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BT Markov &4 188 By X 18 + 1B M4 R AT R i R

EAHME 12, FEHEMS ', XEM

1 PRl B p o HHEFSERT, Mat 2100085 2 R EBIEBFSAERE, dbnt

100049)

OB RHUKI PR AR T DR SR N BRI B A B R E 2, 2T Markov BEF) 46 BHUE — i RE
il 2 WHE D BRI G AU 575, AR SR BN 22 5 R BN A MU LU AT 1B 2 0% HT, 1207 e 20K )
S VAR S U A T R A T R TT o SEBLIX I+ 30K 0 2B S B B LB, X T S IX S oK 418 sh AN i
P MIBEHUREL, AT 3K 22 B (80 AR S xSk 7338 B R JFa RS AU SS SRIK A, 552 2 HURAF )2 A0 1K
SIS BRI TS Fo 45 R0 AN 8 PSR A T o AR B LSRR FE T Markov 8 34 T2 AU -+ S22 AT DG S )
WFFTHERE, LAY DX IAEIDL A T 1) 2 B O RS A By, D DCIRAOD A P4 B, KT R I AR ARSI R R AR

FAE

XKHIE:  Markov #; HWTHERL; TS AR

FESES: S271

Bt 25 SRS EL AR FLO Ak 5 R 1 Ko R
Ji, D3RR I A% A ST A AR R A AL A B e o T
B RSN C s 7LD, Mgt 2 bR 5
(e 325 AT D0 L3P T L IR 3 2 (R 5G R 1)
IHE AL, AGNPSP!, SWAT ), ANSWERSE® 1,
WNMM! SRR A5 1) Tk Z N . K
LIRS NS IRE RN PSE FI0E ECh- A1 . wee 1o R 1515 ]
BERLAG S5 TE, R — e REHLEEN S AT 5
b - SR B S CRT REAE A S o0 L, b T RE S 1E )
AME RN, SIS B AR SR BIHAR RS 2. K
DM ZE e BRI R IR AL G, Sont RIEK o e
PR CIERE. V538, o) TBLR Ok
MIERFE VSRR AIT RS A E g,
DI AR 1) T S, AR AL e AR
REAERE LSRR, B RIA R — X B
SR TR RS (AR SRRl . AT, 38 M R VR 4
o B B R 108 T 7 A58 J . IR DX 38 P Y
A - R TG A . th TEe= R
EA A DA ATV 1 [ A b, L8 IR AN RE
WL VU S 50O B 7R, IR AR (R
JERUFEREARL) (Y8 32 21 T AR K RS

N R R, Carle I Fogg!"HR T —Hhdk
THA MR ——Markov 5511 2 J0HR /R LG T 24 AL

SALG M3 T A XA 53 R EL (cross-variogram) K2 7T
M GE TR RAN ], 2B AR e # % (transition
probability) AR X A7 & (1) 7% (B AL ek, IR P
FIFR 7R B BB AR K B, AR S I e ok A ik Bt
B “SEBL” o Z T EAE R R A m] DA il 25 5
A RMHGETHE B, R WAL AR 5 1) 2% W] 73 AR AIE A
A H oA, T ELRE AT HS SEBR 43 A b I AS KRR
A ) P S REAE . Fe MR I S ABATAS %075 S
FE TR S R B A GERAUIAT LU B D 1 B 7 (AN 5 1 B
fiEl%, SRIIFET Markov BEMIHLGETHIRY, FE6R A4
BRI X A A B AR, RRAE IR, BT
PR, HATIRGE P BEALHEIR SR

1 Markov BRI LA

1.1 Markov 5 Markov i3 %%

Markov : HE (BLRZ) TEWTZ ¢ Frab iR
BHCRMEAET, EREAENZ) > PRI IEAT
AT SIS RRAE to W2 2 H DT AL PPIRZSTE G, XL 5T
FRATGJERNE . Markov i #E: WREHLEHE {X(0), t€ T}
PRSI A T o WA IR ¢ AR n DN EUE (<
L<..t, n=3, €T, i=1,2...,n, 1E5&M X(t;)=x:
€L i=1,2,3..., n-1 T, X(t,) WIEATI3AT s BUE 1755
T4 X(t,) :xnﬂ:m%ﬁ:ﬁ]\%ﬁ@ﬁ
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P{X (1) < x| X(01) = x1, X(82) = X2 X(t1) = X1} =
P{X(t)< x| X (t))=x01}, X,ER (D
WFRFE (X(0), 1€ TYHA Markov P, JFFRILIERE N
Markov I 2. Markov i F2J& 0 50 F P IR 2 S
MR, CEREA TR, SGEH AN
Hllo
1.2 Markov $& 5 BHE=ER

