........................................................

1. BEA|gte| 7)% (Basic Statistics)

II. BISsHA (HIDYPHEAS /i) (Nonparametric
Frequency Analysis)
Bl sHA] (OW7HE=%] 2t} (Parametric Fre-
guency Analysis)

. &g (Various Tests)

V. XlEe| & 4 vis S84t (Detection of

Changes and Trend in Data)
V. AEx|5e gl XI28EEYH (Filing in Missing

Data and Extension of Records)

A9 A NE dEEY, dAPd, #3EE
F, BEUEYSY 7Y R B9 BB
o g mwEe, gEr/iEwdE, L-wHES] A
ol B &8 7} BAA T AT vz dsl

r

r

sl *éfﬂff}%lotﬁ, A4 s o F A
7392 9 Z4ak 2he Ag o] Hixa]o) g
&8 g7 li ﬁlv} ol Ha AEAQ W
FEEYFHL o] &3 W s 7Hes] A3
2 3.

3. HEYY

dutd oz FEARE ol&sly FAY EAE
& woll= e

B w7t BAA 54 D 9

x gl #eld dart Aok A& E9, 5
T #HAA AE5REY 29 A (randomness)
& 27 HaAstelol s, JAAETL FFEE

..........................................................

ojof sk A 9olle REARY digtd FFEE
Zhex) gelsteiol @t X3 g e
& o] g3te] Wims M & dAlse ASodle ddat
87 7HR% SEEE A geA] glsle dAvt
dastA g gebd 2 AaelMe Faade
AAse 4714 B, W AR7F B Rt
& lahe 37k AW, 28a W AhEvt
7t steRedd HYIrteE dddls 37HA F
T A disiA Gopr|2 g

m1m

1 221N HH (Randomness test)

Agel A94e AR oz B Aol
= Anderson correlation test, Run test, Spear-
man’s rank correlation coefficient test9} Turn-
ing point testdl] tisl Al 7+chs] Adws}lr| = g},

3.1.1 Anderson correlation test

dele] ZAF Yy, Yyolldl A& Neo| &
off zkge] A7 BAF e Higho] 00]x
ol 1/N¢l HExg zheoha 48 o
(Anderson, 1942). 1aizg 7FE7AAANA HE
7} (null  hypothesis) H,:r.=0, diygrrd
(alternative hypothesis) H,:rn=+08 dA3}]
AxrE Z7)gaAe7E ool 3 Qhell Eolew
A of ol wpet AR 5 9l

O M oY
8z H

[—%/2’ U}R?Z] (3.1)

* ACHstn E=stnt 2o

=

$20% FsH 1996F 10A
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A71H w e EEFTETAM 1-/2 9
ol Adete grolth. &, As9 1]'7]’&-‘&74]—r7}
2 (3.1)9] Hete| EojeW YAREE afd
& (a significance level)d|A] ZZRY (= =
Y4, independence)-& Zretin & & e Aol
=

Anderson(1942)-2 lag7} 11 @A S5 HAF
I Bihg o A o] Atetg o

1

E[F1]= “—(m (3.2)
Var(r) = ((11\1\1 12))2 (3.3)

Yevjevich (1972b)+= 4 (3.2)2} (3.3)9A4 N
thalol] N-kE A3t lagr} kel 79-9] 427
o) PP 2L the A7 o] FAs

1

(N-k-1)

Var(rk) =—(I\I——sz—

(3.5)

y=1-a & g +
a3l

g gD g A%

[ ~1-u,. ”/NN %=1 1 U +904 N-k-1 ] (3.6)
N-k ! N-k :

2828 AN =07 r,+=0)d o
3 HEaARE, ABAFE rdk=1,-, M) Ftol
4 (3.6)9] 72kE Bolue F47 (1y)M Bt
a9 71Z4E. dutdoz Mol e N/4E o8
ot

[slA] 3.1] dx=mAHY AHHEFFAE (1918
1991)E= ® 13 2t} 1952-1991d Alo]9]
HErFalsrt A5 Aatel EYAL X gol
Bz},

Elrn]= “NK) (3.4)

B 1. 8z elzmx|Ee| ARt g4 (cms)
o © of%|LHE 42k (cms)
1911 16997 6 | 15750.1| 208136
1921 89498 | 192690 119312 | 16039.0| 329718 179208 | 136925| 44324 | 39328| 178328
1931 10629.7 | 117203} 118959 | 10106.1| 21053.2 | 23074.9 | 10203.2| 72898 6686 | 223733
1941 — — — — — - — - — —
1951 — | 188746 | 163653 | 175176 | 13987.2| 22338.0| 128225 27409.4 | 24430.0 | 13750.2
1961 104384 | 13282.3| 12791.1| 113196 | 193998 | 190489 | 5310.1| 9712.1| 127911 11809.2
1971 6585.9 | 26431.3| 28388 99975 12210.2| 159222 38557 6819.1) 14193.4] 13200.2
1981 148116 | 59713| 44204 28836.3| 58838| 68245} 155314 | 98636 | 6083.1| 32986.1
1991 14255 4

