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Abstract For a long time, the radar echo extrapolation method is the main technique applied for the 0 — 2 h nowcasting sys-
tem. However, its actual effective lead time is only <{1 h. The mesoscale numerical model is limited by the spin-up time and
the first two hours of precipitation prediction is invalid. In order to solve the deficiencies in the above two types of prediction
methods. the most popular technique that blends the extrapolated prediction and the numerical model prediction is applied
worldwide to develop uniform 0 — 6 h lattice high resolution seamless quantitative precipitation prediction system. In this paper,
two high spatiotemporal resolution blending algorithms for quantitative precipitation prediction are compared to provide refer-
ences for their operational applications. In the RAPIDS algorithm, the precipitation intensity and phase of the model prediction
are corrected based on quantitative precipitation analysis of the automatic station rainfall merged with radar precipitation estima-
tion. In the INCA algorithm, the extrapolation of the precipitation movement vector is corrected by the wind field of the numer-
ical model. In the two methods, the weight of the extrapolated prediction is gradually reduced and the weight of the model pre-
diction is gradually increased within the lead time of 0 — 6 h, achieving a smooth transition between the extrapolated prediction
and the model prediction. The experimental results show that the two methods are superior to a single extrapolation prediction
or model prediction for rain band and precipitation intensity forecast. The development of an optimal seamless blending algo-
rithm for precipitation prediction with high spatial and temporal resolution, which combines the advantages of the two methods,
will help to further improve the high resolution quantitative 0 — 6 h seamless precipitation prediction.

Key words Nowecasting, Quantitative precipitation prediction, Blending prediction, Numerical weather prediction (NWP),

Radar extrapolation prediction, Quantitative precipitation estimation

* YRR . B R E SRR TR E (2017YFC1502104) | E K [ 28 Bl 2 3k 4: Wi H (41575050,41705091,41105024) | 4t 5% 115 B H 11 ) 2R 80
(7171100004417008) ,
VEH T A B BTN SR G TR B ARBESEAIRE . E-mail: clcheng@ium. cn



702 Acta Meteorologica Sinica S Z%¥iR  2019,77(4)

mOE OKBLOR, Sk P AMES A S 0—2 hoili 1T W &R 48 2R A J5 s, (B 92 bR A LI i Al << 1 b, 1 v ROEE #0(|
A2 TN D) 52 1 5 24 R [ g BRI L B0 2 h R K B TE . A DR b R R TR 1 BB . B R PR b AT SR AN TR
SR TR A B E AR TE G — 1 0—6 A% S ALY i 43 B 38 0 88 15 ik [ K e i TR R 48 %o H AT AT B 79
B3 (INCA(Integrated Nowcasting and Comprehensive Analysis System) 2 3 M RAPIDS(Rainstorm Analysis and Prediction
Integrated Data-processing System) 88 #E4T T 43 H7 FxF H il 58, LI ol 55 o AT 4R 1645 48 . RAPIDS kw02 B 3
Gl T A R R A Al DA B 4 e R K 0 AT = SR 94 R K R B R AR HEAT B TE 5 INCA B0 86 U P S {E 85 =X 8 41 1 U3 18
IEAMEROR R AR gl R k. PN ¥ 7E 0—6 b TR A 280 S04 51 41 4 A R0 349 38 o i /D o A5 X T 4R 440 A 38 3 494 K, DA
2 P AI 4 TR AR TR A P 3 e a4 R R WL T A 0 X e K el R B K SRR BE 1 TR 2 A T B — 1 A i TR i
ST . B LB R B D01 i I L 25 53 PR A K T TR SE B Rl 5 B 1 K B T — B R T R B R R K 06 h

