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REVIEW OF SPATIAL AND TEMPORAL VARIATIONS OF SOIL RESPIRA-
TION AND DRIVING MECHANISMS
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Abstract Detailed information on the spatial and temporal variation of soil respiration and controlling
factors in different terrestrial ecosystems is critical for understanding the ecosystem carbon budget and
the response of soils to global climate change. Despite the importance of this topic, knowledge is lim-
ited, and key processes and mechanism need clarification. We reviewed recent research advances in the
spatial and temporal variation of soil respiration, driving mechanisms and simulation. Environmental
and biotic factors play key roles in regulating the temporal variations of soil respiration. Soil respiration
also exhibits high levels of spatial heterogeneity, especially across small spatial scales at different time
scales. The heterogeneity of vegetation cover, root distribution, major environmental factors and soil
properties contributes to the spatial variation of soil respiration. Biotic factors have also been shown to
have an effect on soil respiration. However, empirical models of soil respiration typically use soil tem-
perature, soil moisture and their interaction for large-scale soil respiration estimates. Thus, significant
errors may result from these models when changes in other biotic factors can confound the temperature
or moisture dependence of soil respiration. Therefore, in order to accurately estimate soil respiration in
target ecosystems, we must be able to account for its small-scale spatial variation and address the influ-
ence of biotic factors in explaining the variation of soil respiration at different temporal scales. Besides
climatic variables, it is necessary to incorporate additional factors (biotic factors or soil properties) into
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these empirical models for accurately evaluating soil respiration.
Key words soil respiration, spatial and temporal variations, driving mechanisms, biotic factors, empirical

models
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TERERABBE IR 50N, 2B H 2Bk
HOERE 2% AW RL 2 A 2 Rl 2 LR e E 134
2 — (BRI S, 2004) 0 5B A0E R R 22 L1 9T 8
10 3 A A B (1 R 2 T v B [ o P - A2 )
Bl THRI(IGBP) T S 50 v RI(WCRP) 4Bk
IRBEARAE 1 N SC IR 2 T RI(IHDP) R AE 9 2 KM
XI(DIVERSITAS) [ #% a1 55 o Bili M 2E 25 R Gl
IR A BRI A PR 10 T B2 B 4, N Blxd il
A RGP A TP H )™ &, X OE
T A R R R 4 3RO AR I 1 AR R (2 ik,
2002).

R A i b g 1) KR R P AN
() = 8% 4% (Schimel, 1995), = Z A%k [ Y
MR 2 10 1 7 W WA RN B8 4k AR 4 5 7 g A
FH o S5 P R 6 AR Ak /S 1) 0 8 4 N 35 M0
KA COL 1R B A - 338 B () B AR TR, T o
Jil) 5% 96k 2% 4 BR S A% AZ W% (Schlesinger & Andrews,
2000). #5 T, AK1004E, 4xBRHhRE LW fE 2
TFE1.6~6.4°C(PCC, 2007), X2 55+ 5 0f
WAL E N T EE R IR PUREAAR
1S W8 AH R 38 I (Grace & Rayment, 2000), F
B 2 1 CO,, HE 20 i i A Bk A% AR BE
(Séanchez et al., 2003). Kk, W A fl b 2B 25
RYE A a3 VW R e FLIN S sl e W] 4 CO,
FE TR I PR B8 DR 7 R0 A DR 7 (5, %) T 4Bk
T 2% 1 4 005 0 4 RS A 985 A 00N A 2 B g 3
A # (Raich & Schlesinger, 1992).

SR, LSRRI A FH SR B P4 e AT
FNTRER A w99 158 48, A ¢ T PR Af: 5%
Wiy D] 35 % 2B A R G 1) - S A AR S 1 iR
P A7AE SR PR, 26 SC 1) b P2 FH AL o S AT R e
B (Maestre & Cortina, 2003; 77 ¥ = fl £ 4%,
2007). PRI, SR Al S5 G A2 2 2R e I S,
PR S F G 1) R FH Rt 2 25 T i - 3 R ek
Bt B Jo5% m ) 5 1) i 93 (Raich & Tufekeioglu,
2000; Janssens & Pilegaard, 2003) , X AN HEAf
PEAN A BRGS0 OB, IR 2 i) X A Bk AR AL
M 1) K

