g3 — sole 4

Ol 813l (omrsian 9 @ole
Iran-Watershed Management
Science & Engineering

Vol. 9, No. 31, Winter 2015

oSilbe iyl Slabe Glas gy siledde 5 mte o
e 3 Sl G adde sl o ol Jlij sllas Sl e
@U‘j Ly 0 g Y/f./\} YAY L:ﬁ‘}..a s.q;; QO gy Ao

S o a1y Gl 5 m slads g

Siladde «dS b o T les g 1SS (SO ST9

4doddo

Sy looes Gl S g Sepl p oo St Al b
3L L5 sl 5 ogems sl Sl
Colest (gslaBl sla o ameD el Olgeay syl Jlos &
Vs bk Ve @l 1 st SV s SBE L3 YL
Lol Sol awys 00 51 iw o Bb 3 [Ye] das e 5,058
3505 b AT Wil Ol cnsVU gble Jile b bl o
T kS s 0t VT b J 25 o 53 Ol 3 (sl iy
SL i o3 Jane K Olssa S5 s olede
IV ] el sile

Lol 5 Ghae b ey Ll 5 a5 5 fts sdaze sl 2l 5L
basasss o bbby cnl o edzmy 5 ot 85l Ll Lol e
S DM B3 e Bl el e bz
S i s ey 4nidS laaas 5y ol sl Glas
s adde Wles S v e s 5 bl j sl
e 5 A Slopas anlee 5 Sote Sl esle
in B8 a0k 5 Sl cogs wle pl slass
Lo cilos JICS a4 &8 il oo sy ol S5 (SO gy i
O]l ois S 1l ab g o Sladllas 5 sdeie  SDlsl ol
Sleay $3lge 5155 oete ol LEIFY VLY OY ) 0 Y
Lok cilises gla os 53 gy lale anadl g oyl nils
Laoile 3L Slde b o ol o) é‘j 03 s UL o
AL JU s w55 (b 5 Slodalin ol D)
Sl govwe o)l V] 558 i 5 mis OF Hlde 5 ASL
i i 3 w0 by e a5 U5l ole 3,8 e Slis Jule 5
G PR PIR S U GO P PN PO CU eSS W EP VPR -
Jos 5l S0 ol pss ole ol o Osa S5 Jde s
Jsa [YA AT O]V la o3 gy 3550 5 Gl 2LOs
Sy 2y edd aw S glaaas o glallest e s

WAF b 1) 8,ylows ot JUw

\a%

IYAF Gl =TY 0 k0w — s JLw

S sladie 5l ealanal b 42y, Ghas Hb S A
YRR C}L,a! e S d/aw 3 o)
(AJJJ@; AJL&:}J &b} o@‘ Z‘S:JJA Nlh.o)

Tl e 5 S Sl 555 bl
WAE/E s dy b WWAYVIYACSL 53 =00

Calises sl 3l L3 g, 53 Ghae Sbsw, Ol 5,90

0Lyl Ol (il de (Gl piS (S Cblis (g5,
Sl Glgl Bl g Hls Slidow il glaass e
Lalssg, Glas 54 25500 5 mop slp BB gy,
Salie Slgmy 3,505 53 Lba, ol U5 4 5,0 sy
Wi gowa i) ol 53 B B, o 33 )8 5l Sl
Sby g Kb b gy, b S
BL ..\3‘0.&.& 433;)\54.3 4.:.:.&} Cﬂ‘).} JS‘.S“S.:)‘.: }f}b}
S sadbe ollg aslis § pw) shea ol Gdo
e G, St 00 Ll 5 5L e ) Gb)
2 8l HIP oKan) e g, wlabe Luge glaosls
/\;'.:..J JLJ S5 9 RGO P WP Lo | :‘9;@; &lsg, sy
Sl ) el anslin 9 gy p o b e&.ﬂ gl 5 B8
3 o:&LA‘JJ.E;»Q..\JSL;‘:V.MJ.’O‘J&M;:)‘,MJ:J}TﬁM
Lo (5 dlabe &) soh 35 50 slaesls ( Sl (6w sade
23 g gy Ao gie S S plowl ole YWV (gl 2 o gme
Wb e sladbe b aglie Cg g A4S ‘..,..»J.?Excel b
) %4 ‘5."3.;}:"-‘3; J.lalfu ‘.ﬁlﬂ}j 3‘ JJ\?' @Lﬁ .C.',.é) J\SQ.
GSoslhl gl asls 5l eslizul b She sladds Jaw s
sl Slay o Ko 5 Uas Sl o 80l 9doms Juls Uas
b L) s ladis 45 515 DL ol 5 ) 0k Ja 5
ot govn b dslie 53 VI/FE gl Sl e Kl ) gone
S U5 YYVO slas Sl o Kl 5 sdoms b g

