2@7 A F49ke Ads 4+d 2UHY A7

A3 Ayt EeE|A 7)1 Rds o &2F A, 4de B3, AgE, B Pd o9 e
W OATAHA BFFFAN AT Atk vEY 29EDL Ay xS BAG0) HFE
LENIE 71F 8 299e2 oo ¢dA¢zm vt (Duda, 1993). HlH Y2 Fold ER o] For}
SE® 7] gEY e AERF Z A5 o9e wae wEN o= F A Hol gy
g WEsE APoldy AT & gle We NG BAGLHoZ dojute o9E THG
(Magette, 1989).

FAA 7108 vHA 290 FA9 "‘%J_oﬂ e Fge EoEy] g dTelA ﬁ
Zd 5(1999)S Ao dAs AAEEE e YHI BAZ st BESAG. o)
T Hyal HF FARFGAM A e —’F—’é\": =Y g 2 %3 #A7 dn iw}
Ak, 2 EA 2nY B EX o) gx oM AIs AL EXClE, S T UIH
270 JFgE Vg T A AL S & F o} o5 HWEY 5 dE AT £ B
UHY A5 RuEA guvt. gasd Rd7s 587 4 F3gory Exo)fd s
Aar¥ES EVHYSY A8E FHstn, Exo]l4d 2 AEE A,y AT BEE B4y
37 9% BHoz Fa5o

2. A= % 48

dTfde aF 'n‘-—u—-] FAANE HEZ 5 sl ZdE &34 58S &89, 44
2 HEY Agez WFEAC) F4¥ oFf 108 km’e] FHBEA o h(Figure 1). FFo] ¢
o2y AYWHe] 2N 311 1%4 Bmoms e AuratHoe] £ oWe A AgpO
2 523 3o 3d¢] st M A4F WA BEE 3 Aok 2HFE A9 o
& ok Zoj7h Qe dtHoz EE(ZM%)—E 1 m #ole ¥E, 23 A2FL % 4~5
m AEZ AL, B, &L GE Fo| T& o|FAY EIFH AUtk A2F ol HAY TIHY

7t YAeta gtk wekA cdl?-T,-E]_.] }EE-E— g vmA & BFAF7 Hlndy & 2,
g H 4R FoE FAH Qo €& Astgd FEFe] ddHez Zm AFed #F50
HE Ao Ja2gd f9e FEE AR FEI FFE o]FY HSEH B ALY Tm
¥do] wgsydct HdHEAE ol &% EntE ¥ Qo] T ESAE dAFAguist 4gsn
Aom EFG T FTARAAHe) EAst At

A& AZAE FA90e BFEAHL AFET AL 1€ 2Fd

H gz 2daE
e fhed Y X3¢ A AES Aty 4G EXol g 2 #EFL {9

9_]
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Table 1 Grouping of the monitoring
wells with respect to land use

Land use Monitoring well numbers

Residential | 7, 11, 13, 14, 15, 18

Arable 2,3 4,5 6,8 9,10, 12, 19
Greenhouse | 1, 7
Livestocks | 16, 18

Control 5 17, 20

Fig. 1 Location map of the monitoring
sites and well numbers.

Astee 14 dER £ Y Ae AYHED, BIHoE 449 FTE 2H%W

3 W
gl A7717 B% RN ARANE € £ YLS FoE VAT ALFdEAE T ¥
s 1,

B
xi)
o o

& AAste) 1996 11998 A3 TAANRE AFso BHHET (Fig. 1, 54T 1, 2,
3, 4, 6 8 10). Aste FAENATY F99 &F AL WEE g faHe 24
22 9 287 99 A 23z 8% #EAHE FUIR AASA 19979 48 7TIRE FEA
BE AHsld BAEYFig. 1, FEFRNE 5, 7, 8 11, 12, 13, 14, 15). 19974 7€ 264 FHE
A 332 532 BEAL U2 dAst F 20FY FHEANEE AFHINY EHIFIAT (Fig. 1,
#FEANWET 16, 17, 18, 19, 20). o=, #A&4 182 AdF 929 FAMS FdAdie A3
FARAL AgREgw ARG ey EFGATF AN BAFTAA & 2HHAU
th BAYEL Ar)AEE(EC), Org-N, NHs-N, NO3-N, T-N€ tiaoz dA&Hc #d& &

B 343 FMEon EXef2 FARE, 5AAE, AdAMAY, 2aAAE, FFT
AA 42z 9 (Control area) 5 5/HF T2ttt Table 1& EX o] & nlz} EF3 zZtzhe &
Z3 W3 E ety #&3o dRE O YA el 2 o] EXels IFgd ERFUC

