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Evaluation of Three Planetary Boundary Layer Schemes in the WRF Model
SR ERE PR S SRR = L g
&

RIE v 2T (Texas) K % 383 % > 30 & 2 T F 1 AFAHF > F1§ 200 A1 R
RPN R G JIF A AR IR AR X FAE o N EEHELY kR
REF B RTEEZF SFIRENAAQS) 2 L3 3774 %8 > A ifd T
ﬂ’%?ﬁﬁﬁiﬁF%ﬁﬁﬁ&LLﬁﬁ’ﬁﬂ$ﬁ?%ﬁ#ﬂ@ﬁmmﬁﬁ%
4RI R G M AR P TR WRF F RS b R A% B $541(PBL
scheme)¥t & % i 8 o

AR TP WRF 55 % =7 ki & S8t [Mellor-Yamada-Janjic_
(MYJ), Yonsei University (YSU), the asymmetric convective model, version 2
(ACM2)] erfige 2 7 > WP 5 2005 # 7 2 9 * [ » i Texas § ¥ 4
HEF ST Rn R 2T RS 2 % BRI T (TexAQS2) it 4 -

&

ZFW R RN LB ERITA c RS EF R YSU 12 ACM2 4p it M
Y R ERREL ’@§$®K%“’W4Mwujziiiéiﬁﬁ%

RgL 4t %482 (local closure scheme) - 8258 MYJ #5785 4 4p o BLiR] 4
Lk o miedd W ERE S A FLEREBRENE FL AT K
TEIRF P Z e T ER e AT R R S HER RPN P IREAR
B T'F‘ﬁéé%'ﬁi%‘ ACM2 cnZ-8 R EB AR > 7 f2EHER A F BB

Planetary Boundary Layer scheme :# % & %% it
54 <

Xiao-Ming Hu, J.W. Nielsen-Gammon, F. Zhang, 2010: Evaluation of three planetary

boundary layer schemes in the WRF model. J. Appl. Meteor. Climatol., 49,
1831-1844