1 HEFRIER R AR

1 LACO, 1) T 20 358 1) 18 1) it 8 42 -
R WA FH 16 25 (2 R A, 2002) 0 - HERT IR A
H, ™k E X BRI RZ 1) L =4
CO, [ T4 AL 4F F (Singh & Gupta, 1977), {145
IANEYE R R AR P IR . 3 A A O R A
BBl P )R AN R A A 2 R (R B T I
2 A AGPE D . —MOA k), R AR ) 32 2k
H T S A LB (AT LT AR
FBEHLEE )V 7 i G TR AT Y, RH) S AEPIRR R
W ([ FRMEWAE T, RAYPI K2y o A HLLEE AN
TS, RV B R R AR A RO, )
JE o3 A T B 4B TC O, HOOMRE &, BT LT 1)
WA AR o M ZR PR i AR 8 A LAY A 11
A FETE AR AL AP 2R R s L T AN A A o
W\ 43 A VRN ZE AR 1) 43 il 55 3% 20) 7 A2 COL 1ok
FE(Wiant, 1967). 30U % P g T 38 ik
FRERE, T RIS R SN
R A5 R 2R PR R 1R KT

2 TEMREAMNETRMERERN
Sk

MR T R B LAY X COL
B AR, RN AL 52 5 W COL 7t T3 T is B 11
% PR 7 1) #2510l (Raich & Schlesinger, 1992). i 5T
U], BEERE. IEEE. RREYE. WK
Y. WCEYIRRE. AR ECS BN RO A Y
W - 3 0 W 1 FH 1) B L R 25 (Boone et al., 1998;
Buchmann, 2000; Fang & Moncrieff, 2001;
Séanchez et al., 2003; Dilustro et al., 2005), XLEIfF
355 ERT -5 M1 A= 4y AL 6 I 1) A S S ) 9K s A 1 38
WP AR R H ARl . 2= AR R AE B A4k, AR
A S i Z 5 i A T A2 S AR GBI R R RTR
KCOKE

LIERPI AR H AR 2 R R i 2, Y
g ) AR A 2. IR AR ] H AR AL
T B b e S, T e A PR AR R
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TR B R IR S RN AR 1L
AHXTHE /N, S0f - IR A F () 5% Wi AN B {2 (Han er
al., 2007a). T3PS Z6 55 4 BE 2 (A 2 B OE
9K R (Davidson et al., 2000a; Fang & Mon-
crieff, 2001; Reth et al., 2004; Jia et al., 2007). &
A WA FE IR 2 WP MR AR FH S 0T - 458 0 1) AR
WAR UK (Rey et al., 2002). 7F— 5 yu [ A IR 3590
AR B X €a S 7/ )1 B e v - R S W W L)
X, TGN P CO ML 5y — T, I
W HESE WY AR KR A RS, TR AR
AW (Rey et al., 2002); Y34k, 30 0+
W CO, r KA Mkt 72, TR ETH&, CO,
i) KA HE RO 58 (Tang et al., 2003).

T BN AR FH IR 2 AR A T 2 A A R R
WA K EEE . N E, 2T g R
TAZE, KW g R T R CE
PR A, 2004; 17515, 2007). 2 ZFHEDCHAE
Mg ZY, Wb a6 =) m LIk, RN
() I R N 0 5 T S A A AR R I TR, O
T AR 3 A3 0 A (R R 5, 2004); 75 #hiy Hh
X, AR ) AR N, R R AT
B phoe 4 T W AE FH I 2= 15 A2 6 (Tang & Bal-
docchi, 2005; Kosugi ef al., 2007). A& B WHE, K
W) A A P ke ) 3 I T A i T AR ) R B WS R
Ja WICER) RS, 2006). BN, 1EY)E IR R ARG AR
AR HE RIS, S5 P W AR A 3K 3] 0 {1 (o 44 55
2005); - HLHE T L R IE IR ) R AR AL RUAE S
R R AR Y ) 2T BN A R D (CF YR A SR 4k
2002); HEBE R VA O AT W] R AR, FEA
ENGIRPOPVARE: S22 57/E= SN & 1B W IR
R ZR 1 £ B R R Al AF A R 3 22 (LD et al,
1987), AT Jall -1 458 I R i 46 (1) 22715 A8 Ak

3 TEMRMERAZERREREZEE
S

- SRR A AR AN RN TR) ROBE AT B B
R e TOME, RERIEARAR . R R RSB AR
BRGB /N R R B (Xu & Qi, 2001; Frank-
lin & Mills, 2003; Pen-Mouratov et al., 2006).
Wiseman I Seiler (2004) & I N i& ¥ #K (Pinus
taeda) " 5L Ay ) L HE T R e 3 T IR A S A A
AREIHTT; ¥ (Eucalyptus) N WK A I 26 BT 16
B 0 A LR AT TR) ) - g8 W 4B 5 (Epron et al.,

2004); FE TR B IR SR P IR AR B 2E R T
A4 () £ B W W) 3% %% (Pangle & Seiler, 2002);
Fang %5 (1998) & I 3¢ W8 ¥E A2 (Pinus caribaea)
R - 3 P R R N 2 e T ) 3 R
Hy B [ e W R R AR SR I RO
(Zea mays)FA PRI M7, 98 WP MR 42 5 305 A Bk
> P [a] > 47 [d](Han et al., 2007b).

