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v dH XY @4 2 FFAH AR
fadFg9d dlnAA=Y P 2 FIAAN AAE A 4 Wad-Wolfowitz (W-W)
Test® Mann-Whitney(M-W) Testell 2l&] 2+ fgdz HAd)

th dH X RAFE Qutlierd?d 2 HALFELIRY Y Hg=E #A
AHuAAEY] Autdel FHEFAHAA FHolutE Qutlerd FFE 8] Grubbs-Beck
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GEVEEXEHEH GammaZ IR H e WAL L-EdEd 93 & fodz Fidr}

AL L-EHEH Y wtE GEVEXEHI GammaE I E ] o4& fxd HdA T v
L-2dEqd o2& f2d tAdsE AL GEVEXEE Y GammaR TEZH H=d 4
AZETHe 78l o]EL A& 9 Weibull, Hazen, Cunnane 2 Gringorten T 28 EX)A
Holl o3 A wwEAE7] 93t 4UHHTLIRME), A4 L AHRAE) 9} A FH A

of, A" EXrdgol o3 fEdx FFY dA4FFEF f=
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Tablel. Test for independence and homogeneity of observed flows

W-W test M-W test
River Station for Independernce for Homogeneity
lod 1 Ugy | Test led; uap | Test
Han Yeoju 1.211 196 O 1.76 196 O
Sanyang 1.204 196 O 1.22 196 O
Nag-dong Wolpo 1475 196 O 1.68 196 O
Waegwan 1.891 19 O 1.27 196 O
Mareuk 0.795 1% O 154 196 O
Yeong-san

Naju 1.218 196 O 0.4 19 O
Seom-jin Abrog 0642 196 O 1.79 196 O

Table 2. Kolmogorov-Smimov test for the generalized extreme value distribution and

Gamma distribution using method of L-moments

GEV Gamma
River Station Dy s
D, Test D,
Test
Han Yeoju 0.209853 0.111375 @) 0.208602 QO
Sanyang 0.261732 0.10057 O 0.169110 @)
Nag-dong ‘Wolpo 0.261732 0.064665 QO 0.152863 @)
Waegwan | 0.215035 | 0.109464 O 0.139246 O
Mareuk 0.223583 0.069181 O 0.153009 O
Yeong-san
Naju 0.220621 | 0.092054 O 0.140598 O
Seom-—jin Abrog 0.226667 0.154052 O 0.222036 O
4, L-EHEY wZ2 GEVEEEZ R GammaZ T EE 9| w4 4tA
L-BH9EHe wZ GEVEEXERW GammaT TEHY w/A¥£E 74 f9dg 73 Add4:

AEHY 8 GEVEZE S GammaE XL =¥ 2ldf 58 AL, v
GEVEEXR 1 Gamma®EEF Y L-EdEH oz AF/73E 34%FL F9¥EE 78 2
I Table 49 21 oS E2W IR HAYel Weibull, Hazen, Cunnane 2 Gringorten4] ol 3l
FdBT2AHRME), ZUd W AHRAE) ¥ AFHEAFZLARMSE)RE HAES#HS daz
A% A= Table 59 2], GEVEEXE &4 tjg 2aZ0] GammaR T EH g 2382t
AR J32 Aoz elrld GEVEEIES S AHSE R oo o3t HASTFZHe] A Ao
2 AgHAch
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Table 3. Parameters calculated by GEV and Gamma distributions using method of

L-moments
Distribution River Station £ ¢ k
Han Yeoju 5427.7997 1232.4402 -0.4052
Sanyang 177.9984 38.1333 -0.1906
Nag-dong Wolpo 564.5309 158.7079 -0.2566
GEV Waegwan 4133.7627 708.8397 -0.2009
Mareuk 385.7632 67.5361 -0.2902
Yeong-san -
Naju 1749.6083 300.4066 -0.0581
Seom-—jin Abrog 2522.0295 657.3248 -0.1946
Distribution River Station a B
Han Yeoju 6.7634 1027.9362
Sanyang 12.7979 16.3135
Nag-dong Wolpo 6.9997 101.3551
Gamma Waegwan 18,5150 254.7552
Mareuk 14.4196 31.3167
Yeong-san -
Naju 20,5764 95.2732
Seom~jin Abrog 9.0629 337.2633

Table 4. Comparision of disign floods calculated by GEV and Gamma distributions

Return period(yrs)
Distribution River Station & peroty?t
5 10 20 50 100 200
Han Yeoju 7971.6| 9956.4) 125620.2| 17168.6| 22002.2| 28389.6
Sanyang 244.2| 2852| 3304 3988 4588 5270
Nag-dong Wolpo 8549 1047.9] 12715] 16295 1959.8| 23534
GEV Waegwan | 5374.6| 6150.6| 7013.4| 83325 9496.0| 10829.6
Mareuk 512.7) 600.2] 7041 8751 1037.3] 12351
Yeong-san -
Naju 22674 25439| 28207 3196.6| 34919 37983
Seom-jin Abrog 3667.0) 4378.1] 15652 6362.2) 7412.7| 86115
Han Yeoju 9045.8| 10522.4| 11852.3] 13472.0| 14625.4| 15733.6
Sanyang 26b.7 2862 3131 3453 3679 3894
Nag—dong Wolpo 919.8| 1067.4| 1200.3] 1361.8| 14763 1587.1
Gamma Waegwan | 5606.0] 6164.8) 6652.7| 7230.9) 7633.8) 8014.9
Mareuk b47.4| 609.1) 6633 7279 7732 8161
Yeong-san -
Naju 2311.8| 2530.6| 27212 29465 31032 3251.2
Seom-jin Abrog 3862.11 4408.3) 48952 5H483.0 5898.6/ 6295.9
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Table 5. Relative Mean Errors, Relative Absolute Errors and Root Mean Square Errors

calculated by GEV and Gamma distributions using different plotting position forrmulas
and Method of L-moment

