Determination of Instream Flow Requirement for Small Mountainous Watershed

Using SWAT

Kil Seong Lee, Eun—-Sung Chung, Mun—-Joo Shin, Young—Oh Kim

@

1 SWAT =

3]

tel @A (20001) 2] EAo]&

S

&

3< °l

of o

I
K

}

FAFF20009) S EdE

_~
o

k. 1 A3 oA, A, Abd

BTAS

58 )

o

A8 B

N R, RYTY, SIHRXIFY, SWAT, EX|0|8, Xsts 3%

1 &0]:

A
(=}

ol

Ao A

o] uj

82(2003)

Al
FE ZAS A3 3,77370 F 54370, oF 14.4%7}F 747]

7.

o
A

al

14

}

S

o] 7F A 74.6%%1 53704t

l

Z

st

d

Z
T

23 A

s

bl A}

TIhE AAEs

l

Z

1= 253

proul

] ARE-aL

o
=

A FF(instream flow) 7}

nd

=,

A A B

gl

Z

I

1

o

Mg Email: kilselee@snu.ac.kr

FH -Email: cool77@snu.ac.kr

| -Email: bluebear77@hanmail.net

o
=

o SRAR|YOfY A}

ZWL -Email: yokim05@snu.ac.kr

- 814 -



BT A559 fAE 98 oGS getste] Abgdith. oy 2k oA A A &
S Y FFoRA 2AA Age] TR £ e HaT S Wiy VE2 Y, HudsEs
2 T oA Ry 54 2 F3FHE 7MeAS aEste] AR SEE A E ], 2005). $-2 vkl
M W A20%A AT Y FHoR soig EANHE A FHFAFEE A wAFES
PAskaL lek 2y olef e e 10d] sk % 10d sk AIAF(FE AFs) JEo S
SRS Fadidoer dta JerRHAFE 5, 1996) AHW2F oY FAstHEdE HLsr] oHoh
mEbA 2 A SHHRFARTES AAE7] s AAHolHA oAl EEdte] fAHAS A &

WA ) o]& o]gdte] T2 SHFAFHL WA kA oF Ao g AT

N
WgHe Fig 13} ol Jleltlng 9 %
dom @ AP FAR fooln Agel 9 frer

[e]
Oﬂ _ch]{)—}_J—l o= %73 126° 52"~ 127° 03,,

HanGang(River)

?_

Zi'&

B8] 37° 197370 27 o)tk Ul 94, 2
A, AbR g gkol AN, Zdd, £, A, 4t
2 A 5 & 10 AT ek 2 oA, W
&, A T 3719 AFAE ZHzE dF ) 300,000
m’E Agste w45 seAgds 2isa
Atk BFol fEdAe 17.91 kmol i Fewze
127.13 km?ell ol2n A7|%= o <Y, TXE,
A ol EFHW 20039 71FELZ of 987
o] AFata vk 20008 7FEoR AbgA el
oF 51.6%cl™ EAAIo]l 38.3%, FAAY 0

75%% TAE] o AR H|Eo] 19754
o 7.8%14 20009l 38.3%% 30.5%7F 7}t
soich. WdRele "o A A5FS 314
mm/dolH AR S, eHdH f
84.5 mm/dela shel, ZAdH f
69.6 mm/d o= Fd A HA 26.2 mm/d
5o e ol 7Avle] At e ® Fig. 1. Description of the Study Watershed

o4 9

Category

SCALE

o n

37 5'00"
1

3. AT

2 AT WAFAS 11 AY2F 09 sh%st DEM ARE EYR FHGos PRen 247
o FRgel ohal @A Exel§ W AMWETAA AFHE 200049 AR AFF 4RE ERE
SWATS o] gle] @ASl f331e EZakelrh. Ea Aol 19759 Exo] g3} 454 A57t A3
G ol A AFe AT Belel §FFAS mEshe] wwstedth o velrh 71Ee] sugn] A8
% o448 (00D A AAR 25T FBE BLFFS viwstel AAF HARAFF} oG AnE v
wagieh, RS 49 B, A, FURE AT B QN p3re] Wose] glow A S BF
b SRR f950 474 HFAA AF APse] dFHFANFOR ot AAHA BaB AA
2 7Ha gtk whebd ¥ QFolAE AAAQ) shdeleta FHgstel meolsgich,

