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<Abstract>
This study aims at the development of the techniques for the
rainfall forecasting in river basins by applying neural network
theory and compared with results of Multivariate Model
(MVM). This study forecasts rainfall and compares with a
observed values in the San Chung gauging stations of
Nakdong river basin for the rainfall forecasting of river basin
by proposed Neural Network Model(NNM). For it, a
multi-layer Neural Network is constructed to forecast rainfall.
The neural network learns continuous-valued input and output
data. The result of rainfall forecasting by the Neural Network
Model is superior to the results of Multivariate Model for
rainfall forecasting in the river basin. So I think that the
Neural Network Model is able to be much more reliable in the

rainfall forecasting.

Key Words : rainfall forecasting, Multivariate Model,
Neural Network Model

1. A&

2NdEAe @ulste] JUHOoRE ofF A
g3l A 9ete] HA v BARAE Yol T
oA Uu| § wig|7} deodl= Aol vl
Zxog By & %5 v s+ ‘Y@
(Butterfly Effect)’ & W7] & o8] 84 A}o]e

At @A 7t Avid H3GF AJA W FH ©
g 714dd F9 sul ZA¢e o wWde
2448 B Aeln FAHQ Q46 HE=
= 78kl ZajAa AoiA 100% A&s| o=
37l AFE EFF A AseToEE
olgl ¢ AAoltt, uetE Ad F4AE A
o] wid Az 2L FFIMNE Yol EE
AdANE 43 TE& g U AJAR

« 434, gl EFNY g - TH
e &<
705-037 W+F Al FT+ A E 1737

o 459, 2Y9ddn ESFI ag - TH
Q'ddgta &<
712-701 735 732HA shg& F-E9 33

2 g ==
Prof,, Dept. of Civil Eng., Yeungnam College of Science
& Technology, Ph.D./(053)650-9316

Prof., Dept. of Civil Eng., Kyungil University, Ph.D.
/(0563)850-7225

_51_



GEdRANM AAY LAE o] 8T AFolSo #we A

ol & ol Asla AlAuE S H ysE A3}
g 4= Qo) ol g A AGE e &
& JdWdledHe WA GG FdSFe] A
g glojofyt drj= AL FUF Yo
ol& fJ3A AWz A 7| FWs} F

HEFhe] Aoy ol T2 WEi 3§
Al F2 &fojofyt vlaA g F-FE oS
& 4 Ao AHAHEG FfadFE HHE
FHYE T3 Fdue B8 WHE =4
oz AMdY ¥ ALEAHLE Y F
Al st "3 olgt ol E 5 Rl

ol 9l B ZA5dF We] 7
Ae=dl el wel aA 7]38AQ Wy
¥ 583 unlog dd 4= . WA 7
A8t WHe g, 7% 71 R ¥ F
& Qag 7| EWAAE A st X
RE ¥ + e i, 714 E883 $A
Aol AME-E= W7 B vjAg Ao gks
Hol ¢ryolat 3kt §H FE5HA QA Wy
&858 vgor FATHA =4E o]&
sla] 798 dEse W, e &3
A, B Ase] BA4A), viZwige] B84
W OA|2E o] Z7)gE Fol o FfeF B
do] A} AEFAEIL A HA B
gko]l W7 wjio] AA AL FElst
o, aHgA Ao S v]A = BHHUA
& AABL7) 98]l FH: FshEofo|A] wol
o] B-5 &= FAAHO|EQ AHAY olELE A
o Sl AL3tel= Alx7F =5 gl

A g7A o] 84 Q TH A ] 75
Zo]| P& AFANE ww WA Raudkivi 5"
& 12} Markov 288 5<9ldla] A =9
Auckland A9 Z$AHE 88t 459 A
&£Ae M9t 28l Franz”s 2944
He] AZAA LS RE A HoA FHUSA A S
A ZFE Sy Aoletal 7tA4 st 12} Markov
gol| o)sta] 798 WA oM, Schaake 5
& HHEYE FoEREYRAY ZFFidA
a8 WAAZIed A8 SedA e
ol | #=V6] ARP®. 93} Markov A% do| o
dto wAlE Z9-#& wanEoh. w3 =23
& GEAFolA cpiFgFr o] ol 7§
& 8% vzt Q.

