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Global Sensitivity Analysis of CROPGRO — Tomato Model
Parameters Based on EFAST Method

CUI Jintao' SHAO Guangcheng' LIN Jie’ DING Mingming’
(1. College of Agriculiural Engineering, Hohai University, Nanjing 210098, China
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Abstract. Sensitivity analysis plays an essential role in the processes of crop model localization. It is
important to quantify the sensitivity of input parameters of model for crop model calibration and
application. In order to quantify the effects of input parameters variation on the sensitivity of CROPGRO —
Tomato output variables, the extended Fourier amplitude sensitivity test method was applied to perform
global sensitivity analysis. The most sensitive parameters for anthesis, fruit set and maturity date were the
photothermal days in the early flowering period ( EMFL) among the cultivar parameters, and the average
minimum air temperature among climate parameters, while the phenology of tomato was not affected by
soil parameters in the model. Among the cultivar parameters, the most sensitive parameters for leaf area
index and canopy height was EMFL, while the most sensitive parameters for growth of root and stem was
the maximum fraction of daily growth. The growth of root, stem and leaf was affected sensitively by the
average maximum air temperature (TMXD) and the soil field capacity ( SDUL) among climate and soil
parameters, respectively. The most sensitivity parameters for the tops weight at maturity and fresh fruit
weight was EMFL, while the most sensitivity parameter for number of fruits at maturity and single fruit
weight was maximum weight per seed among cultivar parameters. TMXD and SDUL were also the most
sensitivity parameters for tomato production among climate and soil parameters. The research result
indicated that EFAST method was a feasible way for CROPGRO — Tomato model calibration and
application.
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Tab.1 Definition and intervals of cultivar parameters in CROPGRO — Tomato model

28 T BR{E R BR{E
4 BRI AE ] B BUR (EMFL) /(C-d ") 10 35
LW FNEE 1 Al A BB (FLSH) /(€ -d7") 1 10
BIAEWIFNEE 1 AR A BB (FLSD) /(€ -d 1) 15 30
55 1A AR 2R B AR LA BUR (SDPM) /(€ -d 1) 45 55
BIAE I B 0 A 45 15 R B B (FLLF) /(C -d 1) 45 55
3B FAE R M R KO A R (LFMAX) / (mgem ~2+s71) 1.0 1.5
W AL (SLAVR) /(em? g~ ") 280 320
B I FH ( STZLF) / em? 280 320
T-9 5043 B L 5] ( XFRT) 0.5 0.9
I K HNFRL BT B (WTPSD) /g 0.003 0. 005
T it S S KT 7 BUR (SFDUR) /(€ -d ™) 20 30
IEH AT AT AT Xk R % (SDPDV) 280 320
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Tab.2 Definition and intervals of climate and soil parameters in DSSAT model
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Tab.3 Global sensitivity index of cultivar parameters

