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A Geomorphological Classification System to Characterize Ecological
Processes over the Landscape*

Sco-Jin Park*™
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He uHoz T 4 Ax £ATERYG] HEY 5 ool 4 A9 AWENEL A7 Hotg & A
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ARARE AT 4 A RS2 AR SAD AN Bl 1wk ¥e) 207) daiE AE FAXE
R BA, AR FATERD Ao g} EFIIEY WS oplANE 2AUe B, 18T
chobet WAL TS Aol B BT AANY A7 2 PE,
7201 1 AYEF, EYA VO, ALY, RS, 2 LELY (DEM)

Abstract : The shape of land surface works as a cradle for various environmental processes and human
activities. As spatially distributed process modelings become increasing important in current research
communities, a classification system that delineates land surface into characteristic geomorphological units is a
pre-requisite for sustainable land use planning and management. Existing classification systems are either
morphometric or generic, which have limitations to characterize continuous ecological processes over the
landscape. A new classification system was developed to delineate the land surface into different
geomorpholgical units from Digital Elevation Models(DEMs). This model assumes that there are pedo-
geomorphological units in which distinct sets of hydrological, pedological, and consequent ecological processes
occur. The classification system first divides the whole landsurface into eight soildandscape units. Possible energy
and material flows over the land surface were interpreted using a continuity equation of mass flow along the
hillslope, and subsequently implemented in terrain analysis procedures. The developed models were tested at a
12km? area in Yangpyeong-gun, Kyeongi-do, Korea. The method proposed effectively delineates land surface
into distinct pedo-geomorphological units, which identify the geomorphological characteristics over a large area
at a low cost. The delineated landscape units may provide a basic information for natural resource survey and
environmental modeling practices.

Key Words : geomorphological classification, soil landscape unit, slope evolution, pedogenesis, Digital Elevation
Model(DEM)
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1996). AERANA] $8H 245 3717
AY W 2oke] WS AW Hul, 424 2
& 94 A% 2 ER Fuol 4728 99
g A B A% w)HoRE Aue) He
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183 AXE 5} e EY 79 72F
24T 23 4F 229 FVAA oFRES
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99 A £ I 5L et S
= A 2 EFY IHY £xE ERFcke &
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HZ A# A KB A AH (Geographical Information
System, °©|3} GIS)9] F43% 23 A&7hedt
ol ge] Fo Aol BEAA, ST 45
AAAT #EE AFAAE A 2 AL
3o et BAdo) FbstE ATHLAA, 19%6; =
B, 1997: o™ E 9] 2001; AN, 2003). o) g
=971 BEEA ojFolAE RAE FE 2 ART
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(geomorphological map) 7t WA o}F] A HZ|
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ATH(Vitek et al, 199). 71€9 APEFEL 4
2 FF¥(generic classification) ¥ HelA 74
(morphometric classification) 2.2 R H}, A<l
FREE A ek 1 YL T8,
AQst e, FAA7] 2212 FAHER 58 A
o2 AL EFIY EFE AY2L: 2 XY
HES 32 IS F5AHCZ Yxse
MNEES AFEST dFE 3 2 FAA e a g

{(International Geographic Union) 2] A SEFH, =+
A A 8377 7 (International Institute of
Aerospace Survey and Earth Science)?] A &1E
W T UTHEZHRF(Q97) A A AL). ol A
T Aol FAYAN ZAF AFPEFHEC] ¢
T AL YH(o]RIF &, 2001 A Z, 2003).

Add ERYFds 99, ¥Hy EH
{morphometric classification)& 4K the
Ao 2HE gFo] APEFE AES dE
o], ZAAFE (slope angle), X (elevation), =W
(slope curvature) £33 7o) FAAE T2 g
dollAl F&3 A ¥ (terrain parameter) 58 X
et B4 AP ES FET I gBAA
2 ZArE(slope angle) 9t HHFHE (plan
curvature), APHZHE (profle curvature) S Z 33}
o AYHE 438 Pennock et al(1987)¢] A7t
221, Dikau(1989), Dymond et al(1995),
Blaszczynski(1997), Giles and Franklin(1998) £&
AR HEESS A Atk FHAE of
2 Pe A ERddl g AFEFEHS AtH
2 3 AT, X 2=5Y(Digital Elevation
Model, ©]3} DEM)9] #4& 53 AR §4%
ettt ATE gy guA AtHASE - d8 35
1997; o] g4t - 281E, 19%).
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WHS oldA AYE AYEFEE Ak 2
AYoagol A AXS U Ay &
A 2E AANS Hotels o BE Aol n
2o Aol 1 2840 2787 e AEH
o AgeA, S22, AULHA 225 A
o) ABye BHHOR Hoka) YME 3
A% ABFYRERGE FAel AFolA teht

T JE ouAg Eds5ee] ARt o 299
AUl 2 Ak AT 4AH AP2ase A
T AN F4E A7 web @A veua 3l

t oAl 3AREEE 4
FeE BRE A9, 2458 AYE T
ATERYS olfe) WEd A AL

R A Aol A, o Py A

g 3 3*5}51 Z]"‘WV# 7‘]5]° *ﬂ*—d‘:}% =
I 2740 A&HeE ZUE R
E]-(Gerrard 1992: Vitek ef al, 1996). 3}2]
°1315} ERHEC] UFE 54 A¥HFE)

Azt Aol, AegEA FAEH9)
T de 49 3AE 77 o
89 FR¥el A% &4 sl

5 @%502 des Axw
2 e A ELE BEY o Y=
A (classifier) ¢ A4 2 BFNEAY
Stebe FoA guHkslElr] ol@ohe wy o)
T3 XYY A tjF 18 }—‘?-és}oq
A JAPHL Qe AFTHQ Ao i 33
o]a:] o] Tﬂ-X—LO_ o}-_Tl__ 21;}

