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A5 (global circulation model, GCM)
A AN E VsE Bl ASAES
83kt £ IPCCQ] SRES (special report on
emission scenario)?} &2 7| SH3} AU 25
7IHEO 2 e 91h7} o] o] F O ARE-Eh=
GCM 233} 7H43sH= SRES| ujet A& o2 4
Wb mEEe Agolng 2t o5 Hetslr] 9
ok oheket A<trol arebe]ar Qltt (Parson et al.,
2006).

o] F 7P A5 ol WS ZHAE oA
7% (robust decision making, RDM)ol2} &
2= Jdoelth, Aol 7INhE = 71 A v
efolli= Folo] dojd ARIZFY ehe A E&
ekstA k= A<l whHoll A-gof 7IRkS & AR
& A Mmool 5T 4= e ol s
27} oWk 55 ok st P Hws d

QA o17]a 9t} (Lempert and Schlesiner,
2000), T2 HE B-e Aol wE o] 7] $-Hst
of| A H“ﬁ@ AUe WS WY e = A
o A< 9]¢t RDM W50l theFsA A|gk
W ‘il"%. u}a}/ﬂ & o= A ARy E
ofoll Al 7|5 3t Alute] @.0] EehAS AHAl7
7] 913+ RDM Well thsff &AFskal RDM< 97
ak7] fls A= heket HJ@%E-"]’ ol F A&
A AR =8 A-AE Qofstala) g
oF 24 AuE v e s el e ek
T A5 A AsEaLA} et

7|3 Rst ASHeE Y 3}7] 9]l RDMOl e
Qo= oA 1990 FRke] A7| =%
TASE A7 At B B uhet ohE 4 OIX]
1t Lempert and Schlesinger(2000)7F #2012t
AL 4 Qlrk, o] Ui A+tAHEo] RDMS AA
2 AgallA] AAletd = A7 8= Q= G
|4l Dessai(2005)7} HAFSHQ]=toll A A5 o8
TFAA R A AL Agsto] AuE A|AIs)
At o]& AR A Dessai and Hulme
(2007)& et EAlste 71513 Alute] 2.9

10
o

100 St 012

oS Hhske] Qb Al &l 2e
U= AAE AL olF P sl 285}
ol AWE FAAOE AAETt (2.14). vl=r9
Ae] iz ol 91%3F RAND corporation® A=
7| HSkE a1efsto] 455 9Igt AL ol 4
A AlglE ==st] 98 RDMo] F.8hekal 3
oheal of g At LA S WS vt Qltk (RAND,

2000: 2008). RAND®] A5 A ejsto] WAl
Lempert et al.(2004), Lempert et al.(2006),
Groves and Lempert(2007), Lempert and
Collins(2007), Lempert and Groves(2010) &
o7 AFANE AABH (2.274).

Qe} 22 7] AAQl AEE Qe A AlA
12 A4 RDM= 94st7] fIek fhalg W
Alekstar 57 Fofoll 285l = AL7F A
o]Fo]A|al It} Brown et al.(2012)
| S} AlLhe] @.0] e HHE oJAbAR
4 Q&% Decision Scaling 7% 7i
(2.3%), Nassopoulos et al.(2012)2 -1
| 2% Wt s 24sk7] 91 RDM Al
7Rl Al X—*.% JJE AATsFEH2.474).

Uglo e 7=2(2012)& 71 Lempert
et al.(2006)«] RDM 2 f-2lu=t & 29l
A-g-5to] A AAISE uF 9laL(2.5%) Chung et
al.(2013) 7|3} A3 QIet AFYEY] A%
9 A= S8l Fuzzy 7'ds 2Rt b7l QJAf
AA 71 (multi-criteria decision making,
MCDM)+ 283 v} QIth(2.64).
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2. BEHAE QARZF 12 HE AR o, ole] o2 SR, AlFw s A, B

(@, wle} $2)& xgHste] 2005-20300] Tt

21. 212 BAME S8 HSAMEH pAUALS SHoR AAA A 75
robustness 7} S5 183}t7] 98l UKCIP020] A4 7|53}
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Dessai and Hulme(2007)-& 7|53} £3h4]

