3. SWATETFIIIC K B2018F L@ EBIREZED
BEE#RBEO LT W#EXICRIFTRECEHTISHE

Yuechao Chen' « FHEE)I] 3 « K& 544
Yuechao CHEN, Makoto NAKATSUGAWA and Hiroki OHASHI

M TERER AR LA e R AR
PR TRERF R TR FErt %
IS BRI AL R P

EE

HEICL o Tl EEZ S oRmE, HT~<0, ARSI KEX
PN DL A « LEDG E 70D, BARTIIHENZ T 57280, )11k
TO LRI I T HEOFEOWIRIIA K TH S.

AHFZE TIE201 84 AL iE IR IR AU HUE AT CORE)IFRI C oW, - Lib4E
PER LG OBBEEZRIET 572010, HERUKT A A RV —/LSWAT

(Soil and Water Assessment Tool) EF /L EZH WY I 2L —3T 3 L &{Tho
Tz, El, WHFEDOET VT A —ZZSWAT-CUP (Soil and Water
Assessment Tool Calibration and Uncertainty Program) 7% F\\N72/& BT & 3
IZEY, EWRHEEOET NV RT A —F I TRITHRRIC L > THRIEEN R E
.

WFIERE RIZSWATE 7 /L R E) IR C ORISR 2RI T 2 b—2 3
v C&E5HZ L E/RL, Nash-Sutclifferh®# 2% (Nash-Sutcliffe efficiency
coefficient: NSE) [F#ZIEHARICIRBUNTO0.61, WMEEHIFIZH - TIF0.74 & W\ 9 5
EEER L. £, HEZO LWAENKIEICHENT 2m2MiE L, KF
PSR CIT RN K B 72 0 o b A E BT, HIERDLATD3.5 b v /mm/ 47>
HHUERZICIX6.2 by /mm/ T~ 5 EHERE LT,

(F—7— K : SWAT ; SWAT-CUP ; ittt} ; Lb/AERE ; bt ; EE)
201 84 AL ¥fE1E AHAR HUER 2= )

S .
WL

=
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3.1. [FL&IC

HIERBIAR DO KIEZE NS HARREEZ R SETWDEY?Y . 2o, NENKEICHEIG LT 5 2
EMEETH DY, —F, WELKREZRARKEFEOFERNTHS. 20174F0 520194121, 2R CEE6
PLEO#IEIIE3NAEE X TERY, ZOHTH E D DITEETLL EOMEIT34A], EESLL Eo iz 32[A]
EE TSy, MEROBEHE T2 " REEFEMCOIZ > CABEICHEL 72597, MEZOW)I
WTORBEOEREEAMEAIERETH Y, ENEREITICT X LIIREL, MEERENNDS. Z
AUHIETEH, TR APE R NS C R B A KE T, 207 a ' AR A = X LAOMPIE A
o, HEER, WO LS OMIEEK TR E i E o TV Y.

HFZ AT A C O LAV lgRIC 5 % D Bt T DB 2R D B 72, KICET L OIER PR S
TW5, YIal—a UEINBRREL, IR TO B RBEL~DOIENET IO, KICEF /M
FRIKIEER OFHEMIECTIRE B O ) 70y — L L e 5T D AR T M X - C, IR
DA SGREZ BNV L 2 b —a VT 2 ERAEEL 20, FREMILOEE /Y — LT/ > T
WO 20 R IR, RERRIE A A DR EE O, HMEEHR T X7 A (Geographic
Information System: GIS), U -%E— ht& 27 (Remote Sensing: RS) L Wo=H T 7 /o v —|Z
L oT, HHBKLET VITEE/RMEL D TEY, HEROKTEA AL MY —L (SWAT) €5
L, FRICHE - TREB LY. BE, SWATE T WIHRANCE S A AN STV D4R KT
ETIND—DTHDH. SWATET MIHF O 2 IR BRI A & — L% { Ol CREES TR Y, KER
VXY AR BEROFHRNT Y0 RO L EEAr Y e SICHw LT DY,

20184 AV E MR A IR IC DD I, BB AN ED LI TR Y, TOEAITHEICE-T
FlE il 2 Sz AARIE O 2RI, JEE PRI O K RHEREY) DY BRR) 7o Re, HIRIC X 2 Bt
HEOHARRBER S L WS ZRIBEICH THR TN G222 202929 s 201 84E Ak i ABAR B 5=
Al O E B FRIBAIR D bl fe O Z BT DB RIE + IR SN TE 6T, AR TIEE
DX BRBEICROAMATZ LD THS.

