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Abstract: A review of flood forecasting hydro-meteorological forecast technology is presented with applica-
tion of watershed quantitative precipitation forecasts in flood forecasting, hydrological model, and uncer-
tainty analysis of hydro-meteorological forecasting. The results show that grid-based watershed quantita-
tive precipitation forecasting with forecasters’ forecasts is an important means of improving the accuracy of
watershed quantitative precipitation forecasting in flood forecasting operations, and regional ensemble
weather prediction modeling is the main method to improve local heavy precipitation forecasting. The dis-
tributed hydrological model, based on control volume method with coupling conceptual runoff generation
module and physical routing module, is the developing direction of hydrological model for flood forecas-
ting. Hydrological ensemble prediction is the most popular methods for the uncertainty analysis of hydro-
meteorological forecasts and the models based on Bayesian theory are one of the most effective solutions to
the forcast uncertainty.
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PR 25 N IR AR > AR i 0 7™ 43 2K e i DL AN
faERRKMARKFEZ — B ER&EF S5tak
& BLOKIROR R TS AR A K R A R S AR
R4 UE KT8 L 5 32 S A, AU RS KSR
B TR 00 kK A A 5 A Akt AR R O kL IR
kg — VU ) Bk A R it 2 0D kKA R Y
BREEFEMTIEZ —. — Bk UL, AR 4 Pk oK Bl i
iDL 0 K kK I O vk ] 4y Sy T T kK (e
HED TR 5 | T AR I A 0 RN A5 K SCRE B R T
ik =R UL %,2009) . RE KU A AL 35 5 pn)
A SR & A, BET, KK A T
2 T RO R S IR A B il o AR A =X
ik 5 58 3% (FE A #] % .2013; Wang et al.2016) ., 4
SCHEIK Bl R G OK SGHA 7 iR AR R i . it
K IR B % H 2 B v TR S 5 K K TR Y
T ULIB Sy B L VR K e A5 BT 22 1) I 2 e 0L B TR] . B
PR BRI 2 AR GE IR b B R AR
DL R SERLB AR 1 PR e J ] Pk K 4k 5 R R
B iRk C 28 28] 7R KT, 45 3K Bl i
R B2 5 A R AR B T — s R . BRI
T 8 26 P s R A R 22 i X A N i s
T R AR A [ L T K I i BE L A A
KA LB A0 H S0 Tk 0 b I SO 3R T K T 5 R
T A48 L T 7 i AT T DL A 3 AR A i LA R U
B UK B S PR R . U ZE PR B g A
UL P B B TR K L SR AR K SCHE & 1Y 7
T 0 i TR K L R A K Pk K TR A A T A Y B
UFAE T

R 7K R P K T4 e B R R ARG R . B
IK PN T 6 R EA] 3 e T RAE VAR B AR
WA SRR B KA I T AR 5 T2
g R G % 0 BUE KR P (numerical weather
prediction, fij Fx NWP) J7 i F1 3t T HE 5 18 F 48 48
gk . BET. BUE R AR E &
BCA E R K B (15 d PO ) R EZAR TG (B S
55,2003) . BEA T 30 4R A BUE KB B AR
S i T WO R I e A Wl o
i SR I GK SCHE G 10 J7 5 5 28 K k7K i 41z 1Y
AR C 232 2 1R 7T e L I R BN Ak it K
T P B T R IS 2 — . Warner 4§ (1991),

Bae 55 (1995) 8¢ 5. 4 A F A5 K SCHE & T4 452 7Y 3k
RV S E S VEIEIAPINEE S Sk £ I S5
—®F 7%: Lin 48 (2002) R I AR KXW &
(MC28&.CLASS * &GUH) 7 i s S 40 1 %= K
(14 9t A o b DX % W S0t 3k R UE B TR R OO Y
R K AT DL 4R AR 3 K 1 3 DL . Anderson 5 (2002)
K Eta 83 R K AR 8 380K SCEE R HEC-HMS
P14 8 7K 5 6 H TR %) T LB AE K T 48 h, S K
BRERMAE T PR . Collischonna £ (2005) ¥4 X
IS S TR R K 51 S Bt K TR VB Mk L o 1t K
AR T A SE K T 48 h, Li 45 (2005) H% W v %
7K 55 REE O AR X R A T T L DX st 7K
il . Amengual % (2007) ¥ 42 7K SCHE 4 TR A
B (MM5 & HEC-HMS) i F F 1L 33t 71 47 , 52 B 4E K
TR W T . 7EE N R B RS (2007) i AR-
EM (Advanced Regional Eta Model) 5 = 7 4z B 7K
9K 20 87 2 L E W e A R O 4 A IR MR
RO G T [ S ) I 3 K TR 0L . Lu 5§
(2008) MC2 55 7 4 YT B 7Y P g Al 45 5 4 57 Y 9l
RS BOK R . bR AT A K AR S AR
K IR 2R FH ARG K SR G P 19 7 S gt K L ]
LIRS A58 1 1o FH B82S 8 8 Ao B K 3k K T4 A
R A T B (Lu et al, 20105 £ 64,
20105 EHHIE,2012;2015; X HEFEE . 2012), K4
IR ORI A R o TR 7 7 BB 7 0 99 41 8t K ) S g
BAET =D HAR : — 2 1 B K B 1) A i
P DL R 5 3 Sk 7K e R R BE DG e B AR, T
TH K TR 14 9 38K SRR R A B RN S 1 =R
SR SCHB A 1 BE K TR AS B

