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SAUTRGE TR KRR A RE, I BB i 4% 1) 6 & AE F Rk 4y
FIRHRCR, sy A KRG LI AEFENE T IR KRE T2
LFE (canopy conductance, Gc), X BRFFEA)FI AN K4, DLRAES R
G AERASA e S AN IE AL AR BB R . H AT T Ge MBI 52 2 2 T
A RERSILGE S A ERRRE AR b, SREER Ge HRTHE D2 s &R 3
PGSR IL T R . H OB S48 2598 (Solar-induced Chlorophyll Fluorescence,
SIF) 1EAEEVER IAEA =), TEAEYE & B A BRI 5 T A MR 4, B R AR
MZ) Z PR e . ST, AR T SILEROK RS & o R 3525 I OB E H DA &
SIF 56A1F BN AR RG], M8 T — AN IR T GREE Tar Y66 A GRS PAR,
WARKIRKEZ VPD. HIEE/KE SWC ) FAEY A B AE 3L [F 3R 2h 1) e J2 S AL S 5
Tl EASEAY Ge-SIF, I8 3 b i 38 B WL I B B R AR Y HEAT B0 0IE, TR Ge-SIF 88 A T4
1K 2019~2020 4 H RE R Z LS EAG R, K5 Ge I 3R L AAE 2 3R AN ]
T XN R R R . AL ) a8 B S5 T

(1) G-SIF R K RIE

R AEAE Y A S B R0 SIF {8 38 i et 19 0% e WAL EE ( reformulated
Mechanistic Light Response, rMLR) AR IFEFGAHZ, F5 BBL (Ball-Berry-
Leuning) LS EBAANRE G, W 73T SIF SHEER T HIHLEEHERIAY Ge-SIF. 45
B M AAR G 5 5 6 I 2R G0 RN EC T8 i R 48 WL A4, 4 Ge-SIF Al T Pernman-
Monteith AR 5 HGE & RIERFIH G-EC #ATE . MR RER, Ge-SIF 5 Ge-
EC 7E/N AT H R N B A B —8E, R2 405158 0.79 #1 0.75, H Ge-SIF 5%
IREE DR (1w B 56 2t 5 A AR DA Fe 25 IO — 8, R EHAHT Fi it B2 1Y) Ge-SIF BLAY
BAREMIEREEE, v H TR E 2 280 = AL .

(2) EREERILFEER KERKE

7] N3 /& TROPOMI-SIF ¥4, DLACES 7> S HOFRAZE R T R 31 X 8, Bl 4
Bk 2019~2020 FHREET 5 km [0 53 HFZE M Ge-SIF. AL REKH, 2K Ge-SIF A
AR X 22 =T AR AL, H R S e S I R A e B o AR (R A3 A
JRIFE I 5 A BRAE A SR AR L P DX 38022 S RN 2 ERR FE 84k, 42 BRI T3 Ge-SIF HIME
ZAE 0 % 0.35molm~2 s~ Z [H]A84k, SEEFRE. RRYHPEH AN E AR IL T Ge-SIF {H 4L
B T REARE T REHUX 1 Ge-SIF HEK. dbFBRH X (1) Ge-SIF MNHFZFEEIHE
ZEHRIE, MWEZERKETRE, LFBAEBK. FIH 14 A FLUX @ &35 5 Ge-EC
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SPREALEE FIATIOE, RIA RN Ge-SIF 5 G-EC R &4 RAHEER,
HIGIESE R BB E FMHKRR (p<0.01), FulmEdE L mIa &1 R A
0.41, SAMA R? 5054, RPATH T Ge-SIF BRI IR FIBA IR ELLT, HiE
RO R 2SR IS BB R T 2% .

(3) ERFEERILFENAREHER

MRIE T 4550 (Aridity Index, AD B2FRR AT RX . FRX . (T REX.
T AR XCFRIE X 45 5 A3 X, i AR XA Ge-SIF 122 5 J H G #1858 PR (1)
MR, RILAERAFE TR X AT G-SIF RAREMNES, BETRERHIX Ge-SIF 1
SPEMERAN . AFETFR5 X Ge-SIF X 2 ZIRSE R 7 1w AR AR L, B R
1 Tairv PAR F1 VPD S {E 2GR F NP, MoK APRIG, B Ge-SIF Jik/)y, 1t
FRINGAEN T F- X SO, 2 AR A A A - 52 X 38052 7K 5 JHh 8 ) AT R B K
SWC & E%F Ge-SIF B4 M2 /745 — € BB . AAEK 2019~2020 4 H REE) Ge-
SIF 5 IEH T HIM R EHRE, Ge-SIF 5 Turn PAR F1 VPD fEEPR/K 870 /& Hid &
T A K IR X AR IEAH G OC 2R, FEME ) 5 52 B imila W 38 1) F4s i X AR AE SRAH DGR R,
ZERHAr X3 SWC IZETT B IFEA LG Ge-SIF MR RAEM . I A O ER AR 2545
RO MR - X Ge-SIF 725 (8] 341 (I ffRE /7, KL SWC R H 5 HABIEL N 1 1) 52 B
VERIXT Ge-SIF 25 18] 23 AT I AR J0 558, PAR FIAREE 118055, R T 3/K 4 BR 2 52
WYL E B BN EE R ER .

AT AR REF——SIF 5]\ 3] BBL [ALSERA A, SEI 7T
SIF AN Ge #AEL, 43 i B S0 SIF ANREIEK SIF 75k R R4 BRI 3 ]
IOUE TSR Ge RE ), FFRA T Ge MMABERZMRI 2R, vk T sk R 25 1
RIS T S5, PG SER LT ASKSOE A BEEE L.
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ABSTRACT

ABSTRACT

The stomatal behavior plays a crucial role in regulating the coupling of carbon and water
cycles in vegetation, directly affecting photosynthesis and water use efficiency. Consequently,
it significantly influences plant growth, development, and capacity to adapt to their
environment. Exploring the canopy conductance (Gc) of vegetation at a large scale is of
paramount importance in comprehending the carbon and water exchange between plants and
the atmosphere, as well as elucidating the response and adaptation mechanisms of ecosystems
to global change. Currently, most simulation studies of Gc focus on the coupling model of
stomatal conductance at the leaf level and photosynthesis. The prerequisite for obtaining
accurate G¢ is to optimize the photosynthesis model and couple it into the stomatal
conductance model. Solar-induced chlorophyll fluorescence (SIF), as a byproduct of
photosynthesis, offers distinctive benefits in the physiological detection of vegetation
photosynthesis and prompt identification of various stresses. Therefore, based on the critical
role of stomata in regulating the carbon-water coupling process and inherent relationship
between SIF and photosynthesis, this study establishes an ecosystem canopy conductance
estimation model, Gc-SIF, driven by environmental factors (7air, PAR, VPD, SWC, etc.) and
plant physiological characteristics. The model is validated with ground flux observation data
and applied to estimate the global canopy conductance for daily time scales from 2019 to 2020,
investigating the spatiotemporal characteristics of G and the environmental factors affecting
it in different drought regions globally. The primary computational processes and findings of
this study include:

(1) Construction and verification of G.-SIF model

This study utilized the reformulated mechanistic light response (rMLR) model based on
SIF observations to calculate net photosynthesis rates and coupled it with the Ball Berry-
Leuning stomatal conductance model, resulting in the development of the Gc-SIF model. This
model estimates ecosystem canopy conductance by taking into account SIF observations and
environmental factors. The G.-SIF model is validated by comparing it with the Ge-EC model
obtained from the Penman-Monteith formula and latent heat flux data collected from a
fluorescence observation system and an EC flux tower at the Yangling Agricultural
Experimental Station. The results showed good consistency between Ge-SIF and Ge-EC at

half-hourly and daily time scales, with R? values of 0.79 and 0.75, respectively. Moreover, the
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response relationships between Ge-SIF and various environmental factors are consistent with
other relevant research results, indicating that the Gc-SIF model constructed in this study has
high fitting accuracy and can be used for simulating or estimating canopy transpiration.

(2) Simulation and verification of global G.-SIF

This study introduced remote sensing TROPOMI-SIF data, optimized some parameters,
and upscaled the Gc-SIF model to the regional level to simulate global Gc-SIF at a spatial
resolution of 5 kilometers for daily time scales from 2019 to 2020. The simulation results
showed that Gc-SIF has significant regional differences and seasonal variations and can
respond to phenomena such as abnormally high temperatures. The overall spatial distribution
pattern shows obvious regional differences and latitudinal gradients corresponding to the
global vegetation pattern. The daily average Ge-SIF values globally range from 0 to 0.35 mol
m~2 s~!, with higher values in the central United States, Western Europe, and northeastern
China and lower values in some arid and semi-arid areas. The Gec-SIF model shows a
significant increase in most regions of the Northern Hemisphere from spring to summer,
followed by a decrease from summer to autumn, and is generally lower in winter. The
simulation results were validated using G.-EC data from 14 FLUX tower sites, which revealed
that the regression fitting of Gc-SIF and Gc-EC varied among different vegetation types but
exhibited a significant positive correlation (p<0.01). The average R? of the linear regression
fitting for each site's data is 0.41, and the overall fitting R? is 0.54, indicating that the Gc-SIF
model used in this study has a good simulation effect on a global scale.

(3) Environmental factors affecting global G-SIF

This study divided the world into five zones based on the Aridity Index: Hyper Arid, Arid,
Semi-Arid, Dry sub-humid, and Humid, and analyzed the differences in G¢-SIF and their
response to environmental factors in different regions. The results showed significant
differences in Ge-SIF among different aridity zones globally, with lower average values in
drier regions. The response patterns of G¢-SIF to major environmental factors were similar but
not identical across different aridity zones. Generally, higher values of air temperature (7air),
photosynthetically active radiation (PAR), and vapor pressure deficit (VPD) would increase
plant transpiration rate and decrease leaf water potential, resulting in a decrease in Ge-SIF.
This phenomenon was more pronounced in Hyper Arid regions, indicating that vegetation in
these areas is more susceptible to water stress. The effect of soil water content (SWC) on
increasing Ge-SIF had a certain threshold. From the correlation analysis between Ge-SIF and
environmental factors at the daily scale from 2019 to 2020, G.-SIF was positively correlated

with Tair, PAR, and VPD in regions with sufficient water and suitable for vegetation growth,
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ABSTRACT

while it was negatively correlated in tropical where plants are more vulnerable to heat stress.
The seasonal variation of SWC in most regions did not cause significant changes in Gc-SIF.
The results of the geographic detector model analysis showed that SWC and its interaction
with other environmental factors had a stronger explanatory power for the spatial distribution
of Gc-SIF, while the explanatory power of PAR was weaker, indicating that soil moisture
limitation was a more important factor affecting the spatial distribution of plant stomatal
conductance.

This study introduced the SIF as a probe for plant photosynthesis into the BBL stomatal
conductance model, realizing the simulation of ecosystem Gc based on SIF observations. The
model's ability to simulate Gc was verified using flux observation SIF and remote sensing SIF
at the site and global scales respectively. The study also explored the environmental factors
affecting G, providing a reference for large-scale evapotranspiration modeling based on
remote sensing and is of great significance for evaluating eco-hydrological processes under

climate change.

KEY WORDS: Canopy conductance; Solar-induced chlorophyll fluorescence; Ball Berry-Leuning model;

Carbon-water coupling
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1.1 fixES. BHEEX

ALY 540 R REAT K 3 AR S 3 ) = B, HORH O 240 i
TEHIVE R R SEILAT DhRE, BERESUEMEMNZAE . StaEHMBEE- PR (Linet
al. 2015) , ks dIE N IR )Z KRR, TSR XIRE K Rl 5 K COo2 ik
F¥ (Avissar and Pielke 1991; Gentine et al. 2019; Sellers et al. 1997) , F5Zm X ) & 4>
BRI [ K SIS AR ML (Collatz et al. 1992; Kelliher et al. 1992) o S FLAT A1t
A A2 B FEAN B RO BE it A 78 R G S35 IR AH LA R R S e L] X Al AR
RSl KAE R DL R it T 3R G f0 K AR S i 7T A o 1 =

RETT AL R IR R ALAT O, AR KARRE EBGRTX5 L35 (stomatal conductance,
gs) WIREHMG R, AL R Te ALK IT IR, B BAL I 8] PN S it T AR A S KA
8¢ CO2 [P ZE (T3 20100 o )2 <fLFE (canopy conductance, Geo) M <AL
FEEHE) T REEA G EIEE N, SR B TR ALIROL iR A B
A5 DR 25506 7k J2 2R O A S CRISCIRES: 2017) « 1ENAESRGNE EF)—
MNERETRNR, Ge s i B A YA BROR SN ATL 1) H AR KR & RBP4 () OG 8 (R Al =
WE 1995) o HEMFFH KT Ge B 77AF A (1) Penman-Monteith 2 X HE
% IR TR OC R 4056 M S A 7% 15 & FF 18 1 Penman-Monteith A 30%
HEFFE] Ge (Kudera et al. 2017) o iZJ7iETI SRAFEONHERI Ge Hdl, (H Al S50 2% A PR
i, MDA XISOREE AT KIHIE SR s (2) IR Forafesid!, £ &0 Jarvis 15
A (Jarvis 1976) NFERl R AT, JR B (8 5, (HESHCR B A2 B,
BAESMIRER -2 WMAEEER PR (3 HAERBER, B4 Ball-Berry
iR (Ball et al. 1987) FEpHR PR EiA, ZETHEHM AL FESHOLEERZ A
FAAEZNE R RIRE, TSR BR B ot & 2 1) HE L BDGE 1 R S50
ARG EE, R SRECHER Ge (AT HE BRI 2 LA S AL IR0 HAR i R fL T FE A A

(Liuetal. 2022a) -

H6 i St 42 %¢ % (Solar-induced Chlorophyll Fluorescence, SIF) 1F 4 il
M AAEH B AR ET (FEAFEE 2019) , IR NG HAE B B2 477 71 (Gross
Primary Production, GPP) MHEZEJjik (EIMATEE 2023) o Tk, FEESIGIEIE R
PR AR AR I H FLEX (fluorescence explorer) [AHERE, ki % (1) BE 1S AN 5K
s g AR, TREIEBECESEINEIN SIF {55 0l LAVE A e il 4= BRAE 45 & /E A A
JeAl FRR PRI SR LA R (PMVEARKEE 2021) . Feala “PHER-5T BTRXTLE
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WAL CTROPOMIDD WL £ s EL A 58 vy (19 2 [ RS (8] 4 28, X AR REE Y GPP il 5
R FE LT HoAh B2 SIF #¥% (Zhang et al. 2019) . 3£F SIF fl GPP 'E35 (KW F % &,
TAER SIF W) 2 FH TS Ge MIZ%0E, JRAEui mi R ERIMR 4 (Lu et al. 2018
Maes et al. 2020; Pagn et al. 2019; Shan et al. 2019) . & 45 A BF 7TiESE Ge F SIF
ZIAFAENIEBE R, (HIR G IRMARFAE R0 o2 RICGR . 522 A S kR . 42
T EAFAE BRI E S R IR, B AT AN R WA A SIF X Ge EATHLER PR,
Nk, AT ALK G RS PR E AN SIF 56 E81ERINLE
BRAMLS], BEME—NET IR Ge il A, I 7875 1] FH Hb TH] 000 AR T2 5
JEREE,  AHOE PRI R T AR ) AR BRARAE L (R IR BN IR Ge,  TEAERRE WA
B Ge [RIB 28 AR AVARFAE S FLAEAS R X3P (1) 22 S A M DR 3R o ASHIE 0 14D O Ry g o v
MRS RGURE B G, DA U MU X $e 28 1 S A B R IS 4 T e, AT
A BT G R A R - KR BB R AR R B, DL A BRI AL T Bl AR
ARGl N AN IE ML (Pataki et al. 1998; Shan et al. 2019) .

