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Abstract: Water use efficiency (WUE) has garnered considerable attention at global and regional
levels. However, spatio-temporal variations of WUE and related influencing factors in the complex
karst landforms of southwest China require further elucidation. Herein, the ratio of gross primary
productivity (GPP) to evapotranspiration (ET) obtained through the PML-V2 product was used to
characterize ecosystem WUE, the spatio-temporal variations to ecosystem WUE, and responses to
temperature, precipitation, and the enhanced vegetation index (EVI) in southwest China. The results
showed that: (1) The ecosystem WUE in southwest China decreased with increasing latitude and
altitude. Spatially, the ecosystem WUE fluctuates in a “W” pattern with increasing longitude because
of the karst landforms’ distribution patterns. (2) The non-significant trend in increased ecosystem
WUE during 2003–2017 may be associated with significant increases in the ET offsetting part of the
GPP contribution to ecosystem WUE. Spatial distribution of changes in WUE is similar to GPP owing
to the dominant role of GPP in changes to ecosystem WUE. (3) The multi-year average ecosystem
WUE was lower in karst than in non-karst landforms; however, vegetation restoration projects have
contributed in significantly increasing variation rate of ecosystem WUE in karst than that in non-
karst landforms. (4) Temperature, precipitation, and EVI were generally positively correlated with
ecosystem WUE and were important factors for the increase in ecosystem WUE. EVI characterized
vegetation restoration indicators showed that the ecological engineering construction in the study
area was effective and was the dominant factor of ecosystem WUE change in 59.59% of the study area.
The results of this study are important for further understanding carbon and water cycling processes
in karst regions.

Keywords: water use efficiency; southwest China; karst region; spatio-temporal variations; influencing factor

1. Introduction

Water use efficiency (WUE) is crucial to plant photosynthesis and transpiration, and is
an important indicator of the carbon and water cycles in ecosystems [1]. WUE of ecosystems
is commonly defined as the ratio of gross primary productivity (GPP) to evapotranspiration
(ET) to quantify the amount of water consumed by an ecosystem relative to the obtained
carbon. Notable differences have been observed in the spatio-temporal variations in WUE
and other factors that drive regional ecosystems [2–5]. Therefore, it is important to explore
these differences in spatio-temporal variations and the underlying control mechanisms
to evaluate and predict the impact of global changes on the carbon and water cycles of
regional ecosystems and to plan and manage regional water resources.

To date, many scholars have conducted research in different regions to explore the
spatio-temporal variations of ecosystem WUE and their influencing factors. For example,
in degraded grassland zones of the Tibetan Plateau, which are sensitive to climate change,
interannual variation in WUE tends to increase, with temperature being the main factor [6].
In the Loess Plateau, where large-scale afforestation was implemented, vegetation greening
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was responsible for the increase in WUE of most regional ecosystems, and precipitation
and soil moisture also contributed positively to it [7]. In arid and water-scarce northwest
China, precipitation is the primary driver of increased WUE, whereas secondary drivers
vary among different landforms [8]. The above studies show that climate change and
the significant differences in the subsurface have resulted in different characteristics and
drivers for spatio-temporal variations to WUE at the regional level.

Southwest China is the largest contiguous karst region globally, which is characterized
by fragile ecosystems because of extensive stone desertification and soil erosion [9]. To
mitigate the ecological issues in this region, the government of China has conducted a series
of critical projects aimed to restore the ecosystems and increase vegetation coverage [10–12].
These projects have achieved remarkable success in significantly increasing vegetation
coverage [13,14]. In addition, the spatial distribution of meteorological elements in the
mountainous areas of southwest China is notably heterogeneous. Therefore, to gain a com-
prehensive understanding of the spatio-temporal variations to WUE and related influencing
factors, it is imperative to conduct research in the karst region of southwest China.