B AAY o] & T A-F-elFol uFl
9] ApAatE AW A Mark $V¢] 4l
Aol o] o3 AlFNFHoR BFfdFE F
B§ urh lon, e 5l Aexga} &
FAol dis] A gel & % A-eF
2 8% v7}

wpepA] B Ao A AEA S 7T
& T3 dEATYe el & A
2 5o A_AE ¥ F AA A 93
of HA HHo|EQ AW o|EE o & F
T SEEE NEsly A HEFoEN T
S-S AT ANAY 2dY HE 5 E
AA Y 2 543E& FUH.

2. Z9-oS Rde 7)ol
21 A3% =d

(1) AAG ol&2] A8

zke] $3&= oF 10704 = 73 (Neuron)
& ZAHOE AU AUE AlAgor 74
ol qdu. melA Q1Zke] T AAET}
o] 9 HZFEA AR AAE v AMFA Aol Y
EQaeg & 4 dved R v UE AAA
NEREE AW A(Synapse)E E35le g4 E
& Agwol MEAA HHEF AHHE 3§
a1 ANE S5 7](Axon)E T tE A AA
XYoo Aeste AAZ)sE Tt} ol g
AL b3 Fig. 10 YERG npe}l 2o,

Synapse
N\

Iig. 1 Neuron

o] e FotHoz AW o] AAY
of HelaAtolm ANAGE FAsE A s
Y e BHee ARUSe 598 A
FAMNE ATes Awgrz FHEL A

._52_.



Gt O S T B @R SR A2 4123 (1999.10)

Age ot ANsdg A Ae axHEol
HEARY Aoz AW AEFHol oo §
Aoy,

ol ¥ AZAWL AEEF T oA 7HA &
AEL Al gl oA 71Ee] Wo] waH3
olii =& &AM ZRIOYHE AFRE
g stgg T QASA Ha, 2AHeR
t}4 9 FUEENA HE 9FE FH FA
Ag & AE i HEAYE dus
53] 3UH.

(2) 4% »d

FHg ArAgaxei FFGH o=
t}S Fig. 29 #2o] n/le AHAZ x1, xo " Xn
& who} Hola 1 AL ZFA| 1 AAste] F¥
28 go U HuE Aztolt

x - S
—
‘\-‘ z
Sz
Sn
Xn
E=I(Es,-x;—h
Fig. 2 Unit
&Y AF x, xp X 25 EF £ HESE

JEIY, 2 Z5EE 0 B8 1 Alo]9] A9
th &, "W2E RUA ¥& We 0, Hae Al
58 U428 YRz g v= 1a1_11 L] A
= 279 €& I, AT s, Snxr 4
Zt xi, xo0xad 98 ARAT 7JE <, 9]
AES N5 dgxrelr), o w YHAUE A
Aol dFge ZHEAE wT A

z;sm (1)

7} gk, g7\ hE JAAE §a olE W
g

- 4 s,-x;—k (2)

e ghok

(b) &9 A+

Fig. 3 Transfer Functions

el ZEE ¢ Zo| yol7] Wi &
g wt 4% 7% NkE H£2F R
Aolt}. u7t SolEhH Ao HAE BUXA &+
c}., $HE Ao HaNIEE 12 7] i,
u7t o}¥-2 A EgE o o] AE E¥Hel 4
@A et kA 4 w)E AAEE Y
7 2L &Y gAZ Yepd 4 b

2= Ru)=A2sx:— h) (3)

o] W W3R AlaRo|l= F4(Sigmoid
Function)®} ©% Alg4§s7t 2 ALEHW 1
el oS Fig. 33 2o

- (3) LAY AN Fadads

8} 4 (Learning) & A17We] P, A4 & &
Sete wyloz MA@ FE@ Atole o
g FO|EE wRUYste] APFEE 2Ad
& otk

eaast edndFe @A A B
o) AgHIL & AMeR A oI e
$ wAz FAHe ok AAE AP <
duelol we 2 Aelaae] YA} A
8 Agdel 2Ye MEHE WA

_53...



