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2. R BEHURR S VEURFSE T RAL KRR B e T 4050005, 1Lt 100101,
3. ST A HRE I R SERI 2R, 3 100875)
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RIS R UE M RO DB SR T R K SO R S R 7 Mt J A A
T35 A A T 42 A BE 25 1, 0T DU RO A 2 B0 A R0 By 19 T R 3 A5 )
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FLART B, PR E R R , ol 12 N A (ER TR TR N 7 22 (B A B A TR & Sfli4h
A — 2 1Y JRy BRA: 5 114 SRy B 43T [ ) 25 i 22 A DR A A B s 52 ), 43T 25 R -2
() P A AR R AR TRt R 52 ), SRy 4 TR S TR B U R PRS2  HiE B 25
BRSO S . BT, V7 2 4 SR B 0 7 YR8 12 1 /K SRS TR 285 1 st
PEAN HR @ 402 o0 [ 35, LH-OAT J5 359, Morris-OAT Jy 2k P A BL M- I i 52 0 788 4G 56 12
(Fourier Amplitude Sensitivity Test, FAST)™ A 3 1% 2 P 7 v A1 DAL T 5 25 40 BRI 19 Sobol
75 0 AN R R R R A AR I (Extend FAST)® ™%y i E B/ 7 e . AR T
XN “ TBAR TR AL G B B o B TR SO Oy 2R S BN URE RN
REFE D FIAREAR DI A5G R o A8 XS B 7 R AT SE B AR i iy (U THRE ZE R R
AL, BCUA T R AR R TN 08 S L 1 P 1) PRI KR R T2 X 22 S 500 2 /K SO
Bl 1T BB AR AT = 5 R R AR B AR 5 AR Rl a2 9 oy FH 52 4B A A Ay
TE P ATE REE A BT T e SRR AR S A (R SR R AN o M e A R R
AEo AT A AR ASE AL e AR A2 55w 37 i 171 /77 (Response Surface Methodology , RSM)®”
RS 40 2802 (State dependent parameter, SDP)™ | H:rbp 17 il i 5 B 2 5 T 40136
AR N Z2 152 ] )RS A T 28 R 28 U S F R ) L4 L B R T e 4k
R i 22 TR )5, 4 Sathyanarayanamurthy 1 Chinnam 45 £ = Fl /2
(Kriging A 7Y A2 i) JE it £ ) 25 A U R S 45 i) s LSS TRY) N3y 2 19 8 s BURRME o0 B i
(Sobol J5 M FAST J778) 2B & 2= %) TR AL T 10 f0gept: [ A | Rattto %54 H (1Y) SDP
J5 11 Sobol J5 k25 A tIAR T HAF N FRICR o B AR vk H A AR F /K SO Y
Ho A, A SRR ARSI BB AR PE A 43 A1 XK SCRERL B S5 U E | sk SE I 2 248
5 AR B A A R URPE 3BT o R JE T a2 > B 09 S FF ) & AL (support vector
machine, SVM) 44 &I 2550w 1z it 1874 A 43 A XK SRR A QB 454 Sobol J5 s il
SVM [ 1 TAT 32 T B — A8 ) 4 ey Sk a2 DAk Jr 7—RSMSobol Jr ik , s ik
Iy U T e R ) DA 3t 3k 1 oA R AR 4 25 K SO ) 25 5 Sobol Ty ik 2 R iR AT L
45, DT AT USSR 5 325 A 20k o

1 Wik

1.1 Sobol 77 i%

Sobol J7 #5211 Sobol - 1993 4F-4i H Y™, 17 1 AL R AR R I3 i o B S8 e
SRR A A R, ARBERLY = F(X) = F(o, %2, -+, x), xR0, 1]35) 4341, Wl AT
IHEA -

F(Xu Xz, ooy Xi) = Z:(:lFi(Xi) + 2:(:12:; Fig (i, X))+t Frp (X Xo, ey X4) @)
T Fi) Fon A B BRI, Fy (e, ) 2208 [T 55 e Lo P RS, AR LML A, IO 9 5
22 0] LAG it i«
V=DV DT T Vit Vi )
o VIR 22, Vol xR 05 22, Vi R o g B XUERL 7 05 22, Vi TR R AR I
Jr2z b BT H—1k, B

