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TS

ANTHRE (AD) FEHIERRGRl (ESS) RHLIMAZRER S, (I “JRAR" FRvEms ki vl g
FEMEA R, D@23 2 A SR, n] R N R et M s A ] 58 . 487 b
RIBEIACIEADLMA, B — BRI AR, ASCiki ) ESS TAEE, AT,
T T RGN A RN TR OB S 5OTA AR, B WIRIX, LA
ESS LAY 5 p i) B Sk . AR SCH R A 1l AR N R R A I RE A AR . SR DAk
SRR, RGN T I G  = R PSR R A e 8 TTiAA SRR mT e
ANTHERES ESS MAMA R, PAREIEARR G, ARG RN TR GES ESS ZAIHIA
S SRBIGE, ASCRRAE “GUAIR— R AABTT” =Rt FEAEZE.
HRSK, EJEHARE . SR IR IR AR Al AR N TR BE TR, KR 32T R Ay
EEE ST, WA AL F:8:n i ESS 1 5t.

X TRRREA TR, HORRGRE, R, 125

1 51H

IR ARG Pl (ESS, Earth System Science) 15— 17 BEA LA, EhTM
WMANSRENAE, EnaRKAE. KE. AW, A a5 NS 2 8 A A AL
(Schellnhuber, 1999; Steffen 45, 2020) . ZRGAMNIE KEZ AL R £ RE
T, 33 i A RIOUR A SR AR ) B sk e it S R G A, 3 5 3 00 1 DA e B L A
TR BRI SRS T WAFAE  (Heimann £l Reichstein, 2008) . IkAb, BEE P EEE. JHEALULM
SEUERAUSE BRI Z M, ESS Bl rr AUSTRF 2L Ay [R] i, -t 52 L i BE 1Y 22 e A
PR, X3 T A PR AT SRR A R SR A SRR MEE (Mahecha S5, 2020;
Montero 4%, 2024; Rojas 5%, 2024; Vance 55, 2024) , s I, k2 mxdeT
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BELFEIRA R, W - R BAMHEAER (LTS, 2025) . KA LB (Song C
S5, 2024) KA K SCEAE (MeMillan 48, 2025)

NT#HE (Al, Artificial Intelligence) , JLHEHLES > 5IRE 2> (ML/DL, Machine
Learning/Deep Learning) $K, 1EDARIFTARA 177 HES) ESS 1) £icds 5K 3l 1% 7 3 5 24
(Reichstein 4%, 2019) , X EEKMEYE ., RS0 1) 2 B 45 R BV o AR,
AR TALG T B, BRI T HEM A, JAUY s FERalm P K i
BEMTEGERME TN AL RSB (Sun T 45, 2022)  HET 2 FEUREL A1 0 PR
3R HIE (Wadoux 45, 2020; Khose Fl Mailapalli, 2024) ; PAN HEMbL =R ERS
(Zhang J 5%, 2018; Segal-Rozenhaimer %5, 2020) ., #Ri1, WJifgH, M RAIINEF| K
SURBOR T 55 ESS 19 AT N HI37 5 AR BA = A S Udrk SR EivE. Wik, 5
ML/DL A fa SR “ SBAG" (0 A B R . FELTS 50 R, BB w] Rt B i A
Hmm g5 R A atib: | BT, JFREEIE A A TRl IR ) XSS RTHE (McGovern

4%, 2023, 2024; Eyring 4§, 2024; Robert Maier 4, 2024; Gilbert il Zengler, 2025) .

e N T 6 (XAI, eXplainable Artificial Intelligence) R HEEFE Mg~ 5
TR )R] fRREE Y O SISy 1] . B VA IR IS LS (CAM,  Class Activation
Mapping) . SHapley iV:f#RE (SHAP, SHapley Additive exPlanations) -5 Jayifl o] fift et Ad
Jo X fi#RE (LIME, Local Interpretable Model-agnostic Explanations) %%, BEf%TH 5| ¢ BAFAE
HEWTEAE PR IR B 28 S8 m B R &, A ME s BB i INFE2 4. 76 ESS 1, XAIL A
1A B BGE N B, B 0] H TR — 2o, RIERAR N TR RER AT &5 AT A E A
) ESS M (Lyu #l Yong, 2025; Mallik &%, 2025) . Mok, XAL FrifLigplL il g,
IREA R &I RIS 093 )7 (Ham 45, 2023; Li W 45, 2022; Peng Z %, 2024; Novielli
& 2025) .

SRTMT, 47T ESS YU -5 XAT HF58 Z BRI A 5 52 iy i) . S48 XAT1E ESS
R R G DGR, (R R R A IR B . IR DRSS AEAE NS ] XAL ik, RiE
FEOTE Ay ESS R YR H 8-S B A R L S RN, VF 2 ESS 2R E B Z RGP XAT
FYERI AR, T XA TF % & W3 Z0% ESS Hi it a3 (ot . JE- o155 58 2
AR PR A, AR FR PO AZBOREA R R, A (1) g
JEfERE, DRIFRAIE B2 S HSC Y BN R (Aas 45, 20215 Hooker 4%, 20215 Krell 4%,
2025) , BRZMLZS[E) B AR S R AT R R B REIR S (Chen C 4%, 2024; KeE 4%, 2025);

(2) A R SRR Y, MERAA RO Ie a5 & B (Cho F1 Ackom, 2025) ;
(3) B TIRMB R BR EVEAN B, Bl XAL MRS T (4) S X ses:

HIR XY BRATR IR . A AREARUR A I, XATAE ESS i K & e Z R TR 4
Bk RS AT AF BEA RS T 45 2R

AREERBIE RGP YT XAL J7¥ATE ESS g IR, A ESS BT L5 b i
HEWSH, TEHEASS XAL i3 ESS K JEC S m) Kt Ery [l iy, A SCHIR AFINT T
I AT G A% O PR RS A RS . T AR S 8 SRR BUE 2, RATEM 4%
JiRPE R S1 HARPEAR RIWF S5 K5 Lol Bl $EHE TR A0 B e se i

2 XAI FE LAk
2.1 58 . RSB

A FRREPE SR R 5 52 AR BE S PR N TR B RET G Y A B (Biran 1 Cotton, 2017;
Gunning 5%, 2019, 2021; Murdoch ¢, 2019; Minh 5%, 2022) . [Ft, M#ERETE I EAIH
B RZARMITT K (Barredo Arrieta 55, 2020) . 7RG b, FRATR XAL #E—20@ SCh: “2h
AN[F) S AT B i 1 2 A IR A PR TR BER R ]S Z R OTR IR R . ARLEIR T S
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XA R B RVE WA AR LRI ST, B2 82 JeMfh s AL [ 1 JEoR 1 IRELAR 7] 5
TP > AR A LA A SRS (PEDLER 2.2 7)), [ 2 MIDA RSB @Bk ], R4 R
457 XA EEERIE A Rk s s 1 PP 2 DOk AR Sk T A o R 2
DI P8 E B SR S SIS TR BB RPAE 807 0 AT 485 72 T30 445 SR 0l iy A8 B 4 ) B2 AL
WL RERF S IR R SR AL N B R R s B RAE B MITR AR TN LA 27 > 5 IR 2 ) B Y
PR T AL,

