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Development of High-Resolution Soil Moisture
through Satellite and Model Data Merging and

Downscaling

Abstract
Soil moisture (SM) is a crucial component of the hydroclimate system,
yet obtaining an accurate estimate of SM at a high spatiotemporal
resolution is still challenging. Three primary sources of SM data,
namely satellite sensors, land surface models, and in-situ measurements,
exhibit their strengths and weaknesses in accuracy and spatiotemporal
coverage. This study employs the Triple Collocation (TC) method to
merge SM data from the Climate Change Initiative (CCI), Soil Moisture
Active Passive (SMAP), and the High-Resolution Land Data
Assimilation System (HRLDAS) products in Taiwan.. Based on the TC
method, random error analysis is performed to calculate the weight of
each SM product, which is used to produce a multi-source, weighted
average SM dataset. = Afterwards, a deep learning method referred to as
Convolutional Long Short-Term Memory Networks (ConvLSTM) is used
to downscale the merged SM product, with the use of SM-related
environmental factors (e.g., topographic attributes, soil properties, land
use, surface reflectance, temperature, solar radiation, precipitation, and
vegetation indices) as input variables. In order to produce a better SM

product for Taiwan, the Weather Research and Forecasting Model-
Il



Hydrological modeling system (WRF-Hydro) is adopted, and preliminary
calibration analysis is conducted for the simulation of SM. All the
original, by-products (merged or downscaled), and final (merged and
downscaled) products are validated against in-situ measurements. The
validation results show that the merged product achieves a high
correlation coefficient (0.76) with gauge data and effectively reduces the
Bias and Root Mean Square Error (RMSE) by 48.7~71.8% and
0.4~20.6%, respectively, indicating the effectiveness of the TC method.
The merged and downscaled (M&D) product exhibits even a more
comprehensive performance. While maintaining a high correlation
(0.76) with gauge data, the M&D SM produces the best Bias (-0.021 m-
3/m3), RMSE (0.090 m*m?3), and unbiased RMSE (UbRMSE, 0.042 m®*/m-
%) among all products. The M&D product can better reflect the
spatiotemporal trends of SM, suggesting its usefulness for fine-scale
hydrological analyses. Preliminary analysis of WRF-Hydro
demonstrates that the calibrated model data significantly reduces the Bias
and RMSE by 80.5% and 61.0%, respectively; the calibrated model data
also show better SM variations during extreme rainfall events. The
developed high-resolution SM product is expected to facilitate various
applications, including agricultural irrigation, flood and drought

management, and assessment of watershed water conservation capacity.

Keywords : Soil moisture, Hydrologic model, Data merging, Deep
learning, Downscaling
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ﬁk#ﬁif&‘:frzfl fl}lg\i IR

<l
2
(w
Ak
pas}
=
-
b A
%
\_
o
d
pre
f‘m

FEATREI R AR KA E NI A G2 THT SR
B ARME R Z pAPM OHCE Skl B SECE TS H R 4
ﬁ—/ﬂ“’”"'lﬁi%] * (Snapir et al., 2014) 7 ¥ % etk R B 8 F 478 B R F]
SR EREITAT 0 b 2 HOBLS A J9 PR B 2 KT8
wfeR B o EAISS o B SAgI A o g LS
b RATE 0 B W 5 e F B4 £ 0 4o Ulaby & Batlivala
(1976)3 T > % BRI B> 51 4 B <30 107 > F v k2 it & € ¥
oAl kR A A e o B PF > d AN A b R kER ¥ p AR

& R A AATH 0 Pl Y { Mt deln {5 1S Rl B

\\\?{r

B>t 2 3% 7 K& ¥ B] 0 4o Holah et al. (2005)%4 7 Advanced SAR
(ASAR) 7 #L #t -k T iF 9= (Horizontal transmit, Horizontal receive, HH) -
< * Uk #=(Horizontal transmit, Vertical receive, HV)¥2 #£-® i, #& (Vertical
transmit, Vertical receive, VV) & % k3558 82 § B ~ 54 & LRl 2
P # R HH HhirE HV BRI EZ R E RV 57 5 ¢ 1

FRZ A EQ0EITHVHIEZTLKERE

gh‘i

W M FIRE Li
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- % Y pkwaE
1

ctal. 2004 g g Ap i > B Hdp I SR RSB HIRZTREL

gz}é}igﬂféfﬁ’% ﬁﬂ{lﬁ,ﬁ{«?ﬁ,ﬂ‘:ﬁ‘io t:"f'iil"‘?}?%‘:’ -7»‘3

@;

i'. ‘_,,. i # I‘Q)\E'T’i: ﬁ'{'v\ m/}i'w ~ g * HH ¢ HV WU*E’_I

\\\Xr

Befe B $0 A B B R B 2 4 5 ok B L i n(Barrett et al.,
2009) -

%= % k< #:%(WRF-Hydro)

WRF-Hydro 7 Weather Research & Forecasting Model (WRF)$i 3¢
Aok w2 HERA B S SNl Rk
Bt o BRI RE SRR s B TR feiriw B R
Tl PR T REBARY F AR R LIRS R FTRE LA B4
< F &3 o WRF-Hydro ¥ & = 2 % Sfii;Vig 78 & > » ¥ b=
Ts B R HNEEF P e A2 IAFTTY Y o WiFH
WRF 23] 8% 48 £ » WRE-Hydro ¥ { 24 1 b ki * 7 2 1
Rk et %t o WRF-Hydro 22 3 2 k& 3w 2 4pH AT @
= Rummler et al. (2019)# WRF 2 WRF-Hydro 48 & #-; & * >t = &
HWa * S E Rfo @ f 4 20l 75 B I & i X WRE-
Hydro 48 & #5538 4c 5 2 3E 2K & F 25 > Y WRF figg £ ok op
i % 4 - Wehbe etal. (2019)# * WRF 2 WRF-Hydro 48 & ;% 3=
#AE2016F 3 BERLOBMET EREEFEE > BEET
2 WRF 4p+t » WRF-Hydro 48 & 53¢ 3 *% & ¥ 3% 7 Root Mean
Square Error (RMSE) A= relative bias (rBIAS) 4 %] & > 7 24%2% 13% ;
* 2 Advanced Microwave Scanning Radiometer 2 (AMSR2) ¥ ! 7 4
Hz-kEREA > WRF-Hydro 48 & #i-5 i 53 2 B4 3 2 ¢
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W Lk E 2 5 B A o Galanaki et al. (2021)7#% * WRF-
Hydro 48 & 53530 % MHP 48+ 3 % 18 17 35 RARaF » 102 T PR -
FEIT Y R GEORE - AL EERR
RETDEPRTFAC ~ REFKDT ~ MannN » OVROUGHRTAC % %-#c:c &
BRI E . AR R ERIRE P AP T B
0.7 BEIIEIEAT RS CBHIIMER o

A RN FT S 4 % (2014)1 * WRF-Hydro 48 & #558 #8 34 3 4
k2 iEARZE 3EZOREZ A FHEPEES T r AR AR
(Global Land Data Assimilation System, GLDAS)=74 3 7 -k & 2 1 3%
BRE RPN R A A b T A R R A A B B R AL BN A A
fUos AR R SRR R R T TRk iE AR o 4444 2013 £ 8
2053 9% 1l oenP X873tk o B % %51 o GLDAS 4p i fi-5¢
PRA TR ST BEFERRIR S L2 TG RE o ¥

0> % WRF-Hydro 8 #3% iF 77 o d 30w kKinde s g k2

> Tk o
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p YL Y
1

FZ & REFARI P THER 4 R(HRLDAS)

d F RF 7= § #~ % ¢ (National Center for Atmospheric
Research, NCAR)#¥ 2 2. B 247 & 2 ¥+ T it & 5y(HRLDAS) 7 -
Mg 2 2 Hew $i07% (Land Surface Model, LSM) 2 350 55 #5 & st o
H 7.0 >t Noah F£ & 578 (Noah LSM) - HRLDAS B 3 B &4 & fZ
A-#c i@ X § 78 3F (Numerical weather prediction, NWP)® F] 4 3 % »
drfidk s FEFREZ I REFREFTHEFBFRALEERLT Lo @
ERFFLEHAT LRI 29 BT RIEE LEFTHRFRER
%X 5 BE o 1395 Trieretal. 200487 7 % % 87 » 2 3E K 474>
LR R AR D e s £ o F Y B R
B2 237 ok R FHGE A S i PR B A R S B et
Biei® 5 F2 » @ ¥ iz B2 337 RETHRE > i f{in
K 2 324 (Dry line) & ffe 81 2 R % & F fR 45 R fRAp 07 0 e
Homfeds i B 2 FRRACE B Sy A o 4 R A R IROYT e 24T

SRR P - s SN
2o A BPHIA T A ﬁ*§4ﬁ°ﬂ“ Bom B fade R 2
EZORE TR RE  F N HINEE PIFRIMEE o

