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1980t o] ¥ A AR AlE, EXo]l&o W T3 22 A &5 72 9 A7 F
ojdEAL FEE FASNA FIEIA R, oo diE B #Aol AFHUTG. wEtA AJ A A
o] &4 AT S dF oldle F8F AAZ dFojx i goy, AATFT dA £8 Fo
& 842 QdaF3 Qo 7] F oJAseA s SANHA E¥aE A¥ A%y ol B
g EFY AR E AFEt F8A99 F$ ddH B3l A4E 5(POC; Particulate Organic
Carbon) A EFEE T3 3 4 FAREUAZ o5tk E3t o] HAHN B2& EY F B
g g4 B&EF71@A(DOC; Dissolved Organic Carbon)9} &F5 784 (DIC; Dissolved Inorganic
Carbon)E &WtstA =&d], DICE Red oldfg FrIE¥E 3 4utddy #H&EHr71x 0. &
Aol Yo EEEHE At 19809 olF BZo] AANEHJow, SAMAAY 1xPANT
(61.3 Gt-C yr'; IPCC 1995)3} vl & A% o 04 Gt-C yr'2 Fe g veyxn dg. a3y &
FAHAZRE ¢F3HE 4894 E SAYHA g4 AFR(18 Gt-C yr'; IPCC 1995)7 vl w &

§ FAT F e %o, AHA g2 799 T3 AAYE AAEta Ytk o] Wi &
2 AZAEANY S AdAe 948 3 4 FEHIE €429 Fihd wd /3 o
714 # ot B FAFEANA 283 S =8 doEs £ B2 B9 olFo o] Lukx
22 %A $£F HFES XEdd geid B dpdXe dJ8dTEL ez 39 44
Al DOC & W¥3stE IF AZsgoH, ZeRFEHAo] £& &2 &4 v G s
=8tz g

2. 48 ¢ ¥y
2.1 ZAA 9 BAMFgR

2 3o A gidAE BUIE EHA AEY AEId gAH FYP:2Y TP FAY
(200ha)e] Y5 2§ HdM AA Gt ZAUA UA5E A8eo] FHAHL 2ha2 AAL TY
4 AAY, T 280~470mo| k. ZAFYA e Bote Hulgtoln), EAL AMAYED YFR

AF9e) VeAE AAHD A7FAAE FEFFREAL U 71714 M ste] 108 BHoz
Z3stgen, FLAY AFT AEE AEAFYI(ISCO, 6712FR)E o] &8t 2413 1oz 48
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Azt AAFAL. HEA RSt 2AE A G 0.5~Im ZHole] zHolRAL ujMEHAeH, ¢
g2 FUAE olgsly &9 WE FAHHAL. £2F HLA ARF, B, dUE, BT,
X&4E AAHRJG AHAE ANF2RE @Y pH} ECE FAsAew, DOCE TOC 47
(Analytik Jena, multi N/C 3000 analyzer), & 0°]&(CI, NOy, SO, Ca’’, Mg”, K', Na', NH;)& o]
Az vlE 239 (8 o)L, Sykam, DE/S-135; %o]-2, Dionex, DX-320 IC System)Z &34t}

2.2 EMMAE ol 83 f&&d

#2822 E 98 End Member Mixing Analysis(EMMA) 28 -& o]j&& o, Z+
& A5 R (mass balance) Ao ofa) AU

fa+fb +fc: 1
Clafa+ C'lbfb_'_ Clcfc = mst (1)
C211fa+ CQbfb+ C‘erc = C23t

g7 A f= 4 FAL_AI AFFd 719s8lE 8l&, g, b, c= end memberd] Z} FA 24 Cli
Qe FHAY & Yedn, sre AFTE 474 gu gy B A7 end members] T4
842 EGF, AXA &, ARTE AR e, 4 AFFe £2 A5E o &3tq ALY
o] 7} 3ttt

.45 ¢ g
31 ¢ AEE 254

Table 12 Z} A9 48X &S Yelxz Qld 2319 A @5 F 1083
A4 3L 79 1¢ #3€ 17.7mn/10min, |1 et E13 E29] 1093 AP3+-F L& 242 1.3

3} 161.9mmzZ & ZolE Jellli lon, F7F4FL Elo] E2Rt} 56.5mm Bt}

Table 1. Characteristic of precipitation and stream discharge in two storm events.

