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Abstract; The feasibility of applying the method of multi-objective optimization in analysis of the activated sludge process was studied. A benchmark
process in BSMI issued by IWA was taken as a target process. Three indexes of effluent quality, energy consumption, and total volume of reactors were
the objectives. The volumes (for each of 5 reactors) , mixed liquor return rate, sludge return rate, excess sludge wasting rate, oxygen transfer coefficients
(1in each of 3 reactors) were the decision variables. The model of multi-objective optimization was solved by the non-dominated sorting genetic algorithm
IT (NSGA-II) in MatLab, and the Pareto solutions were obtained. Results show that under the condition of Dry weather influent, increasing the volume
index by 4. 1% may enhance the effluent quality index by 81.5% and the energy consumption index by 13.3%. Under all influent conditions ( Dry,
Rain, Storm) , taking Pareto solutions as process parameters, all performance indexes are better than with the default process parameters of BSM1. The
results indicate that the trade-offs among different objectives of the activated sludge process may be achieved by using the method of the multi-objective
optimization.

Keywords: multi-objective optimization; activated sludge process; BSMI ; trade-offs
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R BN B KRR, AR TRV e R GAE R
— M 2 i AR ge, O R A B AR Ik — A
(Flores-Alsina et al. ,2008) : DH 7KK T IA bR H
ZEEbR AR B AR AT @5 KA H
(SR B RN AT 2 2 /N, 25 Ml T AR
FIBEREFE AL REFE S A X, @i KA B R G iz
TTRRE BB 232 — 28 M /K i K ot op iy, 22 AH [ B
WX LA B bR, 9005 S AR 6 A [8] 4 2% 1 1 48 5 1k
T 208 T 240 S ik oy £ h TS B AR
Ak I 1 ( Hernandez-Sudrez et al. , 2004 ; Holenda
et al. ,2007 ; Rivas et al. ,2008) , FEA 55 7K A
BT 24T B BEAE 73 M (Machado et al. ,2009; =7
85,2012) . 3X A5 2 BOR T AT (H AN BE St 45
H bR Z 8] BYAUAET G 2. 3 JLAR A 228 X 15 K A 31T
ST T 2 HER B 5 Hr i 58 ( Biswas et al. ,2007 ;
Flores-Alsina et al. , 2008 ; 2010; Hakanen et al. ,
2011) , AN X SE 57 32 B H T K AL BT 2
2 5K W% b I ( Beraud et al. , 2008 ; Flores-Alsina
et al. ,2010) T H# K B T2 P iy iscit- S 8o

LA PRk PR (TWA ) S A B i 7 HAE Y BSMI
B LA XG4T T 2 BAR AL 73 A, el
T KK TR bR | ik A8 REFE A8 A A2 Ak S b 14 {4
BUIRIRESR 3 AR B AR, 2> A A0 520 it i) 25 AR
(54) EAMETRARE(3A) 5 IR AW
[\l f | 75 e R AR o P SRS . 7R A [A) K 5%
PET RO B 45 2R 5 R OB A (8 1Y 25 R AT L
B, U 2 BARCARAE TG PR 75 e T 22 A A vh i i
P )

2 X B 5% (Materials and methods)

2.1 BSM1 ##

AT TESET REEREN IR #E 1T
X EG 43 B, 36 HOHE ofE f5 LAY BSMT 1Y T2 2 i 2
(Copp,2002) 1E M AFFE B XT 42, AR Q0 1 fr .
BSM1 T2 LLE i B, A4 5 A AR AL it AT 1 AT
TE M, & 4 9 . 1000m® | 1000m’ , 1333m’
1333m’ 1333m’ ,6000m’. H:H i 2 A4~ b A by ik

0, _teagtor | reactor2 reactor 3 reactor 4 reactor 5 _settler

— — o —_1 o —] o —1
0% 0% 0% 090 o°
oo © oo © oo ©
%% o °% o o5 o
° ° ° ° ° °
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E1 BSMlI HIZiiEE
Fig. 1 Schematic diagram of BSM1