O ply oKls (5355LiS eaSKiils ale Slia pie 5 gt sty 5 )
fa_barzegar@yahoo.com : 55 = ey
Solszal o5 S (ank e 0Tl bl -

Ol 813l (owrsiaen 9 @ole

[ww.SID.if


http://www.sid.ir

DM o s opl 53 i S S el Jlos alide 55 Glas
5 A8 Glwand O A3 ol L BLSSE lad  Glas s
L oasliso 53 Loyl Sloy (g pm e 45 5ls 0L andllas oy =k
Slae Css Gritn 03 S US04 e ateas - e
Wtagy o Sl G s b SN YV als 5 K 34l
ilin Glae gy s Sl L bl Jde s s
o bt (sl mar 03,05 Glacsls Sl Lad)] axdlas 3 L340 55158
Jde 5 L eslanal b3 (6w s3lwdde sl gl ¥ o930 S s
Al VY 0,95 SO s aVle Cguny Lo gt sl gl 1 S
ool e 5 a0 51TV O 5 le .03 05 o3Lized
- Gy aw u_<2u 5wy Csey glaesls co s 6l
s QL s 0l gl s sed eslinl Kol sde I s
@ Sy lys Sl e 5o o sasta bl Jis s Shes
AL e ol s eas S

b G sladde 5,8 0 ST s o 0L @\;» R
Wiy glaesls plul 2 S e Gl o) Gugte 02
Shre gy s (5,831 ) Jol (slalad o 5 sl
ool o Lyl 5 55 abg e SOl & ail e g2
Coils oS ol 1Al ad s se Olpl IS (6 ek
gy e 5005 Balial Lo 4l Blae s slresl
SR | PNV bl oy5 55 Jlo glajsy aan & Ly e
Ll S el L) s sl Sl G Sl esland
el 3 gad eslizad Glale ubde it ol o3 eliis S|
slaesls ot 55 Sl g,m sladde I ol axdlles s
Sl 55 01l 53 55 9o Jal 5 L aS s sl Slals O g
Ledde (2l b s Gt S Jol bl e 2010 6 S
Cdae a5 Ol al 53 sy 2500 dolie lade syt B L
W88 1A e 5 g0 il e gy Az (Sl e

g5 9 3lge

axdllas 35 4o aibae

IS RS VY Cols Loy S8 S sl e
G ot \"u-ikcé‘f"’.' 83 gdwe 53 S w550 (6L s glads o>
Bl e o sTATN BT YO 5 5 s d ko1 T
() (_}b/\»:/) Sl 0l
Sy 35wl SRS ok m (B e Sl
S ge Jsay 5 38 S Al sy o Lod cpl 5 sbos
Sllas 55 gloss oSlr S alidined 5 ol (oLl
2 B8 O e e ol ey Gl s
aS 634 3has gy Lglo:ji.é)bftg\)l:ﬂﬁwi},\,ﬂw:\?b
Il 5l S0 (bl 055 b il ot Sldllas s )

