HOKKAIDO UNIVERSITY

Title RIBNRIF N SR OB E 5
Author (s) Tk #Hth; KUDO, Tetuya; #At3, MM fth
Citation LBERBRERN HEEMMERRS, 28(2), 325-337
Issue Date 1971-12
Doc URL https://hdl. handle.net/2115/20890
Type departmental bulletin paper
File Information 28(2) P325-337. pdf

Hokkaido University Collection of Scholarly and Academic Papers : HUSCAP




R )11 e IR /b X O o B o 1
T &M & H T g™

Analysis of the Snowmelt Hydrograph in the
Kiyokawa River Basin, Hokkaido, Japan

By

Tetuya Kupo and Nobuo Mural
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Fig. 1. Location of Teshio River
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Fig. 2. Location of Kyokawa River Basin
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Recession curve during storm period
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Table 1. Calculation table of regression
ruz()ci&g/%gg> runoff g <410 4/sec
8 9@ @+ n @) q+1) n 9@ q@+1) n 9@ q(+1)
(4/sec) | (4/sec) (4/sec) | (b/sec) (¢/sec) | (8/sec) (4/sec) | (4/sec)
1 1057 587 1 426 356 8 157 141 15 53 48
2 659 447 2 356 304 9 100 78 16 133 100
3 619 426 - 3 304 252 10 64 52 17 83 65
4 587 411 4 288 240 11 44 37 18 51 45
5 447 365 5 240 204 12 32 28 19 40 36
6 426 356 6 204 177 13 117 93
7 411 350 7 177 157 14 76 65
HBIRE »=0997 HEEERE »=0.997
EIREEHE a=1.121756 mlEEH a=—0.070326
ElR#HE  5=0.542450 BEUFRE  5=0.999582

©rt), q¢+1): runoff at night during storm period.
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Fig. 4. Daily recession analysis
Q(;)>410 é/sec D & %’
log q:+1y=0.542450 log g +1.121756 (1)
gy <410 b/sec D & =
log g(e+1)= 0.999582 log g(»—0.070326 (2)

Fig. 5%, &) L Q) %, RS 587 4/sec & Lic L X OWKMBEY =T,

2. AMBKBROSH

RESKEZHETSE, 1ROXEY, BbHRERI LT ulbions, ARET
BRI X » T, HEEKEBCHIL ) REMGENATTL 5, £ L TR TR HBORR
BT L TS ROMEO &~ 7l 7 Y Bh b nh, BR%Z 0RFIC LD 2 LIXEL TR,



330 HEERFREREEARTERE $285 $27

4,=5871/sec
500
- 400
<
3
% 300+
3
S
;g 200+
N
2
1001
0 5 76 5
Days
Fig. 5. Runoff recession curve
Mini. Max.
%
é
7 204
A
1 3
2 10 S
? / / S 7
1 ] S 70} 2
11 : /
1 § ;
e 7
1 1 7
9 w9 n iz 13 M4 5 16 17 18 19 20 21 2 23 0 !
o’clock

Fig. 6. The time of maximum and minimum flow of a day
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=qo+86400§1£'|—_2f-1—‘-’i (3)
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Fig. 7. Separation of snowmelt hydrograph showing
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Fig. 8. Net volume of snowmelt runoff for one day
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Table 2. Daily flows net discharge (¢/sec)

. April May

18] 19 | 20 |21 |22 23| 24 | 25| 2 ) 27 ‘ 28 l 29 l 30 | 1] 2| 3
44| 155| 1601 ol 59| 79| 105| 180 | 164| 63! 132| 171 193] 121] 160 | 70
22| 106 | 156 54| 67| 66| 83| 102 5| 63| 91 69| 31| 69| 38
19 9| 111 (45| 57| 56| 70, 74| 4| 53| 71| 52| 26| 59| 33
16| 77| o4 | 38| 48 48| 50| 63| 3| 45| 60| 44| 21| 49| 28
14| 66, 80| | 33| 4| 40| 50| 53| 3| 38| 51| 38| 18| 41| 23
11| 5| 68 28| 35| 34| 43| 44| 2| 32| 43 32| 16, 36| 19
9| 47| 581 24| 20| 20| 37| 38| 2| 28| 37| 2| 13| 81| 16
9! 40| 49 20| 250 24| 32| 33| 1| 24! 81| 23] 11| 2| 13
7] 34 a 17 220 20 2| 28| 1| 20| 26| 19| 10| 22| 11
6( 29| 35 14| 18| 18| 22 23| 1| 17| 23| 16| 8| 18| 10
50 241 30 13015 15| 19| 20| 1| 14{ 19| 14l 7| 18] o9
5/ 21 25 1| 13| 12 16| 17| 1| 12| 16| 12| 5| 13| 8
4] 18] 2 9| 1| 11| 14| 14| 1| 10| 14! 10| 5, 1| 6
3] 15| 18 9| 9| 6| 12| 1| 1| 8| 12| 9| 4| 10| 4
2] 12| 15 71 7| 8| 1 1| 8| 10| 8| 3| 10| 4
13 6| 7 9 ol 6| 8 7| 2| 8| 3
1 6| 2 3
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Table 3. a(t) of unit-hydrograph (%)