S0, R NOS -N B4kl N, AT SO Ak A
J5 3 RN EFEGH, 0K NH,-N #2467 NO; -N,
HEFTAE AL AE . BSM1 T 25 0 2 5L B3 e ot 4 1)
TfE.
2.2 #HAKYE

BSM1 H43 5 3 F K ( Dry, Rain A1 Storm ) £%
14 KA 8l 285 HEK B, BORE 1] B8 24 15min, 15 5% H]
Dry KA KB X BSM1T T A2 H
FRAEAL B R % 53 B, #% )5 Rain 11 Storm K<, T )
KBS X0 S A 285 SR R AR (AR i — 25 03 A U AL
Dry KSR KA LH o0 dle BE 72 ARAN TR 2 Firos.

—m— 5

—0— S\u —A—S\p

WK /(mg-L")

W /(mg- L")

E 2 Dry R T KEE (LR LK Sg, 218 R A L
i Xo, ATPERR A DA Sy , BORCIRR A HLA Xy, , 7
4R S0, B Su » A E Sno » BUE Sy, IR Xy, H
TR Xy, WIS YEG HLBR S, , WORLHE Ph A DLER X, B2
YWY Xp)
Fig.2  Dry weather influent

BSM1 H T2 B A=Ak Sz it >R ) ASMIT #5580 3t
B 13 Py, Jok BE R 50 . ) B f A5 LA S,
NS IEARA LR X, (T ERR AR AT HLA Sy, , BORIR
FERADLA X, A Sy, BA Sy, THEA Sy,



1920 I

N 335

BREE Sy i, SHIRE Xy, ALIRTA X, , AT MEAT LA
S, PURLIE A HLER X, , A P ™ ) X, 5 — Uit
R FH B A A A (Takdcs et al. ,1991).

2.3 ZEMGHUERNET

Effluent Violation, NEV) :BSM1 % {7k COD ,BOD; .
NH, -N TN (B (TSS (e B IF Ry ) 47 T B
S, BARBUE IR 1 Frs. N BSMI )5 7 KK
Bl b R AR HE R UL, T A AL B AR R B

2.3.1 MRACEAR a. HIUKIEPREFREL( Number of (R FIE A% B AR (A,
F1 BSMI M HKANRERRE
Table 1 Effluent limits in BSM1 mg-L_]
COD BODj NH," -N TN TSS
100 10 4 18 30

b. AEFEFE PR (Overall Cost Index, OCI, B .
kWh-d™") ; 2EHU BSM1 .25 v (i BE SCREAE | 4%l A2
REFEFANTS VAL FEREAE Iy SFNVE 1% H bR i (8. Bk
AR AR WA (1) ~(7):

WES HEFE( Aeration Energy , AE B3/ :kWh-d ") .

AE = %f i [0. 4032 K,a, (1)* +

o i=1

7. 8408 K, a,(t) ]-dt (1)
KK a, (1) B0 0 8 AL o R A
fcﬁﬁ*%( Pumping Energy ,PE ,ifﬁ kWh-d™"'.
pE =22 10,0 + 0.0 v 0.0 ()

X1, 0, (0) MR EGWPIFE AR (m*™d ") ,0, (1) A5
FEFHER(m>d "), 0, () HHEE R (m>d™").
15 Ve HE X & ( Sludge Production to be disposed,
SP, A kg-d ')
RGhryisle
TSS(t) =TSS, (t) +TSS, ()
o 1SS, (o) AR R TS5 R A

(3)

TSS,(1) =0.75 « D (Xg, + X, + Xy + X,
i=1

(4)

+
Xp) = Vi n=5
TSS, (1) JEVTHENM T A T5 e i .

