AR5 P9
% B_ 2011203025

D A
k¥ R X

.
i

BT ISE RN R R IR SR 1§ R0 AT 5

#; * A

S %

EiER=E2 Ul
Zhuang Qianlai %

T A TR + g

W7 1] IRV EEBHAR

2o H 201545 H 31 H







STUDY ON MODELING THE RESPONSE OF SOIL
HETEROTROPHIC RESPIRATION TO CLIMATE
SCENARIO USING PROCESS-BASED MODEL

By
Guangcun Hao

A Dissertation
Submitted to
Nanjing Agricultural University
In Partial Fulfillment of the Requirement
For
The Degree of Doctor of Philosophy
In
The Department of Soil Science
Supervised by
Prof. Dr. JianJun Pan
And
Prof. Dr. Qianlai Zhuang






= 8 % = BA

ARNIBEFEY: Preasc e miesc, AR NERIMKTES N, ML Tt LI
FTHAR IRER . BRSCH C2iE M 5 A A Sh, AR SO SR Al A N BigER O
22 R R BEE TG IAE b R o XA T Tk 1 NRTER AR, A S
LA 7 Sbn i A N 56 4 R BIA RS B VR 45 R A A kdH.

FALR NS (F2RE) %4 ¥ H H

FAL IR fE AR B

AN AR B2 T MR KRR AR SO E, R OR B IF
[7] [ 5K A7 S AR 1T B LRIE AZ 18 SCRY R NP AT L TR, S VR SO B A Bl . AR
BURE HAR DK 2 R] DL AR 2 (018 ST 2 A m T 7 A 2 2 N SR R EAT R R, AT LA
RFRCEN S 4 BN B 1555 B2 1) - B AR AF A G S 18 3

R¥o, EE o AR A . A2 R T AMRE o,
G TE LA LT REN TN

FALR AR E (FR2RE) B4 ¥ A H

T (RoR%E) &: £ A H






BT

NSF projects
(DEB-#0919331)
NASA Land Use and Land Cover Change program
(NASA-NNX09AI26G)
Department of Energy
(DE-FG02-08ER64599)
the NF Division of Information & Intelligent Systems

(NSF-1028291)

ROLBEB

R L !






B ettt et ettt ettt ettt e ettt e ettt ettt ettt ettt ettt et et e ee et et et en et eneeeeees I

L= =~ TR PSR RTR Y,

[ = RO RTOTRPPRTRRRRTRN Vii
o L= = PO TOTOTOT IX
B B e ettt et et e et ettt et r et n et et ernaes XI
AAB ST RACT -ttt ettt ee et e et e et et et et e e et et et e e et et e e e et et et ettt e et et e e et et e et et et en et n et er et en e X1
- TSSOSO RO RSP U PSPPSRI 1
L L T S B T B N oottt ettt ettt ettt ettt et en e anes 1
O a1 = sy = bSO 3
I 1 T 3
R -y = bSO OOV 8
I KL ) by b T 9

I w2 L Rty T TPRTOO 12
TR 7=t 1 y NP 12
RIS sy S 14
133 BB BB T T5 30 oottt e ettt et r et e et e et e et r et en e en e 15

I o =4 1) =1 o S e U 19
I R w5 - SRRSO 19
L2 BB K oottt ettt et ettt ettt ettt ettt eenaens 20
I T b L - < TS 20
I o2 e . TP 21
R = L TSRO 21
LB T I T oottt ettt ettt ettt ettt ettt et ettt et et e e et ettt eenaens 22

LD BT TTI R oottt ettt ettt ettt ettt et et et et et e a et e At et et et et et et et e et e e et et et et et eantnaens 22
LB BT B oottt ettt e ettt n et e et 23
AR ] 7 =~ TSSOSO 23
RT3, -~ 24
B T B B B T N T BB E R oo oot e e ettt ettt r et et r et er e 25



e T PRI ) 3 S TR IR G 1 S B (I T

2.1 TEM AEEBURTT oottt 25
2.2 STM ARBUTEIIY oottt 26
2.3 IR AT S E T TR IR ..o 27
231 LALBE oot 27
2.3, IR B IR oo 28
233 B BRI e 29
234 R IRIREEEIR oo 30
2,35 I B IR ... bt 30
23,8 R E .o 30
2.4 BB R SIS SR S R AN R BT B IREIEIIR oo 30
241 BBREUIE oo 31
242 HIBBBIIE ..o 31
243 EEEIE oo 32
2.5 R I S R E BT .o 32
251 SREBEILMBIE ..o e 32
252 IFEEBIE ..o 32
=il VIR = OO 35
3.1 AMERIFLUX S BT MIBBIIE ...ttt ettt 35
3.2 STM ARBUARIETTSE oottt 35
3.3 STM ARBURIL IR BT HIBETT oo 39
I )= 5 OO 42
B ZREEIINGE oo 42
BT IR AT IS D FEFIE ... oocvoeeeeeecee et 43
41 I B R E EE I REZE oo 43
VR N L =K i w1 = = o5 OO 44
43 HIEBREETSIEIZEIARTR oo 45
44 BB TEL D TAETR oo 46
45 MBI R R E S H A RATEEEL oo 47
46 PEMRITTIE REEIZSZTILAIRIM ..ottt 47
BT B TE T Tl oot e 50
B8 ZREEIINEE oo et 50
FBRE TEMAEBIEIIEEIGEIIE oottt 53



o B =V R = ) =y TSSO 53
5.2 MIC-TEM BB 38 D B I T B T5 30 oottt e et ee et ee e e 53
5.3 AMERIFLUX T 83 oottt e e e e r et et et et et e e e e e eser e s et et et e e e e e e eserararanas 56
N Lo BV I i E: o oty b TS 57
5.5 IMIC-TEM B B B B 20 AT oottt ettt et e e e et et et ee e e e ses et eeee e e seseseseeseneens 57
5.5 MIC-TEM Jo BRI BB TT e oottt ettt et et et et e et ee et et et et et e e eeeeeeeene e et aeeeaens 59
5.6 MIC-TEM #EEIRHIA) 2000 F£ = 2005 FIRBELEREESEECHARERILER .o 61
IV - =t e 0 AT E TSRO STT 62
B8 A B N ettt ettt ettt ettt ettt e ettt ettt n et aean 63
FRE IR TR AT S R B R HUMIRL ..o oottt et en et es et ene et e s s e eee et eneeees 65
6.1 TEM #=#FEHL 2006 £ 2 2100 EHRMES R T IE R TR SIFIERBIDR ..o 65
6.2 MIC-TEM #E&I&EH] 2006 F 2 2100 EHRMESRELIES HF TR SIZE =M ........... 65
6.3 TEM f2EF0 MIC—TEM R BRI TIB R FRIFIRET T LAIEER oo 67
6.4 TIEEESTIEMEYEEZMHRFNTIESFFRETETUEEEN oo 68
8.5 BT ettt ettt ettt ettt e et ettt et e ettt et et et et e e et et et en e et e et et anan 70
6.5.1 MIC-TEM 1B R 38 R BEIT RuBUBZMIT ooovoveeeeeeeeeeeeeee oot e oo e e e e e s e ener et et ese e eseseeenenesaranas 70
LRIV =l 2 xRS 71

B8 A EE N oottt ettt ettt e et et e et e et r et enn et en e 72
e R vy <o =] - RO 73
AN = T 73
T BT Z A oo, 73
FEC T N =i USSR RRS 74
T BB B oottt ettt e et r et r ettt 74
vy TR 77
BT B oottt ettt ettt ettt et et e ee ettt e et et et et et ee et et ee et e rneeenanes 95
B 0 Lottt ettt ettt et e et e ettt e et et e ettt ettt e et e ettt r e er e 95
B T 2ottt ettt ettt ettt ettt et ettt r et en et r et en et er e 104
B T Bt ettt ettt ettt ettt e et et ettt r et et et er et ee et 109
QR - ST 111
B B T8 0 oottt ettt et et e ettt e ettt enens 113






K11
K 1.2
Kl 1.3
Kl 2.1
Kl 2.2
Kl 2.3
Kl 2.4
K 3.1
K 41
Kl 4.2
Kl 4.3
Kl 4.4
Kl 45
Kl 4.6
Kl 5.1
Kl 5.2
K 5.3
K 6.1
K 6.2
K 6.3
Kl 6.4

H %
FIFITHUBR IR IIAT I oo 2
ARG IR R oo 9
BEARBR TR IE L oo 24
TEM AERIZEFIE (oo 25
STM BEELGERIB oo 27
S KPR T TG P oo 29
0.530.5 K [EH KFEFRAFEE AT oo 32
Matlab FE N FEFFARED oo 36
1948 4| 2008 4F 10cm, 20cm A1 50cm 134 38R ST LT oo 44
1948 F5] 2008 4125 IR B A ] Z3 ATAFAE oo, 46
P34 R IR R AN S IR R R TR AR A TR P AR 47
1948 £EF] 2008 £F, &y HAETHIFEN I oo 48
H K 10cm, 20cm, 50cm -2 355 FE R Z AR BEAE I oo, 49
A 10cm, 20cm, 50cm - 2 - 455 FE A2 AR FEAE T oo, 49
I T TSI HE I oo 54
SRR A (0 — U R BRI RIBRAE LS oo 58
Ry X 245 R BE NS B AL BB oo 59
RCP 2.6 S f%1& 5, 41 GPP, NPP, NEP, Ra, Ry, SOC, VEGC f[a]251k.....66
RCP 8.5 S f%1& 5, 41 GPP, NPP, NEP, Ra, Ry, SOC, VEGC if[al451k.....67
TEM AU P28 L IE WU, T IR ZE T AR e 69

MIC-TEM HERSEL T2 R L, S oRipile, HIRBIEY)R, BEAEY RN






* 11
* 1.2
* 13
* 14
% 15
* 16
* 17
* 21
* 22
* 3.1
% 3.2
#* 33
* 4.1
#* 5.1
#* 5.2
#* 53
* 54
% 55

* BH X

A R T A AFER R AI T AT HILX oo 5
A R VA AR RV I T AT HILIX oo 5
o [ SR TR BRI AT T3 FEEHIIX oo 6
o ] A AR BRI T AT HILIX oo 6
o ] A A TR BRI AT T AT HIIX oo 7
IR EE TT I HEIR oo 15
PSS RGP SR I AT e 20
AT ZETIIT EL B oo 28
RCP BT IE vttt sttt 31
FIERHEZETIBE oo 37
FZIE S AL SR ZE LI oo 40
EAIE 385 BRI G TG FE ELL v 41
AN TR ST AE T TR oo 45
R e g v e i OO 56
MIC-TEM BEFUSEHE B (oo 57
AmeriFlux 3 S IISE T LT oo, 60
2000-2005 4 GPP, NPP 1 NEP MIC-TEM BEFURHLSE R oo, 61
AR GE T LA oo 62

vii



S T PRI ) S R PRGBS L PR 7

viii



i VB U

HrEEIE 1 ER
S JELAR HL
AmeriFlux American Flux Network Sites 5 [ 1 P 2%
Ea Activate Energy EiLRE
ENZ Enzyme Carbon Pool WA= Wy e
GPP Gross Primary Productivity MAIR A7 T
IPCC Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change BUR TR S AL 1]
b
LAI Leaf Area Index AR TR 2R
MIC Microbial Carbon Pool AR
MIC-TEM Microbial-Terrestrial Ecosystem Model B G B A S R
Gy
MODIS Moderate Resolution Imaging Spectroradiometer 14 B¢ 3 g A% G 1%
NPP Net Primary Productivity IR AT 7]
NEP Net Ecosystem Productivity WEBRGET
NEE Net Ecosystem Exchange HESRG A E
Ra Autotrophic Respiration EE 53
Ru Heterotrophic Respiration S FEIPI
RCP Representative Concentration Pathways RFTWE &L
SCE-UA Shuffled Complex Evolution Method FAYRE IE 715
SOBOL Sobol TR RN S A 7
SOC Soil Organic Carbon Pool +IEE VLR E
SOLC Soluble Carbon Pool YA TR SR
STM Soil Thermal Model - R AR Y
TEM Terrestrial Ecosystem Model i 2B 25 R SR Y
Ts Soil Temeprature I R
Ta Air Temperature A
VEGC \egetation Carbon Pool FE 1 Tk 2







S

E T U ERE R TIRIT IR SR BRI

wm =

EEFRTA (Ry) ARG ABIANZ —, HIKFZAEA (ESMs) £
FM XA # IR A AR T AR S T SRk b) TE, 1388 5 o £ M A 4 & 19 4F
R A # " ESMs A2 A AZ DL E FARFRGANEZRHNT, RECEA A ESMs FRET
RE LR EMN LEFRFRY T BGFR, Rin, SHARXAXELERED
A I AE R 2R SRR G H R, Q&ﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁ%%ﬁ%ﬁP%%%ﬁo

ETEMATHAL, ALARNEBREEETWNNKFARELERERR
(STM), R EEH STM RN T 1948 F £ 2008 4, 10cm. 20cm #= 50cm =
MNEREROGEEBETE TG, KRG, B THEREESZLAEAR (TEM) ¥4
Quo AR rhay LB vFoR A e, ZAR RGBS T M REI TR, RXDAFTHRARLL
B AMAERER IR, RE, BAKEBH STM BAFTREG LIEEERKIE, B
A TEM &R fets ke 69 TEM A (MIC-TEM) S AN T £E KMEAKES AL
st A& ® (RCP2.6 585) t9ram, T LR T

m)&if%mMﬁﬂTu&%MMA%lk%a%ik%%i%m B EA
#H, TUAAKREGEE STMZAEMER KFEAARESZALEREN T T,
KRsE R AW M 1948 4 %) 2008 4, 10cm & 3R E & 0.2°C, 20cm LA+
HomBE AT 0.3C, 50cm L& IR A S 1.2°C. RAKFH LB RS HAEE
E K& i 20 AL F 42 % M ABRR A, BT e KEM ML ReFHL
BB KB £ B K @5 &R K A& 5 EAIN . BT 2R N AR A58 R T
Mo & 61 FagBLMB R A, % EEH3eXELFENMN . R DN ARTH E
MNEFEEEFEHBEEZNET i%;%l&%%zwuﬁE£MEi$%i%ﬁﬁ
EATEAY, FETERRXERHGLN, MEC HHffE BN ARFHLER
ERT ALY, BIREFEREN, LEAN Fo B AN X R FH LR EE LI
TREAE Y,

EAREBZAT, REFHLRBEREAESFER, RIKFHLERERE
HRAZ R G A EAFIRAE S RGP, 50cm £ &5 R E 5T 10cm A= 20cm
TEFHIERE AR ERAESZSLT, 10cm £ & SF3 L 3E8 % b 20cm A= 50cm
TEFHERBRESG 15T, A% THRAESZL P, 10cm. 20cm #= 50cm £ EF3¥ +

W

Xl



e T PRI ) 3 S TR IR G 1 S B (I T

RBETNAARFE, EAMRESREAT, FHAREASRAAFHLEBANHESTH
PHABRAFHERIBA

(2)MIC-TEM A& A d | =T bk KR 89 K42 %)% Ry 89 T K E G 49 MIC-TEM
ﬁiﬁ EARREMERRGARES ZFARBATHNANSTN, ER—HH. Bl —X4Y
Ao Rattb &9 : MIC-TEM A MG £ B K EANRES R4a#E 7 TAE
BA&E, HETHE.

RCP 2.6 A& %, TEM A a) B % & & /) (GPP) #= B 4 7 /) (NPP)
FE 91 ey A nt 18] QA LR IE K, £ 2090s & Lk MK HAS R %L P /1 (NEP)
A A ARG AL Y 18 /& 2090s & NEP 4 1% %1% . MIC-TEM A2 &4 4169 GPP, NPP
3K, f NEP &Itk sha94 %, RCP85 AfEHF & ¥ : MIC-TEM A = TEM
KA 169 GPP, NPP #= NEP & 3L 38 K 4945 4,

AP AAE 5, MIC-TEM AE A 3169 Ry xF A& T AL ey & R T TEM AR
A8 Ryo MIC-TEM BRI o 44089 Ry /2 91 SF a9 mhia) kA A AR KT, &
TEM AR AE W69 Ry A3 Kag4 4%, MIC-TEM R, Ry E T TR G Tk
BEEd, MR EEERE . MIC-TEM R T At feti il Ry 5 L2 M A= 09 5D
BMEX, HE A, MIC-TEM A sk il & T AR /78T TEM A2 A 6942 BLAE

MIC-TEM #= TEM #£RIAE 10064 5% 38 & fosk B 2 LA ETF. tbde, RCP 8.5 A
&% %, MIC-TEM #£ AL 5169 GPP, NPP A= NEP 4 | tb TEM 42 A 4% 4l 49 25 % % 0.98,
0.42 #= 0.34PgC yr'. MIC-TEM R4 31 Ry tb TEM £ A 4 445 % 3 0.07PgC yr,
# RCP 2.6 4%, MIC-TEM A AH169 Ry tb TEM AL A AL 369 45 & 0.05PgC
yrl. f£ MIC-TEM A & | b TS & K R, AP AEE A0 Ry K
A8

AL RERANERASRZABRAN ZE ELEHREMEFTTHTASA
SFRGHRBEABRRXRELGH A, FELAERKRGHFRLFT, RiZzX 5T RELESFA,
TERAEME AR AN SFHIFEGN =, HRA G E S BRIERET FEORELRR
L4639 0 K Rk,

K] £8; 0%, LEFAR; LEBE, LEMAMERER,; BHi
S EgiaR

XII



ABSTRACT

STUDY ON MODELING THE RESPONSE OF SOIL
HETEROTROPHIC RESPIRATION TO CLIMATE
SCENARIO USING PROCESS-BASED MODEL

ABSTRACT

Soil heterotrophic respiration (Ry) is a key links of global change, Earth System
Model (ESMs) is a tool to predict the response of Ry to climate change. Soil temperature
and soil microbial physiology are two key factors in ESMs model, most study focus the
effect of soil temperature on Ry, However, little study consider soil microbial physiology
influence on Ry and the response of this effect to climate scenario.

Firstly, the STM model was calibrated with level 4 data at AmeriFulx sites, which
provided soil temperature to TEM model as a driving data. Natural ecosystems were
divided into six vegetational types. This study examines the spatiotemporal trends of soil
temperature at depths of 10cm, 20cm, and 50cm in the conterminous U.S. during
1948-2008. After that, this study revised the classic Qio-based heterotrophic respiration

(Ry) algorithms of TEM model by incorporating the algorithms of Dual Arrhenius and
Michaelis-Menten kinetics and microbial-enz. And then applied the revised model to the
forest ecosystems of the conterminous United States for the 21st century under the future
climate scenarios of the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC) Special Report
on Representative Concentration Pathways (RCP) 2.6 and 8.5.

(1)The warming trend was 0.2°C at 10cm depth; 0.3°C at 20cm depth; 1.2°C at 50cm
depth. There was the highest warming trend at 50cm depth. And soil temperature at 20cm
depth was lowest. Actually, the lowest soil temperatures were in Colorado and the area
where Wyoming, Idaho, and Montana meet. The coastal areas, such as Texas, Florida, and
California, experienced the highest soil temperature. In addition, such as Texas, Florida,
and California, experienced the highest soil temperature. The coastal areas, such as Texas,
Florida, and California, experienced the highest soil temperature. In addition, areas that
experienced weak cooling in summer soil temperature include Texas, Oklahoma, and

Arkansas. Warming was recorded in Arizona, Nevada, and Oregon. In winter, Mississippi,

X1
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Alabama, and Georgia showed a cooling trend, and Montana, North Dakota, and South
Dakota have been warming over the 61-year period. This study is among the first to analyze
the spatiotemporal distribution characteristics of soil temperature in the conterminous U.S
by using multiple site observational data. Meanwhile, it also improved the accuracy of
STM and herein provided the basic scientific data to TEM assessment.

In natural ecosystem, Shrubland had the highest soil temperature and Deciduous had
the lowest soil temperature. In shrubland and grassland ecosystem, soil temperature at
50cm depth was higher than that at 10cm and 20cm depth. In savanna ecosystem, soil
temperature at 10cm depth was higher 1.5°C than that at 20cm and 50cm depth. In
deciduous ecosystem, soil temperature at 10cm, 20cm and 50cm varied soomthly. In Forest
ecosystem, the annual mean soil temperature at three soil depths in evergreen forest was
higher that in deciduous forest.

(2)MIC-TEM is able to capture carbon fluxes dynamics. MIC-TEM is compareble to
other studies during the same period and area.

Under RCP 2.6 scenario, GPP and NPP increased slowly firstly, and decreased sharply
after 2090s. NEP had the same trend; however, NEP decreased slowly after 2090s. Under
RCP 8.5 scenario, GPP, NPP and NEP showed the increasing trend. There was a
significance correlation between Ry and air temperature. In sum, the carbon dynamics
simulated by TEM under RCP 8.5 scenario was higher than that under RCP 2.6. Meanwhile,
the carbon pools were assessed, soil carbon pools and vegetation carbon pools increased
steady under both scenarios.

Under both TEM and MIC-TEM, the magnitude was different with carbon dynamics
and carbon pools. For example, the simulated GPP, NPP and NEP by MIC-TEM was 0.98,
0.42 and 0.34PgC yr™ higher than that by TEM. The simulated Ry from MIC-TEM is
0.07PgC yr™* higher than that from TEM. Under RCP 2.6 scenario, The Ry with MIC-TEM
was 0.05PgC yr™ lower than that from TEM. Due to similar microbial biomass pools, R
under both scenarios was the same. In summer, soil temperature would cause higher Ry,
and meanwhile soil microbial biomass was also decreased by higher soil temperature.

Under both RCP 2.6 and 8.5, there were significant differences between the estimates
of carbon fluxes from the previous and revised models. The largest differences occured

under the RCP 2.6 scenario, in which the model that considers soil microbial activities

X1V



ABSTRACT

predicted that the region would act as a carbon sink, and the cumulative carbon sink in the
21st century would be 17.1PgC higher than the estimates from the model that does not
explicitly consider soil microbial activities. This study further indicated that the revised
TEM could capture and simulate the seasonal trends of Ry and soil microbial biomass
scientifically and suggested that terrestrial ecosystem models should explicitly consider the

effects of seasonal soil microbial biomass on ecosystem carbon fluxes at regional scales.