_Y'Z
ol gt A3 A4 9 robustnessE B7Fok= wAlSL, o] & of&sto] 7| THItE It Ak
AAE AQkeIAaL, o5 JFHE &% Ao &= Favbedol Wdt JakE AREskleh & Aot
Al ] Able] Agsiolnt, i A b A 7|3HEt 485 Qe QArEA ] oy &2
Ade o 284S LHsts BHAE © Aol digk W E=E Brish|9le ok 22
A W Ee] ofg A VISl Ak AA B AAE 55T
ARl A8 4= l=rhE ATEskalTt
FEHE & A AES Stk 7194 1) ZARAL, A FejAee] deE W
Anglian Water Services (AWS)7} ¥ 1“4’6‘}% 12 A2 B 7o HE2AE B8l ES&E A
7Nl Aol dial g5 25E7He] AAAI TS 4 o5 913k A ek vzttt
Hatgleh, & A= ©]F East Suffolk®} Essex () JFRFL o] g3l horES L=t
(o8} ES&E, TLH 1o o 2 9)9] =2 HAH <o oF 2 7| gHgel dAAIE) olE 9,
el 23S s qiek 713 RsE Al et ofe] AgdiekES ¢
AWSE =85 AlQlgh sl gk 71533} ¢ HHpR Slo] LR ES FhEsto] AR
FE/HSS T 5 QL ol vigros
o5& 7|5k} Ao FrpHOom @
TE= AR o) BAAE =5
= Sl
(3) AR W 27| ey Aibss w45k
Al es PAsdT Sk i,
7|5 RIHE, 't sljof diffusivity,
o ZEAY 5 WAAHSEL] A A 7]
Hotol| tigh EehAA EAS liekal, el
ZARRF AE7he] 202 Bl ® o gk uf
N5 E2d jIglE AT = A

# At T Fastel 43e] 913 25e) 9
o4 FEE RAYAAL o] 849 g@oﬂ
W o8 BAste] AABet, § el 5

: =
a8 1, HT oA XY, 2B Anglian Water Y] WIZHWHESE BHE= A% (one—at—a-time'
SN Bl S% USRENHIDA S ment}S S e dHZEo] ol 4s
2IX|)), EtR2 East Suffolk® Essex2 experiment)= Hﬂrb i7iRle=el & OEE_[H
SLEISHCE (Desal and Hulme, 2007) Zbzbo] wgmo] BEelAlA HolE w259t} Fol
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(1) &A7}281%&(GHGC emission scenario)©]l
gt WIS A e 98 6712 SRES
A 7F AFE-E Sl RCM(regional
climate model)¥ GCM ZAi}=o| 272)F A&
ot (29 2). GCM A3}l 9589
E3FAA 0] WOl 555 MI/d2 RCM A3}
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H 1 oz 2M Zn @ofg AME Z HpgEo 7 Ljo}sjok
Parameter Uncertainty range AWS shortfall SrepalL reker Aefef weridd
M1/d) M1/d) = T FER Yo R &9
GHG emissions scenario Pl 7.35 F APgohs ARl s ojatd
Climate sensitivity 8.27 9.39 Ao Ao A Al ek
e o 9 waw s e
Carbon cycle 291 4.01 ol oigto] ofgt Axvke] =2
?gﬁﬁ:}gﬁ? response 22.66 (14.88) 7.28 (9.10) A YR 2 7 5mao] Ao
Climate impacts 8.28 6.06 et ¥ ANE EEchs 2
A& QALA AR} o] FFAIA S
CHEE 1), ko] Fo)7F o] Fo| 277} A5 7] wiigel 715}
W AWSS] A AR S Ao Al =0l w8 ARl AgehA] Yttal Bz Slofrf & koA
AdEo] dial] EHAETE o] AWSZE 98] = 7|$HEE WEYsH] $18) deep uncertainty
7P 23t BY(S, HadCM3)= ARSSHlaL, ek & e 54 *J; A e G 2 e
skrAEl T Aol 75 2 RS Fasrt A RS 3] S Aze WA A
& AexA 2 ARSI wizeld, ol Hall, = A 7ol Bastrkal AlAlsk e
3Ywl MTE BAo] ‘one—at—a—time' experiment Hoolo A RMAESE AL 27| 93] choF
2 ofe] FRf B Sdke vekA ezl Wl ’E mE V1 Alue]es AEste] He F9=
wolt}, o] A+-e] A= EH‘E]XMW it AR (regret)E 2he $H ks AARE F, tioke] A
YAS v o= okt Qlv, &, Rt A A5 SRl Mg dEE viAle gAY 8a
AU 4] 1, Rl -2A A, ﬁﬁéol%*—l s = st A8 AYPeE HESHL tieke
& ARESIOATE sHARE ol E Fall Rt wAe D ddlolEA A Al Alte| e Hstel w4
= lth= dl gddo] qlok E3E 20309 S R oiehe 2wtk et EYoRE )
2 309 59k oF Hat Ao Hapt v o] Auye|er) ok} 7hsdt i Alutele o
okt SHAZL olek, AYAE AT gk Tefel B2 Agsjof shrhs A Ak whet AR 4
%) gloplel, o] qlTe] ik ol @lAaE 3 M2

