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Influence of uncertainty of boundary layer height and momentum
roughness on Typhoon Hato (1713) simulation

TAN Xiaowei'*?

(1. CMA Earth System Modeling and Prediction Centre (CEMC) , Betjing 100081, China; 2. State Key Laboratory of Severe
Weather, Chinese Academy of Meteorological Sciences, Beijing 100081, China)

Abstract: Based on the CMA-TYM model, through sets of sensitivity experiments, the sensitivities of the
simulated moving track and intensity of Typhoon Hato ( 1713) to the boundary layer height h and
momentum roughness z, in different life stages are studied. The experiment results show that the boundary
layer height i from different parameterization schemes has significant influence on the moving track during
the tropical storm stage, while there is no obvious influence on the moving track after Hato gets mature.
The maximum 10-m wind speed near the typhoon center is not sensitive to the change of h, while the
minimum sea-level pressure is very sensitive to the change of h. The study also finds that, in the early
stage, it is not beneficial for the development of typhoon intensity whether h is too thin or thick. It shows

that h is very important in the numerical simulation and prediction of tropical cyclones, especially in the

I#s B #A:2022-06-17; &7 HHA:2022-09-28
BESWE . B E A &R5 E (2017YFC1502001)
BEMEHE BN RN, &, W, ST RN, EZ R BRI | & REERL 52 S50 G507 T ST , tanxw@ cma.gov.cn,



40 I

% i

043 %

early stage of Typhoon Hato. The influence of the change of momentum roughness z, on Typhoon Hato is

mainly reflected in the typhoon intensification stage. The maximum 10-m wind speed near the typhoon

center is sensitive to z, in the typhoon intensification stage, especially in the early stage of typhoon.

Keywords: typhoon; numerical simulation; boundary layer; parameterization

5l

i3

il U (tropical cyclone, TC) 23 X A= i A1l
PR ERSEE N T ISR AHSCALA FI A
NABTT LEAAT TC o & FN5R BE B fERR T4t . AR i Jl
A S R A SO ) E A R A, i AR A R
SRR FERE KRR, &3 ril, W358
55 TC % Je 35 3 UIAH 5 1 2l i FRE A0 42 10) 1 3
ELM, AR TC Y RE A% fay od 7% bl 5 24
SR TC IR 5 KA 43 KA FZA ], TC (1
Xt Eh Fy 2 A LR R ek — e
T TC Ba Bl b it BZ S B 8 2

TEREAC P, T A2 R B b FI )RR 2,
HAR T BT S B H R A B s i, 1)
an, el 55 B E R 2 B — B K 5 %
(4 Medium Range Forecast Model ( MRF ) J5 & il
Yonsei University( YSU) J7%) 1, IR & E IR R Y
B BT B IR G 2 R B RN P2 B b
IS804k R A2 FRAE 2R B 1) S 80 i AR T34
FIZERE ho YSU R —"MFRE s & TR
T 46 S EA T, % I 46 50 1) 2 504k A
THFZEE b K, FERUE R I R R S b
S A 310 52 Y i U A Y R K RS
Wi TC W& RE . 7o AERZEBSEA T Frb ik
b () B F T B S i SRR A S T A 2R
TH 3 o S T Bl B RLRE 2, TR ST R
S 20 KR S i c 4 R AL C (WA R
FHO R 200 UL, EBUER D A RZ S E b
MR 2, ( BUERTH 3 fsS# R 8 ) i &
TEN R E SRS R T G

B2, i T BT 5 fE vh S8 5 2 st
KX} TC /b R A5 R Z AR BB 3 F2 5 i b
MR 2, SEL TS SR AT e . I
AT BRA (Vi) B0 T 52 8 BE 2 R S8
W g R —A 7 T filhn, MRF 5
FUUA YSU R el T R A A AR
NERARASE )2 ) b AT 4R, BBORARBE A AR B IR

