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Abstract: The location, track, landfall point and intensity forecast error of tropical cyclones (TCs) over
Western North Pacific in 2014 are evaluated on the basis of CMA/STI’s “Best-track” dataset. The results
show that the performance of TC positioning is a little worse than in 2013, with an average error by all
methods being 25. 3 km. The average track forecast errors of CMA subjective method are 84. 3 km (24 h),
145. 6 km (48 h) and 205.4 km (72 h), 280. 2 km (96 h) and 415. 3 km (120 h), respectively. A huge re-
duction on track forecast was made at large lead time compared to 2013. Meanwhile, global model’s aver-
age track forecast errors are 88.1 km (24 h), 159.6 km (48 h), 253.9 km (72 h), 393.6 km (96 h) and
572.1 km (120 h), and the average errors for regional models are 97.4 km (24 h), 188.2 km (48 h), and
302.7 km (72 h). The overall performance of statistical forecast method is still better than numerical pre-
diction method in intensity forecast, while in the numerical prediction methods, the performance of region-
al models is slightly better than that of global models.
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Table 1 TC position errors in 2014

Ik CMA JIMA JTWC KMA DA HATE I
FEDLIREL 516 550 499 499 462 493
%2 /km 19.2 31.9 26. 2 29.0 17.1 28.5 25.3

HASZT (JMA) | EEH B G & W& MR 0 JT-
WO F# A 4T (KMA) U FK 7 5L & KUE 7
BUK Fedb 5t B A TR S G A 5 3 19 - 244 25
SEIRL KW L6 FloE 07 7 0 BCE BB IR 22 25. 3
km, [ 2013 4E(21. 7 km) W& =, Horb, 5 7% 25
AN R TR AR 17,1 km, HR & CMA 1)
19. 2 km, H A J7 35 09 28 07 F 215 22 ¥ 76 20 km DA
I,

3 TC FE45 TG B PF &

3.1 EHEEMRRE

2014 AF 5 3 W0 T 4R 7 TR A% R B AL (4 T
120 h DI ByR 2=, L) 24 h HEfE] aE ) pg TC & 4%
TR 24 W 35 2, @l i CMAJMA JT-
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120 h P& 42 Tl 42 22 22 43 00 Ry 84. 3,145, 6,205, 4,
280.2 1 415. 3 km, 2013 4F,CMA 7 24,4872,
96 F1 120 h % 48 10 4t 1% 22 43 9l O 84. 2, 138. 2,
211.9.319.5 # 557. 7 km, [ L& B, 5 2013 4F
FHEE 2014 4, CMA 32 00 1 1% 7 8 B 558 % 42 19091 i
TR T W B RO BUR KA TR A
A JUHOE 5 d M B R R 25 B WU T 4 140
km , 3828 A REAS BE A (M) DU R 5 AL 1 i A

P & 22 & B, CMA 78 24 h P& 48 48 22 43 il 1
JMA JTWC fil KMA /) 11. 3 km (414 A FEAD) |
3.5 km(385 MNFEA) A 21. 9 km(406 PMFEA) 548 h
AR IMA L JTWC fit KMA /) 26. 1 km (334 A4 Ff
A\ 7.0 km(306 FEA) Al 24. 8 km (325 PMFEAR) 5
72 h A5 IMA L JTWC #il KMA /) 53. 4 km (268
AFEAR) (19,5 km (251 A~FEA) A1 35. 7 km (251 4~
FEAS) o W I v i A% 10T i K P B 25 1 JE AR 5
T E L 24,48 A1 72 h BRARTARIR Z KB T
297.4.421.5 Ml 540. 6 km,
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Table 2 Average errors of subjective track forecast in 2014 (unit: km)

) 24 h 48 h 72 h 96 h 120 h
il HEAR FRE FEAR PHREZE KRN FWRE KA PHiREE A% PHRE
CMA 418 84.3 339 145.6 272 205. 4 203 280. 2 144 415.3
JMA 418 96. 2 340 170.7 269 257.0 203 379.6 157 502. 0
JTWC 394 88.5 311 150. 6 254 220.7 201 296. 1 154 409.5
KMA 408 106. 9 327 169. 4 251 234.1 203 326. 8 151 451.9
JTAREM 61 71.1 51 124.0 / / / / / /
L EM 59 68. 4 52 132.9 / / / / /
ek =0 29 86. 4 24 150.9 18 184 / / / /
IES ) 13 47.1 3 213.3 / / / / / /
5 EW 17 63.6 11 96. 9 6 139.0 / / / /
Lo EM 6 81.7 3 252.7 / / / / / /
FEEEM 136 297.4 86 421.5 71 540. 6 / / / /
FHRILE 45 76.3 25 108. 8 10 123.7 / / / /