O
AL
I

3.37% ¥ nH

31 99 7% 2 FeArY B4
AT G doE 19999 A F 245371 F 7.630%We] AFEL Qod, sFEFe FRY A

A8G EAXNES ALstns dF 4FIFe wEFHE dFSAHY AGA HE 1Y
Hol mgedoltt, AF 499 AARYL =0] 3789 ha, Zo] 4020 haZ % 780.9 haol™ =3
urol Mg Hl&sith f99 AFRE FL FEACGEANR FAEHY A FLF EEHELS
ndE Z W3R 57, B Soln HEE$A AdAuRME EotE, 28 Q0] FF, AFA
Fo% AFFH AUt olFAXE o] wrh

o 9

5 ARE 23740 JE2E AMRsdnh 1996d 11988 1997d 108747 1AUE
o= 0435 mm, 1997d 1197 ¥ 1998 1097FA 2a3d % AF71¢el= 1,747.2 mm 1
1998 119%E 19994 109744 3214 % dT7717kel e 1669.6mm7F d 22bd =71 1akhd

R
Hﬁiﬂ
[
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=ET 8037 mm B} 3MEEE dEd ¥E 726.1mm7t €9kt Table 2+ @ F7) 79
FEEg et Ao 1xdwds 594 31.8% 28132 8¥e] 165%7F Wd T2 Hotd o

T 483%° ZTH IFELE 2tk 2AEEE 7H4 214% 283 889 388%7 W
F g 5o A7 60.2%7F WET 3dEd e 89 33.7% 2 999l 20.9%7F JAH
o 1AdEdE 59 A4 AFEUAAT 22959 3RdEdE 8 #erk AEHC
olg 2L o] HHE FojEFYgoA HFY LFERAY {Fo B TS vEH 5 Y
TERFadAdg HFEY 99EAY FE& LEASFEHFY A8 ol @YAFY ABA0H
FFAENE B dFE Ttk B2d FRAF 2 EYdAT ArE 59 0HY 298
A9l §9 5712 AT EAE 43S 9o = Aeg rudun Yok (FF, 1999)°. £ o
2 BA7 & At FEZoZ TAEY 7] did ZeA X g HdA 4
2 A FFel 2 AR dedn. WA A 29Reis wals Fezd ge o

A7

32 74A¥4 A
321 AZ|AEE (EC)

ECE 7% B%FA @A Jehga s%re olgaus I3 37 222 ngch
AAr ARG (control)] EC F4FS 0112 dS/m=E b2 Exo|E£x9d Z7139 32~50% A%
At AdFdxge vy HAAHFAL Bol=d H|ste Qzte zk4ge] ¢]FRAE E EX| ]
AL AddFezn $Aol HEHL LS Jebdth Fig. 25 EX 0|48 ECY #Hzokitwl
g9 FAE el EXelg4d ECY ¥ite AAFAA" <5LAGKFAX DA A Al
<F4HAY oz velntdk ECE €84 %d el 98 ¥ Aoz e HHY S9E
Ao AT 4FE wmEA IPHT PSS & F Uk ARG ECE 4TS BsE B
o Z5 ez ZBwy So] ogEAY XFelEd F8% JTL e Aoz AlgH
FAHAHe] FAANEEG ¥ ®L& ECE#E Yelhis A2 & o &9 Ri+AL HAs
7] A e AN gk Ade RAAAL $Ye] BadE HoFm gk AlAA A
Z4A98 FH3Y 299 Hare dFAGE By LEERAY ¥RVl WolAE AFEL
Hed dddez B8 E AlgstE 3 ToAE At A6 HMo oF AMAE= g2
7} 9= Aoz e}

0.8 AL L I LA ALY n°
0.7 - 1 200
0.6 l/\"ll B | 400 E Table 2 Results of descriptive statistics of
= [ — | | £
E 0.5 L - - - —4— 500 = NQ3;-N(mg/l) for the groundwater samples
2 0w S i vy &
= ] 5
g g: - X T g 1000 & Mean |Median |Std.dev| Min. | Max.
. T - y NS [
o1 T o e teoe ™ Residential {1619 | 1536 | 8.195 | 253 |6147
M e s n BB EEs=zz2 32 Arable | 901 | 7.14 | 7785 | 061 {6147
feffEeifsEiis Greenhouse|1895 | 20.36 | 6.662 | 7.18 |4501
Date _
_—_--_ﬁe“s—l—dﬂentlll---Arabl__e_—GmEnhOUIe—-'_l-l;_ei-l‘;gk-;fqam Livestocks 2379 18.78 | 18573 154 6229
. . Control 2.10 144 | 2185 | 0.43 [12.12
Fig. 2 EC change of groundwater with respect Average |14.01 | 1262 | 8681 | 2.46 |48.47

