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o] &3te] HZ wiNHFE sttt wek FREEH AT vazd 2 dTE FE wAEsEE
BASYY.  SWAT R¥9 H$E CN(Curve Number), SOL_AWC(Soil available water capacity),
ESCO(Soil evaporation compensation factor) < FTAHSZ RBAS 93, HSPFEIHY A4+
LZSN(Lower zone nominal storage), INFILT(Mean sil infiltration rate), AGWRC(Groundwater recession
rate), UZSN(Normal upper zone soil moisture) 5& FAS2 HAS 4. % 1L 2y BHAVL F
ot ddx woANE vehfla v 19960l SWAT 2Ee] mojutal §-% 7o) HSPF 239 w9
XY mmAE ZF #e BIon, 1997d0 = vt 2 HSPF 23¥o] 30mmA = & #e 2t

A

RMSE¢t RMAEZ

- B9 RO UA §E% (mm) FEE
B (mm) SWAT HSPF SWAT HSPF
1996 883 482.0 403.6 0.546 0.457
1997 1,204 733.8 762.9 0.609 0.633
g 7 2,087 1,2158 1,166.5 0.583 0.559
¥ 2% AL WHe olgste] AFA 9 meANF wasel WAE AdE el Atk AF70
g A9lg mge) wAvIze] A wolF AT, {3 HSPF 239 Re)fEFo] SWAT i) »
o) gkrt} A=zghe} GAFE Z+e ®Welth, RMSE, RMAE, 281 Z2AASRYE F 287ke] 2 3ol ¢l
dom, ZAAFRIE F 2y BT 0928 Hlud mo|xet A=/t FA AL Bt
® 2 28o HIIZ Soto] MEx|9 mo|xlel ulm
} RMSE RMAE )
O == g} 2
e (BEAE| e R ) (mm/day) | (mm/day) .
ST day) | (mm) | s | BOA | RAA | reon |cw At A e
S SwAD | (ispr) [SWAT| HSPF |SWAT| HSPF [SWAT| HSPR
1996 273 7375 | 337.0 422.9 3705
1997 348 | 12040 | 7878 727.4 7530 | 214 | 210 | 043 | 040 | 092 | 092
Total | 621 19415 11248 | 11503 | 1,1235
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of mge] BA o] &akA ek 19993 2000 Awol W) FASAT. &%
Amw R yEhlal glvk 19999, 20009 R R

=

. 71O ap 2odhAl F&% (mm) =&

o (mm) SWAT HSPF SWAT HSPF

1999 1,515.2 952.8 9235 0.629 0.609

2000 1,257.0 842.9 818.8 0.671 0.651

g 7l 2,772.2 1,795.7 1,742.3 0.648 0.528

£ 4% FAHA BT o] g3te]l AEAg me)AF vwstel PG AR Yehim Yok A0

S AYs 2 9 HJA7IN dEiA 2EYs A, 2 HSPF 239 RYFEHo] SWAT 239 =
o)gE Y A=X9 FAE #FHE Hth. RMSEE SWAT 2&o] HSPF Rdxwth e s Hgon,
RMAE, 2444 [R)E F Z8M A2 §48 g Bt dAA5RYE SWAT 233} HSPFEE o
A 247} 086, 084% wE ] HgA o] gt Zow FriEUch

4. 28 AHI|ZE Soto MAEX et mo|x|[o Hlw
o RMSE RMAE ;
o &% (mm) ( day) ( day) R
g [BEUS| e mm/day) | (mm/day
i o] % o] %
(day) | Gmm) g g | 22910 A oo b HSPR |[SWAT| HSPF [SWAT| HSPR

(SWAT) | (HSPF)
1999 299 1,238.4 654.3 820.3 768.3

2000 151 1,249.8 708.3 765.7 6794 | 519 | 6.03 | 048 | 049 | 086 | 0.84

Total 450 2488.2 | 1,362.6 1,586 1,447.7
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