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F1ARJLIEE, REHKT 0.04m, X2

Fig. 1

_L

0.890
(.896

ok
B
YR T RIEZEDTHEA T 0.04 m 0. 09 m,
HAERZBEAT S EIN/D, XA T EERE =

I""'| 4 ||

Marine Sciences/Vol. 29, No. 6/2005 43



28 /m

RN

44

DGR/ (m/s)

BRH&E /m

5o 3 - |4
]]-“J-QmARTICLE

10 ¢
ao
o CE ¢ o
8| — T8{E

e (H(3)

2 MAEFRSHIEEIRAERY
Fig.2 Comparison between the model and buoy data
a. WWATCH A 23 & M AR A B0 S HY HE
b. NCEP 5 QBCAT 1B & KU F A7 35 M RGE /Y
a. Distribution of significant wave height of WWATCH smmulation at the given location A compared with that of buoy;
b. Distribution of NCEP and QSCAT blended wind speed at the given location A campared with that of buoy
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Fig.4  Comparison between the model and buoy data

a. WWATCH & 2805 & FUFE $1 00 U 5 28078 T 9 U3 s b . NCEP XU 017 455 55 U KU B EL 82
a. Distribution of significant wave height of WWATCH simulation at the given location A compared with that of buoy;
b. Distribution of NCEP wind speed at the given location A campared with that of buoy
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Abstract : i tis paper we used WAVEWATCH III wave model in the East China Sea to set up a proper
numerical wave model . We mmplemented wind field from single NCEP(National Centers for Environmental Pre-
diction), and cambined NCEP and QSCAT wind field in computational domain to simulate wind wave field for
two time ranges in East China Sea. The observation spots were distributed in Bohai Sea and the East China
Sea, and the WAVEWATCH gave out corresponding output between two points. The results showed that the
wave. height from the blended field agreed quite well with the obseruations, and also an agreement was shown
between the results from NCEP simulation in corresponding time range of 1998 and the measurements of the
year . This study indicates that it is, var practical to set up a proper numerical wave model in the East China
Sea and lay a model foundation for researchers to study wave climate and coupled sea and atmosphere in the East

China Sea.
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