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Abstract: Potential evapotranspiration (PET) is an important factor that needs to be considered in re-
gional water management and allocation; thus, the reasonable estimation of PET is an important topic
in hydrometeorology and other related fields. There is evidence that increased CO, concentration
alters the physiological properties of vegetation and thus affects PET. In this study, changes in PET
with and without the CO; effect over China is investigated using seven CMIP6-GCMs outputs under
seven shared socioeconomic pathways (SSPs) based scenarios (SSP1-1.9, SSP1-2.6, SSP2-4.5, SSP3-7.0,
SSP4-3.4, SSP4-6.0, and SSP5-8.5), as well as the contribution rate of CO, on PET in different climatic
regions. Changes in estimated PET based on modified Penman-Monteith (PM) method that considers
the CO, effect is compared with the traditional PM method to examine how PET quantity varies
(differences) between these two approaches. The results show that the PET values estimated by the
two methods explored opposite trends in 1961-2014 over entire China; it decreases with consideration
of CO, but increases without consideration of CO,. In the future, overall PET is projected to increase
under all scenarios during 2015-2100 for China and its three sub-regions. PET generally tends to
grow slower when CO; is taken into account (modified PM approach), than when it is not (tradi-
tional PM method). In terms of differences in the estimated PET by the two methods, the difference
between the two adopted methods increased in China and its sub-regions for the 1961-2014 period.
In the future, the difference in estimated PET is anticipated to continuously increase under SSP3-7.0
and SSP5-8.5. Spatially, a much greater extent of difference is found in the arid region. Across the
arid region, the PET difference is projected to be the highest at 138% in the mid-term (2041-2060)
with respect to the 1995-2014 period, whereas it tends to increase slower in the long-term period
(2081-2100). Importantly, CO; is found to be the most dominant factor (—154.2% contribution) to
have a great effect on PET changes across the arid region. Our findings suggest that ignorance of CO,
concentration in PET estimation will result in significant overestimation of PET in the arid region.
However, consideration of CO, in PET estimation will be beneficial for formulating strategies on
future water resource management and sustainable development at the local scale.

Keywords: potential evapotranspiration; CO, effect; climate change; arid climate

1. Introduction

Evapotranspiration is related not only to the water balance and phase change of
water [1-3], but also to the climate system, linking the water, energy, and carbon cycles on
the land surface [4,5], and is directly affected by climate change. It can absorb a fraction
of the available annual solar radiation globally received at the Earth’s surface and return
approximately 60% of the available annual land precipitation to the atmosphere [6-8].
Potential evapotranspiration (PET) reflects the evaporative power of the atmosphere, which
refers to the maximum possible water loss that can be achieved on the land surface under
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certain meteorological conditions when the water supply is not restricted [9-11]. PET is vital
for hydrologic cycle, water resource assessments, crop water requirement, and irrigation
demand assessments, especially in the context of global warming. It has been reported that
the global surface temperature was 1.09 °C higher in 2011-2020 than in 1850-1900, and
climate change will accelerate the water cycle due to increased land evapotranspiration [12].
Such changes in PET largely influence further escalation of different climatic extremes (i.e.,
Drought) in terms of frequency duration and intensity [13,14]. Therefore, the research on
prospective changes in future PET under changing climate has become a great concern for
global communities to ensure better water resource management.

Unlike other meteorological elements, PET cannot be measured directly by using any
instruments, but rather is estimated (often theoretically) based on other meteorological
variables. Numerous methods have been proposed in past decades to estimate PET. These
methods can be classified into three types according to the required inputs, i.e., temperature-
based methods, radiation-based methods, and synthesis methods [15-17]. As a typical
equation that combines the aerodynamic term and the energy term, the Penman—Monteith
(PM) formula [18] recommended by the Food and Agriculture Organization (FAO) is the
most widely used PET estimation model in the field of hydrometeorology. It is worth
mentioning that the eco-hydrological water cycle such as evapotranspiration is one of
the main drivers of plant productivity [19], and the characteristics of plant physiological
and metabolic processes will also feed back into the eco-hydrological cycle. However, the
PM formula by FAO assumes that the surface resistance (rs) is a constant (70 s/m), which
is suitable for the current climate conditions but not for a warming world [20-22]. It is
known that high CO; concentrations cause partial stomatal closure of vegetation, which
reduces stomatal conductance of vegetation [23-25]. Due to the continuously increasing
CO; concentration in the future, 75 will also increase accordingly. That is to say, the increase
in CO, concentration should have an effect on PET, and omitting this effect could lead to
the overestimation of droughts. A modified PM formula that considers CO, concentration
is proposed as an alternative for estimating PET under a climate change background [21,26].
Thus, it is of great importance to have detailed information on how CO, inclusion will
influence the changes in future PET over different climatic regions.