2018AF AL MR B R 0%, RHE 2R EAE DN E BRI CTHRAE L, ZD7HRKED LA R
I - ARSRIBUVMTHERE - Jii L, (IBREEOVEREEIC R EREEL 52 5 LSS, AR TIX
SWATE T /L& W CHEENEEIFIKIC T 5 T ~5 2 22 ZHH L=, ARIZLLTDO3HE
HoMpk & 725, £90%, (1) Wk EiBic o 2 Ik o B4 B fE Lz £ T, SWATET /UIZ XD
HyRalb—varvoBEs2m b3 THD. Frrld®T L% % (warm-up) HARH - #IE
(calibration) HAR] « FAFE (validation) HARNCXZy L CiAH L=, Wiz, (2) BHISN TV DHHEE L%
EIEE (SS) L DOEMRICH S, FHEINLSSOZUMEEZRITL 2L THD. 512, (3) %47
fFge, BLHIFHAS, VEE & BRSO MHBERIfR A S, TR ICR D ET AT A—F EMIEL, T
kDB EHR T EEENE L.

3.2. Ak

3.2. 1. ®ERE

KGRI T AL E R OB E) Wk Ch 5. ki fEIL382.9 km’ , IVERIES23 kmTH Y, A
IRHEHR0~600 miZ o34 LT\ 5, JEEJIFEERICIE, JEEA A (1970F 830, HE/KmES2 km®. A%
KA 9.5 X 10°m’) & JEMEA & Q0174 #ZER M. KIEAT105.3 km’. ARk AE &3 X 10" m’)
D2ODRFKMA D 5. JEWR S A OEAKIBIIEENNTIL OB X235 01% 5O TE Y, ke Eo b
R LWEEI RITT BN RE VRIS, kO MBS S Ch o)1 (hbif
7o) @, BE (k) B (WATEEAR - i - BES), B (0D FW) B (RICHRE SV M -
Wia - ), BBl (bx32) B (EERE IV NE) BNEBZIER L, SO Ry, WiEE,
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7 v 27K, KNG OHERIK e E DG L2 T ki (77 7) FEREn b &> THERT
LTW5™. Z oML A & LARD & & 3R ILHIZ 23T T OB BAS T 2 AL AL vE-F i R A M O 4} -
MAHEIE R FEE L TWDY. F, BEEJIINRVATL K IERICIE S Y v E, Ay FHE WS AN
EOEWKEGRSAFAET 5. B-1NIEE Oy 2~ .

X-1 EE)IFEthEMap of Aduma River basin ((A) GSI: E 1 #hIEfE (2020)* ; (B) Open Street
Map Japan (2020) *”).

2018 F9 A6 H, JbiiE/EEN CREETZ BT 2 R %A Uiz, EBIRHIT A E42. 7 H %1420 TR S
1337.0 kmTH > 727, FEITAHBEOIZIE L TR T S, bifbhE CEETU EORMBENGEHF I -0
RO T Th o7, EIRHE L O MR 3005 = OREE Ottt - RoEs - i - Jea &
W O PR OE - WEE - Jeks, #iRlE o PR R S EEFT I O v M A B AR
2%, ZOR, KT emOMEE DS EICEFIRICOMA L TEY, ZOEROHEHTIE, HK4 emD FH T~
OBENA BE SN TS, WiEIEmAL A RICEEDY, HRICH LERA74°TH Y, Wi oLids &
Z15kmDIE S K 55, 20184E9 6 H03:00 & 20184E9 H 7H23: 59D 12459l BN L &, KAEMITER
K FmAE25 kmA I RO, F DEPDI5%ITIE £20~40 kmlZ /0 F L TN, 20184F o> Ay ABHR 55
= & EEIFREN O KB 2 i © 0%, BREME T CTOZERITTNITREL, Bl L TR HE
HZEERNZ EERLTDETY.

