B B4 glo] A i B NesE dSae
AAYG ) R F7bA 34 2o 4 -2-412) GeoAl-

GWFM-KR
71% =E, GeoAI-GWFM-KR v1.0
Tt v, B (FAE A A ollolote] DI E, i )
202611 10€
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o glol St

o LRl WFE 309 S 407 B F 3970 B olAM d etk g ] AR
(long short-term memory, LSTM) 417 % Bt} % 85} o

o GOt & AMHStE RdE 3093 90Y o Sl B LSTM¥ Bl skl #¢
HolA] ek
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B2 o4 A2 RFL AFE GRE BYuY 0 Bhe) NFo 28 AATS
% o, A T rith BYS ThA] BHEolok 83 71 So] @e T oA
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7] 9F 2.9 (time-series foundation model)= * & E&= A|AI9 =

P etsd AAE 71
g5 glo] dSstnR, #Pnn GG d5she do] A8 G woleA WA &
a7t ot & AFelM e =7k 8t = 30%

(4671 Bl A 202320240 F H R o2 S FPIon, RE R g
(TS 799 4 dFHE FAC 554 ¥ Chronos-2& BHHEE Sh5e 7] vy
(long short-term memory, LSTM) 4173 W2} Bl ste] 304 7 90U ol & 254 e
Holz] ekth 7 o Soll e 2 A st b & #5409 1837 BP o= Aga
AHEE 3 H gFoted A-gAIZ] B (GeoAI-GWFM-KR)2] persistence THH| ol 52 (skill)
A of| Soll A Z47F 0.41,0.48,0.522.2 #HFE LSTMS] 0.37,0.30, 0.33 ¢}
2‘34 467H B T 34,39,4070 HH oA T F gttt 2019'F o] % A F B oAM=
d Sl 1378 T 137] Bl 8 Faeidtt =] E4de v 39E A3
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1LAE

= IS AE AX 7|82 T B 7| Fo] Folr] EX HRH gow H FI

T dSES 282 . AF7A = 2 di ARE B2 H I B Y 7Fo2 AT

v 2] (long short-term memory, LSTM)t} 7l o] E &2+ -3 (gated recurrent unit, GRU) &2 %+
AAYE TFte Wlo] dvtho|lom, s dgd EAY &4 5o =2 AN S
Hal7]1 = kit o] H& Bnie} HEolHBg v go] A3 A B2 Ay 3 F<t oS
28 glo] doem, 1 A3} persistence = Tt 7oy I B2 2 A gl 2E
HuH e 4 5%E =5t

25 719 A5k d S5 A2 o] WA S wet ko). 8 417 W (Hochreiter & Schmidhuber,
1997; Cho et al., 2014)> g H 2 353t A F AAW 2 734 217892 viuE
(Wunsch et al., 2021), ¥ vt} sty 53t b7 AlA W o= 1007071 d &= w9 vl
TA7F AE7I = o H tH(Wunsch et al., 2022). A| 5 G-l A= LSTMO| 75~ -rc-’r%
RYo R & TS B oM (Kratzert et al,, 2018), 7+ 5443 A 9 7] F9
223k shite] LSTMO] S92 A3 Rd 1 St AL 2Rt e AsS E‘Eir/‘r
(Kratzert etal,2019). Ly Aol A= olefd T3 RE S =717 H o=, ¥ =
Hal7] 93t A4 SAdo] o] P o2 shFst By Al AP o2 dntgsx] X5k 7|
trﬂPro]B‘r(Heudorfer etal, 2024). 3+ 57} FE3 A TS 571 98] &4 g E1
AL Hole AT % oo} H S W (Read et al., 2019), A} & 7|4k R&o] 2 o =514 @
Tty 22]o] ol &S & A= 5] dd A Eo|th(Nearing et al., 2021).

