 	 Agree 
30 %	 	 Strongly agree !
Please assess the practical parts of the workshop. 

I found the hands-on computer exercises offered in the context of this course helpful. 

30 %	 	 Neither agree nor disagree 
40 %	 	 Agree 
30 %	 	 Strongly agree !
I found the hands-on instrumental session to learn about EC-system setups helpful. 

10 %	 	 Neither agree nor disagree 
40 %	 	 Agree 
50 %	 	 Strongly agree !
The excursion of an eddy-covariance field site was an interesting addition to the work-
shop syllabus. 

11 %	 	 Disagree 
33 %	 	 Neither agree nor disagree 
22 %	 	 Agree 
33 %	 	 Strongly agree !
Which parts of the workshop were especially good (and why)? 


• I have only participated the first two days of the workshop (Theory introduction) and both 
days were great 

• The best parts of the workshop were those related to topics that I find extremely difficult 
to learn on my own. In this sense, I found helpful (1) to learn more details about the theo-
ry and history behind ED measurements; (2) be exposed to ED measurements in different 
parts of the world; (3) hands on problems. 

• Especially good were: Thomas Foken lecture and Olaf's Kolle exercises because, in both 
aspects, it was very interesting and step by step everything was becaming clear. 

• Which parts of the workshop were especially good (and why)? Thomas Foken: The Eddy-
Covariance Method: Basics and General Problems II. Olaf Kolle: Instrumentation and 
Hands-on Work with software; Really nice overview description about this technic, how 
the data are collected and limitations of the technic and instruments. 

• It gave good overview to EC technique. 

• The theory 
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• introduction into EC and the instrumental seession. made my understanding of EC more 
clearerer 

• Everything interesting, nothing in particular 

• the variety of different experience of different stations 

• Tareks lecture --> good and complete overview, well explained Mircos exercise --> intro-
duction into new R package  !

Which parts of the workshop were not so good / not so fitting / not well enough pre-
sented? 


• I cannot provide an answer, I've only participated on the first two days 

• The parts of the workshop that I found less helpful for my own research: (1) techniques 
that go beyond CO2/CH4 measurements. (2) Advanced techniques to sample other gas-
es than those mentioned above. (3) Lectures that contained material that can be easily 
found on the internet. 

• Some part of exercises, which was too fast and too general. 

• Hands-on work with software tools III I was really interested in this class, and in my opin-
ion the time for this class was not sufficient. 

• Not enough practicals to apply the theory we learn during the workshop 

• wish we had time to do more on the gap filling exercise 

• Eventually it would be interesting to dedicate more time to hands-on computer exercises 
on: flux calculations, filtering, gap-filling and foot-print analysis 

• the meteorological processes underlying 

• excursion: on the one hand it was nice to climb the tower and see the instruments, on 
the other hand I am not sure if 2 * 90 minutes driving time was worth it. but generally visit-
ing a site is a nice experience.  !

Do you have other suggestions for a future workshop? 


• More time to do the post-processing data using R. 

• Yes, it could be good to concentrate not on all aspects of EC method,but more, for ex-
ample processing, and results analysing. 

• Might want to do the workshop over two weeks to allow student to apply more the theory 
during practicals. 

• Was well organised and I dont see need for change. 

• More hands-on computer exercises and perhaps extend the course (2 weeks)
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