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TEKGEHERINRBT R EHEE

WO’ BT
(oY e ARG 0 SR I B S 452505 3¢ 100085)

O BHUKEMERER R RGN, K SRR A%, FEh B SR AEAS BBl AR S R G Jm S 7, il
WS RGUERRIZ TR G . LK SR SR SCE R Ml b A 25 R U R AR LA B S 5t AN ] 2D ) —
e, — R IKSC A Sl B e MESh S AR . R, 3K SR BN ksl TE AL EE R R A i
it MGG EERERL T ¥ o A SCERIR T 3T HHOR I + ORI SIS RENUBAU R AT | 220500 4
K3 BASBERURBE Y PR 738 HUARIE I . A BEAE N [ A AR 25K SO s SR PR I — 26225 SR 0 KSR 5
Rl b A= 25 R e Z [RVAH AR P S IR, e B TR SRR S R G TR 2L

K G A FHAE RS ARG A UK KA s 3K A s BENLBLAYL; W5

1 515

- HEIK I3 — B A K SR A AR b PR A7 1Y
G, MR I 2 2 PSS LR A WIS 10 B R
17 (Rodriguez-Iturbe, 2000; Porporato et al, 2002; Za-
lewski, 2002), A=K 30 FE W 5EK PRI
B RGAEAERRE, T FRE i EE
ZAFRHE RN EE G, HPO UK SO A S RS0
¥ Jmy 2 REE AR REE I, T RIS RS R
GEXKSCEER S FE Y B ist , ¥ R i 5 7K AR A 2
RGN 8856 R 145 PR (K 9 U5 7] #50) (New-
man et al, 2006; Smettem, 2008),

K L BR AR R AR G Y B2 ORI SO
IR 45 e A B Bl A= 28 R G Jm 5 ik
TR JRRl A S R G RIS T YOG, RIZK SCRIAE
544 2 B9 ¢4 (D'Odorico et al, 2010; Legates et al,
2010), KGN AR RGN F 2 I
IKIFENASPE Y, 13K 53 3 Al ok XA K 53 1
TE AR R R I RS2, e AL Ot
HAE A R 581050 94 7 J1 (Rodriguez-
Tturbe et al, 2004), 177 H 337K 535 52 4 185
A= W3E B RN AR 7R RN B, AT 428 1 2 N AT

s HEA:2014-12; /81T HEA:2015-02,
EEMA : BRI H (2012BAC08BO1)

A ) N 1y vl 3R 45 14 (D'Odorico et al, 2003,
2005). £S5 — 1 HE—H 8% 25 A5 & 4t (Climate-
Soil-Vegetation Dynamics System)H, -+ 37K 73 sh 75
Z— FRINIKIC AR FI A A FE R e, e
I ROERE RS R R B TR BK 73
(ZEHUK , ET)% (Rodriguez-Iturbe et al, 2004), T 7E
+ M —HE 9 — K R 3% 22 14 (Soil- Plant- Atmosphere
Contunium, SPAC) 1, 387K 73 258 R R il Hb
2210 o B 5 KRR 8 A 5oAE F (Land- Atmosphere
Interaction) [} B5 B4 43, 37K 4338 5o %) i |2 5
FA) 5 M 8] R A SO0 38 ol b 8 23 RS 7K PRGE o
XF RN BE R R AN FZAREUIE R, e 2 S okt
TREAKAE SR FUKAE IR, R BE 32 S R G2, TP
B ER ] & A 8% 55 7K (Asbjornsen et al, 2011;
Ellison et al, 2012; Orellana et al, 2012) A #% -5 %
(Bonan, 2008). + 3 /K 43 5 < {5 (D'Odorico et al,
2004; Legates et al, 2010; Seneviratne et al, 2010)[H]
1Y SO R o B

A HE K 53 Bl A SR A G K S AR A A 7S R
GEAH HAEH S AT D — B8 RS
PRI b TP IR B I 10 25 DR 2R AR R A E T R 45
JIT LA A B R AL v BE AR Ak o ik R A 2l

YEE BT 4(1990-), 5, WU fET FHA, A=, =2 N0k JRy 5 0 18 A A= 8K SCFSY , E-mail: jianhu_st@rcees.ac.cn.

