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FAQO Penman — Monteith 2 [&54¢. 75 % 7E /8 16 & BT

i g H O KEeT FaE XX xAX
(1. R B TR 0 B 0K TR 2 4 5 BE U e 8RR 505 K & TR S0, w9 5 330099
2. PEALAARBHE R KA K + TR A S K%, Bepig ik 712100)

FEE: N T RIIRFRHR T S B AW 26 & 75 W6 5 (ET, ) 7675 I8 b X @& 0K B2 5000, SR ] FAO 56 Penman —
Monteith (P — M) 23 AE g3 IR, 58 R P— M A3 8 Fisit LK Pristley — Taylor( P —T) i \Makkink #
Hargreaves — Samani (H = S) 7% \Trmak 35X P46 5 45 X 30 AMEGT04 1978 H SR FORET T St LW, 6% P - T % |
Makkink % (H = S 3% Trmak (L HHTHAT T SECRE . 45 RFW, KR FORHC RS, SRR 5 OB JORT BE T B fe/ b,
T H YR Angstrom — Presscott (A — P) 5 J& 3% & BT RO B A 7 ik, A& 3l -4 R 0. 983 \RMSE /h T
0.4 mm/d, YAHXHRE XL H BRIECE — DB, ] FAO #E#E Ry P — MO 7T LU 248734 ET, 1
RMSE /0. 47 mm/d, R {4578 0. 94 DU b 445 5 B2 B/ K R XHE BE B, 4 3852 7 Makkink 34 J212 4 X
R B, JL RMSE S 0. 68 mm/d, R* 2y 0. 94 S04 S VORI, G IR (1 H — S 102 32 M X3 B A 45 1R i
L RMSE 7 0. 68 mm/d,R* 7 0. 94, P~ T 354£ 1% KA BE T Makkink 7%, 3 RMSE 2 0. 71 mm/d,R* 75 0. 88,
30 M SEUEREG o AT 1. 02 ~1. 64 Z ],

X SEEYRELFEBE,; Wit S8EE; K8 8URR
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Applicability of FAO Penman — Monteith and Alternative Methods
for Estimating Reference Evapotranspiration in Northwest China

Wu Lifeng' Bai Hua' Zhang Fucang’ Lu Xianghui' Wang Jiawen' Liu Huiying'
(1. State-province United Engineering Laboratory on Water Engineering Safety and Resources Efficient
Utilization of Poyang Lake Basin, Nanchang Institute of Technology, Nanchang 330099, China
2. Key Laboratory of Agricultural Soil and Water Engineering in Arid and Semiarid Areas,
Ministry of Education, Northwest A&F University, Yangling, Shaanxi 712100, China)

Abstract: In order to implement the high precision of predicting reference evapotranspiration ( ET,)
when the meteorological information was not complete in northwest of China, FAO Penman — Monteith
(P—M) formula was selected as control, 15 alternative methods were compared in Northwest China,
including P — M formula with one to three factors of global solar radiation, sunshine hours duration,
relative humidity, wind speed were missing, Pristley — Taylor (P — T) method, Makkink method,
Hargreaves — Samani ( H —S) method and Irmak method. At last, parameters of P —T method, H — S
method, Makkink method and Irmak method were recalibrated. The results showed that global solar
radiation data missing had the minimum impact on estimating ET, with average R” of 0. 983 for all stations
and the root mean square error ( RMSE) was less than 0. 4 mm/d. When one of sunshine hour duration

wind speed or relative humidity data was missing, applying the FAO recommended P — M alternative
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methods could control RMSE within 0. 47 mm/d, R’ stayed above 0. 94. When wind speed and relative
humidity data were missing, Makkink method was the best method, the RMSE was 0. 68 mm/d and R’
was 0. 94. When there was only temperature data, the improved Irmak and improved H —S methods had
the same precisions with RMSE of 0.63 mm/d and 0.68 mm/d, the R’ were 0.94 and 0.95,
respectively. In addition, the parameters of P —T, Makkink, H —S and Irmak methods were recalibrated

for the Kriging interpolation, to obtain the spatial distribution of parameters. The required values of

parameters for these methods can be got through the figures.

Key words:; reference evapotranspiration; Northwest China; parameters calibration; meteorology data
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HI TREK AR, T 522 T R AW R K
i 52 B K IR R ) SR VR A AR R K 2
T R A R KR B R A
THE S B N HA B 3 T, R R AR
HZH(FAO) # FAO Penman — Monteith (P — M) :4E
A ET R o SR, P — M 4 4%
e R EOR LB o TE R B A R R T,
ALLEN 2 PEAE(H P~ M 3k JF 45 1 T e
RS AU A R 1 00T R AR R 5L HX
BERR 5 58 HORS E  EAE ITTE X AT PG . I
Hb VMR B 1 5/ B ] A A 28 36 125 4
Hargreaves — Samani ( H — S) 3 ~*  Pristley — Taylor
(P=T)>°77 Irmak " Makkink 327" A
TR AR R T Z RS, I LR R
R X EL A AR S R TG L IX
ZNT R AR TR NREHLIX, ARSI BE G5 , T4k
A AR T BOZ 0 X KRB | AR AP 5 55 07 T R
T BT HRTE O GHZ X KRB R A
JEPEAT 2 RGEMERY BT 4IGE o

ARPL P — M ¥: Hargreaves — Samani (H — S)
1: Pristley — Taylor ( P — T) %, Irmak % Makkink
PAJe P =M I AE R S it AR L | H R O -2
WG B 5T R ¥ (36 16 Fhyik) X 4% 4%
Stk ET AT H RERY, I LL FAO 56 P - M 2:4E
SARUERS A J5 15 JE AT 3 R PEt, B Je 4 H - S
2 P~ T i Irmak 3 Makkink ¥5Z 8Bk 1
F0E , NMARAGVEIL 5 48 XA [R5 BT R SR 1L
TEEMSEAEY R 7R R AT, DU
SRV A 3 DR TR ] B o AUK BT IR LA G 2
PERl RS,

