>

B4 AYHE ol 44 tuskingun 3T F454 74 47
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At 43 B F4u7l HRYYLs APduiet 2 A7) ANH
H3lE $A SHAAS AYL £YINA Yo I4F £FFEY JEFETE ¥
figtoln 2P A FUY F4L3HVYY £EUA F42Y/YP 2R hEdct

54 5 43379 sHuted Muskingum$'P2 McCarthy7} ARt ojz) 218
uhel Wilson?] A|3M2Q = A|W(trial and error graphical method), H¥3HEM
(linear regression analysis)7|'"§¢l Gill2] #Ax}5 ¥ (least square method), Matrix 7]
Y& o|&% O0'Donnel®] 3-parameter matrix¥ 'R Stephenson?] MBAY(linear
programming) 71'] & ©|-§-3lo] direct optimization® 2 & 7Y 4 & WY Fol Arl
olE Wy ¥ ANWAL =AY H& 2P A FY(storage constant) K&} FHE A
(weighting factor) x& 3% ¥ A A4S CiE F3h} 3-parameter matrix®¥z} direct
optimization2 A HHog C;F +H 4+ AUrh

£ dFoME N &A% 2 PHES TP L% ok v 3B AY Y (nonlinear
programming)?] 2-£& $¥ 42 (formulation)& RFE3}L A R L3t AUHFA}
AMNE AT F4T2 syl 522 o WPE vlaste 2t gL £AE
G RRges stgon LIRS EMAM FERIIAZ Stact

* 2 vtz Iy ERERIY 24
» Ddoitta Faue ERUFB I} A
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2 Muskingum'y 2] 2] w3
L33 N2YEAe

ds
I-06= — (1)

dt
I+ fd%, 0 &Y, I=FF F32 Muskingun§Z A2

wn
i

KO + Kx(1-0)
K[xI+(1-x)0] (2)

o714 K& AALE 71X &= A FA 4 (storage constant)o] il xi= 7HF A 4 (weigh-
ting factor)olm S A FaF(storage)olth. xFt2 0ofA 0.571x] Wt I=HEY A=
M Agzle] AL AFPo] oy FUFS FA ¥ 4 eBE x = 00] Fo S=K0 7} H
o sty SHA ¢ S FEFol ARPe njA= ZAJ FLoBE x = 0.5
7t "} K2 ¥438] A ZF4(mass center)o] 7] AHThojA IFTrA] FAst
t Ageg HogHT), Ao iy §EIIFo| g FF, KL FHFLoA F4u)
7t B33t A1 g AMSshe xS ¥ WA 0.25§ AR

A (1), (2)oH A FA Lo} sl TiA] 29

172 [ (I1 + I2)-(01 + 02) 1 = As /At = (S2 - Sy)/At (3)
AZPrH At FAEE YA AL
0j+1 = Cy Ij + Cz2 Ijer + C3 0j (4)

A7\ A4 Cik

At + 2Kx

(o] = (5)
At + 2K(1-x)
At - 2Kx

C2 = (6)
At + 2K(1-x)
-At + 2K(1-x)

Cs = (7)
At + 2K(1-x)

Ci +C2 +C3 =1 (8)

Y A (5), (6), (7)ol x2} Kofl tiste] &1

1 C2 + C1 C3
X = —-[l-—'-——'*"]
2 C; + C2 C3
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Ci + Cz2Cs

K = At (10)
(1-C3) (C1+Cz)

FTrEHe] AANA 22 outflov Ik ARl inflowgkzt Fo] w3 A (4)o &3}
of A& or FAYPc)

3.Mukskingua ¥533 A4 ZA3PY

1) 2A]#82te = a}¥(trial and error graphical method)
A2 =AY Wilsonol j3ted BelEglon wWgy AR WYL 7% 2lg2 ¥
g A (2)8] MF3 s} [xI + (1-x)0]oll M xZt& 0.0 ol 0.5 71x] WAF|HAAM 231
2t ol At gl 713 A Mol 7tk loop?l x%t& A€, KZ2 AYH loopE =
U 22 Ao FAHE F3st 2ybc)

(a) (b) c)
X1 — X2 — X3
S) Q 2
) = =
l ! / ' /:}1
< T ¥ K
S X X
s s - s

(a) (b) (c)
JP 1 AR2e =xYHe] o3 x R K o] AA
2) # 4 25 (least squares method)
GillZ 2| E3 A2 e AN M3t 4y I EX(liner regression analysis)
FolAM AL AsyHoR x& K Fldrh
A (2)ollM Kx = A, K(1-x) =B e %d

S

K{xI +(1-x)0]) +o {11)
Al + BO + ¢

q71AM, S BriAFEolL o= AiAFH A F P 2o}
mhetM F4H4 sot 2 Jie) 4 1, oof tiste MY HAEM (pultiple linear
regression ananysis)ol] 2]sjo] HAzlpHog wIubAA g 2aid

28 - AXI- BX0O - No =0

1

¥$SI - Ii2- BIXI0O-0XI =0 (12)

30S - A XI0O- B 202 -030=0

A (12)oll M Ast BE & ¥ x/(1-x) = A/B, K = A + BollA x&} K& F¥ich.

