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Abstract: In recent years, the theory of machine learning and its applications to severe convective weather
has been developed at an unprecedented speed. Various machine learning algorithms, such as random for-
est, decision tree, support vector machine, neural network and deep learning have played important roles
in severe convective weather monitoring., nowcasting, short-term forecasting and short-range forecasting.
These algorithms often have better performances than traditional methods. With the help of machine learn-
ing. it is easier to extract the mesoscale features of convective systems in high spatio-temporal resolution
observation data, resulting in better performances of automatic convective weather identification and track-
ing and warning. Machine learning is also a good tool to effectively use the multi-source observation data,
analyze the observation and numerical weather prediction (NWP) data. In addition, machine learning can

also be an effective postprocessing method for NWP. It has been showed that machine learning can
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extract the features of severe weather occurrence from global or regional NWP data and give a reliable se-

vere weather forecasts. Finally, the issues and outlooks of machine learning application are presented.

Key words: severe convection, forecast, machine learning, deep learning
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Hinton and Salakhutdinov(2006) & H “ & & =+
2] (deep learning)” I ME &, G B 1T I8 J2 1 28 X 2% 114
FIUNRPE S SR B T TR 2 Pl 8 I 245 T 5 K 1) AR A1 42 HiR
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A Alex Krizhevsky 5 Geoffrey Hinton £ [E b |
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5 (B AlexNet) DL Xt fE 5 U5 — #41. 2013 4F
LT T A 2 02 56 38 19 BT 42 38 R PR B 2 2] 7
2. 78 ILSVRC XA 5 4 1y 38 8 b . — B 55 )L
F-REWS AL — B Z 18] 58 43 M X 7E LR ik AR
. 73— S FJE 2016 4R 5L T IR 2 o) 1) AL AR P
AlphaGo #E it F e 224 i A7 XA A S E 1 4 i
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(Russakovsky et al, 2015) , ££ [8] 9 [n] 81 v %4 5 Ik
Z o JoWEB A AT R W — 2 28 (LeCun et al,
2015),

Bl 27 2 Sk RN R R 22 ) L i R I
SRR HEAT AT ISR, AT A P 52 Bl b2y o) 3
U, RATR . 2 K | Y & e AR R T i & g
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P REAE Ry LA 7 ~J 42 DI 25 i 55 19 K B i
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i (Karpatne et al,2019),

58 0T L R A A T OGN A RN K e
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BAENLRA . TR PR 5 R
ACELAG i I TR OME B O K OB 5L 2015) .l T
SRPE R . By T3 O™ AN DL A R (R T R
55.,2007) , He i 2015 4R A 5 2 B BT 35 4R O K
N4 ,2016a) F1 2016 4F VL8 BT EF4 e & 5 1
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Xof Y R M A T AR A e A S S 50 e 0, DA 7R A B
TR LI A5 SR A 2 P s A 2 R S e TR O
I e 2 6 A T T ) TR RE T . R Ot ABOR
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B (2~12 h W) F1 e B i di (12~72 h Fi$z) 541
T AR B R . AR BE B R R
A TR A Y K JE L 9 0T I R AT A 2 AR
B o B RUE R T . B I s B Ok B
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H O AT DL SO 3 s 0 TR . RS R B R AR
SRt A R MR g k. KW R A5 R R
B, U EJr ik B BR R R YE. 5%, AR 25,
AN 5 iy 31 A TR AT 5 DX ) 3 3 O K S
R R AN S R AL B SR AR A 2 e X
DA — 25 40— A RRAE 9 B B (4L 5 R SE B[R]
DX B4 73 28 5 R I R AR A CE S 5% . 2020) 5
UK KA IR 3 v e S TR Bl AR T B
G v ul A S 0L BR IR AIE A B Sk A {9 L o DA o8
A BB oA (B B0 4819 15 S B A0 R 2 ) L
Il — e /N ROBE AR B PR 3B A IR R A R %
A QIR TR GO T R R AR T AR A AN 8
HZ 2. WA PN AERER . R ETY
FUHLEL A Ge BB S 0 W0 U7 s ol TR T E AR
BTt HE DL E e HAF AE b A ],

VT AR s AR BE 2 2] g AR AL A% 2 > B L Y
PSRV E IR RS DN € TRy WL PO R
SR B9 A % F B (McGovern et al, 2017 ; Reich-
stein et al,2019) , 52 P EE W 45 | SCHF ) B HL 4
1R GEAIL A 2 > SR A LU TR BE Pl 2 I 25 N AL RE 8 Oy
SARAR R R GE P L AL B RE 8 Oy Y B 1 B
ARl )2 UK DT 4 v A5 AR 1 AR 2 JBCRE 5 LA
TE T RE LA SN 5 28 7 37 1) 5 2Ok 38 LR 2 M 4 R
142 1 R AUEE S IR FEUGU) Li  Ab B 45 450 el AH
HeAL 5 ik e A T 8 $E E (Krizhevsky et al,
2012; LeCun and Bengio, 1995; Szegedy et al,
2013),

