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P22 GRS T R bk 7R G5 1 B s AR Ak KA EAR
FHRBLRL, A E T MR MRS 546 SR T 9% &
S FRAIL S RGBT FT . X 88 A B i
Hi P 2R G0 O RRAE | FOU s o P 2R e R AT oA R AL
TRFERITE BT AT R A A 0 B R
R R e — A4 E T s BT 0 A2 K O (R
WESE, 2009).

b B 2R 0 R TR 2 T A A U AS (] R b B AR
Gkt Ry A B AR b e B A AT k. 4L
AR IGE 2 R, b P R eI Lo A b C R R
PSR WA ANT] /D T Bt [ AR M P2 RO T
(RIS 7 1w o T STkt B 2R e AR 1) 2 SR DT A, AN
A BT T S ] 12 A T AR A
AR N RS, 1 H AT BT R A B2 A o s ik
MEEAALTT 0] LY & S R SR o 0 . AR SCRR
T M PR R G PR R B 2B NG TR
T ONFRA BN B B AT B DX 4 R R AR A
GRIEDIRE AL T YA Mk RG R K
JRZ PR, NE— ARG R G LS AR — R
RO LG ),

2 IR G K R AR

b PH R GRS L A K JEE Dy R b B 1 A TR
AR A Al 20 (AR, 2017) LB R iR
R R JAT B MR ) R R AR, AR Ui 2 18 0
FE T LRG ME BB WA HEZE R
JFESETT I e, AR SC Rl B 1 3 B AR e T
B R DI

2.1 NFitzldiz

G AR SR LI Rt , o6 B i PR A5 1 (1)
AH SR ZR , BhORR i T A 8 (14 B[] P 51, T A0 eg
Gt )y VR G TR, 4 T Xof 745 A AR U R
. BT s e a FE FIMLEE T A 2, s 0k o i
R Z i e i R J A EAR FH G A T n]
AR 3 XU 54 A B A R R O 2R A R A ARL AT 9
AR S A AR AL, R 2 N T B AR AR
o B, K SCGET AR R A3 181 U5 R S 43
B 2K SR A A Bt LS 280 R 7 SR ] 7 37 43 B
S5 AT F K SCER R 43 B R0 (PR W23, 2004),
DK SRR S g i 1 < 1 1 A [ ) A
IKSCRFIE . FEREBE AR 7= 1A 7 T, 1971 47, Lieth
e T 2B A 77 1 BT A —Miami #5288 (Lieth,
1975) ZAR I F 4 BK 53 AN 5 A WL K8 | LA
LA R K R AR IR A A AR, BN
ek g ar 1A EAI G T T (NPP) Y 1 E 5
AT 3 - A BRAE 24 TR RN AR R /K B S i A9 31 T
SBERNPP 75 8] 537 A

Gy AR TR B 50 AT (H B X N TEBIL
PRI R 1 20 1 LA SR A T S e U R 43 R T A
>k (Bonan, 2016). 11 J& T Hb 22 1 T AR AL AR Y fif e
S i3 1 g I A B B2 L= 23 S IS RS 102
M. N, T2 (Zhu et al, 2016){# fil TRENDY
RREAL 5 25 5, AT T Bk RS Z R aRbE
TRIAEBE AR BU(LAD E TR TR, 2B T CO,
it HE SN TR T 249 70% , TR S AR A I+ 3
FIFHAEAL 0 BTk T 9% 8% M1 4%, i FEAR A
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Fig.1 Evolution of geographical system models
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I FHF /K SC TR K 9% U545 B (Arnold et al, 2012)
R G4 77 1728 4k (Piao et al, 2013) A 4% 3h 24
Xt A R G5 SU5HE FH (Zeng et al, 2017) 55 i 3 2 fF
%% o ISIMIP #5 Y FY %5 31 %] (The Inter-Sectoral Im-
pact Model Intercomparison Project, ISIMIP, https://
www.isimip.org/) & T if PR A5 BRI 42 3R AR A0 X6 by
BRI ZERE2e 50, HAF e 4 R 2 2O BURT
(8] S 78 Ak & 1] 2% 51 23 (Intergovernmental Panel on
Climate Change) ¢ LI 22 R IN AR R 2 kAR
A X Hl 2% AN 24t 25 5 ) 1) 32 ZEAK 4 (Stocker et
al, 2013; Warszawski et al, 2014; McSweeney et al,
2016; Frieler et al, 2017), ISIMIP #4345 5 1l =
UL 2014 4536 ERFEBEBE T2 1111854 Global
Climate Impacts: A Cross- Sector, Multi- Model As-
sessment Special Feature” i % % (http://www.pnas.
org/cgi/collection/global_climate), H i , = 5 ISI-
MIP Fi RE AR Y L 28 58 B oA SR A ] B 0 94k 37 %
12 1% 5= T (Representative concentration pathways,
RCPs, A ik #F il f1 A% 2] &5 73 %1 4 RCP2.6.
RCP4.5 .RCP6.0 il RCP8.5)/K Wil it % A
Bl R A RS2 B T XA B TR AR RS
728 A RN SR Bl M2 OB e 1) PN FE AL BT
R It S ) A OC BUR S i TR AR Al
(Ricke et al, 2015; McSweeney et al, 2016; Frieler et
al, 2017; Veldkamp et al, 2017),
22 NBRERIZER

