FAFRIBELT FRRERICK PRSI

INRIg< B SREE R 0 TER I 1 AT

BERE T T B [ il
JohEk¥ TH® O ¥iB o L K

1. &xirs
1908089508 BB I A3EER s (BB RuRBaR ko BB B TRELTWS, B
BrotofRhEtto—>th s, MEXQAARDKI0 | 380, oamBFXET 3R ZY,
2%, Bt tokEB Y , Rk HBIL, BEBERRC > 0 TBIRE $ P LEESR
Bt B2 L REa KBRS, T,

W wEBKA (BERaT¥) oS, ) AEER s s#E
VomBuaittotaoapruoy, ABERcOrE o il £5%TE0TEHD, —2, Dokl
Rub®dER B e U 5HIR MR 1A% T 5,

2. RETPhIHE

WBER BN, —4R<3A LB =REXI £5chRT 3, zodg G
M, Fu)s BT L 3 BEE REARAB < ) Fhancns, & 0
BT LB o, BESRAT kB 5 RER 0Bl (19711373
FHRI LT RSB,

R ARREME, ZRoREAwERL, YosmEnPafasic
B, RREFELINSB,

(=)
A

Snowmelt

) L L
1 35U oT 0.0 Dec. Jan. Feb. Mar. Apr.
==l l57) ot ¢ (57 ),0] (2.1) .
L 9L “z=0 9L “z=0 Fig. 1 Snowmelt by conduction
. -~ ¥ o cal from the ground. In the drainage-
M - B g i ( 8Fsee - cn®) A t@Wz.aﬁgf. ¢ "’C/-cmz‘sec) of Kanayama Dam.

L KoReHBRL (calg U HPRE (o,

K ﬁ%m?ﬁi‘?( S‘i‘/bcm{sec) T :ﬁ@vﬁ%ﬁ (°c) "
(2. DK HOT, BB IED £ SRS poEhehBI 5 computed
B9 ErABEACx VBRARBnsHB AT, RER B »
TR 2 A 55 SRR SROR R R0, B2REHR T i
FHZLETETL, (P LERCI S 12AE, BRAR BRr« X ':10—0__ ]
sctuscBBorBo arrsr i o B ®Be >, TRBPa® <o wriic 00— ';a—,,__TF_e;._';;:-'zr_
1971 1972

SL SIS , #2 R BRER 2, ket ma?W@%%ﬂg Fig. 2 Comparison between observed
R TR FIHETIIT A= 1.0 (Abc.ansec )n il 5 11z, ?iﬁysff,ﬁ“{il?y’ and daily runoff
Fig. 3R T LY iR o418 clop o RRA® s B2 L T, BB the ground at Kanayama Dam.
ECHEE LT, (2. )X a 6T R 2 BEER L HF N bwBTok
B EFg. L iRy, BRI NR <, i TSRBB QAT AIT 0.3 (mm/dgy) T &3, THER
BRI 50 1.6(Mhee) ©, BES1BARBE LU T 4 FINBoBMEEFE ., TV%, Fig.2127T
S, wHEEREHKL 3 ERBe Lzthntos,
3. WERE=»YIREE

RERBIACHS 34 A <, IRLcET B 22, 4R FBHAERIHT TN, & Cold-

Content oRl2 I B BE Ko @B > <t RILE, —%, Fig. 3oRiP = RIU T4

—139—



AR MBI 0, RBE RN LR BE LA LR, N
3.1 B E ¥ 1 A

BEHPTc LT, CBERYRN 2Ly LRBRT, BIZHM £ N s
AR R E R B S ST Table. 11\ =7, 1:200,000 '
Ei‘lfxﬁmﬁf‘gﬁw‘? Fow<l, KBS aFREREZ 280
zi&ﬁﬁ)ﬁb 21 05 F(Method 1) 3 BER o %?mﬁdfﬁfrsﬁfﬁg )
%‘E»@JE’.? 6 EV) Z‘, ﬁ'ﬁ:ﬁ'%ﬁ@mmg’ﬁ AW:L‘J iKRT‘ ihﬁ: 6:: Kanayama . (
AW = (AWn - aWe)(1- o) (3.1) = ok i
zz l:’ AWM . ﬁ‘ﬂ:ﬂﬁ'Fsﬁ@ 0)55% mﬁ@fﬁdﬁi A'Sl;lall draina%e\ 4
W R mrehe er BR et ) S\
AWE : BAEERG 0 EE oE¥ o B0E 10 3 The axstonge aves or(iro0
R T ottt i oo
o HELRECSWrsE5INIC3KE Tabie. 1
? 2 055-‘2\ (MQTHOC{ 2) |;}'i§2§§0}4ﬁ Ié 7 ‘7 T<M 3 Location Date Elevatio Snow depth
taz, Hin#M-oREE akX < Ekhe b, 1972
SAPPORO Mar. 15-18 15 m 70 -~ 60 cm
AWz =9.-aS (3.12) 1973
Zz\:’ fs : ﬁg%gm%ﬁ 1;4.:: 24-30 15 m | 45 ~ 20 cm
. BEEHaaTE KANAYAMA 1;.1;;. 7-12 | 300 m | 52 ~ 36 cm
SEEEoREIC o113, EvkiiriesE & B Apr. 10-16 | 420 m | 47 ~ 19 em

