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Abstract

Bias nonstationarity of outputs (precipitation and temperature) of GCMs attributed by internal climate
variability could influence the performance of bias correction methods. This study established a frame-
work to consider internal climate variability for bias correction methods. The remaining bias index was
introduced to evaluate the performance of tradition bias correction method over historical and future
periods. Furthermore, the impacts of uncertainty of internal climate sensitivity estimated by 4 GCMs
multi-member ensembles are explored in evaluating the performance of bias correction. The results
show that the bias correction method can reduce the bias of raw GCM simulations in the historical period,
indicated by the remaining bias which is within internal climate variability. However, the bias correction
method can only reduce the bias of raw GCM simulations to some extent in the future period. The re-
maining bias can be outside the range of internal climate variability, even though the uncertainty of in-
ternal climate variability is large.
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1. 518

BT SARAR AR K SCR BRI, F 7 2R FH B RUBE D54 GCM it 55 7K SCRE 2R i N A RO AT kE SR [ 1]
Horp, A ZERIETT o i A B U Tk —, B IR T AU AR pE A Hh [2] [3] [4]. W ZEALIETT
Z¥IHET GCM Hay A2 5 (Un P /KRl ) i 22— Bk B e, BIVBGBE GCM it A2 2 1A i 22 6 19 SRR SR N BUAH
Ao (HAZ, SHoBii)—Lemt7e[5] [6] [713 I U a Ui th A & ) i 22 FF AR AR, BIAA 2. GCM
S AR AR ZE I A — B R BRI T PN, R AR M U AU . BEE AR R R S TR
NN, SAGAE QT R R N T2 38 5 AN R A A AR [T AR HETRCR 557 T Ao 24 SE s A 48—
BRI, A U M S B 2 T T DR S5 L 2RV B o [RIR, R ZE AR E T VE AN T R SR S 7E— B FEFE R IHRR S
(A BURIE R . JRT, T — NI AR PR R G, A B FA S AT ) J S PR AT 35 22
e, A BB AR SRR TCTR I BRI I o AL, 00 PAY P2 3 5 RS ) 22 1 — S i 22 12 D 45 SR K 5
e aifbr. WAt U, FERAERASRKIGEN T, i ZEREIE VA ToiR 8 AT B U a2 AR e ) i 22

AT E L H B B RN AR AR R AR, ] & BRNE RN IR Z R T iR Es R . B ok,
BT AL RS, AEAURA AR, BEa, R AR B BEAT i 2RI, Rk 60
AR RIS BEPY 155 B i 22 (T Z2 R0 IR AEL S W INAE 2 I (0 22 57 ) VU P A R LA, VPAR (i ZE A I 45 SR (0 5 B
T SRS 96 300 ¥ 52 Bl Z2AE U0 N BB R T B Y, MM I Z R IE 5 SRR BN HER A& 21K, mT BLE— 2P
TR T o BEAN, BT U A AR R i 22 R VAN JT iR ROV A B v, U A B AR SR BB A AN F],
W 2> B A PPN VA A A . ARSCHE— DA IE 1A A B AR SO RO AN 2 PG PR TR 45 AR R

2. IRERETMIERNTE
TR A A R 2 A — SR OBl b, T T DL P AR SRR 22 B IEVP U AE42(8],
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Figure 1. Diagram of the framework to consider internal climate variability for bias correction methods
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3. THMMERKMA
31 HREESHE

TEWSAL T [ PR s R AR B R X, A B AR 33°40'~37°26'N, 103°57'~110°27'E X [H], i
AN 13.48 5 km?. AR EUAEEL it DL E A Tk A it 72 X 38, 2K AL A 10.65 73 km?,