Thus far, studies of WUE in southwest China have been somewhat fruitful. For
example, Sun et al. [15] found that WUE increased with elevation at the Gongga Station
located on the eastern slope of the Tibetan Plateau and gradient and temperature are
among the main factors driving variations in WUE. Ding et al. [16] studied four provincial
administrative regions in southwest China using Breathing Earth System Simulator (BESS)
products and reported that ecosystem WUE therein had significantly increased from 2001
to 2015, which was driven by ecological restoration projects, such as afforestation and
planting of grasslands. In contrast, Shi et al. [17] analyzed eight administrative districts in
southwest China on the basis of Moderate Resolution Imaging Spectroradiometer (MODIS)
products and found that WUE tended to decrease therein and was positively correlated
with temperature but negatively correlated with precipitation. In summary, although
there are some results on WUE in southwest China, the spatio-temporal variations and
drivers are somewhat different because the study area, data sources, and methods are not
fully consistent. Therefore, further studies are warranted to identify factors influencing
spatio-temporal variations to WUE in karst landforms.

The objective of this study is to understand the spatial and temporal variation of
WUE and the driving factors in the karst region of southwest China. In this study, three
provincial administrative regions of China (i.e., Yunnan, Guizhou, and Guangxi), which
are characterized by widely distributed and relatively continuous karst landforms, were
considered the study area. The Penman–Monteith–Leuning V2 (PML-V2) product with
higher spatial resolution and accuracy was chosen to calculate WUE, and more robust
methods, such as partial correlation analysis and random forest model, were used to
study the spatio-temporal variations of WUE and explore the influence of temperature,
precipitation, and enhanced vegetation index (EVI) on ecosystem WUE changes. The results
of this study will help to clarify the factors driving carbon and water cycles in karst regions
and provide important theoretical support for ecological restoration.

2. Data and Methods
2.1. Study Area

In this study, the southwestern region of China was divided into three administrative
districts: Yunnan, Guizhou, and Guangxi (Figure 1a). The study area extends between
97.5–112◦ E and 21.1–29.2◦ N, covering an area of 796,773 km2. The topography is high in
the west and low in the east, with an average elevation of 1276 m above sea level. Among
the three administrative districts, Yunnan and Guizhou form the main part of the Yunnan-
Guizhou Plateau, while the Guangxi Zhuang Autonomous Region is a relatively low hilly
area (Figure 1b). Most of the study area is a karst landform with a mixed distribution of
pure and impure carbonates in the bedrock, with the remaining area consisting of a non-
karst landform with clastic rocks distributed within bedrock (Figure 1c). The study area has
a predominantly monsoonal climate with an average annual temperature of 17.6 ◦C and
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total annual precipitation of 1021 mm. Past high-intensity human activities have resulted
in ecological degradation of the fragile karst area, whereas recent large-scale ecological
engineering projects have gradually improved the ecological environment.
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Figure 1. (a) Location of the study area in China. (b) Elevation of the study area. (c) Distribution of
karst landforms in the study area.

2.2. Data Sources and Processing
2.2.1. Remote Sensing Data

The ecosystem WUE was calculated with the PML-V2 product with GPP and ET and a
spatial resolution of 500 m. This product uses the same forcing data and couples the two
internal processes of GPP and vegetative transpiration with high accuracy [18]. In this study,
the Google earth engine platform was downloaded (https://code.earthengine.google.com/
?asset=projects/pml_evapotranspiration/PML/OUTPUT/PML_V2_8day_v014 (accessed
on 1 December 2022)) and preprocessed to obtain the annual WUE from 2003 to 2017, as
calculated by the ratio of GPP and ET.

EVI data from 2003 to 2017 were obtained from the MOD13A1 product (https://lpdaac.
usgs.gov/products/mod13a1v006/ (accessed on 1 December 2022)), which has a temporal
resolution of 16 days and spatial resolution of 500 m. To remove cloud contamination, data
were reconstructed with the harmonic analysis of time series method [19] and corrected
with quality control files. Pixels affected by clouds and noise were filled with reconstructed
data. Finally, monthly EVI data were obtained with the maximum value composite method
and annual data were obtained by averaging the monthly EVI for each year.

