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Spatio—temporal change of soil organic carbon, progress and prospects

ZHANG Xiu"?, ZHAO Yong—cun"*, XIE En-ze"?, PENG Yu—xuan"? ,LU Fang-yi"*

(1. State Key Laboratory of Soil and Sustainable Agriculture, Institute of Soil Science, Chinese Academy of Sciences , Nanjing 210008 , Chi-
na; 2. University of Chinese Academy of Sciences , Beijing 100049, China)

Abstract: Soil organic carbon(SOC) forms the basis of soil fertility, food production, and soil health, and plays a key role in global carbon
balance. Consequently, accurate characterization of SOC spatio—temporal changes is extremely important for ensuring the soil health and
food security, long—term stability of the ecosystem, and the mitigation and adaptation to climate change. In this study, we first reviewed
maindriving factors of spatio—temporal SOC change and the approaches in estimating SOC spatio—temporal changes, and then summarized
the existing large—scale studies (global/ national ) on SOC spatio—temporal changes. Finally, we proposed the possible challenges from the
aspects of SOC model structure improvement, driving data quality,uncertainty quantification. This review may provide some guidances for
large—scale spatio—temporal change research of SOC.

Keywords : SOC; spatio—temporal change; prediction model; driving data; uncertainty evaluation

1 47 HLA (Soil organic carbon, SOC) f2& 1 3 A SOC JF 75 5 F K (1395~2200 Pg™) I H. %% M 1 8K,
TITE I AR A ™ - S B A A L 3 EC A SOC % SOC H /N AL AT REXT R ALK (COL) YR JE ™
e R AR AR R KA SRR DL R A S, NI AE R ERERCE i rh i i E 2 A, SR
BOK B AFAEAGE I E A2 40 W, ek, Tl fb dkiifk Aol 8 2910 SE R P & i 30

ke B #:2020-01-08 A HHI:2020-03-19

EERBN 0k 75 (1989—), L, LR M TR AR, =2 - HLaR I 2 ARSI ROE RN F5E o E-mail : zhangxiu18@mails.ucas.ac.cn
EEEE KA E-mail : yezhao@issas.ac.cn

EETE : [HE A ARG H (41971067) ; [ T & X150 H (2017YFA0603002)

Project supported : The National Natural Science Foundation of China (41971067); The National Key R&D Program of China (2017YFA0603002)



674

URIEIRCX RSy F3965 45

(RS A AE A | - st ) X R i B 72 Ak 2 L 4% SOC
AR A A TR Z R Y Bl A TR SOC 7E PR R B 4
SRt R A S R GRS T RE L B S
S AR AL S % £ T 1 I B O 2R A A LS A I,
SOC it 23 AR AL UHERIF 5% 320 3T A Al A 25 BR8E 4
BRAS ML RL #5522 22 BT A B 78 2 s R 2 BT

1 SOCHZ=THHImEE

SOC i} 23 AR b F2 222 S M LR  HbIE AW LA
- R SO R i S5 R FR 2 . SOC ARk )
s R VR AN [ i s RO, BRI, SOC B 28 4%
R H A REERON . KR [ SOC B 25 43 A 5
K ELEZ AR, AR R, i
I B 6 B il A N Oy R 230 8 FE A /N RUBE |
FZ SOC B 23 A8 Ak, {8 5% i 5 J3E 10 A el A<k [
E
A BT SOC i 28 AR Ak 114 5 M = 22 3 188 A
Rk Ak S35, DRI Sy S5k 38 AR 8 K S i 5 2 0 o T 0
TE o R KRR DT R IR SOC Y 46 A RN
Oy F LR o I IR M SR W M R A
W T % SOC % 1 ™ A= 52 ™, I B 81 SOC 43+ fif i
T (LI B T 5 1 [ e 4 8 R A B A 5 e ik R 3
T, DT R e - Sgem (VA o DR e R AR R
SOC X 3% JL () mi 7 AT BB 2 1E Rt , ] R J2 17
TaRb-ol, K ) 42 5 i R K AR 0 A B - R
WK — R, RHEOK S RS A AT
SOC L& {52 4- 587K 43 & i IR, SOC 43 fif ke,
AT REAR SOC 5 9, e Ak, i BE AR K X SOC i 48
AR A )5 W IR EL A S T R E S ) R L 24
- b ) FH B A S it AR 2 5 MR SOC B 2 AR 4k
BOR BB I i) A Ak 2 el s 4 49 B
s PE s AR A Rk B S A s TR A
S SRR A S SOC A7), AR bR al v b 7
A5 Ry B LI, SOC & 1 T [ i1 35 30%~80%1, iX = %L
S PR SRy oA b e 2 S B b J - A2 Dl ) - 45
fckin A REAIR \SOC R A8 25 | - 49830 5 T v Al <
SR, T 2B b A Sy At s b S, A S T ol
REARG, - SR04 2 28 , ek A3 I, DUIAE — e FE
FHBITFSOC BB BEHHE X EA FEsoC &
AR, WD R R E XS R s>
B F 9828 SOC 43+ , AT A3 Il SOC B, A7 4L
JIE it F AN EL AT ) ek 7 55 SOC & 2, i EL ) A +

