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Application of SWAT-K Model for the Evaluation of Hydrological
Variation of Chungjudam Watershed Considering Future Climate,
Vegetation and Land Use Changes
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2 AdT7E 7Y A9S ddez v 715, o wE ARNHE, 283 v EX|o] & w®ish
Z 223 Aejeld SWAT-K 2&8d| 93 FEEFAAE] Wsirh o] flekd e 93-S siots)
32} gk SWAT 289 ARAL 61d7H2000~2006, 2001 A9 4k =& o] &3le] 2A55 0
™, Nash_Sutcliffe & &S 0.52~0.889] W2 ARAHAC. 7|53} AvE] Q= IPCCAlA A1E3}

g+ GCME FolA CCCma CGCM29] A2, B2 AU & o831 o, dfHe] 7|ZWslsE 1

sto] IA 300 d3H1977~2006)9] 7 4AtE BAIRKE 7]+ 22 Change Factor Downscaling 7| < 4

o] 20304, 20604, 20909 A% 7 30dite] wE AEE AAANSAT v A4HRE 7d

(2000~2006)7F°] MODIS 94 @7l og du3 A& dudd= 7538t 944 A Fa7]2719
H
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BRAANAE EEeel v JFusel we A4el FAES dSdsi vdel EAog wshe
CA-MArkov 71%& /4, 483te] F 97le] BXol& F=o) tako] 7 F=d 52 LA sksAth 20009
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Al20] : SWAT-K, CGCM2, Change Factor, MODIS, YHXX|4, CA-Markov, 7|FH 35},
AlM 5L EX|0| 23}
1. 4 &

A AAACRE 7|$Hstet t7] T COx % %7}% Ak Aol Ag Aol & g v
o B3 Sagle] A% AFHolu, /| Fustd] ¥

7S 98] GCMs(General Circulation Models)e o]-g3gk
th GCMse % R3] JEAsaEZHA 7|53 oS A=A 9l
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B oAM= GCMs ¥ CGCM2 n# 713%3t 229k MODIS 94 9A4S o] &3 24
3}, CA-Markov 7|5 o]&ste] g EXo] &5 dAFste m/iisrt ARAgd SWAT 29
o Agsle] g FE AT o= )

2. A2 2 U9

2.1 39

AT W Fddd S5 F9e W4 6661.0krelH, BELE 609.1m, ¥
olt}. 63?“?04 Fow AAE, SHERE, A3EE7F 47 69.9, 284, 1.7%5 EA
gl

Ein
B 3
o, 2570 249, 14870 HRUZ 2ttt

A= 36.9%
o, A4 ¥

2.2 SWAT-K E‘%‘ e

SWAT(Soil & Water Assessment Tool) 28 & w|F FFAEIATA(USDA Agricultural
Research Service, ARS)9] Jeff Arnoldel] 9] 7Is Sl om, iRl H3sk f-Ho|A 7|7t
Az g4 TR ESH EAolE B EX#Y AHd wE FEI A 2 sdseEA Y
Aol tigh EX@EHe %S oS FHAstA A8¥a F71 A=

RYPorA FE, ESFA, dFEL, FEFHY 47 FRPoR
Aoz 2509 o] WETF AN, AAE LEstA 03_? Ay At & ATolA AHgH
SWAT-KE 7]& SWAT Rdd| s=F:4e n
2y 7VEEH TR £A3% 2ot}
23 718, A8 75

SWAT 5o Ze3gt 73Ases Fi, JAALE
A, dE, dad, 45 57H 71l M Bews I V18R

C 9 AE 9L B, gEh Ak, 2

BS540l M 87ANE Ad, 99, , 4
: ‘ﬂ #5490 924 69 FH 20069 A-ARE 5T 1987EFH 200617HA4 o 5
©] 2000~2005¥7HA1 €] & AR E H-H Aol AH&SH3lTh
2.4 W 7%, HA, EXo]& ¥ 45

CCCma CGCM2 A2, B2A Y] 2.9] U™ 2030s(2016-2045), 2060s(2046-2075), 2090(2071-2100)
d AsE FESRT F5E CGCM29] 204171 Alue ol 3 As7t A7 Azt Aol s
Kol bias correction® AASklth 3 SIS xol7] 9l 30d B dWsES HE8he
Change Factor WS AAlste] #=4d 75RsE @S A& mgr|sust 543
2090s°] &%= A2¢014 55T, B2olA 4.6C F7takalom, el 49 247} 45.5mm, 124.7mm
S7het. dS5E 2k AEs A9l o 7EE 2ok LAISHe] 3]H4el i#EEo] n|
# %o W& LAl(Leaf Area Index)E FAsth. Hol LAIS 45 7]1E 2o 5.0099 A
& A5l mek Al B 6.18, FHeF iﬁiuoﬂ 745 7t7 5.80, 6.06°% Ptk E
#o] A5E 98 NdE CA-Markov(H4E ], 2007)& ©l-&3to] 1985~2000 9] 51 @9 &

i

R

Ao Ezo| wE 2030, 2060, 20901 ¢ EXnET = l%—fs}%‘ﬂ A2 P57t 46.8%00 4
21.9% 2 7FAstd o, EF¥o] 33.4%% 11.6% =7Fston thE EXo]gd W3l nn]slyl
=

