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Tt 30U VR B v S DX i B R AR S GRS i 2 — , FE A IR OK gt O 7 L X AR B T2 R o
TR VD (1) 58 SRS JC RS VP AN 1 DG B P 75 , AR DX 330 M IR R el & 1 S Bty . Ryt , AR A
B TR AT 2K D RN, S T IR R 2D B B ABUAE AL : SWAT-DCDam (soil and water
assessment tool-dynamic check dam). £ SWAT-DCDam HE42 7, 57 FF & i) DCDam A5 e DL SWAT F5 74 fr 5
PP AE A T AL 1 B 25 L 45 ), SWAT BALSE UL (KA 0 A 20 FH >R 4K 3l DCDam Bk , %ot
AR JE 2 Vb B AN . A 5T DA B v 5 5 A VR A A MR 5 X, 78 40 B A 20 A
TASRFIE R SE Al b, BLADLIT 60 4F (1957—2016 4F) g H U2 Vb ) 25 A 1 72, SR FH R AR R 2 BT AR
R VEAL TR R I, I T T IRV IR ORI I TTER . 45 SR SR S M R R R
HeFEFAEAR AL, , DR AN o T A 1 U8 AR 15 43 T 386 0 37.14% 119.22% , RIS, K RS ry 704 i by 0L Fr 42 o]
THIFR 53 5l Uk 2D 46.03% F110.56%.. 5028 1F-fiki 45 L 3% B , SWAT-DCDam F I, [ 47, Xof i Hh 30 22 R YR AR 7y
f411.5% 1970—2016 4[], JA I YD TR A VT Vi del e ol Vb B 1) 15% 0 AT 98 BRI g IX sk 9 2

LSRG TR A WU R i VAR LT VE S HOR SCHF .
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BE[3-5]. KL ORFFHE R A8 LR BHE M, (R 1k
BHVE Bt 5 D 32 3B TT 7K OR 55 i e R DL a3 e 300 e 2

KL R R BRI A e —, 5 e
TR, BB AEVIZ R KRBT B K
TR ARG ] U IR R [1-2], 7K it 2R 4as il 2 s TR
T+ B FEI K (land degradation neutrality, SDG15.3) 5
KBRS RGE R A (water-related ecosystem protec-
tion, SDG6.6) FAERAI PSR H AR (SDGs) [ 5 2k
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JEH X, A 2011 AR R DB 58 000 AR R L, H
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M, 5655 JEE R TR YA LA S 2R A 5.70 < 10° m® [12].
IAIE T K A R A MU B A IR G54, EIRER
TR A IECRYD . B (AL TR K, AR
T2 3 R T35 AR A= = 45 T T S kS 31 B AR [13-19], 31
PIUTRR YR YD X3S G K ORI AR A5 R85 177 S i 2 e 3 1)
e R 8k [20-21].

Pe VoS FR S I S W TR IR Vb £ A R FL KT K
IR, AR G AR TSI M 1L 2 () Rk T R M R [
A E[22-25]. K HAMIB FULE IR HO A2 YD g sk R 9 5 T
RIET ZR07i%, T EAFEET BN & sk Ghlm
AR RO T H e B (R Sk 2 2E
S AN I A A PR TR R [26], B, FI TR I A
FL BYTARIT 125, SREE NGRSk, (55
DU VD 2 [27-28]: MR ki@ i g LT 5 v 3 Hh T A2 Ak
i SRR M AIUAE E 36 YR VD TR . TRV P S AL A Yg v
DURRA DI S 2, (HAERTAE Sy, ERVERA IR, HELAS T
WIE X IR RS TE AN R G AH 4 G T 4R
J& I FH TR E X SR, SR, %7 R R )
PP R R, LSRRI LD R . B iilik
AT AE ORI A AR EL R B S #2200 78,
Li 25 [29] 2K I SWAT #5574 1) 7K J2E B BB 0L 1 52 Y ] ¥k 4k
20 4% JE I ML L 2 VD i FE L Pal 2 [30] 5 T SDM 452 !
(Sediment Delivery ModeD) #$&Hi 1 {4 £ Nt B 42 70
B, 540 Jm A 72

SR, BRI TS oA A6 220 1 9 3 X 38 R i b 401
PRI BN AL R PR RHE . ik, A
FAEFF R I R 2V B S BAUBLER (DCDam) 1) 3 fil
L PR A FOK D R AU IK B DCDam i3, SEH
TR VA M Vb 1 R R B A A

2. M5 A

2.1. WEFLIX AL

BT S0 3 v i P ) S T O ML X, A
BT AR 7725 km?, I FELE 480~1790 m 2 [H] (P 1D, i
WRT I — S0, R KRR R, 247
B K B 7E 500 mm /ey, 2 IR N 9.0 °Co 1957—
2016 410, FEVH[ I IRAE Y PN 516 mm, P IY4F N 4 A A
B1%], 6~9 HBEW 5 A AE B KR 1) 70% LA b o SETR] IS
FEMBE AL, TEREERME, Mg, WiE

@ http://data.cma.cn.

