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Abstract: To investigate the application effect of stochastic kinetic energy backscatter (SKEB) perturbation
scheme, a regional ensemble forecast system (REFS) is constructed based on the WRF model. Sensitivity
experiments on perturbation amplitude are conducted to find the functional characteristic of SKEB. Addi-
tionally, a synthetic model perturbation scheme which combines multi-physics (namely MPHY ) and
SKEB, called SKEB-MPHY, is developed, and the forecast effects of the three schemes of SKEB, MPHY
and SKEB-MPHY are compared and evaluated. The results show that the SKEB scheme can estimate the
stream function and temperature perturbation through a constant kinetic dissipation rate, and the exhibited
difference of model integration is correlated to the amplitude of the kinetic dissipation rate. Perturbing the

vertical structure is not helpful to the difference growth. The comparison results of SKEB, MPHY and
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SKEB-MPHY schemes indicate that the SKEB has advantage on upper-air wind spread growth compared to
MPHY while MPHY has larger spread for low-level temperature than SKEB. The SKEB-MPHY scheme

exhibits the best perturbation growth characteristic of the three schemes not only for upper-air variables

but also for low-level variables. In addition, the SKEB-MPHY scheme has the most skillful performance of

the three schemes in terms of ensemble verifications. Furthermore, compared with single MPHY scheme,

applying the SKEB scheme will improve precipitation forecast skill of heavy rain. All the results from this

study indicate that the SKEB scheme and the SKEB-based synthetic scheme are promising.

Key words: regional ensemble forecast, model perturbation, SKEB (stochastic kinetic energy backscatter) ,

multi-physics
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HT T 5 — ) M 040 A7 A 5 ) AN T E 1, B
AR IR A T 41 SRR T E A P T AR A 7 Sy AR 3 T
4 » Epstein(1969) Fil Leith (1974) $& Hi i ££ & Fi ik
ik AR WA T AR EA WREAR
89 102 FH AT LA A T P 4 0 4 T o A A A R 4Rl
5 Wik 3% 35 (Toth and Kalney, 199331997 ; Molteni
et al,1996; Houtekamer et al,1996) . HFj, N T
el 27 T A5 TP R 58 0 O IR A T AT o i 5 B N A T
06 TR T RUBE DX 8l B G A L R 19 BF 5 (Sindic-
Rancic et al,1998; & K 4E,2015a) , XS R
A 7E 2 [ 1Y — 260l 55 L A5 3 T R N
(Du et al, 1997 ; Marsigli et al,2005; Frogner et al,
2006 ; Bowler et al, 2008 ; X} [E4¢,2010) ,

DX I8 TR AR B 07 125 B AH S Y AR AR
FROBE AR B 0L 10 5 T AN 0 MR IR T e (R B R
& ,2015b; 419 ,2008 ; Posselt and Vukicevic,2010;
Vie et al,2011). &kJEHHMBXI ik, BX
ARG TR R B BF 58 T 2 — (BR 55 . 2003)
H 4 & Il = R0 3h 0 A 40 R JLFR : (D
T — A A ] A 4 3 o AR S R A T R AL ok Ak
P 5 ) # T A2 10 R B9 72 PE (Houtekamer et al,
1996) . (D FEREA P 5] AR S HAL Jr R R BLR
R 3l J7 FEBCE SR il ok B8 b BT AF AE 1O B E
(Buizza et al,1999; Lin and Neelin, 2000; /T & 7%
5,201 ;38T 4F,2013) . (3) R H 2814 U Ty
ook U B0 4L X B AR RN Bl ) i AR S 1 e
(Krishnamurti et al,1999; Zhi et al,2012), X dif
B G A b S ) B A A X v RUBE B U 1Y R A
16 72 e 3] -3 T A T A i A ) e 5 X i A%
a1 BE B f1 36 B & (Stensrud and Fritsch,1994) , K it

