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Abstract: In this paper, an algorithm for improving the radar-based quantitative precipitation estimation
(QPE) for orographic typhoon precipitation through vertical profiles of reflectivity (VPR) correction is de-
veloped. With this method the optimal ground reflectivity and the optimal Z-R relationship are obtained
simultaneously by the iterative solution of the objective function (the global and regional optimal fitting of
VPR). The vertical rainfall structure characteristics and the increase of rainfall in the complex terrain re-
gion are fully considered and well corrected. Three typical typhoon cases are selected to verify the accuracy
of this newly established method. The results show that the algorithm can display non-uniform VPR char-
acteristics of the different regions of the ocean, plain and complex terrain region, being consistent with the
observed structure of the low-layer precipitation clouds. Compared with other Z-R estimation algorithms,
this improved scheme could better improve QPE in the complex terrain region. The correlation coefficient

between the rainfall estimated by the new algorithm and the rain gauge observations is as high as 0. 85—0. 94
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and the estimation error is reduced by 50% or so.

Key words: orographic typhoon precipitation, vertical profiles of reflectivity, radar QPE (quantitative pre-

cipitation estimation)
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Fig. 1 Locations of of automatic weather stations (a) and paths of the three typhoons,
(b) Typhoon Haikui; (¢) Typhoon Fungwong; (d) Typhoon Fitow
(Red triangle indicates the position of Ningbo Radar, purple circle indicates the 150 km radius
of radar; Blue dots indicate the positions of automatic weather stations in Fig. la;
Red curves indicate the paths of typhoons, the radar echoes of
the typhoon near the leading time are showed in Figs. 1b—1d)
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Fig. 2 The relation of temporal and spatial matching of Typhoon Haikui rainfall in automatic weather station

and radar reflectivity from 03:00 UTC 7 to 15:00 UTC 8 August 2012

(a) the relation of temporal matching, (b) the relation of spatial matching
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Fig. 5 The diagram of VPR

(a) the diagram of vertical section, (b) the diagram of triangular mesh

(Black area indicates terrain; shaded area indicates the analysis area of automatic weather station,

the solid circles indicate the neighboring automatic weather stations connected by the adjacent

triangular mesh; the vertical arrow line indicates the VPR of the area in Fig. 5a)



1204 A

% 843 %

ARBUR A H) ZR 5 0] LAY R4 Tk 3t 8 25 DF 3R
B R KA AL TRI R, T SORE 3 3 X EE 16 A A B
S A HERR T

2 BRG]

AR RVQ R A A TR B2 317 PEAL L IF 4%
H 5 ZR X £ (OZR) i B = (WARM: A
=230,B=1.25) i = (CON:A=300,B=1. 4,
HOM AR TR RS/ 2R ZR XZ(STR:A
=200, B=1.6), A &3 E 5 % M 157 % (X
et al,2008) #& tH & /K Ak U 7 2%, /] R 208, T [R]) 4§
TR GE Ak T 15 FL 3 43 Bt RVQ J7 35 78 A [l # B 2%
1R SR B R TR A RS FE O . XL Z08 ik
K H Xu et al (2008) BR 1A J7 %2 0 B EL - 76 ) Wt 1%
A B R (A VPR 4544 B A #8225 16 FR1E
ZJE X o BT N A A R 23 A ] T 2R B AT
FERTAL I O T 30 dBz Mg sk 2 & ZR K&
KT 30 dBz H /T 42 dBz % mCR I3 2 = 5%
F3 KT 42 dBz ¥ fCR IR = ZR X&) . P4l
F M 2% Xu et al(2008) ), 5% F§ RMSE, CC
DL Bias K47 PPAL AT

; -
RMSE = {2[Br<(i)*B(;(Ij)]Z/N}oJ (1)
i=1
N ' N §
ZBR(i)BG(i) _72816(1‘)236(1.)
i1 N £ 2

N N
([ DB — NB J[ D) Bi() — NBo* ]}
i—1 k=1

6!

C =

N N
Bias = > Bx(i)/ > Bi (i) (6)
- i

1 ,RMSE . CC 1 Bias 43 3k K&K A i 5 00 00 114
T R 22 (/INEE R f Al 0 35 25 347 O mm o+ b P
Py 3k i SR R KAy DN 5% 2 B Ry mm)  AH 56 R LA
L2 . X B B fl Be 00K T 1 h BRIN &
3 B8 KA I R0 By ks UL 00 % ) R R O 2 3 R R
R KA WU Ak D0 SR P o 4 a8 e B SR R 00 T
A 2l I SRR O PR AR B AL BEA K
N. X H By fUEXT 54 Be BP9 8008, Bo L%
TR Be W94 501 .