201 84E AL E BRI HE X DBV AR EE AL = U, 5 O KIBE ORI o B S -
Velts7p O LR 2 £ TR, 25 13 E200~400 miZ 7~ 5400 km* D F[EH# Tl X 7-. %
DOEFEITREF 1.8 km®, o BEEIFO E DI139.6 km* T, Hi19 V) ORAFEIIIT Im I KA.

X-2(2201 84 AL #E i AR R B B 12 & 2 R R O WEifg 2 B9 5. 38 X 24,5000 BT O 4} A s
HIEZIZBAE L, KEOLHROMA & 72 - TR it FHERE L=, R-31C I3 HIERIC X 0k & 7= &b AR
O, F iRk AR A A B-412 7.
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M-2 2018FitisEMRRAMETHREL-MEMAE ((A) BLtHERE (2017) * ; (B) Google
Earth (2020) *".

-3 2018t EEIRAEMMECTRE LEEEIRBEOMERED MR,
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X-4 EEIFEODESME.

3.2.2. SWATETIL

KE =R 2SR R (US Department of Agriculture-Agricultural Research Service: USDA-ARS) (T X
ST EINT-TEROKRT A A Y —/L (Soil and Water Assessment Tool: SWAT) 1%, HifEH:R
THROLLESHONOENTVWAKLETLVO—D2THDH. SWATET VI EHR > ET L THY, T
HIFIH O ZENZ L2 BWICO T 20T, RERRMEOKE~OZEZ TIT 57T S
7-.

3.2.2. 1. SWATET /LD ERER

SWATE T /MTXG - K3, 88 - BHURH, s - s A ER(L L, KGR, LRRH, $KE
WEER - KERSIRHOHER, Zh 6 OFHGER EDFHIETE S, WIS EE O ¥ 7 ki 4 E
SN, EINBEV TR R TR - RS - MU - BRIEREEIC L > TRUSE 2=y b

(Hydrological Response Units: HRU) Z3#]9%. AHRUIZH - CTlE, BRI E T 2EED B~ IZFHE S
T, TOREDREMICERSND. V7R OEHRUIZGEIT 2 Z LI2 k- T, WFEHE I
DIRYE B LRI DR A & WD o TE B TR BR D ZERIFFEZ DT TE 5. S BTGB I S D IEFE
HABETH L. SWATET L THW D EMAIIU FO@EY Th 5.

— 207 —



SW, =SW,+t) (R

i=1
ZIT, SWUIRHE AR E (mm), SWITHEAKSE (mm), XA TRINDEFRT, Ry,
IR (mm), QuidFEItHIE (mm), EJIAREE (mm), W, i3 HE~0REE (mm), Q,
FEIRAE (VX —r7u—) (mm) TH5H.
SWATE 7 /)L TIHEIE = = 3 —H L+ 5 (Modified Universal Soil Loss Equation: MUSLE)
ZHAWTRE L 0T T U E1T9. MUSLETCIHHEZ AW TRELZEE&(L L, TWAEE
EEETSH. #HERXT 2) omh Thb.

day surf - Ea - Wseep - ng) (1)

Sed=11.8x% (qurf X (peq X ATEAY )0‘56 xKxCxPxLSxCFRG (2)

Z 2T, Sedi¥IHRUM7Z Y OLWbAPER (ton/H), QudIREFHIE (mm/10™ m*), 2% E— 7 i
H&E (m'/s), area,  JFHRUDHEM THY, (10> m’), KITPLH THEH L (Universal Soil Loss Equation:
USLE) O 1R &fR%k (&), CIZUSLEDOWAENRIEMRS (MEKoT), PIXUSLEDMF MR (4
&ot), LSITUSLEDHIEHIEMRE (HEkor), CFRGITHIFRIZREMRE (ko) Tho.

