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5L Leuning-Ball S AL-5 B (UALBHBT) B AL £ A,
sz RUBE BOE 2 R B — R & - 281 - <AL
S RE RS R R0-22 i S7 i B Leuning-Ball <,
LS AR T e 2 BB A BB BB SR B D AR SC D
e A M X A& /NFE O, % E Leuning-Ball F
Jarvis AL BRI S8, LOGH A RURSHE R R
B R F, FJ%E Leuning-Ball 1 Jarvis 17 )2 BT
FRUBE HEFHAR Y X6 B 156 31 7 A R 12 T A5 78 1 7
FHRLCH, Ui 2E 1 A A b SRy b X 5 22 BH e 56
R AALFENRT L.

1 MRS T5E

1.1 EG IX AL

fedu s X N TR E ) EERE X 2 —, MR
565 DX [ K R K E R 22 BF 5 BE R 2% 71 7K E TR 3 58 F
FEHEML LSS 39°37, K& 116°26)EEREL/NE-E
FORESAERI EEFP AL, A LI 58 F 2007~2008 4F- 1
2008~2009 4EA /N FEAE K ZEHAT. i X T
FRBEFRNAE, FFHRER 121, 2F KT
10 PAEREE R 4730, TCREISEY 185 d, 4x4F
H BRI4 294 2600 h. 0~100 cm AP+, V3
FH ) 47K 3 - HE 25 F 43510 30.58 %1 1.58 g cm ™.
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(1) Z&Hue ET. RARIEA L (3EE Campbell

Scientific 23 ®)IE, HITE AN

AET = jp, w4, (1)
K, ET WZEEE, mm s~ CRKBIEALTER, T kg™
Pu NS, kg m™s wAEE KGE ki, ms™; ¢/
SR K B Bk S E, g m™.

A5 2R FH 1 0 R DG ASOURIN 46 /N 22 A K 2R 1Y
B MR 4G A Bk DL S G . Y
PRI B 22 = N 3.1 m, SRR 10 Hz, GitF
Yt a] J& 30 min, CO, 3 17 P & 52 gk 47
WPL(Z % E Bk s B 15, 3G B ok 5 R iR
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(i) AT E . @eaE%E. EREMHXC
ASOURI T RPN, B AL B XS 50 43 1) 6 Rk B AU 48 /N7
YERAR AR, R Li-6400 oA VEFTIAE £ %8 (Li-
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KEAE 5 KIMEM B SALF B (g) . EHEHRHERP,).
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Z T Al — Y 3~4 R AN 8:00~16:00 % 2 /Nt
Wi 1w, B e 5 IR s, o SIS EE N
VI 22 /N T R g, P AV IR DR B 00 o 235

(i) PR A mARE S PEHL 10 BRAIRFENE
AOAE AR, 15 KM E FMR = (he) FH I AR FE E(LAT).
YW ik e AR RO o, i TR K < BE < 18 1E R 8K
B 7 A, AR R A 3 S A T RS 5k, B
1E ZBOE N 0.78.

(iv) WMt FEE. RH SunScan WEH RS
(Dynamax, Inc., USA)MEHE Y REL, FEL/NFEERK
MEECH, 4 15 RIME 1R, F 10:00~12:00 #2200 &
gtk J22 THL S R VS 35 1 0' & A 38 S O O 3 ME, i
Je ARl S Y - AR A, SRASE T R A
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(1) Leuning-Ball S ALSERKARL. i FAHIXIE
FEAUIK CO, WREEXT Ball < AL-5BEBAL Y R il [A] 2,
Leuning X Ball BRI FFT& 1E, #57 Leuning-Ball X,
L AR

P

= . + 8., 2
& ’n(C;—[U(L+VPI%/VPDO) S0 @

A, g B AILFE, mol m? s P, REOGEHR,
umol m™ s 77 J& CO, #M2 45, pmol mol™'; C M3
[l CO, ¥, pmol mol™'; VPD; J& M i i /K ¥ 22,
kPa; m Fl VPDo R 256 %L, geo TECAMEE ALY g,
{8, ARSI A LSRR 26].




