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Verification on Forecasts of Typhoons over Western North
Pacific and South China Sea in 2019

CHEN Guomin ZHANG Xiping YANG Mengqi BAI Lina WAN Rijin
Shanghai Typhoon Institute, CMA, Shanghai 200030

Abstract. Operational positioning and intensity estimation, track, intensity and landfall point forecast er-
rors of the typhoons over Western North Pacific and South China Sea in 2019 are evaluated. The results
show that the overall errors of typhoon mean positioning and intensity estimation in 2019 were a little lar-
ger than in 2018, being 24.7 km and 2. 5 m « s !, respectively. Since 2013, the overall track forecast per-
formance within 72 h did not show substantive improvement for both subjective and objective forecast
methods. In 2019, the mean values of extreme error were up to 2. 1 —3. 9 times as much as their annual
mean track errors. The intensity forecast performance of CMA within 3 days is better than that of the other of-
ficial typhoon forecast agencies. The landfall points of Typhoon Lekima at Wenling. Zhejiang Province and Qingd-
ao, Shandong Province and the landfall points of Typhoon Bailu at Pingdong, Taiwan Province and Dongshan, Fu-
jian Province were successfully predicted by all the official typhoon forecast agencies in 2019.

Key words: typhoon, positioning and intensity estimation error, track error, intensity error, landfall point
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Table 1 Mean positioning and intensity estimation errors of 29 typhoons for each forecast guidance in 2019
Jrik HRALE HASRZT  FEEGENEHRSBC HEAIRT TFERLA et A
TE LB/ IR 631 669 563 539 488 563
SEL IR/ km 17.5 29.8 27.9 27.8 26.2 18.7
FE S IREL/ ) 631 669 563 539 488 517
EWIRE/(m+s™ ) 1.3 2.2 3.3 3.4 2.1 2.9
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Fig. 2 Evolutions of TC track forecast error in 24 h (a, d), 48 h (b, e)
and 72 h (¢, f) lead time during 2007 —2019
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Table 2 Average errors of subjective track forecast in 2019
TR 2L/ h
By i 24 48 72 96 120
U ix
o T T T T, 1y
PN AR/ A : /A : S A~ : /A~
AL/ B km FEA KL/ 5% /km AL /A 5% /kem AR/ A % km FEA KL/ %k
RRELEE 557 84.9 431 149. 8 324 234.8 244 291.5 170 381.7
HARS ST 629 85.3 437 141.4 330 207.2 237 268.1 167 365.7
FEEAER ar . . .
4 533 84.0 435 146. 2 362 224.7 277 304.5 199 369.7
HES LT 477 102. 2 389 172.8 312 242.8 214 289.2 143 366. 9
HTHRLE 365 84.9 292 151.2 208 225.9 145 305. 6 89 341.0

F1 120 b S 2 [H 458 T 41 158 25 B /MR e KA 1 22
Ay H3AF) 23.3.54.9.77. 8,105, 6 F1 172. 7 km, i
— 53l i A R A R R R AR LR (R D R K
Bl ) GDAPS FEA B A A SO ARG HL g A 42
BRAR 2 R BE AR L3 2 4% ) - 24 h 19 B 42 T4 1R
2 /NI & NCEP-GFS, H 7 55 W 72 T4 B+ 280 R
48 h 1 72 h b1 BEAR TR 1R 22 2 /N L TR A B
(96 h Fl 120 h) By 14 3 22 e /N ) )& ECMWE-
IFS, A, A& 3 Hil nl L& B, H A S0 B 4R 1
A8 h 1 72 h LRy WRPERE AL 10 4 d K DL K
B B 12 TR M BE 5 ECMWE-TFS, 25 [ %4 A
NCEP-GFS i e e R =1

X IR 2 AR R RE AR EL AR 25 R W (R O, I

WG REERTE 24,48 1 72 h 157 359 K% 12 TR i 22
SN LAYk 75. 8,133, 5 Fl 213, 4 km 1 [ AF
A LA RN R W] (3R 3), 24 h Fl 48 h -2 P43 i
15 25 S5/ ) DX BRSSO ) N . 72 h PR AR TR
FIEAF Iy 1 B KB

