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Abstract

The evapotranspiration characteristics in Turpan city were estimated and analyzed based on SEBAL
model using MODIS, DEM and meteorological observation data during 2014-2018. The results show that
the average total evapotranspiration is 3.25 x 10° m3 with significant spatiotemporal difference. 97% of
the total evapotranspiration is concentrated in April-October which shows a fluctuating downward
trend. For different types of land use, the average annual evapotranspiration per unit area is de-
creased in following order: cultivated land is greater than urban, industrial, mining lands, and resi-
dential land is greater than forestland, grassland, waters area, and other land. Grassland and other land
annual total evapotranspiration are the highest due to they occupy larger area. Grassland, cultivated
land and other land account for more than 90% of annual total evapotranspiration. Most of the water
areas are snow-covered, seasonal, or small area, so the annual total and average evapotranspiration per
unit area are not too large.
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FET SEBAL 55U 18 J fs 758 AR 28 B0 I 25 0 AT RFAE A 9

ks H . 20204F6 H10H; #AHM: 20204F6H25H; KA H: 20204E7H2H

B

RM.F2014~20184EMODISF= i« SR MEE . DEMEEIE R, KA SEBALARELfh B /34 ik & & 17 ) AR BURF
fE. &HRKRE: 2014~2018FHEFTHFHELEBEN3.25 x 10° m3, HEHENTZREE, 97%ME
BEREFHEI~1084, ERMBEDTREES; STFARLHMRPFERA, BAERERHEENE > B2, T
T ERERAM > s > i > KR > HAMAR, HhE LK RMABET STIREKR, EFaEBERS, B
i B R A= EE 5B EB90% k, KEEZARERX . FFHEKEEERED, EREBER
BAEAREDEREIA.
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1. 518

75 HUK (Evapotranspiration, ET)$5 X H38 25k . 7K IH 28 K AR YD 28 5 1) S AR, A e — A IF H IRAE /K &
PR RE R T RR R S, RKIEI R BRSO AR H AT R B R R R, R 2 B A
26N 20 WA I RE S 18 B SR A HIUR IR AR IZ BT [ 2], 2Rk, BN A T T i N SEBILSEBAL
SEBS. METRIC %538/ ET 1R 34T 7 ) 2 B F A 72 [3] [4] [5] [6]. H SEBAL #1742 iy Bastiaanssen
7E 1998 4FEHE H 3 T Hh R A BT 47 (1038 B B AL [4], Wang J.. ZEEE . M35 FWHEE7] [8] [9] [10]7E
EPALT R IX . 8 BEAM R, VTP S S AT 7N AT, 453 BRIz B S rE
BB AR 1 S AT 9 [X b R 28 IR 1) S B 100

HEFNET T RARX TR, 30 4%, & RTKEIEREZEEL, N KZEBR, T
HKOKALAWT FFE, RILH 80%LL LA, SCTWISII ™ 245, CRONZETEMITA[LL], /K B RS 30
BB TG . TR SRR A R S Y, 6 e TR T S R R KK AR A KRR
AT B 257 THI ORI 7R [12] [13] [14], B ATk = 6f ik 68 2 /K BE R FE RO AR B0 ER 1

W FUn S 2 K SR RE RS AR, Wit E R/ K RIRS HF LR, REKESKE, REtS. &5
MRS AT RS e AT B 205 . A LA MODIS s ™ i« AR MEINE S« 3R] FH 25045 . DEM #icdfs Jy £: At
FIFH SEBAL AUt & 757 2014~2018 4F A8 B R AT 1HEIRUE, ATt 7ot & 7 i1 28 B0 1|) 4 AT A
DA Ay it 35 T 7K B U o S A R AR 28 ORI R I SCHRE

2. MR AA R
2.1. XA

e R AL TS 41°12'~43°40', KR4 87°16'~91°55' 2 /], J@ R IL AR EB LRI, VI R LD o 2 B4 1
KON T RS A A, RIEKY) 245 T2k, dbEARIL R B A L R, MIRES KL, B
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J T SEBAL 7Y 38 ik S5 Y8 1) 28 Wi I 28 A AU HEATF 7

