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Abstract: Operational positioning, track and intensity forecast error of tropical cyclones (TCs) over North-
west Pacific in 2012 are evaluated. The results show that the performance of TC positioning remains the
same as that in the previous years, with an average error by all methods is 23. 4 km. The average track
forecast errors of domestic subjective methods are 94. 3 km (24 h), 168. 2 km (48 h) and 284. 2 km
(72 h). Compared with 2011, the performance of 24 h track forecast made by the National Meteorological
Centre of CMA has made great progress in 2012. The average track forecast errors of global models are
96.8 km (24 h), 177.2 km (48 h), 283.6 km (72 h), 382.3 km (96 h) and 583.6 km (120 h), of which
the performances of some numerical weather prediction (NWP) systems are approaching to the mean level
of subjective forecasts, but the best subjective method still has the positive skill compared with any NWP
method. In addition, through comparing the track errors of advanced NWP models in other countries the
track forecast ability of regional NWPs in China still has a large gap. The average absolute intensity errors

of four typhoon operational centers at 24 h, 48 hand 72 hare 4.11~4.63m s ', 6.10~6.90m * s ' and
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6.84~8. 71 m= s

', respectively. There is always a systematic bias in some objective intensity forecast

methods. These methods have predicted well for the 24 h landfall location of “Haikui”, but not so good for

“Saola”.
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km, 3t 2579 YO #H L g A 2l dE, (HOR G0 2010 4R
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Table 1 TC position errors in 2012 (unit; km)

5 CMA BRIt 5% 3 RERARM T

ElLITE PEAR w2 AN BE
hRRRE 617 14.2 617 14.2
TMA 699 31.1 691 26. 2
JTWC 616 26.6 634 22.8
KMA 560 26.4
e LA 568 19.7 568 19.7
HAT A 696 22.3 742 1.4
iR 2 — 23.4 — 16.9
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Fig. 1

Variation of forecast errors by National Meteorological Centre of CMA

(a) track, (b) intensity

3 TC HeAr WS B PP E

3.1 BEMBRREFE

2012 K ZEA TR ITIE 24~120 h iRk By TC
BARIREFERY T 20, BT RIEEG.IJMA,
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FHLEHEK .24 h BEARTHIRZE R BT EEE,
I 2012 5 2011 4FAH H, 24 h %42 701 412 of A 5 0 2
AT ORI 3 E (2011 484 120, 3 km), kS,
%6 48 h B Wi iR 2230 4 AF okt 2 F B
(K 1a), ENELZEG R ITE 24,48 F1 72 h 1 &
OS24 BE B 5% 22 40 3 o 94. 3 km (1373 ¥R) . 168. 2
km (1120 ) F1 284. 2 km (823 &) . 4 # F 2011
AE BRI TRIR ZEREIR T 5% ~7% . (1R
T AE 7 S A S TR B R A 2012 4R JF
J&T TC FEAREEA TR ™ & 0 )1z N % YD AH ¢ .
EAAEENE, B FIFESERILE a8
AR I A AN TR) , TR 9 TC A BOFFE A B[] Hp g <,
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BEPILEH5PRIALEWHX HHEE ), 3R3
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Table 2 Average errors of subjective track forecast in 2012 (unit: km)

) 24 h 48 h 72 h 96 h 120 h
Zg, TC  FEA  F¥ TC  MA F¥y TC BEA By TC MA Ry TC HA FH
# £ 12 £ b 12 £ ke R 5 H R 78 78 R
449&%%@ 25 508 102.6 24 410 183.6 20 321 280.3 17 246 384.7 15 180  546.0
JTRE 16 251 94.8 15 212 191.1 12 161 321.6
LKTIM 10 58 76.5 8 45 163.7
WL E W 4 107 72.4 | 93 146.9 4 68  223.2
e W 8 67 91. 1 7 54 178.1 5 38 326.7
ICE) 6 26 106.8 5 16 165.8
1575 7 29 116.9 7 20 170.7 4 10 291.0
LR E W 4 9 93.7 3 4 141. 4
=0 15 318 93.9 14 266 172.8 14 225 262.4
JMA 25 512 107.8 24 411 208.3 21 320 317.0
JTWC 25 508 94.9 24 412 168.8 22 324 249.6 17 245  314.5 15 176 443.9
KMA 24 464 117.2 23 374 188.8 20 291 263.7 15 222 352.1 13 165  470.8
JEEEEMR 14 191 226.5 13 133 348.0 13 120 442.3
FHERE 9 85 96. 6 7 58  146.9 6 34 264.4
s T & YU E G A B 0T AN TR B TR B bR & KRR AR SO A — e 1 22 57