3.2.2.2. SWATETILDANT—4
SWATEF /L TCANT HF—#1%, ¥fEiEEE7 L (DEM), tHUERTF—%, 37 —%, ST
—XThD. INHER-NIRT. TRTOMBT — X%, HEEER (WGS84) 25 A — hLEEfE
% (JGD2000//Japan Plane Rectangular CS1I ) (252 L 72 BT B H 5 . SWATI I HIERIE > A 7 A (GIS)
AVE =T 2 A ZADPEEIRE L CTHEHATE DIRIET YV 7Ny 75— ThH Y, SWAT2009 83— 3 >
DQGISA > ¥ —7 = A A X o> Ttk & Bt L, SWATET LVOAN T 7 A V&3 5.
DEMZEE/KIE A L, HEDO/RT A —22RDDH7-DICHLN D, JEEIFROEKIEKIL65D
T, EEHPEEEO10mA v 2 OBYEE T T VA2 VTl S, Bz, £z, 2014

EODIiécLéj:ﬂﬁlJﬂﬂ% vV aT—2 %A, HAEDHBIRLEIIHRD RT A —FFEEEIT, T
VIZAJILT=. 61T, 1/200,000F 14884 LA BEARHED LSBT — 2 2H L TW5. U
FOLHFIHT — % RO LT — 2 280 L 225K IR SHRUZEH LT, JEE)IFRODEMIZ X
HEE A, EHRIH, HEESEAR-5RT.

-1 EBEEIFREOSWATETILAAT—4.

T—HRHAT Py FEEE TR — R
HiE X ¥EE ST /L (DEM) 10m kot
d- i - 4348 100m SRS E)
T8 RREE 1/200,000 ESRRSGES
R K & 4504 55 RE¥EGIEE 2 —
B+ ARAUIR ) )
P o T A KR/ EERLHE -
H B2 AL ABIT
i B T A KA N A
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M-5 EHEJIFEOEFES (A), t#FA (B), £ESEE (C)

WIZHRHEEZHEE ST 5720, Jﬁéiﬂliﬁfﬁ@4500)l/~5f~%ﬁ?ﬁ Ef“@arﬁ%m%—?@&%ﬂﬁﬁ#a *
7o, MEESCMERELA R T 2720, 7 AXRX/EEFA R TORE « HIRKET —%, FHRET — &,
T AL R/ E NSRRI A T O ET — &, W%E%/*LW%@E(EU (COHBT—Z LT 5.

JEEINCBT 2 Bl &) LIEREY (SS) oBllixithbh Ty, 22T, MENTIEH D
DS EE DOBLHINE & bei U TR S 2% (SS) IZHRIMED & 272 E 9 2T L bk & O HEE O %
WMMEZFERT AL & Lo, WA, 20184F4 4 14H 752019412 H £ CTo 580 S COBNF — &
IZESNTWD. 720, TORIICT — 2 ZBfG T eho MR 4R H - 7-. —JF, EEBENLS
TI20154E 0> B 20194E 18 7= » TEAM T 7208, 2017457 H20 H 7> 52017459 F 30 H I I A3 5
ST EEX AOBRET —Z 12201541 H 1A 22520189 H S FIZ/T TOH D703, 20174 LLR:— R
DT —HPREL T, JFIRY SO AT —Z 13201848 A 10H 7252018411 H 10H £ T £2019
HEIH20H 2 H20194E6 H25SH £ TOH D TH -T2,

