
,: ....
:: A,

‘.

,,.’, ,

=.
..-.

h

r@-

“1

,’

s“..

!..8*
‘*

a. ●

FLEET WEATHER

09’73

CENTRAL/JOINT TYPHOON WARNING CENTER
Guam, Mariana Islands

SEE EDGE INDEX
ON BACK COVER

*

‘,
,,

,,“
,.
\

.,
;

..— ...-..— . . . . . ..-—...-— .. . . ._ .- .—---- . -. ——-...-— ... ..—. ..



,

j“:::.j
b’.++1+t III3,.s”.II1I

III:‘“’’+-”’””’+% 1+

1“. [;, mm

I#54n?lw

T. .*:.
.“,

6:,“1

:“1“1vi’.[H
tt TT
.1

t

II.
+I

-+++++4””+”+--+-+”-++++++-‘l’’~.’i’’’’i::’w:’k
>,w

I

IIIII[

+“’+’’’4’’’’!’”4’:
+-+-L-..::;- ““’+-++++

‘i* Tv.,,+‘=-kLYf=-7i2!& 4+
!Hyo

+++,?

::”t.i.i

::11
11I
4’.T

—++H”’-”++’-+J’+’”-’--’-”‘-++-4‘‘‘1:‘:‘-–-

i
“ti{It

~.1..-—L....-.l.--!..,..Ll.-L..,...1...Mz..l...–LUI.LJ.J..L.
-mse .SL1.OL1.s91JJ91

AL+.4J”..+........,.



U. S. FLEET WEATHER CENTRAL
JOINT TYPHOON WARNING CENTER

COMNAVMARIANAS BOX 17

FPO SAN FRANCISCO 96630

ALBERT T. BUCKMASTER
Captain, United States Navy

COMMANDING

GARY D. ATKINSON
Lieutenant Colonel, United States Air Force

DIRECTOR, JOINT TYPHOON WARNING CENTER

STAFF

LCDR Leo H. Craiglow, Jr., USN
LCDR Gordon W. Safley, USN
LT Stephen G. Colgan, USN
LT Orlin R. Scrivener, USN
CAPT Charles R. Holliday, USAF
CAPT Dennis M. Koyama, USAF
lLT J. Francis Pratte, USAF
MSGT Gerald E. Page, USAF
SSGT Earl W. Schneider, Jr., USAF
SSGT H. Ronald Wells, USAF
AG3 Lawrence E. McMullen, USN
SGT David A. Dow, USAF
SGT Calvin L. Hyer, USAF
SGT Edgar C. Riberdy, USAF
AGAN Paul M. Cooper, USN
AGAN Joseph Onder, USN
AGAN Branko Pavlovic, USN
Mrs. Judy L. Hudson

CONTRIBUTOR

CAPT Charles P. Arnold, Jr., USAF, Det 1, lww

1973
ANNUAL TYPHOON REPORT



The body of this annual report sum-
marizes western North Pacific tropical
cyclones. Annex A summarizes tropical
cyclones in the central North Pacific from
180° eastward to 140°W, and Annex B sum-
marizes tropical cyclones in the Bay of
Bengal. The eastern North Pacific tropi-
cal cyclone summary has been discontinued
beginning with the 1973 season; the U.S.
National Weather Service will assume res-
ponsibility for publication of this summary
in Marinerls Weather Log and Pilot Charts.

Fleet Weather Central/Joint Typhoon
Warning Center (FLEWEACEN/JTWC), Guam
has the responsibility to:

1. Provide warnings to U.S.
Government agencies for all tropical
cyclones north of the equator and west of
180° longitude to the coast of Asia and
the Malay Peninsula;

2. Provide warnings for the area
north of the equator from the Malay
Peninsula west to 90”E;

3. Determine tropical cyclone
rc?connaissance requirements and assign
priorities;

4. Conduct investigative and
post-analysis programs including pre-
paration of the Annual Typhoon Report;
and

Asian Tactical Forecast Center, Fuchu
(formerly Air Force Asian Weather Central),
coordinating with the Naval Weather Ser-
vice Environmental Detachment, Yokosuka,
is designated as the alternate JTWC in
case of-the incapacitation of FLEWEACEN/
JTWC Guam.

The JTWC is an integral part of
FLEWEACEN Guam and is manned by four
officers and five enlisted men each from
the Navy and Air Force. The senior Air
Force officer is designated as Director,
JTWC .

The western North Pacific Tropical
Cyclone Warning System consists of the
Joint Typhoon Warning Center and the U.S.
Air Force 54th Weather Reconnaissance
Squadron stationed at Andersen Air Force
Base, Guam.

The Central Pacific Hurricane Center,
Honolulu, is responsible for the area
from 180° eastward to 140°W and north of
the equator. Warnings are issued in
coordination with FLEWEACEN Pearl Harbor
and the Air Force Central Pacific Forecast
Center, Hickam Air Force Base, Hawaii.

CINCPACFLT, CINCUSARPAC, and CINCPACAF
are responsible for further dissemination
and, if necessary, local modification of
tropical cyclone warnings to U.S. military
agencies.

5. Conduct tropical cyclone
analysis and forecasting research.
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CHAPTER I - OPERATIONAL PROCEDURES

1. GENERAL

Services provided by the Joint Typhoon
Warning Center (JTWC) include forecasts of
tropical cyclone formation, location, in-
tensity, direction and speed of movement,
and horizontal extent of critical wind
speeds. This information was disseminated
in 1973 by: (1) Tropical Cyclone Forma-
tion Alerts issued when formation of a
tropical cyclone was anticipated; (2) Tro-
pical Cyclone Warnings issued four times
daily whenever a significant tropical
cyclone was observed in the JTWC primary
area; and (3) Tropical Cyclone Warnings
issued twice daily whenever a significant
tropicai cyclone was observed in the JTWC
secondary area.

FLEWEACEN Guam provides manual and
computerized meteorological/oceanographic
products for the JTWC. Communications
support is furnished by the Nimitz Hill
Message Center of the Naval Communications
Station, Guam.

2. ANALYSES AND DATA SOURCES

a. FLEWEACEN GUAM ANALYSES:

(1) Surface mercator analysis,
Northern and Southern Hemispheres, western
Pacific and Indian Ocean areas; OOOOZ,
06002, 12002, and 18002.

(2) Gradient streamline analysis
of Asia and the western Pacific; “00002 and
12002.

(3) Surface meso-analysis of the
South China Sea region; OOOOZ and 12002.

(4) Composite surface analysis of
the Indian Ocean area; twice daily.

(5) Sea surface temperature
charts; daily.

b. JTWC ANALYSES:

(1) Gradient level (3,000 feet)
streamline analysis (south of 20°N) and
isobaric analysis (north of 20”N); 00002
and 1200Z.

(2) 700-mb and 500-mb, contour
and streamline analysis; 00002 and 1200Z.

(3) A composite upper tropospheric
streamline analysis utilizing rawinsonde
data from 250-mb to 150-mb and AIREPS at
or above 29,000 feet; 00002 and 12002.

(4) Reconnaissance data. Obser-
vations from weather reconnaissance air-
craft are plotted on large-scale sectional
charts.

(5) Time cross sections of
selected tropical stations.

(6) Additional and more frequent
sectional analyses similar to those above
during periods of tropical cyclone acti-
vity.

c. SATELLITE DATA:

Satellite data, especially DMSP
(formerly DAPP) satellite imagery, played a
major role in the early detection of tropi-
cal cyclones in 1973. This aspect, as well
as applications of satellite data to tropi-
cal cyclone tracking, is discussed in Chap-
ter 11.

d. RADAR :

Land radar reports, when available,
were used for tracking tropical cyclones
during the 1973 season. Once a storm moved
within range of a land radar site, reports
were usually received hourly. Use of radar
during 1973 is treated in Chapter II.

e. COMPUTER PRODUCTS:

Use of the varian plotter by the
FLEWEACEN Guam computeT center during 1973
eliminated a significant portion of the
JTWC hand plotting effort. Varian charts
are produced routinely at synoptic times
for the surface, 850-mb, 700-mb, and 500-mb
levels. Additionally, a chart of the upper
tropospheric circulation is produced. This
chart uses 200-mb rawinsonde data and
AIREPS above 33,000 feet and within six
hours of the 00002 and 1200Z synoptic times.
Data not in the proper format for the com-
puter are hand plotted on the charts.
These include pibal gradient level winds,
low cloud movement, and missing or late
synoptic reports necessary for a detailed
analysis.

In addition, the standard array of
synoptic-scale computer analyses and prog-
nostic charts from the Fleet Numerical
Weather Central at Monterey, California
are available.

JTWC utilized extensively the
FLEWEACEN Guam computer center for objec-
tive typhoon forecasts and for statistical
post analysis.

3. FORECAST AIDS

a. CLIMATOLOGY:

Various climatological publications
listed in the Annual Typhoon Report, 1972
(FWC/JTWC) were utilized in addition to
those received recently which include:

(1) Tropical Cyclone Climatology
for the China Seas and Western Pacific
from 1884 to 1970 (Royal Observatory, Hong
Kong, 1972).

(2) North Pacific Tropical Cyclone
Vector Mean Charts (Crutcher, H. L., 19731.

(3) North Indian Tropical Cyclone
Vector Mean Charts (Crutcher, H. L. and
Nicodemus, M. L., 1973).

(4) A Climatology of Typhoon and
Tropical Storm Tracks Arranged by Month
and Point of Origin (Ocean Data Systems,
Incorporated, 1973).
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(5) Tropical Cyclones of the North
Indian Ocean (Sadler and Gidley, 1973)
ENVPREDRSCHFAC Tech Paper No. 2-73.

(6) The Typhoon Analog Computer
Program (TYFOON) described in the 1972
Typhoon Analog Program (TYFOON-72).

b. EXTRAPOLATION :

Extrapolation of storm movement
using 12-hour mean speed and direction was
the most reliable objective method for both
24- and 48-hour forecasts. Forecasts are
determined by simple linear extrapolation
using the 12-hour old best track position
and the current warning position.

c. OBJECTIVE TECHNIQUES:

During 1973, the following objec-
tive forecasting methods were employed:

(1) ARAKAWA - Regression forecasts
derived from surface pressure grid values.

(2) MOHATT (Modified HATRACK) -
Steering by geostrophic winds derived from
smoothed height fields at 850-mb and 700-mb
levels modified by 12-hour history inputs.

(3) TYMOD - Program selects best
steering level using global band upper air
fields (GBUA) from FLENUMWEACEN Monterey
modified by 12- or 24-hour history inputs.

(4) TYFOON - Analog weighted mean
track.

4. FORECASTING PROCEDURES

a. TRACK FORECASTING:

An initial track based on persis-
tence blended subjectively with climatolo-
gy is developed for a 3-day period. This
initial track is subjectively modified by
the following:

(1) Recent steering is evaluated
by considering the latest upper air anal-
yses as representative of the average upper
air flow over the past 24 hours. (The
latest upper air analyses are about 12
hours old, thus roughly representing the
mid-point of the last 24-houT time inter-
val) . By this technique, actual Past 24-
hour movement serves to indicate the best
steering level as well as the effectiveness
of steering.

(2) Objective techniques are con-
sidered, with the techniques being ranked
according to their past performance on
similar storms.

(3) Twenty-four hour height change
analyses are evaluated for forecast track/
speed changes (Hoover, D~vices for Fore-
casting Movement of Hurrlcances, Manuscript
of U.S. Weather Bureau, 1957).

(4) The prospects of recurvature
are evaluated for all westward moving
storms. The basic requisites for this
evaluation are accurate continuity on mid-
Iatitude troughs and numerical progs to
indicate changes in amplitude or movement.
Relative position and strength of the sub-
tropical ridge and northward tendency due

to internal forces are also important
considerations.

(5) Finally, a check is made
against climatology to ascertain the like-
lihood of the forecast. If the forecast
track is climatologically unusual, a re-
appraisal of the forecast rationale is
conducted and adjustment made if warranted.

b. INTENSITY FORECASTING:

For intensity forecasting, heavy
reliance is placed on short term trends,
climatology, and the satellite interpreta-
tion model developed by Mr. Vernon Dvorak
of the National Environmental Satellite
Service. After these initial inputs,
further factors considered are upper ttopo-
spheric evacuation and possible terrain
influence.

5. WARNINGS

Tropical cyclone warnings are
numbered sequentially. If warnings are
discontinued and the storm reintensifies?
as Typhoons Dot, Ellen, and Patsy did this
year, warnings are numbered consecutively
from the last warning issued. Amended or
corrected warnings are given the same
number as the warnings they modify plus a
sequential alphabetical designator to in-
dicate it is an amended warning. Forecast
positions are issued at 00002, 06002,
1200Z, and 1800Z. The forecast periods are
12-hr and 24-hr for tropical depressions
and 12-hr, 24-hr, 48-hr, and 72-hr for
typhoons and tropical storms.

Forecast periods are stated with
respect to warning time. Thus , a 24-hour
forecast verified 26 1/2 hour after the
aircraft fix data, 30 hours after the
latest surface synoptic chart, and 30 or
36 hours after the latest upppr air charts.

Warning forecast positions are ver-
ified against the corresponding post anal-
ysis “best track’ Positiens. A summary of

results from 1973 is presented in Chapter V.

6. PROGNOSTIC REASONING MESSAGE

Whenever warnings on typhoons and trop-
ical storms are being issued, a prognostic
reasoning message is released at 0000Z and
12002. This message is intended to provide
the field meteorologist with the reasoning
behind the latest JTWC forecasts.

7. TROPICAL WEATHER SUMMARY

This message is issued daily from 1 May
through 31 December and otherwise when
tropical cyclone formation is forecast or
observed. It is issued at 0600Z and de-
scribes the location, intensity, and like-
lihood of development of all tropical low
pressure areas including upper tropo-
spheric lows and significant cloud masses
detected by satellite.

8. TROPICAL CYCLONE FORMATION ALERT

Alerts are issued when the format~~s;f
a tropical cyclone is anticipated.
messages are issued as required and are
valid for up to 24 hours unless cancelled,
superse~ed, or extended.
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CHAPTER II – RECONNAISSANCE & COMMUNICATION

1. GENERAL

The Tropical Cyclone Warning Service
depends on reconnaissance to fix the loca-
tion and determine the intensity of tropi-
cal cyclones. Due to the vastness of the
warning area and the scarcity of reporting
stations, land and ship reports are not
sufficient for these determinations. In
the past, aircraft reconnaissance was used
almost exclusively to determine position
and intensity. With the increasing satel-
lite capability during the last several
years, satellite derived data have assumed
greater importance. During the past season
Defense Meteorological Satellite Program
(DMSP) data were used for positioning and
intensity estimates approximately one-
Eourth of the time.

2. RECONNAISSANCE RESPONSIBILITY AND
SCHEDULING
Aircraft weather reconnaissance is per-

formed in the JTWC area of responsibility
by the 54th Weather Reconnaissance Squadron
(54 WRS). The squadron, equipped with nine
WC-130 aircraft, is located at Andersen Air
Force Base, Guam. The JTWC reconnaissance
requirements are sent daily to the Tropical
Cyclone Reconnaissance Coordinator. These
requirements include areas to be investi-
gated, forecast position of cyclones to be
fixed, and standard synoptic tracks to be
flown.

Four fixes per day, at six-hourly inter-
vals, are required (CINCPACINST 3140.lL) on
all significant tropical cyclones in the
JTWC primary area of responsibility [see
inside front cover). Two fixes per day are
required in the secondary area. During the
past season, extensive use was made of the
Selective Reconnaissance Program (SRP) to
fulfill these requirements.

The SRP was implemented in 1972 to alle-
viate pressure on overtaxed aircraft recon-
naissance assets. The SRP attempts to op-
timize the entire reconnaissance system by
using each reconnaissance platform (air-
craft, satellite, and surface radar) under
optimum conditions whenever possible. Va-
rious factors are considered in selecting
which reconnaissance platform to use for
any warning, e.g. , the cyclone’s location
and stage of development, the DMSp satel-
lite times and areal coverage, availability
of land radar reports, the cyclone’s threat
to specific U.S. interests, aircraft oper-
ational limitations (e.g., one fix versus
two fix missions), etc.

Aircraft reconnaissance .continues to
be the best method for determining tropical
cyclone position, intensity, and structure
(i.e., radius of wind speeds of various in-
tensities). Only the aircraft can provide
direct measurements of height, temperature,
and wind at flight altitude, sea level
pressure, and other parameters. The air-
craft also provides much greater flexibili-
ty In time and space compared to the other
platforms. DMSP satellites provide day and
night coverage of the JTWC area of respon-
sibility. DMSP satellite imagery provides

estimates of cyclone positions and, for day-
time passes, estimates of intensities usin~
the Dvorak technique (NOAA TECHNICAL MEMO-
RANDUM, NESS-45). In addition, satellite
data used in conjunction with conventional
data can provide estimates of the radii of
various wind speeds. The primary disadvan-
tages of satellites is that the coverage is
often not timely for warning purposes and
the satellite provides no direct measure-
ments of parameters closely related to tro-
pical cyclone intensity. Land radar pro-
vides useful positioning data when tropical
cyclones are located near the Republic of
the Philippines, Hong Kong, Taiwan, or Japan
(including the Ryukyus or other islands).
It does not, however , provide measurements
or estimates of tropical cyclone intensity
or structure. The following sections sum-
marize the JTWC utilization of the various
reconnaissance platforms during 1973.

3. AIRCRAFT RECONNAISSANCE EVALUATION
CRITERIA
The following criteria are used to eval-

uate aircraft reconnaissance support to the
JTWC .

a. Six-Hourly fixes - To be counted as
made on time, a fix must satisfy the fol-
lowing criteria:

(1) Made not earlier than 1/2 hour
before to 1 hour after scheduled fix time,

(2) Aircraft in area requested by
scheduled fix time, but unable to locate a
center due to:

(a) Cyclone dissipation; or

(b) rapid acceleration of the
cyclone away from the forecast position.

(3) If penetration not possible due
to geographic or other flight restriction,
radar fixes are acceptable.

b. Levied 6-Hourly fixes made outside
the above limits are scored as follows:

(1) Early - fix made within the
interval from 3 hours to 1/2 hour prior to
levied fix time. No credit given for early
fixes made within 1 1/2 hours of the pre-
vious fix.

(2) Late - fix made within the in-
terval from 1 hour to 3 hours after levied
fix time.

c. When 3-Hourly fixes are levied,
they must satisfy the time criteria of
paragraph one in order to be classified as
made on time. Three-Hourly fixes made that
do not meet the above criteria are classi-
fied as follows:

(1) Early - fix made within the
interval from 1 1/2 hours to 1/2 hour prior
to levied fix time.

(2) Late - fix made within the in-
terval from 1 hour to 1 1/2 hours after
levied fix time.
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d. Fixes not meeting the criteria of,
paragraphs one, two, and three are
scored as missed. Requirements levied with
less than 24 hours notification, if missed,
are counted as unfulfilled. If the squadron
is in an alert posture, the fix is scored
as missed vice unfulfilled.

Levied fix time on an “as soon as
poss;ile” fix is considered to be:

(1) Sixteen hours plus estimated
time enroute after an alert aircraft and
crew are levied; or

(2) Four hours plus estimated time
enroute after the DTG of the message levying
aTASAP fix if an aircraft and crew, pre-
viously alerted, are available for duty.

f. Investigatives - To be counted as
made on time, investlgatives must satisfy
the following criteria:

(1) Aircraft must be within 250nm
of the levied investigative point by the
specified time.

(2) The specified flight level must
be flown.

(3) Reconnaissance observations are
required every half-hour in accordance with
AWSM 105-1. Turn and mid-point winds shall
be reported on each full observation when
within 250nm of the investigative point.

(4) Observations are required in
all quadrants unless a concentrated inves-
tigation in one or more quadrants has been
specified.

(5) Specified investigative track
must be flown.

(6) Aircraft must contact JTWC be-
fore terminating the investigative.

!3. Investigatives not meeting the time
criteria of paragraph f. will be classified
as follows:

(1) Late - aircraft is within 250nm
of the investigative point after the speci-
fied time, but prior to the specified time
plus 2 hours.

(2) Missed - aircraft fails to be
within 250nm of the investigative point by
the specified time plus 2 hours.

h. Requirements levied as “resources
permitting” are not evaluated.

4. AIRCRAFT RECONNAISSANCE SUMMARY

There were 362 required six-hourly
fixes in 1973, representing a record low
since establishment of the JTWC. Of the
362 required fixes, 227 or 62.4% were le-
vied upon aircraft. The remaining required
fixes were satisfied by satellite, radar,
extrapolation, or synoptic data. The SRP
made it possible, when there was a choice
between aircraft, radar, or satellite, to
reduce the aircraft levy. By employing
SRP, 45 fixes were levied upon satellite or
radar, a savings of 16.5% in the use of
aircraft. In addition to the 227 fixes, 28
investigatives were also levied on aircraft.

This total aircraft levy is only 38% of the
average levy from 1965 through 1973. The
mean deviation from the best track for all
aircraft fixes was 16nm. This is a 2nm de-
crease from the average deviation for the
past 3 years.

The total of 227 fixes levied does not
include intermediate fixes , which averaged
131 for the past two years. The decrease
in the number of intermediate fixes -- 182
in 1971, 81 in 1972, and none in 1973 --
and investigative -- 179 in 1971, 81 in
1972, and 28 in 1973 -- during the past
three years resulted from a CINCPAC request
to reduce intermediate fixes and the appli-
cation of the DMSP satellite data (Section
6).

Table 2-1 summarizes reconnaissance ef-
fectiveness. Using the scoring criteria in
Section 3, the 13 missed plus unfulfilled
fixes, or 5.7% of the total levied fixes,
represent a significant decrease from the
previous two year average of 13.9%. The
percentage of late and early fixes rose
from 10.6% in 1972 to 15.3% in 1973.

