X2k @RE SHEETE 5 A Y felE 29

Simulation of Daily Reservoir Inflow using
Objective Function Based on Storage Error

X R 73
Noh, Jae Kyoung
Abstract

The objective function of reservoir storage error was suggested to simulate daily reservoir
inflow. DAWAST rainfall-runoff model was adopted, and it was coupled with daily
reservoir storage balance model to use objective function of reservoir storage error. Using
Visual Basic 6.0, coupled model was configurated with calibration module, verification
module, and validation module. The Sayeon dam with 124.5km® of watershed area was
selected, and 5 parameters of DAWAST model, UMAX, LMAX, FC, CP, CE were
calibrated. Daily reservoir inflow was simulated with calibrated parameters and reservoir
storage was simulated on a daily basis. The simulated results were compared with the
monthly results by Gajiyama equation and ten-day results by Tank rainfall-runoff model
through equal value lines and hydrographs. DAWAST model showed the best results
compared with Gajlyama equation and Tank model. Especially, DAWAST model showed a
good agreement in dry periods. New concept using objective function of storage error was
believed to be satisfactory and to be applied in estimating reservoir inflow.
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Fig. 1. Configuration of DAWAST model
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Fig. 2. Flow diagram of DAWAST model
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Table 1. Parameters of DAWAST model

Classifi- | Name of

) Description Unit
cation |parameter

UMAX maximum unsaturated soll water storage mm
LMAX |- maximum of saturated soll water storage | mm

b:’;fge FC feld iy mm
CP coefficient of deep percolation -
CE coefficient of watershed evapotranspiration
Ui daily distribution ratio of direct runoff

routing k1 recession constant in unsaturated soil
k2 recession constant in saturated soil
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Fig. 3. Calibration module of reservoir inflow model
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Fig. 4. Verification module of reservoir inflow model
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Table 2. Monthly comparison among three model’s results