3.2.2.3. SWATETILDINT A—4A

SWATE T /VIZIZX R O s 7 — %, LHRIHT —%, TS ET—XITiE->TT 7 40 RO
TA—BEERT HEEND D, £, KT A—FEREOKILT — % B L OSWAT-CUP% T
FIIET 5 Z LM TE 5. AR TIESWAT-CUP%E FWT, WiHi/NT A —F OEE T 21T\, Fhil
P THENT A =R L LT-. £, SWAT-CUPD Z' 1 — )UK HTsRE 2 L, B b iR
DENFLH /T A — X R ET 272 DI E STz, MHEOBIIEEDR T A —X
X, EEERERIESAE (TIMP), B—7F 2 /3—(CN2), 12721 HFSOERE (SMFMN), 6H21
AR O@E R 2 (SMFMX), XUREEE (TLAPS), mlaEfr/K& (SOL_AWC), @5 LERE (SMTMP),
ARI)NDFhFKREE (CH.K2, CH.K1), f/IMEEEAKFE (SNOCOVMX), AJND~ = 7HEMR
¥ (n) & (CH_N2, CH_NI), ZKJHHE/R% (ESCO), /K= (PLAPS), MZiEE (SFTMP) Th
ST, WIZ, BEOFREWIRIH/NT A—2RN— 7 3 v LRI IG (SUFI—Z) THAITY ALK
AWTHBMCHE SN TELNS. SWATET L& AW CIHEMICO R 23 E ™M TN, FHE O E
(warm—up) HIRE] A 200947 520144F, #1E (calibration) HAR A 2015422520174 L L, SWAT-CUP
ZHWTHHE RN A= 2wt 35, 60T XA —4%%2HWT, KFE (validation) ¥ IZH7=5
mmi#%mw¢®ﬁM%%ﬁﬁ¢5

—J7, LWEEICETDET AT A =2, BT —Z B2, SWAT-CUPZ H T2 & 45
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P e IR 24T 5 Z LN TE RV, @EOIATHNE, HHHHE, BH SN THLEE L O L2 &
S CRITERAANCMIEIND U R 2 b—a VERA, TOIEERE ST,
R-2IEENRBICE A L7285 T A—F DO—F % r.

K2 EBEINRETEREDSLSWATETILODI/INT A —4.

B | 5T A—sk | ors T Mg
v_TIMP.bsns 1 FE TR IR 1 0.22
r_CN2.mgt#tk 2 TR SAE T TO Y DSCSHEH A — 7 F 3 — 73 60
v_SMFMN .bsnsx 3 12 (ijjfoioé”iiﬁ& 45 3.17
v_SMFMX.bsn 4 6 H 21 H FF O Fh ELR 4% (mm H,0/°C-day) 4.5 10
v_TLAPS.sub 5 SRR (°C/km) 0 —6
v_SOL_AWC.sol 6 THEE o FTEER /K # (mm H,O/mm) 0.143 0.0003
‘ v_SMTMP.bsn 7 e KL IR EE (°C) 0.5 —0.83
et v_CH_K2.1te 8 AN D FE5hFE K% EL (mm/h) 0 4.58
v_CH_K1.sub 9 SN D FEzhids K A% %L (mm/h) 0 19.65
v_SNOCOVMX.bsn | 10 fe/MEE B 7K (mm H,0) 1 0.05
v_CH_N2.rte 11 KD~ = FHEGZE () & 0.014 0.07
v_CH_Nl1.sub 12 TN~ = FTHERE () & 0.014 0.12
v_ESCO.bsn 13 RFEAIELR S 0.95 0.85
v_PLAPS.bsn 14 Rt /K == (mm H,O/km) 0 200
v_SFTMP.bsn 15 W S5 B (°C) 1 —2.93
I INTRA—H L, N HiERT | HE%
v_CH_COVrte TRE AR 0 0.8
v_SPCON.bsn 7k%t§%ﬁ%mﬁ%;ﬁi \/(,E LA AR 0.0001 0.01
e _ (lm(ear re*(entrflmed)\/\ 7 A —\& \
[7pES v_SPEXP.bsn x +fiﬁi%2ﬁf$i; Z V_;;E;{ ) 1 1.5
v_CH_EROD.rte ER BRI 0 0.5
v_USLE_K_sol USLE HHE &7 % 0.265 0.65

*PLAET- (B mg) 1X, /XT A —FBRAELTWBSWATO 7 7 A V&7
wkfEA 7 (V) 1ZFTE OFLFH D O DIEIZ K D /37 A —F OREEZFET.

sk (B (1) 1337 A —F OYUFEOEAL R TICBIT 2E(LEE L, ZOMEIESWATT — & X— 2776 OfEIC
1+FTEDFIPHO 7 7 7 X —%INTFT2b D TH 5.