AR SCHR BT B g 2 > A 5 0 R R A I e
e 30T 91 H1 0 300 0 41 S 95l 1% 107 FH RR A2 A 1) T AL I
gyt T OROR AR B, DL B M b 1A B A o )
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] AR T 3 e AR AT 5 2 AR Y
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H R4S (1998) 3 ik N Tz M 48 Jy ik kAT 1
HER# IR TR (GMS s Bk 4 K= R [%
BRI BB S P R R AR (MCO) TR
PURIMER 8 9920, O T DM 307 5 ik I &
M2 Jr i A T = R WAL R . Tebbi and
Haddad (2016) F F 3 ¢ ] & HL . g A BRI 25 — A
IEX 4 B A (Meteosat Second Generation, MSG) H
Ji@ 18 58 7T UL O AL Ah R A& AL (spinning enhanced
visible and infrared imager, SEVIRD) [ 12 >4 %
SRR B 2 3 FBETY L FE X L T A 2
26 TN SR 1) LAY 4 SRR & B 4 R B S A A AL
HATLF 8O X T 2 = MR = 1 53 28 0 7
B K (CSD 3k #] 0. 55, fiy 2R (POD) 35 %] 0. 74.
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randomized trees, ERT) . % & [0] 9 25 #55 &Y, 7 %4 b
PO T X R G F b = TURRAE o A0 X 1% 52 (19 21
b SR LA S KRR S R 22 SR A
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I3 RIS 53 3R A5 B RBEAS T8 25 Sl B R A R AL 5% [)
AT R A/ IEAS T = 2 R AT U3 v
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Xu et al(2009) ¥ &5 KA FIR i€ 2= 2 B K 19 23 #1 iR
S A AL AR 7 >0 1Y 53 2 R) L, A1) ] S ] S B L 72 F
KRR b ST B R K XIS A 4
o R XU 5 R 7K DX sl g s 0 4 4t S R AR L B 1k
RORAE T B R UG iy A I S AL ek B
IR VERR P A e . Gagne 1T et al(2009) 3 T £
) T 3K BEORE A A 2E R K-means F1 e 5 R 5512
5 PR g XU P A A R K R . K-means B33k
LML PEXR RGP RE SRR R GE . IR
R DU i IR AT 02 o X B B A Sy < IST ik
IR IR i K2 LA 22 B AR IR 27 o R A X
ARG 2R RBH)Z IR 7P A7 2R
=K.

LG AH TR AE RS Z B 1T LR G AR
R MBEARDRMEE . ERRBISEQOITD R T —Fh
BT RIS TR M WL 45 22 IR AU Y 2 LA o )
W T 53 28 5k 1% 5 vk o BB AL 28R AR T 125 3 0l %) %2
A AT REAS 2 2] AT BB R 20 2B T . 4551 3R]
Bl T L T O 35 S PR — B T A
WLz 7 1 km>X 1 km Al 6 min I 25 73 B
R T 2 2 Y AR 3L B ARG 1 T AR R RS R

1.2 EEREKEITEEN

H LR | A 8 A 08 SR I Wk 4T 5 R K
Tt o BEAE A 280 5 5 A U0 Iy Bsf ] AR 23 (] 43 Bk %
(7] B % 0 5 R I 3ty e ) DX, A R AR U i AP 78
FIFABLAS 2 2T L REAE AT AL & 18 SR U B4 5 e K
AR LR 5G AR o S B SEORS 0 FFUORS 20 1) K AR A T 25

HT MSG TR BB SEVIRT #1072 T8
Tim . = DU . = M=ok g7 %R T,
Kiihnlein et al(2014a;2014b) %] F B HL £ Ak . Meyer
et al(2016) FIT 4 Pt a7 > 53k (RE i 28 [ 2%
SR 22 W 2% L SVVD #E AT R R OR AT AR AT
56 DX A3 K X5 B K XL 4R 5 5 B0 i B K 5 R
Xof i B 7K DX s R 4 B a6 AN ) B K X3 el T A ()
F18 e K S 3 PR o 2 30X i 2 B M X 4 KA ) G S
B AR T v, 25 ol B8 7K X8R 1) e 7K S 3 TR 7
B > Ji o TR 23 PRI 3 00 I 3] £ g 7K 3 40
478 3] (Ouallouche et al, 2018), 7£ 1t al
Lazri and Ameur(2018) ¥ 5B 3047 T T 4%, % 2 45
[] HE AL | ot 22 ) 2% T AL AR bR S R0 R AT T AR AL ]
FEFIT MSG-SEVIRT ¥4 £ . itk 1l 25 05 =0 %
I3 RBOR KAERAEA JEAT 1 Z IR AT L A T

KBTS SR S A A I ZRROCR e & 26
HERf R T E) 97,40,
Meyer et al(2017) A by, a5 T2 = B L[

BB REAT RO ik i B KA T RtA g T AR T
MSG #1 GLCM (grey level co-occurance matrix) [
Pl 2 P 28 B, S5 SR A e B AESE0 T S T A R
SUMAE RS OLE AT RE B T & R B A TC A A
RIS ) S P R A6 i B I /K S T ORI B
] 0 .

M EIX Z-R KR AT & B R KA T8 A
AR B GHEZS ) . R 205 (2009) R 22385 )
TR (14 18] g 58 85 ok K R 7 1 T et R R L ok
T ] B 5t (BP) i 28 9 28 J7 1k S Ak 0 1 v b 1XC ) e
M XL T 2R OCFR AR Y B &, K W] BP fl &
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22 0 28 A DN 1) 3 TR 5 oty R S DN R ) A R AT
1M Z-R & Z Ak U 1 B W 2 A7 76 A [\ F2 2 1
A% . Grams et al(2014) 76 75 35 U e 7K #Y
FEA 5 IR SRR R 0 M b b A R A AL R
PO 7 A& AR 0 T B E R OKAG TR AR A RS
e VA E )2 v 0k B 3 Ul 3 X T Bl o A A DU e
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BT 8 B R AL G 8 ZR KR A
R R KA 5

T Ui % E 8 LI A AL A 2 2 5 vk B
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S FRH 1 A8 SUAH G 22 50 3 B AN 9845 S T
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KL T % R RV A 7 SRy b P A 5 ) %o 3 P R
Givh A K » i T SRy e P AR 55  BRAT WL 0 49 SR X
PLSE G 3 O K 6 %5, 2017, HAT AR K A 00 0 X
JE o A H AT BE RS O N T A 3T O
[ G5y 2013) i A DK 25 1 % R XL ) L 428 WL
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HAETA 40l 55 B 53 8 ik PUP (principal
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T 18] A AR X R B SR T UK B AR B, g R
WY, A5 iR H AL 55 b8 0 Y oK R 48 Aok B
B E AR, F SRR K. 558 R
X G J I 5 K RN UK R R AR R AE (2016) i T
W B T RG G o B ERRAE B )
KA B K BRI A K B B SRR AR S8 R K 2 A
JE AT RRBE K B A 2R . IR R AR SO R R
Kl 50 km DL B0 TR AR R S8 A Y J I 5 B
K ERE R 89. 100 IRHME N 9. 5% s IKE Y i o
F 79, 8% iR F N 3. 5% ;s I I AR T 48 Bk
] 80.0%.,