1 kST

1.1 RIEXHEER
T TR ] VY b Ml DX B e T HOR T E AR

il

P95 48 X AE N WF 98 X 8§ (31°35" ~ 49° 15" N,
73°25' ~110°55" E) , #F5FX E AR 310 7 km?, 4F
R 7K £ 100 ~2 000 mm , fl K2 5 HEMEAE Ay Ha AR
B, 3P = AR IG5 X T RX R X
R X5 2 U X, B AR AL 17 I 2k
AR EJE AL
1.2 EHERIR

TEHPUAL 5 48 X 30 ANHa S ulh iy H AR R
(fdE SR i . H BT %5.20:00—20: 00 B K & |
PR R R IR AR AR BE R 10 m
WG, Bl ke U8 T b [ R B HdlE 5 I 55 M
M T LI B T Y H BRI 5 o A% il A BEAS TS Ol 4
1R, REBIRERIRC & 258 ks 1 T 45
i, T AN R] ET AR5 AR B2, X R Bk i
FIT AR DX 5 H ARG — T DL E 3L
P g, M B i2 H 2 f0 80 . 24 b 3% 5 e A
(R,) RTHAMEEESS (R,) BE2PR H IR (n) KT
% H BISEROR H IR (V) i, UM R % B 43R4
o
1.3 #MRAE

Penman — Monteith( P — M) 3£ 5:0h

0.408A(R, —G) +y — _
A+y(1+0.34u,)

ET, =

(1)
Hrp
e, =10.6108[ exp(17.27T,.)/(T,, . +273) +

eXp( 17 27Tmin )/( Tmin +273) :I }/2 (2)
RH

€, = looex (3>

u = u 4.87 (4)

“In(67. 82 5. 42)

KL ET, SHNEYIZR R 75 R, mm/d
R,— 448 5F , M)/ (m* - d)
G—— L3 B M)/ (m® - d)
T—=2 m &AL AR, C
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x1 FEHHALIR. SREMBIEELRERL
Tab.1 Location, altitude and basic data situation of

radiation stations

s % /() gBE/(°)  mB/m BdEEIEF G

1 F#ZE 47.73 88.08 736.9  1960—2014
2 IR 46.73 83. 00 536.6  1993—2014
3 AE 44.02 89. 57 794.2  1987—1990
4 5o 43.95 81.33 664.3  1960—2014
5 ERFE 43.78 87.62 918.7  1959—2014
6 Bg 42.08 86. 57 1057.2  1993—2014
7 mEFE 42,93 89. 20 37.2 1960—2014
8  PUyEAR  41.17 80. 23 1105.3  1993—2014
9 i 4 41.72 83.07 1082.9  1957—1990
10 WEff 39. 47 75.98 1290.7 1957—2014
11 X 39.03 88. 17 889.3  1957—2014
12 fiMH 37.13 79.93 1374.7  1957—2014
13 I 42.82 93.52 737.9  1961—2014
14 B! 40. 15 94. 68 1139.6  1957—2014
15 IR 39.77 98. 48 1478.2  1993—2014
16 37.92 102. 67 1531.9  1961—1966
17 R 38.63 103.08  1368.5 1957—2014
18 = 36.05 103.88  1518.3  1959—2004
19 i 35.87 104.15  1875.4  2005—2014
20 [HE=3 37.33 100.13  3302.4 1993—2014
21 MERA 36.42 94. 90 2809.2  1957—2014
2 T 36. 72 101.75  2295.2  1959—2014
23 T 33.02 97. 02 3682.2  1960—2014
24 R 34.47 100. 25 3720 1993—2014
25 Al 38.48 106.22  1112.7 1959—2014
26 B 36. 00 106.27  1752.8 1985—2014
27 HEZ 36.6 109.5 958.8  1990—2014
28 i3 35.73 107. 63 1421.9  2005—2014
29 P 34.30 108. 93 398.0  1959—2005
30 32.72 109. 03 201.2  1990—2014

w,—2 m =AY RGE , m/ s

e, —— M AIKITE, kPa
e,—Pr/KITE , kPa

A—REKFUEHZ A RER  kPa/C

y— TR kPa/C
RH—HIXHEE

u,—2 AL ARE , m/s
XU R, m
T H iR il , C
T H ARk, C

Horpr R, H T R SRR (R,) S0 B 8
232 S K Al R 2K T AT H R B SO0 B R B
ALLEN %) 4% {di B Angstrom — Presscott (A — P)
EARITE R, HAH AN

Rsz(a+b%)Ra (5)

Xf R —HoMNE ST, M)/ (m® - d)
a b——Z ISR R SRBL R[] 3t PR 2
JE Ak
U 1 BRI R A 2k i, ALLEN 250 e 394
IRERRTE R, Hat BN
R, =kys mRu (6)
K bR IE R, PR IX — 8 0. 16
TR I VR B2k i, ALLEN 2600 g 9 fil
IR =R Y A
e, =0.610 8exp(17.27T

min

)/ (T, +273) (7)

204 X3 A e 2 B, ALLEN 2500 2l e 33 fii
FHIG T S5 0 0 R FORM R B 8 2 m/s KU
PRI, A BFFE Y, R 2 m/s KUGE T U B .
P~ M L HANA A SRR S Ok 14] .

