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FHAMTME - MeTEEE
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7R V5 BR 1132 (vapor pressure deficit, VPD)YEFRE A G AATEE HETIEE » 7438
ErEiE AR Penman-Monteith BIBEEEEEIEEER S - KBHBEEE R
VPD 318 - BN RBEHZERRERE - REREBRESRZE T HFHE - IRE
FHERZE ~ BT IEARARERE S TAEZ A E - HErgE &L E VPD
R - BEIA/MEREREEHTE AR REMEZER - A e EERERE
SRR G EEE - #ER 52 (toot mean square error, RMSE) ~ #HEE (#&f(coefficient
of correlation, R*) & % (% & (coefficient of efficiency, CE) =IEX 4121451 » IR
AL VPD SHER » BN FEE SR 2 e -

ﬁ\*ﬁ‘?ﬁ:‘f%%%ﬂ—? ’ %i@%%ﬁﬂiﬁgf@ifﬁ » VPD g{—:‘gﬁb{ 24 {E%(EB‘? Eleif’:]
BRI BT FERSERARM )] E&K RMSE - R*{E 099 LI RE

R CE - MEEERBENEAMATE VPD HER - ERERHREIREFQ05)HREER
SATEFECH RS0 Wit BRI EGEESRERETEE -

BE#E37 : Penman-Monteith ~ ZRISE 7= - ZRERE - MEHEE -

B & 2 = M 8 (Food and Agriculture
Organization, FAO, 1998) » ME— O] #EF
Penman-Monteith FIRE(HE FF2=(Jensen ef al.,
1990 Allen et al., 1994 : Allen et al., 1998 ; Allen
etal, 200N EEEM T °

VPD HEFZ R EBEGE - A H
BOEE - BRERER 1% ZEMAE] 108%2

— ﬁﬁ%‘

ZKVR BE 77 (vapor pressure deficit, VPD)Z
RERRGFRENEEEE - BEAEEREAR
ER - ERRKIEFHEAESIHE » 8351
AN REREZEEZRAARRBRE
(evapotranspiration)fEfE il [F]fF » VPD 2

TME (Tr/21E & = (combination approach)fé%ﬁ
FRER - R B2 EREER
+ R T f2Efi £ & (American Society of Civil
Engineers, ASCE, 1990 - 2005) » F B s
B [ it HE 7k & & = (International Committee
of Irrigation and Drainage, ICID, 199)EHR# &=

=& (Sadler et al., 1989) - }ETEE = E EE-0.9%
~-8.4%(Yoder ef al., 2005) » tH S B G ET
(wind function) ;7 % FE (shape) E K /)
(magnitude)(FAO » 1975 ~ 1977 ; Cuenca ef al,,
1982) » FRENE— & Rtk EAEREdR - 5 |HTE
VPD & » EUREEEAT LUZ AR E(linear) 7R A]



LI (powen) BIRE 2 15, » BB S BUER
/INITRFE S [EI(FAO » 1975 ~ 1977) 5 A~[&] VPD
&L U VPD EEERE MBS 329%F = E
5T5%(EHREEE - 2003) : &E VPD #i2% VPD
EiRAR - B 127~152%=E R RIER T
(Howell et al., 1995 : R Z{@5E » 2004) | 27ER,
EREGEAZHRIEEERERSE - VPD
21 E R S g (Hargreaves et al., 2004) ; {F&
HE B R ET B L (crop model) #H BE 3R &
L VPDREEEEE - FERHAR 1%
Y K B 27 B E & Bi /% (the relation
between crop dry-matter and water use)( Tanner ef
al., 1983) ~ /EYEEST L EEF | FH% =2 (radiation-use
efficiency)(Stockle et al., 1990 ; Manrique ef al.,
1991 ; Kiniry et al., 1992) ~ |B= 025 (T
SR K RS Baille ef al, 1994 5 T
B0 1999) ~ Bk {38575 FE (crop water stress
index, CWSI)ZEIE(Yazar et al., 1999 ; Al-Faraj et
al_, 2000 ; Irmak et al., 2000 ; Payero ef al., 2005)
% ; Bd7E S H BRI ARGt 2 B HIRT - £8
STREMEZAZREEE » VPD IEN A REL
BE=EAT(Howell ef al., 1984 ; EEEEE -
1994 ; [EEEEE » 2002) -

KB BEHEY R VPD Z5E - #
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2 DI ESER /M E TR B
FMET - EEEMR AR MEZERERS MW
EY ¢ LS RIEIRSRR I - ANEEEE ~ 2
& 2 RERT5IHAE > NEEEE T
RAERE T~ E5 8 BIEERNAE T - &=
RSN Riln, ~ B /EARSNER Ry, (KR
BERE Tapmin FZERBE Tay  BREE TweF
3EREMERERZE > K —(ER=E
ERPUEECAS (B HEIFRE A 4 R RER
AR > SRR EcTE - ZERK
TUfEE B S ER R R T 5. A GE
BHES AZCRE - Bl 2-4 EEEETFEEEE

