ECMWF S2S ReJE\ TR # ik

BRHIA'
AL
1

AR (EHE

PR
B4 B

i ECMWEF S2S HYTEERE R %

EHE

D
A~ R BRI SE

BT AN R FEH R EE A T REV SRIEAY A4 - M 21542815

H e P (R EARARSE

ASGRPEILA AR R B 73 B R TR R T R P AR = (s

bR T RN HERHEEA SR R AR R S TR —
T =LA R e R\ A IR R A9 B Rl - BUR R PR s =)
ANETR R AR SRS S

RE$ESE © S2S - TC Tracke

—_—a

AR REERE S H i e = 2 A] 7
RS - I SE RS AH B P AR HEE)
# & A" B 5t = 40 S2S(Subseasonal to
B K
SubX(Subseasonal Experiment)Z - F itz LA
FEATEAR R E A (2-418) Z KBMER R R
RFEEEZ — - AELEWER R AR T - e
JoR\TE e Al i B R — B LG PR S Ky
B8 FE KA — » I RE R FAAIe
oz A S R B IS TR AR B TP S
Gh o B KH BA K& TS -

A B 5 R B o 3K SR PR PO
(European Centre for Medium-Range Weather
» ECMWF) Z S2SEHE &} » #5HC(E

Seasonal Prediction Project)

Forecasts
H
Tsai et al.(2011) 3¢ & 2 BV REECHIRE S -
R CECBRES I LUK JE R R - B B H A
AR PR < e LA R B ER A - AR At
A B DA B A 2 AR TR -
AHHFE S S PG IL AP & 2 e JE 2= 5
il =C1-A 2 e B\ AR B R B (R TH R R R, » 5L

HEUNSETEHSZEHAE -
% 1y

GREJE EE I -

T RS TR G R BE T RABIRFTAE > {F Rse
JE TR 2 25 -

- BRORRIFISE 7%
1. ERER

AHFE ST 20154 £ 2017 FE G 2R (5 H
-10 H) PRI el 2 e P e e B A TR T
fiti o A7 FIECMWF 2 S2S3 2185 » H
FEENTRE Ky 1.5°*1.5° » A HE— FOBEU#ETTIH
o THHRA6K - g HEE R PR Fo 24/ NI < RS
[ 12 Control RunbL & 50 285k & - 5y
% » ABHZEHE 2 UINSY SHE RS (& RHE B
ReEmLL ¥ BEICER -
2. PRERIRMTRITIE

A5 2% Tsai et al.(2011) 25 > BV R
BEAEHITT % - T2y R AR BR
—. BV RIEE
1. 850hPafH¥fiEfEE > 5x107° s7*
2. AT JEER
3. 300hPaf HEEF: >0

> 10 m/s



300hPasFu e~ > 850hPafi it rE 1
850hPaE i ENAE > 300hPaji /i BhAE
Frel-aBh 2 Wi{EZE 2 fEIpERE < 11.37%
deanfl >1 RME

e BIFRA R - e FE R Be R 2E -

N o o &

L ERICIEHE
1. TE(E 2 Pk e BV i SRUBE S Ry
-

2. DA Rl o [AETFERIEHE - S
< 3x107° s7! RfF LIS -

3. Pl o e B LRI R R RUIE - & A
{lEl%h > 300hPafiu a7 > 1.5 » ELEHE KR
A0 B (|- #8= -

=~ KRB

1. BB
Reliability diagram
Reliability Fi 2K 22 B iR TR 2 AI{E 1S
SRIACER - S THER S A 2 R Ry 80% I KA
1007 » P2 100K Ay THE: T B PR & A= IR 2
AHEHTB0K » LB (LA - fedh Ry THEER
did R BUIITER » TR B A AR B S8 R HUHERTH

o R LR R E IR SRR EE S

REIEAEAE R R AR 2 G A Ry
fiti -

ROC 4% ( Receiver Operating
Characteristic Curve) &% ROC phi43 T HEHE
(Area Under the Curve of ROC,AUC)

R —RFR IR GEAFEPIEER

BITATEA FF I E O — DR -

Fc
yes no
Obs
h m
yes
(hit) (miss)
f c
no o
(false alarm) | (correct rejection)

Hrfr > Hit rate = h/ (h+m) ;
False alarm rate = f/ (f+c)

