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Optimum Allocation of COD Loading into Yasu River with Equity Measure
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Fig. 1. Inflows and outflows in control section of

Yasu River
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Fig. 2. Expected COD concentration profiles

Table 1.  Comparison of current COD loadings with

noninferior solutions

Node | Current A B C
(8/s) (g/s) (g/s) (g/s)

4 1.0086 0.0013 0.0013 0.1096
5 0.0376 0.0013 0.0013 0.0000
7 0.4990 0.0013 0.0013 0.0000
10 0.2722 0.0013 0.0013 0.0000
11 0.0488 0.0013 0.0013 0.0000
12 0.0013 0.0013 0.0013 0.0008
13 0.5272 0.3821 0.4259 0.2294
15 0.0149 0.0174 0.0233 0.0116
16 0.0148 0.0267 0.0146 0.0132
18 0.1317 0.1721 0.1436  0.0840
20 0.9872 1.0519 0.6860 0.0249
21 0.0473 0.2637 0.2528 0.0632
22 0.0101 0.1218 0.1218 0.0412
23 1.0933 29013 3.8013 5.6085

Total | 4.6940 4.9448 54770 6.1860