2.1 AEMEHRHEEFEERESN
WA B TE 8 BE 73 S 9 T SF- 5L o B L 3 Py

B <IN NGRS o T A N T B2 N3 Sl N D Y182
FRIEZE S . AR HIE 5T 1 VPR A (K 6) 5
HH 3T T VA TR U B B R B T X% B VPR
LEA AP AE B35 25 S0 Ui HE T ) VPR 2 3L 3
~4 ke Fifi 5 BE BEAREE A GE RS, M AE 3 km 1] i
b T i e A 1 2 0 Ak 559 P 38 T R A il D)
il 15 AP P 328 1 79 R AE 5 T Vg Vi TR [ R R
TR A 55 T il b o 2 BTV T T /N N TG
R ET X S RO b R U AR T K
VR LU Bty 3 B 78 A2 ORE T P o A il O A I )
5 SOV B D R TTRE AR D /0N 5 T AE 4 km =5 B |
TZ R BERE T 0°C J2 I /a1 B 76 BT UK A kL -
B AEAE S 3501 1l A2 5, 75 FRE A9 7% 2o 72 v AN I
il Tk N 28 & A5 DRI it 5 21 58 il 18 B R 35 R X g /)N
(Nesbitt et al,2000; Cecil and Zipser, 2002; Chen
et al,2012) . i 78 i b X35 . 1 i 7= A 1 46 THUR
SR W5 T IR T o PR T U B 8 A W A S
BA 2 4 S A I (i) o 38 1770 3 O A A P A AR R R
F4) TR o DRI T 5 B0 1 TR S 5 23 8t R X BB

L1 3 el M X B9 VPR I 5 B A6 I 36 184 L
S J kDX 2 (OO0 3 7R 3 B T R 28 Y R R A
KO8 HBERMESE A 9 A & KREJE I & 2 (& 6a
M 6b) o X FEEREH T A KRR By % 1R T
SRR R R 1Y K YRR A8 Sy 2 R ) R 5 T 7 5R
JRGH PR L5 1 2 9 1) 538 6 TR P {8 45 R O AR S s
B SR I (] o 3 5 il 4G K R S R R e S 7R LXK
TV 8 i A6 T R 7 3 b, T [ 98 B3 ) o M T 5 38 A )
T AE BTG 2 58 A 0 )2 i ) R S I ) R K
AR — 1 43 A CRHL 2% 8 45, 20055 B8 AR 2145, 2010)
AR AE G R T B WOUL ) 75 52 2% TR T Hh I 3
RO | ST N i’ 7 S v 1 72 A I TR =6
FE A 7K VRN T 4 1S T AL B 4E R B 1 E AR
JH (Smith et al,2009;2010; R {7 3, 2009),

LA KRE S RVQ B IF MR B T & WAEAS [ b B
AT I VPR S5 FRAE 25 5 A Hu A2 48 LRI Z-R
KA MBI A T B FRIE A 505 50 2 AR
W A AR B — ) VPR 45 Y5 B, RVQ ¥
S VPR & IE S5 28 0] D3R 15 T8 422 305 T M 18 52
B 155 0 18 B SR 238 53 A1 5 DT 2 s 38 7K At Y00 32

2.2 EFEE 1 hBEWBEETRG

L SR [l 55 L Z08 5 RVQ kit
BT~ B9 50 50 g = A~ 5 KU/ IR A A R 22



% 10 1 B THE G S5 < ) )R 38 5 A 6 TR T R R O A2 R S TR T 1 5 KU Al g 1205
4000 -
(a) il (b) ——{lF (c) ——{l
3500 | — — T — 5
B B B
3000 ¢ e 1l —— L3k —— 1l
2500 1
g
= 2000
1500
1000 -
500 | 7
10 20 40 50 10 20 30 40 50 10 20 30 40 50
[F133% 5% i / d Bz [0 9% g / dBz il 1 54 i / Bz
6 ANFEMTE&METH VPR HE
()W, (b) KR, (o) FEFF
GIIE L T 2 4 %> 30 dBz L bR ST 45 8
Fig. 6 Comparison of VPRs in different terrain conditions
(a) Typhoon Haikui, (b) Typhoon Fungwong, (¢) Typhoon Fitow
(the statistical results of near surface refectivity that greater than 30 dBz)
150 = mm
= 5.0
. 60
.
100 |3 - 3.0 (b) Z08
L= 50 F n=743
- : LA 2.0 T RMSE=6.7 ..
E 5o e 1.5 ~ a0 cC=0.46
= . 125 8
20 REE-E
*) .o £
i S 200 -
= =50 0.9 ¥ K
# .
EWNH | 0,75 10 Foge e,
4- =00 Ny .
~100 S H0.6
® =25 0 '
® >50 0.3 0 40 60
~150 S L i)/ N i /mm - !
—150  —100 =50 0 50 100 150
PRI OB /km
[=Fea mm
RE 5.0
= R 60
- 3.0 (d) RVQ
T 2.0 _ sop =743
g > L5 ,g RMEE=3.6
2 gl €C=0.T7
i 1.25 £
m ~
2 1.1 IH 30
T =4
) 1.0 j-’;
i = 20t
£ s 0.9 =
s 0.5 ol
. =00 :
0 0.6
® =5 0 .
® =50 0.3 0 40 60
; ® v = -1
R b /M R B /mm - b
—=150  —100 —=50 0 50 100 150

PR S HLOBR S/ km

(a, o)1 h [FRTAE 5 2225 (8] 40 A o (b, D1 h [ T Ay D0 760 52 200 W 0 L A o 1)
it 18] 2y 5 KU 225 Bl S 1 h

