WBHI R \\DzIINEVE 2022 45 KR S I.PS 2 Mo SR il Wi 2022 45 9 5 30

XBU S/ 20220 HAsE HSWHLTIT2T
http : //dgkxxb.cnjournals.org

BRXE SRR ERLERIR

N

IS S SN LN S

© HESALR b ERBFZT, Fi 2000305

@ HHK¥ KAGHERER/KOREDIIBE , [ 200433,
@ hEAGR G R R T S S5, L 2000305

@ hEBLAERE KA TE AT RSB 2 0 IR Ay 2 B DL I K R L8 % (LASG) , 4L At 100029

= Ik 22 A, E-mail; lih@ typhoon.org.cn

2021-11-24 I ,2022-03-25 1

b5 KBTSk 4 (TFIJ202119) 5 b T A 75 2 AR/ B0 AR A Sk A3t (21XD1404500) 5 [ 52 8 2 B % 11 %) (2018 YFC1506400) 5 [6 5% 1 4k 2

Few B IUH (41575107) 5 1T 7 4EBH A 1 LRI (19YF1458700)

HBE SREMATRRAG GMEN X4, mESTRMR ARSI J AL TRIR R 5 T %
BERAFT ik, AXNEFRERESTARFT FHHARERBFTTRERESE,F A0
BEALS BAKXDHAREZATLATHERNESTAMRS L EH R, F2HRIUAE
ZHELTFAMAANARARBARKRERESTARALKT GM, R/G,ETHEG L
Al TR RET AT ERESTARNALEGFNEARRTRGHTL T G,

13 WU S 2 A SR P T 1Y) 22 6 1] 22 2 ) RUBE A
HARM B K TBR o T B KRk AR R
& W JCHE VRS - Lt X B R XU AR, e N
SR A i RV 7 S R AR S o T, X R
P i 8 R i A2 A S R o 8 e AR S By R R Y
K, IR, T G XY & AR K R A2 B 2% ) 2 i)
23 N2 8 9 AR 5L AR AR 52 ), HL AR AT R R
A ENE . BB PR TR AT S TT k) B X
AN B 5 AT R SR B R AR BN A
B A7 AE— R R BRI o X o, [ B ik 22 9 M1
55 PR AL IF 46 45 £ 5 TR A4 SE AR R 7 3k T 31 &
DT 2 A T B B AN E 1 5T
BRI A th & WS 3 TR .

B IR DB AE A 5 32 4 2 1 B0l 55 17 B9 K
&, EHEEAEL . HAT, R TR4L (WMO)
BE K A T 5] DA AR R B T 1) = K A e ik
Z—o 5 B D AR e B2 i Epstein (1969) Al
Leith(1974) 42t . HIQEANEL 1 FroR, X 4 X i 4

KR

& R &FR;
MALIF) ;
EN N

£ AHTRE L
BHAR;

UG o3 M (20 50) BEAT A0 8, A A — 2 RE S e ) 4 AR
SAHEMER WG HE G WA . KRG, X % e 3 5l
BIU6 G 0 5 AT AR B8, 45 B ROk RAAE L 1) £
FATRETE (2 A BOTTHE) o Ml 55 Bk b itk — 20 4%
XL ARG TR AT IS AL B, A5 B AR A TR L T
kK BRI (A .

MR, 5% & X 55 Bk bF 78 & A R 1
7T 20 fiE4l 90 AEAU . A, KR A BIF ST 4
TE 5 — B W) (B P 3l 5 1, BP A 58 26 58 X {7
AR G RIS R S A i ) 86 4 2 51 (Zhang
and Krishnamurti, 1997, 1999 ; Majumdar and Finoc-
chio,2010) . Ffi#& W5 M A WTIR A, 2% F 16
Kl TN E 1R B Ok B B XU R 22 ()
KA 45 ,2019) , I AR B 3t & Ji& T 2 B R 23R 3 Jr
%, LA RE A R A1 50 22 5 | /RS A TR AN 0 o it
b (5K IR 2145, 2007 5 B £ 55 ,2017) .

ARIIT AR, BC0E TR v 200 £ 5% 2 AR R 22
[l AFTE R, R AR M. fE— DRI ER

SRR ok B, AL, Bae 9, 55,2022, & WA G TR I S8 s SR 253k [ ] R AR %440, 45(5) < 713-727.
Zhang J,Li H,Duan W S, et al.,2022.Review on the research progress of typhoon ensemble forecast[ J].Trans Atmos Sci,45(5) :713-

727.doi: 10. 13878/j.cnki.dqgkxxb.20211124001. (in Chinese) .




3o 5 i) R

XKBBFEF® 2002477 H45% H5M

\\DzIINEViE #2022 4E KR S I.PS 2 Aobe  Hlihie . il

IFE] 2022 4£ 9 J] 30

Initial condition
uncertainty

!

Analysis Time —

Forecast /

uncertainty

2 5 154070 85

Probability of
precipitation/%

B 1 3&fE 36 h A FEKBER TR R B (5] A Baver et al.,2015)

Fig.1 Schematic diagram of 36 h ensemble forecasts used to estimate the probability of precipitation over the UK (image courte-

sy of Bauer et al.,2015)
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(Melhauser et al.,2017) , {H &, 28524 5510 i 25
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BEHEMAR., WL, KE¥5FHN#E - LR/ T
T B 5 KA S B AL 18 7% (Lee and Wong,
2002 ; Yamaguchi et al.,2012) FE T 4580 E S
-1 %54 (Feng et al.,2020; Zhang et al.,2021),
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fem T ENES BRI &2 = F2FENKE,
& ARG TR 52 0 5 T 00 6 4 A AR L B
B ZHRAEEGMESFLIEZ AT, & I E
B PR IS Iy T A A5 3 T Y e, I KO 18
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W46 5 B el A6 T LT e Al A 08, 2
SRS AU T, PRI (B R Bl AR i TR) LA 52 B
AL B PR T A DG B A DR VAT E A3 T 3 b B i
SIS, a0 R w0 hh 4 G P Bl e TR IS P A 3
o CRIAE & T4 I 2l ) RE % B 4 b S iufe 425 o) 99 41 152
22 AL IR 2 A PR S & . BTk,
br B C &k R T 2 M A A G TR W E 0 30 9 O
2, 9 LA A BOE P4 b0 #8220 S ik T
XS b AT SR AR A RO 55 RS