@ http:/fwww.ngcc.cn/ngcc/.
@ http://loess.geodata.cn/data/.

KB i SR DA, R AR 32, A
) B TR AR 62.36% 33.53% H14.02%, At 4
FIFHZR AN T 1%.  E 20 28 60 £EACF1 70 SEAR LK,
NIRRT N, SRR R KRR K
TORFFEE[31-32], AR, ZEVATIA AR H IR 1975
1 4.02% 38 I13E 2010 4F (1) 26.20%, 1 B b i AR ) A
33.53% FFEE]17.60%. IthAh, #E 2008 FEAFJK, LET T
Sk CL R 800 AT I (12D, JRdskIp Hb I BT 2003
SEMOKFRREAN “FA TR [33]. L8, R
e SRR M R Vb ik FE A A A B X

2.2. SWAT ##HY

SWAT 2 3 [ A MV 5 T & 1) B A P 3L ) (1 2 18] 43 A
KSR [34-35], 55 AT - b A R <40 28 e 3t 3
IR YYD RIFE S RS A 9T [36-38].  FH T SWAT £
BB VAR A RS T RS AL ) 2 N T4
BWES BRI R, Bt A5 H AR R 3)
ASAAE B2 2 75 SWAT i 38K D BB Atk B AT . SWAT
LT DL T A B ALK SRR 0 A A R B F s, % I
PRIt R P R L3R — 3 3 AT PR K S e
FAIG. SWAT 15 5 BR AR AL 7K ST B 587G R 32 P it 8
W, FEER . RHOK SR RV RS R
R, RTHANLE 35 R 5 A fa 1 SCPF[391 4 )
A HZEF .

2.3, HEi e

WA e F A HA SRR H R E IR B
T BGIR AERHREE . XA H RIS 5 5
PE Y, R S A R R OK S S . TR T
FEok E E KRS BB 0%, FERSHRN30m. +
WoamECk B KR RGE R B E L, SHENL
100 000 @, FEHEIIH ORI (19754F) Sk E E XK HER R
GiRl B oy, T R 1957—1985 4E i - H R 1
. 1990 4FE. 2000 4FF1 2010 4F [ = HoFI| FH ok 1 o B R
Wi 2 SR 5 B BRI TP, 4 T RO 1986—1995 4
1996—2005 4F F1 2006—2016 S i Bt (1) L A H o i F]
FABEE O, bR, R KR, B R RIS HE
ANF. WFFCRH 1957—1970 4 H 485 B /K SCuk 42 i Ane
WMHAT R SHORS, KD EHE R B SRk ST
Yo VAHBIUATE . BT lE . AR SR AR
B EEZHOR H 2008 54 TR 7K A 231 DA b R 25 40



L
Qingyangcha

““““
-
———
_____
.....
————

Zhidan

— Rivers
‘ Gaging station
L ] Weather stations

® Precipitation stations

Zichang

m———

-
———

The Yellow River

Xinshihe
®

B 1. AE I B B 5 T GRS R A

Ho, BEHEKTS 100 m® A RBGHIT, FEHEAE 1 x
10° m*F15 % 10° m* Z (B ARt  ERAE 1 < 10* m* Fl
1 x 10° m® 2 [8] /N RA N 40]. T8 P 2% /N L 4tk
WM AR ARG, SN R, RSk
ATHET

2.4, PRI AR B ESIDIER

2.4.1. WUR I G A J5 v

SETA AR AT S ET AR I, A I 2 ) B S
REZ (H2) . AWFFRE SR HIET R, )T
Ak PR U PEE— (1) ID B« AR 9B J7 8 DA SWAT B8 A=
() F IR 3B R R At AT IR N T AR R — A 58 3L
o WE3 (@ EEMHE R (95 143) FoR, §
WP I IR B, TR IR, SR N B 3
(b)o 143 5 TR 43,1 km?, FEF 9 PRI N, H
1L 2 6 SURMII AT T EVAIE, HARAESOE. WE3
(b) FzR, 5F Ut O BB R I g 1,
SO U A B AR (Y R IR N 2, Ak B,
BLZ SE I A W ORI 5y, e n (R Ui it
D, AL A B = o 3 G LRI 1 A dk
#E, 1A EURER IR GRS, F v G o 1 S At 385 i [R) SR b
WT 5. w3 (b frs, LA g5 Rk ik,
N 1 BRI T 5, 2 5% 6. 7. 9 S i
it A 14301, 14302 F114303. BEE SN R, 5

