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LOREZR S HEBRIC BN S stepwise regression k& KO HE X EAREETH 5,

b) BEBIFE/RE stepwise regressionilk A HHE

TRTOBTHRTORBEOMEERD 3 LEROGTERIRABOBSEATEAMCBEBL VL IR EE
ﬁﬁtwm,BMMW(wn)u@ﬁﬁmwmﬁﬁﬁﬁoﬁB%ﬁ*@k%wﬁ@@&%%@?a
Stepwise regression ( Efroymson (1960) ) ki & h IR EHRIBR 2 81,

O 27, —~ROFPEHKOM %, HHRROVEEEL2ZBL THAERD X 5 ITFE 5,

$1=%ss S2=x: VY @i, sy=x, 4w, 1t@ie2 T3,
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sa=xsttx;—7, ss=x;+tax,—15
COMAESEE, BEREOHBHARr—LIZE,» L, BERHOZNIENENI T ER2BIREA TS,
@ ¥ IhbD—RELPZRDOBAHERZRD & H TS,

$1 52 3 $4 $s
sf 5152  S183  S154  S1S5
s7 $2 83 s$2 54 $2 85
352 $3 84 $3 85
sé 5455
sé
DL %, Wl yoEFER
Y=ot B1Z1F boZy Feee e s 19
ZsiT
Zi=s; Or sis; (i j=1lorZ2or - 5)

P stepwise regression i€ & % BidwelldHikid, MHBHRERX 2 KD 2HEMBBEHT, »oHHA
EHOBBPL L SBHF — 2 BBPLEOCBER SMHBR 2175 CEBAETHI LV IFEZ S
> T3, L L—F, EREESHREZCHGEL TOEZ0L, ERREEBOEEBRD SN 0D T,
FERRTID R 2 HET 5 C LRBTHB EVHREE b > T B,

3.3 FMERBROREER—Q RoEREMREHS

W OB (& KT RATO ﬁFHﬁB’)@fﬁ ) %E&Xb 2bbiz, MHKZEXBERTCERLZ
ORWMZRET 5 HE8D 5, (Wlener 1958, Amorochoﬂ@ Jo

HEOBMSf (¢t ) R—BEKBEESI{(F1(¢), F2(¢), -, F,(¢), -}tk ?

f(t)zﬂzoa,,F,,(t) .................................................................................... (6)

DX HBEIN D, Fourier B2 CORVILGAINIHTH 5,
VWEN(O)DBRE L, Ba ROWMHMKA, (71, 72, v, 7,) 2B 5 OEKEKK( F, (1)}
Y- 1))

by (T 725 o, Tn)=]_o:200 '”ugnd"’j’ vy Fi CT)F j (2 )y (g ) reereeieenen (7)
EEbTE, Wiy ()1

GUED T Sy, (£) oo @®)
i,

ya(2t) =[vf b, (1, T2y 5 Tw)ax (=11 ) 2 (=1, )dT1d T,

:i"gg...yz @iy ACE) et e 9)

B, L, F;(t)@RXM(0, ) TEHEIN, to>=DELEXF, -0t 28BR2EO8DE
T %,
L LT

ACt) =41 () A2 () eee Ay (¢) (10e)
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A1 () =(F; (t1)x(t—11)d7 1

A2 () =[F; (e a(t=m2)dtz | s (103)
Ay(t)———ny(T,,)x(t—T,,)d‘r,,
t=0,1, MENLUTLOBEREE XA, fTHERR2ITAE
ylea ....................................................................................................... (1])
[ARN 14

g=Cy00), y(1), =, y(M) )T

a=[{ag a1, -, AM Ao Q01 "']T
ERX(9, 11)BEHILZTON, 320XVELLAETH 2, LIB-T, LB ERE
BOMEESE L, BHEESLWENTITLWA C e TanE, MHKERD B3R ( B/N_SRIE,
BRI ) i EERSEER L b BOIRERL 5,

a) Meixner EAZUEER
Amorocho and Brandstetter (1971) 2, BAU0%EMELITTT S HiT, Laguerre BIBODBE

B ERT D 5 Meixner BBE, KM ZAVTHRBKOIHERTT> 1,

~ 1\ GAntD2 =k : B}
ka(n)=<5)k 1 jgo(_l)](j)(,) ............. s (12
(k=012
RAIO BRI
2 (h+1)Fras(n) =22 (3hH1—n) Fy (n)—2kFp— (n) oo (120)