1 5 ] 5 U LR H IR0 a6 8l J7 58, 531 Y
JTEH & 5 1 & J7 3 ( Singular Vector, SV ; Molteni
and Palmer,1993) F1 %54 [n] & J5 1 ( Bred Vector,BV;
Toth and Kalnay, 1993,1997) ., SV J5 ¥ 0] LI A 45
P [R] P e R B B, (HL 32 2 0 2 498 AR 1
2y, ToIEMERR RS2 PR ORI Sh 1 K R, 2R B
T SV HE B ARG R E AR T &
4k 26 1 & L %) 46 3 3h ( Conditional Nonlinear
Optimal Perturbations, CNOP;Mu et al.,2003) , F &
ot aa B T B KRS Pk B, $E i T 1E 32 CNOPs
i 4 & T4l 00 46 41 30 7 4k J5 ¥ (Duan and Huo,
2016 ;Huo and Duan,2019;Huo et al.,2019) ,



WBHI R \\DzIINEVE 2022 45 KR S I.PS 2 Mo SR il Wi 2022 45 9 5 30

Bk, 4 5 RUE A BURTE I JE 23 34

BV Jiik L sh &t ok A T BB, 5 8 b
PAVERCF, BTS04 i R B R R T Bl A7 T O
PE, JCHIE HE 8L 5/ R X sk, J5 W5 XS BV Jiik7E
ZHE S T 25 (0] BEAT R, S M T S A IE S K
RS Ir ik, BAEZ M/ & Lyapunov fi] & ( Non-
linear Local Lyapunov Vector, NLLV ) J5 % ( Feng et
al.,2014,2016) .

B B3k SV BV J7igsh, ik £ 4 & Kalman J§ i
(Ensemble Klaman Filter, EnKF; Evensen, 1994 )  ££
475 #fe Kalman J& ) 5% ( Ensemble Transform Kalman
Filter, ETKF; Bishop et al.,2001) , H & A i #1585
H AR & B0 T T 0% 22 B PR O 25 REL I, R ) 4
A VLI Bk, ) [) A 300k X T4 Bl O 2 4 B AT
BB A BN A A, S BRSO3 MR 22 O 22 i Ak i
X T7 1 AL AT DA GEORL [R] A6 20 SR Tm) 25 4T
H AR5 AT AR L 3 52 W w0 4 53 A 68 8 7 5 1
PR A5 3] 177 )32 9 I ARG Y K o

XSRSl 75 1k B4 AR R E B R
ARG, HI W Z T & KAES Bk b, 3T
B MR IR G5 1 , A 7 3 52 R i e 3 5 1 55 39 01
=5, Bk i G P 3 (B ke ) 4R 46 ) o Chan and
Li(2005) % 3, [l ke R RAS ], BV 5 i [] i
A U 3 5 s E AR Bl I 1Y £ U AR B S TR RIUCR
BT R A R 85 3 P gy i) 1Y 25 R B 4F . Tan and
Liang (2012) £ F GRAPES_TCM # =&, % i BV J5
L3 G KR i e S MRS S AT A B
HERERW], 20 BY (3 )R 45 4R 00 ) 52 B
WA TR Y B0 S8 2, £ Bl vh ™ A 3l B0 R B
Magnusson et al. (2008 ) {#i i ECMWF ( TL2551.40)
MG B X L4 1 SV Ml BY U5k, kK BLAE #4
il H X BV J7 IE Mg 4F T SV, i A S DU A Bz o

Hamill et al. (2011) 3% A 35 [ B 28 FF 55 T 4R
.> ( National Centers for Environmental Prediction,
NCEP) i & 70 #F % (T, Lo, ) 5 Bk R 4, Al
EnKF J5 1544 1 0] 4R Y0 3l 5, e B X & X% 4
8 T8 41 52 X5 5 WU Hh B R A< 3R PO ((European
Centre for Medium-Range Weather Forecasts, ECM-
WEF) 124 i Ui W1 70 JE 3 19 $2 5 L S EnKF 403 J5
ER IR AR T & KSR KT, Munsell et al.
(2015) F| i WRF-EnKF X} & X Nadine (2012) 3k 47
PR AR 25 R ERBT, S d WY 5 KT I kA o
i, 60 4R G AL DL A 50 A RE 8 ME T T X B
JRUH) R 1 g 1o, T G A% 100 A4S 8053 v 5 KU A A ol
Ro BPMKREFE(2015a) W52 KRB, ETKF J5 ik %L BV

JiE XS B K TRRLT Y i A A ok R R R

KT CNOP J7 78 & K Hi 4 o #4941, Huo and
Duan (2019) 7F Lorenz-96 %= 3L sl |-, & ¥ IE =8
CNOPs ‘gt i 9] 1R Pt 2l % 5 XU Matsa (2005 ) f#% 42 il
E L F CNOP+SVs, AL F SVs, Lok, A 2
B 7 ,Huo et al.(2019) i3t — & B, 7E MMS5 #id |5
B WA - 2 45 R L B, 1IE2Z CNOPs %) & X%
BH R TS5 BV SV FIBE LI 3 05 A L, 1
BB, I H IF 3¢ CNOPs Xf i (4 48 4 41 5
HAT B KIS A B W08 DL R B o 8 00 B - T 4R 1
ZERFR o F VXTHT JLFE FH A WIE 30 A BT %
L HAE & XA Tl i v .
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B=0.3x9J - kg™') (3] B Huo et al.(2019))

Fig.2 Time-dependent spread of the ensemble forecast
members ( dashed lines ) and time-dependent
forecast errors of the ensemble-mean forecasts
(' solid lines ), initial perturbation energy norm
B=0.3x9 1] - kg™' (image courtesy of Huo et al.,
2019)
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Table 1

Comparison of several initial perturbation methods and their application in the typhoon ensemble forecast

WIHEIL B 7 ik s

(735 15 & WUBITR A Rz T

By AL 5 ) 4y B 5 4 5 05 T R

K BB (BY)
PRLAC s WA T2 1 5

HA B i B A B T 2 R

Chan and Li(2005) ;
Tan and Liang(2012) ;
Thanh et al.(2016)

