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1 5|5F HsE e (D BUR MR TS (Leutbecher

KA LG RS 5 AR U ERIR
BERA A B raalEms, eiinssh 2 7
AR 2R AN TR E M 5 G2 1 A 0T A I i B0 )
Ao FEEUE TRAN T, X PRIEZ AR e M
FEIUE I TR ZE PRI K, AR TR 2] 25
KA AEFERPTR IR ZE (Lorenz, 1969;
Kalnay, 2003; Kirtmanetal., 2013); #4%h, HiHl
PIEE A A A BEAR I 2 oK< W S AR &
RGEMIRE RIS IR ARAE, MR
w2, WitaRzEE . BRI AR R A AR
EMEILESE T KA WA A RS, UHRZ
552 R ORI R AR S A A TR I PR 2 22 (Mu
etal., 2010; Palmeretal., 2014). KT HifkirZE
HIBEFT e T ] R VEDT 8 (Mu et al.,, 2004) . 7]
FHR A BI F0 0T T4 v R AR AN A P £ T 4
HAEZEN, Mo T ks 2 Kb v a8 T
ATTAR L 40 W7 T 7= ot ¥ o] S, TR0 Tennekes
(1991) Fath, WA HEAT TR R 22 U1 1 046 ™
AE— A 5E BB Wk 7 & [ 78 WL Thompson
(1957). Palmer etal. (1994) . [Kik, FifkizzE
A T2 UE R S IR AT A T s AN B 2D R34
o BRA TR W R T R 2 . SR
A AR 2 R AR TE R SROIR 3 1 M 2% FE 0 AT
Epstein (1969) #5255 Liouville J7 2k 11K
ORGSR B A . A8, HUE RS PHRFMS
I RGN B B E 28 E T, 28T H, N
M-S BOX PR E ERATITH (Epstein,
1969 . B Ja, Leith (1974) #H T 545 K%
(Monte Carlo Forecasting, MCF) J7i%, 1% /7%
B2 2 ALY AP B INAERI 46 73 i b
P2 A — S TR B DR R A T FRRCR S R %
A, NS BT 25 SR A E 1 . X2 S & il
AR . SRR RIS TR T A A TR B A
FE [ S2PR . Epstein (1969) F1Leith (1974) 1A
N, EREBEAGO T, WR—HYGERI SR
U i S AT AR IR AN E M, IR 4 KX S ih 4k
B2 MBI YMERAT TR, WIATR 2 2 A Pah 1)
TR B, XA I TR 5 SR R s b S Pl F4
SR EE, MG T HNERE 7 AR R
IRy, TRER T % TR R O B m R AR 1R 3 [
gy, 133 T HEAE R IR R, AT PAsE R

and Palmer, 2008); 1L 54 & Fll B ot < T
LA PRI EHE, FEEHHRT g RS
W= AT E . e L, —ATRESTIIRA
GRS T I TR R 22 5 H BRI B F) TR AN
52 M AR AR ZE ) (Brankovié et al., 1990; Eckel and
Mass, 2005). Rlit, H£&TER RG] LGHE LS
2 BB AR B A P 2 TR ) A 1k 2 (Bowler,
2006; Buckingham et al., 2010). [FIF}, £EA ik
WA DS SR A R, AT AR TR BT BT
P, SISO EM K AERNERER
(Buizza et al., 2005; Leutbecher and Palmer,
2008). AU, ARG TARAV AT DLIR (A E PR 4R
G TR SR, T H AT DO 1% 4 R Tk iR 22
At T, R R AR Tl 45 tH 3RATT T %
OHA R AR T RENE

B TR mT DLER L4 AATTIT GO B R AR B
FAM TR R . kiR ZE, DRSO R AE
(AT BB R IR ™ i, X8 2 LR A AT T 7E
AR B R AR SARES S AT 22 R 2 A2 7= A
TR I E A TGN, B 3 B P ok ok
IS [¥) S SR IBUART A 77 0 ok e e, T B KPR 2% . 2
B TR S A VTR E T AR Tk
o B B R EEE . AT RAN
(World Meteorological Organization, WMO) ¥
£ B TR B AR A (1) 32 B AR 2 —
FITEA,  ER G TIR 10) A R AE IARY 55 Hi(E Toidhe 4 & v
IE2IEBERE S, RTESTERABT A TR
A ST FT B g S SO SE B B
il

