50 * 2017 3

11007-2284( 2017) 03-0050-02

1 1 2 3 4
(1. 100054; 2. 100054;
3, 210098; 4. ( ) 101302)
18275.6 ‘B
2
2.1
° 1 . .

:2016-09-08
SF201621 ;
- 101- 12 £ 201 - :
(19655 202- £ 203- £ 204- (3= £301-
:302- (4 £ 401- (5o £ 501-
(19809 J6- 7= (8- ;801-

o E-mail: zgh311133@ 163.com. - 802 - 803 - 804—



51

o
N~
[g\l
\O
o
o
o~
- .
<t
[q\}
(9 INe) o
o
O
[g\]
n
cn
O
<t
o
0
AN o <t
8 = g
g o
0
. 3
— < e
(=] (e} (=] *
0 53] D oo
on 0 —
(=]
0
0
] M ]
o
o0
0
<t
[}
- 0
° o0
(@] [sa)
=]
0 [Se)
5y -
o

203

202

201.

302

301

201+

203

202+
302

302

203

804
203

202

302

804

204

204

101

101

204

101

501

802
802

2.2

501

401

55



55

11

12

13

14

18

J. 2014 (4): 74-
80.
Jarvis P G. The interpretation of the variations in leaf water potential
and stomatal conductance found in canopies in the field J . Philo—
sophical Transactions of the Royal Society 1976:593-610.
J Timothy Ball lan E Woodrow Joseph A berry. Model predicting
stomatal conductance and its contribution to the control of photosyn—
thesis under different environmental conditions J . In: Biggens J ed.
Progress in Photosynthesis 1987:221-224.
Jones C A. Effect of soil texture on critical bulk densities for root
growth J .Soil Science Society of America Journal 1983 47:1 208
-1211.
Dolman A J.A multiple-source land surface energy balance model for
use in general circulation models J .Agricultural and Forest Meteor—
ology 1993 65( 1-2) :21-45.

Matsumoto K Ohta T Tanaka T. Dependence of stomatal conduct—
ance on leaf chlorophyll concentration and meteorological variables
J . Agricultural & Forest Meteorology 2005 132( 1-2) : 44-57.
Yu G R Nakayama K Matsuoka N et al. A combination model for
estimating stomatal conductance of maize( Zea mays L.) leaves over a
long term J . A gricultural and Forest Meteorology 1998 92( 1) : 9

-28.

Leuning R. A critical appraisal of a combined stomatal—photosynthe—
sis model for C3 plants J . Plant Cell and Environment 1995
(18):339-355.

Collatz GJ Ball JT Grivet C et al. Physiological and environmen—
tal regulation of stomatal conductance photosynthesis and transpira—
tion: a model that includes a laminar boundary layer J . Agricultur—

al and Forest Meteorology 1991 ( 54) : 107-136.

4. 5 6 o

GB/T19795.1-2005
0.1 L/h

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

Kim S-H Lieth H. A coupled model of photosynthesis stomatal
conductance and transpiration for a rose leaf ( Rosa hybrida L) J .
Annals of Botany 2003 (91): 771-781.

c /g 27
2010.

] 2012 (5) : 463-470.
Wang SS Yan Y Trishchenko A P et al. Modeling the response of
canopy stomatal conductance to humidity J . Journal of Hydrometeo—

rology 2009 ( 10) : 521-532.

J . 2007 ( 10):
4 141-4 148.

2009 (4):772-782.

Tardieu F Davies W J. Stomatal response to abscisic Acid is a func—
tion of current plant water status J . Plant Physiology 1992 98
(2) : 540-545.

Cochard H Coll L Le R X et al. Unraveling the effects of plant
hydraulics on stomatal closure during water stress in walnut J .
Plant Physiology 2002 128( 1) : 282-290.

Tardieu F  Davies W J. Integration of hydraulic and chemical signal-
ling in the control of stomatal conductance and water status of
droughted plants J . Plant Cell & Environment 1993 16( 4) : 341
—349.

2013.

0.025 L/h; 2 1h

5% ~ 10% ;
O
M .
2012.
I 2001 (2):17-18.
I 2014 (6):75-77 81.
. 2014 (7):75-78 82.
. 2016 (12) : 102-106.