(ii) Jarvis AL BRI, Jarvis INASFLFE
B2 LA EH Y, v <AL SR
X B — PR3 R s 0 S i A5 21 2 A4 IR 85 R [ B AR
ferst Xt B S AL S ERZES R, Yu 25 APkt
TR S, AT Jarvis 578, HIEE 4L
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VPD M MIKIEEZE, kPa; a, A R B
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z, =0.13n_, (13)
X, rg ARSI, s mY r L,
sm™y R, RS, Wm™; G O RIEHGE R, Wm™
IR E B, kPa T AR IR PR - 2
MIERE, kPa 7 C, WA RME R, T ke KT &
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A& A L
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L BN 1 FTs, 2007~2008 4EH1 2008~2009 44
INFZ e RSB T () R0 68 )2 BELATE () B H AR Al 3
TEAR R A4 & B Be (M) LA e SR B LR 440 F %
A —B AL, AR FEL/NE R SALE S
(ro)e T )2 BT (re), BB ST 318 0.85%~487.46% 1
—24.54%~223.26%. K HAEZ 5K 55 1) Friedman(F)
o 5 S AU A& /N Az i AL BH ) R el 2 BB Y H AR
e ib A7 25 ST (B 1), TS AR K R0 4 /N 22 LAY
H i B S FLBE ) FGeE 2 BASTAE @=0.05 7K I i 35 2%
SERHECH 4 4. Wik, iR PG R R KR L
PR ENREZS, R RIEN  AERE
SRR re, T BT REHARATSE.

2008 4F- 5 H 20 H 14 Wit 5= FLFH S R (A
1(b)), % ZI 5 5 52 43 51 R 378.76, 458.22 DL K
1134.38 s m™", [AII XG5 )2 0.45, 0.43 F10.13 ms™.
T B XA NP HA S AL BH g 5 A B O e S
2, DRI X R R 14 i< ALBH 7 B2 K.
IFi) B 2] 36 J2 BHL BT 5 A Ao 220 A0 55018 22 B DN, e 2
FHAL Y T2 TR A5G 30 min et P340 [a]
HEAT R, FR O DIt B RO ) 5 J22 R 2 ) R o
o (1) [ RS, ol Sk o 1 Py Bsf (i) IR e 4 [ B, 30 28
TR 49 1 ) e 4 70

3.2 MR RALSE BT R HEEIE

(1) MAAFLFEERIRRE. R 2007~2008
AL /N A B SN B O (n=990) % Leuning-Ball F1
Jarvis " AL FERIRI T 25082, 193] Leuning-
Ball B85 m=15.293, VPDy=0.657 kPa Fll g,,=0.123,
Jarvis B S8 0 =265.668 F1 =0.4. 1M 5L
BEADLE 5 S AR (8105 5 & (B 2) FIAS [A] <AL FE AR AR
PEMN G458 RR(F 1) W%, Leuning-Ball £ A A Jarvis
AR S0 (RN ASESOL(EL ) A O 2 B ARk 439 R 0.95
093, HiEZE(R) N 0.65 Fl 0.47, IR
(RMSE) & 0.08 1 0.09 mol m™? s, JFI4axfin
(AAE)} 0.06 F1 0.07 mol m™ s, HEAIAG M MEFE 5L
(EF)> 0.71 #10.61. Bk, Leuning-Ball # A4 Fl Jarvis
BRI B AT RUBTHL A /N Z i e ARAL 5 B % R 45 TR
FAJ ] 7

(i) MRS EMAEARRRUE.  FIH 2008~
2009 A4/ B SN E A (n=1440)%] Leuning-
Ball il Jarvis M F A fL S BEAN AR R FEA T 000, Fh i
A AL B 5 UE A -5 S [l )5 56 & (& 3) R[] <
LRI M L1145 45 (F8 1)W1, Leuning-Ball 51
TR Jarvis 15580 S RIS HDL(EL ] AH G 7 7% 1 AR 232 43
B8 1.06 1 0.84, iE REL(R)H 0.67 F10.18, #77