54 il g BERE A
31 BEAE g4 A% BEAe 4
Hog I#stajol o Vitek ef al, 1996
A ZHolAM FFHE QT EHE A3
A AYFejol g Bz
HEol 1 AAANAM Yehes EF3
A9 3§& FIFselr FHHA 4
A g Qlojof gt} 53] XNIYH EY
% 7—}0 Ao mXe o] T 71x9
E4 F84L yHddy, v E%Z‘]
FE AdAE Ay} Bt #AE =
2 IHT F dojof e A7t Qs
(Conacher and Darlymple, 1977: 274, 1996). Wiu}
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M Uehde At B9 358 vhotsly, 1
ARZA YEYE ESEAS

FEFHE Mdsles 2S
AN A Eokte] BAES dusie u Qe
AHE-El7 lE Nine-Unit Landscape Model
(Conacher and Darlymple, 1977)-& A Abslal= drol
& ZAEY O AAE B F 31*9“’\]74 LA
A 3tk Bop A A AL 1) AEA
Vel B E9Y (soil landscape units) 9] 7]
N 1 548 49z, 2) AANE EGAE
G958 DEME o|83te FE3E EAHERAE
AXEELH, 3) AlElAY S At AgE W
& A&std Btk 187 4) AFRFAA
PAsts OFd EAYE e BE25 5

AFHAEE AN AL Ee A7

FHE9 oF 1%km® 2719 AHel] H L3l 2
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1) Nine-Unit Landscape Model(NULM)
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Nine-Unit Landscape Model(©]3} NULM)& 3
o] AFEAQ Conacherst g2l Ekdtzel
Darlympledl] ]3] 1968\ A& A¢t=Elon, o]%
W&o g ANax st 3PS Bestd 1977
Qoll 42 Aets =33 Eokzke] ArnAAE A
B8l= 2doltHDalymple ef al, 1968; Conacher
and Darlymple, 1977). 7]&9] B©& & 2 B9k
g Edede g8 o] XYL AP} o
mE 39 38 193 I Z2AE FHHEE B
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75 AR FLES O
A3 F7HARA A o
A, AxHol| Wets EY AYH A
og2RY aRHoFT {58 5 Ytk

NULME FAl APA A Gebs] == T
AR Ao stell 2 YR (normal slope T
& standard sope) @] NE-E AFH T Hed A
22 HrtAtHParsons, 1988). £3] A& HejF
548 APl EX3 Qe EUSEAT HEA
Ate FHAA 2 HrIE B AtH(Gerrad,
1992). AP Bk AL 1930d el ofn] ¥
=] 28Rl Mineol| 9J3) 71| Ycatena) B 7H
Yoz Ag AAEHGeH, ed 7|7 A3y B
ZALHAANA A HAHA Ao AR $
TH(Conacher and Darlymple, 1977 Schoeneberger et
al 1993). wEkA] o] Rdl& HLdfo] EYAEHe
EF/7F o] FoAAH of AL Ao o]n) EYY &

NULM RdoMs AEHEE £ el ERx|
9l (sol-landscape units) £ A FAISHH o H, 2z}
EGAEIYAN depdes 24E Ay gL3
1 A2 Jehes ESEAS J1&sa i
g 1), 42 2sk= A 39 19 AAE 979
EGAY Tl BE AMANA wiEA] YehuyE
AL oflH, At B4 we} tE &4 Y
B = sltes Aotk & £ interfluve T2
fall face $& YUERA] ¥ AlHo] How,

K
=9

convex creep sloped} alluvial footslope®] 73
Agk AFadlel A W Ey Jeld 4 ok g2
=259 HYE 3 4 EYA TSN (EAAY

W)l £ 545 29 AYH Aolnh

(1) ‘nterfluve

of EFAHUE AL G
o, AZHAEE FE 1" v)9o|t}, AR 4
A Q7] Wi FHOZRE FH FYo] A
gee glod, & AFHAAE uj o] 3}FEAH
o29 dux g EH9 FF 9A Agd) et
A FE FHAQ] EFFARL] SASHA e

kb BeA o]

o .
Ae 43T 7 dve Ao} o
Interfluve Selepage
—.__slope
2 Fad \F“? Convex
Q v R ;\creep slope
@ 3
g 0°-1° 2°-4° \_\
< model slope angles||
= P 9 l\\, Fali face
£ i\ (minimum angle 45° normally over 65° )
3 v
@ \  Transporational midsiope
= . {frequently occuring angles 26° - 35°)
P %"I::;"ale Alluvial Channel
cEBE 5 “up-footslop toeslope well
- | 825 e, »°! Channel
0 Sga | 3E5 £ Lo, ¥ LA >
= O 6HE | ©g g 3 70,0, A ~
S o E>8 | zEZ = 2 9 oG v o |
L c SecE | BgE W o0& & o, 0°-4° } H
o6 %52 | E35 g 23" ” = '
Sa ?-gg %e% 2 selg | |
° puii= 3 P i ,
26 | BBy 228 5838 |, 55 || B
52 | BBY |55, E|E 5258g  oEE.R | gEs_ . 85
£t I ®5o8 Z2ZOE HORS STEE | ETSS
£® Eg3 .5805 2| g gg ;35 'gvsgg&? EESC !;g“’«
PP | 228 2558 8|t §53g5 | o5fs8 | 538 83595
S | §8p | o845 | 8|8 SELEE | 5E4S5S | omdb |8 £53%
£8 | gg7 gPme 5 o g5z | S8EFZ ) gwer @ 2550
& 325 | EGES | @|3: ce58 2EwS” | 5828 18 £885
'E§'5 2585 | O|7| B3LE% | 83885 | 8% g gace
5 28R8 | = || 288 e2 @ & gjtbcg.&‘
288 | 8288 1315 85358 | 88%Ed &éés 8 BESE
2! 1. Nine Unit Landscape Model2| RAIE S ZH K[HEUCIOIM2 F2 X ¥ EAFMAIR
22 : Conacher and Darlymple(1977)2] 1% 1& F3A.
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Un Eokal Rl A7i7ke] Eokalaao g <l
HEZE P RESFES FJAF T ©E &
A2+ (hydromorphism) ©] VeRdTE

