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Abstract

Abstract

Water deficit is the main environmental factor that limits crop growth, development
and yield formation. In the context of global change, the proportion of water for
agriculture has been decreasing greatly around the world. It induces imbalance in
agricultural water requirement and crop production. Crop carbon assimilation and
water use are coupled over multiple scales from leaf, canopy and
soil-plant-atmosphere system, which is essential for crop growth and development,
and determines crop yield. Wheat is one of the most important cereal crops around
the world. It is grown in many different climatic areas all over the world, including
humid and arid areas. Therefore, it is necessary to study water constraint of wheat
and its effects at multiple scales. This research could make a contribution to
modeling gas exchange under drought, regional and global grain yield stability and
food security.

Based on field experimental observation and mathematical models, we firstly
investigated the variation of key parameters for the gas exchange model at leaf level
under different environmental conditions. The main parameters includes the
maximum carboxylation rate of Rubisco (V¢max) and maximum rate of electron
transport (Jax) for the biochemical photosynthetic model, and the slope (m) of the
Ball-Berry stomatal conductance model. The responses of several photosynthetic
parameters, including net photosynthesis (P,), stomatal conductance (gss,) and ratio
of intercellular CO;, to atmospheric CO, (Ci/C,), to water were also analyzed.
Meanwhile, the relations between different photosynthetic parameters under
different water conditions were also determined, especially the relationship between
P, and g, and the impacts of drought on parameters for three typical semi-empirical
stomatal conductance models. Furthermore, the investigation of wheat and water
relations and its environmental constraints at different scales were conducted. We
revealed the characteristic of variation for wheat and water relations at different

scales under different environmental conditions and its control mechanism. The main
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Abstract

conclusions are as follows:

There were no significant differences for Vemax, Jmax Or m between the two
wheat types, spring wheat and winter wheat. The seasonal variation of Vemax, Jmaxs
and m for spring wheat was not pronounced, except a rapid decrease for Vecmax and
Jmax at the maturity. Vemax and Jyax showed no significant change during soil drying
before light saturated stomatal conductance (gsar) Was lower than 0.15 mol m?2 s
Meanwhile, the value of m when gu,>0.15 mol m? s was also significantly
different from other drier condition. Furthermore, the misestimation of V max and
Jmax strongly impacted on the simulation of net photosynthetic rate, whereas, the
underestimation of m resulted in underestimated stomatal conductance and
transpiration rate and an overestimation of water use efficiency. The study
demonstrates that environmental factors alters key parameter values of ecological
models over specific growing stages, which should be taken into account for
simulating gas exchange between plants and the atmosphere.

The soil-drying experiments at pot and field showed no significant variation for
the photosynthetic parameters until available soil water content (ASWC) was lower
than 0.5. The parameters g ., Ci/C, and P, sequentially decreased as ASWC
decreased from 0.5 to 0.3. The relations of P,, g« and Ci/C, were stable while
ASWC ranged from 0.5 to 0.3. The parameters s, Vemax and Jiax decreased linearly
with ASWC when it was lower than 0.3. Meanwhile, the relationship between P, and
gssat changed in the range of ASWC from 0.5 to 0.3, hence the slope of
semi-empirical stomatal conductance model. However, when ASWC was lower than
0.1, C/C, increased with decrease in ASWC, and P, decreased as C;/C, increased.
Based on the responses of different photosynthetic parameters to water, four stages
of drought development for spring wheat apparently existed. As ASWC was greater
than 0.5 and gssat greater than 0.35 mol m™ s™', there was not drought or drought
was very slight. The g, mainly limited P, during ASWC ranged from 0.3 to 0.5 and
e varied from 0.15 to 0.35 mol m™ s'. However, non-stomatal conductance started
to impact P, as ASWC changed from 0.1 to 0.3 (gssar ranged from 0.06 to 0.15 mol
m> s'l). As ASWC was less than 0.1, g, was smaller than 0.06 mol m? s and the

v



Abstract

apparatus for photosynthesis might suffer injury.

The maximum efficiency of water use efficiency was 4.5 g C kg™ H,O for wheat
at leaf scale and ecosystem level at daily scale. Whereas, it is 6.5, 3.5 and 2 g C kg
H,O at half-hourly, weekly and monthly scales, respectively. For leaf level, the main
factors impacting water use efficiency were PAR, VPD and water. These finding
clearly represent the linkage between carbon gain and water loss for a typical C3
crop under different environmental conditions.

The yield-water relations for spring wheat at water limited areas were
conservative. SWC was more important than precipitation in determining spring
wheat grain yield in semi-arid-type environment, and it affected relationship between
grain yield and PGS (precipitation during growing season). However, SWC and
yield relation was affected by atmospheric dryness condition (ADC). The highest
spring wheat yield was obtained under year pattern of climate with higher SWC and
lower ADC. Increasing water storage before sowing, irrigation during growing
season and using mulch affected the water use-yield relation of spring wheat.
Potential transpiration efficiency of rainfed spring wheat in semi-arid area was lower
than irrigated spring wheat in arid area of Northwest China.

Single linear equation was obtained with slope of 14.6 kg ha” mm™ and x
intercept at 126.3 mm for spring wheat water use-yield production function with
different wheat varieties under varying climatic patterns. The slopes of the boundary
function were 16.2 kg ha’ mm™ and 19.1 kg ha' mm™ under conventional
management practice and mulching practices, respectively. With increase of
available soil water content at sowing, the probability of achieving at least 2000 and
4000 kg ha™ of spring wheat for actual and attainable yield increased under different
agricultural management practices.

Key words: Drought, Leaf level, Stomatal conductance model, Water use efficiency,

Water production function
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KBEIR T SRAWIE N (Bernacchi A1 Vanloocke, 2015). #R1i, T3
AT, RERK IR GG%, HBRHE N S8 AT F i K Bk — 2 b (Zeitoun
G5, 201600 AOVFEKE NKIRKF IR FEN EE S, (H2 T T AHK K
NEAGERIK AW 0, A FEK I LB AW R 45 (Kang 5., 2016). [H]
I, DAAERARIE Ay 35 e RO AU R A I T AR AR, T 5 80t
RS X R R A e R K, TR B AN, i TR
FREEIN IR W E K (Cook 2., 2014; Dai, 2013). FEBEHE & RIREEAIS A% il
R, AR A R e B I R A R AR K R

EMIAEK R BB T IHEEF (B, . KL AEE), fEREZ T
HIRE R T, K2R T A S e o 48 s E ) = B, (RTE 5 SRSy SU™
A= BB T (Zlatev A1 Lidon, 2012). R, THAF 241G dnk ™
W A KT A AE AR RIS 26 AF T, A A BR A K 7 )R AT RE ML 32
TEPDr=at, J2& B Al A 77 A A i) 1)

1.12 fIREX

INEJBZ KRB —, RO EIOXT KM EEREIEY) (Jabran
., 20170, MHEKAR, N8 JLFaiHTHNER, B A
B K PR BRI PR & 22 4 AT B 205 L (Cendoya %%, 2018). /NZMIEZ
RN TN D=2 A N L = o P2 1/ P | o321 6 5 N - R T N
b A T THT PR ART 22 VSR R IX DL R HER 4000 2 KT IR R, 34 /N Rhad . R
i, NEJET AR C3 1EY), FKER, ABREM, KoapmilKk
B UL B RS R (Tamnbussi 25., 2007). FEHELE T RAETFit
X, N HAKTEHEICH R, ATHNEA = K A A R, R 70 /N2 A
PR IR Z IR O B B R 3%, 0 A B DR S5 H PR B L Rl
FETESCHE . R LR AR SR i KoK o3 v RO F 4 2 B A S 2

1



1w

B o ARICERE R . AV G AT 2 G SO BERE DL
A BRAN [F] DXl I E , STt SRV, Lo BN 2Rk oy i aa
(IR Bt i B AR AE . ANTR]RUBE T /INZ2 A 77 57K 7 AH Lok 3R S i R 3R

SAELRIZR IR, AEYI/K 4y R R oK a B R A R IR IE— Bk,
MM B AW R E LGRS I R AL, BRI IRN 22 SRR K 73
18R RIS AR B M SRR S LB B, IR AR AR B, Befg N S N3
F R RARGIRABARYE , 10 BLAR AT DA /)N 22 0 FE W I T R R 8L A 1) v TR AL 4
o FN, BEERHKRE, THENEE R H s, A B4 60 4T
a6, W 2l T ST BORBUE 7 S R AS R ROBE S B9 A AR 250
P2 AR B AR (] AR LA DA AR A A R0 Ah IR 2 A ER Wi 19
TEVV KRB A AR S RN B R B2 R 2 MBI R B052 iy, H AT 1
— S P FRIE AN T A T AR . H R AT R I S S AR 7T ) R A2 2 ) A
BEATTRIA, HERR At 4R T, W DAY B SR A Ve A AR A AR FR A 1)
mxr T+ Etams, EdliemeEmnz 2l i, SR CHEZSH
T R e B Y AE - B 5 T BAUR B A 4 2 K

WAk, VEVIAE KR B JH 7 BT AR AN [B] R I TR] R 25 (8] RUBE T 64T, T
FRAFI 2 RN 5K R 5, ARBATESR /N2 AE A I [ AN [F]
18T K 73 F AR T BN REE PRI K 73 5K 3 BEE e K RBEVEPK
73 R A PR B .
1.2 ERSMEXIARIER
1.2.1 NEFEYFK 53 BB i B2 RO 4FAE
1.2.1.1 K AmBE N NEFEMEK L E R =ERM

KRR BA e AER, TEMIRIPT A A3, TSN A —
SE IR IR T REAT . FEAO A rh, AB3E “HUCRIE T/K” e, Bl
TR RAE P B R EEAE R, i A A E AR 2 HIX, KR EY A
KRB RIBREE S T HAE ZE R Ko a A E, R ey r 4
KEE L ERRIERE. LR E N AR hiax NS EAE KK L&k
FHIEIE , 7K 3 E N ELT PUANJ7 THIBR N 22 AR P AR K AR E

B, XEYAEF AR . Angus fl Moncur (1977) #F5T &K A K
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Sy W38 AT LA A /N2 FFAE RS AT, 1 P B K 4 Bl JE A FFFE A SE fS . Memaster
A Wilhelm (2003) WRAKHTER B WM GRTTHIRILLIAT, INEX 3K 55
AU, MIEEE R GFHE R 5, ™ E K e /N
MBHIIGERT, mEEFH, NN ZA TR . FEHE (2019) @
KA EE RS, I A IRAE - b X B A B AN K /N2 R A B4
Wi, AERIRTTIRIIS 11 K. Z88KGE, TEAEMAEREEN, KoMiE—Kait
BAEMAKKE, MEEWEKRENREM, KohasingEmEK R E
B A, ASFREEE K Ba B EY A KR B R R R AN ]

HR, Ky WiE s Ey i LR RS KR BB m. 2
EMWEE (2018) TEAIFAE B M Bois B FIFERE 10T S 15, RIER T
AR R S 30 v SR B K 40 D SR AT T /N2 AR e AT TR 2 3 BRAIG,
ForpJG DAY Rk s R AR PR A W . k55 (20150 R BB A 1A
IRTTHASZ /K53 I e (4 /N, A R TR R B HE /K 70 2 PR A 2 B 2 %
K. MEVBIRAE, SUEIEMIR MK, M RIS, A0S R 1R 0
RFNG 3L, WIS 30 AR R S T S febn B KR B g 217 1k

=, K EESHE R B R, RIG & 28 1655 AL L AR K 5
FHHE (2016) JEILRES KK 53 i 8 A BR 15 ZR R /N 22 e A1 52 340
i, oG A B S HEY RO B NI, G F I RS A F DG RE I 2R A
VETETG MR 52 B R3], RIS 7K 2 P IE e s BRI T /2 b3 B i
Olsovska %5 (2016) B8 K IAE /K 73 i K it R i, AS[E SR /N 22 6 Tk
B RALFE LS R 5 B A B K o3 e e BRI, T B S0 A A AR R
FAHRIVBRIEZE. (Ve WK BEARBIEA. —BO0 5, Rk e
KAEFBUEYIT AL, fEYS KA Z SRS i T M. BAMEK 5
WAt —2 RIS, TEMM Rt e RUNTIReRES, ARSI TR, i3 8UE
YIEAG b, I 28U 5 F % (Flexas %%., 2004; Perdomo %%., 2016).

Y, KA IESHED I BRI . 5 SCREE (2016) KILRE
K WA N A K SIS, B K, NEAYREESEERD, WA
b b5 A R R R I R . K B X VR R G i P R e
E RHE R AEE YIRS L R SOR TR HOR AL, /Ko e VR4 Rl AL ) o %
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AR RS, MR EAEDI B A RS, AT R .

1.2.1.2 {E¥%E7K 47 Bl BRI R =

FESEPRAE P, ARAEMZ BRI i ihia, AR 8ok a®:, me
VRN K 35 SRR S BAFAE — € Bl S, BUBIMEL (threshold) C(F& 1.1). i#Xig
S (2016) BT LR FE AT TTRERE A NG B K BB AT S EA S T
BV ERF € FPEPDRIRRES 26 AF 1 7K 3B R FE N2 A7 AE — A Il FHAE
Rz A AR A 2 2 R, A B SRR BR 2 R R
g5 (2018) WFFLRKILE FOKAEBIFRFRAE LK > Fr8ipiz> 10 d 54 THR k232
R IIE, 20 d JaEWER R A 222 BREFEAE) I (2017) Eid
KRR SO L, AT R B TR A A S KR RILREL G
EE AR DL S 2 AR — i LS K B N I AN RIS K E R R A
AR, RS LIESKEMRT € EN, 4% 5K i ik
I, XECEARIRI R 3K o A7 B B AR S B

No precipitation or irrigation for a long time Enough preciptation or irrigation
No drought (no crop) ] Drought (Crop) ‘ No drought (Crop)
0(0) P, (ET)
o =
=
= )
2 a”
o
-100 (LWC .. ;) 0(0)
0 O, s SRWC, SRWC__ . >100

SRWC
B 1.1 PR R RAE M R R
Fig. 1.1 The characteristic of threshold for crop under soil drying

TE: Pov Pun Pog 2P HIRRAEDI i A R L KA R4S 7R 561 T IO A A LUK
FAXS 6 G % (Py/Py)s ET 5 ET 43 HIFR/K 5 45 78 2 511 T 128 08 3 S K 4348
AT T I ZSBUE A LWC Ron M X & 7K & SRWC. SRWC,. SRWCcrir 73 737
AR K AR AR B AR bR T G AR BT 0T IO F) 3 AR 25 7K B DL R B K
Owir RAREETKE.

VeV FAFAEAMERISL, VEIA P RER T RSP RnA T HAK. e
(2002) INATEMIHEA T — € KK T8kt G, Ko sF e Tig s, s
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I AR KO S I R BRI AMEE RN, G e 3 e DU RR R A R
Song %5 (2018) AR KAEL 521 FE (17K 73 e 77 AR M 80N A2 R 1 S5 AR A
—RERL . R KA, EMIR AL A T, AR e LR,
SR 7 o HIRR RSO A3 SR ) FIRE S BEE 445 (2008) W FLUCA/K R A
SRR AR PR B B R, TR EAKKRT 6 d BLER, PEAEET
B AR AR ZF IR i T KRR, KR, 7K FI R
k. A7 Ah AR B K R TE AR 22 52 J6 /K 2 Bl P 3 R Rk A T
BB, PRREIEN. AN, LSRRI, TR TR il R AR
TEPDRENS I I [ G %7K o B R B 1T I R, A I By /K o SRAFETE — 8 7K
b, AT ERIE G A A F A IR AT B R S — N4 A P2 E 7K 53
A2 FBUEYI A AR A S BH0H], 15 9 ™ =5 K 43 e 5 B
AR IR AT (Yordanov Z., 2000).

TEDTEAFAE B I, WK TR, DABOH K 4 e Jolh i F B0 s A
Asea—5 (B 1.2, 1EY—REFIEIATE XKD TR =R, WK
TR BUR,  AEA B YRR AR K 7 75 R &b o H 2 7R B AR 7%
PG, R BN K A3 i R UK . — LK 43 AN 27K 3 il
X 1 B I TE— A B JE Fe R LA s E GO I = . eAh, R H )i
WA UE I TAEYIAS IR AE B IR K e e N A Al MR RS (20060 TE/MNEE
ANFEEE I E TR KL, 15 W A/ 8 A B0 FE /K & ) B i
SSIT Ay, SRS, HER, B, IREH, BRA. T HA RIS E s E
W= i S R B AT L, A/ NIRRT VK LR AR, T
VEIK ] 5N USRI B T KO R i TR A AR A
VESK AN 7K A3 5 ) 2 BERRAR T ThLE o BTSRRI AN TR KOG, X
I U PRI VBE 7 X 46 /N 22 77 B K 43 ) F AT AR L ZE ), i LSRR I (] 4348
b BR K B 7 B AR 23 R RBCR R TR X AR A (2001) 43 IFER 9 -
ZaRE . SRR DA SR S - R AN AT RIS S KA 40% 17K 4y
REPR G, ORI JURR AL 3R /N 22 1930 MR BE AR AR R, i H. 3 M BB B i) 2 5+
AR EX ER=AEE BT 50%. 60%/K 070, /N2 R R
AH A OC . ER - PRI R AR T RTINS RPN B K
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JRVEMIAMEAERAT K. BeAh, AR T WK 5 S AN Bty il R R
SEMBANR], R K 5 B 1 RERIA,  RE - B BUVI K 2y
R B T TR . AR (2017) A [F] I A B A R BE AR 4
AT, R BUKREALE 7 BRI 32K 70 B B X AT RGBT AT AE AN
VRE SR S RIASE 52 J RE /K o il 7K 45 SR PR AR AR B X

W TR ra s e g te,  RH BRI R AEMIE R KR A 154 3]
5 R FHEAE B EIE R, 10 RAZA — AN IBHTR AR, BT E AR
XA, RFRAO K 7 I8 A (5 M3 57F 78 521 BB R KT A
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Fig. 1.2 The relative water use and sensitity to water stress for crop during different

growing stages (Ahuja 5., 2008)

1.2.1.3 B EN R 5K BB FEN AT T2
(1) YR Ed RSB

FEBERFMT, A S A RERABHENAE YT, efl=Ed H 51
P, REE el 2K haie, PbRZERER KSR EIEMERZ
K B BRa It aaS , RV IB R m el R S A, DR i B 3 19
S (Blum, 2010), MTEIEYIZRATHI AR R, SR EK 7 B e e A&
A TE) s Ko WA ia R AR, RIS KRR R (ABA) Cf et
SALKHARITIRE), FEIREM R R (CTKD CHMMBIVEDRIK 5375 SR T D
&, T EYIIR YA 7 SR AT IR KT R L LB &%, AE7K 7 i v
CTK/ABA LU e /& — Fh R iE AL B s B, T L ol P b AR K e % 1A
TEMAICE R Be,  AEAF YIRS AE M f AR R A 22 5%, ARG B
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Fiem, MM LAE— @R FAERF IR K 73 P (Beatriz %5., 2011);
NS R IRRIK A EE, ST SR 40 M v T S AR, T EZE A
TR, XFIRRABFERAT . BE T REEE R IO A BT, b
HBKIE J13A R 7K (Yordanov A Velikova, 2003), LAZERF4H A A2 AN IE
AR B R I L [ P AL R HAE K A W R R AR LT
hBE R — A KR TR A B T g

() EMHEK KB Z Rt

IRAEEYD 2 545 A i, T DURILSAEY ¥ B F A5 58 S0 A 2 DRI 5
SR BRI e, RIEY) 2 SRR R — e A SHE R, (R s 2
KA TRARh 28 2R . TEK A e R AR R SR Rk, h /K 36t 7K o 3
18 e PR, AR SUR TR, HoKSB R R Ik GFREE, 20130, BT
PRI K S B IR FRAIG, VR 4H K R o> 4 5 S 52 RS2, T S LR 4 T
BIEFIIKE (Kaya 5., 2006). SHEUKEREYMLILE, Z2/EWRH
ML USSR AR 2 B2 Z 2H] (Blum., 2010); ToG&4 3
AR R 2B Bk B B OR$B@ s m S FLRSCH], etk S
BRI SRS, (H 2 AR PR 7K 43 i 38 1) BURR BE A THEV IR S Fe A
SR o3 B RRUBCRE B O . TEVEAIE 52K 4y W 3E W38 (R 26 AR, AR A5 1 B
A SALER XA EILE R, RERFRCEIBR T IR [HE AL
RRAIESALFE R AL RIS, /T #0 a A s H s AR /N, Xk
AR PR CO MW i P, T AT 2 H T & 1R FAR DG 1Y
HAl I FEM AR T (Farooq 2., 2009). 503 B AL A & 78 R B
PLEA R KA T OB, 2013), BEHITEKBHayi, EfLEERR
W, CAEERARMN TR, (A2 THERFATFEE. AL EHKK
Gy BB B IE T SR AT, MR B R AL, AR BEES, ER
GG TR, MBS BRI Z 2H0H], A G sot &R IR T
B, AIAEAEY) T4 AR 8 B kb, (EVA KR & 2 3™ =S (Chaves %%,
2009). M IR HTEE R T AE H, AEVIEA b K B FEYD L & R B2 B¢
& RN AR I R . BB K I EREEE R, A R A
52 3] S 051 P B 220 BB T T A 4R bR 52 K 43 A il S o R R 1, B
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VIR R bn A E D & A B R 7K 7 ol 3 JH 2 R B AR AE 22 57

(3) 1R S ECE R Bk

R0 BRI N B BRI R B T 6, e ERRE - 2 Y
FHIFER (PFR4E, 1999), BT REDG & A BRI AL A R W SR 32 5
B BRI U . MEYI R BRI oRE, 1P AR R
I, Jea BB RN, MAEYIE SRR AR E RPN 22306, b
HIK MBI JE, VEYIIE 3K W B aa gl St & 18 R A A2 3 P i 2 A
ZPRE, AR T AR, WiiE s AR K B EH 2. &
LA E ARSIV E Y A PR RE AR 9t Fe it PR AR B & By s AR
LR KB IR, ATLLEAZGH, FEVEYE 2K 7 i ia i 80
RONVEWAREFFAE=AEE B 5 1 BB ERIE B OK 0 fant,
TEVAE B SREAAAE | DMRUE TR, TEIREE @ A 5™, RN K 56k,
MR IE & AR B A SRR AN S 20 2 DB TRV 52 17K 73
AN, AEYIK SRS, VRN N B B R Bk e R A%
TEVIIE SR A KBTS, ot &3 R T %R CRILZ), Ko phaxsE
Vo= BRI IE A FE5E 3 ANPrBL Kt A R AR AR AR A
RE, JCE RN, HRAJeE R TR, M EAK R R RSO S
TEF I3 P 2r AR 2 BB AR T, S SR Pud F R, /EME R KA ™ H A2,
I 2 2 EAEYR HE 2400 S B AP E 2 B E R HIN B Eid=
YT BUREBEE K B R RN R R, AR A RE R, IR REE
K I3 P IE 5 P AR AN e ZRA Ko B RE EE AN TN R, EL AR5 2255 (B 1.3),
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Fig. 1.3 The digram for photosynthetic process of crop under drought

122 FEIRETNEFIEYKRT KR
VRV K o AR A TR Wi AT G B B RO A, AELR B AR S5 7K 0 R &R 1 H 1)
FET FRIEAEM A7 X8 K o3 F i LR, B K s e VR A 77 DT ) 3¢
PERES CHD, KOFIHZE) (Vanloocke %5., 2012). ARIM/EY) 5 E@ M
PSOCIRIR AL RE R, A AR IR — LB AL Oy E S [RIAC Y, il
o L ALY BE, AR & CFPRL (Hay, 1999). fEAEY)™ &
RGOSR, AN A A B R S AR A TR S, (R
FEAR AR EO G BB AT A VR H 5 R ZSHIGER A SCIE, AT AEVE P IRl AL P )
TR I P ROBE 7K 43 IR FE DA B B 1T B 5 R L Z8 O S DA G . [RE, A
TEVET AL, WL AR Z ORI T 5K 7 AR BLOG &, i el
WU R MR . HEUREEFI X IR RE (Medrano 4., 2015) (&
1.4),
B

KR ( KESR Je—|  E NEEZIIN
FEKE
U <— S A C e
HKE
N T -
s A KAk _’

[on |— Chames
[[Cre > >

UeINi ety %

B 1.4 RRERBEEYIKD RBRFIREER
Fig. 1.4 The main topic of water use efficiency at different spatial scales (Medrano %%.,

2015)

KA FIFHREE (WUE, water use efficiency) # U\ N2 EY/K 7 9¢ R0 T H
HhE, HLRREZER (BFKRZ. MWEHY, E5%%) HHMN—
ARG AL HT R AR, BERE XA EfRs A EZR . HEL
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WU ZERL, KD AHBCR BRI AL, B SAKR R . ESEhriT
g, HEA @RS RE. 0B e . M. B LR
MR RGE, BE BRSO (). 2. DAL Ry FEUURESE (B 1.5).

time

meso/macro
(days, months, seaon)

plant EPhysioFon
i Ble®

micro
(sec-hours)

space

Micro (leaf) ‘ meso (plant) ' MACKO (ecosystem, watershed)
Bl 1.5 KIFEZRE AR 2 RERKSFIRARE
Fig. 1.5 The definition of water use efficiency for plant at different disciplines (Kuglitsch
., 2008)

T A FORIPORGIERE, T RREBESR, SFOREIE, B IR LHEME, & &R
FRBEERFEKE, Y Fonm &, W RRUBEACHERFEKE, Wu ZpnERE, GPP XK
VI A= 71, GEP RRAERRG A= MMEH, NPP RIRIFHIHAEF=T1, NEP RRif SRS
7)), 7 RNEBRGRENFKE.

1221 HRRE

TEWIAE M i R B 5 R AR A i A5 2 AR KR 8 B ™ &% B 2
fille SRS HALIFVED I o0t BRI OB PERD FEY I8 KRR
KR (GGEBBVERD (Lin 5., 2015). {E¥Y)5 KRS A fid 72 3 2d g
Ve Py R iH A FLIF SR (Janka 25., 2016). KRR IEEALEYH
AL RERHIE S TV E D AR AT B2, BT HEWTE D A K R B R S 2™
BRI (B 1.6).

10
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EH A RE F, KOFIHZE (WUED 1€ CHEEEEZE (P, 525
HZE (T, MIHAE (Condon ., 2002; Bousba %%., 2009):

P
WQMQ=3% (1.1)

WUEL SZAEY)PR 3 AN R 3R R FE [R5, R/ & B85 PR 3 R E e 1
SLEE S5 R . WUEL BAIRIRI 785 24 5T ORI SO0 A 22 53 . & U0, Bhagsari Al
Brown (1986) A KA T BE R 5 il & s At iy ROBEK 43 F 0%
Cowan (1977) I\NTEK S HIEFAT, LT BRI RN WUEL BRI,
SR, IEAESRIVF 2 L4 R, TEKIERMT, B T1EwM S9N
Tk ZE N K A HITE AR, 2 RELORSF 17K 23 R SRms,  LLUR AT R sk > < 5L
FERE, M2 SR, KRBT RE M2t m (Imadi 5., 2016).
MAEE RN RAR, 5 WUEL B%ARIA UAE -, B CO2 WAE, K
CO2 WREE, ZSAHMIREE, DL iR (Lu #1 Yang, 2005). [, 75
WANZE W0 WUEL B2 AT 2520 (Kimball 5., 2010). B4, A (D
AAEW AT AL B TIEE T, HARRE TG A 1 R 2R L AR 2 T BUK 4R
ROERAAL, WAL, A, MR R E RS, Fla, Wu 5 (2012)
W FC R IAE /N FZ AN [R] S Fh I I, AT SR 38 0 45 4 DR 78 T 3 /N ) it b DA AR v
INFZAEIK G B8 R B7K 53 B0

j KRB

o

F——
R
CO,
s BN \oeafem H0
s 1
3 I R AR 2 H 5 R
fe i : P R i

e
B 1.6 Y RESETEELESREF R OMAL

Fig. 1.6 The core importance of leaf gas exchange for plant at ecosystems and models
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Y5 Fick &M, P, Al FaUit5E 357 (Hikosaka 2., 2016):

I)n :gc(Ca_Ci) (12)

A g NERFLX CO, TR, C AR COKEE, C MRl CO, K.
Te BTN TSI KRS (g S5 A 58S RBRAKIS L2
(VPDp):

T =g(e —e)=gVPD, (1.3)

A e A RIMAKAE, e ATEAKIRIE.
P, _C,(-C/C,)
T 1.6VPD,
—RIM S, KA CO IREEAFAXSEL N, W Fr RUBE (7K 43 ) R AR LR T
FRIA] CO, W 5 KSR COL W 2 H (CYC) I VPDL . #8438 SN 1 Ci/C,
Fa T RaE, WK FIH MR E4H VPDL, I RS4R3 F 2R i
No BRI, FE EHEY) C/Ca MARZIEER R MW, w3k, KR
RS, TR TR AR E ST 2 5 C/C, (07385 . R, R M a7 SR AR (1.4)
AP MR P R 7K 73 R R R B R 2R

SRTT, WSS (1.4) 2, AN ZERT I b RUBEZK 3R F A0 R s AR
FARAY W] BRI S5 R IAS S KK o R R . e b, (1D SPrRos it v R
KGRI RCR AT A P R 8 MR AR A T I — AN BRI, L e
AR ALK R AR BARAGARRAIE, SCIEA  BF 8] (149 7K 49 ) F 0% AR AL 5

N T BRI IR R ZER KRR s, ¥ (1.1) X3l VPDL, FiR
i (1.3) WA — AR FE , — B EEY R S i RS P 22
KA FIFZE GWUEL) (Gilbert 2., 2011):

WUE, = (1.4)

mmq:ﬁwu;ﬁ- (1.5)
T, g,
MR (1.2) XATFIWN KRR AR SR CO, IRES5 KA CO,
WEZ L (C/C) K
g.(C,-C)_Ca-¢/C)

iWUE, =
g, 1.6

(1.6)

AP EUE 1.6 T RILRKIREK T ERXT COy FEEM 1.6 . AT ARIHRS)

12
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WA RN C/Cy BEARXARE, C3 HEY 8 0.7, C4 4 0.4 (Wong %5., 1979),
W C3 5 C4 1EY iWUELAEK [ 52, 43518 75 F1 150 umol-mol™, C4 {E#/2
C3 fEMII Wit o T SERR b C/Cy IIBUE 22 BEA RIFR BT 6 AR A A8 Ak, VR
IWUEL H A E . H2 K (1.6) NFRATAT LUAE C/C, RS2 51 N EK
SRR R, T RAEAREE RS C/C, MR, HIRATIEN
BLIK I RO AR I FA R R 3R T 52 AR E R/

Brodribb (1996 W 5L K BAEY Ci/C. £E7K 7 Wi i A2 i B & 7K 73 B 45 U
SRR, LR K A RIS OR . MR (1.6) R, iIWUEL fEK 43 ihid 5%
PER S8k . [, DL Flexas 55 (2004, 2016) AR R HIHFFCIE
SETE K Gy 38 S5 A T IWUEL Hfy S5 42 B 7K 7 ol JEL R PS5 £ o ] S 388 m 7o), T L
SALREE g WTRME N — D RACK YK 53 i 7™ AR FE 48 bR (Medrano %%,
2015).