4BLE 2-1. AIRCRAFT RECONNAISSANCE
?FECTIVENESS

NUMBEROF
LEVIEDFIXES PERCENT

,mpletedon time 179 79.0

rly 4 1.7

te 31 13.6

ssed 11 4.8

fulfilled 2 0.9

227 100.0

LEVIEDVS. MISSEDFIXES

LEVIED MISSED PERCENT—— —

‘ERAGE1965- 1970 507 10 2.0

1971 802 61 7.6

1972 624 126 20.2

1973 227 13 5.7

Figure 2-1 relates the number of fixes
missed/unfulfilled to the monthly fix re-
quirements and multiple-storm days, ~.e. , a
day when two or more storms were active at
the same time. The 82 levied fixes in Oc-
tober account for 36% of the total levied
fixes. October also included 42% of the
multiple storm days and 30% of the missed
fixes as compared to August which had 22%
of the storm days, but 46% of the missed
fixes. August, however, had only 21% of
the levied fix requirements.

Figure 2-2 compares the percentage of
fixes and investigatives missed/late versus
the number of storms per day. The 26 days
with 2 or more storms represents only 35%
of the calendar days of warning; however,
they encompass 7S% of the mjssed/late fixes
and investigatives. This indicates, that
even in a light season, concurrent storms
can overtax current aircraft reconnaissance
capabilities.

F

.
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5. RADAR RECONNAISSANCE SUMMARY

A total of 419 radar reports of tropi-
cal cyclones were received during the 1973
season, 409 from land stations, 3 from
ships, and 7 from aircraft. This is a sig-
nificant decrease from 1972 when over 700
radar reports were received. There are two
primary reasons for this decrease, the large
decrease in tropical cyclone activity from
1972 to 1973 and the significant reduction
of military activities in the western North
Pacific and South China Sea areas,

To evaluate the 1973 data in terms of
quality, the land radar reports received
were grouped into three accuracy categories,
a method provided for in the WMO code. The
categories used are defined as good (less
than 6nm), fair (6-20nm), and poor (greate”r
than 20nm). Using this stratification, 32%
of the reports were classified as good, 40%
as fair, and 28% as poor. In addition to
the above accuracy classifications which
are derived from the radar operations, all
land radar reports were compared to the
JTWC best track positions and deviations
computed. The mean deviation was 12nm, a
29% decrease fron the average of 17nm for
the previous three years.

The radar sites that provide some of
the most significant coverage to JTWC are
those whose surveillance borders within the
Air Weather Service no-fly zone. The Royal
Observatory at Hong Kong provided valuable
positioning information on 7 tropical cy-
cyclones during 1973 in which geographical
restrictions existed to reconnaissance air-
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craft. Other locations which play similar
roles are those situated on western Taiwan
and Korea, although by the time a tropical
cyclone reaches the latitude of Korea its
radar presentation is often quite deterio-
rated. A key station for tracking tropical
cyclones in the northwestern South China
Sea during the Vietnam conflict was the
Monkey Mountain site at Danang. The loss
of observations from this site last season
proved quite critical during typhoon Ani-
ta’s trek into the Gulf of Tonkin this past
July, adversely affecting units of the 7th
Fleet .

The receipt of land radar reports from
national meteorological and AC6W sites in
the Republic of the Philippines was greatly
improved in 1973 compared to previous years.
This improvement is attributed to recent
improvements in the radar network, better
communications , and closer liaison between
U.S. military and Philippine officials.

Of 17 tropical cyclones which came with-
in the surveillance range of the Far East
radar networks, four typhoons Ellen,
Billie, Nora, and Dot accounted for the na-
jority of radar reports. Each of these
storms was characterized during periods of
observation by slow movement allowing for .,
numerous position reports. Billie while
passing through the southern Ryukyus was
under coverage of 6 radars simultaneously
for a 12 hour period. Radars of National
Meteorological Services accounted for 70%
of the 419 observations received at the
JTWC for tropical cyclones during 1973.
AC6W sites furnished 23% and Air Weather
Service radars, contributed 8%.
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6. SATELLITE RECONNAISSANCE SUMMARY

Satellite reconnaissance information is
provided to the JTWC by the Air Force De-
fense Meteorological Satellite Program
(DMSP) site collocated with the JTWC. This
site was established in May 1971. During
the 1971 storm season, DMSP data were avail-
able to the JTWC forecasters but were not
authorized by CINCPAC as a substitute for
aircraft fixes. Coincident with the site’s
establishment was the implementation of a
Technique Development Program (TDP) de-
signed to determine the potential of DMSP
data as an alternative reconnaissance plat-
form. This was necessary as aircraft re-
sources were being reduced and it was pos-
sible that the remaining reconnaissance
fleet would be subject to further reduc-
tions. Hence the SRP concept was intro-
duced. Under the SRP, the JTWC would se-
lectively levy reconnaissance requirements
on aircraft, high resolution satellites and
land radar with the satellites expected to
fulfill an increasingly important role.

By the end of 1971, the TDP had estab-
lished the viability of satellite derived
storm positions and intensity estimates.
Plans were then made to implement the SRP.
During 1972, techniques used to position
tropical cyclones and estimate their inten-
sities from DMSP data were further refined.
An organized approach to daily decision
making on the use of DMSP data in lieu of
aircraft was implemented beginning with Ty-
phoon Phyllis in July 1972. Factors such
as satellite coverage of the storm, timeli-
ness of the DMSP data, and quality of the
position were considered in this decision
process. During the remainder of 1972, sa-
tellite fixes were levied in lieu of air-
craft 12% of the time. During 1972, the
Guam site provided the majority of satel-
lite data used operationally by the JTWC.
Data were received from other Pacific DMSP
sites and the Air Force Global Weather Cen-
tral (AFGWC) but there was no formal pro-
gram to rely on these data.

Prior to the start of the 1973 season,
an SRP network was established consisting
of Guam; Fuchu, Japan; and Nakon Phanom
(NKP), Thailand (primary sites); and.Kadena,
Okinawa; Osan, Korea; and AFGWC serving as
backup sites. The network was designed to
provide timely DMSP data to the JTWC
through the Guam site which served as clear-
ing house and quality control monitor. The
Guam site was also responsible to the JTWC
for forecasting which of the primary sites
or combination of sites would receive us-
able fixes. Regardless of whether such
fixes were levied in lieu of aircraft, the
sites affectea would be notified by message
to pass the required information to the
JTWC . As the data were received, processed,
and analysed, data were first passed by
phone to the Guam site and followed up by
message to the JTWC.

There are six position classes referred
to by Position Code Numbers (PCN). The PCN
identifies the method of gridding and the
type of circulation center; it-also has as-
sociated with It a set of statistics re-
lated to its accuracy. Table 2-2 provides
the methods of center determination and
gridding for each PCN. The mean error,

standard vector deviation, and sample size
are given for the 3 major classes i.e. eye,
well-defined circulation center, and poorly-
defined circulation center. While no sta-
tistically significant difference presently
exists between geographical and ephemeris
gridded positions, it was decided to retain
the gridding method as part of the PCN stra-
tification to provide a check on the accur-
acy of ephemeris gridding and to isolate
any problems growing out of either geogra-
phical or ephemeris gridding in the future.

TABLE 2-2. GUAM DMSP SITE TROPICAL
CYCLONE POSITIONING STATISTICS, 1973
(1972)

& “EIHOD‘F C=’TERDETEmfTVATIOX/GRrDDIh~

I

The 1972 figures which serve as the stan-
dard are given Tn parentheses. Table 2-3
shows corresponding 1973 figures for NKP
and Fuchu respectively. Only PCN’S of 1
throtuzh 4 are considered as quality fixes,
i.e. ~ocation accuracy comparable on the
average to that expected from the aircraft.
It should be noted that only 31% of the po-
sitions made during 1973 by the primary
DMSP sites were of PCN’S 5 or 6, a signifi-
cant reduction from 1972 when 50% of the
positions were classified in the poorly de-
fined category.

With only one operational satellite
during the early part of the 1973 season
(July and August), satellite coverage
during the period S 1/2 hours before to 1/2
hour after warning time was available for
52% of the warnings. However, during the
last part of the season (September, October,
and November) with two functional satel-
lites, 87% of the warnings had satellite
coverage available during the same time

TABLE 2-3. DMSP TROPICAL CYCLONE
POSITIONING STATISTICS 1973

NAKON PHANOM, THAILAND

MEAN STANDARD VECTOR SAMPLE
PCN ERROR (NM) DEVIATION (NM) SIZE

l&2 16.8 20.0 47

364 19.1 25.4 62

566 48.1 66.3 85

FUCHU, JAPAN

MEAN STANDARD VECTOR SAMPLE
PCN ERROR (NM) DEVIATION (NM) SIZE

162 15.4 17.7 37

3G4 20.9 25.0 75

5&6 36.2 51.4 26

v
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period. For 24% of the 390 warnings issued
by the JTWC, both satellite coverage and
timeliness of the data were met simultane-
ously. In this context, timeliness is de-
fined as having DMSP satellite data with
nodal times of 1 1/2 to 3 hours (descending
node) or 1 3/4 to 3 hours (ascending node)
prior to warning time. When quality PCN’S
are also stipulated, it was found that for
only 14% of the warnings were coverage,
timeliness, and quality PCN forecast to
occur. When the three criteria given above
are anticipated, the forecast is referred
to as SRP quality. The verification rate
for SRP quality forecasts during the season
was 90%. The actual use rate of satellite
as the basis for warnings was considerably
larger than the 14% which were forecast to
be of SRP quality. Altogether, 27% of the
JTWC warnings were based on satellite data.
Of the forecast SRP quality fixes, 25% were
levied equating to 13% of the satellite
fixes used for warnings. The remaining 87%
of the satellite fixes for warnings con-
sisted of non-SRP quality and some addi-
tional SRP quality which were forecast, not
levied, but subsequently used. A summary
of these SRP statistics is given in Table
2-4.

There were a wide variety of satellite
products available from the SRP network
during the 1973 season both for real-time
analysis by the individual sites and post-
analysis conducted by the Guam site and the
JTWC . Historically, the types of data from

TABLE 2-4. SELECTIVE RECONNAISSANCE
PROGRAM SUMNARY

PARAMETERS RATIO PERCENT

Numberof caseswhere there
was DMSP coverage of sterm
=a timelinessfor use in
warninE/totalnumberof
warningsissued 95/390 24

Numberof caseswhere there
was coverageof storm,
timelinessof data,and
PCN : 4 [SRPQuality
forecastsmade)ftotal
~me: of warning

S6/390 14

Numberof SRP quality
forecastslevied/numberof
SRP qualityforecastsmade 14/s6 25

Numberof SRP qualityfore-
castsused as basis for
warnings/numberof warnings
based on satellite 14/107 13

Number of warningsbased on
satellite/totalnumberof
warningsissued 107/390 27

TABLE 2-5. DMSP IMAGERY DATA
CHARACTERISTICS
PARAMETER VISUAL INFRARED

VHR HR WHR IR

Resolution
[nauticalmiles) 0.33 2.0 0.s 2.0

Bandwidth
(micrometers) 0.4-1.1 0.4-1.1 8.0-13.0 8.0-13.0

Equivalent
blackbody
temperature
(.~~~~in) 217-307 210-310

the DMSP satellites have remained essential-
ly unchanged during the past three years.
Satellite meteorologists at the SRP network
sites had available Very High Resolution
daytime and nighttime infrared (WHR), and
High Resolution daytime and nighttime vis-
ual (HR) and infrared (lR). Table 2-5 pro-
vides the imagery data characteristics.

During daytime, VHR along with IR are
the primary data used for positioning and
intensity analysis, In addition, visual
and IR data enhancement techniques have
been developed which often permit the ana-
lyst to locate the circulation center when
the primary data alone would result in a
poorly defined center. Likewise, nighttime
position can often be classified as eye
fixes or well defined centers as a result
of having HR data from moonlight available.
Marginal eye centers or well defined cen-
ters not visible on WHR can frequently be
determined with as little illumination as
that provided by a half-moon.

Satellite data are playing an increas-
ingly larger role in tropical cyclone re-
connaissance. For example, the operational
use of MISP data has produced a significant
decrease in the number of aircraft investi-
gative flights flown. For the two years
preceding the establishment of the SRP
network (1970 - 1971), the ratio of inves-
ti~ative flights flown to the number of
storms was 5.5:1, while for 1973 this ratio
was reduced to 1.2:1.

7. COMMUNICATIONS

a. AIR TO GROUND

Aircraft reconnaissance data are
normally received by the JTWC via direct
phone patch through Andersen, Clark, or
Fuchu aeronautical stations. Under de-
graded propagation conditions, data can be
intercepted by a weather monitor located
near these stations and relayed by AUTOVON
or teletype to the JTWC.

Average communications delays for
the preliminary and complete center data
messages for past years are compared with
1973 delays in Figure 2-3. Delay times are
defined here as the difference between the
fix time and the time of message receipt
at the JTWC. The preliminary fix message
was introduced in 1972 to reduce delays in
the receipt by the JTWC of vital position
and intensity information. After two years
of use, it has proved its effectiveness and
permits a significant amount of extra time
to be spent in forecast preparation. The
48 minute average delay in the complete
center data message during 1973 shows an
increase of about 14 minutes over 1972.
This increase is attributed to several cir-
cumstances which prevailed during the 1973
season: (a) more emphasis was placed upon
receipt of the preliminary message during
1973, lessening the need for passing the
complete center message to the JTWC as
quickly as before, (b) messages were more
carefully prepared, and (c) a larger share
of the messages were passed through Clark
aeronautical station than in previous
years due to location of cyclone tracks.
This routing of phone patches through
Clark places more stringent requirements
on radio-telephone quality and has been

7



I ,

EJa9 =m 1971 m 1973

YEAR

FIGURE 2-3. DELAY TIMES - Rtct2.iP~ o~
age data meb~ugc.

noted in previous years to result in longer
delays than a direct phone patch through
Andersen aeronautical station.

Table 2-6 depicts the complete cen-
ter data messages received over one hour
after fix time and after warning time. The
growth of the percentages in 1973 can be
partially attributed to the above mentionc~
reasons and the increase in the percentage
of late fixes (section 4). Nevertheless,
only 3% of the messages were delayed more
than 80 minutes.

TABLE 2-6. 1973 AIR/GROUND DELAY
STATISTICS FOR AIRCRAFT RECONNAISSANCE
COMPARED WITH PREVIOUS YEARS

1967 1968 1969 1970 1971 1972 197.3—— —. —

$ COUPLETEFIX
MESSAGESDELAYED 16 4 3 s 6 6 20
OVER ONE HOUR

t COMPLETE FIX
MESSAGESRECEIVED 3.1 0.7 0.6 0.9 2.1 5.s 10.1
AFTERWARNINGTIME

b. SELECTIVE RECONNAISSANCE PROGRAM

With the advent of the SRP. the im-
portance of radar and satellite fi~ data
has increased from previous years; there-
fore, a review of the associated communi-
cations delays follows. A sampling of ra-
dar messages resulted in a considerable
variation of receipt delays. Delay times
are defined as the differences between the
observation time and the time of message
entry into the AWN. Several sources were
consistently associated with small delay
times , while the receipt time of others
were highly erratic. AC6W radar site data
from the Republic of the Philippines were
normally received within 35 minutes. Data
from nationally operated radars of the
Republic of China, Hong Kong, Japan, and
Republic of the Philippines were delayed
20 to 50 minutes depending on country of
origin. In the wbrst cases, the JTWC still
received the messages within 90 minutes of
observation time. Tropical cyclone radar
data is routed to the JTWC over the AWN
through the use of a special high prece-
dence collective indicator. Additionally,
the AC&W radar messages were phoned to the
JTWC from Clark AB, thus providing the in-
formation somewhat earlier than indicated.

Over 75o position and intensity
estimates were derived from Air Weather
Service (AWS) DMSP sites and the aircraft
carrier CONSTELLATION during 1973. The da-
ta from the AWS DMSP sites were immediately

passed by AUTOVON followed by an AWN mes-
sage. AUTOVON provided rapid communication
of the essentials and a brief two-way dis-
cussion of the data (a benefit not possible
with message). Average delay times of 51
minutes for telephone and 83 minutes for
message resulted from a sampling of the
last six storms. These delay times are the
difference between satellite equator-cross-
ing time and the time of the telephone call
or-entry of the message into the AWN. sys-
tematic differences in data processing time
among the DNSP sites introduces small var-
iati~ns in the above figures which arc in-
dependent of communications and analysis
time. However, it is important to note,
that on the average, the data were avail-
able to the JTWC within one hour after
equator-crossing time.

c. OUTGOING COMMUNICATIONS

Messages originating at the JTWC
are handled by the hTimitzHill Message
Center Naval Communications Station, Guam
(NHMC). By special agreement, typhoon and
tropical stcrm warnings are placed in the
communications system before pending imme-
diate precedence traffic. Manual process-
ing is accomplished as though the warning
had flash precedence. Tropical depression
warnings are normally handled as immediate
messages. Warnings were delivered to the
message center an average of 23 minutes be-
fore warning time (Figure 2-4). Yearly
averages of the parameters described are
plotted relative to warning time. The
length of the vertical bars represents the
average difference between the time typhoon
and tropical storm warnings were passed to
the NHMC and the time of transmission.
Note that the handling time decreased from
31 minutes in 1972 to 15 minutes in 1973.
Handling times for tropical depression
warning (not shown) were reduced from S1
minutes in 1972 to 2S minutes in 1973.

The dramatic improvement in han-
dling time during 1973 allowed the average
message to be placed in the circuits before
the established warning time. This was a
major improvement over the previous two
years when the average message left Guam
more than 10 minutes after warning time.
The reduced handling time can be attribut-
ed primarily to rectification of problems
within the NHMC itself. The time of re-
ceipt of a warning at a particular station
depends on factors beyond the control of
both the JTWC and the NHMC.

FIGURE 2-4. AUTOV7N handling -Lime data
~ofi-typhoon and txop.icalb-totmNJUhkI~n9A.

w
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CHAPTER Ill — RESEARCH SUMMARY

1. GENERAL

In past years, technical notes
summarizing research studies made by the
JTWC personnel were included in the Annual
Typhoon Reports (ATRs). In this and future
ATRs, however, only brief synopses of these
studies will be given. The complete stud-
ies will be published separately as
FLEWEACEN/JTWC Technical Notes. It is felt
that this procedure offers several advan-
tages. First, it allows the administrative
workload associated with publication pre-
paration to be distributed throughout the
year rather than concentrated within a few
months during preparation of the ATR.
Second, it allows authors to include more
technical details of their studies than
wo@d be appropriate for inclusion in the
ATR.

2. INVESTIGATION OF GUST FACTORS
IN TROPICAL CYCLONES

(Reference: Atkinson, G.D., FLEWEACEN/
JTWC Technical Note 74-l).

The 1972 Tropical Cyclone Confer-
ence requested that FLEWEACEN/JTWC include
peak gusts in the warnings when sustained
surface wind speeds equal or exceed 50 kts.
During 1972, a sustained wind/peak gust
graph derived by former JTWC personnel was
used. Details on how this graph was de-
rived were not available and there was a
general feeling among JTWC forecasters that
the gust factors derived from this graph
were too high for open water conditions.
Therefore, at the 1973 Tropical Cyclone
Conference, FLEWEACEN/JTWC requested that
all 7th Fleet ships equipped with anemo-
meters include peak gusts as well as sus-
tained winds in their weather reports
during strong wind conditions. These ship
observations and a comprehensive literature
survey led to the derivation of a new sus-
tained wind/peak gust relationship which
was introduced into operational use by the
JTWC during the 1973 season. This study
showed that for strong wind conditions,
gust factors (i.e., ratio of peak gusts to
one-minute average sustaitiedwind speeds)
over open water should fall in the range
of 1.20 to 1.25. Based on these results,
the sustained wind/peak gust relationships
shown in Table 3-1 are now used operation-
ally by the JTWC.

TABLE 3-1. JTWC SUSTAINED l-MINUTE WIND-
PEAK GUST (KNOTS) RELATIONSHIPS

WIND(GUST) WIND(GUST) WIND(GUST)

50(65) 95(115) 140(170)
55(70) 100(125) 145[175)
6oi75j lo5(130j lso(180j
65(80) 110(135) 155(190)
70(85) 115(140) 160(195)
75(90) 120(145) 165(200)
80(100) 125(150) 170(205)
85(105) 130(160) 175(210)
90(110) 135(165) 180(220)

3. INTENSITY FORECASTING USING THE
TYFOON ANALOG COMPUTER PROGRAM

(Reference: Craiglow, L.H., Jr., FLEWEACEN
/JTWC Technical Note 74-2).

The computerized TYFOON analog
program has been used by the JTWC as an
aid in forecasting tropical cyclone move-
ment since 1970. This study investigated
the usefulness of the TYFOON program for
forecasting tropical cyclone intensities
at 24-, 48-, and 72-hours. It modified
and extended a previous study on this sub-
ject by former JTWC personnel. Three pa-
rameters which are available on the basic
climatological data tape used in the
TYFOON program were selected to determine
their usefulness in intensity forecasting.
These are the minimum sea level pressure,
the 12-hour change in minimum sea level
pressure, and the maximum sustained sur-
face wind speed. Based on selected values
of these criteria, current and analog trop-
ical cyclones were separated into two
classes (deepening or weakening) and analog
forecasts were computed. During the test-
ing, several changes were made to the clas-
sification criteria to obtain better re-
sults. Also, it was determined that in-
tensity forecasts computed independently
for the various time periods were not con-
sistent. Therefore, the program was modi-
fied so that each succeeding intensity
forecast used the previous intensity fore-
cast as an input, ,i.e., initial conditions
for the 48-hour forecast would depend on
the 24-hour forecast, etc. Verification
results based on selected cases from the
1972 tropical, cyclone season showed the
analog program produced intensity forecasts
that were slightly better than the official
JTWC forecasts for the 24-hour period but
were slightly worse than the official fore-
casts at 48 and 72 hours. Nevertheless,
these preliminary results indicate that
further testing of this program is warrant-
ed to provide another objective forecast
aid to JTWC forecasts.

4. EVALUATIONOF THE EXTRAPOLATION
FEATURE OF THE TYFOON ANALOG
COMPUTER PROGRAM

(Reference: Craiglow, L.H., Jr., FLEWEACEN
/JTWC Technical Note 74-3).