S B, B—. 2015, 138K ZhZSBEME R sT HE R V], M BEA 240k f2, 34(3): 389-400. [Hu J, Lii Y H. 2015. Research progress on
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BLPRR - O 3K 5046 Jm S AR B A B VI R A —
i, WHE PR 2R WK A2 3K 53 s i 52 e, a2
FEA R S R EIK SR R @A T
I FIAE g 2 AU 38K 43 sl S A FH R B 3R Z1
(AR LENE s QBEIK 2 K o 28R 5 ), 3%
A ko i) TCRREE R BEAL S, R AE K LR G
() AL A AT, A AR A R T AN E e L B AL
A1 AS A 1 Il P4 (Noy- Meir, 1973; D'Odorico et al,
2010), PRI, 7RG | I RTRE R AR L RG]
T8 K S SIS MR BENLIK SR E , F5 2T
T AR TRELA A , B 58K 2 Sh A B AL
# 4l (Eagleson, 2004; Rodriguez-Iturbe et al, 2004),
H M Ealgson i AL IR 5 | AR IR S E
AT, 5T K- 1) - e 43 B A B A LA
PR TARK AR , I RN A K ST A4~
1 FEREAS— 2 AY /& Eagleson 7F 2002 H It &
2% (Ecohydrology: darwinian expression of vegeta-
tion form and function)) , 5 4~ il J5L B (1Y) 47) PR 157 46 KL
MUSIRR SO B SS 1  AE W A fe
JE] 5 L & Rodriguez-Iturbe £l Porporato 7£ 2004 4
i B9 (Ecohydrology of water- controlled ecosys-
tems: soil moisture and plant dynamics)— % , X} 7K 43
PR X AR 25 2R G0 1Y 337K 43 30 2 R HLA A0 A0 F 5
55 5 #E 4T T L 45 (Eagleson, 1978a, 1978b, 2004;
Rodriguez- Iturbe et al, 2004; D'Odorico et al, 2010).
AT K 3 S BEY BRI 58 i e A T 2508
PP E NSRBI R i B8, OF LU A5 S B AL
AU 25 55 o A BT [ PN A 2K S0 1 s o
P22 R K SCIE A5 fli AR S R S8 2 (A AH B
YERIBEAR , e A B TR SR AR S R G v] Frek

L

2 [E NSt EK o Sh AN R A i

i

2.1 EShERERE

H1 TR R A A 25 R G i AT, 2 5y (] e
(8 TR BEALER 1, i LIRS A 250K SCE R Y
WFFE 278 TR AR , o il 13K 73 iP5
(Noy-Meir, 1973; Rodriguez-Iturbe, 2000), Eagleson
(1978b) e -5 [ /T FEATL P 0 A £33 K 73 Bl 2548
Rvh ST T RERLE) KR . Milly(1993)
XF BEAL - K o3 S A S T REALERL R e A

Milly #5280 H ] —2H A 187 2 1 5 R AR /N ] )R
BE 1 3K 431 i, {H Milly PR R B 25 R 2R
PR T SRR s, PN BEFH T 50K 4
BHAXTHBCIR A A2 . Rodriguez-Iturbe 55(1999)
1 Laio 55(2001)4 H 28 A 2 3K 731 pRACRITTR
JEBIRS 5K BARLIE R R | E AR A AT L)
PV 58 AHPRRE A SRR E RS
7810 P ARE 2% 28 B PR, (R 5 R - K oy e B A A
25 AL KA ORI AU S i) . Ridolfi 45
(2003) % Rodriguez-Iturbe F Laio 4= 17K 43 2 A bl
MURBSRIE Tk —20 A e, 2% 8P R 36 1 587K 45
A B FE M A5 R AT BRI A5 R
iz | A= HEFNI M AR Z (0] YOG 2, {H AT L 7K A
77 7 2O K A3 VR HIPL I AT 43R
2005 4 Z [ 1K S S A B RE LB AY , #2H FoK
YERBERLAS 5, X B — 32 ) L K s kAT
FEALELAL , I B TR IR K S0 7E S 57 10 1Y
ARAE . 1T Laio(2006) W R4 1 S K 710 - 3 1) 1hg 2
B A A T — AR 58K AN R TR B
i) Zh A AR ST HTHE AL
DIAEASAKSCEE R F2Eh T TR I H
SR oK AT S ASBEAUELAL, IF A % JE T 7K B,
TRARAE W 1) IR 2 A 8K 43 19 4 I (Wilcox et al,
2005), Rodriguez-Iturbe % (2007)42 H 1 4F 257K 3¢
SEAE R b DR IR A VR Z MR OKER AR R
GERFFE PRI AL 8 R iZ 2R A S R G 1K
53 BHAS BEAUB AT 22 7870 AN TR S K AL sh Ve
DL SR FHE 2 4t AKAB ) S B A AR o3 A Rk S A
PRAE S AR R R R, K 5 H R /K A B
YEHIRLAE 1978 48 3 € 45 2 #F 52, JF H. Ridolfi 45
(2008) & J'& T 45 & 3K — 18 /KA 3h 25 1) AT A
Y H I R 2 T A 6T A 38 K 0T i A A
FH, DG e - 87K 53 2l 25 %) BEHLABTAEL %) HERf 1
H R KA X3 22 L KA R R AR X - 18 K 43
F 8 A %5 7 2 A9 4 F (Nepstad et al, 1994; Rodri-
guez-Iturbe et al, 2007), Laio %% (2009) £ Tamea 5%
(2009)7E M1 DX IS HORHAE B R 2 DT 7K AR K
WOR B A8 5 X K S S AS A HLTRI AN AL, X}
IKAEFN A 38K 53 B A5 AT T BEPLELL . 21,
T A AR 43T ) 33K O3 B A BE B LA Y DAY
TE T X0 B2 R HOK I S A B BEALEAL, & 3]
7 J8 - HEK 432 B 1 25 555 A AR A o A I
FR AR, P2 P M X5 T KA AR A AR
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B E N T REAESRERER T ARZE T K
YEHT BRI AL S R GE Y T 58K o ShAS FE AL A
ACAGEASETRY PpRF - 3 7K 73 6 2% 2 G ) il ik B R
20, T HASRYE ARG EEE T, T SOR R gy =2k
AT
22 ERARIE

