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Abstract: Carbonyl sulfide (COS) is a long—living trace gas in the atmosphere, its’ molecular structure, diurnal and

seasonal dynamics of the tropospheric atmosphere mixing ratio are similar to carbon dioxide ( CO, ). During plant
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photosynthesis and its’ hydrolysis process, COS assimilation of stomata is closely related to CO,, which is affected by the
sharing diffusion pathway conductance and the enzymatic activities. Meanwhile, plant autotrophic respiration cannot release
COS. In the latest studies, plant COS flux is used to indicate the ecosystem gross primary productivity (GPP) directly. In
this study, we have reviewed the mechanism of association between plant COS flux and carbon fixation in photosynthesis, as
well as the most recent research progresses of either eddy covariance COS flux observation, or the method which couples
atmospheric COS monitor and ecosystem process model. And we have further dicussed the key ecological processes and
parameters when use COS flux to indicate GPP. We have found these methods are confronted with the following bottlenecks
1) the physiological processes, scale effects, and decoupling effects can affect the leaf relative uptake rates (LRU) of COS
and CO,; 2) the observation and simulation methods need to be further integrated; 3) the density of global COS observation
sites have limited method validation; 4) The sulfur cycle process have affected the accuracy of multi-regional simulation.
The frontier areas of these methods breakthrough include: 1) carry out COS flux observation in key areas and multi-biomes ;
2) improve the coverage of atmospheric COS monitor by satellite column concentration; 3) improve the ecosystem process
model by COS absorption mechanisms. The scientific issues this article focus on are: In the subtropical region, as well as
some other regions in urgent need of atmospheric COS and COS flux observations, how about the accuracy and uncertainty of

applicating as a direct proxy of GPP?
Key Words: carbonyl sulfide; flux; eddy covariance; ecosystem process model; gross primary productivity
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(1) gk COS Ml NEE (B RDULI

A FEAR DGR R IS T QCL BOG AR 1 3L IO 1% 43 {30 2 v 4 (10—20 Hz) WK< COS TR &
ELET S T R A B = 4 KGR 15—30 min 25K A SR A4 ORI, 52 T i I BR B R R KU SRR
COS IRA M7 22, 528l T A )2 COS 38 HE A R WL I @ 7 i 5 0 8% 0 300 7 8 00 I 452 34 R iz 25
T 25 2L MR R SMEAR T & 3 (b5 #Fnt Ak SEEIA B K% HF-EMS &3b (FE TR ) 0 Rl s)
BR2% S BB W (A B ) 2 S5 [ RE VRS AR S LI ot DOE-ARMCE 53 (/N22 R T 5540 ) Al
b ) R AT 6 5w K% AT-Neu £33 ( LLHB B ) K30 2 A 00 b, B [T ORI 1 AE B e )2 COS /K VR 1t il
NEE, [F] i 34 KA COS T B3 B2 JE0 4R A 4 18 22 S8 N B e 1 i S e i =0~ Al COS 3 12 Al
NEE HECA WL, 568)2 COS 3 5 /& GPP M ELEEAR /R MKS BE LR, LA 51 B 2% 2 )= e X M A7 [l 14
ML % B, 5 NEE Je0 41 o4 i 1 COS i Wil i GPP /N T 7% | 3T COS i & E 3 Wi GPP REfi%
BRALSE NEE PR43 51l GPP By

(2) ik COS iS5 GPP 1 KREEALHI

YA VER Y LRU A gL COS 5 GPP BB S, h TG K55 IREE Rl T 4L
FHE CA [l Rubisco BTG, HE—20 520 T il S b7 1R AL R A [E] COS 5 CO, kB, T8 LRU 7E = Al
A EhAS PRI /N E B 3h 7 IR A, 67 AT AR 2 CoS Tl 5O R IR VPD R LAT &M
SV R CHRER R T T, A2 AR S AU RO R S R R i, e 2 T LRU &I, 3 J2& i TR BE COS 38 2 Fl NEE
XF PAR ({0 7 i REA7AE 22 5, D0 B BRI T LRUY kIR BE Rk a0 4RI 7, v 4 AR S 45 i B A v TR
FIoK 338 T BALICHT, i T BOE X COS Hl CO, I BHITAFAE 2 5, COS I CO, M FFHIE 5 B Rl 1 52 5]
ARFIRR B