El E2
Sampling date June. 26~29, 2005 July 1~3, 2005
Precipitation in event (mm) 160.5 104.0
Antecedent precipitation within 10 days (mm) 1.3 161.9
Max. precipitation intensity (mm/10min.) it 17.7
Max. stream discharge (mm/10min.) 0.3 1.0

32 $834, DOC 2 347 FE W3
Fig. 12 B2d 5 29AHe $824, DoC ¥ #3A) sE9 2 Aa4d 95 U

BT Utk Z1AfEA AR5 DOC $EE | mgl oldoy, 3¢ H4H S #2453
o] 7kl wek 6 mgL 7AA FASA Frhste AFES HEHRAY. Fig. 2 F FAHEE
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Fig. 1. Change of (a) precipitation, (b) stream NO, (peg/L)
discharge, (c) DOC concentration, (d) DOC Fig. 2. Three-component mixing diagram. (a)

discharge, (¢) NO; and Na* concentration, 26~28 June, 2005 (b) 1~3 July, 2005.
and (f) groundwater level.

EMMAS] o] &8 ¢, Eds, Adts 384 EFEE ez Yok 2 d7oA EMMAES
st FHAE AHEE NOs9 Na'el AF+ 3 5= dste M= wde 43S vdegun o
(Fig. 2), 201X ¥ =9 @AE z2dste dF &L A9sta & #5X= EMMAE 9 7]
BExAS wEadnt. @8 A FeAME 2 met 348 Asste A%E HEHUAH
(Fig. 2). 3924 o]de EY4 DOC FEE 20~80 mgLe ¥ H¥5E Ul (Fig. 3). A
RBR 849 B¢ AE7 ZoAFE DOC w7t #adte Z¥S BEALY(Fig. 3), ol EYZF
& E78E ¢ 49 2HHAHE F3 DOC =71 #4% dxe &9, 44, NARE
A AFT9 DOC =& 1 mgl °ldtoy, 59 dAH Furs] {FEFo] F71gd ozt 6
mg/l. 743 FA8A Folste 3FS Yl £33, 85549 DOC TEE 7|AFEAIS v
& o o 108 A= Frhete AEE JEhidT

33 &8 % FEHXAC] DOC F&dl mlAE 97

Z FH2Y 7oA =E AFTA Ao g8 A F FEREUS AT EH}= Fig 49 2o &
Ao AFdol 3¢ LA FEH FF A2 ESFH AU R Jetwd. 53] E29 3¢
E12ch XA EF 71de] ¥ FFE dehliied, ol A9 o3 235U EFezy
B AFE fFEHE 29 v&o] Frsr] Wiy A4 #d AFT F9 DOC F=
Elo] E2Ett & ZA&& Uetlided, ole 2= R A2 29 2old g Aozt Addrt
% E19] A% 1559 DOC7} £E3te EFESY FE7]9E7 BUH o2 go} AFS T2 DOC
FEE2RG £& S UEhda oW, E2& A3 A g2 ¢4 DOCTL &= FE7T
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Fig. 3. Change of DOC concentration in soil water and groundwater.
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Fig. 4. Hydrograph separation.

AstE AT BLET. o) L FEEE ALEF FARNME 2 FFE JeElUT.

olde A AEH 59 Aol UY fHoHE WEHE @2Fd 2 9IS AT
Ate HE AAEY, B ZWd g4 £4 AdE dHa ESRY E4A AdLE S £2
U2 o)F/AAHE i AL FFr Yad Aoz AztAr)

Zatel 2

2 AFs 2147 ZEEHAIATNEA[AA FAA LA Fry|ENEAdG] AFH Y

(FAANS: 1-8-2)7 & F o] FANANE7 7 E 0L A (Eco-Technopia 21 Project)e] X o2
T3P,
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