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Estimation of radial spectrum for rainfall

of M * o] -FF** uf G

Abstract

Using the storm data which was augmented by the stochastic correlation with it’s neighbors, the
multiquadric equation of random surface of total storm depth is constructed. And to separate the
local components from it’s regionals and find the regional characteristics, a double Fourier analy-
sis was applied to the total depths of storm data.

The local components, storm residuals of each storm was assumed to be an homogeneous random
field and investigated with it’s autocorrelation function. For the practical application, isotropic
was assumed and that was identified with emprical data. Coefficients of normalized autocorrela-
tion for all storms showed similar appearance. Using this emprical result, an example of the radial
spectral distribution function which represents the spatial characteristics of rainfall over Han River

Basin during 1975-1983 1s presented.
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Fig. 5— 1 Hanriver basin raingaging stations under study(66 stations).

Table 5—1 Augmented stations and their bases.

(Refer to Fig. 5-1)
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Table 5—2 Contribution of the principle harmonics to storm variance Vs.

ORDER OF THE MARMONIC COMPONENTS

STORM ; TOTAL | PRIN.

No. 0,0) | (0,1) | (0,2) | (0,3) | (1,00 { (L,1) [ (1,2) | (1,3) [ (2,0) | (2,1) | (2,2) [ (2,3) | (3,00 | (3,1) | (3,2) | (3,3) | CCNT. CONT.
1 0.0 §10.8 | 51| 0.1 4.8 ) 154 58| 11 0.6 | L9] 09 ] 06 | 3.0 | 0.8 | 0.2 | 0.1 92.1 85.3
2 0.0 21| 21 .3 3.1 | 22| 2.8 0.7 0.5 | 7.7 04 | 07 | 14 | L4 | 0.5 0.4 88.2 81.4
3 0.0 | 158 | 0.4 ] 03] 496 ] 66| 05| 0.2 9.9 1 07 03 | 03 | 34 | 02| 02| 02 83.7 83.6
4 0.0 9.3 60| 05| 3.8| 36| 62 02 9.4 | 07| 271 04 | 20| 1.4 | 20| 05 8.37 74.9
5 0.0 | 188 | 64| L7241 73| 22 06 | 171 | 24| 04 | 0.2 | 34 | 0.2 | 0.1 | 0.1 84.8 78.3
6 0.0 L8| 02 00493 | 148 04| 02 (109 r2] 0301 {60/ 11} 05] 02 87.0 78.6
7 0.0 | 4.7 | 0.2 | 0.1} 269 | 18| 21| 25 5.1 L3 05 ) Lz | 02| L7 | 19| 0l 87.3 79.1
8 0.0 431 L0| 1.2 | 5.4 | 95 2.9 | 07 471 43| L6 | 04} 220 | 03 | 1.1} 04 9.8 82.2
9 0.0 | 336 | 69| 1.7 | 16,4 | 1.9 | 0.5 ] 0.6 35 30} 08 | 06 | 00 | 0.4 | 09 | 01 8.1 76.0
10 0.0 420 84 07| 1871 200 | 10.6 | 0.7 2.7 1104 ) L7 ) 0.4 | 01 ) 20 | 0.1 ] 0.4 90. 1 83.9
1 0.0 3.6 | 16.6 | 2.0 | 45 | 244 | 3.5 23 9.4 | 26| 51 { 26 | 20 | L4 | L9 | L1 83.1 64.7
12 0.0 8.1 | 4.4 21| 2.2 155 ] 67| L5 6.8 | 6.2 3.0 | 06 | 1.9 | 1.6 | 0.6 | 0.4 86.5 74.8
13 0.0 | 24.4 | 1.4 | 1.2 | 30| 51| 2.3 40 82| 27| 06 | 1.7 | 24 | 02 | 0.0 | 0.9 78.2 57.2
14 0.0 L4 06| 04605 1.5 0.8 0.3 56| 08 02 ) 01 | 40 | 0.8 | 0.2 | 0.2 87.4 81.2
15 0.0 [ 374 | 46| 08| 3.8} 13| 11| Lo 0.9 ] 1| 01 | 03[ 11| 03] 04102 91.5 87.2
16 0.0 [ 159 ] 37| 06593 62| 05| ¢2 34| Lo 01 02 ] 08| 03] 01| 01 92.4 90.1
17 0.0 [ 1721 ] o1 | 02{ 30| 61| 53| 06 9.1 L1{ 1.4 |09 | 211 16 | 26 | 1.2 86.5 74.8
18 0.0 0.7 ] L5 191363 98| 81| 3.2 4.8 | 34| 40 L7 | 08 | 20 | L9 | 07 80.8 64.6
19 0.0 0.7 | 06| 011059211267 20| 0.2 55) 23] 06 | 0.3 | 43 | 0.4 | 0.1 | 0.2 88.7 82.7
20 0.0 80 02} 0315251104 L0/ 01 821 09 06 | 01 ) 49 | L3 | 021 01 88.8 81.0
21 0.0 | 3.0} 19.7 | 52| 142| 49 35| 0.5 0.00 04 01 ] 01 | 00 | 04 ] 01| 00 83.0 76.6
22 0.0 | 635 | 7.1 { 1.3] 53] 122 | Lo | 01 0.1 L3 01} oz ] oo | 04| 01| 01 92.8 9.6
23 0.0 | 125 03] 10| 299 | 21| 14| 02 6.4 | 58| L4 | 0.3 | 3.4 | 23 | 0.8 | 0.2 86.9 77.4
MEAN 0.0 [ 161 | 47| 15|31 {121 31 09 581 27| L2 | 06} 22 | L0 | 07 | 03 86.9 78.5
STD. 0.0 | 159 | 62| 27 117.8| 81| 32| L2 410 26| 14 {07 | L7 {08 | 0.7 | 04 3.8 7.8

