We thank very much for the helpful comments and suggestions from the reviewer,
which help us improve our manuscript. The comments were carefully considered and
revisions have been made in response to suggestions. The second round of author
responses to review comments are shown in red text.

First, S2007 seems to calculate instantaneous (for WRF-Chem’s model integration time
steps or hourly) values of the undamaged fraction F, whereas L2013 calculates the
ozone damage ratio for the entire growing season. So, was one constant L2013-
calculated, plant-specific, O3 damage ratio applied throughout the whole simulation
period, whereas S2007-calculated O3 damage ratios were time-dependent, when the
schemes were coupled with WRF-Chem?

Response: As mentioned by the referee, the ozone damage calculated by the S2007
scheme is related to instantaneous excessive ozone flux (dFQO3), while the ozone
damage calculated by the L2013 scheme is related to the cumulative ozone uptake flux
(CUO). As shown in Figure R1, both CUO and dFOs vary with time. The value of CUO
increases month by month, reaching a maximum in August. In contrast, dFOs is affected
by instantaneous O3 concentration, which peaks in July, leading to highest dFO; in July.
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Figure R1 Monthly mean CUO and dFO3 calculated for L2013 and S2007 schemes,
respectively. Here dFO; = max{fy, — yprr, 0} in equation (3) of main text.

The authors did not address my question. I originally asked how the F values calculated
using S2007 and L2013 were applied in their simulations. Specifically, S2007
computed instantaneous F values, which could technically be included in every time
step to quantify ozone damage to vegetation. L2013-calculated F values, however,
depended on CUO obtained from integration “over the growing season” (L231) using
Egs. 5, 6, & 7, meaning that there’d be only one pair of FPO3 and FCO3 for their
simulation period May — August 2017. So actually, two questions involving L2013: 1.
How did they obtain CUO of the growing season for their F value calculations? 2. Was
one pair of constant, time-independent FPO3 and FCO3 values applied to every time



step throughout the simulation period? It was not apparent to me how L2013 was
coupled with the land surface model and WRF-Chem all together.

Response: Sorry for the confusion. The CUO accumulates at each time step during the
growing season. Both FPO3 and FCO3 are calculated based on the CUO by each time
step instead of the whole growth season. Therefore, FPO3 and FCO3 are different day
by day during the growing season. At the end of the growing season, the L2013-based
damages are greater than that at the early stage, theoretically. However, the L2013
scheme applies ap=0 for evergreen broadleaf forest, needleleaf forest, deciduous
broadleaf forest, and shrubland, ac=0 for evergreen broadleaf forest, deciduous
broadleaf forest, shrubland, grassland, and cropland (Table 2), suggesting that these
PFTs employ constant F values due to time-independent O3 sensitivity even if the CUO
is varying day to day. In this revision, we clarified that “The leaf-level CUO (mmol m"
2) is calculated by accumulating stomatal O3 fluxes of Equation 4 from the start of the
growing season to the specific time step.” (Lines 227-229)

Third, isn’t Eq. 5 supposed to be the integration of Eq. 4 according to its definition?
Response: By theory the accumulative flux (Eq. 5) should be the integration of
instantaneous flux (Eq. 4). In practice, Eq 4 was used in the S2007 scheme while Eq. 5
was used in L2013 scheme with some differences. We maintained such differences
because O3 sensitivity parameters were derived based on the corresponding O3 stomatal
fluxes.

What I meant was that in the manuscript, Eq. 5 was not the integration form of Eq. 4 as
so intended.

for = s @
CUO = 2(k03/rs + 1/13) X [05] (5

If they used Eq. 5 to calculate CUO, their L2013-calculated results and subsequently a
big hunk of their analysis would be questionable. Also, what were those “some
differences™?

Response: We appreciate the reviewer’s kind suggestion and rigorous check of the
equations. We had a careful check of our codes and found that we used incorrect
expression in the text by citing the same formula from Jin et al.'s (2023) without
verification. In the code (Figure R2), we actually applied equation (4) to calculate
instantaneous O3 stomatal flux and estimated CUO by from the start of the growing
season to the specific time step. We clarified in the text that: “The leaf-level CUO
(mmol m) is calculated by accumulating stomatal O3 fluxes of Equation 4 from the
start of the growing season to the specific time step.” (Lines 227-229)

We sincerely apologized for this text error and assured that correct codes were applied
in the model. As shown in the first author’s Ph.D dissertation (Figure R3), which was



published on September 2022, the correct format has been used (text in Chinese). For
this revision, we have attached the complete Ph.D dissertation for your reference (Page
61)

((ddvel(i,j,p_o3)*chem(i,1,j,p_o03)*( )
(depuse_lai(landinuse) ))
cuo_add(i,j)=cuo_add(i,j)
(03conc/( rsadd+rb_to_chem(i,j)) *dtstep
cuo_sun(i,j)=cuo_sun(i,j)
(03conc/( rssunxy(i,j)+rb_to_chem(i,j))*dtstep
cuo_sha(i,j)=cuo_sha(i,j)
(03conc/( rsshaxy(i,j)+rb_to_chem(i,j))*dtstep
(Llandinuse)
( r r r )
fpo3_1lh(i,j)
fpo3_sun_1lh(1i,j)
fpo3_sha_1lh(i,j)
fco3_1h(i,j)
fco3_sun_1lh(i,j)
fco3_sha_lh(i,j)
( r r r r r r r )
fpo3_1h(i,j)=( ) *cuo_add(i,j)
fpo3_sun_1lh(1i,j) )*cuo_sun(i,j)
fpo3_sha_lh(i,j) )*cuo_sha(i,j)
fco3_1lh(i,j) cuo_add(i,j)
fco3_sun_1lh(i,j) cuo_sun(i,j)
fco3_sha_lh(i,j) cuo_sha(i,j)
]

Figure R2 Codes of L2013
WA, 2R CAEAFEREEEA A S TRIER®31, CUO (mmol-m®) M H 24 A:

Ty (-6 (O3]

CUO =107°) WOR. 1 B Rbm (4.3)

Hih, [05] Hb3E O WREE (nmol-m ®): kO3=1.67 JEFHXF Oy [IBELEL 51 3 KA 7K

FILAEN): R, HSALFHAT (sm™) ¢ R, AAFEMDT (sm™) + At ABABHI [EHF K.

EAEKTE, HERAS 2RISR, FEAERKFEYE O LAT KT 04, HY

O, J## & T H{E 0.8 nmolOym™2s7! I, CUO A2 2, UUBEAEKFHEYN O MFHEHE
231,

Figure R3 The CUO formula in the first author’s Ph.D dissertation

Reference:

Jin, Z., Yan, D., Zhang, Z., Li, M., Wang, T., Huang, X, et al. (2023). Effects of elevated
ozone exposure on regional meteorology and air quality in China through ozone-

vegetation coupling. Journal of Geophysical Research: Atmospheres, 128,
€2022JD038119. https://doi.org/10.1029/2022JD038119
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XHUE R (O3) AR E 2 U B BTG R 2 —, Hik ARk Og s it =it
— IRl KA O3 HEIEE TUIF SRR TRt A S RS, Gl — RPN A4S
MBS — 5T, R RIHR O 2 B BUSLICH], g e, ]
IEHAER, SEEYF BRI 55— 70, O SR A B A & B 45 1 A 2 A4
&, XX R AR BT E AL, B xR AT IR R i B E AT T
B o SRR, TR AL AR 2 WRE-Chem Xf Os TR I RE (0 RIEHF R %
JE Os S 18] RIAN LS BpL A, 7™ B BELAG 1 FAT I r s [X SR A8 TP i R A A ) 2R
i AT o

ASCH eI TS T U HLEL L Wi 20 Noah-MP-WDDM, 45 43 i WL £ 45 12 W Al
WU T S AR RN R O FUTRE MBI R, PP A R SAL S ENRIEA R T
S A, RO S IL S BN . Bl S AE X IR X WRF-Chem 137 1 5 <FL
FENLES Os th 2= DIPE B FE P31, 113 WRF-Chem H [¥] Wesely Ut FEAL 1 7T 2 3%
WS AL ENEEAT . FR, 8T 05 SIS E 7 %, KA R BRI
BN A B R A S AL T B ) s i R 2 R X A U, 35 WRF-Chem
TR LB AT R &, SEPL T 4 WRF-Chem 1 O5 5 RLHE XA OB O RARAE
WRAE . FEHEEER b, 38 F T elcs s a0 i 17 B 3R R B398 O IR I R AR SR M
AT 5 E ARSI . B B0 2R

SR A ARAR T B 1 T JE AR 2 ORI H TR SR T IR 2R (Va(03)) 430K
0.75 cm-s~! F10.30 cm-s~to A FH N LI A H 18] V4(03) 4 0.45 ecm-s—to 455 000 B4 &
DL, AFSAL T EENLH]Z A R V(03) BRI FER SR R, H 4 Ball-Berry S fL
S EERLA XS i B AR BRI AR B R BT Vg(05) BEPVSCR I T Jarvis S AL EEALH]
deAh, e E AT (R,) R K Va(05) B 3 38, RIRE B 2530 12 BAHT (R,)
SRR A EH 5.

BT R R IO FRE O TR IT AU, G5 R K IN, oot Ja AR =00t SR Y Py
ARMAA T A B O WK HIBAURG 73 Al i 1 10.0% M1 8.8%; X V4(O3) BEALKE 73
AR T 51.9% A1 28.6%. X T RATUIFEIEE (Osddep) , FLAEAR B T E4TH 1) Bk BUERAS
W, AT T 0.3%; 1S SR Aty bk T 2, At 5 Ogddep BEAURS E 35 4
w1 16.8%. MbAh, BEAOHEE TR X g A AR R E RN — R, Hp
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SALBEBTF N T 5.6%, JeEIEFEC T 6.4%. TALHBTADGEE R AR — 5 7
O AR O S WAL 7= S P BRI T 4.1% 10 9.5%. 2R JH 26 1) PRI 5 80 #l &7
BB 6.3%, SPGB T 8.5%, HEMARET &, &M 1 7R I mHER g .
LA A B AN TR BRI AR AL X3 O WL T2 ETH T 3.2 ugm™2, Vy(O3) “FIH T
%7 0.06 cm-s™!, Osddep ¥ FF4 T 0.9 kg-ha—!-month™!,

WEARE . R FHOAIE T T I Ogddep 23 B4 596.3 kg-km~2-month—'. 555.7
kg-km~2-month~!, 528.9 kg-km~2-month~! F1 323.9 kg-km—2-month~'. O3 IKJEFI V4(O3) X}
Oszddep HIAHXT TTHR 73 19 34.4% F1 63.8%. 1, 521 O5 W H N ARL I D5 K S Bk
SPHRAERENERER, ARFEHEEIRS . WAATIREREES, TR 5N
33.6%- 29.7% M1 19.5%, TIIA] Oy ML AL N2 A 2 FE 327, DTk IL F] 45.6%.
X T Va(03), R, MR, £ 7 HH WA, FHXSTTHER 7 504 53.2% 1 43.4%.

I Y RT 5 R RS AEAS AL 5N (RCP6.0 BAU, RCP4.5 ECP 1 RCP4.5 BHE) [£] O F
UM R B B = 8 ST s i RS 7 R I, AN TR SRR AT 5 T O3 WRFESY
BB 3.7%- 5.8% A1 11.6%, Va(03) 735 EF T 4.3%, 2.0% 1 2.3%. O3 IRFEEF V4(03) 1
AL HE— B8 Osddep 205 FFF T 2.9%. 6.5% 1 8.4%. [, AESMFEZLER T AOT40
11735 1, 5 B 4 1R X2 LA (e = 2 3900 169.3 T, 70.5 JIWAT 47.6 J3Wl; AH S 25
RSN 689.1 T TR 288.2 H /IR 195.2 F i3RI, ARUIR AR LLHAT LT
T A HIBUR (RCP6.0 BAU) , Og V5 Ge o W EDE BCE i T T & i ok s BT SefEds
JeEHBUR (RCP4.5 BHE) , AEPIHIE ™ B oxiib—FBL b, G UF0 R 2 KIRE B .

XgEE: RAE; TUiF%:; F#M; WRF-Chem; Noah-MP
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ABSTRACT

Tropospheric ozone (O3) is one of the most critical pollutants affecting air quality in China,
and O3 pollution is expected to increase further. Atmospheric O3 acts on terrestrial ecosystems
through dry deposition, causing adverse ecological effects. On the one hand, high surface O3 con-
centration can cause stomatal closure and reduce the photosynthesis of vegetation, thus inhibiting
its average growth and resulting in lower crop yields. Compared with foreign countries, the nu-
merical simulation study of the O3 dry deposition process in China started late. Meanwhile, the
current mainstream atmospheric chemical transport model WRF-Chem does not consider the mu-
tual feedback mechanism between O3 and vegetation, which seriously hinders our understanding

and prediction of the changes in the O3 dry deposition process in China.

Based on the single-point dry deposition mechanism diagnostic model Noah-MP-WDDM,
we first diagnosed and identified the key processes affecting O3 dry deposition over forests and
agriculture in this study. Then we assessed the applicability of different stomatal conductance
mechanisms on various underlying surfaces and identified the optimal one. Subsequently, a pro-
grammatic interface between the optimal stomatal conductance mechanism and the O3 chemical
deposition module was established in the WRF-Chem, so that the Wesely dry deposition scheme in
the WRF-Chem could flexibly invoke this stomatal conductance mechanism for calculations. At
the same time, a parametric scheme for O3 damage to vegetation was constructed. The cumula-
tive O3 absorption flux on vegetation photosynthetic rate and leaf stomatal conductance was taken
into account in the regional numerical model and coupled with the dry deposition scheme in the
WRF-Chem to realize the two-way feedback between O3 and vegetation and the characterization
of cumulative O3 effect in WRF-Chem. On this basis, the improved model was used to analyze
the O3 dry deposition process in the typical substratum of China and the potential ecological and
environmental effects in the context of future climate change. The main conclusions of the study
were as follows:

The daytime ozone dry deposition velocity (V;(O3)) observed outside and inside the canopy of

a typical subtropical forest were 0.75 cm-s~! and 0.30 cm-s™*

, respectively. The daytime V4(O3)
was 0.45 cm-s~! in an agricultural understory. Combining the observed data, different stomatal

conductance mechanisms were found to be the key factors affecting the daily variation of the V;(O3)

III
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process in the short term. The Ball-Berry stomatal conductance mechanism outperforms the Jarvis
stomatal conductance mechanism for simulating V4(Os) in a typical subtropical forest and agri-
culture. In addition, canopy resistance (Rc) was the dominant factor affecting the daytime V;(O3)

variation, while the nighttime was dominated by turbulent mixing due to aerodynamic resistance

(Ra).

Based on the improved model, the simulation of O3 dry deposition in China was launched. It
was found that the simulation accuracy of the enhanced model for the O3 concentration over the
typical subtropical forest and agriculture was increased by 10.9% and 13.2%, respectively. The
accuracy was improved by 51.9% and 28.6%, respectively. For the ozone dry deposition flux
(Osddep), the improvement effect on agriculture was not noticeable and only increased by 0.3%.
In contrast, for the typical subtropical forest, the simulation accuracy of Osddep was significantly
improved by 16.8% after the model improvement. In addition, the model improvement also caused
a series of changes in regional vegetation physiological processes and meteorological elements,
which increased the stomatal resistance by 5.6% on average and decreased the photosynthetic rate
by 6.4%. Changes in stomatal resistance and photosynthetic rate further resulted in an average
reduction of 4.1% and 9.5% in leaf area index and total gross productivity. The decline in transpi-
ration rate resulted in an average 6.3% decrease in latent heat flux and an 8.5% increase in sensible
heat flux, increasing temperature and increasing isoprene emissions. Changes in vegetation physi-
ological processes and meteorological elements led to an average increase of O3 concentration by
3.2 ug-m~3, an average decrease of V4(O3) by 0.06 cm-s~!, and an average decrease of Ozddep by
0.9 kg-km—2-month L.

The simulation results of the O3 dry deposition process showed that the Osddep over agri-
culture, forest, grassland, and urban areas were 596.3 kg-km~2-month—*, 555.7 kg-km~2-month !,
528.9 kg-km~2-month!, and 323.9 kg-km2-month™!, respectively. The relative contributions
of O3 concentration and V4(Os3) to Ozddep were 34.4% and 63.8%, respectively. Among them,
there were significant diurnal differences in the critical atmospheric physicochemical processes
affecting the intra-day variation of O3 concentrations, which were dominated by vertical mixing,
chemical and dry deposition processes during daytime with contributions of 33.6%, 29.7%, and
19.5%, respectively, and chemical processes were the main processes causing the variation of O
concentrations at night with contributions 0f 45.6%. For V4(O3), Ra and Rc dominated its intra-day

interpretation with relative contributions of 53.2% and 43.4%, respectively.

Through the simulation study of the O3 dry deposition process and its impact on crop yield

v
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and economic loss under the current and future climate change scenarios, it is found that under
different climate change scenarios, the O3 concentration was decreased by 3.7%, 5.8%, and 11.6%,
respectively, and V4(Os3) was increased by 4.3%, 2.0%, and 2.3%, respectively. Changes in O3
concentration and V 4(O3) further decreased the Osddep by 2.9%, 6.5%, and 8.4%, respectively. At
the same time, the changes in AOT40 under different climate change scenarios led to the reduction
of the national double-early rice yield of 169.3 million tons, 70.5 million tons, and 47.6 million tons,
respectively; the corresponding economic losses were 689.1million USD, 288.2 million USD, and
195.2 million USD, respectively. In the future, if the current pollution control policy is continued
(RCP6.0 BAU), O3 pollution will cause more severe damage and economic losses to crops; if
the optimal pollution control policy (RCP4.5 BHE) is implemented, crop yield reduction will be

reduced by more than half, and economic losses will also be significantly reduced.

The simulation results of O3 dry deposition process showed that the Osddep over agricul-
ture, forest, grassland, and urban areas were 596.3 kg-km~2-month™!, 555.7 kg-km~2-month™!,
528.9 kg-km2-month!, and 323.9 kg-km2-month?, respectively. The relative contributions
of O3 concentration and V4(Os3) to Ozddep were 34.4% and 63.8%, respectively. Among them,
there were significant diurnal differences in the critical atmospheric physicochemical processes
affecting the intra-day variation of O3 concentrations, which were dominated by vertical mixing,
chemical and dry deposition processes during daytime with contributions of 33.6%, 29.7%, and
19.5%, respectively, and chemical processes were the main processes causing the variation of O
concentrations at night with contributions 0of 45.6%. For V4(Os3), R, and R, dominated its intra-day

variation with relative contributions of 53.2% and 43.4%, respectively.

Key Words: Os; Dry deposition; Underlying surface; WRF-Chem; Noah-MP
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1.1 fARE=

R (0s) 2 KTFH I —FIRESE, SRR E 2 AR 0.0012%, (HA1—FhEE
HEENRAy . MRZE Og MK KRR ALY AN <5t 55 7 TS o5 H 2
Fle M 1950 3 2000 5, H1T Og BIAYIHI N NHEBASWTIE N, AEASLE 43 B3 X xR
JZ O3 WKL Y —fM. BTF AR, O3 IR SHFE: BT, 2100 43Kk O3 K
KT 2015 TN 40~60%!21. T-ULREAEARHRZ Os iBER I EOCHT R, il
W O3 MR TP B LBRIERE, X O B2 i i HIAIR L B EPY, J1. 1845 1 Rt
O3 TUIRERIARICE AR, LR HRE R BAbE . ARG URKZ S,

bt 3 1ok AR A T A AR R i Bk, R 2 Aol o ) R ) P B, of [ IR 2%
AMERRIE R 1 PRI G . 2013 SERE MU 1 (RS RBIRAT IR, TT4R 17 BL PMy s
NE S RRIG P16 TAE (www.gov.ecn/zwgk/2013-09/12/content 2486773.htm) , ki)
JRERE R TR, SARESR T SGE, (B Oz I EI Has ™ &E . ML 2015 4F, 2019
5 337 T SO,+ PMy 5+ CO~ PMyg AT NOy SEPFANIREEF-SME 73 1) B 1 52.0%- 22.0%-
28.6%- 19.5% H13.3%, 1M O3 FVFUMIRERTIME EFF T 20.1%; O3 IRFEFEVFANE 1 TG
N 89~229 ug-m=3, FIME N 161 pgm=3, FH 161 MR (15 47.8%) O3 IRFEFEFNE =T
[E X bR UEBR (A (GB 3905-2012, 160 ug-m=2), ARk nitk 2018 FHmn T 46 M. H
FEPIR I Os V5 G LA BN T i) 23k B 2 U0 B 4 2 20 1) S B MEAE A

RHLE Oy WRIEZEDBILAEIR, Oy TUHAA S BIEM IR, i34
% 05 MIFFIC IR T A Oy WA AOBIURI B SRR o XHCE 046 5 LA B P 224
NRERHZ O3 ST SETTN0. O, (0 —Fh 250, W EF M TR IR
8, BT O M AS LR TSR BRI, —SSBF L T 3% T O, W
MR, (BN T O5 TUIMERS Oy KRIEM B ENE. TUIHR O MAHIE KT B RRHY
HERR, HIBERLFEBRI i, FERIRIE 05 BRI 20% K E TR RIOTF
PURBLI0), SRR ) Oy 15 R B R TR —.

O YU = BB AL R AL AT YIS . LT R AL
Oy R, HUHE AT LI ALALIGN Oy HIVRANE AT 4540 Op PE. 5L Oy MR T
ORI FAET S Oy B, JF AT T AR Oy MR R B KB,


www.gov.cn/zwgk/2013-09/12/content_2486773.htm
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FLXF O5 BRI 2 AR s PR, SRR AE T AN 4%, AT AR 32 2043, 33 300 & il
W, SRR A, TR BCU T, SRR AR A P B ZARU T, R AL O
PUFEE B X EIREAT O UL VAl ST R 59RO ik, S ALad i P 7k 0 (1
HYAMBE N I B B AR, AT 52 0 o S TR R KO A AR AR AL 27, 3 5 2 AR R 2528300
AUEB R R R T RIR L) O3 I, S RBUCEEAR TR, WMAE CO, Ak, O
T T b FEUIL SRR, b O3 FEAE IR O W EER2-9031, JUE O3 AltH
P AR AR IR RS R R B, (HAE R 2 BT AL f e 28 (CTMs,  Chemical
Transport Models) 1, /59RERZ X O MR B S AR, 32 B R 1 i 2
AN Rl A A AE R 0 e N R S RE AN 2, I B0 I AR WL T 431 Os #0235 7
FROEEX IR 2 S 519 —AEER) Oy FUiBEER AR ALUE, EaHEM F A
JEAN 55 . JERFLUTRE AT PA & BRI 45% oADK W], W M o Rr e
WG iU B Os 5%, HSmIE 5 AR AL ST k0. 05 TR R L4l fig
e T O ¥ HRE IR SLEE A I 5 L3 A ML RO AR b i A S MR 45 R PO, =4+
SELLAGHIES , B AT T S B R AR kD, PR B AR A 1 Oy AR R FRARPT . FEVF
LRI S HUL S, EEREE RN T E, EREINEIFAREIE
REARNNSHIE, X AT fe il V2 M AR ALUT R 1 B R R P

H T~ B B B o AR M P A v O HL B e A LU B 52 142, DRI IR B2
H CTMs K AT FUT R BB 7L . 41T K240 CTMs 18 Wesely (1989) 77 &1t HA
PRF-UTEE R o 1% 7 28 30 LR AR R U0 I 45 SR 11 2R 5 82 ) LA B AN [ - i 7 6 28 A A 2
W) Oy FUTREREAT IHRE, IR B FH AR VE Al R 78 75 SR 2L 1) O 1T B okt 22 (1 00 P A
BEAEL 145471 — B SR Zhang (2003) 177 38 0T B W 2115 2 1) S BRI fr &
TR BEXT O5 IR AR R s, — LRI n 1 58 2 0 S fL 3 B I R IR R AR . i x
E O3 MBUERA, BIE SRR O3 5 QAT 5t O3 WRFEMIZKT, X O3 TUTFER 2
AT ZARGURLA6SI6, IR, VEZ2 T 2K Os TUTRESHU 7 S IFA R R AE H
O3 TUTFEE FEEE A Ref SR 2L ] (1) i 23 AR 4, [45-5066-681 - b1y 2 FE MR N O Y FE HRIARALL o
TEAFEI) CTMs 1, BT IS EU T B, 6 O3 T-UTR% H B E 14l %
S RIAT B = 4503072 BRI, M ET O IR FLREHESFLITREIEZ T . 7E CTMs
H, EABRHERABUH O TUTFE R RS B8T74, AT R 2ma it O WAL, H4H
et R AR I FEXT O WRFERISZ I . BRIk, dnfl HERR P SALAE LT R 238 & O3 T
TR T3 2R AR BCR ) — R



PN AL e VAT S'S

C it
| 1
:F;‘RB% + @ +)) = @

*W’

A&
D

| R 1
©+0-

R A7
loi-g NO l03+ BVOCs == TSHUIFLENE
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Sifke, LR

—RENS - &
e &

RIFERL

B 110 Bl Og T-UCRE AUAH DRI RE b HoX A2 23R B 2 i B4

1.2 ERSMNARIA

1.2.1 BEFRERIMM 75 5%

TR I 5 B L B AN R E A . BERERIEEE O &R
E%T T o T PR I R 2 4 O LR I3 AT~ 220 K JEE B 1 P49 P fY e LA P
e, Oy B N HEs TSR R AT . EA I & R AR SR A s AR OG
Al RE N B R AR I

1.2.1.1 FAxE

MR RT DA By 3 K ElE HAh R T (1) O WRSEEAT BRGNS, (B2, PUfE
I 7E 2 B T 3 NO RHE B0, O5 MRS, AN O TR R

AR E R B EA . SRl O3 KAERR O3 W O VEE S Ll A .
WEAAE S TEY LT, WU ERNEEYEA R B O WilcE &R, %7k —
FER T IR R e, A0 N B BRI, R o P 5 R ) Rk a1

Foin - FCout FAwa - chamberCoutV =0 (11)
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Horr, F OB N SUARIE (m3-s71) , Cyp, 1 Coue 73 AINIEEARRE . HI A HAARIRE
(mol-m™2) , AC.y,, NHIFN YA SR KTRIR AL (mol-m™2) » Kengmber FAHEES
PRIRBCEZ L (s7Y) , V NFEARMARRR (m®) o SIS Bl & 2 AR AR R 9 1) SRS 3
FH AC,, ot N TR O &

_ FAC,,P
> ART,

Fo (1.2)

Hrh, Fo, N O3 UIRFEE (nmol-m=2-s71) ; P AL (Pa); A ABRSHTE RN 1
A (m?) ; R ANEESMAEEE J-mol K1) ; T, NAKHEE (K) .

1.2.1.2 ;RENEEE

M5 (EC, Eddy-covariance technique) A& —Fh 5 BB A 47 5 KANE] O3 1B &
7. ERITJLHERS] T IR KR, By IA fbr I & UL # i T B %
Tk RN T KR (Ho0) R, )5 R4 & 2 5Lk (CO,) il & HF 7t 58], 5%
— LT B BOE HIAA . HEARR & FE A =4k 5 XuE X (CSAT3) Fl—/M
R R LA TR BT (IRGA) o %7 N T T O 8 5 (1 I I 75 ZEAE JR Al 3 4% v 5
— G PRI AR AL 22 KGR O5 A2 183 (FOS, Fast ozone sensor)?0l., 1Z R 2% 18 & 2 F
H OIG BT BFEMEE O5 KAEMNS SN FE 742 W56 1 R BER SEINT O W JE AR AN R PR I

2, EC il v 2 B XE (w) SRR EE (o) Z BB J7 22 KA € T il il & (F) -

F=wd (1.3)

Ho, BRIZ (—) BRI 05 O) RonBEHES TP ENEZE (o'=2(1)-7,
T=mean) ; 1L E R FOHEG SOBE R T TR,

sl RZ (DR I TR =, SEE s TR, RN sl B gtk
LA JS2 R0 DRI A 1 KT K0T, PRS2 Ah O 0 T SOWIN Y O IR FEARHE R LA |, O i
] AR BRI O3 AR IRER T s AR G Bl &

1.2.1.3 BEHEE

B P 8 A B I O /AT AR TT LAMR I O, dl &, BRIk 7k EC VA (FH
AN 2R BRI RS 2795, YONHRR AT SRR O; M5
JRitth O WRPEREFERCIE L, 87 S8R 7 A I %077 7 ZEM S AN B DL
O3 WJE . MIEFNREREE, Rk .

F03 = —KC(Z)— (14)
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H, K. N Os i 55 dC/dz A O3 MEEEIREREEE; Fo, N O3 VIMFEE.
Horb, IHE K AR R 7, 5ol 30 1% (AGM,  Aerodynamic gradient
method) FME & SC L7 (MBR, Modified Bowen ratio method) o
EZIVALES

FAEB) I EAR R E N & DU [E ) 77 AR M Y, K. 57530 1= it
(Ro) AR, FikHAN:

pd

s
P
:(‘

[a—

Ri(z1 : z9) = /Z1 dz/K.(2) (1.5)

Hrb, 7z, Fl zy 252 L BRI HELRE RS (20>22) o

R AR14F1.5, JiFFEE (F) RERXN:

AC Cy— Oy
F=——-_—=- __ 1 ¥ 1.
R,(21: 22) R,(z1 : 29) (1.6)

Horpr, €y A Cy 33RO 2y M 2o i AL R SRR
R, RIEAN:
21 — d

21 — Zg—d

d+wm

Zg—d

Ro(21: 22) = (ku*)"![In ) — ¥h( )] (1.7)

Horb, kK NERTTHEE(0.4) 5w AFEMESEE R BB XGE; d NEMNEEE; L AR
g RKEE, oh NFaE R

2. B ik

BN SC LA R 3 Tl SR P, (HE K B B B — M= (WE#, CO,, Hy0)
(IE S HE S BP0, DL COy NP, CO, M@ EMERE N &S O FHFEIK &, Kt O

() K, fE AT DIARTE B Koo, BN S AR5

Feo,AZ

K, = Kco, = ——22222
€02 TAC(COs)

(1.8)
Hr, Keo, 7 COy AL HARE Foo, ¥ CO, WIRBIAAIER, AC(CO,) NA
[ = BE UL ) COy IRFEFIBREE, AZ NI CO, 34 1 v FE 11 B o
A 1.4M11.8, JikfEE (F) ZixXN:
F = Fop,AC(O3)/AC(CO,) (1.9)
1.2.1.4 EIERZE

A S RIBF AN AT I 6 5650, T DLW Op TR F TEH AL, AT R
O3 VLRER 2 IFLARC™. Subke %P9 T —Fi 0 MIAMUE 05 RAER, JHikATER

5
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F4 150 O3 M 150 Op T HIRINTT L. (HAZ, W Oz A 10 &35 10 hE BrKim
HA A, IREA—E A7 BRI, M ER O YURE Rl T2 45 B KD,

1.2.2 B RE TR ZFR M 7K

B 20 tHaD 50 ALK, wt O 2 AR EEIEXT O Tt REEEAT A8 1 AL I S 4
27 20 AL 70 FEAC, BN IR IZHT OV I Bl & E AP T TR R (Vy)
RIHFR Og WRPEEXT IR AIFENT, P LGB H M Vy(Os) KT O3 AEA RIS RS LTI
PR . Va(Os) FIZRALLEAR KRS b 32 SR A 0 A BRSNS R BRI, BRI AN R
BN Va(O3) FFAEIRKIIZE TR . —J5 T, AN FHEAIE SROUE Va(0s) FAAEEAF; 5
— i, B IHEMHE S S Va(0s) EEH AR [, Vi(0s) b2 22| Rt

bg ase S A |

HET, X O3 FUTRE AL S48 O 4 T AT 75 F ZER R HAEZS RS0, B[]0 F2e /NS
B AYMEASE . BT HREE B 2R AR P DU 2 AN 58 M, AR 52500 & V a(03) AN
5E BETT KT 50%61 . Wu S50 1R T B, AN [R5 7 VAL 8] — NS A AR ARG £, Va(03)
Mz Bik 2 £, BeAh, B T3REXT O YT R AR FEARE T b 2 AR 1 5 2 B,
DRI O I S e, I HAX SN K 22 Je RS R, d 8 SR P e LA M AR (g s A
K1.2) .

IS A £ 30 SRR 35 R SCBRH I V(O5) (R 1.1) FTLAE Y, B p 2R Y
H Va(O3) YE FE X ) A EL A K, B /MEAE 0 cm-s™! Bz, & AAE AT LLAE] 1.80 cm-s—t FfHiT.
BRI V(03) 2978 0.36 emes™!, M £E#H UAR-T 35 V4(03) 2974 0.80 cm-s ™. 7R
VB MM HB X P — SE R SR B, AT RIARIRT Va(03) REBEIEIL 1.80 cm s~ 17981, JE4h, Rummel
S8 FEWE T G AR I, R Ve(03) R m T 2. HAWRMAES RS H, 4ot
M Vay(03) Z1°4 0.54 cm-s™t, J&HHK V4(03) 2174 0.63 cm-s s

HI AR AT RSt 05 ALK BEERIRZ , ARBRRES RS 05 AL
o 1 EEB KA E s X USSP A5 A B £ 1 AN BE SR 1AL A2 08 AR 40 9 Rk — 20 7 A [X dsk i
FrE RIS Og HIMRMT . B WAL R FIRRR, V(Os) B #E R, TR IR B = AR
SN2 RF MV (03) 1 HAR o It DX AR AL A7 2 AR FPT o S RDIR A4 A S|
RO el ATAR AR TRTAE 2 AR LIRS oy 3= S 31000, et r g ) e i AR X, 52 PAAL
MR ATAES T 3 A PO o S AR RE 2 2 22 vy LU s AR AR X, Turnipseed S50 ORI R0 & L
FIRSALH 05 BRI 81%.