3. 289 A
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e 971(1997~2006)3F8] A WHAS AR E ol §ahel 45l o,
wae P wAH NS Qe 71d1990~1997)] tiate] AA AT FAH g
slsteith. Bgo) ngA AW YL o g3te] vAWNEE 22
DERS 2Abstel BN MA@ wAWsE Agste]l w4

rum

d

_4

4

i o 7A.r A AxE Qokst Aotk A.XWA7|zF thdk Nash-Sutcliffe(1970)2]
AFEAGE 0.43~0.92, RMSEE= 1.0~2.9mm= El%kTh

¥ 1. 424 43

Observed Simulated Statistical summary
o (mm) Q (nm) QR (%) Q (nm) QR (%) (=T e, R ME Note
1990 1837.8 1038.2 56.5 974.0 53.0 531.2 2.1 0.88  0.88 \Y%
1991 14477 527.6 364 639.8 44.2 481.5 1.2 0.77  0.70 4
1992 1281.8 506.8 39.5 576.8 45.0 481.7 1.1 0.69  0.64 Y%
1993 1538.1 751.7 48,9 788.5 51.2 470.2 1.6 0.83 0.82 Y%
1994 1208.6 381.5 31.6 442.6 36.6 392.7 1.4 0.59  0.43 4
1995 12629 661.4 524 7742 61.3  433.7 2.2 0.87  0.83 Y%
1996 1042.5 384.7 36.9 448.2 43.0 4325 1.0 0.71  0.58 4
Average 1374.2 607.4 43.2 663.4 478 460.5 1.5 0.76  0.76 -
1997 13944 631.2 453 7515 53.9 500.6 1.7 0.78  0.67 C
1998 1778.2 856.3 48.1 948.2 53.3 538.8 1.7 0.89  0.86 C
1999 1595.1 792.4 49.7 881.3 55.2 5155 2.1 0.87  0.86 C
2000 1187.0 587.1 494 7186 61.4 410.7 1.6 0.87  0.83 C
2002 1718.6 821.8 47.8 8959 52.1 516.8 2.2 0.91 0.91 C
2003 1856.7 1018.4 54.8 1086.7 58.5 560.1 1.7 0.84  0.85 C
2004 1503.8 892.3 59.3 9585  63.7 528.2 2.4 0.88  0.86 C
2005 1469.6 726.9 49.5 8029 54.6 522.7 1.4 0.86  0.84 C
2006 1613.7 936.3 58.0 1093.3 67.7 493.5 2.9 0.92  0.90 C
Average 1568.6 807.0 51.3 904.1 57.8 509.7 2.0 0.87 0.84 -

P73, Q&S QR:F55, ET: =248 R2:AA A4, ME:Nash-Sutcliffe =8 &8, C:HA,
V:AA

g 715 9 A4, Exo]g Wt mE i Wske 2w 1, E 29 2k v 7] $Ristel
el Aewke] Skl Btstal 2o STt wel SbEo]l SUheke] fEES AAce
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AEE Bola vk B3 EY FEE fadte A4S Bt AldH R %S u ALH A5
ol S7kek Ao el wep eyt SAF Zgo] HFaste] fEEC] SV A5E A=
detEn, 7hEded 227 & Al Ble] okl wet ARl FUkstel fEEY BEY
Figo]l fhadte A HATHE 3). ol 7 A AR ddEo Farde e
T80l Fobd Aow JFdEn

200 1400 —~

] £

£ ] =

£ 150 g /‘ 1800 <

= /A / s\n 1 E

2 100 4 b\ 11200 &

. Al i"II L, =

o b sz "_..!é:sii“l TAERR 5000
2000 (baseline)

Evapotranspiration
I Precipitation
—— Dam inflow

Soil moisture

[ Evapotranspiration_A2
Precipitation_A2
—&— Dam inflow_A2

---%-- Soil moisture_A2

E==== Fvapotranspiration_B2
[ Precipitation_B2

Dam inflow_B2

— — Soil moisture_B2

a3 1. 2030s, 2060s, 2090s°ll W& o523

E 2. 7Y Qudl FF 45 2 23} Hw

Q. ETR
Period P (mm) Q (mm) QR (%) variation &y ETR (%) variation sw (%)
(g (g
2000 [Baseline] 1187.0  728.9  6l.4 - 4629  39.0 - 261
A2 scenario
2030s 1229.5  621.6 506 -10.8 6145 500 +11.0 155
2060s 1303.4 6661 511 -10.3  650.1  49.9 +109  17.6
2090s 1229.5  617.6 502 -11.2 6218  50.6 +11.6  15.8
B2 scenario
2030s 1267.5 654.3 516  -9.8 6235 492 +102  17.0
2060s 1485.8 7946 535  -7.9 6525 439  +49  17.9
2090s 1308.7  681.2 527  -87 6318 483  +93 162