QRS ERY R S e A
I s SR B IR B UL A

Magnusson et al. (2008) ;
Yamaguchi et al.(2009) ;

THE R K5 R R AR I 0 5 Ik
A0 A X

F S il ik (SV) PIVEE 0 4 o0 B 1R 22 09 O B 0 K

i

FEEARIT, 5 i O 7 B A
P X

IE A AR Lkt EA W Bg Rl A sl gy 2 O
AL b sh 8T AR AR R W, P B3 KE AR 52

(IEZZ CNOPs) B 5 B 5 2 1 19 R 22 00 I R AT R0

4 4 Kalman

8 3% (EnKF)

T A 2 8 — 1% 5 3 3l S0 o 3t AR
8 B4 23 T 2 22 B T R AE

A5 0T WL 0% 1 53 A6 %4 0
W 0 B 05 I 5 08 9 % ) OE
5 5 T3

E 4 7% it Kalman

18 (ETKF)

ey JEE A S A UL I P Oy 2 A I 2
6 Al T i1 o 0 1

Yamaguchi and Majumdar(2010) ;
Majumdar and Finocchio(2010) ;
Huo et al.(2019)

Mu et al.(2009) ;
Zhou and Mu(2011;2012a,b) ;
Qin and Mu(2011a) ;
Huo and Duan(2019)

Hamill et al. (2011) ;
Munsell et al.(2015) ;
Liu et al.(2018) ;
Minamide and Zhang(2018) ;
Nystrom and Zhang(2019)

B3l Iy 2 T SCR W 5 4 3 BE AL
HRRHEE K THSERZE

Qin and Mu(2011b) ;
B KA (2015a)

FRAH G 1 BE AL 32 22 , BV BE BL 2 Hotk 0 ) 48 3 05 %
( Stochastic Perturbed Parameterization Tendencies,
SPPT-98) . 4R W], SPPT-98 REME 76 4 & Fl it &
5 v A A S R R A R K AR R AR T
WAL I5 ., 2009 4 9 H ECMWF XFi% 7 gk i 7 T
KA& 1T (Palmer et al.,2009) , 2010 4E 11 H gt—#
BT, T ER R AT T B — 23 (] - 3 B AL A 2 A i A
KA B S B A e, i Ak SPPT3,

BT EiR S HUE T BEPLIR 2, 8 T B ALK
Sl RESR BB , BI U A% ROBE RE B 19 T ROEE A% 86
Je B R 22 1Y T BOR U . Y AT X% 1] R R T B
HL3h fig #b £ J7 %€ ( Stochastic Kinetic Energy Back-
scatter, SKEB) , Jfj LA RAE 5 RUEEAH H.AE HIAHER & 1Y
A AN 2 P X Fof AN A R P A B S8 R o LAY
T, (ELAR ME 75 A0 00T B (i 5 b AR B O . SKEB
HoAR f 2 Berner et al. (2009 ) 3% 77 2K 163 1540 8L AR
S M B — iR R A S 1 Y BE BIL R R O s, TR
254 2 RS2 Bl oy 0 B e AR A AT RBE 11 2 g
fit, 2010 4 11 A ECMWF ¥ SPPT3 J7% 5 SKEB
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T & — ' T4 4 Bkl 55 & 48 (SPPT3-SKEB) ,
T3k , Leutbecher et al. (2017 ) 3 F ECMWF ) 45 Tl
ARG, £ XF 200 hPa £ [a] K43 51 %k A6 2 3K & #4
HI %38 H [X iy SPPT . SKEB Fil SPPT+SKEB = fifi {6
KB Iy AT R, Qs 3 s, AR & B HIUEE
£ AT R 2 K E S H R
( Continuous Ranked Probability Score, CRPS) K &,
SPPT fif T- SKEB ; SPPT +SKEB %; SPPT # & /4 ]
o BAYRGE, SPPT 2 B4 [ br b FH f )iz Ik
A e S WU I s Tk —

ERilif s TG R Y E AP A7/ BHE 2 S E W E S
(Multiple Physics, MP) L) & [ #HL 2 53 sh 7 &
( Stochastically Perturbed Parameterization, SPP ),
MP T B ik 20 45 4% A i Q) B # 2 5 T %
S IF R 424 T4k ( Houtekamer et al., 1996) , SPP M|
S 3 3 BE AL B 7 12 0 B 2 B0k AT 1 3l (Olli-
naho et al.,2016) ., 4b, T E % FH BB A 2010 4
MELIE F 45 CNOP Jy 4 ) 258 ] 780 5 Bk
72 5| 2 A TR 45 SR AN A i R B BF 5T (8 R O CNOP-
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< 3 SPPT .SKEB #il SPPT+SKEB = F #5504 2y 77 28 # A AL 2 3R B #4787 (a) A (b) 200 hPa & ] KUK 4R 5 B
BRRE LA (o) (d) 2, H O SR A5 73 RMSE R 35 (e) (£) Jy CRPS 343 (Il I [H] Sy 2014 4F 12 7 —2015
11 H 20 M ES B R) (5] B Leutbecher et al.(2017) )
Fig.3 Impact of SPPT,SKEB and SPPT+SKEB on 200 hPa zonal wind (m - s™') relative to an experiment with only

initial perturbations (IP only).Ensemble STDEV of (a) north extratropics,and (b) tropics;(c) and (d) are

the ensemble mean RMS error; (e) and (f) are CRPS (based on 46 cases from December 2014 to November

2015, with 20 members.The bars show 95% confidence intervals based on a paired r-test) (image courtesy of

Leutbecher et al.,2017)

P;Mu et al.,2010) ,

KT 3 J7 kA B KA Bl i 5
F IR PRELAE (2007) M 1 — A& A WIHE FI B A
1 7€ P A 4 5 B 2 GE R AR 4L & KU Danny (1997) 1)
BEAR 5 XU R G, He b W AN B € M A W) 23 A
AR BN Ml A A S R RSB Ty
Z(MP) R4 3k . BIF5E R W], WIE A 5 E M 250
ey 452 AR 23 AR 12 h, 7S A B 5 1 A A T A

U FErb . Li et al. (2019) #5221 5 KA 5 [ 1k
Tl 55 & g8 b i ok A R 4 B B (= )
B E R i T ) SRS T
ZoR I/ MER IR ZE , Yuan et al. (2022) % F§ CNOP-P
X} WRF #i:0 s WSM6 fll YSU S HHE1T sl 45
RBH, HEGNRE J 2 W) B S8 T B S 4

FHLE , t CNOP-P A 5 ) 2 54 3l % A~ & XA 151
(Rammasun F1 Linfa) {4 55 3 #1 i 42 4 & WUk £ 75
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e o BRI B3 7 5 AT LB 2 38
S PR AR GE R B HIORE [A) ) 2 g 4 5 AR 005,
IH A A A1 U351 7 32 i R N s O 52 )

IR ENIN Tz ER . A9 T s sh
J7 ik E B R HEAE B R i
(£2).