3.2. 2. 4. S EFER O

AHFFE TIESWATE T /L O FBIMEIZE L C3 2Ol FiE 28 M Lz, REFRER™, Nash-Sutcliffe
efficiency (NSE)*, /S—% > h/34 7 Z (PBIAS)* T&# 5. R, NSE, PBIASIZ T (3), (4), (5)
DEIITREIND.

— 210 —



T. N2 1 -\2 (3)
\/Z(oi—o z(sl—sj
‘Z(Oi_sl)2
NSE=1--= — (4)
509
Z(Oi_sl)
PBIAS = = —— (5)
2.0,

2T, TIHEHERE (B#%), O IFfsiilcB T 28IMME, SISz 25H5EME, OXBIANME DY),
SIZETEME O TH 5. AT, BITHFEOM RICH S %, NSE>0.6, R>0.73 L O'PBIAS==*
25%Z T2 ANE, FEEMEN IV H O L L.

3.3. R
3.3. 1. REEDHTERER

AW T EOFHICE W TUREDOBEW R T A —Z [ IR-2ITRTISMEDO T A =X ThoT-. Zih
SIET 7 4V MEDHSWAT-CUPZ FHIW T S, B R & OSBRI O, HMEZOY I 2
L—ya URERIIHERT LV b RIFTh 70, &<, BAMEEZ R T CH KI1E L OCH_K2D &L 23 <,
ZDXEDIRNRNT A—H~DOFEL, MERISEKRENERL, HKB~OFE L FiHOBMNA KR X
TREREHERI SN D, M T, MEBIC KV AFE SN EWAEICHERE L, —RrAOIC BRIk & BT
L CW e aTREME S HER S 5.

MHEOHIERZ -6, FHIEEE2R-31C~T. BEHMIZH T, R230.69, NSEZ30.61, PBIAS
217.3%, F£7-, WEEHIZIBWT, R*30.77, NSE730.74, PBIAS/S-8%Th ¥, B/ FHIMEN R
T 72, 28, 201747 H20H /52017429 H 30 H £ COBME o KN, BEHFOHBEBEEETO
FRKEEZEZ bND. TREEDOFER & e 2FEMEKRITERREE CH 5720, EE) LiRkoEERSG
TOKNKZR-MER LT, FBRID, 2015F0H2019F 20T T, BAKEIZHTHMHEDOLTH
DU R OEIME 2 LY 5. 70k, 2019 OREKEI, 2015402520194 D5/ T/ & 725 T
W5, HUERTORKEICE L TiX, 201844 A 725201849 H o#E £ T2, SHEO FE R RWNEFNH
ST, ZOFRTHEELOKEE LTI, 20184E8H13~18HIZH 72D THDH. ZIHIC O TIE
TR DBATICB W T 2B T ANENRD 5.
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X-6 EEINIZEITIREEDHRER
QO15EMNL2019FNDEEBICE (T HBHAER LHERREDLLLE,
GE) BRHERIF2017E7A20B59A30B X TRAIELZ->TLNS.)

x-3 MHEYIaL—Y 3 vOFHETER

JE BB A R’ NSE PBIAS
WEHIR (2015~2017) 0.69 0.61 17.3%
FREEHIR (2018~2019) 0.77 0.74 8%
x4 REOKIZ (BEERHBRAEKE, A=232.14km?)
G V) 2015 (mm) | 2016 (mm) | 2017 (mm) | 2018 (mm) 2019 (mm) | Average (mm)
Rk & 1274 1540 1171 1451 1067 1301
e 994 1299 1068 1253 999 1122
W25 280 241 103 198 68 179
i & 585 835 490 918 615 689
Tt HH e/ K e 0.46 0.54 0.42 0.63 0.58 0.43

3.3.2. TREIEEDHETE

BIE &R IS (SS) 1XBIMRIEDR & 5 & D RLfR 20273920000 7 1y - R ST SSHAELI X
T L R A HAUE, Y RHEEN R STV D EHIW Lz, ABFETIE, RS B IX AL
RS 7= 0 Ol E S L (g/s), i (m’/s) ESSEE (mg/L=g/m’) ZFLI-H0 &5, H5HE
B CE S NS & HER S B s &2 R LR A R-70r T, RN L E— 2 1 3E—
BHLTWDHZEnbny, twEEENEPMICERILTE TS O L HErT 5.