M ES . WRSM. EEPWIAEERERM -
TR B0 S TV 3 BT A SR IR AR T A A TR S
P, B RHEK . AR R . UEY R L
U TR ) BB R BB R AR IR O AT T R A AR A
(Stoyan et al., 2000; Franklin & Mills, 2003; Epron
et al., 2004; Wiseman & Seiler, 2004). Stoyan%¥
(2000)Fl I b ZE it 2 5 ik 0 T2 m® R B
(Populus) MR F1/NE (Triticum aestivum)Hh b 1 35 °p
WR A R A 8 it 16 2 ) S Bk, Ak T B IR
AR 25 8] 7 JB 1 358 20 o ey T R R AR R MR A O
T IR 7 (AR et BRI o AR BN TpRh, IR
AWy B OE R I — 8 B 4R SRR B (Wiseman &
Seiler, 2004). {EIX AN 4 516 B, 5 U AR AR
RAEY) R R TIE BRI R YR, DI
FEAR O, HRAR WP A8 /)N (Han et al., 2007b) .
DRI, S8 R A 1 25 ) S B 1k T e S5 AR R %
J% 45 5% (Shibistova et al., 2002).

T3AN, AN DX P S R AN [ DXk ) ) - 35
W IR A P 2 1) e SO P A v g e g R . L
JTTH AN AR A BT 22 S % S S (Tang & Bal-
docchi, 2005). MaestreflICortina (2003)IA 4 /X
JEE F A A SR R Y e S T
W8 A FH £ 225 ) 7t B« Stoyan® (2000) & B 7E A
T E ¥ (Populus)y ¥k v, |1 T R ZK U A% iR T,
A A A% R 1 L R, X T B T A
FL At 38 I R A A e B D A o AR AR (Pinus
ponderosa) K Th T IERR . B BRI A ML A
V) 7 ik AT DA i R - 48 W AR T A ) e T
44%~55% (Xu & Qi, 2001),

4 LTIRMFIRIERERIITR

HEr, 5T d o] B FOLEA 5% DA - %) 4 S N i A
FH 8 5% ma A)y 8K 47 78 %5 W ZL 1 4+ 1 (Buchmann,
2000; Pumpanen ef al., 2003). K2 $WE 98 & & N
FH 8 50 450 R0 AT 400 - 58 0P R A ) i R R L I ) A
th, BT LI EE A e, IR A A AR D N
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(Michelsen et al., 2004). X 25 56 #5750 3 5 4
- 3235 B (Fang et al., 1998; Buchmann, 2000;
Janssens & Pilegaard, 2003). i /% (Davidson
et al., 2000b; Epron et al., 2004; Sotta et al., 2004)
o W 1128 HoAE H (Tufekcioglu et al., 2001;
Lee et al., 2002; Tang & Baldocchi, 2005) i & K R
FEM IR AE o wln, BF9UE @S T 2T
FEH AR R LI/ 5 LR E R R, &
$5 24 77 FE(Fan et al., 1995; O’Connell et al.,
2003; Chimner, 2004). &% 77 #£(Buchmann, 2000;
Sanchez et al., 2003; Reth et al., 2004; ¥4k a2,
2008) « Arrhenius /7 # (Lloyd & Taylor, 1994;
Thierron & Laudelout, 1996). & %} /7 F£(Fang &
Moncrieff, 2001) f1 ¥ #& #r 4 J7 72 (Jenkinson,
1990; Rodeghiero & Cescatti, 2005), H I, %4
A R G FH 5 5 oR 50 O 1 58 W W R I
[f) 2% Z& (Langley et al., 2005), 35 0E0 A H )i
JEE UM (O10) 1 Ry DR AT 1 48 ik S0 1R — A R
% % (Raich & Schlesinger, 1992). i % % f¥1iF
PR, Ot —HE, mbEE TIRRE. i
R VR )RR A ) B S R DN ) 2
AL 1 A2 4k (Davidson ef al., 1998). %34k, 13
Koy BHES A AR, e ket s
7P 5 B+ 38 07 0/ H (Pangle & Seiler,
2002). b RPIRE A L IEK R I OC R
0] FH 2 B 7 R R ECR R, A ST R
(Davidson et al.,, 1998). X5 (Mielnick &
William, 2000). &4 (Keith et al., 1997) %}
5 (Davidson er al., 2000b) A1 XU i £k 77 4
(Schlentner & Cleve, 1985).

