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Advances and prospects of atmospheric chemistry data assimilation

HU Yiwen, ZANG Zengliang* , DAI Wei, LI Yi, YOU Wei, LIU Lang, LIU Ning, LONG Qun
(College of Meteorology and Oceanography, National University of Defense Technology, Changsha 410073, China)

Abstract: DA ( data assimilation) is a crucial technical method for improving the accuracy of atmospheric chemical forecasts by integrating the

results of atmospheric chemistry models with multi-source observational data, reducing uncertainties in model input data. Centering on DA

techniques for atmospheric chemistry models, the transformation process of initial field assimilation for pollutant gases and aerosols from single state

variables to multi-state variables was systematically reviewed. Meanwhile, the important progress of pollutant emission source assimilation inversion

using ensemble methods and four-dimensional variational methods was focused on the improvement of emission source accuracy, optimization of

spatiotemporal resolution, and enhancement of pollutant concentration prediction performance. With the explosive growth of observational data, a

core challenge in the current field lies in fully leveraging high-resolution geospatial and remote sensing data for atmospheric chemical DA. The deep

integration of DA with artificial intelligence algorithms represents a key research direction to break through this bottleneck and significantly enhance

the accuracy of atmospheric composition analysis and forecasting.
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Fe, % %K P 85 PR P oL (National
Centers for Environmental Prediction, NCEP) | K M|
RS TR Ho0 ( European Centre for Medium-
Range Weather Forecasts, ECMWTF ) Z5 4] #4) 5 % Bl
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RTH ik b 30 B ARG A % AR
B R A A ) 20 RO 530 ) 384 o, R
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BT 57375 15 G 1 e B WL 590 , BB 6% A7 2804
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P E TR AK - o 2 WO B H A 2 1l i)
FAGC ety 7R A R R 5, IF 7
L NS TR €1 I PSSR SIS Y. 3
AT A BT 55 N 138 3B (25 2 i) (modern-
era retrospective analysis for research and
applications, version 2, MERRA-2) | Mg i o ] K%
TR L KA ) RE e R AR I Ry 3 A
( Copernicus
reanalysis, CAMS Reanalysis) \ H A~ S 2 JTf4 & 1)
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Tr AR A AL, 25 R 0 o 1 o v, L i
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HE4H5 K IR S 8 I (ensemble Kalman filter, EnKF)
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atmosphere  monitoring  service

() E 2 RS RO S BT IR R
{H (optimal interpolation, OI ) & 78 43 = Fll < /K &
JEE (Kalman filter, KF) 2555, 33X 26757 3k 1Y 3K i
ST LA
x=x"+W(y -y) (1)
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[ {677, tUn e 20 2 90 4F4%, ECMWE fi9ll
S5 AL R G N IESERIME T 2854 1] 1 OL, 2 H 2 i
PARACE AR T T E R TTEk . B BUE X
AL B2} R, B 20 T4 90 SRR,
ECMWF X 4 ¥ = 4E 7% 43 ( 3-dimensional
variational , 3D-Var ) #1 P4 & 7% 43 ( 4-dimensional
variational ,4D-Var) 5| Al 4 £ 4t , 31 F H 2 Wi HL
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A TR I AN [F] 2 ADULI 2R RE T, A& H EITR
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Tab.1 Commonly used atmospheric chemical data assimilation methods
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g EITIER DL i Wﬁ%ﬁ%QEM%ié SRR R BRI HE U A B 4
e RO T U 37 %wﬁﬁﬁ&@%g¥ﬁ I BT 0 R 1 A, B GHEE A
TR R L SSRGS IR R, X
PR A 7 g*vw/\ SN g s Ay EOR A B 4435
D A 26, 5
, - COATBIARE 235 W , 1% 56 5 e
ARV FATI et @nr e DN R g, oo TR R
L %L B 1y " i TR S s R A 4 R
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SR G AR RES IR R T iR 2 A
WAL
1.2.2 W% HR4L

4D-Var J& 3D-Var 78 B (8] 4 b 146 &, % &

AE—A™ IR Ta] 1] B AL UL B A 19 0 A, B 5 i R —
I B A UL B ) B ORI R TRHE
3ok, HL R RO TR W a4l 2o R A
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?2 (yi _Hxi)TR l(yi - Hx,) (3)
=0

A AR N bR ARG I %, 0 3R]
BRI s N g Ial 6 1 o 4D-Var FI I8 ) 4
TUESR 2 o — BT [] A 1) BT A L300 ), L Bt i
22 W7 2R R R AR a3 ) B R Y
4D-Var J& IACEE R IR AR S FF 23
USSR TORE R AL 5 2 22—, B v 4 R
ARG T E R/ ERERZ 55 Bk b
R il B Ty B 2R e — I R] 7 9 S 30
T R, HLRE 5T 2R S 2D WA S Y
BRI SR, 4D-Var 75 52 Y 3L
PR S 5 P B, X S A R Gk U AR &=
RK, HYEHPABUGH ZRE AR, I,
IR AD-Var 7R 15 Sei , (H il TS0t # b
MERILZ , — T 5T T 22 2R FH HCA 7 12 51 30 1) 42
PO 2% 53 Rl AR B2 ) B S O ME R
1.3 £&5FREBIRIKZE
1960 4, #°¢ 5 Kalman #& 1} 1R /R 8 I8
Tk i I TR R R4k 75 12
2 A RS SR AL 1) 1% 22 ST HRAE
FRRBAAE A T, HOR S 71 5 64k
A A1
x'=x" +K(y* —Hx") (4)
K=BH'(HBH' -R) "' (5)
Ho K 3R R IR S DB I 4 A5 B AR J5 3 Al 3
BB /N 7 HR 1R 22 (root mean square , RMSE ) #i5
133, KF J5ik BREIE & M & i R 4 b S B AR
RS AR RAELNE ARSI B R SR 22
AN OL T AR IR BRE
Evensen' ™' £ 1994 4F-4i i LU & T4 119 Jy
FORIERITR SRR ZE M I 22, BES RRE0E
BTk A RRZIRP T BAE R KF %054
R, 3 R ACAR S A A 5l , il AR
IREANEA DL, Horb e 865 1 i B (LA
RGP R 5L A Z 18] 1 22 AR M S
SEYI N 2 SR T KE B s R s R, 2
FELRMERY 1 D0 T A ARG 3E F . 5728 0 A0
Vb, 107 2 TC 20 A 37 52 25 1A A e e ORI B
BER, B 3D-Var Jr g i G SR 22 A0
L, AT A4S Bl 5% 22 B 5 22 A U8l O Uk
Ji& , BAT AR R R 5o ABAESERRTT AR B 1l
T B L YA T R A AR A R, AR i 1Y
THRIAEAR IR s I Ah 207X B LR B 46

