AR AR GUAT A £ 67 5 B
DPRI Annuals, No. 67 B, 2024

BT > O TIWNEGEICETIERNICKET 2 KRIEESFE

Flow-dependent Large-scale Blending for Limited-area Ensemble Data Assimilation
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Synopsis

We propose a new blending method to incorporate the information from the global model
(GM) to alleviate the large-scale degradation of limited-area model data assimilation (LAM
DA) due to limitations in the domain size and observations. Unlike the traditional large-scale
blending (LSB) methods, our method is based on ensemble variational (EnVar) framework to
account for the flow-dependent GM uncertainties. We compare the EnVar blending against
other LSB methods using the cycled assimilation experiments with a nested system of one-
dimensional chaotic models. Our proposed method outperforms the conventional DA and the
other LSB method when dense and uneven observations are assimilated in the LAM domain.
The dynamical incorporation of the GM information based on the GM uncertainty yields the
improvement of analysis across the scales and produces stable analysis. This suggests that
the EnVar-based blending is a promising alternative for the hierarchical phenomena with high

variability.
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1. RLC®IC

B R HE Y AT AT IR KU 78 & O AR TE BN =R 7
Erdzo Lo 2K R, REHED S REH
B ABE R IGER DO HICHIDIA T Tz X Y R — )L
POEMMA T — NV OEELIC X > THIERZ XN B Z
EDZW. IS DOREERE T RO [ REEL 2 R
WKTHT 27201213, T2 OEBELOFEX S =
A LZMFE LT BT, FEWCHEGT 2 ERT EHIC
FHTEX2HETREST L ZH VS Z kD HN
. MRAT =V OBR 2 FUETRE T VN TR
T BIZ, P72 D 1-4 km R DIKERHREE A3

% ¥ 72 % (Kanada and Wada 2016; Fukui and Murata
2021). MHEDZ—R—a Y ¥ a—XDOHFKDOHERIC
b, RIRT10km DL RO @EGEETTHIZITS
CHAREL o TETWAD, 2L ORI T, v
FRARIEE TR $ 2 2EkE 71 (global model, GM) 1
FHEfEE 2 HIR U 7=fEE 7V (limited-area model,
LAM) ZHDAAIZ AT 4 > 2702 kD, [ UEHHERK
HFETED SVRELZEB T 5. LAM X GM »
5HUS T 2K EELF 4 (lateral boundary condition,
LBC) %l U CHlBS Off#z 1555, LAM O&tH
A TIEABBEZBHR 2+ RBTER V. B
FRMET L v 2 —TlF, BEBROTREL, BlEit
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T F—=REAMLY 2T 5 DIST DIE I 72 BAFIC
XD, GM T X 2 KEIURLIGE O T HITERE X & D
—@EMW->TW3., —h LAM 1233 % 57— &AL
VAT LTI, RERMNTS 27 4 T % 2 A
LTWa 8% 4 Iodiel, FdEEROSRD &
FIHCTE 28K bHIRENS. 2D/ LAM T
13 GM & LB U CRBIR 218 O THIFEEE AT R 28 5
Z e % (Berre 2000; Guidard and Fischer 2008).
D &S BABBLEEDRE X, REMBELL O
NMBFTIUTORNAD, LAM BAFRFORRTA 7 — L
DOFHIMREICEREEL 52 5.

ZDX57% GM & LAM ORI TORBEIGDFH
1%, XY AT = 5N A T — L DOBG DR HESRE
WEEETIHEET VF Y ITNATFRS AT LICHE
WRE2EZ25%. 27 VY IATFRIS AT AT
BAREFEMEOM E LT, WIHE, Bdier Lo
R, NI QR FEm) ciEEhE 5 2
LRV, Il VY ITATFHIS AT AT
FZNHIMATLBC 0f#Eix 52 % Z & itk
T INDELOEREMRT Z L THEETH S
(Saito et al. 2012). LA L, LBC icxf 3 218H D5
25 ¢ LAM OFIAEANDBE O 5 X A ER 5 &,
LBC rFIHEFEBMAE D LAM BRET 545 T
R=HHBELS 5. 2D &S BERMBITOTHIZ
OB EZMEL, @BRBRHRKEDR T L v K
PELXEZ DS (Caron 2013). & & IZHHIK
U TNLNTFRME AT LATIE, ZEIAF—ILDOR
MEFMEE YNSRI TE S, EECHLTAT Ly
R DK & X %2/ N 2 25 5 & W05 i D
12 T3 (Gainford et al. 2024). XA 7 — LD
FUIIMNBIIKRELMRET 2720, MHRAT—1LD
T—=XREALTE 7 vV Y TV EFA L TERRED
TMAVRTEE R BLD A3 Z & 3 % LW (Gustafsson
etal. 2018) 2%, it & 5 @b SHEEK T >~
TNAILICBOWTEZER T — LOBEE YD X 512
D %5 DDA IO N TIERE FimdH v Tw»
% (Hu et al. 2023).

IS OREERIRT 272012, BEFO 2R
2 FHZFH LT, LAM O3B 2 KBk
B D RBUEE % M) L X1 2 AT EME SN
TE7%. GM OHNFENE Y Y A7 =) Y 7B NWT
FAXRZ bvF v P> (von Storch et al. 2000) 53
LAM O KHIBSGZH#) 5 2 Fike LTE S HVWSR
05, KRR TEMRA 7 —107 %> 7ufE b

ADSHAZHNE T 579, T2k
2 KB DR A (large-scale blending, LSB) ik
WHEET 5. T TIE, GM ¥ LAM Ot ¥
FETHHEZ R 7 — WIHRFE LB A Z A U TR
AEDE S LSB Fikr (LIF, M2 LSB FiK), £
PEOPHAAZFIA U7z LSB Fi& (LU, £% LSB
FiE) PREEINTVS.

FHI7 LSB Fi%i%, GM & LAM O ZFhZFHRDFH
LS AT LTOfFRAT v T, ZhZzhFin
LT 7 4 VR EERE TR =L Z 22 El
L, GM O K27 — L& LAM O/NEREZ & —
N HABEDETH R LAM O5ZEKRT 21EE
27w I BB (Yang 2005). f#HT 2 7 v
7% JeAT O TR & F% (ALSB) &, IREXT v
TR FNAT O B RIEG TFE (BLSB) 2N T E TITHE
RENTWD. ALSB Bt 27 v 7ORICIEE %
7278, RS ZEHRTE2 A TEsD
F{L > R T A CTREICHEE S NMENEEITE D &
HEHE»OITNE2BEZEMH 5. 2L, BLSB
ALY R 7 A TRES N8 & T RI5OM
DY R EAZRFT S Z 223 TE % (Milan et al.
2023). BLSB TIHEA AT v 7 THEA XN 2 KB
Bofilf 2RO 012, BRAELIHOEALR L X
Tl Z I ER S TR AL T3
%% & % (Bucanek and Brozkova 2017). Z#6 DO
37 LSB FiEiE, TROUHAO A Y 7 v FRIEZ M
35 22T 24 K% FE TORKOEM TRl ZSET
% (Wang et al. 2014a) 1E75>, BUFRKUTE DER DR
iz 2> X8 % (Hsiao et al. 2015) Z & DS &
NTW3. SHHEET v 7 FHlTiE, T
LSB Fi&E%z 7 ¥ ¥ 7 AHIMEDERIC RIS 2 2
& T LBC TOAR—EMHEMT % (Caron 2013) Z &
R, ALy FeBTBEOMOMRzRET 2 2
& (Zhang et al. 2015; Gainford et al. 2024) 257RE L
T&7.

2457 LSB FiElX, GM @ KEIES O & % fF i
FHCH DA Z s &, 7F—&E(LoME & B a
BN R RS2 GM IS T 2 2 e BN TE S,
Guidard and Fischer (2008, GF08) &R kTlX, 78
B3 KT 7 (3DVar) 12 GM @ D KEIE 72
ErODTNERITH Jk) 215322 & THRL
eaRX MR ERL, TOREMIC X o TREIE
Lol %L $ 5. %72 Dahlgren and Gustafsson
(2012, DG12) & GF08 DF{EICARAY 72 A LI % 35
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AT2rEdiz, GM OFHIEZ Jk THOERIZH W
% Z e THEHlE GM O KEIBRESE & oM RS
LZYEEM L. GF08 ¥ DGI2 iZt & IEEEH
WY B REE RSB W T, LSB 2 W WiEkT
EEDDHEDPAOLND Z ZRLTWS. f#T R
Ty TERART v TR HIT VBN LSB Fik
CAINHRAIC, 25 LSB FEIBIH & FFIZ GM O
KBS OIERE R T 2720, WA T —ILD[H
fLickoTEASN L KBS DA V7 VX M2
EEANCHIFITE 5. il 21X Vendrasco et al. (2016)
BARKA Ky 79— —X—CHll SN -BFRE L K
SEREE RS 2BUC Ik THZEA T2 2T, KM
B EIRDIHI S T H1585 LK ZR KB R & ot
DT YADHREL, L— X —[FULDFEE D L5 %
ZrEHELTWS. X 51T Keresturi et al. (2019)
BBV R - W28 7 v LT — 2Rk
AT LIZBWT, LBCE25Z2GM 7Y% 71D
XUN=FRALE7 TN Ik FIEERREL,
KBS DR DA Z T, 37 LSB FED 7
YT ATFHNIRT 2@ & RSICKESE R B
FAEHOTHOEMP R T L v R L EHTRE DR
DRROWBICDFHFET L e 2R L.

