-y XEEBES DOI: 10.3741/JKWRA.2010.43.4.399

H43% H45% - 20107 41
pp. 399~ 408

Adsd Bals E{st SHRS0| =ZIcie= Sao]|
Oixl= Het
The Impact of Characteristic Velocities Considering Geomorphological
Dispersion on Shape of Instantaneous Unit Hydrograph
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Abstract

The sensitivity of Nash model parameters is analyzed about characteristic velocities considering
geomorphological dispersion in the present study. And changing shape of IUH compared and analyzed as
variation of characteristic velocities through numerical experiment. Application watersheds are selected 4
subwatersheds which are located at main stream of Bocheong basin. The mean and variance of hillslope
and stream path length are estimated in each watershed with GIS. And Nash model parameters are
estimated with moments of path lengths and characteristic velocities. The changing trend about IUH
which is derived Nash model parameters are compared as variation of characteristic velocities. The Major
results of this study are summarized as follows. The Nash model parameters sensitively present changes
about hillslope characteristic velocity. And the effect of the peak discharge and shape of recession in IUH
dominate with hillslope’s characteristic velocity, the effect of the peak time and shape of ascension in IUH
dominate with channel’s characteristic velocity.

Keywords : GIUH, nash model, characteristic velocity, geomorphological dispersion

=2 x|

2 ATl Qe Bag mela Sl 1 Nash 59 vl ge] Yize 24 AN E oY)
3 EgRSe) WEel B aruese] Fge] WakE £AAES B v - Bk R ge 3 7
F 2Rl AXeka Qi AN ARAe AT 2 PR el AL GRAAE o] §3tel A EAT s
ul = dolol] ek Fitah He AgSk gE M =0lst S frdol 9% Nash 8 v S8 S5
ek A v ols) SN EE FEste] Fye] WakE nwsnh ol ATE Fo) B Fa Az
= vhe} 2ok Nash B8 o RasE AEW SR wgshl B33 & 5 Atk B 209w gy
o) Bt TR ALA A5l AMA G wov], F1uswe] 5o Gt BEARNE 1 54
Frol AMAL G wee & 5 Yol
AR : KIESY SZUTIPIE, Nash 28, SARS, Xask 24

* Fyuista Ul E23ok v

Graduated student, Dept. of Civil Engrg, Chungnam National University, Daejon 305-764, Korea (e-mail: ace_choi@hanmail.net)
= BAAA, FREAATA FRLAATY AT

Corresponding author, Researcher, Korea Institute of Water and Environment, Daejon 305-730, Korea (e-mail: kjoocheol@hanmail.net)
w G AFAL FALATY A7

Researcher, Korea Institute of Water and Environment, Daejon 305-730, Korea (e-mail: hwangmh@kwater.or.kr)

HA3B H49%E 20104 44 399



x
r

A el A lelo] A Aol ol EdAke] g
2 AA@ I} v 2 AR HH net £ &
T7HA olsd Aotk o]’ =0 fi-gol i YA
Ao Boj= A I7ke] b, =Yl dARE ¢
sHAl AdstA Fshal sl AAelth o= lsf ¥
e AR D9 = o] 2] S Hler JitE
A 709 o] At AAMA = A= Aol 2l A
B¥ L ek e o] g @9k o] B2 Th—frE |

o

=
& AANS A B AR 1% 552 mechanism

e 5 s AE 7PN AL ) ol R dAE S
s

sto] Adrgstelon,
A oF Az A48 93\‘3}. O]Eﬁi —EGE}%E 01% 5
t3£24]¢] g o] Nash 2% (Nash, 1957)°]t}. Nash 2@
< TS AAFAT ez A =gk v 7t
o5k el olal wizgre] FA4o] Thesh, FehA o
= g 4 F2E 7L Qo] AR TP
2o 2ol= VA BY T shuelt ey o] 2] gk 7|
HA4 Ede =] wp e froje] SHEAS A
BE g s SRR WAl A E At
vEsky] witel Al feele] A8-L rhsshd viAS
Frofelle] d-goll= A7} ek =, mivisEe] &4
o7} v EshrlE Aotk

o]F- ol2f3t TS SHstaL vAS 799 =l
S 7Fs Al 3 AP =19l (GIUH) o] &l 57
3133t} Rodriguez-Tturbe and Valdes (1979)% Strahler =}

