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Abstract

The assessment of soil health has evolved from focusing primary on agricultural productivity to an integrated evaluation of soil

biota and biotic processes that impact soil properties. Consequently, soil health assessment has shifted from a predominantly

physico-chemical approach to incorporating ecological, biological and molecular microbiology methods. These methods enable

a comprehensive exploration of soil microbial community properties and their responses to environmental changes arising from

climate change and anthropogenic disturbances. Despite the increasing availability of soil health indicators (physical, chemical,

and biological), a holistic mechanistic linkage between indicators and soil functions across multiple spatiotemporal scales has

not yet been fully established. This article reviews the state-of-the-art of soil health monitoring, focusing on understanding how

soil-microbiome-plant processes contribute to feedback mechanisms and causes of changes in soil properties, as well as the impact

these changes have on soil functions. Furthermore, we survey the opportunities afforded by the soil-plant digital twin approach,

an integrative framework that amalgamates process-based models, Earth Observation data, data assimilation, and physics-

informed machine learning, to achieve a nuanced comprehension of soil health. This review delineates the prospective trajectory

for monitoring soil health by embracing a digital twin approach to systematically observe and model the soil-plant system. We

further identify gaps and opportunities, and provide perspectives for future research for an enhanced understanding of the

intricate interplay between soil properties, soil hydrological processes, soil-plant hydraulics, soil microbiomes, and landscape

genomics.
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Abstract: 
The assessment of soil health has evolved from focusing primary on agricultural produc�vity to an 
integrated evalua�on of soil biota and bio�c processes that impact soil proper�es. Consequently, soil 
health assessment has shi�ed from a predominantly physico-chemical approach to incorpora�ng 
ecological, biological and molecular microbiology methods. These methods enable a comprehensive 
explora�on of soil microbial community proper�es and their responses to environmental changes 
arising from climate change and anthropogenic disturbances. Despite the increasing availability of soil 
health indicators (physical, chemical, and biological), a holis�c mechanis�c linkage between indicators 
and soil func�ons across mul�ple spa�otemporal scales has not yet been fully established. This ar�cle 
reviews the state-of-the-art of soil health monitoring, focusing on understanding how soil-
microbiome-plant processes contribute to feedback mechanisms and causes of changes in soil 
proper�es, as well as the impact these changes have on soil func�ons. Furthermore, we survey the 
opportuni�es afforded by the soil-plant digital twin approach, an integra�ve framework that 
amalgamates process-based models, Earth Observa�on data, data assimila�on, and physics-informed 
machine learning, to achieve a nuanced comprehension of soil health. This review delineates the 
prospec�ve trajectory for monitoring soil health by embracing a digital twin approach to systema�cally 
observe and model the soil-plant system. We further iden�fy gaps and opportuni�es, and provide 
perspec�ves for future research for an enhanced understanding of the intricate interplay between soil 
proper�es, soil hydrological processes, soil-plant hydraulics, soil microbiomes, and landscape 
genomics.  
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1. Introduc�on 
Healthy soils are indispensable for sustaining life on our planet. They provide vital provisioning, 
suppor�ng and regula�ng ecosystem services (Babaeian et al., 2016; Vereecken et al., 2016). Soils are 
fundamental for the produc�on of safe and nutri�ous food and they also provide essen�al raw 
materials, such as fibre and biofuels, for various human needs. Soils support nutrient cycling, which is 
crucial for plant growth and therefore overall (agri-)ecosystem produc�vity. They also support a diverse 
range of organisms, thereby preserving biodiversity and maintaining healthy ecosystems. In addi�on, 
soils play a crucial role in storing and purifying water, regula�ng water flows, and recharging aquifers. 
They act as a natural buffer against droughts and floods, contribu�ng significantly to climate 
adapta�on. Addi�onally, soils sequester carbon from the atmosphere, which helps mi�gate 
greenhouse gas emissions.  

It has been assessed that 60-70% of soils in Europe are in an unhealthy condi�on (European 
Commission, 2023a). This situa�on may likely worsen as climate change and intensified land use will 
make it harder to maintain healthy soils. For instance, warming of the Earth System will enhance plant 
growth and therefore increase liter inputs into the soil, as well as will accelerate the mineraliza�on of 
soil carbon, leading to increased CO2 emissions from soil respira�on. Adding to the complexi�es, there 
are uncertain�es about how elevated atmospheric CO2, warming, and altered precipita�on paterns 
will influence the soil carbon balance, considering nutrient limita�ons to primary produc�on, microbial 
respira�on, microbial thermal acclima�on and adapta�on (Hartmann and Six, 2023; Philippot et al., 
2024; Robinson et al., 2019; Sullivan et al., 2022). Similarly, agriculture intensifica�on will result in 
more soil compac�on, surface sealing, runoff and contamina�on of adjacent environmental 
compartments such as groundwater and the atmosphere (Rillig et al., 2023). Soil-related issues such 
as erosion, saliniza�on, and fer�lity loss, along with water management challenges, deforesta�on and 
habitat destruc�on, are iden�fied as the primary environmental drivers that historically contributed 
to the collapse of socie�es (Anderson, 2005). These same problems persist today and pose significant 
environmental threats. 

Recognizing the importance of soil health, the European Commission (EC) has launched ‘A Soil Deal for 
Europe’ mission (European Commission, 2023b) with the goal of pioneering, showcasing and 
accelera�ng the transi�on to healthy soils by 2030, in alignment with Green Deal commitments. This 
mission includes establishing a robust, harmonised soil monitoring framework (EU Soil Observatory) 
(Panagos et al., 2022). The concept of ‘soil health’ is gaining trac�on, highligh�ng soils as a crucial yet 
overlooked societal asset and public good (Panagos et al., 2024). 

The term ‘Soil Health’ was introduced by Haberern in (1992), two decades a�er ‘Soil Quality’ was 
coined by Mausel in (1971). Since then, these two terms have o�en been used interchangeably 
(Laishram et al., 2015). However, soil health has been dis�nguished from soil quality, with most 
scien�sts concurring on its defini�on as “the con�nued capacity of a soil to func�on as a vital living 
ecosystem that sustains plants, animals, and humans,” as defined by the U.S. Department of 
Agriculture Natural Resource Conserva�on Service (USDA-NRCS) (Norris et al., 2020). Addi�onally, soil 
health is described as “the con�nued capacity of soils to support ecosystem services”(European 
Commission, 2023b), encompassing both the intrinsic and dynamic proper�es of soils to func�on 
sustainably and provide ecosystem services (Bünemann et al., 2018; Lehmann et al., 2020).  

It is essen�al to monitor soil health using a set of measurable and sensi�ve indicators that can reflect 
a soil’s capacity to deliver ecosystem services (European Environement Agency, 2023; Greiner et al., 
2017). This monitoring should be carried out through effec�ve and ideally low-cost strategies that 
enable sufficiently high spa�o-temporal monitoring frequencies. Despite the growing acceptance of 



the concept of soil health among scien�sts and policymakers, selec�ng relevant soil health indicators, 
and interpre�ng them in the context of soil physico-chemical and biological proper�es, is not 
straigh�orward (Banerjee and van der Heijden, 2023). 

1.1 Soil Health Indicators 
Soil health and its indicators have been studied for over three decades (Gregorich and Acton, 2012; 
Lehmann et al., 2020; Lehmann and Kleber, 2015). However, the defini�on and classifica�on of soil 
health indicators (SHI), as well as their systems for sampling, measuring and evalua�on, remain diverse 
(European Environement Agency, 2023; Moinet et al., 2023). In light of monitoring soil threats and 
suppor�ng policy development, a set of common SHIs is considered for assessing soil condi�on, 
degrada�on, resilience, and valuable services (see Figure 1). These indicators consist of eight main 
categories (European Commission, 2023b): 1) presence of soil pollutants, excess nutrients and salts; 
2) soil organic carbon; 3) soil structure; 4) soil biodiversity; 5) soil nutrients and pH; 6) vegeta�on cover; 
7) landscape heterogeneity; and, 8) area of forest and other wooded lands. It is noteworthy that recent 
advancements in proximal and remote sensing of the land surface (Manfreda and Dor, 2023; Wang et 
al., 2023) have significantly improved the assessment of SHIs. 

Among these indicators, SHI-1 through SHI-5 can be directly obtained from measurable soil proper�es 
mostly through field and laboratory experiments on soil samples (European Environement Agency, 
2023). SHI-6 through SHI-8 are indicators related to drivers of change in soil health at landscape scales 
and can be opera�onally monitored using remote sensing techniques (spaceborne, airborne, proximal) 
(Angileri et al., 2023). Nevertheless, these SHIs are not always clearly dis�nguishable from each other, 
as many indicators reflect mul�ple soil processes, and vice versa. For instance, soil aggrega�on (or soil 
structure, being a physical indicator) results from chemical parameters (e.g., soil organic mater), 
mineral type (Ben Dor et al., 2022) and biological processes (Totsche et al., 2018a), as well as land use 
and management (as expressed by vegeta�on cover). Similarly, the evalua�on on a soil’s poten�al to 
produce biomass depends on root zone water and nutrient availabili�es, the capacity for root water 
and nutrient uptake (a func�on of soil texture/structure), and the frac�on of absorbed 
photosynthe�cally ac�ve radia�on (external drivers, non-soil indicators) (Wang et al., 2021a; Yu et al., 
2020a). Addi�onally, es�ma�ng soil erosion in one place and deposi�on of soil materials elsewhere 
requires a model with (non-)soil parameters and indicators such as clima�c and vegeta�on inputs and 
a Digital Eleva�on Model (Borrelli et al., 2023). 

Once measured, these SHIs are expected to be compared with specific threshold values that define 
soil as either ‘healthy’ or ‘unhealthy’, thereby furnishing crucial insights into soil func�on (Maharjan 
et al., 2020). Nonetheless, prominent reviews by Bünemann et al. (2018) and Lehmann et al. (2020) 
underscore a persis�ng deficiency in mechanis�c links (e.g., through process-based modelling) 
between SHIs and soil func�ons (Vogel et al., 2019). Furthermore, Fierer et al. (2021) delved into the 
ongoing discourse surrounding the u�lity of soil microbial diversity and ac�vity in assessing soil health. 
While an ongoing debate ques�ons whether soil health dispropor�onately emphasizes either soil 
microbiology or physicochemical proper�es, the inherent synergy between the two realms remain 
inadequately explored (Bünemann et al., 2018; Coyne et al., 2022). 

 



 

Figure 1 Soil properties, microbiome, soil hydrological processes at pore-scale, to pedon, regional 
(weather), and global (climate) scale (adapted from (Vereecken et al., 2022)). Conversely, climate 
together with internally/externally driven deposition/erosion processes shape the soil formation: the 
soil column on the bottom right shows how the climate record (temperature (red) and precipitation 
(blue)) correlates via depositional events to sedimentary units (adopted from (Veldkamp et al., 2017)). 
At the same time, the specific soil formation will feed back to the local land-atmosphere interactions. 
The double arrows show the continuous cross-talks between soil formation and soil properties, 
vegetation (root development), soil fauna, as well as climate. The observable soil (physical, biological, 
and chemical) properties are listed (top left). The eight soil health indicators adopted by European 
Commission’s Soil Mission (European Commission, 2023b) are listed with the diagrams representing 
the scales at which these indicators are measurable.  



1.2 Soil microorganisms as “bedrock-to-atmosphere” exchange agents 
Soil formation and soil structure 
Soil is a surface layer of Earth made up of mineral and organic substances and shaped by the interac�on 
of soil-forming factors: climate, organisms, topography, parent material, �me and human ac�vi�es. 
Soil forma�on is a cri�cal process in global elemental cycling through the interac�ons of water, 
minerals, and microorganisms during rock weathering (Dignac et al., 2017). This process begins with 
the development of porosity from the transforma�on of rock-forming minerals, enabling 
microorganisms to colonize mineral surfaces. These microbial primary colonisers include autotrophs 
and heterotrophs that fix carbon, and then when they die, their necromass contributes to organic 
mater build up and helps the forming soils to hold moisture that allow higher plants to colonize 
(Banwart et al., 2019). These microorganisms also accelerate the chemical dissolu�on of rock-forming 
minerals, making essen�al nutrients like phosphorus, magnesium, potassium, calcium, and nitrogen 
bioavailable for plant coloniza�on. As plants establish themselves on rock surfaces, their roots and 
symbio�c mycorrhizal fungi extend into the rock's micropores, connec�ng photosynthe�c produc�on 
directly to bedrock weathering (Dignac et al., 2017) and linking plant-soil-microorganism interac�ons 
to solar energy (Wild et al., 2022). 

As plants grow, they capture more solar energy and convert it into photosynthate, which supports the 
growth of roots, mycorrhizal fungi, and the rhizosphere microbiome, as well as the dissolu�on of 
parent rock minerals (Dignac et al., 2017). This process leads to the forma�on of fine-grained par�cles 
such as primary clay and organo-mineral complexes. These par�cles, combined with par�culate 
organic mater (POM) from plant liter and root fragments, are bound by root and microbial exudates 
and fungal hyphae to form macroaggregates, microaggregates and silt-clay sized compound par�cles 
(Giannakis et al., 2017b). The stability of such soil structure is dynamically influenced by (bio)physical 
processes (such as, root penetra�on), (bio)chemical processes (such as, mineral dissolu�on, POM 
decomposi�on, produc�on and consump�on of exudate 'glues'), and microbial interac�ons (Sullivan 
et al., 2022; Wilpiszeski et al., 2019). 

Soil microorganisms can influence the reorganiza�on of soil par�cles and pores through their 
involvement in both the forma�on and destruc�on of soil macroaggregates (Sullivan et al., 2022). An 
increase in soil microbial necromass compounds can lead to pore clogging, whereas the decomposi�on 
of soil organic mater can create new soil pores (Cao et al., 2024). As a result, the soil microbiome can 
alter soil proper�es and processes, and consequently the “bedrock-to-atmosphere” exchange and 
feedback processes. For instance, pore clogging can reduce soil hydraulic conduc�vity and decrease 
water infiltra�on, while stable aggregates and micropores can enhance water reten�on. These changes 
in soil hydrological processes will inevitably affect the ecosystem water, energy, and carbon fluxes at 
the land-atmosphere interface. In turn, the local (micro)climate can influence the composi�on of soil 
microbial species (Bickel and Or, 2020). 

Mechanistic linkages of the soil-microbiome-plant continuum 
The biogeographic distribu�on of soil microbial communi�es is shaped by environmental factors such 
as climate condi�ons, vegeta�on cover, soil-type dependent physiochemical proper�es of 
microhabitats, as well as land use and management (Sokol et al., 2022). For example, diverse plant 
traits in mixed vegeta�on can shape the abundance and structure of belowground soil communi�es, 
via providing organic mater input as plant liter or root exudates with dis�nct substrate and energy 
resources (Coban et al., 2022). On the other hand, the heterogeneous soil microbiome impacts 
vegeta�on by modula�ng the bioavailability of soil nutrients for plant growth (Philippot et al., 2024). 
For instance, direct interac�ons include beneficial symbio�c rela�onships between plant and 
mycorrhizal fungi, which enhance plant nutrient uptake and forma�on of soil aggregates (Cao et al., 



2024). These linkages within the soil-microbiome-plant con�nuum reflect the mechanis�c connec�on 
between aboveground and belowground communi�es, which have been increasingly recognized as 
key drivers of soil and ecosystem func�ons, as well as their community dynamics (Faucon et al., 2017). 

1.3 Soil microbiome and soil health 
Soil microbial metrics 
Assessing soil health o�en involves measuring the abundance and composi�on of certain microbial 
taxa of interest, quan�fying processing rates of microbial ac�vi�es, or evalua�ng microbial pools and 
their enzyma�c poten�als, but their mechanis�c interpreta�on can vary significantly based on the 
specific context and condi�ons of the soil (Fierer, 2017). For example, poten�al ac�vi�es of 
extracellular enzymes are o�en measured to infer nitrogen and phosphorus availability. However, the 
measured enzyma�c ac�vi�es could suggest either nutrient limita�on or greater nutrient availability 
(Schloter et al., 2018). Similarly, measuring soil microbial biomass or the ra�o of microbial biomass to 
soil organic carbon may not provide straigh�orward insights into soil health, given the numerous bio�c 
and abio�c factors influencing microbial biomass changes (Cao et al., 2024). 

These established microbial metrics may have u�lity in certain contexts; however, the mechanis�c 
understanding suppor�ng their applica�on is frequently not conclusive for providing defini�ve 
guidance for management and policy decisions (Lajoie and Kembel, 2019). For instance, fungal-to-
bacterial ra�os have been used widely to understand nutrient cycling efficiency at ecosystem scale, 
even though there is limited evidence suppor�ng clear differen�a�on between fungal- and bacterial-
dominated pathways (Philippot et al., 2013). Therefore, the choice of biological indicators to evaluate 
soil health depends on available scien�fic evidence and mechanis�c understanding, as well as the soil 
and the specific soil health aspects under considera�on. This requires a shi� from relying on a universal 
set of indicators to adop�ng a more targeted approach, choosing metrics that align with specific 
management or policy goals (Jansson et al., 2023). 

Trait-based approach for soil microbiome 
Changes in soil microbial communi�es can reflect varia�ons in soil processes and altera�ons in bio�c 
and abio�c factors, such as shi�s in nutrient availability, soil pH, moisture and temperature, as well as 
soil organic carbon pools. These factors, in turn, can modify the structure of the soil microbiome. Such 
interac�ve effects illustrate the interdependent nature between the soil-microbiome-plant con�nuum 
and its environmental and clima�c condi�ons (Hartmann and Six, 2023). It is, therefore, expected that 
soil microorganisms’ community structure and dynamics can be inferred from measurable 
environmental characteris�cs (as func�onal traits) at landscape/ecosystem scales, which is termed 
landscape genomics (Dauphin et al., 2023; Yang, 2021). With the revolu�on of high-throughput 
molecular (mul�-omics) technology, the characteris�cs of soil microorganisms can now be measured 
at the gene/enzyme, genome, guild, and community levels (Lahlali et al., 2021). Via such ‘high-
resolu�on’ microbial func�onal traits, together with enzymes and morpho-physio-phenological traits, 
as well as the emergence of landscape genomics, we are now at an opportunity edge to apply trait-
based approach for assessing, understanding, and managing soil health. 

Func�onal traits of specific microbial taxa can be iden�fied via their roles in soil processes, such as 
nitrifica�on, denitrifica�on, aggregate forma�on, and par�culate organic mater (POM) degrada�on 
(Dauphin et al., 2023). This approach aids in developing trait-based biogeochemical cycling models 
(Crowther et al., 2019). While there is growing recogni�on of the importance of microbial func�onal 
traits in understanding environmental changes and predic�ng biogeochemical processing rates, there 
is s�ll a significant challenge in accurately assessing and managing soil and ecosystem func�ons across 
a wide range of soil and ecosystem types. 



Achieving this goal requires sequencing, cataloging, and characterizing soil microbial genomes 
worldwide (Lewin et al., 2022). Addi�onally, comprehensive, cross-site analysis of environmental 
impacts on microbial func�onal traits and the influence of microbes on biogeochemical processes is 
necessary. The global need for data on microbial func�onal traits across the globe mirrors the 
development of soil spectral libraries (SSLs), which collect hyperspectral measurements of soil 
proper�es (Viscarra Rossel et al., 2016). The premise is that a sufficiently diverse SSL could encompass 
the spectral signatures of all soil types across various clima�c and biogeographical regions, allowing 
for the calibra�on of any independent soil spectral measurements to infer physical, chemical, and 
biological proper�es. 

1.4 Soil structure and soil func�ons 
Soil structure as the engine of soil functions 
The forma�on and destruc�on of soil aggregates create reac�ve, porous interfaces that regulate the 
exchange of water, solute, energy, and carbon among the atmosphere, biosphere, hydrosphere, and 
lithosphere. Furthermore, soil structure controls the poten�al for microbial interac�ons, including 
gene transfer and other ecological interac�ons like compe��on and preda�on (Cao et al., 2024). 
Consequently, soil aggregates serve as the driving force behind the delivery of soil func�ons 
(Vereecken et al., 2016). This soil structure-facilitated interface exhibits dynamic behavior across 
mul�ple �mescales, ranging from long-term regolith transforma�on, to seasonal shi�s in vegeta�on 
inputs of organic mater, and hourly varia�ons in water-, heat- and gas flows and solute transport. It 
also extends across a range of spa�al scales, from nanometric-sized clay par�cles to landscape-scale 
ecosystem fluxes (Sullivan et al., 2022) (Figure 1).  

Within inter- and intra-aggregate soil pores, internal abio�c and bio�c processes occur, crea�ng 
heterogeneous physiochemical condi�ons for microbial habitats. These processes can break down 
minerals and build mineral structures (Philippot et al., 2024), crea�ng internal surfaces that 
accumulate sorbed substances and atached microbial communi�es (Totsche et al., 2018b), and 
transforming nutrients and pollutants (Hartmann and Six, 2023). At the scale of the soil-plant system, 
a healthy soil structure can be conceptualized as an efficient ’biogeochemical reactor’ that facilitate 
the abio�c and bio�c processes men�oned above. This reactor establishes a mechanis�c link between 
the aboveground vegeta�on and belowground soils, via connec�ng soil to microbiome, plant and 
atmosphere, as well as to ground waters that receives discharge passing through soil (Ebrahimi and Or, 
2018; Kravchenko et al., 2019). 

Soil structure modeling 
There are currently two fundamentally different approaches to model soil structure: the pore 
perspec�ve and the aggregate perspec�ve. The pore perspec�ve emphasizes the structure of the pore 
network framed by soil par�cle surfaces, while the aggregate perspec�ve focuses on the forma�on, 
stability, destruc�on, and reforma�on of soil aggregates (Vogel et al., 2022).  

Models based on the aggregate perspec�ve include the Coupled Carbon, Aggrega�on and Structure 
Turnover (CAST) model (Stama� et al., 2013), AggModel (Segoli et al., 2013), and the Cellular 
Automaton Model (CAM) (Zech et al., 2024). These models are characterized by the dynamic, self-
organized re-arrangement of solid building or func�onal units such as par�culate organic mater (POM) 
and aggregates based on surface interac�ons (Zech et al., 2022). On the other hand, models based on 
the pore perspec�ve include the BODIUM model by König et al. (2023) and the soil structure model by 
Meurer et al. (2020). These models focus on the dynamic interac�ons among soil organic mater 
storage and turnover, soil porosity, and pore size distribu�on. However, they do not consider individual 



soil aggregates as explicit building units and tend to overlook the biological processes that contribute 
to the genera�on of aggrega�on pore-space. 

There is a growing consensus that both pore and aggregate perspec�ves provide complementary 
insights into soil structure. Ul�mately, soil func�ons such as water reten�on, carbon sequestra�on, 
elemental cycling, and the movement of fluids and mater are influenced by the spa�al organiza�on 
of par�cles, par�culate organic mater (POM), pores, and the characteris�cs of biogeochemical 
interfaces (such as topography and heterogeneity) across various scales (Totsche et al., 2024). 

Modelling hydro-biogeochemical consequences of soil structure 
Understanding the mechanis�c link between soil structure and soil func�on involves simula�ng soil 
structural changes and their hydro-biogeochemical impacts across various spa�al scales and 
complexi�es. This requires considera�on of the impact of soil-intrinsic forces such as dynamic root 
growth or earthworm ac�vity, and external forces such as raindrop impact and �llage ac�vi�es. These 
forces, single or in unison, will affect pore genera�on, pore collapse, pore clogging, and ul�mately 
pore-size distribu�on. In turn the spa�al arrangement of pore networks will determine soil’s physical, 
chemical and biological proper�es (Yu et al., 2020c).  

The aggregate-based CAST model has been incorporated into the cri�cal zone model 1D-ICZ to 
simulate dynamic soil structure and its effects on soil func�ons, including plant and biomass 
produc�on, soil biodiversity, carbon and nutrient turnover and sequestra�on, water filtra�on and 
groundwater recharge (Giannakis et al., 2017a). The comprehensive capacity of 1D-ICZ model stems 
from its integra�ve model structure, which includes flow, transport, and bioturba�on modules 
(HYDRUS-1D and SoilGen), a chemical equilibrium and weathering module (BRNS chemical equilibrium 
model coupled with SAFE chemical weathering module), the C/N/P dynamics and structure module 
(CAST), and the plant produc�vity module (PROSUM based on theore�cal produc�on ecology 
principles) (Banwart et al., 2019; Giannakis et al., 2017b). While 1D-ICZ accounts for root exudates’ 
influence on soil weathering processes, it does not explicitly express the mechanic processes of root 
exuda�on, nutrient absorp�on, and associated microbial ac�vi�es. The Root Exuda�on in Watershed-
Scale Transport (REWT) model addresses this shortcoming but simplifies other processes considered 
in the 1D-ICZ model (Sullivan et al., 2022).  

Similarly, the pore-perspec�ve-based soil structure model by Meurer (2020) has been integrated into 
the soil-crop model USSF (Uppsala model of soil structure and func�on). USSF simulates interac�ons 
between soil structure dynamics and soil hydrological processes, influencing crop produc�on and 
organic mater cycling at the soil profile scale in the soil-plant-atmosphere con�nuum (Jarvis et al., 
2024). The model accounts for matrix porosity composed of textural pore structure and aggrega�on 
porosity, along with bioporosity, �llage porosity, total macroporosity, percola�ng macroporosity, and 
soil bulk density. These soil structure dynamics influence soil processes via their impacts on root 
growth and turnover, soil organic mater turnover, and soil hydraulic proper�es (Jarvis et al., 2024).  

These advanced soil func�on models demonstrate that the understanding of the link between soil 
structure and soil func�ons can only be achieved through modelling the chain of impacts from the 
microbiome scale to soil aggregates, pedon, watershed, regional, con�nental, and global scales 
(Sullivan et al., 2022; Vereecken et al., 2022) (Figure 1). Simula�ng this complex cascade of processes 
requires careful integra�on of all key mechanisms and processes within the soil-microbiome-plant 
con�nuum, as well as their roles in regula�ng the ‘bedrock-to-atmosphere’ exchanges.  



1.5 The digital twin approach 
Digital twin technology, ini�ally developed for engineering and industry, has now been widely adopted 
in various fields, including Earth system science (Bauer et al., 2021a). A digital twin is essen�ally a 
digital replica (in silico representa�on) of real-world systems and processes, synchronized at a specified 
frequency and fidelity using model-data fusion techniques to enable the two-way data/informa�on 
flows (Tao and Qi, 2019). One notable applica�on of Digital Twin in Earth system science is the 
European Union’s Des�na�on Earth (Des�nE) program (Hoffmann et al., 2023), which seeks to create 
the most accurate digital replica of our planet by combining Earth system models and Earth 
Observa�on data with data assimila�on techniques, in conjunc�on with ar�ficial intelligence (e.g., 
physics-informed machine learning and deep learning) (Bauer et al., 2024).  

The fundamental characteris�cs of a digital twin include (Tsakiridis et al., 2023): a) a highly precise and 
high-fidelity digital replica of its physical counterpart; b) near-real-�me accurate measurements; c) 
lifecycle data management for both measurements and model simula�on results; and d) model-data 
fusion to op�mally combine observa�ons and models, either by upda�ng the model system’s 
parameters or states. This 'self-evolving' nature allows the digital twin to simulate and predict system 
states and parameters that progressively align with physical reality. Addi�onally, computa�onal 
science is another key element of digital twins to support human interac�on with digital twins, 
transforming complex data into ac�onable informa�on for decision-making in a data/informa�on-
streaming manner (Bauer et al., 2024). 

The integra�on of digital twin technology in soil func�on research, par�cularly soil monitoring, has 
been limited and primarily conducted at small scales (Tsakiridis et al., 2023). However, the rapid 
expansion of soil observa�on data, including spectro-microscopy with tomography and mul�-omics 
(Amelung et al., 2024), hyperspectral imaging of soil's electromagne�c reflectance across visible, near-
infrared, and thermal infrared spectra (Ben-Dor et al., 2019), and microwave data (Wigneron et al., 
2017), has created a vast and rapidly growing repository of soil func�on data. This wealth of soil data 
establishes soil science as a 'big data' discipline and opens new possibili�es to apply digital twin 
technology for soil health monitoring. The use of digital twin technology is an�cipated to advance soil 
structure and soil func�on models by integra�ng dynamic structural components into soil modeling 
(Fisher and Koven, 2020; Sullivan et al., 2022). By combining algorithms grounded in physical, chemical, 
biological, and ecological principles with big soil data, we can improve our understanding of soil 
structure-func�on rela�onships, as well as enable scenario-based spa�otemporal projec�ons of soil 
health for beter management prac�ces under current and future environmental condi�ons . 

1.6 Structure of This Review 
It is cri�cally important for acquiring process-level insights into soil health to grasp the mul�faceted 
func�ons performed by soils. Addressing this impera�ve necessitates the monitoring and predic�on 
of soil health amidst moun�ng challenges posed by unsustainable soil management prac�ces and the 
impacts of climate change. Interac�ons in the soil system, involving soil proper�es, hydrological 
processes, soil-plant hydraulic parameters, soil-root interac�ons, soil microbiomes and land 
management prac�ces are ever-present. Thus, monitoring soil health mandates a comprehensive 
approach that encompasses the en�re soil-plant system across diverse spa�otemporal scales, as it is 
only through such holis�c monitoring endeavors that a contextual understanding of soil health can be 
atained.  

This review aims to explore the following scien�fic inquiries: 

- What are the mechanis�c linkages between soil health indicators and soil func�ons? 



- How do soil-microbiome-plant processes contribute to changes and dynamics in soil 
proper�es and subsequent altera�ons in soil func�ons? 

- How can process-based models, Earth Observa�on data, data assimila�on, and physics-
informed machine learning be integrated to monitor and predict soil health and its responses 
to environmental and clima�c changes across spa�otemporal scales? 

Par�cularly, this ar�cle will scru�nize the current state-of-the-art soil proper�es and processes 
considered in soil health monitoring, review the effec�veness of exis�ng approaches, and pinpoint 
poten�al gaps to be addressed. This will involve reviewing the representa�on of soil microbiomes 
(Sec�on 2) and soil hydrological processes (Sec�on 3) in Earth system models to comprehend the 
mechanis�c linkages between SHIs and soil func�ons. The emphasis on these two sets of processes is 
mainly driven by the pivotal role of soil microbiomes in linking microbial ac�vi�es at the microscale to 
large-scale soil processes (e.g., water infiltra�on and distribu�on, or increased greenhouse gas 
emissions) through biochemical and structural altera�ons to the soil.  

Recent advancements in molecular methods for soil microbiology will be reviewed, alongside the 
examina�on of trait-based approaches that integrate microbial processes into soil biogeochemical 
modelling. Furthermore, recent developments in remote sensing will be surveyed for their applicability 
in landscape genomic approaches for understanding below-ground soil proper�es, which remain 
largely underexplored. The ar�cle will also delve into the principles of mapping and remote sensing of 
observable soil proper�es (Sec�on 4), as well as the current challenges associated with monitoring 
and predic�ng subsurface soil proper�es. 

We expand beyond these aspects by also reviewing the “vegeta�on as a root-zone soil sensor” 
approach for monitoring and predic�ng subsurface soil proper�es from remote sensing (Sec�on 5). 
The evolu�on of this innova�ve technique, e.g., linking soil-plant processes to satellite observables, is 
poised to s�mulate and propel a new research paradigm within the domain of ‘soil health’. Last but 
not least, the digital twin approach, synergizing advanced remote sensing, field and laboratory 
measurements, and model representa�on of soil-plant processes, coupled with data assimila�on and 
machine learning, is reviewed for its applica�ons in soil health monitoring, and in comprehending the 
intricate interplay between soil proper�es, soil hydrological processes, soil-plant hydraulics, soil 
microbiomes and landscape genomics (Sec�on 6). 

