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Abstract: The ratio of transpiration to evapotranspiration (T/ET) is a key parameter to illustrate the role
of vegetation in controlling water loss in terrestrial systems. Quantifying evapotranspiration and its com-
ponents is a key to understand the dynamics and mechanism of evapotranspiration and it is the basis for
studying the eco-hydrological process. This paper reviews the research progress of T/ET quantification
methods (measurement methods and model methods), T/ET results in different ecosystems and their driv-
ing mechanisms (climate change and vegetation cover). The methods are introduced in T/ET observation
and simulation developed at home and aboard, and the results of different methods are compared. The val-
ues of T/ET are described in four types of terrestrial ecosystems, including forest, grassland, wetland and

farmland. There are significant differences in T/ET in the same or even in the different ecosystems, which
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are mainly due to the differences in ecosystem types, spatial and temporal scales, selection of data set, ob-

servation and simulation methods. The main driving mechanisms of T/ET included vegetation type, vege-

tation cover, climate factors and soil factors. In the future, uncertainty studies around different quantifica-

tion methods of T/ET, changing patterns and driving mechanisms of T/ET in different terrestrial ecosys-

tems will be emphasized.

Key words: terrestrial ecosystem, ratio of transpiration to evapotranspiration, quantification, simulation,

driving factor
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X ET BAS2H 53 Ko HAE ity 3 7K A% 26 b 5Tk i 24
(Fatichi and Pappas,2017),
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T/ET & 1E & & i 25 5% & Pk (Méndez-Barroso
et al,2014; Wei et al,2017), T/ET &3k FEE K
0.60, FE&RETRGH T/ET BYZALIEHIR 0. 20
~0. 95(Berkelhammer et al,2016), Jz It A [a] 25 7Y
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AN E PEDE I B RO i OSSPk . DA X Bl
MiTm ET W TAEH REZ B T ET
1) i TTRR IS ANEE . I T/ET 162 KRR 132
BRG] B RGOK L T X ET MR, 4
BRYEE R T/ET ZZARHLE 8 AE L X T/ET 1A
B PE DGR BB 1k oK R AR 28 K S0 AR Ak 10
(Wang et al, 2014; Wei et al.2015), [ I . 8 &2 Fifi
WA RG T/ET W28 550 K 54 il A [
BLH 2 S AT 58 A A

A 7 W A A5 42 BR K SCAE B4 0 58 I - 8 5 i)
AR RO R K 28 L A8 T S K O B B (2B A
2020) . SARAZXSZEBLA 57 E AT AAXT HR 09 52

M) AN -4 (Talsma et al, 2018 ;Smith et al,2018),
T Th (A5 ZE AR ok, N g1 &2 T/ET 3
T+ B0k 52 A2 1 A1 Xk B A A 1) SR L AR B
BRAS 0% B 4 W) I it (Frank et al,2015), BF9E R MW,
A 1 AR A R CLADD s /b 5 | e A 4 7% 0090 55 - 7%
FRCHT SR 1 e UL A Tl 33 o5 B3 T v AL 45
2017) , F W] X IR 2 HOW AR AL i St . Rk Z X
AR B RG T/ET B AR 2B . R 2 <
i A5 T8 7 000 4 R A2 i XoF 7K A B 1) 5 i) B 38 AN
AR S T T A T/ET A 68 54 b T 4 45 %)
A AL B B (Wang et al,2013), T/ET fy&4k
J2 ) I A 25K S A R H v A AL A Y LA L 2 A
A EREARTT 5T Bk K6 PR A 1 < B (Méndez-Bar-
roso et al,2014; Chang et al,2018), X} F i Jll] & 3k
SRR 5 T K o3 M IR G2 K B IR AL &=
KELE R/ 2019), F48, T/ET XK XS A%
AR Ak 1 e L 34 W] DA R A 6 A S R G R R e
77(Chang et al,2018),
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¥t T/ET(Zhou et al,2016;Li et al,2019; Alam
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TERPERAGE T, 455 WS AL ET WA it
HT/ET, {Hix 805 vk ¥ A 72 B A 0 € v,
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Table 1 Measurement methods of T/ET
251 WIRES RIS 2 LI AR AL e e A T/ET it&
M CET % R i AT 0 A LB W 0 ET ML 2%
) (R HSRA T 45 E B % AU 1 F 2
o R KA B % ET I E (L0 T
wRE ERIESR R I 5
T, 7 K 43
ET 414 4140 éﬁﬁg%%wmwﬁﬁg \ Cp L
JO S o . W1 T WM 1 7 i RS R B 6 .
S ik ) 5 37 D E-SiRan o X o T/ET
ARG HRM T/ET B0 sk T/(T+ES+ED
T 38 3 A 25 3R B8 7KK B AT A TR U
+1E2% % (ES) e 2 95 X TR Z8 5 U L4 5F R IR 221
{3 AHAFAE 25 TR AR K
WK (ED B T T A Bl /NS e
Wk ARECED BB BT 3 M2 ET 454 GPP T BKER & % 2
R RGO i Bl AH 56 A5 R T Bl = A ORI, A5 4L T=a+ GPP+b
O 31 (GPP) W GBIk L R WA AR A (ab HE FED
ET [Rfi &4 Keeling Plot
ET Wi R (S 2 A B R i I 32 3¢
S N N VE L W, s > RO Ry i SPE
) o E [A| i &4 Craig-Gord % {)A -
e e R S o T R e
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T R HE A Fea e [al i DL 2 25 il ET ~ or— oz
2ACED) ERA RN