A4 A= AN EF PR (1952-1991) ]
71 EAZk(unbiased statistics) & ofef|¢} 2l
SAMPLE MEAN=13772.980(cms)

STANDARD DEVIATION=7205.897
COEFFICIENT OF VARIATION= 5232
SKEWNESS COEFFICIENT = 7964

o7]14 N=40¢lmg M=1002 A} H 29
lag7} 10 wi7t=] AR Aol foj4
054 ul 4 (3.6)& ol&3t A} AeAGE e}
WA woers=1.96). EollA Hiz upe} o] k=69

68

o 1y o] ARAE Wolrke AE & % AUk (1M
=050lne dxaAHel F5ARE FOl5E ¢=0
05K SY8E 24 BT FHAFE @=00114
= =948 e & 4 Ak

3.1.2 Run test

a5k Nel Qele) 248 Y Yool i) 4
(B.7)g o]83td 07 12 AHoHes N2e A=
g 78 4+ ok



H 2. BEMEAS

Lag SI5HA| M ABHH|
1 -310 -113 310
2 -310 -076 310
3 -310 212 310
4 -310 094 310
5 -310 -136 310
6 -310 31 310
7 -310 053 310
8 -310 -.063 310
9 -310 029 310
10 -310 030 310

ANDERSON TEST FOR INDEPENDENCE
TABULATED TEST VALUE=.500
COMPUTED TEST VALUE=1.000
SIGNIFICANCE LEVEL=.050

THE HYPOTHESIS OF INDEPENDENCE IS RE-
JECTED
w=11if Y>Y (3.72a)
w=1if Y, <Y (3.7a)

4714 Y& AR H#ge v & &
o, N=159] A% 4 (3.7) s &z £
dejel g zte art ok sk

110111000100011

4714 rung Ao 00|AY FHHoz
191 %5 wshe, 9 oA ¥ 09 rung 3
Aoln, 19 rung 478 & 7719 rune g TA
5o Qi

A a7 FAYA(SPA)S 2= A 4
A rung Us 4 (3.8)9 BT 4 (39)9 2
2e e ATEEE 7HEE & AUrh(Keeping,
1966).

E{U]= I\zﬂl\gj’o +1 (3.8)
Var(U) = 2NiNo(2NNy-N—-No) (3.9)

(Ni+No)? (N, +N¢-1)

o3 7] A No&} Ni& 242} 03} 19] 7j<olt}, o] 3¢

F29% Bs5W 1996F 10A

2 (3.10) 9] AR EAFL RERTEE T

— UEUl
V= oy (3.10)
2R FA4d g ARsbde | U] <

el ol FelfEel wogelih,
(Al 3.2] A=A Yo} AHNFFFAE (1952~
1991)¢] i8] run test& o|8-sle] dE4z87T
o EYPAE ZeR YotrAl

oAl 3lozXE HFGY =13772.98(cms)o|=
2, 2 (37N BolE w, AEE ofels} 2t

0000010011111001111101
110110101101101100

714 No=17(0%1 zt&2] %), N,=23(1%] A&
otk I 24 (3.8), (3.9), (3.10)4A E[U]=
20.55, Var(U)=9.29878, U.=0.5083¢]%, o4
a=0.05¢ ® u_epsp=1.960128 | U, |u-2,% =
A¢ U5 gebr Sy dig AFVPEE f9
& a=0.0544 Wwolgozrta & 4 it
RUN TEST FOR INDEPENDENCE
TABULATED TEST VALUE=1.960
COMPUTED TEST VALUE= 508
SIGNIFICANCE LEVEL=.05
HYPOTHESIS OF INDEPENDENCE CANNOT BE
REJECTED

3.1.3 Spearman’s Rank Correlation Coef-
ficient Test

Spearmane] EHFBAAT AAUL AEF7)
Nl & A& Y, Yy &8 4 i(i=1,--, N)
o} ARE A7|wo B (H& gRH & @ vo2)
A AE 5, 7o IR 9 =g &
A 1o Gt ©AE B Aot e A8
of disll ZHA He F A &4 (G, DAY 4
A& A 42 (rank correlation coefficient) Rzl
71&8t A3t WHoez R the 43 Hol
Ria-Rel=
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N

ig?l(i—j)2
okl g B AE7E 594E 7Y, 4 G1D

o] R FEATEEH, 1-R*e A{E=7F (N-
2)el y-EE¥E 24 Hoz o (312)9 FAF
& AHE7F (N-2)¢] student t-2XE ZHA 2
=2