KEY WORDS: Carbon flux; Global change; Soil microbial physiology; Soil thermal
model; Terrestrial ecosystem model.
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Reichstein, 2008). H1EE 2, AP AR WRGE 2 B 3& T I ALK 0)
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b, IR B A S R (R B b i P2, 5 B R AU B P %, R PR
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Fig. 1.1 Global soil organic carbon map
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FP Btk 8 Pz vy T AR AN B S e AR S R (IRIERIAIGR N4, 1998) . i 2
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FSCTE T 3 TR AT XA = A P B B K Tl i R o R 2 B L R A M )05 3))
BUORUREN 15°C~45°C, EIIREIEEN, BEES, MAEYEs g, & LIREE
X R SEVO ], TS B 32 BIIH], AT s 21 358 KR TE AL G AR A A i
FEUL S T IR S AR AR E RS . HIEIREAR T 5°C, REEMAEMAGETES), &
SCHRRAENFER . LR Edw, i 50°C, AL N K A alifh 748
A3 FEAN R ZE K

IR, BHEFATEU T 3R AR L 45 AL A PRI 5 AR A7 23 [R) 7 S 1Y) 47 T 52
(Jones et al., 1986; Robeson 2002; Jaha and Saha 2011). 7EAXZ 75 B fif th B A} 2 n) @
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W, SRR E C AN T . AR, IR R A SRR N AR
(1) 2 it » T IX T S A0 BT 0 AT i ok S A5 AR A A 6 B 2L 1) 7 X (Zhang et al., 2005; Qian et
al., 2011) . 45838 2 1) =K 52 e o5 3846 LB FE 73 % ( Zhuang et al., 2003; Euskirchen et
al., 2006) LA AEYIAIA K (Goulden et al., 1998; Wraith and Ferguson 1994). [,
Y AT A SR AR P, AN B8 A0 BRI RS (1) A8 A DL S B BN AR S R AT
. N AEAH, BT REERE SRR RS R E L RRE, SECT B R
FFIe )1 (Qian et al., 2011; Song et al., 2013).

TR, THRERE, TR D AR (B E, Fa s DL s D
AR4E, FECHEER KRR F T 2SR A& (Zhang et al., 2005).
IR FE RS W E A sz g IR AR, IF HaxX Fhsgm [ 2 <
IR E R — AR EE/EA (Paviov 1994; Schmidt et al., 2001; Harris et al., 2003;
Stieglitz et al., 2003; Zhang et al., 2005; Qian et al., 2011, A&7 [y U /3 A 26 B 4 45
IR A (A A S AR S SR AL, (R R X, Y IR R A R
IR . DIBERE N RE R W, REANE S 3L FAE R
MEE R Bk, ASBeTE S0 H = R A 2 el AR TR IR SR B .

HIRRRRYEC AN T RS 2R TR = E Nz — RE AR 1%
J2 U IR 1 - 380 P 5 R 0 2 (R R 855 M S5 Rl - A A DG 1 23 A S5 72 (Zhang et
al., 2001; Hu and Feng 2003; Qian et al., 2011). {HJ2&, TG S, b il
AN, SRR P S AR S SRR A BRI R . R AT
T BN b A5 B R G AR 52 [ K fi 133838 % k%4 (Hu and Feng 2003), {H &
LA () 3 AR AE IR 5 78 o AL 5 7F AL (Zheng et al., 1993; Hu and Feng 2003).

FERIE, B H ATy IR — AT T TEIAURLE H TR E R BRI, DRI T
fie 2 1 ) 3 R R At R R I AR 1 LI ()R B R AT PR . (P [
A SZYRL) BONRGHE T, T 4 [E 1951~1980 4F [A] (i My g A A6 o Fali e sl 201 i 3%
1954~2001 4 0.8m ¥R L3R EWR DT 1k 50 F HIRIR L = AR IR
AT 5 RR IR E B HIX . AN [F) 2 398 1A B AR A0 38 B AN A ) (B e
&5, 2006). FRAFNIZEHIFL 1w MR 2 Fh 2R 3R T I B 3 828, JEai 7+
IR TR IR B K S SRR o FEARHE 39 B SR R AT T R
Sy (IKENISE., 1998). EARKI ArrEL T -

1) 7k 3R EER

TIREFE<0C. CHREREMN T

2) FEH IR R



FTHIR<0°C . RS A VR A TS
3D FEME IR EOIR

EPH L >0C, H<8C, FEMFRME: (LD §iRtEEPES YR, &
BRSO AAE . L0 JE CAVWIEEKZ) H#<15C, H0EH<8C; ¥
SR K AR, O EE<13C, H O E#H<6C; (2) HHLHiEP KEZH
Fly, EE 2 ANH UG B h R seisr st -+ 2 RS, SR ZEUES Sem IREZ T
AN, R LR A ESR, (HREREA G, AR .
4) VIR IR

IR <8C, (HEZ PR T B3 R R ERIR ) E 3 2P R
5) I S5 BRI

S+ E>8°C, (H<15C,
6)  Hub 3 R

FESEHA 1 IE>15°C, {H<22°C,
7)) I EIE R

A HIRE>22°C
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Table 1.1 The distribution of cryic temperature regime in China
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Table 1.2 The distribution of frigid temperature regime in China
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Table 1.3 The distribution of mesic temperature regime in China
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tEIE| Fr. RE KEOL Mok Hle BB Bl SN RE. .
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Table 1.4 The distribution of thermic temperature regime
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i bz P, SEPE. BEERRL BUML Sl AR
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Table 1.5 The distribution of hyperthermic temperature regime
B (ERK. BETD o [X
=M JCIE. BN, oVl VT E. st #hiE. B, e
St %)
| MM #2, R, HR. T Rib FOH R T Bk,
Jel AviE. B
7R WG, MEEL e R, T ek, =L BUE. (B, BHVL. A
1A
ETEa] W 3 B
e Az PR A b B S, EINL JEN

SIEEIEZE (1993)

[ Zh et R B T AR XSk S RN IR 2 T A A SRR A A T T 4
T 20 thad Ak, FEMEZRREH TSRS A T R TR, EERRE
W55, Hu 1 Feng FIHI2EE 1967-2002 4E< G W I () 3808 B B, b T
0~100cm A [F1 3 B 4F ¥ H 383 B 1) 2 18] 43 S tR 00 DA 22 10em 3R B 338 P8 ) 21 484k,
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(Hu and Feng, 2003). Zhang S{ERF A INEEK 20 tH&0 45830 B (1) AR AU & i T 4383
FESAR . FEK 2 18] 2 30 52 2% e B 0C 28, 3K g 182 S 2 56 A A A8 A0 = AR 5 )
(Zhang et al., 2005). 7E L8 X 35047 77 TH,  Alval 7E5F 72 EL i Rondonia b [X 485
FEE B%) AR A RN 2= 755 AR A ) O 30 iR P8 1) AR Ak 5 L 8K 4y 8 B DA R B3R R T g T
7 (R %) AR K% (Alval etal., 2002). Sutinen. Takahashi &5 73 Hil %} 25 %
[ A 55 1t 7R 1t [XC 35808 52 1) 215 AR A S L 5 R AN B /K B 96 SRk AT 7 HH9E (Sutinen
et al.,1998;Takahashi K., 2005) .

122 HERFA

A 3R PR A A SRV AR R AR A R B 1 R R SR AN AR 50em IR IR A . X R
TriEFE R T 50em HIREHE TR . T 40~80cm A N BRIR FERS BE RN, T HL
KAk B 226 ARk, R AT LAARYE 40~80cm ) 135 FH A ddivkRk 159 50cm iR, BR4E
& (50em) =F i (40cm) +[ IR (80cm) - EXYEIE (40ecm) 14 (£
FIESE, 1993).

AR VAL B, 1207 R R R B8 50em RAN IR 5 SR A S DA 5,
AR R0 2 RANAS [F1ER B A 38 R IR @S2 DA 7 A2 2, A B g Sz iy [l 5 5 72
AT A 23 X )R SRR Al B IR BOIROL, ABIX A 7V i A SRS 2 L IR
T EEC (B 1.2). A7k Rid TR GEEE b s 2 N, ArebE s sh
o HAIEE —E AR, Ao IR T LR AS S .

o v=2900110.95i 3
F=0D4Y88 9
>
%
£
(3
=
-5 0 5 10 15 20 25 30
T

K 12 ESESTEXRE

Fig 1.2 The relationship between air temperature and soil temperature in China
A3 FEWFR RN Al 5002 1207 V2 e IS iR AH SR R 26 EE IR AN b, RS S
RS, R R A AR TR AE LRI, BURETH SR % B iR
Wobe % TAERT HARRI S FEATHERAE B SN Z e, AMBER R ERZ TR



Sl TR A, B PRI BR A, K1 S T A Aty B vk () S o i SR B K T AR 3 SRS S AR 1) R
(7735 o FH 2 B FMIER Al B I (0 7 2k B B ARSI — 2, {Em] T B 4 - 3 A (1
2R, 2004).
1.2.3 TEBEHEBIEIG A

FLIE 20 20 50 454X, Philip JF A Mt 3528 8 B 1 TR NS RE & 5 /K 9 28 e 3t
FIE I EE R, 8 T AESRR A T I 3B R, $ o S A R e~ i ity b (/K -"<-
IR IS, R . R KIS B SR R R s A,
RIE T IR EFA (Philipetal., 1957), IR EAS —HEER: HENA RN
FNZRIR T 22 (B 2 3R i R 3, o RIS K B MR B 2R L Fissh k4
FHAR, X 2 51 RL/K IS S B R R X5 0, AT 52 A0 7K 2347 12 R P-4 ; 52 ) L 38 7Kk 34
(1 2 THT 5k 77 R E 387K 5 2R (R M R B0 2 R R pR B, BT DA 3K I 2 e et 2 TR
FERT A% . Philip 7K #3383 5 07 202 DA S /K S AR B R R sR 0, B TR B 1 84k
A 5] K A AR, Qe R AR T VRS ORI ] S KA LR A 28 R 26 1 Rl IK
A A KA, SR DA 338K SR B2 AR S A R ek ) 5 F 3m R gK 43 Al A & <7
i 78, HHEAF A SLBR. {2 Philip 73 H 10 L3R5 Re R AL FRIA 25 R TS L5
AR ) S5 Jo 2 ) 5

Hillel 78X} 1438 rhoK SO b AT BB AR SR & R 7 Phili (388, 857 1 LA
TR R BAAR B N B K VR IR R AR A 2 e E AR R I,
ST TR R E TR A TR T 5 (Hillel et al., 1982), Xk #h L3R iz
FE RS N ST 25 A 1 1025 FE R AR (R /K O FEBE 5 1 3k ml . S bFIRF, Milly X
Philip LRI AE 1 ek, K B30 A SR &R, B IR G A AL IE A T3k
Y A3, 0] ZWE K i S LR RIS (Milly et al., 1982). Milly F45 R 7t 725t
S Philip (1) - 58IR FERLAY, AN TE S A% (1) T PRI T 1R B BRI AT ML A S B 1
(Milly et al., 1984),

VBT EET Philip ¢ T H3EN K> K A2 3 138 AT Rosema XX AL 1K
J&, HH Lin X I HuE SR T B A 3K, $ B8R ST R R T R A b K AR A T 1
BRI, $2H IR R KRR KBS FE L R A N RiE s, kg T+
BRI R AL (FVBEF A8, 1987). 475 B KRS I 2 [ 7K 28R A8 4, I T b 3R 1 %)
7R R AT BTN (Philip et al., 1957), iX5R«h 1 30 H FH 13838 1H 2 FLBR A P 7K %35,
JE BT HZAREERIA R . SRR R R RK s SRR KRS
P RBFNIK o345 5 R ECER 5 7K 23 2 IR R A 00 iR B 1A A8 A A% /K 43 3R T 7k 7= A=
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AL

LA BRI AR, FVEUF SR AL T R 5 (1) 358 2 2 i b K SO (1 A
B BB T —ANAT S KA AR 2 A I (14 i b K SRS AR S R A TR B R K A
S FE RN, I FH 2 Deardorff 4 GCM 1 ) 2 T Hu i A K ] /K A e it KA
FIENSEAE . WTANBRMNFH T BEAEEYIEMST Green-Ampt ARk
H (MBS 25,1989; Deardorff et al., 1972).

TR PSR S HE AR H IR IZ B 2 TARBE R . TN IR B RHAE, P2
T A EHEER T oK R B S B B R L A S e T
S K 43 RIS R L, B B0RE ff O AT - S R | 98308 R I 2 A L J A R TR R
SAEY) A A [FI A - B8R R | L3980 5 TH A e 95 e o B afiis /K 7 ok
UG AR H LK S IE BB FU I — R R (FR R R 4, 1997).

(RN TR T IR 45 B B 0 B BoKRAE K R I LKA &S s m, ULE
FORAEKATHAZ R 26 55 T 10 H R0 9 55, A R 56 T F DK A s 1) — 4k
PRI J 3] — K HRGE R MO BUE AR, 7 7 3 4K BGT R I BUE AR RS, A 713t
feit 7 IR E HOK SR FEIE R A PR (T3 % 1998).

TR LIS N R K BN 115 R G S A R BT SR B DU AR S G AT T
ok, R A Ba U IR 22 ik 3 AT B R, 8t B 20 1T 5D K SRR T VR
T T HBUEBIIAR Y, Br T AR R E Y AR K RK #OR GG (E 28 IR (1 2 25
R AR A, A AR R A BRI E B E A EW AR KA B E L (S AL
&, 2005),

R IR A, TR B R, PR OKK AR, 3 b R R VBT R2 1) [F]
B, Al AR SRt il A AR . U B R A B R S B e R T A
TR RIS, b 358 F 7K o3 T SR 9 3 A 1538 B SRR b s o) 398 ()35 B AN ARt iR o,
35 R AT B AR W R A AL S R ) BN AR T IR AR S R . R
T BEAE VR il R R B K 3 AN B E R A AE — B L AR A BB R S
BRI HAE RIS RG . W THRKP TR E, Harlan 5 e 8@ % AR
5 L IR R AN ARG, R T R K R 45 Gkl k, 7 R ALED Harlan #£4Y,
Horp iR T R R K TR R eR B, AR T 25 A A W AN IR T 3R 5 45 0 e rh oK 4
(3R fia i R . WA Tk AR R X RNV 45 X B 1 — AN A, Hrb (K 2 i 4
(0, ¥ 45 X K 2 AN RO R JE PR AR VR K SR g o 8 F AR MR H 38K 43 18 3 I SE AR 43
W7 EAS BIE R4 56 A0 T /KT AIS ) 5 2, 45 7 338K, AR BE IS 7% 1) ik
AJ7FE(Harlan et al., 1973). &R T RS HT, TERE R A T SR AR IR
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ml i AR K- - 3 R S B AR AE S, HE S T IR R R FE R K 4 12 3
FEARTTRE . R EEARTTREANE SIS R AR T RE (AR, 1994) . BHAISP S5 S ST 1 &%
EHE IR, SRS R 7 T Rl TR AT K AR e ) — R -
TE - KA SRR, Ko 2 8h T RER IR A Richards J7 2, W& B &Rl 72614
3K PAL R SR AR 5N T AE 1E /Y Picard 354835, AMUE T LIS AU SICsE bR, 17 HLAE
Bl ORIE R T B AR A ()oK B A (S AT 55, 2006) -

T 5 X AR AR, 5 2 R X R R P K 8 B A BRI R
FETC SR A s 1) s rh, BIOK B B R AE K T EESLRIVE T R AT . K AriE
BNHNIE g A I BRI ROk, RIS E R K g B AT
WA TR X Rk, RSB A SR T ORET L, RN ERE T %
PR A DA IR HAZ 3l 5 52 e PR 2=, S AU IR 72 T BCR IR &

A= [ BREE A T iR AN TR B T S HU R O T T B AT R X MR A 2, K
J& T — A A 2[R KA AKIZBFDER A, BEREHR TV ERE.
BRI BER. WEKE PR, ISRy 2K K50, X5 FEE
B 22 0 M B AT B 22 70 7 2, B 5 A9 B AR BT R4, &AL S, R H
IBAEERARTS 2) T T AA AT K VR Iz s 3R AR R (4 [F RS, 1997).

T8 BT A T R ROR, TS AR T 38 Bk REAR RS K E %
PR, HAE AT LI B2 5], B A& B A TR RS 0L R #uit § /8o FaF T
St ORI BB . AVEUFSEE TN TAE R EEAE b, xf R m A R A5 N 115
RZBAIATAEIE, DA FESRTH R H P AT R 5 s MR . 7RV 238 SE 50 = 5%
e P e T REITE DU, 38 5 05 B L SR HH IR AUME, R A& & AL IX (1256
AR EIE T R

Shufen X5 H 38R RE 26 11~ 58 4= L 38R FE AR Y o i B R o 2T 4l 5 R P A
FIEAT T B AT, SR FE TR R 4 AR BT FE I 3 AN
B I AN 7B R LN ST 1 — AN AN SR i 1 ) A LB AR A 138
IKAFNK T2 4% H8 Clapp and Hornberger FF M52, I+ H R AL 375 75 % (Peters et
al. 1998)K 115 #4 T K [11{& (Shufen et al., 2003).

Liu T B0 1) 5o, G5 7 T3 b0 0 AN VA 2 A0 1 A 2 0 i) - 5
RMZ LB LT KSR, B — 45U EMRE S T X AR
ST LA KE . BERK S Z R E, 7T TR, JoH R A28 R AR R EY
[T 52 i [X (Liu et al., 2005).

Bittelli %37 7 — /584 T 43I0 FE I BUE B BR AR AR L VRS K KRR HAGE
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Pz ) 7 A2 i2 R 0 RIRIR B L AUl E . K & EAUKZR DTRG0 =45 3R
IO A ASE Y, Ko AN A R gy () R3S TR FH /) 288, IR e e AT H 32 R IS0 o 3 A
TSI T — AN KIREE T ARSI 7 58, A 1 3T SRS B /K AR fan A AR A
Mo TR 7 IRE . KBS K Al 72, # 7 LIRS Ao K vk
IAIPEBTRK ZGIRE L, X728 K TR R s I BT L3 R PR STk AT 1 204, XA
5] 77 R BHAL AT 1 20 A LR, 77 28 5B AT T 28 A s i - B 5 Hh 0l B
i A7 % (Bittelli et al., 2008).

1.3 TIRMFIRMRFGE

1.3.1 IR

M 20 40 70 FEARLIK, [ ARk O 48 T 46 B A0 T BERF IR At 98 (5535 55 4%, 2003).
betn: 36 AR s R & R 3% IR R TIT 1 o0) 36 [ S A AR S R AL . AT
FEH AR ONT iR P R B o R FE Y R T PRAIC . 5 b R B g S e
AR T I 5 CE JT . Burton A1 Rey %545 H 398 5 5 A H 398088 15w DAL [R) R+
BRI AEAR 4L, (Burton et al., 2002, 2003; Rey et al., 2002). Keith £54 %2 3 4 35835 JF
TRV VIR EERRRE T R R IEOF IR A 1Y) 97%, FE HLAS [RIZRARSE AL 3T
WHEZE R E (Keith et al., 1997). Davidson 250 %% 3 11E 275 JHE aa b & 4 7 1k
Yy 3 AR BRI B K, AR TR T SR AR MO I AR AR ) — S OB T L e A
F= A FUER L7 B (Davidson et al. 2000)

HAT, FREDE P (77 AR TR A AR AR S R G R, R IR IR 5
BARACE G MBS . KRR T AR (Liuetal., 2003; Jiang et al., 2005) .
B FLR B RE IR -FE R IR AT I X, Y IR AR T 15°CRE, T a5iR R
FARMR A IENP ;Y HRE R T 15°C, HHES/KEMKT 0.20 kg/kg B, FFIRIHEASZ
BEEKE; Y TREARE 2T 15°CH 0.20 kg/kg, PR E 2 [F] B 52 31 135
I MBI (Chang etal., 2007). WIFEFCHTHIIX, S0 AR IR AR T3P 1 3= 3 (A
TN MR, FRFEEE, TRE IR ZEE. BERTHXERL); 7F
R 2, 755 SRR 52 2 2 (Zhou et al., 2009; Hou et al., 2008; Zhou et al., 2009;
Yan et al., 2010; Yan et al., 2009; Liu et al., 2003). T 10 £, JEAEKZFHRIKLIEILR 5]
BANAMZ BRI GE. it 62 ASFRMFEHL T2 3R T BRI K AH G K11
A, RIR LIEIPR AR S S EL SR FHRKE . FREENFER
FAE )13 B M IEAH ISR (Chenetal., 2010).
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Bow 4

Ak, LIEIPIRBURME (Qu) 2RI E N AMITLH)) 2 RVE, HT Quo fE 1%
TG PSS B e ) E B, A3 R IR P U M 5 3 B B 1 00 R BN TR AR
Xu ZEWF K IN, Quo (A KEE LIEIEVERR ZE 3G MG (Xuetal ., 20100, & 1+
BB 4 e FE U 5 3 LB 5 & 2 IEAHSC L S (Conant et al., 2008;
Hartley et al., 2007). 7£3H )1 P4 P &y L W A ibRr, 398 3 B U R B H AR 2 () 3
AN LIRS RN Qo B EER 1. IEFROAL KRN 161 MEFHMLIIEL
P, R T N IR R R A2 I P U R R P R K, i R N AR P
SRR 1 H Quo HA BRI IR, Quo MM/ 5 LA MK
E B AR Y] (Chen etal., 2010; Peng et al., 2009; Zhou et al., 2009).