PEIBURR, 45 W) fe B 1 Y RIS AN A A7 7 AR G A
2, oy BOE A A MELER RIS A
TETE

2 REUZFNHEDEABRUTRER

2.1 FHERSEMBEBHEL

RAMERE ) 6 57 9 BORHR 46 1R T 20 i
4190 AR, FEA R KA AR AR O ) RS
5 YL El TR I S B T R O I R ] £ 21 R
AR D R B S R T YR B,
RS G AR SR N 2 B o i 00 0 45 AF o EnKF
Ty Bl i v e vk T T 1 4R A TR, LTI G
HRE B A Mk BE S 0 15 iR 22 D 0y 22, kT od
TS B 5 R R S A, b A R R Yk
JERI U6 Y e AT o0 BT BB . A2 93 J7 3k (3D-Var FI
4D-Var) il i A4 H — A~ DLW i vk B2 37 S 45 1 72
AT KK, HAZ O J2 BT AT Y ) 28 7 ik
J B TR WL 5 S AR, S MEAAR
BRI A HLEOR B B LR FERD 4637 0 AHGS R AU
o T F, KA ORI AR kR g,
Austin' ™' B OB GER} )b 1) 4 4Bk Ak 4%
A, 3 R AE TR R Y R4 (05) L Ak
Z(NO,) |Gl (HNO; ) 4 = 1 #2370 4 377 4 ot
o (H R H T, A3 V2 BT TR 55 TR
HAHCR AT A TR 0 00 a3, A 2 1 [+
ARG R ) M Sl A7 B

TR I 3= ZE AL TP AR Z , BT LA
BB Akt 32 BT 1] LA A R A2
K, ARZFORHAME I J5 AR i U A BT T
BEHTH N o Fisher 457 SR 0 4k 28 43 [ 4k )y
P AL 0, —%A LA (NO) (NO, =4k
A(NO, ) SRR IR R B, 5 WL SRR LG,
Il b5 20 M 2 10 152 22 1 0 R AT i g A 2
HF doc 00 4 1 05 X ik B 25 0B i 94 R =X
(nested air quality prediction modeling, NAQPM ) 1]
1) NO, . S AL (SO, ) MAHL UKL Y (PM,, )
AT R, 90 46 37 1) i 22 7 4 ELRR AR 50% DA I,
ot BRI A B A . Frydendall 45 5% 1)
GETHEER HL T O, HEAT R TR , 55 2 1o AH
L, 8 Fh AL S Wi i) O, 5 WLINEL Y AH ¢ R %X
BHRE T 0.1 ~0.21 . Kumar 45 3 TR 543 9
RT3 X s A iR AU (air quality
modelling in urban regions using an optimal
resolution approach, AURORA ) &% % kb AR A9 O,
A1 NO, Hy i W FEAT R4, [R) A 5 2 i 2475 4R
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548 &

BRI T 15.3 pg - m 7 H6.4 pg - m™,
Bk a4 LT R AR G BAR B R A AR X
% R 23 5 JJi 5 # 1 ( weather research and
forecasting model coupled community multiscale air
quality model, WRF-CMAQ) , 43 5| 3% F & AC 1 (5
BAEES RIR 2 UE B L  BRT = MY SO, R
WG AT [FIAL , $2 S D047 1B A9 B G 7K T 52 Wil
JUE 20 km, Emili 25 SEF b2 - K4
G BB A Y 4 4L S 7 ) (4-dimensional
ensemble-variational ,4DEnVar) 5%, X} O, .NO, .
CO 1 CO, FEAT [ 4L A TR 73 A, 45 R KW, 5
3D-Var J5 % 1Y [F AL 45 R AR LE, K ] 4DEnVar J7
PR H BARAR 22 B/, Ma 26097 35 [ 5
4511 4 {5 ( gridpoint statistical interpolation, GSI)
[ 4k & g8 f R AWE 58 5 B4R B 5 Ak o7
( weather research and forecasting model coupled
with chemistry, WRF-Chem ) £ 5{, %f kb T [6] £k 71
J&G 05 19 12 h Fi4fl 45 28, H-F- 44 RMSE FEAR 1
43.85%