A
TFERFHEE 7INke® o]#fg GIUH &3 (RV-GIUH =
?33)% Nslich RV-GIUH 282 ko] dejshy
EA4Q7ke}F 9] 5984 SAJMAE FAE T o7
o]]/ﬂ Sk e EkA Exolal= 477 EoF WS
v WTE AYEERY g4 FE5T 5 don, 59
2 B0 99 ;qzsm 545 dxshs B
FAEhE 52t
ALE= EARS (charactenshc velocity) &=
a8y RV-GIUH 232 949 % mechanism
T P FrEvE etk HelA dAE 7 3L
21t} van der Tak and Bras (1990)= ©]2i3dF &A%
A e, A EH I S S SATES X—*.%f% 2
< AoksIAT] o] % GIUH EgollA] F 712 SA Rl
th3t ¢34+ D'odorico and Rigon (2003)l &) 435
St} o] &L Rinaldo et al. (1991)¢] A|A]$F Strahler 2F4=
el ok GIUH 238 9] 4t (dispersion) 395 A

T4 izl

d

0\

400

2

i)
R _llm
Moo oo
o
o [o b
ku 1o
1 oH
Mo S
o 2
__g ‘0,
o ML
- Hil
oN o
offt o
>
12
Lo
2
M or
2
=

T

Rinaldo et al. (1991)°) ¢jal A o] 5]

A

e

32 Mo 1%

£ g

)
a
e
2
rlo
w
8
@]
B
g
=2
I\
=2
o
:(?4:4"
offt M o 32

o
)
Moo of
>
&
Ho
i

[ 1o
2
M
127
lo
fol
A
X
4
>
9:
S
X0,
ftlo

E ol 18 fob

ol
i&—l
O
=)
Q
EJ
N
5
%
b7
OT

D’odorico and Rigon (2003)44L Botter and Rinaldo (2003)
o AANE vigoz AR Felel Aot B o
g SEAVIARS) ZHE S0 2y 5G5S
e S st fred 543 TEAMIAER

EN

1-';_]51 ;clgj Ooﬂ/] _’_‘ﬂ‘d—ﬂ =

tlo

o
o
ol :1?2
oz
S
R
AC)
E
off
)
&
a7
oo
tlo
>
_|é
e
fin
o
H
A

&
—_
=)
L rlo
Cl
=,
(m
it
rulo
N
rE
Lﬁ

Di Lazzaro (2009)
10 2 HE] Nash 289 F mj7jus =4sk=
©]2]@ GIUH 583} Nash 28 3}e] g
O]ng] 3241 A= Rosso (1984)9] A4-5
: JEM olgel 7 oﬂ?— Asfoli= 2 Aol o]

; ol ARYFE FAS

2

1> 1o oo

_1>‘ = ﬂJlO r::]‘ [“{N

7 o = Jo
Uy

o ]

e

_\1

)
18 £
T
o=
AU&@
td
ot
o
:LI
i
:.‘:‘:
=\.'=

=)

=

B

4> ot
)
o
Jm
ox
Jo
b
j&
oo
4?
fru
:(o
H
i,
EE
)
rE
o

2o
29

YAFA19] Tlgrell s Rosso (1984)¢]
A A AR T4z frHon
Z(2010)] AFAol| A= 2 &0l Afe} BG40
2 FEYA = Rosso (1934) = £7rd9) w9 &
499 ]635—/‘4 o o8] AAEE 15T ro s A
Z(010)8 =7 mo] 3AF A
Z EX] ] 9/]

3—1>HN—§J

ol
O
52
o
,-i
ﬂ
HN

A

1 ox o op 2 ox o 3O

2 oo
> 5
> il ‘{N
lo
:('é

o
&
N
m{n_ﬁ
Eéml

:oé
ot
oX
o
)

Mo JIN-
U o Ho
=)

[rt
~
=
e
=i
=
g
-

o

Lo
(ol
ot
o
ol -
—o
K-
)
& Jo

S

(Impulse Response Functlon)
T Aok Aotk o)& Fal A
ol BldEAEE 1T 5 2

k1
i
N
-~
olf
ol
S
X
_?1_[

o 1o X (B O b fff Mz N e
=

N

u

rot

v

4o

oo

o,

;

o 4o rIr ot w2 G K

BEKEREERHNE



L

c =

A7 wy,, u

IRF+= &

}

o
i

Tt D Aoz JgE, ol

i
Ho

)

