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Summary

The purpose of this study is to estimate an optimum formula of rainfall intensity on basis of the
characteristics for short period of rainfall duration in Kyungpook province for the design of urban
sewerage and small basin drain system,

Results studied are as follows;

1, The optimum method for Taegu and Pohang, lwai’s and Gumbel-Chow’ s method are recom-

mended respectively.

9. ‘The optimum type of rainfall intensity for these area, [:V—T% ( Japanese type ), is co-

nfirmed with 2.52 ~ 4.17 and 1.86 ~4.54 as a standard deviation for Taegu and Pohang
respectively.

The optimum formula of rainfall intensity are as follows .

824

468
Taegu : T : 200 vear — | =%/5"T 1. 8414 Pohang : T: 200 vear I =
Vi+ 1.5414 VU -+ 1.1468
751 42
T : 100 year I=VT + 1.4%2 T: 100 year I ="VT+ 11605
678 391
T: 50 year —— | =137 T: 50 year -—— 1 =737 4 11852
623 %2
T 30year — I =9y 14017 T: 30 year — 1 ="%% 1 12033
580 339
T 20 year — 1= 1amr T: 20 year — 1 ="y 120
502 299
T: 10 year — =31 13125 T: 10 year —— 1 ="/ 1 2578
418 257
T: 5 year I =VTF1.s5 T: Syear —— 1 ="y 4 173026

3. Significant LD.F. curves derived should be applied to estimate a suitable rainfall
and rainfall duraticn.

intensity
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£ Table 13} 2% HERFRE HEd LB
MRS (sawhr ) 2 @5t s on WA

B EEkozt 1=RxPrs mmshacky
I : Rainfall intensity ( ss/hr )
R : Rainfall events ( == )
t : Duration ( min )

Table 1. Rainfall events at Taegu {unit : rx)

Occurance Duration (min )

date 5 10 20 30 40 60 8 120

1939.9. 8 44 57 75 9.0 105 1.0 1.7 15.0
1940.6.24 2.9 5.5 10.5 15.0 18.0 225 26.0 36.0
1941, 7. 6 12,5 20.5 32.0 515 59.0 855 98.0 110.7
1942.9.13 7.5 10.7 16.0 205 28.2 385 485 53.4
1943.7.14 43 6.0 8.7 135 17.5 24.3 30.8 400
1945.7.31 7.5 12.2 33.0 36.5 43.0 565 66.5 72.7
1946.6.25 4.9 6.8 10.0 135 14.7 19.0 2.0 30.5
1947.9. 8 5.3 10.3 152 195 22.0 36.8 42.4 53.7
1948.8.10 14.5 22.0 35.0 36.0 36.5 38.5 39.0 4L0
1949.9.18 3.4 6.2 9.2 132 16.2 21.7 24.7 344
1950.9. 3 50 9.0 147 17.0 2L0 26.4 329 349
1951, 8,22 7.5 15.0 18.0 19.5 21.0 40.4 41.9 459
1953,7. 5 4.5 89 13.0 153 16.1 24.3 26.7 274
1956,7.14 10.5 153 26.3 358 41.8 559 57.9 60.9
1958.7. 4 10.0 17.0 263 33.0 39.7 487 57.0 65.5
1959.8.31 10.0 15.9 23.9 309 359 55.6 72.6 100.4
1961.7. 4 8.0 1.0 26.0 3L5 37.5 47.3 543 735
1962.9. 2 20 3.3 6.6 9.8 130 183 245 348
1963.7.25 14.0 19.8 29.0 33.0 33.4 39.3 40.2 45.9
1964, 7.15 7.6 13.0 16,8 20.6 31.5 47.0 583 #6L1
1965.7.16 50 10.0 156 184 186 227 27.2 29.8
1966.6.26 8.0 13.0 20.0 21.8 220 258 260 26.8
1967.9, 8 9,0 19.0 32.6 40.4 41.4 57.8 60.8 67.5
1968.8.16 8.5 116 18.4 21.6 26.8 323 36.6 47.0
1969.8. 4 8.4 15.7 26.6 38.6 44.2 50.4 559 56.5
1970.7. 4 6.0 14.5 18.6 23.1 26,0 32,0 358 424
1971.7.12 55 120 138 14.8 158 203 205 20.8
1972.7. 3 10.8 15.4 28.2 32.4 40.4 42,9 434 502
1973.7.30 10,0 20.0 30.6 36.4 40.1 44.0 458 50.8
1974.8.23 5.5 12.0 23.2 280 31.2 46.6 57.0 722
1975.9.20 8.0 14.0 20.8 23.2 23.4 239 24.2 26.8
1976.8. 3 9.0 15.0 20.0 25,0 29.8 40.0 5.2 57.0
1977.9. 7 5.8 10.0 13,5 158 16.2 19.9 20.2 29.8
1978.8. 8 8.8 113 17.8 205 25.2 27.2 284 316
1979.8.23 1.7 31 51 &7 82 10,7 1L8 167
1980.9.10 1.6 3.0 41 60 8.6 120 142 182
1981.8.30 6.4 9.5 17.8 23.0 29.5 37.0 46.5 615
1982.8.14 8.2 12.0 22.5 235 440 611 69.5 793
1083.6.2¢0 3.2 39 58 7.5 105 153 194 254
1984.6. 7 4.8 7.3 149 21.2 24,7 322 385 619
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Table 2, Rainfall events at Pohang (unit: ax)