271E 7 d ol kAL ol ek
2.2, A2|ZL|ote| sXtHEE| A= +E

Grove(2005)= 7|5 fol] Amat Ay
o] uldl 52219 Aglo] Lolrlof & WAk 3l
sl 7l Ssts w4714 AL S8 A
22 oAAR7e] PRl Pate] HASIIT,
B ATol A WA AukHoR Mol HES

uiste] o] £8S ZHAeE XE oK
7158} A o] that SARS AL AR

= YdlolE 8o tfieto] AlLHor Kt b4
A3l tigte] | 4= Qs HFA|FIck= Aot T
Stotiete] =915 v wf QPgAQl ok 2
4 QT E Sl= 2HAE & (robust index)E A
|3tk Ho] ok, & Aol EHIAE QI
=

FHEE AAstEE, 1 olgt FHEE o
oFgk mle) Aol Slofd 4 glrks A% QgL
=4 Autel et SRS A9 Woh Axe] At
7 7V e 94 TjokS AEA) 91oke uo)
FHYEG SO A AARAE] A
FHEES 7| oAl 71 mulAEsithe
31 el uholch
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Zoto] v = ¥ AFEE dEHOR AlEst
ALk ALt 2w} = 2000-2025, 2025—

2050, 2050-2075, 2075-2100 47§¢] g} 7]
Zbell chsf Alsk=E Sdct,
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Nassopoulos et al.(2012)%= 7] W3}o] &
0 EEAAS 1S 5 Qs 7]Eo] A4 HFolakx] gobte Hrh= Zls ofu|gitt,
RDM 7J4S 2 HH st ALl 197) 715uish Al e Rz 29 e W
A 7] 5-Rstoll WFRl Ak Algeh A9 | She th ofef o] 3E 29 k. o7 A= oAl
o] 35 AA(dam di mensioning)oﬂ ARS-5F Tt o] Yo 2[4 sl fLo] WEkEo] A= AS
713 l37E kil 7Sk AU 2(NOCC) & 4= Qlok, & HjEad 248 ARgsid 01—5
oF 197 7|3-Rst B & Al He] 7leRe By Ao r s A | gt Hat gles &
¢l, CNRMCM3 (-2 fgax3o] 2 Ayele), <l 4= ek o]2idt A¥l= Ward et al.(2010)9]
CSIROMKS35 (7-¢-2] fraso] $7kel Aute] a5 $419 24 of2 44 dueles tas &
£), NCARPCM1 (9= Bat2 Wsprp gley  dd
tﬂ%‘é% 7kt Alue] )& olg-sto] A | 4t SEA T
TEESHIT o] W oJAEE 0%, 3%, 6% Al ?F A-oltt sRARE nlefoll= 7R AR 9] ol
7Hﬂ AU 25 ekl 1 A olxfgof up debd 4= qlal e e WslelnR & gho] wis)
ef A 9 SFE7E Al RO o= LRSI o] 7 sAlof AYske] o ZRR|7F ke 4= Qi
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H 21971 7|83 ALZ|2 E2 Hetols 2 "al HEE