L 75 Tk, M 6.9 x 10° 77 Tk, Hr FIRIX 5 77%, i 23%. 2 kb w5 %, # ik 7E—155~4372
m, PR 1013 m (& 1) & R T A P BRI A KRR M SRR, oK R EER LGN, A
SAEF R, BRI, W, SEFK 16.4 2K, 8K /7 3000 mm PAE, RS L X R
KTy, AR E N . NS SE R R R X, EERAEY R A R, MTE. R
B, T 30 AEREMNFRSY 5K, KRR S, MR ACGHR . TR T A e T
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Figure 1. The DEM and location of weather station in Turpan city
1. HE&EH DEM MSRHER

2.2. BARHEM

ASCAE I BE f35 . 1) JBREE . 2014~2018 4F MODIS #1577 i (MYD11AL). #h 3z 8 %
i (MYDO9GA) . BRDF/Albedo %I #if (MCD43A1) , ik ¥ F # H NASA [ LADDS % #ii /i ¥4
(https://ladsweb.modaps.eosdis.nasa.gov) ; GDEMV2 30M 7 ¥ ¥ ¥ m 234k, T # At = | 8 E =
(http://www.gscloud.cn/). 2) WFFRIX KN 5 MEFIEAS Gl SEIE(H 1), FEARFHREESER. HRIR<E. 7
PR A RUE AXHRRESE, ISR TR 3) 2016 2 i R FH R AU R H k- A
FHARAT DEACHT SR L R4 BT KR H R, #03f H Landsat 8 OLI $E AR BEAS 2, 43985 30 m,

FRFTEHIETOR, 21E ArcGIS 2 ERDAS s it . #Reiede . dh(E. Y. ERAESE, AN
WGS-1984 ALbr &\ MBS RIGHRE . 250 m 73 HE 30 TIFF %30, JFAIRIT 7L X =78 55 8 K T 5% 14 .

3. SEBAL {#&![RIE

SEBAL #5784 DL 3% R 5~ 5 f A, 2mE T KPRER A HADEAER 4], wnsX(1).
JET =R -H-G 1)

Aeb: A NFEAERROKg ™), ET JZ&HGE(mm), AET BDbEHGER, R VMR EEE, H hRHuEE,
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G ML HEHGE B (AL W-m ).
b 3 5 S 0 1R M R AT ) K P 4 R S R R S 2 MR 25 M SR AR S RE B S T A ) RE B, R MR e
BT EORYE, MR ST AR L E(2)
R,=(1-a)R;+R {-R T )

Aob: ROABNFEMRIRRGRS, R VIRAAMES, R THRIBREH LI Wm?), o BRI,
R~ R{. R TitEHZEMAEB)EA(E).
Ry =G, -cos@-dr-7, (3)
HKoef: G RKBAHEL B 1367 W-m?; cos@ R ARMRMARIL, 1EFEHX cosd =cos(n/2-p), ¢ NAE,
TR XARGEIR L s« Wiy« KA 5« KB M o THREVIVE),
cos@ =sin(J)si —sin(o)si o
( )sm@)cos-(s) sin( )sm(s)cos(7)+co-s( )C(-)s(¢>)c-os(s)cos(a>): T ——
+¢0s(8)sin(g)sin(s)cos(y)cos(w) +cos(5)sin(y)sin(s)sin(w)
dr =1+0.33cos(DOY -2n/365) , DOY MfiFls H: 7, 2 KTUEHZE, 7, =0.75+2x10°xZ , Z HiEKkEEZm).
R, Jr:ga-cr.Ta4 (4)
RT=¢-0T (5)
Refr: g, R, &, =108(-Inz, )™ o, WRAENE, HEHTRAR; o MR %,
& =1.009+0.047In(NDVI) U NDVI >0, A &, =1; o $RWIFHIF - BURE 2 HH W 5.67 x 10° W-m';
T, 6 2m A R('C); T, FRHRIEE(C).

FIRAGE IR IR RS, R R EUK . Bastaanssen SR(E SEBAL AR A4 H Rl 1548
SHEE . MR RIEE . NDVIL 2RI B A T 5508 47 o DX H IR AE B IR 18], Wnal(e)s oK AR
G=0.41R -0.51; XTI G =0.3R, .

