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Fig. 1 Framework of FIO-ESM global carbon cycle model v1.0 and v2.0
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Table 1 Prognostic variables in FIO-ESM v2.0 ocean carbon cycle model
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Fig. 3 Schematic diagram of FIO-ESM v2.0 land carbon

cycle simulation

kR, TR KKFEBRRERB KA, 4w E A Y B 4 7= 71 (Net Biome Production, NBP) , %l 43
RSk 4 ek m 416 PR A X Hp Bl M 5 R Z (R CO, il i, PR BT i b R R SRR 22 2 [R] 0 32 4, & B RS /IN ATy [

JEFRATHEAT R ERBRAG PR A TR AL I T R RN .

FIO-ESM v1.0 [ifi b 8% 1 PR 455 2K J2 Fifi 10 4 20 CLM3.5 i) CASAYBR Bl BT 32 #85 He J& /. CASA( Carnegie-
Ames-Stanford Approach) K&l b ik 138 T4 BRI A Y Bl MU G AR, & — D SR g S B A A
HAE BB 1Y 53 A AN B[R] 22 A6 28 A, AL bR B s ik 22 0 Ry 12 SRR R, A4S 3 A i ARk EE A 9 A
FETTBRIE o Jovi, 3 AN I R 2 43 50l R AR A I Bl 2 . R R IR B, 9 AN FETTBR PEALEE T 5 AN R JE Ak
CREFET 7™ A A AR 2R 2 U8 V% W ik i RN 25 00 22 2 JR VR W0 B e . AR R BB T 38 77 A 1 A - 19 0 7 0 e J2E R 45
P PR VE ORI . AR M BET P A R A TR S 2R | 2 At A ik T (R 2 A R I D - R A ik
DTN 2 A - e HLEK (2248 + A HLAK P A M A AL D o



782 G = A 40 &

FIO-ESM v2.0 4> Bk i A1 PR A5 2 1 i b Bk 9 R A5 X oy i T 4 152 X CLM4.0 H ) CN( Carbon-Nitrogen) 152 3t
(CLM4-CN), Ji 2 JE b A1 UR A A0 5k R0 R A o 1t ke 0 R 20 L6470 et TR, o e 25 A ol 248 AR 194 fi b ol
IE PR A ki b A Bk 2 RN 1 43 A AS B B ) AR AR AR AE, RO SRR . KRR S RMA TR E LR,
CLM4.0-CN #5% 7 1) T 41 A% f55 6 5 fili M AR B . U 95 90 A0 39648 MILJS v B0 B 2 . R0 P8 DA B Al e -5 - B 1) ) 7K
AR AE . CON AR HLRE Bl M B 22 43 4 30 N8R, 166 20 AL 22 (F . ISR FIZET-25 | ISR AL T HLAR
DL R AR A5 B P 6 A L 3k 6 AN JE I B R R AR B e R 3 12 L AR ROVPIRAE BB R 1A L AR IT R i A
BRPE 1A 3R (WG YOk . VR AT AE ROk IE . TR YR BTR KD « 1 ASHLR B 5
e, 4 EHEE NI CHEE . L SR RS ) I 2 AR TR A A TR AR R D o

FIO-ESM v2.0 4= BRI A 25 13 72 Hp 19 i -, CO, il £ Fa T A

Fa= GPP-R,—R;—Rge

= NPP-R;—Rg;e

= NEP-Rg,.