MEHBREAET LRU MR Bk A | i T I 1 2 s W' 1 FH e Ay it 37 2 AR I 0 i 38 4 vy, LD
IR AR VPD £/ S8 TS AL S TR, LRU W I B R4 7 SR, % T e iR IR I B, - 5 A%
T LRU A GPP 2 547 S AR A 55 P A T R JEEENLE, &3 LRU A9 3 28 55 0E 55 i 7]
COS HI CO, M BEXTFLBImA R AT 200 SR, ZE Wb FIAE 0] | 3X —BLER 1) 22 S v AR AT ORI AT
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_

MEETFFE

N %WE’J fl

®*>a

CO, H,O COS

ATP. NADPH

& ico.

, RuBP\ , PGA\ Co»
ATP PGA @

\ I Rublsco \ l
(CH,0), 2 PGA’ RuBP

ATP. NADPH 0,
= ( emg )

MS

HHANY

H,S CO,

2 HEYH R COS WU & ERFILEE COS KR I FIRE Ak R B Bl
Fig.2 The sketch map of COS assimilation, photosynthesis, as well as soil COS absorption and release
0, : %5 H,0: /K ;HCOS BRAR ZUMR BT T H* . A 1 H, S BRALE ATP . = BARRIRTF s RuBP . 1,5- B MRAX M ; PGA . B H I MR ; PG . B R
LEFRR s NADPH . if J5URAHHEE 1T ; (CH,0) , : Hi2E ; DMS ; — H B frifik

2.3 ETLEBRITH AR RS COS HiE

BT PRI COS 8 5 A A R G I g 77 1 (NPP) B MRS, 76 38 i 18 A US40 NPP
3R b FIFH RS COS 55 CO, IR A e S LT B ] (A MR 2 AR A (A 5) B R b A S R 45
COS " MHFITRIBE | - HEREEESE FLm A9 RS COS 384, i i K< COS TR A HE Y e Kl i, 7 =]
DT AT Kettle 25 AFI FH 22 B SR IFJ& T 2ER AR COS IS R HAEBR B A5 948 0, 45 R 00, 1 bk
COSiE= I3 T I EER KR COS R A R = ah &, 2 BRAi £ R4 COS w4 0.69—1.40 Tg

g 4! [8, 3]

C.cos Vi cos
JCOS:JCOZXCB’ ‘XV(’ : (5)
2,00, "a,c0,

S, J oo 1 J o, BT COS il CO,MEUCHE (mol/s) , €, cos 1 C, o, 43 I/ COS A COLIRA L, V, cos 1
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V,.co, S0 COS HI CO,MUE A (mol/s) .
2.4 FETHERBABEA S COS M

Rifi A COS TR I B A B & &, SRS &= S T R BESA N AR e COS il CO, 3 & (1 A X0
W K OGE BB CO, 38 5 0 3 = T COS, LI SC g R W A4 COS it 5 GPP RAAC, TEMIEAN -
TSI FEEIARIEL S T COS ZK AR 7R i A4 H0H %5 B RN % P, 480 17 et 2 A0 58 COS i, SCI 1 38 o A
COS 38 FLHEE AL GPP, 5 i XL I A bb %, Ao P S 78 X6 11 K B B ot J22 R 38 COS it 1 15 BLKG
B,

SiB 4.2 FYMLE R LI, BRI SRS COS BN 0.73—1.50 Tg S a™' |, W T MR | PiASAY
25 S Y DB G R £ XS R COS SRR e R R A B R AR 2
ARG T e am T R i RO A ASDURS B R AR, 22 AR R PR T VPR AE S I COS A
SCIHERRGRE . 36T R PR A Bl o A= 2 R GEK AR A A 58 28 B T 38 AR L, & B e )2 COS i
BN R R 2 TR RN IS R N B BRI T
2.41 FHIMEIHE COS MR EESH

(1) P HiGE s 5 4

SiB 4.2 F1 ORCHIDEE %55 # A8 D) A FL 5 BE AR AU RN Farquhar FE88 R JEA47) 5l o £ 46 M H 0 COS
TR R YR K SRR BB B COS MYl i R BA KA COS TRA HE M LI, B4l T
M COS M ( F, o0 ) (230 6), T AFZ ML COS.CO, M H,0 43T HIBLIL S HAr T # i
R EAOG, = F A AR AR 5B ] 3 5 3 40 T BRSO A AR X HOHE RSB e (A 28 7—8) 1,