April | May
18(19]22{23f24{25r28]29{30 1’2’3 &
250 | 196 | 154 | 164 | 207 | 264 | 259 | 250 | 333 | 309 | 287 | 235 | 250
125 | 134 | 141 | 139 | 131 | 122 | 124 | 132 | 119 | 102 | 117 | 128 | 126
108 | 114 118 | 118 | 11.2 | 102 104 | 104 | 90| 86 | 100 | 111 | 106
91| 97| 99| 100| 96| 86| 88| 88| 76 69 | 83 | 94 | 89
80| 84| 86| 85| 80| 73| 75| 75| 66 59 | 70 | 77| 76
63| 71| 73| 73| 68| 63| 63| 63| 55| 53 | 61, 64 | 64
51| 59| 63| 60| 58| 54| 55| 54| 47| 43 | 53 | 54 | 54
51| 51| 55| 52| 48| 47| 47| 45| 40| 36 | 44 44 | 47
40, 43| 45| 46| 40| 38| 39| 38| 33| 33| 37| 37| 39
34| 37| 370 37| 36| 32| 33| 34| 28| 26 | 31 34 | 33
28| 30| 34| 31| 30 28| 27| 28| 24| 23| 27| 30| =28
28 | 27| 29| 23| 24| 23| 24| 23| 21| 17| 22| 27| 24
23| 23| 24| 19| 22| 20| 20| 21| 17| 17| 19| 20| =20
17{ 20| 24| 15| 18| 18| 16| 18 16 13 17 | 13 17
il 15 18! 12! 16| 16| 16| 15| 14| 10| 17| 13 14

14l 18] 12| 11 12| o7 | 14] 10| 12
10 07 1.0
%
2}
15}
uw
10
5\—

n

I 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 6 T 17 93 4 75
Days
Fig. 9. Unit-hydrograph
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L d, FRICfe- TEM U ui) % Table 3 BT 5, 1ul) 1L ARSKEORS RO HEHI—
FEOWEEE S SODT, FHD wlp) DBHFE a@) ¥R, FHOEG R al) 11 Fig. 9 R
Lick 57, MHESRELD,
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EROCAMSKEYEHR T2, BECHAT2EES L BNEETEL T8 5 A%
FRHES L, BERBAOMS KOBRBLYBRAIT2HEKFHHERLELR T2,

722% ThHOBERSEOBRLEL, W TixRENL CEATRL,

FEDXFENFBAC S 5 ALRERBER R 2 W BlBIERR O, 1970 FRFREHOK
SERER S 2 1o, RERIL Fig. 2 @R T X5 EIOoFXECE I ESH250m 0ER
LefBL TS, BELCKRERIRE - BHE - AEThH- o, URIBSERARE
B, =7v—HEHE, T e HBREREN T, BIEIXRL IR,

IhbHOBRIZEEND, XiEiL 0°C Ll kD degree-hour, H & cal/cm?-day, BOEIIX
BARCCLUED E EZDEROHRADFHEm/sec 1 BIZ oW THEB L 72,

Table 4 12k FsROKIR - BHE - BEEL LV 2 THRHLABMIXEXHALTH S,

Table 4. Calculation table of regression

~

day ” T : R w Q Q
(degree-hour) | (cal/cm?-day) (m/sec) (X 103m3/day) | (X103m3/day)

April 18 1 51.8 398.6 74 8.7 11.6
19 2 143.0 421.3 12.3 73.9 55.6

22 3 85.5 424.7 10.3 36.4 29.3

23 4 153.7 407.4 9.3 45.7 45.3

24 5 148.8 425.6 7.7 46.1 434

25 6 297.9 424.7 5.1 64.1 67.8

28 7 195.2 4358 43 47.3 41.5

29 8 250.0 410.4 4.7 48.0 485

30 9 228.1 4426 5.5 679 60.3

May 1 10 255.7 382.0 72 27.0 545
11 286.3 357.7 8.0 55.5 55.1

12 307.7 2940 3.8 26.5 21.0

HAEEAKR r=0881

B 47 % B bo= —8.456048

RENF R br=1.052995
br=2.740476
bw=0.678134

REBRE  rro-rw=0.864
rre-7w=0.729
rweg.rr=0.600 ‘
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2T, BAEAEYSRIR - B4 - BEOKRERT, LORERITE S, TL@F
CRIBE T DRIZEERDO I LTENI YR DD, MR X 2 ERRIH 21T
ADY

HEtS K& Qit, K8 T (degree-hour), H§{E R(cal/c’m-day), AME W (m/sec) DBIH
Exizl, Q=F(T-Q-W) LR T3, HEYNEERL CTERRBINE T ER
% Table 4 ® FHicBF -, B¥HE4 A 18H~5 A3 DL O T, 3 AUKRIHBAOESEH
BALZECERD LB EDichs e, FRBEMAFENLBRAL .