Fig. 7 Comparison of 1 h QPE of Typhoon Haikui obtained by Z08 (a, b) and RVQ (¢, d) methods
at 20:20 UTC 7 August 2012

(a, c¢) the distribution of QPE errors, (b, d) the scatterplot of radar 1 h QPE

B 7 201248 H 7 H 20:20 UTC Z08 J5#k(as W) FI RVQ J7 ¥ (cy ) /NI T 1% 25 43 1 L3 &



1206 A % 543 %
150 [ mm
ORI 5.0
60
R
100 - 3.0 (b) 708
T 50 + n=944
2.0 T RMSE=4.5
E 50 15l cc=0.80
N g
= 125 E
20 1.1 E30p
T 2
%) .o £
o Z 20t
& =50 0.9 X .
& LN
(AR 1 0.75 A ST
.+ >00 o .
—100 o 20 0.6 P ye e,
& 0 L ‘
® 50 0.3 0 20 40 60
—150 - (e 1EMU/J\H¢FE§/mm ~h!
—-150  —100  —50 0 50 100 150
PR R AL B /km
150 R mm
PRI 5.0
- 60
- 3.0 (d) RVQ
A 2.0 _ 50r n=944
o )
e : p= RMSE=2.3
& . 1.5 = 40 €C=0.92
& 1.25 £
o N
e 1.1 E )
T |1
X .o &
g < 20
EE 0.9 = .
#
ETQ‘E‘?’!‘, 0.75 10} L
. LY
o S 0.6 o
® >35 0 CA. L L
® >50 0.3 0 20 40 60
: ® >80 = -1
- /N i /mm - h
—150  —100  —50 0 50 100 150
FhEE RO B/ km

K8 [ME 7,00 2014 4F 9 7 22 H 12.36 UTC & KKEE )G 1 h 1)t 4
Fig. 8 Same as Fig. 7, but for 1 h QPE of Typhoon Fungwong at 12:36 UTC 22 September 2014

SR B R E R . NEL 7 #OS BT LA
F,208 B /NF 20 mm « b [ BR KA LE B A
1M R F 20 mm « h ' A RE K U AEEARAL . N4 A
E A O A A T AR O R DL B B R R
7 122 LA 14D 3 0 T A 1 IXOR e B ) B AR T
M. RVQ %5 4 U b & 15 B K Al 0K B2 . A
P 7d WO oA A AR A 0] A AT 3 B 5 B 5
R A AE — 2 R B IS (A B 208 3%, &
B 5 IOk L DA ) 0 A1 P A L DX e g 13 22 B
B s RVQ 50000 FAH 2 R0k 0. 77, B BAL T Z08
[ 0. 46, [H]FF RVQ FAGIIE2 A 3.6 mm « h™' L B
BALTF 208 # 6.7 mm - h',

B RURUELE (i S5 5 30 43 52 00 /0N Bof T 0 £ v 7
10 mm « h™'DAF L 38 %A & KR 2558, Z08 £l il
P BARAE T SRR K (& 8a il 8b) X T LA
RVQ 5T 5 1E T R K AR I 5% 25 . RVQ 35 Al

) 5t 7RI 3 AT B AL R AE RS A G A SR R B0, 8

F+E 0. 92 AA;RZEM 4.5 mm « h' BFEKE
2.3mm =+ h ',
G RFE 4 10 B K 5 B = A B R SR 11 . TR

Z AT A KAH L. Z08 BT B ARAL T 3 B /K (B 90).
=S ] 43 A B (L 9a) o BRIV A SF i i XL B K B
B ARG s RV/Q ) L 2858 15 2 1 A TE T 8 KAy DU AT £
F 1), AH G R EMN 0. 73 T2 0. 9254 22 M 11,6
mme*h 'BEFE 4.6 mm -« h "(E 9d) ., =z a4 b
FE 9D . RVQ BT ID T A [l b T X 3 K 7K
fli 5 2%, 0T LAR 2R 22 0 i ik 7% .

SR 1L G 208 ¥ A7 7E IR ME = A (AR
i i ) 8, RV Q 3 BH 2 0/ T AN [R) M DX 350 o 7k
A0 15 2 5 55 000 5 7K D A 5GP B R R B
RFAELN 208 BEAKAL 1k 55 7k



55 10 1

R T A < AP A S S R D R R S T TR T 1 5 XU K A K

1207

150 e
=R
R
100 [ -
g 50
N
=
i
=8
200
+
X
il
ELE -50
EMBEK
B mm - hl
- >00
~100 25
® 5
® >50
s @ >80
—150 - -
-150  —100 =50 0 50 100 150
PR B HLOBE S /km
O
=R
. R
-
g
=
N
H
=
2
+
X
hE
£
137‘1‘14\5#!@7}‘
i:.mgbl»)h
. 505
° >10
® =25
® >50
. @ >80
(2 L] Fs
—150  —100 =50 0 50 100 150
B B OB S/ km
& 9

