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1 515

PR S A — A BT A I T ) ek B e
PEIRTE , 58 B /KRR e R F 1 R ZB R T2
— IFE B RHOK Y R AR R A R E
1B R & Bk K N B34 12 (Chen et al, 2010;
Rappaport, 2000)., BRI UIE YR AR5
i 71 ] 2 B A% 28 A6 1T 2045 (Trenberth et al, 2007),
T3 2050 452 HUHFAUIE T U R R T A H
W B — 7, 3] 2100 4F PR fi A8k T 8 B FAVHE <
THE T ) T A Ok 1 28 B % 3k 280~680 12 35 T
(World Bank, 2010), 53 KUK 45 BROZAF G 0l I
AR WA B . R AORE I T XU DA T
XFTEAE R K A5 30U R - & AR AR S R I A
MG 550 DA B 32 KRR B AT Al TR LR 2
HRRE B TR B AR 2 A A A A
PraF S bRl AR o REK BN 2 P e K &
JRUBS: PEA Y JEE it

FE NI AE RS IR SCE ST R T Kkl

s HEA.2012-09; fEITHER: 2012-11.

KRB TAE , 38 5% © 8 4% 2 K AU DTk 450
B, U KSR G I M A R R AR DA A
AT RUBSEPEA , 3080 55 B X 2 ) BRLUR B 7K A
HEAT o SRABO I 2 T TP SR B Y 5
AT R BURES AL 45 5 22 FAR K, 91— 37 2% R %t
AR BIE H BT B AU AN [T o PRI, AR
Ui 7K S 0 IXURS: 7 > 7 3 47 3K I ] 1Y) 1% 22
MR RS AT PR . IO 2t — A TR
i 200 ) B 1] R (o, /N 45 5 23 [a] A2 4k
I S I T S o S A 3 S e 2
TR AT, 75 2 T oK ARSI 1455
BF 25 o A R R K 28 o L) Coe 45(1982) . Stern
% (1984) . Rodriguez-Iturbe 4 (1987) Fil Wheater 45
(2005) MARE M G225 IK CEFRAEREIK B 25 158
P AT K AR, IR R T T LR
A R AR A op [ B T [ 45(2009) B
SE(2009) UL 7 A H R AR AR T THIRE 118 2R
153 T B0 A SRR H

E LT 1A R e ¢ 35 XU PEAS iz HH i)
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BRSNS D o R SUE I 35 XU [ /K s
SIS 3% 7 P — RSP RN AV e 2% TR A AR AR PR T R
WE Iy, PO AU AR I BEAILE R, T 3
Jry Ml — IR B2 RS2 58, (T JRHT S i b DX Rk 23
(] 4341 BN A P AR o W — R K R T
FIF 7 o2 B 7K e AT R e VR A 5 1 55 BV AT A 58 ) 1
K ATBEREK o BTl SOERE K Bt n &, 3%
AR KA 1 235 TaI A% SR 23 PR B AR A AN () el 2%
W, IR TPEAVE 5 245 5 B A I B 2 8 A AT
JREEEHIGE . —Jr, Pl AR 5 AR AR
S H A FH(Chen et al, 2010), N2 HA B (&K 53 0]
O3 A BEAILTE R, e KB L BB IK K [ 7K Dy ek 46
ERAEAERE RN E T o 5 X AT SOE R KA
PEAG AN A, W02 7™ H 5 0 Jey b R K Ge A i M
PR TR L AL ) MERF P | 2 1717 5% i) B 40 T A 1 B
PRAER A ERME . BTN, 1975 4 8 H R AT RS 1 7503
FH WG E R RIE AR FEdE B TR
B NS /DBl FERRR LI T 51 & TSR K. H
T s iz X R & A R s R] %) & XUE RS, il
Z P B AR AR , 45 R U S Bk s S
i Z2 A K PR R AR Tt R 1 i i BB AT (i
WII%%, 2008).

TR SN R O R R O3 2 2 R KORG
PR AL B S IO R AR 2 X . S A AR
KT Z W TR R AR, (HI B BOFAE &
X T T XU PEAT vh B K 37 e S A T .
Je, XA EE S 1 2 E R W BRI T RS 7Y
VBB R i 7325 (R R , LA S ORI = B AT Fisf 25
it B 1 BEL ) 17T ORI B A% A AN HE I A5 DR, B
i [RIHERS A AR PERG I (HL42 8, 2002), BEAKAR
e PRGN . BRI 2 RS BE (A0 2 km) 1Y 311 7 27
BEARUAT G AL L Py SO S — X B 3k 2
{H iR RS K S LRI e MR T, H kil
A S [B) A HE R 3 K SR 3 0 KRk 557 , A K Hb 52 i
T BCE TR TR B UK Y 182 (Cheung et
al, 2008), UK, BUEA A MEZ AL 4%, THEFERHS
(JERNZE4E, 2005) 0 XA AF— 18 5 B B2 i X
B PEAS BT 2 A AT 7, TR KR AT
Z AR Rl