Previous PET-related studies have mainly focused on the detection and projection of
its spatiotemporal changes [17,27-34] and its influencing factors [15,35-37]. However, the
effect of increased CO, concentrations on PET has been ignored in most studies, and an
understanding of the CO; effect in different climatic zones is still lacking. In this paper,
how large a difference exists between PET with and without the CO, effect will be revealed
for three defined future periods namely near-term (2021-2040), mid-term (2041-2060), and
long-term (2081-2100) with special emphasis given on different climatic zones in China.
Moreover, the effect of each influential factor (i.e., temperature, rs, COy, etc.) on PET
is also epitomized. Notably, seven global climate models (GCMs) output under seven
Shared Socioeconomic Pathways (SSPs)-based climate change scenarios (SSP1-1.9, SSP1-2.6,
S55P2-4.5, SSP3-7.0, SSP4-3.4, SSP4-6.0, and SSP5-8.5) from the 6th phase of Coupled Model
Intercomparison Project (CMIP6) are used. However, it is expected that the adoption of
the advanced multi-models, a large number of future scenarios, and consideration of the
modified PET approach with the updated CO, data will provide more reasonable and
reliable results in this paper.

2. Materials and Methods
2.1. Study Area

China is one of the world’s largest countries with complex terrain, which is surrounded
by the Pacific Ocean to the east and the Qinghai-Tibet Plateau to the southwest (Figure 1).
Altogether, the large north-south and east-west spans, varying elevation, diverse surface
conditions, and mountain trends interactively created the complexity of its climate condi-
tions and environmental characteristics. Climatologically, the responses of different climatic
zones to global climate change are generally different. Annual average PET values are
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found to vary for three main climatic regions (i.e., the arid region, the semi-arid and semi-
humid region, and the humid region). For precipitation, annual precipitation < 200 mm
is found in the arid region, while it varies from 200-800 mm across the semi-arid and
semi-humid region, and the humid region experiences annual precipitation of greater than
800 mm. In general, precipitation is mainly concentrated in summer because warm and wet
air from the ocean brings sufficient water vapour to most of China under the significant
influence of the East Asian monsoon. Highly concentrated precipitation leads to frequent
flood and drought disasters, whereas, the changes in PET lead to further intensification of
such events in China [38].
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Figure 1. Spatial distribution of meteorological grids and three climatic regions in China: (a) arid
region, (b) semi-arid and semi-humid region, and (c) humid region (red curves are the boundary
between different climatic zones).

2.2. Datasets

In this study, the input monthly climate parameters including mean temperature, max-
imum temperature, minimum temperature, precipitation, relative humidity, air pressure,
radiation, and wind speed under seven SSP-based scenarios (55P1-1.9, SSP1-2.6, SSP2-4.5,
SSP3-7.0, SSP4-3.4, SSP4-6.0, and SSP5-8.5) are obtained from the CMIP6 achieve. Seven (07)
GCMs outputs are selected in this paper based on the availability of the essential variables
(above mentioned) under these quest scenarios. The datasets are downloaded for the
two periods: the historical period (1961-2014) and the projection period (2015-2100). The
outputs for the projection period of each model are considered under seven selected SSPs
(SSP1-1.9, SSP1-2.6, SSP2-4.5, SSP3-7.0, SSP4-3.4, SSP4-6.0, and SSP5-8.5), which combine
Shared Socioeconomic Pathways and Representative Concentration Pathways. Notably,
as the multi-model ensemble mean can effectively reduce the uncertainty of climate simu-
lation, the ensemble mean of the seven GCMs is adopted in this paper. The details of the
seven GCMs are presented in Table 1.
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Table 1. Basic information on the seven GCMs used in this paper.
Model Name Research Institution Original Resolution
CanESMS5 Canadian Centre for Chr.nate Modeling 28° % 2.8°
and Analysis
Centre National de Recherches
CNRM-ESM2-1 Météorologiques- Centre Européen de 1.4° % 1.4°

Recherche et de Formation Avancée en
Calcul Scientifique (CNRM-CERFACS)

FGOALS-g3 Chinese Academy of Sciences (CAS) 2.3° x 2°
Goddard Institute for Space Studies

GISS-E2-1-G (NASA-GISS) 2° x 25
IPSL-CM6A-LR Institut Pierre-Simon Laplace 2.5° x ~1.27°
MIROC6 AORI-UT-JAMSTEC-NIES ~1.4° x 1.4°
MRI-ESM2-0 Meteorological Research Institute 1125° x 1.12°
Earth System

For the observation dataset, a set of observed meteorological data from the China
Meteorological Administration is used as the basis of bias correction as well as downscaling
of GCMs outputs to a common resolution of 0.5°. The detailed process of downscaling
and bias correction methods is described in the studies by Su et al., 2016 and Su et al.,
2018 [39,40]. We collected daily observation data from 2479 ground-based stations in China
for 1961-2019, including precipitation, mean temperature, maximum temperature, min-
imum temperature, relative humidity, air pressure, wind speed, sunshine duration, etc.
After data quality control and outlier tests (such as high and low anomalies, temporal
anomalies, and spatial anomalies), the sites with more than 5% missing data were elimi-
nated, and a total of 2072 meteorological stations with relatively complete data series were
selected in this study.