Zh 50 LSB Fikid 2 iz Uil G 23D
BHONTEH, [FUERRECEELRZHA
FZEIE 2N F TIHFEIE LRV, R BLSB FiEr &
77 LSB FiEld, Zh2nMth 2 7 v 7 Dl % 7213/
MRTy 7ERICEAEZITS 2T, ALSB Fi&
Db F—XALFENR— 2 T 5 RN HHEE
REAMEED S DOMBEMZ 2 Z L B TE B0, BA
DRA YT DEWVH LAM NOERIDOHEICE 2
LEBIIAL IR o TWRWY., BREDERA I VY
DRI G 2 2 B e M— A THHNS Z &
1%, WESH EL —X =7k Y22 %5 GM TIEFERH
TEROVMRA 7 — L OE#RZ R TE 2% LAM O
MAEIENT L THHARAIRE52 B2 605,

EHIZ, oD LSB FiEA @ TR 238
LT, BET 25 GM O KBS OERD E 4% 5T
CERRETERV VI AAETFSNS. LSB F
FEIZBWT GM ¥ LAM D 27 — Vo3&l % e %
ROBE (hy bAZHE) ZBRNICED S A X —
DFEREINTWS (Feng et al. 2020) 23, & v b A
7 ER GM & LAM O KIS 2RSS 2 oM
MR EAIEEICOAKET 25HE0% L, RN
BB U bixFEIh Twiwvy, 72 GFOS &

DG12 ®Z 4 LSB FiETIE, A BT % &%
A2 HRDTVE ZITMA, IERLZa R
MR O RELEEZ R Z2 T T 572512, GM
DFR7E D ZEIFHB I — BRI M, 2R MR %
BRT 2R DIRERBNTWS. 2070, %5
DEMRAEFIED HA DR DIMAUHKTE L 7zl
W& % KT & Tz, Keresturi et al. (2019) D
7YY TVFETH Ik HEHK T 212 H55
1150 % KUR2EMNT R D TN B 120, [ CHEEZA
TW3%. LAM OFHl7Z13 T’ < GM OFHIREED
H 4 OKRKIBTHIFE L TELT 579, LSB FikiZ
BOLTH N OB RBREDRMIKIENE %2 E B L TH
M REAZRET S EDPEE L.

IhoOFRER#E 2T, AWZED HIX, BLSB
FHEE A5 LSB FEZEHE L, Zzheho LSB
FEOFEE EFOENEZHALPICTE 2, BX
UCERMEZEDORNKIFEED LSB FiEC5 2 28
FHLPICTZ2 2 TH B, R TIE, GFO8 &
DGI2 12 & > TIREINES LSB Fikx 7 v # >
7 V53 (EnVar) OFSHACHRR L, BHHloFR1L
EAIRFC KBS 2 HilF 3 2 £ 05 25 LSB FiED
WAEENLDOD, GM & LAM O HiE2 DN
WIEAEEB L T-7 > > TNZES LSB FiEE R
T 3. BEFIEIZLAM BRET 2 XY 5 55
=L OB R Z T, GM P3RBT 2 KB
GOWRBMED T VY Y TN > THET 22 L
T, GM O AHIEIG ¥ LAM 23853 235072
BAXBNCHBIIZ CICRET 22D TE S, 172
RFIEE AT D BLSB FIEB X UZ 7 LSB F
BB L, LSB FEICH 3 2 MUK 02 %
FAND . FATHRTIIRERKROEH Z2HIHTE S
FAXTCE TV T LSB FEOEEZFRTNE Z e’
ZWVHY, ARIFRTIE—RITET M K 2B L 72
FEECB W TFEM 21T 5 2 & T, ZHHEE
PHFEDOFERE LW LSB FEZODODHE R
ST 5.

AL DED OBBEIIA o@D TH 5. £7,
B2 HTLSB FEICOWTLE2a—F3L2 L I,
KL TIRET 5 7 V¥ > TIVEFTER—ZD LSB
FEERT. KITH 3 HiT LSB Fikz k3 2 F
LEBRDET N EREER RS, H 4 BTl EEFER
¥ LT GM tFEUEHZ LAM IZFE{L L 72858 0f
RERL, B EZEZ 75 8% 58 5 TR 5.
RRICE 6 HiThimE ~ L, REFEOHFEL 5%
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DELITONTHERT 5.

BB, AFEOEREZITS L TSEIT L= Kretch-
mer et al. (2015) 1¥ GM ¥ LAM 7% [AERIC A3 2
7Y INVELFEZRE L TV, Rif5ET
WBHEL Y X — 1B 2 2R OREEI 75105
WwWZrl, LAMO&ZEE L TW KBS 2 <
FHETZ2Z2ERBLT, BEOERMEN E-1EF
HIZFH LT LAM O FRINGE 2868 X & 2 FiEic
EBEHT 5.

2. LSBF&E

AEITIE, LT 27 % 7 N%ES5 LSB Fik
&8 LSB BRI oW i3I 5. 9, GFO8 &
DGI2 12 & » TIRE X2, GM DIEWR%E N Z 7= 7E
WAL BICEED < E ) LSB FiEZ ffiBIcHii g
5. RIZ, KFRTRET L7 4 ¥ TNVEREIR
BEOHEREZEAT 5. AHiOREIZ, Z£7 LSB F
e s %2 BLSB FEIC DWW TR HICEHiS 5.

B, REIIBVWTES T 2T PVEMOER
CRIEEDTNICELD S,

« RN6: GM DIRAEZER;

o RM: LAM DIRAEZZR];

o RMu: (KFREE D LAM DIRAEZER;
o RP: BIHIZ2[H;

o REK: 7 o9 > 7L 2R

{KFRRE D LAM DIRAEZERIZ LAM O KRB D
A% GM IZHlF T 2 7= DI ERT 5.

2.1 Z59LSBF&E

GFO08 13fEK @ 3DVar 254 5 1E# Y — 2 (LAM @
TG <P, B\Hly) 1<z T, GM @ x* ZHu
TERINIFRERY — 2 H (X)) ZER L.
22T Hp : RNo s RNU ZZERINT B & ORIGEY)
Wiic & o T GM DIRREZER 5 & RMRIRE LAM DIk

EEMAE T 2HBETTH . FHRRZ bV
&
z= y (D
Hy(x™)

WX LT, LAMIKRREZERICER SN2 BHE xt 5 5
DFTNZHAWTLU T 3 BEORELERT 5.

o e =x" —x: LAM 0§ :=83E;
o &% =y- H(x'): BHEA, H:RM —RP X
BHEEFE2RT.

o &' = H (x*) — Hy(x"): GM f##7 D K Fifs5 D
AP Hy : RM s RNU IRIGEYINGC X -
T LAM JREBZE [ 2 & (KRG E LAM JRAEZE
AT 2HET 2R T,

Hy, H, %, LAM OIERIN 5% BT 372912
BER a4 2 (DCT; Denis et al. 2002) % HW»

TEHT 5.
EitoiEEEHWT, HHRA 7 Lz oy
BATHNILL R D X5 icRE NS,
E[s°(s")T] E[£(&)T] E[s*(s")T]
W=|E[e(e")T] E[s°(e”)T] E[°(e")]| ()
E[e'(e")"] E['(e")T] E[&"(s")7]

CZTE[A] EZRZ L A OHfMER LS. WO
oy 7D 5, 1 FHE 2 HHOERIZZ
NZENHERD 3DVar THWHN 3 B Rttty
BIHRRE B ERT.

B=E["(&"]

R = E[£°(e°)]

FIERIC, GM Mgt O RIS DA D2 KT 3
FHOERZUTD L 51K T 5.

V=E[e'(e")].

NS DEFREMNT, GFO8 IZLL FofkiEa 2 k
ARG L 7.

J(s) = %(z -¢)'Wl(z-¢) 3)

ZZT ¢l LAM DIREERZ L x IZ0f L TEFE X
NBHENZ p v

X
¢= (H(X)) 4
H(x)
BRI,

a2 PR QG BEES P ST s34 20Xy
FARCEMRTZ RN TES. Thbb,

X = x° + 60X, ©)

v, BRARZ bUIHT B4/ R—Yard

0 0
d=|(d°|= y — H(x?) 6)
d') \Hi(x") - Hy(x")
ZHWT,
z—¢=d-Tox.
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LT 5. (75

T=

In,
H (7
H,
FHIEEROE R EFR TS, He Hy 3thzh
H ¥ H, DFAFANHE 7%, Iy, (& LAM OIRAEZER
RM B2 HEHEEBRERT. A2V XV 6x
PHIEZEZ LT, RO IFUTFTD XS ICEEXRZS
5.

