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Reservoir System Operation Using Explicit Stochastic Dynamic Programming
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AR BY wyoezg: HYHAAE (linear decision rule)E A£3 CCP (chance
constrained programming) (ReVelle et al,, 1969), FAIE3 E=HAEY (Askew, 1974), Monte

Carlo Technique (Askew et al,, 1971 Villis et al,, 1984) 2 A4 EA7H (reliability
programming) (Colorni and Fronza, 1976) &ol vk ol@t 7Y E FolA CCPe A &4 HY

© NG, BIEAYTA $AULTL AYQATY, TR
o ANY, RFRAUTA FAUATY AYATY, FEA Hay
o A3Y BTEAUTA £4997Y A7, 299 $43HE
oAy BFEAUTA FAULTA A7
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Az dg HA3 AHERY H 89 LolA el Wol A8H AN, HEAH g o
E Aefol 87 F FARH TAVHAZA HYA e YF ol2e] AVHT o
(Hogan et al., 1981), ZAI8" EXH7|HL Mo| §§ (transition probability) EzA el A
A 87 g & AFAA obd A Aez ol YodHe 1 B§A4el AY Erhgdd
L o] BHog AFHT Qi

g AFANAEe $F ¢8AE AR A7 2o HA¥H A85E Agste] HolgEE 7

83 Explicit A wlo] oA 2o HH ¢4 Pk (policy) & 8% ol £4%
2 9l wrol g A of €] o]u Implicit Stocastic DP 7l o2 dsie] A 84e) J&3
S48 vadez ] AFA MY 4L B4 FAE PR

2. Bk MAWS REHER WA

42 ARY BEE4E 1Y 4 UE 2A%Y 444 ¢ wyEesE: A Explicit
F st Implicit “ohﬁﬁ-i :1"%*3 4 b Explicit WY& ¥&W<4 (randon variable) g 23
of 4 28¥ & v P2 19504 FURE AR ARGt ol FE ol Howard
(1960) & AFAe o]l ddE £712 2+ Markov Process I3 € w2z vl A 717 (t)
¢ FdFol i @ g A (DY FUFel vt E E& P E 4T e MHoE R
st 2A8H 4 AY 7Y (stochastic dynamic programming) & AlAlstglch  Manne
(1962) = Markov Process HAE o] &8d 714 €t A4AE o2 LP 7]4lol] 3 Lz 3
A S Arsgeon] Thomass} Vatermeyer (1962) = Manned] A& Rl AEL ubo] ofy
FUTE TRAA A2dg 27 49F Relsol $HARY. Loucks (1968)E 2ARH P 2
82 sfubsto Oswego River ol 9l Finger ¥ & uiAoz o3t $&o] o] 48}
Loucks$h Falkson (1970) & Z+281% 4215 ol 2 First-Order Markov Chaing o] §% A%
DP, Policy Iteration, LP 28& wlastct.  Houck®t Cohon (1978) A #UZoll dislo
Discrete MarkovZ 713 &t

Explicit A% 223 7|49 £ 9 el 749 g 2PH2 e A%z A
22 7A dAs=d =l Dantzig (1955) 91 &8 M¢H Two-Stage LP 29 A4 FHAH HLd
Recourse Stochastic Programming &2 Wet (1966)8} Prekopo (1980} <Ssf HA=¢ e,
Dupacova (1980) el S8 4249 B2l U AY BA LU ol 2L WA = dE
E AFzA & 2AE B3 Ao A ReVelle (1969) S0 3 A Aagde A3
A4 A& A

2.1 Explicit Stochastic #%9] X
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A4AE $UFE Aol 2ASE AAL g olg R FANY EAE AR 1
¥ &gt 4] L4 AHEH §YFY F2E ol fe YA E 2 FUFI #EE
¥} 4 HAY Explicit Stochastic HH3 7Y & o] 48 7& & k. Hol#gs A+
¢ BEGY $dFE z2Acz e oW AHAAY FUFY AEEE  (discrete
probability) 2 Jebd 4 il ¥ HEHEE (optimal policy) & 471729 71E +4%F +3E
A0 ZE olx J Fdel g AERY FAF FFo o AAY 27 ¥ FHEs
#e BAE 2ASA DPol| 8 ARHY ol Z WHEE g} 2L Recursion Equationd
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X
F‘ (X‘, I\'l) =min (Or max) z P(Ilk I I!-l) [fl (Xtvul1xt‘l)
k=l
+FHI (ley Ink) J """""""" (1)
d714, (e A2 i XY TAAGUA F BAYE G FEe grolw, ke
LKE TR F929 A% dede AE X t 2 AR v 712t ¥