The original version of the TYFOON
analog program, first used operationally by
the JTWC in 1970 has been modified several
times to improve its performance. In the
TYFOON-72 version of the program, if a se-
lected analog storm had insufficient posi-
tions to provide a forecast out to 72
hours, the program extrapolated up to four
additional six-hourly positions. This ex-
trapolation feature was necessary because
of premature termination of many tropical
cyclones on the original data tape (1945-
1969). During 1972, tropical cyclone data
for 1970 and 1971 were added to the basic
climatological data tape and tracks for all
tropical cyclones for the entire period of
record (1945-1971) were extended. These
modifications to the data tape and reduc-
tions of the basic time interval for selec-
tion of analog cases from *5O days to *35
days resulted in the version of the TYFOON

9



program known as TYFN 73. Since the origi-
nal tropical cyclone tracks were subse-
quently extended, it was felt that the ex-
trapolation feature of TYFOON-72 was no
longer required. To test this hypothesis,
15 cases from 1972 were selected and 24-,
48-, and 72-hour position forecasts were
prepared using both TYFOON-72 and TYFN 73.
The overall results showed the average
forecast errors for TYFN 73 were slightly
lower than TYFOON-72 at all time periods.
The most significant fact, however, was
that TYFN 73 required 46% less computer
time on the average than TYFOON-72. Con-
sidering that the JTWC requires hundreds of
analog forecasts each year, the savings in
computer time will be significant. The
JTWC will use the TYFN 73 version of the
analog program during the 1974 tropical
cyclone season.

5. A COMPARISON OF THE SENSITIVITY
OF TWO SIMILAR OBJECTIVE
FORECAST TECHNIC)UES

(Reference: Craiglow, L.H. ,Jr., FLEWEACEN
/JTWC Technical Note 74-4).

A number of computerized objective
forecast techniques are available to assist
the JTWC in the preparation of warnings.
Of concern is the sensitivity of these
techniques to errors in the warning and his-
tory positions. Two techniques; TSGLOB: de-
veloped by FLEWEACEN Pearl Harbor, and It’s
successor, TYMOD, developed by FLEWEACEN/
JTWC Guam, were chosen foT tt!Sting. Both
techniques utilize the 24-hour global band
uPPer air Progs (GBUA) provided by
FLENU14WEACENMonterey. The 03/0000 GMT Jan-
uary 1973 GBUA fields were chosen and a con-
trol forecast for each technique was run on
Guam’s CDC 3100 computer. Errors of six
and 12nm were introduced into the warning
and history positions, both individually
and collectively. Thirty-six cases were
run for TYMOD and 20 for TSGLOB the differ-
ence being due to TYMOD having a 24-hour
history position. The results showed that
TYMOD was less sensitive to positioning er-
rors than TSGLOB. In addition, the TYMOD
errors tended to reach a maximum about +48
hours and then decrease in magnitude there-
after. Finally, the test results suggest
that as much as 30% of the 24-hour Forecast
error may be caused by warning position er-
rors.

6.
INTERANNUAL VARIABILITY OF

RAINFALL AND TROPICAL CYCLONE
ACTIVITY IN THE WESTERN NORTH
PACIFIC

(Reference: PTatte, J.F., FLEWEACEiN/JTWC
Technical Note 74-5).

In this study, rainfall amounts at
vaTious stations in the tropical North
Pacific during the dry season (January-
April) were correlated with the number of
tropical cyclones occurring in the western
North Pacific area during the same year.
The period of record used was 1959-1973.
This period was selected because the JTWC
was established in 1959 and satellite co-
verage of the tropics was available for
most of this period. Therefore, it was
felt that statistics on the number .of trop-
ical cyclones would be highly reliable for
this recent period. Correlations were made
for each rainfall station individually and
for various groups of stations. Results
indicate that the best correlation was
shown with rainfall on Guam (average of
three Guam stations), however, the rela-
tionship was poor (correlation coefficient
of 0.24) and not sufficient for long-range
forecasting purposes. The study also pro-
vides a survey of various articles relating
tropical circulation patterns and rainfall
to sea surface temperature anomalies and
other large scale influences.

w
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CHAPTER IV — SUMMARY OF TROPICAL CYCLONES

1. GENERAL RESUME

The western North Pacific remained
quiescent for the first six months of 1973
before the first tropical cyclone devel-
oped. Since World War IIZ only in 1952,
when five months passed without a single
tropical cyclone, has this area experienced
such a late start of the tropical cyclone
season (Table 4-l). According to statis-
tics compiled by the Royal Observatory of
Hong Kong, this dearth of tropical cyclone
activity during the first six months of
the year has not occurred since 1917.
Interestingly, on the average, five
tropical cyclones form during the first
six months of the year of which three
became typhoons.

The development of Tropical Storm
Wilda on 1 July marked the beginning of
the 1973 season. Within a span of 5
months, a total of only 21 named tropical

cyclones developed, with 12 of these reach-
ing typhoon intensity. Additionally, warn-
ings were issued on two numbered tropical
depressions. Typhoon frequency in 1973 was
significantly lower than the yearly average
of 19 since the establishment of the JTWC
in 1959. Only 1969 and 1970 experienced a
similar low frequency of typhoons during
this period (Table 4-2).

In 1973, warnings were issued on only
77 calendar days, approximately one half
of the 14-year average of 145 days. The
JTWC remained in warning status 62 days
less in 1973 than in 1972, an active
tropical cyclone year.

Typhoon days for 1973 dipped to a
record low of 42 compared to 121 in 1972
(Table 4-3). Based on the past 15 years,
1973 was 54 days below the average and 20
days beloh’ 1969 the next lowest. These
facts indicate that there was not only a

TABLE 4-1. FREQUENCY OF TROPICAL STORMS (INCLUDING TYPHOONS) BY MONTHS AND
YEARS

JAN FEB MAR APR MAY JUN JUL AUG SEP OCT NOV DEC TOTAL

1945 000112 576130 26
1946 001012 323120 15
1947 001011 335661 27
1948 10 222 432
1949 10 ; :015 : 2132 ;:

1950 000012 32; 1 18
1951 012111 : : 2 17
1952 :“ 00033 ;563428
1953 0 !00122 6343123
1954 0 0 1 0 1 0 1 6 4. 3 3 0 19

1955 10 1 0 1 6 3 3 4 1 .1 22
1956 00 ;2 125523 122
1957 2001 !11354 3021
1958 1 00135 332122
1959 0 :11003 ;642226

1960 00 11 3 10 3 4 1 1 27
1961 11 ;13 ~54651 131
1962 010120 673532 30
1963 000113 435 3 25
1964 000022 797 2 : 1 40

1965 221123 567221 34
1966 001 1587 2 1 30
1967 ? o 2 1 ;1687 ? 3 1 35
1968 000111 38:6:] 27
1969 101100 34 3 19

1970 010002 264540 24
1971 101342 4642035
1972 100 1 :54 2 30
1973 000 :0 ;752 :3 : 21

Totals 7 20 31 45 115 147 131 111 76 33 742
Average .:: .24 .:; .69 1.07 1.55 3.97 5.07 4.52 3.83 2.62 1.14 25.59
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.TABLE 4-Z. FREQUENCY OF TROPICAL STORMS REACHING TYPHOON INTENSITY BY MONTHS
AND YEARS

JAN FEB MAR APR MAY JUN .TUL AUG SEP OCT NOV DEC TOTAL

1945 000001 253110 13
1946 001011 31
1947 00

1 2 0 13
0 103

1942
:54119

10 80 ;
1949

224121 15
10000 !?33311 114

1950 000011 121321
1951 012111 22312;;
1952 : 000313 343219
1953 0 !00112 4241117
1954 000010 144230 15

1955 101101 3321119
1956 001100 ;45131 18
19s7 100111 253 0 18
1958 100013 :333 : 1 20
1959 000100 153322 17

1960 000102 280411 19
1961 001021 33 1 1 20
1962 000120 57 ; ; 3 0 24
1963 00 112 334 2

‘: o 2 2
19

1964 00 :353 ! 1 26

1965 100122 4 2 1 0 21
1966 000121 3 : ;20120
1967 001101 344330 20
1968 00 111143 54020
1969 10 ~10023 231013

1970 01 001 4231012
1971 00 :312 : 5 1 0 24
1972 100011 4 :3 ? 2 2 22
1973 000000 422400 12

Totals 8 2 6 17 24 75 103 93 84 52 22 517
Avg .28 .07 .21 .59 .83 1?;7 2.59 3.55 3.21 2.90 1.79 .76 17.83

short period of typhoon activity (July to
October) but also the short duration of
typhoons notably in August and September.
The number of warnings issued totaled only
390 which is S5% of the average over the
past 15 years. 1971 and 1972 could be con-
sidered “normal” yeaTs compared to 1973
since they were only slightly above the
average with total number of warnings of
747 and 739, respectively. 1973 was not
without multiple storm occurrences with 27
days with two or more cyclones and 9 days
with three or more cyclones occurring
simultaneously (Table 4-4).

There were only three super typhoons
during 1973, Billie, Nora, and Patsy,
which is half of the climatological mean of
six based on the past 1S years. This is
not surprising since most of the tropical
cyclones developed outside of the favorable
areas for super typhoon occurrence delin-
eated by Holliday (1970).

The 1973 season was marked by another
peculiarity. There was a pronounced ab-
sence of tropical cyclone activity in the
area south of 20”N and east of 135°E which

cyclone development. Except for brief
periods during the summer months, the east-
ward extension of the monsoon trough over
the western North Pacific Ocean was notice-
ably missing. It was not until the latter
half of the season that the monsoon trough
became firmly established in the area to
the south of Guam when 3 successive ty-
phoons were spawned during the first half
of October.

The Tropical Upper Tropospheric Trough
(TUTT) was well established by mid-May. It
initiated the development of Tropical Storm
Clara in July and Tropical Storm Hope and
Tropical Depression No. 11 in August. Al-
though the TUTT was in evidence throughout
the typhoon season, the near-equatorial
ridge which normally forms to the south of
the TUTT was absent except for brief peri-
ods . Consequently, upper level westerlies
prevailed over the Caroline and Marshall
Islands, an area which would normally be
under deep tropospheric easterlies during
the primary tropical cyclone season. The
resulting strong vertical wind shear over
the eastern Trust Territory was unfavorable
for tropical cyclone development.

v

is normally a favorable area for tropical
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TABLE 4-3.

YEAR
m
1960
1961
1962
1963
1964
1965
1966
1967
1968
1969
1970
1971

JAN—---
---
---
---
---
---

2
---
---
---
5

---
---
2

___

TYPHOON DAYS 19S9-1973

FEB—---
---
---
---
---
___
---
---
---
---
---
5

--—
---
---

MAR .4PR MAY
--- T ---
--- 2 ---

8 ---
--- :
--- :5
---- -- 7
--- 25
--- 5 11
2 7 ---

--- 61
--- 5 ---
---- --- --
--- 4 13*
--- --- 1
---- --- --

TOTAL
PER

10 13 36* ___ 23* 2* 12 98

2 10* 15 23* 17* 6 6 95
--- 14* 37* 30* 19* --- 119
15 11 23* 1:* 24* --- 11 107
5* 27* 18* 28* 14 11* 6 111

1;* ~g* 23* 25* 14 6 --- 108
7* 16* 23* 11 86

: 14* 10 32* 21* 2;* -:- 111
768 32* 19 18* --- 97

___ 8 6 10 18 10* --- 62

25 24* 16 21* 6 --- 79

8 70* 27* 21* 11 7 --- 111
1972 6 39* 16 16* 21 9 11 121
1973 --- 11* 7* 4 20* --- --- 42

TOTAL 5 10 50 55 77 202 284 271 282 129 67 1441
MEAN .: .3 .7 4.0 3.7 5.1 13.5 18.9 18.1 18.8 8.6 4.5 96.1

*Two typhoons occurring on the same day are counted as two typhoon days.

TABLE 4-4. SUMMARY OF JTWC WARNINGS 1969-1973

1960-1973
(AVG) 1970 1971 1972 1973—_ __

TOTAL NUMBER OF WARNINGS 707 533 747 739 390

CALENDAR DAYS OF WARNING 146 127. 163 139 77

NUMBER OF WARNING DAYS
WITH TWO OR MORllCYCLONES 52 29 54 46 27

NUMBER OF WARNINGS ”DAYS
WITH THREE OR MORE CYCLONES 12 0 6 13 9
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Based on available casualty reports,
typhoons Nora and Ruth and tropical storms
SaTah and Vera accounted for the majoTity
of the tropical cyclone related casualties.
Taiwan, South Vietnam, and the Republic of
the Philippines bore the brunt of the storm
damages and casualties. The Republic of the
Philippines was again, as in 1972, partic-
ularly hard hit by the passage of Nora,
Ruth, and Vera. The main Japanese islands,
interestingly, did not experience coastal
crossing of a typhoon duTing 1973 which is
a first according to available records
since 1945.

Much of the pertinent meteorological
data and tropical cyclone damage statis-
tics in this chapter weTe based on infor-
mation received from the following

sources: Weather Bureau of the Republic of
China; Royal Observatory of Hong Kong;
Japan Meteorological Agency; National
Weather Service of the Republic of the
Philippines; the Environm&ntal Data Service,
National Oceanic and Atmospheric Adminis-
tration and Casualty Returns, Liverpool
Underwriters Association.

TABLE 4-5. LIST OF ESTIMATED CASUALTIES
FOR THE 1973 SEASON

I TYPE NAME DEATHS MISSING— ——

I T DOT 1 -.
T IRIS
T NORA 2; 4;
T RUTH 27 23
TS SARAH 50 --
TS VERA 7S 58

total E E

NOTE : Only cyclones for which data
are available are listed.

TABLE 4-6. 1973 TROPICAL CYCLONES

CALENDAR MAX
DAYS OF SFC

CYCLONE TYPE NAME (PRD OF WRNG) WARNING WINDt— .

01 TS WILDA 01 JUL-03 JUL 60
02 TY ANITA 05 JUL-08 JUL ; 70
03 TS CLARA 12 JUL-14 JUL 3 50
i)4 TY BILLIE 13 JUL-19 JUL 7 130
05 TY DOT * 6
06 TY ELLEN * 10 13:
07 TS FRAN 29 JUL-30 JUL 2 40
08 TY GEORGIA 09 AUG-12 AUG 4
09 TS HOPE 09 AUG-12 AUG 4 z:
10 TY IRIS 10 AUG-17 AUG 8 85
ii TD TD-11 13 AUG-14 AUG 2 30
12 TS JOAN 18 AUG-20 AUG 3 45
13 TS KATE 24 AUG-26 AUG 2 60
14 TD TD-14 01 SEP-02 SEP 2 30
15 TY LOUISE 03 SEP-07 SEP 5
16 TY MARGE 12 SEP-14 SEP 3 ;;
17 TY NORA 02 OCT-10 OCT 9 160
ii ii OPAL 04 OCT-08 OCT 5 75
19 TY PATSY * 10 140
20 TY RUTH 11 OCT-19 OCT 9 90
21 TS SARAH 10 NOV-10 NOV 1 55
22 TS THELMA * 4 55
23 TS VERA 19 NOV-26 NOV 8 50

MIN WARNINGS’ISSUED
OBS NO. AS DIS’1”=
SLP TOTAL TYPHOONS TRAVELED——

982 9 -- 384
980 13 6 720
998 -- 324
916 2; 18 1560
978 19 4 1020
941 29 8 1092

1002 6 -- 330
976 15 9 504
996 15 -- 756
972 30 16 1218

1005 6 -- 270
990 10 -- 648
983 -- 294
NA : .-
974 18 6 8?:
964 12 4 792
877 34 25 1584
968 16 9 540
893 34 14 1920
957 33 23 2112
984 4 -- 180
991 13 -- 660
990 28 -- 1134

1973 TOTALS 77** 390 142

*Dot 14/062 - 17/062 and 19/002 - 20/062 JUL
Ellen 17/182 - 21/062 and 23/062 - 25/062 and 28/002 - 29/O~Z JUL
Patsy 06/062 - 12/122 and 13/122 - 15/062 OCT
Thelma 15/002 - 17/062 and 18/062 - 18/182 NOV

**OverlapPing days included only once in sum

t Over water estimate (one-minute averaging period)

DATA TAKEN FROM BEST TRACK

14
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2. INDIVIDUAL TYPHOONS

ANITA

Anita, the season’s first typhoon
developed in the monsoon trough late on 5
July under conditions quite similar to
those discussed by Ramage (1971). Several
days prior to the initial development of
Anita, the low level southwesterly flow
throughout Indochina, the Malaysian
Peninsula, and southern India increased
from an average of 10 to 20 knots to
speeds of 25 to 35 knots. The satellite
mosaic on 4 July revealed that a band of
cloudiness extending from the Arabian Sea
to the South China Sea had increased
markedly in response to the intensifying
southwesterly flow (Figure 4-l).

Of particular interest during Anita’s
initial development were the strong winds
(25 to 30 knots) extending more than 400nm
from her center to the south with lighter
winds (10 to 1S knots) near the large and
diffuse center. These strong winds were
primarily associated with the increased
monsoon flow and not the storm itself,
since Anita had not intensified suffi-
ciently to produce the necessary pressure
gradient to support such winds. Anita
continued to exhibit this unusual wind
structure as she intensified to typhoon
strength (Figure 4-2). The USNS Washoe
County reported winds in excess of 35
knots and mountainous seas over 150nm to
the south of Anita [06/0900 GMT). Early

on the 7th, a reconnaissance aircraft
reported Anitars sea level pressure had
dropped to 983mb with flight level and
surface winds of 50 to 80 knots within a
band 30 to 60nm from the storm center,
while winds within a 30nm radius of her
center were 30 knots or less.

The storm initially drifted northnorth-
west in response to a weakness in the
subtropical ridge to the north caused by
the remains of Tropical Storm Wilds. How-
ever, by 1200 GMT, 7 July? significant
height rises at 500mb indicated the ridge
was reforming over southern China. As a
result, Anita assumed a more westerly
track.

The USS OGDEN (LPD-5) reported eye
passage and greater than 60 knot winds
(08/0000 GMT) near 17.5N 107.4E as her
barometer registered 981mb. The barograph
aboard the USS TRIPOLI (LPH-1O) recorded
eye passage (08/0100 GMT) as the ship
steamed near 17.6N 107.2E (Figure 4-3).

A reconnaissance aircraft observed a
minimum sea level pressure of 980mb and a
well defined closed wall cloud indicating
continued intensification as the storm
neared the North Vietnamese coast(08/1010
GMT) . Anita reached peak intensity of 70
knots prior to going ashore near Vinh,
North Vietnam and quickly dissipated over
land (Figure 4-4).

FIGURE 4-1. NOAA-2 bdd.~iie mobs.ic 60JL 3 JULY 1973 ~howing cLoud band
aAbocLated wi-ththe ~ou.thwebt monhoon exfending &tom the Aaabian Sea .to
the south China Sea. Remnanti o{ (Ui-Lcfa(A].
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FIGURE 4-2. Taop.ical SXoam Anita neatityphoon -inzknbiiy 110 nm o~~
.tha coat 06 the RepubL.ic o~ Vktnam, 7 JULY 1973, 0444 GMT.
[OMSP imagwty)

4-3. RephoducZLon 04 Btiogfiaph ~hat~ &om the USS T’tipoLi [LPH-10)
pubed -Wcough the eye o~ Typhoon An.Lta.

9

u
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FIGURE 4-4. Tgphoon AnLZa in the Gu16 .o~ Tonk.in neah ptak -LntenhiZy, 8 JuZy
1973, 0432 GMT. (OMSP imageky)
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BILLIE

Billie, the season’s first super ty-
phoon, became a tropical depression in the
western Philippine Sea some 250nm east of
Luzon on 12 July. Her early history can be
traced to the Yap-Palau area on 10 July as
a weak circulation in the monsoon trough.

Billie initially tracked westward,
gradually shifting to the northwest in res-
ponse to a long wave, mid-tropospheric
trough over eastern China. Reaching tropi-
cal storm force late on the 13th, Billie
assumed a northerly course at a speed of 7
kts.

The long wave trough remained station-
ary, influencing Billie to maintain a me -
ridional track at about 8 kts. Her center
never deviated more than 30nm either side
of 125.5E for 4 days, covering a distance
of 720nm. This steadiness in direction for
such an extended period of time sets Billie
apart from any other northward moving ty-
phoon during the period 1947-1972.

Rapid deepening occurred once typhoon
force was attained early on the 14th as
Billie’s central pressure fell 50mb in 24
hours. At 15/0330 GMT, aircraft reconnais-
sance indicated that the central pressure
had dropped to 916mb within a tightly or-
ganized eye 8nm in diameter (Figure 4-5).

Billie’s central pressure rose to 954mb
during the next 18 hours as she approached
the Ryukyus. Commencing an unusual second
deepening as she crossed through the island
chain, Billie’s central pressure dropped to
917mb in the East China Sea (16/1154 GMT).

Billie passed just east of Miyako Jima,
where maximum sustained winds of 65 kts
with gusts to 104 kts were recorded (16/

0700 GMT). The lowest pressure reading at
the Japanese Meteorological Agency Station
was 947.5mb (16/06S0 GMT).

The island of Okinawa experienced gale
force winds as Billie transited northward
through the East China Sea. Naha registered
maximum sustained winds of 35 kts with gusts
to 58 kts (16/1700 GMT) while White Beach
Naval Port Facility recorded 45 kts sus-
tained with gusts to 5S kts (16/1900 GMT).
Kadena AFB reported lesser winds of 28 kts
(16/1640 GMT) with gusts of 43 kts (16/1354
GMT) . Based on land radar, Billie’s eye
passed I05nm west of Okinawa at 16/1800 GMT.

On the 17th, a short wave deepened the
northern portion of the long wave trough
situated in the Lake Baikal region of Si-
beria, causing increased ridging over Man-
churia and the Sea of Japan. This ridging
prevented Billie from recurving. On the
18th, Billie shifted to a northwest course
120nm southsouthwest of Cheju-do Island.
Satellite imagery indicated drier air off
the Asian Mainland was entering Billie’s
circulation at this time. She weakened
significantly during the 18th, dropping to
tropical storm strength late that day while
tracking into the Yellow Sea.