U 6T 98 13 X3 B k2 B Pristley — Taylor
(P = T) i 2 [ B i [ PN B2 I T2 19 E T, £
Heo P T 5] Penman 3 Y FIALIAS , %644
2B F IR R G I R R R

A R, -G

A+y A
K A—AIEIE S, B 2. 45 M)/kg

Makkink 215 P~ T $:45 AL, 1% 07 ¥E 4 R, 2
— R R T LR —1& IE RER G BRI & —
AEEI, Ha AR

0.61 A » _o.12 (9)

ET, =1.26 (8)

A A+y

Trmak {235 JH 22 G 0] 9 2 57 i 5 Ffd o 5 ET,
MR A

ET,= -0.611 +0. 149R_+0.079T  (10)

S L VE T, Hargreaves /2 I -
TRz 897725, AR 4 Fikidt Hargreaves —
Samani(H — S) ¥, H 50

ET,=0.001224R, (T, -T,.)"*(T+20)

max

ET, =

(11)
ET,=0.001 02R (T, -T, )"’ (T+16.8)
(12)
ET, =0.000 530 4R, (T, —T, —0.0123R)"™.
(T+17) (13)
ET,=0.000938R (T, -T. )" (T+17.8)
(14)

A R—FKE, mm
L4 FiHEM SHELE

S B8 K78 IS A A H I 3 F
IrEds Bk 22 (RMSE) P24 22 (MBE) | 2k
ERB(R) , HAt B35
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RRN]S}ZZJii<Ci_Pi>2 (15)
Me=L ¥ (c-p) (16)
S (C-C)(P,-P) .
R2=[ izl (17)

> —E>22| (P, - P)?

Arp C——RE C——RRATHM
P—Wf  P—

PASEI R AGER ET M8 IR, X 15 R X057
BTG AT HAOG T N 3R 2 R

% P—T#: H-S ¥ Irmak 3 Makkink R E
J5 ZHGHEAT v AR

5 P—T #4h,H - S i Irmak 3 Makkink 3
ZHCRGE ] Matlab 4R 5h , HAREE AL 31F0 SO
PEEAE R R AT 0] X RIS CHAMFREAT o

fili ] SPSS 18 HRfx g f5 P—T 1 H - S ¥k |
Irmak %Al Makkink ILAEFEH) ET, 5 P~ M kA5
ET #4505 2600 Wr o

R2 AXFAK ETBEERBEXITERN

Tab.2 ET, estimation methods and related calculation formula

RS BiH] 8 ARG
P-M FAO 56 P— M i (1) ~(4)
-R, P—M ARG Bk A1) ~(5)
-RH P = M R/ XN B Bk K (1) .(4) (7)
-n P =M k60 H ORI ECR0R K (1) ~(4).(6)
-u P =M b XU 55k (1) ~(3)
-RH,-n P — M /DA 3 A H BRI A e (1) ((4).(6) .(7)
-RH. -u P — M /DR X D 32 0 R ) A (1) (7)
-n,-u P =M el H R EOR X Bk (1) ~(3).(6)
-RH,-u,-n P =M 3R /b HHE IS R X 8 AR B (1) .(6) .(7)
P-T P-T#: #(8)
Makkink Makkink Hx(9)
Trmak Irmak 3 . (10)
H-S Hargreaves — Samani 2 4 Ff iftA< H(11) ~(14)

IS - S N SRR
2 EEREN 0.939 Z [H]Fi1 0. 766 ~0.962 Z[a]; X4 AH XL . H

2.1 FAO Penman — Monteith #5/# £ R ER G
FAO 56 P - M i 5 AR R LR kKB FAO
56 MEFER T IR ET, Y REC(R®) Ak
JFNER 3 . N3 ATLLE W, EPTIL 5 A X
30 AN STl v, 21 A 7R R SRR I (R,) Bl R
B, f# Fil Angstrom — Presscott (A — P) f {44 R J5
THA ET 1 R fe s, X 8k 5040 4 g H kv
AeEB FF AT EEE N, 1 30 B R4 T 0.933 ~
0. 994 Z i) ;A 6 1wl 7E A A AH X M8 BE Bl 2K B £l 5
SPRARIEE T ET, B R e, X sk 32 5240 F
Ik 5 A1 555 9 55 P, 1715 30 34 1) R4 F- 0. 925 ~ 0. 990
ZIA A 5 A e KGR ORI I A58 BT, 1 R it
5, 1 30 YA R AF 0.865 ~0.982 2 [f]; i X4 H
HRIS TR B G I, A 12 A5 A5 ET 0 R AT LUHE
FEES 2 7, X Syl 4 7 F B fm b 1X, 30 35 1) R A F
0. 854 ~0.990 2 [A] ; X FH X ¥ B2 A1 H RE B HO7 k]
I dpfe 2 B3 8 A XA B A XUk i) e 2 ) 453 1) R
HERFAL T4 4 ~7 41,30 55 i R 23 54 T 0. 846 ~

RSO XL i) P e 2 i, 453 R S A HEAE i
HAEA T 0. 776 ~0. 925 ]

FAO 56 P — M 5 4 Al 5 4 35 2 B e 1) FAO
56 T R AU Ak 5 ET, 1) MBE 1 RMSE 411
1A 2 e 24 ROBUESVRES, T A - P ik
i RAGE| M ETy 5 R SZIIXT A ET, () MBE 7
0.1 mm/d AN (& 1a) ,H: RMSE 7£ 0. 4 mm/d DA
([ 2a) . 4 RH FE B 6FTHF R (7) )
T e, A B ET, 2R 2 30 & Al & MBE 4 F
-0.09 ~0.54 mm/d Z [8], S fili e 2 19 2 24 o 5
H A HAh sl S G s 4 ok & B Al e
Wi, A 77% 3k MBE 7£ 0. 2 mm/d L) I, RMSE 43k
50,6 mm/d 447, 4 H IR ER I 45 26 3
BRI LS %M MBE O i i, H MBE {{ F
0.2 mm/d (LA 3 4 (K 1g); RMSE 4+ F
0.3 ~0.6 mm/d Z[A] (& 2g) o HUA K BE B
RO 5 I 75 1 MBE A3 27 >3l Ry (U(E, BT FIG
2w A A 2, TS E MBE A2 0.1 mm/d,{H
RMSE A 2] 1 mm/d, A GE /& H T 1% Hb DXAF s XU AR
PR BT S, 24 H B 5 XU 34 e % B, 45
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Tab.3 Determination coefficient and ranking of FAO P — M method estimated £7, under parameters lacking condition