TESG R E T B9 5K 70 sh 25 R
BIUBLALL , 75 53 56 T ik T2 RIRE 32 285 B ok B A0 T 0T
Rl HLARRPE R T34 A B L (Rodriguez-Tturbe et al,
2004), 1K ICEE(2008)FIXIHES 25 (2006b) 551 % A
257K 3024 ) Fi{Ecohydrology of water-controlled eco-
systems: soil moisture and plant dynamics)iX /A 45
IS, B AR AR K SO T 5T Y STk e AT
THE I E N EB KM R EEN S %
P T KT 13K 3 Bl S BEA LR
AL BT 2 =N R EAL . LA B E.(1990)
BT K WK , PR e 1K oL
PEHEAT T REHLELAL, B AR5 (1997a, 1997b) L —4E
K- [e] FLAT 3 (8] 28 S T 18 [ oAy 45 J5e — &4 4 4 AT
Ui sl b B4 2] A& )RR ], 32 F Monte Carlo i
BV 5 0 A 1 338K 43722 B i B BLGE T HRe
FeH— B RIS o3 A R, (K SERRAN
FET AR SGE RN . B N B T AR oK 3G
TR B AL AL, S5 2 B i 55 (20002, 2000b) 7
Eagleson(1978a) A/l 31 7 5 7K - A 3 S Ay 1=
U T R th 2R | 78 AR IR THA ik O
1B S JERR IR I AR K SCR AT TR . X
H8245(2007) . 32 7 % (2009) F1 T 2kt 45 (2009) 17
Laio +3E/K 73 S ZSBEAUSERY , 23 BIBFFE T 483 L&
Ly DXt D] 272, DX R G ) 1| 2, e 8 X2 2
THOK TSNS R R LR B R BRI T
T iZARRLAE AT X3S FE ; B8 7555(2013) M Ro-
driguez-Tturbe T3E/K /3 S S FEHUEIRL, B4 T Vb4
SN TTARBE AR K = R KA 328 - 8 AR
R RRBURIE , D IZ B E YDk 0 X 1) 3
Yo PanZ5(2011, 2013 )R L 37K 73 S A HEA LR
FHT AR W DX, PEAS T v ] AR A1 it T e X
IR ML AR B/ NAE K G IAE RO, IR AR
T RUEE b, 25 B AR L AR — AR i BRI - 4K
MR, TR T AR VA A B T R FAR I R A
AR PR, R T SR A S 2 pR A T RRE 1Y
it B e A XK oA o g B AR E RS AR
AL, WF SRR 23 T L A AR BB, 04T A