PRI , A SOBE Bl I ek A 52 B e 2 e R 25k
e ] e A R KBRS TR K ST

FRABE SR I3 A , A A2 9 DXL A BRI S XU o
PRI R o BEK GETHR AR Al TR
Pl T AR BT R I GE A A 1
G, H A T B R B AR
JRE NI ELR T2 W75 o Tl X0
AREADLT LA ] 7 51 9 Ay “=UE R KR AR SR Al 7
REKGETT i, RS R KL T Y AN ], il 23 o 4
Tl R TR U AR A KRR . AR SO
0 ot L AR TR A PR TE A Ra AK B A RSAL T o a
FR9 3 7K R 2 RSP B T Aty e i A 1) e /K 1
BRADIY e JR e A MV i, TR A PR e
AU U AR I , LA Ry A e o 3 AU
ARy

2 FETHRAE BB A B K R (AL

e fE #18 (Extreme Value Theory)/&—F 1 HE
B AT LTRSS STy i, TR
FHARESE T T 5L T 55 Ak 40 s FRR A <B4 B A
AR/ al

20 20 20 44, Fisher 55 (1928) 7E W 5% i K i
SNBSS A3 A B B S ol TR e . AR PR
A BT SRR, AR 220 Ry 225 . (D et
W AH BRIS AR | 6145 Gumbel 43 7  Frechet 434 Al
Weibull 73 A 85 5, Ji= A A U 94 8 ) SCRRAEL 7 A 154
4 (General Extreme Value), {11123 i £ HL— 1~ B B
Can4E A dR sl /IMEAE M REAS ;@) ) A
FICo AR, BE ORI — 2 A BR ) BT A B EAE
FEAS W 7855 R AT PR A B (B REAS

H A, B AE IS A B0 i H e 20 o b
HE R % T H 22 —(Coles et al, 2003; Mc-
Neil, 1999), AR URERAE K ] , 5 T4 (A8 AR
X D3 5l s A T G o T AN TR R K ) H R
i TR PP 91 A T 50 BEASALL T AT B 3 o Py e |
AL ] ) R R RN RS i TR T R |
X TREAR AW E RN AR —Fh 780 F
FHRRAREAS AR 550 47 ELRRR ATV ) R A ot
(R REE 7K A G B 53 HT 7575 (Coles et al, 2003), B
36 Ao AL R K AU R s W ok — o 1) 1 ) 350K
FAT AL, T AT DL A A A AR TR
ERTRA BRI AR, e K F G
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xR RS I 5 T v 2 o o AR (B A T
VFZ A ta R R (FRHRESE, 2008; 756305, 2011; 24
diFHE, 2010), 10, BFFE AT, Gumbel Copula B
BB ME R A3 A A BRI A T BU I M3 43 A 5
TRV A % L1 i DX 5 KU XU R K BB 6 0 AT 2
TR G AR, 2010) 5 78 28 SR (BRI K ) SUIA
LA R | Weibull 43 A % TR 48 b [ 5 K
W AR B AR I (1 e A, 2011)

R DRI XU (A 5 7 T, AR (L R K ASEADL A A7
FEAR I Jmy B « (D 32 732 X SO0 50 40 %) 44K 1
5, — M T B K A B[] 87 (AN 30 4R L)), T
rf ] S T [ Sk Kk 240 2004 4F 22 )5 24 B
N 38 A A (A ADL A) T 5 il o e e o A B
@ 127 IEARMENRG B 80k s I AE K P 51 & B
BN LA (1] 1 Rl XA 2R Ge 2 48 i R = i
T UG R R K 5 G SRERE K 1 23 [R5 4
U £ AGRR P 7 5 i ) R st i) 45 %% 1) AH
O, T — B[] (AN AT ) P 18 R 7K 592 i DX 1) R
SIRTRIIREEA O, BRI AE R /K 20 A AR e i
fRT AL AR (B A 2

3 FET Ul B K IR 23 R

T3l SRR K B 2 B %, REAE X I s A
ARBATHENUBL , 25 BUAT A Ge T F R 1 A 7] B[]
ROBE I BEIK T 51, I DAREAAS B 5835 5 2 R T I
W 25 [B] SE 2R, 7 —RERRE T D RRK 1) 2 ) 4 4
PRI

Rt 7K 37 B 0 GBS AU 52 o b 2 A e — A S )
R K B LR S AR A AL T H . BRI R R &4
i, AT A M X R AR T B — MR E , T AR
P 3K O G THRRAE AL H 2 X — AR P % H RS
T B LA 10 (B2 B 45, 2004, TR AR08 Fsf ] < g
5REHARRTFELSH, A 20 Ha 60 4181
o, X AR T UK B TR K PR SE
AT, LA DR 32 ORI B2 7K B ARk 25 4 BE P 91 4
IS il 1115 EROK SO Ry A SRR S B ) A, A
I FH A [R] b DXAS [] 75 =R i BE AL 78 22 7 1), (H
HR 8 BRI SR LA T P () 3L Q] figf e g 7 g
S SRR e kAR AR R K 2 HT,
BEAUNS G2 0] Ry DX el only B K, B DA FE TSR H

UKH /INEFEE 2 430 45 5 {E R ey A 32 25 S ) A
SAFEAS AT R 0 S R SR B R, DA K 2 () L
Gy Aob PR iy 26 S5 L b S5 0T A 7K S i) 46 [ A, —
HEAVNBMHAR

