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Abstract

:

Evapotranspiration (ET) has undergone profound changes as a result of global climate change and anthropogenic activities. The construction of the Three Gorges Reservoir (TGR) has led to changes in its land use/land cover (LUCC) and local climate, which in turn has changed ET processes in the TGR region. In this paper, the CLM4.5 land surface model is used to simulate and analyze the spatiotemporal variability of ET between 1993 and 2013. Four experiments were conducted to quantify the contribution rate of climate change and LUCC to changes in ET processes. The results show that the climate showed a warming and drying trend from 1993 to 2013, and the LUCC indicates decreasing cropland with increasing forest, grassland, water bodies and urban areas. These changes increased the mean annual ET by 13.76 mm after impoundment. Spatially, the vegetation transpiration accounts for the largest proportion in ET. The decreasing relative humidity and increasing wind speeds led to an increase in vegetation transpiration and ground evaporation, respectively, in the center of the TGR region, while the LUCC drove changes in ET in water bodies, urban areas and high-altitude regions in the TGR region.
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1. Introduction


Evapotranspiration (ET) is one of the vital links in the water and energy balance between the land surface and atmosphere. ET occurs through the mutual transfer of water and energy between soil, vegetation and the atmosphere [1] and interacts with the climate system. Climate change affects the water cycle process and can lead to changes in ET [2], while changes in ET can also adversely affect the climate across local and regional scales [3,4]. In recent years, the terrestrial ecosystem has undergone vast changes as a result of the increasing impact of anthropogenic activities which have led to the intensification of global climate change. The urbanization and the construction of large scale hydraulic engineering projects has led to a reduction of vegetation coverage and the excessive felling of trees. The exploitation of forest resources has led to a sharp decline in forest areas and the overuse of water resources has caused persistent drought and desertification in some areas. These and other anthropogenic activities have resulted in a series of climatic and ecological environmental issues [5], which have caused the attention of governments and scientific researchers. As a critical element of ecosystems and the global climate system, the study on ET and its response to climate change and land use/land cover (LUCC) is critical to understand how climate change and human activities influence the energy balance processes and the water cycle in terrestrial ecosystems.



The Three Gorges Project was started in 1994 and began impoundment in June 2003. The water table of the reservoir reached 135 m in June 2003, 156 m in October 2006, and 175 m in October 2010 [6]. The Three Gorges Project has brought economic and social benefits to the region such as flood control, power generation and shipping, and the Three Gorges Reservoir (TGR) is a unique region formed after the Three Gorges Project was carried out in China. With the construction and operation of the TGR, a series of far-reaching changes have taken place in the land use/land cover of the region. In addition, the main projects such as resettlement, urban relocation and the development of supporting facilities, have caused further pressure on the local ecosystem and climate system [7]. According to Reder et al., the temperature in the TGR will increase by at least 1 °C under the RCP 4.5 and 8.5 scenarios. However, the changes in precipitation are more complicated, with a decrease in the dry season and an increase in the rainy season [8]. The water cycle process in the TGR is also likely to change greatly. Therefore, taking the TGR as an example, can not only improve our understanding of ET in the water cycle and energy balance processes in the region, but also provide decision supports for water resource allocation and management, and it is of great significance for maintaining the ecological security and the sustainable development of the social economy under the changing environment.