R ()RR A1 2 B T Markov i FEFR 4y Markov
B, Markov #E & —FBEHECE TN, — K
WA TP BEALIE R, & BRe s AR A — R R I
BENLEAT 20, SLF A I BT Py S A5 SR ) d e
FERRPRAS R S e, XA bR A 1 Pk o — At Markov

(X, =X(n), n=0,1,2, -} 2
WHERPRAS N 1 = {ay, ar, =}, a,€R, I = {a,
ay v}y a€R, MREFAEMEER pij(m, min) = piX,=q

| X, = ai} W REETER 2] m A TIRES a &AM F, 18
INZ) m+n HREFPIRES o WEBME . BEBMERA
FEERE p(m, mn)={p(m, m+n)} N1 REEMIEFS
MR AR

2 MRS AY Markov HEiR B2

T Markov HE [ i 48 VLR FH (19 56 B At
ti(D) 7E XM AL x AL TR AY i 4 R A (D A
SEHLTRA j IR, B

Xy() = P x + 1 M52R8 | s x i pi 2 i
iy =P {8 x+ 1 ZHTERA j HAT x AR iy
P x jE iR iy 3)

FIHT, 75 b8 v A58 AL 40k, 5 AL v BT SR D 1
Markov % = 2H 3 By, sp il ISR, B R AR
Ao FERCI SERR N R, p T X R
2% 1R o A () B R AR P IS I S i A i, sk SR
AL L 2% [0 AR I (1 1 498 VA5 20, 1 LA AF Y PR
HEE, ARG T G 2E A 1 T A
S AR S ES A A B BRI (R — ) SRtk
flivh, LA BR LIS AN, XE— e I
Tok R b5 s A AR (1 3 5 AR i AN REME A
i A b S B2 TR ) 2 ) A (1 2 S, DR
b7 s A AR T S AN K 1) B XS R LR
[[IEER: LY AR s A ne: & iy TP X N 0] A LY N
JURE G P - 498 b 5 22 TRI A4 7 1] B AT AR K (R AN e
PE, BT LA AR 7 ¥ 00 A e s —— T RN, X s
S FARAE 7 M G TSR ¥ SR B o 1735 T Markov
BEM 4B b G VRS, B vT LA IE 421 Markov

AL RORG A M ASE 40 b 5T B 458 S8 2R % () 43 A1 ) 3 4
P, SOA] DU A% R 1) T R Rtk ol - 3 58 7
AT AEIE S S AN FR M, Xt T B e
Fratd R 80N, o DRI, RG0S B R A Y % AR
P I 5 DX b 5 B 382 7R A ) 40 A SR AR R R AN
[F] 22 1) IR B R B ABE AR
2.1 ELEAT[E8Y Markov $

AL Y RBRAE, 7R TSR TE R I b B
TR ) B RS A, A TA) 1R R A
HELLIT [A] Markov B[ ¢, TERRIE LR W SRASAE IR
[ MRS MR o 4L Markov B [F1%56 B ME% 50 P R 250
B

t(h) = ™" (4)
t11,1 tlk,l
b, o) =) Wy kx kIR MRS
tkl,l tkk,l
TR TS|

B R =|: N kex k IR SRR,

Ty " T

RNEBMREIN AR, (4) URAEIESL) Markov
AR, ARREEER 1 R AT DL RS R SRR
TR, IFHME—HE, SEGET A AR 22 R B
) 296 A5 2R P (1) 25 AU T7 1R SR AS AR 7 R 4
FHLG, A H Markov 15T 48 vH AL TF S0 22 ) |
MM B SR, B RFmEescRe. (H
AT, (ESEPRE B Ry, T A E R, 2
B SR B Markov FERTHIR AT Markov 4% .