B 50 B0 A0 458 T3S UL B4 A GCM i S 00 540 32 A T VAT R A B B 3 R G 1
1961~2014 3% H F%/K . Fx s FEAR ST LI EE . GCM $ds F B 5 AR 30 2 il 53 45 & B 2 < (i
BAEGHIE, WAk 1. H, SEEXZ SRS E40E F 25 4 4 GCMs M2 K ii%EE, B CanESM2 1)
50 MR A BES, CESML (1) 40 MR 54, CSIRO-MK3.6.0 1] 10 Mk 45 & LA & IPSL-CMA-LR 11 4 M 4R
Ho BRI A B B A 13 NMUEFE LI 22 4~ GCM, GCM Hdi ikl TR & A xC L - R 28
B EX(CMIP5) GCM %4, wWi#k 2 fion. GCM Ed i [A]#5 5 > 1850~2100 4F, o, JJj st B 1850~2005

&, Bt BCA 2006~2100 5, IR = S ARHEURE 5tk /& RCP8.5.

Table 1. General information of the 22 chosen GCMs
1.2/ GCM HIEARER

i SRR HF TR O IR AR D PER(EE x GiJF)
1 ACCESS1.0 S | T B Sl 2 4 401 1.875° x 1.25°
CSIRO-BOM /ﬁﬂ:k%JﬂFjﬂéiﬁi+%quﬂk,ﬁ,/\,
2 ACCESS1.3 BRI R 1.875° x 1.25°
3 BCC-CSM1.1(m) N 1.125° x 1.25°
BCC b AEp L, TESRE
4 BCC-CSM1.1 2.8°%2.8°
5 CMCC-CMS ‘ \ 1.9°x 1.9°
cMcC W - b H S A AR A
6 CMCC-CM 0.75° x 0.75°
7 CNRM-CM5 CNRM-CERFACS HEERS RO 1.4°x1.4°
TR R B R AR 22 A0 Tl 21,
8 CSIRO-MK3.6.0 CSIRO-QCCCE . ; 1.9°x1.9°
Q B4 ARSI P )
9 CanESM2 CCCMA IS RAAFRI S o0 A7 ot 2.8°%2.8°
10 GFDL-CM3 25°%2.0°
11 GFDL-ESM2G NOAA GFDL 2 [E s ER P PRI AR B ) 2R sn I = 2.5 x2.0°
12 GFDL-ESM2M 25°%2.0°
13 GISS-E2-H i } 25°%2.0°
NASA GISS 2 B F AR ST 1 A (Rt 9 B
14 GISS-E2-R 2.5° % 2.0°
15 IPSL-CM5A-LR 3.75° x 1.9°
16 IPSL-CM5A-MR IPSL LB v i iy 2 Bt 2.5°x 1.25°
17 IPSL-CM5B-LR 3.75° x 1.9°
18 MIROC-ESM-CHEM MIROC KRR RS GHEERT LT 0 2.8"x28°
19 MIROC-ESM SENEE SR F 28°%x2.8°
H AR ER B 22 R AT
20 MIROC5 MIROC O L N 1.4° x 1.4°
RERFRS GG T O
21 MRI-CGCM3 MRI HAS GO 11°x1.1°
22 INM-CM4 INM %2 BB BT R AT 2.0°x15°
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3.2. SEAPEFENITEMG

BB 2 1T A R TR R UM A% PR 2 VAT S S B A T AR B0 10 2 R R B
Bl B RATERAEEH SRR R B BRI ST TR, (LA R RIS R IE, DL A% 5
ATLLIRZE AR PSR, TR, ASCRA AU BRI 2 B R S AR E AR . i, (I B,
AN m ARG RO 209 1, Magmar s Hgomm + W M A 5 AR Fe

ICVgtcm = max {/u;cm,li /u;cm,Z [ /u;;cm,m} —min {:u;cm,l! /u;cm,z [ lu;cm,m} (2)