Frcos ==(C,cox=Ci o) [ Lt j | =—ca,m{g SR ] | (6)

|
b,cos &s,cos 8i.cos

&1.cos &s.cos
g cos:@ (7)
- R, cos
g“’S:[D““‘Jk (8)
gx,(,‘()2 Dcoz

L, v HKRA(a) M RFYZ(b) AL (s) FIFIMLE AR — ST, C, s 4 o ST COS HREE, g, o5 N
&..co, TN & FHEIY COS FI COAFAETIE s R, o5 7 H,0 15 COS [RIAARX Y HOE A (2.0£0.2) X Tt F il
B2 AR RS 50 1.56 .1.94 F1 15 Do F Do, 535024 COS F CO, M4 T4 BUR B X T<
FLI A b BUER 1, %0 T30 KR A BB S 6 S i B2 S & BUE R 0.67 ; SALFI: i 72
H1 COS 5 CO, AT BUE R 4510 1.6 Fi1 1.4

(2)COS MAHFE

RS COS 28 Fr I 4RI 0 SRR R 1T Y CA B K MRO2 AT, COS & T ( gos ) GRE EAE
T RFERYS CA BREHA X AD b S R AR iglE] CoS T MM HIE, 78 SiB 3 FAIY I
fih I, Joe Berry 452 M1 CA WETE 15 Rubisco M 14 7] (9 AH S PEBL L T HF-EMS 28 5 351 geos (A
9) 2,

Geos = X Vo, (9)

K, a2 CA BFIAE N gcos 5 Rubisco BFPE I F e RORIEHR (V) Y1 RE(C M CAEYIT, o
32 1200 1 13000) >4

(3) COS 7 1 RUEE 4k

PR AN E R AR AL T I R COS Sl i, S R AE A A 7 ) A5 S B ) T, i T S 400 RUBE AR P A
R B E TR E U E T, S LAT AU 5 A 45 2 B0 0 Tl J2 45 4 v 4 S5 i Ak oy i
FRAGFERG 7S WA Sy AL T B B Sl 2 () B AR AU TR 2 R PR AR B A AR ST
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BT COS M MTHEE . i TAERE E] MO 2 S5 H AAAE 22 57, COS 3 5 T+ Rt i 24Uk RS A TA] 8
RIS, K AHXHEEE VPD Fint Rl 52 COS W E SESBUR T IE T i — RS 5, AR kb
AR HES BTN T 2S5 1V X200 (4 Jarvis B A FE R R AL L) o
2,42 “H R BRI SR KR AE R RS GPP

(1) FH B ) BRI AR 5 428k GPP

WIS E B RA COS TRA FLIR sl FEAAY | BEAS 52 B X I A 42 BREG Hb A= 25 R GE COS 3l 2 (1) BB AR
AT GPP AR, o 22 FURF TR K2 Linda Kooijmans %527 K | MERRA-2( Modern-Era Retrospective analysis
for Research and Applications Version 2) 5 B3 H7 5Bl CASA-GFEDv4 4R BF K R A= 9 SR B B il i |, 2%
T REAGERER RO RS COS IR A T, il 3 SiB 4.2 BRI T 2000—2020 4E4 Bk H A5 KAl k135
COS i Hl LRU 19 0.5°4% M7= iy, X 2000—2012 4F ] & Bk 4E 85 GPP IAEFEE R 120 Gt € a1, R4
SiB 4.2 AR AR I COS 8 & B e ek S 2, Salad Co, il B GPP AH L, 5T COS A Y
GPP 5 FLUXNET WL HA 8w —orE

(2) 38 RAUE A 23RS COS IRE L

KA COS IR A LA LWL 77 T, NOAA 4RI 5250 28 £ T 2021 4 & 70 T NOAA-ESRL/WMO H#i 4
(https ://www.esrl.noaa.gov/gmd/dv/data) , ZECHEE T A0 35 BRI | RT3 F0 R VPG ¥ 55 X3 Y 14 4> [ 5 Hb T
WL | K TR 1 7— 16 HIPPO RATSRAE TR AR AL 52 T A COS K AMh 5 R £k (4 LYK I ) SR A 7
it (https : //www.eol.ucar.edu/field_projects/hippo) o 7E_F WM 7= 5 B J& Atk I, Geos-Chem . JAMSTEC-ACTM .
Leeds-TOMCAT-MC ,LSCE-LMDz-MR Niwa-NICAM-TM Fl UU-TM5-JM %5 £ 4> K S AL Rk 0% 18 T i B2 &%
N7, JE AR R AR TR R i B 5 22 B IE (R KR COS IR & S T 423k COS TR A ks
WAL SR, 3T B LI A ) B RIS T 2Bk 2 oSt

