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ABSTRACT

Recently, deep-learning weather forecasting models have surpassed traditional numerical models
in terms of the accuracy of meteorological variables. However, there is considerable potential for
improvements in precipitation forecasts, especially for heavy precipitation events. To address this
deficiency, we propose Leadsee-Precip (灵犀), a global deep learning model to generate precipitation
from meteorological circulation fields. The model utilizes an information balance scheme to tackle
the challenges of predicting heavy precipitation caused by the long-tail distribution of precipitation
data. Additionally, more accurate satellite and radar-based precipitation retrievals are used as training
targets. Compared to artificial intelligence global weather models, the heavy precipitation from
Leadsee-Precip is more consistent with observations and shows competitive performance against
global numerical weather prediction models. Leadsee-Precip can be integrated with any global
circulation model to generate precipitation forecasts. But the deviations between the predicted and the
ground-truth circulation fields may lead to a weakened precipitation forecast, which could potentially
be mitigated by further fine-tuning based on the predicted circulation fields.

Keywords Heavy precipitation · Information balance scheme · Deep learning

1 Introduction

Over the past two years, deep learning (DL) models have achieved remarkable advancements in weather prediction,
particularly with the development of long-term datasets like the European Centre for Medium-Range Weather Forecasts
(ECMWF) ERA5 [1]. FourCastNet [2], as the first high-resolution DL weather forecasting model, provides a short
to medium-range global weather forecast at 0.25◦ resolution, yet its accuracy still falls short of the performance of
traditional numerical forecasting models, such as the Integrated Forecast Systems (IFS) of the ECMWF, which is
widely recognized as the most accurate global weather forecast model [3]. SwinRDM [4] soon follows as a DL weather
forecasting system to outperform ECMWF’s high-resolution forecast (HRES) in 5-day forecasts with a spatial resolution
of 0.25◦. Pangu-Weather provides superior medium-range (7 days) forecasts at a resolution of 0.25◦ than ECMWF
HRES [5]. GraphCast [6], powered by graph neural networks, outperforms HRES in accuracy for 90% of atmospheric
variables in 10-day forecasts. FuXi [7] further extends the forecast range by an additional 15 days with a cascade
structure. Besides, other DL models, such as FengWu [8] and AIFS [9], have introduced innovative advancements,
delivering forecasts comparable to or even surpassing those of HRES. These DL models have shown remarkable
prediction accuracy in circulation forecasts. However, their performance in predicting precipitation, particularly heavy
precipitation events, remains unfavorable. Some DL models, such as Pangu-Weather and W-MAE [10], exclude
precipitation forecasting and focus on other atmospheric variables. Other models like FuXi and Graphcast do include
precipitation predictions. However, ERA5 total precipitation used in these models is known to have biases [11] and their
published studies lack comprehensive evaluations of precipitation forecasts. Moreover, the distribution of precipitation
across different magnitudes exhibits a long-tail distribution [12], which poses a significant challenge for DL models to
accurately predict heavy rainfall. The long-tail data imbalance is commonly encountered in classification tasks within
computer vision, which has led to many studies aiming to address this imbalance [13, 14, 15, 16]. However, precipitation
forecast involves predicting continuous target values, shifting the challenge from classification to regression tasks. The
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Leadsee-Precip: A Deep Learning Precipitation Diagnostic Model

long-tail imbalance in precipitation distribution often results in the DL models being biased towards more frequent
moderate rainfall events, which in turn compromises their ability to accurately forecast the heavy precipitation that
have rare samples [17, 18]. To Address the issue, we develop a new deep-learning precipitation diagnostic model,
Leadsee-Precip, using an information balance (IB) scheme to address the long-tail distribution of precipitation data.
Precipitation diagnoses are generated by input meteorological circulation fields with an encoder-decoder architecture
[19]. The model extracts features from upper-air and surface variables separately and incorporates MogaNet [20], a
state-of-the-art backbone in computer vision tasks, as the bottleneck layer. Leadsee-Precip includes our self-developed
IB scheme, assigning weights to different precipitations based on their frequency. This weighting scheme is applied
during the backward propagation process when calculating the loss function and ensures that the loss function is more
sensitive to rare and high-magnitude precipitations. Additionally, we adopted a satellite-derived precipitation dataset
covering the globe (from 60 degrees south to 60 degrees north) to replace the total precipitation in ERA5 as the target
variable. Our model achieved a Threat Score (TS) of 0.185 and a Fraction Skill Score (FSS) of 0.570 for 6-hour
accumulated diagnostic precipitation exceeding 25 mm on the test dataset. When validated using data from weather
stations in China, the diagnostic precipitation combined with ERA5 circulation variables showed excellent Threat
Scores (TS) in heavy precipitation events (intensity exceeding 25 mm 6h−1). Additionally, Leadsee-Precip can be
integrated with the forecasts of any circulation model, however, this might result in a decline in its performance. This
is probably due to the differences between the circulation fields predicted by DL models and those from reanalysis
datasets.

