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Abstract

In order to simulate the crop evapotranspiration (ETo) in extreme arid areas from 1978 to 2018,
based on daily gauge observations from Aksu, Xinjiang Uygur Autonomous Region, four artificial
intelligence algorithm models including Support Vector Machine (SVM), Gaussian Process Regres-
sion (GPR), Boosting Tree (BT), and BP Neural Network (BPNN) are established. The results sug-
gest that: 1) Compared with the result of BT, when the input meteorological factors are the same,
the SVM, GPR, and BPNN show the higher and closer accuracy, BT’s result is weaker than other
models. The four models exhibit the highest accuracy when the input factors are complete (Tmax,
Tmin) Rmean, 0, U2, R;), and GPR is the best among them. When the number of the input factors is four,
the accuracy under combination-4 (Tmax, Tmin, U2, RJ) is superior, and the simulation effect of BPNN
is the best, so it is the favored model to simulate the ET, in extreme arid areas. 2) On the seasonal
scale, the BPNN demonstrates the highest simulation accuracy in autumn and the lowest accuracy
occurs in summer. 3) Compared with the traditional empirical formulas involving Hargreaves, Ir-
mark Allen, Jensen Haise, and Makkink, the artificial intelligence model has obvious advantages in
simulating ET,.
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1. 5|8

SENRWZEBUR (ETo)REK 7 780l AR OIRDL RIF ISR AT T, 25 )2 2880 79 70 s/my B
2N 023, =4 12 em WA SR A E, HERHEEM T KRR, JORENR
THHRAR HAK ) IR EES L —, WS BT A EM TR KE T X3l H KA R fiK 5t
BEMEAEER Y[1]. BirBs ERAHL (Food and Agriculture Organization, FAO)F Penman-Monteith 5
BUWERTHE ETo PIARAERL Y, (EZ A A 75 Bl N AR VE R R R Tk, 8143 3 7 i B 52 2R K R H1l[2],
DR AR B A& 1) ET, AT 57 ka0 22 [ N SN ST I R R

HEN 21 ALk, FEE N TR S RIAWIRN, V2L % IR T ET,, RIS TR
MR . BFR PR 5 N[315: T 5 M N TR AR HLAS 2% ST | BB X S BAE AT ERR, R
i AR BOSE AL (GEM) R I 7RSORGB A5 N [4) 3 T R 2 S HUSERO1 vh B2 IX 2 AR 2581
TR, ORI R % S HLEEELM)IB AT IR RS m . IZAGRE I, XINAEEE N[5]4801 45
RRM, (EAHFESA GRS T, DU REAE AL 22 70 1F 3 B[] A 2592 (MARS)BEADURS FE o e, i
SCREIAEANLSVM), |7 A2 P45 B3 (GRNIN) 22 2 IR AN A5 (MLP) o 3 545 [ 613 T A PR 2% 2 LB,
TR TR X BTy, #5E 1 M R S H SR .

N LR T 5 BT, B B BH AR T At 4 4 55002 (19 dn 6 TSI Y Hargreaves 1528, 48 5 (1)
Makkink 1 Pristley-Taylor £4Y), SR A 2 H# B A X R PR M, B —A X I & AR AL AR A R AR ]
e -5 X — M) AR, GO b, W B AN e, AR BORE R A, PRt o T B i
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B X ET, BT FE LD W o A3 LA Penman-Monteith #5884+ 501 BT, ARk, LA T5 X gt AR ok
B IR T A Gk AR H Bl AR PR, HIRRH, KON Z TR S N
MANZH RS RENL. SRR 32T LAR BP iz j 25 57 DU R L &5 22 > SR A DA
i P RX ETo, IR MR BT AL 05N S 8O B S5 Rt AT BB, DU 2 3t 5 1 40
WA A PPt A A P SR SRR

2. R EEE
2.1. REER

B 5 J5 X (78°02'~84°05'E, 39°31'~42° 41Nz TRt i, Ab T8 EURSE AL S Rk Be b
B TSR AR 8% . i IX AL T ML WO FE IS, Ja T b B ERIR IR 5 5 ORR M i U X
PR T B SERRAR IO EEARRr L, 8 T TR 0 X [7]. SRS EMXALL, 3
HAEWR R, AT WG FRETRT R HF N IE QR R, 2470l
FE11CULLE, TERMIEK, 24 HIRETIL 2900 /MR LLE, EEFEMN BUETE 5~9 7, EFHFAE,
HEAUKE, AR TR R R M DKOREY) — % — 2], EZAEA L. KiEsE, ZHE
X B0 BA A7 S

2.2. BIERIR

ARSI HE AR GO R e B b TS TR H B B S 5E(V3.0) (http:/data.cma.cn) 1978~2018 4F
i 0SS HE, AR R TR (T« BASIERE (Twin)« PR (Toean) s TFIIWRLE (Rinean)~ H HRI 2(n)
10 m 15 KH (u10), KSZTERF(R,), Forb KUIEFH RUERZE A NI H 2 2 m s W (uy) o BRI R
REARM LT AL AN B ELE R <5d, WIHAIEEE RN AR ELSL RE >5d, Hub
MR HPHME; AHOEEREL R >20d, WS FEZE s .

