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Synopsis
Characteristics of ensemble inflow predictions synthetically generated using error
characteristics of the operational hydrological prediction is analyzed to investigate the way to
effectively use the simulated generation method of hydrological predictions. As a result of the
analysis, it was shown that the conventional generation method assuming stationary error
parameters did not well simulate operational ensemble inflow prediction. It was also shown that
the modified generation method assuming non-stationary error parameters could reproduce
operational ensemble prediction. It is therefore considered to be important to include a model of

non-stationary error parameter in the generation model for more realistic generation of ensemble
inflow predictions.
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1. [FC&HIC

I, BEORSE TR T, TV T AT
Bitsh s, 7o I AFHRTIE, HEhoT
HAMEZ T T <, RRORREDOHAIGEZERE O IX
LOE &b o EBOHIED S 2 I ENEE T
EITH5Z 8L o T, BEOTHRINEELT S
ENTED (BRHE, 2006) . ZnHOEHED FHIGR
FIEMERICEBET LI LICE T, PHIOMNS
LERHFESND THIEOMEZ E 4IRS 5 2 &0
TEHLEEZLN TS, BT, BAESE LA

&, IR SB35 7 oY T AT RIS,
ZNEROW)IE RO I TITHT 52 &7
HEETHhDHEBEZ LN, B2 RIFERITHORLTND

(Kim et al., 2007; Hapsari et al., 2012; ¥7Jii 5, 2017).
KL TRIEBROZBENEE Th D F LEKEBECH
ATAGRERIEIZE o Th, ARRERTH D WIS
nNTky, XAEERECBTDT 7T H
TR OTE IR D MEA, EEEREAIITDRTY
%. (Masuda and Oishi, 2013; % &, 2015; Nohara et
al., 2015; R 5, 2017)
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% H DIRKEEE DN R 2 FFH NS T T 5 72D icid,
S LGB ER TS 2 £ 0 2B O HKERRIZE
WCIRM SN THT — % 2 KBICHE T 2 L8R
HD. LnL, KEMZHKEE—RKIZS O CHE
BIIRRT 5O T2, 2O X5 B K
R A2 R E L TRREINTBHETRT — ¥ OEH
WL NEWVWIBRENRSH . 295 LI-EICHIST
LI 0—o0JEE LT, EBRICERESINETH
T =R ESHNCHAVD O TER L, BEAICIER L
LYW T—2E2FATLI RN EZLND. THIE
FEOMM Y, BHETHRT — X N2 HHT
EXBLDICTWMT — ¥ BBENICERTHZ LN T
XX, H LEE~OEAMEO MR 7253 HTIC %5
RREOTHRT X ERETHI LN TS, HE
W2, REMOTRTERE BB L A FER ot E
DHREOHHIC, RFEOFESFHHBAINLTND
(Nohara and Hori, 2017) .

ZOLYRBEND, FEFELITINETIC, BE
T TV TWOBREREICE SN, Tt
TNRAETIEROBREEERFIELZREL TN D
(1895, 2016) . 39S (2016) TiX, & Afpkih
OFKBEOBBREXRABM L LT, InA%E
TOEMW T 3 T AFMAE TR 2 B ER
HHEEZBSE LTV D, Z OMEMERERS X,
BIZIE, Z AIRKEBECTHE L ShD X ) A il
~BHMOEE - HIRR T o TR ART
OREERICHIEATE2EE 26N, L,
FTRXHGTHHHWARDOEMEDORRG] (A K s
T 7) OFEDR, X AFPKEEE TR & 72 DRI
EIRKBETRIBR LR BRI E TIEIRELS Z LR
D728, T TTHIOBIEERICLETH D
TRIBEDOKME L RELS BRADAREENSSZSZOND.
AT, 9 LEBAND, HES (2016) ©
7 W TV BT G WO R EHR A R (R R R
HEa_N—2 L LT, HAKKRO TR Z BN E
KLz ET, Bk 7 o 7oA & TG
MEBEOT YT ABEATHIEBERI D HE L
AR THIE®R E &2l U, BHE/ER L PHED
FETF IR 2 FEEORFTZ21T D .