Soil health will be a major theme of the coming decades, and will require the use of growing Earth 
Observa�on data, soil microbial analyses and microbial trait data, model developments, and a digital 
twin approach. This review aims to prompt the opportunity for companies, governments, non-profit 
organiza�ons, farmers, research ins�tutes and universi�es to collaborate to produce con�nuous, 
harmonized and standardized data and models to foster soil health monitoring for sustainable soil 
management for future genera�ons (Sec�on 7). 

2. Soil Microbiomes and Soil Proper�es 
Indicators of soil health related to biological proper�es encompass both the 'visible' components (e.g. 
the macrofauna) and the 'invisible' components (e.g. the microbiome). While established guidelines 
o�en include 'visible' indicators, such as the diversity and abundance of earthworms and nematodes 
(as outlined in ISO 11268), indicators for assessing the status of the soil microbiome remain scarce 
(Schloter et al., 2018). The soil microbiome is the belowground ‘engine’ governing biogeochemical 
cycling of macro-/micro-nutrients and other elements for delivering key soil func�ons, including 
nitrogen transforma�on (Crowther et al., 2019), plant growth and resilience to abio�c stresses (Trivedi 
et al., 2020), pest and disease control (Hu et al., 2018), pollutant degrada�on (Teng and Chen, 2019), 



as well as regula�ng func�ons related to soil structure and soil hydrological processes (Hartmann and 
Six, 2023).  

Soil func�ons are primarily governed by three groups of beneficial microorganisms (Coban et al., 2022): 
plant growth–promo�ng rhizobacteria (PGPR), nitrogen-fixing bacteria, and two major types of 
mycorrhizal fungi: arbuscular mycorrhizal fungi (AMF) and ectomycorrhizal fungi (EMF). PGPR refers to 
microorganisms that colonize the rhizosphere or endosphere and enhance plant growth and stress 
tolerance (Trivedi et al., 2020). Nitrogen-fixing microorganisms (i.e., diazotrophic bacteria and archaea 
that can be both plant-symbionts or free-living) convert atmospheric nitrogen gas into ammonia, 
adding new nitrogen to the soil. In addi�on, the nitrogen-mineraliza�on microorganisms decompose 
organic mater to release plant-available inorganic nutrients via various transforma�on processes 
(Hartmann and Six, 2023). AMF establish a symbio�c rela�onship with vegeta�on by penetra�ng the 
cor�cal cells of the roots of vascular plants to enhance access to nutrients and water, and to s�mulate 
root hair growth (Bayana� et al., 2024). EMF form symbio�c rela�onships with woody plant species, 
making this rela�onship the dominant symbio�c plant-fungal interac�on in forest ecosystems. 
Ectomycorrhizas drive nutrient cycling and enhance water transfer between plants through their 
hyphal network, thereby increasing plant drought resilience (Mar�n et al., 2016).  

The func�oning of soil microorganisms is highly context-dependent and governed by the composi�on 
of soil microbial communi�es and the abundance of its individual members (i.e., termed as the 
community structure) (Bickel and Or, 2020; Sokol et al., 2022). For example, the rela�ve abundances 
of major bacterial and archaeal taxa can vary drama�cally depending on the soil (Crowther et al., 2019). 
Composi�on of the soil microbiome is influenced by the spa�al variability in the soil environment, 
which can differ significantly over micrometers to millimeters. These small-scale varia�ons encompass 
dis�nct bio�c and abio�c characteris�cs, microbial abundances, and rates of microbial ac�vi�es 
(O’Brien et al., 2016). Furthermore, aboveground plant communi�es can shape belowground microbial 
communi�es, which is par�cularly true for mycorrhizal fungi, fungal plant pathogens and some 
nitrogen-fixing bacteria (Trivedi et al., 2020). Although there are associa�ons between plant 
communi�es and soil microbial communi�es, many other factors can be involved (e.g., climate, plant 
species, microbial taxa, and soil habitat proper�es) (Evans et al., 2022; Vahedifard et al., 2024), which 
render the direct predic�on of soil microbial community structure from the plant species not 
straigh�orward. 

2.1 Characterizing the soil microbiome 
Currently, 20 to 50% of the varia�on in the mineraliza�on rates of carbon and nitrogen across 
terrestrial ecosystems can be explained by climate, plant, and edaphic factors (Jansson and Hofmockel, 
2020; Li et al., 2019). The remaining unexplained varia�on in elemental processing rates across the 
globe is assumed to be determined by the structure and func�on of soil microbial communi�es (Fierer, 
2017; Sokol et al., 2022). Therefore, it is cri�cal to generate a predic�ve understanding of the global 
varia�on in soil community structure to allow for reliable predic�on of future changes in key soil 
func�ons. There are four emerging categories to characterize the func�onal biogeography of soil 
microbial communi�es: global paterns in biomass and abundance, func�onal group composi�on, 
taxonomic diversity and composi�on, and func�onal trait expression (Crowther et al., 2019).  

Biomass and abundance 
One common assump�on is that the biomass or abundance of soil organisms reflects the func�onal 
poten�al of the soil microbiome, since they influence the turnover rates of soil organic mater (SOM) 
(Basile-Doelsch et al., 2020; Dignac et al., 2017). However, this rela�onship can behave unexpectedly 
depending on climate condi�ons. For example, the soil biomass has a general trend of increasing with 



la�tude, indica�ng a nega�ve rela�onship between soil microbial biomass and SOM turnover rate at 
the global scale (i.e., the greatest soil organism abundance is in Arc�c and Sub-Arc�c regions, where 
the metabolic rates of heterotrophic organisms are low) (van den Hoogen et al., 2019). However, for 
regions under equivalent climate and environmental condi�ons, larger soil microbial communi�es 
generally drive faster SOM turnover. This highlights the fact that using indicators from the soil 
biological perspec�ve alone is not enough to comprehend the soil func�oning and its health status. 

Functional group composition 
The microbial biomass or abundance is frequently used as a so-called ‘black-box’ metric of soil health, 
since it does not provide informa�on on which taxa are present. Also, es�mates of the total microbial 
biomass can vary, depending on methods used and soil physicochemical proper�es (Fierer et al., 2021). 
The par��oning of the soil microbiome into broad organismal groups can provide a more detailed 
understanding of soil func�oning. Different kingdoms of soil organisms (i.e., fungi, bacteria, archaea, 
pro�sts, and animals) have different structural, morphological, and biochemical proper�es, which 
affect drama�cally their impacts on the rates of carbon and nitrogen mineraliza�on (Coban et al., 2022). 
According to Bahram et al. (2018), slow-growing high plants are generally associated with fungi-
dominated communi�es that decompose more recalcitrant organic carbon than grasslands that are 
typically dominated by bacteria driving rapid nutrient cycling. Therefore, the ra�o between the rela�ve 
biomass of fungi versus bacteria (F:B ra�o) has been used as an indicator associated with the C:N ra�o 
of soil and biogeochemical process rates (Malik et al., 2016). Nevertheless, F:B ra�os can vary for many 
reasons, and these two organismal groups o�en have overlapping niches and func�ons in soil, which 
make the interpreta�on of this indicator difficult (Fierer et al., 2021). 

A further delinea�on of the broad organismal groups into key func�onal groups (or guilds) can reveal 
valuable mechanis�c insights into soil func�oning. For instance, the differences in the nutrient cycling 
rates of AMF and EMF can be used to infer the SOM turnover rates (Steidinger et al., 2019). This is 
because AMF rely on inorganic forms of nitrogen and tend to dominate fast nitrogen-cycling 
ecosystems while EMF can degrade and acquire organic nitrogen directly and are more dominant in 
slow nitrogen-cycling systems (Philippot et al., 2013). As such, the AMF:EMF ra�o represents 
differences between fast and slow elemental cycling systems, as well as reflec�ng fast and slow energy 
channels in soil ecology (Malik et al., 2016). Therefore, the rela�ve abundance of AMF over EMF can 
provide essen�al insights into the stability of soil microbial communi�es and soil health. Research 
efforts have been invested to generate spa�ally explicit data about the rela�ve abundances of 
func�onal groups of different kingdoms at a global scale for characterizing and incorpora�ng such 
mechanisms into Earth System Models (ESMs) (Steidinger et al., 2019). 

Taxonomic diversity and composition 
Within each of these func�onal groups the soil-dwelling species can be divided into different soil 
microbial taxa to provide refined understanding of soil func�oning. DNA metabarcoding has 
revolu�onized the way by which we categorize the rela�ve abundance of different microbial taxa 
(Bahram et al., 2018; Bouchez et al., 2016). Despite the immense diversity of soil microbial taxa, 
Bahram et al. (2018) demonstrated that only a rela�vely few taxa are dominant in soil microbial 
communi�es (Bahram et al., 2018; Tedersoo et al., 2014). Such a hyperdominance structure of soil 
microbial communi�es is also observed in many plant communi�es (McGill et al., 2007). Given this 
similarity, one might wonder whether the spa�al varia�on in the structure of soil microbial 
communi�es can be represented by the spa�al distribu�on of aboveground plant communi�es (Fierer 
et al., 2012). 

Growing evidence suggests that there are consistent edaphic and bio�c factors that are predominantly 
shaping the diversity and abundance of soil microbial taxa, including soil pH, C:N ra�os, soil moisture 



and temperature, soil texture and structure, climate (i.e. precipita�on and air temperature), as well as 
vegeta�on types and plant species (Bahram et al., 2018; Delgado-Baquerizo et al., 2018; Fierer, 2017; 
Sullivan et al., 2022). It turns out that we can use the rela�onship between these environmental factors 
and soil microbial taxa to infer the func�onal poten�al of soil taxa at broad spa�al scales (Fierer, 2017; 
Sokol et al., 2022). For example, Delgado-Baquerizo (2018) shows that commonly available 
environmental informa�on can be deployed to predict global distribu�ons of bacterial clusters.  

Nevertheless, despite the increasing amount of data and studies advancing the characteriza�on of 
dominant soil microbial taxa, it is s�ll very challenging to link these diverse species with the func�onal 
biogeography of soil communi�es. This is mainly because taxonomic informa�on, while providing 
valuable insights into the evolu�onary rela�onships and gene�c relatedness of microorganisms, does 
not always directly correlate with func�onal traits. Addi�onally, soil microbial processes integrate a 
myriad of metabolic pathways carried out by a diverse range of taxa, including ac�ve, dormant, and 
rela�vely inac�ve microorganisms. This complexity makes predic�ng func�onal traits based on 
taxonomy challenging (Blagodatskaya and Kuzyakov, 2013). Furthermore, most of DNA sequencing-
based approaches can only quan�fy the rela�ve abundance of taxa or func�onal genes in soil, while 
soil microbial processes are governed by the absolute numbers of taxa and the func�onal traits of soil 
organisms, together with the knowledge of specific enzyme kine�cs as well as the environmental 
constraints on the relevant taxa (Fierer et al., 2021). It is to note that there are now approaches to 
obtain absolute abundance from sequencing data (Zhang et al., 2022), although these methods have 
not yet become mainstream. 

Functional traits of soil organisms 
The func�onal traits expressed by individual soil organisms in soil communi�es, instead of their 
taxonomic diversity and composi�on, govern the integrated soil func�oning (Crowther et al., 2014). 
Func�onal traits include structural, morphological, biochemical, and gene�c characteris�cs of soil 
organisms, which determine the performance of individuals in elemental processing rates and beyond 
(Lennon et al., 2012). Microbial molecular techniques provide the highly-resolved level of 
understanding of the func�onal profile of en�re soil microbial communi�es, including metagenomics 
(es�ma�ng the gene�c composi�on of microbial communi�es, providing insights into phylogene�c 
diversity and func�onal poten�al), metatranscriptomics (iden�fying ac�ve func�ons under certain 
environmental constraints), and metaproteomics (examining the protein synthesis and targe�ng 
responsible enzymes) (Bouchez et al., 2016).  

The direct measurements of these traits can facilitate the mechanis�c understanding of soil microbial 
community assembly. For instance, broad-scale measurements on the traits of individuals have 
revealed the trade-off mechanisms of expressing either stress-tolerance traits or compe��ve traits 
across broad environmental gradients. Stress tolerance traits dominate in cold or dry regions, while 
compe��ve traits dominate in tropical moist regions (Fierer, 2017). Such mechanisms hold across fungi 
and bacteria, and facilitate the mechanis�c understanding of the biogeographic paterns of soil 
func�oning, which differ between biomes and are governed by interac�ve effects of climate and 
edaphic characteris�cs (Maynard et al., 2019). Therefore, the increasing number of ‘omics’-based 
measurement methods provides a window of opportunity to establish the rela�onship between the 
gene�c and func�onal diversity of soil microbial communi�es, and integrated soil func�oning, 
following the trait-based concepts developed by plant ecologists (Sokol et al., 2022). 

2.2 Soil microbiome, soil aggregate, and soil processes 
Soil microorganisms are not only responsible for nutrient and carbon transforma�ons but they also 
shape their physical soil habitat through either biogeochemical and/or biophysical mechanisms 



(Gregory, 2022; Sullivan et al., 2022). On the other hand, biologically altered soil proper�es can 
influence the abundance and composi�on of soil microbial communi�es across space and �me. There 
are eco-coevolu�onary rela�onships between the soil microbiome and soil proper�es/processes due 
to the complex network of causa�on and feedback effects (Hartmann and Six, 2023).  

Soil microorganisms and physiochemical properties 
Microbial processes related to nutrient and carbon cycling are the most notable biogeochemical 
processes genera�ng protons and hydroxyl ions that affect soil pH (Huet et al., 2023), which in turn 
primarily structures soil microbial communi�es. The microbial release of protons or organic acids 
contribute to the biological weathering of minerals (such as grani�c bedrock and silicates) (Jongmans 
et al., 1997), which increases the solubility and bioavailability of nutrients needed by soil 
microorganisms and plants. This release of elements from rocks changes the geochemical and 
mineralogical condi�ons of soil environments, which can facilitate the bio-silicifica�on process that 
takes up silicic acid from the soil (Sommer et al., 2013). On top of mineral dissolu�on and forma�on, 
bacterial and fungal ac�vi�es also induce the precipita�on of carbonate minerals (i.e., microbially 
induced carbonate precipita�on, MICP), which can alter directly soil physical and mechanical 
proper�es, e.g. causing reduced hydraulic conduc�vity and enhanced shear strength (Vaksmaa et al., 
2017). 

Soil microorganisms and soil aggregates 
Soil microorganisms have direct effects on the forma�on, stabiliza�on, and disintegra�on of soil 
aggregates (or soil structure), since microorganisms can affect the 3D arrangement of soil par�cles and 
pores. For instance, microorganisms can stabilize the architecture of soil aggregates with their cells 
and metabolic products, while they can disintegrate the aggregates via catabolizing the binding agents 
that hold together soil par�cles (Wilpiszeski et al., 2019). Both bacteria and fungi have dominant 
influences on the forma�on of soil aggregates (Angst et al., 2021), via producing binding agents, such 
as the gel-like water-rich macromolecular organic mixtures – extracellular polymeric substances (EPS).  

The EPS plays an Important role in binding soil par�cles with carbonates, metal oxides, and organic 
mater into organo-mineral complexes forming silt-sized aggregates (<50 𝜇𝜇𝜇𝜇) or microaggregates (50 
– 250 𝜇𝜇𝜇𝜇), while the complexes of roots and fungal hyphae can enmesh and physically entangle these 
smaller aggregates into larger and less stable macroaggregates (>250 𝜇𝜇𝜇𝜇) (Costa et al., 2018). It is to 
acknowledge that the dominant theory of aggregate hierarchy is that microaggregates might from 
within macroaggregates (Six et al., 2000). Soil microorganisms interact with soil aggregates from the 
smallest scale (for instance, microbial processes involved in mineral weathering or MICP), via 
intermediate scales (for instance, enmeshment and entanglement via fungal hyphae), to the largest 
scale (for instance, AMF-induced changes in the aboveground plant community reshape soil structure 
and its interac�ons with microorganisms) (Philippot et al., 2024).  

Soil microorganisms and soil hydrological processes 
It is intui�ve to reason that the interac�on between soil microorganisms and soil processes is via the 
intermediate soil proper�es such as the size and stability of soil aggregates. As detailed above, 
microorganisms can alter the 3D arrangement of soil par�cles and pores (or pore-size distribu�on), as 
well as the cohesion of the soil structure, which can increase the volume of soil micropores, thus 
directly influencing the water holding capacity of the soil (Rabot et al., 2018). Growing evidence 
suggests that mycorrhizal fungi can facilitate water movement between plants along their hyphae, via 
water redistribu�on through the soil profile, to mi�gate drought impacts on plant produc�vity. The 
contribu�on of water transport by AMF has been reported to account for more than 30% of 
transpira�on of their host plants (Kakouridis et al., 2022), and AMF can improve soil hydraulic 
conduc�vity by up to 50% to allow root to extract more soil water in the plant available moisture range 



(Biterlich et al., 2018). Nevertheless, the microbial secreted EPS and MICP can also decrease soil 
hydraulic conduc�vity by clogging macropores and slow down soil evapora�on rates by introducing 
soil hydrophobicity (Philippot et al., 2024; Querejeta, 2017). For instance, fungi can produce 
compounds like hydrophobins to render soil par�cle surfaces hydrophobic. Such development of 
hydrophobicity atenuates soil rewe�ng rates but it maintains the con�nuity of the liquid phase in 
micropores under extremely dry condi�ons (Or et al., 2007). Furthermore, soil microorganisms in 
rhizosheath are also known to be drought-resilient and can improve plant drought tolerance (Etesami, 
2021). 

2.3 Soil-microbiome-plant con�nuum and trait-based approaches 
Soil-microbiome-plant continuum 
The soil-microbiome-plant interac�ons occur at soil-root interface (rhizosphere) and root-shoot 
interface, via a series of complex plant-microorganism and microorganism-microorganism interac�ons 
(Trivedi et al., 2020). For example, the plant roots exudes organic acids, sugars, and secondary 
metabolites, serving as signals to atract microbial coloniza�on (Xu et al., 2018) atached to the root 
surface (Levy et al., 2018). Root-secreted compounds and signals not only produce biofilms but also 
influence the architecture of the biofilm. For instance, under either bio�c or abio�c stress condi�ons, 
plant roots can alter their exuda�on paterns to selec�vely recruit beneficial stress-tolerant 
microbiomes from the soil (Giauque et al., 2019). These root-associated microbial processes can 
benefit plants through promo�ng growth with enhanced nutrient uptake, controlling stress by the 
modula�on of plant hormones, and warding off pathogens and pests via antagonism (Trivedi et al., 
2020). 

It is expected that these belowground microbial processes occurring during plant growth will modify 
the soil proper�es/func�ons in the rhizosphere (e.g., soil pH, soil aggregates, water and nutrient 
uptake). Other than releasing low-molecular-mass compounds (such as, sugars and organic acids) and 
secondary metabolites, roots also exude a complex mixture of polymeric substances (e.g. 
polysaccharides) that make up the mucilage, root border cells and dead root cap cells (Philippot et al., 
2013). These rhizodeposits are important carbon sources for soil microorganisms. It has been reported 
that root exuda�on can account for approximately 25% of the carbon alloca�on to the roots in grasses 
and cereals (Jones et al., 2009). On the other hand, rhizosphere microbiota are responsible for the 
plant loosing photosynthate via rhizodeposi�on, imposing a significant cost on plant fitness, since 
microbial biodegrada�on of exudates drives passive transport of the exudates from inside the root to 
outside, which creates the concentra�on gradient driving the loss via diffusion (Gregory, 2022; Mar�n 
et al., 2016; Philippot et al., 2013). Rhizosphere microbiotas can influence the compe��veness of plant 
species and thus also influence plant community diversity (Wardle et al., 2004). Such effects of 
belowground-aboveground interac�ons on the plant community composi�on have been reported by 
an increasing number of plant-soil feedback experiments (Jiang et al., 2024; Van der Puten et al., 2013). 

Trait-based approaches 
Plant-soil feedback studies have led to the rapid prolifera�on of trait-based approaches to understand 
soil-microbiome-plant interac�ons, assuming that changes in environmental condi�ons can exert 
strong selec�on pressures on fitness-related phenotypic traits. The trait-based approach integrates 
environmental and ‘omics’ data to inves�gate spa�otemporal varia�ons in the abundance and 
metabolic ac�vity of belowground microorganisms (Dauphin et al., 2023). One of the most recognized 
advantages of trait-based approaches is that they improve our mechanis�c understanding of the 
gene�c basis of phenotypic traits that impact organismal fitness across environmental gradients and 
species (Lajoie and Kembel, 2019), without directly measuring fitness, because that is difficult to assess.  



A widely used trait-based approach is genotype-environment associa�ons (GEA), also called landscape 
genomic analysis, which typically relies on four key components (Li et al., 2017): (a) the sampling design 
considering intraspecific gene�c diversity and relevant environmental differences; (b) environmental 
data describing the puta�ve selec�ve pressures of interest; (c) high-quality genome-wide data; and, 
(d) sta�s�cal methods to correlate the targeted response variable (that is, genomics) with the predictor 
(environmental) variables.  

The bio�c and abio�c environmental predictors needed by the GEA approach can be obtained from in-
situ measurements, remote sensing, or model-observa�on-derived gridded datasets. With the current 
trend of increasing our understanding of the global biogeography of soil communi�es, geo-referenced, 
interpola�on-based, gridded environmental datasets (e.g., from remote sensing or climate/land 
reanalysis) have been intensively used in landscape genomics (Bahram et al., 2018; Crowther et al., 
2019; Tedersoo et al., 2014). Nevertheless, despite soil proper�es being an essen�al predictor for 
understanding gene�c paterns and molecular mechanisms of local adapta�on of individuals, global 
datasets of below-ground physical, chemical, and biological soil factors are s�ll largely missing, which 
hinder the applica�on of GEA analyses for evalua�ng soil health (Dauphin et al., 2023; Lajoie and 
Kembel, 2019; Leigh et al., 2021). 

Making the most of landscape genomics for understanding soil health requires the most informa�ve 
and largely independent predictors that can capture complex environmental condi�ons and 
intraspecific gene�c varia�on. It also demands sound sta�s�cal methods to inves�gate and describe 
the gene�c response to environmental varia�ons (Li et al., 2017). Moreover, expert knowledge of 
predictors related to selec�ve pressures or species informa�on is needed to select the most relevant 
factors that our sta�s�cal models should focus on (Dauphin et al., 2023). Yet, GEA methods suffer from 
various issues, such as collinearity, model overfi�ng, or the confounding effects of demographic 
history of soil microbiomes on the gene�c signature (Lajoie and Kembel, 2019). Machine learning and 
deep learning algorithms have been deployed to remedy these issues, facilita�ng detailed 
characteriza�on of environmental condi�ons, and to account for the nonlinear genomic responses to 
bio�c and abio�c environmental predictors (Leigh et al., 2021). 

2.4 Remote sensing for soil-microbiome-plant con�nuum 
Tradi�onal field-based soil inves�ga�ons, obtained via an appropriate sampling design, is of crucial 
importance in landscape genomic research (Dauphin et al., 2023). However, repeated acquisi�ons of 
soil samples to determine their physical, chemical, and biological proper�es can be laborious,  
especially on a large scale. As a result, field-obtained soil informa�on is o�en slow, expensive, and 
limited in space. Remote sensing technology, based on radia�ve proper�es (e.g., reflectance, emissivity, 
absorbance, and transmission) of land surfaces, can serve as an effec�ve alterna�ve to acquire low-
cost informa�on at high spa�otemporal resolu�on (Su et al., 2020a). For instance, soil moisture is a 
widely-used indicator for total soil microbial biomass. Yet, its field-collec�on is highly �me- and 
resource consuming, which has led to the clustering of in-situ sta�ons in the northern hemisphere 
midla�tude regions (Dorigo et al., 2021). On the other hand, recent rapid developments in remote 
sensing have enabled the daily retrieval of soil moisture at global scales (Han et al., 2023; Zeng et al., 
2016; Zhang et al., 2021; Zhuang et al., 2020). 

Remote sensing data can be classified based on different sensor types (passive or ac�ve), pla�orms 
(ground-, air-, and space-borne), electromagne�c spectrum regions (op�cal, thermal infrared, and 
microwave), as well as spectral resolu�ons (panchroma�c, mul�-spectral, super-spectral and 
hyperspectral) (Babaeian et al., 2019; McCabe et al., 2017; Su et al., 2020a). Based on this plethora of 
remote sensing data, a comprehensive set of soil informa�on can be retrieved from the spectral 



response of soil, which is characterized by dis�nct soil proper�es. Depending on targets, remote 
sensing-derived soil proper�es can be categorized as direct indicators (e.g., soil mineral composi�on, 
soil texture, organic mater/content, soil surface roughness, soil moisture and temperature), and 
indirect/proxy factors (e.g., vegeta�on indices, topography, and land use/land cover) (Abdulraheem et 
al., 2023; Wang et al., 2023). These indicators are then used to evaluate soil health via assessing soil 
erosion, saliniza�on, deser�fica�on, and contamina�on, based on empirical rela�onships established 
with sta�s�cal regression models that are like those used in the trait-based approaches (such as, PLSR 
- Par�al Least Squares Regression) (Dauphin and Peter, 2023; Francos et al., 2021). 

While these correla�on-based analysis frameworks offer valuable insights into the connec�on 
between soil proper�es and soil health assessment, there remains a gap in our mechanis�c 
understanding of the intricate interplay among plant-soil-microbial interac�ons, soil structure 
dynamics, soil func�oning, and their ecological consequences (Adewopo et al., 2014). Soil-
microbiome-plant interac�ons entail complex networks of causa�on and feedback, within which 
previously adapted/selected microorganisms are driving soil environmental changes (e.g., forma�on 
of soil aggregates) (Fierer, 2017). As a consequence, soil microbiome-driven shi�s in soil proper�es will 
subsequently shape the structure of microbial community in terms of its composi�on, abundance of 
individuals, as well as affect the fitness of the modifying soil organisms themselves. As such, if these 
reciprocal modifica�ons between plant-soil-microorganisms are persistent in �me, microorganisms 
can influence selec�ve pressures across genera�ons with possible adap�ve evolu�onary trajectories 
(Philippot et al., 2024). 

Given the intricate interconnected nature of the soil-microbiome-plant con�nuum, unraveling the 
fundamental mechanisms governing soil func�ons poses a significant challenge when employing 
reduc�onist methodologies that isolate individual factors. Progressing in this field necessitates an 
integra�ve framework that merges insights from soil science, microbiology, biogeochemistry, ecology, 
hydrology and climatology (Coban et al., 2022; Hartmann and Six, 2023; Ma et al., 2021). This 
advancement can be facilitated by leveraging advancements in microbial molecular techniques, mul�-
omics analyses, field-based sampling methods, and trait-based approaches to bridge the gap between 
laboratory experiments and field condi�ons (Leigh et al., 2021; Mar�n and van der Heijden, 2024). 
Furthermore, capitalizing on advancements in Earth observa�on science, such as the prolifera�on of 
(spa�otemporal and spectral) high-resolu�on satellite sensors, the con�nual refinement of process 
and observa�on models, and the integra�on of machine and deep learning algorithms, in conjunc�on 
with the emergence of Digital Twin Earth, promises a substan�al amplifica�on of our understanding of 
this complex con�nuum (Su et al., 2020a; Zeng and Su, 2024). 

2.5 Digital twin approach and microbial processes 
The concept of Digital Twin Earth (DTE) is rapidly evolving, revolu�onizing Earth system science 
through its mul�faceted approach and advanced digital technologies (Bauer et al., 2021b). Its 
importance is increasingly acknowledged for its ability to agilely and accurately forecast extreme 
climate events and predict environmental impacts (Bauer et al., 2021a; Bi et al., 2023). At the core of 
DTEs are four main pillars: physics-based models, machine learning and deep learning algorithms, data 
assimila�on techniques, as well as the associated need of digital technologies that facilitate the 
supercompu�ng and data-handling capabili�es. The ‘knowledge heart’ of DTE is the high-quality 
science input from the op�mal synergy between physics first-principle-based models and Earth 
observa�ons via data assimila�on (Li et al., 2023), which create physics-based reference and training 
data for the hybrid physical equa�on-data driven DTE system (Bauer et al., 2024; Vance et al., 2024). 
The above digital twin approach can be generalized to build DTE components, including DTE-Climate 
(Bauer et al., 2021a), DTE-Hydrology (Brocca et al., 2024), as well as Digital Twins for other 



subsystems/processes, such as, a digital twin of soil-plant system (Zeng and Su, 2024), or a digital twin 
of the soil-microbiome-plant con�nuum. 

Recent years have witnessed significant strides in the integra�on of diverse processes into Earth 
System Models (ESMs) (Blyth et al., 2021). These advancements span various domains, including 
biogeochemical cycles (Fisher and Koven, 2020; Yu et al., 2020a), plant hydraulics (Kennedy et al., 2019; 
Sabot et al., 2020; Wang et al., 2021b), coupled moisture and heat transfer (Garcia Gonzalez et al., 
2012; Yu et al., 2020b; Zeng et al., 2011b), freeze-thaw dynamics (Yu et al., 2018), groundwater flow 
and beyond (Condon et al., 2021). Despite advancements, ESMs con�nue to lack a thorough depic�on 
of microbial processes, essen�al for the long-term projected responses of soil organic mater and 
carbon storage to global warming (Wieder et al., 2013, 2015). This deficiency arises from our 
incomplete understanding of soil biota distribu�on and abundance on a global scale, compounded by 
the complexity of microbial ecology and the challenges associated with in situ measurements. These 
factors are essen�al for conceptualizing and parameterizing biogeochemical model structures 
intended to simulate microbial processes explicitly. 

A promising avenue for advancing biogeochemical modeling involves integra�ng microbial community 
proper�es through trait-based approaches (Fierer, 2017). This approach is viable because trait 
informa�on can be observed as phenotypes, such as growth rates, substrate assimila�on efficiency, 
and microbial substrate uptake, or inferred directly from genomic proxies, such as op�mal growth 
temperatures and minimum genera�on �mes (Reed et al., 2014). By adhering to fundamental 
thermodynamic principles (Calabrese et al., 2021), physiological and biophysical trade-offs can be 
quan�fied as the benefits and costs to an organism for each func�onal trait. These trade-offs govern 
microbial fitness and trait distribu�ons in both space and �me (Lajoie and Kembel, 2019). Together 
with these traits and mul�-omics data, the microbial model considering biophysical trade-offs related 
to substrate acquisi�on, energy genera�on and stress tolerance can provide tangible predic�ons of 
how microbial-mediated ecosystem processes, such as carbon-use efficiency, nitrogen fixa�on and 
nitrate reduc�on, and microbial biomass turnover, vary through �me and space (Sokol et al., 2022). 

2.6 Microbial processes within a Digital Twin Framework 
Despite significant progress in trait-based microbial models, most soil biogeochemical models s�ll fail 
to incorporate the dynamic varia�ons of the physical and chemical soil environment. These 
fluctua�ons within the highly heterogeneous soil microhabitats are pivotal in shaping the distribu�on 
and ac�vi�es of soil microorganisms (Fierer, 2017), yet they remain inadequately linked with microbial 
processes.  

For instance, when plant residues enter the soil system, they are colonized by microbial decomposers 
under the presence of favorable condi�ons for microbial ac�vity, such as soil moisture and 
temperature. This then ini�ates a process where fungal hyphae, microbial metabolites, and root 
exudates bind soil par�cles into macro-aggregates around par�culate organic mater (POM) 
(Hartmann and Six, 2023). Subsequently, the macro-aggregated POM undergoes decomposi�on and 
fragmenta�on, producing smaller micro-aggregates as well as silt-clay sized aggregates (Wilpiszeski et 
al., 2019). The further decomposi�on of incorporated organic mater leads to decreased microbial 
growth and reduced stability of macro-aggregates, causing the release of stabilized micro-aggregates, 
silt-clay sized aggregates, and highly decomposed residual POM. This macro-aggregate destruc�on 
process is influenced by the availability of decomposable materials and the “glue” (e.g. EPS) that holds 
the aggregates together, as well as the micro soil environment (Wilpiszeski et al., 2019). The microbial 
processes involved in the life-cycle of soil aggregates therefore modify ‘intermediate’ soil proper�es 
(e.g., re-organiza�on and binding of soil par�cles that affect hydraulic conduc�vity, micropore volume, 



and hydrophobicity), which have soil hydrological consequences on soil water infiltra�on/reten�on 
capacity, and desicca�on/rehydra�on rates (Philippot et al., 2024). 