(2) Seepage Slope

o] EFAFAL interfluves] AH3 Yehis
ZAALe] AE () APE (convex slope) &
SRhAgo] Yojuh= -9 convex creep

dopedt AZAAT} Interfluvedt FEHE HE F7
9]

JAE Eol B} oA 52& AR
(lateral subsurface water movement)”7} =231 E%
2 A FALo] Ak VLR NEHY A
AEE 2~ AToH, AR & AR 2
So] 4= AUtk olg EFHFHA ARHS
F2 §4% B W 7o)H(sol piping)oll &3
o 7T,

(3) Convex creep slope

o] EYAIFULZ AFAHA Yetue HFAME
o2 ARF 2 AARXI}F) 9T U JAH
ol 25 AtHo| T/ creep) o] FYH= A
ojty, AEHA HYPAHS] FA A A3}
= e A4 g EF FEol FdET &
Atk At ceep 5 AbHolFol & Aol
T F 7HA o]&o] UtHYoung, 1972: Parsons,
1988). AA| dWHHo R F&HE AL o] F 7t
A ZEEo) BHo R ALsla FPAPHo| ¢t
Eo)7th= ZAolth(Carson and Kirkby, 1972). wha}
Al o] ARE Egddo] miokg A4t Bon,
EGSo] F83] 2gd e Adol ol 9

(4) Fall face

o] EYA UL 7|Ndo] & ARAIHOR
UNLH O B 457038 ZAE JERA, 65° )49
ZAAE TH A7 giREelth o] HE F2 V)
Hieke] Ajolol] &) FAHHE A¢t Bwon, Fd
g A AolA e ArREge 27] GACA e
ek FAFEY 716k AFEQ] free face$t FAMH S
talus, block stream 7ZH& debris dlope¢] FEL o]&

oh Wetd £ % 449 wge] 33 vieksid

B S oS SiE KBERTIH Y

(5) Transportational mid-slope

o] EAAFHE AH FE Yehts 3
Aoz EAY {FFo M HEAR
(convex creep slope) 3 B39 F9o] $A3 A=
&459] footslope?] FZ+ AHe Yepdth F2 X
¥ FAREeEE P4, dide, creep, EFT W
A2 ER ojF Fo| Utk AE wWE 22
ol F gk wxalut ARAIHO 2 HE 9 {3} 3}
Rao o §&Fo] & o]Fo] HAAMHA
(linear slope)?] Hei7p BEAATh AT FYF
3 FEF 7Y 439 HAHE FA] A
(2P 22 2499 LPAU(HYF] B2

[e]

Ean
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(6) Colluvial footslope

o] EQREH L APHAE 2] convex creep slope
£ transportational mid-slope, fall face £ 94
o e 23 A (concave slope) &, 4H-9] E
F¥AFHHAA FYE EAE JAH= @Y
Holt) 23&-h0 2 217 H concavity:= AMA
Solu EA Fo s EF] FHo| o]F oz
As-e FAHE A2 E8A U (Young,
1972). B4 o] A9 EckE HAEZ 7AH
HE EYSol 34HA, 4F EYGTYSEEY
J4s #FT + Uk AR, 717 A
SALY ARE FRI HAE SHE BRY +
e A7t gk 283 ApEge SiAgt et
I alluvial toeslope®} 774 Aol e A E59]
Fo2 QF] EYF dHFAM AL e

fr o to

(7) Alluvial toeslope
o] EGAFHL oA tiE Wi g A
Hol Mol EFojFol ofd s &g ERolF
of 93] Wl AUt HEAE
YR o g A Yot #Hdsie
(floodplain) &+ 7
HA=el A" Agdelrt, Izl =]
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(8) Channel wall
A FEE AAsls A L 9n3
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Complex slope

2 olg3t BNl 71

Z£%  Park et al (2001)

M

my, Fo

N
oft
ot
o,
Y
ofo
rlo
ok,
2
2
)y Lo
<
.11)1:
nN'
i)

KT
b
L
o
)
rir
SL
2L
Jm
X:3
o

Ak Aol A A UEhE #H
toeslopedl] ]3], 2o L A5l F
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(9) Channel bed
s FAHske =g Avlsie EGAYH
2 Lo 9% £ F2 3 §Ho| et
o B9 5F°] 3} vetde Iaskde] A
E AAL vwA A olFod & UA

o o

oo oL
Xoox

b % il
é ~I>

i

ol
>~
-

L fo

o
oﬂ F—El o

g9 580 2¥HOE Yebe A
% stEe A% SekgelE 4YE olelgol
Hese g

3. DEMS {82 EQNYPQ 75

4710) AIAE NULMS 7H3 & gde 72 E

WA FW| TR F} Eopitd ENEC] HAH

A Agol MEX Yote Holth F YA B
o

924 B BUES ATATAD opold 7
ERAYUS ABHOE PRIE AU 44

2t} (Parsons, 1988; Park et al, 2001). 7} &3
9] EAle o¥A ESAFEHES] AAZ AAH

oF sheskel BAloleh ARANN 54 AYHe

FEAE 3ty st &
AZHAA F EUAZPAUTY A
AL Ao FHAA #
t} &3] 18 20 E8H ‘complex slope’ OIIA‘IQ}
7o) Jeprt 5345 APAY] A, AEHA &7
Fo| gle AHdMe 54 EXXAH EAj9
7AAE AA3717 AF

T o8 EARL ERAAHAA AMEE we U
e #3589 AFFHY Wl HEe 5
Al AFZ e 9] WIS olEA T3k A
o] FAlelth, NULMo| 239321 Alde] Fegh
< 7l 2do)y] "o, AA @A A&
71 A 3AHAQY AEFed A5E £ 3
© 292 W] gasitt o9 fEo 2 EY
A&do] AARE Ao Zizhe AW YK
A gAgsteE AR 2 EdY F7E W0l o
27 sjAserte BAl A o] Rde H&d
oJ@A d 2900l X U TH(Parsons, 1988).