A R AP OR U o B N SR = PN L
AR T A AL R G, E OGO,
Bt (CH, ) 870 4 U2 Hi ik R & U0, A ki
TE TR SR B 5 7K 43 A Rl 2% R ARSEAUL I
SRORSHE . 1001 B IE 35 56 2 4 X bR 2R e
7 ( community earth system model, CESM ) Fl4E &
SEJ7 R YR (ensemble square root filter, EnSRF) J7
B o8B KR L A 1 2% ( atmospheric  infrared
sounder, AIRS) 1) O; 55 CH, WLl Gk R f6 3] < e
B, 5 R R, Sl A b, R4k f5 P
k) 0, 5 CH, /34 07 fid 4 22 43 S BEAR T
0.4 pmol/mol A1 0.1 pmol/mol, I Sl T
SRR RS EE I (whole atmosphere community
climate model, WACCM ) F1 %545 [7) 46 WF 7% i 56 S
£ (data assimilation research testbed, DART) [F]{L
B, SEBL T b 2 ORI L Oy FIK YR ) T
BORHFIAL , 255380, R 3 e Vi ) ) 1k
I HHR Y 2020 4F 5 H ALCAFR)Z 05 W 51
W KR JZMEAL ( microwave limb sounder, MLS) ¥,
M 22 /NF 0.5 pumol/mol , 5 R AT Rl AE 5
(L5 SR 22 PRI T 50% LA b 95 B E A
25 i1 K B ( National Aeronautics and Space
Administration , NASA ) 7£ X 15 1 1 BR LI 2R 45
7y TR B 2 ( Goddard earth observing system
composition forecast modeling, GEOS-CF) H I A T
3D-Var [afLIIRE, [Al46 AU 2 O, %4, £
5§ MLS e B &) 1 A4 . R AR AL (ozone

monitoring instrument , OMI ) BT e B 53R 55, DA
X - FIRIER) Oy WA, 45 R KW,
GEOS-CF #5245 1 vh iy X i J2 Ak 27 38 70 Wil 25 B
T O, WIET

AT RLE X TG g AR bR 3 1R 46 H R
C LB 5EE, W SR T By & i, LA ik
SE WL HEHE ) AN RSN, Ry SRS G W10 ik s 1)
TRt 75 B R 227 E A 2 IR BT RHR AL
07 L IF I T ARG . G4 Pan 46 HEF 3D-
Var J7 % [FAL 1 306 2800 R 25 Wa i) O, ¥k
FERH 48 TERIL = MmO, M EEBIIAUR,
FFAMHE TR O YR S+ B 9 JR A . Han 26
A [ A 3 T R T 221 5 W Y O, MR BESE
R BE W) 06 S N R S TR =
FUTE LR O, Wk B MBI LSCR, I 70 1 O,
R IX , RS R W, R R Y J7 125 (4D-
Var ,OI EnKF %) FIHFFE X 4 (05 .NO, SO, %5)
ANTF] AR FEORH R A5 B8 R ARG Y SRR iR 1Y)
BRI BEE R RO .
22 SERMEHEL

KA I 2 7 T KA 1 2 H SOk (K
F, AL ZREH I3 R A 25 PR A R0 N A4 fidt i A Jaki ™
JE o SR L — TR GURR A ) S B
RS G I R WSO B 8 A DL R AR R o
5L 2 G ek AR AN A i, AT i 2 5 i [X.
SRR, TERA AR, R IR &=
BT Z R Lo FURLAR B, 28 i He A AT
%%, AR [ A6 T GBI S8R SR IS 1 23 Rt A e
Xl

TR B 8 BT A R S IR —
AARSAS TR FEAT R4 , SR 5 4 1 e g P R v
BB T B T o W0 Denby %5 R 4
FTHEEFN EnKE J7 32 % HLUBORLY) (PM,, ) 47 [A]
b, Ho R 4 i A2 B PML %o 7 14 Ak 2
IR L, Pagowski 2% i) ] = 4k A8 43 5 12 [
b [ 2= A5 i W ) ATRNow W 1 f14) 20 450K 47)
(PM, o) BORE, HARSAE 5 P, G, [ A0S 5
Fie HAE RS 523 h 1 05 28 Lo B SR U
ECMWF PU4ens 73 [f] 4k 55 R ge v, 2 DL
JEE R AR G LU AR S Tl Ak AR AR A5 78 1, SO0 D
N B RO AR % 3E {Y ( moderate-resolution
imaging spectroradiometer, MODIS ) $2 {3t 14 = 15 ¢
Y=L (aerosol optical depth, AOD) 7= iy, [6] 4k
5 AR AR A P E o Bl SR A >