5.0
3.0
2.0
1.5
1.25
1.1
1.0
0.9
0.75
0.6
0.3

mm
5.0

3.0
2.0
1.5
1.25
1.1
1.0
0.9
0.75
0.6
0.3

60 :
(b) 708
50 n=930
. RMSE=11.6
"~ 4l €C=0.73
g
g
N
g 30
E .
Z 20t .
’ES ° . Al . ’ .
O RS -,
10t ‘;. AR :
S N
0 A ‘
0 40 80 120
/N R/ mm - h!
60 :
(d) RVQ
_sof  n=930
= RMSE=4.9
= 40} C€C=0.92
g .
)
Jul
30t
=
FE 20t : '.':.:. .
- o . .I.l. M
10 a5
E e
e & N
0 o \ ‘
0 40 80 120

I/ /mm - b

[ & 7,45 2013 4E 10 f 6 H 18:16 UTC & KIEH: & ik

JG 1 h Ay B R

Fig. 9

Same as Fig. 7, but for 1 h QPE of Typhoon Fitow

at 18:16 UTC 6 October 2013

2.3 FRRMEMEETMG

AT X = A B W AR R R K R AL I AT L
B 32 2R A Xu et al(2008) 1 & M A T PEA 7
0 RVQ Al 375 52 18] (Z08) Ml 55 7 vk Al B 14
KR ZEVEAT LB M. M AL 208 J7 k. RVQ J5
LA E R TR DR A BB F ST MR AR

M 0. 61~0.79 $2FFF 0. 85~0. 945 BRI % 22 B
B QE > 50 %6 LD Hod & KRR A 109, 4 mm
(ZO®) P& F) 38. 8 mm(RVQ) ; 1 25 22 ¥t W] i 2k
L KRECR 208 J5 i 25 R B R0, 3, &
JRUREE A Al 00 588 B2 B AR A L R T RVQ J5 » AR 75 1H
FEAE— 8RR E AR AL o 3 59 1) & XU 2 2% b
X 35 11 3t 2 434 W T 2 0 0940 %o 97 P e A e v PR ke

R2 ZABRMEBETEEMMHENIRE (208 F1 RVQ LLE)
Table 2 QPE estimated errors of three typhoon cases (Z08 vs RVQ)
208 A i3 2% RVQ it i 15 22
B 2 /mm it 22 AH K R B 2 /mm i 2 A2 7 EL
W2 85.5 0. 82 0.61 45.0 0. 90 0. 85
JRUJE 62.0 0. 30 0.77 35.7 0.67 0. 88
JE4F 109. 4 0.53 0.79 38.8 0.93 0.94




1208 A

% 843 %

N7 B T e I J2E A A TR I B S AR 5 i RVQ
P T ARSI S X B I F 48 TE Y 1R 2R AT 8 24
A PRI S 355 BUIE IE TS 1 30 T S S R AT A A —
FEARAL T D L {Hf 25 R BT AT 2 0. 67, [ FR 9
A W) i s 5 AERE RVQ Bk s s B
O 5 T i 25 FR R 0. 93 4538 T

P10 K B KA 0 5% 22 3#F — 25 43 g AN [ b JE X
B, 3 LR R LRI ok 52 2% b JE Ll | P B AP
JEHL X X F R R = A & KUAEE AR
DXl 38 A Al 00 15 2 0 K T Ji i X G D PR o B2
Raf K Ay I 588 5 5 2 MO DX S A7 A B AR A . AH LG
Z08,RVQ J7 i Wl B /> 1T & 24 Mo B IX 35 11 o 7K A
45 2 5 5 LI 6 K B4 A OGP ] S 4 T, 5 2 b B IX.
BAE 0.8 DB J5 H XAH O& R 42238 T 15 50
T R 7K P it 22 B S 0 /0 o R 23 e IR Ak . ALY
He v AR B KA 25 R FZB L RVQ kb T
Ref KAt 000 35 25 5 00 T 86 7K 1 R S 2 B A B L O 22
B g

RV Q 75 R [ [ W9 Ak 0 7 325 e 3% (L 11, [ v
{14 3 B R £ A 2% A JRUHR B it 1 ) 22 B L 7E 7 D
Lyt | Fr b = FpAS TR B TR T 5 B S ) 3 22 S A
K, FEEREPEGRE LG . EAFMBIET,
RV Q 7 11y 52 A5 R TR Al 0 5 422 30 1 1 8 iy 52 100 08 )
(OBS)., RVQEHMIEM ZR X F (OZR) B 1 I AL
(1D FEWL.RVQ & m i T OZR ik, L H A
B LA Rl i &2 AR iR IX Bk, RVQ L2 B 0 T
OZR ¥, X UL RV Q 3 i X 8 3 B S 5 R 3 4k
16 TE A AR A5 5 45 300 52 00 11 30 b T S5 L gk i 4
HHERE HEF I ZR SR IFRI T A DR B
RVQ 1 Z08 S H A JLFP L 55 1% A B 35 B K Ak
MIZE 5 3 B, 208 3 Ak DU B /K L o 22 B B 4K T
RVQ A FHEAT T BE W 4025 e Ho A AR 4l 3t — 2%
RIMGETHIY ZR OC Z 4230 S 00 5 W8 2= 1 B30 3% Lb X it
FZE = W RL BT U8 B & XU R K 8 230 B8 = B K
B s A48 X i = )2 = GE 3T Z-R 56 &, Al I 3
BERAL, R A2