&R, BREKkBEOHREEY O LTHL, Q1

log O = —8.456048+1.052995 log T'+2.740476 log R+0.678134log W (5)

R BERRTHES N, 4 B18A~5 A3 Ho#ERAMER Q % Table 4 DAMIC/RT, B
R E r 1L r=088l Lis oz, FidlicXowk, BRETHHRACIY, BREAEQR
AELELTLBDTHE2, HRALXBE, R2HRCL-TQOXEML, RRCERRITZ
R4, HEERI0BRERO Qb onEddn s i,

RHEBGRE S REEXOBMBABCHEE T EAVEAL S L, Kk - A4 - BEDIH
El 5T,

1

5 MEBFHMMOHETE

AMEHEE Q 3RS R al) CHEEIMEAES *EL, FRCOVTRML 1E
THBHME

Table 5. Calculation table of Q¢

April May Qc

17‘18‘19 20'21 22‘23 242526'27'28‘29 3012 3X1033’£{

April 17 |317 31.7
18 |26.4 29 293

19 |22.4] 15139 ' 378

2 190 12 7.0/138 410

21 1162 1.0 59135 0 36.6

22 |137 09 49 96| 0 7.8 36.4

23 |116 07 42 81 0o 39113 396

24 | 98 06 36/ 69 0 33 57109 06

25 | 83 05 30 59 0 28 48 55[17.0 476

% | 71 05 26 50 0 24 43 46 85142 490

27 | 60 04 22 42 0 20 34 39 7.2 88 54 43.4

28 | 51 03 18 35| o 17 29 33 60 64 04104 47

29 | 43 03 16/ 30 0 15 24 28 52 54 03 52121 440

30 | 36 02 13 26 0 12 21 23 43 46 03 44 61|151 48.0

May 1 |31 02 11| 22 o 1.0 18 20/ 37 38 03 37 51 76136 492
2 | 27 02 09 19 0 09 15 17 32 29 02 32 43 64 69138 50.6

3 01 08 1.6 o0 07 13 14 26 24 02 27 37 54 58 69 53 409
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Fig. 10. Comparison of actual and forecasted hydrograph

Q.= 5 a0 (6)

THLHIND.2, 3, 4DFEEND, FRCI P4 A18H~5 A3 3D Q. #EHH L T (Table5),
FAEBOEB LIc~ f VY rsy 572312 Fig. 10 @R L 1z, BL, nl% 16 TIHYH, <—x
L4 A1TRIXEREORE g0 ¢ ¢ PHOEBLELOTH S, XEWE (Fig. 10 © XE)
ERENAPR L DT (05~13mm), X EEOHHESBEEH 1,

Fig. 10 iz X % &, B#EFEREBOHBEIFERE S BRIKRELBG DL, KFO
FEEHIESTL T BE W25,

V. & & B &

EHOBWAKIMBEARND 1970 FREBEHOAMBEREXY TEL, BRAZSARORSR%ZIFR
Lice ¥RREERLBMBARELOMFRERD, AMEABELHEL, ~MFesr77%4
BL T EHE & B L e,

BRESKEORELIALCHALLAFECHEI NS, TOFERFIFKHBERO €71
TELEIND, FIPPE ¢ L ThRELBAAETEOTHR L T HBEHOHRE MR
BLich, SODRBERELVCHCAETINLRBROBECH S, SB35 LB EH
CEWTHERZ#EDTLE 2,

C OB I AR A L L,
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HERZ: MEREOTE SFRERFERE, 8 @), 1967, p. 357.

FiH OE-ERFIE-EEE-M RE)IMROBRE L ME MK ®mBEFIR, 40, 8, 1967, p. 34

B O DRENBROBSH Mo TENE, $£ 145, B33, p. 32.

K NERBNRRT PR~ £IUF 4% X CRBABNLC 50 5 BEOWE. BEH
¥, WEE, #2568, \M42E, p. 9.

FHEEE: RENOMIASH. EEHY, HEE %208, K374, p. 18L

Summary

The Kiyokawa River is a branch of the Teshio River and its drainage area is about

193 ha. The highest mountain in the basin is about 300 m above sea level.

Climate data and snowmelt runoff were taken at the avalanche observation station

and the gaging one as shown in Fig. 2.

Two recession equation (1) & (2) were found at midnight runoff in recession curves

in the summer floods as shown in Fig. 3.

The net volume of runoff for 1 day was derived from the hydrograph of 1970

snow melt season from the equations (1) & (2) as shown in Fig. 7.

Also derived was the unit-hydrograph of daily snowmelt discharge as shown in

Fig. 9.

Statistical correlation analyses could be calculated relating net volume of runoff for

1 day to its causes. The relation-ship could be expressed in equation (5).
Fig. 10 shows comparison of actual and forecasted hydrograph expressed the equation (6).