In recent years, extensive efforts have been carried out to understand the spatiotemporal variability of ET under a changing climate. This work mainly used statistical methods to detect the abrupt point of climate change, and then analyze the variation trend of ET before and after the abrupt point [9]. One type of research focuses on reference ET [10], calculated using the Penman-Monteith equation [11,12], and another focuses on the actual ET. Since actual ET data is difficult to obtain through observation, a water balance model [13,14] or remote sensing model [15] are usually used to indirectly obtain the actual ET. The effect of LUCC on ET is typically assessed using a land surface model and inputting different land use types into the model for sensitivity experiments [16,17,18,19]. At present, a small amount of work has been done to simultaneously consider the impact of climate change and LUCC on ET [20,21]. A more common approach is to combine meteorological data with remote sensing data to analyze the relationship between various meteorological factors, land use types and ET [22], and to separate the contribution rate of climate change and LUCC to changes in ET [23,24]. However, these statistical methods lack understanding of intrinsic mechanisms associated with ET and are, therefore, difficult to apply in new situations. Therefore, this study aims to perform multiple sets of numerical simulation experiments using the CLM4.5 land surface model to: (1) Analyze the variability of climatic factors and land use/land cover; (2) characterize the spatial and temporal variability of ET in the TGR region from 1993 to 2013; (3) quantify individual contributions of climate change and LUCC to the variability of ET.




2. Materials and Methods


2.1. Study Area


The TGR region refers to the catchment area between the dam site and the end of the backwater of the reservoir after the successful impoundment of the TGR. Located at the end of the upper reaches of the Yangtze River Basin (28.46°–31.73° N, 105.84°–111.13° E), the TGR region is shaped like a narrow strip. It covers a total area of 59,326 km2 with a main channel length of 658 km. As the TGR region is situated at the intersection of three tectonic units, the Daba fold belt, the Eastern Sichuan fold belt, and the Sichuan-Hubei-Hunan-Guizhou uplifted belt, the terrain is undulating, and the height difference is approximately 1000–1500 m. The climate, which is affected by the canyon topography, is characterized by warm winters, early springs, hot summers, and late autumns, and generally has high humidity and often clouds and fogs. The annual average temperature is 15–18 °C and the vertical change in temperature is rapid. The rainfall is abundant in the region all year round although the summer rainfall accounts for 40% of the average annual precipitation of approximately 1150.26 mm. The land use types in the region are mainly farmland, woodland, and grassland. With a continuous rise in the flooding line in the region and the subsequent resettlement, migration, and reconstruction of towns and supporting facilities, the land use/land cover in the region has undergone frequent changes. The TGR region is shown in Figure 1.




2.2. Data


The data used in this study include atmospheric forcing data and surface data required to run the land surface model and remote sensing data to validate the simulation results. The China Meteorological Forcing Dataset [25], with a temporal resolution of 3 h and a horizontal spatial resolution of 0.1 degree, was used to drive the land surface model. The dataset was produced by merging a variety of data sources including China Meteorological Administration station data, TRMM satellite precipitation analysis data, GLDAS data, GEWEX-SRB radiation data, and Princeton forcing data [26]. The dataset includes seven elements, near surface air temperature, near surface air pressure, near surface air specific humidity, near surface wind speed, surface downward shortwave radiation, surface downward longwave radiation, and a precipitation rate. A 30 m × 30 m ASTER GDEM was used for watershed delineation and stream network formation. The plant function types (PFTs) data reflects the land use/land cover of the study area. Since the land use/land cover changed dramatically before and after the impoundment of the TGR region, the PFTs of 2000 and 2010 were selected to represent the land use/land cover before and after impoundment of the region. A one km China land cover classification map [27] was used for 2000, while the MODIS Land Cover Product MCD12Q1 [28,29] was selected with a spatial resolution of 500 m for 2010. Since the PFTs classification of the MCD12Q1 and the community land model (CLM) is different, the PFTs and climatic factor rules [30] were used for the conversion. The soil database of China for land surface modeling [31] with a spatial resolution of 30 × 30 arc-seconds was used to create the physical and chemical soil parameters for the land surface model. The remote sensing data of the MOD16 monthly ET [32,33] with a spatial resolution of 1 km was used to validate the simulation results. For the convenience of model simulation and validation, all data were converted to 0.01 degree.




