Improvement of Huff's Method
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(b) 50%
study(First—quartile storms)

(a) 10%
Fig. 2. Comparison of cumulative rainfall curves for 10%, 50%, and 90% occurrence probabilities by this
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Fig. 3. Comparison of cumulative rainfall curves for each rainfall duration(First—quartile storms)
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Maximum peak flood difference of all rainfall durations by Moct' Huff method and this study for each

Table 1.
occurrence probabilities
A7 &gT7
T & 10% 50% 90%
21 24 Aa =97 A 24T
A4 A1 7k(hr) 21 21 21 21 21 21
525 (m'/sec) 2308.76 2805.11 1918.12 2251.82 1521.27 2126.12
2ol (m'/sec) 496.35 333.70 604.85
1o (%) 21.50 17.40 39.76

_n } AT (#He) _ _
H 152 912 (Modified Huff) E E
i ' B £

" ‘/t/j "V "/

(a) 10% (b) 50% (c) 90%
Fig. 5. Comparison of maximum rainfall intensity and peak flood by Moct version of Huff's method and this study for
each rainfall duration
FREILL | [ R || Ec— S ||t
e N i .
o wemet . "*h—;‘..‘f cpen [ oveves o . Crregessssssepens
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(a) 10%
Fig. 6. Comparison of rainfall hyetographs and resulting flood hydrographs by the Moct version of Huff' method and
this study for the rainfall duration of 21 hours
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