O FRPOK FEIRAE B UK IR | R AL
FE R NG TN LE 7 03 AR TS B ) R, PR AR
LR T K S A58 R B S A B T b 2 A
ST, UK GEIRAE B UK Tl | 4 842 il i
B AE e AN A 7 I S5 Rk 2 A B R (Wisch-
meier et al, 1978; Morgan et al, 1998; F H1 AR &5,
2003; Stockli et al, 2008;), FLEF AT (14 FEAE T
SRS AR AR A, FOBEAUI AR X B — 174l 35
P AN, Bk A2 it it K SCREAY SR Tt 428
DI 2R T AT A A g TAL BRI K SCRE R, ATk
B Z WA R i 2 I S AR X S e i A . 1973 4,
Burnash %54 H 5% 72§37 | ] #6 (Sacramento Soil Mois-
ture Accounting, SAC-SMA)FE R | F| A &AL 19 fifs
K PRSI ARL S B 1) - 37K 43, FFASEADIARS It 9 A L
ZIm THE— DR RGP KT K TR A
1% B (Singh, 1995), 3 J& BLACK ST AL 4T .
PRAR L Jr 4 e 8K SRR 43 A7 XK SO, 4046
BT IR | Sacramento £5 7Y | Tank 151 Y | SHE #5&

T IHDM 5 75  SWAT 58 45 (- H AR 4, 2003), B¢
DIOKAE Rt B 0, B A0 2% e e i A, o
SRR B AT K SCIREI , AT S G-l A 7K SCUR
KGR PRk S5 . 380 K B (Revised Univer-
sal Soil Loss Equation) )" 32 . I T 4 E4= {u Al 550
(Renard et al, 1997; Nyakatawa et al, 2001), 4},
B PR] 2 AR R AT AL 4 W Ao R A 7 0 A T T A
TRZ2 I, B an A= AR GSDRE AL J& T 2ok
AR FALIRIRE B RO KR, 7558 GSLY
A, I TE s R P s S (Jolly et al, 2005;
Stockli et al, 2008); 't AEF AR AR I8 T A
R ROERER AL (LUEmax) A8 7 (Ui K
43 5544 % LUE () BRI AT Wl i A R0 &
SR, B AU ) G A O B A T
(Zhao et al, 2010).

HERER)Z RGO A | R KRS
Pl | A Wy B AN N S B i g i b e B AR A 2 2R
. MR Z A B ARG, P R BRI LI
B R RS R, 2B R LA &
B S L B 2R G A TR B 06 SR 2 1% (Bonan, 2016), 4]
W1, AT S YA AR FOLR TN b ao AR K SRR AR
R ZE N VR T 25075 A OGS VR T A, T AE Ak
T G AR AU 55 2% 18 K o K R A . T
AR R IR AL TG 45 T MR 2 E R LA
B &, Bl antik—R —/K 55 2 2L R A (Stocker et
al, 2013). —R—/KIE A B TR A B Rl
i AR 2 R G0 0) AR RS Ak 1 o iy S I R, B VAR
by VAl 0 i AR 2SR G kT 2 BE Y 2 Ak
(Stocker et al, 2013), ZAWL H i [ b 32 AR G %
J& i # , B 40 CLM1.0 3] CLM4.5(Oleson et al,
2004; Lawrence et al, 2007; Oleson et al, 2010; Law-
rence et al, 2011), ORCHIDEE %] ORCHIDEE-
MICT. ORCHIDEE- CNP % (Krinner et al, 2005;
Goll et al, 2017; Guimberteau et al, 2017), i ¥ & 4
BRI 2 R B ] T 2 B R LR AR
2.3 MESEIEES