2.3. Methods


2.3.1. Description of CLM4.5


The community land model (CLM) 4.5 was developed by the National Center for Atmospheric Research [34], and it is the land component of the community earth system model (CESM) 1.2.0 [35]. The CLM4.5 is a process-based model that simulates biogeophysical and biogeochemical processes. The biogeophysical processes include radiation, momentum, sensible heat and latent heat flux exchange between the land surface and atmosphere, heat transfer in soil and snow, and water cycle processes including precipitation, interception, infiltration, evapotranspiration, and runoff [36]. Biogeochemical processes include vegetation photosynthesis, vegetation phenology, and carbon and nitrogen cycles [37]. A nested subgrid hierarchy is used to represent the spatial surface heterogeneity in the model. Each grid is composed of multiple landunits, columns and PFTs. A landunit is the first subgrid level to capture the widest spatial patterns of subgrid heterogeneity. The second subgrid level is a column, which is used to characterize the potential variability in the soil and snow state variables within a landunit. The third subgrid level involve PFTs, which mainly represent the differences in the biophysical and biogeochemical parameters between broad categories of plants. The model is simulated independently at each subgrid level, and each subgrid level has its own diagnostic variables. For the process of ET, it is partitioned into transpiration, managed by stoma physiology and photosynthesis, and evaporation, which can be further divided into ground evaporation and canopy evaporation according to land use/land cover [38,39].



The four indexes, namely the coefficient of determination (R2), the root mean squared error (RMSE), the absolute error (BIAS) and the Nash-Sutcliffe efficiency coefficient (NSE) were adopted to assess the performance of the CLM4.5 model [40,41]. The R2 represents the goodness of fit between the simulated and observed ET. The RMSE reflects the degree of dispersion. The BIAS measures the degree of deviation, and the NSE describes the predictive power of the model. The formulas are shown as follows:
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where, a is the slope of linear regression line, b is the intercept of linear regression line, Oi is the observed ET, Si is the simulated ET,    O ¯    is the average observed ET, and N is the number of time series.




2.3.2. Experimental Design


In order to study the spatiotemporal variability of ET before and after the impoundment, 10 years before and after the beginning of impoundment in June 2003, that is June 1993 to May 2013, was taken as the research period. The spatial resolution was set to 0.01 degree and the output frequency was 24 h to obtain the finer resolution simulated results. It was assumed that climate change and LUCC were the two factors that caused the variation of ET. The formula could be expressed as follows:


  Δ E  T  t o t a l   = Δ E  T  c l i m a t e   + Δ E  T  L U C C    
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where,   Δ E  T  t o t a l     is the total variation in ET,   Δ E  T  c l i m a t e     is the variation caused by climate change,   Δ E  T  L U C C     is the variation caused by LUCC,    C  c l i m a t e     is the contribution rate of climate change and    C  L U C C     is the contribution rate of LUCC.



As shown in Table 1, four simulation tests using CLM4.5 were conducted to explore the response of ET to climate change and LUCC. Test 1 simulated the actual situation from June 1993 to May 2003. Test 2 simulated ET from June 2003 to May 2013 under the land use/land cover condition in 2000. Test 3 simulated the actual situation from June 2003 to May 2013. Test 4 simulated the ET from June 1993 to May 2003 under the land use/land cover condition in 2010. According to Formulas (6)–(8), the difference between Test 2 and Test 1 is the variability in ET caused by climate change. The difference between Test 4 and Test 1 represents the variability in ET caused by LUCC, while the difference between Test 3 and Test 1 gives the total variability in ET.



Before the four tests, two spin-ups of 50 years were performed using the CLM4.5 model to provide a balanced climatology. They were driven by the atmospheric forcing data from June 1983 to May 1993 for five times under the land use/land cover condition in 2000 and 2010, respectively. For the four tests, Test 1 used the final state in May 1993 under the land use/land cover condition in 2000 as the initial condition, and Test 2 used the final state of Test 1 as the initial condition. Similarly, Test 4 used the final state in May 1993 under the land use/land cover condition in 2010 as the initial condition and Test 3 used the final state of Test 4 as the initial condition.