m2bd NULMS AFEFE 2 HE5317]
AP ol FHEY Eas i XYL
F $ge AAsh FAssE FAdol Bt

1) AHellA el EHolFrd

NULMSE] 7| 2AA7t e A
EXEA H3lE td 4 (DB &

22
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{Carson and Kirkby, 1972, p.107).

dplot=p - W-dS/ox N

o] oA pe B FA, t= AT —E @
g 7]Rketel A %5}01] oJ s 3“*5]" F=9
& We 3355, St HAEGEZ)F %‘: ag
I xe AFEARAGEAM ] Aotk o) AdiA u-
We ALl AT FAAY EPAe
FE UEhiE wRl, 25arE ARE e £33
Y TEY & BAS 740]‘4 kA 3
713 NULM®] A7kA] AAE ol &3t 2] (1)&
ANAEHR, o0 ARARNN ARol 5B
EsA0E B TG W £ EYa
S(u- W) APEY A AT AT 1A
¢ & gt 53 A9 0 mowee $A%RL
4 &ohH (Hack, 1960) AFEdS & AH o] EY
(- W - op/ot)& 1 @A Jehts &4
59) ol o)) o120) e Aok
Ao T EFoT H¥Y AuAdN Eol
S = AMEAS 2R ERAE(T,)E BA
g, FATERDFANAM o] ¢ o9 4 (2)
o) ol&] F=AH T (Carson and Kirkby, 1972, Tucker
and Bra, 1998).

i?L

~N
0

© dm
oX,

i
lo,
02
P

S=Ty=k - fo" - g(x) @

71 Ax)E APEZATA AL Al gl
o gx)e Add W& 1x9 W3H(-07/0x), :LE]
T k% m, & A R AFECIY oEd B0
Y FAY FHHL AA APEAAAAM YEue
ARt AYSA LS Gl AojARh A}
H G2 g ( Ahnert, 1976; Armstrong, 1980 Tucker
and Bra, 1998)3 2429 (Moore and Wilson,
1992 Mitas and Mitasova, 1998)0l4] 289 5HA)
HE&H7 9k

2 (2)7F AR 3399 DEMY &2 A
flx)e dHF o2 AWK G A S (upslope
contributing area, As)Z FAL 4 UHCarson
and Kirkby, 1972; Moore and Wilson, 1992). ApA
AA 7T AMHY] & AFeE fF9dE & e %

9 & #33= AYAUFE DEMY & A pol -

Me oEe 4 (3)el o) AldtEe

g2 IEe] e

As=(1/b) Z{J' A 3)

A7 AX 3 Axpe ®WR pS A 2 Eo)
T e AFAAEY & 28X pe FF7F
olZolA = AEE FAFE A5, 1T b= A

9] AZd 98 FAH= FIA9 E(contour

rl

vk 2] (2)9] g(x)& AFHAA ] EFolFel 9
&S PAe JHY °§§;% Fg%te MTE, F4
2 AR A= ATHZIALE (-02/0x) .
A =of AR \.E]'(Carson d Kikby, 1972; Mitas
and Mitasova, 1998), SFATF AlHAAE= 53 4
Aol A ZAAE 74 g8 3 WEktks AEEie A
Ao 2R EFolgel 43S vIAE APHY 3F
94 g goste ol dAVE Uk Pak et
al(2001) & olH T GHE B s AlEIm
£ (surface curvature) olgl= ME R AXE 71E3)
of ARSSIGATE AP AR pAle] AFEFH
E(C)e thee] 4] (9o sl ALt

Co=(Ser-a) ) ) ®

o] HeA zv AR X, z= AA [ 9]
AREY 1%, de AR A, I8 n A}
HAHES ASe o A8 AR F5E 9
ot o]lgA el AFEFHES 3RL A AL
HEgele] QA (M)A % (convexity, concavity) <}

J

P

A& A FA9 ZEste Bl o 1
23 %k-"fl e e Ge ¥AeE I

223 A7t 37193, 89 e
M Coe 23AMOEN 29 gl 3k 08

7 Z7kshe ARE LT WY Baw A3
OM A QAP (linear slope) &} A4E C7F 09 7}

Park et al(2001)2 4 (3)& (4)& AFste 4
(5)9 722 A¥EAMALF(terrain characterization
index) & AIA SR, o AL DEMAAA AL
He whe dege SRS (TH S F33)

T HoR AMgE & Yk FFs A
= TCI = Cs log1o(As) 5)

A7IM AR ARG (As)E DEMAFAM 2 W
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iz

AL
=&

gtg Holy] W IR A@ste] A3
£ AL 3

AFYERAR(TCDE o] 47 =AY
o £F
TCle DEMAIA EZolFRAHE FH8
A4E AMEHE FAO, A" F d5y 2F
Tl EFAFES £/ EHoE AgE
Ao 28 2& TCE ol43ted st Ao
A EFAEFEAEE FE3E odF BAE Aotk
(Park et al, 2001). o] ZgollA AMSE EdX W
9 WA NULM9| %3S H¥EF A2E & 19
Bk g WEo] 550 9t

I8 294 & 5 e AF 2ol G #E
interfluvedl) A 00l 717 A H, 28AMAQ shoulder
(seepage slope?t convex creep sope) 2 HL3FHA
Cs gkol ¢ g P47 NAstkE 28 ¢+ A
o} ®bH A MAHQ backslope(transportational
middope) A= Cs gho] ThAl 0ol LHBHAl =M,
LEAPHCl footslope(coliuvial footdape) A= Cs FH
o] &9 & Ik JEX oA S FHY #H
&t3l toedope(alluvial toeslope) 0.2 ©)Z3AAM Cs 7t
o] 0ol JMHAE A & F Utk Cs wE ALt
Hel BEAG AEIA 00] HE ASE F3 =F
71 e HMAME &2 Huus R s
M 4% M3k (Cy) & 883k 2o a3t