TSS.(1) = 0.75 + 2 (Xg; + X, + Xy, + Xy, +
j=1

15 e HER L SP .
14

SP = %(TSS(M) ~TSS(7) +0.75 - f(Xs,w +Xi
t=7

+ Xy + Xpay + X)) - 0,(2) - de) (6)
] OCI = AE +PE +5 - SP (7)
c. KFIFEFR (Total Volume, TV, FAfvi.m’) ;1%
HFrmid BSMI 25 5 /> AR Ak B Ry (4 BRI A
B — 7 R e S Ak A 9l FH AN OK g 45 B I ).
HAAXWAA(S) !
™V =V +V,+V, +V, +V (8)
BRSSP RIS EAE A SCHR (Copp ,2002) .
2.3.2 RELE R EIPUAE ] E
Wi DA BAR (B, B0 T BSMI T 20 R by 11
N T EZENE N Z AR R TR SR AL
a. B BRI V, (B m®) 13X 5
AR SRR T 14 (B 3 S e T e AR B N G AR B Y
JK I35 Rt T] s 2 1Ak H s TV BYMA.
b. 1RGO R Q, (1) 5 ol it 3 &
Q. (1) HEJgH Q, () (B :m™d ") 3X 3 PRI
XS AR A I L ) T R R Y 2 A R ARG 25 BR
FEH E L [N B A REFE A T2
c. BAMLBREK a( BBl d™") RESF 3 A
Mt R ) TR R AR R R/ N DL R R R RERE Y R/,
X 11 AR SR i F) JRC(EL VU PRl D B 4 (i dn 5k
2 Fros. EATTHY AR IE FEAG 1 BSML 22 H AR AL 4

Xp)) vz A m=10 (5)
Ul s
x2 RRTEENREERELE
Table 2 The default, lower and upper values for decision variables
s Vi v, v v Vs Q. Q. Q. Ky a3 Kya, Ky as
/m’ /w0 /w' /(whd™') /(whd)  /(mtdT) /d7! /d! /d”!
BB (e 1000 1000 1333 1333 1333 55338 18446 385 240 240 84
TR 300 300 300 300 300 0 0 0 0 0 0
R 1500 1500 2000 2000 2000 70000 25000 700 300 300 300
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2.3.3 ZERHAHER

Minimize f = (NEV, OCI, TV)"

Subject to X € S,

Where X = (V,, Vo, V3, Vi, Vs, Q5 Q1) 0y,
Kiay, Koa,, Koas)™. X J 11 PSS aTiisk,
2.4 ZEGHRUEANFETE KB ERNE

Z HAREA B )72 T MatLab H A9 M-3C
RSS2 FARR R 7 5 2R AR SCRCHE P 18 AL 3
i I ( non-dominated sorting genetic algorithm I ,
NSGA-1T[ ) (Deb et al. ,2002) , ELARTHH Y i f 4
3 7R B 58 NSGA- I3 77 28 11 A 58 Bt 1Y
{8, W3 SR i R oL 2 BSM1 BRL R SR 7E
AR O T AT A58 3 MLk HARIIE, h

Parl P Parl
arameter —
BSMI process transmission system ——>| NSGA-II
Par2 Par2

3 BSM1 % BARILLARBIETH R AR (Parl UK 11 PHE
R E, Par2 43R 3 ML HARE)

Fig.3 Calculation-flow for the Multi-Objective Optimization model

of BSM1 ( Parl represents values of decision variables, Par2

is values of objectives)

SRLEE R GG 45 NSCGA- T Bk #4740 #7 bk, 7™
AACAR, BEM A A SRR EA T T — PR A5
NSGA- I 5k S RO E NS 3 Fw.

%3 MatLab fi NSGA- 1 Hik S #1188
Table 3 Settings of NSGA-II in matlab

SR (=3
FRER /D 165
EAIREL 100
A AR 0.1
2 XA 1.0

3 L5 (Results)

BT R B R

BSM1 TR 8l )y 2 S8 L2 1 i R
R B4 18 ( Copp,2002) , FH 14 K Dry K5 T 3h
AR EAE XA AL AT 36, 5 SCHk 2 T
(KB AT X E, W3k 4 s, & 4 W LLE
B TR AR 1 TR S SR A — 3, 18
A A ) AR ) R X B AT RHR 22 5 K AR 0.37%
T R R A TE .