'$ﬁ@ﬁﬁi£ﬂ$@1@§$iﬁﬂﬁﬁ*9?ﬂ’
FEIFF AL B I LRAFTHER W B FRN T FRA
LB A LG 22 Mg kR TR B s o @ @ WRF % 3
45 R 2o NWP 55 g B 3 97 & i oL & 0 8@ 2 58050
$EIF K2 TERICR o H 0 L RAL i NWP ¥ 4 8 Sdiche 4o
it 3 42 > Chen et al. (2007)#% ! % & T i v ~ 5 5ip{- LSM

23 BERERA R FESERILF AIETE F LTS
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P Frh W FHAUIFITRLIE T RE 2T

Fo2idg b2 LSM > i H0A] ¥ e 3 3ok & R0 A 49 X PIBLRI SR 8 0E
EOd o Ea kA LISMEHRIEZ KE2 Bt - 50 0 2 R 7
& F T~ F % % (National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration,
NOAA) ~ NASA -~ Princeton University ~ the University of Washington
FLPHEERPES A E DB TPk A (North American land
data assimilation system, NLDAS) » NLDAS & * -] BFpF & f347 & 2_
P58 30 TR T LB~ 0BG 012572 2 B iRITR > £ w @ LSM 47
= > & 3% Noah LSM ~ Mosaic LSM -~ Variable Infiltration Capacity
Model (VIC)% Sacramento Soil Moisture Accounting Model (SAC-

B de PR GEREZ B GRS X5  d BT R 2
WRF Jig % i@ 8 % 2 3 4km 2_ f#47 & > F]* NLDAS 2. 0.125° %

SMA)% > & 42 > NLDAS ¥ i B 7 2.8 f247 & 2 WRF 2 # %
*

R Gt T A3 &0 ik F WRF-Noah #2 NLDAS-Noah i £

7 Pk 2. Noah LSM 5 gk # > e d % NLDAS ¥ WRF 2 247 &
Ak > E3RiE * NLDAS #74% k2 2 3 2 R & T4 R4~ 41 WRF
Foar gl RAE o 5 BA TG igs A EE A s B 2 1R
o 26 2 TR THR KD TR RS SR 2 1ok
£% #77 F o A0 NCAR - # B % 7 HRLDAS 14 f%4-i5 0 | 48

% E_WRF #7F 2 g d 4 S dca- 41t F K > A5+ > HRLDAS

\w

bdg £ 25583 (7202 WRF fle 24+ > ¢ 1 WRF 4o HRLDAS

Y

PEREEZIRBEZFRT X I HRETRZ | # s

F_&

IR FARE ARG E LT B o F)pt - HRLDAS “iic

Bz dEIEEF 0B 4% 4 WRF ks o
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¥ % A wAR
1

B ?h5 3% % 3= HRLDAS 2. 2 I 73 2 & NWP & * 248
B AT %3 o 4v Zhao etal. (2022)*F 2019 3 2021 & & F R # B4
(Nebraska) 2 @ f#47 & 5 500 =~ & ; /] pF2. HRLDAS 4 # z k& F
FL s 3% i B HRLDAS H ¥ AmeriFlux network ~ U.S. Climate
Reference Network (USCRN) % Soil Climate Analysis Network (SCAN)
F AP T AR o IR HRLDAS & 2 3 & 2 o T4 22
HEHEARD A2 B 0 £ ¢ HRLDAS e 5 20 4 ~ 25 & 4 »
70 A28 150 A Fw K 2T 4 2. Root Mean Square Error
(RMSE)~ %] 5 0.06 ~ 0.07 ~ 0.14 4= 0.07 m*/m* > & ;7 HRLDAS st 43
FPREFEAIEZRE 2RI TR Y - 3G d 2 HRLDAS #5724

A F BB ERET G TAS RIA SRS R > F hgr b pF
2 (40 2020 #)2 FgE € DIE L AL N E LT EE Y R
AF et HRLDAS » & % &7 H 2020 # 2 Scm ~ 25 em ~ 70 cm
& 4 & RMSE Ap st A5 % 8 TR pE A B T %6 25% ~ 29%22
13% » &7 41 A % HRLDAS A /%5325 5 288 {ofig* B4 -

Zhong et al. (2020) & * Rapid-Refresh Multiscale Analysis and
Prediction System-Short Term (RMAPS-ST)$E 1 2 3£ 5 -k £ 47 4 14 4

B¥Y B34 FiTe 4 2 2% F R § 48 - RMAPS-ST &

A% WRF en% B A HcE X 4 FF3F 430 > M 3km 4 RE 7 - 77
T BHN N A 247 & 2 HRLDAS 2 3 2 K £ TR F AR

he i * 2 g ® H) X F 3R ¢ < (European Centre for Medium-Range
Weather Forecasts, ECMWF)#% 2. 0.25° f#47 & T4 % 5 H #5582 4
WMEokBA o B3 %I % HRLDAS 4% 2 2 3 3 k44

i 5 §E%E =k A ﬁ&rﬁ /ﬂ—frﬁ"ﬁ 2 3R P'Ji%ﬁi.’ﬁ » H
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i wh AW FRANRFITR IR RE 2T

P2 R & B R 2 Bias ¥ RMSE "% ™ 83%%7 27% ; 2 o ® B 4R 2.
Bias ¥2 RMSE "% i< 44%%2 30% > %1 HRLDAS # i&2_2_ 31 3% 7 -k
FAde V¥ 305 2 NWP fgp| s 2 £ & M4 o

BATE ke F o5 AATE AT LSM $t &0 & F BT H 4 Rl

% ACR (Maity et al., 2017; Nayak et al., 2018) » & LSM % & * 5 5g#*
FHATR M R F ] E Sz AT 0 T 0 LIET LT A Syt
By A B A F BT Er 2 B4 > Nayak et al., (2022)% 2011 1

2013 # f e & 444 %F HRLDAS & (7 - % 5 % § Spd 7R doif i
22 ERVIRE CEAREH  RS  EREETE L 10
DR EEZAREA P AMAIRF RS ¢ REICR

(2 3E 725 0.1~0.2 m/m?)feiBiE (2 3 2 7K £ 5 0.2~0.3 m¥/m’)

FLF b DAHESRRES N UEDT BE A F SHED
Py doam BT greok The g 2 F B o B 7 Br HRLDAS 4 3%

SRR ISR L AR 0 et AR o B R 20%E k15

g

SIS T EUFE Y B SRS L IO B S B

B IR AR 0 E 215 1% o ¥

y?»'
L
-~
5
_;J\
Ak
‘L\-He\'-j
o
)
It
[ S 1
g.
\\
&’E

-G AR R EIREEER EREF LM R

B4 20%PF TR 2GR BH G T% 5 L ARRE AP F
2GR BRE R R B KRR N 3% AR B2 H S
KBS AR LA TR RE B 2 ke B
AR R RO EAR A AEN 0 A P EAEEH 4

B KB ot h o AL T2 TR SR AL EE

ol

FEEGHN 4033 8P A el AIFH2 SR BAEE 0 042
AR AR #EEK T 101 127 Bl R M RA R g
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- % Y pkwaE
1

BATR 0 ¥R @A ATR o S5 rit > AT 3 5 sA 477 HRLDAS
B ABIER TR ES TS A RS Eos A2 2R
FREHE S B NRE AR A RPHEY REFIER 2 £
P o

m RPN AR T S 5 E T 2 E(2014): % 4 % HRLDAS &4 3%

BRI EZRE2Z LR 250 273 b RiR& € TR R

HopEy rHIEHE Y 2 4§ 5E A £ F R 4e Climate
Prediction Center Morphing Method (CMORPH)¥ Quantitative
Precipitation Estimation and Segregation Using Multiple Sensor
(QPESUMS):& {7 a7 s 14 4 45 ° 1% i # HRLDAS £ NCEP Global
Forecast System (GFS) ~ ¢ & f % %2 A 5 43 FTH it 2 WRF i
FEE LRSS RBIEILE TR IR AR
B G0 BR S E SRR R BR TOR Y i ts B om0 HRLDAS 2 4
BEREPAETHEAFHRT STl mo 72 8T o m ¥

SRR E AL R A A E TR R B
NCEP GFS #p+t » 3t 3% QPESUMS "% & 7312 HRLDAS 2 3 7 -k
B BBl E LN 2 R ETERAL G A TR
D Rz PR AP RN FEAE & & 2 WRF & & 4e

5

o2 §_ HRLDAS 4 2z pipla £ { G2 fphfte > 29 &%
CMORPH # # & it * QPESUMS & % ¢ o @ $30a £ Fhl2 &
B A4 0 %18 % QPESUMS B~ * CMORPH F# » % i * WRF
BN FE4F 25 % ¥ HRLDAS 2z §2 884/ » @ ¢ ¥ QPESUMS R %t+2 3%
ELAAARERE VY- 20 0 NEEr R2ZFTRETEE

