# ¥ Muskingum-Cunge ‘Hol Mo MEHN BHF
WY $E24ETH WAE 4 W
(Effect of Change of Numerical Parameters on Outflow

Hydrograph in the Linear Muskingum-Cunge Method)

i)
et
»

1. 4 &

Muskingum-Cunge (¢} 3t M-C Holala ¥)& Muskingum¥d & A 3=
Ty RPo2 N, JEY sEHEN Y3l FHIE ARSE K, XE
kinematic wave WA A o] Ao X AAS= ot

o] W& kinematic waveAl 8 A EIAtelM WA KEKKE
(numerical diffusivity)& diffusion wave WA A ojA L= HE= KxEKSK
# (hydraulic diffusivity)} ZA A o2 N FAHdH, uetA kinematic
wave H& HE3I oAdyE& waF [AANY ABoly F2oAY
diffusion waveXQl T F& MY £+ d& AAL 712z oo, ¥y ¥y
M-CH 2 THEEKH(lGE o oA 1994)%8 % ofUel WKBHALY FL
(Ponce, 1989: Z A4, 1995)% Al=sH32 9 +=d, Courant 4, cell
Reynolds & H 2 Z& £ X3 Q2 Hite] wpE M-CH AFL otz &
vt ot ¥ 1 o2} ¢l

olof & AFoMe dHAFAPRE AL E My M-C He £33 Adxy
W7 sHto MY FEEAH A= A8 AEINE P},
2. kinematic wave W A &l

FEHKY T2 v 22 d45U 3NN A es @

s

+
3
|

2EQ%R FHUY 5IYH zas

—375—



h=kq" (2)
A, h: AlEFRY £H, qr AHAA TG &

X
F.kpe AUFASLE Uvetdrl. 53] AAFI A X E 2 o] Manningd
TELE NHFEFE AL, kp =

s .3
V_sj) =% (3)

2 Hu. 97N N2 SHEERKEAN AP HTEHNS B E ol

o
o, sot AEZFAE vEAET
3. Muskingum-Cunge ™ &] ol &

A (1) Z2 kinematic wave WA AL 23 22 4 () Fd 4

__ﬂz_l_ (5)

7] M c& kinematic waved AWH T E YelWcot., A (4)o] s 2
1o Aot o] Al oo thsted 74F A (X) & Fol AESZ, Azln &

doteds FAALS Wite ALTZE Gty

X" ~a) + A= XNa} = a5 | (df=aD+(afi—a") —0
At 24x

(6)

of A& MARFH g™ of thstel Felsd A ()% 2 dEAY

=376 —



n+l__

" aj+1_CijnH+ Clq;’+czq';l‘+1 (7)

ntl

g, ‘cﬂﬁ

i ° | X=00 C ~—-c(4tf dx)—2X
A | I o 201 —X) + o 4t Ix)
.Unknown
9" X - o _ o4t a0 +2X
D— ()qu)“”‘ Q=20 - X)+ (4] Zx) (8)
X
o C,— 201 =X) —c( 4t/ 4x)
L 2= 9= %) o dt] )
% 1. M ¥ Muskingun-Cungeq ¢}

AEFZ
A7 A Co, €1, C2 & FHATIT.
Ponce and Yevjevich{1978)2 £ utA A9 F 32 A4 &E Courant A Cg}

cell Reynolds 4 D& ol &3stol tT&3 Zol Ewstact.

Co= —1+C+D

1+C+D
_1+C-D
G=T1¥CTD (9)
Co=l=C+D
T 1+C+D

o} 7] 4 Courant A4 C& AAH T &5 Ax/Ato] ¥ kinematic
wave?] ¥l & co wHBZ AN TI&3 Yol ¥EHHCL.

C=Cf% (10)

FE % cell Reynolds$ D& A xl& A% cAx/20] tf & —?—E]%";l‘-g--q/(ZSO)

—377—



o M EA g o] EPA.