FUEE 30K 73 8 25 BENUBU I BRI S AR, % Jm
PSS SETEAR > [ I K ik LA AU o H T -3k
SrENAS SIS MAERS R TSR D  woAR
THAK SO RS RS R GEIIRE, i HOK 7 87
HAEBRGR AT

3 EHOKSF

K VA R AR IK SO A R R
SEMFSE L HOK S A A W ROKSGE R S AR
S FRAR EAE RIS, DL R R ki 2R 1 5 RS
AR OCHE, ROK SR FEROR T K 5
YA ) AR 0T, BRI A (2R UK (ET) Al
Wit . K oSS RY  AAR BT F E e T
XA A AR SGE R 2 A 1 582 A TR IR A T2
28 (D'Odorico et al, 2006), HR X+ 35K 7 5 & &
IR SCAEEFR AN AT /D 20 BB 0 , R Rl b A= S R 40
{8 B 42 17 1) 5 # (D'Odorico et al, 2010; Legates et
al, 2010).

IR SCAE A 1 Fe il 5 R 0T LU 38 4 (Legates et
al, 2010):

nz &= (P M) ~(E+T)=(R R AR (1)

A n NALBR /% , Z, R 135835 )2 VR FE /mm, s 4
SRR K (BUE 0~1) . 3385 /K i Bl B 7] (7)
AR R [ 3 RS (P) FHRI S (M) B 7K 53+ A FITE ok
TIEZ K (E) M ZARIE(T) 8 W 3 2 7 i )7 3
P2 R AR T (R.) N ) S AL (R FITR 2 5 e b
S5 U K (R /K A P R ik R Al . — ROk U,
Ko R A YK Sy R AR B I R S5, AT
HEAR A 25 57K o3 75 SRAHXPIR S I B4 . 38
i K AT R SR T g A R 45 B AR R
LM SRR KRG FERKCER O LA
KT R BRI T K o & I ZE
i, D'Odorico 55(2006) 2 45 - 45 7K 73~ v e
5 AR RN T K R AL R TR R
XF LK PRV T T 2 . BRI S ZE UK
FREZHNENATENE, oE T 230K a &l
P RERLME . T 3K O 1 38K 73 ) A Bl
BB, B B R S22 5 W RN 28 B R A A B
HLE R, Rl e LIRS R A BEAL IR R IER R 2, X
SERFSE AT LLA3 A 2 — SR B A S B AL 3R
AN Y P o G o T e (1B 0 % W
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FE PEAZ 5 (Milly, 1993, 2001; Rodriguez-Iturbe et al,
2004; Laio, 2006; Laio et al, 2009; Tamea et al,
2009); 73— IR AE PRI B AR EN, 0 H A <A A
R BEDLE 23 i L IX, T R [ T A A B A
1 2R HUR R BEAIL P 2R (Aboitiz et al, 1986; Or
et al, 1994; Luo et al, 2007), |3 P R SSA AR 4l
R T A BEATL IR 3R A A TS IR, L JR
PRZE TR A BRI PR 2R (B A 3 T T4 R R 20, 1T
ZEHUGE FEAERM RN RS, A SN F 2
2R VAR R BERLIR 2R AR Sy 5=

4 HHOKIT SRS LA

PIRER R BEHLAE R, MR AR 1= 587K 53 S A Bl A LA
RUXT A | - BERRE A OC 1 A= /K SCS Bl IR 1
TR B AR Y B 38 R M R o =2 58 12k
—“ KMl R A (“Bucket models”), 1A H R
X1 & 5K o3P A 5 55 12— 1 47 )= i A
(Vertically distributed models), A 137K 73 113
T LA A, AN SRR 2 M R KA A 5 T 2k
Mo 7K %I 25 45 7 (Water table recharge model),
MR PR EE T 5 S8 2 M R /K i B E R 4
KA BN RIFEM o 3K AR N 25 A= K St 2
FRRZERIILZ 1 DU 3T 8K - fn 45 2E
ARG R R B PRI RE B 22 S AR ], L
B IR =28 R K S A A U A
4.1 “7K¥§#% % (Bucket models)