3.1

x4 HEEEESTHRERRILL

Table 4  Calculated values with the literature values

2ﬂﬁ Sﬂ S] SS SV() SNI[ SNI) SAI,K
/(mg-L~") /(mg-L~") /(mg-L~") /(mg-L~") /(mg-L~") /(mg-L7") /(mol-L~")
A 0.74 30.00 0.97 8.82 4.78 0.73 4.46
SCHREL 0.75 30.00 0.97 8.82 4.76 0.73 4.46
AEX IR 2 -0.24% 0 0.04% -0.03% 0.29% 0.04% 0.01%
gﬁé}" Xl XS XBH XBA Xl’ XI\U Qe
/(mg-L™") /(mg-L™1) /(mg-L~1) /(mg-L~1) /(mg-L™1) /(mg-L71) /(m?-d")
THAE 4.59 0.22 10.24 0.54 1.76 0.02 18061.36
SCHRAA 4.58 0.22 10.22 0.54 1.76 0.02 18061.33
AHRT R 25 0.31% 0.37% 0.14% 0.16% 0.18% 0.31% 0

3.2 % HARL AL AL B9 AR RO AT

K 4 ZZMALB ALY Pareto fi#, NEI TR AT LB
3 A HER BB FEER T NEV 4 88 ~ 3360,
TV 4 2592 ~ 6242m’ , OCI fy 42 ~22277kWh-d ",
RV A O K R o 2k AR BIEL S B
. B BB SRR PSR AR S s (B TR Y
3 EARMA. X 2 K E L, 7T LL G M 25X
3 H bR Z [ AU 5C F&, TV Fl OCT HU(E B K,
NEV {E#/N 31X 3R 7R B0 A4 FRURN REFE B K, BSMI
T AR PSR SRR G Rk AU R B 2 S H
PRZ BT G &R, TR 3 A HARIAETE A8
T A K] .

25000
22500
20000

~ 17500
s 15000
12500
10000
7500
5000
2500

OCI/(kWh

B4 ZBiRELERL Pareto #E

Pareto solutions for the Multi-Objective Optimization model

Fig. 4



1922 I

N 335

MK 5a AT AT LIE 1 Bk A9 Pareto fi#
A B Y TV BUE I U, £7 7E — S8 i 1Y
NEV {8 H A (H2 /MR £ 5 31X 3R IHE S AR B
AFRESL T, KK BT RE 4515 21 F 38R A . A
RSB TT LA 5h i T g5 1), — Lo fig

[ a
3500
%00 g, o
3000 %5 ©o o°
o X o0 o
2500} o
o
> 2000 o
g oo
1500 o %o
(o)
(o]
1000 - So
O,
500 % o
L a4 %00
2500 3000 3500 4000 4500 5000 5500 6000 6500
TV/m?

) NEV (B A1 OCI {H#SE b Bl (i /)N, F B BSMI (1)
B ATHEFE RN AL BRI A RE A BT ol 3. 59 4b, 48 K

SR NEV {BEOR, U H AR S8 bl R OO
Z AR PRI AT Y.

SSOOJ;Q)b
% % o

o
3000  Coo0g o o°
O o
2500 |- °Fpo
L o]
> 2000 o &
L o) (o]
1500 - el °
L ° o
o0
1000 - 09
500 |- %CS n
0 [ 1 | L | 1 1 L Sbl 1 |
0 5000 10000 15000 20000 25000
OCI/(kWh-d™!)

B 5 Pareto SEEBIRZEIHXR

Fig.5 Relationship between differe

% BARR A AEAE Dry KRR #E AL T 82t b
AT
T 2% 2 AR AL OR 04T 5007, 3=
550 T HRIER 4 AfRRPORASEE, R 6 ST
X 4 AR HAR(E, X 2 DRGSR
AR HAE BSMI sl (B M AR A HARME. 3R 5
AR B 0 4 AR 2 BARE AR R Y A

3.3

nt objectives in Pareto solution

e e 2Z 18] 52 & A AT B PR By, B A0 solutionl Al
solution2 , solutionl A NEV {H I solution2 /)>, {H J&
OCI {H AN TV {HARZE a5 K, ENA L4, RlE
T~ EH AR T A0 ] s 2 SR 2 45 40 B 1 3 43 1
I E bR, K Pareto fif 7F 205 2 11 & [ 51

7.