HEdHelM A% BlE o] 8¢ FFodFe] @ d+

i, 7 A= AA g AlAbR gke] zfe]Ql @
aHg QOB AYPAIFIHA e HA7F B
& 23 FA109 AAAEE WEAsE o

W2k 2] g o] o},

Al2Ee] ey AAE oS3 go] &
T UG,

zzf(zsixf) (4)

= A2 w;a;) (5)

FH YYPAE goll A YEE AT S
HE yia)E . 7|4 &AT+E S
#ol| g},

[(a,d)= élz yAa)|? (6)

AW AR g FARoRE 59 wEhn
5

-;3? = [2;— va(a)1f (2s;w,)x; (7)
2 & F Joeug
ri=(2;—yi)f(s* x) (8)
g SrFAlE R 8o
S8 CrX; (9)
o} #o] 5;F v dY %9 g wyol
o & A =
ol al 9x; dzZp, 0X;
31{},} o ax,‘ aiﬁu _;(zk_ydk) B.:t:; awg}‘

=(¥rbgk)f(zwlﬁﬂm)ﬂj=?fﬂj (10)
7t "ok o714 F3F e WA e g4l

T e

7i= (27 f (w; + a) (11)
o o3 3 FFAE noll AlYE &F
8 FA g ol r& Fahd @}, =

WiWy— CYa; (12)

2 3t o

22 Wy v
AEAHRA AFdEF5E fsiie AT+
e 7 2 7R R0 i duE 5
A5 ¥ FARYY wNiSE FHE 9§
A8t o] sty olggh o] 3l
oA o AL o3 T HAANA o
g Wi Ao QL
() = m(H)+

A 7|, ()= A- Oaye), ey, ..., vyl
AMOAZGEA ol dF FAE N WE, m
()= AZEGA ol A H A2l HE], r(H)e A
A ol A A HE, N2 o &4 293

&0 40|T}.

o] W tgw Pl AN mEuAA
A 2] &= Aol Hg] s},

U(Il..}"ht) 0 0 0

Z(f)z {] O'(Xz,}’g.t) D D

0 0

(13)

2(&

+ o{xn, YN, D)

(14)
A3 A AZEEA ol A FEAE r (e o

&3t 2ok
)= 3D ()

A7|M, e(t)e= Hio] 00]aL

(15)
G EAr Ra)

A g o]},
AgelZ AN g olele Re B9
b Akl o8] BHAFE @i Holrh o

& YHER = A (13)el A Aol o) gk ZF9-2]
AP Haxe] U Az ¥ME 5 F
VA Qg 7HRd. B A WE m)e Az
of W& WMEFE o ZMAFGsAa, oA F
A% A0 AR ()Y WEAE e 7
ANA v A4 Markov dl& o] &8l 2z}
& A Ztol diste] &3} o] A sfEted o

Ht+o)=AUt+ 1 D+B(t+ )WL D (16)
AZIM, A, )= Fejel Aol Al oFl
AZFGA ol A 2] NXN AHe] Holsi&E Wit
) WA 0& 7HAl= NX1 WE, Bt r)e
AIZV A t+ 2ol A Zapol] wfdhe] Al ZekA] o]
Ao Faee A9E YElE NXN 8o

E:.I

H(16)& AW ol WM A, B, We
EGsa Q7] wio] QukHel 4e ofyxw

- 54 -



VBRI P S P BB 3R SLEE M2 A|23 (1999.10)

tEAolM e ZAfdFE 887 fer e
i "Hasiy, ZuSavr A% B AHE
oAl 2z} AlZteAeAN ZFAHE ZFAEe FE
o] Wasn, HA Z-HESYe JAFozA
NA Ho A EAHoR Hap 7Fg-dEo] 7%
Xt ol AHAE A FaFAe g
A7) 2,

2() = q(8) —m() = (D + v(D (17)

o 71M, g #F3%e Nx1 WE, mt)
© Wi Nx1 9HE, r(e 3329 NX
1 MY, v)e F4222 Nx1 HE, z(He
FAHLAe Nx1 HE, N& d&x79 4o
t},

& HEAEEANMY o FL 1S 4(18)
g 21 (19)el A nl] ¥ c,

Ht+ ol = AL, D)t D)

P(t+ 1 t) = A(t, DOP(HDAT(¢, D) + Q(¢, 7
(19)
dElel dele] Azt t+r roA o] Ao
3 #t
i(t+ 1) = m(t+ 1)+ +(t+ 71D (20)
o] o Folre] AFEA HHL P(¢+ 7 |t)o)
el afj A Fo]z )

(18)

Fig. 4 Storm Passing Overgages i and j

agja @ RdE 8357 9 "ag
B Sxo WHFE AEHoHUAME {4

Y7letes WO ZE Telemetero] A #&H=
F A AHTEe] AHA A 8EE o)L= HE3
A&A W], o] Marshall”o] #|erg]c}.