6 4Bk R (NCEP-GFS . ECMWEF-IFS ., #&
BOE . HASEE . T213/T639 4k E GDAPS) 2014
424 ,48.72.,96 Fl 120 h {1y B 24 56 42 15 22 45
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A8.72 Fl1 96 h V-1 P& A% U 15 22 fe /A =& EC-
MWE-IFS, 4 %35 % 65. 7.118. 6.182. 2 fil 257. 7
km, i 120 h S 35 B 42 152 25 d5c /0> i 45 2 0% [ 4K
8,353 7 375.9 km (£ 3)., [FFEA G i KU
(%) ,NCEP-GFS # 3 24 h g% fiffeix 25 b EC-
MWF-1FS #58/N 6.5 km, Ho 8 E 50 (& /N 18. 1 km,
1M AR 4 DBk A /N 30 km DA F 517 48 h
PRAZ TR [FREAS L4 8 7 - NCEP-GFS W 4 T 3
A5 ARk g [ EE N AE 72,96 Fi1 120 h Y
FIREA LB L TR 5 A2 akpis,
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NS R R W2 L 36 B HWRF (3 [/ TWRF,
g AR SR T 8D 24 .48 A 72 h By
BARIR2Z 43R 97, 4 km(1190 REA) (188, 2 km

(1001 REA FI 302. 7 km (789 NFEA) . A FEA [
A EE L WR (GRI) 1 & KU X Y I A% 701 41 1 g
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Table 3 Average errors of objective track forecast in 2014 (unit; km)
] 24 h 48 h 72 h 96 h 120 h
il FEAREL PIyiR2E PR TIIRZE RRAREL PHIRZE REARE TRE FEAR TRz
NCEP-GFS 250 67.7 218 123.9 180 205. 3 139 280. 1 101 395.5
ECMWEF-IFS 153 65.7 123 118.6 96 182.2 67 257.7 50 393.7
25k o [ B 203 80.0 166 124. 4 133 200. 3 103 284.1 74 375.9
2 H AR (A 416 96.5 342 170.0 275 265. 1 / / / /
T213/T639 411 121.8 341 233. 2 277 380. 4 213 494. 4 159 612.5
#[§ GDAPS 163 96. 7 140 187. 4 111 289.9 87 651.9 63 1083. 1
GRAPES-TCM 212 89.4 188 167. 1 155 258.6 / / / /
%[ GFDN 108 129.9 95 283.1 80 489. 7 60 750. 4 12 1039. 8
IR ¢ 196 78.4 160 137.5 127 230. 1 / / / /
X MKFTWAME 205 105. 0 165 185.0 128 282.3 / / / /
B EE HWRF 227 75.2 197 143.5 168 226. 8 130 290. 1 380.9 94
#iE TWRF 108 123.0 85 269. 6 61 429.1 12 660. 5 23 916. 6
L& KBt 112 64.9 92 129.5 70 202.1 / / / /
T 5 R 22 113.6 19 190. 2 / / / / / /
ISR 106 75.9 91 145.3 76 237.5 / / / /
Hihz LI 36 69.6 28 141.9 / / / / / /
MG AAES 339 102. 2 282 176. 3 227 282. 2 173 423. 4 123 550. 8
e ) 395 77.0 320 137.8 257 202.5 / / / /
BRIk 3] 67.57% .65. 85 % F 66.67% RS5 W04 EEWNAEHRETMRELTES (£4L: %)
£ 22 W AR TR 5 0 1 IS AR TR 15 1 2 B Table 5 Skill score for objective methods
THIT(E S, 23 d, ECMWE-IFS 7¢ 24 .48 of track forecast in2240;4 (unitA‘:8 ‘;/u) -
77.469%6.75. 60 % H1 71. 77 % ; K IR, 24 .48 Fl ECMWF-IFS  77.46 75. 60 71.77
72 b B R TR T V48 i 0 05 4 B A G eapet T e
.00 . 0.
B MBS0, T M BOfE Fn Sk B HWRE, 43 51 3k %) T213/T639  50.14 46.36 41. 23
75.58%6.67. 78 % Fl 65. 38 % ; T H: fth 2 0 i 41 5 1= #[E GDAPS 6243 59. 15 54.13
v 22 55 G (10 2 VT M % GRAPES-TCM  67. 49 63. 96 59.77
WRF LA  58.54 55.43 52. 84
i [H TWRF 46. 68 36. 68 39. 64
R4 204 FENFEBRETR - LA AR 75,58 67.47 62. 15
HIGES (B4 %) B %[® GFDN 41. 00 26. 80 27.62
Table 4  SKill score for subjective methods TN B fE 68. 25 67.78 62.74
of track forecast in 2014 (unit: %) %:—‘I,WRF 63.02 64.18 65. 38
24 h 18 h 72 h LT HE 7l 556 /
CMA 67.57 65. 85 66. 67 ety Ht%ﬁ P R 6.
IMA 62. 83 60. 36 58.48 = ffﬁmf?ﬁlﬁé 69.99 62.39 62.19
. Tifi TL IR 72.90 70. 39 /
JTWC 67. 31 63.73 64. 40 - . 7136 67 35 67 51
KMA 58. 90 58. 81 59.56
IR EW 54.08 65.75 /
b 74. 96 75.42 / ¥, ) M=
ol 3 W 57.89 65. 43 73.70 4 TC B‘Eﬁ]ﬁ%{i?{%ﬁwﬂ?xg
JUE EM 67.21 57. 20 60. 92
15 7 W 57.26 70. 43 69.19 . .
PRGNSR 72.26 63.27 / 4.1 BEBBIREWE
PR e s %6 MF T A PIBIH T 2014 4F E VLA % A T
HFHRXE 53.74 76. 98 81.03