5 10 34

W ) B 45 - 2012 4 T B R F 3 P OB TUARORG B2 37 52

1353

1600
= 2010
= 5011
15012
= 1200
]
<
H
o
E 500
s
Y;';_{
5
£ 400 i ég
Wi TRy 5 L
2% 48 7 9 120
T2/ h

Kl 2 2010—2012 4 NCEP-GFS &%
AR R 22 4 A RRAE K
[ 760 P16 1 I o T i) A R RS 358 25 5 = 1 4y
RLHL B 7506 (55— U - 8. B 25 00) A 1K
PR AR R A 5 2 N B30 A R S 15 iy
RSN iR 2 90 % (10 %) 4b ]

The distribution of track forecast errors
for NCEP-GFS from 2010 to 2012

[ The upper and lower limits of the boxes present the

Fig. 2

third (75%) and the first (25%) quartiles of the errors,
the median of errors is denoted by a bar in the box,

the bars out of the boxes present the 90% (upper)

2012) . T639 (4 R4 ,2008) .4 [/ GDAPS(Lee et
al,2011)]24,48.72.,96 1 120 h & [ - 3 # 12 Wi 4
RZ 5 R 96. 8 km (2660 ¥K).177. 2 km (2172
W) .283. 6 km (1696 ¥k ).382. 3 km (935 &) Fl
583.6 km (675 ¥k, o 4 T4 I & 9 7 1 0% 22
/N ) ECMWE-TFS #2849 7y 68. 2,120. 8,
196. 8.301. 2 f1430. 4 km(F 4), NCEP-GFS #
2012 AE R B R IBAL A T BRI (K 2) . 1
24~120 h B IR IR FHREE &+ o0&k
ECMWE-TFSHE =, 43 51 M 72. 4 ,128.1,209. 0,307, 8
446, 3 km, PE—PAERFEA HLER % B, NCEP-
GFS 7F 24,48 F1 72 h Ja] B A % 24V b ECMWF-
IFS K 3.9.10.8 1 17.0 km, i 96 1 120 h [A]AEAS
2% ECMWF-TFS %) 10, 9 1 29. 9 km, 1 4h.
x3 PREKEEEEHEREKA
VB 2 TR E A A B AR

Table 3 Track error homogeneous comparison

between National Meteorological Centre

and provincial observatories

24 h 48 h 72 h
and 10%4 (lower) of the errors] AR EM 5.0(250) 12.5(212)  13.5(16D)
» SN . . . i E W —4.2(58) —3.5(45) /
,ﬁHjT bﬂ]ZIEﬂ E‘J%'@:Tﬁ?&lﬂﬁz&ttﬁc %'ﬁgﬁﬁ Hﬁ{J_HEXF'L 5.4(107) 18.0(93) 12.0(68)
2012 A, b 0L LA RO R YT R U 4% sF vk W —1.1(67) —0.8(54)  —12.8(38)
H°F- B4 B 2 DU 202 B /D T b e R FEER 12306 13,708 /
Y EE 3 Y L —

2012 4F . 2 BR B [NCEP-GFS(NCEP, 2012) , e
ECMWE-IFS(ECMWE, 2011) & [ % C(UKMO., RPN AR AL G WE PR AL A TR REMZ % D W
2012) . H A& %4 (Nakagawa ,2009) , T213(CMA , AR