RyN-2
T;% (3.12)
Yoz, ¥2 AR} U4 U AR

| T | <ti—ep(N-2) Q1 S afeJsEalA
lolZa) Atk 7|4 t,_e,(N-2)E student t—
oA AHE7E (N-2)Y of 1-a/2895
ke gholth

1 rlo

2 Ae o

CEEDREEEEBREERE S AT

3l Spearman’s rank correlation coefficient
test Arle= th 3 2t

# 394 1952%E 1991 AHREFFARY
&9 ()s AEFS O, O #on FFARE 2
NEoz ARET ARE @l Bk @7
#9 (e £UEFF) e FEEY) dol €
@) gl sAggch 13, Gz g (13859.0)&
2 (3.11)¢] 27 ¥ BEaol Eshe gelnz 4
(3.11)¢] R=-0.3001, & (3.12)¢] T.=1.9393°]x
o4z a=0.05A ti—gee(38)=2.2058 |T.|
<tay(N-2) 9 278 vEsine SgAd g A
2rlde §943 ¢=0.059A APty & & 9

oh.

SPEARMAN'S COEFFICIENT TEST FOR INDEPEN-
DENCE

TABULATED TEST VALUE=2.025

COMPUTED TEST VALUE=1.939

SIGNIFICANCE LEVEL=.050 HYPOTHESIS OF IN-
DEPENDENCE CANNOT BE REJECTED

H 3. iz mX|EO| &|uis H Ao

Z=21() | 222 | =90() [=85a] () | =) | 252 | =R00) |29E" Zi)

@ @ ® @ ® ) @ ® @ ®
1 18874.6 32 2838.8 961.0 21 26431.3 37 13200.2 7456.0
2 16365.3 30 3855.7 17450 22 2838.8 1 132823 7897.0
3 175176 31 44204 25290 23 99975 13 13750.2 7997.0
4 13987.2 24 5310.1 29290 24 12210.2 17 13987.2 8046.0
5 223380 35 5883.8 3829.0 25 169222 29 14193.4 8062.0
6 128225 20 59713 4025.0 26 38667 2 14255.4 8638.0
7 274094 38 6083.1 4986.0 27 6819.1 9 148116 8962.0
8 24430.0 36 6586.9 5770.0 28 14193.4 25 165314 8971.0
9 13750.2 23 6819.1 5966.0 29 13200.2 21 15922.2 9035.0
10 10438.4 14 68245 5982.0 30 148116 27 16365.3 9044.0
1 132823 22 97121 6103.0 31 5971.3 6 175176 9669.0
12 127911 18 9863.6 6139.0 32 4420.4 3 18874 6 10510.0
13 113196 15 99975 6143.0 33 28836.3 39 19048.9 10546.0
14 19399.8 34 10438.4 6543.0 34 5883.8 5 19399.8 11387.0
15 19048.9 33 113195 6867.0 35 68245 10 223380 12012.0
16 5310.1 4 11809.2 7011.0 36 15531.4 28 24430.0 12076.0
17 97.121 1 12210.2 70470 37 9863.6 12 264313 12701.0
18 127911 18 127911 7047.0 38 6083.1 7 274094 13662.0
19 11809.2 16 127911 7056.0 39 32986.1 40 28836.3 13663.0
20 658b.6 8 128225 7200.0 40 142554 26 32986.1 138569.0
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3.1.4 Turning Point Test

g7 N Jele] & Yy, --YyollAl peak
9} troughs z+zh 4] (3.13)3 (3.14)%} o] &
olgtt.

Yo <Yi> Y (3.13)
Y o >Y<Yo (3.14)
gheF BRAEI} FAAMEL ZEThE, peaks)

troughe] F4 M& ztzh 4] (3.15)¢} (3.16) 9]

Fas 2L 2= AFREF Dok(Clarke,
1973).

E[M]=w (3.15)
Var(M) = 1829 (3.16)

agER 4 (317)e] AREARE HEHTE
27} =,

_ M-E[M]

Ue JVar(M)

(3.17)

°] B4, AR 5P U AR e
| Uc | <wi-a,Q1 B9 afro)FFollx wolgaizl

o},

(o#] 3.4] A=mAH AHNFegAF of
3+ Turning point test Aat= themt gl 9n
ZAFe] T2 5 4] (3.13)7 (3.14)E wE
3l peak$} trough9] F4= M=267)0]1, 4
(3.15), (3.16)°ll4 Me] Ha#=25.33, M| H3&
Hal=2.610l2 4] (3.17)dA4 U.=0.2560] =
th Wooee=1.9600128 | U | <u_e,% %A
& UEnE ztge EYPXHL afodseFaA v
ohzajict.

