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Table S1. Details of the experimental sites and experiments provided to the modelers. Adapted from Asseng et al. (2013). 
Site 
NL AR IN  AU 

Site description 
Environment 

High-yielding long-season High/medium-yielding 
medium-season 

Irrigated short-season Low-yielding rain-fed short-
season 

Regional representation 
Western and northern Europe Argentina, northern China, 

western USA 
India, Pakistan, southern 
China 

Australia, southern Europe, 
northern Africa, South 
Africa, Middle East 

Location name Wageningen ('The Bouwing') 
The Netherlands 

Balcarce 
Argentina 

New Delhi 
India 

Wongan Hills 
Australia 

Coordinates 51° 58’ N, 05° 37’ E 37° 45’ S, 58° 18’ W 28° 22’ N, 77° 7’ E 30° 53’ S, 116° 43’ E 
Soil characteristics 

Soil typea Silty clay loam Clay loam Sandy loam Loamy sand 
Rooting depth (cm) 200 130 160 210 
Apparent bulk density (m3 m-3) 1.35 1.1 1.55 1.41 
Top soil organic matter (%) 2.52 2.55 0.37 0.51 
pH  6.0 6.3 8.3 5.7 
Maximum plant available soil water (mm to 
maximum rooting depth) 

354 222 109 125 

Crop management 
Sowing density (seed m-2) 228 239 250 157 
Cultivar     

Name Arminda Oassis HD2009 Gamenya 
Vernalization requirement High Little None Little 
Daylength response High Moderate None Moderate 

Ploughed crop residue Potato (4 t ha-1) Maize (7 t ha-1) Maize (1.5 t ha-1) Wheat/weeds (1.5 t ha-1) 
Irrigation (mm) 0 0 383 0 
N application (kg N ha-1)  120 (ZC30 b) / 40 (ZC65) 120 (ZC00) 60 (ZC00) / 60 (ZC25) 50 (ZC10) 
Initial top soil mineral N (kg N ha-1) 80 13 25 5 
Sowing date 21 Oct. 1982 10 Aug. 1992 23 Nov. 1984 12 Jun. 1984 
Anthesis date 20 Jun. 1983 23 Nov. 1992 18 Feb. 1985 1 Oct. 1984 
Physiological maturity date 1 Aug. 1983 28 Dec. 1992 3 Apr. 1985 16 Nov. 1984 

a Saturated soil water content, drainage upper limit and lower limit to water extraction were provided for 10 to 30-cm thick soil layers down to the maximum rooting depth. 
b ZC, Zadoks stage(Zadoks et al., 1974) at application is indicated in parenthesis (ZC00, sowing; ZC10, first leaf through coleoptile; ZC25, main shoot and five tillers; ZC30, 
pseudo stem erection; ZC65, anthesis half-way.  
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Table S2. Name, reference and source of the 27 wheat crop models used in this study. Modified from Asseng et al. (2013). 

Model (version) Reference to model description Documentation/source (web link, e-mail address) 

APSIM-Nwheats (V.1.55) (Asseng et al., 2004, Asseng et al., 1998, Keating et al., 2003) http://www.apsim.info/Wiki/ 

APSIM (V.7.3) (Keating et al., 2003) http://www.apsim.info/Wiki/ 

AquaCrop (V.3.1+) (Steduto et al., 2009) http://www.fao.org/nr/water/aquacrop.html  

CropSyst (V.3.04.08) (Stöckle et al., 2003) http://www.bsyse.wsu.edu/CS_Suite/CropSyst/index.html 

DSSAT-CERES (V.4.0.1.0) (Hoogenboom &  White, 2003, Jones et al., 2003, Ritchie &  Otter, 1985) http://www.icasa.net/dssat/ 

DSSAT-CROPSIM (V.4.5.1.013) (Hunt &  Pararajasingham, 1995, Jones et al., 2003) http://www.icasa.net/dssat/ 

Ecosys (Grant et al., 2011) http://www.rr.ualberta.ca/en/Research/EcosysModellingProject.aspx 