(Kool et al,2014; Aouade et al,2016; Soubie et al,
2016 ;Wang et al,2016),
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25 W W ) 437 2 41 A (Good et al,2014) ., fE S 18 /0 R
JE 9 R R 1 5] B (Weid et al,2015), 15 Ho Al 08 )
T3 A T R 28 125 B8 Il /0 RUBE 4 T[] el B i
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Bk 2 20T 73 Oy e T A GBI Al Rk L 2R T
SRR ) il B0 0k R T R R A Y 2 0 A T 1 4
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(£2), ERMT WEEBER IR T 20 40 70 HF4L.
Shuttleworth and Wallace(1985)## H i) S-W R,
SCHL T A Y E T RSy BE ISV 28Ul Ay
B 78 it 282 4 B (Kool et al, 2014) , ) FH X 644 5
BB ZE B LA A BV PG5 T/ET, 5T 64
TR P Aol B 0 30 T o s RO DX B R L fH X
SEAGTRY R 22 JOHE T W 3 A 30 ) A A A A
A B} 25 2 5fb B ok %075 (Chen et al,2019) . fE4EE
R A 25 2R BRI A A5 4 T 0 AN TRl A 28, L 25 R ]
RE 77 A2 8 K 2% 5 (Miralles et al,2016), & &A% 1
R M AR R ET MM F 2 FB LT ET
1% G R 5 T R A R T Ok . I TSEDB X AR
I PT-JPL # A ( Priestley-Taylor Jet Propulsion
Laboratory Model, 2 J& fF Priestley-Taylor &l &
SR 5 5 kB A TR PT-JPL B Al 4k 22 & el
BBy T SRR Z ALy PT-JPL A5 . 1& JR A5 A
AR B2 B AN 2 P 3 R R R T O AR A
st B 2 B0k 7 % (Miralles et al, 2011a; 2011b),
VLAER , — BB v B TR AR T/ET
LG IR, N Wang et al(2014) . Wei et al(2017) g
ST ARERMW LAL S T/ET )R B Sun et al
QOIS TEM T TFH X LAl M T/ET %
FHA, T/ET KR8 AR T ET 7™
Ak BERG BE AEOC TR R 23k ET 7 it e HEW . B A
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Table 2 Model methods of T/ET
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ZES 15 ML R TR R AR R 5 s A (2007;2019)
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WA IR (Wei et al,2017) .
G382 Bl R RS L RR AR SR T/ ET 38 % I
i T/ET o BNTITHS 25 8540 A o A6 A2 1 11 iy b 7K 796
PR AN E P (Lian et al,2018), W F T/ET 5%
D SCHE ) ™l =, AR X T A 4 kR Y b 3R A A
Bl T/ET, — S fiff 5% B T ul 55550408 55 Uk 70 g
XEERRL, FE AL T/ET X A5 7 0K sl 50408 119 #5014
(Lawrence et al, 2007; Fatichi and Pappas, 2017