2 Related Work

FourCastNet [2] trains a secondary precipitation diagnostic model to denote accumulated total precipitation forecast.
GraphCast conducts the 6-hour precipitation forecast but does not claim performance due to data quality issues and
a lack of fair baseline evaluation. It uses the Mean Squared Error (MSE) loss for precipitation training and treats
precipitation like other variables. In MetNet-3 [21], a regional deep learning weather forecast model using radar
and satellite data as input, precipitation is converted from continuous values into a discrete distribution of 512 bins,
transforming the task of precipitation forecasting into a classification problem.

3 Methods and Data

3.1 Model Architecture

Leadsee-Precip has an encoder-decoder structure as illustrated in Fig. 1. It consists of three parts: feature extraction,
hidden translator, and precipitation upsampling. The feature extraction part primarily serves to derive features from
circulation variables and reduce spatial resolution. To facilitate the model coupling, the input circulation variables
consist of 69 channels, including 5 upper-air variables, each with 13 levels, and 4 surface variables, as the popular deep
learning global atmospheric circulation prediction models. The upper-air variables are processed using 3D ConvNets
for feature extraction and downsampling, allowing the model to capture the correlations across different variables and
altitude levels. The surface variables use 2D ConvNets only. We set zonal circular padding in downsampling processes
to ensure proper handling of the boundary conditions. After downsampling, the spatial resolution of upper-air and
surface variables reduces to one-fourth. The downsampled upper-air and surface variables then concatenate together
with an additional static layer, which includes three channels and has weights automatically learned by the model. A
shortcut connection with 64 channels is established between the initial variables and the precipitation upsampling part
to improve the accuracy of predictions.

The hidden translator part uses an encoder-decoder structure as well. The spatial resolution is reduced by half after
the Enc module to save GPU memory usage while the number of channels remains unchanged. The MogaNet Hidden
module contains 16 MogaNet blocks, which outperforms many of the currently leading Transformer-based network
structures. The Dec module doubles the spatial resolution and adds the shortcut connection from the feature extraction
part.

The precipitation upsampling part increases the spatial resolution of forecast results back to 0.25 degrees. A shortcut
connection from the initial variables is added to this process to better reconstruct precipitation prediction.

3.2 Information Balance Scheme

The long-tail distribution of precipitation data presents a challenge for DL models when directly trained using RMSE,
as these models rarely sample the infrequent extreme precipitation events. This leads to biased forecasts, especially
for heavy rainfall. The Google team introduced a method using the logit function to adjust the loss function (called
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Figure 1: Structure of Leadsee-Precip. The model consists of feature extraction, hidden translator, and precipitation
upsampling.
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Figure 2: Distribution of precipitation. The precipitation data is categorized into 92 bins, with the precipitation intensity
gradually increasing from zero to the maximum of 400 mm 6h−1.
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Figure 3: LoRA fine-tuning 5-km model structure. The feature extraction part is frozen, the MogaNet hidden part uses
LoRA fine-tuning, and the upsampling part is retrained.

logit adjustment loss), specifically aimed at addressing the class imbalance issue [22]. Inspired by this approach, we
develop an IB scheme specifically designed to address the regression challenges posed by long-tail data in precipitation
forecasting. The IB scheme operates on the principle that no precipitation or light precipitation, due to their high
probability of occurrence (low uncertainty), actually provides less information content. Therefore, the information
content demonstrated using a logit form − logP (yi) corresponding to the i-th precipitation sample can naturally serve
as the weight for precipitation error, balancing the differences in sample sizes across different precipitation bins. The
loss function of the model aims to minimize the total "information content-weighted error" across all precipitation
samples. Specifically, The IB scheme uses the following formula to calculate the weight (Wi):

Wi =
[− logP (yi)]

τ∑
i [− logP (yi)]

τ (1)

where the probability (P (yi)) statistically derived from the corresponding precipitation bin. We divide all precipitation
grid point data into 92 bins by magnitude, as shown in Fig. 2. This figure demonstrates that as precipitation magnitude
increases, the frequency decreases, while the range of each bin gradually widens to achieve a more stable decline
in frequency. Notice that the first bin, representing the range of 0 to 0.1, has a particularly high frequency, as most
locations have a value of zero in precipitation data.

