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Abstract

Distributed hydrological model — Soil and Water Assessment Tool(SWAT) is applied to
simulate water recycle process, soil erosion process, and the transfer process of polluting
materials in Huangshui River Basin. So we can make a quantitative assessment on water yield.
sediment yield and pollutant yield of the basin as well as their spatio-temporal distribution. And
with the help of SWAT, we can unify the continuous change of water quantity with the
evolvement of associated water quality, so the comprehensive assessment on water quantity and
quality of the basin would be carried out.

Firstly the network of rivers and subbasin are identified from DEM of the basin. Then the
soil-type and landuse are reclassified, the data base of soils is set up. Parameters of the model
were calibrated and the model is tested by observed data and the critical parameters are tested
by a sensitive analysis. In consideration that the study area is about 15600 km’ large, the
goodness of fit of the model is satisfied.

The simulated outcome by the calibrated model shows that over 70 percent precipitation
and 65 percent runoff of the basin focus on the upperreaches of Xining station, while 80 percent -
sediment yield and 70 percent non-point source pollutants come from the watershed area which
locate between Xining station and Minhe station. The difference of water yield, sediment yield
and loadings of non-point source pollutants in different hydrologic years is dramatic. The
sediment and loadings of non-point source pollutants caused by rainstorm focus on flood season
especially in July. Each land cover represented in the model yields different results. Tilth
contributes the most of nitrate and soluble phosphorus yield. RNGB (the mountain range brush)
and SWRN (the mountain range grasses) contributes the most sediment yield accompanying the
highest ORG_N and SED_P yield. Finally the model is applied to make comprehensive
assessment on the basin’s water quantity and quality. The outcome showed that the water
pollution of the Huangshui River is very serious, which was covered in some degree by the

river length evaluating method that didn’t consider of the integration of water quantity and
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quality. The results indicate that SWAT model can be applied to comprehensive evaluation

analysis of water resources in Huangshui River Basin.
Key words: distribution; hydrological model; Huangshui River Basin; applicability

* The paper has gained the support from “948” project (serial number: 200748) of Ministry of

Water Resources.
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1.1 2K i8R

BARABXAFTEEEA. BEASKEKENRE, TR BAEFEES, RHERS
B—MEGHR BRMB R THES RS . BAKRENA—HZH, RETFEEYEIEER
B MNESEArEN LA HER, HREEMTR (B 1-1), Ht&E. REK,
FREWILERARE, EEHREKEEETREART. HFHEEA RN EREER
15620kn’, ZLEFHERKE N 21.6 12 0°, BEFHHE N 65. Tn’/s.

N _‘ S R VA

+

H -1 AR E
Fig.1-1 Area of study

KK E TR B B R A hrvs b2 i PO v B . ISR A B, 7KK
BIE G, SRR, B FEFHREKEDN 486. 6mm, EAETRMKX, WHLE
WX A ERAEHS, FHKERERKIE0.15~0.30 ZF, N LEHFZTHEHEK.
7T 2 RAZ BB K FHRIAIOR B AREK, FEKENT 250~350mm 2 &, EE WL
X7 600mm LA E. [EKBFENIEHEANS, EFNEKEIERFERY 6~9 H),
HEERKER 65%LL &, T 10 AZERE 2 ABRKENH2EM 10%%5A, 3~5 ARK
BY S LERKERR 25%".

- BEKABHRABEEREEFRTEHRD, HOhRERSEKERNSAEE
- R, BRERTEILESRD, ZURE—KIE 750~1000m Z 8. ZEFHKELEREN
889. 3mm, EEEFEFRIYIN 5~7 A, HAKKHAXELSFELEMN A%ESL, T
£F 10 AZERF 2 ANKERXENSELEBN 100EH . fRATRERE (FRRED
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SERKRBZH)BHUARK, —KFE 1.25~3.53 2@, BN EHEZEFiz#g.
RIBRFEERAE, M AL REES K, REE 4900m, SR THN.
HERETREIEKAHLN 1650m, AT EZ X 3250m. FIRAMBERELH, FEl.
FEl, NERTEENRLUERADFAS LR, KEBE. A&, 18, HERRWA>
BOAF A, SR BRI Ml i, WK=K, b REKESRERLK, P
B, TR AHBBL, HHARR, EHETHMWE. A, LIRS, TRAM M, —
AR, KBRS, REBEMKERSNBXZ —. BRMEURKALE, FF
BT AMEIKE K. BREKEEHRENTE, KERRATE, AKPSULEBD.
BLHEAKEZFHD T BREBKTRAA U EMFERE ERARIN WX, £ RH5FHK D
W, HEUERSERSEENE WARART, WEED, HEXK. 2EE. B H
SIS, HEAR, RBREKEHRE, KEFRKEATE, MWEE WL
B8R, FKBEKBER, BAERERD? . NAKEKASRHEREEZEFTRIAHX,
HWHRMAEE, HHAERK, K& ERERNRE, SEKRBEEROLERD, RKkt
RAREELBRES, ERERESSRLAEL.
LLIFAREREEX

KRB BT RE KR ESIE G E DA ZBE BT SHSFERRAE
ARERBHRETE. B, MREKRERKBEREZEETR, THRKRFENZLES,
FERFHA=R P28 PERTIHIRIR 20, ATREUKEA SR, LRE
R, BRI E SR IERTEEEN, FFLULER UK RSN §R5E
AREREMRI K, XX TF&EF KA R AR R, SRR RSREKE R
B AESHERO I T L ER . .

ET U EESR, HREKREKRETR AR, KRR AEREKRERK I IRAE
B\ ERKBEHERAELE . WRIEAKBER SRR i FERIRHTRE M
BH, FFREKRELIRR SRR R X RTR, AERDSEERE, '
TRy HEME, ATOMREEK RIS, RERBNAESHE, AXREFHSFERRE
R

WEJLER, SWAT MAERERITHELHNA, RHEEALEX, FTREMK
TR B F. XEH. EPIRSYF A SWAT AN BRI H 2 RmsHTiEnl, e
T RIFHZR: X8, MITEER A SWAT AR B RRX 69 T R AR S IZ A
B3I MK SO WA T B BT, BREWE. BRSEFA SWAT MAMKETF
BERLRIRIR T 4R BE T IR SRR AL 55 3R R A (S g S 3 s B T 37K B A AR
BiRzoh, B, JEBEH A SWAT A E R DK BT T ARZKFEREIRG 3 5
T, O T ARARAE B XK I IS R A a0, B A SliE A
AR SCERUE AR TR

FIAARKOERS, 7E GIS. RS BORKIZ T, @i/ sUK SO RAR RN K itk
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KGR R 1342 it 72 DU R 5 e R B0 7= A R RS i 2 o AT AN BT A B 1) R E s
i B el LA (8] 53 A0 X r= 5. Py Ar=is it it e B VR0, iRk, Y18
BRI B RV K B I 22 AL RV A2 K R IR 7RI 72, AT BT AR IR B 7K B /K B AT 4%
EVr. AT AEKREBAKRENZ —RREE, RERBUKLRER. BEmEGREE
SHERER R K.

1.1.2 ;27K 7K iR 5] RE

BEKRBEFBEBIE. 5. XUP oI R AR, WRZEEFRRE
BIHEX . &I 60%FI A O, 52%FHE A T0%LL EM TH M A T KRR, BEr-g
HEEM 62% T ESEEN 66%. XBEAOAE, FHESR, LHRK, HHEHE
FE, RUFRHIEBEA, FELIEENFE, FEREEE, £EHBEFRETEERL
SRR EKRBARE=MN, HEEEAREM, &K, JLEREER, EREREH
FRMEBLZFRBPLE “BREA” BRBALE, BAEEFERSREEBNE
£, REXFARABIHEEFQ.

B2, EZREAOMENMEREFHRE, KBEHRFFEHBRE . fR
BRI B ERARBEF SHAFERBNESHERENRYFE, FERAAEU
FTAAFEY:

a. KBRFEEZ

MBS T RN ERREESE, ABREER. KEEHNEEMSRRBERZKSER,
FNRREFEKERMEX. MRS EFHERE 460m, FI/KEZEKE 800—1300mm,
B¥TEX, XRKFBREZHEERRE FRBKBEERN 21. 6/Zn", A EHKE 750m,
BABEHK 70700, TEET2EFHKF, HITSERERLE 30% BKEETZ
X . HESK, FmEAD. #ih. BE. TTH2AAE, BKER™E, Rk
LR “ERZR” MRE.

b. KBRFEEHBHRA E AR

BT KB B 3 A, BRI BRI AR . — &) RRKERN 5B
THES, 6—9 ARRRELHEFRIE 65%—85%, |F 10 AZEF 5 AR,
B EAFRKES, FHAER, FHIEEFE4-6 A, ARVAKZEH, B “F
BFR” , RREHRRE, TEELH LK AREAERK. —RRREFELER -
K, BKBRFEE 1950—1998 4 49 £ H KT, ERFMBKRESR 1961 4 33.7Z ',
B/MEG 1991 F R 7.10 2 0', FRAB/IMIZE 4.8 ., BKTFRELFEKE. HKER
R Bt+oRE. ZRREKRENZ @S HADE, LHoKRES T TiF.

c. KLHME™HE, MREVEKX

EKREHAFRRENRLIRERNSEY, ERRRFERS, HEEHRRIK,
KERKTE, REBEAKLIBRBETERX . BRrHEKLRRE 12218 k', HiFik
R 15620 km'f7 74. 8%, KEABEERMEX . HFKLHR™ERBKZ LI HTE—
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Fetk, KT MUK BRI R A AR

d. JEKEREBTE

BEKKIG Gre A FUKER 3 H AL 2 BN LR M B E RIS R G R
AR EMR B RESBUKA BN ARE, THAREHEBLEH. 8K
BRI HSHAVRZBETHBX, —REAFK. BHER. EGRRY. \+F
RERRE S RE. BRE. &RESRERFR TR KE ARG, MR
TRBKE S FESREYFER. ERW. AN, KE BATHRETZERAME 130kn
BT EREATEREKY,

55, RMLHERRY . WERZREYKEHE T LES, dT MR S A
R 212 phal HE RS, 18 KRR L Vs Bt N K ARG AT 3, TE AR T TR TR TS He o
VK X R F LB RS, KT BB RIS BRI R —, KISREHE
BB BA HRTIRE T 1 8 K A SR E.

e. R Z Z—HX]. BENEZSHH

Fih B RLIE , TS K IR B R B I ROFI R 32 g — 2R, T 2 R AR ROILY,
B RIRK B IR A B RAF & A TR RN EFF ZF A X E RS R RIHTHER
KA, EfEREFRFIALNEBAB, EHHAEESFME, AR T AL
ERFERY, BRABOKIRKURERKEREIR. T RS A KRR E R
BREI, FBUREAKREEENE, KREIFRAA ELBOFE SCRERB RS K
LR, REMEREEEEHERREEER L, %R % R4 X IR AT 2580558 A
M, MR T FREK R P E LR A SRR AL

1.2 BRSIMARHR

1.2.1 KERZRIAR

IKCAER R EM B I 1-2 BiR. B7E 20 42 60 FEA, AR RS TER
BARHE T TEA N R B SR, MK, Giit K303 R BERARRR A S
HEsx®E. X—HKRRERERBAR, 0 Sherman(1932) i 847 k%M Nash (1957)
B T B R R R MK BEEAE, KADRAMM RN E X RINERAER “BA” KN
™, 20 42 60~80 £E4R, BEERIER AN, BARBUKOERIHESEE
BR KB EABF RN B, AFRHERFEXEL Stanford A (Crawford & Linsley,
1966) F1HEC—1 4% (U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, 1968) "™, FHE 20 42 70
FEARTF R MBI E B R R A BB B P FAE R & FriB VK SOR B R AR
BAEAHRETS, ZERBEHRTR. BEFERLCREMS, HAREE )RR 8%
EEHEUSH, BAREATRTE. XERSELR “KE” BEBRELERN “BE”
BRI T — K%, BREEHAHAKXZRERBZAN I, HER T REKEERIE
HLBR PN EHAEAEEERNTE, ZTXEMNR, BAFEHET HARKIE#E
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60 E4X
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S04 AOKSCE R TR
2000~
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B 1-2 K ST RY B e R BT BR

Fig.1-2 Stage of hydrology distributed model

BT HIERIFRN R T REERN, FEFICRAERE T 2N, BT kK %
BERARHE SRR G ERSMNEE B L RAEM A . thot, R FEA SRR TIELS H
KIXZRBHKZ B3, WHENT NREHE LB REA S MLE KKK EEROFE
. 20 #4880 EALIR, HHEUTHENEAR, HEEERFENEREANEKRE, HEKX
ZEZ (ARREN S RAEKSOER AR ZENEW, BFE. B REERKCESE
(Beven %, 1980 4E; Abbott %, Bathurst, 1986 £E) " U1V p &) 506053 f) SHE #7¢ (System
Hydrologic European) £—4~ & 173 1 XK AR, HHHIE ETH ANBERZRERA
BEERRIE A AKFDH TR P8 Bk S m s, mdhs TR, HEEK
XYRERSARE. BEIETENRES TN ES KR, WREXATEL
TS TR HABRALR R, 75 SHE BAIG, FusAE Fiim L9 i % Wik,
XEETAEEISE. BB RK SN2 a4 mtE EREm L, WIS L
AMKEE, UMELEARRBEKXRETHKIZS)HE. SHE EARE BT REARBRE, t
W0 MIKESHE %%, FHZEFZIEAIRKRMMNA.

_ 1980 &£, FEA) Morris #4T 7T IHDM(Institute of Hydrology Distributed Model)

BB A, ARAE PRI T MO TEARAE, MR R 235 T34, B—H o8 8 FRmR AT,
—HERREUR g (EEM L) RERRRPHRXIK. 1987 5, Eeven FAK 1989 F
Calver 5 AXt THDM tRASE1T T gk . 1985 &, EERIERIHHF 08 Alonso Fl De
Coursey % B3|+ 1 F Al 5 E B S EWE] — NN K ER SHZER, FEKRH
T SWAM #%%! (Small Watershed Model) """,




HEBIRFRERI

1994 4E, Jeff Arnold %2 ERMVEE (USDA) RNVEFFTH L (ARS) FF K T SWAT #EE!
(Soil and Water Assessment ToolS) EsIRALSl = guaT B —A B A RSRMEHLHI
KAt SR, ERES T GIS A1 RS R Z MG R, BERIE MK L F
ARKAKCYESRE. SEHERASH TSGR B (—RZETHH& DEM), st m
REFEK. RESFERFNTREE RN Z R RARESIR K SRR Z .
SWAT #RI—2d, EEAHTREFMEMRR, RN RHMBEsmTE, RECE
BTN R RERSARKIOER, Ze463. BRM R IMEXFEHXHE] TEAM
BRI, ‘

Eﬁ@ﬁﬁﬁ*ﬁﬁi%ﬁn@iﬁ% 1995 &, URAFEARBANESHE
THEARMESHF M LA OAISES RIS EEWAOER L, #ET —ME IS

C XETHEHAS AR AR RS, SCEL T 2 T Wi DEM 38 m 7=V 5 A E I Y

AR, 1997 5, PSS T B — LA G YREMBIHRKCREEENDL,
BT RS = g3 A K CBEEAI AR, 2000 4, #HP%XEN T HREAhERN
HERBMH KRB AEN ZEI A RKCEFEE, G RTHE KRR,
2000 £, FRESLEENT —NET DEM HA AR FEK ISR, SRR/ R
B AR BT A2 . B30 REHHT T B K SO R (A T RILELED) BT, 3F
#F DEM ZERBTMPERME, BURFRERBUKRER, 2002 4, KEAFHT
THETF DEM BRI MRIBRSEORB TR FREEE L T ET DEM H’J[ZE&*%‘!’E%%%(
% B/J ﬁﬁi —tﬁ -5\__:[:: [27] [28) (291 [30] [31][32] (33] [34] [35]

PLEMRIM RSN, ’f&ﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁTﬁﬁ%iﬁiﬁ(iﬁiﬂﬁkﬁ Giliplik:= 00532
SH R K CERE AR GHIEE B RA (GIS). B EfEMn! (DEM) FEEK, fik
FIXREBNHEARAGES, NI CORKBRRERS . BUKTIRRE. SRS EH IR0
TR A KK AE RS & Fh b i) SR S £ B BRI R
122 $HERATRENERAESSHANE

BEE 4 A K SCHEE R R Bt — B3, B _E AR R BUK BRI RE LT
JUAN R BB,
(1) 5AKBEFN KERURKESELWHER KRS S5EMK, WRE USDA Tk
f) SWAT #& %), USGS IEZEWFHIAT MMS 2R 4E, BRKUHIFAR A SHE/SHETRAN HERISE;
(2) % A RK SO RS B A B R4 A (037 8K TR BB
@) ARAK BRSNS RER (RCM) HBSER 2T LR,
(4) oW I B A SR I 78 HoHeh = SIS K ST (E Rk SC# S 2002 S48 5 AR
F 10 FEHIAFRITRD.
ZES KRR MBS ERNME. TR, E. SEERPHERES ‘5&%@%”5
BRER, REHENHERF L8N RANSARKSOER, FHit, MIMRTRENEE
HAH IR SRS ELET IS B RNA R 4.
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BARKIXEREA—A TR, ARFREHENRA T ARBRELRFRE, Mk
FTHEEFHARFERR RESANKIERNARFEEXNTBHENERTEL—F
BRERER, BREMAEFNHELAZESRKCERWRE, RETERAT ANNER
B EMREEABTEELRNATRRH#—FPHKE, ERBTRFTESZLR, 2
ARK LR BAGIS. BET. SASKOERARRERER, EelFmitgit—F
BT XAERRBREFEEE. FERPMESERESTRKREER.

a. KRWHERNT SHRRER _

245 Rk, ERSKBFEIN HESLRIRET “ Sl —FR” M5 OKBRR—ITT
BATPIMER. BEEEAXESHEME, TRIEFBEBR, ZREFHETREER
~ HIBR IR BUE R S 8t Ak E B R, NAE FEEE R “RR” 5“ AL
ZWE AYER T RIKBIE R “ B 7. B AE G K IR VRN 7 iR R VP T B AR A itk .
MAMRKCERLE S “ LE—HEPE—KSEETHEER (SVATS)”, dJLA#TEE IR
IKEE AN WK B R A QR B IR, A T A AT K UL R AR T /K #E 1 545 KB R
R RIET &M H5h, AHRKIEREKBRHEEETHFENRRIUR. LB
Tl A RS T DA R KA T 55 5 T AR IR KB R F )

b. A Bt K TR 55 g 2 1A By it

- FEEREATHERR IR S S FRE SRR, A RERK R ERARES
=2 & DR K EBERK, HHRGKTRSHRBEBAHRHEEE. NASHAAK
SCHREAY B EARYE WY R W EE B AR TR EOK, A8 K EK TR TS, Ay
BRF R E R EE .

