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s g7 Mg, 34 950 dAE FAALE A&SE b FAt G AE
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24 B4dozA EXo &S mHd AL AAFFYd R Heddd AFE 22 9
_Tﬂ—%{?mssuii FEAY FIGLATARY AFFEAA 4T 2406 A5 @

** Zig T2 23 9% 24

At FANEGY 2 s

Hir AR e F3EY 2y



46 BuEseE £ THR&(1990)

Aol JEFE dE&gAY, 2 PANAE FYP= o] vlzd HyAw, APF
J2 Q% EAFE % 2 vEY AR, =AY Axd 29 €LY qAFYeR
A% wALddY Ao, 2Aol A $Ad wA= FFo] FdE EFslz 2 73
5ol FEeA $HAA Gl AFol
1.2. 72| Hel o HHY

L2139 F4% 49 vy

o] A e FHH FAASEYL Adssl 84 1980 =T FFHAA Add
HSPF(Hydrological Simulation Program-Fortran)®3¥el4 7]|& Y& 23 9gch. o]
HSPFEH L F34 FAAFEI2 AR E Ry 2 Z2ayo] AuUA
3ol o] &3 EAVF 2, 2F4ELE 1T H Y FRE Hel Uk wWEA o] &
TAA  42%9 54E 2 WA F A7, AdE AAVEs 90 5 1YL A
FalzA S 28z EASEAY JAMYE FAH SERAEHE L PGT &
S EZYEYY 94l 94 9% PHe Agsgrh o] FIAAY A=
50mX50m=z 3§ Ln, EXo]E, EYF, 44, AAY 31F FHAREEL YA AEE
o &3 ok

232 FA 439 A8 E JFL
Ak o] B¥YE HL3 EXo]L g
g3 239 Fh% HE9 AAH & (27

L2.2. #9 3739 24 44

o] A7 NHAFIL AFA HAF A3 AR dAstd A2 Fme} A5}
9 A3 278.8had] &fJeich. FYAZ2AE EA FAY FAEAHL AEFY
Soivt. WA fEFEEAE S8 AFA 2P8) FEBFEA15000F, EX S
1:5,000 AFE (1986)5 Fxdtz FAZAE B3 2 AAAL Fqlsigon, A
FEE Bsiget 22 B ALY 74P 1974) ADEFE(1: 2500008, A
< AEA 7P1983) 9A=(:25 00008 FxaEch Jlg Txxg AAEE 1:5000

B A

= RIEREEEER DL EE
A z4% 2AAA A4A oz AAeg o

1-1>el et 9t

By
iy

i o 2

A Y= (1986) 5 Farstgrh.
L2.3 &3 24 44
2% AL AF 2349 ART o839 HE2Z2AE AR A (P, PolA o

At TASAAHAY A7A FARY (BOEREFER)S dFTFFS A28 4994
Hed, B4 47 G 4E AE AAZLEH 8:00 9 94 201004
THAE BTt Agegen, F¢2 QA F5F FHNE F$E X% FE L 5E
22 3o o AR FAE ol ¥, F AADAY F2 vyl FE P (Hae=
TH/NYZ ALstg ot Y §#553 L 2% OARY 554 (pe—53)F 4§35k
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Fig. 1-1. The Phase of Study Process

23z 4% §3 Qm¥/sec)= A-1)F Fo] 27 7Ee HF Wim), 4 D(m) &
& V(m/sec)o] Fo g4 A&l

W+ W, W.+ W,
Q: l-g 2 V1D1+ 2—1’2_ 3 V2D3+ """ + ﬂ%-&.Vn—l-Dn—-l (1"1)

o

] dFANAE FATRUL 3ERIGE o BAE wy, wy, we] L L5m—28mGm,
4 V& 25~28cm/sec, LB G4

—%FTAY AL AT S99 AR ST AL, o] AFE w4 (LHBHD)
plotste] FA48 WAL T Add], LF FARAS HoASEE o] £3hc), 1 o]
2 A Q=C(H+Z)*4 ¢ AL814 ek o Aol Co Z& Ado]s Hi 48 (m)2A
CE 4.0~10.08) o], Z& 25~309] zkol, Ze)= Hi 24.0~30.0me] ¥4I § vhehjz
Al
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1.3.4. 7“/&]% 9 Zzo] zAud

FAzAGEL pH, DO, BODS} PO,-PZ 3tgleor, ZAXALE A4 49& vehiie
PAA. AdH EA &S Yl E PAAS =AY EXol &S vehie PAF 22 3
At o] 2AE 3EFH 1EAA 15 18 A8 A 922 d52H, 2 § &
71 ERAFA AEE F UAEF 49 A4 20~30% 29 E ZEFEH. BODE
BOD-Incubatorg& o]-£3}¢] 59 BODE 24314 o, PO,~PE Vanadomolybdophosphoric
Acid Colorimetric MethodE- @9 AL&-8le] 2431 g ot 28z HA g A £ 245
TS(Total Solids)e} 324 B-$-E7 VSS(Volatile Suspended Solids)E £4 3t L3}
Ach.

_tEL

H2zd o8 A7l 1z

Agsel, & §90 olAE Ao £
EF4e AT, olol weh AAFH 44¢ EASe 5 Adu4S A4 (aw
of certainty) & AHAA =R 3oz, 4273 4 E% 3 (deterministic hydrologic model) o & <
Hz gt FERYPY o2 REE = 24 EH +£F 2 (stochastic hydrologic model)
o2A of AAY FEAICLEE)N DAY 459 SEAAD (hydrologic time
series)d] B8 FAGE ATE AAANo2A Ao PAE FERIL dEnA Ge
E¥olrt.

FRAGERFL ZAV S FEEYL SWMEHo|t}, o SWM=E L4 Stanfordd)
9] Crawford®} Linsleye] &3] 1959w o] ikl o) & 429 AA-L AA 19661 Stanford
Watershed Model IV2 4] A5Gt 2 Folx AEHA EEAQ 447 248 AR
Kenturky version, Texas version, Ohio version 502 WA5z, dg BF=e F AAA
22 o] §57]d o]z k. Crawfords}l Linsley= #99 271v Yoo Ag = go
o, ol §AlA} Ao Folshx §3% & ojid AEF} 2UES Ag ¥4
I ARAAE A5FES FA0 AA SEAAE A2 ALtz Sk Aol A
o] ¥-& MEstdtt. #EF2 <l Stanford Watershed Model IV ol & 34709 917
s eol AL AR el A4, AYAEY A FEAE g8 AAASHAS
DS stebl et EA Sdge] §2A5%e A% 2L B4 AgE. 1AL o B
oAz dut FTHAA A8 A= ARG SpF o] A L= HEolzt & F vk

oA st & 2o Ads HSPFRY L o8 ¢ERydF A2 ¥ oz ¢4 o
EAFA mBox 32E Aws £33 dd 239 HSP(Hydrocomp Simulation Program)
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E AAE Yoz SWMUMBE)EHS J2oz BA5gct ¥ o] myL 19724 ds
o] AR 9 Atsle] o] &=+ CRAM(Simulation of Contaminant Reactions and Mo-
vement), PTR(Pesticide Transport and Runoff)® g3} 19713 As o] =AA9 $&
T8} $2 B3 o]&3 = SWMM(Storm Water Management Model), STORM 2.3 dj
7| E2& F3, ARM(Agricultural Runoff Model(1973))3+ NPS(Nonpoint Source Model
(19740 =85} 5= o] HSPF(1980)E o2 dAHGh A EFE9% 299 82
2 29 o] HSPF 53L& FAEH FEEFo 2N AV BV E 2F A3, A%
Y 23ozA8 54E JMAZ gk obgd EAAYGHS AdAGE EF JARE F
= 715E A= U

28t o] HSPF L 4F% AL 274 474 g€ Aoz gddd. AA=
zzad® R W e, Aedd F AZA A d5{ oz ZYIHEE
A gol HAE ¥ ok, ALHE AFE 93 AHFAA Y Ed0] Aol
A zragzR] g uEdd EA dd EAE 98 AR TAYEe] SR
A 299 FAFELE ddrlde AFA 4o AAE TSS B4o] 2=F 7z
AEE FAREF H glo], °o1F 9 AAZI W

283 AL EYE RYY F Aoz s 44 Jq2rygoz dd ¢#Hzx PTR,
ARM, SWMM, NPS 28& nlFdldE %uo] o452 glor}nin® ol vtele] &
obd A" dAZA AL o]FH= A gt S 249¢ HF2E o 9
SO FERYE Ty H LI YT Lok FITEERA FE F FAC #AF ATl
o F ALFTEol 4 1987de] USDAHL-74 R8¢ A5 EHAH Y A&84 3]
$20 4L A, AFAF]E” 1988de] ANSWERS =8¢ wldfde] FLstg.00,
o] 71&%50] ©7 1989 o] FESHM =2 A fdo] H-&stset