CO; concentration data is produced by the University of Melbourne for a time period
from 2000 years ago to the year 2500 with a spatial resolution of 0.5° [41,42]. The historical
CO, data are recorded for centuries of ice core/firn data and multi-decadal measurements
by the National Oceanic & Atmospheric Administration (NOAA) and the Advanced Global
Atmospheric Gases Experiment (AGAGE) networks. The CO, concentration for the future
period is estimated by the Model for the Assessment of Greenhouse Gas Induced Climate
Change (MAGICC), which deduces CO; concentrations under the latest different SSPs.
The evolutions of CO, concentrations are used by the Earth System Models as part of the
CMIP6 project (https:/ /greenhousegases.science.unimelb.edu.au/#!/view (accessed on
9 February 2022)). In this paper, CO, concentration data are used from these sources for
the 1961-2100 period to estimate PET.

In Figure 2, changes in CO, concentration from 1961 to 2100 are demonstrated to
describe the overall status of CO, in China. From 1961 to 2014, the CO, concentration
was increased rapidly in China, at a rate of approximately 16 ppm/10a. In 2014, the CO,
concentration reached approximately 401 ppm, over 1.4 times higher than the preindustrial
level (278 ppm). Different SSPs have been used to estimate future CO; concentrations.
It is estimated that only under SSP1-1.9, CO, concentration can be less than the current
level at the end of the century. Under SSP1-2.6 and SSP4-3.4, the CO, concentration is
inclined to increase first and then decrease, which could reach approximately 445 ppm
and 472 ppm by the end of the century under these two scenarios, respectively. Under
SSP2-4.5 and SSP4-6.0, the rates of increase in CO, concentration gradually slow down
but can reach 604 ppm and 671 ppm by 2100 under these two scenarios, respectively. The
CO; concentration is estimated to grow continuously at a high speed under SSP3-7.0 and
SSP5-8.5, with growth rates of approximately 55 ppm/10a and 88 ppm/10a, and will reach
approximately 875 ppm and 1147 ppm, respectively, by the end of the century (Figure 2).
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Figure 2. Changes in CO, concentration in China from 1961 to 2100.

2.3. Estimation of Potential Evapotranspiration

In this paper, the estimation of PET adopts the following two methods:

One is the commonly used PM algorithm recommended by the FAO, which combines
the aerodynamic term with the energy term and is applicable to an idealized reference crop
surface with the determined parameter (5 = 70 s m~!, vegetation height of 0.12 m and
surface albedo of 0.23) [18].

0.408A(Ry — G) + v 7255 Ua (es — €4)

PET =
A+v(1+034U;)

The other one is the modified PM algorithm (PM_CO,), which takes rising CO,
concentrations into account to show changes in surface resistance with global warming.
The derivation of PM_CO; algorithm is roughly as follows, and the specific method is
shown in Yang et al., 2019 and 2020 [20,21]:

By comparing the PM algorithm above with the primitive PM formula for undeter-
mined parameters PM algorithm, the following equation can be obtained.

Surface resistance (r5) adopts parameters of reference crop surface (70 s m~1), and r, is

computed by:
208

= ?2
The mean CO, concentration in 1861-1960, which is about 300 ppm, as the intercept of
function between r; and CO; concentration.

Ta

dr
Ts (COZ) =75 300 + f(s)z (C02 - 300)

According to Yang et al., 2019 [20], rs_sop represents is surface resistance at 300 ppm

of CO; setas 70 s m~!, and d‘(iigz can be calculated as around 0.05s m~! ppm~! based on
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historical period. Substituting the above three equations into the first method makes it
possible to arrive at the modified PM algorithm:

0.408A(Ry — G) + v 72955 Un (s — €4)

PET_CO, =
—2 T A+ y{1 + Uy[0.34 + 2 x 10-4(CO, — 300)]}

where 1, represents aerodynamic resistance. A (kPa-°C~!) is the slope of the saturated water
pressure curve. Rn MJ-m~2.d-1) represents the net radiation, and G MJ-m~2.d~ 1) is the
heat flux into the ground. y (kPa-°C~1) is the psychrometric constant. e; (kPa) and e, (kPa)
are the saturation vapour pressure and actual vapour pressure, respectively. T (°C) and
U, (m-s~!) represent the air temperature and wind speed at a height of 2 m, respectively.
CO; (ppm) represents the carbon dioxide concentration.

2.4. Evaluation of Simulation Capability for Climate Models

The spatial correlation coefficient is a common method to analyse the correlation
between two grid layers. The correlation coefficient of the ensemble mean of GCMs and
the observation is used as one criterion to evaluate the simulation capability of GCMs. The

formula is
. NY xiyi — Y Xy
YNE2Z — (T2 /NTy? — (Ty)?

where x; is the observed meteorological element, y; is the same meteorological element
from the multi-model ensemble, and N is the number of grid points (3826 in this paper).