1.2 ERIMARER

1.2.1 SILSEREMHR

AL TR - KA A VL AR T A3 EEE R, A ALBITF ISR S o'
AR B0 B ] /K 3 Pl L R s (TR 2007) , 383 520 20 i 8] CO2 ¥4 5 SR8 5 -
LRAR N DA AR R A A RE, 1R V815 7K 20 R FH 2k 238 % e B~V A BRI AR
Bitbfl (Yuetal.2001) . SALRIE gs Z 5HMICEERMZMEEH (Cowan 1978)
HeA e BIAEUE & K 5 DL Farquhar 2% (Farquhar et al. 1980) & 1E IR MR ER
PONLERASE AL, T A B KRR (Vemax)« CO2 ¥RFE L 5L AN B Al O HE 55
FIER TAE AL 280G 32 BAKEE gs AR, mT WARELERR 0 gs X T BB /K 7 F H 242
BREE, FEFENZ, g RnfEEDREL FFRIERH . 285 1F H &R AR 4R
W S ALAT I — PR RIS, AN AR ALIs s 45 IR (B 2008) .

W E AL IE GAFNER RGRE EASALRE R — MG i8is, HatEERSGE
R T E NP —2 5 Penman-Monteith ARM S5, MAEBZEBEHEL G —
SR gs FHRE R3] Ge. gs MTHRELHE EERE AN B HER R iEd <Lt
B A I R G B gs, IR VRIE FH AR A PR BIEIAIESI (Loranty et al.
20100 ; [MEaEREEWESILFERAIATIIE, Bl R EORERE R Fp ety
(LA Jarvis BB FFOGE A (DL Ball-Berry BN
1.2.1.1 Jarvis f28Y

Jarvis #i8! (Jarvis 1976) J2—MAIHAY, KM Z0dRL Mm%, BBk
W B JE R AS [ R S5E DR 5 gs PRSI SR ARG SRST IR, AT R 28 HE 1 — A i 70y 3 o 5

2



RO, FFa v N T ek 1T 28 Bk i R AN A O R A 15 PR S AT K T 9T (Cox et al.
1998: Hanan and Prince 1997; McMurtrie et al. 1992) . A AR TR K-

gs = f(R) F(Ta) £ (Ca) T (VPD) T (@) (1-1

A f(R) Rom KFHRMB RS, f(Ta) R RS, f(C.) Fm CO2 IFZRR I,
f (VPD) RRBAKIKEZE (VPD) 7K T8RS, f (@) FRon 3K BRI

TERNE RN RN Z SV —, RZTICEENT Jarvis #7250
1T T IRANHITFSE . White 28 (1999) Xif Jarvis F% < FLME A 505 K47 101k,
feth:

Os =gsmaxf(Rs)f(Ta)f(VPD) (1-2)

BIFEIE A5, SEbr gs il PUBIL 5 K FRE (gs max) FTRFE R FHEE 5« L B AL A
KRR Z IR IE R B3
Noe # Giersch (2004) 7£JEat W HEH

9s = Gsmax MIN[f (R;) f (Ta) f (VPD)] (1-3)

Jarvis KRR A] IEA R A B KA T EAA R R EcR A, g, fHR
T, REf® St g REAN R PRI W B, 3732 B T RS () A (Chenetal. 1999;
Liuetal. 1999) FIZEHUA A (Bai et al. 2018; Mu et al. 2007; Mu et al. 2011; Zhang et al.
2011) o (HIZE A 2 — DA IEA, SH I 3 ERELE T, K2 RH SEPRE
AEE N, BMESHINIE 2, B E R WA, S8 B R EERJIGE
P RRERE, S HUSEORIRE A 8 2 22 S A 2 i 3G hn 7 AL S () IR (Bai et al. 2018;
TUFE R4 2016) .
1.2.1.2 Ball-Berry #22Y/Ball-Berry-Leuning &8¢

RIE gs SHEYCEERZ MK K R, Ball 55 (1987) 3T —RFIMH RER
SRS, RIS, 32 T Ball-Berry %Y.

A xhs

S

s =go+m (1-4)
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A A BRI EHER, he R RKAARNRSE, Cs KRR R JE COMKE, m Ml go
NAEKSH . T RFBFERMNRE CO2 IREALRS, gs 5aEHZ 2 [Al471E
MR FR .
RYE AT 78, 43 EiH CO W BEARI, ot &R K& T 0 (% 2008) ,

# Leuning (1990) 7t Ball-Berry #784 f2EAH BN T SIS CO2 #M B NS,
M FE TR CO2 K NG A M. 2 J5 Leuning (1995) N A# A KRS MEFI/KIA
J£ 72 VPD SRACE KA IR L hs, DAE S 4F (R IRBN 28 SR o A2 1 J5 S A0 4
A Ball-Berry-Leuning 5% (BBL %)

A

(1-5)
(C,-T')x(1+VPD/ Dy)

gs=0go+M

i THRIR CO2AMERL, Do A2 RBLSFLAT KR R Z M BFE IS5, RE T gs Xf
KA R ZE IR E (Yuetal. 2004)

TR BN gs ISR R, BERRHAK D HEIRE T gs 51 A
2R [A] B RO% R AT R BURE R 35 A BT A4 (Bonan et al. 2014; Misson et al. 2004) .
It, Wang il Leuning (1998) 7£ BBL A rbin N 1 385 /K B (1) rid 151 «

A x f

(1-6)
C, x(1+VPD/ Do)

gs=0o+a

e fwRoR5 L E/KEMIRBIK B HERE (Juetal. 2006) , a ALK

BBL BAEAM R, 5 THM, LT Jarvis B, HEE TELZXTSIASH
Ba PR 2R () A2 R AT, DR AR 22 2738 7 R & 56 T BBL B 50 S B (R & A 52
Collatz 55 (1992) K 7 — 24k C4 Y 156G IR 2 ZE 1 H S8 (FvCBD,
HoK FH T h B A R G IR GREE L IR . CO2 YA AR X IR B3 S5 A 15 1R 2% 1
M. YuZE (Yuetal 2001; Yuetal. 2003) F& T —ANa[H T C3 fil C4 AR
RSSO SEH R SR (SMPT-SB), 1% R Al LHEAT &1 FH AN 28 I 1 FH A
B, B 0T DU TAERE K o R B v . th4h, BBL ARASHE V2 R TR R RS
[ R 4 BEPS #5%! (Chen et al. 1999; Liu et al. 1999) #1 CABLE #i#%! (Kowalczyk et
al. 2006) 1, {HLERH I LIREPE K BDA /AR, Ktk BBL #4556 S48 (145
HEW N T — DR A A5



1.2.1.3 BEZ S Penman-Monteith ARG SRR

Penman-Monteith (P-M) 2 U H R 288U I 78 iR o — A AR . B TS0 3))
R ARE B P A7 JREE, Penman (1948) #ESH HH/KHABRAEK AN, FFEEE
18RSI R T 22 A R SIS0 A S0 AT T 3R1iE. Monteith (1965) 7£ Penman 22U
i Bl N ZHPTRM S, 2 T P-M AR

Ax(Rn —G)+p><Cp <xVPD/r,

LE =
A+y><(l+rclra)

(1-7)

e LE FoRi Gl ®E, ARRBEAUKE SIEREIZRRARICR, R NFEN, G
NHENEE, p AT UEE, Co NEAWMNE, ra ARSI NFEMET, re NEER
P, RN EAILRE (Go HIEE:

rc:]-/Gc (1-8)

P-M A GEFEMIR A T 25 HUR BB A B R Hi A4 B R (Monteith and Unsworth
2013) , HA— NS L hr B A B 23 3, O A HUR T 7R b AR T 2
2 BN T 7 ERESE 20100 o XF P-M AR IS5 A S ) e 2 25 15 &
TEHGE T DA S HA AR AR B AT SR S Ge, O 2 TR Ge HOHER P25 AF 7T

(Dengel and Grace 2010; Li et al. 2019; Medlyn et al. 2017; Shan et al. 2019) .

1.2.2 HRRRIHBS R EEUMAR

AR AR, Ry oOteE — e SR RS 10
( PhotoSystem 11, PSII) H @47 6-&1EH, — &8 2 DL#GE a0 B X 4 &
(nonphotochemical quenching, NPQ) , F&R#4r (0.5%-2%) W<z LG )T g it
GEDTEPREN (Krause and Weis 1991) . B ILG SE 4R T AER OB AE
BTG, BHFARESERBIBEORE, M TERESHIMN 523 01 B AT E 1%
PVEAEIR WU R BRI, SRR b E T, RIS, a7t BIRRE
BIR5S, HETSHEY AT S AT SRR YIMIE, FUILH 48 RO A& b
A AE R SEBR D BRIRAS I FR £ . BRI B AR KA T B4 22 OB R M AU Ot A 1
Jl GPP (Damm et al. 2010; Frankenberg et al. 2011) . i 53 M Y052 B R BE K 0 BN 2
(XFFAFIX R = 2013) 55 THAH T EEE S, FEERIFI PPN KRB A2
RGN T R MR B R o thah, M ERE5O6IE T H T AL, Ak
b e A A A AN ST B, iR EIE A E I RCR . IR ERIEY & iR



[ | S s N e e VA0S

Rt 5 o Bl Ak 2R DEOGEOR AN BT A R A sk, HE R G BRI AR BE R AN e o
2% 28 DGR 7 V50 N E SRS W Rl F8h59256 % & AN uilE ATkt
KA R, TR LB R O6E S, —BCR AR T 2R3N /) 5 BEAR I ik rh 4R i 1
#illF AR (Pulse-Amplitude Modulation, PAM) KSZHL. 17715 BA A2 /N6 IE 26445
Mo (I s, V2 N AR AR BRI T (EH5E 2012) . (HED@E S & BT
JREEWM (Porcar-Castell etal. 2014) , H T REX MG efhF (5KAKILEE 2009) , A
KA R RBE R CHRI B30 2GR LA B AR C IO T SO0, HaierE SN
HOLd 4R %k SIF, KL 650~800 nm, fEL)E (685~690 nm) FIT 4T 4h
(730~740 nm) B PN E )% & (Mohammed et al. 2019) . #{3h¥¢ 6 HIFRMIZE
MORE AR RGO IR b3 B B8 MLE B &t ium 770, AT IR
AR RS R EME A PSS GG EE R (AR5 2019) .
AR, 18258 TR EER I PE &, GOSAT (Frankenberg etal. 2011) . GOME-
2 (Joiner etal. 2013) . OCO-2 (Frankenberg et al. 2014) . TanSat (Du et al. 2018) #I
TROPOMI (Kdhler et al. 2018) 4 TLE s )43k SIF #dls C4 v ISRBOF )iz 48
o ML TAEGRORE R “ SR Fa%n NDVI 45 75 B8 i 4l Bh i 9 30 ds R0 AR
JCE A7, REIKIIEN SIF RS R4 XHOGA/E R BN, M (Yang
etal. 2017) . Pk (Damm et al. 2010; Rossini et al. 2010) . 7 /= (Zarco-Tejada et al.
2013) MAZEFRSE (Guanter et al. 2012) RUE LA FTEIRE SIF 5 GPP A& % VI
FHORHE, MR ML T —Fh B3 N B 38 SR T BORARALL GPP (Magney et al. 2020; Smith et
al. 2018; Sunetal. 2018) . Frankenberg 2% (2011) i#id Eh#i GOSAT T2 i i) SIF
P54 H 2 P07 ALY GPP, K I SIF #idli5 GPP 2 [AIfF1E =i fE 26 P AH 9%« Guanter
& (2014 fEJGREFIHZFIHEZE T H X 1 SIF 5 GPP 4tk &, 5T GOME-
2 SIF B tidl 7 BRI B RIEYD A AE 77 7. SR80 SIF-GPP 128 222352 2| 22 A Al
THIFW, Lee 2% (2015) WEFC/AEL SIF A1 GPP HIARLIE K 1E Ml MR B IR 1F T 2
PHEA—BHIIME, F8H SIF F GPP HEAZ B AR R, FET 2R R
AT BE £ il Bl X 3K GPP. Zhang %5 (2016) fE4TH /04T 7 ANER 2 R E L SIF 5
GPP KRG, R A RIZEBERRET SIF 5 GPP AR MR R, 1wz H R E A
ZHRE L SIF S GPP NA&MEKFR, W LI I FR 52 B U & A 4 a
&7 (Absorbed Photosynthetically Active Radiation, APAR) ] #5201, Guan 25 (2016)
fath SIF 50uEEH P P fid 2R J A5, Jriid J Mg 1 SIF 5 GPP 3E4
KFR. ITFRK, GuiE (2019) HTO6EIERCMNFE, £%F C3 H1 C4 ARG
aife, MHLEE B SIF S5oua eI RAER, Mg 7GR (Mechanistic
Light Response, MLR), &AL AL F1L il 2R i 57 7 — A& B A T R R # A
SIF 5 GPP )X &R. ZJ&, Liu%§ (2022b) # MLR FA A 5 3R S H0E 4l =

6



U EIREE LA g, A &R T B0 MLR #55 (fMLR), NTE X I 3 & 43k R
FE T E TRES U SIF B 45 GPP N 61iE T 444

123 MREZRRKAEES[ILSE/ZEMANBR MR

HEYZAEBER S EERBETILEFEME/E—IE (Gentine etal. 2019) , SIF fE
N A G A A e Er, IEFRAE— RANTF R IESE TR Ge St 278
WEAREFIE 71, Lu %% (2018) RIFEIRWARME ZH, LMK (720 nm, 740 nm
A1 760 nm) [ SIF 26 L 53k By SIF W25 BB 8UR%, . SIF 52815 2 [ 1k RAEALE
BRI, He 25 (2019) K IIIET GOME-2 SIF W3 36 E L #°F IR 2017 £ 2
T RMZERUR LU A 2 284 . Pagan %5 (2019) & ¥ SIF/PAR [f EL{E fiE
T YL PR EE i X 2R S OB . Maes 25 (2020) FSE 7 4xFR FLUXNET 3t o038 &8 000 45
B 7555 GOME-2/0CO-2 SIF 2 [ fFfER st A < PE (1=0.76) .