Ma et al,2020), Lawrence et al(2007) % B¢, Ffi i
KRS CLMS. 0 {1 Ak 2 98 4 1T o 38 3 18 ok il 9 1 38
K SCS B WO X 2R O LA A i A e L) 4R v T
fii T ASE Ak FRS BE . A Noah 45 5(, Noah-MP 5%
FRE 08 $2 = 2 b 3% 7% 1Y B0 &5 2R OOk 2R 5%
2016) s R H A 38 1Y ek )2 BH T 77 28 fE 6% 15 Kl k2%
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Rl 75 8L, JF 5 GLDAS il GLEAM %04 7 b ik 17
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5. Lian et al (2018) %& Bi 3t Bk & 40 B B ESMs %}
T/ET @ARAG & th T X 56 2 56 fe A1) 8088 2 25
R IK AW 7 %8 i H R S HERf . g, T/ET W]
VB Ay b 3K 28 G2 B 7Y (1% B Jn 24 3R, G AT Al 1 RE 4R =
P T A 75 P Ay SEEH 86 DAL T WS 4 3 A 8 X oA
Sk S A 1 T R B (Lawrence et al, 2007 ; Fatichi
and Pappas,2017;Lian et al,2018),

1.3 ARAEBUAENERER

5T NGRS [R]85 30 45 0 7 v A 38 4 Bk R
& T/ET Y18, 45 3 22 5 8 % (& 3). Jasechko

et al(2013) M H [Al i R A 3 43k T/ET 2y 0. 8~
0.9,Coenders-Gerrits et al (2014) A N X — 458 &
57 T W5k, 45 2Bk T/ET 1 0. 35~0. 80,10
J& Jasechko(2018) F Al X — 4518 . Good et al
(2015) 38 13 Tt Ak - 3 FE 57K R I 3 1 2 7K 2Z 1) 1) %
WPE B TR Rl oK o3 R AL R EdE A4 2] T/ET 4 0. 64
+0. 13, Schlesinger and Jasechko(2014) [ s 4 Bk3G
BN CEA 81 DMIFFE . 448 T/ET {80 0. 61 +
0.15, Wei et al(2017)3&F LAT [o] B2 R 5 42 bk
T/ET ¥{H N 0. 57 £0.07;Gu et al (2018) |
PT-JPL #ERIUAG St a2 BRVE BEA R AE W R T/ET
B2 AT R N 0. 29~0. 72, Lian et al(2018) 454
HiER R GERER CIMPS 55 33 A3 0 T/ET WA »
HHAGEARE T/ET ¥{EHN 0. 62 £0.06,

*3 E£HREAEHE T/ETHELERILER
Table 3 Comparison of T/ET estimated by different methods in global scale

T/ET %54 itk UEDwRS KU

0.80~0. 90 TR B R G 4 3R A 4 [ 2 % Jasechko et al(2013)

0.35~0. 80 T IR FT I 4 R GRS Coenders-Gerrits et al(2014)

0.64 #+0.13 F Tl 5 L 0 T (R A7 2R [F] {37 & Good et al(2015)
=>0.70 SCHRIE B [F) v &% 1 Sutanto et al(2014)
—0.90 KT

0.50 &2ty L BR b R A

0.61+£0.15 81 N A WA NARHIR S <SS 1 3 Schlesinger and Jasechko(2014)

0.59 I T TR 3 OO (14 B AR 4 7K SC Rk A R STEAM Wang-Erlandsson et al(2014)
0.65 £0.19 BT TR T SR S LI B PML ##) Zhang et al(2016)
0.57 +0.07 BRI AR BB ET £ 53 (LA FeF LAT f [n] ) 455 80 Wei et al(2017)

64 A A BIFSE 19 520 B
0.74 F T X 0 TR A
0.29~0.72 11 ANARE TR 75 Aol i 2 5ol
33 Al T/ET S ECHs #3025

0.62 0. 06 " "
B CIMPS 4 i 4 d

Martens et al(2017)
Gu et al(2018)

GLEAM #i %
fEfbiy PT-JPL BEA

Bk R G R CIMPS Lian et al(2018)