T4 02 EEXEWHRAZFHBEEFIRE (BN :km)
Table 4 Average errors of objective track forecast in 2012 (unit;: km)
24 h 48 h 72 h 96 h 120 h
g;? TC  FEA FHy TC FEA FHy o TC FEA S FYy TC FEA S EY TC FEA S EH
NCEP-GFS 24 487  72.4 24 394 128.1 21 307 209.0 17 231 307.8 14 167  446.3
ECMWE-IFS 22 215 68.2 20 171 120.8 18 135  196.8 15 101 301.2 12 73 430.4
B [E FU 22 208 103.6 21 170 189.8 16 128 309.4 14 98  404.3 11 64  510.4
H A $ 25 478 96.8 23 385  182.5 21 294 292.7
GRAPES-TCM 20 344 88.0 19 277 208.8 16 216 385.9
CMA-T639 21 218 103.3 19 180  200.7 18 142 322.8 15 108  457.7 13 80  539.3
KMA-GDAPS 25 558  119.0 25 471 207.2 25 377 341.5 25 166 642.4 19 125 976.0
SR 6 30 91.5 4 19 167.5
I INBUE 22 206 90.3 19 158 173.8 16 106 247.2
HALS 24 441  110.6 23 351 213.4 21 273 316.2 16 204 436.7 13 139 530.4
LR 10 44 77.0 7 35 191.2
T TR 5 28 112.9 4 20 196.4
AR 14 291 121.6 12 241 227.7
15 50 42 22 344 73.4 21 276 166.8 16 199 296.5
CMA-T213 25 496 114.4 24 401 211.5 20 313 312.8 16 231 440.4 13 166 600.0
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IFS By 22 BE A K. G i WU 5 i v T 90 R
B 24 h PR 2EAL 77,0 km, T T P4 5 4L B2 )
A8 h PHJIRZEAL 167. 5 km, R AR (F D),
B[] 4 S AR AR L 52 TR X ISR A1 3 R A4 7 i AR AT AE
FEA B A B IR

Bl 3 & 2012 4F 32 00 7 vk A0 M A 5 3 R A A
BAR TR IR 22 L. P AESE PRk %5 Wik . BR(E
AL 2 ) T 45 SR — A L R0 Tk i TR A SR S
6~12 h, G & 3 H P47 BB X B A 1R 22 24900 5
12 h J5 5 F WA & 7 . LLE 24 h” i i
BRI s TR A5 R O EHSE Y 24 h BE AR TR
W2 B R B R A 2 36 h iR, DItk
#He I3 BT, 201 24F , B 485 2 (0 45 42 Bk R0 X 5k

&5 2012 £ ECMWF-IFS X i Z iR Z /N F H At
HEEXNERS BNEERLE (R %)
Table 5 The ratios between which ECMWEF-IFS
track error is smaller than other models account

for total number of homogeneous samples (unit;: %)

24 h 48 h 72 h 96 h 120 h

NCEP-GFS 57.1 55.8 57.7 45.1 47.7
H A fH 66.7 73.2 66. 7 / /
CMA-T213 75.7 75.9 71.2 62. 4 68.3
CMA-T639 70. 7 71.4 66.7 62.5 58.7
B [ $ME 68.3 68. 4 61.4 57.1 51.0
KMA-GDAPS 72.0 80.3 75.6 79.3 83.9
ACCESS-TC 70. 2 68.6 68.6 / /
GRAPES-TCM  71.6 76.3 81.9 / /
i B R 76. 4 83.7 / / /
Ik gE 60. 8 64.1 60. 0 / )
KMA-TWRF 84.1 85.2 81.4 76.3 66.7

TE: F 43 = ECMWE-TFS #5215 26 /N AR 2 g B A% 0/ ) B A 8 40
X100% ., 440 : NCEP-GFS £ 24 h xf i i %0 {8 Jy 57. 1. B %R 24 h
T4l s ECMWE-TFS £ 3 tb NCEP-GFS £ 3 3% 22 /N i £ A 505
57.1%.,

1000 ® &L PR TR R 220 A
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Fig. 3 Non-homogeneous comparison between track
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forecast error of subjective methods in Table 2
and NWP methods (12 h delay) in 2012

(Error bars indicate the distributions of mean track error
of all the NWP or subjective methods, the lines at top
(bottom) of the error bars is the maximum (minimum)
of mean track error All the NWP results are 12 h delay

to the subjective results. For example, the forecast error

for subjective is 24 h, but is 36 h for NWP at
the tick label “24 h”, and so on)