JC4E B TR KT
KR
hEEHES P457.6 P459.9 P456.9

I T

Bl E KB BRI — 2P R R R
Jo p I O TR R I F RIS T B LR R
PR Rk Ay B it 1 A1 0 AR v, 58 UM DG 36 B
T2 R[] 3B AR AR 3 BB R Y I R R E B U B R
C I FH T 22 0 B I O T4 R e s R O AU
T IS I G S A X R R AR ) A ) X
ARG, WA 1R 22 4 B B 1] (30 min J5 ) PR 34 K
CAT/NERAE,2012) 5 v R B30 A5 X P s B 307 1 o4
A by S S F I 3 L 5 1) — R R T
Bt I 2238 38 R <0 3R 38 R DU 9 Rk A LAt b N RO
LI 5 Rk 2 AT 50 55 =X ) I A ok A T R Y R A
REANH T & &8 B8 P4 Gk 53 45, 2013) . B
A TE — 2 T B b At aA v RUBE KRR 40 K oK 114 8 A8 1
Mo SRR B ) Iy 2 SR T A TR R B . & 4
BRS04k TR A B2 7K 95 DXOR 58 B AT 8K HLAT SR 1Y
TR AR 22 38 TCTE T3 F T 6 43 B RO 4 B oK
¢ e ) LI I 3T T (A /D 55 2012) . H Y I
T R S8 2 ok R AR R I BT R A R R A
XoF 3 X3 RGeS 0—2 h TR L 9 X i R K B A A
LRk & e 3 BOH A A o ) A e (<<1 h) L I
Bk R AN T AR A IERCR AR . HIL. A
WhFLAE FR 2 R R G AR R AR AL TR R
S FERE RIOE L 2T BB R A AT SO I R
CELFE ] i B B /KO J 1) i 3 790 4% ( Atencia,, et al,
2010; Hwang.et al.2015) ., ¥T JL4FE 3K . Bl & K 40 %
(B R ST AR TN SEAL AL AR 1 &R, B0 A5 20
HME TR AL G SR R R, E B TR 0—
6 b (1% L B I 3T AR 0 S iR DR I ST TR A HE R

W 32 TOUAI » A2 ik P K TR A TR » RS A S B AT & 3 TS A 4 AR 2 i e Al

L T F 5% A6k 1) A Ay ERF 355 A R A X g e 7 55 [ A (418
188 )y 22,2014 ; Bailey , et al,2014) ,

R » 98 [ | 5 [ 0 22 R IR R R B 3t ) A
o ] 45 [ K LA SR T R SO TR T R L TRl HoR
14) 5 F: [ 7K ORISR X K A< 06 h JC 4% PR T 41 % AR
WEFE . FF RS BN 2 & 3 70 R & 78 55 Hh 45 3
WA B OR K 6%, 2010) . om0 10 2
B A [ KGR R K SR Rl 2 R R 255 2 B
I 3 9 it & 48 INCA (Integrated Nowcasting and
Comprehensive Analysis System) M H [E & # K XX
G IR Y RS A R AR LR & 48 RAPIDS
(Rainstorm Analysis and Prediction Integrated Da-
ta-processing System), RAPIDS Z 4t i) il & 24 1=
BET A% BB AK S0 0 v RO ASE 2 K T4 7 X
it B R 22 I L ARG TR HAR R 5 2 T4
Wit 7K T DX 08 26 R AT 48 TF o [a] BF AR 41 A% A I8 7K 552 100 9
R AR K AR 98RO AP TR R K R 28 A
58 2 T A B K 2 B it 2 T D) R Rk E AT Rl S
(Wong.et al,2006,2009) . INCA Z % I i iz %1 44
(ER =i N e (N 11 & ) DU o R = 3}
HoIE 3R A5 255 22 Tl 5080 AT RS A0 AL Rl o3 L 4
B A HMIE TR FBCME T AT 48 2R R BRIl
JEE R Ze S R A 0 L I I G AT (B )
%,2010; Haiden, et al,2011;Kann,et al,2015),

SOl BAR A 41 INCA 5 RAPIDS X &
il AR B A At g3 O O T IX P R AE
TEEE L X AT S0 B B R A B DT
GRS 36 %08 L o 43 A AR AR LA O ik — 20 MO 5 1 0
B BB A B I R ) S B R R K TR TG
BERT R A R R AR %