14301 SR ML EBARE ) 3 N 2 U (2. 3. 5 53R
D HEATHED, 4r 508 1430101, 1430102 F1 1430103,
PLUE R, B2 5 A SR I ga i, w3 (b
I

2.4.2. PN R B AU
B4R T Skt e R DRI R, &
2, WRUEAEASTAHBIUAE B 2 I 1) A5 ¢ AR AEIR S (LRI
2 E0E T o ARHIRERES QRN HE2EE T,
I TE ¢ B 1) g5 0] T REP0 A B . DAAEAN T
ID it g KLt AT & 7N BT A I I E R C R
Az 1 B T 552 N 1n BT S R B 45 4
A — i AL T R AR VR v R I, Hk
WF:
Vo= Vo1 = Vs (1)
Vei=Veii= Vo (2)
X, vy NTE e ZIR I I o] FH RS s Vi, N e 215
BB KB EERIRIPATL s Ve N ¢ ZI B 5 Kk N T b4
VIR Vo, N ¢ I Z1 B A A K B A2 i s ) Ve 0
RF
% R BRI P BRI, BT E IR ]
FERKT B e kK ER, fef2s biraiskyy, &
VRs,tz VRi,t (3)
Veii=Visi X Ceons (4)



®  Large dams
Middle dams
Sub-basins
— River channels

- Before 1970
« 1970-1980
+ 1981-1990
« 1991-2000
« 2001-2008

@ ®
B 2. AR AR . () JRHEIIZS[EI 34 (b) JAHRIER I by 5.
@ Check dams 1430||0201 wep 1st class
Reaches
s 2nd class
3rd class

143 01 02 01

2o, S O

' Sub-basin d‘f%%'cy %o
D,
|_number | Sgy S Sy

3Identiﬁcation of aE
© specific dam in |

143

(a)

(b)

B 3. M A iR N R Y S IR A e (@) FURBR AN [0] 23 A5 (b) TR R 444 5 S

Ve =0 (5)

b Vi J9 I 2 BALD I IR AR R Ve N

(I ZN AL K NI AR IR s Cp, Y £ I ZHE IR

HWHRFTRID G5 Vi N N Z AP HE AR R

2R BT ORAK B KT AT R I, e T P 2 2
ARSI T e v R e, B

Viwi= Vo (6)
Vo= Veii= Vo (7)
Vsor=VieaiX Ceon, (8)
WPE B ERKE TSR -
Vei=A,,xH, 9)

b, A, 0 e 2 S Praz T AR s H, O ¢ B 2 By
AT IR Al X B P P AR TR o

W3 PR, SR A R HI [BE RS B 0%, R
BRARRAE VD 22 R =S BIA R, ok, R
RIS B s ] T AR S ek, B

j=m
A =A,- D Ay, (10)
j=1

X A NIRRT A, 8 Bl B E
R NI m oy b3 BRI A IR A4

FEGIRIN AR Rt CRE B2 0 3 B AR 2530
R S, B

Veiar= Ve + zVRo,j,: (11)
j=T

SR, Vi, J9 1B 20 00 B2 K AN S5 B b T A\ 9 41
BRI s Vi, 0 20 M EEHEAR T O W MBI R A 72
itk

75 DCDam H BRI 1, MASS I L VR
U AT KD I, ELZ 5 A I T 3, S
HO VSR P IR

2.4.3. SWAT # %! 5 DCDam BLEL #0338 H
1E£5 % SWAT B RVE T R AR EaE L, 24
e B PRI RIS . AR R IR BRI R B
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[ Read input | 1 SWAT
""'"'“‘I““—"“ ] DCDam
HRU/SUB
command

Yes Get Generate check dam
Any dam? : ?al H  network with the
ananies highest class of n

No

A =Ag— ZTAGJ
Ve = Ag X Hi+ 27 Vot

=<
o)
[
z
=]
i

i+1

Vs = Vi
Viii= Vrie* Coons
Vo= 0

V= Vo
Veot™ Veir— Vo1
VS::‘[ = vFlo‘l = Ccan,t

Yes

More
chasses?

