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Accuracy Evaluation of Dam Inflow Prediction Using Meso-scale Ensemble

Prediction System

O E TR Juif L& FE
MIZOGUCHI Tatsuya KUDO Ryoji CHIKAMORI Hidetaka
LIFLE®HIC EPRZENOEIMICHE, FIKS LOERBROBEZENEL TN 5.

AT, 2009 F L VEFINTWVWDE A YT 703 (MEPS) #H\W\WT 1 H
HDOX LRARETHEIT, AYET /A (MSM) BLOBEB T >4 70T (EPSW)
T D ETCTHIREEZBRL 2.

2 RERBESLUREEN FHIAKFZOE WX L & WENAKFRORRZA X L
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. HEFES LUl AE Z AR ETTRNCIT R AT L (LLE) GE/R D,
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3AMMH 11 A (2025 F1FX 10 A ET) O HOX A A&% TH L7. MEPS & EPSW
TET TR N—=OFRERD N S DD, RAFGETIEE O R fE & T RIE &

L K1 A7 TV =T KD TRRSE O L

T RS B O R R AR (21, T K OVER Tablel Comparison of forecasting accuracy
ODEHSOHFMIZESL 3 7T —DHK by category data
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TR T AR AT W AT A A= SKETHIMERL|] 5 4 3
BB EOBRROBAERICHT S TH MsM 7| 2 | 3
BOKT, | Y ECHEN LOBREOTME | wmEs | 6 | 3 | o
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EARBEMWT S BME X Z L F Lok ek T ok 5 SETRE L 7 7 )
SR (20 4ERD) 123 B AERK A RO B ViSM o | s | 4
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KR, THEEZZhE TEMHY ), T7
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WY L. RHL ((TEWBHY | 1o [FHA LY
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MSM & MEPS /X EPSW L 0 iA%< kL b7enwz &) HHIZE W TiE MSM,

[ LR R F e e e A dy B SRR 2 F9E R (Graduate School of Environmental, Life, Natural Science and
Technology, Okayama University)
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NILIRKDETILNSG A= —DNHOBREHEICRETEZE
Effects of model parameters in Bulk equation on estimation of latent heat in a lake

Oftik  #i—* HA AT e S (/AN R R N5 Sl
ITO Yuji TSUJIMOTO Kumiko ~ YOSHIOKA Yumi ~ MATSUDA Soken ~MASUMOTO Takao

1. IFL®HIZ

EEDLIT, RREEELDO —RKEBET NV TRIND KELR NV BERE C &5
LRI LY EMC Ly T A RICERE EZMRfEETEL2 2L 205
ML TE7Z DY FARTIE., FROMICHINT DET NG A —F —c & ¢, i)
WCRETHLENS L0, TOREMIZEONTZT =X TL2FXLA T2, K
e TIE, BEOE WAL XEEET L2010, BRIFESIIZED a1 & oD HEK
WLIEZHZICREL, AETHIRELTE a & a B IEHEICKIETEE LI,
2. Ak

WS DEBBARIIRO L () TEEND,

1
IE = CapaCbu\_(Ae eY) Cob=cA+c, (2) A=2—2 (3)

ZIZT, GlIERKRDOHEE p (I RKOEE, wld/KEND&EE 2m OB, yI L
EH. Ae ITIH & KRR DKAEKIEZE, TIXRE., ToOXME KE, un (TR ESE Hm O
JRHETdH D, o1 & e AT, EBRLBNEREE LTHEIGICEZ NS, IEHEILH
720 Rk, BRERMEBEMZS L L, 1999 4F 12 A ~2005 4 9 H I8 CT%E
W U7z 43 A% URJIEAM : 27 22H) OG- KEBWT — % O A F¥EE AW,

XQEFXMITRATHZLIZEY a1 & e BERFERETHROBRIFANG O,

1
IE =cAX +c,X (4) X= capauVAe (5)

BEEUFAIICE T e b o ZRE L, Thbb, BLHBINME & BU SR —= v ki
FoTHEHLEIEEZSRIEEL, ZOIEZREICRADE 7 v T 47 L Talbkak
b LTc, FHEOBBEDOZD . Bka 2BEBIRIT o & e 2 REEIZERKR Uik 4
% FlE% Python S5 Ca— R L7z, =& xiE, HHufE LZ 20 0 A ZREH & L
Teha. TOMANG 2 PAMZRYOEBENH & LT EROERFIIICEL>T o
EarBEL, Znb 1 02 AT O AR LT 20 2 A £ CRERDO R E 2 R1E
THZEILED, 2~20 AT HEF 198D ¢ & o ZRBEMOFEM & L TIRIRE
T&5, TOB, 20~43 PHOHR TR LB OT =2 0O RRECHEHRT T —#
T XN (e 20X, 30 A OT =2 DO NG 2 AT —F T U A
ZHH) L CERBURSHTZITVD. B a1 & oo ORSMERENMOHEE [E O
(RMSE) 2 & » CTFli & 2 0B % K89 5 2 & TR E O RIR ei (b &2 ik L7z, 72

