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Using approximate Bayesian computation to infer photosynthesis model parameters
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Abstract

We devel oped a method, namely Adaptive Population Monte Carlo Approximate Bayesian Computation (APMC),
to estimate the parameters of Farquhar photosynthesis model. Treating the canopy as a big leaf, we applied this
method to derive the parameters at canopy scale. Validations against observational data showed that parameters
estimated based on the APM C optimization are un-biased for predicting the photosynthesis rate. We conclude that
APMC has greater advantages in estimating the model parameters than those of the conventiona nonlinear re-
gression models.
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JeE B R DR AT K W e i, RO, [
WRAFICO,, TERAENY, RAETRG AT
TE R BEAT, 2 e AR R ER B .
BN B P LA S B (R 2 SURI S AN
720t L 80FEAR WA, Fifi % Farquhar Yt & 1 A A2 4k
REFENLEERL R (O EE H, XTI TAER T K2 ik
(Farquhar et al., 1980). 34>, Farquhar & 1846 1
EHTIZ MR, TR RS A R B
FRAERR , IR AT — S R T, L
WA AR SE, 7R R PR R
RN P ) — AN e R B SR e, R 2 i
KIRANTH R (V oman) R 55 K L 4% %0 T8 2R () T
SE o AFTRA, BV amacs JmadEAS EI RN R 2
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FARK, [F— PR AN [F) 2511 0] B AR AR B3
(Xu & Baldocchi, 2003), #HZIR1FIX LS H K H
L FH B X 3B A B R R i, MEREAR K. A5
RN FH I 55— i 78 T RS 0 &, Farquhar 6 &
PR RO AR, 5 AR 2 AR A 12 F 25 J2
BUE R R, 5 BT & B R 4
(Jarvis, 1995), Tfijix i JRE i 48t o2 A2 25 2 9 R v
ARG 1] BB (Amthor, 1994) . LABGHE ZRAK A5, )
TE B UL U I B B Voma lImax, BN RN TS
Y171 ERTERIRON, Wil e g5 R kK, LA
] AREREANEE, HAE KRB EGEW L
(Sprintsin et al., 2012; Cubasch et al., 2013). [At, i
B — PGB REY TR, E AL,
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AEE P BAERRAE, T8 )2 R )V omen FH e L 42 S
B AT,

W EEAH B AR (eddy covariance technique)fE i
H B4 00 5 3% - KA TA] CO MK Fhi & 1 A v
Tiik, NIEAL. ToIR AR RGOGE R (5
Jit _EAE KR 8] A COLAZ H) A1t 13T i) e ¢ (de
Pury & Farquhar, 1997; Wang & Leuning, 1998; Dai
et al., 2004; Groenendijk et al., 2011; Kosugi et al.,
2013). 7RI L MB0RFR, ZTER TIEIKRE,
2T IR, H AT C R s 38 g0 o 2%
(FLUXNET)H EZEEAR T B #aAsegtit, Hil
4 3R 2 B iR FE A OC I I AR G i B Al © 4l
50001, A H gl 13001 o 5 i Flia BEAH DG I%
A AR BT 0 VR R SilgE, i v RUBE R0
SR WARIIEG, 2N AT DLEM b a B
FAilh B R, BRIV omad 1 Jmax I T
MNEEWAESHAEEZE FEE. RX A%
REfE S, FRATHA AT RE A AE B2 E VI, XK
e RURE I e W B 3R AT S VR N R e R A2 4
YERN— IR, T R B B F i 5,
ASCEI R R Ry — FeoRmE, Sl T — AR
{7 AT A R T R R S R AR B S 4. R
W, BB XZ TR RO AT AT o i, A
ZJTVERE SRS DGR, 7R AL PP 3R 152t
— M TEE
1 A&
11 NMERTEE

