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& BRI E K A T KK % (precipitable water vapor, PWV) 8 % v B &, 5 2 3 % IR 45 #4738 4& . B 4,5
ERAS (the fifth-generation atmospheric reanalysis data of ECMWF ) # & & (LB K E R AR FM L E R 4%
(global navigation satellite system, GNSS) 3k B #§ R 0 #F 7 & 3& iR (zenith troposphere delay, ZTD) # 47 3% 52 ;
KRG MRIFEERASH A E LB HEMGNSSH ZTD #HEH L 1 h o #HF 9 PWV, 5F4) A% 24545264
PWV e %33 2 ;% )6, 5 PWV K FRi LR Z#ATH 00, 0 F LB RX PWV as b, ZREANA, AT
GAMIT/GLOBK # # 3% ## 49 GNSS ZTD 5 PANDA # # f## 5 49 GNSS ZTD £ 14 #9 34 7 #& (root mean
square, RMS)#= Bias 4~ %] 4 4.05 mm #= — 0.46 mm; ERAS & JE F= &, i 69 -F 3 RMS 4= Bias 4~ %] 4 3.36 hPa/
1.97 KA —0.01 hPa/0.04 K; & £ Z R X PWV 693 32 £ 4 1.51 mm, £FRiE £ 4 1.94 mm, #5524
PWV #5035k A o A A B AR Sl o BT 50 AT & B35 8L

KBR:RATHRE MEFT ;T LI R 2R IFMNEEZLLA

thE 4K S . P228 XERAR SRS A
KAV R L2 19 H 22 20 B 4, B 5 )
B AR B R KIE I LA KA A AL S A OG I
B R A TR DR RK VR AE A R TR 1Y
eI S AT O A BN R ST R R S
(global navigation satellite system, GNSS) R 4t 2%

water vapor, PWV ) 2 5% K K& & 1Y — 3
FEFEAR . PWV 2 F5 M Hh 2 2 X0 3 J2 T30 58 o7
R A A A AR P LAY KR e R R
e R A K PR AE T I 2 TR a3 A RN AR AR PR T iR
R 5 T 1 R VA 00 I s o VT R R ¥ o = R
BREUY ., BTG KR RGN L, H
A M AR AT e 6 23 23 B AR B PWV ok SE 3K R
Sy A WIS A 20 i 22 90 4F AR Bevis &5
Rocken %57/ il Tregoning %5 ' #& i T GNSS L 4
Uk T 2Bk A DA RS PWV & i
BCR AR BR SR FEFB . BT GNSS A
FEE PN TN AN RN e L A W N R
AL BT T PWV B . i Zhao

I #5 B 8 :2020-07-29

SE Zhang Ay ITHEL T A Bk 5 b EE LN
i) GNSS PWV,

T B H GNSS PWV, X HRS B 11 &
KIS R AT o W A2 e B2, A
ARV b v IR T b X B R Y IR A GPS
PWV, 45 35 i B4l 15 T0 2 v 4582 BRI B dis
PEATXF e, 54 2 A9 5 77 M (root mean square,
RMS)H Jy 5 mm. BRE V5 AT KRR I
THOULI E i F GPS LI B4 4 2 B PW Y, 2 B
W 22 BE M 0.03 mm, ¥ 75255 0.02 mm.
Ning 243 HF 7 GNSS PWV o iy T A i 15 2%
IS 7S VI 2 s T B L7 TR IR e A O
PWV I A B 5 1, 45 SR R W, K 00Xt 3t J2 28 R
(zenith troposphere delay, ZTD) X} PWV A 5 I
i PWV EASHE BE M 75% DL b o Zhao 551K
P B Pr GNSS It 5 41 2! (International Global
Navigation Satellite System Service, 1GS) i ZTD
B T AR AT T A Bk B AR B2 O 1.30 mm 1Y
PWV B 751, Hor, ZTD S F K S BT