TURNING POINT TEST FOR INDEPENDENCE
TABULATED TEST VALUE=1960

COMPUTED TEST VALUE= 256

SIGNIFICANCE LEVEL=.050 HYPQOTHESIS OF IN-
DEPENDENCE CANNOT BE REJECTED

32 Y= 4%

¥ e g BRARI AFEES 24

F 294 HW 1996%F 104

& 2EG. AR%7E N Q9o HE Y, Yyel
299 YAEAFE O Hg olgd 7 F
2k,
N —
NI(Y-Y)
y=—7_ (3.18)

(N-1) (N-2)s,

9714 Y& Fdgoln, sy ZEHFoh ¥
22tz el #7F 83 & H-(N>150) 554
T Wato] 0, #4ko] 6/NQ ATEEE zHA =
t}(Snedecor®} Cochran, 1980). Z18jz g, §E
A=A F7F 4 (3.19) ¢t Eolo™ o &95F
oA Hri-Eetn & 4 9ok

[ \/ET /6 ]
“W-@pn /g Wi N

ghopel| FEALE F7b 2 A9ole Fort 9
83t dukz o2 Pearsond}t Hartley(1966) ¢|
Adst Fgh gioa(N)E AR o 7)4] g:-9,;
(N)& fFol&E o9 2125 N9 g2 # 49
2o 2BR |y | >giep(N)ojd HFEE
i3 AR 7zt

(3.19)

(Al 35] =mAHe AHYgrFA4ad of
AT AT AR e gey 2o QxEnx
H FrAae] BEe dFEA¢ y =0.79640] 1,
FoFE @=0.024 o g1-012,2(40)=0.8700]2
2 AEEd 3 ARIES wolEodn.
TABULATED TEST VALUE= 870

COMPUTED TEST VALUE=.796

SIGNIFICANCE LEVEL =.020

HYPOTHESIS OF NORMALITY CANNOT BE RE-
JECTED

3.2.2 Shapiro-Wilk #A

o] B2 Shapiro9t Wilk (1965)ol elafja] &
NE A oz AFEEARA Foin 2elA
Rom, 27w a7 50ET 2 9ot
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H 4. Quantile Pointsg, (N) for the Distribution of the Semple Skewness Coefficient(Pearson and

Hartley, 1966)

Sample Cumulative Sample Cumulative Sample Cumulative
size Probability (B ) size Probability (3) size Probability (8)
N 0.95 0.99 N 0.95 0.99 N 0.95 0.99
25 AN 1.061 200 280 403 900 134 190
30 662 .986 250 251 .360 950 130 185
35 621 923 300 .230 329 1000 127 180
40 587 870 350 213 305 1200 116 165
45 558 825 400 200 .286 1400 107 152
50 534 787 450 188 269 1600 100 142
60 492 723 500 179 255 1800 095 134
70 459 673 550 A71 243 2000 090 127
80 432 631 600 163 233 2500 .080 114
90 409 596 650 157 224 3000 073 104
100 .389 667 700 151 215 4000 064 090
125 .350 508 750 146 208 5000 057 081
150 321 464 800 142 202
175 298 430 850 138 196
* Negative values of the guantile points correspond to lower limits
AHE Phsat A AT $o Royston(1982)¢] 2k g5 A7 A BEgHez  FoXh(Royston,

7} 20009 AS7A ALeE & Y= B A.
g7 NI d99 #Azm X,,---Xye Shapiro—
Wilk 24 EA S 4 (3.15) 2ol Fejgrt,

W (3.20)

(Y-Y)?

M=z

i

1

7| YE BEAR XE 2 gHEH a7 &
o2 AREHAE do HIske cATA#
(order statistic)o]il atv A3E HHAFHEH
9)Al5>(best linear unbiased coefficient) o]t
(Shapiro®} Wilk, 1965), A4847} &3¢ A% k
=N/20]3L &30 ZAfolle k=(N-1)/20|ch
Monte Carlo® ¢}243-8 &} Royston(1982)&
2] (3.21) ¢l o A7t AFRELS BT

Z=(1-W") (3.21)

72

1982). ole} nparlAE 4 (3.22)9] Fo|R WS
T ATEEE zZHA ok

-7
g,

(3.22)

71N 79} 0. A2 85 29 BF 2 EEY
zpoltt, a#n®, FEAEZREH Wrt Fojxd
24 (3.21)3 (3.22)8 )43t Shapiro-Wilk2)
W A% fords 78 & dvh AddE U
#ol & Aol (Ex AdE fFFE aghel 0.01
T 0.05 B} 22 Ae) A FEAES A
B¥ele ARMde 717k

(A 3.6] Qd=m=|He) AHWEFHFARA o)
3t Shapiro Wilk test Axt= o3 Zr}. 4
(321)& &% AmuAH F5aae W=0.
938, A=0.131, Z =0.628, ¢,=0.038¢)m8 U=
1.7540]c}, FE FoYFFozm #AEW 0.
0397¢] St}

o

EEUKRIFS LS



SHAPIRO-WILK TEST FOR NORMALITY
W TEST STATISTIC=.938

STANDARD NORMAL DEVIATE=1754
SIGNIFICANCE LEVEL=_397E-01

ageg, Jdrwxd e8] 93k Shapiro
Wik AUy A& 43 FofE ¢=0.014 o
- AExdan & ¢ AR, a=0.0544& A
TEES A AR 714En.

