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Characteristics and simulation of canopy conductance of cherry
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Abstract: The objective of this study was to explain the response of cherry’s canopy transpiration( 7r) and conductance
(g,) to different environmental conditions so as to evaluate the application feasibility of Jarvis model on cherry canopy scale
modeling. Sapflow of 3 year-old potted cherry trees ( Prunus avium L. ) was continuously monitored using Granier sensors in
Sijiqing orchard in Beijing from April to August, 2008. At the same time weather data and soil water content were also
measured. Based on sapflow, g, was continuously simulated by back-calculated Penman-Monteith model. By analysis of
cherry’s Tr and g,, multiple regression and Jarvis stomatal models were simulated and analyzed with cross-validation. The
results showed that Tr had strong regularity and weak time lag, the g, had negative exponential relationships to vapor
pressure deficit ( VPD) under different radiation condition. The Various compositions of VPD, photosynthetic active
radiation( PAR) and air temperature( Ta) were also used to obtain multiple regression and Jarvis models, which showed the
precision was higher than that of multiple regression, the environment factors order rank affecting the simulation accuracy of
model is VPD > PAR > Ta. The Il typal Jarvis model using VPD and PAR was the best model for canopy conductance of
cherry, with the lowest average relative error of only 12.12% and the lowest RMSE of 0. 271.
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AR, HAER A 2T 78 B R R BB AR , &SI REEFEK TR 2R

KLCE, d)2 S8 FER A AU SEOLE MR RGN E - <AL S B, Rl RERA k7%
Bt ARSI SN E . B AT TS R BB A I AR R EE A — R LA Jarvis BRI N4
R E S E 8] Y JE LM R 95 8 R F RSB Ball-Berry S5 5 5548 Y, Leuning & 1E, #%
TR E SEbA E R 26 AR S S0 E B R T P2 R,
H TR SRS B 150 P S B 0 A B OK PR S A e A A 22 500 RIS 1A v e S R IR S Rt e
WA ST P 22 S, XK 7 A S [R] BRI BB B Y 22 5, TR AR TR, BT LAGE R B B SAL R BE R
BRI BIHEE SRR AR RIRES

Bl FAK PP B R A BT B, 38 i 2 2 25 W R VRO, AR B S5 B T SRR R 28 i AR K o R LR AT
BB LA MRS AR FI A Penman-Monteith J5 72 7 B SRS KB S S EZ S . mTEZESEE
B2 3 KBRS KR T B A IR A0 39K 4 4 1 (7] e 32 2 SR 5 L3 AR XU R e, 9 X
BB G PG, U Jarvis AR UER R SIUER B 2R AN kB @2 S BT T W5
Fo NTH—SHREENERFENBAAE, A AILE A EEMASECRAZITEIEY Jarvis £
RIERMEAE Z T B AR R, e R ik B T B GBS 4, = T B AY ) R JR B e LA
1 #RITTE
1.1 {5 XA

PRI TE b 5 T U X DY 27 SRbR BT i it (L4 116°13'28" AR 48 39°58"12") #E4T , sl I SR 3 4R A4
IR ( Prunus avium L. ) , 2K 5% 60cm, F 5% 70cm, & 40cm, +fF a0 1 ,0—30em g+, 5 T B 1E/K
S, % L RITEARZL N BER — BRI . 103 A R 48 78 HE IR
1.2 Wi B 55k

RIS 45F 2008 4F 4 A A, sk AR C S2MX R E . I 18 AR, i 6 BRAE KRR
U HIRERE 2% TDP 4585 (Y Bk EH %) o BT IRIFE 4om 22256 B — X A RBZH LAY Granier A4 HRET, b
T B ERET B T REE A I, S 0 SR P RE Z AR 22281k , T R SRAR AR B AR VR A % BT, BR AT K R 20mm,

TEFEPEBE R M )2 b b 222k B sh R4l CRPFHEFRS DE A A SRS R E . KSE S8  XGHE I
RS ) , AIEWILE N TR BIBEE 30s 332 1 3K, 5% 30min H#17-F B FC R EBIE B E Grant A F] ) B 3
SRAE A% ) A7 B (Squirrel Date Logger 2040 Series) , i 8 T 2 . 7EBARIEE b J7 RE&E MR 5T (TBB-
1 G 12 s ) 2 45 FR 30min R BN EHR ST R (PC-2B) b, ZEB AR 2% TDP 14T AHERI R T 15em
ib, 78 3R )ZE 10,20 .30em 4b38% FDS + 30K /&8s , & BAMI & 30K 45, BOF 1.

