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Effects of Sampling Strategy on Load Estimation
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Table 1 95% fSHAXHIOHFEHER (%) FRbEY > 7V > F
Cove rage rate of 95% C.I. - Periodical Sampling

interval 1d 3d 7d
K* 81.3 89.6 88.4
Cr 100 93.8 91.6
Na” 96.5 89.6 88.7

Table 2 95% {SHAX B OWAIHER (%) ERY 2TV 27 (A)
Cove rage rate of 95% C.I. - Importance Sampling (A)

eq.interval 1d 3d 7d
K 91.4 91.4 93.8
Cr 95.2 95.2 92.0
Na' 94.6 91.6 93.4

eq.interval; equivalent interval besed on the number of samples

Table 3 95% fSHHX M D HFLRER (%) HELT > TV > 7 (B)
Cove rage rate of 95% C.I. - Importance Sampling (B)

eq.interval 1d 3d 7d
K 94.6 94.4 93.2
Cr 94.2 94.4 94.4
Na 94.6 95.2 95.0

eq.interval; equivalent interval besed on the number of samples

—573—