2 75 108k B G & AU e O e TG e R XU T ] F5 4R
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FEFEATRE BE V2 Z H & 2R WMO A el 45 3C
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FS CMA — 30 P sk, 575 245 2 78
WMO 5T R e 4 1) SCRY o 5 BRS RUE T RG

IV IS L 25 AN R B 4 BE R B A T AR [
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SCRY v ) Y e AR B A T R e

WL YRR i R B R 0 4 AR R (3R T,
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ZEH /INBY Y R TG B AR A 2L 43 IR ) 4. 81 6. 68
m s 'L 48 h R /NI & S5 E ) GEDN g,
RF]T 6.53 m s ', L FIAEA R B, St
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LT AL 2 Ty ik 24 .48 T 72 h i R 25 ()
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Table 6 Intensity forecast errors of subjective methods in 2014
24 h 48 h 72 h
I 4R T JEE ¥75 1 -1 JEE ¥ 75 1 -1 FEE ¥ 75
w2/ -8 BwE/ A% RE/ —BE RE/ MR BRE/ —BE OBRRZE HEAH
mes ! /% mes ! mes ! /% mes ! mes ! /% /me s !
CMA 5.13 74.16 6.63 418 7.52 82. 60 9.34 339 7.41 87.13 9. 36 272
IMA 5. 48 69.11 7.30 395 8. 28 77.12 10. 79 319 10. 05 78.17 12.69 252
JTWC 4.18 77.61 5.43 393 6.82 84. 24 8.54 311 7.68 85. 04 9.68 254
KMA 5.32 75.39 7.23 382 8.18 77.60 10. 62 308 9.54 80. 74 11.73 244
JTAREM 4.95 65.57 6.41 61 7.20 78.43 8.42 51 / / / /
R PN 6.00 68. 89 8. 40 45 6.92 68. 00 9.93 25 5.70 60. 00 7.53 10
R7T 04 EXYFRAERERRRZE
Table 7 Intensity forecast errors of objective methods in 2014
24 h 48 h 72 h
N
w2/ —HeR O RE/ MA% BRE/ B O RE/ AR RE/ —BE RiRE AR
mes ! /% mes ! mes ! /% mes ! mes ! /% /mesT!
NCEP-GFS 5.93 70. 00 8.01 250 7.84 76.15 10. 23 218 8.29 82.78 10. 71 180
ECMWEF-IFS  5.94 59.48 7.69 153 9.90 61.79 12. 31 123 12.07 67.71 14. 67 96
»i“ o [ K E 7.69 39.93 10. 15 203 12.28 46. 39 15. 40 166 13.93 50. 38 17. 42 133
frt H A B {8 6. 81 58.89  9.02 416 11.20  66.67  14.37 342 14.23  65.45  17.55 275
i [E GDAPS  8.01 41. 10 10. 69 163 12. 41 52. 86 15.67 140 15. 85 56.76 19.63 111
GRAPES-TCM 6. 22 63.68 7.81 212 8.71 70. 21 11. 56 188 9.45 74.19 12.50 155
,Zwbj?‘ WAFWEME  5.98 65. 85 8.54 205 9.24 72.12 12.21 165 11. 45 74.22 14.53 128
Pt % # GFDN 5.02 73.15 6.91 108 6.53 71.58 8.79 95 7.07 82.50 8.76 80
I fE s 4.81 76.42 6.65 106 6.54 85.71 8. 41 91 6.68 88. 16 8.51 76
%X)‘E i B¢ /N . 7 5.70 74.27 7.81 377 8.17 82.35 10. 74 323 8. 39 85. 66 10. 59 265
Jr ik ”fﬁfjtj(%z#ﬁh 5.85 79.49 7.82 156 7.83 87.90 10. 35 124 11.15 81.52 13.70 92
R gt
g N 0 0/t v
42 BEFRETEL A8 h iR BE WA B 1. 6400 A1 2. 37 %6 Y 1E £ 15 LU