A o B
EEAC Ii BEZA
Eﬂﬂi . ‘ Y-l A
‘ 4 y NN
: ” xic ¥ RAsERE
%ED SA 1G SG EG
=-=shae L VIRV ALV
mm 'T’ ] <~ T x 1 x |1 4 X
¢ SE"RE °

x;>a
e S . BRI xosb
——— . ‘/..,f.\“ () Ax %
— e N w y r¥ RF

|/  AFRW \%E .y \ g
AR /Ii B/ 57 o 8+ R0 TD,

B 1 R RAE AL B E2ORNE . (A) BT IRshng Iy VA n i A G T F50 0Ly
AL ARG, (ST A A tH A2 (B) R ZRAE Dy Aol 7 0 ) T e A 2,
MR GG SR T IO KAF B (SR BT S BRI RAESE)
XEEAEEHA HENEEMEE R (C) BB o i A — A7 B ] iR 5
BRI R bl 22 > SR I EARAT R (D) X e B Dy YA 8 5 i i e et
RCFSRAEE T R 3. P45 NN MR %%, RF: FEYLERM PL B
P; PDP: il SA: WEE; IG: BUHEE; SG: ~FEMIE; EG: JHEME; VAE:
A5 H i .
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HESEM FHIERBURL faFSIEEM

E
on o omex | [\ mme
—\m - ELEEL erE_l.]

B TMFHE FHEZE? FHEE L TEANTH? BT AT E R EZE?
SREEM RBURAE p L) 3 2

’” i-*_{}'&’ s - S3E>30 °C
N5 “€

TEFR OB TE5BE=20 m¥m3

BT X EE? T EF TN ? TN TE R =2 ?

&l 2 XAT W R A SR 8. A7 B DA TR ETN A B, s 1A XAL T4
AR A AL R IR TN 235 2 5 i 14 EL A 7 O 5

2.2 MAE AT IRE I
2.2.1 BB ITIA

W Ty M I R G A i ARRAE, SR BTN A AH B A2 AL (R EERAR HA AR
L) SRR AT R .
(1) FHEEZMEE

X B A AR BB T ok AR . b, B2 (Permutation
Importance, & 1A; Fisher 5%, 2021) i@ BEHIIEZN A —FRAERY(E, & H I S E B
TPERE T B TPA ICRAAE 2. TR RRIE S 2% (Tree-based Feature Importance;
Breiman, 2001) WIAERSSE BB h, 30 V1A% 59 sU7E 20 2Rt R A FH AR A BT 20 ) A
JERARITS LTI, SHAP (Lundberg #l Lee, 2017) RTA1EMZEE, NR LS AL
— AN BRI 5 T R ) EE A %l A DR IE AR, TR I AT R A
RS ZE RS, EAEOR, SHAP CAiTA: th Z Rt % i 2B S5 LAk Z8 4K (Covert
F1 Lee, 2021; YanglJ, 2022; Chen H %%, 2019) .
(2) FRAERLN HE £

XA AL T H T 20 i AR AT 5 A I ] ) R B O AR . WA ] (Partial
Dependence Plot, PDP; [ 1A; Friedman f1 Popescu, 2001) J& /x5 —4AiE %] 7000 25 S 19
E RN MRS A (Individual Conditional Expectation, ICE; Goldstein 45, 2015)
W — 24 2 B A AS A T R R AS AL O I . AR () A E A i A PR, B R0
BV (Accumulated Local Effects, ALE; Apley 1 Zhu, 2020) i i1 45480 5 ek 1E
FHRNEG | A Iy, 45 R o T R e
2.2.2 BAUBERTT ¥k

W7 VR I W AR A AU AR AL I UG S STy, A TRT EPSE 2R rh R (A ARE
M FR AR FE M (K] 1C) | o —Fh 323 7 2 R R AT AR 8L 0 K fifRE (LIME, Ribeiro
g, 2016) . EAEETRELMERMREE, T REARED, ML/DL A b 20 /i
A7 00T DA S — A AR AL B R G (7 . 2 Yl I — N T AR B REA SR 4 T Rl
45, XS A A SR G AR AR I A TR AR AR, TS B A AR Y SR R
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(Guo W %%, 2018; Zafar il Khan, 2019; ElShawi %%, 2019) .
2.2.3 BERURAE 7 vk
FETRAE T vk B AESRBOTf#RE ML/DL B84 1) B/ FIE E .
(1) TR RE A
Treeinterpreter ¢ 1. (Saabas, 2014) , W]/ (AIFEVLARMK. XGBoost)
PIR LSRR AR, RE T Dk U R A S5 B e S e R P o J AR AE
(2) HTHEERIEEFE %
XERIVEBTE N T 2R A LML, R B LR R A TR 2 (& 1B)
FERl 7 VLA B 5 1E (Simonyan §%, 2014) FLEO R E HEAT WAL . 51T B AL i
(Springenberg <5, 2014) & i 188 15465 J3E 1% 4 % 42 DA S 98 W] AL 2R . Input < Gradient
(Shrikumar 45, 2019) i A{E-5H6 AT, DABCK B 245519 5T#k . #0462 (Sundararajan
S5, 2017) Gl YR ABSRENEEEERSy, MIBE BB BN TTER, R R I R
(Erion %, 2021) D3 X4 o> M B B R HEA TR 7, THORRR BE I (8. P
(Smilkov <, 2017) @I} IIAMERS KA Z R R BCFY,  DANESREREE.
HUBNE AT (Zeiler Fl Fergus, 2014) NI = BERFE Fg AFRESTHONAZ Ak, PPA 2 3o
RS, 2R AL R, (LRP, Layer-wise Relevance Propagation; Bach 5%, 2015)
ET RS RAN, Rk )2 A N2 S e B, 7T AT B
k. bidJrEry st — Ui S LSk B.
(3) VEESIHLH5 BT 2 oy R ik
VB I HLH AT DAS) S A A W] A TR Zr BOALE, AT 2 i A D B B O e
(Vaswani %, 2017) . &40 CAM FIBLEMACREIG MY (Grad-CAM)  (Selvaraju 5%,
2017) KHAR(A (Patro 48, 2019; Bany fil Yeasin, 2021; Ibrahim Fil Shafiq, 2022) %557k,
FIH G RRHE AR AT, 98 H S s RS A o S AT DR a3 ) T 15 DI
(4) B EE R RERE
BERTTIE BTSN S (GAN, Bau 4%, 2019; ChenX 4%, 2016) . 4 HiiZl
(Kwon %5, 2022; Lee S %, 2023) DA Transformer #5i% (Castangia %%, 2023; Playout
&%, 2022; Schwenke 5%, 2023) 455 I8 & 4k UERIR S & 5 TR IE IR . r
R BRI 74T (Burges, 2010; Raghu 45, 2017) . 2RIE734r (Raghu Al Schmidt,
2020) . Z=7HT (Motteler 5%, 1995; Aires 4%, 2004; Rahwan %5, 2019) | PAK IR
Bl (Lees %, 2022) iff5ifl (Liul4E, 2023) )5k,
2.2.4 [ SN ILAY S Bl ARRE vk
Ty v 1 R ] RE RS B P SR SR ) SR R RS AL R TN ATy . P S AR
(Chou Y 5§, 2022) ETERHIREWBUL TN A RN I/ Mg AZ246 (K 1D) | JEZLSHEITERE
AJ7¥ (Gurumoorthy 55, 2019) WA THE /< BA R INGEAR, B EIX MW ETE
ESS GUsi g A AL, T35 R T BB CL R ESS Ry i 25 a5ty 52 b, DAz ik
ZEPXIZ U R GRS
bR XAT 7 R Ul BT B T M 48 IR 2B 2% S2 .

