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ABSTRACT

An increasing pattern of extreme rainfall recently affected the rural infrastructures with catastrophic damage, especially the overtopping of a fill dam
embankment in the Republic of Korea. The overtopping was caused by the sudden increase in reservoir water level over the dam crest level, and it
was not easy work to predict a priori because of its non-linear behavior. Fuzzy time series (FTS) is a fuzzy-logic inference procedure and is suited
to apply to non-linear prediction methods such as machine learning. This study used the Wangshin reservoir and Goesan-dam cases, which experienced
overtopping in 2023 and 2022, respectively. Wangshin Reservoir was a typical agricultural fill dam and needed to stack more available data, with only
the daily storage rate (water level) of 7 years, starting on 2 May 2016. Therefore, we used Goesan-dam data to select appropriate variables and compare
the analysis result, which was stacked with about 17 years of records. The analyses adapted LSTM to compare with FTS. As a result, the reservoir
water level was applied to predict the overtopping water level, and it was shown that the FTS method could predict the actual water levels effectively
according to the result of comparison with LSTM. Then, the FTS method was expected to predict reservoir water level a priori to make appropriate

countermeasures on overtopping events as one of the alternatives.
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AA] GFARLZE A4 02 T E] L QIF T s71A] HhAY
A Aex] Y20 o] A A Sajy} 1RE
oJt} (Son, 2022; Choi, 2023). T&ju} YHEEAL= A AA 20
T HARILE] OF 30%E AAISh= 2 Q19| sh® Hi
olt} (ICOLD WRD, 2020).
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_Ora]L}a}h A 02 17,0000] /49| HUE
o] AL (Choi, 2022). 1 72 BHFA 02 dFof vle-
Fokst 727 ©ES 7443 9ick (ICOLD WRD, 2020;
Yang et al., 2020; Bae et al., 2024). by Y% 7IAS
Aol dlZska gals ek Wt ulslo] Washthy
W3 Hof ofo] tfat ¢ivt Suke] T Y= A0
2 Helrk ey AFAS side Heie v AuSA
o] ofAe FHa}A) ghow, slRElE 712 ARIMAR} 2:&
EAZA 4o dEnglso] AAFA (stationarity) S AA| 2
517 el APdell €7 7S cdlSshlole AdstAl
%t} (Silva et al.,, 2018; Yang et al., 2020).

28)e oj2Homt A2 Ags} P A|2H 7]
@._Egra‘_o 7]7:”5V\ (machine learmng) Etﬂ_,] xuz.o] -] Z13] Hl-
4 gk AR deld FURTo R RUS 4
Ste] At oZSSHAT, AAD BAloA] Be7Ie mHlo]
v w3k Ush 420 Ay g AvE AFet 4 Q= Aoz
oA Qlth (Kim et al., 2011; Barrera-Animas et al., 2024;
Chin and Lloyd, 2024).

A Bae et al. (2024)2 AeA] 9folSE fI8f thgt
A d vy RdELS 883817 a4 TPOT (tree-based
pipeline optimization tool) 7|H-S Z+UE B4R &85}
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of I~12AI7F A9lE =2 4
KOIS (2023)= ﬂ%lﬁﬂéMV} HR3t 1#11 =% dlo]
o} 714749 7143 - i HlolHE & 6}04 AFA S 7
qro] A7) =9 01]55‘:” S 20249
7N A7) Hejo] E88 o gojetar Bl H} ek L gl
Kim et al. (2015)2 A5A] G570 W A AHAALS AES}
71 el 27] MRS Leishe Wetel s A4S 4
el H} E} Kratzert et al. (2019)»— LSTMR Y& 31%3}04
]_

wial7} ul g o),

A AR B W 4E A% 2en A5e) 23
Bk £ 5 B WOl M wed, Selfelel
12018 A=A o] ZHo||A] 2248 (Storage rate, %) ZA]
ozt pelHa o}t Ao A5 Bgol 33 4
shRQ) BAo] glom, B4 B8 TRt ARl sk A
BHoz e okigol gtk

w2hA] Song et al. (2022) o] gt FAA EEHE—Oﬂ Az=2juf
o GeRh RS Fstel A4 B4 Y 2

£ AT AN 47 D99 7S BEH Weke AN
Hh glom, 2 A oY tiQhe] shEA Hj=g] o2
719ES &2 3 FTS (fuzzy time series)] A-8-2 1183 Rtk