. -R, -RH -n —u -RH,.-n -RH,-u -n.-u -RH,-u.,-n
i R? ey R Hy R H#F R W R Oy R Wy R OHF O R HE

FdZE  0.994 1 0.962 3 0976 2 0.958 4 0.925 6 0918 7 0935 5 0.882 8
Bk 0. 990 1 0.978 2 0.968 4 0.972 3 0.935 7 0.953 5  0.941 6 0.908 8
& 0. 994 1 0.980 2 0.968 4 0.980 2 0.937 7 095 5 0.95 6 0.925 8
i 0. 986 1 0. 986 1 0.955 4 0972 3 093 7 0.953 5 0935 6 0.908 8
LR 0.99% 1 0.962 3 0970 2 0.92 3 0906 7 0939 5 0929 6 0.882 8
BE 0. 988 1 0.970 2 0.964 4 0.966 3  0.931 6 0910 7 0.933 5 0.878 8
nhEFk 0.994 1 0.955 3 0978 2 0.87 5 0.937 4 0.82 7 0.878 6  0.841 8
Fs  0.988 1 0.96¢4 3 0.968 2 0.94 3 0.939 5 0908 7 0937 6 0.893 8
2 0. 994 1 0.937 4 0.978 2 0.941 30920 6 0.884 7 0.924 5 0.872 8
208 0. 990 1 0.955 3 0.970 2 0.945 4 0914 5 0.885 7 0.906 6  0.841 8
X 0. 994 1 0.925 3 0982 2 0.84 5 0.908 4 0766 8 0.89 6 0.769 7
FiH 0. 990 1 0.955 3 0.966 2 0.949 4  0.925 5  0.901 7 0925 5 0.80 8
I % 0. 992 1 0.960 3 0976 2 0.920 5 0.929 4 0.85 7 0.893 6 0.834 8
B 0.992 1 0.953 3 0.972 2 0. 908 5 0.925 4 0. 839 7 0. 891 6 0. 826 8
R 0. 992 1 0.968 2 0.964 4 0.968 2  0.931 6 0929 7 093 5 0.87 8
R 0.974 1 0.960 2 0920 4 0.947 3 0.85 7 0.83 5 0.893 5 0.848 8
R 0. 990 1 0.956 3 0962 2 0.937 4 0.908 6 0.87 7 0910 5 0.856 8
22 i 0.972 2 0.990 1 0.889 5 0.966 3 0.878 6 0.947 4 0.876 7  0.857 8
i 0.984 2 0978 3 0.933 5  0.990 1 0.910 7 0962 4 0929 6 0.902 8
Z[[E=3 0.986 2 0970 3 0.939 5  0.988 1 0.904 7 0.9588 4 0925 6  0.81 8
FIRAR  0.994 1 0.962 3 0.966 2  0.951 4 0918 7 0925 6 0929 5 0.87 8
[iEs 0.972 2 0.984 1 0.902 5 0.968 3 0.882 7 0.937 4 0.84 6 0.850 8
R 0.933 4 0.988 1 0.865 5 0.974 2 0.848 7 0.947 3  0.861 6 0.832 8
B 0.966 3 0.982 2 0.87 5  0.990 1 0.874 7 0.95%6 4 0.85 6 0.857 8
| 0.984 1 0.960 3 0.947 4 0.962 2  0.901 7 0912 6 0916 5 0.861 8
5 0. 984 1 0.956 3 0927 5 0.980 2 0.85 7 0.933 4 0904 6 0.843 8
T 0.976 3 0.982 1 0.918 5  0.982 1 0.805 7 0.95% 4 0916 6 0.884 8
[ 0. 986 1 0.960 3 0.931 5 0.984 2 0.846 7 0.9499 4 0.924 6 0.841 8
g7 0.956 3 0.968 1 0.908 5 0964 2 0.85 7 0.920 4 0.84 6 0.834 8
s 0.949 3 0.978 2 0.876 6  0.984 1 0.852 7 0.947 4 0.880 5 0.848 8
f/ME - 0.933 0.925 0. 865 0. 854 0. 846 0. 766 0. 839 0.769
BRI 0.994 0. 990 0.982 0. 990 0.939 0. 962 0.955 0.925
EHE 0.983 0. 966 0.945 0.957 0. 904 0.916 0.910 0. 864

MBE #1 RMSE ¢ 28 5 {UXUH B 2% FAHB), {EHHE LE
JE WA TR, X e i T R RO UG Bk
ET P AEARAY 1 Y , 17 AU R B R 2 A X
MR R R i BT 410 MBE A3 it
PATEAELA 2, WA SR B R M SR 5 2 R B
JRGE BRI I, A% 3t MBE 1 RMSE 54X EE 5
RIS 0 A R S AR B 5 B ARG 98 B2 A U 3k
5 KGN H B BOR AT A E , iR 22 TR

MELERT VR, AR ERX T ET, R A7
TERGR B HIE , 0 T P — M 3%, PaE S A X R B
SO B/, LU B BRI R X, foJm AR
I P 177 00 0 i 7 XU 2 AT AT B
H R i 2k i) 2R AT E5 3B i M X ET £ 5557
M5 7)N o