FIAE AR SO RI A R A AL (GEM) T
HH R A, 0 S A B (Manabe, 1969;
Henderson-Sellers et al, 1993; 22l bk %5, 2013), #X
M, B, PO AR — A2 . R A
i M AR AR T | 1 R A s Sk
AT, I A IR e B T KA PR R LA
KB R R AR Gt . B s 1 S A
e Bl 7 i X LA VA ASE AL Iy sk AR I R ok 2 Ak
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(Carson et al, 1981; Bonan, 2016). Fifi & Fi g 2 B A=
AL FEFIAE B Sh S BB ER A, L) S IGBP 45
THRI SR W BRAG R fige 28 GE 2 el ) E e, A e 5l
At PR N IS T A B Bl B 01 B et 7 A
TR EAE IR

L) 4 B AR AR A A ¢ A ) b P A A
(Biogeography Models) . A= ¥ i Bk b #1557 (Biogeo-
chemistry Models) . 4= 9 £ %I (Biophysical Mod-
els) Fl £x MRAR T #5275 (Forest Patch or Gap Models) 55
(Foley et al, 1996; Hurtt et al, 1998; Levis et al,
2004; B B B 4F, 2006; 4 B 55 4F, 2014; B4l 7,
2017), A=y b RS T A 25 A 32 TN 5 U PR
il B2 (Prentice et al, 1991; 4= #2455, 2014), H 4
EREa SR LN oA B U G VIS I T B Uk 2 2 W RFAY
FE B 28 AU IS I 4 A8 9% D) fig Y (Plant Functional
Types, PFTs), 4k fii £ 481 4 BR W5 7 PFT 4345 , 41 BI-
OME1 HIMAPSS #2480 A= 1y i sk A 2 A R 2
BT AU R R BT i A RS I AR
PR 38504 28R A5 AD 4 BRAT B AR 7 ) e fitt
% HAR R AR ) TEM, CENTRUY . CASA
BIOME-BGC., A= ¥ ¥y B A5 Rl [ FF 35 T 25 1 A
B IR A (H n] 5 AU R, MR-
R HEAEHT, HACR MRS BATS  SIB.LSM |
CoLM EASS 7, LI P B ARHR G| A T A $ad
P, 1B A AR BB o s (R 3 A e WA 1Y, R AR R
AR 1 Sh BRI T RE . ARMOPR T AR (151 4
JABOWA ,FORGAR . ED 45) RE7E Mk i R | 41
REARTERR B AZ AT IR FET- R Rl T 2 3 25
AL AH L ZSEBA TR R, HadE T
KRB RGEEEUIE, MAE T 2B sh &
WF5E (ZE L4, 2014; BRIRTE, 2017),

B 4 RS A R it b A 25 R GE IS U
&, BB Bl b A 285 FR G0 42 3RS A 1 o 7 K
H 5, BRI 3 BB (Dynamic global vegeta-
tion models, DGVMs) il i# % Ji& (Prentice et al,
2007). DGVM n] LUK AU, i A= 725 28 ¢ vh AR 9 2
K Fa A S AU R A R Sh A HUSTHUAR B o)
A1 AL b A S R GE I BE & Bk KU 25 5 FE (Pren-
tice et al, 2007; Zhu et al, 2015), 477 EFxR ] 320
1 # DGVMs 44, 4 IBIS(Foley et al, 1996), CLM
(Lawrence et al, 2011), JULES(Clark D B et al,
2011), LPJ(Sitch et al, 2003; Le Quéré et al, 2015),
LPJ- GUESS(Lindeskog et al, 2013; Le Quéré et al,
2015), LPX- Bern(Stocker et al, 2011), OCN(Zachle