ERMET RGN, Va(O3) ZAEDMA FPIEE BUFZ U, RN HAR M ANZ 4R
W RIS o WL E B K Va(Os) 7 S8, IE KLY 0.76 cm-s— ', /)
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() Va(O3) 7 E KM E], BME KL H 029 cme-s 1104, fEE RFIRIZEH, EFGEER
BREY, Va(03) AIIAE] 0.70~0.90 co-s . MAEMIVIMERT , Va(O3) LEFFIERIRE I A]
A, BUNSEERAEY A R B, ST AT R EERNY), 05 FE 2 5 ik N ZI1E
YIRS AL, BEETEDI F HIZEE, Va(Os) HIEHET IR/ o 75 8 KR 27 HRTEE 2000 2 K HE R,
ALY LLBIAS T 50~60%, FEREEVEVII L2 M0 o L2 1B s /O 1061, SR 7 By 44 5
(AR AR, AL LU K2 85% Aida, B 1 s LIRS L Asil 22 20 31 20% 7o
A, FIFRHAER, Lamaud 25007 [X 5 7 Fkith b O5 MR FLIRIFI RS AL . WFAREK
B, O3 5 NO B R BIN Os [ ke 3 1 B ZR/ERIS, SFLRIH & 2B E IR
AR F IR AR MR K ZE 5 o ATAAR SEUONLE & 7 J1 1 J5 1) TR 6 O Jl 2 R
DUFEWT 1R oK | O B9 22 AL

MRAEL L1, HETER Va(Og) MBI BE (i i) T A KFF I H 4 (F B #K) « Rk, Xl
21 1 G A =SB SGE A A . (B2 SR T TR RIS 2 R AR A KT, X
P 2 REA KB, WE120R, FTUUEH, KM b T raEx, aqa
HE R 2D TERMES RGN E (n=23) , KHESRGHDEREIEE (0=15)
o BB FIEMIERYIVE T HAFAE ERZE SR, A ZOE AN R4 (0K 0 K
EARNAES RGN EEE, T USRI 2 (e S8 .

s
) ; 5 " - A .
’ S’ I - i & ‘ # & % 3 z , '-.___,__
7 L g B i A Y %
C * - b ¥ 1 g e
. : s 4 i~ adii 5 X
- v ot T
o . Ty : i u
i e oot gV
=30 " -

« Cropland ) )r v 5 H &;7
Forest f = : i 5
=60 1 . Grassland g ' i
s Bare sojl g M -
BT - I S TE]
=90 T T T T T
-180 -120 -60 0 60 120 180

B 1.2: RETUREE R I o0 A

1.2.3 REFMEAEEED

FEBA KB T, O3 WRAPIIRERIZR T, BALRERN O VIR REUE OV TE
HTUREE (Fo,) o X T TUIMERENZSEAL, —BRREYE 1F T IF R s
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FEAE A e 2 S A ) i B AR A, SR S LG T BR A E A BT - 8 %8 (Resistance-Velocity) )77
VER VT SR AN K S 2 (8] SR ) U B 20330 1% v 1 B L A AN R ROBE A28,
AT AR RN I AR

1.2.3.1 KM#E28 (Big-leaf Model)

R ABE Y 43 Sy B THTASE R RIS T AR Y o SLAR T IR 2 (Vo(O3)) 184 3 BLE FE R,
HZHEmE (h) [ O3 EHEIEE (Fo,) Ml O3 IRFE (Co,) ZHLIFE], 5 RKRTTAIFHF:
h

F,
Va(Os) = = =5 (1.10)
O

3

BUE R (8] 1.3(a)) s i 5] S I BHGUBE Y, BRI A RS 3 5 R A — N B —
2R, MY S A Tt R TS . & S S8h 1% FH BT R, (Aerodynamic Resistance)
» KR EBHPT Ry (Quasi-laminar layer Resistance) 17 ZFH#T R, (Canopy Resistance) —
T K

Vi=(Ry+ Ry + R (1.11)

Horp, H AR Og MR IS M T 2R SALUTREANAE LT B TR, iR
MR ) R, 8 R A0 (1.12) T3kt AT vk 5, s LR AR &R 70 AR AL AR T AR TR
JE AL TR R

1 1

R.=
<Rstom + Rmeso + Rns

)t (1.12)

FA, Ryom (Stomata Resistance) & X Og il Hudt N AL FIBHPT; Ropeso (Leaf
Mesophyll Resistance) #& M F WX O3 M HFIFE$T; R,.s (Nonstomata Resistance) #& fi A 3F
SALUTREE A RIBEPT. 1 R, 2 Oz I8 5 A E M FCS, G 00 5 0 ERL 1] 1R R A5 23 4
Hr i1 -

MR AZE G 7 TR AN R T (B1.3(b)) » BIH A1 35, Frd i R el o 2 AE
—

1 1 1 —1y-1
+ + 1.13
Rb,leaf + Rstom + Rmeso Rb,leaf + Rcut Rac + Rb,soil + Rsoil) ) ( )

Vd:(Ra"i_(

HH, Ryjear MM HEERIADTHZST; R, (Aerodynamic Resistance from Canopy Top
to Ground) N7t 2 N BN TP Rew NRBHPT; Ry sou N EIBEZRLFZIHTT: Reou
ﬁiiﬁﬁﬂﬁ; Rstom ;FD Rmeso %Hiﬁﬁnfﬁi@ EP%XE‘J*H EJ o
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AREFUTRETT 58, KBRS AR . 140, Wesely &AL 2 [F]
—RiPERZBAT, RS R, #BC T MassmanB7 A A 38 b A A 6] RGP 12
FHT

1.2.3.2 ZEFEEMRE! (Multi-layer Canopy Model)

KRR EIRN T2, AHZE R 25 R B 7 R R D e 10 3 AL (1] v
KPEFRH 2 W) « 22 dEREA (F1.3c) B EEM N2 )2, ITRAERERE
(he) A MR R (2) WRIEFLTT Ryury) o BRREZHRSS A EBAENILIL 5
fefmes &k, Hnl LI ATRAL SRS 2 N COyv HoO F Og SEbn B MREZ R
AR B REAT A B A LIE R,

1 1

Rsur = + Loy < hc 1.14

f(Z) (Rb,leaf(z) + Rstom(z) + Rmeso(z) Rb,leaf(z) + Rcut(z)) Zfz ( )
1

Rowi(Z) = (5——=—)"" ifz=0 1.15

f< ) (Rb,soil + Rsoil> Zfz ( )

HZ R EIERR S Vy, 75 20K 138 Ry ZHAGIRA S — 8T JZ Z 1H] O3 fiiffi
fehmt R

(a) HJRFERY (b) XA (c) ZEHEA

P 1.3: AR R SR T B0 4 P

1.2.3.3 AEIRE T EERAYE A M

BT U EN AR M2 R R AT TR, H a2 ek s 230 E
H AR SR T B AL AR O ORI RS S RN B Sz, Dy XA e Bk i O
W EMYRE IR, DUEIPAL = RN A R G
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FE DX AT 4 TR ABE X ) B AU AR e K 22 48 R RS 2R - B3« 4512 EMEEP, GEOS-
CHEM # WRF-Chem S50, B8 — M 208 6T Fii 0 A2 28 R e T AR JE ML O3 1B &
VARG = NP 35 O W 3 BLARAL ) 25 R8T, [RIIS 22008 1 O AAE% KA L
(BVOCs) PA K NO 2SRRI SAHM S [ N . 2 276 JE A B T 2 8 v B A T ARobk i AF
ARG, R ZAE R G U R, b BT XE AR BR ) O3 FUTREEA . £
J2 7o S AR B A v IR ORI ABE AR o 1) — Be iy, W] DAAE SRR i FE LT B O, DRI T DABA e J 2
R AR A 2 s R3S A B A R R o E PR TR AU B SR, U5 AR 2 R
FEVAFAEATRE N, F X e WS EBOF AR, R AR LU T S B 1
FH FEAN— 1107126145147 HLv - BRI 2 M1 T el B2 PT R A7AEAH ELAMEE (I T HEA 145 | AE
FESFLIB R4 BE LI EAS A, A5 LLJS BB S AN BGIE .

1.2.3.4 MRS RENARIERERE

1T 05 ML RBIME, B 2R ITHAETIRIA R, CAFRYE . LRSS, T
B | Oy BTk, (EMIRAG 22T LUTMEE I 2 BB . B LATTR, Os 0TI AL
FERRIEAE L, BRI AL, ORI R ALR RN, SRR R
LT Oy SRUSNRITRI Fr Ay R LA ST R 0L SR RBEPY, LA 5 BVOCs
{E 2 R 2 R SE0112,

ATMOSPHERE

urbulent transfer
to the surface
@ In-canopy chemistry:
\\:\

stomatal uptake, ozone
enters the plant through
stomata and reacts with
internal plant tissues and
fluids

reactions of ozone
with plant VOCs or
. soil NO emissions
- non-stomatal
: uptake to
leaf cuticles,
stems, soil or
any other
materials

y ]
W A4

1.4: LA ORI i) = -2E W B8 20 4 (1 i A2 D)
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1.2.3.5 SFLBFIERER

AL B RS SRR AR T R R REEE (Faom)
T AR R SECE B UL DN AN PP A SR E IR e Fapon HITHE AT

_O3leaf
Fs om — 1.16
‘ Rb,leaf + Rstom + Rmeso ( )

HA, Ryjeay N AN BPRETERZ ST Raom WAL Rypeso M
PIHAT . Ragom HIEIECHLREL (20)

O3 1) Riyom BRI 7 V2 A0 TN A AL 38 5 ) F AR AL T8 /2 L S FE AT HE S . X Fh T
AR O I AL A W3 BOR AR AN BCZ B EL 1 56 R . KR B 5
O3 TEZSH Y HRE Z L2108 0.61048), X — R EH — AN RRYE, 05 FIZKIE /T Z IRl
BT RE S SEAE T Faom RETE 4~10%147

AL Os WRHSTIE I R A S B e AL T . AR, RAL O MRE i i 2
R DAL 53 FIRABFEAR g0 WKWK, MY A P20 5T LA O3 T
W25 g MRS T B FBUST, RT, FERFSUT g, AR RERE el . Bian, ALK
O3 I FBOCERCEREFK, M2 & A ARG AT LR L4136 5y —T
T, ALK O FAIE A I Fof AIOX i Vi R R BRI 2 2 g ARG T ST, AT 52 <AL
LAY B - A8 1511581 DR O T 240 i L 10 26 e 4 Py Jid v 11501, S BURFLR A0 SRS R AR
ZRUISLIS6A39-1601 WA g, HACHIIE N, <AL O3 KIS RE S BUE KK BIRS: . =&
AR . ARG/, TR g FEARLAS10M,

HHTA PR SERL I 25 5 SR T A AL Os TSR I RE I . 35—l Os
X AR A B AR AR MR N, AL O SN AE Y E B BRI, AT
PAFERA T i S8 A1) F- Og X6 B AR BRI JF3EAT AR B S H A P11621, 55 M 25 18 O X
[l — A A B R ) e 1231531631 B4, Lombardozzi ZS3@ I meta 2347, HFFE T 2R
AL O3 iRt g, MG ARSI . BEAh, BRI AL Os IS B TT RN E R S
Ji AL Og WS BRI I 2 AR Og IERINAH K. IEH N, AR5 2RI
e 5% & S Do,

1.2.3.6 IESFLIFFIRR

WENN, AEYERKRERES, 05 TR EERIALIIE. R0, 2R, FS
FLUT AR B TR () B B B 47« Ganzeveld S50V, O3 AR LU S ALUTREEAH
Mo RZBOHEBIEZ O T-UTFFITRE AWM AL A& R IO, RT3 21 i FI A B8 Ab 2 AR R
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B TAlTERT T O Ui R B EE AN S S ME PR R 2 A1, XSS PR 2R BEAS 1A i
A2 FRYRE XS B S DL SR o) B S A I ) A0 8] AR AL IR N BRf# . Ak Ganzeveld %51951iE
fath, HAk O TUUFELGEEX T B FT0R A7 A0 O XY DI RERI ST £ R B, Ky EA]
Bk TS ALREES L O3 VIR RIHERIRIZ> . Fowler 238135 H, £ 40~60% F8 T & A
FLR AR, AR SALYIRE A2 PR ). Al Fowler ZB8IAFeH, . KHMEH. K
3 ARG A2 5 RS ALUT R B R R, FFRE 132 O3 DUFESE N — LLSCHEHL A o

1. RS R ERAE I 2 i A AH ELAF

B A A5 ] O TR R M By M1 572 B WL o - AMER R THI 7 o5 3 B A
HARM A AW, S E 7 (W Naw K. NHf . NO; 1 SO;™ %) . TLHLA MK
A BVOCs 25 AT LLEN PTAR I fr b, 53— 24 S B Him iR #5 55 7T DL E A ) 3 36 0
WY, Altimir ZETES E AR 1) O3 A1 COy HI RIS, 1IEBH A i 2 O RISt T-AH
XTUESE o

RYE Altimir ZEUTRIT T, R R AT KIEURN, BEIN T O5 HIVEMEE, T HEE
pH EAHFT Os KR, SCRUEIEERN], I b A0 23 R R B o) 7T e 2 Bl o5 I 18] FR A2 4k
A IO167] A AR Py T OB 2 i SR R 2R A LR, 7T BE R VR AE IR R 73 AR A )
JRA . Coyle Z5MSIFR Y, F5A% == B R 2% SOy A1 NH; Bip[E] 2508 AT DAAARE LI 21 7K ~F 1
O; FESRALUCRE, X2 T NHs 349 7w pH{E, TR T K& O3 L. Potier ZE13915@
o SR & SEIR AL B R R B, W A SAL T BUR MR R P R S Os FE R LEAE 1)
Tt b R4 25 B B AT AELAE B B IR A 5K

H Tk 2 ] S 3 s ANz AL, O F R UTRR AR T ER R IR (. 72
P I AL T RR B (LAD) AN R 07, — SR X7y 1A s 2 AT iU
TR, AEAN[RIRE RS AE RPN Sy 18] EAFAE 2R BN, Wesely S50 2 i o d AR IR
R i SR DR RU, 10 Zhang SV 24 B 29 (R I I 11 5 2 D R

2. T JE A R AR A S

FEAD TR /2 A bR T AT V\J%EHIE’J?’—T AL HETRU) BVOCs R 5 J2 A0 240 i )
AARGE, IR BNTRFAFI T, TETEE}:RJ# R, FEYHERH) BVOCs, 1
LRI A A, 5 Os R R WRAE S RN, Al G EUESOE R W ROR R
(AFAL) O3 HYIEP1701, X 28 BVOCs 5 Og RS M AT e b7 3 O5 L & 1) — AN BT 200 3
GyU00IS8IT0-1731 AR, HH TR = AT B9 7] 733 BVOCs BRI EH AR L RS O R
HRMIATENE, B SN AR DTk 3Z 21 7 PR A7

FE55 [ AR LK (1 Blodgett AR E, 5 A8 B 2l J5E PR AR 55 AR 48 H4 s s
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A F 21700, ] S EOR R A EE ) O5 1R FERRMRELAS % 0 B B U 25 A
BV AT A2 R0 7). Kurpius 280700568 P S3A L kA B 1) s B S8 T M@ HEA T T
%ﬁ,ﬁ%%%ﬁiwmoﬂbﬂ&&ﬁa%h%%zynﬁm&dwa, M2 2= AL
WA AR ALITFE 1 5 25~35% A1 20%

FE T By 3 AR AR ORI 21 K8 b S HE R e i VA m AU BOR AR FL At
AT DL T XA I GO0 T R A A AR Ty, B PR SR 4R B A S ) e i
BVOCs I Al A 25 3 0 B2 s i HA L A A /E ]

R F, AEALEAGENT Oy, M HAN TR, O3 MERE £ BVOCs Z 18] [ [ M
%%Efﬂ%mﬁm%ﬁmmﬁlm“m,u&&Fmﬂmﬁme&ﬁ&”ww Fadk
B E 2 2R UV P S R A RS A AT BT ML & 4 3 ) IO 57250
M FR) SR S0 3 B 1 ML A B2 PR 240 34

3. IR

O VLR T3 T 202 5 T A BT AN MG 8 1 S RS2, S 7 b v i )
ﬁ%%%ﬁﬁ@%?ﬁﬂ%ﬁ%ﬁOlmWA,ﬁ%%C&Ei%ﬁm%ﬁ%&&#K%i
TR rME— 208, JE 5 NO 8 BVOCs [N, O3 A AT BETE 1398 11 & A= #v o) il ol
Eiaﬁw¢ﬁi R o

— AP IR 10 2L ISR S Gy = SR T ISAZEARR W, K I3l i BR ) IR AL R
N Og WL Bt LK 7 IR3E N, =38 Og MRS I R WK 7398 /b 1 Al O5 S i
MR, I 1K e st R A 2 AR AT . S5 b, (A R 27 VR R R A 1 3
TIEFLBRIKI Og U, Toet SEMFFTAE REH], LK 60% IF, O PJUFESI 13
FLIRK R 358 O ISR K —3 55, (H 438K 500 30% 1B T, Os KR ERIF £
(<10%) » BIOyEHIK I K5 SRR — /o

F EC ¥ WO AR #8 AR b 3R P IR F TR ) O FUlR i BoR, /b
FEH A — AT, 138 O N S IE IR AR E IR R KT 5 LIEE/KER SRR, I
H 2R H TR, Stella FISUE BN T BORIREE ) LI EK &, i FrKr
FHIET O3 #EAN T3, Stella ZFBSUTE 6 AN AT SLIRIN, 138 O WRISCRNIT Hh 2 AH X
T JE 2 1B R 5% RARAN 2 LR & B 5 . b — B RIE TR, LIRS R bR R
S I SG AN TTRG AN, AFURSAE 2 B v I e de, S A e I R A T I R 1 R o i 45
@AH%[ISI] .

FE X IR B BRAE U, O3 X K PHPUEE & R AEE R, BN 3mSR ARy (42
AL . KA Oy ST IR A AL S0 A8 ) 02 R A . Massmanl” B 76
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T O3 TUlkF R HIEh R @E v, fal LTRSS SIS PR/NE R, N
TS U= Ao . R T 45 RIS, LA LS . LR . i A
TIEIAPIZ BT REAAE — € IR R HHTX B R EEH BT S IR i 2 (R e R = T
Massmant>7V LI A HE BT H BT 13 (R,oi) 5T O TUTRERIPAME E FHPUE, #8100
sm~!, 14 500smt. L2 R, Ganzeveld 25105 SZIGN E 45 KRB, 1358 )2 THAH XU
FERIBG IR FEH] Oy [ BR L UTFE ) — > PRI K L165.186

4. 56 7 A I R RIS AN

KA BV s A w, R FRE T, M TR, mia®
SREN) . T AR, K E S O AR ABIE W RME, & O VIR . BEHHE
%5 V4(03) 5L Fo, Z [AIAAH G HEI20-12LISTISSIZ B ) i ifi ik o2 Og U0 0% — AN H 2 (1) 3K )
KIE

IR B SR B ik 18 7 2 1 Monin-Obukhov AHLLE 1 (MOST, Monin-Obukhov similarity
theory) TH5, —FEETENITHILEIE, EF B 7 RAREE MR 2 i iR 5 ,
FORFFEBIME T Z T . AR MOST £56 8 2UA] e 3 BUERRE 2541 N 2 AU A U A,
) Vo BAFAEZ P01 FI ] MOST AUl e 25 KA i () 5 1247 AL — 7€ B SR PR % o 7 )b
EERSCE RIMIER Y], ARAk BTG E B G 2R S E T, HEREEH BRI
J=, T MOST ZESE T J= o A R0, 55— il @i e VF 2 Bk oed = AL T e B sl X
&, (AR MOST & T T &I ST 2% A

5[5 R U 22 WO T B, B e L M 2 B Oy FOTE I
S0, TR FUUERIRBL . K2 M B BORF K B jp s st m.on, o5
B LS U ST 24 2 A

FER M BHAT T TR A o 6t S (0 7o the 52 B R Al o 51 i, £E Wesely J7 &4, A Y
Tt et 2 i A BT, — R XA R DT R IR, 55— Rl xR R BT . Wesely
SRR 2 LT — AT R PHAR S A I R R g SAASE A, e B T BB [F) T 2T
RARZ=A5 T AR B 5 R AR R AN L35 1) BT 2 PRI e 148-30-00. 1951921931y
KH—ANET 6 REKE RN Fo,, LAIL, B XA 7 2 5 it A4 i 1) Hh I 1
PR AT AU, — LB T SR W R T A2 O T-UT R AS AL [ Al PR R 11201211871, 4R
7 T AR A2 e RS PR LSS AT B TIG 3 Al g 81 BB AN [R] TN B AL 52 2% D e 2 i A FEL
LA M.

£ HATASEBE T, Os £E 7 /= P A A% S i 0 il 3, St vh 2 A0 2 T 1)
WL FIHURNST, Ganzeveld S TB TR, 5762 TS LA AR 5% X9 9 b 7 AE LA i R 45
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Fglh: JebJ= T EER 2 BE A iy, IR TG L AR R A R R BT R
— AR A, AT PEOE R AR, JERE T E B E L. BEAk, JLFRT
A RIS ARGSHA, Hh O 1278 /2 Wik A7 S H 5 NO A VOCs S5 H Atk Sk~
M EAERITCIE R iR, SEESMIAEN: . Ganzeveld SFIPIHFFLRY], &2 KT
J& ()2 A - LR R) RALAE S 4 BRSO3 AR A A Hie i) L ZERFAIL,
T8 25 I U R T T UCREANE 2 N O A A2 45 (1 7] 7L o

1.2.4 RETFIBEARIAR T E M RIE

FE XA BRI, O3 TUTRE 7 SR 2 KA R, 207 Sl ol 2R 1 5 20
FEANFIFHGUE, AL R S SR AL AR A9 194 BB BRIA BRI 3 (19 il P B AR
THRE ) A7 R B R AR, EAE TR 8, RADAPURIR R . TUTRERA
FETERR 722K B T IR 0] (1 — Lo RSO RGP a3k, IF Hazd R A ™ 2
HAEPSA, DU KSR Z AN, 3O PR AR A A AERA A 2 5507 TP e IX R AN
Ve MR SRR, O TR 2 TI5 4 AL RGUA AR RIAERA 1 -

Wesely 55144 (T7FK W89) F-ULIEJ7 2 /2 H i Vi 2 4 BR i X e RO A 20 458 FH 0+
73 5. W89 J7 il W) hn A RAFRAE AN PR A OC R B A Rl b S B AN =5 1) % TR BH.
fito 7£ CTMs 1, AE4E1) W89 Jr 5 F M 4 A2 BV 21 2 il 1 SR S 4 (WK FHERE S L
AT B 2R TR E U, AN B A BE Bl . ARIRIT VKR B
7RI E], AHR AR T B AR BEE B, A EVE R, XA TS
VEAR I A AR 2R RN, IF Hth 77 R A HRE R O MR B8 519 . W89 T7 %
WA TS A A0 2 B X ) L SRR PR, JEORAEIEAT T — RV E 146481961971
BEXF W89 T7 ERIIVF 2B K 2ok B T3 50— F Fu b X (00 Z 4w o™, BARSRABLT W89
ZH AR AE— E R EARYEAN A 10 DX RO 285 SR AT 1 VRAHTS), (AR AT DX () o
fiio Hardacre 28172155 — X BRR L) O TUTREHEAT T 9Pk, 3 15 D RAI5 4 Bk1E 4
2H (HTAP, Task Force on Hemispheric Transport of Air Pollution) H A [A# 2L H 12 V4(05)
5 &M G5 RBEAT T HCH . ABATTHIWT 78 A AN [ 22 ] FRORAEM i 22 BE A% =il 2 . AN
[ (1) U0 3 7 28 Z TR ) V o(O3) WARFEAR R [ 22 63961991 fgil i, #E 14K Borden £k
WAL 7 AR A sl B 3k 5 1 5 DSAEIFUTRE DT %, Va(Os) 2 7 BES Bik 2~3 1504,
£ GEOS-Chem "3t 1 PUANTFUTIETT 5, Va(Os) £ R = HIEFRAAL RN 30 SFidh -t
AR R ZE RO RN & T RGO, RIE RN S 7 R IAR %
S Schwede ZFUVHI ] JUAPT-PTFETT S0 48— s (1) O3 TUTREIEAT 1B, &5 BRIt
T Va(03), Re HIBEIE A R 2 8] 22 57 f K H BRI

SALMESTR Re FEARMEL 7> 22— SRR (ALBHSTRI ) X XA &l
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MR E KR AR EER . AKVRARAS it 22 0¢ L BLR00-201 . 7F CTMs W, & A TIiFES
LSRRI T Jarvis BRI A IGAAIB4192] 0 7F Jarvis R, KR KWL TES
BE SR T AE, BN T # R R e AR BB, FTRLR AR (W E A R0
O IREANREEEE) , AT DL AR B SRA (An IR A Y o Jarvis BERLR S — A
FEXT 5B SAL T FERAY, O RS 78 AL S A BRI LB QS 1 2541202, fH 2
IR B —E R BR I, A S EOR 2 3%A E7 E R SRS IR 4L (B
FeIEN 7 R A [RIEAREAY S T & IR R 0 AL BE R B, R 2 R & IR
PRl AL E R E 204 Jarvis ARRYIE T SRR A AQSR B A2 38 R G AIABL 2% A0 S 80
TR, 2RV AT ARG B AR Bk Z KRl . DOsSE (The Deposition of
O; for Stomatal Exchange) 15841 FHI P R; & S50 Jarvis BEALTHE O SALUTRE, I
O3 V5 it B BRI AR SR AR FIVE P 451 51922052071 4R, DO3SE B2 i 56 W AL A
T DX AR A, Bl AN R ROY, el Hofthh XV (05) #EAT HERRASLAN08 B 5
RE T —FEET G 1E R Ball-Berry AL BERBAL . 2882 —Fhpainiisl, <L
FERR NG ERERREOCREY, SR IEFXR, 5 COy MM, IfHZH
W 7 7Kt R BR 210210 AHER T Jarvis #5258, Ball-Berry S8 B — @M%, €&
FRIEER TR 2R 5 B . CO, FHDGEVER 3 MR PR, AR IA RS HR IR
Y ALRT FREEAZ A (1) S DA S AL 1 A B i 3213214, 6T Ball-Berry BORTHE IV SAL T
77 S ML B HEHER R AR B il A A b, (HARZD NI AE CTMs it SRR a3
2, A DB -G A BLAE AR U A 2 ASE 2 rhak DR AL e AR e 1 D P
5 A oRMe28],

— BRI ST PR LU EE 1 Jarvis #E7AT Ball-Berry B TH & 1S LS, Misson &52161R]
Niyogi Z5P7IgE LR, JT Ball-Berry A TFE S AL S EEM T Jarvis #8Y, SATAE
Biiker 52181 Uddling FERYMFL 51 o R B 58 LU VT4l 78 56 2 — SR 7 A AE
ZEAN — B A NS HCT AR RS T B R ROIU RO . IR AT A R SRR AL 3
JEBA, AMUA BT 4i— CTMs WS AUAT NIRAE, T HA B T i H g 5 K<k
FHIR A P A B A

H T HORFN 7% By R, AALDTREAE DOE S, SR SALUTRE H Ak ok B
M1, Flechard £819V5iif, O3 MAETALUTERIZEALAEAFH) CTMs HAFEZE . EMEP
AR ALV EFE T IR R X O5 UTFERISZMEY . 7E Surfatm-O5 FaHr, SEHE 75
N e AERALUTRE T 2080, HAB i3 7 A KSR 5 2 TR AR . (RH) Xy 32 B2 3T
RIS, DLR 3R RH & HIRVUERISENT . 78 MuSICA 3, O5 IETALUTAKH
T MR T, B O YRR TR AR i i A KA 2 R AN AU, Zhang
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FWU R T BN O IS S, HIE TR MBI E, U1 RH. LAT MBS XK
MRHE Zhang (1175 =S, — SRS 7GR EERT Va(0s) IR0, PAK S
FLF B AR AR AL 0491922200 R B s CAMx H HTSEBLN 1 Zhang F75 SR SIFERK
MHEAT Og BEANFIBIE T T IR

H1T Os TUREAMX ST 7~ MY EBIROLE VIA 5, 1y Had S5 A A 33k
MIRARSE, BRI ASEIE 72 [8] thAF A BRI R G &R, B REBON R 2%, IR
LRI T ROMFAERZ KIATENM, RAFSE— BRI, AP, Hogrefe S 7E
25 R R WIHIR O WKEEXT Vg(Og) BUK, IX RIS W RAE KA A A% S st X b A e HE R AR AL
Va(O3) HIARALIBIS 371072230 AT g 2 M0t Og WKL AR, FF iRk LM FEXS O3 MR /Y

AN
1.2.5 BREMESIFERN

R O HAREMNE, R KRG T DLIGR = SR FE Ry, 2 E G
TEFRAED KR, 3R 05 B T /D8R B FRE S S, 4RH 7 2 A A
(NOx) « #ERMEHHY (VOCs) « HHE (CHy) « —8AbB% (CO) Flif £ HiAthis Gl 2 18146 K
BHYEIR S R A el 2 I N7 [ 7= 412252260 7 NOx Hll VOCs #AEE B T, Os TR 2%
B R A 201.17-1.22 7R 17227-2281,

VOC + OH 2% RO, + H,O (1.17)
CO+OH 2% HO,y + CO, (1.18)
ROy + NO 2% SVOC + HOy + NO, (1.19)
HOs+ NO —s OH + NO, (1.20)
NOs + hv — NO + O (1.21)
O+0s+M—Os+M (1.22)

VOCs # OH HH#. 05 siAEEREE B 3 (NO,y) EALr= A 8 3 (HO,) , i
AALRE NO A NOy, IXEEHT AL R NOy, FIRZ 5 R348, FE O3 f/E RS H M

51 [226.228]
PR} o

M Os AR RS2 BIHEBOE . SRR (WO, TR W S R S8 MDA 7 SN,
. HOUALETE R XIBARE . 38 [ A AL ST I o0 Al S R 3L [R] ke o 25— Hb X 1
£ O3 IR . P95 EKMA (Empirical kinetics modeling approach) 75 4 FT M B P (1A 5
RW], O3 WEZE NOx M VOCs 210 35 IARZ AN R & R P21, i st (¥ O5 774 VOCs
FRURRIX, AR HUIX ) O 7742 & NOx BIURK X, BRI T AR A X Al T ORS00, M3k
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O R AR TP A K208 22 (£2) RIPL, — 5 E BRI RBEATES X4k, K
B L, 55 S RIS R AL OH H H13E K HO, B HI RS A A IR ML R
Oy, BUEFZRIAMRTIREIF R 28 i)

it 5 B [ AL AN DA AL ERE PRI e, O BT RH (NOx AT VOCs) HEBCE I N, &
FERE JCHE N OB AV RIA AR, KEAMBR=AX Oy IERET &, O35
ez ™E, Hil, RERKBHHXEHE O3 IRE/K T 53 E 20 2l 90 FACHI KT
4, EREEEU RERES SR E AP O WIEHE TR, 2015 43 2019 F3LH
337 M R AR EEVFNEM 134 ugm ™ N E] 161 ugm=3, FI ETFT 20.1% (K1.6)
o 2015 4F, 337 AN S PPN R FE I [ 5K bR dE R A (GB 3905-2012) 3 i 4%
HSSA (HEE16.3%) . BT 2019 FEIEINE] 161 4™ (5 EE 47.8%) (K1.5) . %if&ﬁﬁ@f@% O
CE A R 2 B i B i R B SRS . S Ah, 3RIE O V5 444 BRI B EE
FNHBIAFAEDS . FUEESLRIVHE TR O WRBE Sl EZ R IE 7 A K=6 O3 WRFE .%ﬁﬁ
BUTE S A6y BR=40 Oy IRE R T E— BB 10 A4 JIIhIX Oy 9 s HBLIE 8
I o QR AR FEIR) O A T 28E G iy 2 508 8 R 42 (10 AR AR P i ol ™ B 1) s 55

2015 O-8H B0Per fug m~" 2016 O-8H B0Per g m~ 2017 O+-8H B0 Per g m~"
s g \ A o 3 \ o \ g~
A B R s
s N oot 3 by g ol P !
P b 4 P .
& \ A ] A £ A L] A i \ R o
wnd ot “-..___ ‘_,15 e B e X %ol i o

|’
EJ‘.‘ = . "g B 12 iJ\l . A=~ ‘@J = 12 ij\ .
I§ ol 2t I§ : Aot ‘,*

- M = r
L e# L
3 WE we e sitE e 3

f-h-\v_‘(

016 Ox-BH H0Per ug m~" 2019 Ox-8H 90 Per fug m~"
o N A, e N A .
A e A e
Lisa) . L, ip
L ek Fok -
e i [ . "
B PR e ) ol ot L 5
1 ; L 4
S N M S i
! T !