UHTFI A SIF A5 5 Go/Z& ML THRZEM B, B il A R 7t =2 0] Loy RE 57
AR T SRR TTEPISR . IR @R ¥ SIF 2R Go/Z& M6 1 I A R 2 1 85
¥ SIF 5 G iR B 5k A2k (Lu et al. 2018; Maes et al. 2020; Shan et al. 2019)
Shan %5 (2019) &I Ge 1 SIF fEER T840 E 2 AL, FEAE SIF Al Ge
ZRVENE T Bt ok FR R 2 25 M, 4 SR AR I Hb T S AN K S s 1) SIF 34 REAR 47
AU R R Ge (R2>0.5). FET R FEM 72 @ W P-M A RELLR K
FZHESH SIF AT Go/7% i Bk £33k : Shan £5(2021) 45 & B S LB AL AN SIF 5 G VPDY?
Z AP BEAH OGO R T AL T SIF 1 Ge #8584, FERBIET SIF [P AL AY7E FRAK
AR FE IR b (1% 28 JR ASLAUL 7 1D LU 7 B R 2R PR AL L S s A T E /7. b4k, Feng 55

(2021) 437 3 T B /KR G HE SR (1) 7K 43 1 2% (WUED BRR ARG & 3 < FL S FE I SIF-
GPP HLERELAY, HESHPME SIF (550582 &ML TV, AL /N ROEEAN
HREE E#EDH RIFRPERE . Zhou 5 (2022) T Fick & B S FLAT e S
— AN GPP (IR A B RY, HE— D854 SIF MR BRI T oAb A SR

RAGHET SIF [ Ge B CLEIT 1 &tk e, SR X L7 iEEAFAE LN R BR A% -

(1) JEF SIF W F il S 2 AR LIRS, B2 X Ge sl S HLER AN KD (2) T
WEE 725 (EC) BEHIRE LN SIF 5 G gt X R, HEARRELS RGN
FEAEZS (B R A 520 (Desai 2010) 5 (3) FI3dE SRl Al S X 35k Ge 78 R EE 4R T+ 7 1%
W ATRAAAE —E A E M (Xiao et al. 2014)

1.3 HRAIN B R KB )
IR 5 b R B ATV A I BT 11, R S R AEBR G PA AIK



P IBARARRI R A - 7 18 3L

TEA IRy, XA RISy T EDBOK SR EE AR R E
A HRAL T EED A A R BEI E R i A AL B, R R AL AT E
SR E, A BB I EE BRI T P-M A USSR 2] G, HAELSTRIGR
DX RURE_E UAR AEMER AL 5 1Y Geo IM AR AR 2 28 X AL 3 B BEAT 1 KR 0T,
ST YA BAHERTTE CIENDE S ERER R 5L R R LR KR
{EAESEBR R R, M R L S R S P AR A R e J= 45 4 R St
R PRBORE R, S EUX IR Ge MURLADL S5 FATAEAFAE RS EA = i 1] L

SHKE, BESRGUERT Ge, B e EXEGOL ST . SIF MFARAE
A AE B S R O AL &, HAEEOCEEM GPP A% sl s, Hik
FERMWTFTWMAESE 145 SIF T4 5 Ge T 71 (1T SIF-GPP [k R 2 M A
IR, AR AE X AR RS R GR R L, T8I0 2 6 SIF TH LA 20 e Y GPP,
R HAR B L AT Y DAR i B T AR A BB L A ) Ge B, B —AMEAS
R H A (R R, AR 2 RGO R & BRI 7T LA S 2K UK S B8RS E [ 32 T+
BEEHEF .

1.4 AIRAR

AHEFEEE T ALK & AR B AE IR SIF 5 AR A M EYDE & 1F
FZE DA G AR BRI, FECOHE G ROBALEE TMLR AEBL A b, W T — A2
B R SIF 5 5 M HASRGUEZ UL PN R Ge-SIF, i id i i &
RT3 o B AL BEAT 7] FEPEIGAIE , FORAS Y N T 4Bk 2019~2020 £ H R Ge A,
PRUTHE Y Ge AN 23 AR AR AIE S R BRANR] X IR Ge RIFEMA R 3R o BARBIETE N B U0 R -

(1) Ge-SIF BRIy MR GAIE . F Tk e S ML rMLR A28, s STF UL
W imad i T AL R T HHEAA RIS E R AN BBL AL R 52 /5,
PRI F IR Ge-SIF. I LA [ A AR M st 3 ) 2 /)N IR i e oo i
P-M A 3SR 2 Ge-EC yFE#E, PPl Ge-SIF B R T 56 I R Se ) SIF W%
PR Ge IR BE -

(2) B J2 AL B S S5 R IGAIE : o ] 12 38 B Re Ge-SIF AR N ] T
4ER 2019~2020 S H R Ge i, PRI 2 BRAEME Ge-SIF HIN 25 AL, JF 548k
HAMAER RS 14 NEES SR BAEIEAT XL, 258 UE Ge-SIF AR Ay
AT PR AUt R TR 1

(3) EFEREIL MR R WRAE T 9850 AL K2R A im T
B, FRX, BEFRX, FRILEBEXAREX, AR TR0 XNEE G-
SIF (25 A MBI 1 GRIE . Je&A RERS  WAKITURZM S KE) i
KA, FEMITEFH] 0T Ge-SIF H3ABEH MK AR, M2 8] o3 A s i B AR
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I FAGTY 73 HT G R 7% Ge-SIF IRREAE L o

1.5 RARBEGSETRH

AT SRR B W 1-1 BiR, IRIE SRR AR BT LN 2, 7 WA s
BEAT W FEAIT 18

BB RS . NMAART RN = BEIME S, B a98 087 E N AN
RS S et — 2D e 7 1a], R SR A1 ST B T N S AN 5T T %

B R R EREET SIF MUINME fh F A R = AL FER Ge-SIF B8, I AEA 1 bl
A A FED T O 5 s A Y 3R AT BT

B FEN Ge-SIF FEAITE R B 4Bk, A TR B A 2 8 T A Bk
2019~2020 4F H RER) Ge, HAE 14 A FLUX 3l 5 0B BRI 45 SR HEAT I0AE, 2007 4
BRAEME Ge-SIF I 281k,

S0 B R R AR T 520 X R Ge-SIF (22 5 J o0 BB R 7 Fmie B 56 2, A
IS} 18] 7P 41 _E 53 BT Ge-SIF SRR T I AHIC O R, M3 [B] 43 A1 b 30 a e JER R0 2 A5 25 4
HrEREE A 7-XF Ge-SIF MR SIFLFE .

BATERYHAER S RREE, B4 T AT RN FELELLILHE
WOBH A, FEER N — i B 7R B TR Gk ) )



P IBARARRI R A - 7 18 3L

B &

BBL #i#&

o

ﬁ%@$u%4%ﬂ%]1

SN EZS

A4

BESARERIGSIF

1P A SR Bt ]J

FLUXNET %(##

) H¥E

P-ME R

" WG,

fEIERETY

BOAE R R IR AR

ISTERCR AR,

[
[
[
[[ TROPOMISIF ¥(ffi |—————
[
[

MERRA-2 5 2 ¥4 '7 ,zwglrﬁ%y‘_r_fﬁ;ﬁ;l 2019~20204E 2 3% L 2MG,-SIFHIN 2
MODIS J2 5 %504k }————— H35G,-SIFHtN AT
ERAS5 3K ia‘F
+ 35K 1 IES
J A
ST v
IR
(s — *ggzgg;giza G-SFRSFRE T IHE

A 4

HREYEBENTFRE T AR T X SRR A ERE,
SHA R X BIARE TR S EREW

K11 BAREORE 2L

Figure 1-1 Overview technique route sketch
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5 % Ge-SIF MY HA 2 K A R I6IE

F-EF Gc-SIF {88 E K ARRIIGE

FRERIHETE M e 9Ot SIF SO A1 B VIR R L HAFAEE M Ge
&7, ARREZEHKZHK SIF 5yt e HLEIERZER tMLR A5 BBL LT
PRAAAR G, M2 EEGE SIF WIE RIS 2 AL PRI Ge-SIF. JF3T i
il ACE S B A 2 S AL R Ge-SIF 5 Sl ie 2 S L5 Ge-EC BT X Hh 3
Uk, AITTXS Ge-STF A= 2 (1 1 BE TN LADP A o

2.1 MR5ERE

2.1.1 rMLR &%

rMLR B (Liuetal. 2022b) s&H MLR % (Guetal. 2019) flifbelidtimk, M
LR B9kt C3 F1 C4 T B A AR B R ER, AR A I ) et J2 T
AP BRI R BN H ML A . tTMLR BIBIRE, fEdZBESRARE L, C3 A
C4 VIR BIE 6 AT 2R A BT HLER M T FE R OR

Ci —-I* y Dp x (1+ NPQ)X (1+ KDF)XSIFTOC_FULL_PSII

AC. +8T* (1—Dp)x f —-Rs C3

i - X Tesc_p-

M =110 Dox(1e NPQ)x (1 |<P SII_:PC 2D
- s X (1+ NPQ) x (1+ Kpr) x SIFroc_ruLL psii _Rs C4
3 (:I-_(DP)>< fesc_P-C

H CRRgME CO2 ¥ E (ubar or umol mol™!, B AR WA 2-10); I'*FiR
2R ] CO2 #M2E i (ubar, HARTHFE L A0 2-8) (Guetal. 2019; Long and Bernacchi
2003) ; @p FoR PSII &7 %, NPQ FRIEAL A K Kop 7 PSIT H I id B 44
FEHII) T 220 HORN 9 Ol 22 5 B TR b8, Jdd S e BN 9.0(Liuetal. 2022b) ;
SIFtoc ruLL psi s A PSIL & H 5 Z T (TOC) Faii (640-850 nm) SIF (pmol m®
285 fese p-c o SIF JGF M P8 PSIT Ot S B 18 36 146 7ed TH S O ME S s € Rt I
A EC A P RS R B AR BT 40 2, 125E 9 0.4 (Von Caemmerer 2000) 5 Ra Ko
HRI R CRARTHE AT 2-6) .

rMLR # R H] @p AT NPQ M-S HEr 1 J54R MLR %Y (Gu et al. 2019) 171K
PSII A0 2 (qu) A1 PSTT I KET72% (Oemax) NS ECREHRIR T
1T @p A1 NPQ 35 AT DA 14 2 2% SR B ( Tir, °COF PAR ) 0% %5 (Bacour et al. 2019),
AHEE gL A1 @pmax B 55 3RHL . SIFToc FuLL psn H 7it /2 T5#6 SIF (Top-of-canopy, TOC SIF)
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PHABAR R A - S 1 5L

WMME e aifioR, 2= F2ZPR: (1) HAETE S8 PSILAE 760 nm BKALXF TOC
SIF 5Tk (SIFtoc 760 ps, mW m™ nm™ sr'')  (Bacour et al. 2019) , JANME A Toir A1
PAR #HATZHtk; (2) ¥ €19 SIFrtoc 760 psi M ik /2 7K T B R BEE 2% R 4K F, Bl
SIFtor 760 st (mW m?2nm™), J7iE&FREL 760 nm 4K 56 )E SIF 6 R0 (fese p-c) FF
FEFER 2 BRI o fose pc S2 I Fr AR BRI 1 G5 AP L 768 J2 485 A R BH - A% SR 23 0
M JEZ R PuE, TR ZLAMER AR (NIRv) HDOGE A REE SR 20 (farar)
5 (Liu et al. 2022b) ; (3) 7E/DEESHLAI A 0% SIFToT 760 psi S8 A 28 8 4= 1
SIFror ruLL psu (Zhaoetal. 2014) , & 24 387k 2 e & AF FI AT BE M (SCOPE)
B A KB STF s CNZREda 82D, e /SR rfa Al sy 5, M
FEIA R AREHIR (SVD) PAZ M ZRE i 4R th R B =/ B0 5E 2 563, I SR () 2 Ve 4
G E e SIF P, FRiE ITRCHY SIF A i e e A 1 B30

2.1.2 ¥ ET SIF WM EESFLSFERE Ge-SIF

A FE CIERTH R TMLR B8 5 e 2 S AL T B R Ak ok, 56 F rMLR
BEALE R SIF WIE THE S E 16 E An, JHRF I A AR BGE S (19 BBL #28 (Wang and
Leuning 1998) H T /2 fLFFE Ge I

G. =G, +a Ao x fu (2-2)

C. x(1+VPD/Dy)

AHF SRR FE AL I T R RIMELE, B IE A A e 2 A% Iy BEALHEZ A 25 3,
H Ge AT LB — AN H AR R R LR Go RoRiRZE R, BE N 0.01
mol m2s™;a fl Do 437l 72 N 8.0 Fil 1.5 HI4: 5241 (Arain et al. 2002; Wang and Leuning
1998) ; VPD (kPa) FK/RM R WA KIZEZ; A (pmol mol™) J&ilid rMLR #%
BTFEARRIREe AR (A 2-0 5 f, RoREPK oA 8k %, B3 EE 100
cm M HIAIFRK & 6 « 235 REO, DL RS L3 57K & 0 541l (Daietal. 2019) , X
e 1 3K LA RS FL T KR .

0 0 <0,

fo = 00w O <0< O (2-3)
O — 0,
1 9>9f

Cs (pmol mol™) KRR TH CO2 9 B, e Al CO2 9B (Ci, pmol mol™)
(1) 8/7 £, Ci BITFE R 2-1 fros kAo 2.
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5 % Ge-SIF MY HA 2 K A R I6IE

MHC, AN\ -4

y
A AR (2-5)

VPD v
1|

S AR 23D

G or 2 (2-9)
G »R (210

A

@

=)
%%
=

A-SIF 2450 (2-D C,
A4
BBL #i%!
G-SIF

K 2-1 F£ T SIF (56 2 AL T B A S AR R 1
Figure 2-1 Overview flowchart of the SIF-based canopy stomatal conductance model.