R R AR [ B8 6 0 VP Al T i AL T/ET
ZEH W 22 S B, W Talsma et al (2018) [ &
PT-JPL.PM-MODIS 1 Amsterdam = > 3& T & J&
i ET 2057 B9 R0 2 B0, 3878 A 8 P F0 25 1 1Y
T JRAG T S WA Y 52 25 43 B R 9026 ~ 114 %
62%~181% Fl 54 % ~114% ., i ET f % {5 1% 2%
N 35%~49%, 55 ET AL, & 45 i il 3 22
BRIk ALK BRI T/ET ¥-1
(ELC v o I AR 2 0 JHC At L0 325 ) 3 5 4 SR IR
Sutanto et al(201)JC B C A WY . J&F R R LW
T/ETAHRKTF 0. 7,13 FKEVHEW T/ET {4
KT 0.5, @R RMBAGIHH) T/ET 5 0.5 &£
fio @FRRE L T/ET A& W HlfE 13% ~
90 % (Rothfuss et al,2021),

BEARUAG T AASBff E E B T H AR A4
T 5% 2 B Ak 7 28 AN 58 A, DR O A 1 A R ik i Ak
T/ET 55 S5 75 s Se AR o Pk . AT 0L 4
I 25 G BRE oAb 2 B0 al 8 s e ol /D R R R 22, A
Hu et al(2009) R F 52 4%~ ' WL 2 80fk 7 04
S-W LY, 25 4 i 3l AH 5 7R 48 0 0 55 4 L B 4L [
HAER ARG ET 438 Zhu et al(2015) 4545 R 3h
AH 26 LI B A T S-W AR B, R [ = A4 A
BMHEBZRG ET f1 T/ET; Wei et al(2018)$4S-W
BRI 506 - S AL R EBRIARSS & M 2 1 2
BB A AE S RS T/ET; Niu et al(2019) ]
2R G I B 29 o PT-TPL B 7Y (1) ¢ B
SR R AMBAL G R S BT T/ET. I35 %
2 B LA M 2R Rk SEAR T R B ] Tk
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A W (Ershadi et al,2015),

2 T/ET W55 otk = IR 5l R 2R

2.1 MiMAESRSE T/ETHWR=EREME

P—ARARGN T/ET A M faE s, ol H
o FRAEA 7] A 25 22 56 101 AH Bl DR 22 0 2 I DT iR 3 1 22
Al
2.1.1 AMAESRA

FMAEZ RS &£ 30% (FAO,
2012) , B AEB RGP i 2 A RAES R
i, He5M R 2 HG R MR SRR . £ 2R
MAEBRG T/ET W54 R £ . 2B HE N 2
MAERRY T/ET EHMETE 0. 27~0. 84 (F 4),
T4 G T RIRREANFFMER T/ET 121k
S5 R BLIE R AR BE A L L T/ET 4R

H4 58 0. 59(Gu et al,2018).0. 61 (Wei et al,
2017)F1 0. 637(Wang-Erlandsson et al,2014) ; H.k
ST AR AL I T/ET 4R 2946 73 5 0. 55 (Wei
et al,2017;Schlesinger and Jasechko,2014).,0. 522
(Wang-Erlandsson et al,2014) ; 1 ¥ &% IF M AR A0 4
EREFI AR B AR B Sk R AR T/ET 42 X {8 75 5 A
0.48(Gu et al,2018).,0. 54 (Schlesinger and Jasechko,
2014) ¥ M AR T/ET S ¥ {E 53 510 0. 48(Gu
et al, 2018),0. 50 (Wang-Erlandsson et al, 2014),
{H J& Schlesinger and Jasechko(2014) %} 4= 3K it Bl N
C A BT K ARARZE B 43 g PO T AR R AT 7% i
AR AET7 R KRR AT AR T/ET 4 35948 73 5 0
0.70,0. 67,0. 65 F1 0. 55; o #4H7 TR MK N B 4 4%
ML T/ET 75 0. 70, 5 T HABIFIT 45 5,

H AT b DRl g RO RS R T/ET
¥ W FIF 5 85 £ (3% 4) . 40 Chang et al(2018) A
F CTRL #41  LSM-Like £ %1 A1 [6] fo & 3+ 8 €

