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Table-1. Parameters calculated by GEV and GPA distributions and using method of
L-moments
Distribution River Station £ a k
Han Yeoju 2680.2468 1876.9049 -0.2137
Nagdon Sanyang 129.2254 67.5063 -0.0357
gdong Wolpo 307.8308 239.2314 -0.1264
GEV Geum Kongiu 1942 9361 1195.5068 -0.1126
Yeongsan Narmmpyeong 300.9603 93.0918 -0.0522
2 Naju 1153.2218 714.2199 0.1135
Seomjin Abrog 1661.7627 1104.6227 -0.0207
Han Yeoju 881.9523 3521.4979 0.0421
Nagd Sanyang 96.7941 154.0733 0.3227
agdong Wolpo 155.7452 492.9456 0.1904
GPA Geum Kongiu 7224136 2501.0952 0.2145
e Nampyeong 196.7993 219.6678 0.3222
eongsan Naju 303.8329 1949.3746 06397
Seomnjiin Abrog 463.9970 2565.2984 0.3803
GEV : Generalized extreme-value distribution GPA : Generalized pareto distribution
7. fEE AR dAETFY F5
GEV 2 GPA RER¥o| L-ZuEdd ©e A¥70d 44553 4942 78 23:
Table-3% Z1 GPA EIXRFEY HAFZ ZHAL #sle L-EHER o= F=¥ GEV %
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Table-2, RRMSE of the simulated quantile following the sample size of GEV and GPA

distributions
Distribution Sa;;l:le River Station Q5 Qm QQO Qso Qm(, QZDU
Han Yeoju 0.1762 02073 0.2589 (.3559 0.4531 03754
Nagdong Sanyang 0.1212 0.1378 0.1664 (2214 0.2739 0 3426
Wolpo 0.1459 0.1698 0.2056 0.2741 0.3418 0.4252
20 Geurn Kongiu 0.1461 0.1599 0.1867 0.2395 0.2915 (0.3543
Nampveong 0.0969 0.1158 0.1441 0.1961 0.2464 0.3071
Yeongsan - -
Naju 0.1168 0.1213 0.1388 0.1777 0.2164 0.2622
GEV Seomjin Abrog 0.1347 0.1472 0.1752 02322 0.2896 0.3603
Han Yeoiu 0.0787 0.0926 0.1169 0.1606 0.2006 (2463
Nagdong Sanyang 0.0549 0.0609 0.0732 0.0966 0.1181 0.1421
Wolpo 0.0660 0.0774 0.0970 0.1325 0.1653 0.2029
100 Geum Kongju 0.0664 0.0776 0.0963 0.1295 0.1596 0.1933
Yeongsan Nampyeong 0.0440 0.0520 0.0655 0.0903 0.1135 0.1398
Naju 0.0524 0.0547 0.0625 0.0783 0.0927 0.1084
Seomiin Abrog 0.0615 0.0680 0.0810 0.1049 0.1266 0.1506
Han Yeoju 0.1899 0.1942 0.2167 0.2720 0.3310 0.4049
Nagdong Sanyang 0.1288 0.1225 01293 0.1576 0.1893 (.2272
Wolpo 0.1610 (0.1558 0.1651 0.1988 0.2374 0 2857
20 Gewn Kongju (0.1598 0.1508 0.1557 0.1848 (.2209 () 2672
Yeongsan Nampyeong 0.1045 0.1045 0.1124 01370 0.1638 (11959
Naju 0.1215 0.1007 0.0992 0.1214 0.1471 01732
GPA Seomjin Abrog 0.1432 0.1297 0.1344 0.1655 0.2017 0.2451
Han Yeoju 0.0866 0.0863 0.0950 0.1190 0.1438 0.1725
Nagdong Sanyang 0.0597 0.0528 0.0532 0.0641 0.0763 0.0896
Wolpo 0.0721 0.0698 0.0754 0.0939 0.1132 0.1350
100 (Geum Kongiu 0.0717 0.0688 0.0735 0.0899 0.1070 0.1262
Yeongsan Nampyeong 0.0486 0.0460 0.0479 0.0584 0.0699 0.0826
Naju 0.0335 0.0427 0.0412 0.0484 0.0557 0.0625
Seomiin Abrog 0.0655 0.0581 0.0590 0.0702 0.0824 0.0954
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Fig. 4. Comparison of design floods estimated by GEV

Fig. 3 Comparison of RRMSE estimated by GEV and
GPA distribution using method of L-~moments
at Abrog watershed of Seomjin river.
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Table-3. Comparison of design floods calculated by GEV and GPA distributions (Unit : ma/ s)

e . . Return peried(yrs)
Distribution River Station 3 10 20 s 00 200
Han Yeoju 5,999.04 810405 1046652 14,117.14] 17.370.87| 21,133.37
Nagdong Sanyang 233.24 28741 340.75 411.86 466.72 22275
‘Wolpo 792.93 1,02054) 1,260.11 1,604.40 1,880.30|  2201.39
GEV Geum Kongju 3,896.45 5004831 6,159.73] 7,800.61 9,148.12] 10,600.32
Yeongsan Nampyeong 45401 535.19 616.12 725.49 811.00 £399.36
Naju 2,138.25 257156 295391 340461 3.712.43 3.995.79
Seomjin Abrog 3,344.65 420645 5045.79) 6,151.00] 6,993.30) 784473
Han Yeoju 6,361.62 8,609.45| 10,792.56, 13,582.29( 15622.22| 17,603.40
Nagdong Sanyang 245.97 299.68 341.74 383.68 407052 426,19
Wolpo 839.05 1,074.65 1,281.11 1,515.39 1,667.35 1.800.52
GPA Geurmn Kongju 4126.47 5267100 | 6,250.15] 734441 8,040.48] 8,640.39
Yeongsan Nampyeong 47261 553.81 618.74 685.07 723.71 75462
Naju 2,262.78 265261 290282 3101.70] 3,191.07| 3,248.43
Seomjin Abrog 3,6b61.79 4,399.27| 505035 568547 6,038.48] 6,309.68
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