89 2Y¢ 088 AL PN B0 &5} $AFA WAl DY AF2E FEI
o 49 1983d0] 4L WALz AFToH, ABFTOI 1oade] AE JEA
3 ANE 2gTE A4z A8 F29 vHedd MEFE A8 AT =
Aol gF AHAY HAH E ¢4 dTE2E 2590 1986 £%¢F F5FF 9 §9
o] AgelFaate] A&l ATagon, FHTAF 1986do] At FFo] AXH AAT
A 248 AEE Fd 4FY EFA A4 dFsgch FH dFAdTEAIAE
T3 AF5Y 2 FFALY AFTFolA 1980 R E 1987del] o2 7A o|FEH, FF
F, FEF B AT 2uAE A v ok zEz H I THTFFI V1989 FAEAE
FES F AL 9 2 Q9 G225 A& ATt @ del JelA ART
EA4 29 |44 PO P} BOD & 9984 478 o = Novotony=©® 10853
A 2ASGAAY HA0d BeEe 24 BANg, Wandistab® 1077de] WAL
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49| #44 FAE JPL, Dillone® 1974d0) 20147 AAEA B2 4 )
FEe 97 2IT o 9

M3 A HepH Dge| &g

3.1. DE;EQ uhst

I AR FARY S F422 & Y 7

o] dTolA 2HE MR AL AdH EXo] Lo JolAY vAAYLH 5L s}
vl 2 FFo] gt o1# & A 2.9 (non-point source)9] 7 $-i= Potency Factord]
4% FAA AL FE e 4T7F FEFE ol FZ Uh D olF A AT JEL
2N AEY §% 24 ©]&L Chezy-Manning F4 &, =540 EL Clarkyp-& 72
2 995 3 2 BAARAY $23e ARE, o9A ad §E%0] AFEE
et A2 fFEHE AL FAE &Rt A2 USLE(Universal Soil
Loss Equation) 4] & o]-§3t4 2 @AM A4 FE AEa9=, 244 AL

o ERHE FE 2ARGE. LT FALAFL o A4 WAL ARt

2. 59 54¢ 2% 2Y94Y 24

AAes 499 AFE A9 ALSE Aol ek Fo) AAR ﬂ%l_fr%
xl%Toﬂ 9% 9ol ANAR, §90] FtAFE AF4d o AA Ak =3
$99 B9 B9 49 SE0) FoGT, Ho0] AES A FE48 50 o]

%-9:-3]-7” Hep, G030 o] AR FFRLE FHAZAA ZARAAAA Y F2EA 7ko] 308
EFgelnz AFF, A R LAY G Atz ARz, 5% Az FAEF
ok AR&-3H3

3. FAA BAL ] ¢ 48w E9

b ez SWM 2o} HSPF Rgoldq 443tz e 4934 534 s
£ 71222 & HAFY2Y(lumped model) H o2 A AA F9& A% AJE
Aol wet TEIEZ T FFol BA Fob gAY aEAL AU, £599 FAH
54 tgrlel v AEA b ek 0 wekA] o] dF AL RN A EA F
o gldA wSE 4+ de Exy 23 (distributed model)e] JHWAql ARY <=
2] (grid cell input method)-& %) 3l ).

3.2. Z¥e| o|2H W&

3.2.1. A4 % 2 49 3

L %% 3 4%

57 APL o o] A AEHe] 22A] Xz A F9) ABAEE] AFF

o,
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W, 9¥E W1FeE 3UA0h % WA Adolhz Bk o AFL 19¢
A2 £3, 2BFU 43429 A4t J9L 4 FFoz W AF AR A%
=9 ¥z depinh @ &

Ci=Cax X (D;/Dinax) &-D
71X G 19 A2 (mm/day)o] ™, Coue Hol S EA 9] 19 Xtek(mm/day)els],
D= A7 AZY AEUEZ, Du® Ho A 5AZAS JELx o],
EQS AF5S A4 9 A¥FHeze PhilipFa g 72z 34 fx35

Ax

F@) =82+ At (3-2)

F@O=1/2802 1L 4 3-3)
A7 A Foe A7t SloiAe 7R AFF(em)o=, St sorptivity (cm/sec™?)
ol%, At Eoke] BAgsolth Philip] 9shd Az e AL W A9 e £ Fi
A Zow A3 F& o] Hx, St FF FHEM A5F FE F AFAZ 19
AFzToz rol 94¢ + dvh &

sz% (3-9
2. A%H $&
AE% 423 F=52L ¥4 47 (unsteady flow)o] 22 o] F A A% $AAH
$EF AL AAFEEA 49 EFNAY FE2EETAL FE 5 A @ A% @
AAL AFREL o] Jold the A o] uEd & Ut F

a?( +—— =q (3-5)

G714 Q FF(msed), Ax S5URA @), Xe 29 Dol (m), s Az (sec)ol z,
ol 9 EY YH9Fm/sedel S BH, $5F 4L £33 nEgAd g9
q ohe 43} 7ol »}e}% F 9 &

9A oV _ ga(yA) _
5 +V3X+ A =g(S,—S85)— (3-6)

AN Vi f4m/ser), ve H42RE $4u0 FAFAAAY Ad @), ek 59
A% 2. 8m/secDo 2, S B S= A7 SA4FA SRA A 6V/aesk VEV/AX)

£ 2496 9% ASE P, V(/DE §93 9T £33 A5, A/ XE
FHdse] 2 §E¢ UHAE Folth o 4£& F4vto] E(kinematic wave theory)o]
Fe} £(S,—8) o199 BE Fo| 2AF & Yok F

2 2% 0?2
S =g AT R R D

4714 C& Cheays] A4ols], ne Mannings] Z=A%0)z, Be F4udelch of 4o
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A Q4 BT o] BAF 4 Yok

Q=AXCXRY,=AX(1/n)x R¥3x 82 3-8
ol AE FE AL 94T AE2D 259 74 kS £9F I(mEA Y&
4 590 F

Q=Ix(1/n) X B3 x 5172 (3-9

L ¢=(1/n) X5/ 3x 512 (3-10)
88 AEd 289 ¢4 b A9 AEs D(current detention storage)s} 3 Aol A
8] AFF Ded] 3 24T @ F

h=(D/L)X (1.0+0.6X)D/De)*) (3-11)
o] A (3-11)& 4 (3-10)o W=l ol 2},

g=(1/m) X 8V2X(D/1)5*X (1. 0+0. 6(D/De)*)5* (3-12>

= q/:ﬁi.;g’l%ﬁ()_svz ( _ll)_ ) 58 (1.040.6 ( ge )3)5/3 (3-13)

A7 ¢k RAALY, FNIT FR@Y/(eem))olH, ¢ AT SFm/ho)o| ot
474 @A AF%F De EAAFFOURDF $2FFFFESURY FFo24 et
o, YA 5% Dex Manning®) Z2EAFM), AEARIDS AA=E 94 233
% &

D=1/2% (SURS+PSUR) (3-10)
De=0. 00982 X (PSUR—SURS)*3 X (2 X1/ y/5)¥* (3-15)
3. 9= 57

$AA $E9 Chezy-ManningF o] W& AEW 42T Aol 49994 A4
& A5 Aok oWl A8 E Al £434 (lood routing) 224 o AFS T A
Aol Q1A AR $EFAoeyE F5e oW Aol YoIHY FEFAL AAT
= AART T 4+ 9ok o T4 24 F 49 34 24 PPL 9AAE 9a9 A+
Ast srz FAHe gote Aol ALY Aoz o AFAAE 2 % Clarks] §
g #A9e olgssih

Clark: 9] 270 119 A9ASAS 242 ARAAT. © o AFAe|A9
AFF—f23e BAE A4z AdRgemz 4 G103 2ok

S=KO (3-16)

374 S SFEAFYE, K& F4 A5F 4334 A% 0 deie AFa4
(storage constant), O% §&%olch. B 434 £AdHelA 48dE AFPRAL
e 43 2

_dS
I-0=—~ &-17)
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4714 Lot #ed q9FAeE 9 Foske 4933 48%¢ 47 A% Qo
®, St AF%E v o] 4 G-INg Ty Foz B

(I-0)4t=48 (3-18)
o T Il‘;‘rz At— 01"2'02 At=8,~8; (3-19)

o714 At $A A 7k(routing period) gtz 2},
A (3-16)% 4 (3-19¢ = L3A

Lth g 0% 4=k (0,-0n (3-20)