A BRI WA & TR ) R A S g, O
LR E B b O R ) E RS TRk il g
PriXLeT7vE % B IR HAA L, B AR R 2N 5
(5 BE 4R & Tk 705, B T e B B kAR
7]

2 BUMIMERNRE TR MBS TN
i
LIRS BURRE — AR, BIRA L
AR K IR, B5 Bl BT i o TR

MERBZ AT (Leith, 1974). HAkH, 4
A Ptk e R I TR A AR R A e B T,
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TEHAIIE T BB INVIAEIRE), TR IRILBh i
ik, ANFERIWIELS) ] DS EIA R s ik, X
BEH B TR AR & TR B & LR FEAS . ARAE £
BRAREAR, G TR AT LA TH AR RIRAS 2 2%
FEor A e WA, ATFHILEEENA )T 5 E AR & il
I ? VEF NN, ARG PIARAE 12 i Pl b 2
WGP BN TE B & R 1 22 H B A H R fliik
HAH, AXTEAERMNT. BEAREH TR 5 B EAAAE
BORZERM, IBAFRAT A B EFE S Tk b2 hn b &
R HG K R WIaE P h A Re A 5 & il 3 B8 i |
B, M Zim sE (B D. bk, RALE
Wik b B K AIERE), A e AR & ik
HA H m b 5

HEbr EORRE T 2R A TRV I sh 1)
J7iE, I HAX T VEAEAS [F] B SR X 25381
2 T BOVRIIIN . N5 5 ik, Leith  (1974)
BT SR 75 (Monte Carlo method, MCF)
TN H T B E U AT S ik, RES
TiiA N BRAR A 7057 ) S PR B o 17 K LSRR
IRIER 7 TR Z B AR BN A (), AR 2 e
EREMEARHIR, BfAVEARE AL 75 iR 22
(P73 (a3 A, AR IR AR E K IPIEHsh. H
VARG Tk b 2 E G KA TER RSN, BRI R

A Fidk # 0y (European Centre for Medium - Range
Weather Forecasts, ECMWEF) i ] &F & 1 & 7%
(Singular Vectors, SVs; Lorenz, 1965; Mureau et
al., 1993; Leutbecher and Palmer, 2008) ;=44
AR . SVs AR T 2P AH BT Y
A A R R R PRIG ISR EN, AR T A A | A Ee e
F177 17 (Lorenz, 1965). ¥4ixX%LAH H ML K] SVs
PENHAS A — A IEAS 3, 3l 2V 25 T AN R
B F B RR VI TR Z AT E I, Fix L
] B A N5 TR W IR 0 2 7 A2 e 5 TR s A
ZINERL R BA N E 78, BAHIUE
WILR 7 iR Z= AT g M, B2 05—
i e TR AE 7 AE SV IF 28 B I 0] I 28 1 A5 3R
BT &tk fl, B ERYIGR R BN A fE 78 53 ML
M E SRR e, A Regs th A A 2 W] e
PR AH G A5 &, DRI T 52 1) B - TR 1 T4 152 7
(Anderson, 1997; Hamill et al., 2000; Mu and
Jiang, 2008; Jiang and Mu, 2009; Duan and Huo,
2016). 1 ek SVs B BRTE, Muetal. (2003)
PEth T SRR L f R #E3)  (conditional nonlinear
optimal perturbation, CNOP) J5ik, 1Z AR T
LR A KR RIS, R FRE T HE
LB (R0 . Duan and Huo (2016) ¥ i% J5 ik dh

— K
- — — EHITER

TR 1]

BT Pl T SR TR ot BL RS K A AT ah s 153 A s 7 ]