2.3 XAI WAl 7

FHfR XAL7E ESS Hid R B it S Bk, d@srnl g . al APl feAn
ZHEBL, Hf Nauta 25 (2023) Siit, RUEH 58%M XAL TR AL R E &80, 154 33%
A AR EL SRS, 22% R N TATAL NS . 76 ESS o, RifEHdasE S BT YR fEn
LR BCRE B E XA ZWISIER) “ESCHME”  (Arras 5%, 2022; Mamalakis 55, 2022a,
b) . ASCHE FURYERAT A% O E TP FE PR (Melis Al Jaakkola, 2018; Murdoch 4%, 2019;
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Minh 4, 2022; Weber 45, 2023)

(1) Bt RS AS Z SE PR e SRAL R AR (Alvarez-Melis Hil Jaakkola, 2018) .

(2) BN AERBUE BRI R R AR T, AEREORIF—EERYAE ) (Huang X
&5 2020) .

(3) FElE: XA A AL RS R P EIME  (Alvarez-Melis Al Jaakkola, 2018) .

4) ERE: AR RR T S AS (Adadi Al Berrada, 2018; Vilone il Longo, 2021) .

(5) ENLME: RS T R E BRI — B AR (Arras &, 2022) .
PAAERRITNA ] (Bommer 5%, 2024; [ 3) |, TEZFETH R XAL 7k, LRP

BUS T Em Mg G e IR, A B S SRR, SO iEmibse i T LR P X

IR, 28 R 28 S3 BN 4h T IS AT Y XATL TEAL R BIRTIT, MR R S4 WIFH T XA

WG TR, Z562E%F, SHAP 5 LRP ik R Bom H R R, 2, WfA—

PO EAE A 3 5 TR e 0RY,  PRASRSCRATS o BEARHE T B A B ] 7 55

A e B C

AN\ LRP-ZfRIE .o
> 7f oy
\\\\\\\\é§%? < _,EHI o ML

BE P =
TRBE Y A %y
— BERE e ‘
MERE e
— WA e T
RARE
LRPab
LRPz

— SRESHAP

SRt AREE

K3 AR XAT R R BIRTSE.  (A) JURh XA D5 YAR S HREIR . T R
EARTARERFE—E, BRI fair i Ciois. o (FRAR) RS S5k
T CREPUET  (RIRARR) TR Rt s e (RIGARR) AR AN
WA . AT AR R R IR, TP AR e OB R s TR L. (B) M
RERAER L (LRP-z) A TR R MR, (C) JURR R ORI . 5%
B K VE: %% H Bommer % A (2024) Finding the Right XAI Method—A Guide for the
Evaluation and Ranking of Explainable AI Methods in Climate Science , i Hl it
https://arxiv.org/abs/2303.00652v2, [k~ CC BY 4.0,

3 XAL: ML E W ESS [ A
3.1XAL¥E ESS sk A iF 58 PR

5T Web of Science (45, DA XAI 5 ESS #HX XM MEITIR R (& S2)
LRI 863 i SCHR  (CSCBRIHEETIRE TR LI 5% C,  BARARIE WL 8 A IR 2 S5) , FFEL T Ix)
WS BLR LT T

ST EEREN], RO B 2020 4FE 2GS, 2 2024 4% RO E
300 i (E14B) . T4k, XALAH RIS SCEE ESS SHlLas~: > A R AFFE iy o b 2
20% (Dramsch 4, 2025) . M FHBFSE 2 PAEM I BHRA &0 m, R
IKBEUR . RAFEAAMERRESE (K4C) . H, sKSCAURE T B XATL T K R
AR (E 4A) XA F 8 VERE TS0 BRI 5T A4 T BT a n fi ek nd i TR
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FATHE— 2T T XAL )7 vk 548 a2 > I 24 ST R A e o A=, DATH B LR
BARMAEG (K 4D) . R E/R, ETHENW%E (W SHAP, LIME, B2tk Wi
K) #EETRAER (NP . XGBoost) 4E5A . X BRI &M% 5 K Eii0
1 25 S 2 AR BV RAE RO AR (ANBR I . b)) 40 3= S s

A B C
SRR N 300 & % §I
SRl
HREEM 200 \e(?\‘,\ % g 3 &
prE £ iy »&)‘% %
FuyE i 100 U 2 e
A5 - ® “' ORI
ATegremm ° - A\ / i
g 85358 iy s
EREE-EAs . NS i o ) 752
XS - €Y /
SREMIRG) M- w3 e’ Kt
Ay I— B ¥,
i LA 5, Bk
ol o ’9% W o z\%f 7%
0 25 50 75 N zéli J >)2 (¢
b . SHAP S ¥ & e
el XGB
Al . TREE Other trees wws
I PE PDR GBDT ——
LIME LGBM s
ICE e Linear mode| e
== P| s Other types SVM
SuU s Perturbation Hybrid model——
Surrogate NN Others
‘MR Latent Representations CNN
' AM
m— CAM ANN
ms Gradients LSTM
LRP Transformer
XAIZEEY XAIFE ML/DLEHY ML/DLIEHEYL

K 4 HiEk RGPl XAL AT IR, (A) S X T8 SOk 2 2580 (B) T4k
HAERE R RS (C) ET Web of Science ¢ #5321 ESS 14l s 1fi; (D) FrikSCik
T XAT A 5753k ML BB SRR IE 4 G VGO, T EET Web of Science 41
PaE ok BRI (JCR —X, i 25%) W) 258 e T BORICCE, HEra CEm5|H &
BHATERT 80%, B4 EIN . PE: BT IE; SU: BABE 2 MR fA
FAHEJE; SHAP: SHapley MIYEf#RE TFI: ETRMFEEZN:; ALE: REBUSHY;
PDP: fiHfilEl; LIME: JailSn] R Te KRR ICE: MASIFIE; PL. BT
Perturbation: Fiz}jZ8 &; Surrogate: #{UAHAYL; Latent Representations: oty /2 1{5 H#Rik;
AM: W HALH,; CAM: 250G LS, Gradients: #£)% 7R; LRP: JZ[6J4H % M:144%; TREE:
FETHAORERL, LR: Z3RIH/ZPERH; Other types: HABZEAL, NN: M4, RF: [f
PLARAR; XGB: ARFREHESETE; Other trees: HABEE T AIMAL; GBDT: EEHE TP
LGBM: &R fEEHEFHL; Linear model: ZeMAHZAL; SVM: 2 &Al; Hybrid model:
IRAHAY; Others: JLABALAY; CNN: HEHMPIZRLZE; ANN: N THIZMZ; LSTM: K4
R VAL <
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3.2 48T AT BLAL Y A ek

16 ESS W, BArE W] ] 5T AE Y N LR BE FRGUR T S AU R 3R 2 5% HE 2 (Haupt
4% 2021; Debnath %5, 2023; Camps-Valls %5, 2025a) . iX—32:R155] 7B A E SR 4l
ZUCNTEBERIMAINAT) (2021) PAKIKEE (NTREBEAZR) (2021) “FHEHESEAYGERAL,
XL IR N TR BE RS HRH A M. N ORRE R a8 L brd S X, HAR L W,
W AR, iz . WA R EOK .