T DA 22 26 I T THUAR A 19 o g I 2 20 0 25 A K T4 ol 0 9 0 e il 703

2 WRREEG Rk KD HOR

2.1 RAPIDS &%

RAPIDS Bk & h E & s K X B TEMHER S
SWIRLSC/INilg g ™) (1 B s bk Ji& e e 11y, 32 2 A
FHe A B o 28 v (FFT) M 22 R 6 i 28 43 v
(Multi scale Optical flow by Variational Analysis,
MOV A) P B e fE B K TR 3% X iR 25 . /K
SCE DA IR A I 0 R K R BAE AL s AE AR AL B
FHRLG BEK 5 B s (BRI B 2l <5 0l T 5 Bl A i 38 A
D75 3 (0 4 SR K ) A S AR S [l s 1R =41 2R
TH 0 A1 R B 1 B3 7K o B 1R 25 L AR G AR i T I8 E i
ek KAy T A% ot il I 7 (L 8 3 A Xk 7K A7 A B2
98 E 1% 2% (Wong, et al,2006,2009) , i8 it ¥ 75 Hs K

5 Rl AR A PR e B A ok RN 22 ROBE DU AR
G335 0 T AR R K R 7 AR 2 0 AT 67 AR &
E S TEAN RGO T 26 W9 ol [ 7K 375 (R =X R 7K Fn b 4
KO LA [] A ik Rl 5 A % B M IX PR TC S B
T R B ROR (R 22 45, 2013)

2.1.1 RAPIDS 5535 X 5 {455 2 B 4 64 032 FH 48 1E

Carbone 55 (2002) {9 WF 75 48 5, X5 3 19 H 976 25
FRAE 3522 T R B A A B 28 Ak 1y - OF
HLAT S P 85 2 CH A8 Al 2 AR A 0 21 722 1k, AT T4
PR 5 B3l Al IR 1 22 L 2 PR FARE R Y ROBEAR /N
Bit AL 58D T 5B o 32 8 2 3 T P A S R
AR R 1 Bl 7 2 FE AL BT R X TR R
FUBE T 10 F A S5 A ] 30 742 1 A= i Sk Ak 19 %o
TR G0 HLAT B AT AR T B ) 3 DA A
IR RGN S BUE S TR R R 2R 2
PRI 5 A% 50 St B KA T CQPED 375, %o 5 i 15
2P B K T DX 28 AT 0 AAE TE  [R) EA S
(RS R SRy N o 9 P N S I
JE B K AL 3 3 ARl G R G n] B TR R
YRR T 2D A PR AU A A R

RAPIDS 52 2R I W A~ 25 B8 X Hi (i A5 = 3 7K 93
HRABAL ARG TE o F 56 R T PR e B o 6 1E R
RSN 2 Z )5 T 2 RO 6T AR 43 1% R R
A B 1) R /NS R I 7K DX e A A T Y R K
WX GLBEY A . MRS sl A R B AG T R
S AR 2 R A R R T O A B X i A K TR
55 i s R KA DU 37 0 2 5 A0 4 A, HL 23 A
PR ESAH [

2.1.2 RAPIDS 53 fil &5 AU 43 i

Fl 5 AL L 2 A/ T R AS(E A X R S LA
J7 i B A B, S @l A TR 0 DG B 2 — . RAPIDS
SR 3 1o 2l A 1 R OE VDA R O 52 B AR TR 5 A X
TR Rl . AR TR A AR Ak — > U e )
LR IR L U 2 A A g a5OAR A R K R AR
MR R EER S E B RHBEKRSE
R B 25 RUBE S FEAS R A% 00 R BRUAS ) (AN

MG 250 2 (D (g PHH 520100 1588 4l
&

W, (1) — a4*<§%;3)><{IA%tanh[y(t—-3)]}

(1<t<6) (D

P W, (O il I B AR XA o F B 4300y ¢
= 0.6 R YT 2] XAk 6 ho) 5 T4k i AL
v AR B R 2 W (o) (R RER L R Bl R
R AE PRy (AR A R K R 8 2 B R K
RS S . B A IE VA @A T LR 4 S
Priz A7 oL AT R . i, A R R AR SR A
5] Fil - B4 AL AT AR 4 R A2 ARLRN T R 2 e i AT
R RE A T AR AN [] R A2 A RS 2 T A BB g 6T
BT A PR R 5 T B30 A TR A 5 45 R A v
e M F A Al A A EE L B2 Al AR (Wong, et
al,2006,2009 ; F£ )\ £ 45,2013)
2.2 INCA EERZLEAR