No

Vo= Vo= Vi
Vst = Ve X Vo

Yes

Routing
command

Update variables

DCDam
output

HRU: hydrological response unit

SUB: sub-basin

A, actually controlled area at time ¢

A,: designed controlled area

Vi runoff volume entering the dam at time ¢

Vo runoff volume released from the dam at time ¢
Vs,. sediment volume entering the dam at time t

Vs.: sediment volume released from the dam at time ¢
Vs« sediment volume trapped by dam at time ¢

H,: runoff depth at time t

Ve, stored runoff at time t

Ceons: S€diment concentration at time ¢

V;,,: available storage at the end of time ¢

n: the highest class in a check dam network

w: class number in a check dam network

m: number of directly connected upper-stream check dams

& 4. SWAT-DCDam fE42 5 W& KV H0E 2

BHASI ZR P 28 &8 o v B — J L SBR[ 3 DL Bl A5 &)
SrEEREE, Wit T SWAT #4! 5 DCDam #8112 73 4 2
PAUAESE . fEIZHESS T, DCDam ik L7 8 A3 A is
HHIG, E&TIRBUKI MRS Rt E, S nAH
AR I BN A IR P 2%, AT IR KD I B AL
AW 5T LA SWAT #5254 5 th A% I e VD 34 X 3/ DCDam A4k,
DAY IR E S O 56T, B ShaA IR NS Bl
FREIA S Cr] FEERFIRRRAS) AR IUK -1 P 72,
K FH SWAT [ASEADL 0 K0 Sy i I R AR 5 v RS 14T
HEALAEA, 45 U AT A Teb R D HE
HE AT H ERN ISR (5. B Rk
T R, BT E840H . SWAT-DCDam 135

Bk te 51RAE IR I A

2.5, WA A Ny S AR A A G

A AR G AT AT R K1) 4 A 202 AN AF EL SR ST FR - I 4 RN
6053 AN 7K S N2 FL TG, A 9 S 35 T AR A 38.25 km?,
JK S B G ST AT AN 1.28 km?e ASHIF 783 K + 4R
Fr G i AR S AT I Be (1970 4 /0), HEATHEAL R ¢
RAEGAE, B R E N 1957—1963 4E, R EHI N 1964—
1970 5. AR 4 28 1w b [X RT3 7E 4250 (36,41-43], 12
WA LRI 13 A S48 (R D BERRIETE
H="E A, alRRE R (RO A8 24
(NSE) FAHXS % (Pbias), %% R 5 771k
Bt A RS2 75



SWAT input DCDam input DCDam input DCDam output
Land surface SWAT Dam variables Dynamic dams
hydrological
DEM simulation Dynamic storage

Dam code

Soil

Trapped sediment

Design storage

Land use | Streamflow |

]

Released runoff

Controlled area

Management | Sediment load | Released sediment
Plant growth | Rl f
Farming N SR Sl |
practices DCD Model
SWAT output am SWAT input/output
DCDam input/output
Weather

Precipitation

Temperature

— SWAT
Wind speed

[

& 5. SWAT #7! 5 DCDam # ( #i 22 .. DEM: $i7-mfesisy

K1 RIS SR 4R

Parameter  Definition Range Fitted value

CN2 Soil conservation service (SCS) curve number for moisture condition -10%-10%r  5.3%

SOL K Soil saturated hydraulic conductivity (mm-h™") -10%-10%r  5.2%

SOL_AWC Soil available water capacity -10%-10%r  2.9%

SLSUBBSN Average slope length (m) 35-50v 33.97

HRU_SLP  Average slope steepness (m-m™") -10%-10%r  -1.6%

SOL_BD Bulk density (t-m™) -10%—-10%r  -2.7%

ESCO Soil evaporation compensation coefficient 0.2-0.8v 0.366

SEFTMP Mean air temperature at which precipitation is equally likely to be snow/freezing rain (°C) 0-20v 19.619

SMTMP Threshold temperature for snowmelt (°C) 0-20v 13.528

SMFMX Melt factor on December 21 (mm H,0-d™"+°C™") 0-5v 1.233

USLE C Minimum value of the universal soil loss equation (USLE) land cover factor applicable to 0-0.5v 0.48/0.03/0.001 for cropland/grass-

the land cover/plants land/forestland

USLE K Soil erodibility factor (0.013 t*m*+h-m™+t"-cm™) -10%-10%r  -4.9%

USLE P USLE equation support parameter 0-1v 1

CH_K2 Effective hydraulic conductivity of channel (mm-h™) 0-5v 23

CANMX Maximum canopy storage (mm) 0-5v 0.65/2/5 for cropland/grassland/ for-
estland

ALPHA BF Baseflow recession constant 0-0.1v 0.015

v means that the existing parameter value is to be replaced by the given value, and r means that the existing parameter value is multiplied by (1+ a given value).

