Diagnostic Evaluation of Tropical Cyclone Genesis and
Prediction Skill in S2S Models over the North Indian Ocean
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e Tropical cyclones (TCs) over the North Indian Ocean
(NIO) threaten densely populated coasts of South
Asia.

w2

Relative vorticity (850 hPa)

Strong cyclonic rotation

POM
POM
POM
PM :
M|
M :

ECMWF
Lead Time (days)

e Subseasonal-to-Seasonal (S2S) forecasts (2 weeks to
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Fig. 2. Seasonal lead-time distribution of SZS-detected TC

| genesis events (a) and ensemble-wide spatiotemporal storm
classification (b) for ECMWE KMA, and ECCC at W1 and W2
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