4 (3-200% Ol FHHA
Oy=MyLy+muT;+my0 (3-21)
AAA mo= ol (3-22)
m1=% (3-23)
e 17 G20

284 FHZ 4 AAF FA F4dFo] FEE B¢ L=Lolth oebA 4 (3-21)
2 off A3 7ol Hr,
Oy=(mo+my) I+m0; (3-25)
3.2.2. A4 24
L BE%#4
AAAGJ MY ARG L EF §4F 3 F4 9l USLE(Universal Soil Loss Equation)
o Jlxg B F4F dF FAL F4EA, EYY 5, AY, 449 JEFJ= &
EFEEY 53 #4d AAEE 2H e 4 (3-260)5% Zo] 3R gc} &
SI=RK Ls CP (3-26)
q71A Sie EgfAF(ton/ha/hr), RE F¢AdA(/hr), K B¢ J44AA, Lse
BAdA, C= A4AEAA = FEUANH P EF BEQA L 74 F8dA4
RE AR 588 dAEA 59 F5AUAG A F93A= JF F4=EHE 6, g
I Zo] A, &
R=EI;, 3-27
AAA Ex AAUAEA 299 £FAYA KES 74 RF(em)o] 98] AA .
a8z L 30% A Z9A=eld Ke E¥ 44 AA2A EFe 244 A4 &
Yl E Axolth ® Liks AAEE®)S AALE)] 2F4Ad v Jge A9
e AAEA AAES AAHC] E4F & & Ao
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= Ls,= L$1A1+LSIﬁII+LSIIIAIII (3-28)

0171 oA Lsi2 EX ] el g 715 AT AA dAoH, Ax EX0]4 Pul 9 EA
Aot Ie @& AAAZA AAR 4% o3}, IIE 1%75*}"11 4~8%, & F4 A
]i 8% °14¢ S¥v. 2z 449 E5AA Ce & 2AG A YA G BFe
A A9 EFFAFRY v 24 Epd oz 751«]54“1 2 e YA A= 1]
Z, ARAGAAE 1 ootz Heh. O EFREAAR P F2A4 AM, SZAR4A 2
et 24 5o A% ZFE e 487 (up & down slope culture)el] 49] E kg
AFg 1= s}sa—a— W EFRAFEE AL FadE BgaAEe w2 Yehi g, oo
3. F& A% EFolE
A BFFAFSL f2 Aolde ST A A9 n 25 o ho sl A
Ad 2go] FAd ol2E v&, & FAEL AHA F-E&(redeposition), APl 25 5
HE A2 & (trapping) E F249 F45 8L ¢4 s40t 48z 2] A F
ojgh. zEvt o] EFEHE r(ton/ha/hr)e dubd oz A (3-29)8) o] ¥¥A}. ™ &
r=k(S+Q)’ (3-29)
4714 ke 34, AExE Ao, FAEFY] dAg AEZY 25 B w AAHA,
0.0l 4 504 g% 2 =t = Weolsk 3k S AR AFFmm), Q& AEH &
%019 JE ARREZES B A4 2L FAE AR AFEA Q) 169
Al 2,09 & ZAL 27 2AE F AFHo ok ot wegs & EFgAdG SD
(tons/ha/hr) & EFEug rat Axd FE%o) bt 445 3

SD=r (3-30)

Q
S+R
ojth. olFA WA F EF fAF] FAMNA it E ¥ E 4w FddA st g
= Aoz ¢8R Yot 0

3.2.3. &4 o4 23t

v Hodd

HAEAL F2 AQF EXLAA HAHEY RYgAs] QJAdE 48, &2
Az, CO; N, P E AZA Fol Arh v]Hod9¢ JAedE dgholE B3] S22
o[\t 4] F-3lu(pontency factor) A el Wi 4 g EAY JFe 23
B BHoE e B o] dF A o o] ALEE FAR W E o
£ zAt G}, RohulE KNH|Sas sted ol B o454 Haku] €S9 =akq)
Ao & A r& ¥ Fo2 BHE § gk &

KN=CS r (3-31)

A4S B AYe] wizt B Holst Ul Ao HA FHos g} AL F
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g7} wEch dA Q49 A, J7H 35 19 Cs(PO-P)E 0.0001—0.0005, =3
HE L1524 A§T 4 3o @ BODY A& 2T frda TFvld 45ds4
ol 48} A =] (32/12)F Fdlel BODuo ulE T3z, &7]d oA 2/3(BODu=
1.5BODs)E F3te] BODsH|E T3ttt & KNpop=L. 778X (EF%9 #7] ©a @)z
_g:_'si 5‘_}_1;}_ 47)

o2 g KNu|8] AL 379 Exol§ 4o e A gdAh A4 Add =xo]4ql
=, el AFA G Aol E A4 Si(ton/ha/hr)g KNulo] Fat ghol AvlgF &
FHFE o goE itk &

Np=SIXxKN+Ffa (8-32)
A4 Np= e FGE4 F(kg/ha/hr), Si& =9k A H(ton/ha/hr), KNE &4 25}y
(kg/ton), F= S BALY 24 €4 Av|F(kg/ha/day), f& 9E2F 29ED Faulolx,
ex 24E4Y Av FEEoH

& =AH EXol &l A v Ao Fige ohi 4 (3-33)F o] BHH + 3
1;}__ (41)

Np=365X (sk/y)(1—2) (48L(1—w)kn+0.1p((1—s)En+sEs))/A (3-33)

714 Np& A4 ¥-81%F(kg/ha/month), z&= oG EHe] A 3+ A &&, sk

£ 9% #&FF@¥/month), Y& A7 & F¥(m’/year), LE =2d4F 0 (km), w
MR A&d g% F 2 E AALE, KN F 2¥F § L4984 9%, P= A
FAF(F), s& FAAHE AL 718 v g, Enst EsE A4 d29 FA4 HzdA
o g ot el (kg/™ /day)ol s, A w3 o]
2. 4 294
iz BEAAE Y FEAGAA Y Aed Rt ot go] xH=t
2=271(1~2)p((1—5)En+sEs) /A (3-34)

G7A Pe Ao ysleoln, 2, 8, 5, En, Ess} A= ujd o9l 2},
3. e4d¥s 2 edfut
A odde] Yold $AoQLHEYL 24 S= FEAG AL FJLdnde
24 o] BPAE FAA ALY FAPe) 7 sy FHuE Foho A2A 2
3 &

C=P.S (3-35)
o714 C& o9 ¥4 (g/5 min), P potency -factor(g/kg)el = Se 4 &4l sf(ka/s
min)o) e},

FdAE ¢4 24 fREPon, I Y EYY L4 €] HAE e £33}
A A7kl wa dasEE AR A3 mgea ] gL ez gdd
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dp _
a5 =kt

(3-36)

g714 pE LAELY F(@), t& AZ(min)olm ke FraAlgolth. o A& po} to] of

A AEAA ER

fgenef

bo—p=po(1—e~))

start

1

READ - general control & initial condition
- precipitation data

- physical data

compute -~ total quantity at 3 outflow
1

v

I
/ write output /
—L

cell(45 x 50) ,l_
v
i
COMPUTE - parascier value each cell for —>» Il Subroutine
sizulation model SYMBOL
time step (5 min) J Subroutine
v
1 VATER
COMPUTE - infiltration, watershed routing > DIVISN
and channel routing each cell PROUTE
|
v
i
COMPUTE ~ sediment concentration —> 4 Subroutine
each cell SEDMNT
g
\ 4
! N
COMPUTE - water quality concentration I—»1 Subroutine
each cell PQUAL
v

Fig. 3-1. Flow Chart of Computer Program, WQMS

(3-37)

(3-38)
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{Table 3-1) Variable Names and Description of Input Parameters

Classification Variable Description
General Watershed IBOUND boundary and stream location
Parameter ISEG segment identification
ILAND land use type
IELE elevation type
ISOIL soil type
ISLOPE slope type
IFOREST forest type
DELT simulation time(sec)
DELT 60 simulation time (min)
IP total simulation number each event
IT output interval
K1, K, K3, Ky, cooridination identifier each emvironmental data
5y LN6
1My, IM, IM,, recoding variables
IMy, IM5, IM,
Water Quantity CPREC precipitation variable (mm)
Parameter PREC precipitation variable (inch)
CEPSC interception storage capacity
NSUR Manning coefficient
INFILT infiltration index
SLSUR slope
SURS intitial moisture quantity
InFEXP ratio between the max and mean infliration capacities over
the PLS
LZSN lower zone nominal storage
LZS lower zone storage
INTFW inter flow inflow parameter
UZSN upper zone nominal storage
TO total surface runoff quantity each time unit
AM,;, AM, Clark coefficient
A,B,C sub~total runoff quantity at sub-watershed unit
Sediment Parameter | SMPF supporting management practice factor
DUMP soil erodbility factor, k
KRER coefficient in the soil detachment equation
JRER exponent in the soil detached sediment storage decrease
KSER, JSER coefficient and exponent in the detached sediment washoff
equation
KGER, JGER | coefficient and exponent in the matrix sediment scouring
equation
STCAP sediment transportation capacity
DET sediment detached from the soil matrix by rainfall
RAIN rainfall
WSSD washoff of detached sediment
SCRSD scour of matrix soil
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TS total sediment quantity each time unit
AS,BS,CS sub-total sediment quantity at sub-watershed gate
Water Quality POTFW washoff potency factor
Parameter SQO initial storage of available quality constituent on the
surface
SCQO washoff of the quality constituent from the land surface
WSFAC susceptibility of the quality constituent to washoff
ACQOP accumulation rate of the constituent
REMQOP unit removal rate of the stored contituent
WASHQS flux of quality constituent associated with detached
sediment washo
TQ total concentration of quality constituent each time unit
AQ,BQ,CQ sub total sediment quality at sub watershed gate
Symbol Parameter IM element identifier
IFRQ frequency of each group of element
NI, NJ, NK, symbol name
ISY final symbol identifier