Therefore, a digital twin of the soil-microbiome-plant con�nuum should integrate soil microbial 
processes and their impacts on soil aggregates, as well as the cascade effects on soil hydrological 
processes. It should capture the complex interac�ons between these elements, which ul�mately 
govern ecological processes and soil func�ons at landscape and ecosystem scales (Cao et al., 2024; 
Litle et al., 2008). Only with such a mechanis�c process-based approach, together with the trait-based 
landscape genomics method, combined with remote sensing observa�ons and data assimila�on 
techniques, microbial processes are then deemed embedded within a digital twin framework.  

3. Soil Hydrology and Soil Proper�es 
Soil hydrological processes are governed by the physical, chemical, and biological proper�es of soils. 
These proper�es influence how soil water is allocated between evapora�on, deep drainage, 
percola�on, or uptake by roots to support transpira�on (Vereecken et al., 2022; Wang et al., 2021a; Yu 
et al., 2016, 2020a). Soil hydrological dynamics are shaped by a combina�on of soil characteris�cs such 
as texture, organic mater content, structure, and surface condi�on, as well as vegeta�on type and 
climate. Together, these factors modulate the effects of climate change on terrestrial ecosystems and 
control feedback mechanisms within the water, energy, carbon, and nutrient cycles (Fa�chi et al., 2020; 
Vereecken et al., 2015). Consequently, soil hydrological processes, together with soil microbiomes, 
create the links between pore-scale soil proper�es and broader regional and global climate processes 
(Figure 1) (Vereecken et al., 2022).  

Quan�fying soil hydrological parameters and processes is essen�al for assessing soil health indicators, 
including the presence of pollutants, excess nutrients and salts, soil nutrients and pH, and soil 
biodiversity. As noted in the previous sec�on, indicators such as soil structure and soil organic mater 
have a strong influence on soil hydrology, affec�ng various land surface processes and Earth system 
components, including vegeta�on, groundwater, and the atmosphere. 

At the pore scale, capillary and molecular forces, such as hydrogen bonding, van der Waals forces, and 
other electrical atrac�ons, act on soil water (Luo et al., 2022). These forces influence the heat and 
energy stored in the soil or transferred through it, including the heat of we�ng or condensa�on 
(Edlefsen and Anderson, 1943). At the soil profile scale, soil hydrological processes involve infiltra�on, 
runoff, internal and deep drainage, evapotranspira�on, soil water storage, and capillary rise from the 
groundwater table. Water flows primarily through the soil matrix or along preferen�al flow paths, such 
as macropores and biopores (Vereecken et al., 2019). At the regional scale, water flow within and on 
top of the soil is spa�ally connected and routed across the landscape. At the global scale, large-scale 
atmospheric processes, such as droughts, floods, and convec�ve rainfall events, interact with soil 
physical processes (Taylor, 2015). 

Furthermore, across all the men�oned scales, land-atmosphere feedbacks interact with soil 
hydrological processes within the Soil Plant Atmosphere Con�nuum (SPAC) (Stephens et al., 2023). 
These interac�ons also influenced the forma�on of soils throughout Earth’s history, shaping the 
present-day landscapes, landforms, and soils (Veldkamp et al., 2017) (Figure 1). Soil hydrological 
processes, along with their interac�ons with vegeta�on and climate, con�nue to impact soil 
proper�es, func�oning, and development. Changes to the soil system can occur at an accelerated rate 
due to human ac�vity and climate change. Therefore, accurately represen�ng soil hydrological 
processes and proper�es in Earth system models is crucial, as the pace of soil hydrological changes 



(e.g., accelera�on or decelera�on) can serve as a key indicator of soil health and sustainability (Yang 
et al., 2011). 

In this sec�on, we review and discuss the representa�on of soil proper�es in Earth System Models 
(ESMs) and explore ways to improve their parameteriza�on. We consider sta�c basic soil proper�es 
such as soil texture and mineralogy, along with the variable basic soil property of soil structure, 
par�cularly in the soil surface layer. We also examine secondary non-sta�c proper�es, including 
hydraulic and thermal proper�es such as soil hydrothermal conduc�vi�es. These proper�es directly 
depend on the basic soil proper�es, both sta�c and variable. We have inten�onally excluded the event-
based impacts (e.g., fires, volcanic ash deposi�on, severe erosion, or eolian deposi�on) on soil 
proper�es (Doerr and Cerdà, 2005; Furtak and Wolińska, 2023; Lubis et al., 2021; Massman, 2021). 

3.1 Soil Structure and its representa�on in ESMs 
Mineralogical, biological, and chemical interac�ons influence soil structure and related proper�es by 
causing primary par�cles to bind and form clay-sized or silt-sized organo-mineral complexes. These 
complexes can cluster into microaggregates, macroaggregates, or peds (Totsche et al., 2018a). Over 
�me, macropores form between macroaggregates and peds, o�en induced by shrinkage and swelling 
of clays due to soil drying-we�ng and freezing-thawing cycles. Addi�onally, natural soil structure 
forma�on in many terrestrial ecosystems is driven by root systems and burrowing soil fauna, which 
create biopores (Robinson et al., 2019).  

The voids within and between aggregates are typically small (up to a few micrometers in diameter) 
and exhibit high tortuosity (Peth et al., 2008, 2014). In contrast, macropores are much larger in 
diameter (up to several millimetres or even cen�metres) with low tortuosity and can connect the soil 
surface with the subsoil, some�mes reaching several meters in depth (Katuwal et al., 2015). These 
characteris�cs of soil pores and their size distribu�on significantly impact infiltra�on capacity and soil 
water storage, as well as soil thermal conduc�vi�es and associated water and heat flow processes 
within the soil matrix. 

While it can take decades or even centuries for natural soil structure to form (Banwart et al., 2019; 
Veldkamp et al., 2017), a single �llage or erosion event can easily disrupt this structure, compromising 
soil func�onality and carbon storage. For instance, �llage disrupts pore con�nuity, causes loss of 
biopores, and creates compacted plough pans that hinder root growth and ver�cal water movement 
(Or et al., 2021). Addi�onally, �lled soil surfaces are vulnerable to crust forma�on during heavy rainfall, 
which can nega�vely impact water infiltra�on rates (Francos et al., 2021).  

Land-use prac�ces, agronomic management, and �llage can significantly alter soil proper�es and 
structures, as well as related hydrological and thermal behaviours. Conversely, numerous studies have 
shown that "no-�ll" prac�ces enhance soil structure stability, preserving against erosion and improving 
water storage within the soil body (Mondal and Chakraborty, 2022). These benefits, along with other 
notable impacts on various chemical and biological parameters, contribute to a significantly higher soil 
health status under no-�ll prac�ces compared to conven�onal �llage (Aziz et al., 2013). 

In addi�on to texture and mineralogical composi�on, non-sta�c soil structure and related 
hydrothermal proper�es can evolve over extended periods, ranging from decades to millennia (Figure 
1). Capturing these slow, ongoing soil-forming processes, including the mel�ng of permafrost and the 
reduc�on of soil organic mater, is cri�cal in ESMs, especially for long-term climate predic�ons 
(Robinson et al., 2019).  

Furthermore, soil scien�sts and agronomists increasingly recognize soil systems and their proper�es 
as dynamic on sub-seasonal to seasonal �mescales (Bone� et al., 2021; Fa�chi et al., 2020; Vereecken 



et al., 2022). Soil physical proper�es can vary due to land use and management ac�vi�es, freeze-thaw 
cycles, vegeta�on growth, fires, and environmental and climate changes. These short-term changes in 
soil systems influence land-atmosphere interac�ons and feedbacks, as well as land hydrological and 
thermal memories, which have significant implica�ons for Earth System modelling up to seasonal 
scales (Rahma� et al., 2023). Simula�ng the Earth System at the kilometre scale also presents 
challenges in represen�ng within-grid cell heterogeneity of soil and related vegeta�on proper�es (e.g., 
through scaling techniques) (Montzka et al., 2017). Addressing these complexi�es is essen�al for 
improving the accuracy and relevance of ESMs. 

Current ESMs rely on sta�c data such as soil texture to derive soil hydrothermal parameters using 
pedotransfer func�ons. These parameters feed into the mathema�cal func�ons that model hydraulic 
func�ons, including the water reten�on and hydraulic conduc�vity curves, within soil hydrological sub-
models. These func�ons implicitly describe the soil matrix's pore-size distribu�ons and some�mes 
account for dual porosity soils, allowing for preferen�al flow. However, ESMs o�en overlook the impact 
of sudden and gradual changes in soil structure, which can alter the parameters used in hydraulic 
func�ons. This limita�on arises from a lack of understanding regarding the turnover �mescales of 
aggregates and macropores (Vereecken et al., 2022). A recent study (Zhao et al., 2022b) found that the 
absence of soil structure representa�on in ESMs (CMIP6) leads to a 50% underes�ma�on of drought-
driven increases in evapotranspira�on, par�cularly in drier regions. These drought-driven increases in 
evapotranspira�on are concerning because they can rapidly deplete water resources, leading to flash 
droughts and acute stress on ecosystems. These challenges are not adequately captured by CMIP6 
predic�ons for the future of the Earth (Zhao et al., 2022b). 

3.2 Pedotransfer func�ons 
Directly measuring soil hydraulic proper�es at regional and global scales is imprac�cal due to the 
significant �me and labor required (Van Looy et al., 2017). Pedotransfer func�ons (PTFs) offer an 
alterna�ve by linking easily accessible soil characteris�cs, such as texture, bulk density, and organic 
carbon content (Hengl et al., 2017; Poggio et al., 2021), with soil hydraulic and thermal parameters 
needed to model soil water and heat flow, as well as biogeochemical parameters for carbon and 
nutrient cycles (Dai et al., 2019a; Van Looy et al., 2017). Despite their widespread use in land surface 
modeling, the selec�on of hydraulic PTFs can introduce significant uncertain�es in es�mates of soil 
water infiltra�on and surface evapora�on (Weihermüller et al., 2021). These uncertain�es stem from 
the following limita�ons (Van Looy et al., 2017; Vereecken, 2023; Vereecken et al., 2022):  

i) Different measurement methods and instruments used to assess basic and hydraulic soil 
proper�es can introduce systema�c biases (Vereecken et al., 2010);  

ii) PTFs o�en have region-specific limita�ons. For instance, many PTFs are derived from 
arable land in temperate zones and may not perform well in fine-textured soils of tropical 
and subtropical regions (Otoni et al., 2018);  

iii) PTF development typically relies on textural informa�on, bulk density, and soil carbon 
content, without explicitly accoun�ng for the impact of soil structure (Romero-Ruiz et al., 
2018);  

iv) Most PTFs assume homogeneity and unimodality of pore size distribu�ons using simplified 
models like van Genuchten-Mualem, overlooking varia�ons in rock fragments, mineralogy, 
chemical, and biological proper�es (Lehmann et al., 2021);  

v) While dual-modal and mul�modal hydraulic func�ons have been created, they are yet to 
be integrated into land surface models (LSMs). Addi�onally, reliable PTFs for these 
func�ons remain undeveloped (Durner, 1994);  



vi) There are significant data gaps for developing mul�scale PTFs, ranging from soil profile to 
global scale, especially for soils formed under natural vegeta�on in varying clima�c 
condi�ons (Vereecken et al., 2022). 

3.3 Towards a Harmonized PTF for LSMs 
Weihermüller et al. (2021) advocate for harmonizing PTFs in model intercomparison studies to clarify 
the dis�nc�on between impacts from PTF choice and model structures. According to personal 
communica�ons within the GEWEX-ISMC SoilWat ini�a�ve (Zeng et al., 2021), some land surface 
modelers express concern that PTF harmoniza�on might diminish model diversity, poten�ally 
collapsing the ensemble spread of LSM simula�ons and leading to biases. While this concern is valid, 
it should not impede the adop�on of more physically based soil hydraulic and thermal property models 
or the enhanced representa�on of temporally variable soil processes in LSMs. These considera�ons 
are especially important in model intercomparison studies that aim to beter understand model 
structural differences. Without harmonizing PTFs, it is challenging to ascertain whether divergences in 
model outputs stem from model structure and physics or from different PTF choices, a situa�on further 
complicated by the inconsistent use of soil maps, which are the necessary input data for PTFs (Zhao et 
al., 2018). 

If the goal is to understand how varia�ons in model physics (such as infiltra�on, coupled or uncoupled 
soil heat and water transfer, vapor transfer enhancement, soil-root hydraulics, and plant hydraulics) 
contribute to model diversity and influence the process-level understanding of land-atmosphere 
interac�ons, it is crucial to use a consistent set of PTFs and soil property maps (Zeng et al., 2021). In 
this context, the SoilWat – SPMIP (Soil Parameter Model Intercomparison Project) has been proposed 
to examine how much of the LSM spread is due to soil hydraulic proper�es. This will involve controlled 
mul�-model experiments with coordinated inputs of basic soil proper�es and PTFs (Lukas and Cuntz, 
2016). 

Vereecken et al. (2022) advocate for closer collabora�on between soil hydrology scien�sts and global 
land surface and climate modellers to enhance the representa�on of soil hydrological processes in PTF-
aided LSMs. Further theore�cal work is needed to unify soil hydraulic, thermal, biological, and gas flow 
proper�es for a consistent depic�on of interac�ons and feedback mechanisms among soil water 
balance, thermal regime, and carbon fluxes in LSMs (Luo et al., 2022). This integrated approach would 
also aid in the development and harmoniza�on of PTFs. Vereecken et al. (2022) propose two poten�al 
pathways forward: i) Developing mul�scale PTFs that can be applied seamlessly from soil profile to 
global scales. For example, mul�scale Bayesian neural network-based PTFs enable the upscaling and 
downscaling of soil hydraulic parameters (Jana and Mohanty, 2011); ii) Most LSMs rely on a single set 
of PTFs (e.g., for Van Genuchten Mualem or Brooks-Corey hydraulic equa�ons), which can lead to bias 
and overconfidence in PTF predic�ve ability. It is recommended to use ensemble PTFs that combine 
mul�ple PTF sets (Dai et al., 2019a; He et al., 2020). 

3.4 Soil Property Maps for ESMs 
Soil property maps serve as inputs for pedotransfer func�ons (PTFs) to es�mate soil hydraulic and 
thermal characteris�cs in ESMs. A fundamental ques�on to consider is how these soil property maps 
are ini�ally generated. There are two main approaches to soil mapping: a) pedologically-based 
approach: rooted in tradi�onal soil surveys, this method disaggregates general soil-type maps 
(typically in the form of polygon maps) into high-resolu�on grids with specific soil proper�es 
(Stoorvogel et al., 2017); b) sta�s�cally-based technique (Digital Soil Mapping - DSM): this method 
iden�fies rela�onships between soil proper�es and soil covariates or environmental factors such as 
climate, DEM, parent material, land cover, and land use density (Hengl et al., 2017; Poggio et al., 2021). 



Soil maps derived from the pedological approach cannot be directly applied in ESMs due to several 
limita�ons (Dai et al., 2019b; Schoorl and Veldkamp, 2016; Wielemaker et al., 2001): a) mapping units 
or soil polygons are o�en described as soil complexes or associa�ons, while ESMs require gridded soil 
data; b) tradi�onal maps ignore spa�al varia�ons between polygons, resul�ng in abrupt transi�ons at 
soil polygon boundaries; c) Soil types are used to represent regional soil variability, explaining only a 
limited range of actual varia�on in soil proper�es and lacking quan�ta�ve informa�on.  

To address these issues, Stoorvogel et al. (2017) proposed the S-World methodology, which integrates 
landscape proper�es with soil types to generate global grids of soil proper�es for use in ESMs. However, 
this approach assumes that the influence of landscape proper�es (e.g., topography, land cover, rainfall, 
and air temperature) on specific soil proper�es is consistent across different soil types. In reality, these 
landscape impacts are specific and dynamic for each landscape property, soil type, and soil property, 
which complicates the use of S-World approach in certain contexts. 

The DSM u�lizes an ensemble of machine learning models to generate high-resolu�on soil property 
maps by leveraging a wealth of auxiliary data and soil profile databases at regional and na�onal levels, 
such as SoilGrids250m (Hengl et al., 2017). This approach explains varia�ons in soil proper�es across 
different soil types, linking them to soil forma�on covariates like climate, relief, living organisms, water 
dynamics, and parent material, in line with the Catena concept (Jenny and Amundson, 1994; Pennock 
and Veldkamp, 2006; Schoorl and Veldkamp, 2016).  

Although SoilGrids250m addresses the limita�ons of the pedological approach, both methods face 
uncertain�es due to the use of different analy�cal methods for the same soil property across various 
soil profile databases (Dai et al., 2019b). Addi�onally, since both approaches rely on legacy soil profile 
data that were not collected probabilis�cally, the spa�al uncertainty es�mates of the resul�ng soil 
property maps are significantly limited (Stoorvogel et al., 2017).  

In addi�on to topsoil proper�es extending a few meters below the surface, ESMs also require 
informa�on on soil proper�es down to the depth of bedrock (DTB) (Shangguan et al., 2017). However, 
due to a lack of reliable data, crea�ng an accurate global DTB map remains challenging. While applying 
DTB data to define the lower boundary of ESMs requires cau�on, Huscro� et al. (2018) developed a 
two-layer global hydrogeology map that provides permeability data for shallower (unconsolidated, 
based on DTB data) and deeper (consolidated, defined as up to 100m) layers. Despite inherent 
uncertain�es due to limited regional and na�onal permeability data, the two-layer global permeability 
map presents an opportunity to simulate deeper groundwater flow processes at a global scale (de 
Graaf et al., 2017), although such a simula�on is not yet considered in ESMs (Condon et al., 2021). 

There are several soil processes and proper�es that are not yet fully represented in ESMs. For example, 
the presence of gravel significantly impacts soil hydrothermal proper�es (You et al., 2022), yet there is 
a lack of PTFs to account for the effects of gravel on a global scale. Addi�onally, there is no global map 
of temporally variable soil proper�es, which would recognize that soils evolve and change over �me 
(Pennock and Veldkamp, 2006; Schoorl and Veldkamp, 2016). Soil surveys in areas such as the 
Netherlands indicate that agricultural prac�ces have substan�ally altered soil physical and chemical 
proper�es (Sonneveld et al., 2002). Similarly, studies of sediment flux dynamics in fluvial systems 
reveal the occurrence of centennial sediment waves in eroding river channels, where dynamic 
sedimenta�on zones shi� both upstream and downstream (Schoorl et al., 2014). These rela�onships 
between land use, landscape dynamics, and soil proper�es can be explored through soil-landscape 
process modelling, such as with the LAPSUS model (Landscape Process Modelling at Mul�-dimensions 
and Scales) (Schoorl et al., 2000, 2014; Schoorl and Veldkamp, 2016).  



Given these complexi�es, integra�ng ESMs with soil-landscape models is essen�al for simula�ng soil 
forma�on processes, including the soil microbiome and soil aggrega�on as discussed earlier. This 
coupling allows ESMs to account for temporal changes in soil proper�es, leading to more precise and 
nuanced predic�ons (Dai et al., 2019b; Pelle�er et al., 2015).  

Current global soil maps are derived from a combina�on of legacy and newly available soil profiles. 
The World Soil Informa�on Service (WoSIS) hosts a comprehensive dataset with 196,498 geo-
referenced profiles collected between 1920 and 2020 (Batjes et al., 2020). The dataset includes 18.2% 
of data from before 1980, 47.7% from between 1981 and 2020, and 31.9% with unknown collec�on 
dates. Although these soil profiles can be �me-stamped, the spa�al coverage varies significantly across 
different �me periods, making the available soil profiles insufficient for genera�ng sta�s�cally reliable 
global soil maps for each period. For instance, in WoSIS, only 0.7% of profiles were sampled before 
1920, 0.1% between 1921 and 1940, and 3.9% between 1941 and 1960 (Batjes et al., 2020).  

To address these data constraints, data assimila�on (DA) techniques have been u�lized to integrate 
process-based knowledge from soil-landscape models with limited soil profile data. This approach 
generates con�nuous space-�me soil maps at a catchment scale (Heuvelink et al., 2006). DA employs 
recursive op�miza�on algorithms to update the soil map by projec�ng one �mestep ahead based on 
the predicted soil map from the previous �mestep and incorpora�ng measurements from the current 
�mestep. The data assimila�on (DA) approach for upda�ng soil maps aligns closely with the Digital 
Twin methodology (Bauer et al., 2021b, 2021a; European Commission, 2021), which can simulate and 
analyse past and present soil forma�on processes, as well as predict future changes. This approach 
can poten�ally create maps of temporally variable soil proper�es if ample �me-stamped and geo-
referenced soil profile data are available. 

Remote sensing has been u�lized in soil surveys for quite a long �me, and modern air- and space-
borne hyperspectral imagery has been extensively applied for mapping soil proper�es with success 
(Chabrillat et al., 2019; Lagacherie and Gomez, 2018; Viscarra Rossel et al., 2022). With the increasing 
availability of remote sensing products and other big data in Earth system science (Li et al., 2023), 
when combined with the DA approach, the challenge of data scarcity for producing global maps of 
temporally variable soil proper�es can be effec�vely addressed. 

4. Remote Sensing of Observable Soil Proper�es 
4.1 Soil Remote Sensing 
Given the mul�faceted nature of the soil health, soil monitoring must accurately measure inputs and 
outputs, external pressure and drivers (e.g., climate zones, vegeta�on covers). It should also capture 
biological, chemical, and physical transforma�ons and processes related to water, mater, and energy 
cycles. This holis�c approach to soil monitoring is crucial for providing all relevant soil health (and non-
soil) indicators for soil health assessment to prevent soil degrada�on and sustain soil ecosystem 
services in the long term, suppor�ng sustainability goals (European Environement Agency, 2023).  

The adop�on of a ‘holis�c monitoring’ approach has been advocated to promote the ‘checks by 
monitoring’ (CbM) approach as a key control system for paying agencies under the EU’s Common 
Agricultural Policy (CAP) (Angileri et al., 2023) (herea�er as CbM-CAP). The remote sensing-based 
CbM-CAP approach is employed to monitor plot- or farm-based policy measures aimed at enhancing 
environmental and climate performance, promo�ng sustainable management of natural resources 
(such as soil and water), and safeguarding biodiversity, landscapes and associated ecosystem services. 
This approach, along with other remote sensing methods, encompasses three aspects (Devos et al., 
2021): 1) land-use prac�ces, which involve human ac�vi�es on a unit of land and their impact on 



altering the biophysical characteris�cs of the soil-plant system; 2) Earth Observa�on of the soil-plant 
system and the land cover manifesta�ons linked to land-use prac�ces; 3) mee�ng the informa�on 
need of end-users, such as those related to the new CAP’s Eco-schemes (European Commission, 2022), 
which support farmers in transi�oning towards more sustainable farming prac�ce by adop�ng climate 
adapta�on measures to minimize the nega�ve impacts of agriculture. 

The abovemen�oned remote sensing-based approach introduces the concept of a fundamental 
physical monitoring unit known as “tegon,” derived from the La�n “tegere,” meaning “to cover”. Tegon 
describes the ver�cal rela�onship between vegeta�on cover and soil. The tegon is defined as the 
smallest monitoring unit of vegetation cover, consisting of various layers with uniform biophysical and life 
cycle characteristics. These layers exchange material and energy with one another, as well as with the 
atmosphere above and the soil below (Devos and Milenov, 2013). Thus, the tegon-pedon pair (Figure 2) 
represents the three-dimensional elementary components of the SPAC, which can be monitored with 
remote sensing. 

 

Figure 2 The “Tegon-Pedon” pair as the three-dimensional elementary unit of the soil-plant-
atmosphere continuum (SPAC), whose biophysical characteristics can be observed with remote sensing 
across the VNIR-SWIR-TIR-MW domains of the electromagnetic spectrum (VNIR  – Visible and Near 
Infrared [0.4–1.0 μm] , SWIR -Short Wave Infrared  [1.0–2.5 μm], TIR - thermal infrared [3–12 μm], MW 
– microwave [0.5-100 cm]). In the top panel, the spectral reflectance characteristics of soil, vegetation, 



and water can be observed by multi- and hyperspectral sensors (e.g., Sentinel-2, EnMAP). The active 
radar scattering and passive microwave emission from the “Tegon-Pedon” pair can also be monitored 
from microwave sensors (e.g., Sentinel-1, SMAP, SMOS). The photosynthesis process at leaf level is also 
illustrated: energy from sunlight is absorbed by the plant photosynthetic pigments (i.e., chlorophyll and 
carotenoids) in chloroplasts and converted into energy-rich carbohydrates. When illuminated, leaves 
reflect, transmit, and absorb light, as well as re-emit light as chlorophyll florescence (i.e., solar-induced 
chlorophyll florescence, SIF). The FLEX mission (Drusch et al., 2017) is dedicated to measure SIF, which 
serves as a proxy of photosynthesis and is an integrative observable of soil-plant-atmosphere (or SPAC) 
dynamics. It should be pointed out that recent progress in drone technology can provide high spectral 
separation and temporal resolution of large fields. These are pivotal advances in the context of high-
resolution soil health monitoring (Manfreda and Dor, 2023).  

While remote sensing is widely recognized an innova�ve technique for soil health monitoring, few 
review ar�cles and reports elaborate how to apply remote sensing technique for monitoring soil health, 
e.g., not only providing spa�al informa�on of soil proper�es and land cover characteris�cs, but also 
assessing soil- and land-management prac�ces that can be related to soil func�ons via physically-based 
modelling. Such a linkage between SHIs and soil func�ons, considering the synergy between soil 
biological and physico-chemical proper�es, requires the combined use of process-based model, Earth 
Observa�on data, data assimila�on and physics-informed machine learning, which has been coined as 
the digital twin approach (Bauer et al., 2021b, 2021a; Zeng and Su, 2024). 

4.2 Challenges of soil remote sensing 
In 2019, the European Space Agency (ESA) hosted the World Soil User Consulta�on Mee�ng to discuss 
the steps needed to establish a soil monitoring system that combines space-based Earth observa�on 
(EO) data with in-situ data and modeling (htp://worldsoils2019.esa.int/index.php). There are 
currently opera�onal passive and ac�ve remote sensing pla�orms that can be used to observe soil 
proper�es such as soil organic content, clay, par�cle size, soil roughness, and other soil atributes, as 
well as state variables like near-surface soil moisture. These pla�orms include passive op�cal (mul�-
spectral and hyperspectral), thermal, and microwave systems, as well as ac�ve synthe�c aperture 
radar (SAR) and LiDAR systems (Ben-Dor et al., 2019).  

Although remote sensing techniques for soil monitoring are available, their applica�on in retrieving 
soil proper�es and variables is challenged by the fact that most pixels represent a mix of bare soil, non-
photosynthe�c vegeta�on (such as alpine tundra, wetland, fallow cropland and crop residues), and 
photosynthe�c vegeta�on. This necessitates refining retrieval models capable of dis�nguishing signals 
from mixed pixels (see Figure 2, top panel). Other complica�ng factors include the condi�on of the soil 
surface (sealed or non-sealed) and soil moisture content, which influences absolute soil reflectance. 
Addi�onally, satellite radiance reflectance can be affected by atmospheric condi�ons, such as gases, 
clouds, aerosols as well as viewing geometry (Chabrillat et al., 2019). 

Despite challenges, soil spectroscopy methods for es�ma�ng soil proper�es have improved 
significantly over the years due to their cost-effec�veness (e.g., cos�ng one-tenth of a chemical 
analysis) and high reliability (repeatable and reproducible results) (Viscarra Rossel et al., 2022; Viscarra 
Rossel and Bouma, 2016). This progress has produced impressive outcomes using laboratory 
measurements and refined protocols. Consequently, many soil spectral libraries, such as the LUCAS 
SSL and the world soil SSL (Leenen et al., 2022; Viscarra Rossel et al., 2016), have been established to 
advance remote sensing-assisted soil monitoring.  

New orbi�ng sensors like PRISMA and EnMAP, with over 200 spectral bands across the visible, near-
infrared (VNIR), and shortwave infrared (SWIR) regions, have already demonstrated their ability to 



capture Earth’s surface reflectance informa�on. Upcoming missions from the Copernicus Programme, 
such as LSTM (Land Surface Temperature Monitoring Mission) and CHIME (Copernicus Hyperspectral 
Imaging Mission for the Environment), will further enhance monitoring soil proper�es through their 
extensive spectral coverage. In this context, it's noteworthy to men�on NASA's planned 2027 launch 
of the SBG hyperspectral sensor. The Surface Biology and Geology (SBG) ini�a�ve aims to acquire 
global spectroscopic (hyperspectral) imagery across visible to shortwave infrared (VSWIR; 380–2500 
nm) and mul�spectral midwave and thermal infrared (MWIR: 3–5 μm; TIR: 8–12 μm) wavelengths at 
high spa�al resolu�on (~30 m in the VSWIR and ~60 m in the TIR) and sub-monthly global temporal 
resolu�on (Cawse-Nicholson et al., 2021). 

Terrestrial spectral libraries play a cri�cal role in analyzing hyperspectral remote sensing data. These 
libraries contain spectral profiles of various soil materials from different horizons, along with detailed 
metadata such as loca�on, pedogenic characteriza�on, and measurement protocols for both field and 
laboratory se�ngs (Nocita et al., 2015). This informa�on can be applied for retrieving soil informa�on 
from mul�spectral sensors, via resampling the SSL spectral resolu�on to match the mul�spectral 
measurements. Ben Dor and Banin (1995) pioneered this approach, which remains widely used today 
(Fongaro et al., 2018; Silvero et al., 2021). It should be noted that the laboratory SSL are developed 
with soil samples from the field with demolished soil surface. However, based on image spectra or 
from a ‘field-lab’ apparatus (Ben-Dor et al., 2017), SSL can be established based on in-situ 
measurements with undisturbed soil surface. Common soil atributes in spectral libraries include 
textural composi�on (clay, silt, and sand content), organic mater, carbonate, iron oxides, hygroscopic 
moisture, and specific surface area (as in the LUCAS SSL and global SSL) (d’Andrimont et al., 2020; Ben 
Dor et al., 2022). SSLs provide a founda�on for developing proxy models for quan�fying, classifying, 
mapping, and monitoring soil proper�es. Therefore, they should be closely integrated with the 
advancement of remote sensing technology for effec�ve soil monitoring (Ben-Dor et al., 2019).  

4.3 Soil Reflectance and Soil Proper�es 
While factors such as vegeta�on cover, soil moisture, and soil sealing are o�en seen as constraints for 
soil monitoring, they can also be viewed as opportuni�es to gather informa�on on land surface 
proper�es and state variables through soil reflectance data (Ben-Dor et al., 2019). Given that soil 
samples consist of a mixture of mineral par�cles, air, water, and organic mater, each element 
influences reflectance and transmitance, shaping the soil spectrum.  

Spectral responses of soils can be directly related to physical or chemical soil proper�es (e.g., 
absorp�on features of water molecules) or correlated with other proper�es (e.g., specific surface area 
being associated with the type of clay minerals). O�en, the spectral features related to a specific soil 
property overlap with signals from other proper�es, making direct assessment challenging. However, 
a thorough understanding of the radia�ve transfer process within the soil-plant system (Tegon-Pedon 
pair) and its interac�ons with soil state variables and proper�es can help resolve specific spectral 
signals (Ben-Dor et al., 2019; Chabrillat et al., 2019) (Figure 2).  