2.2 EHETE] Markov §%

TEIELE Markov iR, FHUNIRE] o BRES 12—
SEBHUN S, BB Markov iR . MR
AU,

T(nAh) = T'(Ahy)  T(0) = I (FRARER) (5

A (5) KK n BHBMEES T — D
MEZFERER) n UCR: . 1] LG H BT Markov I 74 Mk
¥ W (TRretend 2 WS R VAT S I L2 o 2 R S U e P N
{EGEST. Markov BEMLGEVHRBN NG, 2208 o ST B A
FEMEZEH R o S BRaABimT, w] DAIE RS 2 25 [R) PR
FH B L Markov Jot A2 AT AL i b ot S48 284 (1% 4% ] 4 482
I3, IR IR IR A SR g A R RS 2 A A
Ahy WA F, 52 Ao AR 23 1) RELARLKE
— RINAES /DB b el T R A AT IR, R
Ji W 3K G U 2 ) N B R Ok, o HH A I ] 1)
Markov BEBIREATALBE, 15 20T KR, Mg e gy
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FSCIST TA] 5 PE 25 ) Markov I F& .
2.3 #rNE! Markov &

FHT, 05 Mg vt 22 A S R 50 s DLAR S 3%
BONRRT-B, a8 s ClnsRig s, 54
PRACE) RAUS S AZ S pR B, PR A e i A
FORBAT MBS TH 240, . B B F 48 v 2 54U T
15A e ) 792 (turning band) 74145 75 1540 (sequential
indicator simulation ) 1% 4LLiR K 5% ( simulated
annealing) 5. {FIX 26 R H0AE 0k o 2 () B+ 49828
TP 2% [A) 52 A L P I A R B HLAR S ek 54U T
be N S T ERS e = 2 oy AR 1| 18 = AL 2 i A T
SEfr b, H T A A B DAL R, BT 2R v
R AT Z 2 AR Markov BE. 53T 1] /7 4]
H Markov 841 LE, FETFHM4F) {X,) B Markov %
FRAIKRA X Markov #f. 7EH S, LinfrdEH
7 Z b, BedilE LA X Markov 85 (1575 4 4
HUFRAL i AT E N IETER N, HUFRA j A
TR, RIS

m; = PR j o Ande Bafn | HUsiRAY @ o34
76 R} (6)
ik N Markov % )4 B % n;, FNI%ESEF ] Markov
HEIV RS SRE 1y Z IAFLL R SRR P,

ry 1 =m;/L;, 7
X, Ly I FZRAY A5 107 ) BRI

5 — R W75 (1) Markov BEAH LG, kA
Markov 5 F 4 ) K AE AL e B ) T %%, HOaR 2248
N TEBIREA BRI OLT, W O TR RSP
VIR, IR T A Markov 8RS MER, T
I A3 (7)) BT LA RIELS: Markov BEE L TRE .
Mk, H Tk A8 Markov 4% M 28 V4 HLAG T 5
(1) R Ve S

3 ET Markov R A ITREL A =

Bt LIRS R R, IR IR A
AR IENI I — HRARSE . 3SR KO A i
AP BT AT ) A ] R 28 ] 2 AN [ 1 £
JERATHRYT, IR T 3T S8 X b B,
LGRS 273 (A . BEHLBLSE Be k. 5
FGE NI TGV AU T IR LE , B T 1842 Markov % H
G2 — AN R, IOk R G v 2T AR 4r
HUARIL S B TR T3 Ar e e R IS M BE R A1
U M A4 DAy i3 DXl A AR 2 TR AR AL R R 7 A
IR T SR R AT AT BEAFAE KA BRI, I
Rt vt B 7S 70 BN B P de A A v, A P AR Y

B i Pl e 24 2R R - 8 A AR 4 i) 43 A7 KD S B
Ulo LRGN GV R B VA EE, T Markov
BER LGB LR DAR 3 MR
3.1 = (A ELEAYHEIA

SR DR T T A s e A B B
Jrik, AR N KA FUS BB, KIS ) A
IR A ARFEOVRURS A AR 5 VAR U A T2 N
BITIE AR T BRAE R R AT, Bl RS 2
AT XL o L 2 B P BURG JE, H&
SIESCRINATENE . d1 T L ] ) Markov HE7E
MR GEvE R N 23 [ S A, I TR)EE 2L 73 A1 4
IR TR o)A, AERLS BT RIS SRR by %R
B, DIk, DURRS BT D illid X I A 12 )
Bk, IFCHB MR HER A5 1 Markov #3114
VISR ] DA G-t 0038 e 5 2R TR A - SR A1 1) 2
(AELEPE,  WE T LACRIE A BY (RDRS 2 S 547 fif 5 0k
m T ARG R GBI T 1A AR ZE bR B, TRA
AL AR 22 PR W ONAFIEEE T 3, MEAZI R A () 2
£
3.2 HMRAHBAMIRIESHEBERE