7 & @ % > QPESUMS #2£& v CMORPH { & > F]t BimE R4
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P Frh W FHAUIFITRLIE T RE 2T

QPESUMS % 5 4 % HRLDAS 2. Sp#° T o S5 frif > )7y 5 4
R RIEKERIRE T L AAL
Frd SRIKFREFTHEBEAT 23

SR G BB #Bf‘fé?);’rﬁDL‘ APV
& Fitfos 70 FIAF v EED A H E R
Sk & 2% b o 4 Xie etal. (2022)% & 7 2011 I 2018
# [ >k 2. SMOS > FenYun-3B (FY3-B)~ Advanced Scatterometer
(ASCAT) ~ SMAP ¥ CCIL & ¥ % ik A2 % 158 TC 4 47 &2 & &2
AR R B TARBINERIFALA % R #icig t The linear weight
fusion LWF)* i2:e 74 fgm & - AW 23R P 2 REIEZ K
¥ # &(Global daily-scale soil moisture fusion dataset , GDSMFD) »
- & w {8 A B EY%E 23R 7 oK £ % § (International Soil Moisture
Network, ISMN)#> £ J 2 42 2 3= & b T 7355 0 S5 KT o
B A 1o A S R R TR LA B () 0.6)2 FF BF > AT i
¥+3:% £ (Mean Absolute Error, MAE) » RMSE - Bias % :}F] 2 Tiam s

LR AR - AR B S T 17% >~ 17%2 89% - ¥ - 7

w0 p L& p 23 F 8 R F 5 (Global Coverage Fraction, GCF) =
% > GDSMFD» # %2 1.1 3132872 % - &y &%k1 » TC

EETIRTHRE D EA G oo ML o A A SR ¥
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p YL Y
1

ERFSBWEASE L EEH S FROREFR R TR
A&FZT YL AL

PN RE D RFEEA SRS TR #Brsézﬁ,b’xj
Cui et al. (2020)2 * B & % & 2 Naqu & Maqu = # 3 % ¥ > #& )
APt 2 TR ER £ 127 0 144 - Essential Climate Variable Soil
Moisture dataset(ECV SM) T3 58 » #1225 L 1% % ECV SM &
Feng-Yun-3B(FY-3B) % 2. 1 3 7 -k € F 41 ¥ Moderate-resolution
Imaging Spectroradiometer (MODIS)Z_ % 78 @ B4 Tk 5t |+ 40
Normalized Difference Vegetation Index (NDVI) - Land surface
temperature (LST)#? Digital Elevation Model (DEM) & - [+ #x »

General Regression Neural Network (GRNN):ZE £ 4 #3274 &

-

%g
H

1 ECVSM & FY-3B Bz i R F s b > ¥ L
AEEFEREIRE AR - S FRAELECYSM I gk E
Ao GiEL T HLE2LECYSM L BB R E S
7REFRA I8 30.84%#k 2 1 T8 12% Bl R REEL A K F
b 2 fEplEh R 2 TR g% o 2 T RRE TR 62 ECVSM
% Naqu & Maqu ¥ % > 1p b (rdics B %2 5 6% 49% > BT f &
BASHOYEREIE I RENER 2 4840 &> ¥ unbiased
RMSE (UbRMSE)+ % #5705 > 300 g £ A F & & 80 52 5

1
J

=K

TR o N RERTEEFET R iFE TRE M IERR T

A T T TET TS RO ER Y R A
AHNELSENE T P TR IM K EREFT 0

3 Mingetal. (2022)2¢ R Z s 4 2 73 %3 ¥ GLDAS-Noah -

ERAS-Land # #ic38 34222 SMAP ik F 4 > B4 2 TC = 22
2-13



e

FIr FEr AR FRAABETARAIREZ KT 2T

e o T LRz ELRITOFE FoRE > BRI EET
PR A SE RN PR E 2 A0 M (9 0.84) 8 B 12 & BB
#2324 (ubRMSE) (0.039 m*/m?) » @ ERA5-Land, GLDAS, SMAP £
b & fs A 5% 2 iplsk 2 Bias ¢ = ®] 5-0.086 ~ -0.014 ~ 0.038 % -
0.017 m*/m?> d © + FHL ¥ @4 ,%ié: s A &2 Bias 8232 F>t
GLDAS > e v B A TC> 2 A W2 éASA W § BRI AR

2. Bias > By 48 ¥ i £d 2 F A RIRE ¢ 2 - (ERAS-Land)=h

~m

Bias tp ¥t~ > R & (6 A 5% D] - TABR 2 4]0 LR AEA T o

kB 54 CCl#2 SMAP %> 452 7 § %
MR KR TR R s 2
TR R(GEL 2 2) s ERH G * P > 3k (Global) 2 F 2
14 (Regional)z- 4 B & * » e 307 & K R 2o P o] & B 2 L5
FEMER CER SR PESARRM R § R AT E 23 2
RAE T 2 BEAETH AR 2 R ZPIRF F 4] (Dorigo et
al., 2017; Senanayake et al., 2021) o F]* % 3% B 2

TR FIELUGEN C PR RBE TS o B RN EHEA

WAL S Pk Y B2 2 B FE = R 2 2 (Sabaghy et al.,

)‘1 S

2018) » frizH ¥ A ML 2 DL 2 = 2 d 05 4 01d 2 #0328 %
A BRI Yo sy i E T RE B AP IR + [F 4§

-
S AMBMG AL R 5] R SHA TERNE A

FEd (Alietal,2015) e ot B & 3 >4 © F FET R OREY 2 2
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¥ % A wAR
1

A B R 2 BB = 3% 0 4 Abbaszadeh et al., (2019) 4+ £ ¥ ~
B SMAP Fll 247 B 3 22 8 » #97 — AT Atk
(Random Forest, RE)#-3] 2. 2 BF "% = B> 2 > p 27 1 7 A i A~
;’;Je;g’;f@ 3% A€ ~LST-NDVI~ 2 P FEE VERE S AR
KEZRFREE2ZMEFF - T 1% 2015 # 2 2 SMAP
CB g MR TS TR~ D RE RS ¥
SMAP 7 247 & b 36 km &= 3 1km o %85 ISMN ipl =k 7k %
BRI 0 EC RGASARRAA SN LR P kR A
Bz micRit > P AZRBITRARFRT 2R 4 R4 25
H & plxkz ubRMSE % 3R 5 0.029 m?/m?® > @ & &_

SMAP iZ3%F = ¥4 & 2 & £(0.04m?/m?) 5 b &% 7 WX bgig 5 7

T2 T e ST BERY S A MRS G2 BE Y
3% o

M iT# KEEF A 147 E(Artificial Intelligence; Al)/7 & i &4 >

DL %df % b iR 7R e 5 F el R 2 28U Rl The = 2 e Arig
P iRt 4e RF ~ 4 32 » & #(Support Vector Machine, SVM) % #jx & 4
B2 H2. ML $ic3](Zhao et al., 2022) - P # 4 5 3% 5 #-DL = ;2 & *

IEZREZ TR R dr Xuetal (2022)F 1% 5 % % SMAP
A2z BiEFR OMERIEZFET FE S @* 25 Generalized
Linear Model (GLM)# Deep Neural Network (DNN)z. Wide & Deep
Learning (WDL)#-3] * > SMAP 2. 2 FF' = & > s A7 7 B R340
DL /4 45+ Foklz 35 ~ B4 > &iE 7 € 2015 # 1] 2017 & & % 3 4L R
e BT RE ZAPM M2 FHF]S o ot R & S LST ~ 4 o

F 5t NDVI~ 2 i g ) it % > 16 5 WDL #5202 8~
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AR A 2 ARE F]E ot g R e B I B i
A TP FIF 5, > EFE - HFEAIFREY AIERIIEZ
REHM AR ZEA o BEAITERF RV RS FHT 0 50 2 U

B E AT AR FERIHF R K 10% 0 BT i B FS 2

-

B RB22BAa® 3 BEFRE - ohizs BF5F aid ot i
TROFRET L3322 3 B0 R U me EEL R
R m BB > E ISMN X 211 Bl FlkEL &
%k 0 AN WDL = 2 A8z RS ASE T A2 Bms
#H gripsb 2. T 32 ybRMSE 3 0.041 m®/m?® » e 4k 7% & SMAP = 55 %t
R E R P AT RETRRILENLAITEES T

7
FRBAST RGO R4 ASERY L AT BRI (e

GECF AR ML DL 322 237 -RE2 7 A%
R 0 4 RF > SVM &2 DNN 3 o e g it 2 2k BT F 0 g ot o 47 B
- R RO BRI G T A T R 2 R B
Mo TBLAIRG R GEY ROUAEHRD B E I kES A
BRI ERRIEAAMMELPEREE 8- H T R AT RERET 2
BE BT Ac 3 BAR AT ARl Rl 2 Bt o 5 CNN 7 B3¢ 3 s
DL #73] > HAEFF L8 HEBHT JocB2 B 1 2 h 30 jk
RABFLIEL A1TE 3 PHEZRSHEEAAM 22 T - F2 Xuet
al. (2021)5 34 CNN 2 Z K EZ R 2 B2 5% B4 > 0
2018 & #-% W B s b 47 § ¥ (Oklahoma)z. SMAP 2. 9km 3 3% 7 -k

