zUF

FaMof| o3t Markov H49] ZH x4 £

F x5 o2

1. 2

d ArAgH e FEAME FEASIE
AZAE7|7ke] nolE ALEHEAM &Y 2
Fo g FAH Ut o FrAgL: FAH F
£4& Yeille 3% &, #4843 dzdde &4
Z+o] AGE o]Fi FHEEe AFE Roln U
ong o 7o) wAe Bernoulli Algid] 2fs
71 ¢ de 5H FEAMNeEe FEA Y
Epd 71 glk. ol ® 7|4 EE A& ERle
B 248 549 Aol dsHe A4
gt A5 Ze Markov Ao o3 sjed
glon, 7+adt 1z} Markov |7} o {-& &t
A AHEEH I Sl

gy o] BEE Yo do] AFEES A
w7t mEEtd e E45dA0= AE 7HAE
3 on, B A d Fe] ARG
da] o]g5o] o} o Hpds APEI F
A @A He Aoz 43A Utk

Markov €2§9] 3= 73l Bartlett(1951)
& Hxz o5 (likelihood approach)& i1z}
Hdon, #&xa g Markov A4 2¥e] A
e AAE A $=H] HA(likelthood
ratio test)& ALEAT}. o WYPLS BHA Qo]
48 ra} £407] ohdAE FAd7] HF Rl
PReon, Hojggd deid AAY Holz FHE
A wiAEpe TG HASAT. e

&)

¥

r\r

\

I Hoel(1954)& Ho|gEg A& & F gl& 7
$oll= ofzte] #4o] Fa sty 3tg o, Bart
letto] Wzt Hoeld] WS & o ddfl& “r-13}
F&oltt gk ARIHEATY “ral ot el o
H7HEE A fojido] ol wiztA] Ao A
T& d&Hog dRo] HEA HFE o E
Good(1955) 2 AF7Hd Hy#t dig7Fd Ha(N<
A)oll gt A& AA37] 913t Hoele] ¥HE-&
g3t

Lowry and Guthrie(1968)+ Markov Q3
239 A A9 ARE AAE FAld & F
e e AAstgen], Dickey and Lientz
(1970)& Markov A9 48 AA37] Hsi
Bayes 9] o]&-& Attt

8] Boza(1971)E 7|47 23S A
4 HolA%& e oAty #3 Markov 3o
g AREEE AtetA

gy 7HdAAe] 1834 Neyman-Pearson
o] A= AA o3l EAE = &4 (oss) S A
o3t7] sl &= gutE 71dE viZEAY EY
Y& st gEUE st A
M AFIMEE @R nAFd dE Ao R
A B8 AMdale o209 (Billingsley, 1961).
a29g SN Heo" &4 2y FH
(identification) & 9% HAEF 71202 B o

S22 Akaike(1974) Kullback-Leibler 2]
B ZHg 7|28l H9-dale] o) vk
T 2¥e] FAFAA B3 AFHA P (Aka-
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ike information criteria; AIC)& A|¢t3}gtt.
Gates and Tong(1976)& AICE o]&3ld &3
ergodic Markov 49| 2A4E AAs= WHE
AgtslE L, Eidsvik(1980)& 43 o1 ¥ o
33l thgt Markov 44 ¥4 T3] 4
& AICE AH&-3tT.

Markov Jfiol W3 AIC FA%e gHol 3
717y & AL 5 Azt (true order)E %
FRss &gl 43l AX LA e F
Agkolo) Bt A1 ¢Jo] Schwartz(1978)+= A2
¢ BIC :A%& Atatdnt. Katz(1977, 1981)
£ AICH) 93 W& Markov 949 24+& =}
T Fse Age] AL AR Al ARE
Schwartz2] 7]&(BIC)& A}8-3led Markov 93
o] A& AN WL A3k

%3k Chin(1977)2 Markov 94 =¥s] 33
A%g ACE Tolol SAFEE AT AR
A% glol 9 Aol Markov 94 BBE AHS
e AL 2RE WY # Udn dxen,
Kavvas et al.(1977)& ©Elo}7} <otet Ajuke] o
7 4ol @ 1as} 22 Markov 4 23
£ A3l HA 242 Anderson and Good-
man(1957) 9] x* A= AR S8 A ¢
;A FAsA.