2.5. Contribution Rates Calculation

In this paper, a method introduced by Sun et al., (2017) [43] is used to analyse the
contribution rates of each influential factor on PET changes in China, which has the
advantage of being able to strip out the contributions of the elements that interact with
each other. In this study, temperature, relative humidity, wind speed, radiation, and
carbon dioxide concentration can be seen as the major driving factors to PET changes, and
these five factors sensitivity experiments were performed for the period of 2015-2100 by
controlling variables approach. For each sensitivity experiment, one driving factor from
only 2015 and other factors from 2015 to 2100 was used. For example, when a sensitivity
experiment is performed on temperature, repeatedly employed temperature data from
2015, but used data for the other factors from 2015 to 2100 as the inputs for calculating PET,
and the trend for PET obtained includes the contribution of other four elements.

n

Y. Cc= Tper_tEMP
k#TEMP

where Tper TEMP denotes the trend of PET which keeps the temperature constant; k repre-
sents factors; and n is the number of factors, which is 5 here.

The same approach is applied to the sensitivity experiments of the other four elements,
and then five sets of equations are obtained. The contribution formula of a single element
is obtained by solving the equations as follows:

Yz Te—(n=2)T;
N n—1

Ci

where i denotes the factor to be solved for contribution; T; represents the trend of PET
which keep the factor (i) constant and Ty represents the trend of PET which keeps the factor
constant except for i.
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3. Results
3.1. Assessment of GCMs’ Simulation Capability

In this section, the observed temperature and precipitation data for 1961-2014 are
selected to evaluate the simulation capability of the GCMs in the regional climate in China.

A single model may have relatively great uncertainty, so a multi-model ensemb]e is
adopted to reduce the uncertainty caused by the models. Before bias correction, the simu-
lated monthly temperature is obviously lower than the observed data with a margin of error
for approximately 2.3 °C to 5.8 °C. After bias correction, the result of the simulated monthly
mean temperature by the multi-model ensemble is slightly higher than the observation
except in May, but the bias-corrected GCMs can capture the inner-annual distribution of
temperature quite satisfactorily, with monthly mean temperatures in January, February,
and December less than 0 °C and that in July being the highest. The differences in the
simulated and observed temperatures are smaller in April, May, and June than in the other
months, with errors below 0.1 °C, while the maximum difference is approximately 0.5 °C
in November (Figure 3a).
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Figure 3. Comparison of the ensemble mean of GCMs’ simulated and observed monthly mean
temperature (a) and monthly precipitation (b) in China for 1961-2014. Note: The upper and lower
limits represent the range of climate models.

Before bias correction, although the inner-annual distribution pattern of precipitation
is captured quite well by GCMs, with more precipitation in summer and less precipitation
in winter, the amount of precipitation in each month was overestimated systematically, with
a maximum error of approximately 31.1 mm in May and a minimum error of approximately
10.3 mm in January. After bias correction, the GCMs somewhat overestimate the monthly
precipitation in winter (the error range is no more than 0.1 mm), and slightly underestimate
precipitation in the other seasons. In February, March, and November, the precipitation
error between the simulated and observed values is only 0.03 mm. The relatively large
errors between simulated and measured precipitation are found to be 0.9 mm and 0.7 mm,
respectively, in May and June. The annual precipitation is 560 mm and 557 mm by mea-
surement and bias correction, and the error between the two is only 0.6%. That is to say, the
simulation of precipitation by climate models is improved visibly after bias correction, and
GCMs can satisfactorily capture both the inner-annual distribution pattern and quantity of
precipitation in China (Figure 3b).

The spatial distribution of annual mean temperature by the multi-model ensemble
during 1961-2014 is roughly consistent with the measured results (Figure 4a,b). The annual
mean temperatures of the GCMs ensemble mean and observational data both show the
characteristics of a decrease from south to north, with temperatures above 16 °C in most
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of southern China (even exceeding 20 °C in the southmost coastal region), approximately
12-16 °C in eastern China, and approximately 8 °C in most of northwestern and northeast-
ern China. Although the GCMs underestimate the average annual temperature slightly
on the Tibetan Plateau, the spatial distributions of the simulated and measured data are
basically the same in China, and their spatial correlation coefficient exceeds 0.97 (significant
at the 0.01 level).
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Figure 4. Spatial distribution of annual mean temperature (a,b) and annual precipitation (c,d) based
on observation and the multi-model ensemble mean for 1961-2014. The left column is observation
and the right column is simulated values.