EPIC wheat (V.1102) (Izaurralde et al., 2012, Kiniry et al., 1995, Williams et al., 1989) http://epicapex.brc.tamus.edu/ 

Expert-N (V3.0.10) - CERES (V2.0) (Biernath et al., 2011, Priesack et al., 2006, Stenger et al., 1999) http://www.helmholtz-muenchen.de/en/iboe/expertn/ 

Expert-N (V3.0.10) – GECROS (V1.0) (Biernath et al., 2011, Priesack et al., 2006, Stenger et al., 1999, Yin &  van Laar, 
2005) 

http://www.helmholtz-muenchen.de/en/iboe/expertn/ 

Expert-N (V3.0.10) – SPASS (V2.0) (Biernath et al., 2011, Priesack et al., 2006, Stenger et al., 1999, Wang &  Engel, 
2000) 

http://www.helmholtz-muenchen.de/en/iboe/expertn/ 

Expert-N (V3.0.10) - SUCROS (V2) (Biernath et al., 2011, Goudriaan &  Van Laar, 1994, Priesack et al., 2006, Stenger et 
al., 1999) 

http://www.helmholtz-muenchen.de/en/iboe/expertn/ 

FASSET (V.2.0) (Berntsen et al., 2003, Olesen et al., 2002) http://www.fasset.dk 

GLAM-wheat (V.2) (Challinor et al., 2004, Li et al., 2010) http://www.see.leeds.ac.uk/see-
research/icas/climate_change/glam/glam.html 

HERMES (V.4.26) (Kersebaum, 2007, Kersebaum, 2011) http://www.zalf.de/en/forschung/institute/lsa/forschung/oekomod/hermes 

InfoCrop (V.1) (Aggarwal et al., 2006) Request from nareshkumar.soora@gmail.com 

LINTUL-4 (V.1) (Shibu et al., 2010) http://models.pps.wur.nl/models 

LINTUL -FAST (V.1.0) (Angulo et al., 2013) Request from frank.ewert@uni-bonn.de 

LPJmL (V.3.2) (Bondeau et al., 2007) http://www.pik-potsdam.de/research/projects/lpjweb 

MCWLA-Wheat (V.2.0) (Tao et al., 2009) Request from taofl@igsnrr.ac.cn 

MONICA (V.1.0) (Nendel et al., 2011) http://monica.agrosystem-models.com  

O'Leary-model (V.7) (O'Leary &  Connor, 1996a, O'Leary &  Connor, 1996b) Request from author (gjoleary@yahoo.com) 

SALUS (V.1.0) (Basso et al., 2010, Senthilkumar et al., 2009) http://www.salusmodel.net 

Sirius (V.2010) (Jamieson et al., 2000, Jamieson et al., 1998, Lawless et al., 2005) http://www.rothamsted.ac.uk/mas-models/sirius.html 

SiriusQuality (V.2.0) (Ferrise et al., 2010, He et al., 2012, Martre et al., 2006) http://www1.clermont.inra.fr/siriusquality/ 

STICS (V.1.1) (Brisson et al., 2003, Brisson et al., 2009, Brisson et al., 1998, Brisson et al., 2002) http://www7.avignon.inra.fr/agroclim_stics 

WOFOST (V.7.1) (Boogaard et al., 1998, Van Diepen et al., 1989) http://www.wofost.wur.nl 
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Table S3. Root mean square relative error (RMSRE) for in-season and end-of-season variables. 