: ! : F! ‘-:.-‘\ I : T , P :I'I- [
- :-\v‘ o3 DLt 4T Ha  wwd N < v an "
S . Y \ B Wi o it
o e g A P # el

O - L']. il ey 'O. i

= H:_,Jk‘é/ ’;WI aru ‘-.HJ‘TMJK_TF ,’;WI
. ot T2 a

: ; ; ; e o

e e wE g

1.5: 2015-2019 4 337 AT 5L 8RB VP AE = 8] 0 A
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200 5.0
2015
— 180 — 2016 - 4.5
£ 160 - 2017 = - 4.0
o I 2018 14908
= = 138
= 140 B 2019 134 - 3.5 —
% 120 30 E
S o
100 — - 25 E
% 87 4 2.1 |
é 80 — 75 0 o = . - 2.0 &
% 60 1515 45 8
° = 39 39
8 404 30 30 31 29 29 ~ 40
&1{' 25 22
20 s ., ., - 0.5
0 T - T T T T T - 0.0
SO, NO, PM,, PM,; O;-8H 90Per (5{8]

K 1.6: 2015-2019 4 337 NI TG 4k i AR FRAR 4k,

1.2.5.1 REXMES RGN

O & —FER R, LHHEMIBIA SRS RS 05 TEIEEILidiedE A2
A ES, LN O3 A A AR AL A R J AT YT PR Wi B

RESLIEEREY: g, Tk M. Kig. RE. LESERIEYUSTH225], H
S MR TR SRR, W PUEAESE G, IATACR A . Rk A
PHJRIST262T, g . WS T BREEFRITSL BERF LB, =82, AR, X
BRBRE L KRR SR80 O BONBURK, 05 WREETT i BB XX LA Wy AR O 8.3 I
BE 2 B BE PR A A S R GRS, 0 MR, WEE . AMAF . R
TR AR ORIVERT Z B AR SR

LT EAL, FEEXT O3 15 Uil iR XS 7T R e, (R R ERE. 5T
AOTA40 18h5, WFREEREN 05 1543 K 2015 IR E KRG RN 43 B 8.0% F 6.0%,
FEUNA TR EIL 1304 427024, Hu R LLELREE, #E—PEHXT O5 s b X 1)
J6-F 5 2014~2017 /N ZZE P EHEAT 1 VR, BEFCRIL O3 SEUNZZ 70 Bl 18.5%- 22.7%-
26.2% F130.8%, it B AR TR LN 2599.2 1070 W75 77 GRS = A X E TR A1
YN MUK FERNHSE 7= B4R AT TSR G5, 48 Os 15 Gl BN RAEY 43 ™ 1
17.1% M1 3.0%, EHIEGFHRLIN 13.4 1476 1AL, O 154 i iz i X =2 ™ 5.9%,
FERPR 11 T, SRR 2.6 1470, BT IEETERR, Feng 5P WA 7K B O, i IR
2015~2016 fE [l & /NEEFIIH55 T 10.4% . Zhang 5245V [RIRF 55 45 B 7R O 15 Y 7] G230 o
[ 2R b X [ K 5 7= b 23.4~30.2%. Avnery ZER4OVH| KA 4L 224z 120 (MOZART-
2) W ARERI) T B EAEMAEARR Oy WREEAWT T I B T 1= B4 k4T 7 9. 4551
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KW, B 7 2030 FEAKITHE O WK SRR/ L REMEKIT™ 4~17%- 9.5~15%
M 2.5~6.0%, &L TFHIRZIA 12~21 13276, Van Dingenen Z52471H| KRS A 2= nia
BT (TM5) R4 BRI T2 BRI AR SRS 5T W= ST 7 Wl Filit3] 2030 FE7EAH
MR “Muraryk” s N/ANE . KIE. BRI K G5 A BIMETZ 2~6% 1~2% Fil
2% (EXIRIE I, e 2 RN T R A AERRPAT TR [E, Filfiti 3 850 14~26 143600
AT

1.25.2 RESESETHHHEEZN

FEXFRES, O3y CHy MR IR (BB #h « TR S A —CE L) IX PRI E4,
T AR SRR, AT AR R A 7 AR B ZU R R i 248 XHRZ O BN A S B R
HIEE = KR =AM, Hr- AR sEE N 035 W-m=2 (0.25~0.65 W-m~2) , & COs.
CH, 1 NoO 28 = "R FR ST s/ E BRI AR ST sria 1) 25%. IPCC 28 Tk
R EPOME H 1750~2010 FXZE O3 BRG] 1 AR 25058 S 5138 2908 +0.4 W-m 2
(+0.2~0.6 W-m~2) ,

HIR, iR Os AR 17 A Ha i e 520 AR AR AL 2 Ah 5 38 BE R A il B 1 37K 1) AR
. Xie ZFPOMEALL T 1850~2013 SEAFRIE O5 ZAL TR MRARA, KIHAAL A4
(A RS HIE N 0.46 Wom—2, Jf B 380 7 RIRE-FIHRIR LN +0.43 °C, FEfFEK
FEM +0.02 mm-d—t. Horb, HUERIR P RIGINAE R AL BRm A BN R 3, AE VAR R R K
THEN 1.4 °C; R X BE KA AH S A8 AL B g3 KT i 17 0.5 mm-d =", AHERFEV:
H s X K BRI T 0.6 mm-d . BEAb, Chang ZEPUHL T 1951~2000 4F H [E 4R FHLIX 1)
XFUE O A0 = A B S 508 51 B SRR, RIUAE O3 BT BT Bl AR X
1951~2000 HbTH 2 R EIG N T 0.43 °C,  [AIN 301G P 7K 98D 7 0.08 mm-d ! 384k, 5
Chang 5> UAHALL, Hansen S22 51 45 2R 2R B R B HLIX. 1900~2003 XJiiJE O3 HI722 1L
FE TR RECRE (0.5 K) o Chen Z5R3UFH IPCC 1 A2 HEBUEA 5540, 17 2000~2100
FERBRE O3 AT, 45 RRYIHARNK 3 H BRI LR 0.32
K H TR, Feh iR AR s R X IO AL Bk X . eh, J = AT 78 25 5 003l
7R T XTI Z O3 FH R B AR Ak e BRAHT i X 35K 1) 8200 LA R AR T FRALZE O3 &8
R IZIX 2 2R ) R o

iJa s MR Os WXt AR RGHEWI R AT T1 (GPP) =AM, FRIRAES RGTHH
[FIMLRE ST, T TRIRE SN SRR AL . XS IE)R R LR O IR 2 S BB I 2L 7 RE 1A 4K
TSR TTHI R . O BRI TALBE ARG Fr s P AR E A A S Ty, X
KREAEMFCEIER, ALK, EEEMEYERN R O MLXER RN K&
RS FERZ A S RS GPP, BB A7, BETXS AL A mils) . Fares S512°5 3 1T
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Xof 5 [ 4 AIE LLRKAR MR 1, KR B T B s AR ARt i, DB SE DI A 1) 25 R
SR PR AT A S5, 45 RN R KR TR O3 WK FE 3 800 AR R GPP
‘I&ﬁ BEAC LA, 3 [ 0 AR AR SR ] it A5 1100 350 n R B B PRI B [ AL BE T BRI T 12~19% Ren

SEN60 3 i A TLZE O3 [ s & HE LA K B a8 il b A= 2545 AR 1961~2000 4[] i th AF
BRGN Oz WETHE RIS, KIN O3 T BT AL RG T A7 77 (NPP) ~F-
BIEAR T 4.5%, 45EEEMBEERICT 0.9%. 5 Ren ZEUARF 5 AHALL, Sitch B3 i f¢
A AE- TR R AR S A AL T 1900~2100 4F4BR [ AR 25 R AE ] CO, HEA
AR, XRE Oz Wil 5 N Rm R, & I A2 25 R4 GPP F#{IK T 16.1~26.4 Pg-Cyr~ 1.

SAFARAURT O3 52, — J5 THNE R SRR O3 WRBE, 5 —J7 T, S84k
AT DLIE IS 520 O TE I = IR BRS04 (13K 2561, Monks %517Vl Fiore %5257 5%}
KA SRA A - PTRIR AR REAT T4, Jhde kil E2sig B i) b . RIRER AR
A K 5 R S S A AR AU DG A5 o AR R AR FR 3G N L s . o, X O 52
BRI E . SAFEARHE AT DAXT O5 AR GE BUR K52, [FI % O A RS
NOx 1 VOCs £ & 2 (AR LE P R, Jacob Z£R5813H i GCM-CTM AR KB, TEARFKIL
FAER AL 2 S ET Y X I E R O WREEE . Xie 2525 @ik WRF-CALGRID
B AR = A B X = A ARSR M3 O3 WK JE, XJEL H AT AT IPCC SRES A1B & 5%, K
USRS A ] DLR 38 MUK = A X SR O3 B[R0 A, FEEBIs/D 5-15 ppbv, JLEBHY
M 5-15 ppbve  EIRR Z HB AR AL 2 T B O5 WA, (HARFEKKZ
AT 3 O3 TUTRERIARML, ATIAEAEAR KA 58 11!

1.3 AXHEEMEAR

Zr bRk, H AT E O R AT IR FOT R, T BT ST A R, IO 4
] X 45 SR AR T B R AR S S A R o H R U AL 1) PPl 2 SR rh T B — 0T
FEAL T 55 A0 SR AT T B AR AE B — TR AR BRI RIS AE DO s, X BRI
IR AT 25 R SAEA I S Mt XM T-UCRE S L REAC B AN 2, 7™ EEBR ) 1 AT
X P X SR AR T A R A A PR B A AT T

PRI, 9 7 IR IR S DT I I 25 0 AT RRAE A TR AN [R) DT BT ) £ i
BRS80S AR U R AU o, AR SR AR R AR R L S Ent IX s R AR I B
FERIFEME o AR DA [ X 9T 78 X, e T BB U715, 456 SR iy AR AR AL
H T R B R, 288 AT DTN L2 B iS 20 Noah-MP-WDDM A1 X 8075 = Jig F %
7\ WRF-Chem, #RI 1 FUT AL SO0 X g A B 7, AR R DL S T
PRI, DLRTHXIRRE O UL RIARSIRCR .
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E BT A A
LRI SO, SN S A T UM (0 g 7R

S R A BN T T S O a0 A AN R B SR A T DR R A H
ARARFAE . A Bl TS A2 3 Noah - MP 5 XK AL 2210 WRF-Chem ) T-I70 FAR B
(WDDM) 5T B B8 s DU BEHL I 30 Noah-MP-WDDM,  PFAGAS [F] S L5 FEAL X 5
SETUIRE R AR, DAL SRR 80 SR A T U P R i e B A

2. BUk X O S A AU SR UL, FR TS XU R A Ul e R i AL

5T Noah-MP-WDDM #5 x0xf MRS 84T E A [R]F-P B LI R 1FAL,  soisk XKk =4k
PR T UM RS R ETT R, IR R AU R BRI ) E 45 T ZRBIRE S
R, P e E R AU ot . RS, O SHEBREE X X HiE
PAEHN R . SRRSO O3 FUTREEFE RN, 2 H SR R 84 i AT U AR 1 22 572
B R A TS E, RAEURE MR AT IR R sl R .

3. VAL AT DRI AR AR AR AR B, B A SR RS BRI e A T A R

WIHER AT =T, WA RAT U REX URBA I (R FAAN
HEBOIER) MR, oA AR SR AR AR 5N R AT B ARSRAEY) P B AN EE 45 2R IS

RYE EARBEFRNG, Bt T AR IEORERZ, W17 . BAAETZHN: B
I 4 WRF-Chem Al Noah-MP #230, DL b 3T REALE] TR R 56 =04 1 ARk
A T B R AT DTRR R R ) B AL S, FH B TN Noah-MP-WDDM
X AR FH N S T BN AL S T R BT VRS, O R AL T %
FEES TG AL R ETT S, X XA WRF-Chem H HFUTBELHIBEAT 250, I
W R T BRI R R 1) 2 22590 07 AR S B UTREI LS s 5 TR 2O S 1) WRE-
Chem A5 2N H] 21 o [l X R AU R AR R AE B, e A L2 S i AR Ul R AR 1Y
ZEFt, W RAE T U AR R B R 3 BB /N AR RS 5 N REA TR
XA ARAL I N, PR BT AR SR R K S BUR R B4 R M B e s 5
LR AR FEZETAERAT S, e A ST S A & Z AR K AT LAk — 20t 558 1) 77
[F] o
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) B AR A

BEEEFE
o B

Bt
o WA
Hoshme. (LLER gL tame
WE’-M WRF Chem J#MHME 3} Kiksr3%¥h
sy BARX {i%ﬂﬁ_ ALl
# ;g g*—y _igiﬂ F R M AL
B A

AR A
LEFEN 4 ARHHR

RATHEEMRZSH 0 fhm SRR AZFHX AL

1.7: ¥R E

ASHIEFCRIARE S T e A ] St T PRI ) DA SR T SR AU A 25 KBS O PG BE 7 2

24



PN AL e VAT S'S

EE BEERXARHEGENE

TCRREAIL A X e ] i Y R B SRR TR I AR AR . FLrP S — B VR4 41 T WRE-Chem
R aQrP LSS AT TEAR OC 1 R BRI 220 56, 5 8 90 /r 4 T Noah-MP #2245
TS A TT %

AW TR T — AR A A i X WRF-Chem IR 1 FEHL 0 Noah-MP, 58T
e

2.1 WRF-Chem #55%

o R AR B A TR 20 Weather Research Forecast (WRF) & 7 36 [ [E 50 K
W7+ 0> (NCAR, National Center of Atmospheric Research) . 3% [F [E S i v KA & 2
(NOAA ,National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration) | ]34 53 Tk H.C» (NCEP, National
Centers for Environmental Prediction) k&8 5 i fif & K% (Oklahoma University) « 35 B 73 %
K% J5 (AWFA, Air Force Weather Agency) « 3¢ B/ ZEHF 57 556 % (NRL, United States Naval
Research Laboratory) 138 [E B i 2= & # /5 (FAA, Federal Aviation Administration) 25114
FE 1997 FFRE KR HT — A m 2 R b REA RN, H AR 7KF 70 #5% 1-10km /2
Hi I RCA 60 /NI AR S DX 3R R A SRR RTTASEADL ] @i [260-2610  WRE AR g — A R
JERATHRAMEAFE R GE, A5 REVE & N A F R . M3l SO B AR 1 2 8 7
F, AT USRI TR S A R A R, AR R AR R R 7 — MR S AL
H. WRF NHJE#E, @ HE R (http:/www2.mmm.ucar.edu/wrf/users/) #EATIREL, [A]
If WRF & ARSI 73 E vt (TR A 4EdrAE .

H /I WRF & ¥/ 3) 1% O HE L5373 9 Advanced Research WRF (ARW) 1 Nonhydro-
static Mesoscale Model (NMM) . A< 3C A 1] WRF-ARW s& Sy fiff 5t AR AN 35 S KA BB AU
AT, 21E NCAR [ MMS5 #53X, (The Fifth-Generation NCAR/Penn State Mesoscale Model)
FEfil B JEINR, FFHH NCAR A/ RS R st e 8 B RS HT

WRF-ARW #i 2 i 5 4 FE WPS (WRF Preprocessing System) , 4, WRF FlJ5 4L BE
(Post-Processing Programs) — #4320 . WPS F T X SEif BRI AL B, A6 @ SORERIL X 35k,
R ZR S, R B BT EAKFEESE, SRt WRE Brif SRS AN 8 . 1
FAEFF WRF 5 & A B R iR THR, R B X AR S5 R . WRF #YTHE
HEZR G217 o
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External WRF Past-

Daps omal  Pre-Processing WRF-ARW Model Processing &
System Visualization
/S N
Alternative
Obs Data -
Ideal Data B VAECH
2D Hill, Grav,
ST Sguall Line & Seabreeze
3D Supercell ; LES - NCL
__C_JEEE-B—@—' & Baroclinic Waves
Global: heldsuarez
ARWpost
OBSGRID WRF-Var —™] (GrADS/
VissD)
WRF
Terrestrial » RIP4
Data
v i
WPP
> B (GrADS /
WPS  —p IH?". e ARW MODEL GEMPAK)
— nitialization
AA A
Gridded Data: il
NAM, GFS, :
RUC, NNRP, wrfchembc
AGRMET(soil (optional)
gi';gg:; Data: (optional)
Gridded Data: foptioria)
Chemistry
EL’A i
Gridded Data:
Anthropogenic
Emissions

K] 2.1: WRF #UF2E ( B WREF Version 3.9.1 User’s Guide)

WRF-Chem #& NOAA Fl NCAR 7EHLA 1) WRF-ARW FEZE NI T4 i (iR
s AR IR R A A S SRR DAREAELOR b B 22 AH 2 B AL A0 i 1) A2 B
L FHA T4 . WRF-Chem BLHLFIE 3 IS GAEHUE R T HERIE EAR 2K, JERE
NHRAE MR MRS, TEERARER R E, RIS 1 B () ml 2 [ 9 {7 A ) i 2512022631
AN R A BAL 4 e sl T Rk e, IR AL i 5 W0 B S 4804 T7 R0 00 DR — B
WA B S0 77 S ) FZE R BAE FH B2 207, A R 2 5T, fa sy
PARGA G R TT B ARG B o IXFEAERERTH RS R T, R EM SRS Kb 2
Y5 AR SN 23 AT I sema RS I 12, 30k i R 2 R G 73 U s, AT
KL T RGN EGER 2 IS ARG, Befs LU EU ST S BOK A B AL 2 0 FR 1260,
WRF-Chem [ HH NOAA HER R0 T SLin = 77 5%,  FRRCE HAWAR SN 3L [F) T
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K, EHEAMEY, 5 WRF [F5EH, wliEd B M (https:/ruc.noaa.gov/wrf/WG11/) SREUHH
RS A ZRE

M

— IR Rz
al | | dExsmiemek TRk
B
Y meypmEE L miER Y
61 | wEeE iRE
T TeRAGH /2
TRIEIER S
 RRES/FE
o—
=% KRS | wah

[ 2.2: WRF-Chem FH ) B AN 22 2 B A0 A 2 Ta] ) 2 AR AR

2.1.1 ¥IB AR

KA 2 MBS FEERERE T HSH T RO ED. eeEHE, Al
¥ R o /K B KRR R B T 2. AR R A RS R M R AR = R RS
U =1 s E e b IE A BUN S PR 1 = N o SR N A RO e A PN E i
F B ME R R . 3.9.1 lRAE S EEYHESHAL T ZINE2.15T7R.

27


https://ruc.noaa.gov/wrf/WG11/

PN AL e VAT S'S

® 2.1: HATWRA WRF @& FYIEE S AT %

Yl e SR

Kessler, Lin, WSM3, WSM5, WSM6, WDMS5, WDM6, Eta, Goddard,
P pEZBE new Thompson, Milbrandt-Yau Double-Moment, Morrison double-moment,

Y. Lin, NSSL 2-moment, CAM, Thompson Aerosol-Aware, HUJI, P3

ST RRTM, GFDL, CAM, RRTMG, New Goddard, Fu-Liou-Gu
o Dudhia, Goddard, GFDL, CAM, RRTMG, New Goddard, Fu-Liou-Gu,
T
Held—Suarez relaxation
T b TR = MMS3, Eta, Pleim-Xiu, QNSE, MYNN, TEMF, Revised MMS5, Chen-Zhang
. 5-layer thermal diffusion, Noah, RUC, Pleim-Xiu, Noah-MP, SSiB, Fractional
i [T A5
sea-ice, CLM4
W e UCM, BEP, BEM
J YSU, MYJ, MRF, ACM2, QNSE, MYNN2, MYNN3, BoulLac, UW,
ITRILGE
TEMF, LES, Grenier-Bretherton-McCaa, Shin-Hong
o KF, BMJ, GD, SAS, G3D, Tiedtke, Zhang-McFarlane, NSAS, GF, (old)KF,
APAP /T

Multi-KF, New Tiedtke, Kain-Fritsch-Cumulus Potential

HAY LR Lake Physics, Ocean Physics, Gravity Wave Drag 25

HHNYES AT R
L ATRILFE T %

KRATLFHER N REAE BRI SR M5 e LR AR S GO
AR BRI, RO % b AL A 1 F R PN IR 8] A0 2 8] ) o A AR A . A R R L
(RS i A — Al RS R K023l 7 2R A RBRAIR A E RE  H 5 K
R Z 8T A B A FIPSIWRE B 4T I 207 R EEAHE: MRF. MYJ Al
YSU Ji %&. YSU I 52 J5 SOV — B AR Jy s P & O 06 FE it B8 5 5%, Ht MRF 284k 5
SOCHEIR, AL MRF J5 A R AT 1 R AIE, s 1 A sh i B i
AR, YD T HURE) s a P TR A R RO Btk e YSU U7 G rh Al R i 5
MELNT MRF J5 %, R EEIUNERCDN, R E L, @k 7 MRF J5 i
b EE TR KT 3 SO RS A6 T R I [ i)

2. W%

=W B R T R BE R R . 2B R A = kiR K.
MK UKde & BB CIOKYM R RS EA SRR 2SS E T R EEZ .
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Kessler J7 22681 WSM3 J7 22091 . WSMS J5 R0V Lin J5 &7, Hoih, Lin 77 &K H Purdue
oHER, RS NE RN TR, @A EaPRRERAERI R .. Z T RF
ZRAIRBEIE K. H. mK. WK KA, KA EEEKRE Lin FPOH

Rutledge 527145,
3. BT &

R 0 S EAG FE 32 ZEAL BRI % PR 7K . WRE B s im S8 R E %

& Kain-Fritsch 77 £[271, Betts-Miller-Janjic /7 222731 Grell-Devenyi /5 %274, H 1, Kain-
Fritsch 77 A —MEA KR BT IR R a8, HI& 7 o ETHREB AN T RS
A AR RE U B AR 2 o KF 7 RAEINGARE . TR HHRE T &
INBENF, DAIHERYEE R, A T3 A B/ NE K = B BT, B REE
i, wNEK s RN = R AR

4. SRS TT %

WREF A5 A R4 SR R 32 B0 Dy K I S 0 et B 0 S PR KT o I KB AR S 80
W5 EWHE: RRTM J5 %P7 ETA-GFDL J5 %P7, CAM J7 %M1 RRTMG J5 %P1, RRTM
77 ZVET MM B, 1% 07 SR 43 BOBGE T DL K 23 AT SR v A R S 0o 1T B2 R s
R — AN TS Ab PR 58 5 2R R T BHIKIR S O3+ COo S HA AR, B A 2= 5 4m i 2 [A] 1 AH

HAEH . FEREREN ST R0 : Dudhia 77 E£277, Goddard 77 &R, ETA-GFDL

77 ZZEPTOH RRTMG 77 271, RRTMG M3 T MCICA 77 11— o B 5 3 4R 5 2 5 7
2=
o

212 UERFR
WRF-Chem #Ex0/E N HT— AR = 4E Wb 2= A, Hys YWk & 184k n BT /3%
ST FE2 AP R

on  OF, O0F, OF. B
z%__ax—ay—az+P—L_—V(MO+P—L 2.1)

Hordr, n NEAWRE S RIS, PO, B AR, L AR AR
FEOU, QFETIRIIE. L HFE, U=(yu, v, w).

BRI, WRF-Chem #1248t 7 Z2/ME A S8 TT & (WNFR2.2017R) , e B N2
IR K5 BRI A N S SRR, B B R A SR RN, =
IKBABA SO, D 2, AR, HRUTREE R, BARBEM A GO R, B
KIGTFIE RS o A — Nl AT S L S s AR S T T (B 44 AR R, 57 %
1) B AR N 25 1] 2275 WRF-Chem M35l _E [FJ#H G183 (http://ruc.noaa.gov/wrf/WG1 1/References/
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WREF-Chem.references.htm) .

* 2.2: WRF-Chem #8005 HIL 2T RE S H 7 &

SRS SEb kI
RADM2, RACM, RACM-MIM, RACM-ESRL, CBMZ, CB4, CBO05,
AL
MOZART, SAPRC99, NMHC9, CRIMECH
KA MADE/SORGAM, VBS, MOSAIC (4 bins & 8 bins) , GOCART, MAM
/KBS VSRM
Hefi TUV, Fast-J, Madronich F-TUV
LR HERL Gunther95, BEIS3.14, MEGAN
RESMAHL VPRM
b i@ T GOCART Hivb ML), &EH T GOCART H4id AFWA 12 fvb
bl
BHLEI, & T MOSAIC #1 MADE/SORGAM (¥ 2R ML
- &+ GOCART (AL, & H T MOSAIC 8 MADE/SORGAM ff]
gL
BSARTUTR% Wesely
SIERTUIE  MADE UTEHLH], MOSAIC UM, Zhang L
TRUTRF Grell ¥R UTE 7%, Baster /7 5
WHNESE T R T
1. Yefd T &

WRF-Chem H 5 24L& =M )7 . TUV J7 27 FAST-J J7 %2851 Madronich F-
TUV HEP?), Fast-] HREEHZE L SMRARIE RN JEARR T, TEXE A2 1A
PRI AR BN T I BORE . PrifiEEORNE A2, ARTE Mie BUREIR - B8 T 175
300 nm. 400 nm. 600 nm F1 999 nm JEA T WG JEE . IR I B Z AN FRA 7, 4
JETHE AR AR 2

2. KA

A EERL I R XA AR A A BRSSO RSB AR AT
PESE AR RIE AR INRR SRR L . fEXHRZ T, AL, BB AR ALY S I HER L &
SRR P AR 5 DX S5 B 98 R 32 B SARAL AL 2 i, [ S A2 E th ke
T AR B PR L S S BT FE o 4T WRF-Chem A5 2 i ] ik £ (1 AR S L 295 9
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UL, I BT B SRR 7 SO ) SRR 2 3 7 2 ) @R F 31 ) ¢ TAL B 2% KPP
(Kinetic PreProcessor) AKALEE, il 5 L — ik il g A A& 20 SOMAG 72 Il RO R H, JFHL
BNAE A Rosenbrok K g i) & B AL 2 AR EAT IR 221 H 5. H AT KPP Ui FH T <UAH
e AL, IR N BRG] . SAPRCY9 (Statewide Air Pollution Research
Center) MLl /2 YA AL H i H IO AILE 2 —, 7272 SAPRCO0 Y ZEl B R RIE k. 5 CB4
F1 CBOS5 X EhrEENLHIAHLL, {8 SAPRCO9 HLEIALINRT O ¥4 B8 % 5 51281, SAPRC99
P — 3405 80 MU ZAFIZEAN 235 MUEZE I, K S5 M B SR 7 iR AL B WAL 22 S R o

2.2 FEEIIERRN

Noah-MP (The Community Noah Land Surface Model With Multi-Parameterization Options)
il i i A AR A2 25 T Noah-LSM i U RE A R e IR ¥, F TR Fe bl <2 18] (AR ELAE A
RSB A i SR EL AT P I AR A 2 Ak 282 . Noah-MP B8 — A MR =, Hd
JETFERAEA &2 PR BARER R T & BRI g e iR
KT R ERSS AR 1%, LA SEIE 2 M 3R RE B AT K AR e A P 75 38 B R P
1tE4k, Noah-MP BEWSIX 7> C3 M CA4 /EMIR DL S IERI&AE, FHOVEYL & 1F A RFIR A H €
SR SE IFE S 5

Noah-MP 7] Fl T FE A £, E45 & 1 Ball-Berry 16 & A FLBHBTALA
KB oy B BRI A8 70 (IR 25 HERIOR) A3 e 210284, SR Rl ot & AF 7
WA= J3 AR EO = = 25 . Noah-MP 8735175 18 7 FHOG T AERS T i v oy
HREEIEM, BHYE T B 552 COp WL AIBRA, 11 T ) - A J0 58 52 H HEE A R Al
BERTREXT O3 MR A AR SNAERE . ZhA KT AR F BT = i B o SRt — b i

Wi i 2 G 5P 47 . Noah-MP [ IR AR U 4544 & (https://www jsg.utexas.edu/noah-mp/) 41
B2.307s
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Ve

Depesition/sublimation to

Turiulent Heat Flux o and
and from snowpack '

fram snowpack, soil and plant

Unconfined Aquifer Layer: Recharge rate is proportional to:

\  (water head at the bottem — water headat the water table)

K] 2.3: Noah-MP [if; [f i A58 5 1 265 ) 1]

2.3 Finbsd it HELE

BUER S, KRG R TUEIE R Fy 2l is P B (C) A e It b
R (Va(2)) BIFAFTFAS 201 :
Fy=—C(2) x Va(2) (2.2)

Hrp, z WSHREE, —BOAEEILE R — 2, fSRonm THEE. TS
HATT ST AR BB PR B I RPN B UTRE SR . H AT RE A
KR WA e B R BT IR R T IR R, 207N Va(z2) WK RIS
SRR BHST (Ry) FIEIEL

WRF-Chem #3{ H #RH Wesely 77 224000 k15 Qe T 00 e i R EAT T 55, 2.4 97
7Ne Wesely 5 /& T K BHPTFPTFEHL v ﬁ%ﬁ‘ﬁﬂéﬁﬁ X ZEPIR T R R R T
N EEAE R A KR I AR, JEARIE AN B SE PR IE R AT 0 7, 931 T 5
JERGUAE R 7 ARG T ISRIMNEE KRB R N RmER L) 7 =,
BTG R aIs e, AR AE IR IRRIE 2 b, X BRRR AT
K315 BHPT (R,, Aerodynamic Resistance) ; 2R JEilit 4> 749 BUEH, MKMHEIZ TR 2
TR IE, X RER s AR Z P (Ry, Quasi-laminar layer Resistance) 5 #xZ¢ F
I M KTEERT G REAT IR BRI, i ] 5 7 3 3R T BT Ul B AR 1 A
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&), I ZBEPT (R, Canopy Resistance) £~ BHPUR T N KA T5 G i T IT B 5

H=AHtze M2, HEARuW R
1
RQ(Z) + Ry + R,

Vi=R ' =

Lowest model grid point
nlz;)

Aerodynamic
R,

nfd+z, )

Boundary
Ry,

= fald+ 2,0

Stomatal Ry, Mesophyll 7,

Cuticular Ry

Surface R,

r
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
: Aerodynamic R to lower canopy Lower canopy
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1

Aerodynamic X to ground Water

Other surfaces

AN

5] 2.4: Wesely T-Ut P57 0 BH T4 4 &

(2.3)

Hrp, R, 5EEEGHEE (u). FET-BATE KK (L, Monin-Obukhov length) A1 K< F2
SERE (2/L) SR AImAFHEEA K. Wesely 77 2K H MOST A AR ESAT 5/, %07

PR R ARG N T RSE . YRR E =R % 0 20l #EAT 5

.

0.74(/£u*)*1[ln(§) +472 ZO] Fa € A
0
0.74(ku*) " \n(=) o S
Ra = 20
(1-92)05 -1 (1—920)05 1
0.74(ku*)~{In] L | — In] L IV R RaE A
(1—92)05 +1 (1—922)05 41
( L L
Hrr, zo AZhEMBEKE: « A RITE#(04): L HUTIHHEAXSGH.
= pcp(u*)39
~ kg(H + L,E/14)
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Hrh, p ATRERE; ¢ NEE TR 0 NEX AR ¢ AEIINERE; HAN
E%ﬁ%; LwE ﬁiﬁ%ﬁ%o

R, SHERIZHEE . ASTG R T2 WEM v FRERAK, KH Wesely
SR8l b [ VR AT U
Ry = 2(ku*)~Y(S./P,)*? (2.6)

Horr, S, MR, SRR TR EMREA G P, b i Bk
(0.72)

R, M5 NI B, (b2 R 5% 00 5 R % 1 A B R DL 2 N ISR 41
(RS, WM A¢, Bk R, MitE W2 AERE. WE2407R, Wesely J7 %
WHASHRYIEE R, v B2 SRR R, & 22 1 4 5l
R, X=3OSNNRLLSMIE ERUE. X =8 0308 7 AR ATEGHT IR ST
TikRmR, HHEALT:

R—(1+1+ S 1)‘1
c Rs +Rm Rlu Rdc+Rcl Rac"—Rgs

2.7)

Hrr, R, AMFSFLILHT (Leaf Stomata Resistance) , R,,, A AIFH$T (Leaf Mesophyll
Resistance) , Ry, A F 5 2 BH$T (Leaf Cuticles Resistance) , Ry AAE Y 72 W K S IF S
FH#T (Buoyant Convection Resistance) , R, ML« #7251 R 1 BHPT (Resistance for Lower
Canopy Exposed Surface) , R, it /= T 2 i 3R 7] 125 K80 /1 %= FH T (Aerodynamic Resis-
tance from Canopy Top to Ground) , Ry, 135 Ailik v it /= 5578 25 1 R 1H FH BT (Resistance
at the Ground Surface) .

NI A R RS 53T0

R ALBLEL (R,) ST o ALIRTF LRI, i H LIS 2 32 2
B TR 6 IR SR BARAIE, ~UILITIF, TR COy MEATICAR R, BELAL
B, (ERIAIL A, FUNK. JLSMILITRI L SRR %, Wesely 77
R T — i 020 AR R, AT 5

400  Dmo

Ry = Ri{l + [200(G + 0_1)]2}TS(40 ~-T,) D,

(2.8)

Hrf, R AEHEARG T W e 2 S SLEHT (Minimum Canopy Stomatal Resistance)s
G FHL R K PH4E ST (Net Solar Irradiation at Ground) , T, AR MHIEE (Surface Temperature)
» Dy ARSI R T HIY HOEZ, Dy,o AKASD TR T BUESR, 3T, M 0°C 5L
KT 40°C I}, R, BEN 9999,
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R, BIHARPEHT 73 T4 Ry s Ry R 1 Ry RZ 5T R BRI AT E AL PEAR S
IKIEPER . FAERI AR A G U B R . Wesely /7 & H, XEEFHPUERE T H
FREHHY) FMBETE T (fo) Rt H K X TARKSEHRY), XHDNSHEBE
WFK2.3F7R -

K 2.3: Wesely VL5 77 = 875 M HIES 73 J@ 24k

TR Dg,0/D,  H*Matm™!)  f
AR (SO2) 1.9 1x10° 0
B4 (03) 1.6 0.01 1
THEALE (NOo) 1.6 0.01 0.1
—H A (NO) 1.3 2x1073 0
fHIR (HNO3) 1.9 1x10™ 0
AL A (H202) 1.4 1x10° 1
Z.B% (ALD) 1.6 15 0
% (HCHO) 1.3 6x103 0
H &L & (OP) 1.6 240 0.1
A L (PAA) 2.0 540 0.1
R (ORA) 1.6 4x108 0
2 (NH3) 1.0 2x10% 0
AR RN IR AR (PAN) 2.6 3.6 0.1
TEAHEE (HNO2) 1.6 1x10° 0.1
m R AN:
Ry = ( 35)[50 +100/o) " (2.9)

Ry, XA e J= T 70 TR AR P ACIR DA 70 B REAT THERL . X T IR J2 3R

Rlu,dry - Rlu(10_5H* + fO)_l (210)

Hrf, Ry, ATERIRA, W24,

YRR E R, 7 N T 8K FERI A T WK FEW . b, B TEKSEW
M E R THEE, Wesely 7 R0 SO, ) Ry, WEB N 50 s-m~t (37 F #H) A1 100 s-m !
GLAl R EHD) o« O3 1 Ry, WEH R AT H 5

1 . 1
3000 3Ry,

Riu,04,dew = ( )7t (2.11)
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FARTS I Riy W Ryy,04 dew FIIEATHES A 1T

+ 10—7H* + fO )—l

Rlu dew — (
3Rlu,dry Rlu,Og,dew

(2.12)

1T R K 3 B E 2 R I, R N AR SO, A Ry, 48— IKE N 50 sm ™!,

HAR T v E 8
IV S S
Rlu,SOg,rain = (5000 + 3Rlu) (213)
O3 1 Ry, FITHE AR A .
S S S
Riu,03,rain = (1000 +'3lﬁu) (2.14)

A5 GAEIX RO B Ry 5 Ry, 04 dew IBEATHE A TT:

107 TH* + Jo

! 2.15
3Rlu,dry Rlu,Og rain ) ( )

Rlu,rain - (

Rgc IR T LT 3 2 AR BH AR SR SR B iR ik, ot 50

1000
100(1
I+ &)

1+ 10000

Ry = (2.16)

Hrb, G OUKEISRST, 6 NHEIIE.
XtF SO, AT O3 1) Ry #RHI A RIRAG . HAR ST ANRSE B 5 FKFEVE. SAALE L

K R 50, MRy 0, HATHES AL 1T

10°H*
_ L _Jo

R — -1 2.17
: Raso, R0, ) 47
Rgs 5 Ry %1&, EIEI Rgs,302 *H Rg3703 TE“E‘“'fEH“
107°H*
R, - L fo g (2.18)

Ryss0,  Ryso,

R, EFTUIERRSG, WK2.4.