B Z I R R o T MR D B IR LA A TG AR B DARERS o b TG AR SR AR , JH v VB e 285 B L o i SR IR 22
HL B, MR Granier MV LK ARK ™

f=119(

ATmﬂx _AT 1.231
A1) m

AT
A
E, =f'A—Z (2)

R A FERFRERE (g m™>s™") , AT HFMEEIEZE (C) AT, X — KB B BRI 2
(C),E, WBMHEBERE(g-m >s™") Ay WEERAM TR (em®) , A NEER R L E B B (em®)
2 fEEHEIR
2.1 ZERERAS

BBk s % 2 1# R ] Penman-Monteith 243%™, 82 T3 Wi 58 e A ik 2P 45 JR 8, RV B2 B —
SKE KM A 3E% 8 T YA SRR, BB BRI Sk,

AR, +pC,VPDg,

M=y +a/z.)

(3)
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A, Ep(kgom™™s ™) Rt /28R, A(J-ke ™) JIRARIEH, y(kPa-C 1) IR EEHHH B, A (KPa-C 71) Ol
KIRE SRR, R (W-m™) HEREEN, p(ke-m ™) HEIHEE,C,(J-C kg ') BHEIHE
&, VPD(kPa) FIEFAKIRET B, g, (m-s ") AEREHN¥RE, ¢.(ms7) HEEFE,

ERHHERERI T AR

Ku,

g =
¢ z—-d z—-d
ln( a )ln(hc — d)

A,k Karman H50(0.4), w,(m-s™") AR BE 2 b BIRGE, d(m) NHEBIER, 2 (m) HHREK
BE b, (m) HREECEEEHE R, d=0.67h,,z =0. lh,,

JKIRHE S 5t VPD(vapor pressure deficit) & 7725 1L BE  AF X V0 BE XoF 26 1% B4 3 W %057 , ) Campbell /23 3
HE .

(4)

VPD = ae(7+)(1 - RH) (5)
R H, Ta RH 232 SR ESHIHE R, ab.c E % 0.611kPa.17. 502°C F1240.97°C
4 E,=E, R FERARMESAK(3):

- ‘yAETga (6)
8= AR, +pC,VPDg, - AE;(A +7)

22 EREHD
YRR RS IL S E FEBOR T IR R AR RS, <R B T ik, Rk g
AT R A Z I0 EH A Jarvis IR BIRREPEZ T AR, BT Ball BRI LI G B0 AT,
Lo TG b LAIRE, A B 5T R 2R 8 SR R T A S 500 Z2 ot |l F AL
(1) ZIhlEEER, B SRR F 5 ERESFERRR, BRNT
g. =k, +k,VPD + k;PAR + k,Ta (7)
K H, VPD \PAR \Ta 43 322 SOKIRE 5 2 SR BE R BRERR T, b —k, = EHREL
(2) Jarvis FERY
Jarvis 7l Stewart $2 H KB Fe RS FUALR ™) RS FL S -5 &3R8 7 S8 41 AR, e ik o
W A KRR TEFE MR T, AT LA B I, A AR

& = 8onaf (VPD)f(PAR)f(Ta) (8)

F(VPD) =exp( -k, VPD)"’ (9)
PAR "

F(VPD) =i+ PAR (10)

f(Ta) =k, +k,Ta +ksTa*"™! (11)

HHA, g WK IILTF B, VPD \PAR Ta T X [F] L, 3 I ] Levenberg-Marquardt 328 P55 /N — L <E
ky—ks FIERARSEL

P TR 58 B A AE T SR AN B P 22, HOR BHAR AT KU T SR AN (AR IR, ZEX AP AR T 58
T SRR I BB /K T 4 25 o SR VR BE = A Sk TR Wi S RS B,
T HERR LR R AR, A SCHIBR T PAR /NT 200W/m” SR FIER 43 57 B0 , LASR R B2 o
2.3 RENMIT

FIFARITTRER 22 (RMSE) P3JZa1R 22 (MAE) PR 1R (MRE) S0t SE S A 2 AR 22, 2%
Ji1 SPASS15 #ATHT Z K% o

172

1
RMSE = [ W 2 (gc(measured) - gc( estimated ) )2] ( 12)
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1
MAE = 72 I gc(m eeeeee d) _gc(estimated) l (13)

1
7 2 l gc( measured) gc( estimated ) I
MRE = (14)

g ¢(measured)

