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Comparing the observed and the estimated lag times

7] & Q v Leca /v i in) (hr,)
5 (B/A/%) A -
(m3/s) (m/s) (hr,) ty tr A A (%)
Nenagh (A=295km? L.,=18.5km), C=4,65
1 24/01/58 21.18 1,032 4,98 25,2 23,4 1,8 7.1
2 28/01/58 25,61 1.092 4,71 21.0 22.1 1.1 5.3
3 23/02/58 23.10 1,058 4,86 20,5 22.8 2.3 11.4
4 18/12/58 32,27 1,171 4.39 24,4 20.6 3.8 15.5
5 31/12/58 22,92 1,056 4,87 20.8 22,9 2,1 9,9
6 6/01/59 21,18 1.032 4.98 22,3 23,4 1.1 5,0
7 12/11/59 18,84 0.997 5.15 27.9 24,2 3.7 13.1
8 6 '12/59 22,05 1,044 4,92 21.3 23,1 1.8 8.6
9 9,'12/59 27,74 1.118 4,60 16.9 21,6 4,7 27.8
10 23/12/59 26,53 1.103 4,66 18.7 21.9 3.2 17.1
11 25/12/59 32,27 1,171 1,39 18,7 20,6 1.9 10,3
12 26/12/59 55,25 1,387 3,71l 16,7 17.4 0.7 4,2
13 29/12/59 41,60 1.267 4,06 20,9 19.1 1.8 8.8
14 31/12/59 35,29 1.204 4,27 20,0 20,1 0.1 0.5
15 20/01/60 21,18 1.032 4,08 23.0 23,1 0,4 1,7
16 22/01/60 22,92 1,156 4.86 21,7 92.90 1.2 5.1
17 25/01/60 26.53 1.103 4,66 19,3 21.9 2,6 13.5
18 14/09,/60 40,52 1,257 1,09 21.2 19.2 2,0 9.4
19 17/69/60 34,48 1.195 4,30 21,4 20,2 1.2 5.9
20 19/09/60 44.33 1,293 3.97 22.7 18,7 4.0  17.7
21 1/11/62 55,25 1.387 3.71 20,2 17,4 2.8 16.0
22 10/11/60 32,27 1.171 4.39 19,1 20.6 1.5 8.0
Yl 2.1 10.1
JrFEHE (A=159km?, L¢,=12,.6km) , C=2.58
1 24/09/60 1100,0 3,00 1.17 4,36 3,02 1.34 30,8
2 4/10/61 1190,0 3,09 1.13 2,64 2,92 0,28 10.4
3 24/06/62 250,0 1,94 1.80 4,01 4,64 ©.63 15,8
4 23/07,/62 418.,0 2,26 1,59 1.52 4.10 0,42 9,2
3 11/09/63 1050,0 3,50 1,00 3.43 2.58 0.85 24.8
6 20/08/65 398.,0 2.55 1.37 3,27 3.58 0.26 8.1
7 2/06/7tL 198,0 1.84 1.9v 4,63 4,99 0,27 5.9
8 2,067,753 239,0 2,08 1.68 3.87 4,33 0,46 12.0
e 0.56  14.6
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£ pisding Q A Leu/v s 5 (hr,)
= (HB/R/%E) A -
(m3/s) (m/s) (hr,) ty ty A AC%)
dell (A=252km2 1,.,=16,5km) , C=2,36
1 10/08/75 1180,0 1,90 2.41 6.59 5.69 0.90 18,7
2 7/10/75 464,0 1,66 2.76 6.03 6.51 0.48 8,0
3 24/05/76 387,0 1.48 3.10 8.29 7.82 0,97 11,7
4 26/07/77 655,0 1,69 2,71 7.00 6.40 0.60 8.6
5 26/09/77 1210.0 1,98 2,32 4,34 5.48 1.14 26,3
6 28705/78 559.0 1,76 2,60 6,03 6.14 0.11 1.8
7 24/08/79 273.0 1,53 3.00 7.01 7.08 0.07 1,0
8 5/08/80 321,0 1,60 2.87 6.37 6,77 0,40 6.3
9 20/08,80 139.0 1,59 2,88 8,71 6,80 0,09 1.3
kil 0,53 8,7
ILE (A=64km?, Lc,=7.4km), C=6.52
1 28/06,/63 59.5 2.30 0.89 5.58 5.85 0,27 4,8
2 10/06,/64 62,9 2,20 0.93 6,82 6,11 0,71 10,4
3 24/06/63 41,7 2.10 0.98 5.67 6.40 0,73 13.0
4 25/06/65 124.0 2.65 0.78 5.45 5.08 0.37 6.9
5 3/10/65 79.0 2.41 0.85 4,07 5.58 1.51 37.1
6 8,/07/66 219,0 2,80 0.73 4,01 4,89 0.79 19,8
7 5/07/69 63.6 2,20 0.93 6,45 6,11 0,34 5.2
8 8/05/70 92.8 2.65 0.78 6.41 5,08 1,33 20,8
9 27,0571 102.0 2.58 0.80 6.12 5.21 0,91 14,8
10 2/06/71 192.,0 2,80 0,73 4,74 4,80 0.06 1.3
11 17/06,/74 182.0 2,60 0.79 4.80 5.17 0,37 7.8
s 0,67 12.9
#HHk (A=91,4km2 L.,=9,1km)  (¢=5.36
1 25/06/65 169.0 2,47 1,02 5.22 5.47 0,25 4.8
2 29/06,/69 99.0 2,23 1.13 6.93 6,06 0.87 12,6
3 2/07/69 111.,0 2.38 1,08 4,90 5,67 0,77 15.8
4 9/05,70 72.8 2,27 1,11 6,36 5,95 0.41 6.4
5 25/U6,/70 243.0 2,54 1,00 4,44 5,32 0,88 19.8
6 2,086,709 150.0 2,60 0,97 5.13 5,19 0,06 1.3
7 8708,/70 122.0 2.40 1.05 4,98 5,63 0.65 13,0
8 30/05/73 103.0 2.3 1.10 6.47 5.87 0,60 9.2
9 16706777 216,0 2.9 0.87 5,40 4,66 0,74 13,8
e 0,58 10,7
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The relations hetween the lag time t; and the variable L.,/v on the five basins
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The results of the least squares 2nalysis on arithemetical scale

