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{Table 1> Observed stages, discharge and velocity at Musung

Section Surcace slope method
Timeto | N0 | Jeeten | Jeetep | DRt o)
(EL.m) stage (EL.m) [stage (EL.m)
2002. 8. 8. 07:00 83.42 83.53 83.63 408.39 1.145
09:00 83.31 83.42 83.54 350.76 1.048
15:00 84.12 84.23 84.35 751.77 1.582
17:00 83.93 84.04 84.26 731.32 1.500
19:00 84.09 84.20 84.31 854.01 1.643
19:30 84.49 83.60 83.73 940.33 1.595
2002. 8. 9. 10.00 82.76 82.87 82.97 262.00 0.934
12.30 82.63 82.74 82.85 261.27 0.984
14:30 82.55 82.66 82.78 24991 0.991
2002. 8.10. 10:00 83.71 83.82 83.94 578.30 1.367
12:00 83.38 83.49 83.60 541.43 1.376
13:00 83.14 83.25 83.38 432.38 1.232
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{Table 2> Comparison of observed stages and stages by HEC-RAS at Musung

Unit (EL. m)
Observed Computed by HEC-RAS
Time(Hr) Secti Surface slope method
I\c}g.lc())n Section Section Section No. 0|Section No. 1|Section No. 2
No. 1 No, 2
2002, 8. 8. 07:00| 83.42 83.53 83.63 83.24 83.32 83.45
09:00| 83.31 83.42 83.54 83.14 83.21 83.29
15:00| 84.12 84.23 84.35 84.07 83.14 84.22

- 107 -



17:00 83.93 84.04 84.26 83.84 83.91 83.99
19:00 84.09 84.20 8431 84.08 84.15 84.23
19:30 84.49 83.60 83.73 84.33 84.40 84.48
2002. 8. 9. 10.00 82.76 82.87 82.97 82.70 82.78 82.86
12.30 82.63 82.74 82.85 82.58 82.65 82.74
14:30 82.55 82.66 82.78 82.49 82.57 82.66
2002. 8.10. 10:00 83.71 83.82 83.94 83.70 83.77 83.85
12:00 83.38 83.49 83.60 83.31 83.38 83.46
13:00 83.14 83.25 83.38 83.15 83.22 83.30
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{Fig. 1> Comparison of observed and computed stage at Musung(No.0)
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{Fig. 2> Comparison of observed and computed stage at Musung(No.1)
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{Fig. 3> Comparison of observed and computed stage at Musung(No.2)
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(Table 3> Comparison of observed and computed discharge

Time(sic) O T
2002. 8. 8. 07:00 408.89 438.71
09:00 350.76 37737
15:00 751.77 836.68
17:00 731.32 730.29
19:00 854.01 871.88
19:30 940.33 919.66
2002. 8. 9. 10.00 262.00 264.32
12.30 261.27 25751
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14:30 24991 245.37
2002. 8.10. 10:00 578.30 630.73
12:00 541.43 537.68
13:00 432.38 445 .88
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{Fig. 4> Comparison of observed and computed discharge
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