3.2.3 Probability Plot Correlation Coeffi-
cient Test

Probability  plot  correlation  coefficient
(PPCC) ZAAE-e Filliben(1975)9 &) &
Atslo] Filliben ZHAWdolztne E&w g
3 BeSUAE A BEARS FFEEA}
g ggsled $& wiez Feid Urh(Vogel,
1986). £ ATEE o= dytHez 2749
WANSE 2E REYIE Hgol shsdt
(Vogel, 1986).

AEF7E NI AEE Yy, Yy, oo A-83te
SHBARE X Xy old 31 FRAFEER
HE Z2Ygk(median)& M, 1 32l FEAE
Y 7} BHEREE 7HY, X9 ME a9l ®
AlBtEe W Ao oz vehdA ol olufd
2 (3.23)c2 HoHe HBANEATA T (prod-
uct moment correlation coefficient) 7} X2} M,

Atole] HaAel AES yehyA frk.

(X-X) (M-M))
p =7 5 (3.23)
/i } (XX 2 (M-M)?

M=

0

M=z

4] (3.23)14 Me o5 4 (3.24)9 o3 +
3 =]

M=0 '(m) (3.24)
m;(uniform order statistic median)+ t}-g 2]

BEEELS

B29% FsH 19964 108

m;=1-(0.5)"" i=1

(1-0.3175)
(N+0.365)

(0.5)"N 1=N

1=2,--N-1 (3.25)

714 @' BEEATFIIEFY oot
PPCCHAW e HAR7Md Hilp.=1, WigrbAd
Hiip<12 %% 7P (one-side
hypothesis test)& A}&-3it}. asjuz FEAE
7V AvEXds JMde 4 (3.26)9 2AE WHE
g o AgEH o9 vl Afdle AtEEst
ohztil & & Urh.

p.>r1, (N) (3.26)

o714 r, (N) & =g+7F N9l 45 PPCCH

HEAZFE Jehlls oz Hgtog Folx4 &
t}(Filliben, 1975; Vogel, 1986 #=).

(oAl 3.7] Qd=mAHe] AHNE5FRIF of
gt PPCC test HA¥= o3 Zr. 4 (3.25),
(3.24) A4 AdE me me # 59 Zo}h dx
A E4Ata gk X =13772.98(A 3.1
Hz)oli m; gFe WFF M =0.00122, 4 (3.
23) 0 2RE AME 0.=09718°]t}. H7|A p.
=0.9718<ry 5(40) =0.972 olu = AFE X of
g 7Mde J1Zbdch gy veke] fo8EE @
=0.01 2 3}9¥, ry.a(40)=0.958 o]7] W& o,
>T005(40) ©] Ho] FFE ¥l i AFIIHELE
wholgof 7t

FILLIBEN TEST OF NORMALITY

TABULATED TEST VALUE=.97200

COMPUTED TEST VALUE=.97198

SIGNIFICANCE LEVEL =.05000

THE HYPOTHESIS OF NORMALITY IS REJECTED

3.3 Hgte HE (Goodness of Fit Test)

AYE ARe dAGRREE oA AU
MERES S FERES} dvpt T YAsH
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B 5. PPCCHELUY ALl

No.| m; M. No. m; M
1 017 -2.116 21 512 031
2 042 -1.732 22 537 093
3 .066 -1.503 23 562 156
4 091 -1.333 24 587 219
5 116 -1.195 25 611 283
6 141 -1.077 26 636 .348
7 166 -972 27 661 415
8 190 -877 28 686 484
9 215 -.789 29 71 555
10| 240 -.706 30 735 629
1M1 265 -629 31 .760 706
12| .289 —5565 32 785 .789
13| 314 -484 33 810 877
14| 339 -415 34 834 972
15 | .364 —-.348 35 859 | 1.077
16| .389 —-.283 36 884 | 1.195
17| 413 -219 37 909 | 1.333
18| 438 —.156 38 934 | 1503
19| 463 -.093 39 958 | 1.732
20| 488 -031 40 983 | 2.116
e Bk pEoz w4 Wy B4
el Sl olFelder. mqH el ol

] L =449
Qo #8Az, 48 T Wi
us IR ws_s}gxw |

1"—114 E’—“VQ il il
2, Bt A wyog FAA
AR5 QL

B AME BAZQ HgE HA PHoR ¥
o] AMg-BhE
Cramer von Misestol] thafjo Adslz1z 3

.