A, TR BAE R g T AR T IR AR S R GERK R K
No BRI, A LIBA VI F G ISR A T 025 R LI Y AR B S T, R
A RIEWMAEYIE SRS AEARAL R St (Bradford et al., 2012). X 75 2 5 5 % e AR A
RO, e e ) HERA PR S e . KRS RRE, TIRRCEY S LR R 75 X
[FI N T ASARAR AT R B SEI o ELAn: $2 s R0 AR B 2 AR R A B A FH 2
V2 ARG, Bk— %08 72705 A AR F O 1 R i 5 - 430 — S A R B 4
JH# BB, (Reichstein et al., 2014) . X L8AH T A H B0 | LI A B2 PR,
I H e s 7 R AE S KRG ES R (Vanetal., 2014) . M TR A % IR R R,
SECUFTR R R ) FRIE T MR AR ZS F 0 b Bk PR 1284k - Sulman SR ik T —ANE
LAY, T DA B T P A R e 35 T R LA AR ) . AT TS (Carbon,
Organisms, Rhizosphere and Protection) (CORPSE) #5784, VEANFI5EE T HIEFEDE
A5 ISR A BAE o AR PR 45 5 EAR b 3 B A IS Sh A A, . AR s 45
WAEDIESN+ iR, XM AR AT DLR AL KR ) 5 7 A ik . SRS R I H s — 5
AT FE mT ARG AR Bs L 3B i AR AR, DR o] Db is 38 G ML 1) 40 i o X e SR 45
(1) 5 5 VAR T A AR B L3R BN AR A, SR 958 RETEA T E e kA
B 7 I R 3R

N T AR bR S A A A 13— (1) T ##, COPRSE #2414 B FH 2| FACE sk4a 1,
ARV T LR R B N . A 5 A AE TS B S AR b LI sh A A A AR R, T
RERILAD [ ixsegh R, H2% A IRE RS RGP E LB . CORPSE #AYTH]
DA AR — S5, X Se Al R i 45 R T DL 5 S FRAT TR S 3 AR, AT URhFRAN 1 5 2 45,
Bk — P SRR LR 1) ik LR AE 2l RBE BRI A

HHEBRAAL, 25 B Y0 3 B R 5 ik 2 AU AT 58 7 AE A [F] 1) 45
Fo HAARSKUL, 4 CORSE BRIP4 3 Bk A 8 KRR, 45 RRUIRFR
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e T PRI ) 3 S TR IR G 1 S B (I T

Pl 398 73 gk 2 T ook 38 — SR A [m) DA ORI, BTG 2 DA Bl A S R G P
o ML F, AR R G A AR ) [5] N HBR- UM TLAE SR F KB ) . 54,
B RFBRVRHEVCAC FACE SLIG L3025 . SR, Pl R3S R G001 /N —
A B B 8 0 ) 1B 97 3 AR S IR A BB E A o DRI, T R R
TAEPDIE SRR AT DL IR AR R R0 A 35 R G T RE AR o N I Lo A
FTDASR | Ak — O R () R, AT A2 v i AR 25 AR GRS RS 5 kA SR P v A 1
(Reichstein et al., 2014).

TIPS EAR CO, i BRI I AR, IR SR (CO) Bt
BRI 2 il A S R G (C) BN KR RN T Bkt FEAH H IR T 97
AR B934 43 (Boone et al., 1998; Hanson et al., 2000; 5% 54, 2003; Ryan and Law,
2005; Shi et al., 2012). v, [H FRIPIR— B EL IR AR IR 28 AR AR ol 26 00 e O i 8 T
COy My s T 57 77 PR 48 - S Ak A W o3 e ) 3 LSBT (SOMD TITRE T CO, i
F# (Hanson et al., 20000, T 471 FIH AR KR MR P (X 43 FFok, T 3E0TI% (i 5t
THoRK I8 V0T — 0T 5T i IR BR ], ER AR S KRG, 8
WP AT AR 3 AR 438 1) e TR TR

1.3.2 SEWEMRFZE

R B S T AN (D) IR RO AR O, KITHAER . %
HEFERTREERNE, HAGKR R LIk E, BTEIMEEAE, IF
HESRAGER RS E, UL RE N A Z . (2) EEN&E IR f2  CO, 17~
AR, WEESTERZ, EREK, EES K. (D BERES0E; () &
EE.

Fp AR A I R R U (KOH 5%, NaOH ) CO, A 5E — 5 I 8] 1] Bt Py - 3 iy
o a] DR 2 PR S e R T AR AR, @i ST CO W EERR . (pCOL)
Jiihe

SRE R, WOEIE— MU D R . IR = ) —3 5 D E R AU,
WG T A Ak, FHSEEMN LR CO K2 <48 (Lundegardh, 1927).

BRI, e — PR G 2 R ZITEAR TR ER Z AR %
%, (AR KR ER: (LD BRKHE: (2) PR CE0EE; (3D W
WK A (4) BRRERH I S s (5) PRI EE; (6) WSS, —BHA
N, BRI E Y 1 mol/L, ARFRALE 20~30ml 2245 N B, T BRIA PR R AL TR AR AN A T
BN 6% (Kiritaetal., 1971).
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BoAT AR S R AR R A R 2 i b R J SR 1 o BRI R AR R A IR 7
MEWY CO, Al G HEE AL, BAEBCNF R, FrLldikE &8 sbE, 2 20
20 60 AR LASK I & 4398w 8 SR FH K 7572 (Edwards, 1982) . AN 12777 % 40
BULNJUANREE: (D BA KK HE, —8&N 30~600; (2) Bl A W AR AR
TIERTARE 5%; (3) MEMA; (4 §AKPIRIRRLEE, 24 CO, FIWR I & IA 25,
IR UG B T%H), 87 5 3T 5 308 41 2K ( Edwards, 1982; Gordon et al., 1987; Raich et
al., 1990; Carlyle et al., 1988; Toland et al., 1994).

AL, H— BRI s SRR AL DA— & RS R =,
W3S AT AR CO, IR, (H A 15 2 - IENPIH . COL ¥4 B mI FH AR M Ac v B
LLANR S AR BT (IRGA) M EAFF .

PL B &7, TR s AT RS 2 B 45 Rk 2 =1 10~40% (Cleve et al.,
1979; Edwards et al., 1973; Ewel et al., 1987; Witkamp et al., 1969) , AL & 1M
W AR IS AR, AR b e e SR (R SEBR K o ik s AN RE RIS BEAT 22 45 s X U
Ho FATET LT 2R M EENE, BRI S TS S 2 AR R R AR AR £
SRR, IF HAZOTER & IR AN, ARSI, R AEAD fal 8. & B R s AE T 2L
A P 5 AR B A B AR 60%-EL 2= BEAIK, 17 B BT+ 7 I TR A A G, A A e Bk
— RN B ASAE M (Cropper et al., 1985). & J7 2 A B S L LK 1.1,

* 1.6 TIEMFIRNESIALLR
Table 1.6 Characteristics of different soil respiration measure methods

W fic B
— —— . WRARRZ, TN AT
R RS, SRksokr TR TR T
R - - W B, TR T X4
Vs AN e BN R N

5 7§<\ 5 y N N N N N NTE=]
AEROCCE ppsoliction, RN SRS BESA, TRIEENE

iy jﬁ‘ y N . N \ N - N /, s
AERCAE g, WEL TEENE  URRIME AR

515 &R (2003)

133 REMRFGE

L5, ESEFENARAES RGN L EFRGE FEIAT T T 2 I ER R ER
fF5¢ (Raich and Schlesinger, 1992; Lloyd and Taylor, 1994; XI4H#EF1 5k =, 1997;

15
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Boone et al., 1998; Janssens et al., 1998; 5+ & 5%, 2003; Yan et al., 2006; Shen et al.,
2008; #{%Z4, 2009; Kirschbaum, 2012). AAfi1idid &7 K35 450 CO i E S
JHESR BT ERCR, SRS T A TR, EHMIR R IR ER .
SR, BT IR R AN EIRNAEY). M. W EA RN EE, L, 245 A
IE AT IR R A B 1 fifit+73 A BR (Ryan and Law,2005; XII{H58<%, 2011;
Kirschbaum, 2012),

TERE T ES RS, R A 3% CO BBUE 5 IR K EL 51 (Subke et al.,
2006; Davidson et al., 2006). fEA&IRKRJE b, BFFEL HIEIFHAEA KSR CO, 4N
60-80 Pg C (Raich & Schlesinger, 1992), & RFEEWATERHRBEHIN K S CO, 1
%110 % (6.3Pg C yr™; Schimel et al., 2001).

T RESRG/K LR IR, BAUBHZ 7T 3G HL 7 i A1 1R
(1) EE R AR o IR ML 20 A A5 2 3 e 25 B A S R G B 2R R B R RUE ) - A2 e
BRI, FERRR LI MO s S SR E AL, NS, AR
() RO HESE T T R 58 EEAE . JUHAEIT B BRI i) Seaer JE 5 R HE B S L T
T2 R PN 3% COL BETBON A BRAZ AWM B AN AT R () TR . 534b, FERBRAURAE L
BET, Hix C HAMHEARRK. X ELE C S8R Mkt HE C
s, RN A R R M C WO EIRE . I, SEEMA RSN+
152 C BN AR FABURET TR UEH R 552 2o

HE 4 O K A % MR (EHa%E, 2009), RIEHTFEH KA A
PIASE], BT LA A Vs BB A . AR Bk AL S A | [l b AR W B Y | Bh A
B, BT - A ERA S BEY DL K B A HEL A - il A P ) BEAGE AR

A PSR SR AE R R AU 5 U 2 [RIDC R IS, AT AT o5 M g A
ANFIATE R . SR 2 NEARR: 1D SRS SR FAAE T PEPIRAS AT
TR RN 2) SRR FHRE A FHERER R ) AT FIREE. (TRIENESE, 2005). AP
A BIOMES3 (Third Generation Biogenic Model for Emissions) #57%4 (Haxeltine et al., 1996) #ll
MAPPS (Mapped Atmosphere Plant Soil System) 1% (Neilson et al., 1995). A= &EFRHIZA
FRIGEIE PR R 2B R A ok, AR B2 R B TARAAEY I At
i, AEARA TR A K A8, AR VRS R M2 FRlEPREIR 3
TR ARG 3 S A MR CARGHEHES, 2006).

AL ERA A ET DL B A . IR I AR . R TR ERS, PR A
FRIR AT T TAEAF AT R 56 . o A = EL6L4E Century B2 (Grassland and
Agroecosystem Dynamics Model) (Parton et al., 1993). TEM #%7% (Terrestrial Ecosystem

16



Model) (McGuire et al., 1992; 1995). CASA #i/ll (Carnegie Ames Stanford Approach
Biosphere Model) (Potter et al., 1993) 5. ZAA MBS TR 70 X I8 A AR 1
B oA, B RE AR S AN L e AR, AN AR AR S S EAR . X T
AR ERA I S, 2T ER S AR Y Hh R AR T IR S HORIE ) ER E
(ORHMEHESE, 2006) .

i b A= ) ) BEASRY  ERIE AT AE S RGeS Bl K AURPAE I S R o i 1 R
IFZPRAIA BT RGE . SR A RIS, M. BIERAK G 2R
Atk 138 AN B B AT e, AT A g KA AR S I S8 (B 555, 2006).
H AT E AR 55 SIB (Simple Biosphere Model) Z%1#% (Sellers et al., 1986;
1996). CLASS #:/! (Canadian Land Surface Scheme) (\Verseghy et al., 1991) F1 AVIM
A ( Atmosphere Vegetation Interaction Model) (Jietal., 1995) %5, 1ZAEAVEE S 2 78
5y 7% S RE EAEMMOE Z R IIE S . SR WO SRR e R, At 7R 0 R
KGR, SRR AR

SIASTEP A AT DU IR R JE S KRG A BRI ThRE, TIN5 A8 A0 6] it Hb
A RGIEIA B B CEANIEE, 2008) ARKR A A LPJ #5244 (Lund-Postsdam-Jena
model) (Sitch, 2000) 1 BEPS #%7%4 (Boreal ecosystem productivity simulator) (Liu et al.,
1997) %, LPJFAIZEALT BIOMES, BEA TR LG F MM A S, 230 H 2R
[ 20 K ARA AR ORI L AN S5 4. BEPS A5 RU | FH M3 B 54t I f) - 78 5
R, WEFEWEYYIEAEDI S8, PR S5, BN R 2
KX

BN ASTEAL - P MR P AR Y S b B A R AR Y v, B A AR [ I aa (8 B e
PRI S Mg AN 3R A I BN ASAE AR, A A IS Z20) ER) A e 435 g AR ZE RS i B il TS A
BARG . REMHETIAE CARAIB #i7Y (Carbon Assimilation In the Biosphere) (Warnant
etal., 1994) F1 LPJ-TEM #7%! (Lund-Potsdam-Jena Terrestrial Ecosystem) (Pan et al.,
2004). CARAIB B ri RHLFTERE, A AT Hll S ERAZAC R e NPP 52 DL K
A ENEE GERAS, 2007). LPI-TEM HELE LPJ BIARURT TEM 7
Hr, LRI AR & 2R ) A i, I AR RS . TEM BB 75 196 A B
AR SA. BT @y U, HAE 7 ahAS AR RN AE P kA A AR R ) &
B, ARG B E R T (R E5E, 2004).

B A5 FEAPE- i T A 0 B ASE Y 2 i Bl R A 5 U R UL ) il B A Y o AR M A
IBIS #%7%Y (Integrated Biosphere Simulator) (Foley et al., 1996; Kucharik et al., 2000)
o RFBUAMNEE TGRSR, RN HE R TR A
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e T PRI ) 3 S TR IR G 1 S B (I T

HiBRAY S PR A L a5 0 R A A AR AN R AU R RS AR A A — D o IR SR () vt
Sty Rk W0 A e ve 2 0SB 2N =R S O = [ By e BN SO a s VA ER
FC AR EEEPAEILRI . WA A > #i X (Lietal., 2007), 7£3K[E 55 A HREH
A, PRI X AT N T 3R B AR AR AE S R G0 A B S0E B 70K R 4 I 1 3 20t
FNE

TR0 T7 B 9 i b A S R G AT A e K AR R R AR AR DR = S 35 3
R0 A I B8R TN R e A L SRR AR AL, BRI AR AN [R] A 1 548 ik sh &
AR B, RTINS LR B AR R [ T S, T A AR A R A R
ANFLEE R o BRI 55 R LI A I AR IE 2, R T 1k,
B4k, BUEA R T U 4 I A R I B AL S R . ORI PRI R R B KB
FHIRAESE UL 4, (1SR 2R F) Z 0A AT 46 A B8 o PR

% B A A 3 2 F A TSI AR 2 K R A LB shas i, ELscE A4 i an
CENTURY, DAISY, DNDC, RothC, CANDY, NCSOIL, %% (Smithetal., 1997), iX4t
BRI C FESHASHACR AU —Br it s 77K Hi1A  (Schimel & Weintraub, 2003; Fang et

al., 2005):
& kCH(FF, o Fy) (1D
dt
f(F. R F)=]1f,(F) (1.2)
j-1

X (LD b dCydt NENUR MEEZR (g Cday™t), FEBEA LT 2 AR i A i
R (R) NGREAEE M R % a bl dCi/dt, a BUEATRASEAHUR ZEm 5, W
CENTURY %, a=0.3-0.55 (Shen et al., 2005); Ci AHHUFREKR/N (g C m2); i
FORBIVNENURPE, FUBER R G —A, KSHBAEAG 2 NEPURPE (kb
PR AR R . SRR, LRSS RAENUR . 18 ANLUR . EEE L
s K NARARE (day™D, @HNEH: £ NARTRE (KRN F NN
R IR T, BE W, fhaE, O, &ES). X (1.2) BRZHETM
TRA RN FH - B DR 7 25 BE R R L

PAEC (LD A (1.2) BEAH 3G MUR S R 8 AR 81 2 A, & H AT
WAL 3G WU Zh AR CO, BEUIBEAY . H X SR (VL TE B AN 77 TH 52 21 i
5. Gt — X SR RN AR YY) C RN S A 3B ML — FE R AR 004 5 17T
s . Gt Ak, DA ko2 W H, X RUAB AR i Rk 1) 40 il 1 20 B e R IO 28 5 ol
A RGP TG o AR b, AL S A Bl AR W AR I A AL
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ff) (Schimel & Weintraub, 2003; Moorhead & Sinsabaugh, 2006 ); 138 KL fit W ik = b5
WA A E RN ETIAE G AR FECE WL R AT LA LR (8
C) FEM, RZNINEA LB 7 il i HLs 2L (Fang et al., 2005). 534k, H
SR IR RGP A A YR AE I BT R IR R R N YU AR s e
B, TR L AR G B FREMAZM (Cleveland et al.,
2007), AR E L IA B A8 B T B S A Y AR M E RS TR S AL,
XS A MU IS . T R R AR L (C Y88 C L) WA 71
iz (Fangetal., 2005). K, AkZ 72 A 9N B BEAE Y A E A LE &5 & 2I0H
[ = 3385 B 5 40 i AN L 3B DRI AR Fh (M Gill, 1996; Smiith et al., 1997; Fang et al., 2005
Davidson et al., 2006; Moorhead & Sinsabaugh, 2006) . % —> 32 J5i % [ H# 5 & A% Gi s 7Y
HEZREIR T LS (BURE) RNV TR A (I (1.2)). H/™ 4% K3
X RPN, EREH AL (Reichstein et al., 2002, 2005). LA, @F
R Z5E RN, A TR IAE IR AT BRI S OL S, S M RO 5 AR A4 1 i)
Jo 5 FE B R & (Borken et al., 1999; Xu & Qi, 2001), LRI ¥ B RN [ A7 75 28 BAR
FH o TR 5 280 25T B DR -1 2057 e AR PR A AR A A2 B2 DR - R BN S 1), ANAFAEAH
AR o SRR F RS oIS KRR 2 N 1256 BUNAR A AT A2 il 14
IR B — PR 2 A4k CanFHii ) ime . (Borken et al., 1999; Xu & Qi, 2001).

14 IEFFIR NG E T

L HEER A AN AL L2, EMPEAVE AR, R SRRSO
. B BT P O 2 T A = K2, B AR EE, MR & T
HEE,

141 TIEEBE

ek 5 A R L SRR PR R B DRI 3R, e e BRI e 2 1) TN R o 38R i S i
P AR Al A A P B It PR e o TR P B D 58 i A P W e 1 48 e S5 2 il 8
57 EWAMT AT TR, T A R L3RR SEE 2 RIPMHRRR (R 1.2),
VFZ R, AR L8R 5 e R 2 AR G B A G, SR I IR o 2R A e 1)
60~80% ] Ay H 3R FE B (Rodeghiero et al., 2005; Subke et al., 2003), —KH—
P v Gl tH ILAE 14:00 Hi 5, SR 5 38 IR ) v g SO U] — R R 3 9 i J5 T e v UL
F= B A BT B R BRI R AR A 2 IR R, A AR B A i B g
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T e ], R RN R, X RS T AR R IR AN . T AR AR 3T
H H S R 29 M X TSR 5 6hr GRASRREE, 2002).

* L7 HFMRESRZLIETRSEENRER
Table 1.7 Relationship between soil respiration and temperature in forest ecosystems

DER STyt K& S b
VBT YRS AR CO2=0.1301+0.0064T, EH VR
R2=0.28 T HhHA IR
VIRVNIN CO,=147exp (0.097Ty) FH: Tk A VG 358 R T
RiRE
T R INCO2=C+B1T+BoMI =X : C, By, 3 [F 2% B0k
B2 2%, MUNEFE T 5
V&R AT AR C02=0.01044432T X T % 2£ [ F 447
R
1L R AR CO2= 0.7531808 + 4.754104E —02T MEaEaRANIEdIES

b TR

SIFEEBESE (2003)

142 TiEKSY

KX T IERRIR (PR BN R S o K R ARAE YR, R — AR E
5 SRR PR35 R o 3K 2 dd 5 AR RN AR ) ) AR S AR, S R,
K R B R 2 PR AR /R (Pangle et al., 2002) . i3 7E T 51T 5
iy X4 e K Ay o e R B, T BRI T R g L SRR R G e 1) A2 45 i R
TR E S L IEIFIRE A 2 (A OC R ) 2RO FR R AR IR . IR S P A
XA IEA SRR R, ] LUARREOR BUH %48 7 (1) 5~20% (Rodeghiero et al., 2005).
[ Aok 27 SRAIE TV o 3R I VE ] (Raich et al., 1995), £5RE/R: (1) HIET
Ry, LIRS B A IR R RGN g (2) SR T SBR EE AN W R i, AR
Z P T, BT I, SR R R IR AR R 4 2 AR
143 MR

E N2 BRI, LIRS LR AR B VIR KR (Schimel et al.,
1994). LsE AR FE AR AR, HOR/NE R g gl . IR R
J5T AT e SRR ) R R . LIRS e L B R A A G, LI
MU &0 LI RV, dnd R PE . FHES FIREFRE IS5 A BN . FHaE (F
HEpESE, 2009) &5 H T IERPIGE RS FIEA MUK 2 B IEA DS (0.555) o AR
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Bow 4

P B LTI S AL S B R A OC . AR IR MR LA X AR 2 1R
N, SRR CEREE A U S BRI AR (£)5 =5, 2007) , +
AT VRS SRR 1) 3 R, A OONTCE YIS Sh IR AL RENR, o Bk R 4
FAN AP TSR Y o 3 5 1 0] - WP i P A B MR, RS KL AN [F]
SR ARCR IR S B TSR, BRI T AR B Y B R, TR
i - eI I PE AN LS OK R, BEM R I R . RS, I S R
AT 2R E PRI AT L P R 7 A O R Y . RIA B 5 s o O
M. L, V2 BN A HLs 22 /D 10 L 3R % (Sikora et al., 1990) .

144 IEGFEL

TSP 50% H HIRBAEY) PR (5 RISE, 2003), MAEYIERLEAS
B P L SRR R o F AT ORI S B ) A A R 1) SR AR IR T T A B
iy H A SRR S A R AOE B S WLk B G VIO R . H 3 2 R it
TAFEEPSA YRR REATEAME, AWM AR R T B ARE, R
0B LRI A N R AR TS, AEFERRMX ], XK
2 R B - R AE VIS

1.45 EHIER

AFMERR B AER RR, EAFHYEE GG R T, H IR 2R AR R R R )
. TIEEMFIREERRENZER. AMAKLIEREE SEEEYERN LR —HE
AWERLE IR, TFRRH: (D LEEPIRAEH R EERSRIE T HEYOCEER, tE
PERIERBE, MR AP AR R A . A 35 IR =4 5 R I A L RoE T
R R IFIRAE S 3R 2R SR W) 2 A 7 0 I 3 IR AH 58 5% & (Moyano et al.,
2007); (2) HEYIIR SR LIEIPIR ) R, R RFRAEHEANFERAES KRR
H X R (10~90%2 [H]D, 3BT A FH AR B A8 2 0 B R T 2% 4k, M AR KBy
B DA BT 255 . NSRRI E R AR, IS R AL AR AT A R ARZE Hh T A
B 5 P YR B IEA S (Pypker etal., 2003); [EARFEFEY T — Bt 1%
W S R - g i 3 B A Y, X AR ST B SRR K b s R AR AL T — SRR
(BT, 2001). AFKFEAEYRIE I FAR B, TIPS A ) 9 A = )
Z [BIfFAEIEAH %I R (Raichetal., 1992).,
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146 FHMETF

H a8 NG T4 BU8 T ARMA S RN T IRPFIRARFE, U 145
PR WEE R E ST, TIRREIE Y DL IR R SR SR, T S B E
WP A B . X BT F ARG KT, RN, BLARRK.