WE ORI, EWEEOZEZHWTAEHRE L CEEREREZ L. B-72425 &, 20184FE0%
JEL G LT, 20194 ICHENRKESHER L TWD Z EN005. SHIZE D L, 20184 dtERIE K
ERHIEEDOEZIITBEE O KITR 5N 7208, 20198 LIBICE R L TWA Z Enbnd., 20
X, ERICHDERS LBEIRLT, BEEJFRIKOKAMD EH- L, #HEICER L THRFEL -t
e TSI F L7 En ZE 2 6L 5d.
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X-7 BESAMES IW@MEEFREOLE HREDR)

BWEOWKRICERNFER Lo TNDHEEXLONRARTH S, 20182 HZNLIFTIC H10 mm/hiZ
EOBEMRNH D EWEITB L ZE500 NTUL 72> T2, —J7, 201940 K¥EEE 135 L £ 1000 NTU %
TR LTV D, 202 & ITHEES O VG H OBIME R 2 BT T 5.

LL, B-70-WE RO REE 2D &, 20184EF20194E L0 K& < o> TR, HEEOMHE®N
EREGMENI, B L@ Y, HEICER L CRED LWR)INIRA - #EE L, HDHWIEEK ST
PRHIZS20194F 12881 D KRED LbEZ i Z L2 FREMER S 5. B-7IC L 5 &, HERT% THABLIHIAR
DIEE & TWEEBEOBBRMEIIRE B L. 202 ERMERABRVELZRTO LRI KE 2
WREZRIZLTCNDERDLND. £IT, AR TIE, LITHE, BiHGRA, BEBIHME & Lrblhk &
AHRMEOHBEEREZ RIS, MEROEWIEIRDTT AT A4, L DI R-2R T E R
¥ (CH_COV), KABAMERBREOBMIEH - 1A > A > (linear re-entrained) /3T A —% (SPCO),
IKBHEFERE ORIE T LA > A2 | (linear re—entrained) /37 X — & 53¢ (SPEXP), [ EZAR
% (CH_EROD) ZfEIEL7-. HUEIC X DRHEAMEL ORI, WEOMAEICRELHF252LT
FHEOREZ ARSI, ML EIREZ R T L CHET S LHERIESND. ZNDITHRDET LR
TA—REPEL, MEROELARMESES Z L2k, HMEHOEEBHME S L% EHRMED
FRBARAMR DREE M) B A X - 72

B-8I1CIMEIE SN ET AT A — 4 & VTR S MUk o Tk i oR R 2 r 7. B-8%
FOE9C LD &, BIELIZETANTA—Z 5T 52 LT, b RO Z IR 2 ¥ 2B RE
SHDLENTETWVDLZ ERb0D. Fiz, HIERIE CO AR RS 720 OB S O s
BER-DIIRT. KREMNMIAD L, HAEREYSTZY O LS E X ERTD3.5 b > /mm/FE0 5 HE
BITIX6.2 b /mm/ I L7 RSN, Fx ) T L—va anE g E (b LI
SS) DBUNT —Z e n=®, ZOHEEHIR A OFRTHY, SOLARIMIAERMLETHD.
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H-8 20184 LG EERRMERDBETFILAS A—2 EAV - BERIEL THE%EHEE
DHB (HEEHAR).

X-9 2018&iLimEEREAMEAROBEERAME L LREEEFEEOHEEER (FHERERR)

-5 2018FLiBERIRRAMEFANMR COEMBKEL Y DLHEEE (XRBAR)

- bt B R K B A AN bt &
(k) (mm) (t/mm/ %)
2018.1-2018.8 2755.3 1053.2 35
2018.10-2019.12 9754.6 1261.6 6.2

3.4, X
A AP KI OB L EZE L7299 Z TETNNT A—F B LT-Z & T, SWAT CHUER#% DOt H & -
TS RO BN/ ST, S TFSRIC IS X, 201 84F ALy IR B R K OV AU RE 5 RO AR 70
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REARE DR, BRI TIIERA 2 WR Y MHEAEITEE W e B2 o s, MERIZHEZ - )
HREIFIRBIBETERINTEDLOTHY, ZOHEELHH TEX ZSWATOFHANEERTHD.

