IRt AN - ER N N - e
1

Department of Atmospheric Sciences

College of Science

National Taiwan University

Doctoral Dissertation

R R BURIE A TR R R T
Microwave Satellite Observation of Tropical Cyclone

with Concentric Eyewall in Western North Pacific Basin

1 b
Yi-Ting Yang

s A L
Advisor: Hung-Chi Kuo, Ph. D.

v K 102 £ 3 2
2013 March



BRI -3 i R A
Dsié?é‘?%?ﬁfg

A xth HiekE B (%35 D97229001 ) £ R &% K2 K AH
B R AR R HNERBR o FE (A /] BATH
FREBEFRBAR I RAA LA

oA Tz B J#’
- .zfg/? ‘*”‘% I (Ea)
(45 %442
o |
21549 4\ B

= g4~ g9
A X FRE jz\«ll/ﬁ“}//& (% 4




R Bt

ERE L al o AR HRF S A fll o g AU K- Bk
LR Ak E L A LA B T AP aEA Do R R
R AR Fndp i ANGURF o RN XA P RENFT RS
W R KA LN R R ARG EG LA i
FORBEF G WL SRR PP R MR 2
EREFNFRFRAL BN Th > T U e o

ek 2B & g 3 CSU e Wayne Schubert 3¢ ~ Paul Ciesielski 2 2 #f§ &
CSUehff i » e+ 2 B 3R F g2 > 2 CSUPRIB R » ez
S o4 RAPTE B4 WRF RS B — Bk en§IE Ao AR 0 #EH] ]
P 3B Y RAEAT 5 0 ot RAT U ET I o L R e

5o AE LY R RS T EF o5 ACAA LR > ¥ P AL

\\

V2R P A AR AT B L e R AR T A D 3T
e B4F g m PRl

B RRHAREORAfrhd BB ERAWAEADT L L2 2 F
NHUEF o S BEHEF > ABB RGBT R FIARE A B F A

n'é"f 2 /‘Qﬁ’yﬂ?»]{l??,yi‘rfg%?»éﬁjgr!

1 R4

2013/03/01



i &

AT B - RS R LS IER

E

i
4

oo 42 B 3R SSM/I 2 TMI 85GHz
#E 2 T IIRE 2T LAE LR 0 R R SRR S - 5
SR AP £ A 45 1097 3 2011 &£ Y & 4 & T E 26774 3R ML Fh 2 B £ 2

%70 234 BB ACA FE 2B 77 BERGRR 22 S BEREEL B X o

g
T
L)

727 16BN A FREDBRE TP e g i (DF A TELIS ERF
R hf 353 QBRAY S S PBIER 0 2 Q)RR ST
B i S DI Sl

(1) &f fFsasamr g ¢ o A& Nifio Index & $]+0.5°C 4r-05°C i2 4 5 %
P A S EY ALY VRO B o AR R o BRI T
BT EAReARAPEE RS TR R ERBERE R RL A
W PERAERR A T PRGNS 24 T A F] St Tk
im AR $HR 33+ 850-200 hPa e B | 7 333 0 Vi ek FELD St s end kT
HACRERES > FRED DERERR R PG 0 i BIEFL R R -

(2) ERESERAT Y FRFRBA L EH TG - AR AT
PRl N S B ot Pt B 3 18 2 (Eyewall replacement cycle, ERC) - 5 23%
SRR R T B PO S (& PP 7 (Concentric eyewall maintained,
CEM)> ¥ ¢b%) 24% B % & d P pag3fe i 4 @ P P2 ™ 28 5 A (No replacement
cycle, NRC) » & 47i& 3 5 # 2 TRy 7]+ " % 1 > A7 CEM B %3 &
Pass o~ A RS R334 T (moat) & PRI 0 1R RIS S R

thip- ME B AR TR RS > F I E B B4 o NRC B & ) £ T 352 &

FPERBEFRI " e BB AREF BT RLE R E T %R
ER PN B 40 o ERC B AR T A RBE FIF 2 G PR AE L 0 T

oA PN AR A e AT B E T T-Vmax B > B Rh i ¢ w0400 kmx
400 km # Bl b %77 58 & (Convection activity, CA)£7 5 & SEPF FFF 1t o pr & 3 2 ]



L A SURVE: X ) BT S

(3) BB HH nF FFEE AT AP RS F LT LT R
RN R R G A ERABDBE AL b T R 7 A B R
FERAbeni ok 50 7 i 0 FIAUR G ) ERROB R R E b 2o e hier o
EERB A A kA2 SRR A T o APER 46 T 2 790 B 3

Hins #2304 a @3 R 1012 % FFRI A #3040 R RERBBEXL L R

Y

i

i S DR N IR I S s SN .%zm_l ZEC R Sl A N
Th o PAFOBPEIEEBAREER L AN FREEEE j\—ﬂ » A,
PR PRDELE SNSRI ENRAIFHL e RILF TR

S et F IR T 0 F oac s FJUL AR R R o

MO R~ ok PR BB S b B 3 TVmax Bl 7 s



Abstract

An objective method is developed to identify concentric eyewalls (CEs) for
typhoons using passive microwave satellite imagery from 1997 to 2011 in the western
North Pacific basin. There were 26,774 SSM/1 and TMI satellite images examined.
Out of these, 95 CE cases with 234 CE images were identified, including 16 cases of
multiple CE formation. (1) The 15-years climatology, (2) CE structural changes and
(3) Asymmetric convection before CE formation studies are included in this
dissertation.

(1) We compared the typhoons with CE structure in the warm and cold episodes.
(Warm and cold episodes based on a threshold of +0.5°C and - 0.5°C for the Oceanic
Nifo Index, respectively). The SST in the eastern Pacific was warmer in warm
episode resulted in that the CE structure tend to occur farther east in the basin.
Moreover, the weaker vertical shear, which because of the weaker Walker circulation
led the CE typhoons were with higher intensity and maintained the intensity in the
warm episode.

(2) Three CE structure changes are identified: CE with an eyewall replacement
cycle (ERC; 37 cases), CE with no replacement cycle (NRC; 17 cases), and CE is
maintained for an extended period (CEM; 16 cases). The inner eyewall (outer eyewall)
of the ERC (NRC) type dissipates within 20 h after CE formation. The CEM type has
its CE structure maintained for more than 20 h (mean duration time is 31 h). The NRC
(CEM) cases typically have fast (slow) northward translational speeds and encounter
large (small) vertical shear and low (high) sea surface temperatures. The CEM cases
have a relatively high intensity, and the moat size (61 km) and outer eyewall width
(70 km) are approximately 50% larger than the other two types. Both the internal

dynamics and environmental conditions are important in the CEM cases, while the



NRC cases are heavily influenced by the environment. The ERC cases may be
dominated by the internal dynamics due to more uniform environmental conditions.
We also develop the T-Vmax diagram (where T is the brightness temperature and
Vmax is the best track estimated intensity) demonstrates structural and intensity
changes of CE typhoons for a time sequence of the intensity and convective activity
(CA ) relationship.

(3) We compared the asymmetric convection which is between 150 km and 400
km from TC center 24 h before CE formation/the maximum intensity in CE typhoons/
no-CE typhoons. The asymmetric convection was located in south to southwest region
and downshear to the left region both in CE and no-CE typhoons. Our results also
showed the asymmetric convection was located in south to southwest region between
April and June, and between July and September. However, the asymmetric
convection located in north region between October and December. We also
compared the cases which the asymmetric convection located in the north and south.
The intensity of south asymmetric convection dominated cases (SAC) is stronger than
that of north asymmetric convection dominated cases (NAC). The SAC and NAC
cases were with northeasterly and westerly windshear, respectively. The SAC cases

occurred farther west in the basin and encourage favorable environment.

Key words : Concentric Eyewall, Microwave Satellite Observation, Eyewall

Replacement Cycle, T-Vmax diagram, Asymmetric Convection
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B EEFRAY om g o B iR Tk do/dr B &R DT R
Yo RTio4E R D moat Hen ki RS e o e LS o MR AT R
2RI AR 2 R s Frdl R A 2 o 5L {8 Rozoff etal. (2006) 4 Weiss
(1981)# d1 2 jF AR P& + £ F > k{31 moat )& o # Pk I Hh b X b iE L
JE b A - e AR 1Y ®3F (rapid filamentation zone) 0 pt R B X W TR 2 F
FoPiE R R IR R OR ] T IR e (overturning) shpE R OB o SRR B €
Ard)m A5 moat o

Wang (2008a) ™ TCM4 it moat # B > 305 Bftig % @ » wrs (v
(subsidence) i~ % - moat fi— 3k - FlgtwtE (T g F moat 2 A& &4 5

@Ak ied 4 pl i H =t oDodge et al. (1999) 4 47 Hurricane Gilbert (1988) 2 3 i



vl d-E 2o B FImmoat A T T AU IT Y 2 R RER 0 A b

E
"
I

peebomoat R R B EEL GG 8°Co E Rk PR P s 2 RS4RI
7 BT wiE d 2 % o Houze et al. (2007) 4 47 moat ® £ E 2| E R X JRAE B
W BB fogeh PeE B ARAR 02 0 B A dEm T E kg b s iR
o nl R WAy Ak tE 1 g & o Kuo etal. (2009) R i * e Bl 3R
moat & A - ¥ P A kv @A B ddmoat A TR B IR A Rk FA)
T g F)=0 b el moat B R eI fp 3t e Fl=t iY moat B R AP B MR o F
v A_F) G ek o AR R S o TR TR S AL B PUREI ] A T
s BFl g moat F EPFLEL £ 4 -

Huang et al. (2011) f] 2 i B R 22T e 4 cpiLgho 35 0 CE 25 = e 4 48
Flo PerdT § 0 BRI RS2 B @R K IS o b AT o R 5
P bk X P R AN TR R B e b i AF R A TP
B EREBER AT VAN R & o

OETLERNS IR

Terwey and Montgomery (2008)#* 7 ~ i&— 9% #%& 11 BSA B (B-skirt
axisymmetrization formation hypothesis) > # 3% 5] 2@ b ¢ & ¢F 3R ed e i g
(filamentation time)<& ~ /- ¥ * =& (convective available potential energy, CAPE)
~ ~ #yndrd(convective inhibition, CIN) |- » 787 2 A% B » B H AT A
B fome b cPs i R 45 (core vorticity skirtregion) £ £ > it £ F 2 BIE R R S °

Rv A 00K of i 35 8 WISHE 417 % o i -

Kuo et al. (2004) R 1 * EiF*%2 3 (F* F o 6 PR %Y @ % - | @ 5 O
HOHRIRED SRR R T BB RV Er S CERE A <G p AR

B AR S E b LR Rkl )0 FIE RS A R X R
Z_ > m moat‘:’f”'f’?ﬁ_—,g’ﬁ]‘?_lﬁ]]\ 6]‘@%%};@—5‘5@&{0 s lrsmﬁﬂ F’;}’Fl"l’ y Boaw

FRE S 0 SRt Bt SR R FA Y B L] 61 i 0 4



g2+ CE R4 - ¥+ B (2004)i%5: 3% © # 7 ZLpl Typhoon Lekima (2001) <
¢« R Typhoon Lekima & CE2) = 2w » & 5 + 3 #HAEHTEE
PR e R SRR RRR Y 9L T - A HERARRRY e
+og > FCEARE P SRRE RS HAEFR RIFA Y 95 6:1° Kuoet

al. (2008) T &~ # #-¥ YA A b ELmot bl T FRAT 0 KfEREL ¢ o

Kuoetal (2004) c#= 3 @ » 33| > ¢ & B Fl2 5 B3R 2 R IR AR B
AR & @ @24 = CE %4 - Didlake and Houze (2009) % & i& LiR] Hurricane
Katrina (2005) » # i 7%= 7 % 3L > % Hurricane Katrina es & ¢ > F] 5 & 7 4237
® o Rl enT i d (inner-edge downdraft)fe s A 2w ok ek T = & BoiE R
(secondary horizontal wind maximum) A # 3 i ¥/ & RevE & > d p RS w b A2
WE AR RR N s B gk < & - Moon etal. (2010) 1 Didlake and Houze
(2009) 57 3 5 B 48 > - e % [k 5 B IR ¢ R hdipole e F
Bk BT ptRihipas g2 4 & CE &1 - Didlake and Houze (2009)# 7 #

il B A fF 22 8] 4 g (2004)#5R] Typhoon Lekima 97 #4447 % > 2343
B il BA oo

1.3 R uh B2 SHR L F ] v A

P B B BB R PR AR H CERR BB 3
FOBAATAPEATEER 58 R eh3E 3R o Kuoetal. (2009) 1 * 1997 1 2006 £ ek fem
5 2 B2 JTWC besttrack 38l » F73 & A~ T FHeh 5 & % 1 2 moat e 4
4] I CE 2,350 15 24 h ehdp B 17 4 5w 4 - CE 452 % 13 55 B 393 5
PP~ A5 50 ag B A5 A (558 B R 33 e PN~ A5 2 50 ag R GR35, A (555 B A 5
FAINP~ 2 A5 (2 RIDFESEONN b Parmy S50 a0 295 - X
(51%)¢ CE B % » H3p B %1 fo— 434 ERC - R > 7% CE# 24h 17
X CEPF > 3 & 33 0 )2 CEZA)3(5 24h> 58 & 38 o 2 85 26%:

5



0 CEw s B pds o ¥ by 2600 % )= CE 123 & o o o 7o
Sitkowski et al. (2011) 1 * f&Epl T4 5% R CE B h - ERCEARY € L% A
W5k ~ 33 M E LHR B PR - BRARGOER e b TR H
LM THEL A o d 0 T CERE AR~ B R FTL G &
SRR -