AFE T VKT M0 7l 2% R R AT A B 3
e 5 1Y) 1 3115 sl O 00 840 & 78 R UL T L Aty )
AR IR TR GEOREAT BT i 45 ), BE 08 By S Y
R BB . 2 [ 3R 4 (2013) | J8] B #E 45 (2017)
A b TET A GG sty R XU S Y A b 25 2 IR 4K
Pt COLFE T 2K LT I HRL L3R B L 8 A O )
I RCAS 328 8 A, S BN R KR R R R KR
(78 S P 7 4 ) 91 BBl 7R 2% K XURE 47 5 i
WM. A3 5E (2018) K& T 18 LB A %5 A 2 A%
il BCH S R SR ) R LA i ST T R KRR
19 OB

1.4 RXSiAH0508 5

BT TR CEE IR DA H AR LI H 8 L R R AL A o
S BEE L BB A RS IS R AL R S8 Y TR R B 4
TR Wt 2R GE 9 7% 3l J 1) A% 2l B A 5 R S X U
HRMEHEEFEL.

By 35 UL FE 08 £ A1 30t TET P9 XU 1) = 2 45 4
iE » PR 0 ) P 7 8 808k T AT R A U2 ) LU A
. Lakshmanan et al (2000) F| FH 1 /& & 1, M &
K G b 2 T S I R ) PR BEAT AL
IPEXT U RGN RS IR L. TR AL E
Lakshmanan et al (2005) & Ji& T /S Jig iR 51 B %,
TE = A A B B U0 XU RUBE 1Y i 5% , JF 4t 57 pf
2 4, T SRR AE FIERBE SR R RRIEAE A i

— YU R AU R B S 1 23 R R AT A A S PR
FH AR IR T ARG YRR

Haberlie and Ashley (2018a;2018b) 3 F & ik
PEEVECE A HL AR 2~ 5k i g 7 xRl e
BEEE . B B E s AT 23 FD U IR 2 LK
SRR T 100 ke 1) 98 0] 3 5 56 1Y) 14 25 52 1 21
DI, 23 B 00 2R 4 MR [ K N Dy T UL
A EEREA YR SR 28 2 — - (1) £ 2 MCS,
) TCHLRS L > () 7 R GE, (D RTARGE (5) Hh
THT A% 8 A/ B MR o AR S I i B B B bR A B Y iR
(gradient boosting) fll XGBoost, 45 £ I A % B
R AR = PUNROCR o e AR IRl L A =
[ DC e 1 5 285 SE B MCS 38 5

BE T TN BHe 1 i R R LGB B S AN
iR, SRS (2012) | JE B 5 (2016) 43
A K 3548 #: (k-Nearest Neighbor, kKNN) | %% J&
W RAE I8 2R 5312 55 R 2R T 12, S Xk IR ri B 8 R
AT 5 B ) 2 355 Bl DX i P 3 i i) R g
M AU A  Kalman 38 U 4§ 5 5503, SC P07 2 1
1B B 5l AR .

1.5 R B 572 38 X i A5 o B R AR

Ik LB A UL B A e T R A L
TR JE 2 2] 30047 DR 7E PR 00 40 3k B A5 i R Tl . [
B R R R B 2% 2 v LIS SO B S R PR = Bl
P H 58 6 I K

IR B 2 20, AT RAAT S50OR) 7 8 3R 00 7y = 4k
23 A1 CHE B VKR S5 0 1 = 2 45 W R A QKL 7E
RIKE & AR 5k R Bt v AE T 3k LR B R L LA
AR BT i A i = A B 5 55 11 X (CWERD | [8] 357 8k
FEHFRE., Wang et al (2018) F| F R B 2% 2] 5.k
FE T B T IR 0 = R I B L A R e R Y
R Y)E  BEIO™ AR VK X I 2 AT A ]
e DX SR AIE o AT BRAS b A% 5 3% B 4 1) DK R 1)
ROR

BT B 25 B4 (2020) #] A Himawari-8 T &2
BIG M T R R BE A5 & W 4% (DBND 347 58 % i =
A 2 7 % 3% 5 TR AT DUVA ORI A T ) A
BT HOR 6] o B i i o O = A R — B B A
Wt . 55U B A 1 | 22 Dk B 1% R SRR )
SEBLIX =R A L LR Y O 1 AR A8 B R SR N
Tz A A RIRG B G i X R &R s D

WM AT N IR ER PRI RAR
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Fig. 1 The identical results of convective storm of satellite images with deep

learning method at 08:00 BT 14 March 2017 (Zheng et al. 2020)

(a) TBBys — TBB,;, (b) initial recognition result, (c¢) result of closed operation

4t ., Lagerquist et al (2019) F] A B & & W
2N AR TN A7 VA =l s e I
PR ¥ B A B U E 5 ON AR A0 B v B AR
B R R B R R 22 250 km DL FEIE Ay
TR B 7300, RN 3500 I S T 48 Kk B
52%.