INCA A H K IR Rtk —EHET
Z R J 22 2587 dh il A BOR VS R MR 1T IE 4
RN Bl Ty B ROBE F A 37 1) W R PR il 5 2 I 3
ARG, %R GR K LB 5 WA R = B Ak
B 58 1o 2 77 B R S B0 R i X0 B ket 5 A8 o 4 IR
(838 Bl 4 (Haiden, et al,2011), INCA &4 3%
A A AT A IR P A R R K TR BE T RE AR
AN [ ol 2 08 000 9% ek 3 3k AN ] Ty R ASE B 2 4T Rl 4
Bro HhREKBE g el THIA AR %F2
5L Bk R 5 A AR R B R KA I L SR S T
R K TR A A% BN % A B A B S TR 19 51 3 K
15 H B K 11 1M AR
2.2.1 M8 BFEKAE I (QPED (Y fil 7

R i B KA I 1) Bl BOR 5 5 T R R
IR ) T S A R R UL B 5 I G
B A5 AT LRI B 35 5 LA A W A R T R
KU £ 4 1 PT LA AG 2500 b T 8 T8 TR TG T R 1 X



704

S I A IE TR A AN I K IR 22

INCA [ 7K il & 73 Bt bk 32 2080 5108

B — 20 5 T IR E A KA I 28 DU A 1 3
P I HE AT 8 MR 22 GE TR IE s [R]F- 1

55 20 < T AT IR K UL I 22 B AN R A S
TE I A% AL K 23 A

5 = K RS AL IS B0 R R K 0 A 5 2R
A& R TE i 119 7 32K E i A K A 0 4 5 (2) 47 1 i

AN
=)

Pixea(i+j) = Psrar (04)) + o Pihoar (i) —
Priavstar (57) ] (2
s Praea (i) 29 INCA J3H7 B9 46 5 € B 7K A
Z54 s Porar o ) N HE(E BIA% 0 B 00 A 3 U5l %
AL o P Sy 22 5 S VT IE S5 3 BA% A B A L

KR 2019.77(4)

Acta Meteorologica Sinica

15 35 A i KA I, o S A B R AU R 25 R IR
EIFFARF A A AL E

B 1 oA INCA Filf e 8 B KAl I 2 R
H T B 3 [ 8 e 3 R R T P P B O 32 il B S
S, BT A R B K AL A R RO T4
i IR ARG R 22 A N R 25

INCA FIH#Z 10 min filt A % 5 B K Al &
BNE | C A BUE AR AR ) 500 A1 700 hPa B 45
S5 K5 K B4 0 B8 3h ok it I B DL 2E AT R
TN . H R L A% A R KA I
S B K Rl B TR 1) B At o A o i AR KA 0 S
PE” BRI E T K TR A AT S L R INCA Bk
TR [ K TG S5 7 T4 1 S S R

IR E BT

Radar QPE

E WA ]

Bilinear interpolated

1 2GR I R
Station rainfall observation

\ 4

3 e A A T S
Station rainfall grid data

A

S i PR P A P KA

Radar QPE interpolated onto the grids

EGHR IR
Climate statistics error correction
A 4

PR BA T
Distance weighting

BT IE JE v A Ak B

Climatological scaling of radar data

[ BT i

the latest observations correction ]

\ 4

TR T B PR Bt

Re—scaling of radar data

v

 ue

Blending ]

A

H 1 KR BT
Blending quantitative precipitation analysis

P 1 INCA Fili & 5 it B K Al 0 A 52 A I 7

Fig. 1

2.2.2 K& RUE R K BUR (QPE) B R&

UnRi e A S HE 3T A R AT I ANl
1 b RIS A i S0 20 A A XL % D 3 i 46
I A I S5t T AN G 3 b L R R INAE T
SR GRS Y 3 B DR BN A A e R i
P sz v ik pR X — [ R 5 2 g S HE I T
AR A 2y B R B PR 45 R A SE & B 0—6 h
ToBE R AL PR (AT /N 45 . 2012) . i T INCA 5

Technical block diagram of INCA merge quantitative precipitation analysis (QPE)