PRI R AT Wi TR T T, XAT BB T AL BB 15 (Feng P 2%, 2020; Dikshit
4 2022; Huang F %, 2023a) . #k/K (Yang W %, 2020; Ekmekcioglu %, 2021) . #F
¥ (Al-Najjar 28, 2022) . HERETE (YeS 5%, 2025) . 2 (Althoff 4%, 2021; Chen
M %, 2023) . K& (Gagne Il %, 2019) KMHZETN (Fayaz fl Galasso, 2024) 54 i
e ELE . ER AR AT, XAL WA BT AL AR B AR SR S 70 ) n] {5 BE T
fr (McGovern 4, 2023, 2024; Diffenbaugh fil Barnes, 2023; Evans %%, 2025) , a0
ZFEEJE  (van Straaten %5, 2022) MISAEYRYS (Schmidt 45, 2020; Gordon %%, 2021) . 1F
AL ZE R HDERECHE P 0, XAL A A KRB EIEER . BRemmMiR A g (14
fifitidr (Wadoux A1 Molnar, 2022) . {E¥25BY (Orynbaikyzy %, 2020) FliEEthd o3
(Hasanpour Zaryabi 4§, 2022) ) AT G YIPEEE (Shangguan 45, 2017, 2023;

Dueben %%, 2022; Gevaert, 2022) , AMIIISRBMITF5 PSR TR 270 115 L.

3.3 71 AL BHRCE

ML/DL %35 & A6 1) XAL BORIATRHME G . BIBYBEBR AT, DA ST AUM
(&
RSB, XAT o] AT TN G sh LU AR (s B, A5 B A T 54 5T
REHE. BN, FETHR3 A, Bl TFI (Feng P %, 2019; Upadhyaya %, 2021) | PI
(Ramirez 5%, 2022) PAK AM (YanJ 4%, 2021) R, TFE ESS A 72 &l o Huis:
WTALGE L TR, (Zacharias 25, 2022; Wang J %5, 2023) |, [A]E 8047 {54 T
TSR BE—8hE  (Carter 55, 2021) .

I E A ML/DL AR 1% A S B XAT SEAHeA A 94T R flRe, I 45 540k
SIS AR T BT (Jing 25, 2023; Wu Y 28, 2023) . SRR O R UK IR PR RG
RV H (Schmidt %, 2020) , HA BT I0IER AR 24 S WA T 1 REAS DL & BEAE,
M SRAT B B PRI SRR R (Hu X %8, 2021)

W2 XAL FEL T TR RS T is W S 0ufk, JUHDERRALRAE ¥ (Toms 4,
2020) ., MERURAFFARAENS L ISR (Chen T 28, 2021) Fi cubist B8 (FuZ %, 2022)
ST R G R AEAE ) I8, 40 Treeinterpreter T EL R F W 7K 4> 2R AT 45 1 PE B3R T
(Upadhyaya %%, 2021) . 7EVREEAIA, AT AR PR RORLRAE B B T8 D RS
e 28 I 2% OR B TSR A R A m 22, X BV H T RAEEZ I (Blackwell, 2012;
Maddy 4%, 2021) FIFE/KTN (Shamekh %%, 2023) . R4 XAl BEA SR AL I
#F ESS @A B — Bk, HH a0 T0E B AR S BRI R 45 1 T S0 S BRI,
A AR AT 256 5 R AR LRI E

3.4 M ATBEZY APogRIBURY 27 L AR

ESS W58 N A BT XAT Ay —Fh gl 240 TR, S RE LS 7 ] SR 2E )
AU I BAL T 2 T AT UL (Jiang S 4%, 2024a)
3.4.1 AT K SCHLA]

XAL g H TR A H H R (Ley %, 2024) | 781U (Chakraborty 5%, 2021b; Zhang
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H %%, 2025) . 127 (Althoff 4§, 2021; BaiZ %%, 2022; Hao H %%, 2024; Wang H 5%,
2024) . WHEFRE (LinJ 45, 2023; Wu A Li, 2023) KM F7K (MoY 4%, 2025) Z3h%&
TR RSN R 1, A B TR DAL Gk SRR I R R A & 5 25 [B) S o M. 1t
Hb, XAT AR REFN K B AL B fE (Wang S 2%, 2022; Ding K %%, 2025; Wang H 7%,
2024) PASAS BN R ASIALR BT (Wang S 55, 2024) . XAy, XAT R T8k
SR S HLEREAE 2 [ AR L, K S R A AL

3.4.2 M A

XAI iR ML/DL B2 N RIS 2 id A2, 42T 7T 5: (Feng P 4%, 2019; Saha 4%,
2021; Dikshit 5%, 2024) . #ksK (Jiang S 4%, 2022a, b; XuY %5, 2024; FenglJ 4%, 2024;
Liu M %%, 2024; Ke E %5, 2025) . ¥f 'k (Kondylatos %%, 2022; Abdollahi fil Pradhan, 2023;
Bountzouklis 4§, 2023) . Hiff%7K (Gimeno-Sotelo %5, 2023) FI#YE (ShuR %%, 2025)
GO R, B, FEBK AT, XAL 8 T m A E TRk . Sl
FIRIIRAMF SRS (Slater 4%, 2024) . X HFA SHAP {HiF— D4R T X E AR

(Jiang S %%, 2024b) , 15| AGCAERUIN B 1AL T %A R BN AL IR 5] (Lee Y 45,
2024) .
3.4.3 I N 35 3 e i

XA VA R RE 7 bl i AR B TR ROBE R [T T A fe 3 22 5. B RBS A R0R B sl Y5 4 (Liu S
&5 2025) AT ALY, (Zumwald 45, 2021; Oukawa 55, 2022) SEPEHIE N RS H )
NGRS 7. R, XN TARBREIS (R EARsRE) | BT ES M AR
M DALt CR AR, XAT IRREIIA B R I%  (Alam 4%, 2025) .

W, XAIET AN HER (NEsRPRE) 7R, 2 #EnR—
Y FWN, (Janssens 55, 2021) , WFHMAEYHIBRILFAIGEF (Haaf %, 2021; Patoine
&%, 2022; Wang K 4§, 2022) | RIS UL (Berner 5%, 2020) PASE AR (Sonnewald
Fl Lguensat, 2021) ., &Ml “TREXKETHE T, BEXKEBTEW FURREMIE, C#
i XALS2] THAE.