36



PN AL e VAT S'S

R 2.4: Wesely T-UL 7 = S5 RN S

HEER b ) FH 27

W1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11
TR 1 AR E 2

i 9999 60 120 70 130 100 9999 9999 80 100 15
rlu 9999 2000 2000 2000 2000 2000 9999 9999 2500 2000 4000
rac 100 200 100 2000 2000 2000 O 0 300 150 200
rgss 400 150 350 500 500 100 O 1000 O 220 400
rgso 300 150 200 200 200 300 2000 400 1000 180 200
rels 9999 2000 2000 2000 2000 2000 9999 9999 2500 2000 4000
rclo 9999 1000 1000 1000 1000 1000 9999 9999 1000 1000 1000
TR 20 RAED AR AR

i 9999 9999 9999 9999 250 500 9999 9999 9999 9999 9999
rlu 9999 9000 9000 9000 4000 8000 9999 9999 9000 9000 9000
rac 100 150 100 1500 2000 1700 0 0 200 120 140
rgss 400 200 350 500 500 100 O 1000 O 300 400
rgso 300 150 200 200 200 300 2000 400 800 180 200
rels 9999 9000 9000 9000 2000 4000 9999 9999 9000 9000 9000
rclo 9999 400 400 400 1000 600 9999 9999 400 400 400
TR 3 FHRE MK RS E 55)

i 9999 9999 9999 9999 250 500 9999 9999 9999 9999 9999
rlu 9999 9999 9000 9000 4000 8000 9999 9999 9000 9000 9000
rac 100 10 100 1000 2000 1500 0 0 100 50 120
rgss 400 150 350 500 500 200 O 1000 O 200 400
rgso 300 150 200 200 200 300 2000 400 1000 180 200
rels 9999 9999 9000 9000 3000 6000 9999 9999 9000 9000 9000
rclo 9999 1000 400 400 1000 600 9999 9999 800 600 600
TR 4 REU NS E G ML

i 9999 9999 9999 9999 400 800 9999 9999 9999 9999 9999
rlu 9999 9999 9999 9999 6000 9000 9999 9999 9000 9000 9000
rac 100 10 10 1000 2000 1500 0 0 50 10 50

(T )
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Bk

FHAT i A F 2R A

2 I 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11
rgss 100 100 100 100 100 100 O 1000 100 100 50
rgso 600 3500 3500 3500 3500 3500 2000 400 3500 3500 3500
rcls 9999 9999 9999 9000 200 400 9999 9999 9000 9999 9000
rclo 9999 1000 1000 400 1500 600 9999 9999 800 1000 800
TR 5. HHS BN — AR OHEDNES

i 9999 120 240 140 250 190 9999 9999 160 200 300
rlu 9999 4000 4000 4000 2000 3000 9999 9999 4000 4000 8000
rac 100 50 80 1200 2000 1500 0 0 200 60 120
rgss 500 150 350 500 500 200 0 1000 0 250 400
rgso 300 150 200 200 200 300 2000 400 1000 180 200
rcls 9999 4000 4000 4000 2000 3000 9999 9999 4000 4000 8000
rclo 9999 1000 500 500 1500 700 9999 9999 600 800 800

2.4 ESMNHETE A

2.4.1 AOT40 IEFRHIITE

AOT40 J& H i s I Os PR TR R —, FTon N/ O5 IR EHELE 40 nmol-mol !
BB BFUE (BAA7 N nmol-mol~1-h )27, AOT40 & — M| EFehr, EHET O3 IKEY
B ERIN ], Beic i it S O X VE) K R 1 i R i 2881, Hoat B s R F -

AOT40 =Y " max(Co,; — 40,0) (2.19)

=1
H, Co, Ham RAH O3 .
19999 FKIRBHPIM A, ZPEIRETCIUE R A,
ZEHGRI AL (1) ST, Q) Kk, 3) 437, @) MK, (5) ErPAR, (6) B SRR AT,
(7) KAE, (8) WiE ST X, (9) TARME S IEH, (10) L\ SHIZEE i, (1) KEBNERK SA
HoHF o
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2.4.2 {EMEEMEAFMENGE
24.2.1 ZEEEHKETE

2019 F4 EXAREMAE X (ARSI G X)) KRG ™ B R T B RO S i 4F
% (http://www.stats.gov.cn/) , WIFK25H R, FERE, KBRIFHED A -T50T 2, A7 R
R, REEMAE A R ZK IR =K FEART TN NE A, HAE X R840 T
AREUTERWITL . AR TR ) UAEER, I IR B Toh. WisAnsaL, LA
KMZ X

R 2.5 A E S A XGRS G
A WHL  Zf Mg Iy Wit WiR AR i R M

FeaE (fE) 503 101.0 61.6 6262 843 661.4 4883 452.6 692 21.7

2.4.2.2 ET AOT40 $5frpINa R ;5 15

WEFERM, O3 XHEMIHIH 0 T 22 t O KIIRBIMM SR, = O WL R —
i FEIS, O5 A 2R EYIHI A KA & . L4k, IERFEA 2 A OTC/FACE %
Gt e 1T KR SERARTT O IREETH Xt AN FAEVIRIFENT, IR AR At B Sr 7 A FEYIAHE
XF7r & (RY, Relative yield) 5 AOT40 $RARZ B LI B FR o AW TTE IR 2.67 177
BN T RE AT LR O R XS KA B (L

Hrp, AOT40 FRbrRNTEWAE KNI AR B, KT 40 nmol-mol = f{1/NFF1 O
WS 40 nmol-mol~! ZHM B RIE Avnery ZFPO I 5T 777k, 1ETHHE AOT40 FEFRET
LRI BOE SONBER I 08:00-19:59.

® 2.6: KIEAHX - E S AOTA0 $i5 b5 i N5 1%
=Y e85 7 7R B L5 R SCHR

OTC RY = —0.0053 x AOT40+1  Feng 25289
OTC RY = —0.0095 x AOT40+1  Wang £[20]
OTC RY = —0.010 x AOT40+1  Hk#HMg 2200
FACE  RY = —0.022 x AOT40 + 0.969  Kk#4kXY £

W2 L7

2.4.2.3 IKFEFEEMEFIRNEE

W5 Avnery SV R AR P BANZ G ITHEE A 30, R EYI A K AOT40 1
EARNS B TR, TR EYIAR P & A B R, B & % TR 2 4
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TR SERrr &, BRI R Os V5 Yeil s E Y &, BARRg T A T

RYL=1-RY
RYL (2.20)

1—RYL

Hrh, RYL AEYIF=EHILE (RYL, Relative yield loss) i& X NTEARSZ O 5145 HI1H I
N, DAFER R N EEREEYI PR A0S RY NAEYIAEXT = & (Relative yield) ; CPL NAE
W= & (Crop production loss); CP NAEY)SLER & (Crop production) o

I, B O 1055 il B IR 22 5 45 R O TH SRR an N 4R

CPL=CP x

ECL = CPL x MPP 2.21)

HA, ECL N2 5 #52K (Economic cost loss) , MPP AAEY 1) K 7 3% BB A% (Minimum
purchase price), A 7iA8 H K2 A B AR ZH 2R e v s PE AR AL A& A o L A T 3
(FAOSTAT, 2019, http://faostat.fao.org/) -

40


http://faostat.fao.org/

PN AL e VAT S'S

BZF FRESHUFRITMG

A # K H Chang 25223V R TF () 5 p T UU NS Wik A 4850 iZ U2 WRF-Chem
FUTERE (WDDM) )\ WRF-Chem XIS B ok, 5 Noah-MP TR, ¥
FEA A PR T PR LR W B (Noah-MP-WDDM) , i T-7E 88 b3 2 k47 ek S 4t
TR . Noah-MP-WDDM B H, B 56 AR G80E . T A B 2 200K 5)) Noah-MP, 11
SUZI ZI P R % . TRIRARIE . REEAIK A HIAES, IF B b S B R SRR B BT
WARRE. R, HIETERAE WDDM B S B SUURE ST, 13215 KA
A TR, T B R A AR R B NI AT LA I B SR H0L, AR30TE 5T T 1~ — i
ZIM R . R SE, HEHEN T I KRR IR AR KPR E
faret, DU TRI DAl X 25 U B BT 28 i DT R R (s . Jorp, TR 431
THRRRE, O3 TN 9.

A #HT Noah-MP-WDDM #5250, PG FUTRE 7 S PR <AL, o sgm < fL
MU E ZESHFE R FAT T SO BB 5200, PRk 7 S 2 T B I A [8] T PR 1 X R
SE U PR AR BT UR

3.1 YMuh /48

AW b — AN 3G AL T T 2R 48 BRVE = I 05 632 8 DT S5 L AR A S R
X AR MR AE S RGUAS @ R ANEE . Srbll B AR X AL RN LR T, R S ) 5 S 34
M52 IR A o BB LIIES (1120327 E, 23°10° N, BL N i RR S Lk ) A0~ & 67 T
L AR E SR X AL O X, R — o R VRAS AR . B S = 37 m, P AL
T X ARG 2 = 2008 17 mo I EIRSIAH SN & R G070l 2 REAE IS I AN = BE (30 K
7 2K), AR ZSINRNTELE A It . 1% R 40 5 B i > = 458 5 XA (CSAT3,
Campbell Scientific, USA), P RIELZ KNG O3 4 #T4X (FOS, Sextant, New Zealand) ,
H,0/CO, WK ELLANr MY (Li-750, LI-COR, USA), —MEHELS 05 /411X (FL5 49i,
Thermo Fisher, USA) I CR6 $i#fs KA k. 4 A1) HoO/COq ¥R LT 413 T A F Ok
M HaO FI COp B — 4 s KU F R = 4 KUE A 5 R O3 WKRJE B8 %
Ab O3 S BT BGHAT WL : O Fy PR Ig i 7 T FH PR O 0 AT A I, A28 1) 32 B2 A J 2
NEERIRE R O FATHFER DG, BOt A BRI B E Ay B R, /15
(8 5 R A2 E R A O3 0T AGRTE ) 30 min P34 Oy IREHH TR ISR UHE. RABR
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L H B R ERIE, JRIERFAIZEE 10 Hz, H CR6 B K& 48 A sh1EfE it 54 30
min F35) O4 . HHL AL (a5 2019 4£ 8 H 21 HE 2019 4 11 H 21 H. ks
YENBMAES RGN E.

B FE B 53— AW 5 TV 954 P T 1 X (R DR R IR K AR A e
i (32°197 N, 118°717 E, LAFIFRAKFESE) , J& T AL HH 22 XU S5 . WL 18] A 2017
3025 HAE 2017 45 H 25 H, WLIHRNRES H A EYI A AN, ik f/E vk | AR
BRGINAE. WI IS FIFEE TR A SRS, 5l s IR, 28
KA N CR3000.

3.2 FEIFRFESHILT ZXEESEIRt

3.2.1 B NEE

Noah-MP-WDDM #5275 ERTIRBHBcdE oM - 385 2 T R 2 Bl o s A\ 208
o KA s WA ST BOAN IR . R XA B RS . KBRS X
Je KK Wu SEPORT AR, B RBE RSNV A LI RS EAEINEh 1V, L
1 30%, HARRYERE 22, BN 7 s IR B R BAUR ZEXT Va(Os) B KISENT, ASHE 7T+
PN AR FH WL A 2101 30 min SRR R i N EE .

e I Lo AR RS A AR G R, B A SR, B RS B
THoG S S5 RIS TR) L BRI Al sl AR AR IS TRDP G R sk
AL RPN GRS . BRI B IR 3 IR .
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R 3.1 RAMAS S E

SHLIR S L &S wE
Startdate 201908211600 201703250000 KM UTC i} E]
Enddate 201911211600 201705270000 SKH UTC Hi ]
Loop for a while 20 20 #7X spin-up
Latitude (°) 23.17 32.19 il AR
Longitude (°) 112.53 118.71 i RS
Forcing timestep (s) 1800 1800 LeiE - &t iRN IS
Noahlsm timestep (s) 900 900 EPNNCIPIZR S
Sea ice point False False UK
Soil layer thickness (m) 0.1, 0.3, 0.6, 1.0 0.1, 0.3, 0.6, 1.0 TR
Soil temperature (K) 266.09, 274.04, 276.90, 279.92  266.09, 274.04, 276.90279.92 %2 LI VIR E
Soil moisture (m3-m~—3) 0.298, 0.294, 0.271, 0.307 0.298, 0.294, 0.271, 0.307 &= R
Skin temperature (K) 304.29 292.24 2T YR
Deep soil T (K) 297.40 292.78 m R PIR
Vegetation type Mixed Forest Dryland Cropland and Pasture USGS 7328
Soil type Loamy Sand Sandy Clay Loam STAS #4328
Air temperature level (m) 30.00eE)241), 7.0GE /2 M) 7.0 IR BN B =
Wind level (m) 30.00&)241), 7.0G8 2 M) 7.0 P 9K B K = P

AW FC T R R 5 %2 5 BRI K) Noah-MP B — 3,
PRl AR AL TR L X, S5 B Bk A OK (FRZ) 5 133E % (INF) .
R ERIRE (TBOT) A5/ 3805 B I IA) 5 %€ (STC) [A]
SAEAE BB IE T, MBS HE

# (ALB) . EHE

ILFE (SNF) .

FOH ORI B R 4 210 45 R AR BAT R,

i AY (DVEG) -

PRl X e i

For e R0 L b A K R

FAE I

IR HE D F (BTR)  HR AT 240 (SFC) « 2 S5 /K (RUN) . it E

RS T (RAD) Al J2 S FLBHPT (CRS) X &5 B smi R, Kb AW 7SR # Chang &5

WHoe, XS

B 7 Rk B UR3 2F7R
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Z% 3.2: Noah-MP # XSk 7 %

ZHNTTF PIE Sk S
B A AR 2 Dynamic
o Z S AL ST 1;2 Ball-Berry; Jarvis
KA T 3 SSiB Scheme
BiSH I K 3 Schaake96 Scheme
MR A R AL 2 Chen97 Scheme
R A S K 1 NY06 Scheme
% LBEN 1 NYO06 Scheme
ek J2 4 S A% 2 Vegetation gap = 0
A PrdicEs 1 BATS Scheme
[N BUN 1 Jardan91 Scheme
I B 1 Zero-flux Scheme
5/ S5 P R 7 % 1 Fully implicit

322 AEIFRESHLER

TE DA A BR (K RS AR AR, 0 R T (1 o S0 3 e ) (R . AR
PN TV T EHSCRIATE, R, (Ro=1/g,) 3% 6 UL T B9 93047
a. fAIERH Jarvis LS EENLE], WEIE TIRE . SEGT R
b. M Jarivs AL BEALHIRI TV, 5 18 T K BA%R ST U5 0 B2 AN - 33 7K 73 iy A [48:30. 1242951
c. Ball-Berry AL ML, ZHLHIFIH THEIER (A,) ML (g,) ZIAIHIEEK

£[210296]

N T RARFTIES AT XS Va(Os) BAURIFEN, AW TR EIR IR R =43 AL
AL 5 Noah-MP-WDDM A (¥ LB 5 & BT IE i & g i, BARJT =0 F

1. Wesely <5177 % (LU R fRIFRON W89) , CTMs H N I fe) 2 AT T =2, A 4L
S EEHLAAE FH J5 ik

2. Zhang FFM177 % (VR IR A Z203) , H T A6 3 72 st S AR L 20 7VRI N & K 4 UM g
KW 4% (CAPMoN, Canadian Air and Precipitation Monitoring Network)?%®!, S L5 &
HLHAE FH 77 5bs
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3. Z03 J7 Z#ERASALFENLSENE FH J7i%e (LU R fi#K N Z03&BB) ;

4. W89 J7 ZFAH &AL BN H J7 e (LU T TRIFR N W89&BB) »

Hrf W89 A Noah-MP-WDDM H R ER N F-UL 4 77 & .

DU IR T S BB AR A k3 3R
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3.3 BAITHEERE TR REFHED

3.3.1 REFIMMRZEHTEFHE

AL V(O3) BRI FTR. S5 REW, Ry, w2
WL 0.7~5.2 cm-s~!, “FEME N 0.34 cm-s™; it J2 WAL TERIAE-1.9~3.8 cms~!, P
B8 0.1 cm-s™to HWMMEAELL, T2 4RUFR T ZEA R HA24AE 0.05 cm-s™1~0.9 cm-s™ 1,
56t 2 N DU A 5 A0 H AR AL 7E 0.004 cmes ™' ~0.4 cmes o 7K =E 35 WLIINE Y6 FEl A 0.008~2.0
cm-s—!, “PHMEN 0.32 em-s™!, ARIMETERIN 0.005~1.1 cm-s~ 1,

EEERNR, ERILsE R RN, HHETTE R LT EB S 1 SR 5 A
EIG . SR, B —Fh 057 0] BN XA EE R, X S8 A e H H TR H 9%
Ja I Va(Os) it o AHEZ T, BUR RSN S5 R B, 10 R MRS AT BOK
MIZE5. X nREAR 05 R R A AN A AR O A5 2 B2 — 8010, X FFANRE St
HSLMARMAES RGL M. Wu 0NN JZ MRS R Al E AR, IXA]
RERE— DR 1V IXFh 2R

WEBARR, ERELE, SILFENHFEF T Vi(Os) FIHZES, BT Jarvis
FLFENLHIRITTE Va(03) 2IXUER AR EH, 7E 8:00-9:00 F1 16:00-17:00 77 A7 1% 2 W& {H 5
T Ball-Berry L3 EEHLHI 7 1 Va(03) HF-ETRGE, 16:00 LUFEHT N, 12K
Fulrh, MME V(03) 7 9:00 IEFIE(E (0.68 cm-s~t) , Bl f5 B TP E F 18:00, MTELL
B, BRI Vg(Os) ZRALBEN T2, 16 17:00 A2 A7 R . PURR T RGBS B BARAE
—EMZEER, EHBEGAEE AL, ARSI 2 SRR .

RS A K FE S, R 203 Al Z03&BB 5 ZXt V4(03) HIFILZE 74 BliE H] 7.8%
A 31.9%, W89 F1 WRI&BB Jj Z M4l 22 7 70 Jill Y 18.6% M 56.2%. T A J7 S ¥ ReAALl H
H 5 Va(0z) FIPRE F T, EIGERRLIEE S Va(Os) FIPUE TR X TTREZFN O3 MR
P EFHFE O MR AR MAEDA T Ui Rrh, A HER Vl(03) 5
O3 WM BT, ST Va(0s) FEILR BBRLR 2, WA, 203 B 5 IR
Va(03) bt W89 T & 2 5 LA I, fE K F RIS NI . X & FRIASILK A EIES
FLIEPL &7 AL, 3X— 22 57 S T PR T S AR AP 22 43T,

FES L, rh, 6 2 AMIUAN T5 R AU ZE SR LU W B IR 18~70%, 5k )2 N AR 45 TR 5 0L
D ) 22 TE-18~64% 2 18] X Tk 33k, 5MMEM LG, B 77 27~ A MR 2 7E-56~42%
Z Il SRR, EK RS AL s R e 2 Ak, W89&BB 5 RIS AR 4 . 24
R R A R IR T, S5 Lok 76 2% P BADL 0 R A e PR A2 WB9&BB 7 %8 . T 7
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S50 IE 2 18] B A DS PR AE 0.38 2 0.56 2 (8], HA W89&BB 7 RIE NN ER ARG AR
0 B 4T 1T

21 1.0 1.0
—=— DObservation —s— Observation
18 e wag —— was
0.8 : WBISEB 0.8 < WEOEBE
_15 e Z03 _ —— Z03 F
Tonz T %] — Zo3amm Tos| — 20%E8
5 E o4 5 oo
=09 = = #
$ < o2 go4 {f -
o6 = 2 o 3
03 o 02{ = ,f/ :
00 | w0 "'-"'v’ﬁl
0 2 4 6 B 10 12 14 16 18 20 22 ] 0 2 4 6 B 10 12 14 16 18 20 22 i 0 2 4 6 B 10 12 14 16 18 20 22 )
Howr of Day (L5T) Hour of Day (LST) Hour of Day (L5T)
(a) i, RS (b) Sk, wEN (c) 7KFul
B 3.1 LI IR T3 V o(03) B R AR LI FE LE AR
£ 3.4 RETUETRT Va(Os) ML AREA R G5 451 &
Sl G E A1) ST G2 ) K Fuk
Mean Median Bias R Mean Median Bias R Mean Median Bias R
URIIEIED 034 0.14 - - 0.10  -0.004 - - 033 028
703 0.10 0.06 -0.25 0.50 0.08 0.04 -0.02 046 0.14 0.12 -0.19 041
Z03&BB 0.11 0.10 -0.24 040 0.07 0.06 -0.02 035 0.21 0.20 -0.11 0.45
W89 0.12 0.08 -0.23 041 0.12 0.08 0.02 038 047 0.40 0.14 043
Wg89&BB 0.15 0.09 -0.20 0.57 0.14 0.07 004 056 0.35 0.36 0.02 045
W89&rs 0.29 0.09 -0.06 047 0.15 0.08 006 040 0.37 0.36 004 044
W89&BN 0.13 0.09 -0.22 056 0.13 0.08 0.03 054 0.36 0.37 0.03 0.45

Hrh, W89&rs 5 W89 A, HRIZE T Ry min HIME; WSI&KBN ;&7 WRI&BB LA >R A 1 ek 1)
SFLBEPTHLHI R A A F R R A R 17 % .

3.4 BAITEEZIRE FEERFERE TR

NT PR FAF T FEI V(0,) Z 5 MR, A0 Fols R e
Wi, XT Va(03) I HABNEAT Tk iE (K13.2, (a)-(d) NEaILS, &ES8; (e)-(h) A
SIS, WEN: (@)-(1) NKFEEE) . Saylor BN R R, X Vg %G 5 3E I
R, AT R RS R,y R AIERZEST V(03) MIEEM . BRI AR W31 578,
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1 1
AVy =Vy —Vy = - 3.1
(1) (t0) Ragyqy + Boyyy T Regpyy  Rago) + Bogygy T Beyo

1 1

= - (3.2)
Ragay + Boyoy T Reroy  Rago) + Boguoy T Bero

1 1
tR& R R "R R R 63
ago) T ooy T Heqa) agro) T ooy T Feo)

2 2
ARq ARG + ARG? - ARc 42+ (Ragyg) + Reyg)) - ARa - ARe +2 - (Ry ) - ARq - ARe
(Ragyyy + Ry T Regyry)  (Ragygy + Byy + Beyo)) - (Ra(yg) + Ry T Regyqy) - (Ragygy + Ryqy + Regyo))
3.4

+

Hep, o1 8N —AEZ]L 0 8 B AL (G328 R, AR TR, 3B.3) N R,
AL TR, R(3.4) ik A DTk .

FEGRI s, e SR A AR DY R T SR A BT RR A AR S AR — . R, A& Rl Lk o

DUk fEHH Jarvis AL ENHIM TR, £ H HATH &R ZI 20080 B0 EvTEk, maEHR
(BT ZI R DTk, 7EZS 8-9 FIZE 17-18 B %2 /i R, ARG K. Jarvis SALFEHLEIZ
FIK PHAIAR S A SRR R B FE, 7RI 2R R BRBOR, RIiE Rk T R, AR
6. T Ball-Berry L FEENLHINI T %, R BTG MR, teAh, HHEH AT
JE RAIREZE IR (K3.4) , SEURMBERI, £ R, MkENTTMEZ . RZEJLT
NIETTER, R, WIADARTTER, AR AIETTHR. fEAFR, 203 M7 RIS HITEh @SS
SR SR A — 2, {HR W89 T, BR TR R, 5 ERA, HRIZIEAH R, &
TG, WRISHR, EHANEAES RS L, Z03&BB 7% R, Xt Va(0s) HITTHRER 2
=i, W89&BB 77 % H R, A Vy(O3) HITTHRHAS & SR« AR J7 28 Hr & BHATN T B 2
TRk Z S, FEE B TR AR S RA A [F I S
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(a) Z03 (b) Z03&BB (d) W89&BB
g “N! —ﬂ"‘/l‘llv/‘u/‘lww g “-WJ- —"'"_lih\w\‘l g "m! g “m! jl}w
(e) Z03 (f) Z03&BB (2) W89 (h) W89&BB

— AV
- iR

[ — v, | [ [
1 - 1 = 1 1
- ] — s Reskdual 3 ] - s Residual - ] - 4 Residual - ] - s Residual
oS -_— AR LR L8 .08 L' " oS- L.
= ont J '\.‘-ﬁw.z!;' = oo = oo I = oo :Iii
£ ooe £ oow i P oom| — =5 g ooe| — —
£ ' T~.A £ £ T‘-l-"' :‘ i

.‘ZI ﬂ:‘: | ﬂ:zl .12;
= b = =
(i) 203 () Z03&BB (k) W89 (1) W89&BB

K 3.2: Vy(03) H NI FE 57 i

KAPIT (Vama=1/(RotRy)) S T RAATF-IRRAE K ik i B b (S B b, (3.3 5
AN T Z03 F1 W89 U Vg 100 (O5) HISFRIH ARG . W89 HI Z03 XM AR AL T7 Sk M T
Monin-Obukhov AHAFRE I, B AATTH H AR AR AR . KA PSS K mAUIR G
YR, ARMERIREL, HRGEBCK (B3.4), bz EI7EsTR T &2 T 75
WBEBT. S —J7H, BT KRR X RS, "EESUEE RN R EE (K3.3(a)
F1(c)), W89 B Vg o B, MAERFEIEE 203 ZUBEL ) Vg maee BRI FEKEYY,
PRI TT RN ZE R A0 11.6%, T TSl , PRI R ZE 53500008 5% G 2 4h) il
10.3% (EZ W) »

£ 203 BTTET, Ve MEBHITRITTRRZ N 10.0% (Rl i) F1 12.3% (kF=5h) .
BRI Va(O5) WA ZE T . AR LIRS Wu SFEUR 45 FARLL, ot Fu4s
FRIV gmar X R SHPLHITIRRZIAN 15%. SRT, 75 W89 BT R H, Vg nee AT EBHBLII TTHR
A%, (ERRIILYEZIN 22.0%, KFEHFLIN 42.0%. EAERKZ, BT —8PugyiEr
PR, W HNO;, H R, EHFEET 008, IABF T EZ M Ve FZEFHSERE
FIR% .
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20 1.51 24
—— Z034ype —— Z03-4type —— Z034ype 1
—— WEI-type SR —— WED-type —— WEBS-type =
1.6 I : 12 2.0 / .\
) o -
£ ! = 4 T 16
@ i % ® P »
E 1.2 ,.::I \ E 0.3 ! \'-. E
= = 4, \ =12
= 0.8 QE 0.6 I . QE'
i 2 .
s 5 / e
04{ ey \.r,_._.“—: 0.3 ik Y = - =
0.0 T T 0.0 T T 0.0
0 2 4 6 B 10 12 14 16 18 20 22 0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 1B 20 22 0 2 4 6 & 10 12 14 16 18 20 22
Hour of Day (LST) Hour of Day (LST) Hour of Day (LST)
(a) s, SeZEA (b) Sl LA (c) K-l

B 3.3 KABBF BB b ok

Ganopy Exterion

5 g8 & &

Height (m)
=2

10 |-

Camopy berlor 1 i i 1 ] 0
0.0 05 1.0 15 20 25 30 1l
Wind Speed (m-s") Temperature (1T}

B 3.4 S L ot < G T A

BT R, FESEFM V(0,) FIFFEEF, BTG — PR T Vi(0,) « HES
fE (g.=1/R.) ~ [ALREE (g=1/R,) MEAERALF L (gos) LA R EMBIILEE, AFRTTE
TE5e 2 WA R I 2 — 30, (AR IR RS 22 5% . & )2 AR 24 T3 <L R, DTk
BRI AN 42~73% 1 32~61%. Ball-Berry (AL FEHLHITHE AL R, I TTRRR ALK T
50%. M O3 AL FETTIRFE MR RIRZ, ARIFMAS RGP AL TN R, K TTIRE
WA AR E Z2 ST R, M TTRRER N 28~50%187301, Jx K278 55%0 ., 7
K Fuf, Lin AR H, & H RIS R, FITTHRZE Ek 40%. Clifton ZFB4AEE T
DAAE: SCRR R LI S AL R, I TTRRER . 5 SRR B, SALTTERE KLIN 45%. ARFR
GERFW, FKFEFHIILAT R, BITTHEREE N 30~72%. 5 8iBILS AN, Jarvis SALT
ML 5 H 1L R, I TTRREE T & (>55%) o
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0.40 100 0.40 100 L 100
O wes was Q obs
0.35{ () wesaed 0.35° () wassEB 141 O wee
0 213 80 Oz o &0 i ) WeBal 80
0307 A zo3amE 0301 A zo3amE" [o] 8 ;:;&Ba Q
254 O 254 ~ o] 1.0
Tl TSR W L SRR o
£ o £ £ o : o o
u.\s-‘g 40 0151 O 8 o] o 40 0.6 B a 0 40
0.104 o o v 0104 o 0.4 é o 6}
: 8 " - 20 (o] =
0.051 0.051 g 02{ O @ fo]
P s % 9m s o 5 ow oo
(a) SRWLsE, RS (b) FLs, EEN (c) AKFufi

3.5: WERE. RIS LSRN R T R TRk

BI3.6 9 VY PP J7 AL SALF B B35 H RS (g,=1/R,) . HEWLLEH, A
i i g PP HRWE RS Vi(0s) KI5 H AL AL XL g, & AT #1520
Va(Os) MIRBERE R R . EMWLsG, DURhT R g 7€ 0.10~0.27 cmes™ Z[A],
o= N AMOTRE A — B fEKFu, g FEIXTAN 0.15~0.80 cm-s™ Z[A]. b4k, Jarvis
AL T LR E S 08 1L 3 AN K R b R B P AN R H AR . ZERT L, Jarvis
SALGEHLHFIME SR g, EXERIARL, 7E 8:00 A1 17:00 RIAIE(E . Jarvis HL 576 =
FHOG, BRURAE R AR T, RALRH, g, W3 TR 1 Ball-Berry HLEIA 11 g, FHLE
B, RLATE 11:00 FiLE(E. Ball-Berry SALFEEMNLHILE Y g3 KLR Jarvis HLHITHIH
o FEKFUH, g 7E 0.15~0.70 cm-s— Z[8], FFHHLEIIEE R g, HARHEHIEAR—F.
Jarvis HUHI A H L B XUETRIARAY, 7] fe 5 R IR A S ¢ Jarvis HLHIAG L1 g, £
N Ball-Berry ALl ) 3 fi5o T HEE DU T BXT g, MIRHRCR, BATME A 52 2 A 2RB02x 7k
FUEH gs BATME . P-MIEMEE g, FIIMEN 0.23 em-s™t o PTUFR 7 REA AT DA AL 2
gs FIHAAL S . SR, Jarvis Bl 5828 A MG F M ZE 2 500 E. Z03&BB IR i
i, 522 AKX mEN 0.04 cms~L,

o T R ——— 10
— W — Wae —— P-M method
0.30{ —— WS9&BB 0.30] —— W89&BB —— Wes
—— 203 k. il —— 203 Pl 081 = WesEE T
I / *
025 —— z03&BB |\ N\ 0.25| —— 203888 | \-, a0 0 £t N
Y =, INY N o T 2038BE N (Y
T [ ey, T 11 %A 2 0.6 1 \
s 0,20 i X\ A i 020 Il A\ A\ w .\
E I \ E AN £ %
i AN 5
2048 i\ W\ 2015 SR 2 0.4 b}
Ex i W A @ f: I3 = I\
& S\ o AN s
0.10 | ."I \N / \;\n 0.10 [
| o [ ;.' w ) 0.2
0.05 Jf a4\ 0.05 j
J .i-‘l'—‘F_'!"! 0.0 ! ;
050 6 & 10 12 12 16 18 20 22 QOGS4 6 @ 1o 12 14 6 18 20 22 0 2 4 6 B 10 12 14 16 18 20 22

Hour of Day (LST) Hour of Day (LST) Hour of Day (L5T)
(a) ShA L, et EAk (b) SIS, E A (c) KFuk

[l 3.6: AL T BT B RO LR

Jarvis AL FENLHI 2 F I HBON B 1 d 2 S FL S ERLH 2 — . {H42 Jarvis #l
R KRS KA LT EE XL, 2SRRI ERE, LT RZH:
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RAKIT B/ NSILFE, 20 T &7 2 [P R SOE FAE A Ry i) BEAR, Jarvis
Pt ) S8 2ok B B AN E A5 &, BAR KA E . £ Noah-MP 41, Ry i
EIE I T NS, T T SR A ) 4y SRR AR R e M B KN AR . AR
T, VUG Ry i EARAR NI 125 sm™!, RH TEREN 40 sm™'o N TIRF Ry nin
X Va(03) BI5ma, FRATRAH W89 775, i % R, i 1H (LA T TEIFR W89&ts) , AT
T — RBVBURE S5

3.8, FEMRWILLEs b, KR A Ry e KMEREEN 70 s m™!, T 2SNy 25
sm~! G, HWNLEREARILE, Mz N ZE SN H 1 Va(0s) B8 w2 5 5l b T
51.4% M1 27.1%. TERFENH, BT 0 W89 77 BATH M Va(0s) B Rfl, 24 Ry min 40
sm~! Ay 80 ssm~! I, W89&rs FJ LS WLMEAHVTET, 58 I AIBLHLE) Va(Os) HIKEFERE
i 52.8% o Wu SEPI B FE AT TARBURZE 8 . TR I Ry i FEAIK 25% BF, CSDRY
(CMAQ B TR BRI E 2= V4(SOy) Fl Vg(O3) 73 HIIE N 14% 1 16%.

5 Jarvis AL ENLHIAHLL, Ball-Berry B FL-5 LA 1OV — ot B DA A B O A B0 e
EAEL T RIS, BRI 2 R G 2R COp W AN A IR BT S AL T H A2,
Noah-MP 4 Ball-Berry HLifil ()AL 3 B R (m) BOVHEEL XML EIFAEGIE, 2
BRI 2 o 4, Noah-MP # DVEG (Dynamic vegetation Model) MLl i JlR 45 77 2265 -

TREN TS FOLNMX W 1.5 (R &8 &K1 (V) N 0.67), XENT
5 (A X 3 b AT Bk TR T S PRI 97 4« Chang 2594 JE i 25 A et S FLBE BT L 1] B0
EPRHDE G FETT ZB, AR Va(NOo) 5 WL~ 354 22 FEAIK 1 50.1%. R, FRATT
18 FIX Fh 7754 WS9&BB [ At [ %} Ball-Berry AL HEAT 243t (LR RIFR W89&BN) SKAR
WS ML V(O3) HIsZA (FAR A XN, Table3.6).