K 2d.2e FI 21 43 51 7 1) 2 42 1RO X 0 8 =X
[ 2008 4E D)3k 24 .48 F1 72 h -1y B A2 TR AR 24 1Y
s, ATLLE BT R R X, 3 2012 4F
PISRH 24,48 A1 72 h {7 24 1R 22 FA KR S 100,
200 A1 300 km BRSO, (H5E I EWE XU
FRAUAG ALY A2 N 2013 4R, 5 B0 T 3 d LU
A1 £ IR A 00 40 2 e A S Joi P 1) el i

2019 4%, AR KR53 B J7 & MR MLAL | 4 Bk
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Table 3 Homogeneous comparison for each forecast method’s average track errors in 2019

TR B/ h
i ) 24 48 72 96 120
UL 2R S —— ra———— ra——— ra——— Nrav—— ——
[FIREARL FHyR2s RIREARS PIERE FREA% P RFEEARR PHERE WA TRz
/A /km /A /km /A /km /A4 /km /A /km
e 78.6 148. 2 220. 3 264.5 332.3
HASK % T 73.0 124.2 173.4 240. 4 307. 8
EEIKE G X
. . 253 75.8 178 126.6 120 177.3 71 252.5 39 334.5
AR
HESILT 96. 6 167. 3 213.4 254. 8 301. 6
FHRXE 76. 6 135.3 188.4 248. 7 310. 4
NCEP-GFS 55.7 115. 1 179.9 282.0 397.0
ECMWEF-IFS 67.9 123.0 167. 4 231.9 245.5
o 62 47 31 22
e [E BUMH 86.9 129.7 170. 1 242.6 357. 8
H 2= B (il 73.3 108.7 160. 1 327.5 531.9
G R 82.3 125.8 144.9 / /
T fE 74.3 123.3 184. 1 / /
GRAPES-TYM 56 86. 9 42 134.5 27 177.8 / / / /
GRAPES-TCM 90. 4 147.7 211.7 / /
HWRF 99. 7 174.8 226. 3 / /
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Table 4 Same as Table 2, but for objective track forecast
BRI R/ b
—_—— 24 48 72 96 120
R T T T T

NCEP-GFS 364 78.0 326 145.9 274 222.2 211 355.3 150 454, 4
ECMWF-IFS 216 73.3 177 124.1 139 182.7 100 249.7 76 309.3
SRR AR T 281 82.0 228 141.7 176 211.0 136 269.2 98 378.1
A 563 94.0 482 157.5 384 230. 6 288 314.7 209 441.2
i [ GDAPS 22 96. 6 20 179.0 16 260.5 13 308. 2 11 281.7

g & R 196 75.8 156 133.5 119 213.4 / /

LR S 247 91.9 210 155.8 166 252.1 / / /
K{#EA  GRAPESTYM 513 81.6 426 150. 2 329 253.3 232 408. 2 155 548.1

GRAPES'TCM 406 97.0 354 172.0 285 273.0 / / /
HWRF 292 92.2 258 173.8 210 280.4 160 456.2 112 655.3
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FZHE/ )35 #) 100,180 Al 250 km PAF . H 4% Tl i
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Fig. 3 Comparison of the annual mean errors and the mean errors of 5% extreme track forecast samples

for each forecast guidances at 24 h (a), 48 h (a) and 72 h (¢) in 2019
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Fig. 4 Ensemble mean track forecast errors in 2019
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Bi-direction quantile analysis chart between typhoon track forecast ensemble spread

and position error for six ensemble systems in 2019

(a) ECMWF-EPS, (b) JMA-GEPS, (¢) NCEP-GEFS, (d) UKMO-EPS. (e) MSC-CENS, (f) STI-TEDAPS
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(JE 5e) T H 78 h Z I 5E A 8 1O 1 v 5 50 Bl
VIR B S50 1 0 4 2 /N T AR B AR R 25 LB
B AH S TR 2L 78 h 2Z )5 45 A S R 1 Hh A 4
{23 R e ik A 5 B AR 1R 25 1 v 6 1
MELGBKBRIRERFONFY LS B HER, —
A B A TR R GRS Gl T & XU AR TR Y
AHENE . B, B k10 F . NCEP-GEFS, UKMO-
EPS 1 STI-TEDAPS =44 Fil Rk & G £ — & 72
BE EARAR T 2019 4RV 46 K71 & KU A2 1 AN i
PE. MSC-CENS I /£ 8 Tl 4 B 55 B ARAS T & KUt