R2 IMEREA RS AERBEREEERNES TR P H A

Table 2 Comparison of several model perturbation methods and their application in the typhoon ensemble forecast

e = Bl Oy 12 W= B (E & T v 1
TR KL 45 (2007) ;
T EIRARE ST S S8
ZPMBYAL  OPEFEERNC R R T Johnson et al.(2011) ;
T K - B 2Z RH G PEAR K, A RE e st 3l 7 4y 3
75 % (MP) T B B i 3 R AR A Duda and Huo(2016) ;
" Li et al.(2019)
Charron et al.(2010) ;
G B AT 3 R A e 7 5 Bouttier et al.(2012) ;
BRI 0 TR S .
RS HOLB R R RS R g R e TS Berner et al. (2015) ;
B . N i B T AR 5 AT ) B0 AR A g :
i3l 7 % (SPPT) W 22 P 5 PR IE 25 1 B Ao R 2 () ) S A ) Christensen et al.(2015) ;
SR TR] , A BE 7 25 T (0 191 14 350 .
#®H%(2016);
Lupo et al.(2020)
Berner et al.(2009,2011) ;
Fiéi AL 3 Al #b3 BB SFAE , SRAMSESCAE 20 R dme /N RUBE o 40 W SR A A5 BT v 7= AR B R BE B/ Judt et al.(2016) ;
J5' 7% (SKEB) 35T 119 e Sk FE 1K JEUAS AR A58 Leutbecher et al. (2017) ;
k4§ (2019)
FE AL 2 B 3h RS RS RS R P SHAER SECRNBH SRR A E0HE AR )
. X T Ollinaho et al.(2016)
J5 % (SPP) B A SR 1A T o WK R S R R A
MR AR X 2 0% 22 51 R 1) il 4l A
P " RN

ARt BA B 4 B

T E T, AN RE 5 18 O A e AR 5 22 5

Yuan et al.(2022)

Z ¥ 3 (CNOP-P)

A F) TR AN W E A

EAFSRIERR = 4Rk, SR B W E A 3 Rk
KIS AN P A e Bt T & KU AR TR £ 35 19
WS o SR, X T B KU JEE AR A S I A
F X T G MR RS A% Sl T R B A Lk
AR A O . B BB A PR T IE A IR T
RO i W, T 52 1 6 J3E 4R 3 T 4fR 4 173 i 2K R BE X
XL 2R Gt M e TR A il V0 I LB B R
AR WA /N R B2 AR LA e 2 18 T % i B A
R 28 PR KRR ) CNOP-P J5 545 .

2 ARESEMELERK

TR BR TASCER 1 W h A n kT
B M 3 P 3 R R AT B AR, 38 T LA FE A
FREA R 5 R 2 A48 2R A ] Y 41 25
AR B R AT 20 4 S IR Ak B R b
K4E,2013) , Weigel et al. (2009) 35 H , 24
o 1 3 AR SR S A E L 4R T AR B RO LA
UEESTEGHETE T
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TE 2 Hy T 2245 AR I I 1) b R O A S 4ROk
KT 285 AR BT vk 1 B 5 R Ok 2
( Zhang et al., 2015b; & Pp & &, 2015b ),
Krishnamurti et al. (1999) B #& HEBR £ & R T
2, B 22 e 4k 1A Oy kA B 4 A
PR RS AT B AR . T ETERE K
Z 7T PR A O T D ORI RC B E H

G RE G HR . Fl, Vijaya et al. (2003 ) ¥ Kk
e SR E HEE T H A 6 Al 558 2 S 4G
YE A DL, 45 58 BUE R B0 X 1998—2000 4 K
e B KUY AR S R B R AT AR G B, A5 AR,
X RN AL B G 45 R W 4 T A5 B — TR 45
R Wb TR R SR E RSP AR,
Yamaguchi et al. (2012) F] f £l & &0 = F & X
T Sl Bk b AR A B 6 2 ot 85 6 TR A —
B TR AT LU A, K B 2 vhols 4R 5 TR b e AL 1Y)
PARE TR R R B 4F . Krishnamurti et al. (2011) &}
X} 2004 4 & KBFSE A B, 6 AR AN S8 R 9 4
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S

B IREOR He L i R g AR B g T 15%,
SRS AR B T 1% o JE SRR R (2012) fifE
F Z BN BR w22 46 & F- 210578 A 80 1
B XEER B AR %% 5, Melhauser et al. (2017) X} &
A Sandy (2012) 1 Edouard (2014) #F47 T £ #i L 4
G Widk , 7 5 MP SPPT  SKEB # R 4 3 Jy 58 )
ARG RAR LA, R B i If KK T 48 h, £
15 A B AE & R A2 i B A ABE 38 T4t b A TR
— R

(AR VE R, 7E S BRIl v, A 2 B L AN
REARGT i R W RS BSOS, FLlR 220K . X 2B g
RER BN X G B — € B HE s
FEARAE & PR B R e M. F XX — R, Qi et
al.(2014) a4 iy 1 — Pl o Pk ik 5 & L 5L PE b A
ST [ A2 1 22 eRER Y O ok AR AR R T Y AR T
it ZITIEXN RAETER — B BE N & KT T Pk, 5
R iR 22 BRI AR AS | DT 32 g 8 A B2 B RE A Y T 4
Zhang and Yu(2017) R HIZR IR HEAAR & T E X &
AT A Ja AL B, 589 5 (2019) 2k T NCEP EC-
MWF | H A S E S5 6 LTRSS Froll
55 Wl e R W 2R TR Oy 2, 5 X B XU
PR BOR LT H.— ECMWEF 5,