1 € R R K R AR BE K B i 5
ot

LK PR T — i S K LR A O o A B
. BT E A K PR SO TR R R R
R, A T R PR R K B T (R R
2 MR 22 DL N R H B R TR T R B T4
ZE WA KA E P (Tot et al, 1997), Jasper
S5 (2002) 78 52 2% 19 1l DX 90 380k A7 Bl A0 R B 5 2 3
0 5 K TS AU B A — A ol T8 7K SR B (WaSiM-
ETH) 23 5IE 1 51 #8 G  BF 5T 4 R85 B2 8 i 33
A5 RAEAEAR KA 2 1 . Warner 55 (1991) %
MM4 M HEC-1 g8 47 7 A 45 X 13 % 28 78 56 [ 52
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A7 33 Je WM 1% BT 28 1L 44 (Susquehanna) ¥ 48 19 3t 7K
HEAT TR, 45 2R BoR B R AR MM4
TR 14 A K A K 5 S 0 500 A e R R A
i K #E A B R ) 22 AR T I S8 B KRR K
Miller 4% (1996 ) # £ % {5 K B4R B2 XA TOP-
MODEL Fi#fe & 4= 75 1995 4F 32 [ i F 4 Je W b
F M2 i (Russian) Jf i 4l i R k7K L 4 [ 7K 1] ik
i A s BEK TR A R TSR 500 AR LA Tl
/N BT Yu 2 (1999) SR UG K SCHE &
R R4 (MMS/HMS) B4, T =358k K, 25 2R WoR
TUTHR AR BAT AR T 23 40 A ) O 25 4 3Rk K
A AR 7y . Koussis 5§ (2003) 76 A7 it & 3E & B
(Kifissos) it 385« 8 32 P 3 Hh 45 R/ kK it 2 46 3
W] B A T 1 [ T O /) o (E 5 R R R 2
i8] i ). Collischonna £8 (2005) 7E 2 7§ 3 7 &
(Uruguay) [ & 47 11 J& B4 (Machadinho) 3 L) | ¥ $8¢
MY TR 45 R BoR 6T kK AR 2001 AR — 3 Kt
K FE A SR Tl TG . R Y 1 S R K T A Tt
I IR — A 5 e 5% 4 o D0 THG S X 3 U I [
FE X 9 L DX R/ (Lan et al, 2011)
WAMITFE R B, HE K B v R B
1 2 PR X A B K TR 7T B 2 5 B T4 4 R AR AE
R W 22 (Pappenberger et al,2008a;Cloke et al,
2009 ;Bogner et al,2011),

T30 AE LK IEE AN RSB 5ok %5, 8
65 1] - FH A 5 0AOR 25 I B — i o PR U R AU
WA E P (Mullen et al, 1994 ; Hoffman et al,
1983;Tot et al, 199331997 ; =2 #545,2002), HFH
SRHALWMO) 1 WL 2= G¢ BF 58 F0 41 55 567 331
H 7e 4 ¥k @ 37 TIGGE ( THORPEX Interactive
Grand Global Ensemble) £ & Tl 4% , 75 4= tH 5 {5 F
HAKIZN S b0 ES BRI & 5 &1, 91T
R K AR IR B AR ARG 2
TIGGE &3k = KRfrfigh oz —. L5 Bk &
Ji& Ry e K T b K TR B R U SR A TR A R
I (Pappenberger et al, 2008a; Cloke et al, 2009;
Thielen et al,2007; Addor et al,2011), [EA4pgH
C a2 & G Wik 5ok SO K ) A R g
DDA E I R ) N 1 D 5 1 N 0 @ W 2 T LI
Pappenberger % (2005) 52 B #5 B o 0 B K S TR
H.L (ECMWE) 14 45 Bl 5 LISTFLOOD i 3 i
A7) it WA R AT R AEH ECWME 8 28 7 1
5 E K BRSO T 7E 2008 4 Bk 4E A Bk

B R % L 2 343 (Danube) 3 381 2007 4§
#t 7K (Pappenberger et al,2008b), He £ (2009) ¥F
o [ FE S i Cupper Severn) it 38078 1 /K i 412
I 22 B 5 T4 A X IR kK BLdR 2. Alfieri
SE(2013) K JB T HE T4 4 T (1 2 Bk b K RN &R 4
(Global Flood Awareness System, GFAS) , 3 i3
ST 2010 4 52 25 T L 40 LK i B4R, 52 B pEAG
DR Y 1 BT P 9 4 T R 1 i (Alfierd et al, 2014) , i
Sy A ECMWE ) EFAS(European Flood fore-
casting System,2003) (de Roo et al,2003) 53 EH /Y
AHPS(Advanced Hydrologic Prediction Services)
(Mcenery et al,2005), EFFS .08 AR L ECM-
WE 2R CRL A5 ) 5 M T4 43 BF R O 0. 257X
0. 25° F 4 & Bl 4, 43 BEH O 17X 1°) Al LIST-
FLOOD #5452 3L it K #i4lz s AHPS v, X< 8 —7
e R R O =X R K T A AN L SR
TR B 7 A1 K B — 7 P A TR 3 K e A oA
B KA AR TR OF LR I B il B A T 2R A T
A2+ W T HE AR TR & 3 55 4R 4 U X F 4T 1 e /K
SEAN TR Y o7 A 4 A 5 2 B TR S 5 00 B R
fig 3L At (Rodriguez et al,2007), Wu 4§ (2011) Xf —
JUIR A 23 A HEAT T — 2 B Bk L X B OR A 5
DN — YR B %7 5 BB AR 3 — > B A £ 15 10 [ K 4
AR . TR E LRI 5 T B A ST HE D AR R T S
L ALLL AR TIGGE £ 45 B K 43 47 374l 5
I R fg Aty b 3 7 U T O SRR TIGGE-7K 3C-
IK 32 B BEIK AR TR B L PR T A S TR N
Tt oK I 09 FTORE ME (A 21 72, 20095 Bao et al,
20115 2012; fU 41 % %, 20105 2012), Zhang %5
(2009) 22 120K B8 2 4R & T W F 77 1 2R ek U 7 2R
HER R WUE . G PR ] T kK Bk © 2%
Sy [ PRt 7K 94 3 i 9% # (Cloke et al, 20093
Roulin et al,2005; Kunstmann et al,2005 ; Giuseppe
et al, 2010; £ 41 45 4%, 2012 ; Demeritt et al, 2013;
Wetterhall et al,2013;Dale et al,2014),