S S A BB Vi, (— IR Vi, =0.5) B
BB R K h 2 R A, A A
SRE T R S AR I R Vi = Vi, FAE O 12
T Y BUE P ARt 2 22 () 0 2 230 e 2 A
(BT B — BB b . P, 25 KGR
BHE b 93X — SR SR
SR I A2 S h M TR Sk A
FE 5 0 ELAT R 5 b B 3 T A K 0, Hong
S0 AR (1) 5 T SIATRAE AR, 2R R 5
A 1 HER B 014 B S B0 R B
PV A7 HO 2 T 15 86 B = 2 6 1 4 P 2
Be,e TSI, 0, (=) o = 75 HEAL B HE (38, 0,
ST MR RER , FLO, =0, +0,, 0, W IR R
J2 LB R (3 0, M 6 T BRI O 5M KR R U/C2)
K 2 B R RK TG SR, Zhang %7 [
SH L FEAEGER0 I T 21 B 25 A B B R 10 0 5
JE 7 T A 5 B 3 22 6 7
FE . ZEERT TC BB AR b, o] % 3h 2
FE h T A I B 2 BT LR A4 2
I AERZ

(ES RS FE 2, 9280 o B, — i it
HOTE 25 VORI SR 1 T )7 A 3 B IR T
WK T, 04 T - 60 30 B B B 2, 3
0.01, AT I 1] AR S A B ML A SR, AR
B 2B Iy AT 13 (AR R B 2 5L A
FEXTK I 17 HOBEE RS S AT 2 M 3 7
(PR K S T e, e e
A S U 1 5 — A o 2 BT R R
1 KT R R B B IO B R 37
iy ML I — AT A, [, 1 3R
B 2, SRR T R 2 BOE 7 v 4 53
B P Y 2 LA AT E . JELJR: Rk 0
HLBETE 2,( 88 R C,) S BUL A L
AR DR E R AR 5

LAEE RIS 24 R R R 28 )7 Sk



514

RIS - 1 )2 i B AN Sl i HLRE B2 A AN 5 X 5 XU KRG (1713) ALY 520 41

5 RVBLALL R B2 M) L, i R =R A R A0 % i 5=
SRR BURIEBR X 7 AR AL UK LAY, i A fE X
SRR N AR R i xR
i) 5 KOFASE 2 —E, X 3 2 6 KOT R EUE
IRER N SR AR B B SR B KL
R ECHZ  RA TR RZS B ERIA
ZE5AE 5 M R AN [ B B b i s i+ o3 b 2, ) o
AT X A R TR AR A 3 SR S BT 6
RBSHFK . L, 2087 5 W & A R B BEAY
LAGIER S VOUBUR D 2 A G A i R NI DL R T N
TH X S U F R AT 0 15 S R R 5
JRGER A2 i 2 HAT 2

X 1713 55 W KA I R B 5, 70501 o
WFZ R h FSEAREE 2 R AR S B3k
I8, B EE KA A fivid T TSR] B B A 7% 2 A s
JERPBERAUSE RIS T TR R h AshE e 2,
AU, S PRAR I 52 R B b RSB R 2, 240
P22 50 & WA R B BESUERAU R iR I S %

1 BX“XEE”E T

1713 S5 M4 K447 (Hato) T 2017 4E8 H 20 H
14 B (AL BT ) 787G I AT 6 3 1L AR G, B S 4
WX, 8 F 22 H 08 B s Ay bty X2 , 22
H 15 BHingsch 040,23 H 07 BHhnss Ryss 40,23 H
15 W RTJE AR 5 R BIAE ) AR 48 BT i 56 ik, 23 H
18 IR Ay ity KA, 23 H 22 BT AR A #aty
W, 24 H 14 Bss IR . %6 KRS &
DA f5 /N U ST T AR Dl 935 hPa, KL T3k 15 4%
(48 m/s) 3R AR IORIZ B WU — A FERER, %
G RO ERIEE A TS5 DO R B R EIR , 1 A, 24
NFET-HN 68.2 ALFETT L, F 2018 45 50
Ji 5 NS B ST B 5L B RR 44 o