RN ALY R AR K AR X H R
ELVIIKOP A AR 5 3 4- 3987K 43 Bl s ] %) Bl
Ak, DA S5 7K R DG R A 25 7K Sk A8 Bl s 1) 1
F LK B, ACREAIAL N Rodriguez-
Iturbe F1 Laio £ 1 7K 73 81 25 B HL A5 Y (Rodriguez-
Iturbe et al, 1999; Laio et al, 2001; Rodriguez-Iturbe
et al, 2004), ZEMR (B : DR R AL AN 2
FRIAM R ; @ K AEAR X 7 335,
BV 398 22 2 PECA AR DX B ASE A 5 ()20 W LT PR 34T
T HETK A3V )5 0, B 22 ST el i A 5
DA JEAR X K4 51 KA S S A EAER 5
& EHOK R 5 oK G A G, i, X2k
BERLE T B IR T 5 S R X A K R
T HOK T BASBUGR 1), T PA )5, fi R
JE BRI TR P A 35 K SRR AR A A T 4 BEOK A1
ATIURIIK 340 SR I 25 o AR A A8 v - 8K 431
fii IR

1z, B0 — pls(0.01-11s0)] @

A n AL % 5 Z 0y 15 B2 R fmm ; ¢y
BFI)  s(2) 2 5 200 ¢ 1) A AR X B 7K i (MRAE 0~1);5
ols(e),1] 2K A BRI AB A y[s(n] AR IX 13K
IR
LN
ols@),1]1=R@) - 1(t) - O[s(0),1] 3)
e R() FEFE T (Rainfall), 1(7) 2Bl B2 40125 1Y
[ & (Interception), O[s(¢), ] A2 F (Runoff).,
PRI
x[s()]=E[s@)]+ L[s(®)] “4)
P E[s(6)1F1 L[s(6)]53 3 A € % (Evapotranspira-
tion) FIfit i #(Leakage) o

TR Q)R HE TR AR 1 s(0) )5 F L2253 7
i, A BEOK S B A R] A2 AR Y 22 f 38K o011
J7 R B A HLE R IR W E 1, ¢ TF Rodriguez-
Iturbe I Laio A5 %1 55 oAy 5 2R A5 Y A9 LE B LR 1
TEA RIS - SRR S5, Ry S R R Bt L
PEX A KA R R i ML L 1228 K
Gy BRI ALK B R A — A B L R IRMTE A 53
A, Hh 280Uk AR T A IR 2 ST A L TR A
R EHOK S BN GHRE AR R
B A 1A BR B 2L 38 (Noy-Meir, 1973; Laio et al,
2001), 1A% S8 1 A= S A P A A A A A E A
26 W RS 1 Sty A 0T DA T A, fie o [T R
JE B X5 I 1 47K 43 Sh A i (FEZA A, 1990; FE XY
4§, 1993),

FH TR 50 R 2R [ R 2 DUARA R FR A A, T FE(2)
SERENLZE 5y 7 R o A DA R A & L,
AT 38 15 T g F2 A9 Chapman-Kolmogorov i#E £k 75 72
SR A - RN A 59 PR AI(Soil Moisture Proba-
bility Density Function), 1% HRELW Y ELE SUZHEK
1 - HOK 4 3 A8 AR A B v A 38 O — A
FAETEEE , S YK 53 W 38 45 5C (Porporato et al,
2001; Rodriguez-Iturbe et al, 2004), Laio 5% (2001)
X} Rodriguez-Tturbe #5742 HIUE I Y eie itk , Ak T
75 ) Mz s AL AR A R (R 1), 1L R JLAF
Hh ] P 273 X 5 25 (2006a) S 25 T AN R SAE L 438
VR B 6T - T M % 3 pR S S i), TR D4 B 5
(2008)#43 T L 187K 73 sh A B UALLAE 338K 73
HrAE ST AN, AEAT R R T B2 5 ot - 458K 43 3
ARBEHLEA
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Tab.1 Comparison of three types of stochastic soil moisture dynamics model based on water balance equation

and the effect of water table

i 1A 112K TR 14 0 T4l A kbR
J;LJ . A A
A Rodriguez-Iturbe o . Laio 45(2009), Tamea “(2009)
SR %(1999) Laio%(2001)  Laio(2006) S o "
FHEH RS RS £ R LB ZE
(35} AT el uR e — — WL AR
HHRE R I R I R — — 2 B
e e . MEEUE, e . R s K S
it ZEHKR 5 s TRE ShaSunS SeRTE R M HLE AR FEHLE ke R
ﬁ{k FHOERE AR RK TR RK SRR RS ACRIRRE su<s<1 XI5, s<swlX I
&5 N
BEAS  BEORLE BEOREE  REOmdR — ;%Zigii B
WERR  BWR EWE B — — B
. - o - S5 HM 22 i 1Y Tk Sy
Hu R KA B ) Z KA FE R RS2 IRALF MR
B TRARSERSE TRAARSE TRAKRS S 25 B0 (M R /KR )
. . EAEARTHE
Tl H T KRN — — — WA I, —
ﬂj KIS — — — BT  LMAMARIMHM Sk FHUKSM e
ST keem — — — KB ZIKBLEY ARG IKAL