T2 AR B AN A M B TE K AR I R B s Al T B R
PR AR TR AN B 1k

5 gy ny e 2019 4E AR K R A TR 7 i
70 %0 ME R AMG R iy R G4 R L 70 Yo MR A IR Ay P
IR ARG B R GA LA R — B0
£ LB 1Y 70 Y0 ME 2240 [ 2 5 7 5 20000 1 15
PR E R 5 WU AR A 8D S 05 70 0 i
SR (5 3 55 2 5 XUSE PR A7 B B AR SRR AT
T4y b (Zhang and Yu, 2017), £ 5 % 8],2019 4
24~96 h £ 4 A W 7 ik 70 060 A S A 13 iy vh
B & ECMWE-EPS, 1ii IMA-GEPS J& 120 h 4%
M B i v AR R R A TR T . & TR K
e S5 1R 70 00 M SRR R iy R Bk AR R 1 T R 5
7500 X MAE 2019 AR RIAE 2 e A B WUE A B AR
il 7 G U Y 235 SRAR SR A i W 43 2 — I TR AR AS
A2 2 UL 3 1 B XUSEBR AL
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Table 5 The hit ratios of 70% probable ellipse for each ensemble system in 2019

TR I 24/ h
A 24 48 72 96 120

BRIE — . P o P o P o P o
mrh FEARR mrhE FEARK drh FEARK frhE FEAR frhg FEAR

/% /A /% /A /% /A /% /A /% /A

ECMWF-EPS 74,2 209 77.8 171 78.6 126 85. 1 87 77.3 66
JMA-GEPS  47.8 515 61.6 430 69.2 347 72.7 264 81.6 185

MSC-CENS  67.0 218 71.4 182 72.3 141 75.6 82 70.1 67
NCEP-GEPS  64.7 365 60.0 300 53.1 239 53.1 169 52.5 122
UKMO-EPS  62.5 456 59.3 369 65.2 282 71.6 169 66.9 139

STI-TEDAPS  63.2 223 64.6 181 54.7 139 / / / /

3 B KGR E Bk IR

6 FIH T 2019 4F FWHHRTT % 58 G B X
HC L T 5 K XU, T [ AR A ST B4 2 0 4R 2% LT
YRR zEg i as R . mEAE M. b T L
& KU 5T i il 5 19 75 8 K7 1 B XU % 42 %
2 min XY RUE R RAL 5 KSR L T H AR IT
SE A B MUE R 0 2 3R T 10 min 1 1 min
SR R R AL 5 KGR T S P A AT £ X5 B
TR BE VAL Z AT B 1 BRI SRR A UL A 1 5 K
S5 XU 5% e 2 B0 (Harper et al, 2010) . H A%
GT S IS 5 RUE R A0 AT Y 65 KUK T30
WMEERFR T 2 min P, £ 6 Bk,
H R T 5 6 KR LI 24.48.72.96

