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Comparion of two calibration approaches for regional simulation of crop model
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Abstract; The purpose of regional simulation is to predict the variability of yield at both spatial and temporal scale, by
using very limited geographical data. However, there are some uncertainties which related to regional simulation, e. g.
model complexity, imperfect data, regional calibration and validation etc. This study demonstrated how the regional
calibration works by using the CERES-Rice model. Firstly, the model was calibrated and validated at site specific scale;
then two regional calibration approaches, average approach and RMSE approach were employed to identify a representative
cultivar for each sub-AEZ ( Agro-Ecological Zone). The results shows: the regional simulation can simulate the yield
variability spatially and temporally, RMSE approach is better than average one. Further endeavor was needed to decrease

the uncertainties of regional simulation.
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EBWMHWEETRZ —, Bl TARSEEYE AR T 0 S /R YEEL, R ix sk s AR 2z 3 X 4
BRI SRR R R SR AR PR AR S R 2 B BB R R R

ERAP BTN R PP K IR A HEAT T 20K, (B P Bk IR Rk 2 23 R4 19 5 3 (Aggregation) , 4
YA T E R A BOEE — R RREEE  HIREGE | B B EEEE R R R S R, R TIEEIEE
IS &B B R G — LR, R BT B8R R LA TR , — & 2= 1B) RUB B9 JF R 88 B A B /T LA B AE
YEEIKIRN HK . HEEHEEZMEZH BEFE 2, B iR R A X AT REH R , Br DR K,
H— A B E B BB L B B X AT L, 1R BRI SRRV SRR RN —FRLRE, AR
FMERFPSA AR MASE, Ba—8A W7 O HHETH €, — = RIS, — 2] A S $eE < 1
HEATREE . Tglo™ I , B ARRIRT G KR4 25 SR BIZENR B Pk L TR 7 T, T 2605 T I RV LR R
BEXT HATTIRIF R , BT —A R S8 A& TR R — LRSS R W . BT AR X AR
RS R X IR T B VR FE & . ARSCLL CERES-Rice #1516 & G A 28 T VWA B [X 468 107 i #2642
T R —— XS, AR [ XA VR T T AR DL G R S 45 R AT T LB A, 2 SE AP ARV 5 8, 3
3P TR XIS AR P R R IR
1 #H#EFpmE
1.1 CERES-Rice #BIfj/

AR5 DSSAT( the decision support system for agro-technology transfer) 4 ki 2 & | £ 5 v ) 7K FE AR BY
CERES( crop-environment resource synthesis system ) -Rice! , TR LI — H K ERKRBHEKMRE , BX
SCHRAT AT T AR . BRFEM AL B AR SIS, G2 H &R B IREE K2R
FRiES & ; TIESHERE TRt M IR AL , B 350 B R TREH A, 1R E K .
B ARS8 AR SRR pH E. AL R R LB R R YR EE SR aE BT
B EAPIREE B H A R AT S IR A B A
1.2 HEERIBRALH

SEEERBETHEIRRREM2E 750 1~ 6 5 I EEE (1998 ~2000 48 ) , A1 H &R &K
B BEK B H RIS, BT K AR S8R 1% Pohlent 975 34 1 B RIS BU B k. BB R A+
B AR B - AR AT SR 45 1:100 J7 2 R 403R B, e L) DI ON K3, B 3 WS40 138450
B RS G, LR AR AVRSE. SRR pHE AL BHE X HR LERRRS A TZ L
BHHR A E T HOKMRIE, BT LAR A Ritchie 7735 FI A 1RGSR BT H AR AR K
PR, 4G TR S RIERKEFEMGKE, BESEREGERRET b EIILRELER 200 2RS4
SEEYE 1998 ~2000 4R HH] 52k , X B2 i vl A R E A FDK RIS, M 24.3°N (ZHEE) ~ 51.7°N
(BIBVLAEES) , BRI R B A HIAE A E (5 Fh 3R B30 06 E VR 3B 7 5 B JATEESE) (s L
(JFFEH B WOREASE ) = B BER . BIBRZERK ERWER LR, RAEEN 525 F3HK,

