13 %5 5 4
202247 H

REEMER
JOURNAL OF TROPICAL BIOLOGY

Vol. 13 No. 4
Jul. 2022

NEHS: 1674 — 7054(2022)04 — 0358 — 09

4 BT EEBENEEFIL
E= AR P RIRITEL

ERF MR

Yy G 4
W12, 4 N2

(1. ¥ e 2 P IR G B I U I B 4 00 5, T 1T 570203; 2. MR AR 4L, W1 570203)

O O TAEARE | SRS 096 B ZE R R E B ARG I A, AU 2017—2018 4R 9—11 AN 2
B E A MR TR A S R T RORL, SRAEGEHOE | BERBOMIE | 5 HER B L e DA
SRTERTE, 3 A5 BN ] DI A Z-R SC AR, FH0% /N T 56 0 TA D At D00 3K 1R 22 A T 0 U 20 #r o 4 2R R
B1, 4 b ICS PA A 0T 553 K S A 0 A, 5 AR A R P A/ S 0 e 7 88 SR B 7 SRR DM
PRGN R B PMM TR0 T HA 3 b5k, /INE R S - 48 SR 2E7E 4 mmeh' LUT, T8 i 22 Fe IRy

2.1%

KHRIA): KA AR 1 AR X i 1 AR S B i

FESES: P413 kRS A

SIAME: HB T, MR, 55/NJ7. 4 FRECX J7 157 165 pg Bk 22 55 15 8 B I A K P A 3R X B (D). el A=
2F4R, 2022, 13(4): 358—366. DOI: 10.15886/j.cnki.rdswxb.2022.04.006

g T B A By b 2, AR 2R KU, S
sk TR 43 B2 [ TR e e 22 B B IX 22—, TR R Rk
BT AR R KB 37.6%, 2 28 TR T B34
BT, By MBS R KL AR 1R
KT L0 A W Y T BB B7 | ST B L e AR
F, U E BT G fa) e i E B
AR IPURK 2 5% W 119 2 [ 23, SR SBORFES T ) Bl 74 36
R0 &y i1 N Spa B S Ye 3 1 NP S E
AT — o FEETE R AR TR H AT
R 3 FiR EETBL WRETHE N R
TR, HOU & 5 oA o R S R B E S5
RN R, R, W oA B AN K ) ml a2 [ 41
o A R 2 T A TR R A I B AR
i 22, JEH IR AE 1L DX SR FELCT ) TR
PR — AR AW S a9 7720, T2 AESR At
A BRORUBE A i, (ELAROME SR AL /N JLRE S
PG . teAh, Bl ] RO A (RIAA 2]
H B /INE ), TR A 0 56 R ARG 2 o B 2 AR

Fs HHEA: 2021 - 09 — 24
EEWA: M4 FHI H (hngxSJ202103)

F—1EH: HRT(1986-), B, W TRRIN. WFFEJ7 ) Tk | K #dHF K <. E-mail: donglingyu86@qq.com

B T8 A ik I R 7K e 3 o A S T R [ 3 S RN T
TR A =2 TR B4 O 2R, 15 B9 BBl 7N e B 25 3
RIREN S, 7E—EBE Lygsh TR B A
NI A /BT

FER B IRAG IR, Z-R R 2N H
TR RA T Z SR SCI R R BT
TR Z-R REMERISCHEIN . CALHEIROS
SO0 AR TR TR T DN KA B B R S T 9 o R 4 %) T
L HFER 2, RIVCEC [R]— b 220 L IE 2 5 A/
TR & R IR A SEME Z, X3k B AE S Z-
R Fit X 77 ¥ (the traditional matching method, A F%
TMM ) . TMM L35 B W, TR 50 17, 2
FIEARICEE Z — . 7 TMM 32 BB AR % & B
e 7, R B SR AE OB 25 AN DL BE ) 3, 1T I A
JERN Z-R KARMERIVER OCHEA R . (Kt ATASY),
ROSENFELD™ 4 H} #f % it %f 1% ( the probability
matching method, [ #% PMM ¥ ) (B B 5 S g%
KW+ Z 5t L R A M & ER,

&5 H#B: 2022 — 03 — 25


http://dx.doi.org/10.15886/j.cnki.rdswxb.2022.04.006
http://dx.doi.org/10.15886/j.cnki.rdswxb.2022.04.006
mailto:donglingyu86@qq.com

5 4 1)