UAERIE (CN-1) £, BEr S imoGsREBEL 7, Mo s BREKAZ L, = 5B
wTaB@E (0, 30, 50, 100, 150cma%..,\ﬁ-_zﬁ7iﬂ%’r€ REL, BRcowT S~
He iR E u&ive»ﬂl)tt LT, Bz »>uia, BRE 50,100 m o B> 7 304, 9 15166 o BB £ 54X
VPR £ Ko, LB >0, Methodlmsﬁkzmﬁawg ERBLE,
3.2 #ERvEH i
iﬁ,"’iiﬁll%?“(, Fe o BR aBEFALREFig. 6277, -5 Fig.7 e n ngﬂ.
BEoEoBEBEM I ERT, Biehunt, Qm, Qma i, EHTH
Method 1, Method 2 = % B2E awy, aW: 12 80 lgrE EURIET H 5,
QrAREFRREE v 8B N EOPRREHE £ 5 b T, Qe @ Method 1124 338
F4E aWe 12 600 “g, ERC ARG, BRE ALY, QuuRriiEEE <, |
27Ta KBS AL LTHBNE R AR R (3. 3) e Aok,
Qp= 32x207 T, (%2 ) (3.3) 0
2212, Tise, Vio R BEEIMa B 15135 %R (), BE (Me) Tk 3, -5
QWIARLr sk DM 3BRE L 3BAKE s> naBBADT,

15

10

Qw - Qr+Qr-Qr (3.4) € 9 12 15 18br
. s Fig. 6 Comparison of heat
ZH 3@%%# RarZ e mﬁzb factors. ( per hour )

1) REEm-< wmm@»mr'kr A AORR P E R LT LD, FRlicxsy, 9B AR w
ABo FoRpRIBHE Qe <, ZofBRBAE0 = #E2, 4875 Cold - contenta R F3 DT a LB
b3, %, #IHLINTHACHBR L .75y, BBomky 3B P zoB s B, Tosd
ABELTOD,  2) KR Y ZAZHRBE Qp, g oo EAEE Qp a RFHARAP, K2 LB, HEQ
ATz RLTV S, 3) MEFoRIAN ERRIIATE < Y 3t 0T, ERRT el r XL

—140—



TuB, dho, BUMEL ) o BREE A ke R, BHBEREELI0S,

Fig. 8103, 1973 44 52 RANEDwE,
3.3 RAYRES,HEA

FiE ks, RERECH (T2 EWER (BukE
A CBERRAES Y <FRLINE, HoARHE
111 > HEA S s BERER R, B s Tri
WIBAHE R BB THS, L amsERaR
MichuT, B EriRbiggtE € 929 303 BHT
t<, AFTELEATER O B FHERS & 5 £ 550,
R EZCRCER 0 —E T EF 0T EEREMs &) kX

To, REWHP <5 3BBRATERT,

Cal

[4447 -

Ms = Cas BV )T oMK R L HAo BRI R

BrH% o RBANBESNTWLS,

iu?ﬂsé %28 AW v S oM R X A RTKIL
F1RERSN S 0BT, tofta RRETTEDT
20T s B eRWIRL TV A, BURE o BEAER G
F1ARERT BT L ERBLT LD,

1972,1973 % o BLEER C £, BRoBEWIN 3 <
(L, AR o BRI A~ 3 % ORI R & LR 1 8
Edol#le LIRIVE>Zeicss, RERLFR
BlomMB<R& R 3k o<, LR 0B B £ Toble2
AT, ZozZerst MR MaBAET
BB HE L tXELL B,

—HE<k 1) 3 The FRRER, KR« Fig 97T,
1972,1973% 8248 p 4 RX €48,

N _
0 | S QA QA
- QE o x QE
-50 | T e
L
1 i 1 1 1 1 1 1. i | b 1 1 1.1
Mar.1718.1930. 2426282930. Apr.8.9.10.11111213. 141516.
1972 1973 1972 1973
SAPPORO KANAYAMA

Fig. 7 Comparison of heat factors. ( per day)

da
cm \
40 | Nt ’\\
30 \ ______ \
20| A\
10
Q
Apr.11 12 13 14 15 16 (day)
Fig. 8  Surface lowering of a snowpack

Corelation between snow melt and each factor
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