= NBP
Horpr: GPPR /LSRG BAIRA T ROWAEY A F=PFRE N CO,; Rl 572 B COy; Riee
kKU1 Y ki M A S R SR CO, THEMR TN ; NPP R Wl g4 7= 15 NEP RS RS 4= 415 NBP R
AR 1. T ARREGIRR CO, THRBIKME 22 M 5 A0 &, 78 FIO-ESM v1.0 %A % & itk
T, 1 #E FIO-ESM v2.0 "X 35 B Tk ¢ 5 | i fili b A 25 R 48 CO, $5K Ry

CLM4-CN 1 fifi A= 25 R G2 A 9 A= 7 71 GPP (1 H 5% WG i85 780 . ply 5 J2 B P B it ) Jg P AN T
HiasHEhn . KALFE SOCA ER S BAASE , DS I 78 5 43 503 F 58 568 2 1) PR 5 B i (8 e 5 1R
SRIGIF B W Z BN N Bl s 2B 25 R 420 GPP. GPP (i H 2R IE . KALSE . HHRE | Rom S,
] o} 38 2 T A b S0 i S X R R IR, SE B R-ERR S o B B IR IRAE R,
43 R 4EF5 % ( Maintenance respiration, MR) #1 4= 4 I, ( Growth respiration, GR) P #5 /» #E 47115, 4k H571F 0 &
T R AR 0 R P 1 L B R R B B I PR B OIS R G AU T 25 FRLAR B ) 5 b 38 43 Bl 2 114 A4 43 I WG 3ok 36 i
2m A, Hl T S A AR AR FIRELAR ) %) 2 AR I W 358 23R I - A B R ) 43 AT RN I 1 - SR B L AR K
W 1 31 A3 B T 32 B [0 25 o8 7 26 B BB () B o 5 R IR R & A TR IS Wi I . - 3 ML A 2R ROREL A I i
JEw I ; RFRVFUERZK . RESEN, P SEYBAT RIS kIR G I R A S RS COo, ik
R, BT M3 IR BE 45 454 . 7€ FIO-ESM v1.0 1 i -/<, CO, il &t 19 1 55 I I A3 25 18 00 45 2o 4 174 B i1
YEHT . RKGIER CO, #K55, S8 FEARXT R, a0 H FRPFI R, B 2 2506y GPP (1 —2F o XA I+ 2
fdi 153 FIO-ESM v2.0 X Fifi 1 B 7 2 32 72 114 220 1 5 Jonn 4 3 5 56 55

(6)

23 KK CO,HistiE

A T B 798 B o it A i o g 0 20 0o 20 59 36 o - CO, il i A - CO, i i 5 KR CO, B R E— e,
o B 58 B Y A BRI PR ek AR 0 TR0 CO, T AR - CO, 3l T A S R CO, 15 i aek A 1 I 320 54 5% R 52 i) R
L CO, By Aii o {E FIO-ESM v1.0 Al v2.0 BRI AR IR, B R i a5 1 AR CO, 1L 77 72 -

0
5C02 +L(C02) = _FAO_FAL+JCOZ’ (7)

A, L(COy) N RS CO, WP Ui . X U 55 W) B R AR I 5 Fao M-S COy il B 5 Fa N Bli-"< CO, il 5
Jeo, M 1T LI 3 R R SR AR TR 19 5T B9 RS0 CO, B N HERBE o 78 ¥ =<0 CO, il Bt Al - CO, il i 19 3158 (5
5 M 6)H, FaoMIF a0 531 J2 ) ¥ 35 S TE R i) [l o 1E, PRI AE RS0 CO, J5 8 P il E k8 J5 1) . KX CO,
AN D HE R 32 B AL A T Tl iy LR A 205 1S B8 A A7 JORE HE R = ) P 26 T AR AR 5 | A HE
"< CO, 38 Fpo M1 Fili - CO, 38 1t F o 73 01 P 8 17 B 7 PRASE ORIl 3t Btk A7 PR 01530, IRl i W 5 4%
B BB A% 2 R, R CO, YN TR I J o, T 368 e DR R L 4 35 AL 73 st UL 00 R AR A 1 S5 T4V 119


https://www.ams-journal.org.cn

414 RIRAE, 55 PARHE G TR B9 M Bk 2R G4 3 FIO-ESML 4 BR 3 8 B 3 72 4 Jre 783

NN CO, HERE R . 76 FIO-ESM v1.0 H, AR CO, HEBUCEHE A CMIPS 45 Hi 9 7 52 WL AT RCP ( Representative
Concentration Pathways) A< 3K 1 5t 3 4 ; 7£ FIO-ESM v2.0 T, | Jy CMIP6 45 H3 (1) J3 5 WL I A1 SSP( Shared
Socioeconomic Pathways) 7 3 175 5 HE i 5 HE .