R 3.6: BUHNTAL S ENLEIADE S E B 2

NN BiEid 2 R
A, RH .
%}L%&E gs = 9go + mahs gs=0got+a- Anﬁ Leunlng[SOS]
IH—FI_/%:L ngaz = Vemax25 ° f(Tv) : f(Ws) : f(N) Vrcmaz = Vemax25 ° f(TU) : f(Ws) : f(N) .
Lin %[304]
CEIRS J(N) € [0,1] 1) = {585

H 3.8 LAE t, W8I&BN J7 ZBiill 45 I A7 R It W1 W iy gk, 5 W89&BB 77
FML, ERENWLEZENAEZRIN, Va(O3) HRIISFERZEIN T 12.6% 1 6.9%. &
ik, W89&BN 77 % AL 45 AT SR L 203 F1 W89 5 R AR 4 I A pr e . 7E7k F i,
W89&rs 77 Zit 5L g, L WI&BB J7 Zifig i 1 7.1%, k5 & 1 4.3% (&3.7). B J5 V4(03)
(53 5 W89&BB J5 RAHZE AR K, {HILT 203 A1 W89 5%, 5 DHS /7 &M [A. 5 Chang
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FR P RAF, 27X Va(Os) B ZER KIFETH AR Vo(NO,) B RCERFETH 2%
XA REAE 1% R0 S NOy EREHSR, X Os HURZM UL #E L Hofth ) B AN A )

22

e
?fzf

1.0
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—— WS89&BN

0.6

gs (em's™)
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(a) 7KF=uk
B 3.7: SR g, TR R (L ok

—=— Observation Observation —— Observation
18] —— Wes | 0p] —— was [
- WB9SBEB : - WESABB 081 -
151 —— 703 | —— Z03
—— Z03&BB a L et Z034BB
127 ~ Wa9&rs | I - WHS&rs 0
—— WB3EBN § 04

« wessBN |
o

. . s

03 024
00 | ™= |
0 2 4 € B 10 12 14 16 18 20 22 . 0 2 4 6 B8 10 12 14 16 18 20 22 M 0 2 4 €6 B 10 12 14 16 18 20 22 i
Houwr of Day (LST) Hour of Day (LST) Hour of Day (LST)
(a) SR, RS (b) S, =N (c) RFuk

&1 3.8: Mk)G Va(0s) THIB A

3.5 K&/

Az, AT MRG0 1A E R I Va(03) B H AL, B s A IS

S GHHE KB B ST UL Wi 20 Noah-MP-WDDM, PPl AS [R] 00 B4 7 56 bk

AIA R 240 _E V(O3) BRI UL A R SALHLEIXS Va(Og) HIFENE, Ffit— i 1
SN SRR AT V(05) B RBET AR

FEIN T T8, S5 Lyt 7k 2 AN AL J2 Y B R Vg(O3) 23531108 0.75 em-s =1 A1 0.30 cm-s 1,
AKFEHHFIEAKR Vg(03) N 0.45 cm-s™to HHARSCHRIRE AL, 03105519 R Va(03) LI
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filb I B ARBEAR . I AT RE F T AN R RRAR T 24T RO AR S5 F AT =33 NOx Al Og S WA [ 325 1k
o TIAEZR T, YR BT A E N &N, AR A e v B LA R 5 &
BEFAEBEZES, L Vy(0s) RKAMAEZE SR . /N MR Vy(0s) 5HAKIEYIH
be, AbT AR H AT R DR AR LI 2 A 1) T A, Ho TR E R AT
B PRI AL, R 2 AR AT BRI, 3 2> BR 1l B AIE XS -T2 Btk 75 S St
ARAE, DI BATI R R AN R R 20, AR R T KRR, TR S
W7 PR 2 e S i

FERB AU T T, AR B0 PURPT-0 R 7 ARSI Va(O3) #EAT 1 1FAl o DURN T SRAEK
i RS BORAREL, ARG RELAE 0.41~0.45; FESHIILS, Ball-Berry S FL 3 NI AN
BORFEART Jarvis AL FEEHLH], Va(Os) 5HIMAE FIAHR R EAE 0.38~0.56. LAk, £ 5]
s, AT R RSNIET R, DRGSR Z N R SCRI E 4f o IR g AR
ARG S BCIE R B SEBRARAR T 2800 6 2 N AN Z 7 38 SRS, W8I&BB J7
ST HAl =5 SR & A T AR AR AR R 2

N T IR T R RE A V (03) RS 7, BT TR R RAEARMALK
H X Voo BB, 2R, FEBIEE, W89 BRI Ve, BUE, TAER R
2 Z03 BB Vg mae BT 1E Z03 BT EA, Vi mae MBI TTERZIA 10.0% (4
WL A 12.3% (K Ful) o 7 W89 HUTTZEM, Ve XA THBTHITTERAE 22, 91 L1552
N 22.0%, KFuTHLN 42.0%. ERFEZRR, ST PRI R A5, a1 HNO;,
HRAAFET 00, AEAMNETT RNV g mar BRI EE,

£ W89 AlJ5 %, R, ZLIEMMILIE AR Vi(O3) B E N E, &IERZHR, 5l
BT IRR A £ EAKFS, RAVEF B G E A, FRFEB R, 2 K. £
Z03 BUJ7 L A K 238V (05) ZA RS2 B R, HIF20E o 13— 50T Va(03) Ren
gs M g, ZIAIIRFR, W RIIX AN 5 g, P2 H AR S5 V(03) S35 H 22k i
H—5 XKW g, WTRER TN V(05) FIOCERR 2R . EMIILsEd, Jarvis HLHIL
1 g, 2XERIARAY, T Ball-Berry HlLii| 2 BgE S . it 2 N AHGE R M2 L0508
42~73% M 32~61%, Ball-Berry Ll THE IR KT 50%. EKFuid, PIRLEHIH
AR g, HARWEHFEAR —F. Jarvis HLEGE S B AALER, PR N 30~72%.

%t Jarvis AL RENLE], HAH PR KALE LR T Ry i OB 26530711135,
R min 15 76 2SI RITEE S22 P BEE AL ) o ELIE s R, S0 56 2 080 8 T30 52 B RS F P
AT, T EE 2 PR 308 36 L A0 OB 7 TR 6 FE R [ /E 5T L, Jarvis 7
B 75 S 2 A LR S, 35 T DR R BR U B) R, 180 5325 P 568 2 A O 5
Lk AFFTAENE Ry i TG, WL R TR AL T 39.3%, KN (R P
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fmZPEE T 60.9%. X+ Ball-Berry UL EEMLHI, SRS HAERFMLL g, HIEZYR
R S M I 2 B A IR BE Ko AHIE FEAE BRI Y Ball-Berry J5 %8 Eofish 174U 3 BEA LA AN
JeEAFRALRIITRE . S5 RERH, SO a7 BT AR T7 AR Va(Os) £E Pl 138
A7 Tl .
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$PNE WRF-Chem #{E&ER X¥H & 1EH

XHUE O H TR RIER T TR —. BITR, MHZE 05 AMUARE N
B, ESTEREPAED AR . Mgt T BLEE 0 O PRI TR O WRE . 1Eid S
FLIRIL, O FEREHE LRI TUTREE O5 B MR A RIKER 05 K P TFI, &
BOCEFHER TR, ST R MR 05 TIIRERICRS, jisk, O3 Bria s
TR FREL AT AL SRS INZENg, XS SL I TT AU~ AL B AR . AEA
SN Og HOUE,  REAORETSCHE R 3 TR A AE 5275 e i NOx MLX, 72 O TR EE fif 4.
SR IG P E SR TIMR, SR BVTILREREW. K, O3 S MAN LR
RIR] L e mpE A B R R AR, R IE T — R A ST E— 2B Os 3K
JEAR L. SR, XA Oy SRR LL AT O WREEA S W2, HRAE 7T KRS
P EA AR AR 3P B B2
AT WRF-Chem HUEARIN, H Og il T SRR K- 2256 7 S PR & 28
A, B 5l BT UL S0, T Os SRS & 51 Ak ) X i o A HET AR
AR UL O TIURRRLFE AL

> dn

4.1 BERANTRENHINS B Rt

AT IR AR DL KR TR B AT AL, A A A T R AT
WRF-Chem v3.9.1 FA [ FEAl F k47 7 — s oo 5%, FEARELL R LT H:

1. WRF-Chem v3.9.1 H RIS HF7E MOZART L] K T30 B3 2 i 4 H o650
B e i) & FHBUFE A AT s, DRI 236 1 42 SAPRC99/MOSAIC HLiil AR FIS,
BRI UIREE SR (V) , 3B EPT R,) » KPERIZBEST (Ry) LARGEJZ ST (R.)
s R P

2. EASLMEGTT T, A =X URE T RV A, T Ball-Berry LS

7 5 o T e 9 7 U A A B 2 25 2R B OB MR BB AR T Tarvis /X
LFETTRIUTEREAR. AT, £ WRF-Chem H, B ST 727 7 & TP 2.
(AR A . Noah - MP R I BEH o () — R A2 4016 J7 24 % (mod-
ule_sf noahmplsm.F) , 7EHH i H Ball-Berry 77 X AL F AT IR, BARSXS G35~
s, (S AR U AR AR, LA b () T UT P AR (module_dep_simple.F)
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AAALT E R REAAKAE K2 Jarivs TR L ESHIERNSRE, H2FHAR
WA AT 500 Jarvis J7 28 rf vk S50 55 (00 % SRR RSE 3 T 0T 3 e T 236 (RO AL 4L 7 A 5
Wi o AHAS B b 76 o0 AR B 35384 4 ] Ball-Berry 5 XS FLHEATHH 5. IRILAE AR
H, AL T Ball-Berry L5 % 77 58 BB b Bl TR X Noah-MP i HH 2E 44 2 BB e ) 2
FR2 1, (615 Wesely T-T AL AT R i% 4 F] Ball-Berry J7 RREAT AL A, FH66H LAI
SRSt ) SE T R 8 R 10 £ oy 7 5 2 RO B AT AR A, TETCRE M A5 0 T R, AL
S5 RAESRAE K2 Jarvis SILSE T &

BeAt, WETURM ZE G B O Mriahs, LT E XK, Feng FEPLET meta 73
LR IR O3 251 NE M SIL T E KL 31%. [FIN, fEHRET SIREN O i), 4
JEAMA LG 2 R B0 A ER TR, Kk, A5 7R WRF-Chem AL ARSI ) & — 4>
I 2/ O3 WS, 8% %] Noah-MP 1, 2 1Ly O3 il 51E KD & H B ML F A
. Noah-MP A48 (1Bl 11 A2 B AB A& A& I B R, I SV I8, O AHAR KA
RS BN R A SRS . XA, #E WRF-Chem At R I RE . KB )5
KA emaER . AREAREE, WE41pR.

‘WRF-Chem physical and chem processes

module suface driver.F

Add V, outputs
Add R, Ry and R_outputs

INOGLLE 10 AT

call Call CUO index

Calculate

R, and An Calculate gas'Vy

Call Ball Berry 1

mechanism

Calculate R, by using
Ball-Berry mechanism
Add CUQO function

Add ozone
damage scheme

4.1: SGHNLHIZE WRF-Chem F1 I #E &

HARSg#t ly, 1E Noah-MP H1, Y&THE A 15 KH T Farquhar {7 &2, %R
FE T HEBOCEER Y A R T B R B, I BRI B R T C3 H
Cc4 *E%E‘]’EL?L@}%*—XHL%Aﬁ%E@“@Wﬁﬁ I B 6 BN R o A HEAT R, L
ARG E IR B = AT — 1 R

A = min(W,, W;, W) I 4.1)

He, W, B R 6 A (RuBisCO) W E AT PRI R W, h3ZokiEE
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PITRRAGRIRACRR s We AT HUBER R R R s Tgs $RAEKFATTREL BUEVEREI 0
21,
a2 TR RCR A T Ball-Berry 907 262100, JUU7 S, R R I 1
COy VBRI P 5512103000, |y,
1 A Cair

gs = — = mX——X

Rs Oair €sat (Tv)

X Py + b (4.2)

Hrr, g AR SIALFE (m?s™h) 5 Ry AR SALBEYL (sm'); m ARSILF A
HHEMNASH, BUEIEEDR 5~9, BAFHIUEN 9; A WHEHEZE (H41THE) 5 Co
Mt 3R COy 43 Fs (Pa) 5 g M RIKIRIE (Pa) 5 €5ar(T,) N JZ 1 E T I i
FIKIRIE (Pa); P, NMESIE (Pa): b A A=0 B HR/INILEE.

HarAk, R+ RERTTKGERE (CUO, Cumulative uptake of ozone) 5 O 8 i i
KA E SN T AERE X B, R AE AT 72 b, FRA1148 FH Lombardozzi &5 JF
KIZEANTTE, F CUO MDA E R TN 7 A fL T W L R8I 2] WRF-Chem
v3.9.1 AR (1) Noah-MP 1. HR4fE ReichB® ({3 ier, 43 %t e & Mt i LT BEEAT
W, ZEIR CREANFERERA FA33] 1 IRIER®=1, CUO (mmol-m™) i+ 2 2 h:

16 (03]
CUO=10"°) " PN RbAt (4.3)
Hrr, [05] AR O3 WKFZ (nmol-m™3); kO3=1.67 &M 7 %F O3 MIFHITS I 67K 7K
IELAE4); R, AASSLBAST (ssm™Y) 5 Ry NIIREMIT (sm™Y) ;5 At BB A5 K.
KT, HEERA ST E 0, BB A KT E 8 LA KT 04, H
O W& T H{E 0.8 nmolOsm 25! if, CUO A2 RR, PAHEAEKFHEMN O; (NiEEAE
)iﬁ[B]O

O3 FA0H T RIET CUO 15, HEEARWA TR, FIAPAL O3 $10iH T Foo, B
Foo, SM BN E A 4RI AL SR AT M I, SRR 5 BT L Farquhar 77 %1 Ball-Berry
SIS TR A B g, 135 Oy MO F 962 A FI RIS 1AM

Foo, = a, - CUO +b, (4.4)

FCO3 = Qc¢ - cUO + bc (45)

HH, Fpo, N O3 XEEEFRRIFEIE T Fo, 03 ML FEREWET; a,y by
a. 1 b, ZHYE Lombardozzi 252 515 H L 56 R R AR, XSS HUR T HE ) 1) 2%
B, BAREUE IR FTR.
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% 4.1 ARFRESE TR

oA SALSE
RE (ap) I (b)) ®E (a.) B (b.)
fi] T AR 0.0000 0.8752 0.0000 0.9125
Bt Ak 0.0000 0.8390 0.0048 0.7823
A FH AT -0.0009 0.8021 0.0000 0.7511

3. AEAERALBAGTT H L, BEEERATH SRR O T H) Ry, A8 B IEAS R BT A 4
Wesely 7758, RIAHT 5T & SRR T 1) Ry, 12158 Wesely 17758, Hk, WIsLEE
BN, Ry, FEIRIE A T FEBTREAC, e it &AW FoildE S, maESARFUTET %
2ug TR, FUARFEEE T RH AR Ry, BIFEWE, IR LAT X HAEwZE ER
FE EREAT AR, FARSH A 4. 2R .

R 4.2 MR AR EDUE IE S ot

BINTT % YN S
For dry condition i, = 7575 Jihﬁ <fo = TATx ea:p(RHfl:O(l()5 < H+ fo)
For dew condition R;, = 1 ! 3 Ry, = 1 ! 1

3000 +1 R0l 3000 +13Rlu01
For rain condition R, = I 3 Ry, = 1 1

1000~ Ruo? 1000 3Rpo?

4.2 BUAFREE
4.2.1 BNIEE

AW FEHL 2019 4 1. 4. 7. 10 AN AEABBREA . Bl4245H T AR LIS
WX, R —H HRE PR G AT, B0l X S o E X VG A 65.46°E - 140.53°E,
15.14°N-55.65°N, HIK MM ECH 187158, A TR HEH N 27x27 km, e EH ZHH N
35 2, BAITAE W ELE 50 hPa. U H YL T R WRA3FTR.
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50°N —-

40°N o e

30°N

1

20°N - | W‘z}y‘;

! — ' ,';
s Meteorology . :
. b N T
a Bpﬂﬁiron \%}1 'Jﬂ .»-‘:?/-{
fd | i , | B
1 | I | I
80°E 90°E 100°E 10°E 120°E
BT T T 7 7 T 1T T T e
0 800 1600 2400 3200 4000 4800 5600

P 4.2: BADLIX SR BE B S5 QPG R R0 3ty

® 43 BAYBEAE T RE

P LB S Lin Scheme!?7
KN 7%E  RRTM Longwave!?”!
RS 7% RRTMG Shortwavel?”!
T 2 T % Monin-Obukhov!?73]
I 7% Noah-MP LSMIZ2

ITRIBRETR ySuyi266l
APNE 2 E TS Kain-Fritsch!?72!
i S Fast-J280]
KGAEERLH SAPRC99B11]
a3kl MOSAIC 4Bins!3!2
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4.2.2 AN ER
1. WIUG AN R 464

2017 FAL R KB E K H NCEP F543#1 %0k} FNL (http://dss.ucar.edu/datasets/ds083.
20y s KV HEERIY 1ox1°, WRIAIRGE DY 6 AN/, FEIYEN 26 |2, UK 1000hPa
#| 10hPa. 14 AIAE AL S AR Al NCAR $24Lff) CAM-Chem 4> 3k K6 {013
(https://www.acom.ucar.edu/cam-chem/cam-chem.shtml) , FHI/KF73#FE K 1.9°x2.5°, Hf[E]
IR 6 /N, TEE ISR _EAT 56 2P

2. NI HRREE 5

N AIEHFRGE Bk B R R 3RAE 2017 v B 5 QLR HRRGE 5, g P EZ R
FEHEBGE HA Y (Multi-resolution Emission Inventory for China, MEIC) (http://meicmodel.org/)
i, WA H, KPP 27x27km, W T 10 Bl ARSI R 5
1BB% (SO« NOx. CO. NMVOC. NH3. PM,5. PM;,. BC. OC f1 CO,), H:H VOCs ¥

P BCHLEFE CBIV, CB05, SAPRC99, SAPRC07, RADM?2 Tif, fH T-7Emi= g%t
AR AL 2N L A8 R AR S B0 43 B AL )

2017 4 [ Hh XA IEHEBCE 18 A5 W E4.37 78, SO, NOx. CO. VOCs il PMy 5
R BRI AT X, WA PR D)2t K= MMsR=mX 5. M NH; 3%
SR AR AL AT )| 25 o S HEBGHR T TS R I HE R TR Wi 4.4 7R, SO, FEERIE T
THERG A HERIE R 57%, HoR R AEAE IR, BiE— L2 39%; NOx EEk
BT T IERASIEE, 2590 5 42% f135%, HUGEH IR, S 19%; CO EERET
BCFHVEAN VIR, J3 0] 5 B 42% 1 36%, R AZim i, & EL 18%;: AR NH; (455}
FERE, Et[:,%li 94%; TMPYER PMy 5 I EZERIE, (HHARZ 46%, HIUGERAE, 4
5 40%, HL RIS 5 EUA 2, #BLIN 7%; VOCs EESRIET T, & EHIAE] 65%,
RSN A Y 5 U Y, #Z08 17%. A 9IS H HRE B in 4587~ Bk NH; 4h,
HRIWTG R RAE 1~2 AR 11~12 AHER K, £ 4~9 AHPER: 1 NH; HiiE
FIELFEI, fEREZE 5~8 HHFE R, 1M 1~3 AM 10~12 HHFE S,
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B0, { T/ ) " N ik

B 4.3 mp E XA Y IEHERCES ] 73041

I I R e . .Y

so, NOx co NH, PM,_  VOCs

4.4: v XA T O IEFRBGS B
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2.5

~0-50,%10° ~0~PM, . x10° 0 NOxx20°
6
~i3=NH,x10° =O~voCs x20* ~-Ccox10

H

4.5: i EHLIX AR RS H AR AL AL

3. R o A

AHIF TS PR BEA 1 7T Hh b (JRC, JOINT RESEARCH CENTRE) & Ai [ 2019 4E -3
MABEL (GLC2019) , HR4E USGS24 270284k 5, 8T S i i 3 A ] B2 RHAK 5l WPSBI,
H ] A X 7 4 R T O A i 4.6 T

o 24
50°N 23
22
21
20
19
18
oN 17
40°N 16
15
14
13
| |12
1"
30°N 10
9
8
7
6
5
4
20°N - 3
2
{ 1
1 1 - T I I
80°E 90°E 100°E 110°E 120°E
1 Urban and Built-Up 9 Mixed Shrubland/Grassland 17 Herbaceous Wetland
2 Dryland Cropland&Pasture 10 Savanna 18 Wooded Wetland
3 Irrigated Cropland&Pasture 11 Deciduous Broadleaf 19 Barren/Sparsely Vegetated
4 Mixed Cropland and Pasture 12 Deciduous Needleleaf 20 Herbaceous Tundra
5 Cropland/Grassland Mosaic 13 Evergreen Broadleaf 21 Wooded Tundra
6 Cropland/Woodland Mosaic 14 Evergreen Needleleaf 22 Mixed Tundra
7 Grassland 15 Mixed Forest 23 Bare Ground Tundra
8 Shrubland 16 Water Bodies 24 Snow or lce

Kl 4.6: w10 X L8 4 5 AL 50 A
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4.3 EEU IR

SN it A O () B HE % WRE-Chem #3002 A5 Yk BE AT E . [K4.2[7]
I TR T ASHIF 90/ 5 RS L) 5 R0 0 3 s, AL DX 39 [l P /S G 3 A 699 A4S, &
AR E N A 1600 1.

4.3.1 BEREIEHE X

NT e AR A A R PE, AT R DL ST R bs AL IR U
i, CF¥RZE (MB) « 4XTRZE (MAE) « IH— P39 R 2Z (NMB) « 37 HR1%ZE (RMSE)
IR REL (r) FIILE RS (10A) , Hh MB (R A A 5 Sl E 1P 35 S T2 2, MAE
LT 4%t iR %, RMSE B T AUME 5 SME 1 fm B A2, NMB R T HEME S
SEMME R E I IR FERE, DL EDUN R A BN R, AT 0, RBII R
HLF . [FR, AR r A IOA SREAESHUME 5 WINME 2 (B2 ) S8, riliEn 1,
RPABIIR LT 1 10A ALENGIHE, —RTH=HK5: [I0A<0.4 RILILE R,
0.4<[IOA[<0.7 NEZEMA, 0.7<I0A|<1.0 NEERL A XESRRITE AT, Hd M,
5 0; 3 N BMEFNE, M 5 O 4 B EFIME R, n AREARE, 1HE
AFW/INE

n

MB = %;(Z\/[i —0) (4.6)
MAE = %ilwi oy 4.7)
NMB = Zég@)@) * 100% (4.8)
RMSE = J y lz;:(Mi — 0, 4.9)

r = Z?:1(Mi — M)(O, — O_)
\/E?:1(Mi - M)2 Z?:l (Oi - 0)2
n- RMSE?

2ima(l Mi | = [ O; ])?

(4.10)

JOA=1—] ] (4.11)

4.3.2 SREZ1TE

AHFFERT 2019 4 F 699 NGk S 1. 4. 7+ 10 PUANH B H P 2 KR FE (T2) «
SHEE (RH) « 10 KX (WS) FIKSJE (Press) MIRL45 BT PRl . RSB K E
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KRG EHEM (http://data.cma.cn/) , B E SRR NH . £44FE4.7~4105 925 T T2, RH.
WS10 Fl Press 2% H I AAEFN I G vh 45 5. H 2000 5 AR L0 8] 7 27 A4 [ Y B PN 253l 0
AR R 22 20 A1 1

WMFRAAFTR, EARTE, BAUH 2 KIE LD RG24 0.5~1.6 °C, UL
TR FEFHOCTERRIA R 7 0.8 LA b M0l m i 22 0 A v LA H, 7 05 DX I 2 AR AU 1Al
P BRI R 1 7 A B i LSRR =A AR . AHXHREAE 1 A 10 H AL
T ZEBAR, 53 AIN-1.2% H1 2.3%, AADADILII R AR 8 BE AR OC RECR T 0.5: 5 2 KiREEA
[ (P, R X 8 A P 0 DX B AL R B v R e 35 o AR AU X S il 3 mes™! Ao, 4
R 433l s RSLAD ) XUTE 3 v T WM, 3 ] e F T AR O 3 T sl 0 i AR IR AN HETA
AT skt 22 i A e v il XU 31T BB ) XA 28 RBORAIFE 0.4 Fedq . A0S 00
RSB MR EF, YT 0.9, WMZELE-14.0~-5.0 hPa Z [A], #8KH55 il S BIUR<E
RIEAL, DA DO RS RO . BRI S, AR AT LB K S R 2
Hoass, BEREGWNVIEELE, BUERAT5E.

R 44 BN H R EER A LA ah R

21
I 34 SR MB MAE RMSE
AR (ZEDN
T2 (°C) -0.5 -1.0 -0.5 3.1 3.6 0.8
e RH (%) 64.7 65.9 -1.2 12.5 15.0 0.6
WS10 (m-s~1) 2.1 3.5 1.4 1.6 1.9 0.5
Press (hPa) 936.8 922.8 -14.0 19.5 19.7 0.9
"""""""""""" T¢eC) 147 137 -0 26 31 09
45 RH (%) 61.2 69.7 8.5 13.6 16.1 0.5
WS10 (m-s~') 2.5 3.7 1.5 1.8 22 0.4
Press (hPa) 926.9 913.9 -13.0 18.5 18.7 0.9
"""""""""""" TeC) 242 236 06 26 29 08
T H RH (%) 73.8 79.5 5.7 11.9 13.9 0.4
WS10 (m-s~1) 2.1 3.1 1.0 1.4 1.6 0.3
Press (hPa) 920.8 905.8 -5.0 19.1 19.2 0.9
"""""""""""" T2e0 137 121 -6 26 30 09
10 H (FHETN)


http://data.cma.cn/
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4LR4.4
R
i gt Rl ‘ - MB MAE  RMSE r
AL EED)
RH (%) 68.8 71.1 2.3 13.0 15.5 0.5
WS10 (m-s™!) 2.1 33 1.2 1.5 1.7 0.5
Press (hPa) 9331 9195  -13.6 186 18.8 0.9

=y

TR T TR T U TR T TR L]

(i e Kim

S01 AN asW MRl mRan

ot {0 = S

E I T TR T U TR U TR L)

B 4.7: 2019 5 1 AW ST RS KU 8] Fr 81 K 25 UR i o i 22 0 A
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—— s = Sl

ol |
B WM 1S e B

4.8: 2019 4F 4 FIWLI AU RSN [A] 51 o %Rk k5 22 70 AT

—— s S

wT w151 e sar y ; THAE 10

B 4.9: 2019 4 7 AWM -5 A0TSR 2K 8] 15 51 B 25 Rk s i 22 20 A
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PressihPa)
L ]

& B B
=4 38~
E4 ) 18~
N G S0
e GRSt S G 103
' 5~
- Soa

WEHE THEVE H#IE EE EE PRl 'E T T T

K 4.10: 2019 4 10 AW SBHNS R SE (8] 751 J 55 G0k i 2 0 A

433 RSISERYRE T

AE 2017 5 1. 4. 7. 10 WU H 175 49 5 sk P A0 ok B 4 1 2 S05 G Wi X 2%,
AIXF NOy, Os Fl PMy 5 AT 1A

B4 TTRIL 1 DUAS F 5 BRI i)~ 2 B a Atk gy, nTRAE tH, ANEA 6=
TG BV IR E RS 5 AN — 5 Hrh NO, A1 PM, 5 3L A RN BOS MG
fiti, BRI BB IR . O bR 742 | HISREITPAAN B2 BN SR, HaH
U SR AW &5 B AL G FIBE] Os #REHEARAL o b X 820 U ol s (175
GRS I H SR 0 b 4. 12 s, e rp B o 25l OO R 75 e H 0
AT AT Gt WL AR 22 (B W) 45 L« NOy i (B O Y BRAE AR A X
PM, 5 (B X FRE AR AL X, o 1 B ANG s R 0 s XA E s (I R . 4
O3 B WY& BB, R b E XBMRAR, ARE XA =, HoRr 324

Ao

RASER T EEUEANARHEA G R gsE R, TUEE, £ETFHIMNE, NO,
SR R EAG, PSS 6.3~9.5 ngm™3, PMas % 10 H &=l 8.3 pugm 3 LISk, H:
RAGEAE 1.3~2.3 pgm™3. 1M O3 RFRAULIURAL, FIEALE 6.4 ~20.5 ugm=3,
B, BRI I0A XI5 T 0.8, NEEYIA .

SRS, EEHAES F, WRF-Chem #REECA G BRI H o B Hb X K5
TP FE RS ARHAE, AT T 5 2 v B b X 5 G b 3o 72 A 0 9
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R A5 BN 75 QeI e i BB 45 2R

F{E

I 37 159 : N MB MAE  RMSE IOA
bYW EED)

NO, 41.3 52.7 11.4 30.1 39.2 0.8
| H (OF 34.6 31.5 -3.1 22.8 29.2 0.9
PM; 5 70.4 72.5 1.1 34.5 49.3 0.7
NOsy 27.2 37.8 10.6 25.6 34.1 0.9
O3 70.6 53.9 3.5 35.0 44.0 09
4 J
PMs; 5 34.7 37.6 2.9 22.6 31.1 0.8
NOs 19.7 26.5 6.7 18.6 244 09
7 A (OF 78.1 65.2 12.9 35.8 44.6 0.9
PM; 5 22.1 28.4 6.3 16.0 22.1 0.8
NO, 31.0 39.9 8.9 22.8 30.3 0.9
(OF 55.1 43.5 -11.6 294 38.2 0.9
10 H
PM; 5 34.2 44.6 104 274 38.0 0.8
100 120 160
s {pelon oW ] wlze ‘
40 ‘ o0 80 W
20 mmz 30 W a4
152 T I L T T T T T 123 L] I L T T T T T gg T I L T T T T L
. 4 4
30 - 30 & < o = d
T TE N R e e S f,, % -
E 7 o 7 3 7
5120— 9’; 60 2 60 -
= 80— O 40+ | s
° ww - 20~W ey ettt
v [ O S B _______ _ _at 014
120 100 120
= 10 80 10 s 10
60 -
30 - A pid W 104 :
% 3 6 b %251 S 3 6 5 1215 18 8 3 & 5 1z 5 18 2
Hour of Day (LST) Hour of Day (LST) Hour of Day (LST)

K 4.11: 2019 595 Je A -5 B HUE 7% AR AR 8] 77 41
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201801: NO,y (ug m~")

201901 PN, gm

W W M 4 W e T BO 08 M0

210400, fog )

T T T T
wn Ll 190w won 1wen
1ol "
103 3 4D S0 0 To EQ SO %00 185 NS 130 148 150

201904: O, {ugm)

T
mm

0 M M oaD B0 €0 To 0 8O 400 14D N33 130 140 183
201904: PM, . {ug m~"
s

1o |
10 30 4D S0 S0 TG B0 B0 N0 14D N3 130 148 150

201907: O,

ww
10 2 M A0 M €0 T B 50 00 14D 13 130 140 150
201907: P, (ug lﬂ"!

