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9 FEHHE A7 Exolgd uwe Be B A Q"@*)ﬁﬁlo“ﬂ 33
R B]%‘S}i"éﬂ ot RS SsiMe ot "r’r%—)r‘, 75-oF FrAb
g FEAAE & FHE  dojol & Roluh BF AP #3 %ﬂﬂ A+
23 Hession(1988)2 VirginiaFolA %9 uvAPYLdEE s GISE
He(1993)€ ®AHE Saginaw oA F¢ vidded AAE f8td 1270 BMP
o] AGNPSEE S B3 Roua g AAse SuxAm ¥ 2a5y S & a7
F 392m, Luzio(1989)E GISE ©]88 AGNPSEYE Y HEAo] o] 4 B3
FTRAC B AFE HAEGEY. T AFEE O|BE$(1990)2 EX ol &S 13l
2799 A4S L84 A% d7E AAFHey, FAHHA994)2 ‘ﬂ%o—d. FAREY
2] el #g AFE St AAH1995)L Y vHE LERY
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B A7 BAe $AA RN MAY o) B EHHA BAT dSE A5
o AF WANSE AT A4 TP Qo) MAND BRI AGNPSS
SWATE RS Zojwd A7} 250 g 2@Rage] Waae ot By
44 2 AN MBS drgo s ¥, BYAF) e /ZARE AFtE
3 %3] Yk,

2. ¥ 9] 7| Ho|E
21. AGNPSEE

vz it FAM FAFG] BH 2GS 4371 94?15} HOR FHUUIHLLER
3 A(;NPS(agrmultual nonpoint source pollution model)& 7N&a}5.L 31 FTAMS o
3 423 HAFESY, EGfA AL £ 35H AV\ 8 7% (Chemical Oxygen

Demand, COD) <& 4% 4 Al':i Aot gtk AGNPSEE S 98 A(cell) ol
2 AWE Az f83a, 2 Ao i@ A8 Bk EXol&, A4, HlE Al
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FEZ COD 2 &4 =& 099 FY 29 52 ggysly IEHE 2L 7ol EA}
FE AN 7 FAFFS T-N 2 T-P9 o]5& F43lo vl 2d#dFE AL &
Je XY iHs BFolth Y] VE daEL &, A R FAEARE 522
TAE Aok

22. SWATRE &

SWAT(Soil and Water Assessment Tool) 28L& 19903t % v|= FFA w4+
24 (USDA Agricultural Research Service; ARS)oIA Mgt f9FERgo A, UdFE
o] B FRoA It AR G TF EGH EA o] f FE EXFIHNH Y

2 B3 A 2 A8 L3 EAY AT Ui EX#UYe TS oS 9
71§ de FFS 7HAZ U (Amold &, 2001). SWATREE L F97=2Y A&5EY
RYPOFAN U TNHLE & AL FU4EZ F3HFY JFS HHE = UEE ey
Row (Amold 5, 1998), E813 7|wtale] 713 & EGes AHAA, °§°o*%7é1 3
AR, EX#Y T g RVHE BT TS D YTk SWATHA FHL v

e
>

o

afger FEH, T} EXE, #E, EIE zb= HRU (Hydrologic

Response Unit) & A‘ﬂ—fi}' Ho}. Z HRUY A Y E4AE &+ EUE &2 UF5E 42
T35 M4 FHE F¥HY, 4 HRUERHY §F, fAL, dGEZD, FAE0 A

3 RS 259 d9E FAHm, ol E, ARA, A5A 5L 5

AA F9 77HA ol2A Ho §9 FHoE At (Jha T, 2004).

B ATYAREA AL RAFg DE AAEE 454 AeFE Ado] 98n Yo
B2 F7127°51 7047 ~128° 137207, B9 36° 257 42" ~36° 507 02"
AR Ak FABAE 420, $99) BAL FAFo] Y& Nl FHY

0.2 FA oloAx Yot AFE F3 AAola Fe Gd FAE o|Fx glon
oo 537 th gAdo s {38l 9k B AF7d ol&H TSAEE 2003~200613
9] 47) ZAMYOlY 2003~2004 3L HE wiwS A AFEEH A, 2005~2006E0 =

Table 1. Land use classification

Land|Paddy | Field | Farm |Forest| Area
Sta. “wsel (Km) | (Km') | (Km?) | (Kny) | (Km?)

P-1 0.300 | 0.280 | 0.704 | 1.610 | 2.900
P-2 0.057 | 0.015 | 0.009 | 0.785 | 0.860
P-3 0412 1 0326 | 0.738 | 2.744 | 4220

Fig. 1. Study Area.
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ig. 2. Digital elevation model at the Fig. 3. River bed - Slope Characteristic
Gaewoon basin. of the Study Area.

EYEY FAXILEWUDEM)IE T3] A8 BAFRAA dygdte AL
1/5,000 FAAEY Arcview GISEZZ RS o] 839 th DEMSY Cellzr] AR 99
o AGAZ B g% R3ER) FFAE nEdd AAAYE SmxEmE Fo
DEM% TEHAHFig. 2). ¥ A9 B0 F9d i ¥n 54& Fig. 39 2k

3.

