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Table(2) ¥atershed characteristics of selected drainage basins

BASIN ISTATION DATE REMARK
slﬁéam Donggok ) 1986.7.21 - 7.23
Gono ) 1987.7.14 - 7.18 data for derivation
Miseung ) 1989.7.11 - 7.14
Byeugg~ ) 1989.8.21 - 8.24
cnun ) 19889, 2 - 6.5 1 . st
) 9519 "9 23 ata for verification
Bg» | Yipyeong ) 11984.6.16 - 6.22
strea ) [1986.7. 9 - 7.21 | data for derivation
) 1987.8.20 - 8.23 ;
) 1989.7.25 - 7.29 | data for verificatiorﬂ

TOTAL HILLSLOPE
BASIN  STATION AREA LENGTH SLOPE LENGTH  |MAGNITUDE
(ks~2) (km) (m)

Wi Donggek| 33.8 37.3 0. 0310 452 26
stream

Gono 109.8 143.3 0.0149 383 106

Miseung| 171.7 271.3 0.0156 316 205

Byeung-| 300.3 481.4 0.0093 312 365

chun

Bocheong|Yipyeong| 76.0 101.5 0.0156 379 66

stream

Table(3) Parameters of network response function
response function for selected drainage basins

and hillslope

X (4) Parameters of basin representive IUH
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WNEL NETWORK NSE | HILLSLOPE RESPONSE ANNEL NETRORK RESPONS|HILL-__CHANNEL
B\Sh\’ STATION CHANNEL NETVORK RESPONSE|HILLS : BASIN |STaTioN | Event | SIPGE onsri-
Fo |DIST-|BASE Kh  [VELOSITY Vo | Fo |DISI-|BASE|RESPGNSE| ~ATN
(w/s)| No |MCE |[TINE | (17hr) | (w/hr) (n/s)| ho | ANCE|TIME| Kh
¥i |Donggok . B! 1 . 6;8 ? Wi Donggok|(2)  (4){ 0.325] 0.10{ 100 5 | 0.2115 | 1.007
strean 1 () | 838 818 | 168 J 84 . S ne  [11)(3)(4)] 0.653] 0.13] 200 | 6 | 0.1957 | 1.024
Gono §gg §1]1§ 2§§ g §I Zgg § 3 Miseong|(1)(3)(4)] 0.810] 0.10| 300 | 8 | 0.1903 | 1.014 |
01 : Byeung-| (1)(3)(47] 0.780] 0.22] 300 | 10 | 0.1943 | 0,985
weens) 1L RB B0 B E BN | B
: : . o~
33 0.1 : cheong|Yipyeong) (1)(2)(3)] 0.620] 0.12| 150 | 7 | 0.0790 | 0.994
SRR IR IR
chun . . ] . :‘-
sl ] BN T 0| B
stream JAA . 1 i .
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Fig.2 Flow chart depicting basin [UH computation procedures
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Fig 7 Basin representive IUH of Byeungchun statiom
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