HeLi PR KRB B SOC RO B TR
FA5 )07 P A A {82 TR
.

2 SOCH=ZTHHEF*E

BT SOC I 28 AR A 3K 5y R 22 DA K A K+ 398 45 4
Pt AT BRI, H AT SOC I 238 A2 Ak 32 2R Al ok FEAR Y
R FNEC - £ 3 i K] (Digital soil mapping, DSM) P2
T T AT . W RRERIR G T
5 HLE (Soil organic matter, SOM ) &) 25 AL B Al 1< A2 A9
RS, LA | A8 P SEAS TR SR 2y 503 4K 5l i e A
FUSZEL SOC I 23 JH 728 il . DSM 75 12 W) ik 22 I B
SOC A s Zde =3 ] T )P 22 0 03 72 DSM AR o
R 2 AU S SOC i 25 AR A 3
2.1 TRERBIEHUE

FIXHTF SOC HY B R A A2 SR T L SOC
AR AR B B AR 0N TR, SOC 2 1 A48 fk s e A 9
i N T MR PRI AR 2, T EAC LI A fE IR 51 SOC
AL, DRI, B3 E LU S e SOC 8 742 1) #UAE T
B, SR, H R A s A i N ) 1) 2%y R
YRR | W B PS4 BR A pe AR A A
B N A PRACAR A DR R R, B X DL oL 3 A s A b
R T Bk IR RUEE | SOC iV 4k, IR, 2
PEAE TR ORI R R SOC I 28 AR AR il 5 iy e 7
JrEm,

Pt PSR 1 B 20K T U R T
SOC 2 FRAR AL AT A4 73 Sy 28 M 3o AR A AU A AR A A5
PIRIE . 2L SOC I AR HE S T SOM B A AL R
AR, BB S e 13 e A5 P S5 A 1 ) A
PEXT SOC B LA RIS . 2 M SOC i A 7Y (L
41 CENTURY . RothC) 5z 9] A AR DL 56 rh Al
PR 0 L3RR RSN S IR AR B, B S
Bl A B AR 2 JR G AR b R 2R G AR v B
DX g/ 4 R RUBE B SOC i 23 1781, 22l SOC A ALY
B 1) 53 Ry 3 fife T3S ) R R A A A3 T L 2% 90 P2 R
K FH— 8l J1 % 05 R4l & SOC /9 43 fige , I 3a o4 52 1
SOC 73 Ko a5 PE R SRR PR D] 5 (He e 138
JE A PRI A ) X 2% 23 PR ) 20 i8R RO A
IEM, 28 SOC it FERBAL AR MR S o3 5 A
PRI A [R] ) 7 il s 2w 50, B Rk
BT 30 ) 3 AR PR RL, L CON (Conventional
model) .GER(German) .MEND(Microbial ENzyme—me-
diated Decomposition) F1 MIMICS (MIcrobial — MIneral
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Carbon Stabilization model ) #5571 45 | ] 7 4% 1 1 35 ik
S TGS A W A i S AR SRILRE R DT S R 1 7k
A= WA SOC 73 ik A A Ak b i A R0 Bl A A
YA fifp FRAR 22 2000, PR 107 A R A S R oF i 7K
ok e JOL TS 3R TRL I SR BB R R R
0215 SOC [a] (14 2 i Ak AR, PR R T3 B 455 il
PERGCE YA B, SR, 5 22 M SOC 1 R A Y
ARG, A PR 257 A B 3 AN ] 1 SOC Bl A8 AR =X
LU An, X 2 A A 3 i 1o LA R el sk i A\ i) 1 P A i Je%
PEEE,
2.2 DSM 7 ik