M BDR L 45 TR R 48— Ml o 74K
B RSP AR AL Rl by &, o T ot
B, 23 A ROBE B TE 0. 5° X 0. 5°~1° X 1° R 4,
TE G2 6] 43 BEATT , — J5 T o A BRASE AR ME XS Hh /R
JFE R A AR 5 1 BRI 3 B2 2 ) (Ramos et al,2013),
ELan, 2012 4F 7 A 1L AR R S b ROBE Sk % I R AR
g8, SR KA 1993 ok i Rk K . AL 445
(2012) % F ECMWF | HA fE[E A1 T639 4625 Py 4~
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A BRI B JHE 22 A I K 4T 5 B 2 VAR AR
B AT UT K PR L SR R W] BT A B B A
T O R A K e R DA SO K s B TR L
[ A% 4 1] 5, HE BRL7E 2005 4F 3 K F River Po i1,
(Bartholmes et al,2005) ; 5 — J7 1 , 5 i 38 7K SR
AU 5 0 2 A 2K SO A 114 23 i) RS i X DA DR e 5
177 DX 3 A RORE R PR AR A Al 4 /N RO R
ARG EABIFBIRE J1 . Foa5 0] o3 P At 2 1L 4 Bk
AR Z, 1997 4 £ EERXKIFR G0
(NCAR) Hi/h RUEER R AL B 53 58 B4R L
(NCEP) Fr 54Ul bl PR 28 40 55 3 % (FSL) Fiil 4
5 Ak 1B S i A 2 KU A TR v DY A
R IF R R 3 — AU RO Wi =X 5 [ Ak
% 4t (Weather Research and Forecasting Model,
WRF modeD) , LAy — A ARG 2] 74L& B A
KT R 2% K H F MR (NASA) 2 % 5 iff
B R DR A R SF ALz e I O SR [ 2 5 0 R
38 (ZE#1,2004 ; Skamarock et al,2008) , MAEC A
ZA WA AT SE I T K G A3 [R] 43 9 3 F A
e FEASRITHETA F0F &L GRAPES(global-
regional assimilation and prediction system) H7 )X &
B K < HR A 3 (GRAPES_MESO #3%) , 2004
R 551032 47, 2006 4F 1 200l 45 1k 5 H a) 45 X
AW B A BARS BEZ AR 4R R . GRAPES_MESO
3.0 WUASAE 2013 4F 5 [ A R H A (JMA) 254
R BE 7 v DX A S8R A A 2, 5 (] 70 B
R L O 0. 15° X 0. 157, H ET Ak % & 1T 1
GRAPES_MESO4. 0 A3 BEHR T 235 5] 0. 17X
0. 17, 5 - HE 7K 7 41 1) U B /K SR 7Y 4[] ROE B
HHEE (CETAF,2010) 0 b RUBE B0 R A Il e =X
H BT 2 0y o — 7 i o P PR 2 A A7 A — 2 1
AHfEE . HETE NN G Dl S A b ROE 4R
B BUE AR 2 o TR 55, 2014) , JF HO 7 AR GIERR
JE I8 B AEHOR B A AR PO o PR R T ROBERRE S H )
PrAHA —E TR B OR a3 8] 43 B 22 5 03 A
K SRR 53 8] 43 B (LA, 30" X 30 13 77 #E —
FE R ZERE . R T G b DG E 43 A 2K SCRE T, AT LA
e JFH I RUBE 7 12 R A=0A8E x0RUBE o 2 A1 K SRS
RIRBE (Lin et al,2006) ., H A& M 0k R Jr ik
A =Fb e B ROEE et B RO s DA L3 )
5531 M 45 A 10 RE J7 % (Busuioc et al, 20085
Wetterhall et al,2006; Wilby et al,2000), %1t [
FRUBE 105 R RO AU A5 B 0 T4 A o ok ok

BT LT Z KT I 9157 (Re_forecast) , it
SRR B ML 5 2l B R 125 ) 0 s 2 1 B LW
Ty o dife o DX LA M AR i L A 75 31 A [] s XL AN ()
AP PR T & B R B 7 58 e A EAT R X 2 4
16 Z AR 3 1 & 4 (Fowler et al, 2007), Ma-
raun 55 (2010045 i , 3 1 5 G TH AR 45 & AU R K B L
JEE 795 38 00 25 e B Sl B RUBE 5 e v e RO 45 H Y
PE ik a5 BE A & 3 ) 2e LR T R ARG R
S I 7K i RUBE B 1 B R R U 1)

2 P T K IR 1 3L A SO AL A
TR

2.1 FEBAIXERPHSE

H Crawford % (1966) F 1966 4F#fF ] 1 Stan-
ford BRI [a]HH DLk , 7K 302 5 3k — B AR T4 I 3
IKSCRERL 5 5 0 L A T AR 2 8 AN TR H i
149 7K SO TR A A T8 [R] JHE 5 A {12 A () i 2 A
AL 1R 45 KA o T L Ath, — S 455 780 W) A 25 B S 11X 531 (2 3
%,2008),

LI K SO RS S BEALHE A EB 4y, B LA
TRk TR A R 7 R WG S B S A R
R o AR A Y S R K A B 43 AT LA B
1454 (Singh, 1995 s 22805 . 2008) . AR X 7k 3¢t
FEAE IR L 45 5 T B R AE AR AT 43 Sk 48 0 20 4
A3 T s AR S 75 25 R K SCask R 1 B B AT
HE TR K] 43 oA B P AR TR | AL PR A TR R A AR