125 2 b RN M TR ROCR B0, . 2 h Y R R

TR FAR 58 4 K AR HE . 2—6 h it T 4% D0 AR 41 A 2R

BN FIME 4R 2 8 3ok 3 BB T (Haiden, et al,

201D, 5N

Pinea () = () Prowens (2 + (1 — g(2,)) Pxwp (2;)
(t; =2, 3, =+, 6) 3

SR of KU R g (1) = max[min(1 — L 1y,
TpZ _Tpl



T DA 22 26 I T THUAR A 19 o g I 2 20 0 25 A K T4 ol 0 9 0 e il 705

0. HH T, =2 ho Ty =6 hy Pooven A MEBR
Sty Prwe WA TR B s Pivea 4 il TR R 4
& 2 2 INCA Bl G 5 B K iR BB R i 7 .
AP TR R 7K AR 2 0T A 7K B i BN () A A il
oA R AR TR A R KA HE TR T B

10 min M i fll & 5E 2 FE KAl I3 530 H R K B2 3l R
IR AR S 5 S X AR R i BT
SMETR . BRI I AR (A O 4
fit.

e R BT

Grid precipitation analysis

Calculation vectors by every

510 minks 5 il K VRS B R
10 min QPE

A 4

BB iRk

Wk A %

Rain motion vectors

Model precipitation prediction

By comparison with model wind
fields at 500—700 hPa

Hi:$.500-700 hPa 51 A

A 4

EOPSURlA RS

Filtered spurious large motion vectors

PR
Down scale
\ 4

INCA it 5 5 Hm
INCA grids data

Motion vectors extrapolation
within 6 hours

6 hiNJ G IMiE

A 4

Blending quantitative precipitation prediction

HMETR
Extrapolation prediction
Y
[ fl4  Blending j
y
Hs 1 K R A YR

[ 2 INCA 53 105 1 B K S0 19 B Ui e
Fig.2 Technical block diagram of INCA quantitative

precipitation prediction (QPF)

2.2.3 WIKURGIHRZERIE

SR LT TR AN W= e i C O E Wil
TR BRI Z E R R i E b X C S i
T HBEERN R EB M HHIE 1l X R )5
T T I8 ISR 5 ) S AT 3k A () WA 45, 20145 U
B ,2008) . N T IHBRHLIE (Il IX | A SR 45 JE 4
IR WA R I T TR Ik IR OO I R ) B
1E 78 INCA S5 RS A E B R K AG I il BoR o
KT BRI A G R 25 K S [8] AT RLE BR &R 43
H 34 0 % I Ok /Y B K 43 B ik 22 (Haiden, et
al,2009) ,

WA MG R ZEAOE R A H L
B8 K BB 2 K 30 5 B
Baf K UL T 119 S b Ak 5 o 1% 22 %2 IF 2 81 (Radar Fac-
tor of Correction, RFC) , #| & B iR Z K IEZ5UH

Xof B IR R KA TR T IR 25 AR OE

X B Bl AGR B K ORI R K R KA T Y
ST ARAR 1 B R 2 IE S BUE (B 3) [F i %
T8 E 205 0 LI A S A T Y K A A REAE . AR
P INCA A o5 H5 [5 K Al 000 2 52 R v 1) 7 38 UM
SR ERIERL A RIRERIESH>1(<D,
FER T TR A R B T ) B0 sl L 1 R K
55 G, F IR 2ZE R OE SR 1, W 3R T8 &
B KA 1T 3 3l Wt T 000 ) ik K R B
ERIRERIESH 10 — R R e H kLT H
i AN B DO B 40 st EE S A AR o X, R LR
B, R R 25 K IE S B0 1 25 18] 43 A i INCA H B
1o BEAFAE— A FE B I &R L TR B ) X iR
ZERCIE S H0UE K B3R W 1 B K T 38 Al D s
55 (13 .4) , 3X Al fig /e B T 1L DX TR 388 4 %) H 3k 1]



706

40

39

38

118

B3 5 E R 2 AL IE 2 HU(RFO) () Al INCA I [ 0 J] 55 BE 3 43 (b)

Fig.3 The calculated quantitative correction of the RFC values (a) and

42°

41

40

39

38

Acta Meteorologica Sinica SRk 2019,77(4)