DSM J2 55 30 4 458 ] A B4 40 oy o 281 T 9 e 170 i 2
BRT-Bt. 2B SOC K s B = 147 B 15 22 9k
BRI 52 SOC Ay 25 A AL A5 . DSM ST 32 2L T
Jenny $2 5 A9 + 3T AL PR clorpt 82 , B+ S=f(cl, o,
r,p, t), Hof S Ry HIERA S JE M, clorp £ U435
RERA A MR BESRET E] 3% R S B T 5
KA PR XS LB M A 255520 . MeBratney 55
RGRGS T IR A5 B ARICT By LI IR R &
23 [B) WU 5 9248, 7E clorpt Jr BE ) JE il F 32 T 40T
4 2| K 79 SCORPAN L RUAEZE | B S=f(s,c,0,r,p,a,
n), Hi, SOy IR EME s coorpa Fln D43
B LA DG HA AR . Ul EW) SIE BEST
I ) F125 )  BEA T3 R PR B AR B BRI AR
R SRRy 1 ) PRk Je , SCORPAN #5% AU AE 42 A
AL HE SOC 45 S 38 J M 11 - 4 ol Rl s A 21 1)
2 W I FH G UER

LI DSM 7 Al 5 SOC B 43 25 4 3 B2 DL fAj B
Y9 2 e £k 1 [8] )4 (Multiple linear regression, MLR ) Fll
HgE 17818 Kriging 2R 75808 L B, B 5 X
SRI7 LS SOC =5 [ 43 A U 1R 55 B LA 7 SOC
23 () BN BE 0 07 1245 20 2 T, Hovb s g SR
WA 114 Kriging (Regression Kriging , RK) Flafs 4 ZMiP
4 ) Kriging (Kriging with external drift, KED )P,
AR, Bl IR MR A DA S ER  TE AL T S
e AT AR HOR A PR e, T3 A5 B SR IR0
BERZTB 2K ZRE 245 238 RE R
AT L, S AL AR AR (Random forest, RF) (Ff1 48
% 2% (Neural network , NN ) & J B ML AN 27 > J5 i 4E
SOC 5 B 398 Ja M 1% i 23 28 AL Ft il vh A 31 1702
f 0 =, [T, L SCORPAN B RUME 42 1 JE it | B T
AT DL 8 DSM 5 5 X5 AN [ B B2 - 98 R A 55 SOC 5]
B ()5 P22 980 55 0 SOC i 25 ARG B A, ik mT 45

& i 25 B R (Space—for — time substitution ) > 52 Bt
SOC Fif 75 {8 A8 22 91 5t M AR AR A a5 il . “ DSM -
28 B A B BE A SR AR 2, 75 2 37 #Y SCORPAN A5 7Y
A SERT b B ISR BT R AF AR i A A
LN R e N i N e A i TR RO o i s ) PN i ]
L TIANGEYN s QA (1 7 5 2 I = 2/ TN 2N
S5) B A R A SR AR B X LS T, LASE I SOC
23 AR AR A T

3 WARHE

HERA b fk SOC 23 AR b 2 -3 g | 3 bl
T A 182 A PPAS FURR A P8 B A AR A F oY S I
FEHLA . N ANEFE AN F A O 28 AN A A S
RGE T SOC [ 2 AR T J T K s AR, iU 17
—RANME LR BT KRR SOC B 23 48 6w
G0 T - T U AR 5 R SR LA B IO e A AR A S
()L, A SCEE s A 41K RUE SOC I 42 A8 A I A5
3.1 BESOCEZATRERNNHZTTHUARER