Fig.1 Schematic diagram showing the control forecast, the ensemble forecast members, and temporal evolution of the fast-growing initial perturbation
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Ji& B B B 2O B ST ) A A A o AR DR AT
CNOPs, ¥ HAERE G WY P sh BH T &
i 16 1) 5 U BR AR TR, 1931 T8 SV ST VE
= A Wik £ 75 (Huo and Duan, 2019
Huo etal., 2019), 5K 7 5 & 2 1) Flh Ao e 1
flitt, EZITERTHEAN R BB, IR AR RRE
% 7% Ji& T 9 R B B T IEAZ CNOPs, - AT
P HAEEE R AR A S i S H . AT
AR LA B R X AR S TR AR RS I S
NCEP 1IN i 55 PR 2 it b, KR 1 S hH A &
7% (Breeding vectors, BVs; Toth and Kalnay,
1997) W TP A a WHRMIGRILS), JFRA B KPR
W5 ZITVEME S T BRHREOR, 8 B
IR R KA IR R A, RE I3
iR Z RSV S TR WILa RS . ZIVERAR
REB M 5EACK LM R,
BN, HAZ TR B ) TR AT 46 I 2 2 BT ] B
HURVASUSER S y/w) I 2 S WA S S B S G Ygta e I
PEh, PG HIIR TN FERlR 42 ] TR B4R 70 i
ZR DT BN 1 SCRIIRA, i B iz 05 4
MGV R ALY, &G R BA BT
FRACMAE, ASHT A b T PR & RIA T E M. R
& Feng et al. (2014) F1 Magnusson et al. (2008)
LEET BYsIMIEASYE, o Bl A IE 22 I HEZR
J51 &8 Lyapunov [ & Fl 1EAZ BVs T4 & T i 78,
EAT SR AN i 5 i BV's Z1 i P #4714 IR 221 2 i I 1)
BORod s K s i Jm R . 58, Huo et al.
(2019) K CNOPs % & Hi il 5 BVs X} b 5 & 3L
BVsfiila) T A /NSRS B, HEGHAT
B A ARSI A L, BT RA BN RS
TR EE TS . BVs ZI i 22 i (8] (¥ s R 48 20 v R
EETIRAAB/NEHENFERR L —. —FhEE
TG BRI BERL R 75 VE e 8L 2146 5 T4
H. WE S K 2P (Ensemble Kalman filter,
EnKF; Evensen, 1994; Houtekarner et al., 2007) -
5 K 2 € (Ensemble transform Kalman
filter, ETKF; Houtekamer and Derome, 1994;
Bishop and Toth, 1999) %§. IXL&77 kR HEE S L
SRR R Z W 7 ZZRE R, AR S R 0L Bt
B, I [F A T VR R R ZE B B T R R AT B
B, BRNGMEG L, XEHPTES AR T
EE TR A IR . ZRTTEEES TR
AR TR R, (B ER 2, EnKFJ7

VIR 0T L T WL B T R R R MR AR B, XS
N 22 K FH o A s, AT AR 7550 I s
YA IR 22, EnKF J5VEABE R UF HIT(E R 5%
IR A AL 8 iE (Von Leeuwen, 2009) . 3 4,
EnKF J7VEAFAEAE A BREE A FEAR LN 5 IRV, 1%
Jr B AR A TH S SR ZE W T ZE R REN 5IN
ARG, AT I i 7 2 AR A R e A i (R 7™
AR KEIFERZE) MRS, REFEOITEARE
BT R B R G L IRES R AR G TR B K
Ro EnKF FEMTHEER, BRI T HTZ 88
o BAREXT EnKF kit HEE R, AR T
ETKF J77% (Bishop and Toth, 1999), {HiZ /5 VkHY
TARAR ZE 007 25 R LR, X TRt R ST
AR ZED T Z WA R AR REE. mH, 5
BVs 2%16l, EnKF Al ETKF {45 & $ 5h 3= 2 %) i i
R 2 22 BB 0] B IR A6 R 3, 3 7 2 R
i, IX 7] fE L EnKF 1 ETKE 5 4 5 B AR N,
MAFASK N LT rE e 0 22 1 7 =0
H B MR (Yang et al., 2015; Zheng and
Zhu, 2016), JUFIX LTy 7E BAR Y 55 B A H
4 T R 258 B