7t " o] HelA kg FrEE r(om/A)E viEd™
po—p=po (1—e~11"") (3-39)
A vl F deh g7A s A 2704 &0l delvte AEHAY 2 AERLY ¢
(2, p= A = AR go M r& FEE, v YA A7z ol
o] AL AA HHste F& FA%E Holmz, AA WHE FE FAINY] 9494 o
A& pi=po ¢ Ao AP} ALHAT. & 4 24982 F) 22% 24 F
49 F2 *1 Zrol Aol wtet HAF FrE2 Fase] Fdetm 4G
3.3. M =20y 7y
3.3. 1 Eﬁés} 4
o] d7% 54 AL AARYL V9 F 2o 649 ¥ Z2adoz 745
of gloh o] ¥ z2adF Ve FEEYE FI7 A% Aolw FARYF J4ry
£ A7 1Ag e s F4=eh, 22 SYMBOL & 22392 7 4] Ax¥2 3445
Agolvt & EAFE 4% ed A4E + drh
T Z2adAE BE 929 file 24352 ZE dedgE 2738 AQ% 29=

FERAARE BAAALE 48 FERA B 9 299 S 2 23T ¥, 2
dAAAES $2%, A9% 2 $AE A4 98 £ z2a9e FeA Do o
A ALE A4S A2 BoAvheh) B3R 9o} dSAoz SAHH, BE Be A%
AL Ao SR AFH o2 4 $2TFNAY el At

3

Z2ay WATERGAE 2 2943 vike) 444238 AL A9, 5%
Ao 445 & DIVISNS} A 29 $2o 445 PROUTEE %z 2o % =29



2499 4928 AT AALDA 2uel 2L A7 5

SEDMNTe| 4= 7 2134 wpete] A4 ge] AZRewbet A4sw, PQUALI AL o
Aol RaHe £49 ¢¢ AdsA Aok o zzIAY $EEE (2Y 317
ek,

5.3.2. 949 2 29 449 44

of ZzagdlA A$HE Fo SRS 2 $RA, AR $9BE9EA
2 40 A% el 2o AF A, QA A A F20 2% 29 A
2 TEY 4 Aok £8ARd A% Sebls 24, 249 2AL 1644, AABL
17744 28z S0 3% Hol 9AA7 (& 3-1el vieht gieh '

M4z MAYefALZE HS

4.1. 79 xRS T4
4.1.1. 99 24
HATLFI L (28 4D 2ol A 159 EEY $9), 2594EFEL 93 3%
FAGEAT §9)9 Aol FFH EXolE, AEH ER S, =AH EAE 44
< Y EE 39
4.1.2. 34 A3 AR89 74
7% #3A R dHI 2GS 2HFAY Z7]E 1:25,000 AFEANAS] A4 AR
(BEDQ 2.5ha Bk #omiAq 68 AYPYELE TEE + v HLAHEA 50mX50m
(0.25ha)2 HASE $99 FEL 499 ZE 294AE F2A8 58 292 +&

SEX

- -~
’ L -

AFAH

. Fig. 4-1. Subdivision of Study Area



60 REHE H1H-%01990)

003 XXX Q03

004 XXXXXX Q04

005 XXXXXXX 005

006 #EXXXXXXX 006 003000000000000009000000000009000000000030000

oC7 AXXXXXXXX Q07 000000000111111111122222222223333333333444444

ovs #HEEXONXXX 008 ooy 123458783012345678901234567896123456783012345

009 BHEAXAXXXXX 009 00

010 RS EXXXXXKX 010 00

o1y *x #HEEEXAXXXXX 011 004

012 HOKKK  GREEXXXXKXX 012 58

013 e R EERORE BHEREXXXXXXX 013 0

014 bR ORORKORE B H XXX XXXX 014 00

Q18 FHEFFXXKKXNRPRBRBEXXXXXX Q15 (3] *

016 FHEEHRRRKRKGBHE BB ERXXXXX 016 o1 £

e17 CoEHEEERRXEAR BB EHRBAXAAXXAY 017 N oo H

o1g Fhb+ POOOKKK R R BB FREXXXXXKKK 018 1

018 bt RKORNKKORH SR BRE B XXAXRXXX 019 [}

020 Fob b AOKF KRR R E R B E X XXX XXX 0z3 [

021 LR KRR R BB XXX XX ez1 2 4

622 DR BRI 4488 XXX XXX 022 g X060 # A

023 chtEt R R ORRORRRRX G S BB E XX XXX X Q23 Q *XE0Q05XX

024 et EEE R R ERROORORKRE B E BB AXXXXXX 024 [ X. X

025 « HEEHEH0000000K X XXOR# #BBEXXXXXX 025 9! %8 [T Tt 43Pt

026 ++++000000000000Q0# # # # #09606 0zo 8

027 +0000020000000! 20 027 Q! 00990X09 ™

028 0000000000000 O 20 023 0 OPORXNXX ®

0z9  —memmm—lL. 00000000000 (5] 029 Q L4 XX994 4 X

039 ——— 000000000 O $ 030 3 33658

031 000000000 031 0 %X 66X

032 0000 O 4 032 0 3 HHBOXXXIEBX

033 0000 023 Q XX & &

034 38535358388888 g3 g s35ixe0eriioirgee iy

o 8 4

4§38 00B6O6HOCECEaE 053 H SesasriiIiisaaiaIIy

Q37 8900 58 an 03; 0 BRAX++rtr+RREBAER L+ 44

038 SOOK ER” 038 o] BOBXX+++2BBREER4 44 44 +44

838 - 5 MIN SO508005H BB 039 038 BEBEXXXXRHA L LTS

010 ~10 _MIN 66066¢ ER 040 040 FH LN OISt S 5404

041 0-15 MIN 060 0@@‘}@0@0989!' 2l Q43 4 44 bbb EebR bbbt babied

Q42 5-25 MIN 26 @ 2 21 042 04 FEFEEEE LR St

043 0-25 MIN ap 043 043No.2 bare \and e T ae e

044 5-20 MIN 28 Q44 C44No,3.urban la FHbr bbb bbb
e z 945N0.4 rural resldent\al Arda ++++ttdiosdaetts

Q45 0-15 MIN 8 045 ¢igno 5°F Rt T

046 8—?)9 m%n &8 04¢ 3 ? E R T 2

047 256 M 0Ly :

048 25-30 MI L46 -5

049 G4y 0

050 0590 I

€ X
8 X
xxx #8484 XXX 000 600 €8¢ N :
xex 48 XXX 000 699 889 ws#(ha) 28 3]
- xxx ### XXX 000 066 €66 ws#2{ha} E‘! ;: 8
Araa(ha) 17 37 25 ws#3{ha) : BRI I A !
Fig. 4-2. Sector Classification (Cell Size=50m X 50m) Fig. 4-3. Ex1st1ng Land Use Map

Brel (2" 4209 o] A & 10719 2f9ez FRIAY. BX0]LL (29 4-3)F
ol 4dA, 24, &, H¥A, EAAGH YAz F23d JYsigy. 2L AuUE
=S EQUSE 22 dHAREL, ARFA EFH A4 def sz P
Ak F EFE #Aglol EAoRAE wA%R, 4B, %R, ALLEY 44X
AAREE W g dAY, 48 499 iz FEadd. 4A4E 34 5mof
S FRANE A4 55FeE FEILY. BE AARAATAA o] A4S Hue 3
A Et 949 B3EE FHA F o AU 24T ¢ 9. o] dFgAE B
& 1~4%, 5~10%, 11~14%, 16~20% ol Foz2 FE3gE ul, ol (2d 453 7
o AFAEE 430 3RIH=FFF, C=AgF, M=&a5d), F2430] 458 (0=
Ag(~bem), 1=47%F(6~18cm), 2=%7%F(18~28cm), 3=v]7E(28cm~)), <o)
1044 292 639(1, 1, L, ¥, V, W), $3957 388 (A D E(~40%), 9 % (40~
70%), LEBET0%~NZE 5ol Joutl, o] dFoAdE A% 1372 FEAD. o] A
5 FALEE V2R S (¥ 4-6)3% o] No, 291 A$E= 1=, No. 33 No.