G v 53 A 22 TN — > Bk P O 4R
flitt 2 TCAE R AL ) 24

y=f(x,0)+¢
fE bR, x AR, ONFE SR &, o2 BT
Ry B MM R Z . T A2 G0 (frequentist
statistics) I ZH Ml th 7%, — o EEE eI —
Gt BT, KR I E R0, A8
HATAE B2, BRI — AT {E B T A S 0B AE VG 1
FT N4t 5 (Bayesian statistics) ¥ 7%, &
1€ ORI — 2556 53 A7 (0) (prior distribution), &
P DU oy BE 2R R ), 3l A A Al T 01 ) B8 40 AT
(posterior distribution):
)= r(y19)x(0)

0
p@|y 20)

2RV AE: ATl U AR S R SR T R 379

PO =] p(y10)7(0)d0
b, p(10) SR B $ (likelihood function), p(y) NIl
ZEALL SR o % (marginal likelihood function). Z4LLSR B4
BN ZAUIR 0K AL 55 45, BURT DU I 2 Ao e,
W 5 R ] R SRR %15 (Markov chain Monte
Carlo, Andrieu et al., 2010). = s HUFEE: (importance
sampling, MacEachern er al., 1999) LA X F¢ # 545
%% (sequential Monte Carlo, Gao & Zhang, 2012)%
SN, IX T VA AT F R SR AT € 2 8 JE IR
Ao SRMATE A AEENE 2 S HAN 5, AR
FAAEA T HN, B THE ISR R ECH WA, (£
I 5, el DU B 5% (Approximate Bayes-
ian Computation) Wiz Ifij 4= (Toni et al., 2009; Beau-
mont, 2010; Marin et al., 2012), J: 4% iz B
(Csilléry et al., 2010; Vrugt & Sadegh, 2013; Hartig et
al., 2014). fEik, AT 4404 5 H Lenormand
(2013) #2 t 0 = I I e DL S i S5 (APM C) R Al
THHEYDCE BRI EESHL.
12 XEIERRE

BT R Z N — R B R, AR
FERDEEHRAMER U EENH TR b, R
MR, AR SR A T Farquhari B SR AR 4L et 2 R
FEEER, R %A Bal-Berry B Y SR AL fL
SRR RBAl et al., 1987), H AR FHEIf 5 R
X1, & ENFTSRERE LS HYMEN K2,
R 40 5 15 2 % MedlynZs (2002a), von Caemmerer
24(2009) A1 Damour % (2010) ] SC ik »
1.3 APMCEEMEMAIZIT

T SE A MBS R AR Y ) I [ COL 93 . (C) »
M E 2 E(O) M AR R (he) 7T LRI S,
1) SR 3 AR (B3R 1) o 2 B DA HE T it A 12
RN —J7, FATGIEMIERRLEH FHICs O,
hofA Re R AT Z; 55— 7, MK ZHOL TR
MG HKL T ESERICRE, RESHEAM
KZHRAZAMHEAZ KK AR, HLIAICOME
(CYRABIIL, B2 BAEEAIZAT I — AN K8, A
e ELEOE H 5 I BECOR FEAH S . FRAlTHCIY
INEFERWM, —FIrEgEdERA R,
Fh 7% 2 i Baldocchi (1994) & H 31k 7 FE M - B A
Baldocchi (1994). YinflStruik (2009)%5#8iA N3IR 7
FEAAE F T 1R B0 4K 2 5 O, A FRATTAY S
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BRI EAEH T ST, P R,
ZHUEARNWTEE FTREAR K, A SCR AR 1%
ik, BAESLEAFELRI, KEHERTHRGE
T 10K (AR T 13 B R S I G
TP H TR (L0) 2 FEHDE & 3R R B T 1R .
B SLhr LR TEArrhenius /7 FE(Q) Al ESIN T
1+ e(2985-H)/(298R)

f(S.H)= 14 eTK=S—H)(TKXR)

