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Abstract: The development, maintenance and use of a new space-based observing system is very expensive. There is usually
a significant time delay (around 6 months to 1 year) from the completion of the instrument development and configuration to
operational applications. It is very important to quantitatively evaluate the impacts and applications of the current and future observing
system in advance to deploy it. The evaluation of the observing systems includes the instrument determination, orbit selection,
constellation configuration, the applications to the numerical prediction and etc. The Observing System Simulation Experiments
(OSSEs) is a sensitive experiment to study the value of new or proposed observing systems and the impacts of their data. An OSSE is
designed to use the data assimilation method to investigate the potential impact of the future observing systems. In an OSSE, a nature
run (NR) is generated by a very high temporal and spatial resolution numerical weather prediction (NWP) model output. The rapid
development of NWP models and satellite data assimilation bring challenges as well opportunities to the development of OSSEs.
Quick-OSSE, Hybrid OSSE and other forms of OSSE are extended to effectively evaluate future observing systems.
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1183 from the real observations (a) and the simulated GEO
satellite (b) (Note the two have different zenith angles)



Rl LLLVN

dvances in Met S&T
BlH, LEOWLEME L4 FHaghr i, v LLE HH
SEim A] DU B H 5 SE BRI EE H AR T R R SRR
ATEIRES, I Bl T2 R — I 205 1 TR i e
Iz R T A, BT AR 23 b B RSB SR
MR G2 47 HIBCAE I 1 —Fh 7%

Okamoto 5" AR FLAEEAE T — AR AL 1L 4
BRyUE TE ERL s m i KSR (Geo-HSS)
FEAESC R, Wit VAT el (ERAS) ANR
fJHybrid OSSEM: . K — A S B 1ty 9 [ /K 54
KA ) BAT SR B B R AT BE R (ERAS) BN
CHSZMT RABLER, WHLERE I TR _ERa s
7o T R ARSI A0 07 ARG . Wang %P7
Hybrid OSSEH1, XTGEO L84l 7 R (1 s
TELLAMRMAL CRIS ) A Re g2 I 79t . 1662018

—10

—20

—30

20°N L= S o Lo

130°W  120°W  110°W 100°W  90°W  80°W  70°W  60°W
— 20
@: H
50°N |5 15
, : 10
5
40°N |55
0
,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,, .
30°N [ireonirerivnns
—10

130°W 120°W 110°W 100°W 90°W 80°W 70°W  60°W

SEAR20194FE A SR s A2 (LSS) RIS FEZE 4
KPP GEO CrIS-FSREIF M. K3 45 TERASH 7
PrcdiE B iV IRIZ500hPasr BT (B3a) , = ililEe
AR TV X 3% 53 7 75 B3 AT 3c . A i
TG FE X A I E s 1 R4k, 0 A e W £ 8
(GTS) , T LE#EE (AMSUAFIATMS) F14L
SRR (JASIFICIIS-FSR) ; AALl a6 FH #5401 1
1k T CrIS-FSRERE A B i T2 CrIS-FSREH
FLA I B s AN A . ST A R R AL B LG EO
CrIS-FSRAIM M CrIS-FSRITAZ{L, EI3dZEERASF 4>
Mrip Az sl () 2 5% (ERAS-CNTRL) , ‘EbniE
iRZWM % (standard deviation) 2£3.51 m/s, Kl3es&
ERASH /3 Hr i R 56 1) Z ) (ERAS-EXP)
BRI HEIR ZE B 22341 m/s. T LAREF500 hPaX,

130°W 120°W 110°W 100°W 90°W 80°W 70°W  60°W

E ,g , b : 3 ; " :
e b Do fT e
130°W 120°W 110°W 100°W 90°W 80°W 70°W  60°W

B3 500 hPa XizE ( BfL: m/s)

(a) ERASHAHERIXIZ;
EHIRIE VXA £ 5] ( ERAS-CNTRL ) ;

(b)) MIEHIRE hB R VRUE;
(e ) ERASHESHT ARIFELIRIE VXIIZRIZ R ( ERAS-EXP )

(c) MEHLRIEHBEIVIIG; (d) ERASES A
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