Yy S R Bl AT DA v 2 MR AR B SR AT 0 (E
F0 T A5 6L (R 45 L 20035 2006) o [ P &b — 2 gL 7Ry
) X IR AR G TR A U 3 DL 2 #8 ac FE 4 5 (Sten-
srud et al,2000) ., Bifi #1149 #H 3 F2 45 17] J7 & (stochas-
tically perturbed parameterization
SPPT) (Li et al,2008; Bouttier et al,2012) Fll [ HL
i fe )G ) BT )7 1 (stochastic kinetic energy back-
scatter, SKEB) (Shutts, 2005; Berner et al, 2009;
Bowler et al,2009) 5 3, X 4 A TR A
Wk 2 0 2ok 1 29 B TR 20 5 (R
FIRR T8 » 2007 5 T 346 1 AR A 7 2014 5 5 108 0 55
2014a;2014b; #LLHI %, 2016) , 9] L 55 1 B HLY)
P BRI B 5 1 v [ UG R BOfE AR 0 I AR
T GRAPES X4 45 il dlt R 40T & SPPT #5¢ T
YECGR A % ,2016) . 3F- 3 W] SPPT J5 i& e 2504 e 4k
AR HUE . 2R% 2015 M58 %W SPPT ) %
REAT R0 X I R 4R 4 TR SO - (B A i 4
B B R e 2 W B 7 R B AR )

Vi — IR AL 4 3l B50R - SKEB J7 iy F
F & 7RSS RE T E Y A R B 2R PR sz B
FHEMEMN ., KETIR R MOGREPS £ 4 it ¥ &
FHBE B P B3 72 40 2 oy X 4 4R 5 42 11 A =X 4 3
(Bowler et al, 2008) , b J& 5 = 4y 3 2 2 0 30 7+ 4%
& SKEB J57 2% (Bowler et al, 2009) ., J} 2% J5 A %k $2
e 1 DX S T B R O M AR 4 75 . Berner
et al(2009) X% T SKEB J5 ik, 3 15 2 Wy ¥l i fL 41
E AT T X b (Berner et al, 2011), 5 3 % 1H
SKEB J5 i gk Fik T2 W B #R 4 & . Jf 45 i [\
2% 1 SKEDB 1 2 ¥y i 72 21 & ok AR5 XA
ETE T BRR I . Duda et al(2016)7F 4 km 7K
For B o SKEB #3525 Z Y B sh 45 &
Wy MRS E 8 PR RV Z Y s &
PNBEALIE 3l /Y 75 58 B35 e 1 AR RO R R R

tendencies,
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KRR A XA S TR IE T SKEB #1 £ 4 33 72 19 1R & #2080 3 7 ik i oY 19

P43 o 0 A XU RUBE 4 & TR 0 B =04 Bl v LA
RS M E. o7 LLE . B AT X A
A Bl X v A B B HOURE DA SO R T A 1
A R YA AR TR R
Bl AL P B8 3k A8 48 30y ik 4n SPPT, SKEB 7E [# 4h (1)
L FHH T3z o i PN L A 22 1 3 2 22 ) B st R 4
B XF BEATL W 3 Ao R G B AR 0 B B L 5 =X
Wik Z N, AR SKEB Jr kgl Aedr X
WA R BRI O S R M DL O 8G  BE
() SKEB 4 2l #i i » 3¢ 7 SL 3L filf 1f¢ SKEB 5249
PGS FEARKR A R JR — ROl T AR b XU 6 TR
MR A sl ik, A 5 AT DL 3 R4 R AR
b DX I B8 T4 A O PR BT i A D i A
A DX IR A A A 2l 0 T RO S 53 S A i 9T 45
SFAb AT Ay [ N XA A TR AR G AR S

IR # S O L R I

1.1 KBERENA

ARSI S R ] WRE #2 V3.5 sy 1 X 5
AR R4 (WRF based regional ensemble fore-
cast system, WRF-REPS) , 1% & Gt #5 2 X 3 1% &
IKAF- 53 PEAR 6 ke, 3 B ZHON 51 2R, BLHLIX
BRI R 35. 5°~46.5°N,107. 2°~123. 3°E(&I W) . B
dARALRER o X, I 274 X209 Mg . S
Tl AR GE A AE — A 1 AR A 20 S48 3 5T AR
21 MEG UG R T 53 S B
NCEP 4= 3k % & i it % Bl (Global Ensemble Fore-
cast System,GEFS) , £ &5 &R 21 . R R 1°
X1, ASCE By 2017 48 5 ) 1—31 H 4k
LA R M 1200 UTC JHE I KL BURIH A
48 h, FEA WA I 5 W 2R K g R AT GFS 43
37 B K ARG 36 R Y 8 A 8 b0 4 v o
2500 A 5wl i 52 BLRE K