200 200
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- ) P=0.025| o~ © P=0.080 | -~ ® P=0.655
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] ] o
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R R R
= 507 //\/ = 501 = 501 =318
B B ~ -7 /]
r r r =Lk

8:00 10:00 12:00 14:00 16:00 8:00 10:00 12:00 14:00 16:00 8:00 10:00 12:00 14:00 16:00
ivig (h) ivig (h) N8 (h)

B SR HA/NEMH R SRILE NS R T H R A i 2
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1.0 1.0
(a) =X (b) =
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» 0.8 d w 0.8
Qe ° . L
g 0.64 . £ 06 sy
a S a ntee e
:Sé . 3 ety % - % -L:?.'! .
% 0.4 A e i) 0.4 oa T
s o koG s . N
F 02| 7 L i F 0.2 .
0.0 . ; . . 0.0 -—
0.0 0.2 0.4 06 0.8 1.0 0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
S SESAE (mol m*s) S3LSESINE (mol m?s7)
Bl 2 2007~2008 £ /NEE KM FRILSESIMESEIER RE
(a) Jarvis AL FJEAG B (b) Leuning-Ball < L5 Al AR R
1.0 1.0
(@) =9 (b)
—~ - 7 y=x
T 0.8 ’ T 0.84
[} [}
£ .. £ .
(—E) 0.6 iy -;-‘. ":'l.-.'l.‘ (—E) 0.6 L o
~ o .‘_-:"" - ol
gl -:. . i e = a A ..
M 15 - :" M 3 . .I-
iy : iy -
m 0.2 [ . = 0.2
r Pl r
00 T T T T 00 T T T T
0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
S3.SEIUE (mol m2s™) SSESIVE (mol m2s™")
B3 2008~2009 £ /NEERKIM RIS ESIESHEMERRE
(a) Jarvis SALFEEAGSBIAY; (b) Leuning-Ball AL S B A AR
F1 BMNENEZEERZHFRILZEENES ENER S T9
) RMSE AAE
b R (mol m2s™) (mol m2s™) ARE(%) EF
Leuning-Ball % 0.95 0.65 0.08 0.06 2.03 0.71
2007~2008 4F "
Jarvis HE %Y 0.93 0.47 0.09 0.07 3.46 0.61
Leuning-Ball 5 %1 1.06 0.67 0.10 0.09 1.53 0.55
2008~2009 4F
Jarvis Hi %Y 0.84 0.18 0.15 0.12 2.69 0.07

IR 2% (RMSE) A 0.10 F1 0.15 mol m™ 7!, P34 %t
2 (AAE)N 0.09 1 0.12 mol m™ s™', HE A & M5
B(EF)}y 0.55 F1 0.07. Leuning-Ball £ % GE 547 Jarvis
TR - e it TR A b M X 4% /N FE I AR L B R 3R
B K7 B e v A5 4k, Tarvis SR T OB-& A 366 5 A
KSR HRURBE S 2008~2009 4FE4&/NAZ I /S,
LS AR A Rs o, HAR S HOEA — AR B R

i, X85 Yu FAPTHRGEIAN 2 AR AR AL A Ak SRS
JEE AT il I TR RS SR, T T R R, 3~4
7 AR A ARG B AR AL
3.3 i 2R PUAE RIS IE

G55 N R4 /N2 T O R R it T FR R B GR
2), MJZEY Leuning-Ball Fl Jarvis REEHETFAIRL F
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F2 FREBHANZIHE RS &R E

ER THOLREL TR FR A
2008-05-05 0.69 5.01
2008-05-20 0.83 6.21
2008-06-11 0.78 4.83
2009-05-02 0.56 4.68
2009-05-08 0.69 5.73
2009-05-30 0.58 5.12