R4 ZRESREFET/ETHRER
Table 4 T/ET results of forest ecosystems

LIPS i ) R W53 b A7 e T/ET %53 WEoE 5 1% P33
A3k 4 / / 0.27~0.79
4Bk S / AN =SS 0.49~0. 68
AR 4 / 2 R - A 0.15~0. 61 Akt PT-JPL i 5 Gu et al(2018)
AER 4 / B GRET AR 0.30~0.79
AER 4 / TR A AR 0.40~0. 61
LBk s / / 0.55~0. 61
R A / V& Mg Ak 0. 55 . " .
P - y V& B A 0. 61 FEF LAT (1 [a] )3 455 70 Wei et al(2017)
AER 4 / TR A AR 0.55
LBk 4 / / 0.40~0. 84
LBk 4 / P T b 0.56~0. 84 A
R s / 4675 bk 0.47~0.83
L5k 4 / LA L AR 0.40~0. 70
4Bk 4 / / 0.50~0. 64
X ¥ / HEARET U A 090 Wang-Erlandsson
4Bk A / o fE o A 0.54 STEAM # #1 N
et al(2014)
KN 4 / AU N 0.522
Sg 4 / 75 1 e ARk 0. 637
X 35, 4 S| /N N 0.72 CTRL #i7
X 15 4 £ FARRAR AT Ak 0.55 LSM-Like i % Chang et al(2018)
X 35 4 ESE| /N NN 0. 80 [HEDAES7S
[X 35§ i ;;riié j;ug';ﬂg 0.64~0.72 PT-JPL #i7 /NI 55 (2019)
3 AR 4 PELEEE AN TER AR 0.85 S-W R 3% (2016)
i A H EL st ALk 0.80~0.90 K 3 1 N
3 i i s AT 0.79~0.99 2 2 2 LR 2019
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IS5 i X T/ET 4E {8, 25 8 4 5k 0. 72,
0.55 F1 0. 798 {F/INFR 45 (2019) ] ] PT-JPL 45 #1
A5 AR R U AR R AE S R T/ET 8
Bk 0. 64~0.72, T/ET 4E341H K 0. 69; Zhou et al
(2016) 1) 7 2 H5 48 A1 727K 23 A FH 203 (WWUE)
i B8 5 [ L I MRORD 35 1 RE AR T/ET 43 5
0. 59 F 0. 52 A4y 3 55 (2016) B T ik 1y
S-WHE AL N TEF M ARAE T/ET 458K ) 0. 85, £
TR 55 (2019) X% At 5% Ll DX A7 bR 22 i 24T 4 40
KEH RO K SC A A Bk T/ET 43 5% 0
0.80~0.90 F10.79~0.99, RZWFFH ., [ EE
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2.1.2 ERAXZEZ%
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B, 2017, 2R ERFAERRGE T/ET 441
HAE 0.17~0.81(F 5, X @B AR ARG 0K
AN — 3 A BT 3 R AR AR T i R A S Y
53 AT B AR AT B . W Gu et al (2018) Al

Wang-Erlandsson et al(2014) %} KR ELJF ) T/ET
AE PG B 45 S 4 R 0. 51 Fl1 0. 67 5 X i b i
AL 285 S 43 3 Sk 0. 52 F1 0. 705 X 50 b 1) £k 550 45
HLAY Rk 0. 47 1 0. 61,

— 2 R X s Al S R R AE R RS
T/ETHAT 7 W0 F1E AL (R 5), & Zhou et al
(2016) F1| F 163 3l AH OC 1 X B2 g 4F T/ET (946 55 1H
5 0.46~0.71;Hu et al(2009) F] ] S-W #i £ %} =
FE ) MURME R T M E $E174R 5. H T/ET 4
{4 0. 33~0. 49 ; BFHE S S5 (2018) ) JH XL IF AR B X]
A R FE R T/ET #RATAG 5, R BUAE R |
H0.53~0. 54, K ZREE 0. 74~0. 79; Scott
and Biederman(2017) | K i 3 fp J7 22 4k 5B v 3
FEJF R A B R A ROEE T/ET 4350 2 0. 54 A0
0.56; Wang et al (2013) ] F [F] {7 & A5 5 26 H H
RS JE g T/ET, 45 %8 0. 65~0. 77; Sutanto
et al(2012) R FH R {3 & 75 F1 HYDRUS £ %1 7% Al 7