We also introduce the hyper-parameter τ , the temperature coefficient, following the logit adjustment method [22]. The
optimal value of this parameter is related to the target precipitation data and may vary across different studies. This
effective weight is multiplied by the MSE during loss calculation, giving higher-magnitude precipitation a greater
influence on the loss. Here we set its value to 2 after ablation experiments.

3.3 Regional LoRA Fine-Tuning in China

Based on the original Leadsee-Precip model, we applied LoRA fine-tuning and retrained it to achieve a 5 km resolution
model for the China region (ranging from 15◦N to 55N◦ latitude and 70◦E to 140◦E longitude).

Fig. 3 shows the fine-tuning structure. The input variables remain unchanged in the fine-tuning model, so we freeze
the feature extraction part and the encoder module of the hidden translator part. LoRA fine-tuning is applied to the
fully connected layers in the bottleneck and the convolutional layers in the decoder. The precipitation upsampling part
is modified and retrained, with a static 5 km resolution topographic input added to enhance the details of the output
prediction. To obtain the 5 km resolution forecast, we first crop the target region from the downsampled output of the
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hidden translator and then use PixelShuffle to upscale it to the target resolution. Note that the purpose of this study
does not include downscaling. We use the simple PixelShuffle block is merely to match the resolution of the CoRA
precipitation dataset over China (see Sect. 3.5.3).

3.4 Evaluation Methods

In this study, we utilize the Threat Score (TS, also known as the Critical Success Index, CSI) and the Fractions Skill
Score (FSS) as key metrics to evaluate both the intensity and location of the precipitation. Traditional evaluation
methods (such as root mean square error, RMSE) tend to favor smoother forecasts and are not able to account for the
accuracy of the heavy precipitation [23]. For both TS and FSS, we select seven thresholds to evaluate the model’s
performance across varying precipitation intensities.

The TS method is used to evaluate binary precipitation forecasts and the formula is:

TS =
Hits

Hits+ False Alarms+Missings
, (2)

where Hits represent the total number of correct event forecasts, False Alarms are samples that which precipitation
is incorrectly predicted, and Missings are precipitation events that are neglected. TS ranges from 0 to 1, with higher
values indicating better predictions.

The FSS method assesses the spatial accuracy of precipitation forecasts by comparing local observation and forecast in
pixel windows (we use a window size of 7 pixels with average pooling). The formula of FSS is given by:

FSS = 1−
∑

(P − T )2∑
P 2 +

∑
T 2

, (3)

where P and T are the predicted and true fractions respectively at each grid point. The FSS value also ranges from 0 to
1, where values closer to 0 indicate a complete mismatch and a value of 1 represents a perfect forecast.

3.5 Datasets

3.5.1 ERA5

In this work, we use circulation fields from the fifth generation of the ECMWF reanalysis dataset (ERA5). We select 5
upper-air atmospheric variables, each consisting of 13 pressure levels (1000, 925, 850, 700, 600, 500, 400, 300, 250,
200, 150, 100, and 50 hPa), and 4 surface variables at a spatial resolution of 0.25◦ with a global grid size of 721 ×
1440 pixels. The upper-air variables are geopotential (Z), specific humidity (Q), temperature (T), u-component of
wind (U), and v-component of wind (V). The surface variables are 10-meter u-component of wind (U10), 10-meter
v-component of wind (V10), 2-meter temperature (T2m), and mean sea level pressure (MSLP). Due to the constraints
in data download progress, we use a mixed temporal resolution for ERA5 data, using six-hour intervals from 1998 to
2012 and one-hour intervals from 2013 to 2022. Data from April to September 2022 is used for testing while the rest is
allocated for training, as this model is primarily designed to capture extreme precipitation events in mid-latitude regions
of the north hemisphere such as China.

3.5.2 NOAA CMORPH

The reference precipitation data used in this study is derived from the original National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration Climate Prediction Center Morphing Technique (NOAA CMORPH) dataset [24], which provides global
(60 degrees south - 60 degrees north) rain rate measurements at a 30-minute temporal and 8 km spatial resolution. We
extract the rain rate values at each hour to represent hourly precipitation. After aggregating these values over six-hour
intervals, we applied a max-pooling interpolation method to generate the final 6-hour accumulated target precipitation
at a 0.25◦ spatial resolution. The train-test split of NOAA CMORPH is the same as the ERA5 dataset.