Approaching the Gulf of Chihli on the
19th, Billie acquired extratropical charac-
teristics and accelerated to a forward
speed greater than 20 kts. Billie finally
moved inland near Chin-Chow China and dis-
sipated on the 20th.

FIGURE 4-5. Typhoon %.i.tfie[tight) 7 houm ptiofito an
unuhual becond deepening 190 nm eab.t 0{ Taiwan. Typhoon
Vo.t [Le4tl .Ln-theSOu.th China Sta, 16 Ju-Ly 1973, 0416 GMT.
[UMSF -image~g)
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DOT

The South China Sea spawned its second
typhoon of the 1973 season on 13 July with
the genesis of Dot. Her development was
quite similar to Anita’s. A surge in the
low level southwesterlies preceded her
formation in the monsoonal trough.

Dot formed a few days after Billie.
While Billie intensified rapidly in the
Philippine Sea to dominate the synoptic
situation in the vicinity of both tropical
cyclones, Dot drifted slowly northward
remaining poorly organized (Figure 4-6).
Billie’s strong mass divergence aloft
effectively blocked Dot!s outflow to the
subtropical westerlies leaving a good
outflow channel only in the southwest
semicircle. This may have been a critical
factor in explaining Dot’s slow rate of
intensification during the first three
days of her existence.

Late on the 15th? Dot began to increase
her rate of intensification. The United
Kingdom ship HYRIA, located 60 nautical
miles southeast of Dot’s center, observed
55 knots of wind and a pressure of 989.3mb
(15/0600 GMT). She reached typhoon
strength late that evening as she acceler-
ated to a speed of 9 knots towards Hong
Kong. During this period, the separation
between Dot and Billie began to increase
and Billie had reached peak intensity and
was starting to weaken. This apparently
allowed Dot to intensify at a faster rate.

Besides intensity interaction between
Dot and Billie, both storms also experi-
enced the Fujiwhara interaction (Figure
4-7). By subtracting the steering flow
from the resultant movement of both storms
the interaction is quite pronounced (Brand,
1968). Throughout the period of the inter-
action Billie remained the stronger of the

FIGURE 4-6. Do-t ab a -ttop.icaL depxeb~,ton in .thaSouth China Sea, 14 Ju.ty
1973, 0446 GMT. IDMSP imagezg)
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FIGURE 4-8. Dot ($a~-t)oveaLand 70 nm nomtheaAt 06 Hong Kong and Typhoon
B.iLLie (tight) in the Ea~.tChina Sea, 17 Jutcj 1973, 0402 GMT. (DMSP
Lmageky]

two . As a result, Dot’s resultant move- 38 others. Two freighters were beache
ment was affected much more significantly. and six others dragged anchor.
Both storms rotated 124 degrees around
the common center of rotation.

Dot reached her peak intensity of 85
knots on the 16th, about 80nm south of
Hong Kong. She passed within 12 miles of
the Royal Observatory in Hong Kong which
experienced maximum sustained winds of 32
knots with a peak gust of 76 knots. Tate’s
Cairn in the Colony reported the strongest
sustained winds of 57 knots with peak
gusts of 97 knots.

Dot weakened considerably upon making
landfall on the northeastern side of Mirs
Bay (Figure 4-8). She tracked toward the
eastnortheast over eastern Kwangtung
during the night of the 17th as a low
pressure area and entered the East China
Sea near Foochow as a tropical depression
on the morning of the 18th. AS Dot
approached within 120nm northnorthwest of
Okinawa, she took an abrupt change of
course due north in response to a building
ridge to the east and accelerated rapidly,
following in the wake of Billie. Dot
dissipated over the Yellow Sea on the 20th.

Damage reports from Hong Kong indi-
cated many low-lying areas in the New
Territories were flooded. Hong Kong
experienced heavy losses to garden crops,
fruit trees, livestock, and farm houses.
A landslide killed one person and injured
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ELLEN

The first indication of what was to be-
come Ellen appeared in the surface data on
15 July as an increased troughing in the
extensive convergence zone southeast of
Typhoon Billie. By 17 July, high resolu-
tion DMSP satellite imagery confirmed the
existence of a closed circulation in the
trough near 20°N 138”E (Figure 4-9).

Ellen evolved unusually far north in
the trailing convergence area of Typhoon
Billie. Furthermore, in the early stages
of development, the upper tropospheric
outflow was most obviously influenced by
the TUTT. Post-analysis of 200mb synoptic
charts and satellite data indicates that
the formation was assisted by a small, but
pronounced, ridging induced on the east
side of a westward moving cell in the upper
tropospheric trough.

Ellen intensified rapidly, reaching
typhoon strength by the 18th. Iwo Jima
(Japanese Maritime Self Defense Force)
reported southeasterlies with maximum gust
of 44 knots as she passed to the west with-
in 165nm (19/0200 GMT). Ellen achieved
peak intensity as a reconnaissance aircraft
observed maximum winds of 105 knots and a
central pressure of 941mb (19/0420 GMT).

During the early portion of her life,
Ellen tracked almost due north as Billie
had done. She moved to the north beneath
:::~gltropospheric northerly flow (35-4o

By late on the 19th, the strong
vertical shearing environment caused her to
deteriorate rapidly over open water (Figure

FIGURE 4-9. FoamatLve h.tagu 06 EUen
cenfehed 300 nm bou.thwcd~ ad lUJO Jima,
77 Ju.Lg 1973, 0221 GMT. [UM-SPimagezg)

4-lo). By the 20th, the upper level anti-
cyclone over Ellen had sheared off exposing
her low level circulation. Convective ac-
tivity at this time was confined to conver-
gence areas well south and southeast of the
center .

As a weak low-level circulation, the
remains of Ellen drifted westward under the
influence of the troughing left by Billie
and Dot and a quasi-stationary anticyclone
over the Sea of Japan. Satellite imagery
on 23 July indicated a rejuvenation of con-
vection over the circulation which then
persisted through 28 July with varying de-
grees of intensity. Reconnaissance air-
craft on 24 July confirmed the presence of
a warm core, closed circulation. As a re-
sult of the weak steering flow’,Ellen’s
movement was erratic during the period from
the 21st to the 28th.

On the 28th, she reintensified once
more 9Clnmfrom the south coast of Honshu.
The Japanese weather ship OJIKA and two
other ships reported winds of 30 to 35
knots around Ellen (28/00002). She reached
a peak of 45 knots as a shortwave trough
over the Sea of Japan caused her to move
on a northward course over south central
Japan dissipating over land on the 29th.

FIGURE 4-10. Tgphoon El-ten (hZghZ] at pea
.tnXenh.i-tq.Vo.t (Led-t]ab a ~hOpiCU~
dcphebb.ion, 19 Ju.tg 1973, 0333 Gh4T. (VMSP
imagchg)
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GEORGIA

During early August, the tropical
uPPer tropospheric trough (TUTT) remained
to the north of and in close proximity to
the monsoon trough in the South China Sea.
As a result, Georgia’s formation and sub-
sequent development cannot be easily
attributed to the monsoon trough or the
TUTT independently, but more as an inter-
action between the two. Sadler (1973)
suggests that westward moving cells in the
TUTT provide an upper level westerly out-
flow channel which enhances development of
disturbances in the monsoon trough. This
type of influence was apparent during the
development of Georgia.

Georgia reached minimum tropical storm
intensity on 9 August as she transited on
a westsouthwest course across the South
China Sea at a moderate speed. She passed
within 170nm of Hong Kong late on the 9th.
Maximum sustained winds experienced at
Hong Kong were 41 knots with a peak gust of

73 knots. Georgia reached typhoon inten-
sity on 10 August (Figure 4-11).

Maintaining her westerly track at 8
knots until early on the llth, Georgia then
turned north in response to a weakness in
the high cell over eastern China. She made
landfall north of Hainan Island on 12
August and dissipated over China. Georgia
was the third tropical cyclone originating
in the South China Sea to reach typhoon
intensity in 1973.

FIGURE 4-11. Typhoon Geofigiain .thcSouth China Sea 140 nm eti.t06 Utinan
I~land, 10 AuguhX 1973, 0500 GMT. (UM-SPAnagtzg]
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On the 8th of August, the monsoon
trough extended 1500 nautical miles south-
east-from the Luzon Strait to a position
just west of Truk with a weak surface cy-
clonic circulation imbedded in the trough
420 nautical miles north of Yap. Only 24
hours previously, its eastward extent had
been restricted to the northern part of the
South China Sea.

During the next tw-o days, the distur-

bance drifted northwestward with little
development, By the 10th, the disturlrance
had intensified to Tropical Storm Iris.
She continued to move northward at 8 knots.

On the morning of the llth, the complex
upper air and weak steering flow patterns
resultlng from the presence of the subtrop-
ical ridge to the north and the near equa-
torial ridge to the south of Iris forced
her to remain essentially quasi-s;:;i;;:~y
for the next 48 hours. However,
tinued to intensify during this period and
by early on the 12th, developed typhoon
strength winds.

Early on the 13th, Iris began to move
toward the northeast under the influence of
the near equatorial ridge reaching her
maximum intensity of 8S knots that after-
noon (Figure 4-12).

As Hope dissipated to the east, the
subtropical ridge returned to its climato-
logical position and the near equatorial
ridge weakened. This forced Iris to alter
her course to the northwest on the 14th in

IRIS

response to the change in the steering
flow , The Japanese meteorological station
at Minami Daito Jima measured a minimum
pressure of 974.7mb during the passage of
Iris (14/0707 GMT), Approximately 11 1/2
hours (1830 GMT] after passage of the sur-
face center, the station reported peak
gusts of 63 knots out of the southwest.
She gradually weakened to minimum typhoon
intensity prior to crossing the island of
Amami O-Shims. Two fishing vessels were
reported lost in the vicinity of the island
during her passage.

After crossing the island she reinten-
sified briefly to 75 knots. By the 16th,
Iris weakened to tropical storm force and
took a more northerly course (Figure 4-13).

On the morning of the 17th, Iris began
recurving. Kunsan Air Base in the Republic
of Korea experienced maximum sustained
winds of 46 knots with a peak gust of 64
knots as Iris passed within 2Snm (17/0646
GMT) . She made landfall near Kaesong,
Korea about 17/0800 GMT with maximum winds
of 35 knots. Iris continued across Korea,
entering the Sea of Japan near Wonsan where
the maximum winds were still 30 knots. She
became extrotropical over the Sea of Japan
as she merged with a front moving off
Manchuria.

Initial reports from Korea indicated
two persons were killed, three missing and
hundreds were left homeless. A barge
carrying six persons sank in the sea off
Kijang - Myon, Yangsangun; 3 were rescued.

FIGURE 4-12. Typhoon ~tib [.te{t] ncah FIGURE 4-13. Typhoon ll~b 165 nm ~outh
peak .in-tenb.ity285 nm aou.thea~.t o{ Olz.i-
nawa. RtmnanZ4 o{ Hope {fiigh~]ju~-t odd

o~ Cheju Do, 16 dugubt 7973, 0332 GMT.

.tht coah-to~ ifonhhu, 13 Augu~% 1973,
[uMsP .imageq]

0234 GMT. IOMSP imagezg)
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LOUISE

Louise began as a low level circulation
in the monsoon trough first noted on 30

August in the Philippine Sea to the east of

Catanduanes Island. An organized cloud
pattern became apparent the next day but
the surface circulation remained weak. The
weak surface low drifted towards the north-
west for the next 72 hours.

By 3 September, an aircraft investiga-
tive mission reported a narrow band of 6S
to 75 knot surface winds north of the low
center although the minimum sea level pres-
sure was only 998mb (03/03S0 GMT). A 60
knot wind report from the United Kingdom
ship SHEAF TYNE 30nm to the north of Louise
confirmed the aircraft observation. Satel-
lite imagery at approximately the same time
showed Louise to be poorly organized. The
near-typhoon force winds appear to have
been a transitory phenomenon induced by the
channeling effect of the Luzon Strait. By
the evening of the 3rd, a reconnaissance

aircraft reported maximum winds of only 40
knots as Louise entered the South China Sea.

On the 4th, Louise had become a better
organized tropical storm well on her way to
becoming a typhoon (Figure 4-14). The mid-
tropospheric ridge to the north of Louise
kept her on a westerly course at 10 kts
across the South China Sea.

She passed 150nm to the south of Hong
Kong late on the Sth just as she reached
peak intensity of 75 kts. Throughout her
life, Louise remained a relatively small
typhoon. Louise crossed the Luichow Penin-
sula during the night of the 6th. Eighteen
hours later she made landfall and dissi-
pated rapidly over North Vietnam.

FIGURE 4-14. TILop.icaL S-tohm Lou.de 105 nm noh.thweh.t o~ Luzon, 4 Septembca 1973,
0401 GMT. [UMSP -imagzzg)
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MARGE

Marge entered the South China Sea on
IZ September as a tropical depression, af-

ter crossing northern Luzon (Figure 4-1S).

She quickly developed to tropical storm
strength 12S nm northwest of Cape Bolinao.
The early stages of Marge can be traced to
a weak circulation in the monsoon trough
appearing on the synoptic surface analyats
750 miles eastsoutheast of :.lzon (08/0000
GMT). This system tracked xest~\.ardduring
the next four days as it accelerated to a
speed of 11 to 12 knots before making land-
fall on northern Luzon.

A narrow, mid-tropospheric, subtropical
ridge was positioned over southern China
as 14arge emerged into the South China Sea.
Little change in intensity or orientation
of the ridge occurred during the next few
days, dictating a westerly course which
eventually caused Marge to strike North
Vietnam 2 1/2 days later.

Maintaining a forward speed of 11
knots, Marge intensified steadily after
entering the open waters of the South Chi-
na Sea, reaching typhoon force as she

passed 200 nm south of Hong Kong on the
morning of the 13th (Figure 4-16). The
minimum measured centraI pressure by air-
craft reconnaissance, prior to the typhoon
crossing the no-fly line, was 964 mb early
in the evening of 13 September.

Striking central Hainan Island early
on the morning of the 14th h’ith sustained
winds estimated near 80 knots, Marge
emerged into the Gulf of Tonkin ~;ith trop-
ical storm force some 12 hours later.
Eventual landfall was made 60 nm north of
Vinh, North Vietnam durin~ the early morn-
ing hours of the 15th. Subsequently,
Marge dissipated rapidly inland over the
highlands of Laos.

One interesting feature of Marge during
her transit of the South China Sea was her
small size. Similar to Louise, as a ty-
phoon, her circulation did not appear to
exceed 1.50miles in diameter as evidenced
by ship and aircraft reconnaissance data.
Typhoon strength winds were probably con-
fined to the wall cloud region.

FIGURE 4-16. Tfiop.icaLS.team Mazge neaa
typhoon ~.tzength 225 nm ~ou.th 06 Hong
Kong, 13 .$ep-tembeh1973, 0106 GMT.
[DM.SP -&zgezq)
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NORA

A weak surface low formed in the non-
soon trough, 120 miles south of Yap, on 30
September, and drifted northwest for the
next two days. By the evening of 2 Otto.
her, the tropical disturbance had intensi-
fied to Tropical Storm Nora. Reconnais-
sance aircraft reported maximum flight
level winds of 45 kts and a minimum sea
level pressure of 987 mb.

Nora continued a gradual intensifica-
tion until early on the afternoon of the
5th when her winds exceeded 100 kts.
During the next 20 hours, as she moved
westward at 9 kts toward the Republic of
the Philippines, Nora’s central pressure
plummeted 66mb to 877mb with maximum sur-
face winds of 160 kts (Figure 4-17). Her

central pressure ranked among the lowest on
record (Jordon, 1961).

On the evening of the 6th, the high re-
solution DMSP infrared imagery revealed the
typical anticyclonic outflow pattern in the
cirrus . The infrared data was then “thresh-
holded” to display only the colder portion
of the infrared spectrum sensed by the ra-
diometer (Figure 4-18). It revealed what
appeared to be a tightly wound band spi-
raling out from the eye wall. Nora was a
super typhoon at this time with estimated
maximum winds of 140 kts.

When Nora was 225 miles east of Manila
on the morning of the 6th, she took a more
northwesterly track in response to an

FIGURE 4-17. SupefiTyphoon Noaa (Ledt] at peak .Ln-tenh.i.tq200 nm eab.tnohXheah.t
o{ Catanduancn IbLand. Fotma.tkveh.tagti06 Patiy (1-igh.t) with low Level
cihcu~ation cen.ttfi expobed, 5 Oc.tobea 1973, 2312 GMT. [OMSP -imagefig]
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FIGURE 4-18. T/zmc~ho2ded .in~kated imagefiy 06 Noaa d.dplaying onlg -the
cotdez pofik.iono~ -the in~hantd hpt?c.txumhenhed bg the kad.iome.tth,
6 Octoba 1973, 1753 GMT. (OMSP imagfvuf]

approaching shortwave trough over China. damage to crops, public and private proper
Nora skirted the northeast tip of Luzon ty were reported. A Philippine freighter
with maximum sustained winds of 100 kts and ASIAN MARINER was reported sunk by Typhoon
weakening. Nora in the Taiwan Straits. All 38 crew

members were rescued. The Greek freighter
As she transited the Luzon Strait on BALTIC KLIF was also capsized and sunk by

the 8th a dramatic rescue operation was oc- Nora some 80nm southwest of the Pescadores.
curring in the Taiwan Strait. In thirty Three of the crew were drowned with several
foot seas and 50 kt winds, the Missile Frig- missing and presumed lost. Taiwan also
ate USS WORDEN rescued seven fishermen a- suffered extensive damage from Nora.
board the Taiwanese fishing vessel JAI TAI Twelve persons were reported dead and 28
NR3 from the approaching typhoon. One unaccounted for. Nearly 8,000 people were
Taiwanese crewman was lost at sea. The left homeless with Nora destroying over a
fishing vessel had been floundering in thousand houses and damaging hundreds of
heavy seas with the forward section split others.
lengthwise (Figure 4-19).

Nora passed within 60nm of Kaohsiung,
Taiwan as she accelerated to a speed of 12
kts toward the northwest. She made land-
fall near Amoy in southern China on the
morning of the 10th and degenerated into a
low pressure area.

Luzon in the Republic of the Philip-
pines suffered considerable damage. It was
reported that 6 persons were killed and O-
ver a hundred thousand people were left
homeless. Estimates of over $2 million in
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OPAL

in
of
on

Opal formed in an active monsoon trough
the South China Sea. The first evidence
a weak surface low appeared in the trough
the 1st of October. However. it wasn’t

until late on the 3rd that significant
cloudiness associated with the incipient
storm became apparent.

Early on 4 October, Opal reached minimal
tropical storm intensity about 75 nm north-
west of Nanshan Island. She moved to the
northwest at 6 to 7 knots in response to
the high pressure cell over eastern China.
By the 5th, she had developed typhoon
strength winds (Figure 4-20).

On the morning of the 6th, Opal abrupt-
ly changed her course and moved northeast-
ward. She remained on this course for the
next 12 hours before resuming a westnorth-
Westerly hedi,ng. A reasonable explanation
for the temporary eastward movement may

rest in a Fujiwhara interaction with typhoon
Nora. Nora was positioned in the Philippine
Sea about 750 nautical miles from Opal and

reached maximum intensity almost coinciden-
tly with the eastward shift in Opal. Also,
Nora turned to a more northerly track at
this time. Brand (1968) reports a maximum
distance for interaction of about 7S0 nau-
tical miles. He demonstrates that the angu-
larchange rate of a line connecting the
storms at this distance should be very
small, only 3 degrees per 12 hours. The
actual change was somewhat smaller, indi-
cating the weakness of the interaction. The
short period of the interaction may be due
to the terrain effects of the intervening
Republic of the Philippines, among other
factors, as Brand suggests that the binary
rotation is due to the circulation of the
inflow layer which occupies only the lowest
few thousand feet.

Maximum winds of 70 to 75 knots were
observed during the 6th and early on the
7th as Opal resumed her westnorthwest move-
ment. Opal moved ashore north of Qui Nhon,
Republic of Vietnam late on 7 October and
rapidly dissipated.

FIGURE 4-20. Thopica.t S-tohmOpa.t in the Sou-th China .SIZa 225 nm
~oufhaab.t od Qui Nhon, 5 Oc.tobtt 1973, 045g GMT. (OMSP .imagefiy)
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PATSY

A weak disturbance formed in the mon-
soon trough 300nm south of Guam on the 3rd
of October. The weak vortex drifted west-
ward in the wake of Nora. Until the 6th,
it underwent only minor development due to
the strong vertical shear caused by Nora’s
vigQrous upper tropospheric outflow. Re-
connaissance aircraft, investigating the
disturbance on that day, reported maximum
surface winds of 35 kts, heralding the ar-
rival of Tropical Storm Patsy.

For the next two days she followed a
westnorthwest course at 6-8 kts under the
influence of the steering flow of the mid-
tropospheric ridge to the north. Patsy was
characteristically a small storm throughout
her life. By the 8th she had developed
typhoon force winds as she began to accel-
erate to a speed of 10-12 kts.

A reconnaissance aircraft reported that
Patsy had rapidly intensified into a super
typhoon with estimated maximum surface winds
of.150 kts and a central pressure of 893mb
(10/0020 GMT). Her central pressure had
dropped 57mb in a span of 22 hours (Figure
4-21).

Patsy continued unerringly toward the
northern tip of Luzon as she began to
weaken late on the 10th. Interestingly, on

FIGURE 4-21. SUPIZR Typhoon pcltby
[z-igh.t)a-t peak .in-teti-i-tq.Typhoon
Noka [.ta~t]in -theTaiwan S.tfia.it,9
Oc-tobet 1973, 2341 GMT. (UMSP -Lmagucyl

the evening of the llth, DMSP satellite
imagery revealed that Patsyfs low level
circulation had separated from the upper
level portion of the cyclone (Figure 4-22).
The low level portion took a more northwest-
erly course and weakened to a tropical dis-
turbance as it crossed the southern Luzon
Strait. Meanwhile, a radar site in the
Republic of the Philippines continued to
follow the upper level cloudiness as it
tracked due west towards Luzon. A similar
situation occured with Susan in 1972.