3) 3-parameter matrix %Y

flol A Ak £ e xot Kol 23E ¥ 24AQA A2 wYeE A cigtol
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ZRHEE 27t 28 A& ©yol Utk 0'Donnel L ol TAS RUstd A% Ci
ol AAAY sbesta Y RUUA oF 3710 3 ALEPL Ausjdr). A4 g
U2E 7199 fY % #& FLARE o83l NYuid(linear algebra)o] A g
BB AE Pk Cramerd el Matrix 7188 of&3hd A (4)&

FOser | = | Ij Ijer 05 | %] Ci| (13)

nEd 3% (nx3)Ad YW (rectangular matrix)o|c}.

| Ii Ijs1 05 | = | P |2t S Mx|(transpose)A]# ool Tt
I PIT [ 0j+1 | = [ PIT [P %]Ci| (14)
 Q FPIAT 1051, IR| = [ PIT |P|e} 5

| =
| R ] & 3 x 3 AU (square matrix)o] H
fC |l = |R[|t = |q] (15)

A (15)e] 2j3ty A4 Ci7b AAED A (14)= A AA o] Fsiog HA =
%3H 2} (least square sense)E U Z 4 glomgy Z'(O 0025419 B L2 ¥ 4 Qrh

4) direct optimization®}
A Wi HY AY(linear programming)7]']-& ol &3t A4 Cigtol I 3
A 2}(direct optimization)7} 7}Hs¥t W] © & Stephensono] 2]3}o] Aot xlgjon AW
“*(decision variables) C13} C3& ¢ ¥ ZHAA o= & F3ldr}. =

Ci(Ljer -I5 ) + C3(Ij+1 - 05) = Ljsq - Oj+q (16)
Al (16)2 A} (4)off A (8)2 thysled Wy A7l Aojr},
Jgu 2 dFoiME AFMS 0, G, 63 BF AAYoE Ao 44

(formulation)2 T}&2} o] 549 4 At}
E A ¥4 (objective function):

n
Minimize X (U; + ( - Vj)) (17)
J=1
Subject to :
Ci Ij + Cz ljer + C30; + (Uj -Vj) = 0jaq (18)
Ci +C2 +C3 =1 (8)

A7 Ul Vi 2} A3 stepd] a3t oE Uje o] W4 (positive variables)o]
3 Vie &2 W4 (negative variables)olm 2] (4)off 19} 02] A& AR setd 12 IR T
J=12---,n7tA] A BFAE a3 E 2zt A2 stepol| M A 2] o) QF(+) T= &
-)8 exprto]l Azt BAYPSE oxpnte] ¥ F, Uit izt viel 3e) 3]—4‘—3}'3]5]'.
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Zwiz] 9ol u]A 3 AY Y (nonlinear programming)?] 42} (formulation)2 Therz}

Zol # =€ 4 arh

E3gLE
n
Minimize ¥ ( E;j2 ) (19)
J=1
Subject to :
Ci Ij + Cz Ijsy + C30;5 + (Ej2)0.5 = 0j+1 (20)
Cy +C3 +C3 =1 (8)

AZIM Eji 7 A2 stepol 48] A& A 2ARolch
$lol A A7§% LP2} NLPE: GAMS(General Algebraic Modeling System) package& o] &
sled 2 4 glgitt. NLPR 3 & 78 79, AR H4(decision variables) Ciofl tiyt 7]
#f(initial solution)& o WHAFNEZ AN & o U2 FA| # A3 (local optimum) 8
73t staeh.