1222 BERE (RAESERES)
A R R R ACEHITEYIK 3 Rk R — B PR BE A, TEYREA

RPN NS RUE 577 AT IS, M R G 2B 255 Rk,
A ARV 5K R R RE TR i 257 & (Zhao 55., 2007). i HAFYIHE

TR R REWS S WA AR 25 R EOKIE A A EAE I SC &R, W FE L Re s TN 4=
BRAURAA T AR AR R G ae e I B (AR IR 8, 2009).

Ak, REBEREMED SR RARGIREEENEMN, H2hTEY
TR RIZRY) 5K R AFRIEWAE, HAEAE 2 UHAL T O R, Wwk s
AN R B 3 b BT o RO AR 2R 5 BTk T I A28 R LR AR RS, B S8 4
KHBERBIR T R (e 4, 2004). A IR R 73R
ONFER, R T ST OR ) — B E COp R MA S R A BRI %,

KA, WG 7T EPAR IR (Baldocchi, 1994; Scartazza %%., 2014).
7 i 1) T30 B A DRI U 1 490 7k 2 B FH AR 2 R BRI 7K o0 5 AR A [ B R 0 AH
KRR, HEKORSEIFRZEFE BB 0. D Ry B AR
S5 I IEREAT 43T o

R & SCAEVREAR RBE 7K 73 R R0 7T Lhse SCRTEIREAR (BICR FAEZS
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A4 MkFERESESRG/KTHEFE (EEE, BT BEE. AR FEL
mE LU IR RN, 20N SVIH L) (GPP, gross primary
production). #4721 (NPP, net primary production). PAKIFADS RGuhk
ZH# (NEE, net ecosystem carbon exchange) (Zhao %§., 2007; Kuglitsch % .,

2008; Liu £%., 2015). #H GPP EonbrFIfbE, MIEA R B K R H R

(BAESREMIKSFIHZZE, EWUE) H:
ewue =S (1.7)
ET

Zhao %5 (2007) KRILTiLEH GPP. NEP i/ AGB FonikFELE, 4/
22 197K 53 P R e B A B 708 A R e, BDPESR T D, i
WK, 2 J5 B F 0 ZE 1 AR o 15 HLYE & R0 SR 2 S AR 2 (VPD)
SRR K R RCR 20K R Baldocchi (1994) M 7T tHAE S5 KA
b, ANFZRIBER K 3 R AR O AT IR U BUER, VPD B, ANERZK S
FIHBEBR . FE, REFKRFDEEREET /NS, (R H T/ EAEK
R SR TR, REUNE RO G AR, TSI i 15 1 /22
PRI 73 MU AR S FORBEAR K 73 208 )L F 24 % . SRTT Tong %5 (2009) fiff
FORIMAF AT YIRA, T RAH K FFH RCR B T /N A K o R
HRGE, MHIGWRNEIERTK, — KRR R R OB O LA
E2FRT B

Beer 2 (2009) E¥l, FEESMWME (VPD) WHEMIZAECE MM, N
17 52 H — AN AR DR 57 I K 20 R RO 4R b7 (RS RGN SR IR 0%,

inherent water use efficiency):

e =522 vpp (1.8)
ET

# ET%HT T, WET 5 VPD W NEEIARESILTE (Gs), MI:
wuE = S22 (1.9)
GS
Gy WATARIEEZ 2 - F W (P-M) AT H IR (Medlyn %5., 2017).
Zhou 5§ (2014) P ASALIAT BA R, RIS HEA AL HLH AT
LR (Makela 25., 1996; Medlyn £5., 2011), FEZIE Beer 25158 H 7K 4
FHZZEER, FHEERAR SN EESEE, KEifst TgqE
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K FIHZZ (WWUE, underlying water use efficiency):

ummz%?mw“ (1.10)

BiJ5, Zhou %5 (2015) FA[ERBERS (A RFERIBERHMIER T uWUE (RS
Yo S Gao %5 (2017) WHFRKIAE T FAETE T, 4677 756 AR AR ) EWUE
B SRR AEANET T, IWUE B+ 2 AR K, 1 uWUE WAREFANZE, i
BT BoK R A Ok R I AR E M

1.2.2.3 F=EKF

PP B EY 57K 03 R R B AR T s B 7 B 5 K - T FE R
FRo PRACHEMIR > K FR M AR R AR 57K 3 R R IR A A R 5 %
i, HHEAPHE S, HRETE R EY A KK E TR 5K EFEREES
R

TEIK G BRI IX, VR4 R BRER Y 7= B 23 W A 1R ) 75 IV 1 B 2 A T Ok
MRS . V2B FUR BV 2 HCR SEVI TP AR R a o - i 41k
KR #ltn, Siahpoosh Fl Dehghanian (2012) FtFL KBNERIA T & S54EF
W78 R R ME R R, #1% N 142 kgha! mm™. Nielsen 25 (2011) 7E3£H
PR X FIRB LN FE G EMEILIEL R, REHN 125 kg ha! mm™.
Moberly & (2014) 25 T ARIXIE ENEZ 5AEM LR, RERERERN
FlXAAEZE R, HRABE S EHRLMERR. AR E
B KRRV R R, X ATREZ T R R AR A & AR LK,
FOAEY = &I TTHR, (HAER] DL AR iR 5 L IR R

Ve B SARMERR AT, EIEXHEY BB E 22 b E.
de Wit (1958) F7ufFih, £k HARGHHOAmE I ARX, (EYINT) B
RERBEE e, BEDRARBEE:

b _ k. (1.11)
T E,

XA, DM NEW T, T NZ&EE, k 228% A28, S5FEWREExR, 5+
AR ALK TR, E, AR B E e H A K SR .
Tanner A1 Sinclair (1983) X} LzidHAT 718, B HBH/KERKESEHN
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SR, FIRGHOZI RS K RIE TR, Lk BL

DM _ k,
T  VPD

(1.12)

A VPD AR I R AR T8 H 2 SR . 1T kg 6 R 23RS

k, :1.6abcPaL—D (1.13)

A a MK AP COy HIBEIR 5T EL (0.68), Lp & ] 1257 B B 245 5 i -
AR A (— 1.4), Ly &S 5B ARES GEEMEZ N 2.2).

French F Schultz (1984) AR AFA [F 56wk AR B 5 /N2 = &
KA, KGR/ NEAEK T HAIIE T, X BLAS [R] 2% e B /K B Y 7 B ik
HELk o MATA N A KOS B BRI T T, BRI 4y B T FE T 3R A1)
/NZE PR ] DU — SR R R 0R, T x 51X 5 B AR I AT A Dyt
AL F W LR R R, Hoi AR IR MK B e . TR i gt
BR BB 2 AT A AN T SRAS AR I e, B A3 IR /N P sk A [F] AR E
IKEEMR T IX SR B Lk oKX T VA S AT @ RN French 7572, &
REFE TR, HEARFEEYA F SR X TSR =5, Hal 5 sk # g
FRAIK A BRI TAED = E R #ELL (Sadras F1 Angus, 2006). French 4]
Y5 NI R R %N 19.2 kgha! mm™ . Angus 28 (2001) W\ NFEE AT
RO B (5 5, KRR 21 W) /N 2200 SR R R BRI IR 31 22 ke
ha mm™. Patrignani 2 (2014) JEid R AR S 56 [ g 301 J5L ) /N 2240 S v
#4208 kg ha! mm™ (LZEBCEAREALFR) AT 17.1 kg ha! mm™ LLAE B #II/K
LG BN AR o A 1T VA TR A AE Y K 3 % R AT AT T TLHEAT T R
o 0, Grassini 5 (2009a) FERTHRAERE MG X AT IRES, KI A H 26114
FLRRHURI 2N 8 kg ha! mm!, i 7E 38 43 B 5 Mk X {3 %320 97 e A T A
TR (Howell 2., 2015). Zhang 2% (2014) HF7¢ RK LA E 3 45 5 X 12K K
DR R R AL G BHE DT ST 9 47.5 kg ha mm™, 1715 76 43 Hb T 7 5 101 7
NN 60.5 kg ha' mm™. i Grassini 2% (2009b) % ¥ 35 [ T Kb [X 2k T K 1)
WL R 264 37.7 kg ha mm' o T PAAE B E AR FEACRK O RS, I o
KRN 27.7 kg ha! mm™ o AR RIFIE XA RIAEY) 2 17320 5 bR B E W 8 %
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Fo

7P K > R RCR € SONPE = B 528 B R LA, AR B TH LA
N XHHES LA G Bl AR R A — 2 LB 1 N3RS (sids
B, HIL, {EM& G & SEY EEAEYEREED (Vadez %5., 2014), MK
o3 M R m] R 2 -

WUE;rzc:aMfH:DMfU T _ ki gy T (1.14)
ET E+T T E+T VPD E+T

M BT R EYI P2 B AT FIK R SR s 2, WORFe S, DL K
PeE A M E I EL g (Sadras 5., 2012).

1.2.3 G R B ARk 7 R R BV RLIE

1.2.3.1 MR REEHK 53 KRG

Ha0H 1R 2 S 1L S AL DL S IR 1 S ALTTF H, 7EIX e A 2 o,
Ball-Berry (BB) L5 LA AL 2 A FH f i H) AR AL (Ball, 1988). Ball R4 F A
MR TEEE R, IKIEAEY) g RIS Py A REHIXHERE (RH) VLKL H R
[ COIKIE (Co) HRK (Ball %., 1987), HERIFKTT:

X m ASILGEHRRR, B g5 P.RH/C (BB 3% KAMETHE. g
R ERA N TBN TN ST, 5 SCRA Y H N To s B <AL
S (Leuning, 1990; Damour £%., 2010), #JH g, 5 P.RHy/C, % RIS IR
KA, BRI AR T OB E A B3RS

AL T 2 R G R DA B 2 T A B R B AL P R s
KL RS G HBME R, HMAERAE 34 GFeEdEE. e
FEUL R S Ak B, HIL A AT MR 2 Zy il it SR SR, i3] T
SRR, 2 BRI S A AL T AR R S A g AR (Wang
., 2002). I EA e H AL RS R SR I, (HREATRER 7 &1 BB
PR IR A EERR (Leuning, 1995; Medlyn 2., 2011).,

BeAh, WRAE (1.4) A (1.6) K, EHZWE g, M-

P
IWUE, == G, (1.16)
g, MmRH,
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(1.7) X C 5 RH, SIEYH R RRIE MRS R AFE %, MHFEIRASR
AN, HAERAARSBUN, R (1.7 X, ArH IWUEL 55403 E
A ZH m B . IWUEL KW m B/, TWUEL /M, mAE K.

SRTMT, 76 BB SALFEMAT, HobGEAR R MANE, FIHHEEME S —
AR, F LSRR A 3K . Farquhar 25 (1980) 2 H TS e A R
H AR T RS 4, THEAEX R, WS BB B HAR G AT 55
pirept Y 1P T e

P, =min{P,P}-R, (1.17)
P =V ¢-T. (1.18)
C+K.(1+0/K))
_JG-T) (1.19)
T 4(C, +2T,)

A Ry M T IEFIOE R, Voma 2B AREA, Tw 2 CO, #MER, Ko
K, 73 32 BRAAVE R A ALAE i Michaelis-Menten # %0, O M A 1 94/ <ik
FE, T R FREmEE, HRR KB TFHREER () FOEE (L) FIEEMA
A E .

JRUE R ESCRRIESE T O6 & A AR 5 S FL 5 BEAR RS & {5 FH R 8 R A1)
IKIP TR R 1 & 5 2% B 1 FE (Collatz %5, 1991; Nikolov %%., 1995; dePury
B, 19970 HREAITEK T Ma AT T R AR —JF R s A 15 18, TAE
K3 P8 2% A T X — R A AR A T R A AR SO SR A e 1 — BLAETE AN
Y, HIHABSEE RS R AW (Damour 5., 2010). [FIES, HATEP
A RIVF 22 W0 25 R S A et T B AR AR AR BT I

2538 [ P AMTEFE IR (Bgea %5., 2011), HRTEKDMHEEMET, il
I REER) 5 KA I S e el B —eR L 3 K B — PR e Ko
ek s R, RS R AFLREIER, @& I BB B R E m ik
BRI K 73 e 0] S 28 s I R B2 1) H ) CEAKES R T, 2018): 35 —Fh
AN B RS, R e A R T T B S & 28 I T BRI
A DL A AR AR A AN B Ve A T 8 BB H 105 55 = FlA
AL RS LR 2 A B BRI R, DRI 5 2 ) B 2 my Viemax AL
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Jmax S S HU LA BT RGBSR 43 38 i 2% R R SRS e R A

TE7K 53 e R R AR O & S8 E R, B SUIL S EEREAAREE m 1
IERSER A, WM B 3%, Tenhunen (1990) T X*% &% BB KA
om BEATAE SRR 43 e e 2 A R RS e id #2 . B2 Baldocchi
(1997) I\ Tenhunen (19900 F-¥AA $2 H—E BT T AR LR — 24,
X IE 7 R AT T Lk 2 e 1 S e S AU E S e 2. R
anitt, HHE Tenhunen (1990) WIJ7E, R Z B FLE SAAEK 53 B AWK e 72
i, EIE m L —AMEY 0-1 Z IR B e R A, AT K 43 e
JRIS T & 2610784k, 0, Baldocchi (1997) LA AH 5% S 70 M 46
R, BB — MR IESEE RIS R m BME, 7T AR K 55
e a2 A R BV AR, AN B A i A EVERS U AER . Baldocchi (1997)
AT A RE A2 A B R L SR I IR A HE R A T 5 350 T B2 B 2R
Raab & (2015) XL 704 1 3 MEERESSL SR, A% BB Bt
7R m S IERT LR R GE 2 5 BEAE 7K 23 8 2 AR R BRSO 2 . SR,
WL SCHREGRR K, IS S R AEK A Bha R A R Rl AR, AL T A
R m AT REAK S PR RN, ARIBEER K48 . Liu % (2009)
T SCHER X HE ARG Ay BB-model F R m 5B 7K 43 e (7K 38 9 hr i)
ERARECR R, I AT L RIARK 5 Bhia 44 N1 BB AL T AL,
Misson 55 (2004) L/ =AML SRR, KILE LR BWB f B AT LAY
MK A3 e i aE R B S AL T R AR AL, BRI I I R IS AL 5 P R R
KA TC B AR, 1T BB AL P R 5 — A R g ST BB 7K 4 B MK T P
fiko Xu A1 Baldocchi (2003) @i il5e K AR AEBEANE B AN, %2 MR A
KB RIRE, {H2 BB AAL SRR m A KA, B R
5ye 5 R MERAESH, Ono & (2013) WEZEREHE LM FHFR T m Bt
AR, RKI m EKFREAKFEYIHFARIAECR . [ Ono & (2013)
ST R IR AR FE R RIBA Py 5 g ARG R A, m A RefA7E H &L, [
I 12 SCRRAE 25 DA AE /KRR BEA A 6 A A [ 2 1 m (B PT RB -3 3500 et J 2 e i DA Bk
SrIIEE R TE. Wang (2012) H ETfIF, ARIE AR BRI & -S
FLFEER AR m &K M E R R 2B 8 R I, HRGEHREBHKIHZS
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FOCERMEER TR RE RN EER R, MGG FURRRE m TR
R A EE R . Miner 25 (2016) Wit 7k KAEB IIRER 7 A T,
1T BB ARG S SRR R, ARIK S BN R 2 1
SO, AN SERG IR 5C T /K 3 e e AL FERL R m (1) R0 1R 4510 7] i 75 22 ]
i 5 AL SRR TVE K5 o 38 PR 4R SR ] 2 7™ B P o DA RS R R et
IR AR AR AR K. [, Miner A1 Bauerle (2017) Fi#k— /0 #r
T R KA ) H ZELEAN A AE B A LSS [ K 23 il A 2 AR AL 5 B AR AR
A, RIAE BRI, AN K B R R, (HR BRI,
SR AR S %A IR A — 2P A A AR K 4 i T RAL S EERNE m
A . Reichstein 55 (2002) HFFEARMM Tt & S MU AU BRI A B S5
B, RICESHBEFET LRI, MR m B0AEL, HREBKS
ARSI AN, 1 R S5 R A KK a2
BT ARAL S BB R m R AR H AT G 18 .

STEK G B iE prha s TSI SRR m AF, B o EiAs
BT AR5 A MR R AL AR A 7E—RS, 7E/K4r e K il 2,
HETHBERSALFEN R RIFASEE, SR FERE m AL, Mmba1EH
A SEI AN, BAEYIA 5O6E RE T T B AT BE A2 5 M R B T 2 A
B AR RAL ) E BRI K. B4, Reichstein 25 (2002) M IS HIAHE,
B LR, AT AL R EREE m AR S IR BRI & &
ot 7B ERUK DRI Hft 4 MRE: IR,
S RE B« PR E DL RO A T e 5 B O B BUSTHME PR - Flexas
5 (2004) 1 Sun 55 (2015) AAK P IE R AR AL ERZIARZN, JF
AL R OB AE 7K 2 B B AU 26 A TR T DL SE RS B A A SR e e AR .
g b, SRR IEFAE T Venao Tmaxo BRI B PIN S HTHIK
N, 7 T AR AR AR L, T R ED BB RIS KR, K
FLFBE AR A /N 2l o8, BRIMAR 22 A1 908 SR N 7 1k DABSEADLK 43 i de
(VAN IplRey it Suw s

Ak, A — SRR KA R R R, RALFIE S AL R R
JE SR, MARSILEES, HRSEMIEHRTRARZM. Egea 5

N
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(2011 ZEM Fr RE, HKIESALEEERRER, 2al NILFE. TR
SR 2 TR 3R 5 A B A BT AU 1 K o B e e e & SR ST B 2R, FF DK 43
RN BLK 73 M R A N2 B G AT SCEREEAT T X, KILZRE %18
SALFEE . MRS USOGE EASEAE Ko s 21 T AR AR, AR AL
Ry, i RFEEIETILE R AN S oK o e 2 AF T R SRS e AR
e, Z BN, FEE—, WA T 3 MARTIEIE K hia R1% (BfEA
Ry B3RS, DLROK A 335D, Xt & 28 W T A AR UL 52 1)
(Verhoef Fll Egea, 2014).

TER G B SEAR T, SRR RIER IR B 7O & AR B, EE P b —BAFE
Frit o IR TR > 22 TR BIERR sl rh BEK 7 e 264 T
SRR PR VR A 20t AR B AR T R R EE A ZR . i 78 B BB B K
SNETETE T, YA B A A R kS 2 DA IS R E R R . I
W RFEEBIESSLFERE m FBAL, b2 R EK S ezt & 41402
BRI, FEK 73 il 254 TR RS e R AR EE AN R o PRI 7R AR
7K 53 8 B FE B R4 I BUB IERR B 28, A2 e i B SRS FE o AR
HATER 1 &80 B 75 TAEEHIE 1 FIR M 3L F 2 4h (Egea 2., 2011),
LR AL N e JAR D B AT SR N 25 B AN [F] K 23 i a s F T Bk J LR S 4L
AR AR SRt AH B R AE IR DT 2

1232 fER B R EYIK P X BRRVIR E

VEMREAUE A T R R B A K . R K B R sh &S 2 5 A
B (RR. LIRS MEXR, HAUTENERENEN TR, UREERS
VEPIA G 1) — e A SRR PRV A BRI N, BeRTE TN B IUE AR KK E &
PR IR (Saseendran %5, 2008), 4D 60 EARHH] de Wit 4L L
ECEAERBRACAVIN R, JFR TERERL I BB (Bouman 55., 1996).
BEEBEE N a0, (EYAE KR BRI E B g, AR L
VT | SRR H DX RO RME TAE AR AR B 57 T VR 2 5T X AR REI R sh & A K R B A5
B (Zwifel 5., 2005). VEVPRERLIA RS o3 i A2 2 AT P 4% 14 A BEAN ) BEATL A,
PRI FE — 22 5] NBIAS 3] 17 33 i) A Je AN H

TR AR T SRV B R R/, ARV P BRI N =A
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K, BIVEAE &, WA R LA bR R e RN AR B R
SO, A EROGIRAE = JythoE s AR R R IR AR P T IR B, B ROK
G WRE AN FR A i E SHE AR KR & R B U . SEBR T R R AR LR G R
FHRABE R EMRE M (BROGIE/KAESS, A aE, W st e A4
KRB K= BI040, AREEYSLRE KR & feis B &R & (Yu
S, 2014). AHRIHL, AEYIBALE DLAS R BRI S ARk X0 A TP E M AE KR & I
FrE RSO RE . AR LD, AR 2 K SGTE T BRI A T A KT
B AE K-SRI AT SRAFAR L o WS TEACT AU AR H AT AR e, i BAS 30 T
RZINAT . B R RSRIBACF BRI N A EVE 2 . Ak R B &R
i F BRI RR IR, SR H TR R ot 7K 43 e 17 T 0 2 i ALK SR
FEIRZ 4+t (Christopher, 2006), i HAS[FIE A AT GER A T 56 4 AN A (1 b
HTVER WK o 38 S VE A KR B IR

Ky T HSHEVII R R BUE A KRB SA T, EAEYIBEL R
ff i e B R KK Sy e B B B SR AR H N HE . ARAEAE SK A B &R, B
FEEANIAW S L K o AL R DL 7K 34 S5 H b S IR e (1 7K 43 foly
B A (Sinclair, 1986; Ritchie, 1981). HEl, 48 HE4 AL /K o e 51
PR B R, ATARAEAE YRR B 7 SO KB AR . o,
TELLGRER 2 8 T BOH R LA R A, Ko B E SHEY A KK E 1)
SN 22385 R 7K 40 B 5 26 R 8 SL— ANl REOR ) W (Saseendran 4., 2014).
£ APSIM (Mccowan %5., 1996). CropSyst (Claudio %%., 1994). DSSAT-CSM
(Jones 4., 2003) &, Jiid R4 K %5 T 1-AT/PT, Hrh AT £1/E¥H:H
HISERR K PR, PT R EWdE H B E /K &5 . tksh, ET/PET (ET &
PR, PET ABEARE) thaw v fkitE e 25 K (Kiniry 2.,
2011)0 FIRX IR N LK LA L, SRR L VEY 1) 28 i B A IR SR
I, ARV 282K 5 il . T TE L% R AR SRR I FE S5 o BAE M IRIAL
WA BB 2 e, 39K o R 1 B 2 b B e DR T S i R B (Steduto %5,
2009), LR T 2R A KR BT IRISOK Ay BEK A DL
RS KBS (Saseendran 5., 2015). %3577 H 2 H WS ALIITFFLIR 0 5%
FEIK G SHEYI R o
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TEie 2 K FEYIK o 75 56 A A& B3 0 38K 43 e SO /%L Koy
TEVIRARIAEY) 52 B FE A A A R R 1.2.1.1 iR P4 R 2T AR,
BIK A Bhia st i B . MRt REE A A AE B 8 DL R

LRI (Saseendran 2., 2015). T 1.2.1.3 Hfnk, {EWARAH
A RER K o i a BURTEANE], PR, H BT EIEE A AR 2 RE K oy B E N, %
AR DY 32 R A R O T A B 20 DR K 43 e R T AN [ TR 58 4 — 8
(Soltani %., 2012). #ll1, KEBBIRIN N o3 7K 73 Bl ad B s 2 v T
TEPI R BRRUTRE, DR AR IR A A 7 /K 4 ol 2 7 300 R0Vt ook o R4 7K 40
BT IE (B 1.7, DSSAT BEALLETHE K 4 il e st i b A J AR 4 407 R
PG FUEA FE A AR

Water stress factor
N

Ve —— SWFAC
0.2 4 s ——— TURFAC

T T T
0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0
Potential uptake/Potential transpiration

&l 1.7 DSSAT AITHEL K 5 il R %

Fig. 1.7 The coefficient of water stress for crop models, e. g. DSSAT crop model (Saseendran
£%., 2015) VE: TURFAC Jexim F A KR B KK 73 i a A IE R E, SWFAC 2t & Rk
YR R 7K 3 i A Ik

seAh, BECE AN KB, MEtE RS A E TR A
NFEE T 2GR T A R SR EENE R A S T AR AR
AKRE REEEAZ T (Yin 5., 2005; Masutomi %5, 2016). {Ei%IAER
H, HECWK e i AR RS 2.3 s OB ZK 4 3l AL I R 2R AL,
KR 7> FEEEEAZ IR AL T BRI R ARG & R LSRR, i
IBBR 7 B AR E M AR R E M & & HIK (Fleisher 5., 2015; Seidel
2, 2016).

TR FIRWE—3KT7%, EEmEEEYE KK E 5K B Z ) 5%
#, BIUEY) 2 R 80FH KB BOM BUEAR A MUK 2 e X EMAE R K
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Fe e BB H (Soltani 45, 2012). [N, HLECSR AR L
BERE K 3 o 1B 4% 357 N BOREISCR,, AT B2 HH 8 08 S e S B /K 20 P e i A 114
Jiik, B R R R AR R B AN R K 43 T e R Y AL
K7 (Saseendran %5., 2015), =& HATAF SR AHE AL, W2 AKSE B /R 5E
RUREILIRG FE 1A U TR TN
124 ZEMEBESTE

VEP)AEBFR AR 0 T RAETE B W S, AL S0 S0 70 20 T 1R Z 2 1Y
OrBUMERRE, DL BHR T R RIS FR, CSET S EY AR
AT UL KA B AR B AR R IR B R4 52 54 i (1) b R A7 A8 22 MhAS [F 14 77
2%, PR RIS A RIS A A tbsh, AERE D™ H 5K
AREMFETE BARARARR, HATEZ 256 0 2 A REAEY = H 5K KR
FRALTEE AN Z2 S R 7, T ELXS oKk 2 BRI X PR =, K AR AE KR
BRI R LR R, SRR s SR B G R 2 SR E KR
IR Z ATHE . BORA [F =R /K 4 38 77 TH IR 7T O v 2 3R,
B2y 1 S8 AERf BT 3 5 A TR R UR) oK A2 et A, (R I SEAT R0 Xt
DX A A= B HL KU AT DA At o, 750 LA LA Il R 5 A e

CAEA F ROBE SRS H S A SR AU A v JHG At RUPE L A R SR A 1)
FLAl, AR R TR A G B SRR R T BRI SR S W AR S, AR 2
71, Bt H TR 28 7R A O SR SRR I SO DA A . (R O
W TR LRGSR AH A, FEANRIFREE 6 N I ROBE AT R G 28
WRAFAEZE S, X JYBARL R S RGO N 1 ANHf e 1k

(2) ETRERIIT 2B, YT 7K 73 e A0 A R 58 52 2% 1 AN 52
S8, AR H Tz MEY AR o BRI EY 2 B B feks, 76T
LR R (AN [ B B A (1) — 8 AR A8 A 7Y B AR A 2R O it 2 e ] B A
SAFAES VAT JE . T4FT, R TRERMRDTNEZIKIEIRER. (Y
B2 R 22 LS K oy (R 3N, ik sk = A SR

(3) AEWI7K 53 i BRR 105 K 21 22 AN AN [R] e B () F1 2 (] FRUBE, 7R L L8 8
(R BRI FE 2 R AR = 5K 53 00 RISkt BIEYD ™ th 57K 45 1]
RERFA AN ORSF BIHRE R, SRS R 3R (R B SR 23 SR AEM 57K 73 K &
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TE AL B K AR AL . B RS BIMEYI R R B A — e i EIR, DR,
FEARFREE, YEVRAL 5K FERZAFAE — A5, WEEYIRZ AL e K
1K 73 AR R, B H R AS AR B3 — b A EUE S A S5 42 1 D 3K A

NE
52

(4) —SBRIE TN EY ™ & 5K ihas 2 18 5C R ORsy, WRIHEEY), K
G EFOKESEY 2R R RE, (H2NERMEFEEY, hEaE—X
L Al [X B 7K BT B DG 2 AT AT AR 7 B 0L 23 BT R AR o £ K
b, AR SRS KR NFRE AR 2R E RS, (EY R, SRR
DA - 3 R R A 5 mT R s VR = 5K 2 R & i RIRHEVIFE K X — 22
RIS FERS 3% ), T H RS 2AEVCRIA BE BT, RILAE K /- IR
H s X Al K AR R 3R, B W AR AT 3K 23 DU A B IR K B 75 e s AR
VEIREZK A HTVEN K 53 5% F A2 7K 73 BRI b X 75 AR AR 11 1) R
1.3 R B#R

Iy R B SRS i FoAth ROBERE ) 5 R AR B /K S e ) A, [ 72
EMAEK K E =B SR, BRI AR SC DR SR A 4 i B G
SHRBUE RN TR R, L3 AT EYD K o3 IR B R RS, Ik 2
PAR 2 AN 7T H A

(1) #sE #2 C3 VRt i SR AT B OGS S RUE AN RIS A R AR
W, IR EEAN B R T Rl R AR o E A AR AR AR A BT A AL
L FRHEY) TR 25 50 8R4 1A 7R s

(2) 3 HrAN R R BE AEYI7K 53 R F R DR S HERRAE S R
1.4 RBBEFARAE

AREFFUR LAY C3 AR/ INZ N E Y, DR E &R /N AURAE
B B g, WERA R AURIX &N R HA S RguEEHEE, DR
AR RN P & K IR TORL, DN i SRS B et 2
HAEARF B NIRRTV R, & T RERTRE N
B A BIRARAE T AR B A ARAE, S48 B A A 3 e SO T =)
N BB Gy U7k, AR RN AR AR, AT N AS [F) R K ST H A5 1 DA %
TEVIRERLAE K 43 BR A 25 A N B SGEE A S AR S B fcHiE s FELIEA |, 3 —2D

25



1w

MR RS RG UL BACFERIG i fEA RN R B/
IR REG IR R BB LA AR i, IR DU S XN, RN 27 R
KR ZA RS EVERFIEAE T BT L 7 8T ARAS MR T 550 T 0 B 7
AHFANFEORE: (1) THE/ANZEX R C3 (R R U S i R S i
SRBUE, Tt ARSI R (2) B e & In/NE %
FEr B E AR (3) FER/NEAEM AR S R RE EK A
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Fig. 1.8 Framework of this thesis
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F2E ARBESREET

2.1 ARF*

(D) fERTHFRHRE AN, TNEARFEAEGH, —H A RE R B
KR, REAR ML OB, B KD, Weh2m
JGEEBERAR LSO G R AR, VIR TN AU S R R O S
IR, BT A2 A 30 DA R R B8 R AR A xS i SR S i 2 OB S 4
iaj=AI

(2) TEAG ORI BB B /N T R AR IR, W Rl fE /N2 5 AN[A
JaE R B ER AR I AR AR s R R K A A (R B2, B N2 A AR S AR AE T
ENRIWY B 3 Bz R R AN AL, AT R N2 2 RS [F B B

(3) LS FSCHREARE AARTE, 456 23k FRRER X OTREE, i AR
KRN, AR AUEE 5 ARUKHELE 5% FFSRE SRR %A
T, AR )R ) ROBE R s KK o R 03, B /N 22 7K 4 R LB IR R
MR R, i 7K 3 Rl B s R (R PR 2%

(4) DAHH ()R . SCHRUSCEE20a LA R 7 sSE I BEkE, 3T B AR IX &
INFEFE R S KRR Z TR DG R BN IR PR 58 R 30] 3 /N 22 7 B 1 S R AR A
e BT B IX RN B AR K thoe 3R, @B /ANEZK R R
NEFRBMFEL X FNEF= BTN KRR T A,

2.2 AR SHIE T

B FU R 32 R AR B 56 72 H 7 € P9 22 € IX P41 (35° 33" N, 104° 35’
BE) HES G ZH T RARE FE T 255 R SISl k47 (&
2.1, Zukifgikoh 1896.7 m, PR 7.1 °C, 4 H BB HCOKT 2400 h, 4
PRI KEA 386 mm, HEZHETE 6-9 H, HEERKER 554 % , F T
RN 1500 mm, ToRERECN 140 d, %X & T # R g T RS EX

RIS PERIEY RN, SO TEH 24 5 . A% 3T 2014, 2015
2017 FHAT. kg ES L, AKHRSE 0-30 cm L2113, Kt
i, FEAEMELS 29 cm, JRE 45 cm, FHE%EL 14 kg), MWL THAEE 1.15
g-em®, HIAIRFKEE 26.8 %, ZEHER%05.5 %, L HEFKEMZEEZBEN
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HEH/KE. 3 ERAELIIE 20 /02, 10 197K 7 fhas 78 2 ab 3 (A
AFEKE ), 10 T AR GEF RIS BE AT AR 782, REE A
B EAMK, EWEARTR). 2014 F1 2015 FiRIG7E /N K BRI 4R
BEAT AR RS, 2017 FEalBGAE AR IAEAT A F A ge b 2 (B 2.2).