D HEEM. HEGRERBRAERTE

KEYFZEBWEERE. MR KCERBRNZSHARKIEESEENER,
SEBR bR AR SOK BTG 98, DT TR v RS § LA R LRI R S R S XY
FRRSIOE T &M KIEFHER AR SFEEREAABRAAT, Ko, BhS
- SRR LEEVHER . Bk, NS RK ORI R E IR J R UK AT R
B KA%. R HFNREKNEZFLERM TN EAEA LR E—FHNE
[ MIKE SHE. SWMM F1 SWAT f5 B¢ R MR S R 5 AN ], (BI9HHAT T X TR R,
HEBEAREE RS T HREFENERS IR 4K R B S ERBES
R —SRE5 M.

1.2.3 S RKRB B A R HEIT M R AR X B R A

S AR ORELT 90 ER P HIERMEN, &5 H1E, BAEKNFERHCLEE T M
DI A MUE . K, XFERPFERE, XEHFRRRPE (EPA—Environmental
Protection Agency) [ Xt 34T TiFOT. :

1996 %, EERBEEPEAN THARBAHKAKNESYHNELE, ARTEHFEH
ERIEFET A SWAT %!, Ann-AGNPS #%, BASIN-HSDF # A 7E A H B AN MR E
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BORER, TRERIMPERE. BERURSEEEAT T 27 CLRTET .

BERPFEN RN TBEIT, B—PRATEEFREEETESA (Environmental
Modeling work Group) 1 EPA BIfE 5 R LU UFRHETEAT IS, BB TF R SR AL
MR ThRk. BEAEETHNENREE. F-LEETRENE LM B R RN
Kessinger Ditch 1 Sugar Creek B HE™ ™ GRE MMM HTEMLR, B

- PR RRR RS .

FERERIPRN S, SWAT AV THEE A B BRI THE. BEFNERA™: “Ha
Bt AR SWAT BRI R T Bt LR M5 ESREEERIARMH LS. ERETH
RIEBA THRE BN REzit: EENFHTES FTENES, FEFRERFKX
AR GIS MEMVI%; B THAFTEXRENBASIEMARLZ MR A LT, KR
ERATBERKERA DTN E”. X NP E F 0 F SWAT AR E 15 M QR
BEM: HRK/N~40407km*) A HIE BT TIER.

SWAT #E & g Z M AZIXEEKHE (0 HUMUS W H). KHKEHAETR
B (In: NOAA’s Coastal Assessment Framework) FIF S AR RENHARTEF. HAN
W REBIRBOK A, e mE S IEE RS L .
13FRBER. AEFLIIERE

ARSI R B, FETFAH SWAT AR KCER, 7E GIS. RS HARKI#F
F, RATALEHKEEFMER, B KA SWAT ARG KREKBERLRE. £
AR Pt R U R R YRR AR R . AT LU R RE B, T BT A
A5 A5 _EXFRBRIIFE TR PR RIS A B BT, TR b, PRIl AR
BRUKE ML A KR ER R, AT A DA R K B K B T4-&8 7R .

BXHEEARABRET SWAT BB KRB R BYHKR, BHER
R B IR AR A KA T R EANER, FIAR RS ITHREBUK AR E RN Z R
BIPY; FRAER AN R A L R AR SR DR ST A= I 7= AR TR TS S
MW, 3FAERR. BYRIESEER=E2Z BKMALEWERXRIT TEMRMS A
TSR AR BERITEEWM . AXOAALEIEBEUTHRBIAR:

> SWAT BRI F A7 $HHE& T1E:

(1) SWAT EEMERIFT R R s, B,

(2) T DEM MREE Fm M 5 F Rkl 5

(3) WmE L FHE L RRBNES R, FEIL TR B ERIEEIEE;

(4) FIALREEERSERITEE, HXRBEUSECHT T BUBEL T

> SWAT B8 5 38 A 434 THE:

(5) FRFTIE/K TR B /K TG 2R B A 2 [ A e i) _R 9 23 A A

(6) BFFTHEKFIR L 32 AT S s TS B 57 77 O I 22 70 A R

(7) AAARF Lo F AR RIXTRIRT=H . 73 DR AE R IR 3= th i W

8
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(8) ETHAHITEAKMIKERENH, HFXRHAIKFUKBHITES .
BEETHENERBRE A TE:

At F R
RV N\ SR b

itk 5 E
SRR

7 BRI R
, CRESR

B 1-3 MR R
Fig.1-3 Procedure flow of calculation model

AT EE SEREMAXOTH, BBMAKANEERZI R RNEH
¥ EBMKCHE ARRARHR . BPRKREHEU LM, £R. THAHEER.
RIEHITHRIRILHE, BEERTEIRNEE.

BRKSHEE RESABRENSHRABER KT EEREZ 5LEREEN
—ANERR . AR E T LME R B T R S O LR AL, SR E . &
BASHRERXBREKIRBENSE, FNSEOBREEL 2.

BERS B R R SE AR R AT AR R R AT B SRS, JERIvH S RET o4, B
H AR ¥ LA R AR K IERA H 7 I 2 A . KRG XHUER BAR, BT
ZER, BHgR. -
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2 AR KEBRHEREER
2.1 $TRKTHER (SWAT) Ef

221 SHAKIIRE (SWAT) BEXER

: SWAT (Soil and Water Assessment Tool) HiZI2£ERWH (USDA) FFRMMER
CERAARBE, TRAERBOYEEM, EATREIRNIRERE., ARK LA
CHFRAEEEFETHERKRE, FEEERERT KBXEE. SWAT I+,
B8 F SRR RS E, BRSO KERER, EAEEE, RUVEBSHE. ATHEL
B RIXT T BB £ 1IR30 R B B 4 M KT AR B 2 PR 20 T8 fL
HMEFPRARGEE.,

SWAT R 3 AR 1 5 R B F2 00 & B B BALAR A

> SWAT B—MEBMAGHERIER, REKATH SWRRB REW S, ﬁﬁ 198
ANHTE. 36 NTFREFA 2680 MEFE AL, SWAT HAHF 732 M7, FRFNEF
BB ATARTO 40 T - SWAT HEA 0 2 i 8N R IR Lk RICIAE P A4 KL Rt 2
FRAL LIRS R R,

> SWATEAR—MRAIfK R, Sl BRSNS gL R, K&
WREE: HRLHR. ANB. . HTER. BR. BEER. 1REE. HHEE.
EER. 0. BV, EWAEK. FoWK. REKBRRY/REFE. X AR
FFE T B 20 TR A K A M 0 5 B 7K ST 458t T DA R X MR B T BT AT
IR AR LRI, T RNURSFERRE BN T AR W,

> SWAT #EMERIAIX REETE LEE T —RGBRAER /PR, BHTEERR
B 3— I F B A — TR R A MR K /MR X 3, T R [R) BT R SRAR LR BG
HZ. BFFEARBEEFRX R (EX) fiig. L ERETXBLT. LVTFEF2
&, ZHR R TG WAL, TAEET G BR— MM B, AR
JUE. HLERZLHERER, E%EREEIESENN RN, FTREER, A, &
ERITES K. BRAEEGEAVEAN. B—EA403KdRE.

T SWAT #E B ESHasERBFERHETEANREKR. BY. KRF
#r %% 1541 BASINS (Better Assessment Science Integrating point and Non-point Sources) H?
(http://www.epa.gov/waterscience/basins/basinsv3.htm) . %% B FF R URAEJLR KT L
HAbti 5 bk . BME T FSHONALE, FENATRETRKKRRE. SWAT 1
BIEEAN—AEERRRLENERBET UATH, TESEERERS2ATHN
FRB. BFHWERF. ERABEEFXHTLE fip/fpbrctamusedu B
http://www.brc.tamusedwswat/ F &, H A Z W FHFEERIN LR B
http://sslgtw01.tamu.edw/swat/default.asp i+ 18 5 #R B 7Y {5 B P RE B 4 e /R
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2 5 A XAXARR 6 R AR 2

222 $HAKIAER (SWAT) HIERLIE

SWATHE R B H ¥ /060 B & SWRRBIE &Y (Simulator for Water Resource in Rural Basins)
(Williams et al., 1985; Amnold et al., 1990), ‘BE4E T L TARSFFR MEA s sl FSMI— L
Xt F SWAT B & JB 5 & & 71 #k 19 42 &Y & CREAMS(Chemicals, Runoff, and Erosion from
Agricultural Management Systems)(Knisel, 1987), GLEAMS#XZY(Groundwater Loading Effects
on Agricultural Management Systems)(Leonardetal.,1987)F1EPIC#% & (Erosion-Productivity
Impact Calculator)(Williams et al., 1984)°75754 ~
FEBOEAR 5 A, BN % H 45 Fi(the Bureau of Indian Aﬁ'alrs)%g_/\*ﬁi*ﬂzfﬁﬁﬂk‘%
R 2T B ZRE LXK FIREEN T Tt X e 2w, RESWRRBAT LA
FERFI AR JLE 7 A BRFE L, milm SR e K& — M F LTI 2 R1
TR X T XA R —AN R, FERFESS LA ERE/LE T 5 2 R0 TR
FESWRRBHE R, FREHM RIS RRF+A, W E&FREMFH-Y B R HEEMHAIR
BHOK. BTXERRERTROTOMA! (Routing Outputs to Outlet)(Amold et al.,1995),
SR UL B Z A SWRRBRAZEH K4 REL A E MBI HRIRE~ R YE, X
FERR LR T SWRRBRI 43 TV HI Rl . REXAMTERIFEH K, BR 2/ SWRRBIEALH]
WA S REIE R RIEE KK, TEHENMALKMEESR™S, 5, 84
SWRRBHE R | EMALIZAT, REMAFIROTOPHATEEH . AT RIXLEFR S, SWRRB
FIROTOREBY 454 B —/ME R, B RSWATHIA!, SWATH R AT EUERIBER X I,
[FI At OR B T SWRRBRLEY P 4R A
B MSWATREZIZE QO B HAFF R B LR, BHEH T £ REHMI . EXRBRAE
PAIE 30 6% U
> SWAT94.2: SIATEKIXWIMNETT (Multiple HRUS) .
> SWAT96.2: #INT BaIELEERENERER; MinTEWEE; CoMRIY
CInEWE KRR PRI SIERARA: BN T Penman-Montei thi FEZ&AE TR ;
51 F T QUAL2EHR il iE b B & B SRR B 12 WE P R B .

> SWAT98.1: it TH TR MEFKREHERETRS: FRTEFTREN
TREIRFRFF; W T UK. HEIESEE A EEEM, BERRMEEN TFR,

> SWAT99.2: U TEFWMMEIN: T FEEFIER, 10T SWMMEER! -

- U S. G. SH R BT B/ MR TR

> SWAT2000: H#inTHEKMBIEF; AT Green & AmptAB AN B TR
SEFRH: AFERIAHEER., HXRE, REEREARER: RFHEET
EARAEABAER: S0 T BELmEIE; BT SRR,

2.2 FiiE g4
SR ZHOFERE, . BERSEEEHRESR, DKM, TR REsy,

1



BEEIRFRERI

TR K SO, FE R N BB RS h— S LA T TR i
R, BHEEMRESTIAR, BH HAHE MK (grid). WK (hillslope) fIF il (subbasin)
=F. FRE (B 2-1) BEEFRRPBREENRSHE. FREMEERR TR
BEIRDN. MASENZEERERE URFEREHE BN B AR,

M 2-1 TS E
Fig.2-1 Drainage subbasin

T FRET LURE R P KR IR E R R ASHEO,
FRI5 I EARE A KB HTE o 7K SR EATT R —Fh M — 1 L HERR . LRI A
BIEHHAS, BRIATEEZ N LR IEERE . KRN ATTRAREE P RER
Kt L. KRN ET XA LERE . MER. LR REGTKEMEEEK

=2

SWAT A it H AN TR LK B REF AL . S0 FREHEA
RRATLIYHILE: REHE: KXWHNETER; T KEZERE: ERMESH. KX
W B T R T T IR A R R E LR A A T RR R A S R ER AR BT RO IX
FRERER, B REREREAIEREE RN R REREFRDRSTE.

2.3 HFRIKITIER! (SWAT) SGHIRiTE S

TRFIF SWAT RBFFA A RE, KIXAERBRFLEATMIRZE FHIESI . KX
HAERERE ERRE T KB EROMERE . 7 SWAT R P KRR T
BB — BB R AKSCERE (B 2-2), XK SRS, FEERERR
FMENKER. BUR. BEFRESRUEYR (RAFIAFTE) £OHEKEAIRE;
FH—AER RANCHARRI A K LEROBEISRE, BIKS Y SRFHEER M R
HOREBIEE. BRTKE, SWAT &0 LAXHARR LA AR £ Y0 SR A E B #0748
#(E 2-3).
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2 oA XAIBE AL RE

Bl 2-2 SWAT AL AU i T /K S0 2 B
Fig.2-2 Hydrologic process of SWAT model

Acuifer = Flovr oul of walnraied

Bl 2-3 SWAT #BES K ¥ FHRYHmBLEE
Fig.2-3 Discharge process of water ,sediment and pollutant in river of SWAT model

7E SWAT R R, /K SCORSR AR R 2T 20 F Bk &P 77 72

SW,=SW,+ > Ry, = Oy —E. =W, — O, (2.1

i=1

He, SWEBAKMLES/KE (mm), SW2LEVIHESKE (mm), t ZE[E (d),
Ry 55 i REIFEKE (mm), Qu- 2% i KRPHMRRRK (m), E2H i RPEKE (mn),
Weo 255 1 RIEFHAE (mm), Q.22 i REHTKHFERE (mmd.

H TR XS FAETFRHIR, BT RIBIGHE— TR0 03 T7K w5
T6, IXPEACR B T LU AR R B R 4R 4 BUBEHAT . MR BRI R T — KW
MR TEA AT, FEEICRBIRENERRE.

SWAT ¥EHA R, K. HHRE. MPWEK. EFrms. R, s,
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BHRELKXFHERL

EICHAKEICHEMIHNR, BHIMTHEERTEREM T,

23.1 kXK &RiIE
a. 5242

SWAT FiE S S SEAREH KR, BRRESE. KRS R, RERHHEE.
XEHET L E SN RIEIERAN, RE b SWAT RSP BRI, SR8
BESSYROEE . SRHREFHLE.

SEYEFEERNIRET A S LR, ME— N TFREFEASSERE AT
BAH . PR TR SR TR ME R M, R X R. B
KSR SWAT R FIA Nicks 32 H B k= A v BT B 1 H K BUR ™™,
X T T LU SR SRR UL 0 o R o

SR RS B 0= 4 R AR A5 B Bk B ARG, R KRS
B, A RRE| N—/MEL TR IR AR B TR R R AR A .
MERRAERN, REEENARNEHERTA: k2, TEMBRERN, UEA.
{82 55 BB RS IR (R 15 A P B SR A A PR RS B A EATR .

R (7= AR — A B RS RO AR, ARIE A PR KBk =2 F RGO » ARG
(7= A AR R R PR R IR A PR R, R —A = A 4R B 3 ARHE R . SR
ARG B E—HE, B8 A MR R R RER T RRSOEE. BERE
RETHASKE, SIAT EHEKSHEE. KEKNE. BTHREH R T 7%
. , ' ,

WOHE., BEEEHHELN— AL ESERF R T —AE R E T
BT AR, ER. AL E ST RN RN . APEERE—A
ZHRMEME. YERXTENRERESEIRE, TAREHRENTIREN, RTE%
b BRI B TSR R D

QOME. BEHTENHEERE. BEEENEOESERRE. ERATREL
BREENRS, REEHERL, TERA— MRS RENBT HEEREEY ARXR.
BT —H, BETLER, T, STRE, BROERRRAE, BEMSE 2h By
KIS AR AR A
’ (whﬁ%’ﬁ&*ﬁ—A?ﬁﬁTuﬁzﬁﬁlw*hE% HEBEEHRMEXNTE
— MRS BT AR, BT R AR, MR B VA MK R B T
BRI RN S EENRT R,

) T E. DRAEBERIKS MBS LR PREDN MR, ST
HERE. §EEHPOMNEE. DRREORELMEESORNE. HOPREY, B
B mEE LR — RNt EREEENES. TBEPONRERRERE. £
EPHA RN RAETEZURTLERNRER . X—RE, RAMBRE, X
ERPRATF HBOSEMSKE.
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2 A XAIXBRE G EARE

b. K3t :

XHE—KXWHELHIE, SWAT Fi% B EMHKGEHEELEEEE. AE. B,
ARFEE. RETEMURR. RER. BRAE. WA, WER. BEREA. BER
=, ,

(D EEEE. IFHARRBEEETERERAN, SEEEES 08 ERRR
WHEF . BRA Green—Ampt FHERITEABRiN, SEREFELMER, SWAT
AFAPFBARNETREAH TN EEHREXE KRS, X—5E, &8RN
HEREET T E R A KA N2 B KEKES . SiHERRN, SR8 R EEHE
Ko -

(2 ANg. BFERXANTERRTROBRBEEERU B ANRELD KN, B
AFEMABREATEN. SATRFAHKBEELRNREESRAZRRZERY. BRFIA
Green—Ampt J¥EFT AR FEE SR, (08 755 /I R 1A 284 1O R TT 5038 .

() LKA HEAHE. BARISMENERSENERRONSELRE, 8K
H—FEB. ST RAGHARKRTERZETALE—BLEN K> EE. JZTHES
KERBITHERKET AT R RN RERMARER, L8k H#—FTig, 1K
SEESTRIKETX. YX - THENEERTEREREN, ZELRPKIHES
[ R

M ERZERE. ZREBOENE. WA, S REYRANER; HEdnF
MR KKSSEMFE. HAESHHELRMEYNER. LK OBERRERE
e R B ERE CEICH Y E AR E AR K SOR M S TE R HE) REH. £
KAWL EEBEFA T REEN RS KBNS ECRRMGE, BBk ERT 5
R RE. HHEHEIELRERRECRMEE . SWAT RET =R EEEB LR,
B Hargreaves i%. Priestley-Taylor ! Penman-Monteith ¥ .