B85 LRSS B B A [ R &
EiZFEA<F VPD & HRIEA - T&
BLE -

A HEELA RS 7= (root mean square error,
RMSE) ~ #HBi/#%&(coefficient of correlation, R?)
R RER{FE (coefticient of efficiency, CE) = IE%&
HETeE - EAGESHEEZRESRRR
BhAECek - EFMERA S ER . 26 72 VPD
SER  ALEERER ESRERREN
P2 PEEEEERET -

— -~ MR TTR
2.1 ZAR T 2E VPD 5HE
RS = o 5t Bl - s R EE
B 2481 » Dalton(1802)PEET7R IR 5205 - 205
HHEKEHZZEE E » o] IR B E (vapor
pressure  gradient) EZ [Hl ¥ & 2r (wind
function)f(v) » FLUEEFRED
I ()] CIPr Y T (1)
(DA - E : BEA7RFEAEE - flu) : FE u
AIBKE - et * ZAZEEBUAIZEIS AR S] » BBA7 mb or
kpa or mmHg - e, * ZZZE E[EFISE ST » EAL
mb or kpa or mmHg © fIEHFAZRFEHE » WI/KEEL
EYEBHES - ER~ZaE - EREM L
FfE + H22 Penman(1948 ~ 1956 ~ 1963)3E/2(1)
RES  HEETER SR LERZERN
REMHERGEERIITE
E =0.35(1+0.0098U, )(e, —€,) -+-rererreermerrcenens (2)
(2)=F - uy ¢ FEE 2 KRSFEGE - BAL
mile/day © e, © 2% & A U1 2L MR S (mmHg) >
HUR eqr© €. ¢ BREREE AIANZEREE S (mmHg)
e, BlIfE VPD » IAESZEE RS BB IRTE
Z FRES > 30T Penman-Monteith EIRE /772
Tu(Allen et al., 2005 SHEBETE -

C
0.408AR_ -G)+ a -
— R,-G) YT+2731]2(65 e,) 3)
° A+y(1+C,u,)
()= - BT, Z&FEELE - A ¢ BIFIAR
JBE SRR =E (slope of saturated vapor pressure
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ZKV5 B J 72 (vapor pressure deficit, VPD)ETEAR —EFR

Table.1. Methods used for vapor-pressure-deficit calculation

Hi: | RIS BESFZ (vapor pressure deficit, VPD)F 5T | EREETE-TE)
1B 7 t5 (temperature averaging method, TAM)

ml e, (T,...) —e,(Tymnem) Penman(1948): Yoder et al.(2005-11)

m2 €. (Tiu)—e.(Ly) Yoder et al.(2005-12)

m3 |e (T, .)—e, (T, )x0.0lxRH___ Howell et al.(1995-2A)

md (e (T ..)—e (T, )x00IxRH, Yoder et al.(2005-9)

ms |e (T, . )—e (T )x00IxRH__ Yoder et al.(2005-8)

mé |e (T, )—0.005x[e, (T, )+e, (T, )|xRH,., Yoder et al.(2005-10)

m7 |e(T,.)—0.005x[e (T )xRH__+e (T, )xRH_ | Yoder et al.(2005-7)

m8 |e,(T,.)—e,(Ty ) Cuenca et al.(1982-1)
ASCE(1974-1:1990-1)

mo |e,(T)—e,(Tys) ?@m;én%?( ;I;'g?;?%}gm(wm
BRI EE(1997)

10 [e, 0 e, (Ty) DS o )

mll |e (T,..)—e,(Tymem) Howell et al.(1995-1)
ASCE(1974-2:1990-2):FAO(1977-1)

RSN ey
Howell et al.(1995-2)

RIS BR 7R Faj (vapor pressure averaging method, VPAM)

) T R E)

m14 [ 0.5x[e, (T + e, (Tun) | =€, (Tyewn) ASCE(2005-2): Yoder ef al. (2005-5)

m15 [0.5x[e (T,,.)+e (T.)]-e,(T,,) ASCE(1974-3:1990-3:2005-4)

w16 |0.5x[e, (Tou) +,(Tow)] -, (L) ASCE(2005-8) Yo e/ a (20056

ml7 [0.5x[e (T, )+e.(T,.)]—e, (T, )00IxRH,_) ASCE(2005-7): Yoder ef al.(2005-3)

mig |0.5x[e (T, )+e (T, )]-e (T, )001xRH,_ ) i,ﬁ(?éffjﬁ;ﬁ%‘zoﬂs-@

mi19 [0.5x[e (T, )+e (T, )]-e, (T )00IxRH__) ASCE(2005-1)

m20 |0.5x[e (T, )+e (T, )|—e (T, )(0.01xRH,) ASCE(2005-9)

m21 [0.5x%[e (T, )+e (T, )]1-001xRH_) FAO(1998-4)

m22 [0.5% e, (T,,.) +e, (T )[1-0.01xRH, ) Yoder et al.(2005-4)

RH PAOTI19980)

i3S 5 [e (T - 1()3m )+e (T - 100 ):l Cuenca et al.1(1982-5);ICID(I994-l)