#oizdbpa 7 4 V= 7 OB EREOE G 4 VD Petaluma Creek T OHERIGAL, 2RO
R E TR THREBER 24T- 15

Fig—1-9(a) Perspective view of second order kernel function
for nonlinear analysis of Pataluma Creek
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an
b) Forsythe (1957 )it & 3 BIEAT X 3 5k

¢) Laguerre BEB(7 > 0 7 FBHC X BETD.
» HHBZEOBEENEZ (0,-, N) T3 c & HRNE, FBn HOMBKE TROIHEED
FABHKD BRI
M0:ﬂ§0N+nCn
En B, LIzds-T, BXENERER, REKOME2BERDS3.2OGEENT, RHKOD BHE
BOBHL L TTLBEBD THERATH 3, DD BHEANRZRLUKHBANOBERESREN
T EDRELIL B, SEREROHHEHBO—RNVILBIEHEOFFIC X b R BO ZRiC Gz BB
RERHTAIBENDA 5, 12, REROXRFIT L H BEFRBRYMRZ JICELAFHBRVD AL,
3.4 FMERBBORATE—Q) 7405 HBRCLIRORE
a) 18
TEAIA N2 213 3B EROBECKROBREABLUE LERIAIN 5,

ny(r‘)=foﬂoh(0)Rxx(T“a)d0 ................................................................. (1)

s, Ryr'Riy 2 2hFNANOBCHES L UANMHOEERETH 5, K (10 RIE
S A (o) 2RO Bz, QLOBEREZES LU BENICRD 5, DER%2 ARHBE TEBERL,
Wiener @ spectrum DR B & h BRMCE L, (DEEEMENT X b BIFiTRD 5, T4
DHEND B, FEHSEROBELS, ZhEhchswET 2 HEdd 3. QMo Bk 3.2,
3.3 TT RN Ftk2 A0 — 2 T3 2 { HEBER TS C LiCHNT 3, BB -ER - F
(1974) R ERU/N_FRBIC & b FRIEBEBEBERROK ERD 1,
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b) EXENT 1 A5 —

BE&YI ZARETHHANORR e ( ¢ ) LHNORRTy () BEALRIEE, ANx(¢)
PRAOEIRMIIL RS X VEREBEERZMAGETHRRUNGERCAN, ERAGERL D
Ay, (¢) LEESOHNy (¢ ) EOMEBEY» 5 20BN ROES () 2—>TO0WELL S &
Y3EATIE, T T Wiener (1958, P, 98) it X b BRIN TV 3, 2. TR~ AXENENY: i HE
MTRCDOHFETH5BHEEAZRL FREZARBARCI ) —BRRETE L CABRES TV 5, BY
IEE RO BT Laguerre B 20K » 7 2 2V, SROGERKE LI b IFREXEKESL,

A1) = 020 Conl m(T1)
m= 0

ho(ry, 72)= 3 Zcm1mgl,,,1(‘r1)lmz (12)

my m2

ba (-,-1..., Tﬂ)_—_mz ’”2’:’ Cmi ...mnl”” (1'1 )"'lm” (T”)

1

(Ts&, [,m,(1,)dm, RD Laguerre BN ), & KT C & $ Wiener i€ L h®NHEN T3, &
5—2DH n RO BEREEEEEH & DH It

Yng () =L f 0 (1)l gy (1) (=70 Yoo (=T, YA Trod Ty ereevveeoneees 3)

Th b, BrROGERINLDTRTDm - m DEBEOHAP COHNICEI 2B Zh oDfE

LT
Ya ()= fhalry ey ) a(t—11) a(t—1,)d 71 d7,

=2 3Ch v m S S b (T1) ol ()2 (t=70) (=7, ) d Ty d T,

UL1ed->T, AHx (¢t ) dwhite noiseZ5if, TTLERPODHNyY (¢) b2 nROEXK
BBk mBEY» 5 DAy, (¢ ) EDBRENE, ZOVEEE L THRHC, - m, BKRE 3,

Comyom, =y CE) ya (8) oo (4)

c) BT 4+ V2 —1888%
KRBT, ARz (¢) BB 4 X85

Ry (7=0) = 0(T—0) oo s e {(5)
e, US> TR(L& D
ny(g)':}b(o) ...................................................................................... (6)