KoK Iy 2 SRR E ] 73Ry ) SCERMERSEARY | i
FRAAD o TR BERBER A D) S A E S BRI 55 X
ST DL B K T 91 AR B GE TR AE R 3
H A, AT G b 0 A2 A 0T XU ik X 3 K AR 7 1)
I I K, A ATAT) X DAAR G i e e PG e R
K B 2 18] 43 A DA K e i A8 B AL PR 7 R 1R B K 28
[ A 2 1 o
30 XS ERERY

I MR AY (Generalized Linear Model) , 52K
LA (] U A %) PRI A S DT 28570 A 47 3 4 45 1
AT I AT AR I3 A SRR N R R B O
A (Nelder et al, 1972), H 20 40 80 4E4t 41, Coe
SE(1982)Fl1 Stern 55 (1984 K 28 B 1Y By SR B R BERF K
BALAGNB T LRI LR , oK BRI TR
AR K R A AL B Ry R 7R B ] B
W2 M GET R E R . X S B IR B G B
PR R Tt A 1) R K AR B R Ry By R B R — ) X
2 P 455 7 (Markov-GLM), 8 3] FR O 17 SR 1 5
R )T SCER PR A S A A R K AR A R K
AT 7T -

TE K K A MR Ak i, T SOk M R 523
fafl, EERMAE O KR AEMERBELR
o I R BREE B TiZu — K EUL
KATHIREACIRA . B4, Gabriel 45 (1962) ¢ 67 H
e AU T fet ] — B T 0 T 25 S JR B R AR AR A
R, JE R B TR 2388 2 Bk R R (Dasti-
dar et al, 2010; Haan et al, 1976; Jimoh et al, 1996;
THESE, 2009; AR, 1966), Coe %5(1982)1A K
B S0/ ST BE S A Ay 3 B Sy ] e B
3 A A Ry — B B8 B 8 e — PRl Pl SR 4
SR, a2 A 2R KR K BAU, v s LA — B F
%, QT LA MR 1 X “FE”7E AN [m] B[] A A
] b A TG 1 G, RS BT 7 (5 b Ak 3 2 R AR A
REK o X TR — b5, — 4 [F] B 30 i B K
FEME AT LU AN [A] B9 RE 8L G 5 XPAS [R) i 1 35, o 7]
DL AN [R] B B30 B SR 405 5 1A [i] by XA [+]
WM, 5EnIE X SO BUE AR AR, 2
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XF UL AR T 1 2 AR (BB AR, 2004; B B BH 4,
2009; TKOGHE, 2004; BRI E 4, 1994), @) )7 X £k
PER RIS T, FEK & A HE 238 1 52 e PR 3R 1))
PR TR KA . Logistic PREGHE 7 VE M K & A%
RIS R 2R 1) 3% 42 R AR gl A, L B OK
0 2 AT DL G A 3 J LR AT H BEK i
CINYEORn FI = iR G F A7 S S AN 3
A | DI 4 A% 5 BORHSE (Chandler et al,
2002; X1 7k F14E, 2010), @ 52 M FE 7K P2 1) FH 5.
KR AT FE IECFRIKE . Coe%5(1982) 1 45
THEE ST BoR A 2K R 4 K R
PRI R IRIE

Rof K il R FH K o A R 2R Al it . 7ERE
IR A LG rh  FR B A R G TR R A X
BOEAS I3 A U] 3 A7 #5253 L R
AR LLF] H Gamma 43 4 Al 3 5 K (%) 52 491 Js 2
(Chandler et al, 2002; Coe et al, 1982; Kottegoda et
al, 2003; Little et al, 2009; Richardson, 1981; Stern
et al, 1984; Wilks, 1998; X7k FI%, 2010), H#F5E E
NEES FE B S FH S0 7RG IE T Gamma 4376 7E
B KAV B3 IR (T #E L, 1994).

ISR Ty L BRI R MR IR KR
ERRER G HREKZ B CR , TR DT S < s
05k A &R KINAE(Chandler et al, 2002), I 7] 7
—ERRRE bR R SRV TR R K AR, AT i e
TR, B 23 S () 8, (H i 7 R A7 7R I,
AR — R BT H B BT (R K AL, X I
i 528 7K SRR AL A 7K T A A AU L TR o A i 2 X
kG FERE AT AN oK S BB 8 9l F T e H
B A s i) L o RUBE B [ R
32 At FRARE

M FRAE AR (Point Process Model), AR &5 [ 7K
57 (Point Rainfall Model) , J&— 2875 %) F /K it
gL} R bR S S LA E R EN ) & € 2|
TR 2o 75 e 3R 0B Vo SR P /K B AR i 2R (Dois-
aggregation) & A FH H B 7K G5 1B A HE W B8 v A B
KK G HE R IR ; Hoo o B ) 3R A (Aggregation),
S /NI RURE 45 kG B [ K e T HE kAl 1 H Bk
SGUiMEAY . 19754, Kavvas 1 Delleur tA iR 2|
R 7K S A i e K BT S B — P SR e R i e A
I 1E) 4% T A 1 72 (Omof et al, 2000), 2 )5 , FIFHIA