— aa
D= s,clx (11)
AINA s AAHF A, qo U EG NERT. ¥ dE
d= c—f(NfIDS) (12)
gl A2std, D=
D=-L — g(N. s, q, ) (13)
Ax s 90, Yo,
7 Hth. ¥5 cof de= SAXEAST N, AHAA s, ¥ g EZCYINEFHY
.3} 22 Ea 3y dxate &std HeHEH ¥, $4¢ co DE oY E
A

A axen oy AxNTA(sx B A)F 2L £AH Axto] o st
o9,

4. Aol A2 F AR

A E L e E A (1 x 1000 )22 S7NZEA4LE 0.4(29 5
N2EASLY )2 2 HAAZEg 0.1, 0.02, 0.0038 T} (E 1), A

i NER Abd 11 Abd 11
SNz=EAS N 0.4
APH G AL So 0.1 0.02 0.003
kinematic wave?] 0.25 0.15 0.09
AMEE ¢
d 0.50 4.04 47.56
de] A9 A= 0(0.1) o(1) 0(10)

A
il
o>
o
S
i~
ta

Ftlo] sine 2o FT4u 0,.025sin(nt/20)(n/s, te

-378—



FAAZHL}. o o, TAFIINERY 2EANE FFRIY NS A
S EFANEFA L 0.0125 (n¥/s)E ZEch. AE FSA 2P
Ax& FHANE B$, Ck D UL FISIA Ht.

O 28 AE I Zol d el 2 A" (FHAAY 22 AFI AL
A )] stHTHO N 42 HFEIZIMHME UElWL. FodF 24 £ A A
of aeld D L 0.1 ostolxr E3F C ol 1Kt} A& F Lo D
0.01 o]3t7F =o X = 172 ¢ AL ZEAMxE 9 kinematic wave H (D =
0)o] 2%, £XAFo] CC19d F ol MHBBR A (w2 A )
UElUYS C> 1 d AL 234y #HHF (=3 A X))o YEIGE o, o
d ouae +AEaY Baol gt 4FY 4 drh. C kol 1o WA Pel
Be +NVES Aolxed, duHew c> 18 FEE 18 Aoy
D 3% F72 £XAFe] A4t

0025 — [
c:oz.o-o.oo\ 0.025
000 _ Iy
00t E:_ 04,0 = 0.00 \tow G=020=0%0
E C=10D=002 0.02{ C=04,0=181
§ °"° Py 3 o | [craneus
é‘ 00051 E, 0015 :440 D =181
%o.ooo- g
a8 i 3 0014
-0.005 g
0.010 0.005
R 0 100 150 A
TIME (miny 0 e
60 100 150 200 260 300 350
TIME (min)

2% 2. AEI MY copy H 3o 28 .3 Ad 111 A2 cof Dol W g
HE faIae W of WE f23de W
C:12 APl £ sine IHE BB WBA A ol (57 VTS
e Hdel) HFET AHEG. AN od AdelNy e
kinematic wave® ¢l Z Eof slYggn TES FH3 s 7 M=

CourantF+ & 7[5 0% 1o] 71 A 28t Ao &1},

—379-



Atm III2p Zel d ko] 2 A (o, ¥F A AY FIHAREASFI S A

HiolAds ¥ A W2 Courant oA T I gxdHE & DUL 8L
ok, 27 30N EE upet o] o’ Atd o A= Courantfol] F A
of A & FAE YEetun, FYIFAH} vlad o, FEFLAY EFH
P s g, oyl AWM ZFES FI Y YA HFERFTY T
2] & Vel E diffusion wave 3 ¢ Z Eo] Hr}.

6. @It 2o

2 dFoME di= qo/(sec))US "eldte dAFAAE ez A%
Muskingum-Cunge(M-C) EH ol AN HEMETF HHN sFdAXMY F2
Ede niAes d¥S AESHACE.

d gto] 2 Ado M M-CHE B 23 ¢ Courant FolH EE= & AR
AdA(4x)lNE F3te A e ZEE £AAFH) €& 7
olth. ol gt Zol HFA FAdMHdY HEaMA gl M-C ¥ HELS
diffusion wave& Z A VH £71 2o W FrIeleta At
7. BEXR

1. °]’2>L§. o] Z1 24 (1994). “Muskingum-Cunge ¥ o} 28 g3tz F£5

3 3bE 4+ Z% 3%, Vol.27, No.4, pp. 105-114.
2. A £(1995). T ¥H KFEEPA AT F+FH - AF
Muskingum-Cunge H-& o/ &% T FHY F4.7 F53HHA,

Vol.37, No.6, pp.59-69.

3. AmBE (1982). MHMEHE 3. "NAWKE-ZEHEHEF LI &3 HK
WHBEF " BELARBEE, £48% 6%, pp. 37-43.

4. Ponce, V. M. (1989). Engineering hydrology, priciples and
Practice Englewood Cliffs, New Jersey, pp. 317-325.

5. Ponce, V. M. and Yevjevich V. (1978). “Muskingum-Cunge method
with variable parameters.”, J. of hydraulic division,

ASCE, Vol. 104, No.HY3, pp.1663-1667.

—380—