A5 BEAE 2L @A)

2 Qapeldt,

z
X

)
—_
fite)

2
=
el

wr
T
o

&
o)

oF
o

—

X
N

k9 = 2t IRFell 3k Atel] lof 7}

g

z:;l_

_04

|

)
4

o
=]

Yo o

5|

T
Up, U=

O A~
Aé'l‘l’"l

wjr
e
—_
o

(6)
M
®
10)
v
(12)

[Lr])} @

o 5 el

2lt}. Di Lazzaro
2
h

°©
2
h

¢}

3} 7ol Ao,

5, 2010).

o

=]

yad

& 7l ool o

Egs. (4) and 5)2 19

3} o] 2t (Di Lazzaro, 2009).

“cLzE[Lh]

ucl,QE[ﬂ - E[L(]
—2Cov[Ly L) ELL,) L,

ce 247
+ B L) Var|L,) + E’ L) Var
+2Cb'u(Lc7Lh )ucuh + Var[LC]u

2
c

o] B 22o] Nash &
way, (<L, >u, +<L, >u,)

EYTI(Cov*(Ly, L) — Var|L,) Var[L,])

+Var[T](

Up1,2

Var[LJu?+ 2 Cov(L,, L,)u.u,+ Var|[L.]u

ol 5 4ol

Var [Lh Ju

<L,>W42<L ><L,>uu,+<L, >"%

L

.

e=Er){Varlr, )BT - UL, ) Var| T}

K

n

Egs. (6) and (7) 25
|F402 Az} 7]t X

a=EL){~covlL,, L] ELL, | E\T) + EL ] Var [L, | E{ 7]}

and 3)& 99

(2009)

2~

T
A

3

ek

°©

Gamma $+

L
R

93 ek
Rinaldo et al. (1991)¢ll

°

s}

R

nk

Meet AFdT=E Aol
nk?

o] &

1
Var(t]

Eft]

|

o

oA71oll A (1) 2 S =E, I( -

ekt Eq. (1D wl

]

TR APAFH] 9
D’odorico and Rigon (2003)

3] “4e]¥ Strahler®]

2. Nash
Nash (1957)

3

srdre] TP BE QuE vin g

% 28 Bq ()3
gt 7ol Aolnk

2.1 Nash &2

]

=

=

[e)

e

_x_____
—u_

ok
0f0

N

i W o) A

ki3

o

7!

A

oM 1oz

Xjo
i

j_AO
&

=

(]

]

HAIZH(T)2]

0

[e]
T

Egs. (4) and (5)2F #Fo] vhe}

O
—

=<
il
K

I

A

o N
= A
)
YE
Np T
~ ™
il =
4 &
N oF
) No
T
ol Mu
gr °
o T
" Jﬂo
o X
X ll
e
5 o
[aN]
ST
=
=
maL
R
_+
=
R

X
401

3t} Fig.

[

A S 44

=
o] Wl 4o o],

3, 71t =

Dz

[e]
L=

)

o

A= AR, ol

o] =e] W stol] o

al

1

Cov [L’,,Ln}

Bl(1—E(7)*]=
Var(L]

Var|T)
Var (L, ]

434 49k 20104F 4H



@ 8 8@

5 Hilometers

@ Sanseong ®

@ Ipyeong . Boundary

@ Tanbu
@ Gidae

® Sangye

Streams

Fig. 1. Drainage Basin Map of Bocheong Basin

o~
nn

el oigh <
JLEZ 1/25000 A L2] &M
Ak F9AG A= A 2o FANS
she] Balatl o 7F 592 20 x 20 me]

7HES
A A-dA WE 52 o
7FA1aL v} (Di Lazzaro,
FAA 7R tg 2

|42t AaAo] o 2
KN
=

SRl =R Aol o

Ng 93l 7Pg F83 8

i ofe] 7] 7] A

(¢}

ol AAAQ 7150 A

-
%
od

vl g
5 HETR
A

Jgos

2
2

etk F&8E Fdl g3l Arc viewe] Hydro exten—
siong ©]-&3ste] DEM A2

lo

],

ol

o
RS 5

Palglon 55
2702 Y45 Y Gide A
fgel 2 A% SN § BTAAA A

A fraieE WS Table 12
A5 FsALel e B, BN % F

kel gES R glod

a
N

32 SAR%0| T2 Nash 28 of7fuse

[e)