AT B IE, 1F 15 Vomax s JmaclE a8/~ . 1540
BILAT7R, & E 28 %) 3 265 [ py 1) S 2 ST H TG AR
AR B . MRS, FAT1MX4Evon Caemmerer &%
(2009) 7 FE & IE ALY i R STEL I N2 10%, 3t (44 1E
il 28 R B AL X 1A H1 (0.0, 1.1)3 K F(0.0, 420),
JFAEQ CHHI TR ZR TP X MU T 1E 7]
B i) 75, R 2R 2 400 i o] DU 255,
AN i /NG Z D AT R . TR R B SR
I, SHORAKE )= N IR, X PR
PE2 FEEARRALMR . £ IX — [, Medlyn®%(2002b)
(1) b B 5 v [ e HYWE, GBI TR I o A AR R,
ATV T —NEEBIE T FE, 7L %S5 5% JH
INEUE AR E T, AR 2R S 240, XA
BB IE & RIA W T

RL G EE IR R A TS 72 (8 ALY
Table1l Algorithmsfor photosynthesis biochemical model at canopy level

5 Number  J5FE Equation
1 — %_
¢ C+K(1+0 1K) ¢
) G-Iy
1" ac v8r
3 0.984% — (4, + 4)A+ 4,4,=0
4 Ci=ca—A(i+ij
gb gs
5 g, =0147x |5
0.72x LeafW
glhs
6 = A+
8 . 8o
7 L=Iyx(1- f)x(1-a)/2
8 0.7J% = (I + J ) + IpJ e =0
TK-298
9 {KC!K(J!Rd!r*}:{Kc251K025’Rd25’r;5}eRZ%XRXTK
K, TK-298 14 g2985-H)/(298R)
10 {chax"]rrm}:{VZSYJZS}e ZQ&RXTKW
£ IK28 g @Gl
11 {chax,Jmax} = {Vom"]om}e 298<RxTK T Ty
Hi5 2,

Abbreviations see Table 2.
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1+¢ Cnlm

f{cm,Tm} - 1+ eCmX(TC_Tm)

#Hyz b, Sellerss(1996) ] T 284U 7 RSk &
1ERubiscoffI i b g« BT KR B 12 OF i 28 55 June®s:
(2004) 2 th 1181 Z IR FEAB IE AN R 2 A2, gk ih
2L n] URIF L AAS, H), HAZIE REIAALTE
/N, T AR N (R ). FRH, FRATAT
DA BB C o I T (T T A T . S2B |, WHE
BIEMICos T FAITC, AC, Tr) 224 HBRT(0, 1) X [8]

APMCHIE BARSZ IS WL 1. B RIHN
YL EFENEE, PPFD. TK. RH. WS. P. LeafW,
Cao HEETHA, fFESH. MANTRE, e T
APMCTEFR T Hy = flx, T
14 SEEHEAYZREN

56 F 0 00 SR B H AR /N SO0 I
(42.73° N, 141.52° E), tiAsiaFluxfefit. Hrdiads
RYLCOZ e (NEE) A R IMEUE /T I NS R4t
BRI e A R . NEE2 9 P by i B fi il
T 0 T et = R P XS BT A ) A
LRI ZL A SAAR 43 BT A 5 (1 5 AR CORIK 2 1H,
SETEI TR SR 7 2243 2 00 o T it 2 o )
B COLMK FEE 1) 2 B J30 e £ I [A] 1) A2 Ak v A 21
A R 535 A IR S AN A A T A, TR
Hirano%% (2003) . Wang % (2004) ! Saigusa®: (2008)
s A U, IEARARFERER . B 9T 12003
6 H E9H WM R K . oMK ], 5 — il
AR BL(ND V) T on B I (1 S AR AR LN, R
ATTAT RAAS 25 8 i TH AR 415 20 (LAT) B I 1 4 8 ] 1
5 . O BRI BOL & % [ (PPFD) /N T
100M¥ £ 48 s Bk Je, — 315 £1)1 9484 52 HE11
30 mi ni (][] B (14 A 2808008 A5

2 #R

BATH T — i Z R R LT OB 0 S2 58
N, = 100, BPERRAEEN v 5 #5252 10 000K+
HHEUF 9100 . ISR 7V M B ok, AR
FI R IX 1000+ B 2 HUE B 4e ik 40 A, 1 R
bl 8 Fl S R T I S BUE PR AE I NEE S WLNME 2
B) 1 2= B .