HA]=g] (fuzzy logic) 122 19654 L. A. Zadeh 4
(Zadeh, 1965)0]] oJste] A7ljEl 48 o] o= A HEA el A
T (crisp set)S Zgsto] HAHG (fuzzy set) IF A= S5
(AT 518817 L 44 HEE W4 T (membership
function, MF)E 288141 [0, 1] Ale] oz Aolsh= 570l
Atk oA71A 17 vt ARl SskA 29k 002
) gharhe ojujolck 7o) WiolZolAk 0 &
& 1t Q1 ASFY L} (Bardossy and Fodor, 2004; Zimmermann,
2010; Islam et al., 2017).

Z YRR EA 49| 23 o] o] A (vagueness)
& MFS o] §3le] T 4 (degree) 2 W33 & 4 910,
7|4 FHA AE= 7hs 7] el ARRFo|Y 7Y
sfgt #pzol o&s) Zslok sk 7o) 840] ok FTS
RS oldl 5495 AAIE Apme] whadste] 53] ol A9
£ ojZaof sl 490 BAHOR A48 4 Y HHo|
QJt} (Kecman, 2001; Shang and Hossen. 2013). Z]<tof| Yang
et al. (2020)2 3ol 215t H|AAFA Q] A¢] Afo] WS
At o] ol e flel o] WS A8t A= Atk

webs] 2 Ato A o) ZFgof ot A o=
%3] A UF AT AL 9 thete] ShpRA FTS
AE 7Fsde w45 I AE stk AtelA=
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1. CHARER

& Aol 2 AR ARIE dVeE AlASA
oF B A2 S ARSI AT Al=
AEE HFA] AR 197590 258 F4
t}. 2022 9 6 QA SAJolA] 8A] Alolo] YR

o7 d&Eglon (KRC, 2022), 317H|ehd 3 /5} a0
SHrA éDJﬂ el el ol EFE Ao, TYs] Y
v 2= QIh SAATA] HeRme Al S AR= 7

o= 2016131 59 29HE HI7RA SHtsolEFAb
(RAWRIS)®| F2E5 Wopr] 538Gtk 2=uh Aeg] 9
A AR mebA AeA] A fF 9 12
SN 5O tE WY ArES F50] E71sHick

TAH L 2B HAko] 25k WEg FaeE Y
A o 1959490 EFE e, T2 71s2 jitk

: rg o
L&
)

i
E—v—‘o
e
0o oX o
1}

AL S5 GRS b Au 2023 79 159 941 64]0]4
8] Afolo] Ygtslo] Foslalrl WA Gom, Tl 2

o= Al T AR R 2007 1Y 195 2I7HA] 9 A4
9, A (), S R, B TelT A2 oa
So) ARE 8 5 I (WAMIS). 12} 2 Aol
£ Sl 15 3 AT S gl A g
13} Table 1, HESo| thdlt 7| & 4154 Al= Table
201] Ae]5k%Tt (WAMIS; Jeong, 2020; KRC, 2022).
Bajol A TAK 2)4=9] AR RS Fig 29} 7o) 20079
09 125E 20234 19 31 A7 SH5AHR (train set) 2]
3l HEAR (test set)= 2023 29 104 12 34714 9]
ARE AGHATE GAAEAY A9 AR Fig 33} 2
o] B} (train set)= 20161 59 221~ 20224 6¢ 302
83 HEARE (test set)= 2022 7€ 19~ 12 397H4]
Lol B0 ARgSgTE

2. M2
7t HXIANAE (FTS) siAdH

FTS (fuzzy time series) sJ4H-2 2}527} 33 82 B3
Aol 2 ol vIAE AlAE 2E s 913l Song and

Chissomo] A|ekst s4wHolt}t (Song and Chissom, 1993a,
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Table 1 Specification of dams (WAMIS)