et al, 2010), ORCHIDEE(Krinner et al, 2005)% ,
W % 1910 £ % DGVM 41 45 IAP-DGVM(Zeng et
al, 2014) Ml DLM-DGVM(f 4] %, 2017) % . X L&
DGVM MHEAR A Fr A A B HR LA Sk R
L COL VR FE TN - 8 55 A WX Sh Bt , B0 T A bk
AR R AR B A AR N IR S B
% (Prentice et al, 2007; F JHIESE, 2009; 4 BH &5 4%,
2014), DGVM Sz A5 H0LFN 70U M 2 B 1 ~F- 1l | ik L
TR AE TR B A R T H, Sh AR 1 e |
HCHE N A2 H ET 24 B PR3 H (Future Earth,
CMIP5, MsTMIP, TRENDY, ISIMIP, C4MIP %)) 3=
ZHIRZ —.

2.4 NBSEIXFGFETK

b2 e PR ABLAUL ) % )RR A4 < B R IX
BUREE AERRUE . 76 B S SRR IR AR AL ) DX S 4
B, A 7Ry 0 i A S (%) AT R IR R T A AR
U, AR RIS T AR AR F g fai op . (H, B
HiEJL AR 2B H w553, o8 T A X
BN A BRPEAHOCRL A R , 75 S Jie Xl A 4 1k R
B M F o BRI, 5 b R A, 4k i b UL R S
(GTOS) \ &ER W R G5 (GCOS) | [ F AR5
11l (WCRP) Fl [ B b ] A= ) Bl 1 30] IGBP) 4 [l B
THO AT H B2 S50, — 7 T A A3k R AR
FUHR AL T 0L it A B S S — T, Bk
LR AR R Y O A7 w4 R S RO o i |
fiff5% 1. H.(Bonan, 2016).

H 1T, 7K SRR R P AR A7 A 25 ] RUBE
PRI KA K &% (Bonan, 2016), FL11, R Af
PZE T K VA AS R R FH (RN Bl 75 3
T AR A 4L (Mohan et al, 1995; # FISE-45, 2004;
RIS AE, 2004), YT, FE AN R REE 17K SO
ORI 5 76 UL 0 0y 3L 3 R ) A HDUKE B2 T 1T Gk 2]
Bm (P EREBE, 2016), H 20 42 70 3] 80
AEAR DR, B B AR SE(GIS) FLE IR (RS) HH A 1Y
yoa S by W N TR 1B R Y SNENE s 7 N DS &
RUFT AR B R R e H 255038 , AR 2
A B KSR B8 2 T JEhth (57 K, 2000), 41401
SHE #5#4 | Susa it 8 5 . CASC2D £ %I | SWMM
B SWAT F1 7Y 46 (5 [ 16 55, 2002; 1 E BF 2 Bie,
2016), ATJLTA20 , e BkoK FEIR A8 H 2528 H M
ZVFZ E BRI 5 pF5E I B S50, S T ARk
FE oK ST o 5K SCREBIZEALL, R A PR
P Fiti 5 1 RN GIS S5 He AR Y & Jie , R SURRALL A
JE 21| X Jaf A1 4 BR R A4 (Cramer et al, 2001; Mc-
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Guire et al, 2001; Huntzinger et al, 2013; Raczka et
al, 2013; Sitch et al, 2015), B AL H 7EHL R RUE
BT LI E AL S B, SR R T AL 1 2
B, RO DA 4 R R (A% Ry Rt /XS 4
SRRUBE B A AV P Ao e AL SAT i b A= 285 2R B2
B PR K BEIR AT FREE F H] RE L aMA S RS
& 55 Uy fig 55 AF 58 # HL A 22 B X (Gerten et al,
2004; Harris et al, 2006; Schmidhuber et al, 2007;
Sitch et al, 2015), 1] Ay [E] 5 F1 4> BRFZ% 1y %A
Ak R T A P 5 ) A 1Y) SR ) R R
A

3 MR ARG Y K SR

H AT, 38 R G AT AR b i o [ SR e
X N9 Sl A4 25 A 220 AN 2, S8 X LA T i
B 2 N Hh R G A A R ) A R 5t . I,
FENTFREE R RINESL T | NR— SR RGN G 2
MAGHRAMN FERRGEHZ — I BRBFEL
5 A5 1 2 L 2R A R S [ A A TN =2 I 1
BR B —,
3.0 AEX—BRRFEBE