AR T RS H R 3[R . FHAPMCHT 4%
S AT EESHER L FIREEA, X
R MFED AL U, XA 25 SR
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F2 BMRAE. Z2HAESEHE(:ES % Caemmerers(2009))
Table2 Variablesand parameters used in the photosynthesis model and their reference values mainly from Caemmerer et al. (2009)

5 Symbol  #fi Units VER: Remark %% {H Reference value

Y pmol-m2st  AkAiEE Net photosynthesis rate

Ac pmol-m2st  Rubiscof#FR il T % &% Rubisco activity limited net photosynthesis rate

A pmol-m2.s?  RuBPH AR #4433 Electron transport limited net photosynthesis rate

Ry pumol-m2.s®  IENE# AR Respiration rate

Ci ubar i COL43 & Intercellular CO; partial pressure

Ca ubar KA COM7 £ Air CO, partia pressure

Cs ubar HICO.7 & Leaf-surface CO, partial pressure

r ubar CO M 5 CO, compensation point

Vemex pmol-m2.st K HL#EZE Maximal rubisco carboxylase rate

Jinax pmol-m2.st KL TE# 2 Maximal electronic transport rate

J pmol-m2.s% B TE 4% % Electronic transport rate

I pmol-m2.s™* BT &4 % Electronic transport rate through photosystem 11

Io pmol-m?.st  JERRERE Photon flux density

f YR IE 3 Fraction of effective photon flux 0.15

a ¥AL% Conversion efficiency 0.15

O mbar MRS E Intercellular O, partial pressure 210

Ko mbar AALEFIIS /1% 5 8 Michaelis-Menten constant of Rubisco for O,

K. pbar FRALEEBh 112 % $ Michaelis-Menten constant of Rubisco for CO,

@b mol-m 2.5 LR ESEE Boundary-layer conductance

gs mol-m2.s7? <FL5# Stomatal conductance

20 mol-m st AL /NSBE Minimum stomatal conductance 0.01

g1 SILFE R HL Sensitivity coefficient of stomatal conductance 10.0

hs T AR Relative humidity on leaf surface

ws m-s* R Wind speed

LeafWw m i H B Leaf width

Vas, Jos, Kezs, AR ZH1E25 CHIMH Valuesat 25 °C 4y %80, 160, 260, 165, 1, 38

Kozs, Razs, 25 respectively

Eq Jmol™ TFfLEE Activation energy 4r % v 58500, 37000, 59400,
36 000, 66 400, 23 400 respectively

TK K IRE Temperature

TC °C % Temperature

R K mol™ SRE R Gas constant 8.314

s J-Kmol™ HL AL B ZE L 240 Entropy term 650

H Jmol™ i %241 Deactivation energy 200 000

Cnm oc?t LB IE S % Temperature modification constant

T °C BB IES3 Temperature modification constant

Vim pmol-m?2st  Eki#E 5% Rubisco carboxylase rate

Jrm pmol-m2.s* B TE 4 < 2 8 Potentia rate of electron transport

NEE pumol-m2.st BT RFCOA P& Net ecosystem exchange

PPFD pumol-m2.st  HXOLE TR Photosynthetic photon flux density

P, kPa KASJE Air pressure

LAI HTHFRYE %L Leaf areaindex

UAESZ .