Vi ol
Sil,..., in {/’n (3)
S i ASE—Fr I AL U S, S, S 4331 A -
5= Vi (4)

\%
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Sij = VU )

St = Zs(i) (6)
K, So I B 55 i NS EIN U
1.2 MR g 75 7%

AW FE L5 A 2 57 18 Wi - A1) 9 24 R [ K 58 5 = JF & 1) PSUADE (Problem Solving
environmental for Uncertainty Analysis and Design Exploration) , F1J JH J 4541 it 22 el 137 i 1
T B —A KA 2% 80 ) R G i 52 Ztin N O RAEAL S — QSIS R etz
FeIR kR A O AR AR LA O R, DT A (A5 A8 ) 3050 0 8 0 R AT 780 ) 3050 1 P A
B [RIE— R EE b ORI RIS 2 i P e 1o p TS 780 179 DG BR Al A 5 PRI AR AR 2K
Pt O I P A B B A s T R i) A LG s W PG kgl kg e 4
TER T FESE (Nt Bl , Legendre Z2 101 U IR 26 [0l JH pR 20 55) FAESH08 (%
JG F &N AR S 7, N T M4, m Bl 8, SCRFm e bLas) RS . ASCRIE T4
T2 ) B A SR ) S LA 7o g i TR, O A Tl SR A TP A8 2R 43 L T E
A HRARER

SCF L (Support Vector Machines, SVM) S — i 35t 4544 XU 5 /N D DUl i ek 5540
GO TR, RECR IR AT RN h

Y=F(X)=a'X+b 7
Kb, @ A ) 5, bR e
R SCULU Ak ) min%la|2 (8)
{Yi-aTX-b <e
s.tqh
a X + b'Yi S &

AR BT, W5 ARSI AR =, = AR S5 C, X H e- AN BURRIX IFEAREL
PEFEA TR, BE AR LAk [ REAR Ay
12 ! —_
min3|al +C;(ai+:i) )
Yi'aTX'bSS"'Ei
a'X+b-Y,<e+Z;
2,5 <0

FEF Lagrangian sRESAT, et o R 0T LU R an M A Aknl i .

S. t.

max - ;HZjl(ai - (o5- ) XX -e;(ai +o)+ ;Yi(ai +a) (10)
{ .I_ (0 -a) =0
s. t. i=1
A - O 6[0! C]
Ao, o Lagrange R, AR MO R TE LS 8 IO R K(X,, X) A8 0
max - %i’jZ::L((li - OCT) ((lj - (l;)K(Xi, XJ) '8;((Zi + (ZT) + ;Yi(ai + (ll*) (11)
AT HEIA, BRI Y = FOO = Do - KX, %) +b (12

A SV T 0250 1) R BRI K Y, X )32) AR MRS e 3) FRIIR
BEA ISR 1 4) MU AT IR 0, o3 5) SRR R R a= D) (07 - o) X 5
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6) | 1 Karush-Kuhn-Tucker (KKT) £ 155000 & 17 it b; 7) Fe 245 2R ggis =t (12).
1.3 RSMSobol 75i%

BT XA TR A 52 2 | AR SCRBUAS 45 107 i T8 ) Sobol J5 32 , 58 B RN (— B Uk
FE) S EAEH (R MU U T, BRI R

(1) BRI ERON AT T MoKay 42 H 597 22 23 B 5 1229, HAS 2 40
By MG M. ARTEEENGE ) A I 2 R i

V(Y) = V(E(YIXW)) + EV(YIXW)) (13)

X V(Y) FE(Y) Rk AR & Y I 25 FSME , X5 kAN A58 — I V(E(YIXL)) 2 4
AR RS ER I 7 25 (R X)), VT LAEAE VCE(X,), s X2 50~ Y91k, 56 —
T E(V(Y|X.)) St 25 T s AT, /R AR 2% 58 XS 1 Y AR S AR