35033'27" |

39°t ) 0 250 500km
~6° 35°3324"

o [ g \§
3301 »@Q

30°F T\ < ‘
—— R 0 25 50m
1 L 1 1 1 e . .

90° 95° 100° 105° 110° E 104°35'36" 104°35'39" 104°35'42" 104°35'45" E

B 2.1 FZIRBXAAR S R AL E
Fig. 2.1 Geographic location of experimental area and station site

(JE: Bl C AL E KKK %)

KHEREET 2014 451 2017 4E50 I HEAT, N 4R FI A 225 kg hm™.2014
FRIGWE 2 M, S 2K CERANMER BIRIEEOK 7 ) A3+
Ehha NNERSTHFGREKEEEE) b, §M0EES 4 K. 2014
FEARIGAF N EF/NX AN 3.0 m* (2 mX 1.5 m). 2017 FikI6i%E 5 MEFE,
Ay ANIERTASHEK . HEZK 10 mm. 7K 30 mm. #E7K 60 mm AIEK 90 mm (1%
REFRAEAE B R FIR BERb K LU L 100 em 2 38 KB KT 75 %M AERK
B, GhEEIKERT 75 %M HEIREKER, #MKE 100 % HIEFKED,
AN FRYE 4 A EE . RE/NX AN 3.0 m* (2 mX 1.5 m).

43 2 /N FZ W SR S AR B B0 SR R T e [ER A B 8 X 00 U
Bl iz TR (36°57'N, 116°36'E, #Hm AN 28 m) (K 2.3). %
I R — N, BITEA/NERAE MUK E, ARubilie & S EOR
WS CHR Yu 2 (2004).

FEAF AR R s (B 2.3), i REAS RGN 5K
DG AR o AR TH S hod BOU It kB TR S L, Frade 81K 3 /Nl 523 il 9 BRR
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P [E ) Kingenberg %4 (DE-KIi) (13°31'N, 50°54'E, ¥4~ 480m) (Vuichard
2, 2016), WA [ 1) @ (YCS) (36°57'N, 116°36'E, ik A 480m) (Tong
2 ,2009), KPEMIE AR ) Coleambally Wheat 3 (Cleverly %%., 2020) (34°8',
146°01", 4K 120m) . 3X 3 ANk i TR 375 SRR T Rk i & 204 & (European
Fluxes Database ) ChinaFlux fll OzFlux, 3 /™l s B AR ) A0 S 84 43 ) g v
PRI LA A B

B 2.2 KK/ EARREKE BB A

Fig. 2.2 Photos of different growing stages of spring wheat for our experiments

T Ca Y b B o AhERI: A ESRH: e BREUD

B A T B XN 2 7 R KT (R O SRR T R P AR AR
(35°58' N, 104° 62" E, #E4k =N 1896 m) 1987-2011 SFI 7k . [ Ak
SEIRETE (35° 58’ N, 105°25' E) 1987-2010 kI ¥k, LA FHE 2017
I (35° 55" N, 106° 39" E, k00 1682 m). [F]I i8S #odfs 4= CNKI
LLJ Web of Science fr 2 JeHiinl “FH/NE", “EH”, “TE”. “WEG7, “HL
mlR” DR “FEKE” 5, RHEMEREE (GetData Graph Digitizer ) FIZE
&R BRI T 2, WO AT 3 e v i o i ] R A R DA B T B AL ER B 4y
i X N2 7 i R K R R U
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2.3 I B K 5%

(D EFH. FMICIEWERKERY. WM. HE. =m. &
M R 228 (e R OFFE) . e (mh22) . LA, &/
X 50% MM ARIL B Bk & WIRHE S, BAREYIR B R IE R R AR (Rl
SEMMFTE) AT

B 2.3 B/ REMKRBAESRERA G A ERER

Fig. 2.3 Observation sites of wheat gas exchange at leaf and ecosystem scales.

(2) K E CORCHR LA EKE) . MR &R E N &
2 ANREBE 12 AT RE (BT R E R/ NERRCA T g)e FHBTARAR I Sk 2
TrEE, HFRUTEERNNR PP EEERESKE (BIENERGEY R
AR : KHRES: 7EFKAT, (RIETERAN A G IR 20 cm M€ 1 IREREE
/NIX 0-100 em JZ RIS KE . EEHIREGE, 8 S K, WE—Rk&i
B /NX 0-100 cm 357K B CBERE 20 em/10 em), B SR 4G, &R it
TAEME .

(3) HAAMHBMERE . TR BRI E T, R
BIRIR AT, RH Li-6400 {45 2064 UL H ARGIEHEAT I, A& JO0 )
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), RN R e I g IR T OGS A S E . BT
8: 00-18: 00, HF 2 /NEFII—IK.

(4) Jefmipi i ZeF1 CO2 MR 2k . KA I E = Li-6400 E#EX6 A4,
HEHNEK BRI, AR SCHE, T8 H B4 9:00-11:30 & &4t
AN B AR — Frsg T Py/Qy EMIRL) A Py/Ci (CO, MR HiZE

(2014 4EA1 2015 6050 2 E Py/Q, Hi 2k, 2017 4F 1AL T 22 5E Po/Ci i 4.
P,/Q, HITZE Il 2 8] CO, ¥R FEAE 380 umol-mol!, M EFFHIFE 25C, &4
WA ZE AR HIAE 1.5-2.5 kPa. WE M2 R, J6h A 8GR (PAR) K E A
[E HIB6BE EH shill &, BEEEAKF 58 04 152 30, 60, 120, 200, 300, 600
900~ 1200. 1500. 1800 LA K 2100 pmol-m™s™ . 4 H 1500 pmol-m™>s™
PAR J& M 30-40 7r8h, Frixdsdiiae s, #NASINERT. P, /Ci & &E
IF, H4h CO, M I HILE 380 pmol-mol, %R IHIE 25°C, FRMME
PEHITE 1.5-2.5 kPa 2 [A], Yoo fEHI7E A 1500 umol-m™-s™, FFUAIIE 2 RIS 7EH]
AEAF TG 30-40 405l E CO, BREE N 400, 200~ 100~ 50, 400, 600
800, 1000 and 1200 pmol mol™, VX [ Bl . 75 VLIN - F A AR A8 e b B
Li-6400 & AT 10 3 AN it 2 25 SR L ARGHR RS L R ZE . AR A SR
ZUURK TR COREES R EZRIRIR.

(5) F/NXALE & RAE CRIIZMMMIE) AVGRENE, AR
F KPR A ZE AT E

(6) BREe A H & IS8 B3 SIS, WAREE N 0.5 h/ik, S
LERARPHEARN . ROE . KAREE . PR & DS 4

(7) HAhAEAR. BLAb, OFHEFIE, HNEPEE R, /7B, AR
2.4 BB

L Microsoft Excel 2003 F1 Origin 9.0 #X 4T Hdl 12 3% 5 im0 b #,
il SPSS 15.0 A1 R #F (R Development Core Team) X iR 46 3K £5 B s 3E47 A BE AN St
W #Hrs A8 H Origin 9.0 BA4A1 R studio BX A5 i TR 221
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E3IE FEFREFHTNEHRSEZRERSHVEUTR

3.1 5|8

A5 KA Z SRS Bt FERHE Y A K R B R E AN R R
S B A mEVER (Kosugi A1 Matsuo, 2006). Z&TME, M ASME
M EEAFEWA SR, —RHEYGEER, B TRL CO, & Al
Yy, RV ZAEER, mRAERIE KR, XS AR ELOCER,  AH LA
F, & A SR AR I A AT R R S RN . A AL
AL Z Z AR RS, BRaFBEMMERER, HaFEMYIREER, A
ifi, FIEATALE, R N R AR L] SO R AN (AR HE LAfE R (Buckley
A1 Mott, 2013).

AT, AR Z A SRS FL R E (g (Damour %5., 2010, Ttk
Ball-Berry (BB) (Ball %5., 1987) iAYZ RN H ) A IAAL . 288 0] DUl
AP R COMREE (Cy) PASAHNTE BE(RH ) KA1 g5
£ BB 2, Co A RH, AJ DU 8 A0S QI 2R R e He i 5
A3, L2 P AR L R R R ETE G N TR A R R 2
TR F 5 RS, FHEEGE A (Farquhar 45,
1980) 5 BB fALAHAE &, TMIX— A& HIREY Ol 2 Mk B A8 HE A S 0L
ARERFE (s @2 KIEE AR, KRR S KA A et 72
(Yu Z., 2002; Wang Z5., 2006; De Kauwe %%., 2015).

BRI T ZE(V eman) P I K LT A% 3383 8 (J ) 72 6 B B AL R A
HEMSE, e T EH RS ERES) (Egea 5., 2011, 1255
LB PRI (m) WIERAE 7 #EAT 66 1R IR SAL T BRI 2l A S
Z WL R (Ball %5, 1987). Lik 3 NSECREDIM F SRS A A
BORBEMISH, a0 SR ASAG S AT B S XA A I SR AE AR A AR K R
(Bauerle %¢., 2014; Rogers, 2014; Ali 5., 2015). Aid, T EEKER
BERLERAFIX 3 NS EUE R LU E B, KA 7038 8 5 A SOk i 2 e
WIHIRAS EEAIBUE . MRIE, V5 2 A AT AT R F AR B e 1) 2 8018 H
TR R REAR RS KIS (HESE L, X 3435
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EBEASFEIAEE 4 (Bunce, 1998; Medlyn %5., 2002). ASFEAEYSEAIAEAER
KHIZER: (Zhou 5., 2013). MM VF 2B F 3 R ILTERSHIE B XSRS Hel
SR EE EIX 3 MU F IR A T YT 257 (Medlyn 45,
2002; Zhou %., 2013; Miner %5., 2016). HAl, HRAHEREK, HUEE.
COL R PE TR 73 LA B AR ST 45 , XX 3 NS B R R FE I © 247 VF 2 1 98 (Bunce,
1998; Muraoka Z5., 2010; Ali 2%., 2015; Miner fl Bauerle, 2017). {E{&K#E H
AT AT ARAR, X 3 NSEAER G A T AR AR AR VF 2 A L
T B B, —LSiF 78 UCATE K R4 AR IR B T m AR R,
S Vemax P Tmax BEZK 3 0 JEAE AW/, A48 10 45 10 7T F SRR 52 2510 R 1Y
TR SAEAEA (Sellers 2., 1996; Colello %5, 1998). M52 MR 52 5
—HBAFE NN, WA T RRA R m 8UE, RIAT AR G MK 43 e
M R HIE RS EAER (Beeck %5, 2010; Raab %5, 2015). Aid Xu M
Baldocchi (2003) HJil56 45 SR AN A B AT, RIMEA sl A+ 2k
A m SIRZARFEAA, T Vemax M Tmax E152 7K 53 R FEE (152060 T A2

BEAL, BT VE 22 BIF 58 B8 SGVE T R 55 AR XA AR Pt AR A S AR S 2
K52 (Baldocchi, 1997; Osuna %5, 2015), X M8 445200 —E A4
IS D> . — AR, R RAEMLEVE 2 X A 4 R U AR
PHEcE EE MM E, FHRETEMETRHX, B0 X R =
WK (Vote 5., 2015). [FJIF, R AEK ALK, Freideass
—AEZ N, MEX B IR, SRR, EARESHAR KA K, &
WK (Ahuja 5., 2008). Ub4h, FER AN =T, FREEF R
EMEKRE K==, 0T, O V2 EMRAR S s e
1By Rl FH DA E M A KR & R & B (Fleisher 4%., 2015; Masutomi 4.,
2016; Seidel 5., 2016). Fit, FHFZEMGRRAIEVLEA FAE K LA AR L 5%
PR I SRS R S B S B S R A RRIE T 7L (Miner A1 Bauerle
2017, 2019),

NG S MR — AR, T 1S = R B R R N 7,
INEMETTZ M T TR TR USRI (Wang 5., 2009). & &I
AT CO, AZKVTAZ oS IX Lel [X /N2 A AR S R Gk 70 F RS By B

33



3 B AFEERAT T AN EM R AR S H B AT T

LM E . Ik, AHE TR E A F AL, WA R Fh /N 22 i A
AL RE, S E—NEH TN ER T RS AR, DR
WA R I AAS [ PR B8 A T /N2 it e SR AC S AL R R B S 2 (Vomaxs Jmax
Aom) RIS SR, HES SR SHURIE T, e & S HUR AL
o AR R FUMEL PRI M R /N o
32 MRS RE%
3.2.1 WGt

WISV F 36 =8 2.1 5. IEEAREAR IR /N2 R /N e
X R /N FE BRI K H 50 20 50l B B A R K R A B, A /N REAS
AEAMOKRZ, BAANFERAERE.

3.2.2 FBFRNE
FebrilE [R5 — 2 2.3 T (1)L (2). (3) 1 (4), FEAHMIFE R W T
%,

3.2.3 BN

INFE I SIS A AL A @ A SR BAR S5 S WIS A AR
NS EE RS B AXHEER COIRE, MAHETTT 9 M RIS
B BFE Po gev MHAIREE (To). MERIEZKIAE (o) M COKE (CoH. Cis
PARSKIRSRE (g WA ZEMTE (g URAESFE (g0, ASCRAIER
SRAFTHE FIRSAR R, BIJe B Ty S8R IE, C IHIGHIE N 0.7 51 Co
SRIMAG S Pu Al g, FIHH g THEIRB —ANHTI €, EE FRIREER CiAFNL
S, BARTHES RS IOCHR Kim 25 (2003). ARSI ) Fortran90 15 &
5 MR, FATET S LR Bo ARG AL I SGIE B 2014 A7k R4 7 2 1Y)
kRS, EAS RS N A B BEAT 900, IR FERRREE DY 20, 25, 30 1 35
C, BEEEMN AR EEAFEAR Qp 25 F TH Pon ZAMIEE (T, g LAAIK
HRHRE (WUE, PyTo.

3.2.4 BREITESHIES
/ff)zﬁ Pn/Ci Xﬂim”ﬁﬁ?%i&*&'fﬁ% chax %D Jmax’ ;i,l Ci 4‘? 150 Mmol'mol'l HTj‘y
P, /& H Rubisco FEFR#], KRR A FRIARK 2 M5E Vonae 1024 C KT 250
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umol-mol™ i}, P, Hi RuBP (LR FTYE, KIEHITE A hi A 3 F1 4 4l
B Timaxo IR F/NZE G R 52 21 s4 BN R STV emma AT T X5 10 P (I JE o
RS R IRZOFCE RV, N TR ERIRZE, RS H m I, ARCgFE
Qp KT 150 pmol'm™:s™ F1 CO, ¥k KT 100 pmol-mol™ [¥I 4 4T 4347 -

£ 3.1 AAFHBAREKIIEE T L/NZME/NEH F RESEZ BRI RE B
Table 3.1 Experimental information for leaf gas exchange observation of winter wheat and

spring wheat growing in pots and the field at different years

Wheat Category of
Growth conditions year Stages
types measurement

pot/field well-watered/drought

Winter
field well-watered 2003 P./C; s2-s4
wheat
2014,
pot well-watered P./Q, s2
2015
2014,
pot Drought P./Q, s2
2015
field well-watered 2014 P./Q, s1-s6
Spring
field Drought 2014 P./Qp s4,s5
wheat
pot well-watered 2017 P./C; s3
pot Drought 2017 P./C; s3
field well-watered 2017 P./C; s1-s6
field Drought 2017 P./C; s4,s5,s6
field well-watered 2017 Sunlight s3

T sl 22BEW] s2: ARV 3. ZAREURITARIYL s4: JTAEM; 850 WESRIY; s6: FLEY

WP 2014 FEHR/DEIRE X JALE R SRR KM ENB AR
TRV ST B BURIE AT, ARSI RER BRI 3.1, 75 T HUR M
SHTHIRSESECN Vomaxs Jmax Bl m, A RER I B ARCEIRE A EALE
ITHIBREN IR, KA COL iR EEBEE N 400 umol-mol™, 4RI HrE NS HAE b
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X RURRAU S R AR, BB AR ot A8/ 30 %, T4 HAMSHAZ, W
RSP ARJFRANE RS & SRS R 2 57
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=
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~ (=3
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B 8v <~
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mg 5l _OM
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B 3.1 T 2014 SFRBBEPIR[FMF TR ERHERM
Fig. 3.1 Diurnal variation of meteorological variables, global radiation (Rs), air
temperature (Ta), and relative humidity (RH) at 1.5 m height during a typical day in

Dingxi, 2014.

3.3 R
3.3.1 NEMF Vema M T BIETL
33.1.1 ZNESEPNEMF Vona M Ina BERE I

TE 25°CHY, #/NE Vemax HIFME N 95.9 pmol m? s, 1A /NEH 107.5
umol m™ ™', AiFIXPHF/NEEZEFIARE (P>0.05) (K 3.22). M
FHE A 30°CHE, BRI LR Voma 35 E WD, F/NEHN 76.1umol m™ s,
K INFE A 90.6 pmol m™? s

15 25°CHY, F/NEFRENZM T T FIFEME S 4 214.1 pmol m™ 5™ Al
186.8 umol m™ 5™, ANk 3 P At /INZE (1] T $UMH 22 57 FF-AS B35 (P>0.05) (] 3.2b).
i TR E 30°CHF, BiRh/NZZ B Tnax Y9800, (HZ 5 25°C I 5L
fEME, ZRIFAEE.
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B 3.2 KA TRERNENLNERFRREFMTHRRRER (Vo) FIEKE
TAEHEE (Jpnay)

Fig. 3.2 Comparison of maximum carboxylation rate (Vmay) and maximum electron
transport capacity (J,uay) under two different temperatures for well-watered spring wheat
and winter wheat
e sw25 RoRF/INFZLE 25 CHAM T ww30 RoRE/NELE 30 CHEA R ARG 75
FORANFI AL 2 7] 22 5 AE 0.05 R 2 7KF- A AE I 58 S mURIK P I B B gy sl s — 41
AEFRIEIE AT AL ARAR B B RN 1.5 AR oA AR AR BT AR R

INERHE, IS TIME 1.5 SRR .

3.3.1.2 NEMFA Vena M Tnax IET L

FINEM I Vema A s1 2 85 BHAARAEENE (] 3.32), 1M E] s6 B HHHE T
B o 1F s1 2 s5 B, Vemax “FIIME 2504 93.11 101.5. 95.1. 88.3+ LA K 84.9 umol
m? s o FEIRX UM, Vemax 1128 5 AT, 1 56 A Vemax A 78.2 pmol
m?s", 52 RAEMEARLL, 255,

BN Toax £ s1 2 5 N B R G B35 2 57 (K] 3.3b), 1M s6 I 1%
(05 At LA ZE 5 B2 (s BRHABR AR o AL, AFET Vemax SRE H I
E s2 B3, Jonax FOBCKAE HABILLE s4 B, B RAEN 242.1 pmol m™ 5™
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K 4
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Fig. 3.3 Variation of maximum carboxylation rate (Vemax) and maximum electron transport
capacity (Jmax) under different stages for well-watered spring wheat (n=4).

e osle 2BEM s2: ARV s3: ZAREANINAEI s4: JTAEMN; 85 R s6: FLBM. A
7] (1) /N5 - BER IR AN R b HE 2 8] 22 S AE 0.05 1SR 35 7K R4 B o 22 SR s MK (R 26 B
rE R — AR B E A P LR AT R IR R 1S R A AR R T

ZAHMNOHUR R S RHE, B 1.5 ez 8

3.3.1.3 INEMFA Vemax F Jnax FER MK FH THIZEL

TCIR L BRI EE R K HIREL, BN Vemax X Gosar FI L35 2 2 30
PARFERI B (E3.4a)0 Y guu KT 0.15 mol m? s™ I, Bl geea 172 4L, 75
FM T Vemax RFFAHXFRIE s Vemax T gosae FIERE LML R (R 32), T HAR
ARG K HNEZIER BTN, TR Ve HIERE 225 (B 3.4b)0 172 goa
NF 015 mol m? s I, TEIR A FFIE R K, ANFEHF Vemax YIBE gosa /N
PRGN o [RIIS 5 7K B 25 A T Vemax 5235 /N Tk 45 78 2 5614 T HUEUE,
1 FLARARFR BT AN ZE TV omax 5 K B IREE R R BUELATAE 22 57« J DR TT A2
TR LKA BOHIE KB AR AR/ IN A SO 1) /N 22 T 52 1R K 4 e 7 R
FEz,
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T Jnax M5 5 Vemax BL, ERTAREIRES, DNEHF Tna X gosat
PRI 4 DL gosar 72 0.15 mol m™ s™ IS0 NP BE (B 3.4¢). 24 gou M 0.6 F&
£ 0.15mol m™> s By Jonay Bl gosar ZBAHIISFEE , 24 gosae AN 0.15 mol m™ s [
F 0mol m?s™ I, /INEM A T B gosa RN B FEAK (5B 3.2, Tnax TEZK ST
M T IBUE 5K G R R AT FIEUE Z R B2 (K 3.4d),
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Fig. 3.4 Variation of maximum carboxylation rate (V.max) and maximum electron transport
capacity (Jmax) under different water conditions for spring wheat growing
I AFRRE FRERORANFRIAL B (8] 22 5 7E 0.01 B S35 7KF-; R A & b 22 SR s K-
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F 32 FNEBRRBUER (Vimay) FBRKEFHAREER (Tnao XT7K5BHE 8708 5
Table 3.2 Response of maximum carboxylation rate of Rubisco (V nax) and maximum rate
of electron transport (J,y) to light saturated stomatal conductance (gg,¢) under different

water supply conditions

Variables Treatments Slope Intercept R’
potww 45.224 70.482 0.308*
fieldww / / /
V. potdr 377.332 6.294 0.934%**
fielddr / / /
potww+ fieldww / / /
potdr+ fielddr 442.397 8.014 0.456%**
potww / / /
fieldww / / /
. potdr 736.542 9.616 0.897#**
fielddr 956.195 5.132 0.488%*
potww+ fieldww 104.064 159.719 0.136*
potdr+ fielddr 891.936 5.709 0.672%**

Note: “/”” indicates the significance level of the relation between Vi pax Or Jnax and g, great than
0.05, and the slope and intercept not shown. potww indicates spring wheat growing in pots with
gssat greater than 0.15 mol m?> s'l; potdr indicates spring wheat growing in pots with g, less than
0.15 mol m™ s™'; fieldww indicates spring wheat growing in the field with gy greater than 0.15
mol m™? s'; fielddr indicates spring wheat growing in the field with gy, less than 0.15 mol m™

-1
S .

3.3.1.4 INEME Vema F Tna EREFHTHI X R

W& F/INZEE B I AAL » Tman/ Vemax A\ s1 IS 2.05 38K 2 55 1 1) 2.75
(B 3.5a), RIGAE s6 WHITHE 188, RAAEREHAEFTM, NEMH
Jmax/Vemax HEAIZ R IR E . F/NE Jna/Vemax TIMEN 2.06, Z/NEN
1.77, EAIZ LR EZER. FE, £RKEMTFRERENEEKS S
FRER (B 3.56), Jmax/Vemax S KT RKEFREUE. 7H, “FNEZEZK
SNERT, TE R K HIE AR Jmax/Vemax PIFEAG, HR 5K 2L,
ERIFARE.
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Fig. 3.5 Variation of ratios between maximum carboxylation rate (V.may) and maximum electron
transport capacity (Jmax) during different growth stages for spring wheat (a) and under different
water condition for winter wheat and spring wheat (b).

i fwwww FRoRAEARAE K B K 45 78 R KA/ fswww R AEAKAE R H ok o it 4s
78R AN fswdr R A AAE K F il 2K 73 B I3 /N 22 pswww 7R A K AERT 1
IR L T8 R IR /N ; pswdr FRoR B KAEM T8 K A BN L. MK TR
TI A FRNG FRER R A FI AL B 2 18] 22 5 4E 0.05 R E /K. FHAE R MR Ros 1.5 f51
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fe¥ (PLRH/C) g, A3 2 R FEMEMERR (B 3.6, £3.3), 1M HANEA
FBANZN mBEZAZRARE, BESHN 12,172 F111.991. Ak, X T4E
] BB 184, &/NEMSRILFEERTHRNENME. RN, EHENESHEN
FWHEARE S, AL PRI m A 11.166, goH 0.021.

g, (mol m’ s'l)

[ I I [
0.01 0.02 0.03 0.04

PnRH/CS (mol m> s'l)
B 3.6 KAHAETRK/NEH FSA2E 5SS EEE BB 155(P.RH/C)HIK R
Fig. 3.6 Relationship between observed stomatal conductance (g;) and the BB index

(P,RH/C;) for winter wheat and spring wheat under well-watered conditions from jointing

period to anthesis stage. sw indicates spring wheat; ww indicates winter wheat.

3322 MESISEREME m WETHTL
EARRRERN B, KGR E RN T, HAEILFEEURE m &
WIF LI BRI (B 3.7). 12 s2 I m B4 10.4, KT sl s4 BLK s6 I,
ERZERAEE (£33, 7EsSHH, mEN11.04, 5 s6 B HIHEZE R
%, s6 BIHMEIES 9.038. [N, #HEESAFEGMAMES, NS
FERIE m fH N 10.097, go N 0.038.
£ 3.3 ARAEKIFE R /NE Ball-Berry K7L S EERRI R FEFE 25k

Table 3.3 Variation of slope (m) and intercept (go) of Ball-Berry stomatal conductance
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model for winter wheat and spring wheat growing under different environmental

conditions
Wheat types Labels Stage Growth condition m 20 R’
Well-watered/drought  pot/field

Spring wheat SW s2-s4 well-watered field 11.991 -0.039 0.899***
Winter wheat WW s2-s4 well-watered field 12.172  0.023  (0.773***
Spring SWHWW s2-s4 well-watered field 11.166 0.021 0.731%**
swsl sl well-watered field 9451  0.025 0.926***
sws2 s2 well-watered field 10.419 -0.002 0.948***
sws3 s3 well-watered field 9.572  0.064 0.735%%**
Spring wheat sws4 s4 well-watered field 9.044  0.091 0.826%***
Sws5 s5 well-watered field 11.04b -0.01 0.942%**
SWsb6 s6 well-watered field 9.038a 0.103 0.751***
s1-s6 s1-s6 well-watered field 10.097 0.038 0.775%**
fieldww s2,83,s4,s5 well-watered field 10.645  0.01  0.774***
potww s2,s4 well-watered pot 10.837 -0.008 0.686***
fielddr s4, s5 drought field 7485A 0.024 0.889%**
Spring wheat potdr s2,s4 drought pot 6.905A 0.010 0.848%**

potww-+ s2-s5 well-watered field+pot 10.688 0.0033 0.73***
potdr+ fielddr s2,s4,s5 drought field+pot 7.239 A 0.024 (0.852%**
potww 5255 well-watered £ g ldhpot 10494 0.006 0.928%+*

fieldww+ drought

Morning s3 well-watered field 17.029 -0.048 0.836***
Spring wheat Noon s3 well-watered field 12.702  0.017 0.979%%*x*
Afternoon s3 well-watered field 11.564 0.036 0.910%**
All day s3 well-watered field 13.809  0.02 0.965***

VE: sl 43 BEA; s2: P HH; 30 Z BN AR s4: FFAEI; s5: HES Y, s6: FLAI . Morning
FR MM BE 9 08:00-11:00 AM; Noon Fn MM BN 11:00-14:00 PM; Afternoon 767~ M
TES BA 14:00-17:00 PM; %% RIRGIHGINTLE 0.001 B3EKF; K5 FRER R A F AL #

ZIAIZEFAE 0.01 FIRF KT NG FREROR A FIAL B 2 8] 22 5+ 7E 0.05 [ 23 KT
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Fig. 3.7 Relationship between observed stomatal conductance (g;) and the BB index

(P,RH/Cy) for spring wheat during different growth stages

3323 NESASEERMNEm HATK

—RPMAFNZ], FNESILFERRR BB i I 2 EH 2 RE
itk R (B 3.8). A BRI FEERRARE m E N 17.03 (58 3.3)
BT AT, 10 AR m o R AR B 2 R R,
— K1, Py Fl g Z MMHAFAE R MLEMER R o Pa-gs Z (B HIE RAVRAE L2711
BANTARFRTR A BE . WS R R, B iR R R N TR
FFHIBUE, T RH WITE 4B 82 KT AR - 14
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b Morning (08:00-11:00)
A Noon (11:00-14:00)
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E L
off S T At
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Fig. 3.8 Diurnal variation of relation between observational stomatal conductance (g;) and
the BB index (P,RH/C) (a), and relationship between P, and g, (b) for spring wheat. The slopes

of the BB model were significantly different between morning and noon.

3324 FEIKSEHTNESASEERRPE m HTL

TEIR G BE4E 70 RAUK B AT, IR R AL & K HIREE N /N,
BB fRE gea YRR EMLEM KR (B 3.92), 1M HAKS AL TR KM T m
{655 KT AR a0 FREUE (R 3.4, fERM A REEET, KEM
FIAR ) m A2 7109 10.6 F110.8, TIAEK 7B ST m AE70 59 7.5 A1 6.9,
MK FE AL, FAK T 29.7 F1 36.3 %o 1M & B AR B 3 4, Koy
FEAER, mAEN 105, K HHAR, m A 7.3, T 31%.