N

2983.00
2833.85

115 116 117 118

119°E

the terrain height distribution in the INCA region (b)

P2 . )2 OE 1 25 1 TE S8 T 38
Ref KAty 000 20 A 7 A RLBE 1 3% 2 2 R, T AR /1N B K
SIAT I R G158 2 L 4R A e i K A0 AT A E R
R 7K 0 BT 16 T A R AE

B4 25 15 7 5] A IR AU R 25 A R T G 8 &=
R KA T b, A5 R &l B R E )G
Fil A3 7 S B KA I 37 1) e KA SE 40 B B AR WL
TPl 4 vp B AE DX 30 TR HY 25 40 L B At 350, 2 T
TE 35 B3k 8 1 B Al I i
2.2.4  FETAK SR G e KA I Y S0 A TR

INCA 7K Tl 580 A 36 W 43« (1) B F A% 4
fil G B2 R KA I A S0 HE S B K TR 5 (2) S
it A I T AR 2 AR K TR AR B T sk 2 v
B 4y BCE A7 A

T o R A8 SUAH G 1 5 A A G R K A
MTE R 2R Bl ok &t O TR ho ks B H A5
% 10 min (R 7K S0 HE TR 25 St TR 406 2500 A5 =X
500 F1 700 hPa ¥f 5§ X 37 24 o 8 3 o P B4 % &
(Haiden, et al,2011) , 3% /& X 4y AR 4f8 B 35 e oF 5%
S5 AR R BE A BRAT R RN [F] 1 R R B B
#,500-—700 hPa & B (1) B AT WA 22 52 1 Xof 3 % 3l
AUERE I RRR GG 2R, SX R H KR
AR FL G AR AE % D) 6 R (R AT 45, 2014) , R I
1 FHEE L 500 57 700 hPa KU 1E R 4 & 5%

ISR, DBEREX 1 h By E 55064
B AL A X T ol AL 1 1 IR BT 3% 51 A 81 Sh
TR b B T AN HE TUHRBOR A s g, R
H
‘V|+‘V_VNWP |<‘VNWP |+2A (4)

KLV IR K & Vi I EER L 500 5§
700 hPa X3 (DL IR s R W A ) . A AL
JE [ R AR AR B2 TR T % 3l Ak 5 RN I AR A 1Y
5193 (500 B 700 hPa KU3%) B & =z [a] o i A D
EZE.AREEI A=5m/s,
2.3 AMEBEEENBANER
2.3.1 [FREAKSEH

FIF s EE S X ) 25 1 6 8 — R R A H R
et REARE H RS S BBkl &{E C
B 1 S F 7 m1 i B R R L o A 2l G TR
R4 (BJANO) iyl Z-R K RZ 531515 3] 10 min
WHR 1 h Tk KA I CRR B AT 4, 2010,
2016) , 3R A U H 3L X 72 5 min [ 3l 52 o Wi
BEORE R B K A ik B KAl I BEAT RS T I PR RS
TR 50 A% R K ELAE
2.3.2  FH A P

T HER R 06 h & & KK W4 dy db 5t
1o o> PR A E A ORI . RS 3 h A
.3 km 43 B X 56 5 HE B X R



T DA 22 26 I T THUAR A 19 o g I 2 20 0 25 A K T4 ol 0 9 0 e il 707

30.0 30.0
25.0 25.0
20.0 20.0
18.0 18.0
15.0 15.0
12.0 12.0
10.0 10.0
8 .

COO—= WA U

O~ ULNOULNOOOOOO:_ 5
OO —INWhA UL

O ULNOoOULMOoO oot

114 115 116 117 118 119°E 114 115 116 117 118 119°E
© ,j : J

42°N P 42°N
‘ 1 30.0 30.0
p Y 25.0 25.0
$ ¥ : | B0 0 ¥ 20.0
S 18.0 ; 18.0
41 15.0 41 15.0
12.0 12.0
) 10.0 10.0
“1Hs.0 8.0
6.0 6.0
40 Is.o 40 Is.o
4.0 4.0
3.0 3.0
2.0 2.0
1.5 1.5
1.0 1.0
39 0s ¥ 0.5
Ho.1 Ho.1
Lo.0 to.0