Todd-Brown 55/ - B F1 8 B U fT 1k 1)
114~ ESM (Earth system model ) #5254 43§71 T 4= £k SOC
ih s AR AL S S A AR, 25 SR, 75 RCP8.S 1% A
AR 21 42 R 48k SOC FEAR b E H /& -72~253 Pg C,
o i 45 B L IX SOC P72 i fe K, iy —-37~146 Pg Co
Ren ZE* % A| DLEM (Dynamic land ecosystem Model)
o PRI, T 1901—2010 4F i) 4 BR4& FH SOC i} 25
AR RINET 10 a 22 BRAR H SOC fiff 18 1 %% 43 31l Lt
20t 28 HLHARE N T 125% F148.8% , Hirp A H i LY
K R U P R KR SOC B S IR, T < A A
AL T B L 3% 1) SOC fiff i i 2% o Wang 5571 F]
RothC B J2 43R 0.1° (L4 ) + 3 )@ YR B 40l 1
1961—2014 4 [a] A~ [A] ik an ACTE DL B A kR H R )2
(0~30 cm)SOC N A ARk, 43 B 178 PR it A2 £k %
SOC B2 AR AL 52 ), 25 3 R 30, SRS A1 8 H LG A9 43
WIBEE N 30% .60% .90% I}, A ERAR FH -2 SOC %5 i
B g 43 14 0.22.0.45 mg C+hm™F10.69 mg C+hm™,
o SEE S PERRA o EL LK SOC 1Y i i 2
MALEERA R A X SOC S it AT — 2 Th i (H AR
X SOC % = B B /b . Smith 5572 ] CENTURY
TR R ALL T 0 £ K AR 1970—2010 48 19 SOC Bif 25
A4k, S B IN B K AR I SOC 322 30 - i IR 4, 3
H, 1970, 1990 4E F1 2010 4 i) SOC 7% 4k 13 & 43 5
J9-67.-39 kg C-hm?HI 11 kg C-hm™, 2000 4E 2 H 5%
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T Ry B Y15 B T L B 9] 1 S e G K 2 DA O
Ogle 2551 | 5% ] CENTURY #5% %0 45 8 1 25 & 4 H
1990—2000 4 SOC Z£ fk, , I FeF MC Jr L34l T SOC
BRHL A AN 1, 25 SR 2B, 1990—1995 4 % 1995—
2000 4F 2 B BN, 36 [ 4R B SOC 3 in 8 252 4351 o
14.6 F117.5 Tg C-a™', HASHH % 1 43 1) 0 +22% Fl +
16% ,SOC A 34 i 15 36 [ 52 it i) AR R 47 31X (Con-
servation Reserve Program) % YJ A ¢ o Xu &P IE F
DNDC #5  Fl 1: 100 J5 - 85085 &, B4 T 1980—
2008 4F FR [E KA + 2 )2 (0 ~ 30 em)SOC I 23 1 2%, 45
I, 1980—2008 4 H [ ZK A8 A= 1) F- 1 [ e i 2%
}5.0Tg C-a™',28 alf] 83.3% M /K A8 -+ F B Ky ik
16.1% By /K F§ + 0k , 1M1 0.6% 1K A5 + 2 )2 SOC {1
FREAPIRAS o Yu ZES 2L T Agro—C BRI T [
A H Y SOC B 23 8 A8, 25 5L R W, 1980—2009 45 (1]
[ 4 H % J2 (0~30 ¢m) SOC F 2 [ f5 # K Ky 24.3
(11.0~36.5)Tg C-a™'c BMAKF , 25 FIBUORIK 1Y
- S A B i S o R A AR Rl 1
PRy
32 EFREYEBENSOCHETHUHARHERE

TR PR BT 00 S A8 4k 55 SOC ] i)
BRAE R, iz A A PR 3 A 4 3R SOC i) 28 A8k 2
28 W KRE SOC B 25 A5 4k BiF 53 14 37 i 3400
Wieder %3 37 CLM4.5 (Community Land Model4.5)
1] TR AR MIMICS f 2F 52 B4 42 Bk SOC B 23
AL AT R B, ToiE R CLM4.5 A6 3R S MIMICS f5
T, o 20 5 b X 2 IR BH 809 05k, {H 5 CLM4.5 8%
RUFH HE , MIMICS A5 U5 4009 42 BR RUEE SOC % it 5
HWSD (Harmonized World Soil Database ) 3% 3} J& SOC
NI AE BT Ry #2250 . Wang 555k #8451 MEND 4=
P R iY TRIPLEX-MICROBE BRI fi 4t 1 21 {40 4>
Bk SOC Fefth A W& (Microbial carbon, MBC ) i} 23 2%
1k, 45 9 & ¥, RCP2.6 .RCP4.5 il RCP8.5 3 At 545
A, 2ER SOC FE 1 2013 419 1099 Pg C 43 51| B £
2100 411 1032,996 Pg 1924 Pg, 43 HIFFEAK T 6.1% .
9.4% F115.9% , {H MBC FE I 1 2013 4F (1) 20.89 Pg C 43
SN 2100 4F Y 23.78 .25.13 Pg H129.16 Pg, /3 |
BT 13.8%.20.3% F139.6%, IR It , RAF SOC FAR
TR A A A B £ M X LB R i 2 R A
b DX ) S 2 A B, AU 2 BRAR B R L, A Bl
TR i A X AR R . 5 248 SOC o PR AR Y
L AR L, JE TR B R Y SOC 23 AR fb it 58 A
LG T M T SOC X I AR Ak (4 17, B0 SGvE T