Q
hiE
Z 18 t-1 7170 W@ N1 FUF FT & Lae R FZ kAt I
7+ AE PR 49, P(L | L.)e Lo 202 g L, $A%EH

de

2.2 Aol%g

2ARH BANA AAEHAL e gl & & Yo,
X,.1 - g'(xn u,, I‘) (t=1,,T) ............................. (2)

G71A, AT ASF XL $UF L 2249 g 2 ¢ 734 W2 2FE £ gd
Inverted Fornol A% WH L 23 o] & 4 Qlrh

W= (K Ko 1) (el D) 3)

4 (2) 8 & Non-Inverted Forn®] AehtA4 olub & (3)3 2L Inverted Fornd] eldA 4o
o5 S 1. $EEXE 28 79 WS (randon variable) 24 £3] 44 {42 5L
el Zl7bEete) GAE gl A AFkel HAYR ol met AL 232 Uk oHF 4
B4 o WAYE Hol&g (transition probability) ] 24 ol glo] T4 g K A
AE FFer UE 5 A3 dH 724 M4 L G843 2ol dehd 4 glos,

Loy KoL, o Ko b=, e T orrr e @)
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7t 3R 7o) 9ol Z2He) W< (random variable) o] Widt DAEFL & 2o
P [ I«k ]’ k=1,"',K; tzl,"',T ................................ (5)

3714,
EK P [I:k] = 1 f0r t=1,"',T ............................... (6)

o] w] t-1 Stageo| A t Stage2 9 T2 kol o= Ax 9 #3 ABAL 23 o Hojg g2
th&A g o] Uehd § glen,

P (.| Loy, i), k=1, K5 i=1,-, L t=1, T oo )

714, =1, LE t-1 DANAY T Wfd dg FEE vdetlH, 4 (1) HelgEd
A (6T e 2AL ZHolof Bt}

Ash e HHES FE A4 339 AFMA ALY TH Ho F2o 34 gay
o2 #A5A BA §9 WA 25 %ol WP 6,648 Kn®Y FHHH L 22 Uk FF
A AR ¥ Fd%F ARe 19173 19408, 1956 R E 199197hA] 60 F<¢S A V)
AR ol & shssieh 60479 AA 1% AEE ol §de] oju AuHe Yo 44HT
E EsAEd g AZY A7) A 28U MPAR 1 (Ko, 1989) ¥ 2 AZY /A =¥
AR EHE MLl 249 AEE $AF B $UF A5 548 M4 3 vz QE
Periodic AR(1) 28 < AZ8o 5000 A28 A55 HAAZt Helgdgd A4 7EL 4 ¥
8 §UTE 100 AETHoE o] T2 HFAE UE oz dden, 25/ HEE 4
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AE Y F4FY ¢F A BdE 489 HolgE2 I-13 Zov, 389 ¢F A ©E 4
g 699 48 270 W2 749 Z884 (iso-probability line) e a™-1ol4 BgF31 9]
=3

3. HEraacth E/ETME PHIEE
3.1 B K

E A7 229 ddoz AA Fgol A¥® 2488 myd g% AeH E9E
Aty 2de S A4x 3§ Lokl Yol AE Operation Researchd ol &3 3
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Table-1 3¥ $UZE 2702 & 49 44T X¥ +7Y AogE Yo
3¢ A8 F704 39 4% (MCM)
44 14.90] 30.00| 39.10| 48.50| 58.75| 70.05| 83,60]102.95/134. 05/580. 15

41,20, 22088, 13400, 13972{. 11600, 12224 |. 06212/, 07370, 05600 . 04408, 02788

| 82.05/.17269. 14600|. 08183 |. 11800|. 09418|. 08817]. 08565 |. 08600 . 07214 . 05179

107.30|. 144571, 116001, 12974 . 114001, 10420|. 09619 . 09362|. 07800 |. 08016 |, 04581

| 132.90/.09036. 11800|, 11377}, 07600. 11623|. 11422, 09761|. 08600|. 10220 . 08964

161, 75/. 088351, 11400, 09780 . 10400, 11422|. 10821|. 08764 . 11400}, 08416|. 08764