1.2 SKEB F3EN4E

SKEB J& — Fi i oy S 71 1) B ATL 4 B0 30 R 48 20 Oy
s HEE A AR B 2R 0 8 1) — 8 43 AN 1 o
R T A BT R BT 3 7 i U AR RO R R O 3 )
HLEh REIE 2K 2 HAk 1 Y M A 3l B T8 b 12 B X
3 i ' (Shutts, 2005) . £ ECMWF 4 BR4E A i
i b, SKEB {2 T B[] F1 %8 6] AS 4% (1) 3l fig #6 0%

(Berner et al,2009) , X F 47 BR X 3 4 & Wi 4 R 4o i
H o T AR TR SR (i WRED 4 4t PR 5 2
PR — B 2 ¢ 4 s 0] s y R BE AL 3N RE R 20 U
FRATTHE T R B8 Tk B B FE HBOR SR AT Ui oK B Bl
TR EE L Bl (Berner et al,2011) , 40X} 9 R EC 4L )
Y (x.y.t) = rD(x.y.0)¢ (xay.0) [@D)
XDy o) Ry R B FERR . ¢ (2o y. 0 KR
M 2 i R A (IR B SRR B L O 1 HUN RS
A 3 X 3 PR G A Y ¢ (s ya ) FEAT I A 1] R OT
A DA ) 2 s ) e A R e Rl A AL, DL K

AF I, 4 28 [0 25 1] I B2
G (rays) = D) D0 gl (e e X ()

k=—K/2 |=—L/2

aQ/(xvy’t)

w (xyyst) =— 5
2 . (/2 L/2
== ZEN D gl (3)
Y k=—K/2 |=—L/2
o (zayat) :fécﬂgfyﬁ

K/2 L/2

— % Z E k¢/k./ (1) eZmithe/ X+1y/V) 4)

k=—K/2 I=—L/2

Ak LA o F Yy TJ5 ) BB (e T 1)
FAE K14y Irim P L4145 oo AR ],
F 30 Ao X AN BT — B B A1 5 R A Al ok A
Uit BRI R R 3E 1 B ] AR Ak . U eR R 8 B R A [R5
R K Y 3 RE 1% 728 Ak . DT A 21 3l BB b2 (PR 3D
AIAE .

Shutts(2005) & Hh Zh RE B AE LR D (. y. 00K
U8 =07 T Y DTRR : TR I S BUE FE AL LA M T ) i 4
W, Berner et al(2009) 48 H 7K S 47 #5072 5 200 BB
HAEHUE DL 3 AE BB HL I 51 A — ARG Y
€ o BRIV 25 [ 7 1 AR B3R (D) ok 3R 3l B SR
B 24 D R #80 w DO i sk Ak 3 ¢ IR AR
Shutts(2005) , ¥ 9 4% 2 72 1Y BE £ A A #0245 5l
AE CEI as0) o T HL 12 402 25 1l JBE o DR O SR T 5 9 R
B ST B A Y 5 VR R T SR B e 3l O R R
JEHL S B T

T i SKEB J7 i B AE FRALE » 48 3C AT iU
PRI 30 UEAS [ pR 405 i 3 0 3l I B2 R R Y
SKEB 4 3l # it 5 K 48 3 # 4l /9 22 55, AT 1 i
SKEB 41 8y J v % B 2T 4 19 5% Wil I R Ui oR
ORI B BN & BRI Sl I 0 CRIIA ek 20 T B2 %)
N B REAE R KN o it T AR, 43 5
(D FEHHREE (CNL A AAE AT SKEB 41 3 1 548



20 A

% 545 %

TR 5 (2) K4 3l e B R 648 {6 19 SKEB 3K
55 CAMPLI. 0) 5 (3) 7K ¥4 3l i BE W ~F 19 SKEB i
B (AMPLO. 5) 5 (4) 7K “F- It 3h i B 4% 19 SKEB i
565 (AMPL2. 0) 5 (2) ~ (4) 41 56 BE AL A — 250, 48 50
WA — 30, e ah Y T E 450 B — 30, LLER K