£ B SR K SR AR T ph A B oy O R R
Ik HE I R A B K SO AR A AR
S B LA R AT A 2 R) A8 S o AR ) — 2R K STt
FE] | A B K T 25 2 o Oy B R o) — 25
RN 255 8 X w4 HEC-1, Sacramento #5 7!
G o M43 AT K SRR HRRAE S 78 0 % 18 1 K 3
T AR AR B 5 A B UL AR R AR 1 2 ] AR
Sk, SHE, SWMM, IHDM # %1 48 (H{E K £
BB L s B TS0 5 R 00 BB B = Wi 1S T 4
A BRI . fE—SE 500 T BRI A R AR
R B AR SR D A R B K R ek S R
ELHEER 2R B4 0 PR R R 0 2 A 2 R R AR
Tt AR SRR W] B Sy 2 S AT K SCRE R, R gy
A3 3 7K SR TR SR A T A A R TR A3 A 2 TR 2 ]
) — bR Y G Y AR 6 2 D) IR Oy oK 3Gt e s ]
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A5 S Pk Bl ) TOPMODEL (Beven et al,1979)

R 6T 7K A A 2R 3k A 1 il s T ik o MK
SCRETUR] 43 Ry 22 B Pk MR A PR S W B R =2k
220 PEASE A SRR AR A A7 T SR 4 3 1k 1Y 43
Bri ik, WA Horton T3 28 L) ) Sherman B4y
LAF IS HEAR I AL H 20 MY R
g N B RS vp 2 B AT A5 B g Y B R . RS
R PR IR AR AL” B 5L Bn 22 9 5 LAAE By AF 58
BRI DL A R A R i f 2 AL T R
A U R R & AR R K S AR I e B B
R AR AL S8 G R . 1982) A 8 1 A5 7Y
M S E R B — o 1Y) 38 S0 AH AR ME Bl B2 DU
oA AL WA 2B AT S 1T I T A S K S A A
TR S B R MK 8. Stanford., Tank, SAC-
SMA 7 & VLA R 55 B AL A58 7Y 253/ 22 It K SR 7Y
Y@ TRE A TEB A, Py BEPE R A SRR AR AL,
BRI S R E R K i B Y
T Wy 35 R 4 B A I ) A R Bl R AR
14 IO7 VB 0 B fidf vk 0 5 R iR A7 oK i, IR L BE 65 25
FETKAE FR 1 3 A3 27 B ] A0 A 4B BT R) Y 25 TRl 56 &R
e b PR AT (Y 2 B0 R] S i T S A
BATE]AH B TR SO R AR 5 A2 TR R
E s A& 5 W 3 R AR & 1 L A7) AR AR R v
WAL T2 G5 PE B R 74 G ak 75 58 HE R 2 T A
A5 BRI Y S B SR AT TR AL 58 4 Y ) B
155 Y iR AR ME S B CBE A SC 4§ ,2005)

2.2 BATHABHBREKIERFRIHER

AT 76 [ P A0 52 Bt 7K S5 40l 55 1 o 475 84
F2 R 2 50 I TR A2 O T4 28 N AL S K S A A
AN 42 YLK SCAL Y | Sacramento 7K SCHE A S i 17
1 S U 8 L - B R K QIR W
IR ST TT I S AT 50 S = AP B 0 7 28 VAR B UK
SCREAY oy A K OK SO R . B BR R T T 2
BWFIE (505 ,2008), 20 fi 22 70 4R 5 90
AR, WMO XFESE E A A B A AR PR Y 3 55
K SCHE Y E AT 5 UE X L, f3 5 Sacramento 557
TANK B8 (CLS L RISE 2 250 Uk H7E k7K i i
rh A28 Y B 400 5 S I I ) 0 RO S O 4 Al R
FHZK SO RE 3 Ui Sk SCRE RS S 8080 H B RRAE 5
~6 4~ (Refsgarrd et al,1996), H F /K 3 A IE
LR R HZ BIA BEAE R K X R SE B A
FE R as AR k. 54 R UK OB R HE L 4 A X

JK SRR AT LA S 1y 2% 5 T R 8 18T A% 1 14 3 T
A5 Sk L RE % T A R P GIS R | R RS R I A
23 [A] 5 R 7K St A 1 WL B 5 88 400 3 4l e -
A28 AL T 1 5 28 B T PN A 3 K SRR AR 1) S
P BFFTRTHT (Abbott et al 1996), #EA 21 {4,
Bl 1T HL S 08 R 2 Y R R R A FK SO
TR R K SCE R 5T B B [ N A4 T AR 2 0 Al
FOKSCHERY Sy T TG 0 A K T R 5 [ R
SR K 3 I S & (Office of Hydrologic develop-
NOAA)
2002—2004 204 T Distributed Model Intercom-
parsion Project (DMIP) Ji H (Reed et al, 2004;
Smith et al,2004), 25 DMIP 5t H H A T itk i
Ry A 4L 13 4>, {3 $5 . SAC-SMA (Burnash,
1995) , HL-RMS (Koren et al, 2004), TOPNET
(Bandaragoda et al,2004) ,MIKE 11(Havno et al,
1995), HRCDHM (Carpenter et al, 2004) , tRIBS
(Ivanov et al, 2004) , WATERFLOOD (Kouwen et
al,1993) 5 LL-II(ZE 4%, 2003) . i 1o X A 52 45
HAr AT LE AT A4S S DR LA EELE R (D e
A b e » 283 85 1 7 A 2K SO ALk 7K 93T 4 2808
DB T B 2 AR 2 T 30 o i A R K SO AR ; (2)
FE 57 W A5 Y 1% 25 58 0 ] DA SO e 4% 0 A K SCRE R
DG A5 (3D 23 A K SCRE YA B AT LT i 8
4 3t 2ot A Lt m LA A O N A A T R T
FRY 7K S T LA bR T O SORS 40 1k e ik ok
T 5 (4 RG22 658 e 114 T 4 9 ek o A XK SRR
RIRE 1 B AR 1 (4 T4 SR 5 (5) 78 1 478 I e A
ANEE I I RO S 78 P W 2 T 5 B8ORS KB
.