(1) ¥l Gt BN Ca i oo 4
Ci :O.7><Ca (2-4)

FH: Ca (pmol molt) FRIRABEZ S, CO2 435 0.7 FKon Cil5 CaHIEE HE (Wu et
al. 2019 .
(2) WG CiAlitHI4E An:

An= min(Ac, Aj)— R (2-5)

s Ac F1 Ar 53K~ Rubisco FRHEIFT RuBP FRIHEEA#Z (Yin and Struik
2009) , Ac /& Rubisco 7F 25 °CH} I KR WIEZRE (Vemaws, pmolm?2s D). G T
W, Ay APAR (umol m? s, HFABHER IR AKIES (Jna, pmol m2 s71),
Ci T HSE o Jmax MEATT Tair A1 25°C B ) Jmax THE (Umaxzs, pmolm2s1)  (Juneetal.
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2004) , C3 WP Jmaxes/Vemaxas AR S Tair ZRIEADC, RERFELE 2514 0.035 £ 2.59
(Bacour et al. 2019; Kattge and Knorr 2007) . Ra &7~ HRM F FIREFE, R AR N
(Collatz et al. 1991) :

Ra = 0.015Vemax (2-6)

RH: Vemax RANBARRWHEF (umol m™? s1), THH AN (Yinand Struik 2009)

(2-7)

Vemax = Vemax2s x eXp|: Ex (Tair bl 273) :|

298 Ryas % (Tar + 273)

s Vemaxas RoRTEPIFE 25°C B KA IE 2 (umol m2 s71), o AE Bl AR 1 R RUAN ]
Mek4E (Bacouretal. 2019) (EARHUE N 2-3); Tar (°C) RKRMFIRLAEE; E RN
thig, & MRS EHRE R NYE, ¥ E RN 65330 (Jmol™); Reas N ARBE IR H 4L
(8.3143 m* Pamol ' K1),

I AN (Katul et al. 2010; Liu et al. 2017) -

I™*=36.9+1.18x (Ta —25) +0.036 x (Ta; — 25)? (2-8)

(3) JE B E R BBL B2 (A 2-2) IHEEESILTE, FBHE N COor
LG E (Ge_CO2, molm?s?) (Wangand Leuning 1998) :

Ge oo =0.64x G, (2-9)

A W30.64 & CO T WMABE KT AE 2 Quetal. 2006)
(4) BT CO o FI BT B85 ) CGifE (Juetal. 2006) -

A

c_co2

Ci :Ca_ (2-10)

(5) B (A 2-4) & (AKX 2-100 BHEIYHANELENRZER G Z/NT 0.1
ppm 45 (B 2-1). e —UaERR G (A3 2-10) T rMLR &8 (A 2-1) i
5 An, Ci3R8/7 153 Co FARNNGE 1 BBL B8 (AR 2-2) 15 Ge & 1H
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5 % Ge-SIF MY HA 2 K A R I6IE

2.1.3 ENMEESFLSERIIRE

T Go Mt LR S BT BN &, 38 O MMOEARYE “oRmt” B 5, M o
JERE— BRI RN, 288 13828k (BOMESE 2007) , Kpalid P-M A (&
K 1-7) A 5 S E PG B I AR B R T E TN Ge (Dengel and Grace 2010;
Shan et al. 2019) :

G. = 7xLE (2-11)
Ax(Ry—=G)xh —(A+y)xLExt + pxCyxVPD

Xy (=0.067kPa°C?) B —MBEFE: LE (Wm?) RREHRERE: A (=0.155
kPa°Ch) ZMF/KRES D TmMELHIRZE; Ri (Wm?) RRGEN: G (Wm?)
FornHIERGEE, EHEEYUE BEIETE (Shanetal. 2021) ;5 ra (s m?) FR=s
KB IR BT, A& X AAE Y = B 1Y) R $(Monteith A1 Unsworth, 2007); p (~1.2kgm"
8) RKoRTREE; Cp (=1013TkgloCY) RoRfEE K1 FESMLIGE; VPD N
AKIREZE (kPa), A B 31 iR  Tairs °C) FIAHXHERE (RHD 4 (Liuetal. 2022a) :

17.27 XTair

VPD = 0.618x exp| — <X ar
Tair + 2373)

jx(l—RH) (2-12)

2.1.4 REENFE
AW 7S R (slope) #FE Cintercept). #RE RE (R?). ¥ HRIEZE (RMSE)
FAHXF I TR IR ZE (GRMSE) ZEFEFRE B BB RCER I PR Fr -

_ IS o) fon 9]

R?=— — L. (2-13)
>r(sim —sim) Xzi=1(0b3i —0bs)
N . 2
RMSE:\/Z“l(S"E_ObSi) (2-14)
[RMSE = RMSE (2-15)
bs

e sim FRoRBIRAE ; obs FRoRiIE Bl pi SEMME ;1 RIS [F] 54 58 @ AN )
sy NERIRFEARR &
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2.2 {RBVIGF
2.2.1 ik SR

10°

K 2-2 kit (2) WEAIEEE: (b)) EC &4 (o) SIF MRS
Figure 2-2. The Yangling study site. (a) Location information; (b) Eddy covariance measurement system;

(¢) SIF measurement system.

A FAEN A 2 AV 3G (108°04'E, 34°17'ND #H4T 7 HEMokik . EC EEMS
SR F . At AR E TG IEES (K 2-22), J@ET RS R, E P HBKE
N 630mm, FEFESIE N 12.9°C (Yuetal. 2016) . SZE&uS T4, 30K R
FiEL, FEAN135gem, HEFKEN 042 m® m™, KHZEE 8 0.0875 m* m™

(Wang et al. 2020) , 435 /K E%T H Al HK B 60%K, ERE#ET R (Yu et
al. 2016) . WAL PIMEVIRBON A /NE (FEAR 9790, T 2020 4 10 H 20 H#EF,
2021 £ 6 A 10 HY k. HEWEEFLET 2020 12 A 16 H, 45K T 2021 466 A 8
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5 % Ge-SIF MY HA 2 K A R I6IE

EC BE M ZEHE RIS T EMR BRI E EC 2% (F22b), Hhafg—1
TFERZLAN AR HTAL (LI-7500A) Fl—AS =4 F s XGE T (CSAT-3) . A& 3% 22 38 75 FR
U 2 m &b, FFFRIERAT RS ). ARBFRAE/ N AR LR E U E 1.5 m &0 &E
FXHEE (RED. ZRURE (T (HMP60). FHIRNFHESS (R (LI-2008Z2) F4A
BREEST (PAR) (LI-190SA), FHEH A HTT (Model 5™) 78 = MR E (HIFR D
20, 40 160 cm) W LB IEE (Twon) flEEARESKE (SWC,m*m™>). LR
A S RAR R 30 20 Bh-F 25 E B R 10 A (CR1000) 185k, HoA1pi&E 2 s A G BT
HEHE, #lin CoBEMH-50 3] 50 umol m 2 s 1 Yu |, EHIEE/NT-200 Wm 28
KT 500 Wm™2, JEHaEE/DNT-200 Wm 2 BOKT 800 Wm ™2 1), #iFR (Wagle and
Kakani 2014) . BtAh, FERFK. fRIRESMIRERAE ST CHEBEE/NT 0.1 ms™ KD
05 R S A FERR ZE 4 (Liu et al. 2020; Wagle et al. 2019) . i Fl & v B3 B 7
A= ERAK S 58 BT R (R 3T REddyProc FOTEZE T HRIEEUKMEHE 23 (7, 18 FH NEE.
RH. Tirv Tsoit M1 Rg fE AT, ¥ CO» =40~ GPP AL R G WL 7
(https://www.bgc-jena.mpg.de/REddyProc/brew/REddyProc.rhtml).

H BN TS WIS 58 S T RAGAE R RO R 48 (AUTOSIF-2-8), 72— H
B, R T 200 MR g2 RO &, 7T LUEEF 4h4: 5 2 [R] il
T )2 FATAR RS A EATHE LR, JFSEmiH 5 SIF. AutoSIF 22 B fEM Y2 774
2m A HIANAS ISR b, DU E SRS G G 2 AR AT R AR (B 2200 5RA
—AMER B AR SIF W& KRG, XA 7SEE RG> T SIF FlE = & 2 (5 2
VLA Z RS E —AERIBDEIERS 1T (QEPro), {EEELLJY 1000, Jtiksr#i
9 0.34 nm, FKFEMEFEN 0.17 nm, JEHEEHEH 645~805 nm. e E M (MPM-
20000 A TEMARZRIESR (CC-3) W FTHRMBEER@EE 2 MU, RIZRIELS
Je— TR IR IR B @ A SRS A 25 BRI S Be 4, LIRS FATHR S
TG 22 2% 5 FH 28 ) B 36 AE 2541 CCHYTIRIRIE A48 b o FER IEIE FRR AN LA AR 70 I
))&, N T Meroni % (2008) #RHHI“=0E"7E CRE- TR, LUgb A
TERAGFA (US40 ) = 8D WA T2, FAE 2RI RGHAT 1R R G R
. WEFEH SVD /7% (Chang et al. 2020; Guanter et al. 2013; Liu et al. 2021) Mi#E4E
JETE I B AT E SIF, KA 740~780 nm HGHELA B KA ZR A 204N BL) TOC SIF
MME (Liuetal. 2021) , 2RJ5¥4a 2 2 (1) SIF B RGN 30 708 1)~F 350k .

2.2.2 b 5 M E 3E
AT T S 4 e SO0 A MV ik TN B T Ge-SIF BB 7y E SR . Fi N Ge-
SIF 70 (i) 3= B0 I HCHE 4% 760 nm AbfH & 2 THEE SIF (SIFtoc 760)« ‘il Tairs LA
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KIKJEZE VPD FIGHE & R0E ST PAR, 48 1t 18] e 428k an i 2-3 Fios . Herpik
g0 [ BB R s /DN R GRS R SE 3460 4, RGO BB R oA HFME (H
PIEEHE L 171 1), Ba@BLRon 2021 42 H 24 HRAERFER .

25 T 40 : : !
Half hourly Half hourly
®  Daily (a) ®  Daily ( )
®
1 °
30 3 ®
il 1 [
% :.o’: ”o
o _ il ° | o %
'E > P 1 ‘ o0 S0 @ :
18 e o o 1o .. ® &
s | : o 30s B e Ny
; ! ORIy’ S 2 A
@
- ® . E‘ L) o &‘ * V. ]
g | o® s s
= - = L [/ o
® 0®de = &
g 13 € ® o < 0 9. e
[ L 7 O © 1 <
= e ‘e 0 ¢
7 [ evathd i s,
05 .*l. R o o 3 “.o
® ® -10 -
® ?"v “ e "’ :‘ olas
(]
P2 g el O A0 o P
| Pt Silhin, N | 26 . . . , ‘ .
01/2021 022021 0312021 042021 052021 06/2021 01/2021 02/2021  03/2021 04/2021  05/2021 06/2021
Month/year Month/year
5 T T T T T 2000 T T T T T T
Half hourly Half hourly d
45t ® Daily C 5 1800 - ® Daily d|
®
4r : 1600 -
®
35+ 1 1400 -
L ] s ®
4 °
23 1 o7 1200
£ b g e® ®
£1s I ° o Tt ! g SRR L
a £ P e -\ o0
: I e e 'f S S.le .. ¢ o0 ®oe's
2t ° o = 800 - R ."
| o £ R Rl AL & ey 2 ®e
| F (L) *® | | a °s Qe °
15 o %0 600 o' ¢he % ° @ °
% | o o Y ot TR G ) "
I BT R L) R S K
1 @ '.I ‘ e0® .c, 1 400 - ® ‘* @ & L ¥ ] :’ 0% 8
S |: o0 g @ ¢ %00 A RIS ¢ | o.8e. - ®
05 L9 - o e . e 1 200 ° v et a4
= ® ° ® o0 » 8 a0
* NV e el [ b 4 ® P L)
& s:%.:% o >
fep ¥ A0 T e 0 Werl Q" Fr | 0 : j $ .
01/2021 02/2021  03/2021 042021 052021 06/2021 01/2021 02/2021  03/2021 04/2021  05/2021 06/2021
Month/year Month/year

Bl 2-3 By s (2) 760 nm AR ETHES SIF (mW m? nm?srd) 5 (b)) HE (O
(o) MIFIKIREZ (KPa) I (d) HHH GRS (umol m?s-H) [ZEFTAE (L
Figure 2-3 Seasonal variations of (a) SIFroc_760 (MW m2 nm™ sr); (b) Tuir (<T); () VPD (KPa) and
(d) PAR ( #mol m?s-1) in the Yangling site.

TEAEYAE RS FE LRI SIFroc 760 RILH BRFIMI AT, MAZFER 0.1
(mWm?nm’ sr') ZAAPEENEEZER 1.0 (mWm?nm'sr') PLE, HAELE 2021
M 2~3 ARl BT, fE 3~6 ARIHRIZNE N, HAE 6 HAEMISCRTT P T . thah,
SIFroc 760 X ANBT AR I A5 S5 A B BOm UM, 72 S8 H DI SR 30 HH Wl 28 TR %,
HIEZ NG PAR BIIRFNLE /N RBE R AFEEE B AR (B 2-3 ). B FLHAIAN) Toir
SR EHL BT, N 2020 4E 12 AJER 0°C LLURNZA R INE] 2021 4 6 A1 25°C
PL L. Hrpsm HBEHBE 2021 6 H 7 H, Tur 298 33.9°C. HYJE M sh&HH &
[F7& 2021 4 2 H 24 HE9ZER, HIFEBRET—KRE 12.7°C KFEE 3.9°C (K] 2-3 b).
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VPD I 8] F #1122 I T B 2= 70583, A 2020 4F 12 RS 2021 4F 4 A K, HY
VPD Z1E 0.5KPa L 4175, 2021 4 5 A Az )5, VPD HIlE 2 EJF, HY VPD ££
2021 4F 6 [ 7 Hi&#F) 3.7 KPa. It4h, VPD 7EFEWIHT G &I RIZI B RS, W]
A5 FERI I B K FEUKIREF EA R (B 2-3 o). NS PAR B [H)/7 512840 KA T
Tair, (HHEZATEAIEA KA E . s i H Y PAR HBLEE 2021 45 5 H 30 H, Fi& 1689.2
umol m? sy HAKAI HY PAR HILTE 2021 4F 2 H 24 HIER W], {KZ 59.6 umol m?
sT (E2-3d).

223 RBIIELER

KT TN AT 2 S50 AR 3l R W DU 508 F T Ge-STF RS %N, BEqUl 2020 4F 12
A 15 H& 2021 4 6 A 8 HIZN/ N RE R e ESFL T Ge-SIF,  FR 0 2111
B /IN ARG B P-M A SRR B E 2 RAL T Ge-EC 1R RZEHE, DLVF
fiti Ge-SIF BLRY 77 VL1 BE o

Kl 2-4 73 B FEoR T Mgz AR Ge (Ge-SIF) (& 2-4a) Al Ge (Ge-EC) (14
2-4 b) TERTEFH LA, e/ B RN RO, TR ECOK R R R H Y
o BT P-M AR Ge-EC %t VPD KM N AR % 8, HAE VPD B R H
S E (Massmannetal. 2019) , RFAMABITEAZRIH > G-EC B EAEH, KNt
PERRK Z B L T TRIRY, A REEOEE RS, ATaehIl G ER &
(L o ST S AE FH P-M AR HE Ge-EC KB, Ge-SIF I, #2248 7 VPD /T 0.4
I B B . BARTT S, Ge-SIF 5 Ge-EC I BN — S Z a8y, H P
HHERMAZER] 0.1 (mol m2 ) AEAINEIE ZE/) 0.5 (mol m? s') PLE, F7E 2021
6 HAEMIUSGERITHGE FREZE 0.1 (mol m? s LR BAAKUE, M 20204 12 HE
2021 4E 2 AJE, Ge-SIF FIHFEM 0.1 (molm?s™) PARE#HEINE] 0.3 (molm?s
D), G~EC BHFHMENZEPFLE 0.1 (molm?s™?) F0.2 (molm?s!) ZI[a], JFIH
BRHNE, H Ge-EC fEAZMSE T Ge-SIF MURHME; M 2021 4 3 AWIE 5 A 4],
Ge-SIF 5 G-EC B H FHMEZ A 0.3 (mol m? s #]0.5 (mol m? s") JouE N 3.
Ge-SIF 5 Ge-EC W H w5 HIAE 5 H 17 H, Ge-SIF 1% 0.5633 (mol m? s™),
Ge-EC 1% 0.5637 (molm? s, 1Ak, MZN/NEREERE, Ge-SIF £ — RN AL AH
X Ge-EC WA EL: HEFLL, G-EC WA EMEE 2 MMAEER R 2R, HAEME
PIRE RS A KR I T B2 f 75 Sl (>0.8 mol m?2 s,
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0.9 T T T T T T
Half hourly
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Half hourly b
08 @ paily il
. 0.7 -
» 0.6 .
o ®
g
E o5} 2® o Qo .
g o et 3 * .05
= 04 —
: § S 2 D
R 0.3 @ o &, -
s WY Tl L
02 @® @
W Sty ° :
0.1+ ‘ |
5 %
0 L Se® " o & 8a P 2 | 1 T |
01/2021 02/2021 03/2021 04/2021 05/2021 06/2021
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K 2-4 Bzl s () FRAUAT (b)) S Ge FIES ] 7 51 EL 8 (Ge-SIF 5 Ge-EC, mol m2s™t)

Figure 2-4 Time series comparison of (a) simulated and (b) observed G¢ (G¢-SIF versus G¢-EC, mol m? s”

1y in the Yangling site.