KT B B AR R Ao — Bk . MM AEKER X TIE,
A WU AR R LR A M A AR S K TR R A T IR0, X T
Were A T EEAE . REMARY, SRR TG, HIPRRE— KRR
F#A% (Amiro et al., 2003; O’Neill et al., 2002). #Z%%E (FAZ4RZE, 2010) S MG REE
KT JE B IR IOE R BRI, B 2 R JE IR R % . Michelsen 5
(Michelsen et al., 2004) #& Hi I FFIR E ZEAE KRR BRI AR HAH X85 57 . Tan 5§
BT T RS RN 22 ARk ST NP 1520 (Tan et al., 2012). SRARXS I RFIR ()
SO, R — o ZHEOF TN NBRMRACK G 0 IR 2, a0
MR A RN EROR 2, KR MR s S B IROE R T F . 5kie (5kE%45%, 2013)
SR IR I ARARIRAR S AL AR AR ], A A 34 2R 40 rp S ik i B K OR PG BRAK
Ja, AL TE TR N BB IR AS AR IR IOE AN T 43%, A AR AN T 14%
(Concilio et al., 2005). Pypker 25 (Pypker et al., 2003) 7E 15 KEHE LI A 70 3%
BH, TS R AR R P SRR AR b il B 1 R B R E . AR IR AR S AR AR
R Z TN P I AR 4K A 1 3 CO, HESCR 8 i E R R . — M &5, ARARAK
Bt FECLIIRFE B T IE fl 387K 2 FRAIG, dh I 428 i T 3P IR 28 . S0 5 (51
M4, 2009) HBF A B AT 2O AN 2 WA TR L SR R 52, R IWAN AR AR T =K
Xof B - SRR IR 4 1 DR 2R AN S A ] . T A B R R S BR B KA R, BB
AR L3R IROL . 7O LI TR AR ME AR R AR = AR B . ST R I
IKE RN B K 2 IR R . IR 2 7E FE W 5 R BN A1
FEHEWMERE, 53— kKT I AR g, NI A RT3 5 L gy
WAER s S —J7 R B R 38 0 7 AR AR IR AR o 1 SR NP s 2R 7E Y S R I
BEAG I e 38 R TR N B /K R R 3R R R R, AT B A1 - 338 R R

15 FHFiEOE

WIHTSOTIR, OB AN AR 22 5¢ T 3 e R WP IR DX 2K RO 7 0 F HLoG T 3
SR PR ) BRAAAR FDEIRZ], (EIEAEAE PR [ RS AN e 22 Ak
SR T S L SR ) EE AR A . (ER, A PRI E R R AR
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ARG IR L I 2 8] 3 A R A R b
PIAE ESMs LA T3 IR A AN 3B A ) A B AR AUL L A 5 338 SR R X
AEAZA I S o

1.6 B

PR g SR S S 3 S TR IR ) SR B PR R T, BT DA ST SRR A R I AR
o RJREE AN IR R IR SRR, R RS R G A, 45 ERL
I A R IR AR i SR A ) R IR R, IR IR PR - SR A W S TR R
AU AR S BRI o

1.7 HARARE

ARICUASE ERFG AR AR RGN TN R, 856 EREEE (AmeriFlux) W
T FHE, BIEFIRAE T EEIE A (STM) FE )G BG4 S R G i Al
(MIC-TEM) AURE T, RS T L340 e 75 PR S 1 S B N, . 32 R AT
AL

(1) HHER RN SR I

FIFH O KRR W) SCERF- RS EE TG, 8 i BOUs M 23 B 4 HA 52 ) - 33 FE AR
MR CEZE, KGRI AmeriFlux SRR IEFFEGIE STM BEAUERE /7, I
N SR A 458 e R PR SR AR HE R 2 4

(2) E[E K ERAES RS 10E 2 AR AL RRIE

P AR IE Jo ) 3 B R AR, B T 1948 4F & 2008 4F 35 [ Kkl AR R4,
R LI (R AR A A 5 A (R AR, RIS T AN FE B RS RGEA FIRE L
BRI AR A

(3) I IRIPIRAE AL

AN LIERCE A B E RS T A S R AR (TEMD. )5, T T
MIC-TEM 3 (Ut S50 DL R AR A6 MIC-TEM R s2 e . e, FIH
AmeriFlux JLIECHR R IFEHIE 7 MIC-TEM BRI BGRER R S, N T3
IR 3 (B R Pl AR AR A2 25 28 45 1 458 e 5 WP RO =Mk 17 5% 11 e 12 A7 5 o

(4) 3385 IR PR A5 15 5 AR M . 4R B

A MIC-TEM H1 TEM B8, 81} 1 6 [ KRR S RSkl EX RCP 2.6
T RCP 8.5 Bift S fEtE st L. A5, XTE T F ARG T, AR 2=
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T I FEAR R AR - 39 TR IO A 55 S5 L I

TV Ry ZBIRE AL BJE, GRIEIG 1 STM AR BRI - B B 2504, 204 77 7
AR, REERRE, ERBEY A B AT Ry ISR AR .

18 #HAREEZ

FEI e ST R, UG 9 PO 0 H(R A P Lo R R R S T T O

v !

- 0 Vi R AT T A8 iR A A 5 R0 A

AmeriFluxis i1 |

¥ ¥

' 7
e IE ST EE Y 3 8 TEMIL-FE'._
ArmeriFluxEl i Leve -4 - ST 1R & MIC-TEM
MENEST IR S LY L 50 2 ) B - B
0.05°%0.05" 4] £ 45 AmeriFI|ux£;.'i Fog
v v
Pl - MR B R FE A A —— IR s — i E TS

RCP2.6FIRCPE.S
¥

A5 FEOF R R AR S B ] i

1.3 RARLREE

Fig. 1.3 Schematic diagram illustrating the project
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FE REFGNHTSHIEER

2.1 TEM f#EBE /Y

TEM5.0 & DA T A2 TEML.0 J:Aili bk Ji 1 R g AT il = AL o 1 7R,
67 AR A R AR (STMD AR, 3K 25 B /K SO AL (HMD
25 N1k, TEM BRI CAW KR NZAIA, BAMAHA & B KRR . TEM5.0 5
&7 STM #AYIF HA% & 1 3R B R A7 T 0 i A ST R BRI, (HIK
A 78X RAAE B o

A AT DISADL A BR B AR S R G e AR RO . A . IR L
FoKor & INANAR . TEM BERR S sfe8uE . R . gl
DA K 3R A R S B, T Bl b AR 25 R Guhi . EAK AR DA R . BRI
o TEM BALR LA BCE KON AR, 0.590.5 %45 % 25 [0 o HE R N kS &, (H
J& TEMB.0 FE7 280 A 200 i HH RS B 32 T4 0.050.05 46 4 = (| r i (| 2.0

atmospheric carbon dioxide

g2ross
primary respiration decom
production
Carbon

Vegetation : ’

: )

~ ’

exchange s [ )

Labile H Stru:tnr-l =% :
Nitrogen Nicrogen titterfall © _ [EEEESEEEC )
production . . )

|

net exchange/
| uptake |“Pm"° mineralization

Inorganic

Nitrogen S Nitrogen
input ——J» Nitrogen lost

Terrestrial Ecosystem Model (TEM)

The Ecosystems Center, Marine Biological Laboratory (Weods Haole, Massochusetts)

2.1 TEM fEBIZEH[E
Fig. 2.1 A structure diagram of TEM (Zhuang et al., 2002)

AR D2 D MR SE, BRI, TSR e R REAS IR A S R e R
. LA SR LT AR ], TEMS.0 RERS LU ORIV AE S RGAK

25
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K2 AR RS B
2.2 STM &EEIfE /Y

STM 7Y DL — 4 - 3R FE AT Goodirch #EAAZERE K TR, %472
TEM5.0 — AR, 324 TEMS.0 $e4t TR 4R (B 2.2). Goodrich #7125 fE
T KFIVKAS [P0 AE 2 18] -8 s s A2t (Goodrich 1976, 1978a, 1978b). %Ak ALI AT
DI 2 il T2 LR 2 0 g AR k.

STM BIRUEE T Goodrich B8, iR/ AFE. RERE. EEAEHR L
BE. TEANRTEZU R FEV M TEZE, FTETLIEE. STM B 5S4
IR L ERTIF R A, TSR R B Y SR AR, AR Y
A UGIR BEARS N 0°C o BURY | )2 030 5 46 A 32 B0 46 B R R B8 ot 2 1A a0 5 Ui R AT
AREENRMRE, 1EEWNHEEIDF KM NEL . MBS HRE, &
2 5 EE E B IRTAEIRES , WIAEIRAS CLHE RGN T3 VI AG 18 DL IR 1 )2 5 A
3 R A

B (RAADL R LAR B F ORI R ROBE, R e . AUt . Mg A s
DL 31 SR SN A 2 R R 3R L A O AL R IX )2
R, BARRER R IE P AE B 0] LLE 2% Zhuang et al., 2001(Zhuang et al., 2001).
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Upper l Output
O I
coudtions = Heat Balance Surface
Prescribed Soow céovcr Heat Conduation
temperature H©)
or heat fluxes Yy Soil
S omedapis Mosses Heat Conduction Temperatures
moss depth > A
organic soil depth Frozen | Ground at
mineral soil depth : Heat Conduction
H() Orezanic soil ) Different
................ Moving phase plane
Prescribed Thawed  Ground Depths
temperature v
or heat fluxes | @ seeeeseesmeseesessseeseesenes Moving phase plane
Mineral soil
s Frozen Ground
Lower
boundary Lower Boundary
condllions ...........--.......----------...........T. ....................................
Water
Balance
Model
(WBM)
Vegetation type
snowpack
L g
T ial Soil Thermal Model
~errestr1a (STM)
Ecosystem -
Model )
(TEM) Soil temperature

b
2.2 STM {REILEHE
(a) STM #&8IZEH  (b) TEM #EES STM fREIX R
Fig 2.2 Astructure diagram of STM
(@) the structure of STM  (b) Flow data of in the coupled model (STM-TEM)

2.3 BRIUTERERNT S HEERREIREIEE

FIH STM BRI, T 35 [ kil [ SR AE &S R G IR (N 2 A EE. STM 4%
Rl FHEENAFE: (D LALEEE; (2) HRBHEE: (3) S28E (e, &
A U EE S PRKAESHEESS), (4) ALK ERIR: (5) HIEmE
5. (6) EfEBE.
2.3.1 LAl #i3iE

T ARTESL (Leaf area index, LAD % & CONBRA R AR F ot R AR i —2f
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(Chen and Black, 1992). LAIfFNEILEEEMEIRESH, B EPOLE. IR,
&S, BEKEEE DL REESS #h A5 1E 2 ARSI FE (Bonan,2008;Sprintsin et al., 2011) .
AREFLUREN STM R LAI &%) ] MODIS(Moderate Resolution Imaging
Spectroradiometer) 3 3% 5 5} F £ #E (MODO09AL V05) Al MODIS #3678 # K £ 3
(MCD12Q1 V051) . 3% [ fifi b ish 75 43 A1 2N #5445 0o (https://pdaac. usgs.gov) Bk 5 &
T 4 R TU AR ) LAL JedE 9% (Deng et al., 2006) A= B 2000-2010 4 [a]4F
8 K111 500mLAI Hd .

BT 4 R JURDGFAER LA SO B2 10 35 B4R fUR 080 25 e K FH R T - 1%
JERER R TS - K BH 5 5 S 22 18] PR ) 0 7 67 F AR A0 e 3 23680 LAL 5 VI 2 [H) 9K R 52
M >k /2 3 LAl (Chen and Leblanc,1997). 7ENE KA EEH X IIERH, T 4
JURE TUAR Y2 AR () LA i SR AR i LA 5 == 256 T MODIS LA 7= 5 (Liu et al.,
2007; Pisek etal., 2007; Lietal., 2009a; Liuetal., 2012c). %% H A KM fn K
JF ") GLOBCARBON X SR AR A4z Bk LAI 7= i

232 MRBHEIE

iy 7 e SR A S i b R W R e B A A I AR, R AT R R ) S
o AHIF TR FH 2004 41 0.050.05 73 ## 2 (1) MODIS product Land Cover Types Yearly
L3 Global 0.05 Deg CMG(MOD 12 C1) (& 2.3),

A HF 7T A I B PE) 25 4 B8l iF &1 IGBP CInternational Geosphere Biosphere
Programme) 43251k % (Loveland and Belward,1997) f%i#i4E, 45 STM # A3
BRI, P I 1 R Rl e 7 e S AL ik — 43y 6 P AR SR, 045 : 7 Sk Mk (Evergreen
Forest). 7&Mt#k (Deciduous Forest). VEAZHk (Mixed Forest). #ER#K (Shrubland).
il (Grassland). Fit KR (Savanna) (£ 2.1), #RJE454 MODIS kAR K
BRI 1 3 B R ik A e 2R A o0 A ]

® 2.1 EWAEBILEE
Table 2.1 Reclassification of MODIS land covers to STM vegetation types.

MODIS = fit F i K 7 STM HERY A Bl R
(MODIS vegetation type) (STM vegetation type)

W SEEFITF AR (Evergreen Needleleaf Forest) W 4EAK (Evergreen Forest)

W4k FEM AR (Evergreen Broadleaf Forest) &Mk (Evergreen Forest)

&£ AR (Deciduous Needleleaf Forest) 7&K (Deciduous Forest)

P& #K (Deciduous Broadleaf Forest) 7%k (Deciduous Forest)

TR H (Mixed Forest) 50%% 4k Pk (50% Evergreen Forest)
50%7% M4k (50% Deciduous Forest)

A H%E N (Closed Shrubland) WEMHF (Shrubland)

FFIUHE N5 (Open Shrubland) VEMAHF (Shrubland)

KB E R A (Woody Savanna) Mk B (Savanna)

FEW B RN (Savanna) Mkt iR (Savanna)

Hih (Grassland) i (Grassland)
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120 (‘J'O“W 100°0'0"W 80 '0"0"W 60 O;O”W
1

30°0'0"N= [=30°0'0"N

- Water e, ¥ 2 . - W
B Evergreen Forest - . s ¢ 'o

I occiduous Forest 4 iy .'

D Mixed Forest v

[ shrublana

[ savanna

[[] crassiana 0 295 590 1,180 Miles
[:] Cropland ]

I urban and built-up

T T
100°0'0"W 80°00"W

O AmeriFlux 4
K 23 EEAXMEHEEE
(http://modis-land.gsfc.nasa.gov) (MOD 12 C1)

Fig. 2.3 Land cover map of the conterminous US (0.05°x0.05<) used in regional simulations. The map
was re-classified based on MODIS product Land Cover Types Yearly L3 Global 0.05 Deg CMG (MOD

12 C1. Green points indicate the location of the AmeriFlux sites used in this study.

233 S[RYIE

W T HEES LI AR 0 (NCEP) AI3E E EZH K< W5+ 0 (NCAR) Bt
A HIVER) NCEP/NCAR T4 #T % (http://www.ncep.noaa.gov/), AR T 44 &%
Jeik i ERTRL FEAL RGN e B B e, 0 S AT BURIRYE (Mt AERA. G2k HaR
FLOMREER WAL BESE) RIMERRIHT R EE I FE AL, RGBS
BHED RS, EAMUEERERZ, Bl mHEHFRN B, 2—1Ea
HOIN R . Bm AR IE H 0 A Bkt B4 1948 4F-2008 4F H /K& . H23 <R
. B\ s HHMZRE DL H AR . NCEP £ds FE AR MK IR R 2,
HATEL A X EAG

VPair=VPg>telative humidity/100 (2.2);

VPD=VPg,t-VPgi (2.2);
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X (2.1) VPyir NEFRKIEE (Kpa) ;VPs AMIAKIAE (Kpa) ;30 (2.2) VPD
RAZEFIEZE (Kpa).

234 ZSEHEGRERE

Wk T 25 H E AR E RS (NOAA) FR{ER 1948 42-2008 4E [ BEEE ) —
SRR EHEE  (hitp://www.esrl.noaa.gov/gmd/ccggl/trends/ ). NOAA & T35 E il
N JRREER ], B SR HER I RS AR L, SR R E R AR T, #4t
AN B, R AN I B R AR R A OR P, A FE A RT SGE R A B E) T AR AN
s
2.35 TIEFIMEIE

MEE & B R E 5 &4 (RAO ) I % 7 & E i $IE

( http://'www:.fao.org/soils-portal/soil-survey/soil-maps-and-databases/faounesco-soil-map-of-t
he-world/en/)). FAO ZHAERAN & F- I H R LT INAN, EESUER AR ER AL
FETEH M G UM G TE Bkl SEI = 2 B B 5T O 204 458 o i £ 4t 2 2 hy
0.05%0.05 4L w iR, HAKJ1%Z7% Zhuang et al., 2010(Zhuang et al., 2010).
236 EEHIE

mAEHIE I E TR E BRI R (USGS), A& 3 B P Bt 8 1 B

Chttp://srtm.usgs.gov/index.php). FTIRF AR K FH . M. B /750 BB 58T,
WA YE BT R W, W W X B SR BT 4 [
W MFIPPAL . PRSI A AR L miE . KRR ER. 2R c
2N m R AR B3 0.050.05 R 4 fE 723 [ 43 #3, Bk 51527 Zhuang et al., 2010
(Zhuang et al., 2010).

2.4 R TIRF AP SIRIEF AR BN E

FIFH MIC-TEM BRI AR A 5 R Gt T3 57 FR IR AR B A S fima . A7
BIANEAR AR (D S8 (20 MBEHGE; (3 TE3EdE: (4 =SFEEEE.
W T IPCC SHAUIHERE - (ARS) [ RCP 2.6 A fi#lf 5F1 RCP 85 S f#fE 5, RCP
(Representative Concentration Pathways) (£ 2.2) XFE& UARSHER, AR AR
Ky, W RRBEXT FHER IV E R R = SR R TR AR, XA LA — A
R TGRS AE s I E R R BRI 52 o
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# 22 RCPIEREX
Table 2.2 the definition of RCP scenario

RCP 5 . 2.6 45 6 8.5
| 2100 47 51 R 2.6 4.5 6 8.5
(W/m?)
B — S A BRI FE 421 538 670 936
(PPM)
241 SHR¥IE

[ bR il A4 EL 1K) (CMIPS) A IPCC ARS 41 1 AN At iR 5, A
KHABRM 20 ZH NS S, BRTEH 23 MR ORA T 42 M
g5 5. Taylor X CMIP5 1 81 D) f2 stis ik iHiE4T T i1k (Taylor et al., 2012). CMIP5
FIT A HE i 3R R SR EE RS (ESGF: the Earth System Grid Federation) & Afi, %1
P AAEAER 16 NEE T Al b, 34T 5 NS TRAUEIR 0 N AR Ak
T NOAA [JHhk Z G545 % (GFDL-ESM2G) FT##l I #E RCP 2.6 A1 RCP 8.5 < {5 1% &
N 0.50.5 L2 BE A [A] 73 F AR I U AR, S R R AR . H R R
Bt D RADHRE8E . H R RER S s . T RCP AUl S %A 1Rt
RZREEE, MM A 0(2.19)1H5 VPD. Rt RS REHE, R
FEHE, ALK AT VPD:

Vpsat=R>exp (7.5xXTa(‘C)) /237.7+Ta(’C) (2.3);
VPair=VPg>relative humidity/100 (2.4);
VPDzvpsat'VPair (2.5) M

A (2.3) VPsat AMEAIKAE (Kpa), R ASME LR, Ta ATAEE; X (2.4) VPy
REFRKIRE (Kpa); 3 (2.5) VPD NZ&EKEZE (Kpa).

242 MWEHIE

HMH Kottek T+ 2006 & 7 1) 56 H KEEARMAES R w A& (& 2.4), Wk
T 0.50.5RA LB LR . AT CAaWUE 7 izddl, RARIEE AT IS
2% Chen et al., 2011 (Chen et al., 2011),
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Evergreen Forest Deciduous Forest

K 2.4 0.5%0.5%EKFEFRHER S E
(Kottek et al., 2006)

Fig.2.4 Vegetation distribution of forests in the conterminous United States at a resolution of 0.50.5°

243 HEHIE
ZHTRE D USEE T 2 () AR A S a3 B, B ER 7T LA
Melillo et al., 1993 #1 Zhuang et al., 2003 (Melillo et al., 1993; Zhuang et al., 2003 ),

2.5 RERIESX LR

251 REIBEINHKIE
T AR LI 5 A 7 2 A IR AT KV FE I ik 3043 204 30 7B 2B S
RY5 KA 2 MBIRAKI<EE (Baldocchi et al., 2001). [ 1990 4FiZH AN FH T4
R EESUM LK (Wofsy et al., 1993), ERCVE. 1 RE A E B MIS, &, HELL
PE Ut BRA R M X S A S R Gtk KIS e Bl & AR (Baldocchi, 2003).
A SR R 26 TR i A UL B HE CAmeriFlux) B IE 5 56 AIE TR R A A L A
(Chttp://ameriflux.lbl.gov)).

