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Development and Preliminary Test of CMA-TYM
Hybrid En3DVar Scheme
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Abstract: In this paper, a hybrid variational data assimilation scheme by extended control variable, which
introduces flow-dependent background error covariance (statistically described with ensemble forecast per-
turbations), has been developed based on the CMA-TYM 3DVar system. Tests have shown that the as-
similation of single-point typhoon central sea level pressure can cause the formation of asymmetric wind in-
crements, and lead to the appearance of humidity increments that are considered irrelevant with pressure in
the traditional 3DVar scheme. Experiments of a typhoon case show that the hybrid En3DVar scheme can
effectively extract scattered observation data, and propagate it around according to the actual typhoon dy-
namic characteristics and distribution area, thereby it will change the structure and intensity of typhoon in
the analysis field. At the same time, compared with the traditional 3DVar scheme, the hybrid En3DVar
scheme has significant effect in improving the typhoon track and intensity forecast.
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120 /INIS PN 6 442 i B2 TUAR 1 BE 35 00 1] B 7K P o AR
SR RAEESE M E. HE5 I FE B, CMA-
TYM 7 ik — 2 52 5 L4 A ) 75 11 38 2 1 3% 2 44
ARME R — A fi 322 1) IR M 2 o] 45 55 0 B 5 XL
JEfi i . BARAETE T 0 I s AR Y TR R AR
W AB 2 = MR K TS G X SRR AR BB B R G
A ROR AR AL . T8I 52 BR TR 584 43 TE) Ak B R
Ja PR 7823 5 RUER D 5 405 [7) 1k J T 2 % A5 =X 9 4
7oA U B2 (Aberson, 2008)

BEA 21 2, — Rl g A& PRI sh 2k K
T SR 22 P 5 22 TR 5 78 O3 [RAR T S 0k i ok
(Hamill and Snyder, 2000; Lorenc, 2003 ; Etherton
and Bishop, 2004 ; Wang et al, 2007; Wang, 2010),
M TS5 I ZEN S (BT RIRES
BRG T RBESBURIM B FIAZ R R RS B
FUET RIRZE N I EX LR R RS AR
PR v % O 00 54 1 R T R SRR A% 4% L B AF 4 S BR R
KAZ DS IE, B WF 5% (Wang et al, 2008a;
2008b; Buehner et al, 2010a; 2010b; Zhang and
Zhang,2012;Zhang et al, 2013) Flk 45 b [ (Clay-
ton et al, 2013; Bonavita et al, 2012; Wang, 2011;
Wang et al, 2013 ; Kleist and Ide, 2015) &3 % , iR
B2y AL 7 56 2 W] 4R 8 23 A 37 o S A A T
KA. A TR A TR A 72 3 WAL 5 58 T i
HT & X L 0F 98 (Wang, 2011; Hamill et al,
2011;Li et al, 201 2) BUIS A4 TAR R .

Rt 7 CMA-TYM 3DVar 4l |-, A& 3c 3t
KT i = 4E Alpha 5 i 48 & 51 A5 PR I
R TMAAKB T R RED T ERB MRS
En3DVar [alfb 75 % . S8 5 A 5 & Ko UE
BOEIEAT I L 5 UE En3DVar J5 28 %5 W {5 B i 32
IORME 3 2 55 BRI sh G it i SR 22 b
T3 ZE R AE AR G 5 LR SRR 23 A 1 2 T 5 S b
G MR 73 A1 B 3l J1 27 TR PE AR VE IS o i i ik 3
3. CMA-TYM En3DVar & 48 #47 & KA 1] 120 5
K o3 A LRt 8 I 46 45 40 J5 T RO RE T DL S AR =
R % A% AR iR IR 7 T A AR

CMA-TYM fii 4 F i AR Jm A E WA B 5
— e Bk 5 X i 6 1L W]k 2 45 GRAPES (Global/
Regional Assimilation and Prediction System), J&
— Al B AR ) A BR 22 o0 % R A 2 R 420 3 55
2008 ; PRIENESE . 2012) o JKF-J5 il Sy 28 26 19 4% i 3K
T AL b o T L5 1] O e BE TR 38 Bl AR b . 2B A
A4 AT AL B AE K F-J7 18] R ] Arakawa-C Bk
Ak, I 7 MR dE Y 4] Charney-Philips Bk )2
R mf ) bR 2 B S R B H 2200 T &R
CMA-TYM J& —/> B 3 P56 RS- L B 1 A 0 2R
PR It Y DXk £ RSO AR R G ok 4, 20175 kR
F L%, 20185 JBR & 21, 2019; R K 20 0 5 18 %
2018) ., JKFArHEFE Ry 0. 12°, 5 10N 50 2, 41
FZ Ly 33000 m. S8 KRR K H L .
R B B (38 = = 45, 20155 3% A 0 4
20163 KSR ME S5, 2016) : (L F KR . H.a K. &
vk ) WSM6 i U B D5 %, YSU 5= 5
2 . Monin-Obukhov T # 16 )2 J7 & . Goddard %7 %
FES RRTM K e 23 il i 2 ok ] SLAB fA 4
PHOTE. B FE IR 0. 1270 PER A fE 58 il ik
& X6 i 45 A . Meso-SAS = X i 2= Btk b &
(Pan et al , 201 WHEETEN