299, Kolmogorov— Smirnovi# ',

3.3.1 =724

-ATE AR P de Abgshe AYE 3
Ay Zo] shig, i zkad] s At
A% ggUrdeel AU A8 23
g A7E o)4d WwsHe Tt A=
#A¥A UL, E vastks AN

rle] AME 90, 008 e BERE

74

o #BUEFSE 1(y, §), FIHEERFE F(,
0)et shat. y-HYE ARAAE okels 2ok

o 7+
B=

AAGETTE p oA pabAS] BE
m7ie] AFTIeR L}—‘\EE}(EDFI). dejel A

17 ji(j=1,, m)ol Borks Hdi¥les N,
& Agit
alolo] AFTZ joll Eobe 7Rt ET (ex-
pected number=pN)& A4ttt
A&E7Hm-r-1)eli y—E¥XE 2= #ZA5A
A

rlr

% CE ohe 4 (3.27)E o83ty Attt
(NpN)?
jgl N (3.27)

o BEAR thatel Cox,_ , (mr-1S! =
A BESE f95E ool o) AT B8
St g ERARG) FETE T 5 Atk

(o4l 3.8] Jd=wAdel AHAEFFZAR o
3 xi-test Adte= O 2ok

AEEst AEuAd Fpatae A¥snn
713t RRERE olgdty wAbTE F43}
W e 2o (H$Ee o= FUE
AAFE 717D,
PARAMETERS OF THE NORMAL DISTRIBUTION
(UNBIASED MOMENT AND MAX. LIKELIHOOD
ESTIMATES)
LOCATION PARAMETER= 13772.98000(MEAN)
SCALE PARAMETER=7205.89700(STD DEV.)

A7\ A AT FAA) Y 4 (29)E )%
sl N.=1+43.322 log,(40)=6.32 o|=& 67
Trer A, wEkA p=p.= =ps=0.
16670]1L ol W& FFyt FHE AFAERSF
2 sldige ¥ 63 2ol A (3.27)& °]&3to
A" AREAZE C=2.300|32 2A{FE7} 3(=
6-2-1), §2l4% ¢=0.059 Wl ' ., (3)=
7818t Aoz FRAF AHAFEE i #A

BEKRIFEEIE



H 6. y-AHIYYHS Aldb

L =71 j2] [ FzHolMel | F2hoiALe]
S cor | seizt | mExEs | TRt
W (N) (p; N)
1 1667 6802.26 8 6.7
2 3333 | 10672.34 6 6.7
3 5000 | 13772.98 9 6.7
4 6667 | 16873.62 7 6.7
5 8333 | 20743.70 4 6.7
6 1.0000 o] 6 6,7

COMPUTED TEST VALUE=2.300

CHI-SQUARE TABLE VALUE=7.810
SIGNIFICANCE LEVEL =.050

HYPOTHESIS OF GOOD FIT CANNOT BE RE-
JECTED

3.3.2 Kolmogorov-Smirnov A
Kolmogorov-Smirnov ZAHH-& orol A Aw
AR gl §EUEEE il b
Eapo] sl FRsE Wyl
He AYF FrHEEES Fo(y) ¢ 713
3 P R ESS F(y;6) Atele] #oizto|ghel] o
12 A4S oz ARGEAZS U

po

Hr

D=Max | F.(y)-F(y:8) | (3.28)

714 HEH FrHEESTE Fike TAIEA
o2& i/No| AHgEdoy HAAlzE i/(N+1)e]
o] xogx]lm Ack(Yevjevich, 1972a). Kol-
mogorov—Smirnov ARWHE E3F MRS
FoFE aollH D<di-2,(N) & 5314 Wols
oAt A71A di-a(N)& KolmogorovSmir-
novEAZe R ¥ 73 g}

&3k Kolmogorov—Smirnov ZAAYHE &+ F
o] FEAREY 5 FERYE ZeA oF
Hobsls dHox AMS-E 5 k. o] A9 AA
A Tt o] Foltt(Benjamin} Cor-
nell, 1970).