BRSO 485 BT I UCF- 2 3% 4% B OK 7 5 2 W07
L AR BUROKCF TR B — € 228 . FR L
(I ECMWF-IFS #il NCEP-GFS) 4% B} ¥K 1) 3F- 14
AR TR R 22 100 /N T FE W07 06 P 2 B A P R
28 JUHE 72 h W L X P A 5 vk B P 2 B AR TR
WRECE/NT BTk FYRE. W3 —J7
T 5t ] i 2 ) (A S TR K - T 8 4 2 WL 5
5 B F- B UEROK - 5 — 5 1 A dee 10 ) 35 0 D7
LR T B A R 4G
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2012 4E 4L 47 7 4> TC b Fe ., 4 5 2 1206
CRETR TS 1208 HE R R L1209 TR R L 1210% K 4k
1211 287 (1213 J3 £8” LA Je 1214 K FE”, Hop
1209 J L " SE J5 7E 5 V5 16 3 AR 44 0 T 28 0 4
BREPR, HA 6 4 TC RERM—K., &6 MK
WLTR R J7 3 24 h BBl TR IR 225 F 3% 6 MK 7
H L & IR X R TA] TC Bl o5 (9 24 h 4R 2 22 e MK
HAEIJLT K &S sLE Tk, S8 0M K
B 6, R L E . IMAJTWC. KMA X 4 K
F RO 45 Hros 24 b P 35 8 il a5 1R 22 43 1 10305,
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123.3.,143. 3 F1 146. 6km, & T JMA X} 1209 “ 75
P AE B 7 6 3 1 8 Bl ROR BE SR AT 24 h B4Rk i 2L
Sh AR =R IR AT Bk 1 T 8 LA .24 h
il 5 TR i e A CHI RS 7 36 I 14l TC B Rl
BB A TC Sy 5 Bl B LD 10000) B35 3] T
1000 &M BRI LT (R T, & kX T 7 A%
fili TC By 24 h 8 Rl sl TR 25 BEA 50 A 2 19 R B
Be— P FHIUAS TC 24 h B bl 5 W% 22 1T B
IKT 50 km fHX} T HAth TC 1E4: XREIRF LA T

KR .

FEXR Rl 7 A TC s 4 2545 0% W7 3k
1211%W 35 7 1Y 24 h % Rl 10040 R 22 39 B0/, 1
60 km LIR . XF 1209 I3 5075 6 5 46 3% /Y %5 ili 450
TAE L5 PRkl 2 B WL PR - 24 h % il a5 BB
R 255 TR BR T i WA L AR 5 125 B0 8 il
PR 22 P T 280 km, & WLy R T A 4
HAOh HARIE R B R 22w T 260 km,

B EF L 20124F To it T MR 07 1258 02 KL

F6 2012 FEEFIRAE 24 h B RIRES (B4 :km)
Table 6 24 h forecast errors of landing point of integrated forecasts in 2012 (unit: km)