2.2 ETREMBEHELE
2.2.1 Pristley — Taylor %

Pristley — Taylor ( P — T) ¥ 4& Penman ¥ 1) 5 {k
JRAS %A 3 8l ) o U A O 8 G LAY 0. 26
£, REAR1.26,P — T : 5 FAO P - M 3 (X k)
fli% ET, 1% R* MBE 1 RMSE {15 4 iR, 763558
BT ,2 FhorEe RAF 0.757 ~0.933 2 Ji], MBE 4
F -0.423 ~1.020 mm/d Z[a], Hiipg 19 uli ET,
R B A FOAFAEA R R S A 10 D ISAELEAR
()RR A, i ot 32 AR TP BT N . RMSE
T 0.505 ~ 1.665 mm/d Z [A], i FHiZ AN IE AL
R B 7EREE o HA T 1.02 ~1.64 Z [,
UAHTE Y AL 3 X, 23 S8l g 2 30 e /M ol 8 A4 30
2% R AT HIT R 2/3 0 F5E 5, MBE {H4> T
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—0.004 ~0.201 [, At I Ah 0G40 A . At
1 RMSE ZE K433l s AR /N, 7288 5 8 A SE %
F AT IR ¥ A A5, RMSE FRE T 0.2 mm/d L)
Fo HTERERBE T o BUE, i R,

FIF ArcGIS BT 30 ANl s 0 o F047 50 BLAK
A 3) S H 2 AR T 5T . o (HAE
PEAL 5 48 X 2B I 0 A o0 AR A, BriE s 92 o
(ELARR, LISk R O 0 4R P8 2 A4 1) 3 ik /S
PG AR LT R B /DN, T LA SR A oG, T L
HRN R BTG o EI AR 11 ~ L2, W75
PNt 3 o AP il o N S 7 N e 5 P
1.2 ~1.3 ZJil,
2.2.2 Makkink 3

Makkink 35 FAO P — M 3 ( %} #8336 {8 ET,

MBE of effect of data missing on estimated ET|, in northwest five provinces

() R* MBE il RMSE 4136 5 iR, 7ERERTPIE R
RATF0.741 ~0.931 Zfa, 5 P-T EERAK,
{H MBE ¥ IEAH, B2 5 A PE b X AEZE A [R] 72
JE F A, RMSE 76 9% 3 A 0. 349 mm/d, % 7 i AT
DIARG R E R i (1, {5 48 K 22 %00 s RMSE
ZIR K, e K RMSE #2382 mm/d, RE NG, e fH
AF0.58 ~0.88 Z[a], b {HATF 0.05 ~0.24 2 |a],
R*AF0.860 ~0.956 Z[f], E-H 3L 55 0. 058, K
J& MBE A~ F-0.03 ~0. 04 mm/d 2 [a], NEAE HL 4
FFL 38 (%) Ak FERAT  RMSE SF-24 [iE 4 51 0. 24 mm/d,
TE i BR WG 25 55 38040, RMSE 2 7E 0. 65 mm/d LA
L, 5 P-T AR KA SR

Makkink 2 () 2% ay (HAFTE 2 4 7 &6 bl
(Bl 4a)  FEHmsE0 HALER 4 w5, ) ] B i R



Sz SES7M 4 FAO Penman — Monteith 2 i {1y 242 P4 J63E FPEBFS 145
e i EE e -
= HA .
- -t
£ | = £ | mmoE
hie o B
: - R : i T
= OfF =~ 0OfF
g a
15 5 10 15 20 25 30 15 5 10 15 20 25 30
bR bR
(a) =R, (b) —RH
L [=F 1 =
= iR
~ - ~ =Efﬁ
s - 4 )
c - ; g}
g [ N g e e
g or @ OF
15 5 10 15 20 25 30
e :
(¢)—RH,—n i (d) —RH,-u
'r - 3 - 3
=
[
Em TE
B

RMSE/(mm-d %)

RMSE/(mm-d )
o
T

| s tlnlly.

0 5 10 15 20 25 30
e
(&) —n

AR5 U AN, TR HP R IR PG TR A A R
8, HAEAF 0.7 ~0.8 Z [a], ] J&] FBIZR ik /) , A1
{ELHS BRAERR VU ZR 1 5 HOR I SR A i Rk ol .
B by (A TERE PG M X f i, HABTE 0. 20 ~0.24 Z ],
TERTSREAL TR (BRBTHEIZRAT ) | 4% 7R AR gl 5 b A7
JaiB i AR (&1 4b) .

2.2.3 Hargreaves — Samani %

Hargreaves — Samani( H — S) R & 5 S 8EH L)
LA ET, 5 FAO P — M g (X B A 53 ET, 1)
R* MBE 1 RMSE 4126 fiic, T H-S %M R,
MBE 1 RMSE 7E55E 515 4 Bl H - S LA LA W
TGE B0 4 BT RS RBOT-HME 4 RO R A
F0.783 ~0.923 Z ], 5 P - M 75 H B X

RMSE/(mm-d %)
(=)
T

. 3EE

. PR

RMSE/(mm-d )
o

0 5 10 15 20 25 30
s
) —u

K2 padL s A ARl AR s X BT, %00 1) RMSE

Fig.2 RMSE of effects of data missing on estimated ET, in northwest five provinces

SRR XS I 2 B A 25 R K. 4% 3 MBE 3 8l Lt
WA SERE AT - 0. 839 ~0. 604 2 fi], RMSE 4
F0.603 ~1.375 Z[a] , RHILL | 4 5 BIAGE &
FEHT HE L X BN . KRB S, R AT 0.904 ~
0.962 Z [a] ,MBE #F -0.03 ~0. 04 Z[ii], RMSE 4
F0.402 ~ 1. 117 Z[u],5 44 IX 76 B PU R BE B v
T 984 FE B fIG  (EAh B 20 B 47 T H BRI X0
FAESHR BB P — M 7k