Reservoir length 4km 10km 20km Stddev
Pure time preference | 0% 3% 6% | 0% 3% 6% | 0% 3% 6% || change
BCCRBCM20 -10 -0 -3 -12 -7 -7 -8 -8 -2 -9
CCCMACGCM31 -9 -4 -3 -15 -5 -6 -16 -10 -1 -9
CNRMCM3 23 -12 -12 | -23 -14 -10 | -23 -13 -7 21
CSIROMK30 -14 -9 -5 -16  -10 -8 -11 -10 -3 -13
CSIROMK35 -10 -6 -3 -12 -6 -7 -9 -9 -1 -9
GFDLCM20 -10 -3 -3 -14 -6 -4 -25 -9 -1 -10
GFDLCM21 -17 -7 -6 21 -10 -8 -34 -12 -3 -16
GISSMODELER -15 -9 -6 21 -10 -8 =25 -11 -3 -16
INGVECHAM4 -17  -10 -8 =22 -11 -9 -17  -12 -4 -18
INMCM30 -4 -2 -1 -4 -2 -3 -5 -4 -1 -4
IPSLCM4 -17  -10 -7 20 -11 -8 -17  -11 -4 -16
MIROC32MEDRES -5 -2 -1 -6 -2 -3 -8 -7 -1 -5
MIUBECHOG -17  -10 -7 -18  -10 -9 -14  -10 -4 -15
MPIECHAMS -17  -10 -7 =22 -11 -8 26 -12 -4 -18
MRICGCM232A -6 -3 -1 -7 -2 -4 -9 -8 -1 -6
NCARCCSM30 -8 -4 -2 -12 -4 -5 -11 -9 -1 -8
NCARPCM1 2 2 0 1 1 1 -9 -1 1 1
UKMOHADCM3 -6 -3 -2 -10 -3 -4 -13 -9 -1 -6
UKMOHADGEM1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 -0
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of that 27 W T AvHs Q5 Wahh wAs
ok 5 7] wshrt glekal 7hge 9o A o
B2 oZ-& A A8k,

npAuko 8 RDMS 98] 7]5Ha}l Ajube) e
2 of#&Au]&(error cost)S AASIALE =
AI;H og 57}_~0]_7\]u]. 197H /] Hqgl_ /\]bhﬂg Z=

Szt mefo] grajebA) Sgkaickd Yol 18749
X]—EE] /\]L}glg = ’ﬂE—.HOHH /\-17;]] ug 74 o HHHOL
4= 9k Hlg0) £AE AN, 1 Ak 3

of AAIE o] Utk o714 §% o] KFo] n
PRkl Zhgstar qlom A wA sYo] mES
AREZITEAL 7HEsE A4 foltt, ZH2te] 7]5s)

deep uncerta1nty§
A Jrew £ *e‘*o | o £ Aolet, whetbA
 Qlpol A RDME $18) 2 chof eldaul 4ol
A7} H= (f7] GAPEE 71 F minimax W
) e 7| skAvE] e GFDLCM20%
CSIROMK35% AR&-sh= Zlo] 7Hd ehg2el 9
HRE A 4= 9= v o 2 o AXIT}

# 3. ofute| 7|2 et 20| Oj2 LMctn JHEE

ol{&aH|E Zat

3 AL =
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I.E
X
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>
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4e-8(2012)& RDMI} 7H5A] 2 3
S8 gk Qubel Wee) w2 oA
(Standard Decision Making, SDM)%] fZ3}& H]
wstz] sl ¥ Sl AAeR & 7|
W Agstarh, el s U sk
oog eAIA uZAUE9 AIB, A2, BITH 12
o] GCMs& 2ste] 25702 njel 714k A e &
g olgsiglet. 53T ke AEHT 9%
S0 APARRgIoh A4915 2ske] fRASE
0 3719 4 2t sistont, ol 5]
Z010] 454 29
Heto] 2 4918 mEol
E ‘/]/\]_737(41]- 3T 3|

e 7|20 ¥
o2 woirt,

SDM=L- 7|t &-8-(expected utility) 7NdS &
gafo] BILAIA0] ZAISH= Al TiRES %7}

3 11 14 9 8 4 13 7 1

[ERE = AERES Bl SE - ra al
ol i el e o el ol

[&]

o

=]

o

=

=

=

=

o

=

=

=

=]

=
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0.2 03 03 04 05 05 05 05 08 09

00 00 00 01 01 01 01 02 02 03
0.0 00 00 00 01 01 01 02 02 03
0 00 00 01 01 01 01 02 02 03
00 0 00 00 00 00 00 02 02 02
0.0 00 0 00 00 00 00 01 01 02