&

2. Markov ¢iMo| X8t A

Azl whe} ojmF WhPo e WHEHE A3
% 34 »¥e 8E7A (stochastic pro-
cesses) 0|2} 3H, o] BHFNAM FoA &
Aot A Aefzt vl Feldl dFE FAE
3 2Hske F A% ui2 o] et buig §
o] A3ollgt Jgg F3 I oA o|F o BE
e A % A G 4EE Fe §E
74& Markov #HAoletx sti, 53] o)itAel
A7t WAASE Zbe Markov #7d& Markov
At gt

Markov Q= ole} Zo] <Aty g9
AGaA, B kvl 245 g #dd 4 (2-
1) &3l 7Pt F2 e Fgrold A4t k
Q! Markov &2t g},
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Pr{X, | Ko-1y Koz Xake'**}
=Pr{X, | Xo-1, Xz Xau} (2-1)
o] FAIE o|&3H =Y FEHAFAL L A7t
02 9= AE +7} Uch
ZA5aAAR A g Markov 45 dize
2 og 2ol AT
@® Markov A& homogeneous(®E+ station-
ary)ql Aoz 71g%d.
® Markov d4#= ergodico|gta 7HA %L
® Markov A9 deie 2528 57U AS
o] S7kA(wet T dry) FEure 18 §
o},

2.1 AlCol| 2|8t 9y

 Akaike(1970) 71317 (AR) 28olA o3
Z}(predictor) o] HFAIF )% 2 (mean square
prediction error)Z Aeol=y HFd S e 2}(final
prediction error; FPE)9] /138 f=3gon,
1 %9 =R ME(Akaike, 1974) T A3 2
o] Aol ARINEE =3t dTHA A
2%¥3le FPE W& &8 + A=F 3
c}.

AIC=-2In(F$=)+2(2H N EgH
A RS %) (2-2)

o] EAlZe Kullback-Leibler 1< olnjo|A
B AT E(true structure)d} AFRY (fit-
ting model) 7t} Mzt HE2A HHEM, Fof
A @ e myFd A AICE Had s=(Ha
AIC 242 ; MAICE) 23¢g HAnygozx
Aazct. o] MAICEE AMg3bd BAId SAE
A FAHEAR F23iHY, 7MEdARNA 87
e F33 wade HagiA "o

OME Ael7} S=m¢l Markov 43} (X, t=
1, 2,-}2 FEe] #FA Lol Ak

OM= {Xl, Xz,"',Xn~lp Xn}

ditg oz Fold AE OME 2= &FE52 4
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(2-4)¢ Zon

PI‘(OM)=PI‘(X1) Pr(Xz l Xl)
Pr(X, l Xz Xi)-er
Pr(X, | Xa-1,X1) (2-4)

4% (likelihood) &= 2] (2-5)9} Zo] Hr}

L=Pr(X1)lfIZ Pr(X | Xiow 1) (2-5)

ARE AL k3 35 3, A3 keks AR
Sl 58 thew 2ol & F Uk

L=Pr(X))Pr(X; | X;)Pr(X; | X;,X,)-
PI‘(Xn l Xnvlr"',xl)

n-k
|l=-Il Pr(Xk+i | Xk+i—i"",Xi) (2-6)
k
ln(L)=’_211n PriX; | Xi-py, X))
n-k
+ 2:,: In PI‘(XHi ] Xk+i—h'”yXi) (2‘7)

R oA ¥ A L FE AJ| no] F
7igtel wet F7kstA] gfomg g 37| no
715t & 5 FHA o] AuiFo] et

rx} 944 Hol#E2 py... wolEt 31H AR}
A He & 4 (2-8)7 Zo] & # gl

Ho_-i:Ps... u=Pj... 1. 1=1,2,---m (2-8)

E& FZAIQAA i) - ok—12 Aoy
= %‘T“S‘ i, oo 2 ".;-?_9_‘5 ‘?"E.@"}Y:‘E‘ é] (2‘9)
9} Zro] AL},

(2-9)

4., Kkl

g7 A}y, ... , k, 1 & m A9 75 A
Hol thestel 138 m 7xolth. Heb A
AQege FRAces PG dE $E)

294 14 1996%F 28

AR AZAA FH=EA, 499 #HA =Y
ol EYHEE r& FES 2A Ydta ATt B
ezt € w7kz] ¥ alkge] dis] d&Foz
ARE 7t At

AR Di... e UAGOIRE p .. 08 HEF
A A (maximum likelihood estimate) & A}-8-5}7]

2 88, o) 4(2-10)] a4 FHH}.