HREREAREY T/ET, 45

x5 EEEBTZET/ETHRER
Table 5 T/ET results of grassland ecosystems

NS i ) RBE F 5% 4 15, HH T/ET %553 W9 7 W
AR i / / 0.17~0.71
AER A / AR AR B 0.17~0.71
" PT-JPL #i7 Gu et al(2018)

o t / BWEE  0.49—0.56 fiAkRy PTIPL & ueta
Bk A / ) 0.40~0. 64
A ER i / THE AR 0. 65 T LAT 4 [a] ) 455 750 Wei et al(2017)
2Bk i / / 0.38~0. 81
%ﬂ% @ / #L%%L‘? 0.43~0.81 SR A Schlesinger and
2Bk 4 / LA 0.38~0.76 Jasechko(2014)
A ER i / T 5 0.36~0. 60
g2 T / / 0.61~0.70

; 2 J5 0. 67 -Erlandss
23k A / ARAREE R STEAM £ 700 Wang-Erlandsson
A FR s / i B 2 Ji 0.70 et al(2014)
4ER i / i 0.61
X 45§ A % [ 5 0.46~0. 71 B B 26 B0 -uWUE 3% Zhou et al(2016)

) [SEE 8N "

X 35, 4 i S 0.33~0.49 S-W Y Hu et al(2009)
X 33 GH BT 7 3 [E 0.53~0.54 S

ji T LPSI ; f"L t :Hﬂ%@ 0 WL AL TR HHESE4E(2018)
X35k AKF PEBNER SEREA 0.74~0.79
X 35 A g Vb R 0.54 . . Scott and

- ' 8 3 | eottan
[X 45 H B3| AT B 0.56 Biederman(2017)
[X 35 H * - Ji B b, 0.65~0.77 [ & Wang et al(2013)
X 35 H N2 1+~ <0. 40 WERIES S Alam et al(2019)
X 35§, H faf 2 U 0.64 HYDRUS #:
s . . Sutanto et al(2012)

[X 15, H faf 2% LI E 0.78 [ i Z 3k

2.1.3 BRAXEZA
Wb BRARS TEPE IR N R ER RS RS (G

S0k 0,78 il 0. 64,

HH 45 .2018) , 1 M H A = B A e 555 14 RN UM L e

At Bli i 2B 25 R G AR 5 52 B R AR A

AL
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(Carter Johnson et al,2016), {H5 HM 4K RE
AHEE s TCIe SR A BRORUBE A0 J2 ol i R X B RUBE L ¢ T
MWASRSG T/ET WS RIR D, 2k RE
WHAES R T/ET £ XML RTE 0. 31~
0.61(F 6), Wang-Erlandsson et al (2014), Wei
et al(2017) Fl Gu et al(2018) 4 34 4 BRI 31 41 25 &
% T/ET FEHE 5520 0.31,0.33 F10.61,

W R RERMAES RS T/ET MFRERA
BER % 5 AT BE 55 WL DN IsF [ R 3 1 235 48 6 AR KOG &R
(% 5). Bijoor et al(2011) | i [7) {37 28 32 i B & T
HRKZE T/ET T 0.56£0.17~0.96+0.67, k¥ T

C et al(2018) #ll Zhang ] et al(2018) 3t F [A] i K 1
A SR T/ET H ¥ . LI 5 32 A 4
FILLF 350 EEAE SRR T/ET 435124 0. 40 Al
0. 38; X IS P AU T 6 H Ay 2 K 0 WL I £k 4%
6 1 4 b AT A 0 Ak T A A B AR A R IR RT g
B THsTE/NT E R E ., 3T =4
PSR T R ET A5 55 45 5 (F 3084, 2020)
frogit s HAE KB/ RE T/ET f7EHE o 0. 82~
0.94, A HAA 25 R G0, ol jl R AR S R G0
T/ET (Rt AL S5 558 5 A /N i 5 H B90E, K38 4 41
(B e T AR RUBE A8 B8 AEL g~ UL K5 40 5 /0 o LA