T A8 4 PO T3V A w K 2 T A A D B K P R BORMT EE 359

BT FHARE 2655 B pRAHE Z, R VCBC AN, 2 1 ST
Z-R 5% . ROSENFELD™ if — 42 i T % 1148
WL X}y (the window probability matching method,
fAi R WPMM 725 ), 15 7 Il /0 Ak 28 e X i v ) B 28
ARPEREA)E . PMM Al WPMM ik A 36 {5 34—
By, TR T IR R R Z 6 R TS
FEK R B — A% B bR B, HEr Z-R KR, H
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AL S AR TE F VLR 72 v JLF AT E %5 18 R A
Z Z AN BRI 2R DA K [R5, B o S I HL
Ak UK B2 52 5 . PIMAN 48 1 94 11 R 56 fic X 12
( the window correlation matching method, fij FX
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I e B 5 AU B WA AE B Z0 R BCXT s A B 28 A
VEJC [R)# , WCMM 2 76 %% [ 19 i FH S O 5k 7
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Fr R AR AN D50, e T g 5% b DX 22385 4 7 Sk B
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TIMME R AL T VR B 5 st A, B AE R
SRR ORI B, L, T R
F14) B2 W 5 DG TS PR B8 R Lo /N T (e
[i1] 1125 [R] ) 2 HUAY T 3 5 20k I BRI 2 1R 2%
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KR SR 3009 Z, R DERCIAELERIR 2, % IT
Bt 7 VA REIE N Z-R X8 (I PMM %), X4
Al TR Z-R OC R ORE A B,

— 7 RS

i
£
Z = R A
- A Sl 1
18 min
| | |
| 6min | cmin | c6mn | B

BT ARER AR B

5 WPMM (] Z-R 52 & WA IFA i 0
AAT B3 3 T A5 B RIC AR B 1Y Z-R X
5k H B —2 L Z F R A SR AR (A 1
Pefit 49 A~ Z F 34 RE) HE7 s A MR E
ALY Z AN R SR AN H SCER Y, BXRE A — TN
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HA X BAHZEARL) . TMM(E 3-a) . PMM(& 3-b) .
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0~<30 360.32 0.80 197.52 1.27 83.99 1.52 29.28 1.68
30 ~ <60 365.11 0.66 143.56 1.41 64.22 1.53 18.7 1.90
60 ~ <90 375.14 0.69 147.53 1.38 78.36 1.47 52.87 0.75
90 ~ <120 397.61 0.64 135.10 1.41 82.26 1.46 49.32 0.70
120 ~ <150 379.37 0.57 106.76 1.47 71.67 1.47 65.61 0.55
150 ~ <180 374.66 0.53 145.80 1.29 98.60 1.34 43.14 0.81
180 ~ <210 414.76 0.35 204.52 1.02 106.79 1.24 18.83 1.14
210 ~ <230 421.52 0.35 217.95 1.02 100.72 1.26 73.49 1.03
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2 I A5 /0N B R 0 A R 3 2 R A X R 22,
FHL Y B 2 7 4 X R 22 /NF 00 X /N 7R 5
(<5 mm-h™) F A4, 4 BT EE X QPE Y S J AR AT
eI R R A, BE A R PRI R B G K, = Ak
TR T8 K, 210 ~ <230 km 4 AH X 5% 22 1] 35
725.3%(WCMM). PMM V2 X /IN Bl 5 =542 1Y) /& Al
FEEEAE 4 FhJ5 ik R A%, 0 ~ <30 km B2 1.9
mm A XT3 258 94.1%. 4 FlC X 74 X Hp 45 Y 5
(5~ 20 mm-h™) Z5 4 {9 2 3 0 A X 15 22 /N it
(<5 mm-h ) A k. PMM Al WPMM %

JIF AR R SR A7 AE MR Af , WCMM #:H11 TMM 3477
Fiflic PMM AT WPMM (A %R 22 11 /N T
Al P e X, R A A S . TR
M58 (>20 mm-h") FH 4, 4 FhEC 2 0 iRk N
A, PMM 5 Al WPMM 32 A Al (0 72 B R 352
#Z)/NF TMM ¥ H WCMM %, S22, 4 FRic T
B A KT 553 I K A 00 O A, 58 B4 K S 4 A
/IS B ] s PMM. 35 FT WPMM 5 4 /)N B/ 51 2
AR B, TS0,