TR R A PR I8 B AL B ORI ] s AL IR OGP S K 5 A TALTE 220G A
BEETR A 500 ORI AR T IR 1A T B K s T TAHRE K S DR 2 R 7 Y e B K E  o SAHBAR T A e — (Y e
oK, X2 UK IPRA AR P Z NI R 2, Do oK 8. LMUHMFIS 3% SCULIE 2 4.3 75

WA FETEP)
(FIFEAY . BEHLAY)

| gEm
i HRBET

B ALBRBE (n)

FONR T
HRALBREE (n) MR R)
K1 ARAEBEZEAUE R 138K VA i Z2 FpL ]
(31 Hl Laio et al, 2001)
Fig.1 Schematic representation of the various mechanisms of
soil water balance with emphasis on the role of different

functional vegetation types (from Laio et al, 2001)

4.2 EHH A (Vertically distributed models)
T H A AR B T X - 8K A3 A 2 EOT 1)
AN TR B B ) S0 2 1) 7 SR SR A T AE A, K
53 BN ASFEALE IR B B ) R H RS BERABEA fY
ST (R R S RS UM 3R 28 188 pRER) S T
7 a7 BH B AR e 2 b, SR A e —
Yk + K 4 sh AL, P Laio 43587k 43 sh S BEHLAE
R RfC 3 (Laio, 2006). A A% : DR & A IE
AON B AN R ; QMR- Z 07K (Lat-
eral flow)VEH ; O AFEFE 13K 435 Ho T /KA (Wa-
ter table)Z B A EAE T, 1 R K280 @ H RUE
KT AZ 5 P A Bk I & 2B 4R 2 1% 2 3 (Piston
flow), RIZK 43 [H) A2 2 10T, i 1= 498 7K 53 A5 46
% K S (E (se) s O ZE AR S 13K 2
MR A G, 2% 132k, @ 3R 5] T T
TR BRI s DA K 22 AR A 0 A i K78 B 5N
HR, BITEAT IR 2 B, 482 10 DK -k
N5 EE AR 5 B A G, A2 ARARZ R 3K
B RE IR AT — TR BE BRI =5 8 & A AE R iaas
N i1 1 TR P v N o ey i By S R 2 E I
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ToHE T KA AR S BRI X (F 5 2T R AR
T H X A2 R G HOK A h A BEALEAEL (R 1)

TE BRI T 0 T R E 2 I JCRR /N
JZ (dz) B 7K 3K o3P a] LASR K S a0 5
(Guswa et al, 2004; Laio, 2006):

; Os(azt, n_ 6q(;,zz, I U(s.2) 5)

Krhn Y3 5 RT3 s(z,0) 0 TR E
Az F e BsF 2 B 3K 43 B i 5 q(s,z,0) 2 T LK 43l
5 U(s,z) 38 12 A B 8] 48 19 B 07 1) 38 2
PR i
MRS AR Rl M 3R 1 (z=0)B, ZR i K A
AN g(s,2,0) 55 T 15 RE T 258 R(0) (K5 TN B Hb THT 1Y)
T53) . TR TR 38 AT L ply SRR TR 36 TR(r) B B
()R AR SR(ey L, RN E
d(5,2=0,6)=R(@O)=TR()~ 1))~ SR(s,t)  (6)
M - BEIK 535537 W B 5 o ke o T A AR
2 L EZR R, K 3 RO SRS T AR AR
it (Feddes et al, 2001):
Ul(s,2)=T,r(z) p(s) (7
A T2k AR XIS TEZE 18 32 5 r(2) AR 25 32 bR
B, SRR p () /KT I8R5
XA 5 A R Laio 55 (2001) % F
T AE AT A 3 R [ B & A 1) 36 22 0 i AR s S —
By, 5 ORI 3225 AR T R 2R L
R HT A Y s*<s<1 B, H 288U 3518 05 8, B
I RZE B (Ea) 5 24 sw<s<s*I, H 28 B0 2K Fifi + 358
IRFEEVR D, B /N E(CY s=5.); 24 si<s<su B, H
A ORI E, 2800 3 052 0<s<s, B, ZEHE
RO 1) 5 P A [ 28 ORI 2
TR AR B R pR A, LR bR 3R 1, e EARE A
POt TIPS - K o T A3 AR ) TR DA AR
AR T HOK -5 R, BEAEAS 2 K 7
SR A AR B ENRAAE o Laio %5(2006) ) FH 3 B 43
AR5 1 A 33K ) T o0 A R AR 4 4
MR AR B3 A YOG &R, DS AR A A 08
A SR T 25 O 2R s e AL R 33K 43 T
T SAR B HEARFAEZE A, XS A A 8w 5 i A )
ARFESEA T T PRI
4.3 T K4MA1EE (Water table recharge model)
RN i R = 1 i R R R e o9
TIKE KA A EAER , S A5 43K
AT AR . A BA TR )ZE R K PR