B R R EN LK 43 B R F 2R IR, Zhang S P Jr Ll (] RS 5 4 2R3 B B Bl 5 SR AT LA
Fo BUMESEZITETHRER
Table 6 T/ET results of wetland ecosystems
25 ) RUBE i ] R IF 5 b 15, B3] T/ET &4 # WFgE 05 % P30
AR 4 / R 0.61 Ak iy PT-JPL %) Gu et al(2018)
LBk 4 / / 0.33 JLF LAT (g (] )4 465 250 Wei et al(2017)
EEEN A / TR 0.31 STEAM # % Wang-Erlandsson et al(2014)
K, XE BFRBHUFN 0.56+0.17~ [l {37 2292 . .
ko "
i H G HESRES 0,960, 67 i S X Bijoor et al(201D)
. P AR, VR b LA L
Iy ; ; S 0.4040. 13 i) v % 3 Zhang S C et al(2018)
e g SLBLRRRI N R R ane S etall
R AR, R .
bk 38+ 372 . .
il R H BRI D 0.38+0.18 GV $7S Zhang J et al(2018)
AT T T
41 g PEILT L EERRAE o S 9 L 0 7 B0k T (2020)

R Rl R SRV V4

2.1.4 REAESZHR

5HABA B R G B0 2B REE R B A
ARG T/ET W45 R84 X i i ml X RE 1Y
MRz, 2RREKHESRSE T/ET X H
fhE gt I EAE 0. 18 ~0. 72(FE 7). Gu et al
OIOMAMAHAEERG T/ET ¥ EN 0. 18
~0. 47; Wang-Erlandsson et al (2014) X} 5 H . 4&
L HEE AR FHOROK RS T/ET 4 Y08l 55 45 R 03 51
0.72.,0.65,0.66 F1 0,37, H A B H & &, MK H &
fik.

F 5 RUJBE Ay 6180 A T o A A5 DXl 3 i RO
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et al(2016) %} EKRFIRGAE T/ET WAGEAE 7 54
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~99 N M ZEHOR IR THEW 2816 5 1 R 7R 55 (2012) F1
FH IR 2R 6 A0 A OC R e 22 B A 3 &
FEARLH T/ET, 85555510 0. 81 F1 0. 785 X 1
BB4E 200D R FHZ ik MZEB LR EVT #747

BEXEFMWMWN T/ET 2l 0.47~0. 84;Zhang et al
(201D R AL 28 e X & /N2 T/ ET (i W 45 5y
0.60~0.83, M T RIERBAEERSG T/ET 1
LI A S AN AEAE W) 2 K FE B B B L il
A T/ET By 08 I A0 H0UE R 43 0 = T 4F
RBEAGTHE .

2.1.5 ARAMHASRZR% T/ET k&

RIRAB RGN T/ET Hok  Hwi 32 2 4 3 5
ok U5 1 i) 25 RO — Z i (Berkelhammer et al,
2016;Jasechko,2018), I ®BRRE T/ET F14
EHAEM. RMAES RS T/ET W5 K (H 5 = 18 i
ABRGRARE 1 ZRAR B 5 A T NG A 25
248 T/ET 4183 B4 0. 27 ~0. 84,0, 17 ~
0.81,0.18~0.72,0.31~0.61, 4 X AFRAEBRL
T/ET WA RGBT A5%E SR —, Zhou et al
(2016) M| Al s B s v o0 E M T K A&H T/ET
I e s YIS HEOH RN R SR AT bR Y I R AR R A
Wei et al(2017) f5 58 A BRARAK L 5L A< FH A db 2E
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0.66,0. 33, H o A M f . 1 b 5 fI%; Gu et al
(2018) Kk 4 43k FLUXNET it 4f Al 53 A% bR L 50 J5
A H MR HL T/ET 4352k 0. 27 ~0.79,0. 17 ~
0.71.0.18~0.47.0. 61, H: v 25 bk & 55 o 4 H 2 4% 5