Site Goesan Wangshin
Location Goesan, Chungbuk Kyeungju, Gyeungbuk

Dam type Concrete gravity Earth fill

Dam height (m) 28 19
Dam crest elevation (EL-m) 137.65 59.2 (58.8)*

Watershed area (km?) 671.0 22
Total reserver capacity (mm?) 1,500 1.8
Completion 1957. 2 1965

* Field investigation measurement

Fig. 1 Site map

Table 2 Statistical analysis results

Goesan Wangshin
Item
Water level (EL-m) Water level (EL-m)
Count 142,997 63,793
Mean 133.04 54.55
Standard deviation 6.92 1.72
Minimum 0.00 28.08
25%-Q * 132.63 52.84
50%-Q 133.45 55.02
75%-Q 134.27 56.13
Maximum 138.14 62.09
* quantile
138
136 136
E
g 134 134
=
132 132
130 . . . . . . . . 130 ) ) . ) . . )
2008 2010 2012 2014 2016 2018 2020 2022 2023-01 2023-03 2023-05 2023-07 2023-09 2023-11 2024-01
Date Date
(a) Train set (b) Test set
Fig. 2 Train and test data set of Goesan—dam
62.5 1 62.5 1
60.0 60.0 4
57.5 1 5751
£ 55.0 4 55.0 4
5_' 525 4 525
k-
50.0 4 50.0 4
47.5 1 47.5 1
45.0 4 45.0 4
20‘1? 20’18 20‘[‘} 20’20 20’21 20‘22 2022-07-01 07{15 08-.01 03:15 09z01 O‘):I‘J 10:01
Date Date
(@) Train set (b) Test set

Fig. 3 Train and test data set of Goesan—dam
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1993b, 1994; Chen, 1996; Chen and Hwang, 2000; Yu, 2005).
slZage aerst chat 2k delel ARt elA Azt
F7 AIE (DA B23E Fe-)el 7105eh, ol 54
AN A 1} (1) Ale] )3 7 A, RS The At
%ol Uehdl 4 gk
F(t)=F(t—1) « R(t—1,t) 1)
oJ7| A, F(1) = fuzzy time series, t=A| 7k, R=5 R| =287
(fuzzy-logic relationship)o|c}. o]ul] HZ|=2|AA 9] QAES
gelsto] T (FLRG)S}sH sfjA|mdllo] Frk o] xpAgh v
He dAE R dyshd oheat Aok

1A ZFEZ+2] UoD (universe of discourse)S % 2|6lal o] S
= 7tA o2 H3 (partition), AAE FEZ Ao
UoDZ A n7l9] 5 7t 0= Bk Fig 40 74k
LA ARE AZH MRS 28310 1007]12] S7HA2.
2 23 A B4, P BT 20~30%F =]

s AR

: U0D°ﬂ/‘1 HAHG
]- Xl?ﬂ-o og 14_4

o] H |3} (fuzzification), Z- gl 4
A2 MFE 483 ##|s}

. W2 %=2| WA (FLR) 2H4d, wx|alel w=7F Aol o] o
=23 (FLR)E 9 (o], ‘Ad6 — A46’, ‘Ad6 —
A4T, ..., ‘A39 — A42’).

: W2 =g 1A LF (FLRG)
2)6l1 12 (FLRGYS

o H3}

=

e, w5 W 99
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¢
=

__1
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s

A ZEE- FLRS A

1=

A, Fig 3 7)) S50

MF degree

MF degree

\/ TATA \ | TATA
{ | { | | 1
(VY ! YUYV YV vyl Y 1 'r Y

/ \

3 041 041 542 043 043 043 04F 543 043 D44 D44 044 025 D45 045036048 046 046047 047 047,548 048 D485
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e

Table 4=F

A A4=9] EL-0~EL-137 m UodE 1007]2] 7120
B Upro] HAeke & A ofsto] 2| =2| A (FLR)
2 30 3 3, o5 F 35 445 Hesto] Table
33} o] WA|=g#A1F (FLRG) H9S 7.