G) . RELEPOMET, SUPRIFRREFHEUT, BFKU LS
MR, & (0~2m) TEPHIMERESKYBLERNTE. RAZNHEKEER T
HE—1THRENMAR. ZEEEET LHSKE. HESEN RS KENTK.

(6) MR AR . 7E SWAT RE PR T M AT E R R E: SCS BHLR (the Soil
Conservation Service curve) }¥5; GREEN-AMPT Ak, KK E{EHRREHEHM%
MR, TFFA GREEN-AMPT NB¥EVFEIESR, BrLUER SCS ik it &, XBEMNA
%8 SCS MLk k. HERFRFAFEE R KL {R#EF(soil Conservation Services)if i
MBI UK R —SCS BB AT, BRI ZEAEXER - LERBE T Z
FIR A, ZERERE—ENBMNA. CN (curve number)fE £ SCS AW EES K, %
BURA L SIE A RRRE . B, PR LA AR ERRESE R, HENHFERRR
BT HREA4M=CRERNEN, ERMBENITABSHFEN - E48%. FEOT
(SCs, 1972) 1623,
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BEE T RFMEHT

0 - (Rap-1.) ©2.2)
' (Rup=1.%5)

Qurr: 2ULE (mm H,0) :

Ruy: B E (mm Hy0) ;

L: ¥IHAMMERTERE LAMEE. BRARHFZHAIAZ (mm H0) ;

S: B¥HETF (mm H,0), MK, HRIA. HE, HHESKEFHX.

1000
S= 25.4[a . 10] @3)
CNEIZRHIME RS, 1. BEASET0.2S. 2. 20 LAEH:

o -(Ru=02] et
“ (R +0.85)

XRu>Talf, HHMBRBHFE.

SCSHhZE R AN +IRANIBBYE . T bR K PEM AT TR S KBERFET K. 7ESWATHE
BEPFMPHEHTHER A AN HIRASHMERESEHE.

(1) o, FHisrb R EREERFEK. TR, LCREERL
T —85, FARERET LIFFREMAN. MEFEKERMESEKES. AA
MEFMEHE. BRE. ZRENRE. HHEEKERTEORMAZIERBENEK
ES A BARRL K EE R H3kPr & KECT &K, XN AKTERNEL S5EKE
AR Ltk 8ok Al 5

(2) [E)A% . SWAT SPIEdE T FK M E R R EIa s, SR, AT K
DABNEKE, —MEEZBKEKE, EARREAMMRRER IR 7—MREE
ARIEKE, BRI ERR . BER AR BN T BRSBTS, 7ashss
EREMFEERT KRB & KE P HKSER UZEIER T2 A5 6T Ah R IEmmma 15K
SRR, BEBEEEDRIL.

A
s lised wguiler

B 2-4 SWAT {R F 2ot 2 A
Fig.2- 4 Groundwater runoff process of SWAT model
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LAAXKIRY G EARE

SWATHLRUR A T 5 5 B Rk SR (B T &) -
Opi = i -xp(-a,, A+ W, [l -exp(-a,, . A?)] (2.5)

AF, Qu AFIHHAAMERNERIAER (m), Qu. -85 (-1) HHEAFIEKZER
o (), tANESK (), Vu ABIHEKENHEER (), a HEFRKHBRE.
HPHaHERTAHE:

Wohg =[1—exp(=1/6,, )17, +exp(-1/6 )W, . ., (2.6)

KA, Ve HBIHBKEHAR (), 8 HHEHEHE (D), Wi Bi Bl L
RHHRHHEANR T SKBERKTEE (m/d).

232 T EENEHE KSR

SWAT FIF— N —HEAEKEER SRR ARG ES. SRR UR S8E
B EAEY . BEEEYOEFTHNBEMIFHREIBOR K IE, SE —REYBRAELE
TFHRERDANNER . S FEED —FNSHEFRRNES), ARELSHYELIR.
ENEPYHRBELER/ . REMBESE T MYEKERR DGR ARTEKS M
FOMNRRENTE. BRUREDEE,

() EFEEK. EF—ROEDEDEARERKECHEEBRES THAEEYER Y
e E—REBEEDEGMBATHERER U EYMNEBRE WAL ENBRE.
BHIAR KBS E. MM EEHRNEE. :

QBESLFBRE. BEBREMITETEEXTEAREBEINELT, EF
iR B R TER R BT F A 3K 4 B 3

@) FLBW. EYEKAFHNENBRALEFINTEEE. Kb, B8—RHEYE
KR ENBEA REEY S B2 NEFRRESBIRKRENE Y &H o M BRIRRERE
A KB BRI
W EKRE. BTAENRFEDARTREBBEEKI=E. SR PTEEH
Tk FRaFEEREIEY LKW,

233 TIEFRMEEFYRABIE

a. TIRE 2
FEHEEMEREPRY . TS Y S5 MR SR & ﬂﬁiﬁﬁmﬂﬂ
XFKEARE, BERFESBRSEYEHSEFEERN.

e B 9 R A2 0 5 1S A 3842 ph - 32 ) FIMUSLEAR &Y (the Modified Universal Soil Loss
Equation) . ZEUSLET 2, I\ AT RBIHERBEWARNRE, PNELYE, W&
MUSLEF R ARREFRERNEERT. IHENRXZRS THYEMUNKEE, 1
TEHB L (delivery ratio) 2%, T HIXHBIUSH AR LUBR T ERABRNIE.
RYEMFECERMELHERE, —R BRI MR, RERRBDERR SRS
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HEE L RKFMEHT

B. USLEF RN GEEREF R R EBRARMERE, FIUFERB HREREY
FmB . 2RNRERMENMURR TREERERF, EF LR TR HABIE.
MUSLEARZS H 20T -
Sed =11.8><(Q"fxquwﬂmm)m X KX Cige* Poge* LS5 ORG 2.7

Sea: —RABIF=YE (tons);

Qsurf : —RKAKMREZME (mm HO0/ha);

Qpeak : VBT (n'/s);

areapn, : KICHMNEITHIEAR (ha) 5

Kuste : USLE 729 M- Ber 2 it R 7,

Cusie : USLE FEFHEMLEEERRTF;

Pusie : USLE HHEP R LB MBI HERT;

LSuste : USLE 129 BB E 75

CFRG: THEMKEEREF.
b. BEF B MBI

SWAT W] LI JLFF AN H%iﬁﬁ*ﬂﬁ#&ﬁiﬁ*mﬁﬁ%ﬂiw BIR B R B
0 1) L N\ T X 32 D R A 2 g

(D ERS . MYFRANRESEDE KRS N BEHBT o TERMSET. BRTHE
WAEKAEAZ S, WREMEHELHE KD PYROIBTALEP K. BRI,
W EFRATEASPHBREAN S BRI KENHNE ZPPERBERET . Ma—Rkik
K, HEBEEVRY MA RIS A RS RIERE TR P A E AR,
FU TR BRREL, FIA A TERMGEBAENANTR. HELRTABRITFHEIALN
W 5i$¢ﬁﬂ§(ﬂk§ﬂ‘] l:t

Y

Mmeral N Organic N

% Volatiliztion Denitrification Humic Substances Residue .

Inorganic N fertilizer 7" Inorganic N fertilizer

Orgach

s LR E NSRRI LER

Fig.2-5 Interaction conversion of N in soil

TP EMESHBRZRFEERNHEEEUXR, ERLERN TR P ERSENHE
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2 5 A XA XY SR ARE

WRREN THREBME R EXREE. ESVATEEDHEHESHERIS A ERS, B2
A EEEXRLE2- . HPREESEANRHREENEIA, ERERTEE
HEAFAMALEPHREENFNEAN S E, RS2 EaBF TR

@) BEHS . YR A OBERIT A KBS N BOREATTERET. BT D
EREFZ S, BRERAE R SME KA PO RETB TN LRk BRR—H
B EFRES, RAMEHRE 10mn LR PEBEBRARLIERFEARES . BRI
FEREBUPHRERE 10m P BERE. BREMX 2 EFRUEE. BEEREYD

%%%,%%%wﬁﬁ%%ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁmﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁ&ﬁﬁ
;:: o G “‘ ™ ; v g e
a Inorganic P fetdzer Humic Substances Residue
v Plant Uptake |- 1
? . . T : l P | Organic P AU
i fen.thza' Plant residue . -
I

v

i 55 5 AR e i W SF O e T e it

' E 2-6 iﬁ*%fﬁ*ﬁ%ﬂﬁ#ﬁﬁ%%%%

Fig.2-6 Interaction conversion of P in soil

AETETHFEN =M EIERAR: ONEERSESHBE: ONATIIEE: OFE L%
AV AT IR R T B . R B I EE WS AL . MW ASE T, BT
PR L RR S ER L RF OBER D . B2-6RR T BHEIF &N EZH R
5o BERIEARLL, BRTHEERERE. BN MK — LS FEER R — SRR HN
AEY . RHERELRRBEERT —BE S PMRERAERNTE.

(3) A HF. SWAT FFATHH i TRE. fEEH R RURIAE M EETEERKY
Roma, B AT DURR DL 7K ST B B8 T R A )R RAFIZE b i BB Ot B AL AT 3
TEMEKET . BWARRAFEHHTEER T CLEAMS RHNKIARS . RAFKEHZ
PETVRMRL. LM, LBEVBRI RS MY r 7 LA 33 P 5% SUR IR IR o PR AR
REEIRBER. KRR BFKEE, WNE—REKESTHE. RRFELEKS
TBELRPHIBNE—ELRHETEH.

2.34 REEEER

1) ME—KXWMNETT, APTHUEXEPHERER, e XEFHNFHENE
R, HEEBMERELRAEE. AEMERKNERARS. EETLERN, EYETLL
MBTEERIZK ST R TG P B A D BOR B, T B AR B YIRS E R . R T XL 5
FERERSS, B BRI, R, DLRR RSB B R K B ST LU Sk
B, ERFHRAT, 80T HTHERXITRAEF B Rk,
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BHEBIKXFAERI

7). YEMVRCAE. 76 SWAT o, SYEME IR R4 RS IS ML A02EML, X/ (LT LA
B 14, HaLRLE. SHE—KIHNET, —EPHRE ST UL K,
BRF—E R — Y ES.

3) KR, RWFAKE S KRB B E KA R 7K TR 8 6 KT
L1243k B A GURS RS O FEFIK TR KA T TR 18], ZE/KEE . ATk
2 (A AT LA E S5 .

2.3.5 EiMESKEILRIIE

a. EFEICH LR |

RSO EAENES, WK, ¥ BRERIMEILEY.

) TSR BEEK R TR, —BKE BT R RIK S
B, B R TR ML ER A 24 55 P K BT BUK TG R D o IR, T3 o B 7K 32 3 e
BT AN, KR AR B,

75 SWAT HEZ U 8 T AR EME NN B ANE. XM TFoTFHE0TYE, ek
FAEHEARMTF: |

_ 4, -RY -slpl}

9o (2.8)
n
R2/3 'Sl 12 .
y, = TP (2.9)
h ,
gch : WIEFHIRE ('/s); Ach : WA M) ;
Reh : AEEETHAKIERm;: slpch : T E L (m/m) 5
n : FEEAHBERE . ve : FIEMm/s) .
= o d
depth 1
l Zeh
T | - - W, > |
B 27 MR
Fig.2-7 Trapezoidal channel

SWATHEZY g 1 v vH SR T B fp vk 1Bt % B 1% (Variable Storage Routing
Method) M1 B i Ui, XFFF LR HWERNER, HAXKAXTIERRKR
SR, FIUXBENN B RRE.
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2 AR KAKIARY G RRRAE

D RIREIEMEP KK EEEREERENAES, RTEH2-8.

Wedge storage = KX (Gp — Jous

Prism storage = K gy

 2-8 W B B A REAN AR EE
Fig.2-8 Schematic diagram of channel

R8T ARIE S, /KT AR B R B 2 AR B SR R . AR AR
TURTHN RGBS K q,, . AR, BREOERETURTAK-X (g, —q.)» XE6E
BE—NMABRB RGN EEEANE. IBEMRPEHEERN:

Vstored=K'qout+K'X'(qin—qom) (2.10)

Vstored : BREE® H20); qn : AME®/s); B '

Qoe: IR /s) 5 K: JBHIBTRIE$(s) 5

X: HERF.

FRBABH: V., =K (X-q,+1-X)q,.) (2.11)

(2) k. EFEMRYEESRED, JURMMRZ RN F7ER . 78 SWAT LARTH
WA, KA T RS 7 (steam power ) A T JR AIITARFO M Bl o ] J3 % Bagnold (1977)
EXAKKFE. REM/KEEERTR. Willians FEHEERE BRI E S FFEMRER
RECRHET . EIERRE T, XEF R P R, FERY e ERAHR
TRUE(E I bR R R R
' ()BTRS i . TWIE P E TR RS 1AL IR E K AR SRR . T E K TR AL Y
%4 B2 F QUALE2 (Brown and Barnwell, 1987) #E74, (ERY AT LUIE 75 v AR D
MEER TR _ERE RS T MEB T BRI RSB ER, EERY
BURL_L f B 43 BT DA BB VR WU BRI AR . ‘

(4) FE R BFE R, RE— KX R UE LHEMRERA, aTESR
P, R —F R BRI TS . MREXNEFRRS AR, ERES R RFE
T BRI AR RN EERYBR MRS . SRR BFIREE KR GEE,
T & ZE YRV BURL_b 8% BRI 2 VR WD B FIUT R A B W o VA AR P PO % R B AL B — B P&
R FRHR . SRR EEE P BN REEIME. 81, BEl. BR. FHREL,
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HEFLXFHAERL

b. KEEHICHH &

KEERIK R PHRBAR. A %m‘%ﬁ\éﬁﬁﬁ#

(1) 7KEE R . MERVIR A=A SR A KRR R, BIVFE P BT LU\ S
MR, FEEHAE, REEE I EFF.

(@ ®OHE. RATFLHTEORYRE L FRAPHRRBRNY, BECHR
BEFKEAR O . KEHRYEBRAMATENERMGEE. PEREAFEAR. HIH
KEEKHKBERE YRR EKEDHEERTR TR EES BRRY S ER
B TKEE P BITR 7B S T K FE RO /K B AN IEK 240 K BE o VR 4 & B TR

(3) KB I B SR AR5 « SWAT $2AE—Fh RT3k T K BE o BRI SRR 4 O
. MRER: OFKELRE, ORERHRERRS, OFKNEEFEER LR
R, OFERT BKN S ERIERERE SRS, kSRS E R E MR
TOREEEERTH: OBREREERBRAYEY MAEEEHER. B TFETRE
BFEREAK. AF HTREOBREE, URBRSIRE,

(4) KPEP RO s, KPR 2 AR P45 32 KA Chapra (1997) fIh%k, HIBE
HESBEMER. BAREEI ARSI BREWARERLFRE EERMESHETA
B . KRR R B B RSB TE™, SR BN EEL R AR
A Fi Bk, R, WE. T e,

2.4 AVSWAT2000 73 /v

1 7 SWAT RERIBE— N K HIRR KSR S A BB RS RO, AREKR
M FRGEWALRE . BITERMSVTTESER. FAREER LN EEZRE, GIS
BARERE. HERBEMENFENAASE AL —MEELENETRMIA. FIA
CIS AIUREEL MUE;AE R, Wi, L&, <R, LHAH. TRNEEERS,
B R B Bt R G A AR F X TR SRR W .

EREFULEER, ERAMFELRET SWAT BERFK GIS Hi.
AVSWAT2000 £3E SWAT # R GIS %4 ArcView M & HIK—A GIS £, fEAFTA
HTAMERMTTIR, E2-9 AZAEANEERTRK. ©& GIS KM ArcView Fj—4
R, B Avenue BEEREBM M. FEXNEY REREES S HTIERAIHEE R THE
B ERB I, BT R % BB AT F BB MR . 78 AVSWAT 32 4L T X4 DEM
Mo FRERIS . BB EGSETE. S TRES N U FEIE S
BN E MOBOREE . BREREBE SRS, HEER, SWAT A
GIS AN ZREE—EFRINE-MEEHA, BEFIEEHN, B GISHETRR
BURASTHE, BAEELEATIE, RERAHE S RRIT .
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B 2-9 AvSwat2000 57 19 B B E R
Fig.2-9 Interface of AvSwat2000
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3 R kIER (SWAT) BHETE EARE

3.1 97K I0HER (SWAT) EARUIEKE

A5 AR PIBK SO B RN KR AUE SR, A 4R T IR KRS R K
. KXH%. BRAMEGE, FHUBTHEE. LRE. tHFHAE. MRE GIS

g (R3-1D. HEERRBEFEISAUT 3K
& 3-1 SWAT RV K38
Table 3-1 Input data of SWAT model

¥ymapn BREESH B kiR

DEM BRER. BE. BR. #K. BR&ES 1: 25 ifrieibp i
+3% FE. KESE, HEFKE. KX4H% 1: 100 FHFHLEE
o o 1512 MRS, BRigK. BT RS 1: 10 AfFie - AHE
[|% KB BK. HAEE. B8, NES B AR VR MR

(PFESEH
rSE ZFHELWHE, BA. BELRRKARRE, 27K FLIEFR R 7K SO0
YR ZH. BERIERREYE &
OKTAREL:

> 1980~2000 £ R%Y 35 AN EHZE AL E;

> 1980~2000 FRFIFT. RAAMNKEALAHRERFR, B BFEERR
RIS S

> 1980~2000 ERFIEIR. KB, E. #T. BF. F4. RA-ELMRESEEH
B, BESE, MINEE. KPEES. NESEL.
@RV EKFER:

> 1980~2000 FEF%, fH7. RAMFEMELRNSZE A BFEHYESWPEEE
B :
> m%w%ﬁﬁ%ﬁ%m%m#&ﬁ%'ﬁ%% it F 3 o5 Y5 5 Yo 57 T % 7K SC b TR
BERE, R~/ 5 1998 1 2000 497K FALHE .
(3) THES GIS HiRfE R

> 1986 £F. 1996 41 2000 4= =M B AIVEKFLIE 1: 10 J7 LA R B

> EKFEEM 1. 25 TR T (DEM) B

> SR 1: 100 FLES KB R I RBHFER L. ,

TMEERME, & AvSwat2000 FHEFEN GIS HdE, B ArcView M ArcGIS %
GIS 3R EEI B, PrEN CIS BmFEBBIF—LRRT, SIFRHAXSHWT.