Yoder et al.(2005-1)
1§51 (hybrid method, HM)

m24 |e (T,.) - e, (T,.) = YT, FAO(1977-2):Cuenca et al.(1982-6)

m25 e, (T,..)—[e.(Tou) = Y(Tona)| RS 2(2003-6A:2005-6A)

m26 [0.5x[e,(T,, ) +e, (T.)]-le,(T,.)= V(T ICID(1994-2); ASCE(2005-3)

2 LERRIR AR - 2 ERERIUREREECNE S #EE - RERIRY AR

iz EF (19878 EH R BHULZ m9 > Penman(1948)E73E

L EEETY ml. % 3T

ave » [REA(E(max)tdfz/ME(min)Z HF 45 : mean » % 24 (EEFERLZ HF S ,ﬁé;%I?JKI

RIHILES ©




curve) ;  EE EE(psychrometric constant) ;
R, 2EEEH(MI/m*/day): G : + HEEE S (soil heat
flux) » BE(7 MI/m*/day ; T : HZREEE(C)
C.~ Cot BB BEH{PYRBEHREETE]M
5 C 51E 37~1,600 » CuZE 0.24~1.7 - fif:
[EIRT -

AREHEMEEY R VPD ZEHE R E
HOERERE - RRERTNERE - FAERE -
PaRL - F2BERE)S [FF R - RURERFERER
%5 - BERTHEAAREREE AAFZA
E - Frll - HEBEE &R+ VPD &
BEANMEEE SRR A RS MERE
}‘EH o

45 Cuenca et al (1982)7 8348 » VPD 51&
AAHUTESB=EEHRE  1LAEFIgE
(temperature averaging method, TAM) > B[ & 5%
7% - BRAMNZRSEBR @ &6
EEE ml ~m2...ml2 - 57 12 FE~[F VPD
&L 2. 7KK B F175 15k (vapor  pressure
averaging method, VPAM) » E[EE S A BAL
RARBIAR  BTFEA - R —Fonf
475 ml3 - ml4...m23 2 11 7 RF VPD S
= ; 3.8 &% (hybrid method, HM) » _|5RR 2K
R BREEGR IF—FrnBaed
m24 ~ m25 ~ m26 - 1 3 &>~ [E VPD 31E= -
IR IR - R R A EER MEZ H
Ty 824 (EFER H P R
MERZAET5 A RES » Wi - REEAS
26 X VPD &= -

% VPD ZHE © - =3 Penman(1948)
3B Rothamsted SHAFILHIEIZ A @ 1F e
LiF 4 ER—RER T > #5176 K- BRI
0 e BEAE 6 /N EBEI(FIARTHEIEE)— K
BRERRE To —RILEHA R BEFGRET FT
HE?F VPD SR TAM BURE » AR
—frRZml e

ASCE(Jensen et al., 1974 ~ 1990)Et5ZE4%
AR » E 2 T Toin * Taps > RHin B RH ey

FRFAT LU P SRR A E(max) ddsy
/ME(min) 55 - LIT#E ave Fos - #EEFB TAM
AIFES ml ~ml2: & VPAM AIHES ml5 -m23 -
SLPAER VPD 18 - MRS 3B Idaho — Rz
BHERL ¥ Esftlu=Ee 24 /NP 2R R
ZAICALLEL - 3R= 47 12-20% ~ -26% ~ 2% K
1% o

FAO(Doorenbos et al., 1975 ~ 1977)LIEH
AVERR: - RREA L ARRERGET LIRS
Wi - £ VPD FHHEARERTZFE » BF
Taue™ ¥ T ¥ R » R g% T B Togy
FE - BEER FEL RN R HEZHEN
Z VPD HEK » IFR—Frng ml2 » m24 -
ml0 5 m23 » =7F VPD FTERIREEH -

ERERAM S HCE ARSI TE
A EEEIRE K& LLEAE VPD STEEE
AN [F] JE 3 B B s B RE B K o
al (1982)3ZEEY T gpmin * Tapave * Trnax * Tinin * RHmin
RHpax ~ Tary B2 Tooot FRGE AL E » 7E
TAM - VPAM F HM ZEURE » 53RIREHE 3 - 2
R 1 # VPD HER  B{kF2E m8 -m10-ml2 -
ml3 ~ m23 & m24 -

EEEMFKEHEL ¥R - Burman ef
al(1983)i2 HBELI HimER - BIZEAD
Penman(1948)iE & K2 {551 EH4E VPD &
a0 HEFEAEFEE mI0 ~ ml2 ~ ml3 B m9 -

iz EF (1987 17 VPD stEiakas
My R T B Tas ZAEE  SREEAFR BRI
& 24 /N EREAIE  BIERENNER — AR TAM
AlRg,c m9 - Z2EINER VPD 285 - MR
MEETRIFEH1991) - BIFHZF(1997)MERE
A ©

ICID(Allen et al., 1994) I ERIFE FIEEEHEK
SR AIETEE A, 0 25 Penman-Monteith 7
ERXSE—FUFKRGERL - LHEE
m23 ~ m26 K ml6 & VPD HES, - /[EEE
Utah JhiE (8 H B HIE R 24 /N H92K
R » MNLASEEEELL R - 32 Al 16%