*JE I I K %% (Faculty of Agriculture, Kagoshima University)

i) | 1 R iy B ARR 2545k (Graduate School of Environmental, Life, Natural Science and Technology, Okayama University)
ki B2 IR A B (Faculty of Applied Biological Sciences, Gifu University)

wixpf B IRNE R P BRBE R (School of Environmental Science, The University of Shiga Prefecture)
wrirxdh o 2 f a YL F b (BR) - BKCH RS2 K (Sansui Consultant Co., Ltd. and Akita Prefecture University)
F—U— R B, RRLEE., MmEW., ~o vty 7l
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DIRFED =D IZHH L 7= RMSE (FRFEHARH : 43 ] i
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B/ME (16.5Wm™2) [ZERILE, 22T, RE & 50
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FEMESTD 12 DAUEOT —FEHWTH Fig 2 o Fida0 BTk DB ERIEOKE
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a DEAL/NSL, WEEZ2EMEET DI 24 DA EOT—2 205 L XU,

DLEXDY, R LA EREIETCRE L c1 & o %2, BREHIME 24 A TH LN
72 1= —0.392x1073, = 1.84x107 & L, 2B EHREFRKD = —2.0x1073, o= 1.2x107° %
BHLUZGAOHE IE D RMSE Z#l# L=, £3. MERMEOBEHM 1999 4 12 A ~
2000 4F 12 H TlE, AR & 56 KEIC X D RMSE 32N ZF1 19.8Wm 2 & 23.9Wm 2
Thote, —H., B43NATIE, TREN165Wm?L 2. 1Wm?2ThoTm, ZOHE
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D, FVEREOANLV7 ANPHBETE D2 iR L,
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BEONL I AEEIZIT. a1l aDREDTZDICIEDT — X 2845 etk 5.
IEWMRBIZKIET cxOEN O 10fFEREWVFEEID DRt 2 ADT —2N0
VETHY, TOHEERANL I REEIZIZ 240 AOBESR 2R T 2N v, BiE
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S EZ3#E 1) Momii and Ito (2008): Journal of Hydrology 361, 362-370. 2) & (2021): /KX - KEFZF
&/HARIKSCE 4 2021 SEEP R R SE S E, PP-A-34.
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Performance Evaluation of Hydrological Model Incorporating Agricultural Water Use:
Uncertainty Analysis Using the GLUE Method and Comparison with a Tank Model
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N8 fE (RMFFEORERGIX6M), ¥ 7ET AN 1I2BTHD.
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A Study on the Incorporation of Regional Characteristics into Process-—
Based Crop Growth Models
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VABEETSHIET, THMELTH-—OREXMELE L TTIER, @R nfme LTHE
TELRBHAME o7,

4. FEH

AHFZETIE, BALEA R MV OEBERY F 2 LT, DEWBERME 10 2%
I L TCTHEMA S TRIRE R 2 Z2MMICHA L, JB)IITHICK T 5 Biomass, Dry yield, Fresh
vield Oz i b L, HEFEOEWIZIE CTe/EWAEET TR OZE M E 2 FARICERKEL T
LT LR LI, £o. BEEMEMOES Z R —ORMA THIE{ETEZZ L5,
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Stable water isotope fractionation under hot and humid conditions based on column

evaporation experiment

O  AE™ R AN R AT
YOSHIOKA Yumi NAKAMURA Kimihito NAKAGIRI Takao

1LIEFLHIZ KX —H—b LTRSS FHEINDKOEESE - KBELERNAE LI
AWM IZIB W TEHWRENMAARDEILEICEE T 28R K S E2 T, Huﬁxtt
(8'%0, &'H) N EFT 5. ZOEHZZ T 72KO M RN O B EHIX AR E X
T, ZOEREZ T TOWRWAKOEFESRICHBE L THE DN RDHZT EDME
nNTWwWb., 2L, HROELO X O @R 2R T COARRBITIE S R ELDE
OLR/RGEFE L ORFRMEIC OV TOEIRNRBRFHIEZ oIS Tniwn., A
ZETIE, WITAE -HIBEETOI T L E2HANWTKOEBEEREZITD, 2RHIZOWTH
aLT-.