for phenology of tomato

ADAP PDIP PDFP MDAP
—b &R B 2R B &R B 2R
EMFL  0.40 0.92 0.95 0.97 0.88 0.90 0.28 0.84

S8

=

FLSH 0.08 0.60 0.01 0.03 0.02 0.02 0.27
FLSD 0.08 0.60 0.03 0.06 0.10 0.12
SDPM 0.08 0.60 0.02 0.02 0.20 0.77
FLLF 0.08 0.60 0.02 0.02
LFMAX 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.01 0.14
SLAVR 0.02 0.02 0.02
SIZLF 0.02 0.02 0.03
XFRT 0.08 0.60 0.02 0.02
WTPSD 0.08 0.60 0.03 0.03 0.09 0.64
SFDUR  0.08 0.60 0.02 0.02 0.01 0.14
SDPDV ~ 0.08 0.60 0.02 0.02 0.01 0.14
PODUR 0.02 0.03 0.03 0.02 0.27
THRSH 0.08 0.60 0.02 0.02
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Tab.4 Global sensitivity index of cultivar parameters for growth indexes of tomato
e LAIX CHTD LWAD SWAD RWAD
- — B 2 — B 25 — B 2R —b e — B 3
EMFL 0. 49 0.51 0.97 0.99 0.41 0.42 0.25 0.27 0.10 0.13
FLSH 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.01 0.03
FLSD 0.01 0.03 0.03 0.01 0.03 0.02 0. 04 0.03 0. 05
SDPM 0.02 0.02 0.02 0. 06 0.02 0. 09 0.03
FLLF 0.03 0. 04 0.02 0.02 0. 04 0.02 0.01 0.03
LFMAX 0.02 0. 04 0.02 0.03 0.04 0.03 0.05 0.05 0.06
SLAVR 0.05 0.08 0.02 0.03 0.03 0.03
SIZLF 0.02 0.03 0.02 0.03 0.03
XFRT 0.18 0.21 0.03 0.31 0.34 0.55 0.57 0.77 0. 80
WTPSD 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.02
SFDUR 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.03 0.01 0.03
SDPDV 0.02 0.03 0.02 0.02 0.02
PODUR 0.01 0.03 0.03 0.02 0. 06 0.08 0. 14 0.05 0.10
THRSH 0.01 0.02 0.02 0.01 0.02 0.01 0.03 0.01 0.03
x5 EMRMSHEXENETIBIRENN B#a it 0. 10, HoAh [F F SRAD 1 PRED {5 i ¥ A]
=5 E 3k N
BB EIES BRI (£6).
Tab.5 Global sensitivity index of cultivar parameters
- R6 SESYMNEBMYWERPHSBEREE
for production indexes of tomato
Tab.6 Global sensitivity index of climate
H#AM CWAM FPWAD AFPWD
SR parameters for phenology of tomato
-k &R —B &R —0 2/ —B 2&
EMFL 0.07 0.17 0.59 0.62 0.84 0.95 0.03 0.10 2% ADAP PD1P PDFP MDAP
— B 5 — b 5 — b 5 — B
FISH  0.02 0.27 0.03 0.03 0.03 0.16 B &R B £B —0 &R K 2R
SRAD 0.01 0.08 0.01 0.08 0.01 0.07 0.01 0.07
FLSD 0.01 0.19 0.02 0.02 0.14 0.23
TMXD 0.27 0.34 0.30 0.40 0.20 0.27 0.21 0.23
SDPM 0. 06 0. 04 0.03 0.06 0.15
TMND 0.67 0.75 0.61 0.73 0.73 0.82 0.75 0.86
FLLF 0.01 0.21 0.02 0.03 0.01 0.19
PRED 0.01 0.05 0.0l 0.05 0.0l 0.05 0.01 0.05
LFMAX 0.08 0.18 0.11 0.13 0.33 0.37 0.25
SLAVR 0. 06 0.02 0.02 0.13 = ¥ — = ¥
UGS HOU R A2 KA 0 R S
SIZLF 0.10 0. 04 0.03 0.07 i
Wimg A AW (£ 7)., X LAIX, LWAD,  SWAD #
XFRT 0.22 0.44 0.03 0.04 0.12 0.15 0.01 0.10 RWAD ﬁﬁi 11% TMXD EI’J [V‘ﬁf{):‘z I‘i *béﬁ%ﬂéﬁ
WTPSD 0.74 0.86 0.02 0.02 0.68 0.78 mo I = H h
R G . = S K 4B b R
SFDUR . 0.02 0.30 0.0 0.02 0.0l O.11 SRR B I 1 0. 10, 2 51 X 28 A K AR Fr 2 1k
SDPDV 0.05 0.02 0.02 0.0 0.05 MR AR S X T CHTD, AR S HP
PODUR 0.02 0. 14 0. 03 0.02 0.02 0.07 TMXD ,TMND #1 SRAD &5 CHTD #2113 4~ A
THRSH 0.0 0.12 0.02 0.0 0.04 0.10 T BMUR LR EON AR USSR B AL T 0. 10,
®7 SESYMNEMEREREMUHNERERY
Tab.7 Global sensitivity index of climate parameters for growth indexes of tomato
¥ LAIX CHTD LWAD SWAD RWAD
} — B ) — B 2R — b 2R — B 2 — B 2
SRAD 0.01 0. 09 0.08 0.16 0.01 0.09 0.01 0. 09 0.01 0.09
TMXD 0. 88 0.97 0. 49 0.57 0.90 0.99 0. 88 0.97 0. 89 0.98
TMND 0.02 0. 10 0.37 0.45 0.09 0.03 0. 10 0.01 0.09
PRED 0.01 0.07 0.01 0. 06 0.01 0.09 0.01 0.07 0.01 0.08

KBS HO T ah A 7= F8 bR B BBUZ A o 4 R
K8 iR, 4 ML TR FEMiE e br HEAM
CWAM . FPWAM Fl AFPWD {1 f5 Ja% i 34 %% 5, Hovp

TR AR B 2 i 7 (TMXD fi TMND ) o £ 2%
PRED XJ i A 19 4 " 4 b5 — By 80 45 20/ T
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Tab.8 Global sensitivity index of climate parameters

for production indexes of tomato

- H#AM CWAM FPWAD AFPWD

- —b ek —h @R —h @R —h @k
SRAD  0.02 0.06 0.13 0.21 0.02 0.09 0.02 0.18
TMXD  0.50 0.68 0.27 0.37 0.87 0.96 0.62 0.87
TMND  0.25 0.43 0.34 0.44 0.0l 0.09 0.10 0.30
PRED  0.01 0.21 0.12 0.01 0.10 0.01 0.18