2.3.3. Trend Analysis


A linear regression equation was adopted to assess the trend of annual ET and climatic factors for the period June 1993–May 2013 of the TGR region. The formula is shown as follows:


  y = a x + b  



(9)




where, x is the year, y is the annual ET and climatic factors, a and b are the slope and intercept respectively.



A positive value of a shows an increasing trend, whereas a negative value of a shows a decreasing trend. The t-test at the confidence level of 0.05 was used for the linear regression equation to further analyze the significance of the variation trend [42]. The formula is shown as follows:


  t =  b        ∑  i = 1  n      (   y i  −    y i   ¯   )   2      n − 2           ∑  i = 1  n      (   x i  −  x ¯   )   2       



(10)




where, n is the number of years, i is the serial number of the year. If t is greater than 2.086, the trend is significant, otherwise it is not significant.




2.3.4. k-Means Clustering Algorithm


The k-means algorithm is a typical distance-based clustering algorithm with simple principle and fast calculation speed [43]. In this paper, this method is used to analyze the variation of ET over the grids with similar climatic conditions. The method assumes that the original data set is {x1, x2, …, xn}, and each xi is a d-dimensional vector. The purpose of k-means clustering is to divide the original data set into k classes S = {S1, S2, …, Sk} for a given number of classifications k (k ≤ n). The steps of the k-means algorithm are as follows:




	(1)

	
k data were randomly selected from all data samples as the initial cluster center.




	(2)

	
Calculate the distance of other data to each cluster center and divide them into the nearest cluster.




	(3)

	
The center points of all sample data in each cluster are used to represent each cluster center.




	(4)

	
Repeat steps (2) and (3) until the center point of each cluster is unchanged or reaches the set number of iterations.












3. Results


3.1. Trend in LUCC and Cliamte Change


3.1.1. Variation in Land Use/Land Cover


In the CLM4.5 model, the PFTs were used to represent land use/land cover. Figure 2 shows the distribution and conversion of the PFTs in the TGR region in 2000 and 2010. The main PFTs in 2000 were cropland, broadleaf deciduous temperate shrub, C3 grass, and needleleaf evergreen temperate tree. Among them, cropland accounted for the largest proportion (47.41%) and was distributed in flat regions on the left bank of the TGR region. Broadleaf deciduous temperate shrubs accounted for 20.64% and was distributed in the mountainous regions above 1000 m which was at the head and tail of the TGR region. The C3 grass and needleleaf evergreen temperate trees accounted for 15.15% and 8.6%, respectively and were distributed in the mountainous regions at an altitude of 600–1000 m. By 2010, the four main PFTs accounted for 38.86%, 26.65%, 23.42% and 2.48%, respectively. The PFTs had undergone major changes during the past 10 years with cropland decreasing by 8.55%. Resettlement, relocation and supporting facilities for construction were the main reasons for this reduction. During this period, due to the impact of the policy of returning farmland to forests (grass), the ecological environment of the TGR region significantly improved and the cropland continued to decrease. As a result, the forest and grassland increased significantly, with broadleaf deciduous temperate shrubs increasing by 6.01% and C3 grass increasing by 8.27%. The impoundment of the reservoir had inundated some of the vegetation along the river, resulting in an increase in water bodies by 0.51%. At the same time, due to the acceleration of urbanization, the urban areas also increased by 1.92%.




3.1.2. Variation in Climatic Factors


During 1993–2013, the climate in the TGR region showed warming and drying trends on the whole, with spatially averaged changes of 0.05 °C/year for air temperature, 2.85 mm/year for precipitation, −0.005 m/s for wind speed and 0.1%/year for relative humidity (Figure 3). On a monthly scale (Table 2), precipitation showed an increasing trend in spring and a decreasing trend in summer, although, the variations were not statistically significant. The air temperature increased all year round except for January, and this increase was significant in March. The wind speed had been decreasing throughout the year, especially in summer. In addition, the relative humidity also showed a decreasing trend in spring and summer, particularly in March.



