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The study on simulating light use efficiency of vegetation in Qinghai Province
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Abstract; In this paper, advantages of MODIS-PSN, CASA, GLO-PEM, VPM model based on light use efficiency ( LUE)
are used for reference, and typical characteristics of vegetation LUE and environment in the study area are taking into
account. Based on relative literature and measured NPP, the maximum LUE values of main vegetation in the study area are
simulated. The maximum LUE values of grassland and shrubland are calculated through three steps in order to reduce
calculating errors. Based on Beer’s law, environmental stress factors of LUE is calculated by evaporative fraction algorithm
and TEM model. The LUE values of main vegetation in Qinghai province are simulated, and their spatial distributions and
dynamic changes are analyzed. The result indicates that the mean LUE value ranges from 0.026gC/M]J to 0.403gC/M] in
2006 in Qinghai province, and the average is 0. 096gC/MJ. The LUE of Vegetation with obvious zone distributions
gradually increases from north-west to south-east. The LUE value in Qinghai province largely varies with the season. The
monthly mean LUE of vegetation changes from 0. 057gC/MJ to 0. 157gC/M]J in 2006, and the highest appears in July. The

main accumulative period of LUE is from May to September.
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&P T OLRER FI R 39 NPP 2  H LUE WEUEMZR K, X SFEIR KR R0 NPP AR B A 45
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XK LUE B2, GLO-PEM AR 7R RE ML R e R RER ISR, KA 20D G CPRSERY, o C,
A B KOG REFI F 23y [ 5 B 2. 76 ¢C-MJ ™', 2T BIOME-GPP A= 7545 %1 ¥y MODIS GPP = LUE ffik
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Table 1 Estimation of input parameters in various NPP models based on LUE

JEREFI IR &, (i e,) RARICRERI AR

S

vl /gem ) /e Redrmen

Light use efficiency Maximum Light use efficiency
CASA e, =gy x T, xSM 0.389 (3]
GLO-PEM &, =9 X T, X SM x VPD 55.2a" [4]

£, =8 x Ts x SM x VPD 2.76P [4]
MODIS-PSN &, =& x T, x VPD 0.604—1.259¢ [5]
3-PG g, =8& 1.8¢ (6]
VPM e =80 xT, x W 2.208¢ (7]

g =89 X T, xW 2.484f [8]
C-Fix ) 1.1 [9]
EC-LUE &, =80 x T, x SM 2.14 [10]

1, e, WS NPP I SZBROGREFI A , e, AAGSE GPP S ERIGRERI FISR, T, AR BEX S REF FI AR 50, SM 3R BEFE %L, VPD ok
AURBRE X SERER AR , W A8 R K 33 S SCRER TR , 60 M IRIAOGREFI IR s a2 G iYW, o HEETFRUHb: oMW 5c: 11 R
RERI AR (A3 3 5 bR L 6 2 R P bR 8 Pt o L 9 T R PR TR SSPR  P st B TR 5 S M AN R A (B AR ) 5 d: AatbZE
BERG e HHEAT: BT

FF I, AR G4 T MODIS-PSN,CASA ,GLO-PEM , VPM £ 6B R Fi % NPP ALAY {1 o5, IRl s 724 7% 18
TR X SRR Y BB A PR FNPREE (2R A B ALRE i AR TE B 5 X 3 AH O SCHR Wk AT NPP S 8 , 1554
H EE RPN B RO RE R R . [FIBT, Rl 44k T B b AE N B KRB R R A B TR . SRAZRHILL
B kO i A ST (TEM) MY MRHR Liebig i, HHE T 0B KOG REFI I 3R 7™ A B R i 3R B 454 e [
Fo &5 R T HBE TEMPSERFOERERI R, FR A 0T T Hoas 8] 431 FZE AR AR U AFAE o
1 HREE

