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ON THE VARIATIONS OF UNIT HYDROGRAPH RESULTED FROM
THE VARIATIONS OF RAINFALL CONDITIONS
(Trans. of JSCE, No.32, March 1956)
Dr. Eng. Tojiro Ishihara, C. E. Member and Akiharu, Kanamaru C.E. Assoc. Member.

Synopsis In this paper, we have considered the variations of unit hydrograph resulted from
the variations of areal and hourly distributions of rainfall in Japanese river basins, and pro-
posed a method to make clear the effects of the variations of rainfall conditions on the unit
hydrograph.

Applying the method, as proposed herein, to the YURA RIVER, we obtained such satisfactory
results as it would be able to suggest many noticable points about the application of unit hy-
drograph method to Japanese rivers.
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Fig. 4 Relation between the ratio of unit peak flow and the lag time.
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Fig. 6 Variation of unit hydrographs resulted from the variation of rainfall intensity
(the Yura River).
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