N i A ty, =C;(L¢a/V)+Dy .
it iy 2 r
(km ) C} O¢1 D} OD
1
Nenagh 295 2.75 1.21 8.66 5,51 1,57 0.5
BB 159 1,22 0,68 2,07 1,01 2.05 0.6
3k 252 3,12 0,94 -2,04 2,57 0,79 0.8
L % 61 5.51 3.21 0,86 2.69 0.32 0.5
2% 91,4 6,13 3.18 - 0,81 3.28 0.25 0.6
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The rasults of the least squeres analysis on logarithmic scale

1, =Ca(Lca/v)P?

2 gk A
NG (kmz) ) ; t T
C 2 O'CZ D2 an
Nenagh 295 ‘ 0.95 0,186 0.54 0.25 ) 1.84 0.4
YR 159 0.5t 0.05 0,47 0,27 1.96 0.6
He 252 0,21 0.18 1.37 0.41 0.90 0.8
iL % 64 0,80 0.05 0,88 0,52 0.23 0.5
. |
2 S 91.4. 0.73 0,01 0,98 0,59 I 0.03 n.5
i #hCir=log C, , t=|D,~1]|/0p2 , r HEXEHK.
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The values of parameter C in the five basins
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Comparing tho erraors between the suggested method and the traditional method

. AHRE (hr) R 7 (%)

y AR (2) e | At (2) St
Nenagh 2.1 1.9 ; 7.1 8.8
Y | 0.56 0.35 i 14.6 5.5
Hegetly 0,53 0.7 ' 8.7 12,0
L %) 0,67 0.77 ]{ 2.9 15,1
72PN 0,58 0,70 } 10,7 12.6
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AN EXPRESSION FOR THE VARIABLE BASIN LAG TIME

Jin Changxing

(Institute of Geography, Chinese Academy of Sciences and State Planning
Commission of the People’s Republic of China)

Subject terms: basin lag time, channel length from the centroid

to the outlet of basin, flow velocity

Abstract

The basin lag time is an important factor in determining the basin hydro-

logy, In this paper the basin lag time was expressed as a function of ratio of

channel length from the centroid to the outlet of basin, divided by the veloci-

ty of flow at the gauging site at the time of passage of peak discharge The

channel length reflects the basin size and topographic characteristics, and

velocity

the

characterizes the basin dynamie condition, The results of the test

on five small basins were satisfactory,