dE E N XK COS TR A HeiY SR B, a7 22 B ) 32 K27 Jin Ma 552735 R H] ENVISATSat-
MIPAS , Aura-TES Fl ACE-FTS 5 £ 25 KA COS My LM VREE ™ a4k 1 DAL UL DN S iy O 0 %85 B, 38 o0
TM5-4DVar BRI 108 i T 2Bk )18 KX COS 1R4 FE (https : //sourceforge. net/ projects/tm5/) ' °) |
FE¥a 1A TR AR BE LA LIS i (4 ), FEBE A b 2 B PAGE i SiB 4.2 BRI T 4 BRAE Bk A 1
oS i, RIMEA D EMHKRES , 2Bk A SRS COS MU 1053 Gg S a ' I/NE 851 Gg S a™' &
I THEET PCTM BERUAGFEE5 2R (738 Gg S a™') s X KA COS W G TEIC A & IS, LAk 5 A RLHLRE Bk
/N T 137 Gg Sa™'' ™',

(3) 183 2R HPN B COS B EAGE GPP Ay 2548 J7)

4k SiB 4.2 HiR 7 5 |, ¥k [E LSCE/IPSL 82528 2K Fl ORCHIDEE A5 YA 5 A A BR A B COS 18 & 2 4 - 756
Gg S a™' (KA COS IRE HACHTE 500 pmol/mol) , &5 A T [FIZEMF 5T A ( —1335—-490 Gg S a™") Ay [AlYE
') )NCAR-CLM4 | LP] %5 2 Fh sh 25 M g A 700 0 % Ji8 1 3ek)2 COS Tl A Ee ™) | kil ik Z2 5080 L Xof % 35F il
HERRGE COS S GPP KA COS WM H S &, LUK i3 725 NCAP MsTMIP \ TRENDY 45 24570 L
SR BRI UERE % COS il it 5 GPP R 28 I i 1 444 .

3 ET#E# COoSBEEME GPP WiRE

3.1 fEFEERE COS MRS GPP AT e

LRU /2R THYE COS il it B Wil GPP W E B2 H e 2 N — L A A A s A/ NI SE I T LRU
(£15%) """, RIS B, T COS KA i BEANZ O I 2, J ] COS W LRG| R 58 42 S PA A AL 5 2%
MR COS' 22 353 JEAR S J7 12 REAE WL 3 B 6] )2 W e COS Y BREE ™ Al COS il ik 24
AR 179%—289% 25590 | KHm It P74 COS T AERS IR/ GPP Wil rh A i s L 38 i
W % B0, 62 85 (9 RS CO, TR A FE IR T3 ) AL X COS Al | [Tt i B i Ak ( HF-EMS ) 1] COS
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W TAL AR (SMEAR- 1T ) (20%—25%) '™ /NZZ (29% +5% ) Rl (23% ) % | H T RS &R 4
ALIE) COS 3t B 52 i AL 1 AN BB, H A7 AE S A b ] 22 530500 R 98 W A R (g L BT AT R R A
Wi,

AL A S COS B R RIFERM T LRUM 8 e AR ~r AR AT AT HE 48 F1 SR Sz 45 2 41
TSR DL A 23 77 A COS T Hmi Ay o — LA, s OULi Il T )2 cos i@ i
NI B, S FLad BN/ INZ HESR S AR AL T AR i B | R R 2 IR = i A 8 9 o) B ) 3 T I
SRy A 3 0SS R 5 AR A K AR COS Tl B RN 4% Ae A7 2505 I 8] e 2 COS i
O COS BERAIE T 40404,

SEE SR SR R AT I AR R TR B AR DG R SN Y COS TR ] i XU 5k )2 ) B KA
COS THAERA, H 1 S Bedif it o BE 42 5, BN R h i COS TR MR BERE B2 A2 RIBR [l 52 0% R
AR I B B COS A8 HRnik BEATH A ARG, it A aE e ORI 25 SR EL AT A K AR iR 2 , L 5 B0 7y o o 42 ol
rh ) R KU A TE S i B (MR LU A A T BE T, NEE iz 26 W, 52 256k )2 465 1 (0 W0 ) w8 4 JXU A 1F
Job B O T A, 1 e B Rk
3.2 8 COS HE A COS MM FEH =
3.2.1 4 COS At R