A Tk A Lok, N2 SR 20k AR T b3k
BT AU RGeS S R G 45 ) M T BE (Stocker
etal, 2013), AZEFHEAY CO R = AR 2 BR
AR W% B A UK 8l [H 2% (Grace, 2005; Stocker et al,
2013). 5340, L HUR S 2 a5 28 A & AR 3
MR RGN EZIE A, 12 3004, HupkG
Hb 2R 2 42%~68% 1) TH AR 52 N 281 31 5% 1 (Hurtt et
al, 2006), AR b (G135 B FCHOR ) 252 A
FIG B iR ZU R R T 2 — 2y e pk
i LY 40% (Foley et al, 2005, 2011), It4oh, A R4
PR T P06 st S0 A S R G Y e 26 4 72k
SR L AN, £ 20%~30% 1 AT A FH b 2 K H T 1R
Yy #E % (Millennium Ecosystem Assessment, 2005),
25 R SR K oy S M R AR I s N TR RE AN
Wy R S S A A 0 P P TR R, 3 434 n
e Z H T A KA & (Galloway et al, 1995;
Smil, 1999), X} 4R R G A KT, Bilanxt ki
T ) A 2 R MR ALY P YRR TN e 4 A, 2
ARG SR D) RE ™ A 21 (Rabin et al, 2017).

NG B M 2% R GE 52 H 25 ] %) [ B
N0 K Rt o T b 38 R g r ik gk L+ <L
PGSR, HET, b T RO At &l Rk

R JE JIT TR w1 ™ DR Pk A, PR ASCALL AR AR TN 2 = Y
ARG R CEE, K, 78 A R R R G
G NS gl 2 M R e R I b R 5 vl
H E A 80 LUK, # A AR RGMA LA
DRI RIAE S g B 1 )5, 2 ERIT & H T 20 /) Inte-
grated Assessment Models(IAMs), i /< i 25 4k B TR
PEAERL AR . Horb i 22 BREE P A J) (PBL Neth-
erlands Environmental Assessment Agency) i H & |9
4 BR IR B PEAR 4 A 4R U HE 22 (Integrated Model to
Assess the Global Environment Framework , IMAGE)
JE B IAMSs AR TR 2 — . IMAGE RESE %
BN P B AR AL BRI AT AP HOE AR A 7
o PH 3 B DT A AR BE 19 D7 R DA Al
HuFP 5K 73 BC A 3 ) FH 288 2 [ BROGE BA5E 3a A Y
S AR RE TR R . ol AR AN - b 1 FH AR fb 5
5 TG )% 2l B LA SR g B, RTREAl AR HER Y
i == SRS Ge W) 45 BUR 1A 20 (Stehfest et al,
2014), IMAGE 21 TIFAh - R HIAZ (A
HETHCW 1> J7 ] BSRR UM A Ak B4 52 Wi (Stehfest et
al, 2014),

IMAGE 1 £¢ 81 A V3.0(Stehfest et al, 2014)
BT AP 25—t 4 & J# 1 5 T (van Vuuren
etal, 2012), AZTE (AN L AR L 200 & & ARG
75 30 BUR R AR K A5 X Ak 4 3R PR 5 R AL Y
S0, IMAGE &R AR AR Shfdh e it
HEFF A R Gt 5 Horh AR PR ALFE 0 43 P fig ik X3
11 # (The IMage Energy Regional model, TIMER)
(De Vries et al, 2001), 383 A F A K DK AR
PARE PR K, IF A 5 2 i BE IR AR AR VT L, (] P
I8 T HOR K IR B 22 R AR U Y HE I
oL T e AR R RGN EhAE . A, IMAGE
W R8T AR SRR AR MRAE LA X 2 55 MR BT 11
SR o AR ZRGERR A MY — 28 B BB 45 A R
MAGNET(Woltjer et al, 2011) 5% IMPACT(Compo-
nent Agricultural economy) £ %I (Rosegrant et al,
2012), il 17 JEHOR A Yy B IEAG X
BARAEY G P K. BRI Rk R Se
3 BE AN RIS 5, S A s AR A
TR P i, IF 5 SR AR X 48 52 5 3 B, A4l
AR X IRANE W LB 77 A i B K 224 3 ol A=
JERGLN R

