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Abstract

Hans iXJth

Kunming City is one of the cities for serious water shortage. With the rapid development of Kunming,
contradictions of drinking water supply and demand are more prominent. As an important drinking wa-
ter source in urban area, Songhuaba area is the origin of life of Kunming City, and its water resource
quantity is directly related to the drinking water problem of residents in Kunming city. In order to solve
the problem of drinking water in Kunming City, it is very important to allocate water resources scientifi-
cally and rationally, and to carry out the investigation and analysis of water resources in the water
source area. According to the hydrological and meteorological data series in 13 stations, the hydrological
analogy method and the typical year regulation method are used to calculate the water quantity, the
available water and the reliability of water supply in the water source area, and the time-space distribu-
tion and the total water resources in the water source area are ascertained. It provides a reference for
the effective solution of the optimal allocation and sustainable utilization of regional water resources.
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] A Aotk EE A T AR KR XK RIR A B e et 7oA 2, ai s AR, SRS 26 F, R
BT iEANR AR LR, BT [R]— 7K U8 5 22 SR AR B — B 7 kB AT 20 W5 T AR ST A B B i 8 e VAR SR UK B Ik
PL_E AR K B IR A A3 BTV R (593 km®), SR S0 B R 5 /K SC AN AL (95 VR SR A 43 BT o B8 IR) — K UL i
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TAREIRIRIX B BRI 22 0 A K BRI B IR, DA RO R X 3K B DL PG TG B AN AT R of I 4R (1L 2
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2. MEENUKIREX FRHR S

MIAE T X AE DA, H AT XA KSR BEE /NI A, R FE 4 KO, R AR e,
AL SPH, SR RN TR BTA . AE. KAIEE 9 ANFRNE. 2 &l R S SOREAT AT EE
= RESHT, HE B RHR AR BN 1971~2017 4. XK R KoK S0, 550 A WL 1 TR .

3. BMEEHUKIERX K ESTHT
3.1. D¥rE®

TR ZOR A, RIS HEIIK BE £ SR A /AN (Fh A, R &)7k S, BN 5 ) R b4 ] 1042 7 1
F(493 km?) d5 WA K FE 3L DL R S AR A AR (593 km?) ) 83.1%, kA e K FE L DA b3 de i 7K B AR 41

DOI: 10.12677/jwrr.2019.81012 101 IK BRI T


https://doi.org/10.12677/jwrr.2019.81012
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

E& Y AR SR 7K DX K B8 R 25 20 #r

Ik
/“f ) N
\ ‘ \\5/\/ / { . /
4 /
(
\
/
/
/
. ey
| oL 3 W7
)
\ O
\ s
N
J
{
’ S ORI S
o=
KU
\
\
\
N
v\
o \
KIN
Lis
FAEWURSC G
O)2 L
4
L
#l o
i\ RAB
W%z
- e 9&%@
A

IR
—~ 7 4 -
- - T~ - J
— Iiﬂﬁ?é. O KN -
rE O I }
T /
/
/-_ —
gt O ~ o
N
. PR /
@
faky 2 J
/ — P
/
\ o
Dgsk e | o R '
/J(\jﬂ NI 7K S *')/F{J)?:ﬂ(iﬁx'a
/
/
/ -
Ve OFN
/
v
- @3
BN
KB
® E T
7
A" 5ok 2%
[FAER 15
. WOE U
» K S
W K
C Mo

Figure 1. Schematic diagram of the distribution of river and hydrologic stations
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NI (AT ] R )RS SEARTR AR S, BTSN ) KOt DL R ST BROK & MRE, %
JE BEFN AT AR AN SRR R 2K, SR A K SC GBI TSN L i) R~ A S 28 IX 18] (LA fRTK X 8)) 22 461 2ok
KEB]: wa, KA. mR L ERK S XIRRK BRI, B EIUKEE DL RUR 2 -1 B koK & .

