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Abstract

This paper is based on the WRF (Weather Research and Forecasting Model) mesoscale numerical
model, by changing the boundary layer parameterization scheme in the climate model and the
vertical layering of the n coordinate system. Simulating and analyzing a storm in the area where
the low-altitude public route of UAVs in North China was located on July 19, 2010, quantitative
analysis of the accuracy of each climate model data, in order to provide the key technical support
for the low-altitude flight meteorological protection of UAVs in North China in the future. Research
and analysis show that rainfall simulation results are greatly affected by the choice of boundary
layer parameterization scheme, and YSU scheme is more accurate than MRF scheme. The wind
field simulation effect is greatly influenced by the vertical resolution of eta coordinate system; the
higher vertical resolution simulates the better results.
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A FT'WRF (Weather Research and Forecasting Model) 1 R ESEER, @il EERF KL
RESEA T BN UF ZREE BN, ERFFEMr2010F7 A 19 B4 X TE ANK 2 2 0%
FEXBH—KEN, EEMMESBEESEHFEERE, NS EERIEHBXHEANEE ITRR
RBRMEBEATE. HAITRYA: BNENERZUAESEN T RIEFELHE R, YSUFE
FBHERTMRFAFR; NZENDUMRZLRRNEES PR ME RN, EESHREE, BEHIBES
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HAG SRR, TE AN R SR A W R RS K, B 7 EFHH@AL, s 7k, Rl
FEOR ERIIE . BRI HTT IR ARAREI K DL A I A R R e, L A A s
SEIAIRJE, o ANHLR A S AT SRR B2 A . o AHLIZ AN [R] B 48 F 7 )RR 25K, AT A ZE G
AHL AT AN R ZITE AN =R 1] BT ER AL, HEORER, 2 thge ke
Re IR, ERZZBNRE . AR A KBRS RERKEN .. H— B2 B0, nJies
SR EIE S ERI AT K . IS — B R WS AT AR R R R AR A L EH .

FEAAL i 7 HE R O BUE R AR AR AT R 2 AR RBE R R R RS, 0 TR R TR R 4t
K BN ZAR J R FEAIE T BONZ D BOR o B RUZA I R, B NCAR ISR [H ) — S 5351 ] MR
HFEZ 5 R T — A RS ks =0 [F] {6 248 WRF (Weather Research and Forecasting Model).
WRF AT T B TR EOR, I H AT DA (R £ & A 2877 5, ] LR S 7S s i 2 5k o7
F, H 2000 FHEAELOKR, ERMTSS ERR T2 N, JEARE R KR, AMURA RIFIRS
TR, T HAA AR SAESRE 1, A IEET R R TR2], ¥ WRF U H T AN
TR Z IR RERRGE T, ANKIy—FA TR IR 2

FE S8 5 )= 2 A 7 SR B /K E i 1y e 2, ] PN AMIE S0 N GO G J8 T = | K ) F 9 A G 3 3]
(2004)7E (AT I ZZHA 3 E B 2R K 520 S LR 34 ) — e e AR A E S8 T 2=
PN 22 ORI B K R A2 S ] . 222 T [4]155 N(2007) (AT ESHAT “HE2 RIe " FEREE B
S )AE BAEFT T MRF 14 542250 75 G008 R B rb O 5 AR X 23 A1 (1 521 251 5]46(2010) ZEC WRF3.0
B il B S T7 N B W TR 2 ) 48 AN R (12 52 250 77 G0 AN [a] 5 2% 4 K R 5 i i A
AR o T T HT[6]58 N (2017)FE (AN R T =2 B4 J7 G AT — UROHE I 8 2 e A i . 58 H8R5 AAE ASE AL FR) 520 )
T8 H G 5= 7 G I B T B 7K 1) v DXR iR B2 ABE A0, 2 7 AR S50 25 RO SN 7[R 8 Rt T 24 3R AL |
77 FAE K b S RN, 22 S R R T R AKOR AR B B
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Ry KA I BRI, ) W7 2 R SR GO AR R S TN B A S s E . R 8
MNP RAT 24 2 1 Bk BRE XAD)AE, A K[7] (815 @ g i, R4 QUL SRR TR ELUIAR K
X T B AR B R, DR K7 (BT 78 AR U . [ A 2 S8 A E S5
5 Z AR A KA S AT B AU B — R . 22 RME[9] Q017)7E (BT 5i3% SA R Z S Bk 7
SN b2 R TR 2 ) — SO &S 7 R 0] LIRSS R R e 58 ia %, Horr, X 10 m
JRGHEFT 70 m KU TR 7 1053 5l YSU ST R ACM2 S8 T R, H&T7 4 10 m KRB
T 22 7 L 70 m KA HE AR, I B X oK. 215 R[10]5% AN (2017)# 5T 7 MYJ. YSU. ACM2
ZFA SRS HATT AL 2010 F SN AESIF R R M 254 T T b 2 R AR 56 XU AT P R