J(6%) = %(d - Tésx)TW™!(d - T6x) (®)

X512, GFO8 IIFHZAILEL W ZfiHICT 5729
125 ODRERBE WS (REDZL MBS 2500
13 GF08 D5 2.2 Hiz ).

1. LAM Q52 & Bl 3 I T 5 5.
E[e"(e°)"] = E[°(e")'] = 0

2. Hy ¥ Hy ITfFE S BRI AT E 213870
W,
&' ~H e
£ 13 GM M % 35
3. B TOHEEREINA 7 2ARF0.

E[s’] =E[¢°] = E[*] =0

CONGEIC KD, KEIBIGDIRE & ERiAE
F 73 EHRAEOM OB % GM & LAM @
B e e B X OB £0,6° ZHW
TRTIZLNTES.

4. LAM OHF#HE Y GM OBIHERE, LAM O
BIHEAE Y GM O FERET 2 L 2 RS
TH5.

E[e"(e%)"] = E[e°(e")1] = 0

E[&°(e")] = E[s"(£°)] = 0
5. GM ¥ LAM ORI TH 5.

E[&°(s)"] = E[e°(s")1] = 0

ZDRGEF GM & LAM H3E 72 2 Bl % [k
TG EICREEITR D LoA, KA RERA
CBHZ W2 58I HE 2 3 5.

CNODREZEBEL 22T, GM O KHEIE DHE
ZY LAM OBl Z oM oM 2 HH Tz 3

(E[e°(")"] = E[6"(°)"] = 0). ¥512, GM D
KEEIG DR . LAM O SAEZE DM DI EH
GM ¥ LAM 0B EHZEDB OB HLH T 2 2 R
ETZIeNTES. GM OAHES DM Y LAM
DHEREEOMORELNHE EY = E[e(e")T] B
FUE® =E[e"(eT| v Rl TB2T, WEL
ToX5IcEEHZ 5.

B 0 EYW
w=[0 R 0 )
E®* 0 V

GG B3 2B EY, BV 2R T 2 2 213 T
Z720 A3, GFO8 ARG OFMEDL 6 2 b DA
HOEDM DRI E L IR L TIRHT Z 513
INEW T X EBRBRINCR U, iR, ety
W I1Z B, R,V 20 CRD 7 a v 70t AiT4
70, R (8) EEkD a x BB - R IES—D
mbaWrins.

J(6%) = Jb (%) + Jo (6X) + Iy (5%) (10)

Jo(6%) = %(6X)TB_16X (11)
X LAM OEES» SO TNEHD, FEIE
Jo(6X) = %(d" - Hsx)TR™! (d° — Héx) (12)
BB S0 FhZHY, Fichb s 8=18
Jy(6x) = %(d" —Hy5x)TVI(d' —Haox)  (13)

1 GM i 5 D3N % 5. GFO8 3B X U Keres-
turi et al. (2019) TIXZ DIH%ZE Jy & RiL L TW7223,
KEITIET VB Y TAR Y AN—DA YTy 7Rk ¥
DIRFAZEH T2 T, KL T 5.

DG12 Tlx GF08 ¥ [l UEFEE K Ozt -
TaR MEBEREL 0, KBS OEHRE GM
fEtrcld e < EH (6 IffE) PHREZEHWVWTERL,
LAM ZAfb X 28l GM it icisic g s s
FERFZI OB & D OMEEE (RE 5) ZF51F % TR
EHEL7z. AW TS DGI2 DIEIEZEHAL, V &
d' = GM ORI FPImEHWTERLET.

512 DG12 133 X + B (10) DR R E(L % %)
RINZAT 5 72 9 ORI ZEEZE I X 2 B 2 R
HNCEA L7, flHEBZERE T TERSINS.

ox=L°y (14)
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CITL 3EREEHSH B O FHRER %
7.
B=L°(LY)T (15)

X (14) 13K RIITHIR Y PAEETH 228, FEE
I LP IR e RS A TA b, R
BEIANT VR, AXRY VAR Y R ERT 5EE
DB FICHRIND. O XD BRIRELT DI,
WA E T2 BICER T2 e BB E L &
5. VOEHREAETH B LRBICERINS.

V=L@ (16)
R (14,15,16) ZHWT, ZaXN-HIHEER y 125
S az MBI TORRE k5.

1
AAX)=5X?X (17)

Jo00) = 5(@ - HLP TR @ —HL) (8

Jv(x) =

W) @ - HL )T (@ — HaLby)

2
19)

F72, AR MEROAB N> 7 ViFERZRUT
DEIICRINS.

V,J = x + (HL®)TR™' (HL" y - d°)
+ [(LY)TTHLPT(LY) " {H Ly - d"}  (20)
ViJ =1y, +(HL?)"R™'HL®
+{(LY)THL}Y (L) T H, L @21

2.2 PUoHYTIESLSB FiE

I, HIffiCEALZES LSB Fikx 7 vV
¥ 7 NDFPFAAZHEER T 5. EnVar 3 2 B
BFE LD 72 ORI %2 1T - 722D 3DVar ® 3 A b+
B OO EZE S /20, 7 ¥ 3 ¥ TNZERMT
Drska 2 bR ER (17,18,19) 25 E T L TER
T5.

EnVar 3E > 7Bz AWTiiukES 25
SREESOBPE 2HEET 5.

b _ 1 b b\T
I’_}tTX(X)
ZZTXP I N XK RDITHTH Y, k FBHDHINR
MDD k BHOEET VY2 7L X oN—DiEH)
®RT.

X =[x} — xPJ4er k0

X0 = YK xb/K 37 V¥ Y I TH S, EnVar
TR Zo7 4> 782 v THlEZE R E
EFRT S,

x = xP + Xw

w7 vy IR OB S OEAZ KT K X
TTEDORZ PV THB. R (17,18,19) ITBWT, LP %
(K-D712XP iz, y 2 (K-D'"PwicBx#fz252
T, wERHIHZER 327 >3 7V ERTO O
A MEIEERT S,

Jp(W) = %WTW (22)

.um:%w%=mfkka—m) (23)

J(w) = (L7 (2w - a7 (2w - d)
@)

7o 72 UBLIIZE [ & ARARIGE LAM ZEfTo 7 v
TAEBHE FhEn YP = HXP, Z° = HXP L &5
T5.

2 ZT, GM TRIDMAIURTES 5 KHIE DiR%
HOoBP 3 GM 7y IAFHRSEY T AL
O THEE S 5.

1

PV - K — 1zV(zV)T’

7' =H,X?

XB X Ng x K XD GM 7 >4 > 7 LTl BT
HlTchsb. B, TZTGMELAMO7 %>
AFHERE 7 Y ITABTH D LW REE X
HIZEWTWS. ZORER, HAHEo7 3>
TNVAT Ly REGRFEST 272012, LAM Offil 4 D X
UN=MENEFNEL D GM X ¥ N—25 LBC %
B3 2K zHAm2 e ZYTH 5.
rLiofEEFHALT, FHAREE T LY %2
(K-1D)"12zviciEzimz s, X Q4 2T 2
[N = S N

(K-1)""22'r = 2’w-d" (25)

Offr ZHWVT J, = T LT 3. LaL, Z2Y
DHITHNE Ny, # K OFFICE—RICEE ST, 25
2 Ny, > K OFf (BXUCET ST V3 > T Fik
2 S 2 BHITIERIER D 370) 123 (25) BH Tk
EX 7%, FD7=, Moore-Penrose #1741 (ZY)"
ZRHLT, K25 OBNFFEDS B /L4 ||
DN e 73 % fif % SR 2 (Harville 2006).

ris = (K = )22 (Z°w - @"). (26)
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BEIIIZ, GM OIE#R % X 72 EnVar ® 2 2 + B
izt (22,23) L AHET,

T(w) = Jo(W) + Jo(W) + Ty (W) 27)

Hw) = B 2@ (2w - )y (@) (2w - @)

(28)

CEFRING. RQ)DARL e N> 7 ixEhZzh,
VoJ = (K = DHw+ (YO)TRI(YPw — d°)

+(K-D[(Z)'Z°1"(2")" (Z°w-d*)  (29)

V2J = (K — DIy, + (YO)TRTYP
AN IVAWARVAWA (30

LRINSG.

7YY TV K DPREEZERRIT N, BE T Ny
XD BEPITNEIVEE, AT Y (30) AW
SO BRN L EBERZHEHA TN TES
(Zupanski 2005).

w= (Vo172

COEBES R EA LD a X FEBOANY T v
&, RCOHEET (H,Hy, Hy) PEEIOEEICIZHE
Nif5Hle 72, w* = arg min J(w) Z @Ak %
cemTES. )

F 72, EGBNEE T H, Hy, Hy % F W TR H
BYehplsse, BMNE XUMAEEEFZ2 Hu
BWEATaX MR ZOAREERTE 5.