to land use and time.
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Table 2& EAo]§9E NO-N FTxolth TEA9d Ad,AA Y Adstns HE £ ¢
= 4 £H71FY 10 g/lE 2732 Ydnt. ZAGFE Moy LeoldrErt g FdEd
A 48 JFBg= F2 A AFi] fRA F2 A NO-N = @87t 2
28}},

Fig.s 3, 4, 5% EXo|&o] W& Org-N¥ NH-N, 2832 NOs-N F=9| W3lE el Ao
th Fig. 3e4] Org-N(£714 dA2)e 4% 8Fo AaE 392E 11973 458 & Zoz
WEstglen nFrlde Muy AL gd vEEd 1R(dEdE vad 22 Og-N 358

ngou 2hdEd 3RdEdE May e ge vehdth 1AdRdE ARAF ] Zo} A
42 §U5% Org-N9 57 £%% 243Es) 3R Fowo] 4uHoz gof A=

) F=E Org-N 559 22 Ade 718t ZAste 38S B9y EAo|&EE
4 Sle Zole WERA %t Fig. 4914 NHo-N2 & 2 dlAsE g &417 oo A
FEE Jedlen AdARAI el 7t =A vebkoh AldAEA g A dd diy
71 Aol W5 Abg o]l B8 A v} FHos gou EI A #HAUst
g Zeo A& JFFE FUHs7] @i NHo-N Fatdo]l Adizoz F7iste &
= AoR Jgudn, 2 NH-NY EE NO-NY = ]3] of$ 24 e
ole AT-f9go] Rt BE YER FUHel Fob sG] &olstod NH-NeJ
NO&-N(HEY d2)e2 A ¥ feed 7oz 4z,
Fig. 594 NOs-N FE+ Org-N FEU NH-N9 FZd #Hgte mj¢ 24 FAHHUD. EA
4 NOs-N $%9 27 ECY Zo] AdTAAG<EAAGCFEAA QAL A 2] F <& 4F
o2 vehgth EXo]&d NOs-No| Fx¢ ECY ®E7t v&sitks A& o5 Aleld
1_
]

B o o o fo

i

oo & of L Jo oox 8

o

o 2 e
b
~
L

29

eIr

ox

£

A7t E2AL ¢ 9L FARG IALES 20U E, 34U ES] NOy-N FEWSA 2o)7}
18 739 98] 2 Ro2 ARATY. FoFo] 2 Boz FhE 2AUE, INEEY 7
AR 342 AT 298RS FHoE U IAUE BERT B AoE ARHUD.
9Agel 128 B2F) hE A& FES FHE BB FIA(T-NY FEE

il 18 oo

I o 3o
rl
o

ofr

T e o T Ty 0
s L _]:'__ ] o _I_ o ]_ _'_1 200 1.4 --——--:E'( [Frrear ey [ AN lrr]] ‘{, 0
: = 12 k- -4 e b 200 B
%5 - § 00 £ o e e 400 E
E4 [ b - A : 5 S e e o 800 §
= 5 g
5, g 10003
1200 @
1 [ - ‘ .
A s AW 1400™
0 . Al
2555583598338 $EEE5885888888
NN EEEE NN 2883395328755 3%
23z 232823 = ZuEgQLITLETQgZIuEq2
. _._ Date . o bate
— -Rasldential - - - Arable — Greenhouse —- _l___lvs-:\;-iocks_—__- Control — -Rasidential - - - Arable — Greenhouse — - l:i_v_q_s_‘_?f’ﬁ — - Control
Fig. 3 Org-N concentration change of Fig. 4 NHs-N concentration change of
groundwater with respect to groundwater with respect to land
land use and time. use and time.
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60 """“‘"Il‘ll]'l'" L R AR ALY II 0
= e W E B ' R .
g4 F N Jeo ¢ EY -
= : 2 c ‘
z 800 § c30 ‘ ’
10005 ¢ I \ .
z 5 =20 |
12003 & ]
14000 210 --p .
8okl o T S
5555588588583823%8%
S EDY oo =Dy oL c oy
- ) 558833255388835338
- ~Residential - - ~Arabla — Greenhouse — - leestock:—-control Date

-+ Org-N = - NH&-N — -NO3-N — T-N|

Fig. 5 NOs:~N concentration change of _ ) _
groundwater with respect to land Fig. 6 Nitrogen concentration change of
use and time. No. 12 well with time.