AHAREZRE 39458 FA37)e )
T oleglv+ug S 43EFEAHCross-Covari-
ance)®] @& o= Zo] vAE wjHS 34
o slolM 714 F 8§ A o)),

Ae7F d TS ZF-uEFAa 9 j7r 3l
Chal AjZ}slH &% VR olFdla Wik g8
7FR E9-7F i} jAlelE ol HEbA F-9-0] A
ke ol

;. — dcos (a—0)

v V

Rhef 7t VFARERE FAHY = o
H A (219 v/l as A3 HREE A9
T UG FAHE viARS 53 bEYE Ve
2 FAAE thi Aol o sjA & 4 )

(21)

V=(b%+ b2) 12 (22)
i, D
0= tan l(b—f) (23)

oA71H, x, yHEel HEAEL t1g3 go] 3

4d 4 sl
U=—V-sinf
U,= V- cost

(24)
(25)

3. £de G R 4
31 AAG ndo F4

Agol&FE AT A3Y 2de & Fig.
59} o] /Y F, 2HYFT % &¥YFow FAE
AP A 22 28

Hidden Layer

Input Layer
) »

Output Ii.n?cr

\N
%
Q‘Q

- —
OO000000=

£
&
DO

e

| 15‘:_‘: *-\-":;///{
DR
\)
A

|
;
)

XA X
0

S99,
NS

.—g

‘}

"

N/

" i\‘“

$ h“

Fig. 5 Structures of Neural Networks

- B{ -



G5 FAlA AQY RAE o] & ol wd AT

gFAEE YJEE=S Ay 1, 24179 7§
Aq2 FASE WY 13 A3 1, 2 3, 44131
o] ZAFARE :?'*jﬁ-{{ e 2 A8 1, 2 3,
4, 5 6A1%ke] ZgAER TS W 39
A A2 s ol me geeEd A
AZY 2de] dYF 243 2 Y39 7

Z+¥ o2 Table 17 4.
Table 1. Numbers of Layer for Each Method
Layer
Method _
Input Hidden | Output
1 2 5 1
2 4 9 1
3 6 13 1
o] “li AZAge] €A HEFTQA Al
ol= F48E Tl 004 1 Alele] frogwt
0] 2] 7 w}]-ﬂ:ﬂll % g A 3H(Normalization)

ggo] Waatth AwHel AFst HAHL b
g gro] 4(26)& ol 4 ¥Th,
Var— Vsin
7= (Toax = Tonin)]
(26)
71 M, ViaxSt Venin e W&H 711 &3k
ks Haghol L, Thndt Twnd BHE E9
m4 Holatst Hagow dwHom 099
19 Ag8e, T,& AeE Feg, Val W
ﬁ}m Aol EHUgoR T, 4o kot

Tﬂr‘ = Tmin + [

32 g4+ R 34AR

BoAFe 8 g4F9LE Fig. 67 #o
ko] Fdvdhel A% GEAwgE A
o g sgoen, 99 dFEo] BAERE A
AE AFE AR, FUEL HMepkel AR
& EFsa Y. 99 FH= diE AW
glo g A FaEe] Aoli= 200kmolAl 240km A
Fola FAe %2 <oF 130kme]™ H¢ 3503
'~37°13', 7 127°29' ~129°18'¢ll 9|8} 3l
ch, 2 AFE sty HMAT F9ule] Aeu
a2y Fig, 694 YElhd bt} 2ol 1071 T/M
UFHAE A AT £ =&dAe -
‘E*