o
and (12)2] Nash B3 wlj7lig=e] tst vite 2418 A
Al8Haitt. Fig. 2= Nash 2.8 w74 & A A5
Mg nell oigk s 24 A9} o)) Fig. 32 A{73
Ko WIztE BAADelth Fg. 3elA uly-e 19
(K- K))/K,2 #S -06~1.09 HAZ gt Ao|c}
Egs. (11) and (12)2] f-3kA2] 2 Table 19| A5E
A3tk D'odorico and Rigon (2003)& XA 3}
A9l EAREA disl 44 05~4.0m/s<F 0.001~0.100
nV/s=E AAEE vk gloh weba] H7kE Ao ARgE 7
W= D'odorico and Rigon (2003)o1 2] #|A]¥ H
5 BT WA RS AxHY sk r
0.06m/s%t 20m/s2 Z2AsIAtk 2A H
i AW 54752 -98~+100%°] ¥ =, 3

FEE -T5~+100% H9leA 7= T

stk 1ol A ny ot Ky 71l <
oW, n¥} K+ WshE Wl o) ALke gholt) w17t
w2 A3} Egs. (11) and (12)o]4 XH.of Z]%] Na

F

£

=
£

)
N
v

-
=
=
2) 7|&
d
>

ol

o

A

ot Me ®

A eH, M= Ao HsmeHA vebdE & 5 3l
o}l AF7d K= Fig 39] 4-9-oll4] B ARe] A%
EA ol A= wm sl 813 54h5e
O ggko] A Wt ko] Fho] ZelAthr} of =
ARE A oA ARE d@4-5 vehdith o= Eq.
(12)ell M Azt b SAF5] A 2719 2

m
2,
O
B
=2
=
&,
ol
o
i
ol
o
)
m
ox
do %
4
9
fre
%
o
(o]
i
ool B o Y R X X jo ot &

Table 1. Geomorphological Factors of Stream Drainage

Avea Channel Hillslope . )
Watershed ) 5 5 Co—variance (m”)
(km”) Mean (m) Variance (m®) Mean (m) | Variance (m°)
Sanseong 49.10 8,372 20,001,100 258 70,389 115,221
Ipyeong 76.30 9,314 30,567,600 288 95,789 -159,826
Gidae 354.14 17,104 62,331,300 375 152,181 -339,719
Sangye 485.21 30,027 158,953,000 373 148,836 -190,788
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Table 2. Estimation of Nash Model Parameters
Sanseong Ipyeong Gidae Sangye
Case uc uh
n K n K n K n K
D 0.500 | 0.001 1.06 71.71 0.99 86.31 111 102.55 1.26 95.39
@ 1.000 | 0.016 1.94 3.51 1.94 3.91 2.67 4.21 3.97 3.73
©) 1.500 | 0.031 2.22 1.74 2.26 191 3.22 2.03 4.73 1.88
Case 1 @ 2.000 | 0.046 2.35 1.16 2.41 1.26 3.48 1.33 5.05 1.27
® 2.500 | 0.061 2.43 0.87 2.50 0.94 3.63 0.99 5.22 0.96
® 3.000 | 0.076 2.48 0.69 2.56 0.75 3.73 0.79 5.33 0.78
@ 3.500 | 0.091 2.52 0.58 2.60 0.62 3.80 0.66 5.40 0.65
® 4.000 | 0.106 2.54 0.49 2.63 0.53 3.85 0.56 5.46 0.56
D 0.500 | 0.106 4.06 1.31 3.65 1.62 5.65 1.85 6.30 2.80
@ 1.000 | 0.091 4.05 0.77 4.03 0.86 6.11 0.97 6.74 141
©) 1.500 | 0.076 3.49 0.71 3.65 0.76 5.52 0.82 6.68 1.04
Case 2 @ 2.000 | 0.061 2.74 0.85 2.86 0.91 4.23 0.96 5.83 1.01
® 2.500 | 0.046 2.09 1.19 2.10 1.32 2.96 1.41 4.38 1.28
® 3.000 | 0.031 1.58 1.95 1.54 2.23 2.00 2.47 2.88 2.12
@ 3.500 | 0.016 1.22 4.21 1.15 4.99 1.37 5.76 1.73 512
® 4.000 | 0.001 0.96 75.24 0.88 91.57 0.95 111.33 0.97 108.59
D 0.500 | 0.050 4.09 1.49 4.02 1.68 6.10 1.90 6.70 2.80
@ 1.000 | 0.050 3.47 1.08 3.64 1.15 5.50 1.24 6.66 1.56
©) 1.500 | 0.050 2.88 1.04 3.01 1.1 4.48 1.17 6.04 1.26
Case 3 @ 2.000 | 0.050 2.46 1.05 2.54 1.14 3.69 1.21 5.29 1.18
® 2.500 | 0.050 2.18 1.08 2.21 1.19 3.14 1.27 4.63 1.17
® 3.000 | 0.050 1.98 1.12 1.99 1.24 2.75 1.33 4.09 1.19
@ 3.500 | 0.050 1.83 1.14 1.82 1.29 2.47 1.39 3.66 1.22
® 4.000 | 0.050 1.72 1.17 1.69 1.33 2.26 1.45 3.32 1.25
D 2.250 | 0.001 0.97 74.82 0.89 90.95 0.96 110.28 1.00 106.91
@ 2.250 | 0.016 1.38 3.99 1.32 4.66 1.64 5.26 2.23 456
©) 2.250 | 0.031 1.80 1.86 1.78 2.09 2.41 2.27 3.56 1.98
Case 4 @ 2.250 | 0.046 2.21 1.17 2.24 1.29 3.19 1.37 4.69 1.27
® 2.250 | 0.061 2.58 0.86 2.67 0.92 3.91 0.98 5.52 0.98
® 2.250 | 0.076 2.90 0.68 3.03 0.73 4.52 0.77 6.07 0.84
@ 2.250 | 0.091 3.17 0.58 3.33 0.61 5.00 0.65 6.41 0.76
® 2.250 | 0.106 3.39 0.50 3.47 0.56 5.37 0.58 6.61 0.71
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Table 3. Estimation of @ and ¢
Sanseong Ipyeong Gidae Sangye
case el lalse a6 @] b