URTETS

HE

fe, BEARATH T AFK  B. fiziMedlynss(2002b), AT 52 (12) i fis

IREEAEIE TR, 3R RLT TR VoMot FRIEE TR
B R 1A 7 RE (10) ) Vs Al s 1 2 S AS — H w2, ar LA AR EOR - B
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12 - 4 450
L0 -4 400
' 4350
& 0.8 4 300
Q"J 0.6 1250 &
2 {200 &'
0.4 4 150
-1 100
0.2 50
0 L tee, 4 L L 0
10 20 30 40 50
% Temperature ('C)

El REBIEERE . St4: von Caemmererds (2009)H]
M4k (S = 710, H = 220 000), mi%k: H4HNSZI10%I1 i & (S =
790, H=220000), mE4k: ACHBIMZ(Cn=0.3, T =37).
Fig. 1 Comparison of the temperature correction models.
Solid lineis the curve of von Caemmerer et al. (2009) when S
= 710 and H = 220 000; dotted line is the curve when S is
increased by 10% (S=790, H=220 000); dashed line is the
curve calculated according to our new response curve (Cy, =
0.3, Ty, = 37).

R3S EVIAAE TS E AL BRI
Table3 Initia parameter ranges and modeled values

ZH ZHUE TR ZHfE IR SEPREEAME
Parameter Lower value Upper value Inversed value
Vermax Vopt 10 500 374
Ea 10 000 70 000 21287
Jmax Jopt 10 500 310
E, 10 000 50 000 10 000
Ry Razs 0 10 10
E, 10 000 70 000 10 033
Cn 0.25 0.50 0.28
Tm 20.0 50.0 26.9
g1 0.0 10.0 37
A5 # 2.
Abbreviations see Table 2.
50
y=1.0389x — 0.833
fon) 2 —
:?’ a0l R>=0.7478
g
30
g
3
)y 20
=
B10F
g
2
8 of
-10 & 1 1 | 1 |
-10 0 10 20 30 40 50
APMC modeled NEE (umol-m2-s7!)
E2 H#AEE RGCO M (NEE)E L 45 F (52 48) 5 Wl &

(FFa )Rk, Bk sed i1k,
Fig. 2 Relationship between modeled and observed net
ecosystem exchange (NEE). The solid line indicates that
model outputs equal observations.
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BOUR . WRIEKE, L0451 %35, DA
FE N1 QA6 S B i e, TR B R o NEERIAAS
S 24048 43 31 9 15.66H115.32 pmol-m -2, Frik:
77 ZAE 4> % 99.08f111.12 pmol-m2.s?, —HF . #=
(P EE RTARAE T 2293 731 °90.3415.63 pumol -m >-s ™
KRR TS HES BT TR 2 I NEEB o

3 THgMLEie

BEIRAPMCI IETER 2 2Bl A M, H
FEAEREY AR LR LR W AR SOKs 3 AU
1E T/ HHAPMCI I 6 & S8 E AR AT, 1 dE
BRI A . 2835 A S IE L B sl
FTFEAPMC 5 AR ) A6 3R A 25 2400 50 v B FH ()R
1], Az R R I R

FIFHAPMCHi 34T i |2 6 & S BUR B I 7L
ARG . 3RS E S EHIIRTF (OX BB Vomad il
Jmax), K2 S 8 I I T A T80 i 1A COMR |
TEermi 7 2%, T 45 & Farquhar B A 75 31 (B
GUFE(2010) X &5 3Ciik) . IER ik, E#H JoikiE
T f Fe A 5 5 oAt 7 R AR 7 2 2 U R 1 B
RITVERI S, (HiE, MAERAEIG IR, AIs T 1)
TEIRE, AR HARN A S g R, 5K
M IR A 5 788 2 B0 L R 0 3 B A AR B 1) AH
K, IF HARPRE L. H R B DA A 5 i A
A ERMIBENLR 2 1% 7 iR BAR N H B w47
PEo SEBR b, an SRR e 1 S 50w 4h 1 VE FE Y,
APMCIT 2L & il LIS H S W NEER R 125
PER R, M AEE B, FRATIR I 4
TR N AR T ROBE DA S A et i, 045
B TARLF R R R R R H ) -