A5 2R FH A SR TS SRR AR AT A . ZEREAR R, 2 X B, (= 1,
2, e, s, o s SR AKOFRR) B S50 TER N -

e T vin=L 33, vy (15)

j=1i=1
2 r Ry A TR B, V2R 5 U 28 7 K T i AR B AL, Y A A K
B, Y R KSR r IR EE R A AR R I

WITE X, = 0, 550 T BIE 7 22 VIYIXL) SR E(V(YIXL) 535108 -

V(Y IXi =xg) = iZ(Yi,- -V (16)
VO =) = 533330 ¥)' a7)
SRR SCHR[23] T
ONURGPERTD
=s{V [E(Y) X =xg)] + EIV (V)1X, =)} (18)
= s{VIECIX, =1+ LEV (1 =x,)])
AT VCE(X) = ijz;(v, VY- Slrzjzzzlj(v, 0% (19)
XEFABTAERIGHE TRE L o = VCE(XV(Y) (20)

() S HAEHDHT ETRAFH S S AR 2R XU 2R 58 HAE A A 7 5 850N 437 ) 3
filh b3 R e i R an R A
V(Y)=V(EYXi, X)) + EV (YXi, X)) (21)
Ao XX 3 R AR 2R A 05— I V(E(YIXG, X)) S XA 3 AR AR T 2% A
Wy 22 Rl LICAHE VCE(X,, X)), 58 35 E(V(Y|X,, X)) NEE 2250
DUPRL IR B AH DG e (X, X)) AT F AR 77 (X3, X)) = VCE(X, X )V (Y) (22)
1R A 2 B8 78 X R X 1A A DR 300+ AR S i 2R W] VR R AR BH 2., sTikAR (B35 . R
LFETFASH I I 22 VX, Xo) 7T 5E R
V (Xi, Xi) = V(E(YIXi, Xi)) - V(E(YXD) - V (E(Y[X,)) (23)
ATl 58 M FH B A B IE SRR AT VX, X0, Hor XoR X 20 B BUEL R XA X, (=1,
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2,0, 8,0=1,2, -+, S, S HKVE) o FETIREAR BT 220 -

s S R
Y= :ZLZ ZY(F)(Xi:Xiijk:XkI) (24)
SRj:1|:1r:1
1 ey O -
V(Y):S*R ZE[Y (Xi = Xij, X = Xi) - Y] (25)
=11=1r=1

P YORORE r HE R AEAS U 2RI -

R
Y_(Xi = Xij, Xy = Xa) = %EY“)(Xi = Xij, Xy = X) (26)
r=1
ISR T 220
s s s S R
VCE(X, X = SISy -V)2- 2 S5 Xy - ¥y 7 (27)
S j=11=1 S°R j=11=1i=1
B VX, X)) BiTHEAR R
V (X, X¢) = VCE(X;, X,) - VCE(X;) - VCE(X\) (28)

P VCE(X) FVCE(X) 43 5278 X A X, 1 4 F 128 Jy 22, al 3 oo 3300 o A i 4A
53,

(3) BVHUREE BT WS AR S, W LA T By 25 50 A 7 AN TS R, AT
FER S Ah—F ik, AU A E U -

Sti = Vi+ Zvij + Z Vi + o=+ Vip (29)
7 i), 2k
b MO AR AL, Vit AR R RISV TR A1 R 7 22 AR IR HE
I B T E SOh St =EV(YX)V(Y) (30)

Hrp s TR~ FORER T8 DR A TR R R
2 SLHIBESE

ASOKGIZ 1 BT 3k 1 A A AR 3 25 K SO B SRR TR S R
M a3 A AR 38 25 7K OISR DTVGM J& EE 7 78 GIS/DEM JEfil | | 3 ik GIS/RS $EHfifi
M SR TH LT I KRR AR TR A e R 4 s B e S S R B T TVGM
J'E %] th DEM X 23 ) S S SR e S B4 T ARGt = i b A4, 10 DEM SIS (31 3 1 4%
PEAT AT 8 B, DT AS B 1 B () i Al A AR AR JUH T 2 L SCRik[25-28]