For the spatial distribution of annual precipitation, both of observation and simulation
show a feature of more precipitation in the south and less precipitation in the north,
decreasing from the south-eastern coast to the northwest. The 800 mm isoline is roughly
along the Qinling Mountains and Huaihe River. The annual precipitation in the south-
eastern coastal area can reach more than 1200 mm, whereas north-western China receives
less than 200 mm. The spatial correlation coefficient between the multi-model ensemble
mean and the observation is more than 0.95 (significant at the 0.01 level), reflecting strong
spatial consistency (Figure 4c,d).

3.2. Effect of COy on PET

The effect of CO, on PET is quantified by comparing the results from the two al-
gorithms (Table 2). Taking China as a whole, PET shows a decreasing trend at a rate of
0.4 mm/10a when the effect of CO, is considered but increases by 1.1 mm/10a without the
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CO;, effect for 1961-2014. In the arid region as well as the semi-arid and semi-humid region,
the PET estimated by the two algorithms showed a positive trend but increased faster in
the case without considering the CO, effect, with rates of 3.6 mm/10a versus 1.2 mm/10a
in the arid region and 2.8 mm/10a versus 0.7 mm/10a in the semi-arid and semi-humid
region, respectively. For the humid region, both PET values exhibit a downtrend at rates
of 4.0 mm/10a and 2.7 mm/10a, respectively. The global dimming could be one reason
why PET decreases in the humid region. Studies have pointed out that the PET trend in
southern China is highly correlated with the change in global surface solar radiation, which
has transitioned from decreasing to increasing, with the late 20th century acting as the
turning point [44,45].

Table 2. Trends of annual PET in China and the three climatic zones for 1961-2014 and 2015-2100
under the seven SSPs (unit: mm/10a).

China Arid Region Semi-Arid and Semi-Humid Region Humid Region

Y N Y N Y N Y N
1961-2014 —0.4 1.1 12 3.6 0.7 2.8 —4.0 -2.7
SSP1-1.9 34 3.0 2.8 2.3 2.6 2.2 5.5 5.2
SSP1-2.6 43 47 3.1 3.6 3.3 3.8 7.0 7.4
SSP2-4.5 54 8.2 3.4 6.9 44 7.3 8.9 11.0
SSP3-7.0 5.9 11.6 5.1 12.3 5.5 11.5 7.3 11.2
SSP4-3.4 6.4 7.4 47 5.9 5.0 6.1 10.3 11.2
SSP4-6.0 7.1 10.8 5.4 10.0 6.1 10.0 10.4 13.1
SSP5-8.5 9.1 18.4 7.3 18.5 7.7 17.2 13.3 20.4

Note: Y and N represent the CO; effect and without the CO; effect, respectively.

Under SSP1-1.9, the PET estimated by the two algorithms shows consistent growth
trends in China and all subregions, with a higher growth rate in the humid region than in
the other regions. Under SSP1-2.6, SSP2-4.5, SSP3-7.0, SSP4-3.4, SSP4-6.0, and SSP5-8.5, both
PET series show positive trends in all three climatic zones; the higher the radiative forcing
is, the greater the growth rate. With the CO; effect, the growth trend in PET ranges from
4.3 mm/10a to 9.1 mm/10a under different scenarios in entire China, obviously less than
the PET trend of 4.7 mm/10a to 18.4 mm/10a deduced by the traditional method without
the inclusion of the CO, effect. The difference between the two PET series in different
climatic regions is larger in the arid region than in the other regions, and the difference
widens with increasing radiative forcing.

The differences between PET estimates with and without the CO, effect in China and
various subregions for 1961-2100 are displayed in Figure 5. For all of China (Figure 5a),
the difference grows slowly during 1961-2014 at a rate of approximately 1.9 mm/10a
and reaches approximately 12 mm in 2014. In the future, the projected PET differences
can be divided into three types: (1) first increasing and then decreasing under SSP1-1.9,
SSP1-2.6, and SSP4-3.4 with the maximum difference of 17.4 mm, 21.2 mm, and 23.8 mm,
respectively; (2) increasing, but the growth rate becomes weaker under SSP2-4.5 and SSP4-
6.0, with maximum differences of approximately 35.2 mm and 41.5 mm, respectively, in
2100; and (3) consistent high growth under SSP3-7.0 and SSP5-8.5, with growth rates up to
5.7 mm/10a and 9.2 mm/10a during 2015-2100 and the maximum differences are around
61.5 mm and 88.6 mm, respectively, in 2100.

In the arid region (Figure 5b), the growth of the PET difference between the two al-
gorithms for 1961-2014 is slightly faster than that throughout China, reaching a rate of
2.4 mm/10a. Under SSP1-1.9, SSP1-2.6, and SSP4-3.4, the PET difference displays a similar
trend to that in China, first increasing and then decreasing, and the maximum differences
are about 21.8 mm, 27.4 mm, and 29.2 mm, respectively. The increasing rates for the PET
difference are 3.5 mm/10a and 4.6 mm/10a under SSP2-4.5 and SSP4-6.0, respectively, and
the maximum difference can be up to about 43.2 mm and 51.3 mm. Moreover, the difference
widens in the future with sharper growth rates of 7.2 mm/10a and 11.2 mm/10a under
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SSP3-7.0 and SSP5-8.5, respectively, and the maximum difference may be close to 80 mm
under SSP3-7.0 and exceed 100 mm under SSP5-8.5 at the end of the century.
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Figure 5. The differences between PET estimations with and without the CO, effect for 1961-2100:
China (a); the arid region (b); the semi-arid and semi-humid region (c); and the humid region (d).