USRI AFAE B AR DR RS AN B ) 3
JRE A SESRA ( 2R 8] G A, e B EOE 1) AT T I
g T eh B R U S L U ) e KL AR A
e WK S R BORAT S R G W, WASRENR
I IX — E A R AER s X T T AR
PECAE, AT A &5 SRAN B LS 5 IR SIZ o L JZ2 (8 20 A
filo Kriging (i AR A fift w223 [0 A2 5 (R G5 A PR BE AL
Py ZASTAAH AN L 23 1A% Jm) 55 A 57 55 ) 7
(B EL 5 | AR 2 RSP0 R AT AN vl e B, LA RE R AR
RAHE . HILIBIHU 74 Monte-Carlo
P, A AR I REALYE, K2R T A A
XERRTE, HAAAEIR SRR, DMK T AT 50k,
FEAPEAR AT T IRZERKEE R 38k, w1 T sibrit
JEATHE R — 2 B LYE A a s, 28T
RSt 2 s M A B, 20 FE B (K AN K AR
YRR AT ARG R SE TR 2 SR I AL A8 7% bR
BOERE, 2R AR TR RO BRI A IR T S (B
BLAih b, MR AL XA 22 R B SO AR K Ay 1E
A (8) kAL,

ti(hy) = ty(-h)) (8

13T Markov BEGEZ (AR, FRLIE B (8)
HROFA B IROT, I T AR Gy st i3 b 3 A1 1R AN
XEFRPE . AEIELSERIH RSV, R R T ]
PRI R FRIRT CRIATIYE ), WL R M L 53X (8),
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MREMEARAE | 1 RTT 1) -1 EIRsE SN

Ty (h) = (p;/ po) tyy (h) 9
H(8). (9) nffH:

pi by (i) = p; t;; (hy) (10
K, piv py SNFRIRHUTCRY iy G AT L.
SCAESNE T M SR ALK o0 A Lu g A RS M )5, Bt
(100 BAy ) Hb BT 2 (1) 73 AT A2 17 HAS R RRPE, X
AR T AR FX 43 Hh Bl 1 T A% ] 4 A I A
HERBRARE, BT AL B SR S
HAIHE N PR T RAF S8, 3060 TR BG4 1)
i 5t 3 R A A ) oy A R M e o AR A () i B A
BB E AU T AN TR S50 TAE
a0 Hool RN ATI G —britE, R T RAT I AS Tt
3.3 HEFIELE

1 SEBR A o B - SR Y 1 2% [F) S A I, - Hb 3
SRR AT & ) e P A B R R A, — A
) e I AE AR 22 R K, B T IR IR, AR
T HCER LA T S B IE , BEAL AR R R B2,
T Z N PBEA XA TR, TEEEXR. #
PRt 57 BT eSS A ¥ ¥ 1) O3 A 22 SR AL Ge ik 148 AR
76 AU Bh S T T AR st G V-2 AR A I 77,
2 ZE S R I, ARG S v S AN E 5 ] 2
Monte-Carlo FENUBLEFE, 148 BESRK AR 4FAR 5 1725 (A AH
Kk HEHG T AR EX AT MG vk Al )
AR BT TRENLIA ) “ 52”7 (realization), HFS “ 5K
I AR R 1) B A AR E R e, Hop e —
A ST HIGVEUEWI L oA SIS TSI
— R A b GE AR T VA R T R A
ANJ7 ) B SRR ST IR o FESERR R, AR T
Markov [ 38 G v A5 1 e () 56 B W 4 R0 25 7E A
[ 77 ) AN[E R PR B AN O o 7% M B i B ity
JTHE T2 W) BE 28 pR A — B 25 ) [, AEIX ARG 0L R
AR 4E 77 1) (R 8 VHARR AR R e e = A [ 1 B A 2R
RAE S B B A S 2R I ST ER B b, b T DR 40 S s
JoT SRS (1 7% [R) 23 A R A 1) R ), A4S % 1)
) P 1 4 F 5t J5 Markov #E28 JLT-3% A7 S Fr s X
BE A Z0AE — 4E 1 Markov B AU B Ak il o = 4k 1)
Markov #i8. R =4E= [ 1) 75 M G55 2, SRR
FERRAS /& DA 3R 23 AT =07 190 1R 0 AR
T 5% 1) SR Markov B () @R R, 1 2E ST
S5 e A T ), IR i 2 s ' AR R
] DU i, =77 1) n] DATE a1 Y
9 T S 1 1 = P2/ A T by [ I o 7 4 [ N
AR S AR A, T X Sy ) A3 R R YR AR