THE YA S S A R Y B A R A ek 2 ), 67 T AR 48 112°~121° b 4 31°~36°, i dak i AL
27 3 ke AT 3L 358 p TR RTT PRI R R K R AL AR, 15 TR T LA RS TR K &R AL AT oA
IKFR . WERK RAEIK IR 19 7 km? (K] 1), 20 5 e e R 70% . 3 34T SF- 25 [ R 12 24
900 mm, H: 1 70%~80% 1Y [ /K 4 o 75 B 2 IR T A% 3 20 A AR R ¥ 57 o I Tl ) 4 34
i 853 m¥/s, TR M 04 U TT 34 11000 m¥/s LA b, TAS B S JLP WE . A Skt
AT B 6 W LA i 458 1965-2008 4 11 H FE T i 7% A i /K SCk i i A W bR A Ty ek H
FRUBE 43 A 2B AR 38 25 4580 | H e 43Sk 4~ A [] B 499 (1965-2000 F1 2001-2008 ) 3754 7452 75 )i
I3 1 L K2 RSMSobol J7 12 B (i B0 3iE . 1 A FH i3 5% FH 1995-1996 4F (4> [ -+ s 41 FT]
B 2 rh T s R I (1:100 7)), et ot U8R v ERL A e B IR A SR B 2 i
Lo DEMEdE ke [ 55 [ Hb T A5 =) (USGS) H58 SRTM DEM il , 43 8% 3'x3', FEF
TR AT YA e S0 ) 2] % DEM BEAT T A4S IE , 2R F R IE 5 1Y DEM BB 5 B, (M 3t
[i] TP TR EE) o SR A 100 km () ER(RL , B B3 ) LA T S R 43 441 A4 T, K
SCR GBI L A e G (AR R 2 441 IR b
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Fig. 1 Location of the Huaihe River Basin in China

TS H L LTS E AU &1 SHXA TSk S

PN , 112 A5 6 M504 B BRI/ , DR B
yﬂ T ﬁ‘ 5‘& Ig%g,ﬂ;ﬂ;ﬁ bidl %% ig& E/‘J Z:Eﬁ ﬁgllﬁ %D_H.%: EH‘ *«é , Eﬁﬁ Tab. 1 Parameters and ranges of distributed
IR TE AR |, A SO 8 MR M B e SR TIOT
T B B e Tt
SR AR, AT AR TR AR BRR o, WANAT (0oL 50

FERR R, FA R RS e R A RR Y R X e BRI RS [001, 10]
TFASCE SRR SA O TSR s Kay  RRRLRMC - [00%,10)
RS B RIS TR UGBS RIS T e BRI [o0on 0.8
R AW RS —E. X TSEBEER, 7£25 wm LR SR [040, 10]
B AR A A Tl R A9 SEBR R ) A S A ) _Theky  BEREHERE [400,800]
A, FETFE AN SR AR AR B S B, R AR SO 7 1) 8 S EU UEE Bl L3R 1,
HABRE A SHE RN ) 5041

A SCRFHIE AR T B )7 OALH SRREJ 2 FEA SN 1024 41, 3R JHT 34l H
i R BUE , B K 555 2 80 WB, Nash-Sutcliffe 508 2 % NS FilAH 52 25 RC, BAA H R ek %

|

& F

we = >0, / >, (31)

NS=1- E(Qo,i - Qs,i)z/i(Qo,i - Qo)2 (32)
RC = E(Qo,i - Qo) (Qs,i - Qs)/ \/E(QOJ - QO)ZE(QSJ _ QS)Z (33)

2CHP = QU Qo 53 SRRV e ALt ik, Q S AH UL B A HI (L n IS IR AR
ARSI Gauss 72 [0 HE BT K(X,, X) = exp(-vlIX. - X)) 2 SVM % ek %5, Hor PSUADE
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) SVM T H-BR I\ B 9] 4f 2 SVMEEISHEIR 2 B

%ﬁ:&- ﬁj{l}' =1 (E‘X{Eﬁi Tab. 2 Results of parameter calibration in the SVM

[l 10°-10%), e = 10° (L fi ﬁiﬁ e v WB NS Re

e 5_ A et PMARIE 10° 1 [054478,066809]  [0.25607, 052652]  [0.72351, 0.91236]

{Bﬂéli Lo jjiyf\\ﬂft JrEL 10° 01 [037985,078177] [0.21774,0.72460]  [0.70515, 0.99207]

