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Analysis of Hydrologic data using Poincare Section and Neural Network

1. 48

FGEHY YHeR EXY FFE& 74T o, ¥¥= gL dA4 g
Ae-xn o FHAE Mg eay B9 AY HF 54 & metst
B3 v MY WAANEE fHsteus B2 oy do] we LYES 2
o HEe 4E WAASL 9y o]&HA &0 2 F2AF2 HF,
HES AYHY Wyer siysted @A dEE dAFHeY o :
22 Bt gEk, 1993). AAENY v HdPAAE HAs] AE =EL 2047]
W ZgAo ﬂ’]L-H_} s atoln] Zalgdate] Poincared] st 2 %iz?l"@ rol sl 9o}, Poincare(1905)E
Z1stE- Rl S o] fate uldY WA EAL dotdls WyE .EZ—]‘?FPﬁO‘:q ofw uldE WA
e e ad 7‘] = HY ¢ d&S Aoz ¢AlEH i Granek, 2000) 9] 7l WHER o4F
Yo vbE Alabe 23Ekd dA ALEE s o] FARAE EVMEEdoy, AFEY %E}C’
Poincared] 7]5}eha W 2o Aighe FHE 4+ A sdch 71483 Lorenz(1963)= A Z7# =
dEA Pt HEE F GUY JAE ] i SANS degdtn o AFEHE o) L4 153]
ol § F3 olig @S AL F, AL AFS 2] 2o wE olF UEEA Way H4
F7t(phase space)e] X ©14 & Z(strange attractor)2} T2 BF HEHE Holn YL LUt o9t
Zol AFHY 222 <A Poincarest A|¢HIA™ 71818 E S L o] &3y ZFslA stdod, oAl
Z29 WEESL olgsly Ad FAe uHdY EAL dosiuzr st 77 243 AYWH2 vk
(Kawakami and Funakoshi, 1999; Azuaje and Pubizky, 1999).

E dpdde B3 EF3EHA 4L wols 8 @4EL o|#s A Poincare Sectiong ]
ot A% Aoz E AWE 4 g 9 dY4e S4E Bole £ ARY 548 metstuz @
t} o] $3te] WA Poincare sections] WF 71d 4B Poincare Sectiond AEE B4 =d oW
Al ol EE F dEAs 4 R, of] 2 5o dHA Al2gEd i Poincare sectiong ©] &5t
Zt AxdEe] BEAEL BAslH, vfx 2o 2 Poincare section® o] &3l AA F=FARY 54L& g
&34} &} Poincare Section® $8 AZe 244 7lea 545 dA4 #dd 5 qloh

w248 ddgde A5 E black box 2 AAT 2EL 53 EH testHH L Tk oF
(forecasting)2 A|E3PT. NAFE B3 dHd¥EAS AW A7 454 7les EAS d 79 2
g2 o2 A2 FE I dFe FXd el Aelrt 2l&E o F ATk

2. Poincare 7133}
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2.1 Poincare Section

Poincare section® €% 3 < 59 F{continuous dynamics)& o432l F 9 e(discrete dynamics)2 2
HE WEeR oW Alxde FHHE a3 oz BAE £ =S #ri(Storgatz, 1994).
Poincare section® sliceZ |43 AL E oW AAyo| o sliceE ERY o 47le IS Ige
2 ZHEPY. 29 18 F7] n & FHARD Aj~®e] HAE e Poincare section® Holi vt 19
£ Y G539 598 Al29 Alo]d slice® 7)Y F)t I m} Ho] BAFHRES YT =

d&H T Ao} o]AbHY) FHE AlAadoez WEEE 4H4L Heln girh

agelM Hel= AANY Poincare Sectionol A 9] slice™ #HF FHFANLLE g site] EFort
o R 7Y ¥E Ao w FHF DG AEE Hen 2R ZE £% gl

1) A3Y, THARE BEaRIY GAHA
2) H34, TAUGT E2BF TG $AHA
3) A, AP ELFRT 2Es

H AL, Y RL BERR TR Fag
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21 1. Poincare Section

2.2 Poincare Map
Poincare section®] &&te 9-& + = é; # &g Poincare plotse] 2t %t} Poincare map®) &
Poincare plots & 3 x(t) A x(t+1)e2 A A=o] APEE maps Dot 28 Poincare map
H Al Poincare section® wHA7MA 2 BEE WL Aadd gE geixy Fojad AzHdMz o
7tA Poincare mapg W= d = ot