H = S BERE J5 S8 a (HAEHT 5 P i i
b R AR 3 AN D7 1) B T A, 76 W AR 1 L, A
b 600 km Z54 a, fH N2 0 3 x10 7 (& S5a) . by,
B ay (85 BUA 553 A5 a3, 705 58 P9 iR a5 /),
Wb BEFIZR 3 A7 1) B T, A ) AR )



146

ok ML ¥ R 2016 4

%4 Pristley - Taylor A SR EEHESMERMGIHER

Tab.4 Parameters and statistical results before and

after calibration of Pristley — Taylor method

FIEAT(a=1.26) e

% RMSE/ RMSE/
R MBE MBE
(mm-d™") (mm-d~")

Bi#hZE  0.869 0.280  0.861 .35 0.111  0.840
IR 0.891 0.282  0.799 .33 0.143  0.783
) 0.916 0.265  0.724 .37 0.052  0.665
T 0.925 0.003  0.573 .23 0.066 0.566
BEASE 0.876 0.562  1.142 .55 0.007  0.902
BE 0.904 0.166  0.651 .30 0.084  0.642
HEaF  0.856 0.540  1.113 .48 0.081  0.958
Fi#7  0.893 0.206  0.702 .33 0.058  0.686
7R 0.857 0.806 1.243 .58 0.138  0.957
WAt 0.859 0.400  0.947 .41 0.070  0.855
% 0.757 1.020 1.665 .64 0.189  1.341
A 0.869 0.596  0.955 .46 0.151  0.796
= 0.852 0.470 1.018 .39 0.188  0.958
i 0.835 0.447  0.998 .37 0.201  0.960
5 0.901 0.344  0.714 .35 0.155  0.679
R 0.863 0.067 0.763 .23 0.135  0.757
%) 0.854 0.565  0.984 .44 0.184  0.869
220 0.908 -0.192 0.505 17 -0.004 0.452
Hhr e 0.906 -0.084 0.505 .21 0.020  0.484
EE=3 0.916 —0.197 0.651 .09 0.157  0.493
FIRAR  0.933  0.458  0.752 .39 0.159  0.657
(i 0.918 -0.209 0.578 .13 0.067  0.467
ES ) 0.865 —0.387 0.700 .05 0.084 0.434
Bk 0.872 -0.423 0.686 .02 0.095 0.352
BN 0.899 0.101  0.750 24 0.145  0.747
B 0.867 —0.027 0.644 .20 0.096  0.625
L 0.899 0.079  0.559 .26 0.079  0.559
P 0.933 0.050  0.646 .25 0.070  0.645
PG 0.848 -0.121 0.715 .20 0.004  0.694
AR 0.902 -0.241 0.581 .14 0.008  0.499
FoME - 0.757 -0.423  0.505 .02 -0.004 0.352
SESME 0.881  0.194  0.804 .31 0.100  0.711
RM 0.933 1.020  1.665 .64 0.201  1.341
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Tab.5 Parameters and statistical results before and after calibration of Makkink method
FRIEHT (ay =0.61,by = -0.12) KEG
% RMSE/ RMSE/
R? MBE ay by R MBE
(mm-d~") (mm-d~")
oy 8y 2= 0. 899 0. 467 0.923 0.74 0.16 0.948 -0.014 0.716
brisi 0.925 0.323 0. 708 0.72 0.07 0.962 -0.023 0.559
=t 0. 899 0. 815 1.357 0. 88 0. 05 0.948 -0.017 0.812
Py 0. 830 0. 691 1. 356 0. 81 0.07 0.911 -0.031 1.029
=R e 0. 859 0. 698 1.212 0. 81 0.07 0.927 -0.023 0. 846
5% 0. 741 1.192 1. 894 0. 87 0.24 0. 861 0.022 1.330
k&7 0. 848 0. 829 1.225 0.79 0.23 0.921 -0.003 0. 800
] 5 I 0. 863 0.579 1. 116 0.75 0.15 0.929 -0.025 0. 866
T 0. 824 0. 603 1. 128 0.72 0.24 0.908 0.024 0.909
W% A 0. 846 0.799 1.213 0.78 0.24 0.920 0.034 0. 826
P 0. 878 0.592 0.941 0.72 0.24 0.937 -0. 004 0. 682
F0H 0.904 0.179 0.521 0. 66 0. 14 0.951 -0.019 0. 480
e 0.901 0.264 0. 646 0.71 0. 06 0. 949 -0.013 0. 548
HUE 0. 878 0.452 0. 838 0.71 0.22 0.937 -0.027 0. 666
SR 0. 878 0. 086 0. 445 0. 60 0.24 0.937 0.003 0.434
oJE 0. 859 0.483 0. 880 0.76 0.15 0.927 -0.012 0. 669
[ERE] 0.931 0. 449 0. 834 0.74 0.13 0. 965 -0.031 0.595
22 0. 846 0.926 1. 459 0.85 0.11 0.920 -0.003 0. 945
il 0.908 0.574 0. 884 0.74 0.22 0.953 -0.018 0.595
[E[lEzS 0.924 0.556 0.975 0.79 0.10 0.961 -0.022 0. 637
BIRA 0. 897 0.495 0. 900 0.77 0. 06 0.947 -0.009 0. 648
[ 0. 869 0. 549 1.003 0.77 0.11 0.932 -0.018 0.742
E 0.918 0.471 0.727 0.73 0.20 0.958 -0. 006 0.493
Hk 0.918 0.012 0. 349 0.58 0.24 0.958 -0.001 0.342
I 0. 819 0.372 0.909 0. 67 0.24 0. 905 0.012 0. 826
[ J5 0.927 0.371 0. 633 0.72 0. 14 0.963 -0.019 0.453
HiE 7 0. 893 0. 367 0.678 0. 68 0.24 0. 945 0. 009 0.552
P 0.918 0.524 0.76 0.74 0.24 0.958 -0. 004 0. 481