B RZSE  BERHRME A R T R D,
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N RS HIURS s BT =0) i = INER VR
AT O B s Ll R AN RE 5 JE 2 25 M i
G 3G I AR 25 S R L3 UL B R T
TR BExE 2R kAR B L R A TS G
Vi 2278 B 25 TRl Al 2 2 i AY & JRe a # ., SR,
T TR LR 53 AR T 2 ] ) R s i R
AR SN AR BRI, AN [R] 0 IS 20 ) ) 3 2
SR R B ARG, R, A 5 B RS U
RAEZ AR BRI /T A AH R R R I iR 22
DT 2200 R, T S B 88 2 78 i A IR Il Ak i A%
DB o Li % B WRF-Chem [BEHIS 7
Jid A HAE A Ak 2 B RY (model for simulating
aerosol interactions and chemistry, MOSAIC) , %t 57
TR (BC) AHUK(OC) B (SOI™) (R
#h(NO; ) 555 MR AL F 1) 3D-Var [AfL 7%,
SERFEW], PM, 5 (9 24 h S B U K S5 i T
18% ., Feng 250 £ % WRF-CMAQ Hy % I 4%
LR T AET GSTAEURY 3D-Var [R4LT7 %6, 78
H ] e DX A 1 2 B (110 PML, s BEREX PR R
AW R A4 HoRF 22k a] 8 i 48 h, Cheng
HUT BT T BCLOC Eidh (NH, ) %6 6 AR AE
1Y 3D-Var [alfLALAL, %F 2018 4£ 3 H 13 HILxL
HuDX Y 4 FRHO6 R 2OUI 3T R4k, & 3R [
A3 A 7 i L T m] A1 14 -F- 2 RMSE [
K125 pg - m . Schwartz 28 %f [t T 3D-Var,
EnSRF FTRA 474843 (hybrid EnVar) Jy 2 4] 1
T PM, % B 1) [ AL PR BOR: | 4 R 3 B =[] 4k
T3 W TR &5 2R 2 4 T A [A) A i IR BOR
hybrid EnVar [{E45 R AERAR 7> H IR IR
4327 2 R A IS 20 4 WL G e i) £
WUHRBFSE, il Zang 6 % AT 22 S bt 5
S AR AL 28 BT 5% ( California research at the
nexus of air quality and climate change, CalNex) ]
CHLIIE R F OC . SO;™ \NO; (NH e i3
JEEAH o BEREEAT AL, A PM, 5 G i X S8 i
4y AR B B O AR R 2E BE AR 5% ~ 30%
Escribano % F Fil ] WLZLAM A T (visible
infrared imaging radiometer suite, VIIRS) {4 521 5%
2% JEJF (dust optical depth,DOD) fll = — S V& B
HE IR S LLAME # T2 MM ( cloud-aerosol lidar
with orthogonal polarization, CALIPSO ) ) > 2R VE 5%
FEOEL AEACAE AR RN X R T 2 A~ H
AP RGORHF A , 45 R R B, [Rl6 5 BF 98 DX 3
N DOD #3475 #1522 B 39% , Y42 T Ot R 4L
MR 22 FEAIG 65% o HEB 11 /<785 e 41 43 WLl
B X T BT I 2 A ARG B B TE AU

A3 8] A s 26 BA B ZAE L, nl A RU7R AR
BRI FEA P A 05 BRI, NS
BT YA R P AR HEZH 0 W RN o (HIX R R
PRAAE T 3 S 1 IR AL 3 WL GRS
AR RAFFEAL D .

PRINFEA Y S e (AT GBI A ] A1 ) B dha
SEEREARG R, JUHE BRI R AOD S i
TG EEFE H UL GORE, A R 7R b 1 b T
LN L 2 P A1 £ JEL ol S5 [P R [+ Pyt %) %
BHAEALEARSE BT PEAR . BORHRIL RS g
I S A A TR A o 2 ) A S S AR D
WIS Liu 2" 51 %) WRF-Chem 52201 1y
F R pEAL A R B S 5 14 ( Goddard chemistry
aerosol radiation and transport, GOCART) J7 &, &
Ji& 7 AT LA AOD B 3D-Var R4, K [E
F3G4 0 (national meteorological center, NMC)
IREGEHE T 14 AR IR B B R AR
ZEWIT 72, S T 27 R UR I 1 BRI AL
Liang %' 3 - 15 36 1] 32 4 37 00 5 26 55 W
( interagency monitoring of protected  visual
environments , IMPROVE) J5 #2131 T KB K 14 06
FECTOR I WLIN B, SEEE T b TN TR TR O Y
ZETORHAAL , 45 R, R AL O R IR PR RE A
AU PM, 519 24 h BURMER . Ye 21 [
MOSAIC A I T7 58, K& T TR U BT Ot
RBOWM T, FE[FAL T CALIPSO M ) < 7% e
THICFREL, G R R U] R AT T PM, 1) 5T R H:
T 45 F AT W B B0k . Wang 25 LTk U
He A AR LI G T, X — R E TS G
AR TR 2 B, TR A6 25 48 8 5 (Himawari-8 ) T2
SRR AOD BERL i PM, 5 TAR A IfE B R 2 1
39.6% . (HULAADHFTEAE TR AOD [F] {4k
E S N AR SR i 1 = W O
GOm0 il Rk A B G B4 43 DR IR AT RE R
AOD Joif 4 i AN 5 A0 B T8 BEiR 22 BB R,
B At S IE SRR, A AOD BEEHT)
15 3 BRI LA R U IR 22 ROBE R X B )
AR T R BRSBTS AR 4y
[) A7 ME LA S80R P s 2 s IO A5 2L FY
), Zang %' 41 1 T —Fh 22 RUBE [lE i, R
FHANIR) ROBE A8 S 1R 22 Bl 5 22 R AT [R) Ak, o A
[] RUBZ TRl Ak 1) 28 I, A A & 22 ROBEAR i 40
Mg, 2 RO R AL i 56 2 0], W) 4 2 A 3 vk
PM, s 17 244 3¢ R A AL G 1Y) 3D-Var 4215 1
6. 12% , V- H4¥) Jy AR 2 FEAK 1 16.4% , JFREA
A PM, s BT TIK o
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25 b, R 7 R B 0 3R 7 TR) A AR KUK
Gy WRSE R E AR T, AE ek s S0 R TR
AT TG e S R A 1 OB B e i R SR T
T HA AN W] 200 B A BR324 AT BIL
L 850 T e Ak 2 BB [R] Ak 19 ol 55 1k iz
F TRISPRE I3 Sy R AT % 0TI Y A% 0 I ¥ T
FEJ5 ), IE AT S A B A ROk A B
gy BT B R . ECMWE 76 25 & il 4 &R &8
(integrated forecasting system, IFS) 5] A TR %=
SRR AN A T AR S T
0,.CO ,AOD NO, FE¥ B (573 B Bl 7 i, JF
WL TR R AT T R R 3 A
AT S KA K R T KA
BRULIM 2 Fe W As 5 ( Goddard earth observing system
version 5,GE0S-5) #i5{ 5 GOCART KK T %,
Ao ] P R S T O 0 8 90 | T e R R L
#i5 \MODIS I 1) AOD, KA T KA~ o0 7
SYHTRLESE MERRA-2' o 320000 4 06 it MG
BERVIER O WiREL i WA B MA
BB S5 2 B IR U B 7 i, D X2 - PR
JE ARG XS JZ O, S id R AF e 4 it
TOHE BB T, Ou %Y Randles
A1 Buchard 4 JE T EHL L TR
T LI S 25 H B2 04 T T VA , MERRA-2 7E KB 43
O 5 WL A BT i) — B0k B i TR
[FfEA 2 AOD She , AR5 JEAN [ A 4 73 1Y
Rt 2 TR B AN B0 A0 AR R TERR IR R Y
Tz CAns Prib Ak S F b A E I
FoF B AL R RS ) A RESE 2
TERAA AR A B iR AN M S B0
iR 2E