2. FUHUITLRAEFTRIEROBEEER
Fi&

AT THND T > v 7OV A B TS oA
BAERPHEOMBEIRLL FTo@EY Th s, 97, Tl
GO AR RIS D TR OBERERIE, Z O
ROWAROEM (BHE) < TRIFRZEZ BT 5
Z LTI, ZOTHRREOEEBEIERT H. T

RFRZ DM OBREIEAIL, BEDO TRIERIFOT
HIFREDNE D LHEE SN D MRS GRAHRE M)
Mo, FUFALIEEYS L TINANTDHIETITY. T
HFRZEDO TR, TRIRRENE S MR OAMITIL, Hx
RLONExXLNEN, KRESL (2013) RB/BED
(2016) TiX, ENENTRIM LV EE 4§ U7 i
CIEBRMERSMAEREL TS, ZOREICHZIE
Eo kit LTl FRRRES HEICINZ D
T L& oT, THHEDOHEER ST D, KR
DT YT NTIE A BBEER T 2 5E 10X, R
EZOBEDT o ELY T T EEMEZOFIEE,
BIETZEIZE T, TUh TR N EITH
ENRAL- Rl [ g i X (oA N E G AN

WIZT WRFIOBHERIC L, B OMHBEET V&
HAWg., RUT7 TR "oiigd 51 Eo
THIFEZEIZIZFERE S H 5 EAE L, 1k B S AHBE
7 (ARQ)ET V) Z8AT%5. ARQL)ET V%A
W, RTORER O T RIFRZEDAE D & R OIRE D T
DO Z, TORROBEMRESAIHE X5
FGUANF TV, TREEMEICNZD Z L
T, MUT T NRA L ROROESICBIT ST
HE ZBERR T2 2 &N TE 5. ZolEz EX
b3 sL, WOLIITHD.

e(l,m)=e'(l,m) + (1) (1)

e(Lm):e(l—Lnﬂ-ptzfﬁg%5+VWLnﬂJl—pf .

(2<1<L)

22U, e(my TR ER S sl e o T v T
A o3<mO T RIFRZEM, ue(l), ce()IXZFNZF LI
BT D TRERZEDNE D MR A DY) &, pUX
TRIFRZED LR D B CAHBIFREL, w(l,m)i3 i35 7AN(O,
{occVP) LV T X RICH T AESNTZAR ) A R,
LIZTHMoOY —RKZ A A THD.
ZOHETTRREMBOBER ELIT O %56, K
Bt shiE=T o IAFRED T v T
B AT Ly Rik, AU A_"ERHoIckEgng,
Bue(l), oe(D& 725, ZTDI=, Bl ITHEDT
Yo TN FUEROT oY TAEHEE X T Ly
ROl ZE > TENFNuel), oe()ZRETHIE, R
ETREROT Y TAEHE X T Ly ROE#R
PRIFT DT, T o I TG R & B
TERT 5 2 ENATREE 72 5. £72, ue()Roe(l) DI %
BlsEDZ LT, BIZIZHET VT AT HIE
WORENLEL, 7o o7 B Rk s<
RoleHEDTRES, MEOAT Ly ROKRE X
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OTHEZ, KEICHRWIERTHZ L HAET
H5. 2B, Lo J5iEIL, Takeuchi and Sivaarthitkul
(1995) D T i 7w T UG TR OILERIE R T %, 7
YT NTRNEROBEIER A~ LR L D L XD
ZENTED.

—J7, KILED XD RIFADELBUE S EHRA0
W%, EBSMO XSRS E R BN T
EbHZ. T ENS, THKRETH D EMOM
PBRMEE LT, TRERENEI BRIMAD, &
FTLHBEBRGADOLIITHEY ELHOMNGH & e
LIRVWAREMER H B, Bl I1E, TRIREZENE D MR
DA, L OIFADKITED LI, FHITEAR
RSN D LB X, BIZIE, SBOEHSMITHE
S EET B L, THRRZOEEERTFIEL, KO
I icERLEN D (Nohara and Saito, 2018) .