G =R, xT, /ar(0.0038 +0.0074c” ) (1~ 0.98NDVI *) (6)

e = €0 VAL BT B AT N T ] 1 =R VAT AR DO s Wt oY 1 1 R 2o O b o P -
JriEm(7).
H=p-C,dT/r, )
Kof: p WEREE (KM ), C AT EELAE, 1004 3kg K™, dT Nz z, @EREZEMBK), N
PR AR R B 1.
PR KR, SR E AR R

r, = In(zz/zl)/(ku*) )
u* =ku,/In(z,/Zy, ) )
Z,, =exp(a-NDVI/a +b) (10)

X 70 7, ASHRPFFHAEEE, SE—KI01Im A 2m; kKN RSHE, 041 u' NEBEE
(ms™); z, AFEMIREE R u NILEEERGE;  z, AR SRR K (m).

HAR AR z,, =0.123n [16], h AMERE L, BIFEARTN, #E:0(10), kBFHa, b, MmHEHEEA
BIL 2., -

BEA& S RGN, KA R IR WSS, Bk — e SRR, E N P R R, e FERR IR
HiEE, ZIEHEL 200 m, FEAHRGEIEH TR AR X, B G0 s R AR (L) THE S Uy » AT
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H T SEBAL 52 7R 188 IR 5 58 ) 8 HICRE IR 25 0 AR RFAE B 7T

O)fF A MEITU .

Th z
Uygo = ?In [ﬁj (11)

z

SEBAL i€ dT AhRIEE T, RN R, BIdT =b+aT, , FFEEERG A BERAE S,  moIE BRI
PFRR AR 7R, BRERERNE, —BOEPUKE X RSOy ER AR Xk, ET A%, —fik
BB B X 3o AR SR vA s UK PE X 35k, # p U B B X, A BT ay b R

(Rhot - Ghot ) “ Lot

= (12)
C 'pair '(Tshot _Tscold )
b =-a- Tscold (13)
T BN KRS T, SEBAL AR 5] N1 -BUARE RKJE, R AFE RS IR EIRE Ty, |

u” I 0 (14) AR AS) AT A IE, Il 2 JORIA R AUERITTHE as by AT H, EZEHSAT,, B TRE.
zZ

In[zzJ_‘//h (ZZ)+Wh (Zl)
1

r, = 14

ah ku* ( )

w=—r K U (15)
|n[ ZZOO J Vi (Zzoo)

Kb v, (2) wi(2) By 2, BIEREERREEBIER T, v, (20) N 200 m & EE E B IER
¥, 1% Paulson [17]. Webb [18]#& i ARt .

BT LR AGE S ABERRRES, THE 28R 2 TR AR R 75 fik s, SEBAL BIAURH 78 K Lk
R AR Y ROV H R, e HERGE R AET 5@ L TR (R, -G )AL, 1n5(16),
M4 ET,, 0 (A7) 35183,

EF = 1ET/(R,-G) (16)

ET,, =86400-EF -(R ,, —G,,)/4 (17)

TR A B S X m A s BB, AR . R AR EOR, IR B O R T ARl
RO O LU IS 4 H RO A8 RO R HES, n5X(18).
ET

ET, = ?" ET,. (18)

st
A ET, N8 RHABE, ET,. ET, A% i KRS | KR EARE, ET, A% i RIVRIEARE.
4. BEKE
MU FL XSG A 5 N KRR A SRR, B FAO 56 771 Penman-Monteith A = [19]7F 5 AE4
R R H AR VR R AR, i SEBAL AR £ BUREA TS FEAG 6 o
0.408A(R, -G)+ u, (e, —e,)

A+y(1+0.34u,)

A KOMEREG e, AWK L (KPa); e, SEPRKITE(kPa ) A AWM LR IIRER,  y IR
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F T SEBAL H5 7R 388 I 5 158 F) 78 HICHE IR 2 0 AR RFAE B 7T

HHHEH(kPa-C™; u, A 2 KA KGE(Ms ™).
o645 R, SEBAL BRI 4L B FIMXT IR 2N 11.99% (% 1), M\ FHMHMRE, PEaE R?
fH 4 0.87 (K 2), UiHHZE B E I 45 -5 SEME B R A BRI IEA DS, S RS 2 mT L& F