2.2.2. Meteorological and Other Auxiliary Data

Annual average temperature and total annual precipitation data from 2003 to 2017
were obtained from 280 stations in and around the study area from the China Meteoro-
logical Data Network (http://www.data.cma.cn (accessed on 1 December 2022)). Data
with a spatial resolution of 90 m were obtained from a digital elevation model (Shuttle
Radar Topography Mission version 3.0; U.S. Geological Survey) and resampled to 500 m
using bilinear interpolation. Precipitation was interpolated using thin plate splines with
ANUSPLIN software [20] with longitude and latitude as independent variables. Due to
the high correlation between temperature and elevation, elevation was used as a covari-
ate of temperature and interpolated using the same method. Finally, temperature and
precipitation data with a spatial resolution of 500 m were generated.

https://code.earthengine.google.com/?asset=projects/pml_evapotranspiration/PML/OUTPUT/PML_V2_8day_v014
https://code.earthengine.google.com/?asset=projects/pml_evapotranspiration/PML/OUTPUT/PML_V2_8day_v014
https://lpdaac.usgs.gov/products/mod13a1v006/
https://lpdaac.usgs.gov/products/mod13a1v006/
http://www.data.cma.cn
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2.3. Data Analysis Methods
2.3.1. Theil–Sen Median Trend Analysis and the Mann–Kendall (M-K) Test

Theil-Sen median trend analysis and the M-K test were performed to investigate
the variation rates and significance of the GPP, ET, and ecosystem WUE at a pixel scale.
Theil-Sen median trend analysis can eliminate the effects of anomalous data on the trend
to some extent and is more suitable to assess the variation rate of variables in short-term
series. The M-K test does not require the assumption of variance normality and has a more
solid statistical theoretical basis for testing of significance [21], rendering the results more
scientifically credible, and is widely used in ecology-related studies [22–24].

Sen = Median
( xj − xi

j− i

)
, 2003 ≤ i < j ≤ 2017 (1)

where Sen is the slope and xj and xi are the data values at time j and i, respectively.
The Z statistic for the M-K test was:

Z =


s−1
σs

, s > 0
0, s = 0
s+1
σs

, s < 0
(2)

where

σs =

√
n(n + 1)(2n + 5)

18
(3)

S =
n−1

∑
i=1

n

∑
j=i+1

sgn
(
xi − xj

)
(4)

sgn
(
xi − xj

)
=


1, i f

(
xi − xj

)
> 0

0, i f
(
xi − xj

)
= 0

−1, i f
(
xi − xj

)
< 0

(5)

The Z statistic is the standard normal distribution, where |Z| > 1.96 and 2.58 indicate
significance at the 95% and 99% confidence levels, respectively.

2.3.2. Partial Correlation Analysis

The relationship between WUE and temperature, precipitation, and EVI was explored
by second-order partial correlation. The correlation between one independent variable and
ecosystem WUE, as the dependent variable, was analyzed separately by controlling for
other variables. This method has been used in prior studies to overcome the shortcomings
of simple correlation analysis [25–27].

rxy,z1z2 =
rxy,z2 − rxz1,z2 ∗ ryz1,z2√
1− r2

xz1,z2

√
1− r2

yz1,z2

(6)

rxy,z2, rxz1,z2, and ryz1,z2 are calculated from Equation (7) as follows:

rxy,z =
rxy − rxzryz√

1− r2
xz

√
1− r2

yz

(7)
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rxy is the correlation coefficient, which is calculated from Equation (8):

rxy =

n
∑

i=1
(xi − x)(yi − y)√

n
∑

i=1
(xi − x)2

√
n
∑

i=1
(yi − y)2

(8)

rxy,z1z2 is the partial correlation coefficient of variables x and y after excluding the
effect of the control variables z1 and z2.