®5 BEK4ARHRRESEMREE

Table 5 Values of decision variable for default and the selected four solutions

- v, v, v, v, Vs 0, 0, Q. K a, K, a, K, as
/m? /m? /m? /m? /m? /(m*d=Y)  /(m*d7h)  /(mddh) /d! /d-! /d-!

7 ER(E] 1000 1000 1333 1333 1333 55338 18446 385 240 240 84
Solution 1 982 853 1310 1476 1368 43868 16745 206 217 233 84
Solution 2 1055 815 1292 1490 1292 44390 16443 218 190 220 73
Solution 3 1094 879 1314 1479 1370 47638 17982 230 227 239 88
Solution 4 1193 675 1524 1452 1398 54468 17809 189 232 233 73

7E Dry KT, A fi# %) COD .BOD, #l TSS ixX 3
ASFE AR A ER I HE bR M 0 R A TR,
A AL ZH Y NEV (B F1 OCT {E#R/IN, TV {l FaA—
RS RN, R L0 2 B R4, i RS i
B FR N AR FR KK BB AR B RE 1T REAE W]
DIAS 3] — o B M B AR AE 2R O 4 4l g
solutionl Fl solution2 1Y 3 M4k H br (8 #BE L k2
EZE/N, R EIX 2 21 i H R4 (B T8 A ; solutiond 11
NEV {EZ /N, A T a4 [ FEAR T 81. 5% , [F]
IHZ RIS A H R OCT IR T 13.3% , AR

AR TV AR 5 K B, AH A AR X T i 4 (i 4
T 4.1% ,solutiond 3% IHZER 3 I BARFR )15 i
T, AT AR BE i H /K K B FTRE FE 5 solution3 By HY
KK ALK F solutiond , H J2& 78 &1 44 B Jr 17 2% 2K
HAR.

NEV {27k COD ,BOD, TN NH, -N TSS i#
PR S, N 6 thal LUE 31, 76 4 04k
o METR NH, -N A AR A, B 6 2 A i e
7 K COD(a) NH, -N(b) .TN(c) .TSS(d) f K75
TR, B B T R LA TR A 43 B 1 HR Kk B
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HRFEL).
&6 Dry RSTIEEE 4 ARRH BIREFRE BIRE
Table 6  Values of objectives for default and the selected four solutions under Dry-weather

K BB TR AR UL REFEE AT e
: : R IR R

fift . AE PE Sp oCI N

COD  BODs TN  NH,-N  TSS NEV o o 4 4 TV/m’

/(kWh-d™") /(kWh-d™") /(kg-d™") /(kWh-d™")

A E 0 0 55 421 0 476 6476 2967 2437 21630 5999
Solution 1 0 0 0 176 0 176 6008 2433 2068 18779 5988
Solution 2 0 0 0 429 0 429 5280 2442 2104 18241 5944
Solution 3 0 0 0 121 0 121 6297 2634 2101 19435 6136
Solution 4 0 0 0 88 0 88 6124 2899 1945 18748 6242

M 6a AT LA 2, BT A7 fiff 7K B COD
e E (] 100mg - L' LU, o ofr e 8 14 1 K
COD ¥ J& {H fit /1N, T solutiond H} 7K ¥ B 1 #5c K,
solutionl 2 3 W ¥k & i 22 5] A K5 55 Ab solutiond HY
COD {5 BE 8] ) 28 PR J3 2 e Y, B bt H 2R e )
#EK COD ALY S i B 2. 18 6d 2 dRc 5 7 K i
7K TSS W BEAR A 4R, % X 2 AR 3R . fir A3 4
7K COD F1 TSS 1 K /N K F& — 2, WK B/ HEF
solution4 . solutionl . solution2 . solution3 | Hi44 41 , 1. B

—o— solution 1

—=— R E

100
95. a.COD

COD/(mg-L™1)