3.4.4 JRIFRE -5 R A K T7 1]

RE XAL GBS M A th iR 22 i A2 el R X R, (BHA G ITEMER R EA
PR E A EURITIE M AR . XAL BYSERERE J1 47532 BT K 2 8088 o & A8 454, B mI DA
AR & (R AH R R BAEH, TGRS B UE IR 6 &R . X — s R PE R ESS BF5E & Al
AURBOR I R T RSPk, 5140 iR Bkl 5% LA SRR 2 5 BRI ZR ) s iz AL i A
& Pk, RN ML/DL JF %% 5 ESS S & K2 M S% A 1E, DIIRE T XALK)
RIEAR TS BELE, AR SRR . RMAITE, R XAL @M 2% ESS i)
A TR, B 5EGLRPFRMBEE I A&, A REIEX RS2 mid AR A
fi%.
3.5 ESS ' XAI 358355

AR T — A RHREAL R AR BB AR B AEZE (B 5A) . ZREZRIG THH9E
HARRBAE, SO RS AR AT | e BRI 5500k, 7ErCEm B,
i BIPN FR PR B S & GURSE IR FIR, AHERE XAL AT iPAL SiE, DAMEALREREZS AL,

X — ] TAERARR S, REIWESE B AR E R 21 A
(1) DAFRTFRIFRRENE S B I, 07 T4 0 n] 5 BTS2 IR AR RE S R

(2) DASRTE AT #EACRE N H I, XATERIZ B TR T ARG . Bl A A
LR e

(3) DASKEURl:ULAE R B rgmst, WIRJe5| AWBRICIRZY R, ARG B M8 B A
H.
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FAMILA Huang &5 (2023b) WIWFFE NG, JE/R 1 HESAE 133800 FE T AT 55 g B
FESEMUFIEERE (B SB) SERFERII%: (B 5C) MRkl b, BeaZ it XAL 3 Hris 1
THERE N RN (K SD) |, REPRS TN R A — 2L

A B C
0895 I prnr 2% res0.075
serI AR TR e R 0985 {’ %30 /'—
'HZO o0 . ’

R RSN T KEREERR o] Bl
FORSE FUS{E weosRfosaE |00 b0 1 K.' - L L L
‘ 0 20 :‘0 60 80 10 20 30 40
ELinzo 4 WA HBRE (%)

II4RF0I{BML/DL ‘ a{ YIZRADIFAEML/OL }»
T 1 SHAP ICE

ESEARIEESK EEARIEESK
EXEXAIfRRE

=kl

EXEXAIRERE

TR

[ 5 XAL1E ESS Hi Y SS BHE SR K R T = BB T, (A) UK XA R 555
RN R &L (B) — (D) SEBIBFE AN BUH 4R (B) RO Bebiik i
MR, (C) BIRLNZSIUEN B tERETG 2k, (D) BT ZIrkike XA ot
EE A - R T S R, b dE SHAP Sk . AMAKEEE (ICE) Mk, 2
JRHRRLIY. (ALE) W&, DAK H3ERE S MGE R 48 ALESZH . (B) - (D) iRk
Huang 45 (2023b) HF5Eeltd szl

+mgs 10 010 10 0 10
THRE (C)

4 PR TR T R
4.1XAT [ 1= R
4.1.1XAIL J B2 R B R

XAL FEAERAT e EA W R BRI, B T RPRRES R TSt H Bl A fEAe ik
T A s i H B .

BT HABRYY A (A0 LIME) 385 {0 T s il 2 v 5 R b 7 M S s AR, T 2
FMAESE B ESS M AP AR ME DA A2 . 24748 B [RIAEAEAH SRR, Pl s —AR S n] g [ I
Az [P AE AL, X — B G O TSR R AT 55 AR B 3Rk (1] 5D; Huang 5§, 2023b) ,
WL R, Ao/ IMEARBEIE LT, LIME XJAH SRR BUSM: = T SHAP (Huang %%, 2023a);
TMAERMEARZMT, RS fE— SR 20 (Krell 5%, 2025) . Mok, 27
RS S I ST 40 (Ivanovs 4, 2021) |, SESEHR S MEAWZE, HAEm4E
TRRAIE 2 [0 r I I S 2 A B

FT R R B R R A AP R . AR E R )T (Saleem %%, 2022)
JEHAE R 2 M 25 h i Bl i, HE R A e | AN REYLYE (Huang 55, 2024) , AU
FAEETE (ARG EEE) BAREIEIURR NTREE R, (HILEE R ]
MR A BT R (Mylonas 5%, 2024) . BRI S, BT REBACRLR) B e TR AR
bk T AU R AR vk . AR U AR A BT 1, LRP @R 1 -2 #, 1M
LIME 5 SHAP 433524 22 571 108 £,

4.1.2 MECATE A WEAS R PR B s L XAT 7k

23R H 2 B XAT BORMERER — R, HaiGel s BEMEe, XFIEeich <%

AETTROY . HARIEAE T A E e (G B 5 R PR ZE S (Basagaoglu 4,
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(HEATEFEILAE |

2022; Huang %%, 2023c) . RUETAH LIRS (W5 23 7))
L S 4 1.

WM R, HE50H B AROR G, BRI
4.1.3 BL= 4 —nY XAL AL A

B2 P2 N AT R PAL S — 25 30 T XAL e B e BE . A BIFSY 2 40 4R o
ISHNRE R CESCREE” P TRF IR, B0, Mamalakis 8 (2022b) 5| A ClimateNet 4§
e, HhaaLRbREm KRR, TR XAL A HA Y sk,
BEAb, 3K H 2Bk R AR R o R R A7 2R A B B VA S, fS B gy
HIER AR FRAN TN S XAT Bk (Mamalakis 5%, 2022a) .
4.1.4 A RERYfRDL T 5

Rt EaABkg, MDA TR IR R A A
(1) RIEEBARFRAES

BRI SR 22 P XAL 5 AR [l — BB s R AR BT A 0T, 3 A 25 A 5B [F) 7
AL B AMILfE, T 2 AT T8 (Gibson 4, 2021; Ghada %, 2022; Van Straaten
4 2022; Ham %%, 2023) . {40, Huang % (2023a) @iFEEA(H PI. SHAP. LIME,
ALE. PDP Fl ICE X} T4 B2 T 24 /it A7 /04, W38Tt 1 MRe wl S e RSS2 1) S
SR,
(2) HEEREN XAL ¥

HEBN K5 Fl v] R RE 5 35 PR R T R 2 6, A IR B B R B B S IR RAE BUROR,
SRS AR S SRR AERE, AT I R G R
(3) RETTARREI GRS 24 2] BEkY

AT FRREAREE 24 SRR (OB . RPN 455 ) G AR Y AT 2 B A T B ]
B, XA AR L R R, 07T SRR 2 RZHE AT AFIHNT (O Loughlin %, 2025) .
WA FELE A P R A SR R, A B TR EI B AR AR, SCReT A . X
e ir 5 RGE K.

4.2XAI 5 ESS TRk
42.1XAL &t B 455 ESS 40l 323k > [a] i A~ 38 i

RS 2.1 ARG T XAI 2 MR, (HiX Ser AR R RAR R EADAR 7870 3 12
ESS WF9E Mz sk . AR EEET XA F¥ERR T E A5 ESS 52BN H 3 52 (A1)
GERPEIY (Gevaert, 2022) . ESS FHXMzaAH X Ty, QRIS A, BORHE
FHHIWENA . ML/DL k3. ALRTA ™ Al 2 DA S =z B2 28, AT R i e
ABRRAL G ) T AR T R, 1T O AR 2 Bk 2R 0 o AR 1) 3l AT AL 5 RS g

SR RATIHR 01 SRR R I B 5 YRR AR R S | AT R 48, (B A R A A gk L
SPRERUAT A RIR A B A A . SO, BRI R0 A AU s 1) T 4 =)
PEMRRES RS, DASCREARRIE S P IR sRbilE . S8, YAl XAL{EdE = A BALS T
(LI R BRI e S ekdt) AR A B B RBR.
4.2.2 BASTREMEDAT SIS . AHE RS R TR

XAL BB (ADERAE ST M . BB RSB :) 5 ESS MAC R (RELM5RZIAY
FREA KME . RGEEhASMEM A RAELNE) ZRIFEERAVERAREIIE, X2y T HAE ESS
i E—2 N H . ESS By R I R GRS R AR AT H BA TR, TR 24k XAL )7
VEROE T S AR, PROHCTE TR I A MR (O HA A AR 808 A 8dE 7 IR T)
IF, AL AR FTSEARRE