FE 5 R 25 Y SF SR XA [ I A5 I IR 11a
11b.11c) H1, [ RVQ 41, OZR . 208 1 Fl 34
W 2 7 i A Tl X BB R TSR
Mt ZR e R VLK E Z-R 3R (208 i
W= LT BE = ZR K R AR EHUIE T 1
SO 50 41 00 75 AR R L 2 £ KU 2 1 SR ZR %
FBON BT . A 1L A B X e, RV Q 32 )i it

DXI VPR b 58 T 3 b 17 A 3 R 38 145 AR (& 6a)
PETIE IE 130 1T 2 55 BAR B A7 e — s L FE 1Y
A (2 RV Q i 9 Al 0 W 28 W] A0 T Al 58 0
(ERUINBIS ) S8 L ST S VAR

200

r(a) [ ]708-T 1
[ RVQ-T |
BRZ0s-P
BERVQ-P |

180+
e 1
EIGO:
N
w1401
LS |
1 120¢
Z 100}
80+
60F
40t
20}
0
2 T T T
| (b) [Jzos-T |
1.8 CIRVQ-T
1.61 B z08-P 1
1.4F Il RVQ-P |
1.2f
g
0.8}
0.6f
0.4}
0.2f
0
2 T T T
| (© [ ]z08-T |
1.8 [C]RVQ-T
1.67 B 708-P
1.4 Il RVQ-P
1.2¢
g L
g1
0.8}
0.6f
0.4}
0.2}
0

{55 U FEHF

& 10 Z08 Hl RVQ Jr A [ # i T
PR e o T A 0 R 2 L
()35 B BB REIR 22
(AR R (o i 22
(Z08 FIl RVQ 1E K A« HTE T i Al 25 3 R AT Z08-T il
RVQ-T KR 76T 5T i Al i 25 2R
K H Z08-P A1 RVQ-P #1)

Fig. 10 Comparison of quantitative rainfall estimation
errors in different terrains by Z08 and RVQ
(a) cumulative process rainfall,

(b) coefficient, (c) error
(Z08-T and RVQ-T indicate the result of Z08 and
RVQ in complex terrain, Z08-P and RVQ-P
indicate the result of Z08 and RVQ in plain)



55 10 1 BT A < ) T A I S A IR T e R ek S A TR T B4 15 XU KAl 0 R 1209

%)
(=3
(=3

(@) FJi : (b) B : (c) it
250 : I :
-0BS ! - OBS ! - OBS
£ 200 <+RVQ ' 1 =RVQ : ~RVQ
ET | —RvVQ2 5 —RVQ2 —RVQ2
& 50l —BZR ; I l—Bzr —BZR
o | Z08 ' 708 708
100 : L WARM WARM
Bk i
---CON : ---CON ---CON i
sol -~ STR g =777 |---STR OIS STR  JF 1 e
=

ot . L . . - H o H
%3 08 13 18 23 04 09 03 08 13 18 23 04 09 03 08 13 18 23 04 09

[t | /UTC HiE /UTC fitA /UTC
150 : ‘ . : :
(d) “FJ5 ' (e) B
--0OBS ; -0BS
£ 100 :RVQ ' | :RVQ
g RVQ2 : RVQ2
S |—BZR : —BZR
g |+zos ! 708
K WARM ' WARM
g% S07---CON : [---CON
STR STR
0 = ek Foufialiaiaialon _____T & Ol
20 0l 06 11 16 21 20 01 06
IHE /UTC ff Al /UTC [5fE /UTC
300 - . X .
(8) B ' (h) P ' 1) ity
2501+ 0ops : ~O0BS i ~O0BS
g ~RVQ : ~RVQ ! ~«RVQ
£200f —RvQ2 ' —RVQ2 —RVQ2
& —BZR —BZR —BZR
& 150 7-+-708 708 708
X WARM WARM WARM
£¢ 100 [---CON ---CON ---CON
STR STR STR

50

L=
et

e

505 1315 3 0 o0 0s 13 18 B o o008 15 15 25 o4
[sFiR) /UTC It/ UTC ffiE]/UTC

B 11 R &M, ds @ FB. (b, ey W KT, (cs £, 1) L3 Ay 2208 TR A% 0 0 S 0 U800 ) Bsf e L 4 [
(as by, OB RHEE, (d, e, DERNRE. (g, h, DHRIEFE

CIE] v e L 2R O6F o7 BT 1) Sy 5 DR i 1))
Fig. 11 The time sequence comparison chart of cumulative rainfall estimation and
observation in (a, d, g) plain, (b, ¢, h) hill, (¢, f, 1) mountain
(a, b, ¢) Typhoon Haikui, (d, e, f) Typhoon Fungwong, (g, h, i) Typhoon Fitow

(Vertical dotted lines indicate the time of typhoon landing)