ILK ,Feng et al. (2020) M — >4 37 1 41 £

60°W
2

2 4 6

S, 3 I /N A DR B 7 e 2 R B e 5 U S
TR 7K SF- o 3k il BE T 45 4 R AR A 4R A T B0
( Feature-oriented Mean , FM ) 4 A~ [6] 48 & T 4Rk 37 1Y
FRRVRRAE 8 8 2= B AT B0~ 2 A8 S, BT R R Y
SE14, Zhang et al. (2021) gk—#¥ FM J5 6 T+
B XA T, % 08 T &5 5 R & XA
B WK 4 FroR, X 2017 42 9 7 17 H & K
Maria 155 5 KRE G VB4R 73 Hr R B, FM J5 25 i
TN TR A R ] & XU AL i 22, A AR G
BHOF- 4 )5 1 (Arithmetic Mean,AM) (|8 4a.b) , &
JRUAER 2 0 P 22 1 e i 4 4 1) 0 52 (&1 de o d) , S50
DRS00 o Z IR BT iR T TR A & X
1 i 22 3 Y B KR &~ 1 10 o B P RS A
iy ) R, e — AV R R A [ N SR A B XU R AR 5
JERIE ) AR B 4 5 2 3SR TT I

3 ETEHEAREBEETMHRELZNE

K& & Fi & f&

1992 4£ \NCEP il ECMWF 4 5il # 37 4 BR %
WS T ARG, I AN 55817 I H Bl %5 5 P
R B WA R LA S ) B R Bl B R 1 A I8 ke, H i
EIHRERGUIMAGC B2 & NHRkEE T, H &
AN D) 5 KUY SR K AT A7 7E 22 57 o

P !\\
\\\!}{‘fl

N N —— T

8 10 12 14 16 18 20

& 4 &K Maria f2 4k (LL40) MI%E 5 KMy AM 1R TEY (FEZ) F 10 m K (E A ) B4k (a) ,500 hPa X%
(#i3k) F1 500 hPa X3# (B 64) FildRk (b) ; (c.d) 5 (a.b) KL, HZH FM Hi4f 3% (5] A Zhang et al.(2021) )

Fig.4 The track consensus forecast (red lines) overlain on the 5 d AM fields of (a) the SLP (black contours) and 10 m wind

amplitude ( shaded part) and (b) the 500 hPa wind vectors ( black arrows) and amplitude (shaded) of Typhoon Maria;

(c,d) same as for parts (a,b) ,respectively,but for the FM forecast (image courtesy of Zhang et al.,2021)
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202247 H H545% 5

T 55 5 Pl 1Y & e EROOR T SR AT LA M
EAEAS T2 NS CR ., HRICHE T 2108
WAE G Wik R 40, IF H S T & KUY % 45 5
JESE R IR R,

3.1 XEERRERBERPLEETRES

WIE R 3 FIASE AR 3l A 5 25 1 SG T A % A
[] , SEC B AL AN AR (], (L b 07 125 44 © 7Rl 55 T4l &
Gerp Tz N IR IO TARGF I SR . TEWIME R BN 7
I, NCEP #9 4= ¥k % & 1l ik & 4 ( Global Ensemble
Forecast System , GEFS) £ i ff BV J5 i A il w) (H
& 455 (Toth and Kalnay, 1997) . 20 it 42 9] & ¥
SR O B RO AR S B R (ETR) (Wei et
al.,2006,2008) . H i W F & b b2 W AT 1
EnKF J5 ¥ (Zhou et al.,2017), LHEE 6 31
A ELEE 1A R A 30 AN AR A FiLd . L b g
B G )06 7 ok B IR B = 4E AR 4r -4 A HUE [ AL
( Hybrid three-dimensional variational-ensemble data
assimilation ; Feng and Wang,2019) , £ & i 7 #) 4)
B3k A T1E 3 19 EnKF( Ensemble Kalman Filter)
{HA5 7 = ) &, R 44 NCEP-GEFS fY ik & IR 15 7
EE R, R T g & R W] G 454, NCEP KL7E 2004
AEEUAE T 1R e E 3 R ( vortex relocation tech-
nique) . BISeHF & MNIREE 3 3 B R B ik 47
Yool , SR 5 IR ST , IF 8 & KO A7 & #5417
HOHUE AL, TR B I & 1) & XA G HIIG L. %
Fe AR 1S NCEP 5 XU 42 T 4 & 1805 B 0 /), i
RF 5 B B 32 & (Liu et al. ,2006)

TR 3h 77 1, NCEP-GEFS T 2010 4F fix B
% FH Bl AL 410 ) 6 85 )7 &2 ( Stochastic total tendency
perturbation, STTP) SR ¥ N & B E ., Z )G, 18
2015 4F¥ H B #e ly SPPT SKEB Filf7 &2 1 7 )2 K%
BEPLHL 3 J5 %8 (SHUM) o 5 2 U B 1 5, STTP Al
SPPT A[RJ AT STTP ¢ 5y & M (s 1M AF $E 3l m] 22 1)
AR FR A3 1al , LA KR ] — 2R 90 E S8 A 2 & i A 4R
BRI S . B ET K4y B 34 km, 3
H 64 2,8 6 h f{it—k, Wdatz Ky 192 h(Zhou et
al.,2017) , H&Kk i W& 3,

_Fi& NCEP-GEFS 43R5 s 3F A & 115X &5 K
Wi o %Xt & X, NCEP @57 | HWRF ( Hurricane
Weather Research And Forecast System ) % i ] J& 43
PeRp X FEFES PR R 5. R TIRG 2
o3 BORHE) AL S8 8 9 46 5 , I EnKF J7 58 88 0 IR
R4, R 592065 NCEP-GEFS R 42 2881, ix HL gl
ANFEEA