3. IFRE H1 60 AR A ICHT E R L 63 JiE, VA H LR F Y 10%
PAR s 20 22 70 SEARR IS 2 B o, R i HeE
3.1, FEVT VR S R E A3k 50 FE LB 80 AT 90 AR H T R Tt M B B A TR

JE T AL I VA U R D sl 6 iR . 20150 2003 AR JE,  UAGHTS I BRSO TR . i e R



T E S R EOK LR FF T H VIO, W,
20 tHE &2 70 A AR AU b I0U2 8 32 B 7 4 ) 300 7K 2%
AR e ES IS, KRR 44], BB
PRBT RV R Ik 300 8. 7E 2003 4F, AR Ik Hh 1
BT A KRB 70 T2, 51 R 21 thE 0 4) J 3% b 300 2 12
BT [33] . HUEE ST RRURI 26 25 R ) ) AR Ak 5 T A5 T 1
WU — 3, #8058 2008 EAE I, 4% [ AR 2 L 4l T AR 1)
40% A b, MERIE 350 m . IR I B 2 4 R
A R BRI RYD FAE — BUF R N RRSE R AR, 9
i, 20 20 70 FEARR AR A 2 1 Hh TR 80 AFAR IR Vb 4
/b R T BB TTHR[45]

B2 (a) JE7R 1 ZEIAT It ek K B AR A 28 3 1 300 (1% 2 [
SRR . MRS, 25 (8] /0 A A6 3 5
PRI L 25 1A) 0 A R B 25 5. PRI T RO T B AR 2R

1000 4000

7

T T3 5% 45 4 2 B R LT 60 4F (I AR RRAE o 2 T 3 3
KIS SR o Y AR ¥ T e 25 L3050 3l 2 7.01 % 10° m Al
2.55 x10° m®, IR A A AL 5 7)) 3.6 km? AT 1.2 km?,
s b A7 5055 509 20 m NI 15 ma A [ AR 2 14 PR 37 i 300
HHSHAGEREES, Te0ERE BB,
R RN AT S R RN B 8 TR AR SR DA N
6.30 km* Jik/b> 21 3.40 km?*, IR E A 46.03%, H AL i T
TR AL B 1.80 km? P/ £ 1.61 km?, J8IE N 10.56%. I
H U e T 0, A YA M I A A B 17.50 m B
TnE]24.00 m, HEHEAN37.14%, AR E M 14.65 m
BNF] 16.00 m, HIE N 9.22%. A B iEE A R K
A FEIAAEAR A, KB AR S kN S B R,
BUIL I BE T P 25 ) S IS5 S B R . BEARTRI 5, 4]
RS b A SO0 e 1 v e ) TR AR /N P R

120 500 500 50
Total —— Total Total
—+—Annualnew | oo €& - 3500 —+— Annual new - —+— Annual new
» 800 s E 1 400 & T 400 | 8 140 =
2 3 5 amof £ E . t
c 180 2 8 50 g & =
% 600 . = © 4 300 © x 300 430 %
= 3 = o -~ e
= R c 2 2000 s @ o
5 N “ £ 3 s ¥ 1 ®
g 400 | y | “5 g 1500 4 200 ‘é % 200 - 4 20 %
£ 40 5 3] f o —
3 " 4 € E 1000 z £ , Z
200 | £ - 20 3 ° {1100 2 © 100} b o . pfed 10 Z
Ml A - 500 i g T ls . #
o Losie P i 0 0 R 0 Louwnd®® Ry ° 0
1950 1970 1990 2010 1950 1970 1990 2010 1950 1970 1990 2010
Year Year Year
(a) (b) (c)
B 6. JIT 60 F AL AR AR (2. FEHIEA (b)) FUEELR (o) ZBEHE,
‘ Large 50 r ‘ Large 200 - ‘ Large
30 - Medi . .
edium Medium Medium
40 -
150 [
ag e
10 + =
= E 3+ =
ontn x
- ~ o Y 100
= [e)]
g -~ g 20 F il
s 3r a % -
U ol - —
l b 50
10 r
1 - — — —
0 r 0 r
1 1 1 1 1 1 | L 1 1 1 | 1
1960s 1970s 1980s 1990s 2000s 1960s 1970s 1980s 1990s 2000s 1960s 1970s 1980s 1990s 2000s
Periods Periods Periods
(a) (b) (c)

B 7. AFERB I BT ZHIHARRAE. () FEHITH

(b) Il (o) WilER.
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3.2. SWAT 57 fll SWAT-DCDam [ 48 1E PP At