Jw) = S AW Sy = HOOTR [y - HOO1+

K-1

(2" [H, (xB) - Hy(x)1} (") [H)(xB) — Hy(%)]

Vol = (K = w+ (YR [y - Hx)] + (K = D[(2")2°]7(2") [H) (xB) - Hy(x)]

7= U A D7 % > TABETANE R R
Y* = [H(x) = H(®) et k.
Z° = [Hy(x}) — Hy(x") =i
2" = [H\ () - Hy (x®)] o1 &

rRIN5.

R 7 > 7 AEE X2 X, w=wt iZBITSAA
7Y (30) BT ¥ v T IVZERT O RN ER S RS B
DWATHNDHEFE I 2 - TW B (Zupanski 2005) Z &
ERRALT, 8279y 7088 X0 o B
ns.

X* = (K- D)'/PXP[Ve (w72 @31

B 1EHTHBRZL 51, GFO8 ¥ DGI21Z VD
ZEMB L UOEHEHBENCE R 2IREZB VTN S.
it E Fwiny v 3> 7045 LSB FiEDEN
LTIEZD &5 BRIEFAETH %25, REEZEMIC
BOW TRt Z#ER T 258123 20 & 5 R AHERH
BEEERTIRE DI EZONS. RO
Rizrmid 722X OBIEFSHOFETH 5.

2.3 BLSBFi&
BLSB FEE R — VERBDREER T v T L fif
WRT Y 7OBRBERNZEHIC X > THREhs. R’

BAT v FIZS5r LSB FiELHWV 2 YIKEE T (H),
Hy) LRBRD 7 4 V2 > AT (H), HS) 2w
T, GM % LAM OIREEZERIcRE T 22T k-
TEZ XN 2 (Milan et al. 2023).

xP4 = xP 4 5xF (32)

(Y
(v
A

oxt = H} (x®) — Hy(x") (33)

X GM O EFIHITH T 2 LAM O 535 0 KH
BEDA Y7 VXMTHE. BRERT vy T2HE
L%, x" % LAM F{bo#i- 2t LT
Hwa. K (33) 1812 HLH) 37 XN7 4
L& (Yang 2005; Wang et al. 2014b; Bucanek and
Brozkova 2017), &y —,¢2 7 4 )L &% (Wang et al.
2014a; Hsiao etal. 2015), A7 ML 7 4 )L &R (Zhang
et al. 2015; Milan et al. 2023) 2 ¥ TEFZE XN 3 03,
AR TITRR S X4 70D LSB Fikz EHEHK T
57912, 257 LSB FiE LA U DCT 2 W TESR
T5.

3. EBRRE

AR TIREST 27 W > 7 NVES LSB Fikz,
Lorenz (2005) O—XJtH A A€ TV % Fl W= 8>
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AT 5¥Ialb—arEE (OSSE) 12X - TR
@ LSB FiEK U LSB Tk L DAL & kh#§ 5.

3.1 RXb Lorenz AT L

Lorenz (2005) &, Lorenz (1995) TEA Xhiz—
RICHFAET N (Lorenz]) X h b KEMERFED
HERIT 2 Lorenz Il €7 /V%EEA LY. Lorenz Il

ETILOEE R TTREINS.

dz,

dr
2ZTn=1,-,N3EEM LCEMBCOHET
LI FROMEZRL, FREREFETRIZINS
(Zya = Z1). F3AEEGIZRS. G258 1HD
KK, UToE SN BiiiEERT.

= [Za Z]K,n -Z,+F 34

Z;i_J S (= Xnook—iYnok—j + Xnoksj—iVnrk)) K .
5 J= 5 (K is even)
[X, Y]K,n = J J K
2jem g 2ime g (= Xn-2k-iYn-Kk-j + Xn-K+j-iYn+K+j) K-1 .
: ,J = (K is odd)
K? 2
IN _ X N-1 XN
n=1 Xn - 7 + Zn:Z X” + 2

NFTRX =& NIK BEBEEZHRD, X (34) T
N/K =30 5> F =15 O, N =40, F =8 O
Lorenz I & FIf2E D HBRE (4-5 €7 M H&FITH
M) LRRERER (FINRER T 7L O R ITRERH
BAID 0.5 15) 2o,

Lorenz Il I3ZER 7 — LV OEHERHT 2729
12, Lorenz I W KB RE (X)) 2 /NEEREE (V)
OMHEERZEAT 2 Z e TER LI N,

dz,
dr

=[X, X]g .+ B[V, Y]10+c[V, X]1n
- X, - bY,+F (35)

2T hIMNRER Y ORIEE FHIZ, cl3 X &
YDOHy TSNV ITDRIEEDINTIX—KXTH 5.
XY DRT—NADENILFORTERSINS.

71
Xo = (@=BliDZn
Yo=27Z,— X,

CIZTIWRZEM74VEDEERL, T a t B
BRI Z, OLEBHEn -1 26 n+ 1 OBT
R LTRENSBIC Z, = X, BT
(L j(a=pli =1, XL, P (a=-Bli)=0) ki
ED .

=317 +3)/(2F +4I)
B =1 +1)/I*+207%).

Lorenz 11 R 7E il £ R 13 KRB 72 % 0 il B R
DHEEHKREL, ZOMERIZ Lorenz I ¥ [AFRIC

N/K =30 222 F =15 DFFIC N =40, F=8D
Lorenz I D ER L IZIFFLL 5.

AFZETE I DEBMDOR T — LD E KRBT 3 &
912, Lorenz II ¥ Lorenz I WA IRIEZ o5& H
2T o 7.

dz,

= D NZZ)kn—Zu+F (36)
KeZgo
9Zy = Z [X’X]K,n+b2[Y’Y]l,n+c[YsX]l,n
dt KeZks
-X,-bY,+F (37)

T IT Zkpyy BBRORE R, -1 2K
THRHEOMERT. BIREHEFMEREDO K ot
LT SN Z)Z, Zlkn = 0 RiifeT D,
MEZWEP T EAHIEB YL 2L ¥ —
(d (20, Z2/2N) jdn) ORI B E LR,
OSSE %1752, EfEZ/ENT 2E7 L, stHEME
WA ARRGE CHET 2 2KET L (GM), R
ESINFEERE SR RECHE T 2HEEET L
(LAM) 2 ET 208N D 5. AL TIE, Lorenz
I (37) % EMEDOER Y LAM FIf L, Lorenz IT
(36) % GM IZFIFHT 5.
HHZERT 2 ETADRT X —XIZ N = 960,
Zxs = [32,64,128,256], I = 12, b = 10.0, ¢ = 0.6,
F =15 2 &ET 5. FEZIAEX Ar = 0.05/36 &
T3, RBBEOEBELOREDHINFRIZEE X2
1.5 HT® % (Simmons et al. 1995) Z &5 56, 36 A
7w 7 (0.05 ERTTRE) % 6 RFf & 5 5. FAHIX
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IERECAER L 72505 100 HEE (14400 27 v
7)) A7y LG EOHELT, 2206 1
ER (52560 27 v ) S UTIERT 5.

2 A+ Lorenz > A7 4% Kretshmer et al. (2015)
WCHDOWTHERET 5. GM D35 X — R Ng = 240,
Zgr = [8,16,32,64], F=153%. T4bb, GM
DIRBIEIEMED 4 f5TH 5. LAMIZEMEE FH T8
T X=X eV, FHEMEE n = [240,480) (il
FR3 % (NL = 240). LAM DK B 1E Davies
(1976) DFEAIEZ AV, GRS 108 F 0% AR
VHBE TS, AR IHEBNOFRIZELL, 5
kT 1, ARV IHEBONMDBET 0 L7225
B y(n) 12k3 GM & LAM OB ETRIT 5.

Zb— (1-y(m)Z2 +y(n)Z8 (38)

GM DSER SN TVRWVWIETF T, GM &2/ AT
WHRIENH L TEZR D 2. KEBEREFICHW S
GM 13 6 IRFEHC BT L, [ O IFZINE IR 7 1A AR
BN L TRD 3.

3.2 OSSE OF%E

LAM Off#t & FHNZHF %5 LSB FEDHE © il
N2 7912, GM D@ K Pl % %3R85 % EnVar
WHEi—L, LAMICH LT RD 6 DOEHETS.

 #l% 3DVar TH{t$ 2% (3DVar).

o BRGOEEGEITV, BlH%Z 3DVar TRLT
% (BLSB+3DVar).

» 2857 LSB FIETHIM & GM o KFiE5 % [F
FricAEft3 % (Nested 3DVar).

o #iJl% EnVar TRI{L 3% (EnVar).

o BRGOEAZITV, #BHl% EnVar TRILT
% (BLSB+EnVar).

o 7 V¥ YT NES LSB FETHIN Y GM @
KEES % [FIRFIC A3 % (Nested EnVar).