2.3. MRF*®

2.3.1. OFPATEREER

1) ZFERERL

SCEFIRIEHL(Support Vector Machine, SVM) [8]H 48 i 2~ BASAE N AR HE 1T 72 A2 B9 — Pl i i A T L&
IALES 2 I B, "ETE 1992 447 Vapnik 25 ANFEH . BI-H I BRERE RS AR VAR (1 1), B e - [=105
T HAE R R ECA

/
g(x):ZaiyiK(xi,xj)+b (1)

x RN § BIEE jAREARIFEARRE M &, y AN i BIEE j MREAREE, o RN | BIEE j hiks B
HET, K(xy)®RrZEH, bR mED9].

2) el AR A

7 [E] 94578 (Gaussian Process Regression, GPR) [10]f B — MEARE S WA IRMEAR & 14557
A0 AR R T AT, RGO R () S B MR EE A i S AR B BE LR, P DB AR R R A DL 7 380t
ARUGE R I MR AT Al TE, AT A R TR R AR S W x NIRRT, y
Ky, Hy W&mRA:

yi=f(x)+e )

g, =N(0,07). o) AHE[I]
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3) TR

PETF 795 T2 BR R FH g B 0 () 266 bR B ) 2 1 20 6 ) 5 T 10 20 25 B35 o DA SRS g 55 R B 4 T D7 VR AR
I T B (Boosting Tree, BT) [12]o X 732 jin il ke SEAR & — 4320, ek Bl U i) R0 e SRS & — SCIm] U A4
FEFHRASE AL AT LR IR A YA IR AR 2 .

fu(x)=

Mk

T(x;6,) 3)

1

Hep, T(x0,) Rn0Em: 6, NIENIIZSH: M ARG RIS LRI IE, k2
I FE A3 2K BR300 7R P E 14 RS2 PR AR S Tl U ) R T 2 o PR SR 22 R AL, U0 [l VA

4) BP #1282 [ 2%

BP #1228 25(BPNN)— i B & =AM, BN Z . FIaZ M= [13]. B — M2 E i
28, PLESS ST IR 3 B A B 1) IF R A R 22 B 0 S AR S B AN 5 T . B A IE R AR S ) AR
o, B N Z R RS B REREE G, AR BIE N S o 0 SR 5 1 S A A SRR A TR
i 25 AN BRI A2 ZER I IS, KRS R AE B HEAT I A R %, SRR A RAE B A N Hi 2 0] BE 2 0% I
FUOREENZ, WS EME LA R R E R, BT RS E W&o E AR E14].

2.3.3. {RBVEHERF

A ) TR 2 (RMSE) P48 %R 2 (MAE) . 993058 2 Bu(NSE) R 5E £ BU(R?) 2K S i A [7]
PERUBI RS B, VP AR R S 5 R SR 2 TR R 22 DL R — B[ 15] [16] [17]. BARA RN R

RMSE = 1 3°(C, - P)’ @
nis

3
I

MAE=-3|C, )] ®)
n i
> (-G
NSE=1-£—— (6)
(6-0)

{ (¢, -€)(r-P) o

J2(c-cyx(p-Py

Kb n IR ARSI, OIS @ A, POWBSELH LSS § FAsiEM, C b C T3, PRy
P, [ F#)fE. RMSE. MSE. MAE /by, RRMAM 2/, ROEHEIT 1, FoRRBm &R, 5
ROBES R IN T 5E, Ve EE G BOAIENTain K2, AR — 1A fa b DO S A AT X L
TELLSEARE b, 5SS N AIZEEFe b5 GPI (Global Performance Indicator) i 4 TH Al 5 B TR 45 B[ 18], EAxk
AT

GH;iﬁA&—W) (®)

A o, WL RIIRIAER SRR R B, KX T S %4845 RMSE. MAE, HAEH-1,
St R®HINSE HAHEL 1: g AAFFEAR 4R BUE I 08 y, AARFRFRAR IR B . GPT $f e, &
P2 AR RN
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2.4. HEER

N T BAEA R SR B N RIS BRSPS IS A AN R DX B e AN T8 REZE IO
ASCEH T IR TRA T Trawr Toninr Rineanr 10 ug MUK R TIRESS R A NN, H R, (KRR
T S o] DA e i S A FERIAE H P RS 2. AR AR T T A s, Aa & 1.