1.3 BERKREMRIEE R

BRI R R X R AT KIS A E B B R, BRI R R 27 28, (BRI R ERR T A R 2
TFRAE =¥ F1 51, FoAb B P RRE ADRLARTE S UR DL R ABL AR R4S B BE A B8 SR AL S BOR B 4
DRI, BRI SHON R —TER S SR A P A LB 3R T X R 8 Mg 8uktTi e, Kb 4 13
HERTREA X, BT RERERE K TTRERRIE(PL) I EYLh R ™4 BT T R
1R (P2R) (K B BT B AR (PS ) R A K BRI O A HAS It B (P20) s 7540 4 AN S5 BIEE
X, G HBENSFRAYZ BN ERRE(GL) (ABERE (G2) FFRK/NMG) JREAERE(C4) , XS
B RBOB AR R SRR, AT LA BRI SRS RITE MR .. HMEYBES
8, R 40 BC AR Bl AR IR VMBS B AER BB B, 72 KB, b TH 2
H 2 IRIVE AR, R A9y, Tosk 3 IR TR o R B — AT AR il R, DR b B B EA T
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KR, IR VR B B LR A A [5]28 18) 2307 B S8 U RURT AR 4R H 2 X TR) R RS BB S R e, 3
S 5 T T DR BAETE N A R SR 2 B A A8 R R R B B I 5 TR e [ — 2% i) X3 P U B R P T R 55 i b
MEE L ERRE R, FRIANTUH—-ERBERXNNASE S EREEE N ZXARE R NE
P ST KA (B4R H— s R P g ke B S B B T

1.3.1 AR SELS & _E W RIS IR ( IR UG SR 1E ) (site-specific calibration and validation )

T BRI IR E R ) , B ST TR B BT S e v R B A MEFIIIE . %) CERES-Rice $(EY
¥ 5 R RIERT AT TR HIBIE S o ASCRI R RIR A9 GENCL A S BB i) G Rb S AT T 35 8
B, FIF 1998 4F /&0 4 HIE STUBERE, M B A B RS E R M EREHEGFER, b 18 E R
S RS LR 1:100 J7 HI3EBER R PR, R BN EFES LR SRR A, 851G B (%
PP TEIEEAKSE) RIR T2l s FOWIIE . AIESEEXT & S BT KB ERN M EHTT TRE, A
JG LA 1999 12000 4F #9520 A= 5 BA A ™ & 25 R BRI HEAT T Ik
1.3.2 R X IR 1 FESUE ( regional calibration and validation )

BRI S Y I X — g 31 X (AR SCRIOK R AE R W KO B R 3 (10 3R 1) ) B e RFEH: SRS
HE R, FES R REASNE N 2 57, B2 B ER RS S, R TR s R A H
FESEDHER RS, B KERERRE G — AR, AR T — 82, BHREFR—EXEE
FET P9 B B R R i X AR o Fp , SRR R AT X P 250 s R 8 R S5 P VR A B R AR
mFPEB A S ARSCRA KA &3 5 RS 309 T 2B A RMSE (croot mean square error) ¥ 2 Fi =
SAHET T IR,

£1 ABEESRHYHM
Table1 Rice Agro-Ecological Zone ™!

£BX &K g AT X WX HEARLH(% )
AEZ Name Location Provinces subAEZ Percentage
| RMREEK AR RERME o aoU TR RBRARRRES g 17.6
FREREZE, T2 R ; N
AIET P BT R BRI 8 (T K
2 EPRFERX FIRPT%, MR, e 34 67
it SHBAHABE B
3 BERRERFE csnwmmm 5t R 391 18 () 34 8
: ZIE ERLIIL, KIREL S 8K e BT BRI a
S e WX, %457 A B(A) 24 3
IR BUE, B.EEPMILTKH R
o ERTREES KXERUN KN RIPRTEER. RUBLOONI%E . os
BX EWSHEEREMUI A )

(1) FE(ERE  EIEE 1.3, 1 SR B BEAT ol RV, AR5 R X3k P ( (XS8R 73 A K RS AR A TE X Oy A
AL (NFR 1) ) B SS B 2% 0 R B R Fh S H0HEAT 3 Bk S P B i KR R e AP S5 T, L
INFIFA 1998 4F ) SN BAmREATARMESS , SR DX IR - oty iy AP S 4508 - 34 (B BP VT, 4R J5 2P 3918, 48
XIHPY 1999 4 A1 2000 45 5B A AE WA I, 35 R k33 9 SE TN Bt 247 HL Ao

