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Abstract

The historical floods always have some errors in terms of the magnitude and the return period due to
many complex factors. Analyzing these uncertainty effects can improve the quality of design flood esti-
mation. The P-III/CF and P-III/LM frequency analysis models in which P-III distribution couples with
Curve-Fitting (CF) and L-Moment (LM) parameter estimation methods are used to evaluate the uncer-
tainty of historical floods in the Danjiangkou Reservoir. The results show that the historical flood mag-
nitude errors have more significant influence on design floods than the return period errors. The effects
of historical flood on design floods estimated by P-11I/CF model are larger than those by P-1II/LM model.

Keywords

Historical Flood, Uncertainty, Magnitude Error, Return Period Error, Frequency Analysis Model

FHT QKB Sk T AR 0S5 R SR A0 B0

o3& ALY, NFERV

SRR K B K i AR R [ R s, Wit K
2K B 2 A R AL A BT L, WL I

Email: yaohul1103@foxmail.com

TEH A $IRE(1990-), %, ZHUBMAN, BULBIFA, BEFTS Ko Hrit &

YESIH: B, AL, XEE. PHLOUKEE P s KN e MR R R ). K BIRBEAL, 2016, 5(3): 255-261.
http://dx.doi.org/10.12677/jwrr.2016.53032



http://www.hanspub.org/journal/jwrr
http://dx.doi.org/10.12677/jwrr.2016.53032
http://dx.doi.org/10.12677/jwrr.2016.53032
http://www.hanspub.org
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

PRI UK Py Sk AN 58 P BT E BCR Fs2ma it 72

Weks . 20164F5 120 FHER: 20164F5H31H: & A HM: 20164F6 H3H

B OE

HEBAHFERE, FrEiER A REKAERFZANEII AR ESFE—ERRE . FFFXFARH & T8t
BRm, MRERHREFREFEENE L. DFHLOKENZH, 25 FHELE(CFMERISER(LM)
THP-ME S AASH, BT P-11I/CF, P-II/LMPBEM KRR SPERIER K, BRI T P st A
EMXF B RBENEH. SREWH: FHRKEFHRENENIRZEF T RENE — YW, BEFEE
SHE RN EH L ETRIREEES/E. P-II/CFERE R E X TP-II/LMEE,
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1. 53|

BT R SCR AR AE 5 P BERHOACRYE S DA OC,  OKBERIAEAR RPN 1], 28
TSP GERMEAE A IR, AN RE 2SS S K AR Bt K IR . 25 F8 D SE K A et BRR TS e A k7K
BRI &, AT A IRATPEASK AT SRS Bl TH AR fh R ANE, A B TR mi vk TH SRS EE[2]-[6] -

B RER D1 LB S R 9 AT R B, SR ARSCE M TRRIA ]2 BB T, E WA
WA T — RHN BT FUSCR7]-[11]. SEERWIAE SR IR T b 25 18 7 SR O, XA slipe R 22, (o
ARG T PR B O AR E IO ROR A2 W (1 [12]-[14]

Pist oK B R AR A, FEE Seifi gy, b, RS RS B B AN E . X0 SRR AR
HRF ORI 7K e et 7 AR PR R 7 R i KA i ) A0 B0 55 77 TR L A VR 2 AN T S AR 72, TER o 1 SR A S A
AN I, HAAAEE AT ENEARZ . I, BTTT 00 St K AN 52 X 305 o S BOR RS2, X4
BT R A A

2. FHIOKERS

FHT K B S B A R U 7 R 7K BRI R (0 S B KRR A T, 2 /K AL R 28 TR IR /K IR TR
FHT CUK PER IS AR 9.52 73 km?, 2915 LT S /KEIAR 1) 60%, Z4F- T k/K B4 363 12 m®,

DLW RN O, WEKZE LK, R FEREK, Pkt mER, FIEMNITH R KUK
MRFIC s R ZZR Y B MR 2, 5 TR KR T SRR Bl f p 4 7 KR = Sk BR
HEUTFR T RMBER AR, JeAR BT DL G I B AR DI RO /K o AT F K BRI V7K R 1 7 S 1 2 k7K
A1 1929~2014(3% 86 4F) gzt i R 4% kl, Horh 1935 EMURF REALEE ., [ s AHtiE 2451k 1583 £, 1867
FE. 1852 4. 1832 4F. 1693 FAI1 1921 4F, AN IHEHUEN N 432 4E.

