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Fig. 1. One—hour UH derived using mean, maximum and minimum concentration times and
storage coefficients for given significance levels of 95%, 90% and 85%
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Ao = HH ot} (Fishman, 1996). Monte Carlo 27| L o]wn] <
o ofo]l o2 AMAEAL HiAo] A ~EHle] HEH AR
F3h=d wol ARSIl glth(Haan, 1979). & HoAE MgdA #38 3]721< Monte Carlo

ool HAFA|ZHY x{%/\olzlz 2 g AFFe =AY Ag e o

Table 1. Comparison of observed concentration time 7, and storage coefficient A with
those estimated by the Monte Carlo simulation

Mean

Parameter C.I. Methodology Lower Limit eXp(/u’log) i Upper Limit

1 1.6 5.0 5.9 15.0

95% Monte Carlo = 12 5.1 6.9 2.4

Observed 1.2 6.8 11.6 50.0

1 2.0 5.0 5.9 12.5

T’ . . . .

‘ 90% Monte Carlo = 15 5.1 6.9 17.6

(hr) Observed 2.0 8.0 1.5 335

1 2.2 5.0 5.9 1.2

85% Monte Carlo 1.7 5.1 6.9 5.1

Observed 2.0 12.9 12.3 33.5

fonte Carl 1 1.5 19.7 20.4 33.6

95% onte Larto 11.0 19.6 20.5 34.9

Observed 8.7 20.7 22.6 41.0

1 12.5 19.7 20.4 30.8

" . . . .

) 90% Vonte Carlo 2.1 19.6 20.5 31.8

r Observed 13.5 21.7 22.9 39.2

fonte Carl 1 13.3 19.7 20.4 29.1

85% onte Larto 2 12.8 19.6 20.5 29.9

Observed 17.4 23.2 23.8 39.2
2ol & XY Monte Carlo 2Y7|H& o] &3t 2 JAFA T AFdT HAZF HrA <
FAMES AAste] 9S ARG o FA YEivdes AS ¢ 4 3k ol Monte Carlo X9
7o AaE o] &3t A w@es] dS5ARSY SAIAE o] &= A5l nvlE] By dAE Al
s AFs] oo gurr "ok &, @es] #S5AE o] 83 492 Monte Carlo 5.2]7]

Holl o)sk Aape] Al F7ko] 2-3vi % FA YElU= AS Fhetst & Qi)

Efron(1979)°] 93] A< A71% Bootstrap 7|82 EAA FE9 3k ol FAo| oA
FA] Hol(bias)9t F+2 AH(standard error)S Folal, B4 E¥XE g4 & ¢ gl o
FolR AmZEHE 1 BEF FASE SAA ZIHolth & ATFA ALEE F 56719 SAMY
= 1, 10, 20, 30, 40, 50 % 5670& 10003] 291 & Aejatar 2z oAl el FA g mj7h
75 Wste] f99 ez AgsteE A9 EFEAS waEdnh. s9AMEe 7 10
odd A o A fodt JFAI 2 AFETE FAYS F en, 20 odd A 14l
e e ot As 9T Aok =2 G eSS AR RYe A9l st
= Ageltt. o] Avg ayor vehid Fig. 29 2ot
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Number

Fig. 2. Change of confidence interval of 7, and A depending on the number of samples

(95% significance level)
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