R Bl W, HETS THME A TR 71244 B
WIAETEMRER s, (HATLLE B, S REFATRIEAE
MR RN, HB 1A — A B SR
HEw EEAHPES TR B4, W% E
IR BRI R R, A AN TS T E 5
HMEEGTERTTIER? F4h, N BRI LR
SRS PR AN R 5 v 2 (8] AT AAH B 5 A, 8
2, WK RES 8 & AR A TR VAR, FRAN
S A DUR TSR IR, 2 R A [RI B Tl 5 1
S RIAT R A T RN L — R B TR 7 VR BR PR R
(W ST RE M e 2 JE e W, Ik S B (e 15 s o
W, AR S — N EEARE, HA
A5 = TR B T A SR & TR i

3 BUMEXAHEEZ MRS TR
Tk

MEE 2R, L B G TR A B )
I AHEE, RIMBUERE A SESR M. SR1MT, BORGE
Z IR, AR ZEWAER KR RN R
ARVIRBI ARG, JCH AR ERIA ST ZE J] 7 /U5
TG, B RO UERSE A TSR, mH
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T FRIEE BSOS B AR B MO ATAE 51 R SR = s
BRI R, AR ER KRR ZE . B
R 22 5| R IR R A TR RORT = fige TR AN 5 1t ok
ZERRFFATREM (Kirtman et al.,, 2013;
Duan et al., 2014; Muetal., 2015). #1IPCC-AR5
TE% JEWIGE AN € M) Bl b, i — D% iR
ZEWIRE, gath AR A R MERT R E L, BARAT
W AT B T AR B R AL
INRZERTARFARAS I FEMIRE L . W AT UR R 22 Bl I
(7] % J TRV JEOR B 0 85 B 7 AT AR 58, B4 &R
SR IRAR RIS AR, RG] TR MR
(Kirtman et al., 2013). 734}, Wang etal. (2018)
HH], RAESTERBERA LI FE R AR
GurZE . AT, RS AURE S TR G 2%
JEBLRZE R . AR, AR ZE S B TR A
WENE, S¥IRRZERL, WS ERE TR A
W M, M H 5P 1R 2 S BUG TRk R 2Z A BAE
M, MERAX 3. BIR KT R R Z &S TR Be
A E AR ZE L SVIRRZRAH AR, N
T AT BEAE AT Tl ™ b AN E VER R IR A0, 1R
ATVARHE T8 ™ it o AR SRR AR AU 7 [7) PR 0

BERRZE R 2, A SR B
WZH e, mHBESE B, LR
FLTHE AR Z WS N T A B iR 2,
I S AR A 1 T ik R AR R 2 R L S IR R
ZEHAH BAEF, EE bl B MR R ) 46 1R 22 M R
K (Barkmeijer et al., 2003; Moore et al., 2006;
Duan and Zhou, 2013; Qietal, 2017). REFIX
FE, BEBR2E# AT a0 & & T T A T
Nk ZE FE T AR E . W Houtekamer et al.
(1996) TEMNEE KI5 1) 4 BREE A Tk R4 b Al
FAAFEBSR S K8 B i FiHh
e T %, KA T 23 R H & kM R
P2 A o e 1 5 I A 2R 22 1 R A TR 07
(Stensrud et al., 2000; Jankov et al., 2005) ;
McCabe et al. (2016) W3 i FEAL L) HAE A
MZHOEAT A TR, I/ S H0R 7 51 R
NiR%E; Bribz 4, ECMWF 7£ 1998 FE 44 ik
R Wi 7 A2 gl N T BE LA B R v
(Buizza et al., 1999). %7 V58 e A 2 1
FER B T S BRI A m A0 5 A =X A
WRZE, AR AN [ R AL % 22 4 S AR X e Ak
SAEAEAL A ST 5] N — AL 2 s R 7