KRR COMEHITFEMGIA, SEH TIRAERS . WV Bl =8k EZ R 09 BG ER . [RIS, 1 v G
Hi Bk A BR 2 AR DA K AR CO, HEUGHE Rl P2 T KRR CO, M . i TR CO, Rl M BEMREIMAKZ —,
o 5 e AR A, D R IR, DA R e A 3R A AR A 5 T IR Y R i e i 0 B Ao R S R AR
T B A, I DL 7S Ak 32 5 i U N A R A B, — 2B E i TR0 CO, il £ A R R CO, i B
KR CO, MR, MM SEE BRI IG M I 2 5 R A S G .

24 HEYETESSKBRER

£ FIO-ESM W) LA i X iy & ey, MR HE 26, IRBOR SN vIOBiE &51 A, JfH
Tk 5 MV A PN R B I 1] VR A S IR ) A R A . EW IR AR S, IRBUR A R IR TR, IS
InENE R A R E A IR A T RPN E R A R BCRE S T B E R R L e
BRAIRPE AR p, IRBUR A RECBE B T A LY BR L # T A S ) R m P 8 R 8 B (X 8, i
TERRAE P 3 R 00 I A TR AR o, DT 5 T 4 BR A A 4 5 UM A5 4k . 7E FIO-ESM v1.0 Fl v2.0 4> BR Ak 1 245 2C
B2 T IR EOR G XN A Y ek A D B g, A

K, =K,,+B,
) (3
K,=K,,+B,

Kr: K, K 5 R 3 3 1n) B R ECRNR R S A Y ek b AR i O B R TR KoMK o
SR KPP I R G S 80 )y 2 B T 1) R vE RECHY B R % B IR B AR BOR & R

BRIREGR A AN, SST H ARk i 72 A1 3 1 52 Wi 5 /<, CO, 3l 2 14 3530 17 52 Wi 4 BRI 38 1 A o 52 K BH 2 D%
TR H A SR Y SST H AR fbad B2 )& SST fx B A b=z —, SST iy H AR b A& 38 J& T 35 1.5 °CP7,
H 5 KR WA fE AT 3k 6 °CHS), 33 Fh AR Ak i B 70 35 40 1 IXGEB 3 T SST MUAEBR A I A A fb b 3 o AV <3 o
IR (X 2~ A UL, WE R Y SST 23 52 M i K AC ke B | 7K 19 CO, W R . RIZ WK pCO,. kiR
b B AE TS A TS COL i . A WL B8 BHF 58 R A, Hy 7 SST A#7F % 19 H AR fL AR 1iE
R)ZMGIKI CO, 43 W AAAE b 35 H SRR s A BFFE R WP, R P i L B 1 H 5 < CO, i it 5% & H
AR L OE R R T AR CO, il A AR R 1 25 5 . Bernie P AR, HAA R 20 K 1Y 3 1) 43 B
FIRF) 1 m B, B A GRELHLSST (9 H AR (LRI, 3 XV v 5 AR BB & 7 AR B R THRIEFE . £ 200
R, P2 IR A A RR S, SST ¥y X as 1 )2 BB B, IR B R BEvE R B 4L SST 1 H A8k
SR . FIO-ESM v2.0 51 A SST H AL S8k I B I5 . FAERIR)Z OKIE 0 m) iR A B2 10 H A8 L 4R 5,
H 50005 A X242, RIT, 7E FIO-ESM v2.0 4= 3K ik 1 452 2 ih it -< CO, 3 e 1y 15l B v, 4% T SST
P VR A AR 1 2 A B A I R o th AR SST H B b S 8tk 1T 345 20 19 B B MERR H A8 fL R AF 1Y)
SST, BT SST H A2 4k id B X - CO, il i H Y m, 583 7 i< CO, M S BT % .