Occurance Duration (min )

date 5 10 20 30 40 60 80

1954.11. 8 9.0 12.0 148 18.6 243
1955, 8.28 14.8 19.8 24.8 41.1 433
1956, 9.25 7.4 9.0 12,0 16,7 187
1957, 8. 2 12,7 147 16.9 26.2 30.2
1959, 7.10 13.0 154 17.0 22,5 239
1960. 9.13 10.8 15.2 17.4 20.0 26,0
1961, 8.26 18.0 23.4 32.4 430 54.4
1962, 8.28 9.8 10.2 10.3 21.4 215
1963. 8.30 1.0 12.8 158 17.0 222
1964. 7.14 15.0 20.0 35.5 50.6 52.6
1965. 7.21 1.0 14.0 15.6 16.7 17.2
1868. 8.15 7.5 9.2 1L8 147 16.8
1969. 9.14 10.2 12,5 14.6 17.5 2L0
1970. 7. 4 11.1"14,8 19.0 27.3 34.0
1971, 21.0 26.0 29.4 35.9 36.2
1972, 14,6 17.5 188 23.4 26.8
1973. 55 8.4 10.2 124 14.4
1974, 83 110 13.2 23.0 29.8
1975. 8.4 10.8 13.2 17.6 20.4
1978, 9.8 105 113 13.8 16.1
1979, 20.0 24.9 27.4 33.3 35.7
1980, 8.0 125 16.0 23.0 310
1981. 9.1 1L2 122 17.2 20.5
1982, 16.1 17.3 19.2 235 26.3
1983, 6.1 88 111 149 196
1984. 115 13.2 14.3 16.4 17.7

120

33.9
47.9
22.4
40.0
24.5
21.7
57.9
215
30.4
52.6
23.2
21.1
35.2
43.8
46.6
34.5
21.2
33.8
23.0
20.8
44.5
41,2
26.3
31.4
29.0
219
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Table 3. Probable rainfall intensity at Taegu (unit : »n/hr )

Return Duration (min )
Period Method -
(yrs) 5 10 20 30 40 60 80 120
1W 114,8 94,9 76.9 63.5 55.2 47.8 40.9 32,2
5 G.C. 110.9 91.4 74.1 617 53.6 46,8 40.3 3.7
L.N, 116,1 96,5 77.8 63.7 55.2 47.6 40.8 32.0
1W, 136.1 1117 85.1 75.2 65.0 55.3 49.4 41.6
10 G.C, 132.7 108.9 88.8 74.0 64.1 56.2 48.5 381
L.N, 146.2 1213 98.6 79.7 68.3 59.1 50.8 39.4
I'wW 155.9 126.7 104.6 85.7 73.8 65.2 57.4 44.4
20 G.C. 153.6 125.6 102.9 85.8 74.1 65.3 56.3 44,1
L.N. 176.8 146.5 119.9 95.9. 81.5 70.5 60.8 46.7
IW, 166.9 135,0 1120 91.6 78.6 69.8 62.0 47.7
30 G.C. 165.6 135.3 1110 92,5 79,9 70.4 60.8 47.6
L.N. 195.2 161.6 132.6 105.6 89,4 77.3 66.8 51,1
W 180,56 145,0 121.0 98.7 84.5 755 67.7 51,%
50 G.C. 180.6 147.3 1211 1010 87.2 76.9 66.5 52.0
L.N. 218.9 181.1 149.3 118.2 99.5 86.1 74.5 56.7
W 205.0 158.2 1329 108.0 92.2 83.0 73.5 61,4
100 G.C. 200.8 163.6 134.8 112.4 96,9 85.7 74.1 57.9
L.N. 252,6 208.7 1729 135.8 113.8 98.4 85.3 64.5
IW 215.9 170.8 144.5 117.0 99.7 90.5 83.1 62,9
200 G.C. 221.0 179.8 148.4 123.8 106.7 94.4 81.7 63.8
L.N. 287.8 237.6 197.8 154.2 129.5 111.1 96.5 72,5
Remarks ®*[W. .-« Iwai’s method
G.C. »»+ Gumbel -chow’s method
L.N. -+ Log.- normal method
Table 4, Probable rainfall intensity at Pohang (unit ; sa/hr )
Return Duration (min )
period Method
(vrs) 5 10 20 30 40 60 80 120
1w, 70.9 60.4 43.6 35.6 33.2 29.1 25.2 20.3
5 G.C. 70.2 610 43.3 35.8 335 30.3 25.8 20.3
L.N. 70.5 60.1 43.4 35.7 33.6 29.5 25.4 2004
TW, 835 72.7 51.0 42.0 40.1 35.5 30.4 23.9
10 G.C. 82.1 72,2 50.1 41.5 39.6 35.9 30.4 23.4
L.N, 82.6 70.8 50.0 41.1 38.9 34.6 29.6 23.4
1w, 95.4 85.1 58.2 48.3 47.2 42.4 35.8 27.5
20 G.C. 93.6 80.3 36.6 48.0 454 413 J4.8 26.4
L.N. 941 810 56.1 46.1 44.5 395 336 26.2
IW, 102.4 92,5 62.4 52.1 51.5 46.7 38.1 29.6
30 G.C. 100.1 86.0 60.3 52.0 48.8 43.5 37.3 28.1
L.N. 100.8 86.9 54.6 48.9 47.7 42.3 359 27.8
[ R 1110 102.0 67.7 57.0 57.0 52,3 43.4 32.3
50 G.C. 108.4 91.3 65.0 56.2 53.0 46.1 40.4 30.3
L.N, 109.0 94,3 63.9 52.4 51.8 45,8 388 29.8
IW, 122.8 115.3 75.1 63.9 64.8 60.5 49.6 36.1
100 G.C. 119.4 102.5 713 61,4 58.7 52.3 44.6 33.2
LN, 120,3 104.4 69.7 57.1 57.3 50.5 42,6 32.5
I'W 134.8 129.1 82.6 7.0 73.0 69.4 56.2 40.1
200 G.C. 131.5 114.7 77.6 67.7 64.4 57.2 48.9 36.1
L.N. 131.6 114.6 75.5 63.8 52,9 55,3 40.5 35,1