Model* 

RMSRE (%)¶ 

In-season   End-of-season Sum of 
rank$ 

LAI PASW AGBM AGN NNI  GY HI GN NHI GPC 

1 199 102 159 472 104   8.1 (1) 57.3 (28) 61.1 (22) 31.1 (15) 57.7 (19) 85/29 

2 398 129 89 76 33  17.4 (9) 19.7 (16) 36.6 (12) 14.6 (3) 25.5 (12) 52/25 

3 246 142 41 67 29  15.6 (6) 9.8 (4) 35.1 (11) 18.8 (6) 23.9 (10) 37/10 

4 716 37 164 NA NA  21.1 (12) 17.4 (15) NA NA NA –/27 

5 319 177 129 NA NA   13.3 (2) 24.3 (20) NA NA NA –/22 

6 171 NA 47 NA NA  19.3 (11) 20.3 (17) NA NA NA –/28 

7 1496 50 132 60 28  23.5 (15) 15.3 (11) 23.2 (6) 18.5 (4) 58.3 (20) 56/26 

8 172 95 114 123 38   13.7 (3) 11.3 (6) 29.5 (7) 19.4 (9) 36.9 (15) 40/9 

9 140 37 67 63 16   14.4 (5) 13.3 (8) 22.2 (2) 22.8 (11) 10.7 (2) 28/13 

10 821 68 542 384 35  16.4 (8) 14.3 (9) 44.1 (17) 28 (14) 26.8 (13) 61/17 

11 692 59 52 49 56  27.8 (17) 23.5 (19) 39.3 (15) 48 (20) 28.8 (14) 85/36 

12 133 45 103 145 48  18.2 (10) 24.5 (21) NA NA NA –/31 

13 745 355 296 74 87  38.2 (22) 25.2 (22) 58 (21) 18.5 (5) 17.4 (5) 75/44 

14 1150 150 53 72 32  42.5 (23) 16.6 (13) 31.6 (9) 19.2 (8) 121.8 (22) 75/36 

15 58 40 84 75 34  22.8 (14) 7 (2) 37.9 (14) 40.3 (19) 23.2 (7) 56/16 

16 219 NA 196 116 42  49.6 (28) 49.5 (26) 55.9 (19) 52.3 (21) 23.3 (8) 102/54 

17 699 97 41 55 36  22.8 (13) 16.7 (14) 22.6 (4) 19.1 (7) 8 (1) 39/27 

18 749 65 126 82 29  43.8 (25) 9.8 (4) 47.1 (18) 32.1 (16) 38.3 (17) 80/29 

19 156 101 187 52 41  30.9 (20) 59.9 (29) 34.5 (10) 27.1 (13) 39.9 (18) 90/49 

20 109 45 356 230 37  33.6 (21) 26.7 (23) 56.6 (20) 34.6 (18) 23.7 (9) 91/44 

21 663 94 69 76 35  28.9 (18) 28.9 (24) 22.9 (5) 21.3 (10) 37.6 (16) 73/42 

22 773 NA 193 192 49  29.9 (19) 11.8 (7) 30 (8) 23.8 (12) 15.3 (4) 50/26 

23 294 40 199 NA NA  45 (26) 44.6 (25) NA NA NA –/51 

24 1085 79 77 73 61  27 (16) 22.3 (18) 37.6 (13) 33.6 (17) 24.8 (11) 75/34 

25 48 59 91 NA NA  43 (24) 15.7 (12) 40.9 (16) NA 64 (21) –/36 

26 75 59 231 NA NA  48.6 (27) 15.3 (10) NA NA NA –/37 

27 1199 NA 306 NA NA  72.6 (29) 53.8 (27) NA NA NA –/56 

e-median 242 64 113 66 25  14 (4) 7.1 (3) 22.5 (3) 13.7 (1) 14.2 (3) 14/7 

e- mean 442 70 133 79 24  15.6 (7) 5.7 (1) 19.5 (1) 14.3 (2) 20.8 (6) 17/8 

Average over 
all models 

501 92 154 127 44  29.2 24.3 38.3 27.5 35.3 – 

Results are based on 27 different wheat crop models for LAI, AGBM, GY and HI, 20 for AGN, GN, GPC and NNI, 24 for PASW, and 19 for NHI. 
* The models are sorted from top to bottom in the order of increasing RMSE for GY. For each variable the model with the lowest RMSRE is in bold 
type. 
¶ NA, variables not available for a model. For end-of-season variables, the numbers in parentheses indicate the rank of the models (including e-mean 
and e-median) for each variable. Ranks were not calculated for in-season variables because several of the in-season measurements were very small 
causing large relative errors even the absolute errors were reasonable. Therefore RMSRE for in-season variables should be looked at with caution. 
$ Sum of rank of RMSRE for end-of-season variables/sum of rank of RMSRE for the variables simulated by all 27 models (i.e., LAI, AGBM, GY, 
HI). For the reason mentioned above the sum of rank did not include in-season variables. 
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Table S4. Root mean square error (RMSE) for in-season and end-of-season variables. 