VYAF b 1) 5,lows — ot JUw

YA

So g by e Ll i a0 U Wlyn a5 6,8 13 el
o8 g1 e S 5 233 51 WOT S ol il 5 S
S Sl by Cxle dax 51 Sy e gl L
S gy 3bed e oz 315 (85505 5n Slalllas s 1
O b bdde g cnl 51 eolizad ol s .l okt 438 S
Lol L db= ol pslis cw (Stases sl 3 LOT LUl
i 6 V] s adite ) Sl Sole i s 5 i
Llsh 4 & s, Sohasded pwdkige 53 bdde ol 5l eslanal
ans )J"@ﬁﬁ 9 ‘;f,;iﬂ.éj ol .::dea;g 63w e aa
SLVe aas s 5 i S e L sl gl e 1y adde ol e
Sl S sadde [W] Lol axw s |y adie ol T i
LI 1 sad oS slaosls g3lesl LUl5 5 dms bl i
Gl e ok L35 i 03 Goate L1l Il 2 s Js [T ]
05 Sy G Sleslaad W] wll o b slangl 3 Sl
Al e Ol o0 Gt Ele 4 b e SN s
Sladde o 5l &S ol dbe ) Lde e b o)
b s e sadde b anglio 55 eyl e (Sl
AL Ol o5 Sl a0 oS e 5k
Sl bl e SIITET Silass 5 Sl e Olsea Al 0
S s Sl s S 5l 5 Sl - ol sled e
laasls gl o1y Las sl Jde 5 s gad eslanal (gl pal 5 ol o4 3
¥+ JOLea 5 o ds Lo bl el (Ul 5 204
33 A 4 3505 25 ol i 0 Ll s LT i )
anslie 3 LaosT Jie als ol Lol ) 5 5 el eslinud
Syl als gy 0L os ssleans 3 g 2Ll eyl Jae L
= ot o3 b ol dde Sl 55 0] Sl el 5 ik
s gl L se Sl el dia g3blale wls s, OL
& 4l 3 8305 lassls Gles o8 0ad 3L L sl ol Lol
o2 5l Js b Gl G35 B Sy (g e 35 (Sain
Al e slazs! LG ol
@ S Gl sy o) 00 Slos (6 lade Sl sl
2K s e Oladles 4 O Ears 5 035 Fogdoms oL > oo
G Ja 3L sl 6l [0 ls 5 o 33,8 a3l 1447 UL
5 Gl Glae gy DL 0L 6l et s Sles
El 5 Lo ged ealital LIGE o T s W s ol e
Glre s s Sl 10 4 pn w5 Jo 0T e
Jhe caslie add 5 [V SKls 5 opor 5508 b (Sllas aibe

Sy 2 G 10 A e a3 Je 5 Ll Sle (g

. Thomas and Fiering

. Yevjevich

. Box and Jenkins

. Auto-Regressive Integrated Moving Average
. Auto-Regressive Moving Average

. Rifuji

AN B W~

Ol S 13l (owsiaes 9 @ole

[ww.SID.if


http://www.sid.ir

(;;Ub.g o&‘ 9 uw J.;:ui aJ?) andlas )40 ke ;"_,.g.;}a—\ JS.J-’:
Fig 1. Study area (Goleatan watershed, Ghazaghly hydrometric station).
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1. Minimum Variance Unbiased Estimator
2. Root Mean Square Error
3. Mean Relative Error

VYAF b 1) 5,lows — ot JUw

V4

$lgy O goas aS Ll e o3l WY fls 505 0\ YAA B 1YEQ
s CA:AA‘ 9 u_elS LSLAeJ‘J U'i‘ 3979 L: RSO R W LSJJTC"".'
53505 s Ol 3l alezel BB 5 G35 (35 55 Sk
fl}u‘ ) b)_ﬂff Lony 3 L;bJUu AJ.J‘ MLL;QJ Cewd 53 A
Al et oKl cpl B3l e e b Js V] e
ol s ol s SRy A Cedl 5 gy (glaosls slias
ol oy ol Sllas g oS CuS 015 e cadlaie -1