AT 5T FH A TR 90 35 H 2 TR ) 7K Sl AT R A RS
56, R I T EUUR Hh 40K B A X BR 1 1957—1970 4,
PA 1957—1963 FAE AR S HURE M, 1964—1970 4E1E
R RICUE A . B8 FT L, A AR MR S
Z M EH B HIVIA RS, B RS I WA I A B AAE P (1)
BESNREAE, MR FIGIE AR AR, AR A
X} % 72 [Pbias|<11.00%, R*>0.83, NSE>0.79. #R#% Moriasi
(10 155 B0 ) 5 b HE [46], A TR I 35 1) 4% A0 B UL T 2 5E N
“Good” . SWAT HE R FE AL LIRS AU R I R 4F, 7T
ERRR IS/ WON RS iF K W g =YL B N EA Y o A S
HE6~9 H, HEIEIS SCIMEA B KX MR R %
SE JTRH B8 IE S AR 0T 4% 22 53 70 15.40% Fl1 14.50% . WA
HOE A E S B AR R A, e v B UL ) AH X 1% 2 |Pbias| <
15.40%, R*>0.80, NSE=0.79 (#2). R4 Moriasi [ ¥ 5%E
PRUE[46], SWAT #5574 7F SiE ] it 5k 1) g 0 A5 0t ] 1) 52 Sy
“Good”. ZiFM T, SWAT BLALLE LE AT Y sk v BEA0L - 1
RA4f, af T AR . B A g
S1 JE 7R T i 60 £E 18] (1957—2016 4E) 42 Il H b 15 400 45
R, RRFEBIME S AKSCH BN — 8, SR, 18
20 th 40 2 5 0 43 AF A BEAUL B AR IR R i D B B, AR
RN YR s S8

R2 VLRI BTG4 R

Calibration (1957-1963) Validation (1964—1970)

Index
Runoff Sediment load Runoff Sediment load
R 0.83 0.80 0.92 0.93
NSE 0.81 0.79 0.71 0.92
Pbias (%) 7.70 15.40 11.00 -14.50

H AU X 3R TR T FR it I A B ) 2 2 M
T, AW TERFH 2008 54 Ji& KA HEI Hh 00 22 4 e & 2 it
1 R AR EAE I IE, PP SWAT-DCDam HE 28 ff) 4

0

200
= Precipitation ’
go b —*— Observation P

- -o - Simulation 400

= 600

Precipitation (mm)

30

Monthly runoff (m?-s™")

800

0 : "
> OIS

NN

Q0N P0LS DS
’\‘b’ﬁbQ\']’rbbb-hQ:’\‘bfaQ
FFFEF P FEEF FEEFES

» S

Time

(a)

WER . WE IR, BAIMNE, SWAT-DCDam B4 1)
SRR EE SR RNMEBCN A, B 2R E
FI¥IME N 2.67% 10°m?, WL B2 AR A AR & ) 35 (E I Dy 2.40 x
10° m?,  ASEAOL(E EL U0 i 55 11.5% 0 U A 5 00 00 41 42
HTE D L ZRPRIT, fH A R M 0 FR R0 45 SRAF A — 58 1
B BRI S, YevbH AL AH X % % | Pbias|<11.50%,
R’>0.71, NSE=0.53, #d #5155 & 3] 5% br #E [46], SWAT-
DCDam HE 242565 ZE i 72 35 7 Hb 2R g 70 £ BB 5 S v) A
JEN “Satisfactory”, B&H TR HIIYE VD2 AL .

3.3, PRI R FL VD I R AT P AR ) B A AR

(2= Y0 2 I M LA AR VD I SRR, B 10 S T AE
TSR Vb 5 P RA TR W AR PR sl & . SRR
B, REI I 2 AT 3 PR b s FE RO 101.39 t-hm 2, ik
60 4 >R ZE VAT IAL 38 1 7 b i B G B R A R A (p >
0.05), AEZEM-K K46 (14 5 Z 15 9-0.35 [47-48]. L]
IR I AR 42 Vb B R R AR I I (p<0.05),
12 % Mann—Kenddall k%6 50 5€ Z{E 5 2.26. IR
mied, RWDHEEEZEIM. 1£1970F )5, Wb
EW BRI, T 1977 FR B, 1% B I
RIE 1560 5 m®, B S5 I U e v £ AR 2 R S
A . FEVIRAE 2013 4R K2R T amBE R AR b, ML
WUT PR T AE S8 ZUR kA 2% AF T 28 iyb, 5%
T FE IR YRV FE A S S

AT 2 () B A AR A0 Ve Vb 2 AR VA M 03T 2 3% R/
FMIGE R, BRG] FH R, T AT 2 0 3
T EZS . B10 (o) R 1T 0 n] F R 45
B AZRACRFAE . 1957—1970 £E 8], JiA 3t 300 AT FH g 25 B
MW, R 1977 kB 13612 m®, A EE NS %
I B U AR A B A — 2 BEJS 20 4R 1R, YR I AT
FA PEZS R0 /0, 1E 1999 4E1A £ 0.8 12 m®, 2000 4 Ji5 1
T DI ¥ 51 vT S B IE N ARTRT, 2008 4F S