2. EBAE EHX20em, ER20em OEEEMAE I T AR 4AREHL, &I T LI
MAREE S B 70 DK 2 ANk, 5~50 H R HGE U TR S 5 £ % Table 1 (27 12 5
ETiTo7c. ER1-TIIH T ZAEANT, ERE-I12ITHEIRENTHEM L, EHEENTIX
E—hLRA7 7 URAERINEHEEZ AW CEIBERE & Lz, 3B 5-10 TidKim EiC A
THZRRZRESE, ERG-10 THEo 7 aTRRGEIH L. 10 0 =R, K
M, MBEZHEL, 1~ BB CH T L2ERBEZHET DL HICH T ANOEEK
Z1mLEE L CRAMMEE (6u) 208 L. 7 AETHERNKELXOERRICL DA
BRI, TEIR S CTIXIMEHE ~ D AK O [FAL A & KR O BT & 2 M 7 Bl R %
AV ER L D KRRKELRDORAKLE (84) ZRD7-.

I HBRLELEE KLMHBTO Table 1 Experimental conditions and results of the
evaporation experiuments
%%%% (Table 1) GCOU\T, Initial Wat Slope of
Ex Experimental water  Air Te?ner RH e h (flux  Evap. rate evaporatior
* -é* AT E[‘ D ﬁ ‘4% T i $§"§ -é— P- condition vo(l]Ljne temp. P weighted) * (mm/d) line flor eac
column
AHE, ARG (FEB 5-10) 1 5 328 30.0 0.63 0.73  0.77 2.1 3.7-45
2 3389 337 049 0.64  0.64 2.5 3.8-4.3
T ZR TSR D AE
RFMOMERTAET 5.3 3 1 349 31.5 053 067 061 1.9 42-48
U\ J: ERLELTRENVDITH I 350 31.1 054 068  0.69 1.7 45-46
L, ®mESEH (B 1-4, 11, 5 Air-blowing 1 327 29.1 0.62 072  0.69 3.4 6.0 - 6.1
L. 6 Air-blowing 1 29.1 26.0 0.59 0.72  0.69 4.2 5.7-6.0
12) TiERARTH 5.2 & HER o
ir-blowing . . . . . . 5 —6.
7 Air-bl 3263 23.0 074 091  0.88 3.6 6.5-6.6
H/hE <, M THERZEDN Nitlowing 1 245 232 078 083 085 1.2 6.0 - 6.4
z. Z G7pzK 9 RH7S2STC, 539 225 nA NA O N/A 1.3 53-58
AU, BT & ) 70 28 Air bloming
. e RH80,25°C,
HKOFMENKREG OM X IT 10 Airblowing | 248 239 077 080 077 0.6 54-58
11 1 293 280 062 0.67  0.68 0.7 3.4-44
& 4 3 3
REERET LD h- 12 1 258 N/A 083 NA  NA 0.2 43-52

7=. —Fh, RAKEBILXOK “<mwmorye

RUZEPNC RS/ RS B - TE PN 3= 25 2 S hP S PN /AR VAPNE & £ /e
*Faculty of Applied Biological Sciences, Gifu University, **Graduate School of Agriculture, Kyoto University,
*** Graduate School of Agriculture, Osaka Metropolitan University
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Fig.1 Daily fluctuations of air and water temperature, relative humidity,
water depth, residual water fraction, and 6'*0 of column water.
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Fig.2 Changes in the relationship between & of
residual water in the columns and 6*

n (ZAKE EOEIEKREEZEXETEHTHY, n=1 0 FIEHENEB

L, n=0.5 X0 FI & LR IE B A R EAE L 5.

Sa1=-15.8%0 (8'%0), -124.8(8*°H) (#F 7 AR EHE FH)).

Sa2=-16.7%0 (8'%0), -116.2(32H) (18 {5 5 #E & 5 -1 .

hZOWTIE, EBRHBENPOHER ETOERE T 7 v 7 A INEF

Yl &= vz

hS, + &, + &

Tt T vy 5 =(8,-8 )" +57(2)
h710’3(geq+£k)(1) ' ( e ) :

_h -107° (geq +& )

= 3
1-h+107¢, @

T IT, hITMXRE RH & KR CIERAL L 72 H8 e, Eeq 13 i
rRIERE, g XERITBIGREL, oL BB K O YIHIME, fLEEFRTH D .

EEZDND. THITx LT, ZAFEEN 1

mm/d R TH > 7=FEBR 11 THEFELR 04 DN TH LK*DEBETHH-7=. 7277 L,
FHIZOWTITER S LEBRS T <3 EREATHLHLD EARALNTED,
COHERE LTI EHEEZ AN, SADENT L D FHFEBEZETE T
WRTBEMEDRN D . L EORBEEROMER LY, BER 04T, D5 VIEEEESRMET
XX VIRV RGO BRE CRIM AL EAORIRNA T 2 AN~ I 7.

4. 5HYIC

BEE KWFZEIX JSPS FHAF % 22K05886 DB % 5% 1 7=

INOREREEN L, HEAKRENKLET Y 72T 52 FETHD.
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