FRZR X\ y~ zo B ARR N7 0 b Markov BEI1H
Bt e o 28 =0 AT T 1) Markov (1)
e R P A B T T ) B RS R P (B A .
X~ y~ z & =4k Markov BE[) 3 NFT7IH, AEETTI) 1
|- Markov HER)HH 58— g i 2 X

h 2 h 2 h 2

Y ryas Fijpn ryge S0 FETT IR x4y z B Markov
BER) R R p R A R b R A A T
E s R SR, $J71m -1 F Markov HEI 4%
R P ) S
2,12 12 _| P

=R +R T [pj},-j,;

Wi bk 3 ASPER, oy DL LG A At i o i
B FOLHE TR - eSS R (1) 25 [A) Sy AT I, 5 B R
[F) AT PR 25 1) Sre P 1 )
3.4 FEEHMFER

ST P e YA B 1Y - NI (295 % NIV S
A e PESR IOV =2, KR AL R 3 A0 TAF &
EUR S BEA B, ARV 53 Wi R4 285 SR ) 7 P 55
) @, — 7 R E G R ER T B, R ik
(GPR). GIS FHIRIKECARLE, LU AT e 2 AR5
DR SN BERE, 30 I K N S R R ke A ARE 2 )
SERMAHEYE: 53— T, SO, R
A BR P RAEEA T2 B 2 5 R, AR RS AT
TFARBUR A eI T SE LI Ot s LA g D (1)
=YER R AR . B LAl T AR e iR ) M e oA
BERIARLE, BRI GE vF 25 4 (V2 LU B e T I8,
AR SEBR N F P AT A7 AR ) W B b . O S R B U
B T B A% (B S B AU A, 0T K 2
FREZHOR U, |72 16 F R RAY A 248 2 K
B M558 ) @UFF0Id R b CA 1) 15 S
206 P RMEAE VAR B E A AP . ik T Markov
B AT RE O RE FE M Fil A5 A4 KA . GPR
SEROR PRI AE B BERE, R S ARSI B X 3 R
JE g [ g5 i R U@k CBL 3K I 28 M B 1D
) =BT A DX 3 RORE 7K SCABE R ) S A0 B
BEATRLL, VPO FROII 25 SR ANG o M T 2EAT RS VP AL
P IE— 20 B o SR S B BRI BT 5. BE
HRak R IR ) eI (SR AR A it e F e A
KD AN BARR O %o B H 3K I 28 P iU 5
i 7K 43 R O IR OB DR 3, A - 38 B A A A
AP BAT D25 i S R s, g5 (Al fF

(12)
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FEARGF AR, (8T B ot A by Jsi 1 2 5
BATHAL
4 ETF Markov RIS IHREL R

4.1 ETF Markov $ERI MG ITHERIFEEK L. TIEFE

RSt P B 2

HT, 5 HEEE AT A R . K S5
SRS, NI T Markov B 11 b 48 -2 B T 2
T/ KA B2 R 23 8] 43 A WE 9T A3 B T2 1
RPN R, BN AT
Markov H4 A5 7 [¥] 4% A AR FDLT 1 338 5T b 2 0 119 2 1) 43
ATREATHFIC. Li 2510 S0k D /R n] RBERRL N F 1
T8 UMb 2 R PRI ) S5 R TN, R T B AL R 5 A
FHK s P AR 4 B, ST T AR K 23 B Ak () Bt ATL AR
B, B EsEEBIN B =% Markov £ (triplex Markov
chain) Z&AFIBEALL I [ 5E #12 Markov # (fixed path
Markov chain) 5 AL 55 T VAT 1 1 458 2R B ¥ ) 3
AT T AT, JF DARESR m) &0 T AT T 145
T2 ) A3 AT P A e PENY . B T35 T Markov
B TR 1 8 T ABEY A8 03 2 18T b T 40 AT AF A ) AN AR
P, R T & e o R, I BAE R R
RN T BTS04 A LA P340 B RRH B ) 1)
BB EH R E B, I, W] DR B T 55 7K
JAR AR R oA, Ak PR KIS i ) S
Fio RERFAF O IX — BT AN 18P
£l T-RPOGS, Z# {4 GAMEAS. MCMOD #il
CHUNK iX 3 M. i GAMEAS Fiskil5
ANTR] TR A (M R, MCMOD I T — 2
=Y Markov BERCAY, 1T CHUNK JoK 575 SEBrits
R =Y s m] oy An o M AS AL BERE, W is AT
T-RPOGS %A, RIVn] 13305 /K R G =4E7% 8] 43 A .
4.2 ET Markov $EhSiHIRE AR TN Lt F) L5