j_,

AAE 718 md 2 o] ZHbd & vt} TimesFM(Das et al., 2024), Moirai(Woo et al., 2024),
MOMENT(Goswami et al., 2024), Chronos(Ansari et al., 2024, 2025)2} 2 22 & t}oFgt Fof9]
= AAIE Z A g FE o] o], 23 AlAIEE "o g glo] 2 7|5 =

o] =3}, Chronos-2*1 & 1o ¢& 2 FHIFE A4 2= A% o) o] 2dl 52 GIFT-
Eval(Aksu et al., 2024)%} 22 ZH 3 WX ulAo A 22 853t 233 AZF vk
Bee BAth 209 7152 7 Sl #5339 109 d Sl e ek e
TimesFM-37} 108 7] 522 sh3aln 233 ¢8 2149 dSatAY 28t gk, @7
d &g o] tHEE2 o= 7|7t 71”01]/\1 ko™ Chronos-2& 7L 7|74 A EZHE o
HAdel 2SktH(Kim et al., 2026). L2 I E 2 A g 1 A SAIZ] AR ShE Rdo
MLl dS7|7kl A, e A3 gt He B ke A=4of tig] S50 =33 d3E
ARG F &R = AR .

AN

d
T
w

o
1 e
Chronos-2(Ansari et al. 2025)01] %7}Z] steBd= A5 2

olf el A Yel}=7t ol & fal
g5gt A A o YE S BT GeoAI-GWFM-KRS ALE-319l o, o] = Zo = {2314
AR dYy R Fn S VI AHY S BE R0 2 stu AE #S5AhE BE



2. A 55 WA vl

TR 7|17, A 8BS (=7 7HA] 814 AL E | National Groundwater Information Center,
2026) 21671 =4 34070 B O] A Akl ok A2 VGBS A AFFEC]EA, Korea
Meteorological Administration, 2026) 2005— 2024Lﬂ AR5 E AFES T A E Sz J&Z,‘/\ = 148
RE GAAELRE, APEE, O, T, D, sHE FRE AdkyEe) ek
“HT%J HSol = A B o] glon, %}“3 HS5aof F2 BYoly AR HF O] g
Wt st Ab R 20219 124 31L7HA = sl AL, e 2] A2 2022 AR
o, 202320249 Al g 7te = Pﬂv} 20239 old F& F97} 2d OM}O]E Al
FAZF 1 o8]l #HY S YR stlom, 1537 R540] 2347) o] o
zehelu.
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i)

=
Aol A AL A4 A 1208 B
0219747 Ahge] FFgkel A AR 100
AAsH Bz, ofE A= o] F Ao A7 topq ,
W 4 AL 57 AL ARSI 102 o] e gho] o]oH 71t} &2Ae]
Z3(7Y °1F FFglAM ot AE7} o] F FIAUAA M S e HS 2

Harnpel?ﬂ I E](Hampel, 1974)2 HA 315, 10 mm o] 245 5 3 o] A5L §x))e
Aol A ALt (A #52] 0.61%), Aol =

o @
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o
HL)
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AF FA. AE 713 F 79ttt d S A S Fa, 2 290] 7,30,90¢ o] A FHE
oA Z3tAth T A A= d S 713ke #S A
Hx AAdAM e dF 71319 AeE A ok g2
¥ 1 Al F = 2 AH(root-mean-square error, RMSE)Z Al 455 0.1, Oﬂ—ée—,ﬂ (skill)= 1 -
RMSE/persistence®] RMSEZ 7 2] 3} A t}. persistence= VHA| 2 #5 91 & I =E FA 8=
o Zo]t}, o] o 3L persistenceE 7|2 3 skill score(Murphy, 1988)5 RMSE=Z YEl
Aoz ANtAQl HdAlFeat Fefd 1 - (RMSE/persmtenceJ RMSEpET} H4=Fojn 49|
HME Zo| 212 B Z BH S 2 H ol ==t} persistence= o713t A=
A B e oS8 e o S7I3F QoA BE 7] Bluste Hlol v AFS-Ski Tt g

o 5717t Aee 195 H HE7HA 9 & dSY S &4 At om, HEA R -8 =

Do S = BUTE24). RE RS 2 EE QYA Hue #Y dH 2 AR
Wilcoxon 29 77 (Wilcoxon, 1945)< 3}5\’1 W oo BEho A 72 EYol