(RS 0. 891 0.477 0. 746 0.73 0.24 0.944 0. 007 0.529
LR 0.916 0. 120 0. 409 0. 60 0.24 0.957 0. 036 0. 389
/ME 0.741 0.012 0. 349 0.58 0. 05 0. 861 -0.031 0.342
A 0. 880 0.511 0.922 0. 74 0.17 0.938 -0. 007 0. 680
HRME 0.931 1. 192 1. 894 0. 88 0.24 0. 965 0. 036 1.330
% 6 Hargreaves — Samani S EEHESHENSEITER
Tab.6 Parameters and statistical results before and after calibration of Hargreaves — Samani method
Wi %4 RMSE/ RMSE/
R? MBE R? MBE ay by cn
(mm-d~!) (mm-d~!)
[SEES 0. 883 = 0. 006 0. 164 = 0.307 0.855+ 0.139 0.942 0. 001 0.753 0.001 28 0.36 21.07
73174 0.911+ 0.003 -0.483 + 0.415 0.937 + 0.234 0. 956 -0.021 0. 602 0. 000 70 0.55 18. 17
wHE 0. 881 = 0.006 0.363 = 0.305 1.039 £ 0.222 0.941 0.034 0. 867 0.001 42 0.42 14. 94
ey 0.852 + 0.016 -0.564 = 0.487 1.282 =+ 0.273 0.933 -0.030 0. 898 0.002 15 0.16 15.03
=R e 0.852+ 0.020 -0.081 + 0.402 0.973 + 0.100 0.934 -0.007 0. 804 0.002 29 0. 20 13.25
B5E 0.783 + 0. 024 0.009 + 0.548 1.375 + 0. 186 0.904 -0.018 1.117 0.002 76 0.09 21.19
a3 0.883 + 0.013 0.042 = 0.407 0.835+ 0.119 0. 945 0. 005 0. 674 0.001 37 0.32 21.54
i 58 5 0.845 + 0.019 -0.203 = 0.474 1.124 = 0.186 0.933 -0.029 0. 844 0. 002 23 0.12 22.77
JE 0.841+ 0.020 -0.204 + 0.500 1.103 = 0.220 0.930 -0.011 0. 795 0.001 94 0.16 24.37
Iz A 0. 860 + 0. 007 0.081 = 0.417 0.932 + 0.128 0.929 0. 004 0. 780 0. 000 93 0.43 25.33
pa 0.894 + 0.014 0.604 + 0.353 0.925 £ 0.292 0.951 -0.002 0. 603 0.001 40 0.33 25.61
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&gRo
S R? MBE fMSE/ R? MBE fMSEZ ay by cy
(mm-d~") (mm-d~")
FIH 0.848 + 0.003 -0.300+ 0.351 0.816 + 0. 124 0.925 -0.004  0.588  0.00059 0.57 23.12
% 0.857 + 0.003 -0.620 + 0.373 1.017 + 0.238 0.929 -0.002  0.643  0.00061 0.61 15. 67
R 0.860 = 0.003 -0.119 + 0.367 0.848 + 0.038 0.931 -0.006  0.698  0.00070 0.54 23.59
R 0.823+ 0.002 -0.160 + 0.338 0.702 + 0.074 0.916 -0.007  0.498  0.00058 0.52 28. 67
ok 0.825+ 0.007 —-0.683 + 0.366 1.124 + 0.240 0.915 0. 029 0.720  0.000 60 0.63 13.62
R 0.907 £ 0.001  -0.057 + 0.361 0.814 + 0.079 0. 954 -0.005  0.675  0.00061 0. 60 22.94
220 0.923 £ 0.002 -0.120 + 0.375 0.800 + 0.095 0. 962 -0.008  0.626  0.00073 0.55 20. 32
i 0.887 £ 0.015 —-0.397 + 0.422 0.951 + 0.213 0. 949 -0.020  0.642  0.00154 0.26 18.81
Nig2 0.901 £ 0.013  -0.376 + 0.411 0.895 + 0. 169 0.955 -0.014  0.611  0.00166 0.27 15.36
KIRA 0.877 + 0.015  0.368 + 0.368  1.000 + 0.242 0. 946 0.003 0.781  0.002 61 0.15 16. 57
i 0.896 = 0.003 -0.022+ 0.392 0.793 + 0.093 0. 950 -0.009  0.616  0.00073 0.50 26. 82
F 0.846 + 0.002  —-0.247 + 0.420 0.966 + 0. 124 0.923 -0.009  0.744  0.000 63 0.55 24.56
Tk 0.889 + 0.016 —-0.318+ 0.356 0.789 + 0.115 0. 954 0. 006 0.503  0.00041 0.71 23.41
BN 0.833+ 0.012 -0.092 + 0.318 0.792 + 0.027 0.921 0. 009 0.657  0.00053 0. 64 24. 02
Eif 0.869 = 0.018  -0.603 + 0.390 1.027 + 0.265 0. 945 0. 001 0.549  0.000 36 0.71 25.00
JE% 0.828 = 0.021  0.044 = 0.300  0.777 + 0.096 0.926 0.017 0.652  0.000 42 0.75 26.73
i) 23 0.849 + 0.006  0.069 + 0.292  0.603 + 0.063 0.932 -0.003  0.433  0.00062 0.52 28.42
[l 0.840 + 0.008 -0.839 + 0.365 1.166 + 0.302 0.926 0. 039 0.607  0.000 63 0. 64 10. 40
B 0.869 + 0.022  0.398 + 0.254  0.658 + 0. 182 0.953 0. 009 0.402  0.00040 0.75 28.33
/M 0.783 + 0.001  -0.839 + 0.254 0.603 + 0.027 0. 904 -0.030  0.402  0.00001 0.09 10. 40
SEHME 0.864 = 0.011  -0.145+ 0.381 0.931 + 0.163 0.937 -0.002  0.679  0.001 10 0.45 21.32