T E & B [H K AR 4 (41904036) 5 H [ i 48 A 78 A6 0 35 3107 52 B A7 BR 2 Rl ABFE 35 B (XBY-2016-10, XBY-KJ-2019-06,

XBY-KJ-2021-14),
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PR iR 22 5 B PWV iR 222 4 1~1.50 mm,
KW PWV K E 228 Z2TD RIEM KA
RS20 o Zhao % K 4l ERAS 1 <2 5L
P A e [ O A 3 P B W I ) 4% (crustal move-
ment observation network of China, CMONOC) 1)
ZTD B8 7 v [ X 3k A9 PWV B E] 41 5
T 6 HPE A % B [ DO K b R X 8k PW VA SF- 2
RMSH/NT 3 mm. REFZ2EWA T PWV
FOKES BE (2 X PWV R & 30 R 1 59 A i 2
WFFE A X

J T RIS T F X PWV RS BE A9 52 i 2
JE AR SC L HE 4 S X R ], BF 5T i M X PWV
SRR MR B . B8 W ERAS R W F
PEAT RS AT 2 L K 5 ERAS L2 W F 5 GNSS
ZTD B+ 1 h 7 R PWV RS A 15
AR A XITE PWV BIEIR 2 |, 3 i
M) PW VRS BE 1) 45 300 R 09 AN B0 8 B 5 B ), o AT
PWV £ 8 4 5 I DX 1) S Boks BE o iz F o vl o
B e D b XK R AT RS R L R AT
I E FiUE 5 By ia S At m ks B B 2%

1 HBESHE

1.1 BE#IE

GNSS M %8 kL & H CMONOC Jf fiff
GAMIT/GLOBK (10.4 M A ) #5144 17 4k 30
[ b 52 32 gl 0 I ) 2% T 1997—2000 4, A
GNSS G 27 45 AUl B2 A A B2 At WL I 5 ) 7
HEEAE - CMONOC 8 F 2011 48 AW, f2 7
Koim T2 06 B (satellite laser ranging, SLR) |
KL T Wl & (very long baseline inter-
ferometry, VLBI) | & J7 2 GNSS Il 3 , H
GNSS I3l i 42 F 260 A FE 1 3l DL K 24 2 000 4
JE 3 LI T AR SC I ZTD £diE S 1 h
Gy PR R A R R R, R Ak R 4
JF b X33 4 GNSS 3 45 AL (1 2014—2017 4F B8
HEATAE

ERA-Interim 5 ERAS #5473 %] 4 ECMWF
RS ARS8 SRS . 5 19794245 2~
3 By 4 | e i BCHE T 38 4 hteps://www.
ecmwf.int/ % %% T 4% , ECMWF (13X P 2% 7§ 1
AT AN B 25 4 BRI AR VRS PWV 4§
B WA G 0, L ERA-Interim 305 42 B[] 43
BER A 6 b ERAS S48 4L B [H] 43 BE %0 1 he

AR S FETC LR AR S B R B UE ERAS T Y
PRI T GNSS PWV WA B . T4k #2505k

ok B AR B 4 Kk T 2k L AR S AR AR 2(1G-
RAZ) B4k o IGRAZ 2 iy 58 15 [ 5 < Bl v
T 2016 4R A, B L Z HT A RO 4R (IGRA D) f2
TEZM LB RS TR EEEAE R
U AF RS 0 HG Al 2 8, I (] 20 B 3O R 2 IR
% 4 ¥ (ftp://ftp.ncdc.noaa. gov/pub/data/igra) o
AR S 55 6 BUBE R b XY 8 SR AS R, B
= R M X GNSS 3l 5 JC 2k i, 3 %5 (radio sonde,
RS) w70 A i & 1 7 o

42°N f—mm——— — — m—— R /m
| = RSk
4
40°N 000
3500
38°N| 3000
2500
36oN| 2 000
1500
34°N| 1000
500

102°E 105°E 108°E 111°E 114°E
P15 X GNSS RS 3 43 4 8]
Fig.1 Distribution of GNSS and RS Stations

in Loess Plateau

1.2 HRF*

ERAS 1 #b % 55 B o0 7 #5158, 2 ] Wang
SEURN Zhao Y ¥ ERAS [ 4 5 4
(= R QR R V=R L 1ol = IR /) =)
ERAS5 % M 1) e 55 A T Z5080 ) U P 4 {1 3
HUGNSS 3l 8 093 R B IF 0 ik 17 e
FEEE