= 200 : 0
= :
x g
~ L i 200 =
B 1907 e Precipitation =
=] —e— Observation g paag
-— - - . ] I c
E 100} Simulation i 400 S
E . s
B 600 -5
0 H
= 50 r E @ E
£ : : 3 ] ! T
c 9 [ i !
5, b s Adlilallll
S II PP I ISP
AR R S U S S S
R A0T 3TN0 T ET DT T DD
Time

B8, FEH (1957—1963) ML (1964—1970) HIHZM () MHMY (b) BLE R IE.
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& Sediment yield =
E #—Annual trapped sediment é
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& 100 Pogd I8 5| Jdm Rl {500 &
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<11 ) ) v . 5
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(a)
100 ~
400 { -=— Total storage . o 2
& —®— Available stforage @~ £ b
E % —— Available storage percentage A 180 ©
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= 8
x ettt 160 3
° a
3 200+ )
i 140 ®©
e S
@ ®
100 | loo 2
]
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1950 1960 1970 1980 1990 2000 2010 2020
Year
(b)

E10. (@) £ERIMEMEDE; (b) FHNKBIEES .

ZETT IR B R B CR A IR, IR IAR IS BT A
POE D, 7E 2016 F4F & 7] FH PEZRAN AR 0.96 /4 m’

R3S X AT IR I B TR (G H A PR STl 2 1 X 350

3.4, BURFLVD X AT iy ek 1 T R

SETAT Vb B AE T 60 A TA)HRE SRk /b, RIS A b 291
B R IR ISRV Uk D I BB , th,  ARHIEFT AR
AT A BRI 1957—1969 Ay JEHE, 43 i Hh W12 90 X6t
AR, B U D (TR o SE T IR S D ek /> W P R 1
o, HEEMEAHEL, B b k> &N 1970—1985
[ 2.66 x 107 t 3 N %] 2006—2016 [1] 5.94 x 107 t. WIFE 3 it
N, BRI S, 1970—2016 4F 7] ) 4 25 % vb ek 2> 3.38 x
107, Horb, JRAHHUEIFEYD 5.07 x 100t 29 5 S Hivb i
DB 15.00%. 7EIL 2 60 4 [A], L JA] It Ik Vb A8 A4 52 )
SAEARAG . FEAEIKE L B S ANV I T 55 2 R 3R AR
F A [ B B Ji 30422 488 e v o b 92 1) ST R AS 7]
51957—1969 S A L, 1970—1985 4F 4E Ja] It 3 42 1) 4 vb
BN 1.66x107t, F]2006—2016 4, % vb /b &
95.94x107 t, Y HBIEE Y0 ST v ek 2D 1 DT R TE 1986
—1995 I Bede oK, DTk Fan b ek 2 B 1) 43.69%. LA K,
W 5 b L2 0 sk 553 ARERRE A % it DD O P 3 i, IR
LD XTIk D BT R S PR A, 7E 2006—2016 B X,
T YRR S b S D Tk 1 o5 AR T 10%.

4. WHig

4.1. P D AR S R IR BT AR 9K &R

I VDR S v 95D () T R B AR T PR 5 AR A T
MU RHFEEART RN, AR RN Bk Bk K
b, WM IUJE VO A B 2 9 [49-52]. (EAEASEIK
ERN, JIRLHOR] S R RS, JUH IR PO EL
T H St LAk, bR R AERIZIAS A . 1975 4F, K
TIEA TR 5 EE 20 33.53%,  F1] 1990 45 I B A 14 i 3]
40.20%; B J5, TEAZERRERT, &HEEFLE 2000
5] 29.26%, I 2010 4D 5 17.59%. 4% H IR
i B AR ) R Z AR A, DO bR A S R
W2 B IR PR YD 4y 5.45 < 107t 5.63 x 107ty
5.05x 107 tf13.41 x 107 t, SHEAEIAFILL, 20104 - H R
R, W= 37.43%. Hit— %k +
R 5 S B 2GR R B, 2006—2016 I B 1)

Period Mean annual sediment load reduction (x 107t) ~ Mean annual sediment retained by check dams (x 10°t)  Contributions
1970-1985 2.66 5.84 21.97%
1986-1995 1.66 7.27 43.69%
1996-2005 3.35 3.68 10.98%
2006-2016 5.94 5.02 8.46%
1970-2016 3.38 5.07 15.00%
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VI AZ i PE yb SR A 70.15 t-hm™2, AH LK 1957—1985 B B
FEAR T 28.29% (B 11).
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Simulated soil erosion intensity (t-hm=)