1 2007~2008 4F- F1 2008~2009 4E 4 /N4 1 5 W1 56 JZ BH
PO ST A X AR AT U8 UE,  H A /N AR K B R s
2 568 22 BH T S B 5 R AR fb 2ok A (] 4 n] i, 3
F Leuning-Ball AL 5 BEAL R 22 (1) 56 2 BH 04k S
R B R 5 S E ) H AL S AR — 2. AN
I7) 5 J22 B0 A BB R SR 58 -4 s (36 3) AT i, D)
H5 LB AT R RPR 3 1.01 F 1.12,
2 ZRECK 0.77 F10.46, ¥ HR 1258 23.37 f131.73
sm’!, SEHYEXTIRIE N 17.84 F123.38 s m™', AHXHR

2K 19.67%F1 32.10%, XFHFHT Leuning-Ball <,
L5 B AR AL 8 7 5 J 22 BH LA S AL (PR Leuning-
Ball 2T NS A i b, (BAE 7. 52
MHEERES, PIE iR 228, X WU Ll Leuning-
Ball AL SRR LA, L PAR 1E N R4 A
T RO HE TR e 3 22 T 9ef )2 PN K VR A i BEL
J1, KREELHOK . EHEZE R WM, 1M Penman-
Monteith J7 R HfE re B 0308 A & 1 2R BH ) 9 52
. A, Leuning-Ball < LS BEA LN #l A 135K
SR, P K Ay haa X B R AL SRR,
Egea %5 NS () B AT L EE — 051 AK 43 Wrad K
T4, G T EO A RS S ARG R,

I TF Jarvis AL T AR L (1) 5L 2 BB AR BB AR
RI(ETFR Jarvis JUBE$& ) O ABTADLE 5 S0 {8 1) 22
R IEAR —5, (2250 W3, P& A0 Oy # AY 2t
N 0.62 F1 1.76, HiE RECH 0.63 F10.34, BJrRiR
F%H 6738 F197.41 s m™', FIANHRE N 49.33 H
64.92 s m™' SEIAHXTRZE R 50.69%F1 76.14%. FW

350 450 _ Ee—
-=Leuning-Ball REIRFRT %
300 400 -x-Jarvis REIRAHER
Ve 350] © BREHA
~ 250 ¥
< 250 X £ 3007
€ i * £
£ 200 @ 2501
< X
& 150 'S 200
T 0K 450
100 i % Ho
i = - R L e
50 ° 5095 o o
2008-05-05 2008-05-20 2008-06-11 (a) 2009-05-02 2009-05-08 2009-05-30 (b)
R R S e s 0 e d s e e s oo eda
S S Jewodiewodye PONFTEeOOdTO®OdTO
w18 (h) w18 (h)
B4 FMERKEL/NEARNZE R SNE SR ER SR
(a) 2007~2008 4F5; (b) 2008~2009 4F:
£3 FNZXNRERZERBEAEIES TAMER G54 Y
N ) RMSE AAE ARE
AT R (s mhy (s m) %) EF
Leuning-Ball L% 1.01 0.78 23.37 17.84 19.67 0.66
2007~2008 TR Feom 2 e ' ' ' ' '
Jarvis RUE 4 451 7 reo=0.62r, 0.63 67.38 50.69 49.33 0.42
Leuning-Ball JC % 1.12 0.46 31.73 23.38 32.10 0.57
e Feo=1.12r¢ . . . . .
2008~2009 TR v
Jarvis R4 THELRY re=1.76r, 0.34 97.41 64.92 76.14 0.22

a) reo JFI P-M J5 A8 SHE Y S J2 BT rep 1 25 T I S AL 5 B RUBE Bt £ T 19 5 )2 LT
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it 3Z

N UGB AT 3558 ST (PAR ) AN FTZK 75 22 (VPD)
FE R A F () Tarvis AL G B RUAL B4/ e )2
FHTEA — % BRI ME, 53X 5 Rochette 25 A 2 57 A4 BH
A5 15 B3SOV e i A5 2 fp VR 2 S A — e 220,
JC PR AE T B BH RS X4 T SRR AS T 1 8 B BH
SFLS R YA A GRS DL R T AR AL, X RERS
PE iR 2 5 B (BP0 RO BTHEIRS