~ N ...
Pijev o = '*k‘ (2-10)
1,

0‘17]*']. n;,... .kzlﬁlnn,... k1
AT H,_,she] 24X E "(prime) 0.2 FA|
s 4 (2-11)0] =,

Nj... k1
nj... x

(2-11)

Pijeee 1 =Pj e =

H-.3 H 7148 AAS7] A% $xvle 4
(2-12)2] ¥ehr) Atk

A —_ L(ﬁ,ij.-u .kl) = L,_l(max)
b L(D;j,... ,kl) L.(max)

(2-12)

Hoel(1954) & ergodic Markov @3jo)A —2ln
A 2 AZHoE VIS AHEE ZE 29
#e Bty A7|A V& superscripte] BF
22 AR} (difference operator) 24 A (2~
13) 3 2.

vSr=Sr_ —1
VI =V (VS)

(2-13a)
(2-13b)

Hoel®) ZEE AH&3}7] A3t o (2-14)
& Ao

—21nA,_1, =2 2 Dijeee k2
e, 01

n ... n...
(ln ny k1 __ln . ,kl)

ijene k jees .k

(2-14)
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o] A& H._, 73l Afx vVSHA ¥ &
3471 9o 2lnd, . & A o B FAL, A
= kad F&olgke 7Hd HE &S RA o] 7}
Ade k<r 4 9 vit} dH& ral &0l vt
A HE astEld xstn flenz 7 Hee
7t H.ol FE3%e) = wely odd 1edt
7HdAR ol AYEEA AN H, WA HoEg #A
3= Aoz B 47t Qi

olg} e B9 diFtd A& A8t H
3t $-xo dig H, 3o $xHE A2 2HW
4] (2-15)¢} 2o .

Avr= Ak k1A ka2de-1 (2-15)

E=

7 =—2InAy ;= -2InAy x4 2InAc1 1. b2t

-2InA, ;. (2-16)

Good(1955)& o] o] H, 7HastlA thgst
2e AREE 2 2 RIS IR AL 3T
3=

vSr+1_vSk+l, kZO

VS k=-1 (2-17)

o™y BAEE FREAE A2FEAER 28
AL = 9834 (risk function; expected loss
function) 2} A3 Heo] 71 7JEH FEA7}
"}l Markov @4 28 3ldlA Tong(1975)L
AIC FZubdo] wee T3 Good(1955) ) Az
g ojg3tad 4 (2-18)7 2 &HF(loss
function) & A etsgcth.

RAIC(K) = y—2( VSM+I—T Sk (2-18)
A71A, M; 7R 3@ 7P & Ay

2y
k; 7HaAARNAN nHF FHP 2y
2
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m}2bA Markov Q3o zj<po] BE Ha AIC
2R (MAICE)= RAIC(k) & 343 A7e
ko) thg RAIC(k) zrol "t}

2.2 BICof| o3t W

Markov @Hd] i3k AIC FAFHE o =3
7\7F & A AxrE A T §E
o] 433 #AA EYXA(inconsistency)o] S+
ZAuklo] WA ¢tt. Schwarz(1978)&
Bayesian =2]& 83t 2EXFo| AFEX|L
EYH oz T B¥F(id.) #ZA)d g
2Y9 a9E e 748 FHFBIOE =
3y e, o] BIC FA%E penalized =5
¥ penalized $=H) $AZ vigrg F1 ok
= A A AIC FX%Fx} ofF vlszdlr].

BICE 4] (2-19)9} #o] Aojd}.

BIC=-2In(H =) +(RHANA FHHA ol
AAF 4)-In(n) (2-19)

4 (2-19)E Markov g9 A FA
Hg37) st Sddez FASE 4 (2-20)
% 23,

RBIC(k) = y—(VSM*'~7S*!) . In(n) (2-20)
q71M, n; B A7

w39l HHxFE ZFAsl= BIC FHF ke
e s2d o BT
RBIC(k) = minosiswRbic(k) (2-21)
2.3 Markov 9iMe| HXzi4o| AN
Aaangel A%l dolg BRHE A
o] 2 B T4 438 T8 FtE vl
Atk &, 47t 2w 252 YT A2
AR FOlEA Hut wAEse) 471 FAksH
ol myst Bsl Sm, A7} Mo 2
s B 3718 S e Zgo] Hof AL
£o] 2tHF SlHo] A Brh(Billingsley, 1961;
Katz, 1979). wetd 28e) SHE 7158 3 o
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Fig. 1 RAIC and RBIC Values versus Sample Size(Tae Ku-Apr.)