2 Bl > 78 5 0 L I 20T R A A B
H

2005 4F, AL 4L (WMO) & Y Il 3 1
e (SRR Ry LA B TR A 0~6 h B RA T, B E
BE T IAE Cay /&5, 20125 Wilson et al,
2010;Sun et al,2014) , A3 3 E 4l 5538 5% 0
~2 h (¥ RA TR A I T T4 CAr /i 45, 2012)
BRI AR 308 0~2 h By TR BRI 3 4. 2~12 h
PR LI T4l 12~72 h g R AR . AL GE i 2tk
HME T 1 T0 T ) T 0T 3 79 A T T R L R AL A 2
BEVE BB N T IR SO IR - TR 2 BT A 0L D A
Hh L SR IBO A W) AR R T IR AR AR 5 DT S S B X
T AR B —E A
2.1 ETHREEKHIMNETR

A BLAS 2 > N T 506 3 I 30 TR A O Y
BOAR I A ML 2 > et o 38 L AN E Tl . 152558

B9 AMNE 7 3 . 4 TITAN(Dixon and Wiener,1993) .
SCIT (Johnson et al,1998) LA & 3% ¥ 12 (Bechini and

Chandrasekar, 2017) 45 45 , & 1% A %04 W7 % 9% 19 %
B HA AR IR TC T F W I 2R G AR T TR SR RRAE
PR I TG 92 265 8 XT3 400 A 1 58 ek 55 45 TR (Wilson
et al,1998) . FIH L& =T, — & B e % 5 ik
AR,

Yu et al(2017) 6 52 2 B YR B 36 A1 % 2 38 11
WK B IR 208 2 BE AR D TUA IR - A 2 Bl ATL AR AR
FNSHE ) AL #E 4T 0~3 h BEK & Wk I AT L T
Wi WL R A R SR o 5 L 1 TR 00 5 S 3 T
W H A I ML SE B 0~ 3 h K B TR L T S 4 )
EMENAES PR EF L, Foresti et al(2019) )
10 4F [ B IR 20 G B 28 B R v, U FIGE B X I &R
G5, PEMCALEE 7 B X3 L R 4G )2 i B R ) A5 AR
5 R AR DR, 07 D o 2 O 8%, 4R 46 7K 2R 6 1
508055 . RS AR WL bl 4 2% AR 8 A A5 TR X
UL 72 G0 V) 8 i R DR 559 5 TR 4 T A 1R 2 A X B A B
H SRR 2020 ~30% .

2.2 ETHLESKRIEFZHNIGEREK

iR ARAR TR RE A I I X I 2 T8 A 6 B B 1)
HHSGHRFAE » A0 2 A J5E B2 PR 386 00 L = T B2 2 i R
M. = T A 25 1 28 fb ( Mecikalski et al, 2010a;
2010b) . PRI, 07 P kA4 TR I i L BE
A 35S B X 3 0 AR (CD Y W I 95 2 (Mecikalski
and Bedka,2006; Mecikalski et al,2013; Walker et
al,2012),

FEI N AMIFSE N IF I TR OC TR B T R4
TR TP T KRR AR B R . BAESTS
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PARKAREE AR T0H 98 A 5L i A G it 2
FNZRI B0 TR LI K i 114 ) BHURE M BT X 4
AR RE . B0 S AT SR E R TR R CLR ARy H)
PEAu s 10. 7 pm @B A RACTF 0°C,10. 7 pm #lIB 5
T [ AR AN F —4°C /15 min 5545

BT TR R LS A 5 Re i B s
B CT MM . Han et al(2015) F] F @5 58S
Z TR (COMS) JR AR KA » 7 ok SRy L o AL 2%
MRS ) S AILAE i B T TR LA VAT IO K
PRV T B I=IE N D0 7 ) A S 1 Vo S TS I ) R
FIr 5 B4, X W) AR R R 4R AT & 98 30 ~
45 min, Bessho et al(2016) ] /] Himawari-8 T &
Y 22 38 TE (5 B RN 38 B AR A0k A DL R AT Y 2 g
(] YA TR, S5 3 PR T A S ) O i DX (RDCAs) 1Y
WU o BRIk 4 L R A 4 B S B . Lee
et al(2017) ) F P 56 A L Bl AL AR AR L 32 5 0] 9 45 5
AL BT Himawari-8 AR ALY £ 38 18 £ 4 , g 12
A TF, $E AR AR RRAE , PR A7 X 3 40 A= A 412

2.3 #E

iR B3 Y I T 4R

(10 ¥ S = R G e 71 R SR S VIR = =N I U
DU 2 TR A A T SRR AT 5 R /=07 3 W00 % it XL
2 (R TN TS 2 A R ALE 5 500 A5 = T 41 50 40 T 2 R 0 0
RIRM IR . 2 05 UL B s =8 L B
SCA 5 Tn] A 22 05 50H S8 A AR G L I S R T
Il () Pk R 2 — .

PLas 7 ] BALBE 8 A 32y M IR SR IR E . S 2
VY Bl A P2 48 T B B % . W Mecikalski et al
(2015) He T 1k 5 TR EHE 45 6 B00A B =808
BEWCT 25 AN A OQ E3R T 3Z %5 81 13 il ATL 2% Ak
SCBL TR M XA X3 00 AR B4R . Ahijevych et al
(2016) F FHBEHLAR AR . fil 5 85 3k TR o [ FIE(ELRE
OB AT 0~2 h 59X ) AR TR B B A R
W 99% L b CEEL 550 M) ) E R4, Han et
al(Q01D) M I S Fe nl = AL VL B T 238 W) 1 A 5k
it F 0 2 BER A M . A AR R B R AR R JRRRIE
Ik T BURAE RS, Bk T 22 3% ) 8 35 DU 4872 73 73 &
4L (VDRAS) il 75 92 8 1 8 2% 1 Wi 1 B4l Qi A L
K 2,

Marzban and Witt (2001) F1 Lagerquist et al
(2017) M FABLAR 7~ 383k« Rl 5 0 1 8 3 BT R IB BR
) 7l 2 AR R OO 2R 6 BN T 1) 4 2 0L DN R A o X X
it PR K XU KB #E A7 I O AR . 45 R R BT AN

(a) Ik
e
SVM
Ik
FHIE

5 2 VDR AScdia

(b) Fiifik |
e fh

SEIFFVDR ASHHE

Bl 2 T 2 AR (iR VDRAS 54%) . FIl I 32 45
fia) 2 AL HEAT X O 3 B B B (Han et al,2017)
Fig. 2 Flow chart of SVM for convective weather
nowcasting with VDRAS data (Han et al, 2017)