P PRI K I IFIE 828 TR T, IR 323K mk
FEEIK 0 s i FRAR AU 2 2 e

BT WA R G R 0y s R, F A
Bartlett-Lewis fll Neyman-Scott #f J& Jik i 74 2 28
(Onof et al, 2000), Rodriguez-Iturbe %5 (1987) 1 4
H| F Colorado b [X. i) £ 4 %] Bartlett-Lewis 15 7 i
17 T HEANSHIE , FF 42 T Neyman-Scott %5 JE ik i
BRI FEAIE 2, 7F Bartlett-Lewis £ JE ik i A5 54
o, — R K SR R AR )R AR AR LR K
BATT Y R A I )& T o) — A i R R K A
Ji BB Ky B ML AZ B (Cowpertwait, 1994, 1995,
2004; Rodriguez-Iturbe et al, 1988), 7E Ney-
man-Scott £ JE K i Y | — 37 [ K S R K
PATT IR 2 A B[] 2 Al AR 57 ) A ) B AL A . TR
s AU ehoxt T RS B K S TR B AL E — Rk
SRR K Iy BsF, e — Bsf [) 1% [ 7K St 2 T A R K R
JCREIK B B TR S PRI g o £
Xt A ] B 7K L 19 2 85005 7 (Bo et al, 1994 Islam et
al, 1990; Rodriguez-Iturbe et al, 1988), L M #% {i [%
K BEIAE T KB (Cowpertwait, 1998; Cow-
pertwait et al, 2007). F& T 5 FIAMEE R SRR AY 5
i FEELRY A1 2012 4F Ramesh S5 2 ), XUE BEALIA
#5 1ok 72 (Double Stochastic Poisson Process) 7E X 15
FBE (IR /N R R K A bt 2 5y R 3 38
fJ(Ramesh et al, 2012), {H ARG A B B/
DL 3D e R [RDAS B R K AL, T AN B 7E [ 7K i
2555 RI R L iafE

J7SCER A AR B T e R AR R BT A 2SS
Wheater 55 (2005) I\ A s i FEIA AR R 25 65 = A 2
P B IR ESHE AT DAAEZS (] LA, (EU ol B i 2
Toie T SR B I 2 25 ) oA AR AE# A BR
M, S 25 )k S M AR T 3 T TR 114
Pty 1) U AR, I XA 2 H £ s 281 7 s
6] L1 /% 2 . Segond 45 (2006)FI FH |~ SR A5 A
R0 220l i H K IT 45 G Ia A T R B AL/ N s
BEK , 7652 [ Lee B3O 20 >3 05 12 4R 19 /N
AT T 20 RIS, Be it I K % ik X i (E %
IK R RE S AR A B (B A ARG TR PR AT &
BT AT UL B X R L R R R R T R A R
15, )T SCER PR R S At BRI A B8 A N FH AT e
TR A e i R AR o

e
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Fet o R Bl 4% 4 A (Hidden Markov Model,
HMM) & —Ff & A o 5 RS SRl Rad 72, H
B o 2 B30 ) AT O8I0 2 ) MR 2% 4 A R
M3k

HMM BB ] T B KSR A A7 T A it
Xof T B AR AN [ R ARG Al TR EA T RE K B
AHSCAN S [RI AR SC Y Al , (2 HMM ASERL 2 ][] P £
PR, 7E HMM BERYEL G F & R iy A )
I 75 Uk B Hy IR B 4% A5 A (Non-homogeneous Hid-
den Markov Model, NHMM), H: [ /KAl 11 1] 22 3K B}
] b dE 7 & 3 #2 . 1994 4, Hughes 1 Gut-
torp(1994a, 1994b) i Je 4 ks NHMM [ H T 2 i
AR . ABATTIA A, G R0 ) 2 6 %% 4 | 7
58 RAIRBLT Al s B K IR 5 3 [ AH DG 1Y 5 i LA
BB AFAE A — A AT 4 R SR DL AR IR &
YR RUBE AR R/ N RUEE S SR K, AR
FRRE K I FRAR IR AT 25 A 1 SRR R . A1
NHMM A5 5 %0f 56 [ 3 35 45 1 7 24 1o i BROR A
PG R A Y 30 A R AK sl s AT T B4l (Hughes et
al, 1994b, 1999). Fit I NHMM £ % fiE 1% 3 i ft
ok B BRSO EAIL  EOREE RS R A S
R AR T (AR SEBR I ] A VR 2 1)
L, N AR HOE T RS RGeS
TR RGEIREN T B R KA, AU BT A 1Y
L IR B AR A 52 B R K B s AU g T A i SE
40l JE 55 (Hughes et al, 1999),
3.4 ESHIER

TEXf o 25 B /KB ALL Y B LA A v, JE S0 Al
A S BT, RENE BT LI S e Py s R0 B
WL R A b Sz e AR OG5 520 PR - 22 8] Y AR e
F AR, e EAR R AR Lall 55(1996) 1 Rajagopalan
851996, 1999), AATTRIFHAE S50k % FE A A Al 1
T3 i A SR AR IR T 0t i SR O ER A, Ok
B IR K TE NI H R R EER . XS PE K
R 90 40k b X 30 48 B /K B 1 02 FH 43 R B L i
7 EEIRUR 5 Richardson(1981)42 H i £t A 19114
BEAGCRAN Y o A8 X 27 RE % D A4 — £
I 8] 8, H R 52 D SRR AR R, AP 45 RO F AN
i S WA I S A8 AL XS R 7K (5% ] (Rajagopalan et
al, 1999),