3 BRESH
3.1 RGBSR L

NT TR — B 8] IR 2R Sh A5 A MU, R I T 2008 4F 6 H 1—20 H ANLIIRE , AR 1 4% 2
WFFERT R, W R IR T R ) Sh A2 (8 1), AR IR PAR F1 VPD h7S728 46, /T LLE B 1 55 2
e PAR VPD H1—3, ZEIHEMAEHE K, 7EMK PAR\VPD R TR ER B BRI di T2 3 4F
HE/IVR BT SR A /] , 76 20d WK 19.03g-m s ™ BREATI RSP, WO H B A2
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Fig.1 Diurnal variation of sap flow density, PAR,VPD

VEWZ B K 538 Ja & R 7K oA 5 T 1 50 2 5 B 5 2 T R 8, O A/ VR 0 4 o -4 B 7k 3 g
T FEHEER 80% LA L, B AEF A LS KRN 19% —26% Z 8] (K 2-a) o #F—5t HIEE/KE SR
BEATAHIR AT , VTR TR 5 0 S /K S A S PRI, B FE IR 0 ) B A AN 32 K 43 b8 s, ] LA i
ZE R 52 SR AT AHER 2 LUK B, BB R R SRR R,

T A SRR SE PR i o R R 2 S i, BT AFE T BT T TR R B 5 2 2 17
FERTAALN , 1) 5 2 L PR7E s & (E, ) 5 PAR . VPD FVETEZE G & (ET, ) AR HES T (B 2-b) , SRR R B
VEETIE] ( £3h) AHE REU LA, FTLAE H E, 5 PAR AR REUM B = {H (0. Sh,r =0.85) 5 TG (Oh,
r=0.84) AR, X 5 I A B SRR R R 5 U — RE WX 1, E, 5 VPD M6 R m (B 7E

-1.5h(r=0.76) , 3 H ik 2P FRE# %, LLICH S (Oh,r =0. 66 ) M 0. 5h(r =0.58) B K, T E,
5 ET, BIAHR R BUR S E S TR B —20(0. 5h,r =0.75) , Wk 2 Uk SE PRk s & SV AR B A A ERT
WRORE 3% 2 B TR TS G2 o0 3 AR /M, A T ELAR 35 /IN S B0ME W 1k P9 4 R FE 73¢ B)  FE BB A7 7K 2 O
BN, K A58/, RSB B, 0 T RIS AR , A BTSSR 25 S T v Ak oz R B2

3.2 HEERSES[LETFHEXESM

KBA5E S AR A I e R ) EBRIR , R IR MRS m KK AL 30 77, B LA K FHAE 5 1 58 B
SEERWHYSILAT R, RIS 8 B OF¥0% & U 58 13. 05— 407.50 W/m®, H ¥ 5E 2 SN
0.26—2.52mm/s, Et R F B 54 A RS AR A (B 3-a) K PHAE 5136 K SR - & S B0k e
JZREARR R R 2 A 58 5 550 T i 2 5 BE B SR A B B 0 A2 Bl 5 6 5 B AR KT A8 K, B R B S R AE
400—600 W/m’ Z [8], [F] B A] A B 24 K FHAE 55 7 2 300 W/m® J5 , A BHAR 5 % e /2 5 B 1 32 i B S R 41K, 3o
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Fig.2 variation of moisture content with time and time lag of sap flow behind the PAR,VPD,ETO0 for treel

— BRI E A U BRI R 2 S, BAEDEm A R E S E SR R
LB, AR RILIN R RS WA E—E R B ALITE B AR EER . = IRBEX RN E
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HFEUEE BT .

6.0 6.0 - 1
~ 50 ~ 5.
& @
E 40 E :
éz 3.0 3 s

:d

ir 2.0 or 2.
Ik Ik
@ 1.0 B L

0 |

0 200 400 600 800 0 10 20 30 40 50
KA RAG S PAR/(W-m ™) i T /°C

B3 #1EESESXATNES . BEEXES T
Fig.3 Relationship between the g, and PAR,Ta

BE RS ERKIRE S SR TR (E 4)  FERRSEG 58 B T AL EAR 0L, MRS R EE T R
5 TEARAR IR T ( <200W/m”) | 2 BE 57K IR 5 B G HEARR (R® = 0. 1262) X B IIE T K48 41 5%
BT SRR B SRR MR E T o TG A AU ST 7E 200—400 W/m’ i B , ZEARKIRE T
BRI R T BB BB , T BETE X IR A A P AR AAAE IR BERLARAB O , EL AR R BB KR, TR S
fLBE3h .
3.3 WERFERMSHRE

T2 5 B PR AR Gt SE I ZR B (EDE 1 S 5k PM A USRAR, iy T Ja 28000 AS BA B R 24T bk [ i 2% Ab 2
FEHEBR R _E AR SR B S Al B R, IR 12 508 3 A [ 5 56 B Y L A R e V= S B AR Y A T
SHRGE , Z I AR FI /N SR EE (VPD Ta PAR) TE R S BE LR 1, MG P & 3 MRS IR EE
TR EH 2R ,3 N8 (VPD Ta PAR) f# B T 582 S BEAR IR 68.2% \74.3% \72. 6% 724k , RMSE KK
0.642.0.642.0.616, ERRpa=<SIRESGE,R 5 RMSE JLFBA M, XA RERH T VPD 2l Ta 5 RH 15
B3, HA 55 Ta FEAEH MY AR UGB TE T PR rh th A 1R, o —2b KRR ST A i 5 1 25
AR RAZRES & P RN TERAERLNEE, & PR R AERE SRR, K5 5
FAF PSRRI

Javis BRI 2 ZHUALIG , 7T AT 70 & F8 51 0 BE 45 A G AR T AR B 22 o0 [ I AR Y iR 22 /0, DR R K
R R . NERMNEIR A ERRE , MG & 3 MRS R E N T RSB B R ,3 13 & (VPD . Ta,
PAR) i@ % T &2 S EEHIR K 70. 2% 80.7% .87.8% H)ZEAL ,RMSE 4Kk 4y 0.601,0.302,0. 173, T HEBRIRE
J& ,R* 5 RMSE ZEALBYUIN, IR R 18 VPD W, 463 R 22 A8 K, (HR IR 2 2 A% A0 56, v R i e /2
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Fig.4 Relationship between treel’s g, and VPD in different radiant intensity

F1 TEEHSFEETSKEFRUM 1 EESENRMAS TEFF Jarvis HH

Table 1 Optimal multiple regression and Jarvis model of treel’s g, based on meteorological factors in different radiant

{i PAR(200,400) 1t PAR(400,600) 1 PAR( >600)

I I I I I I I I I

ES =] R? 0.682** 0.677** 0.661** 0.743** 0.741** 0.740** 0.726** 0.726** 0.724**
Multiple regression RMSE ~ 0.642 0.642 0.616 0.349 0.348 0.352 0.238 0.240 0.243
MAE  0.329 0.327 0.322 0.268 0.267 0.267 0.166 0.167 0.179

Jarvis #57) R? 0.702** 0.69**  0.67**  0.807** 0.798** 0.798** 0.878** 0.860**  0.858**
Jarvis model RMSE  0.601 0. 605 0.632 0.302 0.306 0.306 0.173 0.173 0.176
MAE  0.294 0.33 0.313 0.223 0.232 0.232 0.14 0.135 0.137

I AR 4L%E VPD,PAR, T, ; 11 B4 4% VPD,PAR; I - #55 R & VPD; + = P <0.001

N T AT (T b, SR A A SR B AR R T b 1 T A R S, R —Fh
EC B B AL 2 4 B AR BRI IO k™ o SR AR 2 41, A 41(4 A 13—6 H 28) 3t 709 /MR, B 41
(6 A 29—8 H 20) 3t 710 MEdE, I A AEARIHTSHEE , B AT RIERFR A 4808, et B AT
SHRE, A ATIRIERFR B 4505, BUE R FN 4) 762 5 5 5 i R R 40 SR A PM R )
25 BT LR AR

JFE 1 1 I 28450 ({02 J& VPD,PAR)R® . RMSE 5 1 KM RUARE B B B i, X B o T M 2848 7
Fr ASE#E [ ERIVE N T A R BIXT 4, 3R 2 2 A 4. B AR Fr A e R B AL 5 2 50 BIEF Jarvis
TBHERERGER, FIA RIE S8 E T AR RS, Javis B8 R®E B 5 KT L IoEH#E R, MAE /NF£ 70
[FSHERY, B I, Javis BEBIOE T2 0 B AR, b T Javis B8 £, fOFRMEZE AN K, L BA BRI VPD B4
I8, % TR R S 5K R EAFTE R B v B S 2, RS BT 5T p i B B 456 o HEAT
5, AERLITETE R Javis EEIERRE BT R TRIEM E R S
3.4 2SRRI AT

KA+ F R XAE R AR R (R3) , 7] LUE B 2T [ 5 5 Javis B R o 2 R 50335 0. 7 LA B AE X
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F2 W1 R2NEERSEHER
Table 2 The II typal model parameter calibration for treel and tree2

%G9 Multiple regression Javis i Javis model
R RMSE ky ky ks R? RMSE Emax ky ky

B 1 Treel A 4% ZiH 0.696** 0.371  2.892 -0.739 0.001 0.732** 0.0.346 6.047  0.458 160.1
FRuE 0.051 0.019  0.000 0.279  0.011 18.54

B 41 %3 f§  0.757** 0.303  2.761 -0.637 0.001 0.817** 0.259 5.974  0.435 152.4
FRuE 0.04 0.014  0.000 0.228  0.009 14.58

A ZiH 0.714** 0.344  2.803 -0.679 0.001 0.765** 0.355 5.977  0.444 155.8
FRuE 0. 033 0.012  0.000 0.182  0.007 11.96

B2 Tree2 A 45 ZiH 0.711** 0.464  2.957 -0.825 0.001 0.771** 0.377 6.707  0.634 139.3
FRuE 0. 064 0.024  0.000 0.412  0.017 23.07

B 41 %3 f§  0.709** 0.395 2.866 -0.791 0.001 0.806** 0.304 7.497  0.655 149.7
FRuE 0.057 0.023  0.000 0.456  0.016 22.41

A ZiH 0.710** 0.431  2.909 -0.806 0.001 0.783** 0.346 6.827  0.633 136.9
bR 0. 043 0.016  0.000 0.291  0.011 15.68

# % P<0.01

RZETE 30% LAPY , SR 34T, IR RT LU B I 8 Javis BEAIJOE RBE R T Lo RIAKER, REH B
INFZITEEHERL, AHXTHR2E 2 FTE 20% DAN , B/l 12.12% . TR 5 58 8] B & A RIS HUE 5 S0E /)
HHEME , Z 70 BT AV UE 5 SO E 21808 K X R, h TR IMEAEE, i R S BRI R 7 1:1
LW A FEE B B AR S), NTT S BR2Z 8K, T Javis BEBIELLUE 5 SCMEE RIFHLERXR,7E 1:1
LHM T AAETEY . W] Javis SRV IIE)E S B Eb 22 70 ]IS A 70 5 B L S I BB RE S FL AT 1o

®3 W12 IXBESAERRESH
Table 3 The error analysis of II typal g for treel and tree2

£ 763 Multiple regression Javis #5575 Javis model
R? RMSE MAE MRE R? RMSE MAE MRE
W1 Treel — AZ%EE  0.7567 ** 0.316 0.234 16.33% 0.8179 ** 0.271 0.201 12.12%
B4¥HE  0.7035** 0.397 0.316 20.95% 0.7324 ** 0.355 0.272 17.35%
W2 Tree2 A Z%EE  0.7067 ** 0.399 0.330 27.16% 0.8051** 0.316 0.222 15.62%
BA¥HE  0.7043** 0.459 0.371 28.11% 0.7709 ** 0.392 0.299 19.69%
% % P<0.01
4 g

RIGLEER BN « AR E 225 A R g, SO H AR R L E, 5 ET, MM R B E
& r=0.75, [Fl6F H BUAE TG BT S5 S 0.5h, E, 5 PAR B REUR R B B BUEW S 0. 5h,r =0.85, 570
B S B r = 0. 84 JEHHRIE .

EGE 2 T 5 H FAERBOAHEN, EAFRRMERE T, S22 ES5KKRETREBEMNR
TEERBER R AR A A SR 5T KB 200W/m” B 5 B 3, (B2 5 300 W/m® , LA b TR i s, P
DNEE S FEA S B B GE 2 T B, TR BEEAE 20—30°C B, Bk 2 S BRI S MR RIR E S B
IR E R R

XA [ S 5 BE 254 T 2 on AL Javis R ) SHCRE fa , W EAR FIAH AT , & B R 5 o
TR ) R K TSR S8R 8 , 3% LA I Javis #%) R* RMSE MAE ¥5iF £ 70 [ TR, X PRsk i S
I1 7 Javis #27 ({{ % & VPD \PAR) ¥R o FH R TR PRAZ T RIEAEALS TR Javis 58 XA%
1.4 2 5 )2 T BT HUEAR AL, Z2 oo AR 121 mi il 4 i AR A7E W B R 395, 2R 4R o Javis 1525
1:1 KB4, B ELIR, B BT 2o BISBRS, /MR N MRE =12.12% ,R* =0. 8179,
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