MEE Po-goa KHR (K 3.9b), FTLLEHMEARKSFKMT, LiR&MIRIL
KH, Poh g MR RIFIEREZER, Porgua RARREIEKS R ZMET
SN TR B 40 TRl (R 3.4). AL RAKDHEL 76 ik FE K
SWRASIETR, MERRIK ) Pr-gea KRR LR EE S
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v _| X potww &
< |2 potdr
fieldww S -
S — o fielddr
B2 4 :
E E
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ch ol
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I I I I I I I I I
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P,RH/ C; (mol m” s'l) Zssat (M0l m” s'l)

B 3.9 ARKSESEFM T NER F SRR SIS EEE BB #850(P.RH/C,) LA K15
T EHEEZFKRR
Fig. 3.9 Variation of relationship between observed light saturated stomatal conductance
(gssat) and the BB index (P,RH/Cy) (a) and relationship between net photosynthesis rate (P,)
and g, (b) for spring wheat grown in pots and the field under different water conditions.
R 3.4 AR BAAFRAKSBERBRMKREDMET FSILFESELEERRRE
Table 3.4 Relationships between light saturated stomatal conductance (gg,¢) and net
photosynthesis rate (P,) under different times and different water conditions for spring

wheat growing in pots and the field

Labels Growth conditions Slope Intercept R’ Tiear Qp RH CO,
well-watered/droug  pot/field ('C) (umol m? (%) (umol mol
Morning well-watered field 18.111  9.125  0.652**  22+1 1600+£100 50+5 400+10
Noon well-watered field 84.106  1.775  0.927** 3342 1800450 2743 400+10
Afternoo well-watered field  88.486 -1.287  0.820** 3142 1400£100  28+4 400+10
fielddr drought field 115.16  -0.049  0.818** 2542 1500+5 40+10 400+5
fieldww well-watered field  28.419 10.69  0.720** 2542 1500+5 50£10 400+5
potdr drought pot 114.62 -0.380  0.936** 2542 150045 40+10 400+5
potww well-watered pot 19.086  13.999  0.473** 2542 1500+5 50+10 400+5

Note: All numbers of XX+YY represent maximum and minimum of leaf temperature (Tieat),

photosynthetically active radiation (Q,) and CO, concentration (CO,), respectively.
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Fig. 3.10 Comparison between observed and simulated gas exchange change parameters
for well-watered spring wheat under different air temperature.
Note :

obsPn indicates observed net photosynthesis and simPn indicates simulated net

photosynthesis. obsTr indicates observed transpiration and simTr indicates simulated

transpiration. obsgs indicates observed stomtal conductance and simgs indicates simulated
stomtal conductance. obsWUE indicates observed water use efficiency (obsPn/obsTr) and

simWUE indicates simulated water use efficiency (simPn/simTr).
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4 Vemax 18 30 %I, — K, Py WLR/NTSHOALRR PE (& 3.10a).
XA 22 S B RAE R BAE 11:00, HRI—Rh P BRI, BRI 225795 30 % (&
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Bz JLFX WUE (1 HAGE R A s, SHE M SHAZR, WUE LT
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Fig. 3.11 Effects of variable key model parameters on diurnal leaf gas exchange for spring

wheat. PE indicates parameters effect. The unit of WUE is pmol CO, mmol™ H,0.
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3.4 18
3.4.1 INERTA Vemax T Jinax FOZEALHFE

BT HIRAF N Z BN EZH R Vemax 7E 25°C 5T HIEUE 5 HoAh
WL HARIG A T 45 SR — 3, 4 Katarina 5 (2016) WFRLEBL 4 FORFE KN
SR Vemax BB 2L T 88.14+6.3 £ 108+8.2 pmol m™ s Z ], A4 Sun 2%
(2015) F& T RS EXDGE AR SHI N, AT Jna I THELS

5 HAE KL 70 R 56 FANEM R Jna BTG AL . RN, @k
BRI, AHITEAE K 53 BE4E 78 R 56 T 3RAF 10 Py BLEOG B AE RS SR B K
TS AR EUE (Sala M1 Tenhunen, 1996). ANid 24AHT 7t (AR AL 2 5
Vemax M Jmax 525 S0 T 3RA (RMAR I S0 5 R (B AR [, A 7k 5
MEEAF IR Py (S AT TS P, H B AER B (Xu A1 Baldocchi,
2003) (J& 3.9b). X—EFRIABAIESE VS AR 1) RS H S BRI
P, Z [AAEAR BF s AR SC 1, HEIBCR GG Re ) B E I e A BRI
A KXW EER IR A B ZE R T, RG] Py/C; 2k B
T Vemax M Jmas T ELH ORI Py ZAEEEATMEME R/ (De Kauwe 4%,
2016).

ZHIT AT TR IR FE SE MR Vemax M Jmax BI2246 (Medlyn 5., 2002;
Hikosaka £%., 2006). /NEAEKKE HEOEZT 19 3 23°C2[H (Slafer Al
Rawson, 1995). AHFFRKI ZMETH=H] 30°CH, 5 25°CIAHEL, NErt
Vemax 22 PRI PR RIS, A TEITF Vemax M Jmax 22 B /N T Driever 55 (2014)
FE 20°C oA T T ALIIERAF ) 64 Fl/NEZ B Veomax P Tmax BUE, WA /N () 8
AR, FRATHER A 7R CHE 240 Driever %5 (2014) FifS45 R 2 [0
)22 S AMA A s M 5| RS Y, I 7R EE 25 IR X — M BB R 52

SRR TR NV emax T Tmax =TT ARAL 35 5 AR 582 BT3RS
45 AT (Medlyn Z5., 2002; Xu Al Baldocchi, 2003; Bauerle 2%., 2012),
ER AT H/INEZ IR Vemax AT Jmax B8 7 7E A2 B SRS SRS PROSE AR ST, R
B HEAE R A, X5 Grossman 25 (1999) HIWFFLLE AL, — LR 5T
HHEMEAI Y Vemax B Tax FZEATTRES I ITES KA KT & 4F i
FE LKA BE IR (Grassi %5., 2005; lio Z5., 2008; Urban 5., 2012),
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117 o5 — Se i 75 2 WA A A AR AR (1 2 0 A 5t Fr (8 2 DA SR R
R B (Ali 25, 2015; Tatsumi 5., 2019). 7E/NERARFEEKEL,
B WNEMERBF T, FroA T2/ TS, DEH T Vonax Tl Jnax 2288
AEAE IR AR KA, R AEHABRT 7T F C3RBHESE (Feng £5., 2015; Sun
., 2015, MEARF T, FNEMREFTRMMNAA 110 K, BT %/
ZIAEBH (KT 200 KD, Hbin BAEBAEL T L MEIR, HNEE
EAEBWRATREAR S RAERKR TE. FN, TEERAZIRPERAIAL R R E 5T
Wk BRI A (Urban 25., 2012), FRAEEE T R85 Rk 56 2 T W 6k
b, R R RN ZEA T BTG Vemax F1 Jmax RN E S AT,
AR IS BT RE T Vemax A Tnax KA T4 (Bauerle 2., 2012;
Way %5., 2017), MAHAHENEFEAFTNT 4 56 HZM, fE4F)E
B, HEKEAWIGIN, WG ER /N Vema M Jmax 1522 H 15 19980/
FAAR G o IEAH AT T Vemax 1 Tmax 25719 LK ARG UL I 2 7242 iR
FIK G Eeh 70 2 264 THEATI, BRI 2B IREE UK S Bhaa s m, DR A it
FEH Vemax Al Jnax AT IEA IR, WA A F HIAR AR 32 2 5 R i)
A HTBE (Grossman %%., 1999).

IR T B A I S HOR A B BRIREM o AT R I, 1E gosar
KT 0.15 mol m? s Z AT, /Ko B AR AR IR SRR S 1AL 5y
T (R0 23 0F et R L G A T A5 B P2 KK A B sk 1R, GG
A FEA 232 B0 (Brodribb, 1996; Medrano 5., 2002). AT
fF g KT 0.15 mol m™ s 20, /N2 TRER/KM MG, REMET
B BUNE R SRIL SR T R B (H2 Vomax F1 Tnax LI BB, [N, FE
FERRRTE K AT, KHEIRINZ T g A EER TR N Z 1)
ssatr AL, KRG Vemax R TARFINIEHT Vema, X AT HEAZS B AT HEK
RE IR, TEMFEMAREREMT, KowRIoH B, 7ERIEAT A
AT E K5 I, TAE goae FIRAL b, XA FAADL, BIZEA
BARIEA I T g T 0 FIBLER, 1K HRIG %A

ZHTHIBT TR, KER AP Timax/ Vemax FPFEMEARAL T 1.6 2] 1.7 2
[ (Medlyn %%.,2002), 1 HiX AMEE 2 RIAS FIA A 0 K A A8 Ak o 1T 72 AT
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FEH, BN R T/ Vemax FEK I 45 261 T W5 KT Osuna 55 (2015) LA
e Medlyn &5 (2002) FERA T At SRS I EUE, XEWRER/DNLZRGKES
MR O RER 7R3, AR, X ] BRI
M TE X CRBIEFETAE X0 19— RhiE N s, A XA RS & 1 it
i 5 B 2 BB FERAESK

342 FEEMEEZHTNESALSERBRE m BT

RHFFFTH RGN ERF N 52 2 s4 BN SALFERIAZE m
FEUERT, 5 Lei 55 (2011) MR/ NELEAE W Berb I35 14
fEARRL . fH2 75 BT R M R AR ST TSR AF 1) m KT — S5 T R AR A iy
R REUE, #l4n SIB2 A Fr A IR BUE 9 9 (Sellers 5., 1997). JREA
I 2 [8) m A8 22 850K, W/ e KL C3 M) m AEAZ 46T 13.3 10 2 1)
(Miner 5., 2016), {H & i F FRAR A — 35 R A — 28 R C3 #44) m 1P
BB RSB, W B TR A EAE R . SR 2 & B A R R 2
T2 ) ZE 5, TERLURE B MY KA IR SRS I, 382 75 258 AN [
TEA AT SR A [F) AR ARFALE

TS A N AL 2 ALY BB 8505 g Z X R FE,
ANZ Ko B R (Wong £5., 1979, 1985), SR 55— L8ifF 78 HiE L 1 % m
HIEEAR L, BIH—ANBEK R4 S A A ) SRR LA m, AT A ALK 23
WRE S T I A e, DA AU 5 1 38 WL {E BE 453 (Baldocchi,
1997; Liu %%., 2009; REE %%, 2012). AR F, BATEILL gea £E 0.15
mol m”? 5™ RS, NEERIL T AR m AEARRIK o 5% B AELEAN [ 1 5L
6 (& 3.8, 3.9, BT MRS (8 3.4), /Ko SR
TR m B E R, THRITEINEZE P-gs K4 5% 14
AL A (B 3.9b), X5l &S i E KA %M P 5
g K&, MIMEAE g5 P, KREKEE1RAHIF (Bunce, 1998; Damour %5., 2010),
{HI21E Wong %5 (1979, 1985) HIHfFiH, M TINA P55 g FEAFEIK b4 5%
T EHEAEN, MiH G5 CaMRRRFFRE. AMAERFIA, Prg KR
FER G BB N R, BRI EG 7R 6 T 3 £5. i EE,
AHFFEH C/Cy WIFEAIE —DHHL, HBE g GG, TEE goa FEIKZE 0.05
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mol m? s B HEHEg & ([ 3.120). MRS, Po il BAp T3t 5578
g
P==:C(1-C./C 3.1
 =C,0-C/C) G.1)

UERAE K P A5 T C/C REFANA, T HRAH C, — B BIER, A Py
5 g Z AR RMZRFFREE, H m WRAZRFRREE. /1, T m Bt
FARM T go-Po AR5, WER Py 55 g Z MR AR AR, A m Bk Kk A
A BAXM R A RIETHAKX AL MAKX G kT, HEELE, /FF

1.6
m =
RH(1-C./C,)

(3.2)

ZaU W m 2 H RH AT Ci/Ca R P i) (B 3.12b). BT — kAT, C3
A1 C4 1) C/C, 435108 0.7 A1 0.4 (Wong &, 1979), [FHWRL € —4 RH H,
an 50 %, MAFLATHEH C3 1 C4 1 m {EH 73708 10.7 F1 5.3, X —iH 545 R
FIVF 2 it TS AU P I S 8 E Heils, B C3 RN 9, C4 YN 4
(Sellers 2., 1997). MIEARWIFLH, TEKDSELETELKMHE T, RH N 50 %,
Ci/Ca 9 0.7, GnERIATZME T Cy/Cy HIPRIEIG KRB B, WK iE 26444~ RH N
40 % (£ 3.4), C/C, P19 0.45, WA EXFATA] ATHRSRAGH N 2 2K
53 70 SR AR AF IR A3 38 254 F ) m AE 23000 10.2 F1 7.1 (B 3.12b), X —45 R
HRATM SR LR (K 3.3), B 10.6 f1 7.3, MiL. M7E Xu F Baldocchi
(2003) BIRFFEHT, ARATRIAENFIK L 564 T m G4 RIFAR, FI8F
ARATIEE IR Y ity ARSI, B P PR SRIR BE , R 1 72 PR S5 B 1 3]
33 °C, JKE AT RH ATRESARH /e ARSI 3.2 s0AMIIE 3.12b, FRAITHE
WS RH AR/, C/Cy BRARET, m 2R, DUk, FRATHERITE /4T m (284K
i, AR RH (R 5, MR S8R H 0 A8 tH m fE/K 7 il %
(EPER A FS
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<2 OO%)Oooo 8 ]
RS R T .
O © : o - 7
EEREENE :
v 2l < 4
L&
o |® @) o
< [ [ : [ [ [ [ [ [ [ [ [ [ [
0.0 0.2 0.4 0.3 0.5 0.7 0.9
g (mmolm” 5™ alc,
A 3.12 ARKSFETFRERNERE CO, 5RR CORE(C/C)FIZBULLESAIATE
RIS C/C, IR

Fig. 3.12 The variation of the ratio of intercellular CO, to atmospheric CO, (Cy/C,) for
spring wheat grown in pots under different water conditions (a) and response of m to

variation C;/C, under different RH (b)

AN TRV A B B PR AR 85 2% A DA B — R R S [ B [ B PR AR 5 2% AR 1) S B il /N 2
AL ERASHRI R m 13216, Ono 25 (2013) K IUKFEHI m EEEE I
FHAFIBE IR . Lei 5 (2011) JRRIG A A/ 1 m B AE A= B HART IR
FEfRE, (HTEAE G HIAAMOEI K, AITE Lei 5 (201D MIBFFAH, m EHA
TR RARYE — B R I a0 v B RAF 1, AR FER R R BHAR S, AR 4Ll RIR,
1 H A SRR, PRGSO R m ISR VAR e o EARBE T, 15
AL HEAT T IAEE S5, A S AR P AEAS (RO s 30150 a2 A R FG, DR U
MR m EEARAFHNZRAKR, RATE o5 B T HAR . [,
AR TR I — R AT, AR PR S Az ], O T S 3RAF 1) m B AEAS [ B
B NAEAE 2, Hoh BARAME B 2m K. Shimono % (2010) 3% I ML
IKAE mAELE— RIPAAAERS), JCHZ T R, X5 FRLER 5. 1
IR, WEEAGF RN Prgy KR, LAMPE FAAEEMRE (E 3.8b),
X5 Ball & (1987) KIBFFREERAE, ATV TGRS KRB K
FEARBFA, ATV AT R %A, R AR BB B T B
HE, M RH HENT EFRIEUE. a0 —Sat a0, s SRz
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(HBEREEITERGS, 298 c/Cm/h. Hit, FRIEAR (3.2), RH
N C/C iR, M4 m BB W RAELN, Wik, m & ERHFEHZIR
fiE. JAh, B XS R FRIEL, 5 LA, g BEAHFERE, R
THH P, 2EEL (K 3.8b), EXWRAE T —RKAAFIR F B Py-g, [ R
TR, XHRATFH mEHEXRELN,

AALFEBEARE m EREC N ERE YR T 5 R SF R7K 7 P 58
B o ARSI, X PEEYN KRS FIHRCE OWUE, Pidg) HK (Egea 5,
2011), AT B S AR M LE BN K 73T A AR R I BRIA 2 B K (De Miguel
85, 20120 XPHEREEXHEYI BB, WA m R (R LR K 43 e Sk
AR MAEYAERIEBONE B ISR TR, WA P i i
B KA R AT, m 2 in TR, XM RIS 26 T
TEISANTEK G B #E,  LABCR AT Re st = 1y [RL &
3.4.3 BRI XBESHNTHIFEENR R SEZIRELNE T

HTEE BRI, B/ANEME NS AR B S A 2 1]
TR E 7R, BT DAZE B Z 50 20 s 0 (8 A B AR SCRRIR A3 1
INESHUE FAEN AN 5 R AR (A2 IE R FEERE B TX
BASCHZ BN SHNI R EREAN L, BASHAFE L2 FBARR
FERS K AS BB R i o TEARTFTEH, Vomacs Tmax F1 m B2 AN R 5 5
T P RO R SRS B ASADIE R K54, IX —HF 7t 45 5 5 Bauerle 55(2014)
FE et J2 RBE I T 45 R — 5. B TR IR G B 1) SC B 2 B 7K 43 i 2%
L SR BRI RS Z A B IR o & TG, Bk, Oy 7 S v
H S HONE ) 5 KRR AR A, 7 BB SR AE I 8 26 I S HCR AT

HAT AN EIET R4 T, MFEEREGIE P, MK —HIAN m
Vemax Jmax) B AF BIRE T AALMAESILR R XL A RS0 (Egea 57,
2011). Bk, VR AR A R AR O S 40 U7 BT 24 1F T AURE K
IR RE . AR, 43 0l VR BT (¥ OGS SR AL AN e RO At
TR T AT B R, Bl IWUE (Egea 25, 2011), AEVFZ KR
S I, Y Fr IWUE B4 /K 73 B e in el i 84K (Limousin 5%, 20100,
A L FAT T HE TR 5 K 23 A R A m B9800 AT A RO AR H X — AR R AL
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(FRAEFF A AR 10, ZEE go, HERTHH):

mue=f__C (3.3)
g, mRH

Aad, FERBRES I &L, /K o e i 22— E B B, TWUE 2 gk
FABEEAT J /N (Medrano 4., 2009). X ATREZ MG B S m &
TEK A B ia Bk — @ R IR FRAS, AL/ EZ, X/ER 3.12b HHBAHAT
PRI o 17 AR AL IR R AE K 2 it B3k — 2 2 I CRBF T8 gosae /DT 0.15 mol m™
STIF S Vemax B Tmax FFUEFEARD, 22 ONEEHIDE G AR TS 10 £ 2R, i
P, HE— 0/, A4S IWUE PUE RS, FiR M 4 R R0, w] LUK YR K 7>
B REFE 73 75 BE BB S H iy Vemax M Tmax FIRZDN, TR 222644 F
TR AR AL FE
3.5 RENG

IR ELE 70 R, TEARIR ARG T, BN RIA N0 SRS
RS H Vomaxs Tmax LAV T EEBRIREE m BUE I, RN &N A4
AL AT IS SRR AL B WIR IR g 2 oh, FoAh I 2 Bl B A= B 148
ZTC I BN SRS A B HL Vemax T Tinax IR AN 523 FE AR
Pk, 7 HLIX 2 B K o A D AR BB R R S AL SRR m B
SRR BAE AT AE 2 5, HANFE KL A A8 A 2 08 m (K500 s
EIBNEE SRR Vomax A1 Tmax FORT R T2 MR S AL, THARAS m
W) 2 S BUSFL T B R 28 i iR RSO (R /N, BT 51 A2 7K 43R FH AR I v il o
Rl FEARFIRIIR SR S AF LA CRF R A B 1, 75 25 R 2 OGRS M A A
TEYI SRS B RS2 R, T ELAR S 7K 43 e P E IR A8 IE AL S 24
Vemax P Jmax) F1 m (R5UE T REREIS 32 2 T 52 56 A0 AR 5 KU AR A HL )
TEEARE B
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F4E HAAGEESHENMHES NEZRRTSHXER

4.1 5|8

PRIZK AR5 AN SR T 51 10T 52 SR A BR AR 4 7 B 19 I 7 B 2[R 3R SR
T 2 8 SR VR Z R BOERHE B4R RS, H TR SATIE M 2 E 1) 2
B OBARSE &5, 2018), XSHIAITCER BT EIhE MEMAEKE
BIAERE Jin %5, 2016), MMM ING B AEBEHI EHE . RETAR
BHW T RKERYAEYEZ T S a Ry GEwn, LKy BHOKH 1t
FrARRT 5 7K L K B L TR R TR DA R E DK 4y B 48 058 GRARAE 4%, 2012),
B JE X LEARPRAE I E VEY) 2 AR FER, ARAE DL & S oubnite, B 52 25200
TEP) 5 7K 78 R AR e 287 5t 2 [ W) 22 K /ME VR 32 52 7 R BE 4y R I Ak
5 (Zhao 5., 2018). EFXRIDIEKAEY =2 T R MR AR 2 1 BAE, il
IAVTVEA R E 4R T R EW A KK TR Zha g i, BERS 7 3T Rl
TREENIE AR GRAEER TG, 2014). Kk, HUHEEEDEKEE
A, 6 Hs2 T R s ) A B AR S SRR EAT i, DLEATEYIZ
R,

VEV) AR B B BURAE M Ae ) S S+ R Re ), (EME 2R+
B, HFASHEWAK K BERARKI#Em (X 5., 20100, f£T2HE
KAV, (EYra e K ERER CH RIS ILSHAThED, R4 s
ME CHIMBWEMIARK 5 80 ThES) W& R, AT TEY i Py 4i A 2 24 22 R
VR K R FL IR &, ReMETE— B AR B L AEREE AR /K 52 ~F4 (Bahadur
., 20100, RATREPHEEE —EmiGSvE, EDA 2l BT 5,
RIED A S Hoo + B AFE BE B (Chaves 5., 2009), T HANFAER]
SRR BEA TE A, X B AR T 5 e R 00 38 RN R SR AL AN
[ E 1 (Beatriz 45., 2011). DLGAABEE 6, E#EZT 2 PHant,
eV i Gl A (P BN AIEA R ME——PhiR T HLEI SR, 12 B
SALR R A IESILEERMIER (Flexas f1 Medrano, 2002). 7ET-F A%}
B, 2RI RN, P, R8N T &% (Flexas Al Medrano, 2002);
NP REa ke kg, EVT R ROb AR ZBIBIE, P, KB R
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(Niinemets 11 Keenan, 2014); 124/ 5 1)+ 5 Bl & s SRR 2L T, HH2dk
FIZE RS2, FA /RIS, HRGE N, BTt o g
Bk 23], W2 id % P, IE R B (Zlatev 1 Lidon, 2011), Mifi#/EYT
PO AR SR B kD, AEMIAR K KB 2 B RS .

et R E R AR B A (AR 4, 1999), R eid 5 e Ak
S FRAR I AR A S SRR R TR 2 R EH SRR . A UMEYA
3@ PLRF S E Y e A AR B A A2 AN RIS P T R B S WL S R o e, A1
EE, TEAEVE 2T R iE 2 80E IR A A B S HBAFEA F 1 R
fiE, HELL R UL B2 R R B, A, — WA RILSE (g M
P, RN R (Wong 5., 2011), SAMET RMhakEEES, [ILFFEE L
AR, SEEY P, N, TBEE T EURAEEME, JERILFER R
S P, TR, i, FAENAESALE RS INER T2 F3 g,
5 P, IR R RENE.

BT UL BN FURBE, BRATRA /N XORR T R e ik, PN At
BEY, BT R BRI, TSR A — R m] e R Y 2 R R
T
42 MRS RHE
4.2.1 56X

WIS LE 1 E A GR 22N R EW T E P T 2R 5 RSBk
BEAT, LT H R B V2 X PE)11(104.37°E, 35.35°N), ##ik 1920 m, 4
BRI 6.3 °C, EHIEN % 2500 ho WG MHAEYI NE N GETEH 24 5.
AINXREE T 2017 FbAT, WE 2 MEEE, 207 R KA T R a B, 1
JETE K AL B AN A I RAE K 782, T T A BN 2481 IR AN K
HEFEE, BMEEE 4 ANEL, SANMEENXHRY 2 mX 1.5 m. il
I3 AIAE 2014, 2015 LA 2017 SE#EAT, AR PT A EAS 29 cm, ¥JZ 45 cm.
PB4, KRS 0-30 cm ZREIE, KT, BEM(EmeE+
14 kg). % T 1.15 g-om’, HIEFIKE 26.8%, ZEHE R 5.5%, Hi
HIF R K RIS AR N E R SKE. RIGEH AL, % 6 AES, it
12 fifie F/INFET 3 HA R, FF S 25 LML R R EF 20 M40 21
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JiAHE, LEOKG S — . ERENERKRBERTVIRTH R EAR RO,
T — AN 7R KA B, ARAERE H S K AR R R R 70% 0L B 5
— AT R, R EREAREK, HENEEE.

BIGHAN], FEEWIITE -

(D BHES/KE CRICHR L &K ED . BERFRENE 2 M0 12
AT REFTHRE R TR/ MNEN N 1 ). MIREMNEERETLER, &
BT LB R TR L E R SRR (RSN EAR SRR,

(2) s e, RAHEE Li-6400 iR A, AERNEKER
T, AFRIGAFESLHE, TRH LA 9:00-11:30 W€ &AL FLE /NS i b
B AR P/Q, ORI F P,/C; (CO,MIR) HZk (2014 412015
RIS EZIE PO, 4R, 2017 AR50 R EM 2 P/C ML) . P/O, HIZE I
EFEH] CO, WREESE 380 pmol-mol™, M5 iR BEFEHILE 25°C, 2/ MM =45 HI7E
1.5-2.5kPa. WIEM 2= RAHLLECIR, JobA ZERM (PAR) BB A [F 116 B H 3)
T, B4 318 04 154 304 60+ 120 200 300, 600 900, 1200, 1500,
1800 LA & 2100 pmol-m™-s™. I 1500 pmol-m™-s™ ] PAR i&E N 30-40
el ROCGRIEREBRRE R, HEANEIMERT . P, /C IZNER, ¥)ih CO,
WP HITE 380 pmol-mol™, MR FEHEHITE 25°C, MM ZHEHITE 1.5-2.5
kPa 2 [d], YeaEfHl£EH 1500 umol-m™-s™, RGN 2 FTJefEWIUR 24 1F FE N
30-40 43%f, BEE CO, BN 400, 200, 100+ 50 400+ 600+ 800 1000 and 1200
umol mol™, KK EBIIME. ENMH F AT B FIRS, Li-6400 i A id 5% W
DR oy EE A SRR MR R ZE . IR R ZE LRSS COy K
JEER RERIEIR
422 RESHITE

Farquhar 5¢ (1980) #&H 7 —/MHE P, KA, H LA CO, i

BE (CD 73 TH5AE Rubisco (1, 5-ZBRAZERAE L ALl 0 8D I A1 RuP2
CRZERBE-1, 5- B FAEFR I 1F 1 Py

P, =V,-0.5%,~R,=min{P,P}-R, @.1)

[ ——
C+K.(1+0/K))

4.2)
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p_JC-T)

= 4.3
7T 4C +2T,) (*3)

b 3 K, VORNRGER, Vo NEAER, ROAWENGESE, P P oAl
%2 Rubiso JiFPEFT RuP2 FAERHIAIEE A, Ve REKANBRIES, T =5
WBAME R, K K, 7 S8 AU Michaelis-Menten 3 )24, O /2rt
FrMla RS, JRE PR, (3) X, J BRI T e sm i i k&
TABERR, K3E FRIHERE.

0 —(L,+J NJ+1J_ =0 (4.4)

A LR, T KR FRBEEE, o2ME.

Vemax T T BT VEI T HIGERESS, AR P/ Cr MR ARG 5
2 CAE/NT 150pumol mol™ B, BL (2) A5 Vepar 24 Ci KT 150 pmol mol™!
i, H ) (4 A Ty, BRI AT S Xu #1 Baldocchi (2003)
BT E TAE

423 SALSERE

P, 5 g, AR B SIS B AR R PR, e T2 A
KRN WK FREE UWUE, Bl P,/g) B2 AL S AR A S
(Damour %5., 2010). M AR L LKA FEBRE, iiH Ll Ball-Berry
(Ball Z., 1987) #5786 FH i3k . Ball 25 (1987) MRIEHT A M 745 3,
KI g S P, MR REARHEE (RH) LURM 3R CO MK (C))
EPS

g. =a,ARH /C, +b, (4.5)

XF o MRV ERARER, H g5 P.RH/C, (BB 3% KAMET . bl
NEFIGEEE N TN T E 1 g, #B5 SCHRIA N H TR g, (Damour
., 20100, W g 5 P.RH/C, K RZMEMIRIRTG, BUE RIS FIF FHEEAX
MRS . Leuning (1995) 5 Medly 25 (2011) MJakis B 1T 5
Ball-Berry(1987)21LL i 2 M AL, Bl Leuning(1995)F1 Medlyn ££(2002)8%, &
TI%F g BERURE FE S0 — 2 I B . o Leuning (1995) BN

g =a,A /(C -T)A+VPD,/b,)+c, (4.6)
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o ARSLREBERRIE, T 8 keME S, VPD, &7 MM R ZE,
by Ml ¢, # S %, Medlyn (2011) FIEIFIIEA:
g. =(+a,/\VPD,)A | C, +b, (4.7)
K ay WRILFERARER, VPD, M 5[ 2 BBMSEZE, by NS
4.2.4 REFEhEZ IRV EHR
A FEHK ] LA REKE ASWC) FBEAYE FHSILSE (gua) K
SR TE 2 B E RO, Horh ASWC THEIT

ASWC = 9 =9,

(4.8)

S ew
A Oun 0, VLI 000 | FRon S bn L8 S /K BB S/KE L WK E . B
FH K Gooar BHARK S TR, 5EREA R0 S AR P8 52 5 1 38 R
(Medrano %%., 2002, T4/ X5/ 2 e KR RIRBEAR S, B LA
Gosar TER T —A RN K R R IARFR . B BT R BN R 5 Ak
T 1200-1700pumol-m™-s™ 2 [A] CHEAEIBSE., 2013), ARSCGERFIEEH mEHE
1500 pmol-m™-s™ B g, 1 /INZE B gosaro

4.2.5 BUESTHTIRER
P,JQ, MIZEHHE FZH UL AR 3 MRS T ERENSH, £
Origin9.0 F 4 F 2k 1tk i 2G40 & B (Nonlinear curve fit), H & il 5
(4.5), (4.6) L} (4.7) KAFRMA XD ETHEIRGIHR S P/C N
IHE T ZH PG Vemar M1 Jnaer KA R 355 LA Duursma 55 (2015) 45t )
“plantecophys” i+ 535 . [N, UL T A Bt 4L S RS %
ISR, A S BN FAEG (2014 A1 2017 45D FUORFWLISRIE (P,/Q, Al P,/C;
k) #idE, JEbh 2014 4 P/, M EHEI A THE T A F T 2 a4 T AR
BRI gy, H5SMEHEAT 70 H AT s 205 SR /INDORIR AR 2017 4F ) B 4
F, REUTHADER TR AR B SEEE, S HT R T AN E T R B
LR SR Z R .
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43 BER55H
43.1 XEEESHNTUSH
43.1.1 XEEESH N TRMERR X

M Qo 5 ASWC B FR (B 4.02), KIL gou B ASWC HIZANAFLE 3 R
B, 1E5 1 ML g BENA R, BRI TREES: M ASWC /D% 0.5
TEATI s gosar BIR/DEEH, BT A B (P>0.05); MFESE 3 B, X4 ASWC
INT 0.3 AR, gue PRRZNE T RS, HEutmieiie® (P<0.01). A, b
BOX 3 A B gosarr RIVZE MR (B 4.10).

