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Table 1. The comparison of contaminant removal efficiency in Media

o sSET HH 2% COD RSO -
o % E HHE(%
+ (mg/L) IHE(%) (mg/L) HHE%) =i [HE(%)
Zero 631.5 - 55 - 832 -
BHXxz Z)E210min 83.9 86.7 66 ~20 310 62.7
EE4=30min 3124 50.5 40 27.2 345 58.5
Zero 976.3 - 77 1577
Glass fiber | &5E4=10min 3923 59.8 42 454 1104 299
& &430min 250.5 743 32 584 752 523
zer10 863.9 - 55 - 1417 -
Lielg A E4210min 306.3 64.5 66 =20 879 379
& £430min 216.7 749 40 27.2 784 44.6
Zero 650 - 69 - 1020 -
Wire mesh | &&10min 292 55.0 45 347 560 45.0
& £4=30min 214 67.0 33 52.1 652 36.0
zero 501.6 - 482.3 - 491.9 -
22 Mjo) A £410min 360.5 28.2 362.0 25 361.3 26.5
Al E430min 413.7 17.3 436.7 17 4252 13.5
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Table 2. A geologica! survey data at lisan, Gyeonggi-do
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- of & & EsiE3 Z 3 ot oo &
0.0~2.7 27~172 72~18.5 18.5~19.5 .
BH - 1 2.7 4.5) (11.3) 1.0) 19.3
Al 2.7 45 11.3 1.0 19.5
X5 5.8m
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Fig. 86. Field survey of hydro conductivity
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Fig. 87. Field test area
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Fig. 88. Draw-up of groundwater level at 26min Fig. 89. The comparison of hydro conductivity at
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Fig. 90. Draw-up of groundwater level at 20min
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Fig. 91. The comparison of hydro conductivity at
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Fig. 92. Draw-up of groundwater level at 16min
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Fig. 93. The comparison of hydro conductivity at



AZE A AFALARL, AFF Ases HFAZdel dste] Ho] 233-27744 bl
et

LY 26liter/min, & ® ¥
900 600
oo | EZ02ER]
—_ ™ =
8700 | [] ésoof
g 600 | [ ‘5 400 1 '
g 500 [ . Sa0f | -
c 400 | ‘ i s 2R
= P = . " Sem
= ; ' @ 200 | e > s
@ 300 L iz £ e o
Soof | ! | W
100 | ~,‘  ‘ o L a
0 : : : Total amount unit amount(1.0m')
UEAMFE Hd4axg Judd w33z y
T T EYCEEEET R |
Fig. 94. Total infiltration amount in facility Fig. 95 Total infiltration amount in facility at 26min
3.8 &

AR IS $REL ARAA 4 o AT Fush $5, AAN, B Wy 2
298 AAole] SelA FYHLT o FojAo} Wk ¥ AT AUFL 9dE AAF o4 AT
Ade AEse 329 F2Y + L Ak AA BE AT YT A0 Aoz e
o}, Al A T W £24, thed, $EPNt TUSEOE sty A% 4A
0 Aol Basle, B uc xIAY 2RI FABYE Asted, WA WA APucke AT
2o} A4, A7 7HAge] e,

A} A}

£ A7E 2147 ZEHAATNEAG w19 A&A FGR7|eAEAIEY d7u A L@ A
% 4-3-)ell g8 A= AFUS

FHEANZAAL AHAAZAEAT. 2000. A5 HA

FHEE AZAA. 1995 HEAZMNEA T
SFAFARENLEZ Y. 1997. BAMATHREH MR E
FAHEMER 1~-4270. AAMKTEEEZEWNHE
FiARELERIEEL. 1997. BARMKGER RGBS

EAAY uHodd B UdAT. 1997. MEAANAAEAT L
HHEY ZAATANY B, 1995 §F 7

Rainwater Harvesting. 2001. EAIC

® N s W N

- 486 -



