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Investigation on Pollutant Load Factor of Forest

Masukazu OKUDA, Akihiro MORI, Yoshiyuki NANJé, Toshimasa NAGAMI

Abstract
We investigated the forest around Lake Togoike to grasp pollutant load quantity and characteristic from there

considering one of the nonpoint pollutant source. In addition, We compared one forest which include an orchard
(:Nokyo Area) with the other did not include (:Ueshi Area).
As a result, Ueshi Area of COD and SS pollutant load quantity was about three times as large as Nokyo Area

of, however Ueshi Area of T-N and T-P pollutant load quantity was about three times as less as Nokyo Area of,

and was less than fallout of.
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Tabled Result of Pollutant Load Factor
(2003.00 .2600 2004 .0 .19(390days))
Area Rainfalll] Folw Load(g/ha/day)
(ha) (ni/ha) (m/ha) CcoD SS T-N TP
Nokyo Area 53.7 15,800 8,382 45.9 87.5 99.7 1.63
Ueshi Area 6.33 15,800 20,252 155.7 324.8 24.2 0.55
0 O Data of AMDAS in Kurayoshi
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Tabled Result of fallout of Pollutant Load Factor

(2003.11.180] 2004.11.24(371days))

Load(g/ha/day)
Rainfalll (O ) coD Ss T-N T-P
1,986 fallout 164.53 355.79 51.98 1.32
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