4. 4 /4938

1) 3-89 3t 54
LMo MBS Y5 f9o8 AFLS EMOE RS FEME o
ArgTiol e 9 Ao] 11,074.4 Km2 02 MA |9 23,589%Kn22] 46.8 & 2x|3lm,
BF stAAA A= 1/2540, 3RS 410n ojth. KRMME YT 16,449.6Kn2, B 3HFA
Ap= 1/2500 1L 550m ojth. ¥ XM Agl: ¢ 72.2 km o]2 KA L 5,375 Knm?
ol Y57} F slFRol §123te] ulay |UY FA2 P Arh

2) AYgx A A (goodness-of-fit test)
Faza Azl tiyt HAYT A B RMS HAH(root-mean-square deviation)2} R23L
of o|stsdrt.

1 n A
RMS = Y(0-0), i=1,2,3,--:n (21)
n i=l
VAR = o2 = ( 0i - Omean )2 / n (22)
(RMS)2
R2 = 1 - (23)
VAR

A
A71M, 0i= A4H §&3(outflow)o] L 0i 2l Omeans S H F23 U HH ol
o VAR Al&BF 7 =9]2] ¥4 (variance about their arithemetic mean) ©]T}.
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3) A RANE

2 d7ol 488 T4 Y N RF $ERUL 124 29 Ytk ALY ¥4
A 84W 9U3UONA 99 7doln ANNAo] 6AA FU FAWE F4RE +E =
2 A8ddth 49 R A3 $EIM AT F4YS ARV EME 9,998 n¥/sec o]
2 AU RWAE 7,85483/sec olnl, F4 AMAIL(lag tine) #Y FEINI 43
$EZY ATT4A A BALE Felste] 204 Tolc).

discharge(CMS)

10000 ]

—— Inflow
—— Outtlow

8000

6000 [

4000 -

T

2000

1 1 L L 1l

0 20 40 60 80 100 120 140 160 180
time(hr)

ag 2 A F4AR

zh wbejol oyt A4k A= ® 1 W I# 33 Arh

AxFRE AF2 e vjasty B, WF F4PL GAMSE o] &3t NLPE F ko]
743 AF2ol 742 RMS9} R2ZHE 2t b & Al4Mte]l vixdty 6illY] Ha sy
(least squares method)o] AtfH o T 53 & RBAFa9rt AFAAST KIS NLPE
F ol T4 MAZT 204122 vixstden, AL xS E 47 H&H oz
o] 2 3R E stHe AFAAI AM HF gk 0.25K Tt 32 0.100014 0.1571%] 9] 3h&

2o 23 gtk
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E 1. FEFIFdA O 2 i vz
A At 2
72 | 4axn
Wilson Gill 0’'Donnel | LP(GAMS) | NLP(GAMS)
A A ZH 20.0
Qp(CMS) | 7854.0 7676.1 7689.9 7602.0 7682.4 7855.2
Ci 0.286 0.282 0.284 0.233 0.270
Cz -0.020 -0.016 -0.023 0.035 0.015
C3 0.735 0.733 0.739 0.732 0.715
K(hr) 23.08 22.85 23.50 21.60 20.74
X 0.1500 0.1467 0. 1507 0.1026 0.1294
RMS(CMS) 194. 4 193.3 200.5 223.5 251.2
R2 0.993 0.993 0.993 0.991 0.989
3 & 71 09 AlgPae | HAazgy | 3 HS A3y 23y
=AY Matrix %] 4 3} A3
discharge(CMS
12000 gel )
—— Intlow W
10000+ —+ Outtlow
—¥ Wilson
8000} -8 ain
—>- O'Donnel
6000 - —— LP
—A- NLP
4000
2000

80 100
time(hr)

120

140

293 2 Pdel gu KE4EIM
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54 &

Muskingum F4+33 & 2t WPHo2 ¢33t A& XY ALAE vl 2 F2 o
I 2 HES ddrh

1) 3% F492 v 48 AY(nonlinear programming) S ]34 do]A Zlo] Al
Aol MAd tgA el ek

2) RMS9} R2ZE2 2} ubyle] AAbgto]l wisedlul Gille] 4 Al5Y(least squares
method)o] YA o8 w3y 43 L BoFaglch

3) M Fd4(storage constant) K 32 v M P A Y S o] &8 A7 T4 AANAT
20A] 2v2} vl 3hA LreRytcl

4) 7}3 A4 (weighting factor) x3t-2 A& 33U Yzt 22 distAdAE stde
AFa27t AM FFZE 0.258F 2 0.10004 0.1571x19] & B F3 Qlch

5 BF AL AF Hojol ¥ AAHZE Z WS vy T e HY A
% ShEx| Aol 2t W3 AFIEM A Fol H L3t AL N[, B4
AR F A eixtel wtE AFAS Ko} 1A @] A EEHE APsiA
F&7180] gl A F43Fo] =&o] " Rolrh

o
¥
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