3.2. MEESUKEERIHFRRR ST

1) /NF. BRIERRES T

AN ] K ST 1954~1992 4E3E 39 AFSlAR Bk, 1993 4F¥ BiE, A RIEL AL A EKSC
S, /AT AR T AR ER R A 373 ke kB 357 km® (PR 2 4%), )RR AR B R R 120 km® Ji /N 2]
46.9 km® (B HHZE 61%)0 ARIEAKSATIARSSRTE 2 M5, R RS /N AR T AR ZE AN B 10%, D v A
1993~2017 FA2I %R BLEEIL A EL(1.045) 18 1E 2 /il , 1 [ &5 fa) 5 42 7 AU SRk, B [F I 2%
TR N 2, KA B3 1993~2017 ST WRHT IE 2 M Rl .

i FAE S, BIRTA/NAT . fi] R 1954~2017 FAM R G2l f)J8 1654~2017 F AT
PRt R, S b R M B AR A N, R SE AT IE RIS UG AR IR R VI ARG, wEAIRRIT ALK
FEA . WOk PR FEAR AT 23R T, SRR TF S BME, FIRER 1 P 1 P-TIT 26 B4 25 22°F 5 Al e /N i
) e i 2 HE L 5 G T B (R R E N & R e G it S 84), SRR 1. T e, R BE i 58 50
B G S HOICE T 1 .

Table 1. Results of annual runoff statistical parameters for each station

1. BBFEREZTSHRRE

44 A km? YIET m? Cy Cs FEAKAEEY (T m*km ) A [E T H/mm FERRIR/mm TR

/N 373 8670 048  2Cv 23.2 963.3 232.4 0.241
R 120 8070 038 2Cv 67.3 958.6 6725 0.702
FEXNS 189 3993 0.44  2Cv 21.1 926.5 211.3 0.228
PG AC 58.4 1284 042 2Cv 22.0 899.1 219.9 0.245

ZHE, # 1 HEGITSHAG W NRE: -, B0, BB KT, A8
WX 55, Ov (B SRS R B TR, FARME O MK B=, POk
ERTIR W ES WA, RSN SRR s, HERESRANE, WKL EE,
ENAA/N, TS Ov (B/NT . PRRBEEOR TANAT . S8 . XU Il R A e Se bty B, /INimT il sk 9
KFFFMM M, H RBE T 58 FA RO s, 75 A B 45 18] 20 A M

I, B A (2R K RIRSE A R B PR B & RS ) (2007 4F 6 A)RIRIASELL K, fEak
VERAEINK BEUIE BA_E SR AE AR AT 200~700 mm 2 8], 77 /K BETE 20~70 /3 m*/km? 2 AI[5]. T4 K437
()N ] RS 4E AR IR AL A B AR SLVE R P, RS AR R B M LG S B A S B

HiZe 1 [0, /N, )R 2 AR E AT R0 86704 8070 J7 m®, HU/INAIANf B, LA I Ik £ 4F Y
AN 16740 i m’.

2) /N E R~ X FERRETHE

PR /N ) R~ KA HE S X 1) 43 #4510, EL R 5 VT B e IX, KSR 4 AR —
B, ORI R UM SR, R R R, SRAACC Rk . Rk

Fem B
W= Tk g
X~ T (1

AN SN
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X W oww—/NI L R~ EX AEERRECT m'); W owa—/NERRE(T m); F wa—NA L H R~
FATEIN X [A) A2 R (km?) s F /NSRRI (km?) s P /N i) B~ FA TR0 X 7] 70480 22 471 44 1 Y
(mm); P pr—/ NG 2 A1 25 [ R B (mm) -

WA Eas, BURTHEAS AN R~ R ILX AR, 25 R 2.

Table 2. Calculated results of annual runoff of Xiaohe, Dianwei-Songhuaba interval

= 2. NE AR-MENXEFERETERRSE

EA N BWmEA/Km®  BEAm® KRV mPkm?) EFENEmMm  EERE/mMm R ARK
ANTE 373 8670 23.2 963.3 2324 0.241
AN A R~ U (1] 100 2320 232 962.1 232.0 0.241

BHZ% 2 AT UL, /NET i) R~ RA R X F) 2 45 PR RN 2320 1 m'. iS5 RA S (A K EHSES R
KFIFHE VN TR D) (2007 4 6 H)RIMIRSEAL BN R, fEHEGEVEEN[S]. MU, R~ X
ERERE N/ TN aa o AP S PN

3) AHEIUKER T ERRE ST

FAAEIUK FESNE UL BRI 2 4P s /AT R KR =3 S A . #RIEE 1. % 2 g
HEASILEN 19060 17 m’. I Cv EMARYE/NIT . B BUE, FH45E (o E /KR IR AR K 25 25 0
MEERE) (2007 4 6 A) Cv HHZ[S], LA e N 0.48; 1M Cs B 2Cv. HRHE W LA 52 I AA S8 K B A2 0
BEIME. Cv. Cs, BIFTFEAMENUKER IR, &R NE 3.