HIRRUEVRY FE B 2B (P 11d 11e 11D, Big 2 EIIER (B 11 11h 110D 8 F & 3L R K 1)
AR E 2T A W A RS BE AR B ARG ZE BB ET 5 h, TR 2R, i R 4t
BEET RVQIE. X EE R F M AR EE R H I X 0 52 50 X000 1 5 iy 2 40 52 B o A 3o 444 4
M (DG KRR, B2 ZR XRIFRA  E.F 3 72 2 B0 W & 8 (K #8 74E 200 ~ 250
R X G A R A IR 25 mm A EGORUEL H R B K 4 A R #R T VPR Gt
BRGHIE RS SR AR KRB HEM (RVQ, ([ 60)FHT .10 H K & R BE = 25t FF A 22 55 T
OZR) Al DL B 4 iy 385 7 AS ) 2295 1) & USRI A I LA B A & K. AT LR B B4R 45 4 0 F- 1 B . 208
(2) G RRAER VPR Giit (& 6b) F B B8 2 LA St 0= X Bk & KR OB B A Ge 3T, B TG 18 a2
TR MAFAE - B, RVQIEFE T 2RKSX P 25 24 I KA IR 22 #6048 K 1 RVQ
WP AR BB TR)Z VPR 858, B IE T8 R FEEMRBEELHE ZR KA NFAE KU EA
b THT S 5 2%, DT 8 750 1 AR A T AR B Ivi) 3t T 4% 1R 1 I R Ak 00 KRS B, o RVQ 3 A



1210 A % 55 43 4%
i BE e e o &AL 208, RVQ V538 1 HAE - 5t DX I Y B 7R
Pl 12 [ T A 0 258 2 25 ) 43 A (L. X T 5 Ui Aty 00 725 ik T AL 5 A AER T e S LA Y g P ol o i e X
150 ¢ S
=P J
b = R
100 =
g 50
N
=
o e
D0
+
X
mw =50
MK
iy
~100 =
® =100
® =200
@ >400
—150 - -
—150  —100 —=50 0 50 100 150 —150  —100 —50 0 50 100 150
PR IR LD E /km PR IR LD E /km
150 : N == 150 : Ny = i
= CEJR . = FJR
= R =N
100 - 100 -
‘j’fo": _;‘ > \-‘
g 50 : g 50
N N
= =
ey ey
a0 a0
i i
X X
E 50 E 50
EMVTRE TEWIIHEK
i:‘mgﬂl‘)h ii mgm-)h
~100 ;2 ~100 i
* =100 * =100
® =200 ® =200
@ >400 @ >400
—150 —150 -
—150  —100 —50 0 50 100 150 —150  —100 —50 0 50 100 150
PR IR OO R B /km PR IR OO R B /km
150 - e 150 ppe
= T = T
S =Rl
100 =l 100 |- LN
‘Q“' ‘:‘ :~l.~: ;
g 50 g 50
N N
s s
20 20
£ i+
X X
E -50 E -50
TEWIIHK LA (N
Ei m§106h Ei m§106h
~100 ; —100 ; 5 &5
o S100 XY =100
® =200 - ‘.. " N ® =200
—150 L = ~150 s 8 %. i.... @ >400
—150  —100 =50 0 50 100 150 —150  —100 =50 0 50 100 150
PR IR OO B /km PR R OO B /km

Bl 12 Z08(a. c. o) fl RVQ ik (b, d. D Aty id Fit 2 AR B R AL 00 5 22 25 i) 43 A1 HL A 1
(a, D HERIEZE, (¢, DERRE, (e, DERIEFR:
Fig. 12 Comparison of spatial distribution of rainfall estimation errors
in process of Z08 (a, ¢, e) and RVQ (b, d, )
(a, b) Typhoon Haikui, (¢, d) Typhoon Fungwong, (e. f) Typhoon Fitow



55 10 1

BT A < ) T A I S A IR T e R ek S A TR T B4 15 XU KAl 0 R 1211

P A A 00 05 2 L B TR T A DORG B 5 ks TR ER A e
Bz Ly b 5 52 4 i T DX 30 S o A T A7 S0 ARG Al ) A
(J 12a #1 12b) o X T & KURUEL Z08 7 £F 11 &
TP DR L B AN L b X3 HR A A A A R) A
(B 120, [ #E . RVQ J7 35 BE [ S I 255 X 2 X35
F14) [ T Ak ARG Al 1] B 12D, % F & KUIE SR . Z08
Ief TR ol 000U Ao i) A0 B 7 T ] 120 5 1 RVQ 325 0] 2
F U T I T I K T AR R T A ARG A i) R

SRR U RV Q 3 AT A i b3 7 AN [] b TP 5%
PRI £ RURRE R A I . AN ] 1 e T A4 000 B0 3 7 15 XL
BT ZE RN FEZREGRNE UG, 64
Bl S R K HG 5, 0 AR 8 2] A% R B AR Z R
SPRREEA AR T HJE S B R . 1 b X O 1
ZtFE KU T R I, A% g Ak I 5 1k
B Ry VA 2 AN [) b T R E 22 57 A4l D00 o4 7K 32 384 AH
Xt 28, OV JR S i 2 ) 22 50N L B B AIRAG TR K
SR T RVQ I A I Y B K TC I8 2 28 8] 4y AR
S AR R R f 3 T SE BRI s 0 A B KU
Rl J5 19 53 2 08 X 880, RV Q AR I s i 30 T & XU
K HG S  REE L 3 D T R KA A TR A