AU FE AU WRF o )R B A 20 R 4, ik AR AL X T8 AU 25 28 JE AU BT 78 X 3 — IR R W 24T
Bifil, 2 s S B BRI I, BRIRNSHAE, WS G R X BB ANUR S RITA R
PREEFEHE B AR SCHE

2. RS TTE

H A IX J8 T RE IR AT 8 WIE Ak, DU, JuRE R L, BAKETESE, WkEZE. FF
ZRIFRA: B H PR\ H MR IC X R ZE, KRR H Rt . AEAbH X K TE A Bk
FEEN A EE -, AR T ANURT AT R IR 22 2 OR MR, FRAG IR 35 1 R0 Head i 4 2k
FEWIRELR o AR SGEFEPIABI HIZ 2010 £ 7 H 19 H, ZHA —REFK, X AL AT A 2y
B, I IR R ST N RS, Re s s R A IR o AR R A0M i St R AE R M

AW FEEHET WRF-ARW 3.7.1, Jnidk X I8k B S50 77 €8 :  Lin ST % mtm
KPR S 7% Dudhia %55 77 %€ . Monin-Obukhov JT )21 /7 %+ Noah FhiidfE 7 &, KA
Kain-Fritsch Fla RS HAMN T . RRBHMEH FNL Hot 5RME R Y St fiviiays, & 6 /N EH—
RIAFHAT, FLZRAENB83N, 117.2°E), KPAFEEA 5.5 km, #505K 30 s. FIFARNLFESH
W7 RN B R G AT LGRS, F B T R ZE S E T SRR B PO R s, 8
BT AREAR ST E, BRIRRSEUE. # 1 A TR R, FR—I%EH YSUZR
ESETE, BEZHN 51 Z; FEREH YSU URESE TSR, BEZEN 30 2 FTERZIEH
MRF A ZSHTTE, \mEZTN 51 E:; HENEH MRF UFEZS8 %, REZIA30 2. 4
FEEHZ M )ZE FEE 1000 KLU, 2 eta AAFREE ELZ N 51 B, X 500 K DLF 2 B2 AT HOINE

Table 1. Setting parameters of background field test mode
# 1. ERBHEENSHRE

Ti%— TR TE= gL
B HER 5km 5km 5km Skm
& R 146 x 146 146 x 146 146 x 146 146 x 146
WHRIETTSR YSU YSU MRF MRF
RH = 51 30 51 30
plimziY Monin-Obukhov Monin-Obukhov Monin-Obukhov Monin-Obukhov
Fiti T o 2 Noah Noah Noah Noah
RLERAS Dudhia Dudhia Dudhia Dudhia
S rrtm rrtm rrtm rrtm
B Kain-Fritsch Kain-Fritsch Kain-Fritsch Kain-Fritsch
ez Lin Lin Lin Lin
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2.1. BRAH RS

2010 47 H 19 H 08 i, PUPEARITE T~ 19¥ 23 S5 T AT I #vits e e >R 1 B e S IR AE AR b it
XA 2%, 2= KBEW.

500 hPa AL : 2010 4 7 A 18 H 08 BF(Ibxi, FRNAE 7 A 19 H 08 i, i &difli s 45
HRJE, PEPEAARINE MG, DUINRMIN SR, BERVE R A 7 # X 9, A sl 2 B AR b X
QL DO S MER L . TR KA L, B R 2R, S AL ) v R BRI SR E SR A M X 22 22,
FIMEIR B AR FRAL T 78 2 IKVR SR AR B 1) R E 1(b)FTR).