2014 4F, 4 BR & X b i NCEP-GFS 7 24 HI

S, H A 4 BRI A TUHR IR 24P 88 TR B 5
S R B (S 8) 5 T 46 B R 5 7 45 A T N3
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BT 2 D 97 Gt T i rp s )P R AR A AE 24 A
48 h F 5 BE IR B 79 100 TE L P AL R Bl U iR

JEGETH T IAAE 48 h B BE TR KT o Ik .

RS 2004 FENFMAEBETIMKIT (B %)

Table 8 SKkill score for objective methods

on intensity forecast in 2014 (unit: %)

5 TC &kl mifiik

F 9a M Ob BB H T 2014 4F 4% WA W
BRIk 24 h BB Bk R ZE . RPUATERIRIL
JIEARBESERT 24 h PR F . “B” o8 TC &R Ay

2h___ash 72k 24 b P TR TR 44 5 5 2 o 9 0 A 4 ] A
S h ey T TC Rl ) 82 06 ) LR 7 25 o (R
ECMWF-IFS ~ —10.00 —33.65 —53.22
SEREIR O BERE —35.52  —55.85  —69.06 92) , CMAJMA,JTWC fl KMA 24 h ¥ 5 fifi
H A Bt —16.79  —38.26 —68.94 PR 2Z 43 B M 73.5.96. 5,64, 4 F1 110. 6 km, |
#H GDAPS  —43.97 —65.87 —97.28 A8 FI 72 h M B Bk TR AR 22 CGEmS) T 4y 5 K F
ey e T 125 0 180 k. PSR HLEIRE T 1409 3£
. GRAPESTCM  —9.41  —29.93 —64.21 E‘?Q@ETL@%%&%‘}“O giﬁRL%%EUJF‘%
IR —3.67 —12.46 —41.73 BB B TR R 22 KL T T 1410 58 & X FZ 1
REHWRF  —4.26  —8.45 —30.79 W AE AR ARG V1415 & WU RS 56 J5 76 16 SC B f T
EAe SRR D T RERRL S BURACR B . A ER Y ik (R
e Ob) [ B T 1409 38 £3 JXU, T4 36h 75 1 5 B ks
BRE oremt Lo VL0 SR R R AR AR R G % L 2
SR I G BORLH PR 1410 38 & K E 1 24 h 7210 &K 5%
e A I F) 2 i AU R 22 B NCEP-GFS DLAb AR
F9a 2014 EEXMFMAE 24 h BESAFRIREFH T (E 4L :km)
Table 9a 24 h forecast errors of landing point of subjective forecast in 2014 (unit; km)
e 1407 1409 1409 1409 1410 1410 1410 1415 1415 1416 1416 1416 1416
5 i ESTTH TR #\W mE WA /B R BW 0 R\ Wil EBE2Y /8
A sk Bk R xE W R B8R HM xE FR b Frdixcs EER
CMA 45.7  233.2  74.8  56.9 5.8 103.7 136.6  37.9  45.3 105.3 160.5  66.3  93.4
21 (23) 22) A9 2 @D 21) (23) 2D 22> A9 @D (20)
R A 228.7 747 19.6  13.2 B 1.2 46.6  55.7 B B 80.8  108.4
(xx) (D (4) 19) @l (xx) (15 A7) A5 (xx) (xx) (15) (14)
o 41.0 B B 28.8  340.1 4.9 B B 44,0 107.0  76.5  103.6
i _ _
(21)  (xx)  (xx)  (xx) (2D (2D (15 (xx)  (xx)  (16) (13 (15) (14)
o 128.7 B B 54.1 3352 10.3 B B 47.9 B 40.7  68.3
HEER (21 (xx)  (xx)  (=x) 2D (2D (15)  (xx)  (xx)  (16)  (xx)  (21) (20)
45.7 9.3  160.6 31.0  17.5 B B 204 71.9 B B B B
JUVE EM .
21 (23) (16) Ay (9 (xx)  (xx) (A7) (15 (xx)  (xx)  (xx)  (xx)
L 41,0 229.6 75.6  17.0 B B B 11.8 7.6 B B B B
@D (23) (16) (19 (xx)  (xx)  (xx)  (17) (15 (xx)  (xx)  (xx)  (xx)
o B B B B 341.2 B B B 110.0  110.1 B B
LA EW .
(%% ) (%% ) (%% ) (%% ) (%% ) 2D (%% ) (%% ) (%% ) (16) (13) (%% ) (%% )
IMA 96.3  230.8 76.8  38.1  46.5  342.4 16.5  42.9 0.0 A 110.4  65.2  92.3
@D (23) 22) a9 b @D D (23) 2D (xx) 19 2D (20)
J— 16.9 228.6 82.2  19.2  38.0 B 12.0  18.4  36.3 A 106.2  61.6  88.7
21) (23) (22) A9 (21)  (=x) (2D (23) (2D (xx) (19 2D (20)
KMA 132.4 227.1 50.4  51.2  91.5 333.5 74.8 18.7  38.2 106.4 167.9 59.1  86.2
@D (23) 22> a9 e @D 2D (23 @D (22> A9 @D (20)
N B B B B B 24.7 B B B B 7.3 31.8
a Cxx ) Cxx ) Cxx) (xx ) Cxx) (xx) (21 (xx) (xx)  (xx)  (*x) (2D (20)
EEE LS 63.6  231.9  80.6  35.7 7.3 B B 36.6  43.6 B B 10.8  68.4
Toen (23) (22) A9 (9 Cxx) (%) (23 (21 (xx)  (*x) (2D (20)