38 38
114 115 116 117 118 119°E 114 115 116 117 118 119°E

4 2016 45 7 J§ 20 H 0607 W R 7K CBAL - mm) G5 BT 28 B A% 1E 14 i J5 4 1L
Ca. 753K 4 FERAG I b, 1 2l 5% 3 46 (L 72 At I3 K ORI c. TGS T Py il 5 A ek o /R A U
d. TR IR B TE ¥ 1 A i B KA D
Fig.4 Comparison of precipitation (unit: mm) 06:00—07.00 UTC 20 July 2016 before
and after the climate correction
(a. radar QPE, b. automatic station interpolation QPE, c. merged QPE without correction,

d. merged QPE after the radar climate correction)

HEI R 1 hFEEEZE, 2010, 20145 3 IR P 25,2017 BB AR A Ry 43 M 52 B T 412 W0 o 05 48 O 3 4 A
P 45,2017) TE S S X EAT T AR 56 % HE DA R T ARG 56 %o
. Fo . o RGN R M DR S
3 PIRMSLIRHGREAK BT 1 3.1 PR B
i ER A28 0] 0L, INCA 5 RAPIDS i % Fl 25 #1241 INCA ., RAPIDS Wi gt 4 & 5 14 4%
Af 25 23 H 5 8 i K TR o242 B il A Bk A 4 H AREFEXT .



708 Acta Meteorologica Sinica S Z%¥iR  2019,77(4)
# 1 INCA il RAPIDS P i % tk [ 7K A Fill 1 50 o 3 L
Table 1 Comparison of performances of INCA and RAPIDS
PERE 7 ik RHOR INCA RAPIDS
Yokt EEIEE 31155/ O VRN & S = Tﬁﬁl‘%miﬁébﬁ‘l(Eiﬁ/‘c%ﬁﬁi'ﬂu?ﬂﬂlﬁﬁiﬁﬁimﬂﬁﬂl
- Tk B F IR AN TR AL TR
K 7K 43 BT D) e H T CA Ak B 2 78 D
HMME TR T B H J
& TR S A A
W % 43 HE 4 (km) 1 1
L 3 B 4 R (min) 10 10
PAE SUE YRS = At At BTANC Il 3 i 4%
A 0041 I 2 () 0—6 0—6
il 5 TR I 6] 43 B4 (min) 10 60
fil G Jr e A AT 5 5 K T AR I ) A BIANC Il 1 T 4% 5 458 2K 750 45 Bif o [1a) A 6 5
il A A LR il Fsf i) 17 2k P X 1E 7 i 22
o A5 T R Ak 3 Sy BC#] 10 min LA R SR BT I

3.2 PEKRAGINIE IR R AT LE

Chen % (2012) #5222 W, A6 50 5 2= K 32 243
Shy V6 Rl OF ) % L R K L T AL 1) 2R R O IR R K L A
JEIR = R IR K 5 3 28 e O P 28 ok AR L R
INCA Fll RAPIDS £ %4t %} b &t 20152016 4F & 7
B R KA HEAT RS L O 3 A S AR R
KU E A7 A5 55
3.2.1 201547 F 16 H PG gk [a) X 3t B K 14~ )

2015 4% 7 7 16 H i #2 )& F 74 g ok ) % 3k B
K, EERFEWE B A 16 HIF X% 3 17 H R R,
B |50 TN SRS B OSRNG0 8 A R B W N
1) 5 T o 43 b X R 2 R At DXy /N B R
Iy HLIX A KRS, 16 H 00 BF 2 17 H 08 i (it
B, R ED . A ¥R 36, 4 mm, B X -1y
45. 8 mm , WK R [ T R o 43 A A AS 355 S I 5
K FFELif AR . A INCA Fil RAPIDS % 46 %t
PR L FERE K Bl A 20 BT AN 1.2 h [ K @l & 148 % L
(5,

K 5a,—c, % H INCA . RAPIDS 4 fj & 5= g &
A E KA DA A B A% 0 S T B
2015 4E 7 J] 16 H 23 BREK 13, LA KRS B 3
Gl WL /N B e 7K B S5 A (6 L L B Sa,—c, 45 i
20154 7 A 17 H 00 WA X He. 7] L, INCA F
RAPIDS HA HI L il A5 %O 45 2 R KR % 5
H 3G ul W oy — B, Bl TRlG 18 8 0