Pt 2l 4 e 0T AR B4 5 00 5 (5) 51 A TR B Bl ALY 4R B3
5 (PV s RIVZK V- A0 3l i i R FH e 4 80 B % 0 3l 114 7
HEAHRALETA—ZmseE) . AR T R
Bk 1,

F1 SEKBINBEAFRKBARGRE

Table 1 Configuration of SKEB method of single model forecast

i BRI EHIE 3l X 1z # 2l B FE il

L L BE 3L 3% 1 19 B RE RE R L
RS P . ot e - AT L
CN No No No
AMPLI. 0 1.0 1.0 No
AMPLO. 5 0.5 0.5 No
AMPL2. 0 2.0 2.0 No
PV 1.0 1.0 Yes

1.3 SYEIEARAS

T 5 SKEB J5 & 47 % e, 34 g SKEB-Z
7/ BL IR T i REw ik i R DR R V] T N
sl AZYISRAG L, ZWBSRAEG T
2530 3ot — AN AR ] 9 4 B 5 R 2 M pb O 6 ok 1 4
Aok A B X4 B o AR B K 52 M (Houtekamer
et al,1996) . W T 3% Jy i W) 15 5 47 o B o6 hi 48y
JZ . R E Y ARG T R 5
PAI L DLBA DR T R F AN (] 4 B8 A A5 1 B
ABIE H R3O FLAE 4 1 3 50 s B N WA B 4
ZEM L . 2 B AS SRS TP HER 6 km,
RIFJA TRz X i S HA 7 28 DR R T Bl 2
U/ e A DA B i B2 T 46 A T 3 R AT 4
B R HEAS R B B R ) B AR S e T
2,
2 SKEB i gh e ik 156 45 2R 0 b

J T b R 1.2 AT A R 22
5t T % SKEB $ 3y % B AR = 101 4% 1) 52 i, A% SCG
Horb(2) ~(5) 4] SKEB # gl 35 #1455 (1) 4 45 il 59
(35 77 M B8 22 5K 43 i SKEB 41 352 >k 14 Bl 4l 22 4k
B A B T 483 Gma X my A% 150D R4 i i
5 40 35 7 iR B 22 (RMS-difference) Jy .
2 S (R — Fy)?
i=1 ic (5)

mx X my

A FErdg 2 — 46 5 G ) BB 3h LR 5 O %

RMS-difference =

x2 AEARGREYEIEASSHUAREE
Table 2 Configuration of multi-physics

combination for different members

R WA RS RGeS HiES LRE
1 Kessler RRTM RRTM ACM
2 Kessler FLG FLG ACM
3 Kessler GFDL GFDL YSU
4 Kessler CAM CAM YSU
5 Eta RRTM RRTM MRF
6 Eta FLG FLG MRF
7 Eta GFDL GFDL MY]
8 Eta CAM CAM MY]
9 WSMé6 RRTM RRTM ACM
10 WSM6 FLG FLG ACM
11 WSM6 GFDL GFDL YSU
12 WSM6 CAM CAM YSU
13 Lin RRTM RRTM MRF
14 Lin FLG FLG MRF
15 Lin GFDL GFDL MY]
16 Lin CAM CAM MY]J
17 Thompson RRTM RRTM ACM
18 Thompson FLG FLG ACM
19 Thompson GFDL GFDL YSU
20 Thompson CAM CAM YSU
21 Thompson RRTM RRTM MRF

NS S AR Wi, B 1 41 T ASE SKEB
P 2050 5 4 1 30 1 T 2 R 2 A B
FIEAS . AT LA X TF 0~6 h i RCHAR . JLZH 4R
S50 5 P I Y B 22 B R L B 22 K A
Ps6 h ZJ5 A E Y SKEB 4 ) 1 i HF i 22 3
B 5l g A [ i B 25 o XU SKEB 4 3l i
JECAMPL2. ) f Bl T8 5 22, i 98> SKEB £ 3)
W B CAMPLO. 5) R A /N B 22 T HL 450 P 3
(PV) I Xf 5 22 88 K 3 B A R A i 3 2= A8
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RMS-difference of SKEB perturbation forecast and control forecast as a function of forecast lead time
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Fig. 2

between multiple SKEB perturbation forecast and control forecast at 30 h forecast lead time,