3.5.3 CROA

We use the high-resolution China Regional Observational Analysis dataset (CROA) from the China Meteorological
Administration (CMA) for fine-tuning models. The data has a spatial resolution of 5 km, covering 15◦N to 55◦N and
70◦E to 140◦E, with an hourly temporal resolution from 2013 to 2021. Each precipitation data point represents the
accumulation over the previous 6 hours up to the current time, just like the CMORPH target precipitation above. This
high-resolution dataset enhances the model’s ability to improve finer-scale precipitation patterns in the China region.
We utilize data from April to September of 2021 for the test and the rest for the train.
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Figure 4: An illustrative example of a global 6-hour accumulated precipitation prediction generated by Leadsee-Precip
and the ground truth of NOAA CMORPH. The calendar time-stamp of the figure was 00:00 UTC on April 1, 2022.

Table 1: Global evaluation metrics using CMORPH

Thresholds (mm 6h−1) 0.1 1 5 10 25 50 100

TS 0.527 0.528 0.437 0.351 0.185 0.058 0.003

FSS 0.820 0.850 0.809 0.750 0.570 0.255 0.013

3.5.4 Weather Station Data

We use weather station precipitation data from about 10470 weather stations in the China [25] to conduct extra
evaluations. The original data is stored in hourly precipitations and is processed to 6-hour cumulative ones for the
test. When evaluating with weather station data, only the precipitation results at the station location are used. It is
important to note that we did not use the weather station dataset to train the model. Therefore, such evaluation based on
“third-part” weather stations dataset is more objective but challenging.

4 Results

Here, we present the evaluation results of Leadsee-Precip on the global test set, followed by verification results using
weather station data, and finally, the evaluation results with weather station data of the fine-tuning model.

4.1 Global Evaluation Using CMORPH Data

Fig. 4 shows the diagnosing skill of our model over the global range of 60◦S to 60◦N . The precipitation in the upper
panel is diagnosed by the model based on 69 variables from upper-air layers and surface data at a single time step while
the lower panel illustrates the ground truth of the 6-hour accumulated precipitation of NOAA CMORPH. The diagnosed
large rainfall (e.g., above the 25 mm 6h−1 threshold) shows good consistency with the ground truth in both intensity
and location. For instance, the model accurately reproduces several events of 6-hour accumulated rainfall exceeding
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Table 2: Evaluation metrics using weather station data from July to August 2024 over China

Threshold (mm 6h−1) 5 10 25 50

TS 0.25 0.20 0.11 0.04

Bias 1.59 1.33 0.68 0.17

Table 3: Evaluation metrics of fine-tuning model using weather station data from July to August 2024 over China

Threshold (mm 6h−1) 5 10 25 50

TS 0.29 0.25 0.14 0.06

Bias 1.49 1.16 0.52 0.16

50 mm in the eastern and western Pacific regions. For precipitation below 1 mm 6h−1, the diagnostic results show a
tendency for overestimation, with finer details appearing comparatively smoothed.

Table 1 presents the evaluation metrics TS and FSS of the model on the test dataset. We selected seven 6-hour
accumulated precipitation thresholds: 0.1, 1, 5, 10, 25, and 50 mm 6h−1. The metrics generally show a decline with
increasing precipitation levels while both TS and FSS slightly increase at the 0.1 and 1 mm 6h−1 thresholds, suggesting
the model tends to overestimate small rainfalls. However, the FSS of 25 mm 6h−1 still exceeds 0.5, highlighting the
model’s ability to capture heavy precipitation events.

4.2 Regional Evaluation Using Weather Station Data

We use weather station data from the China region to evaluate the accuracy of Leadsee-Precip in four thresholds (5,
10, 25, and 50 mm). Table 2 presents the evaluation of four 6-hour precipitation diagnoses. Although the differences
between the station data and the train-test data do pose challenges to the model’s accuracy, Leadsee-Precip demonstrates
slightly inferior TS scores above the 25 mm threshold compared with Table 1. Fig. 5 presents a 24-hour accumulated
precipitation event at weather station locations in the North China region across different models. The observed
precipitation (Fig. 5 (a)) reveals that the heavy rainfall band (larger than 25 mm) extends in the northeast-southwest
direction, with intense precipitation exceeding 50 mm concentrated in the Beijing area and the northwestern part
of Hebei province. Despite some contraction and deviation in the rainband exceeding 25 mm, the Leadsee-Precip
diagnostic precipitation results (Fig. 5 (b)) align most closely with observed data for higher precipitation intensities,
accurately capturing the location and strength of rainfall in the 50 mm and 100 mm thresholds. When driven by FuXi,
Leadsee-Precip precipitation forecasts (Fig. 5 (c)) tend to underestimate precipitation amounts above 25 mm, and its
ability to forecast heavy rainfall is slightly reduced. However, it still outperforms FuXi’s native precipitation forecasts
(Fig. 5 (e)), especially for rainfall exceeding 50 mm, with the maximum precipitation value in FuXi’s native forecasts
being even lower than 50 mm. ECMWF HRES precipitation forecasts (Fig. 5 (d)) demonstrate excellent accuracy in
both the direction of the rainband and the location of heavy rainfall except for some misses of extreme precipitations
(over 100 mm). In Fig. 5, Leadsee+ERA5 and Leadsee+ERA5 5km uses circulation fields at the corresponding
time, Leadsee+FuXi and FuXi utilize a lead time of 0, and EC uses a lead time of 6 hours as we can only access EC
precipitation forecast starting from 00:00 and 12:00 UTC.

