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Abstract

The objective of this study is to derive optimal design floods by the Wakeby distribution
_using the probability weighted moments. parameters for the Wakeby distribution were
estimated by the probability weighted moments for the annual flood flows of the applied
watersheds. Design floods obtained by the Wakeby and GEV distributions were compared
by the relative mean errors, relative absolute errors and root mean square errors. In
general, it has shown that the design floods by the Wakeby distribution using the methods
of the probability weighted moments are closer to those of the observed data in
comparison with those obtained by the GEV distribution.
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AJ=E B
ol L-EA E o] ©& WakebyR X2 g3 GEVEERH ] wj/j¥s AA
Wakeby & £ 2 ¥ 3 GEV #¥X2¥ 9] wi/id+E L-ZAEYY o3 2 fFdEz 7
Fig=d
Al L-2HER o] w2 Wakeby2EXEd Y GEV BEXZYo] o3 f 28 HAESFa n
A
L-Z R E 94%}1 F=d AT E ALS3 Wakeby BXRH 3 GEV 22 ¥ o
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o F A H¥, A#, FF, 99, v 5, UF, 4E R ARG A i@ﬁil HFA 3}
AIFEAF, dSAF 2 Hex9 7EFAANE 2 ¥z 78 e A F900 dH H
X EEUAE A2 170656 ~ 3790652 2 84.805 ~ 2254.7909] “@,ﬂs_—, R A5
WEASE 247 0355 ~ 1741 2 0350 ~ 06399 ¥ E 121 Hexe 2158 ~ 6355
o] HYE YehiTh

2. AU TrFe S99 ? T248 HA
BAf9d A¥UZSFHFY EP4 2 44 AAE ZAF Wald-Wolfowitz Test R
Mann-Whitney Testoll 98 A& A3 A §o] AA P TAAl ABHA

3. AHLHNAEE Outlier 173

YA FEAZALANA A8 durE #FEXY FeolA R Ay EE ofdz 3
215l & Data Point® YEhlE Outlier?) 22 93 ¥3-3 FATGH wAdFed FE24
AAFEZF] AA BFHAEE 2HsHA Erh

olo] B EAo]AlE Grubbs-Beckd) 9% HAYE AHE3to Outlierd F5& AA}AURL &
EAd Hgd F99 AHPEFEAR i AR Z2HE 29A Table-1 3 2rh

Table-1. Grubbs and Beck test for detection of outliers

. . Grubbs and Beck test

River Station Ky X X, Test

Han Yeoju 26710 17359.5 512.2 O

Sanyang 2.3840 5092.4 274.7 O

Nagdong Wolpo 2.5180 2323.3 97.1 O

Waegwan 2.6810 111835 1074.2 O

Geum Kongju 2.6910 12229.5 4424 O

Nampyeong 25770 8125 1452 O

Yeongsan Mareuk 2.6500 1372.5 770 O

Naju 26610 6726.1 2384 O

. Abrog 2.6390 11022.1 332.7 O

Seomjin -
Songjung 25770 6360.1 11625 O

Ky : G-B statistic tabulated for various sample size and 10% significance level
Xy @ Critical quantity of high outliers

X : Critical quantity of low outliers

(O : Accept at a level of 10% significance level

o4 AsolA nAY 594, $44 2L Outier A% A% WFFAY IHLN AR
PEAA 4, 2 AdsE

#3 YA TAAo] AT FAd A1 An TH
Outlier’} 1ol ARHAEZA FEARRA 4 BtZAol 4FHAH.

4, L-EWEND]s] 93 L-H9%5AF, L-d3= € L-#ddx A4k
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HE/MEREY NY2Fo2A L-ZAERS 7 FH¥EE 33 L-ZAEHY HY
L-8%AF, L-45%: 2 L-Hdx& 78 dd, A {9 24 L-ZHEQ L-¥FAT,
L-943% ¢ L-Hd=E 27 01915 ~ 03362, 0.0990 ~ 02537 £ 0.0734 ~ 0.21549] ¥4
€ ez .