X CMA-MESO & & ) CMA-TYM 3Dvar
R (5 IE Ak 55, 20095 5K 48 55, 20045 5 4,
2005; M2 55, 2006) o AR 4 /K P 3 B0 A1 5 4
REe—5. B CMA-TYM NAE# S, Wil
A A AR K P AR X R B IR e R R
(Exner RO . = 7K 55 (H 75 [ 20000 5% 8} 8 74 F1
A5 oy Al AL AT 445 P L 3D Var 36 BUK S K Cus v) 7 I
0 L ¢ TR L o A [ AL o3 A 22 & oA o
YRR R NAE o SR 0 HAE ik — (R
T RN E .

2 JR4A En3DVar [ifb &

PL— b faf B8 2 A P38 R 5 TR 3h 42
ARG IR 2Z W 22 5 8 iR 2
Py 268545 3DVar H Ax bR 5 b A 300, 56 0T L3R4S
I En3DVar [Alfb 7 ZH#ERIE AN



%3

LS .CMA-TYM i & En3DVar J5 &8 i F#0 2218 5 301

JGD = ST @B AR PD Y+

%[H(x’ +x) — y 'RVTHG +x*) — ]

@)
Hrp
P = Zxr(x )T
=1
o 1 (0_1 )
x$ = xXX—— > x
vm—1 m i/
X =x—x"
B+p =1 2)

Horpex® ORI IRE B & x SER AN THH GF &
) xS x X TR AG M S AT Ry AR
L0 A5 2 ) s X UL 58 2 P 7 ZEHLBE N R, H
7 W AL 22 [0 73 A RS 0 e A DRy WL N 2 TR 25
78 AL B Con TR R AL A D o B RoR
BT A 7 50O B ds e vt 1 1 R 25 B Oy 25 R
PL IR m A SE I B A TR 3 3 G A SRR
FEBIT R . REL B N B, P B T
g 4B =1 W IR A AL &P O . 52 Br i
FHb S T A B OB e it /N T B AR S S 4
Bon n<<n) IR ML PL Db SR A7 AE AR 5% 22, LR 2 3
Sy e B A ) R B OG . AR ER P PR
L6 Ji by A G LSS S8 T B . SCRE I it B B A G
EARMES 5 &, Houtekamer and Mitchell (2001)
P& PLAE FH— A Bif ) B 25 R) B B8 i i S R
B Schur g VR 1 C, R 52 3L R $tb 4k 73 B D e .
HINER AN E S ST

JG) = GO @B RC PO Y

%[Hu’ +x) — y TR [HGX +x") — y° ]

(3

T R A B2 O 2 H b bR B /M 5

V(') = (BB +RC PO X +
H'R'[H(x +x")—y]=0 €Y
Hx' = H(x" +x") — H(x") )
I3 M 4G B R
¥ = [(BB:+RC-PO'+HR'H] "' X

H'R'[y —H(x")] (6)

ST DR A& FOE S 86 T R LA B
AR A AT K Th e 6 B8 R AR Pe 323K I R F i
BT IOk BT

W s AP EEHZE a= (s a,)"
Lorenc (2003) Pk — 5 XK F TR &
En3DVar [Afk 75 Z a4 %A

T ) = %u’n"‘(ﬂ:)*%x’g +

N -
%2(%) C a +
%[H(x’—I—x")*W]TR’l [H(x" 4+ x") —y°]
7
e AR A R A 56 B € &1 F . B0 B
k) BEM Y (Wang et al, 2007), (7)) 4

B AR X = 2, + ) (. - x5, AT il
PRI 42 50 57 18 1 5 9 AR 48 3 0
KUMELS D) (@ » x) e Fmdfi o DR

A E R B A 5 H ARSI #E v AR )R Ak
R C OB 5o iR 22 Wy J7 22 10 42 JRy 5% i R 1) hy JR)
SR D REPEE ] X —A G J B IR = 4=
[F1] 43 473 bR FIOR A0 58 18« 3 3 1 B R AR K B S Bl
(Gaspari and Cohn, 1999) 3t 7] DL B J7 2= 25 8] A
IR A AR BT 7 R A R PR S A

ATRLE Y H S PR 3 SR A AR PR ALL O 12
BT ey il 28 & 5 R IR & En3DVar J5 1R %
D EAESE 3DVar J5 %8 bl A S B0 CRAAR SE 34015 L
T .