»
2

4 b rff

I8 290AM Cs 3] wstel] el 23 2 Hy
AMEE HEA gA FRE0E 2S¢ F U
W 0ol 28 7HS A= interfluve, backslope,
toeslope®] A-¢AE Cs AULEE FH0] oYt
o] Aol AHEE & e Aol AFHFAX S (As)
o] Wislolt}, Intefluver TIF-E APH AR 9
A8kaL 7] W&ol As7h ¥ g 7HAle ubE,
toeslope®] H-F-oll = APHEIA YA St T2 As
#@E 7HA "ok gEkA o] A7k APHS
TE57] YAAM = interfluves} backslopeS 83}
A% 712219 As9 backsloped} toeslopes T
171 flg 7182190 At BR3ith 94302
e AbEA A As ot AsE A7 A8A
R oldd oidAgY) Cs9 Asgte] w3l
AAHQ FA o] H st o #Ago vhsiA
ofgfell A Bk ZAF] 7]& 3t s sttt

g5 Gl A AL =l ALk

714 AAE AFEFERE A oA
H A 9 FAE B 233 AP (convex-
concave dope)ollAl EFFoE HLd F Ut
(Park et al, 2001: Park and van de Giesen, 2004). 3}
A"k 53 Zro] FAMAF QI7hel o3 APyt
7F B2 AddA HE&H7] fAE NULME 7]
2 A8 HAAe gk o] Erfd
£3] AFo) ofd FRHOeBRREH FEHE DEME

ol

O - S LA
e

w
~—

B 1. 0] AT0N HAIE NBEUH 2R 3 ABE T2

) . Park et al (2001) Surface
EgAgue 7y | Newnteol gy 49 g0k | Updope Area(As) | curvatuwe (Cs) | Siope angle (6)
landscape model 2|5
Interfluve %inpirtelusfpe interfluve As, ;< As Cs(Cs, 1<Cs g, j<4
Summit Selcfl ggri u;zpe shoulder As j<As Csi, pCsi
Shoulder Convex creep slope As, j{As, <Ast Csi, Csi
Fall face Fall face ey G, 45
Backslope Transportational midslope backslope As;, j(As, jLAs | Cs{Cs, j<Cs
Footslope Colluvial footslope footslope As;, {As, j<Ast Csi, j<Cs
Toeslope* Alluvial toeslope toeslope As, pAst Cs.{Cs;, j<Cs 0, <4
Channel Channel(channel well) channel A E A} 31 9] rasterization

* Toeslope?l FE&FAAAE ARAH ERxEHOZ BEXE interfluve, seepage slope, convex creep slope,

transportational midslope, colluvial footslope2 A 2] 5.
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734l DEM® A&gd3t A=A
E}E} £33 EYRIHY BRSNS —?245}04
2| oA EckA YU ¥
-‘*]'zqf’ﬂ"'] o] &7 }—45} yeEEs Aee 7/4\0]‘:}.
A, =9 YN interfuved} seepage dope
o] ZA)¢ I WYl thgt Aol 2Tk dxt
Ao g ApAAR Yehe Hed JFS AFH
glo] EFog 7FHM, F&/1FAAH Ax7F
AGalXE I FE7 82d HA Yebdo
(Young, 1972). A%t =3} 7o) o] fAF
AGodE I 2 W7t 3] Ao Ak o
T o] ESA Y UM AVHSEE B3 222
olzo| AT slMe I Fo] Holok gt

NULMO A= interfluved] o] Ho]&E 30m ©o]Ato]
Hojok &1, 1 o3 Afle EFY ohHE0

A3 FHESA (drainage divide, summit) 2] E4
< ARG FA3 o)9k YEo] seepage slope
o] ZA o JA interfluved A A Bt
(subsurface flow) & THE F A& A=Y F28 &
gw o] FrEojer gk A7 A7l @,
=3 710] interfluved] EA|7F BEEHA] e A
9 scepage soped] EA| A AHE £ o) glvk
mpztA] o] ApolAE AMHAAAR S UYelde ES
A¥H ALE interfluve$} summit® Z FE3}
3 seepage sope®] ERE QAA gk o] A
4 interfluver= NULM9| A& wie} 2G4 _\floﬂ
AT B } e Agdos sk v,
surnmit- ol FFX|Ho|} HeEkR|FA
5’501 g °‘8 zl o Ag TA9 As
= Ruhe(1960)8] AFRFERHAAN ALSHT Y
summlt«l Mzt frAtste, AFHS AAFolA A
23} AFEEF st B o] £fETho] s
AZA Yot} I At Eqkutde F
Sido] AFHA EH H
EA, fall face?] EA)
o FEWRe e MRS 7Yk g5
FAAAANA AT AFEE oled AW
HEES AL ABEAAET}F 45701402 Yehd
o} o] FE el kE F2 At HP
A 71EEe] Felof o3 TEAAT o] vy
olch. T o] g A F o] AFE oA FE3
wkgEo] gltt, DEMERH 1 HYE F&3<

i

e i oft
flo rlo &

-

0=
=

ot
Jm
02
i=]
J

Tots g8t AIFERTIHe Y
APL ARAAEE ol &3td Hud dedl
o]Fold & Utk wbA o] AFAE A
£ ARRAAF e v AFRAAEE 712
AREEH], T HARETE 4570141 AR fall face
Z FEIHT.
AR, A S| B3 toeslopes AEGA
A5l1 DEMZRE FEetvke FAC g 2
mol WLttt ToesdopeL AIAF st 23

e rR dr
4
4+

gukel 2A50 HA50) 48 AFAoIt
9. 3 3UAD B9 BEE ) A
49 523

FolA A
of A FATCT toesloped B3}
711 %Lﬂﬂ e de A7 A o AFalA=s
daAgd #F F7k F471ES NEA @
o1, toeslope> NULMOA A AJE ue} opzk7}
A2 sHAEL EAste ARGAE 40|
BEd AYRLE FAAT. olHE 17 st
Me stdFue EAste AR £=9] toeslope
O AT FF AReME 2 Fa5Ae
A3, AT W A9l = 5
L5 UL A F= FA 4T