A 20 20 90 AEARLIR BT X 1969 4R K TR
Freeze 45 (1969) $ H} Y 73 4 /K SCHE L 4 35 A2 22 7]
8, Beven ,Reggiani 4§ [E Pr 1 44 /K SC22 R H TR
A AR 2 Pt F R i 48 (Representative Elementary
Watershed, REW) FlH4 Jy 27 & R 2% 18 Ui 48 45 1]
S ) P AR 4R R 4R 3R K A — 4
0 1) 33 v g AT G B IR AR E E AR B, MIKE
SHE #5281 5t J2 4% BRI S HE Z2 44 36 1) , I 76+ g A 1
I R AR TR 5 2 BRI LR R AE — S (A e LG 5
1989) . Beven 2 (1979) 42 th i 43 1B 2 Ay 15 74 5 £
ME DL 18 A S 10 45 1) S o) M A O FL BRI i . 1996
4F,MIKE SHE # %1 53 51 i T P2 5 2 H 0 3
B, BN, 45 R B AR R 19 AN 7€ P (Abbott et

ment, National Weather Service,
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al,1996) , Beven £ (1979 W k% it 7 TOMODEL
Fr48 i %R BT B HE R 4R & Freeze F1 Harlan
P& o0 A 2UHE B (B 43 T8 X9 ol 4R AR 1) o it
H R ST a7 B X R L AR M A AR S R0 I
REEHE R AE— 2 . TOPMODEL J I (4 5 2 X A4~ 2
. 1998 4F, Reggiani % (1999) #& i« AR 4 #4 ) 2
B 8 ORI S L oR A AR Bk N T a0 A K
K SCREARY Y F8 FRE 22, I £ a7 U Bl ™ VI A
M5 B AR . BEA 21 s . AR E AT
(REW) 1) 43 4 27K SCEE A AH 4% 1 B (Zhang , 2007)

Bt 7K SCRE 27 18 i — 25 ke 3 A XK SCRE R
BIRAFAEA D538 5 4 B H A AE — SE R 2 0] 8
I8 AR RTIH IR (22805, 2008) : (1D Hy
T A 1 S ) A 32 BE SR AR 43 JE A
PR ot 5t A o S4B 7 R (DX AR W Beven D) K&
Reggianni 554 18 BYAE 22D V5 S 7 1) 43 A 207K 3C
B RMELR . (2) 43 A KK UL 280 5 oot
TR G H AT I A R BN [/ RS Z 18] /Y 5%
R . (3D 43 A1 2K SR Y (1 7% 2 BT I Y
S-S G0 A E K R P R i AE . H AT HE L
I8 A4 BT U R 118 - 9 K R e g U S AR
{H » BEAZ 52 BE A AR AR HA 5 m (9 3 T 7K A7 ) T8 T ThT
P | R BT € VA S B 7 W T2 W R L e o
M SR T 1S A K S AR . (O T
KT 1 43 A XK SO 7Y B 22 HL A e e gt ek s (] 2
FEME 5 7K S A8 1Y ) BRI ] B8 7 5 S8 e ot a7 vk
55 e OV A SRR T SRR A L R T RRE S 1 o R AR
A AL 5 5L T W FR AL Y o A O AR R AR 2 G Y
758 (Yu,2000; Todini et al,2001; Liu et al,2005;
Yang et al,2002; Bao et al,2010), 3&E K< /K
LI Koren 2 (2004) #9 ## 19 HL-RMS # AY ;
N AL 2T % (2006), F A A SE (2007), 2 B
(2008) ,Bao %5 (2011), Yao % (2009;2012) 1£ ¥ &
VLA RURE Al 22 b N7 1 43 A 28T 2 VK SO A, DA
M Wang % (201052011) , f£1. %55 (201623 2016b)
AT T IR E L 7 T 5 T 5 0
53 A1 FK SORSE BT 2 1 2R AR Y L P 6 I Tk B A
T 5 2 T K TIUARORG 8 LA B A 8 3 7K S g A st 25
AR SR JT TR B AR R T . (5) 5518 U BUR HE
W 2 T R I R A3 A K SO Y SRR FE AT AR
Wk — AR E . (6) F T ik K Wi i 43 A 27K S
TR AT AR F A A% 2 4 BT 8, T DA IEAC Y .
A DL AT = = AR RO 20 g3 A7 2T 2 VK SO RS

GRID-GA # % (Wang et al,2010;2011) 19 i 331
BRAIT N IE A WA, T tRIBS A Y ) 37 38 31 & 2 o0
= PR

3 RGIK SO A TR AN 2 P IF 5T
Ji&

HEAK B 5 R R IO T4 &R Cn R oK i
1 2 I A 1A R M B PR R (g P A
M RUBE DA SR B i A L — A B A
AT S T BT K IR S B R TR T
O3 (RLEL4E,2009) . JiE 20 485K, it /K B4 75 B
HE R/ AR A b AR B ERTT A ) A
HEIK T T 22 PR AL 45 BUR AR DGR T T — A 4% i B[R]
O A kG AT R B A5 % L AR KCH MK SCRAR FH A
RN Wk s s 2 XHEEN MG, KXHL T
AR AN M RS S M BN Y X R TE A R4
K SCRE & TR J5 v 1 AT Uk K LA TG 38 R o] b g
K TR BOR Ao 7K SCASE B R 25 AN T gl A b 7 AR TR Y
AN 5 P T X R O A E M R B =R (D
IK SR G BEDLIE S5 BRI 1 (2) 7K SCHEE R g A
D22, (3) R SCHE R B 45 F R 22