S00000000

Tty

0O000000NOCOROOOH000ODOOODOOO000DOBRO0Q00
DOD I B LN — O




£%9Y FAQALE 9% AALNA =LY BT 4T 61

o

£ $9xz, 283 No. 7, No. 8, No. 9 zdx= Yehigth o F o] vehls
JAL FAYE 4% °3e £WEZA 74.5ha(27.11%)0)5, T4 49 AZFHEL F
drzd F2 E3¥ 2 9308 TAS Jlon 32ha(ll 66%)0) . FHYE 70% °
A9 QAL 23, 25ha(8. 46%) 0] ot
4.2. KERY S

4.2.1. 259 48y 74
e
Atz H5(CEPSC)E vehilr] 18 AW 249 f=dwd ofd St A
b glemz (8 4-1)3 72o] ARM(Agricultural Runoff Model)o] A A A3} 7]
ot & 24d A$E 2.5mm/day, AFR ] A$E 2.5¢04 6.5¢ o] 274
AR et Aolrk gon BikARAS A% 3.6mm/dayelx LA B
.Omm/dayo] v}, EAA G UYAQ A4E AAsH AdFrae AW 2 AE A
F Ago] & ul, o] dFAE FRATFe] AR} Wrhm RS L 00mmE 7]
2oz Agkeh o] dTelAE ¢4 YEI9 FPARAEF (X 4-2)F 7o) FOREST.
DATS$} LAND. DATS RE25 7z X4 92 & ¥4ze 2osigrt. § FOREST. DAT
o QASESF BYSYdS £599 =Y 94D A= Ad AR 4 0mm/day2 3]

5 opor
&y !

o

Q.

S

.&g_&rﬁ

=
L=
&
L
k=

o
(93]

R0 0000000000900090000009000062 I e
goy 128456789012345678051234557830123456763012385 00t 733385939011345678501834557890123458789012345 cat
5 00
39 Jo 3 633 +00 aog
004 pee e ooy 00 88 ”;g;gg 88
88 *:zaznw %9 00 ooon +448 [
o 00 o w0
g bt enond 99 23 S 00
90 18800+ +4++ ©0 o0 Prresspmne 00
89 POL-EECr0es 39 ¢ €0+ s8R ILrEE 2
++000000008 9 5 e ROFEAFEEHE 9
g n GEEEm : o,
$OO# GOF++++++++
¢ HHEEEEEX XXXXOOXAXXXX o 8 oggggggg‘f:¢ggooog,++41+“00 S
I boRBReRensRr il i ZXXRXX 9 o CAOOH6+8++8 8 8 HOO0H —++ +4+4+00 I3
g py XXXXOOXXXXXXXX 9 0 QOB +O0B+# 4+ 1 4008 88 = - b 4 +4 8OO 2
2 P984 %5 55500 H ¢ 08+ 3k ++-00 oo«u——--w‘;aa:swo $ia
[ +-00800H #-—==+++
0 & #666000! Q 3 PSSRt L e aaisiiai Gitiree 01
0 & 00K SORIFEXX O 3 0059000 hios 020
[%3 OO+ + 44+ ++E u,nnnmxxooooonqsxt 9, ° 00300--000 _____ 4+0C =~ 8 F 4g¢¢++++ooop I3}
[1} o 0000C000: 0 a -genooooﬂu 2369 +++++6000 Q
13 e 22000090000 9 0 +BS60H 8 #0%. 05608 #++++FO 0
2 00599090 923 9 006+ ++ 196+ +08800000006888 O
18 %
0 ,,oonnmnmxxx XXXXXXX®%S% O g o .’.8:112582.. 8000000086 6
0 9 60800006 X XXOXXXXDOXX®0 O 3 Qb4+ +4+++ 20800896004 & o
0 0+0 66 XOXX8080XX00 0 3 4 0
0 00E8G00X XXX X000 i} S [4]
0 £ 5000009000080085 KX X0000 0 S 030
0 986 6698000000086X X -~ 3-—— ) g 0
0 8 0 03 + Q
0 g 03 +++‘+—-+++++w++ono++oon 0
8 9 03 B R B R e 034
0 0 03 —-;++f++++¢+*+++a+++000 0
0 0 03 == 00+ + ¥+ +r++++ 4+ 44000 Q
8 g 03 [ibt- DRSNS URER S I R 8
g g g 8% R SRR O S 8
¢ 0 33 )
5 04 04
042 Ko, 1, 04 04 2
543 Nol2i I 04 04
044 No.3 044 Q04 04
Ga5 NO 45 a 04 04 04
Q.5 NO.5, 04 04 04
047 No.6,]loam ho erosion . 04 04 23
04 Ne 7, loam medium ero. - 04 04 - 04
049 NO.8: }oam ?g argg\gn - 8;10 g: 383
050 bo,8,f1ne am 5 &
200000000090000000000909900000000000000000000 000000000099999992335 93334
000000000111111111122222222223333333333444444 2222222 223333087 85012348
123456789012345678901234567850123256783012345
1 2 3 4 5 3 7 8____9 Total 8 6 7 8 9 Total
%84 XXX 000 ©00 008 - .. #s¢ XXX 000 000 069
[ 13 000 ©69 ‘e akg XXX 000 ©60 088
Xt 8% 38 e $15 XXXx OO0 606 eee
ws#1{ha) 1:0°30.5 48.8 0.5 3.0 27:5' wesi(ha) 88.0° .0108.5° .0°31.3 0443 -2 25.0°276;
v2. . . . . . N . . . N . N . . s
ws#2{ha) 418 13:3 210 2518 Ti0 niig wee2 "3’ 2018 ,§ :‘lgg g 208 ‘g 22:9 .§ 1§.§ g
we#3{ha) 2.3 113 2318 235 10 127, . 3:2 18 & 10 118 1 14:3 . .8 121,
x) I8 4l1 “8ls "85 o .8 ! et ?) 39:8 3238 842 o512 o ziv .6
. . )
Fig. 4-4. Existing Soil Map Fig. 4-5. Existing Slope Map



62 BERS A8

22000000560

00000000000B0R00A00TTVOO000000000ITIVI0OO
£ 8BS QOG0 BREWGERNKBRDONAIRN Lttt s A2 ODOOODOOC

0000000 00O0000ANBO000000A0CO0O0OOC00O0OC000000Y LI =

0000900000 0 0 0
0000209001 1 2 2 4
1234567890 & 0 8§ 3.
1 g____S 4 5 & 7 8 8 Total
SIITTUTUTTRRR Taxe” aes XXX 000 ©60 €08
- . ++4+  xxx pgs XXX 000 €08 €88
— +++ xxx g3# XXX 000 €68 068
ws#ilha) 143.0 74.5 3.3 .0 32.0 .0 17.8 5.3 .3 276
X) 52,0 27.1 1.2 .0 11.8 .0 6.5 1.9 1
ws#2{ha) 41.0 37.% 3.3 .0 18.3 .0 8.0 2.8 Im
X) 14.9 13.6 1.2 .0 6.8 .0 2.9 1.0 1 (]
ws#3(ha) 88.8 22.8 .0 .0 10.5 -0 5.3 .0 0 127
X) 32.3 8.3 o Q0 3.8 -0 1.9 .0

Fig. 4-6. Existing Forest Map

4" 449 AS$E 3.5mm/dayE & g3 zzelx LAND. DAT s+g9] xxql
A+ 2.5mm/dayR A, AFAE EAAG R bk L 1 2mm/dayE F 3G

2. Ef’&%/‘éﬂ] wE de

FAFANFILT)= 3T AFE24 vehiied, A9 3¢ 0.25~2.5(mm/hr) 9] ¥

%olv%, Eg $AAH A4 vt 24" AFASFY 2738 (3 43 R
o} E R A F(U.S. Soil Conservation Service, SCS)o| 4] A A3tz v EFFIHd 9
) 249 & g F W o uiet A, B,C, D2 FEHE EgYe] uie} g AF
¢ 25.0mm/hroj 2 FA JHFLL 0.26mm/he2 A ATz Pt o) AEE TAR Y
(B 490 A9 o] AZFEE A¥oR, AEGE BYLZE, JEE CYoz 28z
fAGEE DE e FAAt JH EFEAC #dHe de4e 39 44 €43
AL T8 ol A=k T, o) AT TAY gikR oz ALHE e A4
& AFAS(ANFILD)$} 556 (INFEXP)S] e 2022, E¢AZFY 44 AF%
(LZSN)£ 125mmzA A ZE$ §2 ASANFFW)L 1. 5mmE A4 o)

3. 9 7384 54 ,

99 J88d EQderye w8 2=AF(NSUR), Ax= Ao (LSUR)S} A A(SL-

Hd



499 FAL9EE A% AAQNA 20J IF dF 63

{Table 4-1> The Value of Interception Storage

Vegetation Interception Storage(mm/day)
Grass Land 2.5
Crop Land 2.5~6.5
Light Forest 3.5
Heavy Forest 5.0
Urban 1.0
Bare Land 1.0

(Source) Donigian, A.S. Jr., et al.(1978) User’s Manual for Agricultural Runoff Management
(ARM) Model, EPA: p.54.