700 hPa MyifE#4: 201047 H 18 H 08 i % 7 H 19 H 08 i, FR[E o35 2= A b b X T i — KA,
DUBR/R WA B AR LS A A N, VIR AR B BB — B¢k B ¥ R 2K VR 5 7 AP
e s PR B 3 SCIR — A bh DXC SR SR AN T R 7K (1 1 () AT 1(d) BT

850 hPa IR IR IEH s R E M B TE 7 5 21 ) 1 A< b [X D) A8 28 1) 4776 K UL IR 25 i 4 e 7K o3 A
RIS FE SRt AR B AR SE AR E 1) M E 1(DF7R) .
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Figure 1. Background field circulation situation from 08/07/18, 2010 to 08/08/19, 2010
B 1.2010 %7 A 18 H 08 BT ZE 2010 & 7 B 19 H 08 B RIFIFAFE
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22. LR EESBIL S REEE

ARG FE P A 27 AL RS B IS B R, B KR T 188 B4 DX 3k [ ) ) X 3k it s o bt
NP DX 35 e Tl R DX kA i, AU HE . — A SE 5 R B B B8 i, B0 AT % EE KA e
FHIH S, TR R RIS S E 44 . MRF 5 R I NI bR FE ARSI, 58 04 38 AR iR KSR
187, YSU /5 E1E MRF 5 ERIFEA F AT 7 ook, — el T2 BB seiia fZ 0, Bk YSU
T S R R I R T BEE RN T 6 Bk MR R A . AR SR X 4
23. BEETERNERE

A YR 5550 T B4 2 BEAT N 8 G 56 HL AR R (e . £E TR BLAY 2N 30 JEIFERE B, X
£ 200 m LA N 4EERE 10 m #E47—XINZE, 400 m LA FEERS 25 m HEAT—0IN%E, 1000 m PA N 4&ERE 50 m #E4T
— I .. INEZ JEEEYEN 5L Z.
3. IREESERS
3.1. BEKIERIGE RATEE

K2 52010 4 7 A 18 H 20:00~19 H 20:00 FF/KSZHL, b HBIX 24 /NEFBEK 2 2R b — 14 B 7] IR 49
FHSAE, SEBFEK PO T IR BREE LA BT, K F05 e 150 mm.
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Figure 2. 24 hours of precipitation

2. 24 INEFFEIKSER

ORI R 7KOT [ 5 Al 2 LA BH R BER RE Y], M TE AN AT WARAE ™ B, 9 m i 2Onf K
MBI R, SRAOE AR B TR, 15t 24 /N R KA T BRI AT, 11 3 SR DU T & 24 /BT B
IR R . M 24 /NI FERBHURIVE IR, 4 Fh0s SSARB HIREALL 1 24 /NI 2R T B K 20 A ) 2R 74 96
FES R, ST RN RIEAM A, 5 2 SEOUM B K & X 1 0E AL T7 s o« o T B Ko EE AN
L BRI RS R B R, 4 R BRI KT B N AR SR Py, R YSU I SRS UL TT 5 6E
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B SRRSO SR B K X3, ARLRVATIT 4 b7 SRADL I 2w Y BRI A L SRR /D s T 58 DL B /K i
HL R RSERRME R WSS, 4 Bl SRS RO R AR s AR SRR ORI K X3, YSU &
RRADLA B 7K AR L MRF AU B (B BB 40 TSEMME . TR — 5 R HER=5ENUX R, RH
YSU A ESHMN T L, MBS P, Sp Ko BEAG BT K, 9F BT BRI X 25 9
S MRA MRF AR ZSH0 TR, TEEH5 2% H A R0 B R 1520
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Figure 3. 24-hour precipitation simulation results of four schemes (unit: mm) (a) Scheme 1, (b) Scheme 2, (¢) Scheme 3, (d)
Scheme 4
[ 3. P75 R 24 (MEFREKARIUE R (BAL: mm) (a) FR—, (b) AR, () FR=, ) AEMA

SRS, PR R R T BRI AR AR K Tt B4 YSU i 52 S T R
B /K G SEBU T NI . 34, L0 JE N R o R ASEADL A 500 7E AR K o onT e B K i o o 9 TR TR
A EH, HARAEE . MRS RE, YSU WA ESHA T ROBECREH 2T MRF
R ESHAPIEROR . EROX SRR F TR Z: YSU SRR K B 7%, Eid ki
HOINERSEE [ R on AR R i R, AE R T A5 N R R R Y HL, 8 R TR R B iR
@ﬁ%#ﬁﬂ@AW%ﬁmﬁFﬁm%%ﬁﬁuu[]‘muﬁ?%ﬁwmpﬁﬁm&ﬁ AH L MRF 77

%, YSU J7 RAMCZ A IR RS [13], £ ERE L& 7 MRF JERUAZE X — W&, [
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3.2. iBE. 10 m RUREIIGE R3S