Recent advancements in field-based soil measurements under laboratory condi�ons, e.g., SoilPRO 
(Ben-Dor et al., 2017, 2023), have supported the applica�on of soil reflectance to derive surface water 
infiltra�on rates (Francos et al., 2021, 2023). Spectral transfer func�ons (STFs) can es�mate soil 
hydraulic proper�es by combining soil physio-chemical proper�es with spectral measurements 
(Francos et al., 2021; Su et al., 2020a). However, the effec�veness of STFs depends on the similarity 
between the spectral data used to develop them and the data to which they are applied (Romano et 
al., 2023). Babaeian et al. (2015) derived STFs to predict parameters of the van Genuchten-Mualem 
and Brooks-Corey models based on VNIR-SWIR spectral data. These STFs have shown that predicted 



parameters of soil hydraulic models can realis�cally describe the dynamics of measured soil water 
content profiles (Babaeian et al., 2016). Alterna�vely, STFs can predict basic soil proper�es such as soil 
texture and organic mater content, which can then be used as inputs to pedotransfer func�ons for 
deriving soil hydraulic parameters (Romano et al., 2023; Su et al., 2020a). 

4.4 Soil sensors in the space 
The concept of Image Spectroscopy (IS also terms hyperspectral), which involves crea�ng a 'spectral 
cube' composed of numerous spectral bands, has been employed to capture cogni�ve (imaging) 
spectral views of soils. This process allows for the informa�on extrac�on of a spectrum represen�ng 
the spectral features of the soil for each pixel in a spectral image. 

Currently, there are several spaceborne IS sensors available, such as EnMAP, PRISMA (PRecursore 
IperSpetrale della Missione Applica�va), HUSUI (Hyperspectral Imager Suite) deployed on the 
Interna�onal Space Sta�on (ISS), and SHALOM (Spaceborne Hyperspectral Applica�ve Land and Ocean 
Mission). Other global missions, like CHIME and LSTM, are currently in the design phase. This 
expanding availability of high signal-to-noise ra�o spaceborne spectral data is an�cipated to support 
global monitoring of soils, provided the spectral response/transfer func�on (i.e., a regression func�on 
between spectral signal and observable soil proper�es) is known, soils are well-exposed and 
homogeneously distributed (i.e., bare soil pixels), and local ground data are accessible (e.g., from soil 
spectral libraries). However, u�lizing this technology for rou�ne global soil monitoring is challenging 
due to mixed pixels, atmospheric atenua�on, geometrics and op�cal distor�ons, and BRDF 
(Bidirec�onal Reflectance Distribu�on Func�on) effects. Furthermore, op�cal remote sensing is 
limited to sensing the top 50 μm – 1mm of the soil body in the VNIR-TIR domains  (Ben-Dor et al., 
2019; Dupiau et al., 2022).  

Developing unmixing solu�ons at high spectral and spa�al resolu�ons is key to deriving pure soil pixels 
when there is coverage of photosynthe�c and non-photosynthe�c vegeta�on. Gallo et al. (2018) and 
Rogge et al. (2018), in separate studies, successfully resolved the contribu�ons of vegeta�on cover 
(photosynthe�c vegeta�on) and liter cover (non-photosynthe�c vegeta�on) on the soil spectrum by 
u�lizing temporal coverage of an area and summarizing the exposed pixel of bare soil. They assumed 
that in a dynamic agricultural area, there would be at least one point in �me when the soil is not 
vegetated. By using indices to account for non-photosynthe�c and photosynthe�c vegeta�on, they 
generated a ‘soil-free’ (or pure soil) image. 

Though op�cal remote sensing cannot penetrate the soil surface, spectral images combined with 
electromagne�c methods using smart techniques (such as a spectral penetra�ng-probe assembly) 
(Ben-Dor et al., 2009) can yield soil profile maps. Another promising avenue is u�lizing vegeta�on as a 
‘root zone’ sensor for soil monitoring. For instance, Zuzana et al. (2013) inferred various soil types, 
topsoil, and substrate proper�es using spectrally measured leaf proper�es such as chlorophylls a and 
b, carotenoids, and rela�ve water content. Paz Kagan et al. (2015) proposed a biological assay to 
evaluate soil health by assessing the condi�on of selected standard vegeta�on as an indicator for 
probing the root zone soil health using imaging spectroscopy. This approach can extend the applica�on 
of (mul�-/hyper-)spectral remote sensing beyond topsoil monitoring to include soil profiles when 
combined op�mally with other EO technologies dedicated to vegeta�on monitoring. 

5. Vegeta�on-as-a-Soil-Sensor 
5.1 Remote Sensing of Vegeta�on Proper�es and Func�oning 
EO-based op�cal vegeta�on indices (VIs) are widely u�lized to monitor plant health, reflec�ng various 
biophysical, biochemical, and physiological proper�es of vegeta�on. The most well-known VI is the 



Normalized Difference Vegeta�on Index (NDVI). However, VIs o�en face challenges such as data gaps 
caused by long revisit �mes and cloud cover, which can affect the quality of informa�on they provide. 
The reliability of VI-based data depends on the satellite sensors used, quality control processes, 
composi�ng algorithms, atmospheric and geometric correc�ons, as well as soil condi�ons (Zeng et al., 
2022). For instance, wet exposed soil may cause NDVI to incorrectly classify soil as vegeta�on.  

Analyses of VI data products are mostly limited to the Light Use Efficiency framework, focusing on 
structural proper�es such as Leaf Area Index (LAI), and to a lesser extent, on vegeta�on func�oning 
(e.g., greenness parameters are used to es�mate Frac�on of Absorbed Photosynthe�cally Ac�ve 
Radia�on and Gross Primary Produc�on) (Pierrat et al., 2022). The recent advancements in satellite 
remote sensing of solar-induced chlorophyll fluorescence (SIF), such as the Fluorescence Explorer 
(FLEX) mission, offer new opportuni�es for assessing vegeta�on func�oning and understanding 
photosynthe�c changes to quan�fy early pre-visual impacts of soil water stress (Bui�nk et al., 2020; 
Drusch et al., 2017). SIF can thus serve as a satellite observable for using vegeta�on as a root-zone 
sensor to monitor subsurface soil proper�es or state variables (such as soil moisture content). 

SIF remote sensing enables the acquisi�on of detailed informa�on about photosynthe�c light response 
curves and steady-state behaviors in vegeta�on for evalua�ng photosynthesis and stress effects across 
various biological, spa�al, and temporal scales (Mohammed et al., 2019a). Nevertheless, SIF retrieval 
can be influenced by confounding factors at the leaf and canopy levels that are unrelated to the 
photosynthe�c ac�vity of plants (Porcar-Castell et al., 2021). As such, SIF modeling involves two main 
approaches: leaf physiological models that describe fluorescence emission and its rela�onship with 
electron transport and photochemistry in leaves (Busch et al., 2020; van der Tol et al., 2016; Yin et al., 
2021)(Busch et al., 2020; Yin et al., 2021), and radia�ve transfer models that describe the effects of 
canopy structure on absorp�on and scatering (Verhoef et al., 2007). Nevertheless, both methods 
simplify the rela�onship between soil water availability and vegeta�on func�oning (Joshi et al., 2022; 
Wang et al., 2021a).  

As a result, water-stress effects may only become apparent in SIF signals when soil water deficits affect 
the op�cal or thermal appearance of the vegeta�on. This 'invisibility' of water stress effects limits the 
poten�al of SIF satellite data to accurately capture vegeta�on health status and its rela�onship with 
root zone soil moisture content. Consequently, this disconnect between water stress and vegeta�on 
func�oning hinders the use of vegeta�on as a soil sensor in the context of SIF observa�ons, unless a 
forward observa�on simulator can be employed to account for this water stress effect and link the 
belowground soil processes to aboveground top-of-canopy reflectance and SIF (Figure 3). 

5.2 Satellite Observables for Soil-Plant Water Content 
Microwave remote sensing products of surface soil moisture (SSM) and root zone soil moisture (RZSM) 
have long been u�lized for drought monitoring (Zhang et al., 2021; Zhuang et al., 2020). Most 
microwave SSM data products operate at regional scales (around 25 km) and use a fixed root zone 
depth of 1 m globally (Reichle et al., 2017). However, in reality, root growth is dynamic, and the depth 
of root water and nutrient uptake varies throughout the growing season. Currently, there is a range of 
SSM products available at a 1 km resolu�on generated through machine learning algorithms (Han et 
al., 2023). Nevertheless, reliable, physically consistent sets of SSM and RZSM at field and plot scales 
are s�ll needed for effec�ve tracking of soil water stress and its impacts on ecosystem func�oning 
(Carranza et al., 2018; Du et al., 2021; Zhuang et al., 2020).  

Satellite-based SSM and RZSM data, when integrated with land surface models via data assimila�on 
techniques, can be used to es�mate soil texture and hydraulic proper�es (Pinnington et al., 2021; 
Santanello et al., 2007). However, both SSM and RZSM data are derived from satellite products using 



retrieval algorithms that simplify radia�ve transfer processes and depend on ancillary datasets (e.g., 
land use/land cover classifica�on, vegeta�on indices, soil atributes, meteorological variables, etc.) 
(Colliander et al., 2017, 2022; de Rosnay et al., 2020; Su et al., 2013; Zeng et al., 2016). This 
simplifica�on and reliance on ancillary data can introduce uncertain�es (Su et al., 2018; Zeng et al., 
2015, 2019) in es�ma�ng soil hydraulic proper�es through the assimila�on of SSM and RZSM data, 
par�cularly when soil atributes are part of the ancillary data. To address these challenges, forward 
observa�on simulators, in which process-based models are coupled with either emission models (Han 
et al., 2014; de Rosnay et al., 2020) or discrete emission-scatering model (Zhao et al., 2021), have 
been developed to directly assimilate brightness temperature to retrieve soil proper�es (Zhao et al., 
2023).  

The ability to track liquid water in vegeta�on using hyperspectral remote sensing was first 
demonstrated by Gao and Goetz (1990), allowing for the mapping of vegeta�on burn poten�al 
(Robichaud et al., 2007). Furthermore, changes in vegeta�on water content (VWC) are directly linked 
to ecosystem func�oning, including water-energy-carbon fluxes (Konings et al., 2021). Therefore, 
quan�fying VWC can enhance our understanding of ecosystem responses to drought, especially when 
coordinated with SSM/RZSM dynamics.  

Microwave radiometry-derived vegeta�on op�cal depth (VOD) correlates with VWC and biomass, 
depending on sensor wavelengths, plant type, and structure (Frappart et al., 2020a). Given microwave 
remote sensing's capabili�es to observe day and night regardless of cloud cover, along with 
penetra�on beyond the top few millimeters of plant canopies, microwave sensors such as AMSR-E, 
SMOS, and SMAP have been widely used to provide long-term, coarse-resolu�on VOD observa�ons 
(25-50 km) for monitoring regional soil-plant water status (Konings et al., 2017b). However, exis�ng 
VOD products struggle to capture dynamic VWC changes from seasonal and interannual varia�ons in 
phenology and biomass in tropical woodlands (Tian et al., 2018) or sub-daily plant physiological 
processes (Wigneron et al., 2021). These sub-daily processes influence water-energy-carbon 
exchanges and the hydraulic connec�ons across the SPAC con�nuum (Xu et al., 2021).  

5.3 Satellite Observables for Soil-Plant Hydraulics 
Currently, there is a growing trend towards incorpora�ng soil-plant hydraulics into Earth System 
Models. However, the focus primarily remains on xylem vulnerability, while the explicit roles of soil 
and root hydraulics are o�en overlooked. Carmina� and Javaux (2020) illustrate that xylem 
vulnerability does not trigger a plant's drought response (i.e., stomatal closure) in medium-wet to dry 
soils. Instead, soil hydraulic conduc�vity loss is the key driver of a plant's drought response. This is 
because plants adapt the hydraulic conduc�vity of their roots and the surrounding soil (the 
rhizosphere) to match the soil condi�ons and atmospheric water demand. For instance, roots may 
shrink as soil dries, crea�ng air gaps between root hairs and the soil matrix. These gaps lead to a drop 
in the hydraulic conduc�vity of the soil-root system, imposing a primary hydraulic limita�on along the 
soil-plant con�nuum (Carmina� and Javaux, 2020).  

Such regula�on of plant water status, root zone soil hydraulic proper�es, and transpira�on can be 
predicted based on the theory of the coupled soil-plant hydraulic system. This leads to an “𝐸𝐸 −
Ψ𝑙𝑙𝑙𝑙𝑙𝑙𝑙𝑙 − Ψ𝑠𝑠𝑠𝑠𝑠𝑠𝑠𝑠” framework for interpre�ng a plant’s drought response, taking into account both above- 
and below-ground hydraulic traits (E represents evapora�on, Ψ𝑙𝑙𝑙𝑙𝑙𝑙𝑙𝑙 represents leaf water poten�al, 
and Ψ𝑠𝑠𝑠𝑠𝑠𝑠𝑠𝑠  represents soil water poten�al). 

The interpreta�on framework of soil-plant hydraulics offers a mechanis�c approach to infer 
belowground soil water poten�al (Ψ𝑠𝑠𝑠𝑠𝑠𝑠𝑠𝑠) from aboveground leaf water poten�al (Ψ𝑙𝑙𝑙𝑙𝑙𝑙𝑙𝑙), which closely 
correlates with vegeta�on water content (VWC). The non-linear rela�onship between Ψ𝑙𝑙𝑙𝑙𝑙𝑙𝑙𝑙 and VWC 



is known as the pressure-volume curve, which is analogous to the soil water reten�on curve. 
Measurements of the pressure-volume curve across plant species are becoming more accessible 
(Konings et al., 2021), genera�ng interest in collec�ng more data (Novick et al., 2022). Advances in in-
situ measurement techniques for water poten�als across the SPAC con�nuum (Conesa et al., 2023; 
Jain et al., 2021; Lakso et al., 2022) are also emerging. With the increasing availability of in-situ soil-
plant water content and water poten�al data, it will become feasible to develop methods to derive 
Ψ𝑙𝑙𝑙𝑙𝑙𝑙𝑙𝑙  from remote sensing VWC data. This capability could enable the use of vegeta�on as a soil 
sensor to detect Ψ𝑠𝑠𝑠𝑠𝑠𝑠𝑠𝑠, leveraging the connec�ons within the soil-plant hydraulic system (Figure 3).  

 

Figure 3 It illustrates the soil-plant hydraulic system. Left panel: water potential across the SPAC 
continuum connects the root zone soil to the leaf, impacting the flow of water through xylem. This 
connection also affects the water vapor density in the substomatal intercellular airspace of leaves, 
which in turn influences gas exchange, photosynthesis, energy balance fluxes, and radiative transfer at 
leaf and canopy levels; Right panel: An example of a digital replica of the soil-plant system, known as 
the STEMMUS-SCOPE model. The SCOPE model simulates leaf-to-canopy reflectance and SIF spectra in 
observation directions. It also models photosynthesis and evapotranspiration based on leaf optical 
properties, canopy structure, and micrometeorological conditions. STEMMUS simulates the 



simultaneous transfer of liquid, vapor, dry air, and heat, and calculates soil moisture, soil temperature, 
and soil water potential in a coupled manner. The model uses these soil state variables to compute the 
hydraulic resistances across the soil-plant hydraulic system.  

Remote detec�on of subsurface Ψ𝑠𝑠𝑠𝑠𝑠𝑠𝑠𝑠  , combined with remotely sensed SSM and RZSM data, can 
facilitate the retrieval of parameters necessary for soil hydraulic property models and water reten�on 
curves. Addi�onally, remote sensing-based Ψ𝑙𝑙𝑙𝑙𝑙𝑙𝑙𝑙 and Ψ𝑠𝑠𝑠𝑠𝑠𝑠𝑠𝑠  can be directly assimilated into a suitable 
soil-plant model within a data assimila�on framework. This integra�on can help es�mate both 
vegeta�on proper�es and various soil proper�es such as soil thermal proper�es, soil organic content, 
and soil texture (Wang et al., 2021a; Zhao et al., 2023). 

6. Towards Sub-daily Soil-Plant Monitoring 
6.1 Mul�faceted Nature of the Soil-Plant System 
In previous sec�ons, we discussed the ongoing interac�ons between soil proper�es, vegeta�on, 
climate, and land management and their complex rela�onship with the soil-plant hydraulic con�nuum. 
Therefore, monitoring soil goes beyond focusing solely on the soil itself, it also encompasses the 
intricate physical and biogeochemical processes that drive the water, energy, and carbon cycles within 
the cri�cal zone. These interplays, along with their responses to climate extremes such as droughts, 
are both spa�ally and temporally complex (refer to Figures 1 and 3).  

Over �me spans of years to decades, average VWC measurements can quan�fy ecological dynamics, 
including biomass and structural changes at biome, con�nental, and global scales (Bueso et al., 2023). 
For example, informa�on on the impact of disturbances such as fire, extreme drought, and land use 
changes (e.g., �llage prac�ces) can be gleaned from VWC's sensi�vity to aboveground biomass (Zhang 
et al., 2018). Consequently, remotely sensed VWC, SSM, RZSM, and SIF (herea�er, these four variables 
are called as soil-plant hydraulics variables, SPHVs) can help iden�fy disturbances in soil proper�es on 
large scales. This is due to the cohesive coordina�on within the soil-plant hydraulic system, as 
illustrated in Figure 3, which links soil proper�es to satellite observa�ons of soil-plant hydraulics. 

At sub-seasonal to seasonal �mescales (weeks to months), interac�ons between SSM, RZSM, xylem 
hydraulic func�ons, and VWC (Figure 3) can assess the risk of drought-induced mortality and fire risk 
(Konings et al., 2019). During this �me frame, SPHVs data can also provide insights into regional soil 
proper�es. At sub-daily �mescales, measurements of SPHVs reflect the coordinated responses of root-
xylem hydraulics and stomatal conductance to drying soil and air. Consequently, these data can detect 
water stress before it becomes apparent through other leaf proper�es (Wang et al., 2021a). Therefore, 
sub-daily monitoring of SPHVs holds promise as an early warning system for drought risks. 

By monitoring the soil-plant system via satellites, we can retrieve sub-daily leaf water poten�al and 
soil water poten�al, with the later at the core of soil hydrological processes. This ul�mately facilitates 
the es�ma�on of soil hydraulic and thermal proper�es, enhancing our understanding of the soil-plant 
hydraulic system. 

6.2 The Need for Sub-Daily Monitoring System 
The necessity for sub-daily observa�ons of the SPHVs is evident in Figure 4. Figures 4a and 4b 
demonstrate the sub-daily varia�ons in leaf water poten�al and SIF, both influenced by root zone soil 
moisture via the WSF (water stress factor). This is evident by the fact that the varia�on of leaf water 
poten�al is regulated by WSF (Figure 4a). Figures 4c demonstrate that the SIF-Ψ𝑙𝑙𝑙𝑙𝑙𝑙𝑙𝑙  rela�onship 
exhibits a sub-daily hysteresis loop with a nega�ve linear rela�onship under water-stressed condi�ons 
(Wang et al., 2021b). Such linear rela�onship provides an opportunity to derive Ψ𝑙𝑙𝑙𝑙𝑙𝑙𝑙𝑙 from SIF remote 



sensing data. To enhance our understanding of drought responses in plants and ecosystems across 
mul�ple spa�otemporal scales, we need simultaneous sub-daily monitoring of SPHVs using Earth 
observa�on (EO) technologies. These span op�cal (e.g., for SIF, SSM) (Dupiau et al., 2022; Porcar-
Castell et al., 2021), thermal infrared (e.g., for SIF, SSM) (Paruta et al., 2021), and microwave (e.g., for 
VWC, SSM and RZSM) domains (Konings et al., 2019; Zhuang et al., 2020).  

Although this type of monitoring may seem complex, current constraints are largely due to the 
availability of sensors rather than technological limita�ons (Damm et al., 2018; Konings et al., 2021; 
Mohammed et al., 2019b; Novick et al., 2022). Gaining a deeper understanding of sub-daily drought 
response and enhancing the monitoring of SPHVs will pave the way for the development of 
methodologies that use vegeta�on as a soil sensor. Currently, there is no dedicated spaceborne system 
designed to systema�cally observe SPHVs at sub-daily intervals to capture the dynamic physiological 
responses of plants to water stress. However, greenhouse experiments under controlled condi�ons 
have demonstrated the poten�al of hyperspectral technology to track the daily evapotranspira�on 
cycle (Weksler et al., 2020), sugges�ng high spectral resolu�on technology could be used to detect 
VWC. 

 

Figure 4: The sub-daily (half-hourly) variations in (a) leaf water potential (Ψ𝑙𝑙𝑙𝑙𝑙𝑙𝑙𝑙) and water stress factor 
(WSF). It shows the coordinated variation between leaf water potential and water stress factor, which 
is a function of root zone soil moisture and root length distribution. WSF=1 means there is no stress, 
while WSF=0 means there is no plant-available water content to be uptake by roots; (b) solar-induced 
fluorescence (SIF). The SIF is also regulated by water stress factor, Since the WSF in STEMMUS-SCOPE 
is imposed on the maximum carboxylation rate and the maximum electron transport rate, which 
determines the SIF yield (Wang et al., 2021a). (c) the SIF-LWP relationship under stressed and not 
stressed conditions. Under stressed condition, SIF has a positive relationship with LWP. Such positive 
relationship provides an opportunity to derive LWP from SIF remote sensing data. 

Exis�ng and planned passive microwave radiometers (e.g., AMSR-E, SMAP, SMOS, CIMR, and AMSR-3) 
offer long-term, near-daily (1–3 days) coarse resolu�on (25 km) observa�ons to monitor the water 
status of soil-plant systems at regional scales, including VWC, SSM and RZSM. The ac�ve microwave 
scaterometers (e.g., ASCAT, ROSE-L), however, provide high spa�al resolu�on (<1 km) synthe�c 
aperture radar measurements on a weekly basis (Bueso et al., 2023; Frappart et al., 2020b; Wigneron 
et al., 2021). Recent advancements, such as RapidScat on the Interna�onal Space Sta�on, have shown 



the feasibility of tracking VWC and, consequently, SSM and RZSM dynamics throughout the day 
(Konings et al., 2017a). For SIF, the Orbi�ng Carbon Observatory 2/3 (OCO-2/3) have been used to 
generate SIF data at a biweekly interval with ~2 km resolu�on. Addi�onally, TROPOMI provides daily 
SIF observa�ons at a coarser 5 km resolu�on, which can be further downscaled to 500 m for limited 
regions such as the con�nental United States (Sun et al., 2023). 

Therefore, the ability to obtain sub-daily observa�ons of SPHVs is currently limited more by the orbital 
configura�ons of exis�ng sensors than by the inherent sensi�vity of op�cal, thermal, and microwave 
observa�ons. This suggests that a geosta�onary mul�-sensor pla�orm is required to enhance our 
understanding of drought responses in the soil-plant system across various spa�al scales, ranging from 
plant-level (1-10 m, sub-daily) to field-level (10-60 m, weekly), landscape-level (60-300 m, weekly-
monthly), and regional-level (>1 km, monthly-annual). 

Gaining insights into the soil-plant system at these scales will support monitoring soil proper�es from 
point to global scales, especially when integrated with soil reflectance measurements from laboratory 
to airborne pla�orms (Francos et al., 2021). Alterna�vely, a constella�on of CubeSats with different 
daily observa�on �mes and sensors spanning the visible, near-infrared, shortwave infrared, thermal 
infrared, and microwave domains could poten�ally achieve the necessary spa�otemporal resolu�ons. 
To integrate observa�ons across mul�ple electromagne�c frequencies for deriving consistent SPHVs 
at different scales, a process-based model linking satellite observa�ons in the visible, near-infrared, 
shortwave infrared, thermal infrared, and microwave domains with above- and below-ground water-
energy-carbon processes is required (Zhao et al., 2022a) (Figure 2 and Figure 3). 

6.3 The Need for a Soil-Plant Digital Twin 
The collec�on of sub-daily measurements of soil reflectance and SPHVs across various spa�otemporal 
scales will enhance our understanding of drought responses in agricultural and (semi-)natural 
ecosystems, as well as the soil proper�es at different scales (Figure 3 and Figure 4). However, extrac�ng 
process-level insights from these measurements requires the development of a Digital Twin for the 
soil-plant system, encompassing a process-based model integrated within a data assimila�on 
framework (Bauer et al., 2021b). A soil-plant digital twin should facilitate a con�nuous two-way 
data/informa�on flow between the digital replica and the physical system, and should enable users to 
interrogate the soil-plant system with future climate scenarios for scenario analyses and for proposing 
poten�al adapta�on and mi�ga�on measures (Zeng and Su, 2024). This soil-plant digital twin will 
enable the evalua�on of plant evolu�on and health, as well as their interac�ons with soil proper�es, 
through the op�mal fusion of mul�- and hyperspectral, VNIR-SWIR-TIR-MW data from satellite 
missions, drone surveys, and in situ measurements, as well as the applica�on of machine learning 
algorithms (Su et al., 2020a). 

A digital twin is essen�al because satellite sensors cannot directly observe belowground soil 
proper�es. For instance, op�cal sensors cannot penetrate the soil profile, although microwave sensors 
can capture signals from both soil and vegeta�on. Remote sensing (VNIR-SWIR-TIR-MW) signals 
related to specific soil proper�es o�en overlap with those from other soil or vegeta�on proper�es 
(Figure 2 top panel). However, by mathema�cally modelling and solving soil-plant processes and the 
associated radia�ve transfer within the soil-plant system (e.g., scatering, emission, and reflec�on 
processes at the vegeta�on canopy, within the canopy, on the soil surface, and within the top soil 
layer), we can resolve and unmix remote sensing signals (satellite observables) to assess the specific 
soil and vegeta�on proper�es in ques�on (Bai et al., 2017; Lv et al., 2022; Su et al., 2020b; Zhao et al., 
2021, 2022a). 



The integra�on of soil-plant processes with radia�ve transfer processes connects the digital model of 
the soil-plant system to satellite observa�ons. This linkage between physical SPAC processes and 
satellite observa�ons is a key aspect of the soil-plant digital twin, allowing direct assimila�on of remote 
sensing data into process-based models, facilita�ng the two-way data/informa�on flow. Tradi�onal 
point-based sampling methods are neither feasible nor economical for large-scale quan�fica�on of soil 
health indicators. Instead, the soil-plant digital twin, combined with mul�-scale observa�ons (from 
points to air- and space-borne sensor footprints), provides an innova�ve approach for monitoring and 
predic�ng soil health indicators with comprehensive spa�al coverage (Abdulraheem et al., 2023). 

7. Conclusions 
7.1 Gaps and Opportuni�es 
The physical, chemical, and biological proper�es of soils play a central role in regula�ng soil processes, 
par�cularly those related to the soil microbiome and hydrology. These proper�es shape the forma�on 
of soil structure, which in turn influences soil hydrological and thermal processes. Consequently, soil 
structure and soil hydrological process connect pore-scale water and heat flow, biogeochemical 
processes, and soil-root interac�ons to regional landscape land-atmosphere interac�ons and global 
climate cycles (such as water, energy, and carbon cycles) (Vereecken et al., 2022). Climate also plays a 
significant role in soil forma�on within an intricate feedback cycle (Figure 1) (Veldkamp et al., 2017). It 
is evident that con�nuous interac�ons occur among soil proper�es, soil-forming processes, and land 
management. Therefore, monitoring soil health extends beyond soil alone to include the soil-plant 
system, as soil acts as the interface between the atmosphere, biosphere, geosphere, and hydrosphere.  

To effec�vely model soil hydrological and biogeochemical processes in the Earth system and gain a 
beter understanding of the comprehensive interac�ons between soil proper�es and Earth system 
processes, we need to obtain accurate soil hydraulic, thermal, biological, and gas flow proper�es (Baatz 
et al., 2021; Van Looy et al., 2017; Vereecken et al., 2022; Zeng et al., 2011a, 2011b). Although state-
of-the-art field and laboratory methods are available to measure these proper�es at specific loca�ons, 
extending these measurements to a global scale remains challenging. In recent decades, pedotransfer 
func�ons (PTFs) have been developed to link readily available basic soil proper�es (such as soil texture, 
bulk density, and organic carbon content) to hydrothermal and biogeochemical parameters (Van Looy 
et al., 2017; Montzka et al., 2017) essen�al for es�ma�ng water, energy, and carbon cycles in LSMs. 
However, significant data gaps hinder the development of seamless mul�scale PTFs, from soil profile 
to global scale. These func�ons should account for the influence of variable soil structure over �me, 
including the occurrence of dual or mul�modal pore systems (Lehmann et al., 2021). This underscores 
the need for stronger collabora�ons between soil hydrology scien�sts and global land surface and 
climate modelers to enhance the physical realism of PTFs used in LSMs (Vereecken et al., 2022; Zeng 
et al., 2021). 

From a technological standpoint, remote sensing of soils through image spectroscopy, combined with 
regional and global soil spectral libraries, offers significant poten�al for monitoring soil proper�es 
using spectral transfer func�ons (Francos et al., 2021; Romano et al., 2023; Su et al., 2020a). However, 
the applica�on of spectral imagery for soil monitoring faces limita�ons, such as the need to perceive 
soil as a con�nuous surface and separate vegeta�on data to extract informa�on from the soil body. 
Although soil spectroscopy approaches o�en treat the vegeta�on signal as noise, vegeta�on could 
poten�ally serve as a root-zone sensor for gathering informa�on on subsurface soils with the trait-
based approach. Furthermore, using vegeta�on as soil sensor is achievable by coupling a process-
based soil-plant model with a radia�ve transfer model, effec�vely linking the belowground and 
aboveground processes to satellite observables across VNIR-SWIR-TIR-MW domains. 



Current remote sensing-based vegeta�on indices primarily assess plant structure proper�es, using 
greenness parameters to es�mate fAPAR and GPP. These indices focus on foliage and biomass while 
overlooking the influence of root zone soil water content on plants' drought responses and soil-root 
interac�ons. Therefore, these vegeta�on indices alone may not be suitable to be applied to detect 
below ground soil proper�es. Recent advances, however, involve using satellite-derived SIF as a soil-
plant proxy to understand photosynthe�c changes associated with water-stress impacts. This approach 
offers a promising observable that can be linked to subsurface soil proper�es (Porcar-Castell et al., 
2021; Wang et al., 2021a), par�cularly when considering the hydraulic connec�ons across the soil-
plant-atmosphere con�nuum. 

Remote sensing of soil-plant hydraulics involves satellite observables across various electromagne�c 
domains (VNIR, SWIR, TIR, MW), capturing root zone soil moisture, surface soil moisture, vegeta�on 
op�cal depth, vegeta�on water content, and SIF. These observables are interconnected through water 
poten�als across the soil-plant system, including water poten�al in soil, root, stem, and leaf (Figure 3). 
Advances in remote sensing technologies, such as the use of microwave sensors to retrieve vegeta�on 
water content and the growing availability of in-situ water poten�al data for soil, stem, and leaf, have 
opened the door to deriving leaf water poten�al from space (Novick et al., 2022). There is significant 
poten�al to subsequently infer soil water poten�al from leaf water poten�al when remote sensing-
based vegeta�on water content and leaf water poten�al are integrated with a process-based soil-plant 
model that explicitly accounts for plant hydraulics (Sabot et al., 2022; Wang et al., 2021a).  

Using vegeta�on as a root zone soil sensor necessitates understanding the mul�scale spa�otemporal 
dynamics of the soil-plant system, ranging from the plant level (1–10 m, sub-daily scale) to the field 
(10–60 m, weekly scale), landscape (60–300 m, weekly to monthly scale), and regional (greater than 1 
km, monthly to annual scale) scales. Sub-daily observa�ons of soil-plant state and flux variables can 
reveal plants' immediate physiological responses to water and nutrient stress (Figures 3 and 4). These 
soil-plant processes are crucial for quan�fying soil health indicators, including metrics related to soil 
organic content, soil structure, soil biodiversity, landscape heterogeneity, and forest and woodland 
area (Panagos et al., 2022). 