PRED X & i A 77 48 A 1) 52 ) 3 2230 oo oA R 19
LEHAEH S .
2.3 TESHHERESN

- 3 2 O B ) i 0 0 BORRPE A Ar A R R
W, Jir 6 B+ 4 2 b, 3R i w0 A4k AL SLUT
SSAT 1 SLOC 3 /> Z 55 1% BUSE B2 B¢ ey, 42 Jmy B vk
FEX0 519 0. 18 0. 18 1 0. 22 ;5 2 H — I fif s vk
FRELAL R 0.01 ~0.02, YA L 3 M SR FEEt 5
HoAth 2 % 1) 28 H5AE 5w 3 w0 A . i X T
PD1P PDFP il MDAP, 4 358 2 HO6 H 1y — B SO M

T8 BN 2 Ja OB E $8 B0 v 2 AN

A IS HON A At i R S A 2 R L e
R TR AR TT R Y — B EUR E TE BOR 4 R U
BN R 9 iR o X F LAIX S 34— B fOsk v 8 %k
KT 0.10 (9 K ¥y SDUL SLLL, Tfij °F- ¥ 42 Jay i Jd&
P48 % K F 0.10 B K F 4 SDUL, SLLL, SALB
SLDR ., SLSI, SLRO, SLCL, SBDM #1 SRGF, %} F
CHTD,{{f SDUL i) — B SURPE 8 2K T 0. 10,10
A TIES O A R USRI R B i 1 0. 10,
FWIER SDUL 4b, + 3 & 2 803 38 i 28 5 AF FH 5
Fatit 2 v B AR A, M BT R R 2 WA KA
o 1) BBURR A 23 17 245 SR R AL, 1 149 4 Jm) R 1 4 Bl
KRG S N F % SDUR,SLLL SLDR ,SALB #l
SLRO ; Xof F M5t & 1110 5 , V- ¥ 42 Jmy WU 5 £ K
BRI 5 4 W F & SLRO, SDUL, SLDR . SALB #i
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Tab.9 Global sensitivity index of soil parameters for growth indexes of tomato

- LAIX CHTD LWAD SWAD RWAD

— B eV — B Vo] —Br 25 — B EV] — B Vo]
SALB 0.09 0.38 0.03 0.16 0.16 0.26 0.13 0.22 0.11 0.78
SLU1 0.08 0.01 0.16 0.08 0. 06 0.07
SLDR 0.03 0.22 0.01 0. 31 0.27 0.23 0.15 0.8
SLRO 0.01 0.19 0.01 0.27 0.03 0.22 0.01 0.14 0.11 0. 89
SLLL 0.12 0. 69 0. 04 0.36 0.12 0.71 0.13 0. 69 0.13 0.73
SDUL 0.30 0. 84 0.50 0.96 0.27 0.85 0.30 0. 86 0.26 0.85
SSAT 0.08 0.02 0.19 0.08 0.07 0.08
SRGF 0.01 0.12 0.01 0.19 0. 05 0. 05 0.02 0.19
SSKS 0.01 0.09 0.01 0.12 0.01 0.09 0.01 0.07 0.01 0.09
SBDM 0.02 0.13 0.03 0.21 0.09 0.07 0.01 0.22
SLOC 0.09 0.15 0.10 0.07 0.08
SLCL 0.01 0.14 0.02 0.15 0.01 0.17 0.01 0.13 0.01 0.17
SLSI 0.02 0.21 0.02 0.24 0.03 0.21 0.13 0. 05 0.52

Xt T2 AL R AR I F  — B SR 4R SR 4
Jry BB P i B A AL R W], SDUL Ml SLLL 4 J2& Xf
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Tab.10 Global sensitivity index of soil parameters

for production indexes of tomato

H#AM CWAM FPWAD AFPWD
—b ek —h @R —h @R —h @k
SALB 0.13 0.21 0.12 0.20 0.12 0.20 0.10 0.60

e

SLU1 0.08 0.07 0.08 0. 06
SLDR 0.23 0.23 0.23 0.13 0.69
SLRO 0.13 0.13 0.12 0.10

SLLL 0.13 0.69 0.12 0.70 0.12 0.70 0.15 0.68
SDUL 0.29 0.8 0.29 0.86 0.29 0.86 0.29 0.87

SSAT 0.07 0.08 0.08 0.07
SRGF 0. 04 0. 04 0.04 0.02 0.13
SSKS 0.01 0.08 0.0 0.08 0.01 0.08 0.01 0.08
SBDM 0.07 0.07 0.07 0.02 0.35
SLOC 0.08 0.09 0.09 0.07
SLCL 0.01 0.13 0.01 0.15 0.0 0.15 0.01 0.15
SLSI 0.11 0.11 0.11 0.11 0.89
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