W C/C,AEBE ASWC FIZEE (B 4.10), KIE guwa L, MAFLE 3 N9
BB, RS EAAREEME. 1B, C/C ke, ZE P
N, AEASWC £ 2 0.06 T8, C/C, BIRI#ES, fm/MEHINAE ASWC 4 0.1
I, IR C/C, 9 0.32. IR, HLE 3 AN C/C, (B 41D, H2BBLEH
fih 2 DMHrBZE R E, A 1A 3T BROEREE R

P, [ ASWC WIZAAFAE 2 NIRRT B (B 4.1e), 725 1 B, P, 2EA
TR¥FRSE, TMAE ASWC W% 0.35 /LA, P, Bl ASWC I8 /D S 28 MR M 3,
HEH R e . mH 1 BS5E 2 B PR ZE R AR (8410,

43.12 XESEESHZEMEEXR

Ci/Co T g R VEAEVIN I P, VB BARFR, WEE gou LAI C/C, 5 P, TEIIY
KEZ (B2, X24SHE P I A RRBMEMERR, MK FRNAE
TEBY BEVE G RARHAE

Y gosa KT 0.15 mol-m™s™ B, P, B goour /NN T FE (B 22), BEAGHE S
4 1.64 pmol-m™s7/0.1 mol'm™+s™ (P<0.001), 1M 24 gy /N T 0.15 mol-m™-s™ i,
P, B g FEARBREE LN, R E 11pmol-m™s'P, 4 0.1 mol-m™s’ g,
(P<0.001), PEHITELL ggur 25T 0.15 mol-m™?s™ I A 2 MARIEE, P, %
Gysar BATIMARIANTE,  BI426] P, A4k (R R 35 A7 AE 22 57
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(a) .
< 05+Q ASWC>0.5 °
2 04| @ 03<ASWC<0.5 ° .0
‘s 0410 aswe<os ©° L2
=03 ool 0™
= ’ e 0,/% b
% -
= 02 <,  =0.431ASWC+0.012
o5 Olr o0 R=0752"
0.0 ° ) ) ) ) .
0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 S3 n S2 S1
1.0 ASWC 1.0 M B Stage
(c) (d)A
08l . 0.8 B
R ¢ o ° ° S 9 q q
930-6 | .‘ o ] g o 9::()6 i 8 e?g g
S . s C/C-088ASWCH030 T : - %
Se Loa TIe ©
0.4} °6 R=0.635" 0.4t Gie
0n Q@ ASWC>0.5 @ 0.06<ASWC<0.5 (O ASWC<0.06
L L . , . . . 02 . .
0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 S3 S2 S1
25 ASWC 25 i B Stage A
- (e) o 9 ° o °° °s ~ (f) OB
‘ - B L S ” - I
(\I.‘.” 20 Y ‘g?ﬂ R ° N‘.” 20 o © 90 %,
E sl g15 °
E P =61.194ASWC-0.197 5 .
. 10+
510 R=0.928 El B
\ -~ o o
Qs 5t @ ASWC>035 =5t 0
O ASWC<035 = o
0 . . . . . O ° ° o
0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 S2 1
ASWC M B Stage

B 4.1 AEEEABESET LIRAUEKE (ASWC) KWL
Fig. 4.1 Response of photosynthetic parameters to soil available water content
Ve EARREARI AN EE (P>0.05), LEKFREEREKEE (P<0.05), ~FRG
IR R E (P<0.00D), "FRGHHNIEE (P<0.05), FF: KEFHRAENMES
gtz EE (P<0.00D), TH.

C/Ca 5 P, IR R WAFAE 2 DHIRAIF B (B 4.20), B P, 5 C/C, B4
IEARSGIR R AN P, BE C/C, KT/ BL . 7255 1 BB, P, BE C/Co IRVN 2
RERRNES, HRAFHMEZIN BAKIR T L 2 AFE, BITE C/C,
M 0.8 FEZ 0.55 BIFT B (g >0.06 mol'm™-s™), P, Bl C/C, HIAZALBEIRE /N,
MG NSRRI . 1724 C/C, IR 0.32 5 (g4 <0.06 mol'm™'s™), C/C, Tk
WK, B P, HIFE C/C, HIMERMKIRTE PR
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Fig. 4.2 Relations between different photosynthetic parameters
T a BB SR IR KBS 7o L (400>0.15 mol-m™-s™), R M5 % 7n T F WM (g4,0<0.15

mol'm?-s™). b B S KR Zssa>0.06 mol-m?s, [ EER Z55ar<0.06 mol- m>-st,

432 XAERNSEHXTREHEBRINE Y

WELNE T Vonar 55 Tnax TEARFIK G 564 T (B 434, ¢, T2
FE/N B SRR S, N 3K 2 TS H06 7K 53 A3 1718 B 55 P B A1
Fo ™ gou KT 0.15 mol-m™-s™ I, Bl goour FIFFMG S Vemar T Ty YR FEAH NS ot
SE o MM gyar /DT 0.15 mol-m™-s™ I, B gyar FIFFAR, Ve T Ty 35 EARTE 1Y
B3 (P<0.01)0 MIHF LA guu0.15 mol-m™-s™ N F, FLUEKIAE NI (/)
XAAEFD, A Vouax F Jyax 774 4 H, BGUSHTRKIE gy /DT 0.15
mol-m?-s I, 2 AMERKIEEETHVNENF Venax B Jar 3N T gooar KT 0.15
mol-m™-s" B fME, HEH a5 R (B 4.3b, . MEMHFR g EHEA,
AFEAEKIAEE NER Vonae K EFIBEA L ZE XA, HALG R AN R
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Fig. 4.3 Response of photosynthetic capacity to water stress

E: F-S1RRDK IR A LIS 1 B (g4.>0.15 mol-m™s™), F-S2 FR/h
KARIR & SR I A 2 BB (g4w<0.15 mol-m™-s™), P-S1 F/RMidkikie &k
SRR 1 B, P-S2 BRI e & E S HUEI I 2 B,

LA gy500.15mol-m™-s™ Ry FIRA T /INXFRHERNZE Var F Jyax IR
442), R guu KT 0.15mol-m™ s B, Vepax F1 Ty R I, 7EHIF
(K] Vemar T3 Tonar ZBIREE K o 1524 gy /DT 0.15mol-m™ s IF, Ve B Ty I
YN EAR L PGS, R LV AL R 0.15mol-m ™ s DS 2 ML
) Vemad Imar (Bl 4.4b), RIVGIHETIOANLE o YL F 7K 73 S5 A 5200 Ve

A T FIFHELR 2R o
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Fig. 4.4 Relation between V2 and J,,.x under different water stress stages

433 SILEESSEAERRZENXRT

A AT R AR B A8 G SRS 10T S AR R R T 5 2014 7
WA FDE RN g (Bl 4.5a0 by o), A3 AR )AL BB Sl 5
BAUME, S 11 2R IR 8o 2 #87r, e 1 &6 70 ot I INE B X2 Jf
PN I Wil S PR =R R T | NSO B i ey @ S L PR =R DN € 1P S
T gosar DT 0.15 mol-m™-s™ HUFESY, T SLIMENR K IEHE R E goar KT 0.15
mol-m™s™ fI#B 4 o WIS LA goour 7E 0.15 mol-m™-s™ Kb T, MR L. 2 NAFH
FIBRB BEAT X7y, BRI AT A S I o8 &, R DR AUE 5 S e
IR E REANX 70 T 2B B A RCRR 3R (B 4.5d, ev ), Ui WA
SRR IE PR AL T EERAUAAAE R
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Fig. 4.5 Comparison of simulated stomatal conductance and observational stomatal
conductance based on 3 classical stomatal conductance models under different water

conditions

e Sim-g FORBHAUHI AL FE, Obs-g R LKL, KELFERR 11 2

LA Ball-Berry(1987) < fL 3 FERL AL Jg s (FiAth 2 AMEERYZESLRL, KBS,
G R AR AR OB, I FREADEER T EIE IS R ERA, KITEiw
A KAE /D DO AR BT N EE, A gooue 76 0.15 mol'm™s™ K43 5t, A
IKABELE B guu 5 BB FREFI R RATE A3 (Bl 4.6). TEKMEG AN 78
B (gyar KT 0.15 mol-m™s™), ToilAZ/NXIE AR, AR/ ESIL
SRR a) BBZK S AT EI (g /DT 0.15 mol'm™s™) fIfH
K FPAEIK I HE 78 R I N ORI INZE a1 7393009 10.8 A1 10.6, 177K 73 FHXS
AR ay 7358 7.5 F16.9, KL KRR, a) Gt 2 R L & . M
FFER T, AEAEKIEN o T0E8E 0.
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Fig. 4.6 Stomatal conductance models under different water conditions
E: F-S1RRDK IR A LIS 1 B (g4.>0.15 mol-m™s™), F-S2 FR/h
DRI A AT BB 2 B (gei<0.15 mol-m™s™), P-S1 Fomhfiakitiot &4 3
ZHABAIE 1 BrBL P-S2 FoRl R & A B S HOR I 2 BB,

44 it #
441 HBNEZRIREMMEMERS

Gysar T C/Co BEIK 53 %A BAATTE 1 3 AN B, 10 P, FIZRIATTE 2
ML 125 Ma 55 (2018) HIBFFTEERZEML. 1M [R5 Medrano %% (2002)
J Conaty 5 (2014) HIAI 30 Pu 5 gua LI CIC, IR R WEAFIK 73 2%
PRAAEZE e, AL R BRI OC R IR AEAE 2-3 M B . ZRETT S
AN e AR B R R A R SAETE 4 AR AR B, X B AR
Aot B TR B 5 L T 5 e A5 P A 0 A0 5 B AR 2 ) 1 5 L AR AR 3] e 1

ETREMaZH], BEEKSBE I, (EYIReisd B S MRy, &N
IR IR o 24 ASWC M T AR 0.5 I (goar KT 0.35 mol-m™s™ BB, 48
1B (F4.1a), g WA, 1 C/C, EEAMR i RaE, Wik P, LW &
i s AR COy ZKAIXT g AR TR (COy il FLIMBE 752 7K
IR L6 5D, I K 2N I R AR Z I B EVI DS &= i & 2 R, 1M
Bt & A B S MR ORI [ e Ui B 1 9t A A7 BT 7 R D B v B2 R e
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T, YR REK R (P, 5ZAEMBEEL) 80 IWUE BEHK DA
BRI ER (Flexas fll Medrano, 2002; KZEZE., 2018).

2 ASWC M 0.5 FER 0.3 I, goa FEAEK R 2 B> ES O\ 0.35
P& 4 0.15 mol-m™-s i, &5 2 frBo), {H C/C, TEiZM Br EAR B4 PR (B
ZEASWC BEZ 0.1, 1 P, WAEZB BE K 536D th 8 g 2D Bl AR g i /) o
IR WEE Vomar R e TEZBTBEK 73 BE45 AR FRAE X R E (B 43D, P,
5 gua MRRUK C/C, § P, IR AW EA (K 4.2). #Eik, FATHEN
FEZM B, FERALBERERL L FER /NS TR, g WELS
L C/C AT D, IITAERF N B 6 G R 3 A, RIH-2R46 7T I CO,
wD . HTEEMEAR, K2 —ERE, N P, IR &S .

MAE ASWC /N 03 5, gua AT DFTHIZRUI B (ga DT 0.15
mol-m?-s' I, %5 3 BB, HIBE ASWC W/ B R E M-S . tkah, M
Vemax W Jax 5 goat MR FRKE (B 43), LB Sea BN BT HIX Fa
58 BZ MY BT aa B T 5 JE R 2 (R I T ST o 10 EL Vemar B T Z AT C
AL gy 7F 0.15 mol-m™-s™ &b N A5 W B AR A, goor AT 0.15 mol-m™-s™ B,
Vemad Tmax 185 VF 2 K53 L4578 2 56 A TAED W 45 R — 30 GRE RS,
2018), T2 goa /N T 0.15 mol-m™>s™ B, Vel 18I BN T 7K A3 MR A 72
A FE, 15 MR LS RARIL (Osuna 45., 2015). [FRY, g5 P,
155 RAESILS N T 0.15 mol-m™-s™ JG RAAE, P, B gy MAK 08 E 1
e FREHRAFVH, BRAILE RS, 5N 0GR B R G I H A A
WA (HEERALEED, T R A2 R T 46 MR Py

MASWC BEE 0.1 25 CRILFE/NT 0.06 mol-m™-s I, 25 4 BB, b
TEMBOK I E— D9, C/C, RIS, KA A B FREZ T R ihia sy
WA T ik 3 AN B, M C/C, 5 P, ISR R (8 4.2b) thATLLA L,
ZMT B C/C, MDA RE IR B P, 784k . RT3 Ze ) — Le it 7e 45 R
AAELL C/C, Bl 5 IE AR DRI T B8 K e 5 SR E P & A 3 R il
ZARR LR R IBT B (Brodribb, 1996). {HAHE 745 B BIRTE g /D
F0.15 mol-m™s™ if, FEM/EMERERMAETILNROEHIL, X HEEkR
) — LR Fe 45 BART (Stpaul 2., 2012), BIAESALHNEMTREAET ST RE&MET
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ORI AR T R . ARBETCIEE 4 BB, C/C, DU K AT RE 2 BT
R (T R e S BUN AR T2, G A B R LT AN AT
R, XA ORI T R B — e R, MMEWRE K, WS A
IR TERE R ER (Singh A1 Reddy, 2011).

BTN N2 52 B BRI 5 5 5 A — 2B T gopu FHE C3 AEA T
B PR R, AIER A KE 2R RN, SILFEAT 0.5 5 0.7
mol-m?s™ %] 0.15 mol'm™?s™, H1F 0.05-0.15 mol'm>-s™, F5<0.05 mol'm™s’!
(Therouxrancourt %§., 20100, AT EEIA FIAE A5, AERIEWFRE, L
1257 Hh DL R O A A S IR R R, X R EE S AR UM R BRI R AR, 1B
B0l K R0 25 RS T S E

442 FEITFEMERETSASERENERREENX

SAL T BRI RPRAE T BB K0 T2 B2 RAEBWKIREAETF 2 F1,
RZRIGHT 45 R BT JE (Miner %%., 2016; Miner fll Bauerle, 2017). A%
FRILA gosar T 0.15 mol-m™-s" WHAT, g5 P, MKARAWEIXA], Wity
AKX I3 AN T Ba R R AL B SR s, 3 AN R AL SR
PRI S goo HMBUX AR IR R L 24400.15 mol'm™s™ A, X gou
KT 0.15 mol-m?s™ i, NASFLHRERBDE G AR, SILKETEH
S COy I E T SR B R BB, Bl P, 285 ME guu /N T
0.15 mol'm™s™ i, FRMHEIE, ASALEWMITMELIEARES, hithi <
FLRIZRIFIEGI & P B ME— R, Bt P, 5 g IR RLIRKAEZA, HIFE
HIFEK g BIR T, P, BshHERZ, XTEE 3a guu 5 P, A HOGR PG B,
BUBET e e, /N2 IWUE 1E8 K. BRI, BATEAE AL S AR,
BT R AR, EREAE N S BT R HITE K A s 7 2
AL g T RBE RN EAG g BT (B 4.5), T H A —Semf 5T 3R B,
AHER ) SAL T BB R A R g, KAERRTHE, IE B0 P, BV
71\ &R A DL KKy R RBCR MR R A T (Lei 5., 2011).

AL RE AR [F T R A b B R R 2 S, — IR AL S A
T TR A0 i 52 P16 A FE R B S BN T USSR RAS HER 1Y) g 3 — D7 TIPS
KB T T S B B BEMEARFAE, BRI R — e, TRk
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HF, M gua T 0.15 mol-m™s™ BT, KT, &l RL TSI
N BRI 75200 P, ALAC IR B, iz )R, FAR AR AL ZOT i IR
HTEDIH o & L B RR R B

443 AARGFENTEERE

AR AL F NN T R a5 A T i AT BE T B e S B0 & AR B R N
I EZZH 1 (Flexas 5., 2008), SRMEAMFLH, FFRA HME &M T BELE
AEF B Bt & AR B R R, iR A RS ALE R R R
B SEAT T, i A B R RO A T R 2 s G IOHERR DN E , AT RE XS Vemax
F T ITHS e AER R T A3 BE R A TR ARV 2 AN e, (R )
B P BEAE AR AL IR 3R T BT 3 R B2 T BB 0l AR BRI R R M AT 51
T, R I 2 A0k B 8 T R0 Wt 705 B AR DL i 75 A L 1) R

o E R AR E VR B, AR DL BRI bRt T ASHE 7
PN B o AR B AR R e R - B s KR Z R 2 —. T HAE A
AHIREZ TR PNE, MR A 2R B, RS eE
AT REAR L, A AKX T R E UK (Casadebaig 5., 2008), fEAH
SARTIA, ARV TR 32 BT B AR R RS P R B R . fE HARSRAE TR, —
REEKBIRE KRG, A EABSHT R E 2 IR H K, (H2&H T
MR R AN K oy 7 sk, BUAETR A SR i eikis 8K - aa 78 2 6 AF T
Ko ARV IR EERIAR MR, DR S EBUEM AV =R R . BRILTERF
FEAO A FIT, 5501 75 T R — A AR K R AR K R
AR BRI R AR B AT A, VA W TR AR AR A ke 2 P A i 8
FESEBR TR, PTREAK IR IO E Sl VHEYIAN IR A 1 3 P 8 52 - 5 0 e A
AFEE R . S ] T AR AN & AR B R A s B — 5 SR e 247
B R AR AR PO 75 EAT SRR NI 20 B AR
4.5 INEK

A FEARHE IR TR T T A A B AR 57 e (i BB ek i S AR A
I E BHfE T RERRIARNE, JFihie rARFREhEnk, pS
g MR R BN SAL T AU - I semT . /N & it 52T S Ma ks,
MR B S AL EE AT R 2 4 BB ol FUE DL ASWC IR 535008 048, 0.3
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A0.1, TN gosar N 0.35+ 0.15 LA 0.06 mol-m™>s™ . AE AL R IFUH
MY A A EE AR MG AL S TE ASWC Ry 0.3 B, FESILRERHIISE P, 5 g
HIR R KA, IITAEAE AL S AR, 75 5 RN R 1 S e B2
XA RS R, 502 LK ks 78 R IR g, T FWra
wfli g BTG TE . AT FTEs R o4Ol T FAEJE BRI AR R B L LK
I JEE VR A1) P 1 s SR AL B
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B5E MEHAAMRAESRERERAKSFRARELEARE
FH

5.1 5|8

ANV Z V2 R, A, RE. K JEJI LR H A
EHHE % (Maestrini A Basso, 2018), MfEABRIEREIN, Ko folbA
FEERIARBEIREI AR (Mbava Z5., 2020; Nechifor Al Winning, 2019). K,
AT TEA BRICIK 23 26 AE R, S R IR B2 Mt ol 7 H R A BRI A 77 B R g
Fy 1)

IKAFIHRBE, RECTEY B JEPEKE L — R8T R REE
FeaE, T RUR AR RGURE AR FIK o TEHEZ IR BT, A
F RV AN [F R BERIVEDIK S FH R R (Tallee 5., 2013). BT HMEA & 51 H.
5T EfE, A AL, KRB Z 2V 20 E 1 0%E (Behir
%, 2016; Gao ., 2019; Medrano %%., 2015). fE/=&/KF L, HREWN
KRR CE KEWNBFIT, IHEBF I E ROEMLEr= &K E 7K 5 FI
ERIEER R (Sadras Il Angus, 2006), WEIHFEEYD, 78K ERIKH]
R NAZAFAE i 5, WA, T X — i KA TE ARG s,
B A — R Ve B B KK R AR i TR R o T [FDR,  — SR RF 78 2 R AT 42
HRYGHEIA, BEARFERES RS, EARSBREIZEAT, EE— A F 1 5P
KA ZCZE (Huxman %%., 2004; Knapp %5., 2006). {E¥77 & LKA AV &
MR it 26 B I RO B AR A4S R G0 L IBRK Z #e BT ik 52 (Ferraz 4%, 2016),
PRIk, iR AR 3R G0 RO A OB R & 6 B0 0 BT AE B B K 7 R R 2B K
A, SR H AT FEAEY R R BAEAS AEAS R G0 KA R R RR R,
WP KK AR BRI AL, HICEE M FEEY, Ry, Hot
AR RGURBE F R BAAAER KK R

FENE R b, BROKAS Had A2 el i 22 0 SCFLHF P T (Lin %%,
2019), “HAFERE KRR, BIUILBOKAE B ARG R PR — 8 L], Aol
—E G, BRE AR AT R R AR AR B, AT RS I BN K .
PRl FRATHEWTE I ROBE b, A R R AR LE K 43 R e iy i 5t
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WAV KK R HRRE . EASRERE L, — L5 R DA 15K S e
S [ E I, RS CO, il (B kA ) 2 7] 2 21 5¢ & (Baldocchi,
1994; Law 4., 2002), XS5/EWFEEAKT ERIOCREML, FFRATHE #
MGETEAS RGN I, HIFEEYI AT REEAT AL KK 7 FIH RCE

SR, TEM RS RGRE, VEP/K 5 R 2R A AR A AZTE AN [R] B[]
REE, TMAEA R AR EE T HREREL & R (Montagnani %5., 2018), [,
FRATHE AW 180 5K 7K 53 ) P AR 3 A TE AN [ Bk ] FUBE R ¥ AT e s, i
B KK G R R R e — 1) o ER B EIR RIS R A AR LY
=, Yo nlERK SR B, KR R W] B AN RN (R RS, i
0 H PR T R ML (Vialet 2., 2016), Rk B 42K 2 F) FH 2GR Bt R
) RO AR AL )RR e O e e (R 3R, It — 2D 0 W i e VR P e KK 23 R I AL
S IR 5

NSRRI C3 AEY), HTHAEKEE R, E2RARSEX Y
M. T C3 1EY RGP G A, 1 H AL 15
Wi (Buckley 5., 2017), FRATHEWT N ZZXRAEME F AR RGERE ER1Z
FAT AR I e KK 3 U 6%, 1 HLIBE & I ) RUBE R3S K, /N3 8Kk 43 R
R NLZ AN CHoA 5 37 PG AR 2 3 O B R AL S R, 3 80K R 3%
PN (Tallee 45., 2013). AHFFEH) H B TI0E FOCHR RS, A&
PR NEARFREZ B RBRAKREE R R, RIHEmER. RFTMEEN: (D
TR S ) (RIS RS R RRE (BER . Ry BUEA) F
INZE (R BB KK A R0 B FEARARARAE s (2) B E 51 /N AN R R 7K 73 1)
BRI K R, It D EZBOOKD PSR B EE 5. N
T 5 IR AR, AT 2Bt 1 AN [R5 DXAS R0 X3 1 /22 it FR

A7 R G R UE AT T AT H B0

52 MEI5EE
5.2.1 ShRREHAEB
AHIF T I Fr AR B AR S RGN RUBE 73 B 7N 22 R e KK 73 R FH 00 J HG
BRI R R o i ROBE /N 22 DI SR 1 vl i . Bl Gl A3
BZ W5 2.1 7)) DR AR 708 SRR IR 1) C3 VR iy RUBE SR SE
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BOULEE (Lin 5., 2015), & VG358 /N2 R BB G5 A [ 7K 43 b BLRUAS
RIS RERAZN (BRI S0 FIRAEEE, 1 a3 HeE A R
SEATTE (150 200 25 BLK 30°C) e LSRN 2 3R15 R . SCoRIc SR 345
B 2 AR AN R SR ORI (1) C3 AR UM 3 A

NFE AR B R RUE T 3 AN A R S, 3l 0l 9 R
W KHT. Coleambally Wheat 3 (Cleverly %5., 2020) (AHF7EHHH AUS F£oRki%
)L A R E L AR X el (Tong %5., 2009) (AHFZEH A CHI IR
Zu) PAR BRI [E ) Kingenberg(DE-K1i) (Vuichard £5., 2016) (AHF5EH
H EUR FoRiZul), 3 MARET 3 FORFRIAMEERE, 502X, ¥
PR X DA B X o R SRS ARE (3 R 4T /N 200 B AR ARFAE 73 AT, IROKRE T
T R 2011 FEHEAT M, iZuhi/hZZ 2011 4E 5 H 6 HARM, 12 A 3 Hik
Ko IR DXk AU HE 2003-2004 SERE AT 0T, iZi/NEE 2003 4E 10
H 23 HiER, 2004 4 6 H 4 HUGER. 78 ERRRIE X uh Rk $% 2005-2006 4F 24 3
17000, Zuk/NZZ 2005 4 9 F 25 HAER, 2006 459 H 26 HZk. 3 Dubifr
BEESWE T 210, 3AMMPMAEMRIRER GREMBRKREZE
BARHIES WK 5.1,

522 HIEALIE

ANZE I P E AR B AR A I R DA SO Bt 2R TS AR s 2.3 fY
. EEHYE FEAFES ARG CHE (NEE). E#EE (LE). &k
B (Ta). SEAIA RN (PARD. FE/KE (P) DURMRUKIREZ (58). NEE
A LE ¥ b8 205 4 R A SC RGN SRS, SREEAR 3 353408 10HZz, W
R R) PR] B A 30 min,  FAR S GACHE WL R B A4 30 mine 38 SN ) skl
(EAN S W AR LI BT )5 OB R et admiavzah 78, By L AR
HIBUE K 2 nk1S . DNERBAESRGFKE (BET) mEHatHE3RG, f
ET=LE/v ., v &/KMEAH, E N 2.26 MIkg s

523 KO FBAMENITERE
AW TP N KT I A R REE, 7t A RE L, KR RCER
(WUED & RNENEHEZR (Pn) SZEBHEZER (Tr) WIR:
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WUEizﬁ (5.1)
Tr

EESRGRE L, ISFESRGET) (NEP, HHEI-NEE) 115 /K53H]
M (WUE), & XN:

puE =228 ZNEE

ET  ET
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Fig. 5.1 The seasonal variation of meteorogical factors in three different observational
sites
VE: AUS ERAr TR 7 8K LM ) Coleambally Wheat ¥t (2011), CHI FoxH [H 1l

ARHLX I B (2004), EUR a7 T KR 18 E ) Kingenberg(DE-Kli) (2006),
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Fig. 5.2 The relationship between net photosynthesis rate and transpiration rate at leaf
scale for wheat under different environmental conditions
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o6, AR, WOmEEE I (LT REXE . MT /T RIERIXE, HT i X E)D
AR Z&/NAEARFT: () Lin BRI A BRIGIEH AL T 5 X AW 4847 (Lin et al 2015) (3
TR AN, WAL & F2): (o) HARMEKME FH/NEM bR (D
AFEKISIEE, FEHIAAF 3R W5 LA COy S /NI Frdibs .
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KA, BRIy il B e i A AN 22, AR DX TRD X BB/ 23S
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A ZE S o DA R RSN 2 1 7K 20 A R B AE AN R DI RGBT 1Y
A (B 5.3b, &), I FE RS AT I, IREGBAK, PIR N A
BRI RO, T BAEAR R IR EE X TRl N, SR hilom, N2k A
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Fig. 5.3 The variation of vapor pressure deficit and water use efficiency for wheat under
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different tempeture and radiation conditions
E: a M b NN, ¢ Ml d AEF/NZE HT FonimER T 32°C, MHT Foniim %+ 28-32°C
Z A, MLT FoniRBENT 22-28C 2], LT FomiiERT 22°C. HP LR KTF 950
pumol'-m?s', MP FRIEH N T 300-950 pmol'-m™s' Z A, LP FiR#E/NT 300

umol-m™s™, WUEi [fJ #4474 ug C mg”' H,0.
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TN Z A SRS e A (B 5.40), Z JEREZ MM Z 3G R mE R, 475
WA ZRET 3 kPa 2 )5, B2 MR 2 (IR — 0K, 780 S PO PRI,
EU 28 I 3ok 2 B 2 AR M AN 22 (R PR B AZAE BRI S B /S22 7K 43R FE 3 i 3 /S
PRI Z IR, JekesE/bah, 2G2S AN 22 Bt — 20 R UG, =
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Fig. 5.4 The response of leaf gas exchange parameters and water use efficiency to vapor
pressure deficit

7E: WUE FI#.674 ug C mg™” HyO0.
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WEEANFIK I 2600 S, KRERTf RN Z M i RIE SRS S S K g
FIFZ KA (K55, 5.6), KIBEE KD PG RELD, HNZ LT RN
A R, H LI 2% P B ™ A2 ], e MR 22 AR Bl e T W i A
B A Z B K 70 > A R, (B P E Y R 3 kPa (&
5.5a M1 5.6a). R /K LRI/, K T AR /N 22 49001 & TR A 2R S R
PRI SERE DB, e POERERRES (B 5.5b, ¢ M 5.6b, ¢). WE
IR LS 2 A SR R FHRCR Z 1Bl AR R 28, R BR TR 36 0 0 i 45 5030 247
BRI R I BE AR a5, R REER R R e fa g A3, e
AWHE K, SRIEBRIK D gt — Db, K R R PR FER (B 5.5d). #if
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Fig. 5.5 The response of leaf gas exchange parameters and water use efficiency for wheat
growing in field to different water conditions

7E: WUE #4679 ug C mg™ HyO0.
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Fig. 5.6 The response of leaf gas exchange parameters and water use efficiency for wheat
growing in pot to different water conditions

7E: WUEI (18474 ug C mg”' H,0,

533 NERBESRGEARSRIEXTERBERE TH&RAKS FIAKE
5.3.3.1 NEIRTE]RE

DA SEX N E R AES RGHOKZ <R (B 5.7), RIES
TR, (HREAFN 2] E, ASFSA% X KK 5 I 2 1 )
T8, HAPERRE L, 3 A SRR R MR N 4.5 ¢ C kg'! H0
(B 5.7), 1 A& 353547 7K 5 R A B8 B8+ 4.5 g C kg HoO, AN
SR AL T3 1 DX P 3l mit e KA R B AR A X B . FEFERUE B (1 5.70),
3N R KK Y R AR i T 3 ¢ C kg HoO, 1 H RN N 2.2 ¢ C kg’
H,0 (B 5.7¢). fERMARNEE L, R IBIES X K5 F R ERIE 2 sl
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Fig. 5.7 The response of net carbon exchange to evapotranspiration for wheat in different
stations with different climate
d: (@ RRRE, (b)) NERE, (o) AHRE. AUS FRAL TR ARFEHEUR L4 1
Coleambally Wheat 3fi (2011), CHI F&7xH B (L ZR#B X ) Skt (2004), EUR F£oRfAr TER
4 E ) Kingenberg(DE-KI1i) (20060, R R RN R K MR, RREHN 4.5

gCkeg'H,0, FARE N3¢ Cke' H,O, AREN22¢Ckeg' HO.

5332 FNFREFFGEAE

TE/ BT RO by 30 ANAS AV X 3 257N 224 B AR 248 R G dee KK o3 R FH A
S T80 1 HZ— R AP e Bgmsek (B 5.8). b BARTEL,
B KAE N 11.5 ug C mg™ Hy,O, AT BEN 4.5 pg C mg! HoO, FAITBEN 6.5 ng
C mg' H0. {HRMEHANEFWMESE, RIESADU, ARZBKS
F R T 45 5 R OROK 7 FI R 2% (B 5.8a, b, ¢, (H2 W54 & 1 Ak 4
(EZAEFHD MMEEE, HRIL 5E 15 RIK I BB AR B B2 &
Bok o IR R B 5 (B 5.8d, e, ). AN B IR BROEEE T2 211R 2 0
MR sgm, HroJUH AR ARSI, BT NEAERRR S e
HTHECE TN, M TRRTREOR D, AR EE i) LI s A HUR AR,
TR UL I ) (1A FE 7K 23 32 e 9 AN 4 /N F2 i ZE I IR K 0 38 He, I B AR 43
BB A, PRI T R 22 51 T /N2 A H K 49 ) 03 (Rt e 248 3, AT
SECE MBS T 458 BRI AR . TIEA KRR, N
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Fig. 5.8 The response of seasonal and main seasonal net carbon exchange to
evapotranspiration for wheat at different stations with different climate
e (a, ) ALTHORFITEHEUR L ) Coleambally Wheat 3 (2011), (b, &) [ 1L %< Hh
X I @ et (2004), (e, £) AT ERIMAE E ) Kingenberg(DE-Ki)iE (2006). 4% AL FIR
BRIEIE KA FIRZCE N 115 pg C mg” H,0, LLERHERRERIEIE KRR N 6.5

ng C mg' H,0, BLFRIRNHRAIEIE KD FIFHZE N 4.5 ug C mg”! H,0.