2 HERKXNTE

ARSCHIBESE TAER (] CMA-TYM X AR 58
JFRER) . CMA-TYM #5002 [ A4 b0 T 2010
TR EFEEHE TR &5t GRAPES-Meso ( Global/
Regional Assimilation and Prediction System Mesoscale
model ) FFUARIF 2 1 X UK 15 KUEL I R AR
KRGT 2012 4F 7 HIFIRBLANL 551817 15 245
ZEYCE, CMA-TYM B =UiE i A2 K i J3 AT fiE

AWrE . 2011 AFESERHE 745 R A 2012 4E0L 55 i
85 R U] CMA-TYM X & XUsi B B A — & 1 7
HRBE T, B B TR - 1 15 22 /N T WU v 39 SR AT
A 0> ( European Centre for Medium-Range Weather
Forecasts, ECMWF) 4 BR#% 5 ; CMA-TYM A9 %45 J&
SR B TR AT E W] 0 R e 0 22 , 5 KU B2 T4 3R 4
PSR , T H I 7E TR 1 40 47 78 B 2 s 1 <
(spin-up) BLA, [F] I X6) R 15 £ XUIS) 6 A8 T A7 7E ]
BRRGER

il CMA-TYM #25X 7K 43 32 R 0.09° X
0.09°, 3L 901567 >4 st , #E 4D X 48l B =5 74 Jb K-
PERI E B (90° ~ 171°E,0° ~ 50.94°N) | 1 F )5
6] >R 1 50 JZ2 I8 I i B A A, £ FH A 32 220 317
LA WSM6 ( WRE Single-Moment 6-class ) fik 477 3
J57% . RRTM ( Rapid and Accurate Radiative Transfer
Model ) 1 il 45 5 77 %  Dudhia i 5 4 J7 % . Noah
Bl 77 %8 Kain-Fritsch R S8 T R AR ZES
Bl YSU J5 %, 9 JH 57 - JA5 & 5K (Monin-
Obukhov ) RPN H 18 X 36 W JZ= HE AT S Bk, i 36
% ¥ B P4 P o0 ( National Centers for
Environmental Prediction, NCEP) $2{i£f1%5 3 h — Ik
0.5°x0.5° 1 F 3 M Fil i 37 #E AT 1 XK 5l , IR AR 4 v
JRGE B AR SC, A FH it T i 7 B AR 163 e
R J3 AR AT 5 KR BEEAT R0 B Al e

3 IRt

R F IS5 5 SRR RS SO fee AR AR B
VER S o WF5E M 1 CMA-TYM #2200 5 KU K Aag”
(1713 ) FEATEUE R At e SRR R K7 A=
At AR TR FI B B i 4 A (] B UR AR Sy ke 4R B ]
A3 BIHERT 120 h A EUERTL

E AR [R] 43 S B R AG 7 (1713) A= i i 72 vh
ANEF By 4 Bk, 2017 48 8 H 20 H 12:00
(HEFEE, R 2 & R Ia B B, i R 9001
B fie /NS TET U 1000 hPa, AU 8 4
(18 m/s) ;2017 4= 8 J 22 H 00:00 M Wi F+2% Ay 5
P2 R | IR DTN 1 i - N 3 T R W2 )
985 hPa, X 77 10 2% (25 m/s) ;2017 4= 8 A 23 H
00:00 NI FFE R 5 5 AN A, 1 A 38 Bl fe K5 B, v
OB T S5 /N ¥ OF- T AU R 950 hPa, XU 14 2%
(42 m/s) ;2017 4E 8 A 23 H 06:00 RLK; 2t , AR



42 I

% 2 R H 435

558 5 KO B 2 2T IR 55 — Bt ], HhCh B
ULt/ NHEP- T UE 955 hPa, XUJ) 14 94(42 m/s)
BT CMA-TYM #53HIXHR &2 S8 b iy
PSR EE b R IR SR D 1 B i HLR 2,
AR S EARIRE A, B 5 h 2, 1Y 728 Ak x
B AU RAG ™ A [ A= i B Be Hh i A2 5 B2 A 4L 114 52
Wi 5 250 o
3.1 CMA-TYM &EHAXWSHULFTE

CMA-TYM i 55 82X i) 141 52 280k 77 %848
YSU J5 %8, RN 0 07 B h s B2 = BE h Fgh i
HURERE 2, 6172500k
3.1 HREEE b ST