A, EAR OATHERINTRIBEG R hs gom A URBERG 1y, o PERT B t AU SR m AR AR N BEAT Y
ARG, B, prgeron 2n JITE 1961~1980 4E PN CanESM2 £ A SE A IS 1 AN I SEST & ICV,,,,
NTERT B t AR E B SR 2 B A SR S S I B N IR 2 . F TR N AR 8 R i T A — /N BOR A
B, N T 2 IR BRI [ R AR, AT R AE 2 AN B BT AR AR R FEAR R, DL 20 G Bl E
1R K 1950~2100 4L 151 249328 1 132 ANE B o 451 41 1950~1969 (1960 s), 1951~1970 (1961 s), 1952~1971
(1962'5), <+ , 2081~2100 (2091 s). Eifi, 43 AITE 132 /NEFB PIAl B T UM% AR

N T RGN N AR ST 1 AN 8 T e ZE B IE A S RIS, R R SUesEm) 22  t 4E Bl B
RN SME N RN, ARSCEXT CanESM2 ) 50 Nl RHEA (ICVeem, )~ CESML 1) 40 M R&ES
(1CV¢gsmi)~ CSIRO 1 10 M EE A (1ICV cgimo )V IPSL 1Y 4 NI SE G (ICV pg ) s HAE P AR 2, Jl i
FCRAN R SRS A 2 i LR S Al BRGS0 4 P A% 2R BLADMEL PRI AN o 1 o

3.3. hSERTERRIR FB

AR I ZE A2 1E 7 & DBC J7i, 125 BRI AT L2 WL Chen 45[9]. A SCIEHL T 1961~2014
SERIRLI R 22 A GCMs BERLLIK H BEK . fe i A G RISl RS J0L 25040 43 3ol 26 5 BARIAR B0 0, 3L
W, ROE IR 1961~1980 4F, A6 1981~2000 4. &% 22 4~ GCMs #fLlMH, 4 5Hl#H{T DBC RERIE, 5
PREMRIEG R, b5, DUREN SRR NPEMIME, PP mZERIESS R, RIZRE R Z 645 Rl (Remaining Bias
Index), HAxAXUT:

M RB > ICV
ICV
RI =<0 —-ICV <RB<ICV ?3)
RB + ICV RB < —ICV
ICV

A, RB A 2 A% 1 S % B i 22 (e 2R AR IR MIME) s 1ICV N IR AR . RIGEEETAE R — 1 B
A RB AT ICV M54 . 2RIy 0 i, WM ZR TG B A A 25 24 RI A O B, WA i 2242
AR w2, Bz Rl ASEALR RN R . A SCHRGEAS R SR R % A R A T, B
ICVeumesmz » 1CVeesmi» 1CVesiro M ICV g 3 AITHSE L RI A

3.4. ARFKEERAMA

AL LS5 P #8322 S IE TN HE ZRAE AR SRS BUd — 2B R o ol T B R AR AR ORI B Ry L
{8, DRIHR A R AL A1 D R FDUB I B R AR AROR SE B WMIEL [6] [10] A S8 (1 $cdis 2 4 1950~2100
M) 22 )~ GCMs BB H BE K« s ARSI K 22 4~ GCMs S8t /E A B M, % H 4 GCMs #LHL{E
BATRMZRIE, BRRMERERWREMmRE. SILATLERJCE SR 231 (CL )44 .

FERFRL A, YR DBC i Z R IEJHERBATMZER L. Hrr, g0y 1950~1969 £ (1960 s), Mk
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IS MR I T AR 4 AMIFEE, BT 2020~2039 4(2030 ). 2040~2059 4 (2050 s). 2060~2079 4(2070 s) A1 2080~2099
(2090 s). BHJE, DAAMERNERARROGIEME, FEMZERIEER RUE, HEAXAAKB). HTEHAERE
PO IAE FIASAUE 2 (A2 AT DAAH A3 ), BRIk, fETH R A& 1I5R 9 22 DL & RIERT,  #R FH 4ax0 15

3.5. JEf$EFR

NTBRNET TP RER LSRR, KA 16 FAR gt =& e, BARERIE 2. XX 16
FPPO SRR, 0 THS T ARATTAE I S BORIR SR B Ui Y AR A RI A .