5 %= AR

L-2dEHe] uE WakebyR2 ¥E2 83 GEV 2¥R2do] e Ags #AL K-S AR L
ol &dtdom Z fFHo) 3 FIE Table-29 #ot.

ol el AHE RAY AFS Aol BH WakebyPEXRHW GEV BERYe AF=
7t AA JAAHA

Table-2. Kolmogorov-Smirnov test for the Wakeby distribution and Generalized extreme-value
distribution using method of L-moments

Method of L-moments
Distribution River Station
D,, Dg.os Test

Han Yeoju 0.1070 0.2130 O

Sanyang 0.0861 0.2617 O

Nagdong Wolpo 0.0842 0.2617 O

Waegwan 0.0531 0.2150 O

Geum Kongju 0.0586 0.2124 O
Wakeby Nampyeong 0.0842 02443 O 1
Yeongsan Mareuk 0.0507 0.2236 O l
Naju 0.0645 0.2206 @) ]

r Seomiin Abrog 0.0489 0.2267 ®

Songjung 0.0444 0.2443 O

Han Yeoju 0.0822 0.2130 O

Sanyang 0.0854 02617 | O

Nagdong Wolpo 0.0939 0.2617 O

Waegwan 0.0688 0.2150 O

GEV Geum Kongju 0.0989 0.2124 O

Nampyeong 0.0859 0.2443 i O

Yeongsan Mareuk 0.0783 0.2236 ] Q

Naju 00718 02206 O

Seomiin Abrog 0.0732 0.2267 O

Songjung 0.0968 | 0.2443 O

O : Significance level can’t be acknowledged
X 1 Significance level can be acknowledged

6. L-EHEH o8 WakebyR ¥ 233} GEVEX R & wslWls AR
L-2AER (LM o8 Wakeby®# X9 =759 abede 9 GEVEXY diiwis<l
x, @, BE 4 98z Faqr)

7. Wakeby B ¥ 2383 GEVEZR Y L-RUEY & AAIZISLEY 45
Wakeby 2 X287 GEVEXRHS L-EHEN @& AF7|d £52S +9H2 73
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A= Table-3% 21 RY¥X2ye AFPE AAS #std L-ZAEHA 3] f=8 HAZ
FHE Z28 ¥ XHAPQ Weibull, Hazen, Cunnane 2 Gringortond o] 93} W] %3} &E&& +
3l3l o] A FEEA YA A AT

Table-3. Comparison of design floods calculated by method of L-moment for Wakeby and
Generalized extreme-value distributions. (Unit : #°/s)

Distribution River Station Return period(yrs)
5 10 20 50 100 200
Han Yeoju 5300.29| 6384.16; 731256, 8655.26| 1005392 12127.31
Sanyang 243.456 29854 343.48 390.41 418.40 441.22
Nagdong Wolpo 767.09 95462) 118452 1590.74| 200362| 2537.77
Waegwan 4872.86| 5876.46| 691360, 8338.34| 945827, 10615.87
Wakeby Geum Kongju 4109.69| 5257.22| 625823 7383.10{ 8117.05] 8752.92
Nampyeong 453.26 537.21 620.08 7280—0( 808.45 887.87
Yeongsan Mareuk 507.37 594.08 689.61 855.37, 1026.68)  1253.33
Naju 218255 2559.27) 288356 3283.70| 3577.54] 3867.27
Seomjin Abrog 345990 4319.26] 5062.68] 5897.61| 643389 6899.97
Songjung 3460.20| 3801.52] 444329 549384| 664413 823231
Han Yeoju 515862 6549.00; 794323; 9840.33| 1133359 1288537
Sanyang 23324 28741 340.75 411.86 466.72 522.75
Nagdong Waolpo 792.93| 102054 1260.11] 160440| 189030 2201.39
Waegwan 4995.72) 596589 689249 8086.07| 8976.22{ 9859.50
GEV Geurn Kongju 3896.45; 5004.83| 6159.73] 7800.61| 9148.12) 10600.32
Nampyeong 454.01 535.19 616.12 72549 811.00 899.36
Yeongsan Mareuk 514.34 629.39 739.46 881.52 987.67| 1093.17
Naju 213825] 2571.56] 295391| 340461] 371243} 3995.79
. Abrog 334465  4206.45| 504579, 6151.00; 6993.30] 7844.73
Seomiin Songjung 3694.22]  419587| 4778.00| 553886, 611451 669279

o] 4+2] Weibull, Hazen, Cunnane % Gringorton S 28 ¥ AAU3} WakebyRP¥=2d ¢
GEVEYXRYe L-EWEY 93 59 HNEY HdAZFH nu 24& A8 FiFF
2 2HRelative Mean Error, RME), %t 2 th @ }(Relative Absolute Error, RAE) 2 AF3H#
A FZ L *HRoot Mean Square Error, RMSE)E 717} tidf9dE 3 A#= Table-49
Fag=)

356



Table-4. Relative Mean Errors, Relative absolute Errors and Root Mean Square Errors calculated
by Wakeby and Generalized extreme-value distributions using methods of L-moments
and different plotting position formulas