A 120 h i 2 0 04 1 1 4 )1 2%, HY T X JA] 43
WIAE 3.9~5.3.5.4~6.6.6.4~7.7.6.7~7.8
5.9~7.1m-«s ', H,24.48.72 J% 120 h 88 & T
T 4y 4 %] 158 25 e /N I HLA 35 R A s R SC A, 96 h
SR AT ST 3 4 0 iR 25 B /N LA S R R T
TR 2019 AF S ERAE R X IR 25
JEWR R ZE G O % R g i R 5 BT A Y
TR BEA, BPAE R REAS Lo B, NZE 7 Hhrl DL 3
NCEP-GFS J& 24,48 F1 72 h i [ - 34 4 X 1% 25 i
INBY TR 7 s 4 ik E) 5.0.6.0 1 6.8 mes '
ECMWF-IFS U3 5%A 7.1 m « s " F1 7.5 m » s !
BN T 96 h i 120 h 3 AN K TR B Rk R S
Byt 1% 2 /N A, XU X, GRAPES-
TCM F1 HWRF J2 58 B 7 4z M 58 A 4 1) W A =
T Ao B R AR R 2 AR AR LU R (3R 8) e R B
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Table 6 Average errors of subjective intensity forecast in 2019
iR /b
% 18 7 96 120
BOE e oshR . TH&N mER . T iR TS wER . TSR MER
i‘ii gr)  THA i;f ge PR iﬁ% gp  THK i;é gr  THE l% gz THA
[mes D) mes) 1 Jmes D mes ) fmes D mes ) Jmes D mes ) Jmes) (mesth)
LEET ) 6.0 57 5.8 7.6 431 6.9 8.7 324 7.2 9.1 U4 7.1 9.0 170
IESST ST 5.8 562 6.5 8.5 369 7.7 9.5 2 7.2 9.1 172 7.1 8.5 111
%ﬁifm 48 6.3 533 6.2 7.9 435 7.5 9.9 362 7.8 10.0 27 7.0 9.2 199
#E5EF 5.3 7.0 4 6.6 8.6 389 1.2 9.2 312 6.7 8.7 24 6.4 8.0 143
FEEXE 3.9 5.6 365 5.4 1.5 292 6.4 8.3 208 6.8 8.8 145 5.9 7.5 89
7 BFRO6,BAEUWMEHE
Table 7 Same as Table 6, but for objective intensity forecast
Bl /b
2% 18 7 96 120
Bk e SR BEER O MR BEMW O EER . FEAR fR . FH&N ER
grome TR e gy PR e MR e gy PR e gy BEE
fmes ) mes) 0 Jmes D mes) D Jmes ) mes ) Jmes ) mes™) ' fmes™) (mes™h)
NCEPGES 5.0 6.8 364 6.0 8.1 326 6.8 9.3 2T 7.5 0.3 2l 7.6 10.3 150
ECMWEIFS 5.9 8.2 216 7.1 9.7 177 7.4 9.8 139 7.1 9.3 100 7.5 9.7 76
o HEMNE 8.0 0.7 21 9.2 10.9 228 10.4 12.3 176 1.0 12.7 136 10.8 12.6 98
i B AN 5.6 7.3 563 8.8 48 10.6 13.5 384 10.4 13.4 288 9.1 1.7 209
8 GDAPS 5.6 7.1 2 6.8 9.7 2 7.6 10.0 16 10.3 12,5 13 12,0 14,2 11
FEERER 6 9.2 196 7.0 9.8 156 7.4 10.2 119 /
J M 6.4 8.6 244 8.8 1.3 202 9.3 12.0 161 | /
W GRAPESTYM 5.6 1.3 513 6.6 8.7 126 7.6 10.2 329 8.1 2 23 8.2 1.1 155
™ GRAPESTCM 4.9 6.5 405 6.5 8.6 353 6.9 9.0 281 / / J
HWRF 5.2 6.9 292 6.2 8.5 258 1.2 9.9 210 T4 10.0 160 6.1 8.9 112
R8 2019 EXEMMAZRBE LA IRERBHERILE
Table 8 Homogeneous comparison for each forecast method’s average intensity errors in 2019
A 250/ h
24 48 72 96 120
ke AR Y i A R FIF R FIF i FIF Y
T mesy T smesy Y mesy T ey T ey
TRERE 3.6 4.9 7.1 7.2 6.5
HAS LT 4.2 6.1 7.5 7.0 6.2
%ﬁlf%iéif M 250 4.2 174 5.6 115 8.2 71 8.5 35 7.6
HES LT 4.7 5.9 7.1 6.6 6.0
FH ARG 4.3 6.0 7.4 7.3 6.3
NCEP-GFS 6.2 7.4 7.9 8.8 5.5
ECMWE-IFS 8.4 9.3 8.9 7.0 5.4
) 77 61 45 22 14
e [ Bl 7.6 9.2 9.6 7.9 7.7
H A< $ 1l 6.2 8.2 8.6 9.3 5.4
i B R 6.7 8.3 11.3 / /
I AUE 6.8 10. 2 11.2 / /
GRAPES-TYM 55 5.1 42 7.7 26 10. 9 / / / /
GRAPE-TCM 4.4 7.5 10. 2 / /
HWRF 6.1 7.1 9.5 / /
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FREEEL3.6mes 'l 4. 9me.s "HiREME
JR 24 h 48 bk FE AR 1 4 08 R 22 g/ 1
ALK ;96 h F 120 h 58 FE 11 4 - 35 28 X 158 25 B /)
MIPLAE 2 E A R)T 438 6.6 m« s 'l 6.0 m
es TH ERANPLAELL 7.1 moe s 4 X
WRZENA T 72 bk BE SRR P S8 4 0 1R 22 de /N B PR
T o A BB Y 5 32 T [ A A Ll e 2 SRR AR
HARFFEA AR A5 R A — B (L &)L /1 3 d N (fy
53 D3 d DA b A 5 B 14 1 B B 4 1 A ko
4338 NCEP-GFS il ECMWE-IFS, tt4h, H A %%
fHAE 24 h F1 120 h P> T fi B 80 A 5 8 T i 1
REWAENILTS o DX s 2y o J32 98 4 [) A A L 4l
F W] GRAPES-TCM 1 HWRF 7& A [a] 1 4 5 5% |
) 5 J3E T P RE LA