OBFENGBON 5, ChiEE— 1 - 10RRTENE, ANx (¢ ) XL ARBIEERL VO Ny (¢) &
EBEMBEEL o BEIZOTOLIAN L (¢t —0) L 2RUFHUIHEERBER, , (o) B8 A (o)
M 5V ERRUTS ( Lee(1960), P -342), Lee and Schetzef?(1965) it covfy
ERIRRRIIGRL I, 2 ROFREKE —BOBEGRE L b 0RO

y‘z(t)'—‘x(‘t“m‘)x(t_(‘lz) ....................................................................... 1)
ELREL Y OHNDOBOFHZID
y1(t)y2(t)=2K2ﬁ2(dy, 02)+ﬁ0Ku(01—02) ....................................... (8)
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N U Vi = " ki rdd =
VMF N ‘1 it HJ -mg
[ o £
L L 1 1 1 1} I —L. i n;
Linear prediction
500F 1958 1960;severe rainfall group
Fe400t
K4
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Fig—I-11(b) An example of runoff prediction

DL KD ENS, T SiZ, u: unit impulse,
K=f__°:oRxx(0)d0 ..........................................................................................

ILUBROFERTEBLEEEET 4 V2 — LI HABCRD B EMBTE S,

B - - )11 (1970) 13, BEEFIDSHE Y white noise Td 3¢ & ICHBL, WS L 02 RO
BREEERDII(K—1 112, b)), COKE WKTFHOBERELVALMSA LN,

» BIET 4 v s —HBEEOELCREBE, lag time 0y, 0y, - TOREER LPHREML , (ay,
02, 5 0, ) DIEZD D ZEHEMZL L ABELTEERBORICODVTEBGIERD S L& ThH %,
Zore®, ERSH® 3RO EREBERIC X 2 BEEOHED & 91T data BP0 Z RO KR
27— AKEL TS dimensionality DEFIZ ST A W, $£17, digital BE#D M analo-
gue I A B % RD 5 C EHTRET & 5,

1.4 FERERBRONERE
P EoEMmITANI Y 5 KRR AR b, MEROESEEEESRD LN, chick b

HHBEROBEMBE2 I DEDLLENTEN, UL, Zhbiz T $ data dependent ZREFRTD b,
212U THEO —El (FREOER HRR) » S BN AGROSKEREEZLTRVDOTHS H5d

WO BREBES,
COBBICEASIZDIT, 12 stochastic B H & dynamic KYBOME 2 DI L T, ML DOEH
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HERS b BTG & ORI R RS C EaRmashTo s (W 1072), combu
Cameron —Martin —Wiener/EB & Fourier K2 25HBDO 4D Th H, ABHBTREBT 5,

I BET7oEIEFETFE
.1 BEHE - 2BHHE

B —HRHERD & 5 % natural systemidman-made system&ERD, systemDEERCATIOHEE
B—ELLEV, BRRBEIC—HRIcEs LR T, H558IIHIKRL, »5BE1T3 FHITHE
{, ®AHHITIZERSTHRE[CEET 5, 77, HHELIEMHICE D, #HAI LD, anteced-
ent precipitation® & D 2L, LIMEHE - THRHBO L 5> L ARNER LV LR ¥ L2 BESD
ANEHBERIZE DICATERL TV B, LM -T, BEOKXERICE YREBEOHRMSEZ2HREL T
b, TNE2ACIHEETHE ZHRHEEOMITRS L DBEEEREL 5, 2hOA, BLAALICZER
NoBEM - MEF— 4RI DRETHOEHEEL2ED 5 L EBBETDH 5,

3T, EMRIERBEOEMICHER ( adapt ) TEHEER L > T B, CDL S L HBRERHEN - B
BMCERT I OBRINZFER 2 ECHERE VI, TOEXIZ1950FERDP ¢ 50 5 HIELE
REAZH, LURERFIEOERIC >V TELOERBITONIL, T 6DADNL DO ERZZES
3,

B (HERBECOBLN T BERG—BEME «- ASLOHEE - REBRTS/¢5 2 — 4 —OR
B E—%2ZA5DOHETEHENCRAL, Z20RAINBEEACE S ETAHALR, &M
ZEBOBEL E2BEMNTELE - IREL T0 L & 5 LHI#ER]