The upper level circulation drifted over
Luzon and out into the South China Sea. It
apparently became superimposed over a low

level vortex that had been situated in the
South China Sea for several days. This
system developed to tropical storm intensity
as it passed to the north of the Paracel
Islands. It weakened to a tropical depres-
sion just prior to making landfall in the
Republic of Vietnam.

Patsy was the 3rd and final super ty-
phoon of the year. She was only the 2nd
storm to form in the western Caroline Is-
lands area in the 1973 season.

4s



tl”4
II OGT-190CT 1973 “ - “f” ~”’””+ “~

I

J-=ff “:’” -
i ““~

L

. . . MAX SFC WIND 90KTS - “!’”$

-- t--t
SLP 957 MBS—t-+---~. My$q_

I

-+ --- +t---+tl —H-f--l -“-+---+-t--t- -l-–+-’-++--–+--’

/ .r:y +~ i ‘ -
.~,i: .,..:,:,,

,f<.4. -

t
+

i

,,~.;,. ,.. .. 1
(--- .,..,. +“” Ifri~:lb: ““’::$ ~ ‘{ “’ f+’? --

7’i’-z#h--6d@u’ 0. ‘:5” w’ W’”. 1~00 1<~ fJ HR BEST TRACK POSI f~!5”

9pEED
INTENSITY

I
!-_ Lt-Hll’~7” j c POSITION AT XX/OdOOZ

I , ... ,.,,-’ I
-5s)~e”.. “1

;— TYPHOON

‘1
,.---+-t

+-i

r“

?



RUTH

The formative stage of Ruth appegred
early on 10 October as a weak circulation
in the monsoon trough in the western Caro-
line Islands. By the llth, an area of en-
hanced convective activity associated with
the cyclonic circulation became evident
from satellite imagery. Ship reports on’
the afternoon of the llth located Tropical
Storm Ruth about 250nm westsouthwest of
Guam with maximum winds of 35 kts.

Ruth followed 3 days behind Patsy. She
tracked approximately 120nm to the south of
but parallel to Patsy’s track across the
Philippine Sea. It is interesting to note
that although Patsy intensified rapidly to
super typhoon strength, Rut<hdeveloped
slowly and reached typhoon intensity three
days after she became a tropical storm.
(Figure 4-23). The satellite data for this
period showed little or no convective acti-
vity on the north side of Ruth. The strong
uPPer tropospheric northeast flow from the
subtropical ridge may have contributed to
suppressing the outflow from Ruth on the
north side and thereby inhibiting her
development.

She continued her westerly movement
with slow intensification until landfall on
Luzon on the 15th, with maximum sustained
wind speeds of 85 kts. Rapid weakening
then occurred as the low level inflow was
disrupted by terrain effects. Her maximum
sustained wind had decreased to 50 kts by
the time she reached central Luzon.

Ruth passed 42 miles north of Clark
AB late on the night of the 15th where

FIGURE 4-23. Taopica& S.tofim Ruth h
the Ph.i.Uppine Sea 225 nm eab$ 06
Catanduanu IbLand, 14 Oc.tobti 1973,
0009 GMT. (OMSP .imagefiq]

maximum sustained winds of 30 kts and peak
gusts of 43 kts were recorded. Only minor
damage was reported at Clark AB. Baler
recorded maximum peak gust of 95 kts from
the north (15/1355 GMT) while Casiguran 50
nm further north on the coast experienced a
gust to 98 kts three hours later (15/1700
GMT) .

On the 16th Ruth entered the South
China Sea and tracked westward toward the
Paracel Islands, still under the steering
influence of the subtropical ridge (Figure
4-24). A Japanese ship IDEMITSU MARU re-
ported 50 kts of wind and a surface pres-
sure of 995mb as she passed 90nm northwest
of Ruth (16/0000 GMT). She reintensified
on her sojourn across the South China Sea
reaching a maximum intensity of 90 kts on
the afternoon of the 17th just east of the
Paracels. Shortly after attaining her max-
imum intensity, Ruth turned to a northwest-
erly course in response to a weakness in
the subtropical ridge. She then crossed
Hainan Island and entered the Tonkin Gulf
with maximum sustained winds of 50 kts.
Ruth continued to weaken rapidly as upper
tropospheric support waned, and dissipated
completely as she moved inland along the
North Vietnam coast on the afternoon of the
19th .

Damage reports indicate that while Ruth
was crossing Luzon, 27 people were killed,
30 people were injured and 23 people were
missing. Property damage amounted to more
than five million dollars (U.S.) with thou-
sands of homes destroyed.

FIGURE 4-24. TtiopLcaL .Wohm Ruth
fcehtcnhidy,hg a{-ten e~ohh.ing Luzon,
16 Oc20bc~ 1973, 0359 GMT. [UMSP
imagezg)
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3. TROPICAL CYCLONE CENTER FIX DATA

a. DISCUSSION OF DATA:

Fix data from all sources are in-
cluded for each tropical cyclone. The
first four columns of the mint-out list
the same information

FIX NO.-

TIME -

POSIT -

FIX CAT-

regar~less of platform.

Fixes are numbered
sequentially.
GMT time in day, hour,
and minutes of fix.
Position of the storm
in degrees and tenths.
Fix platform used
(SAT-- satellite, P -
penetration, LRDR -
land radar, AC R -
aircraft radar, SRDR -
ship radar, CPA - sta-
tion experiencing cen-
ter passage, SCF -

synoptic chart fix).

The format of the remainder of the
print-out varies with the platform.

(1) SATELLITE - These data were de-
rived from bulletins received from

FLEWEAFAC.and NESS Suitland, Maryland (NOW-

Z), the APT site at U-Tapao, Thailand (ESSA-
8), or DMSP (formerly DAPP) data from vari-
ous sites (Chapter II). Intensity esti-
mates (when available) are listed using the
NESS classification system (NOAA Technical
Memorandum NESS 45). If the source were
DMSP (DAPP) data, the PCN (Position Code
Number] appears followed by the name DMSP.
If the platform were NOAA-Z or ESSA-8, that
name will appear after the intensity infor-
mation along with the site name and loca-
tion confidence number (NOAA-2 only), (NHOP,
1973) . NOAA-2 fixes without a site name
will be assumed to be FLEWEAFAC Suitland
fixes.

(2) RADAR - The latitude and longi-
tude of land-based radars are given in the
POSIT OF RADAR column. The position of mo-
bile radar platforms are included if availa-

ble. Plain language remarks appear after
AC~W radar reports regarding tropical cy-
clone characteristics, size, and accuracy
of fix (CINCPACINST 3140.lL, 1973). Al1
other land radar reports contain a 5-digit
code group identical to the WMO radar code
for reporting tropical cyclone characteris-
tics as regards to size, development, and
accuracy of location of the center or the
eye. A list of land-based radars providing
data in the fix print-out is given in Table
4-7.

(3) CPA - If a station experiences
center passage, maximum surface wind ob-
served and minimum sea level pressure re-
corded are listed.

(4) SCF - If synoptic data is dense
and consistent enough to provide accurate
fix information, the derived storm position
is listed. Maximum surface wind and mini-
mum sea level pressure values are included,
if possible.

(5) AIRCRAFT PENETRATION - These
data were normally obtained at scheduled
fix times. Additional reconnaissance air-
craft fixes are made during the peripheral

data gathering legs between scheduled
fixes. These fixes normaIIy provide date,
time, and position data only.

The categories containing information
from reconnaissance aircraft fixes aTe:

(a) ACCRY (Accuracy)

The estimated navigation
(first number) and meteorological (second
number) accuracies are expressed in nauti-
cal miles.

(b) FIX LVL (Fix Level)

A constant-pressure-surface
flight level (listed in millibars) is nor-
mally maintained during a tropical cyclone
fix mission. Low-level missions (1S00 feet)
aTe conducted at a constant, true altitude.

(c) MAX OBS FLT LVL WND

Wind speed (kt) at flight
level is measured by the AIJ/APN-82 doppleT
radar system aboard the WC-130 aircraft.
The values entered in this category repre-
sent the maximum wind measured prior to ob-
taining a scheduled fix. This measurement
may not represent the maximum wind because
the aircraft samples only those portions of
the central core region along the flight
path. For this Teason, the maximum observed
may be significantly lower than the true
maximum wind in the circulation (i.e., pene-
tration through weak semicircle on first
fix) .

A limitation of the doppler
radar system occasionally prevents the
measurement of the maximum wind in intense
typhoons. In areas of heavy rainfall, the
radar may track energy reflected from pre-
cipitation rather than the sea surface, pre-
venting accurate wind measurement. Also ,
the doppler radar mount on the WC-130 re-
stricts wind measurements to drift angles
<27° if wind is normal to heading of air-
~raft.

(d) MAX OBS SFC WND

The maximum surface wind
(kt) observed from flight level is entered
in this column. The observation is an es-
timate based on the state of the sea (refer
to 9WRWGM 105-1, Vol II, pp 2-27-28). The
sampling limitation noted in paragraph (c)
also exists for this category. In addition,
availability of these data is dependent on
the absence of undercast conditions. The
position relative to the vortex center of
items (c) and (d) need not coincide.

(e) OBSMIN SLP

The minimum observed sea
level pressure is normally obtained from a
dropsonde released in the vortex center.
If the ocean surface is visible, the drop-
sonde will be released over the center of
the area of calm seas; otherwise it is re-
leased at the flight level wind center. If
the fix is made at 1500 feet, the sea level
pressure is extrapolated from that level.

●
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(f) MIN 700 MB HT

The minimum height of the 700mb
surface in the vortex center is recorded
in decimeters.

(g) FLT LVL T;/Tn

This denotes maximum temperature
measured in the center (Ti) and ambient
temperature outside the center (To). Am-
bient temperature is measured just prior
to entering the wall cloud. Both tempera-
ture observations are in degrees celsius
and are made at a flight level of constant
pressure surface (7oo, SOO-mb).

Reconnaissance aircraft seldom
penetrate on the same azimuth from one fix
to another. Thus ,

‘he position ‘f ‘i?innormally varies from the center, bot
bearing and range. The distance is direct-
ly dependent on radar definition of the
storm.

REFERENCES:

Brand, S., “Interaction of Binary Tropical
Cyclones of the Western North Pacific
Ocean,” NAWEARSCHFAC Tech. Paper No.
26-68, September 1968.

CINCPACINST 3140.lL, “Tropical Cyclone
Operations Manual,” June 1973.

FLEWEACEN/JTWC, Annual Typhoon Report,
Guam, Marianas Islands, 1970.

Ramage, C.S., Monsoon Meteorology , Academic
Press, New York and Londcn, 1971, pp.
189-190.

Sadler, J.C., l~TheRole of the Upper Tro-
pospheric Trough (TUTT) in Early Season
Development,” ENVPREDRSCHFAC Tech.
Paper, 1973 (in press).

U.S. Dept. of Commerce, NOAA, Federal
Coordinator for Meteorological Services
and Surmortin~ Research. “National

(h) EYE FORM/ORIENTATION/DIA Hurric~ne Ope~ations Pl~n,” May 1973.

The shape and diameter (nautical
miles) of the eye are determined by radar.
This is reported only if the center is SO%
or more surrounded by wall cloud (see
definition in Appendix). The orientation
of the major axis is for elliptical cases.
Abbreviations for the eye form are:

CIRC - Circular
ELIP - Elliptical
CONC - Concentric

TABLE 4-7. LAND RADAR SITES

Location StatioriNo. ICAO Station Name

10.3N 124.OE 98646 RPMT Mactan
98440

14.4N 120.6E 98425 Manila
16.4N 120.6E 98328 Baguio
17.4N 104.7E 48357 VTUW ~;:dc~ Phanom West (USAF)
26.lN 127.8E 47937
26.4N 127.8E RODN Kadena AB (USAF)
26.2N 127.7E ROAHJ Naha AB (JASDF)
24.3N 124.2E 47918 Ishigakijima
28.4N 129.5E 47909 Naze
33.3N 134.2E 47899 Murotomisaki
30.6N 131.OE 47869 Tanegashima/Naka
33.6N 130.5E RJFFJ Itazuke Airport (JASDF)
33.4N 130.4E 47806 Fukuoka/Sefurisan
35.9N 126.6E 47141 RKJK Kunsan AB (USAF)
37.5N 127.OE 47116 Kwanaksan Myn
34.6N 135.7E 47773 Osaka/Takayasuyama
24.3N 120.6E 46770 RCMQ CCK AB/Taiwan
22.6N 120.3E 46744 Kaohsiung
23.ON 120.2E RCNN Tainan (AC&W)
22.6N 120.4E RCKH Kaohsiung Int’1 Airport (AC&W)
23.5N 119.6E RCQC Makung (AC&W)
24.ON 121.6E Hwalien
22.3N 114.2E Hong Kong Obsr.
18.lN 120.5E Paredes (AC6W)
16.6N 120.3E Wallace AS (AC&W)
14.4N 122.6E Paranal AS (AC&W)

46699
45005
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CHAPTER V — SUMMARY OF FORECAST VERIFICATION DATA

1. COMPARISON OF OBJECTIVE TECHNIQUES

a. GENERAL :

Objective techniques have been
verified yearly since 1967. Year-to-year
modifications and improvements have pre-
vented any long period comparisons of the
various objective techniques except for
EXTRAPOLATION and ARAKAWA (1963). All of
the dynamic objective forecast techniques
used during the past season employed the
simple steering concept of a point vortex
in a smoothed flow field with adjustments
based on past movement. None of the tech-
niques provided intensity forecasts with
their associated relationship to movement.

b. DISCUSSION OF OBJECTIVE TECHNIQUES:

(1) EXTRAPOLATION - Past 12-hour
movement derived from current warning
position and 12-hour old best track posi-
tion is linearly extrapolated to 24 and 48
hours.

(2) ARAKAWA (1963) - Grid overlay
values of surface pressure are entered into
regression equations. Previously hand com-
puted, computations were computerized
during the latter half of the 1972 season.

(3) MOHATT 850/700 - A modification
to the basic HATRACK program which advects
a point vortex on a pre-selected analysis
or prognostic SR (space mean) field at
designated levels in six-hour time steps
out through 84 hours. Utilizing the 12-
hour history position, MOHATT computes the
previous 12-hour forecast error and applies
a bias correction to the forecasted posi-
tions out to 72 hours.

(4) TYMOD 12/24 - A modification
to FLEWEACEN Pearl Harbor’s objective tech-
nique TSGLOB. TYMOD advects a weighted,
point source using FNWC Monterey’s global
band upper air progs out to 72 hours. out -
puts are provided for both 12- and 24-hour
history.. Bias corrections are applied to
the forecast positions based on the pre-
vious 12- and 24-hour forecast errors.

(5) TYFOON-72 - Modified version
(Jarrell and Wagoner, 1973) of the basic
TYFOON program (Jarrell and Somervell,
1970). The program outputs forecast posi-
tions as the centers of probability ellip-
ses out to 72 hours based on a group of
analog storms which occurred within a time/

m
MONTHLY DISTRIBUTION

JFMAMJJ ASOND
00001166 S430

space envelope centered about the date and
position of the storm being forecast. El-
lipses are based on the analog population
weighted according to their similarity to
the existing storms.

c. TESTING AND RESULTS:

In past years only one or two ob-
jective techniques provided 72-hour fore-
casts. For the first time, during 1973,
the JTWC had five objective techniques to
assist in formulating the 72-hour outlook.
Although some of the objective techniques
showed certain skill at various time frames,
research is continuing in an effort to im-
prove all of the objective techniques used
by the JTWC.

(1) Table 5-1 presents a comparison
of all objective techniques for all fore-
casts. Each objective technique is com-
pared to the best track, each of the other
objective techniques, and the official JTWC
forecast. A comparison of the various
techniques shows EXTRAPOLATION to be super-
ior to all other techniques at both 24 and
48 hours. When compared to the official
JTWC forecast, EXTRAPOLP.TION was only
slightly higher at 24 hours and equal at 48
hours. TYFOON-72 was the second best tech-
nique at 24 and 48 hours and superior to
the other techniques at 72 hours. When com-
pared to the official JTWC forecast at 72
hours, TYFOON-72 was only slightly higher.

(2) Table 5-2 presents a comparison
of all objective techniques for all ty-
phoons where the maximum sustained surface
wind was 35 knots or greater. Once again,
EXTRAPOLATION was superior to all other
techniques at both 24 and 48 hours and
TYFOON-72 was best at 72 hoqrs. When com-
pared to the official JTWC forecast, how-
ever, EXTRAPOLATION was equal at 24 hours
and slightly better at 48 hours. This in-
dicates the regular tracks most typhoons
described once they became well developed
plus the lack of major recurvers during
the 1973 season.

2. SUMMARY OF TROPICAL CYCLONE
FORMATION ALERTS

For the fourth consecutive year, the
JTWC issued Tropical Cyclone Formation A-
lert messages as a means of alerting De-
partment of Defense interests to poten-
tially dangerous tropical disturbances
which normally had not reached the tropical
depression stage.

Of the 26 tropical disturbances in the
western North Pacific during 1973 for which
alerts were issued, 22 were placed in warn-
ing status. Only Tropical Storm Hope,
which developed from an upper tropospheric
low, was not preceeded by a formation a-
lert. Including revisions extensj.ens, and
regenerations a total of 43 formation a-
lert messages were issued.

The high ratio of tropical cyclones to
formation alerts, 85%, can be attributed
to the improved satellite interpretation
procedures employed by the JTWC. Of the

69



43 alerts issued, 30 were based solely on
satellite data, three on aircraft investi-
gative, and two on synoptic data. The
remaining eight alerts were based on a com-
bination of satellite plus aircraft, synop-
tic data, or land radar. Thus , 88% of all
alerts issued during 1973 employed satel-
lite data as their basis.

3. ANNUAL FORECAST VERIFICATION

Forecast positions for the warning, 24-,
48-, and 72-hour forecasts are verified
against the best track using two criteria:

a. Only those forecasts for tropi-
cal cyclones which reach typhoon intensity
and the best track winds are 35 kts or
greater are verified; and

b. All forecasts for which best
track positions exist are verified.

No verification statistics are computed
for the 12-hour forecast positions. How -
ever, the lZ-hour forecast position errors
may be estimated by adding half the differ-
ence between the warning and 24-hour fore-
cast position errors to the warning posi-
tion error.

In addition to the methods described a-
above for verifying absolute error distance,
a computation of closest distance to the
best track (right angle error) is also cal-
culated for both methods. This is used to
measure the demonstrated ability of the
JTWC to forecast the path of motion without
regard to speed.

Unless otherwise indicated, the follow-
ing tables and figures depict the distribu-
tion of the typhoon criteria forecasting
errors in the JTWC forecasts.

TABLE 5-1. JTWC ANNUAL AVERAGE FORECAST
ERROR

24-HR 48-HR 72-HR— —

1950-58 170 --- ---
1959 *117 *267 ---
1960 177 354 ---
1961 136 274 ---
1962 144 287 476
1963 127 246 374
1964 133 284 429
1965 151 303 418
1966 136 280 432
1967 125 276 414
1968 105 229 337
1969 111 237 349
1970 98 181 272
1971 203 308
1972 1?: 245 382
1973 102 193 245

‘Forecast positions north of 35°N were not
verified
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kABLE 5-2. 1973 OBJECTIVE TECHNIQUES VERIFICATION FOR TYPHOONS ONLY (see criterion a)

24-tlOUR

UK m AB.KH S&4 Ix-32 m MtM.i B?i2.Q

JTWC 195 102
102 0 1

XTRl 164 100 164 100
100 0 100 0

ARXU 42 92 40 102 42 120
120 28 122 21 120 0

TY24 144 98 136 97 38 124 144 216
216 118 220 123 195 71 216 0

H-i
NU61BER X-AXIS

TECHNIQUE
C& ERROR

Y-AXIS ERROR
TECHNIQUE DIFFERENCE

ERROR Y-x

TY12 150 99 140 97 38 124 142 216 1s0 181
181 82 182 8s 166 42 181 -36 181 0

/

TYFN 170 99 1S4 98 41 121 143 215
116 17

148 181
117 19 106 -15

170 116
115 -101 11s -6S 116 0

/

MH85 135 102 129 97 35 124 120 223
147 44 146 49 131 8 146 -77 :5: ~:~ m ::; 14;

MJi70 125 101 119 9S 34 126
125 2s

113 192 118 138 122 105 124 131 125 12S
124 28 120 -6 123 -69 123 -3S 124 20 12s -6 12s o

I

JTWC XTRP——

JTWC 136 193
193 0

KTRP ;;: 192 124 191
-2 191 0

ARKW 33 187 31 191
280 93 276 85

TY24 104 1B7 102 185
389 202 395 210

AI(KW—

33 280
280 0

30 283
360 77

~

109 392
392 0

48-HOUR

TYI 2 TYFN MS8S MH70
—— ——

J’2wc - OFFICIAL JTWC SU8JECT1VE FORECAST
XTRP - EXTRAPOLATION
AFtxw - ARAxAnA
TT24 - TTMOD WITH 24-25SHISTORY
TT12 - TT260DHITN 12-HR HISTORY
TfFN - TTFOON WIGNTED CL3NO)
WH8S - 310HATT 8S0-MB PROG
NH70 - MOHATT 700-)SSPROG

TY12 108 r86 106 183 30 283 107 393 115 360

3S2 16S 3S8 175 330 4? Y56 -37 360 0

TYFN 125 190 117 189 32 287 108 391 113 3s7 132 21S

210 20 214 2S 222 -6S 203 -189 20s -1s2 213 0

MH85 98 196 96 188 27 264 91 400 97 357 101 210 103 312

314 118 314 127 266 2 308 -92 311 -46 308 98 312 0

rci70 92 19S 91 186 27 264 87 399 92 35S 9s 209 97 311 97 291

294 99 293 107 2s1 -13 282 -117 288 -67 288 79 291 -20 291 0

72 HOUR
JTk’cT~~-rr ~~—

JTwc 88 24s
24S O

TY24 71 2S2 76 618
616 364 618 D

7Y12 73 247 76 618 80 563
546 300 SS6 -62 S63 O

2TFN 82 246 7S 615 79 S66 92 291
267 21 271 -344 278 -288 291 0

Mws 63 254 60 613 64 S32 6 276 69 S13
52S 270 sol -112 SCM -28 S07 231 Sls 0

M170 61 2S4 38 60S 62 327 6S 277 67 494 67 499
499 246 477 -128 4E9 -38 493 216 499 4 499 0



~ABLE 5-3. 1973 OBJECTIVE TECHNIQUES VERIFICATION FOR ALL FORECASTS (see criterion b)

I

24- HOUR

JTWC

JTWC 267 108
108 0

XTF@ 218 104
109 5

A8xW 4s 97
127 30

‘2Y24 184 102
208 106

TY12 192 103
173 72

TYFN 21S 103
120 16

FW8S 161 106
148 42

XTRP ARKli TYFN MH85 ~

218 109
109 0

43 110 4S 127
130 20 127 0

176 105 41 132
211 106 201 69

1b2 10S 41 132
17s 70 175 43

198 106 44 128
120 14 112 -16

f: lj; 37 130
136 6

1S4 208
208 0

182 208 192 175
17s -34 175 0

183 207 190 174
119 -89 119 -SS

143 218 :8 :;:
147 -71

4
NUMBER X-AXIS

TECHNIQUE
C& ERROR

Y-AXIS ERROR
TECHNIQUE D1FFERENCE

ERROR Y-x

Es’’”
21s 120
120 0

124 161 148
47 148 0

MH70 149 105 143 104 36 132 134 191 141 159 146 112 ;$: 134 149 12R

128 24 127 24 124 -8 126 -65 126 -33 128 1S -6 128 0

1

I

JTwJ

JTWC 153 197
197 0

XTRP 137 197
197 0

ARKW 33 187
280 93

TY24 116 192
397 20s

TY12 120 19’2
3S8 166

TTFW 137 1:;
209

MH8S 105 203
311 108

m ~ ~

1s0 201
201 0

31 191 33 280
276 85 280 0

120 192 30 283 128 398
402 210 360 77 398 0

12s 190 30 283 126 399
361 171 330 47 3S8 -41

136 194 32 287 127 397
212 18 222 -65 203 -194

107 196 27 264 101 413
313 117 266 2 308 -103

JTWC -
XTRP -
ARKw -
TY24 -
TY12 -
TYFN -
MH85 -
WH70

OFFICIAL JTWC SUS.7ECTIVE
EXTRAPOLATION
ARAKAWA
TTWOD WITH 24-HR HISTORY
‘2Y?40DWITH 22-HR HISTORY
TTFOON [WEIGHTED CLIMO)
MOHATT 850-M2 PROG
MOHATT. 700-M8 PROG

FORSCAST

1
133 361
361 0

133 358 152 212
204 -1S4 212 0

108 367 112 213 114 311
310 -37 307 9s 311 0

MH70 99 202 102 195 27 264 97 413 103 366 106 212 108 310 108 291

293 91 293 98 231 -13 283 -128 288 -78 289 76 291 -19 291 0

72 HOUR
J= T= mglQ w> ~ W&l

JTWC 97 23;
2S3

TY24 79 261 95 617
611 3S0 617 0

TY12 81 2S6 95 617 :;; 377
s50 294 570 -47 0

TYFN 90 254 94 61S 99 579 y; 319
266 12 305 -S10 313 -267 0

L0485 68 264 73 625 78 S72 81 325 83 533
529 265 521 -104 526 -4S S28 203 533 0

!4J70 66 264 70 617 75 S71 78 323 80 513 & S26
506 242 305 -113 519 -52 522 199 526 12 0

23

72
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4. SUMMARY OF INDIVIDUAL TROPICAL

STORM VERIFICATION

‘ABLE 5-4. 1973 JTWC ERROR SUMMARY

I.Averageerrorsare given in nautical miles)

WARNING 24 HOUR 48 HOUR 72 HOUR
~~ ~~
ERROR ERRORCYCLONE _ _WRNGS ERROR ERROR CASES ERROR ERROR CASES ERROR ERROR CASES

1. TS WILDA 12 7 63 50 ------ ------ ------
2. TY ANITA 22 13 1: 1s7 104 : 240 3

TY BILLIE 20
--- ------

17 24
::

65 20 151 1;: 16 210 171
TS CLARA 28 20 7 ;2 88

12
3 ------ ------ ------

TY DOT 25 15 19 123
::

79 11 256 156 2 ------ ---
TY ELLEN 17 13 28

7.
135 16 201 116 6 55

1:;
53

TS FRAN 58
2

27 172 --- --- ---
8.

--. ... ---
TY GEORGIA 17 12 1: 114 96 Ii 255 225 7 279 243 1

32 13 114 96 9 9 181 155
;6. ;; !%; 24 :: 30 138 96 26 26S 1.53 21
11. TD 11 15

32; ;;+ ‘;;
155 2 ------ ... ..- ------

12. TS JOAN :; 43 1: 191 1:: 6 ------ ------ ------
13. TS KATE 21 114
14. TD 14 :: 16 : --- -:: -f ::: ::: ::: ::: ::: :::
15. TY LOUISE 21 14 18 104 71 14 225 180 9 294 173 3
16. TY MARGE 12 67 8 224 166

:! 18 1:;
3 ------ ---

17. TY NORA 77 30 192 156 24 267 218
18. TY OPAL 26 12 :: 98

20
62 11 177 --- ------

19. TY PATSY 14 29 65 37 22
::

212 1:: 2: 318 170
20. TY RUTH 12 33 84 51

17
29 126 78 24 163 90 21

21. TS SARAH 13 10 4 ------ -- ------ ------ ------
22. TS THELMA 35 15 10 146 35 263 283 283
23. TS VI?&! 2! 1%!

1
39 19 28 116 78 172 ; 236 221 3

ALL FORECASTS 24 15 374 108 267 197 134 153 253 162
*TYPHOONS 19 12 ;:

97
239 102 195 193 131 136 245 153 88

*Includes only forecasts on cyclones that became typhoons and only when verifying best track wind was 35 kt.

NM
190

170

t80

130

110

90

?0

so

1 1 I I t I t I I 1 I
M3nl Ian I I

4......AW.........
I I I I I IIAA llfi A -a I 64-73

AvG.........
64-73

=1
30
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6. TYPHOON DATA

J
18006 5 JUI 10 1s002 8 .JLL

~
oboo~ 13 .IU1 To 18001 )9 JbL

J
,$-,: m H::%::

6 -20 28.8A 176.2E 90

16 -20 JO.5tI 1>5.2E 90

zt :3 51:8K I;$:2E9!?
20 -10 d2.5h 1?5. OE 70

S -10 330mk 125.5E 65

-3 . 36.3& 176.2E 55
‘-10 ---- ----- --

fg :3 :::: ----- --
----- .-

190000Z 35.lN 122.0S, 50 34.9N 120.8E 5LI 60 0 ---- ------ .-

TVPNOONS b’tilLE MIND OVER 35KTS

AVERkGE FORECAST ERROR
UA;;~G zi-HR 48-nR 72-FIR

79NM 151Nh 21oNM

81 M Ah LF ERRoR
i%~ig~ NA&~Tuo~ OF WIWO ERMOR

17NM 123N~ ]
8K1S fi~S tOK. S ‘~ %S

AVE!+AGE ~I~~R~~4~J~0 ERROR
NU6GIER O

-6KTS -~3&KTS -~~KIS .:jKTS
2*

I
6 -2o
44 -15
3 -15

21 -10

3+ -5

01
5 i:

* ::

.- -.
-- -.

-. -.

u29.5N 126.2E 85 12%
30.e N 124.3t t15 114 &
32.1 N 126. oE 80 1s6 *S

33.7N 126.7E 8Q 165 :5

~$::N 123.9C 55 1*1 S----- -- -. --

---- ----- -- -- --
---- ----- -- -- --

----- ---.- -- -- --
----- ----- -- -- --

:: ..- ----- -- -- --.- . . . .. -- -. --
----- ----- -- -. -.

ALL FORECASIS
UARNING 74-HR 68-”R 72-wI

ZONM 7qNM 151hM 21ONM

llh~ 6,NM 17~Nq
aK s l.eKls ‘:;%s 3 K s

::KTs -j!K’s -ilKTs -::K’s

32. an la3 .eE
---- --...-
---- --. o.-

---- --...-

--, - ---/.--, - ------
---- ------.-. . ---a.-

15
--
..-
---
..----
--..-

64 2s
-- -.
-- --

-- --

-- .-
.- -.

-- -.
-- --

---- ---------- ------ :: ‘d ::
--6- ------ -- -- --

---- ------ --- -- . .

---- ------ --- -- --

77



-
0600Z 14 JLN TO OboOZ 20 JIIL

4i2 HOUR FO@ECAST

!% 90s11
10 ---- -----

MJIR ~QqfiD
-- .-

.72 lbOUFl PCRECbS1

Rcs IT MDhu

I

8:20
-- -- -.
-- -- -.
-- -- --

.- -. .-

.- -- .-

-- --- --
.- -- --

.- -- .-

. . .. . --

.- -- --
-. -- . .

. . -- --

-- .- --

.- -. --

. . - --
-- -- --

.-a. --- o,-

-.. . --. .,.
--, . -. -,.-

--, . ---,..
---- --- e..

--, - ---------- ------

1
h-. .- --

-- -- --

55 267 -70
+5 245 5
-- .- --
-. -- --

-. . . .-
-- -- --

-. -- .-
-- -- --

-. -- --

-- -- -.

-- -- .-
-- . .
-- -- ::

-- -. --

-- -. --

-- -- --

20. IN 110.56
21.7M lli.2E
.-4- -----
-. ,- ---.-

.-, - --- ...
---- ---#-

1600002 i9.4N 113.4E 76 19. ZN 113.3E

II \
71, 13 -5 <0.7h 1)2.5E 80 171

k60600Z 20.3N 113.7E 8. 2(1. W 113.5E 75 13 ‘5 ~3.tIh 113.3E 50 108

MIW; ~l:ill 11$:% j$ ~1:~~ 112:% % 28 -ia ‘~::
----- -- --
----- .- --

170n00Z 22.7N 114.7E 65 22.6N 114.6E 50 18 .]5 ---- --., - -- --

1706002 23.5N 115. X +n Z3.7N 115.1 E 35 13 ‘5 ‘--- ‘---- ‘- ‘-

15
10

-.
-.

----- -------=- ---.- .- ... --- ,.--, - .--, .
-., - ---------- --..- --- . --- ...

---- ---#-
-. -.. . ---, -

----- ---.-
---- ---, -
---- ---.’-

---- ---9’--... ....
--,. ---,.

..

--$- ---e
...- --.c-

-., - .--4.

ii-.
----- -------,. -----
--, - ---.-

191800L 31. ON 127.?E 30 30. ON 127.OE 40 61 10 ‘--- ----- -- ‘-

20017002 32.6N 126.6E 25 32.6N 127.1 E 3S 25 10 ‘--- ----- -- ‘-

2006002 34.7JN 126.1 E 26 3*.lN 126.2E 25 8 0 ---- ----- -- --

-. -- --
-- -- -.
-- .- --

----- -.-,-
-.
-.

--,- ---.-
-- ... ---, .

d=mb
l&OOL 1? JUl TO 06002 29 .IUL

BEST 7RAC.K UP.RN ING
_ EURORS

24 HOUR FORECAS 4a nouk FoREcAs7
I FM ~o~s

~~~ti” ZZ.%!s117.9Eu’q8 ~ l~” --------- ‘lY!~NO
FOSIT

.-

RORS

80s17

!

----- -.. ,- w!!? ‘o:! Hlwo. -. t

eo 8 >0

~~ lQ? Yo
--

.- -- --

-. -. .-
. . -- --

-. -. .-
-- .-. --

-- -. --

. . -. --

. . -- --
-. -. --

-- --
-- --

-- --
-- --
-- --

-- --
-- --
-.

17, Ro13Z 21.%S%IE”% 21.?fi’]~9.1E’’1~:

kaoflooz 22.3N 13a. -w 65 2?. ON ]3a. aE 55

KW881 %:% IW:E ?2 %:u HME %
L81RCIOL Z3.5N 13 LE. IE 05 23. vN 137.9E 70

1900002 <+.5N 13a.7E IO(I 24.4N 138.0
1906002 t5.7N 13B.7E 105 26. UN 137.9 E ;8:

2 6.9N 138.4E 90 26.7N 138.3
~?\~8:Z $J.W 138.4, 8. 28.3N 138.+~ %

2000001 t9. SN 138. ~E 65 29.3N 138.3E 75

z8vx8~3!:% 13?:IE2: IU:N IH:% :8
201n002 dl.9N 136.7E 5. 32. ~N 136.4E 45

210nn02 32.2N 136.5E 5n 3Z. bN 136.4E 4V

2](16002 32..2N 13b.3E 45 32. uh 136.5.E 2U

?%%~ 28:!1 13i:!E 3: 38::N l:t:!E 3:

231 H(70Z 30.1 N 130. ~E 30 30.lN 130.8E 30

?$1:88;i8:i?N133:% X MN HH N
$:128:;M!l m:% 3: 3!::1 %&x 38
.25(If700Z dl.7N 129.6E 26 3Z. IJN 129.5E 25
25u AnOZ .32.2N 129.9E i?” 3?.3N 129.5E 25

.380+ 002 J2.5N 137.1 E 4s 32.6N 137.2E 40

Zaleooz 33.3N 137.5E 35 33. JN 137.4E 40

z81nnoz d4.1 N 137.5E 25 34. oN 137. *E 40

29unoOZ 3k.6N 137.7E 25 3+. MN 137.5E 3U

I I18 -lu 26.1 N 137.7E 75 99

i? :3 MN 13$:% it M
32 15 ?4.3N 136. eE 813 24a

32.3A 136.4E

1
f;~~%]~g:~~% 1$ :8

-- ---- --
.- --
.. - .--. - ---- . :-
-- - ---- - :-
-- . ---- - -.
-- -.--
.- ---. --::
-- ---..- ----

-., - ---, --.. . --. ,.
3s
+0

In

10
--

-- .,.-. ... --- .------- ---- --------- ---,-
-----
--. ,----.-
---.-

---- -------- ...
-. -,--- ,.
-. ---

---- --------- ------- .- --- ,--.
---- . . . ...
---- -----

. .

.-
-.--
--
----
.---
..-. .
..
-.
-.
.-.

-- -- ..-
-. ●✎

---.-
------.

-- ..--. ...
--,.

--------- -
-.-,-

---- ---<---.- ---+-
---- --.6-

TI: !~:~~~39:8~ ??~
2f

----- -. . . -- . . ..- -----
e v ---- ----- -- -- -. ---- -----

-- /.-- ... --- .---- .- --, - --- 4.-

---- -----

-.+- --. ,.

-.+. --. ,-

----
-.--
--
--
--
--

-.
--------- -- -- -- ----- -----

:: ; :::: ----- -- -- -. ---- -----
a -b ---- ----- -- -- -- ----- -----

5 3 ---- ----- -- -- -- ---- -----
8 15 ---- ----- -- -- -- ----- -----

19 5 ---- ----- -- -- -- ---- -----

---- ---#----- ---f..-. -- ---- . . --
-. -. --
-- . . :.
-. . . --
-- -. --

.- .. --- #.
---- ---<-
---- ---.’-

.-
-.
-.. ..- --...-

ALL FORECASIS
tiA~t.4~;G 26-HR 4M-HN 7 -HR

135NH 70LW4 5~NM

l’lPHOONS WUll E u1hO OvER 35K7S
VARNIhG 7A-HR 4EI-HR ~ ;_R

AVEUAGE fOHECAST .%.!OR 17Nv 13=.NM 201Nm E

78



06002 09 &UG TO 1800Z 12 buG

BEST TRACK “ARhlNG

:--- ----- -- -- ---,- ----- -- -- -.
:--- ----- -- -- ---.- ----- -- -- -.

L/1
y!: HJ::~ :! ‘y! ~:.
19.*N 106.1 E 40 28Q Z.O

?J8;M 18W X ?M :f8
20i3N 106.5E 2S 369 .S

----- ----- -. -. .-
----- ----- -- -- --

----- ---, - -- -. .-
----- ----- -- -- .-

-.<- ---, .
--+. . . . . . :: :: ::

-., - ----- -- -- -.
----- ---.- -- -- -.

~A~N ~~W:E ~~

d

I

7! 7s
-.

---- ------ -- -. .-

--, - ------ -- --- . .

---- ------ .- -. -.
.-m. . . . .. . -- -- -.

----- ------ -- - -.

--... ---,. -- -- --
-- ,.. ---,. -. --- .-

---- ------ -- -. --
---- ---, - -- -- --

-.. . --. ,.
---- ---..-

---- ...*.----- --. ,-

:: --:: --
-. -- ---. -. .-

7YP~00NS *HILE MIND OvER 35KTS fiLL FOREchSTS

bvERAGE fORECAST E%lOR
UARNING 24-14R 4S-flR 7 ‘HR

3
WARNING z4-HR 48-HR 72-HR

I 7NM II+NM z55NH ?7 NM 1 W)! 1 &4NM 255NII 279NM
AVERME RIGHT ANGLE ERROR 12NH 96NM 225NM 743N)4 I aNM 96NM 225NM ,?+3NM

4VERAG MAGNITUDE OF w ND ERROR
E A&VER,SG BIAS OF WINO E ROR %2 -;:[T$ -i%?: -;%!: ?[13 -%% -17!T3 .:3[!2

NUMBFR OF F0REcbST5 15 11 7 1 15 11 7 1

dIEcm
06002 10 ●IC 10 12002 17 AUG

BEST 119ACK -
24 HOUR FoRECAST 48 MOUH FORECAST 72 09G0 R PORECAST

7
oRSWIND POSIT WINO

19 -5 2s.3N 130. IE 50

26 0 ---- ----- --

13 5 26.2N 129.3E 70

01 5 /7.4r4 131.8E

95
90

90

J8
60

55

z~

Ss

45

28
-.
--
-.-.

1
81 10
64 30

1? $2

13+ 20

]a :?
229 -15

196 -15

M “-!Z

91 5

156 0

323 1:

-- -.
U-.<------------.....------.-----------------.<--------::::

----- ----- -. . . -.
I

--------------.-,,,.-..---,--.....---..---::::Z+f

---- ---, - -. -- . . ZL
.-.. --.(. -.

“-- -- z;--+- ---,. -.
---- ---d- -- :: :: *4

25. . .. . .. ...
-- -- -., - ----- -- -. -- .-, - .. . ..
-- -- ----- ------ -- -- -- ---- :::::-. -- --, - ----- .- -. -- --, -

ALL FO19ECAS7S
UAR191NG a4-HQ 4U-14R 72-NR

.- -. --
-- -. -.
-- -. ---- -- --
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==22
OUOOL2 OCT TO ueOuL 10 oCT

REST TRACK 26 UOIJH FOHECAS
RCRS

PCSIT

h

WIND 0:9 kl~D
12.4N 132.7E 5U
i3.lh 131.5E 50 143 ‘5

POSI1 MIND POST T b!i ND

n

I :0
0200002 11.4u 135.3F 30 11.4N 135.3E 30
020&30Z 11. *N 13+.6E 30 11.7N 134.lE 30 1: Q

!111.4h 127. *E 100 227 10

M: i%% ‘:8 ‘~f w

J3. S+ 178.9E 95 56 -50

HM i;21E 133 lU R
16.3h 175.8E 120 80 in

15, Ph, l?4.3E 145 13 25

Hm 1?1:%lx?1?: f:
15.3A 1713.2E 90 208 -la

lS.5N lln. tk 00

~

96 ,0
20.lN llR. LL 80 11o LO

:2:,$: !Sy.$: :2 31; ;?

23.3N Ilu. ak 10 47 5

a3.6N ~!:::E ~: 213 -5.- ... -- --
----- ----- .- -- :-

-.,. ----- -- .- --

-. ... ----- -- c .- .-
----- ----- --
----- ----- -- -. ::

22.5h lLt,5E
23. OB 1L6. OE

---- ------
-.+- ---..-

---- ,------
--, . -. -+..---- .--/-
---- ---..-
.-m - ---,.

IwM im H%% ?! MN lME ?2 y,:
091RooZ 22.9M 119. fIE 65 23. QN 119.1 E 75

-., - -------.. . --- a.-

---- .---.’- -. -- -:
. . -- --
-- -. --

1000oOZ 24. oN 110.4E 6S 23. UN 118.7E 70 20 5

10060 OZ 25.2N 117.7E an 25.3N 117.7E 50 6 10

---- ----- -- -- --
---- ----- -- -- --

----- ----- -- -- -- ---- ---d-

----- ----- .- -- -. .-. . ---Q.-

TYPHOONS WHILE MIND ALL FORECh31S

~
1200L b 0C7 10 0600L 8 Oc,

EEST TRACK

Pos I 1 Ulwn

821?88;11:NIM U

8R:88\mllHE ?,;
8w88?tmllR?E &

0600002 13.2N 111.QE 7P
060600Z 13.+N 112.4E 75
061POOZ 13.6N 113. nE 70
061/ToOZ L4. ON 112.5E 7*

070n00Z i4.2N 111.7E 75
0706002 14.3N lll.l E 7<

8%881H:% lik’x n
080000Z 1+.3N IO LI. QE +5

.3ss5Lw 24 HOUR FoRECAS7 48 uOuk FORECAST
-—

F(3S1T ,,,0 *R:%

72 IPOIR s ckEcbsT

PCS17

0

o~:c
Ubr, b

--.- ------ -- :: ------ . . . .. . . . --

... . ------ -- -- --
---- ------ -- -- --

--o- ------ .- -- “-.
---- ------ -- .- --

--, - ------ -- .- --
--, - -. -.,. .- .- ,, --
---- -- .,.. -- -. --

---- ------ -- -- --

--.- ------ -- .- .-
---- -- .,.- -- -- --

--.- .--..-
--.- ---..-

i;:;N i;i:~k

lt.2N 107. IE
----- -----

1$::: 18%%

14. CN 10R.9L
---- -----
---- -----
----- -----

----- -----
---- -----

-- ..- -----

---- -----

ALL FOI?ECAa TS

1
% 2i5 -55

3s z~~ -40
-- --

L% 1:4-:8

65 lR 20
-- -- --
-- -- --
-- -- --

-- -- --
-- -- --

-- -- ---- -- -- -. .- -.-- -. -.
-- -- ---- -- -- --.- ---..-

TYPHOONS WHIIE WZNU OVER 35KTS

bVEOAGE FOREChST ERROR
hVERhGE ~1GH7 AN6LF ERRnfJ 12NP “- 89NN ONW e; NM

SKTS f;flS 271(IS
12F. M Llghld o NV

AVEQbGE MAGNITUDE OF UINO ERHOR OUTS 5K1S
AVEQaGE UIAS OF WIND ERROR

Y2K1S 27KTs
1K7S

OKTS
6KTS -l IKIS 067S lKTS .6KTs -l IhTs OKT5

NUMRFR OF FORECAS75 15 1; s o is )1 a o

81



06004 6 OCT TO 06002 15 oCT

BEST TaACK WARNING 24 HOUR FoRECAST 40 UOUR FORECAST

i :!

RORs oils

0606002 12. ~is%.lEnl~; 13.%s!:1 .BE’% 25
WIND

5 16.%s~~0.1E”’%’ “D 4 ‘~D ,,5.:fis;J;.bE%g 4 -fin

061X10Z 12.9N 14 .9E 3. 13. UN 142.6E
I061q00Z 12.9N 14 .7E ~“ 13.lN ,42.,E % ;& = 1;::: i:!:% ;8 I% :1$ it:~ti i%~~ :: 1~~ ~~

070n00Z 12.9N 141.4E 35 13. UN 141.2E &o 13 5 14.lh 139.5E 60 0 15J3N 13i. +E 70 a? To
0706002 13.4N 140. RE 45 13. ON 1*0.7E 50 25 5 13.5h 138.5E 70 :;
0712002 13.8N 140.4E 55 13.5N 140.2E 55 21

5 13.9N 136. uE 7S 10Q “O
O A5. oh 138. ?E 70 50 P 16.4N 136.3E 7s 15Q

071RoOZ 13.9N 139.5E 55 14.13N 139.6E 55 B O 16.lh 137.3E ?0 87 -5 17.8N 134. bE 75 155 ~;

OEX3000Z 14.1 N 138. RE 60 14.lN 13a.7E 60 6 0 45.5h 135.5E 85 33 5 16.8N 135.3E 95 64 45

88!%8; 1*:M W:% 93 M t%:% ?8 H 3 m 133:6[ K in a4 y! W: .3! ;:: $!
081 RoOZ h*.lN 136.qE 75 15. ON 137. oE 75 19 0 16.6), 135.lE 90 142 -3q .

0900002 15.1 N 135.qE 8(T 15.2N 135.7E 80 13 0 16.4h 132.5E 90 55 -50 17.6N 130.2E 100 04 5

t64’ I%:$E1]8l?::1$~$8:;~::;~;!:,!~!$m:~13:?:133:% 1?2 1%% HM u 12 ;: ,7:3h
091 ROEIZ 15.7N 132. RE 125 15.7N 13?. OE QG O 30 17. Oh 1?9.3E 110 hi.

100noOZ 15.9N 131.7E 140 15.9N 131.7E i40 O 0 ~7.4h 1?8.lE 160 FJS 65 r9.SN 125.6E 14S 183 l@S

18!::83H.:i!i w: M H’:% w! 1% ; ;! p:g p! ~~j ~: g ,:$:M %:% N 1:: l=
101 J!OOZ 16.7N 128.1 E 105 16.7N 12 EI. oE 130 -. - ---, - -- --- --

!18288Z i9:?N l$~:zE 2: l?:$N l%::E ial 19 33 hkah 131:% ?’! 18 28 “=:: == = = ::

llti318iW M:*E U lt:flI%$EU ]~A:::h 1)8.lE 65 1
----- .- .:: ?!:1: :I$:zf il 38

1201700Z la.6N 1’22.5E 4. la.7N 122.8E 45 5 ---- ----- --
1206rIoz la.7N 120. AE 3. 19.4N 120.9E 35 ~~

-- -- 24 .@N lli.7F. 25 629 -5
5 ---- ----- -- -- -- ---- ----- -- -- .-

121?002 La. ON ha. OE 2S la. UN 119. oE 25 57 0 ---- ----- -- -- -. ---- ----- -- --- --

131?002 17.5N 112.1 E +0 17.5N 112. oE 30 6 -10 ‘--- ‘---- ‘- ‘- ‘- ‘---- ----- ‘- ‘- --

131800Z 17.2N 111. OE 35 17.5N 109.6E 30 82 ‘5 ‘--- ‘---- ‘- ‘- -- ‘--- ‘--=- ‘- ‘- --

140000Z 17. ON 109.9E 30 16.SN 109.4E 30 41 0 ---- ----- -- -- -- ---- ----- -- -- .-

TYPMOONS WHII E WIND oVER 35K7S ALL FORECASTS

“’~;y 341C’ z?%l~” 31i%ER
UA~~~~6 ~;~iin @~R :::~~

AVEWAGE FORECAST ERROR
AVERAGE MIGHT ANGLF ERRnR 37NM 122NM 170NM

i~~%$~ ~ff~l~!OF1sg #~&8RERR0R

14hM

!Hli R[J2 3$[13 43KTE !Kl$ ?i[lg 39ET$ %la

NUWRFR OF FORECAS7~ 29 22 21 29

&
RUTH

1200L 1] OCT TO 1200Z 19 OcT.
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POSIT WINn POSIT IIINL3 n$?”%i, ‘~%DPo5r7
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48 HOUR F0F4ECA~T
,

n

mops
PoSIT uINO U,NLI

12:8N H?:+E ?! w’ i8

II
15.w ,M.(E 60 10” -%
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ANNEX A

SUMMARY OF TROPICAL CYCLONES

IN THE CENTRAL NORTH PACIFIC

1. GENERAL RESUME

Fleet Weather Central, Pearl Harbor,
issued warnings on two tropical cyclones in
1973 for the Central Pacific as shown in
Table A-1. Warnings were coordinated with
the Central Pacifi~ Hurricane Center, Hono-
lulu, and the Eastern Pacific Hurricane
Center, San Francisco, in accordance with
the National Hurricane Operations Plan.

TABLE A-1. COMPARISON OF CENTWL PACIFIC
ANNUAL WARNING AND CLIMATOLOGY DATA

1969 1970 1971 1972 1973—. —— —

TOTAL NUMBER
OF WARNINGS o 27 19 76 43

CALENDAR DAYS
OF WARNING o 8 8 21 13

TROPICAL
DEPRESSIONS o 1101

TROPICAL
STORMS o 1130

HURRICANES o 1111

TOTAL o 3342

.
2. INDIVIDUAL CASES 1

Two tropical cyclones.entered the Cen-
tral Pacific from the east during 1973.
Both Doreen and Katherine were ffillydevel-
oped hurricanes in the Eastern North Paci-
fic before crossing 1406W longitude. Only
Doreen was still of hurricane intensity
upon entering the Central North Pacific.

Doreen, the first hurricane of the year
to invade the Central North Pacific, was
first located on 16 July by weather satel-
lite near 10”N 101”W over the warm waters
off Panama. Throughout her life cycle,
Doreen followed a path strikingly similar
to that of Hurricane Celeste of August 1972.

The small storm rapidly intensified to
hurricane strength as she moved westnorth-
westward toward Hawaii. On the ninth day
after detection, about 800 miles southeast
of Hawaii, Doreen weakened to a tropical
storm, turned to the southwest, and decel-
erated.

On the afternoon of the 27th, the 144-
foot Greek ship, CORNELIA, sailed into the
storm’s path and sent out an emergency call
for help when it lost its rudder while
being lashed by 50 kt winds and 35-foot
waves. A sea level pressure of 971mb was

reported. The ship managed to clear the
storm and continued to Panama after de-
ciding not to return to Honolulu with Coast
Guard assistance.

After the slowdown, Doreen accelerated
toward the westnorthwest attaining 85kt
winds near her center. She passed 300 miles
southsouthwest of South Point, Hawaii on
the afternoon of the 30th.

On the afternoon of the 29th, nine-foot
ocean swells and three and a half foot surf
generated by Doreen were observed at Kapoho,
the easternmost town on the island of
Hawaii.

On the afternoon of 1 August, a weak
Doreen passed 100 miles north of Johnston
Island. Doreen dissipated under an upper
trough two days later as she crossed the
International Date Line. No damage was in-
curred at Hawaii or Johnston Island.

Beginning as a weak cloud circulation
seen by weather satellite on 28 September,
Katherine, the second and last Central
North Pacific storm of 1973, developed over
the warm waters off Panama in the same area
as Doreen. However, Katherine did not fol-
low the same path. She moved towards the
northwest, intensifying to hurricane
strength”on 1 October, but then curved to
the southwest between 120 and 125”E longi-
tude.

Weakening to tropical storm strength,
Katherine turned to the southwest on the
3rd. By the 6th, she began to follow a
more westerly course near 130N 130°W, dissi-
pating a few days later 600 miles eastsouth-
east of the island of Hawaii under a cold
upper trough.

FIGURE A-1. Tkop.i.uzl?S.tohmVoaeen, 28
Ju-tg 1973, 2149 GMT. [DMSP .imagaAg)

lReport submitted by Meteorologist in Charge, NWS Forecast Office, Honolulu, Hawaii.
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4. CENTER FIX DATA - HURRICANES

FIuRRICANE DOREEN
FIx P17s1T ONS Foh CvCLOkL NO

i0601JZ 8 .IIL ro 00U0L UJ AUG4

MaX UUS M6A 0ss
FIX F IX ACCli Y FIX

Oas MIN rLT
FL I LVL .lNo Src a[NL3 MIN 700qB LVL EYk Onltf”- EvE

R“,G VkL uRG RN(, SLP HGT 11/TO FOINI TAT ION OIA

wok 04PP

N13b
NUN 8AFP

3g”N12u”f:# 30 972 285 1> e Clnc 20

1juN
‘“”:;2 45 96’

?83 1 f 7 CIRC 23

18 au 310 Mla 96R ?81 10 9 ELIP S,-Nb
I<ON (3nrP

15X .5

P::N 1 LDI?P
DAPP

NUN UAPP
NUN DAPP

PCN 1 DAPP
v:fiN 1 OAIJP

DAPP

NUN L)APP
*CN I IZAVP

P?#’”l WT
DCNN2 pm-:

‘UN 80
L3A~$ ~

12 967 ?00 10 10 Chic 12

NUN
12 8>OA:! 3 962 278 2. II CIRC 10

NUfY oAVP
DCN 1 I)APP

DfN I DAPP
6> 90 6 994 301 lb 9 CIRC :20

%:h’1 :%F

NU(U l)nPP

*

.fiAIMfi NMBh

,

‘
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5. POSITION AND VERIFICATION DATA - HURRICANES

HURR I C6NE DOREEN

16002 17 WI 10 Ooooz 3 bu6

BEST TRACK ,ARN I “G 24 HOUR FoREckST 48 “OUR FoRECAST 72 MIMIR FOHECASI

1900003 11.6N 112. CIW 65 11.6u 112.3u 65

1906002 11.9N 114. OW 70 12. ON 113.5H 70
19~200Z 12.1 N 115.lu 75 12.2N 114.7H 100
191aoOZ 12.5N 116.W 75 12.6N 116.1* 100

~%%Z ,2.9N ,48.3W 6, 13.3N ,49.0, 75
Z 13.lN 147.’4u 60 13.3N 1411. OU 75

2EIW0 12. EIN 148.7w 60 2.7N 148.8u
12FJlSOO~ lZ.9N 149.6w 60 2.5N 149.7W

;:

2900002 13. oN 1512.3u 60 13. ON lSO.3d 90
2906002 13.3N lS1.~W 65 13.lN 151.2u 90

%lg88ZH:$l1%:%R H:?R1%~~!8!
300000Z 14. ON 153.7u no 13.9N 153.2M 100

:8!%SZ~::nE%:%% 12:%%:8:1$8
301800Z 14.7N 156.6w 85 14.5N 156.8w 90

31000 O2 15. ON 157. %J 80 15.1 N 157.8w 75

3H:88*1%%!i%!:::?:1::3!l%!:?:?g
3118002 16.2N 161. flM 65 16.3N 161. *w 75

OIOOOOZ 16.8N 163. ?u 60 16. aN 163.lu 65
O1O6OOZ 17.6N 16~.7u 55 17.3N 164. bW 65

8tit881 t~::! 1$9:6: ?g 19:$N 12k?s $$

020000Z 19. oN 16B.7u ●O 18.7N 16b.3U 50

03 SOOOZ 19.5N 17305M 26 19.6N 173.5M 35

0 30 13.6N 153.7d 90
12 25 13.7N 154.6ti 90

1+ i~ kJN k%:l: iss
30 20 15.4N 156.6u 100

~ ?8 !2::: 133:* 188
5 15.6N 160.9u 90

-6 !6.8N 162.1 U 65

1; ~ l?:$N i%:% $3
24 10 17.9N 166.ZM 65

5 18.7N 169.1 W 65
1$ 10 19. IN 170.6M 65

5: II lkfx l?s:ti i8
29 10 20.7N 174.2u 30

43 10 ---- ----- --
5 ---- ----- --

25 5 ---- ----- --

6 10 ---- ----- --

189 ‘o 18.4N 16303M 100 296 60

82 . 5 ---- ----- -- -- .- ---- -----

-- -- ---- ----- -- -. -- ---- ------
-- --- ---- ----- -- -- -- --, - -----
-- -- ---- ----- -- -. -- --, - .--.o-

--- -- ---- ----- -- -- -- --, - --. o.-

55

--
-.
-.

. .
--
. .--

169 30

-- --
-- --
-- -.

-- -.
-- -.
-- -.-- -.

-.
---.
.-

-- -.
-- -.-- ---- -.
-- --



.

NuRR I CAME KATHERINE

lZLIn? 29 5ED tU lbOLtL B oCT

BEST TRACK dARNl ‘JG 24 HOUN FORtCAST ●8 MOWN FoRECAST 72 HOUR FONLCASI

0500602 15.1 N 131 .nw 35 15.7N 129.9w 50
0506002 14.8N 132. >w 35 15.2N 132.0. 50
051?002 1*04N 133.4w 30 15.3N 132.2U 50

0S11300Z 1~.2N 134.5M 30 14.2N 13*.5w 50

0600002 l~. ON 135. au 30 l,.l N 135.6w e<

0 ‘“”N ‘3J”5W~%$1$~ ~~:~~ ]~~:% jO \..6N 1 .7w ::
061@ooZ 13.4N 139.lw 30 13. ON 139.8U SO

078 bOOZ 13.3N 140. % 30 12. bN 141. OW
070600Z 13. ?N 141.5W 30 12.5N 142. OW

:!

071s 02 13.2N 142..u 3fl 13.1 N 163.2u $(,
80710 02 13.1 N 1+3. vu 30 12.9N 144.111 35

%%tl ;::;; ,46.3, 30 13.4N ,4.5.8, 35
145.lu 317 13.3N 146.3M 35

OE11200Z 13.3N lIk7. qb’ 25 lJ.6N 148.2w 35

0818002 13. +N 149.7u 2S 13.5N 148. OW 30

P05Y7 UINO
13.4N 113.6W 30

16. oN 113.9U 60

t5. otA 115,0d 65

1::2: Iia:t: 28

15..FN 119.5w 55

18.5N 170.0# 75

j::y p::: :$

18. nN 1?3. OU 75

l&l.5N 124. Od 55

la. RN 12.1.7# 50
19.,,N 1?5.4u 55
15.9N 129.1* 55

J!”:%.33 30 --~-T uIND
- . ----- --

47 -5 17.4N llA. UW 6.0

bl -10 19.4N IIA. >w 60

1% :A~ 28:91 112:% 45
10+ -35 16.5N 126.2* 50

EIH’WI POSIT WIN()
-- -- ---- ---+. --

150 -30 21.2N 116.3w 50

221? -TO 23. ON 116.3ti 60

s?? :~a L%% 112:3: %

23n -;0 16. tiN 129.3w ●5

3S6 -iO 25. ON 122. OU 40

3!3! :2 %% 13?:% :;

3311 40 21. ON 129. OM 50

371 5 21. ON 130.5M 3U

15. ON 137. OU 40

15. !W 1-47.5W 45
14.9N 138.74 45

)3. nt. 130.3u 60

,2.5N 141. OG 35

!2:2: 1%?: 3?

12.5N 143.8w 50

)1. uN 1~6.58 50
12.5N 147.0# 40

,3. W4 14s02@ 35
)3. ON 1.B.2M 35

..+- ----- .----- ----- .-
---- ----- --
------- ...-

92 10 17.5N 14 P.,JR 3S 269