A EHIFIEE &G F5EIR [y Hit rate DU, False
alarm rate - B[I7[4& 4, ROC gh4g - FIFREI A
AETRH B AUC- & AUC 50 11
Ryt ETHER  AUC KA 0.7 (AR TE#EH (A
A BAFHIE e
Performance diagram

&l (2) - fedlh £y Success Ratio » 4t &y
POD(Probability of Detection) » E= 40T
POD =h/(h+m)
Success Ratio = 1 — FAR
Hrh s FAR=f/(h+1)
POD = THERAE AR LR E D B A 2 2Ry
= [fi Success Ratio flis (LFRTHBIIEE &
/D o i AV ERER By TS(Threat score) » 4R
% Bias - & & THE A SR AL B AE_E i
R ER RS BOBAIE 2 R0V
B A2 AR S BERGAREA B THERAY
BIY - K2 » BTSSR EBEE T Al
N S X By (BAREET S
BIONE S EREE > RIIAREIEIE - B
AR LAl AR THIRAE R E
172 % BOBUIA # A VB B DA RS R
T NS TGS SR EGET A A URTHE
I -
2 TR

AHIE T EE A1 PG A0 A3 X 73 Ry = {18
0o HEA TR B A B (3)  EL b I e B e
B [E(4) Ry 220170720 Sy 4TG5 TR 2255 —
8 7 AR SRS S R ] Z BUANRS AE6 » H
[ AT BEPRERAEEOR  (HIEA AT E I E
AL EZ EefE

AUFE 7 BB AR T DL — T T
LTRSS - R A TR EE R TR ST 7R
B2 L B (AR P I - Ry 17 25 ] RERS IPODH,
Ry 1 BLE K BRI TR » fE LB Bias



AT 1.3 o WELEER » DA T/ AERBE 2
P & (T A Be Y L R EE N %
0.3f% -

B st am B E PRI AP R IE 2 TR
- [ (5) A B EPE LA & 2 Reliability ~
ROCLL K Performance diagram- H45 R &~ H1
43 7 Reliability #R 4 HIFI - FHROCH4R
N ] R — AR B R - 1 —F Y
A RIS e R ek - [ (6) Ay BB Pe LA I 2
Performance Diagram - FHIE A A1 EE—H £
T RE R S ETHRR AR
1565 = f 55 P08 AR AN R ) - g —i8
PODT#£0.7A | » TSHAH04LL L > B T~
HETSTYA0.3LL EHYRE » EAERE TE —H
AR SEHITRHRRI - ] 75 = KEIWHETS
KIFE0.267T - WAHMEA2ZEE -

PEE oy =l TSR [8(7) R IEE
iE = & AYReliability DL &z ROCH 4% » ifij & (8) L,
F1E =EHJPerformance diagram - {EIERE H
75 8 3 0 & i Reliabilty DA &z Performance
diagram #) A f% F Y R B - H—F (U HE 2
Reliability &} AT S R4y - HEI T EEIUAETS
HEREAT0.2 o B EIRB A - HAETH
e R A BB ETRERAED - 1A R
AHE—HETSE.2D I » BURHI &I 7 BE
AT TR H S - AR AR &
i HEIEAETSHEERF2M L (HEITE
=ERIUAREEIR  BURILEEE] THE=E1%
(EMTHHR S HEE -

Y ~ &hEm

ARIFFEEHEEC S2SIHAE T 1-4 B Be RS
B2 TR IR © BEAGARES - U e U S B
ZTRRRAE S — B 8 TR R R

Z=R - BT R8BI EATERS S E
fH -

ST R - MEAE R LA R PO EE R
{E IR & - (BAETFEREE R T/
BRI > LS e R RS Eh i S
B RE S BB NI
REEZ RE TSR AR BIHyERN -

H ~ SR

Tsai, H.-C., K.-C. Lu, R. L. Elsberry, M.-M. Lu,
and C.-H. Sui, 2011: Tropical cyclone—like
vortices detection in the NCEP 16-day
ensemble system over the western North
Pacific in 2008: Application and forecast

evaluation. Wea. Forecasting, 26, 77-93.