TC 42 1206 #7575 1208 4EZR4: 1209 #fr 1209 FHhr 1210 ik 4 1211 ifg 2% 1213 J5 18 1214 KFE
o JUHRA JUHRA BEA %%é LA WA WYL BIEH
R =N kT A Sl T i 7K B EJIIE:N JREE X Bt AR
iS5G 39.3(20) 100.8(20)  288.2( *x ) 44.4(23) 143.9( #x ) 59.1(22) 120.6(22) 33.1(20)
JTAREM 3.1(20) 146.8(20)  292.4( *x) 38.6(23) B( #x ) B( #x) 70.7(22) 56.1(20)
b E B( %) B( %% ) 20, 9C %) 7.6(23) B( %) 46.9(22) B( %) 33.1C20)
Wit W B( #x) B( %) 322.1(C %%) 29.0(23) B( »x) 1.9(22) B( %x) 33.5(20)
18 32 0 70. 8(20) 157.4(20)  287.8( %x) 25.3(23) B( %% ) 46.6(22) 64.0(22) 31.0€20)
IRES! 68.8(20) 161.0(20) B( #x) B( %) B( #x) B( %) 64.0(16) B( %)
5 W 20. 6(20) 67.8(20) B( %) B( %) B( %) B( %) 59.7(16) B( %)
AR NEEp ) B( %x ) B( %) AC %) 29.1(23) 10.5(16) 7.6(10) B( %x ) B( %)
& KT B( %% ) B( %) 316.0( %% ) 62.6(23) 184.0( %% ) 3.8(22) 20. 6(22) 59.2(20)
JMA 89.0(19) 344.7(20) A %) 17.7(23) 312.0( #x) 31.3(22) 33.4(22) 34.9(20)
JTWC 158.8(19) 105.7(20) 330, 1( #x) 98.1(23) 361 1( %% ) 33.5(22) 0(22) 59.4(20)
KMA 50. 1(19) 455.3(20)  296.9C*x)  109.7(23) 69. 6 %x) 55.4(22) 65.3(22) 70. 8(20)
e FE M B( #x ) B(sx) ACxx) B( #%) B( #x ) B( #%) B( #x ) AC*x)
FHRLE 40.4(19) 147.5(20) B( ) 38.4(5) B( »x) B( %) 40.7(22) B( %)
T AR AEAR T 24 h BURB K B TC B RENT 24 h P JETRESH + 455 w00 500 A A 4R W AR X6 T TC 85 ol o 10 B0 482 3 0 0] ) 5 oo o AR 0T EL ARSI
K.
RT 2012 EFEMMIMG % 24 h EFERIREZK I (B4 km)
Table 7 24 h forecast errors of landing point of objective forecasts in 2012 (unit: km)
TC %% 1206 #EZ5R 75 1208 4k R4 1209 Fhtir 1209 FHr 1210 &4 1211 ¥g 3¢ 1213 J3 1 1214 KFE
25 B VfFé JTHRA é?ﬂ%é %@Eé LHE WL ﬁi?}ﬁi ERCEC)
) Bt &l PEE T A 4 1l i 7K B Ll & JBR 3 IX. B AR B
NCEP-GFS  135.6(19) 40. 6(20) 328.3( %% ) 23.2(23) 323.3( %% ) 42.3(22) 98.7(22) 22.3(20)
ECMWEF-IFS  85.5(19) AC %) 306. 7( %% ) 19.0(23) 190. 4(16) 31.2(22) 22.4(16) 87.5(20)
Y B 100. 0(19) B(sx ) B #x ) B(sx ) B( #x ) 3.1(22) 60.1(16) 33.1(20)
A A % i 20.6(19) 120.5(20)  288.1Cx*x)  100.6(23)  179.2( »%) 26.6(22) 37.5(22) 69.9(14)
GRAPES-TCM  B( #x ) 71.6(14) 271.5( #%) 87.8(23) 148.3( %) 28.6(22) 151.5(22) 86.7(20)
CMA-T639 B( ») 24.8(20) B( %x) B( #x) 138.0(16) 8.5(22) 63.4(16) 128. 4(20)
ACCESS-TC  75.6(19) 93.3(20) 51.2C %x) 156. 6(23) 48.9(16) 52.1(22) 34.6(16) 13.4(20)
Il e L 68.2(09) 137.4(20) B( %x ) B( %% ) B( %x ) B( xx ) 63.5(16) 28.1(9
KMA-GDAPS  B( %) 360.2(20)  361.5C %) 42.4(23) 374.9C %% ) 26.8(22) 97.2(22) A %% )
TN B fE 14.8(7) 7.9(20) 260. 1( %% ) 14.4(23) 155. 6(16) 5.4(22) 100. 6(16) 91.2(20)
HAHES 16.5(19) 0.0(14) 305.6C %% ) 144.3(23)  266.1( xx) 26.6(22) 39.0(22) 48.3(20)
JAIpiN S 52.1(13) 105. 8(14) A %) 6.2(17) B( #x) 31.3(16) 63.4(4) 40.0(20)
T TR B( %x ) B( %x ) B( %x ) B( #x ) B( %x) 114.3(22) B( ) B( %)
FHERER B(xx) B( %) A(23) 12.0(23) B( #x ) 54.6(22) 179.4(22) 36.0(20)
B2 56.3(19) 167.3(20) 34.4(17) AC*x) 66.4(10) 25.5(16) 185.1(24) 37.3(22)
CMA-T213 27.3(19) 56.3(20) 288. 7( %) 31.9(23) A(#x) 5.4(22) 125.1(22) 173.7(20)

T UL R 2% 6
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TR 7 ¥ % 12112871 24 b B ili o5 TR 248
Sy TR 1209 95Fr 7 78 G 18 A 3 Y8 il A TR
BRI

4 iR JE TR VR E

# 8 FNZR 9 BN T ZE A A& LTI 7 1k
J&E GIE 5 KU 0 b T B R XU, T [R]D 41 1) O 2 4
XPiRZE R G —BOR M R R =GN, 4 A4
E R E Kol 5 ot 24,48 F1 72 h 38 FE 4 49 4
X SF- 459 5% 22 3 B DX ] 43 i oA 4. 11 ~4. 63,6, 10 ~
6.90F16.84~8.71 m =+ s ', Hf JTWC 7 24.48
F 72 h T2 L5 R TR T E R 2= R BN 4 S ok
4,11,6.10 f16.84 m s ', FRSEH 24 h ¥
Wik iR 2= B 2008 4 LISk 5 7 AT R e 45 1 48
h 5 B PR O LA R JF A B s (B 1b),
WEVIHNE B TR LE . JMA fl JTWC £
A 7E 2R G XU BE B BT 1 B - 35 XU BT 22 5+
PR G A R AT ORG BB O 2 2 A1 B AR HE WMO # 56 0lk
55 SCRYY v i 3R 1) X A 4 2R 0K 45 BILAA 1) XL 4
BS PRREE BT R,