5333 PRI EHNERAESRERRERRKSFIABERNER

ST AN A B I 8 AN RS ol i B R R BN AR AR S R GU B R IK
AR (B 5.9, KBEAFHTY, NERHAESRGKDFH]
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ANARHE IR, BRI IR E R R ER 0 A BRI . XN
TR, AN ERTIARARECEOR (B 5.10b, WRIE Xk 50, BORK AR EOR
WRAE ELERAR R 1 L3 b, B, BEE /N AR, AR Ho b
(K 5.10c, d, IEXS D, KEMLIEFFEEZEREER, K HAREH
ML/ 2N B LIRS AR, 1 RN BN 2 A E ORI, #E R T,
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Fig. 5.9 The response of daily net carbon exchange to evapotranspiration for wheat at
different stations with different climate
Y (a) BT AR HT R LM Coleambally Wheat ¥ (2011), (b) A il ZZHb[X 1)
E3E (2004), (o) H72FERMAERE ) Kingenberg(DE-KIi)¥ (2006). LTS KIEE
AKAFIF RN 4.5 mg C kg' H,0. WG SRZETMTY, GEMFORETHIN, &
iR R A I o
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Fig. 5.10 The response of hourly net carbon exchange to evapotranspiration for wheat
during different growing stages under humid climate
T SOHUSEOR BN BAE, BREBUS RN B, O RRR R BU
¥ LORHE R R IIE KD FIFZCEN 6.5 ug Cmg! Hy,0', BLERIR I AIEAE K7 F
&%)y 4.5 pg C mg™” H,0.
54 g
ARSCI B BILE T # e NI B RV ZS RG0S & 7517 78 i R 7K 43 R %
e, WRNFER A ARES R GURBE BN P R S TE AR I G R B KA TRAF 1.
B A ST RIS ZAMES KRG K & UL BARCFEYI K 7 K &R — 5
(Huxman %., 2004; Sadras fIl Angus, 2006), /NEEMHAFAESRKRGRE
KA FI R EAT B 5 R R AR 2 S FLIF A B9 13 15 (Buckley F1 Mott,
2013), TEAEVIRIL CO, HEAT R E1ERINS, WsRFEREAE ZREFEKIERE, Rk,
KGR S VB M /K A TEREZ IRl AL (Buckley %%, 2017).
bb, BEESATRRMIK S, FEVD P g 2 R HL B — e VE N AR AL I, iX 2
N LATRIET s BB RGULFEBKT, KR FHBERGAERKE, B
B b S S A
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FEME P RUE /N2 R KK o FIFH 3036 4.5 pg C mg™! HL0, IfifEAR HAE
BRGE FANE R IR FIH AT 20-11.5 mg C kg™ Ho,O AN [A] L
), fERRE L, ~45mgCkg! H0, Zid i s 5 A RE E
B KK P AR B A A - EEE] 5.10 Hh/NZ2 AR T LAT Bt B 31048 4k AT LA
B, EAEFHRY, NEHTRIRECNT 3, WRINER H I e e N
B, EIXFMERT, w7 BN E S Rk, T B D R R
BN, N E I FEAE R 28 i R L S SRR PRI R AR S
RGRE, 24 F WA /NI R 7 R R i s v RUEE BN 221
BRI R R B A 3

277 Y B S MAVE I ERAR B KK 73 ) 3R I 2 R 3 KA KT
R K MEE . JEJLA LR E R RESE (French AT Schultz, 1984; Sadras
F Angus, 2006; Gobbett %5., 2016). 7EM AR RGN E FIRF R A2
SOMNZE K MR AR AL, T H B &R AR . H . LU H 4%
I T) )RR 7R A, W RTAE S R 0 RURE 17K 49 ) FH 83 IR AR A 340 B X 52 308
DML AR EER R, NEAKKERRERZ/T 19 3 23C2
[i] (Slafer 1 Rawson, 1995), HXFBURKIIREZ AR T/ N2 A6 &M, A
3K AR (B 5.3). T AN 1 2 SRR 2 A R TN 2 A AL
5KIT 5 AN AT DA /N 22 PR BN 28 T8 38 T SRAFIOR ™ i, X2 vttt 4 b
P B AR AR RS 2R G0 7K 43 ) F SR AR ORI R R (1 5.2 FIET 5.8)

5.5 IhN&&

FEAREI 2 RN, NERRK G RAFLETL T, Ko F B RIS Sk
INZEI AR BE R B KK SRR N 4.5 pg C mg' HoO, R4S RGN
KK FIHBEEANT 2.2-11.5 mg C kg H,0. BN E RN, NER

A3 R G IR R R F R E RN o TR RUEE b, SN RROK R &R,
L ED K2 R RCR K 2 B R RO S SRR 2 IR JRRRLLRKSY, 45 COo,

MR ORI, AT &4 HT R 5. N ERALESRS
REEE, B BRI AL, G AR AR H 22 5 0 /N 22 7K 53 R F 2% 4
.
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B6E HPIRFEEKIREARAZMERS

6.1 5|8

FEARIRVFZ LT R X AR EEY T, N HIEEM Y KL E (Edreira
., 2018)0 AR H TP R X FFKEA 2 BRI S], X S X )/
F PR AR . AR SR, BT R X — R N B &N
At HANERLL, B/NE A E I — R — Bl BB AR AR S AR
SR AR B BFE, Wf R A RK R, ferea, ARTRnXE
NN K E B EE bR, BT, AEYIK I KRBT SEILR L KA 208
PRI EEAE (Musick 5., 1994, HLENNEZKAFH S BEZEFLR, If
SIHTIR 0% R I RS R FR SR R X N R e B R L

TR A KOS I ) K 7 B 45 AR P 7 B % U A P e fE A (Nielsen.
20100, TMiXf T NS, — B AIRAT A AEIIR K 57 h s B35 PR N 32
7= (Thapa., 2019), IXEWREAE IR FKEBEE SN KRR T
INE BT ATIESE b, R T RMIX, NEAERNRKEREEE
PR, W0 R Z KRN, RN FANEE AR K, N T LR 5K
AT I K4S kR . Stone AT Schlegel (2006) 3 i i A& Hl 4 /N3
32.2 %7 AR T DL 3R AT e K AR RE . Lyon 55 (1995) K ILAR AT 1%
fil K B AT LUARRE 6 FhRIRIEYD 30 2 70 %~ B4R, 1 oA B WM, +i%
Rk S EYI = S E R K . 54/, /NI A E AR X
B, B, R LK R AN I O ROZ A AR R AEA .

R854 5 WIROK 2 s ar L3k K 82 18] 1006 R H B s
FTEEA, HAE B MK 5 R A 3K 2 1] A A8 ELAE R SR e 2 A
WEEAHE, mHMFFRE R EAFAEIRZ )& (Stone M1 Schlegel, 2006: Zhang
&%, 2013). Stone l Schlegel (2006) W5t K ILIEmRHI~BILEGL RS, #
i K 5 K RRE S EAE L, (R R T LK S e N e
0T AE B IR K E I B o 1 Nielsen 25 (2009) W73 Al AR B KR HIVEY)
R0 LK E RN BUE P B R K B MR R, —Lmt
FORIED A B WARE K B2 ik al LK & SEWr- R 2 mE R, W
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Schlegel % (2018) & HiAE & HARE K & 1R/ REM 54 oK 5 e B Je 46 7 ont
TR L3 K B PRI B OR R

TEPF= 5 5K EZ MR (MR NEVIK B R ED, RIEWr-&
SR KA RNEE R —. REH R EHAE K477 RN
P28 20 (Varzi, 2016; Nielsen Al Vigil, 2017). ZRifiAs [E) 3t X B 2 AH
FIVEIRIZK 53 AP SRS AR ] . B TR K 43 A 72 B 0 I B FE K =AM
Y= A AR, RIS EAEYIK A= R B AR SR R AR 2 . — S8R TR
WA F SR, A w2 51 RN Z YK 73 A7 B BUR AR % (Nielsen Al
Vigil, 2017; Moberly %5., 20170, [FJI, BE/KI ], % A2t & HIERE LA SGEE
W& 1R MBS N R, RSN E KRR PR 5HKERE
) KA (Li%%., 2004; Huang %%., 2007; Moberly Z5., 2017). #Xifi,
FERTR3K I A E IR K B B M R T A SR R — R T R XN
e SRR R 06 &R H R e E @

IR, ARAEAEY) = 2 5 FEKE Z A 58 R AU AT LA SReaf 2 (EY K 43
A7 R, B R RL R R SR LE K 43 SR S A T 1R85 K™ & (Sadras #11 Angus
&, 2006; Patrignani 5., 2014). French £l Schultz (1984) W8 1 AFL
RO B /N P B SRR K BRI B, & LT —AMNET R AR
FFER W 7RIS BORIX — M2, AT RAFR /N 22 E 7K 23 BR #7155 A R i e K
FrE. RERX—EAEmFiR, WEhZ 5 MAEmiLH, (0 7EH 2 /K 5 PR
AN RO BT A AR E A, EHMAEETTE. HETRZ IR E K
X =I5 ER A EYI BV AE 7 8 S 7“8 2% (Edreira 5., 2018; Hatfield
1 Dold, 2018). AERPFFHIIX AN /K7 BR# S5 A4 F o™ & AR5
FHAT T € (Sadras 1 Angus 2., 2006), SR T55 1% X FH/NE K IR
S AF R BB R BT, R H S A /N A B 2 S e H RTE AT 2

Ak, FEEF R, i K PR, R AR TCVE A R 2%
fRIK oy T B AN PR R . R, AT F SR AR L N N2 I P AR
ARDL, A4 F T FA TR IUE R AR B ke G ™= A . TR T 5
X e = B K AT, Yu2s (2014) 32 H BRI R R & /N
7 B AT 2 5 A AT DL S IR AR KR AR B AR B B B R R AR R g« ANid

88



56 T AR/ R IRy R AR LR K K A

FIERHNEA G AR TA/NEREEM, i HA/N R AU %A
/N AR AU S ZE RARR, DRI B AU X R /N SR AR B R
5 &N SRR 3 07 A e A ), R 75 ZE0d 0 Wt 70 e o T UMk
X /N2 S A AR AL R 43 7 2

NFEE BRI, R PR 1D FEAT LK o) RS B AR R
BANER R, M HA T PFEEKER RN F T LK & 55N
BIRRIGEHGI: 2) F/NE B AU A] DL b A 3 fg K AN A F IR K
BRIy 3D FRAT g K E A A WK AT e R BN KRG
F, JFRAUASNERKDRIHRER, 4) EhEPEILE, TR XENEBE
FEME R AR 73 IR S A R B B R B R K T R X U . A AR K
T PEAL IR/ R R AT I AR & AR SR BRI, IESE Bk 4 MR
Bo X BRI (1 0 A 45 oA B T i T R XN 77 8 57K R R
6.2 MEI5HEE
6.2.1 IRt

ARRIGAE A B 3 R P AT, X R T IR SR A X,
(R B AR T BT A, AR l 5 A0 76 € P[] J5URIs2 B =k (22
AEAE RIS T 2.1 7)), SRR BHEE T WP T E A X, X
S AN AT E L 6.1,

B 6.1 FElbTRETEMX KL R L XKEr R A

Fig. 6.1 The experimental stations in semi-arid area of Northwest China
e ZEONE R T OCHR Li 55 (2015), =M EDY R RE R, T BB KE A
7 VR e Bl e DR € fUN S PRl B g B A ] i R i
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SEPE (CHURAE N 1987-2011 4E[A)) FE B (KRS 1987-2010 (A #4
ARG I BN R 8 T K AR, BB AN ES A 1AM
oAb EE, RIRNFRACEE, FNESEFBMAMEK, TEMBEAANIE. HARE
sk AL B, NERRER AR 5-6 FoH — IR, HEER R
BT B R AR, BN

2016 “FAEFZIH, 2017 FAEETIWE | AR FDNZRER AR ZHRE T
6 MAFMIHEBEALEE, 2 BN AR . W FRAEE, 4B F WK 30 mm 4k
., A EHIANK 60 mm FIALEE . AR E WK 90 mm 1AL EE DL K 42 A E b
K 150 mm FIALEE, KBTI S 3 UGHEAT, ANKEAZ A0y 6 T3 $k9T
FVERS, U KRN BRI & PRI AR 6 MARRIZK 4k
H, S BUNERTREERE. #E/K 200 40, 60, 80 LA K 100 mm [IALEE

6.2.2 $EFRNIE S HIBIE

AT T H 5 56 5 2.3 A5 iR iR o Fe bR AR AL, 5 AR TR
{EARHIE 7T b E P HH [R]85 7K & MR 2 2 150 em, 352 FH sl D08 i
7 200 cm, [FIS, ZEAHE T AR /N BRI T R W E 1 EOK S, EEUGRE
WENE 1 REK 7.

TE 58 VA [ J5 AN A ARG R0 5530, A M TGO, AR SR 3
R340 S GOUL I S VR T M ARty R B H R B AR
KA. WH KRR, BRILER R KRS, BARRIE KA.

SRR AP SR X /N2 AR K R 9 2R K v e R 4 SO
(CNKD H1 Web of Science ¥ il A5 2% L T B R IR AT : “FE/KE” (B “ 28
HCE ") “HFANE, CCETRMIX T, i Cmhm R T TR IR
B BLRC W7 A FRK BRI B o R R PR R DU
R AR, B H GetData EIMG AL HE K {4+ (http:/getdata-graph-digitizer.com) M 3L
R B PR . A 2RI SR A ELAEAS [ (R K 2 AR AL B RSS, F R HX
RIS A 7T R R A6 Gt i KBS ER I8 A0 BT, NG 7 SpE L 2 78 263
B ALER, T S X R0 R B S M SR AL B, AR AN R AR K TR
CRERTEMEAN AL B B E AL B FI7E SR A0 B (78 JBEAL PR ANFE S AE A7 2 A D .
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6.2.3 BB

H1 T~ H RHRER 7E T R M X AT, BT DATT 2B AR 2 132 s
AT T R RSN 2 FE K B K o P A SRR, BRI/ R L5 K
= SBGRIE S K E M ZE 5 4 B AR BEKE 2 AR/ IR K =

INEEE A SRERWNE N AE, BeREH Sl BOPSTHE A Y
fH. Bl 6.2 NEFHITRERMZN 5812 E P HEFERBNAE. [Fr
AHF G R TFRSAF R SCH T U B2 R LA R B 5 KA K & IR 22
{E Catmospheric dry condition, ADC), WA H M KA TF@FM, NEEKZFEKR

AR
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B 6.2 EAEMHARERLF N EEZNRR

Fig. 6.2 Statistical information for (a) precipitation in March, April, May and June, (b)

maximum temperature in March, April, May and June, (c) water condition, including

evaporation (E), precipitation (P) and soil water content at sowing day (SWC), (d) stem and

yield, (e) variation of stem, and (f) variation of yield during 1987-2011 in Dingxi.
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AHIEFE N2 AR AR B R B SRR 3 b SRS T TE . FEASHIEFE
HO RN BAE R BRI o AR, KR AT LK & AR E A R
A H B H BT, S SRR 2 S R DA A B A R K 2 S5 S R R
FARRAT— LR T e s 0 BN P R A A e ER, SR G R R/N
FEECRE BRI A 8 4, MEIX 8 AR EE TR R EEE R
(P<0.05), WRAFFIERZEVEZR, WEIFAFAELZEZEROWHEE, R
FAAEZE R AR FEPIAL A . TESR IS AR, AW AR A )22 K-means 7572,
[ % Kolmogorov-Smirnov(K-S) Wl 1A 46 4 41 £ 3w 2 18] 52 15 17 75 2 25 Pk 22
Fo BRI SPSS15.0 F A58 A
6.3 LERIH
6.3.1 MEFRZSH EEYE. Hl. FEURSEHBHXER

4 7.5 AU EBA T MR KE S5 N 2 EAEY) R 2 BE IR
KE (6D, MEEEFBHRNATREKM. BRE. TR EUL S A=
SR ZERMKSFREMS R EREER MR R FE, 6 HRREK
=5 HLIEASS, 6 AR ek, =MW E UL RS FRAMNS I 2
FAHRIRR, T HEEAFTIMA L EHRS HI RO R FEEF IR
KEL 4 HULK 5 A KR SF N B EIEHRKR. H2 5 UL
FEEFHMRITEEMSE. Mg SRWMENRERSE N’
FAHR KR

R 3 O AR LR R A MR 2 R B MR B AR ek
Fo MAHRTTIBMAKE. 5 HRFEEKERLL 4 H RN 5 /NEECR EAHICS
Fo MEAN, FEATLIEGEKE. S AR TRAMHE S TR E 2 IEAHC R,
6.3.2 FNEEXERI TIRHEKE R B RAREKERINE
6.3.2.1 ZILOHT

FoAn et K SRR B W KR AR AT MR /N 60.4 %7 &
AR (R 6.2) /AT LIRM/KE 5 4 & JARK X 77 | I TTIRARIT, 435008 13.1
M 13.4 kg ha mm™, 1 H A0S &I AT HIRGE KR SROKRENZ EIER, TR
LA R 3 T iR N 22 7 B AR A BB IR R B e T B R RSN IR T 3 Bk
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BXFNLZ R, 0 A KRR/ 72.4 %I~ BACK, X4
2T LR E 5 A AR FORKEFTREE. R, ETUES 3 A6
B K B P ARSI R R KT HAR A Ay, 10 6 H A K B 7= AR Sl B
N, AL SFBOXFGEIRARE TR 5 H A 6 H R FE/K s KT HAl H 47
WX A H 4 B 7K B R S A A RT R 7 BRI M B i = BG4, 5 RE 3
FEZ TR, 3 AR 6 AmlKESHENLZPERANEE, THER
XA AR RoKES A A AL, xRN 8RR N, %83
SRR AULFEKENEE, 5 AR F /N7 B R Ky
HLEG I 3.
# 61 MREREEHEFNEEWE. BRI K= BNXR
Table 6.1 The five most and lowest related environment factors with Biomass, HI and

Grain yield in Dingxi station

Biomass

Most P5 PGS P4 SWC P3
0.663** 0.603** 0.460%* 0.333 0.280

Lowest ADCS5 EVAPS TMAXS VPDS5 ADC
-0.753** -0.636** -0.628** -0.617** -0.569**

HI

Most P6 RPRE7 PGS SWC P3
0.511** 0.307 0.236 0.105 0.10

Lowest TMAX6 VPD6 ADC6 EVAP6 E
-0.582%* -0.532%* -0.523%* -0.469* -0.406*

Grain yield

Most PGS P5 P4 SWC RPRE7
0.629%* 0.624%* 0.443%* 0.3911 0.3207

Lowest ADCS ADC TMAXS VPDS5 EVAPS
-0.696** -0.658** -0.658** -0.651%* -0.573%*

IE: P3. P4, P5. P6 73 IFRIR 3. 4. 5 Ll 6 AWK E; PGS Fom EEAF IR MK

&; SWC KRB ai LS /KE: ADC £n KATHEEM: EVAP R K=,
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6322 BNEFESLEFHMKENXR

BNEFEGAEFBEKEZREMCLR (K 6.3a), 4 H KK
01 mm, FEEHIN 12.5 kg ha'o SRTM, AUV ERER /N2 R A B IR KOG
R, AR/ e i 5 A K AR TE PR B AN TR (e 06 &R (] 6.3¢),
TR b 8 56 2 T DA B % i L3 /K b AT 23 1), B E 6 i 3 1 2% R (A
240 mm N5, /NT 240 mm WO TEREAT, KT 240 mm WIDGIRIEE) Bk
i o

x 6.2 FPEFBRERITEEKEBURETHRKENZ TSIt KR

Table 6.2 Results from stepwise regression analysis of spring wheat yield associated with

soil water content at sowing, precipitation during growing season and precipitation in

March, April, May and June, Dingxi, Gansu, 1987-2011.

A AT R RMSE
1 Y =13.1SWC +13.4P -3110.5 0.604"" 566.1
0 Y = 11.6SWC +10.5P + 0.013PSWC — 2776.1 0.604"" 579.2
3 Y = 13.8SWC +34.4P3+17.1P4 +14.5P5+2.9P6—30904  0.724"  508.1

Y is spring wheat yield, SWC is soil wate content at sowing, and P is precipitation during main
spring wheat growing season (from March to June). P3, P4, P5 and P6 is precipitation in March,

April, May and June, respectively.

5 J8 B — Lo A R B AR TR R S E O R T,
Horp— SR I BR o Horb 2009 SRR HHERE K EARE K, £ B BIBOKEAER /I,
1M — /NP AR, EA . TE 1994 4, EH/NEFRF B
IR K K, PR RAEE AR, IR M. TR R s,
A ULR ILE R B LRI S5 R N AR A AR K B T AR RN 91.5 %l i
AR, FRKERIEI 1 mm, PEERIN 213 kgha's MERERT HIETIEBEL T,
A B IR & T LMRRER /N 70 %~ A%, BN 1 mm FOKE, o
16.8 kgha's AL, MEKLI, 1999, 2006 LK 2007 45K E 5H/NE= 8
FHARH AT FRAG THEHEIEZ. S PrEdE KX 3 4, JRET L
/K &5 3 A 4 At bk EIEHE D, BNEZERKYZRME, FEED
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ZEE R s AR R ke, MR E R N, AR A IRER, RMEE
WFKEA IS 2, WICANTe AT 5 N 22 7 B B AR o 1 n Rk
X3 FEHEAR, WAERRAT BT R, A F IR E TR 86 %M/
2 AR (B 63d). tbah, FRATTRAM R LUK 5 A KESH N
BRRADANA CRASEFTMEKESTNEERAZRM, BRI,

4000 300 4000 - — 4000 ——
y=12.5x-23.3 O Drysoil © Wet soil (—)/ B
s o _
N R’=0.369 ° = o ¢ y-184x-716.6
"5 3000 §/ 7230004 421 3x-605.1 3000 R'=0992"
o0 S 250 <=
Q en
= g < 16.5x-1077.6
= 2000 3 3 2000 2000 P~ ézx(') 908;”
.2 . ) =0.
Y g g 2009 /
g & 2004 g /
£ 1000 = £ 1000 - 1000
G] k) G}
» o 9
b 09 >@16z~8x-930-4 N y&17.4x-1787.9
. c S ; 2
0 — 150 40X : 04@ /L R-067 ofd ~ R=0712
0 50 100 150 200 250 Dry soil Wet soil 0 50 100 150 200 250 0 50 100 150 200 250
Precipitation (mm) Patterns Precipitation (mm)

B 6.3 F/NEENA B MK ER RN

Fig. 6.3 Response of spring wheat yield to precipitation during growing season

6.3.23 HINEFEERAILIEMKEZBHXER

EARFE EHADR R AR, AT LKA G 1 mm, FHNEFE RGN
11.2 kg ha'', &7 3K E R AR ER/INE 153 % BAR (K 6.4a). i
WRAF AN TR /N B 5 LIRMK B Z MR R, TRIUX —H KR
PUHIZE & WIS 0 9 NP2 (B 6.4¢), 244 B IR S TR KT 425 mm
i 58 SONTIRSEAE, /NT 425 mm I E SCNIB IS

FERSIBIE KM T, BNE - mBE R LI AEK E RN R/ RN 20.1
kg ha' 'mm™, LIEGEKETT DMRRBEGR /N 78.3 %l BARS . IfE RS TR
TR (BT 1996 SEAFHIBKEAEE D, BZEnBdE), LK E
DAARRR R /N 82.8 %= AR, T H A3t /K BN 1 mm, P2 &0 22.9
kgha'.
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4000

600

- 4000 - -
y=11.2x-908.9 v%“ O Dryair © Wetair
o~ R=0.116" ° "o ~ y=22.9x-2656.7
S 3000 B E30004  R*=0.828"
o o on %o
& © &
N € N—
5 oo 5 o
E 2000 — A 152000
BN =
£ R
g g
© 1000 © 1000
° y=20.1x-3639.9
o o R™=0.783""
0 (a) T T T 200 b) T T 0 £ T T T
100 150 200 250 300 Wet air  Dry air 100 150 200 250 300
SWC (mm) Patterns SWC (mm)

B 6.4 F/NEr B RT3k K R i

Fig. 6.4 Response of spring wheat yield to soil water content at sowing

6.3.2.4 LUKHEMMRIGIIEE BHARE K 8 IR HIRKES 28X R

P E 2016 SERE AT IR MK MRS, FAAL RS LIRIUKE S
IEMSRIK AR, TR/ ZE 7™ xR K B i B 38 50 0 A T B PR iR /N 22
PR POKER RS B H, EsL BRI N R S K E R R
HEME (B 6.5a). FR, FEEFN, 2017 F (KA FRFMNTEEE) )
WA /N S AT FON B SR AT LI AR K R 2RSSR, 1 HI 5 R 3K &
TAHRIKFR (B 6.5b). & P/ I Hs s e 1 51 70 A T B s K
TR T LK E S HNL B E RIALE E, IS 7T X%
A R 3OK 0 26 SN P B RS RE IR AR o

5000

=
==
=

AL
VN

“-::10000 F Stem weight ® Grain yield 0.45
® = HI #
z on
'E 4000 — 24, 8000 | - 0.40
=
2 Wet soil .20 Dry air
N -
3000 QB) 6000 - [ -0.35
E il P
.a g y=38.5x-6711.9 =
512000 ® % 4000 s ¢.0024x+1.019 L 030
s ® y=21.3x-605.1 2 3
@) < ‘ @
1000 = 2000 4 ‘\ L 025
o .2
>\. Ca
al g b
0 T T T @ s 0 T T T T ®) 0.20
0 100 200 300 400 O 200 250 300 350 400

Water supply during growing season (mm)

Soil water content at sowing (mm)

B 6.5 SZFHANRE PG PRk E TR K 704 A al LIRpE K B 5H N Z-BEIR R

Fig. 6.5 (a) Response of grain yield of spring wheat to water supply (sum of irrigation and

precipitation during spring wheat growing season) during growing season at Pengyang in

2016 (wet soil condition at sowing); (b)Response of grain yield, stem weight and Harvest

index for spring wheat to soil water content at sowing at Dingxi in 2017 (dry air condition

during spring wheat growing season).
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633 HEINEEKLZENSIZFER

A 7= AR S A B AR, WLV R AN A KR E R AR 5
NSF (K 6.6). H Rk A FERKMT, Wil -LIEMEKERK, MAEFHA
TR AT (B 6.2a, b)), F/INEZ REE AT S e (1 22 AT AN 7 5 (& 6.2¢, DD
M, RSk EEREAE T, A FMIRATRF RN, TR K ER,
NP RANZER E AR, MEHAD 3 ANRURER T, FNFE A EF BN
TAMEFR A FIE ZJAlo [, SBES A IR WK & B3 & T H A= 5
R, MAEFES By C. D M E ZRIFAEHIRKENZRARE. FR,
B TSGR C A1 D 24, HA SRS 2 (Al T RE/K SR WUE 72 57 2 25 (1A
6.2f, o Bb4h, SHANSMEERIAAL, SEFER C M E &4F FHEH/NE HI i

300 600 7000 — 3500
a ABC#B ~ AaABa ~
{ab 550 - T 6000 - 7, 30004 . B
=
- aby | _ 500 “1 “ens000- 025004 A
gzso- = & ABCb | &
450 - = 4000 - 2000
S ab) 09 el 1§ 5 Cacp
2 Eﬂ 2 400 - ABCDab| 5 3000 op | B1500
2007 < 350 £ 2000 D| £ 1000 - b
1) —
1 300 & 1000 E; O 500 4 =
a b (© (d)
150 (I) T T T T 250 (I ) T T T T 0 T T T T T 0 T T T T T
ABCDE ABCDE ABCDE ABCDE
210 ABb 360 3 10
—_ ABbABD ABb 0.42 a > B
E Aa ~ a b= 8 -
g Bbl & 300-Aa al o
=140 g 0.36 - a 2 A C
£ = BC ' £ 6+ ¢
8 9 = 3 ==
g = 27 “iene Lﬁoso 2 4 E
= — .30 4 = -
% 70 4 % ng ° 5 D
2 = 180 g G &3
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S (H (h)
0 (I) T T T T 120 T T T T T (Ig) T T T T 0 T T T T T
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B 6.6 ¥ TREMFRUXEAHFNMEERKTRAURFR
Fig. 6.6 Year patters of climate for spring wheat in semi-arid area, at Dingxi, Northwest

China

6.3.4 BRINEFKESFEZEMXR
HFNEFRORB G B2 AR R EINLIEL R, KAMEN 13.73 kg ha'!
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mm™, #EEHN 1304 mm (& 6.7a), SHEGRIE TR T H RN EFOKE 8D
FAALE, FERTREKSRAT T HIRZ AR B SN, 1028 8 K R A R R
BRI R K (R 6.3). X THERNFNLZLHE, HKEMEXRA
RPN R TG A T 30, (HRBEEE . AL, SEgemia i AL,
GRS /NAE BRI it 7 s P M, SCAEZE 8 A TS ) & s 3 /N ZE Ak A
BRRRREMBSE R e, LR UMeEE Nk E S ER A/
R REAR, EER 7 IRAER . L E IR 77 o 1 N R AT 7 o 4 I
AIRATEL AL B A, XSRS RCR A E AR . AL, Aegifita )y 3K,
FE RV LA K e AT R IV R DA A 7 301 s (M LR AL B N 2K R S 7 D

FRI A 2 2 AN ]
6000 15
! ITBS IBS(E) ABab
L[]
o IGS * IGS(E) é;nz_ ABCa
=]
sa000” Mo IBSM £
4 i
~ <
E =
[5) an
2 2 %
[=}
"5 2000 -} =)
=
g =
) °/° R*=0.731"
T T T T T T T T T T T T T
0 100 200 300 400 500 T IBS IBS(E) IGS IGS(E) M IBS+M
Water use (mm) Treatment

B 6.7 ARAKIEETK TENEHRKEE=BXR
Fig. 6.7 Water use and yield relations for spring wheat under different agricultural
managements
Note: IBS indicates irrigation before sowing; IGS indicates irrigation during growing season; M

indicates mulching; R indicates data from references; E indicates data from experiments in

current study.

AEMFEEE TR T, F/NER WUE HAREEMA (B 6.70), 75
Jiti N B3N E B B WUE, {88 11.5 kg ha! mm™, & 48R 75 20K
/N WUE M/, 59 6.2 kg ha™ mm™, 7525 75 39 08EIE A0 3% B HEE A B £
/N2 WUE 235105 10.2 F17.3 kg ha™ mm™ . 7 75 82 3% Al 3047 REWE T 72
A E A S AN WUE JVN T 8 55 1 G WUE, X —#% WUE
43519 8.4 A1 11.5 kg ha! mm™ .
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6.3.5 PEFEILIE NEBERBRERMK D FIARE

[ P AL T AN T R X N K I SR AN e M T (B 6.8a),
BT RN IR X 5N RS BRI w5 15.98 kg ha
mm™, A R E B R NN 91.3 mm. [T X AR X
FNFBAEHRIBEE N 19.46 kgha! mm™', HIEHZEEKLKEN 90.9 mm. [FH,
AHF G T SRAT A /N T AE 25 R /N T AR 508 SR I T R IX &N 220
TEAMERR, MRS HIEN 22 kg ha! mm™'.