B (5@3hz3752 2880 #HEACETREL TOLHEBAFRTH->T, ABDORL T
BEAN I EREREIEE VS HEBORTHERIZL - TEHRT 5! ( Truxal )

B [5A5NTBEFMERIC X > CZOBIERRIEL, Z20D/85 4 —2 2REBEIGESI 5L
BET 55ER] ( Eveleigh )

T, BASHEROBEL BT v rEEORE - O Bob >~ orE - (DElEs
BoRETHALEVDNS (Kalman), BILRTRINLBRELCE 54 » TiFbh 3,

LDEIBFRET 22 ILRBLTSDIILDOBEF v+ X ( Learning prosess )TdH - T,

[7 8+ 2DEFICONT, RAOBEC/ST 4 —4 —2 LIS FHE D |

[BEOEBRICE SO THEEBOBRY7 V T U X &2 BRI HET5 B ZETEEE VS )

RETRBISHER - BG7 0 € A0 EEE & AMUFROSH®EE L TUTD 3 22 BAT 5,

II.2 DPICKB#ATFH

TTRBIEE 1 HICSVTDPIRE 2IFRERERD /05 £ — % —RAELDVTRNI, RS
NIGrHEBERBED L ST, MY 27 LOBEBHEMTY 27 & - X5 2 — 4 —OEHDLINE,
DPHITE DL 257 L« 52— 2 —DEERRICHEAETE, LIt ->THAKD % 51 o FHIHH
BBiTz 5, COBE, FEESREFOBRICEA ZBVIEANE PRIEZOR/NZFL THIEEY,

J:f_toowz (T—-t)l:Q(T)—O(T):[QdT —- Min B T (1)
iz,
fT:UI(T)dT::l .......................................................................................... (2)

leﬁwm;b,ﬁﬁﬁt=tfmbt(N:?ﬂ%i@ﬂﬁziwfﬁ)&buciéN—&&
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EBFED D PERGER

v (Y, Z)=])|(li’7;[61(Y, ZiXo W)+ n—1Chay R2)) e (3)

ceie, (Y, Z) =¥REY, Z&HU L2 NEREBRD R/ MBI HE,

61 =w YN_
Y =Q-0
Z =dQ/dt —d0/d¢

X, W=s27be32—=42(kim/ ko 1./ k2)
BZ ¢t BT sAFLOLF—2858Bohs1:00, ERKI b5 2 —2DEERTV, RiZhzA
WTHKFHIZTTD,
II.3 Kalman 7 ¢ A9—(CKBHKDF 51 FHl
a) Kalman 7 4 V& —DRF#
EREIMEBRTELEBIN TV 5 D I196ERERI NIZKalmand 7 418 — E$(g5°
Kalman 74 V2 —BHFN TV B LA LINIDERKROL 5 LEBHRIL L 5,
@ HHMWiener 7418 — L RY, BREBROEHBERFEL TV,
M MEOREH—BRNTH B, v 27 L2BHARZEL THAETS L L TERVERIN TV 3, L
1> TV RF LDTNTORBE2RAL AL WBET S FEAL 5 5,

!
T = Ouxy oWy g =Myxye vk B = @y Raci e + Ki (s Ma®ie,
Rie -1 J

Fig—1I'1 : <> 740 2—DREHEETD —

@ Wiener 7414 —D & 5 REBVBED 7— 4 2TET 2 BBV (, BRFECL H BERSRKD

bh, AU 4 HERRN2RET %,
b) Kalman 74 v 2 —DELS

Kalman QBRI ERTH 5 DT, £ s THZDEATZHLROCHEL = 5 (B, 1973),

BEMORZHEL THL{RONTEVERSERER S, T4b5, —AOBEHTIRERY, A0
BEMTEEY, ZAOEBEMTERBERRAL ) 5, HROBECIFLWERNEON I LTI E
TOBRTRETNTVLVESD S HUODIEH LV EEES—ANb - 12 L ENT 5, bhbhic
R3IXTEMULZREMTERBRL A LD 5, THET(K-step) OBHROTT 2—KOEEEMT
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Fig—1+2 : #r < BROQENDIB