Reliability diagram
100

90
80
70 -
60 -
50 -
40 -

30 -

perfect forecasting

Observed frequency (%)

20

over forecasting

10

under forecasting
0 T T T T T T T T T
0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100
Forecast probability(%)

[&l(1). Reliability diagram#af5l] » B 55 ETH
o ALAR Ry BfETHER o EEARHI Ry (A -



=]
w©
|

=
o
|

o
b
|

=
>
|

3
=
|

=
&
|

0.2 —

Probability od Detection(POD)
!

[i&(2). Performance diagram#af] -

e . FEl Ry PODHERA S5 SR » 4R 4R S5 TS »

L h L 6 o & e 4 & HisBias - BB b
Sucess Rauio(1-FAR) AR B TEHRFIRME -

60N
40N
20N
° [B(3). HEJE S -
120E 150E 180
Control Run Initial = 20170720 00z Best track
20170721 - 20170803

Week1 & Week2 20170721 - 20170803
L | . . | L L 60N

40N — 40N —

20N —| 20N |

180

[E(4). 1120170720 00Z Fs19)4:5% 2 Control RunFHR 278 1% 2 Jg R\ 1% DL R S FERST ]  BUHIER 1



100
a0 -

a0 -

70 -

Bl -

E

40

a0 LEE [ ALk
Vi 35

20 = 0.E = “Hosks w— AT

10 o a1 sk a4
skt g

o o L] T T L) T T T T o L) T T L) T T L) T T

o 0 10 20 30 40 5F &0 TO BAO 90 100 0 010203 04 05 06 0.7 OB 09 1
False Alarm Rate

[E](5). PHILAS RN THE SR — 28 VU -~ e E (S EEH% ~ Reliability LS ROCHIAR © HHAEZEH 57
A R eE— 2 5EIUHE > Reliability » £¢1%—5RHI FsROCHILR °

9

09
) \'\
O s >~ o8
g 07 -

0.6 — . ><
0O s 0.5
o . ) |
= ;
H— \v‘ﬁ‘““**\
8 % = 0.3
©
o) r——
o .
o

B — —

02

0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9 1

Success Ratio(1-FAR)

[ (6). PHILACE il e R (= EE7EH ~ Performance diagram o H A8 BIRFEFE —EHEIUE >

TR -



22828

Areal

82 85883888

Area 2

Area 3

[E(8) .

2885822

100 100 100 1
50 4 EX %04 03 <
80 4 0 o a0 4 08 4
704 70 4 704 07 4
60 4 50 0 o o 08
1
50 4 EX 50 o @ o5
404 o rr T o4
30 4 20 4 R 0a 4 e
Wosk! s 01
20 4 20 4 204 0z < prev——,
10 4 10 4 10 014 Waskd e 081
Waskt om
...... R o s e e L o s e s e L e s s e e T T T T T T T

0 10 20 3 40 50 60 T0 8 B0 100

0 010203 04 05 08 07 08 09 1

False Alarm Rale

100 100 100
%0 4 9 4 90
80 o0 o 00 o
70 4 704 70
60 4 & o &0 e
50 4 5 4 50 -4
20 4 re 04 I
20 4 2 4 20 o
[ 20 [ = 20 4
TR TR 10 4
...... o T o o Fr—r—Tr—r

385883883

888

0 010203 04 0506 07 08 09 1

False Alarm Rate

100
0 90
% 00
70 70 70 <4
60 60 &0 < %
50 50 50 < E
40 w04 0 4 T
£ 2 4 20 o

I 20 [ 204 20 o

I 10 I 10 < 10 4

...... o T o T
0 10 20 30 4 50 60 70 80 % 100 0 10 20 30 4 50 & 70 B 9 100 0 10 20 3 40 0 60 70 B0 50 100 010 20 3 40 50 60 70 80 50 100 0 010203 04 05 08 07 08 03 1

Probability od Detection(POD)

0.9 —

0.8

0.7 —

0.6 —

0.5

0.4 —|

0.3 —

0:8“

07
“oe §
g
0.4
03

02

09

0.1 0.2

0.3

0.4 0.5

0.6

0.7 0.8 0.9

Success Ratio(1-FAR)

False Alarm Rale

0.8

41 0.3

= {535k~ Performance diagram PR - H BRI L1248 2 R - AR

EIR1 2 FIR » AL AR EIIME 7 (RIS