Model* 

RMSE¶ 

In-season   End-of-season Sum of 
rank$ 

LAI 

(m2 m-2) 

PASW 

(mm) 

AGBM 

(t DM ha-1) 

AGN 

(kg N ha-1) 

NNI 

(-) 
 

GY 

(t DM ha-1) 

HI 

(%) 

GN 

(kg N ha-1) 

NHI 

(%) 

GPC 

(% of grain DM) 

1 2.31 (23) 60 (21) 2.26 (17) 89 (21) 0.92 (22)  0.42 (2) 20.0 (28) 100 (22) 23.6 (18) 6.91 (21) 195/70 

2 1.24 (7) 36 (9) 1.71 (13) 24 (8) 0.26 (8)  0.56 (4) 7.2 (16) 27 (9) 9.1 (2) 2.75 (9) 85/40 

3 1.75 (16) 63 (22) 1.01 (3) 22 (7) 0.21 (4)  0.63 (5) 3.8 (5) 29 (10) 11.7 (5) 2.13 (6) 83/29 

4 1.82 (19) 36 (8) 1.64 (12) NA NA  0.66 (6) 6.3 (13) NA NA NA –/50 

5 1.13 (5) 46 (18) 2.30 (18) NA NA  0.69 (7) 9.9 (24) NA NA NA –/54 

6 1.81 (18) NA 1.41 (7) NA NA  0.74 (8) 7.6 (17) NA NA NA –/50 

7 3.34 (28) 42 (16) 1.44 (9) 17 (4) 0.29 (11)  0.77 (9) 6.2 (12) 21 (3) 11.5 (4) 6.39 (20) 116/58 

8 1.33 (10) 26 (2) 0.97 (2) 30 (10) 0.28 (9)  0.78 (10) 4.0 (6) 20 (2) 13.6 (9) 4.04 (16) 76/28 

9 1.30 (9) 32 (7) 0.87 (1) 14 (2) 0.16 (1)  0.81 (11) 4.6 (9) 20 (1) 14.5 (10) 1.19 (2) 53/30 

10 1.93 (21) 50 (20) 2.58 (23) 55 (19) 0.30 (12)  0.88 (12) 4.6 (8) 39 (15) 19.3 (14) 2.85 (10) 154/64 

11 2.78 (26) 37 (14) 3.16 (28) 61 (20) 0.36 (16)  1.06 (13) 9.1 (22) 49 (18) 34.2 (21) 3.65 (15) 193/89 

12 1.12 (4) 37 (12) 2.15 (15) 32 (13) 0.30 (13)  1.21 (14) 8.1 (18) NA NA NA –/51 

13 4.50 (29) 77 (23) 1.90 (14) 92 (22) 0.79 (21)  1.24 (15) 8.5 (21) 31 (13) 13.5 (7) 2.01 (5) 170/79 

14 1.90 (20) 37 (13) 2.60 (24) 21 (6) 0.20 (3)  1.25 (16) 6.9 (15) 26 (8) 12.1 (6) 13.2 (22) 133/75 

15 1.12 (3) 30 (6) 1.62 (10) 30 (11) 0.20 (2)  1.26 (17) 2.9 (3) 60 (21) 29.2 (19) 3.42 (13) 105/33 

16 0.91 (1) NA 1.43 (8) 39 (15) 0.43 (19)  1.34 (18) 15.5 (26) 51 (19) 33.4 (20) 3.47 (14) –/53 

17 2.99 (27) 45 (17) 1.07 (4) 51 (18) 0.33 (15)  1.34 (19) 6.8 (14) 22 (4) 13.6 (8) 1.04 (1) 127/64 

18 1.45 (11) 37 (11) 2.31 (19) 18 (5) 0.32 (14)  1.35 (20) 3.7 (4) 30 (12) 20.3 (15) 3.36 (12) 123/54 