3 KRREFMARERUTRERE

3.1 ETEHESHENAMIERWL

HERCIRUR R TS Y R AL, B B A
HEMRIRZ — , 15 R W) I HEROK - B PE T
UM TS YR LK, DRI HE TR K R L TR
E T RATG Y BAR ARG ™ . B RTBCAE
(75 S HETOS Sm H o AR I T
HEGETHAF 2, %07 R G HER A 1 AR
T AR AG TS B HE, (HOR Z BT A
T T GEIR AN n] RS HATAE 3 BERAR KA
LT 5 S5 AL BORHRE 7 3 n] L g <
PR IR RS G R B AR R R AR
PETR IS By B2 A B R " 2 R A% S 4k

JHOTE 5, &G R 15 56 175 G U5 3 B 0 i/ AN
SEME AR R ST Y AR KO B T R
HE A S AR T i R A B Yy B A 2 o
ZAE RO R 22 SR R PR 22 T IR R
I P52 B 68 O 546 S B A HER IR Y
B AL B

EnKF J5 2338 3 G 1RO 4R & Fn Ak 748
AL 1 1) B 4 5 TR P AL 56 06 Z R HE R
B H) R ZR , w] DU DR 2 AR 2 ) T (H
BRSOk ST A AT Lin
ST g BRI EnKE D53 Kb AR HER R B
RSl [F] A PM o e SRR Vb R HET R
B, E AR 3 4 1 VR Fii 4R, Barbu 4% S
EnKF J7 20 X8 Ak 2% 2 i 5 2 LOTOS-EUROS,
W SO, ] SO~ S Ak Ak 30 SO, M HEA R
VERARS A &t FE— @ R B4 T RCXT PM,
A TR AT, (B 48 SR O T R U A A
Byt iR 25 LA R [a] Ak 0 W80 9% kL it &, Sekiyama
SR R R SR A A8 R R 28 B (local
ensemble transform Kalman filter, LETKF ) 2. [F]4k
T REWHOLE X CALIPSO [ levell B BT}, Bl it
12007 45 H ybeR i HERCEE . Miyazaki 2617 3
TR AL A T —% EoKF HE3
& 5e, il W4k OMI T XL Y NO, Ak B2
SO H R NO, HER, IR FI R &1 31
TG W % % {X ( scanning imaging absorption
spectrometer  for
SCIAMACHY ) WLl (% %5 i J2 NO, A% ¥ J32 0 55 Vi
Frik 22 G i SE 6 B By B (intercontinental chemical
transport experiment phase B, INTEX-B ) X # 5]
BRI NO, e J8 J37 4 A Sy ik 37 WL % 51 41 285
PEAT R 5 Bl )i id i i [ I [A] 46 NO, | O, HNO,
A1 CO #Y TLA VLI B 388 4 3K 0 N L NO, HETI, 45
SRR W] 4Bk B AR N B NO, R R 2
6.3TgNa '(RZ+1.4TgNa") , (HHTEHR
Hh R A2 SO o R AN BT HE SR A A S AT AR A
AR AT L™ s Miyazaki 2 i858 [7] {62 5
TR ) NO, KRk B R A T 10 4
(2005—2014 4 ) Fy4 Bk NO, HEHCR £l , 4581
WIep [ B EE P AR ML X NO, HETSC R 23 &
#, Tang %" B3t T [F 4L O, WL, Bk )
el Rl i [Rl 4k O I 4h 37 B NO, 0] 1k 37 Mk
T ¥E KA ML (volatile organic compounds,
VOCs) ¥k F R B 56, H00 2025 18 1 R
DRIENS [RLEE SR B2, (EZ 0 5¢ 5 H 242
1o Oy FHARHER 1 , A PEAS HE IR 5 5 1) 5 3

atmospheric  chartography,
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bl

e FESE— LI BRI, Tang 457 & B O, W FE
FNO, Z [ RysRAEL K R, AT BE-F BT RHRE 1k
PALEHY NO, HERCIRTE NO, ¥ i Fil 4z h &4CR A%
78, 1X FER P O B TR R EnKF J5 7
GEITAHICOC A I, 5 1 O, AR ) = 4
DX, JCILHMERR X 73 NO, #24] X 5 VOCs £l X, #
MAS BRI AL T NO, HERCIR . X SERFFE Kb
HE T HET EnKF 5k HEBCR RALAIT ST , 5 22 F
FABLSHHINTE EoKF [A{L RSG5 H R BE, T
HIE /K- m RO BT 22 P 5 22 Ik iR
22555000 EoKF [AAEROCR IS, H BRI
WAFTE— LG , B IR I e i i [l T2
WL ACHE R IR R TR 1 , TLR O SR A 4
R A3 ) 3 B3R (EHC IS TR) 23 B A, 59 2 A AR
WHERCEZ S H 7 HAHECR, Sb /N HE U R, H
REBII TG HE R BN RS AL B, T AR AR IR
AL AR A S 1 s