In the semi-arid and semi-humid regions, the PET difference also increases first and
then decreases under SSP1-1.9, SSP1-2.6, and SSP4-3.4, and the maximum differences can be
18.0 mm, 22.6 mm and 24.8 mm, respectively. Under SSP2-4.5 and SSP4-6.0, the PET differ-
ence increases by 3.0 mm/10a and 3.9 mm/10a, respectively, in 2015-2100, with maximum
differences of 36.2 mm and 42.7 mm, respectively. Under SSP3-7.0 and SSP5-8.5, the PET
difference will further widen with rates up to 6.0 mm/10a and 9.5 mm/10a, respectively,
and reach 64.3 mm and 91.1 mm, respectively, for the year of 2100 in quantitative terms.
The growth rate of the PET difference is on par with that for China as a whole but obviously
smaller than that in the arid region (Figure 5c).

Figure 5d shows the changes in the PET difference between the results of the two for-
mulas in the humid region. In 1961-2014, the difference displayed a slow upward trend
with an increasing rate of around 1.4 mm/10a. In 2015-2100, the difference under all
scenarios shows a trend similar to those in the arid region and the semi-arid and semi-
humid region, but different degrees of rates are projected under various scenarios. Under
SSP1-1.9, SSP1-2.6 and SSP4-3 .4, the PET difference shows a trend of first increasing and
then decreasing with maxima of 12.7 mm, 15.3 mm, and 18.1 mm, respectively. The rates of
change in the PET difference range from 2.2 mm/10a to 7.0 mm/10a under the other five
SSPs, with a maximum difference of 70 mm under SSP5-8.5, which is far less than that in
the arid region.

As shown in Figure 6, the spatial distribution of annual PET with the CO, effect
is above 600 mm in most areas of China for 1961-2014, and the amounts of PET are
different among the climatic zones. In the arid region, the PET is relatively low in the
northwest but high in the south and east, with values of about 900-1100 mm in the west
and up to around 1200-1400 mm in the south and east. For the semi-arid and semi-humid
region, the PET is approximately 800-1000 mm and is relatively lower in the northern part
(approximately 600-800 mm) and relatively higher in the western and south-eastern parts
with over 1000 mm. In the humid region, the PET is generally more than 900 mm, with
values over 1200 mm in its southwestern and southern parts but just about 800 mm in its
northwestern part.
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Figure 6. Spatial distribution of annual mean PET with CO; for 1961-2014 and its future change in
the three climatic zones in China.

In order to explore the changes in the differences between the two PET estimates for
the three climatic zones under the SSPs in the near term (2021-2040), mid-term (2041-2060),
and long term (2081-2100), the difference in PET computed by the two methods for China
as a whole in 1995-2014, which is about 10 mm, is set as the baseline. Changes in differences
relative to the baseline period are presented using the form of a bar chart in Figure 6.

For the arid region, the difference between PET without and with the CO,; effect
increases by approximately 101-139% under different scenarios in the near term relative to
the baseline period, with the smallest rise under SSP1-1.9 and the maximum increase under
SSP5-8.5. During the mid-term, the difference will increase further. The smallest increase
in the difference is about 105% under SSP1-1.9, and the maximum rise is approximately
302% under SSP5-8.5. In the long term, the increase in the difference is around 57% under
SSP1-1.9, which is the only scenario in which the growth percentage is less than 100%.
Under SSP1-2.6 and SSP4-3.4, the PET difference will increase by 130% and 169% compared
with the baseline period. The PET difference will have massive expansion of 324%, 398%,
574% and 841% under SSP2-4.5, SSP4-6.0, SSP3-7.0, and SSP5-8.5, respectively.

In the semi-arid and semi-humid regions, the PET difference will increase by 69%
to 101% under all scenarios during the near term relative to the baseline period. In the
mid-term, the increase in the difference will be over 100%, except under SSP1-1.9, in which
it is approximately 72%, and the maximum increase can up to 235% under SSP5-8.5. In the
long term, the PET difference under SSP1-1.9 and SSP1-2.6 will increase by approximately
31% and 91% relative to the baseline period; under SSP4-3.4, the PET difference will increase
by nearly 131%; and the difference of PET will be amplified by over 200% under SSP2-4.5,
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SSP4-6.0, SSP3-7.0 and SSP5-8.5 relative to the baseline period, with a maximum rise of
696% under SSP5-8.5.