4 FT P URERS AL A B K S HEEL

Ik L 42 XoF e 7K B 223 7 5) A AL Py Bt AL A 78
Ab K BB B R SRE B AR 9 B A, AR
WA LA TT A B R, 3T A
DRSS PEAS AR BUCR f B K AR AR 1) O — R B B 1

LTI S I 8 1) R /K S AR R
Geit2E ik aE S I —S I A A T . TR
P SEAS B HA B RN 25 B 0 R 58, H: R
TR 37 G5 k6 R R it DR [ 7K ) 255 (1) 3 252 M (i) A B
FEHE JIAh, T E N Ah A R K S TR A5
MY FEI 22 | LR AT 38 A 500 Sy B A1 A
Ji& 1) 2% S BUE AR S B i DL S 3l ) —Se i
AT AR S H 5, DI EEA 43
FARFTMAL
4.1 ETFRKEZEIHHEITHSITEESR

T SUTE A5 1] 1 259 [ K R0 S I e AR b
KA 5 wor =0, 20X 48 805 s E0E X
Xof R AT A A AR [ 43 AT AP0 2 i 3R B K 5 T
ERR IO IRy

JOE XU 7K 2% B2 43 A7 Al 7145 B (Hurricane Rain-
fall Rate and Distribution Estimator, HuRRDE) #i /&
—FR FH 2 00 A0 B SRR K AR I 43 A DG R
FF75 SRR i DX B XU AN [ % 36 7K 3 52 el T A4
HE AR {1997 4F 35 [ B N 25 B
(Federal Emergency Management Agency, FEMA)Jt
KT iEATEEME BK XIS 3 &
%4 (Hazards United States-Multi Hazard, HA-
ZUS-MH)LA2K ,HuRRDE Bl = 15 21 & -1 FH T
AR IEAL Z G (FEMA, 2011),

HuRRDE 4 £ 8¢ 32 2 40, 45 4 /> 2L B§ (FEMA,
2011): ) XA [ 52 B B <UE ) R /K SR Bl 21 A2 2
AT, WA ST B KR 5 242 1 R EIOG
o BRTR R 1987 4 K S5 1) 3 BT
/2 (Defense Meteorological Satellite Program) it 3K
FRRTEE A% 3R 91T (Special Sensor Microware/Im-
ager) 1Y [ /K BLHE 7= o R E A BIFT (Alliss et al,
1992, 1993; Rodgers et al, 1994), B {55 5 KUIR 4k
KK R 2 H e R A48 AR U B3, e KX
LN, BEAK 2RI, SR AR5 Bk Bl 2 42
Y AE AR 5 e R RG24 USSR 7K S ek B~ A2 44 m
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A% SR U B Z W0 A . @ MG SUE
JEE % e 7K 58 5 Wi Jy T A5E AU 9E 1748 TF (Rodgers et
al, 1994), fRBHHTAUE L AT TR (F11%)20
hPa [ 7K FEAK (FH150)35% S A8 5 FE A& 1E DX+,
i S A 5 BE AR A 5 | A 1) UM 25 5 K R R 4
K FZRAGHEA FRAEIE R T Bilan, 5 f5 i 20 <
JE R B 10 hPa, D) 24 7 iof 221 i /K 38 5 3R A 1.1 722
FRABIEFF o B MBEIKA IR Ty XA 8 1 7
BIE . T AT SONE I RS B Ny ) 23 5 | A
7K 43 A1 AS ] (Frank, 1977; Jones, 1987; Peng et al,
1999; Shapiro, 1983), R4 Rodgers %5(1994) Hyfiff 5% ,
X ERH AN S AL ST S , 43 i AT 1)
R TE 7 1] 1) 8 A~ B 7K Bt DX AN [R) AR VR R 8 IE
W, @ RIS SN E S LA E2ER
— K PR MAE IE RO AL A T, LS
B I DR - 2F a2 1 FAIE 3% S M 1 $AH AT o B X
RSB A

HuRRDE R A7 5 HH38 7 68 B K o3 A
BONA R, HBEAL AR A X A5 A Bl AL AR
A GRS R XG4 SR S
B AR R 2R SESEUT I A, RI] 15
B 23 ARG B B Hge it b BB K 7 9,
HAZUS-MH % 4t "' i HuRRDE #5 7Y L b AP 7 Mg
WA ), K AR I 265 2 30 S8, (AR SE R 5 %
JEAEARNIE S S X s Sk
4.2 SIEFFE K IER