BN 2 CEMEO MR NF IR 2 o, = 1.0
DIFEHEEEZMRZTERNT 2. Thbb, BlHFEE
HOBZ o2 ZXHARSD T 33 ATTEI 725, GM
WAL 2 BIANIEE DS T R T 32 A3 DDk
T—RRICHmEE (85T 30 &), 6 K8 1000
FA4 7 (250 H) 70N 2175 . GM OfEHTid
80 X ¥ N—@ EnVar TIT5. 80 X ¥ N—"THIHIFR
2% N2+ aREEEN TN 270, Rt
Frbiwv., HOBIERIGERRT 10% £ 55, 2

DEERNTEE A D /N T2 2 X DI F TR L 7-.
3DVar %2E&I1C 513 3 LAM @ LBC 1, GM © 7 >+
VINFEEHWTEHET 5.

B ANDIKFE NS 2012, UITFD 55
D LAM FLEEERZ1TS.

1. GM  H UEHID 5 5 LAM DA o 81
(7 55, n = 256,288,320,352,384,416,448) %
R 2 55

2. LAM OEBZEMNCAR - THAR 3 2 8l (30
M, n=241,242,.-.,270) ®FE{LT % EE

3. B R o TH T S8 (30 &, n =
345,346, - -+ ,374) Z[FELT % bk

4. FEIBARNCAR > THm 3 28 30 =, n =
448,449, - .- 477) %A % B

5. LAM Ot EFHBN 2 BE 3 5 81 (5K 30
) ZFAMLS %55

FEBOBIHNZ GM & [FBIC 6 RifEEIZ 1000 ¥ A
ZNVRMES 5. EER S5 OB LAM O+ Kz
AINGITT Y RLTERL, ZoRzdbe LT
FAWT 15 K, A 14 dazeBillie LTERET S
(LAM OEtHEMEEM 7= BHHNI L X Auzn).

LSB FAIC BT 2 KBS DCT 2 HWT, B
DI T RS OB k =24 TYUINIL TERTS. 2
DR IE LAM ZER ORF m8UE Ny = 12 &7
5. ZOYIKIBEEEEMED DTBARY PO W»
TEIRU 7223, UIMNEECE 12 < k < 30 O TELX
¥ TH LSB FEOEINZ K ERZ(MER ohgh o
7z. BLSB+3DVar EBRCld LBC t [k GM 07
Y TN S KIS 2 U TR T 5.

3DVar W7z 58k IC BT 5 LAM & GM O K
1355 D TE i Seam 2 08 (B, V) 1 NMC % (Parrish
and Derber 1992) Z HWTHEE Lz, 7272L, NMC
ETHR N 2 MM NEER ) 4 X2 8RB, %
DEFHWV D L HE XN 2 IEGHATH O KM IE
HWICK & 725728, Gaspari and Cohn (1999) ® 5
ROXDHEET LTI 4 v T4 7 EITW, KF
DR Ro TG oMM EZHEE L. F
Tz, BRAEITE DK E SIIENERAEIRINTIR S K5
2TV, LAM O SRR RERAZ 0.6, GM
DRI DFRERRERA %2 0.4 LRRE L.

EnVar Z W EBTIZGM LFHILL, 73>
TEE 80 ¥ LRAMEIZIER S 8w, B
iRl EnVar £ BLSB+EnVar T 5%, Nested EnVar T
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25% LRELTz. ThoDfES GM OHITHUER &
FIERICARITAR A D R/ N 8 725 X D ICF TR L T
%. Nested EnVar THOHIZROEZ KE S LTV
% DIE, GM O KFIESS %2 FRICFE(LS 5 2 & TfF
WD R, NI EDY EnVar & FET X D
DPLR T BoTVWEEDTH 5.

3.3 FHMEFE

LAM 33 2 Bl D [F{t2Y GM D fificnt LT
FHIEZ 5o ¥ 5 2 MEET % 72912, GM iR
Hr > LAM S~ oA E (LUF, LAM [k L%
B) BXOEGM XY v 25— v 7Tl (LT,
Dscl B) % Bty UTHERHGZ1T S .

HEBROREEFHMCIX, HTAID 4094 271 (10 H
) ZBRWZHAM 2 B R & 3 5. KRR,
225 A D A ZE (RMSE)

Ji S -2 ()

N
L 1e1240,480)

IR /7171 RMSE

T
J Sy~ w2 @0)
t=1

BIUDCT TEHRLLEEZDRHEI LI ARY
hVESEE (Denis et al. 2002)

1
DN RS (R0I Y

t=1,T

o

PIEMEY LTHWS. 22T (e, n) 3K 1, ¥+
n B3 LAM O £ 7213 FHERL, x'(t,n)
WAL ¢, T n lCB 2 EfEEZ RS, EnVar ERRIC
B2 () 37 o IV T 5. F
72 £ 13X DCT TE 6N 2 PR ofRIEZ R L, K
A1) DR BB BHEMOEX Lid2r & L.
FEL DB RN E & T S DIER TR L
TEHli$ 3. MERTHICET % LBC 1&[FA UAHAREZ]
M50 GM OFHEZE AW 2729, LAM OMEBN
2B 2 GM O FHRIEDRE D FIRFITRT Z & T,
LAM ORFEFEREIC & 37 ¢ LBC HRO#EDY)
DI DOHZ Y T%. RMSE OH A 7 L% Fbk
HITHE 3 2 & 212X, % RMSE FRYoEZDOHC
FHREE 2 Z 8 L 7= A EMEHE (Wilks 2011) Z W5,

k=0
k>0

Ellwl ;’lh

X 51T, LAM b7z UEBRZ SR LT, A
FALRATEFDRT — A GE R RORTES
T5.

MSE;f — MSEqy,

MSEref
k<24 k<24 k>24 k>24
_ MSE(F* - MSEGS | MSELF™ - MSEcS
MSE,¢¢ MSE,¢

(42)

T T MSE[ref,exp) B ZNZNSIEER . LAM %
BRCEME L 7 R TRE (X (39) o FAREZ S
AiofE) %7 L, MSE 3R TFE2ET. K 42
BV SRER I D EEIEL, AR
WBESHREREI D SREEIEHMLTVWE I ZRT.
AT —NABDZAF N RA a7 NDHFEIE, LSB FiE
DYIMIEE k =24 ZBfEx LT, DCTIC X haizE
(1, n)=x'(t,n)) & k < 24 DKBER D & k > 24
D/ EI L CRHMEis 2. AFALRa70
SEFIZ RMSE Tlid7 { MSE ZfHW23 DI, 27—
NPE LR a7 OMBEED R a7Iic—HT 5 &
ST BDTH3. DCTICE->TEFRINS R
= NVFORTIEEVICER T 5720, X7 —LH
DRAHZEZRT 2 HEITR.

4. LSB FENDRNEKEFEDOZE

U I GM T & 7 U —Fk A 810 % F v 72 526k
1 DFERD S, LSB FEIZBWTIRIVREE 2 £ &
LB OWTHN S,

Figure 1 IC&EEIC BT % i@t RMSE O IR [ 28
ftZ/nRT. LAM A{tR LZEDE2TOERRKRICBL
TEHT RMSE 25 -3 N B 2 R e IR 2 (S5 AR)
EREloTWS 2208, THRBIEEIE SN
TWbZeBb»rb. —45T, EnVar, 3DVar ¥ %
12 LSB FEZHWRWIERDORILTFE (TR 2
LAM b7 L (RED XD dEFTREEELL Tw
%. LAM RMt7s USEBRIC 04 % EnVar O
L7 RMSE O b s ThH HETHE Y (pfE
20.1 % E[%) 23, 3DVar i RMSE 23k & < #E0
LTW5.

LAM [Aft72 UEBRITH S 2 2 ¥ L 237 (Table
) T2, LAM ICEIZ R L 28082 iE+
LI R DM EICIED A Y%7 N2 b 7637,
LSB FiE%x WA WEBTIXE T TR X 1T
Wi KD ICKHBREEORBENELL TS Z
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Fig. 1: Time development of analysis RMSE for (a) 3DVar and (b) EnVar experiments using uniform observations.

The dotted lines at RMSE = 1 indicate the observation error standard deviation.