TR AT RGE R RS RER AN FIR IR, SR moeHif FE A XU R BLURACR 2 Ao /K At 1712
Wi AR ) B A DR SR ARG R T 58, RIS 4 Ry S A AT X L2 A

PRI I XA mt R R ISR 4 Dulinl, RABREC P M ZNMB). BT R %
ZZ(RMSE) 5 TOA(— BUEAREO) VPt R EE AT 10 m XU ALY S5 RAN S IE W) 5 72

N

2(6,-G)

NMB =-

N
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1
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PERE RS
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B4 5T 4 Al s iR RME S s E ) HAR (2, ATDUE H, DOR o7 ZEsia T HEEMH
AT, —BoRUL, 15 AR R R R YSU 7 R MBS R B s il, MrEE /R B BRI ]
TR EARET MRF 7 S BEUECR T 45 o X EAS [ bt DXARDE 45 S R 3 e bt DX 435 PS8 AL 0L L
SO, FLARET B BUE NS T Se i R X iR A R, N A, B R X m ek
By AR X A A5 B i, R B R AT, 12 DX [ I R RO R A DO AN X AR e 22 1) 8
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Figure 4. Simulated and measured temperature values of 4 stations (a) Beijing, (b) Tianjin, (¢) Huimin, (d) Huanghua
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B 2 ATCUE Y, M B RS B R, X A —HB X PUFH 7 £/ NMB. RMSE. 10A =AMEHL
FHZEANK, b THT Sk P ASEAD R SR AT o S5 T A [) it DX 8 o i 2 2 04 7 SR RS BCR AS [F] = ISl X MRF
J7 FRERBCRML T YSU %, P I0A {HAHZE 0.03 A4 REH X AL 5 ZE S50 )7 R FIBERUCR
FAME, HEMXAAH YSU J7 % I0A P2 MRF J7 &85 0.1~0.2; FHEH X K MRF J7 &
PRGN T YSU %, HiE 10A HIHZ 0.01. S TFARBIAAZSEN T R, ZEHSZ N0
BORAE: TE Y ZH 30 E =3 51 )2, KA YSU 77 RHIERLZE R T0A EHE5 0.02 7547 1R MRF
Ti g, TR I RSN R B A e (0 sg Uy ), A6 ORT B B OB KRG BT e, T R A
P Hh X AH S

Table 2. Comparison of temperature simulation results

= 2. REEMERIL

Jest Tt IR P
NMB —-0.03 0.01 —0.01 —0.02
HE— RMSE 1.46 1.35 1.41 0.65
I0A 0.89 0.90 0.81 0.97
NMB —0.05 0.01 0.01 —0.02
HE RMSE 1.59 1.45 1.42 0.71
I0A 0.87 0.88 0.79 0.96
NMB —-0.03 0.02 0.01 —0.003
TE= RMSE 1.19 1.49 1.76 0.48
I0A 0.92 0.88 0.67 0.98
NMB —0.03 0.02 0.003 —0.003
e L RMSE 1.32 1.50 1.79 0.52
I0A 0.91 0.89 0.69 0.97

3.2.2.10 m )R

10 m XUE B S SRS IR A — B RER, HEEE —2rSEME. K5 4R ER, 10m X
TR AN REAR 1 i s i L S BRI H AR A ARFAE . JH A A6 SR R B X BEAD 5 5200 52 30t AH s (R A8 ARy
fiE, FF HLAGSTHE DX ) RGE H A7 IA 8 m/s 7r 4G B Sk s T S bR i KU G | /s AR ERORIT B At [X B AR A5
L T KGE ) HASRHE, (R BME S LA BRI ZE o B 3 ATRAE H, J7 R =X 10 m KU AR
PR S, 77 R B i % B E 2 JE B 30 )2 3 51 )2, K H YSU 77 % 1AO #2751 0.01~0.06,
SKH MRF 75 E Al 425 0.03~0.24. 454G DR 7 ZATE#E A 5Z S HT7 EAE B ZE 0L, LS
the AHEREE PR OLR, MRF 7 REMNBCERMT YSU HE: MR FZSHAWTT ZHHB T,
HEE PR, KO AL SO R .
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Figure 5. Simulation and measurement of wind speed at 4 stations (a) Beijing, (b) Tianjin, (c¢) Huimin, (d) Huanghua