SR, T 3B WP IR AR FH AN B 4l o) - 438 3 R 1
AR NV R, R LA R RS R RS
V& i) 45 R (Janssens & Pilegaard, 2003). 4iXFf
HERRAEAEN, AR pplsy & W L np i 4
FH B I B B3 B 2% M (Davidson et al., 1998;
Janssens & Pilegaard, 2003). %40, Fk Kb 135
R B, g NI R S e R SR OK, IX 2
DRI Ay K 2 v R0 AT it el DA A1 S il A
% [ L i (Davidson et al., 1998). Fr T 3836 &
MR JE, Sef A, YR J1(NPP) R&AA
Yy TR YR DRI S A ) 2 R I 2
) - 358 NP W 4 P 1) EE 92 K 2% (Boone et al., 1998;

Buchmann, 2000; Fang & Moncrieff, 2001,

Sanchez et al., 2003; Dilustro et al., 2005).

AR T R SRR S RS R PR
WHCER R W RERAER, 25 L R
W A F (Raich & Tufekcioglu, 2000). FH4)4 K3
B), 0PI A F 32 252 hEH ) AR K 45 il (Ho gberg
et al., 2002; #5577 MIEAHIR, 2004), FE LI
fE: 1) PR AR H ) BRI T YD S
£ F (Rochette & Flanagan, 1997; Lohila et al.,
2003), Yo 1EFHGRZII, R IR A A A HE
(Atkin et al., 2000). A F PR AR H 5 EEACH T FE
Yrib B30 6 A P W R 4 10 43 BL (Yuste et
al., 2004), 7y e AR R 6 A 7= P20 75% 45 0
W FERL, HAA25%H TR AR LK (Hogberg ef al.,
2002); £ LK (Zea mays) LK W], g0 3
Bk A TH0E & BIDGE (M 2055, 2007);
Hogberg % (2001) UE 5% - 38 07 W% 3 K 5 48 4 6 &
EH 2 1IEM 9%, K3 (Hordeum vulgare)H, 1
NI AR R AR R A i (GPP) B
1EAH 5% (Moyano et al., 2007). 2) HYIHR FR & 115
WEIRAE B E B2 5%, &5 R T voE
TP AE RS . TEA R A RS,
S 28 O W A Y oy 1 458 0 WA () LA K58 43
10%~90%. ] (Hanson et al., 2000), iX &Ly (Y
RN T HE ) HE K B B e S5 45 15 %% . Ben-Asher
S (1994) i 50 R B 4= 3 W 0 55 AR AR 1) T B 1 2
) B A R AR . R RS 5K H e 1
A R, AR R R A A ) 1 B0 i B
(PNCUREE, 2004). 3) A4 T ik 5% i - 358 b g
T ) RO TS 1) 0 K 5 W A AR ) 1) A K R
M 5% W) L 3 0 I A A (Kuzyakov & Cheng,
2001; Lohila ef al., 2003). W70 &, s KAb#s
FRMR T A7 SR A2 by Kb Bl 1 15 S M I AE AR ) ==
5 IEAMI5E(Pypker & Fredeen, 2003); T #4k 115
WP W it 5 99 9% 40 1° 38 o Tf 14 0 (Raich & Nadel-
hoffer, 1989). 4) fEAERGNE L, HHYINPPE
3 1) - 358 A g R0 b O ) e R R IR TS (Wardle,
2002). - HEREWL AT 5 NPPAERE A N B B A AR
24 9¢ R (Raich & Schlesinger, 1992), 1 784 1)
TE 5 R B A ) A0 A T8 6 5 1 S R A A S TG
Z I3t B (Raich & Tufekcioglu, 2000). NPPkE
F A M b RTHE T AR T b v A N B
[ 7K 7 R 458 AR W 1) 0 1 (Raich & Potter,
1995), i~ I % Y0 FE S 1 AF o] A2 4k B 0T fE i
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FUHh s SR AE T (Rey et al., 2002). T,
T A= R WA X A 45 R e 26 77 0 AT TR) 42 1A M
P

5 BIESRE

gr BPTIR, T R g R AR AR B0 A
FEAEH, AATAE SR AR FH I 2 3 2 AR A6
Aty s AL R A Sy T TR T OK =
FOUAE, FHIAF TR . (HJ2 HAroe T 1%
WP W A T f s R BB S L B A IR AN g —, %)
T SRR FH ) E VR AT BAT R ORI AN E
PEo HARPRELAE LR J5 i