252 XTEEEUIE

DN T N bl g P A AR K A B, 4R T NCDC £dE & 10em 2 IR
JE 25 (Al /3 A s Chttp:/lwww.ncdc.noaa.gov/). NCDC 3 e 01 ST i #7 . Wadss . PRAkAn
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RS SER .
NT X HESUE R TEM BERIFREIEE 71, I4E T NCEP %4 5 [E Kkt 2001 4
-2005 4, 0.50.5% 4 5 23 8] 7 P R S AFE s
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E=E STM BRI IE

FT=EF STM ERRRIE

TR R R LI IR IR Y (R GBS AL, e BIHER S R T IR
VIR PR RSB o BITLL, D9 1 R AE DAl 3880 St S IR RORS AR AU A% 53¢ FC)
R, FATE R HE T LR AR . A E R 36 i FE I Sk i CAmeriFlux) 135
TELEE VL EC S, AL IE T 3R A AL(STM),  FRIGIE 1AL IE i AR R A 4 33 35 52 1)
CIVAR
3.1  AmeriFlux i S X043

FRE I Il 43 (1) 56 (B K BE A A0 A B, MRIE S IGE 7 /S P g2 (| 2.3 fn 3R
2.1),

NIZIE STM BEAY, ARl S AL £ — /MR AmeriFlux 36 fi. il SURIE#E
FEARHE 10cm (0-10cm), 20cm (10cm-20cm) F1 50cm (20cm-50cm) =2 335 &
WA () e (R R4 = 1 2 R R S ISR, I8 L EEHA =
UL I s . BRI s AE LR 3.2,

NESAE STM LAY, AEMOEAE SR A F ik £ —AMUERME AmeriFlux 3 s o BRFEs &
IR I B R A 5 LA . ARG IR, S B LR 3.3,

1 TERRIGUE 3 5 RSS2 DR Al 04 DA F 43838 FE WL B 3 U T AmeriFlux i
A Level 4 % (K 2.3),

3.2 STM REBIZIESTA

ZHTR BRI X ELHE TS H I EURME (Zhuang et al., 2001), BUBRMES %L
FEAFEHGFEE (Thermal Conductivity) FlI#A% & (Heat Capacity) (X 3.1). NMH
Shuffled Complex Evolution Method (SCE-UA) 773242 1E STM #2424 (Duan et al.,
1992; Duan et al., 1994) (fUHD W.Fft 3% 2). %546 H ARk %k (Cost Function) #&:

k

Obj=D,  (Tsoilgpsi= Tsoilsimi) % (3.1)

i=1l

& (3.1t Tsoilsim AL 38R E, Tsoilobs &M L HEIR R . k A& H K
B IERR T SR A . MR R S BE s NAESR 3.1 F. i &Rk, o
Sl e B LIRS B . AL EEE M 1 2332 B R DL S K EAEAE
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B S B BUEYE L, SRR SCE-UA i IEM A S 4., AU IE T
10cm. 20cm 1 50cm 2 LIRIRE S, HRLESHS AT IENSEBIE R R —
# (Zhuang et al., 2010). i&id Matlab 3K {42 LA & Purdue K&t AL T,
AR AH O 2 B LA BR AT, S i e A S e i Al (1 2.3

PEEEEEEEEEEEEEE BT BB EE BB BB EE BB BB EE B BB B E BB BB B B E BB B BB E B BB BB BB BT BB B R BT BB B
function [snew, fnew,icall]l=cceua(=s,=sf,bl,bu,icall maxn Mreffile)

% This i=s the subroutine for generating a new point in a simplex
%

% 2{.,.) = the sorted simplex in order of increasing function wvalues
% =(.) = function wvalues in increasing order

®

% LIST OF LOCAT. VARTABLES

% zb{.) = the best point of the simplex

% sw({.) = the worst point of the simplex

% w2({.) = the second worst point of the simplex

%= fw = function wvalue of the worst point

% cef{.) = the centroid of the simplex excluding wo

% snew(.) = new point generated from the simplex

% ivieol = flag indicating if constraints are wvioclated

% = 1 , vyves

% = 0 ,;, no

[nps, nopt J=size(s);
n = nps;

m = nopt;

alpha = 1.0;

beta = 0.5;

% As=sign the best and worst points:
gh==(1l,:); fh==£f(1);
sw=z({n,:); fw=sf{n);

% Compute the centroid of the simplex excluding the worst point:
ce=mean{s{l:n-1,:));

% Attempt a reflection point
snew = ce + alpha*({ce-sw);

% Check if is outside the bounds:
ibound=0;

sl=snew-bl; idx=find(sl<0); if ~isempty(id=x); ibound=1; end;
sl=bu-snew; idx=find(sl<0); if ~isempty(id=x); ibound=2; end;

K 3.1 Matlab E5 25D
Fig. 3.1 The part code of Matlab
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STM FEA % 1E

® 31 EEEHEASY

Table 3.1  Soil thermal model parameters for major vegetation types in the U.S.A

e 11 e e 1 e 3 i R
o EMEA 7R RO 4 N RGN e R §
25 ) i ) Ji E:<K )
(Parameter) (Closed (Deciduous_ (Evergreen_ (Grassland) (Open (Mixed (Wood (Unit)
Shrubland) Broadleaf forest) Needleleaf forest) Shrubland) Forest) y
Savanna)
. ;§4)§J§_rg 0.10 0.20 0.20 0.18 0.15 0.20 0.10 M
(First layer thickness)
ppe iA7 =N .
. R EKE 0.20 0.34 0.11 0.40 0.30 0.30 0.08 Volumetric%
(First layers water content)
%gEﬁéiﬁ@%&$ 1 -1
(First layer thawed thermal conductivity) 1.90 0.60 0.58 1.80 12.10 0.60 240 Wm=K
R = o A L 11
(First layer frozen thermal conductivity) 1.05 170 145 2.10 1.20 170 1.00 wm=K
B R LA E 31
(First layer thawed heat capacity ) .70 0.80 130 150 2:52 0.80 280 MIm=K
F—EHEEREE
: SphLiak : 1.60 1.50 1.60 2.10 21.60 1.50 1.10 MJ m# K?
(First layer frozen heat capacity)
BRI
(Second layer thickness) 0.15 0.35 0.30 0.40 0.30 0.35 0.20 M
B IREKE
=Y KR 0.30 0.40 0.35 0.45 0.50 0.40 0.12 Volumetric%

(Second layers water content)
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H R RER
(Second layer thawed thermal
conductivity)
B REGHLERER
(Second layer frozen thermal
conductivity)
FJER AR
(Second layer thawed heat
capacity)
FoER I REE
(Second layer frozen heat capacity)
HEREE
(Third layer thickness)
FEEEKE
(Third layers water content)
R RT R
(Third layer thawed thermal
conductivity)
R LERER
(Third layer frozen thermal
conductivity)

FoJER AR
(Third layer thawed heat capacity)
BRI E
(Third layer frozen heat capacity)

1.70

0.80

2.00

1.60

0.30

0.40

1.50

0.54

2.60

2.40

1.12

1.60

2.60

2.40

0.50

0.45

1.12

1.60

2.60

1.60

0.60

1.70

2.60

2.40

0.50

0.40

1.15

1.60

2.60

2.40

1.50

2.00

2.60

2.40

0.62

0.50

1.20

1.50

2.60

2.40

1.90

0.54

2.60

2.40

0.45

0.60

1.50

0.20

2.80

2.50

1.40

1.50

2.50

2.40

0.50

0.45

1.20

1.60

2.60

2.40

1.50

2.00

1.70

1.50

0.50

0.14

1.40

2.10

1.70

1.50

MIm3K?

MIm?K?
M

Volumetric%

wmtk?

MIm?K?

MJIm3 K?
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3.3 STM IRBEIIIE R ERIRE

W AR RK (Evergreen Needleleaf) FIA G R 27 (Woody Savanna) 737l R &
— A=A AmeriFlux 55 /7 AR IER SUESR, T AR AmeriFlux s s £ s
BIRTF =4

K IER) STM RERY RS LLR I #4804 10em. 20cm 1 50cm () 38R ARk . BT g uh
BEIGESE R R BT 0.9, RMSE N 2~4<T MK (% 3.2). JBAH 10cm IR
JEE RO BRI i MR LA AR B ) RMISE (3.93C), X /23275 Ak (Deciduous
Forest) AE#2 H 38R FERLRRE M . DR, STM BRI XS 55 J2 i Ab 22 Ll ke ks 1 v
# (Deciduous Forest) fE#EEM ) AmeriFlux i S RBEF A, Fik, 10, 20 1
50cm 398 2 VOB 1) 1 398 B A A X AR = D RMSE

STM R AE I sl s R I AR GF (A4 RE /. Vaira Ranch 3 s 10cm #rifE
RZEEK (RMSE=4.03C), Kyizul fll T2 REHEPIET, LREFEERAE T
A, MEHAS RS 10cm LEMHEREE LR E R FHhE AN A = AR
FM: (Thompson et al., 2011), {HAZAZE STM FR I o i& A AL+ J2 J5 B oAl oo 4 38 3
UM . Flagstaff Managed Forest i &5, 50cm + )2 3R 1) RMSE X &
(4.66C), XZHTH 45cm 2 4585 B £ 8 A8 50em = - 383 5 W 44
PS5 R
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* 3.2 RIEHSEMSINERELR
Table 3.2 Geographic, vegetation and comparison between simulations and observations at study sites

‘ . \ R’ RMSE ('C) o
Ui R4 PR G 233 T Y I IE) (4D ZH R
(Site) (Latitude) (Longitude) (Vegetation type) (Year)  1ocm 20cm 50cm 10cm 20cm 50cm ¢ References)
T M Grant et al.
Sky Oaks_Young 33.37 -116.62 2001-2005 0.90 093 093 228 247 260 (2012)
(Shrubland) 01
) T - ] A Sprintsin et al.
Willow_Creek 45.80 -90.07 ( Deciduous Forest) 1999-2006 0.96 0.97 097 342 327 3.65 (2012)
Gt Sanani Sorensen et al.
Flagstaff_Unmanaged_Forest 35.08 -111.76 (Evergreen Forest) 2006-2007 093 090 090 274 253 248 (2011)
Ei b Krishnan et al.
Audubon 31.59 -110.51 (Grassland) 2002-2006 0.94 093 098 342 338 3.62 (2012)
N TRAEHR
Sylvania Wilderness 46.24 -89.35 . 2001-2006 094 096 0.82 393 326 3.00 Tangetal.(2012)
(Mixed Forest)
- - ﬁ X‘ /\AH_P
Santa Rita Mesquite Savanna 31.82 -110.86 AR S AL 2004-2006 091 091 0.96 257 331 3.17 Scottetal. (2009
(Woody Savnna)
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#* 3.3 IR sRELS INEERELE
Table 3.3 Geographic, vegetation and simulation comparison at verification sites

2 o
3 24 Y. MR ) R RMSE(C) BHCH
(Site) (Latitude) (Longitude) (\Vegetation type) (Year) 10cm 20em 50cm 10cm  20cm 50cm (References)
HE My Schmidt et
Kennedy_Space_Center_Scrub_Oak  28.61 -80.67 (Shrubland) 2002 090 N N 3.28 N N al.(2001)
HEN T Chen et
Sky Oaks_New 33.38 -116.64 (Shrubland) 2004-2006 090 093 0.90 348 3.22 280 al (2011)
I
Harvard_Forest 4254 7217 BRI 9902006 095 096 N 341 300 N llompsonet
(Deciduous Forest) al.(2011)
. T I i P AR Hou et
Bartlett Experimental_Forest 45.56 -84.69 2004-2 97 N N 4 N N
—=xpert —rores (Deciduous Forest) 004-2006 0.9 343 al.(2008)
e, .
. . . i GRET AR Schmidt et
Metol F Y P 44.44 -121. - . .
etolius_First_Young_Pine 56 (Evergreen Forest) 2000-2002 088 N N 3.18 N al.(2001)
W SRER AR Davidson et
Flagstaff Managed_Forest 35.14 -111.72 (Evergreen Forest) 2007 091 0.89 090 277 263 4.66 al.(2006)
) =R Thompson et
Goodwin_Creek 34.25 -89.87 (Grassland) 2002-2005 091 093 0.92 342 346 3.62 al.(2011)
Vaira_Ranch 3841  -120.95 i 20012007 094 095 096 403 375 376 Y
(Grassland) al.(2002)
. S5 A e i Rey et
Tonzi_Ranch 38.43 -120.97 (Woody Savanna) 2001-2007 0.86 0.96 098 257 333 3.38 al.(2002)

N R FEHAE (N means No Data)
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3.4 AHEMEDH

B, RIERZERER AmeriFlux s s LS 38 B UL 1 =) BR 14 2 5
BB R I 5 A e R I 2 — . Lk, M (Shrubland) A # 35 8 5 7 B R
(Savanna) MEH KM ZEAE STM BRI IE PR RN R R, BoYRA 2%
AmeriFlux 3% 5 5 B 1 3580 R DI B0 o dn JEBRE vy sl o 5080 140 o it v DA A A Ay
H IR ST .

Hk, ZHARG et REC R B AR E . 1E% R & N AHE M
LN, EEANEE FBE ALK 30~80% AN & I Tl S8k & ke, CF5E
TR A ESE, B )Z U R T ZR#F 24 (Zhuang et al., 2001)

s STM RERU T35 2 )2 B DA KT 78 55 1A A 3 AF PR A 0 2 A 8 7 A ANHff o
MR 2 —. FrloN TR RA R =, Ret S dErtE, fELUSMBEH, M
TR [ 1) 55 JE AR A - 43 I 2 [ 520

3.5 AE/NGE

AR E KRG RS RS S RAEE RS, FIFH AmeriFlux s s 3805 FE 0
MEHE, RIESKAE T STM B4t 10cm, 20cm Al 50cm = )2 - 38V FE () 3580 FE Ak
770 S5 RFBIRIE G B STM BB AT DUR G L& 36 B KRG B RS R LI, 1]
DAFI RS IE 5 (1) STM B RUBEAN 36 [ H AR A 78 R G0 T3 E (i) S AR URFE . 5 IE R,
WA AT TR ARt ER, USRI RE ) B T it 1 A58 07 1 .
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FNE TIHEERZDMEHE

A% TR TR IR Jm i) 3R ERR, AL 1 1948 4 31| 2008 4 1A Al -8R 3G [
K B RA S RS IR N S AR RHIE .

41 1B EREITT IR

10cm 2, 1948 4F3| 2008 F-4FEYY TR E 2 10.1Cs R34 IR B R AR T
1979 4 (9.2T); fyrmy 3y LI AL R A2 E 2006 4 (11.22C). 1980 4 % 2008 4F,
FEYHIEIRE (10.4T) & T FH1H. 1948 E3) 1968 4, FHHITRE D T 0.1C;
1969 “E#) 1981 4F, 4EHY IR E LIGAE 01T RN T 1°C; 1982 £3) 1994 4,
TR R S DLREAE 0.1C B Z G 0 7K 1.2C; 1994 4EF 2006 4F, 435 IR
J LUBFAE 0.05°C I T 0.6C. 1982 4E 5 1994 4E {13 % (0.1TyrY) BT
1994 4F 3| 2006 4E[K)3E % (0.05T yr'). 1982 4EF| 1994 4FA4F ¥+ 18 ¥ L 1994 4F 3]
2006 £ (10.6T) FEWHIFEZM 04T (H4AD

20cm )2, 1948 4] 2008 A HIRIE L Z 9.0Cs SR HIRIR R R AR AE
1978 4 (8.6T); e F¥y HHEREE K A4S 2006 4 (9.6T). 1948 47 1979 4F, 4
BIHHERE (8.9T) KT-FME; 1980 4| 2008 4F, FHTIERE (9.2T) & T
SPEIE I HIE N 7oK 0.1°C. 1948 £ 3 1968 4, FHHIEIRZR/D T 0.3T; 1969
FEF 1981 FELIEEAE 0.05T 3 E N T 0.6C; 1982 4EF| 1994 4F, 435+ I1% 6 LA
01T HEWIN T 0.7C; 1994 £ 2006 4F, ¥ HIEIEE LIEFAE 0.01C MK
N7 0.2CT. 1982 4F3| 1994 4, 4F3 T HEiR FE RN 2 5 T 1994 4 & 2006 4F4F-45 +
IR, 1982 4EF) 1994 FAEH LR (9.0T) (KT 1994 £E % 2006 44 1%
f£ 0.3C (9.3T) (K 4.1).

50cm ), 1948 4% 2008 FAFE S HIRIR A 2 9.1Cs IR IR A R AR AE
1948 4= (8.6T); fmi -y IR FE K AETE 2008 4 (9.7<T). 1948 43 1979 4F, 4=
BRI E (8.9T) (K TFJMEH; 1980 4% 2008 5, F¥THIEEE (9.2<T) & T
SPHE I T L 0.2C. 1948 31 1968 5, FH IR D T 0.1T; 1969
fEF] 1981 FFELAEHE 0.04° CIEFKIE NN T 0.5C; 1982 4EF] 1994 4F, F1 1R LI
E0.05T RN T 0.7T; 1994 £ 2006 4, ¥ 118 F LA 0.01C H K1Y
BT 0.15C. 1982 451 1994 4=, 4 L3I B G I K = 1994 4E & 2006 41
T HEIRE 0.04<T; 1982 4EF] 1994 4EFH H3EEE (9.0T) (KT 1994 £EF] 2006 E4E
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Y+ R 0.34C (9.34T) (F 4.1),
1980 4] 2008 4, EAF/AE@ii%?ﬂ%F%&EHa‘I‘Eﬂ AR T 38 0. 10cm )2 4EH £
S35 B I 13 2= 0.005C yrt; 20cm J2 0.007°C yr; 50cm 42 0.007<C yrt. 614
ORSHRT (] Y, 10cm L2435 T BIR FE R IR 0.2<C; 20em b 2435 4 438 I F
i 0.3C; 50cm & FZ4FE 18R B Ik 1.2<C. HA, 50cm = 1% B
hnfe w2 20em 35 HHRIR T R =R LR R AR, XAEER MBS Z R
4E AL (Hu and Feng 2003, 2005)

1156 T T T

10cm
20cm
50cm 1

|

105

956

85 1 1
1840 1950 1980 1970 1980 1990 2000
Year

4.1 1948 £E3) 2008 £E 10cm, 20cm F0 50cm L1 +I1EBELLER
Fig. 4.1 Mean annual soil temperature (T) from 1948 to 2008 at depths 10cm, 20cm and 50cm

42 AEHMEHLEBRTIZRELEE

T 41 BAFEMEMRM IR AL, e IR RN (Shrubland) AR
40, AR IR EZTEH AR (Deciduous Forest) A5 R 48, #EM (Shrubland) F1E s
(Grassland) A#&F 4%, 50cm )= -8R FE T 10cm F1 20em )= LI Wkt
R (Savanna) A7 R 48, 10cm -+ JZ 3838 E T 20cm F1 50cm 2 388 ¥ 5 1.5TC;
Y%k (Deciduous Forest) “EZ5%%t, 10cm, 20cm A1 50cm -+ 2 38 FEAR (L AR5
g, ZETIEEETUA KR, BIHRESRGH, HEM (Evergreen Forest) 475 R
g = 2= L HER MG TV M AR (Deciduous Forest) 2245 248 = 2 3R FE M .
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® 41 TREREEBFHTIRRE
Table 4.1 Mean annual soil temperature for each vegetation type in the conterminous
United States during 1948-2008

EWESREE SRR E IR AE 15+ 33EE FE -50em
TR SR (T -10cm (°C) -20cm (T (T
(Vegetation type) (Mean annual (Mean annual (Mean annual (Mean annual
Ts) Ts-10cm) Ts-20cm) Ts-50cm)
F#EMH (Shrubland) 12.29 11.12 11.75 14.00
%4k (Deciduous Forest) 6.28 6.36 6.14 6.34
W4 (Evergreen Forest) 8.13 6.59 7.50 10.30
i (Grassland) 10.38 7.99 10.00 13.16
FRR B R (Savanna) 8.14 9.83 7.34 7.26

43 THEEZETHRN

AREESHT T 1948 4EF] 2008 4E, 10, 20 I 50cm ¥R 1T IR B FE AT AL,
[EJ I 2 AT T 56 [ KBt 383 FE 2 (a0 (B 4.2a, b, ©) o RIUEF3 38R ML
UL A DA B b P A ) i 8 S A IR AN T R R X 0, MRS Il BBl A S AR AL
Az«

AN I IR AT 35 R FE R 7 B o A 5 A A AR FE AR L. AR
TS A A R R M I SR U S Y X ) 24T BISEEINE RIL A H-3T. ixLegh
H5 Hu 1 Feng (Hu and Feng 2003, 2005) #ff 5045 B AH—%. ZREBUEHEHBIX, 20cm A1
50cm 2R IR FERT 10em iR A Pim T HhX, 20em A1 50cm 32X
() 35 = T 10em 2R R

10cm b ZE AR IR JE XIRER D R 2N SR Zarde. ZRE=ML
kb i IR R A A AR AE e B I L A B B R IR AR JE ME M B IX . 20em
A 50cm + Z AR IR E A X 5 10em 2 S A T I A A AT R X — 3K
()5 gt e L A9 I EE AT L X 2l D9 2w i S0 N L AR B A g G RTINS I i
X o B[] 4582 0 38 P A1 XA [B] 1) iR DR 2 S IR BE X R 2 (10em) 3%
L S A [ X HR 2 IR E 2 (Qian et al., 2011).
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T I FEAR R AR - 39 TR IO A 55 S5 L I

4.2 1948 £ F 2008 FIEMMFEF I HIFREE =B (C) : a) 10cm, b) 20cm, ¢) 50cm, d)
BRI SEFRE (C) o) NARR ERELIAIA 10cm FFHLIFRE (C)
Fig.4.2 Simulated annual mean soil temperature ( <C) at depths: a) 10 cm, b) 20cm, ¢) 50cm from 1948
to 2008. d) Simulated average air temperature (<) from 1948 to 2008. e) Simulated annual mean soil
temperature (<T) with 10cm from NARR model

44 HIEBEFEZTADHIER

K] 4.3 140 1 M\ 1948 4 FI| 2008 4F A [l 4 2 28 — 2 - 458 I B P BT i) 738 A0 1) 2 [
AT BORANAR, PE X 58I B R I AR R I 5 AR R X R I R A
MARRE S . EEOR, M AR e hiar B M AR o = 2% g FE AR R L
WIS A (0.02T yr) 5 WARISEAMN . PIHEIEMNAERE) XM = 2 135
RHLH AR S (0.06T yrt) o AR, ZEIUPTELM . Fid I N AN TR3E WM %
DU A S FERE JLARMbN R B RHb A R I ARRR . R LR
FER 2 AR 3 5 SR S ARG A AR AL . SRT, &K =2 L3I AR
PSR A AR A E R L RRF . BARRBUA, BB IRIAM AR AL
[X B HH AR R (0 25 SR B R 55 A8 R A 3R (0.02C yr) 5 P HEIA M AT I 5%
SN BELE b [X 22 [ 4 v BE (2 S AR R R 3 (0.06C yr') T 7R M F K3 4 IX 45k
28 I35 v T 1 398 P AR R R
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d
C e g

s i < R

; v .”*f ; d » N ? ‘ 5 <3 / .
-
0.06

002 0.00 -0.02

10cm 20cm 50cm Ta

4.3 FEHHFREFTTHHMBETHTES>HIEN: EX (a. cvev g) FAZX (b di fu h);
10cm (a\ b) ;20cm (cv d) ;50cm (e, f) FMEFEFHERE(Ta) (g, h)

Fig.4.3 Spatial patterns of temporal trends in the simulated mean seasonal soil temperature (<C yr™) in
both summer (a, c, e, g) and winter (b, d, f, h) at depths 10cm (a, b) ;20cm (c, d) ;
50cm (e, f) and air temperature (g, h)

45 EMERRESECHRG RIS

RKZE TR R R E R T IRIRE A RIIR (Qianetal., 2011). 1 H, FRETEE
FE AR 2 IR B AR b 22 R, RINHB R 38 AR AE S KRR RAE & DL RS
S ERR MBS e R, DN T IGIEB W uERG M, X 10cm 12 35 E A R
17T XFEE. FIF NCDC ##5 22 0.3 (32km) (143 HEZ AR T 32 B KRG 30 A1 L3305
FE o FEECH 10em )2 3R O Bk HI 30 RIS (Kl 4.2e). K NARR fRAY
10cm +EHIEEE S STM BRI 3905 A R I M < (R?=0.95, p<0.01,
N=30). IX P/ EHe P AT 3 B - 43U B AN B mp bt ik, 3R P e v (i AR B AR 2331
J& 26C /A -3.5CT LA

4.6 [ TREENSEURIFM
IR R RS LRI | AR e R . R S R

EWAR H AR ROIRS M LI, B AR LRI DU R R RS
JEHI9S & (Zhang et al., 2005)
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Kla4RM, EX (6 H, 7 HM8H) FEWEWD 7KL 2mm (K 4.4) ; W=
SAREE, 10em, 20cm A1 50cm )7 B L4 BN T K% 0.24<C, 0.84<C, 0.76<T
M 0.74T, BR, FHETRELEYHIRRE S 4~5T (H 45 . HTEREWN
B2, REEEMEEEAAERIM, FECE2 e 2B EAEER, M
MRS T 3R )2 LR, XA RN Y Al - 33838 FE ) it /E A (Yasunari et al., 1991;
Sankar-Rao et al., 1996; Matsuyama and Masuda 1998) . X FhHLi1 a] LA fERE B 25 < iR
FERIN, B R PRI AR

AR (12 H, LAM2 H) I 1948 43 2008 EJk/> K% 3mm (K 4.4)
AERH I ) 3305 B 43 /b 7 1, 0.8 F10.78C (K 4.6) . FSIEEMIN T 0.48<C,
TR RIRE S 1T A X R A R B S0 38R FE K 52l o 32 A7 .
SRR, BRI R IR AR R TR, X R AN R TR S S 2K AR A (Hu
and Feng 2005; Qian et al., 2011) .