{Table 4-2) Coded Interception Storage Value of Forest Type and Land Use Type

File Code No. Type Interception Storage(mm/day)

FOREST. DAT 9 MI-NV3 4.0
8 M1-13,H1-E3 4.0

7 MI-13,C2-NV3,C3-V3 3.8

5 Mi-12 3.8

3 C1-12,C3-V2 3.5

2 MO-1,MC-1,H-1,0-1 3.5

LAND. DAT 7 Grass land 2.5
6 Paddy land 2.0

5 Field land 1.5

4 Rural residential A. 1.2

{Table 4-3) The Value of Infilration Rate

Soil Group l Soil Class | Infiltration rate(mm/hr)
A ‘ very good drainage, gravel loam 10.0~25.0
B | “good drainage, sand 2.5~10.0
C ! bad drainage, fine sand 1.24~ 2.5
D | poor drainage, silt 0.256~ 1.2

) (Source) Donigian, A.S. Jr., et al (1978) User’s Manual for Agricultural Runoff Management
(ARM) Model, EPA: p.61.

(Table 4-4) Recoded Value of Infiltration rate according to Soil Type

File Code No Soil Group Soil Class (mm/hr)
SOIL. DAT 2,3 gravel loam A 10.0
4,5- sandy loam B 2.5
6,7,8 loam C 1.25
9 fine sandy loam D 0.25
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{Table 4-5) Manning’s n for Overland Flow

Surface Type Manning’s n
smooth, packed surface 0.05
normal roads and parking lots 0.10
disturbed land surface 0.15
turf 0.25
heavy turf and forest litter 0.35

(Source) Crawford, N.H., R.K. Linsley(1966) Digital Simulation in Hydorlogy: Stanford Wate-
rshed Model IV, Dept. of civil Engineering, Stanford University, p.68.
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{Table 4-6) Regression Analisis of Water Level and Discharge Curves

Station Discharge eq. Corre. coeff. ‘ F-Value Remark(a=0.05)
ws #1 Q==6.625(H-26.566)* 0.885 14.55 Fr4=7.71
ws #2 Q=2.054(H-29. 990)? 0.769 8.31 F;.6=5.99

{Table 4-7> Calibration of the Major Parameter of Runoff at ws #1

Infiltration Rate(mm/hr) Manning’s n

Soil Type Surface Type MRS
A B C D U A? B? Cct DS ES

Verifi~1 10.16 2.54 1.27 0.25 0.03 0.05 0.10 0.15 0.250.35{ 1.757
Verifi-2 25,41 0.16 2.54 1,27 0.25 0.02 0.07 0.12 0.22 0.32| 5.063
Verifi-3 2.54 0.63 0.38 0.13 0.003 0.03 0.08 0.13 0.23 0.33] 4.475
1) Urban Area 2) Smooth Asphalt 3) Asphalt or Concrete Paving
4) Packed Clay 5) Turf 6) Forest Litter
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T2l 714 2 4FE X ArEAg AFE9 e (F 439 #5 vjzy n
= RMS9 zpo] 744 e A998 AFEFL 589 ¥H9F 714 2L Hesz: AL
< T 5’\)\"’}. ol 299 AR £EA I ved d4c 24 Addd nAgdq A

g 3 o] L EFY Dol A=HT #Y 18459 g Holzm Yok
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Ae I~40%AAE Rolx Jlon, 99 1099 ws #39 Afde & A5 Jehkz 9
o olE FAH FPEALE 4% Aoz wdd

4.3. ANZ2He| HE

4.3.1 %@V—liﬁé dHEFY T4

AARES A= li—ﬂﬂ AAE £ 9% Wsst o] ¥ E49 Wischmeirs} Smith
(1965)7F A ¢tk USLEH &) E <} A 4A+9 3t (KRER), =z A|43-(JRER) x| =]-&3}
AA TGl vt 2R A EAA(COVER)Y gt JAF 2ul5He] Lo g
(JSER, KSER)o. 2 FEgt}.

L E¥ &8 9349 Aeer AF

E¢ £ 3349 AT2AY KRERgLS EgF3ov 23y E4o o2 Y45
(erodibility) 9} #A]=]w), USLE4 9] Pgi(SMPF)9} K9 oz el =
KRER=KXPo|t}, 7|4 Kg-& (F 4-9)F Zo] EA4H3} v71 grefell oo HAA=l
% o] (B 4-9F 3FA U (F 3-DF A& P23 Azwt 248 Aot o
ATl Kz SOIL. DATE o] &3t AgEekel No. 37 No. 2= $r7]EZga
0.5% o3l 0.3524, vlAgFEQ] No 9% F7188% 2%9 %4 0.382 28z g5
No. 6, No. 7, No. 8% 71 E%&F 2%49] 0.3424 27X & Eeslg o

T EFEALA PR V1€ F o] 47 A3 A5 R Sn44 B4
AASA e EY A3HE NEL (B 41007 2.

23z PR B+E 2387 454 LAND. DATS] Exjo] €459 SLOPE. DATS
AAAEE ol&8tft. & AXAYe slg=E LAND. DATY No. 59 No. 62 2%
1002 Fogor, g vAAAGL 1~4% A4 0.6, 5~10%= 0.5, 11~15%%
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{Table 4-8) Comparison of Observed and Simulated Runoff Peak Flow(mg/I)

‘Storm ‘day 88.5.7 ) -88.9. 10 89.7.15
Sub-watershed ws #1 ws #3 ws #1 ws #3 ws #1 ws #3
Simulated Value 1.445 1.438 1.261 1.222 3.963 3.294
Observed Value 1.765 2.550 1.426 0.487 3.912 4.800
Error(%) 18 44 12 150 1 31

{Table 4-8> The Selected Values of Soil Erodibility Factor for Modelling

organic matter content

texture class

] 0.05% 2% 1%
sandy loam | 0.27 0.24 0.19
find sandy lomd i 0.35 0.30. 0.24
loam very fine sand 0.44 0.38 0.30
loam l 0.38 0.43 0.29

{Table 4-10) The Selected Values of Support-Practice Factor for Modelling. .

slope(%)
practice
1~2 2.1~7  7.1~12 12.1~18 18.1~24
contour terracing 0.6 0.5 0.6 0.8 0.9
no supporting pratice 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0

{Table 4-11> The Selected Values of Cover Factor for Modelling

ground cover(%)
type ) i ;
0 20 40 60 80 95~100
weeds 0.45 0.20 0.10 0.042 0.012 0.003
forest 0.02~0.09 0.02~0.09 0.02~0.09 0.01~0.04 0.014~0.04 0.03~0.011

Al Y=0.6+3.31 log X9 A& %38 A&t} oy]4 Y& Kinetic Energy(m/tons)/Cha/
mm)ol™ X Z¢ZE(mm/hr)elc}, o] k& &3t 44 ok ZHPE 2.0~3.0
ol YA 2.0& HE3At

2. AAHEAR

AR EQAESF(COVER)E AAd o A4 qFaFEA, AAes Cz & 4
1-C9 gz i, @4 339 (F 3-2)9 (F 3-3)llA A" C ¢ & 19 =%
THAA 2A Y4 FEAZ FEH] Y (B 4-1D¢ 2

o] dFolAE EXo|&A45(LAND. DAT)S} 9 445 (FOREST. DAT)d] 93 z+-& 4
Al & 229 AL EX)EA FAAY 2471 2F P50z 0.12 Fdgon,
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ARG Ao A dAAEE FHE ALY E v, FRUEs} zYEQ No. 7,
No. 8, No. 991 A$-ol+ 0.055, ¥L= No. 5, No. 3¢1 A$el= 0.025%, 2z AL
4 AFE 0.007¢ Fedstgch

3. AA#F £yt A4 2 AF

A% 3 AFUSER)HL ERH249 AN ¢utd s fAAT. o] A5 bl
HYE 1.6~2.0015 o] AT AE 2745 1.82 stgdet. ==z A4 &4t A4+(KSER)
e AN f540l, EFYARY] 2 2EAF o8l AA=H 0.01~5.08 A=A
BAL 58 A4S Foddof gk W o] qFAAE VA E 2.022 TR

4.3.2. 34%9 AF

A FY AFE daA 79 149 139 79 1586 48] AHA SS(suspendid solids)
£ 29 #1E Aoz g A4 BYAS A% 477 A9 g dHEE
AT & HoAstld o #gol Yt weA o] ATl JARYL scouring 8.4
& A 9% wash off 24%E z# Pt

of AAF #2dql A% AL A F2A e A9t dRet = H 0E A=
33 & ¥ 4T e A7 Ak webA G2 A o] £9A 12:140¢ Hele
774mg/lo] W Ao] A L&A 331mg/l, 175mg/l, 102mg/lz Z&sE AL 2AQT) o] 3
EXE JELE 2% 2L Yoz FYI}Ph

AFEY QoA E 2 Fol 71 € 9F WAL A4 dFEA e} EG
AA4 AAKBE AHsto] RMSge 423y o] WiAUTES HFH o2 vz}
Aol o8 WYY g FA4AAY ol A BRYTFPE T 433 3 AAAA
9 AA st v LA