19 1.63 (14) 27 (4) 2.46 (21) 34 (14) 0.45 (20)  1.36 (21) 18.8 (27) 32 (14) 17.5 (12) 4.35 (17) 164/83 

20 1.53 (13) 41 (15) 2.18 (16) 50 (17) 0.29 (10)  1.43 (22) 8.4 (20) 52 (20) 21.8 (16) 2.70 (8) 157/71 

21 2.23 (22) 25 (1) 2.62 (25) 28 (9) 0.21 (5)  1.56 (23) 9.3 (23) 29 (11) 15.8 (11) 4.55 (18) 148/93 

22 1.75 (17) NA 2.73 (26) 32 (12) 0.36 (17)  1.59 (24) 4.1 (7) 43 (17) 18.0 (13) 1.64 (4) –/74 

23 1.67 (15) 47 (19) 2.47 (22) NA NA  1.61 (25) 14.3 (25) NA NA NA –/87 

24 2.69 (25) 36 (10) 1.64 (11) 47 (16) 0.40 (18)  1.68 (26) 8.1 (19) 25 (7) 22.1 (17) 3.17 (11) 160/81 

25 1.04 (2) 100 (24) 2.42 (20) NA NA  1.80 (27) 4.8 (11) 43 (16) NA 5.73 (19) –/60 

26 1.52 (12) 112 (25) 3.76 (29) NA NA  2.17 (28) 4.8 (10) NA NA NA –/79 

27 2.37 (24) NA 3.07 (27) NA NA  3.63 (29) 20.3 (29) NA NA NA –/109 

e-median 1.20 (6) 27 (3) 1.20 (6) 15 (3) 0.25 (7)  0.41 (1) 2.8 (2) 22 (5) 8.8 (1) 1.57 (3) 37/15 

e- mean 1.29 (8) 27 (5) 1.19 (5) 13 (1) 0.24 (6)  0.49 (3) 2.2 (1) 23 (6) 9.8 (3) 2.32 (7) 45/17 

Average over 
all models 

1.90 47 2.07 39 0.35  1.25 8.5 38 18.7 3.93 
– 

Results are based on 27 different wheat crop models for LAI, AGBM, GY and HI, 20 for AGN, GN, GPC and NNI, 24 for PASW, and 19 for NHI. 
* The models are sorted from top to bottom in the order of increasing RMSE for GY. For each variable the model with the lowest RMSE is in bold 
type. 
¶ NA, variables not available for a model. The numbers in parentheses indicate the rank of the models (including e-mean and e-median) for each 
variable.  
$ Sum of rank of RMSE for all variables/sum of rank of RMSE for the variables simulated by all 27 models (i.e., LAI, AGBM, GY, HI). 
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Figure S1. Weather data at the four studied sites. Mean weekly temperature (solid lines), 
cumulative weekly solar radiation (dashed lines), cumulative weekly rainfall (vertical solid 
bars) and irrigation (vertical open bars) in (a) Wageningen, The Netherlands, (b) Balcarce, 
Argentina, (c) New Delhi, India, and (d) Wongan Hills, Australia. Vertical arrows indicate (a) 
anthesis and (m) physiological maturity dates.  
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Figure S2. Correlation matrix for Pearson’s product-moment correlation (r) between the root 

mean squared relative error of simulated variables. In-season variables: leaf area index (LAI), 

plant-available soil water (PASW), total aboveground biomass (AGBM), total above ground 

nitrogen (AGN), nitrogen nutrition index (NNI). End-of-season variables: grain yield (GY), 

biomass harvest index (HI), grain nitrogen yield (GN), nitrogen harvest index (NHI), and 

grain protein concentration (GPC). Twenty-seven models were used to simulate LAI, AGBM, 

GY, and HI, 20 to simulate AGN, GN, GPC and NNI, 24 to simulate PASW, and 19 to 

simulate NHI. The numbers above the diagonal gap are r values and the numbers below are 

one-sided q-values (adjusted P-values for false discovery rate). The color (for r values only) 

and the shape of the ellipses indicate the strength (the narrower the ellipse the higher the r 

value) and the direction of the correlation, respectively.  
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