(2) ¥ (RMSE) Rk BRAMEIR 1.3. 1 BE47uh RARHEIG , PR AR i 22 (RMSE ) 35 34T IR 1
PE1T RMSE £k R 3a BOSCIRBARHEAT 3 WA HERIIRAE , 40 LA 1998 47 S 4 BEAT AR , 39 HAL P 4F B
BHRAEATIAE, LA . BARBIRINT X — KRR T X OF 5ol s G , KIRP & sS4
K IEEAR B A S NP E . QR R —AFH0 % X BTA vl R H A SEI 4o R R ERR L B Fv 2
B0 BRI IR Hunt™ Fil Mavromatis'® (fi4B I EAT , BMRSF 8 NBEURI 7 A, i — B KB
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BHAPH—SE, RN KIS TA v R B8R B XS M i on BURBIBAIME, 5 S ESAT I
B, YK A BTA v s BB BUHE R SEME ) pn 22 (RMSE ) B/ BEE T IS4, (L, B 3 s i
FHIFNE(PS) S8, RIEHR 7 MSEOREE, UL 1 KR PSS IR A o A TR &,
T PS Xt BB BUR" | IR AR AR BV (B A0 S 5 B AR v 22 SR S PS, B I IR BT O R A
AR A S B s V22 B/ IR BT S 2 B PS i R T 28 DU M BTS2 4 PS (L ) AR 3 % F — 4>
SHHATAR . BESEORRIUTMBEIE S SRESRA N X R TS LXIR” . @R R LK
FESHERIZEORATIRNE . @S SMEGY (1999 4E 5K 2000 4F) Y TMEHE , ERQHQFi2 . OMNFrE K
ZiR T, R RIEAE P RMSE /MRS EON I KIRE AR MR T

RMSE = Hi(ﬁiﬂﬁi — WUE ) }/n] (1)

3 H,RMSE(Root Mean Square Error) niEzs, n Jg XIRHN B3k, A3 I E .
1.3.3 A RIBR PR i

R T HEBF RS ORI T R E R RIACR , 4 B E B E L A RMSE 3 € ) & R IB R EH S
BB T 2B BT R 1998 ~2000 4R KRS BB =&, FFLUKRBAESK A RATTE TEIME S LW
{8 ¥ RMSE 45 & 5% D-index (FRBEBUE 5 SC B /375 M AF SR, B @RI ) AR ER]
M2 S ETEXREARN TRE

D-index = 1 - [ i(p,. -oi)z/iﬂ P 1+l 0,17°] (2)

A, P ORI RARMEANSENME, O HEMME, P, =P, -0,0',=0, -0,
2 BRSW
2.1 FEAVE s R IR S R

B ST 1998 4R i H IR) SEI 50 , (045 H RV B = B AR T MR, B SE ik s e 3l B SE U K U8
ORI LSRR, R — R A XA B 8 AN RF S HEAT TR, AR U R SRS R
T ALY 1999 ~2000 4FE/KFESER, MR E S Ll QR LR BLAR -3 B 1 22 SREE,
PEEUE L A0 A 1999 4F A1 2000 4R B S IMMEZ ME KR, B A Fn Rl m7E X — M HE sk )
51998 4EH[F], B Fn 2l S — R M FP 5 1998 4R TH, TR F— £ S B 5 —Fhfmfp, MWEH
LIRSl s G , 1999 4F A1 2000 4243 197 BERAMES SSE RA R IFRIME X, BB K
R 12k O B B A AR AR R, SR B SRS B AR HE 2 (RMSE) X/M T 15% EHl 5 EMAF SR E
F1% 0.9 LLE W] Wik A ERIRICRAR I, TP Gt ol RURHE TR O ME R BN IR 2 B0, R ZE R ZORIR TR A
AR HER, IR R EE R UREAF, 7B, BLRZSH ST S, 1999 4.,2000 45 1998 4F 4
P, FMEE R R A TR, MR ESER T R  BEUSRERBZ RN, X EERH T
Pl R — R AR, WA RA B R (SR BN TS R B RO, W7 AR X8 i,
F—RBY B PR R AL S B — R IR MR e S 40— TATHY , R G T UK ST AR B v i T AR
B BRI TR B SRR, B XIS g R T 4R H R AR IR K8 b s R e S8R+ e B
HEM,
2.2 RERERRBIIEBER