BZ L TAMs RURE SR N2 22 55 R SR AE
AR B R RGEHATRE S IR T ANRREA HIR R
G A B EAF RS I AR5, S I A HLOC £
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FNEF R R EE T H, SR, A1
IAMs H' {98 RGNkt —2 55 1 sh i il B2 AT)
FEATRT B, AT 5 52 A I N ST B R b 2 5o AR A
MR H AT 5GBTS 1 E 5% i Uy [n]
(Liverman et al, 2013),
3.2 REFIER S

E Aok BRIV S MR R G2 A i T 1 3
AIEZ— WG 7+ RENIEL, B, T
BEHY [ B 0 Il AR 2 0000 2 AR DN A5 A 15 22 2
Ji BAL, A [ A5 0 R A A0L 235 2R 28 S K, 30l 2
DR GO FR (B PR KA 0 55 ) A AL F )
AFAEAR KR E VEOT R 255, 2011) “ Bdfi 15
TR A (Model-data Fusion)” 5 22 AR 750 L5 51286 R
DS A 5, I B AN [) RUBE 3 AR A AT
FETE 2 M AT ER R SR RIS (Clark et al,
2006b; Zhu et al, 2014). “ Kl — LRI L5 " 1 FEAC
AR - 3840 0 A UL &S i , 8 ) ey i
A SRR SR B AL A5 R 5 WL B s
Z AR B — e DR BE OC R, DT B A0 b A A TN
TN 25 42 0K 285 1) 725 4k (Scholze et al, 2007; 7K 224,
2009), HHET, #ds— B ph G g L Mis R &
BALEE SRS BE R R R AL -2 R
Al (Trudinger et al, 2007).

AT 3 S LA S HGR B4 & T
5 5 19 H 1Y (Richardson et al, 2010; Pokhrel et al,
2012), YA AIZE Ry — R I, B S50 R %1 i) 2R
GRMEMR LR, RA G E TRRISEL A
AEfS 25 BRI BUSE R, FE R S HCR 25 49 A7 7
F14 5] S 335 AR A AT (Williams et al, 2009), [H i,
SHAG i — e M ER R G R B s A A
G 7SR B S AOR, TR B SIS A 4R A A
g B A . ] Aan, 4 BR A% 1T K1 (Global Carbon
Project) il iti i i 1f 28 F1 A= 1 o 2R Ak 24 AR 70 S 8 Al
TR ST T SEA 5 25 e A L 117 (Optimiza-
tion Inter-comparison Project)(Trudinger et al, 2007);
B [E R /R B2 Fox 82 60 5 A Xl st A 1
52 5% 7 (Regional Flux Estimation eXperiment, RE-
FLEX) i 7 1 FH 3 5 £5040 Al 1 ik 1 26 858 8 2 %0
(Fox et al, 2009); H' I FF = 5K BOH = B OV 1 [
o 5 760 22 04 1 52 56 (Model Parameter Estimation
Experiment; MOPEX) 1Y 322 H 5 42 & BT 7K 3/
KAREFRIZ AN 1777 (Duan et al, 2006), AN X
SRS, SR AR B R R RE
UEE Ty AR B BB KO R BRI

% ERERIE T SRR R SRR I T i (Markov
Chain Monte Carlo, MCMC) F1 il > 5¢ % - % (se-
quential Monte Carlo; SMC)%5 . Hir, T /RBF 52
FERWE AR ARG Z I 2 RZE SR,
A RIS B 2 P 52 e B L3, 2 — ol S T ASE AR 240
PEAG FR 28005 R B2, RAS I 2 M A 280 1
(Zhu et al, 2014), 22 P Gim B2 AH G 18 F 80 R
Py i Fn TR i R AR A R S RO o
BTG TS B0 4E B B IR B A B R AL
(Richardson et al, 2010). {ELA5 73 & 192 , A4 50
DA 2 (R 22 43 A T8 R BB S5 45 2R
S L 3% K (Trudinger et al, 2007), 45 S 8L T
JrE R TAR KAy (A2 X Fh o T
LI 35 3] f A DR %) B s — A R il 5 O TR TR E B
PR AFIA R 22 I3 22 AT R 25 44152 22 7 T
AFTER AR