19 2% 29 Poincare map°l olgA PEHEAE ¥ T Uvh HedA AF% AAF Poincare map
& THse P Axdd g A n FoiA AxdAME o8 7FA] mapd FEE 4 dh 2
g 28 A A% dge A J JF S0 ZAsE Abde] RYS ¢ 4 v 2¥ 20)E
EE, 223 felo] d&Hog B HE u, Z FF R Aolq ZHE(interva)e 19 2(b)Y A, B, C
01‘4 IF 2= Zl'Zl A, B, Col Wgtd (A, B), B, O8] & Ao &, 2335 x(0F & o
(x(0, x(t+1)Z 7H= mape] FAHREE ¢ ¢ 4o 22 2004 mape FHIFE YL WA o2
A AoZM 2z Alade] s PEOZ maps TEH bk g
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a) b)

72| 2. Poincare Map@] AtAJHIH

3. 71A X 2" e g Poincare Map
717 8] & Al&¥Ed| Poincare section% 0|43} Poincare map® TEFHRE I Ao wat -
OE EA4L B2k 97AE FU4E e A2, FAHY E4S e A9, FASYH =¥
7te s 54 e A2ES Pomcare sectlon o] g3t EALH] A8S A2 ¥ Poincare map
& FEIH

31 F7A4E Ze A2d.

3.1.1 Sine F41

b Al2=e ulaEr] fEhd AT o) F17 2 A sineFHLBRE 2000719 ARE AAA
Poincare section® 218} map& T&s 494

N

2(H=sin(¥ (1)

T T T
- = g

T T T T T 1

ETRRY

12| 3. Sine Curve AlSHE T8 4. Poincare Map
29 32 AL Fae 24" ABAGE TAE ASRAN FIHE Az itk O 48 AT
12 &% Poincare Map2 24 9AE HTde g Holz gt ol A)d A=AL] F714
2 du gled Y9Edd.
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312 &F71%s
FIHL e B OE AA"e & F7] ¥4(quasi pedodic function)d gk Poincare maps 7]
st (e wde 300070 AR2E WA AL
x(£) = 0.4cos (27£/100) + 0.3 cos 2V 2¢/50) (2)

]

0 300 - ET N [ o4 o4

B 5 F EoEA KEHe <) 6. Poincare Map
F37859 F7)4€ Hol: Mape| F&3o 94 gt EotE E(attracter)® AUz vk

32 RAZLH FAGARLY
3.2.1 9375 (White noise)
2 A& E dmElr] fjEte] BHFel 05 AFEEE wEe A4t L o457 Hilg @) e
Ao g)dled TatY) EHS e ARE ARG
X,=&, e~MNO0,6%) (3)
Z 2000708 ARE L2A4AAeH, A7F AL v It Poincare sectiongd HLsgoud oHE T
A= Zg 4 godvh &, 1Y 78 EW Poincare mape] 4%&tA #HA & 8, o § HHYE Holz

3.2.2 FA 33 =¥ (Stochastic model)

% 3| A 2 & (autoregressive model, AR(p)F G547 ZL 13 AEIARE(ARINS o] &3y 4
Y FAYEH A5E THANHG.

X=X t+es Et"‘-N(O,O'Z) (4)

A71A, ¢2 12 AT BAFRA, $,504F AHEIALH, g AT 0 FFEES HE2E F
ZH9] AR o)}

17 ZAEIAARYE L o] &5he 2000718 AEE WA A Poincare mapg T AHE ¥ 8 e
Wiloen WS Poincare map® ¥ md EH AR E¥2 A A@AF $,=049 F¥oz o
AzZE Jhede Eds Ao oy WA e FeAY Avs ddE Az d&e B#ad¥ 4 gldh

=l 7. tiw&%gl Poincare map & 8. AR(])- 0HQ| Poincare map

33 Fle~ Ame 24

3.3.1 Lorenz Al=¢

Lorenz A282 HAFA 7le~ FAL Ze Aoz 4yA gloen, AG)e Aa2dE et

(Lorenz, 1963).