T ERIZOWTIE, HIERRIT% OWEE O OB E & Tk EOBREELZE LT, Figko T
AEFECTR N DS B IS 8 5 2 L R T E 5. JeATArgE, BItERA, BN & L
KRR FEAEOMHBBRICESS VI a2 b—va VERITERA T2 L C, HBEZOET L/NT A—H R
EESH, tWEEENEYICHER I, sFEOMRE, HEARBKEYS =D O Wik iEd o
3.5 h v /mm/HEN S HIER 6.2 b 2 /mm/ TN L7- 2 & B3 HERF S 7.

SWATE T /L%, EWRHOBERRRMBNTY — L THY, WMkOZEEKL, EWRHEREZ I 2L
—varT&5. SWATET LVOERIZENT, WEDODRWT —% L 2872 /3T7 A —F ~OBfRH)PEE
Thsn. —FHT, SWATET MIFIWL 20 OR{ b H 5. Flx1E, GISSKRENVIZ EDOBEMEF [T O
7 M7 OFEHNHET — 2 OMEFFICLETH YD, HILEDT IFIH LIED 2 OIERS TIER .
F72, SWATET VX, RO ZEELRME LAY RREZ, T —%, [BET —Z21E0r0T7T—4 % A
LTI ab—a %795, SWATET /WET — X K OET UEEIZHEINH 5729, BLEORN
EHEICBETERNIELHY, TORE, T ART A= EFEERIENE O W KR e
V. FDTODOEIECOVEEN AR ERD.

AW T, FIHFRERBIH T — 2 12N T, JEE)IHIER T O bk 2 & IF T HUER VR E O
ENZOWTHGRE L7228, EMICO- 2B L CIXER DG TNV ETH D, 40 & Z A
IZH DA XORE I LN HICIIBEI CE 3, WIRICHBEL CW A REMER S S, Tz, 2018
FEARRE B HCER R O JE B~ D REIF B A R T 5121%, Rk A BREESR 48004 5 M2
N b.

3.5. BhYIC
ARG TIE, HEROKT A AL bV —b (SWAT) Z MV, JEE)IHEE T4 L7-20184EdbiiE
NEIE HC IR R O T bt B O L 2 Lz, FE#ERIILLTOEY Thb.
® ¥ LATKIMOIEN 2B L, SWATE T /LIZ L » CEEJIRR O EfR L 8L, EHcbrE5
MHBAREELSHET L LN TE. ZOBICSWAT-CUPEZ HIWT, WHHICET 5 EF AR5
A —F DNEUNIERE S 7.
® VS L LRI LR D i s L OB EE (L OIRZRIC LV, 201 84 AV AR B B % Tl HRb R Y
DOFENEAL LT Z R STz, F72, MR, IR C i A N3 2 23 /e &
ni-.
O fl x4 OHEFFER & LC, HAIFFEAKRERY -V O LWt &N ERTD3.5 b > /mm/ 0 5 HiFER 06.2
ko /mm/ TINS5 2 &R ST

HitE

AMFFEOFERIZ S 720, [E L2384 ALiE B3 R 3 K ORHEE O] AV EL RIFRE S O ¥R I XA ik /e
TEMERIN =720, 72, ENCAFZEBIRIEA - R ARFICAT O FEH )| T — L, KEBREERET —
L3 X OARIEE KPR R TP ZeRe o)1 - pietsk Topmige s (R ELSLAEER) , K BEIRG K - BREEmFgeE (T
IKEEATH%), HUBBS 208 (T E) (4 B M ARHEEEZ, A T-RHTHEEER) (I3 04T
IEEA K> T elEnWiz, 61, —EIMEREN « ALHRER) T EIIEARF R R 2Bk 2@ L T2
KR THEE NP2, 22 L CHEEET 5.
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