Fig. 4 QA7) Sk5A4R A4=9] ELO~EL-62

mo]| A d2 Ho]' J o2 WA =2 15 (FLRG) e

4.

Table 3 Rule generation of Goesan

A4l
A39
A38
Ad4
A42
A40
A43
A45

Ad6
A47

A49
A48
A52
A51
A50
A54
A53
A55
A58
A57
A60
A59

Fuzzy logic relation group:

-) A39,A40,A41,A42,A43,A44,A45

-) A38,A39,A40,A41,A44,A46,A47

-) A38,A39,A40,A41,A44,A47,A49

-) A38,A40,A41,A42,A43,A44,A45,A46,A47

-) A40,A41,A42,A43,A44,A45,A46

-) A38,A39,A40,A41,A42,A44,A47,A49,A52

-) A38,A41,A42,A43,A44,A45,A47,A48,A51

-) A38,A40,A42,A43,A44,A45,A46,A47,
A48,A53

-) A41,A42,A44,A45,A46,A47,A48,A49,A50

-) A38,A40,A43,A44,A45,A46,A47,A48,A49,

A50,A51,A53,A54

-) A39,A46,A47,A48,A49,A50,A51

-) A40,A45,A46,A47,A48,A49,A50,A51,A52

-) A43,A44,A50,A51,A52,A53

-) A43,A47,A48,A50,A51,A52,A53

-) A47,A48,A49,A50,A51,A52,A53

-) A46,A47,A53,A54,A55

-)» A51,A52,A53,A54

-) A51,A57

-) A55

-)» A57,A59

-) A58,A60

-) A60

LRV LNy f L i ._.5_.

II!_ e J

| \
| WA
J \

B 5 Sl 50 i

63,064,064, 064,065 065,065 085 066,066, 066,057 067,047,067, 048,065 068,063 069, 049,070.0 70,0 7.0
ATHATT ATH AT ADG ABL ABZ ADD A4 ARS ADG ANT AN AND ASO A1 ADZ A31 ASH AG% ADG ADT ASH A3

(b) Wangshin

Fig. 4 Partitioning of water level data of Goesan—dam

44 Journal of the Korean Society of Agricultural Engineers, 66(5), 2024. 9

Fuzzy set



Ho
0x

r2

Table 4 Rule generation of Wangshin

Fuzzy logic relation group:
A16 -) A15,A16

A17 -) A16

A21 -) A17,A22

A23 -) A21,A22

A22 -) A21,A24

A24 -) A23,A24

A25 -) A23,A25

A27 -) A25,A26

A26 -) A26,A27

A28 -) A26,A28

A29 -) A28

A15 -) A15,A42

A30 -) A29,A30

A31 -) A30

A32 -) A31,A32,A33
A33 -) A32,A33,A34
A34 -) A32,A33,A34,A35
A35 -) A34,A35,A36
A36 -) A34,A35,A36,A37
A37 -) A36,A37,A38
A38 -) A37,A38,A39
A39 -) A38,A39,A40
A40 -) A39,A40,A41

A41 -) A40,A41,A42
AB9 -) A42

A72 -) Ad2

A76 -) Ad2

A43 -) Ad2,A43,A44
A44 -) A43,A44,A45
A45 -) Ad4,A45,A46
Ad6 -) A45,A46,A47
A47 -) A46,A47,A48
A52 -) A37,A51,A52,A53
A48 -) A47,A48,A49,A51
A49 -) A48,A49,A50,A51
A50 -) A49,A50,A51

A51 -) A50,A51,A52,A53
A53 -) A52,A53,A54
A54 -) A53,A54,A55,A56
A55 -) A54,A55

A56 -) A55,A56

A42 -) A40,A41,A42,A43,A44,A52,A69,A71,A73,A76,A78
A78 -) A42,A78

A71 -) A42,A71,A72
A73 -) A42,A72,A73

oA o=
S

Ao H|H R|F} (defuzzification), ZF|EZ 02 =
A3 B|H A5} st &

6TFANAE BT XA (the center-of-mass method)
e R CC I e P e
ejgt melur v WA AHE 5 glo] Sol el oj3
= 753t 202 HOITk Chen (1996)2] 17o] A= 327