EG A48 dAY 3% (F 4D e W9l 0.27~0.449 27\ gAAE 45K
ote] Aol 7t AP = Bk o) $ e wWglql 0.02~0. 16014 A=A FAz3hd. (B
3-1>% Fzate] wlms] 29 o] & 471E FF 4% R E FAEo R = E¥ A4
Y % A¢ & F Ak F A4 96 2 2GS I Axs we 2L
EAE /K v AL ¢ + 9k

& AT r ¢ ZEIATH HAo] 300hagx =l gL Hd 40%u

dl= =HA Fovt A4 dF AAFIIAE 70%7AA Y €AY # A2 QN E
T A o] AdE FALUVEE F99 B4 o} & Hold & %L F 9
A 2o Fz 9
£FIDAAE A5 AR HE@F EAAG A3 344 AA KFe
Ye i Qleh, o714 ri old Al 428 A% FoEE fuigolm kA
A3 50~100had] G Aql B9 Sul-go]3 ro= 100~200haql 7 -$-o]c},
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{Table 4-12) Calibration of the Major Parameters of Sediment(1989.8.15)
1. ws #1

parameters observed data(mg/l)
rl r2 r3 k 774 331 175 102 RMS
v-1 0.72 0.16 0.14 0.3 714 463 232 123 157
v-2 0.72 0.16 0.14 0.2 529 33¥ 167 89 245
v-3 0.72 0.14 0.12 0.3 612 397 199 105 177
v-4 0.71 0.13 0.11 0.3 629 482 325 239 291
2. ws #2
parameters observed data(mg/l)
rl r2 13 k 566 209 145 59 RMS
v-l 0.72 0.16 0.14 0.3 557 340 180 96 140
v-2 0.72 0.16 0.14 0.2 545 335 178 95 137
v-3 0.72 0.14 0.12 0.3 481 293 155 82 122
v-4 0.71 0.13 0.11 0.3 525 402 294 216 293
3. ws #3
parameters observed data(mg/1)
rl r2 r3 k 772 315 200 121 RMS
v-1l 0.72 0.16 0.14 0.3 705 413 195 104 120
v-2 0.72 0.16 0.14 0.2 490 282 133 71 296
v-3 v0.72 0.14 0.12 0.3 608 355 168 89 174
v-4 ‘ 0.71 0.13 0.12 0.3 640 459 287 211 232

4.4 2D HS

4.4.1. TARY A T4

olgHor mAHYUY ARANANY 9 EADY Aul g F(kg/ha/day), EF S =
2 BODs$} PO-PS] KN 1] 2 =49 vjgodd 424e QoA 2244 Zol7 =
PEA 4% 5L 198 JFez 3 He4ERA, LS9 @ FERY ATHeE
AHgahE dE olego] gk

wetA AS" JHF oG EARE VR dE I E HEee AFFowye
A4t & 249 4P A5 4 $d8449 $EF Fste BODS PO,-Pe
KN #]9] 47t 60g/kgol 3tz stAstz, AAR G 2AE AW FEARGE F-3h|
e MRl Bes o] 271A% $@ B AS0A JAE Bo 4549
AAJA =8 3gt. BODY 27 KNul: Ao gelA 4.0, EAE 175, HIAE
10.0, W& 45.0, =& 43.0, 24+ 35.0 2z AIARAE 20 002 o34k PO-P
o AL UAe gdelA 20,0, TAE 0.001, FAAE= 45,0, L 40.0, =L 40.0,
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AL 55.0 283 ALAE .02 B89 23z 55 0)& BODE 3.5, PO-P
25.00.2 R34t

g9 Fogd9dd 848 54 A4 A 2 Gt EHAA @& Aolnz F
A9 gl 2 Azkdd LA A 29FE wFo] RHed
484 o

4.4.2. FARYY AF

FARYY AZE 98 A" 4AE FAF AIAAG 2ol 79 1445 74 159
of 24" #< A&sacth o 24" 43X FL AeddY A FAAY o
o A9 s ok s}y wWFeol 1088 FE 2AE 2638 2AAEFAA 124 FH 24 Alo]
of 249 A2 JFTFNE ALGYoE dF FEE ALk F (R 413048 7
o] 19884 109 309, 49 284, 1980d 649 4o 4 f9¥E =44 T FF 9
HA AodFe 24 o] AFES 19899 79 159, 124 40E3E Z2Ad odEd
o] gl A WA wHeddFoE ALEEG T

o] AT (& 4-14)o]A R utel o] PO-PY A% A 14973 A 349 (=AFY)
£ 0.00~0. 198mg/10] 3, A 2598 A(FH F9)= 0.2~1.0lmg/I124 TH F99

e

{Table 4-13) Pollutant Concetration during Dry Weather

Date Runoff (m®/sec) . POs~P(mg/1) BOD(mg/1) PQ~P(g/sec) BOD(g/sec)
#1 #2 3 #1 #2 #3 #1 #2 43 #1 #2 #3 $1 #2 #3
10/30 % .083 .014 .053%2.45%0.09 2.79 121 2. 10 174. .203 ‘.001; .148 10. .03 9.22
4/28 l 110 0%)%?065}?80 0. ﬁ'Z 90 109 4.207161. .198 .001 .189 12. .00 10.4
6/4 % 150 0'1?1mn 079 'é”40 0. 12 2.30. 1d41. =10.0 117, .360 .002 .182 21. .14 9.24
Mean .254 .001 .173 14. .06 9.62
{Table 4-14> Nonpoint Source Pollutant Concentration by Rainfall Effect
PO4-P(mg/1) BOD(mg/I)
#1 %2 #3 #1 #2 #3
Conc. during Dry Day 0.254 0.001 0.173 14.36 0.057 9.62

Total Concentration on Rainy Day t1 0.400 1.113 0.280 30.74 6.68 16.13
t2 0.188 0.791 0.211 " 16.48 5.78 15.60
t3 0.144 0.197 0.157 10.19 2.65 7.86
t4 0.297 0.541 0.371 7.08 1.56  10.43

Nonpoint Source Concentration by t1 0.146 1.112 0.107 16.38 6.63 6.51
Rainfall Effect t2  0.000 0.790 0.038 0.12 572 5.98
t3  0.000 0.196 0.000 0.00 2.59  0.00
t4 0.043 0.540 0.198 0.00 1.0 0.81
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{Table 4-15) Calibration of the Major Quality Parameters at ws #1
1. Parameters Calibretion for BOD Modelling

Potency Factor(g/kg) ‘

Bare Urban Rural Field Paddy Grass Wood } K RMS
veri-1 4.0 1.75 10.0 45.0 43.0 35.0 20.0 3.5 1.878
veri-2 4.0 1.75 10.0 47.0 45.0 35.0 25.0 3.5 1.723
veri-3 2.0 1.75 10.0 47.0 45,0 35.0 26.0 3.b 1.714
veri-4 2.0 1.75 10.0 47.0 45.0 35.0 26.0 3.2 2.928
veri-5* 2.0 1.7 10.0  47.0 45.0 35.0 26.0 3.7 1.425

2. Parameters Calibration for PO,~P Modelling

Potency Factor(g/kg)

Bare Urban Rural Field Paddy Grass Wood K RMS
veri-1 20.0 0.001 45.0 40.0 40.0 55.0 1.0 25.0 0.054
veri-3 30.0 0.001 50.0 50.0 45.0 60.0 0.5 25.0 0.052
veri-3 30.0 0.001 50.0 55.0 50.0 55.0 3.0 25.0 0.003
veri-4 30.0 0.001 50.0 60.0 60.0 60.0 10.0 30.0 0.061
veri-5t 30.0 0.001 50.0 60.0 60.0 60.0 20.0 27.0 0.212

1) selected parameter values

A a9 whygsre] oo} ol 4 Bkt z2v BODY AfolE 2AF4EQ A 3H9F A
d49gq A 2¢9o] 0.0~6.6mg/lz A A {AT EAE Holx Ygich. FAEH A
oJA Z83 WANEs2 AHE Potency Factor(g/kg)et F%5& A(/hr)d o A& A%
< 3 AFE (% 4-15), (29 4-12), (=¥ 4-13)% vt BODEHAME 458 K 3
o] 38.70]x Potency Factor?] o] YU+ 2.0, EAE L75 HFAX+= 10.0, AFAE
45.0~47.0, A= 35.0, YA 26.0¢ = RMS zto] &2 veiysh. 283 PO-P
9 ALE BAS 30.0, A7 0.001, HFA L F AR} 50.0~55.0, 5LA 7} 3.00] =
$2§ K9 zo] 2569 @ RMS gto] H&2 veiygd.
4.5, EX|0[& rHete| &HE