SOC Xt 8 4= W vk F1) FH %% %8 (Microbial carbon use effi-
ciency, CUE) ZE Ak ) Wiy B o Fb 4, Allison &5 R F
AWB il CON #ERIA 4 T SOC X 4 Bk SR 2 T+
5 CHyma N, 25 5 % B, T W) A 0k TN ik e R
Ra T LA A R ORI 28] ) - S8 e s Bt 1 0l e il I 42 ()
iF CUE (Y BEARBR 6 17 604 9 o3 it 8 1 A i, o/
T IR AR o SR, TR ) A8 I S R TR
()28 A AT BB 2L CUE 1) bR HETH A= A=
i R, TN R A5 %, R, Allison 261N K
SOC XF i 745 18 1) i o7 = BLHL P+ CUE Li S50
I EUER 4 AR 3 SRR | BRI T — B 0 i A TR
Ay 3 AN TR 445 5 B S 9 0 S A TR A 4 3
i i R A T, LA B TN e 1R 38 B0 1) - e 1 e
SRR BB A, A Y R 4
BRORUBE B, 15575 25 44 PEAL A CUE S8 S S S 5tk 1y
BB BEATE T AR
3.3 EFDSM-REERHSOCHEZTUHARERE
Stockmann ZEP8E T ELA B A SR FE B 1A 59 63 503
ANFE R SOCEds A 848 . DEM 55 1 B A At
MODIS - Hb 55 35 504 , R I SCORPAN A5 RUAE 42 1) [m]
I Kriging J7 : 8 57 48k SOC 4% [8] T A &Y | 3 5 +
b7 5 B s s AR T Y 2001 411 2009 4 4R R
J2 (0~10 em) SOC &% & 43 5l N 3.94% = 0.03% F
3.76%+0.03% . K HZERLEY 7 i, Yigini S5 T KR
W LUCAS 3R )2 B8 PR 1 22 300 M4 i 33 85
AL E S . DEM K - 1 A1) FH B8 2 37 SOC #Y |1 1
Kriging %% [8] T A R 38 3o s 25 A0 3k 00 17 o
e S Fe = M P T AR AR XS SOC I 23 AR {5 i), 45
&I, RCP 2.6 .RCP 4.5 . RCP 6.0 fil RCP 8.5 4 Fh < fiz
1% %= DL} LUMP(Land Use Modelling Platform ) 4 5 [
MR (2010 4F ) FIR S (2] 2050 4E AR Hb A1 H % + 3
HE T 3.08% , 4% F bk 2> 4.16% , PO )l /0 5.18%,
TR /D 0.319% ) WP b B 3515 = R, ROk 40 a ik
PR JZ (0~20 cm) SOC fiff it A 2 3 a3, ARl g
FEHAE B SOC FERS IR R 7~13 Py, Fo b A R B 5 3
Ay X SOC 1% . Sanderman ZEH* 3L T2 BRERUELL 1
1 5 T 85038 TE WoSIS (World Soil Information Service )
PR A BRAR G: HTE A B R A BRI P s
J%2 HYDE (History Database of the Global Environ-
ment) , 2% Ffl RF 5 8 57 4Bk SOC I 2 F A5 A | 35
it HYDE - i 7) F K08 i sk 2 B0 i 17 - 3 4
X 4Bk SOC TR B2, 25 KB i K 1.2 7
a DLk Rl F1) -5 8 42 Bk SOC (0~200 em) 41 2% 133
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Pg, Hoi it 200 a N SOC #5126 3 S 38 a5 Ay i 25 5 i
WL AN A A 5K SOC 451 % 2 Al B sk A A AH 55, 7]
B, iR X — e SR AR X R T R X
B 23 18] 43 A1 FH— 550, Adhikari 55 T 0T BRE M Y
280 > - HERAY i B DL S A BT M RN -
FIFHAE 17 A FREE AR 5 55040 2 7 SOC T 74 5] I A A5
AU 38 R RGN A R Eoa Y s s AR EAL T
IPCC SRES A1B &5t T #RJ2 (0~30 em)SOC Y i 75 4%
b, 45 R, #] 2050 4, % X SOC B AR 14 i Sk 20
Mg C+-hm™, Ifii SOC F#AK ) DX 35k 3 224345 76 S0 38 1 18
X K FRMAZS X o Chen 2L T 2017 4504 1872
A L FE 5 R 2 (0~20 em) SOM 2B DL & <48
DEM F1 MODIS & & 52 14 %5 % Bh £ 4 , R F] GBRT
(Gradient boosting regression tree ) 3.7 ## 7. SOM %5 [A]
AU ] P AR i 2 S A R AR
HA R R 23 BT T 2000—2017 448 HH SOM 1Y
I 23 28 Ak, 45 B R 1, 2000—2017 4 SOM -2 75 i
L IR S, e IE N 0.26 g - kg™, {H SOM Hif 25 78
b 2 B W 2 R) 25 S, L rb g i b X SOM B4 i
T FP LR HL X SOM FEAIG