TIFET A A2 A43 2000 74

-®

L X
var | oy 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 &8 9 10 1 12 A A
P 26 191 685 650 903 151 1103 999 455 416 72 02 6983
o 89 140 142 154 69 210 1177 138 2581 201 136 63 5105 731
1981 SQd 65 56 62 60 62 63 933 lod 2488 162 27 11 413 632
5Qg 92 115 113 365 109 652 B39 500 210 181 172 102 5711 818
s& 84 84 81 111 78 319 3B 534 2379 641 394 104 5047 82
P 168 304 556 708 580 153 1608 3600 503 131 893 77 9280
o0Q 66 71 144 206 74 60 218 1683 154 72 118 106 278 21
1982 sQd 73 58 63 139 89 60 71 2128 194 68 119 &l 3140 338
S0z 96 133 203 367 175 70 805 2509 273 164 M9 104 5247 565
sQt 81 81 147 192 79 75 /B 2528 606 240 213 267 817 522
P 293 474 1017 1655 722 1479 2313 2844 2852 827 39 58 14571
0Q 64 86 283 836 200 1536 440 3193 750 103 67 7903 543
1983 sQd 69 69 179 1062 508 550 1653 1725 1907 514 14 62 801 583
SQu 120 176 416 840 28 452 1364 1823 1891 31§ 103 103 7812 536
SQt 133 152 268 718 496 303 971 1672 2442 917 22 86 8700 507
P 00 126 78 1484 792 2183 3066 2672 2607 135 524 166 14132
oQ 66 61 62 284 219 783 1787 1571 2657 128 14 75 T80 552
1984 SQd 62 58 62 242 433 1456 241 107 2236 169 68 62 8507 608
SQz 77 92 104 715 29 1289 202 1672 1675 164 192 111 8354 591
sQt 84 83 81 388 347 896 2060 1727 2550 316 265 146 8933 632
P 08 509 1061 1705 1494 2503 1849 2741 3248 2460 403 148 18218
o0 62 82 421 780 508 1235 1900 1689 2226 254 130 70 11357 623
1985 sQd 62 69 581 1341 83 1195 1470 413 2192 1635 27 95 1173 613
S0z 82 218 442 877 663 1376 988 1733 246 MBS 156 109 10378 570
st 87 155 437 948 853 952 1544 1777 2541 20i4 412 230 12050 66.1
P 23 234 592 549 846 3747 1572 1242 1227 464 110 501 11106
0Q 62 68 253 110 121 2135 I35 207 444 245 69 119 5168 465
1986 SQd 62 56 92 64 89 2129 1215 1 637 20 103 110 5218 470
Qg 82 110 215 290 206 2495 778 52 653 208 106 184 5880 529
sat 101 102 175 132 189 1706 1159 674 8.7 515 186 228 6044 544
P 587 455 651 B46 933 1955 M76 4513 264 437 514 02 14594
0 185 247 31 162 ®5 1266 2401 245 1478 95 150 72 957 630
1987 sQd 20 241 3/2 312 635 1490 2351 2840 798 62 78 62 950 643
SQz 214 170 238 5 250 771 295 3%6 197 200 29 102 8488 578
sat 778 242 213 250 329 72 1950 38 784 220 352 147 %85 61.8
P 23 95 751 830 %42 1627 3878 1700 1028 61 01 83 11228
0 78 76 240 188 180 310 261 M43 498 88 60 62 5484 4838
1988 sad 62 58 117 251 424 670 2199 %8 &4 105 60 62 6159 549
SQg 110 85 261 38 255 519 268 &3 533 166 102 104 6163 549
SQt 96 93 22 309 37 333 274 136 %8 219 95 93 6505 579
P 1208 1279 1330 374 343 1834 353 1941 2557 136 789 501 16035
0Q 710 537 1135 130 84 440 2411 2019 3347 168 IO 75 10984 685
1989 SQd 569 653 1029 617 98 562 2427 125 1870 124 282 243 900 599
Qg 588 576 609 233 117 676 2559 1060 1633 164 298 184 898 542
st 42 626 994 320 104 413 1990 140 2205 367 471 255 9717 606
P 711 1199 639 1394 1012 3038 298 %2 1529 163 437 20 12961
oQ 64 814 304 1112 483 2153 2650 294 491 142 101 72 8680 670
1990 sQd 62 474 536 1355 493 2044 1912 243 631 164 M5 115 8223 634
Qg 16 525 233 653 B4 1847 1352 385 87 167 165 102 6767 522
e 181 477 419 613 53 427 1678 583 &1 382 28 109 7561 583
P 587 418 921 1274 861 130 4602 7016 1801 01 123 782 19744
oQ 78 07 453 642 196 696 1587 10124 1104 313 95 165 15550 788
1991 SQd 11 149 469 1242 316 971 2001 643 1429 147 60 72 14310 725
Qe 214 160 %4 573 213 370 M50 5786 1070 165 107 205 12765 647
SQt 137 212 M2 624 30 529 273 5143 293 460 124 A6 1313 664
P 287 03 1046 1671 977 279 1192 2782 2129 195 334 40 11535
Q 97 118 386 &8 203 69 195 121 794 254 137 134 4585 298
1992 sod 75 78 272 1216 464 197 424 1790 1438 238 108 141 6442 58
50z 19 133 433 778 24 68 520 1769 102 171 139 166 5871 509
sat 298 165 359 743 555 114 323 1572 1479 557 7 210 6722 583
P 470 743 611 267 1074 2152 2166 5170 464 635 688 250 14690
o 168 359 285 80 408 299 562 24 127 127 8l 10798 35
1993 SQd 184 240 462 235 642 MI3 1661 436 375 121 30 404 10453 72
5Qz 174 Z7 22 201 389 1010 1242 34 253 253 53 123 8392 571
sat %7 206 310 106 325 552 1126 4322 594 318 506 311 %33 615
P 319 204 318 785 1590 1573 1578 781 316 1971 349 B0 9955
0Q 70 102 100 193 663 37 351 255 75 U6 12 67 2680 269
1994 sQd 82 102 94 140 &3 87 893 707 72 89 %3 Ul 4788 481
SQz 136 121 136 402 792 480 783 294 215 1083 142 104 4687 471
SQt 128 135 131 220 517 472 667 741 253 1065 458 187 4974 500
P 296 191 685 650 903 1151 1103 99 455 476 72 02 6983
oQ 69 73 198 197 121 373 %2 166 146 84 60 62 1910 274
1995 sqd 64 56 126 71 62 382 351 119 303 201 70 62 1866 %7
SQg 11 99 252 38 /5 25 466 406 250 21 104 102 210 402
sat 98 96 192 138 242 35 265 256 31 322 107 87 259 352
P M2 460 729 983 91 1766 264 264 1429 571 361 207 12808
0Q 99 195 316 397 264 760 1537 1924 1205 351 125 86 7350 574
»e SQd 122 161 300 555 389 841 183 1722 1151 326 M9 119 7489 585
SQz 156 199 284 491 299 B21 1493 1782 1031 U0 173 133 7201 562
sQt 166 00 203 387 36 632 140 1850 1422 577 295 184 713 602
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Fig. 13. Monthly comparison of DAWAST model's and
Gajiyama's results
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Fig. 14. Ten-day comparison of DAWAST model’s and
tank model’s results
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