TN | 35 RSN COS A2 H 2 bk COS T8t 19 B35 S0l (A28 10) 150 Hir | 3 a] i
H CA TR AR TR COS 2 S Bl AR S R 40 COS sl Ay 17370 i [alit, g + 3 i
AU RSB coS®™ ™ | ikl B RIE R CoS W& R K45y, LA KA, I b K<
COS IRA Eb K Ar 25 AR B AY CA S M AR AE G A9 S Ak 93 st e+ 3R 2 COS 3 &=t 1y 2 i R 7
( Ig 2) [12,90] .

Ficcos = Frcos + Fucos + grndes (10)
K, Frecos NIRBERCRGEMM A COS M, F\ o5 « Fyicos M grnd s 730 B AESALEEHG T+ COS
Wi,
3.2.2 R EHE COS il s R

W B BRI FA T A COS T8 X B A i 1 3 AR SRR [ SR
+HE COS 3 PR REAS IR/ GPP T4 W 5 25 A A Aff s v 200000 LR A I IE 6 )2 KR COS
o P BRZE A JERE b BI5E COS A CO, 3 = A [R] A s i AR IR T B2 67 T 108 12 B A0 A i ok BE IR sh g ot A IR 4
FETREJZ 1) 43 A BE 6], COS 3 ft LAl Bl T 8 e (203K 1) P20 X Flil /> COS BRI (1 /5 3% , i Bk
WL+ € COS 8 (132 Fl COL L, R T Loess B[] 38 i A1 — Wk [T 4004 7 2 2 140 2 9 K< COoS
PR BE T2 W 1 438 oS a7

grndCOz(Ca,COS,l.O = C, cos,02)

grndgos = (11)

Ca,coz,m - Ca,coz,uz

K, C,ocos02 + Cacosio M Cyco,00 ~ Coco,no MBI E 0.2 m F1 1.0 m & EERY R COS I CO, IR,
323 ZRAERRS T COS HE N FRE

R, A S R SR 4 COS s R A R AR, RE T COoS & il )Z COS il
D fe K15 SEE, B2 T GPP ELEE MR Dy ik AORS B, 0 F U0 AR 2R AE R RS, 25 W 2
COS 3 2 LA e W, Jb 7 bk L IRIBR CA iR Ak 14 K gt S 1o 5 , 3838 )2 COS i@ &E i H
LA /N (<1 pmol m™ s71) P H(E AR YL COS MY 1%—3% , HoiP Ak V& W0 0 i By COS Sl 431 o
FIR R [ AE B COS &1 10% A1 129%™, X TR A4 AR A SR RS, h T & A v e
RBP4 ff B BRI T K& COS, LUK —mifbms . — H LAk COS MYRTIARY B> Xt T 5l |2
COS i, 3 COS il A & He e 7% i BLG A 15°C DL LR e o B 250 ) i FHAb AR S R
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G2, ARAMEGE T ATy 1 — 25 DR AT B SRR A A A R G 4 COS 3 f: 1) (1 B X B 45 R i 3
3.2.4 11 COS i@ R FEBIR Y B 28 1 I

14 COS &2 COS M H RN Y B Z T el , BRI COS I 3R, - 58 COS Wi it
AP COS &) 173 B COS M mFEMm T KA COS JR-A LL, Bl THIPE COS i 5 M GPP HRLIIE
JE, RS T IR AR IR e RO R | i A E A R COS e R A 2 B, T I
)2 COS 8 &= A BUEBLL, /N T T COS fh5 GPP i AAHE M) WA RISEF R, - HENT I A5 51 43
R T SR IR R S K S R RIZRALSE COS FRIESEU 256 A G pR 8k, 1548 T £ 18R )2 CoS
WY IRV HERTE CA BESPER LR L, e R R FL R R KR A ER B [H AR AL A 8 ] iR K
fEVEFAH COS (4 B0 B, LA KB B 50 43 i BT COS R BRSS9 —8) e 7 H 1R 2 COS & I Uk
JEL ) X FAC A COS BERGR BE R R A A5 R G0, LY BB TR R % vfi S e 2 COS 38 Bt (RS VEDR 4%, [#
1&T$§Lﬁﬂﬁ;§%ﬂ7§FﬂXT GPP iSRS BE A RRAI ), SR, fi T 39 A7 A 53 b B L e WO R 45 R
W TR R E COS i Ay |