720

%3 NCEP-GEFS #X &R
Table 3 Development of the NCEP global ensemble forecast

system
52N I 1] TR

T R R IR A TR RS

1992-12 B
R BV #4385 1) 45 e 3l m 5

BEXT & RS T VTR R 6 e

2004-02
HE AR
NCEP-GEFS ~ 2006-05 & ETR A: il 5 & WUl w7 4 4 3l i
2010-02 i F STTP 1 i 4 4 B 1
%1 EnKF A 9] 464 3, STTP

2015-05

##% SPPT .SKEB fl SHUM

3.2 RRMHEIRSTHRPLESTRES

ECMWF i 4 Bk £ & i it & 4t ( Ensemble
Forecast System ,EPS) 7E ¥ {E 30 )5 i — B % J SV
J7 1% (Molteni et al., 1996) . 2% J& 3| # 7 # X /4 4
2y 38 B W) T A S H D, xF T ARG X
(30°N~30°S) , 4 F & XT3 SV {H, Lok %k
fIE B XN B B2 B A0 X3 ) 43 B 5% 22 5 T 7R FAHT S
X, ECMWF £ xf ®g . dt 2 2k 73 5%l i1 55 SV {H
( Yamaguchi and Majumdar,2010) , 74 28 80
i ,ECMWF F- 1998 4£ % | SPPT-98 %[ il %% 1k
b AR A BB 7 2R 4T 4 9 (Buizza et al., 1999)
2009 4£ 9 H ECMWF X} SPPT-98 #17 1T ®| K&iT
(Palmer et al.,2009) ., 2010 4% & 17 )5 i SPPT3
Ji % & SKEB J5 % [ it F F & 4t f (SPPT3-SKEB)
( Leutbecher et al., 2017 ), £ i, Ollinaho et al.
(2016) B 5% & B, SPPT X 34 fin 15 #0425y
A I BT MR I X T SKEB, i SKEB 9/ Hl i3t T
Hi, Wik, ECMWF T 2018 4= 6 H HtiH | SKEB
5% AT D 1 45 Wl R GEI 2. 5% 1 1R
A, 2017 4, ECMWF X jim A T ¥ 1) SPP J5 %
(Ollinaho et al.,2016) , BAK KL B FEILFE 4,

i1 T ECMWF-EPS 1t #4H7 #h [X 44 38 8 3 i i
IPEF X & KU TR SV {8, IF % 18 1 R4 $4 5 72
1M fdi 75 ECMWF 1& 3 4t 5 KU 2R JE % 4. A
2004 4F 10 H i ,ECMWF ¥ &5 XUEE & Fil 4l ™ 5 A1 o
R 557 i B — B, IO AR X AN R AT . oA
e K7 k& K ZE & %R 4% (https://www.
ecmwf. int/en/forecasts/charts/tcyclone/), H Ty,
ECMWF-EPS ££ & Hil 4t % #L K ¥ 70 BE Ry 18 km,
I H J7 4t 91 2, ECMWEF-EPS £ & i 51 3t 51
AN ALEE 1A 1 R 51 AT S0 AN 4 TR B
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[ 2021 4£ 5 H 11 Hie, ECMWE-EPS 1) & X4 &
TR ™ dh A JEUK 9 B H OB TR (00 B 12 i 5 i
FLiE, R BRI Oy 240 h gy SEAL E BT T M
U (06 I (18 ) , Wi 24 144 ho

KB, A 5 XUEE A TR A 78 1 R 25 5A 25 R
600 - )
,” \\ //
500} 4 b o
7 \ Ve
400

x4 ECMWF &£&5HHLRITRE
Table 4 Development of the ECMWF global ensemble forecast

[LF-" i fe] T

199212 ST AR ESTUIRAS;

FIH SV 4 3 )l 48 30 g A
1998-10 3% B SPPT-98 41 30# 5h )7 &
2004-10 Xt KA G KA Bl

%t SPPT-98 J5 % it 1
ECMWEF 2009-09
TR A& T (revised-SPPT)
010411 SPPT3 % SKEB J5 % —i& f T48
) 4 TRl % & 55 (SPPT3-SKEB)

2017-04 KT B SPP Sk B ) &
2018-06 15 F SKEB #4854

ULAE R A KR 2% & % ECMWE [ & KU 5
i ¢ G f1 # 17 PP fii. Majumdar and Finocchio
(2010) PFAh 7 ECMWEF ) 2008 4 75 ¥ A1 78 4b K
FHEB RS d G WHRSCR . 45 R L W], ECMWF
X R PG VE £ R 6 A7 A0 238 T i AE 5 47, 1 % 79 46 K
T A R AR 2 B AN WG ¥ . Zhang and Yu
(2017) 43 5] %} NCEP-GEFS Il ECMWF-EPS (i
2014—2015 4 (8] P4 Jb K- 7 A R i 6 R R 4R
PSR BEATR R . S5 R B, AR F , ECMWE-
EPS & XU A2 18 22 B/ A8 6 B ORE B K, HL Al 1%
2B (& S) .
3.3 BHEASKRFTEEWHRES

H & X 4 JT ( Japan Meteorological Agency,
IMA) BT ENILFEGHMAS, —E2#RHt—
JEBE SR TR 1) 4 A 4R &R 4t (Weekly Ensemble
Prediction System , WEPS) , 5 —E B & 14 X & X
M % 4 Wi & 4t ( Typhoon Ensemble Prediction
System, TEPS ) . JMA-TEPS % i 2007 4 5—12
H B 55 2 47 FPFAl J5 , T 2008 48 2 HIE Xk
51k ( Yamaguchi et al.,2009) , 5 ECMWF 241,
IMA-TEPS W2 F| ] SV ik & M. A~
[F] (%) /& , TEPS 75 & > $4af 1 X (30°N ~ 20°S ) i+ 5%
1% SV, it ek 30°N LIkt 5+ SV, B8
K1 SPPT Jr %8, 73 4h, TEPS W lh &>k A T 3
R (e B RS, TEPS # Kis4r 4 I, Ml
I 4y BF %0 53 531] 2k 00 fif 06 Fif 12 Ff AT 18 i, i