Heds, M FR 2 NS E e 10° 01 [038011,078152] [0.21784,0.72438]  [0.70514, 0.99198]

fH, KMMy=01,e=10° #I%3 10° 0.01 [0.37820,072937] [0.261%, 0.38837]  [0.64938, 0.90225]

i O R e E AR SE . YRS 105 10  [0.66334,066914] [0.33245,0.37240] [0.77142, 0.79817]
555 105 1 [054479,066809] [0.25697, 052661 [0.72351, 0.91235]

ik Fl e K (3 2). MR

1024 ZHFEAS J2 H: H bR pRECAE , A4 23 T SVM B A1 8500 1 18T, 24 70 17 fh 17 A8 T3 2
BGUE . AT REAS EOUL S B L7 TG R AR SCEE RSB (91 A g2) SR e EEAN [F) H bk e ER
(WB,NSFIRC) H =4 KR (K12). WA HIRUEATIRIE DA KT , IR (TR 244 00 7 i 1A 4
FEFEACELR P fy AT RUAS LT SVM A 17 i T 1 A SR A0 AR BRARS AR ] DAAR 471
SRR A (R R AE A L, B 1 S B TR L

AR AR G TE 45 S5 B, DU)5E ik SVM i 1 i T A i 10 3 HRE AR S AR R S 50 0 A7 4
JRBUBIE AN (363, 4 FNFE5) . IAFE 30 LRIV MR 4 1 BRI A3 M 435 SR ] LA A
SR AR 25 7 gL F1 g2 SR EZL IS, 540, i H bR R ECH 5 S 50U E 2 fEs /N
1, UL S E 2 A — E WA AR . AR5 F Al LA g1 Fl g2 5 HA B 5009 — W iUk
FERE AR, HXFRIE Hbreh 5, HSBBUSTEAAE—E 225, =i S 8 g1 Al g2 XK
17 250 WB F 4y 82, T 1% 25k RoughRss %} Nash-Sutcliffe 252 22 51 NS FIAH )G 2%k
RC [ 1o 50 BH 2. o [T AN [] s 9 A 50 A A 3 42 RSMSobol J7 74 #5474 H it []
FEA ARMIR 2R (23,38 4), Ul Jy i HA AR A iR fd k.

R T R UEZE R AT SR, A8 SCR F Sobol J vk X S AU E IR T e A b A (3

%3 AEBREHEEN—MERELR

Tab. 3 First order sensitivity indices for different objective functions

24 WB NS RC

RSMSobol?  RSMSthol® Sobd  RSMSobol?  RSMISobolP  Sobol  RSMSobol?  RSMSobd®  Sobol
gl 0.179 0.230 0178 0.023 003 0.014 0.158 0177 0.177
g2 0482 0.309 0.361 0.246 0186 0.182 0048 0017 0052
Kr 0.007 0.002 0.005 o° 0° 0° 0.003 0.004 0.001
Wmi 0013 0.039 0014 0.002 0001 0.001 0014 0.005 0023
WM 0.038 0081 0.048 0.005 000 0.002 0028 0061 0042
Kaw 0.063 0.030 0.039 0.007 0002 0.001 0021 029 0.04
RoughRss 0.005 0.007 0.003 0.105 0172 0.062 0.399 034 0404
ThickU 0013 0018 0014 0.001 0001 0 0.009 0012 0011

W a— B0 F 50 1965-2000 4F 054 ¥ 5114 2001-2008 4 e~ BUEECR 24 0 107, d-FUEE 020 107 UIBUE N 0
F4 AR BREHEENSHBRELRER

Tab. 4 Total sensitivity indices for different objective functions

ZH WB NS RC

RSMSobo? RSMSaol®? Sobd RIMSobol? RSMSobol’  Sobol  RSMScbol?  RSMSobd®  Sobol
gl 0.368 0423 0373 0.543 0544 0.513 0330 0305 0.305
g2 0.698 0578 0.687 0.839 0717 0.818 0.155 0.077 0.149
Kr 0.008 0.016 0.010 0.002 0013 0° 0.020 0031 0.012
Wmi 0.043 0.066 0.041 0.022 0026 0.023 0.049 0.014 0.043
WM 0.044 0.097 0.059 0.040 0063 0.064 0.105 0128 0121
Kaw 0.088 0.053 0.084 0.087 0015 0.091 0.054 0.069 0.049
RoughRss 0.005 0.012 0.004 0.412 0571 0.497 0590 0627 0591
ThickU 0.013 0.022 0.019 0.023 0017 0.009 0.041 0072 0.05