Horizontal distribution of 500 hPa zonal wind difference (shaded area, unit: m« s ')

with the 500 hPa geopotential height (unit: gpm) of control forecast given as line in each plot
(a) AMPLI1.0, (b) AMPLO0.5, (¢) AMPL2.0, (d PV
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SKEB J5 i ] LA 880" He MR 00 24 14 40 3l A6t
B PSR HOR A - (& 2b) /A% (B 20)
SKEB It 3l g & AT LLAT R0 0N /3538 8l e R H.
PREFIE 3l B 25 A U K80 45 A4 5 i e B 40 3 A 1 A
(& 2d) 1056 1Y 25 22 SR TR 25 5 R 18 = B 40 3l 19
IR 45 R L 2 A B DI Bl 5 GO b X
AJREZ T SKEB J7 ik il a8 41 3l 4 =0y gl g A
J3E 373 2k B 5 2 Wy B e A6 ) v L 3 B 1] R B A
A]REEA 3l 1 577 A T BRI AN Br L 2l A R
PRk —E M RE 1 - 5 BOB U i A v 5 4 7
TR A B 22 46 K ST A G A T 1) BE AL AL — B 40
%

SKEB 77 3 04 1107 22 38 i 3 BE 4L 3 ok 22 i
U A 4y B T R G o JL e 7 58 2 A7 3 BB 3% 23
K AFH T % SKEB 7535 B9 MF AL, & LA
% 55 B4 3 BE (kinetic energy, KE) i .

KE — %[uz(i,j,k) + ' Gaja] (6)

K w0 539 R K 2 1) KURAR ) s 24 55 k43 5]
A SR S5 EgER . B 3 6 h W E a0
500 hPa [~ SKEB #f 3} Jy 58 4% il il 45 1) ) B 3
P K SKEB &£ 53hfgik 2 2. M5 Fr Zahneik
(B 3a) "] LLER s £ 4 58 AR U G 280 1, X0 g 35
K 1781 km) 345 3 P %L 207, %F 1 B2 K 12 km) 1Y
HREB W /N, 4 Flr SKEB $ 8l 7 22 19 30 B 3% 43 1
5 il a5 AH LA B8l R SR A — B X
W] SKEB #t 3l 1 51 A & & bR 25 15 i sl 2 a2 45
A B2 B2 o 1 2l AR L I 2 A O X U e RO AR
B XT IR B e AR R WA . T AS [ 4 48 2 R B X S
RETE I B2 W A BT 22 55 MW 3b o] LB W, JL#f

(a)
T 1000
w
B 100F
N
o
W 10F
= —CN
& 1 —— AMPLI.0
=
- AMPLO. 5
2 0.1F — AMPL2.0
—— PV
0.01 L Lol L Lol
1 10 100

e K

SKEB 5 il 2056 (1 2l g 1% 2 22 4 1E A . i 5]
A SKEB #t3h Z J& , 75 K& 26 35 Be ] L3 hn 2l g . M
TE 53— L B s /N 3l g L o4 SKEB 4 3
P M CAMPL2. 0) % 4 il 12056 2y 8 1) i 25 1 3w K
7 SR R . 7 ATE H A3 (PV) T 2l 8 4 2%
W B B S AN IR LR . X T . LR SKEB
J5 ¥ %58 2 g A e AR RO BN o DA B A BT 1 1S
SKEB #t 3l . xf T J5i 48 AR 43 (0 B B BEAS 25 77 AR 3
A s I NI /5= ) A X 7 s O P
SKEB J7 51 A& BUAR BT » AN 23 5525 1y (a3 s
) BB BY ) R B RE L 4 R A A A R B Bh RE Y
“EE[E T
FESEAT T SKEB J7 v 3 41 e 11 S0 1 i 56
Z )5l g — 22 i % SKEB 5 A X 38 4 & Fil 4k
HEATIR S & B Y 2 B i A/ D 2 S BURE S B
JEE RIS TP Bl 4 W R ) 2 e A B B o e R
AR I 4 T AR R 2 A O B CIEL B T A
P 2050 7R 2 B 3 0 ARk B O B KA T
Wi, 25 B Z)E . ik AMPL2. 0 A DLk X8 48
B AR ARAT 55 Ry 3 E A B BB T R R 22 R L
BAE T S H g SKEB $ 3 3R 5 1% & ¥ 5 AM-
PL2.0 —3,

