2020

TAY J|NRE 22l JlHel Al HE82 S8 H8M B}

Applicability Evaluation of Graphical Methods for Base Flow Separation
from Stream Flow by Case Study
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Table 1 Analysis results for base flow separation by graphical methods
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Determination coefficient for duration curve in 2017 .
Classification . , Base flow index(BFI)
Below plentiful flow | Below ordinary flow Below low flow during 2013-2017
(Q95) (Q185) (Q275)
LMM 0.628 0.581 0.667 0.234
FIM 0.879 0.810 0.914 0.463
SIM 0.892 0.877 0.923 0.459
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