£ 63 AARVEETRTHENEFKESTFEXRSMN

Table 6.3 Water use and yield relations under different agricultural managements

Agricultural Slope (kg ha™ Offset
Resource R?
managements mm’™) (mm)
T (Rainfed conditions) =~ R+E 13.73 abcde 130.4 abed  0.7317
R 7.39 ef 9.59 h 0.992""
IBS E 9.75 ef 732 0.933""
R+E 8.71ef 48.6efg 0934
R 18.65 abc 188.4 a 08177
IGS E 21.00 a 1620ab  0.848""
R+E 15.3 abed 130.5abc  0.847"
M R 19.54 ab 1189abc  0.773""
IBS+M R 10.52 ef 59.4 ef 0.806

Note: IBS indicates irrigation before sowing; IGS indicates irrigation during growing season; M
indicates mulching; R indicates data from references; E indicates data from experiments in

current study.

Y2 i 5 T E e T R X F N RS R AR RS, RIGET 2
WX RN K RN 7.5 kg ha mm', 77 90] 76 H DR 5 B AL 3 AN T 5
VEWR ARV X (3N 22 K R R A 12 AT 12.5 kg ha™! mm™, T EBE AR
X 7K o R R0 B v T2 F R R R X 1 EdE (B 6.8b).
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12000

o Rainfed SW in semi-arid areas
o Irrigated SW in semi-arid areas

y=22x-1320*

~ 9000 b ~ Irrigated SW in a{.}‘ld areas
= ®g g Gl
on T &
i‘/ oy 'TN
= 6000 S =
o) on
= =)
g g
S 3000
=
S = A
0 T T T (a) 0 T T T (b
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B 6.8 FILMXARSEFMH T AREESAEFPIZBEFHKERR
Fig. 6.8 Response of yield for rainfed and irrigated spring wheat to water use under
traditional cropping system in different areas of Northwest China. * indicates boundary

function reported by Sadras and Angus (2006). y=19.463x-1770.7; y=15.976x-1458.7.

6.4 &L 5itie
6.4.1 FTFEMXFEITLEMEKENFNE=ENER
EEFREWIRLNX, 5S4 FMMKEML, 373K S H N
B AT REMEER. B, HAHE EZEERN, REBRKEbE
R /N 22 B R R B TR LK B TR R = =2 (36.9 %
11,6 %), {HJZ L2 Tt Bl VA o vk R X — A8 Al 7= & (1 A8 4 5T kA
Mo IR, AERHE G 3 R T gtk R M B K T AR B K &, i EL%
i LR B AR R N, B TR, T HAE B SR I TR AR A B BR
A L TR ARG TE T, LRk E TR AR 1) N P AR R B R T
B WK E TR AR R AT — SR SR B, TR AR B IEY,
HH T BT LI K B A RO L e R E TR AE KT B A, i ELAE AR A KB
BUix —#87r H 43K AT BEMCOR AT 2% (Lyon £5., 1995), [k 4358 fik Kk B Lk
KB R O R A B I E R AR BRI . TEAE RN E AR E
BT 120 K, R ar LK B R R, IABF/ N2 LIEA B IIREK
XA RIIEG T, EEFREKN B R — e E I ey, b
AT PR KEAN LT ™ERMK (Zhang Z5., 2013). HZE, R 5 HF 6
A Bk ERZ, Wadt-—o4mth F3AEYEA HI, M2 50T GEH R &
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TNE AT R, B, X TETRWRRL XN, Rtk
FEE Y R EFARCR, H A B AR /K 2 4R P B AN R 2

R etk E 2 R A B IR K B S BN B MRS R, R L
BERETETE T, FANEM BB, I E R, B B,
A AT TP TR ORI 2 BT RO i 2 1) 358, AN ek 35 B
R, PRI TR RE . A B IR AR, 552 MR 2 i 7 1
WNZAEH, MARREERR, XA RO EZRKSFHE, Al
N B R T 3K O I, A R A B R K AR
N R RE 2 T

A F IR TBAM X T LR R 5H DN F IR R R
SOM o A TR DRI KRN, MR gtk &, B/NEREIRE
R, X5 Nielsen 25 (2002) XF4/NEHIRFFAML. 1M H, Nielsen 25
(2008) IR T KAK I B K R AL, TR SR LI A K & 6]
o8 R BEGBOK . X RIRAE K BRI S5 A N, AR H WIS 2 K ks Re i Ay
RO EE m E A T LR K BRI 0% . (B2 Schlegel %5 (2018) HIIAAN M4
B AR K E 3G KRS, KA G ) L3R T /K 2 R R 280/ . Schlegel 4%
(2018) KA FE AR AL B WIHY /K 296 FIE 163 $ 383 mm, 11 £EAHIT 78 %
KEST 46 £ 206 mm 2 (7], 5 e RATHERT a0 A= F WIFE K& 295K, AT LA
RAEMIERK TR, B2 REHT gtk AT Re TR e R, A E R K
B3GR B — i P R T 23 B ARV E IR L3R A R R0, DR 3RA 1A WA E )
SxoF 5 i 3K A3 IR R B A B R K B R T RE 2 2 IR B R,
b A AR K R Y O, 17 S 2 B K R B 7 R IR R T 3 i K et
FEEIMERG, BB —AEKE, REREREK R R 2 Z 8 T . (H2 Al
H1 T A FE T S48 B BE A L AR BIX AN FUE, B A G is et —8
B 2 R I A T IR IE
6.42 FFEMXENEFRMRI S ER

ARG R A AR R R e e AR5y, (HRIEET R
FAOIX, KB ARIR L BRI ED = B i R R . T, TRk
AR ) 5 HAR SR A R B A G, R R R IR A X AR 1 A A
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G2 HBEK B OUE N . SRI25 & B R — R EM I AE B KA 2 7, T
b T 520 DA R ) AR R R PR BRI R A AR S5V 22 51 Yu 5% (2014)
RCHLRRIE F 8~ 5 X AN e P R R R /D 28 E R AR AN A B AR K
B be K BRI g . AR R, &PhZEFHRKIE 6 M, AR
WK X I IX NIRRT SO, (BRI, /N KA,
Fo AT LA KR A B IR E RN A E R, Btk
PREAURERIN, RRET LK D AE N LA

IRy, fEETRMIX, KRR M ES - s A IRK
RIS fE R, DA R et X TR P B 5K G &, AREIUCE &K 7
e, R EFRKMEFERRF R H, AU RA G HIRKE B
SR AT LMK B S HNL R ZIER R, e KRR IS BEKENSE
&, BUERA TR AT LI K & 5 7 B IR R ERRIE RS
FUT, TEEEEAKRSHNEUN, 3K TE 2 s AR RN R,
ML 2SR AN 2204, BRIRR AT 3K 0 R R et R e e T HL,
BB R BK AR TN Bt EERSy, SRASBOR M T AR TR AL
MR 7K 7 AR 5 ) T3 LA, 387K 9 P /N 2238 5 28 A R
Lo, EARRE RHOK 25 4F N, (R E el . eoh, KRR ITHON,
INZE R R MR . PRI, BORIRIE RO, SRR R R T K
I FEREAT RO IRAS B s /N2

S, TR, EYRER AT SRR E SR LA
AMEKEZIEMIR KR, Bk, Fek, Kutsd, HFhLm & RER
R ANEEKAT—F R FE . AR EKE A K S ERFY) E B RAT
P IR B 7] R e Y o
6.43 HEAIMEXAREEAR THENERKEN=EXR

BN AT LK R 2R H IR E I BOE I 2 A N KR S
FrREZIENRAR, HFREPEVNIKD PIRCRSAE . R AT AT R AL 2,
ALz 2y RA N T o= 7+ O i 1L £/ A N L 0 5K 7 =54 0
B, M b B AR R A7 25 IEAR 1 LIRE R KR K, X
R AT FE 4% ATV K AL BN F2 0 B oA BB N TAR Se A Ty SN R A o
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AR, A E BIREATRERE AL B )/ 22 R ELm K ]I, X —J7 T RE e N 22 3R 45
Bomp i, HRMa PR ERE R, B E BT R R N 2
— MR AR B 7K 5 ) FH B RN OR )3 R B . T TR T E L B AR E
WEAESRN/ANENS, BT RERKSEEZEBERENEZRA, F X
AEBE T /N BT B i b AR R, (ER R I R A 3 .2 3 80 2 HI
BEAIC, T K 23 R AR B I T4 78 5 1T G B A RE R IR /N 22

RAZER TR A —F FL R, 5350 PG LA [F) 3 X RN 5
RBAEEZE . — RIS, KBRS e HREEVI A R ks LR
TN, ZNEFEEFIERS, HRAER N THN KR
18, EIA TN 2 7K 5310 5 B BURE 2 /N T AR RIE 58 BT 45 2N 22 (17K 93 12
BRI (Sadras 1 Angus, 2006). ANk, S FAKTAREEILEHTRX
KN EE, RERERKRNIIRAER IR T EF RN IR R TAEK
71, AR T ZIX BN RS AR AN [ 3R A5 70 2 AOME LK 20k 4h,  REiZIX
HBNEEKEBERT T RERFRVXENE, HEAE &SR AR feEom
HI. B, S EEACTFIXEE D Z KL R BRRE R T TRl R AR
XN EE -

6.4.4 AARERNFTFEMX R ERHE R

K 5T 4 R B 2 B I IR AN X A R FT LR I 4 1 i LK 3 s
TERCR, FREBAERRAT LK KT 240 mm (EEM RSN, i) fEfE
WA ol N PR . AR, TEIREEM RN A, BRI R iR
FLRAC T, LAk S AR A SRR AR i KIS, T AR AR ik
A IE 78 A5 18 kD> LK A oA R, AR Rk o IR &% . 1ok,
REMF RV, REEPNGE BRI K R ISIER /N2 B TR, AR
INZEIIIK G FI R
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£ 78 FREYKRSE=REANETFESEXEINETE

7.1 5|8

TR X SR SR AT, BRI, MoKED HARRRAR SR
Ko EFTRX, RE@mRBHESIBUEY ™ EEIC, (H2KS A 2 KkR 2
BRI TR XA Bt m R LR R N5, ERRURERERT,
2 M XK 7 BREAS R I 1) A4S AN P08, JCH T R AR T B X e
Rt (Dai, 2013). AR TR BT RXAED-EHM LA, N
T S B At OO 5, SR EORE R (R O 5 B Tl S 22 B R, 24
52 2 5 DXl e 0 5 AR 1 D ) L

TEAR ST BRI, DEAE RIUEY) - & SFKE R4 ML R (Kirkham,
2005), TMX—Z M0 R W SUNTEYIZK 0 A2 7= B3 (CWUPF) (Varzi, 2016).
I TR T o, AE RO MR, BRI, 3 BRSO A e e TR AN 7 U DA
WAM. AL RE RIL CWUPF £ KA FI/EY SR RIAS R 72 X 3T &
A=Ak (Faci Ml Fereres, 1980; Nielsen %., 2011), Xk CWUPF 1l fEJ
AN EL A SRR AT B AT R R M, R — AN M X — R E A R BT BT
CWUPF, 7 H A% X o Hofhffh EIEASE A, 36 75 BRI 24 AR i A0
JITRAR S b ST ST CWUPF. 41, Nielsen 25 (2011) K ILEE 135 KT I
X A FVEYIRALE) CWUPF Z R RK, BRERPER AR 2 aA 8. [,
Nielsen F1 Vigil (2017a) Pk | RERAF X 592 CWUPF, K IAN ] X
BRI R AN 22 AR Ok, BT XN — KR N S
Moberly %5 (2017) RIFEFRE KFIRLTRHX, /~E CWUPF R EER
M 3.08 AL % 19.6 kg ha mm™', AFEAALIEE Jv-118 ) 218 mm, IR ILHE
KIGRHHE, WshVEREAER K. Zhang 1 Oweis (1999) HfF 5 & BLAERUAI T AL
BRI RN E CWUPF #1358 11.6 A1 16.0 kg ha’ mm™. Huang %25 (2004)
A K R AR A5 o R e e T R X AN ) CWUPF RN 11.2 kg
ha! mm™. R0, ER-—HIX, Kang %% (2002) LA Wang 28 (2011) HF5TE0
B HZ X & /N CWUPF £1%8 13.5 AT 15 kg ha! mm™ . MIXEEHRERE,
TRBIRIATTIEAE N — AT 45 H 1 CWUPF, 25 F50 H A b X AH FIVE )
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Ry, JFE— AT B XU PR

TEPI AT SRAG =5, AR FTHE T X FE /K 43 BUIE J BRI 2 AF R, el R B4 5
it g8 A EIIEAE P B (Yu 25, 2014), XA FEARAT K 20 BRH1H X ARl
EHWMASHENE . RITXA AR E A EEBEB R ). Hul, Koot
30 3 R F VR P ASE B SR SRR s T — S E M A AT 3R 737~ & (Hoffmann %%,
2018 (HRIEME MBI AT, EAEFRE - RINSHERAIEYRA, X
AR PR AR R A . S23E /2 French A1 Schultz (1984) 2 T
T — TP OVE R PRI SK 43 BRI S TAE I T 3R45 /™ 5. 1984 4, French
1 Schultz ) FH K &/ /K A 7= B 130 I B, 3257 17 — MR FE/K i
A LA /N 22 TR AS P R K i R . XA R BOR R, A
RENEMM R KA, BIERRMEMERKRT PN LR EEAK. RE
A — BURF 583 5 S8 K A 7 2 BT S ) S BR B0 S R K A e R A
], T Ho¥s T3 E AR R AT, BAE R K £ 5] R R AR EE T,
2RK AP (Angus A1 Herwaarden, 2001; Whitbread A1 Hancock, 2008). A
o, R LR, BT XA TR AR T (R GE M T R R m] 3R A
B, B, X iR R RRE SRR Z KB XS5 T2 N A
(Robertson fl Kirkegaard, 2005; Grassini %%., 2015; Patrignani 5., 2014),
FE A — 52 XA B 7 A A e v SR AT 3R 48 77 & (Hancock,
2007

AR /INFE G 2 T A S G e R X E R R (Xie 25, 2005),
SR JLAF BTS2 0 T2 DX 3B Kk HL Ay A AN 38, i HLAZ X R /N2 e A T
AR E MRS RUBRR AR (2, [RLIG  3h VF 2 R P BT BRI Al /N % (Huang
., 2007). SR, Rk, VEAEEIREY, R ERZAPRER
SR AR /N2 (Nolan &5., 2008), [Ht, RETHUNH /N8, =HHED
T T R SR I 2 X R AR P B AR R . ST
A, ARFFUHBITE T 1D FERE L JR P8 R A X g N2 K oy
BRECRK 731 SR G 2D TH AR BT 73 XA [RL A0 A8 B il T R /N 7
£ %] 2000 1 4000 kg ha™ I AIHEZ .
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12 MRS REE
7.2.1 W

RIS IR ANRIR B T2 WEE & 2.1 FFIEENE 6.2.1 1. (HARFiH K H
0 AR 5 LA 10 2 5 T AR A G 3l WU SR A5 130 20

7.2.2 $EFRNE S HERE

ML H FIHEARZ: WER — 5 2.3 SN & 6.2.2 JTHER - fEbR . SCHRICEEEL
YRR TFVES WA ST 6.2.2 71, AT AHF T B A SCHREHs 32 BRI T4 2 1]
N CSEVRTS CHRNAETL CREKET (B CAREE) IR IEE, (HEFEAFE R
ANV 73, RI7E 6 RS RIS B RE K ) b 3

7.2.3 WELLIE

ARG AR A B R 2 RSB N T b 6.2.3 11 6.3.3 .

VEM T 3RAF 7 i 5 SORTEMITE K 43 B RERHR G IEY iR R &, TEA
BRI e T R, PraR1S 8 R R e 78 R s,
BEAHI FUAN % B 7 BR A S5 A B IR/ B K i, i K™ i AR K i S R R 3R
FIR/INE PR AR G &R i 2 i) 14 5 R BORAR, AR THE P R AT 2% Connor
% (2011) F0 Patrignani % (2014) KI/7¥%. R, SEBR/= & —Mw N REK
a3 ERERA B AR s o 25 R 2 BRI R SR I E & (Yu 5., 2014), A6
7 HHE e oK A SRR 14 /0 22 7 e AR A SE BBl cdis - AT /R
PR R, AR SCRIE X SRR EPAF I N K TR R, G
ST /N2 FE /K BT HE S /N SR o

H T A 7 rp Al A G R B U D N2 U S 1) e, R AR
IJCVE B B BRI RSN AR E IR K =, R BER A HAR VA 5
DeWit (1958) RIUTE RS T 1E4R FBRIIHLX , 1EYTPRAR B REY A&
HAR) 75 1 i 2 LA O &R

N
am

4

i (7.1
EO

Kb k2R E MR, S8E, R A/ R PR R, RIE
TSI R TA K ST R LW ORI R EL k A& Bl 7E X <%
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SORIYEREJOE I, AN 52 L3R TR 53 45 26 A 50 (Kirkham, 2005).
WRYESCERERE, AR k BN 125 kgha d', X —HUERAES AW T HTE
X 35 Ak T AH [R) 48 FE AR ARAL S X B LSt X 3R1G /) (Hanks 5., 1969). [FIR,
E, W] DL 4 A 28 0k I 2% B 3fe DL 78 % 1L 22 %K 0.7 11 523K B Legrand H1 Myers,
1973) o ARHE SCHRIC AR B TATRT LAHESE tH BTt U b X /N2 A 3P 35 3 28 Ok
B, SRR Al ARG 10 28 i i 5 TR R BOR AR /N AR B R R . A
HETTEERT, RIHEIRSNARER 9 FREE K T/NERIK S i &
(FERTA S KBS 4 FHRBOKRERERD, HEFZEBEATTRER T RS
B, RATAER 9 FMIHEER, KBiX 9 FMARERE NN KA E.
7.3 RO
7.3.1 &/\& CWUPF RO FNIEIIE
7.3.1.1 & /& CWUPF RyEL

MFEKEM 130 mm B K% 490 mm B, F/ANEFEANHM 330 kg ha
K% 5500 kg ha (B 7.1). WEERFATLLEH, REM 1993 42 2013 45
AN SR BTAE AL, HRE N ERKEM R KR BT E KR,
i HAEK BRI 1 mm, FNEF~ERIIN 14.6 kg ha's At FeKENT
126.3 mm B}, FH/NZHLAN, BIKTIE, KOEFICIER 2 &N -
. WERENEFKEHBZAMAR, FKETLEREE/NE 853 %™
AR,
7.3.1.2 ZFH& CWUPF RYLEHIE

RAE AN (7.1, ATLMEESRG KRG —FEHABE, REHEEN
AW ES F OISR LR AR AN, AT DM R AR K I B N2
HIFEKE . [N, FERG—FRK ey, BIRRET 38K 58 F KK
B, AR, FE, S ESRENFKE ST K S AT LA,
B 25 2 A s IMEVE N AR K R N IR K = . ISR 7.2, FTRLE H
R RS0 Ay 5 3045 10 0308 5 A0 SOk P i S iR 7K o3 A P iR B L — 8 T
SR U6 & O R R AR SR IR AN B . R, AT ASHE T T X
SR N TR O3 A 7 BRI —
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6000

Year

5000 @ 1995
@ 2000
@ 2005

4000 @ 2010

Varieties

B dingxi35 ,
.

#® dingxixin24 o AN

A longchun27 ’/l

3000

Yield (kg ha™)

4 longchun8139 /
2000 -

1000

0 T T T T T
0 100 200 300 400 500
Water use (mm)

B 71 ARAEME N B SFHKEZ KX R
Fig. 7.1 Response of spring wheat yields to water use during 1993-2013 with different wheat
hybrids and the regression function was Yield[kg ha'1]=14.626water use[mm]-1844.2
(R2=0.853, P<0.01). The dashed lines on each side of the regression line represent the upper

and lower 95 % confidence limits.

732 PEISIEFHUARAEEREERLF R TS & CWUPF

1E E—F I, AV EIRAAL T LT R X e N &, FL
PRYE R T LK 2 A AR B IR AR AR 42 5 B AURAERL, i BLAS /)15
TR T ENEFBAEMREZES . SURER A B E R TR & iR,
BT EoKER K, FMAAR&ENNE &, mAUERER B WK, K
TR AT B T4, FRAT LK S R, IR R 1 A
R B C D SR SFAFFI = BT A FE AN SURERLZ 1] REAE
SRS, BNETFRERREE, SRF RS, (HRRATIWEA
IR TR E 5w iR 5 BT CWUPF K& (K 7.3), TR
KRB, AFERF RFKE S P BR824 T I ST CWUPFE X R
i, SEER E M4 FIBR/NEFKERD, RENENEFEBRK. TS
IRAFER A SRR /INEFKE R, PAFH B m. A LA
B EE RS CWUPF B2k, B T4E8 A ME Z A,
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6000

,
Year ,’/ ’
5000 @ 1990 ‘
@ 1995
@ 2000
@ 2005
@ 2010

4000

Resources

3000
A Experiment e /// e®
.

Yield (kg ha™)

@ Reference

2000

1000

.
0 100 200 300 400 500
Water use (mm)

B 7.2 ARAKIERIEE N B SFHKEZ KRR
Fig. 7.2 Response of spring wheat yield to water use for field experiment and references,
and the regression function was Yield[kg ha'1]=14.626water use[mm]-1844.2 (R2=0.853,
P<0.01) for data collected from reference (black line) and Yield[kg ha'|=14.634water

use[mm]-1976 (R2=0.887, P<0.01) for data collected from field experiment (grey line).

BeAh, R PRI SEHERE XS CWUPF S2MEU/N . ANFERT, FAMRRE
AT R T 3G KRN R TR, B 5 R SR AR U5 i @ S i
CWUPF H A XA AT RFER E S0 T RN R il 4, 3K

] RE A P 3 PN e e BITRS L PR A/ 22 AE R R 1 E R ARAS 1 e 11 43
Ky, EUR IR R A AR, KAREKIIRKR, ERKRIRIRE 1A
BN
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6000

’
Climatic patterns . §
X A ’
5000 * B
® C
@ D
4000 X E

Irrigation
3000 IBS
@ IGs
@ NI

Yield (kg ha™")

2000

1000

.
0 100 200 300 400 500
Water use (mm)

B 7.3 AASERFERTRENIEF-BEFRKEXRR
Fig. 7.3 Response of spring wheat yield to water use under different climatic patterns and
irrigation conditions, and the regression function was Yield[kg ha-1]=14.626water
use[mm]|-1844.2 (R2=0.853, P<0.01). ‘IBS’, ‘IGS’ and ‘NI’ indicates irrigation before

sowing, irrigation during growing season and no irrigation, respectively.

7.3.3 FEIRLEEHERE TS NZKS T EE

St g )7 AL, FEAFK O MRESRAE T, B S NE N
EIGINEIE (B 7.4). RS RE D7 2URAG 78 55 MR 7 U8 R /K
DINFEE, BRI HZ AR M. BRI T NE T, FANEBEXK
B3N 16.2 kg ha! mm™', i B B HEAVEUE N 19.1 kg ha! mm™'. H£50F
W7, BN IAF R RIEEE Y 104.9 mm, 1A 78 S 160 E N 95.4
mm. [FII, WEEE] 7.4, KIBEBLAL T B /NS 7K 53 10 e H0k A B S 1) 520 o
134 HBNEFERETESITM
7341 HNEBRTLEKSBES

N T WRAEH N K HE e AR 531 R R BOT Al BN e s A, 7 2
STt EARAF R /IN R T LR B K M S A . FIH 1987 4E % 2011 4EEF /)
R LA K BRI , TR T RN R IR RS K E R A
FFHZ A0 T ATHSEHEWT HH AN R ARG, I 3 — 45 e 3K o A7t 1 1A
Ho WEE 7.5, AILLE H AT 33K 7 AT 80 mm HIMER N 95 %, A
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T 160 mm FRIBER Y 28 %, HRAT LA RS KRS, BERERD

6000

5000- Management practice
@ cp
e P

4000 -
Irrigation
1BS
@ (Gs

3000 -
@ NI

Yield (kg ha™")

2000

1000 -

0 100 200 300 400 500
Water use (mm)

B 7.4 NRREENEKZG THENEBMFEKEXR
Fig. 7.4 Response of spring wheat yield to water use for field experiment and references
under different cropping systems and irrigation conditions, and the CWUPF was Actual
Yield[kg ha'1]=14.626water use[mm]-1844.2 (R2=0.853, P<0.01) (black line), and attainable
Yield[kg ha'l]=16.218water use[mm]-1700.8 under conventional management practice (blue
line) and attainable Yield[kg ha'l]=19.078Water use[mm]-1820.4 under mulching practices
(green line). ‘CP’ indicates conventional management practice and ‘MP’ indicates mulching
practices. ‘IBS’, ‘IGS’ and ‘NI’ indicates irrigation before sowing, irrigation during

growing season and no irrigation, respectively.

7342 HBNEFERRSH

WHE 4 MR LA HoK 5 /KF (80 mm. 120 mm. 160 mm LA K
200 mm), KHEE Y 1987-2011 8/ A B WK EHHE, 700 il FXS Rk
FREIREKE, ARG AL A E NS EE R BRI R R, i E
VOF N BT (B 7.6). WL 7.6a KL, ZiEHT LA REKEN
80 mm i, FEEGRHETNT, FANELPR~E KT 2000 kg ha'! FIHERICA
12.5 %, 1M A 3K45 7% 8 KT 2000 kg ha™ FIBERAIER] T 37.5 %, M1EAE
MEIAE T, TTR1378KT 2000 kg ha! FIHEREEREIAF] 65 %. AiLTEAT
il —FPALFRCE R, IR RE K EAE 80 mm I, I F RS MR NE,
DRt /N P A TG I 4000 kg ha
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100

75

Probability (%)
3

254

80 120 160 200
Available soil water (mm)

B 7.5 F/DZRERT LEEREKER IR A
Fig. 7.5 Cumulative exceedance probability for available soil water at spring wheat sowing

day in WLP.

UFERT A S K EILE] 120 mm B (B 7.6b), fEAGRETRT, &
NFZSBRERLIA ) 2000 kg ha! FIMESEA 40 %, T ZK oy BRI S AE R KITEE RS
JEF] 2000 kg ha™! IR A 63.5 %, WA E B, WHER N 87.5 %. 247 &
H 454 4000 kg ha' IF, AL GERiE 70T, T /NZ2 9B R ] 3R 457 5 ok A
BRX—Hbr. AEEGIEET, BNESREETEE 14 %ML F|
X—H¥5.

PR R T, /NS bR AT A P AR Y B R A K
KT 2 RIEA S /K ER A 160 mm B (] 7.60), TEAZGuFIE 5
A F, BANEILPREIEE) 2000 kg ha™ FIBER N 70 %, ARG BIAF)IX—
HARIRESE A 89 %, ML i it vl 3k 437~ A F] 2000 kg ha' (MR E 5
BET 100 %o RGP MBS E N, AR~ R Re ik 3
4000 kg ha™ FIHER 351N 6 %1 50 %. ANdAEESGMETT, FNELPR™
EIAH] 4000 kg ha! FIBERAKIR N

I RS K &L F] 200 mm B (B 7.6d), Tk G EMEERIL 2

TG ARN, SERRE R AR S R 2000 kg ha! FUMERARIA ] T
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100%, WEI7ELIE/KERE =ML T, EelhFERKERT, NSk
PEE I REAEIT 2000 kg ha' o ANIEFEALGAE T I0F, FH/NFE LR BT 4000
kg ha' O] REMEARARAEHAR, MESRAUN 2 %o TMIFEAL GiR At 7 AN 545 it T
F/NFEASRAG P L 4000 kg ha HIREER 43 51N 37.5 %F1 75 %.

100 100
= 757 aswc=80 751 aswc=120
E
2
% 50 types 501
Qo —
ne- acty
25 = =" poty 251
~ = potym
) - (a) ) e ()
0 2000 4000 6000 8000 0 2000 4000 6000 8000
100 CHES 100 3
N N
“. \I
S 757 KR aswc=160 751 \ aswc=200
= YN \
\
2 ‘\ \ \
3 507 ! 50 1 1
8 I \
Qo ., \ \
9 + \ ‘| \
& 254 VY 251 vl
[ . 1
L\ Yoo
~
0 N (C) 0 . \-—@)
0 2000 4000 6000 8000 0 2000 4000 6000 8000
Yield(kg ha™") Yield(kg ha ™)

B 7.6 MRIEIDF KDL REOHE IR HIF /DK 7 IR T 7= B L fr= B8R 716
Fig. 7.6 Cumulative exceedance probability for spring wheat yield computed based on the
CWUPF
7: Actual Yield[kg ha']=14.626water use[mm]-1844.2, Attainable Yield[kg ha™']=16.218water
use[mm]-1700.8 under conventional management practice and Attainable Yield[kg
ha']=19.078water use[mm]-1820.4 under mulching practices. ‘aswc’ indicates available soil
water content at sowing. ‘acty’, ‘poty’, and ‘potym’ indicates actual yield under conventional
management practice, attainable yield under conventional management practice and attainable

yield under mulching practices.

73.5 BINEFEHRRSTHNA

SRR AT A A K EIAERT, N TR e BN T B,
LSRR IR KB AR 5 4 € LIRS K E T R/ANE T R R AR .
fltn, fEAEGRETT T, WK 7.5, A A0S /K A F] 120 mm FIRE
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RIE 40 %, M E A RS K BN 120 mm B, F/22 52BR= B iA 51 2000 kg ha™!
[RIRE2E R 80 %, b4 AR, —4F PR/ N Shrr= B AEI L H] 2000 kg ha”
HIMEZR Iy 32 %. AR AT 138G A0S /K EIA H) 160 mm HIMEZR Dy 28 %, fEMI%
TR, ABGiREJ F Sehr BIA 3] 2000 kg ha (IR 28 %IELL 70 %, M
H19.6 %o ik, Tt tEGubii 7 UL &G s, AT LA R K E
K F) 200 mm, F/PNFESLPRFA R 2000 kg ha! FIHERYE, XK NTEE TE
S, AR DT S, R LR A /K E R IR 2] 200mm IR T &, [
ff 200 mm HFEAREKE R T, F/NZ LR E#EIE 2000 FIMEEY 100 %,
(BT A S K ETFEA R 200 mm, Kt —FHRMR, &ENE, B
SRTC VRIS 3 JE 3K AN 254

7.4 Ze5itie

I FH SCHERBTUR SR B, B ESL 1 R IR AR X RN K o A 7
R, ASHIETC I SL IR K A3 A R ORI 5T BT S (R AN K A A
PRERER BT . AW /NE K A= R R %8 14.6 kg ha' mm™', FLABHTF 5T
HiHERAS AR /NE N 142 kg ha! mm™ (Siahpoosh A Dehghanian, 2012),
K /NFE N 12.5kgha! mm™ (Nielsen 2., 2011). X LUHF 5 IR HI /N K A7
BRARIRAR T A C3 EMREKE SR Z MR, 17 HIX SR 3 4 8
/NT CAMEMITI R, IR Z W IE R IR TR S 3K AR (1 C4 1EYIK 43 e 77 i
Krhetpik®) 28.1 A1 30.2 kg ha! mm™ (Klocke 4., 2014; Nielsen 1 Vigil, 2017a) .
C3 I C4AEVIA R K 23 £ 7= R BURI 2B IE I T C3 1E%L C4 1B, BB
K FIRIRER, C4 YEIRE S TEAH Rl FE K S 26 A R AR B =i eAh,
AHFFHIE N K A7 Bk EE Y 126.3 mm, 8 5 HARRT L E IR &N FE
R AR N (7K 43 R P2 BB EE AL (Zhang AT Oweis, 19995 Moberly 4.,
2017).