T
an 100w 0w wrn

W W W e W e O BD 06 180

201910: NO, (ug m~")

i ~ E
10 2 30 4D S0 0 To £0 90 %00 180 20 130 14D 150

T T T
L L 1308 wow wen
L1 |

10 30 4D S0 S0 TG EQ B0 N0 14D N 130 148 150

T
an 100 ow wrn

0 2 30 4D S0 £0 To B0 90 500 0B 2R 130 148 150

4.12: 2019 =95 G S5 H R B

4.4 RET TR RETHE

N T IR T B AL 1) st S A 2Rt B AR T T e T 2 R RADL R R , AN 72 % WRF-
Chem 1) O3+ Vg(O3) FIRATVUIFEIEE (Osddep) S50 LLYE (10 A) FlkF3k 4 A)
R B AT T LUERAE . BT A HE A IR SR i 1, Sk BARR B RLE Y Va(05) ISR 5
WRF-Chem A& 4 H IBAUME (27 x27km 73 H42) B LLAC AT ReAFAE — € MR ZE . R4.6:2 0
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P UCRE T 58 N WLt s SR T IR AR RS R e TR IE B

R 4.6: PIA TRy 50 I ST IR N AR U0 UE S THRFALE B

S G2 i ES
A FHME P
- o r MB RMSE NMB ] o r MB RMSE NMB
DU E iV PR E i)
03 570 506 05 -65 290 -113 713 369 06 -344 518  -483
Ea 2 Va(Os) 04 06 05 02 0.5 54.8 0.3 05 07 02 0.3 59.3
Osddep  -42 67 0.6 -2.8 5.2 67.1 6.1 66 05 -05 7.6 8.0

03 570 584 0.6 14 290 25 713 464 07 -249 485 373
HiE = Va(O3) 04 05 06 01 04 262 03 04 08 0.1 0.2 7.7
Osddep -42 -61 07 21 44 503 61 -56 06 05 60 74

4.4.1 RETRFERRRIUIIE

M4 130T LAF H, KSR AT % (Default) BT V(05) WA 5K T WG, Hodk
77 % (Improved) B V(O3) HLIRGET7 RIMEEME N 2, BARER IR B Va(03) 1
HARAGE R . SRS, S0HETT R R V(Os) BT MNNE , (HRBALL Vy(Os) (A H
LIRS (R AT B A E A — S, SOHERBHUE Va(O3) £ N 13:00 7647 tHILEAE, i WLl
B —MAER | 09:00 74 HHIRUEAE o e A AN BEADM I BUUIG T7 SR AN S0k 77 22 0P 1 Va(O3)
S8 0.5 A1 0.4 cm-s™t, FAKAEHIN 1.3 F1 0.8 em-s™t; F/ME S 724 0.006 1 0.003
em-s~!e HIRA6TTLLE Y, SO RAIEI Va(Os) BRI BT BN TR, G ZA
BEJT R RZE (NMB) 435118 59.3% Rl 7.4%, 2 W JE 4G 7 MBS0 J7 UK Ve(Os)
a3 e, 0 S0k 77 ZRAEANR Vo(O3) (i E iR FEHL/N s v 43510 0.7 A1 0.8 ZE I3ty [RIFE
BETT R Va(03) HJEEETT SRIBLAME 2L/, (B AN J7 RE IO B0, UL ) 8
X T BEAMGAUIN B R 46 7 R0 B0k 75 SR T3 Va(O3) 43128 0.6 F10.5 emes™!, S KAE
S8 1.3 F110.6 cm-s~1; /MBS 5124 0.003 F10.007 cm-s—t. AR 7 A BHE T 2K NMB
I3 AN 54.8% F126.2%, 143318 0.5 A1 0.6 LA TR, Sl 77 RBIUE Va(03) RURELT
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H
-
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—e— QObservation —e— QObservation
P I o Default —e— Default
“| —=— Improved 0e] —=— |mproved
1.5
D D 0.6
w i w
E 1 E
= =
S 09 =)
= S04
> >
0.6
0.2 9
0.3
0.01— T T T T T T T T T T T 0.01— T T T T T T T T T T y
0 2 4 6 & 10 12 14 16 18 20 22 0 2 4 & 8 10 12 14 16 18 20 22
Hour of Day (LST) Hour of Day (LST)
H, o = = 3 .
(a) S, et A (b) K Fuk

B 4.13: BEEHTJE Va(Os) FIBHUATILINIME 1) B R AL A2

4.4.2 REIRERLEIE

4. 1452 WL 3 p 72 O AT J5 P AU 77 38 8 O R FEE IR UL IIAE AR ASEHDUE 1) B 1R
Wk e FE KT, PR T ZECREREAL O WEEM H AR, B4 O5 IREEREE
OX BRSPS AN TR I, A BE A K PR AR S RS BT R I, R R A A 1k B R ARAE
IR FR T SRS, S WL 7E H A a5y B —5, (HBDLSSE 5L B AR T LA ;
BRI\ T AN T7 2N 1) Os WRFEAERRIAI ZE AR /N, BS03E 7 SR BLAUME R = T BRI T %6
Fo BN BER A 7 AN 7 SR 172 O3 WRFESX N 36.9 pg-m =3 Fl1 46.4 pig-m =3,
B NAE ST N 1453 pg-m =3 F1164.0 ugm=3; F/MEIIN 0 pugm =3, MFR4.60TLLEH, %
N I35y BRI T ARG T R v 4351008 0.6 F110.7, MB Al NMB I F B 871 T FAN 7 21
RRADLGE FAH LA 35 1K, e rh et 77 SR B R LU BRI T RS B o CE STty
P 5 SR FIREAR R R O IR H AL &S . H2, HKFEMANFEMZ, Pifh R
PMELER B EAR T IME, AR T WNE . A EASE BEER A 7 R0 0t 77 1
31 O3 WREZ 7378 49.1 pg-m=3 1 56.7 pg-m=3, & KAES 78 162.3 pg-m=3 F1222.5 pg-m=3;
B/MEBIN 0 pgm=3. MRA6FTLLEH, M5 sU BRI 7 A )7 2 00 r 43 3R 0.52
#10.56, BEAET/KF5i1 r, MB A NMB 1 FEFE G FE, SodE )y R MBS 24 T L
BT R BRI S, Sudk s ZEUN O3 IR ERCR ST .
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e 180
—— Observation —— Observation
—— Default 1604 —+— Default
120
—s— Improved —— |mproved
140
1007
120
o o
e g 100
‘g E sn -
5; 60 61
604
40 4
401
m -
20
o T T T T U] T T T T T T T T T T T T
0 2 d [ 8 0 12 14 16 18 20 22 L] 2 4 ] & 0 12 14 16 18 20 22
Hour of Day (LST) Hour of Day (LST)
(a) S, e )Z A (b) K=

B 4.14: BCERT)E O3 WL AR IINE (12 R A AL i A

4,158 7R 7 AR R TEI 1 4 74 10 TUAS H A5, 536 O ¥k B R UMY
EWIMER 1. 1 Bl AWEIRTEAE H, o7 =0 Oy WG N2 R E 1. EIRMG 77 %
PN H X O W FE RIS ER R ARAL 1) o IR 77 SR ebcdt fa 5 WA L ASE4DL 45 SRATI PR I
fili, (HRXHERIRON KA EL O3 WRFEA S MBI RIIZET 4 AR T H, Sudh ReES8GE T
X O WL HIRBAURCR, MBI YE . Hrdr, 4 F#) NMB H-19.3% FZMK#]-10.3%, 7 H
H1-21.8% P&fILH-13.4%. Val Martin Z16 (RFFL S5 SRR W], HZE O5 W IR 2 A )
(IR M A, DRI B 7 0 P 3 0t R 20 TR b DRI B 10 L8 A i . Ui B%
P ) S0t R R BN T AN HECS BRI e R O3 IRBE AR, {HR S T BE I Ak 22-/S,
G AR AR R BT,
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- o -
75 100 4
o &
E E
? 60 g' 80 -
s s
- — -
T 45 T 60 =1
=] 5 -t
E E o1
a0 ;e " Default ? w °  Default
den Slope = 0.83 L Slope =0.73
¥ & NME = -7.38%] *  +  HNME=-1827%
.
15 < 20 > “ s
Improved ” Improved
S Slope = 0.84 Pea Slope = 0.81
MNME = -5 1% NME = -10.28%
0 T T T T T " o T T T T T T
L] 18 30 45 60 75 a0 105 o 20 40 60 80 100 120 140
Observation (ug m™) Observation {ug m)
150 140
~ s
’
-
7 120 L7
120 . s
se -
100 o L
‘-‘E "-‘E 1 t pag il AW
o 90 o go ":‘. " 3
2 3 el
c c 5
=] =
® " &0
1= :
= = i
A Y % 40 - Default
o Slope =072 e ¥ b P 3 #Siope=0.76
30 ==% NME=-21.82% : . NME = -15.32%
. : 20 ant S \2 ;
-~ 1 #
- Improved el '”l ™ time ', ° Improved
g Siope = 0,80 2 i . i Siope = 0,75
MME = -13 42% NME = 15 33%
0 T T T | o T T T T T T
o 30 60 a0 120 150 o 20 40 60 80 100 120 140
Observation {ug m™) Observation (ug m?)

K 4.15: BOIEHT S O3 W EERLI b i FRIAADUE AT F HE 4

4.4.3 RE TS ERIGIUE

4. 16 A A WLk s AE I BRI R 77 28T Ogddep FOOBLINAE NS HUUE (1) B 1 A2 Ak i
2o TEAKFu, BAIERINTT AN 0HE 77 &R 1) Osddep 22 AR/, (HER & T WIIAE, FRERIA
U7 FEEIBAME AR T 25t 07 58 PR SR R B REREAU H Ogddep Y H AL % . FR4.67 LA
i, SOl 7 ZERS T BN TR 33108 0.6 F100.5 0 iR AN I B BRO\ 5 2R it
ZE W1 Osddep 47 731 4-6.6 nmol-m~2-s~2 F1-5.6 nmol-m~2-s~2, H/]ME N-35.0 nmol-m~2.s2
A1-32.8 nmol-m™2-s™2, FAMHIN 0 nmol-m—2-s72, KT R TENTEHZENA K. 1E
SR L, RS BAUM ST B BR A T SR B 7 1P Osddep 7379 J9-6.7 nmol-m—2-s~2 HI-
6.1 nmol-m~2.s72, #/MH 7 7°4-22.8 nmol-m~2.s72 F1-17.9 nmol-m~2.s72, H K/EHN 0
nmol-m~2-s72, MFK4.67] LLF H, MB Fl NMB [ FE B 7R T N 77 S R0 25 5L LS
EIIWAR, D07 SRR RO S 1 T BN T 2, BEaR S T 16.8%. BMAT S, X
BEJ7 AR Ozddep BT TERN T K
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3 L]
01 3
-3.
" a6
Ill'.\ Ilﬂ
N -6 N
E E -84
k=] k=]
E 91 E
£ =
a a 12
& 121 &
2 2
o 0 =151
._‘5_
—=— Observation i —=— Observation
-181 —=— Default 1 —— Defauit
—+— Improved —+— Improved
=21 T T T T T T T T T T T T =21 T T T T T T T T T T T T
0o 2 4 6 B 10 12 14 16 18 20 22 o 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20 22
Hour of Day (LST) Hour of Day (LST)
H, o = = 3 E%
(a) WG, wE8h (b) 7kFuk

Kl 4.16: ST e Osddep FRIARBUATILINE ) H A2 4k id 72

4.5 KREB /N

A& T WRF-Chem #3X,, #1377 Ball-Berry 3 EHLHI S O3 th22 0T AR S L7 55
1, AR ) Wesely Ut BEMLI AT R 35 1 H I SAL T BEALSI AT U5, IR R an e =
XF Ry, BITHEAZ TN Wesely FUTREHLEI ) THE T2, ok, M T O SIStk
T7 %, P SLA AR WO R R G G A AL R PR 5 e e R g X A A
X, I 5 WRF-Chem B P FUTBENLHIBEATRE &, SEIL 7 4E WRF-Chem H' O3 51
XA S A O BARME I RAE . 2T 20 () WRF-Chem BE5X, HX 2019 4F 1. 4. 7. 10
PUAS AAE A IAAREE A 0, SR APl T B e 25UR

RAE 699 NI R AM 3k mAT 1600 A2 5t Bovh BB, 226 PrAl TR
R E IR . LA S, ALK RSEE AW NES UL, B2 E
W) RERLE, BAES RIS KIS i, A G5 R I g g 5 5 0
THERE N — B, BTSRRI S R W) S 8 BRI =, ERGUES L,
WREF-Chem #f FEH N A BB IUL i [ 3 [X 32 B9 RV FE A AR IR, ] i 2
o T X B S T R IR (A

B ACHGE J5  7E 7K 235 R AR T AU Va(03) B8 KT RLINME 2507 S840 V a(O3)
PR a6 7 R EIME /N 2, BERREE U B V(0,) I HARGS RE . SRS, Sy
SRR Vg(O3) AT T WA, H R Vo(Og) VAR H I A 1] AU B A7 FE AN — X
PE, BT ZEIUR Va(Os) £ N 13:00 Zo A LA, oW — e 5 1 09:00 &4y
HIEEAE . A BN B SR J7 SR ik 7 SR IK~F35 Vg 239008 0.5 T 0.4 emes™!, 20
BETT AT SR IR TT XS Vg(Os) BEIKE SR 1 1 51.9%. FESI Lk, [ 250t 7 SR A5 4D
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1 Va(03) LLIE G677 RARIME /N, ESE AN T RABTC IR I I e {i o X3 A
FNIF B 4R 5 AT R K45 V(03) 2351008 0.6 emes— A1 0.5 ecme-s—t,  #H5% R %0537
0.5 F10.6, BT BB TERINTT ZX Va(O3) BERE FEHE S T 28.6%.

XF T Os MBE, MWLMk 5, Al RO A T I, 7K =3 A0 5 080 1L s i
J7 FARET BRINTT A O W B HIBLAURE B 70 il 3 i T 10.0% 1 8.8% . A4 [l fi 3% O,
WERBIMES, Sut )y REZUEE TR O IR, S Mg . Hd, 4
NMB H-19.3% F#fK%1-10.3%, 7 HH-21.8% FFKH]-13.4%. Val Martin 25554 7145 5
W], R Og WL M IZ A% I SE MR B, DRI T R 7 22 1) S5 T A4 22
(1 1 DX RS L3 5 . DT BRI A SO RCR BN T NS BB TR 05 7R
e, (B HE R AL - R TR AR BLAE B

X+ Osddep, 7k =F b it 77 R ANERIN T ARSI Osddep ZEIA K, BEAIAE FEAL IR =
T 0.3%; S, SOl ZAB T ABOA T SR RS T 16.8%. SRS, ot
W il ERE
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FRE HATHEHMRETAETENRERUAR

TR R RGNS RGN EZ IR, 3 S TR & A T T R < (1 At
FORD NG, H ATk Z XA F S R A T IR AR N R Gl . TR R S G
WA TR AL A g, VS R0 T Pl R ) e I R A B T 50 2 U R B
ST AE ) A SR XS . AN T D40t 5 i) WRE-Chem #30, 1EHX 1. 0 P44 HAE
NAEA G, VRSB SOt Ja g E B AR SR, AR ER R AT IR R R0 .
A F WRF-Chem A1 2 A7 X SRR BE2E BRI AR 2 i, 25 = A 2 (0 107 % EESUN
Wik, ZhEATHENTS R T IS R RS W, ARG 1 R T S
Wi RAR T PRE R, RAAIRE DU A TR R ) e I R L= 52

5.1 RAUEN XER E-E W R HRIF

55 A X I A AR B R . AR E R AR A TR R B A S L AR T I
IR A ZEH A B G RS AR . ABFFAHL T 2019 4E 1. 4. 7. 10 YN H, H
1 H BT E A A STESMR, B OB EEX 4. 7. 10 = H XA R WS H0T
FENTT 8 o

5.1.1 R BEEN RE TS BRI

KIS LR/R T AT E (Va(03)) 25 18] 4041 AR sk 51 V(03) 4%
AR AL o 25 (8] 43 A0 L, ZREHLIX V(O3) B R B T Fa R HL X, SR AR o K 2
Wk, 4 AT H Vy(0s) AR IR AT N2, 10 F Va(03) KA T EAE R FE R U7
i DX AR 2 . S Va(O3) B2 7051 04-0.18~0.02 cm-s ™ (4 H) , -0.26~0.03
cm-s™' (7 ) A1-0.20~0.01 cm-s™* (10 H) , FHXAEA 5350 9-35.2~2.8%, -50.9~4.5% -
28.9~2.3% , VI T 25.0%. AW RAET Sadiq SRR 70245 R us =, AT
WSS KR HE & O5 SHMEMAREAER, AR E, MIMAILSER Vi(0s) FFE T2 20%.
MAFE T RIE (£5.1), RHTRE-FEHTET 192% @ A) « 19.0% (7 7) 1 1.2% (10
H): TR T 19.8% (4 H) « 25.8% (7 ) 1 12.4% (10 F) ; FHy T #4m-F
BITHET 7.8% (4 H)« 15.7% (7 F) A1 5.8% (10 ) 5 I T TR T 03% @4 H) -
0.5% (7 H) #10.9% (10 A) -

W Os R FE 3 8] 73 A1 DA K RS s Seish 51 ) O R JBE D 40 56 738 A TR X 22 4 i
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Bs2fr. MEIRTLLE H, Oz IREERT V(03) (BI5.1) FIZS AR 240 St dh, HiEk O ik
FER R E BN T Va(Os) R BESHE, JCHEXS 4 HF1 7 HRE A BE S B AL A
LR Oy IR S IZEYT . 4 K17 H, O3 IRFEAEARIIHLIX R E 10, e KIGHR 708 13.7
pgm~3 (26.3%) Ml 23.3 ugm=3 (46.3%) - 10 A, O3 IRFEER THLX B3 EFb, o RIGIE
299 13.5 ugm=3 (32.0%) - MANFE FEIEE (R5.1), ARHEFRA T O IR FEHMRR K,
SFEIEIN T 8.5% FH 8.2%; HAZITT NI, P T 6.7%. AW HHIER O5 WAL
(131 B Sadiq %25V Zhu 25661158 NI 7045 FARML. 7E Sadiq S5 IR FL 4, HEHLAIRR
ML ABER A E I E O5 WRE AT 7~12 pug-m—3. Zhou Z£P37E GEOS-Chem #& 3 Ff 5%
O3 A LAL HHT T 3RS, RIBEAE Oy WIE/KFIIHIIN, KEHHEY IR LA &
% NP, O3 %F LA IR AT iE— 20 380 O3 MK E /= 4-1.8~3 ppb MIAE M. Gong F5B18IF]
ModelE2-YIBs #AVEAG O5 SR MAHEAEH . 855 %KM, 05 ira g <L 3 ERK, 2
AR Oy WJE-FI34 T 2.1 ppb. 7E Zhu ZBIRIRF T, Wb, VTG O3 WM i
B, KN 12 pgm=3 . RIFFEEREW, O3 SR EAE B 8D Vl(0s) (R
SALGRE) FOBGINAL =T R GBI 98055 28 M 1 A SG IR 2 ) AT 51 S Hh 2R O3 MR BE (3

K535~ 1 RAA TV E (Osddep) 175 18] 79 A1 LA H S 0 eeidt 51 B2 () Osddep 44
PR FAER AR A . AT AR, Bl 5 Osddep B4k 2B TR S, Hrh 4 HF
B RFE T 1.1 kg-ha tmonth™!, 7 H-F¥%~&E 1 1.2 kg-ha tmonth™!, 10 H-FTf% 1 0.3
kg-ha~'month~'o MAEM FREE, HAK FREBEERS, P TRET 16.2%;: fKHT %
[ FFET 10.8%: AR T ERME TR T 8.4%, i FERMBEIER D, A 1.1%. o, BR
Osddep #& HH O3 WEF V4(O3) AHIFTIF, (HZAHEFLH Ozddep AL A A3 V4(O3)
AR 23 (B A A O — 3, 1K T RTRE V(03) £E Osddep 846 HT (5 £ F AT
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201901: O, ddep (kg ha~" menth-') Changes in O,ddep (kg ha~! month-"} Relative changes in 0ddep %)

Relative changes in O

(b)y 4 H

201907: O, ddep (kg ha~' month-') Changes in O, ddep (kg ha"! menth-'} Relative changes in O ddep %)
7

© 7H

Changes in Oxddep (kg ha~! month-"} Relative changes in 0 ddep %)

(d 10 A
Bl 5.3: A5 X E0dE Xy 5L AR T R 2 ) 3 AT 1R 5 i
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5.1.2 HEN B EWE BT IERI RN

O, Wil 2 fEFEXHEME b GRS TE, W FHREE ALK 5= SRz
TEH . N T f# Og W3IBS R B AR BRI SE I, A/ NT 35 200 VIS 2 SO X A A% e £ i 26
(PSN) . SALEEPT (R,) « HHEAFEE (LAD) « B4 457771 (GPP) « 2% B (TR) 17K
TIREHE ASOP) MISEMA . 1. 4y 7+ 10 UANH T T, Hdb 1 Al TR A S S,
B EEAHT 4. 7. 10 =A AR sk x

5. 4 9Bt e R, B TR 70 A S Al . BRI S, Ry B[R]0 AT S B E 1 2- 7Y
O3AT, ZRERHLIX T VR E X . BB S Ry A TGN, AR AR X B AR R T AR X
RN 35 % 10°sm™, M T IRIEHABIINL T 30%. R, BEINZ SIS Va(Os) TR T2
R . MANFEI N BREE (R5.1), 7 HARBAIERA T H40 R, By, HAS AR ERR, 7
B 5.7% A 4.1% (7T H) o F3TEIE F R, Z= 522 ATAR AR T 2 ARL, AR AR A
7 ABAEIER] 5.5%. ST T IR R, AHBCT HoAh T BB, HXARAE 1%~2% Z A,

5.5 A0t 5 PSN I 25 (] 4347, DR ek 51 S 22 4k « ANEIRT DU H 5 2R 350 3
[X ft) PSN 3k w5 T PG &6, B A AT iA 3] 16 pmolCO»-m—2-s71 (4 H) 5 17 pmolCOy-m 2.5 (7
H) #1112 ymolCOy-m=2-s71 (10 H) o B )5, PSN B4R 2 R A, ZREHIX 4810 &
FHaEHX, =AH E@Tﬁ%?ﬁl%”ﬂ N 0~5.3 umolCO,-m~2:s71, 0~10.2 pmolCOy-m 2.5~
F10~3.8 umolCOy-m~2-s71 s ZREBHLIX, PSN fz i [ FEMEE ATk 60%; PhEfHiX, FE N
R, PSNAERDN, TR IS 2N ~35%. WA FEIE (%5.1) » PSN 7ERRHK
N R, HUOR R H SR R . T PSN S A BSOS, RULTES T R
B, AR ATEE E 0.9%~3.3%. AR T R AN R TEE 7E 3.3%~11.6%, KHT
HHTEFETE 1.6%~12.0%, FHL T BEIERETE 0.7%~5.4%

LAI (K5.6) 1 GPP (&15.7) =8 /455 PSN [F 43 A AL AIE A 0 KA Ak
F 52m?m2 fl 16.8 gCm2.day ' (4 H), 53 m>m 2 F117.8 gC-m2.day! (7 H), 5.0
m?-m~2 F1 13.3 gC-m~2.day'(10 H). BE% PSN {J FF%, LAI Al GPP Hffx FFf%. LAI R
B DX B TR AR AR EHLIX, PRI AL L) 24%; FEELIX, BT LAT A GHN, A3
AW, B S AR AT IA B 24% . GPP [T B X IR R AR SR FhAE AR ERIX, sl 1.2
gC-m~2.day~t, XFRLAIAHXT AL AT IR 40%; PUEHLIX, XA KZN 35%. LAI 1 GPP
FEAR H A B4 R S i AH X A2 i K, AR TE L4370 4 0.9%~11.2% F1 0.1%~6.9% (LAI) ,
1.1%~19.2% 1 4.3%~12.1% (GPP) . Yue ZRUHF AR H, 05 Mrill S8EE Rl F GPP
FAMEAE 11~17%. Lombardozzi Z23M# ] CLM B Al 4111 O3 MHE 2 554 Fk GPP Ui
b 8~ 12%. Xie ZEBVME ] X 48 S 45 5 (RegCM-CHEM4) FIHL & 525 #4558 (YIBs) ,
fHE T O3 W SEH EHX GPP &3 NI (12.1£4.4%) , HZ IR E i 35%. Zhu
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BRI WRF-Chem #5, 487~ 1 05 S IR B2 23 GPP /b 20~40%. AHFIT
MeERE Xie B Zhu FE 745 RAHIT, (HREHKRT Yue 5PH Lombardozzi
DI . AR E R EZRNERZ —. Yue FPUHI Lombardozzi %5121
e A, AT Xie P11, Zhu SEBTVNURHEFUAE A AE 2 0 A4 7 B/ 14
i

5.8y TR 17 [8] 43 A1 LA S A8 U ek 51 RS AR o AR X Pl T A B 78 o R R, TR
R BN, R X ) TR HZIEHELE 0.3~1.2 mm-day !, AHXTAELLRED T 20%
PA L. PUFSHBIX BAR TRAE A ARSI s, AE S AR AR 5 AR At DOARBL, S 24
(YR I YO L E 7.1%~13.8%. TR 5% R, F1 LAI ZLHIESI . 7E O WA N, R, HIXE AN
LAI (08N B2 S8 TR B F . XL R, (B5.4) - LAI (E5.6) #1 TR (E5.8) , AHF7 K I
TR AL (8] 7341 5 R, AU 25 (8] 70 A1 B 9 — 3, 1K ek 7€ TR & R, Al g 5 43
HA
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Changes in Rs 10 s m-")

Relative changes in Rs [l

Changes in Rs (10" s 1)

201907: Rs. it s m-')

Relative changes in Rs

201910: Rs.

Changes in Rs (10 e m-")
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201901: PSN {umel GO m~* s~') Changes in PSN {umol €O, m~* 5~ Relative changes in PSN )
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201901: LAI Relative changes in LAI %)
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201901: GPP (G m~* day~')

Changes in GPP (g m~* day~' Relative changes in GPP [3)
5N d

201904: GPP g 8 Changes in GPP (g€ m~ day~") Relative changes in GPP

201907: GPP g G Changes in GPP (g€ m~* day~") Relative changes in GPP 6]

201910: GPP g B Changes in GPP (g€ m~ day~") Relative changes in GPP

(d) 10 A
Bl 5.7: BSOS S A A 77 777 8] 43 AT R e
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Changes in TR {mm day~") Relative changes in TR %)

Changes in TR {mm day~") Relative changes in TR )

[___Lt==c)
6o 05 40 15 2o 25 X0 38 40

201907 tr (e clay ') Changes in TR {mm day~") Relative changes in TR %)

()7 H

201910: tr Changes in TR {mm day~") Relative changes in TR )

(d 10 A
5.8 152 2 EdE oo 2% o i 22 7% [A] 3 AT R 52 i)
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K5.988 7~ T ISOP HERL 123 18] 43 A L HAE O 38 F AR k. 10ttt 5, 1SOP HEfiX
AR PGS, =AH 2P T 1.1 mol-km™2-h—' (4 H), 3.7 mol-.km~2-h~! (7
) F1 1.0 mol-km™2-h~! (10 ) « AREMULXIGMEE L, JCHZ R TR, Hmin 7
1.9 mol-km™2-h~*; A H T~ EHAXS A dm, BTG 2.0~5.7%. Lk EFE, 4 7 ISOP
He AR ALAE 0~1.0 mol-km=2-h=1(0.02~55.1%) , 7 H#£-0.2~3.8 mol-km~2-h~}(-0.7~67.6%) »
10 A#£-0.1~1.4 mol-km 2-h—(-0.05~53.8%). /X& LAI 8 FF&#ass (E5.6), HZ T2 1
#hn (K5.12), TR (&15.8) A1 LH (1&]5.10) #F B 7 B LAT B -S:30H) ISOP R ik

70>

o
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201901: 1S0P {mol km=* h~')y Changes in ISOP mel km~* h-') Relative changes in ISOP )
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5.1.3 RRABEN SR BBREZRNF

I SRR AR, O5 Wl il geoxf X R OB &, IR E SR
iges- 2R

5. 101 &5, 11 B oR 1 ig vl & (LH) AUSSGE & (SH) 2 70 A, DU ot 5
(%) LH Al SH 1484k . Bkt 5, BE%& TR MFES, LHPF FET 1.8 Wm2 (4 H), 4.9
W-m=2 (7 H) A 1.6 W-m™2 (10 H) , MW T T 4.1%, 8.2% M 6.6%. HELAIILELH:
X [EiECON T %, B alik 301 Wm™2 @ H), 4.6 Wm2 (7 A) #1269 W-m~2 (10 H) .
Ei, SHFYW ETF T 12Wm2@ A), 3.0 Wm™ 27 HA) A 1.0W-m2(10 H), x4k
HEINT 2.9%, 15.9% 1 6.8%. O; SHEPHG 5, HiRHAEE/ERH TRmMBMRKL, Bl
Y5 RN 4.8~13.6% (LH) F1 5.0~45.8% (SH) (3R5.1) » O3 Wria il iR 58 8-V K AR FEAR, 1
AT TR Z 14 SH ARSI AN &0 LH #BHL x5 T2 =52,

(5. 12815, 13 275 1 T2 A1 RH #45 [8] 79 A1 S AR . TR B BRI 18 23 330 RH 1Y
A AT, Jb77 X 8 RH B FRIE R T r 7 X, SR PRI RTIA 5.0% (4 H) » 16.2%
(7 H) #110.1% (10 H) « LH FIBF(RIKS) T T2 B)Ft . 5120w, T2 283465 RH
AR A A A AL JE 7 X IR A K, 7F 0.2~1.2 K Z [l ARFFE L RS Li %29, Sadiq
LG5I Zha SRR TE L5 RAH 2 o Li SRR S [E 48 T ) A b X AR 2 SR AR
O3 FME M LH PEMK T 10~27 W-m=2, T2 F+ T 0.6~2.0 °C. Sadiq P55 43R X I (1541
Z5REW, Oz S HIMHBEAERME LH A0 AE-15~5 W-m™2, T2 Jt& 2K BLE, Hrrh[H
X35k T2 T+ 0.2~1.0 Ko Zhu 2B o [ Hb X (R 75 245 R 0, LH P08 5~30 W-m—2, T2
THRE 0.2~0.8 Ko HAERMEZ, Li Z2 85 R K O3 BI{E A 20 ppb, 1K O3
WRIE AL 20 ppb B, O3 L XY i« TAWEAYE Sadiq 25V Zhu S5EB7R H
DA 5 Hh 3 38 45 FH 1) 40 ppb 9 BRIME, X M2 7l e SRR I A RN O3 Hhia
I JRGS TR A8 T2 Fhimy, RH M LH FEAS, JER AR T O3 AR %A

3!

EN
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Changes in LH (Wm? Relative changes in LH %)

Changes in LH W Relative changes in LH )

(b) 4 H

Changes in LH W m Relative changes in LH [6)

204910: LH Wm Changes in LH Wm Relative changes in LH )

(d) 10 A
B 5.10: AR e 6 T T & 2 [R] 43 AT 1 2 0
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201901: $H Relative changes in SH %)
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201901:T2 Changes in T2 Relative changes inT2
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201901: RH %] Changes in RH

Relative changes in RH [s)
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5.2 #BATEERE FIEHEFES

52.1 #ETEAREFRFEAELESR

KISI1487R T 1. 4. 7+ 10 DU H 38R Ozddep, Va(03) 1 O3 IRE I ERZ1L
HEFTLAE H, Osddep, Oz IREEFI V(0,) #EEA WA HAB ISR, Z2 KBRS .
JEESRER MR, O WREERT Vy(03) FIR TR, 2RI, Osddep B O3
WEEA V(05) FelFs2my, HARMW S Z AL, =& e B HIAE 12~15 mZ I,

Wl R, Va(03) 1 HZAEB N T2%, Osddep Ml O3 iR EHIER LA —T. 4
HRADIEERE, T8 399.4 kgkm-month~; HkiE 7 HF 10 H, “FH%14 376.6
kg-km~!-month~! F1336.3 kg-km!-month—!; 1 HHT O3 IRERIK, FHRAVFELEN
AN HBEAK, 7 183.5 kgkm-month~',

EOHUNEVAL, Og WKRIEAE 1 A AR I HARRE, Va(0s) 32 2IM HATEH, LA
Sl FERR S AR E R 1 AR T HAB=AH, E2 H AR EW &, Osddep
ZF| Va(0s3) BRI RAETIE R, N 74.0 kgkm™ month~!. HAB=4>H, Osddep,
Vi(O3) Ml O5 W) EILMAL ) H AR A, Osddep HILIEAE IS 8] s R ATE O5 WA
Vi(O3) HIEE I HE . 41 7. 10 = H W R A TR 25708 697.2 kg-km " -month !, 845.6
kg-km~!-month—! F1 498.9 kg-km~!-month—!.

AR R R AR R A R TR R S ), X ENE Oy MHETRES
XPAR AR R E B S . e, 4 B 7 A REDIEEM S, 7rnlisF 803.2
kg-km~!-month~! 1 804.1 kg-km~!-month~*; 10 H R4 JTFF &N 487.7 kg-km~*-month~!; [7]
FE1 AR RATIFERN, N 290.2 kg-km™!-month~?,

FERMT I, 4 AM 7 AREADIEER S, 7308 756.4 kg-km™-month~! 1 724.4
kg-km~tmonth~'., IXAZTHERAH T 4 HF 7 H&RM BVOC HltEm, M- F3E S O3
WIESIER. 10 Bk, TIEELN 495.1 kg-km~"month—", 1 AVIEERIL, £ 290.2
kg-km~!-month!,

MR, o E X ) R A DT & 1850.7 kg-km™t-month ! HoHr, 1. 4,
7. 10 PO H RAE VT E S %08 180.6 kg-km-month~'. 610.8 kg-km~'-month~'. 650.7
kg-km~!-month~—! 1 408.6 kg-km~!-month—?,
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5.14; SRR AR RAA TR &, SRR R A T IR R A H Al 2

53 #HATREZMIRE T RFENERTEDH

531 A TEMIF T NMEBEE BT LIS o

R RMTRCN Osddep HIRKAISRE, A/NEFET WRF-Chem #530, & 7455
BTl P I RS W o MR . Osddep RIS Y T 138 ¥ Gl F5E AN 370 B - St [ o
&, WE RS TR

AOsddep = Osddep1y — Osddepy = Cosuny * Va(O3) oy — Cosoy * Va(Os) 1) (5.1
= (COS(tl) - COS(tO)) * ‘/21(03)(::0) (5.2)
+ (Va(Os3) 1) — Va(Os3)10y) * Cosqo) (5.3)

+ (Coswy — Cosoy) * (Va(Os) @1y — Va(Os) o)) (5.4)
Hodr, t1 R A Z1,t0 N BN, 20(5.2) 8 O3 i EEAR AL BTk &, 20(5.3) 8 Va(05)
ATk E, R4 NHHE BRI ZE .

KI5 1581516575 T 2019 4F 1. 4. 7+ 10 P44 H Osddep HAAL It #E 0fift . BRI LUE
H, ANFE R A FIZETT R Osddep H AR FIEa A A [F, 78 8 B A2 4 UGN, V(O3) Al
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Oy W E LS XF Osddep ¥ A IETTRR, FEIEA-A24 RIIEIEEAR G H 46 R F%, 16 B A4 Vi(03)
O3 IREXT Osddep TFUEAE N TR, 7E 19 I A RiARAGME. AL, Oy IREEILHIZE
A, Ogddep HIZAL T E H V4 (05) AL T 5 (BRI T H#4H).

TN, 144474 10 YA H Osddep 19 H ARG FEl 43731 9-0.12~0.11 kg-km~2-hr 1,
-0.15~0.12 kg-km=2-hr™!, -0.12~0.11 kg-km~2-hr~! F1-0.19~0.12 kg-km~2-hr~'. HHFIRT T
B V,4(0s) (1 H 2L AER T 2% (K5.14) ,05ddep AL E T2 O3 IKIE AL
1o 1 H O3 IREEMREAR, Ll Va(Os) A TTHR E AR =AN B S, 2098 27.4%. 11
REAH, O3 AR TTIREHTE 80% LA L.

BN, 1 H Osddep B (0.04~0.30kg-km2-hr™!, [&5.14) , FtH N2 g E
BN WA TFRIARRZ, O3 IEMHBMAHE (B5.14), F5 0sddep LU F
B FESE Vy(03), TTBRE L 91.5%, 1M O3 WAL TTRRE N 8.0%. 4 AR 7 AW
ML FEEXT Oszddep TTBRI LA FEARMIF, Va(05) ALK TTERE 5 51y 58.9%
50.7%, O3 ALK TTHRE S BN 39.1% F1 47.3%. b4k, 11~16 BHEAH O3 W EARAL
FE 51, TTRRE D AN 64.5% (4 H) A1 75.4% (7 H) - 10 H, V4(0s3) Al O3 A4 KT 15
TR N 69.1% F128.9%, [T 13~15 I Osddep HIZEALLL O3 W N T S40 (> 50%)
, HARZIH Vi(0s) ML ES.

AR T, 1.4, 7. 10 P H Ozddep # H N A4 TE ] 73731 79-0.18~0.19 kg-km—2-hr 1,
-0.35~0.34 kg-km 2hr™!, -0.33~0.28 kg-km~2-hr~! F1-0.26~0.23 kg-km 2-hr~'. Os IR
Va(0s3) LN} Osddep HITTRR 2054 43.5% F1 53.5%(1 H), 55.2% F1 42.0% (4 H) ,
60.4% H137.1% (7 H) 1 58.7% F138.2% (10 H) - V4(03) FEZ IS RHZEwm, HHM
HEM IR ERZERBNR, T8 Ve(03) ZAIEEEECK (B5.19) , AT ET T Osdepp 1
Ao WHE, Va(0s) AT V22, I Osddep AL EE 1 O5 IKFEMIAAL SIS . 2F-18],
O3 IRFEELIEAE, HZIXT Ozddep M TTHR R HIE 85%.