Figure 4 shows the spatial distribution characteristics and the variation trend of precipitation, temperature, wind speed and relative humidity in the TGR region from 1993 to 2013. The annual precipitation ranged from 686 to 1306 mm, showing a spatial distribution of greater precipitation in the center and less at the head and tail of the reservoir. Since the construction of the Three Gorges Project, the precipitation showed an increasing trend on the left bank of the reservoir, and a decreasing trend on the right bank, although, the variation trend was not significant. The spatial distribution of the wind speed was opposite to precipitation, with increasing trends observed on the right bank. The spatial distribution of air temperature and relative humidity was relatively consistent, both of which were related to the topography. The air temperature and relative humidity showed an inverse relationship with altitude. The temperatures across the whole region of the reservoir showed an upward trend and increased by more than 0.1 °C/year in the high-altitude mountainous region in the north. This rising trend was clear. The relative humidity of the head of the reservoir showed a significant increasing trend, while other regions showed a decreasing trend, in which the cropland in the center of the reservoir and the urban areas at the tail of the reservoir decreased significantly.



Figure 5 shows the result of the k-means cluster analysis on the variations of precipitation, temperature, wind speed and relative humidity. It was found that dividing the area into two categories can better reflect the variation of the climate. The climate of cluster 1 is characterized by a decreasing trend of precipitation and a significant increasing trend of wind speed, while the climate of cluster 2 is characterized by an increasing trend of precipitation and a significant decreasing trend of relative humidity. The boundary between the two is basically the same as the flow direction of the Yangtze River, which indicates that the climatic conditions are related to the topography and landscape of the basin.





3.2. Model Validation


The data from the MOD16 monthly ET product (ET-MOD16), from 2000 to 2013 was used to validate the results of the CLM. The scatter plot of ET-MOD16 and the corresponding monthly values simulated by CLM 4.5 (ET-CLM) shown in Figure 6, show a good model fit with an R2 which was 0.91, and a regression of y = 0.89x + 15.80. However, most of the scatter points fell above the y = x line, indicating that the CLM model underestimated the simulation of ET in the TGR region. This phenomenon was also confirmed using the BIAS and RMSE values. Furthermore, it was found that the distribution of the scatter points was relatively uniform, indicating that the CLM4.5 model could better reflect the seasonal variation characteristics of ET in the TGR region. However, the underestimation was more prominent among the low values (<40 mm/month), indicating that the simulations performed better in summer than in winter.



In order to analyze the spatial difference between ET-MOD16 and ET-CLM, the monthly mean ET-MOD16 and ET-CLM were calculated from 2000 to 2013, and the four indicators described above were used to evaluate the spatial distribution characteristics. Figure 7 shows that within the TGR region, the BIAS between ET-CLM and ET-MOD16 did not exceed ±35 mm, and was below ±10 mm in the water bodies and cropland on the left bank of the river. The RMSE was consistently less than 30 mm, and less than 15 mm in broadleaf deciduous temperate shrubs in the northern mountainous region, which was better than the urban areas and the cropland (>20 mm). This indicates that the simulation performance on ET of the forest was better than the urban areas and farmland. In addition, it was found that the R2 was less than 0.8 in the urban areas and cropland on the left bank of the river, and the NSE was also less than 0.5 in the same region. The main reason was that the ET-MOD16 only calculated the ET for the vegetated land region based on the Penman-Monteith equation [44], while the value was null for water bodies, barren or sparsely vegetated, permanent wetland, snow and ice, and urban areas. Therefore, on the whole, the CLM4.5 model can better reflect the spatiotemporal distribution characteristics of ET in the TGR region.