Liet al (2019) AN % S & 1P R AE S T/ET 5 &
(0.75+0.17), HyR & #F b (0. 62 0. 16) F1 ¥ Hb
(0.5640.15),

x7T REAESRELE T/ETHRER
Table 7 T/ET results of farmland ecosystems
23 A RUBE R [R] RUBE W5 3 A5 B3 T/ET 45% RS k5
4 ER A / / 0.18~0.47 A iy PT-JPL & 7Y Gu et al(2018)
AFR 4 / / 0. 66 JETF LAT [ 81 )5 452 7 Wei et al(2017)
2Bk 4 / / 0.72
SER A / 2H 0.72 .
AR 4 / A 0.65 STEAM #i7 Wang-Exlandsson
et al(2014)
AR & / AR H 0. 66
43k A / YN 0.37
X 45k 4 *H ESP S 0.62~0.75 S e e . .
X b 4 £ . 0,550, 60 A E B HE-uWUE ¥ Zhou et al(2016)
X 35, REWEB  PEILE KINFE 0.94~0.99 [EETA$7S 7 H A (2010)
i A B EFI‘_I?IJIZ%'? 5P/ S 0.81 - IEHV?& ‘ Fi R AR (2012)
il T RNES [ ESP S 0.78 13 A 3¢ R GE- IR 2598 AR
gy AR ZE o E 4 HEK 0.47~0. 84 EP I AR B A R4 8 55 (2009)
i 2L H UMERTE] N 0.60~0.83 [ o7 3% 7% Zhang et al(2011)

PRAESREMER ARSI, FEBRGEZM
T/ETH) 22 5 I N 3 AL LU = A J5 1 - — J5 T, Ak
Z B TEEE R AT RS BRI BT T fie 2 5 B I T 5
e/ RGN AT RE 5 W 5 ol iR 22 A AT G B
L E % T/ET B8 A4 R385 v T A J5 i 56
= AR ST AE R MR T O N W R T/ET
TEAERFMARERE EREi R 2580k, H RE R &
P Rl v AR R . N AR R BAE S RS
6] T/ET =22 5 W I A5 AR S R R A 22 5
I 23 28 S UL 5k PSR 32 % 1) A ] L RUBE B Ak

1.0
FRAK o
FJE
0.8 &
s
« 0.6
N
= 0.4r1
0.2
0.0 ‘
Bl 1 AREBEHASRG T/ET F¥HEH DL

[ %8k 5 : Gu et al(2018) , Wei et al(2017) , Schlesinger
and Jasechko(2014), Wang-Erlandsson et al(2014) ]
Fig. 1 Annual T/ET results of different
terrestrial ecosystems
[Data sources: Gu et al(2018), Wei et al(2017),
Schlesinger and Jasechko(2014), Wang-Erlandsson et al(2014) ]

Kl B e U 51 A2 9 22 5+ 55 . i 45 IR X T/ET 1
SRR M TTHk R IR RA L —E iR .

2.2 T/ET EHHIRZNEE

2.2.1 HMHEZ

LAT $AR Z W58 % U T/ET 75 [a] 28 fk 1)
FEFEIK B K ZE (Lian et al,2018) , Wang et al(2014)
NN LAT Reff B 43k T/ET ¥4l £ b 4300 1948
b, BRFEE A R, T/ET A8k 55 48 % 7 35 B 45 A1
KL BEE W S E S, T/ET ¥ 3 n. Alam
et al(2019) WL I R KA e A 3 55 25 24 LAT A
O HEIMFE] 4. 22 W, T/ET M 0. 03 #m50. 46, £
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T/ET W25 5 . Zhou et al(2016) K 3 EVI 7] DA% B;
FH 17 A T/ET 2460 75% 4 /N il %5
(2019) P\ ik BE A EVI J2& v [ 4R 3 B AU FE 47 25 Ak
ABRG T/ET W ASCHEF, MR
90% . LA BFFIN N, T/ET X LAT A gk,
Fatichi and Pappas(2017) A RN E T/ET X}
LAT 2 U4 Li et al(2019) AR 2R N EE LAT
N B T/ET 484010 20 % AHZFE R RE L
T/ET 5 LAI 2K,
2.2.2 AEHHAERE

WFFEIN R T/ET AR R FE T 24 <
FIAE gt #F 4 (Paschalis et al, 2018). Niu et al
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Xof A 2 LK ORI A AGE 55 TR - 1 e o 2o 2 DA B 4% IR -
X H AR AL 1 BTk % A B EA b i fk T/ET LU
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