Table 3. Design annual runoff at Songhuaba reservoir

3. MENUKERITFRRERRE

WitE/i m?
IKIE ST A R A km? HE P& B /mm YIE A m? Cv Cs
10% 50% 90%
Atk 593 962.1 19,060 0.48 2Cv 31,319 17,618 8674

4) IAHEIUKERITHERRES N

PR F 3R SR AF AR HEIUKZE F(10%) “F(50%) Fi(90%)HIFEAI &, EFAEM AN, K3 ERR
HOACEH . HSURERERENN: REKESRIHEMAE, HokK N TREAR, HREERFESIE
Sl SEMEGE SR, AT A A X B AR AR

AR LA SRR R PR SR N, FAAEIUK PR BT AR IR R H SU R RO R, A RN 1966~1967 4FEAE
FNFE(10%) 1980~1981 FEAEAF(50%) 1972~1973 FAEAAR(90%) KA H LRI FE . AR HE IR B ) S ik 72, DA
ERBEBANBEER, RS HES T FERRES BRI H, 2R NE 4.

Table 4. Design annual runoff year distribution at Songhuaba reservoir

4. NEHUKERITFERREBENSEREM: A m)

R
B % HE
6 7 8 9 10 11 12 1 2 3 4 5
10 3467 11,433 8009 2106 1119 1071 752 1045 491 361 248 1217 31,319
50 1456 2834 6619 2038 1083 914 650 554 408 265 233 566 17,618
90 817 1540 1981 1075 799 855 650 318 182 182 132 143 8674
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3.3. MEESUKIRX AT FIRKE S

FATESIUK PE (AT R R K &, E AR L DL ERIRE (10%) “T(50%)~ A(90%) /KA HIRKIEFE, 456 Ha
HEIUK EE ) FHACGE RE AN INA TR, R FH 7K B~ 10 S B R 0 o B S A [6]

VTSR S5 25 R B RA SR UK SRR K 32 K FETH RS N T Bk . kT (KRR FHEE, (HPE &
E IR T (PR A Je, TR B AR A RAE 3 T R S AR, K E AT B RED e SrE A1 TS
AN RN IR E AR BE K[ 7] FIFAESHKESR CEEDH /KBS IES Y (GB/T35580-2017)#K
S, FEAKBEMUNE 2 AR P 4R K B 10%1H[8], S 1906 73 m®s 7K FE 7K TH] 2 & 38 0ot P-4 A L /K STk 2 7K
MRS BWEITH . ZEMEIUKEY @I O 7 B2 TG, SRR PYERN 1%, KA
~PEZR~THT AR 28R A 8 5 (A 7K PE AR R o RS T AR /K A7 A 1928.80 m #8 4l A /K Az 32 PRI DATH PR /K
7. 1964.00 m #5H] AfZE DLIEH & /KAL 1965.50 m % H[9].

AR LA e (i A A, SR P K &40 JE AT PR TE 5, B RTASAA AR UK PE =E(10%)  “F(50%)~ H5(90%)
R K E, 4R %E S,

HE 5 a0, AR ZESUE L EAEFE(10%) “T(50%) H(90%)/KEEHIKK 20518 31,319 17,618, 8674
Jim’, FEFIRMOKIIZAR R, KEBRE. EXKESE, MR R KRS %8 20,300, 15,100 6400 /7 m’,
FEKES N 83064 0. 0 7 m’s

3.4. EYUKEX K TR E S

POKTTEEPE T ZMOKIE B 5 0 TRERE R IKBUIR OGP 7 T BEAT 2047 -
B, MK A5 TR B A KR EEdE . Ar UK BRI 1995 R4, ORISR iishs
PRI . ¥k =HERKEY, FAENE. ViR, ABERAER RVHER N, REIRW, BIT%