e a=BURITF M 1965-20004F, b-EiT51 K 2001-2008 4, c—BUfE ]y 10, ITRIBIE N 0,
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Fig. 2 SVM-based response surface and its cross validation for different objective functions
K 4), [FFERFH L AR DRI 0, AR RIS gL M g2 4 it IR 1, AR /K
BV WB SB35 T T FRUSE B0, 38 2450 1 4 R 4 RoughRss X {7103
Tt P S AL s i AR ) S22, DA T 52 Nash-Sutcliffe 85025 22 50 NS A1 S S5 DL & 1)
FHOR R EURC, X T A AN 5 7K i WM RIZE HICK P58 2 88 Kaw T 75, O 6 78 i 4 B 52 )

WHEE S, & TN USSR

MBS R BB 5 2 (R 245 SR R B i — Bk, (U2 X Sobol Jr ik A Tt 45
SRR SR IR A FIEEE , W1 7E Windows XP 2%t , Intel Core 2 T5800 CPU, =4
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R5 TEBHREBEGTHZMNERE

Tab. 5 Two-way interaction sensitivity index based on

2.00 GHz, N7 2.00 GB 414 F ,
iz £ R 10000 YK, #E I £ 2300
434, Sobol J7 i ELRERE 45 Y i

different objective functions

FLHIZiR R TP AL Re ot R \g/\iB 02274 ol;;7 Z\:)n;i) (\)/\(/)'\2/'1 (;< (?2% R%uggg = T(? Ioc(l)(su
3 L ot g i . . . . . . )
E:Jﬁ%%ﬁfi*@ﬁmﬁﬁ EBS Q2 0179 0152 0099 0094 0067 0.024
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An Efficient Quantitative Sensitivity Analysis Approach for
Hydrological Model Parameters Using RSMSobol Method

KONG Fanzhe', SONG Xiaomeng', ZHAN Chesheng®, YE Aizhong®
(1. School of Resource and Earth Science, China University of Mining & Technology, Xuzhou 221008, Jiangsu, China;
2. Key Laboratory of Water Cycle & Related Land Surface Processes,
Institute of Geographic Sciences and Natural Resources Research, CAS, Beyjing 100101, China;
3. State Key Laboratory of Earth Surface Processes and Resource Ecology, College of Global Change and Earth System Science,
Beijing Normal University, Beijing 100875, China)

Abstract: Sensitivity analysis of hydrological models is a key step for model uncertainty
quantification. It can identify the dominant parameters, reduce the model calibration uncertainty,
and enhance the model optimization efficiency. However, how to effectively validate a model
and identify the dominant parameters for a large-scale complex distributed hydrological model is
a bottle-neck to achieve the parameters optimization. There are some shortcomings for classical
approaches, e.g. time-consuming and high computation cost, to quantitatively assess the
sensitivity of the multi-parameters complex hydrological model. For this reason, a new approach
was applied in this paper, in which the support vector machine was used to construct the
response surface (a surrogate model) at first. Then it integrated the SVM-based response surface
with the Sobol method, i.e. the RSMSobol method, to achieve the quantification assessment of
sensitivity for complex models. Taking the distributed time-variant gain model in the Huaihe
River Basin as a case study, we selected three objective functions (i.e. water balance coefficient
WB, Nash-Sutcliffe efficiency coefficient NS, and correlation coefficient RC) to assess the
model as the output responses for sensitivity analysis. The results show that the RSMSobol
method can not only achieve the quantification of the sensitivity, and also reduce the
computational cost, with good accuracy compared to the classical approaches.

Key words: meta-modeling approach; response surface methodology; sensitivity analysis;
support vector machines; Huaihe River Basin