R2 A MEXERS D RENEINREMEINIRE

TMM PMM WPMM WCMM
#H B8 /km
<5 5~20 >20 <5 5~20 >20 <5 5~20 >20 <5 5~20 >20
0 <30 5.2 14.1 17.8 1.9 -0.8 -16.5 3.1 0.7 -15.3 6.0 5.8 -8.0
~<
253.8 133.5 52.8 94.1 7.1 48.9 153.9 6.3 45.5 295.6 54.5 23.7
30 - <60 10.2 14.5 17.1 2.2 2.5 —21.2 42 0.3 -17.9 9.7 7.6  =30.0
~<
4977 2624 58.1 102.3 26.9 72.0 192.8 34 60.9 446.6 81.0 134.1
60 - <90 11.8 7.9 -33.6 2.5 —4.1 —28.0 42 2.3 —26.5 11.7 226 —54.1
~<
541.1 86.8 105.5 110.6 447 87.9 184.9 252 83.2 537.0 2488 169.8
8.5 6.5 —40.0 3.5 —5.6 -31.7 5.2 —-4.4 -30.9 6.9 333 419
90 ~ <120
407.4 70.4 119.1 170.2 60.4 93.2 251.6 47.6 90.8 322.0 3569 124.4
7.4 19.3 —48.1 3.5 —5.8 -27.1 5.2 —4.5 —25.8 8.7 444  -74.7
120 ~ <150
3299 1935 153.9 173.6 58.2 86.7 258.8 45.1 82.5 4229 4459 2543
8.2 7.7  =33.0 34 —5.8 —26.7 4.6 —4.8 —25.9 9.1 433 10.8
150 ~ <180
469.2 82.1 111.2 172.5 61.3 90.0 237.0 51.3 87.3 521.1 4604 36.3
10.6 134 -35.6 34 -3.9 —-21.1 4.0 -3.1 -21.0 12.1 253 241
180 ~ <210
553.7 180.9 126.1 167.9 41.9 71.2 198.5 33.6 70.9 6844 2718 91.2
15.2 11.6 —27.2 7.4 1.8 —26.7 7.5 1.4 —25.5 17.6 33.7 304
210 ~ <230
692.7 121.3 94 .4 384.9 18.6 92.8 391.5 14.8 88.5 7253 3499 122.1

T () R TR @R WA AT IR, A AE = OPE—OBS, J(y Jymm; (2) 3211 I (o 5 2 o HAT IR 22, ks
RE = '9PEZOBST 1 000ss (3)F2 P NMLER A3 35 46 3822 /N 0.

OBS

M/ 8 R 522 < 20% 91-47E 7

BREAS T b7 He 43 A HR E (] 4-) W] LU
Bifi 4 5 TR A0 B, LS T AR B Al RA K
B AF R 358 25 7R B, PMIML A7k T 46 7K i) 55 0 %
U, A REK AR X R 225/, FEBITE 30% ~ 40% Z
], HK o WPMM 2 o 7673 48 % 1% 25 (MAE)
J7 T, MAE A B B 25 1% 34 Jin i 34 K (& 4-b)
PMM A9 MAE #37E 4 mm-h 'L, 2 4 # 5k

i /NS o U8 BH PMM 3 4 T B [ K fig T B
TMM . WPMM Ml WCMM 758
33 XBEM=EWRIFM N T F2mIEAMS

4 FC XTI A Ak 25 5, AR5 115 X 3831 T PN R
s T K R 22 AR R I il ) £l 0 e K e A
M, F34H T 2017—2018 4F k25 X I M H
SO 4 FiC T Ak DU B K B X L, BT LA #
TMM % . WPMM 5 fll WCMM 725 74 11 R & _F #B
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100 ¢ 30 -
(a) == TMM (b)
20 == PMM =
r =]
== WPMM £
< 60} = WCMM £ 20
= 40} =
o 10t
igj‘»
20t R4}
s
0 Q Q Q Q Q Q Q 0 Q Q Q Q \) Q Q
Q Q
}) k‘o ,B NV D% N A }) ,“o ,B Y D(” P,
Q ,\}Q N & NN Ng Q ,,_)Q S & NN Ng

JuHEl/km

JEHEl/km

Pl 4 4 IO B A R K B /DN R SR AR AR B AR ]
(@) /NN I 5 ) AL X 58 2 | < 20% S BECTE T AT A AR v B o LU 4B (b) A 00 /DN TR 56 -5 S0 /D R T 54 S~ 249 24 5 5% 22