Cuenca et



16%Fr-21% o

Howell et al.(19953)5>3% [ Great Plains #f
& » ik ASCE(1990)#E= Uz VPD &4
SHEEE R BER S e tTE - 3
5t 8 & VPD SHE » LIEME 15 S EERRvR
REZEex— XA - MLER KR - Ba3sAE
R EANPEZBRREER VPD 38R - E#
i mll ~ml2 % m3 =5 VPD &= - 2%
J& TAM HURE » MEFER—FTnaZ mll Bd m3
B 0 T E mean {7 96 {EEUSC HF S -

FAO(1998)#& 1977 =% » ApfEEE VPD 51
B BITEN EdEsE » 1510 1998 Sl
Fml6-m23 ml8 & m21(Allen ef al., 1998) -
VufE VPD FTE=#E VPAM AURE » BRI
1 TAM F OM ElRgz 185 -

EHIREZF(2003) 27 VPD A SR 5282
FE 0 EE 24 A VPD HER - LItkEEESE
NRE - EHEEEEEASBTOEERRINE
BRG] - 71 RIRGEIETEEE - FHElEE
BRIRIR - RARHIATHRET » 223 m25 |/ VPD
REFTER -

[E =5 B ¥ ¥ 77 (irrigation  association) 5%
2t ASCE(2005)F ELIFEREMNT S - BILi
Bk - BB FHHETTES - RESE
H; 2~2.900m ~ 2 [EFF 150~1,500mm - ZEak=s
16 M ~ Bz 49 HE ~ EF 82 R AER
TREIE ZRE RIFERIR R HIEREE T 5
)= =2 ASCE fZ#E{l;, Penman-Monteith
F1Z=0(Allen ef al., 2005) » Eb VPD Zi » #
1990 7,2 1% » FEHFCRIL B B anR —
Br ml9 » ml4 » m26 » ml15 » m23 » ml8 -
ml7 ~ m16 K m20 - 519 3K » HELIEATHER
7y » CiEE TAM ZURE - VPAM ZURE(5 8 7 -
HM ZIREEF | & -

Yoder et al.(2005)fA22EE 77 Tennessee
ME - LL S BRS R ZmEH(lysimeter) ERHIET
$% » EH ASCE #Z#2{}, Penman-Monteith 572
#((Allen et al., 2005) » AR RIEREERRERIET -

VRV S B EAREEE - ATRAZ VPD
EF  EHFA m23 -ml8 -ml7 > m22 ~ml4 ~
ml6 -m7 ~m5 md4 ~m6>ml F m2-3£ 12
72 VPD &= - TAM BUFEEE VPAM FURER (L
—4 > fit HM ZIRE -

= IREF(2005) LLAE=R 77 #7 i (frequency
approach) ' EEEIEERIRIA /MR VPD ST EATE
BINERRR BRI - FMERERE m25 - &E
HEGESMEEZRETEEN -

#ra DA BRI - (K VPD StEAZRET LI
o mBIR s BRSMNEE AR
VPD FHEAREAELRE 2 H EREGERE
& - BT R - REEMS - TAM ZirReEd
VPAM ZURERAEE 257t HM AURE -

22 AT ETE
2.2.1 HURIZIR IR ] e,

RSB e LURRE T (C)BEE
AT EABREFEREZERWR
|2 L Bosen(1960) Hi2 B EIZHEFILER
(ASCE, 1974 ~ 1990 ; ICID, 1994 ; FAO, 1998) :
FIEL - 4342 Bosen(1960) SR TLETE -

e (T)= 33.8639[(0A00738T + ().BO'.’2)ﬁ = 0.0(}00]91|1.8T + 48‘ + 01]01315}

2.2.2 BEAIZGRIR dhAR AR
AHDZE T s - BNR
Az% :l.9993([,'».00'7".'58'1'+O.807’2)7 -oooitss (5)
223 BEREE Twet
HIERRRE S LIZECE S Tay BLREREA
B Tw ZE(HBIBREKTEE > wet bulb
depression, wbd){&&1 » 117 — HM RF[7iE »
Twet AT LU ZAEET(ASCE, 1990) »

- _YT+Apo
WO IRELT  rpos s ot et it st e B (6)

2.2.4 24 /NEFFEERIS BRI VPDay

24 /NP HEERISR S T2 VPDy » (RFHERR
HzA VPD SIEAGTEGRZERRAE
(ASCE, 1974 ~ 1990 : FAO, 1975 ~ 1977; ICID,
1994) - BB 1 FFRE Ti MEERNRE Tos b
MZRIRB 2 E - ARG &RF S 2




24
[Ty e (T
VPD,, :HT

23 HiatiaE

AZRFIMRIS /2 (RMSE) ~ HERREIRY)
FERFE(CE ZIEZ SMETEE TN
S VPD SHER  FERNERA LB ER
T ARiEIERE -

5 A7 (root mean square error, RMSE) »
| BEFHER VPD, 5 VPD,, 2 B R
E DUEEEH - [ERABE A 2fuvh -
(FPEi1FRTmFE1{E VPD 5458 > i=1~26 ;|
12 ) R ATRAEL =1 ~N > LIF RomaR(E)

ferAIFRER VPD,y B R ETES VPDy; 2 tHEATE
BRFREHROE 2/ EAAERE-

- i bt
. ¥, (VPD,; ~ VPD,)(VPD,,; — VPD,,)