P="P,(1—0.0000226(h— h,) )
dT/dh=—0.0065°C/m
2, POy sl s R B 5 P R s I A AU 4R
it 5 h 2y sl A5 5 o DA IR d T Ry TR S A%
IO 2L R 114 22 {1 5 A Sy 3l o1 1o 54 I 7 ) 224

F ] 5 PRk IE 5 B9 GNSS Bl AL 19 S e
P& Saastamoinen #5355 HY GNSS 3 & A8 K T
71 %€ 3R (zenith hydrostatic delay, ZHD)"™" , ]
7ZTD 5 ZHD W] 3K 45 K 10 32 ZE 3R (zenith wet de-
lay,ZWD) . 7E3815 ZWDJ5 , #:47 PWV 9315 .
S 0.002 277P

1—0.002 66 cos (2¢ )— 0.000 28H
ZWD=ZTD—ZHD (2)
10°

PWV = ZWD
(K!+K,/T,)R.0

X PR 50 HEE s HA R 50 0

(1)
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KRB 3 K,=(3.776 £ 0.014 )X 10° K*/hPa ;
K/=16.48 K/hPa ;R,=4611/(kg+-K); T, & K<
ISR 347 38 B, AR SC AR i Huang 45 Bl aff (4 Hh
T, B # IGPT2w (improved global pressure and

temperature 2 wet) 315 .

2 PWVIEBLZHMEZESH

2.1 EF CMONOC#) GNSS ZTD % #& 4> #7
N7 OB AF T GAMIT/GLOBK (version
10.4) B 453 B B9 GNSS ZTD 5 Ho A 4 4 ik 2 7
— U, A SCIE 55T PANDA BPF 2R A % o
BB HE AR FEAF B ZTD AT T X4 .
PANDA # 4 H 2001 4F 2 th oI K 2 TR St
EMBEARB R PO A BRI EREZ K ES

42°N RMS/

102°E 105°E 108°E 1T1°E 114°E
(a) RMS

WEFE LA 2R T, B bR 2 58 3 X GNSS/SLR/
DORIS/VLBI & 4% 24 0L I 45 1) S5 A B A0 5K B
Ab B AT . AR SO 3 PANDA SRR 2] 1Y)
ZTD 45 K Fl Zhang 25 K 5 PANDA ¢ 11
BASE A E XA ZTD 75, s 5 1GS
B ZTD X} H & B, RMS A 3.90 mm , 5 /)ME Fl
KA AT 54 2.70 mm F16.40 mm ., A LR+
1 JEL M X33 4 GNSS ¥l 5 4b i 9 Fh 514 345
ZTD AT XT B K 2T D B ]9 51 op oK F 3 A iR
ZE B AT B o B 2 45 T i GAMIT/
GLOBK #1 PANDA # 4 11 5 (% 2014—2017 4¢
GNSS 1y ZTD 22 {5 () RMS il Bias 73 fi o M & 2
ATLLE Y, WP R i 4R 45 19 GNSS 1 ZTD 25
BN PG 33 A3l £ AL (9 °F- 1) RMS il Bias 43
8 4.05 mm Ffl—0.46 mm,

42°N Bias/
mm
1.0
39°N 0.5
0
36°N -0.5
-1.0
330 —
102°E 105°E 108°E 111°E 114°E

(b) Bias

B2 2014—2017 4F PR EPF AR 59 GNSS ZTD 2 {H 9 RMS Fl Bias 43 i
Fig.2 RMS and Bias Distribution of GNSS ZTD Difference Calculated by Two Types of Softwares from 2014 to 2017

2.2 ECMWFSZRSHKTEE 547
2.2.1 #HMIE AR A H AT

953 B ERAS B s b AR 5 SRR L
A T ERAS 5 ERA-Interim #% ¥ i) 7Y <
AR, T PR B A R T B BOHE B
BELRIEAN FEIHE F 2 E R, K34
' T ERAS 5 ERA-Interim #% ¥ ] < JE 5 4 i 19
H5 #E 2% (standard deviation, STD) 5 Bias, M & 3
ATLLE WA B 45 09 SO 5 AR STD A XF
BN AR Bias 8K, Ul W T il 8540 4R b i <
FEAH 228K, 30X — B4 0% Al fig J Y2 |l 1%
Hby DX ey R 22 S S T S B A AR 00 A I e AN [ T
H. HEgeit, WA BE ERE 22 STD
0.51 hPa, I Z A STD N 1.29 K; 5k 28 1Y
Bias & —2.12 hPa, < i 2% {H ) Bias 24 0.08 K,
H T ERAS i B [8] 23 3% % & T ERA-Interim,
I 5 2248 1 ERAS JEATRIFSE .

2.2.2 3hEA A K KB

MR 3 A5 v 158 25 3 0T B TE A7 R 22 50 B 9 R
U 3 257 110 B8 4l A SR K 1 85 %6, vE ¥ + v Ji Ml
X8 4~ RS uli i kb B9 <R 5 AR B & T
ERAS JRAH 1S MBS 1 TR B VE 2 -

8 Al AT X 1N 1 3l s 0 5 v AR B DL
F 1, B4 T8 m X 8 Al b SRS
SR RMS Fil Bias 434 8 . NEI 4TI LLE i, S
JE 5 A X L g5 R AR A R A R T
AL FBOX — IS 32 2 R i AR AR X R
FE R0 R TR o A S A SR S AR
RMS {E #l Bias {E 8K, X — 1Y 2
PR 2 330 S 3y o 6T 7 1) JB e s O 5 A0 T A A R A
%o 25T, 8 AU S AN SR B2 RMS
3.36 hPa, iR Y- RMS 4 1.97 K K Y71
Bias 2 —0.01 hPa, <l 19 °F- ¥ Bias 4 0.04 K.
PE AT AT, BT ERAS WA A E0CHE 16 RS 2 AH XF
B4, TN T L h e PWV 35
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4°N STD/ 4°N Bias/
hPa
2.5
39°N 39°N
2.0
1.5
36°N 36°N
1.0
oN °N =50
33 102°E  105°E  108°E  111°E  114°E 05 33 102°E  105°E  108°E  111°E  114°E
(a) PS']'I) (b) P]}un
42°N STD/ 42N Bias/
K K
3.0 4
39°N 39°N 2
2.5
0
2.0
36°N 36°N -2
15 4
33°N 1.0 33°N -6
102°E  105°E  108°E  111°E  114°E 102°E  105°E  108°E  111°E  114°E
©) T, (@) Ty,
K3 ERASS ERA-Interim 4% [ [8] 45 il 9 STD 5 Bias 4377 [4]
Fig.3 STD and Bias Distribution of Pressure and Temperature Between ERAS5 and ERA-Interim
AN == rRMs/ NI Bias/
hPa hPa
5 6
39°N 39°N 4
4
2
36°N 36°N 0
3
-2
33°N 2 33°N -4
102°E 105°E  108°E  111°E  114°E 102°E 105°E  108°E  111°E  114°E
(@) Prus (b) P,
42°N RMS/ 42°N
K
3.0
39°N 39°N
2.5
36°N 36°N
2.0
33°N 33°N -2
102°E 105°E  108°E  111°E  114°E 102°E 105°E  108°E  111°E  114°E
(c) TRMS (d) TBms

Kl4 ERAS S RS 3 Il ST 5l A9 RMS Al Bias 5341 4]
Fig.4 RMS and Bias Distribution of Pressure and Temperature Between ERAS and RS Stations

23 HEXEFEMXPWVIELHEEDF
HPWV 5 AT 1 PWV S B 32 5 £
AP 00 52 0 3 S R 26 AR 1 E AR R A A TR
el B A B2 (E, AT HESE T PWV Y B A
M PS4 ZHD B A2 B Q. PWV K

AT E B R

1) ZHD B4 19 A0 2 B2 . ZHD (RS B %
RN B W AN 2 M 2R, 1 hPa ) 32 <
JE 29 %5 ZHD 7 42 0.20 mm Y% 2% 52 ', ZHD
(A BE TSR I R
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®1 BRZGESSEER
Tab.1 Station Longitude and Latitude and

Elevation Information

A /(%) 205 /(°) R /m
CHG66 36.716 7 101.750 0 2 296.00
CH63 40.850 0 111.566 7 1153.50
CH13 40.733 3 107.366 7 1041.00
CH43 39.833 3 109.983 3 1 459.00
CH14 38.466 7 106.200 0 1112.00
CH72 37.620 6 112.576 7 776.00
CH45 36.566 7 109.450 0 958.90
CHI15 35.550 0 106.666 7 1 348.00
2 2
221670\ [ Pu. )
o /(ﬂLH) FLH)

F(AH)=(1-2.66X10"* cos (2¢ ) —2.8X10 " H )

(3)
A, Pyl s b B SRR (LA hPa) 500 B S
JEM R 22 50.=0.002 4, # %0 c 0N € S 1
Zhao &5 IF 5 b BT 04 B 5 A FR H 43 ) 2

VA QM AT EE . A QEQ
F AN 22 B 1B A R

b.
Q=1Xx 1OGpu,Ru(/€£+Td)

2 2
oo=1x10 G,OH‘RH,N/( ;ﬁ) —i—afg—f—(/eg(;;)

m m

(4)
K, o WIS IK AL 5 k:=16.48 K/hPa; k=
(3.776 £ 0.014 )X 10° K*/hPa; R,=461 J/(kg+K );
T, 2RI IE ;00,00 00 Tl o 5350 R
Al R QW B by s BN R MALY ¥R BE T,
M2 . o ASK BB o R BE
0.002 kg/m?, R, i A 8 7€ & & 0.008 J/(kg+K)
(http://physics. nist. gov/cuu/ Constants/index.
html) , g1 TR A XD S BRI E/NCONT Q
SN RERY 0.100) , I Q Y AS B % JBE Ik T
T oo 1 oy BN 52 E
3 PWYV BY AN & B . M 0% 22 4% 4 2 At
PWV (AN & B B

2.276 Top,

SLEG AR
0‘1,\/<O-ZTD> +
Q

KX, 0,000 0 WA FEPWVY ZTD A% |
AR QMIRE; VIR PWV 6, =0.0024,

MR 1 3 4% 100 N 7 ) R B B B AT gk
134 TR X PWV T 51 1Y 15 22 520, il 1
BRI B T QIR 2220 R 2.26 , PR £ 2
4 3.36 hPa, ZHD %1% 22 24 24 2.79 mm, ZTD (1Y
W2 H 4.05 mm, Ho,ZTD (1% 2 i Zhang
TR H PANDA 143k 43 09 ZTD 17 X e 45
#,ZHD 5 Q iy 1% 22 43 il B X (3) Fn =k (4) 3154
NS

H E A SR aT A, ZTD X PWV ) #L i
W2 e K, Hk 2 ZHD. i v A ZHD HY B
R 22 1 32 D R R AR I 15 2 A R AR R, 1 K Q
Hh AR 22 Y IR R AU A 343 B AR AR
W2 K LSRR EERAR ()T,
B4 R X PWV A HIS RS BE (4 1.51 mm.

3 PWVIIRIBESH

3.1 GNSSPWV 5 RS PWV 3Lt 45 #7

S B A R X GNSS PWV B8 46 11
K MR RS 36 9 PWV B 88 % FL E 47 K5 ) 3F
o XIEF ERAS A ZL 255 CMONOC ZTD

S(AH)Q

’ Pyo. ’ O'Q)Z
+ v (5
i) 1 )

AT 2014—2017 4E () GNSS PWV 5 RS PWV
FIH 3 A v 58 22 X B0 H0 0 A7 M 22 S0 B3, O DR IE 1
A3l S RCHE R S AE 8506 LA B o 3l o XA
P EAT L 22 Ab B , 1B R - R X Ry 5 A4S
GNSS 5 RS Jf hit 3 i 15 %t [b . ST
2014—2017 4£ GNSS PWV 5 RS PWV i RMS
A1 Bias 43 #i & o NI S AT LU H B XNIN 25 D
Ah, A vl 5 AR /) RMS /0 F 3 mm, H B ix
— PG Y 32 R DR R T O X, R
ZRBRK VARG 0B PR 2
ozl S0 PW VRS BE AR X AR . HRGETt, B 5
5 AN ol 5 AL 9 GNSS PWV 5 RS PWV Y F
RMS F1 Bias 43 5> 1.94 mm F10.72 mm, 1 it 7]
AL PWYV R SEBRRE AR T BIORS B, R R R
H T ERAS N #53 M7 5 kL5 S BRE A — & 2208,
JFHRSPWV A G WAESE — &Rz, HItR%
FEPWV 1YL ERAE EEEAR TR . AT
T M7 HL R GNSS PWV 5 RS PWV K A J5 748
b, K’ 6 45 11 T GSPL 3 5 SNYA ¥4 2014—
20174 GNSS PWV 5 RS PWV iy K P AR 1k

H & 6 1] %1, GNSS PWV I RS PWV fit 25 1k
B — 2, BT ERAS R 4 2 85 CMONOC
ZTD i k131 GNSS PWV H A % m ok B .
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A2°N - RMS/ 42°N =

— Bias/
mm
3
2
. 1
0
10 33N b= — -1

l =1 mm 35
3.0 39°N
2.5
1 2.0 36°N
15

33°N fmm— — __ — — — S _
102°E 105°E 108°E 111°E 114°E 102°E 105°E 108°E 111°E 114°E
(a) RMS (b) Bias
K5 2014—20174F GNSS PWV 5 RS PWV Y RMS 5 Bias 53 1ii 4]
Fig.5 RMS and Bias Distribution of GNSS PWV and RS PWV from 2014 to 2017

40
< 30
E
> 20
z

10

( P o g
2014 2015 2016 2017 2018
4
(a) GSPL
=)
E
>
=
=9
2018

(b) SNYA
—e— PS PWV —+— GNSS PWV

K6 2014—2017 4F W31 35 GSPL 5 SNYA {8 4 H RS PWV 5 GNSS PWV K i J5 &
Fig.6 RS PWYV and GNSS PWV Long Time Series of Stations GSPL and SNYA from 2014 to 2017

CMONOC ZTD 3£ 45 19 3% £ i J5t i X () GNSS
PWV 45 B A B4 iR BE o Ik Ah 76 A ) X3
A LA & B ERAS PWV 5 GNSS PWV [ 22 A #%
KX A RER T GNSS uli A 51 fr S5,

F 2451 T GNSS PWV 5 ERA5 PWV & —

3.2 GNSSPWV 5 ERA5PWYV Ttk 4 #f

Jg E— L GNSS PWV ARS B, F FH 2k 1%
JE = M 8 2016 4E GNSS ¥ 25 (1 PW V $5 I
B B8 4 & R X A TR PWV, 5 ERAS
¥ W PWV Bdl 47 X e . B 745 1 T 2016 4F

GNSS PWV 5 ERAS5 PWV K — % 2 {8 1 4> £
Bl ol g 2 K &4 FE Wil T i,
K7(a) k4 DZETHERAS PWV 4345, K7(b) N
4 TR GNSS PWV 4 i, B 7(c) Jy 4 A5
ERAS5PWV 5 GNSS PWV () 25 (5 53015 .

M 7H LLE L PWV B i 1E 54 %
ZIWAMRKZES . B GNSS PWV fil ERAS
PWV AT LUE oA ik Bt — 30, 724
Z45 ERAS Il GNSS i PWV B #5 4 — & 19 22
H HREESNET REZHMX N ZMEE
Smm ML F, W I3 F ERAS R 2 & 5L M

B ZEAH Y BIAE 4 A I BE, [RURE RT3 A
2 &N, 3E i U B GNSS PWV R RS BE AH %t

%2 20164 GNSS PWV 5 ERA5S PWV &
ZEHEEESHNEINZTTHHE/mm
Tab.2 Mean Values of GNSS PWV and ERA5 PWV

and Their Difference, Respectively in Four Seasons/mm

Ay ERAS GNSS P
HE 12.78 12.44 —0.31
% 18.05 15.87 —2.19
B 14.62 15.14 0.53
&7 6.13 5.28 —0.85
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42°N

39°N

36°N

33°N
42°N

39°N

36°N

33°N
42°N

39°N

36°N

33°N

42°N

39°N

36°N

33N 102°E 105°E 108°E 111°E 114°E

(a) ERAS5 PWV i

102°E 105°E 108°E 111°E 114°E
(b) GNSS PWV /-1

102°E 105°E 108°E 111°E 114°E =

(OF:=EFxii

K7 20164 GNSS PWV 5 ERAS5 PWV &} kb 43 fii &
Fig.7 Comparative Distribution of GNSS PWV and ERA5 PWV in 2016

4 &

KK PR P AR Al X X K R A B AR
AR A B FZ R X R, X T PWV R 52 [A]
F 5B SRS BEVEAL A A5 O B, AR SCHE AR
WFE 8 L i R b X GNSS PWV A 3SR B 5 52
RS B L 20 T 5200 PW VRS 9 4% DR T 9 R
FERE . ISR 25 M TT 5 A AR U R 25 AL 1 e
HEATWFFE , L BRI 25 (1 TH 502 DL RS B0 %k
Fr o S 56 3E GNSS PWV RS JE .

ok AR SCH B gY B AAR BT 458 .
(1)ERAS5 fil ERA-Interim P4 28 84k 42 19 < AEA
DK A 25 R, AR R R A 22 AN . 38 e A
RS 4 & iy AU 5 SR X ERAS SR 5 AR
M IF 2 R B, S B F 38 RMS 2 3.36 hPa, <l
(9 F ¥ RMS & 1.97 K; K JE 1Y *F ¥ Bias
—0.01 hPa, 5 1Y Bias 4 0.04 K. (2) & i PWV
LIRS RS B 0y e RS2 R S ZTD, ok o ZHD
S ZR Q. PWV A E AR5
FE 4 & X PWV B ES A BN 1.51 mm, fI§

T PWV (52 bRk B 1.94 mm, 3% M4 1Y £ 5
J PRS2 ERAS O #1530 55k, 5 B SUEAFAE — &
ZEME RS HUHE FER A B AR A — 1R 2. (3) 40 BT
2016 4= 1A 8] 4 A4~ Z= 95 19 GNSS PWV fil ERAS
PWV & B, = 3 B R 22 50/ 784 ) IX SR 22
BOR, FE R P REJE T GNSS 3l s A5 i
g

3 F ERAS R4 2 50U CMONOC ZTD 3k
131 GNSS PWV W 847, H B A % w14 1 1]
A3 HER O T AE B 4 R UK R AR R S
MEAREEZ X,

o B ECMWFE 42 4% 49 ERA-interim 5
ERAS & # & , 7 A B & M CMONOC 42 4t
GNSS ZTD # # & , A & % RAMEHKEF O
P IGRA2 #0348 F 8

Z % X #
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Analysis of Influencing Factors and Accuracy Evaluation of PWV
in the Loess Plateau

YANG Pengfei' ZHAO Qingzhi' SU Jing' YAO Yibin’®
1 College of Geomatics, Xtan University of Science and Technology, Xi'an 710054, China
2 School of Geodesy and Geomatics, Wuhan University, Wuhan 430079, China

Abstract: Objectives: Atmospheric water vapor is one of the important components in troposphere. It is of
great significance to study the factors and accuracy of influencing water vapor. This paper mainly studies the
influencing factors of precipitable water vapor (PWV) in the Loess Plateau and evaluates its actual accuracy.
Methods: Firstly, the pressure, temperature data of the fifth—generation atmospheric reanalysis data of EC-
MWF (ERA5) and global navigation satellite system(GNSS) derived zenith troposphere delay (ZTD) are
evaluated. Secondly, according to the pressure and temperature data of ERAS and ZTD data of crustal
movement observation network of China (CMONOC), the PWV with 1-hour time resolution is calculated,
and the theoretical error of PWV is deduced by using error propagation theory, and then the accuracy of
PWYV in the Loess Plateau is analyzed by comparing with the actual calculation error of PWV .Results: The
results show that the average root mean square(RMS) and bias of GNSS-derived ZTD calculated by
GAMIT/GLOBK and PANDA are 4.05 mm and —0.46 mm, respectively. The average RMS and bias of
ERAS5-provided pressure and temperature are 3.36 hPa / 1.97 K and — 0.01 hPa / 0.04 K, respectively.
The theoretical error of PWV 1n the Loess Plateau is 1.51 mm, and the actual error is 1.94 mm.Conclu-
sions: The accuracy of PWV calculated in this paper is high, which is of great significance to the investiga-
tion of water vapor distribution and climate monitoring.

Key words: precipitable water vapor(PWV); accuracy evaluation; Loess Plateau; global navigation satel-
lite system(GNSS)
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