£ & MODIS 2 & 535 {c LST £ 5 g 84 %]+ & * CNN i {7 3 ¥ '% <

Boo 5imIF ONN 2 f45 » a7 A% 3498 4 % 5 3km &2
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p YL Y
1

lkmz ' 2 BA 5> &% CNN2Z 2% 2 RF -~ SVM t & - 15527
E 108 B £ Plxb2 3 miTR o 3km s R B A SR kT a2
CC ~ RMSE % ubRMSE # 51k % BRI JICE X - 2 2 57 3
B R4 SMAP 2 FAp 2k s A F iR AR 3 1km pF oo 22
R AT ARG P R B Y CC~ RMSE 2
UbRMSE 4 ®|# B 4>9km & 57 % 1 1.88% ~ 0.05%% 0.23% > i
14t RF 82 SVM > & 5454515 5 ONN & b i o 11+ B % B7
Y RFZEEL2Z ONN &3S A4AR BB ML A ¥
-G R O EFTREBARL PR H IR AR LEF Y L AR
WIS WA L B e o i ,riff Bm = o CNN 2. £ 3R i% 2%
R R Y 2 A o ¥ REH Y ML 2 A

FEEI AL BEIR KT LT AR L
KRR A AR L AR A AT
bz HPMBRBEFIESARAAM oA ARSI DL 2P 5 LSTM
d 3 H A BERRZIFHR S G 0 5 A TR R
LW FRNZAA > 2 RB LT NARM L k2 A4 4
Ming et al. (2022)if % & 3 TC # #fv LSTM » 12 TC # 2 fe &

SMAP ~ GLDAS-Noah % ERA5-Land % 43 5 -k & 2 & » ¥ %%
LSTM #-12 F 43 7K & AL NDVI~ LST ~ 3+ & F 84%F ~ F 422

IEPBTEIRBBRTFI RS  EFZFRERR R EASLGR
fati R p 36kmix= 1 1 Ao B R R TR 2 Y i g
m’%ﬁ%?&@é%iﬁﬁﬁkﬁgﬁﬁﬁﬁaﬁvaﬁT

# 4 C

x

C ™' ¥ 0.005 2z 0.116 > ubRMSE B &_
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H4e 3 % 0.001 = 0.008 m?/m?® 2
AT kR ERT LSTM A2 B

P AW LSTM A /2 MR RA ST Frf Bt M LEATR
PSR R e 3

CNN &2 LSTM F it B g2 Bl 2 B prfF F 2 B % > d Shiet

-
7—-
|
By
o3

=
-k
=

=1

~=i
L
A

)

al. (2015)# /& % 2. ConvLSTM p|& & 7 CNN 22 LSTM > i H 7 5
T REEG B AAM

T
wdEZ-REAMAT X5 ¢ > 3 ElSaadani etal.

B -}

P rdetE A 2 OKE S E ABR Y
trz ok~ %E -

(2021) 5 fa Ak BLRIRFFE 978 & TAL Z 44 # * ConvLSTM g i

\v

3

EFEh FHPFIEZRERT > a5 FHConvLSTM eyt 3 6 2 3%
fe 0 PR T O E B S 27 7R (Louisiana) 2 A2 T R 0 B & 2017
+# 2_ National Water Model (NWM) ~ High-Resolution Rapid Refresh

(HRRR) ~ Multi-Radar/Multi-Sensor radar (MRMS) % National Land

Cover Dataset (NLCD) k2. 2. 2 3& 2k & ~ £ @ dg 6 ~ b+ & & o
TAEE o E A F A ] F s FR RS 1‘4%]/\1‘3‘? ETH
& 5 ¥ [ pFs - ConvLSTM 22 CNN & {7t g2 o 5352 NWM 4 3§

FRkELFR B B i HB2 LIEEA 5 ConvLSTM & %

\mL

g2 NWM 4 3 5 k82 CC#EF 095 ¢ RMSE » %324 » i1
2.5% > ko ConvLSTM “Fg |2 3L 2 K& 3 v eng B Bppidt > ¥ ¥
% %y %%‘ﬁé%‘ﬁﬁ-ﬁ B>t CNN 3P 51~ pF [ 43 i 47 i
ConvLSTM A 2 3 2R EFFpl2Z saic & 5 { &
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T o E ke i
i= p+ (Urban) 0.15
% 9 (Dryland) 0.035
-k v (Irrigated Cropland) 0.035
¥ 3 (Grassland) 0.035
#- # (Shrubland) 0.1
% # (Mixed Shrubland) 0.03
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-k 48 (Water Bodies) 0.015
& (Wetland) 0.07
# & ¥ (Barren) 0.025

= ~Land GISF #*

NSRS LE i Rk B0 M SOREy 3= Y AL /RS i
KBz 7 B a# (Xuetal, 2022) » Flpt AT EF 2223 2k E AP
Bz 3 A s o 244 7 £ (Clay content) ~ 2 3EpL ik (&
(Soil pH) ~ + 3 3 &k ¢ £ (Soil organic content) > 14 F L%k p
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openlandmap) - #* & 3T F 5 E | & 19503 2017 & >3k 2 ¥ 4
JHEBPTHILEEIBEMLFE 2 ARNEN > 2450510
3060100 2 200cm = & > AFF 7 EE-10cm 2 + & T4 H 2
TR LG 2028 > Eg A2 4 TR - AR EE IR R
5 B 4@ 3-8 7 o
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117 G S TR A US IR B KR

% 3-3MOD09CGA 2 &2 £ A EEH 1] B2 A& %

Band Wavelength
Band1 620-670 nm
Band2 841-876 nm
Band3 459-479 nm
Band4 545-565 nm
Band5 1230-1250 nm
Band6 1628-1652 nm
Band7 2105-2155 nm

K,lrtj i Band4 £ Band7 F 4 o AT 7 Rt A K20 Bandl
2 Band2 ¥ 4138 41 NDVI- Bandl £ Band2 4 %] /& = % (Red) £
iT %= *F sk (near-infrared, NIR) » 3+ & = #2358 03¢ 3-1 #757 o

Ryir — R
NDV] = —NIR RED (3-1)
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= ~ Taiwan Climate Change Projection Information and Adaptation

Knowledge Platform (TCCIP) F #L
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3-16



Ly e i B

kg
v
Hels
1%
=
.
=

AFF 3 0T 2 ' & (Precipitation) T 2 BAL € sl dad 2
TCCIP - et it "s i p FAL > BERERERA UM L F %
¥ ARREFE o EAURANE R ER&RTE Atk 4R
§RFE S BE 22 AP TH S TRA R HEF R
FRt Rl uprE s R TR 2 ] R R
kLo m RpH THA AR SR TRARNTESRT A

P
I HFR o FARITREZ 2k EH R TR R RE AT

2
Ik

A S F AT - B BRI LGV ik 2 Rl A TR TR
# i > £ * Empirical Orthogonal Function, (EOF)#-F #1474~ 5 p&

fez B I o rorF P2 Fike g 0 2 iRF 99.5% 0% & £ 15 o

=

* Natural Neighbor Interpolation (NNI) ¥+ 2 & EOF A2 g 2 T 2575
TRt T HplEgr EOF A7 @Fl2 2 s Bl dpskw 8 47

A0 ¥ 2 AR et (mode) 2 B e it B B E A3 i &

!

i
ﬁ%ﬁﬁiib@,%ﬁﬁﬁﬂiﬁﬁﬂ%@?ﬂ,ﬁ%@%ﬁ@
Vo b T ATE T2 E O g i e Sl > B0 ik R
DEe B EE ) WE AB ¥ A NETAR S 00172 p A T
ARG 2 T F o S 0.017 iR 45 R L R o e

E=1)