Kl 2-5 o 7 AR/ (Bl 2-5a) AP35 (B 2-5b0) BINTEZEKT, Sl Ge
(Ge-EC) FIEALL Ge (Ge-SIF) Z Al —Ju& M IHMA R R, ABdka 101 4,
B 2E fE Ge-EC Ml Ge-SIF Z [l &2k . MUK 5, Ge-SIF 5 Ge-EC 1E-/INMif RFE )
& R2H 0.79, RMSE 4 0.09 mol m?s”', rRMSE A 10.52% (& 2-5a), £HREK
& R2 4 0.75, RMSE 4 0.08 molm?s”', rRMSE N 13.64% (& 2-5b). MEMEL

FIRERBIRT 0.7, F£H Ge-SIF 5 Ge-EC AR H LT .
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QV‘ 4 -
® Half hourly o8 A Daily
—-=-1:1 line Vg w62 @ (‘a) —===1:1 line (b)
0.8~ Linear fit g & 13 6 Linear fit |
'y o . 2 i
... '.0 o° 432 P4
. 5 ° A A‘}"A
060 3 e [z -~ 4 7
o o
E o %o 1,47 'g 04
g 8 =
E g £
04 {2 2
3 50 = 8 | A g
- y = 0.827x+0.0445 1.6 y = 0.718x+0.0777
5 o R2=0.79 L R2=0.75
0.2 ¥ RMSE =0.09 - 1.2 RMSE = 0.08
* rRMSE = 10.52% rRMSE = 13.64%
[ N =2283 0.8 e N =148
. p<0.01 ,‘/" - p<0.01
0% 4 . . 0.4 0 .
0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 0 0.2 0.4 0.6

2 -1
Ge__(molm™s ™)

S
(molm™s ™) SIF

Gegp

Bl 2-5 Bzt i (a) /AT (b)Y HRJE T Sl BT Ge % &
(G¢-EC 5 G¢-SIF, mol m?s1)
Figure 2-5 Relationship of observed and simulated G (G¢-EC versus G¢-SIF, mol m? s?) at
(a) half-hourly and (b) daily scales in the Yangling site.

2.2.4 1R S FE X SOMERER [E F 7Y Mo

AHFFEAEARBE HA R 2 A7 5 3 s 454, Ge (Ge-SIF) S IEM R, WA T
Ge-SIF X SIF K = FIREG K 1 (2SI Tairs 6 &5 RU5E ST PAR AL FI/K 5K % VPD)
AR, 4n i 2-6 B, b 5 Pl 2 m /N RO R BT AU Ge-SIF, 16 L8 5 RoR
B BOULINESCHE 00 /N DX ) A BT ASLADL Ge-SIF [)-F35ME, 1 25 M R ax B X [A] Y BT Ge-
SIF HIAREZ . T LA A 55 Ge-SIF 5 PURH UL Ecd 2 (6] 5478 0.01 KF b 53
FHOG, HRIHLURREE: (1) Ge-SIF “FH{ERAE SIF B3 inmmsgm, 2888 IEM
FKEF, HY SIF WMELE 0 2 1.1 mW m? nm™ s Z [A]i Ge-SIF 4, 7 SIF
B Ge-SIF B AR M8 (2) Ge-SIF “FYMEBEAS Tair W TH 5 S I SE 1600 J5 /s
[P, 1E Tair 9 18 °CHY, Ge-SIF FV-35MEIE 2 51 0.4114 mol m?2 s, Z 5B Tair )
BB/, 4 Taie 9 37 °CHY, Ge-SIF P35 4E P 2 5 A% 0.0383 mol m?s™!; (3)
Ge-SIF “F A BEE PAR BN (0~400 umol m?s™) TR K, 4 PAR 7 400~1400
pmol m? s SIS, Ge-SIF HI3G IR EEJ/N, FEAER PAR (>1400 umol m?s™) It
TR (4) Ge-SIF “FIIMEFESE VPD (3G Ik 2ILC NG /N RS Bk
P, 24 VPD KT 1.1 kPa IN, Ge-SIF Sy I3, 24 VPD £ 1.1~1.9 kPa 36 [
WIS, Ge-SIF “*F3MELE 0.33 mol m? s 243N, 24 VPD =T 1.9 kPa i}, Gc-SIF Bl
VPD I K i BRid T
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Figure 2-6. Response simulation of G¢-SIF to (a) SIF and major environmental factors
(b) Tair (c) PAR (d) VPD in the Yangling site.

2.3 g

FEVMVENT E 2 SAL T R AU, 202l R e X S50 J0i R i L A 5 g it
R (Hoshika et al. 2017; Yu et al. 1998; 2 K% 20200 , XTSRRI PR 5%
FAT T EFOAR R AT SHAN . A TR A A e A A A B AR HE ST R, IFER
BEE THERREEZ MG FHE R0 SIF Ksgm, b SIF WME & R4
W AEFA S MO 2SS S BN R . ARIF LS REW, MEN Ge-SIF #i
TEMBE MBRILRAF, HIEF] Ge-EC [FHE#AIEERT P-M A X RHERIE Ge i,
T IR KIS AT BE S BUEH Ge-EC #mfli (RIRSE 2021, JTLL Ge-SIF MHEL Ge-
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EC WA AL R H] Ge-SIF AU Rl 45 K] g B I s . (R R BUALLIK 7 /2 <
L FESRILEPOCEIE MR SIF BB RIEAHRIC R,  HX IS 7 b 2 5 41
KL EE RN Bt Yu (2004) FtxfHedb-F AN 1SS BERDG & AE R F
ORI, AL EEREE G IRGR MG TI ,  BIE — % B 5 1B WA O F B B
s B8 (2020) MR TR XA H TR R LSRRI, A RASES
2R VPD 120 2R S VBN AT “AExsFrvbm s 7, RIFEE 2R A VPD N2
WL R G NS, BEA PAR BN NI Jetd K a-FRangas . 4 Bk, Aot
TR Ge-SIF A AT LUA R4 N T M et 2 L L A 55

T AR (1 A g A 240y v BRI R e I B R R R 2, X hE
WRE Ge-SIF F A AL X IS A et S22 AL L ISR Y T A AR E AR R 77 AT
FEALHE DAL 1R PURD S AR B R AR — 2 SIF {558 GPP 1 rMLR #A!
FEEF A AL H AL T B (1) BBL LAY AHRE & 16 nT 47 AL Bt o

2.4 INGG

A FEEIET SIF 506AERVEEMRIAN rMLR B8, T w25 FHER
MFERIER Ge-SIF, iz F Bl @ A RS ik b e )2 S AL S B AT AL, K
45 R Ge-SIF 548 P-M A x0 HER) S 6 = AL 3 Ge-EC #EA750f ELERAIE . 75 H BLR
ghig:

(1) Ge-SIF 5 Ge-EC fEM &k SR M BN — =B s, H 1 Ge 3
WEE R ARG, EAKIRIEBNEE, RIEEMEDBGRATRE T . H2 Ge-EC
AR AFAE BRI 5, 1T Ge-STF W RA5 S HAE

(2)Ge-SIF BB 3l s R0 R A, /N A E RBE R R24E 2393 0.79 #10.75,
RMSE 435175 0.09 A1 0.08 mol m? s,

(3) W S Ge-SIF 5 WMEHE SIF. Twre VPD Al PAR 22 [A]35) 52 B 2 A 0%
Fo Ge-SIF “FHMERE SIF WX INTIEn; BE Tue A1 VPD (3G 0 5 0538 I 5 sk N 1
. 2 PAR /T 1400 umol m? s I, Ge-SIF % PAR FUISINTG K, 24 PAR KT i%
BT, Ge-SIF MIZHfaE I BT RS .
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=8 2hEERESILSFEEREULEREIE

b=z, BT SIF WIME R 2 7 2 AL AR A Ge-SIF ik B AE #7152 3l i A5
PRI, AN A Ge-SIF BERTEANFAEAS RGN RO 8 i 25 5
[1)3% /&% TROPOMI-SIF %(#&. MERRA-2 X % %(#5. MODIS Jif K% #E fl ERAS-Land
TIEEKEEHIEE NN, B Ge-SIF BN 48R 2019~2020 4 H RER Ge 1
L, RIT AR Ge-SIF IS AAREE, FHRIH 14 AN B S5 S H Ge-EC X BLHLSE Kt
(i

3.1 MBS RE

3.1.1 ERMESRERWEHIE

H 2011 4 GOSAT T E HefE sk N FSLBL T SIF fiE %5 )5 (Frankenberg
etal. 2011) , MEERWICIEBAR TIREKE, FZHAEARGIE. 2R AR AT
FRAE ) 4Bk PE SIF A AL S v i . AWF 7 A 1 2 T TROPOMI

(TROPOspheric Monitoring Instrument )% /& 2% S5 Ji [1) 32 /& STF 7= i (Guanter et al. 2021)

YENFIN, DATEABRIE N N Ge-SIF B %)l J2 S L T #4715

TROPOMI 1£/& 2844 %, T Copernicus Sentinel-5P (2017 4F 10 H K$HF & |,
B RS r  AIR AR UL R85 15 Yk - (Borsdorff et al. 2018) . [AJiY,
FT R FEHEZE (Fraunhofer Lines) JR ¥ (Plascyk and Gabriel 1975) X} TROPOMI
JGIE AT I AT 2] 740 nm 1) SIF fhivH{E . ABFFEAMEH T 2019 4 2020 4
TROPOMI_L2B 1] SIF_Corr_743 #AE{E WA N, 1582 1E 743~758 nm K EAL
Yl SIF AR IERIHA, E S FHFRTIE 7x3.5 km, FIEALIEG H2BRER, 7]
M fip:/fluo.gps.caltech.edu/data/tropomi/ F#%. tb4h, TROPOMI_L2B %54 & 4535
RS R R BT 6T S AR A D B2 (Plant Functional Type, PFT) 1T 2N 1)=& 5
g, b PFT f >k H MODIS R 5 K 84 (MCDI12C1) 1) IGBP 4)
FIER

3.1.2 S&¥IE

AW I T B Ge-SIF Bl RN BHE L (Tair, KD #a R (Taew,
KD ANPGRS (Sw, Wm?) , B EdE R B AR B 7547 (MERRA-2) 4Bk
K [R]PA0 r Ar B 45 . 12852 i NASA 2B AZE (GMAO) fiiH
Goddard HBERMM R G (GEOS) Zafhll, =[R2 HFRN 0.5° x0.625° 5 Wf[E /3%
N1 /hEF, A M GES DISC Search: Showing 1 - 14 of 14 datasets (nasa.cov) F#%, fEE®E
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= ERE R AL T AR S AR

B IN 4T (Gelaro et al. 2017; Molod et al. 2015) .
NARIE S iE sl SR, A ARE Tair M Taew AL H K FE4LACC, FEHME
Kit5 VPD, AW (Liuetal. 2022) -

(3-1)

VPD = eXp(l?.Z? X Tair )—ex (17.27 X Toew j

Tar +237.3 P Taew +237.3

3.1.3 RSTERHIE

AT T AER Ge-SIF AL RS F LI farar B0HEK H 20 HE R 865X

(MODerate resolution Imaging Spectroradiometer, MODIS ). MODIS 1% J#&#% & S48 4 /F

Terra LEM Aqua T2 b, FHXTRERA A 2T SG1S G Bl A U7 5 30 )R
s, MODIS #i#iE CL iz F 258N, L FAE H FE 252 00t T Hh 23 90 R 042 98 5 40 A
ER) TR R B, P https:/Ipdaac.usgs.gov/ N, A 50 M8l MCD43A4 7 i it
(R A FIAT 214 M B ) S 28 R SR 2T AME A RS (NIRv), 481 MOD15A2H 7™~
A ERAER farar RFE R T158 66 T I B 7K ki 256 2K P ISR . MCD43A4 7=
AR SRAEEAN B B R RO AR, S U I R AT R B AT R EE, B Terra
Aqua fERIRTE 16 RN R B BB RRMERIMG R LR, B A 753 35 08 1
KA 500 K; MODISA2H 7= & Terra fE AR 1E 8 KRR S URG R ERR, W
()12 6] 73 HE 253 30l 9 8 KA 500 Ko

H T 2 i 7028, MODIS 7= i =il 1 AL D HLIX 1 farar (Yanetal. 2016)
B HER L ZI6HE AR AT 5% Sentinel-2 ) farar BEADME AR 5 SE B AEH W14 (Huetal.
2020) , {HHHHR7E 50 E/NT MODIS 77 i . Rlitk, 4K 5T E MODIS farar #1 Sentinel-
2 farar Z[AHUA T AN FEAEYE R B LR PE RN R £, RN 3-1 s,

3.1.4 TIRHIE

AHFFEH T 2K Ge-SIF BN LIRS AFE H A RKE . ZE REON TR ER S
KE (SWC) %i¥s.

H AR B S REUEH 0.25° 40 #F 5T AR L35 /K )R e 2 800 SR s i
A KRR ARG 5, 2R AR 5 AN A 3R 2 (0. 5. 15, 30, 60, 100
200 cm) AbFIHLE « Calpha_fit zem, ecm™). #1& n (n_fit zem). 1) 6, (mean_theta_s-
zem, m®* m™). P44 6 (mean_theta r zem, m® m™). P12 fLERIEIE S (mean L_zm)
FFIMWAIK 14 5% (mean Ks zem, cmd') 2543 (Montzkaetal. 2017) , #J{E
https://doi.pangaea.de/10.1594/PANGAEA.870605 %%,

A IFEARFR K E A R B W ORIk G (ECMWED & A 5 1A F

25


https://lpdaac.usgs.gov/
https://doi.pangaea.de/10.1594/PANGAEA.870605

PHABAR R A - S 1 5L

S frdty (ERAS-Land) #0348 . ERAS-Land &2 — MNEOMEIESE, 458 7 A& HK
LI B AR R 4, i AR e A Rl — A 4 Bk B 52 3 H — SO B 4, $edit
T 1950 FEREHILHERIE /N R B B S S PER (0.1° x0.1° ) 55, A{E

https://cds.climate.copernicus.eu/cdsapp#!/dataset/reanalysis-era5-land?tab=form F #X.