B 7] At 32 230 5 AR S O D ST A i ] 4 A
RUBATRUE , Do AR 28728 i A B0 45 2R (2= 4%,
2010). HHT, &R &R Rk rT =g 2 28—
I8 HE T AE A AL 4 SR LA (L et al,
2004); 53— FEAG TR B Uy [R) 4k
(Sequential Data Assimilation)(Z=#1%%, 2010), 45
PG BRI T 2 LAAR 4y 5 o AR ST R s
T, 75— LRI R P, A R S
LI DL B35 5637 Z 804 22 8 B bR pRER, 38 3k 42 =)
Yok TR AR eR B 22 Jmy /)y, T ARAS A~
[a) Py B B Foe O TR AR (L (. SC5F, 2009) . T[] 4k
TR RIS TE R G is b D, YA W ez, F
ST 175 2 SO0 RS 78 152 25 43 3l IS ) S5 AL %
FEALIR A 7 3T, AR A B AR AR 1Y 5 S ek
it RS HT S BERVF B RS B v a1,
Yk 2 1) 7 AR 43, BB ARAT T 0O I AT 2 (28 4,
2010), X P75 vk BE fnb =X 2R 18 Ty A Bl 158 2 (B
RUZER 125 PN 52 25 , LAGA BRI AU 25 FE R0
T 22 17) ) e el A (Vrugt et al, 2005) o 1448 1, I
Fr Ik 7 U X M R e r0 R /R 2 38 I (Kalman
Filter, KF; Kalman, 1960)f14F X IE i R G i9 4 @
+ IR 2 3 1% (Extended Kalman Filter, EKF) b/t %,
{H EKF 5 B2 1 3R 70 57 RO I 53 i V) 2 1 3
To AT EAF MR AR LR, DUAE SR 2 0B
(Ensemble Kalman filter, EnKF; Evensen, 2003) A1t
R SERER IS R4k 71 | SR UL 5 3 (4n s
FUBCHE BT R R TR ) [ Ak B AR AL v O B 30
FEBADIRASAS 5, LU BRABTRIP) 46 75 AN o PR XA
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FAZE L5200 (Williams et al, 2005), XA EEE £
TE IR G A BY T 1 5 ) R B 26 4 A5 31 )32
o

B —Z B R A T R T — 2 1 71 J1 5K
SEHUASE IR 5 AE R S B [ 44k 1 (Moradkhani
et al, 2005; Nagarajan et al, 2011; Noh et al, 2011,
Vrugt et al, 2013). 0L E F SR 3F R, B -2 45 [+
AT ST B £ ORI Rk
(state augmentation method), B # B S50 P i 3
ARAEAE AR [A v, T HESE A ]S AL AR 2SR
1) YD ), P R8s ] 4k 5 2% (40 EnKEF
T UE U A HEA TR S RCRUR S A B 1 W) 2P A 1
XF T R A AR SR o B R Y A K
B LR — %€ B I AZ (Time- Variant) 54, {H
ARk o 78 7 48 TR BLIR 25 5 8 A ik A2 (Liu
et al, 2007). AN[FTAHEBAAY K SCEREL ) R £ 2
B WK SCREE , 2RI A2 RS Y (stat-
ic), PRI, A AR B S 4 e e BPRS AL 125 [
HEA TSR SRR S AR 5 [R) 25 Al 9 ) A 2 B
RS EAGTF A R AR AT 58, T H A 255 | e
TR AT EPE s QLG Tk, B B mAL ik 5
SRS G R R 7 e iRk
B iy NG 2R 22 BERLAE AR 22 RO iR 22 1Y
S AIE B Ak 25 1 Sl A o ARk 7
RS AL, AL R AL 25 5 5 0 ) 35 3]
A, USRI SR 5 RS 1 1 R A T
(Vrugt et al, 2005),

