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Table 1. process of fuzzy inference
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Fig. 1. structure of multi~layered perceptron
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Table 2. mixing of all data set
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Fig. 2. river basin map of Tancheon
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Table 3. RMSE, peak ratio and peak error

RMSE |[Z5FF498] (%)| 58 22Hm)

t+1 | 0.0261562 0.103054 -0.02459
t+2 | 0.031655 0.351987 -0.01434
t+3 | 0.043210 0.001796 -0.02992

Fig. 3. forecast of stream level
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