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Optimization and Evaluation of [E-Model Using Multi-objective Programming
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(RM SE) (RR) Table 1 Comparisons of model parameter values and validation results of two catchment
Gojo Kamigamo
RR | RVMSE RR | RusE
g i i
(T 0.78 0.74
* 1S 0.08 0.07
» PET 1.20 : 1.20 1.20 : 1.20
k 9.69 | 9.76 3.38 |  3.65
T T
* A 0.00 ' o.01 0.02 ' 0.02
Cn 0.2302 : 0.1468 0.1653 : 0.2170
1 1
feo 1.10 2.36 0.68 0.42
@« 205 | Lo 167 | 110
1 1
(mn/h) frc 29.90 | 29.36 31.42 | 41.61
(mm) M. 20.23 | 16.87 22.74 | 38.64
T T
@smy Cn 0.2302 ! 0.1468 0.1653 | 0.2170
@m)  Hu 38.57 | 18.10 70.44 1 49.30
1/n) Ci 0.0569 | 0.0790 0.0307 | 0.0672
sy C2 0.0296 |  0.0315 0.0306 |  0.0403
(17h) Cs 0.0040 | 0.0093 0.0034 | 0.0048
(i/n)* C4 0.000451  0.00045|  0.00060 I  0.00060
T T
1 1
. . R G 0.1932 0.3711 0.3994 | 0.2752
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(2000): pp.284-285,  3) 0.5259 | 0.7207 0.3787 | 1.4510
(2001) : .pp.126-127, 4)Yapo,P.O.et 4a.

(1998) :JHydral.,204.pp.83-97