Table 1. Different combinations of meteorological factors

# 1. TESKEFHE

BRI & HANSH AT
1 Toaxs Tomins Rineans 1, U2, Ry 6
2 Tonaxs Tmins Rineans 71, Ua 5
3 Tivaxs Tinins Rineans Ra 4
4 Tmaxs Tmins U2, Ry 4
5 Tmax> Tmin> 115 Ry 4
6 Taxs Tmins Ra 3

3. ZRE S
3.1. FRIEERHEREL

N T RIS DU BEARALAE BT, th R K@ M, A SOREB 58 2536 1978~2008 41 A 1E Il 254,
2009~2018 FAE NI AT, . RS R IR ERHAETT T ETo RS BV WK 2.

B N SR TAHE AT, SVM. GPR H1 BPNN (R RS B 45w B 8, 1 BT
BT kS B AR 22 BB N SR TS 1 (Tnaxo Tonins Rineans 71, Uz, Ro)s BT =/ MEAL) GPT 550005 4
1.794. 1.837. 1.821, $7F 1.8 247, 1 BT fA HAE 1.452; AN TR THE 2 (Tomax Tmins Rincans 1, 1)
I =AML GPT 48800 4 1.534. 1.480. 1.459, BT #7544 1.238, GPI 580745 0.3 £ 4. HIKM
20 A 50 A, DU N T RE AR L AE 4 3 D8 1A N I RS DURS FE e i, Ho b GPR B RS RS A i, RMSE -9
0.095, R*°40.996, GPI{E¥UAH] 1.837, HUN BP ML, 44 2 i) GPIIEELLALA 1 FH7%
J& 0.3 Zidi, R RAE TR S O A\ BRSO3 Ay — 8 280 s 76 R N DU AR S R R 1 (44 344,
S, SNBSS EAEYAHCE ET, MBS B A FRE. HHAHE 4 (Towo Tuin ua, R)FIBIURS B i
1, SVM. GPR. BPNN #8ff] GPI1 ¥84U7E 1.3 ity , Py Z He wifhdl & 1) GPI #5%k 0.2~0.3 /i fq;
BPNN-4 ] RMSE 4 0.335, R*5 0.978, GPI 540 1.404, AAE 4 T HE 3 (Trax Tmins Rmeans Ra)
FIHA S (Tmaxs Tmins 15 R GPIEEAIT HY% 5 T 414 4, 30 XGE FO4 N\ 7T LA 282 5 BT, ORI 2,
TP S50 5 R0 H BRI K (6 BT ASSH0UKE B (52 ma ARL ELAE /N X33, e SVML GPR il BPNN #5744
RSB R . HA 6 (Toax Tmine R)FIHUREE AL, DUMBALE) GPLIEEGS/NT 1, R A
TRFEDR 7 FIR S TR SN T IR BORS BERUIK, AT H e R R BT I -

DL BRI, FEA N TR AR A I A SRR IR AR IR, LB S R R s AEAR
AL B I KU T S B B N AT DA — e AR B B e B AR BT s PR BE XG AN [ T B
AN, AREIARIN, o XGEX R 5 MO W, STV A H IR K BT, B0
FE RS2 55 FLAHUT,  WOrE S G B SR I TR e P Al oy 1 57 X HE . BPNIN-4 BB Ry B 8 A Y
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Table 2. Day-by-day ET, simulation accuracy of four artificial intelligence models

2. M ATEREAREZH ET) 8 HUEE

T RMSE (mm/d) MAE (mnv/d) R? NSE GPI
SVM-1 0.109 0.088 0.993 0.995 1.794
SVM-2 0.260 0.178 0.987 0.985 1.534
SVM-3 0.472 0.310 0.957 0.953 1.128
SVM-4 0.340 0.218 0.976 0.974 1.392
SVM-5 0.509 0.305 0.947 0.942 1.075
SVM-6 0.563 0.345 0.931 0.928 0.951
GPR-1 0.095 0.065 0.996 0.998 1.837
GPR-2 0.284 0.205 0.985 0.984 1.480
GPR-3 0.482 0.337 0.955 0.952 1.088
GPR-4 0.379 0.283 0.971 0.967 1.276
GPR-5 0.499 0.303 0.948 0.940 1.086
GPR-6 0.555 0.337 0.936 0.931 0.975
BT-1 0.305 0.207 0.983 0.981 1.452
BT-2 0.398 0.291 0.965 0.962 1.238
BT-3 0.511 0.337 0.940 0.935 1.027
BT-4 0.482 0.328 0.953 0.949 1.092
BT-5 0.537 0.322 0.938 0.932 1.011
BT-6 0.593 0.373 0.920 0.912 0.866
BPNN-1 0.102 0.071 0.995 0.996 1.821
BPNN-2 0.292 0.211 0.982 0.980 1.459
BPNN-3 0.455 0.288 0.959 0.943 1.159
BPNN-4 0.335 0.208 0.978 0.969 1.404
BPNN-5 0.503 0.307 0.944 0.938 1.072
BPNN-6 0.552 0.336 0.935 0.930 0.977