The significance of the partial correlation coefficient was determined with the t-test:

t =
r
√

n− q− 1√
1− r2

(9)

where r is the partial correlation coefficient, n is the number of samples, and q is the number
of degrees of freedom. A probability (p) value≤ 0.05 was considered statistically significant.

2.3.3. Random Forest (RF) Model

In this study, the influence of temperature, precipitation, and EVI on changes to
ecosystem WUE were ranked on a pixel scale using the RF model, which is a powerful
nonparametric machine learning algorithm with a clear structure that is easy to interpret
and stable with less susceptibility to overfitting [28]. The RF model is commonly used for
clustering and regression analysis and to assess the importance of influencing factors [29–31].
In this study, RF regression analysis was conducted with the “randomForest” function
of R software (https://www.r-project.org/ (accessed on 1 December 2022)) with WUE
as the dependent variable and temperature, precipitation, and EVI as the independent
variables. After adjustments, the parameters “mtry” and “ntree” were set at 3 and 500,
respectively, while all other parameters were set at default values. The mean decrease
accuracy (%IncMSE) was calculated to quantify the relative importance of the independent
variables. The RF model defines %IncMSE as the extent that model accuracy is reduced by
excluding a variable. Therefore, for a given variable, the larger the %IncMSE, the greater
the importance.

3. Results
3.1. Spatial Distribution Characteristics of Ecosystem WUE, GPP, and ET

The spatial distribution patterns of GPP, ET, and ecosystem WUE were analyzed in
terms of three dimensions describing geospatial location: longitude, latitude, and elevation.
As shown in Figure 2, the multi-year averages of GPP, ET, and ecosystem WUE were
2009.41 gC m−2 yr−1, 719.01 mm yr−1, and 2.80 gC mm−1 m−2 yr−1, respectively. The
spatial distributions of GPP, ET, and ecosystem WUE were relatively similar, with multi-
year averages showing distributions of high values in the south and low values in the north,
and all increased with decreasing latitude, as illustrated in the statistical plots on the left of
each panel in Figure 2.

As demonstrated by the combination of Figures 1b and 2, the comparatively high
values of GPP, ET, and ecosystem WUE are distributed in non-karst landform areas in
Guangxi, southeastern Guizhou, and southern Yunnan. GPP, ET, and ecosystem WUE
fluctuate in a “W” pattern with increasing longitude (Figure 2, bottom panel). The spatial
distribution is influenced by geomorphology, with two low valley areas and numerous
karst landforms distributed along the longitude.

The combination of Figure 1b and the right panel of Figure 2 demonstrates that
topographically, GPP, ET, and ecosystem WUE decreased with increasing elevation. As an
explanation for this obvious phenomenon, the higher the altitude, the lower the temperature
and precipitation, which are unfavorable for the growth, photosynthesis, and transpiration
of vegetation; thus, the lower GPP, ET, and ecosystem WUE.

https://www.r-project.org/
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3.2. Interannual Change Trends of Ecosystem WUE, GPP, and ET

The interannual variation of GPP, ET, and ecosystem WUE over a 15-year period is
shown in Figure 3a. Ecosystem WUE was highest in 2009 at 3.14 gC mm−1 m−2 yr−1

and lowest in 2005 at 2.62 gC mm−1 m−2 yr−1. The study area experienced drought
conditions for three consecutive years from 2009 to 2012. It has been shown that a slight
drought at the beginning of the drought can improve the water use efficiency of plants [32],
which may be the reason for the large WUE of the ecosystem in 2009. However, persistent
drought conditions cause severe water stress to vegetation [33], as demonstrated by the
rapid decrease in ecosystem WUE after 2009. Although GPP, ET, and ecosystem WUE all
exhibited an upward trend from 2003 to 2017, passing the significance test of p < 0.05, the
change to WUE was not significant. The variation rate of GPP was much greater than that
of ET. Hence, GPP had a greater impact on changes to ecosystem WUE than ET.
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Figure 3. (a) Interannual variations of GPP, ET, and ecosystem WUE from 2003 to 2017. Spatial trends
of (b) GPP, (c) ET, and (d) ecosystem WUE.

