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D isonodal line number
O Manhole (node) number

Boneyard Creek

38 1. RPBHA|2HS o (Mays & Tung, 1992)

A9 SiEol(crown elevation), #73, W&ol 2
ol7} Atk Z W&o 94X & WER FYde=
AA R nE] AR FejedA BEES AF3)
= e AFuA (layout) & A4 A+ AH
L

olgi¥t £33 FAldl= o HA3IHF A
T FHAEYH(DP, dynamic programming)°]
F2 AMEY. FAAEYE A A Yot
I ARAIG A 2ol FaRdF okl &3] 2o
= AAE golmz 1 Z)¥AAY WEk 2HA)F
Aol Basttial BZAEvt AHBAG o] Zztel
A B5o| EaE0) on FAAGYA g A
2o] itk 71l Aol oz o) s
£ 784 S FHAGHY J1EEAAES &7
#A A2l disted] Aol taat 2

Stage : -FBA A EA oI & isonodal
line ozt 7MY A& AMS3te] #IAIZRIS
¥ 13 Zo] £¥3ith. o] el AEE AAA
289 A IFEHY FTEEY T A5y #
(pipe section & link) T+F Hold wWEES
AAF Mojch. Stagedt Mzl EAl UiA
oJatA A o] Aot sl AF EE BAE U3l
Y o7]dlA= Stage i AFEY 1WA
isonodal line®} #}5%29] i+ 1¥4} isonodal line
AbolE QA3 = B @) isonodal linee] #
e 39 1A o] &FE 272 FE A&
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Me 2AE Welol & #ol A dg). & &
AqA #xols Withke AE &9 HAE wiEch
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(drop)ell we FaAEL Foa AR o
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$4& Folq wald A{FZF isonodal lineo]
&3 WEL 32 isonodal lined] 3= wi
&2 WFAIA H9 2 AE stage i FHA
% MiZj9] Fo] AZ=HE FHolth.

Transformation : transformation
Y state(F#2] HHE HAxol) Smy, m,, 0] EH
B (#zole] drop) Dm, my & F3A4 29
state(#9] 372 f%o]) Sm, m,, 02 W
= FH ()& BoF).

Smy, myy=8m;, m,, —Dm;, m,,

ZF2A g Y= DDDP(discrete differential
dynamic programming)2h= 70| ¢}, o] b
HE 7 B AF ¥ RTAAMY SEole] ¥
& "g AsfE(olRA& corridorgl #E)o] F
&7 state spacelollA HiAwle] HAA A€
T3 F thA] corridorE WA/ HE 4 A
Azte WHEA 7lgoltt. o] 7|He state?] 7
F7F B& EA9] ZF9 corridorg AAFo A
EAA Y HUAYEY “curse of dimen-
sionality” & & 4= Q&= Fde 71Xz gt o)
corridor& A3l7] Y3 ALA = trial trajectory
g BE$t ddy state(8lFo])Sm;, m, & 7}
At doluh. olu RFoAM e BABAE EF
Aol AAAeL i3 7HgEE ot

Trial trajectory7} AS@ 2 F=9jo) ¥
State® ¥ 33 2} staged|Aimtt} trial trajec-
tory F9 2 wo] FeE PEojof 3= o|lAL
corridorg} B-Ech (29 232) 7 state 1 oA
nitt 99 stated JERN) $18) 4Sighs F7}
& AMEECh whela ek 4F 2 slRuA]
el F7HE(EE Y state) & A}E-317)
2 34 corridorE tHE- Zo] AolE 5= ot

Sm, m,,,+248Si
Sm, m,, 4+ ASi
Sm;, m;,,

Sm;, m,,~ ASi
Sm, m,,~24Si

Smy, m =

F20% FIR 1996 28

function-&,

&7]4 Sm, m,, trial trajectory® Ao =
ot stated] FAZZACE HAE 8 THE EA
BEA %ol 9& 4 e mels corridors o]
AAE A golot &t

7} stageo|Al9] 7i7He] el th¥ recursive
equation& T3 Zo] Fojz|=H|

f.(Sm, m.,,)=min Dui, mi+1
[rm;, m;,,(Sm, m;yy, Dmy, m,,)
+fi—l(§miy mi-H)]
=1, 1-1

o714 fi(gmiy miy1) S WE me} m,, Alo]e]
Al2gle) HA7uE oujgt). o] AH|: stage i
Al F Mo & Fo 3 ot #F Aolt}.
wabA 1 staged|l e 2E B BE recursive
equation£

= fi(gmiv my,)=

mi, mi+1

2 min Dmi, mi+1

T Tmi, mi+1

[rmn mi+l(smiy Mg, Dmiy m1+1)
+fi—l(§mn Miy1)
1=1,,1-1

A% o] FojAeH oY Tm, my, &
Isonodal line 18} i+1 Alold] &A= mE(MI
Ae) &) AZAYHE 9ujst= HEoln). o4&
g9 Tm, m,, =0 %‘IET% HE mE= 3"‘%‘% L
& m. o GZAFO A= ke 9njejm “17e
o] & W&ol M2 dZFH UL o} o
2hA] o] HEE HA FAA 2" ul A3 (lay-
out) & vehy Eoix & 5 gloh

DDDP9] si&dxh= ogn 2. 3 cor-
ridort] &) stateZolA QA ZFo]RA recursive
equationg ©]&3d}e] H4nH]L9| trajectoryE
A e old AHEE 7|He dubEQl B3 A
YA g vk gloh o)¥A FHA HA Lo
trajectorye= ©S@AoA2] trial trajectory7}
Hi Al 2¢ corridorE F s} "rt o
A corridoroll A & A trajectory2 ARt o]
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7 Minimum State Space Boundary
Upstream Downszream

38 2. DDDP& o|&8t R4 HAIAY A2l o (May & Tung, 1992)

Jf W& M2& corridorg Aojste AL uwhE
e 7hed AAdEE Hgo] ofd Fo{7 toler-
ance®tA o] P (o] AfE AZ) HA ¥
74 dv HEAYE FUEIL stated] F7HE 4
SE AA AEs 919 AL thA] whEE] |
t} o] #AL vlg] A3t ojH 4SSyl B wix &
& 4S9 AEo) /tAHeE uHlge AHto] od
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Watershed Limits

Sub-basin
boundary

Channel

IDL : lso-drainage line

Detention pond

A : Stage in dynamic programming

I8 3. 75X A"l iso-drainage fine2 A2 of

U F5Fe] dd ¢ A
g AL’:"’:‘I TE5E ¢ A& Aot
A AA YoM F88 2= F5AY
3719% AA o] dAeltt 7199 dAYHE o4
ANE Al H APE B3 oW & &5
A9 HH =] 2 YHF o] sttt Bk 1
Sy 2% HHE o8 FEAE TEEE A4
A AAHA HAaH L9 A HaF oy ¢
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T T Belth ol BAHAAM F537] Al2H
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= Mdez Be Fo. stages 7|29 =39}
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7. Way
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