{1 B IR 2ZE/Kkm
(o8]
<3
S
T

200
44_17 3?_%5 321 2;7 ZQIECMWF—EPS
e o e o e NCEP-GEFS

".\‘I
100 -
’ * * » * EPS-CON

1 *
P 24 48 72 96 120 h

00 200 300 400 500 600
S G B HUE /km

5 2014—2015 4£ ECMWF-EPS,NCEP-GEFS K —#
BB 2 AR 1 2 00 T G DR 5 A R 9 S KUY B AR
BidkiRZ (5] B Zhang and Yu, (2017))

Fig.5 The ensemble spread and position error for

ECMWEF-EPS, NCEP-GEFS, and their grand en-

semble (EPS-CON) over the western North Pacific

and South China Sea from 2014 to 2015 ( image

courtesy of Zhang and Yu,2017)

e &LA 132 b HAETHA 26 LG R, KT
PRy 40 km, HEH 60 2, HET, H A KA Bk
Pisk T F e, JF H KRIRFF A R R AR
B, B B g IR E 7R QT RS AR S T
2 S e Y [) 1, 4o W — 2B i sk 5 TMA 72 250 13
(£ 5 NI {1 R
3.4 PESKZBBETIRPLESTRES

7 [E K 4 5 ( China Meteorological Administra-
tion, CMA ) 28 3 - ZAF XA R 77 R 1 L 3 S IR
( EhAKRSE, 2008 ; 2= ¥ 45 55, 2020) , 32 i 57 1 2k
F B EH & ) GRAPES ( Global and Regional Assim-
ilation and Prediction System ) 4> Bk i 4% #5 = (19 ¥ £
PERERER R, IF7E 3l B & e T UL SV £ 5
BlJ7 % 8 10 1Y X AR 5 TR &R 48 (CMA-REPS)
ARG Wil RS (CMA-GEPS ) . £ 5 451 T
CMA 445 Tl 22 48 1Y 1] 22 & Ji& i & ( Zhang et al.,
2015a) , o T HAF bR 5 X0, 2018 4E 12 J] CMA-
GEPS v1. 0 X %] B4t 2l >R F #viy e &7 e 1] 5 41 3
7 (TC-SVs) . 2019 4E 9 /1 ,CMA-REPS v3. 0 4 Jji
THENmEEE MR AR, BHET, CMA_E G i E
SB 55 A, B AR P (00 F AT 12 1) o S5
AR 7 AL B MR A R TR B R AR L
T8 K 5 Wit 6 i e ] B H O e AR AU Hs 8 il I 1] K
e R R
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Table 5 Development of the CMA regional and global ensemble prediction system

[ P i) FE kR
2005 4F R BY 751k 7 200 {8 2 9 5 R X AR & TR & 45 (CMA-REPS)
2008 4 kil ETKF J5 i gty 2 3R AR 4 Tl R 4t (CMA-GEPS)
2014 4 8 CMA-REPS v1. 0\l %1k, W1 {E 54 R ETKF, #RXHsh WL PHMuas ADRESHRL RS 4 4
MEXWSEATT ) KTF5r B 10 km, L5 15 A4
CMA-REPS v2. 0 J 41 {8 8h H AR by 22 ROBE TR & WIE Ve 8 75 1 (MSB) - /N RUEEWIHE P 3h ok B X 84 & Wil
CMA 2015 4¢ 19 ETKF; KRBk A T639 ) BV, #xH 4l Z Y3B 4l & & SPPT i A4k 86>k B T639-GEPS, 4k
HHLR 15 A4
2018 4 12 J] CMA-GEPS v1.0 £ 3REA R R LB 53817 . WA SV B\ 3h SKEB Fil SPPT 7%, K4
BrA 50 km, FEH 60 2, A MR 314
2019 4F 9 J CMA-REPS v3. 0 ¥I{H 4 80 £ Ry ETKF, B4 50 oy 81— 9 3830 72 + SPPT, M 34 #4185 1 CMA-GEPS,
K4 HEE 10 km, T2 50 2 A MG 15 4
2019 4 12 A CMA-GEPS v1.0 f1 CMA-REPS v3. 0 S8 — & {LiE 17

3.5 THRAGEEBFSEARMENESTIRES

J M BT PR G 5 T T X 5 GRAPES A6
S T 5 R B4R ) R 9 5 XU X (Tropical Re-
gional Assimilation Model for the South China Sea,
TRAMS) (Yu et al.,2013) , FZ BB Z IR EN: 0
RN — DR T 6 Kb REZE A B &R 5
(TREPS) , T 2018 &E4% Ak 55 1liz 17, xR G Mk
4 60 h, KPR 9 km, T 1755 J= o LA EAIN
B3N AL4R 1 AR R A 30 MRS Tl . WIME
Pesh & Al ECMWFE K RUBE 3l J1 B RO 4 3 45 JF
GRAPES /)N RUEE B ALK 2l /4 5 v , 45 X 07 1o D =R )
MP FI SPPT Wi fh 77 % % JE R AN B E 1 . Zhang
(2018) £t X} 2014—2016 425l & [ 5 XUIT e it it ik
%o Z5HRW], TREPS X T 65 U5 B2 HE 2 UE IiE [ 7K
FIXI A 24 B 2 4L T ECMWE J TREPS #fj i £ il
{12 ; TREPS M % #i 4ft #H Lt ECMWE [ {15 #5477 55 )X
PRI 4. 2020 4 %1, #4 4 B 1 %) TREPS JIr J 4
TRAMS B HE AT RAS TH 2, AR AV B 2 % K
AEEJZ A 2020 4F 3 8 T G RRAS 1E X Ay 44
iy TRAMS-EPS Jf-3E A 55185517 .