Table 2. The definition of evaluation index for the precipitation, maximum and minimum temperature
2. Bk, REMRRIUEMITENERBMREEENX

NS bt B \
= 7K o AR BARAR
L HBE 47 1 I WA R T H R P H AR T4
H o 2 959%sMRrd 477 HIG H AT TG 05%/ Bk R 95%2 it F It R 95964 i F L L
3 S AR E KA T Sk 5% 596> i F I L
PR T AR SR T FRAT R A T
5 —f — H TR RS RO AT FRAT R — A T
6 = = TR HE AR = AT AR = A
7 mA U P ek RS CRIONT T FHRAT RO D TR
8 Hif i TR RS AR AT AT R T TR
P I BT AR RS ACRION AT FHRAT R TR
0 A LA T AR F S RIOCA T FRATRA-L A TR
1 U BT AR SR\ T FRAT AR\ TR
12 1A U PR F SR T FRAE R U T
13 A BT R SR AT FRAT R A-H A T
U+ BT AR HR R T H AR A Tl
15+ = A T R R H R — T H AR eF— A Tl
g 16 TR HEETROETEE R RO E TR
4. BRI

4.1 SEABERFITMELGSR

<] 2 FuR T IBTRISI B K L B e AR AR IR ) E I E AU A R AR R A A R . NIRRT AR, R A
AEPAEREZ RS, iR EIRAEN S ERA BRI ZER . Bk, SRR, HE
% AR SR AE RO . B, T HFR KR, 1CY eoma > 1CVeesws > ICVegiro > ICVpg » B4, SAER
HAR AAEIS |] R AR AR RO A2, A B Ak P 008 2 I 1) 1) 53 ARG /N o BT
RS AR 2 AR G, UGS R A AR AR AR E o AR A B AR B I TR R A= AR Ak, B
F2 FLAR AT BRI Sz /N T A% P B AR RSB A e s BAS[R) A0 20 22 ol 0 8 4 1 B 100 S Ak P 3 A 2R [ )
ZESt o BN, TEIARIIN H 7K 1CV,, com, £E 0.7 mm 2 1.1 mm Z [l N, 1A [R5 R 2k B A A0k P A o
(36 FEIAE 0.7 mm A .
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4.2. RERIEFNIERER EREBRPNASER

3 Jon T D3 S By GCMs MEALL /R AE (i ZE A IE T e PR B 2 TR R SE R . o, BB FRoR i 2/
TAMENEARR, BN R, Tt R 258 R N AR L, BT ] B 2E
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Figure 2. The results of internal climate variability for the daily precipitation, maximum and minimum temperature
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Figure 3. The Remaining Bias Index (RI) of the raw and bias-corrected precipitation of 22 GCMs over historical period
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IR . LT IMZERIEG, GCM HALLE K Im 2132 1A R FEAC,  HAR B i 22 KE 7 £ SR AR
B RIESET 0. HEFPUFIE/R T GCM i ZEA2 1E i (5% B3 22 DL A6 P9 R SO B A3 20 R . 5%
Wz RUEAER EWNIEA N 0, EREMIGHIN, —L GCMs ZEMHIIENTabr EMsk W2 R T ARET
0 MfEHL. ZIEBLRIA, (WZERIE V270 7 SE T B RERE A 2Bk GCM BRIk w22, HA2, fmZE i —Shext
MR L RAE— @ TR L= T 5m, (AR 2R IR 45 RAERT I A R I 22 T2 e . tbah, DIARERASEN
AR N FAE G R RIEAE W EHX B 4T GCMs mZERIERT JEHI RIE, BRI 71 &
FURZ, DUHAS S IR AR RO R EAS BIM RI BN . B, fESE—%dh, M BRI T EE,
ﬂ%ﬁﬂ RICanESMZ iFD RICESMl Eﬁﬁd\ﬂ: RICSIRO iFD RIIPSL ° E%:@JEP, RICanESMZ *D RICESMl%tK% 0, ﬁ 1 /l\ GCM E 5%
I IR R R ZE Rl o BETHOR T 0, 111 15 4 GCM 1F 5% 3 hi 8 HIFR B 2 Rl o, K T-5/N T 0.