AR TR, 124,710 IYASH Ozddep B9 H N ARG 43 71 9-0.16~0.13 kg-km~2-hr !,
-0.33~0.32 kg-km=2-hr!, -0.26~0.23 kg-km~2-hr~! F1-0.24~0.21 kg-km—2-hr~', 1 H Osddep
FIZAL EEH Vi(05) EFH, HotikEEid 75%, HA=AH Vi(0s) il 05 IR EXT Osddep
MDTEREAR Y. HARE FREAARL, 51 Ozddep M EEIEFER O3 WKFE.

MAEERE, 1. 4. 7. 10 VU H Ozddep HIZEALTER] 751 4-0.10~0.09 kg-km=2-hr 1,
-0.22~0.20 kg-km~2-hr~!, -0.18~0.20 kg-km~2-hr~"' F1-0.18~0.16 kg-km=2-hr 1. 1 H, V4(Os)
(A4 A2 512 Ozddep R T E L, TTRRZE Eik 80%: 4 H A 10 H V4(03) TTRRZFEAZAIL,
B2 R B FE, 2958 63%. 7 H, O3 WEER V(03) XF Osddep AL TTRR A AH Y, 4
N49%. 1 H, Og IKEF Vy(0s) KIZEALKT Osddep FITTRAZR IFEAB A HALF S, 05 3K
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P AL ) DTRRZRAE 10.2~28.8%, V(03) AL TTERRTE 70.8~81.7%. HA=1"H, W4
AR HA B IEARME, HHEMHEEG Vi(0s) BT R R Z (>90%) , )5
O3 IE M TR H R % (>90%) -

[ Gumstent St i P, Whety Gyae

| s, | L s, | s, |
e | S s | e aran | S e |
=F = — =F =F

g;""'"alh"'ll"'“’ ’".'_ “““““ W ; ||'" ;%,".'. """“.'“!lr'"‘ -'.'. W

it Gamamat v S ra Toewm Vel Whel Gan

...,.,l

5:{: e -II--L,I'___ %f-” M. 'IF ﬂi 1|’F i _J!I--._lllr- i ""Jﬂi""'lll'"

: | | |
| ) aasinan |
-

s ﬂl..._ _.lﬂ.ll. F - ._J.lllu.ﬁ

.o
2
]
I wm— I'
"
£l W T n [ " L] [ e § W L] n " L]

©7H

L [T L . Somtow)_ e L]
=% | .:.m | z | =5 | =% |

'i —
g..._

1|rl-- x -_v--"— 1I'|— : shans 1|I|- 3 e ﬂ.'vl'lr—--- ----—-——- 1I'.-—-

) 10 A
Bl 5.15: S8R i 5L AR IR FE RN B AR T IT MR T 0 SR Tl R e = H N AR R 4] DTk
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() 10 A
Bl 5.16: SR i SRR FE R SR AT DT R T 20 ST R I 2 H N AR AR AE X BTk

5.3.2 FiMARTEERIEKE BEURIIZZE T

BE 5, FATHE— X501 Ogddep HH I O3 WEE AL AT T F2 50« XHREH O 3K

F5£ A A 52 1) 5 T B 4K 27 T A2 1R B 4252 1 20 WRF-Chem B A1 1 AL 5212 WA R (chem-

diag) #24L T i FE 2 Wi A8 & (advz 03, advh 03, chem 03, vmix_ 03 Fl conv_03) K&/~ F Eid

FEXS O3 W HITTER, X TAER M LI O3 W, &—PIFEZCH) O AR (ACHs)
&t

ACps = ADV + VMIX + CONV + CHEM (5.5)

Hr, ADV CPUHTTERED) S-S E X O IRIERTTIR, 5 XA O3 IKIEH
X, N advh o3 Fl advz 03 HIF! (ADV=advh o3+advz 03); VMIX (EEREATIHE), &
PR E R ATERXT O5 IR TTER, SimIA Os I EMEA ><; CHEM (LTl E) , =2
T BN O WP 1R DTk &, EFEA S T #E: CONV MR TTRAE) , JeXfiitias)xy
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O3 WS F TTRRE
XK O3 WRIE, Tl HEZERL, SR Oy IRENTITRFER MK, B
2% & T UL AR (DRY) [5T#R. 7 WRF-Chem R, 155344 (¥ F Il P FR 78
dry dep_driver #&Ht (chem/dry dep driver.F) ] F#£)¥ vertmx (chem/module_vertmx_wrf.F)
R AEER G SRR —Hr—&EiHE, HRAKEESE -ENEE. Bk, £5-FEH,
vmix_o03 & VMIX # DRY Kotk M. £ —EZ I, vmix_ o3 T VMIX Hoi#k. HIL,
AO; FEAT 5 A% AN IS [ 25K (1) 5t 2117 77 R

ADV +VMIX + DRY +CONV +CHEM layer=1
ACOg - (56)

ADV +VMIX + CONV + CHEM layer > 1

TERAT F ORISR, IR AR Fit, &ANE R (dt) 1 DRY X O3
W (Cos) IITTHRY:
dt

DRY = Coy * Va(O3) * (5.7)

HA, Vi(03) NRETUIRFER, dz A& EE . VMIX 75— Z 5Tk

VMIX =vmix_o3 — DRY (5.8)

2019 4E 1. 10 P94 H SRS R O WRFEARAL [ R 40 45 SR A 5.1 7R05. 18 Fe
o HEWLLEH, 05 HAARM RO R R AR, ARFEEN O3 AR, KIH 05 &
TONTHAES AR, 1X 5 HA IR 43 Hr AR 7 25 SR AR BA322-3251

FESTT T HRET, HO3E O WREH H WAL W R Z R, 1.4.7.10 U H O3 WK E
(K H NG I #E-21.7~14.5 pgm~3-hr !, -17.0~11.7 pg-m=3-hr~t, -12.5~11.3 pg-m~—3-hr !
M-22.9~14.0 pg-m3-hr o PUAS H B2 d AR B S As 5 = S hr. Bk, sk
O3 M FERIFE T LMk, TEIRA MR THFE O5. &I, TiE UM R 2
bR O3, MEEIRESZAEHE O M. BRTIE, ¥ BEmr S tLEIZ) 50%, HERAG

2210 41%, FUTREERE & AR 2%,

FERLHL NEA, 1 AT O3 IREARGHUIKL, Filk 05 WREEH WARIE RN, 1E-
43~13pugm=3hrte ST NREARE, TEIEAX O3 FIAEMFEEZIETTHR, HHLHN
20.2%. AR, PRI AT IR RN O5 LI TTER 73 A8 41.9%, 30.0% F1 8.0%.
FUTENE IR O3 FERIIL, XF O M TTHREEA N 1, 1 RIS IIE SN BRI L, TR O
DTRRIT A5 EEIE N3] 19.0%. 4+ 7+ 10 =AH O3 9 H WAL 5 5 8-17.2~7.1 pg-m~3-hr 1,
-15.8~9.1 pug-m=3-hr ' F1-15.2~5.0 ugm>-hr . EEREETFELGIE A RME O WY
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IR CBEREFE, TTRRE 73N 43.8%, 44.9% Fil 40.6%. TUIREISRES N DTk, & RiIRE
RS a5, TUikETTRAE 2, XBIEEIGRE D, 7R TR RER MR,
TV TTEREIE DI £ o TUTREXT O3 MBI TTRR 2 T30 14.4%, 15.1% 1 13.5%.
PR AR TTER, I IETTER, X O WL TTRR R P18 26.2%, 19.0% Al
27.4%, BERE TR

TEARHETNEE, 1. 4. 7. 10 UANH O3 19 H NI FE 535 9-14.2~8.5 ugm=3-hr 1,
-24.0~11.9 pgm=3hr !, -21.1~10.7 pg-m~3-hr ' F-21.9~11.3 pgm=3-hr~! . AHEFHEH T
I, A H T I AT AR O WRFEERII DTS 2 . AR, Oz WREE 1 RIE R 2R
MEEIRGIE, LR TUEAFRIE . "R BRGNPt
A O3 B FERIE. 1. 4. 7. 10 WA AL FERT O3 WREEARA B DTk HEE T 50%,
3N 54.1%, 52.4%, 50.6% H1 53.0%. H e HE EIR G RN O5 IFEEZW B TTIR, 73
N 20.3%, 18.8%, 20.2% A1 21.6%. 1 AAI 10 A PR FERt O HeBEAS Ak B BTk b T %
M2, 53nly 17.8% 1 14.5%, MUY 7.3% 1 10.0%. 4 H-FRE AT
e A b EEAH S, 2008 13.8%. 7 A TARAEA R T O3 KHUilE, KU iz
B Z, 1A 16.4%, TFREFEA 10.3%.

AT 00 5 B R SRR RS DAL, 2R TR ER A R O5 AR S M
e 1. 4. 7. 10 YN H Oz WEZER H N AAIEE 73 51 9-9.8~3.8 pugm=3-hr !, -21.6~6.9
pgm~3hrt, -16.7~7.4 pgm=3-hr! f-15.9~5.7 pgm=3-hrt. 1 H, FHRMEMEIE AL
RN O3 LRI TR AR 2, 733 36.3% F1 43.2%. 1Ak, Pt FEAER A% O 24k 5T
BRH S 2] T2 40.0%, FUREERARAER AN S 2] 3.4%. HR=AH, AREERG SN
O3 W BRI TTHRZT N 46.1%, T T-UT R REAIAL 2 BT O5 W FEAR AL [ TT#R IS 5 20.0%
FeAr, PR S AR 15.0%. &, 4 AF10 AFRdE SR Z, 55008 29.5%
36.4%; 7 ANIREE RS RS, 153 36.7%.

MAEERE, O3 I H WA — BT 2IAIEE, JREZW NI, 6550k 2R AE,
1. 4. 7. 10 P94 A 2L TE B 23 59 N-7.4~3.4 pgm=3-hr !, -14.7~6.7 pg-m—3-hr !, -11.8~7.5
pgm 3 hr~t M-12.6~6.0 ug-m=3-hr'e 1 H, A5 FRAE B R AR sT Bk A0 A2 e 1Y), 40
SN 43.1% A1 53.0%, T-UUREFESD 58 15.0% 1 3.3%, TEEIREGEFESHN 27.1% F
11.8%, ~FimidFE5 A 14.4% 1 31.2%. HAR=ANH, FUTREE R B R 05 22401 TTik
KL G E] 20%, BEEIBEGIREKLN 38%, FiidFERLIN 12%. WAk FETTik i
= I 32%. AR AIEE RS Tao B2 745 BARML, Tao ZEB23IXE R X 2008~2012
T AR R, HRHER O B R EORIEZ G4 (37%) FIIE EIR & (63%) » 11T
N B
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(d) 10 H
Bl 5.17: HLASTR S A ER AL A i R BRI B H AR A 4506 DT ik
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K] 5.18: BT SRR AL A R LA EE H N AR AL B AR X TR

5.3.3 FiMARTEERIAFNFERR A E RS IEZE o

XF T2 Osddep H WAL Vg(O3) I FE, A/ NTTARHE A 3. D6 Hdb AT L 2 Wr oA
KISA9F15.208 R T 1+ 4+ 7+ 10 TUAN A Va(03) BT HWARMERHE. BHEATLLEH, AFTF
I Va(03) BT H N B EHA—, ERZE 2D, P A 2gE, TET
RIR/D, B A BE AR AR

FESRTT R EH, BT Va(O3) A A ZIWIRMERZESR, KL Vy(0;) HNELZE
SR, N ABMFEAHE, 5 E7E-0.008~0.01 cm-s~'. 1 HEM V4 (04) 24K 3
R T R 15 96.0%. HA="H, R, MR, LR, HXF Vy(0s) KITER 7> 5
41.6% F157.8% (4 H), 40.7% F1 58.8% (7 H) Fl 54.8% F1 44.5% (10 A) -

FHL R, 1 H, R, AR, X Vy(03) AL DTERZR 7351 N 54.0% A 42.5%, HRE B
%2 R, %, WA R, IR EZ . 4. 78 10 H V(03) FIARALTEE 4> 5 4-0.15~0.17
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cm-s™!, -0.16~0.17 cm-s~! F1-0.13~0.15 cm-s™'; R, M1 R, X Vy4(O3) HITTHRZEAE =4 H AH
2L, 35N 77.6% F1 20.0% 74.5% A1 23.4% LA I 71.8% A1 21.7%. AEIFIZ, 4 A7 H
Va(03) IEF A R, 5200, 1 10 H 34 B#RSZ 2] R, B2 .

AH NI, 1. 4. 7+ 10 WUANH Ve(03) 9 H WAL TE R 43 51 9-0.007~0.008 cm-s 1,
-0.14~0.21 cm-s~', -0.16~0.09 cm-s~! #1-0.12~0.14 cm-s—'. P4~ A, R, AR, % V4(03) A 5T
BRRAEAR R Eos H— 8, ARFESZ R, 6] (1 A 67.1%, 4 A 58.5%, 7 H 65.2%,
10 A 59.1%) , #3552 R, #2641 (1 H 58.4%, 4 H 70.4%, 7 7 83.2%, 10 A 64.1%) -

AT, 1. 4. 7. 10 U H Vl(03) 19 H ARG 53 711°9-0.001~0.002 cm-s 1,
-0.16~0.15 cm-s~!, -0.11~0.08cm-s~* F1-0.12~0.11 cm-s~'. 7 A V4(03) HIAR4L 2 21 35 1
RIBRESR, AKRR, FFIESHIN, JEES 15 B 2128 KK (88.8%) 2 & 2 MiE
W, BRZEIR, WK Z: R, A RIITIBRER 62.3%, M R, MITTRAE N 82.7%. 1.
4 110 HEZW Vy(03) ALK IR TN R, HTTBREE 73508 85.1%. 75.7% M 77.8%.

MAEERE, 1. 4. 7. 10 WA H V(03) B H WG 5371 °9-0.003~0.003 cm-s !,
-0.04~0.03 cm-s !, -0.03~0.04 cm-s~' F1-0.04~0.04 cm-s~*. IE- R, & 52 V,4(03) LI L
BT, HARINBOA R, MHPERE, R, ITTEREE &, £PUAH 20508 53.6%, 55.5%,
65.8% 1 58.2%; R, [RITTHRZE M43 5K 43.9%, 39.8%, 32.8% Fl37.1%: BRIEEMITTHRERLE
4 HAT10 A&, KRAH 5%,
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() 10 A
Bl 5.20: SR E & FH BTN SLAA DT RE 28 H A AR AL IR AE A TRk

5.4 KE/NG

FEE L AL O, AT H S AR, SEUALRH, MR REC B2 .
WA BN S5 F) A AR AL 2 RO DX SRR AE A . ZKAEIA R R, IE 2500 O WREA B A
BIET R 1) WRE-Chem #38, BFFC 7 REEGE JE X Os TUTREERE . AR E AR
AR RR IR S AN AR o RN, A 0 X R R S R A TR I E R, IR
B2 Osddep, O3 IIZLAK V4(0s) [R5 AE

WA KRR, BEASGEE R, BN T2 30%. X PSN, RS IX fm T BE 1
21 60%; PUTBHLIX, fim FFE T2 35%. Bid PSN HI98ES, LAL TR X IR R e AR5,
NPEIEEEAE 3.0~24.3%, GPP B FREIREELIA 2.1~54.4%. BEH R, FIBEIIFD LAL (1 FEAK,
ZREBIIX TR 98> T 20% LA bo TSOP HEBCR A I I ke s, ARk 7E-0.05~67.6%.
AR A B AR AR, oF AR HEAARPR T 8 I (1 52 1 el ¥
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P P R R B R BRI BRI, LH P N T 9.5%, SH X ETHT T 8.5%.
Hh 2 A P R AR R AR, VRS 2 (0 SH FERUTT AN 2 4 LH FEHL, [RIXT T2 P2 A 52mi.
LH MIFARIREN T T2 Tt e Hrr, db7 X 3GIRER, 78 0.2~1.2 K Z A, TR (1 F#(%E
— 51 RH BIFEAC, dbJ7 X RH B FME R TR 7 IX,  FEIETE FIE 5.0~16.2%.

QO 5 51 R R b A B S R I ARAL, s dbiir s SR T Uik R2 . BT R, AR N
FHV(O3) P TR T 11.0%, HEM5I IR O5 WFERINE N, JUHA4 A7 H, EhAE
PR BNEON R EICL K O5 WRFERRZRTY, Hi3R O3 WRFETF LA T 6.1% 1 7.7%. Osddep
BRI TRMMR, FHTET 93%. SR TRHFEREREZ, FHTHET 16.2%; KH
TEERZ, TR T 10.8%; i FRMEEER DN, F 1.1%.

Fe T ook fa R AU A5 SRR, FRIE LA TR 2208 1850.7 kg-km ™! -month 1.
KHTRIMPREADFEER S, 2N 5963 kgkm 'month™!, XEWKE O JLFEH
RE 2 0 AR AR 25 R 40 10 3 BB s I B 7 . 0 R AR MRORD B b N BT, U RE A BN
559.7 kg-km~'-month—' Al 528.9 kg-km '-month—'. I N, VIEERIK, N 3239

kg-km~!-month!,

Ogddep FEAN A EL A [F] 2547 (¥ H WA S I A ], 78 8 B 72 A AR 1S N, Va(O3)
FT O3 W L MLES X Ozddep 3519 1E DTHR, 75 1R 76 47 BIRWEAE S8 J HH 46 T %, 16 BY 7245 V4(03)
O3 WREXT Ozddep TFURZ NG TTHR, FHAEAE 19 B4 BB ARME . MhAb, T8 Of WREEL
fIRAIZ=TS, Osddep AL T E M V4(03) AT T 11 41 70 10 TUASH O3 IRIEEM V4(03)
Xt Ogddep HITTHRE 205N 18.9%. 36.2%-. 48.4%. 34.2 F179.8%. 61.8%- 50.0%- 63.7%-

O WEHWNEZWEDNHEMERZER, AREEN Oy MK, KA 05 FENHFIT
Fio 1 H, SRR AR DTk 2 o= i, 293000 43.1% F 53.0%, Toikeid
293N 15.0% M1 3.3%, HEIREGERET AN 27.1% M 11.8%, ~FimidF5 50y 14.4%
31.2%. HAt="H, FUIREEN AR O3 ZIHITTIRE KA 5 2] 20%, FEERGIEEX
294 38%, PR FERZIN 12%. IR NS B vk s, it 32%.

AR I Vg(05) B H NS — B, TERE RIS, JRE 7 a1k 3
B, FREIFHRD, GlAARNERRIE. BRkE, 1. 4. 7. 10U H, R, DT
BRZR 737N 53.6%, 55.5%, 65.8% F 58.2%; R, MITTHRZR N 435N 43.9% 5 39.8%, 32.8%
1 37.1%.
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BRE REINFEXIREE SRR

BRI 1R R AL PR AR A BE A% B2 el R TS G ik BE AT R, RTINS R I A
A B 8 532 0 LA RS G RO R 260 o B TR 9 K 22 8 P E AU AR A0 2 5 & PR s
o BEXARRAR A AT SR DX UR S T DU R B TR b, i R ARk ik
A 5F R RTH A HEBOE A 0 RAR R FE AT S 2 = . Wang %6268 B GEOS-Chem
R AR I, 2050 SRR T B AR HLX O3 IR T 0.5~3 ppb 7247 . Chuwah
LB T™MS KA IMAGE 2368 P B 45 R R W], BT 2050 4F, T RAH
e R IRVEVIH R PT RE Ik 20%. T SR S ™ 4% (1) SR BUR (RCP2.6), 1Y) St 415 2
BEMIBRE, FrE X 3 e #R T 10%. R AT 3R e B vp NS 5t AT D0
X SARARA I AN BB T (IR AR D HEBOE) BOME L, 4K 17 58 57 A S Ao b2 5% 2800 A=
VIr= B TEARR BIREI, HARRIXIE O KU PEAl HE LR 22K 4 .

6.1 RANRESHIENA

6.1.1 SREZHIE

WRF-Chem 15 302 17 Fr 75 B G W8 30 Fds dhad H A R4 (CCSM,  Community
Climate System Model) $&fft. 1ZEH kK H 3 E NCAR, Rl X ifhttp:/rda.ucar.edu/data/
ds316.1/3KH. CCSM #£4t 7 RCP4.5, RCP6.0 Al RCP8.5 —Fhig1% NI TR, AR
&M 2006 £ 2100 4, BFEIZ>HER Ty 6 /N, KF0PERN 0.9°x1.25°, BEHEN 26
2, AUEmEM 1000 hPa 3| 10 hPa; ARSEEIFHN MR T XA RS, AHf
FLiEHL 2060 4F RCP4.5 Fl1 RCP6.0 ##5 529K 3)) WRF-Chem #5230, it 5 r [5 b [X B4 U0 %

RCP4.5 #1 RCP6.0 B 4% T B JEE S WRE AU I R Z 200 1) oA an 6. 1T o
FHXTT 2019 4 7 A, 2060 4F RCP4.5 #42 T, HECRE - HIX 1) T2 23 ETHEs, H#db.
PEALANEZR = A8 X 2T FeEds: RH B £ A R &% RCP6.0 B12 T, T2 Ml
RH ZAAHELT RCP4.5 B2 T IR, RAIRE 3 AliE 3] 5 K H120%.
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K 6.1: 2019 4F 7 HLLJ% RCP4.5 A1 RCP6.0 5442 T I BE FIAH G BE (123 18] 43 4

6.1.2 HERUFEEHE

AWFFECRH TR AR AR 2060 4 A S HRROETE 5, 205 5 H 1 ARSRHE )
AVHEAE A DPEC (Dynamic Projection model for Emissions in China) #4J% (http://meicmodel.
org/?page_id=1917), LI 7 AHHARE 5t 5 2R A TG 5 (SSP) UK HARZIH (RCP)
AT HED28 . IR R, KPR, TR ORI B LS VOCs W0 4y BEATL il iz B 3
5 MEIC #& 8 — 3. Z GRS (8] 6 7 56 70 2 2060 4, BENS SCHpRIGE I mx h AN TS 5t
A E R AR AR A S LRI AT

N T IRFUBRIK VR AN TS 5T 1 TP R OROR RS T IR A4, A FEiL L T DPEC 1
=EH R, AR Re. 1R .
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® 6.1 AFIHBGER ) S A

Y5t SAEBURE M-SR TFHRE HEz U
RCP6.0 UM H bR T A4 5 G2 H BUK (BAU)
SSP4-60-BAU  RCP6.0 SSP4
175 S 20 B T A
Hh [ [ g AR T U% H AR (RCP4.5) 5
SSP2-45-ECP  RCP4.5 SSP2 ‘
Sk TS5 Gedi B (ECP) 15 St4L4 1M &
[ R T R RRIRA ST T S
SSP2-45-BHE ~ RCP4.5 SSP2

i RS QA HIBR (BHE) 445110 A

SSP2-45-BHE. SSP2-45-ECP F1 SSP4-60-BAU B&1% T 2060 4F 5 4 R 4235 1% 45 1) Hh

FIHEERL b T 32 BEAE PR ARSI (85.2%) « HL T (53.2%) A1 LML (38.3%) #5171, 1M1 SO, HIHER L.
= B FLE Tk (90.0%) FIAZIE (52.5%) #11. 7 ECP #1 BHE 155t ~, B NHz LA4h, %
15 R 2R A AE Tl AS A& BGHB] . SSP2-45-BHE. SSP2-45-ECP Al SSP4-60-
BAU =42~ o [ Hu X 575 S HUs 22 S a6 3P R . BRI, AHXTT 2017 4F,
SSP-2-45-BHE Al SSP-2-45-ECP WiFlE&#2 T, 15 RWHEBEI I F B, THRE St
AIFE-30~78% F1-23~61%. SSP-4-60-BAU %1% T, SO+ NOx. CO H1 NMVOCs 734 b7+
T 50%- 55%- 6% 5%, HRIGEDHNEINEES, FBE D TE-5~23%. M
2] 2z 5% L (K16.4) , SSP-2-45-BHE £l SSP-2-45-ECP BRI ES4E N, #75 JeHE 1) 23 8]
A —3; 1 SSP-4-60-BAU #4452 T, NOx 4 [E#H LI EFr#a%s, SO, I
M R A LS R %, HAhH X3 BT, 1 PMys. BCy OC F1 CO fEAb 5 Hh X K ME FE
EFt.
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Nl}x emdsslm (Mt yr—’ 80;. emisslon (Mt yr"] NH; ambssiom (Mt yr”‘] PM.e emlsslun {m yr')

0 03 06 09 12 0 05 10 15 20 0 30 60 9 120 0 02 04 06 08 10
BC emission (Mtyr') OC emission (Mt yr~') CO emission (Mt yr~') NMVQCs emission (*10* mole yr')

EmE Power 0 Industry B Transportation B8 Residential B8 Agriculture

K 6.2: ANAIHFBURAE T 2060 485 2 F #2411 7 (0 7 3 X &5 G HE o e
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100

N SSP4-60-BAU
I SSP2-45-BHE
I SSP2-45-ECP

754

Difference (%)

=100

SO, NOx €O NH: NMVOCs PM,s BC  OC

K 6.3: AFIHEBERAE T 2060 45 = A0 3 X %75 e bR B e 2=

Kl 6.4: ANFIFHEIHAE T 2060 55 21T 575 AN HEBOE 25 1) 2 57
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6.1.3 HNIZE

AW RS 7 AV B, B BRI s R E S DY S ], SR
BWFR6. 2[R, Hrh Base SEEIH 2019 £ R (MET), 2017 4F MEIC A\ AVEFFBIE
B (EI); Casel F1 Case2 /] RCP4.5 1 RCP6.0 1% R 2060 S Z3p %, HEEG #
REFFEAR, WARGEZDNH E AT VIR RI52M; Case3, Cased 1 Case5 73 il {8
SSP2-45-BHE. SSP2-45-ECP Fll SSP4-60-BAU ¥ 1% T 1] 2060 4= N AVRHEBGH ., SR 41
TRFFAAR, BRIE N IR HE AT o [ ST UTRE 20 ; Case6, Case7 F1 Case8 73l fif
I RCP4.5 A1 RCP6.0 #8142 T 1) 2060 G 8 M, =HA S T Ay EdE, ®Aa
SARARA R P A DR [ I AR A5 e B S ARTF DURR A R TR

® 6.2 BASLIBRE

Sz K%Y (MET) #8005 (ED) i B
Base 2019 MEIC 2017 L
Casel(MET4.5)  2060(RCP4.5)  MEIC 2017 RCP4.5 #5428 T AR B RN
Case2(MET6.0)  2060(RCP6.0)  MEIC 2017 RCP6.0 #8145 T AR E R LG
© Case3EIBHE) 2019 SSP2-45-BHE  SSP2-45-BHE /% F A HERUSAE (LM
Case4(EI ECP) 2019 SSP2-45-ECP  SSP2-45-ECP 4% N N AHER S 52 1
Case5(EI BAU) 2019 SSP4-60-BAU  SSP4-60-BAU %1% N N NHEBCIR A 4k 51
Case6(RCP4.SBHE) 2060(RCP4.5) SSP2-45-BHE RCP4S Befe FAURABILEN
Case7(RCP5.4ECP) 2060(RCP4.5) SSP2-45-ECP RCP4.5 48 S8 1k 520
Case8(RCP6.0BAU) 2060(RCP6.0) SSP4-60-BAU RCP6.0 #8425 T A58 b 52 e

Base /7 & N EHX HSH LA K% Case M%) T Base 77 R ZEEH G AN AL G1Tn
RO63F7N. MXTT Base HE, AFETEMNFEHXSSEH A WE6.SH~, T ikE
X RAA T U RIS FE AT A2

120



PN AL e VAT S'S

% 6.3: Base H £ EHLIX K-S Gi1t [ % Case #HXT T Base )22 {H 5T R AL (%)

MET EI RCP
e ZH Base
6.0 4.5 BAU ECP BHE 6.0BAU 4.5ECP 4.5BHE
T2 0.9 0.3 -0.08 -0.02 0.01 0.8 0.4 0.7
°O) 214 4.6% 1.5% -0.4% -0.1% 0.1% 4.5% 2.0% 3.8%
RH 5.3 3.4 0.5 0.3 0.4 5.5 35 3.0
(%) 709 7.5% 4.9% 0.7% 0.4% 0.6% 7.7% 4.9% 4.7%
A% SwW -8.2 -1.4 -1.7 2.3 3.0 -9.3 -3.6 -0.5
(W-m~2) 2424 33%  -3.1%  -0.7% 1.0% 1.2% -3.8% -1.4% -0.2%
LH 13.1 5.7 0.3 1.2 2.1 12.8 7.2 8.5
(W-m~2) 613 21.2% 9.2% 0.4% 2.0% 3.5% 20.7% 11.7% 13.8%
SH -6.6 -3.2 -1.3 0.6 0.4 -6.7 -1.9 -1.5
(W-m~—2) 48.1 -133% -6.5%  -2.6% 1.3% 0.8% -13.5% -3.9% -3.1%
"""""""""""""""" GeP 11 06 01 ol 02 Ll 07 08
(gC-m~2.day~1) >3 209%  109%  2.1% 2.5% 3.6% 20.6% 12.3% 14.1%
LAI 9 0.2 0.1 0.02 0.01 0.03 0.2 0.1 0.1
(m?-m~2) 10.8% 6.8% 1.1% 0.8% 1.4% 10.8% 7.0% 7.2%
ISop 0.3 -0.04 0.05 0.1 0.1 0.4 0.2 0.2
FB AR (mol-km~2-h—1) M 10.0%  -1.6%  0.8% 1.7% 6.8% 11.3% 4.7% 4.2%
TR 0.2 0.2 0.01 0.03 0.05 0.2 0.2 0.2
(mm-day—1) Ho 222%  15.6%  13% 2.8% 4.9% 22.0% 19.3% 21.7%
PSN 1.1 0.6 0.1 0.1 0.2 1.1 0.6 0.7
(umol COg-m~2.571) > 209%  109%  2.1% 2.5% 3.6% 20.6% 12.3% 14.1%
Rs -0.13 0.004 -0.1 -0.1 -0.1 -0.1 0.04 0.04
(*103 ssm~1) 65 -2.0%  0.06%  -1.4% -1.1% -1.1% -1.9% 0.6% 0.6%
N0, w05 007 29 21 32 21 23 33
(ugm~3) 56 -8.6%  -13% 532% -384% -56.8% 37.9% -40.1%  -58.7%
BESY PM3 5 -2.1 1.7 33 -4.6 -6.1 -0.04 -3.1 -5.3
(ugm=3) 14.4 -149%  12.0% 23.1% -32.6% -43.1% -0.3% -21.9%  -36.9%
o o 08 -3 24 40 78 28 46 87
(ug-m—3) 732 -0.5%  -2.6%  -3.0% -52%  -10.0% -2.1% -4.5% -12.0%
V4(03) 0.02 0.0 -0.0 0.0 0.0 0.01 0.0 0.01
SRR (em-s™1) 04 4.1% 1.2% -0.3% 0.1% 0.1% 4.0% 2.0% 2.3%
Ozddep 0.07 -0.03 -0.2 -0.5 -0.5 -0.2 -0.4 -0.6
(kg-ha=!-month—1) 78 0.6% -04%  -2.8% -4.8% -6.9% -2.9% -6.5% -8.4%

121



PN AL e VAT S'S

75

U MET I El m RCP

HhEh (%)

-75

6 |4.s 45 B:u}“ !u & |u |u M E.g & ‘4.5 [48 ‘l.r]“ iu & |¢u Jas]e JasfasTe TasTas e [as]as]e [as b.s
[BAU|ECP [BHE|BAU|ECP |BHE] EBAUIECPIEE HE|BAUECF AUIECP|BHE|BALIECPIB! |BHE JECFIBHE|
LAl ISOP TR PSN R, NO, PM, ¢ 0, Vg 0,ddep

6.5: AN[F) 7Gxt E H X B S EUR PN TR (%)

6.2 SIERTUINRETIFFIIERFRIFN

6.2.1 SIRTALIREIRERZ RIS

ARG ST E LX) O3 WS Base J7 5 B ZEAE I 25 18] 43 A DA AN [F) T 24T 1) 2218
itk wEe.6816.7 fin. HH S IR KM RT O3 MsZm AR KRB RFNE,
FECPE K E > X O WA R NI, Horh MET4.5 J7 28 NI i A1 H T S P
A, PHITEET 29.0% A1 10.0%; #£ MET6.0 J5 % R i AARAR T 2200 O W E L8 T &
s, M H AR 2RI LTS . 75 BAU 1 ECP iR HEBUE ST, O3 IRIESAIF T
BT 2.4 ngm=3 (3.0%) Al 4.0 ugm=3 (52%) , RHE. FRMARAE M N ERE LB R FES, =
ST R BT 5.3 pgem 3 (14.8%) A1 6.4 ug-m~—3 (19.1%) ; BHE 7&K, A& H. FHMk.
EH AT R O5 WER I TS, PRI T 10%.