X HFATHE), TS TR (Shutts and Palmer,
2004). SRR, XS HUHRITIEE T
KR EM W . NwikiZFKRY, Evans et al.
(2000) A Goerss (2000) %54 2 AN 3 11 Tl i 45
RiAT8R G, 7 2 HE LS TRk (Harrison et
al., 1999), XMIEHIE T AR IRER LGS
o, 5HATTEAEERA — 2R . 2%
A TR 7V A S TS A I R AR S i o, OF
A3 T —E MY (Kirtman and Min, 2009). A&
M, RS THRITIEA T SRR 2 B, )
2 W] AE 5 TR A (R B 2 RE A 3R 22 R ) 4R R
2y S HH EAR X PR 4 SR i 2 e e 2

4 [ERB/NIMEMNE XA E E 720
HE SR %

DA_E A2 B8 1 TR 7 12 A AN % R A IR AN
EMEPENIIR IS, B AATE B AN E 1K
AR ENTT R, FSHEAES, b
PRSI PSH TT &R L b, sl 5k, #
(B TR R AEE A E B R AR s 1, T H—A

Z& BB B AR 2 DM L2 B0k J7 R AL
fr, HTFNAE T RENSH URZNARYHE
XWERBHD . LGRS, HEEHEER
Lo B S BRSO P B S IS H AR E
MHEVRRZ A EAER, BN HTES
T2 — T N AE TAE. B4, BEABEHIXLE
TIOUAETT LI 1 B 2 m s iR 2 I B e L
W46 1 22 B A ELAE FH IR 2 H AT E Br_ER A 2 A
SV 2Tk ST UK EIRYNEI e NEEZ/FE bu:
AN B AT 52 12X R & TR 9 2 (Hou et al.,
20010, Frif A —2HMEELS TR, 2R
Z AT BT A TR 2R G800 T TR Btk
AR, BATEEG TR 1% I7VERIR R T HIdG 1R
ZEAGE A E KIS, (H2EXBEIIR, 25
XEGARAES T EARE, R Z (A1 AT fE
H A5 2 TR OK ) 22 e T A7 AR BOR Y AR &8 A A
M 2338 AR & TR 45 RECK I R Gi i 22 . 4
T3] LR 3 —Ffr 7 V238 e i ) e ?

NCEP M 2010 £FJF 46 {8 F Bt AL 4= 6T A S8 3h ik
(stochastic total tendency perturbation, STTP; Hou
etal., 2006, 2008), RIEME Ry A2 K BT F A
BE AL 5 38 TR Fi R A U A I R Z ) 255 5
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e, JE Ik 22 % S I B AL 3 SR 7 A AR TR R A
L b, RO E R AR B A ) U7 RS B L5
SEE 7/ 1020) P i BRI 20 6 S IREAL 0 1 K7l e ot ey p A B
ITERG T . BEALIA P Bh s 1% 3h & e
X —, WREIIREGR 2. e, 1%
BE ML BRI 7 IME, Wihah TR (i),
MTTRE L& T Wlth %, NFRaHRE 7B RRZER
M. FTLL, STTP 7% LN N2 ZHIME— 2 1
XS PRI ER — M. STTP J7 ik
TE—NHUER, DRI e % 8 o A [R5 2 A () 3
S YE; BT STTP J7ikn] DL 22 Uk S ELBE LA A 44
B A TR, DRI AT DA I R AR K EREAL
Peahdt A TR S BRSO EARE IS M
H Hou etal. (2006, 2008) #FH, STTP Jyiknl LA
WMAEE B HUE, Wb RSP HR 1) RS R
7. A STTP 5 S R WME 5 & Tk o7 %2518,
BENLAI 5 IE A BE 78 70 S R R 22 I B A e A, A
AEAR B 1 20 i 5 R 22 I AN AR B (A1 5 4, ANTTAS
RE 78 70 I WA 2 i 22 5 50T Tl 1 22 1) AN e Y
Ko BRI, STTP J7¥A1E 78 73 2 4] 4f i 22 FAE
R 2 L A T B PR ANT T T B AR R,
BRI,  H 38K TR AN 7= AR (1 56 Tidi % R Re B8 A
EETIREAE SR, Fik, aeeigiE
Tk — A R 7 A 20 AN R e B K A e A
31, HEBEEEG TR G, A ZEE TR T IEA
X [RI 2% & T MG R 22 A AR 22 5, T L% &
TR AR E K, B B T E R ks
T3, M | 2 —2YERE TRk S T EaT
REAN W RBR M, M H e R T STTP K i 7870 %
AT EM KB A R 2 b A4, aif]f= A%
A F B e ?