CE#eh 1 &chirjfic? n 3 LHB AR Re 7 vhlgip ¥ -Maclay et
al. (2008) 3t 3 CE e7; 212 2 ERC e Az {oe b chd it €% 5 k> § ERC #
A pF > TC e R3S » @ Hsig 2 TC e o] fhi4c » F)pt ERC 425 — B #
BER AR AL p hd F R oa TCamE R 2 B g T e AR
t K-Vmax B> 8 584 85w 3w 200 km poeds i £ (8 fode+ b g R T
S fFEE A0 2 v 2 B end) o i A 4RATC 5 & (Maclay et al. 2008) - F]
K-Vmax Bl % e 7 12 % k& CE#h & Fid o Bp chdea i - » 7 u* ki
T B - AR b APt ends i A e Sitkowski et al. (2011) ~ #% 3| £ 4F ERC i 47 i¢ (¥
- Beh PR CER PRBLEYF - X% CEap PR X 5 - iEfR
WREE PR $oar e o o 0 34V 4o ERC HuBART i BRI TC 2 £
4] 0 Bt EARY TC % /] fods ?Kgﬁgét o @ B Ay et E - ﬁk?ﬁﬁ% BB

BleNFOR o BSELRITER TAL AL TEX 47 - @ & Maclay et al. (2008) 1
Sitkowski et al. (2011)s#= 3 § ¢ F4p 4 0 ERC S AZF i ST RO WY S s S R
Bl B i TC et 4R AR S K o

Poan e 5 3F S BT % S i CE R b P12 5 & i % (Wang
2008a, b; Terwey and Montgomery, 2008; Hill and Lackmann, 2009; Wang, 2009;
Zhou and Wang 2009; Qiu et al., 2010; Martinez et al., 2011; Huang et al., 2011) - 7

APPSR S LB R AT R LRI TR SR R R st
e AT AT B2 - L MSTH 7 e en CE SR T H k5 ¥ ~moat

RAMEBRREEG PAR K Z a3 CERR PR RTFFF TEE o



2§30 CE SHelpip] 5 5 2ol BB RIRD > & 8LF B b RiTHEF O 40
MR e s 2 47 0 Hawkins etal. (2001) s 3 @ dg ) > 2R vh a2 ¥ Ak
ZRFAERI R T REIrFRZTEIAD T FRAER P IVPHTEZE
N ¥ G A AL BRI TR S o B FORAPT R Y Rk 0 ook A
WRR RS 0 A R 2 T Rk 2 e & - Hawkins and Helveston
(2008) 7|4 # I e CE % b 3] ik » ¢ 7 Willoughby et al. (1982) #3% 3| & 4]
ERC 4 » B¢ 5(1) %h 2 &3¢ %2, CEX* %= ERC; (2) ERC
FLEh FREATRLE R e A22(3) R 0 b4 ¢ McNoldy (2004)
7. 2003 # sHurricane Juliette = - # = P EER 5 (4) CER b hE 2+ ;(5) CE
FlRAaF- Kk @R (6) CERR 2 /5] - CERR chigfp s 1 vy 2t

UEE STREFE R SRR S Y S I S S R
=F

2
TR S AT d SEE A R B SRR T P e d d e
B4 & CERA » @ B RS AT LB PR 5 BRI AL APRY L
Bk SEAL L 2 A e R 1097 & 3 2011 & 51 CE Rh chiHE2 5%
REN P ERS T UG AAUrE ZH Y 45 CE ik - AT Y R

PR g P e

1 FFHa A>T ECE®RE » 15 # g it A3 =% ~leh R A7

2. fFie M4 TERh CEZj&2 B it 112 st Ea R g1 .
gk Tl A F CERR (S, ?méfﬁ i

3. ¥HCE®h 253 CEZ % » H 4 Flen¥hin R & M2 B RBIRE &
TIM 23RN CERERM AT AN & £y A+ CE hileh
EEFHELE -

APRTRRP R T S S 2 R 15 £ hF & X T ¥ CE &b hf
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Iy

CFARm R S
TR KR
2.1.1 Pk rh T

i+ 1997 $] 2011 & (1 SSM/I 2 TMI sficid s 2 B > 5 2 Benf
#L kiR 5 # B Naval Research Laboratory » $&i& i @& Special Sensor
Microwave/Imager (SSM/I)1+ 2 Tropical Rainfall Measuring Mission (TRMM)
Microwave Imager (TMI) 85 GHz % 2 Bl(Kummerow et al. 1998) - st % 2 Bl ¥
12 # Naval Research Laboratory (NRL) Marine Meteorology Division in Monterey,
California =7 Tropical Cyclone Web Page % 7. » ¢
http://www.nrimry.navy.mil/tc_pages/tc_home.html *+ 7= 3% (Hawkins et al. 2001) -
Bk ZHA R L9 AL TMI chiFrh 2 Bk E #F 5 759 km ++ SSM/I
(1394 km)-| ; 2. TMI éhigF % 2 Bl ef345 A& 5 5-37 km v+ SSM/I #212.5-50 km %
(Kidder et al. 2000) = @ Kummerow et al. (1998) /i &5 TRMM *735 §* crpLip] % %

7 TMI A d et 48 8425 PR "% & 3 32~ 12 2 S b3 7 8 Sk 45 2+ (Visible and
infrared scanner, VIRS) o # ¢ > TMI edg jcig 5 8.1 SSM/I 5 A # T % 54 10.7
GHz it £ » I PE3 G &8 2 -k T ffdk » BLIRI-K § #0473 & 22.235 GHz # =
21.3GHz - & HE:E4p R 7304 2-1 -

85 GHz e if ehplicit AL AL § 22 £ £ 53 3 08 & 3(bl4e : TC Hr
R P i i

ni%—

)RR R MY dukd o 2@ H W H 245 o G4 @ Spencer et al. (1989) 14 '
Ko te B2 M fg B TR D i R S T R R bl T L F P A
19.35 GHz~37 GHz 12 % 85.5GHz = BAF F #5314 KiF 2 7k o ek ja th i M ATST
i o 45 ) ER-2 & 4845 Advanced Microwave Moisture Sounder (AMMS):#1
9 % & F & (blackbody brightness temperature, Tg)fe CP-2 7 i BB 7L *% & 5

BUERAa- Ko T AHFHE L Hin At 1935GHZ Te $ 5 (d k& 1T iha

13\



KF st B )fo 855 GHz Te %4 (4 Bk k 1 b ek fafg st B )G (%47 chfp B
Moo Mok TR T R G AR A T o BE R L E b SSM/ H 2 ARt RS )
51 2= s irdir 4 B en footprint 4o & 2-2 #51 o JUHE R B + ¢1185.5 GHz
fEAT R BB o Bl &% RBLPITC & £.3 A S ¥t KAk g b avk K
A0 MR F ok R AFE R TR E > Flgt 85.5GHz ¥ o * Sk BB PG
B
Kodama and Yamada (2005)4] * TRMM %% & 3§ £ (Precipitation, PR) 2 ‘= #
RFALEE 1908 £ 1 2002 # 0 A = X 61 BEh ~ = 138 BB F P wpi ks
B2 R AFE T BR T %A FE TR Y 5 89%F P A R
FIP o e A TR AR g 37% B R T ERIE] Y e o
7 1999 # 5 Typhoon Bart # - # e SI R SH - F 1 v, Fi %
R BRR R E TS B AT B oA £ R FRLER R -
Flpt Rk FE R T S O B A S TR T TR G BN IRAR B8
Bl 568~ BHEE Y B G Er o
SSM/I &_zt % % Defense Meteorological Satellite Program (DMSP) ¥&4& #u3¢ {7
B P B o dR St o i 5 102 A 4 Arac BLURIR R R 5 1400 km o — 2
3 ARF IS 0 A G 19.35GHz ~ 22.235 GHz ~ 37 GHz % 85.5GHz > % 3
22.235GHz rz ¢k 5 H fﬁﬁﬁgfﬁ’ﬁ L3 2 KThifie o 2 F] S SEiEPUE FE BRI
Bl7 L - fFh 24h 2 R BIR - BAF F 525 = > 4 1 7 aBmpI
L5 F)pt DMSP #-SSM/Il #x % &= B Es: + >+ %W 5 F-11-F-13 2 F-14 >
£ &= 23R RE & Bl(Hawkins et al. 2001) -
% 7 SSM/I e TMI ik FAL b > H s aicd % F FL 4o Advanced
Microwave Scanning Radiometer-Earth Observing System (AMSR-E) 4 %2 Special
Sensor Microwave Imager/Sounder (SSMIS) » 4 %] %_j%_2003 & 10 * 2 2005 # 8

VB4R T TR FRE R IR SSMII (1997  42)fe TMI (1998 & 4z)@ «

10



/> SSMIS fr AMSR-E #%i2 } 85 GHz #73f » @ .4 »] @& * 91 GHz fr 89GHz »
AR D 85GHZ €7 811K ehTaid o 255 51 R * - RepFpie
15 & R R § iF 537 0 Tt 1 SSMII e TMI ik s 2 B 7

B BN R b ik B BORAE 35 ¢ 5 SSM/T ~ SSM/T-2~ SSM/I~ TMI ~
MSU ~ AMSU-A £z AMSU-B % - # Xiwdp B T 40 # 2-3 (Kidder et al. 2000) »
¥ ¢t 5 AMSR-E fr SSMIS e i F L &4 2-4 (Fisher and Wolff 2010)f-# 2-5
(Poeetal. 2001) > iz #] 5 SSM/I 2 TMI e & %] j& 1997 & 2 1998 & B4y >
WE RS g S 0 B TR S o R & R A4

A~ 3 Z.41* NRL Tropical Cyclone Web Page SSM/I 2 TMI &% Z B> £ 48

ﬁp.u%&- ﬂ'\-@q ’5\‘%? J”]“#— ’ Il,}é ‘%’fg‘;mlﬁ f%‘:fr é‘%?ﬁ*‘f%fimﬁ: 'EE
2.1.2 JTWC Tropical Cyclone Best Track 7 #!

AL R B R TR KRG 2 BB E b ¥4F ¢ < (Joint Typhoon Warning
Center, JTWC) 1 best track - 34 JTWC Tropical Cyclone Best Tracks, 1945-2000
(Chuetal 2002) chdf & ¢ dp 01 & B2 58 besttrack FA e 1% 4 » &% 7§ 4
1900 & % B daehbiia P 3% B gLl (T RE 01930 & SR 4RRF RRTIE L K
SRR 0 1940 & £ 3 1080 &£ 2 B FE S @ ELp] o BT T B8 R
B 1950 # AT A R F H R A heFE S BSEPIRERR T ER
Pl s E 1950 & NAs F L el hF AL o

B R IRG R G PR H1 A e § g(Tropical Cyclone,
TC) ok 2o 45 & & BHBRD T RIT - Rotieda 1 b Rl B LAQT0
£ R h G R ELR TR S ~ > 122 Omega e GPS dropsondes & FAL {4 F 2

oo 0 B TS A 'ﬂ s ?\U*uz_)i&\*%‘??f*—'— B AL e

H3aF F e R 2 2 A1 & aniEh TR 1960 £ R4z 4 ~
it ?‘%imf‘? 7> B fs @ 45 1990 & % e SSM/I ~ QUIkSCAT wind 2 MODIS - #f
49 5 & 5> p o JTWC best track % & z 33 & # * Dvorak (1975) % &

11



% » #2 % Dvorak technique » ¢~ = = & * & ¢ ¢ % § % {4 (Geostationary
Meteorological Satellite, GMS) iz ¢k & 2 # 8L £ 2 ] » £ H82F 5 2 % ik
e g o A1 ¢ e (Central features, CF) 2 ¢t B %25 & 45 #c (Banding
features, BF) » ¥+ 8 2 B = &4+ i~ 477 18 ) Tropical number (T-number) - 4 5
bl AT REF TP BTG 5 B> A T-number ¥ 12 &3 5 Current Intensity
number (Cl-number) > & ¥ = ¥ 25 E 5% M RN T Wk G X bR
peb s U o B sy R P 0 BEL FlRp R E R - HIFFA KD
MR R PSS 2T RAENI T FP TR F R LEIIRA NG T
P EFFIG R R oM ¥ YT AR 33 e TCso 4o 33 «0% ¢ Dvorak technique
HRATY B G B x bo# & P> Fp Tonumber & 5 € 7 #k AL 0 7 E
How 2w RRTAHTCs o2 2 8% L i - Erickson(1972) 547 7 553 ¢ 4p
At % Cl-number % iz B89 b g s h#%£ 5 11-16kt> @ * 5 & TC e
WRERLEE TCEHE AR ER - & EF- #%& 4& > Dvorak (1973) 3 #& 7|
BA B 4o B Fh BRI E 3] a0 Cl- number~frTC<'-’rvJ N RN I T -~ e
POl RME R G TEDOTHpF ;I TETCRA R > d Guard et
al. (1992) ke3¢ ¥ 45 1972-1987 716 & fF » & A & T ZE e S ppldx k4x b >
1988 & fs @ A & T EFRILF LR AL > et JTWC 4 & & * Dvorak
technique % 3+ d A = T X ech & » E 3] 2003 & B 40 % S Weh 2 #4380 %2
FEERPIFHRGER ) B ARk D RPBER TG R .