TIN5 K 56 45 R R (R 9L Gt i
J7 ¥ ) 5 R T B8 A7 R W 00 T 5 (A Ky e

XSRS EERMD, 24 h P58 F BUR 4%
W/ )AL 4 iR 22 3. 80 m -
s~ 48 A 72 h PR TR 4 % 158 22 de /N B
i WIPS, iR 224050 5.76 f16.85 m = s ',

[] B A L 285 DU R R Ml 45 v o0 1Y T AR B1
(W) JTWC 1 24,48 F1 72 h [F]FEAS 58 B F4R 25
P AR 22 N T H Al = R, R e g%
G FLRIRE A 5 B 1004 1R 25 /0N T 60 4 1 T K ML
BT 22 6] 1 TR AR AR BE 4 i R (Mg, T Ph s 1%
MZETE 24 h A FEAS SR B WU 45 Rp iR 22/ T 1
ARG AR vk B R 2, T WIPS J5 3k 78
A8 F1 72 h [ RE A 5 B TR 45 SR i iR 2 BN T
WG R X R 7 1 iR 2%

ME— 2550 H7 [ P9 45 =5 B2 % 00 5 3 4R 7 i
AHXT 15 22 B 20 A FRAE (] 4) , GRAPES-TCM, I i
B KA e/ 3 F WIPS 3% 4 N7 24 h
AR5 22 v R 0, 0 B TUARAG 555 o 107 ) ) 501 T4
T 7 VE AL P2 5 1L A B ) R G 25 .
A8 h R I TR I 55 0 TR 7 1 5 24 hosi B T AR AR
A T ) M BB RN T 74 g5t A5t e J I R L i 1o 3
RGNV 2E . 72 h SR BEEFR H . Bk T WIPS 58
0L et 553 A5 5 A B DA A o L AR T 1k 1) T A R iR
2 AT Z LR T . oeAh o A S A B

RS W2 EZEHEEETIRRE

Table 8 Intensity forecast errors of integrated methods in 2012
) 24 h 48 h 72 h

Z%ﬁr Ty BB BT A o EH-B MR A Ty ER-EC R A
1R /% B b4 % /% 2 b4 w2 /% B2 #

FRSRE 4.36 72.83 6.1 508 6. 27 78.29 8.32 410 7.10 82.55 9.21 321
I AR FEW 5.00 63.75 6. 85 251 5.85 73.24 7.81 213 6.61 78.4 8.77 162
IMA 4.47 70. 54 6. 26 499 6.90 74.5 8. 87 400 8.71 73.14 10. 62 309
JTWC 4.11 75.98 5.66 508 6.10 78.4 7.77 412 6. 84 79.63 8.58 324
KMA 4.63 68. 06 6. 36 454 6.67 78.3 8.77 364 8.25 79.08 9.98 282
HFERLE 4.22 58. 82 5.96 85 6.05 58.62 7.57 58 6. 44 52.94 8. 39 34

K9 WR2EENESEUTRAFERETRIRE
Table 9 Intensity forecast errors of objective methods in 2012
) 24 h 48 h 72 h

Z%ﬁr R S AR QRO N Ry EH-Be R A Ty ER-EC R A
1R /% B b4 R /% 2 b4 w2 /% B2 #

GRAPES-TCM 7.43 67.37 9. 39 331 8.27 71.22 10. 52 271 8.74 71.96 11.27 214

Ul ris 3.8 73.33 5.2 30 6.37 57. 89 7.75 19
J N B 5.17 61.17 7.39 206 7.75 74.05 10.42 158 9.19 72. 64 11.9 106
FilaE R 6.99 64. 6 9.54 291 8.2 77.18 10. 91 241

WIPS 4. 31 76.47 5.99 204 5.76 86. 79 7.77 159 6. 85 82.2 8.95 118

it I3 /N 9 5.04 73.11 7.01 502 7.4 78.45 9.61 413 8.5 82.92 10. 99 322

(D World Meteorological Organization (WMO) , Guidelines for converting between various wind averaging periods in tropical cyclone conditions.
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Fig. 4 The distribution of relative intensity errors

. .
GRAPES-TCM MKkl

in 2012 for domestic subjective forecasts
(The description of the boxes is the same as Fig 2.
The figures are comprised with boxes and samples’
distribution. The dots at the right side of the boxes

present the distribution of the relative intensity errors)
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