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Table 1. StHRIFTE vs. Al6t5E

a) Mar.20 b) Aug.25 ¢) Dec.31 Max. Min. Aver.

riverbank _
filtration (%) 81 77 65 98.1 52.7 78.5 K=27m/day
ound recharge rate
&t 19 33 35 473 1.9 215 40 %
water (%)
3. 2
2 Ao Al A 7= o Y HE2 Aot A fdn] el 2 dgs A
th. ol#gt A2 ZHsF 2 Y HES F AT dieFy AL R o] At ZE 9
v)gkch 7|7} 7R tg kAl g ARESt T 9le UM o]’ Fhgol 23t ] HEF
o] sAultelAe] el (clogging)S frsle] G frdsel] F3¢E X AL ododsks
7|3 ke A7ARst B s $ekd.Schubert, 2002). o2& oA 739k 9 slHS9e] WEel o3
ZhiodEl Hg B ML AME o F R 5FF W olZe] FHAMY HER 998 & Had A
o7 Atz
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