3 FIO-ESM v2.0 [1) 4= BR bk 15 R E50(E A

3.1 FIO-ESM v2.0 #J C4MIP iz 3& 15 #1

FIO-ESM v2.0 4= BR ik 11 25 455 28 H #1 1F 2 17 CMIP6 H #5 & <45 -k 115 2 455 28 Lb % 11 %l ( Coupled Climate-
Carbon Cycle Model Intercomparison Project, C4MIP) i & B2, © 52 i, T 4 Bk % 1 25 48 & 45 =2 19 Spinup 2 56
Cesmspinup) A Tk # iy /i #8 il i 5% C esmpicontrol) , 1E 7F JF J& JJj ¥ il % ( esmhistorical) , 52 & J5 ¥ IF @
SSP585 i 5t T Y AR A i 5t T Al 155 Cesmssp585) o



784 G = A 40 &

2R ORAE 5 esmspinup 1855 2 7E 42 3R G A P18 2 i KR CO, IR TR 0k 1850 4F 1) 284.32x107°, BK 3f)
VP R T b g 0 B Aok A, fofE e R B b B 0 PR S ik BP A A, BN -SORN B - COL B iR T 0, DT PR B 4
R G IR 3 B A A #5G . esmpicontrol 356, J&7F esmspinup I FERE -, SEHELmIEHR IR ELBE
BIAE N CO, HEi i 0 B9 25T, KR CO, M -SRI Bl <. CO, 3 1 >R BK 3l K < CO, K AR5, JF
AR KA CO, 2K BK Bl A S 12 i 455 78 52 W 0 B A< R 0« K 0 9 3 00 ol e, T Al 0 A8 30 2 582 il 4> B ik
PEIR LR . MAE CAMIP i 1% 125K, esmspinup 18 56 A5 481 A4 v 3 0 i b i J22 v LAAE 7 — 8 9 A8 fb a4, (B
Y8 /NTF 10 PgC/100 a, BIEE - A1 -<, CO, 3 & If /N T 10 PgC/100 a; esmpicontrol o 36 4% #8145 -5, 0 fili - /<
CO, i 1 ERES W 1Z 45 HI7E 10 PgC/100 a P, KA CO, IRFR A B A8 fb #a B 0 i e P I AE 5 x107%/100 a P .

FIO-ESM v2.0 4= Rk ik 1 78 A5 X 7E KR CO, IR 70 B0k 284.32x10° 3K 8, 52 T 1 000 a [ esmpinup i
55, H G 200 a 34 09 SR B - CO, il 43 B8 9.1 f1—-6.1 PgC/100 a, ¥ ¥ A7 78 ] K HE L CO, 1Y 4
ol H A AE R CO, (i #a F, H AR T CAMIP (Y BE5R o FEBLFERE B, FRATSE M T 500 a iy
esmpicontrol X3, LIS 7R 500 a 1 KR CO, IR FRA> KM 286.85x107°C &1 4), 458 T\l 3 iy iy WL {1
284.32x10° i K5 KA CO, IRF B K AZ b #2345k 1.33 x107°/100 a5 500 a - 34 (1) 5 - A Bt - CO, il &
43 31R 6.7 F1-4.2 PgC/100 a, KA B JFEAF 76— 159 B9 E (2.5 PgC/100 a) , SR T KA CO, K W28 fh a4,
S esmpicontrol 150 (LD 45 SRAFAE — o RIS A a3, (HJZ 4R HITE T CAMIP 150 B 2K B Ya LA .
T BRI, TEX) esmhistorical {5 1 esmssp585 1 5 il B iy 481 25 S AT i, % L BR iz A R