4 BBEERE

4.1 FER
4.1.1  JEHR1EH GEZEE AR BRI G R0 T LRU

(D) FADEAEER L LRU

BT M SRS 2 Rl ZFRIC A Z YR i COS T8 LI 2 B AR ) COS #k B 66 i fig s 45
/R LRU, MOYGCATEFIALEL LY, 9 HIGE 5 5 30 1 5 e SR GH R 842 7 LRUM | 7 e S AL B A AR (1
Bl B AT N SE B, (A 12)  BHlER K SALTEE 50T 09 RNR AR A HLR] COS Hk
JE B LRU MR (AR 13—14) 1220

SiB 3 Fl ORCHIDEE 4553 2% A3 i3 Farquhar 5% Ball-Berrry #R B TG 3 R AL T, L8
TABRE M AE B RS COS AR E (SiB 3 H-738 Gg S a™' ,ORCHIDEE N-756 Gg S a™') =2/ 4Kifij, it
FERABIIRD XS it [o] 5 B A A 3 7 Y AN IR AR ], 230 LRU AEBE Y [B) 24 i 2% , i 5F ORCHIDEE \LPJ il CLM4 S5 4517
*ﬁﬂéﬁéﬂ%ﬁ@i CO, i B A ERAPE COS W, AR ML R 40% 7 R Z BRI BRI HE COS

AL — B E, SEEE LRU RS HEIEAG AT 2l ad COS il Al 545k GPP MM,

1 1 B
* 1.14
8n,co, 8s.c 8h,c0, = 1198, cos
B.= €Oy €0, _I’{ b,C0, b,C0S (12)

C
[ 1 1 + 1 j g5,002=1'21gs,cos
81,cos8s,cos 8 cos

C -1
i,C0y
LRU= B. (13)
C (02
LRU=— Kalg 1 [ 20 gJ (14)
1.21C, oo, I" 1.62.VPDA ' aPAR

T, 24cos ( &ucos ~ Gicos ) T &1.co, ( &uco, ) IR R A2 (AL I ) 79 COS A1 CO,MRMET I, BUE
1.14(1.21) 24 €O, 5 COS IAAL(MH RS2 ) RIEELL, C, 0, ( C, 0, ) ML (KA) COMKEE, PAR A
ARERITE, T RGP CO M AT (mol/mol) , K 24+ % I R 97K 7 5B (mol m™ s™ MPa™) | 4,
FAESALFR I (NSLs ) B B (NSLs B0 G 3R BN 0) Byim S it ok # (MPa) , g, HAFETE NSLs B B R
B3 (mol m™ s7") | o WANFETE NSLs B Bt 6 T 7 % (mol/mol ) , 8 T Fl o M7 T I BE A4 25 A8
b, Ry SRR R T4k WSS AT 2R FH 50x 107 F1 0.05 mol/mol 1y AR %k

(2) B A Z A F B RHIE LRU 14 RUEE 8508
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O o R PRt 30 2o ORI 2245 243 2 KR COS BRZR R B, KR COS IR A LB EE 5 GPP I A 7
IEIERE | COS 5 CO, B RAMXF R (ARU, A28 15) AEME A LW I BB KGR X GPP (IR 2SR, 1
I RE |, COS 5 CO, IR RGN R (ERU, AW ZR AR ), A3 16—17) A3 Bl A= 45 &
45 GPP R ESHT' ) ZE I COS 3@ BN F I, iR A OC RGN Y ERU/LRU ¥ 8 2.6 | Z 5|
AW RIS B A8 KA COS IR FE 52 ), 38 o AU i f2 8 ) 42 3Rk ERU F3MECH 4.1, 5l &
P ROEES RAEE 225 (R 1) . I TREMAS RGP g COS & (T 4a xR, X3k GPP Ak 5 v il & R H
RGN LRU 5% ERU( ERU = LRU x GPP/NEE ) 7',