The regions with greater variations to GPP were distributed in central Guangxi, west-
ern Guizhou, and the border with Yunnan (Figure 3b). The combination of Figures 2a and 3b
illustrates that the rate of change to GPP was greater in regions with a lower annual average
GPP, which may be related to the implementation of large-scale ecological projects by
the government of China in the ecologically fragile region. The areas with increasing and
decreasing GPP trends accounted for 85.60% and 14.40% of the total study area, respectively,
and the percentage of the area of the pixels that reached significance (p < 0.05) was 58.10%
and 3.41%, respectively. The regions with higher ET variation rates were distributed in
southwest Yunnan and northwest Guizhou bordering Yunnan. The areas with increasing
and decreasing trends of ET accounted for 85.53% and 14.47% of the total study area,
respectively, and the percentage of areas with significant change to the pixels were 46.41%
and 2.60%, respectively.

The spatial distributions of ecosystem WUE and GPP tended to be very similar,
indicating that among the effects of GPP and ET on ecosystem WUE, the trends in ecosystem
WUE were strongly influenced by variations in GPP, demonstrating the dominant role
of GPP. This is the same result derived from the greater interannual GPP variation rate
than ET in Figure 3a. The areas with increasing and decreasing trends in ecosystem WUE
accounted for 65.89% and 34.11% of the total study area, respectively, while areas with
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significant variations in pixels accounted for 37.05% and 10.52%, respectively. Ecosystem
WUE variations tended to increase with GPP and ET, but were not significant in most of
the study area.

3.3. Relationship between Impact Factors and Ecosystem WUE

The multi-year averages of temperature, precipitation, and EVI in the study area are
presented in Figure 4(a1)–(a3), respectively. Vegetation growth is improved in warm and
humid areas, and areas with greater temperatures and precipitation have high distributions
of EVI. The spatial distribution patterns of temperature, precipitation, and EVI are very
similar to those of GPP and ET, demonstrating that temperature, precipitation, and EVI
influence the spatial distribution pattern of ecosystem WUE, mainly in the form of overall
decreases in temperature, precipitation, EVI, and ecosystem WUE with increasing latitude
and altitude.
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precipitation (b2), EVI (b3) and ecosystem WUE.

The partial correlation coefficients of the mean annual temperature, total annual
precipitation, EVI, and annual ecosystem WUE exhibited heterogeneous spatial distribu-
tions (Figure 4(b1–b3)). Temperature was generally positively correlated with ecosystem
WUE, accounting for 68.90% of the total study area, with significant associations in 12.37%
(p < 0.05). The regions positively correlated with temperature were mainly distributed
in Guizhou and Guangxi (Figure 4(b1)). The proportions of the area with positive and
negative correlations between precipitation and ecosystem WUE in the study area were
not significantly different, accounting for 57.65% and 42.35% of the total study area, re-
spectively, with 9.58% and 7.95% demonstrating a significant correlation (p < 0.05). The
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regions with negative correlations were concentrated in western Yunnan and the border
between Guizhou and Guangxi (Figure 4(b2)). The overall positive correlation between EVI
and ecosystem WUE was significant, and the pixels with positive correlation coefficients
were distributed throughout almost the entire study area, and the proportion of positive
correlation was 77.97% of the total study area with 33.46% significantly correlated (p < 0.05).
Meanwhile, regions with negative correlations were sporadically distributed throughout
the study area (Figure 4(b3)).