01 01 00 00 0 00 00 01 01 01
0.1 00 00 00 00 0 : # ;
01 00 00 00 00 00 0O 01 01 01
03 03 02 02 01 01 01 0 00 01
03 03 02 02 01 01 01 00 O 01
04 03 03 02 02 02 02 00 00O O
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o A HEHA O R ARE= W otk SDM2 F2o] & E WSk(insensitive) kS 2= o2

A ARG ZEa1 7 Aol Boje SES ol 8st A B2 T1F 63
= o] 7P w2 7|HFS A= dijkS 2ol Ajesh= o710 A} SRS theFet Ajute] eEof s
g Ao & rpokel B Aol 488 4= olek Al 7P ARSIl 4k 2= it 2 T E gighe] i
Z-:’ D& = 1A iQke] 71 EVIA))S A of  7FA 3 (performance index)& A8FAI 7| ALk
= HAYTE jRIA Alde] o(S)ell sdets Ae Ak E FESk] kS dulo]Esf K oAl
(Pol Zt Avte] eof FojH SE(Pr(S)S w3t 4F ek F=th SEARES 37] 95t BIAER
o] gFo & ok 4= Q) AHgBE B3 % (regret index)Q] AHY 1S 4](2)
oF et A= A Hij, S RIA AlUE] R, Ay
EV(4;) = ﬁ]P(Ai,Sj)xPr(Sj) o) = BE U YERH, ZF Alue eE AL
T ORE ojoh F b A AR 2 gl 2 o

SDM=> 52 o] theFabal HAo] 427k o1& wf ko] AJ5x

|3£9] 27} S3wr) Hop, HFHoR
2 AAkste] £9)(ranking)E A S s Zh= gigho] 15297} Hrt,

°
Agle] 4ol ofa) S|ArA AL gl A ek

~N
o
)
rlo

o

BG4 TS Fivhs B4S /AL Ak B R4, 5) =max, [Py $)]-P4,5)  ©)
dlot Brte] Aas olge) wE Ao Aue 4

Atk o[4S AT olof thkt YAome] W RDMO| Al SR A, vie) B4 S
A HS AR 7P ole e BEHAAe] S Agsly] Slal wele At e oS Abg s
o 7ol 2o Aol A% st AR o BA| A7to] Aol et ARE 4uS dujo)E
Qhuth GoAS AP Gl oje AIEAL AEE  slo] AdHom ehgAel ook 2 4 oEs
7) o] X2 oA Aol ofgiths W fEsh] A, HiRke BAlsl] it AER BE

.

S 7HA1AL it o2l Ao A 984
RDM-& RAND(2000; 2008)oll4] =S AA]3k
%

oR JSWEE nefdt 3710 B BAe o

glsto] A WHlolc EHAE oNARe 7] BYuE 2gsto] Ausiich

TSI} o] & BEUNS 2 AT Sl b BRI ok foE PO R A5 R
ule) 7|55 wgsly] 915h IPCC 47 BAle] by

7 @ + N\ E4uee A, BL A29F 12719 GOME A1L3)

o] 257H(SCN1~SCN25)9] vl 71 &
i AHg83Aet. Racsko et al. (19910l ofsl 7= o]

Scope of this
Research

—= Z]to| 2hs] AREEAL Sl FAA AAISE Y
\|_ el \ Z A7) WA 7] (weather generator)?l Lars—WG
=) | :

0= ol&sll 25708 mlelf 713 AIE] &5 A4St
Upd
Non-vulnerable scenario group alfer?::(ives 9‘:}\ a1 O]—E— ol%_gH qu— /\]],]—134 Q b‘g D]EH -IQI—EO]:T,]— %’I
’ H

TS Molsolny, = ol sl wlE} 257H¢]
/ Ao W i JFeRe EaeA] HEow vt
12 6. RDM Al atd (22, 2012) o] ol gbed™d (Thomas, 1981)2 A3
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71585t AlLt|20] SEASS TRIEH 2RI ASAR0) Bot i