BEDT M BRI R ER TR AT T - H B ehL i

* R R TR B W 2P RE oK 4 Bic(Antecedent Precipitation Index,

APl) » APl 5B #-# 2 H B3 - SEF i a B8 F e fo

BRI Ay e 23R 7 K E 12 B (Alietal., 2010) -
TRt G 2 gk AT 4 3 Schoener & Stone (2020) t- % RAT % &
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3-20
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AR g RS AP RENE LB 2 2 TR E
B ST Ikl E s ’W,f;ﬁ‘ # (Hydrologic Topography Dataset,
HTD):n s R PEd » 37 % ?&m“%?%ﬂ@aﬁfﬁM@
51, PR ARG &K 2 %}Jﬁiiu’i%o’ﬁﬂﬁifﬁ_%
R ke ZokflEciEy A4 g2~ = MoRPIRIACE R B #
%ﬁﬂ$3ﬁ$%’ﬂﬂﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁ%2%%WK““$%
FEZFTHAHEEARZGHRE TR WL O 2B EE N
B A KR P LTS I F g B T d S REs 2 g2
TR AWz R Bae 2 KRS PP R AL F R
B KB RB Y AR BRME SN LI AT T
ALET AR ~ AR~ AP FEA T L o R RHiEr A
A HAp Rl R AR R 4o R 3-10 #rm o B E P W S 0F 0 AT AT
P~ 2. HYDEM 7o ge ] 5 44 B 7 2 340K P inde 382 o 4o f§] 3-11 47
F 0 @ & {HFED f2 HYDEM 8 DEM 2 B e B > &7 3 #-5 & 3
ARBEFLETE 2 B 312 AL BB BEETE
AALGA06L 3522 2ZFoaf P o kirpipg sl
Bl o 273 - E R B Rz HYDEM Tl > & 47 2 $20

23 7 k2 0 (40f1* WRF-Hydro)2 25

3-23



fU* s 2R TR AW fRITR LG K

(]
(\L
ht
P

RIRERRRLILEALES

KEERAE | st )

— R RIB S Lk
K& 1R

Water Body

_—

B IR IR R 1R 4R B REAR | K RAPT

Seadike Bank  Boundary  Gate

(S - BEX - BSFNH) EHHRWBBZ gl

AEEBES T R0 ER e
HyDEM LAS BRI | BIRR | BER 2 Hﬁﬁ
v = sESgRYEY SR
v
e EREE kEBR
kriging #1& A 1& KRIPY
v ; v

o 3

HyDEM = #EKFI B

—

—

oSS

TP L mxim 2R 2B H i R 2

B 3-10 -k fidgeiE 3+ A7 TR LA AR W (F A ik 2 p R3S L R
3 ¢« https://www.nlsc.gov.tw/cp.aspx?n=13855)

3-24


https://www.nlsc.gov.tw/cp.aspx?n=13855

121°0'0"E
1

>
>

EH;' F B

1%

=

I
Hels

=

122°0'0"E
1

25°10'0"N
1
es!

25°0'0"N
|

24°50'0"N
]

24°40'0"N
|

0 510 20 km
el

24°30'0"N
1

|| AR BT R
HyDEM
Value

High : 975
-t
—

Low : -23

W 3-11 ¢ B3 g2k -kiminis # B2 HYyDEM §

121°0'0"E
|

122°0'0"E
1

25°10'0"N
1
%ﬁ
es]

25°0'0"N
1

24°50'0"N
1

24°40'0"N
1

0510 20 km
Lot el

24°30'0"N

|| SkE B KT
HyDEM - DEM (1m)
Value

Low : -3.5

High : 0.6

W 3-12 #+F® &% -kis indg § F2 HYyDEM & DEM £ £ W

3-25



£ 3.3.2 & irifz 2015 & 4 B I FALG o P oE AR R
NLSC ¥ pi4 ¢ 3 5 57(2023 #£)2 4 &= % Tl > A k27 33
FFPEr24 1 5 BB LB TR FBEL S I g1
R R AR S VRS VEE CRAER: S A 3% k- (UL I )
PAES A PRI SER RSP AR AR LR

AP RIS MEFTRFE LA ED BT FERRFW N2

FEA s A FIRKL G EE (104# 127 2322) P 2R
FHFRREAZIEGHRITELIF WM EN 0 P %% 19

ER R AU R AR 0 P A g R T2 0 3P FRH
3 EREMT BHERE F) A TR RRAEEE | 0 F
Pzt R T2 e qlrmsghind M2 a s Te g
Fop Rk Svk (EEIRA ) R EEEE N IR 108 & 2 2
21 P> Td W2 R S UEEIEIRE I RRA E S
(iragird 29 5 - %t 59055 aq:%xij%aw -
s 485~ % = &R ,T*av: B2 R R A L oke F O35 o AT
T oerBe 182 2015 242023 &4 ¢ B 3 b 4% A EE(E — &) A L 4o )

3-13 ¢ ] 3-14 ¥7 7% o

3-26



24°10'0"N 24°20'0"N 24°30'0"N

24°0'0"N

24°10'0"N 24°20'0"N 24°30'0"N

24°0'0"N

I
Hels
gt
o

bl
&
i
=
e

121°0'0"E
1

[ Iavm
[ A#FAMAt
[T Bt FI R At (SEE - B4l - R\t
[k FIFI AR
[T sk A A
I AT A A
N 2R ARt

0 510 20 km - ER

I SRR A A i

Lot liiad ) mRARER

ki

W 3-13 4¢3 2015 2 ¥ 17 & (5 — &)

121°0'0"E
1

[ Jadm
I ZERI A A
[T KFFIF A
[T EftFIRA(EEEt - B4t - R\t
[ As#tFIRmAit
I AR

0 510 20 Kkm [ AR

[ mmRmmAt

N =M A

I BRI A A it

W 3-14 4 ¢ 3 2023 2 3 7 & %E(5 - &)

3-27






AETABALEFEN SRS KEA

o BN AREE IS E AR SR

AR
B
(w
&
b
\_.
-
el
“i—\'\
A
i)
T
dry
‘g <

;,,\ﬁ }gﬂﬂ—» e VAP S u,gﬁ},—%

1% WRF-Hydro #5217 2 38 5 -k & g 7

._\_.
2‘3—*
9

4
3

2 WRF-Hydro #5% 2. %83 1o 3 3 5 -k 8 Hohtin 42 -

Fo8 SRIBFTRKIBEAECRFLIAERP

ARy g & TC 392 & ConvLSTM H-3] 74 11 32 17 5 TR T A
Egrvg e g g Ar oM AL r o ML R F T AR F
L% TC * 72 4 17 JEE CCI ~ SMAP 2 HRLDAS # &5-"g %354
Bl LIF B EO BRIALASREFLARRELT - PG
PREEFSRERE AN S A S (Merged SM) o 4% ¥ gt

Merged SM & hom it #7572

%

5 ¥+ -ﬁ%] > ConvLSTM it 7 3"
B FHEARIRRE S TR A T & (3 km)inrk 8 Bl TR
>HEA) 0 FRRIAP R R R R 2.4 3 7 -k & (Merged and Downscaled
SM, M&D SM) » & -3t & S22 pleb FRE (7 5 % S 0 M E I TR

FREgZ s B2 P 9% HRLDAS 2 /| p¥ SM 2 &3 &

MER AR AP R B BERT S E M&D SM & 7
iR MARNERAL 2 3km e hourly 2 B 245 R 2 K E
A& o

4-1



1
1
1 Band4 Band7 .
1 / Albedo Albedo NDVI
1
]
1
1 iLandcm‘cr //Ele\-mion/i Slope  /
1
]
1 ] Soil
:/Cfri:é‘“t//SoilpH/ Organic
] Content

\ 4 !
! Daily Land Surface Seil

TC : Temperatur Temperature// Temperature,

1
1
]
1
1
1
1
]
1
1
]
1

HRLDAS SMAP CCl
SM SM SM

Merglng Antecedent
. Precipitation
Radiation I
v Index
Merged
SM

ﬁanning's // K /
0.25° SMo | ..
y T Fators

ConvLSTM
Spatial Downscaling

A

¥
erged & Downscaled Gauge
SM SM
(3 km)

I_J,

Validation ]

-CC
-Bias
-RMSE
-ubRMSE

HRLDAS
Hourly SM

Improved
Daily SM

Y

Statistical
Temporal Downscaling

Y

Improved
Hourly SM

W4l k352 5RIMERERERPELE C RFLNAH

4-2



FoE T AL

- SRR EEE

i EASZERRTRT xR 0 FIU AR T L A T iof

EHEZEECRT AR ARLPL TR A EHREIF

s

Bod s E: RicAd ¢ fe f347 8 2. CCl 2 5(0.257 ;
P)> A REBE S22 PFRRITR - Tiaap Tl TR
CCl & %2 feffatr R Qs i3 TC FTALg s o 2 ¢h > d 3+ CCl
AFERIAZIOELEFNEHECR 3L AR RBE RS
BREESHFE L IEE N R E0B 4-2) 0 Flt Ty A SRR
PERBE AT ETFERE 2 LRI RS- EHRRD
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PIFEAL A B2 e > ConvLSTM #-i§ 5 LSTM 2 i e dfk (535
BREAHET RANAT R AT AT G R BT
HHCAE Y 2§~ S o @] 4-5 977 o
h,
Ct—l Ct
ht—l ht
Bl 4-5 ConvLSTM #-A3E ¥ 2 H ~ S W)
fo CoNVLSTM @ s i » F* ~ B L 2 i 1 2 38 8 6 > i 2 %