Adb o aa

BT
eK:..m..:_‘ 4.;‘)')) L}l;u: )y L;Lhajb )‘ k}:ﬂ}d U'i‘ (abu( )jla.\,uu
Laesls ol i e C‘f‘ V.WJJS S A eslanal 3153
)1 .C,.é) )ts‘\.: ol GHhodiwd Llale ¢LA~G..9 MJ‘)'_}) S eed
Al ol 3 gor g wlate Sy oty 55 gy (Slaesls 4l
bl oSl o sladite b Glae gy pn g o skea |
LB ipl & Lpd e oo Gl (6w D) soar aesls L
plrsl dlale jialie & dily s, polie Lois s Excel sl s 5l eslaxa

A

S i (S £l
S e SR gl Sl s i e a3

Ol S 13l (owsiaes 9 @ole

[ww.SID.if


http://www.sid.ir

0(B)=1-6B-6,8"~..0,Bq ()

L oslas G &, ol G £, ol &1 Ly, s
fmen 355 e bl B (5 s 5 e Sl
4 by a3 p PUMA) S pete ke sba el 6 (AR)
1504 S e S0k Jo 0 by o 45 50 q cdensad 355 il
SIS s LYY At e s e ;Jv»’* B, Jos 4 by
Loty & Loyl Jie S5 il el Luld i — oS,
33535 eon b G il 1zl S il o3V AL s
S Ol cbe LA bl b (g 00 Ll 50
Nt 2wl 5 5l 4 e S L e 2500 JodS el (5
oaseds 1y Jde 43 e s & (pach) " J > ateans = 5 (ach)
Woe P& o o i a5 U (65, 5148 D s pl 0l
Gl O Qb Je pae a8 e ctens s A b ped 555
3305Ge odls Lasls d i (ST Jlas 5 st 5 O gal
[YA]

s 5 4 (pach) o anewas st 5 (ach) anneas &5
DA] Koo esls OLES (V) 5 (V) Lails,y 5o

n—k
Z(Zi _2)(Zi+k _2)
pk:i:2 ;—lgpkgl

>z -2y

Il a0 55 Jloy (6w glaesls b s paze olie oz, 2,
b jie g bsye ke Jlie 2 5k Sl otb L ads e g

Q)

k-1 AL e
Pr — Z p;(k—Dp,_,
o (k) = =2 %)

k—1
1=> (k=p,
i=1

G Alnna S g5 GUJ\JEJ ol U,;-L slas KoY) adasly s
b Sl S mmns g i ke o0 kb L Sl
b Sl S S5 Gars g b e @ 5 k) L=b
.,\,.Lbhgﬁ’ k J:;-U

Gy wlale glaesls 51 Sl (g Gla i, 208 ) skiea
5 L b osliad Minitab 16 (o,UT Ji3dlo 5 Jaome 3 (3las
Laosls 055 o 5 ¢ Slos (6 sladde 3l eslinal b5 oS pl o
S5 b5 s s bosls 035 b Comd s bl
nesls (A) ) SIS — S s 5 embie 5 ol
laesls ) sl 5 Sob sladie alg L3 5 s 3 b5
Al a4 S Sa el Jbo s

1. Auto correlation Factor
2. Partial Auto correlation Factor
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Table 1. Comparison of different combinations of sediment rating curves and correction coefficients.
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Table 2. Comparison of different time series model using

Sum of Squared Residuals and Akaike parameters.
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Fig 2. Converted monthly sediment data using Box- Cox function.

VYAF b 1) 5,lows — ot JUw

AY

Ol S 13l (owsiaes 9 @ole

[ww.SID.if


http://www.sid.ir

sLesls S ‘;{’.....«A 355 & by o0 -8 JS.& gy slresls M 557 4 by ylsged -V JS':’

o Ji""s gy ok J.:.\..S
Fig 4. Partial autocorrelation curve of the converted Fig 3. Autocorrelation curve of the converted sediment
sediment data. data.
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Fig 5. Residual distribution of Markov model.
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Fig 6. Autocorrelation and partial autocorrelation

diagrams of the differential series residual of sediment data
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Fig 8. Comparison of Markov model results with actual
data.
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Fig 7. Comparison of ARIMA(1,1,2) model results with

actual data.
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Table 3. Comparison of the results obtained from selected models using normalized mean square error and Nash

Sutcliffe criteria.
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