3 B
o gtk =22 olgHy e AME

< B2
AS 37 wydolgon, AT WA L4y
= 797 27 9B Maare Aol s B

3l3 o] AFAAE toeslope L2 7]"T‘ a5t

YA, channel well# channel bedE %33ld
channel® TAE3IHY, DEMOZRE L] F&4
H A FAAEG BAHY Sl g AR
3}alo) AlgERT. dutHog FEHol 7hEd
1:5000 &2 1:25000 x]f‘ﬂEOHAM S14e =Y
T Ag84¢ 19sES W, DEMOEZRH
channel wall# channel beda —fahsML 24
4A7F gtk stee seEy F7HAQA MLt
DEMS ¥ AzA7|RT FA UrE‘rUrE A47F
s gEolth ojst HEol #F] AL AFA
FHME o AAFFLZ 3 IIREY
Halt BAEte, AP VBN R FHE FF
31717F ot} wekr o] AFME AFLl
A dehte e HEREE AASHrasteriza-
tion) 3t 3HA ] F7HAJN HWAE AAHA

o]de] =oES st o] AFNA AMEH
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2 st 7/'101 ¥ 1o|th
1 dAEE Al
43}7‘]”& A&7
fs HEFHoE AHEE EFAFD
Ruhe(1960) 7} #AjA1& B A& A}L31ch

4. R¥A [

1) d3+A4d 9 A5

AANE 2dg AL A9 AV S &
47 BEge FHAQOE L FRAEE R
37°31" ~ 37°32", B73 127°39" ~ 127°40" Apolof] €
Ay k(" 3 7h. dFAGLS S 44km,
9% 28kmEZ 1 WHo] o 124km’o] E3Th P
7ol AFA FHIG Behdo] dFde 9L
2, A F FIEEIXE 100m~400mE Btk
a]ﬂ:]u].o Hebao] &35}

TFAE gtk AAMAL
]-E 18°0) 448 Holx= AR
FARY ME s} E&ﬂ UER, T A}
3} Holkdo] 52 3hd gt W&
Z 9 .*LH@'?HL o] &
e, I §9& 422 FA

Xore X

®

{O(, [ia8

o 02: rlo

U T 2

U

=Y
oﬂ,

)
Job —

3
fd ri"_‘, mn 18 of
af
g,
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41 o

=
slom, 49l Sl AHOE AFE AR
FAAE F2 e 292 38 Fudge
AANE B9 2ol B4H] ok

2) DEM %3 324

FPA oA FgH 1:5000 FAAFES] 5m
v} $34& o] 53k TIN(Triangular Iregular
Network) %<& &3 ¥, ©]& thA] 5m AzA7)
2 @#ste DEME F&53At 3k 1:50004]
FEoM AFHE sHALE 10m Z72 AR g}st
o AHE-3tATh DEMS AxE 7| ¢ o 10m 4
AA7E AT o)lfe AT EXE GIS &
Mo Aol B BEsiA 2837 AF Aol
Atk AT, AFA G A A Y S A LE
58 e Zo] 10m oL E uEhtY Sloh

a9 39 7he dFAY9E FAARRE 293

o AAGASEE FESE dE

flow algorlthm) *}33}9‘;D¥ “E AlHIHE
(Co)& 2 (el AAE W& 01%3}01
Hom, of HAAA Cs9 74]*
W8 T (moving window) & A
< At ZEEHE 3 }‘*5*?-4 EME -
FE 9 " o] AFelMe AEHAA Hx
3¥me] WAL FEdtd AIHIUES Ateles
Aol QgL EAL ZAHORE vy + gl
& Aolgty M3 A

ARARGASF] HFS 261(129~669) 2 e}
wom, RFEUAE 0790tk AR BFAE

Ao 2 AMFIAFIE WA e, sy
Agere mEte A7t gof 1A &
2L 44 4 F Qo AT o
ZE2ox i‘ Z—,Qi Vel QlE AR A

= 3T 2E 3 W), AP
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). OIRE B
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7h

/ Countour(5m)

channel
No Data
QJ“(’: R R s Ty
)& e U s
P e L. L o A
C . Ay g P \ A -]
\\ LT T :;/ M N PR N »'“\ {Logio As)
AR N I A [T 1308-1.987
N ct T - (1 1987-2575
' o Ty L [ ] 2575-3164
LT e St [ ] 3643752
P . s Py el g PR [ ar-4aa1
/ . oNC J/f\ ] 4341-493
L ; A }? D 493-5518
R g 4 A \\ 5518-6.107
EY AV A VR T 6107-6505
"\"; N ’ RS > [ \ >~ {_| No Data
E}) - ) - )i ;L N
: . RO ,,:
: IR AERE
' ' . }f e (dismensiorless )
! . c { -3 Std, Dev,
, R T -3 - -2 5td. Dev.
: . N ’ -2 - -1 5td. Dev,
o : . -1 - 0 Std. Dev.
{ \’ ,*/; mean
P : . 0 -1 Std. Dev,
. R 1 - 2 Std. Dev
; s 2 - 3 Std, Dev
* - Y 33 Std, Dev
) LN J Ne Data
e S AR Lo
{ 0 %km
e

3% 3 AFXYR I SRAXYEE (1:50000% L) AFHF A ${Upslope contributing area), CF) AFMZME (Surface

curvature)

ANE AFHIHESY BFE 000(-7.77~410)©)
T 0UE Yesich I8 39 thely

=2 A B A g
AoA T2 g 7R v, 2] @ ApAe &)
Ao & zhe Jerdn v, staFuo)

Mz 00 77hE AFRIRES BT AlAZAE
9 FHL EEe AAAYAIME TR 2
Fa IO PEHAD 3R AILAME= 2
ol WeatA] ok
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Surface curvature
.