e(L,m) =exp[, (1) + o (1) - £(Lm)]+c, (1) ©)

e(l,m) =exp[ua (1) + o (1) -e'(l,m)]+c, (1)

4
(2<1<L) )

e'(l,m)

:Pﬂmﬂuﬂ—%OJ—DJ+QUJ—D@U—Lm)(&

p.(,1-1)
|Og|:,0|_2(|1| _1)exp{[o-A(l)] +£O-A(I _l)] _1}+1:l
- o) o (1-1)

(6)

2202, unll), oa(l), ca()iZF N F R IE 4 AR
DR, e(l, mITAEEERSANOLCHE D 7 v & A
ERTHD. 7B, 22T, & (1997) O3Rk5xt
BOEMOAOBREERATIEEEM L LTS,

3. EBEMERINETARROBREDRE

3.1 WRALEKMEBEFRIERDEH
HEAEOBRFICHZ> TG E L0iL, EER
DOIENKRIZH D2 ER N F 5 (/K EFES38.9 km?)
Thd. BELOF LTI, WHEZETLRLTHDHIEK
KENELS, FIK - BERELERTHY LT
L. FORD, HAKOEFNIII W TRERNALD &V
AITIE, TR E1T > T, HAKBBETICETE DA
KEBEMRETDIHERNDD. TOEH, [E - K

U =-0.296l - 34.169

Lead time (hour)

mmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmm
RN RRSIRRCERRERARE R N RSIRAGERREES

Lead time (hour)

Fig. 1 Estimated error parameters of ensemble inflow
predictions: (a) ensemble mean errors, (b) spread
values.

LPREROFHANEE R X LA THY, & LIRKER
YED BT T, T 7 g4 - KCTH
HHROEHADBHESND X LDO—DTHD.
EROXLRABEDT W 7T RIS H OB
YERE DT DRT A —2121%, REOT T
[RETHEFM L., Z2TiE, KBTFOREMT >~
VT NATHROBKET 0 X VEFIHL, ZhE
AJ1E U CHAlyi €7 /L Hydro-BEAM (VNAL &,
1998) AW TCH LAARBICEBRLZbDE, H¥E
DT YT RAETRERE L TELL. 20O
kT, BET U UTARARTRIERO T P
TN (e(l)) , A7 Ly R (oe(l)) (FRIEERZD
RS ER DM %2 B 2 D LA IR OTIEE
DOREOME) #HE L, BHEIERET VICRE L.
HHHER T 27 v v TR ABTHIE®RO 7 >3
VITNALAEE ) — RE A BCONTIE, KT
DOEM T v T TR E FRRICZLE 5L E 192
W (BH) & U, WRRMRM IS DWW TIE, RO
IR B BIRKERE~ O A 248 L IR B & L
2. 2B, SToxge s UM A %422006~2013
EOEMTh o728, ZOHBICH T A2E™T
P UTNTROMEESEZ L LTINS,

3.2 HBEERSINI-FAFROBERYE
UEOBEDOTT, 7o+ 7N ARTHIER
DOREER EZITo 72, 1T LD, HES (2016) @
Fik (K1), ) 2H-T, HABOT YT
AT RRIOBHEER Z1T > 72 (LT, Case 1
LIER) . BEEERIC H 7 o TIE, 2006~20134E D
RIZF A L= R AR D B — 27 {23500 m3/sLh Fod 3
RHKISEG Zd S L LT, BET U T ARA
BPHOY —REA LBOT P TN X
Ly ROFEHMEAEN L. Z 0 R4Fig. LloRT.
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Fig. 2 Ensemble inflow prediction for Flood Event A: (a) operational prediction, (b) synthetically generated

prediction (Case 1).