KA P-NI/CF, P-IN/LMGEFE P-111 2684504, 43 53l >R FH 3 28372 (CF) AR A A (L M)A 11250 P Bk 7K i e
SITRRAL, TR B8 s KA i P BT R R o SR K R B A I NS (] B [ L £ g s
HEK, BT K R R R R . A SO Sk K B iR 2 e EBUMR E W AN T T, B SRR T s koK
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SRR K . PRAGE[L2]BF AL T D0 SR K B RAS THRZE R G S EAR T K PR, AR EIR: S sk
ZE10%0, THE—BEIHHE R ZE DN 5.8%F-5.2%; 4/ Lt /K iR 2 N+200%I}, BeiHE iR 225 5l
28.29%F1-19.5% . [Jj S0 4L /K AE 15 22 X B T /KB 34 U 22 I sE i LU L 2 5, R ALV & IR IR 2 2 TR 22,
FOAGE IR BETHE RIS 7 22 . RO I, RIS sk Ak /KB 1% 22 =i 18 £50%, LT — I8 Mt /K B THE 138 5 238
BUNF S RS T HE I T %

3R P-NICF, P-N/LM WAL AR AT AR, TF 525 18 17 skt AKCAS [ St i 22 6 e v i SR TR 52
SER A LA 2, 1 SRR GR 2 AR i 265 L.

B 1 FIEE 2 AT, B DD SRR EHRZE K, Gt SRR K E R 2 K. DK E iR
ZESH TR R AR, FEMIRI R 22 20T, BB B KB R B 2, P-1/LM A8
SEVTE R, 47 S8R AR R 22 5 509K, FAF — 38, T-4F — 18R T 4 — B BT KB R 2 205N 8.4%,
11.4%701 13.6%.

EAHFE B RZ %A T, R P-IICF AT IME, Cv. Cs BIMEIIRTH P-II/LM &AL, iR
N-50%HF, P-NI/CF A58, Cv Al Cs (1 4> 51 14,929 m/s, 0.53 A1 1.07; 1 P-111/LM #5754 1)
L5 500N 14,847 mfs, 0.50 1 0.32; KA P-II/CF BEALH 545 H A K BHER 22 AR T P-NI/LM AL,
WP EGR7E N 50%0, P-1I/CF BB THE I T — I8 BT HME R 228 61.2%, 17 P-1/LM B8+ B0 5 A —
B THEIRZE N 13.6%.

Table 1. Effect of flood magnitude errors on parameters and design floods estimated by P-111/CF model
% 1. [AEHKERIRERT P-III/CF 2GS H R IHER S

Gl 54 0.01% 0.10% 1%
R IRE (%)
Ex Cv Cs Cs/Cv WiHE RZE (%) BE R ZE (%) BE RZE (%)

50% 16,009 082  2.23 2.7 130,271 61.2 97,401 52.6 64,810 39.7
20% 15817 070  1.77 25 101,135 25.1 77,879 220 54,397 17.3
10% 15753 065 163 25 91,306 13.0 71,123 11.5 50,600 9.1

0% 15,688 059  1.48 25 80,818 — 63,812 — 46,379 —
-10% 15,623 057 124 2.2 73,499 -9.1 58,979 -7.6 43,880 -5.4
—20% 15523 055 115 2.1 69,261 -14.3 56,005 -12.2 42,135 -9.2
-50% 14929 053  1.07 2.0 63,324 -21.6 51,569 -19.2 39,200 -15.5

Table 2. Effect of flood magnitude errors on parameters and design floods estimated by P-111/LM model
72 2. Sk BRIREXRT P-N/LM #EEE S K& HER ST

it 25 0.01% 0.10% 1%
FEURIRE (%)
E v Cs @it W) Wi 15 (0%) Wik 152 (%)

50% 15,832 0.58 1.08 72,824 13.6 58,948 11.4 44,359 8.4
20% 15,682 0.57 0.94 67,548 54 55,306 45 42,285 3.3
10% 15,632 0.56 0.89 65,819 2.7 54,110 2.2 41,601 1.7

0% 15,582 0.56 0.84 64,116 — 52,930 — 40,924 —
-10% 15,532 0.55 0.78 62,394 2.7 51,735 2.3 40,237 =17
—20% 15,443 0.54 0.69 59,550 -7.1 49,755 -6 39,091 -4.5
-50% 14,847 0.50 0.32 47,672 -25.6 41,225 -22.1 33,857 -17.3
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Figure 1. Effect of historical flood magnitude errors on design floods
E 1. EHEKAEERRIREINZ A RAFM

FE P 1 B St K B R 2 5 T R SR A e s LU B AT 0, SR P-1HI/CF A P-1HI/LM AR RS 1 S A e i il R,
TR ZE IR AE AR 2R ) L R DA R, AR S R VE Y 2 AN K.