Remarks ¥1 W .- Iwai’s method
G,C. +++ Gumbel -chow’s method
L.N.-+« Log.—normat method
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Table 5. Coeificienta of rainfall intensity formula Table 6. Coefficients of rainfall intensity formula
(Taegu) ( Pohang)
Talbot Japanese Sherman M Talbot Japanese Sherman
Retu Q Return~_
period(yrsyS6 | a b a b a n period(yrs)<%, | a b a b a _n
5 4,724 39.19 418 1.2515 235 0.3967 5 2,880 38.98 257 13026 139 g 3878
10 5,668 39,85 502 1.3146 275 0.3924 10 3,348 38.45 299 1.2578 163 0.3890
20 6,542 40.42 580 1.3721 310 0.3883 20 3,795 3803 339 1.2229 187 ¢ 3808
30 7,036 40.72 623 1.4017 330 0.3862 30 4,049 37.81 362 1.2033 200 3902
50 7,652 41,14 678 1.4437 353 0.3832 50 4,372 37.59 391 1.1852 217 g 3007
100 8,465 41.59 751 14902 383 0.3797 100 4,800 37.31 429 1.1605 239 g 301)
200 9,281 42,10 824 15414 412 0.3759 200 5,232 37.03 468 1.1468 262 g 3015
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Table 7. Results of * test
Region Tae gu Po hang
Return Type
period(yrs) Y Talbot Japanese Sherman Talbot Japanese Sherman
5 1.60 0.563 1.54 2.57 0.60 0.82
10 3.87 0.28 0.82 3.29 L04 1.26
20 292 0.72 171 3.47 121 1.29
30 4,64 0.76 177 3.44 0.96 116
50 4.07 0.86 179 3.76 1.00 118
100 7.29 0.71 L.09 4.26 1.33 1.52
200 6.12 1.22 2.08 5,05 1.96 2,27

* 20.05 = 14,07
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Table 8. Results of standard deviation
Region Tae gu Po hang
Return Type
pericd (yrs) Talbot Japanese Sherman Talbot Japanese Sherrman
5 3.87 2.52 4,14 3.73 1.86 2.32
10 4,91 2,74 4.57 4,53 2,64 3.03
20 6,17 2.93 4,84 4.93 2.75 3.19
30 6.74 3.06 5.07 5.17 2.93 3.33
50 7.83 3.28 5.24 5.63 3,01 3.76
100 8.88 3.63 5.51 6.48 3.88 4.35
200 10.19 1.17 5.81 7.21 4.54 5.16
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Table 9. Optimum rainfall intensity formula
Region Return pericd (yrs)
5 10 20 N 30 50 100 200
Taegu 7418 T5_02 _ 580 _ 623 - 678 _751 _824
JT 412515 | T4 03145 | T+ L3721 | U+ L4017 | /U 4 L4437 | /T + 1.4902 | /T 4+ 1.5414
Polang _257 _ 209 _ 339 _ 362 _ 391 — -429 _468
VE-13026 | v T +1.2578 | &/ 1+ 12220 T L2033 /T + 11852 | &/t +1.1605 | +/ 1+ 11468
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