4 MREE

4.1 fN3&E SOC FHENIEBH R 2IRA SOC B =T 4
BHREERXE

25 MLk AR TR R A A 2308 s A () R 4 B it
A4 b A FAS AL X SOC B 25 AR AR A 5 i, (H A5 B
PR W o AR, L, ZE AL SOC X iR 3 AR
A 7 P B g TET AT A A TR) R, AR 1) 2 T M 4 i/
P P i P %o R A ke i o P R Ty TR A AR K
4+, MIMICS .MEND FI GER %5 {3 A= #4554 U] Bf] iff
FIR T A R B OVE R, 3O TR SOC T
AR AR i R T EA EE S (R AR A
A G 28 i) PRSI FE A FILR it X SOC I 23 7%
SEOFE , AN, A PSS AL A A7 iR 5 S0 B %
S A 07 P AN U S ) R A Ok AR R R
SOC 23 A5 A Al B8 Hp 1 9 “ DSM =i 28 B4R i R
BT — RN EEIE AR TS LS
H it X SOC A2k 1452 i 2 — 4~ BB ik iy ok A% L
Z AT R T2 00 () il RN, R AR p B A
Y B A R 8 Sy AR A R A0 118 % g A S 1 R AR
T5 % A S 2 SOC Ak B 25 SR AR 55 T Ay ik B3 ) it S PR
HERF B s . PR, i — 25 nsE SOC JR 54 LB A
5%, LMBELEAR S5 1 rp BE 47 M A SOC J8 % LR RN o8

FEAVHINAL, A — A B SOC I 25 i AL 13
DA TR ZE K6 LB T SOC Bif 25 A5 A Al SA0KE 118 DG 6t
42 BUG—NEEENE S PERERRFYER
SEHL SOC Bt 2= 2 AL 15 4R AR 101 A9 B At

G S T R B it S5 A S ah s SR Bl
T PLSEB SOC I 23 AR Al B8 ) At , 4SS 75 5K 5l 25040 14
i G R B A R A RTE E . SR, H i AT
FH BRI UR S, ) 2R ALY TRl A 9 L S A
PR TR ) 0 PR W ER . b, F A Ak 10
71 TR A VAT e S A ) 4 TR o A 1 3 ) T S A0
JE WoSIS (World Soil Information Service) H1 45 SOC il
SR A5 T s AT 82 643 4N A i % Bt 122 Wi 4 1)
TS B Y 24 40% 1 L5 U 4 ] - R A Y
I A 1007 240 5 F AT T2 1 1 5K 4 0
P J5 PET A 5 T ESCHE A0 AR 2 9000 A, BB I 4
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