Table 1: Skill score for analysis MSE and contributions of different scales in the experiments with uniform obser-

vations. The values in parentheses indicate MSE for the experiment without LAM DA.

method (MSE,.r) all k (1.51e-01) &k <24(9.87e-02) k& > 24 (5.22¢-02)
3DVar -1.4 -1.6 0.18
BLSB+3DVar -0.10 -0.38 0.27
Nested 3DVar 0.052 -0.22 0.27
EnVar 0.085 -0.21 0.29
BLSB+EnVar 0.28 -0.014 0.29
Nested EnVar 0.20 -0.073 0.27
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Hbhsb. LAM b7 U SRR TR 2 /S D
72 (0.0987) D efRDFE (0.151) O 65% % i
HTED, LAM FLERTIE X 5 KB ED
DKL (90% L E) TH2 Zeh s, KR
MEOBEPREROEEICKESEETLI D
72%. EnVar i RMSE OREEETR 2 & LAM [H
L2 UEBR LD B ENELL TV 52, A%
NAATZFEDTPICHELZRL TS, Zhld MSE
TERLILAF LR T7PELZOLZME B Z12 Fig. 1
D 130 HfHED LAM Rt 7% LD RMSE ¥ —
7)) WKWBETHB7-HTHDYH, EnVar £ LAM
b7 LEBRDORM D RMSE D EBNI NI 5,
EnVar ¥ LAM [A{t72 UEBRDOBICIXIZ L A XD
RO ehbhb. LEhoT, BRREDRIMK
% &3 % EnVar TIRER AL HE AV
% 3DVar & b & KRG DUEI I Z ST w»
5. ZHUX EnVar D RRENZERA T —ILDiRE
HEZRFTETVWE 5 2EZ 545 (Johnson et
al. 2015). ZATH KEIE 6 O K B L 3Bl
DFRMKIC & 2 PRI R O EER B> T D,
LAM [Fftiz 81 2 KRB 2 & O R R, GM
FRFT IS 2 BRI D LAM AT O R 23T 5 1M
L9222 %RLTWVW5.

LSB FiE%E A3 % ¥, EnVar 56&, 3DVar £ &
SRR ED M L3 % (Fig. 1). LSB ZEA L7
3DVar 5% (Fig. la O, #kiR) (3FEERHAM 2K % @
U CHETREE 22 L TE D, FFIZ Nested 3DVar (f
M) HDEEL T W ENTFEE ZR L TW\W5. EnVar
1 3DVar X b b @ETFEEN NS W28, LSB FikiZ
X 2REOWERIL 3DVar LR 2 /X W, Fh
T% LSB % A L 7= EnVar 58 (Fig. b 08, #*
) TIE, FI< GM RN ORERZE L TEWIRHH
(80-110 H, 150-200 H) T EnVar & D & @\ EHT
FBEZRLTW5.

TS D FE G RS O RS B AL SRR
XNz (Table 1) 72 TH Y, HOHFHBLIT O
WMHEEEEZATWE s, Hiffxh 2 LSB
FEOMBERBENAT WS, FFIC 3DVar BT,
BLSB+3DVar T 53%, Nested 3DVar T 60%MSE 73
WAL TED, LSB FENKERA V7 M 2Fio
TW2Zedbhd. ZOHEEDBITIE IR
BORERENRKELLFLGLTWE0Y, HHBELT
DIRNTIRZE S 4% HAP L TE D (Table 1), KB
BOREREN LAM OFRILMEREICHIED A ¥ 87

%52 TWw3%. EnVar £ TlX, BLSB+EnVar T
21%, Nested EnVar T 13%MSE 23> LT\ 5.
BLSB+EnVar & KBGO EEAZIZIZ 0L T
BY, LAMAODE{bA o7 M SBABICEN S X 5
1272722 £ T LAM b2 LER L D % 28%MSE
ZWELTWS. —J7 Nested EnVar & KIEIG OF
EELE 1% U TETHEMT 200, FHEBLT
DFENTFEEEDS EnVar X D b 2% FELLTBD, 2K
¥ L TIE LAM [Efb7z USEBRIC AT % BE 3608 20%
o TW5,

EnVar 58% ¥ 3DVar 58%12 817 % BLSB & £
LSB OEFDEWE X 5IIZHHN B 72912, Fig. 212
fEtT s 2 D e A %, Fig. 3 ICIRHTRZED 227 b
A% RS. LAM [Ffbiz USEER (Figs. 2a, 2b DR
) 13X LAM Ot EER O Ml (n = [240,320] £31)
THERANC RIS 25 <, G (n = [380,450] {+F
) THEMMEL 2> TW3. GM it E kiR T
BHIZFEMLL TV 72D, ZOBEEFETLON
FAMDL SEARNCELT-bDEZ BN 5. LAM
b7z LEBRO7 >3 > 7V A7y B (Fig. 2b ®
SRR (BB CTRUMEZ D, BEIALE DT
MAMEZ B EE LCWb. £z, SEHRICH#E
FratZZ X DD AT Ly RV Wiz, #llkD b
THNCE A K EWVEGEEE & FEh 2R IC k-
TWw3. LAM Rz LEBRORZED XY b Loy
1 (Figs. 3a,3b D 2EH#) % H 2 2, Table ] THRE
NTWVD XS I KEIBREE DRRE D F 5 H XK
2o TW5., P30 MEDRRAED Y — 271, —kk
12 30 BN BHIZ R L T2 72BN E T
ARV 72D 30 OREEER D T VW b
R TWA.

3DVar (Fig. 2a D &) O LAM [R{b7z LFEERIC
¥ 2O/ Fig. 1 TH R X512 EnVar X
DHEETH D, FHTHBLEMITE L {BEEMIHEK
LTW3. #EDRARY ML H (Fig. 3a DFMR)
THRT— L EBREBEL CGREDHMANEETH D,
REBIRRR ORI X 21IED A > %7 b HIZER 5
iR ArBEN TRV b2 5. LSB F
OB A THENTFEE X LAM [t UFEBRICES &
73, BLSB+3DVar (Fig. 2a OFERY) ZBIHIOFLT
KEEREDFHUOEL XN 2 72512 LAM [Afb7z L3E
BkbdbREREEERLTVWS (Fig.3a). —AT
Nested 3DVar (Fig. 2a OfF#R) 138l GM OfE#
FRIFFICEMT 2 212k b, KEBREEDRKE
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Fig. 2: Time averaged analysis error in state space for (a) 3DVar and (b) EnVar experiments. The dashed curves in

(b) show time averaged analysis spread for each experiment.

(a)
3DVar
wave length (A, =20)
n n ik n n n
n 3 15 30 B0 120 240
. —— No LAM DA
10774 - —— LAMDA
—— BLSB+DA
—— Nested DA
1073,
S
£ 104
Z10
10—5,
10—6,
2 12 30 60 120 240 480

wave number (wg = %’:)

(®)
EnVar
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n n i n n n
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10724 —— No LAM DA
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Fig. 3: Time averaged analysis error in spectral space for (a) 3DVar and (b) EnVar experiments. The bottom and

top axes indicate wavenumber and wavelength defined in the global domain, respectively. The vertical magenta

lines indicate the truncation wavenumber for the LSB experiments.

BRI (Fig. 3a), fEBZHEID LAM [F
b7 LEBROMAZBHORLICE DBEEL TV 3.
EnVar I & D BBl Z AL L TW2S GM IZ FHIEED
R Z (b % S LT % 28, 3DVar EERTld LAM
PERUIRFZN R E R IKF L TV R o, #ilk
BERMEDHEEZRZ ONTHNRENKELRD
TV, TDES5ICGM ¥ LAM Dby 27 4D
MTH L2 REND 2551, GM OERZ B &
[FIRFICHL D AN 225 LSB FIEDNHANICE L Z e b
REEND.

EnVar (Fig. 2b ® H##) & LAM #H D n = 320
R & D HRIO R WEIF T LAM bz LFEER X D

HEWIEE R R T A, LAM Rk U EBR DR E D
BEWERITIE LAM Ffb72 LEB X D N K E
W, EnVar 7 %> 7027 v K (Fig. 2b D
AR RGO REMED DO ThITKEL
BoTWab s, AHITREBRIOERZED A
NRTEEN T > TWBEA, LEfTIEEE R
RIRREIZH 5 TV B 12DIZ I D & 5 RIBEDENE
CLTW3., #EDARY LA (Fig. 3b D HHR)
T Table | TR SNz X 5 KB O R EEL
MDHLPTHS. —F T LAM [t LEBRICH S
NZWE 30 FEDEZDY — 713D LTED,
LAM DRt DZh A I Z O B0 1S B I
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NTVWBZEe%/RLTWS. BLSB+EnVar (Fig. 2b
D) X GM OERGEZMD AL Z & THE
FEHIOREE% EnvVar X b d8E L, »hOERET
FtZ4T 5 Z & TR T LAM Ffk7z LUEER X
DHEWITIEEZ RLTWSE., 7YY ITART
Ly F (Fig. 2b OFEMAR) & EnVar KD /7%
D LAM [Afb7s LR BB L Z2F UKEICH %03,
FRMTRRZ DR DI B AT Ly ROBEA LD b RKZ
Wiz, FRe L TR L v RO/l H &
ENTWV5E. REDZRRY Mo (Fig. 3b OFEHR)
TIEAHBIGDE%ED LAM Atz LEBR L 12—
B, »OE 30 (L DFRZES X EnVar 2 1ZIE—
BLTW3a7HIz, &Kk LT LAM [E1b7 UEE
£ D BNTRED/NE L Iz 5T W3, —J7T Nested
EnVar (Fig. 2b Of#f#) (& BLSB+EnVar & [RIF£IZHE
WAMORE % EnVar £ D dET 20, ZO8E
EA WD BLSB+EnVar & D /hX <, F -5 A1
TlX EnVar X D FFENPLEL L TWS, fHIEE
k%38 LT LAM k72 LEBOMERISEOWTE
D, GM D& % Bl ¢ FRFCFEL L Tw 2 58008
{EHATW3., £/, GM OEHRERY Ahs b
THMEIEZ, B3 28I TOER LTV
P TANRT Ly RPMIDOFEID B RELSFEDL
TW? (Fig. 2b ORFEARY) . X 7L v FOZEM I
D KBRS R T EIRINLE T DM/ ME X T, (Kf#
& LAM 2 okg O (BRI E O FhICHE )
THHMEZROWHELZ L o TWVWd. ALy K
% EnVar £ D b X HICE/PNFHELTWS Z & T, &
DRI OEHRE D AfLo 5 <, LAM [Afb7: LEER
WHEWBERBLTWE 2 EZBNS. REDAR
27 b (Fig. 3b OfkiR) 226, BIIDFKENAD
DO HBRRTHEENMERLTWE Z Itk K
RGO EH 72 by, LAM Rk LEERD
ARV — 2 % KM L T EnVar % BLSB+EnVar & D
B IEL 30 (HEDFAENERL TVWDE Z b b.
NS DFERD S, BLSB+EnVar ¥ Nested EnVar /X
& H12 LAM f##ft O KBS D3R 78 %2 fE TS 2 23,
Nested EnVar {25 W T LAM OB 515 L #iHll, GM
DRI DOE DN T > 2 % BN FHi§ 2 72912
&, A7V v O/l Z g 2 BEDDH 5 T
YAURMEE NG, 73, Nested 3DVar DFRF#ED AR
27 b (Fig. 3a DF#R) 128\ T, Nested EnVar
THON S X5 R 30 (TEDBREDHKIF - =
heRoNBRODIX, KURFINCRERE L ety

