AL AW
20214E8H

K
JOURNAL OF CHINA HYDROLOGY

Vol.41l No.4
Aug., 2021

DOI: 10.19797/j.cnki.1000-0852.20200020

ET SWAT #=Z B Th 7K AR I 2 i 2 8] 99 f FF 4

LFERFEHERFEERRFET HHAEREE SRR EALRE, b 100101,
2P E AR FRIFE S R F R, L 100049)

B RTRAE TR A IR IR P AL, W AR TAE A BT R BN R, R RRE AN R
R =A AR XL BRRZ R RFIELA LA I 5 E L, ABRFTRRAF A F A
T 2006~2016 449 A, %A= K L4 H% 42 ] SWAT (Soil and Water Assessment Tool ) 2R | BF 5 3% i 3%,
P RRE A A AR, 2R A (1)SWAT A B4 R A R?=0.62, E,=0.61, K /& £ o Io i 1 25 R 35
i 2 R%>0.60,E,>0.50, (2)i7IR W 2R E 5 ZILAR G M K P eg B 533wl & o 4K 3k
JE e T ) BN K P ] A B AR AR AR R K, (B) RAIR KA TR TR L6 R L3R
MR, K, WA 2 RRRZD TR TR, RS0 FHbh 2 3d-Fia 7R
PRI I8 o A % 3 A e T 0 R i A K IR AR A E B AR T IR IR B K SUBE AR R BT, R R T AR

Ay R BB — B G IRIBN I Ae T R B R 5 A AT AE

KA SWAT; By K T, 125758, & ] 5 A
hESES.TVI21 XERFRIRAS A

0 5%

Rt 21 tHag 2B At 2t b & e, N 25 BEA
WT 3 0, 4 ThE SR TR I o 7K 9 5 e e ), A2 SR Ak
ARSI ILEZ ), F 2 AR e A T
T M PR A | R A DX K R, Milliman
FEfg il 20 AL 51, i T ARIE S, 2 3kok
BB Th A BN AR T I /D T 60%., 1)1 AR i A
IKGEIRI EE RSy, s [ AR IE 2 AT i K 9%
TEFREPE R ZS ) 3 AR Al . I PR SIS 3 XA AT
O = YTRE IR IE OISR E 2 AT T AR T
(8] A4S A AR 3T FEAC BT HBIX 1 R 3 — K IR b A 23
oKL SR P R AR R A [ A A A5 2 i 22
RABGE,

BT K ERAC I ORI S REZS 416x10°m?,
HuARTRIAL AR BN Bt i R B 2 ], K2 T K
e BB AR, HoKEFIK AR S0 PRI 7 A
FER2m . 20 A 90 ARAX, AK PRl 32 M E v gL, oK B

%5 H #5 : 2020-02-15

3 %S :1000-0852(2021)04-0081-07

1£,1997 SE BT KR N5 E ™ E, paiB L
SRR R, AR e Tk FHZK R i i b 465
SR, AL it KR #™ 02, [/ 2004 4FFF 46 fif 128 1
HEN TR HEK, RTEI 14%00 7K 2 A 15 4449,
Bt 7K B AN W T, 2007 AR BT /K FEVR . T /KI5 H D)
R, R B POk £ Ja RAE 7= AR HIK B SRIR, f
AR T NN 2 & 5 AR SR, KT
VS B AETE I T H oS | WKk el S 3a 14 A2 7K B
SUEMFRE M2, BATE R ET7KE Lt
FEAXTEL D A WY 2 B4R T AR K B KA 5
R 7K T A 52 ) o5 105 755 G RO A 25 i A M4 ]
R PR A () S AR FHR AR DT

TR SCAEE Y 2 - J it AR s T e A 40 G Bt
PR IXAR G R 2B, A A5 R HSPF (The
Hydrological Simulation Program-FORTRAN) #& %l it
23 K45 PEMIER Thornthwaite 7K SCRE BRI 5T 0 K i
B oK 3¢ B, o SWAT  (Soil and Water
Assessment Tool ) BRI k43 A oK SCRERY , DL HGE £

EETIB Auntily [ ARl 2E 8 5 B 48 2K B b W fsl AR T 7K L3 26 AR K BT 52 ” (8202045 )
PEEWBAT 2R (1996—) , 2, INARFFEN WL BP0 AE  BF5E 07 10y LR I 5K 1 R4 . E-mail : 604379821@qq.com
BIEIEE e (1977—) B3 WARTE T RIBTSE 01, T B R IER I 5K 1 R4 J5 THIAY T/, E-mail : fanghy@igsnrr.ac.cn


mailto:604379821@qq.com
mailto:fanghy@igsnrr.ac.cn

82 K 3

4Lt

P B AEAS [) 1 SR DX B 7= 00 7= V0 S Yy B8 )y Tl
FREZ N, SWAT #ERLE F - HAA R [H 1) £ 4
Y ARy RS B AR 24 R, vl
RSN 53R A, [l A s SRR & I T]
HEEE Ty PR IR G, HRBAE ORI Z i X
HARES ) R, A SC LR T /K P 30 A4 K T e e A A
FEXFT4, I 2006~2016 4F ()45 7 A< 5 K08 A4 2
SWAT F2FUAAL , Z AT A8 3 25 )43 A R, SR X 3k 9
PR AN A BB LB ARYE . WIFST TRIR N A4 i 25 [
AYAREEIE X SE K 2L A AR A RS YRR IE K B
E o1 0TRE ) N b e L= R Sl N B (B oy 1 M s VA