3 45 ®

X e GE R K A I D7 TR A B A% HUIE T B Bk
ARSCHR M T — b e T X e e B S S R P 7 BB I
(14 2 2 o T A 0 O 95 (RVQ) FH Tl & 22 b T
14 55 XU R A IO 5 o %07 YA A i 4 Sy 5 X e
DAL 9 VPR S 2 AR IO Mo T 69 #1652 5 3 JF
TELE LA b — P SRR L B & ZR R & . H
M=AE XX RVQ Ik R FE AT R 5 JFf L S
e e KAl I B33 LA AR B A Z59E R

(1) RVQ %18 T XKLL R 2 w4
AL 0 A 3 M TR S S R RE S TR BAS [ i B2 2% 1 1) 22
R AR R, RVQ ik I /Y VPR RERS L 4K
Uy b S Wi I L DM X 5 A2 2% MR AR R B R 2
e IR 22 5 22 18] A7 A8 25 5t AT S B

(2) MG Z2R XA . RVQ HIE Y 3)
B Z-R S A Al 04 7K f e A S B WL e L AE
& XUE Bl S5 19 52 2 08 X, RVQ IR SF R 3L T
3 XU 7 1 B8R 0 1 WD 0 R A AR A T

(3) 5B Z08 [k Al 7 1% 4 HL 8 oy
Prae Wl RVQ ¥k 8 35 M koot 1 52 2R M e IX 0 2
AR T MR 38 . AT O AR B - RV.Q 359 WL AR 56 4

IBF 0. 85~0. 94,71 38 [ . 55 55 1% (Z08) I 2 A
SCHIBESE AR A 0. 61~0. 79; RVQ 1Y R AR
IR 22 A 208 J5 9820 50 %6 RA b o HOX 3 Ui
B BB X RVQ IE L s W] ..

SR RVQ BER R BE #0152 1B T 1Y
AR R At 0V Aty P08 L (ELI% 7 36 3 T Jm 38 1) 52 2% s JE
DX CLli | 52 2% b B R AE 19 B B8 X380 3 A 78 4 [
B 12) . X—Jr i T RVQ k% & 17kl
SO 0T S 3 T S AR AE TE VG IR AT TR {E 2 3 R
bk AZ S TL—8 dB. 8 dB. NIk fE—E L I
BIR M 48 1E 7 F G 2 B e ge it s Rl it % i 2
e 5 XU 5 KUERIE T B [ K 28 58 23 8] 73 A 19 A 24 %)
PELA K 8 3l 3 LI 55 R} 2 18] SR R 9 AN W 5 1 1]
(K77 45, 20100 I3 —J7 1T » 15 G SR B AH X 42 555
CEEAn & MURUED 1475 B8 T 78 Fr B A1 3 DX 35 3t
TE 8 W P FE 0 6 30 P A AR A i 7 O R )= A
TR0 3] B 55 23R A 355 10 A% L 2 B BB AR S YO
M TG S S5 23R A A1 2 T 5 R W AT AE — R A JE AT
TEARAG R, PRI o R O A — 4> AR 5 st Al LR
3 TR 35 A 2 ) 2 2 00 00 A5 g W o G 8 14
VPR {25 [RGB #E 47 2 — 228 0E ., R Ble ik & 2k P
I R L o T AR R

S % ik

BEIRLLL A YL 2010, M 2 W 22 3 ) R SO 38 0T 43
[J]. "B F2£.30(3) :366-372.

T AR AR 3. 2009, B T8 3B X 5 B XU i v BB RS L S [T,
K4 FH2,29(05) :575-583.

R KB, 2012, 5 15 45 T Bk DT 5K B Al 0 AR K I A 56 T 3 B
LJ] MRS %R, 23(1) :30-39.

BB LR AR 45, 2012, VTG A5 /N L HE O E I TR R 3
FEAHTLI]. K4, 38(9) :1110-1114.

LM RV BT A L 45 L 2014, 3T 8 3K 41 B I S e K A
S 55 B R BCRATAG L] RG24, 72(4) - 731-748.

Pk S K B0, B SCEY L 45, 2014, FEIIHT — A% KA 8 8 I AR B 9 3T 1F
R BRI ], R4 #4R.30(D) 1 1-10.

H/NE S BRIE BB, 48,2009, 8% 50 HL 4 Jr B AE W SR FRN 1 0K G
Al R K g R LT ] AR 4R, 67(2) : 288-297.

2R L 2R 4 T 25, 2015, TR k- B T A A T IR I8 R K B
TR 5 IPAELT ] A5, 41(2) :200-211.

SRR L R LU L A AL 45 L 2014, I @ 3R 5 i T R R
S B ARG R FE 0], RSB .38(1) :159-170.

Rt 2, E 3, ML 5E L 45, 2015, 1 Y & USRI 09 I =5 43 A AR LT .
KARFF2¥R .38(5) :710-715.,

o R T FEMR BR T, 5, 2008, FE T 2T 36 F IR 4 B TF 5 ek R
AN AR L], B SR 2 4. 24(5) :546-549.