Distri- Weibull Hazen Cunnane Gringorten
\ River | Station
bution RME | RAE |RMSE| RME | RAE |RMSE| RME | RAE |RMSE| RME | RAE |RMSE
Han | Yeoju 108] 513| 85882 090 448( 53028 092| 449 54857 091 442 53231
Sanyang | 090 374] 1157 100 39| 1347 093 388 1196 095 391 1246
Nag-
p g Wolpo 112| 350| 80970 o087 362| 4625 090| 358 5671 089 360 5256
ong
GEV Waegwan| 063 319| 23584| 062] 320 20333} 060 3.09| 19555 061 3.13| 19698
Yeong-| Mareuk 068 241| 3344 048] 219) 1717 o051 226 1991| o049 223 1863
san Naju 048 233 6967 050 243 69.66| 047| 236 6546 048 238 66.74
Seom-~
- Abrog 113| 49| 29525 129| 538| 255.76| 122| 521| 32083 124| 5.26| 33892
nn
Han | Yeoju 245 1307(141091| 256 13.36{1280.04| 253 1329131856 254{ 13.32(1307.19
Sanyang | 154 639 1642 171| 647 1590] 166 645 1584| 168 646) 1585
Nag-
P g Wolpo 207 so2| 12206 2290 873 107.14] 224 856| 11077] 226| 862| 100.38
ong
Garnma Waegwan| 118] 557] 40582 1250 590 38036 123 5.83| 38562 124 5.86 38352
Yeong-| Mareuk 152| 750\ B745| 160 793 5292] 158 785 s400| 159 788 5358
san Naju 073 358| 10461 o080] 382 9740| o078 376 9817] o079] 378 97.80
Seorm- 2
N Abrog 1.64| 834 32340 179 ®895| 32084f 174| 878 31873 176| &&5| 31926
nn
100000 o0 —
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Fig. 1. Design floods according to
the risk levels derived by GEV
distribution of

L-moment at Yeoju watershed

using method

of Han river.

of

Fig. 2. Design floods according to

the risk levels derived by GEV
of
L-moment at Wolpo watershed

distribution using method

of Nagdong river.
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Table 6. Design floods calculated following the level of the risk of failure

River Station | Risk(%) Return_period(yrs)
5 10 20 50 100 200
5 15736.08| 28121.44] 3648443 51830.08] 67870.17] 89109.31
Han Yeofu 10 16855.94| 21580.55] 27844.00] 89313.27| 5129815 67165.85
20 13009.82]  16520.34] 2114660] 2961822 38465.16] 50175.38
63.2 797242 9957.50] 12521.60] 1717061 2200497 2839327
5 45638 52423 60154 72065 82559 94534
Sanyang —10 30461| 45894] 52145]  62536]  71688] 82129
20 33824] 39003] 44875 53895  61833] 70885
63.2 24423] 28518] 330.36] 39885 45876] 52694
5 1046.45] 2337.44] 280389] 356212] 496631 5107.46
Nag~dong | Wolpo 10 1606.74] 193273 2321.08] 295183] 3537.43] 4236.82
20 1311.61]  1582.24] 190359] 242460] 200793  3485.00
63.2 85407] 104798] 127152] 162052] 195084] 235340
5 045020] 10777.12] 12299.95 14665.76] 16767.42] 19182.74
Waegwan 0 8250.97] 940276 10722.60] 12771.31] 14500.56] 16681.00
20 7165.03| 8162.54] 930156 11066.26] 12631.96] 14430.46
63.2 537491] 615096 701379] 833296] 949661| 10830.25
5 103079 122717 1466.98]  1867.61] 2249.79] 2717.06
10 864.19] 102399 121886 1544.16] 1854.38] 273362
Mareuk 5, 72301 852.33] 100955, 127156 152121  1826.32
63.2 51273 600.24] 70413]  87523] 1037.44] 123528
Yeong-san 5 3480.04] 378694 410496 454508 489378 5256.75
. 10 3174.83] 346939 377495 4197.39] 453193 4880.10
Naju 20 2866.62]  3150.94] 344465 3849.81] 417034 4503.78
63.2 w6751 254407]  2820.88] 319681 3492.16] 379859
5 737124 856402  9927.00] 12033.70] 1389576 16026.40
. 10 628827] 732842] 851511 10347.72] 11966.91] 13819.34
Seom-jin | Abrog 20 5303.06] 620821] 7237.20] 8823.27| 10223.40] 11824.69
63.2 3667.28] 437844] 5166.47| 636246 7412.97] 861167
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