PRI FFEEIE T RMSE 3, DUKREAE R X O By, #E47 T S HORAME, RGBT IR
1998 ~2000 4F KA B . MRS ARRE , BIFh 5 Ih AR &7 A — Be SRR (A0 ARG > 300) , 181 2 2y
PRI v 7 ok IR0 9 A 20RE A 54 B EAA ( RMSE ¥ 497 XA RBUREA, T BB 1 M g 485 %) 5 S2BR{E = 6]
MR, GRERW, VB EF, TGt 2 T HE K2 RMSE 3% HRIER T LRk A4 B BIH R i i 23 25 Ak 30
B, BOE S E 2 TR AR R B A S, X2/ T 15% AP S BIRBR T 0. 75, BT Z N EZ
Wo BRRMITET S , FIREREBR SR E M 2 T RMSE 3, MR 2 /a2 J i 1.27% , fF5 BT B
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o TH[E fhAP Same cultivars as 1998 o A [6] i Different cultivars

14000 1999 14000 = 2000
£ 12000 - . 12000 - ‘
a6 L]
& * ¢
= 10000 |- ‘e 10000 - ol ¢
S -~ ° .°° > o
2 so00 - * o afeetey 8000 |- o g MM o
= 3 o® i o
és - g'. o°.o“ Ses
E B Q.'g * o 3 B . o
ﬂ(f,E]H 6000 o ..q % . RMSE%=1432% 6000 o ol ..° * ¢ RMSE% = 14.68%
i -7 T8 . D=0.9246 oMt D=0.9078
= 4000 |- - 4000 | Coom °
| | | | | | | | | | |

000 : 2000
2000 4000 6000 8000 10000 12000 14000 2000 4000 6000 8000 10000 12000 14000
Szl 7= & Observed yield (kg-hm 2)

B 1 1999 482000 £& 35 SBHI = B S LM RRR
Fig. 1 Comparison of observed and simulated yields in 1999 and 2000

T 0.08; T LB B vf PIFE Y, P39 1 2 20t i R i IR , ZE A B EY 485 SRR, 7 336 XA
R, LR X 1 A 108 AMERIME 99 Bl T REGH . T RMSE R HEk , [F] — XIS EE A b w4
fEAl R B S S A 7E 1.1 2l

®AFEZ] = AEZ2 4 AEZ3 0 AEZ4 o AEZ5 e AEZ6
240

= 240 - FHE R RMSE 2%
g Average approach RMSE approach
] A
2 200 - HE 200 - .
2 . 0‘0.. 4 .
g '.&?’:‘b'ﬁ . ° i
2 . o o A
o600 A & i 160 |- ca Al
= "l‘ 0‘ o o Ay A g o 4
& . Al Y WKy
] . S
= .". o -2y .8‘ ()
= l20F Yo e 205 . 3 LR
= . -_‘,':'.ﬂ-‘: .- RMSE% = 15.84% L. ,-g;’-. °  RMSE% = 13.56%
= . 4 D=0.76 [Rg L . D=0.84
=
80 | 1 | | 80 L L L ]
80 120 160 200 240 80 120 160 200 240

S % A Observed maturity day (d)

B2 SPIEF RMSE SRR 5K X R
Fig. 2 Comparison of observed and simulated maturity day, the model was calibrated either by average approach or RMSE approach

2 BAXEH ARG R . S FHERRER, BRXIE S Z5h, HAls KRR R
PUE 5 EMEZ RIS RN B & WL, A8 B WERE 0.5 MU b, S B i )G AR FRE
S 2 DX 3 ) A et 2 AR AR s HRBR T 6 X240, & X U 5 SEME 2 RIER 2 R B 2% KR B
P ERARA, T SChR AR, T A R R AR SE, B B — PR, FIERTE 6 KRR, R
BB AR I 19 SO X RS By Bt 2 28 R O, [RIINAR BME 5 SE B 2 I T B2 22 5 , I 2 ad A v JR AR
BRIRZER /D, MRBRENR S X, FORIRMIE 20 SR (R AT KEETH) , 2oy, 5 K7 K84
or b BaALE B AR, WAk 4: 39° ~51°, bR R & IR LR 2%, B ARP AR MR KT o