Upslope Area (log 15 m?)

a8 4 9TRIeel AlEIE
3) AYERe FEIE 4%

ANE EGAFAL R 4ANE E 19
Y 2904 ANE Az AFUEE YAA
(Cs As Ax)E 43 o] AygHolor @
o B ol d YANEl AA ¥ AF, 13

T EFSHO) me AP ol A0 A
7] o, RE %N $5HOE H88 @
S AYSE RE ofelg Aoz BRYL B
ARERA 2H B Ol Al 2T ¥

ho
R
E
[U.L, O>'

%ﬂ Csot Aszhe] A
E} log (As)7} 15(4AH A
]\_ Cs gho] tiRE <4
o7 u}o ‘310) E’.°\
a8y 1ogm(As) 15 30 BMOML AsS’Jr
Csol 3t ZHl FRE &9 AdIAE RAF
Atk AT log, (As)7F 30 Btk & %01]—
ol Zdiﬂ@ii 0 F& 59 FAE el
As o] Z71aholl wle) Ceo) 2 09 FHOE
FHE 54 Adoh I8 49 FA18 389 G
% As®] £EE 9E AHoME #FHE FE

>E

0] Fo](Park and van de Giesen, 2004), ol#{& ¥
E5A0] qFAYY AP 54, 193 Y
of7bdE o] AFelA AAe EFAFHY £

UK (Upsiope Area)et AlH=T

E(Surface Curvature)2| ALZEH|

A5t 71208 AR S IR AL R wdgd
o) Aol log (As) = 158 As T8I Cso

4s9] AEFAo] BEA Holt g, (As) = 3&
AAZ I H4E NE O g9 FRIPY
(I" 4). )39 AF(Park et al, 2001)dl A
toeslopes TE3H7] A ANHAUD AsE o] &
FAAM ZHEA &Eokeh 12 ol AFEE
YAAAD As= AHEFHAS9 DEMAS] AR
AR MlEd A log (As) = 43°] 7P 2
Hatgint. 23 e PR G
ZAfde FRE 2 2AE & 7 ddAT
ARG AIE log, (As) = 3 BTk & JHelA
Uehds tieEe] G g e 0178 4R
STk FF Cs8 Huh A@HoEg #dd gl
< Azl thg A+7F Yastth

I 4ollA Csot As®] ABHAE, BF 9719
o4& @9302 T+l 7tk g9 @Y A=
%%X—r@r 7 °b} AE 2 5 (13
EEo] vehthe

e FE Ué P—’%-‘z} QOI EE3 A FHE
AL EQY FYEve &0 +AT AHE
1ol AAE summite] £4& 7HA
HEo] 0o 7h7hE W
% & E39 TrJOI
]EH SEAHOESY fE A

p

¢
[e
)

|

¢

L= 3
X
k!

fid

|

s o

P}
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90} interfluveZ BF2 4 A Aotk
= EZY #9494
%01 st *]’E’i%g’ﬂ?—% 7HA 3 e, A
g 2t oA @9
°ﬂ:‘f EE e creep°] A A debteE
shoulder, @] 7%= FFAIHCZRE Y FYH
FHEAACEY FZo] FASA dEUE
backslope, 12X ®F F& Z AlHolFol 3
39 AFo| Yehte footdoped] FHL = 15
g 4 L Aoltk FE 3 convex-concavedl /\}‘11
EAA Bojd @3 Qg Afole AA
Aol ARASRE QAR FE QA0 T*ﬂ
stch, o] dApoA dY @2 footslope I, L
49 @< backsope IE 7}7t FEATE 99 @
o ASe 99 ©9 footdope?t AEHAGLE 1}
e XHo 2 49 @ vjE AHeE 2
AARFERTE AL o] FF(guly) 54 A
EAN Y AseAe g o EGH SdF
£9] 75l & Aol ol Wl 49 ®
o] A ANAHLE =& AMHFIAFE Ho|
At A el g JebAT 99 ©9 SF
e AHES EH':’ K ’\W/\}m sHie IR E
FHAT
s —}1\'7} A& TrEld F%
39 @ @9 Aol channel®2 £
< Aot} AT Aedt vieh o] =59 A
i ] A EL sRRuE g3 A
, 1 AT AFEH
3 o’?‘ﬂ' o} channel-q]

Bnﬂ‘,o}{‘
_OL
28

}LH

i ok 1o off Ho 3O rok

4) AP g4 At 48

a9 58} 6, 72 AJHG <}
I AMEAAEE Z2AR ﬂd<ﬁlﬂA A
715 wel E9%A]g &3t
Aow 7z /Y @%1

71] :rLTEl-: A& *7% g otk % A3, M
=& HAL AN EYAEHL backslopelZ
AA A9 ok 37%7} olo) AFHY, I HE o
6] footslope(22% ). toeslope(20%), shoulder(18%) <]

MEHEIA SM mots 98 XI¥ERIIHe T

I

£ME YETHE 2). wA 238WE7 ¥ A
ML interfluve, summit, 18] fall faceZA] 2%
nekg A& )

FAPES] ARA A E FH o] SAEA YEtde
shoulder®} B/ & o] A3t footsope©] HIZZ H&
HAS AR UM FHFLE FIE FIE B
ol UTHIE 6). AAAA nle} 7o) interfluve
9 EAE Mt 9, sunmite 2 EFE A¥
HEs &

He Aol =NRAM H|HH Y e
T Ut} Shoulderd] ALole= F2 Ao SAHEE
e A% 02 e, footdope FRo| F2