BEE TR SR A 8 PR AR Y A e, ]
JH EnKF Jy 325 [F] Ak T O8I0 /I sf 25 775 G e 1
it DA/ HE T B B 5 R S5
P H R4 32 o Tang %1% 3L F i &30 T
M 3 A R 45 ( nested air quality prediction
modeling system, NAQPMS) ¥4 & T CO H it i
EnKF [a]fl R 45, %F 2010 47 & Zxb 50 K J6 0 1 1X.
) CO HEBCGHAT T IFAL 25 R R W], dbat K
WIFIPRE ) CO HEBCER 4351 A 4. 11 Tg CO a™' |
3.75Tg COa™" 3.17 Tg CO a ' F14.08 Tg CO a™',
Feng %' 3£ F EnKF J7 ¥ fl WRF-CMAQ #5K,
XF 2013 4EH12017 45 12 ] h EHIX 1 CO HEidt
17 1 1A, S5 2R3, 5 2013 47 12 A AR
[ ,2017 412 H 1 CO HEEEREAR T 17% o Peng
4T GOCART W I J 46 M1 EnSRF Jr i,
[ 4L 72014 410 J o [ g onl fOWI B PM, 3%
ANEFERCHRE , EATRD RHECIR 1 e, 25 SR 2 B
BORHFEACAT B 080/ N HE IR 89 A8 2 1, 32 s <
IR TR AP 5 B Peng 45 of [ 3 0 )
/SR FORNAEAT [ AL, Wi T S0, \NO, |
CO \NH, \VOCs FITI 2 # HETCIR , 56 T LA 69
HEBCUR , BRVT. = MU HBIX. SO, [ 48 h ¥k JE Wi /K
PR T 37.9% {H PM, s B iR K V- BeA
4. Chen 57 1E Peng %5 ) TAF LAl _E X
BB RIREURW I L I LSkt , SE3 T SO, HEik
R S, #5331 1 2015 4R 2016 4 1 H Ay SO,
Hecdds , oF 5 A N7 Orkge i g He i
3 7R LG, [ >R AR SRS DL 5 ik R 4T B E
Feng 26" 3T WRF-CMAQ #E=UH # T 434 NO,

HECR Y EnSRF [RJ 46 R 58, 7 M % R SR 1L s
i NO, WL, F5E 1 A8 e 1 91 [|) 4= [ NO, HE
R AR, S5 SRR TR 1 IR o 3 22 R0
RTINS 89 NO, HERE 7051 R T 60% LA
EA30% Fedy ik R I 8] S HE U Y
WA FEY . Ma % T WRF-Chem/DART ()
& 8 ¥ K JR & B J% ( ensemble adjustment

Kalman filter, EAKF) J7 & [G4L &, [0 T 1
NI % 7S 2 2 A1 MODIS %) AOD %2k} SCEE 1 41
IS AR B BE R K5 [ AL, Bl T RS G
PP BE B KT Luo 45" 2 T EnKF Jy i 1
NAQPMS #Ex; , ieaak [7] 14 15 5 b TRDUL I 32t 1) 5 G
Yok}, 2014 4 2 2019 45 HEFE L IX Y SO, |
NO, .CO 1 PM, sHHFBCE R 31T 1AL, 5565
HEBOE BAH L, >R [R) AR J5 A HE G B A48 A9 5t
HBLIX 4 SO, \NO, \PM, s il CO ¥ B ) RMSE /)
AR T 41% 30% 31% F122% |

FIRWFSERM, R AT EnKF J7 ik B FRAR T
KA YA IR AT EVEI T3 15 ek iz
PR K-, WL L XS CO b A S5 Ak 27 [
DTS Y IRIT T, 3B A0 1 e AL B2 ALk
PEAL A OB NO, \VOCs Jz PM, 45 SCHER TS
PR B AL TS, O B 7 RIS
TR K o SR T, EnKF J7 2% 78 5] 46 HE B0 19
WP R UG AR U A AT F 7T
et , N GE TG Qe BE 4R 5 S HERC IR S 5
Z A AH O 2R, [ A s 15 T 445 614 1 T 8 5 40 ol
A3 PR 2 B, A 22 B ST i A5 1) o3 B
PHIET 25 km x 25 km , 3 LA R VEDSCHE RIS 240
G g AR B 5 K o 53 4h, EnKF J5 ik 25 5] A
PRZE RO R) it 55 2035 22 1 o ik 2 e 2 AT 2
R, SR Ak 1R 22 B A SR AU 3
T B, e 28 N 18 DTG DR IE S S
3.2 ETHNHTSHFENHEBIERL

4D-Var J7 BRI A A R RS AL i
T AR R T A SRR T 3R AE T QIR S
HECIE Z 0] A 5 5 28, DT A FH IR 1) 26 10 P )
15 Qe B2 LI SCHE R EAHE R IR . i T A
FRAAM A TR AT 2, 78 i 1 45 2 N FLAE B
AT HER R TS OO T R A4 RAER RS E o it ,4D-
Var REGEH R 5 BUER A 1) & e B B A5G, 7
HARY 4D-Var RG22 5 Ttk B H 9 s 54
(1 e AL A TR Y . AN, Elbern 251
BE T WU A5 75 G T OB AL ( European  air
pollution dispersion model , EURAD) #4J £ T 4D-Var
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HEBCE R4 2 ge - Bt AR il [F 4k O, #k
FERI i SO, \NO, Fi1 VOCs 1) HE s 22, & 3K
SO, 1) S HRRCIR 38 5 IR BCE e, B2
T o AR R 5 IS HE A 22 BE ORI, R AN 2
J& 5o HE IR m AR AR SR 25, O, - NO, -
VOCs IR R AR 2 2 8 NO, F1 VOCs 1y
IR T R A O 1] VR4 s B Elbern 25 7E 1
FEfili Bt 1 S0, (NO, FI CO ¥ B WL 53 -,
K 19 Fis Gty HECHE 3 ML =5 90 5 e S5 [ g
VE R RS R i AT [, 255K LW, [ A1 SO, HE
BOHE RS F 1 SO, WA TR AT, T O, Ve B 93
KB 3R R B N T WG R AT E
P BRI RS 0 3% 38 UL K504 1) A1 IF (1] 5
R, LR T A i R R R T f 28 B HETL
PRIRERCR o