Table 5. Calculated results of available water regulation at Songhuaba reservoir

5. MEENUKET F K EIFTITERRE

H
Mg 4y
KK E/TT m? ZEFE AR/ mm IR/ T m® B E/T m® A SRR/ T m® AR KR m? 1277 m® A A KA m FK m? A AR R T m?
5 446 1928.80
6 3467 35.9 527 10.78 157 1668 2072 1940.80 0 1625.9
7 11,433 327 9.07 473 162 1724 9425  1964.00 2138 7353
8 8009 36.1 25.61 94.3 162 1724 9425 1964.00 6003 0
9 2106 30.4 21.6 94.3 157 1668 9425 1964.00 165 0
10 1119 26.5 162 89.7 162 1724 8552 1962.61 0 -873
o 1071 252 12.49 81 157 1668 7704 1960.97 0 —848
1 12 752 22.1 8.37 70.6 162 1724 6491  1958.04 0 -1213
1 1045 272 9.27 60 162 1724 5581 195527 0 -910
2 491 33.5 9.6 49.2 146 1557 4311 1950.87 0 -1271
3 361 489 10.9 34.8 162 1724 2740  1944.14 0 -1571
4 248 55.3 102 18.6 157 1668 1134 193520 0 -1605
5 1217 51.4 5.97 7.33 162 1724 451 1928.87 0 —682.7
FH 31,319 425.1 144.5 658 1906 20,300 8306 52
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Continued
5 446 1928.80
6 1456 35.9 2.73 4.69 157 1241 497 1929.43 0 50.6
7 2834 32.7 4.73 10.5 162 1282 1871 1939.73 0 1374
8 6619 36.1 8.53 39.6 162 1282 6998 1959.35 0 5126
9 2038 30.4 11.7 72.7 157 1241 7553 1960.63 0 556
10 1083 26.5 10.4 73.2 162 1282 7109 1959.61 0 —445
, 11 914 25.2 9.35 68.1 157 1241 6548 1958.19 0 —561
0% 12 650 22.1 7.59 60.8 162 1282 5685 1955.61 0 —863
1 554 27.2 8.19 52 162 1282 4734 1952.41 0 -951
2 408 33.5 8.36 42.4 146 1158 3786 1948.79 0 —948
3 265 48.9 10.4 31.4 162 1282 2565 1943.30 0 —1221
4 233 55.3 10.2 19.3 157 1241 1370 1936.80 0 -1194
5 566 51.4 6.52 8.44 162 1282 477 1929.19 0 —894
FE 17,618 425.1 98.7 483 1906 15,100 0 30.2
5 446 1928.80
6 817 35.9 3.05 5.07 157 526 573 1930.30 0 126
7 1540 32.7 4.38 9.23 162 544 1393 1936.95 0 821
8 1981 36.1 6.68 19.8 162 544 2643 1943.68 0 1250
9 1075 30.4 6.15 28.2 157 526 3001 1945.38 0 358
10 799 26.5 5.52 30.3 162 544 3059 1945.66 0 57.8
, 11 855 25.2 5.33 31.2 157 526 3195 1946.27 0 136
0% 12 650 22.1 4.69 314 162 544 3103 1945.86 0 -91.9
1 318 27.2 5.54 28.9 162 544 2681 1943.86 0 —422
2 182 33.5 6.51 243 146 491 2195 1941.43 0 —486
3 181.9 48.9 9.03 19.1 162 544 1643 1938.47 0 —552
4 132 55.3 8.96 13.4 157 526 1070 1934.74 0 —573
5 143 51.4 6 7.38 162 544 494 1929.40 0 =576
1 8674 425.1 71.8 248 1906 6400 0 48.1

G RE, HREIGEEN K, 1995 FEA, KEIBITRLEEE, fTI, MEJUKENE & TREE MR
&, PUKATEENER.

HI, WBLPROKBERT » SE4ER, FAEIUK ZEBULR K SRS SE AE THI~IV 82 (8], 8 T SEAChRHE AT H D i B
R RN AR ER JE B AT 2 ST K EDR, KT SRR [10]

4. &8

AR SC CAZK S S Bk oy FE At PR AT T RAEHUKIRIX ok K &l R KRR T S, 4588 2
HEHUKIE X AEE(10%) F(50%) H(90%) KA MK 454 31,319+ 17,618+ 8674 J5 m’, {EFIFRIKIH 75 K &
KEBRE. EXKER, MNRTHRHKESS SN 20,300, 15,100, 6400 /5 m’; IR TAE Bl f& MK R 77
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TR, AR K AT S e B

ARG R PO RO ok B B 23K SR AL T B AN AT RRSER IR (2%, thn] D[R SRR IR X K B3 I

VAR ST HR A 2 « B A HEBURURIX PO K SC IS 22 51 (00 B, R 30K DX K S itk — 25 3T B 9
S50
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