DL OBAIL 92Dz 27 2ORBXTREL, »IBRREZELIIREYTH A, V27 4
ORE X BEEBIN 20 RBARSBHEOSHALEETHE (B-T - 1),

8T, 255 TEECOREO LHELIRIES, 11 |4 13, 257 » 7k & COREISEDEMAL
W0URERIN b HB, RORF o S (k+1 ) CiBHBY ;1 ZBU THIH Y 2 ERSMD
05, EEEI—-AEATEROKTWMT 5, 2597 (k+1 ))OEOREBXY, 11 X57y 7
FETORATORERES 11| EOBEX 44114 ki, 2757 (k1) TORBSEBLAK
HOEHEL I B (DD, (k+1)BREORDS=% 11|, 41—% ,411,)EZNTHL
BT TR VEEE UTEANE 4 41 | 441 555 B, CNEMALMIERTAE, <27 ko
(% il a1 =% et | )ET hqn g1 ERERLTOBC KA (BT - 2 ),

KMmumziyf(kt})?@ﬁbw%ﬁyk+1?ﬁibiaﬁﬁuziyf(k+1)?®
BBy 1+ CZOFREY c+1 | LOBEY 141 (=g g — i1 |2) DOEEND EER,
ch% ’

~ /\ /N
Ky ;4155 41l pp1—=% 441 | ,

LEDL, COBR7N» o2 KE BRIICE T, B30 TRERLSERLBECL Tk ¢
QELT, B EAE, [HOBATHELICE ESEBICR -T2 OMITE (g ,41) BEL
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OO EEERIIT-> TWA L LT 5280, COFMBOLA»Kalman gain KTH 3,
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¢) Kalman 7 )V % —iT & SIRMBHEE ;
Kalman 74 V%2 —BRERRTTHBR L X 7 oORBHEE LU THIOLN T3, v 27 2 HEHX EEH
XBEhZFh

dx (¢)

=F (t)x()+&(z)w(¢)
dt

y(2)=M()x(¢t)+two(s)

THABNBE X, BET 4V —HRDL S BN,
VAN

‘i—:=F(t){v\(t)+K(t)Ey(t)—M(t)f;(t)J .......................................... (5)

~ ~—

FOMMED  Kalman  WEEOHEEE
HERE(A gain ¥

Zsiz, Kalman gain@&kRicL bkHo5hz,

K(t):P(t)MT(t)R—‘l(t) T iiebeesenteesietsesectestetiactiseritastataciteatestataiinne (6)

P

dt==F(t)P(t)+P(t)FT(t)

—~P(OMT ()R " ()M ()P (¢)
F6 ()@ (t)GT(T) e (7)

212, Q “Riz/ 4 Xw - o DFEUTS, Pi3HETRZED LHEITH
d) Kalman7 4 V22— X 3B/85 4 —4% "TE‘J%

Man —made system TIXEDREN, 4 Jic X b FEINS, L L, Natural system Tid/
AXDOHEBID L A7 LDBRZDO OVBRBEETH 5, ZLTYRFT L - 85 24— 4 —DEFEIT
Kalman 74 v 2 —25AT 2012, BHCL 2RBOBI LV EBLL AT 2 BEXEZB AL,
TR L A5 5285 2 — 4 —DEAIR EFRABZ,

v 27 b HRA — HALEX

x : RAE — BAE

BRURAF LN A—— —— HEFETNXREE

x(f+H1)=dx (k)+w —— x=Mh-tw

(g=Mx+v)
I, 25746852 -2 —DEMETRTI 27 b HRKXNZBATHIERV, T2bB, [8
BIR(ERBRKDL 27 L HBR) ZBLTIRF7F L XN5A—2 —RHEBL EOEE U THAIL T
51, 55V [BKELRF & 54— 2 —DBARTHS | &HET,
aﬁ,cs?&ﬁbtv@@Kﬂmm74»9—%ﬁﬁwmw5%ému,>xibﬁﬁﬁuﬁfb
VB THBBERILL, R4 —2 — Bl THRETHIHNERVEATS %,
e) AR

E4XLVARFEHYZZBLTHL L EIRLT, Z=ZD0ER2RZE 5,
XD & 5 /s hyetgraph, hydrograph @5 — % % 45 42 5N 5HED unit — hydrograph @ @ FE &
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BRIT, BRI 3 ERATHOANR~1 - 4 Th 5, cOBAITIE, FRRICL HHETE
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DP & Kalman filter DHE
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