) 0500 | 0.001 | 0.011 | 4.605 No data 0.007 | 11.118 | 0.006 | 24.905
@) 1.000 | 0016 | 0.108 | 3297 | 0.097 | 3674 | 0.070 7.049 0.060 | 11.085
® 1500 | 0031 | 0194 | 2122 | 0175 | 2399 | 0.127 4.498 0.107 7.019
Case 1 @ 2.000 | 0.046 | 0279 | 1565 | 0252 | 1.775 | 0.14 3.306 0.153 5.150
® 2500 | 0.061 | 0364 | 1.239 | 0.329 | 1.408 | 0.240 2614 0.197 4.070
3.000 | 0076 | 0448 | 1.026 | 0405 | 1.166 | 0.296 2.162 0.242 3.366
@ 3500 | 0.091 | 0532 | 0875 | 0481 | 0.9% | 0.351 1.843 0.286 2.870
® 4000 | 0106 | 0616 | 0.763 | 0557 | 0.868 | 0.407 1.606 0.330 2.501
) 0500 | 0106 | 0.169 | 4.015 | 0.146 | 4306 | 0.098 8.630 0.061 | 14.855
@) 1.000 | 0091 | 0289 | 2344 | 0.259 | 2607 | 0.180 4.931 0.117 8.073
® 1500 | 0076 | 0342 | 1.779 | 0312 | 2017 | 0.224 3.717 0.159 5.887
Case 2 @ 2.000 | 0.061 | 0338 | 148 | 0307 | 1.694 | 0.224 3.119 0.177 4.862
® 2500 | 0.046 | 0298 | 1.295 | 0268 | 1.456 | 0.194 2.756 0.166 4.312
3.000 | 0.031 | 0234 | 1.139 | 0210 | 1.210 | 0.149 2477 0.131 4.000
@ 3500 | 0.016 | 0.149 | 0933 | 0.139 | 0752 | 0.094 2.107 0.082 3.741