Weibulll Hazen Cunnane [ Gringorten
River Station
E\/IE RAE | RMSE | RME | RAE |RMSE | RME | RAE | RMSE RMETRAE RMSE
Han Yeoju 177) 815 502.07| 157 788 46047| 160| 796| 49230 159 793 479.89
Sanyang 103] 408 949/ 099 371 1088 088 350, 995 091 358 1027
(Iif)anz | Wolpo 210, 824 10865| 178 681| 5346| 182 713 6784 180 699 6229
Waegwan | 060 338 23424] 072 3.2441 19170, 068] 3.2| 18486 0701 317) 18589
‘ Geum Kongju 106] 524/ 16236] 090 465 15624| 090 472| 14547] 0905 4.6& 14875
Wakeby ‘ —t
Nampyeong | 0.76| 3.66\ 1865 07/ 365 1579 075 35| 1508 076 357 1523
Yeong I T ! |
eon Mareuk 120] 523 3849 109 486 2117 110, 491 2465 109 490| 23.15]
! 1 |
k Naju 109] 473 79.17| 09| 467 8712 097 462 8141 098 464 34
. Abrog 097| 429 14412| 104/ 460| 16028] 1.00] 446 15472 101 451 159‘63J
€0IT
mn Songjung | 096 320 269.85 071 261 13477 078 2.73} 16768 074 269 154,50’
I .
Han Yeoju 180 801 4051 212 938 4ol11| 190 895 40437 198 08| 40179
L Sanyang 124 53| 1341 167 615 1631 149 590/ 1470 156 600 1527
—
|
éf)arg L Wolpo 224| 913 9641 2.07J 867 5921 202 83| 6744 204 849 6413
I
|
Waegwan 0.88’ 425 256.06’ 082| 402 19852 07| 396 2296 080 398 20031,
Geum Kongju 1.35| 687 237.24) 180 802 287.15 166 7.66| 25467 171 779 26575
GEV ——t —]
Nampyeong | 075 352 1885\ 078 346 1500 074 33 1462 075 337 14.73|
Yggx‘l‘g Mareuk L64] 708 3267 191 731 2542 181 716 2618 184 722 25.79]
] |
Naju 169 7.43 97.93T 288 862| 11864 Z.ELBFS.ZS 10991 266 838 113.04|
! «
Abrog 196 75| 19735 276 807| 25195 252 778| 22721 261 789] 236.98)
Seom L { l
1 !
n i Songiung | 101 430 2134 102 418 17482 100 418] 18520 100 418 13084
| !

ol g AgolA BHd WakebyFE2 383} GEVEEXR Y L-EWEYS 98 §xa A
AZTZFs 45X 228 INAYE d& Fxd dAESFEFRe] AdygFo s, Ao
ezt 2 AFHFAF224Y Hod A f90 HAA WakebyE ¥ 2 &3 Hazen 2
Cunnane £2% ZAMY o9& MAFFF) B Wyel & Anch detdgoz =z o
Bye £ A%E stAg

BE A2 GiAsAY vtEfdel dd Hazen 28 IA AW 98 Wakeby X2 8
W GEVEXZH L-ZdERe] wE dAZSHe ARES AFTEA TA3 dne
Fig. 13 Zt},
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e | 2 ave 97, 452, 37, 4%
2 MAZ FA9 107] Feol digt A4
WEFFHES AHE3td olg AR W
AHAEE BAsT, L-LHEH T <93
L-H%EA4¢, L-943x 2 L-HAZE +
. - ¥ L-2dEd =g K-SEA o8 &
L = %239 AgEE Adsges LW
R R A ) Evo] o8 WakebyREZ WS GEVE
LYY dAusE FEERL, L-2AE
Fig. 1. Comparison of design floods estimated Hel @e dAZFIFe FEHAG E
using methods of L-moments with Hazen 3t Wakeby# X283 GEVEXE A
plotting position at Mareuk watershed of L-EWER o3 AAZSUy ZzE
Heongsan river TARNe gw AAEEEHY Ha
FHE SR oo digt AHE QoFstd e 2.
1. B A7 A" 53 A8 #3 Wald-Wolfowitze] S HAH A3 Mann-Whitney
544 AR ¥ Grubbs-Beck? Outlierd A& 33 F3 ole] EMEFAC] ARHA

8

2. Wakeby ¥ GEVEXE ¥ A& By 98 K-S AR A2 A5 27 £¥
2y AR AAFHUH

3. Wakeby2 ¥ 283 GEV £¥X 289 L-EAEW O wfuse AAZSHS 247
fFr=3t4

4. Wakeby®¥23% 3 GEV X239 L-EHER 02 HAZFZH dFX9 =2
FAARE st 78 AAZTFFS FuiHdeA, duddies € AFFHAFZ 3}
of 98 ul@3 A, o]F WakebyR X233 Hazen ¥ Cunnane ET2W XA Ho] o3k
AAZEFFo] B HE g AAZFH v dwtdom HAFE Ao el
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