120 T
Psummer

Pwinter |

110+ A \ / "“". :"" \ -

! A [ [ f /
100 " M ARy \ ] .

[ [
90— \s' \ /N
[ /

I\'\"‘; ‘I"‘J /\ Ve J

I Mooy
40 \/\ \f \\\ \f\\ A e

I
|

30+

20 | 1 |
1940 1950 1960 1970 1980 1990 2000 2010
Year

4.4 1948 %) 2008 &, &, BFFHEME
Fig. 44 Mean annual precipitation (mm) in summer and winter during 1948-2008,

(b) 5-year averages to show the trends

48



SEPUE IR A A RHIE

2 ,
—Ta

—10cm
22 20cm

= IR

0F .

"‘ \ AN g ‘L‘t f A
0191 ‘ A \ A AV AAWA / (WA
e A /\ o \ YA A / \\/\ / \ \ //\f \/\\”x Y V \
/) \\’_ J N \

17

= .\\‘\.!/r\

A r“\/‘f-‘ o jP=
P / \\/;, / “\\ / ) Ja W
C, \\\;"' Y\ YN /

161

15 | | | | | ]
1940 1950 1980 1970 1980 1990 2000 2010

Year
4.5 BX10cm, 20cm, 50cm T ERHIEEEMSSEEFFIE
Fig. 4.5 Mean annual air temperature and soil temperature at soil depths 10cm, 20cm and 50cm in

summer

Ta
10cm
20cm
———50cm
3 -
2 — gt
e 1t -
0 - -
A+ -
2 1 1 1 1 1 1
1940 1950 1960 1970 1980 1990 2000 2010

Year

4.6 %X 10cm, 20cm, 50cm TEHIEREMTSIEEFTHE
Fig.4.6 Mean annual air temperature and soil temperature at all soil depths (10cm, 20cm, and 50 cm)

in winter during the 61-year period
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47 AIHEMSH

NCEP H7 Bt mifiti 1 K B4R I HARE 72 RS . Ry R38R R A <R
FEFAEERKIIM T (Qian et al., 2011) , KR IRE iR 2 7] At S8R S
MR ZE . FRsh&T, W E, TERE, TEERNAETRRL L
$5 IR AU 5 SR H E R Kl 22— (Kongoli and Bland 2000) , X 46K & ] fig S8 &
R IR RE B AN E 1

FERHLIX, FENAB S LIRR AN .. POATEIRKHR TR, [FHEH
RIFI 48354k (Goodrich, 1976, 1978a; Zhang et al., 1997; Sturm et al., 1995) . =4iE
X S 5 3 A AR D, T (1) L PR, s 18] o3 A £ LR & v s ol
IR R BIANT E M, I H R B - 3X E il U B w25 1 a] SEPE R K (McGuire et al.,
1992) . f£ STM KB T (I @ PEFR 23— P % . RIS =R B DL AR
(AL B AR S HIAE ML (Zhang et al., 1997) . X T 52 BRI TE . 25 E 2L S
PR o0 F D, P DX S B A7) 5 EAEAROR I TAE e — D% . T IX e R A
HHT STM BRI A 2% (8T I 2421k

e 45 P 1 X SRR /K A7 1O 38 ek 5 i - S I T s o ik ) B AS AR A (Oechel et
al., 1997) , {H/Z 47 STM AR 7 FEIE BR 2 7K 73 % 33830 2 () 520« 247 STM
BRI TR0 2 0 R BR A, R FBBEMURERZE . R BHEX L
BIR FERIRm, S48 nT MR G BB B4 B S (B A2 Ak . Y RT AR % 18 [ IX S K]
F, MR T R AR, LR PEL R 20 IR B e ma A AR STM AR Y
it (Zhuang et al., 2001)

4.8 KEBINGE

A F BRI G 1) STM BBSEA, 1 36 KR B4R A A5 R 45 10, 20 1 50cm =4
THREIR, 1948 4 F] 2008 4 61 A [H] [N 25 A B, EELER T

(1) STM RERUEL 1) 3 [F KR 5 2R A4S RSt 1948 4F-2008 4F, 61 4F[H] 10cm +-
JFAEY) IR T 0.2°Cs 20em - E AR IR SR 7 0.3°C; 50cm - E 4 1E
BEF =T 1.2°C.

(2) SR 35 - 438 U P IX el 2 7 3 [ 7 o s R 250 22 0 DA B PR B % far A A
SRR N AE FEAL o S v A5 39U P X ok 7 5 1) e S VA L X 48 7 7
%0 LIS DL B R4 Je TN o

(3) BK, 3 7RGS0 X A8 7l 5% M, A o bz fur T DL R BT € = )2 61 4
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TR IR T R AR A I H s 5 PG S DI AR JE M A 35 e B S AR
B &R, REP RPN, Pl I Ta N 10cm L E P+
IR 2 H AR B TAbHIX 52 R M, ALE R AR X B = Z 435 £
IR 35 2 0 AR IR R A

(4) FeEHIEEE RN (Shrubland) £ RS B R E & EH MK
(Deciduous Forest) 4275 &4, # M (Shrubland) F1#H (Grassland) £ & 4¢, 50cm
42 B8R FE T 10cm A1 20em 2 IR A s B L (Savanna) 4235 48, 10cm
4 JE IR EE . 20cm Al 50em = 3R A S 1.5<C: Y& AR (Deciduous Forest) 4=
A&, 10cm, 20cm 1 50cm )z IR AT, B IR ER AR #
WAERRGh, HEEMk (Evergreen Forest) E7S R4 =2 3R 18 & T % H Ak
(Deciduous Forest) A7 24t — )2 T3 EIIME.
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FHE TEMRERZKSKIE

AT il it 7E TEMB.0 R A N IR ) S 22 RO 2, IR 7 TEM
BRY e B S FRIP I AR, AR TR B ALRD MIC-TEM B48Y ., SR )5, RIAIRRIE)S
(1) STM A2 DL K AmeriFlux it 55 3085 4% 1E S5 56FE 7 MIC-TEM S EE /1. Beda s
i MIC-TEM BLAYAEA, T 2000 4F-2005 435 [H KFGff RS Rgchod B840, 5
S NCRTISIELE: e X AR A vk 5/

51 TEM #E SR FIERITESE

TEARFEF, RHIZ Daily iz TEM5.0 #24 (Zhu et al., 2013) . Daily fRA K]

TEM BRI, MERIRAF T (GPP) HIBIUT IR TR A S R gt iii £ 1122 L . GPP
& 2 FhIA S Rl A K 45 R
GPP = C . f (PAR) f (p) f (FOLIAGE) f (T) x  (C.,G.) f (NA) f (FT) (5.1)

Conax & FEBRABIAEE N 6 Z A [FAL 1 B K ZE . f(PAR DL f(p ), f(FOLIAGE ),
f (NADFIf (FT) ol REE G R BER S ., &2 v A2 9)& (Zhuang
etal, 2002) . HHENE. HRIZE X GPP 520 (Zhuang et al., 2003) ; CaftFE
AR R BE T GPP 1yszm, JEIK KT FE AR E] (Raich et al., 1991)
Gv Ronit | Sk irfERuge 1, JETZABER (ET) MR ESR. Y94
=11 (NPP) 58 XU GPP 5 HFEIFEIL (Ra) HIZEEGER (2.2) ), ARG A )
(NEP) #5E SUNEHIZ AT 71 (NPP) 532950 (Ry) HIZEAER (2.3) ).

NPP=GPP-Rx: (5.2)

NEP=NPP-Ry: (5.3)

Ru 8 5E SCNHIEAHUBRE (SOC) « MREREL (Qu) ~ LIERE (MOIST) LA
F o L K,

Rp=Kg * SOC % Q19 x MOIST (5.4)

5.2 MIC-TEM fRE HiES FIERITE 5%

MIC-TEM #5244 2% TEMS.0 IR 118 -+ 338 S5 35 WP A 5 P 7 2B (R iR AR R R
AR B — UK L IR RUE Y 7 R TS FE R S B TEMS.0 fiA .
MIC-TEM #5705 = B (4 o 2 08 A 338 W LB A 20 D DU AN Bk B AR = 2 B ) - 358
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WAEDD R R S B R . E R S S RE Y e R IR A AR ARk, ST
TR S LI R R E AL & LI e IR R AR A A DY A
WP, BI: TAEMRE (MIC) , BEAEYIERE (ENZ) , RlAEMERRE (SOLC) LK
TEEHIRE (SOC) o BE T =AERMEMR: YIRS FRER, e
[FIA AT FH DA B A P e A

Litterfall and o
root input Microbial death

L V Emymatic ' Microbial

deca imilati
SOC ———»{ Soluble C —2similation p} MC
A |
: 02 & - - _>
Enzyme : moisture
turnover : CO,

ENZ <
5.1 TIRMEYRFIFIAERIEL

Fig 5.1 The framework of soil microbial activity model (He et al., 2014)
WAEYRRRAES (K 5.1 BARKIZHU L BUETEE A& 5.1, BLT 2 RAERTHE
JUEE
(D AR ERIE T FHCR SR, SRR, BEEYER

Ji e DA s A= e 1 ) e
dMIC _

el ASSIM - LCO - DEATH - ; (5.5)
2) [FAMAE R T AR, B KR
ASSIM :VmaxuptakexMICx¢ (5.6)
kIVl[SX]-'-[Sx]
V' MaX e ST (A . KMo, AT (K E 3 8 T VA TS A ik

JE R T &K o W] . [Sd R I Ao Ve Rk E I S R, B
[S,J=[S soupre] X Diig X O , 0 FAMLART A L 1K 535 8, Diig AWAR KA T B I0H HUR
o AIETER R B0Y BCR B THOK BRI E ARG £ MIC-TEM AL, BBt
SR BT (R W 5 2 M R S AR ) R R HE B (Davidson et al., 2012) L[S MY
B WAL (R 225 7

(3) COp CSRFRMID ZMUEMRERE ), B MEER K. X
AR S AR L, TR IS K KO R AR 2, HERARRZERH[S]S
O S A2 -

54



FIE  TEM BAIIEEUS IR

CO, =V max g, x [S.] x [O,] x MIC (5.7)
2 kM[Sx]+[SX] kM02 +[0]

O, Mk FE Iy iF 552 BL R 3| A Bt b AR W 3 B AL BE O Bk
[0,]7D ,, X0.209x@** . Dya &5 SRS MF BUR KL, 0.209 22 SRS M B BULHBI,

I H a2 3 S, XA B il id 7 i ANRURL % B T A F

azl-ﬁ 9.
PD

V MaX e+ V MaXeo, A1 kMg | A2 5 Y22 B o V max . A1V max., 8 1 %

Arrhenius J5F&;

Ea
v maxuptake =V maxuptake X EXp e (5.8)
° Rx (T, +273)
Ea
V maxe, =V max., xexp|-———>2 (5.9)
: 20 R x (T, +273)

FEIX L, V morx,pouie, M Vmar., R4851RE R 2 AR 45 £0(8.314J/K moD),
To 4 G TR B Eayprake P Eago. S 25 TR ST 1 B8 B0 AE 40 5 NP I 6 0 A
e R A BE 2 e RO BE Rk, (B S RO RN . kMg TR B T 7
KMis1 = Cougg , + M, X T (5.10)
Cunge, A1 My, 739152 intercept £ slope Z8. kM, A2 i AL

WAENFCT . B AT Neatn IR R H— 7 FE (Lawrence et al., 2009) :

DEATH= £ .x MIC (5.11)
WYY B A R EYE I — 2072 (Lawrence et al., 2009) :

EPROD =r.,,.., x MIC (5.12)
Eloss J& A= 15 B i — 7 1%

ELOSS= f,,...& En (5.13)
AN ) A B S Y R R R S A G

ddith:EPROD— ELOS (5.14)

HATHLBR R A AR RO BLE CRTBRIEND) WSRO IR DL
PET B RS I RS R AL
dsd—toczinputSOkC DEATH MIC40SOC-ELOS (5.15)
AT LRI 5 IR 2 B BUE A 401 9 S A5 K 5 T I T b 7
MR, KRRV TR R SR . AR BRI
SOC

DECAY= Whax,-x Emg——— (5.16)
kMot SOC
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Vi, B ST RS, I LSBT Arhenius J7 21514351

max

Ea
V maX... =V max... xexp| - soc (5.17)
s0¢ 30G p[ R x (temp+273)J
AV P A I AR T AR Y s A o A E A SR R AR 3
WQDEATH(L MICtoS©C DECAY (5.18)

#* 51 MIC-TEM RETESH L SHTEE
Table 5.1 Parameters used in MIC-TEM model. Inversed estimates of
specific parameters and parameter ranges used are listed

R S L2 HIUHIE ZHEH R
NAURE . .
(Process) (Parameter) (Unit) CInitial (Parameter range ) (References)
Value)
Ea_micup Jmol™ 47000 - Allison et al., (2010)
Vmax_uptake mg Sx cm soil (mg 9.97e6 [1.0e4,1.0e8] -
biomass cm™ soil) *
h-l
AL c_uptake mg Sx cgn3 .soil 3 0.1 - Allison etal., (2010)
( Assimilation) m_uptake mg Sx cm _slcnl <T 0.01 - All!son etal., (2010)
Ea_Sx J mol 48092 - Allison et al., (2005)
C_Sx* mg assimilated Sx 0.1 - Allison et al., (2010)
cm’® soil
m_Sx * mg assimilated Sx 0.01 - Allison et al., (2010)
cm’® soil €*
Ea_SOC Jmol™ 41000 - Modified from Davidson
etal., (2012)
Vmax_SOC mg decomposed SOC 9.17e7 [1.0e5, 1.0e8] -
43 fRAE cm? soil (mg Enz
(Decay) cm® soil) tht
c_SOC mg SOC cm’ soil 400 - Allison et al., (2010)
m_SOC  mg SOC cm?soil T 5 - Allison et al., (2010)
kM_O, cm®0, cm soil 0.121 - Davidson et al., (2012)
Vmax_CO,  mg respired Sx cm™ 1.9e7 [1.0e6, 1.0e8] -
soil bt
FEFENFIL c_Sx* mg assimilated Sx 0.1 - Allison et al., (2010)
(CO, production) cm’® soil
m_Sx * mg assimilated Sx 0.01 - Allison et al., (2010)
cm® soil T*
WAEYIREAE  MICtoSOC % 50 - Allison et al., (2010)
(MIC turnover) r_death %ht 0.02 - Allison et al., (2010)
MAEYE RS r_EnzProd % ht 5.0e-4 - Allison et al., (2010)
(ENZ turnover)  r_EnzLoss % ht 0.1 - Allison et al., (2010)

5.3  AmeriFlux 34 S XM 1

ARERIE T WM ST FAE RS 4 (K 2.4) , SFE TR
—~ AmeriFlux 35 SRR IE MIC-TEM #78, PANGG S IERT . BASHEE L
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# 5.3. B AN Leveld i ER H GPP Al NEE B4R IEAL A S8, v A 1
AR RG CO A HE (NEE) #/GPP £ids /& I ER/r H BRI : ARiER) NEE (NEE-st)
F1 GPP (GPP-st) ¥4 Fl 5 461 NEE (NEE-or) #/GPP (GPP-or) ##%. i#id NEE-st
8t NEE-or 73 it 5 ) GPP-st 58 GPP-or 3 . 5ok s bR AE B 52 BT
JRUGE R, T 2umh R R HAR AR S AR EE, S WNE AR AERE . AmeriFlux il 53
NEE #4555 [7 T TEM A1 MIC-TEM L BYBEALLY) NEP %85 (Chenetal., 2011) .

54 MIC-TEM fREIKZIE 3%

FIH Sobol BUBRNE T 77255 6 N BV S H AT Ut /M (3% 5.2; He et al,,
2014; Chen et al., 2011; Zhu and Zhuang et al., 2013)  (fUHG B¢ 3) . N A SCE-UA
JTEREIE MIC-TEM #i% 2:% (Duan et al., 1992; Duan et al., 1994) (/RS WLt 2)

1Z J7 1% Cost Functions:
k
Obj1=) (NEPgps; - NEPgimi) (5.19)
il
k
Obj2=).  (GPPopsi - GPPgim) (5.20)

il
A (5.19 F15.20) H1, NEPsn -5 GPPgsm 73 BRI NEP F11 GPP, GPPogs 1T NEP s 73
FEEMAE NEP A1 GPP. K S IESEEHERIZHE. BT AmeriFlux 35 S75%A Ry WG
EdE, FrLlidid GPP Al NEP HIRHE, MIMTEHERIRZIE MIC-TEM R Ry HRE

# 52 MIC-TEM &I XLESH
Table 5.2 Key MIC-TEM Parameters

28 L) S
(Parameter) (Unit) (Parameter range)
Ea_micup Jmol™ [3.5e4, 7.0e4]
Ea Sx Jmol™ [3.5e4, 7.0e4]
Ea_SOC Jmol™ [3.5e4, 7.0e4]
Vmax_CO, mg respired Sx cm™ [1.0e6, 1.0e8]
Vmax_uptake mg Sx cm™ soil (mg biomass cm™? soil) *h™ [1.0e6, 1.0e8]
Vmax_SOC  mg decomposed SOC cm™ soil (mg Enz cm™ soil) * h™ [1.0e6, 1.0e8]

5.5 MIC-TEM & BB 2 1f

NT T RIREER F5F Ry FISEM, X MIC-TEM A7 fp 10 A4S M S8 1 Bu
ot 8 REXYW. — ZBEMERE CSiH)O W RADNFZ:
Ea_Sx>Ea_micup>Ea_SOC>Vmax_SOCy>Vmax_COy>Vmax_uptakey (K 5.2).

A AL s BUR I S E 2 RE (Ba), TG =M BURKI S50 BN R sk
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SNEZ (Vmax). 7E MIC-TEM BRI, X 7S AMBUE M S 805 8 T e i AL 7R A
SEH e R, TR B e i AR E T SOLC R/ Rl Ry IBhEAR
AR AT BB AR PV P R 4

N T HEAREAZAXT MIC-TEM BIA H 45 R B2, 2 BI7ER S AmeriFlux
i, B AL S SR E A SIERAL T Ry MIC Al SOLC KA fk . 385 15 Kl
FHRIEER STM B, 2RI RCEeRy, HHEEESSEEAREN
FHIME, FrDAFE MIC-TEM BB rh = SRS voE 1 HIRIR S, &M T Ry, [FIULEL
S 23 AT R B - 3BUR FE (1) A8 Ak X6 MIC A SOLC 540

YT RS RGkUl, SOLC Fl Ry MG =R E Mt &, 1M MIC &
TARURSE TR T ED o PR I S S SR I AR A R U . R SR
ARG, SOLC X3 B AR B UK, T8 SR EEHE =1 10%, SOLC F&r 25%
1M MIC Jik/b> 16%. Ry %2 L )AL B AN BIUR, SR ESE = 10%, Ry 246K
%, FERM AR RS, SOLC X2 R BUK, 25 10%M <A, SOLC K
A 24% 1784k (B 5.3).

0.7

0.6 7

0.5F T 7

0.4 7

0.3 .

02 - .

0.1F

0 s [ S —

Ea_micup Ea Sx Ea S0C  Vmax CO20 Vmax uptake0 Vmax SOCO

1

5.2 RAEMRIEAN—RERMEARBNENIREE.
Fig. 5.2 The mean and standard deviation of the first order sensitivity index (Si) of soil microbial Ry
with respect to each selected controlling parameters.
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30 I

I 10%
-10%

T
20—
10
10— |

-20 =

A(%)

-30 .

200 .
=201 7
SOLC MIC RH
K 5.3 RyMNTZKEEMATETLASEM (H0%) . FEIZ2ESFMESZES (Howland Forest
West Tower Site) ; TEIZEMHKRESRS (Harvard Forest) .