PATE Q 5%, QR +EF (Q/P), ET: S¢4=, ETR=ET/P100, SW: &

£ 3. " AZE F&E 45 2 2% vu

]

o T

Q ETR
Period P (mm) Q (mm) QR (%) variation (gg) ]%:71,;1)% variation Sw (%)
%) (%)
2000 [Baseline]
Winter 43.3 13.1 30.4 - 21.7 50.0 - 32.4
Spring 132.4 61.6 46.5 - 112.4 84.9 - 20.5
Summer 664.5 403.2 60.7 - 202.8 30.5 - 41.4
Fall 343.9 247 .4 71.9 - 118.1 34.3 - 34.4
A2 scenario — 2030s
Winter 151.0 60.6 40.1 + 9.8 55.8 370 - 13.1 16.3
Spring 194.2 87.4 45.0 - 15 126.9 65.4 - 19.5 11.6
Summer 562.0 292.6 52.1 - 8.6 263.9 470 + 16.4 22.6
Fall 322.4 179.2 55.6 - 164 149.8 46.5 + 12.1 11.5
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A2 scenario — 2060s

Winter 163.0 66.6 40.9 + 10.5 57.3 35.2 - 14.9 18.8
Spring 219.3 102.6 46.8 + 0.2 142.1 64.8 - 20.1 14.4
Summer 617.3 330.3 53.5 - 7.2 281.3 456 + 15.0 25.5
Fall 303.7 164.1 54.0 - 17.9 149.8 49.3 + 15.0 11.8
A2 scenario — 2090s

Winter 145.1 57.8 39.8 + 94 54.5 375 - 12.5 15.9
Spring 202.7 92.8 45.8 - 0.7 128.8 63.5 - 21.3 11.9
Summer 630.4 339.4 53.8 - 6.8 281.2 446 + 14.1 24.9
Fall 251.2 125.4 499 - 220 139.7 55.6 + 21.2 10.3
B2 scenario — 2030s

Winter 176.0 74.4 42.3 + 11.9 57.2 325 - 17.5 20.1
Spring 206.0 97.1 47.1 + 0.6 135.7 65.9 - 19.0 13.8
Summer 556.6 299.6 53.8 - 6.9 257.1 46.2 + 15.7 21.9
Fall 329.0 180.9 55.0 - 17.0 152.1 46.2 + 11.9 20.1
B2 scenario — 2060s

Winter 163.0 67.0 41.1 + 10.7 57.4 35.2 - 14.8 18.9
Spring 219.3 103.2 47.0 + 0.5 142.1 64.8 - 20.1 14.4
Summer 799.7 457.0 57.1 - 3.5 283.2 35.4 + 4.9 26.1
Fall 303.7 164.7 54.2 - 17.7 150.2 495 + 15.1 12.0
B2 scenario — 2090s

Winter 127.9 49.4 38.6 + 8.2 55.1 43.1 - 7.0 14.5
Spring 229.2 107.5 46.9 + 0.4 136.0 59.3 - 255 13.3
Summer 617.9 340.9 55.2 - 5.5 272.9 44.2 + 13.6 24.5
Fall 333.8 188.9 56.6 - 15.4 153.0 458 + 11.5 12.6

Winter: 12€~29, Spring: 39~5%, Summer: 6¥~84%, Fall: 9¥~11¢

5. 24&
2 dTe SFY F9S ddo® st SWAT-K 2¥e HRrAs 3 A84s #dst
715t 8l A4, Exjel st mel v i A o 53t

i me §E3 B SR £ vge] gart dSEdh ot e FAYF] a0
o}x wr} st AAF S W] wWeko] AAE ok & Aotk AMMR AT A A
L= ) a

=
B 2147) ZEE ol AT Al SAhelel A4 o)A el AFuA
AFANE 1 2-2-3)0] o3 FAFAH .

J

a1 EF
Nash, J. E., and Sutcliffe, J.V. 1970. River flow forecasting through conceptual models; Part 1
- A discussion of principles. Journal of Hydrology, 10(3): 282-290.
AAE, ol &F(2007). WATE 9 TR CA-Markov 7ol o1& g A& o =2
ol M= FE, FHAYARSS| A, A10A A|2%, pp. 57-69.

193