duf dt=10(y— x)
dy/dt=28x—y—xz
dz/dt=xy—(8/3)z (5)
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714 A=0.068 Ab&ale] Runge-Kutta 2ol 23l xo thF 2000708 AAE ARE F&59
ot 2§ 9% Lorenz Al&®e2RE ¥y xo i AAE A3E EASL glon, 17 102 x A A4
2] Poincare map2 Heolx g},

Poincare sectionZ o]-&3td F&% Lorenz AlAEol W3 Poincare mape ¥ 104 vebd Az
2ol ZAE = gl Aol TS 27 gl A & # AR A8} HAEHE Hn o ol
gl 29 108 & FHYNE Za gl FHeld o= = Lorenz A&HozRE LA 224
do] e~ Aagle] 5L vdEln gles T

- T T T T 1 u A A |
m £ w3 - L) ¢ =
=

=l 9. Lorenz S;/stem(x}\l}llg) 12 10. Poincare Map(A|2t2H24 1)
4. FEAEY A&
41 2749 4 #9%F Ax
399 4 9% A2 198595 E 19098E7R] 13A4d ARE AHEERLT, d fd% AAE
FxEE 29 113 2}

1 = 1 " E At £ 40000 200 an -
ima{par day) = ‘(l)

. S5 2R NE 2] 12. Poincare Map(AlZ1212 1) ]El 13. Poincare Map(Q=180)

1% 12 259 4 #4 Z}E:—Z:- Poincare section®] &3} maps T&3I9ot. 13 117 ¥ 128
E o zRsA Yol Hl"“‘é”"d" & == oy BdE 24X i Hde] dehiAE gn g @x
%E sz gl dEe) e "d Ath ol AMH B4 e v=H ArY Az Fe] B
AL UYeEldz slch
o g 22 F e e (pattern) g F7) &, A FYBHQ=180cms)e] LA AA AEE
AR a FEEYY FULARE Fee] FEH mapel BlEe Sel¥ wE HEYZT Holi Utk
4.2 Great Salt Lake €3 A8
Great Salt Lake(GSL)= BT 4] 3~5m A== #$ &1, dd3] €2 EAH(6400 km?E 7t
A AN dEAE 2 5ot 18479 5E 199237t 159 ©ele EHAR F 94 20009
ABRE AEEET. AA4E B 2= 1% 149 23, 2¥oM B ulgl o] ASY £717
o AAA Asy FAL Boli gleL & F dHSangoyomi et el, 1996). AAE Sangoyomi
5& GSL &3 Agr) 7le2d EAL %m 938 JleA2EHE Foto gl v ok
a% 15= GSL &4 AZEZ Poincare Section £ ¢/ 435l maps T5% A=A A & F 49
= A% Fe(pattern)E 2ol YSE ¢ F il"—}
AHE FHd B 28T &]Eﬁ(pattem)o] A£4L ztx FTHIET AL ol Azt ofH 71H
T glodAMn Aoz dAE Fel(pattern)E HolZ LS ¢ 4 Uk g gle~ 5*3—% )
Z}&8¢] Poincare map® "7 Z owd e AHE FHHPUS “H FAY TASE AL ol
ot AF A £ 9l oE FYE zty ¢Yes ¢ & ok IYHEE GSL 48 AE= Fles F
Ag gzt gEE wadd 5= ok
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956007 — 3 8E-007 ==

a7 | IE007 |
2 Af=i0t = 2 824007 —
2E~00T - g 2E=00T =
‘BEW—‘ 1 §E~007 |
VE-IOT - 1cpo7 —
i T — 7 1 SEs Ty T [ T T T 1
ey T e T 2008 SE=0OE 1E007 15E=00F ZE-0OT ZEE-0OT MEHNT 3 SE-0Q7
ermipar 15amy) an
I8 14. GSL 88 Ai=2Ag TJ& 15. Poincare Map(ARZKH 1)

5. WAL o1 4F FEARS 45
5.1 A7y 7% A

NAGE i Gast EAld F2aE WE Ay 7A9 dFes, A He FRAY =g
9 AZEHo]A HE Bi A S = A"tk

Fool AlZAe] HE 24, 24 w87, A4 94, AR, 2R 3 5 oy Eopf AAI=RY
2do] g ol&xm glon 53 e o4, JAARFTAAN AFE AL TFE 2oz ATh(FHA,
1995)