In the humid region, the PET difference rises by 17% to 38% during the near term, with
the smallest increase rate under SSP1-1.9 and the maximum increase under SSP5-8.5. In the
mid-term, increasing rates of the PET difference is ranging from 20% to 136% under different
scenarios relative to the baseline period, with the increase rates being relatively high under
SSP3-7.0 and SSP5-8.5 by approximately 98% and 136%, respectively. Increases are less
than 60% (approximately 20%, 47% and 53%, respectively) under SSP1-1.9, SSP1-2.6 and
SSP4-3.4. The PET difference will rise by approximately 85% under the other scenarios. In
the long term, the PET difference will decrease at a rate of 7% compared with the baseline
period under SSP1-1.9. The difference between PET values increases by 38% to 195%
under SSP1-2.6, SSP2-4.5, SSP4-3.4, and SSP4-6.0 relative to the baseline, but it is worth
mentioning that although the difference under SSP1-2.6 increases compared to that of the
baseline period, it is less than that in the mid-term. Under SSP3-7.0 and SSP5-8.5, the
increasing PET difference is relatively high and reaches approximately 271% and 480%,
respectively, relative to the baseline period, which is less than that in the arid region and
the semi-arid and semi-humid region during the same period.

In general, the difference between estimated PET values with and without consid-
eration of CO, becomes increasingly high over time except under SSP1-1.9 and SSP1-2.6,
and the increase in the difference is most pronounced in the arid region under SSP3-7.0
and SSP5-8.5.

3.3. Contribution Factors Analysis of PET

The contribution rate of each influential factor (temperature, relative humidity, wind
speed, radiation, and CO, concentration) to PET changes is further analyzed here as under
the seven scenarios over entire China and its three climatic zones. As shown in Figure 7a,
radiation is the most important factor affecting PET under SSP1-1.9 for the whole of China,
which takes up the contribution rate by 67.3%. Contribution rates of temperature, CO,,
relative humidity, and wind speed to PET are 22.1%, 11.5%, 5.3%, and —6.3%, respectively.
Under other remaining scenarios, the temperature is the biggest contributor, but wind
speed and CO, are always playing the role of negative effects. Meanwhile, the negative
effect of CO, on PET strengthens with the increase of radiative forcing, the contribution
rate of CO, can reach —101.5% under SSP5-8.5. The negative contribution rate of wind
speed is greater than —30%, which is smaller than the effect of CO,. Relative humidity and
radiation have generally positive contributions to PET, the contribution rates are below
10% and 60%, respectively.

In arid region (Figure 7b), the contribution rates of factors are 40.5% (radiation),
25.7% (temperature), 18.1% (CO,), 12.4% (relative humidity), and 3.3% (wind speed) under
SSP1-1.9. For other SSPs, the positive contribution of temperature to PET is highlighted,
and the highest contribution rate is about 307.8% under SSP3-7.0. Relative humidity
has a weak positive effect on PET and the rates of contribution are all not more than
10%. Radiation displays a positive effect on PET under low radiation forcing scenarios
(S5P1-2.6, SSP2-4.5, and SSP4-3.4), but the negative effect on PET under high radiation
forcing scenarios (SSP4-6.0, SSP3-7.0, and SSP5-8.5). Wind speed shows a negative effect
on PET and the contribution rates are ranging from —48.4% to —8.7%. Compared with
wind speed, the negative effect of CO; is larger, the contribution rate of which can range
—154.2% to —17.8%, which is lower than the China level under different scenarios.

For semi-arid and semi-humid regions (Figure 7c), the temperature is still the most
important positive factor to PET except under SSP1-1.9 (the most important positive factor
is radiation under SSP1-1.9), and the contribution rate can reach 253.5% under SSP3-7.0.
Corresponding to this, CO; is the most important negative factor to PET, and the contribu-
tion rate can range from —121.4% to —14.2% under different scenarios (the effect is smaller
than that in the arid region). The contribution rates of relative humidity, wind speed, and
radiation are quite smaller, and the biggest rates are about 7.7%, —28.1%, and 66.5%.
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Figure 7. Contribution rates of each factor on PET under different kinds of SSPs from 2015 to 2100:
China (a); arid region (b); semi-arid and semi-humid region (c); humid region (d).

In humid region (Figure 7d), temperature and radiation are the main factors to PET
under SSP1-1.9 (the contribution rates are 16.8% and 79.8%), SSP1-2.6 (46.1% and 63.1%),
SSP2-4.5 (84.5% and 40.7%), SSP4-3.4 (51.7% and 45.3%) and SSP4-6.0 (90.8% and 35.5%).
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Only under high emission scenarios like SSP3-7.0 and SSP5-8.5, the negative contribution
rate of CO; to PET can over 50%. The contribution rates of relative humidity and wind
speed are relatively lower, which are ranging from -16.5% to 10.6%. In summary, the effect
of CO;, on PET in the humid region is not as important as that in other regions, especially
in the arid region.