RE A% A 2000000 XoF O B A P A O XL (R I 0 ~
15 min) , [fif H.AE9E T X 3 R 48 10 km DL E B Y
R XU R KL (BT 60~ 90 min) , HAG #4719 52 A
fii. Czernecki et al(2019) F|FHBEVLZAM . B & T &
BB TN FR B I B B Y R O 2 R AT R
VKRBT AT . &5 SR R B A Ik BOHE A K T p R
B AR, WA R S BOE RS W] 2
McGovern et al(2014) # @ T B} 25 e 5 9 i AU, 3%
T2 VRO A H5 7R 3K M TRV I AR RO A
S FEAT 98O0 I R A O A AR X i A R T .
TN A5 D BE A% T I b I s 2% S AR DR A PR T A
11T Ay 5E S S JAE 4k i Xof A A R Dt TR i AR A e 1 S 8

Apke et al(2015) W FI#LES 7 > J5 ¥k 204 17X
Uit PR RT FR 0 AE A L B A ) RLKE X I
ZRC I GHE R TR AT X0 I ) A 0 LA 8RS
AT R 3 8 43 43 B (PCADY R ¥k A 51 43 B
(QDA) #E 47 T A G40 B . &5 2R & B, CAPE I
CIN X T e i T8 1 %) i 90 A8 04l B A U 19 4R
Fl. 78/ CAPE. ik CIN ¥ EE T X v 4 A
AP R E. FH QDA FIEEUE T L LB T A
B 408 0 B (A X P B il L A A AL R L CT 33
SR T

2.4 REZFIEIGIEBR A AR A

IR B2 2 > 5 K I R AIE 42 BURE ) - B 18 12 1K
XiF i R G0 7E T Ik TR A 9 A R AR L 0 T R TR
HAWEARMA %S % . Shi et al(2015;2017)
Kim et al (2017b) ., Wang et al (2017) . 5 i@ [H %
(2019) i B 55 (2018) \ 52 L 45 (2018) £ X F5 ik 1] i1
AN ) R, HR A X I 2R G 11 AR RRAE 48 H A N Y
TR B2 2] P 2%, 32 2 0 7 45 UM 26 ) 2% A 36 it 42
W28 o 32 2 XL 2R G0 1) [ T AR REAIE (B 7R %
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] LS A 30, S BT T A [l 3 0 A 4 T
i o IF A — 28 X U AR G0 A AR Y TR AR D L R
FWLAE TS P B TOLH L TITAN 4544 584k
HETT o AR H H TR BE 27 2] S HE R A I [B] HE S L H
23 18] 3 P 52 BB R T B [T 3R S 3 ) R A
L, —E R E el 55 B RCR

R 2 > thn] L VDRAS 25 sk 25 43 7] 4k 43
M3 v X & A2 R R FRAE . Zhang et al(2017) &
THEB S LA M TR TR 2%, S
TR X R Ik B > 35 dB2) 1A 2 T 7417
W TR B S HR I T R G0 I A8 I S R AE L
I A B 6 AL T 1) TR FE

TR 27 2 TR G 22 U500 TN B0 40 320 A7 i 3 T 41
I WAFTEE R . W F RSB S RIS
T 08 0 5 4 v Bsf ] L 2 ) B A RF S . Zhou et al
(2020) 14 IR BE 2 2] = 4k SCor HIREAY , TR 3K [
W TR 2 TR DA 9 5 R D00 5040 v B JBCIA) i Y s
AR VR JEFFAE LI T A AL 0~1 h Y IR T
e, H OB 25— % 19 X XF 3t AR T T AR Y T 4R
Sonderby et al(2020) #4481 & J& 22 S i K Metnet,
225 . LSTM (long short-term memory) .
TR I HLE S5 Ty vk R TR L 3k | e 7K 55 U I 4K
P ST I A COR Ok 0~ 8 ho) Y i 7K T34
B, Metnet 54 1 B 25 43 B8 58 0] 35 F] 2 min,
1 Jern, 04 1 oo [ 7K Y B 25888 7 P 3 B 50 [
6T 43 B BUH B0 (HRRR) L /R TR B2 > Uy

EIENEE

1
XXy

B mE — R

SWHRALX, -0 X, TOWITMI X, X}

3 TR A ) B IR A
(SR#PA4E.2019)
(DMl 2, (b WL~
Fig. 3 Flow chart of radar reflectivity image
extrapolation with deep learning method
(Guo et al,2019)

(a) training, (b) forcasting

EE R BT

3 ML 2 A 5 0T JAT e I A0 e ) 9 41
Hh 4 1

AR T 1l 0 T 41 rf 3 0 P S i UL 0 3 L
I R0 3 T ) B T T RBUE R X . H
HI o Y SR G SO I R TR L SRR A A
FRCECRIE”, Z 7 EH Doswell TII et al(1996)
fELEREA TR Z MK RS N RN A,
2010;Fr /N, 201,

T AR 2 0 R T A ) i A A ol R B R A
S ZE — PR A X ST RG24 TR O A AL
TR B L o T A [ SR A Ay A Y
FHCRHE” R4 6 B LB AN [ 2R B 5
XU R AR A A S 1 X A B A KV 3 ) L B A A
FEDYISEA A G T 0 BRI ™ . 58
X3 R A BCORHE 7 S LT 7 i PR AG R W] (R
55,2011 B SCAE5E L 2017)  BUAR 61 32 W 46 142 BT
TRRAE I 280 O 2H 5 745 H A0 5 %o JE 4 285 R A
A B R O TR BE ) AH L SR S A A —
A9 Jg BRAE o A U D 2 AT 7 it AR e P R Y 4
Ko AR 3 353 B o B UG It & 2R TR R AR U B
ORI . PRI A 0 SR FH 4 b BIL & 2% > 530k 3
T LR TAE,