3.4. Dominant Factors Influencing Variations in Ecosystem WUE

The spatial distribution patterns of the dominant factors influencing WUE variation are
shown in Figure 5, as indicated by the maximum %IncMSE value among these factors (tem-
perature, precipitation, and EVI) at each pixel. Specifically, EVI was the largest contributor
to the spatio-temporal variations in WUE, accounting for 59.59% of the entire study area,
especially western and northeastern Guizhou and west-central Guangxi. The regions most
influenced by temperature and precipitation accounted for 18.23% and 22.18%, respectively,
of the total study area, showing only a small difference. Temperature was the most influen-
tial factor influencing variation in WUE in southern Yunnan and southwestern Guizhou,
while precipitation was the most influential factor mainly in southeastern Guizhou and
northeastern Guangxi, with the other meteorological factors sporadically distributed in
southern Yunnan and southern Guangxi. Combined with the landform areas (Figure 1c),
the non-karst landform areas were mostly dominated by meteorological factors, such as
temperature and precipitation, while the karst areas were mostly dominated by EVI.
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To further investigate how EVI is the dominate factor influencing changes to ecosystem
WUE, the interannual rate of EVI variation was divided into regions exhibiting significant
increases and decreases (p < 0.05). The areas with significant increases were almost always
the same as the areas with EVI as the most dominate factor influencing WUE variation,
accounting for 65.83% of the total study area, with 1.56% demonstrating a significant
decrease, which were scattered throughout northern Yunnan (Figure 6a). The mean value
of ecosystem WUE was high in areas exhibiting a significant increase in EVI and showed an
increasing trend (Figure 6b). The mean ecosystem WUE was low in areas with significant
degradation in EVI and exhibited a decreasing trend, demonstrating that the increase in
EVI in the study area is an important factor for an increase in ecosystem WUE. The EVI
indicators characterizing vegetation coverage were relatively largely increased in the study
area, thereby maintaining the overall increase in ecosystem WUE throughout the total
study area (Figure 3a).
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4. Discussion
4.1. Spatial Distribution Patterns of Ecosystem WUE in Southwest China

Under the influence of latitudinal zonation, the climate of the study area transitions
from subtropical to tropical monsoon systems from higher to lower latitudes, while the
type of vegetation gradually transitions from subtropical evergreen broad-leaved forests
to tropical rainforests. This resulted in similarities in the spatial distribution of multi-year
mean values of GPP, ET, and ecosystem WUE with significant increases with decreasing
latitude and altitude (Figure 2, left and right panels). This finding is consistent with the
result of a previous study [34]. Similarly, from high to low latitudes, vegetation growth
became better with increasing temperature and precipitation, which increases the GPP [35]
and ET [36] of ecosystems. However, the rate of change of GPP dominates the rate of
change of ecosystem WUE (Figure 3a), so this is why the interannual trend of ecosystem
WUE in the study area is very similar to GPP in spatial distribution (Figure 3b,d).

GPP, ET, and ecosystem WUE vary in longitude, but clearly decrease near a latitude of
104◦. Spatially, from Figure 1c, this low-value area also has a high concentration of karst
landforms. Previous studies [37–40] have reported that karst landforms are susceptible to
drought and shallow soils with sparse vegetation due to precipitation infiltration and low
carbon sequestration capacity as compared to non-karst landforms [41]; thus, the ecosystem
WUE is also low and fluctuates in a “W” shape with longitude.

4.2. Differences in Ecosystem WUE between Karst and Non-Karst Landforms

We explored the differences in ecosystem WUE between non-karst and karst land-
forms. As shown by the results presented in Table 1, the mean values of ecosystem WUE
were higher in non-karst than karst landforms, consistent with previous studies [16,42].
However, some studies had shown that leaf and ecosystem WUE showed almost opposite
results [43]. The WUE of individual plants is reportedly higher in karst than non-karst
landforms [44,45]. In fact, these findings are not contradictory to our findings. With adap-
tation to the habitats of karst areas, monocots coexist with multiple species and have
higher leaf phosphorus content with increased upper and lower epidermal thickness, and
higher leaf photosynthetic capacity, resulting in higher WUE in non-karst areas [44,45].
Nonetheless, this study focused on the larger regional scale of the ecosystem. Karst areas
have severe rock desertification and low forest coverage, while non-karst areas have high
forest coverage, so the WUE is greater in non-karst than karst areas.