3 R En3DVar [A{E75 5L

7E CMA-TYM 3DVar J5 2 52 88 o #2 0, 2 8
G KA B By SR iz 35 (S B AR A, 2009 ; 5K 42 45,
2004 5 45, 2005) , SR A A0 F WA AR R .
M4 B Xk 1E & S50 B & v ¥ 2o iy B =
UU" B0 R gl EHEf s v=U "x'.
H bR ok B2 4 R 55T o I RIE

J(v) = %vTer%[H(Uerxb)—y“]T %

R'[HWv + x") —y°] (8

TR MR B RS AL B (rous vy g) Z AT

KL EA YRR T U, 8 H AR BN R G o B A2
LR AL o R REL (5 o NP 2 (5 ¢
ARG R g0 AREIRX eyt st g A B
(] A DG 45 48 767K 7 A e B 1) b HA AT 43 B e



302 A

% 548 %

FAEASESPHA T U, 5KFEERT U M
Kronecker UL A M LB, &ad Bk RI|A4L
e F b R RS CHCE BT 3l e D ot i 4 1 22 o
1 1% AROR A 43 T 8 i xR R A R x =D
=U,U,U,v,

T4 3DVar J5 % iR A En3DVar J5 %
H b R B0k 2L (D) TR 78 B A " 728 A ('
o). TERAmEMTXT o £AH R

@) TC . WL T A
=1

— I (xHT (B ' x' AL AL Z kb (R RE T I S
B: [F4E#E AR B C SRz B . R nl LUAS %% 45
T B:=UU" 5 fift o 2O 465 H00 4 8 Jm) iy Ak 4 B
C. WRAE CohfeE X, W R A8k = 4k 55 1] J=) M Ak oRi
BAEFTA S S EA AR s A TR AR oA Loy gl €
=UsUs (UsU) " e WU, Us 4 R K H 7
] b Ry AL B IR 403 ek 5 | 0 42 ol AE i w=
(Wi sorsw, D) 2w =(UUS) 'a,sc=1,2,3,+,

m»iﬁ(7>6fﬁ“ﬁﬂlﬂ%/ﬁ\%‘%1ﬁ?ﬁ’}5?ﬁﬂﬂéé?WE@IB‘I:
whw, RIS H AR e BRI U

m
Jv,w) = ﬂv er%w Wt
—%Uﬂﬂ+ﬁ)—f}%ﬂﬂﬂx+xwff]

(9
x IR R
x—UUUm+§kUu <xf) (10

H Fr R i S B B
(v, w) [ 3E AR A

FE AR S B 5 2 v, K O 1) JR M Ak B 7 U,
AR T U, H g 550 1 o S B g 30 TR IR ) b b A
A s 3 B 5w R AR5 Uy Al i g o ik oE —
W R 3R B R Mo AR A SR 5 A U, P OE S RRAE 43
fif SRR S . e . 3 e A A K T 5 IR R
AL R AE 1 B 2 808 Jmy M AR 45 B € T LLFI A U,
5 Us ) Kronecker U1 . HARB LSRR .

D BEBCH 5t 8% a8 E xS A S AT 5
w2 T ZH W B Gt

DI m NS R R WM . c=1.2,
39"',)’}’1;

3) EEA P

E’Jfr;’% %%?ﬁ@ﬁﬁ%ﬁf’%ﬁ* i1

TN FE Ly I B i AR R

W2
DHFH B d =y — H(x)
5)WE M AR B Coow) EARBIE . Hpow
EEm /l\m%iflwlvwb? W, Qﬂbii

6) 353 T 5 AL (v w) KA
fis

a) B H b &

i H Fr bR 2L

fvv—O—

Bt A ST g

—w "w;

25,
b) P L X x —UUUthrZ(Uth
x$);
o i H H b e
d)'R'(Hx' —d);

D5 H bR ek
{85

a) T H H AR R T v B

WU)"WH"WH"H'R ' (Hx' — d);

b5 H bR RO T w B B L(UDT RoR
§km-ﬁ>%%%%%ﬁL

‘Ew+(U) (UHT™(WUHTH™R

8) T ARAT I B BE A THER B BE R B O 1) R B
K R S A o, w) RE. FER I
S5 H b R BN H AR eR BORE BE (L GRIR 6 FZE IR 7,
B Z IR BN SR 5

DI R EREDHHE " =x"+x',

TSI IR A En3DVar Jy Z A I 2 =
Yt o A B TEAL S8 3D Var J5 B B ARS8 & B
AEHCh n FIHE T SBOME I 2 X m 453 R AR
s (A], BB 5 A IR B H m B, 23 ] iE
TE 3G K5 TO6F T 53 98 95 A 7 5 SR 2 — A EL AR Bk
o A AERADIATIH R RE T XK S E

FAT A3 T T A A AR LA 5 ks A

B U8 I A . %mf—
Bk T a3 Hr ¥ i A8 2 Qo w) B i

‘8—v+
1

“'(Hx' — d)

4 SEE TR S B s R R

AR T it 4R A PR e 3l 7 Bt . IR A 96 A
BB A BR GBS0 48 & TRk R 48 T574-EnKF”

» T574-EnKF 55 £ 502 NCEP 3 TR ] EnSRF HAR 1 57 4 2 BRAE A U1 AL 96 2R 3R 3h0ll 55 R 8¢



3 0

BEZHE .CMA-TYM IR G En3DVar J7 M i #0745 56

303
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Fig. 2 Distribution of model vertical levels (meridional and zonal profile along typhoon center)

of background error correlation between typhoon central pressure and

(a) ws (b) u, (¢) v, (d) q calculated by the ensemble forecast perturbation
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