Fig. 5.3 Sensitivity of Ry responding to model input (10% change) in forest ecosystem. Top figure:
evergreen forest at site Howland forest west tower, ME; Below figure: deciduous at site Harvard forest, MA

55 MIC-TEM FtxB=ERIBE S

R IEJG B MIC-TEM #& B4 ] DLAR 1 A 405 A il SR NEP A GPP A2 K (3£ 5.3)
giih- 4 R W] NEP 19 R® KE4r#T 0.6 I H RMSE %27 29 C m®day™; GPP [f] R
KT 0.74 3 H. RMSE KZ17E 4g C m? day™ 245 (£ 5.3) . ¥ H#k (Deciduous Forest)
b 5 5 H 4 bk (Evergreen Forest) 3 /L (NEP R*>0.35; GPP R*>0.74) , MIC-TEM
PR LI AR 1 Y AR BRIE B A1k (NEP R*>0.70; GPP R*>0.87) . f£ Niwot
Ridge i, B NEP S5AUIIME 2 A AR (R=0.35) , iXfd T+
R HIRZE S, BN MET STM A th ok 25 i A FE EL RS, DRI eIk
B ADL AR 38R 1% 4k (Zhuang et al., 2002)

HF MIC-TEM BRI G451 Rt R #ul 51K RMSE) T TEM 7,
K MIC-TEM B8 G2 B0 NEP A1 GPP &5 i il A8 fh i 34
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% 5.3  AmeriFlux i SISV RIEE  (RMSE 2412 g C m?day™)
Table 5.3 Characteristics of AmeriFlux sites used in this study and statistical results for the observed and
predicted daily NEP and GPP at each site for parameterization. The units of RMSE are g C m? day™

TR

vl AR @i (2354 R (D 2 S ik
(Site) (Latitute)  (Longitude) (\tljggt)atlon (Year) R RMSE (References)
MIC-TEM
NEP 0.70 1.39
" TEM
Howland Forest AR .
West Tower 452091  -68.7470  (Evergreen 20002004  NEV 060 245 Hollinger etal.
(ME. USA) * Forest) MIC-TEM (1999,2004)
’ GPP 0.94 2.27
TEM
GPP 0.85 5.39
MIC-TEM
NEP 0.72 2.99
TEM
TE PR i
Harvard Forest . NEP 0.70 456  Urbanski et al.
(MA, USA) * 425378 -72.1715 (FDOer(:Scil;ous 2000-2006 MIC-TEM (2007)
GPP 0.90 3.80
TEM
GPP 0.87 4.88
MIC-TEM
NEP 0.35 0.76
R TEM
Niwot Ridge 40,0329 -105.5464 (If/ée%*j;en 2000-2005 NEP 0.10 2.34  Monson etal.
(CO ,USA) ' ' Fores‘i’) MIC-TEM (2002)
GPP 0.87 2.85
TEM
GPP 0.75 1.59
MIC-TEM
NEP 0.67 0.85
Wind River VKPR -Il;lil\;l 0.30 273
Crane Site 45.8205 -121.9519 (Deciduous 2000-2002 ’ ’ Falk et al. (2008)
(WA,USA) Forest) MIC-TEM
’ GPP 0.74 2.73
TEM
GPP 0.20 5.55
MIC-TEM
NEP 0.70 1.85
Morgan Monroe TR LI?EI\I;' 054 498 Sch(n;:)d(;le; al
State Forest 39.3232 -86.4131 (Deciduous 2001-2006 ’ ’
(IN, USA) Forest) MIC-TEM
’ GPP 0.87 5.32
TEM
GPP 0.50 12.94
MIC-TEM
NEP 0.69 1.87
TEM
. TE PR
Willow Creek . NEP 0.51 2.97 Cook et al.
(WILUSA) 45.8059 -90.0799 (FDOer(élsc:l;ous 2000-2003 MIC-TEM (2004)
GPP 0.96 3.49
TEM
GPP 0.71 451
*RIESHE A (Sites for parameterization)
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5.6 MIC-TEM ##HU4&EHAY 2000 £ £ 2005 FrBEERRHESHE
MRERHILLER

% 5.4 £ KK GPP. NPP A1 NEP 28 {b & . MIC-TEM R4 ) GPP,
5 4E (R HE N 2.48PgC yrt, ZAB{LE M 2.02 F 3.03PgC yr' (£ 5.3) . X UCHLE 3%
i Xiao et al.(2008)1F-{L ] 1.68PgC yr*, {E 21T i MODIS GPP = 14 ] 3.93PgC
yr' (Zhao et al., 2005) . 6 £E PRI NEP #9154 0.10PgC yr™, ZZ{k & M-0.20 |
0.32PgC yr, Z{HfKT Chenetal. (2011) L[ 0.148PgC yrt, {HEEIT Xiao et al.

(2011) ¥EAL-0.4PgC yrt (£5.4) .

5 R, [ X e A g AL, S T LI R MIC-TEM

B R 77 0 A K i B ARk e s

% 5.4 2000-2005 £E GPP, NPP #1 NEP MIC-TEM #EBUEHILER (B2 PgCyrh)
Table 5.4 MIC-TEM estimated annual GPP, NPP, and NEP across the conterminous United States
over 2000-2005. The units of the carbon dynamics are PgC yr*

HﬂL]‘(EﬂYe(a:f) GPP NPP NEP
2000 2.02 1.85 -0.20
2001 2.34 2.06 0.32
2002 3.03 1.81 -0.16
2003 2.44 2.12 0.25
2004 2.98 1.38 0.24
2005 2.12 1.20 0.18

(A\il,}Z:aEge) 2.48 1.73 0.10
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% 55 AENHEEEREER
Table 5.5 Comparison of carbon dynamics between estimated and other existing estimates of
deciduous and evergreen forest ecosystem in the conterminous United States

15 GPP 15 NPP 14 NEP
ik 2R BFA] (2 (Mean Annual (Mean Annual (Mean Annual
(Estimated Method) (References) (Year) GPP) NPP) NEP)
(PgC yrH (PgCyrH (PgCyrH
SAT-TEM A4 fiti 5 Chenetal.  2000-2005 2.78 1.22 0.148
(2011) ;
TEM 7Y it 550 McGuireetal ~ 2000-2005 1.17
(1992) ;
MOD17 & & H R Zhao et al 2000-2005 3.93 1.66
(2006) ;
Running et al.
(2004)
EC-MOD [a] 5534 Xiao et al. 2001-2006 1.68 -0.4
(2008) ;
Xiao et al.
(2011)

5.7 AEMS

MIC—TEM #RFEE | Ry 5 TEEMAEM AR MR MR, HHAEE T+
BRI FEXT Ry WIR20a o SRT, T P AE T A8 A 1T B8 2 LA S 7 W G O AU () A%
1k (Bradford et al., 2008, 2010), Ff HAAMIREI& LR nT B IR AL, AR K LA K
IR AL FE R (Billings and Ballantyne, 2013). IX S84 4 ()it FE % A 9 A0 & (E
B E R T

JUE R I S5 M AEAE R BRI, {H & MIC—TEM BRI 45 BAT R B A5 .
BT AT B T AR X AR s 1 R T R P e DA B T D 5 e T DA g T - 3k
PERIRE RS, H H S FT I IR e B A B I R AR SRR A 3RO R
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A7 R G5 IE & (Eliasson et al., 2005, Allison et al., 2010, Wieder et al., 2013, Hopkins
etal., 2014). Pk, 7EA% G0 HIBA IR MBS tRon N 3B B A= 1) s S A ) 28 v i
AR RGBS AR IE T EE

5.8 ARE/NG

REBHT TEM SR i H R R FRIPR e, 724 7B aL Rl MIC-TEM #E
R, SGHEREEAT T RURYE M. FIF AmeriFlux st 55 80E R IE S 5AE T MIC-TEM
RS BR R RE /7, I 5 e s SR A R T HE. BURIE T SRR fE
MIC-TEM B, WML FTEGIE Ry R/ BEZ5 R R . MIC-TEM #44w]
DR LT A3 K Bl AR AR AR S R i S04k s % b g 3R BH: AT AR A MIC-TEM
B T S [ K Bl AR AR AR 2 R il R AL 3
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BARE  TRFFIERXSIRIERANED N

AFFIFH MIC-TEM B8, 454 STM AU T S8l 5t Bl 736K
B AR ARAE S R4 10cm )= RSB AE ) 3 FRIFI (Ry) BL A Rl 5 06 05 3 A4 1R i J9
AEHRMEEHR (D W5 MIC-TEM BRIFIRRIAE 11; (2) EBRG AR
T Ry Sl EBIELL;  (2) SAEBIXT ARG Ry FE TR,

6.1 TEM i=REH 2006 F£3 2100 FEHME S R G T IE S FHIFIE X
SARE =AM R

PRFPAS [R) S S AR Ryg DA B B3 6] <A A8 A P i )92 & AN [R] 1)« 7E RCP 2.6

SRS SR, BULNAEYY Ry 1E 2070 JE 28I KOF 5 AR A B IR KA DR 1k

(r=0.85, p<0.05, n=94) . B T2 REM TP, BAHKIFE) GPP H1 NPP A& H) %18 1
1, 2090s J5 U TFE (& 6.1a. c ; BIUHIEY) NEP 4122811, 2090s 5 NEP
g IS (& 6.1e) o #£ RCP 8.5 A fikif s, BLWEY Ry 5 RCP 2.6 BN
Ry A AL AS (b a3, TS 4E ) GPPNPP Al NEP EHLH 7 3N k%4 (14 6.1a.
c. &), TEM BRI RCP 8.5 UMl & o B S piE & 5 T~ RCP 2.6 U1 5t
(RIS R IE &

6.2 MIC-TEM tREIEH) 2006 FF 2100 FHRMESRELIEZFIT
e ot S0 15 2= H Ml )2

FEAHFEAREALS TE] N, MIC—TEM AR I T ANE T TEM SRS R (B
6.1 #16.2) o 7 95 “EHIRAUINT [A) Py, PRAH 054 S B4 S) GPP A NPP AT K . RCP
8.5 Ml 5 T, BT 4 Ry 7 2010s HHRd G I, 53 4E35 NEP SR F%; 2020s
JEAER) NEP 21818 K, XA 541 NPP B #HA1ML (6.2, j) « 5 RCP85%A
1A SR A Y NEP SEHC- 3 M L, RCP 2.6 SR 1S S IEIL4EY) NEP i T4E 1Y
Ry 05, SEILHBB SIS . TEM BAF MIC—TEM BAL, LA B4
BH FAAEAFE . ol RCP 8.5 At s, MIC—TEM HEAIEL 1434 GPP. NPP
A NEP 73 %I Eb TEM BB 45 575 0.98, 0.42 1 0.34PgC yrt, MIC-TEM AL
PR Ry b TEM BRI 45 55 0.07PgC yrt. RCP 2.6 S f&1% 5, MIC—TEM
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RERUREA AR 1Y Ry 45 B EE TEM BRI 0.05PgC yrt, 1 MIC—TEM U F1 TEM £
UL A2 NEP #1122 17.1PgC.
) T T T T

K 6.1 RCP26 Sf%I&®, &1 GPP, NPP, NEP, Ra, Ry, SOC, VEGC BfE)ZE{k: TEM 5!
(av Cv ey gy iv ke m) F1MIC-TEM #&&! (b, d\ f. hy ju I\ n)
(BT 5 FiFaiFy; ERY NEP KRR, A NEP KRR
Fig. 6.1 Under the RCP 2.6 scenario, temporal variability in the conterminous Unite States for mean
GPP, NPP, NEP, R, Ry, SOC, VEGC with TEM (a, c, e, g, i, k, m) and MIC-TEM (b, d, f, h,j, I, n)
from 2006 to 2100. The dark thicker lines are 5-year running averages to show the trends. Positive NEP
values represent carbon sinks while negative values represent carbon sources
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¥ 6.2 RCP 85 Sf&i&ESR, 1 GPP, NPP, NEP, Ra, Ry, SOC, VEGC B}j8)ZE{k: TEM #&H!
(av Cv ey gv iv kv m) F1MIC-TEM #&& (b, dv f. hy ju 1. n)
(B K5 FiBshTEY; ERI NEP RETRRE, 5189 NEP RFTRRIR)

Fig. 6.2 Under the RCP 8.5 scenario, temporal variability from 2006 to 2100 in the conterminous Unite
States for mean GPP, NPP, NEP, Ra, Ry, SOC, VEGC with TEM(a, ¢, e, g, i, k, m)and MIC-TEM(b ,d,
f, h,j, 1, n) from 2006 to 2100. The dark thicker lines are 5-year running averages to show the trends.
Positive NEP values represent carbon sinks while negative values represent carbon sources

6.3 TEM #&R&!FN MIC—TEM #RERIUK T IEZFFIFRETHHT L
B EE 45

£ TEM B rh, Ry FIREFLRE T Q0 1 SOC B A/ (. 5.4) . K 6.3 £ TEM
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BB Ry 21522105 MIC—TEM B Ry A AL S (K] 6.3, d Al
6.4c. d) . TEM HERIBHN Ry JeZIgIGK, JFE TR, WML Ry, 7
A Uik w11 A B AR AE . K RCP 8.5 A {545 SR ) SOC(r=0.82; p<0.05,
n=24) F+IEEE (r=0.77; p<0.05, n=24) {H# = (Kl 6.3a. b A 6.4a. b) , FTLA
RCP 8.5 A f1% 5 TEM HEBHAUE] Ry iR T RCP 2.6 MR IE S IRULE . 7E Qoo 18
Arhr, 10em )2 1) Quo 1B BE 3585 B A FH S T B N . SR E MIC-TEM &84k, R
TR ERFEAAE, T RIS TS, Ry MEUE 298> (Eliasson et al.,
2005) .

7E MIC-TEM HBI,  H T Al oA e K/ NARBL, PRI S A1 SO Ry
K/NAETE (P 6.4c, d) o T Ry 6F 39800 B vy P e )9 3 22 R R o 25 B 1 AR Ak
FH I e Bl HH o] s PR Bl e Y EE 22V (Elliasson et al., 2005)

PR L R M IRE T N —5T A 0T I, Ry 5 3R B3 W B A
KMt (Zhou et al., 2010) . #ATAT, TEM REAURALILE SRR 2 39800 B A T 1X AN X (]
i, Ry 53R EARE B S A (r=0.65; p<0.05, n=470) . K, 7FHEd—
A hEiE TEM BERUBTL AL 221

6.4 THEESHEMEVEEFERMTBERFITFREDLHTN

LR E S

AR AR, Ry 5 3R R < R B I R B AR AT AR A
(Bradford et al., 2010; Davidson et al., 2012) . K& LR LY ERHEY Ry bl
FHAESRE TS G TR E RS R T S T AR

4 6.4 & 9]: RCP 2.6 Al RCP 8.5 "M A AU 1) LR E VW R T PEAR (L AR 1k
B, KRMARAR. X5 Xu et al., (2014) WMIAISERE—S00 . B Ry B
RikB|EEE, KORENRIME, BT RIFREEYEEREN, 33 Ry K1
i (Hopkins etal., 2014) (R?=0.67) ([ 6.4c. d) . KN4 TH S Sl P 1)
JngEl, Mg — A2 AR B E  (Ostroumov and Siegert, 1996; Hanson et al., 2003;
Hubbard et al., 2005) (& 6.49. h) .

7 A6y, RyisEIEEE, X5 LEERBESEMHELE (& 6.4a b . 8 9
H Ryl T Feix 5 L e B R #4211 (R?=0.71) (Davidson et al., 2012)
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(K 6.4c. d) « HTARMAEMKIR (Davidson et al., 2012) , R HIIL K
AN Ry LA & RN R8T, AR B Rk ELERZRE, JFHEHAT
PAERF A 0 57 R VPR 4k 4216 4T (Raich etal., 1991) o FTLL, AT S EF0 1 AR
AN AR Y AR B AV s, TD AR TR R A AL RS FE

200

E
(g2 C m mon‘l)

10

Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun July dug 3ep Oct Mov Dec Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun July Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec

6.3 RCP26 (a. c) #85 (b, d) KIFER
TEM REEL R FIHIRBIIRE, FHRFRFTHTL
Fig. 6.3 Seasonal variability for mean soil organic carbon pool, Ry under the RCP 2.6 (a, ¢) and 8.5

(b, d) scenario with TEM
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6.4 RCP26 (a, c\ ey g) #185 (by dv f. h) SiFEFRE, MIC-TEM ERUEIAY T 18
mE, RAFR, HIRHEYE, BEYESFTHTEN
Fig.6.4 Seasonal variability for mean soil temperature, Ry, soil microbial biomass, enzyme biomass
under the RCP 2.6 (a, c,e,g) and 8.5 (b, d, f, h) scenario with MIC-TEM

6.5 iTit
6.5.1 MIC-TEM R &!dh 13,2 FF T R, AYZZ M

TELL Qo 5TAEY AT SRR T3 S pii il rh, HIER R — MR EEN S
¥ (Davidson et al., 2012; Allision et al., 2012) . 4R, £FH AR A+ 15808 B Je 73
W RIS AT L D R AN ] o 7 Quo B R, SRR I 2 i 5 H 38R EE ) T i e
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(Eliasson et al., 2005; Davidson et al., 2006) . tbin, 7& TEM #i% A fF RCP 8.5 K
i 55 S5 R FE Ry, HOPTAAUM) Ry 57 T RCP 2.6 BH4UL Ry (1 6.3) o 7ETAEY)
MU R, - $58 JB BRSO e 5 Jod A /0O, DT D435 1) 52 i 358 55 73 PR ) R/
(Davdison et al., 2006) . =13 FEXF Ry XM a1 H2 1 8200w DLAERE A4 SOLC Xt 4
SIRE R Ry B INBUK (B 5.3) o B FIEREYHLEEEE AL SOLC X IRE
BB, LR EKIAXY Ry B0t A] AR G IS0 . FH R SEEG S5 SRR IR
X Ry F 520 [ 26 B 18] A ZE K995 (Luo et al., 2001; Treseder et al., 2012) . A& A
FLRM: R RCP 8.5 15ttt IR =T RCP 2.6, {HZ7E MR M5 T7 % T LU
AT Ry AL A S XN RAI) (B 6.4) o IXANGE IS AT DAIGAIE [ ) S 06 =5 45 5
BIELEERT Ry BRI 00 2 BT 1R, BEE A VDRV YR S R&E B AR 9, Ry CAE AN 32
BB (B 6.4) o HilESLie =Wt R AR MR vE T il i Uk B 5 e
WAL AL (Wei et al., 2014) o QUERIXAEEIREAL, A 1FRA TS A AR AL I AR
VDREVR IR B, 5 IR R AE R R 52, TR 706 Ry BRI 520

TERMAEINLEEE A S, AR A (CUBE) 22— N EZENSEUF HE SR
fERAMRFR (Tangetal., 2014) o 28T, HITHIAFLRE: CUE 5ERKZ MR
K FR (Tang et al,, 2014) o FIHON T /DB KA €, £ MIC-TEM &AL b
BA LI CUE fEATHE Ry 2480, T M Ocm 2| 15cm 2R LAY & F
= InEf E FT ASRATTEL 10cm 2 ) Ry AF AN AR RS R 4010 L3 R IR IR CShi
etal., 2006) .

6.5.2 AHEMDTH

MIC-TEM HAIFFFELRE (Ea) BCAREHERE ST WA MmA L. SR, £
DU AE AR, Ea A IR AT AL, IF BANF R REE YRR R RE K
NRAFR . FrUEARSKREIB Y, Ea BTHE R ESIRE, YRR d L — Mok
A, PR e B HE AR A A T

FHN s BRI R B AE YIRS R R AR, R U M kR T
A4t (Davidson et al., 2012) . FrLAMERUZEYIREE T, —EFAEAFEERMEY &
Peo Bl SEVERUAED R, SREMAE R E AR TR E YRR, T DRGSR A=)
IR ERURE . IS RERI A L E Y B AR A, BUERE R BOR S R AL R BRI R
ORI BC SR 1 BORSCRE o X TAR 0 X 0 s A= 0 57 TR PR A P DA B BF St A A2
GAIE ST (RERCE-E SR = S

71



e T PRI ) 3 S TR IR G 1 S B (I T

6.6 AEF/NG

AN IE G B MIC-TEM B, | IPCC RCP 2.6 £ 8.5 S fiff 5t FREK
BERR A R G Ry URBRGE B SR S . EZLE R

(1DRCP 8.5 A fith 5+, MIC—TEM LAY ) GPPLNPP F1 NEP 43 %Itk TEM
RREFI R0 25 5 0 0.98, 0.42 A1 0.34PgC yr, MIC-TEM HEARURERL ) Ry b TEM A5
B4 S 0.07PgC yrts ifii RCP 2.6 S 15, MIC—TEM BRI Ry 45 R
TEM HAIK 0.05PgC yrt.

(2OMIC-TEM FERUBALL Ry 5 k38 B0 U 15 357 R I B & - RCP 2.6 A1 RCP 8.5
SAEfE B, FEY GPP Al NPP A K . RCP 8.5 A (&t 5t M T4E1 Ry 7F 2010s
IR N, SEGE NEP 28 N F%; 2020s /5414 NEP ZE1EH K. XM aRs
5 NPP EH AL, 5 RCP 8.5 “URIE S EY) NEP B K% AHEL, RCP 2.6
ARG SR NEP 1 T4E88 Ry BOsh, SEOL IS &

(3) P UtE b MIC-TEM BB Ry A& % AHLL. MIC-TEM 54!
B Ry B RS B e fE, FOR B iR AA
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BLtE ENHFILSRE

7.1 FEER

(DR IE G 1) STM BLRY AT DU SE K fil AR AR S 2R 40 3380 B I A i 35
61 A1) 10cm 2 HIRIR E T = 0.2°C 5 20em 243 3R T+ = 0.3°C 5 50cm
T EEY IR ST 1.2°C,

(2) 35 3R AL 7 A s b P =A% 1) T 8 I 8 s Y V0 R 2 i X K
FARAE S 38R B A X SR A 2 E P R SRS R 2 M, PR BA . R Afr SR 5 R M
SINIAZ T A s ot v A 35 3R B 43 A 16 S5 1B R AV X, AR v i L Bk Bk
PNATANARIAE JE M

(3) 61 AT [B] Py, 3 [ 7 e S s X A v 5 ML, AR e h gy S DA R B £
I R A 35 3 B S T R AR VA 3 s S T 1 S e XN oR A JE S0 4 1) - 48 0 R S 0
AR . SRR X B PG LE M, B Rz B AN TR R M A R A R
AV R PEIbH X RN, JCIERMb N A R SRt M 4 35 - 38 52 AR IR 1)
kN

(4) MIC -TEM #& 1, SOLC X ifs BEBBUR M = T Ry B UM, I Ho 4%
T6L P A4 H] SOLC FERI K/, [A1FERZMH Ry. MIC-TEM #5175 8 A5 0L i & DA K
1 Ry B2

(5) MIC-TEM #5 ARUAR AL ik e &%) A 17 5 ma B /2 : RCP 2.6 A1 RCP 8.5 < {i
&5, 4% GPP A NPP R K. RCP 8.5 S fEfs =, W14 Ry #E 2010s
WIRGER I, SEUEY NEP 28 FF&; 2020s JG4EH) NEP S8 K. XM Eh H5E
1 NPP &# #H1EL. 5 RCP 8.5 A fig i s S 4LL 1) - 35 NEP 38K & #AH L, RCP 2.6 &
15 SR EEY) NEP HI BB shi#a %y

(6) B R Ry WAZABE S L3 FE 0 mnm s B M A iR B2 1)
THEMTBEMK . MIC-TEM BEAIRINK Ry B Rk Bl i, KR BN IR .