[Ca,COS ] max—min [ Ca,COZ ] annual_mean

ARU= x (15)
[Ca,COS ] annual_mean [Ca,COZ ] max—min
COS.. =COS 03,29m_03,18m
18m — 29m_(COSZ‘)m_COSZm) ~ A ( 16)
03,29m_03,2m
G CO
ERU — Cos 218m ( 17 )
Geo, OS5,

I, G, cos] macmin C [Coc0,] mnomin ) H KA COS(CO,) BB WHWETRRNEIKERNMIZZE,
[Ca,COS ] annual_mean ( [Ca,COZ] annual_mean ) N RS COS( CO,) RA LR AR ;x(m) SRR SRR A
O 3t b i B2, G0 O, A B8 JAR R 1 3 (v = 29m) WL A1) A COS TR A HE, I )2 N (= 18m) K
COS iR H,CO8,, .CO,,, Al O, , 0l Ryl E x KGR COS CO, M OB, Goos(Go, ) AULTEIZE-TEZ M
K COS(CO,) IR LR,
*£1 BEWHED ARU 1 ERU EHHE
Table 1 The thresholds of ARU and ERU in pervious studies

e P S B j:%*ﬁ%l‘ff&llﬁz?% . i?&%éﬁﬁ%l‘w&?%
Observation method Station Observation period Atmospheric  relative  Ecosystem relative uptake
uptake rates ( ARU) rates (ERU)
B EEAR DC G AR S ETR LM C4 3.520.217) S ARU
Eddy covariance&Photosynthesis Y H (FVW )
observation vk H MR E K2 3.3x1.00%]
4 HFA) 8.61%8]
MO AR ARG (IRZCHR) 2011 4R KR g.50%]
2000—2005 EAE K g+2037]
HZF(6.8—9 1) 2,620,703
EPS 1.5+0.30%0]
8—10 A TN A 0]
RS COS Fisk LIRZ AT 5.1+0.217]
Atmospheric COS profile BRFHIE 4117
BTHEAR 22 3h IX 2004 4£ 7—8 A 4.6—6.51%
b2 T R 2.6—4.5"%]

(3) FI AL A RIS LRU (ARH &M

T UL 2 BV R AE S B i R A COS 38 XA B COS 3 1 (52 M /N, RIS AL COS Wl &
TR LU R R COS b2 A7 300 1 -4 COS ASHRFENA T —LEAHPE Y LRU , X 34 S UL 11 B2 HF 25 SC A
B U S B R 300 LRU AN E LN EEE . KR COS IR IR IDGIE AT B AR R gt & VE iy
COS WS 72 RS HEPFAS Ml el J2 2540 AP e 18] COS i@ 1 5 GPP 1Y OCHR AL 1y i 25 S5 ok F it 1
Bz S
4.1.2 WM SEARA fRE—ASE

5T COS Y GPP Wil AH L4 , ORCHIDEE A% 78 5 GRAE 48, i 4 i1 52 2 oy 1R S i B2 vp AL COS 3
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AR VPD ZcMF R Z 2 (B , T4 B BEROAE B COS WS IAE T 5 TR &5 51> X R |, SiB 4
RRORIAEFAATT | 1o 2 3 25 1 DX A B PERG B A R AR T2 e RS B0l A A . COS 3 b 7 2 A5 R ] 1) 22 S
etk —2 1A
4.1.3  4=Fk COS WL BE PR 1 7 s deriik

HHETRA COS 1R A LE Lm0 e 2 5 55 1 A6 38 | WU FNER 43 35 DX 3k, X6 TS 91 47 36 46 % i Ak
PO AR DX |y TRl M BRAG BR 5 2 1 A B KA COS A RS R B v , 368 3 30 A W) I 480 7 9
PEAL Bl AR S R G0 COS 38 i A 12 22 Y M fr A , S8 33 22 IX B K0 COS WM, XH&IE COS it 5 GPP 1Y
RERHLRIIC A B

MAE B D RE R, IR A B COS 38 UL 7 55 1741 bR REnT Ak TR A AR A i B 2R A
R4, AU UE 7@ COS WAL Jr A AE B R G GPP AR, SR, X T I HAHT i IX | T
A T R R SRR E B S A 25 R G [ T A B LIS, S S BR BTG A5 v 0 8 ) i BT - i FE

RO M IX | FE R | R FE T TR 5 A5 A 2 R G A AR A i 18 A R AEURR , IR SR A FR Y COS
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