YSU FEE—MrdEmth K &%, 7 YSU
Ji & i YUz R R LU A ZORMER

0., | UCh) |?
h =V , (2)
“g(0,(h) -0,,-06)
Hrr g SHE I EE, U S GE b il SR T BE
6,(h) RN FZ T AL , 6,, R S AR 02 i
i 0, Ay 2 T B AR Vi, T 1
P ARE . 208 SUh I AR E R 2 B2 TR
JE TR 3 e ME P R E
3.1.2  ZhEHBEEE 2, BB &

SR XK S A 5F 0 T 4 ( Hurricane Weather
Reasearch and Forecasting, HWRF ) # =, — £, H Ai
CMA-TYM M 55 B0 FA0(3) = (6) X Bl i K A
JE 2 TS0k, %0 IR X T 8L BB C e
RS T #3548 5 B WL IF & 1, 978 WRE-
ARW 3.4 AR ™

z, = max{1.27 x 10_7,min[zw z,

+(1-2z,)z,285x 1077}, (3)
0.3
Zu min N 106 N
uz*
z, =0.011 — + 1.59 x 107, (5)
g
10 1.65 x 10°°

+ 6
max(u, ,0.01) ’ (6)

2" exp(9.5 u,'”?)
Horbru, RFEHEE,
32 MBAESENSRMIRE TR

~A(2) PG, 2 —DET I, B —ERA
HErE ™, X 5 YSU R E LR EEE b
AT ENE, E—4,YSU R FHET 8 A

B AL IR kpbl (671 1 502 TR AR =X T v i 76 1Y
P2 kB2 WO SRR A2 S
BE b HEATAHR AR . R B X YSU &b X
1 5% )2 150 1 3 e AN A P ) AL, A S 3 e el AR
— A o BB VN R R, BEAT R 5 R
B h i — R (£ 1),

MR R s 1 41575150 (CTRL) Al
S HEURMEIR S (% 1) . X B, H %R CTRL
A YSU 2 (RIAS (2)) LWt i RZ T b
B H R Lh—A R RZ L o, il A B 2R AR o AOHRL
{EA TS HoM 5 2l B PR Rk, 8 CTRL
a=1.00, A4 Ma 2 BORFSE X B H B9 LR R
HORHN =0.50, 75 1 930 P2 @ h (B h=0.50%
H) W52 B3ty 2 v 2 9 R BRAE, 3R 50 HO.50;
B a=0.75, 13 1 B30 R 25 h (B h=0.75xH) %
N R — A B R &'
HO.75; 3 o = 1.50, 75t i i1 2 i i b (B b =
1.SOXH) X1 F— K2 1 km (B0 IR B | Bt ik
IH1.50 ;4% B HL o =2.00F1 o= 3.00, 15 H 130 5L )2
ESRE h(H) h=2.00xH Fl h=3.00xH) X i 5146 4 ff
THRZIEEGEE L 1 km I8 200150, iR
H2.00 KK H3.00, Ma 257 FESCH PRI IR T o
BUE R o

®1 DRESEhPOHRERETR
Table 1 ~ Schemes of sensitivity experiment for

boundary layer height h

e aff
H0.50 0.50
H0.75 0.75
CTRL 1.00
H1.50 1.50
H2.00 2.00
H3.00 3.00

33 XHEHEEE -, BB AR

TEITE 2, I , SR FH 5 22 3K (3) 7 [R] A9 HoAth
JURP 5, HEA T X Bl i MRS B 2, 19— 2R 51 Bk
(3R 2) . BRI 7 R | 5% 5
(CTRL) il 4 HHURNERLS (55 2) ,4 HEUEMER R
e IS z,0ld1.5 (350 2 0ld (X35 z,new Flixk
% z,CRTLO.5.,

g0z old (i A (7) KSR ARE L 2,



RIS - 1 )2 i B AN Sl i HLRE B2 A AN 5 X 5 XU KRG (1713) ALY 520 43

2

u*
2, =0.0185— + 1.59 x 107, (7)
g

INT(T) PR B R C R B S A (R
Green %™ B 55 11y A 3K (8) ), /& WRF-ARW3.0
FAR 22 ik 2 2R I — R Or &