Bge) 7% L ulhAs WRE BAE o124 5200609 AHE A8IGom Aztel thfelel o

- 815 -



A AR A S (2006)9 FEEo Atk E A, AR, ke A miivaE BA6] 9

=
@ Ak S ) e Qe fole] TR BT, & 9, ed fole B ond §
o Tget ALFHAY WANSE, S KoL ABA Hool MANSE Agetsr)

4, AT4A3}
4.1 EA 2 o] AFQ EF ot
Aol 0] 32 Este] gk wo] A= Table 13 Flg 29} 2ok oA, A, Abet Sk oo A
Zrpere AA| 4T o)A el At A] [ W gles Holon B3] A4, At ASoE T A4S
B Zgeke] 098 #9138 4 Stk ol iAol UdZM 2o A o7 AAE Fahe] 7 A fEe]
Aoz A5 Fukate] wol dojily] wWjiolt) Ak AEA I FdW o] vlwA 2 Jloln AFH
o] Aol o] Aste] Zgere] AA Zgwrch 247k oF 8u), 148 A= A ebgh
NAFre o] EE FFFNES QitH ZAFFAE o3 433} A9 FFoX ] FFo] B
2=
T

£ el oA 32 @i} e ‘E%% FEF de nad

A=}

B

94 *J%W% EL—S— #e A 5 ;\P_Ei u}%wq 34 °J'E}
T+

o, £ S el SRR

Table 1. Comparison Between Previous Instream flows and Simulation Results (Unit: CMS)

) Simulation Results
Name . Previous Drought Low Median High 355
of Scenario Instream- Flow Flow Flow Flow 1 Q
Stream flow Q) | @y | Q) | (@ |81
Tdeal 0.000472| 0.004153] 0.020951] 0.107021] 0.001841
Wanggok 5 ent 0.008590 0.000283| 0.003964] 0.020196] 0.104190| 0.001730
Ojeon Ideal 0.009450 0.000709| 0.004790] 0.022894] 0.111948] 0.002267
Present 0.000709| 0.004477] 0.021534] 0.108181] 0.002117
Dangieons Ideal 0.012900 0.000381] 0.002541] 0.021470| 0.107858| 0.001289
Present 0.000254| 0.001652] 0.014991] 0.097949| 0.000856
Sanbon Tdeal 0.025800 0.001647| 0.009883] 0.060946] 0.262138] 0.005011
Present 0.001412| 0.007765] 0.050828| 0.243784| 0.004079
ok Ideal 0.112000 0.005013| 0.031178] 0.143893] 0.541411] 0.015238
Present 0.004006| 0.029166| 0.151944] 0.622927| 0.016456
Samseong Ideal 0.090000 0.000000] 0.001898] 0.014182| 0.068028| 0.000801
Present 0.000000| 0.001726] 0.015492| 0.082556| 0.000761
Sk Ideal 0.011000 0.000000| 0.001280] 0.005118| 0.045493| 0.000660
Present : 0.000000| 0.001137| 0.004834] 0.050611| 0.000535
Suam Ideal 0.018000 0.002253| 0.014083] 0.060462| 0.241473| 0.006899
Present 0.002441] 0.013707| 0.060838| 0.245604| 0.006952
Sambong Ideal 0.100000 0.001804| 0.007443] 0.036538| 0.117282| 0.003875
Present 0.000226| 0.002368| 0.023005| 0.128446] 0.001089
Kindaegyo Ideal 0.348000 0.021160| 0.106517| 0.579450 2.325790| 0.055588
Present 0.015273] 0.094743] 0.552130] 2.518163] 0.050258
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