WO BB A B 2D K i, 4D-Var [al{k R 45
03 7 0 T = e S50, Hakami 451 b
T RA gl 125 5 — Bk A A L
#2 (sulfur transport and Eulerian model with 2nd-
order kinetics and 1st-order aqueous chemistry,
STEM-2kI) fi £ BEAR B, il B30 8 A I T I
i, JEPEAL T ACE-Asia 38056 Hh 5 H TR 2
WL 45 5L, Miiller 2510 3 TF KA S R 5 HE
TR 225 A8 AU (integrated model for atmospheric

gas-phase species and emission simulations,

IMAGES) 45 1 AH IV Y P BEASE 2, I3 2o [7) £ 3t
AT WL %) CO e J32 7 4 3k R 40 A T 12U 35 ( global
ozone monitoring experiment, GOME ) Z{#54E 1% NO,
FEWRZHE CO AT NO, o, S5 2R W], 1997 45
AL By 4 Bk CO HE ik A1 NO, HE ik 23 1 o
2 760.0 Tg COFI 42.1 Tg N, 55656 HEH IR AH b
SYBIREINT 28% FIKEAR T 14% . Henze %™ 3t
TR KA E = 4E 50 (global 3-D model of
atmospheric chemistry, GEOS-Chem ) 1 GOCART
BT A T A Bl AL X ( GEOS-Chem-
adjoint) , 5 & T Xif 2 PR ER £ — AR AR -
BER — KR I O B, SE B TR SO, (NO, |
NH, HEBIRAI AL , IR HTREABOWLIN 2E47 T P12k
PERGEG WCSCRAGS A5, S0 T AR Y Rl e
Pk 2 J5 Henze 25" 3 Fi% A b bt 2 [ 1k T
IMPROVE WL 22 58 LI (%) i B £6 FH A R 3 , etk
T3 E NH, HiitF ., GEOS-Chem-adjoint & H
[l PR b 5k )z 1 43k RUBE HE O [R] 46 4D-
Var 2248, ;R Z °7 34 1E Henze HYBIF 5T FE Al L X
GEOS-Chem-adjoint A5 2 [] £k iR 25742 B ULk
PEEEUEAT THR R A4, Bldn, Wang 2511 % &

T X MODIS F1 2 £ B2 il 806 15X ( multi-angle
imaging spectroradiometer, MISR ) YLl i) AOD f¥)
WL T~ B A HE S R B RS A i At T
2008 4£ 5 J] 35 pe R TR AT AR HEL, LS Y
A HEBCIR 5 e 30 HE IR AR FEREAR T 51% , Qu
41191 3 - GEOS-Chem-adjoint £ =, 38 3 7] 1k
OMI LI i) SO, #E#k B2 HHh , 55 1 SO, HEkfe,
K 2008—2016 4FEH[E SO, HERE TR T 48% .

T DX IR, B B HE T ) Ak 7 T, L 25010 )
FHEET IE52 73 % 19 VU 48 72 53 [R) 46 5 74 i WRE-
CMAQ 2, #yt T Al fe b & CO HEi &
X 4D-Var R4, I W HZ ARG AE T
2016 41 AF 7 H o EARM TR CO HEm i, 45
R, R CO HET8 32 225340 7R 3 T A0 ol
DX,H T H(&3) loskny CO HEiR 104%
TH(REZ) WEKK CO HEm 44% , Wang
ST R/ X B R ML R R SR AP E R
LG — KA 5 Hil i & 52 ( global/regional
assimilation and prediction system coupled with
CMA unified atmospheric chemistry environmental
forecasting system, GRAPES-CUACE) = 48 T
T[R4k BC HE Y 4D-Var 258, 458 %0, 5
SR FH P65 HE IR 1) TR B, SR T TR 4k B HE i 5
Tidi i) BC ¥ B 22 BRI T 1% ~ 30% ., Hu
4PV LT WRF-Chem BERCHY T 41 % SO, HeJ¥
WIS FHERCIR R AP (R4 ) 4D-Var R4, %) o
by DB e 5 17 B 1A A0 2019 4R [A]HH Y SO, HE
HCIR HEAT R Ak, 25 3R W1, 5 2019 4 [R] 1A 1,
2020 AERIE 5T 40 6] A B SO, HE i i S REAR T
9.2% , 4 rh A b R o3 M X G B R i
40.0% . BtJ5 Hu %2 £+ % EnKF 15 4D-Var B
T Tl A AL 2 A I [ A v %) iy T8O RB T8 1 &%
GEYEVEAR , BF ST 45 R R, 4D-Var 7 ik 58 &M
Bl Jey 3 5 G A RS ) A v e B S B 1Y
[ Ak ] S 1 5 Ip 2 DL RC B, T EnKE 5 2k 7R HE
TR 22 G i 2 1) B AR R E T T H A 5 O3
He # "/ R 4D-Var Jy k[l fo v 2023 4E4545
A1 SO, HEHC, [AALTS 21 SO, HE RS M
PERNER A7 Ve SR HS SBABCHAERR 7T B HE R R
W ke, R TR BIIE) SO, 15 vk A AR
A TUHRAE S, BaiiE T 4D-Var J7iETE Ry 58 & 15 9%
FHHROS I P TR