%: Principle harmonic componetns.
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Table 5— 3a Estimated parameters of emprical spec tral density function.
NO STORM DURATION LIN-PAR C | NL-PAR A, | NL-PAR A» | SQR. SUM* STD DEV
1 [1975. 7. 10—7. 18 1. 0043000 0. 0495620 0. 0628920 0. 5064100 0.13722
2 7.21—8. 8 0. 9312000 0. 0391910 0. 0775730 0. 0383380 0. 03768
3 9. 14—09. 22 1. 0191000 0. 0273620 0. 0253930 0. 2601500 0. 09816
4 11976, 8. 12—38. 20 0. 9302200 0. 0394901 0. 0435960 0. 2666400 0.09988
5 8. 22—8. 31 0. 9543500 0. 0384860 0. 1264300 0. 1413600 0.07236
6 | 1977. 6. 29 —17. 13 0. 8992300 0. 0251980 0. 0627560 0. 0873740 0.05689
7 11978. 7. 9—17. 23 1. 0375000 0. 0481060 0. 094750 0. 3532100 0.11438
8 |1979. 6. 19—7. 2 0. 9351500 0. 0490220 0.0382730 0. 2300200 0. 09230
9 7. 10—7. 17 0. 9202100 0. 0322490 0. 0997590 0. 0908130 0. 05800
10 7.31—8. 9 0. 9510100 0. 0542960 0. 3360700 0. 0293230 0. 03296
11 ] 1980. 4. 5—4. 8 0. 9633800 0. 0486920 0. 2826300 0.0163070 0. 02458
12 7. 13—17. 18 0. 9316500 0. 0578190 0.0709740 0. 0691610 0. 05061
13 7.19-7. 25 0. 9577900 0. 0523320 0. 1484900 0. 3407200 0.11234
14 8. 23—8. 29 0. 9527400 0. 0223090 0. 0115660 0.0216190 0.02830
15 11981, 7. 1—7. 7 0. 9945000 0. 0344710 0. 0628550 0. 1931700 0. 08458
16 7. 11—17. 15 1. 1896000 0. 0772940 0. 0207090 2.2277000 0. 28724
17 8.29—9. 3 1. 1104000 0. 0695480 0. 0782980 1. 0721000 0.19927
18 [1982. 7. 26 — 7. 29 0. 8906900 0. 0457910 0. 0427220 0. 3679000 0.11673
19 8. 13—28. 16 0. 9234800 0. 0224830 0. 0201640 0. 0492390 0.04273
20 8. 25—8. 30 0. 9686200 0. 0210390 0. 0321620 0.0219010 0. 02849
21 |1983. 7. 19—7. 21 0. 9543300 0. 0237010 0. 0378580} 0. 1113200 0.06421
22 7.24—17. 26 1. 0014000 0. 0282280 0. 0522390 0. 0544020 0. 04489
23 7.29—8. 2 0. 9365800 0. 0373580 0. 0599240 0. 0249620 0. 03011
TOTAL AVEPAGE 0. 9729402 0. 0408707 0. 0821004 *: {itting error
STD. DEV. 0. 0661098 0. 0147936 0. 0778571 Max. Lag=26X356km
Parameters of mean data: 0918320 0.031158 0.007012 0.075666
s EEEEPT
p(ry=c.e ™ Jo(br) (a>0, b>0, r>0yr——(5—1) ]
preif., C(r) = 0.918 e 009176 (0.007r)
2) Biﬂ §_$— &i}gl EHE 5_‘_@ L \ min.oun of aquare = 0.002
T 23 S5 ARAbel ek A A s \\
of ¥ 19)ol ol alul whe gaately dhgot O \\
Figs 26 4 14 vks} o] 2|4l 71 2] 74 3, 56 X LI
(27,28,31, 32)kn<l ol 4 &43ko) A Esh ) ° 5 1 i BN
B 2 A ool Wl WA AL+ ek s
AR AA2bFol] of & Abalka2] Al 33 -0 9] 8 Fig. 5— 2 Isotropic normalized autocorrelation [unc-
2370 =% 3 A3 2SS Al e} 3 Al tion of storm residuals.
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density function.

