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HSPF(Hydrological Simulation Program - Fortran) 23 1960dd] &4t ‘%EEE
(Stanford Watershed ModeD 2.2 A& LA HSPF 2y FEX 2]
o ESR AERE FU4E, VIARFE, 244, SR, 4, ST 7‘]’6}—’1“
2(D0), BETH A4 2 T7F(BOD), 2%, 5%, EHZJ'iL(Fecal Coliform), A%,
A = ‘;"—751 A A ;o;z[:_z'_;gh pH, Ak, o] /JUH 3338, Z2EA £33
2o B3 29 & 4 9ti(Bicknell et al., 2001). o} & &85t HSPF ¥
Fx &9, A9 == vAY 294 A it Tol d@ F7HE A ol &H U

HSPF 2 &o|A 9] tA# 2oE Chick? HAe A% A7 AlE HFEHA 2= tE] A
W3 E%ke] pHE 2718k MWASTE =3} Chicke] HF ol¢jd FA-HEFFLFAA
(Modified Universal Soil Loss Equation, MUSLE), €E1A s & F7lete AFHA 4%
A AuE AZ2ozrng H4se AT AIRESE FAE F 3 3 COLI 239 o
2oudlg 33l AL&3ttH(Paul et al., 2002).
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2.4 AT AR

gAE A0 AHNE @AV 4 17238 Fridez ANsgen, @A AHAT HFd
Aar Aeyan sQAYAed s 5Qg7s3%E7]7] 4 (National Instrumentation Center for
Environmental Management, NICEM)o] £41& olg3ith. dida B ALgd diFae 245
X AR Agu Lol Ao wE ot WY T& nEstd 459 Hd, Hx9 @S
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