AR AAsto] T3}k 24 Song and Chissom (1993a) &2

At WA WA (fuzzy relationship) ZAAITFS FA] T4
A AAAE ?ﬂﬂoml =Y o Sl

19A419] UoD 7H4& Uirz 5ol ARES WHdd 4=
= TR Sl gk At7h &l Wol o] FoA]
3 Sl AtellA] IR AN} S 08 Wi WA
T Aae] & Afol7t glo] A& A-8-515lom, o)t At
785 Google Colab®<]|A] pyFTS zfo]Hgjejel 37 s
G ALgslo] AlsislITt (Silva et al., 2018).
L, LSTM 2

FTS sAHat vlas 9lsf 7|A|gks 2d 5 LSTM (Long
Short-Term Memory Network) Rdl-S EAjo] Z3IA|ZTH
(Keith, 2022). 2| 7|A[ek5 wofollAl= thefeh Hdls 23t
(combination -2 ensemble)s}o] df|415H= HlAlo] Wo] ARE

HAE & =wolAle A AR LSTM 28 shuvkE
Y ehste] tjE el 2 v wslth LSTM-S RNN (Recurrent
neural network)®] oF Y1E]ZO=Z A Hochreiter and
Schmidhuber (1997)]) SJaiA] 274=]o] olo], SA4914] Al7)
daflA] 5 thgRk okl A ARGE AL QlTk LSTME 147 9
Aol ol FFE = 7171 AEES vEkd o A
At ope), & o BA ArE Esto] vl gke oS
3 4 9l mHo]u], RN} 72402 fASHH, vk
Bgo|A e g 5 (layer) tiilel, 4719 S50 A= A
BHE FUUEE 3lo] A7|7F 2]Z&A] (long-term dependency)
BA1Z A3 melo|th (Park et al., 2021). LSTMS: PyTorch
(version 3.0) 7|WF2] Hogg (2023)2] 37 =E 4-745}0] 3fj4]
& ellont, A 5ol e} oF S AT TS
AT vwo) AG3 22 AWE AL 2= QQck

. 2Mz@ar Y oF
1. FTS2US 0|23t 24
7t BAre Sz

Takeo] 247 oode 1007114 E71A0 8 H8510] Table
349 FLRG—% Al 0oL, A0l 2 AIR~A60 W3t
of A2eal Qlglom, AGD Mo —",L7P ([137.27, 137.96]) 0.2
HulE 21 E EféﬁF Aoz A o] oA Azt At
of whehx] PAYL KT ASSTE AG00| 2k LS oF 4

slom, Ac ATHE A% Aaiake A7 otk

Fig. 5= FLRGE EAJ} 3 2919, 2 15elA] 53l
W9lSt 1E 7 BAS Az 0 R BRI 5 qlglon, B
5o uhg ks TAEo] Gl AOR Mol o

L
1_.

1

shsgsleleny A66d A53, 2024 ¢ 45
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Ak o) A= QfollA] 11 HQ1 Aske AIA (#1429 EL-130
m ©]5}2] Z-)shH HE He7E 10 m oJlj &= FobAfA HE
o] 37| 7] wEl AoR FHE| QT

Fig. 6 $FA w3t FLRG RE2 o &3t 15 thA|
] 2|3} stof 3 (test) A= ot Bl Zlo]ch 1o vEt
W Hpe} Zro] ol 2o (EL-137.65 m)E k= 0.09 m W
EL-137.56 m& S| 5= glo, & Atol= ofd Ao wd
stgom, ol AAZTSY (design flood level, D.F.L.,
EL-13765 m) MERe 27 o8 Asfolo}s] 4] 94 14
dol w2 Ao w =i ot AA AIAE oS5 gt
e 7 e A0 Ve,

L, AIRAR| A2}

FAAEA ] 459] AR GIS 10049 FHAOE £
o] Table 437 FLRGE 245, FAIA4A) A%
9= Al6~AT8Z G| AdElo] BALH] B 5o ula|H 2
S 159 WL WA T Aglow, tebd WS A
ol9] TAZ} tha BHF A0 HYk FLRGOIA] AT8 4
FHO 27F (63.62, 6421)0) BT, TUFE FE 1 EL-59.20
mitHs o] 3] veton, ol gaIxi49] ) e

