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Decision Making of Reservoir Management Using Weather Forecast
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Table 1: Satisfaction Matrix
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Table 2 : Risk and average differences of reservoir performance indices

N(day) | P(%) | Risk | Reliability | Resiliency | Vulnerability | Total Restriction
1 60 12.53 0.0050 0.1532 -0.3519 -9.48

80 5.06 0.0050 0.0965 -0.4452 -12.33

3 60 25.09 0.0304 -5.1210 -1.1025 -52.14

80 9.41 0.0176 -2.3789 -0.9045 -41.42

7 60 35.76 0.1109 -11.0240 -3.1155 -177.51

80 17.83 0.0476 -5.7906 -1.7617 -100.58