*® 3-1 AR T Go-SIF Bl RIS B AE VL A A A BE 2 Kl
Table 3-1 Key biochemical and biophysical parameter values used for different vegetation types for the
G.-SIF simulations

PFT Vemax2s k

ENF W SREF AR 40 0.55
EBF W ] PR 43 0.6
DNF T ET IR 35 0.6
DBF I ] P bR 44 0.8
MF MEREIN 45 0.6
CS IS P RE AR AR 49 0.55
oS T 1 HE AR AR 49 0.55
WS ARA T B R 50 0.55
S ity R 50 0.55
G B 48 0.8
PW TR AR Hh 50 0.55
C A H 60 0.8
CNV P/ ARG R4t 52 0.8

¥: PFT (Plant Functional Type) /B #E DR 2R AL, {8 F i R 78 5 K AR 4 (MCD12C1D) ) IGBP
SRR Vemaos RARHEMEAE 25°C B B RRMEZE (pmol m? s, HAR Bl A # A A 7] 1717 2428

(Bacour et al. 2019); k 7~ MODIS fapar I Sentinel fapar < [AIfJLLHI %L, HAH AW 5L 1E
Google Earth Engine 5126 HUFH [F] A% 94 £5065 . 1) R e J= o B4R A0 5 15 H o

3.1.5 HIENE

F T AW 9 HR A () T2 JB A 4 A B 25 A HE RN R [R], L o DB 1 e Jee
Zx % 2¢ )t TROPOMI-SIF 45 Ak M % diE , 7 C & i R o Biis (it SIF {8 5% #e 2]
HRE. Bk, N1 G — B 88 1 a7 J85, ARHEF0E 56K MERRA-2 HIRE/NS
GAR BT H S E R TR B P IME, R farar 1 NIRv 05 7E 8 K
(RS ZBE AT o LIk, N T Gi— B BdE 23 [\ 20 9%, A5t 745 H TROPOMI-
SIF #HE A AL, 7 M MHE A R B s farar 08 . NIRv #idfs . LI EI/KES
UL R RK R 2 REEHIRE 42 TROPOMI-SIF #3426 FE s NI 1
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B T LA, DLOK BT A 2005 5 TROPOMI-SIF 4l MAVCES, T&dE H 78 4Bk A
FEASAHTA A AERS 9 Eiedfs
TEX T A BRI S P i— )5, ATk TROPOMI-SIF HHE 51 %
R RS REEE, DUEIRZE RN T 0.2 [ SIF (A AT B E ], 2 5 g %
ch A R A% A BT I AR T BEZE T PFT, &A% 5. MODIS farar $HET k 4T
BE(R 3-1D IS A% 11 PFT AR Vemasos 15 fi SEREATBELL ZE LU 4R 2019~2020
FHRE (3t 731 K) B Ge-SIF J&, ABEF{EH] Frankenberg JTA [ Julia 4045
Chttps://github.com/cfranken/gridding) 73 55 KK Ge-SIF. Tairs PAR. VPD. SWC 5
FEA% PR B #9%  S km 3 HEER MG s, DAEREAT S 220 1T

3.2 2EESLSFERNE 2 MHE

AWK FET 212 WA Ge-SIF BRI N T ek yE [, B 7 4k
2019~2020 FiZ H (3L 731 ) MBS E AL T, AN 5 km.

2019~2020 FF423K Ge-SIF H FIIME I 23 [ 0 A # S5 an ] 3-1 fros AR 2 BRVE FEl Y,
H-F3] Ge-SIF MMEZAE 0 & 0.35 mol m 2 s Z [AJARAK,,  SAAZS ()40 A k& Ji & B HL R 3N
55 A BRAE A SR AR X L PR BR 5 XA RN R RS . H P Ge-SIF 7ESEE 1 E. KR
PTG 3B A0 A [ AR AR B os A S I (Ge-SIF > 0.25molm 2s ). EHGHT R MHLIX (4
FE b gt . SR VAT SR A AT SR ) AAb 5 AR AR X (L5 S5 [E A5 e . InEE K g
FE. BRI E AT AEES), H P14 Ge-SIF {ELE 0.15 mol m? s ' £ 0.25 mol m 2 5!
2], FENNZERICERFIARES . FE LN AR SR 3. ZRAE. PP AWM FE &8, H P Ge-
SIF fE1E 0.05 mol m2 s ' £ 0.15 mol m2 s ' Z [, #0TE2ALTEHX (ndbE
PEFE 0 FASEUNTURE R AR mE S0 Bk Eh X A KRN ] Bt (19 H “F38 Ge-SIF %
fi& (Ge-SIF<0.05molm2s™"), ik 5 X3k CAnfmaHiybEs. Frhi b, et
b SRRV BV R A B X (A i =2 5 ) [RUAR ot s i G 38 Je
SIF WLIAE T A REALALH Ge-SIF .
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2 -1
GcSIF (molm™“s™) S

o0k~ e
03

30°

102

0.1
-30°

-60°
-150° -100° -50° 0° 50° 100° 150° 0

Bl 3-1 J:F G-SIF Bi#dfr) 2019~2020 441k H V455t )2 <L 5 1%
Figure 3-1. Global average daily G¢ based on G¢-SIF model over 2019~2020.

AH T LA R B SN FE R ZEY, k] 3-2 Az, 2019~2020 4F Ge-SIF 7E42
BREIH B MZETE. HF G H. 4 H. 5 H) HTP G-SIF (E 3-22) MIxX &
HIME (Ge-SIF>0.2molm s ') HILZESEE AR EEHEE . KNG S AT #AH AR IX. CRLFE T
Lhgh s, WSRO S R D, AR EAICIE (Ge-SIF <0.05 molm™2s™") HIAE
Py AR X CRFEILSEPNTE R E0 . m 2 UNAET . FEINRIEB Bk DRI
PR A ZE RS RX CEMEEE) . HHES, 22 (6 A. 7H. 8 A) KHTY
Ge-SIF (] 3-2 b) fEAIRZ A BRI, FrpSeE A0, R P SR 4350 BB AR
P, AIIA 0.25 mol m2 st DL, MEUHAL AR AR I DX AN 1 B 501 Ge-SIF A3 Jii B
o FKZFE (9 H. 10 A 11 A) MH Ge-SIF (KE 3-2¢) MLEFEAERKL AT
B, R AR B 0 A R AR XL M S b I SRR IR AEOR R ) R
RSAEX CEPHETER) AXTHE S (Ge-SIE>0.2molm2s™"), 4K/ X ] Ge-SIF
222 0.1 molm2s'PAF, MMBALHIME (Ge-SIF <0.05 mol m2 s HILEMELRIL
FEAZR . B B A A AR E AR A . &ZF (12 AL 1 HL 2 D
B HF) Ge-SIF (] 3-2 &) FEALFBREEAREAR, BRIEEZREL . BRINAE PG Y Ge-
SIF 27F 0.1 mol m 2 s™' 747, AbP3K K 22 B [X 35 D] Rl 495 i G 3 2k STF WL A 17T K fig
B Ge-SIF, FHXTEL R 1) Ge-SIF ATE R AR IX CELHEE S adbymidek . ISR i3
A SRBESD, R Ge-SIF A ELAKZEA g i
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-
30°
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JJA R
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-60°

60°
30°
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-30°

(c) Autumn-SON )
_600 1 i | i 1 2 1 1 1 1 L 1

‘ 1 |
0 0.05 0.1 0.15 0.2 5 4. 025 0.3 0.35 >0.4
Gc SIF (molm™@ s ™)

K 3-2 3T Ge-SIF B[ 2019~2020 4E 4 BR P14 M el )2 AL 5 FE
() HF: 3. 4.5 ) HFE: 6. 7TH. 8 s (o BF: 9H 108 11 H: (D £F: 121,21
Figure 3-2. Global average seasonality G¢ based on G¢-SIF model over 2019~2020.

(a) Spring: March, April, and May; (b) Summer: June, July, and August;
(c) Autumn: September, October, and November; (d) Winter: December, January, and February
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3.3 R RIGIE

3.3.1 FLUX i S48

NVl Ge-SIF BIRTE S BREHL R 2L T RESE R AHER I, AR FER T 14 A
FLUX G (LR 3-2) BRLIMIEC EAT50UE I8 Rl yS ) i 2 BEE T DL =4
FrdE: (1D 3 S RBIEIC M 7 2019~2020 EED—BANEKE, EREFWE N
—IEd 4 AR 9 AR () AREARPARX; (3) fRIFEEEERE 1| AR
(Va3 78 g 2R R T AR Lk 2] 50% LA (Lietal. 2019) o 14 ANl &
ELE TR SRR, AFE 3 NRE (CRO) A, 3 DEHE (GRA) . 4 DK
FE AR (DBF) ¥ 5. 3 ANEGEHH AR (ENF) 3 ST 1 DR R (SAV) ¥l 55,

50° N+
15 1] us xas oSe ® A
S -] =wcr
* US-Ne3 US-Ro4 @ . US-Ho2
US-Nelx X US-xBR
e Tl Bus-Ton °
@
US-Var N US-MOz Us-MMS PFT
e A US-ARM % CRO
35° N9 US-Vcp
GRA
@® DBF
N
30° NA A A ENF
B sav
T | T T T T
120° W 110° W 100° W 90° W 80° W 70° W
K] 3-3 FLUXNET o rith B A B A5 5 (CRO: RHAES RS

GRA: FHIEZ RS DBF: J&HREMHAR: ENF: HG4EHHM: SAV: HGiiby 25D
Figure 3-3. Location of selected FLUXNET sites used in this study.

I8 = AR A A B B SRR T AmeriFlux Chttps://ameriflux.lbl.gov/data/downloa
d-data/), AHFFUAEH B EIEEFEERGEE (LE, W m™). #HES (R, W m™),
ARARE (Taies °C)~ AXHEE (RED RJE (P, kPa), WHUKIRIEZE (VPD, kPa),
Kok (u, s™1) FEERE (he, m)o WHR VPD HARE:, WS T A1 RHIFE (A
3 2-12); R RaFdms 2k, W@ LR A0t E

Ri=Rx+Ry=R{ R T+R {-R T (3-2)

HHF: Ry Rus Rb RTL R4 R T 0IFRHERF R PHEEST MR Rdm it
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] SRS 1A EORFHERE ST ) PR A ) 3R S, A8 Wom2s

D PRAE LI E A () 45 SR T 5E, AT O B #EAT 1 Pk s E A 55—, HERR
T LE. Rav M1 VPD RNAUHINIMEE SR, 55 =25, £ Matlab F{# [ filloutliers BRZUN R 4R
B S BT TR =0, A TP A R B, HERR TR K
fF (>1lmm/h) K BEJS 48 /NN IRDULINNGE 5 55 =20, Oy 1 538K SIF HIEBALIN &S
R, wECT @ EEIEA R 8:00 ] 17:00 f H BN, FELETHE B /N2 25
K Ge-EC Ja# H-F 3 8 HIME

3.3.2 FLUX ufi ;=25 SR I&IE

AHFFE JCRIH 14 A FLUX S i 98 Al 28 s, il P-M A U S
&R R Ge-EC HIAME, 570 BRI & s 0 20 243 FE MABEHULHS R 42 BK Ge-SIF £d
H R EZ 3 s E, X G Ge-EC 5 Ge-SIF AVPAR B HE 1 4 Bk et 2 S 7L T 5 &5 SR i
T o

%33R T HRET 14 /> FLUX ¥ 55 Ge-SIF FIRLSE R, B 3l 25 Ge-SIF
5 Ge-EC 4 2 5.3 IEAHIE (p<0.01). 14 4> FLUX %4 55 0] R LE 47 31 264 4> ()
Z I8, ~F¥MEN 116; Ge-SIF 5 Ge-EC HIZ R HHU & RHRAE 0.32 2] 1.36 2 [8]; #iE
7£-0.0354 1 0.278 molm 2s ™! Z [a]; RZ7E 0.06 £ 0.71 2 17], “FH#{H N 0.41; RMSE 7E
0.08 3] 0.14 mol m2 s ' Z[a], “F3{E N 0.11 mol m 2 s!; rRMSE 7£ 14.78%%I 36.81%
Z I SRS, K2 H0 s 1) Ge-SIF #AME S Ge-EC SLME ALz, W (US-
Nel. US-Ne3 f1 US-ARM). #iith (US-Ro4. US-xNG A1 US-Var) FlHH Fi b4 5 (US-
Ton) {72 LG EHRLLN R2I KT 0.4, TR K 0.57, LiERIAIERRBIYE
1404 218, JEHSZ US-Var FIBAL R? F s, 9 0.71; US-Nel 3fi i) Ge-SIF 5 Ge-EC
ez, ZtEREIAREREE N 0.965. Ge-SIF 7E UM% M- Ak s (US-Wer. US-
MMS. US-MOz # US-xBR) [F#ALL45 RAFAE— € 2 57, Fh(E US-Wer FURELRCR
RIF (R2=0.64), IM{E US-XBR % (R*=0.14). {E=ANHSHEFHAREE A (US-Ho2.
US-Vcp AT US-xAB), Ge-SIF AR5 SR 5 Ry iah o
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2 3-2 14 > FLUXNET 3 S ASHE
Table 3-2 Attributes of selected FLUXNET sites.

%5 Ui A TR g (°) ZRE (°) HF FE It B, (RRGEIPIS HIE
1 US-Nel CRO 41.17 -96.48 2019-2020 HR (Verma et al. 2005)
2 US-Ne3 CRO 41.18 -96.44 2019-2020 HR (Verma et al. 2005)
3 US-ARM CRO 36.61 -97.49 2019-2020 HH (Fischer et al. 2007)
4 US-Ro4 GRA 44.68 -93.07 2019-2020 HH (Griffis et al. 2010)
5 US-xNG GRA 46.77 -100.92 2019-2020 HH (Metzger et al. 2019)
6 US-Var GRA 38.41 -120.95 2019-2020 HH (Ma et al. 2007)
7 US-Wer DBF 45.81 -90.08 2019-2020 HH (Cook et al. 2004)
8 US-MMS DBF 39.32 -86.41 2020 HR (Schmid et al. 2000)
9 US-MOz DBF 38.74 -92.20 2019 HH (Pallardy et al. 1988)
10 US-xBR DBF 44.06 -71.29 2019 HH (Metzger et al. 2019)
11 US-Ho2 ENF 4521 -68.75 2019-2020 HH (Xiao et al. 2004)
12 US-Vep ENF 35.86 -106.60 2019-2020 HH (Biederman et al. 2017)
13 US-xAB ENF 45.76 -122.33 2019-2020 HH (Metzger et al. 2019)
14 US-Ton SAV 38.43 -120.97 2019-2020 HH (Gu et al. 2005)

7

HH FnE/Nf, HR £n—/Ni .
CRO FRKHAES RS GRA FREHAR RS DBF RRy&M MK, ENF £oRH 4K, SAV FoR #G Fib 55
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% 3-3 FLUXNET 3 i H ¥4 G-SIF #4045
Table 3-3 Accuracy metrics of daily G.-SIF at the FLUXNET sites.

i AR R iR R? RMSE rRMSE p
US-Nel 114 0.965 0.0737 0.53 0.11 18.59% <0.01
US-Ne3 125 0.858 0.0663 0.43 0.10 17.56% <0.01

US-ARM 149 1.17 0.0426 0.53 0.11 27.26% <0.01
US-Ro4 97 0.624 0.0292 0.59 0.11 14.78% <0.01
US-xNG 90 1.05 0.0796 0.56 0.09 21.52% <0.01
US-Var 264 1.36 -0.0354 0.71 0.09 18.38% <0.01
US-Wer 51 1.09 0.129 0.64 0.13 23.08% <0.01

US-MMS 60 0.444 0.231 0.16 0.13 25.08% <0.01
US-MOz 86 0.691 0.19 0.32 0.14 35.99% <0.01
US-xBR 47 0.335 0.278 0.14 0.13 27.21% <0.01
US-Ho2 105 0.633 0.115 0.17 0.09 24.97% <0.01
US-Vep 127 0.32 0.111 0.06 0.08 32.16% <0.01
US-xAB 52 0.691 0.178 0.23 0.12 36.81% <0.01
US-Ton 253 1.24 0.0203 0.61 0.09 18.81% <0.01
Rl 116 0.41 0.11