M ESRBIFFE R AT A, 1) 4D-Var J5 i
AR5 SR TCIR W) Ak B AT WY it 1) 0y B S,
TR R AR T AR TS e RS i P 3
M2 F S B AR BT A A i T A 4 5 %) L ) £
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B, % UL VO LTS e 5 e £223 -

BESE -, v 5B S e HE RO 1 TR k. %5
FE T [ R o i %) st i T DA A 380 S oy | B it
(495 Y U R, 76 CO V22 Al SO, HE R IR 1k %
BT S T W MR o (X — 2 Ay JE Y
B A RN B A2 115 4, 4n NO, \VOCs K,
Ve I A i LA 5 T R A UL T i A X
I SR A £ B, 35 /0 22 s G HE TR A9 B )
Flfk. BLAh, KRAT5 Y 2 (8] 1 A A7 7E 5 5 2
(Y AEZRAE HH 56 5 R, B — 75 Y W HE R 19 AN 1
S8 PRI 2 3 3 R AR A T A 5 AL R,
AT G %) HE IOV [ 1 s 3 45 5 7 A A T
R, A MA MR KEZRET R WK
HE R R Ak, XF 22 75 Y P HE A U8 1 i 8D E) AR ATS

HAFE B2, R EnKF 5 4D-Var Jy ik
FEHE I [ b S0 38k ) A D B AR AF R K 22 57
AL 288 7 5 389 A% i e ] 78 43 ) P V6 et YO8 D00 4%
o B M AL, it A AT B AR A e s AR, A%
JEULIER Hhe 2 kS, W R R
] Ak 8 50 VR A R S B AR B Y m . AR
1M, B4 2 T EnKF 5 4D-Var J5 3 1) HE B [
RS , K 22 HOR TS e 4 T B SO0 0 65 4 %o HE
OIS AT ST, 45 20 1 R4k 5 HE RICIR B3 XE A
DX SR UG 17T, T 1 43 236 b, 381 32 J B A 14 v
R RAFEE TR AR o W] {5 B 2 28 AR
AR LI B R H P N TS Bk R R 1
LRGP, SIS Y HEHCUR W B0 R T )
S, Je 24 i KA HE U ) Ak 49 8 % A 5% Y
L SUME L5 A% 0 B AR R o

4 REERE

GO A 3 TR AR PR 9 F 207 3k
XS RAA BB R AL B et IR 2R AT T 2538,
IR T H AT A LA R A OB AL T %
PHE T RAAEBGORHRALAE TS5 AWk B2 46 i ]
RIS R HE IR FAL T AW S o 4R
1, R R E TR AL C 2 G TR 2 B
JIR  AEAE R e 23 1T e TR 5 RT3 4R T ik LR
JUAT5 PR o

1) I AF o, RACER 85 T2 R 00 45 BT R ik %)
(K23 B R A W T, 2 AXAR Z2°F 6 P A 4R
00 ) — A A 0L T 50 B 0 3 A5 4 2, X 90 i 3 )
PR T R A SR AP 4] B B —
UL TR FY-4 B0t DA BRSO T b 1R
00 ) 245 500, 5 v 3ty UL T B AR 2k — 22
v ) EER R e VIR NI Rl S |

LI R | S BURS AR Ak 22 RUBE i U I L
Belr Al , 2 B2 TT X TS 2 A R s AT G TR
HEJE (1 G 5

2) GORHRIE 7 12 RE A% A HTASE ORI 55 k)
XL GEHEH SR AT [ AL, FLAE R B A,
FLHURTH PR o (H 25 A1 A HE R R AL e R 2
FUBEXIIE — Wy Fb, R 25 1 R 75 e W) Z (A A7
TEFE SR AR R AR O, P Bk = 22 95 e 1y HE
BRI PRl AL . HRUSR R TS G ik 2 0L
IS X 95 e W HE R AT 29 T, T A A A
MO ER KA TT IR 23 3R 1T HET R AIF 5. ]
AT 5B Ao WL s, I 45 5 3t L
i N VR TR KT O B i S i R O K a5 B
Z PR Z ARG Y HE R B R 1R 4k, S 4 TR
TG B HRTCIR I 23 0 S 24 0 Ay 1 14 I8 25 ] e
SRR

3) Bt WL AE T B e BRSO A R
GORHR] A rT A  Hicdh S A KR X I s
T BORHEAE X AR A AL B BT RE 1 o Bl ) H.
AN RS P AR U R I S R Y RE T, HLAE
TN R e U TR CR I PR T A G A E AR A
GORHR AR (L B SO, 25 2R 52 21 2%
FEANE BE B 24, X5 T B LI AS (B8 28) B IX
SRXE LA o Bl > S BORHR A ik A7 e
FRALL, PIEAE DU e T HoA Be gt — 1, ]
IS A SRR IR (BT R s R s 2
HORCPURIINAS SN (R RN R IR f
A1 ORI AL R LR A T 5 A B R
SN E PR AL B, LR 2 > 0 ORI fE 42
PR R A AR R S FEERE ST . B RS A
R G FORHR AL T3 75 A AL B2 U5 5 A4 3 I
ME IR0 18 55 T AR ) L, R A B ]
P ZR G ) B ek BER BB 1) A e, S BB RS
(RIS S R
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