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Table 1. Water leakage analysis result using Water-use evaluation

e e e Wir e e o ovs Rt
(m'/day) (m'/day)

P-1 127.7 24.1 103.6 81.0

P-2 144.2 16.1 128.1 83.8

P-3 125.0 255 995 79.6

P-4 112.0 138 98.2 87.7

Table 2. Average-minimum daily flow quality evaluation

Day Average

Site Flow(m'/d) BOD5(mg/1) Egi)t\?;% Wg§tewater flow
provision I/l mounts
Average Minimum Average Minimum m'/d %
P-1 127.7 20 61.4 159 15.4 12
P-2 144.2 23 75.0 24.3 15.2 11
P-3 125.0 41 14.6 45 316 25
P-4 112.0 38 30.1 8.1 306 27
Table 3. Minimum Daily Flow Evaluation
. Day average flow Day minimum flow Infiltration/Inflows(¥/1)
Site m'/d m'/d % m'/d
P-1 127.7 20 16 20
P-2 1442 23 17 23
P-3 125.0 41 33 41
P-4 112.0 38 34 38
3. 3 &

Adg/Red e BAE BAuE JU, 4B 44 % £2 97y 2 4HA
Y
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Table 4. Investigation point result of I/I

Dry season flow Flow analysis
Maxi e
Site M?r):llnr?sg A\f/lerage ' Osmosis ratio
flow ( (‘)/V;) Avelrage Rgtlo @D @ ©)
(m'/d) m (m'/d) (%6) (m/day  (m'/day~ha) (m'/day-
~km-mm) capita)
261
P-1 20 1277 46.3 139 0.17 3.88 0.20
287
P-2 23 144.2 55.4 13.2 0.21 5.68 0.36
1,608
P-3 Al 125.0 57.4 29.0 0.38 11.30 0.24
1,224
P-4 a3 112.0 52.3 26.2 0.87 6.92 0.40
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