SEREY > AR UERT ]Lﬁ?ﬁLﬁi%J%,fsa.}izfi\ZD image #% 2 1
3D tensor - i H ¥ { M AAEE TN B2 e b
ConvLSTM 1@?]/\ AR S @?Jﬂ:r"“ Zlmre ke 2 { ATH LE R
ﬁ;;ﬁg—g 7 Hadamard kA&7~ % A2 dp3k > gl FA 2
il o i L PP o Hadamard 3k -2 v lere gk i 2 T E &
MIET ;jsﬂ]/\ ¢ > Hadamard s ff * *t#ATF g~ § 0 2w
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B °@%#ﬁiiﬁﬁm@¢jwﬁﬁ% it & o e
- Hae it AN TR 2 R OB S| fog B AR 4 0

FORANT R AIEA R IR RN R L AR 2 ok

N

ConvLSTMigﬁJ»pﬂ N P ‘%_]51 R BT

B ATE £ E B2 A2 A eyt 411 T 58 4415 4 o

ip =Wy * Xy + Wy *He_y + Wy 0Ce_q + b;) (4-11)

fo = 0(Wys % Xy + Wyp x H_q + Wes 0 Co_q + by) (4-12)
Ce = froCroq t+igotanh(Wy * Xy + Wy *Hy_1 + b,) (4-13)
0r = 0(Wyo * X¢ + Wyo * He_y + Wep0 o+ by) (4-14)

Ht = Ot o tanh(Ct) (4'15)

;?\‘ v it > ft P Ct A Ot '—;}? Ht A ‘;”I ’;" tEji:;J ﬁ';?] » Fa(lnput gate);PT

fiw £ - % (Forget gate) i v £ ~ mee ik il (Cell state) ~ 44

—_

(Onput gate) 2% & & &2 5L § % f& (Hidden state) 3 X 5 % tp¥ %] 2 4
~ S H s % tpER 2 ﬁi%] & b i mAE ok Sigmoid
function » * N2t 8 A2 R gk B R S 1'F|‘ 1R tanh i

Hyperbolic Tangent Activation Function » #* >M#<2t 8 12 ki § &
BREELILIF AT EHEE 5 %% 1 Hadamard 4 -
@ ConVLSTM * Tt diy » M & 4k 2 7 & W R4 B 4-6 77 >

H P4 Lo B f(rows and columns)# v — B A 0 KA A3 =
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P -
1 ]
— I 1
1 1

2D Image 3D Tensor

® 4-6 ConvLSTM ?Ff}ﬂﬁj » 4B &3+ £ F(Shi et al., 2015)

ConvLSTM i s 4 47 » Fkt e 2 2 7 F b 2 RiFaefe 2
3k dE 0 kATt ? X BH Ak Kk (Shietal, 2015) o gt 8
HE 4 F RO A 49 R B P (timesteps)#E B TR Y { P2 Z R
B € 3 pniE TR R AT o
$A 8 AN BMs ERECR

AEFE-HAEFLRZ MEDSM 2 & @ B A g * 2.2 2
% " HRLDAS /| PRyl g it Sz prfis = Byndg o d 30
HRLDAS £ M&D SM 2% §2.4p 3 ¥ - Flot 7 1038 e 238 (7 A
oo H ko §tE Baett 2 HRLDAS | SM Ttz 7 T35, 4 2
HRLDAS :p T 32 SM F o 4% ¥ #-5 422 HRLDAS /| F¥ SM i&
“f MR RER P TiaE > e R A& ] pF T k% i & (Variation
Ratio) - 4B EF T it 8> L #F Bz p < g M&DSM &
SRR RV S TE @D R M&D SM 2 5

M S AR Ac B 4-7 P17 e
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HRLDAS / N R%T?me
Hourly SM Daily scale

:

1

A 4

Calculate /

Hourly SM € HRLDAS
Variation Ratio / Daily SM

Hourlv SM erged & Downscaled
Variation Ratio Daily SM

v

Temporal Downscaling

!

erged & Downscaled
Hourly SM

W47 2P 22 FREFFEC RINAR

$ 8 ERER

SHFAT S EREF IR B2 FTE 0 AFE Y A 31 Arik 2 13
P Aoplebar 2018 12021 & AP m Ak A 2 BRI FORLIE L iRdp 0 $T
FAEIREASRARERE > A AT TR Y TR A
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w] 5 CC -~ Bias ~ RMSE 2 ubRMSE » # * 48 3% & %[4r3¢ 4-16 1 5%

4-19 #55% o
cc < v x) (4-16)
Ox Oy
1 n
Bias = —z(x —x") (4-17)
e
n
RMSE = Z(x —x")?/n (4-18)
n
ubRMSE = z[(x —%) — (x"=x")?%]/n (4-19)
i=1

R xBTS L ASTH 0O RS L ART
B2 AR L § cov(ex) Brlsk i & A ST AL SRR T2 5
SFHIIOEE LA STRLIO0 nE FRALES

¥ A~ %  WRF-Hydro #:;%
N X

WRF-Hydro #i-;% #_d NCAR #7 B 3 2. WRF #-5%>F Tk < -
B B e 08 S ARG 2 SR B
WRF-Hydro 5 fifi i+ 4 &b k2 & s ° RG> s
WRF-Noah #5358 & 4p M s * @ Sred 82 3 & ~ & T oimig k2
g3 B g 4 pe(spatial redistribution) 7 B e (K JATR 0 F R TR
Bk § 4 o RFTRFREI G- FRESHAMAY
(Skamarock et al., 2008) - # =+ # 3t zt4g & (fh= R BEH)FN 0 4 F
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¥
&
Hels
it
=
)
W

YR F e (de WRR)fo 2 i 2 ok e 5 R ehig £ 0 0 R ik
FHERIM BT RSN Z PR RE LGS L ERDT N MR
K= 3N 2 < F 035 a4 & (Gochis et al., 2020; Skamarock et al.,
2008) -

WRF-Hydro B2 & 2 2. 2 & ~ 2 ¢ JapEe (L i) RILFE ~
e for TORTLARE - MBERE ~REPp R §H g
S B ow B WA 0 4o 4-8 #ron o WRF-Hydro ik & g & et =
DA FETAE G UL A AT 2 AR 0 3% 4230 5 St Venant i
Ffenfg M feR Rk b & 0 PEATA O Rt JleiE Rl o
FoFE R R LR RILY RiE P i g o B L e B 4-9 47
Foodm B RRTE 2 G 0 FREER T A H 2B RRY K
anen TN E o (6 2d — FF Newton-Raphson Jof#ff & #718 2_ &g
Rl FREE AL LR NS T RPETH L2 WA
RfRiEAZ MEHRICoA B VBRI FESHFURES 0 F
T e Sl AW R B RIVE R fesEloE o N w2 By
7 & B & B 4-10 #7o1 o

%iﬂ% PEARE S L iR R R ST

WRF/WRF-Hydro £ £ Noah LSM 48 £ » & b= & 7 WRF-Hydro

=N

BN g F TR 358 ArcCISAE A2l & o d B E

-—\

e (e § A2 T (DEM) g2 BRI 7 & 2 4p B 3 32~ i (4o B oK
¥ ;ft1 3¥§ C *é;) » ;f %3— 3 é?Léfi'F bro ;%3 ifi ST ’}( B E Bo U A 3[
L5 AP EE o
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WRF-Hydro Physics Components —Output Variables

/ Column Land Surface Models /' Terrain Routing Modules Channel & Reservoir Routing Modules |
e : Overland flow, Subsurface flow Hydrologic & Hydraulic 1
2- wa
Coupling
Output v“'..b'f’: Output Variables: Output Variables:
Evapotranspiration 2
oy . Stream inflow Streamflow
Soil moisture/Soil Ice i
Surface water depth River stage
Snowpack/Snowmelt .
Py Groundwater depth Flow velocity
S \ Soil moisture Reservoir storage & discharge
Radiation exchange

Energy Fluxes
Plant water stress

W 4-8 WRF-Hydro # 52 3-%cfeis M # 21 £ 4 W
(2 p Gochisetal., 2020)

IF (Surface Head > Retention Depth) —

Route Water as Overland Flow
S W=
wmmemn
i =
el
E—-%
4

1- or 2-Dimensional
Diffusive Wave
Overland Flow Routing
Ogden, 1997

W 4-9 #7855 A BW(Bp Gochis etal., 2013)
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¢ Channel Slope, S,

e Channel Length, AY (m)

e Channel side slope, z (m)

o Constant bottom width, B,, (m)

« Manning’s roughness coefficient, (»)

W 4-10 #5VEE K <7 R B(Bp Gochis et al., 2013)

= ~ ArcGIS7f r2.