A soil-plant digital twin is essen�al for linking soil-plant processes with satellite observa�ons across 
mul�ple spa�otemporal scales. This digital twin enables the monitoring and predic�on of soil health 
evolu�on across various scales and local condi�ons, soil types, and climates. It also allows for exploring 
"what-if" scenarios to assess the impacts of future climate change or sustainable land management 
strategies on soil health (Bauer et al., 2021a). For example, by applying a spa�ally explicit 
biogeochemical model, one can examine the effects of conver�ng global cropland to organic farming 
with or without the use of cover crops and plant residue on soil carbon inputs and soil organic content 
stocks (Gaudaré et al., 2023). Addi�onally, the soil-plant digital twin's ability to quan�fy mul�ple soil 
func�ons concurrently facilitates comprehensive assessments and helps iden�fy op�mized synergies 
for sustainable soil health tailored to specific local contexts. 

7.2 Assessment of Soil Health 
It is an�cipated that measurements of soil health indicators (SHIs) will be specific to soil type and 
dependent on loca�on and climate. These measurements will reveal dis�nct characteris�c ranges of 
values across different soil types, land uses and climate zones. For instance, the significance of a given 
value of soil organic content can vary greatly depending on soil characteris�cs: an organic carbon value 
of 1.5% may be considered low for soils with over 40% clay, yet rela�vely high for sandy soils with less 
than 10% clay content, par�cularly in temperate arable soils in England and Wales (Verheijen et al., 
2005). 



Aggrega�ng mul�ple Soil Health Indicators (SHIs) into a single metric for assessing soil health is a 
complex task. The European Union Soil Observatory (EUSO) has implemented a dashboard to visualize 
soil degrada�on across Europe using a convergence of evidence approach and the "number of soil 
degrada�on processes" as an indicator (European Environement Agency, 2023; Veerman et al., 2020). 
However, most exis�ng soil assessment systems and frameworks treat all SHIs as equally important 
(Lehmann et al., 2020), which may not accurately reflect the varied significance of different soil 
proper�es.  

Soil proper�es can exhibit dynamic responses to management prac�ces and disturbances, such as 
fluctua�ons in soil organic mater content, nutrient levels, vegeta�on cover, and topsoil condi�on. On 
the other hand, some intrinsic, sta�c quali�es, such as parent material, soil texture, mineralogy, and 
subsoil structure, remain largely unaffected by management (European Environement Agency, 2023). 
Recognizing these dis�nc�ons is essen�al for developing more precise and meaningful assessments of 
soil health. 

Soil health assessment enables the alignment of SHIs with specific soil quality standards or thresholds 
relevant to protec�on targets, such as those related to water, food, and energy security. This alignment 
requires an understanding of the rela�onship between soil dynamics and cri�cal limits for soil 
protec�on in the context of climate change. Such insights facilitate the evalua�on of healthy and 
degraded soils, support the achievement of policy goals such as the EU Soil Strategy 2030, and guide 
precau�onary and preventa�ve measures (European Environement Agency, 2023).  

Conver�ng cri�cal thresholds for soil protec�on—such as those impac�ng water quality, plant 
produc�on, ecosystem func�oning, and climate—into measurable soil proper�es that affect SHIs is 
essen�al. When a soil exceeds a certain threshold, it may necessitate ac�ons or measures to reduce 
inputs (e.g., nitrogen) to the soil or mi�gate the impacts of changes in land use (e.g., soil sealing, net 
land take, or declining soil fer�lity) (Hartemink et al., 2008). 

Soil health management aims to boost mul�ple soil ecosystem services, but enhancing one service 
may uninten�onally compromise others. For example, while organic farming seeks to increase soil 
organic carbon stocks in croplands, extensive adop�on of organic prac�ces (with cover crops and plant 
residue) might limit the soil's overall carbon sequestra�on poten�al, due to large nutrient deficiency 
(Gaudaré et al., 2023). Moreover, increasing nutrient inputs can improve carbon sequestra�on in 
agricultural soils, but it may also result in elevated greenhouse gas emissions and nitrogen leaching 
into groundwater (Carpenter et al., 1998; Hijbeek et al., 2019; Paus�an et al., 2016). Thus, efforts to 
improve one ecosystem service may have unintended effects on other aspects of the Earth system. To 
op�mize synergies and maximize soil sustainability, a holis�c assessment of soil health that considers 
mul�ple soil func�ons simultaneously is essen�al (Moinet et al., 2023). This comprehensive approach 
ensures a balanced perspec�ve on soil health and ecosystem service trade-offs, highligh�ng the need 
to track soil health by monitoring and modeling the soil-plant system. 



Acknowledgements 
This research has been funded by the Dutch Research Council (NWO) KIC, WUNDER project (grant no. 
KICH1. LWV02.20.004); the Netherlands eScience Center, EcoExtreML project (grant no. 27020G07); 
the ESA-MOST Dragon V & VI program (project 58516, Climate-PAN-TPE, project 95357, DTE-Climate). 

Open Research 
Data in Figure 4 is available from (Wang et al., 2021a), the so�ware used for genera�ng this data is 
available on Github: htps://github.com/EcoExtreML/STEMMUS_SCOPE.  

 

https://github.com/EcoExtreML/STEMMUS_SCOPE


Reference: 
Abdulraheem, M. I., Zhang, W., Li, S., Moshayedi, A. J., Farooque, A. A. and Hu, J.: Advancement of 
Remote Sensing for Soil Measurements and Applica�ons: A Comprehensive Review, Sustainability, 
15(21), 15444, doi:10.3390/su152115444, 2023. 

Adewopo, J. B., VanZomeren, C., Bhomia, R. K., Almaraz, M., Bacon, A. R., Eggleston, E., Judy, J. D., 
Lewis, R. W., Lusk, M., Miller, B., Moorberg, C., Snyder, E. H. and Tiedeman, M.:  Top-Ranked Priority 
Research Ques�ons for Soil Science in the 21 st Century , Soil Sci. Soc. Am. J., 78(2), 337–347, 
doi:10.2136/sssaj2013.07.0291, 2014. 

Amelung, W., Tang, N., Siebers, N., Aehnelt, M., Eusterhues, K., Felde, V. J. M. N. L., Guggenberger, G., 
Kaiser, K., Kögel-Knabner, I., Klumpp, E., Knief, C., Kruse, J., Lehndorff, E., Mikuta, R., Peth, S., Ray, N., 
Prechtel, A., Ritschel, T., Schweizer, S. A., Woche, S. K., Wu, B. and Totsche, K. U.: Architecture of soil 
microaggregates: Advanced methodologies to explore proper�es and func�ons, J. Plant Nutr. Soil Sci., 
187(1), 17–50, doi:10.1002/JPLN.202300149, 2024. 

Anderson, E. N.: Collapse: How Socie�es Choose to Fail or Succeed., 2005. 

Angileri, V., Devos, W., Erdogan, H., Milenov, P., Puerta Pinero, C., Rembowski, M., Cerrani, I., Claverie, 
M., Guerrero Fernandez, I., Loudjani, P., Lugato, E., Niemeyer, S., Sedano, F., Sima, A., Urbano, F. and 
Zielinski, R.: Geodata and technologies for a greener agriculture in Europe, Publica�ons Office of the 
European Union, Luxembourg., 2023. 

Angst, G., Mueller, K. E., Nierop, K. G. J. and Simpson, M. J.: Plant- or microbial-derived? A review on 
the molecular composi�on of stabilized soil organic mater, Elsevier Ltd., 2021. 

Aziz, I., Mahmood, T. and Islam, K. R.: Effect of long term no-�ll and conven�onal �llage prac�ces on 
soil quality, Soil Tillage Res., 131, 28–35, doi:10.1016/j.s�ll.2013.03.002, 2013. 

Baatz, R., Hendricks Franssen, H. J., Euskirchen, E., Sihi, D., Dietze, M., Ciavata, S., Fennel, K., Beck, H., 
De Lannoy, G., Pauwels, V. R. N., Raiho, A., Montzka, C., Williams, M., Mishra, U., Poppe, C., Zacharias, 
S., Lausch, A., Samaniego, L., Van Looy, K., Bogena, H., Adamescu, M., Mirtl, M., Fox, A., Goergen, K., 
Naz, B. S., Zeng, Y. and Vereecken, H.: Reanalysis in Earth System Science: Toward Terrestrial 
Ecosystem Reanalysis, Rev. Geophys., 59(3), e2020RG000715, doi:10.1029/2020RG000715, 2021. 

Babaeian, E., Homaee, M., Montzka, C., Vereecken, H. and Norouzi, A. A.: Towards Retrieving Soil 
Hydraulic Proper�es by Hyperspectral Remote Sensing, Vadose Zo. J., 14(3), 1–17, 
doi:10.2136/vzj2014.07.0080, 2015. 

Babaeian, E., Homaee, M., Montzka, C., Vereecken, H., Norouzi, A. A. and van Genuchten, M. T.: Soil 
moisture predic�on of bare soil profiles using diffuse spectral reflectance informa�on and vadose zone 
flow modeling, Remote Sens. Environ., 187, 218–229, doi:10.1016/j.rse.2016.10.029, 2016. 

Babaeian, E., Sadeghi, M., Jones, S. B., Montzka, C., Vereecken, H. and Tuller, M.: Ground, Proximal, 
and Satellite Remote Sensing of Soil Moisture., 2019. 

Bahram, M., Hildebrand, F., Forslund, S. K., Anderson, J. L., Soudzilovskaia, N. A., Bodegom, P. M., 
Bengtsson-Palme, J., Anslan, S., Coelho, L. P., Harend, H., Huerta-Cepas, J., Medema, M. H., Maltz, M. 
R., Mundra, S., Olsson, P. A., Pent, M., Põlme, S., Sunagawa, S., Ryberg, M., Tedersoo, L. and Bork, P.: 
Structure and func�on of the global topsoil microbiome, Nature, 560(7717), 233–237, 
doi:10.1038/s41586-018-0386-6, 2018. 

Bai, X., He, B., Li, X., Zeng, J., Wang, X., Wang, Z., Zeng, Y. and Su, Z.: First assessment of Sen�nel-1A 
data for surface soil moisture es�ma�ons using a coupled water cloud model and advanced integral 
equa�on model over the Tibetan Plateau, Remote Sens., 9(7), doi:10.3390/rs9070714, 2017. 



Banerjee, S. and van der Heijden, M. G. A.: Soil microbiomes and one health, Nat. Rev. Microbiol., 
21(1), 6–20, doi:10.1038/s41579-022-00779-w, 2023. 

Banwart, S. A., Nikolaidis, N. P., Zhu, Y. G., Peacock, C. L. and Sparks, D. L.: Soil func�ons: Connec�ng 
earth’s cri�cal zone, Annu. Rev. Earth Planet. Sci., 47, 333–359, doi:10.1146/annurev-earth-063016-
020544, 2019. 

Basile-Doelsch, I., Balesdent, J. and Pellerin, S.: Reviews and syntheses: The mechanisms underlying 
carbon storage in soil, Biogeosciences, 17(21), 5223–5242, doi:10.5194/bg-17-5223-2020, 2020. 

Batjes, N. H., Ribeiro, E. and Van Oostrum, A.: Standardised soil profile data to support global mapping 
and modelling (WoSIS snapshot 2019), Earth Syst. Sci. Data, 12(1), 299–320, doi:10.5194/essd-12-299-
2020, 2020. 

Bauer, P., Stevens, B. and Hazeleger, W.: A digital twin of Earth for the green transi�on, Nat. Clim. 
Chang., 11(2), 80–83, doi:10.1038/s41558-021-00986-y, 2021a. 

Bauer, P., Dueben, P. D., Hoefler, T., Quin�no, T., Schulthess, T. C. and Wedi, N. P.: The digital 
revolu�on of Earth-system science, Nat. Comput. Sci., 1(2), 104–113, doi:10.1038/s43588-021-00023-
0, 2021b. 

Bauer, P., Hoefler, T., Stevens, B. and Hazeleger, W.: Digital twins of Earth and the compu�ng challenge 
of human interac�on, Nat. Comput. Sci. 2024 43, 4(3), 154–157, doi:10.1038/s43588-024-00599-3, 
2024. 

Bayana�, M., Al-Tawaha, A. R. M., Sangeetha, J., Thangadurai, D. and Kummur, P. N.: Role of 
Mycorrhizal Fungi in Plant Growth: Implica�ons in Abio�c Stress Tolerance, Mycorrhizal Technol. 
Manag. Plant Stress Mi�ga�ng Clim. Chang. Using Mycorrhizae, 10, 131–157, 
doi:10.1201/9781003429708-11, 2024. 

Ben-Dor, E. and Banin, A.: Quan�ta�ve analysis of convolved thema�c mapper spectra of soils in the 
visible near-infrared and shortwave-infrared spectral regions ((m-l’sum), Int. J. Remote Sens., 16(18), 
3509–3528, doi:10.1080/01431169508954643, 1995. 

Ben-Dor, E., Chabrillat, S., Dematê, J. A. M., Taylor, G. R., Hill, J., Whi�ng, M. L. and Sommer, S.: Using 
Imaging Spectroscopy to study soil proper�es, Remote Sens. Environ., 113(SUPPL. 1), S38–S55, 
doi:10.1016/j.rse.2008.09.019, 2009. 

Ben-Dor, E., Granot, A. and Notesco, G.: A simple apparatus to measure soil spectral informa�on in 
the field under stable condi�ons, Geoderma, 306, 73–80, doi:10.1016/j.geoderma.2017.06.025, 2017. 

Ben-Dor, E., Chabrillat, S. and Dematê, J. A. M.: Characteriza�on of Soil Proper�es Using Reflectance 
Spectroscopy, in Fundamentals, Sensor Systems, Spectral Libraries, and Data Mining for Vegeta�on, 
edited by P. S. Thenkabail, J. G. Lyon, and A. Huete, pp. 187–247, CRC Press., 2019. 

Ben-Dor, E., Granot, A., Wallach, R., Francos, N., Heller Pearlstein, D., Efra�, B., Borůvka, L., 
Gholizadeh, A. and Schmid, T.: Exploita�on of the SoilPRO® (SP) apparatus to measure soil surface 
reflectance in the field: Five case studies, Geoderma, 438, 116636, 
doi:10.1016/j.geoderma.2023.116636, 2023. 

Bi, K., Xie, L., Zhang, H., Chen, X., Gu, X. and Tian, Q.: Accurate medium-range global weather 
forecas�ng with 3D neural networks, Nature, 619(7970), 533–538, doi:10.1038/s41586-023-06185-3, 
2023. 

Bickel, S. and Or, D.: Soil bacterial diversity mediated by microscale aqueous-phase processes across 
biomes, Nat. Commun., 11(1), 1–9, doi:10.1038/s41467-019-13966-w, 2020. 

Biterlich, M., Franken, P. and Graefe, J.: Arbuscular mycorrhiza improves substrate hydraulic 



conduc�vity in the plant available moisture range under root growth exclusion, Front. Plant Sci., 9, 
doi:10.3389/fpls.2018.00301, 2018. 

Blagodatskaya, E. and Kuzyakov, Y.: Ac�ve microorganisms in soil: Cri�cal review of es�ma�on criteria 
and approaches, Soil Biol. Biochem., 67, 192–211, doi:10.1016/j.soilbio.2013.08.024, 2013. 

Blyth, E. M., Arora, V. K., Clark, D. B., Dadson, S. J., De Kauwe, M. G., Lawrence, D. M., Melton, J. R., 
Pongratz, J., Turton, R. H., Yoshimura, K. and Yuan, H.: Advances in Land Surface Modelling, Curr. Clim. 
Chang. Reports, 7(2), 45–71, doi:10.1007/s40641-021-00171-5, 2021. 

Bo-Cai Gao and Goetz, A. F. H.: Column atmospheric water vapor and vegeta�on liquid water retrievals 
from airborne imaging spectrometer data, J. Geophys. Res., 95(D4), 3549–3564, 
doi:10.1029/jd095id04p03549, 1990. 

Bone�, S., Wei, Z. and Or, D.: A framework for quan�fying hydrologic effects of soil structure across 
scales, Commun. Earth Environ., 2(1), 1–10, doi:10.1038/s43247-021-00180-0, 2021. 

Borrelli, P., Panagos, P., Alewell, C., Ballabio, C., de Oliveira Fagundes, H., Haregeweyn, N., Lugato, E., 
Maerker, M., Poesen, J., Vanmaercke, M. and Robinson, D. A.: Policy implica�ons of mul�ple 
concurrent soil erosion processes in European farmland, Nat. Sustain., 6(1), 103–112, 
doi:10.1038/s41893-022-00988-4, 2023. 

Bouchez, T., Blieux, A. L., Dequiedt, S., Domaizon, I., Dufresne, A., Ferreira, S., Godon, J. J., Hellal, J., 
Joulian, C., Quaiser, A., Mar�n-Laurent, F., Mauffret, A., Monier, J. M., Peyret, P., Schmit-Koplin, P., 
Sibourg, O., D’oiron, E., Bispo, A., Deportes, I., Grand, C., Cuny, P., Maron, P. A. and Ranjard, L.: 
Molecular microbiology methods for environmental diagnosis, Environ. Chem. Let., 14(4), 423–441, 
doi:10.1007/s10311-016-0581-3, 2016. 

Brocca, L., Barbeta, S., Camici, S., Ciabata, L., Dari, J., Filippucci, P., Massari, C., Modanesi, S., 
Tarpanelli, A., Bonaccorsi, B., Mosaffa, H., Wagner, W., Vreugdenhil, M., Quast, R., Alfieri, L., Gabellani, 
S., Avanzi, F., Rains, D., Miralles, D. G., Mantovani, S., Briese, C., Domeneghe�, A., Jacob, A., Castelli, 
M., Camps-Valls, G., Volden, E., Fernandez, D., Sheffield, J., Su, B. and A, F. D.: A Digital Twin of the 
terrestrial water cycle: a glimpse into the future through high-resolu�on Earth observa�ons, Front. 
Sci., 1, 1190191, doi:10.3389/FSCI.2023.1190191, 2024. 

Bueso, D., Piles, M., Ciais, P., Wigneron, J. P., Moreno-Mar�nez, Á. and Camps-Valls, G.: Soil and 
vegeta�on water content iden�fy the main terrestrial ecosystem changes, Natl. Sci. Rev., 10(5), 
doi:10.1093/nsr/nwad026, 2023. 

Bui�nk, J., Swank, A. M., Van Der Ploeg, M., Smith, N. E., Benninga, H. J. F., Van Der Bolt, F., Carranza, 
C. D. U., Koren, G., Van Der Velde, R. and Teuling, A. J.: Anatomy of the 2018 agricultural drought in 
the Netherlands using in situ soil moisture and satellite vegeta�on indices, Hydrol. Earth Syst. Sci., 
24(12), 6021–6031, doi:10.5194/HESS-24-6021-2020, 2020. 

Bünemann, E. K., Bongiorno, G., Bai, Z., Creamer, R. E., De Deyn, G., de Goede, R., Fleskens, L., Geissen, 
V., Kuyper, T. W., Mäder, P., Pulleman, M., Sukkel, W., van Groenigen, J. W. and Brussaard, L.: Soil 
quality – A cri�cal review, Soil Biol. Biochem., 120, 105–125, doi:10.1016/j.soilbio.2018.01.030, 2018. 

Busch, F. A., Holloway-Phillips, M., Stuart-Williams, H. and Farquhar, G. D.: Revisi�ng carbon isotope 
discrimina�on in C3 plants shows respira�on rules when photosynthesis is low, Nat. Plants, 6(3), 245–
258, doi:10.1038/s41477-020-0606-6, 2020. 

Calabrese, S., Chakrawal, A., Manzoni, S. and Van Cappellen, P.: Energe�c scaling in microbial growth, 
Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U. S. A., 118(47), 1–8, doi:10.1073/pnas.2107668118, 2021. 

Cao, T., Luo, Y., Shi, M., Tian, X. and Kuzyakov, Y.: Microbial interac�ons for nutrient acquisi�on in soil: 
Miners, scavengers, and carriers, Soil Biol. Biochem., 188, 109215, 



doi:10.1016/J.SOILBIO.2023.109215, 2024. 

Carmina�, A. and Javaux, M.: Soil Rather Than Xylem Vulnerability Controls Stomatal Response to 
Drought, Trends Plant Sci., 25(9), 868–880, doi:10.1016/j.tplants.2020.04.003, 2020. 

Carpenter, S. R., Caraco, N. F., Correll, D. L., Howarth, R. W., Sharpley, A. N. and Smith, V. H.: Nonpoint 
pollu�on of surface waters with phosphorus and nitrogen, Ecol. Appl., 8(3), 559–568, 
doi:10.1890/1051-0761(1998)008[0559:NPOSWW]2.0.CO;2, 1998. 

Carranza, C. D. U., Van Der Ploeg, M. J. and Torfs, P. J. J. F.: Using lagged dependence to iden�fy 
(de)coupled surface and subsurface soil moisture values, Hydrol. Earth Syst. Sci., 22(4), 2255–2267, 
doi:10.5194/HESS-22-2255-2018, 2018. 

Cawse-Nicholson, K., Townsend, P. A., Schimel, D., Assiri, A. M., Blake, P. L., Buongiorno, M. F., 
Campbell, P., Carmon, N., Casey, K. A., Correa-Pabón, R. E., Dahlin, K. M., Dash�, H., Dennison, P. E., 
Dierssen, H., Erickson, A., Fisher, J. B., Frouin, R., Gatebe, C. K., Gholizadeh, H., Gierach, M., Glenn, N. 
F., Goodman, J. A., Griffith, D. M., Guild, L., Hakkenberg, C. R., Hochberg, E. J., Holmes, T. R. H., Hu, C., 
Hulley, G., Huemmrich, K. F., Kudela, R. M., Kokaly, R. F., Lee, C. M., Mar�n, R., Miller, C. E., Moses, W. 
J., Muller-Karger, F. E., Or�z, J. D., O�s, D. B., Pahlevan, N., Painter, T. H., Pavlick, R., Poulter, B., Qi, Y., 
Realmuto, V. J., Roberts, D., Schaepman, M. E., Schneider, F. D., Schwandner, F. M., Serbin, S. P., 
Shiklomanov, A. N., Stavros, E. N., Thompson, D. R., Torres-Perez, J. L., Turpie, K. R., Tzortziou, M., 
Us�n, S., Yu, Q., Yusup, Y. and Zhang, Q.: NASA’s surface biology and geology designated observable: 
A perspec�ve on surface imaging algorithms, Remote Sens. Environ., 257, 112349, 
doi:10.1016/j.rse.2021.112349, 2021. 

Chabrillat, S., Ben-Dor, E., Cierniewski, J., Gomez, C., Schmid, T. and van Wesemael, B.: Imaging 
Spectroscopy for Soil Mapping and Monitoring, Surv. Geophys., 40(3), 361–399, doi:10.1007/s10712-
019-09524-0, 2019. 

Coban, O., de Deyn, G. B. and van der Ploeg, M.: Soil microbiota as game-changers in restora�on of 
degraded lands, Science (80-. )., 375(6584), abe0725, doi:10.1126/science.abe0725, 2022. 

Colliander, A., Jackson, T. J., Bindlish, R., Chan, S., Das, N., Kim, S. B., Cosh, M. H., Dunbar, R. S., Dang, 
L., Pashaian, L., Asanuma, J., Aida, K., Berg, A., Rowlandson, T., Bosch, D., Caldwell, T., Caylor, K., 
Goodrich, D., al Jassar, H., Lopez-Baeza, E., Mar�nez-Fernández, J., González-Zamora, A., Livingston, 
S., McNairn, H., Pacheco, A., Moghaddam, M., Montzka, C., Notarnicola, C., Niedrist, G., Pellarin, T., 
Prueger, J., Pulliainen, J., Rau�ainen, K., Ramos, J., Seyfried, M., Starks, P., Su, Z., Zeng, Y., van der 
Velde, R., Thibeault, M., Dorigo, W., Vreugdenhil, M., Walker, J. P., Wu, X., Monerris, A., O’Neill, P. E., 
Entekhabi, D., Njoku, E. G. and Yueh, S.: Valida�on of SMAP surface soil moisture products with core 
valida�on sites, Remote Sens. Environ., 191, 215–231, doi:10.1016/j.rse.2017.01.021, 2017. 

Colliander, A., Reichle, R. H., Crow, W. T., Cosh, M. H., Chen, F., Chan, S., Das, N. N., Bindlish, R., 
Chaubell, J., Kim, S., Liu, Q., Oaneill, P. E., Dunbar, R. S., Dang, L. B., Kimball, J. S., Jackson, T., Al-Jassar, 
H., Asanuma, J., Bhatacharya, B., Berg, A. A., Bosch, D. D., Bourgeau-Chavez, L., Caldwell, T., Calvet, J. 
C., Collins, C. H., Jensen, K. H., Livingston, S., Lopez-Baeza, E., Mar�nez-Fernández, J., McNairn, H., 
Moghaddam, M., Montzka, C., Notarnicola, C., Pellarin, T., Greimeister-Pfeil, I., Pulliainen, J., 
Hernández, J. G. R., Seyfried, M., Starks, P. J., Su, B., Van Der Velde, R., Zeng, Y., Thibeault, M., 
Vreugdenhil, M., Walker, J. P., Zribi, M., Entekhabi, D. and Yueh, S. H.: Valida�on of Soil Moisture Data 
Products from the NASA SMAP Mission, IEEE J. Sel. Top. Appl. Earth Obs. Remote Sens., 15, 364–392, 
doi:10.1109/JSTARS.2021.3124743, 2022. 

Condon, L. E., Kollet, S., Bierkens, M. F. P., Fogg, G. E., Maxwell, R. M., Hill, M. C., Fransen, H. J. H., 
Verhoef, A., Van Loon, A. F., Sulis, M. and Abesser, C.: Global Groundwater Modeling and Monitoring: 
Opportuni�es and Challenges, Water Resour. Res., 57(12), e2020WR029500, 
doi:10.1029/2020WR029500, 2021. 



Conesa, M. R., Conejero, W., Vera, J. and Ruiz-Sánchez, M. C.: Assessment of trunk microtensiometer 
as a novel biosensor to con�nuously monitor plant water status in nectarine trees, Front. Plant Sci., 
14(February), 1–16, doi:10.3389/fpls.2023.1123045, 2023. 

Costa, O. Y. A., Raaijmakers, J. M. and Kuramae, E. E.: Microbial extracellular polymeric substances: 
Ecological func�on and impact on soil aggrega�on, Front. Microbiol., 9(JUL), 1636, 
doi:10.3389/fmicb.2018.01636, 2018. 

Coyne, M. S., Pena-Yewtukhiw, E. M., Grove, J. H., Sant’Anna, A. C. and Mata-Padrino, D.: Soil health 
– It’s not all biology, Soil Secur., 6, 100051, doi:10.1016/j.soisec.2022.100051, 2022. 

Crowther, van den Hoogen, J., Wan, J., Mayes, M. A., Keiser, A. D., Mo, L., Averill, C. and Maynard, D. 
S.: The global soil community and its influence on biogeochemistry, Science (80-. )., 365(6455), 
doi:10.1126/science.aav0550, 2019. 

Crowther, T. W., Maynard, D. S., Crowther, T. R., Peccia, J., Smith, J. R. and Bradford, M. A.: Untangling 
the fungal niche: The trait-based approach, Front. Microbiol., 5(OCT), 100607, 
doi:10.3389/fmicb.2014.00579, 2014. 

d’Andrimont, R., Yordanov, M., Mar�nez-Sanchez, L., Eiselt, B., Palmieri, A., Dominici, P., Gallego, J., 
Reuter, H. I., Joebges, C., Lemoine, G. and van der Velde, M.: Harmonised LUCAS in-situ land cover and 
use database for field surveys from 2006 to 2018 in the European Union, Sci. Data, 7(1), 
doi:10.1038/s41597-020-00675-z, 2020. 

Dai, Y., Xin, Q., Wei, N., Zhang, Y., Shangguan, W., Yuan, H., Zhang, S., Liu, S. and Lu, X.: A Global High-
Resolu�on Data Set of Soil Hydraulic and Thermal Proper�es for Land Surface Modeling, J. Adv. Model. 
Earth Syst., 11(9), 2996–3023, doi:10.1029/2019MS001784, 2019a. 

Dai, Y., Shangguan, W., Wei, N., Xin, Q., Yuan, H., Zhang, S., Liu, S., Lu, X., Wang, D. and Yan, F.: A 
review of the global soil property maps for Earth system models, Soil, 5(2), 137–158, doi:10.5194/soil-
5-137-2019, 2019b. 

Damm, A., Paul-Limoges, E., Haghighi, E., Simmer, C., Morsdorf, F., Schneider, F. D., van der Tol, C., 
Migliavacca, M. and Rascher, U.: Remote sensing of plant-water rela�ons: An overview and future 
perspec�ves, J. Plant Physiol., 227, 3–19, doi:10.1016/j.jplph.2018.04.012, 2018. 

Dauphin, B. and Peter, M.: Advancing research on ectomycorrhizal fungal adapta�on with landscape 
genomics, Trends Microbiol., 31(5), 439–443, doi:10.1016/j.�m.2023.02.002, 2023. 

Dauphin, B., Rellstab, C., Wüest, R. O., Karger, D. N., Holderegger, R., Gugerli, F. and Manel, S.: Re-
thinking the environment in landscape genomics, Trends Ecol. Evol., 38(3), 261–274, 
doi:10.1016/j.tree.2022.10.010, 2023. 

Delgado-Baquerizo, M., Oliverio, A. M., Brewer, T. E., Benavent-González, A., Eldridge, D. J., Bardget, 
R. D., Maestre, F. T., Singh, B. K. and Fierer, N.: A global atlas of the dominant bacteria found in soil, 
Science (80-. )., 359(6373), 320–325, doi:10.1126/science.aap9516, 2018. 

Devos, W. and Milenov, P.: Introducing the TEGON as the elementary physical land cover feature, in 
2013 2nd Interna�onal Conference on Agro-Geoinforma�cs: Informa�on for Sustainable Agriculture, 
Agro-Geoinforma�cs 2013, pp. 562–567., 2013. 

Devos, W., Sima, A. and Milenov, P.: Conceptual basis of checks by monitoring., 2021. 

Dignac, M. F., Derrien, D., Barré, P., Barot, S., Cécillon, L., Chenu, C., Chevallier, T., Freschet, G. T., 
Garnier, P., Guenet, B., Hedde, M., Klumpp, K., Lashermes, G., Maron, P. A., Nunan, N., Roumet, C. and 
Basile-Doelsch, I.: Increasing soil carbon storage: mechanisms, effects of agricultural prac�ces and 
proxies. A review, Agron. Sustain. Dev., 37(2), 14, doi:10.1007/s13593-017-0421-2, 2017. 



Doerr, S. H. and Cerdà, A.: Fire effects on soil system func�oning: New insights and future challenges, 
Int. J. Wildl. Fire, 14(4), 339–342, doi:10.1071/WF05094, 2005. 

Ben Dor, E., Francos, N., Ogen, Y. and Banin, A.: Aggregate size distribu�on of arid and semiarid 
laboratory soils (<2 mm) as predicted by VIS-NIR-SWIR spectroscopy, Geoderma, 416, 115819, 
doi:10.1016/j.geoderma.2022.115819, 2022. 

Dorigo, W., Himmelbauer, I., Aberer, D., Schremmer, L., Petrakovic, I., Zappa, L., Preimesberger, W., 
Xaver, A., Annor, F., Ardö, J., Baldocchi, D., Bitelli, M., Blöschl, G., Bogena, H., Brocca, L., Calvet, J. C., 
Camarero, J. J., Capello, G., Choi, M., Cosh, M. C., van de Giesen, N., Hajdu, I., Ikonen, J., Jensen, K. H., 
Kanniah, K. D., de Kat, I., Kirchengast, G., Rai, P. K., Kyrouac, J., Larson, K., Liu, S., Loew, A., 
Moghaddam, M., Fernández, J. M., Bader, C. M., Morbidelli, R., Musial, J. P., Osenga, E., Palecki, M. A., 
Pellarin, T., Petropoulos, G. P., Pfeil, I., Powers, J., Robock, A., Rüdiger, C., Rummel, U., Strobel, M., Su, 
Z., Sullivan, R., Tagesson, T., Varlagin, A., Vreugdenhil, M., Walker, J., Wen, J., Wenger, F., Wigneron, 
J. P., Woods, M., Yang, K., Zeng, Y., Zhang, X., Zreda, M., Dietrich, S., Gruber, A., van Oevelen, P., 
Wagner, W., Scipal, K., Drusch, M. and Sabia, R.: The Interna�onal Soil Moisture Network: Serving 
Earth system science for over a decade, Hydrol. Earth Syst. Sci., 25(11), 5749–5804, doi:10.5194/HESS-
25-5749-2021, 2021. 