3.1 ETEHR=WNHE SR

P75 B H BB % $R 06 24 b () K RUZ &5 R BERAE
Shy KT e B R B A P Sk O R A R R B A AR
. Sanchez et al(1998) | JIL 5 %5 (2009) | B 55 £
Z5(2013) A PRI 4E (2013) F FH 3R 25 B8 . B T &
Do 2 382 ST T AN [R) 1) s DX B UK R T A Y L R
9T HAF I B AR . Manzato (2013) [R] #¢ F1) I #8
25 R VH 1 ) A B R T 6 o 2 A i 4 R 2 T L O
FHAE 2% > 1 J\ 2 . Bagging & 1. 52 B4R L2
T 3 B A8 DK AR

RS B A e 5 A B AT 25 S AT . Bil-
let et al(1997) , I F 8 25 B 46 (T850 % Ji J2 Tt Ji2
S JRUER AR AT | S5 A TR IR RO Y VIL, g g [
IS BERY AT VK AR KT 1.9 em 19 KIKE W
BRI o SR I 1 23 LA g AR 2 2 Al i KA
FRAE o DS I TOUAR A Aot 2550 O o K i 5k ) 4 ) 44K
FHAE R B .
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3.2 BETERBEFRRKEKXNEDTR

25 SCHR A (2018) K B HILAR AR B35 L ] T 03 2R 5
Xof AL PV S o N7 T DU 432 R R R KL AR
X UK EE I TG 5N I R A0 TR AL, 3 By 3
SCHILRS 8% 38 38 ZORN ) B4, O & i X 3t K A0y
U 2 B FH S2 i i NCEP 148 3 2E 47 B AR . 45
TR AN 21,990 ,85 YR X it st B S A G
U 4l o AR GG 3 P T B R FL 8 X 3 R . Her-
man and Schumacher(2018) ] F§ NOAA £ 3R&E 4
T R G A T BEPL AR AR A, BEAE S B 2~
3 d 1 W s e K TR . AT RN R A i A K B i
PE o ALATTAS SO B8 T30 48 194 6T 3t i 550 R e 1 XL 2
PR 1 R T4 R W) A S 8 1 AR 2215 S AR AL 7
R EF A 1AM 10 4F 1% S ARI(aver-
age recurrence intervals) fx K H /N P AL BUE .1 4F
110 419 X 38, ARI(average recurrence intervals)
RN AR A & ML R, Liu
et al(2019) , W F§ ERA-Interim P43 7 848 . A DL it
07 ¥ 43 B AT RSl g R 5 AR IR L T R s Y
FHGAE BB CAPECIN . JE J2 KU AE | I = J5 5 4
75 5 R AR TR H R R 2 i R R O e AR A
HESWBME T TREK.

33 ETEAHZEYERRARXNENRRXS]M
#

1R 0 BRI A S BT B S I S 0 R R
i 4 LAL TORE 20 109 X U XU 2R R 8 45 R R AIE S AT A R
XoF i i B 5 e S AR BR AL B 2 A R B . Collins
and Tissot (2015) HL T 43 415 4 P R BUE A =X

T B B R U2k T 18 A 22 R 2R A A, H o
9 AT FRIERE RS S5 A 9 AL T T T, R
IR TR VEICT AR M B SV I 275 B R ROR B
U 18 B 2 FOUARORE AR L R S8R 8 56 Tl 55 T O
Gagne 11(2016) £ F+ CAPS (Center for Analysis
and Prediction of Storms) [ SSEF ( Storm-Storm
Scale Ensemble Forecast) £ & TR & 2, J& T P 3%
WS A T 5 A 53 B g ) pKCR I R SR AR
(I 4, RE % B UL & 75 38 2o o 3 g 030 92 AR et i 4
R BRI R A2 . Whan and Schmeits(2018)
P AT 43 BE A X HARMONIE-AROME % {4 #
2R R X S B S P R U 2k T2 AR R
TR ARSI T ey 22 DX R K TR 45 SRR
W HA TR K 2 K F 30 mm » h ' Ay 4 ) 5 [ 7K
BA BT W WA AR

Gagne II et al (2015;2017) X 3 55 357 119 7 1)
23 03 PR A RO A 2T A T SRS Ak R Ak PR
NWP i 5 (9 25 5 i A7 7 R R 50 8 FL U] 25 R
55 S0 Y T s [l il X2 AR R AT DI L AR IS 0 H 2
R A VKL AT BN . B P HIL &% 2~ B, DAXL 2
R 245 K AR I RS 3 2 BURRAE » 2 ) KR AR 2 15 2
7R AR VKRS B R AE 5 1E 1T S B VKRS 1) RS 4 Ak TR .

3.4 RS ST 5E X i A2 B A0 55 B TR A o R A

L I LA AT ) R 2 > Rl S92 0 WL K 4
AT R AE A S BE . Geng et al(2019) fil Lin
et al(2019) F| FH B0 (& i 4 #52 =X, WRE (Weather Re-
search and Forecasting) 1A B, 0L 22 4, , #4 8 7 36T
ConvI.STM(convolutional long short-term memory) i

TR JEE 2 SRR T 48 BRI A X000 A0 0 00 2 3

R R ER & TR it
<43 dBz 2<0.77 m - s'?
H.
= TR
. <6.5 h?
e
v
Bk ETHBRES o 850 hPaltili
<287 m? <15.57 g - kg''?
850 hPaltii ¥y b RS, ) B
<7.2 g-kg'? <332 m? <13 m:-s'?