B S MO T BEHI 5517 2 XAL ik EtE, ETHshny vk (W PLAI LIME) iEid
MBS F AT W04 A AOR PR RRAE B, FEXAEEE T, WS AN
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A, TR B, XA J7 AR B2 0 B R R R B 255 L, iR 41
We b B ER I R (R K B I

IeAh, REBILNI XA J7 AR E T IR s, 1 ESS B N2 & B 45 1y,
HAFE AR AN . SR E A AR B AH R . S (BIATAMs Rk . IE5ZA8 4k
R PRAT I AR ST) . X ARASUEHC 2 S 30N XAT H3REA 26 T FE R AEAE W 22 (HLIM &
S3) , PN RE A RO K M5 LR EYE (Jiang S %8, 2022a, b) . Bf
FENGUR A& PSRN (A0 2K 1 (He F 4%, 2025) . BZ/Rifh 4L Diaz-Vallejo
4%, 2024) . Z-Score (CuiX 4%, 2021) %) KEZMEIRGHT LI, SR
BT R R R N B AR e, SRR B SE MHRAEAE, PEB— AN R A RES | A A
An g JE Lk AR
423 AR ER Y XAl

M 2EFE2E 5 B AE UL SR 30 % ML/DL R 81 Hp R IR SR X 3R, DARN TR AR &
(Irrgang %, 2021) . JEIARFSE 2200 B XAT FERUINASE AL i DLEAT PR 7S 1 D7 2GR0 9K
AT . BRI, XTI ER M S R X R —R. B2 SRS ML/DL 45
B, TEWA Gt A RIS UE AR LT, A W0 PR AR AW R . X W] BBV M T e TR A%
At R ) B IR O e . ARELR L T PUR C R I SR A, MR AR L pes 1 oA b R 2R
HLAIIEE /) (Camps-Valls, 2025b) .

2 H SCHRRE T T SR B AR T 1) BRLAR ) XATL 551 PR XAL (Carloni 4%, 2025) .
B A XAT AR iRk, B SEi a7 R R IR 5 2 WA G54 R A
T A R AR v i SRR . XA T ETE BSS HRERAE M R, S, 2 I XAL
PURIRSN R B AFSE, Sebr ERMEHbEEAE T T R XA #$AE.

— LS T eI MR A 3 ESS TR A EBHESE ,  DATERPREE AR sl i e (R
EHORIMZE (Althoff 45, 2021; LiW %8, 2024; Hu X %%, 2021) . 4R, Sh=fafdns
MR —AN A, BN, HEKRS CO: &EFLI kv et fitigs. Mr, MHE
SRR e AR I TR BT P B AETE T, DARE s R AR R 2, IR A R R 2R
fifRE.

4.2.4 ity 3] vy AR BT AR A AR

—ANRAPERR BAE T, XAL 8 3 PR 2 v 21 i A R AR, 3K SERIARUIRTR T4 iy ik
WP AR, (I R AR RN AR AN EAE AME ASR L, FHZ R, ESS BT AR A AR AL
AR AE T HLEE 6 B AP PR AS . PG, XAT HES A iR 3 DA A - A R e 6
5, TEIEMIE IR SE AR e b, #RXE DA-S Hi2E R 58 s W e A RUBGR R 6 T s 1) . i)
IR BRI VCES (Li X A Guo Y, 2025) . HusfRlA R # ZA T XA ASHE S5 9K
RIS (AFF T EIE) WiEE. HERAZ.OFET, ML/DL Al XAL FE IR
Fe5r 5 R A SRR ESS Tk,

4.2.5 WJRERMRDL T &
(1) T [XTSRA XALTS5

XAI JiE R a5 AT X4 S (e, ASRS. miRs) |, miEdEY
15 AT VR AR PR SRR 1 U1 81 2 T . TG 1) ) SR P AR A0S B el 22 i M Bk R e ) A 254 5
NASEAL AR, AT P TR S AR A P i m A m] S
(2) AT REHIH ) AR AE 2L

R PR AR W5 | BT R, A BT 45 SR s B 2544 1k ESS ds b irde
FTH CESCHLEET AT XAL GBS /R B PR B C H ) TR PR ¢4 (5 B (Chen M
85, 2023) , —FPEAG IS 1) R A2 A A= A i A~ S B A L1 S R Y i3 A2 (Shen
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C %, 2023) , MRt BT bR AR In DAZ T, 1 A A A2 00 T @R ML/DL 45
BRI TR

TEAX R T RGP IR, A TRIE =R T RAEEW T, 32
A PR O 2R 0 5 T I0IE, X6 ESS AN DR A S5 A A0 I I S8 0 R A R (Li X 4%, 2023)
ML b, FROTER I T —Fp R R BRI & XALHESR (ULFf % D; FfHIEl S4) . i%AE
R DA FERAE AL, AR S 07 R A 3 2 i AL, () B B
ML/DL A48T 1 AR AT AT RE, AT SEEIN B A bk R 400 SR AR

(3) PAH PR XAT it

T ESS MY S P HHAR S 2R, RAIVH P08 XAT S 2 %
YL ) AU XAT $2 1 B3 HEN (Chen H 4%, 2022) AIYEIE 4R f5 1) 2 ESS,
ICBFIE R, RS T30 6 A7 AE W25 ML/DL AR AU T RES | & [ 5T KUK (Debnath %,
2023) . [k, 7F XAI-ESS AN A SN HEREY, 5IARANTOREN, AT
TERGE A P ERPE S SHE B (Clement 5%, 2023) . —DE5MLRY SR (&
6) PIALFEDATN KEE IR

(1) i FERA S - R H P ARk (Hoffman %%, 2023) ;

(2) 5 ESS i X T, RROUS AR R oot AR SRR (Fan, Sk
RATRN G A d A Y PR Rk a8 (Kim 4%, 2023) |, HECRH E H R HETE TR
ORI R RS

(3) @RI TAERR, DARRARZ um PR B XA P4 AR T4k

(4) ES A2 EIE XA ST S ER, AW IELEAE ESS Hi B HRCR.

TEX— AR, IREZARHAD AR H bR PR 2 X 2, — YIS IATRY 5 e T A T
VR, SCELE T IR XAL $ORMJoaesEE:, MWMESHE AR 1E S k.

= ———

J Rt /

REMTIS.  ARDAR () FENS WTFISE

- BIREAR -AFPES

- ZQRER - g0’

- TYESCEX - ABHR
WE: SR |WE: JgiuE | WE: SRR
PR: BRAKEOA (PR : TSR | PR: BURAIE
|DD: AlZEISR |DD: RS | DD: HEAEIRF
6&: RIEIAIR (EG: R ‘& RFANR

&l 6 Thi ] ESS HILAAN N s XAT BT iy et iek gy 5. o, WF. PR, DD Ml EG 433
RIS A5 BORHEF 5 AP . B R STIK, ARk B 5T
UNZES 2=

4.3 K VA

TE R TR BOR 55 2 AU B 4k, % XAL ANfE MR AL, 0T ST itk
FRUYE XFEE, AOESOR SRS R 8 S B ERsE &, 85 KRS IERE
2REEE . XAL B B A T3 BT HO ¥R P AL R (R 5, X 2 R 28 2 ) 553 Rt
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ZERMITEMEYE (Thuy #l Benoit, 2024) . [AIL, RZEIEHGAMIPAL AT E M, L6
PREET XAT BN RA BL m] (5 BRI AT AT IR AR T

— M)A AT R AR I A S XAT 5ok RALMERREE R AL b, SR AN
SETE, RIFEAH IR S5 2 04 URRE, Tl WStk o A A RS e M 5 — 2k, AT R A
FEAR AN E PR e BZYR.