51

—— solution 2

9 10 11 12 13 14

TN/(mg-L™")

TSS/(mg-L™")

HIK ) COD e 32 ki A5 41 00 S A K. AE AN %
JETS PRI X R SR | 7K TSS B T8 2 i T
T L ) S AT N RS Y R T DL S Y T
W BE T A R PR A Al b R 9 T Ve vk R R S HETR
A O, MR B 1E &% 2 B AR AR b ) e 3R
AhE XFIER 3 Q BIME, KRB K Y TSSE S Q,
{2 FAH M, R RV &2 Q% H /K ) COD A1 TSS
W B (A AR H LA .

—O— solution 4

—O— solution 3

El6 HfE7 XH7ks COD(a) NH-N(b) TN(c)#1 TSS(d)HIZLE

Fig. 6  Variation of effluent COD(a), NH, -N(b) ,TN(c) and TSS(d) in the last seven days

& 6b & T A fitficJa 7 K NH, -N 19 H K 284k

PR 2k 2 K NH SN B RY R GE (E (4
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33 &

mg-L™") . IEIH AT DLt K i NH, Nk B2
LG IR K, ANk e A i b NH -N Y S R (R
ARHB /N T B4 1E (solution2 FEAM) 5 solution2 1Y H 7K
NH," -N B8, Al BE S8/ Ko (BAT G (SR
3). Solutiond [ NH," -N {i i 2 kb F [R] 4 19 S5 I K
- solutionl 3 4 7EK 6b HIII B R R 5 R 4
NH," -N MR EI KN KR TEL2Y 5. 7558, WNEh
AT DL BA I W0 %K 2 AR X T B4 (8 solution] 3 4 )
AR B AR 2 X U B & ik e i
BSM1 RGEHA B4 NH, -N THRE

HIZKH) TN #1 NH, -N A EHFUIRECR , KR
R IA] NH, -N AL FEA —F(BE T solution2) , 41 [
6¢ TR « BT AT DR A Af ) 7K TN e B R 2 L 1)
HEK SR (< 18mg- L"), soliution2 K 7K NH, -N
YR B SR s 1 (U 7K Y TN I B2 AR T4 2,
JEHEARK BTSSR U] B4R solution2 AN 1K HE J1 11K
T EOUAL S R A Y 5 ACRE 7 34 2 LL B
B HE 3 A K TN BRI Horp solutiond
F 5 U RE ) Bk
3.4 % EAFME LA Rain A Storm 3 A S T

xf b A
3 BIAE Rain A1 Storm K, K 56 A0 A ik A ke

BIEMAFEPERE &0 BARME IR 7 iR, oM
FUEHR TV HAZE T 5 ANt 1 B MR, RS REAE
AE BURT K, o, REFE PE BURTHi R, X =/MEhr
5K AR TE R, R AR,

TE Rain KK &M T, solution3 A% Ab BEAG S
B, COD  BOD, TN F1 TSS #Riif5 /2 HE R AR i fity 2
3K, BAR solution3 AYREFEFAXT H B AL B i , (HLJ2:
ZIEB R KK, £ Dy KRG T
solution3 /& & ¥ &% ¥ Y. Solutionl .2 . 4 FJ COD,
BOD, TN\ TSS #8H MR L 455 K 6 /B i A,
ARESERMAE Rain KT, P KK &R K, 4
A5t RT3 b 14 7K 7 5% B B )92 R K Y
TSS W BEHE T, T30 K Hh BRI 4 53 8 14,
7K COD BOD, | TN ¥ 54 fin.