% \

=l
G

Eﬂﬂ
i

B =

P4 ) D SRR 0 A R R SRS L S2 X UKL Y B S AR TR (Gagne 1, 2016)

Fig. 4 Visualization of judging process in decide-tree for hail forecasting (Gagne 11, 2016)
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BRI 2 A U T 92 BL Rk 6 booi 12 b gl i
B, 1 U 2 5T A s B IROUL K4
B TR R 1055 8, TRt AR i 25 1
P S S U B R T2 BT T 5 0 B
ST EL A I T UL KR R TR A A
B VR 25 33 051 T A0+t ) 01 F 0 7T — K
BB VI 2 5T I AR . IR (2021) 3 F £ 8
LI KR A1 5 43 e 5 B T B8 1 4 1
BT — AU A B VR 2 5 T 4
T T A8 DR L 80 T AL 4 S S L TR
%1% 6 ALT SN . B J GRAPES-3 km 1 t Hifi
SR E R PR P
VR 2% 5] B RE A B I 3B 0~ 6 b 0 A ol 76 I
B FL A H 3040 ) 2 05 00 0 KO0  FINWP S0

*1

AT TR A . IR A T BR B AT RS I 22 R UL N
B A NWP E08 i gl A s R0 S fil S 0
PRI ]

o 10 A AT R B 2 2 6 A BB R R Pl
KRV HAT R . Zhou et al (201D V. T 6 205
TR 2 2%, W T 43 28 5 X0 i i) 1 e il . A
NCEP #43 #r % BH T35 B #1100 A% i 45 4
LIS DA e DU I NN 7 x| SO [ R s R B i
FEN LI NCEP i 7 17 Wi die . 45 R & W] Cn
2D HARAOCR % R Wik 54 B A MERN S
2% . Zhou et al(2019) Jt F & B bl 28 W 25 (1) 43 A 5igy
Xof i AR i 28 R R 6 SR I R TR
LRSS 7% 7 5 GRS 4 ,2018)

2015—2017 £ 4—9 A 08 FEBIRA 12 h EFTEREWEZMEH

5 X B B R (DL) f B4R R E W HHR (HF) B9 3 EL 1B 5L (Zhou et al, 2019)

Table 1 Evaluation of deep CNN (DL) forecasts and human forecasts (HF) from April to
September of 2015, 2016 and 2017 (12 h forecast was initiated at 08:00 BT; Zhou et al, 2019)

S X i A TR Ay Pop FAR 13 ETS
DL HF DL HF DL HF DL HF
2015 0. 546 0.338 0.532 0.523 0. 337 0.247 0.292 0.211
3 B 58 F K 2016 0.513 0.318 0.515 0.481 0.332 0. 246 0. 289 0.212
2017 0.589 0.342 0.558 0. 466 0. 338 0. 264 0.290 0.229
2015 0.771 0.758 0. 480 0. 581 0.451 0.370 0.372 0. 277
S 2016 0. 760 0.762 0. 486 0. 560 0.442 0. 387 0.363 0.297
2017 0.763 0.731 0.491 0. 545 0. 440 0. 390 0. 360 0.303
2015 0.211 0.147 0. 896 0.971 0.075 0.025 0.071 0.021
K& 2016 0. 245 0.176 0.913 0.968 0.069 0.028 0.065 0.023
2017 0. 249 0.107 0.943 0.981 0. 049 0.016 0. 044 0.012
2015 0. 310 0.149 0. 895 0.916 0. 085 0. 057 0.074 0.047
LR PN 2016 0. 289 0.121 0.892 0.916 0. 085 0.052 0.075 0. 044
2017 0.246 0.104 0.905 0. 920 0.074 0.047 0.063 0.039

IR J7 24k R g
4 1a] 55 . S
4 TEAER LR R 1 e

LRI o AL 27 ~J A8 38 05 370 S 00 568 Xof 35 6 1 30
PR 5 M W B C 2R T E A BURAE A
B BCRIEAE I T A AR L 2 M5k . TEREAR
PRI TE A ARICHERG A1 D0 T CAnxd i 2 U L ik
(5] 35 SM e L IR R B 55 ) L B &2 o TR IR L 2 T
AE % DA T 12t 030 v A 4R U AL 2F 1T B A7 A7 2T
s FERE AR R ELAE A AR 10 A B0 E TR B B9 0L
CHN KA, e 26 25 A0 i 5 A R R0 N IR TR B 2 )
AL GEHL A 2 o Ak R S ML BE D A Rt — 2 4R
o ST S W BLAS A 2] FRTAFETE RLT ), RORTE

CI AR R R AR e Az (AR A 3 X R
Y S A CEAEAD R W] B A AR . PR A7 7™ 5 1Y
TESREAA P (R AL, T HL S T X R G R A
ZIN S UL 1 245 222 A A T DL P17 0 » TR I SRR AR
AN ) R — A 5 . F T A — SE A SC R 5
T T i R TE SRR A AN P 145 ] AL 9K TN A8 i K S
A HREAAS A )RS SR AR W 2 X T LA
BRI 2 T — R PR

(2) f T L& o7 o 25 JE00 1 AR AR T 4 BURF il
FBR 1O 1 AH LI R o RO X6 T RF ALE R AR 10 179 T o
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R o FRAEAIRR 0 B9 B R B L HLRE 2 2R AL
SR R BEEAT AR A AR LI B B A
ST A5 g A B Bt o T 3 28 B A B0 02 R
FEo7 & R BL At o e it n] UL, Bl 22 ) 72 AR v
R I SR AT AR 5 R AR 2 8 e kil )2 B R OG

(3) 7 5 X V7 Mk 00 4t v o DR 43 TR A mT LU oy
Vol I E I (DO A I DO N A 11| I )
A TR R T MR A AR A 5 X A 20 38 AR A
H BT A& T 58 45 SR 75 O, 5 0 3t M 0 T4 o Y 3
ZeIn) 8 o AL 4 2~ B8 ROR B3 (Zhou et al,
2019; Wang et al,2018), B /K &t Wi 4t J& F [] )9 [q)
R, N FBIL A 27 2T J7 YA A B B Y Bl (R AL
&5,2009; Meyer et al,2017)), B2 ) 55 & Bk
HMEALJE T [0 A 5] 30, B SR A B 48 AR A TAZ G 7 1
1H 2 U 2 A7 £ KR B0/ /Y 7] 81 (Shi et al, 2015;
2017) , N HIROCR AT fe it — A0 ol . oM 2= 2 .
B S RN S WA R D B N b AR R
SOABR . AT L A5 5 B ETR R ) SEEOR
Je& i s 2R R AT A P 3 25 1 JEL I A 2R iR NS IAE R
i AR A O [R]