IS 0.923+ 0.024  0.604 + 0.548  1.375+ 0.302 0. 962 0.039 1.117  0.003 00 0.75 28. 67
W28 ay by M ey 1E Hargreaves — Samani 3R RN ETy =ay R, (Thae = Toin) bH(T + o
F7 Immak FSERENRSHENFITER
Tab.7 Parameters and statistical results before and after calibration of Irmak method
T (ay = —0.611,b; =0. 149 ¢, =0.079) REIG
44 RMSE/ RMSE/
R? MBE R? MBE a by ¢
(mm-d!) (mm-d!)
R iy 7 0. 835 0.523 0.939 0.941 <0.001 0.758 0. 296 0.121 0. 090
§7:3771 0. 882 0.396 0.754 0. 960 <0. 001 0.633 -0. 134 0.138 0. 090
A6 0. 857 0.568 0.905 0. 954 <0.001 0. 687 0.163 0.129 0.093
g 0. 895 0.173 0. 603 0. 960 <0. 001 0.574 -0.312 0.139 0. 082
JER <Y s 0. 850 0.787 1. 180 0. 944 <0.001 0. 845 0. 131 0. 141 0. 099
B 0.893 0.314 0.704 0.951 <0.001 0. 626 -0. 130 0. 137 0.081
% 0. 830 0. 282 1.027 0.921 <0. 001 0.971 -0.405 0.138 0. 096
BA] 5 55 0.878 0.308 0.729 0. 949 <0.001 0. 649 -0.276 0.135 0. 095
TR 0.828 0.707 1.179 0. 941 <0.001 0.815 -0.113 0. 126 0.128
7288 0. 859 0. 469 0.947 0. 939 <0.001 0.779 -0.388 0. 144 0. 106
X 0.734 0.922 1.599 0. 893 <0. 001 1.178 0.305 0.105 0. 140
FIH 0. 841 0.542 0. 907 0.948 <0.001 0. 652 -0. 126 0. 121 0.118
I % 0. 846 0.420 0.955 0.933 <0. 001 0. 840 -0.179 0.138 0. 096
Eigc) 0.803 0. 441 0. 982 0.923 <0. 001 0. 835 0. 197 0. 109 0.113
g 0. 885 0. 451 0.729 0.958 <0.001 0. 566 -0.071 0.138 0. 090
R 0.785 0.212 0.767 0.934 <0. 001 0. 692 -0.096 0.119 0. 104
R 0. 808 0. 657 1.043 0.932 <0.001 0.765 0.061 0.133 0. 107
22 i 0. 906 0. 047 0. 462 0. 966 <0. 001 0. 451 -0.39% 0. 137 0.079
Hih 0. 904 0. 265 0. 507 0. 966 <0.001 0.432 -0.322 0. 147 0. 080
% 0.874 0.293 0. 495 0. 964 <0. 001 0.354 0.188 0. 120 0. 080
FIRA 0. 852 0. 651 0.908 0.957 <0. 001 0. 564 0. 367 0. 120 0.118
i 0. 899 0. 147 0. 454 0. 963 <0.001 0.416 -0.229 0. 134 0. 080
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gR7
HE T (a, = ~0.611,b, =0. 149 ¢, =0.079) P
k4 RMSE/ RMSE/
R* MBE R? MBE a; by ¢
(mm'd’l) (mm'dil)
Em 0. 882 0.233 0.422 0.968 <0.001 0.312 0. 057 0.121 0. 083
T 0. 884 0.211 0. 404 0.973 <0.001 0.277 0. 154 0.117 0.079
51 0. 857 0.264 0. 683 0. 945 <0.001 0. 627 -0.303 0. 143 0. 085
[ J5 0. 869 0. 282 0.593 0.952 <0.001 0.517 -0.205 0. 139 0. 082
HEZE 0. 906 0.224 0.523 0.962 <0.001 0. 461 -0.324 0. 154 0. 067
i 0.901 0. 261 0.563 0. 958 <0.001 0. 495 -0.375 0. 156 0.072
iErg 0. 872 0.111 0. 590 0. 946 <0.001 0.579 —0.458 0. 146 0.079
57353 0.914 -0.030 0. 466 0. 960 <0.001 0. 448 -0. 396 0. 146 0. 066
/M 0.734 -0.030 0. 404 0. 893 <0.001 0.277 —0.458 0. 105 0. 066
SEHE 0. 861 0.371 0.767 0. 949 <0.001 0. 627 -0.111 0.133 0. 093
RME 0.914 0.922 1.599 0.973 <0.001 1.178 0.367 0. 156 0. 140
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MR, BEECES 6 B BB A - P
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Hargreaves 2R MEH0L R, ZIEAETT R BT £ Al
ERIGE SR T B HAT AR A 1 (RMSE /T
0.4 mm/d) , #R1fii SENTELHAS 25" i % 3k 4t
IR ZERIEAE BB ET, i, HoRS B2 22 (RMSE ly
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1, RMSE 2y 0. 23 mm/d, H Y {1 2 IR Bk
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EAM, A SO ALLEN 25 3 (1 2 AR 0 0 L A
X BE ARy 6 ET B AR 3 1 T il i R
BRI X 1 B AR T R XS ET, #4381 ARA , ey
XTPA B 3 MR R ERLEVG LRG0 ) Al 550 Ry it
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ST RS 2T R 4 R A 1. 26 SR AR HE b b
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XAZABEABAL T 1. 26, AT RS tH T 208 4 PR A0 15 Bl
1 o
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