2 RMSE i Ja , REMRIIBCR BA B TP AR, TBEB AR SH W (B T 12 5) , AEX
BRI GIRRE , RMSE IAERRREUAF M S BRI X SR B it = 28 . Kb 3 X 4 KARHUE S5 E
BRRBY , ZERARE, 5 KIREEMLREEZNX ([B5FHEERMH L KB E 2B B3R B H%
X BB B b 25 AR A, TERUR L B A B> (A T 20 %) (B R B B ARAS T A 7 8, % ot — el
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T7E 6 XV {E M 4 — 2, RMSE 3B B mA4f T SCbR Bl SOk, T2 Bk B R A& KN,
RMSE I FISFREEROHE G , 3 BT A EBUS TR RIIABOR , KEHIX 8 RMSE (R38R B,
i 5 PRI EEAEAR, TS KIBA S A K, XE N, 78 KBS G, KISR0 R A ER
2

£2 FHRER EIRNE R SRS ST AL R 2 Bt
Table2 Comparison of observed and simulated maturity day for each AEZ, the model was calibrated either by average approach or

RMSE approach

[X 3%, ( AEZs) 1 2 3 4 5 6
SEI{E Y Average approach U Maturity day (d)

N 107 301 30 17 24 6

X e (SD) 123(12) 127 (18) 145(21) 155(14) 164(6) 162(8)
Xyim (SD) 140(11) ** 135(21) ** 156(20) ** 149(15) ** 173(13) ** 159(7)

R 0. 533° 0.475° 0.616° 0.843° 0.293 0.895°
RMSE (RMSE% ) 20(16.0% ) 22(17.3%) 21(14.5%) 10(6.3% ) 16(9.4% ) 5(2.8%)
D 0.56 0.68 0.74 0.88 0.46 0.88
RMSE ¥ RMSE approach g #{j Maturity day (d)

N 104 294 31 18 44 6
X,.(SD) 123(12) 127(18) 152(20) 155(14) 157(10) 162(8)

X (SD) 128(12) ** 121(17) ** 151(23) 156(11) 129(12) ** 178(10) **
R 0. 476°° 0.579 %" 0.516** 0.750** 0.313°° 0.936°
RMSE (RMSE% ) 13(10.6% ) 17(13.3%) 21(13.6%) 9(5.9%) 31(19.0%) 16(9.7%)
D 0.67 0.74 0.73 0.84 0.34 0.57

N B4 & Sample (N) s X obe :XMH{E,Xsim JRADUE, SD: ARMEIR, R: MR R RMSE: 452, D: RS EHEE, " :a=0.05 KETEHE
&, :a=0.01 XKETHKBE, TR Observed means (X, ), simulated means (X, ), standard deviations (SD), Passion correlation coefficient
(R), Root Mean Square Error (RMSE) and D-index, * : Significant at the 0.05 level, * ; Significant at the 0.01 level, the same below

2.3 XERERTEEDER

S F1 RMSE RIS BRI 250 45 1998 ~ 2000 4E KK FERZ= & (P8 AN 0) 5ELMEZ
FXRILE 3, ZREW, NBELE, WM ENEDS RS RERB L '] ESTRAE, STNERS
BIFHIAER I, B2 RMSE BRI 45 R (RMSE% =19.89% ,d =0.75) 5 F #{6 15 4 b (RMSE% =
29.89% ,d =0.54) B4  BHME SSMEE AR, NEXBMBRE (K 3) , FER KSR (K6
X)), BUE 5 S0 E 2 el ER B B B 59 A 5% , B B RE A AR A7 S Bt 12 X B B 25 A AL AR, (E R R 45 SR 5
Wir=gH hzR B, AR KIBRIA R, 2L EH X AR S0l S2hr = & , W 7E B o RE X — ik
AR, X R B B TR B R RE s LAY , 40 B R op X R 6 R AN SR B KRS SR, DL R A
FhRILEA BRI , B BRSO — AT TR, W BRI 1 #1 5, BIEEA KB TRl
(RIABH WL 0 = &) , 1B FTRER i T X IR 70 s A K 8 AU , (48 2 X R S B0 E 3 E s
X AP A

