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Figure 1. Local Relief Map ( $H, 1934)
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C 59.5 1.5 . 2.6 —36. 4 i
Total 19.0 25.7 6.0 1.8 .5
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Figure 5. Summit Level Map of the Naju Hills
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Table 2. Distribution of Summit Points in the Naju Hills.

Height{m)
Area 0~40 41~80 81~120 | 121~160 | 161~200 | 201~240 | 241~280 | 281~320 | 321~360
A 6.3 20.6 21.4 23.1 20.6 5.6 0.8 . 1.6
B 10.1 9.5 12.0 13.8 13.8 13.2 8.4 6.0 13.2
C 7.3 35.5 3.6 8.2 2.7 2.7
Total 9.1 20.1 12.7 15.1 12.9 7.9 3.7 2.5 6.0
(unit © %)
Table 3. Frequency of Summit Points in the Naju Hilis.
Height(m) Freq. % Cum.(%) Height(m) Freq. % Cum.(%)
0~ 40 77 19.1 19.1 201~240 32 7.9 8.8 |
41~ 80 81 20.1 39.2 241~280 15 3.7 oL5 |
81~120 51 12.7 51.9 281~320 10 2.5 94.0
121~160 61 15.1 67.0 321~360 24 6.0 100.0
161~200 52 12.9 79.9 Total 403 100.0
Mean=108. 59
(unit %)
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Figure 7. Local Relief Energy Map of the Naju Hills
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Table 4. Distribution of the Local Relief in the Naju Hills (unit © %)
Area Height(m)] 0~50 | 51~100 | 101~150 | 151~200 | 201~250 | 251~300 | 301~350 | 351 ~400
A 26.2 41.3 23.8 6.3 0.8 0.8 0.8
B 19.2 16.2 21,0 21.6 12.6 5.9 2.4 1.1
o C 791 10.9 7.3 1.8 | 0.9 . T

L Towl IEX 226 | 181 11.4 5.7 2.7 1.3 0.5

16) Richard J.Chorley, Stanley A.Schumm and David E.Sugden., 1984, Geomorphology,Methuen, Inc., p.319.

17) H B FIE, HINEHE, 1962,

op. dt.. p. 39.
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Figure 11. HRT Diagram of the Naju Hills
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in the A Part
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21) FEE%, 1971, OP. Cit,,

(unit : %)
Arer~_T_ ] 0~0.1 |0.1~0.2]0.2—0.3]0.3~0.4]0.4~0.5]0.5~0.6]0.6~0.7[0.7~0.8]0.8~0.9|0.9~1.0
A 7.2 | 49.2 | 20.6 | 13.5 1.6 | 7.9
B B . . : 0.6 | 168 | 5.5 | 161 | 10.2 4.8
- C . . . 3.6 82 | 3.4 | 173 | 19.1 | 1.8 | 3.6
| Total . : : L2 | 1.4 | 467 | 179 | 136 5.7 | 3.5
(unit > %)
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Analysis of the Dissected Degree in the Naju Hills

Summary

Quantitative representation of the dissected
degree of stage in the Naju Hills is attempted
by means of the HRT(relief) diagram. It is
necessary for construction of the diagram to
obtain summit level and river bed as well as
relief energy.

Based on mentioned above values, Naju
Hills are represented by a point in a triangular
diagram named HRT diagram. Stage or relative
age is quantitatively given by the position of the
perpendicular on the base-line of the diagram.

Result of this research can be summarized as
follow:

* A part time lecturer, Dongguk University.

Chang-Hwan Kim*

First, the analysis of summit level exhibits
that the mean of the highest points in the Naju
Hills is 109m, and that the highest points is
mainly 200m below.

Second, the relief energy in the Naju Hills
is mainly 200m below. The mean of it is 105m.

Third, the dissection of the Naju Hills was
formed by composition the lowering of valley
floor and the subduing of hill-top are compound-
ed, through analysis of the HRT diagram.

Fourth, the relative age(T) of the Naju Hills
is 0.5~0.6. It seemed that the dissected degree
of the Naju Hills is very high, and the erosional
stage of the Naju Hills is fairly advanced.