294
g 200 | ZAET-HIE N 286.85x10°°, L% 1.331x107-(100 a)!
< 200} -
ﬁ 288 L 2t
Z_"é 286 |
S 284F
“ . . . . . . . .
0 50 100 150 200 250 300 400 450 500
(a) BERFHRR CO, RBUMEL
04t TRAEAEAY, SFEIE N 0.067 (PeC-a™), FriEZE N 0.105 (PgC-a™)
. 03}
e 2o Ao, Lty |,
& ot MLl iy e ‘AA ﬂ Mf\M Lo Mt 0l
QLA A A \IWV'VW\) lUMV\ I ™l HH)H AL ||w'uuv\|tlr plivaTyiG
2 o[ V|0 e /'l LA AL V‘ JAURIMAN
S ool LR T
S -o.
0 50 100 150 200 250 300 400 450 500
(b) 2Bk CO, il
3
= Ll EEEAE, SEHE A —0.042 (PgC-a™'), #RifE2EH 0.858 (PgC-a™)
o 1t
g 'l‘lhln I“l'lulwlA‘lll’LlWJl”’mll'lli‘n'll' “Hiiwh ll.‘lﬁnxnirlw hn‘l'ml llll”lyﬂll ’l l ““J ”h“ll lllmll “ll Al lw‘;”,“'“'v'll |
= | A G AR
S 2t Bk
) 5 . . . . . . . .
0 50 100 150 200 250 300 400 450 500

t/a
(c) BT HIBG-< CO, if it

4 2 BREAG P esmpicontrol i IR 4L 19 KR CO, RBUMEL . ¥ -R, CO, i 1k I i -X, CO, it 1t
iSRG - CO, 38 & 10 K UM IED
Fig.4 Simulated atmospheric CO, concentration, air-sea CO, flux and land-sea CO, flux in the esmpicontrol experiment

(positive CO, flux means release CO, to the atmosphere)
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(Positive value means ocean release CO, to atmosphere, while negative value means ocean absorb CO, from the atmosphere)
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Global Carbon Cycle of Earth System Model FIO-ESM

SONG Zhen-ya'***, BAO Ying"***, QIAO Fang-1i"***
(1. First Institute of Oceanography, MNR, Qingdao 266061, China;
2. Key Laboratory of Marine Science and Numerical Modeling, MNR, Qingdao 266061, China;
3. Shandong Key Laboratory of Marine Science and Numerical Modeling, Qingdao 266061, China;
4. Laboratory for Regional Oceanography and Numerical Modeling, Pilot National Laboratory for Marine Science and Technology
(Qingdao), Qingdao 266071, China)

Abstract: FIO-ESM (First Institute of Oceanography-Earth System Model) developed by the First Institute of
Oceanography of the Ministry of Natural Resources, is an earth system model with surface gravity wave models and
composed of a physical climate model and a global carbon cycle model. The Earth system model has developed from FIO-
ESM v1.0 to FIO-ESM v2.0, which has been improved in both its physical climate model and the global carbon cycle
model. The marine carbon cycle model of FIO-ESM v2.0 global carbon cycle model has been upgraded from the nutrient-
driven model of v1.0 to the NPZD (Nutrient Phytoplankton Zooplankton Detritus) type ocean ecological carbon cycle
model, and the terrestrial carbon cycle model has been upgraded from the simple light energy utilization model of v1.0 to
the carbon-nitrogen coupling model considering carbon-nitrogen interaction. The atmospheric carbon cycle model is still
the CO, transport processes, with the anthropogenic carbon emissions from the fossil fuel and land use change. In terms of
effects of physical process parameterization schemes on the global carbon cycle, the FIO-ESM v2.0 global carbon cycle
considers not only the role of non-breaking wave induced mixing on biogeochemical variables, but also the effects of SST
diurnal cycle on air-sea CO, flux. Primary analysis shows that FIO-ESM v2.0 can simulate the global carbon cycle fairly
well after considering more complex carbon cycle processes. FIO-ESM v2.0 global carbon cycle model would provide a
fundamental tool for the further research of the ocean and global carbon cycle, so as to better serve the national carbon
strategy.

Key words: FIO-ESM; global carbon cycle model; ocean carbon cycle model; land carbon cycle model
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