3.3. Spatiotemporal Variability of ET


3.3.1. Variation in ET


Figure 8 shows the variation trend of annual ET in the TGR region from 1993 to 2013. The black line indicates the time series of annual ET and the red line shows the linear regression line. The mean annual ET of the TGR region was 606 mm, and the maximum annual ET, which occurred in 2006, was 697 mm. The significant increase in the air temperature was the main reason for the increase in ET. The minimum ET was 565 mm in 1996, the increase in precipitation and the significant decrease in wind speed were the main reasons for the decrease of ET. Over the past 20 years, ET increased at a rate of 2.11 mm/year, although the increasing trend of ET in the TGR region was not significant at the level of 0.05 as the t-test value was equal to 1.80, less than the threshold of 2.086.



Figure 9 shows the spatial distribution characteristics and variation trends of ET in the TGR region during the period 1993–2013. The mean annual ET of the whole area ranged from 350 to 850 mm, among which the ET for the broadleaf deciduous temperate forests was less than 500 mm, while the ET for water bodies was over 700 mm. The ET for urban areas and broadleaf deciduous temperate shrubs in the northern mountainous regions showed a decreasing trend. However, the annual ET in other regions showed an increasing trend ranging from 0 to 25 mm/year. This increasing trend in the high-altitude regions on the right bank of the Yangtze River, and the center of the reservoir was significant (p < 0.05), while the variation trend in other regions was not significant.




3.3.2. ET Response to Climate Change and LUCC


Figure 10 shows the variation of monthly ET before and after impoundment in the TGR region and the contribution of climate change and LUCC to ET. The mean annual ET increased by 13.76 mm after impoundment, while the increase caused by climate change was 9.61 mm and the increase caused by LUCC was 4.15 mm. In terms of the distributions within a year, ET increased from February to July which was likely caused by climate change, while the increase caused by LUCC occurred from March to September. In general, in the spring, summer, and autumn, climate change was the main factor causing the variability of ET, while LUCC was dominant in the winter.



Figure 11 shows the spatial differences of ET before and after impoundment in the TGR region, as well as the contribution rates of climate change and LUCC to its changes. Figure 11a–d show the mean annual ET for the four tests, and Figure 11e–g indicate the variations in ET before and after impoundment. Figure 11h,i show the contribution rates of climate change and LUCC to ET. Compared with the pre-impoundment period, the mean annual ET in the urban and forest areas at the head of the TGR region was reduced after impoundment, with the mean annual ET in urban areas reduced by more than 200 mm. The reason for this reduction was the increase in hardened pavement caused by the expansion of the city and the reduction of vegetation coverage caused by the conversion of the forests in the northern mountainous regions to grassland. The LUCC had a higher contribution rate to ET variation in these regions and even contributed more than 90% in urban areas. For the center of the TGR region, climate change was the main factor leading to the increase of ET. It could be seen from Figure 4 that the temperature in the region was slightly increasing, the relative humidity was decreasing, and the wind speed was increasing. These factors were all beneficial to the increase of ET.



Figure 12 shows the cluster analysis results of the ET trend. By comparing Figure 5 and Figure 12a, it could be seen that even in places with similar climatic conditions, the trend of ET could be different. Figure 12b shows the variation trend of ET in the two cluster centers. Both cluster 1 and 2 show an increasing trend, and the trends are very similar, but the 3.24 mm/year trend of cluster 1 is higher than the 2.75 mm/year trend of cluster 2. This difference is mainly caused by LUCC, especially from C3 grass to broadleaf deciduous temperate shrubs in high-altitude regions, which can also be confirmed from Figure 11i.