7 Storm RAFEKEMT , BrAEH 7K COD |
BOD, Fil TSS A 2 HEBbR A, 1M A AL i #8 A
PR AR X R T (R & Q5K
KIS U 2R 48 N T3 YR Tk ARG, K B 0K T
243 BRI AR JEL TR % ARt K 2544, AL NH, -
N F1 TN F BRI BORF , D0 A0 4 00 i Ak I U
REATN I T B8 41, Horb solution3 AYZEINIR AL F5. [
B AL B2 1T REAEZE L 4L IR

%7 Rain 7 Storm RS TRUBRREENEBRE

Table 7 Values of objectives for default and the selected four solutions under Rain and Storm-weather

T RekEighE
e TR T AT R AR AL — _ HEAEFE AR ¥ — B T’T;
CcOD BOD; TN NH;-N TSS NEV S Whod=1) /(Whed-1) /(kged-1) /(kWhed-") TV/m’
Rain S 0 0 29 428 0 457 6476 2967 2354 21214 5999
Solution 1~ 21 11 18 200 136 395 6008 2433 1806 17470 5988
Solution2 0 0 4 418 28 450 5280 2442 1989 17669 5944
Solution3 0 0 0 144 0 144 6297 2634 2024 19052 6136
Solution 4 129 124 76 93 171 593 6124 2899 999 14016 6242
Storm REME 0 0 55 433 1 489 6476 2967 2602 22452 5999
Solution 1~ 32 31 23 250 48 384 6008 2433 1803 17458 5988
Solution2 17 16 32 443 36 544 5280 2442 2188 18663 5944
Solution 3 9 5 0 173 29 216 6297 2634 2251 20184 6136
Solution 4 47 44 33 132 59 315 6124 2899 800 13022 6242

HE HARE R R0, 53 B 45 A H A5 2Z 8] B AU O
Z ERHE ARG SE PR LA E A0 i i ok e AR

4 i€ (Discussion)

MESRI R ] LU, 2 B Imis 5%
PeT5 e T 2RI PEAE T LAZS &7 — ik 1Y, #1352
Y 3 AR B s, 2 HASEAR Y T 36 AT DL
FEABFRILLE, e NEV f/MEy 885 5K
HE AR IRAE AT F s 4 ) B SHe ot 21 %

K T35

35k, BSML ) 2 H AR A e v ik A
e 2 A O 4 AT LA Y KERS) Pareto fi#
(9 NEV {EER, AR KR FHE R 22, X A8 S br
Je AR AR R BE R 1R 3R @ %



7 WROCSE 55 RIS I T 2/ 2 HARE AR 0B 1925

HARMEAL R AT 00 T 64T 09, A BE X 3l 2
B 7K S — s B ] 3T O ] K S A%
G5 F 7 BRI FE A, N . 78 Dry #EK 5541 T 3%
U 1Y solutiond , 7F Rain #E/K I £ B A & & 25
1. LAG B9 i 20 2 s il 2 A () R

5 #5i2(Conclusions)

1) Dry #EK 44 F, 3l 2k %t BSM1 H T2k 17
Z B b5 LA 4 B, B S8 n s b 4R B (3
4.1% ), BE % i1t K oK BT 45 2 B 1 ol 38 (R IR
81.5% ), [FIBSFEAK T iZ 1T RERE (FRAIK 13.3% ).

2) TEAFIHEK 14 (Rain #1 Storm) T BT &
W, DL Ak A i A R0 5 0 T B i 4 T A (R,
HEK NH,-N 3 B AR fb A SR PT  thsait, ih T HER
HR/L, HK TSS A1 COD FEFRY 2.

3) WGPV T2 O R H s 8] AU AT LA
it 2 HEsAb 7 3ok S8, 310 3 3 MR % SE PR 1
BUATE C R R A AR B R A 0 T AL

EEEEEN R ER(1996—), B B+ HEF, e EET
KERBEFF IR AL AEFH, FENETE TG
BG4 KRB F R E A A, W ROE A
REEEEG RRETIEERERAIE GRS REKR
RERGREHRTETR, RERAX30ZH, HREE
6 .

BHR(1954—), T¥H+ #& HLEFH R¥EA
EREFRMRETOAEEFMHAESEE RAKZ
AR AETABRBRAKAEL, IR TREXER
At s 4 T B R K A FU8637 HAL 1 T AW HKILH
HEERE 20 £T, KB RDALALREES £ %2
TR E R E RS 0, 8% X130 28, FEAF
BABIRLZ VIR ERLZR PETREAFFLATE
NeBlEEKE
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