$8#%: Custom Albers Equal-Area Conic ~ #ER{A: Krasovsky

hRZE: KL 17125 F SEGE. hF 45K
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3 A KACRE 3 S A s 508

FRAELR 1. dbd 41 AL RS 2. dhdh 42 BES
B o Kik: 0
3.2 DEM ByKXX o

T AT BT AT LA RIS DEM 303 (B mRR iR SRR . 7RI DEM AT K 3T
SHTHITTEC LB . THE 3-1 & DEM KK —Bud /8-

C:Efﬁgﬂmmﬂ@

yEHH

[ﬂ%ﬁﬁwﬁ ]

[ﬂﬁﬁwwﬁ }—{ﬁﬁﬁﬁWWEwﬁw J

# 3-1 DEM /KX 4 it 2
Fig.3-1 Hydrologic analytic process of DEM

3.2.1 DEM $iE S

ASCHI A 1: 25 J7H DEM ¥R UH B FiREAE S (8 3-2).

SWAT #% %I F TOPAZ (Topographic Parameterization) HzI#EITEFHIE 247 B4
1, BT D8 Fik. BmBESERNMR/NAKERAEKRES™, X AWHEE! DEM 34T
Ab3E, BN REVERE, RISFiiE, HeR NSt EFRBESH (B 3-3) . iR,
YWk%, E0TPUEEICR AT RE RN . AP R R E T FRIE KD .
TR — LA E, ELIEIRIMRRE  TE MK EESE, AT LB DEM TR El. R KA
100mX 100m. R4 FHik, HeFMEHMTETFRZSH (E 3-3) . L. K%,
& B OB OS24 R A IR 9 o A BCTRT Y R B 23 R S8 T F IR A K/ RN 43- A o TRT RS B —
SORRME, PRI E ., FOEMAKE S, AT LUE DEM ARl AR K/ 100mX
100m,
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BRI KFRERL

MRX1: 25 8 FHER

_ Py Elevation
‘ L 1,700 - 1,800
1,800 - 2,100
[ 2,100 - 2,400
[ ] 2,400 - 2,700
| ] 2,700-3,000
13,000 -2,300
| 3,300 - 3,600
| ]3,600-3,900
L —_ 3,900 - 4,200
. P L L +:200-4,509
e~ Rogag: B 4,500 - 4,800
&!- S _; B 4.800- 5,100
. 7

L

a 30 60 120
K

B 3-2 &K% 1: 2577 DEM A&
Fig.3-2 1:250000 DEM map of Huangshui drainage basin

Elevation Flow direction grid Imp lied neiwork
between cell centers
78[72 [69[71 [58]49 NS EATG Y
7467 |56[49 |46 50 SLSESEA A N
6953 |44]37 [38]48 =0 o]y N -
64/58 |56[22 [31]24 £l =In]y | ] )A
6861 [47]21 |16 /19 wNf~[t]¢]¢ NNE" D
74/53 [34[12 [11/42 | || ¥ = NN

B3-3 I A& AT A R E R R A
Fig.3-3 Hydrologic analytic using mesh

3.2.2 RS FRE R 5

Fi R R 53 o SR A B A AR 12000ha, 773 9 4B T AR e R 0 ¥R L
BMRCHER . FERERRED, FFNEE, TRENEEEX. ETEPERLR
FEREE 5000ha, EFHREMINHEAL T, Kk 500 4, i HRBOIE SRR
ESHA B THI|BBAKT FBOCHEERT . FRBENBRE, MFSHAERZ R
LTROES, EREHMRNBNE, TEEDOBREIR, HOLROVE, &
FHREHRE. MTHERENZFAXOLEFEHR, BTERERR 12000ha, TR
A 134, ERENZEA ERREHRX M.
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3 oA XK A rbiE

G Z RS R 7 P

i 3-4 WX AR sk

Fig.3-4 Drainage of river network and subbasin

3.3 MRS L FI FAERR S

3.3.1 HIEERR S

EARRRIXTHEF, TRKNTEERBIEKARLF I EFEE 1. 100 FTHH
FHEEBE (B 3-5).

BAPHEENLROBET U AWK — KR TR Y BRI EE, — KR TN
Lt AR . DR B B T K 3 RESE LD ISR, X Hit B
AKIEAH EZ R T LR TR Yo T 2P HRE T BB L2 AL
S ER. ACERNLRNYEREE S TR AT RER LKA 32 WK, &
FHRR L AV M BOR R AR A BB B S/ UserSoil. dbf . TR 3-2 Z8F
FX PR+ KR RASIRE X FRIZHRAERE S (B 3-6) ATLUEH, KIS
TEAF, RELEHESL, SEEEREK 33.60% KZERRFBLLH, HRERK
19. 46%; KRERKBL LR LEGLE, &5 16. 72%68 12. 48%; HKLF AR
Hb 18.70%. L XEKAKEILHERE LR, FBIFREKOKIEESNZ
MIBARSH, WU R L REOR S L RHE R Y, WIS HE T EARE 58
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B2 LK FMAEL

YRR EE, Bt SWAT LR G B AR A Bk .

100w TR

WFFEX 1

b

&b
_‘::L

0 25 50

B 3-5 BFFEX 1: 100 J7 3K R A
Fig.3-5 1:1000000 soil type distribute in study area

R3-2 HHTUX A A
Table 3-2 Soil type in study area

SoilClass

Bl A5+

| B

g & 1

| ERLER

22

| E= AR

k-3 2R

Bl skt
MEEEL

Eafry-3 1 g

[ E$IES

[ FE L ES

| EES

== £ 31

| L EX.33

%5t

Tl et

B s hlAHL

__ mAnEat

| EZ T8 £

==F4 ¥

| B3 EE

| EEIES

[ R E

T XaRkt

| S SCRd

g 3 £58 2

L HBELEL

| RILE UES
kb

B et

| RA A

'y &jlomete rs

SRHT

BRIP4

KR

BRI PARES

HRLLHE (%)

11123

LRHHT

W KE L

1

1.61%

11124

SHXHHT

AREKEL

0.17%

11125

HHTXT

Kttt

1. 21%

12101

HGT

AL

6. 13%

12102

LRHGT

W RS

3. 79%

12103

SHXHGT

ARERSL

9. 54%

12111

ALGT

HEIRE5

- | | | &= W |

1. 93%
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12112 LGT &+ 8 27. 45%
12113 DLGT RESL 9 4.22%
13111 HGT KL 10 18. 72%
| 13112 DHGT REREGL 11 0. 15%
15101 HMT HEL 12 1.27%
15123 cJT iRt 13 0. 48%
15142 CYFST BERERY L 14 0. 04%
15181 SZT ARt 15 0. 24%
15184 GZSZT SRAR LT 16 1. 26%
15194 GZCGT BREE L 17 0. 00%
16101 CDT BEEt 18 9. 94%
16102 SHXCDT AR R L 19 5. 05%
16141 cr #t 20 0. 22%
16145 YHCT HikEt 21 0. 24%
17101 /AN BEL 22 0. 26%
17104 CDZZT HEEEL 23 1.38%
19112 GYT Rt 24 1. 48%
20102 WA Bt 25 1. 96%
20103 BCZT R+ 26 1.63%
20104 ICZT FEHL 27 0. 49%
20112 HZT 2t 28 5.13%
20113 BHZT WEH+ 29 2.50%
20114 ZHIT Bt 30 2.81%
20171 HDT K5+ 31 0. 66%
22101 cQ X 32 0. 06%
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tﬁl%’é&?{‘i@ﬁ?ﬁtﬁﬁ]

|
»
+
0% 20% 40% 50% 80%  100% H4TE
O %+ . K L O 46 £ O fiRIENEE 1 @ | O A L
| mEEE Ll DHEBE ®ERAEG ]l B L OEMEE OsExeL |
RS CRE § S W Gifgidh W QERAHE QKB |
O &ifti 0 &5 |- O {7 s O 780+ a il O #i L I
7L @il oWl Ofifktifeit O gREE  BERE
8RR O EREE L S - B ]
Bl 3-6 FFAEMLIME
Fig.3-6 The percent of soil type
3.3.2 LHFIAEEXIS

TP AR R SWAT BRE TR CIS MABIRZ —, EWE T FUIRA &1t
P 2 B RAE P BB AR 0 A7

LRI RRL, SN LR HRR A R RW T (R 3-3). FEAK
FABOR KSR F I EZE 5, HWTERERMRE . FEKOMAER T EEEZEERM: T
HAEEYER., LR RN E M EFRDROERLRE . N —DELACH H B
HITR AR RRE, WA & FE DA KRR AR L E M.

SWAT HERY b A ) A= A AR SR & EPTC 44 KRR g —/MB HLRR AR - 7E EPIC 4%
B, YK EKRETHERFRNOARELA, LEERERIEEEYRFIM Monteith
kv, FIRBERIEECR T MR, MYIRAERSEARE. KrRER. BHEFRY
T2 2HPE] . 0BT LA AR B ED#EAT A R M E EREREDRER . BdiTHE
VIR KA, R E A LR RS S RO LT SRR R ER, TEETF
H LRI 226, LemEIYyFd . 78 SWAT BERL 6 oA /AE YD A A B3 BE 3 crop. dat
TRETEHELHAYEKSEE. R34 REANIHAHAES KN EHNRE.

3.4 7K XMARI T HRU ¥4
76 SWAT #5801 94. 2 fRA 5| A\ T K ST WM 7% (Hydrologic Response Unit) f%&.
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3 oA KA KA o H R B IR

HRU 2 R —ANF Ik P A R A L R AR B R AR X, X R EA A
AR SO A A

23-3 THUFIA > RIS 5 + s R KR
Table 3-3 Classification code and type of soil utilization
g B o 3 Bt WG bR KR
111 AKH Qhie) 41 R
112 KB (KRB 42 WA
113 KB CGERD 43 KSR
121 2 (i) 46 M
122 B2 (ER) 51 WHEAM
123 B CPRD 52| REERA
21 | fE 53 Kb
22 EAK 61 Yith
23 | Bk 63|  thmi
24 HAtbpk 64 VB
31 o B3 2050 65 B
32 TR AR 66 PR
33 K7 = E R

% 3-4 THH AT KT BN R

Table 3-4 Reclassification code parallel table of soil utilization

- 4SS | SWATREE THFAH | RIS | SWAT fRE3 +3F A
21 FRST BEK 52 URMD BRA
22 FRST Ly b FEA R 53 URMD BRA
23 FRST BEK 61 URML KA HH
24 ORCD R 64 WETL gl
31 - RNGE HEE R 65 URML FF
32 RNGB o 7 o B 66 URML KA
33 SWRN REHEEE 67 URML F
41 WATR K3 113 SOYB X8
42 WATR K, 121 SWHT FE
43 WETL i 122 WWHT £NE
46 WETL i 123 CORN EX
51 URMD FER A
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FHE A RIS HRU B BM R, —H o R RS E— N RB KR+ R KRR L%
HRA SR ZTFIRRORE: B—HFREBFRIBL S 8B R R L0F AR 5
KRS MK ORI AT, 76 SWAT REES o K SO B8 TTIR A 5 2L E, RRAK
CHE RS, B RRTFREA N — kR, BRI T RIRAR R HL
M. KM BTSN RR T X RIFIRAT LT RE R, FENMEER
BRI LR R H IR R PR ABSKX A, BTERTELNZAY
B T AT LUSR AP T RO o 24— TR B0 HRU B, XHA HRU 55
HATREMASGERR T, RUETETISH DR F IR N BT HRU (7= BT A N . T8 TR
SRARE WIS TR T B 37, 3-8, R 3-5 A T EAREME LA
A E 4 . ' | :

- R3S HHAAENESREERETL
Table 3-5 The percent of soil type reclassification

R H R 80 FREM B 90 AR IR H b T H R AR
RNGB 26. 35% 26. 94% 0. 59%
SWRN 19. 37% 17. 81% -1.56%
FRST 18. 05% 18. 61% 0. 56%
RNGE 10. 52% 10. 46% -0. 06%
WWHT 9. 65% 9. 65% 0. 00%
CORN 9. 09% - 0.13% 0. 04%
L 2.94% 3. 20% 0. 26%
URMD 2. 36% o 2.47% 0. 11%
WEIL 1.33% 1. 39% 0. 06%
WATR 0. 19% , 0. 19% 0. 00%
SWHT v 0. 13% 0. 13% 0. 00%
ORCD ~ 0. 02% 0. 02% 0. 00%
SOYB 0.01% 0.01% 0. 00%

AW ICH KA T A FRIBR 55 E AN 7K S0 S TC I 7 ¥ X 0 K SCR T TS
BEAT L R AL R F B overlay $RAE, B FE ST IR A L3R FASRBU M L KR
AR BAFRAA LA AN ERBBTRS, NHERELEER, XL
REH L PR R B SRR T FRURP o AT ARER 5 A, B4 SR X 358 A W LA 22
Ko ZEVHEPAER T BB/ AR b B R 4 RIFE B RY o LD - R A R B A L AR
",

TE T FIR 7K 0w R TT T B P e T R R R R ) T AR L BB S SR T
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3 AR KoK IARA I S s 448

FFp A A E AR DT EE, WERERIPATEE. BT 0 -ER AR mRE
BrLe B8, URMEREA TR A AR 100%79 3B 5

HeanfE— AN FiliB A X S - B A R A 35%M K 30%A R, 21%MAkH: 10%
FRE, %HERA.

SR A A R IR L BE VA 20%, B ALEFUIEAR ATk, B, ARt gl -k e
W LG, e BRI A A AR T

> TEK: (35% + 86%) X 100% = 41%

>Hih: (30% = 86%) X 100% = 35%

> b (21% <+ 86%) X 100% = 24%
- Horp 86%ZFREK. B, Mo SRR,

804X - st I FE 4 R AL 4> A

R E 5l

7 /

0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

ORNGB BSWRN OFRST ORNGE mWWHT 0 CORN ® URML
OURMD mWETL BWATR OSWHT OORCD mSOYB

P 3-7 80 AR T3 F H E 4K MIF L

Fig.3-7 The percent of soil utility reclassification in 80°s
o T S0 52 AR o R P 28 2 o - 2R (Y THT A L A T 56 - R A 2T
HKiit, NTHER L BMER LB TP AT HIE, %R AR B A Al L SRR R
el 3% L a7 XEH A
S YIS SR 6 - MR P 2250 O TR E BB S 25%: 270 B TR Lk B o 25%
ML BME, BT 97K 30w RS e HUE KR 186 4, HRU H)F3y AR 83 5~ B
{H 23X £ HRU 7E KA EZRGIR K
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9044 1= R FH B 5y 2 1T AR 4o Afi

- - I
‘ |
3 sy |
: |
|

TR AR =

0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

ORNGB B SWRN OFRST CJRNGE mWWHT O0CORN = URML |
OURMD mWETL ®WATR 0OSWHT COORCD m SOYB

P 3-8 90 FFAR T3 A 4} KT AALL

Fig.3-8 The percent of soil utility reclassification in 90’s

HRUTE AR 43+ A

30%;|

20%;f

10%

0%

50 150 250 350 450 550 650
m# (km~2)

F43-9 HRUE #4311 ]
Fig.3-9 HRU area distribution

E3-92 7R T ¥ /K #isE P BT A (7K 300 B2 22 TTAE A [R) T AR 56 BB AN 350A 4 EEFTAO
F7005F J7 24 B _E K 3w 5 TN B 4 A Bk

ALAF H, #E0~50FF 2 B2 (A HRUN S 38% %, 50~100°F77 2 B 2 [a] FIHRUA
HHEIT30%, 100~150F 7722 B2 (6] FIHRUAN SR 18% 224, 150~200°F 77 2Z (8] FIHRUAN 345
1% 4. kR, 7E0~100°F7H 2 B2 B AHRUMN S 90%% .

FERSYHRUZ J&, & L H A ARBZ MR EeB R A T 2k, THERR T RISHRUZ G &
TR AMERE .
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& 3-6 ¥4 HRU J5 + o A e
Table 3-6 The area percent of soil utilization of HRU
b RS RNGB SWRN FRST RNGE WWHT CORN
Atk (%) 32.35 22.37 18. 05 10. 52 8. 65 8.09

HF&I% HRU, 7 b BB AN L F F R el S B BT RRAR, iTobb Bl
i R R S e . A4 HRU 22 BT A9 300 A 26 Y [ A8 b il A b ol LA R R
RNGB. SWRN RO BT in, 45502 RNGB HILLMI14 N T 5. 8%. 7 CORN. WWHT. RNGE 1
FRST AR LLBIB&H Frbe{€. JRREAB LB/ WETL, SOYB. WATR. SWHT 1 ORCD
AXIZFIHRU B, ZERERYSTHE h R Rent X Lo 4 3 oF| R RV AT BT 5T

R 43 HRUJ& = 3 ) A AR EE

b
R
fm
= | |
:“E |

S F: Py e

e i v =
e // pd ) // ///
0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

ORNGB ®mSWRN OFRST ORNGE mWWHT ©CORN

& 3-10 &4 HRU J7 iR FmAALL
Fig.3-10 The area percent of soil utilization of HRU

3SHREXSREE

BRI P R B A R T P AL AR R 3K 3h 77, th R R E B AR
Z—. SWAT B FHEE K H R B 0 PR R & . Bm Bl R KPREN .
NGEFAAXEAL . EARKRTAEFFIAT 1980 42 2000 4-#) HFH %R . HHRERE. X
RARBE . RE A XHE BER LB AUl R B S EE, A PRARS SR 2B 2K A X T
.
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37 HRANHRAR WSS A

Table 3-7 Weather shack in study area
BF 45 () %5 () IR (n)
EIR 36. 68 101. 27 2724.6
P | 37.03 101. 53 2612.5
115 37.38 j" 101. 62 2714.6
75 36.63 | 10178 2262. 4
B 36.50 .| 101.53 2717.7
SRR 36. 48 102. 42 1975. 4
RA 36. 33 102. 80 1787.6

T B 3-11 FoR T & [B R RX B9 0 R IE 6 X

BAKIESZ A

B 3-11 SEEHALERIEHIRER

Fig.3-11 Position and control area of weather shack



4 BYSHAEF 5B E AR

A ERANSHEESERERES R
4.1 BESRHE

- SWAT RIS A\ M ERSIE = R B 8L B G, B R B b o i B AT i
AEEA T EE, KR F RS HAL (parameterization) . A1, BMEZBHEEIZEITH
MAZER, H— MRS BE/DZRETTH BT A MEEN—RF .

BREFHRSELTE, REERMALSIBRALNEE, EXFHEREE—ERIE
ER R AT RSO . BAER IR B BE MASEE (0. R EWEEEE), X
ER I AR RIES SN IER, FEENAHRE., RESANEBETHEE.
SHTFEZHIME , BN I EE BEAAROEIE, W@ K& E 0 SRR,
LR TR SHUA A P FEMBR R .