T-N 5% ¥ NOs-Ne| ¥E7b 90% o4 #xstn glo] 83 YA 25459 T-N
& NOyN ¥E0l 93¢ 2x & Aoz veyd mad T-N $E9 A28 dgs
NOs-N ¥E9) Wshs} v)¢ fAbstA Gebgeh wdd 2% Judes e Ad5dx
o HF T-N $EE 254 mg/l A2 ¥BH 393 EFHAE o} A WHol Ak
(Table 3). Z2lvt He Exlo]gAde BF T-N 359 FFUAE Jumez 3 et
A2 s A LFEY FU540) N FIYL viFEY AA4E 5P JYEI
52 Ao YA AME APoR MeEo] e Aa HEE 1190)A 19 Aol ®A Y
Ehoeh (3%, 1996). E%’ﬂ"] 1ol $ARAS AT LAEAA ANT FUTHE 3
47 9 A¥Hog 7e¥ + YT AT/ FAHL & Aot

323 EC ¥ T-N#49 #4
Agedel % WAL 2YAAE Aolel ARBAT 24T
gl 4REES BAsg. B4 2% ECH T-N & 493 ¥e 4

—

A3 7884 FHAZF
B Y. Fig. 9= EC

gk T-No A3#A(R’=0.6480)8 Uetdn Eo] gEo] arleE = Hlud 3as 238 5 9
o2 yzZtAan

= ECE ol g3t FHHk TPA A3+ T-N =& 458 F Y& A

Table 3 Results of descriptive statistics of T-N
(mg/l) for the groundwater samples

Mean | Median | Std.dev | Min, | Max.

Residential | 16.66 | 1546 8347 | 257 | 6171
Arable 941 7.42 7.748 | 0.79 | 61.71

Greenhouse| 1941 | 21.14 6895 [ 7.32 | 45.29

Livestocks | 24.46 | 18.88 | 19418 | 1.70 | 65.05
Control 258 1.85 2416 049 | 12.14
Average | 1450 | 1295 | 8965 | 257 | 49.18

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
EC (dS/m)

Fig. 9 Correlation between EC and T-N
concentrations.
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387% A9 $4% Hobol AW yAAH] Exolge] BE AgF £ AHE 7|
37 9% BUHY A7 £9%dth 049 B $EEDL BER ARSI 1 WA
24 B 27Y Fe 129 184 Asts FIAEE AARD EC, T-N, Org-N, NOs-N,
NHoN, T-P 5ol tishe] £4840h $H8 $242E ogate] Aot £ AdY 2 o
2 ARFEe 2As g 2L A

L ECE AF% #2304 27 Uegia 8852 o 5us 24 e 4% B9

. AdFAAGe EC $4#2 0112 dS/m=E e EXe)&AH Fzhghe 32~50% HEH
Ex0] 44 ECY @& AAFBAA<EIANA<FAANAALAN<EAAS £o2 ebyie

. 2 Ag FAAG, 2AAEG © AAANAYG Aspo H
NOs-N ¥5E d= & £271%¢9 10 ng/IZ 2#H3gth. A+ Org-N# NHs-Ng| 2=
NQ3-N Fxo Aldte] 8oz z9t7] W&o T-N¢ 5=& FE NO:-N 5&d I &
gk FHAYG AsE T-N 29 90% o4 NO;-N F=7F 2AA 8t NOs-N7F s g4A 9 A
g dAhode b 2 2¥g¥oE MG EXl & NOs-N ¥4 Al AdeAAE<
YA LD<FEAAN G A LA R F<E AR o2 el Aste T-N 5= d5x780
e 9F5F79) 98l 1149 Ateld 2 e 2Hd.

3. EC% T-N =% =& A8#A2 Rgoen RE 064809t

4, AFHQ9 Rl AL EXo)| L8 ofuzt Zeox UHT A UE Ho=Z e
th Z$Ede Azt et B WEs) JeBR o)E ¥ g ' AUINY sy o3
FUHH dF71 87EH

pao

Al Al
2 dA7e 199693 199795 2SR SedTxAn HAWNIE 960052 97005 (g 717
A FHFAT ALY 19989 E S=REAd FAA4HE 500-19981074 ¢ A Pe= iy
Ardze] gy,
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