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Table 4. 2.1 Observed and Theoretical Poisson Distribution of the Number
of Exceedance for Time Interval (0, 240day) at Waegwan No. 1 (MLE)

Mar.1 ~ Nov, 15 240 days
FOB | MLE

Freq, Rfreq Freq, Rfreq

2,000 | 0,080 0.900 | 0.038
5000 | 0.200 3.100 | 0.124
4,000 { 0.160 5100 | 0.203
2.000 | 0.080 | 5500 | 0222
4,000 | 0. 160 4,500 | 0.182
4.000 | 0.160 3.000 | 0.119
2.000 { 0.080 1,600 | 0.065
1.000 | 0.040 0.800 | 0.031
1.000 | 0.040 0.300 { 0.013
0.000 | 0.000 0.160 | 0.005
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Table 4, 2.2 Observed and Corresponding Theoretical Distribution of
Number of Exceedences for Each Season at Vaegwan No 1 (MLE)

FF Spring Summer T Fall

r

|| Frel Trel | Frel Trel Frel | Trel

[ | T ]

'o|" .so0 |' 787 |' 120 |' 102 |' 480 |' 468
1 160 189 240 233 400 355

) 2 040 023 1160 . 266 080 (135

|3 000 002 280 202 000 034

i 4 . 000 . 000 .120 115 000 . 007
5 000 000 . 080 053 040 001
6 000 000 000 020 000 000
7 000 000 000 007 000 000
8 000 . 000 . 000 002 . 000 000

[ 9 l 000 000 000 000 000 000

Table 4. 2. 3 Number of Exceedences by MLE & Bayesian Method

{ I | Bayesian
Station'Season| MLE Obs,
’ Bay 1| Bay 2

1 1 |
\“aegeonlsprlnél 0.24] 0, 10:| 0.13:! 0. 24|
|1 '|summer! 2,28] 2. 29( 2.13 | 2. 28|
N "[fall '/ 0.76] 0.20'] 0.66 | 0.76!
e
:lwaegeoﬁ!sprinéi 0, 48| 0.28:| 0.26:\0.487|
\| "Isummer| 2.39] 2 73|l 2.OSIl 2. 40/
| fall |1 0.94] 139} 0.79 | 0.941
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AA, BRRERE 229 B 14 2AFH(EF 180 F F 30 F3L kmyeleg A
A3 o2 vrol EBAKE 220, 200, 180. 160, 140, 120, 100, 80 % 60RA ] s R 43}
for, FAAA AT BomES st Chi-Square(X?) testE A8t}

Table 5 1.1 Mean Square Error by each Method (¥aegwan)

Daily (days) Season
60 | 80 | 100 & 120 W 140 | 160 | 180 | 200 | 220 ; 240 |Spring|Summer| Fall
i MLE |0.16010.160,0.240 0. 440/1. 16012, 036|2, 5063, 080|3. 179|3. 179,0. 240 |2.272 |0. 760
INo 1BAY1 10, 083:0. 083 0. 1470. 234 /0. 322/0. 895| 1. 264/ 1. 8401, 960 1. 963 /0. 147 |1.155 0. 514
! BAY2/0. 094i0. 094,0.144,0.236|0. 317109761, 11211, 745(1. 942/1. 942|0. 144 |1.144 |0.513
i MLE |0, 604}0. 3960.47970. 646|1. 52112, 325)2. 832|3. 396 |3. 553 3. 567 0. 479 |2. 384 |0.938
J
|
I

Model

[No 2/BAY10, 222)0. 26710.3180. 6340, 635(1. 195/1. SGSLI' 86612, 43912. 77210, 318 {1,274 |0. 663

i

i
’BAYZBJ. 02310. 262j0~ 29710. 5870, 6811, 186/1, 51411. 878/2. 32412, 629(0.297 |1.229 |0. 666
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RE BE WARARC B HHERHE $EH Jacobian Bl o8 FRMMAN KAEE §E
a3,
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Table 5 2.1 Results of design flood (Unit: CMS)

Mode! Numbers; T=10 Year | T=50 Year | T=100 Year
ME 10 6560 8320 11240
50 6820 9810 11800
100 6910 10520 11960
Bay, 10 7560 9220 11050
50 | 7640 9390 11460
| 100 7830 | 11360 11940
Bay | 10 6060 8790 12030
50 6330 9090 12270
100 6530 11030 12470
Existing Flood| 7000 10260 11640

¥ AFdAdE Wl HoMms ZBEARLE FEE Ao EFIULHRY 43 9
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