ofyrmg =4 gyt Hol2 2 A S w3,



3.9 5% =9

Chronos-2¢} ©] §E]. Chronos-2= A AIES] A 7153 #A 9 vl 4z FHFo=
EIFE d =8t 129 7] FeluE 9] 9= 23 o|th(Ansari et al,, 2025). AFd &5 A5 &
SN S WA uta 253 4 AlAFelH, B AT At 7] F2 AR TG 220]A]
ATk Hdl 1,00549 #A 7|53 A AFHFs dgsta TG#E H dFoE ALEeA
GeoAI-GWFM-KR 9] (attention) 3 2} &2 ol A5 89 A = A -&(low-rank adaptation,
LoRA; Huetal., 2022) &S B3+ Zloz gty gelu]e & 1209 /2 282 1.0%°|t} <
L S 71 AFE ole FEe A 5w ol FJHE F Y ol EojrtnE,
oY syt F A S BF At 2021 7kA] 9] &5 7] EolA T2 f1X 9] A&
¥ol 90 o= Zo| 9} Chronos-29] H914 42 &3l th st E(1 x 107 £E 3x 107
3} g T A(1,000 =& 3,00009] Yl 7HA] FHRE sk B 4 2022\ A E 2 Frlslgom,
nlg] gk grel whet Al o SV T A AR A5 FGE Bao] MY =S
A e A At E 1x 107 1,0008A4; AF5 A4 0.279, th2 FH 0.21-0.27, o] HE]
Sl 0.182). AElgk Ao Al e ANE=ER grFste] 235 FEstd L, 37/ olHE = Al
Ao A Al = 0014.

#E &8 /\173‘%} ZF A Al el o A o) T ERte s @F w2 AdY S
A

grFotA o, 2= Park et al.(2026b)2] AH AAE Wit AA Y-S HA Fef 7

el FAESE S A #AS5US olo] £), hﬂi} , B AR, d AR 30,90,3659
TA AT EE de H, 55 sty gl AeR d WEEs oA S8t 94 Hsta,
o &g 79 A dEste A= A5 % HHE ST ShG e o =3 e Zol 7
2PstAa, EAS #5E I o2 ALkl o™, Adam # A 819} 20221 ARl 9]¢k 27
T2 E AFESATH FHE LSTMS &Y 7|64 == 128)9F A8 (120 & 3659)S
AR T G271 7teith A A2 ASE &4 8 F5th GRULY 64, F 1209)9}, Park and
Parker(2008)2] A|3}4-¢ W &2 S &4 B3t LSTM(2Y 64, & 1209, <4 752 = 0.1, 1,

2]
103 #33 Aeahs 37 v wat ot A9 g AAWL 467 B F 427 o] Aol A o
A A

71235 713E 1Y d & A7} persistence 2T 2H)2 TSkt A H A AT
g A B 5L

stlem, offH & o] 7155 HA] ook
A LSTM. o8] = @7 Staste el ARdehge] 838 FEst7] flel, st #%
1887 A 2 shte] LSTMS #g ¥ 2749 22 d=8 @ &4 9 202197H4] AR =
WY AThHo R gcte] Al BSae] A&l o] BY L oHE e o] A
St ARE AMESTE AL SFE 10704 2 A7) 64 B 1289 F 1209 Ei= 3659,
gt E 10704 29 A7) 64 T 1287 F 12049 oA A F AT EAR I
g8 10779 ?Eb ol A AN dA 107 FERSo] A5 B 39| whE Qo
HA A4S 4ol ol2x A1g 7Ikte 2 A E FHo Fristdion, AN TR 5 AT
Aeef = 2022 7&? BT ARG ATHRE o 5713 A 29 64, F 1209, 35E 0.0001
).

o 4
o
11[>
ﬁ_z —|—‘

A

334 vaE A% AA. Table 12 7} o = Rgo] Wi JHE Table Al 5 24
e Zlojth RE Ry #Yel s 2 o= #Hﬂ} A B od = 713k