4. Conclusions and Discussion

A reasonable estimation of PET in the context of climate change is of great significance
for water resources management. In this paper, seven global climate models are proved to
have good simulation effects for the regional climate in China and are then used for PET
estimation. The traditional PM method and modified PM method are compared to explore
the effect of CO, on PET estimation in a warming world in different climatic regions. The
main conclusions are as follows:

(1) For China as a whole, the two types of PET show opposite trends in 1961-2014,
decreasing with consideration of the effect of CO, but increasing without CO, effect. In
2015-2100, both PET series are projected to increase under all SSPs, with the trend estimated
by the traditional PM method being higher than that estimated by the modified PM method.
The PET difference first increases and then decreases under SSP1-1.9, SSP1-2.6, and SSP4-3.4;
increases but slows down under SSP2-4.5 and SSP4-6.0; and continues to increase rapidly
under SSP3-7.0 and SSP5-8.5. Temperature is the biggest contributor to PET generally, and
wind speed and CO; are always playing the role of negative effects. CO; is the biggest
negative effect on PET, and the effect strengthens with the increase of radiative forcing.

(2) In the arid region, both PET series increased during 1961-2014 and PET displays
varying degrees of growth during 2015-2100 under the different scenarios. The difference
between the two PET series shows an increasing trend slightly faster than the level of China
as a whole. In the near term (2021-2040), the difference rises by approximately 101-139%
under all scenarios relative to the baseline period (1995-2014). In the mid-term (2041-2060),
the PET difference widens further, with a maximum of about 302% under SSP5-8.5. While
in the long term (2081-2100), the increase in the difference will diminish under SSP1-1.9
but increase under SSP2-4.5, SSP4-6.0, SSP3-7.0, and SSP5-8.5. The negative contribution
rates of CO; to PET can range from —154.2% to —17.8% and this negative effect is greater
than in other regions.

(3) In the semi-arid and semi-humid region, the changes in the PET difference over
time are similar to those for China as a whole under all scenarios. The PET difference will
increase under all scenarios during the three periods (near term, mid-term, and long term)
compared to the baseline period, with a maximum of 696% under SSP5-8.5 in the long term.
CO;, is also the most important negative factor to PET, but the effect is smaller than that in
the arid region.

(4) In the humid region, PET values by two formulas decrease in 1961-2014 but increase
in 2015-2100 under most scenarios, with the calculated PET increasing faster under the
traditional method than when the CO, effect is considered. The difference between the
two PET series displays a weak upward trend in 1961-2014. In 2015-2100, the degree of
increase is relatively less, and even the maximum difference under SSP3-7.0 and SSP5-8.5
is far less than that in the arid region. The effect of CO; is relative not obvious, and only
under high emission scenarios like SSP3-7.0 and SSP5-8.5, the negative contribution rate of
COs to PET can be over 50%.

A previous study by Hua et al. (2020) [46] showed that the PM method significantly
overestimates PET in the arid region by applying ground meteorological observations and
various Moderate Resolution Imaging Spectroradiometer (MODIS) products for Northwest
China. The results obtained in the current paper also prove that the traditional PM method
overestimates PET. When a modified PM method that considers the CO; effect is applied
to estimate PET in China, it can be found that the PET amount is significantly reduced,
and the difference between the two PET series will be amplified over time under most of
the scenarios in the future. What is more, the greatest difference between the two PET
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series is found in the arid region spatially. The scarcity of plants, high altitude as well
as the atmospheric uplift effect result in relatively high concentrations of CO; in arid
regions [47,48], and the high CO, concentrations lead to a reduction in PET. Although
the traditional PM formula fixes the characteristics of vegetation in the estimation of PET,
it misses the response of vegetation to CO; concentrations, resulting in the overestimation
of PET. In other words, CO; should be considered in PET estimation, as divergent PET
estimates will lead to incorrect water resource projections and management decisions in arid
regions. In this paper, the effect of CO, on the physiological characteristics of vegetation is
considered in the estimation of PET. However, there are some limitations in this paper. The
PM formula by FAO, as the method which provides consistent PET values in all regions and
climates, makes two assumptions when calculating potential evapotranspiration. Firstly,
full evaporation is achieved under optimal soil moisture conditions and given climate
conditions. Secondly, crop height of 0.12 m, a fixed surface resistance of 70 s m ! and an
albedo of 0.23, are as a reference surface for evaporation. Under such assumptions, the
characteristics of assumed vegetation (vegetation types and cover densities) in the arid
and humid regions are consistent in all aspects, that means it is not the actual vegetation.
We mainly considered the influence of CO, on the surface resistance parameter (rs), and
calculated the PET under the unified standard vegetation cover. But the type, quantity and
distribution density of vegetation may affect the potential evapotranspiration in the real
world. Thus, many other factors, such as albedo and vegetation types, should be refined to
consider in PET-related studies in the next step for a fast-changing world.
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