5 ifitfRE

N Tz EHE R R A BUA Eh AR E K,
Barkmeijer et al. (2003) ZHSVs Jjik, JHit# &
HUE PR AR A B P 3h T B FihoR 2 S il ot
AR KN E, EXTREFRNE
(forcing singular vector, FSV) . Barkmeijer et al.
(2003) W], FSV iR 1 fe flo 4= b i I 3h 1) 2 1k
#K [75 W, Moore etal. (2006) J. AU, FSV &k
RETE 7> B8R HEPEIZ BN TP AR LR VE Y B R 1
SO, T H AT HE TR, FSV B BRI TRk 2

HAEGMER, %R LA T ki
JAPR M, Duan and Zhou (2013) #2H 7 AF£k 3%
18 & 5 M & (nonlinear forcing singular vector,
NFSV) 7k, &IiiEHEMEHAEL R, FI&
T W) SR A TROR 2, T EAREE
RS R L A TR E K, Aeig
7 T BOR ARk 4 f K Pl 5% 22 1) 40 1) 13
Z&o FTLL, NFSV sk T FSV K fg 7870 % FE AR Lk 1
S PSR BRYE, B BB 152 L, i EX T
IR FENL A RS K UL, NFSV tHi 4
FEA R S At i 22 2% 0] 4 A1 B FE oA e 2 i A 15
AT EM K KRR (Duan and Zhao, 2015),
H NFSVAERaMim s, 5 STTPML, [FF %
R TR ZE AR GR 22, M AR R R,
JLIENFSV AT & Ml ia R 2 AR ZE 7530 ) |
AR RN . BTLh, WHE NFSV R TE4 T
i, ERR AR, HES E R EER SR
EETHRTTE. A, WK NFSV N T 447
e ?

MNFSV 5 LT 51, NFSV H GEHE 7~ BN A
I K A sl . SR, [RIE S5 R
e 22 IR 1% 22 (1 48 G IR 7 VB SR P AR AR DR PEAS
KIGZA LG TR, R 7R EEAE BB A B
ST P AH 2 18] o = AR A B OE 22 [ NFSVs. (R It,
T NFSV VAR TG Tildl, 25407 [EAH B
ST A 25 ] B IEAE NSFVs. NFSV i 3 Rl —
ANJRLR MR AR ) B, T T TR SRR BT Y IE RS
NFSVs K, 752 % B B2, )
8 7 500 PR R AR Sk S 1A ) L o e N A L )
JELRPERAL B, X TS TEEE Bl A SERR T
AR A B BRI ), (EX TS TR A
& R ER T ) — A~ B A BRI R )
o R, ZIRTS RS [N 25 FE A 4R 1R 22 A X iR
ZE AT 58 B K (AR B ST A 23 18] () NFS Vs, 1E#
W K IIH R RS it e A A it 1) e 3 B FE AR 1
WHIT, AT TE T EER NS E TAR BT e i — A
B0, HAERA. s3I w4 A
A BN ET S