Drusch, M., Moreno, J., Del Bello, U., Franco, R., Goulas, Y., Huth, A., Kra�, S., Middleton, E. M., 
Miglieta, F., Mohammed, G., Nedbal, L., Rascher, U., Schutemeyer, D. and Verhoef, W.: The 
FLuorescence EXplorer Mission Concept-ESA’s Earth Explorer 8, IEEE Trans. Geosci. Remote Sens., 
55(3), 1273–1284, doi:10.1109/TGRS.2016.2621820, 2017. 

Du, L., Zeng, Y., Ma, L., Qiao, C., Wu, H., Su, Z. and Bao, G.: Effects of anthropogenic revegeta�on on 
the water and carbon cycles of a desert steppe ecosystem, Agric. For. Meteorol., 300, 108339, 
doi:10.1016/j.agrformet.2021.108339, 2021. 

Dupiau, A., Jacquemoud, S., Briotet, X., Fabre, S., Viallefont-Robinet, F., Philpot, W., Di Biagio, C., 
Hébert, M. and Formen�, P.: MARMIT-2: An improved version of the MARMIT model to predict soil 
reflectance as a func�on of surface water content in the solar domain, Remote Sens. Environ., 272, 
doi:10.1016/j.rse.2022.112951, 2022. 

Durner, W.: Hydraulic conduc�vity es�ma�on for soils with heterogeneous pore structure, Water 
Resour. Res., 30(2), 211–223, doi:10.1029/93WR02676, 1994. 

Ebrahimi, A. and Or, D.: On Upscaling of Soil Microbial Processes and Biogeochemical Fluxes From 
Aggregates to Landscapes, J. Geophys. Res. Biogeosciences, 123(5), 1526–1547, 
doi:10.1029/2017JG004347, 2018. 

Edlefsen, N. E. and Anderson, A. B. C.: Thermodynamics of soil moisture, Hilgardia, 15(2), 31–298, 
doi:10.3733/hilg.v15n02p031, 1943. 

Etesami, H.: Poten�al advantage of rhizosheath microbiome, in contrast to rhizosphere microbiome, 
to improve drought tolerance in crops, Rhizosphere, 20, 100439, doi:10.1016/J.RHISPH.2021.100439, 
2021. 

European Commission: Des�na�on Earth | Shaping Europe’s digital future, Htps://Digital-
Strategy.Ec.Europa.Eu/En/Policies/Des�na�on-Earth [online] Available from: htps://digital-
strategy.ec.europa.eu/en/policies/des�na�on-earth (Accessed 6 December 2022), 2021. 

European Commission: Common Agricultural Policy for 2023-2027: 28 Cap Strategic Plans at a Glance, 
Agric. Rural Dev., (December 2022), 5–8 [online] Available from: 
htps://agriculture.ec.europa.eu/system/files/2022-12/csp-at-a-glance-eu-countries_en.pdf 
(Accessed 5 July 2023), 2022. 



European Commission: EU Mission: A Soil Deal for Europe, , htps://research-and-
innova�on.ec.europa.eu/fundi [online] Available from: htps://research-and-
innova�on.ec.europa.eu/funding/funding-opportuni�es/funding-programmes-and-open-
calls/horizon-europe/eu-missions-horizon-europe/soil-deal-europe_en, 2023a. 

European Commission: EU Mission: A Soil Deal for Europe, [online] Available from: htps://research-
and-innova�on.ec.europa.eu/funding/funding-opportuni�es/funding-programmes-and-open-
calls/horizon-europe/eu-missions-horizon-europe/soil-deal-europe_en (Accessed 17 May 2023b), 
2023. 

European Environement Agency: Soil Monitoring in Europe, indicators and thresholds for soil health 
assemements, Publica�ons Office of the European Union., 2023. 

Evans, S. E., Allison, S. D., Hawkes, C. V, Kellogg, W. and Sarah Evans, C. E.: Microbes, memory and 
moisture: Predic�ng microbial moisture responses and their impact on carbon cycling, Funct. Ecol., 
36(6), 1430–1441, doi:10.1111/1365-2435.14034, 2022. 

Fa�chi, S., Or, D., Walko, R., Vereecken, H., Young, M. H., Ghezzehei, T. A., Hengl, T., Kollet, S., Agam, 
N. and Avissar, R.: Soil structure is an important omission in Earth System Models, Nat. Commun., 
11(1), 1–11, doi:10.1038/s41467-020-14411-z, 2020. 

Faucon, M. P., Houben, D. and Lambers, H.: Plant Func�onal Traits: Soil and Ecosystem Services, 
Trends Plant Sci., 22(5), 385–394, doi:10.1016/j.tplants.2017.01.005, 2017. 

Fierer, N.: Embracing the unknown: Disentangling the complexi�es of the soil microbiome, Nat. Rev. 
Microbiol., 15(10), 579–590, doi:10.1038/nrmicro.2017.87, 2017. 

Fierer, N., Leff, J. W., Adams, B. J., Nielsen, U. N., Bates, S. T., Lauber, C. L., Owens, S., Gilbert, J. A., 
Wall, D. H. and Caporaso, J. G.: Cross-biome metagenomic analyses of soil microbial communi�es and 
their func�onal atributes, Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U. S. A., 109(52), 21390–21395, 
doi:10.1073/pnas.1215210110, 2012. 

Fierer, N., Wood, S. A. and Bueno de Mesquita, C. P.: How microbes can, and cannot, be used to assess 
soil health, Soil Biol. Biochem., 153, 108111, doi:10.1016/j.soilbio.2020.108111, 2021. 

Fisher, R. A. and Koven, C. D.: Perspec�ves on the Future of Land Surface Models and the Challenges 
of Represen�ng Complex Terrestrial Systems, J. Adv. Model. Earth Syst., 12(4), e2018MS001453, 
doi:10.1029/2018MS001453, 2020. 

Fongaro, C. T., Dematê, J. A. M., Rizzo, R., Safanelli, J. L., Mendes, W. de S., Doto, A. C., Vicente, L. E., 
Franceschini, M. H. D. and Us�n, S. L.: Improvement of clay and sand quan�fica�on based on a novel 
approach with a focus on mul�spectral satellite images, Remote Sens., 10(10), 1555, 
doi:10.3390/rs10101555, 2018. 

Francos, N., Romano, N., Nasta, P., Zeng, Y., Szabó, B., Manfreda, S., Ciraolo, G., Mészáros, J., Zhuang, 
R., Su, B. and Ben-dor, E.: Mapping water infiltra�on rate using ground and uav hyperspectral data: A 
case study of alento, italy, Remote Sens., 13(13), doi:10.3390/rs13132606, 2021. 

Francos, N., Chabrillat, S., Tziolas, N., Milewski, R., Brell, M., Samarinas, N., Angelopoulou, T., 
Tsakiridis, N., Liakopoulos, V., Ruhtz, T. and Ben-Dor, E.: Es�ma�on of water-infiltra�on rate in 
Mediterranean sandy soils using airborne hyperspectral sensors, Catena, 233, 107476, 
doi:10.1016/j.catena.2023.107476, 2023. 

Frappart, F., Wigneron, J. P., Li, X., Liu, X., Al-Yaari, A., Fan, L., Wang, M., Moisy, C., Le Masson, E., 
La�ih, Z. A., Vallé, C., Ygorra, B. and Baghdadi, N.: Global monitoring of the vegeta�on dynamics from 
the vegeta�on op�cal depth (VOD): A review, MDPI AG., 2020a. 



Frappart, F., Wigneron, J. P., Li, X., Liu, X., Al-Yaari, A., Fan, L., Wang, M., Moisy, C., Le Masson, E., 
La�ih, Z. A., Vallé, C., Ygorra, B. and Baghdadi, N.: Global monitoring of the vegeta�on dynamics from 
the vegeta�on op�cal depth (VOD): A review, Remote Sens., 12(18), doi:10.3390/RS12182915, 2020b. 

Furtak, K. and Wolińska, A.: The impact of extreme weather events as a consequence of climate 
change on the soil moisture and on the quality of the soil environment and agriculture – A review, 
Catena, 231, 107378, doi:10.1016/j.catena.2023.107378, 2023. 

Gallo, B. C., Dematê, J. A. M., Rizzo, R., Safanelli, J. L., Mendes, W. de S., Lepsch, I. F., Sato, M. V., 
Romero, D. J. and Lacerda, M. P. C.: Mul�-temporal satellite images on topsoil atribute quan�fica�on 
and the rela�onship with soil classes and geology, Remote Sens., 10(10), 1571, 
doi:10.3390/rs10101571, 2018. 

Garcia Gonzalez, R., Verhoef, A., Luigi Vidale, P. and Braud, I.: Incorpora�on of water vapor transfer in 
the JULES land surface model: Implica�ons for key soil variables and land surface fluxes, Water Resour. 
Res., 48(5), doi:10.1029/2011WR011811, 2012. 

Gaudaré, U., Kuhnert, M., Smith, P., Mar�n, M., Barbieri, P., Pellerin, S. and Nesme, T.: Soil organic 
carbon stocks poten�ally at risk of decline with organic farming expansion, Nat. Clim. Chang., 13(7), 
719–725, doi:10.1038/s41558-023-01721-5, 2023. 

Giannakis, G. V., Nikolaidis, N. P., Valstar, J., Rowe, E. C., Moirogiorgou, K., Kotronakis, M., 
Paranychianakis, N. V., Rousseva, S., Stama�, F. E. and Banwart, S. A.: Integrated Cri�cal Zone Model 
(1D-ICZ): A Tool for Dynamic Simula�on of Soil Func�ons and Soil Structure, Adv. Agron., 
142(December), 277–314, doi:10.1016/bs.agron.2016.10.009, 2017a. 

Giannakis, G. V, Nikolaidis, N. P., Valstar, J. and Rowe, E. C.: Integrated Cri�cal Zone Model ( 1D-ICZ ): 
A Tool for Dynamic Simula�on of Soil Func�ons and Soil Structure, 1st ed., Elsevier Inc., 2017b. 

Giauque, H., Connor, E. W. and Hawkes, C. V.: Endophyte traits relevant to stress tolerance, resource 
use and habitat of origin predict effects on host plants, New Phytol., 221(4), 2239–2249, 
doi:10.1111/nph.15504, 2019. 

de Graaf, I. E. M., van Beek, R. L. P. H., Gleeson, T., Moosdorf, N., Schmitz, O., Sutanudjaja, E. H. and 
Bierkens, M. F. P.: A global-scale two-layer transient groundwater model: Development and 
applica�on to groundwater deple�on, Adv. Water Resour., 102, 53–67, 
doi:10.1016/j.advwatres.2017.01.011, 2017. 

Gregorich, L. J. and Acton, D. F.: The health of our soils : toward sustainable agriculture in Canada, 
Heal. our soils  Towar. Sustain. Agric. Canada, doi:10.5962/bhl.�tle.58906, 2012. 

Gregory, P. J.: RUSSELL REVIEW Are plant roots only “in” soil or are they “of” it? Roots, soil forma�on 
and func�on, Eur. J. Soil Sci., 73(1), e13219, doi:10.1111/ejss.13219, 2022. 

Greiner, L., Keller, A., Grêt-Regamey, A. and Papritz, A.: Soil func�on assessment: review of methods 
for quan�fying the contribu�ons of soils to ecosystem services, Land use policy, 69, 224–237, 
doi:10.1016/j.landusepol.2017.06.025, 2017. 

Haberern, J.: A soil health index, J. Soil Water Conserv., 47(1), 6 [online] Available from: 
htps://www.jswconline.org/content/47/1/6 (Accessed 25 February 2024), 1992. 

Han, Q., Zeng, Y., Zhang, L., Wang, C., Prikaziuk, E., Niu, Z. and Su, B.: Global long term daily 1 km 
surface soil moisture dataset with physics informed machine learning, Sci. Data, 10(1), 1–12, 
doi:10.1038/s41597-023-02011-7, 2023. 

Han, X., Franssen, H. J. H., Montzka, C. and Vereecken, H.: Soil moisture and soil proper�es es�ma�on 
in the Community Land Model with synthe�c brightness temperature observa�ons, Water Resour. 



Res., 50(7), 6081–6105, doi:10.1002/2013WR014586, 2014. 

Hartemink, A. E., Veldkamp, T. and Bai, Z.: Land cover change and Soil fer�lity decline in tropical 
regions, Turkish J. Agric. For., 32(3), 195–213, doi:10.3906/tar-0801-8, 2008. 

Hartmann, M. and Six, J.: Soil structure and microbiome func�ons in agroecosystems, Nat. Rev. Earth 
Environ., 4(1), 4–18, doi:10.1038/s43017-022-00366-w, 2023. 

He, H., He, D., Jin, J., Smits, K. M., Dyck, M., Wu, Q., Si, B. and Lv, J.: Room for improvement: A review 
and evalua�on of 24 soil thermal conduc�vity parameteriza�on schemes commonly used in land-
surface, hydrological, and soil-vegeta�on-atmosphere transfer models, Earth-Science Rev., 211, 
103419, doi:10.1016/j.earscirev.2020.103419, 2020. 

Hengl, T., De Jesus, J. M., Heuvelink, G. B. M., Gonzalez, M. R., Kilibarda, M., Blago�ć, A., Shangguan, 
W., Wright, M. N., Geng, X., Bauer-Marschallinger, B., Guevara, M. A., Vargas, R., MacMillan, R. A., 
Batjes, N. H., Leenaars, J. G. B., Ribeiro, E., Wheeler, I., Mantel, S. and Kempen, B.: SoilGrids250m: 
Global gridded soil informa�on based on machine learning, PLoS One, 12(2), 
doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0169748, 2017. 

Heuvelink, G. B. M., Schoorl, J. M., Veldkamp, A. and Pennock, D. J.: Space-�me Kalman filtering of soil 
redistribu�on, Geoderma, 133(1–2), 124–137, doi:10.1016/j.geoderma.2006.03.041, 2006. 

Hijbeek, R., Van Loon, M. and Van Itersum, M. K.: Fer�liser use and soil carbon sequestra�on, CGIAR 
Res. Progr. Clim. Chang. Agric. Food Secur., (July), 5 [online] Available from: www.ccafs.cgiar.org 
(Accessed 9 September 2023), 2019. 

Hoffmann, J., Bauer, P., Sandu, I., Wedi, N., Geenen, T. and Thiemert, D.: Des�na�on Earth – A digital 
twin in support of climate services, Clim. Serv., 30, 100394, doi:10.1016/j.cliser.2023.100394, 2023. 

van den Hoogen, J., Geisen, S., Routh, D., Ferris, H., Traunspurger, W., Wardle, D. A., de Goede, R. G. 
M., Adams, B. J., Ahmad, W., Andriuzzi, W. S., Bardget, R. D., Bonkowski, M., Campos-Herrera, R., 
Cares, J. E., Caruso, T., de Brito Caixeta, L., Chen, X., Costa, S. R., Creamer, R., Mauro da Cunha Castro, 
J., Dam, M., Djigal, D., Escuer, M., Griffiths, B. S., Gu�érrez, C., Hohberg, K., Kalinkina, D., Kardol, P., 
Kergunteuil, A., Korthals, G., Krashevska, V., Kudrin, A. A., Li, Q., Liang, W., Magilton, M., Marais, M., 
Mar�n, J. A. R., Matveeva, E., Mayad, E. H., Mulder, C., Mullin, P., Neilson, R., Nguyen, T. A. D., Nielsen, 
U. N., Okada, H., Rius, J. E. P., Pan, K., Peneva, V., Pellissier, L., Carlos Pereira da Silva, J., Piteloud, C., 
Powers, T. O., Powers, K., Quist, C. W., Rasmann, S., Moreno, S. S., Scheu, S., Setälä, H., Sushchuk, A., 
Tiunov, A. V., Trap, J., van der Puten, W., Vestergård, M., Villenave, C., Waeyenberge, L., Wall, D. H., 
Wilschut, R., Wright, D. G., Yang, J. in and Crowther, T. W.: Soil nematode abundance and func�onal 
group composi�on at a global scale, Nature, 572(7768), 194–198, doi:10.1038/s41586-019-1418-6, 
2019. 

Hu, L., Robert, C. A. M., Cadot, S., Zhang, X., Ye, M., Li, B., Manzo, D., Chervet, N., Steinger, T., Van Der 
Heijden, M. G. A., Schlaeppi, K. and Erb, M.: Root exudate metabolites drive plant-soil feedbacks on 
growth and defense by shaping the rhizosphere microbiota, Nat. Commun., 9(1), 1–13, 
doi:10.1038/s41467-018-05122-7, 2018. 

Huet, S., Romdhane, S., Breuil, M. C., Bru, D., Mounier, A., Spor, A. and Philippot, L.: Experimental 
community coalescence sheds light on microbial interac�ons in soil and restores impaired func�ons, 
Microbiome, 11(1), 1–17, doi:10.1186/s40168-023-01480-7, 2023. 

Huscro�, J., Gleeson, T., Hartmann, J. and Börker, J.: Compiling and Mapping Global Permeability of 
the Unconsolidated and Consolidated Earth: GLobal HYdrogeology MaPS 2.0 (GLHYMPS 2.0), Geophys. 
Res. Let., 45(4), 1897–1904, doi:10.1002/2017GL075860, 2018. 

Jain, P., Liu, W., Zhu, S., Chang, C. Y. Y., Melkonian, J., Rockwell, F. E., Pauli, D., Sun, Y., Zipfel, W. R., 



Michele Holbrook, N., Riha, S. J., Gore, M. A. and Stroock, A. D.: A minimally disrup�ve method for 
measuring water poten�al in planta using hydrogel nanoreporters, Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U. S. A., 
118(23), e2008276118, doi:10.1073/pnas.2008276118, 2021. 

Jana, R. B. and Mohanty, B. P.: Enhancing PTFs with remotely sensed data for mul�-scale soil water 
reten�on es�ma�on, J. Hydrol., 399(3–4), 201–211, doi:10.1016/j.jhydrol.2010.12.043, 2011. 

Jansson, J. K. and Hofmockel, K. S.: Soil microbiomes and climate change, Nat. Rev. Microbiol., 18(1), 
35–46, doi:10.1038/s41579-019-0265-7, 2020. 

Jansson, J. K., McClure, R. and Egbert, R. G.: Soil microbiome engineering for sustainability in a 
changing environment, Nat. Biotechnol., 41(12), 1716–1728, doi:10.1038/s41587-023-01932-3, 2023. 

Jarvis, N., Coucheney, E., Lewan, E., Klöffel, T., Meurer, K. H. E., Keller, T. and Larsbo, M.: Interac�ons 
between soil structure dynamics, hydrological processes, and organic mater cycling: A new soil-crop 
model, Eur. J. Soil Sci., 75(2), e13455, doi:10.1111/EJSS.13455, 2024. 

Jenny, H. and Amundson, R.: Factors of soil forma�on. System of Quan�ta�ve Pedology. Library of 
Congress Cataloging-in-Publica�on Data, Dover Publilca�ons, Toronto. [online] Available from: 
htps://books.google.com/books/about/Factors_of_Soil_Forma�on.html?id=orjZZS3H-hAC 
(Accessed 12 September 2023), 1994. 

Jiang, F., Bennet, J. A., Crawford, K. M., Heinze, J., Pu, X., Luo, A. and Wang, Z.: Global paterns and 
drivers of plant–soil microbe interac�ons, Ecol. Let., 27(1), 1–12, doi:10.1111/ele.14364, 2024. 

Jones, D. L., Nguyen, C. and Finlay, R. D.: Carbon flow in the rhizosphere: Carbon trading at the soil-
root interface, Plant Soil, 321(1–2), 5–33, doi:10.1007/s11104-009-9925-0, 2009. 

Jongmans, A. G., Van Breemen, N., Lundström, U., Van Hees, P. A. W., Finlay, R. D., Srinivasan, M., 
Unestam, T., Giesler, R., Melkerud, P. A. and Olsson, M.: Rock-ea�ng fungi [4], Nature, 389(6652), 682–
683, doi:10.1038/39493, 1997. 

Joshi, J., Stocker, B. D., Ho�ansl, F., Zhou, S., Dieckmann, U. and Pren�ce, I. C.: Towards a unified 
theory of plant photosynthesis and hydraulics, Nat. Plants, 8(11), 1304–1316, doi:10.1038/s41477-
022-01244-5, 2022. 

Kakouridis, A., Hagen, J. A., Kan, M. P., Mambelli, S., Feldman, L. J., Herman, D. J., Weber, P. K., Pet-
Ridge, J. and Firestone, M. K.: Routes to roots: direct evidence of water transport by arbuscular 
mycorrhizal fungi to host plants, New Phytol., 236(1), 210–221, doi:10.1111/nph.18281, 2022. 

Katuwal, S., Norgaard, T., Moldrup, P., Lamandé, M., Wildenschild, D. and de Jonge, L. W.: Linking air 
and water transport in intact soils to macropore characteris�cs inferred from X-ray computed 
tomography, Geoderma, 237–238, 9–20, doi:10.1016/j.geoderma.2014.08.006, 2015. 

Kennedy, D., Swenson, S., Oleson, K. W., Lawrence, D. M., Fisher, R., Lola da Costa, A. C. and Gen�ne, 
P.: Implemen�ng Plant Hydraulics in the Community Land Model, Version 5, J. Adv. Model. Earth Syst., 
11(2), 485–513, doi:10.1029/2018MS001500, 2019. 

König, S., Weller, U., Betancur-Corredor, B., Lang, B., Reitz, T., Wiesmeier, M., Wollschläger, U. and 
Vogel, H. J.: BODIUM—A systemic approach to model the dynamics of soil func�ons, Eur. J. Soil Sci., 
74(5), e13411, doi:10.1111/ejss.13411, 2023. 

Konings, A. G., Yu, Y., Xu, L., Yang, Y., Schimel, D. S. and Saatchi, S. S.: Ac�ve microwave observa�ons 
of diurnal and seasonal varia�ons of canopy water content across the humid African tropical forests, 
Geophys. Res. Let., 44(5), 2290–2299, doi:10.1002/2016GL072388, 2017a. 

Konings, A. G., Piles, M., Das, N. and Entekhabi, D.: L-band vegeta�on op�cal depth and effec�ve 
scatering albedo es�ma�on from SMAP, Remote Sens. Environ., 198, 460–470, 



doi:10.1016/j.rse.2017.06.037, 2017b. 

Konings, A. G., Rao, K. and Steele-Dunne, S. C.: Macro to micro: microwave remote sensing of plant 
water content for physiology and ecology, New Phytol., 223(3), 1166–1172, doi:10.1111/nph.15808, 
2019. 

Konings, A. G., Saatchi, S. S., Frankenberg, C., Keller, M., Leshyk, V., Anderegg, W. R. L., Humphrey, V., 
Matheny, A. M., Trugman, A., Sack, L., Agee, E., Barnes, M. L., Binks, O., Cawse-Nicholson, K., 
Christoffersen, B. O., Entekhabi, D., Gen�ne, P., Holtzman, N. M., Katul, G. G., Liu, Y., Longo, M., 
Mar�nez-Vilalta, J., McDowell, N., Meir, P., Mencuccini, M., Mrad, A., Novick, K. A., Oliveira, R. S., 
Siqueira, P., Steele-Dunne, S. C., Thompson, D. R., Wang, Y., Wehr, R., Wood, J. D., Xu, X. and Zuidema, 
P. A.: Detec�ng forest response to droughts with global observa�ons of vegeta�on water content, 
Glob. Chang. Biol., 27(23), 6005–6024, doi:10.1111/gcb.15872, 2021. 

Kravchenko, A., Oten, W., Garnier, P., Pot, V. and Baveye, P. C.: Soil aggregates as biogeochemical 
reactors: Not a way forward in the research on soil–atmosphere exchange of greenhouse gases, Glob. 
Chang. Biol., 25(7), 2205–2208, doi:10.1111/GCB.14640, 2019. 

Lagacherie, P. and Gomez, C.: Vis-NIR-SWIR Remote Sensing Products as New Soil Data for Digital Soil 
Mapping, , 415–437, doi:10.1007/978-3-319-63439-5_13, 2018. 

Lahlali, R., Ibrahim, D. S. S., Belabess, Z., Roni, M. Z. K., Radouane, N., Vicente, C. S. L., Menendez, E., 
Mokrini, F., Barka, E. A., de Melo e Mota, M. G. and Peng, G.: High-throughput molecular technologies 
for unraveling the mystery of soil microbial community: challenges and future prospects, Heliyon, 
7(10), e042, doi:10.1016/j.heliyon.2021.e08142, 2021. 

Laishram, J., Saxena, K. G., Maikhuri, R. K. and Rao, K. S.: Soil quality and soil health : A review, Int. J. 
Ecol. Environ. Sci., 38(JANUARY 2012), 19–37, 2015. 

Lajoie, G. and Kembel, S. W.: Making the Most of Trait-Based Approaches for Microbial Ecology, Trends 
Microbiol., 27(10), 814–823, doi:10.1016/j.�m.2019.06.003, 2019. 

Lakso, A. N., San�ago, M. and Stroock, A. D.: Monitoring Stem Water Poten�al with an Embedded 
Microtensiometer to Inform Irriga�on Scheduling in Fruit Crops, Hor�culturae, 8(12), 1207, 
doi:10.3390/hor�culturae8121207, 2022. 

Leenen, M., Pätzold, S., Tóth, G. and Welp, G.: A LUCAS-based mid-infrared soil spectral library: Its 
usefulness for soil survey and precision agriculture#, J. Plant Nutr. Soil Sci., 185(3), 370–383, 
doi:10.1002/JPLN.202100031, 2022. 

Lehmann, J. and Kleber, M.: The conten�ous nature of soil organic mater, Nature, 528(7580), 60–68, 
doi:10.1038/nature16069, 2015. 

Lehmann, J., Bossio, D. A., Kögel-Knabner, I. and Rillig, M. C.: The concept and future prospects of soil 
health, Nat. Rev. Earth Environ., 1(10), 544–553, doi:10.1038/s43017-020-0080-8, 2020. 

Lehmann, P., Leshchinsky, B., Gupta, S., Mirus, B. B., Bickel, S., Lu, N. and Or, D.: Clays Are Not Created 
Equal: How Clay Mineral Type Affects Soil Parameteriza�on, Geophys. Res. Let., 48(20), 
e2021GL095311, doi:10.1029/2021GL095311, 2021. 

Leigh, D. M., van Rees, C. B., Millete, K. L., Breed, M. F., Schmidt, C., Bertola, L. D., Hand, B. K., Hunter, 
M. E., Jensen, E. L., Kershaw, F., Liggins, L., Luikart, G., Manel, S., Mergeay, J., Miller, J. M., Segelbacher, 
G., Hoban, S. and Paz-Vinas, I.: Opportuni�es and challenges of macrogene�c studies, Nat. Rev. Genet., 
22(12), 791–807, doi:10.1038/s41576-021-00394-0, 2021. 

Lennon, J. T., Aanderud, Z. T., Lehmkuhl, B. K. and Schoolmaster, D. R.: Mapping the niche space of 
soil microorganisms using taxonomy and traits, Ecology, 93(8), 1867–1879, doi:10.1890/11-1745.1, 



2012. 

Levy, A., Salas Gonzalez, I., Mitelvie�aus, M., Clingenpeel, S., Herrera Paredes, S., Miao, J., Wang, K., 
Devescovi, G., S�llman, K., Monteiro, F., Rangel Alvarez, B., Lundberg, D. S., Lu, T. Y., Lebeis, S., Jin, Z., 
McDonald, M., Klein, A. P., Feltcher, M. E., Rio, T. G., Grant, S. R., Doty, S. L., Ley, R. E., Zhao, B., Venturi, 
V., Pelle�er, D. A., Vorholt, J. A., Tringe, S. G., Woyke, T. and Dangl, J. L.: Genomic features of bacterial 
adapta�on to plants, Nat. Genet., 50(1), 138–150, doi:10.1038/s41588-017-0012-9, 2018. 

Lewin, H. A., Richards, S., Aiden, E. L., Allende, M. L., Archibald, J. M., Bálint, M., Barker, K. B., 
Baumgartner, B., Belov, K., Bertorelle, G., Blaxter, M. L., Cai, J., Caperello, N. D., Carlson, K., Cas�lla-
Rubio, J. C., Chaw, S. M., Chen, L., Childers, A. K., Coddington, J. A., Conde, D. A., Corominas, M., 
Crandall, K. A., Crawford, A. J., DiPalma, F., Durbin, R., Ebenezer, T. G. E., Edwards, S. V., Fedrigo, O., 
Flicek, P., Formen�, G., Gibbs, R. A., Gilbert, M. T., Goldstein, M. M., Graves, J. M., Greely, H. T., 
Grigoriev, I. V., Hacket, K. J., Hall, N., Haussler, D., Helgen, K. M., Hogg, C. J., Isobe, S., Jakobsen, K. S., 
Janke, A., Jarvis, E. D., Johnson, W. E., Jones, S. J. M., Karlsson, E. K., Kersey, P. J., Kim, J. H., Kress, W. 
J., Kuraku, S., Lawniczak, M. K. N., Leebens-Mack, J. H., Li, X., Lindblad-Toh, K., Lopez, J. V., Marques-
Bonet, T., Liu, X., Mazard, S., Mazet, J. A. K., Mazzoni, C. J., Myers, E. W., O’Neill, R. J., Paez, S., Park, 
H., Robinson, G. E., Roquet, C., Ryder, O. A., Sabir, J. S. M., Shaffer, H. B., Shank, T. M., Sherkow, J. S., 
Sol�s, P. S., Tang, B., Tedersoo, L., Uliano-Silva, M., Wang, K., Wei, X., Wetzer, R., Wilson, J. L., Xu, X., 
Yang, H., Yoder, A. D. and Zhang, G.: The Earth BioGenome Project 2020: Star�ng the clock, Proc. Natl. 
Acad. Sci. U. S. A., 119(4), e2115635118, doi:10.1073/pnas.2115635118, 2022. 

Li, X., Feng, M., Ran, Y., Su, Y., Liu, F., Huang, C., Shen, H., Xiao, Q., Su, J., Yuan, S. and Guo, H.: Big Data 
in Earth system science and progress towards a digital twin, Nat. Rev. Earth Environ., 4, 319–332, 
doi:10.1038/s43017-023-00409-w, 2023. 

Li, Y., Zhang, X. X., Mao, R. L., Yang, J., Miao, C. Y., Li, Z. and Qiu, Y. X.: Ten years of landscape genomics: 
Challenges and opportuni�es, Front. Plant Sci., 8, 287667, doi:10.3389/fpls.2017.02136, 2017. 

Li, Z., Tian, D., Wang, B., Wang, J., Wang, S., Chen, H. Y. H., Xu, X., Wang, C., He, N. and Niu, S.: Microbes 
drive global soil nitrogen mineraliza�on and availability, Glob. Chang. Biol., 25(3), 1078–1088, 
doi:10.1111/gcb.14557, 2019. 

Litle, A. E. F., Robinson, C. J., Peterson, S. B., Raffa, K. F. and Handelsman, J.: Rules of engagement: 
Interspecies interac�ons that regulate microbial communi�es, Annu. Rev. Microbiol., 62, 375–401, 
doi:10.1146/annurev.micro.030608.101423, 2008. 

