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Flood Estimation Considering Uncertainty
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2. 8449 Mg

B84 A (uncertainty)& AA AAd 2 B2 M(natural uncertainty) % *| 2 9] E&84d(knowledge uncertainty
or epistemic uncertainty) 2.2 ZA T2 F 9\)\‘:}. AAA BEAg e 234 7% (stochastic process)e]
¥ A (variability) &2 Qlale] BAse(A 2o E4L utg), NA9) BEAAHLE Axvld) qiEd BEFET
QA o7 ¢lale] AR c(EN R SAE ‘?_°5)(Bruno Merz & Annegret H. Thieken, 2005).

AAA B2IAANL WEHM(variability), $9 2 28424 (aleatory uncertainty), 234 E24(objective
uncertainty), -8-¢] 282 H(inherent uncertainty), ¥2t9}4d(randomness) 2 A% £&44(type-A uncertainty)©]
gns s, A2z A £E AxNE 2R uE Wais Gl oA A EFALE ABEI
ste] &A% w= §524 2do] HHHKBruno Merz & Annegret H. Thieken, 2005).

A Alo] BgaAe =z BaaA(subjective uncertainty), 2E§ )2l 9] 8344 (lack-of-knowledge),
A g x4 2344 (limited-knowledge uncertainty), - (ignorance), 474 2 F-(specification error), <=
QB (prediction error) @ Ba B84 (type-B uncertainty)o] gt dtu], A| 28-S Msty] Siste] 8
A mae ARE A4S o 2gage wmdo B#AA(model uncertainty)d wi/fEse] EFHAA
(parameter uncertainty)22 7449 5 AtHBruno Merz & Annegret H. Thieken, 2005).

3. Bg4A9 33 3 A9y

3.1 B84 ¥3d 2 Axpy

23A4e gt 7o d5E4 A T(probabilistic approach), T2+ & W (interval representation),

3-8 7 7|4 Z(probability bounds approach), ¥ A X &(fuzzy representation) 5°| AtHMarcis Abrahamsson,

2002). FEEF oL ojw WTo] /AW FAZ wE (Ao BEFANS YehEd AHEHE M o

A A HoEA 3’—?%"?—553 ol g3to] BEAMS Ausl: Rolw, B dig FHEEL oF

ko] oo didiMe & } o oo ohE o i A4o] gy Aol F4% PEoaA =l

1/}5}47] HUL mﬂé 013’3}01 29 Axo b3 HYE FHSE
o

= [

A A8E A5 FERARRE e 4% 87
AE 2ad “ael Asa, el 73% A9A Auol QAT HEEd oY H8AA% B
AAL BRAY WA BAY GFD Aue Y¥el dal FERD NN FaANe A

A 038 4 Qed A¥AQ 94 Rt 87sd gosl, FRAeE U9 LIRS Y 4 A9

(Marcis Abrahamsson, 2002).

BaAd ogzy 2o AnAd nxE 9 2] 943 rjgoens WgdnE EA(sensitivity
analysis), 2844 A9} (uncertainty propagation), & &% =% (importance measure) 5°| o0, FFEH
TRE o4 %f_i}/\‘/“ AxziHo] da] AFE5 2 AtHMarcis Abrahamsson, 2002).

24 Anrge 34 47 EH BEY JEeR vE 5 Jded My JEe 2daEyels
B2 @99 Taylor u—r;‘47ﬂ°ﬂ NzE T ey, AMtE ‘:‘fﬁ‘ﬁ}o}ﬂ -,40]-0:] 7} 22 ZAFE A (Gaussian
approximation formula)®} Zo] £4 1naleg FAIEk1 1
F2 A3t AEY 7He §ME e @A
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d BRu4e Agste o )
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ol AjxElo] & B3 AM(total uncertainty) F 7§12} 24, F A ¥HE5Ad 2 X2 BGHA
#3Fo|th(Hattis and Burmaster, 1994; Rai et al., 1996; Vose, 2000). x2le] BZAH& 7 Al~g) tfgh
Bazte] 2ol &S e, 273 o B 3 £ AT7E Bio #4ad § doy, v A

3
A WMENE 271Ae 24 £ AFd o3 FiadE 5 Yt ol 2P FAHH EF d(random
heterogeneity) & WUERH, 1 A28 w70z 742 4 dthAnderson and Hattis, 1999; Vose,
2000). Xj4lo] BgAA 9 Add WEAY 25 FEUEFo] o8] ddE & Jdov, waA 9 e &5
2o 2d oSS g BEFANL wdstn Urix FERITEL O A2 FARY S48
“ Monte Carlo 9= Hrlo] Mo Baad 2 xdx WE Zggch oy A2 Ave
TE Aol QojA v]£F olgge] wEmn F B oidh 4o BEAAd 9 Ao
=

B
s
Qo) A Flelol Bl Fuel edol WA AAM WEY BE7} ohA) A4 B4 ¥
)

fl

) T+ Qon, olzig AS vy IYPoE XA
He At Juigls BEE giAsEs A Zo] oW BSsE ESA Hez 28 AT 4 Ao
(Vose, 2000). wetA YFE Hrlo)r A2 Baad 9 Ad4 WS Beld ool 34 Z=xHn
9 th(Hoffman and Hammonds, 1994; Frey and Rhodes, 1996; Rai and Krewski, 1998; Nauta, 2000;
Mitchell and Csillag, 2001). A4]9] 844 2 A4 ®igde 2ee & EFLHe F242 & s
BASS & £ AA a1 AR L FAH Ax" A JHNE AT F AA &9, bF F o
2 z3stozd HAstE 443 9/5E 98 4 QA 3Hch(Bruno Merz & Annegret H. Thieken, 2005).