AT RN, ENSO $F 42 5 mi 4 B R S S
S B s S AR S 2 —, ENSO Fiit2 B #r E
B 6 A A T 5 A A D B 438 (Chen et all.,
1995, 2004;: Lopez and Kirtman, 2014; # K%,
2016), fHHTFHREE I U5A G i 2 AT 5 98K 1
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ik (Qietal, 2017; Duan and Mu, 2018). JG
HoE 20t 90 ARG, B AERAER BN, —
Tt X 531 F- 4 458 45 RSP Bl Nidio 525 O 28 2R
B A KT 2 EL Nifo FHAF a6 A S Rk A, TER
7 ENSO Tl i) AN 2 ¥ (Kirtman et al., 2013;
Duan etal., 2014, 2018), MifitHf# 73 ENSO [
M2 T —I A%, BI5ET El Nito 28 28 (1) FL .
Hendon etal. (2009) #i& Hi X1 #2% El Nifio S5 {4 1)
T, I A X 53 R ok & 42 1) E Nifo S 44 )&
T ARG IR K E A, A2 TR 5% 1
AN H; Jeongetal. (2012) F W, HPfdi % FHWI{E 4
E TR, X4 %25 El Nifio H4: 1 Pk £ 15 i %2
N 4AH o AL, 28 El Nifio S5 A %k
A A ENSO Tl S = 0 i U2 1 Pk ik . [ s B F
% SCHR BRI AT 4R 1% 22 5 45 K1 84 Bl Nifio [ 300
A HEEREN (Moore and Kleeman, 1996; Chen
etal., 2004; Duanetal., 2009, 2018), itz i%
ZELE W RV AL EIL Nido [ TN AS B 2 1 b R 8 T
BEEAEA (Duanetal, 2014, 2018). HiZ#, H
AT BB AR 20T ENSO Fi 4 25 [ 25 AR AL i ) B
I FE AR IR M AR BRI, BIfEERE IR 22, i3 A
ATHE T p To ik 47 X 43 Bl Nifio 2854 . IX ] g &
Jeong et al. (2012) 5T El Nifio KM [ ¥IMHE S
TR TCER AR B = R T R R 2 — . B, 78
El Nifio KA (A& Fidle b, iR geidad 15 24 1 7
EREE IR R ZE, BB RE, RN %S
W3 A AR S (1945, El Nifio 287 (1 ik 5015
SRR . EIRIERNFSVs &S Hiik 7k, 4
HHE T YRR ZEMFRERAREE K, Fit
BATA B A (E ' 75 52 5 Bl Nifo 28 84 [ TR B2 15
Hog R 5 AR

3 KA S 6 ] [ 5K A S22 A 1 32 B2 AR
22—, G RATER TJE B7 gk ¢ B B .
AESR, BB AT & RAAR RN DL S BB TR
AKPHIEE R, X &R EN TR E T 5%
Permr, %S XU FE TR A T I i U R AR 4%
72 (DeMaria et al., 2014; Emanuel and Zhang,
2016), JUHAZIT 10 24K, & KR I Bk
JUTEARRE, mH, SRBLSR S X
AR TN T & TR AN 8 . BUE TR
ZHA R EEF B, BARH, WIMEM
AN E X 5 KU AT [ 52 M B2k (Yamaguchi and
Majumdar, 2010; Munsell et al., 2015; Dong and