IR zonew RFHAR(8) ML 200 ZTSR
5 Green 25 A — A isfreflx PEIR )7 58—, AP
FRERE 2 CEARRGE N A SCA S (3) 47315, 1
FEVERGHE T 33 m/s DAL H T SR RS

g, 2,<2.85x107

2,~2.85x10™° ,(8)
———————+2.85%107,  z,>2.85%x10"

zO ,zgnew -

Horr 2 A (3) S,
®2 HEARE o BERBR TR

Table 2 Schemes of numerical experiment for

momentum roughness z,

ETSES 2 TS (A
zgold1.5 zgoldx1.5
zgo0ld AR(T)
CTRL A(3)
zqnew IS (3) AR (S)
z,CRTLO.5 CTRLx0.5

R TAEE 2, EORAE A R AS AR B 1% 108 A8 i B2
AR 250, 53 A8 T AT 8 z,0ld1.5 Fi
2,CRTLO.5, X% zy0ld1.5 FFHRL 2 0ld F7 224531
2 LA R EL 1.5, BRI 2o0ld 753 1Y 2, BOK B R
(¥ 1.5 £, 5% 2,CRTLO.5 J&Kf CTRL J5 545511 2,9
PLZER 0.5, BREHaEG CTRL B 2,45/ NI 0.5 4%,

XFFR LAY S AU T 2, A
2 (9) (4B 488 B B R 10 m XU (430 B 06 R ™, T
FREN AN 1 v s 0 gl i HURE 20 BE 10 m XGH Y
TR

K U,
u, = m )
H A k=0.4,2,=0.03 m,

4 HERBERSNT

4.1 BREBE h X E KR8 EELIE R0
411 X B KA S AR S0 2 B
Kl 2a c.e.g i THRZ B h AR G

(9)

@ 5, 52hRAY CMA=TYM A0t b FH A EE 5 10 m RUHZ IR R AR (9) B4 2 Rl A

MR L PR R, (2/ L) FFBGRE 2= 10 m FHEIRIALIG A 20(9) o

“RAG” 4 AR B B AR 09 Bl I AR B A S ),
Bl 2b . d.f.h 25 T X A S kAR TR 25 . FE
W11 R s X2 0 i B (2017 4F- 8 20 H12:00)
ERARE T B2 24 h 25, &R s
BARRZEA 2R R R S E b B R HO.50
HO.75 il CTRL 46 % 2l B A2 1% 22 B/, 7E R A3
84 h ZRIEEA/NT 150 km , (Hi A2 & B b BN
H2.00 1 H3.00 4 o 9 88 sh B AR 18 22 K, — ik
L 150 km (& 2a.b) o

10

102¢
£
ﬁl’( 103
ﬁ
ﬁ 10-4 L
105¥ 7 ——Zonew
—zp0ld
— —zp0ld1.5

— —zoCTRLO0.5
10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80
10 m XG#/ (m-s™)
B ZhERE L 2, B8 10 m RUE A2 fL

Fig.1 Variation of momentum roughness z, with

-6
10 0

10-m wind speed

MAE & KR Z 5 (o B A2 K s 1, B
2017 4F 8 H 22 H 00:00.2017 4 8 H 23 H 0000
12017 4 8 A 23 H 06:00) AL ik 56 v, 31 FL2
b X B XUES sl AR B 05 ) 25 5 AN
(Bl 2¢-h) A G RE A LW (2017 4E 8 A 20
H 12:00 &242) B 3% .
4.1.2 X 5 KU BEASLALL A% 52 e 43 Bt

3 FE 4 200t T i RYUZ R EE b AR AR
B R4 AN ] B BB i (4 65 UGB ok
10 m XU A e /NIRRT SR AL A 52 e . R K 3a
FE 4a AT UL, ZE4) 491 Sy ks XUZE (4 i B (2017 4 8
J20 H 12:00) &4z A5 b, b 7658 Y SR ER
JUFE (HO.75 .CTRL #1 H1.50 ik48) A T & XUk
R b 3 (HO.50 X455 ) 5 K JE (H2.00 F1H3.00
IR ) FASH T 5 KU A S i