BT LB R AN [RIBIE 78 35 7EAS [ b X T T B3R AT R /N2 7K 3 A P R AR
AR G2 —8, A FRENA N ERSER e B ZER. ExE
1922-1952 £ 2 [A] FIBE 72 R IR /N2 K A3 AR P2 B R R AU 2.1 kg ha! mm

(Allison ., 1958), 5MATH/NEREAE, 14.6kgha' mm” MLk, BEE
AN ANFEEEARZ IR LT R B, AT/ N2 R R R 42 = T )3 T
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T/INFE b ) o R AR B e R gk . [RIRT, Zhang AT Oweis (1999) K3
AR KA AR R0 X PR AN A [R] St Pl R A /N2 7K G0 A 77 R BV R AR 22 5, IX 1
ST AR 22 S R . AL, AR SO AT A SR AT N, ey ORH E g ) 7 A
J7 A2 M N K o A 77 R B 2R AL, R R AL B N AE A IR FE K &R
A G RE T NEFHEm i rEE (E 7.4), XRFKER T &1% R R
AFPEARMERTT N, N4 RS ZEAEIEA M F . B TR
EREES, EHFEER, KRAER ST R E K 5= B AR
) —AEERE ZK (Nielsen 1 Vigil, 2017a). 1EVIK A= BB BRI UL R
ARG

ww:%gm:%ﬂz (7.2)

A HI 2 GRIEE. 1 BERIREEE E, B AT HEWTR M BRI KRR T
A RE SRR o A 7= R BRI . X R th T s KRR R 1 Rt
K 3 AR AR Ko I 3 B A R RO REIE K, ARECTI,  AIR]
Re 2 PARMEMIR K A FI R 2 . AR, X — A e R BE KRR ST R
SRS, A FEEVIRIZK 53 A B HOEEE 1 r] B 22 UK. 4RI, French A1
Schultz (1984) HIHEAS Rk DX AR [RIEA /K 5325 7 bR BOHPE A7 1E 22 5 1) J5 DR A 5
TRKEMIHERMEARNRMXAEER. — RS, EKRHEHX, K
ARSI AT RABEK, TE— KB FE G R T Py, X s X I 3k
JZ K gy 2 A E AR IR R, A LR R — BT LR i H,
RABEAKGFAT 25— AN X KRR R IR, B, IR FEYI K 4y
A R R P A 2% 3 R R R K R L B BT U 11

H TR 2 R 2 AR o A P R BUR AR AR A, IR VR 2 A 58 D R
FELEARRIMLIX,  [R]— P B H A o3 A 7 B B 2 RIS R ARy, S [F VRS i
TEEZ 5. #R1M, Huang 55 (2004) LLK Musick & (1999) AIFEABATTHIWE L+
RIL, BIEREFRIS [R] 3802 BE L 7K 70 el S5 AR A LA E I S R R AR 22
(B 2 AR RIS 25 J AN 2 T M F M VEPD K 40 A= s . iEARTE 7, ZEANIA]
WIS, AFEED MR AR ARG N IR R, ME35RE T #H L
e SR PE R T R X N M — SRR A e (18 7.1, 7.3) 0 AEARHE ST,

115



557 & AAEYIK O o BB 2 AU X RN e B

INFZ TR G A 7 R B SEIN BT BRI T R B iR Rk g R 2, T B
B AL G R T DR AR R 7 SO FEK AR N PR R RN
AR, TH, FATKINRE AT FEA (1987-2011) FH/NE &AW
HIARAG S, R AR /N PR 7 i DL R /N R K AT e 0 R 2
MIVER . BEAh, FEARBFTLH, BRTREKSE, HABSMERER GRE. K. fEmi)
WS N E A RENER (BES, TEZFIHIKKLR), BT HEWT H
FEWFFHLIX, BREEAKSL, Tl R TIMBRNNEFOK RSB R, XS
Nielsen fI Vigil (2017b) HIHFFLGERAE, AATRIMHAD S EF R, &
TR AN RO S5 2 S A K B B R R AL, —Si R EIERIH T A
[ A ) R R A R IR 22 R K, 2 R BUH RIED /K 23 A 7 eR BUBUEE AN R
DR 2 B TR ST VR K 0 A P R . AIEFEART R, R 246 PR+
e B ARORR I 3 AR B IR A G S AR, ST S 2 ERN
PR RIRARFISCHR SRS R K B B X /AR (B 7.2), BEABE T
FARR AN A 2P T H 8 Rk B BRI ARERE, W] s et
FXENZEE LR E AR BN RN FTLLEe, 7R H 3 4 5
PEHR T R R IR A X N K A A 77 R AR A M — 1k

A FE T BESRAT A /N 22 T AE 28 M R0 B i /N T FA T 58 25 100 3R A5 14 /)N
FEVEAE RIS MR AH . French il Schultz (1984) W70 K& DL /INFE HIVEE 75 IS 3R
920 kg ha mm™', i Angus #l Herwaarden (2001) #§ H % /N3 SR IARAL,,
HB R 7R B RORBEE A B 22 kg ha! mm™ o BLJE, 1R W50 18 B %AE 2508 U
FIK LR RBIRIH (Sadras Al Angus, 2006; Zhang 2%., 2013). [MifEAHT
Fo, TEAEGMIE ) AN SRR N, BN E AR RE, BRI
FIKP TN R BIR RSN 16.2 A1 19 kg ha! mm™, {EHEE/N. HNEE
KR EAFIEM, mHEEEFHN THEFMESE, mMANEREE IR
K, FEAFTWNTHERMEY, BT EEEFHILNENTAR, KIS 5%
FAMERIRK, HFNEEE LT RAFE T, KRERIE
5, AKIEAT(7.2), BORIIKER T2 FEBOKG LT RERER G, R
SR EYI K 4330 SRR 3R PR, BRI REMRI /K 7y, TEMIRIHLIX, /D
F T IRAF P R IR N T AN TR I R K= i
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St gty S, HFEAHRIRK Sy, A8 SRR DN E R AR
NEreE (B 7.4), i HAEAR R M RERTA S KB KT, 4 AR 1 Sobn
e, BEGNENEWEEGMRE T TN BEE Rk B (E
7.6). MM H, XM RENEZNS, WREAEINER &, £
AHF T /N HIRE K & LT AR MR IE 400 mm, 72 HEIA F) 4000 kg ha™! w2 iX
PG 7 X BN PRI RIEAR, 1 400 mm A& AHE 78 T 7R 70 X 3 4 4
B /K B B B (B 7.4 1 7.6d). SRTMX T 78 a5 A0 3, 7EFE/K &N 300 mm
i, FANERFAESIAR] 4000 kg ha's EEHELMET, MK ERHIER
e AR LB, KR4 LK o iE i ZE B e e g N e R, BRI
REMEARTG 2 1M LA E R, A SEUNE T ERRE (L 5., 2004). [F
i, 78 o5 e U /b R R B AR K, G TR R B AR TV RE K 4, WRAR Tk
BRSNS . IeAh, R mERERRNNE IR, AR TN
PP RAAEK, X ER TN TE B A, R 2 i 2k
I R R, T REW ol D 3 L 28 R FE/K (Xie 5%., 20055 Zhao 55., 2012).

PR L SR PR TR X, 3R AT IR A K B RN AR AR
MR PN B ORE T, EARB A, IR AT LR EBORR, X A
A m MRS N PRI F) 2000 kg ha's IERTMHOKEBOK, BAELEKK
B, BRI AR BE A AR B R ) AR R BOR B AR, AT RE R AE
KRR IR R R AT RE L 55 A R, L& N FE
KA I AR L], AT/ 22 AT DL A R i i 2% R A A PR I
BOKSRBEK, HRELHTYRRR. Fi, HNEREEERE, H
A 120 R4, R 8K En] DL /N 108 57 AR KR B2 9% =i )
Hh EIBAEYR, BORKIAEY) & RS B RO AR SR 2, BOR R AR
TRBCK e R TE 2 (R GT, A SEA I T AR R BRAVINE B % e Y
MIA ot /N2 =& (Lyon 5., 1995). BbAb, MKiE#EaT HIES/KEDL K
PR /AN P R R, RS S B AR ST TE M IX Ak 7 G BBEAT ARl pR SRR A
B, an, A ATTZERE R ATk T DUKHE A AT BT TSRS AOMEZE, T H M A
PN = M RTREE, Tf0AE B O P LATRA, A RERANAGAE, R R
NG VAL VG
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EI3E FieERE

8.1 EELiP

FEARRAURASIR T 5N, D H 23 ™ 08 1AM KR SREUIR,  AEAS[FRIA 5
ST, ey & BAT HOMAE SR S A K 2RI RCR I LB (7K 2 T AR 3R A5
B AR R AR A 7 AR A R BB (. /N A Dy R A
B, H B XA B 2 e B 2 . MARRI 2R
FEWR, M /NEIR I R A LT RR B, I HERA N X N e e i,
EFN AR, RS, &Ry UMV B i, o PR FEA P i
HAEEEH,

AT TR IR X TN . SR KD TSR, FIH
P TE B I et P sakas Bk BLARCCHRIER BORE, i 17 /NZ2 i RO
LGRS HAEA R B AN BB S AR s B5E TN T BA
[l F BRI o g bn S LB BURFAE s 04 /N B RO AR AR S RZ ) ek
IR FIRCR BB A R A R I 1 T 5 X7 Bk N - AR
KA MM Z; M T R BT T 5 IR A0 XN 7 B R )
AR, FEEERANT

(1) /N R SR A G S B AR AIE

FERDBEE TR T, AR TR, HFNLMENEZH AR
RS R (A To #2257, WU Al Y A 7 3 3R A BN 2 SRS
RS EIAT @R AR BATERFMT, A EMR, RN M A
G RET IS EEF IR, FERE N SRS AR A, T B A A Y]
AR I ARSI s K 73 PE5 S AR RE M /N2 P AR SR A O
SRR, M HARRSHOS K LRI BE S, Z7K o el 3]
REFEI, N ROLERETI DL AL R AR R 4 2k A, RS RS
FXHEE F RGN Z AL T R RR a2, RILFEREA
A5 EROR, AR FBUNORE A RO R RS, 7 2T
M A REAARA R G SRR IE, SIS e G R 28
SO R AR R BE RR 22, TR AL B R AR5 U 2 At I 2%
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&, JFRZ B KRR

(2) Nz 52 B AR Bt X o3 R B 1R 1 2

AT N e A B ST R R P R RRE, AN 2 R
N4 AR B MR EKERT 0.5 1, AR EEEAZ
IR LG SR AR, NG R R BA GRS, 4 LA A EKEN
T 0.3-0.5 I, NEEM R aE AR R S SL R R, B K g ek D 12
BEAIC, FEUEBY BOK AT R RN FoeE A B R R 2R 7, N T TR
S MU ARSI KERRE 0.3 B, INEM R ai 6B K 45 >
MRS, N b G R PUR G, R N2 b T R, 1 LRE
MEKEREZ 0.1 UFR, NEM AR TEZIE, NvaadEE
T L, RN 2 RGO RE R

(3) /N2t FIA AR 7S R G0 d KK o3 R FH 0 B Feo TR RHAE

W ENFZAE P RKT EARAE R OOK A FIR R, AREARX, AN
B, TR RELRKRBEATRGRE L, WNEEIKDFIH BB A
AW R R BN R ROK AR E R 4.5 pg C mg™! HoO, it 7
ERHEBRG, (ERNE L, NERIKDFIHYEMA 4.5 mg Ckg' H0.
[FIIF, /N2 AR AR S ZR 45 10 B K 7K 70 R FH 2803 o ] FRLFBE 180 184 KT A W ik /)~ »
BErr . R AL H REEFMES B8 6.5 pg C mg”! HO. 4.5, 3.5 1 2mg C kg™
H,O. 7EMH 7 REE b, 520K 43 R I R BE R BE IR 3 6 iR 2 R 22
PABe K 53 o T AR A2 22 G 1) B KK 7 R R B — R R R R AR AL
B, BA AR, R A B NRE A ANEEIX — U C3 AEITE
REMREZMET, HBkERAAREHILT.

(4) F/NEF=EHKS R R R ARG RE VERHIE, (B2 PREER 2

TERTRAUR, HANEF 85K KR AN RE, HRRE
TR E SR TR E SHENEEZRRR, mEN, EFHKR
TR RAT B2 AT LR G K B 53RN 2 A7 B A OC R ARG A
B E KR, BT LIEMEKENE DN E T RERAREEER: ETEA
16 X AR /INZZ (RSB AR R E R T 3 itk B (RIS 2 7 SRR ED FIEE
WRA TR AL R P ;s BIEaT LK g 6248 5 W0 & Wy BUE
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BN EFOK RSB AR R, JFREFBUNZ K FIH RS
KA ZE R TR 5 A — 3 3k R e 5 350 [ G 6 AN ) b [X /N 2210 57 ok A7
EESE; ELTRAMREX, &P a@E g mHrhar L 8K A 8eR, ikt
TERR T LK A BRI S B AR /N2, AT P 280 G /N 2 7 B K
IR, TEEREMIE RN Z Gy, BT REHIEE B R AR 3, DU G B 3
BRIKSER I RIOZET; seoh, 0T DATEAE 5 W0 5308 10 7 o5 445 e LAURK
BRI, TR /N 22 K o R AR

(5) PFRWFLNXF /N = B

ERGMEITT, RGP, EhRUREF AT SRR ZE R, BALT
v B P 2 T R R R ARO X R PR N K A R R e, A
EAER I R /NG P R SRR R KRR BT RWIRLR X &N BT
ZE MR B BN T A T IR AR (/N T A A R SRS
AAHEL, JEFREMFEIMK S, AEEHERNE DN ZREIRAR &=, mHE
FHF IR AT GE K BS54 T, ARSI Z g 7 B & ik
FHRE MR R L &EEERETRENFRERIX, XN kT
L A TR, DURAER RN R AT RPN, AR
PHAR T 3 it 7K B0 — PR B B R Je 47 HH IR
8.2 FEAHFH=

(DR T A FIREE AT T /N 7 SR AT AR G i S B8 S ARk
REAE, FRAESLIERL ARD T B R R AR /N2 it SRS e AR L A1,
BT E T T 256 FAEYIH R SRS R OGS SR R IE W, RS b
T AR KA EYIRE BULE T 55000 T iSO SR B, i LR ML AR R0 i
e Ayl B A 1 7 B R A SRR A

(2) WHIE T /N B R IK 3 R B 2803 DA B i 5 7K 43 () 6 R R AR ST PEARFALE
I T IR R L R R

(3) LA AL X3/ 2 77 7K 43 R R AR SF VR R AE R @ T /N2 p 2 4y
AT, Bei X O M gh M B S A Jm . B DA R ki i 5% .
83 MIRTEMREE

TERERAFSMEX, FRRTET R RAMEX, R EARREE

120



B8 E vy

W5 7K 53 9% 28 S IR B R 1l IR 2 (14 73 A S AR AUV 9 o ASATTE 98 DA/ N2 D L AR,
FEr R RIS RE VL& 3 ADNZERIRDT 1 /INEZIK G K R B 5 K]
2, IREERIEAAETRN, RARIEFTAELLT LA 52— 25 INamuk FEAIRER -

(1) AR TR /N 7K 7 BR A1) A9 RUBE O 73 AT AR A8 IR e MBS IR ST ) R i
T, SRZ—AREWIERRM . 'R REAESRY, JRR&R MR R
R, FTUELLRE AR R . SRR IRANZZ 7K 3 BR ) B 500 BRL 3R RO AR (DA RN 22
FVEEAT E B UM, RKIEFHEME DRI DN RUZEM 5 KR
ALK A AR A AR S B G RE AR A, AT B % B e o B3k
IEFAREAN R JZ R 8 I O 2 ISR

(2) AWK FERNIRIE T, Pk FEH /N dh R, SR SRR & 45
LIRSV A R SRR AN SE AR, DROE AN [F] RN R SRS
Z I8 22 5 1 SR R AL S A R gt — B e e, AR C3 SRAUEYH /A <Uik
AT S S B E 2 [ 2= e ], e AR B R itk — D i e

(3) AWFFCE AR R I 25 &I AL S LRI, i it P 2
XS R P AR S A Y S H T SRR ) AR S e BRSSO SR S ML AR SR A7
FEAAENE,  H ATAT XA [ I TR ELh =, 10 H AT B E A7 AR 1
2 IE, WA AR SRS R AR R PR

(4) HRRE T HEARERZIAMERE, IR, 1EYARREKD
AR AT RERZ 2 DA TR ERMHIL), KR ERKE BRHEYIK
AR WIS A R R Anle, s B e AT 18] LB B A
KA o

(5) PRI PR ZXH AN R XA [ i B R0 7K 23 2677 B B B A R R IE AN
€, IR P EHFEIED A 73 A7 ek B X AT RS AV E R 22, R A B D 3R i
SESHURT R AR A AR 7K 73 A2 77 R B AR R SR AR b 7K B AR A5 A R 14 1]

&

(6) I TEMIK Iy R R 521 2 R I, WD 3 550 H A AL 52 M AR
SRERZ A BONMERG . HEEW a1 TR, DIt T2 8FH 580K
I AREMIHLER, IR KRR K 7 % 5 75 AR SR R AT R P9 A AU 5
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Equations Description No.
Biochemical photosynthetic model
P =min { P, P] } R, Calculation of net photosynthetic rate Al
Rubisco-limited photosynthetic rate A2
_y C-TI,
¢ ™C+K,(1+0/K)
b J(C -T.) R;BP ) r.egeneratlon limited A3
T T Ao~ t thet t
f XC,+2T.) photosynthetic rate
0% — (L+J )J+1J.. =0 Light dependence of rate of electron A4
transport
K, =k, exp[E,(T, —25)/ {298R(T, +273)}] Arrhenius  function;  temperature A5
dependence of K., K,, R4 and Vpax
T exo( $298 H)] Temperature dependence of Jpx A6
J - (T, -25)E, P Roos
max ~ Y 'm25 eXp[ ] B
R(T, +273)298 1y +exp(S(TL +273)-H ]
R(T, +273)
T ture d d fI« A7
T, =36.9+1.88(7, —25)+0.036(T, —25)* crmperaire dependence 0
Stomatal regulation sub-model
P Estimation of intercellular CO, A8
C,- = Ca —— concentration
gSC
g, Stomatal conductance for CO, A9
gSC =T
1.6
1 for H Al
g =m Pn RHS / Cs tg, Stomatal conductance for H,O 0
137 Pn Estimation of CO, concentration at All
C =C,~- the leaf surface
&
Leaf energy balance model
. R, —eoT, 4 Ag.D/P Llnea.r soflutlr;)n of the energy budget Al2
L~ 1a equation for Ty
c,(g,+8)+A(de,(T,)/dT)/ F,)g,
Calculation of Transpiration rate Al3
e(T,)—e
7, =g (<UD

a
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Symbol Description Units Value

Biochemical photosynthetic model

I« CO, compensation point in the absence of Ry pmol mol™! -

0 Curvature of response of electron transport to PAR - 0.7

(O Intercellular CO, partial pressure pmol mol™ -

E, Activation energy kJ mol! -

H Curvature parameter of the temperature dependence J.x kJ mol™! 220

I, Incident PAR pmol m? 5™ -

J Electron transport rate pmol m? s™! -

Jinax Maximum rate of electron transport pumol m?2g! -

Jmas Potential rate of electron transport at 25 C pmol m?2s! 200

K. Michaelis-Menten constant rubisco carbonxylation pmol mol™! 404.9

Ko Michaelis-Menten constant rubisco oxygenation mmol mol™! 278.4

o Oxygen partial pressure mmol mol™! 210

P, Rubisco-limited photosynthetic rate pmol m? ™! -

P; RuBP regeneration limited photosynthetic rate pmol m?2 57! -

P, Net photosynthetic rate pmol m? 5™ -

R Universal gas constant Jmol' K 8.314

Ry Dark respiration pmol m?2 5™ -

S Electron transport temperature response parameter Jmol ' K! 0.71

Ty Leaf temperature T -

Vemax Maximum rate of rubisco carboxylation pumol m?2g! -

Stomatal regulation sub-model

C. Ambient CO, partial pressure pmol mol™! -

Cs CO, partial pressure at the leaf surface pmol mol™ -

2o Residual g, when PAR approaches zero mol m? s’ -

b Boundary layer conductance to water vapor mol m™?s™! -

g5 Stomatal conductance to water vapor mol m?s™! -

Cse Stomatal conductance to CO, mol m? s’ -

m Slope of Ball-Berry model - -

RH, Relative humidity at leaf surface - -

Leaf energy balance model

€ Emissivity of leaf - 0.97

Stenfan-Boltzmann constant Wm?K* 5.67 x 107
Specific heat of air kJ mol™! 44.0

b Specific heat capacity of air Jmol'C! 29.3

€, Vapor pressure in the ambient air kPa -

e Vapor pressure at the leaf surface kPa -

n Heat conductance for boundary layer mol m?s™! -

g Radiative conductance mol m?s™! -

g Total water vapor conductance mol m?s™! -

P, Atmospheric pressure kPa 100

Raps Absorbed long-wave and short-wave radiation W m? -

T, Transpiration rate mol m? s’ -
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program leaf
implicit none
real::Itemp,par,p,ci,p1,min,photonet,cs,rh,photo,cts,gg,pn,pp,vjj,jmax 1 trans1,tra,pp1,awc,
time
integer f
real,external :: q10s,vcmax,co2comp,lightlim,rubisco,sinklim,leafph,leafp,trans
integer :: err
BN RGES, R, K
open(unit=18,file="daily2.txt")
open(unit=28,file="dataout.txt")
write(28,*)"time ", " photo", " transim"," gs", " awc","
read(18,*)
do while(.true.) ! input.txt F [ £ HE
read(18,*,iostat=err) time,par,ltemp,cs,rh,awc

CiH

!par= par-300
!temp=30
rh=0.8
par=par/2*4.56
awc=1
if(err/=0) exit
trans 1 =trans(par,ltemp,cs,rh,pp,f,awc,gg,cc2)
ppl=pp
write(*,'(1£6.3,5F10.4)")time,pp 1 ,trans1,gg,cs,cc2
write(28,'(116.3,5F10.4)")time,pp1,trans1,gg,cs,cc2
enddo
CLOSE(18)
stop
end
U DN EA R MR SRS RS
function q10s(k25,q10,ltemp)
implicit none
real::k25,q10,ltemp
real:: q10s
q10s=k25*q10**((Itemp-25)/10)
return
end
VSRR I 35 TRIKHE, FFEHTIE vemax
function vemax(ltemp)
implicit none
real :: dexp,ltemp,vcmax,q10s
real::vemax25=120.0
dexp=1.0+exp(0.128*(Itemp-40))
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vemax=q10s(vemax25,2.4,Itemp)/dexp
lvemax=150
return
end
lco2 AMaE AL, MRHSTIRE
function co2comp(ltemp)
implicit none
real :: Itemp,co2comp,tau,oa,dtau,ql0s
tau=2600
0a=210000
dtau=q10s(tau,0.57,Itemp)
co2comp=o0a*0.5/dtau
return
end
VDGR G 2 R Jmax 5T
function vj(par,ltemp)
implicit none
real alpha,theta,jmax,eaj,delsj,edvj,j1,j2,ltemp,par,jfun,vj,jmax1
alpha=0.24
theta=0.9
Jjmax=155
€aj=39676.89
delsj=641.3615
edvj=200000
j1=1+exp((298.15*delsj-edvj)/8.314/298.15)
j2=1+exp(((Itemp+273.15)*delsj-edv;j)/8.314/(ltemp+273.15))
jmax=jmax*exp(eaj/8.314*(1/298.15-1/(Itemp+273.15)))*j1/j2
jfun=(alpha*par+jmax-sqrt((alpha*par+jmax)**2-4*alpha*theta*par*jmax))/(2*theta)
vj=jfun/4
return
end
S R
function km(ltemp)
implicit none
real oi,kc25,ko25 ke, ko, km,Itemp
real :: q10s
01=210000
kc25=300
ko25=300000
ke=q10s(kc25,2.1,ltemp)
ko=q10s(ko25,1.2,ltemp)
km=kc*(1+o0i/ko)
return

end
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function leafp(par,ltemp,cs,rh,k1,k2,cc,ml1,g1,cc2)
implicit none
real
gctogw,m,g0,gsdiva,par,ltemp,cs,rh,cts,gg,pn,rd,a,b,c,cic,a2,b2,c2,cij,ac,aj,vemax1,kml,vjl,leafp
,co2compl,vjj,jmax1,jmax,awc,k1,k2,cc,ml,gl,cc2
real :: vemax,vj,co2comp,km,waterstress
Icall waterstress(awce,k1)
k=k1
k=1
vemax 1=vemax(Itemp)*k1
vjl=vj(par,ltemp)*k1
co2compl=co2comp(Iltemp)
km1=km(Itemp)
getogw=1.57 | KIKFEEHA co2 FE
Im=11%k2
g0=0.05*k2
g0=gl/gctogw

gsdiva=m1*rh/cs
gsdiva=gsdiva/gctogw
rd=0.015*vcemax1

a=g0+gsdiva*(vemax1-rd)
b=(1-cs*gsdiva)*(vemax1-rd)+g0*(km1-cs)-gsdiva*(vemax1*co2compl+km1*rd)
c=-(1-cs*gsdiva)*(vcmax1*co2compl+km1*rd)-g0*km1*cs
cic=(-b+sqrt(b*b-4*a*c))/(2*a)

a2=g0+gsdiva*(vjl-rd)
b2=(1-cs*gsdiva)*(vjl-rd)+g0*(2*co2comp1-cs)-gsdiva*(vjl*co2compl+2*co2comp1*rd)
c2=-(1-cs*gsdiva)*co2comp1*(vj1+2*rd)-g0*2*co2comp1 *cs

if(a2==0)then

cij=-c2/b2
else
cij=(-b2+sqrt(b2*b2-4*a2*c2))/(2*a2)
endif

ac=vcmax 1 *(cic-co2compl)/(cictkm1)
aj=vj1*(cij-co2compl)/(cij+2*co2comp1)
vjj=aj
jmaxl=ac
if(ac>aj)then

leafp=aj

cc=cic
else

leafp=ac

cc=cij
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endif
leafp=leafp-rd
cc2=cc
return
end
DR AR
REAL FUNCTION satur(tair)
IMPLICIT NONE
REAL tair
satur = 0.611*exp(17.502*tair/(240.97+tair))
RETURN
END FUNCTION satur
! KR IR
subroutine waterstress(awc,k1,k2,m1,gl)
implicit none
real awc,k1,k2,ml,gl
if(awc>0) then
m1=9.5%awc**0.5
g1=0.03*awc**0.5
else
m1=8.5
g1=0.015
end if
! ml=(awc-0.05)/(0.26-0.05)*11
! gl=(awc-0.05)/(0.26-0.05)*0.05
if(awc>0) then
k1=1
lk1=awc**0.5
else
kl=awc*1/0.38
k1=1
Ik1=1*awc**0.5
end if
Ireturn
end subroutine waterstress
D IR AR &, PR AR
function trans(par,ltemp,cs,th,pp,f,awc,gg,cc2)
implicit none
integer i,h,f
real
m,g0,gb,rabs,par,ltemp,tleaf,cs,rhleaf,rh,dleaf,pn,slope,gv,gh,gr,trans,t1,t2,cs1,pp,gs,tleafl,gss,a
we,ml,gl kl.k,gg,cc.k2,cc2
real boltz,emissivity,latevap,cpair,h2olv0,h2omw,airma,airdens,umolperj,dheat,patm,s

real
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lhv,gradiation,cmolar,grashof,gbhfree,gbh,gbhr,gbw,gw,rlongup,rsol,rnet,ea,ema,rnetiso,gamma,e
t,lambdaet,y,h2,d,leafabs
real ::satur,leafp,waterstress

Boltz =5.67e-8 !'w M-2 K-4
Emissivity = 0.95 !-
LatEvap = 2.54 ! MJ kg-1
CPAIR =1010.0 1J kg-1 K-1
H20LV0 =2.501e6 1Jkg-1
H20MW = 18e-3 1 Jkg-1
AIRMA =29.e-3 ! mol mass air (kg/mol)
AIRDENS = 1.204 kg m-3
UMOLPER]J =4.57
DHEAT = 21.5e-6 ! molecular diffusivity for heat
patm=101
LeafAbs=0.5
call waterstress(awc,k1,k2,m1,g1)
I k=kl1
I'ml=11
! g1=0.05
m=ml
g0=gl
gb=2
h=0

rabs=0.84*par*2/4.55+1.31*(10*satur(Iltemp)/ltemp)**(1/7)*5.6 7TE-8*(Itemp+273.15)**4
B AIE
tleaf=25
csl=cs
rhleaf=rh
dleaf=satur(ltemp)*(1-rh) ! M /KEEZE
do i=1,100
h=h+1
pn=leafp(par,tleaf,cs1,rhleaf k1,k2,cc,ml,g1,cc2)

csl=cs-pn/gb*1.37

gs=g0+m*pn*rhleaf/csl

les=csl

slope=(satur(Itemp+0.1)-satur(ltemp))/0.1
Ithleaf=(satur(ltemp)*rh/satur(tleaf)+gs/gb)/(1+gs/gb)
AIRDENS = Patm*1000/(287.058 * (273+Itemp))
LHV = (H20LVO - 2.365E3 * ltemp) * H2OMW
Gradiation = 4.*Boltz*(ltemp+273)**3 * Emissivity / (CPAIR * AIRMA)
CMOLAR = Patm*1000 / (8.314 * (Itemp+273))

1Gb =0.003 * sqrt(2/0.02) * CMOLAR
GRASHOF=1.6E8 * abs(Tleaf-ltemp) * (0.02%%*3)
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Gbhfree = 0.5 * DHEAT * (GRASHOF**0.25) / 0.02 * CMOLAR
Gbh = 2*(Gbhfree + gb)

Gbhr = Gbh + 2*Gradiation

Gbw =1 *1.075 * Gbh

gw = gs*Gbw/(gs + Gbw)

Rlongup =Emissivity*Boltz*(Itemp+273)**4

Rsol = 2*par/UMOLPERJ

Rnet = LeafAbs*Rsol - Rlongup

ea = satur(Itemp) - 1000*satur(ltemp)*(1-rh)

ema = 0.642*(ea/(ltemp+273))**(1/7)

Rnetiso = LeafAbs*Rsol - (1 - ema)*Boltz*(ltemp+273)**4
!Rnetiso=300

GAMMA = CPAIR*AIRMA*Patm*1000/LHV

ET = (1/LHV) * (SLOPE * Rnetiso + 1000*satur(ltemp)*(1-rh) * Gbh * CPAIR * AIRMA) /

(SLOPE + GAMMA * Gbhr/gw)

lambdaET =LHV * ET
Y = 1/(1 + Gradiation/Gbh)
H2 = Y*(Rnetiso - lambdaET)
d =-CPAIR * AIRDENS * (Gbh/CMOLAR) * (Itemp - Tleaf)
Tleafl = Itemp + H2/(CPAIR * AIRDENS * (Gbh/CMOLAR))
if(abs(tleaf-tleaf1)<0.001) then
exit
else
tleaf=tleafl
end if
Itleaf=25

end do
f=h
pp=pn
g8g=gs
cc2=satur(tleaf)-satur(ltemp)*rh
trans=et* 1000
return
end
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