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Fig.1 Schematic of a typical drainage sub-district

2 M AR G

2.1 MMEEHE
AT 22 il b i P Sk —d B — R e =R
W PEAS A FR 3 7E R W RN TR R A

or M AR ZE 5 19 77 20, 6 i 70 HE K 73 X T o | i
R K BT R KCHE 13 S B K BT TR T T
IKASE B oK T 2t R 3 2R AT R B A, I X i Y HE
Ko XK AR AR U R FREE 4R T Bk 22 A R 3
AN THT 1 R AR HEAT P AR T BOR B &
K2 Fis .

B2 IR R

Fig.2 Monitoring and evaluation technology roadmap

WEFE P e R W e 5 33t 17 &, =A%
e H TR HE K 73 DX RS i R0 S iR R
{03 DB T AL, M 0 AR B AR K B R B
i KA

2.2 BNHERESHH
2.2.1
2.2.1.1

T i
R 5
U5 18 4 A 5L/ I 2 T



208

LN ST Z )

Fark B 202542 1

i3
fiith

bl

AT 1 3 S S 2 R, S W
e I 1 W T RCHR TR0 7 28
S A1 A ) W A 1 S K 0 2 I,

A BT A I AT X LT, LAAGS: B8 A 9% DX 38 52 )
R W B8 A A 50k (81 3) o ASBIFSY BT E FH N = i
RUBFTHSEI A 2021 41 A 1 Hilg, w—4,

200 0
180 | 120
160 | 140
£ 140} Joo £
ﬁg 120 | 180 ”'E
& 100t 1100 %%
= N
B SR 0 g
60k DB 0 &
40 \ 160
20 | 180
0 L J .|J L Il ]l. J. Ll i L s I J . || 200
01-01 02-01 03-01 04-01 05-01 06-01 07-01 08-01 09-01 10-01 11-01 12-01
A¥A-B)
B3 WEXNNSHRETEWESS
Fig.3 Distribution of daily cumulative rainfall at rainfall monitoring points
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Fig. 4 Flow data at different monitoring locations
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Fig.5 Water level monitoring data in river
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Fig. 6 Concentration of suspended solids monitoring
data at different monitoring sites
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Table 2 Calculation results of runoff control rate
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Table 3 Calculation results of runoff pollution load reduction rate
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