Chu et al. (2002) ereport ® 3 3| > Dvorak technique ¥t TC =5g & i5 25 4p 2
R B BRI F R e (RELR] ~ W 2 g BLR)) B R 0 - Dvorak
technique ¥ 23 2 F R TC % B > 1113 B L K p A BINA - 5 — Lk 58
BUPIDZ AR RER - % - EIEIRE A A 793R £ - @ ¥ Dvorak technique

ARERY T Lol R E B33 MR P B g B h P 2 Bl
FALRFDET T o5 77 DR AR FL g M TC aB & o
t s RSk (Concentric Eyewall, CE) 12 % b % 4% 47 (Eyewall
Replacement Cycles, ERC) £ TC B % it 3 7 b % > £ £ &7 A K& 2

M2 WY PR 0« L e 7 & Dvorak model A2

et
s

—v

50 R0 A B 7L 0 Veldenetal. (1998) % E 7 objective Dvorak
12



technique (ODT) - #- Dvorak technique :13g3F i 1 L2472 4 i A2 7] T %
SR EA T 0 2t AT A 1Tk fE & Man-Computer Interactive Direct
Access System (McIDAS) - © & #1447 8 b ¥ »ﬂi?l >R Rgo TP
rEEF P OZTREH Nt ATA T L2 ERREAR T AR R B A
B ASE AL L R enmh R o # P4l 10 BER 0§ 346 BREA B &
LR HE R 0 2 R 40 Dvorak Technique 2 ODT sh gl it 0 Ja doei i3
H_d #7F & 47 ¢ < (the operational tropical analysis centers, TAC) & 47 e % » & o1
ARSI ZVFERRBIOR R BRIEIF S o F RIS 3 ODT e 35
8.34hPa > @ I A 473 i eh¥a 425 10.61 hPa > &+ ODT eha 47 ddiTd %
BB o 2B A TSR SR MRREZ AT A Y R d R T
£ @ﬁ;}l TC i~ °

Kossin and Velden (2004) 4]* ODT w3t h ? <k 5 5 BZ iT? WG
B boi# 2 besttrack FALRUCEL BT WR G M B E 4

li

Mo TRk B3t

..C_

BRVFERRARE S FRAF o RE GRAVFERR 355 233N R
AR TFER R+ )’]*u{;fw's TP MBSO G o Wiy B R G o H R T
HrA TR RETH FRAF Hu%@ Mo PR TTRERAR T ERHR
A R H R R R 0 Ed T ReH O~ 2 s T m ik TERISE I E
EERReh ¢ ST R L B > BEAR A € PRk 5 R 0w Z_ODT AR
*ZERRE B R RAE o FIP 0 23.3°N At o HURE TR R R RN 0 R o B
FAPE RIS AR ER ¥ s R TRARERIS B AR 8RR A E S
23.3°N 11> G3hageh 52 B PI#G5E 4p i %7 3 & Landsea et al. (2004) g4 ¥

-

3

-—az

TC en@ o & B %t 975 hPa > * Dvorak technique &3+ TC 5 A& & 25°N 12zt ¢
FRGOEA s PRPEFZTCHE » B AR HIIRL A L6 R AR

FPARH I ERIEFF A e A BB R TR E R
R 33 > T %ﬂ@wTCm&owﬂgﬁ@p”:ﬁ%wﬁ’@iﬁﬁﬂ

Dvorak technique &3+ ¢ TC 55 B %% F chiF B T » ¢ F 34 7% & - Olander et al.
(2004) # & 7 Advanced objective Dvorak technique (AODT) » ¥ 2 iz 3+ TC 2 3*%
4 & enzs & 0 4~ 7 Dvorak technique 15 AR & 2 (R 2 A% > ¥ 2 ¥ 1 p

it TC P iz » Ay @ 4 AODT 3+ TC % RFL ] o 7 2004 #
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TIS s d AR BLPIBNE T RGRE hA BT > JTWC P AR Sk Bt meh
5 & «1¥_Advanced Dvorak technique (ADT), €. % > p # it ~ & glogljir > H
T-number 4= Cl-number s & F0- ODT 3 P & enzx 3L (Velden et al. 2006; Olander
and Velden 2007) -

Velden et al. (2006) # #| Hurricane Charley (2004) 2.5 ERC > " {8 P 4§ M X5
iR od VAKE LA RNZBHE TCRARAMEMRE > BEIEFA - 2B @
FRPEPI TR AT %1 & R FlE - ixﬁmé—ﬁ% iLavw Ak Rnz
Bl 2P bk ? T ERIZALR 2RI [EDE -0 W IRE
i ",f TSR BRI 0§ R B S TR Y ARBLRIT] ) FIMMIR S G F 5 AT
T A AL R TR B E TC % A - Bankert and Tag (2002) 41 * K 51T 482
(K-nearest neighbor, K-NN);# & ;2 i&{7 TC 38 B fz 3+ » & f* ¢ * 1988-1998 & #* %
TE <G FEE B REL 142TCs (o3 P iR > 27 042 & SSM/I Bicik &
85 GHz F#Lird' R » 98 £ FHLiT TC 3 & w3tk » # 3 & RMSE % 19.8
Kt 4o B3Zge b 20 50 g R 4o » T80 50 B RMSE & % 18.1kte ¥ ¢h B 5 %
Advanced Microwave Sounding Unit (AMSU)# & % 2+ TC 3 & 7 & % (Brueske
and Velden 2003; Herndon and Velden 2004; Demuth et al. 2004; Spencer and
Braswell 2001) » ¢~ = .41 * AMSU ¥ 3| TC ek « S 4f - ¢ B L TC %A B

Ptz it 2001 & chB s T g § RFEZ FoE L 11ShPar AR L 5 123
hPa » H % % # 1827 Dvorak technique % 3| s4p & » ]2t ¥ 10 @i B4 4% AODT
¥ e TC % & - Hoshino and Nakazawa (2007) | €_~ 47 % 3 1999-2003 +#
TRMM/TMI enfek ik & &R B 2 JTWC best track 74 TC 3 & § %47 ch4p B
fo £ 2 1% QUIKSCAT h H-Falieii it 4t By 2)u1 3 4p M Gficps 3 R
RentFpe  £a % Xig 8 2004 2cnTCa A& o s P73 P F I > MOAF i 4o
10 GHz & 19 GHz s4p Bf |+ &4+ > 4p B T2 8icfr RMSE 4 %] 5 0.7 fv 6 m sthax
TC % A& % 1t 1 -2 best track 4p B 124 254 47 o iz £ 3 307 JEen TC &
Bodaa Al R RPN TCEAL ¢ s > FIpt 320 TC A5 = 01 2 4%
E A EEBFLREF FUIRET R dFL o a b P Y L ¢ TR
B o

AEF R * g R F Ok p JTWC best track s @ & a4~ T3 ¥ 4 2 {4
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BRI TR ke 0 besttrack 5 & %3+ % #rdf Dvorak technique o e 8.7 8k i
AT RRHF R R R R R AR F R
Dvorak model 42 » zx & F TC 3 & fR4R ¥k & € Mok Fk Tkl 4e » > & fab

EFHRFTCRA 2 FmE T ERAGB R - FLYF ~ o & La00 ok Fh
FAGER 2R PR G A » JTWC S TCHARFFHFTELE - 2 iF
1% AMSU i B 2 © (558 2004 & B 45 4 |+ (http://amsu.ssec.wisc.edu/)# &
TC % & & 3+ % National Hurricane Center (NHC) ~JTWC-~NOAA/SAB 4= Air Force
Weather Agency (AFWA) £ % %4 M 2 G-t H gk e w L L > o 7b > H g ¥
ZP e TC </ Fe 5%+ 7 TRMM - SSM/I Z B] » # 4 » 7 automated
tropical cyclone forecast (ATCF) package #2 (Brueske and Velden 2003)- 4p i - &%=
TR 22004 #£2 SR T LR KERBEE SR PR R G35F
£ A7 W BB g o TR JTWC c58 R fo i B 49 vt 500 = > 8
BERET o AFELRYIJTWC FHEF 4 hf & -

2.1.3 STIPS 73t

A3 ¥ ek i * 850-700 hPa{+ 700-500 hPa 4p %F:% & (relative humidity, RH)>
850-200 hPa #-% J *» ~ SST » /& ¥4 7 & (Ocean Heat Content, OHC)% Maximum
potential intensity (MP1, Emanuel 1997) » & #L &k Jk % Statistical Typhoon Intensity
Prediction Scheme, STIPS) (Knaff et al. 2005) -

DeMaria and Kaplan (1994)% & — Szt ;8 k3p4R < & EehEERh %% A & 12 h~
24h~36h~48h 2 72 h i+ - s Statistical Hurricane Intensity Prediction Scheme
(SHIPS) » 1 & 3g4r 1989 & % 1992 & & » 12 % > #1982 & % 1988 & [ criip %
SRR o xR § iF 2 RELIR L Bl 8 7R 1 47 W 7 (standard multiple
regression)cfa= 2 iR (FIEAR 0 HAFHF]F ¢ 7R A4 CBAE e 2 e
sk #-4 £ ~850-200 hPa s B *» » 1% 200 hPa jff i & & £ i & g & 54T

H% oL R2h B RFHRDOLEETHRR T § G FF AFHRDL SR
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10-15%75f-% » @ 24 h v b s R A FEAR S e o b - R A SHIPS #i2
79 #1993 & 2_ {8 & Hurricane Research Division & sV 4t F & % » & 1996 & 2_{& »
H ~ NHC e + 5g4R ¢ - DeMaria and Kaplan (1999)#- SHIPS #-5¢ { #7% ¢ i#
IR TE S AERANSHIPS 550 ¢ 0 SFEERE TG A A S A TSR o
L tie- w1 SHIPS Bt pIER * 2B AT X A8 1 TC Ry 28 ¢
TR PO DS BLIR B S B IR R S B v e SHIPS b 5% 3 12%:iE
4 - DeMaria et al. (2005)* { #7 SHIPS #i-3% » 2 & ez § 40 » TC fopis + pF
WHECHIER o M2 R TFEPFT R AL 5 X o ¥ hRTIRL 4o~ Geostationary
Operational Environmental Satellite (GOES) channel 4 (10.7 ym)=% & E & T3 >

R fEE PR AT B 18 Bl as 4 7 (Oceanic heat content, OHC)» iz OHC

\T’

)

=
1—:‘

4 X EEF RS 5NN - GOES Ttk X T¥K R 12h 1 72h
g T M T% 7 GOES fofirk il % - T4 & 50 °W i1 & chfs BN - e d 7 <

H e T2h i53EaF 5 35 %enE A o

B
-

Knaff et al. (2005) & A #-fp iz 28 ¥ 3 & A =~ T X 58 & 03 aR o Fp3F 50
#i & Statistical Typhoon Intensity Prediction Scheme (STIPS) > g 4R P& 5 % » p&
FiE s 12h 23k B 2 5FE3E3R %]+ B~ p Navy Operational Global Analysis and
Prediction System (NOGAPS) - HoV AT SHIPS B+ & F e % agiv o 7]

gt AFTy i STIPS crfp i3 & ~ 8 b *» 1 2 SST TR EFFAE ©

2.2 L 2 WHFHATLE Y

Poe (1990)41 * Backus-Gilberttheory & #7# v % f#47 & pcd Fh TAH -
85.5 GHz chifieh FALI#4T A ¥ & F 1 1-2km» Fp 7 2 gLipl 5] TC chph 314
(Hawkins et al. 2004, 2006) - ¢* - & 3 & = /2 (resampling method) ¥ 1z s 4F 22 {F &4
FHE R OT AR R 2 X AU Sofic(antenna gain function) sy B R4 R o pdt
% Z B %l = 800x 800 pixel 7jpeg #% > ¥ £.d =4 (R)~ % ¢ (G)2 E¢ (B)
Z R e oo d YR Fh 0T R R (Swath width)dic ] o fick R 2 Bl eh

16



FEFRAT G ERG TR A TSI A d BRI e sk R L 2 B
eF Lok 2§ % oh AU A KO3 % (Hawkins et al. 2001) o & gt 4 F 3R & BT e

LA ehd §0 A PF g B R-G Ao B ehiifple » ¥ ¢h s LA 2 G AR SUE
29 ¢ LR G{rBhigdos 255 Fp ot 1% i B e Mok R E 2 W
it RA T LD W R AR SR SAE 0 ME - B pixel G s
i E R G B o L JFd 5 BB B A i Ren Te o Tl A p

TE I E RS 2B AF B pixel F hTge

23 2 MR B A2
B b AR R DRSS AT RE SRR Te A SN R
(Cartesian coordinate)d = ™ @&k ¥ = 5 f Bherdg & 12 (polar coordinate). @ & kb ¥
o TR b B ehie B 8 %4 JTWC éhbest track b2 iT s 2 BIPE B 2hehiz B o
ML A -3 B BRE FARR R N AR 4]0 RER | YR e
FEE 0 SRR Ak PP s T &4 £ 5 B pixel (7 10km) > 7 €
WERGH G PP L ARR A S B K R RR R 3 Y
Hh K F S AReh A AW RFH ALK > N R E R o

Tie- W @ IR e Ak s F AT 0 S o vhE 5 R pixel 43

ETIAS

- BbinTit- ZTim> FRASREE T T, F ¢ @R8B3 v
1 Tg & T 3aE ) 2 % X (6) o
A %% Kuoetal.(2009)s7#7 7 » 3 B - B> 2K 8B 7 b > w T A
TEPRERE > RERERT IS BHERE
(1) 2% & B2 o JEARER P 150 km R > 275 - B Ted * E(H
AR EEGE R ) e B Te i ] BE(HIAPH IR B)L R o
(2 FEin b 5 (D) BRF R RS> R > HAHEINE S fodo] Bl & Tamax
= Gouter_ minT T Bouter min 7© TBmax = Ginner_mint TBinner_min ©
Q) B EFQ)fcQ)BEEE > FEEFE Teouter min = 230K o
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(4) FEeni " &3 5B = p L 3BHEE-

(6) EF M 4 BHRAEL &R R ARG Y 0 E2BR G
T gouter minds F FEE A -] %+ 50km o *
H? o Temax 5 s 38 T~ B Tg > Trouter min (Couter min) & & 3% Tg #F i 5
o E e T (Te #%2 £) Tainner min (Ginner min) = & 3% Tg P Rl& -] B Tg (Ts
L) -

FPQ)BIEEELL T A8 B =t > Tl dmoat 2 FRAEEHE (2
BAEE L Fminmoat KA A $ () BEE E L 0 ot P & 49 5 (Kuo
etal. 2009) ; % (4) B &£ 5 7 mTt - Rh LS i $O) B iR
BE Lt Bl i e 2 2

Bl 2-1 &2 1997 & 9 * 12 p 0051Z =7 Typhoon Oliwa % | 2. £ 4 B2 % 8
A i Te 3 n Bl > AR 2-1(C)7 NiF H g a3 B Tete | &> A5 5 p ¢
Pl > Ah— BiR< EAIE > MR L moate LR FIA R #EI e S RYEHE
AR AT R RE R B R G i R AR F ARl AT AR
Bl 2-2 # %] & 5 2= CE <> Typhoon Oliwa (1997) 12 2 ;2 3 2} = CE 1 Typhoon
Vamco (2009) s Z B2 Tg & 8 B = w crfie 2|5 o 48 2-2 ¥ &+ » Oliwa
8 B Tegdlm s & P 5 By:E CE a2 m 23 2= CE ¢ Typhoon Vamco
BIE7 % &% (5) B2 > ¢F e i AR 2 BT 5 000 A ¥ A b o