I 4. ots1t ool nj2f Hd & 4 /¥ B 5 MKl 2F 7t thet
o YR (20111 ~ 2100.12) Alternative AIternative il aliemstive
Scenario|Montyly average| Monthly |Annual average index name

accumulated |average| accumulated ALTI AD_NHWL AD NHWL + 1 m QE,

p’ec('nﬁ"r;")‘“m '(’(‘:f,'jl’é“; amg;?}yg;;p'“ ALT IH NHWL H NAWL + 1 m g
SCNT 196 4502 | 52151540 ALT3 | ADHHNHWL | AP NAWL+05m !
SCN2 20167 4821 | 67834810 I NHWL + 0.5 m &
SCN3 1895 4143 6,787.430 ALTA4 AD_LWL AD LWL — 1 m e
SCN4 19713 4719 | 85106736 ALTS IH LWL IHLWL —1m
SCN5 19373 1669 | 93917405 ATE | ADHHLWL | APLWL-05m.
SCNG 186.07 4312 | 8389056 IH LWL - 05 m
SCN7 181.42 39.38 2712653 N
SCNB 20011 5179 | 215677853 7 AR = AR 6749 HekE TR
SCN9 190.26 4297 45,669,293 AAsFlaL, 18- 3 59 gt
SCN10 197.61 44.85 18,153 418 671] Thotol| thalA] #2=x] ol Lo Hla)
SCNI 190.84 4317 27685536

- - 2 7 M= o7 PAI(E-T3wEY <
SONT2 182.37 1028 | 7531891 D A= clalel ol PALS e
SCN13 187.21 4346 | 36,956,054 71, PA2(&3+ A=), T47] el
SCN14 183.88 4056 5,811,533 PA3(Y4:2 W), PA4(SERHF A2 %)
SCN15 182.34 39.77 3,681,533 B ES 2AskA ) o] AE old tjor
SCN16 19825 478 112,364,621 o L e
SON17 189.04 4256 | 26781533 = A W= AL S A S Atk
SCN18 20349 4872 87.349.757 ks A83h 499 7 73 S-S et
SCN19 194.92 44.95 99,645,187 PALL t]o1S AL A HiEsll L4~u T8k
SCN20 19197 4374 7533840 I _
: . i) ARA O 2 AL £F 7S ou)sly

SCN2t 187.78 41,09 18,613,094 cdl = = efvlsthal, PA2, PA3,
SCN22 172.87 37.17 3892262 PA4+= 717} HiQt A8 Al Bt AR o2
SCN23 21853 5742 | 342222058 HpRer ol4g uHR AlRmo] HEerS ofu|gt
SCN24 192.19 44,01 49,106,122 T 6] dhotol dia) azfe] HIAEE AR STl

SCN25 211.22 532 207 274,454

=
=
EHAE AR BE AT 7HS Al
Z

o, R s QJeliAle 1996 E 1] 3 o] =918 EE% Ak i 6 gt
Weto| A AR&SE HEC-5014 AF&A}F ¢lE|Ho] 2 WA SDMe| ofgt AyE AHEH  PA1Y}
P2 e B0l Hec—ResSim 3.0 AH83F  PA3olA 35202 ALT6°] 15=97F uhgha,
A}, wol A= 2020s(2011~2040), 2050s  PA29} PA4o|A HAsA ALTS7} 1&971 =%
(2041~2070), 2080s(2071~2100)2] 3094 Al =lc}, 25 ¢%’4°1 6=9lo ks AT E
Aol 71708 Uiro] BEA5FAL 11 A= 3 4 o]4r7] HIEAEERQ] PA1R PA29IA EAHOR
oF At ALT1o] 629171 ¥9aL 34271 B7FA#3] PA3
AT A e dskdo]l YA Ge I PA4YIA FEA O ALT27F 6595 BT

of wrEAlel Zhgo] thHs}y] $Iak vl wel ] Ao WA o] thal SDMe) ofgt 7 chekl
2 Agstgon SEEAUsl005)0 W AM e w91E APRE A ALT6o] 155912 7H

NEE 712E W 9 2 gqder I RE N =2 & dEWlen 1 §E ALTS, ALT4,
APATFRQL) A4S 2 ATHO 2 M 9] ALT3, ALT2, ALTI10] 02 w2 £92 1S
(water conservation storage)= StAl#  TF, RDMO| &3t Aul5 Am e pA1S] Au} <F