it rom, g SA4olv A olele 71 AR, 2021 0] F9 Sy AR= Ak
RYox 72| Tt 4] dejot #A 715 dole 7t Fxd wEaTh dgdE AU
AE #A Al 7128 sttt HoA o e Kt 85t shasts nE 232 2022
A 2AE2 A3 e 123 A /Y A ER gFetden, e B8 22 42 A-sdT
TR HAF] = 2Enit} 22 #3E LSTME 2% WHao] vlw A3 E 25314
kA Belsly] fe) AlE 71t AnE Hu BE LSTM A S ALFo] 18 A $%
H] 2 3} A Th(4.24).
Table 1. o] 5 2 FY ¢/8 FH, o 2 FF 8 BE FF& 20220 75 AEEZ
Fgon Al HSLE AFSoRR] gl
o2 23 o3 AR 2 Fu 4% de971e A=
GeoAI-GWFM-  Sh<5F 7% 188 ZASFS 283 (& HE x5 #F 9 3
KR 70,2021 74A] :Fﬂim g5 oA 20223 o =
1,0959), Tk
77 o} of =
717ve] 7
Chronos-2 = GeoAI-GWFM- 1< N A% A
KR} Z-&
#43 LSTM  AlEd &3 AZ5d Ny 271 Hs &4 3
AHA1, 2021 np2] 2t x 2, &% - A= 370
W71 HSu=S oo d=71d 1)
& 99t
= o 5(120
d T 365
o), 72k
30-90-365<
A A
#3¥ GRU Ald 34 #3H LSTM 14 zx7] TR 3
2H41, 2021 I Z2E(1209)
A7HA
#-E LSTM A1E 234 #AHE LSTM 37 (=4 HS &4 3
+ 27 &4 ZH41, 2021 7 Z2(1204)  ZFEAD, #H- (A= 370
|7t o &717d 1)
A9 LSTM g5 B4 188 #AE LSTM  e/l(2Y 27l HFE &4 3
M,2021 37k 3} 251208 x F x&5E) (A= 30
EE 365%9) )
4. A3}

4.1 93]

sheralal ere

1o

e By e
0.1,p=043; ZE & ]
RN F9 @ Hol &

0} O
1«

AFA 8}

AL

oy
td

Chronos-29] o &8 %4 217)
(Table 2, Fig. 1; 3 T Q3= Table A2). Al & &% #A2le] 71202 a3t
4671 Z 7,17, 1671 A THp < 0.001, p = 0.084, p = 0.49; ¥ %

T3 LSTM ¥ wste] 30 2}
=

AFH X = LSTM o] 1

I+ Table A3). =, ¥
el egieh. th

1

FaE2 7, 30,90

a1 o

o Sl A Z+zt 0.21,

l‘> r
rﬁ rL

0.26, 0.31°] At}



g SelM = @ Bt 2 ol S713E mpx ek Ik Aj = 309 3 90€ 9 Aol =
2l shA] 2k ThHp = 0.84, p=0.51). 304 2 90 el Soll A 713 ek #d A7ddd #gd
GRUSH ¥l stH, 7Y o Solx e & A8t 1,308 ASolAe 2@ F st L, 90

o Sell A= fre 6* 2}l & Holx| gkgit) o glE o} 22 1887 #P o= 53k 2|9 LSTM
Bt A ggk 32 20,29, 3070 ATHp = 0.63, p = 0.023, p = 0.002).

Table 2. A& #3 46772/ persistence yE] o S8 F32023-2024 1, o= 7] 7F F A 3.
ot BYe A 379 Fito]t)

o = 23 gt 218 7¢ 304 90

GeoAI-GWFM-  3t<5 ¥4 188 0.41 0.48 0.52

KR 7N HE)