Van Looy, K., Bouma, J., Herbst, M., Koestel, J., Minasny, B., Mishra, U., Montzka, C., Nemes, A., 
Pachepsky, Y. A., Padarian, J., Schaap, M. G., Tóth, B., Verhoef, A., Vanderborght, J., van der Ploeg, M. 
J., Weihermüller, L., Zacharias, S., Zhang, Y. and Vereecken, H.: Pedotransfer Func�ons in Earth System 
Science: Challenges and Perspec�ves., 2017. 

Lubis, R. L., Juniar�, Rajmi, S. L., Armer, A. N., Hidayat, F. R., Zulhakim, H., Yulanda, N., Syukri, I. F. and 
Fian�s, D.: Chemical proper�es of volcanic soil a�er 10 years of the erup�on of Mt. Sinabung (North 
Sumatera, Indonesia), IOP Conf. Ser. Earth Environ. Sci., 757(1), 012043, doi:10.1088/1755-
1315/757/1/012043, 2021. 

Lukas, G. and Cuntz, M.: Soil Parameter Model Intercomparison Project (SP-MIP): Assessing the 
influence of soil parameters on the variability of Land Surface Models, GEWEX-ISMC SoilWat 
workshop, Leipzig., 2016. 

Luo, S., Lu, N., Zhang, C. and Likos, W.: Soil water poten�al: A historical perspec�ve and recent 
breakthroughs, Vadose Zo. J., 21(4), doi:10.1002/vzj2.20203, 2022. 

Lv, S., Simmer, C., Zeng, Y., Wen, J. and Su, Z.: The Simula�on of L-Band Microwave Emission of Frozen 
Soil during the Thawing Period with the Community Microwave Emission Model (CMEM), J. Remote 



Sens. (United States), 2022, 1–19, doi:10.34133/2022/9754341, 2022. 

Ma, H., Mo, L., Crowther, T. W., Maynard, D. S., van den Hoogen, J., Stocker, B. D., Terrer, C. and 
Zohner, C. M.: The global distribu�on and environmental drivers of aboveground versus belowground 
plant biomass, Nat. Ecol. Evol., 5(8), 1110–1122, doi:10.1038/s41559-021-01485-1, 2021. 

Maharjan, B., Das, S. and Acharya, B. S.: Soil Health Gap: A concept to establish a benchmark for soil 
health management, Glob. Ecol. Conserv., 23, e01116, doi:10.1016/j.gecco.2020.e01116, 2020. 

Malik, A. A., Chowdhury, S., Schlager, V., Oliver, A., Puissant, J., Vazquez, P. G. M., Jehmlich, N., von 
Bergen, M., Griffiths, R. I. and Gleixner, G.: Soil fungal: Bacterial ra�os are linked to altered carbon 
cycling, Front. Microbiol., 7(AUG), 202866, doi:10.3389/fmicb.2016.01247, 2016. 

Manfreda, S. and Dor, E. Ben: Unmanned Aerial Systems for Monitoring Soil, Vegeta�on, and Riverine 
Environments, Elsevier., 2023. 

Mar�n, F., Kohler, A., Murat, C., Veneault-Fourrey, C. and Hibbet, D. S.: Unearthing the roots of 
ectomycorrhizal symbioses, Nat. Rev. Microbiol., 14(12), 760–773, doi:10.1038/nrmicro.2016.149, 
2016. 

Mar�n, F. M. and van der Heijden, M. G. A.: The mycorrhizal symbiosis: research fron�ers in genomics, 
ecology, and agricultural applica�on, New Phytol., doi:10.1111/nph.19541, 2024. 

Massman, W. J.: The challenges of an in situ valida�on of a nonequilibrium model of soil heat and 
moisture dynamics during fires, Hydrol. Earth Syst. Sci., 25(2), 685–709, doi:10.5194/hess-25-685-
2021, 2021. 

Mause, P. W.: Soil quality in illinois-an example of a soils geography resource analysis, Prof. Geogr., 
23(2), 127–136, doi:10.1111/j.0033-0124.1971.00127.x, 1971. 

Maynard, D. S., Bradford, M. A., Covey, K. R., Lindner, D., Glaeser, J., Talbert, D. A., Tinker, P. J., Walker, 
D. M. and Crowther, T. W.: Consistent trade-offs in fungal trait expression across broad spa�al scales, 
Nat. Microbiol., 4(5), 846–853, doi:10.1038/s41564-019-0361-5, 2019. 

McCabe, M. F., Rodell, M., Alsdorf, D. E., Miralles, D. G., Uijlenhoet, R., Wagner, W., Lucieer, A., 
Houborg, R., Verhoest, N. E. C., Franz, T. E., Shi, J., Gao, H. and Wood, E. F.: The future of Earth 
observa�on in hydrology, Hydrol. Earth Syst. Sci., 21(7), 3879–3914, doi:10.5194/hess-21-3879-2017, 
2017. 

McGill, B. J., E�enne, R. S., Gray, J. S., Alonso, D., Anderson, M. J., Benecha, H. K., Dornelas, M., Enquist, 
B. J., Green, J. L., He, F., Hurlbert, A. H., Magurran, A. E., Marquet, P. A., Maurer, B. A., Ostling, A., 
Soykan, C. U., Ugland, K. I. and White, E. P.: Species abundance distribu�ons: Moving beyond single 
predic�on theories to integra�on within an ecological framework, Ecol. Let., 10(10), 995–1015, 
doi:10.1111/j.1461-0248.2007.01094.x, 2007. 

Meurer, K. H. E., Chenu, C., Coucheney, E., Herrmann, A. M., Keller, T., Käterer, T., Svensson, D. N. 
and Jarvis, N.: Modelling dynamic interac�ons between soil structure and the storage and turnover of 
soil organic mater, Biogeosciences, 17(20), 5025–5042, doi:10.5194/bg-17-5025-2020, 2020. 

Mohammed, G. H., Colombo, R., Middleton, E. M., Rascher, U., van der Tol, C., Nedbal, L., Goulas, Y., 
Pérez-Priego, O., Damm, A., Meroni, M., Joiner, J., Coglia�, S., Verhoef, W., Malenovský, Z., Gastellu-
Etchegorry, J. P., Miller, J. R., Guanter, L., Moreno, J., Moya, I., Berry, J. A., Frankenberg, C. and Zarco-
Tejada, P. J.: Remote sensing of solar-induced chlorophyll fluorescence (SIF) in vegeta�on: 50 years of 
progress, Remote Sens. Environ., 231, doi:10.1016/j.rse.2019.04.030, 2019a. 

Mohammed, G. H., Colombo, R., Middleton, E. M., Rascher, U., van der Tol, C., Nedbal, L., Goulas, Y., 
Pérez-Priego, O., Damm, A., Meroni, M., Joiner, J., Coglia�, S., Verhoef, W., Malenovský, Z., Gastellu-



Etchegorry, J. P., Miller, J. R., Guanter, L., Moreno, J., Moya, I., Berry, J. A., Frankenberg, C. and Zarco-
Tejada, P. J.: Remote sensing of solar-induced chlorophyll fluorescence (SIF) in vegeta�on: 50 years of 
progress, Remote Sens. Environ., 231, doi:10.1016/j.rse.2019.04.030, 2019b. 

Moinet, G. Y. K., Hijbeek, R., van Vuuren, D. P. and Giller, K. E.: Carbon for soils, not soils for carbon, 
Glob. Chang. Biol., 29(9), 2384–2398, doi:10.1111/gcb.16570, 2023. 

Mondal, S. and Chakraborty, D.: Global meta-analysis suggests that no-�llage favourably changes soil 
structure and porosity, Geoderma, 405, 115443, doi:10.1016/j.geoderma.2021.115443, 2022. 

Montzka, C., Herbst, M., Weihermüller, L., Verhoef, A. and Vereecken, H.: A global data set of soil 
hydraulic proper�es and sub-grid variability of soil water reten�on and hydraulic conduc�vity curves, 
Earth Syst. Sci. Data, 9(2), 529–543, doi:10.5194/essd-9-529-2017, 2017. 

Nocita, M., Stevens, A., van Wesemael, B., Aitkenhead, M., Bachmann, M., Barthès, B., Dor, E. Ben, 
Brown, D. J., Clairote, M., Csorba, A., Dardenne, P., Dematê, J. A. M., Genot, V., Guerrero, C., Knadel, 
M., Montanarella, L., Noon, C., Ramirez-Lopez, L., Robertson, J., Sakai, H., Soriano-Disla, J. M., 
Shepherd, K. D., Stenberg, B., Towet, E. K., Vargas, R. and Weterlind, J.: Soil Spectroscopy: An 
Alterna�ve to Wet Chemistry for Soil Monitoring, Adv. Agron., 132, 139–159, 
doi:10.1016/bs.agron.2015.02.002, 2015. 

Norris, C. E., Bean, G. Mac, Cappellazzi, S. B., Cope, M., Greub, K. L. H., Liptzin, D., Rieke, E. L., Tracy, 
P. W., Morgan, C. L. S. and Honeycut, C. W.: Introducing the North American project to evaluate soil 
health measurements, Agron. J., 112(4), 3195–3215, doi:10.1002/agj2.20234, 2020. 

Novick, K. A., Ficklin, D. L., Baldocchi, D., Davis, K. J., Ghezzehei, T. A., Konings, A. G., MacBean, N., 
Raoult, N., Scot, R. L., Shi, Y., Sulman, B. N. and Wood, J. D.: Confron�ng the water poten�al 
informa�on gap, Nat. Geosci., 15(3), 158–164, doi:10.1038/s41561-022-00909-2, 2022. 

O’Brien, S. L., Gibbons, S. M., Owens, S. M., Hampton-Marcell, J., Johnston, E. R., Jastrow, J. D., Gilbert, 
J. A., Meyer, F. and Antonopoulos, D. A.: Spa�al scale drives paterns in soil bacterial diversity, Environ. 
Microbiol., 18(6), 2039–2051, doi:10.1111/1462-2920.13231, 2016. 

Or, D., Phutane, S. and Dechesne, A.: Extracellular Polymeric Substances Affec�ng Pore-Scale 
Hydrologic Condi�ons for Bacterial Ac�vity in Unsaturated Soils, Vadose Zo. J., 6(2), 298–305, 
doi:10.2136/vzj2006.0080, 2007. 

Or, D., Keller, T. and Schlesinger, W. H.: Natural and managed soil structure: On the fragile scaffolding 
for soil func�oning, Soil Tillage Res., 208, 104912, doi:10.1016/j.s�ll.2020.104912, 2021. 

Otoni, M. V., Otoni Filho, T. B., Schaap, M. G., Lopes-Assad, M. L. R. C. and Rotunno Filho, O. C.: 
Hydrophysical Database for Brazilian Soils (HYBRAS) and Pedotransfer Func�ons for Water Reten�on, 
Vadose Zo. J., 17(1), 1–17, doi:10.2136/vzj2017.05.0095, 2018. 

Panagos, P., Montanarella, L., Barbero, M., Schneegans, A., Aguglia, L. and Jones, A.: Soil priori�es in 
the European Union, Geoderma Reg., 29, e00510, doi:10.1016/j.geodrs.2022.e00510, 2022. 

Panagos, P., Borrelli, P., Jones, A. and Robinson, D. A.: A 1 billion euro mission: A Soil Deal for Europe, 
Eur. J. Soil Sci., 75(1), e13466, doi:10.1111/EJSS.13466, 2024. 

Paruta, A., Ciraolo, G., Capodici, F., Manfreda, S., Sasso, S. F. D., Zhuang, R., Romano, N., Nasta, P., 
Ben-Dor, E., Francos, N., Zeng, Y. and Maltese, A.: A Geosta�s�cal Approach to Map Near-Surface Soil 
Moisture through Hyperspa�al Resolu�on Thermal Iner�a, IEEE Trans. Geosci. Remote Sens., 59(6), 
5352–5369, doi:10.1109/TGRS.2020.3019200, 2021. 

Paus�an, K., Lehmann, J., Ogle, S., Reay, D., Robertson, G. P. and Smith, P.: Climate-smart soils, Nature, 
532(7597), 49–57, doi:10.1038/nature17174, 2016. 



Paz-Kagan, T., Zaady, E., Salbach, C., Schmidt, A., Lausch, A., Zacharias, S., Notesco, G., Ben-Dor, E. and 
Karnieli, A.: Mapping the spectral soil quality index (SSQI) using airborne imaging spectroscopy, 
Remote Sens., 7(11), 15748–15781, doi:10.3390/rs71115748, 2015. 

Pelle�er, J. D., Brad Murray, A., Pierce, J. L., Bierman, P. R., Breshears, D. D., Crosby, B. T., Ellis, M., 
Foufoula-Georgiou, E., Heimsath, A. M., Houser, C., Lancaster, N., Marani, M., Merrits, D. J., Moore, 
L. J., Pederson, J. L., Poulos, M. J., Ritenour, T. M., Rowland, J. C., Ruggiero, P., Ward, D. J., Wickert, A. 
D. and Yager, E. M.: Forecas�ng the response of Earth’s surface to future clima�c and land use 
changes: A review of methods and research needs, Earth’s Futur., 3(7), 220–251, 
doi:10.1002/2014EF000290, 2015. 

Pennock, D. J. and Veldkamp, A.: Advances in landscape-scale soil research, Geoderma, 133(1–2), 1–
5, doi:10.1016/j.geoderma.2006.03.032, 2006. 

Peth, S., Horn, R., Beckmann, F., Donath, T., Fischer, J. and Smucker, A. J. M.: Three-Dimensional 
Quan�fica�on of Intra-Aggregate Pore-Space Features using Synchrotron-Radia�on-Based 
Microtomography, Soil Sci. Soc. Am. J., 72(4), 897–907, doi:10.2136/sssaj2007.0130, 2008. 

Peth, S., Chenu, C., Leblond, N., Mordhorst, A., Garnier, P., Nunan, N., Pot, V., Ogurreck, M. and 
Beckmann, F.: Localiza�on of soil organic mater in soil aggregates using synchrotron-based X-ray 
microtomography, Soil Biol. Biochem., 78, 189–194, doi:10.1016/j.soilbio.2014.07.024, 2014. 

Philippot, L., Raaijmakers, J. M., Lemanceau, P. and Van Der Puten, W. H.: Going back to the roots: 
The microbial ecology of the rhizosphere, Nat. Rev. Microbiol., 11(11), 789–799, 
doi:10.1038/nrmicro3109, 2013. 

Philippot, L., Chenu, C., Kappler, A., Rillig, M. C. and Fierer, N.: The interplay between microbial 
communi�es and soil proper�es, Nat. Rev. Microbiol., 22(4), 226–239, doi:10.1038/s41579-023-
00980-5, 2024. 

Pierrat, Z., Magney, T., Parazoo, N. C., Grossmann, K., Bowling, D. R., Seibt, U., Johnson, B., Helgason, 
W., Barr, A., Bortnik, J., Norton, A., Maguire, A., Frankenberg, C. and Stutz, J.: Diurnal and Seasonal 
Dynamics of Solar-Induced Chlorophyll Fluorescence, Vegeta�on Indices, and Gross Primary 
Produc�vity in the Boreal Forest, J. Geophys. Res. Biogeosciences, 127(2), doi:10.1029/2021JG006588, 
2022. 

Pinnington, E., Amezcua, J., Cooper, E., Dadson, S., Ellis, R., Peng, J., Robinson, E., Morrison, R., 
Osborne, S. and Quaife, T.: Improving soil moisture predic�on of a high-resolu�on land surface model 
by parameterising pedotransfer func�ons through assimila�on of SMAP satellite data, Hydrol. Earth 
Syst. Sci., 25(3), 1617–1641, doi:10.5194/hess-25-1617-2021, 2021. 

Poggio, L., De Sousa, L. M., Batjes, N. H., Heuvelink, G. B. M., Kempen, B., Ribeiro, E. and Rossiter, D.: 
SoilGrids 2.0: Producing soil informa�on for the globe with quan�fied spa�al uncertainty, Soil, 7(1), 
217–240, doi:10.5194/soil-7-217-2021, 2021. 

Porcar-Castell, A., Malenovský, Z., Magney, T., Van Witenberghe, S., Fernández-Marín, B., Maignan, 
F., Zhang, Y., Maseyk, K., Atherton, J., Albert, L. P., Robson, T. M., Zhao, F., Garcia-Plazaola, J. I., 
Ensminger, I., Rajewicz, P. A., Grebe, S., Tikkanen, M., Kellner, J. R., Ihalainen, J. A., Rascher, U. and 
Logan, B.: Chlorophyll a fluorescence illuminates a path connec�ng plant molecular biology to Earth-
system science, Nat. Plants, 7(8), 998–1009, doi:10.1038/s41477-021-00980-4, 2021. 

Van der Puten, W. H., Bardget, R. D., Bever, J. D., Bezemer, T. M., Casper, B. B., Fukami, T., Kardol, 
P., Klironomos, J. N., Kulma�ski, A., Schweitzer, J. A., Suding, K. N., Van de Voorde, T. F. J. and Wardle, 
D. A.: Plant-soil feedbacks: The past, the present and future challenges, J. Ecol., 101(2), 265–276, 
doi:10.1111/1365-2745.12054, 2013. 



Querejeta, J. I.: Soil Water Reten�on and Availability as Influenced by Mycorrhizal Symbiosis: 
Consequences for Individual Plants, Communi�es, and Ecosystems, Mycorrhizal Mediat. Soil Fer�l. 
Struct. Carbon Storage, 299–317, doi:10.1016/B978-0-12-804312-7.00017-6, 2017. 

Rabot, E., Wiesmeier, M., Schlüter, S. and Vogel, H. J.: Soil structure as an indicator of soil func�ons: A 
review, Geoderma, 314(June 2017), 122–137, doi:10.1016/j.geoderma.2017.11.009, 2018. 

Rahma�, M., Or, D., Amelung, W., Bauke, S. L., Bol, R., Hendricks Franssen, H. J., Montzka, C., 
Vanderborght, J. and Vereecken, H.: Soil is a living archive of the Earth system, Nat. Rev. Earth Environ., 
4(7), 421–423, doi:10.1038/s43017-023-00454-5, 2023. 

Reed, D. C., Algar, C. K., Huber, J. A. and Dick, G. J.: Gene-centric approach to integra�ng environmental 
genomics and biogeochemical models, Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U. S. A., 111(5), 1879–1884, 
doi:10.1073/pnas.1313713111, 2014. 

Reichle, R. H., De Lannoy, G. J. M., Liu, Q., Ardizzone, J. V., Colliander, A., Conaty, A., Crow, W., Jackson, 
T. J., Jones, L. A., Kimball, J. S., Koster, R. D., Mahanama, S. P., Smith, E. B., Berg, A., Bircher, S., Bosch, 
D., Caldwell, T. G., Cosh, M., González-Zamora, Á., Collins, C. D. H., Jensen, K. H., Livingston, S., Lopez-
Baeza, E., Mar�nez-Fernández, J., McNairn, H., Moghaddam, M., Pacheco, A., Pellarin, T., Prueger, J., 
Rowlandson, T., Seyfried, M., Starks, P., Su, Z., Thibeault, M., van der Velde, R., Walker, J., Wu, X. and 
Zeng, Y.: Assessment of the SMAP Level-4 surface and root-zone soil moisture product using in situ 
measurements, J. Hydrometeorol., 18(10), 2621–2645, doi:10.1175/JHM-D-17-0063.1, 2017. 

Rillig, M. C., van der Heijden, M. G. A., Berdugo, M., Liu, Y. R., Riedo, J., Sanz-Lazaro, C., Moreno-
Jiménez, E., Romero, F., Tedersoo, L. and Delgado-Baquerizo, M.: Increasing the number of stressors 
reduces soil ecosystem services worldwide, Nat. Clim. Chang., 13(5), 478–483, doi:10.1038/s41558-
023-01627-2, 2023. 

Robichaud, P. R., Lewis, S. A., Laes, D. Y. M., Hudak, A. T., Kokaly, R. F. and Zamudio, J. A.: Pos�ire soil 
burn severity mapping with hyperspectral image unmixing, Remote Sens. Environ., 108(4), 467–480, 
doi:10.1016/j.rse.2006.11.027, 2007. 

Robinson, D. A., Hopmans, J. W., Filipovic, V., van der Ploeg, M., Lebron, I., Jones, S. B., Reinsch, S., 
Jarvis, N. and Tuller, M.: Global environmental changes impact soil hydraulic func�ons through 
biophysical feedbacks, Glob. Chang. Biol., 25(6), 1895–1904, doi:10.1111/gcb.14626, 2019. 

Rogge, D., Bauer, A., Zeidler, J., Mueller, A., Esch, T. and Heiden, U.: Building an exposed soil composite 
processor (SCMaP) for mapping spa�al and temporal characteris�cs of soils with Landsat imagery 
(1984–2014), Remote Sens. Environ., 205, 1–17, doi:10.1016/j.rse.2017.11.004, 2018. 

Romano, N., Szabó, B., Belmonte, A., Castrignanò, A., Dor, E. Ben, Francos, N. and Nasta, P.: Mapping 
soil proper�es for unmanned aerial system–based environmental monitoring, Unmanned Aer. Syst. 
Monit. Soil, Veg. Riverine Environ., 155–178, doi:10.1016/B978-0-323-85283-8.00010-2, 2023. 

Romero-Ruiz, A., Linde, N., Keller, T. and Or, D.: A Review of Geophysical Methods for Soil Structure 
Characteriza�on, Rev. Geophys., 56(4), 672–697, doi:10.1029/2018RG000611, 2018. 

de Rosnay, P., Muñoz-Sabater, J., Albergel, C., Isaksen, L., English, S., Drusch, M. and Wigneron, J. P.: 
SMOS brightness temperature forward modelling and long term monitoring at ECMWF, Remote Sens. 
Environ., 237, doi:10.1016/j.rse.2019.111424, 2020. 

Sabot, M. E. B., De Kauwe, M. G., Pitman, A. J., Medlyn, B. E., Verhoef, A., Ukkola, A. M. and 
Abramowitz, G.: Plant profit maximiza�on improves predic�ons of European forest responses to 
drought, New Phytol., 226(6), 1638–1655, doi:10.1111/nph.16376, 2020. 

Sabot, M. E. B., De Kauwe, M. G., Pitman, A. J., Medlyn, B. E., Ellsworth, D. S., Mar�n-StPaul, N. K., Wu, 
J., Choat, B., Limousin, J. M., Mitchell, P. J., Rogers, A. and Serbin, S. P.: One Stomatal Model to Rule 



Them All? Toward Improved Representa�on of Carbon and Water Exchange in Global Models, J. Adv. 
Model. Earth Syst., 14(4), e2021MS002761, doi:10.1029/2021MS002761, 2022. 

Santanello, J. A., Peters-Lidard, C. D., Garcia, M. E., Mocko, D. M., Tischler, M. A., Moran, M. S. and 
Thoma, D. P.: Using remotely-sensed es�mates of soil moisture to infer soil texture and hydraulic 
proper�es across a semi-arid watershed, Remote Sens. Environ., 110(1), 79–97, 
doi:10.1016/j.rse.2007.02.007, 2007. 

Schloter, M., Nannipieri, P., Sørensen, S. J. and van Elsas, J. D.: Microbial indicators for soil quality, 
Biol. Fer�l. Soils, 54(1), 1–10, doi:10.1007/s00374-017-1248-3, 2018. 

Schoorl, J. M. and Veldkamp, A.: Mul�scale soil-landscape process modeling, in Environmental Soil-
Landscape Modeling: Geographic Informa�on Technologies and Pedometrics, edited by S. Grunwald, 
pp. 417–435, CRC Press (Taylor & Francis)., 2016. 

Schoorl, J. M., Sonneveld, M. P. W. and Veldkamp, A.: Three-dimensional landscape process modelling: 
The effect of DEM resolu�on, Earth Surf. Process. Landforms, 25(9), 1025–1034, doi:10.1002/1096-
9837(200008)25:9<1025::AID-ESP116>3.0.CO;2-Z, 2000. 

Schoorl, J. M., Temme, A. J. A. M. and Veldkamp, T.: Modelling centennial sediment waves in an 
eroding landscape - catchment complexity, Earth Surf. Process. Landforms, 39(11), 1526–1537, 
doi:10.1002/esp.3605, 2014. 

Segoli, M., De Gryze, S., Dou, F., Lee, J., Post, W. M., Denef, K. and Six, J.: AggModel: A soil organic 
mater model with measurable pools for use in incuba�on studies, Ecol. Modell., 263, 1–9, 
doi:10.1016/j.ecolmodel.2013.04.010, 2013. 

Shangguan, W., Hengl, T., Mendes de Jesus, J., Yuan, H. and Dai, Y.: Mapping the global depth to 
bedrock for land surface modeling, J. Adv. Model. Earth Syst., 9(1), 65–88, 
doi:10.1002/2016MS000686, 2017. 

Silvero, N. E. Q., Dematê, J. A. M., Amorim, M. T. A., Santos, N. V. dos, Rizzo, R., Safanelli, J. L., Poppiel, 
R. R., Mendes, W. de S. and Bonfa�, B. R.: Soil variability and quan�fica�on based on Sen�nel-2 and 
Landsat-8 bare soil images: A comparison, Remote Sens. Environ., 252, 112117, 
doi:10.1016/j.rse.2020.112117, 2021. 

Six, J., Elliot, E. T. and Paus�an, K.: Soil macroaggregate turnover and microaggregate forma�on: A 
mechanism for C sequestra�on under no-�llage agriculture, Soil Biol. Biochem., 32(14), 2099–2103, 
doi:10.1016/S0038-0717(00)00179-6, 2000. 

Sokol, N. W., Slessarev, E., Marschmann, G. L., Nicolas, A., Blazewicz, S. J., Brodie, E. L., Firestone, M. 
K., Foley, M. M., Hestrin, R., Hungate, B. A., Koch, B. J., Stone, B. W., Sullivan, M. B., Zablocki, O., Trubl, 
G., McFarlane, K., Stuart, R., Nuccio, E., Weber, P., Jiao, Y., Zavarin, M., Kimbrel, J., Morrison, K., 
Adhikari, D., Bhatacharaya, A., Nico, P., Tang, J., Didonato, N., Paša-Tolić, L., Greenlon, A., Sieradzki, 
E. T., Dijkstra, P., Schwartz, E., Sachdeva, R., Banfield, J. and Pet-Ridge, J.: Life and death in the soil 
microbiome: how ecological processes influence biogeochemistry, Nat. Rev. Microbiol., 20(7), 415–
430, doi:10.1038/s41579-022-00695-z, 2022. 

Sommer, M., Jochheim, H., Höhn, A., Breuer, J., Zagorski, Z., Busse, J., Barkusky, D., Meier, K., Puppe, 
D., Wanner, M. and Kaczorek, D.: Si cycling in a forest biogeosystem-the importance of transient state 
biogenic Si pools, Biogeosciences, 10(7), 4991–5007, doi:10.5194/bg-10-4991-2013, 2013. 

Sonneveld, M. P. W., Bouma, J. and Veldkamp, A.: Refining soil survey informa�on for a Dutch soil 
series using land use history, Soil Use Manag., 18(3), 157–163, doi:10.1111/j.1475-
2743.2002.tb00235.x, 2002. 

Stama�, F. E., Nikolaidis,  ikolaos P., Banwart, S. and Blum, W. E. H.: A coupled carbon, aggrega�on, 



and structure turnover (CAST) model for topsoils, Geoderma, 211–212(1), 51–64, 
doi:10.1016/J.GEODERMA.2013.06.014, 2013. 

Steidinger, B. S., Crowther, T. W., Liang, J., Van Nuland, M. E., Werner, G. D. A., Reich, P. B., Nabuurs, 
G., de-Miguel, S., Zhou, M., Picard, N., Herault, B., Zhao, X., Zhang, C., Routh, D., Peay, K. G., Abegg, 
M., Adou Yao, C. Y., Alber�, G., Almeyda Zambrano, A., Alvarez-Davila, E., Alvarez-Loayza, P., Alves, L. 
F., Ammer, C., Antón-Fernández, C., Araujo-Murakami, A., Arroyo, L., Avitabile, V., Aymard, G., Baker, 
T., Bałazy, R., Banki, O., Barroso, J., Bas�an, M., Bas�n, J. F., Birigazzi, L., Birnbaum, P., Bitariho, R., 
Boeckx, P., Bongers, F., Bouriaud, O., Brancalion, P. H. H. S., Brandl, S., Brearley, F. Q., Brienen, R., 
Broadbent, E., Bruelheide, H., Busso�, F., Cazzolla Ga�, R., Cesar, R., Cesljar, G., Chazdon, R., Chen, 
H. Y. H., Chisholm, C., Cienciala, E., Clark, C. J., Clark, D., Colleta, G., Condit, R., Coomes, D., 
Cornejo Valverde, F., Corral-Rivas, J. J., Crim, P., Cumming, J., Dayanandan, S., de Gasper, A. L., 
Decuyper, M., Derroire, G., DeVries, B., Djordjevic, I., Iêda, A., Dourdain, A., Obiang, N. L. E., Enquist, 
B., Eyre, T., Fandohan, A. B., Fayle, T. M., Feldpausch, T. R., Finér, L., Fischer, M., Fletcher, C., Fridman, 
J., Frizzera, L., Gamarra, J. G. P., Gianelle, D., Glick, H. B., Harris, D., Hector, A., Hemp, A., Hengeveld, 
G., Herbohn, J., Herold, M., Hillers, A., Honorio Coronado, E. N., Huber, M., Hui, C., Cho, H., Ibanez, T., 
Jung, I., Imai, N., et al.: Clima�c controls of decomposi�on drive the global biogeography of forest-tree 
symbioses, Nature, 569(7756), 404–408, doi:10.1038/s41586-019-1128-0, 2019. 

Stephens, G., Polcher, J., Zeng, X., van Oevelen, P., Poveda, G., Bosilovich, M., Ahn, M. H., Balsamo, G., 
Duan, Q., Hegerl, G., Jakob, C., Lamptey, B., Leung, R., Piles, M., Su, Z., Dirmeyer, P., Findell, K. L., 
Verhoef, A., Ek, M., L’Ecuyer, T., Roca, R., Nazemi, A., Dominguez, F., Klocke, D. and Bony, S.: The First 
30 Years of GEWEX, Bull. Am. Meteorol. Soc., 104(1), E126–E157, doi:10.1175/BAMS-D-22-0061.1, 
2023. 

Stoorvogel, J. J., Bakkenes, M., Temme, A. J. A. M., Batjes, N. H. and ten Brink, B. J. E.: S-World: A 
Global Soil Map for Environmental Modelling, L. Degrad. Dev., 28(1), 22–33, doi:10.1002/ldr.2656, 
2017. 

Su, Z., De Rosnay, P., Wen, J., Wang, L. and Zeng, Y.: Evalua�on of ECMWF’s soil moisture analyses 
using observa�ons on the Tibetan Plateau, J. Geophys. Res. Atmos., 118(11), 5304–5318, 
doi:10.1002/jgrd.50468, 2013. 

Su, Z., Timmermans, W., Zeng, Y., Schulz, J., John, V. O., Roebeling, R. A., Poli, P., Tan, D., Kaspar, F., 
Kaiser-Weiss, A. K., Swinnen, E., Toté, C., Gregow, H., Manninen, T., Riihelä, A., Calvet, J. C., Ma, Y. and 
Wen, J.: An overview of european efforts in genera�ng climate data records, Bull. Am. Meteorol. Soc., 
99(2), 349–359, doi:10.1175/BAMS-D-16-0074.1, 2018. 

Su, Z., Zeng, Y., Romano, N., Manfreda, S., Francés, F., Ben Dor, E., Szabó, B., Vico, G., Nasta, P., Zhuang, 
R., Francos, N., Mészáros, J., Dal Sasso, S. F., Bassiouni, M., Zhang, L., Rwasoka, D. T., Retsios, B., Yu, 
L., Blatchford, M. L. and Mannaerts, C.: An integra�ve informa�on aqueduct to close the gaps between 
satellite observa�on ofwater cycle and local sustainable management of water resources, Water 
(Switzerland), 12(5), 1495, doi:10.3390/w12051495, 2020a. 