FHROMEXIBAFTE2E, FEEAMT P EMEE, TS REARICH, B IR A R4 89°35'—
103°04", 4t 25 31°39'—39°19' , HFZEF ik B AR 41, B I F W M SRR A F s R 2L R4, &
W B KR T2 R T REFESE . FiAMERR BRI, R E TIXA Y X R AR B A A
DLFFHE . B IGRMAERA D, S5 T B, RIS TR, ik . FFEED THRE IR AREL
HASA AR AR R TR 2 1L, FEHISAY 40 6 28, R FE R B RS R R R R O R SR R R
S | L AR B A S | 1y b SR R S | I AR S . Horh S SRR ) F S R R H 1R T ARRCOR A
fik) W —2 R
2 BEREBESTHAE
2.1 BBEIE

ABF5E I F 3+ 2 0 56 5iF 9 MODIS % 4E 7= 5 & 41 $5 MOD09A1, MOD11A2 MODI12Q1 . MOD13A2 .
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MOD15A2 . MOD17A2 #1 MOD43B3, f1 3£ E LP DAAC (Land Process Distributed Active Archive Center,U. S. A)
Fft . X B3R MODIS %04 7= it 7L A IE . A = b3 B 2 R F ER T AL 3 T,
2.2 SZHHE

BRAPTRENIEETE BRI ORE, A SGEEFEE N 41 Ml RNRR R, SKRERARE
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2.3 +HEESEE
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2, K F A T R ARAIR 4y 14 20 IR RRR R R TR, R R R EAE R (R IE
FEE AR ELHE ) 2 18] 4015
2.4 STIUECE

2 SCHT F A 3t T SE B FEORIE TER A B H BT WER, LR R FEREH, AT R ek
TIE S Hi RS 95 7 35 A EL S B0, R DG S A 2 TR HE 2006 4 7 A (B S KRR ZST) #17,
AR SE R E 2R LI-6400 fH#EHOL G 1 .SUNSCAN 56 )= 431471 R 4t LAI-2000 #9562 7 Al 5
3 A&

Potter 2*1 Y ZEIRAR S T B LA B OGRER FI SR, MZEBLSE A1 T IR IOBRER Pl R BB 2R
KRN o TEABFFE R AR EE FK 2% T o-& VRS2 mi 8 A Liebig &4, BN B OGRERI R &
TEAE AT B] A R A2 B KBRS F i ma . B ik, BF5E X NPP BERY o 3 5 KO BB A F SR F= A i i SR B 45
Jii8 R ¥, SR UK 43 i3 R R Jiih 3 TR i B /ML, T AR A R X

e=g,, xmin(T,,W,) (1)

K, e BGRRIHER, o, ARIOCREFI IR, T, HIREEXOGREF RN, W, 7K 5%t aeF| &
W . T, A W, BB ZhE o 0—1 , HAR B/ MUR B XS G REF FH R 1 52 IR B K
3.1 BROLREFIAR ¢, M5

BIOLREFIHR &, BIBUE K /NS A NPP A 25 AR K o A SURTEBIF ST X AE 5 SCHR YERH A
B AN UGB | B SO R A i — 41 NPP . PAR FPAR 35 Jip 31 R 7 R 7K 43 Fo 36 R SO0 I 650408 , 8%
J& R IR AR A TV ML H i PR BRI £

SRR LR A AN , 2 M5, AT AR BRI o, MO £, W -

zxiyi - ’”E
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2 xf - nx’
KA o, AHEFHEPESEEY PAR x FPAR x min( T, , W,) B3R ; v, WREMIEGSREL R NPP {5 ;0 Jy 5Eph e
PRV AL n MBI e KA R G2 o, BF3ME sy O e BP9 ME
BT BRAERINE P R E AR B IR A, SR B SOLREF AREA TR, N TIREAME
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L5 IS T ) Foe RO REA TR, 75 BOKs 32 B R A IS AU ) B RO BRI FH 3R A5 JE 359 S R B oF 7 Y 3t 28
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KA, e N5 @ FRE AR RY (SR B G AR LD, (o) NS | FREEAPREN (ERIEAREY) Y HR
RIACREFFZ

ARG T X AR SE SCHR TR BT S S BBCR ™™ SR IR R AN T A AR &,
DL AAE , DT S Hh B 50 IX 3 2 B R R o S 2 A B D A 2R R K iR A BB R R BUE . 7ERY
BT X S B R R R S U 3 B R A R B B iR JOL REF I R BUE S , R A AKX (3) A H &
o B 0 SR A R (v 7 B e B B R M IR R ) A DA B R S S B (AR P A
BN ) B RICREFI R £uo
3.2 JROPXERER R AR WAL

HER LK 0 X AL BRI FH 3R B 82 Wi pR R A IR RE R o TEAZ SRR NPP LRI rp, 22 i T 97K 40 Fip 38
P72 ph R SR BE K SR B (VPD) 1R 2 5570 B SR b B AR L T R B, (R X 46 5 3SR A 2
AR B B - (1) TCI8 AASEY o 38 2 D188 R 3T o 0 e LA T i R R BE T 5 IX 3k ) - 49388 BE 45
16, X PR TARLEEE T - 0B BE Y NPP AR BTN AE J1 o (2) VPD AR— N B3R AL 38080 B 2% 2 1) 57t o
YRR R T, B S RS K EA RN .

AWFER F—Fh G52 BRIE BB AR TR K 2 id B 7 i AU
arXPERER R KRN W, T E AT

KB (EF) ™ RSkt K

LE
LE +H

A, LE Jp il & (Wem ™) ,H J BHGE R (W-m ™),

AR S, K HaEF WAESE E% T EF, EF 22— BRI RERAE 3RS OK 73 %44 1 458
RHETF . UWEHITHEC R EF REMLEBREHIKDIZMZS o Bob, EF 55 )i B g Bk R R
JE 7= 8, 4 4 AVHRR Al MODIS™™ 5 %05 ¥ I — A~ B A
3.3 RBEEXDGEEFI RN TALE

AHWF5E R A Raich 251 4857 [ i b A= 254870  the Terrestrial Ecosystem Model , TEM ) 5 [ 533k 144 T, .

(L)1) )
* (T-T,,)(T-T,,) -(T-T,)*

KA, T RSB, T T T 53 5 R EAE I BAR BB A IR . AR R SIRBEAR T 7,58
BT Toue s ¥ TER O TEARBIR A, T, 1 T, S B E 9 0 FI36°C , [FIRT MRICAEY E LB T H TR
IERIREE , T, AT € A K ZE R IR .

4 ZERE5HW
4.1 B X AR AOLRER R R R 45 R
R 2 R PR ARG T , AR AT 2 DX R 5% SCRR FREEF S S T 50408 , A4 L Y Bt 1B SRR A3 2 28 AU & B

F2 EHERSEXBNENTIEZFHMSALRFARNGEEER
Table 2 Simulated results of main vegetation LUE corresponding to each grassland classification

W, = EF = (4)

B R SRS AR B 3cviytie i) RRICRERI R/ (gC-MI ™)
Grassland classification Main grassland type Maximum LUE
5078 35 B 5l Dense grassland J 7% R ) Kobresia humilis 0.326

/NiE B % fa) Kobresia pygmaea 0.296

2R 1H-1% B Hi4a) Kobresia capillifolia 0.285
7 25 B B Middle density grassland K555 Stipa purpurea 0.221

22 55 % i Stipa bungeana 0.238
78 35 5 5, Sparse grassland 6Eu+§\§%é}iﬁ( ﬁﬁ) R 0.185

Carex moorcroftti, Ceratoides compacta

A R R HOIR ] Thylacospermum caespitosum 0.115
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e %o o7 Fr) 3 2 AR A B KO REA F AR I AL A L
4.2 HIRXEEHPCRARIOLRTI AR 6, AR SR
% 3 R BT X A AR PR B R KOLREFI IR &, HIBUE

*3 PRAXBEHEXBERAEFAE ¢, HEHEER
Table 3 Simulated results of maximum LUE for each vegetation

e D fming 8 B
Code Vegetation types Maximum LUE Simulated values from Running

1 [& M Ak Broad-leaved forest ( BLF) 0.908 1.044

2 MR ASHK Needle-leaved and broad-leaved mixed forest ( NLBLMF) 0.725 1.116

3 £ #k Needle-leaved forest ( NLF) 0.645 1.008

4 B8 35 B Hi M Dense grassland (DG) 0.312 0.604

5 HBI#E M\ Dense shrub (DS) 0.538 0.888

6 T 35 BE Hi M Middle density grassland (MDG) 0.234 0.604

7 B EEHLIE S 4& Grassland mixed with farmland ( GMF) 0.208 =

8 K78 5 JF FiHb, Sparse grassland (SG) 0.175 0.604

9 i #E M Sparse shrub (SS) 0.114 0.774

MFK 3 T LAE ), A SO 9 A A SR B A KOG BE A F SR B /R T Running 58 A\ FREIUE, X T 22
AR MR AR F R RN G
4.3  FHIGAHEOLRER 2R 925 (8] 23 AR FFAE

A MR TR R R R W TE A R R A g Y, DS L i R 247
HE R AP RITR T AEREA N F o i1 T 32K BRAR AR B BR Al , AR ] ) 45 B2 AR 0 3t [X. A AE B LE , 77 9 AR B
ML REFI R B

BRI, A SR 2 T 2006 4K A HEEOF
PICRERI R B =S [E 23 A (1B 1) o &5831,2006 457
RO EDLEER F 4 T 0. 026—0. 403gC/MJ Z
], SF-E{E A 0. 096gC/ M, 7 48 M POLBEF F ZR 1
SR B B B B, B VAL e AR B R i
Feo PHALERAHR X (AN SIA AR A0 ) R M PP B X
BE HEH 7 39 08 BE A R BRIk, — R AE 0. 061—

0.079gC/MJ Z [B], 7 P HRAE 8% i 7 B0t BE FI I 3 4% AR IR/ (C/MT)

B, A7E 0.116—0.403gC/M] Z 8], i A 2P L H N 1o [ >0.100—0.200 []>0.300—0.400
[0 >0-0.100 []>0.200—0.300 [ >0.400

0. 125gC/MJ, 530 H 0. 356gC/MJ, H &% 0. 3782C/MJ

A H R A 0 - H R R B, — MR T Bl A 2006 SEBFHRMA AR

0.082—0. 37¢C/MJ, 11 E 4 2 0. 25¢C/MJ, i Bk 3 Jg Fie- 1 The distribution of mean LUE for vegetation in Qinghai
0. 26C/MJ, BEHE 0. 356C/MI, 531 B BB B

HIE X ERE R R 8 R , — MR 7E 0. 081—0. 321gC/MJ Z [a], A JE 4 0. 23gC/MJ, NiI%Z R 0. 19gC/MJ, 12K
0.21gC/MJ .,

HIEA A FEGEROCRER R EE R . MAREOGRER FIZLE 0. 281—0. 403gC/MJ Z [], £ 1R
AR IGREF FHZEAE 0. 193—0. 322¢C/MJ Z[H], £ M-ARIFEEER] FIFAE 0. 172—0. 285gC/MJ Z [8], AR FAI #E A
HISGREFI FZRTE 0. 133—0. 239gC/MJ Z[H], /5 88 72 B B A L BE R F 23 4E 0. 076—0. 138gC/MJ Z [, Hh 7 7
FE R HL G RE R FHERTE 0. 057—0. 103gC/MJ 2 [a], B Hh#f b IR & 14 i 6 BB A1 F 3R 7E 0. 048—0. 091gC/MJ Z
V6], I 25 B B K 6 BE A FZRAE 0. 040—0. 076gC/MJ 2 Ja] , i B M\ 1) 6 BE A F 3R 7E 0. 026—0. 049gC/M]
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Zﬁi‘ e}

H I SR 2006 4EF- B0 RBA I Z R/MKIR g : R b 0. 358gC/MJ > 4t IR Ak 0. 282gC/MJ
> &FIHPk 0.2485C/MJ > ARFIHEM 0.207¢C/MJ > FESEEREE M 0. 1206C/M) > FR7EE R b 0. 089gC/
MJ > EEHiEHIIRAA 0.0765C/M) > {REERI b 0. 063gC/MJ > B 0.041gC/MJ,

B 2 B8 AP IR OERER R ADEREA F A7
TEWI 22 5, T ELAS [RIAE 9 — 2 22 53 iR 2 X 1) B
Fo WTLIE W, WA MR R B RIREE, X R
(LI R AR B RRIRSTHR B AR BT E L BEA AT &
MR, Bl -5 B LB R IO RS
KERBREFI R Z R, B M Ak — & 2 EERK,
7 0.550, 4T FRIEAS AR 0. 443, 41 MK 0.397 . Hg,
WU ARPAREM N 0.331, B = H K 0. 192,
B Y 0. 145, Frti iR & 14y 0. 132, R 2
BEEHIN 0. 112, S KOEREM R SLEEA R EE
/N RAHHEN , 2 0.073,

4.4 FHIFEHEOLRER HRMZAEZARFE

BAGREFAE  otRRIER

S o oo =
o vk o O

LUE/(gC/MJ)
rarRESSkGdy

NN
AW

£ £ £ 5 ® 2 & 2 3

= K & # @§¥ ¥ 4« @ B

B OE F E # = B # &

= B oW W 2 #H &
£ o x5 ®
' F ﬁ &

FERE A Vegetation type

B2 BELAEERACENARMET AR
Fig. 2 Comparison between maximum LUE and LUE for
each vegetation

HE 3 AT ES, AFEBEAERKE 410 M HE, Myt FARME T MEBZHLEHE. 4 A
Y FEROCREF 2R 1 B KAE R 0. 448gC/MJ, B /ME A 0. 025gC/MJ; 7 A 4y 48 8% ot 5B R R 0 & KAE K
0. 685C/MJ, B/ME 0.0352C/MJ; 10 A B RER] FIZEH B AAE 0. 4195C/MJ, B/ ME K 0. 0245C/MJ .

1034

JERER] I B/(2C/MT)
1 o [ 1>0.300—0.400
[ >0—0.100 [ > 0.400—0.500
[ >0.100—0.200 I > 0.500—0.600
>0.200—0.300 B >0.600

3 BHigHE 2006 FEEEFNBENTEETL
Fig. 3 Dynamic changes of vegetation LUE in Qinghai Province in 2006

H1 4 BT, F¥EE 2006 AR A P LRER FI#RAE 0. 057—0. 157gC/MJ Z i), i {H i BL7E 7 A fir, &
BHOLREFI R RBURAETE 5—9 A AZTHOBREF FIRBIR, —fR7E 0. 091gC/MJ LI, 2006 45/ 6 H
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(Y IERER IR , 1A 0. 1036C/MI, R FiX—4 6 ot -
YR A it BT R G 5t BB F 1 B otsf
IHE TR AWM TMITRA 5 6 AHIRK 5 ol
RSHEFMLA TR, LRAARNRMETEE  § onf
HEIE, B T KA FIR B RIE R R M LB E2 ol
S %:EE: 0.08 |-
5 g :R;g) 0.06 |-
AXHEHEE EREPRAORAAEAL 2 oul
FILMEA ooz}
(1) ABIFFE 9 B AR %A B4 R X 40 S0 R A 4 ol
R RIS, BRI A% F T B9 I B 1t R i 1y Month

SCRBR B 2% 1S RUAS  , UBREE TR RERI IR A0 1 t s SR
%%ﬁ—ﬁﬁﬁ*u%%%yﬁﬁﬁ‘ﬁ’ Fig. 4 Monthly mean LUE of vegetation in Qinghai Province

(2) RIVBABA AN AR ETIIC KB o
HRYORHAI NPP 520 5CHE , 0301 b TR B 0 F ik
SAEFIFIR 2 B4 BRI X SRR B

(3) 1 FHFE X 10 BERR R A 0 4 7 LK 401 T B b R PR A0 £ 205 8, RL{ch
Mo DR S TS D M BT T A ST MR 00 0 K 3 465 200 431 8 B 0 P 6
B (T 3 R 3 /N, QIR (2) $EH B Ty v, 7 A S A S A ) DI 0 B
BRSSP, (D8 BB M K B R TR A S T X 0 B B 53 K
A IR RE ISR AT 5 SRR T 5 (TR EL 1

() FHFA SRR RER IR B W, , & Fo0 % S8, IR S S BR AE B, 5 Fl— i 52
BRAIE T 5 PR 0K S B T 0 AR B —— R e B BB I + AR ) ) SR BUk
S EL T IR o S5RE— 7 T T BRI A8 B 4 R PR S O PR, 53— T — e R
ESEILT AR ORI, S T SRR TR
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