(MAE).
=3 20172018 EMEXFANE LR SHMFTEL
At D £

PEES/km SRR 2 /mm TMM PMM WPMM WCMM
fRZZ/mm  HH/%  WZEmm E%  RZE/mm o % IRZE/mm 6%
0~<30 15 726 21021 133.8 324 2.1 3588 228 13 156 83.7
30 ~ <60 12 362 59 657 482.6 759 6.1 6458 522 21 865 176.9
60 ~ <90 24943 53877 2165  -3819 -15.3 3 669 14.7 6288 252.1
90 ~ <120 21104 65973 3126  —4434 -21.0 699 3.3 8777 415.9
120 ~ <150 12 813 104 115 8126 —2229 -17.4 1067 8.3 9 863 769.8
150 ~ <180 14 658 118 740 810.1 -778 -5.3 2576 17.6 10975 865.3
180 ~ <210 4412 4077 952.1 1269 28.8 1924 436 5132 11633
210 ~ <230 1085 1230 11345 11467  105.7 1171 108.0 16787 15472

FEAEAS TR BE B Ay, I ELIFE B d ik B, il
ALK . PMM EETERE TR A 60 ~ <180 km 135
e AT T A g = S N i R e <
0 ~ <60 km F1 150 ~ <230 km 78 [l N, PMM ¥ 1
T i R B2 e i, 7 O ~ <30 km I ] YA
2T 324 mm, 7 S0 1A RN & Y 2.1%. 60 ~ <150
km [, WPMM F I fE:, 25N T 15%.

4 4 ig

=R

AHIEFERIHT 4 B 1550 00K gk v w5 B =1
DI Z-R K FR, XAk B i o AR R 4T A
B KA, -5 R TSI R K AT U, T LA
HEILLR 2518

(1) 4 ol E 6T #4778 %8 55 [ K Ak D0 i
5 VA K A A 00 i /N B B A 00 B K B R B

Eipza AR NN

(2) 7E /NS RN 5 PEAR H, PMM 3 A 1 35 4 X6t
T 22 R AH KR 25 0 2 4 Fh 5 vk R /Ny,
PMM Al U 5 55 B 7K BB 138 TMM 7 . WPMM
A WCMM ¥ .

(3) 7 1 19 B BEAL A, PMM 325 A% 0 1 RN
7E 0 ~ <60 km F1 150 ~ <230 km & [ PN 1 22 /),
WPMM ¥EMITE 60 ~ <150 km 35 FBl N B H AL

(4) B 1, PMM HLAE /N B RN 5% 11 T R A
At 0 R T A5 oAt 3 R ik B B A #, T R
F PMM L1551 Z-R 56 22 5 1 1 7 184 0 e
K, T R R R SO VA 1 T U8 S e A 0 R K = i

ARBFFEAL ] ¥ 1 CINRAD WSR-98D 5 ik
RN 2017—2018 41 g Bk 2250 B /K i R 1A T
YT, AR 4598 HL A — a2 1 Ja) R 0 s 23 i
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Comparative experiment of several quantitative precipitation
estimation techniques based on doppler radar over the Hainan

Island during autumn

DONG Lingyu'?, LIN Xiaobin'?, WENG Xiaofang'?
(1. Key Laboratory of South China Sea Meteorological Disaster Prevention and Mitigation of Hainan Province, Haikou, China;
2. Hainan Meteorological Observatory, , Haikou, China} )

Abstract: The Haikou Doppler radar volume scan composite elevation data and rainfall data from automatic
meteorological rain gauges from Hainan Island collected from September to November in 2017—2018 was
used to develop radar reflectivity Z and gauge rainfall R relationships (Z-R relationship) in various areas of
Hainan Island for quantitative precipitation estimation by four matching methods: traditional matching method
(TMM), probability matching method (PMM), window probability matching method (WPMM) and window
correlation matching method (WCMM). And the errors of the four matching methods in hourly rainfall
intensity and areal rainfall estimation were compared and analyzed. The results show that the four matching
methods tend to overestimate the low rainfall events and underestimate the high rainfall events. The effect of
rainfall estimation decreases with the increase of radar distance. PMM provides better result in estimating the
Z-R relationships and much higher accuracy in quantitative estimation of precipitation than the other three
matching methods. The mean absolute error of PMM in hourly rainfall intensity is less than 4 mm-h™', and the

minimum deviation of areal rainfall is only 2.1%.
Keywords: quantitative precipitation estimation(QPE); probability matching method(PMM); window

probability matching method( WPMM); window correlation matching method(WCMM)
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