Chronos-2 ey 0.21 0.26 0.31

#AHE LSTM  AE &3 0.37 0.30 0.33
Aol 7] &

I GRU Ald #% 0.41 0.33 0.37
el 715

dAE LSTM Al &3 0.39 0.29 0.34

+E58 &4 A9 715

A LSTM sk #3188 0.25 0.20 0.24
70

423 e AT He BE B=4

OJHE = st} d =8 FUS 041,048,052 =0l 21, GeoAI-GWFM-KRS 467
W F 44, 45,467 B A Chronos-2 T= Kt} %) &3} tH(Fig. 2a). Al A1 =9 A3+ 041-
0.42, 0.48-0.49, 0.50-0.53°] At} F4H LSTME T} 3 &3 42 34,39, 4070 A THp = 0.0014, p
<0.001,p<0.001; ¥=24 ©¢] p=0.0062, p<0.001, p<0.001). &FH GRU| sl E 32,38,
3570, B8] £48 ¢ LSTMol| tal A& 31,42, 4370, A1 LSTMOI thall A& 42, 46, 4471
A B P&ttt 7 7FA] &1 A3 o] Hlue AR WAoly ¥ LSTMS =%
Walol] 295 2] ekt 2t d S717He] mpx g Ik A A 5HH GeoAI-GWFM-KR- 33,42, 36
N B olA FPH LSTMETE A 839 th(p <0.001). 71 23 713 felst=s Ald 7|3t
A3E Ha FFHE LSTM AR S A3 12 o= 30L 3 90Y o ol - Z+2F 37,3770
FR oA o] sl o (p<0.001, p<0.001), 78 dZcllAE 2ol 7t F28HA] gkskrh467h
% 2570, p=0.63). Fig. 3= ¥ LSTM thy] /A o] 3 Ald #H o] d =8 Ho] Foh

43 W HH shFo] AAHEE Hol= 24

GeoAI-GWFM-KR®| 9= #4 ¥ A4 %o] g5 + e 7159 Zold wa} 5k th(Fig.
4).2019\d ©] % AR50 g5 7] 50| 1-31d<] 7,30,904 dl Sl A 247t 12,
13, 137] ¥ A o B Zatitt. 20129 ol AFH 7] 50| = 287 B A= 10d ©]79]
71202 35 AW AT 74e o= mEolgon o A AL 287 F 19,21,
2370 BHp = 0.13, p < 0.001, p < 0.001).



T8 AT g Eol7] H3l £3] 2 F /A AE 2 E AFoA =g HA
erokth A al4=9 MBS &4 gal= 22 &Y Zv|9f o] #E LSTMETY 3 =7}
A A GO (BE oA =77t p>035), 0l B WEA S g £4A7 2 A3
Aol A Aol o8] gl 7] =S st MEA o] ¢ o] HRE HalA ke Az
(Park et al., 2026b)9} 22 ®Wako|t} h45 g S Rol shte] A LSTMOZ 853t 4 fol=
#3 A4l o] 7128 YAl EA] FEete], A9 LSTMS 4670 B4 5 37,33,3370 &3 ol #y4d

LSTMETH @ A &si3ith. o] #49 Az AHdeE Rde A3A7] e ol 23S welvt

=&ol HAH.

o Fo] Z vh-gS H7] 93l 202320240 28wt} = ol S AlHAA o S 3D Al 100

mme 2SS U3t GeoAI-GWFM-KR] 30¥ d = U 035 m A5

Holl A o] 2% 11, Chronos-2 @52 0.05m F53te] 5¢€ F ol q

023 o] A 7] FolA 3HF 80 mm o] Fe] e FH AA
096 m)A L - 2¥ FHATH AA A= o]

Qo FET Blwdd F ot d S 71 AEE 0,1, 200 2 LS W) 308 FH AU A

AR FEHE 8L GeoAI-GWFM-KR®| 99.5%, Chronos-2 ©5-0] 93.7%Ath. o = 71712

e FA S u oJHE e d =8 Y-S 0.07,0.16, 0.192 Chronos-2 ©=2] 0.05, 0.11,

Zgkom] A Hlw A 79 o2 A= fog o)zt 1, 30Y
o Zoll e FolatA MAEANL, 900d o Solld = F2l kA NS ATt

B
>,
M
(o]
o o
do
[9%)
N
O
Yo
o
W
lo,

I% By F PAAL DB AR RS F5F AHAIE 0),308 A5 FFGREe B

1070l A 0.43, 4070 ol A 0.46, 10070l A 0.48, A A 18870l A 048, 22314 ¢S 74 %9
0.262.t} =4 Th(Fig. 2b). 71 AAHEI L] 80% <l = F3H10-90% &9 ) d = 7 A4E +
A5 7,30,908 of| oA T=2] 80%, 77%, 14%=, TA & A 79%, 72%, 70%=
E3+8l9 1| Chronos-2 ©E2 76-82%2 E &35}t