3 T SKEB 5Z¥YHdBEMIES
FE S B 0y iR

3.1 BRERKXMI T ENIE
AT [ P90 0 A e Bl T I AR AR = 2 Wy

\ (b)
© 1000¢ ’
. \
B 100K A
\/ A —
R G
£ 1k —— AMPLIL.0
= AMPLO.5
S 0.1t —— AMPL2.0
PV
0,01 :
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W B

B3 6 h BRMALAY 500 hPa g REE 747

(a) SKEB L 8l J5 5 L 72 i 56 19 30 ik 3%

» (D)8 [A] SKEB J5 % 5 2 il 1 38 3 Rk 1 2 22

Fig. 3 Kinetic energy spectral distribution evaluated at 500 hPa in 6 h lead time of simulation

(a) kinetic energy spectral of SKEB schemes and control test, (b) differences in kinetic energy

spectral of different SKEB schemes and control test
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KRR A XA S TR IE T SKEB #1 £ 4 33 72 19 1R & #2080 3 7 ik i oY 23

SRR A, 2 T RE ) 22 ) B O R X it X AR S T
A —EROR AE R A B — D R XA S PR
ROR 29 B FE2H 6 D0 e DL B A5 B R A el ik s )
X PR M F . 20 Bk R BE LY
FEAR B B F4 T2 A5 AT LA S 47 AR AR R 22 vh R G
PEFNBEALYE I 15 25 P2 S WO ? A2 2
Y R4l A vk 5 SKEB 7 AR A W @R A
I sh I %, 905 ol SKEB Fl 2 9 3 il 2 4
AT A .

AW T ZHESBRIKE, B AR
SKEB i 5 , {0 & 1] SKEB #t 8l , H b 20 4 3l i
GUREPLR O 1~205 5 —H h Z Y BRA S T
2 (multi-physics, MPHY) , A~ [F] ¥) J 33 FE B 20 & #5
Be gz 1 pim 5 4l AR a M r £,
Z Y R L T 1A W] R A [ A O
K 50 (1) — 250 B ALRD 119 2 SKEDB B L4
3. ZHR P 3 ¥ B Breeding(Toth and
Kalnay.1993;1997) #24it (£ 3) . i 5 i B Ry 2017
MES5H 131 HES —1MH.

3.2 HMENERBES W
ARG S RES T A A AR TR 25 Y PR B KTy

4 5

—— SKEB-MPHY

] 9 18 0 F 46 3 3T 45 5 15 K (Toth and Kalnay,
1993:1997) , & Jexf =i 0 S KRR 2547 20
Br. B4R =R G % 12,48 h TR I &L 26 1)
IR J3E )t 2 246 % 1 T BBk o A . | ] 4\ L)
B TR w s sh .12 h SRR SKEB
JEEM T MPHY Jr % (K 4a), 40 SKEB 7 %4
Mg KEZRTE3.2mes ', MMPHY /&K
3mes 1548 h AR (A 4b) SKEB J5 4K 4K o5
e 0 A B 2 R )2 ARG )2 e g o B 2, g
SKEB-MPHY J; &1y £ BBt T SKEB J5 £ DL &
MPHY J7 %, *F T i B 48 3, 12 h 75 4 B &%
(40 ) SKEB Jy & fl MPHY & sh K/N&H
4 Hoh B AR 2 SKEB $83h 2 3 — & 1
WO SSCRRAE 5 R U e 2% 3 B 0 2 B H 5 48 h T
BT CE 4d) 1y SKEB i B HE 3l 7K 2K 48 02 K
BHORA 0.8 K, T MPHY $E 8 il 351 K., 1fif

RI ZHEEWMRIABIEE

Table 3 Three ensemble forecast settings

TS WG B L)
SKEB Breeding SKEB
MPHY Breeding Multi-physics

SKEB-MPHY Breeding SKEB&.Multi-physics
T — \ T
W/ .
ar -
| | |
31 | l ‘
g l l LD
Bap —
kLS I = I
I I I
——SKE
e } } —MPHBY
} } —SKEB-MPHY
1 I T O O A T T Y
0 1 2 3 4 5
Uftsh/m - s
(a) ‘
41 -
31
iig
§ 21+
11+ —— MPHY
—— SKEB-MPHY