_ Ku ME g g N -t
T oDy BRI



44 HAE S Ok 43 %
20170820T12(UTC)Fst:96h 20170820T12(UTC)Fst:96 h
— OOt
26°N - E
500 F
24 E 400F
N n
22 = s00f
il 3
%= 200F
20 Oh|] =5 E
100
18 b 1
| | | | o) /S N APPSR I WU
105 110 115 120 125°E 0 12 24 36 48 60 72 84 96
2 B E] /h
(a) (b)
20170822TO0(UTC)Fst:60 h 20170822TO0(UTC)Fst:60h
— T e A A
26°N - B 7]
ot
24 B =
=
w_ [ = H
e 22 ?(EE
E
20
18
. . . . . , N
105 110 115 120 125°E 0 12 24 36 36 60
2 FEE A/ h
(e¢) (d)
20170823 T00(UTC)Fst:36h 20170823 TO0(UTC)Fst:36h
26°N A 150 -— -
. L
: 120 - i
24 o g L
-f L
@ 90+ E
% 22 4 -
\ oL i
2 i
20 L
30+ g
r WA
18 VY
| | | | | 0 P ST T S T SR N S T
105 110 115 120 125°E 0 12 24 36
240 MR 3B ] /b
(e) (f)
20170823 T06(UTC)Fst:30 h 2o 20170823 T06(UTC)Fst:30 h
26°N i r ]
100 3
g r 1
o L 4
24 E 80 s ]
i W o ]
i%p\ 22 i‘g 60 F ]
NGl C ]
40 3
20 = r 1
20F B
18 [
1 1 1 0
105 110 115 12 125°E
235 PRI /b
(g) (h)
— Obs  -eeee- H0.50 ———H0.75 - — HI50 ——— H2.00 - H3.00

Kl 2

1713 5 H W RAG"EAFD IR RIE b TR (a c e .g) FIHRZE (b d £ h)

Fig.2 Simulation (a/c/e/g) and errors (b/d/f/h) of moving track of Typhoon Hato (1713) from

different schemes of boundary layer height h



%14

RIS - 1 )2 i B AN Sl i HLRE B2 A AN 5 X 5 XU KRG (1713) ALY 520 45

50

40

30

20

e RO R / (mes™)

10

\O
N

0 12 24 36 48 60 72 84
TR ] /b
(a) 201748 H20H 12:00

60 T T T T T T T T T T T

(%) B W
(=] o [
T T T

F KT RE / (mes™)

[N
(=]
T T

0 12 24 36
RSB E] /h
(¢) 2017428 H23 H00:00
——— Obs  ------- H0.50 ———H0.75 -------
& 3

6Olll|lll|lll|lll|lll

[9%) S W
(=3 (=) (=3

TR RGE / (m-s™)

[
S

10-|||||||||||||||||||
0 12 24 36 48 60

FEB I E] /h
(b) 20174E:8 H22 H00:00

50

IS
=

BRIORFEAGH/ (m-s™)
g

20

R A /h
(d) 20174F8 H 23 H06:00

CTRL ——— H1.50 ——H2.00 —— H3.00

1713 55 W RAG™7E 4 DH B AR Z S b TR 10 m KPR B R fE

Fig.3 Simulated maximum 10-m horizontal wind speed of Typhoon Hato (1713) from different

schemes of boundary layer height h in 4 stages

1E 5 KA Z e (o Rl g & B, B 2017
428 A 22 H 00.00,2017 4= 8 H 23 H 00:00 1
2017 4 8 A 23 H 06:00) 4R AR5+, & XA
FFIE 10 m JXUB R KAEL BORRAURS b 928 A AN BURR (4]
3b=d) , B XU H O B3 /DN TS B REAUR
AR AL AR 8RR (18] 4b-d) o [l 4b KW, 75 & Xk
P dw KR 2Z A, B A A (HO.50 HO.75 il
CTRL 3056 ) S 20E KUnam i b |5 B e ad i