1212 A

% 843 %

FHL AR S MK AL 2R L 2005, A AR b X 6 KU K B R I K P2
AEGATLT]. B ARG 2R 16(3) :402-407.

TR T X097 B8 45, 2015 19 K FAE K ek 75 4 Ak AR T R R RS JEE G
WrlI]. 5. 41(5) :577-587.

W7 XV A WA » 2014, 52 00 7 VT b DX R KAl i LA B3 B0 23 #
[J]. 5% .40(5) :589-597.

KT AT ARLL RALST, 2010, YL AR B Sl 5 S Al R K W BRI
AT RABEFE 24, 33(5) :606-614.

TR 5Kk 53 L BIR L 45, 2013, AT 3 5 it FE KA 0 A T8 A o T i
Ry g 5 R )], K42 .39(7) :923-929.

AR X P, B SO, 2001, R IR B8 BG4 43 O ik R AR R
B AT m A IELT ], S 5 H B9, 6(2) 1 180-185.

Bellon A, Lee G W, Zawadzki I, 2005. Error statistics of VPR cor-
rections in stratiform precipitation[J]. J Appl Meteor, 44(7):
998-1015.

Cecil D J, Zipser E J, 2002. Reflectivity, ice scattering, and light-
ning characteristics of hurricane eyewalls and rainbands. Part
1I: intercomparison of observations[ J]. Mon Wea Rev, 130
(4).785-801.

Chang Paoliang, Lin Pinfang, Jou BJ D, et al, 2009. An application
of reflectivity climatology in constructing radar hybrid scans
over complex terrain[ J]. J Atmos Oceanic Technol, 26 (7):
1315-1327.

Chen Baojun, Wang Yuan, Ming Jie, 2012. Microphysical charac-
teristics of the raindrop size distribution in typhoon morakot
(2009[J]. J Trop Meteor, 18(2):162-171.

Germann U, Joss J, 2002. Mesobeta profiles to extrapolate radar
precipitation measurements above the alps to the ground level
[J1. J Appl Meteor, 41(5):542-557.

Marshall J] M, Langille R C, Palmer W M K, 1947. Measurement of
rainfall by radar[J]. ] Meteor, 4(6):186-192.

Nesbitt S W, Zipser E J, Cecil D J, 2000. A census of precipitation
features in the tropics using TRMM; radar, ice scattering, and
lightning observations[ J]. J Climate, 13(23):4087-4106.

Ninomiya K, Akiyama T, 1978. Objective analysis of heavy rainfalls
based on radar and gauge measurement[]J]. ] Meteor Soc Ja-
pan, 56(3):206-210.

Qi Youcun, Zhang Jian, Kaney B, et al, 2014. Improving WSR-88D

radar QPE for orographic precipitation using profiler observa-
tions[J]. J Hydrometeor, 15(3):1135-1151.

Smith B L, Yuter SE, Neiman P J, et al, 2010. Water vapor fluxes
and orographic precipitation over northern California associated
with a landfalling atmospheric river[J]. Mon Wea Rev, 138
(1) :74-100.

Smith R B, Schafer P, Kirshbaum D J, et al, 2009. Orographic pre-
cipitation in the tropics: experiments in Dominica[ J]. J Atmos
Sci, 66(6):1698-1716.

Xu Xiaoyong, Howard K, Zhang Jian, 2008. An automated radar
technique for the identification of tropical precipitation[ J]. J
Hydrometeor, 9(5):885-902.

Vignal B, Galli G, Joss J, et al, 2000. Three methods to determine
profiles of reflectivity from volumetric radar data to correct pre-
cipitation estimates[J]. ] Appl Meteor, 39(10):1715-1726.

Vignal B, Krajewski W F, 2001. Large-sample evaluation of two
methods to correct range-dependent error for WSR-88D rainfall
estimates[ ] |. J Hydrometeor, 2(5):490-504.

Wang Yadong., Zhang Pengfei, Ryzhkov A V., et al, 2014. Ultiliza-
tion of specific attenuation for tropical rainfall estimation in
complex terrain[J]. ] Hydrometeor, 15(6);:2250-2266.

Wen Yixin, Cao Qing, Kirstetter P E, et al, 2013. Incorporating
NASA spaceborne radar data into NOAA national mosaic QPE
system for improved precipitation measurement; a physically
based VPR identification and enhancement method[J]. J Hy-
drometeor, 14(4):1293-1307.

Wen Yixin, Hong Yang, Zhang Guifu, et al, 2011. Cross validation
of spaceborne radar and ground polarimetric radar aided by po-
larimetric echo classification of hydrometeor types[J]. J Appl
Meteor Climatol, 50(7):1389-1402.

Zhang Jian, Howard K, Gourley ] J, 2005. Constructing three-di-
mensional multiple-radar reflectivity mosaics: examples of con-
vective storms and stratiform rain echoes[ J]. J Atmos Oceanic
Technol. 22(1).30-42.

Zhang Jian, Qi Youcun, Langston C, et al, 2014. A real-time algo-
rithm for merging radar QPEs with rain gauge observations and
orographic precipitation climatology [ J]. J Hydrometeor, 15
(5):1794-1809.