1 MeSTrk

1.1 WRRER

L3 T BV 2 1 | e 195 N P s S Ik O
WK R WA VIR, R (/AL = TER L, Tl
53 SiE PR L ) 22 ) PR B TR (WL 1a), H A
7 1) VG 1 3k ) A B R PG v AR AR ) MR R A8 T A R
LA EERPEAL K] ZFR AR SCHEHRAE BR AR KA 7K SC
il DA B o g X, 2 /K TR 738.70 km?, 437 Tk 46
40°22'23"N~40°38'27"N, %< 2: 115°49'3" E~116°20'32" E,
Wk 475~2218 m, Hi 322

IS XA KRBl 2 RS A, 4 22 B8 A AL XL, 8
T J A T e X, RV AR ] R =T
PR N, KR S H, BFSE X AR SR 10.4 °CL 4R
YIRfEoK & 474.03 mm, FZEEFTE 6~9 H |, i 24EFREK
1) 58.00%~90.20%,, i) 2T LB H A iy
F(ULE 1b) MY G A T AR TN Z s )

116°0'0"E

LB

40°30'0"N

IR

M B BRAE  BEARR R 2 o0 = 24t SR 2645 4%
A, BHEERIDIAE o 3, PRSI X 2 0 hE ,
+ TS T K B TR
1.2 HiEFRiE

ARG 2006~2016 4F (95 8008 B0 &
S I o N B S I B Y & T P
SWAT B AFF 5T i deli A2 it 1 1) 2 (R 43 A Ak, LA
PEFEFR IR LR 1,
1.3 SWAT #&REIZ T

SWAT FARLE— A2 oA XK U AL 5T DEM
B AT R 23 R R 3R o B 22 AT, LA
Xof 153 J5 K149 7K ST 7 BTG (HRU)) S AR $L B TS 1 b A
P Zm B AR Y R - AR, Bt
Tk, I BE TN b R FH S Ak | A B B A
Ao S5 A AR AT H R ) SR

AR ST SWAT 193 5 504 B+ 8] 77 371 )2 2006~
2016 4F, s P& A 2015 4 1 S0k BT 2 =S
()85 — 45 M Krasovsky 1940 Albers #52 , PASE
PRAR KA K SCl VR A K ar g 3k iy b 11, JE K i AR
738.70 km?, SWAT #BLEE i 358 7 2% 43 1 43 A~F Uit
BOULEL 2) Bl 7RSS 36 5 Fiidl, SWAT BiAl
R ABE AR P AL %) - by ) FH 08 20 F 4 HE S R A5 I
R ARG R R R R K, FERH
HEATEE 4325 (L3R 2) M R A 7 e e DR 38 ) 3y
<5°,5°~8°,8°~15° 15°~25°, =25° i M4 (WAl 1a) .
AR AU B 2006 A2 R4, B NYSKIP 2 1%
HI3EPE monthly 227 A RERRR

A5 | SWAT -cup (SWAT -Calibration and

116°0'0"E

40°30'0"N

dexnt
A A
o Bl
[ it
.

| Eied

BN e T SRR

0 5 10km
| T S—

B 1 QKT (a) b3 B A (b) + HuF)

Fig.1 The geographical location (a) and land use (b) of the Guishui River basin
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Fig.2 The sub-basin division of the Guishui River basin
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Tablel The data characteristics and sources
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Table2 The types of land use in the Guishui River basin in 2015
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Table4 The simulation results of monthly runoff

HYScfE A SsHiE

TN < 4 s e R? Ex RMSE
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Table3 The analysis results of parameter sensitivity
SRR ZHGE XL WG o E P-Value
r__CN2.mgt T hZ 251 [-0.80,0.80] -0.58 0.18
v__GW_DELAY .gw N SR EN e [0,500] 421.81 1
v__GWQMN.gw R H T KAR I R [0,5000] 3461.82 0.49
v__GW_REVAP.gw KPR R [0.02,0.20] 0.19 0.83
v__CH_N2.rte WIE ST REL [-0.01,0.30] 0.03 0.50
r_SOL_K().sol T HH KIS R [-0.80,0.80] -0.78 0.25
r__SOL_BD().sol R SinX ol [-0.60,0.50] -0.32 0.67
v__ALPHA_BF.gw FLITHIR R [0.1] 0.72 0.49
v__CANMX.hru BREKE [0,100] 86.21 0.96
v__REVAPMN.gw RIZH N K25 R R AL [0,500] 6.03 0.85
v__OV_N.hru YR T R AL [0.01,30] 0.09 0.62
v__PLAPS.sub (S TS [-1000,1 000] -751.36 0.82
v__SFTMP.bsn [EES IR [-20,20] 19.51 0.86
v__TLAPS.sub AR ERR [-10,10] 7.24 0.97
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Fig.3 The calibration and verification of runoff
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