NO. STORM DURATION LIN-PAR C NL-PAR A, | NL-PAR A, | SQR. SUM* STD DEV
1 11975, 7. 10—7. 18 0. 9156200 0. 0313770 0. 016300 0. 17322900 0. 08011
2 7.21—8 6 0. 9707200 0. 0472960 0, 0847240 0. 1275000 0. 06872
3 9, 14—9. 22 0. 9141000 0. 0050524 0. 2021000 0. 0505100 0. 04338
4 11976, 8. 12—8. 21 0. 5772800 0. 0274390 0. 0182880 0. 1459300 0.07352
5 8. 22—8. 31 0. 9416400 0.0391140 0. 0565780 0.1247700 0. 06798
6 {1977. 6. 29—7. 13 0. 9004400 0. 0248310 0.0779720 ~0. 0960710 0. 05965
7 {1978. 7. 9—7. 20 0. 9033500 0. 0108650 0. 2212700 0.0879410 0. 05707
8 11979. 6, 19—7. 2 0. 9272706 0. 0464600 0. 0620480 0. 2232100 O 09092
9 7.10—7. 17 0. 8992000 0.0313250 0. 0175800 0. 1261400 0. 06935
10 7. 31 —8. 0. 9509300 0. 0541650 0. 3365800 0. 0393950 0. 03820
11 | 1980. 4. 5—4. 0. 3073100 0. 0069652 0. 3467900 0. 3200500 0. 10887
12 7. 13—17. 18 0. 3741100 0. 0708630 0. 0805950 0. 1158200 0. 06550
13 7.19—17. 25 0. 9443400 0.0538720 0. 0040186 0. 3013700 0. 10565
14 8. 29—8. 29 0. 9468300 0. 0090156 0. 1980300 0. 0307280 0.03374
15 11981. 7. 1—7. 7 0. 9602800 0.0312160 0. 0056316 0. 1693600 0. 07920
16 7. 11 —7. 15 0. 9334000 0.0047722 0. 2128800 0. 0247450 0. 03088
17 8 29—9. 3 0. 6933200 0. 0097232 0. 2148000 0. 0819460 0. 05509
18 [ 1982. 7. 26 — 7. 29 0. 8195400 0.0312983 0. 0206720 0. 2657700 0. 09921
19 8. 13—8. 16 0. 9904900 0.0314063 0. 0027074 0. 2196000 0. 09018
20 8. 25—8. 30 0. 9366500 0. 0065390 0. 2055400 0. 0323300 0. 03460
21 [1983. 7. 19—7. 21 0. 9287000 0. 0211340 0. 0250210 0. 1136200 0. 06457
22 7. 24—7. 26 0. 9395800 0. 0087851 0. 2158100 0. 0442440 0. 04048
23 7. 29—8. 2 0. 9347500 0. 0352350 0. 1041600 0. 0438041 0. 04028
TOTAL AVERAGE 0. 9236576 0.0277739 0. 1184576 *: fitting error
STD. DEV. 0.7337719 0. 0180772 0.1062542 Max. Lag=40X3. 56kn
Parameters of mean data: 0.919900 0.031215 0.027982 0.092224
4 zbshzd o)l Solgho] EAato) oAt o ey ey o S B
Foll chal 4 W52 Bake Ak A F9 2 o
& sk Bol gt o F7hR] 9] Bk A& o — =0l
LS e
A 3o o3 (w)el o] BA ek A9 ¥l 1o b= 0007
a AskE Figsh—3l =454 o}
TN A(=11) ¢ By A A el
o LT g Gw)E 24 alokal i, < (4—8) I e S
0 4 1] 12 16 20

3} (4=9)oll 4 T G(w)2 o] & A&
|l Eoll G(w)el 32 AR (A =2
1

%)
Skme TAH) & 22bsbe] ehEA S AR

W (%0.5km)
Fig. 5 — 3 Characteristic spectral density function of

storm residuals
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Fig 5—40] 5.4] 319 c}.
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Fig. 5—4 Radial spectral distribution function of nor-

malized storm residuals.
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