L (VPD, VR IE L (vD,, Ve,
W {F & (coetticient of efficiency, CE) » £}

fi&i VPD SHEAAEEAE - CE EHERNER
ES(minus infinity)E| 1 & - EAESER

£ Rz  HHRRREEE VPDyy; BERAET
&5 VPDy; o B2 - 1 KR

B LIARHEAZ (Nash ef al., 1970 :Legates ef al.,

1999 : Seibert, 2001) «
¥ (VPD,, ;~VPD, )’

CE=l0-25
e ®) i ISR (10)
#ERE /% & (coefficient of correlation, R?) » [}
F BIRSEE VPD SRRV ARG
Tabel.2. Classification of types of VPD calculation methods cited in this paper.
HEECE) i e

HEAEUE | BEFEETAM | T A HM
Penman(1948) #i[s7) Rothamsted 1= — —
ASCE(1974, 1990) | £ Idaho 2% 2= —
FAO(1975,1977) | T4 2R 1%k 1%
Cuenca et al.(1982) — 34 2 = 1=
Burman et al.(1983) - 3R 1= -
fitizz EE(1987) TS 130 - -
PRIEE(1991) OEREEIE 130 - -
ICID(1994) R — 25t 15%
Howell et a.(1995) | 2B Great Plains 3R — =
RIEEZ(1997) D& L'z - -
FAO(1998) HREH _ 4=t —
=iREF(2003) oA RRE = = 13
ASCE(2005) 25 16 /] — gt 1%
Yoder et al.(2005) [ Tennessee 6 = 6 = —
=1REZH(2005) T - — 12




MEEEZER (rank of performance, Rank) » BBET
%= VPD SHEX (HEMEEE - £75 RMSE - R
K CE E=EZFHMEHdlfetERER - ERKE
BEFAR Rank TLIFME » £ZELL RMSE F/)s ~
CE {BRIK - RAUK  #5F VPD SRR fHEE
BERETME - EAMEARES LA Rank 1 - K
{2ECLA Rank 2 REEHE - 7 By =& 30 LA Rank
26 °
24 FEER

CEEREZERES & EEERHT AR
SHE » AOFEA #R(1954) ~ BRIEFR(1957) ~ FMoCE
(1978) ~ FR2CHEEF(1981) ~ TRARME(1983) ~ SHA
HEF(1993) ~ FHERIHE(1998)F « A ERRFEAL
HEZ(1BDNEEZRERSEWERR - BF
FHEREANL - BEEAYEERET - 5
ROEEEANILER - Kt ERAESIERE
BE - ER BRI ARG ERERNEE
FENEFRR) > R=Fr » HRES HEER
FrEE T BR2LA R Ty, RAA¥NEE RH ERY(F
RREF - U5 - BHEEEDL 2002 &
THul - 2002~2003) - A EERLR - LUA
AE R Bl B el RERRE TR T RERIR EEH

R= EBHESRERBRIERRENIEER

G  ZENIIERE TEMHEFRLESRE
R % B O vk (35 5% ¢ A2056)(Agricultural
Engineering Research Center, AERC, No. of
Station, A2C56) HIRFIREZMEEEEZ SRS
BHANL(ES « T2CA) et - BLRECE - £
BB -

=~ WEREEEGR

PRREZLEESEAEIE A TER
Fechl B ¥ R % B 55 (No. A2C56) »
2002~2003 EERZREBEAEHONERS
Bl - thER - ST RERFFATT -

FEF 352 HEAEER NS EsREE
ETHERF 26 3k VPD FHERISHEHAREER - &
EINRIIFTR © % RMSE 151855 » LU IM
EIREZ m25 B BEFZE(E 0.18 mb/day - T
DL VPAM EEEZ ml7 £E > #SEREE
453mb/day » REEE REHE ZLE
(4.53/0.18) » =i 25 fZLA b - BERPTS - LUB
TAM FUEEZ ml 555 » 32 0.9986 » L VPAM
BB ml6 g/ » & 0.5769 - DL CE {Ef = -
BRINE— R oA EE » A ER m25 &

Table.3. Background of the climate data used for agro-climate divisions in Taiwan

BEREIE R EEELR) EROTHR | BAB(H.N)

- B T et (No. A2C56) ggg%ﬁg’;; 352

MRS 500 2 55 (No.72C44) 2002 FE2E 348
hEE FR AR AT REES(No. 46749) 2002 R4 359
EEE thl R 5 AR FHNE(No. 46748) 2002 F 24 365
R S E(EEEBELNo. 12057) 2002 EER4E 358
HEE o F 5 A A HEE(No. 46759) 2002 2 359
REE FRk R 5 EEE EE(No. 46699) 2002 F 24 360
L& chde B 5 AE EHME(No. 46708) 2002 FE2E 365