SWAT MEUEITHRENMASEEET UL AME., KR, HEAEH. L8, KR,
KE. RIVEBREESEZHARY, BMRUEUTXEESHAR. HESHERENS, i
NENS B RETFRERE LRV FIRIBA LALLM, W EEENSZ5E; X
6y 751 S 5 R AR 7K SO B B8 T I RUBE R B BAK SO R 7T 4 S AT SE BRI, 0. B ik
A & BIR S A E R RRHEEH. KRS HEUEREN S, FEAFHSEREHE
AVSWAT2000 M4j3R#F2 BaERY, WibESHHRE, HEER. LRSS K
B1E; BRELSH, FHAEM SWAT RIBYWEZ XL B3R, LAHMEREHITSHME
HEMAER, MEAENEREHEANSHREESNUT=%: OLEEYRE. 1%
BHSH; QHTKESH: OWMELHKSE: @KES3H%.

4.1.1 TEMEBEHSEEE

TR R R A R AR A R EE S, X TR K RN B TR KRR S 72
L FEERKENE, RRAMANLESH.
a. THRFHRA LR :

SWAT #ERLE AT I T B IR I 22 B & 8508, 840 BB E T LR £ 22010 E.
BRI E SR+ R KRR R A T £ 55, MRES K ERE BT E N E
Fo

ERXMERT, HEERMIREZRETER, XTI EE, REEABRTTAA
4, LRI R R HAT R, WAl LRI B KRR . BT
TR LR R A B LR (T 8, MO ELAE R HRU 2 5, 1R 2% MR EL )R /N Y 1 3 K A T
AR, R 4-1 P T ZRFRARRAY, =R m 19 T RAF R
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F 4-1 BB T B RAEBIR
Table.4-1 Data of typical soil sampling in Huangshui watershed

- BB BE (mm) 58 BURE A
(mm) 52 2~0.05 | 0.05~0.002 | 0.002~0

. 0~250 8.10% | 26.10% 35. 44% 30. 36%

Tt | 250~800 9.02 | 27.40% 32. 30% 31.28% | EA
i 800~1500 | 9.45% | 26.03% 34. 25% 30. 27%
. 0~160 10.29% | 23.21% 30. 70% 35. 80%

s 160~300 7.01% | 12.00% 43. 60% 3% |
300~830 9.92% | 17.80% 43.27% 29. 01%
830~1500 | 9.25% | 23.25% 54. 80% 12. 70%
0~90 11.90% | 33.10% 34, 30% 20. 70%

K5+ 90~250 15.85% | 33.04% 32. 54% 18.57% | &
250~500 | 11.45% | 33.24% 34, 45% 20. 86%

b. LKL, KESFYHBRENS L

SWAT AT EZLRTEAIKIL. KESBHENBANE, B OFRLEHEN
JKICHIEA (Soil Hydrological Group); QMM RAREE: @LERHBEBEKEZHRE.
BRIBEESERAANEES: OLBRAIZFLRERE; ©LEAE (moist bulk
density) ; ©7F 2 H 8] ¥ /K & (available water capacity) ; DB 5K Z (saturated hydraulic
conductivity) ; @ ZE TIFEF KRR, Fib. Wh. BHASE; OQUSLE FREF 0T
£ K; @OH/A) -1 K B2 (albedo) .

. BOREMNEORBEEVIHRAN, THEERLITR. FORM, ALEHKITIES
AESH, CEEAER. ©. O\ LEEEEFHAEHEEPSNEE . NTH
@EE, BRRAEFHIERR, REBEEEREGTR, SHRLERRK, BNE
K, EBAFHERRAIMAT MR BERNE, UERAROHEATERIHRE 7R, R
IR SWAT FREMIBREE, H—WER 0.10. '

FHEA M K E, R LEAGHHREES, XNMSREEEE, BPRERDE
BHBE, KREAKEFERRRE, EAATENTESE. BRLHARE., £%
ESRAE R RN B, KBS RS ERE R T RE LR X & AR R
PE, RIFH ATt s, T T & R R DR it K E MR E R X 6 K
1E(0.228), AX K EHECFH K H=0.228, RELMSHEFEEIRARRBITSHERE.

TIRAE. ARERFKE. BRMSKEAFTERRNE, 235 H BT, X
AT Saxton HIFFF R (http://wilkes.edu/ boram/soilwatr.htm ), 4t 38 i + 38 %038 BE /9 3477
HRT LR E BN L EYE R REENLTXR, LB RS NER R
MXF. B 414 Saxton FEMHERFRE, RERALETLRERNER, R
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LS AN ) - R R R 4 .
Soil Texture Triangle
Hydraulic Properties Calculator

Percent Sand 25 4

Percent Clay 16

Calculate |

Wilting point ——

0. 1092 §
(e water/en? soil) i
Field capacity 02780 g
(enf water/cn? soil) - H

Saturation L
0.4675

(ciF water/ci? soil) —]

|

Sat. hydraulic conduct.

(ca/hr) ia:

Available water 0. 1699 |
(ci? water/co? soil) |
% Clay (in water/¥oot soil) 2.0399 |

M 4-1 T3RYFER @
Fig.4-1 Interface of hydraulic properties calculator

c. THUKICRITTA MR th R B v

RIS E LN 45 SWAT #EFL P 7= FURAIR A T & M 3% {R$7#& (5011 Conservation
service) JFA& /) SCS 143t i e UK R, iXMER A BN R I S 40 /K SCHR T A MR
3. XEHBABRBHERYE (Natural Resource Conservation Service) fE+IENBYF
FERIZEEL b, B &R R 4 A, B4 I RAEMUMFERAMEE R T AFHUNER

# 4-2 THUKCRITTA KRS
Table 4-2 elements of soil hydraulic
KR TEA 13 £ 0. 5m HF1 F7KE (mm/hr)

A >110

117110

B
C : 1.1711
D <1.1
THOKSCHETTAR 3K, BE 2, SWATO9 FMt, KICHITTA > KbrHE
AR B X LR E 0. 5m WA FAKERAD, 208 AL By C D 4. SAMFENR
4-2 Fi7R. 1€ SWAT2000 BU(EF FAt b, XNAAMPRESGEIT TEH, RETEZHHRS
MR . AT, EMEFERE, X HHOKSCHEITAH MRt B — BRIt ZEEA
MXE, ERAEIAEMENSE R . LHFETED, X TFAR-RAR KK HETA
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BHEELXFRERL

R EEKIER 4-2 MIRHERIT THIE, REXFASN T 28R RFRE, MXEL
B ) TR BE AT T X EE, #AT T .

RMMZE (runoff curve number) £ SCS A EESY, RAALTEEEN, #h
T8 = K S 3K 4 &R B B 30 A R B M T 78 25 A0 K SC o L Sk fE s T 12 i ph 2%
BWHME . A BKRIRLRRE&N, 2EXELRRPERSFHLMASHE THNNER
BEH (R 4-3).

K43 KX LA E T MR B &5
Table.4-3 Runoff curve number of differ hydraulic soil
B o KA

A Ab PR ER L B KM A B C D
o HATHHE - 7 | 86 | o1 | o4
HATHHE %= 72 | 81 | 88 | 91
- HATHHE g 67 | 78 | 8 | 89
159 FEBHE = 70 | 79 | 84 | 88
BiHE FEPHE L3 65 | 75 | 82 | 86
Fr K H % 66 | 74 | 80 | 82
SHEAH g 62 | 71 | 78 | 81
HITHHE - 65 | 76 | 84 | 88
HITHHE g 63 | 75 | 83 | 78
AL ERPHE = 63 | 74 | 82 | 85
7| ErBHE g 61 | 73 | 81 | 84
Fr K H % 61 | 72 | 79 | 82
5 i ABR i 59 | 70 | 78 | 81
HATHHE % 66 | 77 | 85 | 89
HATHHE i3 58 | 72 | 81 | 85
FHE R FEBHE = 64 | 72 | 83 | 85
RAEEH L BHE o 55 | 69 | 78 | 83
- EFEAEA E 63 | 73 | 80 | 83
. TR HE 53 51 | 67 | 76 | 80
BHER % 68 | 79 | 86 | 89
B —f% 49 | 69 | 79 | 84
| 33 39 | 61 | 74 | 80

40



4 BUSHAEE5RRE A WM

EEPHE = 47 | 67 | 81 88

FHEBHE —& 25 | 59 | 75 | 83

FHEPHE 33 6 35 | 70 | 79

ity ] i 30 | 58 | 71 | 78

, = 45 | 66 | 77 | 83

Pk — & 36 | 60 | 73 | 79

' ig 25 | 55 | 70 | 77

R - 59 | 14 | 70 | 77

A% B - 72 | 82 | 78 | 89

CBETD ' - 74 | 84 | 90 | 92
412 TR FRESHMER

MARKLEEE K S, SR TBENFFEEERBR. WEER—HTT, A—KH
L3, BaTEBEOARNES, LEFESSBEARME . RIEFEE KUK EHELNE
RUM TR, BMARXAFELIERBFSMERAN BT

()@t SAAERER 3200~3800m Z A L L. BTEERK, Bk, -
HRER, $AKEE, B, SEHE 60%LULE. RERERFS, LHEPEIWRE
KFHE, —BEVREEN 6%~10%2 8, 2% 0.4~0.6%, &8 0.06%~0.12%,
428 1.5~2.51%, PHHA 8.0 &4,

(2) B L. FES MR 2600~3300m 2 8] . &%+ KRGS IENFE AR A £,
MREL, MHKXE, RRBEXY, EVESEETRPTREBEREFIY NG RFS,
FURLER, RERSES, SGHRE, 8FIMR 2.0%~4.01%, 2% 0.14~0.26
%, &%%0.08~0.15%, 2% 1.96%, PHEN 8.4 £h, ETHHEFR. MEFLME
. :

Q) F4EL: EEMMIERKFE R RS AR, Lo X, B 2270—
3000m 2 [H), HUEFFEE, SREM, LEFRE, M ETH— SHUANE. BTZHH
HTFRBSEAWE, TSR, S —BRENRSELN 0.50%~2.03%, 2%
0.08%~0.14%, £®0.05%~0.14%, 28 1.84%, PHIE N 8.5 KH . %K TIHER
HAHEERBERN—RK 1%, BFREER, EEMENE. XK. hmEELHED.

W KREL: TEHMAERK 1800—2300m HIVEKFAA KAL KR EEHHE, AKX
WMETFR. X TRENREY, MR TREERLE, BREE 200EA, HELBFELE
ML L, LEPUBEERR, RS AR, %, BKESHT, RKERIERHHE;
EHTHAHERA, ZUFEH, FIRSER, —HREVREEHN 0.50%~1.30%, £
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#0.05%~0.12%, £0.05%~0.13%, &% 1.54%, PH{EAN 8.3 &4

1E SWAT A h {FEMNEFY A LIRVIAES B OBHRER. A, "THEER
FIE B FN I 3 8 & T S A 7K SO R B TTHEAT RN » AR T R 7 S0 RO X B O
TR B -

A5t EROBIEN, FHTRXRANNERKA:

> fEER AR RS 1. 5%;

> AIERBERIEVURE 1/14;

> ANBEREBABFHER 1/8;

> BUEM R BN TP AR R S .

. NO3
+ e
[d 4-2a TIRFIZVIHAIIHER L BUR T P 4-2b IR IZVILE A HLEUREE

. OrgP .

§ Soluble P S '—(\— ) ,‘ — % :

M 4-2¢c TIREZHIGEHITT H M BER BE 4-2d THREVIRRH AR E
B 4-2 TRERELLF TR

Fig.4-2 Initial chemical element density on soil surface

413 T KESHHE

TEBEENAT SWAT AL T KA EKE, — I REEKEKE, EAF
TN R RR AR R, A—AREEREKE, ARSI R E . &T&
KRR 3 R 2 th i 2 T KBNS Fh SR RDE R, BT LAEB R (5 T K ES 8
DRNAEE. BRERT ¥R TACGRRKI T H#E KSR TR LR Sc M EZ 50, oAt
SWAT FrsE XK T RKESH, FRKREHEELME SRBMIPXAREE RE
ERABRBRI RPN SHHTEE (SEELFEL2, 4.3),
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4 BUSBAH HERE R BT

414 B LRSHHE

CHREFBFEICHRAFEELR, FECHSEP SR TMKSHTRIKER KR, B
MR K USRI TE R AMA IR BRI K BB R M N AMA HL R K.

WEHCHXASHEEETE, FERANTIESHEREE, XF Maning Z¥. &
R BRI R E AR RS AR AR X K R S FI M, 1 SR ERAH RS, Manning REG K. HHEIC
HTHE M Manning REEHE R0 R &K LRI A Manning REMEARARNFHE. SR
FEHEZ, FXX (KXRIHREESEEITIN), SRR, 8L F A Manning &
HHBE NE 4-4.

F 4-4 BT Manning RE S %8
Table. 4-4 Manning coefficient overland flow
+ b FIH Fhit Eith & H it W HAE 7KK
Manning
0.3 0.1 0.2 0.05 0.02 0. 01
¥

MELCHNFTEMANEIESHOREE, ERMEFMELRERE. FKAKN
Manning REARYE & Um0 EABKREE OKXFEL), HEFEER. FXFR KX
TR BRI RE.

4.15 SKUBESHMLHE

BT S 2, 3 B PG R R HTER, BRIk 4900m, BIEALHIEA
B HZK 1650m, ARRHREZIE 3250m. BREMEIZIRL, HARERTEAMOEREK.
TEKRRORE . BT, GLRRNENS S SZBEEEFEROER, Flbam
RXEAZEEMEEEMOLR. I ORI 7 MRS RRR, SR,
MR B EHESERNXR. | o

b DAL PR RT LU B, K MR 2 4 B M B B 4F H PR R A S RS S
RAEMARME R . B ER AR BTRIE, MR EEEERAETAS. A
Tt TRANFEAN EESH: BRAEDMABE, 0.0m/kn HRHRTEBE, —
4. 9°C/km. 3XT /N BB RS T UK FUE0K ) R E B R A TR S %
e,
42 BBSHEE

TE5 B A SWAT ASRU G SR, 3 285t SWAT 487 B 3 T BB AL 461 ) M ARk S
MR, PPENSEHEAEYEEN, Bid EYHTUURERN R HIEFER. CIS SHIE
R E LR EIEHIT ST EEE. R RN BT SWAT A R —MERMRZILL
BERMBAR, BRBOFE, FRFENEFSOHR, BRINSERESSH, TN
Ko N T BB MR IKE, AN XSS HES M EATHNIR A S ER
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BHEELRFAERL

t, B EREEEALETATFISERERTRSE, L LHF A RIEEIRRETRE
PR, HEBENAFTENRERITSERESRIE.
ﬁimﬁﬁzﬁﬁfﬁ¢=ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁim%ﬁﬁ@ﬁiﬁ%%*M&%ﬁﬁ@mm '
2. BMMPRERSTURBEEMERE, iEAEESMARNERER. &
FIMIRIRZIRHFT R MK R B /A Nash-Sutcliffe R = R I B, M AR RIS B RO H
WibRHE. TR ZE A48 Nash-Sutcliffe k.
f# A Nash- Suttclife & Ens X & R EERME SR EZ B HEE, HREXA:

i(Qm ~0,)

E, =1 (4.1

. 2(9,,, -0,

RH: QAMAE, QAEME, Qu AMAFIHE, n AMNARE.

3 Q= Q. i, E~lL; M%&ﬁﬁﬁ VAR RE L E B A B E B AT
EEANRRR M.

BUMTIRF#ITSEERE: BARBTRIKESSNESE, REHTREKERS
RE, ANEXTEE . 4 BORERABSNSEEE, BEH TR EEELE
EREFRVFH S HIEE . SEREN N EHFRS ST TS, N EETERAN, &
MNHTSHERE, X8 RZE T ES S S st S

PO T AL FIEK A i, HE 4-5 T ULE B, s F EEHIVE KRS 2. K.
BIEURGEF HRESXIR, TN 9022kn’; BRI FEKABETEENHA, #
HIERA LIRS 15620 km'.

4.2.1 ERHEHE

FETRKBERARE: RBMMHMT RIS T K GBI EKELEL

PRIAFMA S . BN, SN EMBRRBTERDF, AT 5% R EHA
BIBITEREE.
. EREMERSFIEAERBERNSITE. B ENERR, i ERIKELERR
ZREEBRTNBREE: MEKkBusRMENEEE, B3ERE, BURELRE
RIR L FRANE R FIEB N A T RFK ] BF AT R FEMARSE L
—EMEHZ R R



4 BRI SHAS H HARR E A ML

7K 3Tk i) X 7 i P

T
R,
M

Bl 4-5 K2 HI X 2 A

Fig.4-5 Control area of hydrometric station
WP EREEMEN, BEAS, PITEER, BSHE /D, Nathan 1 McMahon
BHIKKH Lyne-Hollick HIEXN A B L BHT T AIALE, NREIEFHEIHER. £
SCRAZIT R SE AR AR A BRERMBERPEAL S, #T Lyne-Hollick HEHIIEHK
TR :
q,=Pq.,+A+BXQ -0,)/2 (4.2
A q b t BZIS @R REmR Y BV EZRRES, UHANEEK); Q Akl
TSR ABRIEPIEIENREmRN, B8 HER b.:
- b =0 -g, ) ' - (4.3)
2 RO FE TR ER S+ B F A USGS f) Basef Low FEFFAE S0 HSF- 197 B R 5 L8
FH. B 1980~2000 FHFEF R, BT TEM bflow. exe FBFF. ENTIBEIZHER

BURERSHYFIBARNM o RZEHRKKRY, BREBPOCTELERWR 4-5 Fir.
& 4-5 WEHEERBHE

Table.4-5 filter separation runoff value

ERRBF | BRAKF2 | BARK F3 | BARYE | ogw ZH | ERRH

6.68 0.52 0.42 11 0.019 42
F 4-6 71 blow F2/F 4 EI3H HA RIS 1983 FHHMALITA.
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~ 160.0 : //\\
120.0 - .
Y 2 3
A Y

0 1 2 3 4 § ] 7 8 9 10 11 12

Strem Flow = = =Fr1

Fr2 =— = Fr3|

B 4-6 B4 FIRTRAINS 1983 FREBEMULTRE
Fig.4-6 Runoff process separated by filter at Minghe station 1983

422 BEREMA SHREEN

REHDRESAMERT . MR ERAERARE, RS EIRKREE 2

P FREERIBX, FELEHE éﬁ*ﬁﬂ’]ii
a. HREMSHERE

BA P EMFERAR R BIER . reh . HEREFHFREERSH

FERRPHRRRAL TRRE. R THEN 4. 4 HERRZR:

( 3
& area ;
> | surq ; x —
= : Z area , w
surq = \ = <X g 4.4
3| wyld , _red,
= 2 area ,
\ i=n

K i KO RBHNFRBENFRS
surq: FHRBARBRAHRE;
area;: THBMEMR; wyldi: FREMB=HE;
tq: KICHEAEHIKE; surq: KIS AEHIR BT BKIKE.
ZIUBRFEENA FREMHBRTRERAELCAIRTRFELR. BBRAE.
> EESHEEHEN:
WLRENTEELE, MRTEERS CKRUAHER):
(1) P& SCS &y 2k REL (soil curve number);
(2) K3 p A B E) REKBE S (soil available water capacity);
)P R AR MEZRE S (soil evaporation compensation factor).



