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Study on the Method for Data Interpolation using the Correlation
among Runoff, Water Quality Concentration and Load
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Table 1. Descriptive statistics for Discharge, TOC, TOC Load data of Naju

Max Min Mean gé?;?:ggﬂ Skewness Kurtosis

Discharge | 7,738.005 8.182 92.640 304.741 12.230 229.583
TOC 7.891 1.108 3.570 0.974 0.795 0.657
TOC Load 30.295 0.019 0.306 1.111 14.323 296.240
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Discharge(m®/sec) = TOC Load(Kg/sec)/ TOC Concentration(mg/L) X 1000 — (2)

TOC Concentration(mg/L) = TOC Load(Kg/sec)/ Discharge(m®/sec) X 1000 — (3)

AR B AZ g Hd hE @rje B dF Table 2. Statistical analysis according to missing data

o4 @%wgoz 249 20034 AEE Ak /FEF A I
AZH9S A4S 1333 % 25 }ol =

g7l A&EAE EFE A= zgo] B HE e A=ag wit
2 f{og 2wt R% 0.990 ow e wolo) Wt AEdE _
=Rz Mo 75d Aoz BUHT old e A TEY 0.994 0.994
Ao ot AALE Fig. 3, % A8 B Fig. 49 A TOC 0.975 0.972
AT

TOC }E7F ASHQL 3% 94 = vnd $58 0.970 o4 e B net F=de F4AE
o] AAo] 5 Aom BEHY old wE FAFH A% AALL Fig. 5, 2% A8 B2 Fig. 69 Al
A8,

o9} 2 AFE &
By E13 AEJE

o

FollA ALY FEFH, TOC R TOC F3tF «dF 239 HEAHL $58 Aoz

9 54489 THe] HsE Rolth

10000 10000

1000

Discharge({cms)
3
Discharge{cms)

—— Observed —— Observed
...... Predcted -+ Predited

[ 1000 2000 3000 4000 5000 000 7000 8000 Q000 o 1000 2000 3000 4000 5000 BOO0 7000 BOOO H000

Times{Hour) Times(Hour)

Fig. 3. Indirect estimation for missing data of discharge  Fig. 4. Interpolation for missing data of discharge

80 8.0
)
0 % 7.0
60 éj 3 50 ¢ E ¥
;,‘ hO - 2 i £ =50 ry i 2 ! ‘
S Lo - S *y
E b — » — - E w0 - &
S H G
o o
= 20 30
20 20 '
10 [~ opzarvaa 10
------ Fracicid
0.0 Q.0
0 1600 2000 3000 4000 5000 B000 7000 B8CO0 8000 0 1000 2000 3000 4000 5000 6000 7000 8000 2060
Times({Hour) Times(Hour)
Fig. 5. Indirect estimation for missing data of TOC Fig. 6. Interpolation for missing data of TOC
4. 2 &
. WY

B ApoME gad §99 ERREE dEste UsAde dioes
283} %878 4(Total Organic Carbon: 13} TOC) dl&EY, TOC ¥3}% o

- 1477 -



o} 71 Aol skl £ 2 TOC AR AEHUE A% TOC P8k A&ue o143
o TOC zA89 HA&2AT A&xs Bite 45E Hrtsarh

z2 2Ry ATaly] st folEd WEFS 'dblool o3l HAEF FalE IAED FAGEE
AR 9 g2 TEI A Ao FEF )52YL Model VI_23(Dis) oItk & 29 T %
AzRAgA e R g A éﬂ}'l% Zt7} 0.994, 0.993, RASES 27t 29.618, 20.454, PEPE 27t
-5.215, -0.6472 YElton AwAQ AR 2o Yehts Persistence @44 AT F A

TOC 2R MLslr] 9ate] doj2zl HaAFgS 'dbl0o) s HF g AR JJr *H%W—E—% 2
NATG 9y Azs TEF A HH) TOC 9&2FL Model VI_27(TOC) olth £ 239 Fd 2 A
Ao o W3 BAA AFxE 2 0.995, 0.996, RASEE ZYzH 0.077, 0.058, PE = 747-} —3.957.
~0.162% Ueldon B 23 oA gubdql AAW 23 UElE Persistence A4S AT + gldth
TOC R&te &2 8e Awsly] sk fol2= WSS dbloel o8 HAF B3P AR 24
no olmAATLe ¢y REs FEF Ad HF9 TOC dE5EHL Model VIL17(T.L) ojch £ 239 F&
9 AzRAA e o og EAXN ARNE 22 0.989, 0.993, RMSES 72} 0.212, 0.088, PEP= 244
—7.608, -5.839% UtEbtou} B mao|ai AlAuig ugo 2 HolsE Persistence @40l 2AH G E ©]
= g4 AR50 Huigkst HAagel vlgol 1,500 diFete & HAE #E 74011 71915 Aoz ferd)
AR &2y AL HH7e ugoll 78 WAool o) wAsE A5 Aad AP | AF A
g p7td A5 WY A &2 K ol 0.990 o4, TOCE 0.970 ol4e] g Hlo) weh =
2 2 ARG Aol 5T ez 7t

e X

o
off ol Jo o 1o

1

i
2l

o ol X

r-l

[

L

83

1. 289020 2(2001), “dol 87 o]&3 347, o5, pp. 2197 238.

2. AMWER(1998), “Fat7 AR RAZ(RD)".

3. AMRER JAREFEAL(2004), “FF A FFEZHARIA", ()BT MNLTAL

4, 2R FANATHAHA006), “gMolBd WM} AFANALE o]4F 4 TOC A& AF
Bg @7, @228 78R, 22(5), pp. 952~ 957.

5. AAEF-E P A(2005), “Wavelet Transforme o] 8§ FEAAL BA”, d=52Q88 =23, 38(6),

pp. 439 7 448.

15 2-.9-8:H1996a), “FFe 29 9AeA AA:(1) HEAE AL s §47, HFEETI =

#3, 16(I-5), pp. 445~452.

7. 28288 3H1996b), “Fre20 94T H AX(N) FEAH FSAW, dIFEESI =EH, 16(1
-5), pp. 453~459.

8. BEAMAEAALEAL-FAZ(2006), "7

SA sRedERe GABL B AT
STOC 718 FAoz-', §22aALHRNNTEets FEEAGELRY =EH, pp. 11817

1188.

9. A ¢ 79 (2001), “GHEM 3", F371%, pp. 406~ 407.

10. Z282725(1998), “Wavelet Transform& ©] &3 E40% EA4E4 9 tjgd ARMA 23% 58
2o o & SF4Aes =83, 31(3), pp. 317 7 326.

11. A9THA 3(2006a), “S27]1489 dolBz W o3 4y FAgH v F&7, PES
g3}, 26(5B), pp. 4397 446.

12, AQT.0FA A H(2006b), "F2 2 Ao FHEMLG A dolgd wFe) HE, IR
73t3] x|, 22(5), pp. 8317 837.

13. Daubechies, 1.(1992), "Ten lectures on wavelets”, Soc. for Ind. and Applied Math., Philadelphia, PA.

14. Kaplan, D., & Glass, L.(1997), "Understanding Nonlinear Dynamics”, Springer, pp. 280~ 286.

- 1478 -