BV 2R 30 ICRED Y — 27 2 R0 205 GM D
REErRMLTWEWDEeEZILNS.

2 ETOMMBREDH S, FATHRTHR
SNTER K ST, LAM fi#tds GM i a3 2 £+F
HHi{E % F5D 72 H121E LSB FIEOEANEETH 5
eS0Tz, D LSB FEIC X B @M
Eom LA FRBEEOR LIy oREFS T 500
MDD BT, ENTHED & O T DFEE & Lhig
3% (Fig.4). Dscl 55 (B OMERRIEATLR
RIEFRZEMORET GM & D V. LAM [H
LB O FRFREZKEFIE, 3DVar 2R 2 TDOHEER
T Dscl &b 3 EW. @RIz BT Dscl (GM fi#
1) &0 HEWHEEZRL TW2 D& BLSB+EnVar,
Nested EnVar, Nested 3DVar T 273, 95% L EHE
WHEEDSEIN DX BLSB+EnVar ¥ Nested EnVar
»%. L»L, Nested EnVar iZ 6 FFfE]#£121% Dscl &
DFEEENERE TR 7Y, 18 K121 Dscl % |
A % 2%~ (Fig. 4b). —75 T BLSB+EnVar
1% 24 FEfE# £ T Dscl &b 95% M EAEIZ/HE W
THERZZTRLTWS. THIEAZEDKEHRII Nested
EnVar X D dERITRZ VD, WIHIORE K=
W7zt 24 R £ TPERICHEED W T HlAT
ETWVWS. 7UyH Y IATHEY (KR HIZEHR
Eam TRl e R CRRAEREE RS, o7 v v
VAT Ly Fid Fig. 2b T/R$ & 512, BLSB+EnVar
DUAMEEATERZE X D /N & K, THIRAZE & RRA
IZIEFR U728, 48 KifEl#% £ T EnVar & Nested EnVar
FEEEEICK > TV,

EER 1 DFER» 5, ¥5 50 LSB Fikd LAMDA
RO KBS OFREZ BRI T 2 MR e FoZ e’
RENT. EHEZBAERDECZEFIH T % 3DVar T
GM X b EHTREEE MR N2, GM D1z Bl
L [EFRFICEL D A3 Nested 3DVar 5 BLSB+3DVar
XD HRRANC KIS DR LB T 5 Z 2T
&%. —JiT EnVar DHEEF, MAUCHKT S 2%
HER FW3 2 ¥ T 3DVar & HEE L CAEREIG D
FRNTREEE O BALAV/NE K o TW B A3, LSB Fik%
HBAT 52T GM i & D bFEE D W 215
5ZeMT&E%. LD L Nested EnVar (X EnVar %
BLSB+EnVar & LE#E L TH#tfr 7 > 9> 7L AT Ly
FABAL LT, BEAFICRZDRTV. 207k
% BLSB+EnVar £ Db GM OX Y Y R 7 —1) v 7
WS 2 THREE OB L O WEEZS
#1%. Nested EnVar O8I RBII N E D i

— 127 —



1.2

(a)

GM

Dscl

DA
BLSB+DA

(b)

1.0

GM

Dscl

DA
BLSB+DA

Nested DA

3DVar forecast RMSE
o
©

0.4

0 12 24 36 48
forecast hours

EnVar forecast RMSE

Nested DA

0.8

0.6

0.4

0 12 24 36 48
forecast hours

Fig. 4: RMSE of deterministic forecasts from (a) 3DVar and (b) EnVar experiments using uniform observations.

Each curve shows averaged value for assimilation cycles. Circles indicate improvement over the downscaling with

the significant level of 0.05. Thicker gray curves show the forecast RMSE of GM evaluated in the LAM domain.

Horizontal axes indicate hours from analysis time.

INE T B X SITHB LT\, BEDMEL D R
REREL TRy FOB/NHiAFER X
DR D RKRE L RoTW L (XHE). Nested
EnVar Ot 7 > > 7 883X 31) 1ot > THE
ML TWaD, KO ARBELZHEDR T L vy P
GM DTEHRERD ANDE Z e TR LT L-T
W3, fENTEAZEE /NS LDDR T Ly RO/
Mz RS 2121, 27— VBB EREZE
ZABENERELEZOND., ZDXIRRAT—NITHK
173 2 B R O EELRPRINCAT S .

5. BANHAOKEFE

AREITIX, LAMIZH LT GM &35k 283 %
FtL735E1C, LSB FED @ - FHIKEICE O
EOBRHEERIET OO EHRAND.

LAM FESE IR & & 7= 813 % [Ffb U 72 £ Bk 2-5
2B B, fEHT RMSE & A ¥ )L 227 % Table 2 12
AT —RR B Z FEL U 72526k 1 (Fig. 1, Table 1)
kb d LAM b X 2 BHIEIZEZ TW3 30
D, LSB Fi£72 L O RMLEERTIXFIRN 2 8 < Bl
%Z[A{t L7z EnVar ZB& { 2T OERTHRITIENE
Bl XhsEL TV, R 3DVar TIEXFEBRAN D
—HoAEBMT 2561, BHREEEKE LE
DIECRHTFEENENLL TV, RAFLRa 7Dkt
B 6, 2 ORI OB 3 KIS O SUE
WKE2DDTHBZehbrd. ZHIXRFHDOH S
Bz RS 23582, TR SEIRIN T A A

U528 T&hABRBISOMBEENELLLT L
ZeZRLTWS.

LSB FikEEAT 2 L, ZOKRHBISTOMNE
EoE»IZ b, ZELRBIENI R AT
%. $j2 BLSB+3DVar ¥ Nested 3DVar Tl&, 5% 1
YL U TS 2 72 2 2T X B RNTRE EE 1)
BN TED, 2 0OFEBREOBEZEINNE ko
TW3., BlZAE LD (Table2a), A9t (Table 2b),
BLUOAHED (Table 2¢) ICEW/EETIE, BLSB
FHE L A LSB FED NS O I BAE 72 2213
Hehs, 200 LSB FiEIZFRFOMREZ R L TV
5. & HoBZEFR L L7528 T Nested EnVar 73
BLSB+EnVar & D 3 %K Z7% RMSE &KW\ R *
NZaA7ZRLTWED, ZHIHEBANT GM @
AR K = < (Fig. 2), GM ZFRICFEL T %
Nested EnVar D755 Z QFEEMHEAZ X < KL Tw
B21DICENPECT NS, EE 1 LRRICRA T L v
R O#/NEMiZ N ET 2 2 e THEEZR/NILTE
2rEZLND.

FEIN 2 B < Bl & Mt U758 5 (Table 2d) T
&, f#HT RMSE & 2 ¥ L2 a7 Difi /5 T4 % LSB
FEM BLSB FiEL D dEVWKEELZRLTWS.
IZ Nested EnVar ¥ BLSB+EnVar Of#ffi RMSE D7
IXEER 24 L EERTAREL, (RETS 99% U LA
HTHdIeho, MAURTFEZZR L7247 LSB
FIRGHEBRN BT 2 28I Z LT 2551
BLSB FiE LD dmWaEz Rd L 52 5. LI,
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Table 2: Time averaged analysis RMSE and skill score for the experiments with different observation networks.

