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AR WAPAL BOD| SS | coD| TN | NOsN | NHs-N TP DIP
2003.6.27~6.28 | 3.3| 430| 17.1| 3.86 2.10 0.274| 0.652| 0.062
2003.7.8~7.10 | 3.4| 251| 8.3| 3.68 2.30 0.151| 0.441| 0.036
2003.7.18~7.19 | 5.1| 735| 15.0] 3.90 1.98 0.331| 0.704| 0.042
2003.7.21~7.25 | 6.7|1,349| 18.4| 3.82 1.80 0.146| 1.094| 0.074
2003.8.19~8.21 | 3.3| 414| 65| 2.35 1.80 0.834| 0.347| 0.049
2003.8.23~8.25 | 22| 294| 55| 1.72 1.06 0.110| 0.647| 0.086

2003.9.5 45| 424| 10.8| 256 1.83 0.159| 0.259| 0.090
2003.9.12~13 | 2.7| 660| 6.4 2.07 1.67 0.048| 0.458| 0.058
2003.9.18~9.19 | 25| 340| 56| 1.69 1.23 0.123| 0.096| 0.066

%:—_ﬂ 3.7| 544| 10.4| 2.85 1.75 0.242| 0.522| 0.063
B0D £ 353, £R8%L 552
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INES BOD SS TN TP
Hsd 5.36 5,044 3.58 2.01
=33 9.44 17,254 3.65 2.87
2X=d 5.83 7,501 2.76 1.71
g8 9.55 2,971 3.67 1.59
yEo=d 5.64 5,048 241 2.49
24 4.86 1,623 0.84 0.85
aHiH: 6.15 2,412 2.84 1.08
AX5H 4.86 1,623 0.84 0.85

n|Zo| SpMAE 7|E2 EtE (SS) O 40



Specific export coefficient (kg/ha/event) from two comparative subbasins
in the watershed of Lake Soyang where is very high in cultivated area.

Watershed BOD SS TN TP
Kunjigol 1.07 3,624 0.94 0.76
Wolsan 0.69 773 0.46 0.29

EMCs (mg/L) 6000 | —sy
Watershed| BOD SS TN TP é =0 [
Kunjigol | 2.7 7850 | 220 | 1.69 |
Wolsan | 1.8 | 2180 | 126 | 081 1 H Ir

Kunjigol Wolsan




The export loadings(kg.yr-'.km-2) in each watershed.

Watershed Land use BOD TN TP Reference
Mixed agricultural - 1,650 113
EPA, USA forested - 286 23.6 Reckhow et al.(1980)
urban - 997 191
forest - 100~630 0.7~88
USA and Europe Loehr et al.(1989)
Rural cropland - 2,100~7,960 6~290
_ ) agricultural - 669 26.2 )
Wisconsin, USA Clesceri et al.(1986)
forest - 407 17.6
forest - 300 5~10
Eastern, USA. Rast and Lee (1978)
agricultural - 500 50
_ 2,387 1,651 448 2003
Mandae agricultural - forest
4,989 6,794 859 2004
_ 1,087 3,284 258 2005
Jawoon agricultural -forest
863 - 151 2006

» The amounts of TP exported from these two basins were considerably high
compared to other many studies
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1%t | 38 | 267 | 37 | 04 1% | 149 | 2957 | 22 | 13
2%t | 62 | 288 | 33 | 03 2%t | 118 | 1500 | 21 | 1.
3Xl o1 246 29 0.3 3At 148 1.547 19 0.7
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MAHAFAL| =% HW(AFH)

2004 4 20094
32 | 8RE| SS N TP 42 | 8RE | S8 TN P
Aby mm | mg/L | mg/L | mg/L Aby mm | mg/L | mg/L | mg/L
1X} 36 227 2.5 0.3 1Xt 150 1,084 19 0.7
2Kt 94 47 1.3 0.1 2Kt 132 1,789 15 1.1
3Xt o0 197 14 0.2 3AL 143 7120 1.1 04
4 X} 176 236 1.3 0.3 4 Xt 245 1,623 2.8 1.1

.\, 176 206 1.4 0.2

8 174 19 0.2 3 1,304 1.7 0.8
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