The variation rate of ecosystem WUE was much greater in karst than non-karst
landforms, which is consistent with the expected results. Ecological restoration projects
have restored vegetation in both karst and non-karst areas, but more ecological projects
have been invested in karst landforms to address ecological problems, such as stone
desertification [9]. In addition, vegetation restoration has been more effective in karst
than non-karst areas [46], as demonstrated by the comparatively increased rate of GPP.
Meanwhile, the rate of GPP variation is relatively slower for indigenous vegetation in
non-karst landforms. Along with the return of farmland to forests and grasslands and
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agricultural intensification in karst, vegetation recovery has continued to improve [47] with
an increased GPP variation rate. Therefore, with little change in ET, the variation rate of
GPP dominated the trend of ecosystem WUE, which significantly increased the ecosystem
WUE in karst landforms greater than in non-karst landforms.

Table 1. Mean values and variation rates of GPP, ET, and ecosystem WUE in karst and
non-karst landforms.

Type of
Landform GPP Average GPP Variation

Rate ET Average ET Variation
Rate WUE Average WUE Variation

Rate

Karst 1792.71 25.82 ** 673.40 4.01 * 2.61 0.20 **
Non-karst 2254.26 20.23 ** 770.49 4.58 ** 2.86 0

** p < 0.001, * p < 0.05.

4.3. Effects of Meteorological Factors and EVI on Changes to Ecosystem WUE

This study focused on the effects of temperature, precipitation, and EVI on ecosys-
tem WUE. Temperature, precipitation, and EVI were generally positively correlated with
ecosystem WUE and the largest proportion of the area of the pixel exhibited a positive
correlation between EVI and ecosystem WUE. EVI was significantly increased in 65.83%
of the total study area, demonstrating a significant increasing trend in ecosystem WUE.
EVI was the dominate factor influencing ecosystem WUE variations throughout most of
the study area (Figure 5). These findings suggest, at least to some extent, that vegetation
restoration was associated with increased ecosystem WUE. The government of China has
conducted large-scale afforestation activities since 2000 to combat stone desertification in
the study area, which has accelerated recovery of regional vegetation [13] and continues
to improve [48]. EVI as a biophysical parameter of the leaf canopy increases rapidly with
biomass on a long-term scale and is highly correlated with GPP. Hence, both EVI and
GPP are important indicators of the effectiveness of ecological projects, such as vegetation
restoration [49]. In this study, the cumulative area of afforestation was positively correlated
with EVI from 2003 to 2017 (Figure 7). Thus, the ecological projects implemented in the
southwest have resulted in good recovery of vegetation coverage, thereby effectively im-
proving ecosystem WUE. Meanwhile, afforestation has led to major restoration of the karst
regions of southwest China and has positively influenced the ecosystem WUE in southwest
China [16], consistent with the findings of the present study.