AR B 6 IR HLA 1) 24 h & X5
JE LR 1 8 I A R I B A GHE (B 6a) L {H 48 h
72 h 5 X F R R ERE A 2017 FiRA T —
ERREE R E (B 6b 1 60) . & K3 W50 J 14 A
JIHHR T . F A5 25 T A W el i 09 42 R0 IX A8 =
XF 5 R B B ADLPE RE 1932 AR 4 T (8] 6d~6D)

4 B XS Rl R B R 22

2019 4EIEA 6 A XUB Il 3 [ 23 531 Sy B4 X

AR (1904)  #afy KR T (1907) 8 5 & XA #F
H(1909) | 5 Fy KUER 1 RE (1911) , $iiy AU 2 61 fa
91D FE KKK 1918) . Herp =5\ Fn F) 45 57
SYHRERE L A2 IR E L AR 4 AR
P phi R E 1K,

F G T 2019 4FE[E NSRS B R E U TR
Jvk 24 h BRI, 2019 4, R KL BB T
“ AT IR L AR B S R A R SC B RV B
WS 24 h B RE AR 2E KT 200 km PSR, FER %
Fili 1 24 h BBl 5 22 4/ F 100 km, ST F
FOUL TR Ty i R TR A AR W VLR e R L R
5y EHRETTE AV R AR R AR AR L0 8 Bl TR
HAT 0 TR A B A I AR Y AP
W77 318 11 % ol oS TR R 25 K

2 10 /& 2019 47 [H N A2 6 R WL TR 7 1k
24 h BB R 25, 5 30 7 ik AH L, NCEP-
GFS.ECMWE-IFS, % [# % {8 1 H A< $0fH X g 4> 4
R AT F A A S E W LR AR T S H
RE7HE V8 B AR RUAR AR L 1) 5 il s TR R 22 3
X USRS 24 h Bl 22 A AE 90 km DUF,
g a R KL TN 8. GRAPES-TCM,
GRAPES-TYM #1 HWRF T4~ X 3 #4528 ) % =5
WA AE T AR VL L RE TV AE B T BE AR R A AR LD B
fili A PR R 22 AN

~—ECMWF-IFS  —-#l[EGDAPS

Fig. 6

~-ECMWF-IFS  —-ii§[EIGDAPS

& 6

Same as Fig. 2, but for intensity forecast error
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®9 2019 FEUHMAE 24 h BRERIREFIT (B4 km)
Table 9 The 24 h forecast errors of landing point of subjective methods in 2019 (unit; km)