5 A Ty AN B KK S5 R 43 AT
2015 4E 7 H 16 H 22 B4R H 1 h FEK R
2 hPEIK TR 5 5 5 ey o 45 H I SE % EE . IN-
CARAPIDS 9y 1 h F5U4 i 4 5 1) FH38 B 5 52 00—
0,2 h R R X5 A FR S S AL B
Xof S gk R A 7K i R X A% Bl R A o A L B (E
A (BJRUC) F1 Ah #E il fig (BJANC) 4z T ik
IR {H K R B A X A B 2%, RAPIDS A
YNGR S S CIE: E
3.2.2 2015 4% 7 [ 27 H gLk a1 % i B K A~
2015 4F 7 J 27 Had B8 T A 06 b 1m) 45w g B
K EERET AT B IAE 27 H 11—16 B, B4
HBAEAL 5 57 IR AEH T A AR % = AR e EB B
A AER L 5 I A GRS S S R B R 27 H
09—22 i, & 1 F ¥ R 29. 3 mm, 3 X F 1
39.9 mm, F]H INCA #l RAPIDS % % %f I ¥k 5o
FERE KB A 50 BT A1 1.2 h B oK il R H (& 6)
B 6a;—cica,—c, R4 H 2015 47 A 27 H
15 1 16 B BB vk INCA  RAPIDS (432 B} [ 7K 43
BrAndb 5t dh X[ 2h 4 /s BT R K S . TT LA
B X PR T IR T B R K 53 B 5 i ORI T X 2
5 S0 O I LA AR R 1 — SO AT RIOR W RE
EjRE K A AT B S SRR X R B 6y ver v dyver B
H INCA .RAPIDS 7£ 2015 4£ 7 A 27 H 14 0f i tG
0—1H11—2 hE /K Wi . NI 6d, 2k F . INCA



R A2 A5 ¢l AT 14 P o g 2 A A A T il Bk 9 X 709

115 116 117°E 115 116 117°E 115 116 117°E

0.10.51 2 5 10 15 20 25 0.10.51 2 5 10 15 20 25 700.10.51 2 5 10152025

(e) 3

115 116 117°E 115 116 117°E 115 116 117°E 115 116 117°E

0.10.51 2 5 10 15 20 25 0.10.51 2 5 10 15 20 25 0.10.51 2 5 10 1520 25 0.10.51 2 5 10 15 20 25

115 116 117°E 115 116 117°E 115 116 117°E

—

0.10.51 2 5 10 15 20 25 0.10.5 1 2 5 10 15 20 25 00.10.51 2 5 10152025

16 117°E 115 116 117°E 115 116 117°E

115 116 117°E 115

0.10.51 2 5 10 15 20 25 0.10.5 1 2 5 10 15 20 25 0.10.51 2 5 10 15 20 25 0.10.51 2 5 10 15 20 25

Bl 5 20154E 7 A 16 H 22 BHEIGHY 1 h BTk 408 TR KK 436 H CRAL : mm)
(a;—gi. 201547 H 16 H 23 BF 0—1 h 23 #r .Fi4Rk saz—g2. 17 H 00 B} 1—2 h 23 #7 . Hidlk sa.b. INCA . RAPIDS ff)
1 h B3RS e ABITRHMN . d—g. INCARAPIDS.BJANC,BJRUC 7k fil#f)

Fig.5 1 h accumulative precipitation comparisons between analysis and forecast starting from 22.00 UTC
16 July 2015. Precipitation analyses at 23:00 UTC 16 July 2015 are shown for INCA (a;) and RAPIDS (b,);
automatic station observations are shown in (¢;), 0— 1 h precipitation forecasts are shown for INCA (d,),
RAPIDS (e, ), BJANC (f;), BJRUC (g;). Precipitation analyses at 00;00 UTC 17 July 2015
are shown for INCA (a,), RAPDIS (b,), automatic station observations are shown in (c;), and 1 -2 h
precipitation forecasts are shown for INCA (d;), RAPIDS (e;) ., BJANC (f,), BJRUC (g;) (unit; mm)
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