Comparative Study on Method of Stochastic Modeling in Han River Basin
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2.1 3FH3 H8713

Aol AAY AuE 3MHY L7349 4
g 7|Hte g siglen, H87|He oy 2
T 199949, Z=FdHe] A9 1986 T 19994, el A$ 1990 T 19994
FS A5 F JAEF ZYS AT a9 1
nﬂﬂﬂﬂ H il I HH il annll.g. UH HH oo HHH DJ]L‘

Ak

AtZ(1981 ~ 1999)

2

2.2 389

2 AFA, dd F9S AR ES 2Ee AAEY dSd A3s zlom 4zl
(Seasonal Autoregressive Integrated Moving Average) 283 &5 21z} & HEA S
& 4 2= TFN(Transfer Function Noise) 23, TFNE& ¥ §Ag ARMAXE P&
ol Axste 2w ] dRAFEE fAste] Ry AeE AAstar, wufHas 4 °
S8 HAF A% 2ES TAsT 270 R (TFN, ARMAX) 289 g8 Wgze

[e]
o

W ARe
4 B fUP% 4 BF F9Y AL o g3k TEN RPN E 9 W5t shiel 3
S F Al A% Fol visl pASh o] Aol oJa) FHH 4 w@ WusE Eow
oAl ZIME Agetel FF U AUYBL AFAT AA AEUG VHFORA FAF A5
of oe FAS mYel 4842 AFHAT

2.3.1 ARMA(1,1) 2%
ARMA(1,1) A2 v 2t
Z,—pn=¢Z,_,—p)+a,—0a_, (2.1)
o]714, ¢ : AR parameter

¢ : MA parameter

- 670 -



2.3.2 ARMAXZ2 &
2+=7F p, r, g2 ARMAX 53, & ARMAX(pr,q EFS tS 2(2.2)9 o] A
t}.(Dunsmir & Hannan [1976])

¢By, = 0By, +a(B)x, (2.2)
& p(z)=1= 12— g2’ === ¢.2",
0(z)=1—0,2—0,2" —~—0_2",

alz)=1+az+ a2’ +=+a.2"
o714, BE 37 sz}, {y, e WA 7Aool
whebA ARMAX(p.r.q) ®32 2(2.3)3% 2t
Ve =ittt oyt — 0w — =0 tx tax o e tagx (2.3)

2.3.3 TFNZH
Box$} Jenkins(1976)+ 9 &4
S TENEFole} sholvh. TENE LS B2 A 259 afﬂ?—ﬂ 545 9
o7 AAHM, FEott Aol g A Gl v sew defA vk TENEE 9
SE2E d5% AlEdoldelth. TENEH S 2(2.4)9 22 Je=2 +

_ w(B) 0(B)
Q= 5(B) Pyt (2.4)

2.3.4 SARIMAZ ¥

1% 2= SARIMA R8¢ 7|EHo 1A 25 U}
HooBhd Aok mge] A48 dAste #4e AIC @l uhe
T A4 2Re A4k A% AuASES) 28 ve Ans
| B3 AAste TR ol Utk B AFAME JEA S
| = Box & (1994)0] AFE AAAFEES FF A4 ol
o ow, 7§l = AIC #e Fastelnh
a2 2. SARIMA BEel 7y sgg TR ATl e @& Fasgn
3. 38435
3.1 ARMA(1,1) 2§
ARMA(1,1) AT Porte Manteau test for the
1=
= (¢, ©) (®, ©) residual AIC(p, )
=0.32771 =3.232000E-01
AR ® ¢ 76.63 -14.0219
6=0.0686 0=6.410000E-02
] =0.13927 =0.2289
> T 9 b ¢ 66.67 -11.84
6=-0.1689 0=0.1674
=0.1747 =0.3297
gaa | ° ¢ 24.57 6791
6=0.0874 6=0.0074
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a8 3. ARMA(1,1) &}

3.2 TF, ARMAX, TFN, SARIMAR &

3.2.1 TF=3
= = TF &2
E A ¥, = L3168+ (2L ?.34;.82%]?8—1’—30401579}3 RS 1- 003389}13 “oos? "
Gl Y, = 12636 +( 0'43777+0i6i71%§(})321§ 0.30291B2)B3X”+( 1—0.11836B1+0411624B2 g
st H o ¥, == 75079 + (SO +f 923?2861(1)3;]30 A0BE JBIX+( 1—0.04356B1+0.01833B2 >

600 — 800 —

600 —

Inflowm(CMS)
I
1)
3
L

1.2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12
Month

<AQFZIEY > < SFY > < SIMEY >
a3 3. TF=28 Za3

3.2.2 ARMAX=.3

247 o 54 S
de] 2(p)
sz | #ew | sum | wse | a9z | aew
1 0.478 0.362 0.447 | -2.858 | 0.808 0.284
2 0.324 | -0.0041 | 0.320 8.326 0.126 | -0.0019
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a8 5. TEFNZ @1 SARIMAZRE Z o}

4. 4 &

2 oAFdAE EFAY T8 W AW, T, shdde]l 9 fYdel diste] FA
st W) £33 ARMA(L,1D)ESE, ARMAXESE, TFEE, TFNXEE, SARIMARES E35}9
g AAFAZ 2HSRE PP mEaed AR Bhe] ok wire BAYEE woe
ArAdol AL AbAY e eSS A Aolgks s skel sietE ) ol s A ] AdE
Me BHoR Washs B4dAe 3ol W opge ATk R Mg B dw, 297
9 SFHe 4% ARMAXE Y, ARMAR Y, TENEE $o]3dt}
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