X T HE K TR T & A B A 1 E PR R 2R R
T P B R . PR A AN Ak R ST
PR A R K AN 7 PR AL B 7E PR SR s R ok B K
P14 TN B L S i T K T 0 R BE S L L 1
LA B A, 5 B

PRAT it S K SCRE RS, oy 7 2 X 7K S B o A
PIMELL 25 5y B Lt K @ R AWK SCIL A,
S R P s £ BT SRATL A DI A A i ] R A 2
WA e 24 2 804 R4S 1t 5 A AH TR)
AHLEAE B . HJ , AR e A b PR I AR 1 HO
H PR IA O B 1 — A S BOR AT B X 2
FIF 1 9 “ 53 2 [ 5% (Equifinality) ” (4241 4%, 2009) .

Krzysztofowicz(1999 ;2002 ) ¥ ik 7K 1 41 1) A 1
SE AR 3 g ek TR TR A AN T S AP K SRS BL B8 S 1
PEL T 1999 4F $2 (% D1 i ST A8 52 koK R B e
(Bayesian Forecasting System, BFS), Kavetski %
(2006) 2 H4 DU - 3r 53R 22 43 7 )7 %t (Bayesian Total
Error Analysis, BATEA) fll Ajami 2§ (2007) #2& H )
254 WK SR T K SO Y 2800 5 A AN 1 0
Y DL 3 S 16 € Pl 31 & (Integrated Bayesian Un-
certainty Estimator, IBUNE) J& &% & A i 43 #r it 7k
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AR A 2 VI T7 ik 2 — CRUIG R FE . 20100,

AR A A DU i Sy 398 1) HEAHE R B4l R 4
DU 37 R UR 22 20 M7 J7 T BRI 2 B0k A LA K S
AN E PR 255 1 SRR O AR R A

(1) 56T DL 307 8 A9 K BE R Bl R 4 - Tk
A B A B S e AL SO0 A I R K AR Y A R
PSR 0 LA SN A B A R K A A AN 5 2 T 2.
BFS 7E53 12 b A& 3 >4k B A% (K 4l b 2 4% A
TAZEHE 5 24040 A | B K T4 25 5 A 1 1 Ad B
i) A (L) o AR 5 B A8 5 3 R RS B UK
SCAE AR B

s[)(}l ‘ h()ayauav) — J;»(ﬁ(h’ ‘ s9h()ay)7f(s ‘ u,V)dS

(D
o Cs La, v) ARRAE B T UL 199 P 6 7K 5 38 9 A A
FEVE S pChlsoho s y) AR BR T0 UL 9 P e 7K i 38 3 A1 1Y
AR Chho s ysus AT UG 551 Cho) L
IK IR Caa s v) IR SCRE R 41 Cy) Sy 2% B ik oK 730 4
Xof 5 T A A 2 2R S D R AT AR A AL
IR E H 22 8] S 4 M 56 2, B AT 45 20 465 2 T 41 A
0 JE 0 % R R RO AT 2. BES sl e 1 4 AL B
R BRI 540 5 2 500 AN o e 1 B 4 Ak PR Y 1Y
LR TS A R K AR BB AT A5 G I .
(2) DLW 3 B8 28 43 M 5 i AR D VA 1R R 25 0
L TR i A S TR S R A 3 1 (K SR R S
ZARIE) B E . g A — Rk K
S BERLARE ¥ ¢ (S EUm id o B . I8 X H
S REAKAE X, 5B IR KE X, MITE A28 k%
RS (R KO g AR AN B 0 1 [ B OB AL Y 2
B0 WAENBEHLE (S 8Um il B, o BB A 2
B AS B M T 38 A I B T I Y SE I o R
() 2SBS0 7 ) S . 3 BOEE 224 9 U Of 4
SR Bt B 2 ORI 3Fe 1 73 A 2 5000 Sfe 96 o0 A 3 i
DUt $ir 2 3O 33X 26 2 50000 ST 56 23 A 55 WL 3 i ) 4B
SRR U B ER S BN RS 5 56 40 A (Kavets-
ki et al,2006, %% & R 45,2010) .
p0.4.B..B,/X.Y) =

PY|0:.4:B..B,-X)pC0:4:B..B.) 2)
»(Y/X)

K. p.¢.B. B/ X V) NSEK S G2 - p
(0,557[3_1-,[3),)%72;5&%(0, ¢7ﬁ.r’ﬁy> E‘J%gﬁ%%ﬁy
PCY[0.¢B. By - XD J RLER R H. p (Y/ XD o BRI i

NG AR 722 8 1 30 B 43 A

WX B AT B & A S8R R
34, 5 BFS A BATEA B 45 % & ok 74k i
BB ENE T K IR RS HE T 0
S R0 A SRS 50 20 A DT A5 21 d5c 25 10 < B 7 Al
ESE S