A7ure AP (connection model), PDP(paralle] distributed processing), E=¥ 7212 (Neuromorphic
System)ol@t 28w AF® AAY ¢ He FEE AFHE FHITA AL sAdelth AAY 7
EGEs FALZA @@ A4 2z 448 8 oy 45& vehdd oldlel 19 162 44
Axol B&aAs woEs] fstd $84 2Hoz ehd 9FH RHE =AT Aotk AFH FH
272 55 ADLE YGnput, x)°) AP2eA dAZE WIS FE AS 2] A%
32 (weight, W)E P2z o5 7AegE AXAAA Hste FH4E71E T3 A&
= 28 295y Y3t Mg (trasfer function)7t Ll H AT

o 8 (e
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— &+ |
INPUT QUTRUT

% Deandritae 4
+ T
wh (Serathung)

Xn {Norlinean Transtsr
Function Squashing}

= A e
52 €A A&
52.1 594 4 F9F9 45
x=ao] o HoRIR 462570 F 3000709 ARE Etd g4 F 162579 ARE T3} testE
o z

stgoh o)A FAL F3d dag Ade 2917, 29 189 &
27g Helz 3irh

o

e ;lnl
TR 17, OISR A Rl 18 TEST 21t

5.2.2 Great Salt Lake(GSL)9 &3 =

GSLE AAArzE 3578709 A2E 2500704 A2 E Batd 5% 1,078709 AHEE Fobo testshdch o F
BAH e Fild d29 d3= 39 19, 29 203 2
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1 [} 7 H3 1 EQ 20 T T BT
i

R 19. QISR ¢ AR 2y 20, TEST 2

294 ¥ 4 %0 28 17 % 29 197} MAFHE 93 Youf Aleasye AT it GSLY ARALS
B9 37 A2AEY d5% A O AT A%E 4T ALE 2 4 AT, ol A2E AEALH BaA=
de

Al ZAE 27 1944 B ole A GSLARY F H& 33EH(Dalttern)th AYa gl&o] ARE F &3
T ES @A duh ole Ao EHL A ulgde AenA 2 HdYY e AEAGLAGE el BAS
AU U8 BF 2 &) s Relu grh
6. 48

Poincare section® ©]43}4 Poincare mape T%3l1, o|F o3 AR HEso A5 FA4L H
o 454tk A4 FH Poincare map? UHAEA A5 54 Fed JAdd THEHALE 2 7 U™
th B E #E Az=dE gle A BYE e ARe EF oue FYE Fau ey FAHE g
Al2® 2 Poincare map®] BAel &, d4% Ao & oyl Hes sixw glov slex E éﬁ- zr

£ Z2E map? A7 dASA s goy oW FEHE BEeln ‘5{1—'9' %1’ Ut iy WaZe
A FAEEH 282 94 FE 247 Hoe AusiAd HA dSE ¢ 5 dsuth

HAA FF AAE AEY FEA 297 HEY 239y A F4F Z}E.-Q]- Great Salt Laked] &3 =&
S ol&stg) A%Adn 3¢ o FYZe] g A7k 722 L Poincare section®] slice® & ¥
22 maps FEY “H 5 _']‘ He g A oot 938 FYFE slice® 8] mape 7Y o
Ye Lo T3 FeE 2L S AlS’i‘jr Y o3 e 2 AEF B4 23 Rolw, oA
o] ojH FAHEZ EAL XHES= A& oprh %d GSL 2% 22+ o|n FHE A Poincare
section® °]43e] mapE FHIAFL 9 Flex FHE AU USS FUFE A

T3 AAYE F5d vAayggdE Ad 7‘}374134 01153‘7/\1 Poincare Section® 89 7les AlA®
g 248 AU 3 ‘:]ril e GSLe &HARY F$ @A vAAFHE du gle FFE 4%
1 vl3ted o AR B2 &8 Ak

w2} 4 7.3_1‘?_‘—’-‘1 0.2 Poincare sectiong® ©]£% Poincare mapg 7&8E AL AAd g2 EA4S &
AA BAstedH 788 9HdE & F dslew, Fles EALE AY AR AS dFo ArEs ¢
5 Al/o\i]:] 5“_15" B A3 Alade uhe} Poincare section® Z HE#HTA =9 544 E4ER ohy E]-

A5H5E SHE FEH A% ¥ A2 dF B8 H5Y Ao gUE
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