4. FhSERKEIAIRE X R ARV

J3 sE K Bk 2 R B 25 00E PR, LR R E U B e IR R, TTREAFAEAR S R IR 2, T etk E
PR 22 B 2 BT K R A

Hirsch [415%F J7 52t /K (0 S U RORA E 30T T 15518, JF0 0 T IER BRI “ Do s oK LS T O A m e
Y3 LK R A DRI ] 7 fir S8R R 72 o X — RIRAE B KIRZ A T2 B, A AT RS AR A T Bk
THE P A i 25 o $RKIR[12)32 -SR-S 58 o b id, WF FUAS [R) S BLA 14 7 52 it AKOR 7 s kK SR BLMA A i 22
P THEE KIS . S5 R0 I 5 s K IR, MK BOR AR e Mk iy, SR R
P SR BB — iR, (HUREE ROt R s B K R AR e s D7 S KA R 25 0 BT R B
Bl 3 stk 7K S B R 22 0 T H K RIS MR KA 2 o BEHR P [1314R T 1 P s 7K B JHC 3 I ) i3 22 ik sk A e o B
FRR R0 B AN [ 3E R B ) R S SR =0, g5 i8: D7 LB K BB, Bk B R i A e bR T,
R R s s v K I P 358 22 55 BT P R M A R e/, O EL DG s oK S BUERAG,  FLR s

3 ARH P-IICF, P-N/LM B8, 1452 [EAN R [y sk /K SR ZE X G it S EOM ot R sz, 4521
WLe 3 e 4, AR Xt b - 2 Bos.

Hi7c 3 FI5E 4 v, WS DT SRR EHUHIR Z K, Gt SNSRI B8 /N . T se itk SN
(175 22 5 U T AR S e A R B 1 2 SR VR AR TR SB35, TRk KA P s e B A 0 R R TG O, R
FP-HI/LM BERL TR TR, 24 5 ek /K B ILHA B oK 5000, T 4E—if, T4F—I@ A 54—l vtk
.5 57N 2.5%, 3.2%F01 3.7%.

TEAARI A IR 2 %A, R P-1N/CF B84 534, Cv. Cs E ALK B iHESS KT P-1II/LM 45
B, 43R 22 N-50%0, P-11/CF #2548, Cv Al Cs AIME 2518 16,199 m¥s, 0.66 A1 1.72; fij P-111/LM
BERY T 5 (R 25 523 591N 15,987 m¥s, 0.58 AT 0.99; P-11/CF A 154 ) 3 45— B Wi B 1R 22 9 20.3%:; 1fii P-111/LM
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Table 3. Effect of return period errors on parameters and design floods estimated by P-111/CF model
32 3. [ASEHUKEIERZERT P-111/CF 2 A& S8 R ER SN

Gk % 0.01% 0.10% 1%
IR (%)
Ex Cv Cs Cs/Cv  &iHA 7 (%) WA 7 (%) WA R 7E (%)

50% 15518 058  1.34 2.3 76016 -5.9 60574 -5.1 44616 -3.8
20% 15604 059  1.42 2.4 79153 2.1 62714 -1.7 45808 -1.2
10% 15642 059  1.48 2.5 80601 -0.3 63636 -0.3 46248 -0.3

0% 15688 059  1.48 2.5 80818 — 63812 — 46379 —
-10% 15745 0.6 1.52 2.5 83001 2.8 65394 25 47295 2.0
—-20% 15815  0.62 156 2.5 86602 72 67888 6.4 48789 5.2
-50% 16199 066  1.72 2.6 97223 20.3 75307 18.0 53118 14.5

Table 4. Effect of return period errors on parameters and design floods estimated by P-111/LM model
4 EHUKEENRZEST P-/LM #EEE S BRI HER ST

GitsH 0.01% 0.10% 1%
I 52(%) o : o : o :
Ex Cv Cs witHE R 22 (%) BHE RZE (%) witHE PR 2 (%)
50% 15448 055 077 61722 -37 51220 -32 39882 25
20% 15515 0.55 0.81 62928 -1.9 52082 -1.6 40407 -1.3
10% 15546 056 082 63470 -1 52468 -09 40643 0.7
0% 15582 0.56 0.84 64116 — 52930 — 40924 —
~10% 15627 056 086 64901 12 53491 11 41266 08
—20% 15683 0.56 0.88 65875 2.7 54186 24 41690 1.9
~50% 15987 058 099 71050 108 57886 9.4 43951 74
100000 R 80000 + + +ERA
——— & A% 50%
el = 22 20%
2 T e v
iR — BRE 0%
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Figure 2. Effect of historical flood return period errors on design floods
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BRI 54— 1B BT HE R 2 10.8%.

FH Pl 2 (1 7 Syt 7K B 30 R 22 5 T i R A s mi kot B BRI, SR P-1NCF R P-HTI/LM AR TR T 5 R T
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R P 5 25 R B IR ZE S M L L P-11I/LM SRR 2

5. &
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