In this investigation of the variation to ecosystem WUE with latitude, longitude, and
altitude, two meteorological elements, temperature and precipitation, were found to influ-
ence the spatial distribution of ecosystem WUE, in agreement with the findings of previous
studies [34,50]. Both temperature and precipitation are commonly cited meteorological
factors and both were positively correlated with ecosystem WUE throughout most of the
study area. Liu et al. [51] also showed that ecosystem WUE was particularly sensitive to
temperature. A previous study [17] concluded that ecosystem WUE is negatively correlated
with precipitation in southwest China. This inconsistency may be due to differences in
study areas and research methods, as the study area in the previous report included eight
provincial administrative regions in southwest China and employed simple correlation
analysis, while the study area in the present report included three provincial administrative
regions in southwest China, which resulted in differences area share statistics for positive
and negative correlations. The influence of other variables was eliminated when calculating
the correlation coefficient between any two variables by partial correlation analysis, as
applied in previous studies with more reliable results [52,53]. Although precipitation is
abundant in southwest China, karst landforms have unique geological conditions that
impede water storage and are susceptible to drought [54], which seriously affects the
availability of water to sustain vegetation growth [55,56]. On the other hand, the relatively
excessive precipitation and cloudiness of non-karst landforms can lower temperatures and
solar radiation [57,58], which is detrimental to vegetation growth [59]. Thus, precipitation
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is positively correlated with ecosystem WUE in karst landforms and mostly negatively
correlated in non-karst landforms (Figure 4(b2)), resulting in a positive correlation between
precipitation and ecosystem WUE in most of the study area.
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4.4. Potential Inaccuracies and Limitations

Uncertainty in GPP and ET data is the main source of ambiguity in WUE. Since both
GPP and ET are calculated with relatively complex computational models and various
input data, potential uncertainties can exist in space and time and ultimately affect the
accuracy of WUE. The PML-V2 product used in this study has been validated for GPP and
ET in some studies and has concluded that it has similar or higher accuracy than other
products [18,60,61]. For example, this product was validated using 95 flux sites worldwide,
ET and GPP had high correlation with flux stations, with correlation coefficients of 0.83
and 0.85, respectively [18]. He et al. used 26 flux stations in China to be verified GPP
and ET, and their correlation coefficients were both 0.87 [62]. In addition, the PML-V2
product also has a spatial resolution of 500 m, and the higher spatial resolution is more
suitable for conducting research in areas with high heterogeneity. For this reason, this study
used the highly accurate PML-V2 product to largely reduce the errors caused by WUE. In
addition, the temperature and precipitation data were generated by interpolation of thin
plate splines applicable to mountainous areas [63], which reduced the uncertainty of our
results to some extent.

In the Section 4, our results are compared with previous related studies, and most
of them are consistent. Thus, making our results of the present study highly reliable and
transferable. However, as those limitations mentioned earlier, there is much room for
improvement in future research. For study areas with complex karst landforms with high
spatial heterogeneity in the subsurface, as in this study, perhaps the use of higher resolution
data would improve the reliability of the study results of the region. Temperature and
precipitation are the most commonly used, easily accessible, and representative meteo-
rological variables. Vegetation EVI, as a biophysical parameter of the leaf canopy, is an
important indicator of the effectiveness of ecological projects. Thus, we adopted it as
the driving factor of WUE change in this paper. However, CO2 concentration [4], vapor
pressure deficit [64], leaf area index, soil water, and other meteorological variables (e.g.,
relative humidity, sunshine hours) [65] all play an important role in the influence of WUE,
besides temperature, precipitation, and vegetation EVI. Hence, future studies employing
multifactorial analysis of the effects of ecosystem WUE are warranted to ensure that these
conclusions are comprehensive, specific, and highly reliable.
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5. Conclusions

In this study, the main objective was to understand the spatio-temporal trends of
ecosystem WUE and responses to influencing factors in southwest China. The results
showed that latitude and altitude exploited the same mechanism of action on the spatial
variation of ecosystem WUE and that ecosystem WUE increased with decreasing latitude
and altitude. Ecosystem WUE, which is spatially influenced by the distribution of karst
landforms, fluctuates in a “W” shape with increasing longitude. Ecosystem WUE was rela-
tively increased in non-karst than karst landforms, and ecological restoration projects led
to rapid increases in ecosystem WUE in karst landforms. Vegetation restoration indicators
characterized by EVI have confirmed that ecological engineering projects in southwest
China have been effective and EVI was the dominate factor influencing change to ecosystem
WUE throughout most of the region. These findings of this study will contribute to better
understanding of the impacts of carbon and water cycling processes in karst landforms.
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