7.2 GFhzA

A AmeriFlux 3 i BEEEZIE T STM BERY, JFR TR IE 5 1) STM B RIRLL 1 H
RER ARG IR LN B ATRFIE, R4S T A F R R I e AR AR R
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BNl R R AN E 1

W T LI RN, HRBEYSE, EUERE, RNV IERERH
UG B SR, R 2RI A A R AN e

74 [RE

TR R AL, IR, AARASA A RV An AT 52 LA K Bl A A
s A 25 R gehiE & B D, UV R A LR E Y 5 IR AR
N T FEBESRA, N 2 AR E VIR A2 A5 R G R A AL AW o

IR ) A T L R RS R AR B0 AL, T L2 Rt A P DR A AR
IR TSR A, JEHRE I T SR VE R R o AN 2 A FE R AN R A7 SR BRI A S
NI SRR O T ARG 2R 5 T B

IR S EAEYIECR, . M. FAER. WEASE. BERYIE
(s A RT ARG I S8 AR MR v OB S PR R . R, RS B AR
SOCHRE LA SR S ALK, RN g AR EYI R R A s 1k

TR B BT B o A T R AR 2 B S R AR A v ) S AR 2y,
NEFANRAD R LSRG EFEANZ LAY B, B RS R50)
SRILHI AT 5K Quo K AU L IEIP I R - IA LB 0 18, A B &AM R
i A S RNE o DB RE T AR IR 3R RN I AR 2 R G R el S sl S, th R
I8 TR, SRR Ho LR R R L A 5 8RR S AL BRIR LT v 3K
B2, BEEEEE, JRE RN AT R T RN SRR A R, I ARG AR G Y
fal; EAE LB TIRAEOLN, IR OO Bl AG 1 SRR T 1 i
B BRI, B REEAT AR TR . eAh, BT RS RGBT B
T RR BRI T, AR MBS R R 0% . i — e IR
PRBCORIAE, GEFEIE IR BELHERN L . WERERETI5m . 5 A e S b 1 s
WA, WD OB IR RS RS S

T A I BAT AR A 2 RN [ I 45 5 4E Michaelis-Menten 77 f%
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2001 10.77 10.73 9.36 9.40
2002 10.45 10.50 9.10 9.13
2003 10.86 10.81 9.47 9.49
2004 10.67 10.47 9.27 9.29
2005 10.89 10.81 9.51 9.51
2006 11.07 11.22 9.56 9.56
2007 10.65 10.40 9.32 9.36
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2008 10.13 9.84 8.90 8.94

97



e T PRI ) 3 S TR IR G 1 S B (I T

Miz 2 1948 & F| 2008 &£, KEFFHIEHRE

B (7] A RKFENE (mm) HERBEWE (mm)
1948 47.66 102.18
1949 54.52 110.44
1950 51.95 86.19
1951 52.10 98.96
1952 46.60 82.78
1953 45.86 92.62
1954 39.54 89.63
1955 37.78 114.93
1956 39.78 82.10
1957 36.76 93.25
1958 39.23 93.85
1959 42.02 96.69
1960 42.26 84.50
1961 41.33 82.37
1962 37.96 81.46
1963 26.82 68.46
1964 43.75 66.41
1965 43.91 77.04
1966 50.10 64.33
1967 48.65 79.82
1968 56.45 76.33
1969 67.35 74.89
1970 48.27 66.35
1971 59.59 68.24
1972 56.14 68.86
1973 55.32 81.40
1974 50.67 71.83
1975 50.85 83.81
1976 35.14 68.55
1977 40.43 77.24
1978 53.05 80.99
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1979
1980
1981
1982
1983
1984
1985
1986
1987
1988
1989
1990
1991
1992
1993
1994
1995
1996
1997
1998
1999
2000
2001
2002
2003
2004
2005
2006
2007
2008

51.36
45.42
38.34
58.15
55.61
43.76
33.42
45.92
48.10
3431
32.88
47.62
39.04
46.41
48.61
45.82
46.51
56.79
50.19
61.26
50.51
40.69
42.50
45.37
46.19
47.03
50.48
44.33
46.00
46.67

92.86
71.46
94.50
93.27
100.30
104.99
85.95
106.66
109.70
91.75
106.97
85.81
104.88
111.21
116.58
105.41
112.68
94.43
108.60
98.96
81.54
70.65
91.87
110.16
105.80
101.49
106.66
101.49
106.66
110.16
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M3 BXFH=SEESTERE

I [f) TRRE HIERZ (10em)  HHERE(20cm)  HIERZ (50em)
1948 21.21 18.05 15.89 15.79
1949 21.45 18.95 16.66 16.55
1950 20.47 18.05 15.89 15.79
1951 20.96 18.55 16.30 16.20
1952 21.76 19.22 16.89 16.79
1953 21.54 19.01 16.72 16.61
1954 21.42 18.97 16.68 16.58
1955 21.26 18.81 16.53 16.43
1956 21.42 18.92 16.68 16.58
1957 21.35 18.82 16.57 16.47
1958 21.51 18.98 16.72 16.62
1959 21.78 19.16 16.85 16.75
1960 21.66 19.11 16.82 16.72
1961 21.85 19.12 16.87 16.76
1962 20.90 18.49 16.26 16.16
1963 21.29 18.88 16.64 16.54
1964 21.14 18.69 16.46 16.36
1965 20.61 18.17 16.00 15.90
1966 21.26 18.81 16.57 16.46
1967 21.08 18.55 16.34 16.24
1968 20.80 18.35 16.13 16.03
1969 2141 18.93 16.67 16.57
1970 21.80 19.19 16.90 16.79
1971 21.36 18.77 16.53 16.43
1972 21.09 18.58 16.36 16.26
1973 21.38 18.84 16.56 16.46
1974 21.23 18.69 16.48 16.38
1975 2091 18.48 16.25 16.15
1976 20.72 18.33 16.15 16.05
1977 21.85 19.25 16.95 16.85
1978 21.38 18.87 16.60 16.49
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1979
1980
1981
1982
1983
1984
1985
1986
1987
1988
1989
1990
1991
1992
1993
1994
1995
1996
1997
1998
1999
2000
2001
2002
2003
2004
2005
2006
2007
2008

21.05
21.71
21.61
20.89
21.44
2141
21.35
21.64
21.31
22.15
21.26
21.66
21.54
20.53
20.59
22.20
21.52
21.94
20.97
21.78
21.28
21.72
22.01
22.11
22.23
21.04
21.90
22.57
22.02
21.46

18.62
19.20
19.05
18.46
18.90
18.86
18.82
19.02
18.86
19.49
18.78
19.12
19.03
18.16
18.25
19.53
18.99
19.29
18.55
19.33
18.77
19.20
19.45
19.46
19.57
18.60
19.34
19.87
19.40
18.89

16.40
16.89
16.75
16.25
16.62
16.60
16.58
16.74
16.56
17.16
16.54
16.81
16.73
15.99
15.99
17.22
16.67
17.00
16.34
17.00
16.48
16.92
17.14
17.13
17.25
16.37
16.99
17.50
17.09
16.63

16.30
16.78
16.65
16.15
16.51
16.50
16.48
16.63
16.46
17.05
16.44
16.71
16.62
15.89
15.89
17.11
16.56
16.89
16.24
16.89
16.38
16.82
17.04
17.02
17.15
16.27
16.88
17.39
16.98
16.53
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i 4 BREH=[REMTRRE

i} ] TRURE TIEEE (10cm)  E3EEE(R0cm)  HIEEE (50cm)
1948 -0.35 2.50 2.34 1.10
1949 -1.19 0.67 0.62 1.10
1950 1.03 2.61 2.43 1.10
1951 0.29 2.61 2.43 2.20
1952 0.96 2.01 1.89 2.20
1953 2.33 2.88 2.73 2.89
1954 2.19 2.63 2.53 2.73
1955 -0.36 1.24 1.32 1.67
1956 0.81 1.86 181 2.11
1957 131 2.19 2.14 2.43
1958 1.01 1.82 1.92 2.13
1959 0.75 1.75 1.78 2.05
1960 -0.69 0.71 0.83 2.05
1961 0.93 1.75 1.78 2.04
1962 0.37 1.37 1.47 1.80
1963 -0.84 0.65 0.92 1.26
1964 0.06 1.36 1.40 1.69
1965 1.08 2.07 2.05 2.32
1966 -0.56 1.15 1.21 1.55
1967 0.74 1.74 1.75 2.03
1968 -0.24 0.93 111 145
1969 0.37 1.24 1.32 1.64
1970 0.66 1.49 1.61 1.91
1971 0.41 1.10 1.61 1.91
1972 -0.25 121 1.26 1.64
1973 0.46 1.41 1.42 1.73
1974 0.79 1.72 1.67 1.98
1975 0.69 1.75 1.72 2.02
1976 1.15 1.81 1.89 2.15
1977 0.16 1.07 1.26 1.59
1978 -1.56 0.05 0.26 0.73

102



1979
1980
1981
1982
1983
1984
1985
1986
1987
1988
1989
1990
1991
1992
1993
1994
1995
1996
1997
1998
1999
2000
2001
2002
2003
2004
2005
2006
2007
2008

-1.33
1.07
1.84

-0.13
0.31
0.75

-1.51
1.95
1.29
0.10

-0.86
1.09
1.74
1.55

-0.03
0.80
2.10
0.96
0.72
2.17
2.63
131
0.85
1.80
1.35
0.74
1.52
2.07
0.07
0.13

0.16
2.05
2.52
1.29
1.48
1.48
0.41
2.62
2.00
1.25
0.87
2.06
2.24
231
1.39
191
2.66
2.20
2.05
2.68
3.05
2.25
1.64
2.26
2.38
2.06
2.66
3.14
1.62
1.52

0.33
2.10
2.52
1.34
1.34
1.47
0.59
2.55
1.95
1.34
1.00
1.92
2.18
2.23
1.42
1.95
2.59
2.16
2.02
2.52
291
2.25
161
2.16
2.39
2.07
2.56
2.96
1.59
151

0.77
2.34
2.69
1.69
161
1.81
1.02
2.75
2.17
1.67
1.38
2.22
2.43
2.47
177
221
2.80
2.44
2.27
2.72
3.07
2.49
191
2.38
2.58
2.31
2.78
3.12
1.92
1.86
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% 2

SCE-UA 2R IS

global BESTX BESTF ICALL PX PF

% Initialize SCE parameters:

nopt=length(x0);

npg=2*nopt+1;

nps=nopt+1,;

nspl=npg;

mings=ngs;

npt=npg*ngs;

bound = bu-bl;

% Create an initial population to fill array x(npt,nopt):
rng(iseed);

x=zeros(npt,nopt);

for i=1:npt;

(i,:)=bl+rand(1,nopt).*bound,

end;

if iniflg==1; x(1,:)=x0; end;

nloop=0;

icall=0;

for i=1:npt;

xf(i) = myfunctn(nopt,x(i,:),Mreffile);

icall =icall +1

fid = fopen('opt.log','a");

fprintf(fid,'icall=%d outof npt=%d\n\n",icall,npt);
fclose(fid);

end;

fO=xf(1);

% Sort the population in order of increasing function values;
[xf,idx]=sort(xf);

x=x(idx,:);

% Record the best and worst points;
bestx=x(1,:); bestf=xf(1);

worstx=x(npt,:); worstf=xf(npt);

BESTF=bestf; BESTX=Dbestx;ICALL=icall;

% Compute the standard deviation for each parameter
xnstd=std(x);

% Computes the normalized geometric range of the parameters
gnrng=exp(mean(log((max(x)-min(x))./bound)));
disp('The Initial Loop: 0);

disp([BESTF :'num2str(bestf)]);
disp([BESTX : ' num2str(bestx)]);
disp([WORSTF : ' num2str(worstf)]);
disp([WORSTX : ' num2str(worstx)]);

disp(");
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% Check for convergency;

if icall >= maxn;

icall

disp(*** OPTIMIZATION SEARCH TERMINATED BECAUSE THE LIMIT";
disp('ON THE MAXIMUM NUMBER OF TRIALS ");

disp(maxn);

disp(HAS BEEN EXCEEDED. SEARCH WAS STOPPED AT TRIAL NUMBER:");
disp(icall);

disp('OF THE INITIAL LOOP!);

end;

if gnrng < peps;

disp(THE POPULATION HAS CONVERGED TO A PRESPECIFIED SMALL
PARAMETER SPACE));

end;

% Begin evolution loops:

nloop = 0;

criter=[];

criter_change=1e+5;

while icall<maxn & gnrng>peps & criter_change>pcento;
nloop=nloop+1;

% Loop on complexes (sub-populations);

for igs = 1: ngs;

% Partition the population into complexes (sub-populations);
k1l=1:npg;

k2=(k1-1)*ngs+igs;

cx(k1,:) = x(k2,);

cf(kl) = xf(k2);

% Evolve sub-population igs for nspl steps:

for loop=1:nspl;

% Select simplex by sampling the complex according to a linear
% probability distribution

lcs(1) = 1;

for k3=2:nps;

for iter=1:1000;

Ipos = 1 + floor(npg+0.5-sqrt((npg+0.5)"2 - npg*(npg+1)*rand));
idx=find(lcs(1:k3-1)==Ipos); if isempty(idx); break; end;

end;

Ics(k3) = Ipos;

end;

Ics=sort(Ics);

% Construct the simplex:

s = zeros(nps,nopt);

s=cx(lIcs,:); sf = cf(lcs);

[snew,fnew,icall]=cceua(s,sf,bl,bu,icall, maxn,Mreffile);
fid=fopen(‘opt.log','a’);

fprintf(fid,'igs=%d outof ngs=%d, loop=%d outof nspl=%d, icall=%d maxn=%d gnrng=%f,
peps=%f criter_change=%f pcento=%f\n\n',igs,ngs,loop,nspl,icall,maxn,gnrng,peps,criter_
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change,pcento);
fclose(fid);
% Replace the worst point in Simplex with the new point:
s(nps,:) = snew; sf(nps) = fnew;
% Replace the simplex into the complex;
cx(lcs,:) =s;
cf(lcs) = sf;
% Sort the complex;
[cf,idx] = sort(cf); cx=cx(idX,:);
% End of Inner Loop for Competitive Evolution of Simplexes
end;
% Replace the complex back into the population;
x(k2,:) = cx(k1,:);
xf(k2) = cf(kl);
% End of Loop on Complex Evolution;
end;
% Shuffled the complexes;
[xf,idx] = sort(xf); x=x(idx,:);
PX=x; PF=xf;
% Record the best and worst points;
bestx=x(1,:); bestf=xf(1);
worstx=x(npt,:); worstf=xf(npt);
BESTX=[BESTX;bestx]; BESTF=[BESTF;bestf];ICALL=[ICALL;icall];
% Compute the standard deviation for each parameter
xnstd=std(x);
% Computes the normalized geometric range of the parameters
gnrng=exp(mean(log((max(x)-min(x))./bound)));
disp(['Evolution Loop: ' num2str(nloop) * - Trial - ' num2str(icall)]);
disp(['BESTF : ' num2str(bestf)]);
disp('BESTX : ' num2str(bestx)]);
disp([WORSTF : ' num2str(worstf)]);
disp('WORSTX : ' num2str(worstx)]);
disp(" );
% Check for convergency;
if icall >= maxn;
disp(*** OPTIMIZATION SEARCH TERMINATED BECAUSE THE LIMIT";
disp([ON THE MAXIMUM NUMBER OF TRIALS ' num2str(maxn) ' HAS BEEN
EXCEEDED!Y));
end;
if gnrng < peps;
disp(THE POPULATION HAS CONVERGED TO A PRESPECIFIED SMALL
PARAMETER SPACE));
end;
criter=[criter;bestf];
if (nloop >= kstop);
criter_change=abs(criter(nloop)-criter(nloop-kstop+1))*100;
criter_change=criter_change/mean(abs(criter(nloop-kstop+1:nloop)));
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if criter_change < pcento;

disp([THE BEST POINT HAS IMPROVED IN LAST ' num2str(kstop) ' LOOPS BY ', ...
'LESS THAN THE THRESHOLD ' num2str(pcento) '%1):

disp(CONVERGENCY HAS ACHIEVED BASED ON OBJECTIVE FUNCTION
CRITERIAIT)

end;

end;

% End of the Outer Loops

end;

disp([SEARCH WAS STOPPED AT TRIAL NUMBER: ' num2str(icall)]);
disp([NORMALIZED GEOMETRIC RANGE =" num2str(gnrng)]);

disp([ THE BEST POINT HAS IMPROVED IN LAST ' num2str(kstop) ' LOOPS BY ', ...
numa2str(criter_change) '%1);

% END of Subroutine sceua

return;

CCE-UA R 15:

function [snew,fnew,icall]=cceua(s,sf,bl,bu,icall,maxn,Mreffile)
% This is the subroutine for generating a new point in a simplex
%  s(.,.) = the sorted simplex in order of increasing function values
%  s(.) = function values in increasing order

% LIST OF LOCAL VARIABLES

%  sb(.) = the best point of the simplex

%  sw(.) = the worst point of the simplex

%  w2(.) = the second worst point of the simplex

%  fw = function value of the worst point

%  ce(.) = the centroid of the simplex excluding wo

%  snew(.) = new point generated from the simplex

% iviol = flag indicating if constraints are violated

%=1, yes

%=0,no

[nps,nopt]=size(s);

n = nps;

m = nopt;

alpha = 1.0;

beta = 0.5;

% Assign the best and worst points:

sb=s(1,:); fb=sf(1);

sw=s(n,:); fw=sf(n);

% Compute the centroid of the simplex excluding the worst point:
ce=mean(s(1:n-1,));

% Attempt a reflection point

snew = ce + alpha*(ce-sw);

% Check if is outside the bounds:

ibound=0;

sl=snew-bl; idx=find(s1<0); if ~isempty(idx); ibound=1; end;
s1=bu-snew; idx=find(s1<0); if ~isempty(idx); ibound=2; end,
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if ibound >=1;

snew = bl + rand(1,nopt).*(bu-bl);

end;

fnew = myfunctn(nopt,snew,Mreffile);

icall =icall + 1;

% Reflection failed; now attempt a contraction point:
if fnew > fw;

snew = sw + beta*(ce-sw);

fnew = myfunctn(nopt,snew,Mreffile);

icall =icall + 1;

% Both reflection and contraction have failed, attempt a random point;
if fnew > fw;

snew = bl + rand(1,nopt).*(bu-bl);

fnew = myfunctn(nopt,snew,Mreffile);

icall = icall + 1;

end;

end;

% END OF CE

return;
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Sobol #U: 73 B AR :

pro = pro_Create();

pro = pro_AddInput(pro, @()pdf_Sobol([50 1500]), ‘Cmax’);

pro = pro_AddInput(pro, @()pdf_Sobol([20 600]), 'ki');

pro = pro_AddInput(pro, @()pdf_Sobol([20 600]), 'kc");%6[0.0377 0.2075]

pro = pro_AddInput(pro, @()pdf_Sobol([1.35 3.3633]), 'raq10a0');%[0.048 0.43]

pro = pro_AddInput(pro, @()pdf_Sobol([107-7.5 107-1.5]), 'kr);

pro = pro_AddInput(pro, @()pdf_Sobol([3.5e4 7.0e4]), 'EA_micup’);

pro = pro_AddInput(pro, @()pdf_Sobol([3.5e4 7.0e4]), 'Ea_Sx_f);

pro = pro_AddInput(pro, @()pdf_Sobol([3.5e4 7.0e4]), 'EA_SOC f");%[0.0377 0.2075]
pro = pro_AddInput(pro, @()pdf_Sobol([7.0e7 1.3e8]), 'Vmax_CO2_f");%][0.048 0.43]
pro = pro_AddInput(pro, @()pdf_Sobol([4.0e6 1.1e7]), 'Vmax_SOC _f");

pro = pro_AddInput(pro, @()pdf_Sobol([9.0e6 5.0e7]), 'Vmax_uptake_f);

pro = pro_SetModel(pro, @(p)ghao_mymaodel(p), ‘ghaoc_mymaodel’);

%purpose

pro.N = 50;

%http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Variance-based_sensitivity analysis

pro = GSA_Init(pro); %generating sobol sequence using [set 1 set2]

[S eS pro] = GSA_GetSy(pro,{1,2,3,4,5,6,7,8,9,10,11});

% [Stot eStot pro] = GSA_GetTotalSy(pro, {'paraml’, '‘param5'});
output=[pro.GSA.GSI(2"0) pro.GSA.GSI(2"1) pro.GSA.GSI(2"2) pro.GSA.GSI(2"3) ...
pro.GSA.GSI(2"4) pro.GSA.GSI(2"5) pro.GSA.GSI(2"*6) pro.GSA.GSI(2"7) ...
pro.GSA.GSI(2"8),pro.GSA.GSI(279),pro.GSA.GSI(2"10)];
output_error=[pro.GSA.eGSI(2"0) pro.GSA.eGSI(2"1) pro.GSA.eGSI(272) pro.GSA.eGSI
(2"3) ...

pro.GSA.eGSI(274) pro.GSA.eGSI(275) pro.GSA.eGSI(276) pro.GSA.eGSI(2"'7) ...
pro.GSA.eGSI(28),pro.GSA.eGSI(279),pro.GSA.eGSI(2710)];
fp=fopen(‘output.txt','w");

fori=1:11
fprintf(fp,'%f\t',output(i)); fprintf(fp,'%f\n',output_error(i));
end

fclose(fp);
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