I A

Pl /b S AL T b RS T AR i A Sy WU R 5
R, R R 5 I ) B P % b S P A7 3 e 4 T AR A 3]
TERER R AR, WA IRESH R 5 3 B M2 A
AT, 93T BAARSHFE. 48R0, FIH Markov
B ML e V12 B R U - R FH A2 R AN ok — el
BOMTFBe, T RME —FG s0m J7,  HR H R
R ELRI Y SRR S R B O - R
Y TR SRR TR R A, 153 T
DX i — A SR RN LSE IR, IS T A A5 R
4.3 EF Markov R FITFAERERRTERNT L

R EYz A

2 AR IR S R R AR AR R T,
¥ Markov o FRAR I 5\ FI3E b5 00 S 20 A0 T
Hoke, I 1990 4R 1996 4 2 AN B 50k
3 KT DY M DX 3 b SO0 S R S AL, IS TR LF
R
4.4 FTF Markov i+ FARE IR RETN

BRI A

25 4, T2 W Markov 4 51 N PR 55 57 & (1) 7500
W, RS R TS e E ARA FEAAE Markov 1R,
T 3k I 5 P S 1R e A R BOR HE R0 L
o S POl i 22 Je Al H 2 v 5 Markov F R H
B, LA 2005 4EILT4 S FPRAST5 Yediviis 4 S R
AR vaG &, P TS 5 AR SRR
GM(1,1) BRI Tt A ) HLARIR B, etk ih 5
T 2006—2010 4FiL T8 5 MG Rk . MR
WHRNHSEBIE, ZIEEARR. 91T, ATHER
ZHAE, RN SR BRI R A e R K
FPEEMEAR I ) . H A SR T A AT I 5 Axis T
GM(1,1) BT 53 50 000 45 P Gy, AR VRIE B
BRI TN, AR 2 V5 Yt AR FR UYL 3
Ko, H R TIRS B % . IS ] Markov HEHEAT TN
B T LA B b o IR — S R

5 #5iE

BT Markov BEAATFRBAUL ST T2 0T IT, J2ILH
RITARWT IR —Fh i o B g4, Bk
A AN AE T e R AR 1A SR 5 e AR
R X A AR 2 AR IR R AR i, DL ERTTE) R
PAERZRBESE N, H KR R 7 3 S5 H R 2%
JEPEI = HERERLSCIL, R I D RS ST AL B
PR ES S BEAT I T, i S DA AU A ANl
JrHIIRTTE, AR A AT R0E, A 1 w2 S vk
TR T R B AT it 2B i
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Markov-chain-based Geostatistics Simulation for
Regional Soil Hydraulic Properties Estimation: A Review

WANG Wei-peng'?,

LI Xiao-peng',

LIU Jian-1i'

(1 Institute of Soil Science, Chinese Academy of Sciences, Nanjing 210008, China;

2 Graduate University of Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing

Abstract:

100049, China)

Spatial variability of soil hydraulic properties is critical for regional soil moisture simulation. Condition simulation based on

Markov chain is a geostatistical simulation method using multiple information sources, and has several advantages comparing to the traditional

interpolation and variogram-based conditional simulation. At present, the method in the research of soil hydraulic properties spatial variability is in

need of further research. The achievement in regional hydraulic parameters is of great importance for stochastic simulation of soil water and solute

transport, impacts of soil hydraulic properties spatial variability on soil moisture movement and solute simulation, especially for the uncertainty of

sample sites variation on the simulation results of soil moisture movement and solute transport. This paper gave a review of Markov-chain-based

geostatistical simulation in soil science and related fields in order to solve the parameters generating problem in regional simulation and to provide

scientific support for regional agricultural management, efficient water use, and agro- environment protection.
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