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Introduction
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intensity changes has improved much more slowly. An especially difficult but very important forecast problem is AT | | -
predicting rapid changes in tropical cyclone intensity. Improving these forecasts is one of the highest priorities within s, T 20l
NOAA. The possibility of improving the Rapid Intensification Index (RIl') as well as SHIPS and LGEM forecasts with the use "-...____—_gﬁcépf%?é’de’Td
of JPSS Advanced Technology Microwave Sounder (ATMS) data is investigated. Preliminary statistics show that using W ERVAN 200 L
ATMS-based Maximum Potential Intensity (MPI) as input to Rll results in the improvement of the Brier Skill Score and bias | | =0l
for RIl forecast for both Atlantic and West Pacific basins, with up to 3.1% bias decrease for the Atlantic basin. .
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£ 10 from the ATMS in the near storm environment is _
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3. Replace empirical MPIl with ATMS MPI in RIl and models -
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