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Table 2. Analysis data used for flood forecast in various river reachs
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different schemes at various stations
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Fig. 5. Comparison of estimated and observed flood hydrograph
August 1963 at Qimen in Weihe River
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ATLR Model and its Application in Flood Prediction

Li Diejuan and Zhou Bingin

(Nanjing Institute of Hydrology and Water Resources}

Abstract: This paper presents an autoregression total linear response model
(ATLR) by which the forecast schemes were developed for the Wangjiaba station
and the South Canal River system in the Haihe River basin. The proposed model
has the same construction as that of the combined model consisting" of TLR and
error autoregressive real time updating. But,the former is simpler and more accurate
than the latter.
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