3.4 BRI

4 Leuning-Ball N4 FHE AU Jarvis NEE 4T
LAY B AT 53 550 AR AL £ 109% ), 568 J2 BH oS SUL{E AF X
R 22 (ARE)AR L F AN 4 Pios. XoF Ho A0 Tl 41,
Jarvis BT XT 4 56 LA R - T BR 48 450 79 o A1 174 e
5T Leuning-Ball A8, [Kit, X 43BH FHM-AT LLE
B RO E Tarvis 4B H (1R BE

24 Leuning-Ball ] EE$2& FHRAY AT Jarvis REE$E T+
BRI S0 0 AR A £ 109 8], 568 )2 BH BT FUE AR X 5%
Z(AREYZEALTEFE IR 4 Frx. HA L Leuning-Ball
LGRS F gy0), SEMINE EREIZ 4 (a)
LUK CO, #Mz2a5.(5)XF Leuning-Ball )42 7+ 458 fr)
SRR B AR, Jam BB IERR S5 (c F1 ROIKZ;
M RUE Leuning-Ball #BZ5(m, VPD, Fl g) il
Jarvis SFLFEEBRIZE (o M SITE-10%~10%7 AL,
ek )2 L BT ASE HDL (A X 15 22 78 1 L 24 —9.06%~8.22 %

F1-5.84%~6.13%, [HI, Jarvis #8 Z50(a F SHTE
62 R I AR 550N
4 &k

1 13 2007~2008 4E F1 2008~2009 4E F§ 4~ A K Z= 4
/N I BRI A 5, $E o T i R 2 RO A /N
RGBT 22 520, T Leuning-Ball 1 Jarvis
SASERA NS, M3 T HZHPTA Leuning-
Ball F1 Jarvis R TR, SG5ERIXT L T PIAR R
PETHAE AL B B R AR, 0 BE T 38 A AR At A M X RS
JEBHYTE T R SAL S AR T T

PR ZE R &N 2 e i AL B R s Tk
JEPBEHE, WK 0.85%~487.46% F1—-24.54%~223.26%,
FIUHAES A I () Friedman K36 28R HEATH6 56, 1
A )R RE KRG A e B RE 2 5

P K 22 4 /A2 i Leuning-Ball <L &
B HAT 8 Jarvis AL T B AR T 47 b fift B FH (1] 46 /)N
FM AL ST, Tarvis LS EE R K
WAL S B WA BBORE BE HL A, OB A R S 1
FARPER T, Leuning-Ball ] HE T AL HAT %5
Jarvis U $a T 7Y B A 00 b Aty 53 5t J 22 BH 470 48 AL 1 g
71, Jarvis JROBEHETFHRLRI SR A 76 )2 ROBE | 0 S8t
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AHXT R 2Z (%) N X R 22 (%)
iy AT R 28
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K -2.16~-0.37 0.66~2.57 m —-6.81~-2.35 2.46~7.14
LAI —8.59~-5.44 8.03~11.44 VPD, —-4.66~—1.72 1.88~5.40
VPD, -3.07~4.87 —-11.26~-2.66 260 -9.06~-2.62 2.77~8.22
Leuning-Ball R Ji 71 0 PAR, “9.61~-170  ~3.98~4.09 a ~7.26~-3.01  3.20~8.49
Cy 3.34~8.82 -8.63~-1.79 b 0.57~4.73 -4.93~-0.59
c 3.63~7.70 -6.67~-3.38
R, —1.84~2.35 -2.09~5.16
I —8.0~-0.65 -5.83~1.43
K —14.2~-0.58 -9.04~5.13 2.97~5.11 —-4.10~-2.97
. LAI -16.51~-5.20 -5.98~10.16 p 2.67~6.13 —5.84~-2.60
Jarvis R R FHEL AL
VPD -1.25~14.13 -21.29~-2.60
PAR, -17.57~-0.75 —6.04~7.02
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