TR ERED ET RN 15 EhiEs ZRIVGEFERBRER B X £
2-6 w3l * @& * ASSM/ 2 TMI Brid ik 2 B> 2 & 1% 1 b e % HET R
Peab e B#icp foi dfic> A - £ 5807 26774 kAR FE T B 0 £ 24t
234 BEERBACLFE Z B 77 BERIGERL X 05 BEREERE BX o H ¢

FRRLEFETEESEY S E TR

! Mﬂwmﬂ\sk%wf@,.g PG A ERRIFER T Ry — Ry SR £25% 0 £ ¢ Ryfr Ry
A B G PR e PR %’wﬁm*ﬁﬂrﬁ? ML ERE S PR A X ek P oS B PRO Z RS
#E]ﬁm’ Bl RRER P o0 A L RERC) 0 A PREE BE AP R O)REE RS L R
1 - B BEOEREET G R o
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hghit AL 4R ehd £ b > Hawkins etal. (2004)i * b Bz )X [ i 5
SRR > AFT 7 E & 5/8 chfE vt Hawkins et al. (2004) 48 8 B3 > (Bho s
e 6/8 SR N T 65 BB R gARNETL ERBERE 0 AP Y D AL
53 P BEemoat frdy 5k et PR x 2 FURES F 0T 0 2 RS EHAL E
R enEpo b e b (T3t > TPt 3% 5/8 SR o

R E-EP AT S TET P PR (o) ~moat F & (do) 4 & h P
ERMW)ed Beh ¥ oo it N PR Ted ] i ¥ {80 3 :E Tg = 0.5 X Ginpert
Tainner VBT 3&% 5 P PRAE L8 o AU BLE w ?hiE T moat en T * =% > $liE Tp
= 0.5 X Gouert Toouter 77 % > H A enfEHL T & 5 moat TR > T Tg = 0.5 X Gouert
Taouter 77 Te = 0.5 X Ginnert Tginner 2= & © B 18 > &% & Tg = 0.5 X oytert Trouter
b0 fZe th 3] T = 0.5 X Goutert Thouter 5718 Tk 2 G TR - § AL FAE
ZROEL ¢ SLERGORE P RN SRERENTg 6 § 4 NP ER
P4 L J5(rg) ~ moat B & (do) 14 % HER (W) > B THE R ER R &

GEEZBPFR OIS BE crp~do ™ E Wos FRIER () o
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i %4 7 NOAA = # cimg #p (warm episode) 2 /4 # (cold episode) s » &2
CE®#k i& {7 15 # stz o 4 Nifio Index®# $]+0.5°Cr-0.5°C 2 4 5 % ¥ pF » &
LW E LY TR kR INCEP F > gk
http://www.cpc.ncep.noaa.gov/products/analysis_monitoring/ensostuff/ensoyears.sht

o Bl 3-1 CE®Rh )= =% X &+ (B 3-1a)» 1 E g2 8+ vl 7 ()
3-1b) > B ¥ Baw s chCERR 5 fd A 5 T ERF A 0 7 hh T LR 3
BEhAstEREOERVETRAGRRE > TP ARCE. ¥ - 25 0 F4 AE
F2 P CERR -+ 9 F 60%% 2 & 150°E K »gtet % F 0 a2 agdppE
CEXy & chig B %R B fat - B L 1 14° Jp| o p chph i > = T A lid ok
ApE H o g e > Bt g g S s ¢ A e e h A ECERR o @ R
b CERR 2525 d ) P A X g BERERRS o Vb CERR 2 &
NEERFFE L AR AFEAA FR CEA R T g R K
EER AT IEOFRERE -

B 3-2 5% CERh Hicp 1997 3 2011 & FPeng "B it gpd Ao B Ao ~

S fer ¥ pEH o BlY AEor CEWEh #icp 2 5 4 =301 F pFEp (40 ¢ 2003 2 2005
%)~ H % 5 ae g (4o 11997 22002 £ 2004 %) 5 2 A4 W CE R HeP B
g 2000 £ A A CERE #iP A PHPFE S 2 8P 75 5B 4 31
LFEET  ®wP AP Er ¥yt dh #p ~CE®RR #p ~ B Xk
TirEch o AR A N ant b e FILip 15 £ kiAo 0 i CERR A & 3 1-3
P Fltaetp e 3B fBEEa YA X CERZHFV YL FEHSILE
B2 L Y36 % o prRatlpd ARk #cp B0 o R FHFE A 0

B A4 CEReh PBch 1 bl ® > @ B K PEH 2 SRR chlicp 253 S0

% Nifio 3.4 in% 342 (5°N-5°S, 120°-170°W)z+ & SST anomalies 3 % ? efs % L 32 o
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B s an) CERR 2 Xt p 5 eh22 B 5 L0 ¥ I 1242
Flut o g g vt B 7 0 A = CE o iRl d deefdp ehs T A Rl R Ap gt 2o pE
oo WL g o g2 R i lcy ) 1 R VBl g
2 RER oy G RBHE A s\CEoﬂf gz ek s sl T EaE B4 SRk

9% 3B mlfﬂ};‘f["_]_'#'ﬂi:ﬂﬁﬂj Q5 25 > R EegdyTiaa B2 4 X CE Rl

\"‘5\-

7R D
"

PR 120 28 fcr ¥ EHRG5 04 B 0.8 B » T BE% AT » o5&

5 5K
'

énhn

ek 2 A bRg o R L CE®R chd St B 8 0 R E P ATF]F b E AR
CE®Rh 04 = o

Bl 3-3 74 schndcp 2 TR %t v CE®Rh (95 B CE
Whv-£F 73B)2AAT100 2B 2 A:A(95 B CERR ¥ - £ 60
#)eCE 2 = % Categories4 {o 5 chip & o B 3-3 )2 R it ? > &
BT 2 HhA BB CERRE VT HFER AT-9 Y 53 > FHS T
PR320k -Remp 5-9 7 2 o RSB CERLE 2 SRV RWh B
FHBIF P RN R R KA CERE 2 A F- Thded oo

B 34a i CERRE? AR~ lich o &5 347 B R b 2 1997-2011 &
A& 4220 (77 Bk )4 & CERh » H ¢ 86% (66 % CE #h )¢ if 7|
Categories 4 §= 5 > @ 7 53%¢7 Category 4 ~ 80%:72 Category 5 #. b € 8 2 & 2
A= CE 2t > Bl7 + H7 < ¥ 34% (63%) Category 1 (Category 4)1% + e b )
= CE o y*# 7 % % & Kossin and Sitkowski (2009) 4t~ & ¥ 3 Ap iy > &5 73
RO USHmBR € s GH T L35 = CE &4 22 1 T0% % Categories
35HER € 2GR A LT - P CE> B Py s FIR>T-9 7 1t 4qed
s 1 iy & NI CE. *1‘]&’13:1% TS5 fc® 3-34p 02 - B 3-4b 5 CE #h A) = pF
R BEOBPETICETNALBIRORAETAS »d AP 3 TR
CERh t? &4 2511 CE> Fp— £4 95 BH% > 7 B 3-4at 77

Rk o B 3-4b 35 115 62%¢:H CE % h % Categories 4 fo 52 = » pb | 4 vt 1t ]

21



JMak M - EF CERHIFRLI S GHFNB 3R -2 GHFERBR
2 CE 25 Prersg B -4 T — & (71 i o

B 3-5 5 P PR 2 A2 (ro) ~ moat %A (do) ~ F PR R (Wo)$2 CE 2 = chig &
(Vmax) 0B 72 - B P &7 4 B %82 § dofowo 7 $ & enhf i% - 2 coefficient of
determination (R?) % 0.43> # & Sdc2 ¥ 2§ M B chip tn‘_"éf gtz by 4 B 3-5d ~
] 3-5e o) 3-5 #77% ro > do > Wo A S| 3832 F 87 Vina § ¥ e0dp W12 0 fe L304E ¥
Vimax %= @ - IR L PR AL 320 El ro~ do fr Wo ¥ 35 & %E ¥ Vimax
o) reh o R £ (SD)S F AE eI f o BT Gt e CERR ¢ o H AL T

;F_’;J]'E’sz ’ I{LL’Lﬁ;&ji 1 CE %& y I 3g X /J |ﬁ—\ s m SD %Fl—r LLQ&—\ m%ﬂ}i

3.2 P REER i & I Rt

] 3-6 % 2002 & Typhoon Sinlaku = Typhoon Nida ii& % Z Bl 2 L 5%k &
PlenTg2lo > BRI G MG B2 2 HHEOS BLa THRET > VAR L &
TRR AR oA BRE 8 CESH o Flt Tg3le ¥ 3853 A B Teie )
B - Bt @ B7 4 B P H e ERC it > BlP TS BB REE
R G CE 2 & s B0 bR b (8 pRofhenifAz 0 e £ CE A+ % {2 24h
5 B % 1t Fr= 24 I o Typhoon Silaku &35 = CE & > 5% & X3 P B it »
A2 (SRR RS ok AP - 4220 5 e ERC 5% (Black and Willoughby
1992) » @ Typhoon Nida .25 = CE = » 3 & PP g e 33 > )= 2 {5 B 5 & W
5% > i&#7 Sitkowski et al. (2011)f- Kuo et al. (2009)# 3 # # % CE Bk 3s & %
L AR R - R TR L E S F AR 15 & F 4% T X CERR
5 R T ket o
LiE- BT CEBR chig B %1 > A pbgeh 752 CE %15 24 h ehig B
%1t A% PN-PP-NP4 NN- 5 - B3=2 7P(N)4 7 CEA,%% 24h 1 CE 3}
NP RIF T AR A (F3) ¥ BF A AP(N)A7 CEAj= 3l CEA) = {2

24h erdg B 4F T S B Ae (R 33) 0 b4 PN &7 CEj=w 24h 5 & 3% » CE
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A 15 24N 3 B AR o m R BIRA T AP RRR ¢ oo FEGEHER 200 km
BEPIG o @A CEREBARLLUPE F L EF AT R LB
c B34k E2CENFTR R - T8 AEE 2 AP X RR > FPaAp
B-CEMR B4 b E AR PR LEFTASE 4B 37 B A9 1/2
HCEBR(O5 BY h48 B) > CEA R Rfrd G AR RDPFF L > £ 18h
o] o AR U3B5 B) B EFE A AR AL 30h s a B P 3l BBE o E
CE @R d PR AEAFRF30h L aigdd 4 14 % %= CE

ik Fh OBBRCENSEFL &2 &P F - XX ARaw (S 24N

bl

ﬂ;ﬁg

=

P 4B BERCEA R ehdhxmR2530h 1t a4l
+ PP o

Bl 3-8 5 PN-PP-NP{cNN &4 L3055 %L - Y 7597 44% (36
BBE)E>PNenggdl @ 2 e en27 BB %P5 Categories4 v 5> # * 2 CE
254 pE T $a5g R B4 AR Y Boskeno R 0t H s Al s 6-10msT o F
"L 5% R g 35 o @ PP o NN #24]en CE & ®| b 17 (21%)4+ 20 (25%) & i % >
@ NP ea58 > > 75 8 B (10%)B % - B 7 &7 NP v PP chip % CE )= 2
SR ER A BEF O 2ANABE R R AR > = E 60hABF A KR53 o ¥ e AINN
o NP ehip & & CE#eh 2)= % {8 60 h B e I > 38 % chd < B3 03 et &
A AR RFEE28A N CERRE A AR RAE FE 2 A CEA L
930h BREA 7 > <~ X 65% CE®h 2 CEA)j w3 R W5 » @ 5 69%: CE
B b o CE 25 =0 {8 58 B k33 o

% [ 3-6 ¥ - Typhoon Sinlaku §= Typhoon Nida 4 %] &>t PN 4= NP g 7] »
BEAR e CEA) 2 2 18 o PR A FRAR b ot #7 P~ % > iz 4 Typhoon Nida 7 NP 4
4 & L PP e NN 487 8- dntin s CE &b % A # 1

Bk WA FTH KA JTWC chbesttrack > 82 2% JTWC ehdeh % B 37 i §

$ AR e

ﬂ\q.

é’__%,}; '%‘K [ P IR S P E f’?l*’ﬁ%"}#ﬁd? ?‘f’r’ﬁf



JTWC #2004 & 2_ {5 ¢ * ADT enfjiFiz PRl 3 & © 53 (F i R F it d

F2 5B MO PR TG R 5 R T 4 3] JTWC (e £ 54

% 33744 CERR % & % #54] » STIPS 7k ch€-% b (850 -200
hPa) ~ SST ~ i & #2 ¢ & RH ~ OHC 4= MPI % CE 2} = 0 15 24 h ch-T 35 & 27 {228
£ 4299452 CERR VX chT %R o 2 T% R > NN B 27,2 R
BB (223N)r 28 £ (34%8] » 27 NNBZ 8¢ AHRREDRLHL L
@ PP B % A, & A B K (18.8°N) » BE R dopt » e £iE 4 BEEA)F % 4 SST ¢h
Wt ERF P REALRE > R NNgEA A CEA *2 (8024 h ™ "5 % > K5
L 12C e B b7 o BANNFA G SR EG > £ H CEA) =7 fr
g Plend-F b 2§ 0@ NP A enT B8 ) o 2B aFi s 150 NN
fe NP #g Al s CE#eh 72 = > @ NP#EA 2 CEA) s (S end-B B 73 4§ 7 40
NN % > NP 4o NN 4 %3 4 £ % 85ms fr 1.5ms™ » &7 it £ NP #54] 5 & &
AR F o A PP PN B R & CEA) & @ #rill @5 ihdd b 7 482G P
Ben® it > A CEASA {8 85 M tecrdB % o e 5 NN e 5 0 NP 33
HAeg b o RH P » Mk RH %% & 70-75% > % & P % % & 60-65 %2 /F >
MR ARHHRARE I NP A 0 A H A CEZ) S5 40a) 2 g o ¢ K coip $R A
JEEF VAT AP CEA R IR E o 0 4 F AP R I 40 e

#Al¢ > CEA)= {5 24 h éhT 35 RH Tgrsﬁgg%c @ Bl R R ARl 0 H

T
o
avs Z
A
4y
3

7NN #EA e R %t § 2% & OHC + » & PP #3]¥ » OHC
A B Ak > B0 CE A& e & 18 NP 43] ¢ OHC 8 i+ PP
MR TALF FIs R s 0 AR MERER T - 2 RS & MPI
oo BB {e OHC 224 4p i > PP agalenimd+ » $17 CE A= {24724 h | NP