4 MR BBAH HARR E A RS

C S, BT ERFERRBRTRENS S, RS BEBRNZEFE
IR IR R AT IE K 1145 $ % (CH_ K 5. rte &) & Manning Z¥(CH N ZE. rte #) .
b. M FRABHEE
BEEKEHARERMTRMMNEEMRIES, XK EEK, HEIRE
LAETNEAD, REKRE 11 BEKXRE S AAEFIENEFTR. BEEKEKEHS
Kk BTERREKA TS, HAERREIBASE, REEHMAPRIE. BREEKE
BKEBTRE KB FEAMA R B ER, HEENFEATERKE. hTRREEEF
FEHRE &K E B RARIE.
BERTR 45 HEHTRR:

area

m
Z area ,
i=n

gwgq , X

1M

(4. 5)

gwq N *

3 wyld,.x#'—

Z area ;
i=n )

:_CQI:FS
is KL R IR FRBAI RS ;
gwqi: FHEAR TR HNE;
areai: FIIHAIE;
wyldi: FREMSFZRE:
-tq: KL AL EIKE
gwq: JKICuS bR R B EIK & .
ZHUBRAEEFAFREMN® TRARFAECRIEPLSFER. ABHRASE.
> EESHEEHEN:
WSWEATEERE, mRITEERE KERAHER):
(1) s TR BEREZEE (revap coefficient) (GW_REVAPH .gwH)
) BFREEESKEF T KEERIH T KEEBRE (REVAPMNZE.gw) ;
Q) EINEREESKBEPEA AN T KEERHE (GWQMNE.gw F);
WAk, BT EREEEMERBENSESL, EWASGIRERRNZEER alpha
Z ¥ (ALPHA_BF 7E.gw ) Mt F/K#MAREIR R # (GW_DELAY 7E.gw H1).
c. MERMSHE g HN
. BEN3~4 AFGRKNRERLN I, BRERRNTEXARE—EIEFHS
o BMEALNFERR, YRENEEEIHMTEERFBMERN, mERT. MEER
ZENZHREHRAT. REFEHE. RSEENBESKE. SHNEHETAR, o

47



BHREILKFRERX

BiEBRAMEEART. B BEERRTFANEEZRIOHE . MUENSKIEFRBE
R R .

BA N ZERIERRAK. HTFKMKIBEF ORISR, FRERELEZWR,
FHELFEHERP =E WRTFRTN, BEEHAFIESHEZFBXR.

42.3 BERERIRELGRSSN

A EERKYE EHTRNRRSHEEHEN, EA 1980~1989 FiE/KFEAT. R
MBI RRR CCLERE) FRFK ARSI A RFREHITSHEE; %A 1990~2000
FEHNFHSHRR CERERE) FRRATIA RFINEEHITRIE. RAMEMNRER
% Rew #AXFEL A Nash-Sutcliffe AR RE EMEAESHEE WA RTHRUE.

a. ERFIERE M

# 4-6 REKFR RS HER R BENIL R, BRZE 1988 4F, Al4 R 5 L4
BRI TBRME, 1988 FEKMET BRI T 20 FRAEHE, MEUAILT BRI KK
MR, BRRBHERT 20 ERORERR, TELRRRABDLRIE, HFRAMHE
KBEMK (B 4-7), BTFXHRYMILBERRIIER, LS ERR.

FERELIBSEY G, BRA. BTHASRENRRERTENLRTELSS, B
4-9, BIRIBHESHr4E R ARA-6.

HEM EEAERRITFERTUES, BT, RIS ERRBIRENMRERET, B
19884 MR R BT IE A 5 SLE B EY A, W LUHAT A RRBREBERIS
EE,

b. A RFI4RE M R

RIS R E AR R L RTUED, HF. RASKA ARSI R BT
REHMER, BHETH SIS EERF iRE. BRMLERFMEILER, A
RS R EAEE R ‘

() 2R R BRI REET R, TERREKENER L, ETFSWATHE
KRR K BIR EEAUNR BT, BRI T SRRk BRI,

Q) ARHEBR T KENOAIR, TERETMRBACIREN R, BT EKREET
ME. HF. BE=HFEOERIE, BREEEERRESHTERTEROELT,
SER. BEFERURER RO RERE A, TEAIEUT=ANME:

> RABRERNSEE (MEEL2.1) RIK0%EE, FTEHTFLEEESEEL
EEREEHEW; 4 |

> BEREFRS LN AT K, B0 THERSEROEMER, IEHTREES
SHHMESRTHEEREE, URKEEEFERBEIYNOZN; .

> BEREMERCRERE, B TFSVATRA D sOREE R B K E R 2, T
SWATHER (I B /N5 K d, THEUKFUIRA K= £ 0 KRBT, BRI LAk 5K B P T
WASRHRER T HAKRBERRSEEE.
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4 RYSBAEFHHRYERA RSN

BR, BHR, ASCEIEAHERS BERREBIRIOENL, BdRESERE
FE RS mEETE, BUFHRRRT S RN A R RER A KW, X T
SEEUEENEESY, BESKNAS, BE, EEBATAENER, T BRIFH

RSB EEEREABEE T E.
F 4-6 BUKEF¥E 1980~2000 FH M BHEML R
Table 4-6 1980~2000 Mean annual discharge simulation at Minghe station

— . LWERERAE | ERRE | EREE
(m3/s) (m3/s) (mm)
1980 AT.5 44.3 397. 1
1981 | 75.1 80.5 544.6
1982 55.9 59. 7 432.8
1983 77.4 84.6 530. 0
1984 57.9 65.2 471.6
BHR%
1985 74.4 78.2 586. 6
1986 75.1 70. 6 496.2
1987 68.9 72.0 482.2
1988 81.8 118.2 617.0
1989 109. 3 111.2 591. 0
1990 68. 2 57.8 462. 5
1991 40.0 37.5 356. 4
1992 64.6 74.2 585. 3
1993 5.5 | 86.5 537.3
1994 59.0 51.0 523.3
1995 62.2 54.8 464.2
BHWIE | 1906 63.8 55. 6 462.7
1997 59. 1 6.1 | 497.5
1998 63.5 68. 4 506. 3
1999 66. 3 59.4 494.5
2000 53.9 51.2 437.2
FIEE 66. 6 69.0 498.9
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Fig.4-7 Natural yearly flow from 1980 to 2000 in Huanshui drainage basin

£ 4-6 BIKHE 1980~2000 FFRF KR BFERLGIF 4 R
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Table 4-6 Natural yearly flow simulation from 1980 to 2000 in Huanshui drainage basin

K3 HXIRE MREH Nash-SutcliffeX{ %
[ikegi1 1.5% 0.81 0. 795
&%ﬂﬁﬁ 1.8% 0. 84 ©0.809

424 BEROR Y SHEE -

a. WS HEE #HEN . :

7E SWAT $AY chik H a8 PR ¥ B A RYE : — 3Rk B F /K 3w B A TG Bl F i3,
— &4 kYR i R .
() FREABF=Y&;

75 SWAT AR b B 2 P B Y & MUSLE, BB ZETFHREBARHEYENE TR
#& T MUSLE 3 LA R BHERF.
FERABHSHUNT:

Kuysie: USLE 725 i) -4 AT R it A7

Custe: USLE HFEFHEDLEETHETF.
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EXWER (LFK/B)

FEHRE LHTR/P)
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Fig.4-8 Natural yearly flow simulation from 1980 to 2000 at Xingnin station
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B 4-9 EKMBEFLE 1980~2000 4 RFIRRBRAEIL
Fig.4-9 Natural yearly flow simulation from 1980 to 2000 at Minghe station
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Fig.4-10 Natural monthly flow simulation from 1980 to 2000 at Xingnin station
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Fig.4-11 Natural monthly flow simulation from 1980 to 2000 at Minghe station
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y = 0.8831x + 3.9096
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Figure4-12 Correlation analysis of Natural monthly flow simulation and measured from 1980 to 2000 at
Xingnin station
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Fig.4-13 Correlation analysis of Natural monthly flow simulation and measured
from 1980 to 2000 at Minghe station
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(2) AT A R R B P BRI IR 40 B VAR

TRT3E R R A R B A — IR BRI B M L AR EE R A TR AN FRE

FERABHISHUT:

cp: BV BN ENR R &R

Spep: PRV HE N THEHIRF R BIREL

Kep: WERKIATRMAS (cnvhr/Pa);

Con: WIRKIE IR 7

Z BRI LFHFERE A DORIIRIRE), LA T Conr MT Keno MARET
csp F1 spexp, csp M 0.001 13 0. 003, spexp M 1 HEA 1.5. T AR MZEE

R, :
R 4-7 BIKHIR 1980~2000 XA A R IFRIUKAES R
Table 4-7 Natural monthly flow simulation from 1980 to 2000 in Huanshui drainage basin

Y/ $'&"] HxTigE HXEH | Nash-Sutcliffedt R
BT 2.5% 0.756 0.709
RS 2.8% 0.795 0.735

b. B EELE RS 4HT
T, BANES/KSCHTHE 1980~2000 SEEHV EEMLE R NE 4-8, B 4-12.
# 4-8 /KR 1980~2000 EEM EHEML R

Table 4-8 Yearly sediment load simulation from 1980 to 2000 in Huanshui drainage basin

[k ©1.: D) R (FM)

£H -

' ] e L D
1980 203 230.7 649 528.0
1981 514 883.4 1950 2562.3
1982 148 232.0 " 547 680.9
1983 238 250.2 1460 1290.9
1984 115 183.7 981 1277.1
1985 137 228.8 1020 1374.0
1986 ' 168 195.0 1440 1207.1
1987 140 147.1 985 832.9
1988 161 _ 245.0 856 1445.8
1989 - 546 571.5 1180 966.9
1990 193 319.8 456 492.6
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1991 63 97.2 345 3813
1992 249 395.9 1044 1466.4
1993 253 369.3 921 1073.3
1994 276 404.6 1432 14505
1995 412 645.5 845 946.3
1996 202 213.1 768 543.1
1997 243 2123 1900 1356.9
1998 254 278.0 890 807.2
1999 178 148.8 1960 1656.5
2000 89 150.8 490 605.4

2400

2000 A

800

o~
/;\:—/

400

21600 M 1600
' 4 2400
D
® 3200
lﬁ.

4000

4800

® & & » & DD S o D o> P N DS S
SEFLFLLE LTI FPIFF ISP 7

[ =7 W) —a—FT (BB —A- BR GEM) —e—RA (B5) |

A 4-14 EKFE 1980~2000 FEEHY BRI
Fig.4-14 Yearly sediment load simulation from 1980 to 2000 in Huanshui drainage basin

£ 49 EKHIE 1980~2000 EERKYBEIRE

Table 4-9 Yearly sediment load simulation from 1980 to 2000 in Huanshui drainage basin

bR D] FHXTHR 2 MAEH | Nash-Sutcliffe’ £
Fifagi*] 24.3% 0.726 0.629
RAuh 4.8% 0.715 0.676

FRYOE (M)
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BHLEIXRFRERI

(3P ARYE, ASCERT 199346 CFKE) M19894E (FKE) #AT ARV B,

£ R 1E4-15. E4-16:

uxi\E%@Eﬁﬂﬁﬁ@ﬁﬁﬂiﬁﬂ%ﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁ%%(ﬁ&mﬂﬂ%ﬁ.
AT RASE, ARV ESHE R AWERR S EARIENORE. BRHELERRE,

FXRERBMR L, FEFRELUTILA:

(1) B FSWATAE RIS + 3% 3 h i+ B R B —RMUSLEZ IS A8 B, i3 B 4t 5 B R Mtk

MEEFMHE, ENRERELNTRRIEETFHBERE,

Q) NFEBERIERERE, SWATHEN TAREE/MITET U LR, SAER% RS
10%%kh; TIERME, MM REPERFEK. BFWSLEFERHX BN LIEREEH

T, SCEER T YRR B MK AR,
200.0

160.0

120.0

4

80.0

40.0 5[

0.0 L Lt A

AR mE GLFX/B)

6.0E+06

1 5.0E+06

7~
1 4.0E+06 £

IR

A

3.0E+06 mm
N

{ 2.0E+06 &

m

1 LOE+06

0.0E+00
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2528 obs sed E==

Z1sim sed =4¢obs flow ~~E—gsim ﬂow]

Bla-15 PARFERMBEA M BERS TR Ex

Fig.4-15 Monthly sediment load simulation and measured from 1980 to 2000 at Minghe station in mean

yearly discharge year

1) BOHBEUZKERLRER, BT RPABKOESEERS, SBRBREY DR

EHZET W,
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250.0 - 6.0E+06

1 5.0E+06
72 200.0
@ ~
¥ 1 s.0E+06
J150.0 =
“j 1 3.0E+06 mﬂ
fg] 100.0 N
he { 2.0E+06 &
Q- (11
g 50.0 1 1.0E+06
0.0 0.0E+00
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EF obs sed simsed === gbs flow === sim ﬂow}

Bl4-16 FKFE R B2 S T REN
Fig.4-16 Monthly sediment load simulation and measured from 1980 to 2000 at Mnghe station in highest
yearly discharge year

425 FRKRE S SHEE
a. KRS HE 2N

7E SWAT BB P EME YA AEHRLE. BVA. TANHMEEIES. £45K
HE T, BIFKBEMN ZERFT NO,~N. NH-N. NO,~N. TP. TN 1ELFER#IT T SRR E,
SFMEASRNAP Z B EMEELELE, X7E SWAT MA P EHE LR, Hik, EXEHS
BB WLTIE N H L. X SEERN A SRR S HUE R LR 4 R . KR
BARSHEEF AL R REEEFANN S HERERTEP SEFRYZ A%
WHISHEE.. .
1) HRFHIERWE N AP AN SE;

NPERCO: R P EMIRE S TR KRPEMIREL, HE4 0. 350;

CMN: VERBSEHEMTLEE, H%EH 0.005;

PPERCO: iR P BERIIRE S TR/KAFBERIRELL, %A 15.5;

PHOSKD: B3R AY, H£KE 10mn LD EE MBI E R RBH

A HEBERIREZ L, %N 135;

PSP: BERMEIRE, AIAMBAR LIRS, BTFRLRZEMAEER, T

EUBRRRERERR, REENEE, BOAREREELTBYINREEEE K

RIEHEPRIELE, HSHUREEA0. 5.
2) FEICHEEPE. BEMETELNSH.
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BC3: 20 CHEMAELAEENEREEL (day’) , HERHO.035;
BCl: 7E20°CHEBAEWEILFEEE (day’) , HEAHO. 360;
BC2: 7E20°CH WHSREth R AEMEILEBEEE (day™) , RS, 200;

BC4: FE20°CRSEHBEIT (LA (day™) , HEERO0.04;
b. KESHEESERE S

BT X PRI E SR Y B SR 0 M 0 A FR T B (BB, FEACIR AR, EERT ROAIG
1998 1 2000 FEH A LB LM EIE, B SEGERERNAHESFIZE, RTUE
B A RIEE R AR EIRNR, HIRE R REG R AR BIEAGEHRITSERE.

R 4-10 R8T 1998 FEF1 2000 F &K FIRbR T HAERMIE, BREFEAPENL
B, B TEZMESENBAT. HRERKKLE 2000 EREHRAR, HTE
THER LA & B AR ELBIR A, XSGR LIS R EHEKRK . R UES], FE

20 R B BALES 2000 FH, FIERFERIGIFHED T REKT, REMTHS3.
- R 410 RAHKFAIE S RAE (B ke)

Table 4-10 Water quality simulation and measure at Minghe station

E4 R | RRER | &R | IMERER | =R §5¥ 3

WARE 2143059 792928 24879 2960866 | 894579

HEE 2583500 714240 34783 3333523 | 684576

1998 4E
HXHRE 21% -10% 38% 13% -23%

P 828043 217952 19931 1065927 82151

2000 & | HEE 989000 261493 28386 1278879 | 101659

xR 19% 20% 45% 20% 24%
4.3 SRS ERERESH :
4.3.1 HFRKCIRE (SWAT) SEER S

SWAT BB B — AN ETWEBE XD ARKIORE, ELHER T YERMETT RS
REHA NS FHYEAERS, FIEDNER, N PRELES. EEANSEEER
HERERE TR RE. B TSHAL URERNZ T, fefsMSH0ERE
RAUEMEN, AREFEENSHRTRNMER. EERIET, ERENRERSZ
Ja, %t LA LB B4 I — S TR RN A EERMN 14 MSEHIT T8RS 7.
R SRR A K R E . BYPRKREIE. SHERBREA T 1990~1995 4.

FAXT BURAERT B E 6 KA R H 45 R  FI A BRI PIR TS 45 Rt EAR K BURE
—/ME, REW 5 RFHE. THESHENSURED TR,
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4 BASHAEHHRYE AR

Oiv1— Qx)/Qb
=Y ecglo]

(4.6

P—3 i KIHHZHMN TR ERRMESHENABESE (-10%~10%);
Pi—38 i+]1 KITH BN TEERRUSHK AR TN E (-10%~10%);
G—REFER RIS R;

Q—F i KItHERERHILER;

Qui—38 i+1 KITERE M4 R .