€} NE 2 @ NS RN P T iE e
£ (IBUNE) : IBUNE f % B T 2 504 1 % 1 1
[, 508 T - DB i A B A B 2 1 - 15 BAT-
EA i —#8 5 A— IR FE 70 A 1 BEHL 3R -, JF 5E
SCRFLSEREKAE X, 530 B KE X, 3T 53 R 3L
@ IBUNE ik . 7K [f B0 2 MR 7 fi B Xk 3
Py B R UL KA 8 DR A [) ) A L 2 4 5 BORE
T XoF LS 7K S B R Y S B A A — o A
PE . RN E M AT DL S 2 R R A 255 ok s b
12 IBUNE J5 ik Hr B0 155 3 45 4 19 A 1 5 1 . >R H
DUt 73 2 (Bayesian Model Averaging, BMA) 5
T Xk 2% AL R 1) S5 6 ME 23 23 A 0 A I AR 1z A0 R
#x K (Expection Maximization, EM) iz 8 15 | 3 4
A A K SR Ji5 56 A8 2R 73 Al (Ajami et al, 2007)
/NN (I

p(y | My, M, .x,y) =

k

DM, [ x. ) pi(y | Miax,y) 3

Ao x Ry 3 S S I ) R K A RR T4 R
S p (M L x s y) B Bk 7K 99 H2 455 2 45 4 /Y A T
SEME S pi (I Mx s y) 255 S et 7K P31 i A5 8 g A
S A EE

Duan 28 (2007) ) A IBUNE ¥ Xt Leaf River
it L R AT R L G R L £ T IR Y
[ 2 A5 iy AR A 7R 235 4 R A o P 1 O A 2R
BT 22 SRR 0 B AR S B AN E

T 20 28 90 A AUTFba 7R BLK B4R 51 A
DU Sr 38 43 BT AN P . SR AT AF (2013) A DA
i A5 A S 34 (Bayesian Model Averaging, BMA) J5
ARG TR 15 A B0 0 B K SR AT 1R AR AR
RS TP~ A1 ) EPIVAYEE I R T%: 3 N 1 %
(2005) & BTG 7K STHE 5 HE 238 T 4T 7 72 g Tk /K T4
K2 1) [5] I s w3 A I 1 KURS: 20 M B9 15 2 . Al aF
FEUE K IR A B 2 PE Y J7 218 GLUE (R 41 7%,
2009) \Kalman & 3% . BE LU 25 48 W] ¢ B2 43 #r
RS/ S, B2 BRI KR
5 Bk K AR AN P ) R A A% o T DL 4 AR
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i 25 A G TR AE (B (EL L 5 22 R 35 1 7K OF- X[
S (B S T A& B R 25 G TR A RCR L Oy 22 B
FH PR DX IA) B2 e 1 A A5 R 45 1 AN 1 7 MR e R T
iz 5 AT RE Y 28 Sl 70 [ L e 2 P A BiE 5 it K AR
HAGR K SRS & A B E P 1 A S (Siceardi et al,
2005),

AEXF A5 B8 1 7K 3C KO T4 7K SCEE A T
£15 T K SCCUE KO AR 25 A4S B0 5 B9 A E PR R
S — PR AT A4S B 1 TR (R, S RE 4R L TR (B
A AN 22 {5 B ME R B4R J5 15 (Schaake et al,
2007) . KA BACTHANLEAR W 7E 25 K SCHE A T4l
DL 8 14 00 T 1% 0 10 7 1 o i ) 0 44 sy T 1)
HEIK AR Y SR K SCHE & TR & J& 18 J7 1] (i
55 ,2012) . KU A PR BRI T AR BUE W
LAY 5 B T 50 K e 7E B AT ik B 25 5
TGS WUk 2 BB IR0 K ST QKD iR
T AT R 5 583 (i 22 P L 20145 PR SR . 2014)
IR SCAR A WA K e AR R 5 L T R LB 44
F18 o LA Ui ek S0 B S 0 A 3 A P K OB
1 9 BE LR TR 91 2 A4 T 3K 5l 7Kk SR Y
A4 3 4% I 4R A5 7 (Ensemble Streamflow Pre-
diction, ESP) (Twedt et al,1977), 4 T ¥ 4 #f #fk
HEIK SCAE & TR 55 R OK SCHUR BOR & . NOAA
5 ECMWF 8L Bk & & 7K SC8E & Bl 30 1t
%] (Hydrologic Ensemble Predictions Experiment,
HEPEX) (Schaake et al, 2006), R 7K 44 i
e A PR IR HAZ O BOR AT LA S T A (R
A, 2014) < AR SCHE 5 TR AT AL BEER (4R & B[R]
EEAR AT 2 R BUOK SO R K SCEE G
TR J5 AL BREE AR . 7K SCHE A U i AL B 5 B 2
KL BER A T CEZON K SR D 5 &k
oW 5 A LS T T B R I 22 1) 58 36 )
T 4% 77 12 (Perfect Prognosis) , 3& T [2] 5 J7 3 i) 45 7Y
i S i (Model Output Statistics, MOS)
(Glahn et al,2009) , DL e 3 F D1 it 3 B8 119 22 45
S (Raftery et al, 2005) Fl1“ Schaale Shuffle &
JEE” (Schaake et al, 2007 ;Clark et al,2004) , 7K
AR B TG A PR AR LU T DU J07 B0 (7K SCEE R
G TR G A PR Y i o MR (Krzysztofowicz, 20025
Krzysztofowicz et al, 2008; F 3% J¥, 2001), It 4h,
A T K SCH ROBEAR AR & Bl i SE 1 e Ak B4
AR (Wood et al,2008) . & 1£ 1 B 7 Gt fii 22 1 15 75 4
P vE BL 4 v (Brown et al,2010) 7K SCAR i A ff 72 7

SR B9 43 K 8] U5 7 (Weerts et al,2011) ]~ L £k
PR S AL PR 4% (The General Linear Model Post-
Processor, GLMPP) (Ye et al,2014)%%, HHij, /K
A R AE L PRl 55 v N ) E 2o K E A AHPS
FR I RSB A0 EFAS, KSR A TR A&
AT 5 I £5 i 32 B K SCER B TR A AT
SEPEUN G K SCIE RUBE H AR 5 805 [ 46 ol 55 i
e