() MR “ VA 5 9% 1Y /F % 7€ #L(No Free Lunch
Theorem)”(Wolpert and Macready,1997) , %A —
FpALaR 27 ) B0 A AR TR 22 ) L RERETE T A AR
F3 5 P AR IS S5 B 1 0 R OR . BRI, FRATTA 4K
i EAT T RS R B AR o ) B SR R O R AR
il P S e W e 2 8 W B 1 . ROl A& i A% e 5 1k
WIR A4 A A U b A B B Ak, FAT
AT DU 22 Fh bl e 2~ 55 1 86 i) s v LASA 2
SRR B BOR

(5 W 3t 588 X 3 R S B T BT e o OGRS K
JE4E . 2016b)  IF JEUJE 45 (3K ¥ 45 . 20205 KK 0645
2020).2017 42 5 A 7 BT M B W CHAY A % ,2018)
S, —H POk R T RAWR SR TRk . X T
Bl I W&+ o A% i R ORE A B A ke, PR
L A A K 1 R B AR T BB L R R R . X
T R 2 1) M AL ) R 0 2 ML 85 > B R
WhUE Tk AR ] A SR LA 2 S B 2R T
2 o] 45 J7 TR X M ) U AT A OR

C6) TR BE 7 ) YN il B 9 S B K B ) HRATI8 5
. B EGX T & s GPU B ek % =i 8 % R
AN AT Bl X T T A 2 W 4%, Hos SR SR AT
AW E R, Pt o] AT oK ok = M RE 15 R
AR, E PR RE GPU JRAT I RE ) 808 i B

TR B 2 TR IO 32 T A

(7) F i Bl o~ 503kl DL T i ik el TR
LI % Ak B BB I 90 2 25 R ik AT A AR B4 i 3
i SR 1 AN BE 58 42 75 0B ORIz 3l 1 S A Wy B
FUHE » DR 0 et 309 P AS AR 80 o 4 o Xt A7 2
W B 75 ) R B

4.2 KREkERE

JUAE H R AL A 27 20 76 55 O0F 3t 1 000 0 1 AR SR
FEAE— 2Ll 29 A ML 24 > BT o th ok i R RE R B0
P HLAE R R % 23 o FRATT O A iy LR
(Reichstein et al, 2019), KM #52 N Y S 7
DA JUA 5865 0 2R A< 10 000 R o 41y T — 20 K e

COF B 27 > J7 ik 47 22 I 80 1Y 38 A 4L
A N, S AT T S s S B0 58 X S D W 0 R s S T
fit. DB VEIEAHL A RG0S &5 H
o5 B He R Ao K& B BP0 BEAT L5 DL
FH S5 R A b A 0 U0 00 450 405 11 10 4 45 1 oy R ok i X
D O R o U AR Y — R R A I A v AR Y W
DUESCH 30 AT L5 8 I 28 4 % 238 PRk BT [ Ak 1 5K
(B R AT A% R A 52 B 3 90 4 380 66 I 99T 4 1

(2) QR BEXT KU 1Y A [7] B BE A 15 78 45 fiF 552 3K
A BRI K BE T G b S B 5 R I DR AR A T
AL R ML 2 > AT A B s T 5
AR [0 S REAE (R T3 AH X T B R R AR AE
SRR X T UKEL L 2R R XU e 45 45 5 200 R R
FE L 3] B0 4 A 9 AR .

GO RFE A W A5 =, F) B & 27 >, FE AT 8K
{EAE SUR T O FURE T 4 2 — 20 48 T 0 e i TR
Ko BUE AR S R Rz sh LA, i R s 7 i
FFiHaa AL A% 27 20 38 HOR LA B B F s il
[ A AE OGO 22, R AR Y B A . B B (e A =X
S5WlEsE I MSE A, e S B Y PEAL B A 56 56 R Y
BHFES G D AR TR R A R B TR N
BLAS 2 ) Bk 5 ) B AR 25 & o — 2 2 1
U0 T 41 B8 T R AT H T

(ORI FHHLAS 2% > 7] 52 B %)y 0 A A 28 s
B FE— . HET BR TSRS AR B RER
SEVERLA SRR A B AR 7 B AR L TR R B
Mgty e E 7 VA P S (B L R e
WO P . AT R T 2 )RR AR B BT A ] A
1 W AN — DA ST 8] (Yosinski et al,
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2015; Rudin,2019; McGovern et al,2019) .38 11X
FE ) AT AAL 5 8 B 0 Y X R g 2= ik — 20 B
HANRERSHEH R K.

SN

SRR I R A D N TR — B A P R L Bk
BRI RZ — . S T AR T HOK P RS AR OC
B L RIERBOR R, E4 R IEE &G 1 H R
J& (5 /N 2, 2018; McGovern et al, 2017 ; Haupt
et al,2018) ,fH 5 55 58 R 28 Ak BL AL 19 4 4% B FrATh
R T (VF /NI, 2018) . DAMLAR 2= 2] MR AL
BRIz L S 50k AL 4 W D R L R 4R R TR Y i
12 )7 % (Karpatne et al,2019),

A BRI~ SN LR B ARTEZ M7
rh i AR T K AR R AL AR 2 IR AR TTREY
BLAR 2 2 TE RSB U 7 T B it 47 2K A8 T 1
J5 5 1) UL AR T ) (A X TR 2 2R LA R
200 KA AR HZ AR AS [ 1 i 3 5e 45 &
P BEAL BRI £ G aE Pl g 7 2 Or k. SR HA T, AL
ar o] Fog— AR IR A BB AR R il K WL %
B P A 2 R AR AR A8 e SR Al e
JEMIBTSE . FEAIH AN LB BEROR KB R IR A
FR i) P 5 R 200 742 50 R AU 2 B il B 98 A 2 5 0
Ui R AR ) BE Al A 0

%k
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