—EEESHMBUBE TR 4-8,
R 410 UM EESHNBBEMIER

Table 4-10 Sensitive analysis of 14 important parameter

25 Hg | BYE HHLE HHLEE WA | AR

Ui alpha RH 0.0029 | 0.0144 0. 0000 0. 0000 0. 0000 0. 0000
TP AT R AKE | -0.7572 | -1.0433 -1.79175 -2.3415 -0. 6077 -0. 3893
EREFH -0. 0445 | 0.0558 0.2120 0. 1206 -0. 2433 -0. 6132
BMEMEERT 0.0000 | 0.1671 0. 3633 0. 4351 0. 0000 0. 0057
B H R 0.0000 | 0.5346 0. 0000 0. 0000 0. 0000 0. 0000
FEFRMAS | -0.0001 | 0.5098 -0. 0533 -0. 0404 0. 0021 0.0013

SCS HiZk Z3 0.2171 | 1.3181 2.5951 3. 4867 2. 7588 2. 5436
TRERIMERK 2.4138 | 1.4162 1.0123 0.6917 0. 6425 0. 8382
BRENB/NEE | -0.0031 | -0.0025 0. 0002 0. 0001 0. 0000 0. 0000
ATEBRAY -0.0055 | 0.0623 0. 2631 0. 3375 0. 6846 -0. 0328
BRI ERE 0.0000 | 0.0000 -0. 0786 -0. 0446 0. 0025 -0. 9138
BTBRE 0.0000 | 0.0000 0. 0259 0. 0664 -0.0005 |. 0.2239
BKEBRRMB/MEE 0.0061 | 0.0024 -0. 0002 0. 0001 0. 0000 0. 0000
BRERZFH ~0. 0390 | -0. 0069 0. 0005 0. 0005 0. 0000 0. 0000

®K -0.0011 | 0.0793 0. 3396 0.4164 -0. 0051 0.0118

R 0.0005 | 0.3373 1. 3252 1.5298 0. 0041 0. 0055

F i alpha &% (Alpha Baseflow Factor) , tHFR A & it [0li8 & £% (Baseflow Recession -
Constant.) , AXEBEEEEEZH, EEXNHE. "WE. ESHEERYATTENE

WL/ o

iﬁi‘qﬂﬁ%ﬂﬂﬁi /K& (Available Water Capacity), fH7EH ERFKEREYATFIA
FIKE, —RREETRMEE KB HEYKARE SR RREIK G . ZERRT 1%
KK EES), FTUA BRI R E W, MR T I REE R
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k. EREMKA, HEEKEHMIR, FTURBTRERRK, WA EREK, N
Bk SRV R S B R '

BT LBPEDES, LREPH—BYEVRTRSE. TEFFIERXEHESLE
ERA TSR RFSTEMNTN. TEPHEDEIIM LMK B RBEEMAF R, JEf
HARRT B b . YIRS R B (Biological Mixing Efficiency) RIERAGEEANZ L
EbHEFREYRGZIETEEENIG . £YEEREEX, LERREBHEL, 2
PhERSR, BTUFEY EARN B, SEEMME. BAMEMN; YRS REER, BFK

TRETENFEFEE, BHNE. BERFTRK. _
: USLE HFEF FIEYEEFF (Cover and Management Factor) 5 X A FHEEYH 13
RGN FHEET®RELHASHb RV RIS ZEBX, FFYERE,
BAHRR. BEE T AR AN A .

T ER b B 4 7 25 T DA PRI SE K R I, BRI BRAR T /K IR xR R B R Tk e T o TRTER
#78 % % 3 (Channel Cover Fator) & X AR MR & TWIRTEAR R &4 T A TERE
RE A i OV PROK R i 2 b o TRTPRBE e R AHE 5, VRTIE PR T RE MRS, BT LAV TE B

B AT 18 Z $ (Channel Erodibility Fator)f1 USLE = H3RAIAMR TR HE XK
Bl FHER AR R R . R LR R k. ARMARSURE, WEKN R
iR, FIEMRISTE, SBOTERYDENN.

SCS # 2k REY M, HRF=FEIGM, %Uﬁﬂai’%ﬁ; FH & F AR (‘Biffﬁfﬂff’ﬁ
HERY TN, _ ,

+1H K K HMEZ B (Soil Evaporation Compensation Factor) &4 T HETEFE RN
EBHER. TRBEFEEATELEREENRWMREA. ZREEM, HREBNER
B/, FEmER, FYENN, MAHEEA, B EE R TS m.

EHI TR B (Nitrogen Percolation Coefficient) RoR T R F A S EM TBK
 RPEASEWELS, ZSEHEATAFTEERWH. AN TEREEX, ZRIHNEATE
.

it 114> 55 Z %t (Phosphorus Soil Partitioning Coefficient) BN TR R L
BohLxt F I HEBERORBHE AT S IS . B LIRS B REUBK, R KR
W Bt fE SRR, BT LA RURYTS B h T A PE R S e B R

BEA9 T 8 Z ¥ (Phosphorus Percolation Coefficient) B XRMA M TR, XI5
AFHFHAERERW. ZREAKX, #AHAH.

BRABKEMNFDBRAEEEYW, HKAK, HEEX, Y EAE, FUEAARKE.
B R E

4.3.2 SRk LR (SWAT) ERMSHT
BRI QR B St BT AOSHRR AR, R R R AT S R PR . AR



4 BB LG H B E R M

RUSHIE B A 1 REAUNK AR B K 4K TE L RRNAKSOER, REEAHZILES:
WEREBRZ N REMKRIBE KR, RETVRII - BEEEREEXRTKE.
U EERYSETRI B RHABER . RIEFESREERHIR R, BATEEENR
KILERSY, RIBREL, BRIGARGRYNTS. A RERMESHRAMIRE,

SHBI BT KREARA X BT AT R RRZE MK R Je v B3 SRS R S hn.
’ BAE

TEE (D
i

Kx

. !
——omm |

I I T T 1
lha 10ha  1kn? 10km? 100km?  1000km?

RAEEH

4-17 HE RIRVS PR R AT SEAE AN O] B IR 2
Fig.4-17 Error and reliability of non-point pollution model

IR K RIERE 15620 75 A B, ERHE—MRKFREHATRE 0 7P LR E
WERARUTERE—HE RO TE. B TEMBENRERERAGHRRME, B
HHERGLHRBASE —EME. MERPREESERE, FEHRARKERERE 10%
AW, JEPBIRETE 20%UA, & EEIAFEGEYIRETRE 25%LL N XHNSRERY
REFOENER - EHETRE, THLETEMAKAKBRNSEZE IR,
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5 B F &R pYR KRBk ZREEFE N
5.1 BRKERIFMFE

KEEENRAREREF R, FA. 9. TENRP 0L, RENTHARE
M BB TFII/ME A OUBRMARER N O/, SEhRERNH T RRRX
o QUURRAKFER A IENA R, BAETERFTEREIN: OLUAE M L EAM
®, BFEKEKRSEIN, BRFERTRSEIINSG: ORNSREBROFHN.

B K YU T R R AR R IIR, XTI O E R L RT3 . 150K T
77 e S B o R R L SR 1 S ok R ), BRI T LA HE: OB —HRHR
WK BN OB T, BULTERMKRENE TR, Mk, REESHE
UK PR B8 IR e 3R O AIE BN RO N, XK ST B R SRR K YRR BT,
EREE— MW, EELRA S K O BIFMERA LUERK RES S HUTR,
s K R R KB4 B R4 S DA R MR T KB & R LR R @A K 4 B
ZE KB IR R & B R I IS ik A E— 10 R FRAE, W F A5 K T
BRI ST ERE—CNRRE. OEMIATFEFNHTE, USTITM I EAER,
SEOK KR BRI g kT ERRE RO KRS R IR R,
RN T SWAT A RUIN/E T R ORSUS I, B3 TRIFMERL L, ASCEA T %8R
HEATI K AR JEFR AR 08 i BRI AR AR TS Rt AR AT R, SRR % TT K AR
SRR I 2 AT HEATIRAY, XV YD RIS S 25 [ A ARG P T3P, S HTTRAR
B R IS RS NI % R, BB R FUKBEA N B0
BRI AT A VA o

2 MK ERERMN T ZTHETEN

5.2.1 R KEXRERE ERERE ST

A T SWAT BRUFK SCIEHR R E, KRB KRS NEEMEW, FEKESH

AR RRFM T AR, KPR ER AL TR, MERMS. FIHE TS
RIFH 1980~2000 EEKFBAVKBEFR L IZBET THHE (R 5-1), KIEEEHYERX,
%%m%ﬁ%%ﬁmﬁﬁgimﬂFm,w&mﬁ&ﬁmﬁxmmﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ
¥r. '

HE 5-1 ATLAE R, M 1980~2000 FEFRELIIFERE, RRMBRBMEEFEKEX
Tk, EHEMNIRMESHT (B 5-2) XE, BXESHEWEMMHEXEFIRME,
WM R NTRR. TETRHTUR R T REEKELREK, HKEFKHE
Wi, Hob, HMTIX 20 3K, KBEABEENZHES, BB -1 TUES, MK,
AR, R RSB, FEEWRERETLTE. |
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5 RFRAY 2 KRABRKE B LELTFH

R 5-1 BKFIE 1980~2000 FEERK B IFEBC T 2

Table 5-1 Simulated water resource benefit-cost process in the 1980-2000 Huangshui watershed

KEFHEZE (un/a)

BHHREE (mm/a)

i K R =2 EXR | HMRBR | MTRA | BE&R
1980 397.1 271.5 91.2 -34.4 39.2 52 11. 4
1981 544.6 388.6 175.7 19.7 94.6 81.1 15.1
1982 432.8 330.9 128. 8 26.9 62.3 66. 5 11.9
1983 530 371.5 184.1 25.6 98.3 85.8 15.8
1984 471.6 357. 4 136. 2 22 65.5 70.7 12.6
1985 566. 6 386.6 141 -39 69. 2 71.8 14.6
1986 496. 2 365. 1 145.3 14.2 65. 4 79.9 13.2
1987 482.2 345. 4 158.2 21.4 76.7 81.5 13.5
1988 617 368 237.3 -11.7 138.7 98.6 20.2
1989 591 . 353.9 228.9 -8.2 130.5 98. 4 22.3
1990 462. 5 337.4 123 -2.1 55.2 67.8 11.9
1991 356. 4 254.5 71.2 -24.7 32.4 44.8 8.6

1992 585.3 426.5 160. 7 1.9 82.1 78.6 12.7
1993 537.3 378.7 161.3 2.7 84.7 76.6 14.7
1994 523.3 422 119.1 17.8 56.9 62.2 10.9
1995 464.2 375.1 119 29.9 52.4 66. 6 10.8
1996 462. 7 340.9 114.5 -7.3 59.2 55.3 * 10.4
1997 497.5 382 128.3 12.8 62.6 65.7 12.9
1998 506. 3 383 140. 8 17.5 69.1 71.7 12.8
1999 494. 5 385.6 119.5 10.6 59.4 60.1 11.8
2000 437.2 312.1 105. 4 -19.7 47.4 58 10.5
T 498.9 360. 8 142.6 3.6 71.5 71.1 14.7
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Fig.5-1 Simulation process of Average annual rain-fall, runoff,evaporation

in Huangshui watershed
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Fig.5-2 Correlation analysis Simulation process of Average annual rain-fall

with runoff and evaporation
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Fig.5-3 Simulation process of Annual surface runoff, groundwater runoff and snow melt runoff
bl 5-3 K8, WNEREMMAXERE, MBRREKR, HREM PR, &%
PER, RREE—NRENELL . NREWAREE (B 5-4), EFRKEMBEFEKE,
R R LB dsb R =M R, EFKE, R FAH T HRF, ERKERE
RKEER IR )| i b R LA R #2320
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Fig.5-4 Construction analysis of river runoff
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HEBIXFRERL

BAKRERBETHRAAERESTELNGTRERZAM., BRI ENRARR
B, REKEATIEEFENRERARTE. BTEKASMLELREREERBRKX,
KRB BBIZA—ILERRAHH, B

W=R,+0,-R,, (.1)

R |

R.: WEXH)IZRRE;

Qe W FEEKH TR

Ra: WEK & IZFE.

Heh, RAEBGERKERI AR O R ERR BN E; R IR 4.5 SRHEE TR
ST AR IO A S RA T ERE; QBURETFAKEE, 7 SWAT
HET S R 2 P LN A T U S B 7R R T K A 928 (GW_RCHG 7E. sbs 304
), B S50 A0 TOKHEHR . SRR 5. 2 HHEEI R TR & .

GW _RCHG = i (GW _RCHG, x area;) , (5.2)
i=1

FEEBMR, KBREEITEIRES, BAKNBIME BT KHEME PR M FH
KK —E4y, HBEFHM AR NBKERRIANLFRK. BR, XHIHMTKEERF
EFFERX, BALX KT AKKEF>SHEHIRK, BTHTKSMRKHESE
FINER, PEBYASEREEXRFHTAK, MEKABREEMNTFELEEBX, EK
RBOAEEH T ARKEEM G THTEMFREMX, FFLERBARS. 2HHER, K4
FRHRIBHAE ST KERB D, REM T KBRILVEESHER T ERAIFTH)IBAR. E
F SWAT R4+ E /9 1980~2000 /K BB R EHEE R LK 5-2.

% 5-2 ATEAFE M, 1980~2000 £l 20 £k, /KRB RME OmEEHRARR
BX22.0412n’, EHAESHTKEHEN 1.56 120", KEFESER 23.60 2w,
523 R K BRERNE AT |

F 2 2 B RO B X 1980~2000 £E BN A R B K BAE#ET T8, 4+ HEER 1989
F(FEKE) M 1993 FE CFKE). BIBEBMEENTRENESRNE (). £EER

B (m). FREZERM (mm). EHESH (mm). FHTFZHR (mm) ARELZHE (mm).
K& 5-5, 5-6, *



5 A TR 2 KRBARREETFH

52 BRTHUNEKREK BB S BN (B 227K

Table 5-2 water resource evaluate based on model

F F)BHRE | FIERE | REHTAKIRE | FESAHBTKE | KBRBELR
1980 1409 | 803 9.34 1.31 15. 40
1981 27.15 12. 53 14. 51 1.98 29.13
1982 19.90 ° 10. 27 12. 08 1.81 21.71
. 1983 28. 44 13.26 | 14.47 1.21 29. 66
1984 21.04 | - 10.92 12.77 1.84 22. 89
1985 21.78 11.09 13.02 1.92 23.71
1986 22.45 | 12.34 13. 68 1.34 23.79
1987 24. 44 12.59 13. 81 1.21 25. 66
1988 36. 66 15. 23 16.99 1.75 38. 42
1989 35.37 15. 20 16. 41 1.21 36. 57
1990 19. 00 10. 48 12.39 1.91 20.92
1991 | - 1193 | 6.9 8. 69 1.77 13. 70
1992 | 24.83 12. 61 14. 44 1.83 26. 66
1993 Caer | o1 13. 06 1.68 26.60
1994 18. 40 9.61 11. 30 1.69 20. 09
1995 18. 39 10. 29 12.10 1.81 20.19
1996 17. 69 8. 54 9. 76 1.22 18.91
1997 19. 82 10. 15 11. 16 1.01 20.83
1998 21.75 11.08 12.34 1.26 23.02
1999 | 18.46 9.29 10.25 0.96 19. 43
2000 16. 28 8.96 10. 91 1.95 18.24
T3 22.04 10.99 12. 55 1.56 23.60

B R ERFRE RN K ESKIEA B = 218 4340 B °T LAE 2

(D) FE7K: BATIRERIMHFALST, NRIREHFRI T BRERSER, AT
PAERISRKK K, ERFERE (BERTER) SBAREK 70%00 L, STRUGEBX X E,
FEHFEWEXE) 800mm Z£4, £952FIRN 30% LA, T g EFEmRHmHD, RE 300mm
. -
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Fig.5-6 distribution of water cycle in 1989 Huangshui watershed
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BHEELRFRERT

Q) #R: BAREHEERRY, MTREP EFOX, FEEFEES, BTH

Kill. EBE—%, dTFZRRAMENE. TROMNEM, FXREARERK, 4
EHEHERER T0% U L.

53 RE T EEMSEARSRESTENM

5.3.1 THEREMSIESESEHRR EFED
FIF 2 EIFHAEEIRT 1993 £ (FKE). 1989 F (FKE) BMNKFEHRITTHR

P E, SENEATHRE. RUBRESFESEAFELR 5-3, 5-4. B 58
WRART EKFENZ B RS AEESES RYBER BN LERE B 5-7 R8T LREM

5RO SrARESEFERENE S, HEERAFNKFERTFIER.
& 5-3F/KE 1989 FEAUHELER
Table 5-3 monthly calculation in 1989

RUE
At | G m'/s) ORG_N(kg) | NOs N(kg) | NH,N(kg) | NO:_N(kg) | ORG_P(kg)
(tons)
1 22. 4 1204 450 2769 1596 14 81
2 25. 4 1543 528 2475 1986 12 95
3 28.0 30234 26480 124099 44156 620 6389
4 95.9 .| 1489034 754517 349254 118245 1935 44671
5|  140.2 1520345 1360173 448751 192917 4441 68416
6 134.0 1800345 1561957 594879 164960 4712 188021
7 174.0 4509043 5656278 1952713 776357 16291 1068744
8 192.3 1823434 657667 531533 76307 1658 99460
9 142.3 850345 215173 85035 17007 425 25510
10 136.3 350345 56782 23356 4671 117 7007
11 107. 1 7845 5780 3853 1070 58 347
12 67.5 3215 2394 1596 819 24 144
A 105. 4 12386933 | 10298178 | 4120314 | 1400090 30306 1508884
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5 A TARR 6 KABAT RE SN

& 54 FKE 1993 FZFAHELER
Table 5-4 monthly calculation in 1993
H A RUE ORG_N NO3_N NH4_N NO2_N ORG_P
% (m3/s) (tons) (kg) (kg) (kg) (kg) (kg)
1 31.2 2141 898 4278 1596 21 121
2 27.6 4152 1276\ 5176 1986 26 157
3 29.9 46183 54750 94876 20491 474 4512
4 89.6 175038 155487 227894 65579 | - 3279 9329
5 93.3 902729 564578 184789 96197 5772 13847
6 108. 6 2286656 | 1805879 | 329527 143176 7943 216705
7 124.3 4979076 6081547 | 1250187 | 775094 17102 729786
8 147.9 1042697 | 407667 257976 91595 605 48920
9 82.9 122645 58925 52896 8100 78 3536
10 126. 5' 203903 159875 13323 2665 134 4796
11 50. o 18830 6249 3125 860 52 375
12 26.8 5622 3247 1624 819 28 195
BE 77.4 9789672 | 9300378 | 2425670 | 1208157 35514 1032279
80% v
% F-—-—-—-—-—-—-— f\ S ——RUPE
0% =-—-—-—-— == T T T T T ——O0RG N
f{350% ------------
—4+—NO3 N
&% F-—-—-—-—-—-— -\ —-—-— - — 1
bogge - - — - o — —>—NH4 N
W m-—-—-—"—"— A -\~~~ — -~ ] —%—NO2 N
S = 7 A N AR
0% —&
1 3 5 7 8 9 w n n Ak

B 57 LREMSEAFESRAFTRANESSFELELA

Fig.5-7 Proportion of soil erosion and non-point pollution
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Fig.5-8 Process of soil erosion and non-point pollution with flow
EHBB LY RAMEE RN R R A R 2SR LN, TGRSR
FBHR A FEEPERN=E. N EERPTUEY, ERKFEARN, TR
RURTS Rl S () S A LR LA
(DME 5-8 3, EKFEMAIN 6~10 B, HPBETENRERIEEPETT.
8 A4}, MBPBXFHNABKFREREK RERE T AR, FKREMFKENRLD B
BE| T, RMAESBESEAGRLRE T ARER TEE,
(2 ERME 5-7 FTLUE 2, 43R R I 3E ST R ARRIR R B 5 R H A e 2
M., HPENa. SEREVBEN 60%~75% A LESE 7 Afh. KREVEMELE

72



5 RTARR 6938 AR FURAKRT RSN

R AGIERESEIR, X=EEIRE 7 A0H M e 2R T RSB S24HE (50
%) M. XEBRZEAGHEMA VIR EZZMEER LB LTRBN0, €7 A,
REARX SR, IRk B EE, RS BAEIASAIBT RO FENE
FIIREARSC KR, RN, B T EERESTIRNT WRED F BT Bkt RS,
MALERV A PE H B E 0 A4, AR MR RIER TEE, MU k=108
ol 1%

Q) XM FAEHIE, EEMNEIBHGED~HAR, HREMEHEREAIAA 0% EH
£ T AL, BAMREMEMRE X ZERAR TRADHTERYANHE, REY
&, MAWMREYREAEBRRSBLE, BT 3 ARARKENBT RS,
Frik, thignl T HR AR R HTAR.

