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Abstract

In this paper, the 24-hour precipitation forecast of DOG_RAFS, EC, GRAPES_GFS and RMAPS_CA_3KM
models is compared with the actual situation. The accuracy of precipitation forecast by four mod-
els for four national stations and 32 regional automatic stations in Hami city was calculated. Fi-
nally, MAE and RMSE scores of four national stations and 62 regional automatic stations in Hami
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city were calculated to test the temperature forecast of each model.
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Figure 1. Precipitation distribution map of Hami
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Figure 2. ECMWF_HR 500 hpa forecast and reality. 48 hours on 19 September (a); 24 hours on 20 September (b)
2. ECMWF_HR 500 hpa iR 5L, 9 B 19 H 48 /&t (a); 9 A 20 H 24 /B (b)

4.2. BFIER 24 h FEKTAR
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Figure 3. 24-hour precipitation forecast on September 20th, DOG_RAFS (a), EC (b), GRAPES_GFS (c), RMAPS CA 3KM (d)
3.9 B 20 B 24 /EFFEKFRIR, DOG RAFS (a), EC (b), GRAPES_GFS (c), RMAPS_CA 3KM (d)
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Figure 4. Statistical figure of accuracy of rain and sunshine
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Figure 5. After MAE score, statistical graph of optimal forecast for each model
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Figure 6. After RMSE score, statistical graph of optimal forecast for each model
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1) MNHRIEHAKY KA, ECMWF_HR 500 hpa R IEABIRE LS, GBS HNME.

2) MBEKERKE, ECMWF_HR 7% X FRAR R, R/, Hofth = St X i i 7% X A
R LBBA .

3) MIRFERIRE, Hmiifi GRAPES_GFS Szl T-HA =58, AR L LA i R
ZERAK
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