4 RGOK SO A TR B K J Jig 2

(DFEBK IR IR BHRE R R AR
JK SR B J7 1 S A TR 0L 300 m T g B 98 D A
B 22 18 107 W) 7 IS I o K TR B R TR R A it K
R R A IR R B N R . H AT, 4Bk
DX IR R PR A X 2 2 T L4t A X EE A v
(TS W43 J5 5D 1 E B K Bl - E X T 3K B E
I E A K TR A R L K AR B I B LT
i B 5 Y Bl i 22 AT T R 51 S AR AN TR eyt
IR L RSE o — T3 T o % T i P K TR B A i
I T 7« il A R 2 0 T S B B ™ L 7k T
S A S 1 TR AR LA PR TR B R K A R AR
7o T RO A A A R ) T R AR (0 ~
3 ), A HEBIE U A 2 TOUAR B3 A T A A L A B
(IR TTmk . PRI A faf k5 TR % R K SE LR
AR 5 RS AL TP DL R R A ™ S A R
— A4 T R i K BT B4R R B T R K R
TERR TR P A R AR R R —.
NCEP 5 [{ TR Ja [/ G 0 9 TAE B A 1R 33
A8 5k s 55— J7 T . Bl A R0 PR SOR K5 R &
PR A BIA T S i o R 46 BT R % 18 K Tt
I B AN R 2 R R I K TR JRE 1 T B
ZREAE B T K A T 2 28 0 S B [ /K TR Y
EEFBEMKYE . TS b A RE PR U 45
A~ DX SR 1 A1 S50 AN SR (R g A 22 4 SR
T 25 AT I I 7™ 6 3 P AU AR 0 AR
o DX i R K BARORS 2 R i BRSO KB
BrBOART ISR AT . 53 Ah . AT RO AR A TR 32 2R LA
A R CAE Jy FE Al A A 1E AR SR M /N RUBE & 48 il
e Iy LA . AnART 45 GRS A0 A RUOBE A Al
PP RIERTRGEMRE N 5 HE S PR TE AL
19 20 AR DX S R B B AR X BE 5 8 A
AN 1 5 1 B T R 3t AR 7K RO JEE S B e 45X
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Oy HER 3K S B T R K TR A 1 K S AR08
PR —EERR,

(2) 5t B L 80 9 T 55+ 3 S SO TR R K T
] BE A% O A3 o S 4 e b K T ARORG SR AN AE K 1 DL
W) R BRHER o TIUK SO 1 i 5 K 302
TEAL Y & LA B 1T S AL GIS 32 8% R A ) 25 3 1
KRB &SR ATEI . B AR SR B 1 & AR il
T PRI K SCRL TR A S5 ) 1 AR L TR [ A A R
DY SRR E N SR I (22 - S WK Y5 E2N
JK SCABIN Fly T 45 4 fR7 B, 0 i A 9 R B SR O R i —
B T UK R 8 7E 2 ROK SCAR R S R 2
B0 723 ()48 S M B I 0) 9 TR A8 3 Ao R 1 5 ) )
FE Gl Z S B Ak G S8R 1 1P S A5 O TS A0 4y A
FOKSCHERY RSk SRR 4 A o A 2K
SCRERL Y RSB B H A 6 T ik K R 1 4 A
K SO RIBIF 5 ¢ B, 1 FH %2R 43 A 2K SO A
e F E 2 A Y A A 5 43 A XK S A
ANAECRT DL G 3 1 K A R S 8 AT DL TR
LI AT 7 T /K S TT 14 K SO A 5 40 o )
A3 IR R O R T AR Ao oA K SRR A TR
P BB B 5 B 40 it B kK B L SR FH A A A
Ief TR 422 0B 250 R L A 4y T R ol ) 3 9 B R B 40 A
K SCREAY L B % B 07 47 ) B RO . AR T
K L3k ) 43 A 288 3 B GO 0 5 AN s — S Stk
ARG B T 25 SR DR 2R sl A TR 2R B A i T vk
AAT IR BRI 2 A7 2K SCRE B iF — 20 % T AL Bl %5 7K
SCOURI B H ) 10 58 A 1 Rkl e L A A ik 5 i B
PEAE 45 A 10 50 A 20K SO R0 98 2 B /K T4 1
TR SO % J ) 2y 1],

(3) G K SCHE A LA B 4 B 1) 4 5 55 0 1) %
AR OB #E A R H AT T AUE R R
A B il 1 o R A XA o i 5 o8 3 L K TR
PLRGKSCH I R G Bl . S i 4 Bl b .
AL A S P K TR . R T AR B A B
KA TARAL 0] (A 1 25 B0 22 DL e KA H B
P TEL T AR 01 A5 B K TR A ZE AR K AN B o M L A
HE AR F B fo R A X T R K T R S Bt
IR AR 5K B I 25 (L4072, 2012) . JK SCEE A iR
S — PP IE T DL 25 HR 6 M TR A, S RE 4R 4t T
N 2 MM B MR TR 7 1. BEAE BRI AL
BRI HE A K SCEE A R AR 2 1 e i & R, UK
R S3R TUAR I T 4% 6 W 52 v TR A B0 A R AR 5 7K S
A TR K R (R T O T . EOK I R A 5 R R R

RFAREFZ MM K 2 — A H 2 B 25
A HLBR B AN E P — ER R K SO & Bk
RS . EN A E &l B TR B R BT SR
R AR DR SCHE A AT RS S T DL i S0 B8 i o
TEOK TR A 10 7 8 ) A e B A AR, BB E 23 1
7 L& R A TR L U 30K SO Y 2 5005 S5 A 1) A T
P D 3 R LAAE D B oK 4R - 4 ol 2 3 [ R g H
IS % b 55 5 A TR ) A B0 2 P 20 BT F 5 19
ZAEE.
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