B WA R CE Rl 5
Bk AR i Hm S| ] F 75 5 25 5 M 18 Il A
R T) R SCED OB AL GUAREYD QLARH &) WHLRKE) &KL (BERA GEMAT) LA

LD EE 32 35.8 237.2 231.2 63.5 200.3 47.5 7.9 26. 9 22.9 83.9 18.1
HARLT 35.1 / 148.7 42.3 212.1 68.2 44,7 43.1 15.2 / /
’aii?ﬁiu 87.7 213.4 90. 6 206. 1 84,1 99.7 35.6 16. 6

BEART 26.9 87.5 246. 2 91.3 212.7 66.1 67.2 4.1 42.7 95.3
HERLE 18.3 105. 6 244.8 74,8 211.8 90. 3 14.8 20.9 2.2 22.0

F10 EAFRI,EAENTMRAE (LA km)
Table 10 Same as Table 9, but for objective methods (unit: km)
B WL TR CBBE 5
Bk % AR S| S| S| e &5 &5 S S kil PN
GEMTT) GEMEICE) OB O AR GUAREY) QLREH) WLRKE) GEERL (BERA) GBI T) LA

NCEP-GFS 135.7 214.8 64.3 / 38.9 49.5 39,1 56.9
ECMWE-IFS 73.7 121.4 95.5 203.7 7.0 24.8 19.8 18.7 206.5

EAEL ¢ 36.8 51.5 115.2 201. 1 66. 6 0.0 68. 8 9.3 /

H 4B 23.8 167.1 224. 4 20.3 199.3 89.3 33. 4 73.1 21.1 52.7
A R R 137.3 99.6 31.4 196.7 106.3 65.4 36.2 13.6

IO EE 43.6 93.3 97.0 199. 4 78.4 6.6 8.7 18.7 145.9 /
GRAPES-TYM 142.0 254.7 27.7 198.8 115.6 58.7 65. 2 41.2 ,
GRAPES-TCM / 145.4 138.5 21.9 15.9 45,3 101.3 22.1 25.2 / 567.5

HWRF 170.7 225.0 41.9 89.3 34.6 89.0 77.5 / /

120 h i JE i 4 19 ~F- 34 4 %F 152 22 3 [ X (0] 43 0 78
5 45 3.9~5.3.5.4~6.6.6.4~7.7.6.7~7.8 fl 5. 9~

A SCXE 2019 AF P4 b K OF 7 e FR I i I T S A
IR V7K B B 6 A% 5o 85 R % i st TOU RN B2 AT T
P, EEABUT

(O RFZE HARZT EEKS 6 XE
ot AU R SCH M EARRT 1A E I LR L
At 5t TR SIS S A6y 1k A 4 AT ST 389 S A6 R
TRZZAr RN 24.7 km F1 2.5 m « s ', A3 HIl % 2018
AR 7.1 km A 0.7 m s ',

(2)2013 4F LA, B 7 0 & AT Hi B AL A 45
AN T 3 d DL Y & U A 4 M B O 0 52
MR B . 2019 4R 5 4 TR 7 ik AR AR AR
24,48 F1 72 h B i 1R 25 T A SR A5 1 AR 1R 2
[y 2.1~3.9 f%.,

(3)2019 4, ECMWEF-EPS 7£ £ il i B 2% I 19
LE TR 22 SR BN, R 5. A,
NCEP-GEFS, UKMO-EPS I STI-TEDAPS = 4
EETMAGAE—E B LAUE T 2019 4EP5 40K
FTE B RS A2 I AN 1 E T

D AT RN 24,48.72,96 F

T.1mes ' IR ELE 3 d LI 5R B T AL
R BT HABYLA .

)45 H J7 5 WAL AL Xof 1 355 L 7 78 i 4T
0 AL AR 7 85 RE A 5 5 5 2R AR S AR 1 Y
B il 5 TR ROR B T X TR Ay A L A
“HWATE T PG By A 9 8 B PR IR R EOR

2%k
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