(o2
o o

T I > e Yt S Ui b 20U AT P P 7R AR ol b e
HFEEHMER, Rihr=bsmE e 7 I REcrD =,
AT FH P 25 0 R i YA HB AU 2 ik e v B AR . R4 SRR
TN E I B M B ARk v o R R AT R P 2
o 1957—1969 I} B 1) 4= vl ™= b i B2 5 1970—1985 I Bt
FHI, SRT, HITPTHESAIR, Bt R £ &
AR, @Ry 58EMTHESNHET, 1970—
1985 1 1986—1995 I} B i dak i M 301 5 2 v &8 b T 45 iy 7K
F G 8.00x10° t-a™ ") 7E1996—2005 B B, itk (2 ikt
PP ES, P ER AR R, Bk s R £
I . 7E2006—2016 BF B, Y B3 AT A 2 25 v T
REWB, AR, HT LER MR EEVLHS, % B R
WEANEBAL. Fik, EidAERBATHES. Rk
SRFEAR I RV B LR G AT B, ASKEIEH
NIRRTk VD B e R AT IR R YD S 1 3
Klo SRTT, ZEARImPEAKTE DL, sl th R 755 A 4552
TERA RV R . Bl tn, AE 2013 5 E ] A BROK ST,
LI A 2 2 AR v o B R AR Tl VD B 1 7.36%
T AR 19— 2 J ) 68 SR A TIE B 1 A ot o T %2R T TR )
FUPROR, ARSI IR R S B R SR A T TR I R A
BBV EHMIEF] T 4.89 x 107 t[53].

4.2. Y I F AR S ik aE AR B

T H I HE R DG R K 2 A AR b A 7 A gz
HZ ik P2 P05 2 U5 AL 26 [54], FERIZIA B AL 5N,
DRI H IR Z5 A TR R P A A I R A v B B B
fithe VAHBIUEA AT RIBOK SR BCPE R, AR 2%
PR, IR AR BRI, B K R
[55]: VAHBIFEEAT B /K BERRE A T 2R /K BT I8 719 )
B [56]. TEFE L R X, HUH K AR 2% 1 5E e 5
BT T AR P B IR HE A 6~10 1%, TR HB I [X 3 A b A
FEORFE (P BT I, AEREWT R, A 2006 FEAER, ©
FE AL 3192 hm? A R HE[57]. #2016 FE4EE, 4
35 75% LA b I M 00 3 B VAT CRT RN T
20%); MbAL, I 5% VAL (40 &) BAT ISR
AR E R 30% LR . R, 75 2 4 i
JUBEBEAT IR I AR R, AL ISR 8 T AR 78 4 RN
AR, CREEFIEIR 2 83 R R 4. At
Fi 42 th (1) SWAT-DCDam 5 $0HE 42 i 20 7 T I i b 491w
FEZRAS, TSP A s L R 2 R R .
4b, SWAT-DCDam UL HE 4234 1T DL & F 1A h 0 2 Fh
ARG THREREL, IR I LR & R Pl SR RS T
S Z

4.3, BEFA 25 sy )

TR B BT S T 8 52 A A 855 1) i 1Y) 7 2 7 4[58
AT 5K B T K (1) DCDam B8 5 SWAT #1845 204 1%
F TR B R I R 200 R (M Bh A . SR, AR
R R B SR8 5 I AR RN A, I TR A
AN 58 PESR R [S59] -

R & SR SOOI R I BCEBR . IS K S
T A N NS S HOHAT B 2 E[60], M DL 5E 4 )R B
FLSEHIKOOE AR, B G5 AN 56 36 R AL 45 AN 58 1 1)
HERR . SWAT 57 Fil DCDam 5 B (1) A FL 45 /4 T5 A 52
3, JUFHE DLHERA S BRI ZU R B AR A SR A R K SO AR AR
o B, SWAT AR chm st - o i AN 281k, B3
PRI H AR [R] - b ) FH 2B (1 7K S S B OB K S R, (H
IR AR R P L . DA R B[61-62], K

KA SIS R I Bint s L9 (2 i B UR AT R A IR 20 e LU

Periods Available storage (x 10°m?) Soil erosion intensity (t-hm™-a™") Trapped sediment (x10° t-a™")
1957—1969 11.96 98.17 1.48
1970—1985 109.41 97.47 8.30
1986—1995 100.14 128.73 9.04
1996—2005 90.31 87.65 4.72
2006—2016 (exclude 2013) 126.33 70.16 3.57
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VeVb & BA AT FEAR[63], 1B & AT B AR A% U4 Hb W2 70 2%
2, Brune [64)5F 0 R BY K E#E Hl IS R 5 N FERRZ
EL SR FIWT IR D PR B 7k, IR N T KA
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M LUE TR oR B, B, el RS N PEK
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5. 451E
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