BRI S, [RERANHBEEA 7 S8 B4R HIX ) O WEZE 2T R
#, =R N EX O3 P EEAR S 0N-2.8 ugm=3 (-2.1%) « 4.6 pgm =3 (-4.5%)
F18.7 pgm=3 (12.0%) » FHr, Wi N AE RCP6.0 BAU Al RCP4.5 ECP Wiff 5 % N 28
b, X SEE RN R TR #E RCP4.5 BHE J7 %8 R4 T #H AL IR
JEOR, HUGRARE T #RE. E6.5HR, HEBERT  E X O5 WL MR T AR
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METE.0-Base: Oy

N

fugm) MET4.5-Base: O) {ug m-')

o W W W M W s T @ W 100 10 -0 -3 -3

El BAU-Base: O,

m El ECP-Base: Oy

) \“;:-/?, P
b

-

RCPE.D BAU-Base: O

=0 =30 W0 -0 @ W W W M

MET®6.0

MET4.5 -

El BAU

El ECP ~

El BHE -

RCP6.0 BAU

RCP4.5 ECP

RCP4.5 BHE A

30 20 -0
Changes in 03 (ug m=)

1
1
8 60 40 20 0
Relative changes in O3 (%)

B Cropland ©0 Forest Bl Grassland mms Urban
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AT T RA MDAS [ 2R A tnE6.8fvn. MR H, 5 Base 7 ZAM L, Case
J5 =0 BB A B AR 3, RUITEARFN Case N SRR E L, (HRIEAF FRET
AN[E Case RIANFE . FEAH T, MET 2875 R7E 0~100 pg-m=3 4w, 7EmET 100
pgm 3 WEEX A e fAs, RIZTT R MUOUKERAX & BT, mkERAX R T &
s EI 77 =M RCP J7 % (B RCP6.0 BAU) #i72 [a) /i fi#s , RIAEIX KT R T, RAKER
TR AR T, MET K7 2K 5K H T #REFEE; RCP6.0 BAU Al RCP4.5
ECP T 20 KAk b 47w+ ; RCP4.5 BHE 5 EI ECP ) 2 AR /0 A B4R 6] 22 mA% s 111
EI BAU 5 Base L KA —F. fERHL T, Bk EIBAU 7%, HARTTREM R M5
AHR I Ao A%, ZR IR T SR R AR AR T B . TR T N EH K RCP AT EIL 7 5 K44k
e R T FEMES MET6.0 fEMRIR A LA X o B . =M ie N AU B A1
LR T O3 ¥R B TTHR 2051 N-3.7% -5.8% F1-11.6%. /N[F] R #41H SRAA A0 7 R 2 7
A e 5 AN T 2 T SR TR B HEBCR -6,

bR MDAS R Aish, S MDAS i 100 pg-m=3 (—ZhriE) f1 160 pgm=3 (=
PritE) A 7 Rl 6.8F, B e 51K W] B4 MDAS il 100ug-m™3 I H b, B
] 555 MDA B 160pug-m =3 WY E 70 b, ARG R BIE 7 AR T Base #2840 . w42 [E
M=, MET 6.0. EIBAU H1 RCP6.0 BAU 45 Base fltt, £ Ak R L0 100 pg-m—3 [
AR, KR ZMERE N, 4 RCP4.5 BHE /7 £ N v i3 ; MET6.0. MET4.5
PL& RCP6.0 BAU Fil RCP4.5 BHE 1E A Ki#Ed 160 pg-m=3 WA R T F . A& H T,
#T77 FAE L 100 pg-m ™ EH AR 4 AR R A — 2, T 160 pg-m 3 AR T
B0 FARARNE FE YR 1%, #%AK T #40H, RCP4.5 BHE /7 %& FB# & N &%, i RCP6.0 BAU
W I b T BT R, O WEREAKRAIEIT 160 pg-m 3 WG, TRy 81
77 %852& EI BHE #1 RCP4.5 ECP. fETT T~ f, & 77 MR AR EOR, Hrh MET6.0
T5 Z W RTE AR KB IS — st (175 U I 0 I, (BRI — sl 504G BT /b, MET4.5 J7
FAEOU S £E RCP MTET IR R T, AR R EEEAR KB OLEA Frigib .
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Wheole China

2 2
e r

Cumulative Probability (%}
Cumulative Probability (%)
Cumulative Probability (%)

x
§ifeppd:
freaikes

¥

Cumulative Probatility (%)

K 6.8: ANFAT % T RAE MDAS 1 R Ai

6.2.2 SARTALI RE FIPFIRERE = 5370 B S

ANF T R R EHLX 1) Vi(03) 5 Base J7 %8 (19 2 (173 8] 43 A LA AN [A] T 2401 ) 2248
GETnE6.9M6.10 iR . ARE RS, ST EHIX Vo(0s) BHL_ETHES, HrhR
TR IR R, AR T3 T T 7.0% 1 3.0%, FUGR AR E T 88, 5T
W R )N o 7E ECP A BHE WA N, Va(Os) Bl T T4E BAU HFR
JEEEAETR, Va(O3) ZNIETRN,  FrbAe T 3T AR AR B K

BART S, RGAHEH AN F = 3L F S E0h E 408 0 X Vy(0;) 23 EFHES, =
R 2 T EHLX Vy(03) P ETHT 4.3%, 2.0% fi1 2.3%, H&H FRIETHER K, F
%) EFFT 0.013 cm-s~1(3%), 0.011 cm-s~" (2.6%) 1 0.03 (7.0%) , FHIRAERRMAIEH, 3511
TRMEARA L. SEMNE, 5 03 IEAR, [REF N E X V,(05) 1)
FERFZE (K6.5).
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METE.0-Base: ¥,

em s~

MET4.5-Basa: V(0|

080 005 04F 05

El BAU-Base: V{0,

A -

ETE

M
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083 -n0a 084 g0

El ECP-Base: ¥y(0y)

&4

wE “E 100

EEENE
—04F 408 -0p4  0e0

AGP4.5 ECP-Base: V,

-08r R0 <004 000 04 oo

B 6.9: ANFDT SN RATUIREESR K H 5 Base J7 RE(H 2 R A7

METE.0 -

MET4.5 -

El BAU ~

El ECP

El BHE -

RCP6.0 BAU

RCP4.5 ECP

RCP4.5 BHE -
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B
I8
¢

|
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-
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1 |8
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:
0
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15
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Kl 6.10: AR ST 2% N R AT UIFE AR 5 Base /7 &% H
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6.2.3 SIRTALRE TR ER =S/

ANEVSAEARAL I T-%F Osddep AN E6.11/16.12f 7~ . Ogddep HIZEIL S O5 WE )
AL AR HE RN E X Osddep EIL FREMIFH, I HXT Osddep [IFLIHTE
G EEX O3 WREERIFEMSRAL. AR TR FECH I DXCRZRACI X O3 WFE T RE, i
M FEZH X ) Osddep FF&EITZ) 1.6 kg-ha ' -month~—!. 7E EIBAU 5 & R, HEBUR K2
XTEE 7 X Osddep HIsZMA 23, SLA Tl & E I 1.6 kg-ha™!-month~*; EIECP J7
FET, REBDHLIX ) Ozddep I T %, 1AE EIBHE 7T, 4E4bhi[X Ozddep T4
=, @il 2.8 kg-ha ! -month™; = E1 #8412 T, 2[H Ozddep 13 T B 2.8%+ 6.5% 1 6.9%.
[l 25 FE S G AN HE TSR P AN IR R 520, Osddep FAOZSHb I FE T BAANAR AL R R R, 42
Osddep F[%%35°4 2.6% (RCP6.0 BAU) . 4.8% (RCP4.5 ECP) il 8.4% (RCP4.5 BHE) . /=
i s, HEEx R E X Ogddep LMK TR & (K6.5) -

Base: O kg ha ' month "' METE.0-Base: O, dde) kg ha™" month~'

MET4.5-Basa: O, kg ha~' month"

T T T
W e nre

T T T T T
e W Ll g 4 nee z2re
23 @4 -8 W 1] k1 1 =33 -4 -8 -oa L) oa 18 4 az
RCPE.0 BAU-Base: 0, ddep ! RCP4.5 BHE-Base: 0, dde kg ha~' month "
B ' B
= d ] /I
; ' / s i Sl e . A
P! g | St FANy.
AN \\__H_ \ g | \p an I \__ i AEY
— B i 2 e 4 e e i o
" . L A 1 > e # 1

6.11: ANFEJT ST RATUIRRIEE 5 Base J7 2 H A A 7047
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I
|

MET6.0 + I- =

-

El BAU - i “ 4

El BHE - K -
N - B

RCP6.0 BAU - .i- -

RCP4.5 ECP - el -
I

I L] L] ; 1 L] 1 : I
-4 -3 -2 -1 0 -80 -60 -40 =20 0 20
Changes in Osddep (kg km~2 hr!) Relative changes in O;ddep (%)
s Cropland © Forest W Grassland mss Urban

K 6.12: ARS8 Nk ERA T8RS Base TR ZMH

6.3 SIETIFTR TREAXNKFES=EMEFIRNEH RN

6.3.1 SETIBE=ETX AOT40 B Y20

KL O BRI RSEFRARSTS), R flim 52220350, BRARMEYIR M3 2 & AL
EE R, SR DY, SEAEEGT, JCHAERT Og BURIIAEAILST200, AN ROKE
O BUKMIARANEYPUZ RN, THRARR KA T O 15 RA R g B 5 ek
RIS o

BT RIS BL, AN RAR D AU AR A1 5 X W= 5LAg = & 152 . [816.13 709
SR AOT40 HIB 755347 - Base 7 %8 N M HRAEAE K ZE AOT40 H°FH41E N 3.36 ppm-h,
HApdE (9.7 ppme-h) « %248 (5.9 ppm-h) YL (4.7 ppm-h) A1 (3.8 ppm-h) 2443 1] AOT40
R FEAF MET TR T, SR LFE T AOT40 43 753> 1 3.0% (MET6.0) £ 17.9%
(MET4.5). ANEE 2 B ZERRK, T, fREM 757E MET4.5 T AOT40 2 I
PG, WifE MET6.0 TN 23 RIS . A EL TR T, HEEHFE T AOT40
AT 52.9% (BAU) « -25.5% (ECP) F1-43.7% (BHE) (86.4). £ BAU 5% K, NOx.
CO Al NMVOCs it n (K6.3) , 17 ECP 1 BHE /7% F, NOx. CO Al NMVOCs f
R BRI . 7EEIE R E R R 2T, St RN O 12E b e 5 B IEH, Rk
O3 FIAPIHEBUI AR, 23D i i Yol OB A i) 0583333, ki S50 7 AOT40 1R

BAATE, AEGHREILFEFZm T, 3 7 2060 45 AOT40 4374 4.2 ppm-h (RCP6.0
BAU) . 2.1 ppm-h (RCP4.5 ECP) 1 1.2 ppm-h (RCP4.5 BHE) , #HX1481b N 24.1%. -40.0%
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H1-65.7% (£6.4) « XEMEMET Base TE, F| T 2060 4, 7£ RCP4.5 ECP il RCP4.5
BHE %12 T, Kk O3 XHEMM 544 20/, T7E RCP6.0 BAU T T, O3 XHEMIIR
k2 1am.

K 6.13: SAEAAL N AOT40 25 R 7 A
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* 6.4: Base & N %41 AOT40 Fiit J %% Case FHXTT Base [ 2Z{H S5 X 2E 4L (%)
MET El RCP

“1r  Base
6.0 4.5 BAU ECP BHE 6.0BAU 4.5ECP 4.5BHE

- 2.8 1.3 2.4 3.3 0.4 -1.3 1.5 1.0 2.1
Wil
(%) 464% 87.5% 117.8% 15.6% -47.9% 55.1%  36.1% -74.7%
- 5.9 2.1 -0.2 6.7 2.0 2.3 -0.5 -1.2 2.8
G
(%)  355% 2.6% 1142% 34.0% -393% -8.6%  -20.4% -48.4%
. 1.9 -0.5 0.4 1.0 -1.0 -1.1 0.9 -0.4 -1.6
fE R
(%)  -25.5% 204% 54.7% -52.6% -55.9% 46.2% -20.0% -85.2%
‘ 4.7 -1.9 -1.5 0.9 2.8 2.4 2.2 2.8 3.6
YLV
(%) -40.5% -32.5% 202% -60.0% -51.6% 47.7% -60.6% -76.1%
ik 9.7 -0.8 3.3 3.2 3.4 -4.0 0.2 4.5 -6.4
i
(%) -8.3% -33.9% 32.9% -349% -414% 2.5%  -46.7% -66.2%
‘ 3.8 -0.5 -0.7 1.9 2.2 2.3 1.5 -1.8 3.2
Mol
(%)  -12.6% -17.5% 49.8% -57.9% -58.9% 38.7% -47.4% -83.3%
- 2.0 -0.8 -1.5 -0.3 -1.5 -0.4 0.4 -14 -1.2
J 2R
(%)  -37.5% -712% -159% -71.3% -184% 17.3% -693% -56.3%
- 0.6 -0.1 0.1 0.6 -0.2 -0.5 1.2 -0.3 -0.5
=
(%) -20.0% 22.4% 106.1% -36.0% -79.1% 2062% -47.9% -88.7%
, 1.1 -0.3 -1.0 -0.2 -0.3 -0.4 0.6 -1.1 -0.4
NEAR]
(%)  -272% -88.9% -14.5% -259% -342% 54.7% -963% -40.8%
1.2 0.7 -0.9 0.6 0.4 -0.1 0.1 -1.0 -0.3
Pyt
(%) 412% -80.5% 51.6% 30.7% -7.6% 6.5%  -83.8% -22.9%
3.4 -0.1 -0.6 1.8 -0.9 -1.5 0.8 -1.3 2.2
T4

6.3.2 SIREUBERTREXNNEEFEEX = EMRKIF

MRAELR2.6MHE T AOT40 FaAR (M N5 R, 15 2AS R B R F U Ae 5 i 4
X FLRE AR P2 AR R T M, 6. 14 s, W BAE W, JET Wang SFPIANEK
B S AOT40 Wi N5 RE TN AR K R AR 7 B AR R 4 R ZE 0 AN K, (20K T Feng
SRS AOTA0 M N7y REFIMI A 45 K, BET-5K kX SEP92V K] AOTA0 Wit 5 J5 R Fil (14 7K R A
XA R GE R o Feng SFPSVRIGR AR SRR 1B (/K R AR 7 B R 2 e Tk 3] 4
Fro HUERT L, AN ) AOTA0 Wit 57 R SR AT R AR 7 B AR AR AL — € AN E
P
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RS (Base), AHEL T EBRIMET (Org), X XU FLAGAR N 7 B 450 25 O TR & 1
19.5%. Base 77 5 T i@ V34 A AOT40 el 877 % T WK AR = 4 e il LG, WU
FLFG B3R = AR RN 4.7%.

AAGAS AR A A [R]85 775 T £ X = A AR R P A AR R AR A S Base 77 % —#.
55T Feng 552N AOT40 M S 75 FETRI [ 25 SR AR, 6T 7k 4k X SE2921 (1) AOT40 AH M 77
T2 TR (¥ R 2 L RG AR = AR R 5 e d o BRSPS A AOT40 Wi o J5 72 T 1 W 2 L 7
X =R RBUR AT LR H, 7E MET 7T, A E XN RGP YA = B8 R # s TR, 4
BIRFE T 0.3% (MET6.0) 1 0.7% (MET4.5); 7 EI 5%, BAU E§124: B ZERFEF 34
X EM R R, 419 6.8%, FHET Base TR T 1.1%, TWifE ECP #1 BHE %1%, 4
[ = ARG S A = ARG BT R, 20 N RE TR 1.0% AT 1.7%.

AR, 7 2060 FAE TR 5 FHT 2415075 Je= 6 B3R (RCP6.0 BAU), 4=
[ O RSP A = AR RN 5.7%, MIET Base JT RN T 0.9%; ST Judm i B 5
(RCP4.5 ECP) T, 4xEXZERFEFIIMX = A KN 3.1%, T Base 77 RBA T 1.6%;
ARV QAR HIEUR (RCP4.5 BHE) T, 4 [E U2 RSP I AH X P 840 2k 8 2.2%, T Base
Ti ST 2.6%

21

[] Feng et al. (2003)
Wang et al. (2012)

Bk{7Hf et al. (2014
18 _ S 4k 40 ot al. (2016)
- Y4

I I
MET4.5 El BAU EI ECP EIBHE RCP6.0 BAU RCP4.5 ECP RCP4.5 BHE

6.14: Fe AR i N7 R R AR KX ARG AN 7 At ok

Kl6.15 094 [ %24 1 W R AR P E VR B FAME. HEIWTLLEH, Base 775 T b
b (12.1%) « 228 (7.6%) FITLTY (6.2%) AN =B K mo T 74 (1.9%) RS (2.1%) AHXY
PR BB MET J7 %, WL AR 2 7 BEAHEL T Base 774, 2rnlshn 1
37.5% (MET4.5) £1 70.7% (MET6.0) . %M = #7E MET6.0 #45 F X2 R ARG X 2 &
IS T 31.8% A1 26.1%. ARG PEINRAE MET4.5 J7 % N AR R = 218, 705
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EF] 15.1% F110.6%. HARE 52T RS, NIRRT s 8 Vil r (MET4.5,
-55.3%) o HHELT Base %, AKHEMTE Bl BAU 842 N W Z: FL ARG A5 5% 77 i 40 1
R, b 2 BUEIEIA B T 102.6%. 1) AR AN R S A 5D, 7390 08-12.0% #1-9.0%.
7E E1 ECP 12 F, BRI (12.6%) « 211 (30.5%) A= B (19.4%) W75 FLAF A5 2 7 &
s, HRE MR TGS, KA R NERZ (-53.8%). £ EIBHE B2, &84
W= RFFAIR A R = B AR N, b TR (-50.2%) » = F TR
(-4.8%) -

SR E, 2T 2060 4£4E RCP6.0 BAU 812, FRLBUEH TFE (-7.7%) LASL, HAR
B R ARG ARG A e = 5 BT N, o PE G IR IA $1) 98.0% . WiTL{E RCP4.5 ECP %
12T MR R AEARR A R P AT AR BT, X MR R A BAT S M HE SR (RCP4.5 BHE)
WZE B FEARR AR R = A 42 T B (-60.4%) . BRWTT LA H AR 0 /£ RCP4.5 ECP #5452 T,
AR R P AT UG R B, WEFE N B2 9-59.9%. 7 RCP4.5 BHE #4121, A MAEX
W B AT 40 5 7= B A i R B (-71.0~-14.5%) o

21

Base MET6.0 B MET4.5
El BAU BB EIECP Il El BHE
18 — RCP6.0 BAU 1] RCP4.5 ECP [lll RCP4.5 BHE
15 <
gﬂ.’ ~
s
6 I ] ] }
I | I I I [ 4] I
;i | [ ]
I ! L] & ] I L1k
0 3 it * &
Wit s 4 ek LT WG il IR I it &

6.15: % U AR KX R AREARN = B R 2 1E
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# 6.5: Base T R F &AM WEEFEMX =2 K1 X% Case #HX] T Base M ZEH S5
XFAEA, (%)

MET El RCP
“1r  Base
6.0 4.5 BAU ECP BHE 6.0BAU 4.5ECP 4.5BHE
4.0 1.5 2.9 3.8 0.5 -1.6 1.8 1.2 24
WL
(%) 37.5%  70.7% 95.2% 12.6% -38.7%  44.5% 29.2% -60.4%
- 7.6 2.4 -0.2 7.8 2.3 2.7 -0.6 -1.4 -3.3
L
%) 31.8% -24% 102.6% 30.5% -35.3% -71.7% -183% -43.5%
— 3.0 -0.6 0.5 1.2 -1.2 -1.2 1.0 -0.4 -1.9
f&
(%) -18.8% 15.1% 40.4% -38.9% -41.3% 34.1% -14.8% -63.0%
T 6.2 2.2 -1.8 1.1 33 2.8 2.6 -3.3 -4.2
1
(%) -355% -28.4% 17.7% -52.6% -45.1% 41.7% -53.0% -66.6%
.- 12.1 -0.9 -3.9 3.7 -4.0 -4.7 0.3 -5.3 -7.5
(%) -78% -31.8% 30.8% -32.6% -38.8% 2.4% -43.7% -61.9%
- 5.2 -0.6 -0.8 2.2 2.6 2.6 1.7 2.1 -3.7
b
(%) -10.7% -14.9% 42.5% -49.3% -50.2% 33.0% -40.4% -71.0%
s 32 -0.9 -1.7 -04 -1.7 -04 0.4 -1.7 -1.3
’ (%) -283% -53.7% -12.0% -53.8% -13.9% 13.0% -52.3% -42.5%
- 1.5 -0.1 0.2 0.7 -0.3 -0.6 1.5 -0.3 -0.6
(%) -9.5% 10.6% 504% -17.1% -37.6%  98.0% 22.7% -42.2%
- 2.1 -0.4 -1.1 -0.2 -0.3 -04 0.7 -1.2 -0.5
Ve
(%) -169% -553% -9.0% -16.1% -21.3% 34.0% -59.9% -25.4%
- 2.1 0.6 -1.1 0.7 0.4 -0.1 0.1 -1.1 -0.3
=~
%) 26.1% -51.0% 32.7% 19.4% -4.8% 4.1% -53.1% -14.5%
4.7 -0.1 -0.6 1.8 -0.9 -1.5 0.8 -1.3 2.2
T3

6.3.3 SIETHFRTREMNNERE~EMZFRKNFMN

AR 4 [ &8 0 AR BRI P SRR = Bk, 46225 48 1 XU LA 1 S B AR
e, MR A2.20M12.21, FET /KRR BASTT A BOE 0 4% BRI AT 5L B O5 15 L ) 7K
FE 7 AR RIAR BN G025 o AN I 62,570 2019 4502 BLRE = B BE 1 A 2060 £E 30
T EAF R, (AREE AR T RIIGK, W= RAG = B0 e Bkl , B/l H f
X 2 LR P AR R R A BRI R AT AR S A T B A2 21T A EWI I SERR = Bk, AN
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SCCRT AR P Rk, IEBOR TR SE bR R . Ik, — S8R
BRURBUARKIAE 0, WERSERMEY - R Z R, (E-Eaik B giie: ke, —
SEAEMIARN P AR KRB S B Oy, RIS b B LEAUD, H BRI

MF6.67T LA, T O5 ¥5 J4idh i) X = BLAG Jak ™ &y 126.8 J3mfi, AHR. 45
kA 515.1 BRI, Ho W BAg 7 S48 A 2 5 2% f i 144 0 NTL T (41.7 J3 N,
16.9 B JigEot) , HUGZIFE (36.6 Jilli, 14.9 HJiFIt), | % (15.9 Jilli, 64.7 H JiZIn)
, PARBRARIIE O N =T (0.47 JIM, 0.19 H HFEID).

nEl6.16f17~, 7E EI BAU #1 RCP6.0 BAU W/ ME42 T, XWERFGR = R m, 700
170.5 J3WEAT 169.7 JW, HHR 2GR K5 A 692.3 | TR ITH 641.3 H TR IT. WIFE M
TP AE R[] 7 28R X2 LRG0 & R L R e 57 B R 38 0 i (4o A 00 2 B e
BRI (R2.5) , (HAARFREAA Y, XRIWIILN Oy 5 4eh) TH/™ &,

7£ MET6.0 #8452 T, WiiL. ZHUN 2 BT RARRG™ &0 m3ghn 7 0.84 J3mi, 2.95 /5
AT 0.13 J0, MR TFHR A AIEINT 37.2 3% I0. 12.0 H/iEILM 0.5 B ik
JGo fE MET4.5 312N, WL, B = m W25/ 20 5 im 1 1.6 /i, 0.3 Jil
107 JiE, AHR L GFIRR D BIIN T 24.4 /i FEIC. 1.2 HHEIOM 3.0 HJiETC. 1L
FEEPR S MET 77 % N g™ B ¥ e %, 4308 15.4 73 (MET6.0) #1 12.4 J50
(META4.5) , &350/ 7 62.5 B /3570 503 /570, £ EIBAU RN, BT %
AN R O LR R R R D (2.0 i, -0.1 i), HAE R B, If
TR E T R BN T 43.6 ANk, MRS T 177.2 B %6, £ El
ECP B1%2 F, WL, B = m = R g A B0, HARAE o™ 235 90800 . T
EI BHE %121, B A0 WS FEE= =580 . [FRS, YRR P BL 5 % R o™
BB %, 20N 22.6 Nl (ELECP) 1 19.5 /il (EIBHE) , &5l 7 91.6 B
IR 79.1 HJiE T,

BART S, AARMABOEIEFEFZ0 T, i3] 2060 4£74E RCP6.0 BAU #42 T, WZE
ARG RGN T 42.9 i, SR T 174.0 B /330 #£ RCP4.5 ECP #8412 K, X
Z= G B> 1 55.9 Jill, SRR T 226.9 H T3 0; £E RCP4.5 BHE (121,
WG  E b  %, v 78.8 Jilll, &G/ T 319.9 HTETT.
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veveo | 0
verss | 0
eav | N
eicce ([N )
eisHe [N )
rees.0sau | . 0
rerasece [N
il
I | | | | I | I I 1 |

0 30 60 90 120 150 180 O 100 200 300 400 500 600 700 800
CPL (731 ECL (F173 %)

RCP4.5 BHE

6.16: %8 1 ARKIK R B AR R AN TrR R AR L
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*£ 6.6: Base /7 &£ N B NERRE BRI TR KNG AT M % Case #HXF T Base [
Z1H

MET EI RCP

By K5 Base
6.0 4.5 BAU ECP BHE 6.0BAU 4.5ECP 4.5BHE

cpL 21 0.9 1.6 2.2 0.3 -0.8 1.0 0.7 -1.3
AN
ECL 8.6 3.4 6.5 8.9 1.1 3.4 4.1 2.6 5.3
.. CPL 83 3.0 -02  10.1 2.8 3.1 -0.7 -1.6 3.8
LI
ECL 338 120 -09 410 115 -126 2.8 -6.6 -154
CPL 19 -04 0.3 0.8 -0.8 -0.8 0.7 -0.3 -1.2
e
ECL 7.7 -15 1.2 3.2 -3.0 32 2.7 -1.2 -4.9
- CPL 417 -154 -124 80 -226 -19.5 19.1 22.8 -28.3
ViR
ECL 1692 -62.5 -503 323 916 -79.1 77.4 -92.4 -115.1
‘ CPL 11.7 -1.0 -4.0 43 4.1 -4.9 0.3 -5.5 -7.6
biiBla
ECL 473 -41 -164 173 -168 -19.8 1.3 222 -30.7
‘ CPL 366 -41 -57 168 -185 -18.9 13.0 -15.2 -26.4
Vi)
ECL 1485 -167 -23.1 682 -753 -76.6 52.7 -61.9  -107.1
- CPL 159 -46 -87 -196 -87 -2.27 2.15 -8.46 -6.89
r/\
ECL 647 -188 -353 -80 -353 92 8.7 -34.3 -28.0
- CPL 68 -07 0.7 3.5 -1.2 2.6 6.9 -1.6 2.9
ECL 276 -2.7 3.0 142  -48  -105 27.8 -6.3 -11.7
‘ CPL 15 -03 -08 -0.1 -0.2 -0.3 0.5 -0.9 -0.4
e
ECL 59 -10 -33 -0.5 -1.0 -1.3 2.1 3.6 -1.5
B CPL 05 0.1 -0.2 0.2 0.1 -0.02 0.02 -0.3 -0.1
=
ECL 1.9 0.5 -1.0 0.6 0.4 -0.1 0.1 -1.0 -0.3
CPL 1268 -22.5 -294 437 -529 -53.1 42.9 -55.9 -78.8
4 [H

ECL 5151 -914 -1195 177.2 -2148 -215.7 174.0 -2269  -319.9

6.4 RELE

A B B ) WRF-Chem #i30, 3% 2060 £ H 1S 5t F DPEC =4S K% 55
J& (SSP4-60-BAU. SSP2-45-ECP Al SSP2-45-BHE) , 73 H A 24 Hi V5 Yedzs il B . sk is G
s ) S SRERN fe AR5 oA O, RN 7 AR AT B, B T LA RIS, BREAER
SEAE RN I HETBOE CA B IS S5 R - 36 [F) 4 F R R R AT DOREAE = (R RE e, 317 Folfiki 72
TR RIS 50 R R K O3 MBS EY) ™ & [ 4 BF 40 R IR
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NAHEROE 2 52 m O3 WREEA B E 4R+, AFHFSUE 5T (EI BAU. EI ECP. EI
BHE) N AR AL B 7 E X O5 WRFEFIRFE T 2.4 pugm =2 (3.0%)~ 4.0 ug-m =3
(5.2%) A1 7.8 pg-m=3 (10.0%) » AFESLELET (MET 6.0. MET4.5) , SRERMSAL, ff
HE X Os T FBF 0.8 pg-m = (0.5%) Ml 1.3 ugm=2 (2.6%) - 7ESMFARLH AT
(RCP6.0 BAU. RCP4.5 ECP. RCP4.5 ECP) L [E/EFH T, O3 #RE /37 T F% 2.8 ugm =3 (2.1%)-
4.6 pgm=3 (4.5%) A 8.7 png-m=3 (12.0%).

ARE R R Vg(0s) AERUR TR T, ARFMABEFE T EHLX V,y(0s) ~F
B EFFT 0.02 cmes™! (4.1%) F10.004 cmes™ (1.2%) « A AFEBOIR B AS, 845 o (5 Hs [X
Va(03) P24 7-0.003 cm-s~! (-0.3%) + 0.001 cm-s~* (0.1%) 1 0.001 cm-s~* (0.1%) - 1E
SN FIEFPEA T Va(03) 707 EF T 0.01 cm-s™ (4.0%) « 0.008 cm-s™! (2.0%)
F10.01 cm-s™! (2.3%)-

5 03 IREE AL, N ONHERERZ S EF E X Osddep 24U T 4215 4K
Fo AR T 3L EAE A A E X Ogddep 735 R FE T 2.9%. 6.5% A1 8.4%.

AT HEER O3 WRFEK, 05 15 4 3 EONZE BB PR = B KN T 4.7%, ™
BN 126.38 Jil, MBI FFIRA A 515.07 H H3EI0. #2060 4F, REASELT 5
4 [ XU ARG P A 7= AR AR T 8T O3 WREEAKF 43 A2 4L T 0.9% (RCP6.0 BAU) «
-1.6% (RCP4.5 ECP) F1-2.6% (RCP4.5 BHE) . M{ZEFLRGR7 &40 BIASAL T 42.9 JiME, -55.9
JIWEAN-78.8 JIWl; AH R A B R ARAL A3 AN 174.0 B Ji5ETT. -226.9 H T ITH-319.9 A
JIETC. ARRUIRIRSEIAT B HIT5 G425 B (RCP6.0 BAU) , O 5 Yo X R h 5
A G AT TS G BOR (RCP4.5 BHE) , X2 RLAE 18™ &2 b —
FLLE, ZUFR M KIE D .
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BtE BUBHEERE

71 ARBRBELE

AR S DA [ X AR 7 X3, T B AL i, 456 AT R R AR BT 2T
O B2 k), 25 R TUT AL ER 2 B 1820 Noah-MP-WDDM Al [X 38,255 Jii &% X, WRF-
Chem, #1371 Ball-Berry UL FEEHLH] S O3 (LA TR IR P . [FI, & T Og
B IS EU T %, RA R INCE O Al A A S S RE  m  E
% JERE X IRABUE A A, % XIS i O3 F TN HEAT 1 ik, S2BL T 7E WRF-Chem
H Oy HAEHE R AT Oy RFVERIIRAE . FELLERAE b, ST T Sl ML oS X ke 4
AR, RPERLRAT IR, AR XIRREE Oy T IR .
iz F ool JE A s — 2D A A s 7 R ML R T O T M FE AR A RRAE B AR SRS
AR S PSR ARSI AN . IS0 EE M g .

1. #AY R Va(03) HIW

S AINY FAE ARAR S R SR AR R JE UL R T TR) V (O3) 7351025 0.75 em-s~! A1 0.30
cm-s— Lo AR TR EEDILIN A H 18] Vg(03) N 0.45 cm-s~to REANFE FTERETH Vai(03) ¥ 2
HR TR R A, AIREUICH H N RHIE . (BT V(O3) BIARAR KA 32 M
A TS PR R GRS, RIS E TN BRI Vl(03) FAE RN ZE R

2. ST UM L] PPl 5 it

i L T RRA A AEIR I R B, AR N AT I N 20 Va(O03) HAZE
AR 2o AR I AR AR R E i o, Jarvis LS EENLHIE AT g, EXUERAR
€, T Ball-Berry “TALHLHI S g, EHIERGES FEARH TS, RS L
S go HARAGEEFEA . Ball-Berry T AL T EEHL X SR 07 ARARALA H T 24
[¥] Va(O3) BRI T Jarvis TALF L. LEAh, Re FEFEHT R Va(O5) LA L7
R, B B R, SHE Pt &7 H T

A2 XA A T, BT H A I B A PEA, £E WRF-Chem #30rJF% 1 Ball-Berry
LT EENL R A B AR B o 5 TR A5 20 Noah-MP 4 H 31 O, (LT BRI RE P82 1, 875
Wesely T-UTFENLE T R %4 M Ball-Berry AL FENLHIEAT AL R AT FIRF, g
T O3 WUEME NS HALTT %, R SR R AR GE B XHE gOL & R A LS E Y
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i 3o 2 Rt DX BB AR S, S8 T #E WRF-Chem ' O3 58 (X ] IR AT O3 RAR
TERIBIERAE « =T ook ) X R S 22 A Fi B =0 WRF-Chem X 3% [H O3 Tt b id B e i
ho GREH, B0 E o SR R BRARAUR N 8490 O W FE SIS B2 43 il 2
= 1 10.0% 1 8.8%; X V4(Os) BHLLKEFE 73l 5 1 51.9% H1 28.6%. %I T Ozddep, HAE
A H TR S BCR AR, URTE T 0.3%; 1xf SL B E Pty e bk N2, Bkt S
Ozddep B 1R 5 T 16.8%. WAL, AL 51 X4 A I B S R R
I — R HIAE, S ST T 5.6%, A ERRET 6.4%. SILFHTREE
AR B — D S BT T ARFR RSB AEF= J 1P BIBEAR T 4.1% F1 9.5% . ZE 5211
PRI RBOERIEE T TR 7 6.3%, BHRGEEIM T 8.5%, ML 2m A&, FHibk
TR IRARSI RGN . A AR P R AR R LR AR AR AT X A O5 WREEF38 ETF T 3.2
pgm=2, Vg(O3) T FBET 0.06 cm-s~t, Osddep “F¥ FF% 7T 0.9 kg-ha—'-month~!.

3. SRR AR R T M R R e BN R AL

2019 fEH [E O3 F TR BN SR LT, AR H L ARAR BRI T T 44 O5 PREIE
=708 596.3 kg-km~2-month~t. 555.7 kg-km~2-month—!, 528.9 kg-km~2-month~! £ 323.9
kg-km2-month~'. FETIIFESW:, AWFFE T Oz IEER Va(O3) X Osddep HIAHRT vTHk,
FHdE— 2R TR O WRFEAT V(03) HISEE K TIEFE. T RIL, O IRFEM V,(03) Xt
Ozddep FIFIRT TTHR 2T A 34.4% F1 63.8%. Forf, RN Oz AR Mb I I FEA7 A B3
MEKRZER, BRTEEMEERS . WEMTURESETS, TR S 0N 33.6%, 29.7%
H119.5%, TR IA] O3 Ak EERALFE R DTk, 5 LA F] 45.6%. XF T V(03), R, H
R. %3 7 HHAAL, AX 5Tk 7508 53.2% 1 43.4%.

4. BUATPURR I R A5 AR A R e L R SRS AR P B I AR R VA

P FEHIRBRAR T 1 00 5 AR TRZRH R T (RCP6.0 BAU, RCP4.5 ECP I RCP4.5
BHE) N AHERI AR R E RN 05 FUUREE RIS . SRR, NAHEBUZR M Oy WKE
1 Ozddep B F 42 HF, HIGRRRERMEE, ENNHBFSGARWMILEER T
O3 WRZ 435 T F% 3.7%- 5.8% A1 11.6%, Osddep HI437 FFET N 2.9% 6.5% 1 8.4%. T
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