3.6 tBAERMEMAREARUTRRES

i b 5 XF5E BIr T R 1 6 R & TR AR T4 &
4i ( Typhoon Ensemble Data Assimilation and Predic-
tion System, TEDAPS) DL4E &5 [F]fb 45 I 4 45 Tl 4R
B [E4EEB 4 Lh GSI( Gridpoint Statistical Interpo-
lation ) 2y J&Ailf , i i:F 3DVAR-EnKF i & 5% K} [F] 4k 75

722

251 ABE B (flow-dependent) )4 & 15 5 iR 2 15
BE A w & Kok e, TR & 9E % 5 R
TEDAPS £ & il fik ¥ {6 $8 31 ok B GEFS ¥ i 37 i
A R T 28 RS B &
(MP) . RGEMA 21 DEF KO, A 1 A4
R 20 P E G TR -

TEDAPS % % Wi ft =X, 5 WRF-ARW , 7K 3F- 43
B 27 B, R H 2 B 36 )2, B e B R
(105°~160°E,0°~50°N) , % H iz 17 & (00 B A
12 1) 24 72 h G KUEAR R B KK R K A £
FiAE 5 MR Tl 4l 7 i o TEDAPS F 2016 4 il 55
547 ,2020 4558 o B K ROl 55 AL B E A2
ME—ZMeEIL) HNENESTHHRAS. Liet
al.(2019) 55 & W1, #H Lk 2 Bk 4 & Tl iz, TEDAPS
P A2 Wil K F- 5 NCEP-GEFS A %41 2 T+ ECMWF-
EPS , 5% i T 1k RE WAL T3 WA~ S5 T4l R ¢ -

RS TR RGNS BN LR 6, AT LA
BN E T R G B AR 3y i R By ik
DL Ry A A A TR] o 3 2 22 R o S B A 15 X
XF Al — & KU 4R 25 R AN ] (HAE (K st H
)z A B AR 0 E N A AR AT X 2R
M RGN & B IS, 2 8 DL = 2 5
() R AR A AT DL R A% B 42 75 5 XU 4 KT o

4 BHEERE

o T 6 KU AR R R i R i) B 2 28, X HE T
MEBEAR K o B —iff 2 PR TR AN BE 2 AL 4 5 AT
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Table 6 Introduction to the global and regional typhoon ensemble prediction systems

e » - L4 ) B
(52 WIE B 3h % [/ RIS S HER - SUEF LR/ - N
JR A AR I 2/ h
7K 34 km, 00 K} .06 B .
NCEP-GEFS EnKF SPPT .SKEB ,SHUM 31 192
T H 64 )2 12 B} (18 B
JKF- 18 km, 00 A .06 B .
ECMWE-EPS Y SPPT ,SPP 51 240 144
EH IR 12 B} 18 B}
K 40 km, 00 i .06 [ |
IJMA-TEPS SV SPPT 26 132
TEH 60 2 12 A 18 1
7K 10 km
CMA-REPS ETKF g  SPPT 15 00 B (12 B 84
TEH 50 2
K 50 km,
CMA-GEPS SV SPPT .SKEB ) 31 00 Af .12 B 120
T 60 2
ECMWF kR B3 . K9 km, 00 Af .06 B .
TRAMS-EPS SPPT .MP 31 60
GRAPES /MR FEHL 5 M HE 55 )2 12 [F 18 1
NCEP-GEFS 3 K 27 km,
TEDAPS N MP 21 00 B (12 B 72
R R B 3h T 36 2

A AN B E P, FL A AR R R o T S A
RE A AR e i S e i A 0 15 XTI 19 A At 1
[ B ] LA H S0 A ME 5 o0 A, 3R 406 TR R B R
A B b . BRI, B XA TR R B2 5
TR R BN £ HOH Al 55 B P A A Ok
B PR

ASCIEIE T 20 22405k 5 XA & PR A EE T7
5 R R RS2 bl 55 BT [ N SNBSS R . T
BT — B D (I B AR A B HOR B R
A PR G AE FREAR , BAE T AR R IR (E 3 AR
LR G R R GPTR IR S B oA . al A
AHE A ES TR RGN B XA LS PR
F A, I EE X H AR G R T 45 IR 09 R 4 B
(A SV B TH5 i e 8 O FOR 55 ) AR 47 3 7R
TENEG IR . R WL, Rk G KR
T B4 v AT 7 BEAE LA R JLAS 5 T B A

D) mrERETT AL AR . HAT, 326 T A R AY
T BT, 2500k 55 F AL Y B UK 4. 5 T4 B B 0
HAE 20~30 Ao RIEE R AP0 B9 TG 53 25 1,
SULEE T T 50 DMEES BRIK 61 o 10 H., 54 B
O3 AR Y] R AR T R AR . o B A N5 T
RTCTEA R B YA I R 254, 2 B KT
li] 5 73 HE R 7 ) K JE i EE R B o E— B PR it

BLE TS RCR R M R, AT 2 T & KUSE A T4 119
o BRI A, T BRI L FE 2 A0
U Y B KL RS AES 1A AR SE I

2) VRIS RS TR XA 2 R EE, WA
MR E G T RA BRI EH,
L, AL BV . SV 453 J) J5 ik F x5 KA 3 )
WK AR B A HEAT SR AR, i S0 0 1 S B A3 T iR 2
MIGETHRRIE ; T EnKF 58 75 35 J2 %t & R A 1 22
TG F R AR B I B 5 I R I AS 2 o
K PRI Bl 2B R AR R AT 25 A R A A5 25 i i
FEITI o

3) ML sh i, Bl A W R e
2] UGB BT R G, 8 202 1 OKR G, B & U 1Y
R B R4 Jy T B s AT AR T B
HE— 2P W, DL o PR A DS S . A B T
B AT sh B 80 2, AT LA 2 3 ) R0k vk 43 i
2 (Lt CNOP-P) U5 H U S B #1740 80 .

4) FEATRIGAIE LY KR, HiEix %4
TR AT 5 A R0 T B 2 LN TR 25 1 TE Y
T UM i BT RE S IWE . 44 HE
RV AL 38 27 >0 VAR X AR 5 TR W B e A7 )5 b 2
CH ORI T R RE TR S Rk A P K ) —
By
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Typhoon activities and the relevant severe weather lead to disastrous loss of life and property in coastal cities
of China.Numerical prediction of typhoons is the key to typhoon disaster mitigation and prevention.Ensemble pre-
diction is a feasible method to quantify and reduce the uncertainty of numerical weather forecasts.This paper sum-
marizes the research progress of typhoon ensemble forecasting in recent years,including the initial ensemble per-
turbation and the model perturbation schemes and statistical ensemble forecast post-processing techniques.Next,
the developments of the main global and regional ensemble forecast systems worldwide for typhoons, including
the advancements in China, are reviewed.Finally, based on the review, the remaining problems and possible re-

search directions for typhoon ensemble forecasting are proposed and discussed.
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