PoEg -

TR A E R L ATEERRE R E R RN R RS B LI b — (E S S A1 jibAess -
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TAM type
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VPAM type HM type
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Fig.1. Bar chart of CE for all different VPD methods at AERC. (No. A2C56)

0.9981 » fr/MEE ml7 2-0.1647 » hEH—2
B VPD & > R m8 & m2 /\fh 0.4 - H iR
VPD FHEETE 0.4 LI - #88 CE {HMam -
VPD FHEAX KEZE 2R HM EIREsE TAM
AURE » il VPAM FUREESE - SEEAER » K
R » —FEA[E] VPD EHEFEIRE - ZEREAF
IERERESEEAMCER  DIEZRERTE
FRECQZRESEHE DIBET AR
B BERERARBRIFEAA -

#7& RMSE ~ R* & CE =IEK i@l
3 026 FX VPD & - UL HM #IFE m25 »
SYEIE 0.18 ~ 0.9982 K7 0.9981 518 - 1
g2t VPD,, fERHELEL » GBI A~ » BBEELL
2T 11 Bigaf ELFEEEBERIRE
A 101 RER - Rl » HRESERAGT Rank 1
FHME - BREIRES(2003 ~ 2005)FTHEE VPD
TR BlILL 24 (ERBEE R HP s 6, BLR
KRTREZ &' MEEE @ FEAREAEILRE
BERBRIEALREBEZBERAGRE - A

m25 [7]/8% HM ZURE - AHEZ FHEF 9 AT E
iy m24 » B[l FAO(1977) K, Cuenca et al (1982)F7F
#F VPD & - DL &k ICID(1994) B
ASCE(2005)5HEE T m26 » RMSE ~ R B CE
AR 1.40 ~ 09574 F 0.8884 - 2.11 ~ 0.9440
K 0.7479 » fEFE IR E RIESEER MEEEEH
FHME > ErBREEEE] Rank 6 - Rank 15 ° F&m
VPD FTEAERREATHEAAETEIRE
ZEE  DIIERZERESENE » FERE
BRI TEET © 24 (B EET R ER
RN EHEE/MEZHE I LIEFRIE VPD L,
RETIEIRE - SURENZRIRR I 19205 -
838 TAM #UEE” ml > RMSE - R} CE
S3EIE 0.30 ~ 0.9986 T 0.9950 B IR{E » [£RES
Wk T Rank 2 FHME - B e BRI RES
T B EROMR T L0 RS RL
Penman(1948) 5z Yoder et al.(2005)FT#EE VPD
&R - TEE ml 2 Tapmean ™ Toin 7 [ LHE
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Table.4. Summary of statistics and ranking of all VPD methods for Taiwan|s agro-climate divisions

% 3L & FYE ZEE

VPD BETEMET oOEIE  A2C56) | BREIR & £ 2 R3(355E 1 72C44) & o ek (k5 ¢ 46749) B s (25 5% ¢ 46748)
ik #tdE iR o #3t e iR - Hu3t36 4% Bk W3R .