MFF T HEKE , RMSE S A RURI AT . B 6 XAF  BEHME 5 S0ME 2 15 B B 8 M A 5%, T ELAE A
MEERMEM = ERA A ZR (R4 X)), 7 252 RMSE B )5 , B RUR B AB 45 & B X 7= 8 j i 22
AEAL R , T ELRES SR Al TP B8 B IR 22 PR X iR 22 R EORIR T A AR B iR LA L —
RHE, XK 6 WA ESCREAEAE, TTRe 5 B THAR/NE K, 1 ILAE 20 X A B 0 3 — 25
SEE B,

B2, LA BBBIE R B]IAEM S , KR KR AR 28X 8388 RMSE SR E L T F¥EE, B
A AN X BT AN AR, R TS — AR
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¢ AEZ1 = AEZ2 a AEZ3 o AEZ4 o AEZS5 e AEZ6
1 r 5 1 -
~ 5000 EHfE 5000 RMSE 3
g Average approach RMSE approach
£ 12000 |- 12000 |-
=
2 A
ES
o -y : . a
2 9000 | g- ?" A e Tt 9000 |- Y % °
= - 3 . e, P, £ %ﬁs
".e . D S TPt I
é ) " .ﬁw . & o b 'S glf
ﬂﬂﬂ :__" " A A
4. 6000 - 6000 |- = 5
= P - RMSE% = 29.93% - VroloF & RMSE% = 19.89%
F1S 'h.- D=0.54 pdin "'. - D=0.75
3000 | | | | 3000 * | | | |
3000 6000 9000 12000 15000 3000 6000 9000 12000 15000

S = B Observed yield (kg-hm™)

B3 FIEF RMSE BRI B S LMWK R
Fig. 3 Comparison of observed and simulated yields, the model was calibrated either by average approach or RMSE approach

£3 WHRAERTEFFHERGERE SN2 LR
Table3 Comparison of observed and simulated yields for each AEZ, the model was calibrated either by average approach or RMSE approach

X 5 (AEZs) 1 2 3 4 5 6
FHESENER PR Yield (kg hm™?)
N 86 301 30 17 24 6
X, (SD) 5896(1121) 6451(1657) 8546 (1342) 7192(1211) 8130(1550) 9537(417)
X, (SD) 7345(1061) == 7016(1548) **  7505(1299) *  6186(718) **  7108(751) **  7224(150) **
R 0.532°* 0.238°* 0.480** 0.623%* 0.367* 0.074
RMSE(RMSE% ) 1790(30.4% )  1977(30.6%)  2466(28.9%)  2238(31.1%)  1752(21.6%)  2350(24.6%)
D 0. 56 0.59 0.16 0.38 0.53 0.20
RMSE B4R =& Yield (kg hm2)
N 104 294 31 18 44 6
X4 (SD) 5845(1073) 6642(1577) 7460 (1264) 7218(1180) 8029 (1471) 9537(417)
X, (SD) 5668(781) 6564(1167) 7675(1431) 7852(907) * 7898(590) 8874(773)
R 0.445°* 0.475°* 0.575%* 0.581%* 0.408 ** 0.360
RMSE(RMSE% ) 1019(17.4% )  1448(21.8%)  1249(16.7%)  1148(15.9%)  1333(16.6%)  1129(11.8%)
D 0.67 0.68 0.74 0.71 0.51 0.22

2.4 XEEDHRESERNEZORE

BRI RN BRSO R , B AR X AR | v LA S B i 7= B 19 25 R 2R AL AR AR, (B P iR A7 7

—REHIRZERI

(1) BERLA B R B - AR BLAS BE S R I RS B B, 3 — BB SRR, WK VR TR ToHE
B, X oM AR 32k 0 R E RN K R A AR AR B 22 , N T B R iR 2K

(2) ZEHEIE KEDRFRRESE . SHEY RS EOEST = RIE 3R89 B B RTE R R R R T
YER BRI, SLBRTH 53 [ — 2= [R19E B N ) S [RL e i, (B 33 B AR 1 R b AR Ttk 2 R B i X3Py T
A R T HE R, 5ERRRL A RARAZEE, B S B BMA =R A RERER. WoPR
B R S IR AR R St e B 7 SR DX — [
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