Table 1. Relative errors calculated by SEBAL model
% 1. SEBAL #HEITERHEREE

i A 7GR e SEEI IR ZE (%)
(TE=E: 89.23 42.95 13.16
2 RO 89.25 42.83 14.61
Foyeiabuk 90.23 42.85 9.49
2 vk 88.60 42.77 13.78
P AT 88.22 42.23 8.91
PRI RE R R ZE (%) 11.99
12 r
y =1.0796x + 0.146
10 + R?=0.8704
— 8
i
o
€
§, 6
fm
=4
a
2
0

SEBAL{H (mm-d-1)

Figure 2. Scatter plot of SEBAL and P-M value
[l 2. SEBAL 5 P-M EH=E

5. &R
51 HEHE

M T ARG T, BB IEIES, NZHEETCEFYRE, 12 AL 1 A 2 A HZABELE 0~2 mm/d;
BHBESREFHRN, 3 A AR 2 AR TREAZR 15°CEL, MEHHEETR, BHFEFEZRAKRS, 5
Hinr HZARE R KMECIA 6.4 mm/d; B ZEZEBESE 0~9.0 mm/d, FKFEZAFETE 0~3.7 mm/d.

MAF LM 4 R AR, AREZE SRR, HABERMEARE > #ih > i > B > )2, T
W KRR > HoAh M. KIS ZORUK) NS . WA, KR EATHEIASE, HABERKEHRIE 7 A
M), fF8.5~9.0 mm/d 4. BRI EREIEY RS . MTE. R, AT, NS —EAEYIGR, HE
A, ZABUREFEEPE 4~10 AEMEKS, HAFENE 9%, HABSEWEHRIE 7 AY), 1£
8.3~8.8 mm/d X [A]. ARHLELIE N TARHUFT B IARHE, ZABENRME I 8 A¥], fE 4.3~4.6 mm/d Z[A]. Fii
RN FFE R ICE 8 AWI, 7E3.5~3.9 mm/d Z[fl. 2. TH AJERAMETENAG, ZH5PHACH,
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J T SEBAL 7Y 38 ik S5 Y8 1) 28 Wi I 28 A AU HEATF 7

SBIR BT, F AR IEE 3445 mmid Z [0, FAb A EREEL . B, VU, e, X
M5 KRR, 4 H 2 BOR M AE 0-2 mm/d.

5.2. BE#ME

H BRI [ AR 5 H 28 B 2500, 2014 4E~2018 fEfEAMEIE B, RWEAS AmEREE,
FEERTE 4~10 A0y, HEFELARBER 97.04%, W\NFW EE, HF L 22.06%, HZF 5L 62.25%, HKFE L
Lt 14.83%, A2/l 0.86%. A HIZEREELE 3mm LR, HEIFHEA, 3 H. 4 A, 5 AFHEBE D
4 5.46 mm. 19.89 mm. 43.12 mm, HFEHEE, 5 H. 6 H. 7 A FHZA#E SN 67.14 mm. 68.29 mm,
67.41 mm, FKFEZHIEM, 9 H. 10 A. 11 AFHZEEBE 5N 43.34 mm. 17.26 mm. 1.47 mm.

FFETRM AR ZABE AN 3, ZABEBOR XA e TSN X AR L X B, oA R X e 2
N VL KEE, ML XA B AR)T, RN, RN,

XA LR A, ARMZEMEARRKES, KNS S, BEGIuEm, Kk H W ZEE
7 4~10 A& T8k, HKMETE 63.9 mm. Brub 2R, EMEDAKFITRBURREL, 6 A H B
FiK179.6 mm, HTHEFRMEAEN, FEE 6 HIK 7 HYIWGEK, 6 HhZ&BENmST 7 H, KEEMIR
RJa, ZARCERE TR MR, TR G ST, b ZEECE 8 H i KN 67.1 mm, Hihh 59.4 mm.
W2, TH RERAZIREGGohHEm, Z80E 6 & AN 49.2 mm. HAbAHZEBERK, HAE
B 5 K 10.9 mm.