3.3 2x+9) Monte Carlo 71§

229 Monte Carlo 2 2}7] ¥ (two—dimensional Monte Carlo simulation)& ¥ 712} ¢4 ¢l Monte Carlo
DoZ xgg Aoz &ute] Monte Carlo & 2 Ad A 719, W E 2 (inner simulation)2}t €]
B o ol(outer simulation)® FAHT. APHom YR EgE ez 2 YEFFH HAY A AFTdE
b, ke R Eo)E Rz ALSE 5 wiAdged did 2] EFHAANE vehdoh

2219 Monte Carlo 29]7)%-& 13 29} Zo] Ajxslo tfdt x4 BIHA 3 Ad3 Wsde £
sto] B8448 Aaa7]=d A48t Bogen and Spear, 1987; Hoffman and Hammonds, 1994; Hession et
al., 1996; Burmaster and Wilson, 1996; Nauta, 2000; Vose, 2000; Sanga et al., 2001; Moschandreas and
Karuchit, 2002; Pouillot et al., 2003). 22+ Monte Carlo F97]H-& EZQ wi/fAsEY o5 43
(multiple realization) ¥ YHWFE0) B o2 FHY $3 & o]FFZ A X (nesting or double looping
procedure)E E&3Th 2249 Monte Carlo 22l7|3¢) Axte= E344 9 AF54E S SAd Yeds F7t
X FFE(CDFs) Tt AFHBAS g shvte] AP (collection) &E eI T

4. H&

B AFNE 28449 28 3 A%E A% 13 2 23 Monte Carlo 297"} 4845 37187
st HP HEFY F 519 AARS(FADE A=47553km’, 2D L=42.83km)S tido= B3
4e ned F4% A4 2 WUkE A% 298 a3 1 9 29 2o| FHEGch A AFD vk 2ol F
2EA4e 9 Bl MEHRAY 2844 ¥ 29 ouse BFAHFAY BEAden ¥
Bkl 29 29 gol FHE ©1FFLE P s, 4 FLE 1,0008 WMol 4EYEAL FEIF

Minimal Standard, ranl Y¢5-247](random number generator)(Park

2Rzt W@y P27} BE# Snyder ZBE AEHATH

(uniform random number)2
and Miller, 1988)& A}-£3}9
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Wae] RRANE DE FEFEIHORN 9T BRUYUS neid 504 Monte Carlo
o) whAEgEel $HHY FE AHAE $o WEso] wgHm You], Wy ZES Snyder FHY
A= ALgsioly] BRol AR FLFEIM) HYHY HAL BAF ook W, B9 L oy
4o BRUAS 2@ AL1AY Monte Carlo 2o)) 74439 W54, 99 A4 2 AFE4ol wdg
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a9 3. 49 WEH F uAEse BFUYS NP FTEFEY
ol

.5 A

< @9} 139 Monte Carlo 3142} BGatA fxatA 1 U-21F-F 2 242} 1,000%)(1,000%<1,0003])
WEALE Bate]l moRd ¥ HERE ov, AFEFF) @ 2HE 19 49 To) ey
Atk 29 4-(d)E 239 Monte Carlo i 224 HEE5Ho| g wHEREE Hd, H4 2 &
22 dehis ok @M, 2 ol gEREe Ao WEAdd oy BRadel A% S de
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(a) CDF~1, CDF-2, CDF-3 (MCt) {b) CDF-4 (MC2)

Y 4. AFE5F d¥ Monte Carlo 3423
% CDF-1 : 7b9-20l WEAw me)(MC1). CDF-2 @ 2el siyjyisol Bebaldul 2aj(MCD), CDF-3 @ 9ol wigal f wd viypase) Bepaad me)

(MC1), CDF-1V @ 2939 Mg @ md ashise) 2844 22)(MC2)

% MCI : 1-dimensional Monte Carlo simulation, MC2 @ 2-dimensional Monte Carlo simulation

5. 4 &

B =gddt 249 AN tuse] 2R84e nad F539 44 2 2 dAase JFE 3
Aot $EADE ANl ddoid BY wwse] FF FYT Adgde AN dS4E 2 2ol
Ao 284 W9 @ e WA ¢ e F5F AP doie) BIAY A4 2dg TS

22} Monte Carlo &4 Zd&
(2) 2219 Monte Carlo sl 7]89] 4848 ¥ ]‘0}7] et BFAAS BeshA ¢& 1349 Monte Carlo
A 71y E wmatgled, 2 A3 22k Monte Carlo 3 7|He) RS B&ddAde] dwd R I+
Ayargkr g QoA F83 E£47]
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