5 Rk
5.1 0115, ERCEHEM XAL

JEEAR, FRATIAR A — Ao 05 T GRS R e XATHESE, KA 1
JiRi Z R R A LR A  (Belaid %, 2023) . ZHESE BRI B GR R XAL kY
HAMES, Selkp— o7 ARG . A e B AR E TR A R i, VR —Fh R
A, “glocalXAI” BEMS [F] & HEE 1E 2 A5 B S FHE 2R ITAS, R B AL R AL Ty
. HERRAERR DA S AR S SR 5 T B A 27 ) (Achtibat 55, 2023) |, KHb, Fié
SRR EL AR LS (LiL 55, 2018) DARAS A= aliiE F B RYERE )7 (Song
C %%, 2022) CETHENAL G SU I R4 B fi 5.

ARRI XAT FEARR G B— TR R, S MRk () o4 2 & . AR,
FI TR E B XAT J7 ¥ B3 T 548 52 2 e BRI 2 ST AL TR o a7 B B
S XAL J7 ¥ N 3R B iy RS, DASCHRPAEAS [R)A BY B2 44) 2 [R) F i v iR Ll A

(Theissler &%, 2022) .

b5 FL R Y P R, AR XAL FRNTER@ KA. W ‘Ml (BiK
4, 2023) . “fkE” (ChenL %%, 2023) #l GraphCast (Lam %%, 2023) “FHi{THEEAE
ESS G T B RERRAT . SR, (240 XAL 73k (40 SHAP) Frf iy B TS AR,
JEE R T HAE R AR R B R L AR Ry SR T 2 (OB AR O ) XAT ik
THECH SRR AL RN, BE R A AR A S AR A A TR, AT 2
SR T 2 AT R B M 22

WAk, HAEREA RS S RUEMES BRI, WHES M XA TR,
Hl, WAE XA B adkikny (MiT 4, 2024) | HEZRE, HATENTE
FRAEAE AT 18 a0 R ¥ — Btk s shAe e S5k, TAE ESS RUBT 2SR ¢ . dEZ i i
SRR A S B B, X RIE R RL, B, R IEAY XAT 7l s 2k AE
N ASLB) T 45— B0k, (BRARG P Em e SRy W RE X — R
BAL, G AAF R N AR RIA] 5 | X DA A R e 7, T 3% A0 B A3 A M AT XAL
FBMUAHGN . Htl, AR TAER RS2 —, S0 FFPEAL% T8 W) ESS SUsR R
XAl J5¥, PARE G bl e b Bk R G000 2 4% 8l 12 Ak

5.2 #i % XAI 1F ESS T i1EH

AR, XALTE ESS i E A BEE— 40 . FATM ESS KA =AFrE: (A
. HERATTE) X REH T R A, E 7 BoR, IRATPAK EARE XAL B4
HITHEE, DAZL AR HIEIER AR A €, ZHEZLRF ESS W&k =2 st (1)
NN B 0 B R SR A R n a0, SR B TR B, A X}
ESS AT AN RIERE:  (2) AR E: RGEZIE S ERHE S B, AR RS
BRI  (3) T3P B KRR SR E AR R A S R G R E B R T
T it .
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iA&D ‘ XAl: IEEHNBARE (1) RMFHFNR
_s . %% . 4 o ; o
AXRHSR e
— \, ) — L - BHH - FHAEE i
= < (3) HEDERE
IR ML/DLAgE 5 - 30U - 5t "
(2) HIEEE. MSHER (4) RBURAL (5) IRBUEERRADIRR
{33 MR ol
&% [ XAl: EUSHE .
: _’g () HEREEE it &@ B (6) ANZEE

B 7 HIBRARGRAH  ER RS MR A AR IR AT TR SE PR . P K 5 05 HE
PR XAL DB IIRE, I HERT R XALIEIH T [f).

(1) INHIBEE:  ZHa BN

XA Gefg WIZ Z . AP A 2 BGRB8 R 55 8., Tk 2645 B A DAE i
NTAATEER . FL, XALZEE2ER AR & B P B . Bln, fE250F
J A, XA TEH 78 A FAETE 2RV 7 TH &4 T X8 EA (McCloskey %%, 2019; Ishida
£, 2019) . Hr1, GNNExplainer {E5—8h 5 EI G M A 45 G110 XAL Jrik, it e
SEMERZ MM EFR, WEARL AL T ) TR, JLATAE Ui B TR FRAE 51k
FEFRM BN S —B (Ying Z 48, 2019) . X—MINAL N ESS FIH XAI #8% ESM
T R T2 SR i R R T R

AETBS> ESS i AREAS B E R, HT XAL BbRIh Jr2f i TS N8R
R (Zhong X 4%, 2022) . fil4n, EBRA AR ZEVE AT MRS PERRRE LA S S
I ) 7 YA, WFFE N S ) R A S o P 9 A AR K FHAE HL it b () s AR Bl Dy 2tk AT T
Fatfizlm (Klein %, 2024) . B4k, A GWERER) ML/DL A58 285 E A RE A% A 3R AE
LR R (Gallegos 55, 2024) . JREARK, XA AHEMH ESS HHRRE B AR HE
FER BB AR, LU BAE T RENS I8 R AL e @A M 7 Y ME AR B e i 5 2
FHEAE .
(2) HERBBE: HT XA WEPRER . A S5EE

XAILTE ESS Hiy B A4 e 2 00 V2 90, 53 Sp ot sy A Ak Rl . AR
PGP, — R bRl PR E (Edge Intelligence) ™ HFTHUGIBHRGE, HAZOAET
A A B PR R Sk EAR B RAE I D Bt & (Sinha Fl Vashisht, 2023) . 5]
A XAL A B — S e P AR — B A vl AR, M2 EXT CMIP  (Coupled
Model Intercomparison Project) . 243 B2 - A5 DA B 08 J85™ ity S5 R BTSSR 1 R
EH 5.

R A T, XAL D8 T 2 880 M & 4387 (Lohit 4%, 2019; Xie Q
&%, 2019; Taskin 4, 2024) . % XAILER 22808t iR 5 5 $E UMD 5 1 iy A0 35,
F A Bt — 21 R R R A R Z R R, RS . PR TR SR A
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AR ST AR A FR A AR

A, XA FERAEUE 7 R A T2 ). AN XA 7 ol 25 G < iy
WSS LRP R, BEEARORINITF SR SR EF A (Gautam %, 2023) . fEEE
SRR, XAL A OO B TE B2 S HE AL N i i B G B AR, ZE /0
s R AE RRBC N PG 55 20T HAEE AR BE PRI (W 68 (Mahapatra 4%, 2021) . 2§
LI ARFE ESS WA A EEMNA, A0 7T 08058 14 R Wi P s i s i s g, e
FLUXNET % fiAb 3 #2 v
(3) ARKEE: RS S ITAG

kRS (Earth System Model, ESM) 7RSI AR AR STy T A 456 O AE AT,
HEREXT ESS S RRAIAE . ST, BPETERBIN CMIP6 X, AN[A] ESM 7E £ Fif
SRRERAE PRI BEAR—2: (Hsu Al Dirmeyer, 2023; FuW 4%, 2022) . A%
RSy R A T (RIREEAR Bl DA ) T AT th S 8O & R AN sRE 5 |
B RGHEmZE, TR AR FE (Lian X 5%, 2018) .