& 5.4 My A NIREMESSSNME () bR, (b) XiE, () BR, (d) &k

Table 3. Comparison of 10 m wind speed simulation results

% 3. 10 m XURIEILE R 3TEE

Bl R HR Tk
NMB 1.85 0.44 0.18 -0.26
FE— RMSE 3.59 2.06 1.54 2.18
I0A 0.12 0.48 0.65 0.39
NMB 1.91 0.57 0.26 0.14
Yo RMSE 3.74 246 1.79 2.6
I0A 0.06 0.44 0.64 0.36
NMB 1.65 0.33 0.28 -0.01
HE= RMSE 323 1.86 1.89 1.72
I0A 0.15 0.66 0.57 0.58
NMB 1.83 041 0.39 0.12
JiZEN RMSE 3.71 2.17 224 1.86
I0A 0.12 042 0.51 0.52
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M 10 m MBI LA, YSU J7 SBAUME 5 SllA 1 2 748 MRF T R R, X2HT YSU
J7 RAET )51 R 0 E R PR R, 2395000 2 R R R A A E R, S AL 10 m RUE{E 55
MME 7 7 BN R . TR B H R R 2 I U, A S0 Hh 3 B2 2 1 R/ 5 /K g A
PRR TR KRR R, (AN 10 m KO IR LA . R AT Re 2 B B ARARIE FH o ALhR, R
FEACR U BE Z ek B, F— BRI R T, 1K 28 g AAARTIAS &K (1), S T o AFRBE P B
W TR 26 1F B AT SRR it SR 25 5 K (0 1e) [ 14] [15]0 n AB8AR 2R BT AR GF 3R (LB IO AR, T
Z DA S A, SORT DA Bt iR LB BELESAE F o BT RA, 38 i B 20 R, nl DU & 8
PRHIZ 5o
3.2.3. iBEH. 10 m KRS E QI 5347

TELE S ARG 37 n] DL B b S B R RS L, o] ORISR R . KRR AL RS
RESARFAESSE 7T, HETOA RIS i A 2R R o SRl 3 ARG 37 RO RSEABCR A2 T v
BR A TAR B — AT HE . AR 6 M B2 23 A] 43 A0 Lo, M T i B2 RS A0 L AU 5 52 B, R BUR
B L v R FTAGIR DX 3 AR AE, BT 20 R O A5 [ R, b o S5 1) SR 30 v iR 5 A 1 B AR B (R AR T
K7, 10 m KOEZS B A0 b i, Seit B bl ZR 48 A B B A VaT b4 ol e vl A A SOe SR, A
52 Ko ES . BB TR RIS, AR R LA T 37°N, 117°E i, i
BRLIRE A A, KRS PR R 2 .
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Figure 6. Comparison of spatial distribution of ground temperature (a) Simulation, (b) Real situation

6. MEREZ B S xItE(a) &L, (b) 2R

4. &5ig

ELN\AG, FAeHXEAREE, SR ANE WTIERE R, HAEdbhX 2 KK, KRG
FIRDIAR | 770 Fb A B4 KA 25 T ANUR 2 ®AT P2 A F g« ARG IR 7 WRF3.7.1 H1
P FHESHATT F(YSU. MREFIFMIEE /3251 )2, 30 E)0HEIbHX 2010 4 7 H 19 HFFEWEEAT
BT, 5 FIAR MICAPS b ORI LA A A 18 70T 7R BRI FR 24 /NI B R e 2
10 m JRGH LA S 1 T 8 AR B OL J 22 5e, 5 SRR B

DOI: 10.12677/ag.2019.99092 870 HuERR} =1V


https://doi.org/10.12677/ag.2019.99092

HRHE 2

x-wind component (kts)

r~1 11 / v
i \\\1 x‘rmt rr\r w7, \ rrmr?r/”
\1\‘\&' Y

40°N

1
° ANN AR AR
41 N“z—av\'\'\\\“(r\\ AA Y - R

4 t\ NNy
N NN~
° x -
40N—,r\\ il <
1t\r‘/¢ X )

3NN LA

)\
e N :
T XNV Ca S T TS o

L ‘
38°N —+~ ¢ \\\l!l

oN - ¢ ~
37°N \-/l/ll\\‘\\\ \\——///]/ W
AN\
. A \\\\‘\\ ’/fff“\
ON ¥ 4fv 7 ~
36°N RV )2 RSP
[ VEEN TRRNR Bl
LR AR I RARN 28
35N+ S~/ JA VNS 2710 WERSUSAYATAR
RSSIRRNN a0 FFIN ABBLIRKE R

114°E  116°E  118°E  120°E 120°E
(a) #&HL (b) =R

Figure 7. Comparison of 10 m wind speed spatial distribution (a) Simulation, (b) Real situation
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