A W=t >t PP agd| o el MPI» EMgpF T "E o 8RB F1F h T 305 R X 4
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RGP B ERT g IR RB TS AR P CERR B AR DE

CE 1% 2% CE ¢hich 5 A ‘' #hoB 3-95 524 4% CE ehieh 14 &3
B RGP ow ko A5 CE el h B A) = CE PFensg & 17 o ] 3-9a
{®] 3-9b 3 3 % b (Categories 4 §- 5):h5s & % 1~ » @ B 3-9c fr®] 3-9d % 35 &b
(Categories 2 v 3)c5g & it o Bl ® & > % CE ¥R foix 7 7= CE hEh
ARt o ARV LG R R A R > e d 3 A CE ek AR A 1S i R R
Rl » a3 CERR frity 2j= CE ek /A Bl A* 0% > 33
CE®h ) mfsenig REM2EY | > ST 8- 25 R -mn 35 CE®Rb

Wi CERR » XS Bt F > REBEART SN o d B398k T 0 &

X F A5 CE endgh 4pt 0 CE Mg b 4p ¥ 835 & PF A 40058 ca%g & > @ 2hfid 3 5 o
B 3-10 4 & F]= L @ A % T X 16 # P54 CE~i2f 25 % CE ehip % >

£ Emanuel (2000)#;:;##*,% Pede 2 LR h 0 @A S TET2H R E0A

BE56 BiEEk T rd S A RRETE T Apt o ¥ fh e e Knaff et al.
(2003) 7% 7 o F73t 6 B ~ & 323 F1FREER (annular hurricane, # < % 14 annular
hurricane #ci) > 14 annular % 4 = PR ETE TR AP e s PaTy ¢ %
d1 annular hurricane A 38 S B E RSB SR » L A Ay P d 4 X T Em
CE®eh = CEAj= {5218 h o > 38 & 33+ annular hurricane { %% > @ X3 7
= CE ehdgh H % & % i 484 22 Emanuel (2000)e#7 7 % % 4p i » B § Aip s en
Fa gt Emanuel (2000)587 § 5 % 0 B33 A Ak - B BIY L AR 0 22
3 2= CE engeh 4pt > CE Wehb 4p ¥ dF £ pF R 3 ch3g & o Kuo et al. (2004,

2008) 87 5 ¢ Fe B o) A AR AR B E B ML FRIER T 0 S B
LAz CERfE » & CEA)= " - BiE PR R 5 R §5 7 i g 1l
AL A5 CE - 24 i 22 Hendricks et al. (2010) 4% £-i& 3 5 0 TC B % 47
W i et g P 4444 2003 £ 3 2008 & o & At TUX R R SR K0

195ms™ 24 hfi s P BE 24 44 Bk 2 81 B B % 82284 381 CE
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Wb BPEEHE Rk £ R L A24h P RS B nE CE R P
6B CE#APFRE? Akdurpzis> ZF310° > ®h )= CEwRAER
ol eniE S Ap i o

B3Il s~ it hfrr ¥ REY RN P2 FHCERE X8
141% > H T35% R fRce o & F A 2 CE R § 4 Bk 42% > 2 A
CEms Rl ¥4 484 05ms? > ® & 4 CE2)2 % 24hfr48h pF » ag 4
4 X CE®RR %A 9% 16mst 2 57ms? & CEA52 15 24h4-48h p > g
2L CERR BRI FEHAL 2HCERE % 4ms 22 33mste @ ¥
LA X CERR %A &, CEw s B L] » 253 CE 155 B 33
ﬁ&iﬁﬁ’#ﬁ{ﬁ£$i$ﬁmE%&%ﬁﬁ&@ﬁu”’Aﬁﬁﬁ%ﬂﬁ
Bt X CERR ) L Bnl7 % B Ti05 B3 > ¥ &2,% CE 2
WA - % 0 A% CE (SR Pd 33 » WAL AN CE R T 5 R RS
rLeh s oy R A g BIEFH B R o

Bl 3-12 5 % 3 F]F SST -~ 850-200 hPa = | *» ~ 850-700 hPa #p ¥+:% & >
r2 % 850-500 hPa tp ¥R R "ER A e it » jd L m iR R Y > P F o nfia K &
PALIITERE T AT EERERRMK  FM THa 3 CEA)2 % (8 24 h
wﬁ%aﬁ&ﬁ@ﬁ’ﬁ%%%hiﬁ@aﬁ%@ﬁﬁ’ﬂﬁaJ'ﬁ¢&§z
WA AL S RS A RPERLZES] NG 09T & ¥ YL
PHLI3C A HREAAEE NG LTC L2 h 7 > FlomI itk
R FpE e R  ARH P FliEps A R F R
ﬁﬁ*%ﬁgi%i#’lﬁiiﬁ%é{ﬁ%¢%§RH#ﬁ%ﬁo

¥

d P IRBEH LT E g RS APRR o R CERh A4 ST

9

_‘;’%ﬁfiﬁi%ﬁw)%?Féif*’k?pt“%ﬁi%ﬂ ARk TEFER %&4‘%\;1‘4”?&1&”"
PERFAAREY Bk X TGNV RN, R AR ALCHUpN gl

ARERACEA % Tio4giE 28 Com P L3 b RSB ERYT 5 CERR 2 =
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/
“ L
SRR SR
e udk SEPS R =3
41 FPBRh SRR

513 CESH®i > - —f—I?‘J"ff"’ 5 BBE e FTHREY CRERTIKR
3 %) 200 km shge BIp 0 42 Gk 2 BlORE R fE4T R 0T 12 h ehip ko Bt - K
3 70 T B ki (7 L30T 7 ki3t e 287 3 4t @ Hawkins and Helveston (2008) »

- -’f—ﬁfﬁp\ T34 ke CEA) R 1S mf;”}%%‘l“ :
(1) Eyewall replacement cycle (ERC) : P 2 % 20 h 4 b Pl B 1% o

(2) No replacement cycle (NRC) : $% 4 #h gl ~ sV 300 PRl 2 p p2gg 4. 20 h
[0 T
(3) Concentric eyewall maintained (CEM) : CE %4 83% 426 20 h » #p FF = 3k
FEZROPRAG SR LS &84 5 CE4 A aI gk o
Ayt 20h 5 AR% k43R CE e fe @ i L7 5 9957 5 BLRLE % (B
4 Kuo et al. 2004, Willoughby et al. 1982, Willoughby and Black 1996)fr#i-5¢ ik
(%4 = Ortt and Chen 2008, Terwey and Montgomery 2008, Qui et al. 2010, Zhou and
Wang 2009) ¥ > ERC i Az ghar 4 @ 20h rop o Kf z_*k > Sitkowski et al. (2011)
Fpvdkr > BB e CEhERC T30 ) 36 h > @ Wk gl T
CE 4 = chpF v B Ep T 35% & 18 hy Bk B8P 2 7h B ERC % =
PR AP e PR{ES BRI ERC T35 R X 5 18h Flpt Ak 2 20h iF 5 &
i o
*F= 5 ¢ ERC B%- £+ 37 #(53%) » CEM $ 16 (23%) > @ NRC § 17
BR4%) 279 3¢ 7 5 CEpR > ¥ AP ez Y FHEHHRT CEfe
annular 4 - B 4-1 5 3 AHCESHR M FLZH 2 Telo “E PR
it B TgE Rle v 5 Bt 3 fHfLend if T35 . 2000 # 5 Typhoon Saomai

5 ERCenipx » & CEA)= {5112 h p 24§ i ) 47 - 2005 # <7 Typhoon Haitang
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% 2006 +# = Typhoon Ewiniar 3 NRC B % > 3 B X & CEAj= {8 » “Fp Bt e
WA PRSI F L G AR RS- % o NRC i % - Hawkins and Helveston
(2008) 4% 4 e 27 F* ik PRAEES (K70 B R AP 2 o b b P A i He ek
BFF odedE b2 ¥ i Mo AP E AT - &iE- 9 445 0 1997 £ 1 Typhoon
Winnie ~ 2004 +# 5 Typhoon Dianmu % 2004 -+ 5 Typhoon Chaba 4% # CE % 1f
;Ki’gs‘@ 24h> 23 5]40h 2} » 23 #-47T - & 4147 CEM B b crdFfic - iz -
#7 e98e b fr Hawkins and Helveston (2008) #7# 41 7" & § * ei?b g & » ik i
Pdh— BfE @ p o AL BY 55 2 { R ACEA % 12h IR
N P it 0 1222 Kuoetal. (2004)77 % ¢ #7144 3]0 2001 # Lekima &k § &
JLRIAR 02 o

B 4-2 % ERC~CEM~NRC % /23 a5 CE e &% & i¥ | Category 4 12 >

A0 o s B (8 48h il ATy (hik 2 (NCE) » £ ()T 325 #in(Te =
230K)F & v s fess ginenE 4 (230 K <Tg = 270 K)"EE R %1 o @ i | A
Wt B R ek 5 ¢ w400 kmx400 km #FpM Te = 230K (230K < T = 270
K)epixel #7 ¢ e &2 0t 5 8 (33)3 75 F A vt o B ® BEor o 33 Akt g
FiheE A F 0 e B2 ARSI A 0 A CEA R 2 151 RARE IR
TR X TG A CE ek Hafrs HIRaTE At ko BR2Z(SS fRE
Bt oo BEARII R A v & ERC fr CEM (iR & T 35| E%’ et R4 CEA)
RS EE S PV LR Q%\%“’K T e _ERC AT MR CEA) R i
BEFH12h CEM Pl E 2 CEA; =15 240 iv a3 5 > 5gfs 1 B 4T '8 o Vi

B3R G A% CE> @ 5% & 7§ i 3| Categories 1-3 > 1 & & & 5 & «m 15 48
hiZ3 pid|pes ik > H %% o Category 4 12 F e NCE B k402 » © £ 37
SR A Bk PR RS o ,Th—l?\;m v 1t 4= NCE e b > CE e b e5g & 33 %
iR IS o R ¢ G FRmad s o

B 4-3 3 ERC~CEM 2 NRC i & chT 325 & 2 & F|=t 5% & % i » {v K] 3-10
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Ap 2 > » 22 Emanuel (2000)#% q‘#r*f Ep 2 LRk o T A S TIET2 B
BEIcA X6 BRHEX XU GPEABREFRTFL L4t Foba o
Knaff et al. (2003)7%= 3 » #34 6 i ~ & & annular hurricane - 12 annular 42
APEFEFE TR AP o CEM B R cnT s B 2 % A A m & B A58
PR RLEYPCETHR AL R TP HRR A& CEA =8 18h P 38 43
0 R EFN24h> ERCA-NRC B F T 3o g %t & CEAj= 2 30 4p 07 »
2214 NRC B % P| & CE )= 18 -1 33 > = §_ ERC 4 NRC ¢ & & CE 4j =
6 48h 3G £ H 5% IR 4 o 4p >t Emanuel (2000) = Knaff et al. (2003) s
7 2CEmRi? »CE)smadF- ARz R R - KEFRF > Kuoetal.
(2004, 2008) %= 3 @ #& 41| @ e Bl e B2 HA O FFIER T 0 58
P A2, CE 4 & CEApmj — Bk anpF P ah 5 R 5 > 7
o F FITdh AL 25 2 CEe 24?h »Hence and Houze (2012)«#= 3 ¢ - {|* TRMM
¢ precipitation radar (PR)#2 i fLiR] CE Beh shd-8 S af o PPy 7wl AUS A
A K G P AL AR > A5 A CE B4 o Knaff etal. (2003):#% 3 @ &
5t > annular hurricane s~ 35 B 2 (SRS E B IREN » |y L AaIFRRE >
T HCEM %Y > H R A CEAj=feen18h p ¥ adkiuet > 3 36h % %
vv annular hurricane ¢ 33 i# B M o AP g R B or 0 CEM B % 5 fsg g B T 0
& CE 254 {5 { i J¥F 35 & % convective activity (CA)- FPFRF - B 4-3 ¢ B+
YL R F - B AR % > ERC e NRC B 285 & 42 h {8 £ 3 3 07 - ERC
BETUAPEFLRGES MG L0 BT AR T AR RME 5 NRC B %
PR ZERILE b R35 T M(BY AETSRES).

Sitkowski et al. (2011)4% F|CEh3 & % i 5 <~ co% & & > Musgrave et al.