5. E9

51718k B Aldiof] #gE ghgo] F= A

BEAnitt £ AAGS Fsle A FEgE, S 2 Y S g5 2ol O S
7 2 d &3tk d Ak B s X ulIo s 7] Fo] 1d o] Akl #A L] 7-90Y o 2o
] #FE ol 2 I =E FA] XSt o] 715 3 e BHXA] 2 APA S
2ao A-H [STMI} Bl wdte] 30L 7 90Y o = BT A F2ol 3k x}o] & HolA] gkttt
(AFA A= LSTM Zo] B EUth. & #2472 3 W 247 Hole BE o 277 A
g5 BHoA o FEetd o, g ggo] 7B BB g 71 Feo] #S B oA 2ol v}
71 Zioh 3 g5 74 oS3 109 o) 7IES 7HE A 7 A A o]
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%
304 Oﬂéoﬂ A B
E A% ool AE MBS S el S m, e 71 A A
Y S e o253 o] ARS Ane] J1%o2 43S 5 Uk

Az o} T =

A3t A g2 I 7FA 8 EALE (https://www.gims.go.kr), 71 AR =
7172 (https://data.kma.go kr)ol| A WE-S 4= 9l o AH|ESHA] gF=t}. o] H ]—% %), ¥l 2] up =
T8H ZIH(CCBY-NC4.0), 183 & =E9 BE FA & Adste L= ~AHE
(PolyForm Noncommercial 1.0.0)~ Zenodo(Park et al., 2026a;
https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo0.23584923)°l] H. &3} ﬂﬂi https:/geoaialign.ai/models/gwfm-kr/ <}
https://github.com/geoaialignment/geoai- gwfm o] = ®-3 4= It} Chronos-2= Amazon®]
Apache-2.0 gto] A 22 F/sla o} A A& JZ]—E o A 7+ R &} FHZ=Ao| Axo] R
=4

o
7178 715S AHgekl o, A2 o)zl 7] & 522 ol Filo] EFsA k%

olaf &A ot AFA T =T AHE

AAE 2 GeoAI-GWFM-KR= 7HEate] g8t 724/ A A] el o] ool A gl E
agslol Qe ¥4 mEel 447 49, 91 29 Aol AAES AN meh AFA S
%= 7-(Claude, Anthropic) S At&3lRom, AT AA ¢ ==, A3} o] 82l X509

T8 sttt

=
T
2t

ul

GeoAI-GWFM-KR

B ol H g A G 219 LSTM
IR EE FZ Chronos-2(1.2%] @& LSTM =& GRU, ©3F LSTM, &2
21| E), LoRA Al &HAE R Y FEHF
8, vl 16, 72 q, kv, — 24, ReLU, dropout
T4 =95 0.1 1)
a9 99 Tﬂ%(a—ﬁ— aR), A5 FHESS A HET 25
#E3h, & Ak,
w5 AR AT,
30-90-3659 F& Zrg
HA 715 Aol A 1,005¢ 120€ T 365U (FS 1209 =& 3659

i<y 1,000HA], vl x| 647) Adam 1073, 7}53] 7+4]  Adam 1073 =& 1074,



GeoAI-GWFM-KR

= o H #HgE A% 219 LSTM
AAE, AdamW, <5E 107, vl X] 64, HHET F 2 40,0007H
1x107% 904 # o 7122 22 Al A vl =] 256, 7\71 TE(E8
Aol A A shFE 3], Aol 80%])
Avh@R3]), 7] T5(20
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Figure 1. Skill against persistence on the 46 test wells, 2023—-2024, by forecaster and horizon, with the rainfall of

the forecast days given. One dot per well (values below —1 drawn at — 1), boxes span the interquartile range.
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Figure 2. (a) 30-day RMSE at each test well with and without the adapter (adapter averaged over three seeds). (b)
Median 30-day skill on the test wells against the number of training wells used for the adapter (seed 0; mean of two
random subsets for 10 and 40 wells).
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Figure 3. Test well YN0O55, the well with the median gain of GeoAI-GWFM-KR over the per-well LSTM at 30 days:
observed daily level (black), 30-day forecasts from every fourth origin of the per-well LSTM, Chronos-2 alone and
GeoAI-GWFM-KR (seed 0), and daily rainfall (bars from the top). The dotted line marks the start of the test period.
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later.
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