H20% FSW 1996F 10H

D'=Max | Fa(x)-Fau(y) | (3.29)

714 Fa(x)9 Foly)e A& 47b 242 N2
Nl & F&xg9 APY FrHEEF o, x
o}y Zt7te] 3ExEE A4S gFH 2l
2 ANAHEE zAEgkelvh

2] (3.29)9) AREAFE ol g3t FYTE @
NA D'<di-ap(N”Q AS 5 HEAREE TYT
FEEXYE At @ & Uk 74 N'=N
1N2/(N1+N2)§- 7§9]QU% dlv..a/z(N')'% )\H%ﬂ] 781
o" g4 N9 98 ZAs= Kolmogorov—
Smirnov EA Fe|th

(dlA]l 3.9] JA=mAge] AHREFZEAEY A
TFEY oo i3t Kolmogorov-Smirnov 7%
A v&3 goh

A=W FFAEE AFEEe /1R es d =
AHE vy HSE Y E4=13772.98, TR0
NHAE =7205.897( A 3.8%=F)o|ct. F 89 =
o2 AMAEE SFAae} 747 T5AkR
A& =AFY i/(N+1D)& o]83 FF4 rrHe
¥, #39 g ol gt 73 A Ut
B2, o] 7 gtel zto] DE JERHUTH HollA B
= Hhe} o] Hujztolgte 0107598 & + U
t}. wEhd KoladE a=0.0591A di_a,(N)=0.
2100122 D<di052(40) 9 =AE W&l
AEESGE AFIHES WolEoizlY.

Ir

KOLMOGOROV-SMIRNOV ~ GOODNESS OF FIT
TEST

TABULATED TEST VALUE=.210

COMPUTED TEST VALUE=.1075

SIGNIFICANCE LEVEL =050

HYPOTHESIS OF GOOD FIT CANNOT BE RE-
JECTED

[4A] 3.10] Sl=mxde] AARFFARE ¥ |
oA e vhe ol AR AZVRE Aelsh
1918-1940dx 1952-1991d 2709 =pg7]|7te
2 #£5of Atk o F sIze] BRIt FAH £



H 7. Quantile Points dﬁ(N) for the Kolmogorov—Smirnov Test(Miler, 1956).

Sas:rzwzle Cumulative Probability (8) Se;rizzle Cumulative Probability (3)
N 0.80 0.90 0.95 0.89 N 0.80 0.90 0.95 0.99
1 900 950 975 995 21 226 259 287 344
2 6.84 776 842 929 22 221 252 281 337
3 5656 636 .708 829 23 216 247 275 330
4 492 b65 624 734 24 212 242 269 323
5 447 b09 b63 669 25 208 238 264 317
6 410 468 b19 617 26 204 233 259 311
7 381 - 436 483 576 27 200 229 254 305
8 368 410 454 b42 28 197 225 250 .300
9 339 387 430 513 29 193 221 246 295
10 323 .369 409 489 30 190 218 242 290
11 308 362 391 468 31 187 214 238 285
12 296 338 375 449 32 184 211 234 281
13 285 326 361 432 33 182 208 231 277
14 275 314 349 418 34 179 205 227 273
15 .266 304 338 404 35 77 202 224 269
16 258 295 327 392 36 174 J199 221 265
17 250 286 318 391 37 172 196 218 222
18 244 279 309 371 38 170 194 215 258
19 237 271 301 361 39 168 191 213 .25b
20 232 265 294 362 40 165 189 210 252
large N large N
A 0.0256 0.05256 | 0.11282 | 0.28464 A 0.00256 | 0.06266 | 0.11282 | 0.28464
B 8
_ /In[1/(1-8)]1 0.16693 o
dy (N) =,/ 5 AN
H 8. Kolmogorov-Smirnov g &uHq o] H Ak
N =zt LA M= D N PP PE RS HEtEl D
© | BTF | wiem | womE O | BTF | wopeEm | woem
1 28388 0646 0244 0402 | 21 13200.2 4686 5122 0439
2 38565.7 0844 0488 0356 22 132823 4729 5366 0637
3 4420 4° 0972 0732 0240 23 13750.2 4987 6610 0622
4 5310.1 1201 0976 0225 24 13987.2 5119 5864 0735
5 5883.8 1368 1220 0148 25 141934 5233 6098 3865
6 59713 1395 1463 0069 26 14255 4 5267 6341 1075
7 6083.1 1429 1707 0278 27 148116 b573 6585 1012
8 65859 1593 1951 0368 28 156314 5964 6829 0865
9 6819.1 1673 2195 0522 29 159222 6172 7073 0901
10 68245 1975 2439 0764 30 16365.3 6405 7317 0912
1 97121 2865 2683 0182 31 175176 6984 7561 0677
12 9863.6 2937 2927 0010 32 188746 .7605 7805 .0200
13 99975 3002 3171 0169 33 19048 9 7680 .8049 0369
14 104384 3218 3415 0197 34 193998 7826 8293 0467
15 11319.5 3667 3659 0009 35 22338.0 8827 .8b37 0290
16 11809.2 3926 3902 0024 36 244300 9304 8780 0524
17 12210.2 4142 4146 0005 37 264313 9605 9024 0581
18 127911 4458 4390 0068 38 274094 .9708 9268 0440
19 127911 4458 4634 0176 39 28836.3 9817 9512 0305
20 128225 i 4475 4878 0403 40 32986.1 19962 9756 .0206
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¥32 zr+=A Kolmogorov-Smirnov A&
ol g%t Aze thgd BT 2709 AEHE T4
FA /(N+1D) & AHE3te 8 HEF F7HEE
e I8 18 2o o] FUHA] A kR R
FAMe Ho Aolgk D'=0.1829d& &
k. 2708 Ag|7)7F N,=23, N,=400]28 N°
=140]t}. Fo|=F a=0.059142] d;-«¢,/2(N")
=0.3490|t}. wepd D'<di-e,p(N)E& HEH3t=
2 2709 R77Ite] e BXFE Feve H
B e foeE a=0.0594 wWolEodXg