4

3
| 195. 501, 08433|. 08200|. 09580|. 10800 . 09018 . 10220|. 12350 . 11400, 10020|. 09960
A

ol 236.95|. 06224 . 12200, 07584 |. 11800|. 09018 |. 09819|. 11753]. 09600 . 11222|. 10757

291. 40}, 066261, 05800{. 08982 . 08400 . 09819, 13426, 09561 |. 102001, 12424]. 14741

C| 380.50{.04216|. 06400|. 09181 . 08600. 09619 . 11022 |. 09761 . 14000 . 11422|. 15737
M +
1256, 85|, 02811. 04600 . 08383 .076001.07414 .08617|.12749|. 12800/, 16633 |. 18525
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Inflow (July)
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3.00
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inflow (March)

£0.10 263.75 458.40 0633.03 34770 104233 1237.00 1431.65 1626.30

Inflow (June)
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ol 100,000 Kwi 47 % ZAA Ao 6,000 Kwid 2719 2A7)} AASo) gon, L4333 %
2%, Z+% 3, F¥ $& F8 9FHR 32 Yo

FARH FH AY 71H 28 A% 249 FHL 33U W £ Ao g o) B
Ao FHFFE 45H 4 7Y < Veighting 71 & ol &3t wald 24¢ 9% 3
H 39 L¥odAe AFAY AL A 2AE BEHA A RN §FrF3E AFE 0F
3} J1ZE WY AEFE S AR F AEF deH Zeo] 4 ¥

objective function

T K
F=max 3 2P (I [ I..,) WF +wF,) oo (8)
t=1 k=1
FI - f‘ (X‘, an.k, u‘) .................................. (g)
FZ - - (S“)Z ............................................ (10)
Sl’t =Tl’( _u!

subject to ;

Xt*]. Kk = Xx + Itk - u, _El(le Xx'l.k) - Dl

fOI' t=1 ",T .................................... (11)
X‘ ain s X! = X! oax s for t=1,"',T+1 ................... (12)
Us win S U, 2 U, max , for t=], T oo (13)

714, f.()E $4 $A AdFg YehlE vy E5ol8, X & AR, v.v UFT
T, & &% $53F X%, S, € £53F F52& vehid E & 717 199 AxA FEE
o, PE 4 (B)ollA HAH uts} Zo] TAY WY FUFY t-1 A 1., o @& Yo
17 3 8% gFeld.

A9 A3 2YL FARE 4 AY ) sl 75 CSUDP (Labadie, 1990) ol &7
Yo on), AeiutA AL Non-Inverted Forno 2 3] F3AZ AHA 192 AFFH 427
AR 129 AFFE 2,000 MM =2Ae2 ¢35t

3.2 EEB%E ME
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BAHEH 4% ARE olgs+  Inplicit Stochastic DPAlAE 23 AAd 9o
Computer 48] Az A7t 71442 FAY o2 Fd7t5d AAD £4 77kl AggPed
webd 9fd AR 2FEsHe ARE A J17Y A FAE FARA doA Ao
7 Agel FEAY $T ZAKNA A4A SAPLE $YAAY £ s A 9
Ag T2 24L WA Y,

2 dFoAe FFEAE oz ¥ A€ AR AN FAYH §4F 24 v} 2o
EEH0Z dNY & e AFA E9AM A7 7158 Explicit Stochastic DPE H£31g o
o, @ %Y §UFE ZU2E ok AN {UTol AT AE B Mol ¥§ Y4
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Figure-2  Explicit Stochastic DPol) <Jai |l $9§
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(Risk Level = 0.4) (Risk Level = 0.4)
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ARZEE Mol Eg AAse HEHE FEH FUF AR A% AFAY FAGSH 3y &
o (stochastic optimal reservoir operation) & %3¢ JPEE 1 ALFA &4 YL =5

e HHES AU

o9} e WYES WAFAN FF AFA AL FE3d HH 4 Ao BdE o F
A A5 98 48 AAGT B4 ARZRY B /o 43 dER ALAY oj4 #E
2 9% A&¥ 29 7]% (operational criteria)ol 23ted ol A8 8 ¥z AF Add wE

4% 2% AF5FE AAY ¢ de AF5A 49 AH (operational policy)d AAZA el

A4 FH2AL FANH d4Z AFA 9T 9% TS Aol Jddd,
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