A3 5 22 1 45 7 (Rainfall Climate and Persis-
tence Model, R-CLIPER) J& 3¢ [E [E 5V FI KA w)
(National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration,
NOAA)FF & AT U SRR S MAR AL, R A0 055
% b 3K Wy 3 ST A By 7 2 S5 & (Geophysical
Fluid Dynamics Laboratory, GFDL)#$Fj #4H7 S i
K TR AL R AT . R-CLIPER BLALSE S LR
A | TR SRR S B R, S AR 2
FORFLEAT T ek, YR A i U PHRaM 45 [ 7K A
A, 5 HuRRDE # t, , R-CLIPER B AL 5 T
AT SR R K A5 ) A A AR 1 HL A 1 8 il
AR Bl L B K S DAY, 53 A, R L fS S ek
HERAL R SRR K 38 5 R e L 3R (1) G R A
FEH A

2001-2003 4F-, R-CLIPER #5538 45 57, £ %2

41 2 A B B (DeMaria et al, 2001; Marks et al,
2002): (D DeMaria il Tuleya % 7 NOAA 5 &} % i
Z2 M ST K24 VE B KA 5E I (Cooperative Insti-
tute for Research in the Atmosphere) i) 3525 T , F1] F
2 1948-20004F 125 I8l ) pnly AUie L
46 37 W& JR) 1) T s i 5CHRR 3 0 %8 B BT ASOlE O
500 km Ji A LA 10 ke Ay 8] A8 B4R P AS ] #R7
SEHRFE TP K 38 B il J5 AN R B 220 R AT
SR T MR K AR TG L, ST T R-CLI-
PER #EAUARTE . (@ JEF #AH W T2 & (Tropical
Rain Measurement Mission, TRMM)R& /KAt 11454
RO AR TMIE |, % s SOe R 7K iy <A
SERRESEAT T g1t 20 Ak T BI5Y (Lonfat et
al, 2004), 7EAISEIE AR, BT Lonfat S5 F5E
13 B2 0 P BB K AR 0 A AR AL 25 B
Jig 5k B2, A T A AUNE Y 1B IR 38 (Rainfall
Footprint)”, #E 1M 15 2| R /K g, AR 2% 8
TR R RUBE B Bl B () X B K A 1Y)
SEIA) T A% SRR RS IREE T | ) R I ) A0 45
X REIK AR PE RS20 (Tuleya et al, 2007).

JL 4 R-CLIPER #5518 3% 3k a7 £ H A #iiy < i
AR B 3 DX P 2 K 2 B B ) Ak g
AT — e B 5 Y SRy B = D 55 A KL 1) S 5 dk
TRER T ZHEAF R BB 25 3 R
R P SBE TR B B R 2, A B2 % TR SRAE
SN RUBE ) BB HUR RN AR R, T8 WA 1)
JRGER JER 4 | % T ML 2 Ay S8 A % ol i 4
PR S0k 2w () AR AZ i R XU B K 3
A [F) T RR ) 1) B i T B P A Y Ry BR 4 (Lon-
fat et al, 2007), F AR ALK RIEIT Ry AL 15
IECERTA IR S RS (AT N 7/ P T (| B
TRMM £l 4t 1145 21 i R X 3~5 G fe KK R
Z97E 12 mm/h, 110 R 7R EA S5 3845 3] 1 Rk R — ik
= T I {H 2.5~3 fi% (Langousis et al, 2009b), @ [#
TR R £ A2 3 T TMI A B K 77 i, T A — 77 i B A
R T B KA AR DX 2 i 58 1717 I 7K e L DX D0 2 it 553
(Viltard et al, 2006),

BERFLA B 228 T e 1 28 i RO
Vi Bl e 4 PR XU D)8 | b T A5 T R K 238 R
IKAR KRR I BFSE . 2007 4F , Tuleya %5:(2007) 4
TEAF A PEA 25 B8 Y B SOBERE K T e 7, &
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L7 T X% R-CLIPER A5 20 34 7 oiet . D ik 5¢
L RURCTE B il I B K R A2 Ak R R S A s e ST
TR IR K S AR B[R] BRAIOC R OFR
TRAER SR 5 (D) 25 A BN Iy U [ 7K 1 HL A
S, 1] FH 5 AR XU ke B 20 S0 2 1E Ay AUIE Y
5 8, I TRMM 08 gl 37 17 ol e Rk i 5
P KK C RIS TR S5, 2006
4F, Lonfat % %t R-CLIPER A& B HE 4T T BR 858 KT B
YIAE B W IEAE IE , #5772 B4k R XU R 7K A A
(Parametric Hurricane Rainfall Model, PHRaM)(Lon-
fat et al, 2006, 2007), A& : @ F FH— B fé L
3 AT AR R XA T B D) AR 5 1 A9 23 T AS X B
@ 38 AR I P A AR B[] 25 PN i BE 1Y
AR AR MO B 520 . R I, ¥ R-CLIPER 5 X
T f U RAY HIE S B AR, 7531 PHRaM A%
AL IS TR EE 1% e, 2 ST R X D)
7% () PHRaM JIT 15 21| (1) [ 7K 3 ¢ R-CLIPER £ 45
BB BEFEUE, 5546, Matyas 55 M ETE = M FEFIY
FHAHE S E B K DX B 2L PR R 45 1F (Matyas, 2007,
2010), Hence % i#F — 203 2 TRMM T 2 4 B HR Aty
YR BT A K 45 44 (Hence et al, 2011, 2012), 3% %)
R-CLIPER BB 7K E it | B 7K Bl S AN X A F 7K
FAl T A R R . TEEEMNE, DL ek
PRS- K 38 SRR oAt AR B Al
THRE T AEZ W 2Rk — 20 1 HH T XURS PPA 1075 £
T R AT P K AR A A A TR