(2012)2£ 3% 7 2 % K-VmaxBl k & 7 Beh hi B2 SRR R *o e L e 5 T

¥ Musgrave et al. (2012)4= Maclay et al. (2008)*r4% 3| 7 K-Vmax B3 £ 3% 7 I » Musgrave et al.
(2012)H4p i 2k 5 TC # wjfe 2w 1000 km p e ic > 48h 5 TC ch3s & - Maclay et al. (2008)
HRAEE S e 3w 200 km poeds iy i(ﬁ«? |Flerde i frda < b R T > ¢ 73] W’Eﬁf@’ R A
%;kip e fow ETF‘ﬁ M2 Fenid) KFAELTCHER -
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Ao T ERPEPITHEAS XS BETUFEEEB AR F AF L A
T-Vmax®(T# 7+ £_* ;8 & 4% -1 Convective acticity » =CA » @ Vmax# = JTWC
best trackss & ) k B~ R K-Vmax B B ? ¥ M PFE T B h % R B2CAEFR 1 o
H ¢ HCAZL 7 ER 5 ¢ £ 160000 km? g B ) > T #5% — pixelshTe?  § T
14 (CA= —Tg,_Tgo) * ¥ % e11Tgo B] 5 160000 km* & I\ #. % 5 %:FTgT $5%8 >
B ¥ s E T #rf SHCEEgR 0 %0 1997 £ sHTyphoon Winnie 2
Typhoon Amber 7] 3 B b i % i > & % 600 km” s | = @ fi] HTed 4, s
SCA 5 T T 3T | foCAK 4 R vk F R (Te = 230K) & £ % 3 5
5 4¢ o

B 4-4 11 ERC~CEM~NRC 2 /x5 25= CE 0 % & &] > * T-Vmax B % 7+
Hpfpon kit g4 BB %4 B 5 1998 & Typhoon Babs~2003 # Typhoon
Maemi ~ 2006 # 2 Typhoon Shanshan » % ;2 5 ;= CE 72008 # Typhoon
Rammasun- £¢ Typhoon Rammasun % Category 4 * ¥ ;2§ #f * 5 & % {5 24 h
M FRiTHEE o B 4-4 45 21 Typhoon Rammasun 958 & fo CA s < 53 & (135
kts~69.4 ms™) 2 % foiF b e o HETS BE 2555 B BgF 7 12N kA CA i ibr% |
KIS A F ¥R#-l o @ NRC énf 3 Typhoon Shanshan # CE #)= 2 {4 112h > &
i & ¥ CA pi# 33 - ¥ - 2 5 » ERC B % ¢ Typhoon Saomai v CEM i % e
Typhoon Maemi ¢ CE ¥kt 77 = (& » i Beh 5 & B35 » CA FRF L dw o8 &
AV McH 4e o i1 CA & CEM fr ERC B % ¢ chplcchf 4c 2 B35 chal d > & 7 d 3%
FHE R ER BB FERP DT T T E SR T i 84 2 & ERC
{6 » 4r Maclay et al. (2008)# ) » CE #e b cnig 1 i 427 i 3 TC = & 4p -
R o

] 4-5 & -+ ERC (37 i#)~NRC (17 #)~CEM (16 #) % ;2 3 2, = CE Category

Atk (OB) ) $¥ adcAmAEwE48h Xy X Il B ET S T-Vmax

WoBlP BT ehs A AN CEA)R 35 48h ehTfo Vi 14 o T35+ k5
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CEM - ERC B % «7CA & CEa)= 15 » CA "ﬁ'iﬁi;?vﬁ » £ HJ CEM B %L 5
CE )2 f5h24h > B P AT CAH{ 5 PR % o S is RIET L] 2% CE
g b 0 e § 5 A 5:f 7] Categories 1-3 T #5 T-Vmax B>t fitsr= » H & % &
B 4-5 ¢ > 23 A% CE hgeh - &35 A & ¥| Category 4 ¢ 35 T-Vmax B4

o WX ARk AT %A RS o

42 7 F z.Lj},# ’L m;f*—ﬁ{bb?}%\ ¥+ mf",fi@

]

;/_,./

_ \

3 CE ihigfp e » 2.3 ¥ ERC ~ CEM 2 NRC i& 3 fd37 4]
CE B % i B Aps4rt Hipwlaomoat AR E PR E R M % do@l
460%4ﬁﬁmﬂﬁ%ﬁ%&ﬁ#“¢mm%&%af5ﬁ¢ﬁw&aﬁw5’
B~ k73 chCEM B % moatﬁ}i*'s«*“mkm T3a% 61 km o H o pdd
TRLWRE > T T70km o ek HIEg RS g 0 95 63msTe @ ERC
B % enT sass B vmoat TR 2 RIS E A A9 59mst 42km 2 49kms NRC
BxenTiosg R smoat TR Z PR TRR A S 60msT - 44km 2 47 km -
#7114 CEM i % e 33 moat i A& ¥+ NRC = ERC 1 5 7749 20 km o T i{ Joif 7
1997 # = Typhoon Winnie (moat %) 5 138 km %) # ' ¥ moat % & 7 +* NRC v
ERC % 12km f-14km - CEM & % ¥ 5 4 i # % c55 & % Categories 2 {3
i 4 B B Fmoat F & foeb o R RALE < 0 4w <28 60 km f- 80 km >
T 2% % - CEM i % T #5 moat fr ¢} fe 4 50 & + %4248 ERC fv NRC % % 4
50%:2 F o
Willoughby (1979)3 P T 7455 fo 4 » T /e = 425 (transverse circulation

equation) & & 4 47 & TC =% * |+ o Rozoff et al. (2008) f] & * T HrH;\ foif v Tk

L 4258 3 ERC s 4 i 4. & CE enl fi7ds 4 > §_ % © & 4p iu(scale free) »

f{aﬂ"iﬁif?‘ EEEK R 2 0 T g hiEe R o Flt < ahCE
Wb FET{EPPEE NG Paumg v 4 Mmoo d 0 F K chne B
PeAgd A RETIT® > oa hRAGAR RS > ERP PTG R E®e R
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i g2 31 CEM B R hp Pofh v L iR E R o

Kossin et al. (2000)F] * & /& & 5 4c:0ifs B = A2 R b enfE 2 R > 1 P en
PRI AT L7 £ Typel ch7 %.%’i{#ﬁ ‘hPR g e FE 20 Type |l &0
&2 24 moat t1F R R iH A FEET & § B CE &b h@dF o CEM & %
moat ¥ it ' 7 B AITY o 5% - FAITH B¢ M Typell 2 g2~ & &5 §1* CE
Sy o %o AT BURE Y s R R e g TR (3 4 Type | % 48
T 2 & F 0 B4e : Fjortoft sufficient condition) > @ % 41*t CE 4% - 4 Kossin et
al. (2000)c# 7 g% > WG b R Type | 2 82~ £ 5 > i&m adfF
CERtpem 247 7 RIS % CEM B % 5 5 f b chfhph > 7 it $93° CE Bip
PAFLIFELDES o @ Y shmoat ¥ oA g3 BRAGL B e A BT
st (subsidence)i& #: cnF g R @ ¥ CEM B Xk © o T3H#5 - 7 a5 15t
R Typel th3 £ A T3 FPTFE ot oo Blpl @ h CEM £ 5 #58 eh5s B
% moat foeh PRl 0 4 FT U 1 B Es 4 28R CE i o fe BT 4 dhamoat %
* CEM B 87 i 2 B4 % PR o

Rozoffetal. (2006)F= 3 @ #% 21— B3 TC & b L= ¢k Bl L F Kk 1 %
(rapid filamentation zone) » g+ iT#* foF ST IE* — $ 5 ¥ i 22 moat 4 = F M o Pk
Aok R R gy AR R RO R (X 30 4 48)E 0 RId W
% i F - Bl 4-7 5 %75 CE -~ CEM ~ ERC = NRC e b L] ch & F]=x i moat
BRZAFIACHIRCFTLEAM AR -2 g Rt A RCFREARAALELLT
(%% Kuoetal.2009) :

e =18 1) JTWC best track s b % & Vinax o 8% BLIR e P2 L 5 1o
Ft i B o=2Vmadlo » @ 321 (strain rate) Si’+ Sp°=[(1+ a )2 ¢ o*(rofr)***" > &
¥ a & skirt parameter » § q EAX-| 0 ¢ JE AR R AR RIAX o 1235 Rozoff et
al. (2006) » ¥ Si%+ Sy?> ¢ 20 # kv pE R = A (filamentation time) 7 s=2(r/ro) ™ /(@

Y2eoy 39 ¢ 5 moataif & o @ $Hin R < & (convection time) 7 con=30 min
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FHAER R Rfod R RApE R TRk AR S e A
AR T con—2(l’*/r )1+a/(a 1/2 CO) 5 r*:(a 1/2 Eot con/2)1/(1+a)r0 o Mo Ak 1
BER G drerere=[(a M Co T oo/ -1]r0 ¢

Bl 4-7 A% 1 R f# A28 55 %k gLirlshmoat % £ & > @ CEM (NRC)
f258 7 54% (60%) % £ & - e Fig B %72 A& T rivH £ moat £ = frit
FAELR @ aRHTC Y » Twivh ¢ F S HRE TR H B ATFHE P
Som A E353 e F A B moat ® #* 42 (Schubert et al. 2007) - Kuo et al. (2012)
I F4p 7 L pLp) 2008 & Typhoon Sinlaku g 754038 3 » A e 1 85 4 30
FryliEsin g w g BER TN AL R o B 4-6 {o W 4-7 B CE Rb i
it CEM B R § ik ~ R dmoat &2 RBER - T
FHcF 4120 CEM g 8 24 -

Bl4-8 5 CEA) a0 (524 heni B 2 RSB Y loxFfrk ¢ & w4 7 CEM ~
ERC 2 NRC> L3525 =% 12 CEA R4 24hehT a5 A= 43, % £ 7 o
< 3MAHCEM B % 5 w140°E 6 @ B A chfdosd B & = 8857 ¢ &) oo
229mst o dpk e folE e B EE R 0 LR BB L ded 41 CEM 4]
CERh 587 Ad M AT EFRAL > P Flihkds 4 5REBT XK
Bk s8R THR% -5 - > 5 NRC Bt #Hdd AR > 93 48mst
M2 AR NRC B Rfm a2 U g e iF wR 2 2 (18°N 12 #v) » F ¥

R AT N L E b AL SRR

m\i-x**

CE 25 0 4 24 h 5 SST ~ 850-200 hPa =% R *» ~ 850-700hPa 12 2 700-500
hPaRH ~ OHC o MPI su3-+ @1 4-9> % 7 R BRZ 2 B3 > A P4 AR &
MR L CEM % & SST~ %3 h * ~OHC fe MPI 1 » 3 £ 387 +
A w4 05C~2mst22klem? fed4ms? s 4a4 & NRC B % ¥ 0 SST frd-2
bt B LERERFA ®L CEAXi4eh24hy A% 2C-5ms*-38kicm?

fr22ms "ERC B & et X A A ﬂ\F'“‘ » RH mﬂ—-_%if%xuw < % 6%
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34roli::Flf’SST RH ~ OHC 4= MPI J SRR e ¥
RIESEPR R4 > FlEEh T3 d & 2 w46 o NRC F1 5 & F & G i #
WA MNEAXCER FEARSER > TS ACEA S 834
N SST M RH > 112 i+ chde® b 7 > 2 IR B ¥ it &2 NRC B % 0 CA
ok 56 APt G ¥ - 2 5 CEM B &4 &4 5 F ARk
Glde: £8 b 47 ~SST & ~ ¢ fr & 9RH & ~ OHC #. % = MPI i~ - ¥ ¢
*~# 7+ F1* AVISO (Archiving, Validation and Interpretation of Satellite
Oceanographic data) 7 #% & 7 % ] B % (satellite altimeters)i?| £ delay-time 7 day
merged 3% % % B & FE-T . 3 (Sea surface height anomaly, SSHA) » f#47 &
5 0.25° > AVISO #7# & enfFk % E44¢ 7 3 F hiEk > 3 ERS-1
(1991/07/17-2000/03/31) ~ TOPEX/Poseidon (1992/08/10-2006/01/18) ~ ERS-2
(1995/04/21-2011/07/06) ~ GFO (Geosat Follow-on) (1998/02/10-2008/11/26) ~ Jason-1

(2001/07/12-now) ~ Envisat (2002/03/01-2012/04/08)f= Jason-2 (2008/06/20-now) -

23 4B RBEACEA =233 NRCHF A2 75 SiEcoldeddy %3 > @iz 4 BB
E 2 13 ¢91850-200mb £ h *r42iE 5mst ¥ i e pF 4B ENRC e 4
mMEF2BBERAFPEOLTERL>EE fry S coldeddy %3 0 22 BB

% cold eddy ¥ it ¥ NRC 7 5 > # %] & 1997 £ Typhoon Oliwa 14 2 2006 #

Typhoon loke » & & CE %k 3 24 =% 4 % & 141.4°E %2 152.4°E > >t hw ¢ &
TEEE > b X5 12 B B % 850-200mb £-2 kb *742iE 5 mst e Fps e
fLplEE b7 ¥ a4 g2 4304 NRC B & hi & 5o ik 3 SRR T
F AR F]F T a0 G 3 CEM B & A dF By o ok JIRBLF]S - &
Vighetal. (2012)F 7 ¢ &3] » < & & TC crp2 g2 = foladd 5 g i s & o Fpt
AP aF L R 0 2 CEM Bk o RE AT F fod 4 TR T RS E B

Rt FBE-a NRCBEV L 5 £FIBRE TS PBE > 7 ERC B % Ak



I~ B #%Eﬁﬂk ,3é;jﬁ§;nwé>7$‘h

5.1 P AEER 252 5 i A #

AR T FEGRS AP LT AR TR EE AR E &
LR EE T RTRE F PR FT s TR EERE G LT EY A
Ay = CE % #(Kuo et al. 2004, 2008) = » 57 i&— # #-CE A} = 70 24 h eitin &
R F g CE 2 2% A58 CE Bk chfhin A # ) o

BI5-15 A7 % KT Hh FITHI %o LB - B 5-1a 5 2005 #
Typhoon Nesat # CE A= 24h> 6 * 5 p 2203 Z ik 2 B - @ B 5-1b %
B2-17 8> =2a + > pEgEh ¢~ 150-400 km 2 & » 9 5-1a B = # ] B
FRIPN 3% mhiiesT > H Tg 156 (Te)lp £ - BAREL 0
(Tg —Tg =SD) > R+ 8 15 » o pb = 28w b LIET18 3t B o lich # 0 #ich 4%
5 A B3E D ehR HALORET A FIRA o oRantE 2 20 Rk
150-400 km = B pr eiofinijp 2 L 3% > Srfl e enif 22 HAL i HE o )
5-1 7 » ¥ g 3 5-1b ¥ & ) 5-1a % i % 2 ) o

d b ens ks A - b g ZRE* by e i 3 CE &b . T
LT 5 CE %22 24 h chT 3a%tih o # {25 - §] 5-2 &4 £ - § ERC ~ NRC Fr
CEM 1 CE Bk |+ 2 H A # fi25 A 4oty 5 CE A+ % 21-27 h 2 /7 (24h
+3h)i2 3 B *eniB k> 24752 B CE#h » 112 91 B3 35 CE @ h © B
5-3 5 3L H M HNCERE > )23 240 hT 0% $HEHR A F 2 0 B
Voo AT P RN AL D RO BT AR A7 R R RS .