7 SR AN uh v FHEARE ERUD, ATRERZI B AR, WOARHE 7T 0 il A B
A ) T sl a5 P T B B 9 (R R B R B T o] sl s R b, R US-Ton
wO, BRI R AL R EAEA R R P B RE . K] 3-4 JEOR T AN [FIRELA
FKIHRE T Ge-SIF 5 Ge-EC FIZ M FATL G258, W alfE R Rt H FE, 4t
R 101 28, B SE Ge-EC M Ge-SIF Z R IL& 2. A FAE SR A mH IS
SRR ZESR, RPEEMNESE M (ENF) 1] 0.35 2| MM EE (SAV)
[ 0.61 A%, HLARIFMMELEHHK (ENF) 1) 0.82 BIHGH Fb 5 R (SAV) [ 1.24
NG ARSERT F, TOMAE R A BB 25 R FF G — € AN, RMSE 7£ 0.09 21 0.13
mol m 2 s™! Z [A], rRMSE 7£ 12.27%%] 23.79%x [a], H % E# EMHK (p<0.01). [F
IR 3-3 WA, IR AR (DBF) i gketmtdk (ENF) SRS, BAH
Ak B v B AR T BRI A RE, JCHR AR SREF AR (ENF) RS RS, R*H
BN R 0.17, 0.06 A1 0.23 3G L [FHA S5 1 0.35 (B 3-4d) o Pl s B 1)
MR E R ERDELF (K 3-41) , 4K R?40.54, RMSE A 0.1molm2s™!, rRMSE
N 13.15%, PG AR 0.97, RUIABFFAE ] Ge-SIF LAY (0L SR RN
HERA 1 S B B SR e 2 S LS
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Figure 3-4. Relationship of observed and simulated daily G. (G¢-EC versus G¢-SIF, mol m2 s?) at
different vegetation types.
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3.4 T

MASHE FUREAEL H (1) 423Kk 2019 1 2020 3% H IAE Y o2 S AL T Ge-SIF KE (A
3-1. P 3-2), FEJLEEROCHS 7 X R 00 B B = B A RHIE (R KR, IRIRGER A
JHAID , 73 PR Fiiy MY AR X ) 215 B0 A8 H AN B35 (AR ARIFE — AR R R 7K,
TR 2L T A ZR 38 . JEINE BB Ge-SIF HI R I 5 AP ERA RT3k (F R ZE
T AHEE). H, JEPEERM Ge-SIF RIS LAT ARBAT 25 (8] 73 A A% ) 2R 15 84k
s, A LB A 2R Z X K] Ge-SIF KT EMsihIX , fEH A K ZEM Ge-SIF K
FHEW A, X 5 Berkelhammer 25 (2020 7 38 [ A 71 35 5 J5URT K FH ORI 72— 0
A TR AL AE KIS KRB CREBS: 2016) LISHTOCAERER, &
T FEREAU I Ge-SIF B AEAL 3RO 7 X R I H N ZEHF Ga 1B HT G I, 76 2 =ik 3 &
KEJE, XAEKEFRIZHE, SAT AR SR —2 (O'BRIEN etal. 2004; Wieser
etal.2014) , WIEH] T H#EZ A FESCEMEHMEVIRR. WA2IR Ge-SIF /£ &
Z (F3-20) MPFERHFME (B 3-1D M= 5 Ak KRG, Ge-SIF 753 [ H i Ay
B ZR G R A s BAE, 31X T S5 1 o R o [ AR AR A2 S AR A P X
FEBA fmim BOK 73 e & B RIS N, MR I BRI A B g S . [EAAE R
A BRI PG L) Ge-SIF fERFMEZE (E 3-2 av b) WE/RHB R, 2|
ZHPIE Ge-SIF HFIME (& 3-1) #lE i T 2RO X, XV 5 R AT 5
TFERINAE 2019 4EFT 2020 4F B 2= 38 1) =i R A 5¢ (Fraga et al. 2020; Schuldt et al
2020) . FRIE BT HCHT IUARHLIX ) Ge-SIF AR FRE — M B R KT, X2l T
Py MR A IR A ELVRA 3R AL 3 B mT DA AR 0t 78 S /K A SRR 0 B I A B A 42
mGAE AR, AR $ PRI 3 LR, YW B R R A AL S
5 SRR 2 % ) S R o R LA S A I AR K 7R 2L (Quesadaetal. 2010) .« iy B 52 ¥ H 358
FZRER S AR R SIS 2 AL FEAE B KR T A FF W E F 1T #8 2 SR 50t
Jib 2 K R G RR 1 R I8 AT, FERAS A2 DA R 28 1 A FH g 1 1R 7 2 7K 43
FERL v Gt POgn eI B O K8 I ER B G,  HEF R VR R S R R KT R Y
AT RiE A LR

MAHEFAE 14 A FLUX 3 6 Ge-SIF (145 BIGUE KA, REERR (GRA,
K 3-4b) FIHGERM R (SAV, Kl 3-4e) FILA R, HYHHE KEHREES T
0.1 mol m2s™' LA'N, HEUESMENERL, XPTHER H TR Y B2 5 2 BRI
2 M52 (Liuetal. 2022a) - #H)%, 4&KH (CRO, K 3-4a). ¥tk (DBF,
3-4¢) FURSEENHAR (ENF, B 3-4d) PAEEMXTES, XA LA
w RE I R A 2> TR B AR IRy, AR P-M BB AN R
T AGE B OE T I0AIER Ge-EC L oNUERG . thAh, BRI AR 20 T 35
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AR R, S8 Ge-EC Rl Re# S, DRI AH 78 BT ARAUL 1) Ge-SIF BE I T Ge-EC
] Go-SIF HRA &5 R AT REE & B (H TV RE Ak (DBF) F1H SREF AR (ENF)
& LAl BE MR EE A E T B RN Z 850, N R 5T 3 AE 4008 2
ik GPP (Liu et al. 2022b) , HEWI52MH Ge PIRIRE Ao [RIRF, K FLUX ¥k S50 E 45
B 5 2.2.3 Fitp il s BRI IE S5 T LR I, Ge-STF 1E A% 1 3 st (AR 0L 25 SR 5 Ry v
B, LR DK — & vl o AR 2R R T (CROD, A 8 B et J2 45 M i o T o
TR A A NI SIF O 2 @ i O R I FR e Ak, AER 1 58 0 I A £ H: GPP

(Liu et al. 2022b) F1 Ge KB HA B S HIRE B o 11 Ge-SIF 1£ A BRSO f F 2 J%
PEEARAE NN, KE TROPOMI-SIF £45 1 i 725 43 2 11 [F] 208 8% SIF 7= i Fh R I
B, AR SR R SR G BT RIIR 2, X FET Ge-SIF BAYAE 2R
0025 SRR 0o sl sEURSEADL 45 SR RS FE IR, AR SR B TR

3.5 IhNGG

KRERET B TN Ge-SIF Y, AR SIF 4l . R EIEFE NN,
B T 453k 2019~2020 SEH RJE T 5 km 2518 0 PER MY Ge, XF42BR Ge-SIF IR
2O ARFEREAT 40T, R FLUXNET 3 5/ Ge-EC XRS5 TR . 15 H DA
T

(1) 2019 F1 2020 F48k H V32 Ge-SIF [P 4423 (8] 0 AT ds J5y A 22 H AR I H 5 a8k
R % JR3 FEDGT I 1) B S X RS R PR T . 3R H P8 Ge-SIF MIMEZTE 0 & 0.35
mol m 2 s ' Z[aJZ84k, Bl (Ge-SIF>0.25molm2s ) HIAEZEE A #E. KM PG E AN
FEZRILE, {&ME (Ge-SIF < 0.05 mol m2 s U FEAEF FH# /0 T 2 A2E T F4h[X .

(2) 2019 1 2020 4 H R Ge-SIF 7E&ERR I H R ZET M. JE3ER Ge-SIF )
HFE G H 4AMS A BB (6 H. 7 AR S A BIEN N, MEZERIFZE (9 H.
10 HRT 11 HD B#i R, 47 (2 H. 1 AL 2 HD) BARB(R. #OrmmRibX (a4
MV TG HMAER  RISRTIRERT S R B B I Ge-SIF A4EA . 9% E Rt WM 7 B A
WINARF I Ge-SIF 1EH Z=1 Nt 53

(3) 14 4 FLUX 3 S H R Ge-SIF 5 Ge-EC # 82 BE 1IEMH% (p<0.01), K%
Kol o PUAAME S5 S L, 2R VRN ISP R? O 0.41, P33 RMSE A

0.11 molm?2s7',

(4) A[AFEMEET) Ge-SIF 5 Ge-EC RIHNE 4 RAEESR, HB/GE—EN
M, HFE—AEBRG RS mE o] B ST S A . BTk R ) Sk
l4& R?25 0.54, RMSE A 0.1 mol m2 s™!, FHIAMTFF A4 ] Ge-SIF ALY (R 45 B3¢
NUERR .
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ENE kB ESILFERMMENESE

HI 28 AR =BT TCRI A, Ge M TR 2 HE . 8 T IRTUHEME
ANFSARBL T BRI PSS, A E AU 4Bk 2019~2020 4[] Ge-SIF, 1R
P T P40 ADR 2 ERR 0 il 5 X 52 XL R 2 X T 5 X X,
ITAFIXIRA Ge (22 57 R AR (R, JFIEIE Ge 3B 1 A7)
HrAUERE F3 008, 3t 47R Ge ISR R 3K

4.1 MRERE

4.1.1 TRIEHEIE

A FAE T 255 (Aridity Index, AD #5458k X LLO T Ge-SIF 7E A [A] [X 35k Y

W2 F MK R R . T P8k B R R OIS 72 28 K 206 B 8085 -6 3 i

(Global-Al PET v3), ZHIEERET P-M SEZE k& E (ET0) i, #4tT
1970~2000 4543 ¥E3 (0.0083° x0.0083° ) K4 ER/K ST A% H & (Zomer etal. 2022) ,
AJ7E https:/figshare.com/articles/dataset/Global_Aridity Index_and_Potential Evapotranspi
ration ETO Climate Database v2/7504448 T #X.

FRIGHCE T Ron N FRERKE (P 5PEEBAEANE (PED MHE, Rl
P/PET. AHEFUMKHE UNEP64 &ML I T A8 HUE U5 7 2877 8 2 BRI o i+ 5
[X Chyper-arid) (AI<0.03). T-FI[X (arid) (0.03<AI<0.2). ¥ T F[X (semi-arid)

(0.2<AI<0.5) T2 #3H X (dry-subhumid) (0.5<AI<0.65) FI¥EH [X (humid) (AI>0.65)
(UNEP 1997).

4.1.2 HXMDH

N T RFERERE Ge BAHIFZMR PR 1, B FE0 43K 2019~2020 4 H R EE(GE 731 KD
(1) Ge-SIF #EAT 1B TTH) Pearson FHRYE T, LAAr VP4l Ge-SIF X J6&H 2K
BRI EANKIRE 22 DL S R S K E ARG K R o Pearson AH G 73 At FAH G %8k - K
RAEPA R 2 B A, AR

I

R E ()

X, R x flly PRI Pearson AHKREL; @ AR RIS AAHRIEE i MES: N
FORPEARR R AW SR T BUE K 36 3E5 T Pearson A% R ¥R 5 B A B & PE(p<0.05).

(4-1)
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B <003 BT
[lo0302F7%

© o205 %78
[ 05-0.65 FE T:%i

Bl 055 Ril

K 4-1 () & ER T 24850 (Global-Al v3) K (b)T-F5r X
BUE) AL (/IR0 FoRTEEE, BURK Al GEEMFEO/ALE) FoRETE.
Figure 4-1. (a) Global Aridity Index (Global-AI v3) and (b) Aridity Zone.
Note that higher AT (green/blue colors) represents more humid conditions, with low Al (yellow/brown/red

colors) representing higher aridity.

4.1.3 HIBERMZFIREY

HOFRER M 25457 (Geographic Detector, GD) & —Fl F T30 Mo B 2 8] 43 7 14 48
ANHIRB) SR E B LT RS T gt R B, i s (A 3 A O AT AR S
G BRI 18] B A 53 BT S5 T5 35 40 B AS 7] 2 [) DX A [R] 52000 D] 6 i 7 A8 2 ) A R A
£ UL K s el (Rl 2 TR A AH EAE 7 3, DAR ATZ SR MO BRI R B SR A R . A%
O AR IS B AR BRI T S (R 3 o X, BB A 1 X s A AN [ 1 [X 3T )
5%, DA &R 77 (Wang et al. 2010; Wang et al. 2016) . ¥
PRI &5 — FAFE VYA TR 43, o 32 B 40 i B A A 7] b A 8 6o 2 S84 18 R -4
7%, HARIEAFEA TATIAS  RBSAS I 28 A0 A= 2SR I 2% o FH T s B BRI 25 75 2 (8] 70 M
71 E B BRI T ARRE AN AT Ve, O 2 B T ARSI, AL A Has b
S5 B TR S
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N T RFEFREYE R T T EAAERIRAFE T 200 XA BRI 1, AT
it BB ERI 2R R g 520 HT 2019~2020 A ERAN 1] 543 X A (R B 558 DR %o A
Ge MIMERES T A8 H DR AOMRE 0 R LA R i DA 1 e B R AL RO AR AL, TR 1
PRI g SR, REAN:

L
Ny x o2
(1:1_—21“<:1 X > X (4-2)
N xo

A g RORFEFIFEI 7% Ge-SIF Wk /1 L FRoRiUm R R 17> Z 8012 Nickl
o’ RN k2B % NAL 62 43 B RN T X BRI B e BN T % . ¢
A IRE[0,1], EEREET 1, FIZE K% Ge-SIF HIMFERE /7B .
AHIF TR I A HAR M — 7R 51 L Ge-SIF 22 7 MRS K+ 2 (B A2 HAEH

Z IR 728 AR BENS TEAL 520 R 2 XT A X2 L)1 B 75 £ 08 hn s 55 5 Ge-SIF Ff)
ke ) (EFEE 2016) o I THE BRI K 2 XT X2 SR AR Ge-SIF 520 [
g MH: g (XD g (X2) UUKRILFRIKRAERT g H: q¢ (XINX2), EUHKTF I E
KER, WMMRBEZENHNZEZ AL HEER KR 285K (B 4-2),

T balEi LHAE
—'o— —_— g(X1NX2)<Min(g(X1), g(X2)) 2k A 0553
—t—o—> Min(g(X1), g(X2))<g(X1NX2)<Max(g(X1)), ¢(X2)) FPHFAEL I Em
_ . — q(XINX2)>Max(g(X1). g(X2)) LA 155
——— —'—» qXINX2)=q(X1)+q(X2) Tl S7
———a q(XIN X2)>q(X1)+q(X2) IFZR P15

@ Min(g(X1), ¢(X2)): TEq(XT), g(X2)F# Wi/ IMi q(X1) + q(X2): q(X1), g(X2)P5+ K

Max(q(X1), ¢(X2)): TEq(X]), g(X2)PE W KA W q(XIN X2): q(XT), g(X2)P5# AL L

Kl 4-2 AR R (X A28 HAEH
Figure 4-2 Interaction between Explanatory Variables (X;)
E: El4-2 510 (CEENREAR 2017)