4.5.1 Ex o] & e £3

o] F} FZo]l EX|FEAM wWE i, AHFH FAFEY E4d dd FHIAR
235 sYPach o RYE A A Ao AL A dA9 49 E
A3 ole] wE HAFHPdE AA}E A ¥ o, A FEU EX)E4H s A
site] wet 2 AHAEA o AR FALA H4d FFE WAEE 93T 4ot 9
th obgE HAY EAEAHE 43 AAY £ALH FA4E& A dE 4&
A 442 § gk wetA o] ATAE dA FuE A A lfYen vw o
Fque FA, ALH7] o)A Y& A2HPoE, o2 o TIFINY FAAL
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Fig. 4-12. Verification of BCD
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Fig. 4-13. Verification of PO,-P
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FAAZ 2452, FH3N0 G358 AdE I A$E A g A3HYes
AAsE 2 ot WS 2 7YY v @A TAGFY0] EF AR ATtz s s e
AL 1988 7€ 15699 Ay ARE o] &3}xA ot

4.5.2, EXo] &gt & A5 WY

L 9 A 243

det A 24P FA F9E AR A+EA F FADH L 197.3haoj Tk o] kel 4
£ EXol 43 ARG 4% (ILANDD=6)%F 4dA EX]L(LAND(G)=1)22 ¥
ARt 28z BEG SAL EAXYGe ASISOD=99F AFA R A4 gz,
AZFrIMH=3)2 W3R} gkl AFHo] ol F F3d HeE M8 930
Aoltt, 4L A EAXAE TEYY 3G FAHNE A8l iMe()=99] < ¥
e}

ol dst 2e A B4 FAFAAFY 64T AR A avdFhez o gy

& shAstel AAsgon, Sx7Ho] 132.5haol 197.3ha2 % 65had] ¥AY FAE
Agsgon, 5A4¢ A4 f9RA A 8%l 2% FoHG Aol

2. A A 3FH

e A 3FEL TEY F3o) HE JFE A% 9% AeEA HAAAL 171ha
AW EAol$4 = ¥AY (LAND(D=3% )¢ AEAUM2=9)2 7+& Hojadrh.
22 BE AYAE 259 3 9F 492 Fosged, AMdes g 5
AAFES} 2L L0(mm/hr) 2 FEF Ak o] Aty A4 A 2AFYL A 2
2 A2 AS dov, FE HEY FAAE FIAR 24, 4HF 2AF Z H¥
& AL g Aolrh o A A%E A=A 171haz A 62%7F FE Ao=
ARG ol AF ol AY, A wlae] G A o] AF EXo|E, 2 2
JAE 42 (29 4-14), (29 4-15)9 (29 4-16)¢] Vet 9t

4.5.3, EAo] &t A& Az 2 2%

L #3239 4%

F2Z8 4% (28 41D o] X7t 2AHPA HFfgo] Rl E A FL Bo)
2 Yk F A 1RFY 8:00~9:00 Aol A4 dlF Eolu=d PA 7} 3. 128(m3/sec)sl
H, A9 el AFEAY FARGo] APAG)L A 1.613(m¥/sec), =9
feel A$E L660(m¥/sec)z UElGm QlE vt & 1/2 AR $2o] Fage AL
¢ F At ole FEAY EFzAe] Forz AFke] Tolde] wel 2 xul $2 3o
ZaE7] WEolvh. o]} A A 2{9AA & FAEA FeEgdE b A TY 5
g9 FAA Fol o 244 F5 A 1.006(m¥/sec)s}d A o) Fe 0.068(m3/sec)
2A ZadA Aok 8 A 39S B¢e AF 2.733(m¥/sec), 0.875(mg/sec), 2. 281
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mS/sec)2A FAS 2o WAL FAAA FAA P& A9 &3} (65had) ¥A EDE, B
A 2 3d9 B AFYL B gz 29 $949F Z 449 A udE d &
£3% ¥ 4 e Ae ¢+ Ak

2. 23S 44

A929e 447 AtE (29 418)e bt gt

of ASHE A 3FGlA WA zAH 2, FAY Aol WAL TAAGe] WA
9¢ W7t 500mg/leld] WAV BA4FAAE 1,000mg/lA vt gt o] AsE
z3d 2d AdAGY] AR Adz A NFL 99 2FE A A4 B9 3
Soh 2ol o}Fe] FAEAE AU TAAE AABL BadA 2k AHE wolw gl
. olee 54L& A 2490 DoAY AT 2o] ¥HA B W 2dze] Sof
Az A5 FAY 2 Aol o) o s00mg/lE VEE WAE ¢ ¢ Qo FAAR
o A e A4F FrhatE ¥4 2ANGGE AAHon o] el
As}E 2oz vk AT £499 W] 9ol A AAEHE By Sz} £
dozd FaEde B ¥ EAdAY MALALd nYEY B} B AoE
REEES

TARYS ALY AFde (@¥ 4193 (¥ 4-20)¢) vt k. BODY PO,-Put
BEF 527 A W LEFES AxFHE A¢E Bolx %Wr 5 ol 74 &
He FAAN FAE 245494 et Z2#324 #4490 F A 3499 AHE n

=32 ZAHE A 39¢ 3¢ BODE 10 Omg/l, PO,PE= 0. Img/IQ) v
wHel FA G Aol A9 A= 44 40.0mg/l, 4.8mg/l2 A Jebygh o] A
< A 28904 % vtz Y& ¥ BODY B9 @A FA 25 20.3mg/lQl e A

+ 3.0mg/l2A % 1/69] Zx5d4E vehiz Yot

olgldt LHEAY HaEFHE A 1KY il FHse] vehvbs v BODY H % &
AE 30.3mg/l, A7} 29, 3mg/le] = Fe7F 10.0mg/l2A] Yz o] TAA o] 4
ARE A2 LREAFEA YolA 47te] 4 53E oy APHos fFge v
L FAAN AIAR 2RET BEFERA FoHA] AEezA o 1/39 F4zx
F7t JE Heolth

ol

=
_,

R

i
LT
e

Hsd 2 B

o] dFelAs FEH THASEYE Misr] A8lA 19809 v F FF P A Aww
HSPF(Hydrological Simulation Program-Fortran) el s]& ga& T239d. o
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HSPFE 3L 234 sAd&rdoz AdEr]e sgovt 2 22ade] AU yv
3t o] &4 A UZL, £FGEAE 193] 5 FRE Ho Aok w4 o] o
FolAE £79 54 39T F 43, AUdE FAWNEE $90] A5 ZFL A
Wtz s th 2Ez EXo] L5 dHYEE FAH TEAAENE A 3T
A FEIRFY 9FR4Q B4R A3 WEE Agsig

EPAE 9 AGANE 9T aTHAAZE AFA 9ATLHY dI3AGSGEAAR
1.8km, =3 280ha)oz ARt o] WAL EXoELEHo2A AU ¢ 2AS}
F7h g2 Qo §FE A{Y AFoe N Bz FAAS dA =] gt

of AT AE #8424 PO PS BODE 3oz dlo w7 $ARYL 5w
JAgsg e, o F F22Y 2 AARFF QAN 2R gt FEEFIAE &
Aoz Chezy-Manningd] ¢ AH&3l9o9 JY Y= Meyers} Wischmeirs}
A Gfe USLERHo] Agsgon, FARYAE KNulo] 9§ 2erg o L34
ok gAE AR e 2l ARG A A £ 5E& 2 292 dds 3
FAG S AE 1d¢ 2 39 A=F4rh

F49 24 AL AR g J29 A5dA AAHZ Qe WA 45 S
58 AR A st & AWd ASEsH o] A, AAE AR AL
24 AE 1~6%9 23E Bolx JdPevt A 35 AfdE 40% ZEAAY 25
£, 34594 AE 30%74A, FARIL 60%7A 37t etk

£ EAol & HgogAE A AHE Aldges, A2ddes ARG F4
ARE AF (FAZ/E 24%), A 3¢ T F4A7 FEA2 2452 (54F
7He 14%), AGEAY AFHo] AFEEZA 2.54cm/hrz FUlEEA &Y FEA5)
303 A0l A, 70% AT THEE Ro)E A$E St

FER o] Gl gt YL AL A, FEH] QAL Sz AT F2F
AaEHE Add AAM, 2A2 AdE HASF 3.0m/secol vt FHAZHLE QF A 3
tgte] Aol 0.9m%/sec2M AL 1/3 £F Fol& HA Gt 2z I FeF
FE AN EY J5FH FU ez A ggov, FAA AWz 4% 2
FEY Ftade e 2L Aoz vEyt §F A9 ARG AHALE 3%,
BOD+ 500mg/lo] 3z A& =71 & 4=+ AF 1,000mg/lzA < 2] F71 4 &
Beolx gget. 23 PO~PY A= HX 2 uhel 1/39 74 FAE Rojx JAth

o)A L FAL FAA £, Fh9Hd AAAY dFAAY @] AF g2y L
29E4Y Z4E AAAE SAE 24, BEF 2AE AASeE & ook &
Aok, =gt FAANAY FFolvt ulge] ¢ wHLALY TS J4IE F U
wao] dFHEojok & Aol 2z AAF FaE AT EF XY FAz
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