4. Discussion


4.1. Modeling Uncertainties


Although the CLM4.5 model had a good performance in simulating the monthly ET over the TGR region, it is still worthwhile to explore the uncertainties of the modeling results. First, the results showed a slight underestimation of the monthly ET. This underestimation was partly attributed to the limitation that the model does not take the dynamic changes in vegetation into consideration, but used two PFTs in 2000 and 2010 to represent the land use/land cover conditions before and after the impoundment of the TGR region. In the CLM4.5, ET is related to the leaf area index and stem area index. Since dynamic changes in vegetation are not taken into account, the selection of these parameters is uncertain, which affects the simulation results. Secondly, the spatial resolution of the model is 0.01 degree, the time step of the model is 30 min, while the spatial resolution of the atmospheric forcing data is 0.1 degree, and the time resolution is 3 h, which creates uncertainty in the spatio-temporal interpolation. In addition, the TGR is usually dynamically operated according to the upstream inflow, while the CLM4.5 model currently has no reservoir operation module, and cannot reflect the dynamic change of water bodies, which also indirectly affects the variation of PFTs. Therefore, a new module which considers the reservoir operation process and the dynamic changes of vegetation is likely to be developed and a more accurate input dataset is needed to carry out future research.




4.2. Variation in ET Components and Driving Factors


In the CLM4.5 model, ET consists of ground evaporation, canopy evaporation, and vegetation transpiration. An analysis of the variations in these three parts is helpful to understand the variation in total ET. Figure 13, Figure 14 and Figure 15 show the spatial differences of the three parts before and after impoundment in the TGR region, as well as the contribution rates of climate change and LUCC to their changes, respectively. Among the three components, vegetation transpiration accounted for the largest proportion of ET, indicating that most of the ET came from vegetation transpiration. For canopy evaporation, it ranged from 10 to 120 mm. Compared with the pre-impoundment period, the mean annual canopy evaporation in the forest above 1500 m increased after impoundment, while it decreased in other regions, especially urban areas. The increase in vegetation coverage caused by the conversion of grassland to shrubs was the main reason for the increase in canopy evaporation in high altitude regions, and urban expansion was the main reason for the decrease of canopy evaporation in urban areas. Therefore, LUCC was the main factor driving the variation in canopy evaporation in these regions. Ground evaporation ranged from 50 to 800 mm. As water bodies were not covered by vegetation, their ground evaporation was higher, which almost equaled to their potential ET. The variation in ground evaporation is consistent with total ET. The vegetation transpiration ranged from 100 to 500 mm. The impounding of the TGR made the water table rise and inundated parts of the vegetation along the river, resulting in a reduction of vegetation transpiration in these water bodies. Apart from a small part of the head of the TGR region, the relative humidity in other regions showed a decreasing trend, and the decrease was significant in most areas in the center of the TGR region. The decrease in relative humidity led to an increase in the degree of stomatal opening, which in turn increased the transpiration rate. Therefore, climate change was the main factor for the increase of vegetation transpiration in most areas of the TGR region. Overall, the total ET increased after impoundment in the TGR region. The ET and its components presented different spatial characteristics which were affected to different degrees by climate change and LUCC.





5. Conclusions


A CLM4.5 land surface model was used to assess the impact of climate change and LUCC on ET in the TGR region before and after impoundment. Four experiments were conducted to analyze the spatial and temporal distribution and the variation trend of ET and climatic factors as well as the contribution of climate change and LUCC to ET. The following conclusions can be reached:




	(1)

	
During 1993–2013, the TGR region had witnessed a warm and dry climate trend with the decrease of precipitation, wind speed and relative humidity and the increase in temperature. At the same time, the construction of the TGR region and the implementation of the policy of returning farmland to forests (grass) led to a reduction in cropland and an increase in forests, grasslands, water bodies and urban areas. In this context, the mean annual ET of the TGR region increased at a rate of 2.11 mm/year.




	(2)

	
The CLM4.5 land surface model was suitable to model the ET in the TGR region. The results from the four evaluation indexes showed that the CLM4.5 model slightly underestimated the ET of the TGR region. It is, therefore, highly recommended that a new module considering the reservoir operation process and the dynamic changes of vegetation should be integrated into the CLM4.5 model and more precise data should be used in the future to improve the accuracy of the simulation performance.