WAL F L S o WRF-Hydro i & ¢ & LSM .2 5
7 0 & F WRF-Hydro /i & # ic i % &t LSM § {4 fmene
o bHimh eRPFE WRFRERIpRF 22 28HE & LSM £
i (Sampson and Gochis, 2020) » gt #F > Pt 3E T i AR € * T] WRF
IRk si4 2 GEOGRID = & #dg ke2ips 2 58T AL o @ &g

SHe

‘T4% £ F] (regridding/nesting factor)sk T & o AR Mok T fR4T R
K e 2kmo ¥ EEHEAE BPRERE O BEATRE T KA
20> mEEEYTR 5 100m (=2000/20) 2R3 FE d o m HEH ~
BB R E 5 2000 i@ * g PR E U A B R PR R R 0 R

BT i 2o B 4-11 9757 o FEAJE 2 AT € 4 2w B netCDF 5% 2
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fi* s e FAAURIRITRLE S K

2 k2

-

e WRF-Hydro:# 52 > 2w i - g e 2
ﬁ';:':? i+
(GWBUCKPARM.NC) ~ = 43 ¥ -k 2 # < # (GWBASIN.nc)* LDAS

\\\?{r

(Fulldom_hires.nc) ~ — s T -k 2 3=

Pz k< 2 (GEOGRID_LDASOUT_Spatial_Matadata.nc) -

/ B4 2 T // Wk BB // AR /

b 4

3% %€ Process GEOGRID File £ %

Regridding (nest) factor = 20
AIEFE B EAHE —200

v

#h4T Process GEOGRID File

Y

B AT IR B AT & A

W 4-11 ArcGIS Fg 2 i f2(B-p & & % » 2022)
= BN
34 % % 2 WRF-Hydro -5t %< & 5 V5.1.1 > gt 4~ [F] = & A
oo TER AP E S o @ 55 v A WRF-Hydro #25¢
E‘g/;:i;jg@ (Wgrﬂt Ja««f ?b%igg?‘rpq)%;gp%gfsa JF‘ﬁ
B0 E 58 ACGIS T ASLI & - R uAp M [ 1 £ £ AT F L
Wi AR L Far ETORE TR TR 2

% SRHs TR * 4% QPESUMS % & T4l o A E ¥ AT T F

<4

FLUEE 4 B2 b FHR T pFE(2021/8/6~2021/8/8):E i Hik o
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yr g Ay

A% 10 ) PRI 5 BN A dE (Spin up) BT 0 PR S R o R
BF BT Az PR (2 48 [ 2 5% » AR E SR HY Ao
PR IS T2 ) PE2 5% o By %% 1 % (Shangan) 4 3 2 -k BRI F
BT AR -
T~ SR

& WRF-Hydro #55% ¢ # % % 8 % #8734 #& > ¢ 7 Noah LSM
12 8 2 #(GENPARM.TBL) ~ 2 3 4 #c(SOILPARM.TBL) ~ 2+
¥ 4 #(MPTABLE.TBL) ; # 25;% & 4 #c(Hydro.TBL 2

\

hydro2dtbl.nc) ; 2 :¢ /% & % #(CHANPARM.TBL =

Route Link.nc) ; # * -k 4 #(GWBASINS.nc 2 GWBCKPARM.Nc) ;
Fei ip -k B $-#ic(LAKEPARM.NC) - *3-% 1245 Hogue et al. (2006)#~
7 % o BAEE L 4T SOILPARM.TBL » 1 $FH 382 4 3 R o
M2 A X (BB)~ 2 LR 4 BHE A (SATDK) » 23L& {c k£
(MAXSMC) ~ 2 34 fo-k& Fdc 3 (SATDW) ~ 2 fée ok 14 i
(SATPSI) ~ 2 3 5c% 2 -k £ (DRYSMC) ~» = & % -k £ (REFSMC) % #*
% 3L(WLTSMC) % Sdicie Fa7 B A 45 0 @ {43 4 BB ~ MAXSMC
% SATDK % i 5 AcR chddic » #5V i mz. 280 Rindz4c @) 4-12
TR oo @ & IR SRR} 4 Fl B fk 2 95 Hogue etal. (2006)F 7 &
o BARBEACA 418 BT I5 AaS e b o P E g
B AR R EET O BESNE { Bk Py Rk B
om B 27 R E R Bt o
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fl* ke T AR AT RS R KR FY

AreGIS Preprocessing

/ &Oac;;;gs 3::8 // Static Data /
l / // SATDK %«AXSMC/
‘ WRF-Hydro }4—

& Noah LSM

.............. Sensitive
Soil Parameter

Y A

a . The Optimal Calibrate Sensitive
Soil Moisture Data - -
Soil Parameter Soil Parameter

W 4-12 *3+ 3% 2. WRF-Hydro $-#3 i 42

241 3 EFEARE
Parameters ARBEK

BB 1.1-12-13-~14-15

MAXSMC 1.1-12-13-~14-15

SATDK 15~20~25-~3.0~35
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r IR AEE

-8 1EFREASBARLEESS
% 4 CCl ~ SMAP 2 HRLDAS % & 5-i& {7 ih £ #4114 &
TS AT EAHRE 02571347 R 2 = & SRR 7 Bias
AAr o @ AR BARESSFEFERPIEL S0 E 0 MY PE
FRETRE D FORBRE PAZES £ 2 BB 2R F S k&
Ak~ 3 B NI F R EER)RTLRE R m 02573
¥R & A &8 ik p|ak Bias 2. ¢ = #ic(Median)¥ T 358 (Average) e
% 5-1#7 o d ¥ 7 5= A& ¢ SMAP £ p|=E 5 Bias 2. Median
2 Average ¥ & Eo| o Fpt AFT 7 iEE SMAPIE S B A R 2 &
%
% 5-10.25" 247 R 2. = A& 52 R|#k Bias 2. Median & Average

Bias CCI SMAP HRLDAS
Median 0.027 0.009 -0.014
Average 0.012 0.001 -0.025

$-8 TCHALTES

Aol @ e AR 444 CCl -~ SMAP 2 HRLDAS % = & &
BEFTCH 22 4 A4r > ¥ udeB5-1 2 BE5-3ET 7 2 A K2
+ % B #i(Covariance, COV) ~ & A 42 B2 REV 112 & & Z3t 5 %
EFEREFTEZEEZR AT c AP RSLY R Z 4
R LR R A ERUART I R A d AR EA S
i& {7 CDF matching # £ & & 12 2 3 HRLDAS % % iz 45 » ¥ CCI £
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ARz 3T KB AT EREFRF2APME > P2 A F2 1T
REFHR AL BT 330 AN A2 AR RE B %S

SRR RPN SR - T AR S A SR SN |
st E kel % E 0 o CClfr SMAP FIA 7k i5
Bl XFERFFREEREREFI R A g2 1 E D
KB FALE FHHRLDAS 7 i o S5 b it » AT 7R3 % BTt 2
F4-8 158 4100 T & B bl 5-3 45 0 & A ﬁﬁbi“__
» 3¢ HRLDAS & 2 %73 Rt b g > # 2¥7) R
¥ 4 4 0.837; SMAP %2 » H ¥4 ez TiaiE 4 0.089 » CCl

EJ}}&]%,ﬁ MTP F{‘.*}z7 -ii/"f_g';—,;- 0.074°
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COV(CCI, SMAP) COV(CCI, HRLDAS)  COV(SMAP, HRLDAS)

N0

W 51 =&2%2 COVZRFAFH

CCI SMAP HRLDAS

W52 =3 5&iwi @2 REVZTFA®H

CCI SMAP HRLDAS

WO3 AR RepE b2 BELZFATH

5-3

cov
0.87

0.70

0.52

0.35

0.17

0.00

0.23

0.18

0.14

0.09

0.05

0.00

Weights
1.00

0.80

0.60

0.40

0.20

0.00



¥=§ 025313 kEASEMPAFLESE
BAR

=¥ 025°2 g &
CCl ~ SMAP 2 HRLDAS % = R +4~2 %2 Merged SM 22 > % 13 B

#(Merged SM):& 7 2% 3% » A ;(j Rl

BIFEE T 4T 0 BRI 2T R Ao R 5-2 B2 B] 5-4 Ao o

% 5-2 2 B 5-4 ¥ % 3R » Merged SM {7 jplsbi® it 2 & 5 4y
EBiFE LB g 0 2P 2k CC 2. Median # > Merged SM &2 &
HRLDAS % % "% € % 1.93% - e 4p - 3+ CCl ¥2 SMAP > Merged SM
P4 w1 46.5%27 39.7% ; ¥ Merged SM 2 jp| =k 2_ Bias &7
RMSE 323 73 A &¢ 2R i3 > 2 ¢ Merged SM £ Bl Bias 2
Median 4 %]#& CCl ~ SMAP 2 HRLDAS & *% i1 7 48.7% ~ 44.1%%

71.7% > RMSE p| &_%& %] 14 5-20.6% ~ 0.30% % 5.32% > ; i
Merged SM £2 p| =k 2. UbRMSE # 3R] & %] 3k ¢ 3 CCl &2 HRLDAS
%) 6.91%22 21.1% > & i SMAP 17 "% 14 7 %) 12.5% - 3% F #1if o i*u
%% @ % Merged SM #& 7% UDRMSE % I 5 §kd > e iv & it
SMAP 2 & @ w2 CC * & > MergedSM » 7 ¥ & 442 &7 %R
B i 2. HRLDAS iT 7 # T 2 2 45 4 30.(~0.76) » © Bias 22 RMSE
FAREL AT AR B 27 AL AN TCTFEE = 2
A %2 Merged SM ¥ 7 »cB~ & kiR A 2 BF - E{ LxE P
2 3 EZREAS o
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$71% AHes

% 52025F37 R 2 v A RERIHL P LR R

Median CCI SMAP HRLDAS Merged
CC 0.519 0.545 0.776 0.761
Bias -0.019 -0.018 -0.035 -0.010

RMSE 0.119 0.095 0.100 0.095

ubRMSE 0.050 0.062 0.044 0.054

(a) CC (b) Bias

CC

1

0.

