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Runoff Characteristics of NPS in small watershed
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Aslo] de) 453 vy L-THIA ArcView GIS 292 7HA3k A5 (EX| 0l 4%, EYx, 9%
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oA WAEE oo 2A 7S 2] 84 1347kA ot} TS
A A (YSI 660005 4 A5k, 99 wshb wAsS A

%
(Flowtracker)& ©l&ste] A= Fds S48 #8352 #7222 BODs;, CODwi, TOC,
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Fig. 1. Land uses at An—nae watershed Fig. 2. Land uses at Wol-oe watershed
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Fig. 3. R? and EI at An-nae watershed Fig. 4. R? and EI at Wol-oe watershed
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