Bl® 7 CE %h o7 $HE8n % 5 L 45 s fl > CEM B % 53,208 2 %

AN

L ERT QR TR AL TER ORE > 3 S PRRA < o 30

RIS oERC‘fr'NRC # % % -,‘,‘,1/,,\'4?%%] AR TiasE Ad s 3

F’_*
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P2 o CEM B % &) 50 en% IR F AT L > ¥ fI gl Bk
425 s\CEE&,ﬁ%@ How gL o

CE®ch (52 B  %)frix§ 7= CE®h (91 BHeh ) A CEAjx @ 2 4 &
B % 55 B W 24 h gt A F A EO B R 4eB) 54 B¢ 252 CE ik % o
HTyofn st §dEts il e 627> CEaRE - 272 Hfugins
F L EA G A Feha & L% AT {LFF 0 CE 5B % &7)+ CE
m24h Wik R CEmR Rk adb s AW 24h 2 HHEHIHLER o

Corbosiero and Molinari (2002, 2003)4]* 1985 # 1 1999 £ 335 i ~ & ¥
TCehE T FEA  HFHBE w2 L h 23 s FRGFAFFY AL FR
oA B4 AR 72 wihi ] o AP #-ERC ~ NRC 2 CEM hip %7
= CE# 24h > ¥ STIPS thd-3 h *» > w > £ @ FEHRER 7 <~ 150-400 km
2 BT a7 ffnAs T o Hig % el 5-5° %% &7 > ERC ~ NRC - CEM
HCE e h - ¥R AE AT b i ] 0 52 CEM B % T R 7 bz B0
$HAEs o 2w 53] CE hiegh Bl - A PiE- B | CE#h 24, CE
w24hy foitF A5 CERh E R &A% A 24 $#ER 73 w5 > L FIE
Eeh ¢ o 150-400 km 2 [ cr 3972 ST A F Ao B 56 B R AT 0 3 T
2Ly A= CERb 5 ¥ ,ﬁﬂf;rs BT R N R 0 LG A5 CE (e h 0 Bt
R 240w o T b P iz Bl HHAEEGY 5 CE OB i P AT o J ] 5-6

>ty
=

o B F AR T E S A IR A T E LD b G P AT

ffris g2 g4 % CERHIRG PR GMG R 577 Ay CE
% 2% A5 % CE ¢hi % 1 850-200 hPa - % j *» ~850-700 hPa 5 RH~700-500 hPa
e RH ~ OHC fc MPI Sg s B chsg it o | ¥ &g SST 2§ WAL 8 » 24 254 CE
i E T4 RH P ESHW RFGHRE T > ¥ E 88 PR e F b % )33 e
OHC » OHC #33 ¥ ii £_MPI #i| e F] o vL 2 [B] 5-6 » & 3p chd-3 b 2 7 it i3

* X AR CEanpk dE b7 = RN FHHIEL 3t CE ik o
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5.2 ¥ T e & B R B F]F A 47

“@3-lamz B 33¢ FHINCERELA Sz 3 Fa it 79
VR CERR A3 THFERRE 0 FAS F TR R o 5o &A1 HIEA
FAeE S bl o0 1R BRE TS 0l (G oo

5B 5-8 ¢ > CEA,Xen? (2A % 4-6 % (9B B %)7-97 (28 B B%)
2 10-12 " (15 B %) @3 T2 CEA) 3w 2 HHHINAF > L5877 %
FHMAA61 279 FARAF ae il £HELe 3 o g &R
M 790 B SR s T 4-6 7 B gE IR o e A 5 10-12 7 B 0 7 ¥
R T F it 2 AT HER 467 {0790 LR 0 s RO
ARARLIR S 0 A Fa F3F 5 10-12 B B enip R 2 HAHI A B G R o e ET
2@ 0467 o 7-9 7 B A E 3 FFEE R s @0 10-12 7 3 $HEER e A
P e

A B A A S A R E (A Rl B2 a7 S AR e R
P)2a ik AuE20 B RE2 31 BREE R 59 AT 0 BP 4 T
ToLd h e chb BoARAFNBRE270° 3R L F BRI e S

60°

¥

AR ffes RAFDBEAND G R BT AN BRI F R
%o A% PEeh e RER T 1 4oB 590 0 B 590 B A B o 3 AL
AEHCERMLBAE S ABRAE N > 3 R L FHBERABAE G > LT LR 7
Ao BAHEIBERG HLEmMsT AHEA RN G R F o Rk R PEEY
510-15ms™s Fut s Kag Rz PAEHL R ok $ 533k 52 B CE &b 1)
B2 Bt ] 5-10a 0 A fpla F ehip % T4 = % 4 (140°E, 20.5° N) 5 & il
%(136°E,20.7°N) » R F X P EALARE > LA A RL FhBR T K
LoafliFaBRplfd flem B 5100 5 27 ihe A R AL F B
AEE RS 46 BAREGRFHAEEITAIERENLL - L T79

PTRP A e RAFaBRxLOT71I% AR AFREPG29% > 17 10-12 * B>
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BRI FBRLA0% AR AL FHBEE 60% BT 279 AL %5 aR

.L%Fﬁfﬁﬁi’lo-lzﬂFggljgéﬁbfﬁqj_ B .

R
S

SE15 AP A-STIPS ¢ e SST~ &8 b > ~ MAk &2 ¢ & 57RH ~ OHC {r
MPI SEPF P 8 1 4 45 » 2% 4cB] 5-11 7 o & SST A 459 » % e Rl& A RlL
F o REAAEPFR A L G R RS B e RIA FOSSTRF v LA K DL RS
SFEF302Ce it o s RAFHBERRG PHEIEFFLE D20

m

\_
-Hf*}

AFNB R PREAEERR S cRHY > 2 HLME LT > 5 2
BRARERREE > W BTG R P RO > Pk RHEERFT '
B AN ZHBERHEREFRSBRPE - FBSEd UL hh 4 BB
Fl+ L s A F OB kbR JIPRET 0@ BB &R 5-10b » Aot e i
it FB ERR BARS > & L& OHC e MPI 247+ » 7 # 2.4 I 3 il
i Fenip ko SRR FETE G PAROLE S MPL AT RILF DB R
%o m P RAEBETHVULFREEE > frid FP £ SST L8 b2 RH
PR EHBTIRL RGP H R

d s NP EIRA-60 {790 iRk G LA HFEHEIE S AT s R

10-12 " Pl s A RAF e RALFPRFREERL Y > e a6l At 20

b

FEAHBEHTALELF ATRA ARl PIrARALFORRARELRF PN
A B oo e gl F ik g o Kf 7 OHC w7 ek g 5]+ ?Kﬂﬁ Jflji?éw
3Bk e 6 CEM MR+ hF ARG PAHLE A
FERB AN R RRL 3 RAZTIORT T F A R RNBEE TS

T LEECEIERTE
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AR BRSO S EMAFLE 2RISR ERBCERE TS
Eag R RS EV UG AARSEFE 2B YL CESB R L AT R
B CEA) % chmeh ¥ B3 $AEHITA T o AP RRFH(D)T & + %% CE &
15 Eehf izt A3 8 Wb B AL FEFHEREG M - (o &
% CE ek 273 2 5 ch 8 1t 10 2 #T g eisi B %1 o (3)CE % h &7+ CE

o B R R B

m“

e ig o+ 1997 3] 2011 # 5 SSM/I 2 TMI 985 GHz Ak % 2 B> 7k 2
Bl ehp ok kiR 5 # B NRL 0 Tropical Cyclone Web Page # 7+ ¥ #& & §% - 85
GHz s i el TR a0 § 2™ 2800 5% F 38 A (bl4e 1 TC o g A ) &
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2000-18W 0821-0918Z2 0822-03417 ¥ CE PR B4 423 12h

2002-21W 0825-2354Z 0827-0936Z K09 # 23 = CE» ## %
0828-1018Z HlE - X

2003-09W # CE 0721-2205Z K09 =] ¥ & CE
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2004-09W 0616-2158Z2 0617-2143Z K09 |z s % CE» A% %
0618-1202Z g - =%

2004-13W 0726-21427 0726-0826Z F) 2 CE pF R 8% 4236 12h

2004-22W # CE 0831-0820Z K09 #| = & CE
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TC number TC name Satellite image time F;)aliin ti:lizn I;z;gzt:g: G?:;ZH Mog;z)idth g(r)eu;?]l Igf;gg Sgﬁ;tlzreal
radius (km) width (km)
1997-02C Oliwa 19970912-0051Z(SSMI) 213N 141.4E 13.0 45.0 30.0 PN NRC
1997-05C Paka 19971215-0733Z(SSMI) 12.7N 149.5E 21.0 48.0 48.3 PN ERC
1997-10W Rosie 19970723-0818Z(SSMI) 199N 131.9E 338 36.0 35.0 PN No data
1997-14W(1) Winnie 19970812-0042Z(SSMI) 17.2N 147.1E 16.7 56.7 40.0 PP CEM
1997-14W(2) Winnie 19970816-0154Z(SSMD) 23.8N 132.1E 55.0 137.0 137.1 NN CEM
1997-18W Amber 19970826-1126Z(SSMD) 18.4N 127E 40.0 73.8 124.2 NP CEM
1997-19W Bing 19970901-1237Z(SSMI) 252N 138.9E 15.6 52.0 38.0 PN CEM
1997-24W Ginger 19970926-1058Z(SSMI) 20.8N 160.1E 36.3 48.0 63.3 PP No data
1997-27W(1) Ivan 19971017-0948Z(SSMI) 14.5N 134.6E 13.3 36.7 55.0 PP ERC
1997-27TW(2) Ivan 19971019-0901Z(SSMD) 17.6N 122.1E 20.0 40.0 413 NN Landfall
1997-28W Joan 19971021-0854Z(SSMI) 24.IN 137.4E 30.0 37.0 40.0 NN NRC
1997-29W Keith 19971103-0922Z(SSMI) 159N 139.2E 155 36.7 85.0 NP ERC
1998-18W Zeb 19981012-2234Z(SSMI) 14.8N 127.4E 16.0 44.0 35.0 PP Landfall
1998-20W Babs 19981020-1222Z(TMI) 12.2N 127.1E 20.0 40.0 42.0 PN ERC
1999-06W Maggie 19990604-2314Z(SSMI) 18.9N 124.5E 30.0 67.5 40.0 PN Landfall
1999-24W Bart 19990922-2123Z(SSMI) 279N 127.2E 13.0 50.0 48.0 NN ERC
1999-26W Dan 19991007-2339Z(SSMI) 21.8N 118.1E 57.1 55.0 58.6 PP Landfall
2000-05W Kirogi 20000706-2132Z(SSMI) 28N 136.7E 313 45.7 45.0 NN No data
2000-13W Jelawat 20000803-2038Z(SSMI) 25.3N 141.7E 25.7 42.5 40.0 NN ERC
2000-18W Bilis 20000821-0918Z(SSMI) 19.7N 126.1E 31.7 46.0 61.7 PP CEM
2000-22W Saomai 20000910-1117Z(SSMI) 242N 132.5E 15.0 35.0 35.0 PN ERC
2000-26W Shanshan 20000922-0939Z(SSMI) 255N 165.6E 20.0 35.0 37.5 NN No data
2001-04W Chebi 20010622-2103Z(TMD) 22.IN 119.4E 21.0 314 37.5 PN No data
2001-12W Man-Yi 20010805-1102Z(SSMI) 25.6N 143.9E 28.8 45.0 53.3 NP ERC
2001-19W Danas 20010904-2020Z(SSMI) 19.2N 151.3E 12.0 20.0 26.7 BR ERC
2001-26W(1) Podul 20011023-1939Z(TMI) 16.4N 157.5E 39.0 36.0 40.0 PP ERC
2001-26W(2) Podul 20011025-2308Z(SSMI) 219N 154E 263 45.0 275 PN NRC
2001-33W Faxai 20011222-2236Z(SSMI) 14.7N 150.2E 15.0 34.0 314 PN ERC
2002-02C(1) ELE 20020831-0424Z(TMI) 15N 177.6E 24.0 32.0 30.0 PN NRC
2002-02C(2) ELE 20020906-0347Z(TMI) 30.6N 173.1E 28.8 70.0 62.5 PN No data
2002-10W Halong 20020713-0047Z(SSMI) 18.7N 133.7E 313 35.7 36.3 PN ERC
2002-12W Fengshen 20020722-0755Z(SSMI) 23.3N 151.2E 30.0 50.0 58.0 NN NRC
2002-19W Phanfone 20020816-1158Z(SSMI) 259N 140.2E 25.0 35.0 43.8 PN ERC
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2002-21W Rusa 20020827-0936Z(TMI) 243N 139.2E 41.3 64.3 88.3 NP CEM
2002-22W Sinlaku 20020901-0838Z(SSMI) 24N 145.6E 20.0 41.0 48.6 PN ERC
2003-02W Kujira 20030418-0929Z(SSMI) 13.6N 129.5E 26.0 41.0 52.0 PN ERC
2003-07W Soudelor 20030618-0003Z(SSMI) 252N 123.9E 28.3 43.0 48.3 PN NRC
2003-09W(1) Imbudo 20030720-2219Z(SSMI) 137N 128.2E 10.0 329 37.1 PN NRC
2003-09W(2) Imbudo 20030721-2205Z(SSMI) 16.4N 123E 15.0 52.0 68.8 NN Landfall
2003-14W Dujuan 20030901-0949Z(SSMI) 212N 121.8E 17.5 42.0 118.6 PN Landfall
2003-15W Maemi 20030910-0925Z(SSMI) 243N 126.1E 17.5 55.7 66.7 PN CEM
2003-20W Ketsana 20031024-1202Z(SSMI) 219N 134E 40.0 41.4 55.7 NN ERC
2003-21W Parma 20031029-2034Z(SSMI) 25.IN 149.2E 30.0 28.0 35.0 PN ERC
2003-26W(1) Lupit 20031125-2253Z(SSMI) 12.6N 136.7E 38.0 48.0 43.3 pp CEM
2003-26W(2) Lupit 20031129-1102Z(SSMI) 20.IN 130.9E 215 30.0 65.7 NN ERC
2004-03W Sudal 20040409-2108Z(SSMI) 109N 135.1E 26.0 35.0 42.0 PN No data
2004-04W(1) Nida 20040516-2232Z(SSMI) 139N 124.3E 67.5 120.0 70.0 PN Landfall
2004-04W(2) Nida 20040517-2217(SSMI) 169N 123.6E 31.7 38.6 37.5 NN ERC
2004-04W(3) Nida 20040518-2202(SSMI) 20.2N 125.2E 46.3 66.3 115.0 NN NRC
2004-09W Dianmu 20040617-2143Z(SSMI) 187N 131.5E 22.5 45.0 64.0 NP CEM
2004-10W Mindulle 20040628-1251Z(SSMI) 18.5N 125E 40.0 45.0 57.1 PP ERC
2004-13W Namtheun 20040726-0826Z(SSMI) 254N 147.8E 21.3 43.8 31.4 PP NRC
2004-14W Meranti 20040805-0954Z(SSMI) 27.IN 166.8E 21.7 58.6 333 pp NRC
2004-16W Rananim 20040811-2213Z(SSMI) 26.4N 123.8E 43.8 50.3 125.0 PN Landfall
2004-19W(1) Chaba 20040824-1145Z(SSMI) 18.8N 139E 21.1 44.3 242 NP CEM
2004-19W(2) Chaba 20040826-2203Z(SSMI) 26.2N 134.8E 50.0 70.0 85.0 NP CEM
2004-22W(1) Songda 20040831-0820Z(SSMI) 167N 148.5E 18.8 35.7 41.4 pp ERC
2004-22W(2) Songda 20040903-2229Z(SSMI) 233N 132.1E 38.8 65.0 56.0 pp CEM
2004-27TW Tokage 20041017-0013Z(SSMI) 19.4N 131.8E 28.8 30.0 36.3 PN No data
2005-04W Nesat 20050606-2148Z(SSMI) 229N 134.2E 20.0 28.8 33.8 PN ERC
2005-05W(1) Haitang 20050716-0945Z(SSMI) 20.7N 127.7E 314 30.0 20.0 PN NRC
2005-05W(2) Haitang 20050717-1015Z(SSMI) 23N 124E 32.8 21.0 31.4 NN Landfall
2005-12W Guchol 20050823-1048Z(TMID) 33.5N 148.1E 25.0 45.0 54.3 PN ERC
2005-13W(1) Talim 20050829-1321Z(TMD) 21N 131.7E 233 55.0 54.3 PP CEM
2005-13W(2) Talim 20050830-2227(SSMI) 22.8N 125.1E 62.0 62.0 80.0 NP Landfall
2005-14W(1) Nabi 20050830-2047Z(SSMI) 152N 147.1E 35.7 45.0 36.7 pp ERC
2005-14W(2) Nabi 20050903-0859Z(SSMI) 22.5N 1339E 58.8 333 533 NN ERC
2005-15W Khanun 20050910-0706Z(TMI) 242N 125.2E 28.6 65.7 55.7 pp Landfall
2006-01C(1) IOKE 20060829-2041Z(SSMI) 16.4N 171.9E 343 37.1 40.0 PN ERC
2006-01C(2) IOKE 20060901-0903Z(SSMI) 21.8N 162.3E 50.0 42.5 47.1 NN ERC
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2006-01C(3) IOKE 20060903-0734Z(SSMI) 27.5N 152.4E 76.7 70.0 80.0 NN NRC
2006-02W Chanchu 20060516-1032Z(SSMI) 18.8N 115.2E 314 75.7 88.6 NN Landfall
2006-04W (1) Ewiniar 20060704-2122Z(SSMI) 179N 130.8E 20.0 30.0 45.0 PN NRC
2006-04W(2) Ewiniar 20060706-2339Z(TMI) 20.8N 127.7E 32.0 46.0 65.0 NN NRC
2006-08W Saomai 20060810-0558Z(TMI) 2IN 121.1E 20.0 36.3 257 PN Landfall
2006-14W Shanshan 20060915-2214Z(SSMI) 249N 124.2E 40.0 414 43.3 PN NRC
2006-16W Yagi 20060920-0729Z(TMID) 19.6N 154E 30.0 429 28.0 PP ERC
2006-18W Xangsane 20060930-2105Z(TMI) 16N 108.6E 22.5 57.5 57.5 NN Landfall
2007-02W Yutu 20070518-2255Z(TMI) 15N 132.3E 11.4 317 67.0 pp ERC
2007-09W Sepat 20070816-0937Z(SSMI) 187N 125.6E 215 72.5 62.9 PN CEM
2007-17W Korosa 20071005-0118Z(TMI) 204N 125.2E 233 43.8 91.4 PN CEM
2007-19W Kajiki 20071020-1703Z(TMI) 26.IN 142.1E 16.3 31.8 41.7 PN ERC
2008-06W Nakri 20080528-2354Z(TMI) 16N 136.3E 13.3 50.0 41.4 pp ERC
2008-15W Sinlaku 20080911-1008Z(SSMI) 219N 124.8E 343 61.4 74.0 NN ERC
2008-19W Jangmi 20080927-1856Z(TMI) 171N 128E 22.5 41.4 40.0 PN Landfall
2009-15W(1) Choi-wan 20090916-2052Z(SSMI) 21.8N 123.7E 43.8 48.6 88.6 PN No data
2009-15W(2) Choi-wan 20090917-2036Z(SSMI) 22.5N 139.3E 46.0 719 7.1 NN ERC
2009-20W Melor 20091005-0922Z(SSMI) 20N 133.5E 35.0 30.0 72.0 NN ERC
2009-22W(1) Lupit 20091018-2102Z(SSMI) 18.5N 134.1E 129 35.0 45.7 PN NRC
2009-22W(2) Lupit 20091019-2155Z(SSMI) 20.2N 130.5E 43.8 40.0 57.5 NN ERC
2009-26W Nida 20091127-0815Z(SSMI) 17.8N 139.1E 16.3 45.0 513 NP CEM
2011-04W Sonda 20110526-2258(TMI) 182N 123.9E 34.0 33.0 46.0 PN ERC
2011-11W Muifa 20110803-0733(SSMI) 243N 132.0E 41.0 38.0 64.3 PN ERC
2011-18W Roke 20110920-0654(SSMI) 29.4N 132.5E 13.0 41.0 70.0 PN NRC
2011-19W Sonca 20110918-1626(TMI) 274N 143.4E 19.0 33.0 45.0 PN No data
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V max TC intensity TC % A&