2337 it} Shoulder$t footslope®] 743
= fall face®} backslope©] YWENIH, shoulder’}t
footdopedt HIZ2 AAHE ASe HlEd AU
Fall face®] 7ol difd AR FHF 54
& o BEFHoZ yehdt whH, backslope]
79= shoulder®t footslopertolol FA)= o] AL
2 YA SPHoR A3 HE HE AA
3 AT A7t otk AR REAHLE
3l Z}Z}‘?l‘&i o]20] A backdopeo] UEN}7
st A =3t AAoAM Boh AE3Q EYAY
o] X E Jelhd Fort e Afde 2
1HE A oY ARE o} F93 Ay

AAE & d& A2E wdd

ARG gy FEE AFL e A 3§
A2 YAH G M= backslopeTH
FH A Jeht ATHIE 7, A
A1, AR 3, AR 4 FE). S e e
=53 ¥ backsopel Z #

—

it oft

mlo N r_'a. ]-ﬂ rlr
rE i

E 2 TRjoIM ERE SO HAje SHE

AHESHA Az HEg
interfluve 2277 047
summit 8501 175
shoulder 86,039 1768
fall face 33898 080
backslope 1 100,149 2059
backslope 1I 78,764 1619
footslope 1 80,204 1649
footslope I 27,390 563
toeslope 99,288 2041
stream 19,160 39
7 486510 10000
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8 79| B AIFOIM Hlzt 2 HE. sM2
2tM= shoulder7} EEHStT QIOMH, toeslopel
2 E&H =13 shoulder AIO|Of= CHAtS

footslope} S5}X0| Wetstn QiCh

AR 1,

PR
AT

¥

MeyE BN Tolg 93t KEERT

2l Jhgt

L e s
AR 2. O3 79) A Xe) ARl SMg e} wetske
shou!der slope0| 7tm2 EMAIH (backsiope I)

£ HAM AZHo| uf=ZE(backslope N2 oL

5|L_ 40| SEsict 239 footslope
backslope I S{MLI HEIL}T o, HiF

- fee .
RN i R

Al Zo| 5122 et ZEXOZ footsiope &
E5tn ULk

AFE 3 32) sef A X|RoA H+a+;
S0 AESHATO| B wEsm yee o
OI
AA

l
Cl XA backslope 122 EF5|C}.

4 g

N
o
ra
i
£
>
O
rIOl'
i
oo
2;
ilo
N
3

Backslope®] HAHo] Cg9] zholl wat 723 g3
Tethe AME FAPTH, backslopeo] A3

wHEol & ofte ALY AHEIHE(Cs =
017)°] FHAoZ ¥7] YEY 715AL WiAE
7] SJ¥t}. &R T backdoped] thHE x| o] 33
o AHT AZAA] T HPAEZ AF5}HH
AMLE FHAE Fgo] 7do] & 4 Q&=
A& 7 Utk 53] R A o] wo} =
2 AFAZ ol&HWA Audo| HAg T

oX

It

AL 4 T8 79| ¢ RIEOAM HIZt 2 FA. o7 M
AZE D U= ZEX| (backsiope )7+ =
wetziol den, MAUHez FAHS
backslopeZ} HAZE|of AT

At W JAAEE HEAS 7HEAS )
A F= AR 3 ZFx),
BackdopeS: 7418l ESkA|3
3 A AZNAY {FHoE BRE 5 Atk gt
2 HEAA A 18 49 99 @ dgHE A
HEEM 734 AR shouderFEoA] 339
footslope HAE = F74AM) HMAPH O THAR 2
Fx). old ¥k I¥ 49 49 @Y AL T
7H) HEl9] backsopeEE TEo|] FFsHTh A
T BAARAY stelA sEie g gukslA A

ﬂl ottt
ov g
rlo
el
N
N
>
Y

AR REMIVAR 3 F2)olH, SAE T2
A7) o) FRE AT YE AR 2L 3
Ble) AFolth(Aal 2} 4 BZ), WA ASE 7
AT HEF KA PESAS ExaT s
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e EA4& Holg wHiA(HAgA), 199), $3
o] A4 FHEIE7EsA dAE ke YA
FFFE ASHEAM FAEHE AN HehHo
2758 F ds Aotk IqFoE A9 FR
g w} wjFo] )R I AXZer}t B
TIAA(BER) o] o £dsH, 2 AU dur
Hog FHIEIIZ st AMHEF o7 gAde
3o 9% Aoz AL YtHAFS,
2002). ¥4 A9 AdHE 1L welle
footslope® & # 540101: AR, A9 AYFA

g stollM FRE HAES AFEe °1§
I, AEA P Ao @A S ol R Y
o] backdope® 2 £FE F A& Aolvh o] F
5o Hed ALAAMAR] backsopes MO
ERo]go] o]&FPEA, oA & 77k EA
ol& Foll AMES] Heksr} o] FoHEA A thsf
Me 2o AAHA 977 2238

o] dtollAle AFRFE AT 71HA M
FAE TV Ao, 2FAAe AN E AF
3 AP AEIAE GUdth AyA7dA F
FE ENIHE] EYEEEAY EYrEY
SEF & AWEE /HAZ dde Ae] 9
Z tH(Park

et al, 2001; Park and van de Giesen,
2004). AT M AFEL FE Aol 4%
S B¢ A2H DEMS ol4@ W, o] ATl
AHS-H DEM-E 1:5000 TX]ZIEOHH A FHE Sm
149 SIMIUY) el £FHY 7 A¥AE
o] A {273 sl EE} ﬂ]ﬂlzi Y
AZFol 278, AN EFAFEE £RYS A

w4 oA Bhe) 528 wetahi

of ZAsIL $17] wE, XlE“WﬂH—J *EEH

0

H: Zo?l’ :7‘]7} % T »l 7}\]-0—
A AT 7o) 7)EL] EgEAL
oz AgEHE AFER
(Schoeneberger et al, 1998)3} FALEH7] W Eo E
U EFAY, 53] AR ELGRALE A3 AL 7t
4 9A g2 E et Q) A EgY

i3

4::

. 04;7} I
1) DEM9 A% =

A AYEFe A AHEE DEMY +
S AgE g8 2 IFE WA € AL
R 3594 A2 4F Sle] #4823
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