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M L7, F7-BEmues Table 1. Catchment area, usual discharge and land use.
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Table 2. Mean values and coeflicient of variations(CV) of the concentrations of
phosphorus (mg/L) of the rivers in the study period.

Total P Dissolved P Particulate P PO,”-P
mean Ccv mean Ccv mean Ccv mean CvV

Umeda River 0.548  0.17  0.458 020 0.090 043  0.420 0.22
Hamada River 0.712 036  0.574 024  0.138 123 0.538 0.25
Small Channel 0.631 0.61 0.265 059  0.366 078  0.164 0.57
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Table 3. Values of the constants n and ¢ and the correlation coefficient(R)of the regression
model of L =c Q ", where L is specific load(g/s/kmz), Q is specific flow(m*/s).

n c R
Umeda River 1.51 2.0 0.93
TP Hamada River 1.71 104 0.98
Small Channel 1.60 9.7 0.93
- Umeda River 1.62 2.5 0.90
DpP Hamada River 1.30 2.1 0.98
Small Channel 1.42 2.6 0.95
Umeda River 1.79 1.2 0.94
PP Hamada River 2.05 9.5 0.95
Small Channel 2.15 149 0.92
Umeda River 1.11 0.6 0.99
PO,”-P Hamada River 1.30 1.8 0.97
Small Channel 1.09 1.1 0.97
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Propprtion of agricultural land use (%)

Figure 1. Relationship between the n value of the
studied river and the proportion of agricultural

—602—

land use.
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