F T BRI 88 A TR e ) oA R A i N 5 5 ) s A O AU Dy 3K
AR, AL T RIS B RN &5 (OPGD) AR, DLER w7 [A] 7 A e v
AN 2501t . OPGD AL I P RAL T L, 7E— R A1 0 1 B B T A AN B 2 ik
BiESHE, FEMHBIRIBES TR “GD” GIHTIHE (Song et al. 2020) . A&
Wt g4 ) 280 B AT AR 3 1 B WU 7 iR 0 R SR B V% (“equal 7D AR INT 1072 (“natural 7)
ALY S (“quantile”) . JUA[TEIBETE (“geometric”) FIARAEZWT 55iE (“gd”), BHL
IR B EAE 3 2 10 22 (8], 32 HIHBFGN &% 70 99 v+ SR K 5 70 4 45 01 25 Ge-SIF
HIRRRE ST, I EURE ) 5 K ) 73 2 TR PR B B 0 e £ B S T v
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Figure 4-3. Difference of major environmental factors (a) Tair, (b) PAR, (c) VPD, (d) SWC and (¢) G¢-SIF

in global different regions.
AR T Az Bk 2019~2020 4E H 35 Ge-STF Je Hxt Biss s A EE R #0474 X 4t it
4-3 JEon T A FE TR0 XN FERER T (B 4-3a-d) K Ge-SIF (& 4-3¢) 1
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Z 5t WFEEFRIC T DU 3RS [F 550 XN I FEEHBL R 1 ) Ge-SIF YA W%
Mz, T5EE Tw (B 4-32) EHG T2 X NEPSER S (25.588°C), 7fETF
AR X N PP (E RS (18.293 °C), FF MR T 5 X BT VIR Xk ik, 72
XA BF3ME (19.445°C) A T2 T 2 X AT SR X 2 8]« AR X384 6 & A 2L
A PAR (B 4-2b) 275 T ML ~FIME HRBMRIOI IR T FIX (1094.504
pmol m?s™) >F- 5 X >4 5 X >J i X >F R WIZIE X (878.683 umol m?s™) . HHAIZK
VJEZ VPD (K 4-3 ¢ [FIMERES T S 485003 K MG+ 2 X (2.315KPa) i
JEIX (0.869 KPa) TZ#ijk N, FEAEM T2 XA BRIIARHEZ . ANF XA )+
BookE swe (E 4-2d) Z55 VPD WA R, “FIME RS T 24850038 R AR i
FHIX (0.162) FRIEIX (0.353) FEHE AR AR XN KRS T E Ge-SIF (K
4-3 ¢) £S5 SWC —2, FHMEHRBMEKIOHBIEX (0.159 mol m? s1) >Rk
BIEX (0.15molm?s!) >kEFEX (0.125molm?s) >FFIX (0.084 molm?s!) >
W5 IX (0.075 mol m? s

422 AEIXBAEESFLSE XIS REF 806 5

AW TR AER 2019~2020 4 H ) Ge-SIF X 3 ZIREE A 7 [0 B 34T 20 X Se it
BB HAR R =N Ge-SIF S2MI AL IE LT, Kl 4-4 IR T RERAFET 50 XN HF
Ge-SIF X EEIMIGEHE ¥ (B 4-4a. ev 1. my q BUE Tais by L jo ny r HHAX
tR%T PAR; ¢ g+ k. o s TFI/KIRIEZ VPD; c. g+ k. o. s BIES/KE SWC) K
N, 3 [E B R R AN R TR X TR RS AR 2019~2020 4E H “F#4 Ge-SIF, 25 HRR
B BB R 7 X 8] P TG A% p Ge-SIF FSFIME, R ZEARFR N IR B IX (] P4 BT X R A% o5
Ge-SIF MibrifEZE . ZREKW, ARTFE5 XK Ge-SIF XTI 1w B A .

Y T IBWT TR, 0w T2 X N Ge-SIF “FRME RN, SRR A &,
TR XA Ge-SIF V3 SIS KGR NES, R PIEHIE 7°Chit; F
TR TR X FZIE X Ge-SIF “FHMERE Tur FHEBI LI “X0E" #ak, 2
TR XM 2RI X Ge-SIF “FIMEAE Tair /N T SCCHEBNER, HBEAE T
B, Y Tae 78 12°CEEARTHBL “BME”, 75 19°CEARTHILEE A “UE(E”, B4 Tur
KT 19°CHT 128 TR M FIBIEXE Ge-SIF ~FHMERAR SR N, PA
“UEAE” S fE LT 3°CAHIT 18°C. X4 PAR IZWHE KIT, #imT FIX WK Ge-SIF ~FIJ{E
SPUEBI R S TR X AT 5 X A1 Ge-SIF “FIE Il K5,
(HRARB B A T 5 IR X FIEIE X ) Ge-SIF “F¥MH 2RI PR a4 Tk
[P . 24 VPD BTG RS, i+ 5 X N 1) Ge-SIF ~FIME /N, 5878 1 IR
A MTREX. PEFREXA T2 IRRIE X FEIE X Ge-SIF ~FIIE 5 R I8 K5
WS, 2 VPD A 1 KPaltf, Ge-SIF “FIJMEI K. 2 SWC BHHE AR, FrE X
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Figure 4-4. Response simulation of daily average G¢-SIF to major environmental factors in global

different regions. (a-d) hyper arid, (e-h) arid, (i-1) semi arid, (m-p) dry subhumid, and (g-t) humid.

43 BERSILSENFEREFIEEH

4.3.1 HBRM7Hh

N TR R L T SIF ()52 AL T ARG AT A, AHIE SN A Bk
2019~2020 4 H-V#5 Ge-SIF HIIZEMG AL = AR K1 () Pearson AHICMEREAT 17
Mo B 4-5F1 4-6 0588 74 EK 2019~2020 4 (3L 731 K) H P Ge-SIF 5 F H IR
BT (SR Tais YA B GRS PAR; WIFIKIKIEZ VPD; HIES/KE SWO)
[RIAH T ANAE 5G 06 R B 35 1

ZERFH: 2019~2020 FIE H F%) Ge-SIF 5 Tairw PAR LLJZ VPD FE4FRA />
X AEE R E M FIER (p<0.05, B 4-6abc)e HT ¥ Ge-SIF 5 Tuir 7£ 3 E Al
RS AERR . AR T A I R 3 2 A bR h X A7 AE B35 P IE A D &R, T E W b it
B WIS AN R T AR S A X AR B AR R (] 4-5 2, K 4-6
a); H P Ge-SIF 5 PAR 7532 [ AR5 W R E P 2R 3505550 43 1 X A7 76 2 2 11 1R AH
KRR, (HAXREOIEA S, AR Dbyt s Wi RIS 2R B 55 iy i X A5 7 7
BERFAHRKR (K 4-5b, E4-6b); H 3 Ge-SIF 5 VPD FRESEE AR HS. LRk,
ZRWCT JEE AN I 2R 350858 70 L X AAAE IR A DGR R AN, FE A BRORH43 X ST 2 It 25 1)
FAHK KR (B 4-5¢c, B 4-6 0); H T Ge-SIF 5 SWC 1EABRIH 43 X P AH I K
RIEAERE (B 4-5d, E4-6d).

X T Ge-SIF B A 4840 5 3858 K1 AH PR ) B A 3 AT 15 0L, Tairn PAR F1 VPD 5
Ge-SIF AHIGIR R A (Al o3 A A AR o 7535 B PR A ZR 30 JBRR. ZR T SR AN I AR
X, FPRK e 2, VPD ERAKITE B A 3 0 f A 2 e ma it i 28 5 #67K, - Tair
A PAR 2 4 T YOG EER M BOETE R N, SALIF A SZBRE, Tar F1 PAR FIH4 0
AL G I DLE A e T A E M, I Twiew PAR 1 VPD 335 Ge-SIF f£14E
TEAHR R R MAEE Db yat s, W SR A IO 2K B ML A5 R i X, T B0 HLZE 1522 4L
BN, BEMIRE S REE AL, [FIRAE SRR T VPD F i S EUE 248 1
R 5E, 1 7 EYIKETIE, LSRN T 28 567K, R Ty PAR A1 VPD
%15 Ge-SIF fEE AR K R H P Ge-SIF 5 SWC fE4ER K HR 73 X A 56 5% & 3F:
AR TR R K 7] RE e TS AL SR SWC AL AEAE —ERIBI{E, 24 SWC KTix
AN BRE A2 R 70 XA AE R 3K BRI, SWC A I A 2 5 <AL T E R EY
1254k o TR Ge-SIF 5 SWC 2 IR 3 IEAH M X (WS E R B3 R
FAER B, BT SWC BK (K 4-10) BYXIE, {5 B Ix e [X 8 n] it 52 31 1 35
KB, PR Ge-SIF xFiids SWC 34 AN 34 1«
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Figure 4-5. Correlation coefficients (r) between the daily average G¢-SIF and major environmental factors (a) Tair, (b) PAR, (¢) VPD, (d) SWC during 2019-2020

around the world.
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Figure 4-5 Significance (p) between the daily average G¢-SIF and major environmental factors (a) Tuir, (b) PAR, (¢) VPD, (d) SWC during 2019-2020 around the

world.
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Figure 4-7. The explanatory power of environmental variables to G¢-SIF investigated by the single factor
detector in global different regions (a) hyper arid, (b) arid, (¢) semi arid, (d) dry subhumid, and (e) humid.
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Figure 4-8. The explanatory power of environmental variables to G¢-SIF investigated by the double factor
interaction detector in global different regions (a) hyper arid, (b) arid, (c) semi arid, (d) dry subhumid, and
(e) humid.

AW FUIEAE A HLARI 25 AR VP A 2 ERAS [F) DI N AL 1 I 22 BLAR RIXHE A Ge-
SIF {2 0 ATA% R BIRERE B, LAt — D i BRI E 2 AL R EERIE R A 2K . 58
HARMEER (B 4-8) KW ARPEE T2 7] #72 FAE R B a8y, A5 X0 14
SEAURIAR L PR s AL TR SR, AR BN R R R . IX R AR A8 A
TR AR IR Ge-SIF [ISZM 4 K 5 — I8 K 5 (52 . SWC 5 e I 7
AZHAR IR ST AR 5 9 AL, EM T R XA T R IR E X, SWC A Tair (19
ZTHAER [g (SWC N Tuir) 1 % Ge-SIF 75 [8] 73 A7 il ke ) 55 733108 0.4859 1 0.4913;

47



PHABAR R A - S 1 5L

HETFEX. FFEXFREX, SWC M VPD IR HAEA [g (SWC N VPD)] X} Ge-
SIF 2% 7] 73 A7 il B J1 fe o, 2098 03154, 0.5115 F10.3937. [7] i vE 2 B E M 3 T 5 X
MT-EX, PAR 5HAMKE 732 HAEH T Ge-SIF I, PAKIRIEX K SWC 5 HARK 752
HAEM T Ge-SIF i, 3/~ AR Lt IG5 A8, ROV Rl 3 28 FAR AT Ge-SIF 73 A7 BB
IR TP IR 25 S A P I AR 0 2 F e T 2 5 XN 52 M3 X 1) B 5 A 852 R -
A E AR, S5 AR SRS, MR A AR s R A B2 . Rk, REA
e T 5 XM X A PAR W AR F 8 E A, DLAGRIE X A SWC A HAth K7
(35 A o

4.4 g

AT AR, H 00 A BRA 3] X 455 9 R 0 7 /2 L5 FE Ge-SIF 22 57 (Bl 4-2e) K
G, Ge-SIF 7R T RHX N BFME R MG, X2FAETRNHET, Y
218 VR A SAL A RN R R R ORHF 7K 43T 18 e Gt FE 28015 (Chaves et al. 2002)
HF 2T LIRS R EEE ST, &SRIRESEEDR RE 2K 577,
TS AP A K AT S FL T E (Flexas et al. 2004)

AHF TR B BN X SR Ge-SIF % E BRI FRIm . (& 4-3) HijA
RS RN —3: BEE SR Tar FIFFE, AR T2 X3 Ge-SIF P 35{E 12 7 )ik
N, HARHLIX I Ge-SIF ~T35{E 3 2 ILSe RGN Ry, X2 RN EYIEBAKH Tair
N, MEEHEEEFEENE, 2 TuaFHmE, MY 280 FE DLE E L R YL CO2
BT AR, SRBEE Tur MI4REET S, AW EAE IS R v] R TG K R 77, fR
PR S BSFL R PUARFR K 43P (Franks and Farquhar 2001) , [Rlt Ge-SIF 47
(E—NEROEEE; MO ATE GRS PAR 3 nes, BT X381 Ge-SIF “FI{E BB
TREEA K, AR KE RIUIE R G HCNEE S, 1K 2 B PAR 30T LASE st
HAEAREZE, MM SALFF B AR YCE 2 1) CO2, HHEHRATREZ FEL Tue FH1,
YR E I, HRABREESFL R ERDN (R kS 2016) 5 BEEHEAKIK
JE# VPD KI7HE, Wi 2 X Ge-SIF ~FIEZ WS, HAHIX [ Ge-SIF ~F
(B350 S IS i B 36 K 5 WU R B8/ N a1 B /INIT VPD 38 i R TR A
KB FGHIBA = R, R OL T B AL B 2 LU AR B BN G B R b,
11124 VPD 4 03| — e G I, FE ) 28 W54 A W B o 51 S 7 20 i B 25T K 38 R %,
H VPD 34 Ikah IR 5 o 3B 2 AR I, TR 5 80T R i R <AL 5 FE R

(ZREAE 2020) , B FE R 5 X 32 K 43 a1 AT BEMEBE K, DR 3 Ge-SIF
SERMERE VPD FI3EINmRN; 2 RIE A K E SWC BHH X IEE T — @ IRWIN, BT d
X35 N 1] Ge-SIF ~FHAME A BEE SWC 3N in, X £ F Y SWC £ — & BI{E
PN, R SR AR08 T 25 By RIS BIOK 45, FEA AR Y 7K BER BE I 7e 2, (A8

48



FE ERGE RIS A =

FLITTH Ge-SIF ¥4, 1M SWC B XABMESE, LHERBMEEHRIS KD ok
Ak 2k m) Ak B &R, BRI TR SILIT TG Ge-SIF RFFERSE HIRES (Harris
etal. 2004; Orenetal. 1998) . SR AW FIE K I 2 SWC BN, HNTF R0 X HNBE
— LG R Ge-SIF fEIm AR, XBAFRARGEHIIRI, KNY SWC BUNY, HYIR
WEZE 2 D] 52 217K 73 A T 5 P AL o 13— 2D I 90 K I IR 264 5 (SWC<0.1 H. Ge-SIF>0.1
mol m? s B3 AN 4-9 Frow, e -6 S PH T IR0 P 30 A0 Fe 56 I P i 2 B 30 1)
AMZHIL SWC BARKITEOL, XA ReAE H T AW S I SWC Edls AR S 20
R T PN EE IS B B DX RO RN P B ) s AL T R IX, SWC BRI
Ge-SIF 5 i A Ji DA AT A2 MG AL IR P 2 Dl o 22 ol i 187 S s o B of - R I PR G, E
T 9D S ALTF BN [A) B AR R A B BRI 2, DU AE K 2 BRI 262 R ek
P B A A BRI 7K 2> (Sperry and Love 2015)

Ge SIF (SWC<0.1 & Gc SIF>0.1mol m?2s '1)
T

60° - < 7

30°F

i 0.2

401
30°F

60° 1 | 1
-150° -100° -50° 0° 50° 100° 150° 0

] 4-9 SWC AR Ge-SIF B =it s )04 (SWC<0.1 H G-SIF>0.1 mol m?s™)
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