AT 59} Tk AHLS W) R Floltk AT FES
AIZE 7 2pol] mreb Ad2o]H AJZIBko] Ad, AdL Ad2, Ad3,
Ad4, A52, A69, AT1, A73, A76, AT8Z A& o7 7] T
IF FATAA 459 o] AR AL o
2 glom, T A6 Hgto] 77} (58.87, 59.46) 0.2 DRI} A]
APl 27100, wheb AR S WS A ~ATS
Zof| A= A69, AT1, A73, AT6, AT8 FgHit o] 1FoA 3t
sol glof Tl YIS TS wUR AGTH 4
A Seld 5 99tk

Fig. 78 FLRGE £4)8h 3 21219, 3abeia} A 2
g4 [l Weleh 1% 7 WA AdH 0w Bl
% olek TEiu SHIASAIE A49] wiEo] Tare) 2u)
HEQl 20 mE WE Fo| A WF IYORE B
et Z03 BersEiic

Fig. 82 3% $4Rdz o235t 208 43A20) 1)
w3k Zlolet. @ukst o] (EL-59.20 myHrk 022 m %7
EL-60.12 m& o|Z5jo] §R7Hs4e] Ante Hololet. of
AP F) S 1A E919) 2359] EL 6001
105 ko] 2]7174=9] EL. 60.28 mi} v|w3|= = jo]7}

m)
Q= ule £ AT WEHEglTh (KSAE, 2022)

i

S ]

SREERRRRRIbRbR bR RS

Fuzzy set

PR B

138 Original
137.56 +— 137.65(Crest) **" Predicted

r— 13692(DFL)

130,0120.0131 0131 0131 0132 0132 0132 0133 0133 0133 0134 (134 0135 0135 0135 01360135 01360137 0137 0137 0138.0
ATE AIS ALD Al AS2 A3 ALL AN ALG AA7 AE MG M5O AR] AS7 AS3 ASd ASS ASE AST ASE ASO ARD

Fuzzy zet

Fig. 5 Fuzzy—logic relation diagram (Goesan)

Fig. 7 Fuzzy—logic relation diagram (Wangshin)
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o 2000 A000 6090 8000

Fig. 6 FTS Prediction results of Goesan—dam

fa— 59.20(Crest)

W, EL(m)

o 500 1000 1500 2000

Fig. 8 FTS prediction results on Wangshin
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2. LSTM ZEES 0|85t 2

Fig. 9= LSTM 292 243} FAAT} AR 4=2]9] A
9] )= ATolt). SRR WEAR B FTS3A A}
YoM A&kt sl M= vt QS WA
-G-8l AP LA} (trial & error) WA 0= SAlE HAJSIGC
o, HEA0 AR59) o2 Sla AEH JAES batch
size=16, hidden layre=4, stacked layer=1. learning rate=0.01,
epoch=1000] 31t}

Fig 9(a)= YAt oS3t A0S AS5AHRSe} vtk o]
t}. d&ZATE= Yok (crest) &°] (EL-137.65 m)X ) 0.35
m 152 EL-138.00 m&24], AA| YR SRR o)A 274
= dF9] EL-138.14 me} -FARE 23S Hoj5=qle}. Fig
9(b) FAATA ] 450l = EL-58.97 m& o550} duls
90| EL-59.20 mE.th= 023 m W¥3kom, 9ha Aw Eetd
A7 &9 Hu4¢] EL-60.01 mi= 1.04 m 2}o]7} 1%}
o} I F9 Yol = = AIRASA] sGAIETF 2016
5°J ~2022d 69 (¢F 6\ 17]Eh= Aoz ol dk50]

297] hiolela 23wk

1“ o] A= Ae|alH Table 59t Z9kc}. ol 4] 1] AHH
o LSTM £4 23} 23 295, PAAFA L4l
FTS7} o £& A7 2otk 12 £ sjaue) 24w
Bep Aol AA Ik, S mE HAZSS
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