® 4.000 0.001 No data No data No data No data
) 0500 | 0.050 | 0.148 | 459 | 0.133 | 5091 | 0.092 9.687 0.059 | 15956
@) 1.000 | 0050 | 0227 | 2676 | 0.207 | 3.036 | 0.149 5.591 0.106 8.851
® 1500 | 0050 | 0269 | 1946 | 0.244 | 2219 | 0.178 4.079 0.138 6.368
Case 3 @ 2.000 | 0.050 | 029 | 1542 | 0267 | 1.753 | 0.195 3.251 0.160 5.063
® 2500 | 0.050 | 0316 | 1.280 | 0284 | 1.445 | 0.207 2.715 0.175 4.240
3.000 | 0050 | 0333 | 1.094 | 0298 | 1.222 | 0.216 2.335 0.186 3.665
@ 3500 | 0.050 | 0347 | 0954 | 0311 | 1.053 | 0.223 2.048 0.195 3.237
® 4000 | 0050 | 0359 | 0844 | 0322 | 0920 | 0.230 1.823 0.202 2.904
@ 2.250 0.001 No data No data No data 0.009 0.406
@ 2250 | 0016 | 0133 | 1519 | 0121 | 1.491 | 0.04 3.360 0.074 5.620
©) 2250 | 0031 | 0217 | 148 | 0195 | 1.639 | 0.140 3.201 0.122 5.070
Case 4 @ 2250 | 0.046 | 0289 | 1417 | 0260 | 1.601 | 0.189 3.005 0.160 4.690
® 2250 | 0061 | 0352 | 1.351 | 0319 | 1.538 | 0.233 2.842 0.188 4.426
2250 | 0.076 | 0406 | 1.294 | 0370 | 1475 | 0.270 2.711 0.209 4.234
@ 2250 | 0.091 | 0454 | 1.246 | 0414 | 1.419 | 0.300 2.605 0.223 4.089
® 2250 | 0106 | 0494 | 1.205 | 0437 | 1.388 | 0.325 2518 0.234 3.975
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Fig. 7. Variation of IUH as Characteristic Velocities (Case 4)
B3 AP Bako] ohad =] AFRH E A Resources Research, AGU, Vol. 39, No. 5, 1113. doi:
FAIZRo] AA e X|uAQ] HES kS & 4= STk 10.1029/2002WR001708.

4) ARz F4L T EARESY AYIAES] Nash, J.E. (1957). “The form of the instantaneous unit
Hatxol Abszkg-o] ofgkol| ols] AAEA|NE A FE hydrograph”. IASH Assemblée Générale de Toronto,
W EARES ARz Q3 safre] HF IASH, Vol. 3, pp. 114-121.

3 2 Aghe] A Ao XujEl 9Eks s) Rinaldo, A., Rigon, R., and Marani, M. (1991). “Geomor—
W 3LH EAREE o] AR Q1 7w phological dispersion”. Water Resources Research,
HFAIZE 2 gsHo] Ao a4l H3hs g AGU, Vol. 27, No. 4, pp. 513-525.

< & 5 dSlTh Rodrigueze-Tturbe, I, and Valdes, ].B.(1979). “The

(5

K
10
o

AM ST (2002). 2001 =M 270 LA = (HP) A7

S|
ol
)4

=8, =R EE], A43¢H, A1E, pp. 1-13.

Botter, G., and Rinaldo, A.(2003). “Scale effect on
geomorphologic and kinematic dispersion”. Water
Resources Research, AGU, Vol. 39, No. 10, 1286. doi:
10.1029/2003WR002154.

Di Lazzaro, M. (2009). “Regional analysis of storm
hydrographs in the rescaled width function frame-
work”. Journal of Hydrology, Elsevier, doi:10.1016/j.
jhydrol.2009.04.027.

D’odorico, P., and Rigon, R. (2003). “Hillslope and channel

contributions to the hydrologic response”. Water

408

geomorphologic  structure of hydrologic response”.
Water Resources Research, AGU, Vol. 15, No. 6, pp.
1409-1420.

Rosso, R. (1984). “Nash model relation of Horton order
ratios”. Water Resources Research, AGU, Vol. 20,
No. 7, pp. 914-920.

Saco, PM.,, and Kumar, P.(2002). “Kinematic dis—
persion in stream networks-1. Coupling hydraulics
and network geometry”. Water Resources Research,
AGU, Vol. 38 No. 11, pp. 26~1-26~14.

van der Tak, L.D., and Bras, R.L. (1990). “Incorporating
hillslope effects into the geomorphologic instanta—
neous unit hydrograph”. Water Resources Research,
AGU, Vol. 26, No. 10, pp. 2393-2400.

S 10-011

= 4= 2010.01.4
SA Azl 2010.13.02/.03.18

AAkeks: 2010.03.18

BEKEREERHNE