	(3)

	
The cluster analysis showed that two categories can better reflect the climatic conditions of TGR. The ET of similar climatic conditions is not necessarily similar, and LUCC can also affect ET. The LUCC in high altitude regions make the cluster analysis results of ET significantly different from other regions.




	(4)

	
The mean annual ET of the TGR was 606 mm which increased by 13.76 mm after impoundment. The increase due to climate change was 9.61 mm, while the increase due to LUCC was 4.15 mm. Spatially, vegetation transpiration accounted for the largest proportion of ET. The decrease in relative humidity was the most important factor for the increase in vegetation transpiration, while the increase in ground evaporation was primarily due to the increase in wind speed in the center of the TGR region. The change in the PFTs, caused by urbanization and the construction of the TGR region, was the main factor causing the variation in ET in the water bodies, urban areas and high-altitude regions of the TGR region. These combined effects led to the increase in ET after impoundment and showed different spatial distribution characteristics in the TGR region.
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Figure 1. Study area and location of the Three Gorges Reservoir (TGR) region in the Yangtze River Basin. 
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Figure 2. The plant function types (PFTs) and their conversion from 2000 to 2010. 
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Figure 3. The variation trend of annual climatic factors from 1993 to 2013. 
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Figure 4. The spatial distribution and variation trends of annual climatic factors. 
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Figure 5. Cluster analysis results of meteorological factors. 
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Figure 6. Scatter plot of ET-MOD16 and ET-CLM. 
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Figure 7. The spatial distribution of ET-MOD16 and ET-CLM and their evaluation indicators. 
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Figure 8. The variation trend of annual evapotranspiration (ET) from 1993 to 2012. 
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Figure 9. The spatial distribution and variation trend of annual ET. 
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Figure 10. The fluctuations in the effects of climate change and land use/land cover (LUCC) on ET. 
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Figure 11. The spatial differences and the contribution of climate change and LUCC to total ET before and after impoundment. 
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Figure 12. Cluster analysis results of the ET trend. (a) Spatial distribution of cluster of the ET trend; (b) Time series of annual ET of each cluster. 
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Figure 13. The spatial differences and the contribution of climate change and LUCC to canopy evaporation before and after impoundment. 
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Figure 14. The spatial differences and the contribution of climate change and LUCC to ground evaporation before and after impoundment. 
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Figure 15. The spatial differences and the contribution of climate change and LUCC to vegetation transpiration before and after impoundment. 
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Table 1. The description of constructed simulation tests.
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	Test
	Atmospheric Forcing
	Land Use/Land Cover





	Test 1
	June 1993–May 2003
	2000



	Test 2
	June 2003–May 2013
	2000



	Test 3
	June 2003–May 2013
	2010



	Test 4
	June 1993–May 2003
	2010
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Table 2. The inter-annual variation trend of monthly climatic factors from 1993 to 2013.






Table 2. The inter-annual variation trend of monthly climatic factors from 1993 to 2013.





	Climatic Factors
	Jan
	Feb
	Mar
	Apr
	May
	Jun
	Jul
	Aug
	Sep
	Oct
	Nov
	Dec





	P(mm·a−1)
	−0.15
	0.02
	0.67
	0.20
	1.03
	−2.39
	−3.31
	0.32
	2.41
	−1.67
	0.47
	−0.43



	T(°C·a−1)
	−0.005
	0.058
	0.105 *1
	0.062
	0.059
	0.040
	0.055
	0.031
	0.049
	0.057
	0.035
	0.011



	W(m·s−1·a−1)
	−0.003
	−0.002
	−0.007
	−0.009
	−0.003
	−0.009 *
	−0.006 *
	−0.010 *
	−0.005
	−0.007 *
	−0.004
	−0.0004



	RH(%·a−1)
	−0.23 *
	0.003
	−0.24 *
	−0.18
	−0.09
	−0.09
	−0.13
	−0.07
	−0.07
	−0.003
	0.02
	−0.16







1 Significance level: * (p < 0.05).
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