4.3 Regional Evaluation of the Fine-Tuning Model

Table 3 shows the evaluation results of the LoRA fine-tuning model, which has higher TS scores and lower bias in all
thresholds than the model without fine-tuning. Fig. 5 (f) shows the fine-tuning Leadsee-Precip diagnostic results for the
same accumulated precipitation event as in Fig. 5. The fine-tuning precipitation diagnosis more accurately captures the
location of the rainband exceeding 25 mm 24h−1 and the heavy precipitation areas over 100 mm 24h−1, compared to
the Leadsee-Precip model without fine-tuning (Fig. 5 (b)), and is closer to the observed data (Fig. 5 (a)).

Fig. 6 illustrates a 6-hour precipitation diagnosis comparison between the Leadsee-Precip model with and without
fine-tuning. The precipitation diagnosis from the fine-tuning model (Fig. 6 (a)) is more consistent with the ground truth
(Fig. 6 (c)) in terms of overall distribution and pattern. However, there is no significant improvement in the heavy
precipitation forecast compared to the original results (Fig. 6 (b)). Although the fine-tuned Leadsee-Precip model
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（a） （b） （c）

（d） （e） （f）

Figure 5: 24-hour accumulated precipitation at weather station locations: observed and different model results. Panel
(a) shows the ground truth of weather station data. Panel (b) shows the diagnosed precipitation of Leadsee. Panel (c)
shows the Leadsee-Precip forecast driven by FuXi. Panel (d) shows the precipitation forecast of ECMWF HRES. Panel
(e) shows the native precipitation forecast of FuXi. Panle (f) shows the fine-tuning Leadsee-Precip diagnosis. The
accumulated precipitation covers the period from 18:00 UTC on July 29, 2024, to 18:00 UTC on July 30, 2024.

generates precipitation diagnosis at a 5 km resolution, the results reveal no significant improvement in real resolution
compared to the original 25 km product, which indicates a need for further refinement in future work.

5 Conclusion and Discussion

In this work, we developed a precipitation diagnostic model, Leadsee-Precip, which employs an information balancing
scheme and satellite precipitation data to improve the forecast accuracy in heavy precipitation. The fine-tuning Leadsee-
Precip model using CROA dataset in China further enhances the precipitation patterns, and hence improves precipitation
TS scores. This model can also be integrated with any circulation model to generate precipitation forecasts such as Fuxi.
Combined with FuXi circulation fields, the TS scores of precipitation are less than the diagnostic one but can still catch
the heavy rainfall events in North China.

It should be noted that changes in circulation fields may lead to additional errors in precipitation forecasting. For
instance, when precipitation is generated using the FuXi circulation fields, the precipitation intensity is significantly
weaker compared to that generated using reanalysis circulation fields. This discrepancy is likely attributed to the
differences in energy at meso- and small-scales between the circulation fields predicted by the deep learning model
and the reanalysis data. To further enhance the performance of precipitation forecasting, it is necessary to fine-tune
Leadsee-Precip based on specific circulation model data, so that the precipitation generated by the model can better
adapt to the circulation fields.
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（a）

（b）

（c）

Figure 6: Comparison of 6-hour precipitation results between fine-tuning and initial Leadsee-Precip model. Panel
(a) shows the precipitation from Leadsee-Precip with fine-tuning. Panel (b) shows the precipitation from the original
Leadsee-Precip. Panel (c) shows the ground truth precipitation from the China regional observational analysis dataset.
The 6-hour precipitation covers the period from 00:00 UTC on April 1, 2021, to 06:00 UTC on April 1, 2021.
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