SST Sea Surface Temperature Ak om R R
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MPI Maximum potential intensity

Ts blackbody brightness temperature 2. 8 % & #

SSM/I Special Sensor Microwave/Imager
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TRMM/TMI Tropical Rainfall Measuring Mission/Microwave Imager

STIPS Statistical Typhoon Intensity Prediction Scheme
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# 2-1 : TRMM/TMI # 5 22 footprint P& % - (B~p Kummerow et al. 1998)

TRMM/TMI
Frequency (GHz) 10.65 19.35 21.3 37 85.5
Footprint (kmxkm) 63x37 30x18 23x18 16x9 7x5

#. 2-2 © SSM/I #g 5 g2 footprint ¥+ £ - (B~p Farrar and Smith 1992)

SSM/I

Frequency (GHz) 194 22.23 37 85.5
Footprint (kmxkm) 69x43 60x40 37x29 15x13
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F 2-3 P M E A IF S TR R A o (B~p Kidder etal. 2000)

TagLe |. Microwave instrument comparison [after Kidder and Vonder Haar (1995)]. TMI information from Kunnerow et al. (1998).

Parameter SSM/T SSM/T-2 SSM/T T™I MSU AMSU-A AMSU-B
Satellites DMSP DMSP DMSP TRMM NOAA-6-14  NOAA-15+ NOAA-15+
Channels 7 5 7 9 4 15 5
Frequency range 50.5-59.4 91.6-183.3 19.35-85.5 10.65-85.5 50.3-57.95 23.8-89.0  89.0-183.3
(GHz)

NEAT (K) 0.4-0.6 0.5 0.4-1.7 0.3-0.9 0.3 0.25-1.20 0.8
Beamwidth 14° 3.3°-0.0 0.37-1.27 0.4°-3.7° 7.5° 3.3 1.1°
Scan type Cross track  Cross track Conical Conical Cross track Cross track  Cross track
Best ground 204 48-84 12.5-50 5-37 110 48 16
resolution (km)

Scan steps 7 28 64-128 26-208 11 30 90
Swath width (km) 2053 2053 1394 759 2347 2179 2179
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# 2-4 : AMSR-E sip B T30 > 10 2 ol @ jiid §f $43- vt i o (B~ Fisher and

Wolff 2010)
Sponsoring No. of Frequency Swath width Alt
Satellite agency Sensor type Launch date channels range (GHz) (km) (km)
F-i3 DMSP* SSM/T Mar 1997 7 19-85.5 1400 830
F-14 DMSP* SSM/I May 1997 7 19-85.5 1400 830
F-15 DMSP* SSM/I Dec 1999 7 19-85.5 1400 830
N-I5 NOAA AMSU-B May 1998 5 89-183 1600 830
N-I6 NOAA AMSU-B Sep 2000 5 80-183 1600 830
N-IT NOAA AMSUL-RB Tun 2002 3 89-183 1600 830
| Agua NASA AMSR-E May 2002 12 6.9-89 1445 705 |
TRMM NASA TMI Nov 1997 9 10-85.5 759 402
TRMM NASA PR Nov 1997 — 13.8" 215 402
TRMM NASA COM Nov 1997 — TMI-PR® 215 402

* DMSP = Defense Meteorological Satellite Program.

b Active precipitation radar.

© Hybrid rain product that combines the rain information from the TMI and PR.
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% 2-5: SSMIS % #7if ip B 731 - (Poe et al. 2001)

Center frequency 3-db width Frequency NEDT Sampling
Channel {GHz) {MHz) stability (MHz) Polarization (K) interval (km)
1 503 380 10 v 0.34 375
2 528 389 10 v 0.32 375
3 53.596 380 10 v 0.33 375
4 544 383 10 v 0.33 375
5 555 391 10 v 0.34 IS
6 5729 330 10 RCP 0.41 375
7 594 239 10 RCP 0.40 375
8 150 1642° 200 H 0.89 125
9 183.31+6.6 1526" 200 H 0.97 125
10 18331+3 1019* 200 H 0.67 125
11 183311 513 200 H 0.81 125
12 19.35 355 5 H 0.33 25
13 19.35 357 5 v 0.31 25
14 22235 401 75 v 0.43 25
15 37 1616 5 H 0.25 25
16 37 1545 5 ' 0.20 25
17 91.655 1418* 100 v 0.33 125
18 91.655 1411* 100 H 0.32 125
19 63283 248+0285271 135" 0.08 RCP 23 5
20 60.792 668+0357 892 135" 0.08 RCP 27 5
21 60.792 668+0.357 892+0.002 13® 0.08 RCP 19 5
22 60.792 668+0.357 892+0.0055 26" 0.12 RCP 13 5
23 60.792 668+0.357 892+0.016 735" 034 RCP 0.8 5
24 60.792 668+0.357 892+0.050 265" 0.84 RCP 0.9 375

* NEDT for instrument temperature (°C and calibration target 260 K with integration times of 8.4 ms for channels 12-16, 12.6 ms for

channels 1-7 and 24, 252 ms for channels 19-23, and 4.2 ms for channels 8-11 and 17-18.

" RCP denotes right-hand circular polarization.
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% 2-6 :SSM/l &2 TMI s Z B~ 2% R BFLRB PP 2B X8k 12

TAF S Rk -

Total images CEimages CE cases TC

Repeated CE formation
cases

SSM/I 16,431
TMI 10,343

234 95 77

Twice 14
3 times 2

78



# 3-1:1997-2011 & A > oty ~ A8 2 & ¥ ) P > frERGOR R
BoP v B TG Heh B R PRI E A e RO BoP v e FEHUN chlicp
Fomderk 1 1-3 0 {5 el o

Warm episode Cold episode Normal episode
Month 42 (32) 63 (45) 69 (55)

CE number 38 16 41

CE number / Month 0.90 (1.19) 0.25 (0.36) 0.59 (0.75)

Total TC number 98 (95) 115 (111) 134 (130)

Total TC number / Month 2.33 (2.97) 1.83 (2.47) 1.94 (2.36)
CE TC number 29 16 32

CE TC number / Total TC number 0.30 (0.31) 0.14 (0.14) 0.24 (0.25)

2320 &R FHATHRER 0 B oo dofowo T30 2 i L

Inner eyewall width (ro) Moat width (do) Outer eyewall width (wp)

<C3 C(C4 C5 total <C3 C4 C5 total <C3 C4 C5

total

Mean 318 294 273 299 511 428 43.0 46.0 619 528 464
SO 145 143 107 137 212 158 122 177 278 224 177
Max 76.7 720 525 76.7 137.0 100.0 725 1370 137.1 1186 88.6
Min 114 100 129 100 200 163 214 163 26.7 257 20.0

54.9
24.2
137.1
20.0
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33 AA RO R AT > RGN B 2dh T iad-5 b2 ~SST~ M 2 ¢ & o RH ~ OHC ~ MPI fo2) = S & >

SRR -
Vertical wind shear RH (% RH (% Formation
Environmental calwl SST (C) ) ) OHC (KJ cm™) MPI (m s nat
(kt) (850-200 hPa) (850-700 hPa) (700-500 hPa) latitude

factors
-24h CE 24h  -24h CE 24h -24h CE 24h  -24h CE 24h -24h CE 24h  -24h CE 24h (°N)

PP Ae 114 111 143 290 289 281 714 706 694 640 631 623 946 926 816 728 718 69.6 18.8
(17y sb 53 59 122 02 04 22 85 73 71 113 118 118 225 251 265 38 31 46 4

PN Ae 117 112 156 289 285 275 70.7 69.6 705 646 626 596 821 642 481 694 653 553 20.6
(36) sSsb 61 60 108 06 07 18 97 82 82 123 125 118 312 311 356 63 9.0 182 5.4
NN Awe 105 109 194 288 284 272 715 716 749 615 608 649 891 65 43 722 67.7 59.0 22.3
(200 sb 57 66 112 05 09 19 64 63 60 95 77 71 133 163 237 37 61 146 3.4
NP Ae 100 94 109 290 287 285 743 745 741 705 683 609 875 682 498 720 676 64.9 20.7
(8) SO 47 46 42 02 04 03 42 43 15 55 130 59 285 266 206 44 37 42 4
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BAL o E AR B PSR REREL

ERC CEM NRC
Zonal translation Average 4.7 3.2 4.6
speed (ms™) SD 3.0 2.1 1.8
Meridional translation ~ Average 3.4 2.9 4.8
speed (ms™) SD 2.5 1.3 2.2
Averaged translation speed (m s™) 5.9 4.4 6.4
SD (ms™) 2.9 1.5 2.6
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