XN, XALAEREA AL 5150 TR, T HAET AL &g
FTZL A A FERGUERAE (LI X %8, 2023) . B0, XAI GERE /R AR ESM 724 BE R AL
W ZESE, Atk AR R T AL S0 B, (Krasting 4%, 2022)

b —Fh A2 2R ) A% AT DA B A (R 4R 7 ESML BT g i A ¢ 85 L, i 1)1 45 MIL/DL 57
PAAESP- 25 ST e 7 4317 Ty i A SR 00 6T 7 4747, AT DA R B T R sl A X
P ERE S 1 T4 (Barnes 4%, 2020; Labe il Barnes, 2021) ., %5 Wi 98 & GESAE A2
PIERAE R B WA LR, SR B3R s ESM 17 A 4 Btk 8 24 AL
(4) HRB B AL

SV TR LR 56 AT S5 T, TR TR [R) 2 SRAE A 15 2 R PR R AR PR 4 A
TS EREEBERORS AL (Schiller 45, 2019; Anders %5, 2022) . 3K H il 2 o e
ZERGA T T 3R S R AL (Ross 4%, 2017) | BOREG [ SEEE(EE (Narteni 55, 2025) ,
B HR G R A B (Yeom 45, 2021) . J4ESK, A XA B TES L
ft. (Ibrahim #1 Shafiq, 2022) PASMEERELZIZ~3) 4 FE (Mukhamediev 5, 2022) . RUEFIX
SRR, BBt XAL $ORTE ESS W HEAAAE—Ew . Bk, ESS BN A
PRSI IE XAL FHGH B, PABGR XAI-ESS [ 57 UG 2 i v e 78 00 Tl L 78 47
(5) fHIARBTEE: BB NS R

TRANHTY XAL il i e o . RREdgom . 51003000 . BRI DA AR RY 45 4 1 i
557 AORFETH ML/DL BEHUPERE (Weber &5, 2023) | {HIXSE5E0E 1 R AETE ESS QU452
. — ok, XA A SRR 2SR YR — 2k, 13X 0] DA AR AL A il b 2 o AR 4
PR EEIPIMKIE 2 —, T3 S U B E R A M S TR e E 2R G 3R
(6) 1T8hBE:: AL

ZHF XA RGH i e vr P S A AR SRR gL S bl AEfE e AHLAC B T &
VR AR . B, T 1) KA E R ) XAL S B8, (6 P REAS TP AR Y e 1A
ARV RIS MRS R S U AR — Bk, IR RGN, FEE A RS 5 RER
Wik BN EERNAL S, KA DAES R BB TFHLHF R &S 5 PA 80 R4, ML/DL FA
T AP UL R, T XAL WHE B2 5 3 A L ook By e i Bk A B, v
SRIRE ) 2 5 5EER.

A, K XAD 5B I L B3GR LB, &, A BRI TR, it
% ESS [RAAMERIR ., 7650 —hT, R HR XAl RGN AT D, i AfE ML/DL
BB RRPHTTE,  DMRBE RGN AT S ATk, A 2R aet nT ik XAL J7
¥ (41 LSTMVis; Strobelt 4%, 2017) E.AEM% I it 52 F 2 B 1 R b 5648 B R AR RS Py
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TR RIS . REEACE, RH R XAL A HE BN EE NGNS SRk E B,
{EREE B, PRI AHLIAE  (Naiseh 48, 2023) .
(7) 18l BOEHE 55

Y XATAEAARAS AT 5 VA PR 4505 1 2 R B LA g B A ) (WL5E 3.2 47) , A b
TSR A R AR N BOR R e I B 5. Bk, RS KRR S U,
A E ) ML/DL REEE 0N B0 7K (Reidmiller 5, 2017) . FEfk= A ] PR
RURT R REE AT SR PPAR IS DL R, TR FE N, ML/DL JF A& & 75 282 4 XAL J5
R, B PRENS T 0 T R G P TAERIL, AT ek 3 ) 30 (McGovern 4%, 2022) .

Hk, M EECRHOEET ML/DL B, (H 3 X YRR (i 2 T 23 1 18] B2 KU I A X
(Debnath 4, 2023) . AT, A02R XAL PG 7R i & S UE P BEA% 8 13 5256 s HAth ik ~7iE
Pm CABS IR, WIS A B Ry B ) B A AR A 22 5 3 B 7 TR A R SR (LR 2= A A
BN, TEKGERAT AR P A A0, BT XAT A AR T R g DX el R 1 1R 52 36 1
AFH AR 4T, BN, Schoenke 5% (2021) FEAO A & T — M- &, il nTH
OB, A A P SR T ARE AR UL S v S ER R T XAT ZE R4
RO 1) 2 AN P i) B R )

6 L4548

JRUE XAL ELRCR ESS (F58H AR AT BBt T B, (HIHE 0532 il SEAS R AR ] il Re b
HTHAE . ACEREY, R XALAERBOX )7, SR04 B8 H 1 XA kit
5 ESS 4UsAEE T ok Z AIAFAE RNV, XS P T HSEBR R . Al XAT T
M AR BIEFEAS N ESS WA iA% 0 TR, mEEERAR LRI mAESe I 31T RGP
5.

BEFAEGESHT, AR AR =00 a fHE L, i 55l B [ 4t
(1) FFJ T 1] ESS H XAT 7535 Bl

Ml XALWEA e mBReE, OB SRS G (a) REMEHE
HZ R XALHAR, [T R A S 0] R TR B2 I AL DA AR AR R R fle s (b)
IBRERHE G 1E, H5E ESS 445t XAT ML rE 5 Bt RHE AL e, 1% e B A
FARBERG BE Rt b, IS rE B B, DABRIE Rl R ] Sk
(2) CANCHHLOBZ 4E T IRREIE I XAT A5 & i 75 1)

FRAR R AR PERREAS L DA /2 ESS MBHATR K, MRRREE AL A0 AT B2 L)
WHRR L. AT, SERTHERR) V2 R 2 X B2, B ESS 4 %% . ML/DL
TR &SSP I RATE, MWBBLIT R 2 W85 i AREILH . Besh, JATAH, 9
TR LR BN R R T 4 R SRR i XAL FSS &, 24 T3 B4 3 & PR o AR A
HPRA RIS, KBRS — SR TFRE, ARIERE T R 5 Je it XAT $0R
TLaELE A .

(3) FFAHEME RN XAL bRIfEFRE

Bz A E R R, HAREMEA R, AR, e RN B0 XA 75
ESS S R TT S 25 B SXOAEER T BT 7, RN A o % 9 2 AR AR A
WA, IEERT R LS, AT E M E AR AR R SECE R EE .

ESS Ak & J 5 Rl EH Al if R B w2, 8 T —1 XA a5 280 hia ).
HAVBELEPIR BB 10 — IR R AR Bl RRERREEL ) BBNE JCAE Bl & AN,
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