Zhang, 2016), SCHEEB XKV, 7L
KRR = 6 KUK AR T, G — el
ERYIENATEVEE R, MHES ok E
G R PR, FEAl T R A E P . Zhang
and Krishnamurti (1997, 1999) it i sh ¥4k &
KHIALE . G 7 A S TR 51, FEXS
KPGFERT & MBI HEAT S & Pidhoalie:, S5 R RHIEE
B TR AT UK RE 2 b/ 65 JXUFR) B A% Tl iR 252
Weber (2003) th3 W5 & il Al AE K PE A 65 X
(K172 h B AR AR R 22 06k /N 20% BA B ek, W
RIS A WMERE S TR, X & KT
EETHRIAS, JERIhHIR S 1 & KSR
ST AR EL TS (Munsell et al., 2015; %
%, 2015; Dong and Zhang, 2016). A I, #J{E
AN s PR TR Al THAE SR o B R & AR B T B
AEZEM . AR, WME RSO & X8 R
ik AN B (Xue et al,, 2013; Munsell et al.,
2015; Emanuel and Zhang, 2016) . T K ,
Emanuel and Zhang (2016) f&5H, S5 2
i AT U ) 9 AR 2 A L BB (Li and Pu,
2008; Green and Zhang, 2013; Li et al., 2014;
Zhang and Marks, 2015; Chen et al., 2018a,
2018b), i H Torn (2016) FHATE % (& & R4
B TR, 78 g3 2B AR AU & A AN E TR AE R
(Vukicevic and Posselt, 2008; Rios-Berrios et al.,
2014) . M ERRVFRATIL, & XUgAR Tk B HEmh A2
JE - HEHGR T YMERIEIRERE, 16 XU B TR A
AEFRE L S 2 ik TR B AR . T A%
HhRiE S IERRRE R . R, O T 4R E 6 A
BEARTI SR L AR 5 TR IR TS, 5 22 [F) I 25 R A
B E I, TR 45678 IE IR R 22 ML
R 72 S UM HL 52 1 1 22 NFSVs 8 & Tl 7 7 0
REMG 2 iR & MR IR, B SERES S
PATIUR B 2y A % EAE T

IR T K ENSO G X s 5 e 544 1 R 41
T, BRI T B R TR SR T A AR A T
[ B 28 RE AT i 1 22 AR iR 22 S HOAH LA FH ) B 22
P, JRE | IEAZ NFSVs 84 Tk 77 7% & H AT gE i
AR B8R, A AL GRS ARSI
Todi . T AR [R] I 32 B4 46 1R 22 IR R 22 1 52
Wi, 5 K B 08 [F) I 25 FE A IR iR 22 AR iR ZE 1Y)
EEWRITE, FEEA——BR. B2, HES
BRAMEIN AR, RAMARTE WA T2,
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AR Z2IE W 9 54ROk 22 R B (R S R =R
AT . P AN E Pk EE . e,
FER TR TAETI B 10K 77 B 4
M. et EE A RIIR 2 4k, R CA A
Ui et s AR PRI At s,
R LR 75 B AR v 22 AR 2 1% 22 1) Tl S50 7
V2, AR B U IR 2E NFSVs B4 T4l 77 v TG 5E
W T TR WIEAEARIT ST AL b, BRATRE
R R R RO B AT W 3 AN B e S R
EETURTT .

6 l%\ é:él:

AR SCAE H N FC R S A b X A TR 5 S
PERR, PARAEFHREAT TGN 4H, 5Rif TS TR
FERTAT BRI — MR 7%, @ik, fE#&
X} R AR Foh S B A A B A SRAS 4R & TR IR A s 1 1
BT TR, R T POES KRB I ik S
FAEABRZMNNFA T, RS ARESTIRAR
BmETy, B TS E A B m B R e
A, M TESTIRIERER. K5, (EHE
AL G ER G TR VBT TV, feth T & F o7
AR, FE b T e RRYE. FRERH AT
BRI RS AR AT . IO [F] 52 246
RZEA AR ZE R, VR 45 T E B B H AT ik
FEFRIT B E ML 55 T A 1R 06 T 1 0 S 2R
VPRI FE AN i T AR G TR s, DA BE LA
s (STTP) AT, BIRSTTP Hiksi s
ZRE TR E AR 2, TR T E bR Lk
GunEMRIRYE, (BHAREE R0 F R AL %
AFERKAMETT, AT RRE T A TR, AE
HENRT STTP LI R IR, wHie T JE LRt sikia &5
S (NFSV) 7EEA TR T RERIH, FLL
ENSO 1 & WA MBI+, R 1 NFSV &G Tk (1)
AT Re N R A

BB TR 51 B L N F A 7 LA B 2 ()
R XREE . R, AR AR P AUE R S TR AR
IR T, RRERANT RS s A8
JIEAE, AERFIWE TGRS (3Rl 3 — AN FE g
ERIEE, TREL T m AR S TR O
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