RMSE an. RMSE arn RMSE an RMSE an

(mb) R? CE (mb) R? CE (mb) R? CE (b R? CE

ml 0.30 |0.9986 0.9950 2 023 (09973 | 0.9927| 2 035 [0.9967 | 0.9852 3 041 109923 | 0.9710 3
m2 | 3.64 | 0.6088 0.2452 | 24 252 (04115 | 0.1360| 25 3.81 |[0.5235 [-0.7887| 26 223 104720 | 0.1314] 22
m3 131 |0.9463 0.9023 5 0.75 [0.9498 | 0.9235 3 063 [09894 | 09509 | 4 0.70 109777 | 0.9155 5
md | 3.22 | 0.8375 04105 23 1.75 10.8192 | 0.5848 | 20 1.16 |0.8763 | 0.8339| 11 1.80 08314 | 04315 17
mS 1.62 |0.8648 0.8508 8 1.38 10.7742 | 0.7432| 13 095 |[0.8945 | 0.8899 8 1.29 1085821 0.7096| 11
m6 | 2.05 |0.8756 0.7602 14 1.65 |10.8459 | 0.6312| 18 1.98 109061 | 0.5181| 20 228 10.8469 | 0.0927| 24
m7 1.66 |0.9287 0.8428 9 095 |[09108 | 0.8781 7 0.64 |[09524 | 0.9499 5 0.65 109413 | 09258 4
m8 | 3.83 | 0.8793 0.1677| 25 3.15 |[0.8452 |-0.3429 | 26 2.87 |[0.8830 [-0.0137| 25 3.17 10.7849 |-0.7506 | 26
m9 | 2.13 ] 0.8581 0.7426 | 16 1.63 10.7849 | 0.6379| 17 1.48 108096 | 0.7297| 15 1.54 106334 | 05831 13
mlO| 128 |0.9515 0.9068 4 1.02 10.9081 | 0.8601| 10 1.10 109074 | 0.8496| 10 1.07 |0.8545 | 0.7988 8
mll | 1.27 |0.9544 0.9088 3 093 (09190 | 0.8816 6 1.01 109211 | 0.8737| 9 1.10 | 0.8467 | 0.7868 9
ml2 | 1.81 |0.9223 0.8142 10 093 |[0.9097 | 0.8838 5 0.80 [0.9307 | 0.9210 6 0.85 |0.8791 | 0.8742 6
ml3 | 1.95 |0.9366 0.7835 12 1.46 10.8993 | 0.7121 | 15 1.74 109052 | 0.6266| 17 1.81 |0.8398 | 0.4280| 18
mld | 1.94 |0.9401 0.7853 11 1.36 |09115 | 0.7486| 12 1.65 109178 | 0.6630| 16 1.81 08464 | 04277 19
ml5 | 2.67 |0.8525 0.5941 19 1.95 10.7914 | 0.4864 | 21 2.01 |[0.8100 [ 0.5006| 21 1.79 10.6666 | 0.4374] 16
ml6 | 2.85 |0.5769 0.5368 | 21 2.17 (04518 | 0.3601 | 23 260 [04753 | 0.1642] 24 2.18 103410 | 0.1719| 23
ml7 | 453 |0.8410 | -0.1647 | 26 224 (08322 | 03177 24 212 (08446 | 04441 | 22 1.58 10.7677 | 0.5627| 14
ml8 | 2.65 |0.8535 0.5992 18 206 [0.7701 | 0.4255| 22 2.19 [0.8491 | 04071 | 23 3.09 10.7260 |-0.6633 | 25
ml9 | 2.68 |0.9240 0.5912 ] 20 1.45 10.8948 | 0.7164 | 14 1.43 109184 | 0.7487 | 14 1.60 |0.8458 | 0.5516] 15
m20 | 2.39 |0.9191 0.6753 17 1.27 10.9034 | 0.7806| 11 1.35 109223 1 0.7760| 13 143 108649 | 0.6441 | 12
m2l | 1.99 |0.9214 0.7753 13 1.00 10.9088 | 0.8641 8 092 (09310 | 0.8965 7 092 |10.8802 | 0.8510 7
m22 | 1.62 |0.9452 0.8508 7 0.78 (09464 | 09167 4 030 [09898 [ 09890 | 2 035 |0.9837 | 0.9780 2
m23 | 3.17 |0.9077 04278 22 1.75 10.8913 | 0.5863 | 19 1.99 109022 | 0.5139] 19 2.00 |0.8334 ] 03042 ] 21
m24 | 1.40 |0.9574 0.8884 6 1.01 ]0.9231 | 0.8606| 9 1.18 109263 | 0.8282| 12 1.18 |1 0.8570 | 0.7549| 10
m25| 0.18 | 0.9982 0.9981 1 0.16 |[0.9965 | 0.9963 1 0.16 |[0.9969 | 0.9966 1 0.27 109928 | 0.9873 1
m26 | 2.11 |0.9440 0.7479 15 1.47 109162 | 0.7054| 16 1.89 109219 | 0.5598 | 18 196 |0.8529 | 0.3318] 20
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Table.4. Summary of statistics and ranking of all VPD methods for Taiwan|s agro-climate divisions(continued

BB %3 RAE RIEE

R 2P e (25 12057) 18 75 3B 5h (35 35 46759) L% R 3k (35 55 T 46699) )3k (35 58 ¢ 46708)
ey 3t 45 4% - Hatia iR - st d5 4% B #itdE47 -