A A Aol wis) YERH AT

™ sy
¢ ik
o By
TS, (
/ ‘
N e
s . 7 # r 1 .
.'r. A .l"{ ‘l‘ 1"-""'1
t_---h. il I'L“ [
L] i
. / \
J d dywes et *’.J
t. # Py :,_ i
'\" .--*'II'I ] irh"".._l oy ‘1\ "-"\ \].
~ \ 2N )
1 = "t‘? ¢ r‘._}*’!
& Ty 1*"-"‘ 3
!’3 . y / ..:
'! 4 -u-"!'u J'— ]
‘_,.J' I % E'S""
.\\ __l""'t oy mon ’(
A N PN,
i 1't‘2‘ 0 AN\ S )
": \ ~~". :‘-. I ) t‘
!J —‘\'\._‘ I:J—-r-!.::“ :.I‘ b{:‘ﬁ
,‘i ‘:: "" .r‘ ""'r "1 :L'
j ""'-1_.. L el B ! s Qunviagh \"
I.-' Son Chung Lo % 5 "
1 J ) 1 'J
ey s Y HF= i Hyn iae
. 7 oS T
1 0 fﬂlh'l'll

Fig. 6 Study River Basin(Nakdong River Basin)

gl GEASYe oid AAY stz
2y 19909 H-E 19953714 9] A 9AEE ©
|-3FaL ShFol AR A 22 1996\ H-E
19983712 o] ASF ZF-g-ArgEel] o8| 7.51%1}!?:-
(Checking Data)® AF&3&F3 o, WHE-3l4+= 50
3lol A 50008 HE7bA WMSHA|A 7}HEA 3#@
g kS F8karzl sk

3.3 A 843 vy
(1) 4749 =

AdolA TAE AW wug H g 7]
g8l 1990 5E 1995745 ) Z9ARE ol
gato] st e FaalRlon, 7 W 74
Fopol sl AASH BEAE sl
A3 FAo] e W ANA S} BEH 7}

Al AxsRot FHo] AATE 03
b tha ZA Jdebse ol7]AE Wy 36l )
a4 Fig. 701 YeEpAA




Vit R E NS B R OCEE A2 Al23 (1999.10)

z
"I T

3
=]
l

COMPUTED TOTAL RAINFALL(mm)

o &0 80 120 160 200
OBSERVED TOTAL RAINFALL(mm)

Fig. 7 Comparisons of Computed and Observed
Value(Method 3)

EEF 1996 HLE] 1998 7R 9] A-AL R
% 1996 69¥ 249 F-9-9F 1998 8¢ 13¢
S5 dis) 2z HHd AAY mdE FHE435
Rew 1 A= Fig. 8 © 99} #r}.

- A Son Chung(1986. 6.24)
25 - sae00 OBSERVED
. swees Method 1

] | | saaas Method 2
20+ { oewsase Method J

TIME(hrs)

Fig. 8 Results of Rainfall Forecasting by Neural
Network Model(1996. 6. 24)

San Chung(1998. 8.13)

@040 OBSERVED
ssaea Method 1
sadird Method 2
Gawao Method 3

. —

Fig. 9 Results of Rainfall Forecasting by Neural
Network Model(1998. 8. 13)

a2 n Ane AgAe WA 98
A4S ANY A3} Table 29} o] vebyte}.

A&, +F5e AU HA ALE® H{PA
AW T 299 {-8%(Model Efficient :
ME)x 0910~0.936, % ¥ A 3 £ 2H{(Mean Square
Error : MSE)+ 3.2~9.1mm, At x}e] ¥4
< YE = Biast 1.9~38mm % )3 9 %} 9]
Wl &8 (Volume Error : VER)¥ 1.211~1.662%
& YER U

Table 2. Resulis of the Statistical Test for

Actual Storm
MSE | Bias | VER
Method| Date | ME (mm)| mm) | %)
| 1996.6.24|10910| 84 | 3.6 | 1.662
1998.8.13{0919| 9.1 | 3.8 |1.420
1996.6.24|10916| 74 | 2.1 |1.387
’ 1998.8.13|10923| 64 | 2.3 |1.268
1996.6.2410927| 45 | 2.0 | 1.310
’ 1998.8.13(0936| 3.2 | 1.9 |1.211
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Table 3. Regression Coefficient of Each Storm

Storm by bo
1996.6.24 0.19298 0.17281
1998.8.13 0.16124 -0.13249
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Table 5. Results of Sensitivity Analysis for

Model(Sanchung)
MSE | Bias | VER
Model| D ME

ode ate (mm)| (mm) | (%)
1996.6.24| 0.927 | 4.5 20 |1.310

NNM
1998.8.13| 0.936 | 3.2 19 |1.211
1996.6.24| 0914 | 6.5 26 |1.238
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1998.8.13| 0.926 | 4.7 2.8 | 1676
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