4 &R T T3 S BUE I GCMs AU R e R AR R ZE B IR T )5 AR5k B R 22 4R 2l R N T LU H,
FEAMZEREIERT, K5 GCMs AU 5 i Ui RI #/NT 0, KB S a R AL I RAGA, . H2, —%% GCMs (U1,
ACCESS1.0. CNRM-CM5 Fl1 MIROCS %5)7E 95% 7 ik, 8~12 H &N Fabs L1 RIE KT 0, KB mSIEM
. WIS, GCM Bl s R M ZES 2] 1A B FK. £ EMN, GCM KIEE S5 MIME Z A
TR ZEHAE R AR LLN, RIMEET 0. ERIAN, K& GCMs bk B f 22 /£ xR N EAEHR LA . (H2,
DAASTR RS A0 P AR S JE e, THEAS RN R EBRWHEMNZER . K 4d)F2E LA ICV ypom, NIEHETTE RI {H,

2o (1961-1980) IR A (1981-2000)
GCMsHEE | GOMskeirfa GCMsKEE | GOMskEMA
2 (b) (c) (d

NS | [ owsaue) |

OISO

| |

ISdl

-2 -1.5 -1 -0.5 0 0 0.5 1 1.5 2

Figure 4. The Remaining Bias Index (RI) of the raw and bias-corrected maximum temperature of 22 GCMs over historical period
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P R L AL £ e 2 T AT 0 R ORI = 0) AT, R PR (0 U 2 A
£, FIRRING RIS, FILRAER AQ)T, BUICV g HHH RIERST 0 10 5K T Heltafty < 225
SR R R T S VPIRRA IV o, B0, M % 05 B 2SR T 5k P DA 0
. A, FER AR IRIRI 1CV,pg BN, BI, 8 F 4B TR 1CVpp HE ICV g0 Ks LAY
GESLRHTHOM BIG RI D O TRHI RIKHEA AR 0. 5350, B CRRUR 5 Uil A .

4.3. IRERETMESREARKBRHNER

5 Fizs R T A KB BE GCMs AU B /KR (i ZE A8 IEHT 5 -5 R UM 2 IR0 i 2 4 1) 35 1 2 %)
NMZEAZIERT G, 231 LA RI SFME. 55 3 A1 4 FNRERIERT G, RIEKT 0 AAH0S &850
Borte MWEIHRTLE Y, fEREIN, GCMs Bl /K 5 LIS < a4 W) S i w22, B AR R R
1) RUAEER K o G140, Rlgyesm, 7E 0 # 0.6 Z 1], Rleggy, £ 0.1 #] 1.3 Z ], Rlggro 7E 0.5 F 4.3 Z[A], Rlpg
fE0.2 3 7.2 2 18], fERMZERIERG, FEMi RUEZEAT 0, RUMmZR IETVEA BIWFEIC T GCM B &K Ik
7o FEARRIT B, GCMs HEAUME 15 e O INE 2 TSR B BRI 72 o id fmZE R8BS, BR RIEEEAIVDN,
THRRAKIAKT 0, FBATEAR R Bl 2215 1EJ5 105k B R ZE (AR K o A SCRFH BRI 7 ik L2 i T 231 il
A5 3 A 4 51551 T IR E4LA T RUE KT 0 (0 A EE(PRI). o5 ELHEK, 2 B 22 41411 545 21 10 0 22 42 B S 110
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Figure 5. The Remaining Bias Index (RI) of the raw and bias-corrected precipitation of 22 GCMs over future period
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Figure 6. The Remaining Bias Index (RI) of the raw and bias-corrected maximum temperature of 22 GCMs over future period
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