TE A CRBESR AT 24 h FUAOE [l s B TC R REHT 24 h 9 IETEEE R 5 355 b (09 200 Ay 32 41 0 [ A X 3 TC 68 il 16 18] (1) 48 17 1 18] Ch) o % R B0 BERE T I .
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Table 9b 24 h forecast errors of landing point of objective forecast in 2014 (unit: km)
ERLEIR= 1407 1409 1409 1409 1410 1410 1410 1415 1415 1416 1416 1416 1416
o AR OTHEE TR jio3e) Fing e AR ERE) I~ %R jie3e) i Wil BWE2YS &89
R il =k I U ey XE e R AR ey XE B i Hdex R EE
55.1 226.1 33.0 28.8 29.1 22.0 33.7 29.7 36.9 49.1 109. 3 11.8 46, 2
NCEP-GFS
2D (23) (22) 19 (¢AD) 3 2D (23) 2D 22) (19) 2D (20)
42.9 223.4 70.4 26.3 34.7 341.4 37.7 42.9 0.0 B B B B
ECMWEF-IFS
2D (23) (16) 19 (D) 2D (15) a7 (15 (%% ) (%% ) (Cxx ) (x%)
e 94. 7 234.0 81.1 84.0 62.4 346. 1 17.7 117.9 88.3 38.1 165.0 3.8 34.1
o [ B fH
2D (23) (16) 19 2D 2D (15 17 (15) (16) (13) (15) (140
B 22.4 2310 76.6 841 10.1 334.4 88  16.8  38.8 A 109.4  15.9  49.6
A A Bl .
@D (23) (22) 19 2D 2D 2D (23) 2D (%% ) 19 (¢AD) 20)
B 189.0 76.1 233.7 42.5 394.9 6.2 35.5 42.2 B 0.0 B B
GRAPES-TCM
Cxx ) (23) (22) 19 2D 2D 2D (23) (&) (%% ) D (%) (xx )
e S 65.4 124.5 53.8 152.9 24.7 414.7 67.6 101.9 59. 8 48. 2 111.8 3.8 39.7
3 UR
‘ 2D (23) (16) 19 2D @D (15 an (15 (16) (13) (15 [QED)
817.7 100. 3 84.4 166. 0 19.8 343.7 24.9 102. 2 60. 1 41.9 B 25.4 20.4
i [ GDAPS
9 (23) (16) 19 2D 2D (15 17 (15) (16) (xx ) (135 (14)
B B B B B B B 106. 0 64.5 151.9 216. 8 51.5 78.8
% [# GFDN
(%% ) (%% ) (%% ) (wx ) (%% ) (%% ) (Cxx ) (23) 2D (22) (19 2D 20)
. 58.6 124.6 50.1 79. 4 26. 3 333.4 3.8 A A 84.3 152.9 9.8 44,7
IO B ) B )
2D (23) (16) 19 2D 2D (15 (xx ) (xx%) (16) (13) (135 (14)
0.0 232.8 66. 8 80. 3 21.1 B 30.5 43.9 5.8 13.4 109. 8 8.2 31.3
% EH HWRF
2D (23) (22) 19 (¢AD) (%% ) 2D 17 (15) (22) (19 (¢AD) 20)