HH: SVM-1 387K SVM FUEES R THG 1 FRIBA, HEsmyFE 2,

3.2. EFPHRBEMHR

T T R X DU E AR R, N T VP IE BPNN-4 B8 7E R[] 255 6 28 SO IO TN R, K
B 7 5 1978~2008 SEZViHHRIE NI, 2009~2018 FEA/E NTRMEAEL, BIBCRIE 1. ME 1
A LA H, BPNN BEEE R B R U, G AR 0.944, R? M 0.93, AR 2 (B8O I 2,
PLAREE A 0.6566, R7 N 0.5, SAARE, BPNN FEBS G FH N TR E R, MaREKR
21609 if, RAMEEFEHEUNBEERZE.
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Figure 1. Simulated effect of BPNN on ET) in different seasons: (a) Spring; (b) Summer; (c) Autumn; (d) Winter
B 1. AEIZETT BPNN 3 ET BRIMHRE: (2) &FF; (b) BEZF; (o BF; (d) £F

3.3. KERERINEE

N TR N TR ET, FIMR%S, ASCIHHE T Hargreaves. Irmark-Allen. Jensen-Haise Fl
Makkink VY& IGHIRBHLE ETy, -5 N TR GBI 45 R AT 7 XL, H A Hargreaves #l
Irmark-Allen 505 6 (Thaxs Timin, Ro)FIFIN K TFZ51LL, Jensen-Haise A1 Makkink 5205 5 (Thaxs Tomins 7> Re)
PARGEHETHRANEL, BAF gt % 3 AUMARMSRBEETH HY ETES4 5. A
X3 oA, NURMAIGEA GP1FBEUKZ1E 1.0 B, o+ Hargreaves F1 Makkink %84 [f14E £ 43 5l
[E 2K A B 7 . Hargreaves [ GPI #6405 0.927, SVM. GPR. BPNN = FiR {30 83 1) B e A AU AR 4 &
6 (Tmax> Tmins Ro) T [¥1 GPUFREITE 0.97 I A7, i 4% G146 56554 : Makkink [¥) RMSE 4 0.393,R* 4 0.872,
GPI 8500 1.048, i =M RERAIEA S 5 FHI GPIFEEUE 1.1 24, ST LA Ar /S B gEARZY BT, 1)
ARG B T2 IR R 5, N TR R e ET, B BRI
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Table 3. ET, simulation accuracy of four empirical models

3. UMZIRER BT, EHEE

T RMSE (mm/d) MAE (mm/d) R? NSE GPI
Hargreaves 0.438 0.365 0.867 0.863 0.927
Irmark-Allen 0.515 0.402 0.758 0.751 0.592
Jensen-Haise 0.445 0.361 0.884 0.875 0.921
Makkink 0.393 0.299 0.872 0.868 1.048

4. THERLL

AR, KA AT DL RS SVM. GPR F1 BPNN =i AU ET, AR, 115-F3
MRPE VeSS, X AT REAE T 7EAR 2 XA TP IR, KUE MmN BB E, 1P 2
PR FERSE 2 7T A AR, K, AR TR BT RS 3]s BPNN A8 TE B 28 (S0 3 R o
7%, ATReAE T T R X I R R R S, HLBR KRR, AR AR A, 1
FERK A ZE 0 T 5 X SRS BORARIE , OB AL RO BE AT o A S IR e B 1 A 1 52 X (R AR SR Ml £,
ANRe A R AE A T R XSG L, E4 E I AL 75258 .

AR SCFI R ASE B ity -5 X i) 7 7503 1 1978~2018 4R34 H AR B 4 Fh N T8 REA AL T 8 7T 49
B, BHAWFER: 1) EMAMHRNSRETHAE T, SVM. GPR fl BPNN [ RURE FE 4 my H B i
U, Tf BT AR A 22 . DR N T BEASE 2R 7E A% 0 R 4 NI RS H0ORE B Jeip . HLh GPR R AUNE
e, FLUON BP #HAMZEAEEL 7R 28 BUE I K E TR S B AN o] LA — e P2 132 s B A4
FEPE s FERLL BT, I ANGE RN IR 7RG S, 3 2 N\ it /SR R R AR R B R B, AR
O R IR RO B s, FERR T R X A BPNN-4 BB g i e AR . 2) BPNN B ZE R Z A 3L
R, B BRSO R 2, BAORE, BPNN fEBUL SR FH N R RIS R, UG
RIEKZAE 09 Ati. 3) ERFAZETFHET, NTHEEBEAN GPLIEEE TR, a7k
BB (RIS B o T 00, N TR BB TR Bl BTy R — @ %4
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