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Flood forecast research based on fuzzy cluster algorithm
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Abstract The fbod characteristic nflience factors were divided into the valie characteristic infuence factors and
the attrbu te characteristic nflience factors n this paper In the dentical kind of flood he nflience on he fbod of
hese wo knd of characteristics inflience factors is the sane Thus the characteristicweghted fuzzy clisterng ako-
ribm ( FCM ) was used to classify the history fbod sanple and then the paran eters of each kind of the X in an R iver
modelwere optin ized w ith each kind of sample separately. The app lication shows that the method presented n the
articlem ay mprove the precision of the flood forecast effectively.
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Tabk 1 V alue assgmnment of atirbutive character
2
1 2
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Table 2 Chamcteristic values of historical flood samp ks
/(mme h 1) mm /(mm* h™ 1) /mm
860410 1 12 6 89 1 900904 21 2 62 90
860708 2 15. 7 85 900909 22 1 10 7 80 1
860905 3 19. 7 69 8 900912 23 1 92 58 6
860919 4 7.2 68 6 910417 24 2 18 5 89 8
870620 5 72 68 7 910619 25 1 10 8 70 8
870722 6 7 43 2 910812 26 2 Q7 40 4
870727 7 16. 6 90 920622 27 2 37 5417
870908 8 13. 2 59 1 920624 28 1 69 85
880617 9 14. 9 74 3 920701 29 3 4 8 89 6
880807 10 32 28 5 920829 30 3 8 4 89 3
890411 11 53 51 8 920922 31 3 19 6 69 6
890522 12 8 7 8L 6 930501 32 2 10 1 62 4
890616 13 129 42 930618 33 2 929 90
890630 14 17. 8 90 930630 34 2 96 90
890723 15 18 4 38 3 930703 35 2 11 8 852
890726 16 7.2 61 7 950428 36 1 76 839
890915 17 23. 6 66 2 950530 37 1 18 5 559
900421 18 8 4 83 1 950625 38 1 179 80 5
900531 19 6. 8 66 8 950702 39 1 11 2 62 4
900830 20 19. 4 311 960630 40 2 13 60 3
2 2
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Table3 M anbeshp degree of fuzzy clister
1 2 3 4 5

1 860410 0. 31 Q13 0. 17 Q 33 Q0 06

2 860708 0. 47 Q 18 0 11 Q17 Q 07

3 860905 0. 10 Q0 0. 06 Q 14 0 64

4 860919 0. 05 Q0 8 0. 02 Q 03 Q 01

5 870620 0. 22 Q13 0. 08 Q 50 Q0 06

6 870722 0. 15 Q52 0 11 Q18 Q04

7 870727 0. 24 Q10 0. 34 Q13 Q 18

8 870908 0. 24 Q16 0. 10 Q 46 Q0
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1 2 3 4 5
9 880617 0. 17 Q0 0. 06 Q0 64 Q0
10 880807 0. 14 Q 11 0 12 Q15 Q 48
11 890411 0. 11 Q 0 0. 05 Q12 Q03
12 890522 0 11 Q0 0. 68 Q 08 0o
13 890616 0. 15 Q3 0. 09 Q 35 Q 06
14 890630 0. 20 Q0 8 0. 22 Q 14 Q3
15 890723 0. 17 Q15 0. 10 Q 36 (1)
16 890726 0. 08 08 0. 03 Q 06 0 02
17 890915 0. 14 Q10 0. 15 Q 14 Q 47
18 900421 0. 77 Qo7 0. 05 Q 09 (1)
19 900531 0. 03 QA 0. 01 Q 02 Q0 00
20 900830 0. 15 Q 14 0. 12 Q 36 02
21 900904 0. 30 Q30 0. 23 Q13 Q0 04
22 900909 0. 16 Q10 0. 49 Q12 Q12
23 900912 0. 21 Q27 0. 22 Q0 25 0o
24 910417 0. 34 Q11 0. 18 Q17 Q20
25 910619 0. 14 Q71 0. 05 Q 09 0 02
26 910812 0. 21 0 30 0. 08 Q0 31 Q0 10
27 920622 0. 17 Q 40 0 11 Q0 28 Q0
28 920624 0. 39 Q 36 0. 10 Q11 Q03
29 920701 0. 40 033 0. 10 0 14 0o
30 920829 0. 62 Q12 0. 09 Q12 Q0
31 920922 0. 06 Q03 0. 04 Q 07 0 8
32 930501 0. 08 Q 06 003 Q 80 (1)
33 930618 0. 63 Q17 0. 08 Q 10 Q03
34 930630 0. 28 Q15 0. 15 Q 35 Q 07
35 930703 0. 06 Q03 0. 85 Q 04 (1)
36 950428 0. 20 Q 11 0. 55 Q11 Q03
37 950530 0. 06 Q 03 0. 04 Q 07 0 8
38 950625 0. 17 Q0 055 Q12 (N0
39 950702 0. 38 Q0 14 0 11 Q 27 Q10
40 960630 0. 10 0 8 0. 05 Q 73 Q04
>
4 C
Table4 Classificaton result fran fuzzy clister analys s

1 2 18 24 28 29 3Q 33, 39 158913 15 20 26 32 34 40
2 4,6 11 16 19, 21 23 25, 27 3,10, 14 17 31, 37

3 7 1222, 35 36 38
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Table5 Fbodmodel s paraneters optimized fran 5 kinds of h storical fbod samp ks

K WM WUM WIM B C M EX KI KG CS Cl CG XE

1 Q0 86 90 25 50 0. 36 Q 16 7 13 0 15 0. 72 0. 77 Q7 Q 9% Q04
2 Q0 80 90 25 50 0. 33 Q 16 7 17 0. 13 0. 72 0. 774 Q79 Q 92 Q5
3 0 88 90 25 50 0. 36 Q 16 7 14 0. 16 0. 74 0. 766 Q79 Q 9% Q4
4 0 82 90 25 50 0. 32 Q 16 10 16 0 11 0. 73 075 Q72 Q 993 Q5
5 Q0 89 90 25 50 0. 36 Q 16 10 13 0. 15 0. 75 0. 743 Q78 Q 997 Q4
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Table 6 Canparison of detem ned result of historical fbod san ples between before and after cluster

Mo o
1 5. 32 83 7 745 85 7 Q 91
2 4. 24 100 0 392 100 0 0 91
3 4. 10 100 0 5 08 100 0 ()
4 378 100 0 312 100 0 QN9
5 5.97 83 3 429 100 0 0 91
5 86 825 392 830 0. 90
2 4
1997- 2005 15
) ,
7
25 7
{ », Table 7 V erificaton of meanbershp simwation of flood sanp les
s 1 19990616, 20010623
2 19980623, 20000619, 20000623
s 8F% A 3 19980618, 19990523 20010625
4 19970707, 19990416 20000608
20 5 19970713, 19980919 20020627 20050911
)
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Tabk 8 V erificaton of flood- forecasting results

Mo o
19970713 296 0 07 0 0. 92
19980919 6. 05 039 0 0. 85
20020627 5.39 145 0 0. 95
19970707 528 5 48 0 0.91
19990416 2 63 2 24 0 0. 95
20000608 1. 93 27 0 0. 96
19980618 0. 99 415 3 0. 94
19990523 0 43 0 01 0 0. 95
20010625 4. 60 562 0 0. 95
20000619 8. 61 213 0 0. 93
20000623 0. 87 293 0 0.95
19980623 0 11 Q12 0 0.93
19990616 9. 74 6 32 0 0. 94
20010623 9.51 271 0 0. 92
20050911 593 0 68 0 0. 91
4. 34 230 0.93
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