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EFFECTS OF ALTITUDE AND LINEARIZED
SATURATION VAPOR PRESSURE ON PENMAN
EVAPORATION ESTIMATES

Ban Xianxiu Zhang Yufu

(Liaoning Climate Center, Shenyang 110015)

Abstract This paper concerns the effect of altitude upon the mode and strength of Penman
evaporation estimates varying with radiation balance, wind and saturation vapor pressure deficit-
Following the expansion of vapor pressure by second-order Taylor series, the problem of possible
error is investigated that results from the linearized saturation vapor pressure for the expression of

Penman estim ates.
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