(i) sk K B, T BB 5 K, 15 RURF o BT /)
WP XS h R ROV 2 1E 6 h LU A i B

(1 4b=d) 5 T 393 B B f) 45 IRt 28 584K 0 W 7
[B] (2924 h) (& 4a) o 78 G MK 2R R 58 A LS )
Dok 3553 B BE , 13 AP B T e/ A P T s ) D 553
h B ZEACAR H U (& da=d) , 4] 4d 7R H3.00 i
Brrb 5 XU F PR
4.2 FHEHEEE 7, X & KEREMEERIUNR 0
4.2.1 X &5 KA S AR ADL R 520 o Hr

S 25t TRLBE L 2, 98 AE X 5 K K457 4 A
ANTRY B B A1 4 8% Bl A ARADL F4) 52 Mi  HC o 7 ) 75
WiRZE . B FE M, 2 S AR RS B 20 A



46 [IE

% 2 R Ha3E

KB, A 2o 0ld 1.5 T7 SEAERIII g Bt K2 1) o B
(2017 48 A 20 H 12:00) iz A58 A Al 73 HE Y
P sl A2 B i 22 (&1 5b) o
4.2.2 X G BERLLL ) R0 o A

P 6 &l 7 23545 T RUBEE 2, AR 5 X
CRAG” 4 A B BOE A 5 KO HHE R0 m
JRGE A /N T AR R o AR08 D Py
R BE(2017 4R 8 H 20 H 12:00) &4 1915
B RTE IR Bl B R 2 BT A s FE v, 5 XU
JE (5 RO BREIT 95 K 10 me XU /N T T <
Jie) BB 20 BHURK, A 15 KUl 58 2 7 o, 5 XL R o

_|||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||_
1000 —
s I :
= 980} -
‘_.H - o4
r - _
E - . i
S A I .
L i
% L i
S L i
940 |- 4
920-|||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||-
0 12 24 36 48 60 72 84 96
AR E] /b
(a) 20174E8 120 H 12:00
T T T T T T T T T T T ]
1000 ]
s 980 .
< ]
960 N
E i
N ]
940 -
= i
=S i
920 .
900 L 1 1 1 | 1 1 1 | 1 1 1 ]
0 12 24 36
BB /h
(¢) 20174E8 123 H00:00
——— Obs  ----oe- H0.50 ——H0.75 -
& 4

2 MNHU (K] 6a . 7a) o HHE Ta ] UL, zp0ld1.5 5 5 7E
B WG e AR 1R 25 B K, (5 AU R I IR
OSESSES

FE 5 WS Z e (o ity KU K LA, B 2017
£ 8 A 22 H 00:.00.2017 4= 8 H 23 H 00:00 £l
2017 4 8 J 23 H 06:00) &4z ik, & Ko
BRI 5 /NI ST TR SR T 20 [ AR AN BEURK (] Th=d) ;
U5 B B 1 15 KU T e R 10 me U X 2, B 48
A AU (& 6b—d) o fns BB & Kb B
K 10 m KT 2, AR FLIE A 25 57, 2,0l IR ER 1) &
UK Je B 8 AR 1 A 55 (&1 6b) o

T T T I T T T I T T T I T T T I T T T ]

1000 —

p ]

= 980 —

lﬁ .

i ]

E u

B 960 _

peay ]

{, u

i3 i

940 —

920 coooa b v b v by by i
0 12 24 36 48 60

AR /b
(b) 20174£8 722 H 00:00
1000 ]
g 980 ]
= ]
= ]
7 960 _
E N
oy ]
£ o0 ]
< ]
il i
920 ]
900 L L L | L L L | L i
0 12 24
WAt A] /b
(d) 20174F8 H23 H06:00
CTRL ——— H1.50 ———H2.00 —— H3.00

1713 S H W RAG™TE 4 DB BB AR A2 S bR f /M- T U

Fig.4 Simulated minimum sea-level pressure of Typhoon Hato (1713) from different schemes of

boundary layer height h in 4 stages
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Fig.7 The same as Fig.4, but for different schemes of momentum roughness z,
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