1048k, & ST At EALE R & R,
JZ4% U137 75 15 (Hierarchical Bayesian Approach)#
Z BRSO E B ER HE TOR O AE SR
T.H(Clark et al, 2006a; Clark M P et al, 2011b) , X
J7 T A A SR B W) 2 A 5E K 22 1Y James S.
Clark (4% . s i, J2 29 D1 -3 J7 2 BE A 50t ol
G 2R 2 RE R | IS AN E R, O
A FAHE WA S BORIME T B4 0 RS AR
140, Clark 45(2004 )8 13 /2 2% D1 ;75 320K 22 15 5L
I CANARARFD 1 B8 A8 A I VB FHAR ACIR 255K
) 5 Z A AT B (R B | S5 7 (fe-
cundity) BB AR K % F (maturation) B8 HEF T A HL
RlE, SEBL T 2B S HORIE T LIRS 78 i Y
HHATT B TGS EAG T IE, BRI
7 vk R R BT SIS G B AR T o
At , I 2 T SRR ) S B A A [ AR 0 B AT i
245 B . Norros %(2017) 55 & BA , X Fh {5 B3¢

e A E GO T A E S A T O AL T
157 o RN A RS B AR
27 40 3k 1) Bl 25 B 23 45 Y (dynamic spatio- temporal
models) U753 1 )32 v H (Wikle, 2003; Cressie
etal, 2011), {HUZ, BEHER RIS IR BEE fO$2 e , B TRY
SRR 5 AR 5OR B 50 0, & S EO TR
U ) S o TR N DN L e Y e AL B [ R
H AT o S22k . R, &R iy DUt s
THAERT 7 ATy 2 A e B A VR R [l

4 zEiE

Qe BRI AR T LA 2 A S,
S NISTHI i A 7™ IR PR AR . A XX —Fk ik, B |
A 41T ARk BR (Future Earth) 3%, & 7E 1 55 4 Bk
AIRPLEVE A R B RE T o ARADLARN TN A 2 A\ Hb G 3R
S NS R SRR B0 R M R G A
RIBHILIR A P R G BAUNMU TS LR G
IRERMARAE TSR WRRELE ARMA
Hert2x , A RBMRR AHD G FR 3K — Hb AP A0 [R]

TR IR, T EI 2807 T AT TR kS
JEREIH AR, M A H SR A8 1k, AR S ER 5 )
Hai ™ H, — RO Biif Al AR
IRBE 15 YL A5 R O 3 31 [ 58 AT 4 2L kR 1) G i I
T, 3 4 ] L ) ¢ R A 220 R PV T TR0 K
7 Hb P AR GER A AR T, Ay v b P2 A B
THEAR DTS . A, R A v A AR
GuRi AL, I HI T ke v [ B Y PR () AR R Y
AT RFEE R ()R, AT ok b AR S SO B T PR AR AR
Bt TS R E A SERR, L R SRR T B B LR
JUAS T3 T e — v P A SR UK Bl Y e
& Jmy A AR P R RN BRI g = T sk L B b IX
PRIt , 1 22 [l BB R 7 v 6] DX Il ) 1 P 5 2 78 0 %
JEHE R T T SR AL YRR A R I R SR
FA A FH AT BE 22 Ml B A T A kAR A RN SC BT S5 R
FFF R U R AR i A A 559 DX 4 Ry FH ) A,
A WA FE X B 1 D B DX 4 s 7 A 2
i 553 DX AR AE 285 TR ST DX 35 8 0% i I 4R 2 WLIE
IR 2R A A AR A N 205 Bl ), AR Y vp
AR BR AR AT B B2 5 — 2 1 ) v
P AR AT = A NS E A K
W, LI A0 53 e FE M A AL 25 S MR L3, ARl
A7 ST R VA SR AR 2 AR B LR A AR
A AT RRL R SR AR
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A review of geographical system models
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Abstract: The geographical system is a complex system including multiple spheres and their interactions. A
geographical system model is a coupled human and environmental system model for understanding and
predicting changes in patterns and processes of the system. Geographical system models are important tools for
supporting sustainable development policy making, and thus is a key scientific research area. During the past
decades, geographical system models have been developed to examine global environmental problems such as
global change and sustainable development. However, the existing geographical system models have limited
ability to simulate and project changes in the complex coupled human- environmental system. This study
reviewed the history of development of geographical system models, which is characterized by transitions from
single process to multiple process, statistics-based to process-based, static to dynamic, and site level to regional
and global scale simulations. We also summarized two important development trends of geographical system
models: toward coupled human and natural processes and their interactions, and model- data synthesis. To
support policy making for sustainable development in China and globally, developing geographical system
models is urgent for the Chinese physical geography research community.

Key words: geographical system model; process- based model; coupled human and environment system;

sustainable development; model-data synthesis