e B B B B 88.3 337.7 46. 6 B B B B B B
SER i ¢ -
(xx% ) (%) (xx ) Cxx% ) @D (D) (15 Cxx ) (xx% ) (%) (xx ) (%) (%% )
i AL B B B B B B B 29.2 56. 1 85.6 113.0 76. 4 110.1
AT (Cxx ) Cxx ) (%% ) (%% ) (%% ) (%% ) (%) 17 (15) (16) (13) (15) (14)
75.3 106. 6 51.3 95.3 21.0 341.3 66.9 44,1 7.0 93.6 167. 2 251.6 287.9
T213/T639
2D (23) (22) 19 (AP 2D 2D (23) 2D 22 (19) 2D 20)
64. 1 190. 0 76. 6 167.2 0.0 369. 3 57.3 25.0 37.1 51.6 115.7 61.1 88.3
HiE TWRF
(@D} (23) (16) 19 (¢AD) 2D (15 17 (15) (16) (13) (15 14

Y iR 22 38 3 AE 300 km LA I
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T2 B il et R R B SRR BE R AT TV L AR B 2R
mF.

(1) 6 B 7 7 36 (AN B 7 32 0 58 7 07 3
CMA . JMA . JTWC #l KMA, A~ T 58 7 7 1
b DAREMHADE) WETEHEMIREN
25.3 km, [t 2013 4F(21. 7 km) B& /5,

(2) CMA 3= U0 19 4 78 45 i 4z B 35 b i) o7 34 2%
BWHRIR 225/ TF IMA JTWC F1 KMA #9320 i
o H 24.48.72.96 F1 120 h FEAR T HL 1% 25 40 Wi K
84.3.145. 6,205. 4,280. 2 fl 415. 3 km, 5 2013
EATEE . 2014 47, CMA =2 00 191 412 78 6 10 % 428 99 41 g
Tk E T R BUROK A TR R A L

&5 d IR W IR 22 B FE /N T4 140 km, 4
BRAE K 24 .48.72.96 F1 120 h [ B OF- 35 BR AR 1R 25 4%
Mk 88.1.159. 6.253.9.393. 6 f1 572. 1 km, F M
T v B A TR K T B 25 1 R AR AR R 0 L
24 48 FN1 72 h PR A TIRIR £ F] T 297, 4,421, 5 Al
540.6 km, XIRBI 24,48 F1 72 h 1) 8 F 1 %1%
PRI A 97, 4,188, 2 A1 302.7 km. [FHPH K& EM
AR TR v 24,48 1 72 h B AR TR HL 15 VF 4
ARAE 5500 L b T 45 5 WL I A T4 1kt 8 R B
TIEH K-,

(3) CMA,JMA,JTWC #l KMA = W0 i 41 1
24h . 48h I 72h 5 B TR A £ 7 25 1% 24 35 Bl 43 )
fE 4.18~5.48.6.82~8. 28 fl 7. 41~10. 05 m *
s ', R PR NCEP-GFS 1E 24 11 48 h 5 &
TR A B E T DL AN L Ay 4 BRAE AR A T4 i 4%
H ) R R TR R T KT 34 {5 A% X XA
25 A TR B0 ) B T3 35 O s GE T O vk 1 5 T
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