VOL. 46 NO.4 2013.4 109



ska/71&7 At

H 6. BE OAAEN ZHAE OAZT gt IIXIES| HIIK|E gt &9

HIX|® "Ik ALT1 ALT2 ALT3 ALT4 ALTS ALT6
< 7|tHgHunit: 1,000 won) 35,516 41,961 43,084 40,654 38,095 44874
2 PAl =2 6 3 2 4 5 1
= Zth 3| =(unit: 1,000 won) 90,283 96,303 86,093 85,057 89,882 30,783
-C'.'-. Rank 5 6 3 2 4 1
= 7|thk -0.0009 0.0008 -0.0009 -0.0008 0.0066 0.0023
= opo 29) 6 3 5 4 1 2
o 3= 0.0170 0.0010 0.0169 0.0169 0.0000 0.0122
Rank 6 2 5 4 1 3
7|thgHunit: m*/year) -175,909 6,032 -104,853 -202,412 | —226,820 | —234,263
PA3 7 =9 4 6 5 3 2 1
Z|tf 23|=(unit: m*/year) 484,362 729,091 560,656 464,966 573,900 222,855
Rank 3 6 4 2 5 1
7|thk 0.000085 | 0.000000 | 0.000050 | 0.000108 | 0.000201 | 0.000161
PAY =9 4 6 5 3 1 2
o 3= 0.00152 0.00146 0.00146 0.00152 0.00030 0.00116
Rank 5 3 3 5 1 2

FA AL AR AL A A 615 2631 0] Y ord 4
ALTG6°] 12915 HER Aot ] Akl oA =9 ArF sk FekAl e e SDMt
S A0 ALTZY HEI9I9) 65k A RDMe| AT ¥ B 510 AolE sl
PA29] AitolAl= dotdle] 2 A=F A%l PA1Y} PAd+= HAAO R 1,339 #Jo|&2 9] &}
ot ALTS7F 53| w7} 714 &bl 14:9)7F ¥ 7} 7P 301 71 th& 0 & PA3o] 1429 2}, PA30]
UL bFEHO| AT R1E A7 ALTIR 6= 0.33%9] A& 1§15 w2t} o]& o sdgt
A7 H ek PA3S] Aol A= o 297k 7 Ay st HidtES BUEolE Etekal
AR S ALT6O.2 1917F Q1AL ALT27F QA 719 Ztoll 2919] ApolE Kol A& &
7P 2 A S3=E 7HA 6ei7E EGith PA4 QIS 4= qloh 2 At AR Eofell 4] 7] st
o Ax}, Mo 3w gho] 7P A2 ALTS7F 12 Agoll Wiz A-t7}F ol mluH]gt 718l RDM<&
97F EQlal ALT1 ALT47F 3% 5&917F H9l Ago= Al A86k3ith= 2l 21 2J9)7} Qlrt,
th. RDMell ©Jjh 2z} oot M= it &95 Hd

ALT6°] 1.75&92 74 =1 1 5|2 ALTS, 2.6. Fuzzy CP7IE QAIZHI|HE 0128t RDM
ALT4, ALT3, ALT2, ALT1 AR =8 595

7HA AL ghelE gl SDM#F RDM 7+e) 4=9] 2 Jeon et al.(2013)2 7|3} A3t +HS
T vlae] B, PALS 159] tiekel ALT6S Al flsl 71533t Alvte] eof gigh &g 9 48
Okl L 2] tiobEoll Al B 910] Afo|7h iy dERe] 945 Aol AMEEE VA Y] Bk
she 2& & 4 JlTh PA2OIA= ALT29H ALT3 A& 2&3ls7] flel] Fuzzy H3ol2o] 23
o] dietof Mt =9 A7} WAgste] = oAFAA 7] Fuzzy TOPSIS WH¥t E3H4lAdstolA dnka o
W7k} 9] AF 7Y AR S o e ol WrE B AR o] AT ES SR 24
A3 PA3Y] 9= 150909 69 tijkS ALt AAlE ekl o] & 2-8sto] 7] s A-g-xEk

Ul dielold B 9] Aol malt PAS]  Ho] 2HAE $4498 AlNjsiA
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SR P #9107
gk Al o] A4
& ololrh, i Aol A AR 71 FRSE Aluke] e
= TPCC 5#fof|A] A4 % RCP(Representative
Concentration Pathway) A|utg] 2. Foll4 RCP
4.59 8.5/ 0.5 ARSI, E 2 AR
o] H7H= flsto] fEut Aol digh HrhrEs
BrA ol QM) ofU el AlE] AAFQ Q47
A% kT ©elo] SELEA HAS HSPR

HYE ARG Al Rl fuzzy ol AT
3 fuzzy TOPSISE E35}0] H7}2] 9} 7] S S} A]

U eo] Betaie westelt

Fuzzy TOPSIS 7|H& o]-&-afj 4] tjehH s 7}
Z]e=(alternative evaluation index, AEDE 7
Abs 18 7 e, o)t 7| s Alube e,
A Wgo] wje- A Uehd 4 S Xil*l
5tal Qlth, E3] RCP4.57F RCP8. 5Kt} HEEo)
t] B8 E3liAo| ¢ =rfil & 4= 9) 1:} £35
DJ, SB, SM, SS, DR th2 Hekof vlsf g
o A I & 4= Sirt,

E3 Shube] 71 5Wa Ateleds dunz

3z
-

BOD % 4hS mojsnyl 2e Alveleets 2

o A AHeke] v vt A e AL

3918t 4= 9lek, whebA olelgt BEILS vHalst
RCP 4.5

E 85 ~H

MEE iif

03
I I I I I I I I I I
we oJ DJ SB  HU SA  SM SS sSB1 DR

Fuzzy TOPSIS® dyh&Ql t7] SJARE A7)
ol 7H5eHAIY, TOPSISY] <=$15 19 83 g

miLs
A% ] 7}T6L74]“4J—} TOPSIS)& AR&-SF At
EIAIAFS 88k fuzzy oS A3t Fuzzy
TOPSIS?t YA t7] AHEA 7= thE
5 e AL et o]ef ol fuzzy o] &S At
&sto] tiokS: Frhekd g A 2 5ok At
7} HE= HolE
EoHAdstol A QAL
efofl Ao B BHEE & é—‘:% T gl Bk of
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B
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o
z o2
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>
re
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and Ozgur, 2006).

i AtelAl 71 et 4 HeEe BRHAE
SA9E A7) SlelA %Pt—"‘af?
Aol 91474 9l vl 7k M
o] g3ttt A-gAr= E‘Jb‘}-*r‘iﬂl(Tww)S&}
NESEA 2 (HTWW) R Ui
oAk, oA it SN A
A3} 0J, DJ, SB, HU, SA, DR 52 T theltojA

)

WE BHAE $95 AT 4 ok o WGe
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RCP &.5(Flow&HTWW)

——Fuzy TOPSIS

—m-TOPSIS
—wsM

RCP 4.5(Flow&TWW)

9
8
7
% T
H .l S 1 § l \ = Fuzzy TOPSIS
i A —m-TOPSIS
4 ———Wsh
3
2
1
0

== Fuzy TOPSIS

RCP 8.5(Flow&TWW)

——Fuzzy TOPSIS

J&l 8. Fuzzy TOPSIS2t 7HE &AM, TOPSISS| &2{H|w
H 7. S HEM M 2-HE flei ARZ7Hse MCDM 7|3 E2| && Zut
HTWW TWW
Cotoe " . . _Equal . . . _Equal
Maximin Maximax Hurwicz | Likelihood| Maximin | Maximax | Hurwicz |Likelihood
Criterion Criterion
WG 8 6 7 9 8 7 8 9
oJ 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 5
DJ 6 6 6 6 4 6 6 6
SB 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
HU 2 3 3 3 3 3 3 3
SA 4 4 4 5 4 4 4 5
SM 6 9 7 8 7 7 7 7
SS 8 6 7 7 8 7 8 8
SB1 8 10 10 10 8 10 10 10
DR 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

tjotoa] B BaAA o] 2 407 SrEgl
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a1 SMat SS= TWWellA =24
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7MY 7IH O AR T2 EAE AR 9
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of| A 949l Aol AHSE 4= Q= Tl YA
274715 ATt
AlEAl AREE SAHEA Al A= SFFH
<2 BYS QI A g Aol g Al
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