A7t HoAME Zate] #ikg Y + U
2gg AFsed Febg F1 Uth
ageg AR FE&A4o e
gl 2.1483 2.24d 71ed
23ted Markov gd#9) HAzpE
wEHg Aoz wodHA.

rle

2Rae) 2y
IC9Jr BICE A}
g 7o o)

3. HE W ¥

of7)ol M gl Ae o] 84 FTEHE dY
Aol Agsted 1 Ang ndar|E T

3.1 H&2e| A7|o] W AIC, BICL| v

Markov @8l HRA5E 2457 A9
RAICS} RBICS) H44¢ AEsh] 9iste] ER
o 2718 WA RN ZAEgoH, B
a270E Amel BolA RE dEFoz B
$2 o JrlEA RAIC(k)9} RBIC(k) gt
Adstgn 1 Ase] YRE Fig. 1ol e
o},

Fig. 1& tj7e] 49 Ao g AL A%
Rolvl, o] aPeBHH FEe| 277 B

208 B 1 1996F 2

apebd EYA (02 d)ol AE rhede dA
a1, 22k A7 A Thedde & ¥
Bglo] AFY 4Fo2 FHLS Holn YL
& 5 Aok

3.2 Markov 92| AR HH

Table 12 G872 99 4/ #3529 A B
AY Ago] thdt Markov Q¢ Hx+E
=3 % 42 39 & o 2 o3} A5l E RAIC
2 RBIC & 553§ Zo|t}. Table 194 B4,
453 499 g #F4e A= RAIC 89
A 7, 8, 11, 1298 1z} A7t =] €L 23}
A7}, RBIC sl A 49 23t A7} AEE

Rog Yehgy, 1 gode 25 13 947 ¥
gate Bk nyg #5549 A9+ RAIC 7|1F
3 ol 2E oA 1x A9 HEE BAY,
RBIC 7|&&tll M= 449 792 031 A9 4
e Jetden o fede 2% 13 A4} M
g3 Ao 2 el

U #2400 A$= RAIC 7[E8HA FA
2E QA 12 949 APS BAx, RBIC 7]
ZF3ME 2E oA 13 AHe] AFE BY
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Table 1. Values of RAIC and RBIC for the Model Selection{The Nakdong River Basin)

Station Tae Ku Ko Ryung Mil Yang Young Ju

Month | Order RAIC RBIC RAIC RBIC RAIC RBIC RAIC RBIC
0 58.24 22.04 25.17 11.22 17.44 3.48 10.58 -21.99

Jan. 1 4.07 —26.96* -3.51* -12.82* -3.82* -10.12* —8.86% -36.78*
2 -5.31*  -25.99 -5.43 -24.04
0 60.88 25.39 43.37 29.71 33.14 19.48 24.44 -7.42

Feb. 1 3.42 -27.00* 3.02* -6.08* -1.53* 10.63* -4.37 -31.68*
2 -3.06* -23.34 -7.65* -25.85
Mar. 0 55.74 19.54 28.21 14.25 12.66 -1.30 11.50 -21.07

1 217 —28.86* 3.96* -5.35* 4.29* —5.02* -1.81 -29.73*
2 -1.82* -22.51 -5.71* -24.32
0 72.42 36.43 10.54 -3.32* 30.63 16.76 11.69 20.65

Apr. 1 30.41 —0.43 6.27* -2.97 20.19* 10.95* 0.52 ~27.20*
2 0.11*  -20.44* -6.23* 2471
0 53.99 17.79 15.63 1.67 18.96 5.01 19.04 ~13.53

May 1 8.05 ~22.98* 1.40* -7.91* 3.75* -5.56* 3.08 ~24.84*
2 -1.13*  -21.82 —4.47*  -23.08
0 68.90 32.93 31.52 17.66 22.20 8.34 26.23 —6.11