B ()
58. 39
l

L)

Figure 3. Spatial distribution of typical month average evapotranspiration, 2014-2018
3.2014~2018 R F AR AR PR EMEZ=E N

53. BEEE

2014~2018 4FEnt & 4 AL E ARSI 2, FREAEREN 3.25 x 10° m®, MABURFERRERE, &
ARHCEABE) N &S, M TAR A HER, P, i, W2 T AR RS ERE QAR T
B MHABENA LTHES, KIS EA KA, LRI R R A, 2k R TR
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F T SEBAL H5 7R 388 I 5 158 F) 78 HICHE IR 2 0 AR RFAE B 7T

MUK, 25 IR T HHIETRY, (RIS A e 7 SO T KN s R ARG R B, 2537
HAUH FT: = R KBRS T AR 7 bR A 3RS R K B DU IRk 59 A T
PRI K, b K R 28 R 4T

2014 ££~2018 4F- 4 T BRI P 3 4F 25 B 46.56 mm, MR [F] 1 KRR F , BE P44 28 it 1.23 x 10°
m3. HoAt I 1.06 x 10° m®, i 7.54 x 108 m®, 43 5 A 4E A& BRI 37.94%. 32.66%F1 23.21%, ki 1.11
x 108 m3, 2. TH KRR 8.01 x 10" m3, 7K1 9.74 x 10° m®, T A7 T AR R 4E MBS EHH > 2.
THRERAM > Wil > SHy > kik > FA . B T TR R R A RO S, (L T
BG4 1.26%, 4F A 28 BRI T 50 H R 3 A P b 2GR 5 /K358 97 T AR A O ARG 1 J PR 26 T
93 TR A 28 AR A X, 8 A P 4 3 TR AL 25 BB S 8, 4L e T 43301 o 42 T T2 82.98%
H114.06%, sl A& HCE S B i o

Table 2. Total evapotranspiration and different land use at Turpan city in 2014-2018 (m°)
% 2.2014~2018 2 R AR L i KR FK# 2 /m®

gy BERE BHE o w2 L8 ik SO FRH
2014 4 3.40 x 10° 8.13 x 10° 1.12 x 10° 1.32 x 10° 9.51 x 107 1.08 x 10’ 1.05 x 10°
2015 4 3.18 x 10° 7.54 x 10 1.06 x 10° 1.19 x 10° 8.14 x 107 9.85 x 10° 1.04 x 10°
2016 4 3.28 x 10° 7.45 x 10 1.08 x 10° 1.25 x 10° 7.87 x 107 9.84 x 10° 1.09 x 10°
2017 4 3.20 x 10° 7.41 x 10° 1.14 x 10° 1.22 x 10° 7.17 x 107 8.97 x 10° 1.05 x 10°
2018 4 3.18 x 10° 7.17 x 10 1.14 x 10° 1.18 x 10° 7.44 x 107 9.22 x 10° 1.08 x 10°
Ty 3.25x 10° 7.54 x 10 1.11 x 10° 1.23 x 10° 8.01 x 107 9.74 x 10° 1.06 x 10°
Bt 100% 23.21% 3.42% 37.94% 2.47% 0.30% 32.66%
A & b 100% 1.26% 1.02% 14.06% 0.51% 0.17% 82.98%
E'”ﬁqu(iﬁii“ﬁ% 46.56 859.87 156.43 125.55 223.19 83.07 18.33
6. Z5if

A3CLL MODIS ##iE . S GWMI% s . DEM S5, @ik SEBAL ALY 2517 2014~2018 4E 75 HL R
HHATAGEE, AT ECERN = A RIE, 58w R

1) MEFTHABENTZ RN, EFEHEABERAN, FF. KFRE, £FEBER/): OZAHE
KAE: Kik > Biih > b > BH > W2 TH KERAR > A,

2) A[E RSB H PR 28 R AR OB : Bkt > K38 > Akdb > o > RS TR R R >
fib i A«

3) FEAHELAE ., AR AR AT E v, /b A X AR 37.94%. 32.66%7F1 23.21%,
Mt 32 T AR R A KR ZAHOE & H D, 5 3.42%. 2.47%F1 0.17%, AL THIAR A S 28 HUE
B > 2. T RJERAM > AR > Bl > oKl > HARA .

4) FAZHEE 97.04% 8 T 1E 4~10 A, WNFETT BB, F3 5 1L 22.06%, H 2= 5 L 62.25%, FKZ= 5 T 14.83%,
A2 51 0.86%

FIF FAO 56 HEFERT P-M 28 2RI Gl WL I At ) 45 AT HE FE R NG, PR N 11.99%, & E R
54 0.87.

;

7

B3

)
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