B, ZORBICBIZEMT VY 7Tl
AICUEOHECTCTRNERH SN TWDD, RIFFHET
%, FHAKREFIZONT, BEIRAENE —2 2R
L7-BiZ ke LZ9B ) 9E4y) oFill%
TR E LTS, 207D, r FAKIEE Y
— RZ A DTN, 13587225 T W 5. Fig. 1LV,

ZOHMICHIT BT U TR AETRIMIL,

T oY TSI O TIE/IMER T, U — R #

ALNMRKRELRDIZONTEDOMHMMPIRLS 720d Z &,

ATy FIZoWTiE2~ 4B TRk KR E o7
%, BRAICHEL L TN ZERRATERND. 2T
v RIZ2WTIE, #@% UV — RZ A 2R HU05I1I2o0
THERHERICHEMLZ > TH DD, HRMIZIETZED
ebiehotls., ZTOHABRELTE, ALy RET
BE & OMICIEOHBERAONA Z &, HET 0
YINTROY — RE A LB HTH5~8H LT
X, HAKOREOTHIHEL L, THRENKE 2
L ENLIRNT EORGORBERET LS.
PLED XS ICHEE SN TRRRENT A — & &
W, T U T VR A ET I OB R A AT
S7. EO—Hl%EFig. 21T, BIET VY TR

ABETH &R ER SN MART 2 KT 5 &,

BHEER SN TR AR TREEIL, EEO T E2 42
SHKMTETWRWZ ENSD. BEEKR S
MAERTHIBFEROLME LTE, RABEMEOE—
JDORIBEDOAT Ly Rk, BLEOTH L L TR
RN, BENFENIEELDL RN, Ll

MABREMO B — 7 MAEIC oW TiE, HEOTRIC
Fo5 3 2/ MER SRR S e FHITIE R A
LT, A7 Ly REM2D/NEL72oTWE. £
7o, UMM 2R CRZFERIIN MY, W& T
RS BRI ERRTEND. T2 d, 150H
KRFEFNCFB W TH 7313508 0 T Jl &k & #
EINTT o TNUEE AT Ly NEREER
WAL TV Ao, B0 T THEEER S iz
FRRINO Z b OfER, HEOTFHOT VT

NWEBJE AT Uy REERICHITE 5 Z &I13RE
FICH D B, LaL, TRITERO D72 R
REENOOEAAHEVICHL R, FEMARE
DODE—I M CRAIERNBEDLZ LD, Z0
FEBBIER SN TR ZFA LT, flzids
LOUWKRFAFHBRIE~DT v T NBRAET HIE
OFHADONRZEDZIILE I LT DL, EEOHRAE
THIBEREE G A EHRENREL &2 D ARl
Wb, 7k, ZOBBEIERTETIE, WRAEDE
TE2S A/ N S WHIIC B W TR ORISR AE L
B%. Fig.1TlE, ZhbDADTHEIZY e L LT
FRLTWAEZ LIZEE SNV

fFEES (2016) TOMTHT XX, EKEEOT
o TV T R R OB EA I, Case 1D J7 ik
T RAFICHZE T RIE RO 5 ARt 2 B C & 23,
NA KT T T ORI BN RS D HKEED
MABTHFEROERRIERICIE, ZOFETIEA+
DThDLHZ ERNEBEZLND. T, TOMOTHIE
BlaRaELiE 2 A, BEORARETNEO =ML
ORI, HAKZ &, FEFPRIRETLITKEL
ELTVD Z BRI N, Sl zZ®E L7z
TUH TR AT Ly ROEIE—IRE N TE
5H00, TNLOEBITIEFICKRE V. T72bb,
SyHTIM 208 U THERZERT A — 2 OEEMEOR
FEDS, HAEEDT TV IS oo g
FEDOBIZIIBRSL LN ERELLND.

I T, Case2& LT, SH/AKMBOTRFED &
WCTRERZEN TG A — X B HEE L, BHRIER AT 5
EEBREH Uz, RS, THREZESRE D MeRoAh &
LT, 3R ER A 2 R E L7z ((3)~(6)) .
ZRIE, RBEASRT A—ZOEFEMEE, THORED
LICBe D, TRbbLRERICEEFTHDL EMET
5ZEERUETHD. 7ok, HARFEFRFELCTHN
ETPHREOLA IV ITRBRIR->ThH, AENRT A
— 2 DEFEEPRETEDLOTIE RN ELE T
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Fig. 3 Ensemble inflow prediction for Flood Event A:

generated prediction (Case 2).
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Fig. 4 Ensemble inflow prediction for Flood Event B:

generated prediction (Case 2).
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