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Estimating stomatal conductance from leaf temperature in Citrus unshiu
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1. FC®HIZ GHEED Y2 I N COREEEDT-OHIC, REEICBWT, KA
RO 2 EBHERICESOEHEKREHRORMEL B L T D, 2L 2, UAV IZ X
LB R ORI I B OERIRE AW TEDOKRT v v (LLF, LWP
ETD) BHEEL, LWP ZfAAALTEEBEOHEEZ T 52 & THEARKTREKELH
T2 AT LOMEZFERL TWDH. EEHIREZICERT2H ML, (1) EmiEE
idso (1980) 23 #£ZE L TV % CWSI (crop water stress index) F D /KA kN L A FEEEICfEH
Ef, LWP EOB@BERH DL Z ENRENTWEZ L, (2) EHEEIREHEOH T
RXO—EHELTEHEENDZENHY, AELBAESTSZ L, (3) UAV # HHWWHITA
HWHOERIEEARGICHETELLD3IETHD. RRETIX, B BEEL LT,
EREETHWEZSILa s X7 X R g OHEEZ BT L.

2. Hik

2.1 FREH FEMIIFHELRAEBETGERICMAET 2 RKEETHD. v/ B REER
KN TWDH T v a Iz —REELE.

2.2 BHBAMBME g (IF- 1 A —H# SC-1Leaf Porometer (Meter %) % FH T 10 B 5
A E TR 2 REBICHIEL, BOREORVWE S OFEHHEAREME L. JE
X 2021457 A4 140, 23 H, 31 H, 8 #29H, 9 11 H, 210, 104 9H, 11 413
HOF 8 |47 - 7=, ZEH % 7t SI1-431 (Apogee #EHL) 2 JH & fiE dak (2 6f G4t o> 4t 7k D —
N AD X DI, BE EEICERE L CRERIE L. 70, [BBIHEE ATMOS-41
(Meter #E8) Z AT IR E L2, 2o ORIEMEIEX 7 A 23 B LLETTIE 30 47,
TH24 HUBETIES 2 TohD.

2.3 [AAVEVARADEERX EOBRUC ALK (D), BE T 7 v 7 213K (2)
DEIICRT I ENTED (Maes, 2012). G=0, S=0 fiE LT (2) ZHWwWTK
(1) 283 25E, X 3) OgofElz2HBr RN TExS.

S=R, —(H+AE+G) (1)
AE:L{A(TL—TA)JFVPD} (2)
7(1+1j
gx gaV
-1
_| P, A(T,~T,)+VPD 1 (3)
& y R -(H+G+S) g,

2T, SiIFM EEorAE (Wm?), RATMBH & (Wm?2), HIZBEE T 7 v 7 2 (W
m?), MEWRERT T /7 A (Wm?), GIZHFETZ v 7 2 (Wm?), glixkfl=a
HyH A (msh), gl ldKEKEEICHTLERGa L X722 (ms!), p.ldZE
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KOEE (kgm?), c, 1 TZBKOLE (TkgK!'), yiXiimit ek (0.066 kPaK™!'), AlLA
i Ty COfRFKZEKIEHBROAE (kPaK!"), T IXEEEIRE (K), T ix%IE (K), VPD
187 (kPa) TH D

2.4 [AAVEFVEAAOEH KX Q) 2HVWT, EmIRE, HHEE, K&, ®E,
JEEE N D g HEE LT (BUEIL gz ROD L ZICHER SN D). HEmiE XL
LW, ANT7—% (EmiRE, BH&E KR, @, E#H) 1 30, 60, 120, 180
S U2 DD 4 88— & iz,

3 HREBR g OHEEME (180 5FH)) LEMMEZE 1 IZRT. HHPOHEME
FREI T VEA R L TWD 2 b, BUNERIZBIT S G=0, S=0DREIC im
7w Bbis., LL, BMICKERMEZ LD HEIIKTT2E 05 g DFE
Mﬁ@%@ﬁﬁ%énfw&w.&fmﬁﬁ,%%,i%@ﬁf%Vka A A
I IC L > TEET D2 ML TWDED UhED, 1995), X (3) TIEHAKA
I EZEB L TCOWARNWZ ERNTERFNTHLEEZTND.
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Fig. 1 Diurnal changes of observed and simulated g,. Input data is averaged every 180 minutes. Error
bars indicate the standard deviation.

CSBRORE KBERD I EOREENLCEETINE VW HIHRANS BT 22
HEEBIT, BB ZHEEITHAATZ L TR EMY g OEOHEE 2R A&
HTETHD.

BERHEC T OOV RS A AR O BRI O S REHB L BT 5.
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