B2, I HAPMCH V27 7 |26 & S 58U,
HAETEE. tean, WIS EAIAEE P BEN LTS
FEAS PR 1, 15 20/ S 808 vT Rekd o Ra . X
ARSHA T TTIE R IR, T A2 RO R 5 R )
E 25k (Medlyn et al., 2002b). SZBr b, BN
(15 A T8 BT AMNA RN — A, BRI i
A ERENS A 101, N T M2 7E 3 Sk
AIRGFIHIRIN, FrikBRmIka) & & 2A — i 1R,
2k FEAS A2 (b T s v 8 1) S AR B, S 400
GLEL P SRTEE Y Wy -

ARSORs— Pt I 512 8 B L4 BRI 6 A1
B, SERSEUREIE 1. MEYAES R
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KJ=%

(1) ZFEREBRAM A S5 —
Frife . KHALOR, VomadFHJmad B A2 38 1 9 5 CORik
FE i B i 2%, 45 & Farquhar B 8L i1 4 SR ) . 3#EAT
COMK F£ Wi 7l 28 (1 e, AR LU R 2%, I Ho 2k
TR R S HA BOR A E P (Gu et al.,
2010). T FRATHI 72 AT LA H #2404 T r— R 51
WA St SR R A AR S H I, o LAE R A
A R SR I — PR e

(2 FEEREEEBEGEESE BN,
SEARMAE MG T 5, AR BN W 2 AT, AT
CO M 43 #r, 78 B B AR KA N LT A AT
PE ORI, FATXAN T EFRAE 7 Fhmr e, FH
FEAH SR H AT 2 1A 25 R G015 COAC e 2 B ]
He AN E RO E A S H. X DEHIM
A, RHRNFZIEFA R FH I R R s, DL RS
JRHEB S HEANME .

Q) AmTr A EEEREY & HREREGR.
WAL ROBE (R LIRS AR 7 FH 380 FH Ak 22 08P 2E 1k
IR L, —BE#RA Rk L. —A
FE A A% B 1 75 1 A e ek 1 36 B RS Fof ) B %) L AR
R R, F e =00 i CORR FE i Jo i 28Kk
G H X LN SR B S HUE, R EH T IE
RN BB, AT TR . AR R Z R
TR & KRR ek B3R A XA B . TR
HAES RGNS, DFE—, dEEE, ELbRr
R, IR MA — AT T R OE
2, Rl 2 R B BGHT BRAR, %07 1 S )
e Z WM. —J7H, B RIA80 miytkie 2
HEAT COL B M 97 1 28 fr I 2 Al IR A, 53—
T, B BRI R 2, ARMER s B Ik R
WEZ DR BXNES RS AW TR
b v S Nl L B < o P i O ST v =
APMCHE R 25 5 T v HLER B A, AL U XA
J7EE 3R AN R FH A B 2 ) SR E VA AR
WL, AR R IR P BRATT B R & ) i
BET IR .
E&mBE
31660142).
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Appendix | Model entity intheAPMC

2V A5 ARl VUM BT AL 6 A R S R v v i R

385

X g—A~ APMC Fi¥  For al particles
for k= 1to Nops (5T BT UMM % 3%)  For all observations

H APMC *ﬁ%lﬁiﬂ‘] Vs, J25, Rqos, 21, Es Cony T Use parameter values selected by AMPC

5L Vemax Jmex, Ry g EStimate target model parameters

Wt =1 (G kAR HEXKE)  Atinitial time

% C?=0.7C, Settheintercellular CO, equal to 70% of air CO,

W AC, >1  Settheintercellular CO, not in equilibrant
while 4C; >1 do

THH A, 4; Compute the two rate.

A+ A4 = \[(4,+ 4)? —4x0.984.4,

M5 4
o 2x0.98
2
o=, -4 8uCad — 4
8  &o&iA—goA+g,80Cs
AC, =|C/ -C™"| Check equilibrant state

% t=t+1 Advancetime
end while

end for

Compute the joint rate

Compute the intercellular CO,

H4|4-NEE| - ¥ /E A APMC KT/ p  Calculate the difference between modeled photosynthesis rate and the observed rate
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