FIAN AT HEST T 5 R Ry M b I 2% 14 () <A
FREL PR KSR S5 22 DL T4 X Jr s i DX 1)
¥ (Cheung et al, 2006, 2008; Lee et al, 2006), 14
1, 1993 4F, Chang 234 T 82 57 5 KUY 22 4~ & 75 L
T 3t 2 O K5 A L 19~27°N L 117~125°E BYHF5E IX.
Rl 53R 2020 WA, BT RS S St 6 KU AR
SLTE B2 AR B 7 DX A5 S B K R A A A L
TR B 7K 37 7 90 AT B AR 52 1 5 EOF 43 17 .
2006 4, Lee S5 FE TR Mg Gt Tk, FIH &
TS HIIX 3714 H 25 ul (B 46 T s | b T UL
A I 55 35 55)1989-2002 41 62 37 FAviy S E 91 1] 719 1
ZINERE XL B 7K Bl , ST T 4% sl R 32 AN T R A
SRR IR T B SR 2R RK
BRI (Lee et al, 2006) . H 4T Bk di (B0 1Y)
SAEE R A A I SR R 2 A KU AR i )

A% I IS — 3 i (BIUR J0) B K B U E S fE.
Chang 5 FTAMFFTAI LG, DAl 5 b f r e bk &l
TESEBR Y B BT B T GE T RS A B A T
155 (T 0.5°%0.5° P A% e 1, ik — D4 (E 2] 0.1°%
0.1° A%, ¥ Syt i 850 H B 22 HAE AN T X el 5
MK B4 . 2008 4F , Cheung 25 i — L 45 1F T B¢
TR H A AP RS PR R K B L ()T, 7E Lee
SRR S LA T B S — RS K
A (CLIPER) 38 32 6F Fifr A7 3k a5 o 00 {2 0L 0
(BB AH B 5T & 3, 1T BE-5 0t e ) RUOBEA ¢,
FREZIT AL 3 /NI B R AR A T O B, i ABE
TR B SERE K AR IR AZ I O T, JE
TORSE R T s B Ge it 50 Hr , 5  T Ay
S BT BERIL R R A PG e
FH B 25 () 45 74 T B2 2556 B K 7 A ) 52, PR
X T ERE KA T R BRAR (EAS BEAR 47 M fsz ke
B AR S B K
43 ETFia R EER R KR ST

BT il BE AR K B SE THBLR (Modi-
fied-Smith-for-Rainfall Model) J2& i 3¢ [E Jif 24 # T
27 Bt 1 K5 IS T2 & 19 Langousis il Veneziano
SR R KU PEAG T [ T A 11, e — T Tl
AU FLZ ) K R R A BB K )y B —
4511 (Langousis et al, 2009b).,

AR L4y R 4 4. D FIH Langousis %45
F Y 1 ALZ AR (Langousis et al, 2009a) , 42 4 7K F
7 1oy JRGEE D7) i) R 3355 2 XU 5 ) B ok
TR SRR &R R E Fe i), A i B RGE | SA 4f
Fas S KR R R 28 SR rh 7K R T
H 28 SR EE AR R) , TR /KA BOE &, R
A A S S FAE R0 A R IR AR B
W TR H T Y e A BE A S AE O R R S
HE M FRFGR I, DA i 5 OE = 3 i g 1
PO SBE M B K B 5 @ 43 iy AUE e sl it
T FLYIAE BT RRME  FFER AR n A Bl i 1A X
FRXF R 475 1E (Langousis et al, 2009b), %A% Y
FZR I F T2 RH T80 A2 $edy e
A XU Y 7 PR ASE Y BT K YA e B3 Tt R
FeRETK R BT SNE PRI S A B XL ) XL
AR 1) BR R Py SIE R RS B B | b R R
BN FZ A R VR RN RO A . i TR AR
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B A R SR R AN AT RE X K S 85 1 7
HERR I GETHAR A, DR AT A it 1k R KA B AR A 0
FIH K5 22 (I BE 1T R AE AR 1T 7R #MLangousis et
al, 2009¢).

MR E i, i AR RE A X S s e F K
FE B A BRI A TARALL , EX B 9 i Jay
XA B R K B S A A5 B . 7F Langousis J&
SERIMFIE T, JE T TRMM B0 X AR C S50,
Jof I MSR B0 25 PY FF VT o AT S E A 7K RS
HEAT T 1Pl (Langousis et al, 2009b).