RMSE an, RMSE an RMSE an RMSE an

(b) R? CE (mb) R? CE (mb) R CE (mb) R? CE
ml | 038 [0.9953 [ 09782] 3 022 [09970 | 0.9919| 2 0.19 [0.9979 | 0.9937| 2 0.17 [0.9983 | 0.9947| 3
m?2 | 3.60 [0.3703 [-09086| 26 512 01396 |-3.4321| 26 | 3.02 |0.5372 |-0.5498| 25 244 [0.5993 [-0.0321| 25
m3 | 071 |0.9853 [ 09259| 6 035 09928 | 0.9789| 4 031 [09961 | 0.9840| 4 0.29 [0.9963 | 0.9851| 4
m4 | 1.25 |0.8636 [ 0.7722] 12 1.70 [0.8070 | 0.5112| 22 1.82 [0.6698 | 0.4368 | 21 1.56 [0.7020 | 0.5762 | 21
m5 | 095 |0.8700 [ 0.8674| 8 1.23 |0.8306 | 0.7453 | 11 1.52 [0.8113 | 0.6095| 20 146 [0.7954 | 0.6275| 20
mé6 | 2.16 [0.9040 [ 03144 | 22 149 [0.9020 | 0.6261 [ 20 1.33 [0.8989 | 0.7002 | 15 1.19 [0.9062 | 0.7537| 17
m7 | 061 |09496 [ 09458 | 4 0.77 09325 ] 09005 6 0.66 [09313 [ 09256 5 0.65 [09349 | 09275 5
m& | 3.07 |0.8436 [-0.3803 | 25 3.01 |0.8036 [-0.5305]| 24 | 335 |08357 [-09088| 26 | 2.94 [0.8752 |-0.5069| 26
m9 | 1.52 [0.7532 [ 06623 | 15 137 [0.7389 | 0.6803 | 15 1.51 [0.7984 | 0.6103| 19 1.34 [0.7977 | 0.6898 [ 19
ml0| 1.22 |0.8988 | 0.7828 | 10 1.05 |0.8937 | 0.8124| 9 097 [0.8982 ] 0.8398| 10 | 0.78 |09214 | 0.8930]| 9
mll | 1.04 09139 | 0.8407| 9 1.06 |[0.8819 | 0.8100| 10 | 0.87 |0.9000 [ 0.8700| 8 0.76 [0.9226 | 0.9001 | 8
ml2 | 0.70 09397 | 0.9285| 5 0.76 |0.9150 | 0.9019]| 5 0.71 [09180 | 09139 6 0.66 |0.9283 ] 0.9240| 6
ml3 | 1.93 08985 | 04525[ 17 146 [0.8876 | 0.6384 | 18 1.37 [0.8976 | 0.6788| 16 1.10 [0.9225 ] 0.7888 | 14
ml4 | 1.73 09151 | 0.5588| 16 145 [0.8781 | 0.6447 | 17 1.24 [0.8974 | 0.7367| 13 1.06 [0.9240 | 0.8038| 13
ml5 | 2.01 |0.7626 | 0.4060 | 20 146 [0.7573 | 0.6375| 19 1.95 [0.7915 | 0.3552| 22 1.58 [0.8118 | 0.5678 [ 22
ml6| 242 03452 | 0.1381| 24 | 410 [0.1151 |-1.8482| 25 241 [04668 | 0.0141| 23 1.94 [0.5723 | 0.3486| 23
ml7 | 2.05 |0.8692 | 03829 21 1.37 |0.7867 | 0.6802 | 16 138 [0.7262 | 0.6765| 17 1.33 [0.7749 | 0.6920[ 18
ml8 | 235 ]0.7985 | 0.1904 | 23 2.19 [0.7946 | 0.1866 | 23 245 [0.7559 [-0.0170| 24 | 2.13 |0.7765 | 0.2133 | 24
ml9 | 1.48 09093 | 0.6767 | 14 135 |[0.8817 | 0.6921 | 14 1.16 [0.8987 | 0.7729| 12 | 098 09238 | 0.8338] 12
m20 | 1.33 09292 | 0.7385] 13 1.04 [0.9110 | 0.8182| 8 1.01 [0.9105 | 0.8275| 11 0.89 [0.9286 | 0.8613| 11
m21 | 0.83 09406 | 0.8988| 7 0.81 [09159 | 0.8883| 7 0.75 (09175 | 09031 7 0.69 [0.9304 | 09177 7
m22 | 038 09818 | 0.9790| 2 026 |09894 | 09881 3 0.20 [0.9936 [ 09935 3 0.17 [0.9958 | 0.9951| 2
m23 | 2.00 [09107 | 0.4123| 19 1.32 |0.8960 | 0.7038 [ 13 1.25 (09023 | 0.7329| 14 1.14 [0.9293 | 0.7760| 15
m24 | 1.22 09186 | 0.7808 | 11 1.24 [0.8887 | 0.7410| 12 0.96 [09072 | 0.8448| 9 0.82 [0.9290 | 0.8835]| 10
m25| 022 09943 | 09926 1 0.20 [09955 | 0.9930| 1 0.14 [0.9970 | 0.9968| 1 0.11 [09978 | 0.9978| 1
m26 | 1.97 09197 | 0.4320] 18 1.67 |0.8876 | 0.5300| 21 1.38 [0.9059 | 0.6763 | 18 1.17 [0.9302 | 0.7635| 16
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ABSTRACT

Vapor pressure deficit (VPD) is a significant index for the capacity of evaporation, and also an
important parameter 1in estimating evapotranspiration, particularly m the combination or
Penman-Monteith type equations. Due to the differences in environmental climatic characteristics,
climate variables cited, number of records sampled, averaging the mean, and compoundable ways, there
are over 20 VPD calculations around the world for estimating evapotranspiration. Those methods for
VPD calculation were analyzed and compared using data from meteorological stations to determine the
most appropriate method that can be applied in Taiwan. Three objective statistical indexes, root mean
square error (RMSE), coefficient of correlation (R?), and coefficient of efficiency (CE), were used to
evaluate and compare the results and the applicability among these methods in Taiwan.

The results showed that in all Taiwan's agro-climate divisions, the VPD calculation using mean of
hourly temperature as saturation vapor pressure, and wet-bulb depression as actual vapor pressure yielded
the lowest RMSE, R* higher than 0.99, and the highest CE. The performance of this VPD method was
proved better than all other VPD methods. The findings in this paper were consistent with an attempt of
Huang et al. (2005) evaluated with frequency approach. Accordingly, this VPD method was

recommended to apply in Taiwan.

Key words: Penman-Monteith, vapor pressure deficit, evapotranspiration, statistical indexes.