!1 !3 ;~::: !$:::: :! ::2

52 10 12. ON 147. dw 40 119

5 12. ON 14 f.. OW 30 84

,; -: 1?:!1 l%::: 32 i!?:

36 20 11.aN 1~7.IW 50 13~

14; f$ =::
----- -. --
----- -- --

43 10 ---- ----- -- --
63 III ---- ----- -- ‘-

-- -- ---- ----- -- ---- -. ---- ----- -- --
-- -. --.- ------ .- --
-- -. ---- ----- -. --

5
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10

io

0

.5
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20.5N 147. OW 30

i::% 1%!: %
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ANNEX B
BAY OF BENGAL TROPICAL CYCLONES

1. SUMMARY OF DATA 1

t ““”’+ p.:. -e%

k5“ ?

,.

,,

T.,
T

:’

+

. .

,!. ! , ,-! _!... . ...,!

+

TABLE B-1. 1973 BAY OF BENGAL TROPICAL CYCLONES

CYCLONE

33-73 08
35-73 04
37-73 15
41-73 05

MAx MIN NO. OF
INCLUSIVE SFC OBS WARNINGS
DATES WND SLP ISSUED REMARKS——

OCT - 12 OCT 40 --- 9 -----------------

NOV - 09 NOV 70 988 13 --------------- --

NOV - 17 NOV --- 4 FORMERLY TS SARAH
DEC - 09 DEC :; --- 8 ------- ------- ---

I

lTropical cyclones in the Bay of Bengal are numbered consecutively from the beginning of
the calendar year and are included with those developing in the South Pacific and Indian
oceans. The JTWC area of responsibility in the Bay of Bengal includes the area north of
the equator from the Malay Peninsula to 90°E. The JTWCissued two warnings in the Bay of
Bengal during 1973 when T.C. 33-73 went ashore east of Dacca and when T.C. 35-73 was fore-
cast to recurve and move eastward into the JTWC’S area of responsibility. All other warn-
ings were issued by FLEWEACEN Guam. All Bay of Bengal cyclones for 1973 are included in
Annex B.
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“’~’yc’”i’”-’‘q j, ~5”, ~.~””. BEST TRACK

L

‘:7--:04NOV-09 NOV1973
?=’T-M. ‘m. J “’ i \\_w,w,MuM~LpMAX6FC WIND 60 I(TS

NA ,1/ ,,. —
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1, 9 hri\V- l15b-

t <“~” k ~ “\’ t 000 TMPICALDISWNICE t t t, .
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. . . . . -..

KY

FIGURE B-4. %ebt z%ack chah$ dot TfiopLca2 Cyclone 35-73.

FIGURE B-5. VMSP imageJcqofj
8 Novembeh 1’?73, 0243 GMT.
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3. CENTER FIX DATA

FIx
ho.

1

2
3

4
5
6
7

10
11

16

TIME Pn~IT

8ob137 18.6N 927. OE

8 .2137 2@. @N 527.5E
18 e137 38. WJ 30. OE

9o013z 5u.7N a33..3E
913b13z .98.704 EIO,.5E
9 21+2 >8.7N 90 ●,E

i i“9 Ui*Z 58,1W 10 .GE

100U15Z 18. *N 36. I)E
J100b15z 88.7N 35. oE

101216z 58.7N 835. OE
101817Z 38.7N 634.5E

1100182 18.7N 434. OE
1106182 9LI.7N 33.5E
Il1219Z 7EI.6N 533.5E
lll&20Z 98.5N 833. oE

1200237 58.5M 234.5E

k~: TIME POSIT

40Q07z se.9N 131.5E

; :%%4;
88. UV 83 .5E

338. UW 53 .5E

4 41LI0 z 98. nN 334. !3
5 50UO?Z 78.aN 33.5 I
6 050 blcIz 68.7N 533-nE
7 51211z 38.7N 133. oE

51 LI12z lS.6N 633.5E
: 60U12Z B8.6N 536. oE

60613z qE.6N 60Z. OE
:! 61213Z 88.13N a03. OE

bl@lkZ 4a.7N 303. OE

/: 1%123 ;::i: ‘“m

71?16Z 78. tCN 200.5E
it 71617Z 49.8N 300.5E

IJ $881% %%% ?33::[

80 Ll]Uz 98.8N 133. oE
% E1219z 313.7N 933. oE

$4 %t% %m %:%

FIx
ho. lIME Pfls ] T

1 160015z 38. RN 136. OE

2 1606162 18. RN S04.5E
3 161216z 9tT.9N 103.5E

.! 1$1818$ 28:%?83:%
6 1706202 29. tN 201.5E
7 17082UZ 49.lN 3u1.5E

8 1712217 39.lN 401. OE
9 171LW2Z 39.1 N 536. nE

1! l%m 4$::N :%:%

12 1812242 69. ON 933.5E

VN3Pl@L CVCLUNt -
FIX POSIT IUNS FW CYCLU#R;: 33-73

u60UZ OU u?T TO UOOUL Id uLT

M,A o.qs ❑AX 08s
F 1X ACC14Y FIX FLT LUL UIND *C ● ltiD
CAT #AV-MET L“, DIR VFL BOG flNG VEL BUG RNG

SA r

SAT
SAT

SAT
5AT
SAr
SAT

SAT
>AT
SAT
bA7

SAT
SAT
SAT
SAT

SAT

(To/o/ / h~s, PCN 3 EIAISP

[To/of / MRS1
PCN 3 D16SP
PCN 3 DM5P

!: !; : ; ; :%’; ::: j ::;P

IT 0/ (, / / ~RS)
PCN 3 DP$P
PCN 3 13MSP

f hRs, PCN 3 OMSP[;gclgj
/ llRs, PCN 3 u#SP

PCN 3 13#lSP
[10/()/ / HRS> PCM 3 DMSP

[To/0/ / IIFJS, Pcti 3 DW3P
(70/*/ / IIRs) PCN 3 OMSP

PCN 3 DMSP
(1 0/6.0 / / I’lf/s., PCN 3 DAISP

(T 0/6.0 / / MRs) PCN 3 DM5P

SAT

SAT
SAT

:Al

SA7
SAT

5AT
SAT

SAT
5A T

SAT
SA
SA !

Sh T
SAT

3:J

SAT
5A7
SAT
S4T

(T 0/6.() /

<T o/6. o /

[l $/::: j

(T O/1. U /

(T O/1. U /
(T 0/1.0 /

(T 0/1.0 /

/ WJs,

/ hl?s,

$ %!;;
/ @RS1
/ hRs)
/ 71RS)
/ liRs)

/ llRS,
/ HRs)
/ tlRs,

/ hRs ,

~ m;

f tlRs,
/ llRs,

PCN 3 OHSP

PCN 3 DMSP
PCN 3 OWSP

PCN 3 ENSP
PCW 3 DMSP
PCN 3 DMSP
PCN 3 OHSP

PCN 3 DMSP
PCN 3 DNSP
PCN 3 DMSP
PCN 3 OMSP

PCN 3 DISSP

;f: 3 8%$

PCN 3 DMSP
PCN 3 DMSP

%: 3 BE%

PCN 3 ‘sMSP
PcN 3 oNSP
OCN 3 0W5P
PCN 3 OMSP

iTUOP U CYCLLWE
FIX POSIT W& F(JR CYCLIJN:% 37-73

.000Z lb NuV 10 ‘WOOZ l“i NUV

OBS MIN rLT FOS17
NIN 700M0 Lvl EYE 061 E.N- EVE OF M..
SLP HGT 71/10 FORM T.TION Lll A FAO&fi NVOG

*..

00s MIN t LT *POSIT

HA). ORS MAX 08S
FIX ACCUY

OBS MIN FLT
FIW FLT L*L wINO SFC UIhO

‘FOSII
HIN 700)IB LvL EYE OilEN- EvE OF me,

CAT hAV-HET Lv, DIR VEL 8RG RN6 UEL ONG RNG SLP HGT TL/TU FORM TiTION OIA :17Ao*6 FAlO,fi

TaOPILAL CVCLCANE -
FIX POSIT ILINS FOR CrCLONtlN:j 4,-73

VOOOZ 00 U5C TO 120UZ 09 ULC

sl&A o#S MAX OBS OBS MIN +LT

*1x ACCRV FIX
71ME

FL1 LVL wIND
,Fos1l

SFC MIND MIN 700NB LVI EYE
POSIT CAT hAV-MET Lv#

OUIEN- EYE OF
OIR VEL MRG RtiG VEL BUG RNG SLP

m.,
HGT 1,/70 FCINM Tj, TION Olb FADAfi NuOh

618 IZ
700112 %:% %::/ ::{
70612z LW.5N 732.5E SAT
71212z 913.5N 534.5E SAT

71U13Z 70. W 336. ISE SAT
080U1*Z 68.5N 301. OE MT

0s0615z 6.9. SN 6b;.~[ ~:~
081217z 38.6N .

081*1Yz 28. +.N 803. OE ?AT
0900202 68. *N 105. oE 5AT

%!:%; ;$:7: %:% ::!

IT 0/1.0 / / hRs,

(7 0/1. ” / / nRs)

~; -g;;::; j :RF;

IT 0/1.() / Z PRS1

(T 0/1.0 / / llRS)
{T 0/1.0 / / HRs )

(T 0/2. = f / HRS)

{T 0/5.5 / f MRs,
(T 0/6.5 / / hRs )

(T 0/7.0 / / HRS)

PCN 3 OMSP
PCN 3 OMSP
Pcli 3 014SP
PCN 3 OMSP

PCN 3 OM>P
Pm 3 DHSP

PCN 3 OMSP
PCN 3 OMSP

PCN 3 OMSP
OCN .6 DMSP

PCN 3 ONhP
DCN 3 DM>P

94



4. POSITION AND VERIFICATION DATA

. . . . . . -.
lUl,PICnL CYLLUNL ~~-f>

0bO07 08 OCT TO 00002 12 oCT

REST TRACK W,W51.ING 24 HOUR FORLCAST
EIIRORS ERROR=

48 HOUR FOREC6ST
El?QooS

72 lbOLR PCtIECbSI
EHROQ.

POS J T
0EI06002 13. f~s1~8.4E”% 13.lN 88.6E”1%

i
0817002 3.2N 88. %E 35 1*. UN 8EI. OE 3S
OEIUOOZ 3.3N 08. OE 35 ---- ----- --

‘?; ’180 13.%1 ~6.2Eu1t~

56 0 x6.lh n5.7E 45
-- -- ---- ----- --

flCSIT WJAII
--- ------- .. .

.$:1u~-c

-- --
-- --

-- --

-- -.
-- .-
-- -.

-- --

-- --
- -.
-- -.

-- -.

-- -.
-- -.

-- --

-- . .

--- .--- .’- .. ...-
---
..----
---

127 5 15.ON 86.7k 45 2+1 iO

-- -- -----
159 20 15.2N ‘ii:::k i; ii; :i

-- -. ----- ----- -- -- --

090n00Z 13.5N 8T. @E 35 13.3N 87. sE 35 21 u 14. ?b n6.1 E ●5

-- -- --.- -----
+2 0 1*. +h L16.1 E zi
-- -- ---- ----- --

.,. .. . . ...
090 f,00Z 13. EN .27. RE 40 ‘--- -----
091?OOZ 1+.2N 87.qE 40 13.9N 8T.3E ;;
091eoOZ 14.5N 98.1 E 4n ---- ----- --

-4- .-- .,..

---
---- . . .

--- .---, -

1000OOZ 15.1 N 88.1 E 40 16. *N 88.lE 40

18!588! !Z:iw 8?:% M iGiN -=i:3E ii
10lnOO,Z 17.3N 87. *E 35 ---- ‘---- ‘-

42 0 15.4k RB.7E 60

;i ‘; i%k -Gi:;E ::
-- -- ---- ----- --

178 2S 16.6N E19.OE 65 464 ‘0

-- .-. . . . .. ----- -- -- --
169 15 ---- ----- -- -- .-

-- -- ----- ----- -- -- .-

-.- -------
-.. .. . . ...-,- .---+..
--- ,---d-

------
---

I1OOOOZ 18.lN @7. *E 36 17.bN 06.8E 60

HM88Z NM w% n iii%‘~i::E z=

lllriOOZ 20.9N ESCRE 25 ---- ----- --

120000Z 23. SN 85. ?E 25 21.5N 86.8E 3S

229 25 ---- ----- -- -- --
-- -. -., - ----- -- -- --
--- - --, . ---.- -- -- --

-- -. -. .,- ----- -. -- --

---
.-.,-.

.. -

--- .--.+..
--- ---------- .--.*,.
-,- -------
--- .--- .’-149 Ill ----- ----- -- -- -- --, - ----- -- -- --

ALL FORECASTS
UARNIN6 74-HR 48-H+(

53AM l;~~~ 7~NM
266M I IJNM

4KTS 14KTs 21KTS
4KTS }4KIS 21KTS

915

T2.H*

g~

0U15
oKTS

o

AVERAGE FORE AST 191ROR
$AVEOAGti HIGN ANGLF ENRnP

fiVER40E N@NITl)OE OF WIND ERNOR
bVE.Q&GE MIAS OF III% ERROR

NUMnER of FORECAST%

TRl<PICbL CYCLONE 35-73

0000Z 04 NOV TO 12002 09 NOV

BEST TRACK uARNING 24 HOUN fOMt.CAST
ERRORS

48 HOUH FORECAST
ERRORS EFtRooS

72 O-OUR FC14EC4ST
ERROU.

‘% “’g” 7.%S’J7.1E’”4%
-- -- ---- ----- --

~~ o 8.9N P4.8E y
-- ---- -----

PCSIT
--- .---a.. w:? ,mjWI*C

-.
-- -.
----- ::

-- --

-- -.

-- .-
-- --

-- --
-- -.
-- -.

-- -.

-- -.

:: -.
-.

-- --

-- --

-- --
-- -.
-- --

-- --

-- -- ----- -----
197 0 ,9.8N y:~E-- -. ----

-. - ----...
::: ::::q:.
-.. .-.-/.
--- .---#-

..-
---.. -
.. .
---
.. .,-.
---
..-.-.
..-
,--
..----
---
---
..-.. .
---
.-.

i54 -10 9.8N R2.5F. 65
8 -lU 14.3N RG.2E 70

39 -5 15.3A SE.4E 75
-. -- ---- ---, - --

295 .5 10.eN 79.lE
110 10 le. ]N 81S. St

129 15 19. oN e%fk
-- -. ----- -----

--- ,---d-- . . ---- ...

a9 O 17. zk 89.lE 75
-- -- ---- -----
42 10 17. @h F16.6E ii

-- -- ---- ----- --

144 20 20d5N 9fI.dk
-- -. ----- -----

112 2S 21. ON 87. bE

-- -. ----- -----

99 25 ---- -----

3TG ‘-’- ~~::~-i ----

-- -. ----- -----

-- -. ---- -----

-- -- -- ..- -----
-- -. -- .,- -----
-- -. -. . .. -----

-- -- -. . .. ---.-

00 194 ,50601700Z 12. EIN 86. %E 60 13.4S4 87.9E 60
06vf,00Z 13.3N E16. *E 60 ‘-. ? -----
061700Z 13.aN 86. #E 60 14. dN 86.2E ii

-.- ----...
-- .-
80 10? :;

--- .---, --.. .. . . ...
061RoOZ 1+.4N 87.3E 55 ---- ----- --

070000Z 15.2N 07.7E 55 15. *N 86.4E 80

8?VXW *]N g%% ~~ iZiN %?:SE 73

. . -. --
-- .- --

-,- ..--,.
-.- -------

-. -. ..-. -- -. --- ...- ,.-,- ----/.
-. .- --
. . -- --

--- ------
--- .---<-

OTIROOZ lT.4N 88.3E 50 ---- ----- -- -- -- -- -

000nOOZ 18*2N GLI.3E 45 19.3N 90.2E 70 ,26 25 ----

88!9:8~ 18::N 8?:JE :: 2!::N -?!:% !! ‘2Z 1? ::::
OGIJ?OOZ h9.7N e7.5E 30 19. eN ea.9c 55 7!3 25 ----

090000Z 20.2N 86.QE 25 19.5N 88.5E 55 99 30 ----

--- .- --
----- --
----- .------ -- -- -- .--- -- -- --- --------.. .. . . ...
----- --
--- .- --

-- -- --
-- -- --

--- .---, -
--- .---, .

AVEQAGE FOUECAST EQROR
AVER4GE RIGHT ANGLF ERRoR

i![%g~ ~!i~]~l%fl~ ~A:~RERnoR
NLN07ER 0$ FORECAS7S
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TR(’PIchL CYCLONE 37-73

00002 16 Nov 10 Omooz 17 Nov

BEST TRACK wARF,lffi 24 HOUR FoRkChST 48 HOUR FoRECAST 72 lF~R 6CRLC4ST

POSIT WINQ POSIT WIND “~~R%D POSIT U~ND Oi~’’fi%O ;0S[1 MINO D~?mi?;~u llCSIT MIMD O~!Rg:iC
160nu0Z 15.3N 130.1 E 50 15. ON 87.9E 69 21 10 16.5N F16.8E 75 274 20 ----- ----- -- -- -- --- ----- -- -- . .

RLL FORECAal S
dAiTNING z4-HR bu-wn 72-tIu

TR<PICbL CVCLONk 4i-73

OUO02 06 OEC TO 12002 09 DEC

BEST TRACK wARI! IMG 24 HOUR FoRECAST 48 HOUR FORECAST 72 IWOUR PCRE caSl

S4CSIT UOF.OPOSIT UIND IJosl T MIND
0600002 9.7N OT.~E 35 T.lN 8T. OE 60

8Wf48~ 18:1N 81:3 t! RN 8?:Z+ 4$
061 REIOZ 11.2N 8b.6E 50 ---- ----- --

,&w” 1. c
-- --

-- --
-- --
-- --

-- .-

-- --
-- --
-- -.

-- -.

-- --
-- --
-- -.

-- -.
-- -.

-- --

-o-

---
-,-

-----
--- ,.--- ...
--- ,.-

.-

.-.-

.-

.-

.---

.-

S3 -10 13.9k R7.lE 50 112 -10 M.TN 14R.2E 65 293 ,S

.-.
17: ‘; iF~jN ‘i~:;E 6s S;; ;;

-- -. ----- ------ .- -- -.

-..
---
----+-

--- /.
-- -- -., - -----
31 -15 15.2k 83.9E ii
-- -- ---- ----- --

--- P--- #.
---..

080n00Z 14.6N B5.3E 60 14. ON 85.lE 60

%%+ i%% %:fi: 2? ii:iN ‘i;:5E ;;
081ROOZ 19.2N tT6. RE S5 ---- ----- --

30 0 15..8h 84.6E 65

5 19.2N ‘i; :;E i;i? ‘- “-”-
-- -- ---- ----- --

301 1s ----- ----- -- -- --

-- . . ----- . . . . . -. -- --
396 3S ----- ----- -- -- -.

- -. .. . ... . . . . . -- -- .-

.*-
-#--,-
---

--- ●

✍✍✍✌✎

✍✍✍✜✍
✍✍✎✌✎

--.-

& o ---- ----- ::
-- ---- -----

B lU --, - ----- --

-. -. ---- ----- -- -- -.-- -- -- ... --- .- -- -. --
-- _ ---- ---a- -- --- --

.-.o -

---

-*. -

----...
.--- .’-
---- ...

-.
.-
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APPENDIX

ABBREVIATKINS AND DEFIWTIONS

The following abbreviationsand defini-
tions apply for the purpose of this report.

1. ABBREVIATIONS

ACGW

AIREPS

AJTWC

APT

AWN

CINCPAC

CINCPACAF

CINCPACFLT

CINCUSARPAC

DAPP

DMSP

Aircraft Control and Warn-
ing

Commerical and Military
Aircraft Weather Report

Alternate Joint Typhoon
Warning Center (Asian
Tactical Forecast Center,
Fuchu, Japan)

Automatic Picture Trans-
mission

Automatic Weather Network

Commander in Chief, Pacific

Commander in Chief, Pacific
Air Forces

Commander in Chief, Pacific
Fleet

Commander in Chief, U.S.
Army Pacific

Data Acquisition and Pro-
cessing Program (Renamed
DMSP)

Defense MeteorologicalSa-
tellite Program

ENVPREDRSCHFAC EnvironmentalPredic-
tion Research Facility

NESS

NWS/NOAA

PACOM

SLP (MSLP)

TCRC

WMo

(NavalPostgraduateSchool,
Monterey, California)

National EnvironmentalSa-
tellite Service (Suitland,
Maryland)

National Weather Service,
National Oceanic and Atmos-
pheric Administration

Pacific Command

Sea Level Pressure (Minimum
Sea Level Pressure)

Tropical Cyclone Reconnais-
sance Coordinator

World Meteorological
Organization -

2. DEFINITIONS

CYCLONE - An atmosphericclosed circu-
lation rotating counterclockwisein the
northern hemisphere.

TROPICAL CYCLONE - A
clone of synoptic scale,
tropical or sub-tropical

non-frontal cy-
developing over
waters and having

a definite organized circulation and warm
core.

TROPICAL DEPRESSION - A tropical cyclone
in which the max~mum sustained surface wind
is 33 kt or less.

TROPICAL STORM - A tropical cyclone
with maximum sustained surface winds in the
range 34 to 63 kt inclusive.

TYPHOON/HURRICANE- A tropical cyclone
with maxzmum sustaxned surface wind s~eeds
64 kt or greater. West of 180 degree;
longitude the name TYPHOON is used and east
of 180 degrees longitude the name HURRICANE
is used. All descriptivereferencesto ty-
phoons apply equally to hurricanes.

SUPER TYPHOON - A typhoon with maximum
sustainedwinds greater than or equal to
130 kt.

TROPICAL DISTURBANCE - A discrete sys-
tem of apparentlyorganized convection,
generally 100 to 300 miles in diameter
originating in the tropics or sub-tropics,
having a non-frontal migratory character
and having maintained its identity for 24
hours or more. It mayor may not be asso-
ciated with a detectableperturbationon
the wind field. As such, it is the basic
generic designationwhich, in successive
stages of intensification,may be subse-
quently classified as a tropical depres-
sion, tropical storm or typhoon.

EYE/CENTER - EYE refers to the roughly
circular central area of a well-developed
tropical cyclone usually characterized-by
comparativelylight winds and fair weather.
If more than half surroundedby wall cloud,
the word EYE is used; otherwise, the area
is referred to as a CENTER.

WALL CLOUD - A densely organized,
roughly circular’structureof cumuliform
clouds completely or partially surrounding
the eye or center of a tropical cyclone.

MAXIMUM SUSTAINEDWIND - Highest sur-
face wind speed of a cyclone averaged over
a one minute period of time.

EXTRATROPICAL- A term used in warnings
and tropical summaries to indicate that a
cyclone has lost its “tropical characteris-
tics.” The term implies both poleward dis-
placement from the tropics and the conver-
sion of the cyclone’s dominant energy source
from latent heat of condensationrelease to
baroclinic processes.

TROPICAL CYCLONE RECONNAISSANCECOORDI-
NATOR - A CINCPACAF representativedeslg-
= to levy tropical-cycloneweather -
reconnaissancerequirementson CINCPACAF
reconnaissanceunits within a designated
area of PACOM and to function as a coordi-
nator between CINCPACAF,weather reconnais-
sance units, and JTWC.
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AFGWC (2)
BUR OF MET, AUST (1)
AMER EMB BANGKOK (1)
CATH UNIV OF AMERICA (1)
CENWEABUR TAIWAN (2) - “
CHIEF, MAAG TAIWAi ~1)
CHINESE AF WEACEN TAIWAN [3)
CHINESE NAV WEACEN TAIWAN-(il. .
CINCPAC (2)
CINCPACAF (1)
CINCPACFLT [Sl
CINCUSARPAC’(i)
CIVIL DEFENSE (GUAM) (2)
CNO (2)
COLOiAiM3STATE UNIV (LIBR) (1)
COLORADO STATE UNIV (MET) (1)
COMCRUDESPAC (1)
COMINFLOT ONE (1)
COMNAVFACENGCOMPACDIV(1)
COMNAVMARIANAS (1)
COMNAVWEASERVCOM(10)
COMPHIBPAC (1)
COMSEVENTHFLT (1)
COMUSTDC (1) ‘ -
CPF (1)
CSG (1)
CLSF (1)
CSSF (1)
CAF [1)
CACSF _fll
CASWF iHtiE (1)
CGFMF (1I
COMSC (lj
COMTHIRDFLT (1)
COMUSNAVFORJAPAN(1)
COMUSNAVPHIL (11
DDC (10) - -
DIA (1)
DIR OF MET SAIGON (1)
ECAFE (2>
EDS (D:4j (1)
8 AF/DOO (1)
ENVP~DRSCHFAC (4)
FAA (CERAP) (2)
FLENEMWEACEN [11
FLEWEACENNORFOLK (1)
FLEWEACEN PEARL HARBOR (1)
FLEWEACEN ROTA (1)
FLEWEAFAC SUITLAND (1)
GEN MET DEPT THAILtiD-(l)
HQ AWS (3)
HQ, 1ST MARINE ACFT WG (1)

DISTRIBUTION

HQ, lWWG (15)
HQ, 3WWG (1)
HO. 9WRWG [21
INDIA MET DEfiT(1)
JAPAN MET AGENCY (1)
LIBR OF CONGRESS (2)
LIBR OF CONGRESS (EXCHANGE& GIFT DIV) (4)
LOS ANGELES PUBL LIBR (1)
MCAS IWAKUNI (2)
MCAS KANEOHE BAY (1)
MUDEFASSTOFFICEJAP~ (1)
NASA (1)
NATWEASERV PACREG (2)
NWSFO HONOLULU (1)
NAVAL ACADEMY (1)
NAVOCEANO (2)
NAVPGSCOL (DEPT OF MET) [2}
NAVPGSCOL (LI)3RARY)(lj - -
NAVWEASERFACALAMEDA (1)
NAVWEASERFACJACKSONVILLE (1)
NAVWEASERFACSAN DIEGO (1).,
NESS (2)
NHRL (2)
NHC (2)
NWSED ASHEVILLE (2)
NWSED ATSUGI (1)
NWSED BARBERS POINT (1)
NWSED CUBI POINT (1)-
NWSED IWAKUNI (1)
NWSED NAHA (1)
NWSED YOKOStiti(1)
ODDR&E (1)
OKINAWA MET OBS [1)
OL A, 10WSQ (1) - -
OL B, lWWG (4)
PAGASA (3)
ROYAL OBSERVATORY f31
TEXAS A&M (1) ‘ -
TYPHOON COMM SECR (1)
TTPI (1)
UNIV OF GUAM (1)
UNIV OF HAWAIi lDEpT OF MET) (2)
UNIV OF HAWAII (LIBR) [11
UNIV OF MEXICO /1) - - -
UNIV OF PI (1) ‘ ‘
VQ-1 (1)
WEARECONRON FOUR fl>
20WSQ (11) ‘ ‘
53WRS (2)
54WRS (10)
55WRS (2)
3345TH TECH SCHOOL (1)

e
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Unclassified
ECU RITV c1 D.SSIFICATIn N nc TLIIC =Acc ,u%.- n.,. =-.--A,------- .. .. .. ,. -,.- . . ...-.-w- ,-......----.-.0 .-.-”,

REPORT DOCUMENTATION PAGE
READ INSTRUCTIONS

BEFORE COMPLETING FORM
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