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Table 2. Information of the dam close and analysis year

Dam Dam closed Analysis Years Duration Analysis Site
(Years)
So Yang 1973. 12 1974 = 2006 33 dam
Chung Ju 1986. 10 1986 ~ 2006 21 regulation dam
Hoeong Seong 2002. 11 2001 ~ 2006 6 dam
Dae Chung 1981. 6 1981 ~ 2006 26 regulation dam
Bo Ryeong 2000. 6 1999 ~ 2006 8 dam
An Dong 1977. 5 1977 = 2006 30 regulation dam
Im Ha 1993. 12 1993 ~ 2006 14 regulation dam
Hap Chun 1989. 12 1990 ~ 2006 17 regulation dam
Mil Yang 2002. 12 2002 ~ 2006 5 dam
Sum Jin 1965. 12 1975 ~ 2006 32 dam
Ju Am 1992. 12 1991 ~ 2006 16 regulation dam
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