0

0.

0

0.

.0 0.3

3 E E 0.2
EE T o 0 b e

6] + T | s ! ! T !
E E I ”;E/ N E E E
4 . g
! - m 0.1 = =
! L
2 0.2
0 03

CCI
SMAP
HRLDAS
Merged
CC1
SMAP
HRLDAS
Merged

(¢) RMSE (d) ubRMSE

RMSE (m’/m’)

023 0.14
0.20 012
. - € i) .
0.15 1 - ».é 0.10 - i : =
| @ 0.08) i | |
0.10
Iﬂ 2 0.06 I; El
! S T
0.051 -~ = i i 0.04{ L
o =y :
0.00 0.02 ==
o
(5]
o
]
=

SMAP
HRLDAS
Merged
SMAP
HRLDAS

W54 & 025" K- plabimh & %2 £ KW
AFERHFAGETREIDIRY 50 T D H AR
LA & B R sh e R S e ) 55 A1 0 B R AT T

B ARk h b WY F A FH S GA el
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& e w & CClI SM ~ SMAP SM ~ HRLDAS SM ~ Merged SM % g

SFA A RRRES B EAA o

v+ % plsk A b HRLDAS SM - Merged SM e i 484 { 4
il FTAL o R A G > CCISM ik d T 48 > RERF ph F Z LR
z. 2 EZKE LD SMAP A 5 "% & 1 {5 cni¥ Kb A R sEELR|
% # 7 4p ¢ > HRLDAS SM A% iz 37 ip) =k T4 » Merged SM R

\

FELAREBRE S ARNBFa- R o

N

=t

tea Biplxk > CCISM TRl & I fhfi ] £ 220% & 4% B R7 $
& 5 SMAP SM ~ HRLDAS SM % Merged SM R/ & 3R 3 i+ 2. $icie
[ gﬁv%l AR RIRITRIE T AL o H ¢ Merged SM { it § 2k B
¥ ZOKENER B i e
B 5T TR R AR RS #E 1 0 CCI SM & 5 -1 4% - SMAP SM F
FL i £ ] o e e B R B kL] £ BER S 2 AR AR o 4B
5 > HRLDASSM 824~ % thi v & 8 & (- ABF i KR a0 s ipf =k
TR L - & @ Merged SM R E R 2 ] ik £ frdk F - R o
BERD T 0 LA E R L TR A i 2R A
# o CCI SM {73 R 2k P "’K&ﬁ—‘r |40 ¥ T FEendicie it # . SMAP
SM R 2 R =k TR Uy Z ] 0 TE 7 5g TE S (8 eiT oK B AT R Bk BR
Bl tE A B 7 49 HRLDAS SM B §_AF 2 pE B % 1t
FEpERIT RHS FEPREPERAZBL oA AT
Wi TC > 2 A %2 Merged SM Apdie 2 e A 50 v jg L 458 F g2
KT AR 2 iAo
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LI S
Shangan Gauge
0k I ‘W ,‘( T T ‘v”MW T YII"W T 10
s~}
_ g
o il |- 4
g 1l L 3
> ‘ 'V ' \\.\ \ YW \N\M&\~ v “‘\\'Q\ -
02\ \/\‘ X W :
2019 2020 2021 000
Time (Year)
Nanfung Gauge
0.6 T ”r B I 5 F'w'wr TTT T T T T V 0
s
“z 04 200 éj
m.\E ' NMN ‘ “ (A “\ V(I 5
= \I \ \ N‘V’ R ¢ N ! g
= 02 ‘“M \‘ N MAMPREAR WA 400 5
2RV I L I VU
005019 2020 2021 600
Time (Year)
Pingding Gauge
0.6 T ‘F T w‘ww W T T F TR | R nv”n T T T l\’”‘ "H!' 70
~ o " Wy \‘\ A \‘.’\ oA \\Mﬁ\ \N 200 g
; i W § \[ m\ ‘ \ i \ } S
= i SO PNl Mt 2
— v g
2 02 400 §
00015 2020 2021 600

Time (Year)

— SMAP SM
CCI SM

—— HRLDAS SM
— Gauge SM

—— Merged SM
mmmmm Precipitation

W55 £ 025 TR2L LA SERIHFTHLERES|H

(@)} %Rk 5 (b)s BRI=E ;5 (C)ZER =
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¥
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ks
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Sz wPE ’}i:f;, BKAPDA 7.8 %
Ao ERRGE AFT Y TR P PR BE TR F]F APL Rt R % o

*EF P 0 #0252 R O TCCIP p & & % » 38 3-2 0 fpt o5t

» FRFEKKEFF S 0801 098> Fri: 001 4 g
THFEFXELLZ230p " FE21P o iz KEEd
% Bk B 2499522 Merged SM 3+ 5 9018 chdp B (R fich B B4 T
LB AL e APL S 0 AFT T - APl 33550 3-3 i * Python
2_ sklearn £ © i& {7 Yeo-Johnson # 4% o }* & i ¢ {245 Maximum
likelihood method p #+2+5 % B Etadboif ez LB o @ & ffairi
2 Kt~ 2 5% s L G4cB 56477 » B P Lt s o b 2
K.mpvrﬂ,a 0.80 2 0.98 » 2 ffes it * B F 7 1613079 -

R Err 2 A EERL-0282 % 02095 R4t ® £ - Yeo-
Johnson ## 3% w0 {5 2. APl & %] £2-Merged SM z_ 4p i 8% & 4~ *
Pl4c@) 5-7 17 » 2 ¢ % & § 22 Merged SM T 1o4p B fa#ic L 041 ;
Yeo-Johnson & 4% # 2_ APl ¥ Merged SM -T 354p i i3 8 5 0.68 -
Yeo-Johnson ##& 3% {¢ 2. APl 22 Merged SM * 3=4p i 7 8c 5 0.78 » ﬂ}
I 3am 3 > Yeo-Johnson ## 4% & 2. APl 22 Merged SM 2_4p i 7% Bicqp
PR A" & TR R4S AP E A B E £ 5027 & 0.10 0 Fpt
rEY = JF," i#F % Yeo-Johnson i 3% t8 2_ APl i 4 {8 5 2c »
ConvLSTM #23]»+ 0.25° 2" i p 2_ %] o pt ¢k > G HRLDAS A &

BRI BB TR B nT odp B BB 0 Tt i 3Kkm R4 & APl 0
FE? O HKE - A B AERE RFAFE S L 3km
HRLDAS SM :+ 5 #1i8 chf B 4p M 2 8icid-3_ > B 5-8 B+ 7 3km &

R 2 KE 2 A i LE B9 & el soegr 2 K
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B4R 0801 095> KR AHFEFLL1I30p > &
PRPFER* 2 AEHFFE-0709 2 0220 ; 3km 2. APl &
HRLDAS SM 2_4p B 1% #cf| 4o ] 5-9 #777 » 0§ e e4p b (2T 35
% £ 083 ¢

(a) K value (b) Days (c) &
P Inm

24 I 0.06

-0.06
I-UJ ]
-0.30

W56025°2 & %38 API#ig* 2 Kie-FT o3& L

0.84

ske(]
! !1 é
% Syl
i
\‘-.
14

0.80

Rain API Transformed API 00
| <€f“ 3
L 0.80
ST ,
0.60
: c
- Jf 0.40
5 H
/
ANV 0-20
3
N
0.00

W 5-70.25°2_*% & € ~ Yeo-Johnson f&#& % {8 2. APl & g2
Merged SM 2_4p B 74 ¥
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(a) K value

© A

0.03

1-0.15

-0.34

W 583kmaz2 & -5 APl ¢ * K~ ¥ AP A&

Transformed API

1.00

0.80

0.60

J0

0.40

0.20

0.00

W 5-9 Yeo-Johnson f&#% 14 2. APl &2 HRLDAS SM #p b 4 #k
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$¥7I & ConvLSTM B4 |%E L%

AEY K-ER I IEZLE A 5 (T 0.25° 2. CCI SM ~ Merged
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