g % 9k

KOLMOGOROV-SMIRNOV TEST FOR TWO SAM-
PLES

TABULATED TEST VALUE=.349

COMPUTED TEST VALUE=,1829

SIGNIFICANCE LEVEL=.050 HYPOTHESIS OF THE
SAME DISTRIBUTION CANNOT BE REJECTED

3.3.3 Cramer von Mises Test

o] ARYHE Kolmogorov—Smirnov 7 =
3 ol RlAR SRRSOl dstd ARshs
Holch. Qols) HERZ Y, Yoo FAREH
7} F(y; Q)E}_Ti ¥ u] Cramer von Mises #

REAFE ohew gol Folxlch(Thompson,
1966).

1 Ly 21172
W=+ B[Fe) -5 (3.30)

FF aodlX] W>w,_o(N)E 953t 43 &
GEEX Yol 2R dtod stk & ¢
ATt 71 w,_o(N)& Cramer von Mises &
ALz ast N9 o, a7t N>20/
Ja ol AL o] Fr2 F 99} 2ot

[ 3.11] A=aAH AHAETFARI} 7F

B¥217} Cramer von Mises AARHHSG o]4-3}

o eropa},

$F20% H5H 19965 108

B 1918-1940
0.8 ]l — 1952-199
L;_O'G 1
L T A
(&)
0.4 1
024  Jo
0.0 by SR T T
0 10000 20000
FLOOD

18l 1. Kolmogorov-Smirnovgd Atgol|Me] AEHA

Lot

H 9. Quantile Points w, for the Cramer—von Mises
Test(Stephens and Maag, 1969).

Sample size Cumulative Probability (8)

N 0.90 424 650
2 343 423 622
3 337 435 653
4 341 441 671
5 343 451 698
8 346 454 707
10 347 459 724
20 349 451 743
o0 347

= FFAEE e /HEsEs 0 &
A8 7T E HAuA G =13772.98, o)
N4 =7205.897(4A] 3.8%=)o|t}. ¥ 109
THETEH ol dgdte FUHEE, 21 4
(3.30) & ©]83F Cramer von MisesZd A EA 2]
e VeRATh AR gre] Woll sjgsle, 1
&2 W=0.110959]t}. Hol4E a=0.059419]
Wi_0.0s(40) =0.4610]1282 W>w,_o(N)¢ Z4&
wEslng e ¥ets ARV AY@d.

CRAMER-VON MISES GOODNESS OF FIT TEST
TABULATED TEST VALUE= 461

COMPUTED TEST VALUE=.11095

SIGNIFICANCE LEVEL =.050

HYPOTHESIS OF GOOD FIT CANNOT BE RE-
JECTED
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H 10. Cramer von MisesZ A9 A Ak

No. R et FIIRE pYY No. a2 THER W

1 28388 064584 .00480 21 13200.2 468322 02294
2 38557 .084369 00699 22 13282.3 472855 02712
3 44204 097160 .00819 23 13750.2 498739 03119
4 5310.1 120110 .00926 24 13987.2 511859 03691
5 5883.8 136797 00985 25 141934 523263 04487
6 5971.3 139475 .00985 26 14255 4 526689 05715
7 6083.1 142949 01023 27 148116 bb7303 06822
8 6585.9 159288 .01103 28 155314 596395 07652
9 6819.1 167266 101308 29 169222 617247 .08b59
10 68245 167454 01798 30 16365.3 .640483 .09500
11 97121 286530 .01856 31 175176 698350 09912
12 9863.6 293728 01860 32 188746 760521 .09985
13 99975 300159 .01875 33 19048.9 767967 10183
14 10438.4 321769 {01900 34 19399.8 782559 10485
15 113195 366747 01902 35 22338.0 882704 .10526
16 11809.2 392610 01904 36 24430.0 930421 10710
17 12210.2 414153 01905 37 264313 960512 10940
18 127911 445808 01911 38 274094 970781 111051
19 127911 445808 01939 39 28836.3 981710 .11088
20 128225 447531 02099 40 32986.1 996165 11095
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