T, H R AKTEAR DX 3K oAl e 3 S AR H
(Tamea et al, 2009).

H TR KA 2 AR 45 5 R KA TR E AL
B 53 B AR ) — SR LR G B I RAERLK
I3 EC AN T KR RS T 4K SR AL
FE IR X 2 T AR A FAHT 387K o3 Byl
DA% Hb T 7K 3 22 T 4 3 (Capillary flux) 4 =25 11
TGRS KBRS (R 1), R -
O+ AT By ) A+ R BITCRRE ; @ 1458k 75
FEPE QA LR EE UKL K/ N g3 AT R R K A
& AEZS 0] F345], FFABERT [ AR 4 s @K J7 )
FRUBE A1 3H DX, AN A i A6 2 0 JR) 3 S I
P s @R YRR A= Wy s 0 -+ 38 ) TF e 0 A S 4 AR
B, F AR X S B 0 A5 2 AN BE I [a] 22 A iy 5, AN
% JEAR A Wy AR K RIS s O HRUE -3 Tmi vk
S3-FETBCBRI 58 1 © 220 W i TR AR VR Ik
S AEAR RN 85 7K 43 X (HM) 5 AR R AR K 43 X
(LMY FR43 A1 3 (D 493 7 [l AR AJ - 387K 43R A
PR 4> =X, 23 5 R AR A X (S)—— T A 34y
F(s=1), LA 7K 73 X (se<s<1)(HM)—i% IX.
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Fig.2 Scheme of the water fluxes in the soil column considering interactions between soil water content and water table
(from Laio et al, 2009)
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Fig.3 Sketch of the water table position and soil moisture dynamics in a soil drying phase (from Laio et al, 2009)
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Fig.4 Comparison between exact (solid line) numerical solution of equation (13) and approximate (dashed line) equilibrium soil

moisture profiles in the high-moisture zone, for shallow and deep water table conditions (y=0.5,1,1.5 and 2 times the critical depth,
¥o), in (Figs. a, b) loamy sand and (Figs. c, d) loam, with b =10 cm (Figs. a and ¢) and b=40 cm (Figs. b and d) (from Laio et al, 2009)
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Research progress on stochastic soil moisture dynamic model

HU Jian, LU Yihe
(State Key Laboratory of Urban and Regional Ecology, Research Center for
Eco-Environmental Sciences, CAS, Beijing 100085, China)

Abstract: As an important component of the earth surface system and the core of hydrological cycle, soil water
controls the most basic terrestrial ecosystem patterns and processes, which is key for the healthy operation of the
terrestrial ecosystem. Soil moisture dynamics is an indispensable part of the research on the interactions and
feedbacks between hydrological processes and terrestrial ecosystem processes, which is the result of non-linear
interactions among a series of hydrological, climatic, and ecological processes. Consequently, soil moisture
dynamics needs to be studied by stochastic methods, which can reasonably describe the characteristics of soil
moisture dynamics including the pulse, erratic, and random processes. In this article, we systematically review
the development of stochastic modeling of soil water content based on the principle of soil water balance, and
focus on the classification and application of these models. This review could supply some useful reference for
quantitative studies of stochastic soil moisture dynamic processes and be beneficial to the research on
ecohydrology in China. This review also could promote a better understanding of interactions between
hydrological cycle and the terrestrial ecosystem, and ultimately contribute to the knowledge base on the
sustainable management of water resources and ecosystems.

Key words: terrestrial ecosystem; ecohydrology; soil water balance; soil moisture dynamics; stochastic

modeling; research progress