(a) left (experiment 2)

(b) center (experiment 3)

method RMSE all k k<24 k>24 method RMSE allk k<24 k>?24
3DVar 3.29 -118 -116 -2.1 3DVar 1.33 -17.3 -16.8 -0.50
BLSB+3DVar 0.331 0.051 -0.21 0.26 BLSB+3DVar 0.327 0.13 -0.14 0.28
Nested 3DVar  0.323  0.040 -0.23 0.27 Nested 3DVar  0.313 0.14 -0.14 0.28
EnVar 0.662 -3.8 -39 0.13 EnVar 0.371 -0.18 -0.45 0.27
BLSB+EnVar  0.295 0.23 -0.056 0.28 BLSB+EnVar  0.285 0.32 0.032 0.29
Nested EnVar  0.287 026 -0.0056 0.27 Nested EnVar  0.273 0.37 0.092 0.27
(c) right (experiment 4) (d) mobile (experiment 5)
method RMSE allk k<24 k>24 method RMSE allk k<24 k>24
3DVar 3.34 -125 -122 -2.7 3DVar 0.652 —-4.7 -4.5 -0.17
BLSB+3DVar 0.328 0.053 -0.21 0.27 BLSB+3DVar 0.329 0.086 -0.19 0.27
Nested 3DVar  0.323  0.036 -0.23 0.27 Nested 3DVar  0.311 0.13 -0.15 0.27
EnVar 0.543 -1.9 2.2 0.26 EnVar 0.315 0.15 -0.15 0.29
BLSB+EnVar 0.291 024 -0.012 0.29 BLSB+EnVar 0.283 0.30 0.014 0.29
Nested EnVar  0.307 0.12 -0.14 0.26 Nested EnVar  0.258 0.40 0.11 0.29
2.00 |
EnVar time average
1751 —— No LAM DA=0.334
1.501 —— LAM DA=0.315
—— BLSB+DA=0.283
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Fig. 5: Same as Fig. 1b, but for experiments with dense, mobile observations.

52B% 5 @ EnVar OfEHRICEH LT LSB FiEM0#E
WERTWL.

%7 Fig. 5 I2EER 5 1B 5 f#HT RMSE DREfE]
ZAMt%7RF. EnVar (FHR) 13 —BRBIRIEER X D & °F
B EARERD LTn 508, MENART 3 &4
IV ZTWA, EnVar 12 LSB FiEZEAT S
Y, MENEMTIRAIVIEIHEDLTRON
2H00, FEEDE S LEL TV B —hREHI
EER X D BT WS, Nested EnVar (5658 132D
L5 U 7= R 3T BLSB+EnVar (F8f) &b %

EIRANZEN RMSE 2R LTW3,

Fig. 6a IZfRITIAZ D ZEM DA 2 /RS . LAM IZ[F
LN 2 BHNIFEEANE 7 > X ACHWT WS 729,
EnVar (57 OMENTERZE LT A 7L v RICHHRR
BORAEE X R SN, FEIEHE I — BRI 5258 X
D HRHFEE DM EXR SN0, BHIEDHEZ -
Ik ATy K (W) S LTWE®,
H{EER <K TH % mldFHETH 5. BLSB+EnVar
F— AR L R R T L v R O/ % £
MU TW25, —ERBIAIFEER 0T 2 MRHTRE S D
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Fig. 6: Same as (a) Fig. 2b and (b) Fig. 3b, but for experiments with dense, mobile observations.

FIIHHBE T/, —J5 T Nested EnVar (37K 52545
W72 bR IR ARR TR FA o TW 5. Bl
BOWENMFENT Y TR T Ly RHED LT
W32, BB AE—TH % 72912 Fig. 2b TR

BT &5 RIS IR TR R o TV 5.

FRITERED AR T F V73 (Fig. 6b) 2/ 2% &,
EnVar (HF#1) 1 —HRBIHI%ES (Fig. 3b) O kD
HHITLICEBL TV B, R H KSR
HraRkzen LAM Fb72 LEBR I D ML TV 5.
BLSB+EnVar (%) 132 F /L2 a7 (Table2d) i<
BINTNWD X 51, KBGO MRS 1% D
BEBICE ¥ FE o TWB T2, ARY MLSHHYINTIE
LR TIRIEIE LAM A7z LEBRICER > TV 5.
Nested EnVar () 1XIEE 2-60 L F TOIR W
R CHRITRERZREL TWE e bh b, —H%
BHISEER (Fig. 3b) TR SN2 30 (T o
DOEIMIFNTVBE B DD, LAM FEIBNICEZ < O
Wz FELL T2 7o —HREBIAIEER X D S RBAKRIC
7o TWa. RHCYIWEET 2 Tld BLSB+EnVar X
D H/NX < EnVar & [FEOHERRLTWVWSE Z 2
5, Nested EnVar 78 GM & LAM O FAEZEDER
PHEUNHAGDETWE Z b0 3.

Fig. 7b W@kt 7 > > 7OV ED & OPERR T
HDFFE % R$. BLSB+EnVar 22 5 O Ffllid 30
M1#% %, Nested EnVar 225D FHliZ 36 Rtk T
95% ARICXR Y Y A=) Y7 Lk bEmVWEELR
LTW5a. THIFAZEOBERRIE—HRBIHI5ES: (Fig. 4)
ERELEDORVWED, FHKEOG WY —FX
4 L OBEMIVIAEOBRAZDREICLZ2HDTH 5.

73y 7Tl (KE8) b kRIS Nested EnVar 23
36 R THEICEWIEE Z/RS. Nested 3DVar
% BLSB+3DVar & h MR R*WET 228, &
BICEWTHREZRTOER 6 REEZRETTH 2
(Fig. 7a) Zt» 5, HRGOMIURFEEEZERT %
e TERBIAEFELT 2R e BRI =T
EMTEDLERBEINS.

AT T, LAM F{bh3d 2 2 KIS0 #E %R
WET 572012, GM ¥ LAM O KHIIS 2 15 Rl e
DEFEEZERLTRET 27 V% ¥ ITVEFERN—
A0 LSB FIEZHITEA Lz, AR THRET 2
7 ¥ 7 VES LSB Fikik, GM & LAM OE &
HERPYLELB T VY Y IATHLSHMET S
T, GM O KEIES O ERZ fAHITIE U 7
REAIWHESOVTHNICIWMD AL Z e TE 5.
REFEEZE RSO LSB (BLSB) Fikb iR Z
TER—ZD LSB FEL BT %5 22T, LSB
TN T 2 ERIGOMAUKTEE D& L TN

Lorenz (2005) ® —RXLA A RAET NV ZH W
OSSE 205, BLSB Fikr £7r LSB FiElde dic
LAM DA 1T & o TA U % KBS O ft ks o AL
ZIZ %5, 3DVar EEiD X 512 GM D5 031
WKEWBNTEE 2R3 HE, £ LSB Fihick-T
B L MR GM i #i % [k 3% Z & T, BLSB
FHEXD SRR KBGO EELEZINZ 5 2
EMTEZ bbb ol BREAZDORIURTEIEEZE
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Fig. 7: Same as Fig. 4, but for experiments with dense, mobile observations.

83 % EnVar TlX, EFLZERRZYH W2 3DVar
XD b KEBGOMBITREZDENIIMZ 5N E DD
D, KEBSGEH/MNIEZIS LD b RERZ LT —
RO, KEY;OREELEBN o R X
3 R R OMITHEORE R ITBHETIZY D
W% D, EnVar i LTd LSB FiAZEAT 3
e T, ZOKKEESGORBEE{ZMZ, GM FETd
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> Nt B A & RO 7e 912, LSB FiE
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X 512, LSB FIEIC & 2 KEIEIG O fil#1d LAM
AR D D H 2 Bl 2R3 23581 KE 240
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NI DT Y ZEFRLLT W20, H—REBH XD
b KIABG O EZ B X8 3 <, LSB FEIK
ERAVRT FERT. FICAMETIREST 27~
YV INEFIER—ZD LSB FiElk. GM O Fis
ZOMAIURIFEEZE T 2 2 2T, LAM #EBAN %)
{ELBIZRLT 25812 BLSB Fik% LA 5 fig
M- FRNEEZR UK. 7% > 7 VES)r LSB Fik
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DNT V2R HYNTIRETE, BRWERS THEWL
FEEE 2 RS NTE R ERR L Tz, oS, #
BV X0 X5 TEBMINCRENLL 280 %
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—7TC, TV ITNEIGLSB FERT T

NAT Ly REFHREZC U CRBNE 3 2 fEm
DI SN, B8 E RS 2 EZEBC sl oFRI L
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B o~ 7 VW7 V% 7 IVE (Zupanski
2005) 12 & D GM OFEEIEWR Z @t 7 > % > 7 i
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¥ TVFIE LD S RHTRHIEIS O il 47 BUA RN L
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NT—EDHSEERTIIRA T — LT DG DHA
BEITD 2B TERWED, A7 —12 L IZER
BT FRERETI2NEDRH L EZHNS.
F/z, AR TER LT v TLE 9 LSB
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