1 _

0 1 2

Kl 4 SKEB.MPHY L J SKEB-MPHY =Fi4E4 J5 % 12 h(a,c) il 48 h(b, d) HHR I %5
) Cas b) 2 1) R Bl Ce v D 2 R 3l 2 % {1 f 3 0B 2k 53 A
Fig. 4 The vertical profile distribution of absolute perturbation values for
SKEB, MPHY and SKEB-MPHY
(a) U wind at 12 h, (b) U wind at 48 h, (¢) T at 12 h, (d) T at 48 h



24 A

% 545 %

RA T WA 8 SKEB-MPHY J7 %, £ 1L 2 A
F BB, Al 5k 1. 08 K, L B W 28, X
FAFZ X AR ERML M F . SKEB 7 £ Y
MPHY J7 % 48 3 3 K % A 1 % 1 SKEB-
MPHY J7 £ AR KR IF T % .

3.3 EGWRBERSW

N T k2D B = R R Bl G e KA
T R R A AR R AR 0 8 AR T T
TR0 BN R 6 25 B AL KR AR A T B O AR 22
B IR 3 2225 M R PE 4> (CRPS) L L K B B
P41 (Outliers)

Bl 5a~5c it T =FM € —1HFHMW
500 hPa £ [ K 3 (U500) . 850 hPa & [ K #
(U850) ) 850 hPajf Ji Wil (T850) [ 4 4 F- 14 1
HARREMESGERE. X F U FHf. A EEEa
(U500, & 52) if J& A% %5 (U850, [§] 5b) SKEB J5 % 8%
FRETE 25 A B AR N 204 K T MPHY L % J5 AR 15 22 4
XFF MPHY Wl A 3/, 4 30 h 4Rk 24 1) U850
fii4l 1% 22 SKEB B & /N F MPHY (|& 5b); %t F
T850 Fifle ., SKEB 5 MPHY AH L . o1 /2 85 il ik
B AIRZE B2 F MPHY ., i8] SKEB J5 ¥ %} F
G2 R B T R R 8 ar . T b g i T A
i, SKEB-MPHY J5 % 34 W 7Rt 488 0 1) 12 25 - B 1K

>0 )
T, 2.5r T
. . - 3F
g 2.0r it g
N R N
% LsL AL RusE(SKER) g
-13:; v fj e Bl (SKEB) kS
< 1.057 ——— RMSE(MPHY) 5
g - - - - B HEMPHY) ‘é’
< 0.5+ —— RMSE(SKEB-MPHY) ~

- - - B HUE(SKEB-MPHY)
0.0 !

2.0

(c)

RMSE , &8 /K

TR /h
2.0 2.0

0 6 12 18 24 30 36 42 48 0 6 12 18 24 30 36 42 48 0 6 12 18 24 30 36 42 48
TR/ b

Tt/ h

(d) (e)

1.5F / 1.5

T(/1 — Tw
. — . 5
E 1ot E10 0
g — SKEB g s
3 S
L — MPHY
0.5 0.5 03l
— SKEB-MPHY
00 | | | | | | | 00 | | | | | | 00 | | | | | | |
0 6 12 18 24 30 36 42 48 0 6 12 18 24 30 36 42 48 0 6 12 18 24 30 36 42 48
Tt /h Tt/ h Tt/ h
1.0 1.0 1.01-
(g) (h) ()
— SKEB
0.8 0.8 0.8
T — MPHY T
061 20.6F § 0.6F
< — SKEB-MPHY < B
) ) 2
= 0.4 = 2
E E ©
S S

0.0 | | | | | | .
0 6 12 18 24 30 36 42 48 0 6

it /h

1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
12 18 24 30 36 42 48 "0 6 12 18 24 30 36 42 48
TR 2/h

T2/ h

5 SKEB,MPHY fil SKEB-MPHY = Fh 8 & J5 % 26 4 6 36 45 SR
(a;b,0)U500,U850, T850 My ¥ Jy AR 1% 2% A UK » (e, DUS500,U850, T850 f§ CRPS I-47
(g,h,DUS500,U850, T850 K Outlier #F43
R Z D foe B REFD
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(a, d) light rain (=>0.1 mm), (b, e) moderate rain (*>4 mm), (c, ) heavy rain (>>13 mm)
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