Su, Z., Wen, J., Zeng, Y., Zhao, H., Lv, S., van der Velde, R., Zheng, D., Wang, X., Wang, Z., Schwank, M., 
Kerr, Y., Yueh, S., Colliander, A., Qian, H., Drusch, M. and Mecklenburg, S.: Mul�year in-situ L-band 
microwave radiometry of land surface processes on the Tibetan Plateau, Sci. Data, 7(1), 
doi:10.1038/s41597-020-00657-1, 2020b. 

Sullivan, P. L., Billings, S. A., Hirmas, D., Li, L., Zhang, X., Ziegler, S., Murenbeeld, K., Ajami, H., Guthrie, 
A., Singha, K., Giménez, D., Duro, A., Moreno, V., Flores, A., Cueva, A., Koop, Aronson, E. L., Barnard, 
H. R., Banwart, S. A., Keen, R. M., Nemes, A., Nikolaidis, N. P., Nippert, J. B., Richter, D., Robinson, D. 
A., Sadayappan, K., de Souza, L. F. T., Unruh, M. and Wen, H.: Embracing the dynamic nature of soil 
structure: A paradigm illumina�ng the role of life in cri�cal zones of the Anthropocene, Earth-Science 
Rev., 225, 103873, doi:10.1016/j.earscirev.2021.103873, 2022. 



Sun, Y., Gu, L., Wen, J., van der Tol, C., Porcar-Castell, A., Joiner, J., Chang, C. Y., Magney, T., Wang, L., 
Hu, L., Rascher, U., Zarco-Tejada, P., Barret, C. B., Lai, J., Han, J. and Luo, Z.: From remotely sensed 
solar-induced chlorophyll fluorescence to ecosystem structure, func�on, and service: Part I—
Harnessing theory, Glob. Chang. Biol., 29(11), 2926–2952, doi:10.1111/gcb.16634, 2023. 

Tao, F. and Qi, Q.: Make more digital twins, Nature, 573(7775), 490–491, doi:10.1038/d41586-019-
02849-1, 2019. 

Taylor, C. M.: Detec�ng soil moisture impacts on convec�ve ini�a�on in Europe, Geophys. Res. Let., 
42(11), 4631–4638, doi:10.1002/2015GL064030, 2015. 

Tedersoo, L., Bahram, M., Põlme, S., Kõljalg, U., Yorou, N. S., Wijesundera, R., Ruiz, L. V., Vasco-
Palacios, A. M., Thu, P. Q., Suija, A., Smith, M. E., Sharp, C., Saluveer, E., Saita, A., Rosas, M., Riit, T., 
Ratkowsky, D., Pritsch, K., Põldmaa, K., Piepenbring, M., Phosri, C., Peterson, M., Parts, K., Pärtel, K., 
Otsing, E., Nouhra, E., Njouonkou, A. L., Nilsson, R. H., Morgado, L. N., Mayor, J., May, T. W., Majuakim, 
L., Lodge, D. J., Lee, S., Larsson, K. H., Kohout, P., Hosaka, K., Hiiesalu, I., Henkel, T. W., Harend, H., 
Guo, L. D., Greslebin, A., Grelet, G., Geml, J., Gates, G., Dunstan, W., Dunk, C., Drenkhan, R., Dearnaley, 
J., De Kesel, A., Dang, T., Chen, X., Buegger, F., Brearley, F. Q., Bonito, G., Anslan, S., Abell, S. and 
Abarenkov, K.: Global diversity and geography of soil fungi, Science (80-. )., 346(6213), 1256688, 
doi:10.1126/science.1256688, 2014. 

Teng, Y. and Chen, W.: Soil Microbiomes—a Promising Strategy for Contaminated Soil Remedia�on: A 
Review, Pedosphere, 29(3), 283–297, doi:10.1016/S1002-0160(18)60061-X, 2019. 

Tian, F., Wigneron, J. P., Ciais, P., Chave, J., Ogée, J., Peñuelas, J., Ræbild, A., Domec, J. C., Tong, X., 
Brandt, M., Mialon, A., Rodriguez-Fernandez, N., Tagesson, T., Al-Yaari, A., Kerr, Y., Chen, C., Myneni, 
R. B., Zhang, W., Ardö, J. and Fensholt, R.: Coupling of ecosystem-scale plant water storage and leaf 
phenology observed by satellite, Nat. Ecol. Evol., 2(9), 1428–1435, doi:10.1038/s41559-018-0630-3, 
2018. 

van der Tol, C., Rossini, M., Coglia�, S., Verhoef, W., Colombo, R., Rascher, U. and Mohammed, G.: A 
model and measurement comparison of diurnal cycles of sun-induced chlorophyll fluorescence of 
crops, Remote Sens. Environ., 186, 663–677, doi:10.1016/j.rse.2016.09.021, 2016. 

Totsche, K. U., Amelung, W., Gerzabek, M. H., Guggenberger, G., Klumpp, E., Knief, C., Lehndorff, E., 
Mikuta, R., Peth, S., Prechtel, A., Ray, N. and Kögel-Knabner, I.: Microaggregates in soils, J. Plant Nutr. 
Soil Sci., 181(1), 104–136, doi:10.1002/jpln.201600451, 2018a. 

Totsche, K. U., Amelung, W., Gerzabek, M. H., Guggenberger, G., Klumpp, E., Knief, C., Lehndorff, E., 
Mikuta, R., Peth, S., Prechtel, A., Ray, N. and Kögel-Knabner, I.: Microaggregates in soils, J. Plant Nutr. 
Soil Sci., 181(1), 104–136, doi:10.1002/jpln.201600451, 2018b. 

Totsche, K. U., Ray, N. and Kögel-Knabner, I.: Structure–func�on co-evolu�on during pedogenesis—
Microaggregate development and turnover in soils, J. Plant Nutr. Soil Sci., 187(1), 5–16, 
doi:10.1002/jpln.202400012, 2024. 

Trivedi, P., Leach, J. E., Tringe, S. G., Sa, T. and Singh, B. K.: Plant–microbiome interac�ons: from 
community assembly to plant health, Nat. Rev. Microbiol., 18(11), 607–621, doi:10.1038/s41579-020-
0412-1, 2020. 

Tsakiridis, N. L., Samarinas, N., Kalopesa, E. and Zalidis, G. C.: Cogni�ve Soil Digital Twin for Monitoring 
the Soil Ecosystem: A Conceptual Framework, Soil Syst., 7(4), 88, doi:10.3390/soilsystems7040088, 
2023. 

Vahedifard, F., Goodman, C. C., Paul, V. and AghaKouchak, A.: Amplifying feedback loop between 
drought, soil desicca�on cracking, and greenhouse gas emissions, Environ. Res. Let., 19(3), 031005, 



doi:10.1088/1748-9326/AD2C23, 2024. 

Vaksmaa, A., van Alen, T. A., Etwig, K. F., Lupoto, E., Valè, G., Jeten, M. S. M. and Lüke, C.: 
Stra�fica�on of diversity and ac�vity of methanogenic and methanotrophic microorganisms in a 
nitrogen-fer�lized Italian paddy soil, Front. Microbiol., 8(NOV), 297368, 
doi:10.3389/fmicb.2017.02127, 2017. 

Vance, T. C., Huang, T. and Butler, K. A.: Big data in Earth science: Emerging prac�ce and promise, 
Science (80-. )., 383(6688), doi:10.1126/science.adh9607, 2024. 

Veerman, C., Pinto-Correia, T., Bas�oli, C., Biro, B., Bouma, J., Cienciala, E., Emmet, B., Frison, E. A., 
Grand, A., Hristov, L., Kriaučiūnienė, Z., Pogrzeba, M., Soussana, J.-F., Vela, C., Witkowski, R. and 
European Commission. Directorate-General for Research and Innova�on.: Caring for soil is caring for 
life : ensure 75% of soils are healthy by 2030 for healthy food, people, nature and climate : interim 
report of the mission board for soil health and food., 2020. 

Veldkamp, A., Baartman, J. E. M., Coulthard, T. J., Maddy, D., Schoorl, J. M., Storms, J. E. A., Temme, 
A. J. A. M., van Balen, R., van De Wiel, M. J., van Gorp, W., Viveen, W., Westaway, R. and Whitaker, 
A. C.: Two decades of numerical modelling to understand long term fluvial archives: Advances and 
future perspec�ves, Quat. Sci. Rev., 166, 177–187, doi:10.1016/j.quascirev.2016.10.002, 2017. 

Vereecken, H.: On the hydrology of soils in the Earth System, Egu23, doi:10.5194/EGUSPHERE-EGU23-
1156, 2023. 

Vereecken, H., Weynants, M., Javaux, M., Pachepsky, Y., Schaap, M. G. and van Genuchten, M. T.: 
Using Pedotransfer Func�ons to Es�mate the van Genuchten–Mualem Soil Hydraulic Proper�es: A 
Review, Vadose Zo. J., 9(4), 795–820, doi:10.2136/vzj2010.0045, 2010. 

Vereecken, H., Huisman, J. A., Hendricks Franssen, H. J., Brüggemann, N., Bogena, H. R., Kollet, S., 
Javaux, M., Van Der Kruk, J. and Vanderborght, J.: Soil hydrology: Recent methodological advances, 
challenges, and perspec�ves, Water Resour. Res., 51(4), 2616–2633, doi:10.1002/2014WR016852, 
2015. 

Vereecken, H., Schnepf, A., Hopmans, J. W., Javaux, M., Or, D., Roose, T., Vanderborght, J., Young, M. 
H., Amelung, W., Aitkenhead, M., Allison, S. D., Assouline, S., Baveye, P., Berli, M., Brüggemann, N., 
Finke, P., Flury, M., Gaiser, T., Govers, G., Ghezzehei, T., Hallet, P., Hendricks Franssen, H. J., Heppell, 
J., Horn, R., Huisman, J. A., Jacques, D., Jonard, F., Kollet, S., Lafolie, F., Lamorski, K., Leitner, D., 
McBratney, A., Minasny, B., Montzka, C., Nowak, W., Pachepsky, Y., Padarian, J., Romano, N., Roth, K., 
Rothfuss, Y., Rowe, E. C., Schwen, A., Šimůnek, J., Tiktak, A., Van Dam, J., van der Zee, S. E. A. T. M., 
Vogel, H. J., Vrugt, J. A., Wöhling, T. and Young, I. M.: Modeling Soil Processes: Review, Key Challenges, 
and New Perspec�ves, Vadose Zo. J., 15(5), 1–57, doi:10.2136/vzj2015.09.0131, 2016. 

Vereecken, H., Weihermüller, L., Assouline, S., Šimůnek, J., Verhoef, A., Herbst, M., Archer, N., 
Mohanty, B., Montzka, C., Vanderborght, J., Balsamo, G., Bechtold, M., Boone, A., Chadburn, S., Cuntz, 
M., Decharme, B., Ducharne, A., Ek, M., Garrigues, S., Goergen, K., Ingwersen, J., Kollet, S., Lawrence, 
D. M., Li, Q., Or, D., Swenson, S., de Vrese, P., Walko, R., Wu, Y. and Xue, Y.: Infiltra�on from the Pedon 
to Global Grid Scales: An Overview and Outlook for Land Surface Modeling, Vadose Zo. J., 18(1), 1–53, 
doi:10.2136/vzj2018.10.0191, 2019. 

Vereecken, H., Amelung, W., Bauke, S. L., Bogena, H., Brüggemann, N., Montzka, C., Vanderborght, J., 
Bechtold, M., Blöschl, G., Carmina�, A., Javaux, M., Konings, A. G., Kusche, J., Neuweiler, I., Or, D., 
Steele-Dunne, S., Verhoef, A., Young, M. and Zhang, Y.: Soil hydrology in the Earth system, Nat. Rev. 
Earth Environ., 3(9), 573–587, doi:10.1038/s43017-022-00324-6, 2022. 

Verheijen, F. G. A., Bellamy, P. H., Kibblewhite, M. G. and Gaunt, J. L.: Organic carbon ranges in arable 
soils of England and Wales, Soil Use Manag., 21(1), 2–9, doi:10.1111/j.1475-2743.2005.tb00099.x, 



2005. 

Verhoef, W., Jia, L., Xiao, Q. and Su, Z.: Unified op�cal-thermal four-stream radia�ve transfer theory 
for homogeneous vegeta�on canopies, IEEE Trans. Geosci. Remote Sens., 45(6), 1808–1822, 
doi:10.1109/TGRS.2007.895844, 2007. 

Viscarra Rossel, R. A. and Bouma, J.: Soil sensing: A new paradigm for agriculture, Agric. Syst., 148, 71–
74, doi:10.1016/j.agsy.2016.07.001, 2016. 

Viscarra Rossel, R. A., Behrens, T., Ben-Dor, E., Brown, D. J., Dematê, J. A. M., Shepherd, K. D., Shi, Z., 
Stenberg, B., Stevens, A., Adamchuk, V., Aïchi, H., Barthès, B. G., Bartholomeus, H. M., Bayer, A. D., 
Bernoux, M., Bötcher, K., Brodský, L., Du, C. W., Chappell, A., Fouad, Y., Genot, V., Gomez, C., 
Grunwald, S., Gubler, A., Guerrero, C., Hedley, C. B., Knadel, M., Morrás, H. J. M., Nocita, M., Ramirez-
Lopez, L., Roudier, P., Campos, E. M. R., Sanborn, P., Sellito, V. M., Sudduth, K. A., Rawlins, B. G., 
Walter, C., Winowiecki, L. A., Hong, S. Y. and Ji, W.: A global spectral library to characterize the world’s 
soil, Earth-Science Rev., 155, 198–230, doi:10.1016/j.earscirev.2016.01.012, 2016. 

Viscarra Rossel, R. A., Behrens, T., Ben-Dor, E., Chabrillat, S., Dematê, J. A. M., Ge, Y., Gomez, C., 
Guerrero, C., Peng, Y., Ramirez-Lopez, L., Shi, Z., Stenberg, B., Webster, R., Winowiecki, L. and Shen, 
Z.: Diffuse reflectance spectroscopy for es�ma�ng soil proper�es: A technology for the 21st century, 
Eur. J. Soil Sci., 73(4), e13271, doi:10.1111/ejss.13271, 2022. 

Vogel, H. J., Eberhardt, E., Franko, U., Lang, B., Ließ, M., Weller, U., Wiesmeier, M. and Wollschläger, 
U.: Quan�ta�ve Evalua�on of Soil Func�ons: Poten�al and State, Front. Environ. Sci., 7, 463905, 
doi:10.3389/fenvs.2019.00164, 2019. 

Vogel, H. J., Balseiro-Romero, M., Kravchenko, A., Oten, W., Pot, V., Schlüter, S., Weller, U. and 
Baveye, P. C.: A holis�c perspec�ve on soil architecture is needed as a key to soil func�ons, Eur. J. Soil 
Sci., 73(1), doi:10.1111/EJSS.13152, 2022. 

Wang, J., Zhen, J., Hu, W., Chen, S., Lizaga, I., Zeraatpisheh, M. and Yang, X.: Remote sensing of soil 
degrada�on: Progress and perspec�ve, Int. Soil Water Conserv. Res., 11(3), 429–454, 
doi:10.1016/j.iswcr.2023.03.002, 2023. 

Wang, Y., Zeng, Y., Yu, L., Yang, P., Van Der Tol, C., Yu, Q., Lü, X., Cai, H. and Su, Z.: Integrated modeling 
of canopy photosynthesis, fluorescence, and the transfer of energy, mass, and momentum in the soil-
plant-Atmosphere con�nuum (STEMMUS-SCOPE v1.0.0), Geosci. Model Dev., 14(3), 1379–1407, 
doi:10.5194/gmd-14-1379-2021, 2021a. 

Wang, Y., Zeng, Y., Yu, L., Yang, P., Van Der Tol, C., Yu, Q., Lü, X., Cai, H. and Su, Z.: Integrated modeling 
of canopy photosynthesis, fluorescence, and the transfer of energy, mass, and momentum in the soil-
plant-Atmosphere con�nuum (STEMMUS-SCOPE v1.0.0), Geosci. Model Dev., 14(3), 1379–1407, 
doi:10.5194/gmd-14-1379-2021, 2021b. 

Wardle, D. A., Bardget, R. D., Klironomos, J. N., Setälä, H., Van Der Puten, W. H. and Wall, D. H.: 
Ecological Linkages Between Aboveground and Belowground Biota, Science (80-. )., 304(5677), 1629–
1633, doi:10.1126/SCIENCE.1094875, 2004. 

Weihermüller, L., Lehmann, P., Herbst, M., Rahma�, M., Verhoef, A., Or, D., Jacques, D. and 
Vereecken, H.: Choice of Pedotransfer Func�ons Maters when Simula�ng Soil Water Balance Fluxes, 
J. Adv. Model. Earth Syst., 13(3), e2020MS002404, doi:10.1029/2020MS002404, 2021. 

Weksler, S., Rozenstein, O., Haish, N., Moshelion, M., Walach, R. and Ben-Dor, E.: A hyperspectral-
physiological phenomics system: Measuring diurnal transpira�on rates and diurnal reflectance, 
Remote Sens., 12(9), 1493, doi:10.3390/RS12091493, 2020. 

Wieder, W. R., Bonan, G. B. and Allison, S. D.: Global soil carbon projec�ons are improved by modelling 



microbial processes, Nat. Clim. Chang., 3(10), 909–912, doi:10.1038/nclimate1951, 2013. 

Wieder, W. R., Allison, S. D., Davidson, E. A., Georgiou, K., Hararuk, O., He, Y., Hopkins, F., Luo, Y., 
Smith, M. J., Sulman, B., Todd-Brown, K., Wang, Y. P., Xia, J. and Xu, X.: Explicitly represen�ng soil 
microbial processes in Earth system models, Global Biogeochem. Cycles, 29(10), 1782–1800, 
doi:10.1002/2015GB005188, 2015. 

Wielemaker, W. G., De Bruin, S., Epema, G. F. and Veldkamp, A.: Significance and applica�on of the 
mul�-hierarchical landsystem in soil mapping, Catena, 43(1), 15–34, doi:10.1016/S0341-
8162(00)00121-1, 2001. 

Wigneron, J. P., Jackson, T. J., O’Neill, P., De Lannoy, G., de Rosnay, P., Walker, J. P., Ferrazzoli, P., 
Mironov, V., Bircher, S., Grant, J. P., Kurum, M., Schwank, M., Munoz-Sabater, J., Das, N., Royer, A., Al-
Yaari, A., Al Bitar, A., Fernandez-Moran, R., Lawrence, H., Mialon, A., Parrens, M., Richaume, P., 
Delwart, S. and Kerr, Y.: Modelling the passive microwave signature from land surfaces: A review of 
recent results and applica�on to the L-band SMOS & SMAP soil moisture retrieval algorithms, Remote 
Sens. Environ., 192, 238–262, doi:10.1016/j.rse.2017.01.024, 2017. 

Wigneron, J. P., Li, X., Frappart, F., Fan, L., Al-Yaari, A., De Lannoy, G., Liu, X., Wang, M., Le Masson, E. 
and Moisy, C.: SMOS-IC data record of soil moisture and L-VOD: Historical development, applica�ons 
and perspec�ves, Remote Sens. Environ., 254, doi:10.1016/j.rse.2020.112238, 2021. 

Wild, B., Gerrits, R. and Bonneville, S.: The contribu�on of living organisms to rock weathering in the 
cri�cal zone, npj Mater. Degrad., 6(1), doi:10.1038/s41529-022-00312-7, 2022. 

Wilpiszeski, R. L., Aufrecht, J. A., Reterer, S. T., Sullivan, M. B., Graham, D. E., Pierce, E. M., Zablocki, 
O. D., Palumbo, A. V. and Elias, D. A.: Soil Aggregate Microbial Communi�es: Towards Understanding 
Microbiome Interac�ons at Biologically Relevant Scales, Appl. Environ. Microbiol., 85(14), 
doi:10.1128/AEM.00324-19, 2019. 

Xu, J., Zhang, Y., Zhang, P., Trivedi, P., Riera, N., Wang, Y., Liu, X., Fan, G., Tang, J., Coleta-Filho, H. D., 
Cubero, J., Deng, X., Ancona, V., Lu, Z., Zhong, B., Roper, M. C., Capote, N., Catara, V., Pietersen, G., 
Vernière, C., Al-Sadi, A. M., Li, L., Yang, F., Xu, X., Wang, J., Yang, H., Jin, T. and Wang, N.: The structure 
and func�on of the global citrus rhizosphere microbiome, Nat. Commun., 9(1), 1–10, 
doi:10.1038/s41467-018-07343-2, 2018. 

Xu, X., Konings, A. G., Longo, M., Feldman, A., Xu, L., Saatchi, S., Wu, D., Wu, J. and Moorcro�, P.: Leaf 
surface water, not plant water stress, drives diurnal varia�on in tropical forest canopy water content, 
New Phytol., 231(1), 122–136, doi:10.1111/nph.17254, 2021. 

Yang, K., Ye, B., Zhou, D., Wu, B., Foken, T., Qin, J. and Zhou, Z.: Response of hydrological cycle to 
recent climate changes in the Tibetan Plateau, Clim. Change, 109(3–4), 517–534, doi:10.1007/s10584-
011-0099-4, 2011. 

Yang, Y.: Emerging Paterns of Microbial Func�onal Traits, Trends Microbiol., 29(10), 874–882, 
doi:10.1016/j.�m.2021.04.004, 2021. 

Yin, X., Busch, F. A., Struik, P. C. and Sharkey, T. D.: Evolu�on of a biochemical model of steady-state 
photosynthesis, Plant Cell Environ., 44(9), 2811–2837, doi:10.1111/pce.14070, 2021. 

You, H., Lyu, S., Zhang, S., Xu, Y., Ma, C., Tao, X., Chen, P. and Yang, F.: Applica�on and Evalua�on of 
the Gravel Parameteriza�on Scheme in WRF-CLM4 Model, J. Adv. Model. Earth Syst., 14(12), 
e2022MS003241, doi:10.1029/2022MS003241, 2022. 

Yu, L., Zeng, Y., Su, Z., Cai, H. and Zheng, Z.: The effect of different evapotranspira�on methods on 
portraying soil water dynamics and et par��oning in a semi-arid environment in Northwest China, 
Hydrol. Earth Syst. Sci., 20(3), 975–990, doi:10.5194/hess-20-975-2016, 2016. 



Yu, L., Zeng, Y., Wen, J. and Su, Z.: Liquid-Vapor-Air Flow in the Frozen Soil, J. Geophys. Res. Atmos., 
123(14), 7393–7415, doi:10.1029/2018JD028502, 2018. 

Yu, L., Fa�chi, S., Zeng, Y. and Su, Z.: The role of vadose zone physics in the ecohydrological response 
of a Tibetan meadow to freeze-thaw cycles, Cryosphere, 14(12), 4653–4673, doi:10.5194/tc-14-4653-
2020, 2020a. 

Yu, L., Zeng, Y. and Su, Z.: Understanding the mass, momentum, and energy transfer in the frozen soil 
with three levels of model complexi�es, Hydrol. Earth Syst. Sci., 24(10), 4813–4830, doi:10.5194/hess-
24-4813-2020, 2020b. 

Yu, M., van der Ploeg, M., Ma, X., Ritsema, C. J. and Geissen, V.: Effects of microplas�cs and earthworm 
burrows on soil macropore water flow within a laboratory soil column setup, Vadose Zo. J., 19(1), 
e20059, doi:10.1002/VZJ2.20059, 2020c. 

Zech, S., Schweizer, S. A., Bucka, F. B., Ray, N., Kögel-Knabner, I. and Prechtel, A.: Explicit spa�al 
modeling at the pore scale unravels the interplay of soil organic carbon storage and structure 
dynamics, Glob. Chang. Biol., 28(15), 4589–4604, doi:10.1111/gcb.16230, 2022. 

Zech, S., Prechtel, A. and Ray, N.: Coupling scales in process-based soil organic carbon modeling 
including dynamic aggrega�on, J. Plant Nutr. Soil Sci., 187(1), 130–142, doi:10.1002/JPLN.202300080, 
2024. 

Zeng, Y. and Su, Z.: Digital twin approach for the soil-plant-atmosphere con�nuum: think big, model 
small, Front. Sci., 2, 1376950, doi:10.3389/fsci.2024.1376950, 2024. 

Zeng, Y., Su, Z., Wan, L. and Wen, J.: A simula�on analysis of the advec�ve effect on evapora�on using 
a two-phase heat and mass flow model, Water Resour. Res., 47(10), doi:10.1029/2011WR010701, 
2011a. 

Zeng, Y., Su, Z., Wan, L. and Wen, J.: Numerical analysis of air-water-heat flow in unsaturated soil: Is it 
necessary to consider airflow in land surface models?, J. Geophys. Res. Atmos., 116(20), 
doi:10.1029/2011JD015835, 2011b. 

Zeng, Y., Su, Z., Calvet, J. C., Manninen, T., Swinnen, E., Schulz, J., Roebeling, R., Poli, P., Tan, D., Riihelä, 
A., Tanis, C. M., Arslan, A. N., Obregon, A., Kaiser-Weiss, A., John, V. O., Timmermans, W., 
Timmermans, J., Kaspar, F., Gregow, H., Barbu, A. L., Fairbairn, D., Gela�, E. and Meurey, C.: Analysis 
of current valida�on prac�ces in Europe for space-based climate data records of essen�al climate 
variables, Int. J. Appl. Earth Obs. Geoinf., 42, 150–161, doi:10.1016/j.jag.2015.06.006, 2015. 

Zeng, Y., Su, Z., Van Der Velde, R., Wang, L., Xu, K., Wang, X. and Wen, J.: Blending satellite observed, 
model simulated, and in situ measured soil moisture over Tibetan Plateau, Remote Sens., 8(3), 
doi:10.3390/rs8030268, 2016. 

Zeng, Y., Su, Z., Barmpadimos, I., Perrels, A., Poli, P., Boersma, K. F., Frey, A., Ma, X., de Bruin, K., 
Goosen, H., John, V. O., Roebeling, R., Schulz, J. and Timmermans, W.: Towards a traceable climate 
service: Assessment of quality and usability of essen�al climate variables, Remote Sens., 11(10), 
doi:10.3390/rs11101186, 2019. 

Zeng, Y., Verhoef, A., Or, D., Cuntz, M., Gudmundsson, L., Weihermueller, L., Kollet, S., Vanderborght, 
J. and Vereecken, H.: GEWEX-ISMC SoilWat Project: Taking Stock and Looking Ahead, GEWEX Newsl., 
2, htps://www.gewex.org/gewex-content/files_mf/16339, 2021. 

Zeng, Y., Hao, D., Huete, A., Dechant, B., Berry, J., Chen, J. M., Joiner, J., Frankenberg, C., Bond-
Lamberty, B., Ryu, Y., Xiao, J., Asrar, G. R. and Chen, M.: Op�cal vegeta�on indices for monitoring 
terrestrial ecosystems globally, Nat. Rev. Earth Environ., 3(7), 477–493, doi:10.1038/s43017-022-
00298-5, 2022. 



Zhang, L., Zeng, Y., Zhuang, R., Szabó, B., Manfreda, S., Han, Q. and Su, Z.: In situ observa�on-
constrained global surface soil moisture using random forest model, Remote Sens., 13(23), 4893, 
doi:10.3390/rs13234893, 2021. 

Zhang, M., Zhang, L., Huang, S., Li, W., Zhou, W., Philippot, L. and Ai, C.: Assessment of spike-AMP and 
qPCR-AMP in soil microbiota quan�ta�ve research, Soil Biol. Biochem., 166, 108570, 
doi:10.1016/J.SOILBIO.2022.108570, 2022. 

Zhang, T., Niinemets, Ü., Sheffield, J. and Lichstein, J. W.: Shi�s in tree func�onal composi�on amplify 
the response of forest biomass to climate, Nature, 556(7699), 99–102, doi:10.1038/nature26152, 
2018. 

Zhao, H., Zeng, Y., Lv, S. and Su, Z.: Analysis of soil hydraulic and thermal proper�es for land surface 
modeling over the Tibetan Plateau, Earth Syst. Sci. Data, 10(2), 1031–1061, doi:10.5194/essd-10-1031-
2018, 2018. 

Zhao, H., Zeng, Y., Wen, J., Wang, X., Wang, Z., Meng, X. and Su, Z.: An Air-to-Soil Transi�on Model for 
Discrete Scatering-Emission Modelling at L-Band, J. Remote Sens. (United States), 2021, 3962350, 
doi:10.34133/2021/3962350, 2021. 

Zhao, H., Zeng, Y., Hofste, J. G., Duan, T., Wen, J. and Su, Z.: Modelling of Mul�-Frequency Microwave 
Backscater and Emission of Land Surface by a Community Land Ac�ve Passive Microwave Radia�ve 
Transfer Modelling Pla�orm (CLAP), Hydrol. Earth Syst. Sci. Discuss. [online] Available from: 
htp://dx.doi.org/10.5194/hess-2022-333 (Accessed 21 May 2023a), 2022. 

Zhao, H., Zeng, Y., Han, X. and Su, Z.: Retrieving Soil Physical Proper�es by Assimila�ng SMAP 
Brightness Temperature Observa�ons into the Community Land Model, Sensors, 23(5), 2620, 
doi:10.3390/s23052620, 2023. 

Zhao, M., A, G., Liu, Y. and Konings, A. G.: Evapotranspira�on frequently increases during droughts, 
Nat. Clim. Chang., 12(11), 1024–1030, doi:10.1038/s41558-022-01505-3, 2022b. 

Zhuang, R., Zeng, Y., Manfreda, S. and Su, Z.: Quan�fying long-term land surface and root zone soil 
moisture over Tibetan plateau, Remote Sens., 12(3), doi:10.3390/rs12030509, 2020. 

Zuzana, L., Lukáš, B., Lucie, K., Kopačková, V., Markéta, P., Jan, M., Aleš, K., Monika, K. and Jana, A.: 
Detec�on of mul�ple stresses in Scots pine growing at post-mining sites using visible to near-infrared 
spectroscopy, Environ. Sci. Process. Impacts, 15(11), 2004–2015, doi:10.1039/c3em00388d, 2013. 

 


	Abstract:
	1. Introduction
	1.1 Soil Health Indicators
	1.2 Soil microorganisms as “bedrock-to-atmosphere” exchange agents
	1.3 Soil microbiome and soil health
	1.4 Soil structure and soil functions
	1.5 The digital twin approach
	1.6 Structure of This Review

	2. Soil Microbiomes and Soil Properties
	2.1 Characterizing the soil microbiome
	2.2 Soil microbiome, soil aggregate, and soil processes
	2.3 Soil-microbiome-plant continuum and trait-based approaches
	2.4 Remote sensing for soil-microbiome-plant continuum
	2.5 Digital twin approach and microbial processes
	2.6 Microbial processes within a Digital Twin Framework

	3. Soil Hydrology and Soil Properties
	3.1 Soil Structure and its representation in ESMs
	3.2 Pedotransfer functions
	3.3 Towards a Harmonized PTF for LSMs
	3.4 Soil Property Maps for ESMs

	4. Remote Sensing of Observable Soil Properties
	4.1 Soil Remote Sensing
	4.2 Challenges of soil remote sensing
	4.3 Soil Reflectance and Soil Properties
	4.4 Soil sensors in the space

	5. Vegetation-as-a-Soil-Sensor
	5.1 Remote Sensing of Vegetation Properties and Functioning
	5.2 Satellite Observables for Soil-Plant Water Content
	5.3 Satellite Observables for Soil-Plant Hydraulics

	6. Towards Sub-daily Soil-Plant Monitoring
	6.1 Multifaceted Nature of the Soil-Plant System
	6.2 The Need for Sub-Daily Monitoring System
	6.3 The Need for a Soil-Plant Digital Twin

	7. Conclusions
	7.1 Gaps and Opportunities
	7.2 Assessment of Soil Health

	Acknowledgements
	Open Research
	Reference:

