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2 713 Hsk= ehset 714t
sty ﬂ%‘l; HoRe] SRER AR o] gom 2147
TRs A7 9 A3 S Sk A
AAQ1 A7t 8] o] Foj AL glrt (Ludwig et al.,
2009; IPCC, 2007). =tollA = o]u] 7153} gttt
&S gt ¥A 2AE viistal =4 - g
E35) “Aeka 12 ke 188 st 8-S wjs)
ATH (71437, 2012). o= 714 v A - A 3t
off thigh T4l oo Tk AL ] 552 Q1 HRgo] A
O} 3HA|9] Ao ek Aot 7| 3t oigth
5 W2 A7t o] ROl WA o 7|¢ dAYe] kA
oJafiet ofol| that s E ApUel gt ¥ Brk=

R

oh&

olu] AAdF ALZA 7} ofUth HA T W EA 2L
o Bk ty] mao] M ujszste] vl /)35

Aol et B4} Bk 28-S Sk e A

METHEHD /K| oA A B S H

mskang@snu.ac kr

up

3R
o et 7 4504 u s4o] AEEE 5
2 sl e ;Lalt— WA A
%‘#@6}71011

2 %
T 2H|Aee] 255 Soll A AL Qs A A
R 016}% B ﬂﬁ% A= Zlo] F83 A= H2t

Pidgeon, 2006), ©]ofl & 11
3 oJafumvlo] Quba Pz}
% o] tigl] Zlo] Kl olE
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2. 7|=tHst Fek Wop WHE A7 7% =9 (GCM, Global Circulation Model/
Global Climate Model) £-8-& 7|22 3ty GCM

7|15 13} YIS Slet dWkd W A D Al AR digt diy] dAF mojof AMSElE mElEA] A]
L) 2 2) 7V AE FAE] (Hol B e A8-S Bl 7| $uisll b2 v 7)) RS

) o-8-ofofl et Y& B7h  AlFshe 7iEoltt oA - AHoR B 715S YA
2] &3 e A 1A o WA I B AlR S BAH

T AN S FAOR ESEle] 7 abgdd B3 20| BAS B3t vl o &) SAIE THeh ARAL
A 945 TEehs kA B ndo] A4 dal

3 #¥ A+ IPCC o FAE AojFar Sirt (Milly et al., 2008). Z7H4]
(Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change) o4  v]=it] 7|83} A-to] 285 GCM9| thii
Ahshe vlel 24 7ks uiE AU eE AAES A V1 5Hske] gist AR @A 43 B BiA

oX,
¥
o
juis}
2
H1
1
ok
E o
o
ix}

1. Retrospective (e.g., baseline) GCM predictions/ reanalysis data
2. Future (e.g., 2050-2100) GCM projections in accordance with greenhouse gas emission scenarios

% Database:

sub-daily data (e.g., 3hr or 6hr time scale) daily climate data
Dynamical downscaling Statistical downscaling Delta method
Y \ 4
Bias-correction Temporal aggregation Temporal aggregation
Time-slice :
GCM Monthly/sgasonal data if necessary,
Regional Climate ikt Monthly/seasonal data
models (RCMs) ( Bias-correction ) ¢
¢ (3) ¢ Differences between results
3 I Spatial Downscaling | fomdaial .2
Temporal aggregation l 3 +
©) e r@ ¢ Historical observation
i i climatolo
< . B'ias—correction > Temporal disaggregation gy
\4 \ 4 ) 4 4

Downsacled products at spatiotemporal resolution of interests

Application efforts i 3 Uncertainty sources: @ Diverse methodology
Agricultural, Hydrological, or economical model @ rljellltttxlrr:l %‘;‘:?:gi'ﬁfy& @ Measurement errors

: - Local impacts and
Climate change impact assessment (@ Climate model science © adaptation response
221, 1% el T2 XIo) @8 B 93 o WHET DY BHAN 24
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OMO 7|28} ookt iEa) nido| Sataly

(IPCC AR4) of| AR&-% CMIP3 (Climate Model Inter—
comparison Project, phase 3) 25€ Al&%H F4d
HHE o) Aol 52} H7} HalA (IPCC ARb) oA a71€
A CMIP5 GOM AHR% 4 BEao = 88 7}
=

SHH A AJ= (reanalysis data) & TS 7]14¢
Aol tfsf) 719 Bellt A4S AR E o817t AR
52} 7] (data assimilation)< &3l ZARES] HA|-

olr
of

oo

PEARRA 758 Aholth ol A BEAz}
o 2315 M43t 7% wele) AR} A B

S 7B 24 7|end At 2 7Pgstel GOM
O] E8M/dZ vt AdEioll Al A1 715 mEl (RCM,
Regional Climate Model) 5-9] 4352 B7lst=dl &
L5 ARE T (Hwang et al., 2011).
Akl Ak B9k s A (el

flood, structure failure) of| djgt 7|3 H3}
£ A 269 ((G00km?) Oﬂ et 714

£ Uo7t 54 ARl tigt 7V EE e = 5
$74 gk GCM AR & oH*o (0150 X 150km)=
o]e} Zhe- 7|5 Riske] XA Y3k ol ES-EotE
2 37l ISt 7o) A or dEEm, o
+ 3A A9 71% 2 RCM) & o83t d5h%] why
(dynamical downscaling) T} 57t sfAt=o] T2 713
W] S o83t BAA W (statistical
downscaling) &2 o] X}, oJohA] vy o] 79
S Aol A=t 10km o o] st ER 4
Algket 79 el Ad5o] st Aol e, SA
= "“ﬂﬂ—‘ﬂ OH”EJ 7@]‘?‘% O} s

drought,

T 57
4

H

rir
od Mo N

of
rir

ot FF B Slsh g A8 e

Hh, o|of HEsto] =A1gH def B (Delta method)
& GCMO| AT mjefa o] chet o] Aol FA|
2 Z}o] (Change factor) & HA Mk ASA| 24 &
5 Apo] A85to] AUl g Aitsks Wiel,
et e vsE ARE A7) ffgt 71elet
7] i, 7% Hde] Avp2RE 24 vl 7o
Shake olgsto] WS ARE AT RN 54 A
9 27 el| gk mjef Aluhe] @& Akl Wl o]
S Aot w]eof Tt 719 B0} Ato] @ o} A
uhe] 2ol oigh mele] B30l ERtiths 7HE
71EA 07 7R Gk M A8A] fdsfordt A
ofc}, o] W FA7HA| thE A} 7 Ee] v
A= SRt 712 R0 R SR EI glon
T8 IolA] 7]% HE=F (Change factor) & AHg3}
+ ol tiek 9 5, EEHAE AAIE) SlRh
glo] o] Foj&|aL §l

A0 7142 AukE )5 wE (GOM 3 RCM)
O] Aot K| A¥tE -8 Aol AgHow &
s7)of| FEsiths Asfzt GubAlolt), ofof 7|9 rE
Aol 21 w9 A8 fIshAl= Hol BA (bias—
correction)®] 7% HHO] FAj2] yA o g LA o]
T} (Stefan et al., 2011). Ho| B 7|Ho 2= & AJH
off that o] Axte] eAHE SA A W or HASL
ozt mjef d52]¢8) eaks AeA s 245t A

75t Wjo] 22 ol o]t & A
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gMe2-Z2=z4 Omn0
O O] a7}t S5 vl Ak o] gk Ago] ol = 4= Qlok
o] & S Kol Hrf, de je Alefdt ¥ Ao s Fopd® ROt HF AE AYilsh]
bV dAISE 71 Hol s xekstar glom  9fgt 58 2E (of: B¢, BAl, 2 - o 2E) 7} 4
OH D) 2 RE B 71 o] tieh Fatt & oA o] EEHEA 8t tefe Zlofu, o= 7]
A5 71 FAA O et Thdet Ao e W SRste] A 2dl A A B BT S o F
Fo ROAY HEA Y BEE FASAU ofAH 231 Q7] gzl & ojlA= tRREA] o=t
(transform function of distribution) &% F24&
39k (CDF mapping)& Blugro 24 1 254 2} 3. pyd SstAldol cfst 0E
olE AAsk= ol o277k Hefsitt (1" 2).

CDF W] o183k 12 oA, CDF2FE 24 715 {2} ol A ARE-El= wiEh Aol et At
£ 20 i3 CDPE I el mek A1 2o g, ek 7|50, el 2 ool of A
Method 2: 1 e S
Il'.lethad & , . CDF mapping approach Example 1 Sim 20" -7
simple mean/variance correction CDF amount based =
A Obs 20"
20 Sim for ‘June’ Sim 20" | ops20™
Precipitation for ‘June’

1 Bias percentage

17 Mean/std Obs 20"
Mean/std Sim_20™

Time
Mean-corrected
X 4 Sim 21" for ‘June’
21" ]

Sim 21"‘ for ‘June’ ™

»

Time
21 Mean&std -corrected
Sim_21" for ‘June’
) \ Sim_21" for June’
Time
Jg 2, YHty Ho| 2 Y (method 1) E°|5| 7|“ 01| THE

BEx|o] =XET

4= (CDF mapping)=

Example 2

CDF | percentile based

Sim_21"

»

Precipitation

0

o Target Sim_21"

© Bias-corrected Sim 21"
O Bias-corrected Sim_20"
«— Estimated bias

>
Precipitation

NOTE 1
For each method,
One can use historic bias percentage instead of bias amount
NOTE 2
Also can consider different ways to develop CDF using
(1) the all data for the calendar month
(2) the data over the moving window (e.g., 15 days data)

Tt 2M0] it @&t A7 (method 2) 2oJx|2%
0|get Ho| B
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B2 S SA 2 AdE (ol Ho] BA, A sl
A, 6-8 RO A2 wAlA o7 o] Fo 27|
woll ZHzto] WAe 224 aass IS AXY
A 2 37177} FeA o g FZEHT} (Wilby and Dessai,
2010),

31 2A7tA HIE AlLR2|R

Z 7H) AMRE IPCC SRES Alug]es 91 9
AR3 - A 429 wigt 5 Qe AEbA]l vl 2
& 7Pgsto] BojE SATEA HiE Alue| Lol
4709 AUl 2. (AL, A2, Bl, B2) & Al AlUg]e= o}
Al HiA] A4 A] 7)ol whet AI7HA R AR E o] Al
t}, IPCC 5%} 57} B4 (IPCC ARD)OY AHE-El= Al
2 AU
Concentration Pathways) += 715 A3} 722 713
sistol| digh AS A Bhg-2 F7h2 e gk ARA) Al
gleolr}, o] 5 AluE| o= & A AEE BigkE
uREkA] oFaL A o7 Tt 2E EUjE BojE]
Qon® FEEH P2 FEfolx| gkon A4S
S9808 WY 7Hse Ave|e® aresjorgitt
(IPCC, 2000). ol AlUg] 58 7|15 249 27|
A 20 4 A AR ARREe] A7l d7]egt
< mostA Het 71% M3kE et BE 7V A
2] Ak Ao 2AZRS wiE AluE] 20 7]/15k=
ESAE WAlskaL Sl Zeltt (Stainforth et al,
2005).

RSPs (Representative

32 TXIF & XY 7|2 2 (GCM 1t RCM)
Theet 58 ofoll tiek GCM 2t} B-84] 7H¢

[€)
2 AYTS wae] Bego] 7121k ) 2 9%}

=

ol tisl] o= et sidEE e A

gt 71 iole O oM 2 22HAE Eadith

= =
SATE AA|EEE 213 ROMO] A-8-2 WafAE Ak 7]
W EA] g5 e ARE g Ahofz| o]

et 71 R 33 #EE Y
o] H715k ghek, SpAJRE, o] 2202 GCM 29| 2
W7F RCME| 27] - A 2702 BREER s
A ol ISl Ayl e A8 GOMe] =244
9 50 92k= sh¢] I oz HoHr), B RCME
E2|4] o] 23} 243} (parameterization) 7]H 0] T
P A857] miiel U GCM AlEE-& A 24
o2 AR Aol 2 At Aolsitt, 1Y 32
GCMF RCM9| thefRt 23ke 3l of2f3t RCM| &=
SAS AEslaAlt v Ao 7]5gL HHld

ZZAE (NARCCAP, North American Regional

—6—Gobs
—e— CRCM4CCSM
—+— CRCM+CGCM3
(7] —— HRM3+GFDL
~— HRM3+HadCM3
4 —+— ROM3+CGCM3
—#— RCM3+GFDL
+— WRFG+CCSM
+— WRFG+CGCM3

.| —e—Gobs
—e— CRCM+CCSM
£ —— CROMsCGCM3
| ——nHrm3+GFDL
——— HRM3+HadCM3
—+— RCM3+CGOM3
P —=— RCM3+GFDL
4 WREGHCCSM
# WRFGHCGCMS3

I3 3. o A - =N 7201 st GCMIF RCM2| &
DEEl Zop kMol off (NARCCAP (North American
Regional Climate Change Assessment Program)

A= H|m),

«Q
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Climate Change Assessment Program)®] |+ 2}7]
717t (1971-2000)2+ =] 717F (2041-2070)] tigt A
TS Hwskal ek, ZLgloflA] Lrehd 87 el gt
Tt Anto] thepdat 1 oAb 719 el A9 B2
AXT A8HA 27} A3 7]H 0] BEAAL o]

HolEt,

g o 715Hs} griof Qlo]
off thet o] Aute] Makgute 1efd A9 (o Pt
) o] M-S AdaEof eHA] @A "ok 11
2 42 1% 39 NARCCAP 7|3W3} Axl2 4] dAje}
12He] o Hoff - A 7] 2OJR| o] Pt HMBpFES At
Z5to] Hlasar Qick, 715 Helo] et} 52 1

ANz ol A

o

L Aot jefiol] dish wojd Hatr]29 wele
1.5°C~2.5'C& tfgaolsitt, o] HEZ o4t glo] 7]

2

45 ALl 9501 A8

A5 (et ] 7

), @Al 15428 melRiE Brlslololst wel
o) golssl S S ek A% ()
A= bl Aolet

(a) Mean (2039-2069)-mean (1969-1999) (b) Stdev (2039-2069)-Stdev (1969-1999)
x

*
*
STDEV change (C)
*

xT.nax,cn.wge
+Tmin_change

R N Sl Sy
& S
*‘@"@&‘@@c" *‘"’g‘;@

L
S
3 '3\&“&&"’«3“

s

T2 4. RH(1969-1999)2+ 0j2H7|2H2039-2069)0f Chgt

NARCCAP & Z|tff - Z|X 7|2 29| Zujo
(a) TR} (b) BEMEALO| HE12F H|mw,

2o 7 sk 7|5 RHlo) Wt Ak A At

7lEE 2dl grHE eistlof eHAI7E 7] el
T tioter tiefet EelA siA] WY Has) B
mdlg)o] 27)/7A ZA (initial/boundary condition)
Belp Ay 2.9

BEHUAE PR 4 9)

2 %A - 2830 2 i =3t 7|

= "0

*]

=

o e ARE Satte] E2dde
o] utol= A WAgE T EA| wEat 2
| Hstel WEA TAE 7= Ak ek Y &

g Fofohe A7 o] = IAIY Aolct
(9]: Hernandez et al., 2012).

o
)
Eﬂ

N

A=A
3.3 S ST At 7 (8
AR AR 7S Aol dhell =4 SAA
247} vl Ao A-8Hrh= 7 (stationarity
assumption)©| BAolrt, E3F AR Thefet
A 71 A ARk FA o whet AEskA A%
wjojof sjm| T1of| whE 714 Q1 7P nt 11 Anfo) st
T 9 o= Atolsltt (Wilby and Wigley, 1997).
|3 Thek FA1A AgAIE 71 o= Ho| BATF
AF Wit 718 AR BCSD (Bias—Correction
and Spatial Disaggregation) W, UAlE siil=
BEZ FHIE WSAE o83t F7) Ho| HAgh
" (SDBC: Spatial Downscaling and Bias—
Correction), “L2JaL Af &3 Hehe o-g-5fo] A5t
Z—]Q_ﬂ 5’—7]- = /\H/Kl—o].o:] .1:]0] EX—}E] GCM (?__,_1701—_?4
= 5o 2A AAsk= W (Stochastic Analog
method using normal score transformation) 5©]
Aom o5 7 AAY Al FZt ok
(Spatiotemporal Variability)oll tiet Ad5ollA &gt
Aol & Heltt (Hwang, 2011). ©] "ol 2g 714 &
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34 Ho| 2H

71E7HA] olol| theh E8H S QA Aligt 7] e g
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AJHA Ho| HA 1Y 2| 9] ERb e Fajt Q4w
B71E] 31 Q)e} (Choi et al, 2009; Stefan et al., 2011,

ol or HAH mo| Auto] FA R Wl ut
2} oF7ke) At Apo| 5 KA Qlont tiA| = &4 o
2 AME-EE= I2AR (baseline observation) & &
AA E4e & w=7] nigolt), sEA|RF ul Alvhe] e
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(Universities, Research Institutes) ¢l ] Agls)
o] A7) A Alge]| 715 H3kE 11s)y| 913k 2kst
2 21 ekl el =2)st= WUCA Z2HE

(Water Utility Climate Alliance, http://www.
wucaonline,org) S % o= Sk, 0|59 =0l= vk

A 2igro] ofdl YT A5 HTS

University of Florida) olA%= v]= &&5 %9<] 67}
Akl A 7l 87) 4Are Bl 248 9 AR
A 713 QS st F714Q) Ao et ¥
T LERE I Wgol| ot X|<521Q1 PR =05
Soll 715 Hah A0 47| SRR A o]l AAA
AEE =Wstal Yot (FWCA ZEAE: Florida
Water and Climate Alliance, http://www.

floridawca.org). 71H 6 WUCA ¢} FWCA Z2AHE
Zoo)A) wQlsio|n] TRAEC) E7] W Ho] 7|
S /\7H0}__‘ﬂ olom] E}Ok} A== X%E

Ae-S Hojr),

_J_ O;]':l_,.

Waters
Climate

Alliance

About the Florida
Water and Climate
Al

Mission Statement

J& 6. (a) WUCA ZE2HE} (b) FWM
HQI3tH

5. &= G |
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2 @ Ao digt
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