Jun. 1 4.46 —26.37* 8.54* -0.70* -1.96* -11.20* -3.47*  -31.19*
2 —2.34* 22,90 0.35 -18.13
0 152.34 116.14 91.51 77.55 86.28 72.32 43.99 11.42

Jul. 1 —6.17*  -37.20* -3.33* -12.64* 10.87* 1.57* -4.90*  -32.82*
2 -3.46 -24.14 -2.70 -21.31
0 119.59 83.39 77.80 63.84 58.86 44.90 63.60 31.03

Aug. 1 —-6.48* -37.51* -1.51* -10.82* -0.81* -10.11* -5.36* -33.28*
2 —6.06 —26.74 -4.78 -23.39
0 129.18 93.21 64.73 50.87 65.06 51.20 43.69 11.35

Sep. 1 5.54 -25.29* -3.74* -12.98* —-0.41* -9.65* —4.66* -32.38*
2 0.71* -19.85 -3.44 -21.92
0 72.92 36.72 39.60 25.64 32.23 18.27 14.56 -18.01

Oct. 1 4.08 —26.95* -0.06* —9.36* -1.28%* -10.59* -7.76% -35.68*
2 -2.91* -23.60 -5.30 -23.92
0 53.68 17.70 15.29 1.43 9.54 -4.32 6.81 —25.53

Nov. 1 2.24*  -28.59* 5.92* -3.32* -1.38* -10.62* -9.15* -36.87*
2 5.56 -14.99" -6.90 —25.38
. 0 51.62 15.42 10.15 -3.81 10.64 -3.32 474 —27.83

Dec. 1 -7.59* -38.62* -1.63* -10.93* -3.51* -12.82*| -11.46* -39.38*
2 —4.10 —24.78 ~7.78 -26.39

cf) * : minimum, Tae Ku : 1907-1948 Data

o). 9% BE2e) A= RAIC 71284 2, 3,
4, 599 A7} 23 A9 AFE, Unix) we
13 Aol A& Yepien, RBIC 71EaoA
25 13 dadel Aol YolHth. E£F o
29 84dzhe] A Azo| T¥ A& RAIC
sl 107499) #9723 Ao A

A
oy
#

=
=
7NE
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& 293, RBIC 71&stdlMe 914 A97) 1
% @47 4¥E Aoz uektor RAICS
RBIC ztdl & Xol& R4F3 gird. Iy
RAICH] 9§ e Markov 949 2148 &
FR8 Aol AUgol ok 9o n 2 (Katz,
1977, 1981), RBICY 7|&& AH3ld HA



Markov 94 28 AAs7|= ).

olde] Az ¥E 357 F99 ¥, 2,
BT BF529 FeEe 13 A9 548 B
ol gloy, dF #ZA9 3, 4, 5U(FA)Y

e 22 A49 §4& Holm e Hol
olz}c.

4.4 &

B 2dAE At F54E AL e deY
Adel & ergodic Markov ¢3)e] 358 AR

71 skl £AR0z ApAAS Aol L
%131 9]+ Akaike’s information criterion(AIC)
¢} Bayesian information criterion(BIC)& o]&
e AL ek

S5 99 40 #5249 AFY ALE o
Foz fojd Hg nFH HY, & 27]9
W3lo] ub2 RAICe ¥3le s A18-¢ 25~
84dZt Aw 7Y MAFE Holn YUk FE
Ao @ 7|Eo 2 ARS3 RAICS RBICY 43
& vus)] B9, RAICY 9% #H& Markov ¢
H9] A4E A=FAsh= Aol Ase] Adn
A% Katz(1977, 1981)9] A&7 opariAz
RAICe] ¢J3t HH#}4=7} RBICO] 9% HHA}ls
o oA 37 se A& 9% F AU

G357 f99 e dAZ 13 FEo)
et 5ol oy, tiF #AFHAhe BEH@Q ~5
)9 A4 Al 2z F&EA0) ¥ Aoz B
E21=1

oebx] eyt AgelA e Gl 3o
Markov 94 2¥E FL4E o= dwd] 13
Markov A& HE3r]) olHd Xt nxje]
Markov @318 & 294 7€ WY Te= 3
EE 3 Fo &= Ao viEAY A0 AR
|t

Z 1 & 8
oJRE, o] 44, AEH, “AICE °|&% A5d AL

i@t Markov 9] x34”, FoFHostn
=23, Al147, 1993, pp.129~139.
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