[
2

A 1A

B %*4011 12 A Ze e we} 2 vz Ude £4 Ao o) dAE mjs)

ey S AN AYY BA S FASSon, vluy At FEIDL ¥ 49 HF
73U P34 dREAE © YFEF B3l gy BESX 9 X E v uF}
o HAsHL).

AGNPSEF ] 1Y mi/fds2e A 984 APste +9 wAdse 5835
Hog TARE MY A F, Ao we) wslels 4 EsE TR S oy
9 Wb ee AR, AR, ¢ xgqga, APdezd 2 FEdHes #4412
O BEAS 4% F9EFY Acell) AFE £ 86701, 149 A7E 250m*250meo] th.
K+ 0.04-0.29, SSF& 0.1-0.35, CE 0.01-026 2 P+ 0.28-0.820]th.

SWAT RaoA, vlded dFEA Arot A I AW3E nie} o] & T
Abel @A olFHIL, A fFAE B olF ol 8 #H-$HArh McCuen (2003)0] A%
B R EA =} m}a} 2003~2004'3 8] 470 tig & B FEAAERE FoZ, 2003~
2004 Ame HAC AHE3k3, 2005~20063 9 Ago]l daiME ¥ AR ol &8s
ok EdH #5E T-NEFoe A4d AEASINC), T-PEANE AAFAFPRIY 9
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EJEYASFPS)E 23t BAsPen 2HH ndes 424 15 145 052 2R
HAtt

3. 239 AA

BAARGANA AR D HAH wWiAESFE HAR FEFF T-N, T-P9 Fa@de 2004
HEE 200590 2H HEsHth BARFAA A HH WATE 01%3}@1 2004

GEH 2006d7HA19] A8 F Fate] thste) HAAF Y A= Table 29 2

Table 2. Comparison of Observed and Calculated Values (T-P, T-N) .

T-N (ppm) T-P (ppm)
Storm Event | Observed Calculated Observed Calculated
P-3 AGNPS SWAT P-3 AGNPS SWAT

6/ 10/ 2005 2.29 2.38 2.36 1.22 1.54 1.62
6/ 27/ 2005 3.14 2.24 3.37 1 0.59 0.66
7/ 28/ 2005 6.20 6.08 592 1.32 1.63 1.54
8/ 2/ 2005 6.77 8.02 7.23 1.28 1.34 1.48
8/ 25/ 2005 2.14 2.21 2.22 1.44 1.82 1.73
9/ 21/ 2005 7.26 6.92 7.04 1.38 1.68 1.50
4/ 19/ 2006 115 1.06 1.28 0.25 0.41 0.52
5/ 22/ 2006 112 1.84 141 0.28 0.46 0.47
6/ 22/ 2006 3.33 2.67 2.96 143 1.54 1.56
7/ 4/ 2006 4.14 3.49 455 1.56 1.28 1.35
8/ 30/ 2006 5.26 496 5.10 147 1.80 1.78
9/ 17/ 2006 2.16 247 2.42 1.32 1.26 1.34

AA, T-N §stgo] did AR A7, AGNPSEHo} 93] &8 T-N #313 43
AAE B ABARL A 5L Aoz B UY. T-N 238He(2005-20063) ) o)
AEFe AEEAFEE 09269 & vehyor, AAA o F57dE thd A
F710E o EA JERT SWATE S 93] =8 T-N 233#Fe 5857} 0.987
24 AGNPSEFET B$ F33 293 Yehch 28 T-N $81go] F57]¢
S RER 2EoldE 24 ARRE A ¢ 5 Ao FaFe o45F
AGNPSEE R} AZx) 0 ©]L §A3 AL vty thsoz T-P Rt o
A3, AGNPSEF) 93 d=9 T-P HalFe 33 4 o
Ao 2 #AHAUY. =8 T-P FslFo] #
A AHE AL ¢ F dgen, 98 ®
Uehl it T-P #-38}7(2005-2006')ell thgt &3 EE&=AF(E)7F 0.7149) &
gylen, dAHor F57)de tha A dFrlde a4 vEgd. SWAT
o 93} o)Z9 T-P RatFL GLE7 0763224 AGNPSEERT S F3¢
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= YEHAAR T-NF e gRte =7t Bol B Yyt

SWATE DS 44sn 23e) moiy Avsh 3R] e LQrage) viup g
F3td Ry WSS sekstgon ool Bg dde e Lok
AA, fdol HE BFHF L GHBD BAS 93 AGNPSEH S 9ol 7)) =

3

[}

A48 86749 AARE FAAEFS LFHYOH, SWATRH L 6709 HRUZ 23}
s

Ggon, AehANA AABEFA 9 F% TP 2 T-N #IHAsh ANAES
He A3 F53 2ABE BERRon, T-P 2 T-N¢ AMAE dAHoz F4ao]
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NEeE adte 4E¢S JEa oy T-Po vlEte T-N9 ZaZe] d4 34
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