5 g5y

5.1 45t

TR SUE I RS PAT A 5% v %) R 7K R {E A
UL A K s 23 AT LB FOURI R /K S A0 4% ELAR o5

SEF WA HIE R AR AR T i, LB 4R
R TR AT g o A AR A AR AR TS 2]
BENFFE D G A 25 5, I TR B B K B 25
BENEE I o ABIZ Iy 1 S AR e 2ok B i B 38
FHYGEFEA R, %Ry SR AR BED LI R HoAly >k
IRETK 23 (8] 534 B 7K E B K AR (BT BRI AN
B 1 17 TR AN RR R I b A 7 Rk

BTl s R R K B A A 1 RBAE AL T
FEABI FAS R RUEE B oK B[R] 91, O DAREA
A B B0 S AR T S B 2 [R] 6 R — e R
DK 23 [ 2 I R, 5 B AATS AN BRAR 4 b Sz ke
PSR K 1) 23 18] 73 A1 DA B H AR B AL 2 >k
(R 7K 23 8] B AN SE

F TP SE S AR 0 R AR ARAEL i, T A
B U S WA S A (] 2544 , £ B T30y S bl
FEAR TR S () A A Bk B BRGSO RR K
(EBEN Gy == % CER] 2V AU R Y S Ve O
52RE

H AT, 2R AR R /KB B8 0 5 ) B K B 23
BEAILAALL L T BR AR 0 Pl SOE S 1 R K A4 2 40
W, E4lUS TR EMIERE, S5 AL S
BT LA — ekt

(1) S b A FR TE P SBERE K L L

{HL R AR A AELAE A U9 KBS BF 5 118 0 BN FE o WAL
B K AR = 5 I SOE XURS TP A 45 & 9 1)

S, N — 2 R I S e T B A B TE AT e
FEWFTE PRI AR R PR AR R, XF
R K5 B A R AR R B TR B R 8, e o e
IKITF 52 5y b MR 2 M, HLah R 1) 2 ) o %
SR

(2) Fo 55 % B0 FH T 7K XU A 45088k Ay ik
FETE, RAEIE T 0l 5 I 23 [ K BEA LS ) i) ]
FEAVBLRI A S . R, Bk 1 A XU 75 22
T T SE A AR B 32 1 5 A K s 18] EA T 1EA
75 58 LA 20 (A BsF 1] 43 B3R (/N I 25 6 25 ]
AR T RO S, KB T — RS2 pE K
BEAUSERL, 7= A 45 5 A SR B B AL R K 8% -
TSR 3 e A ] _EOREERR Y, DA A
AR AL R RIS AR S A R AN ST
W, T SRR 5 R A RSB T R 1
KRN, PRI, B2 38 35 268 HEGF st (i) o 371 11 A
Pk

(3) Bt 3T 3 5 Y A K BEA LRI P 4 25 ) i
SRPE, SN AP JESR R R KRR
AR RS AT 38 e 7E K R R AR (14 R 7K A
R [A] 43 S R K R (B T R B ML A
A B R K 23 TR A AT XE DL R 3G 3k o DRI g i g
7 [ B AR ) Bl B LA X 233 i) B3 K B B 52 el 451 4, AT
PATSERE BT S & AR I R 2, Il — 52 23 [R) e
] DAY 1R R A A5 1) S BRARE R 45 B R A3 DL b A
RAh AN, T AR i R R A 45 T
DAiE— A4 AU A At 2 R B, MG A E e K
S B S R TR K 23 [ A e BB ek
Pokerii

(4) Foor % PGS A B R K 254, 1%
P e PP BR AR DAy SO R Rk B
TGO A AR B, F 42 17 BT L 2 Bl A8 7 i) 23 ) 544
A i R — A 4 A AL AR T P A R Rk S, T
DL A JRUBS: AT 5% 4 A A oy BAB A B KRR AR E 7R %
R KGR AR R EAPAEAE VR 22 I T 46T, i
P85 T T Y AE RN S5 AT 5 i AR X FRIE K .
A, BRI i HoAth R GoA AR IS | R Rk
PR , 75 705325 R SR By A8 2 T K 5 Hh K
55 I BT B A 45 A T A AR Y R I R VR
(Hellin, et al, 1999), X $&52 R ] G & A 1 5K 41 &
FIEL R YA ST A 7 X
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Review on modeling of tropical cyclone rainfall

LI Ying"’, FANG Weihua'*’
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Abstract: China is one of the countries severely suffering from tropical cyclone (TC) disaster. Accurate rainfall
modeling is of great significance for TC disaster risk assessment. From the perspective of TC disaster risk as-
sessment, the methods of rainfall modeling can be classified into three categories, such as extreme rainfall mod-
eling based on extreme value theory, stochastic space-time rainfall modeling based on ground station data, and
TC rainfall event modeling based on stochastic TC tracks. This paper analyzes the demand of rainfall modeling
for TC disaster risk assessment, and then reviews the principles, procedures, improvements and features of the
three types of models. It is concluded that TC rainfall modeling for disaster risk assessment needs to integrate
both the common features in rainfall modeling and the special requirements for TC rainfall simulation, in order
to achieve a good balance among accuracy of TC rainfall, reliability of statistical results and computational
costs. TC rainfall modeling should be based upon extreme value theory for long-term catastrophe risk analysis,
and stochastic models are ideal for site-specific rainfall time series simulation, while stochastic TC rainfall event
simulation, as the most advanced method, still needs further study in the areas such as rainfall mechanism and
spatial structure, etc.

Key words: tropical cyclone; rainfall modeling; disaster; risk assessment