(4) RIEFERT LAE 5-7 £ FE], £ 7 AREE, S RBRG R AR RIED X KE
RIELBIER < 0 B T M, (BAF R R TRAHEIES, XRHALERAMBERNENEZ
MidRRE, TP RFRSERAKERT, dta] IR RR AN LRI EE
SRV R R+ R

5.3.2 FE L MR WANE RIS RE B ES

U 2 52 47 AR AU T 1980~2000 FE N ANKFAEREAT T 1HE, 20 AUIERL 1989 4F (F
KEE) AN 1993 4 CEKEE), BEHEHEANFRIBHEDRYPES (t/ha). B 59
FR T K FEAEFRBOBEAGYRER AN, B 5-10 KR T FKKES FRIRIE
ARG R AR RZR MG, R 55 Fon TR T U ESKX 5 FHEKX 1= &t
ke,

Cutlets

Flow [ ¥s] 1953

;

Flow 3] 1969 k22
02-21 - 10,
S/ 2181 %mldﬂ
N"1Al!l N:ﬂ.ms
N 12487 ZE-6T4
NN BT-a7 [whaj 1993
%m’-m B 0-005
[Uha) 1980 [ 0.05-0.15
0-a3 B 0.15-0.33
3-;.3 033.23
13- 1233588
3-84 | 566-1573
54-109 157345
bropy D462
BT

B 5-9a FE/KEF i TR R st A 7 A Bl 5-9b KR R R o (] 5 A
F 5-9 7K AR Tt 43R 4R 2 18] 43 4
Fig.5-9 Distribution of soil erosion in 1993 sub-basin
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Fig.5-10 Distribution of soil erosion in 1993 sub-basin

HPE 5-9 ATLUE S, FAKFEMFEKE, Fiisk P42 iz 2@ 4Rt e —20
VLRG3 LA _E 4K R38R, -+ MR F 268 32 2 & FRST (bkh) F RNGE (B s BESE ),
VKSR 80% LA LM AR ZR S, HIRABUmLEG MBS NE, BT
Pk, HRREERR. FURR T KB RFTREMN 1. 2. 7 FHRUSA 1IR3 piARHOH X B
K, HAiFHREHREWEEIRR A, FRESMNKKEPERY B EKRIBK
0% A MATWHUT, RAMEU EMEKXE, HHFRIAKEEELL RNGB (FHi%
FEREH). SWRN (fRBE A FH) LAIKERA R HE WWHT (h32) K3, LIRCURE L H#E
MRS A E, WA IR E, FTUTFIAHS FREMDPEEEHES, &
FKE, WATFREBEMBDEEEE 100t/ha, FKEZEKKBERY B HEKR
HH 0% A .

& 5-5 TAEE, BT FKEMEKERWELTUTFXERUFASEE, FLlix
KRA PR EEAER N EGHEAK, BEHTAHEFEKENY, G EXE, BH
e KERERM, RNHE, BRLREWEREFBIFKE.
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5 R FAER 692 KABAK R R EZ TN

# 5-5 BAKMET T EEAKX S T #EK KRt
Table 5-5 Catchment sediment load up and down Xingnin station

PR (t/kn’) FHyvE T

1989 4 1993 4 1989 4 1993 &

#KKE | R (ko'

ATUE 9022 545 267 492 241

FTEIRM 6598 967 948 638 625

S5 5-9 M 5-10 kF, WMBMIELIRTG R AR =N AMEDT:

() ENRFEEA LR HENASE. LEOTR MM K WEE K. XA 5-9a,
B 5-10a 1/ 4-2b ALK, HHEHEXNMX, SEREVHEEIASENBKX
MERVEFHMHX XKBER. BEKTRERBATZE, #ATHSEEN, BTT
FXERVENEH, FEUTENENEAS BRGNS, F—HFEIRML,

@) B RER B THICERRE, B8, EHHh e &0 Fiismmih
FHEBR K. EKRELHERE. R THFR. B8, SHMURRMNEEHTEEHR
SHREMA—EHRE, 4R 25ke/H, FILLZXIRAHERLEEF HEKR, SHEREELE
&, EEAEH LA 5-10b.

(3) FMIERBERIF= 1, S AFHBERTHIRE. BERAARLL, meﬁEEﬁmm B
B —SE FAEEER—ERER RO A IERELEREAT —ER 53
KRBT ERBE BT ERE P B TSR ML, BHhr= B 8 e SR & A F
FUDX ATF=H 9 90% LAk, BT LB b A Lb 2 o8 Y H X AT S PR B RS AR . VKR
BB AR R, TERAXIBEAEKP FHATR. 5468, RANSLH/ANEN
FRFPHEXE, RE 5-10c.

533 TEEMABTIERMEIESRSEATSH

AFE LR AE BRI R, IANEAENE SRR, T EReiE
REF I EERKIIXR, S LR AR SR & ) T 2R R A B
, FEEH RIS HRU Zf5, EFAR LR A LR E A S AR X P35 E K 5-7,
FILAE ) FRST (Hk#) RNGB (LUK A FEREAMRHL) 1 RNGE (i ERFEFEN) KI3K
FEERE, SWRN (Kb {EZ5 M) IRZ, CORN (EK) FIWWHT (M) HIERPN.
© 7E SWAT #EE! oIl F A 3th ) B A+ SRR AV & UK SCR N BT (HRUD 4R B8 TT,
FERN K SO R A T RS R R AR R R A R A R A T BN (WEZES
1), BRlHAE SWAT A% bR B B & - o ) P EL 8 R S s - 3R A GIS HOE b B L) B AR
i
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F 5-6 1T MR R AU A T 330 BE
Table 5-6 Mean slope of main soil utilization
TipFIAER RNGB SWRN FRST RNGE WWHT CORN
B (%) 32.35 2237 18.05 10.52 8.65 8.09
WRE (B 14.4 11.5 17.8 13.6 5.2 3.8

ZELVAE I (R BB (S, AR SO TEF= . o v s TR B, sbs X
e, XFERTAGE T UL AN A R 2R R A BB, FFREAT EORR . AN RISREL B 1 A
F E&Fhi 8 RS R L WK 5-7. 5-8 M 5-11, 5-12, THHZRIN 1980~

2000 £ RFTHH LRIV {H .
F* 57T AR REKEAER =LA

Table 5-7 Percentage water cycle under differ underlying surface

+ 3051 &R WEER FER gER
RNGB 32.35% 23.34% - 27.34% 25.19%

SWRN 22.37% 15.78% 19.45% 17.35%

FRST 18.05% 31.49% 24.59% 28.75%

RNGE 10.52% 13.52% 14.97% 14.28%
WWHT 8.65% 8.24% 7.14% 7.57%

CORN 8.09% 7.64% 6.58% 6.89%

100%
80%}"
60%|
10%F

20%}

O mm T R e

© RNGB ®m SWRN [1FRST 0 RNGE ® WWHT 0 CORN

B 5-11 AN R E K IEERE 7=t H it
Fig.5-11 Proportion of water cycle under differ underlying surface

A 5-11 TLAEE], AR TREABEAER> HILGERA—FE, CORN (FXK)
WRHT (/N32) PRFHRIEYI R RARTAZI ™ th LB B, 395 57 & B AR Ll L3
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5 A FRA A ARARBES N

—3(, {HR FRST ChRith) HRR LGN 18.05%, L= GBI 29%
A, HPpRfmiSSHERN 32% 2%, Td2REEFR 60% /K RNGB 5 SWRN (K&
R REREEMNEN 2% XEEREN, FRST il SWRN EEE P EKR
B b, SR S EER L, SFEAE, BE. BROKHSK, ZX M
WEERAIFE, BFERAK)IMSHREHR, mWHEHHET FREEZELL FRST (A1) 1 RNGE
(BBELEREM) B, HRBEEKENLF, SFK 43, (NEBLES, FHBER"R

W2 o
% 5-8 A FRECRE S ARG RGP HE 2
Table 5-8 percentage of soil erosion and non-point pollution under differ underlying surface

diFIA B e BIE FHEREL T RERE
RNGB 25.19% 30.18% 32.27% 16.47% 1.50%
SWRN 17.35% 41.53% 39.48% 14.28% 2.47%
FRST 28.75% 6.42% 9.54% 21.65% 4.89%
RNGE 14.28% 8.87% 9.54% 9.01% 241%
WWHT 7.57% 6.47% 4.75% 18.79% 46.59%
CORN 6.89% 6.89% 4..39% 19.80% 42.21%

20%F

nn/u-::;_, = ' ....'..‘ : 0 i  — ‘/
Bl FOR O AR WMEMEBE AR
| RNGB B SWRN [ FRST 0 RNGE @ WWHT @ CORN|

B 5-12 AR TR i vh 5 Ak SRS 3 AT e E i Ee
Fig.5-12 Proportion of soil erosior: and non-point pollution under differ underlying surface

e & 5-12 T LA B, AN R F B -39 4R b 5k R TS R A AL B R AN —HEH,
RNGB A1 SWRN (*PEBE e i) FRALFAEBRKIFRT TWHEE. F&. F#. KM
VA, BRZXEREN RN SN 35%, MR A2REN 2%, TRETT
i LR A AP RS L A YER IS + LA RRURIRES 106, iR MIEARE, +
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HEETKFMELT

TR MAESUAT] T 20t/ha, B ERFXIAT 4 U L. HHMITEEIAF]T 100t/ha
PlE. BrUABMEZE SRR RIERNEL T, MR HENRIMERBREE, B~
BikB| T %8N 2%, ATERTEKRRKBHRYEE. HIA. EABEN~H
MEEPHEVRS B DEOTTRBERTRE X, ENEERMETRPBAEITH
B, FILENESHBEANBX, SHERBUHENATENRXNRRD & H AKX
KB, RNGB A1 SWRN AF N FEARR B, BRBUK, R WAL RER, LK
FH YA E AR A TR LB . PR MR LA, TEERE R THRESRE, #88H,
BRI o E B o B F R B K. Bt (EERADEMER mRAF 20%%,
R EUR AT B STAR EL ] 93 50 40%F0 90% LA .

5.4 2KiEEKEBKRESIEN

- 5.4.1 TURKIRE TS

EIK IR K BN R SR (hmE KIS RE R (GB3838-88). (i57K
SE HEBURHE) (6B 8978-88) , RAI A FIFHE, LURINSHM R = E A E H MK,
SHZFEL 1990-1995 ER/KBCRAIATIEN . TR [+ T RKFRK S PP KR
47. 8%; BIVIEKFREFK SIFMFEK A 31. 4% SZFAL)lm, BIIEAKR; KW,
BIVHEAR. 1. NXKRBEREERE L, XPLEKXHSLEENDRH M IRIA
KEKRBOMEEE., BEFE, V. VEKRFEMMELSEFRE, AQEENT
WATHX, BIETHRCHE, PR, FBERMAME,

1B R IX R KRB P4 732, 3 2 F /K FUK B2 B VP 53, R R KA,
B R AREAKIER B RK TR T 28 TR ERRA D, EWEERT T
P54 10km FI/NSZHRITHE 10km HIFN R —F, XERRAFERLIPMERK. AT
TRV 45 B b & R BT IR 7K B 5 X R K B 456 BTk, A SCRUE B T MR AP~ K
SCHTTH, BEATEKFEA K FUKBERS PP . o
5.4.2 BRI K BKREA M

KBEFEFREHERA MO EEREET, TR KBRELZ IR SKRNTHS
SREAEFAN R E A& ER. RICRAT AmKER SHAT, ZIEE
BIFHIARA T HWEBUK XL, LR MR B AE IR U RS RYE B RE,
HRHRRT KERELZUAEA KRR RN — 1 SER TRHEKREK K
FREKE PR
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Fig.5-13 Daily processNH4 N pollution index and flow
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BEEIKERERX

B EESEYBRPENE RO R, MEXMANESBIERYHBIFNRE . £T
AL E E TSI A ROKSORR X FRIBK FK B o5& VRN R THRIT, MAERERUK
IR, FEMNE KRB EEGT LY PER T AR AR B EUT B Ry
ERRAE B RIS KRR ER, RIEEE (NHAN). BBEFEMR I E (NO3_N). HF SWAT
BRIE— AR, X SRS R M HR A T R R, SO ELUB A
B, BEESABERS SRS, BITKRNEEITN . A0F LI SWAT £4Y
XF 1998 EHET T H BRI &, ZFHFHRE KKRiFistak LA 5-13, 5-14.
5-15.,

 ER=RATLER, NZEABLSIERE, &5 LR EEERPABIRAAH
. METEAR (2% ERMBKAEFREAE, R5-9) KE, AT ERBUKAER
SUBHF, FEIEM, AKBREARAS . KRR BRERMY, FERNKREL

L REERI. VEKFEIRHE.
R5-9 MFAKAFREIRE (FAL: mg/L)

Table 5-9 Criterion of surface water environment quality

. KEE T
SR BR
I I I v \
NH4_N 0~0.15 0.15~0.5 0.5~1.0 1.0~1.5 1.52.0
foX 0~0.02 0.02~0.1 0.1~0.2 0.2~03 0304
NO3 N 0~0.2 0.2-0.5 0.5~1.0 1.0~1.5 1.5~2.0

A AR SCBT 3R B AEEOK UK B4R & VR T i, XHEZK ST KSR SRR G AT
WA RABETFIPHEE, LIS H =005 RSP A RIS B0 R B K AR 0 4K
¥, iz 1998 FHKFUREHAT IS . 4R AR 5-10,
#5-10 1998 FEKRBEEREATKERSTNER (B ZIT7KD

Table 5-10 Evaluate of water quality and water volume main section 1998

TEETE | 3kE 1 I I I\ V| &V
11.20 0.00 - 2.31 2.48 3.12 1.65 1.64
[ikea -
HB4H 0% 20.6% 22.1% 27.9% 14.7% 14.6%
17.20 0.00 1.22 2.04 4.78 5.21 4.95
R -
Bl 0.0% 4.2% 9.0% 27.8% 30.3% 28.8%

B 5-10 AT UF R, FAHARKBRKESIFMIOSEREEIN 1K, 1K, HIOKME
Bl s v AT AP P N 4 R AR RIREEERIRLD, RE DL ROKMERIRK, V3,
VLRSSV KP4 R A B H380, XR I EKREHERRIEREE, X
DREHAKIFMEREFEEZRIKREGKEME S HIR, ERMEE LR TEAKR
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5 RTHR AL KABRKTRESTH

BRI BB BN, DR EHEK IRIBUK PR SRR E N IER PO R ARTEPP
MERKE, BFULKERES LR, MRK, BTUT. RMULELX ELBREN
%, VEUREVEK, RP|LKRBEATIRNER, REFSRAZWE, FBUTEKK
KKEE, BLTEYWETEKRBREZETHAFATROHLSFTRE, BH#RiEK
FREAHRATUTRBAGEREDECLE TRAATRNHL .
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BHERIKFREFHLL

6 HitSRE

6.1 TEMRFL L

B E=EAAFERTERRR, FARBXHFEERRMGRWT:

(1) B AR R SCE R Y F B8 K R AT T AR AE A

ZAMBBN A RUKSOER, MUEMEK, LK. RHRB T ZHNE, £F
ARRBA . BRRE. #AAREHEEZTYEZHONA, HFIRET BEFHBR.

SCRRIER, BB SHAHRMEE, T EESEBREMT, NixER
SEGRITHB . ERIEE, 518 SWAT RN KFRANKE. RIPFKFEMNE
TARERRE NMERPRELERE, TEWANKEREE 10%LLAH, BUBIRERE 20%
LA, BFEIEEAESRYINRREL 25%LL P, Nash-Sutcliffe #HAIR R RH Ens 15T
T 0.6 LLE XIS RERIARE OB RA— IR, TLLET R TR Ak
BHIGEVENBIR.

(mﬁﬁ@&TémﬁﬁmﬁHE?%z@ﬁﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁ@@ﬁﬁﬁ

> [R5ttt

EKTIRER A, AR LTI %maéiﬁﬁ T EREKX
B, ERWELSBEMIEN 10500 L, WTHESEENRD. RESK) RS FEESP
EXE. B8, BRESLNUARERLE, A52FRKN 10%ER. REFHRZRE
WAMREN, EZASH LSRN HER—8, ATULEREKXE, FFReE
HEAMRRE 65% LA BKABNEERR Y, ATREP LIF0X, BTEHEK
RS E. FEOWMOEW, FRAREBRA, ASFEWRETEN 0% E.

> BEEAE R ~

M 20 SEMBEH BE RV, BARIBRE 20 SR KK R BB LEBHTAE,
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