1) 3 WP A B 23 1) S R B 3G 5 e L )
WEFCAS A o it MR & R G rh TP IR ] £ 22453
ANJTTHRRAE: L AgERR IR R | I R AR S v N A
i) 7 ik (Fang et al., 1998). Huj, T ZE4EF T+
ST R AE P B RE I T AR S P B HG R W K] 3% R
T, OG T T B RR WA FH I 7 ] S R S
7 I FU IR /> o ORI 2R 38 R G BRI,
W 2R e A B W R A AN RUBSE b 4 ) A e
(Xu & Qi, 2001; Adachi et al., 2004), WIH A% &
- SR A 0 2 ) S B A A ) 00 ) - 3
PRI AE R RS RG R T, K4S S EUR K
i)l 7= (Tang & Baldocchi, 2005).

Hp, LIERpE e b, shad <-4 b
COL 73 M A (IRGAY I H 85 13z, Ul Li-cor &
511(6250, 6400, 8100%5) . 7RI H L Ferh, 4 T ik
DI W Y17/ 1) IR W M4 S 5 w2 N O D N1
(1) - ORI A I, IR A 2 R O AT
& JIUCE (Buchmann, 2000; Sanchez et al., 2003). 1H
JEEN TARFIAR H ARG, T REAKR 2 (A A
Jad R, V1% % FEARLR (19 25 A1 K Jed ) 1 43
W A I 1¥) 5% W (Han et al., 2007b). Bt, A 7 k5
fili 5 - SRR AR, % RS A DN R L AR
PRI 2 TB) e B, L H A & VP4 L SRR AR
FH B 23 1) S TP AT 2R A B A A 3 (Rayment & Jar-
vis 2000; Tang & Baldocchi, 2005), X j& A o 1 43
W IR A L E 5 v 1R — A DG B HL LA 3k il 1 4 3k
(Maestre & Cortina, 2003).

2) AEW R 7R A IR 2 iR AL S
ANTERE . LRI AR T LA AN R R L R 4
Mg g, WHEE A A R, AR R R
AR A B 2 HE 5 L E ik #2197 H (Buyanovsky &

Wagner, 1995). REHIE L NRB YR -1
9i 2 L 5 e A g W A R 1 i N B A AR A
(Raich & Tufekcioglu, 2000; Hogberg et al., 2001,
2002; Wardle, 2002), {H & T A9 B2 0 1 1%
WP A P 5 e B o I e = SR N BR AR . AT ST M8
T 0o A DAL 0 S Ak - S IR A R AT
AL, H S AR R AR AR A R e SR P
B FH R B8 K 43 R0ORE I, ASCAR A R] - A 40
TR AE Y, Bz AP A L, BT B R
B P (Subke et al., 2003), 450 516 2= R
i#%(Janssens & Pilegaard, 2003). K1, IV iZ % A [
DX sk M 70 A 25 R e AT KT BN, 5 - 3
WP AE S AR D E E IR 204 00 4%
P ER I TR A U, A L 0 s R
Vi B 5 it 7 55 0L () BRA

3) WA AW PR ROK BB 2 S e Y L
SRR A I ) SR AR AT R IE . WTRE Cad
ST SRR R O R TR, LA
FH T 0 5 ) SR P A T ROEE AL 2 AR 28 R G el
SRR 2 ) JOBE o 3K S ASE 28030 5 R ) 1 38 i
g R B Y 1K) AT HLAE AL g R A
o AR, 33X 620 56 10 R AR ME 48 7 -+ 38 Wi A H
b5 5 0 3L I 23 A Al 22 TR R N AE AR (O R = B
P&, 2007). B& T K141, XL 0GR N 1%
AN IR A e R R SR AR AR &, BLgE
e R TR AL ) O G FT ME B MR ( Hogberg et al.,
2001; Han et al., 2007a, b). F34b, R4 150 E
R B 1) AR 7 b S 0L - 398 0 IR A P ) I i) A% S
P, AHJEEATI I AN BE 78 70 ff e L S 0 W A P AE
iy P B A M R] ) T 3 1 (Xu & Qi 2001
Tang & Baldocchi, 2005). Kk, 4 T #4626
SE B IR AR ] R B E S R G 2w, AT
G R S5 Tt S IR AR I T AR S 2 SR e Ik
- SRR AR A ) S T PR 40 b RN R
1 (Xu & Qi, 2001; Han et al., 2007b).
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