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Abstract

Due to the fact that the thermal tracer method to calculate the river hydroheic flux can not over-
come the temperature data to estimate some of the shortcomings of subsurface exchange, the spa-
tial heterogeneity of the riverbed and the selection of some thermal parameters of the river bed
have a great influence on the calculation results of the hydroheic flux. In order to improve the ac-
curacy of the calculation results, it is important to calculate the sensitivity of the parameters. Us-
ing the VFLUX toolbox 2.0.0, the porosity, the heat capacity of the bed skeleton, the volumetric
heat capacity of water, the dispersivity, the effective heat transfer coefficient into the typical value
and the upper and lower boundary values were analyzed by the calculated change rate of the am-
plitude ratio method. The results show that when the depth of the bed is 0.05 - 0.70 m, the hy-
droheic flux increases with the porosity and the heat capacity of the bed skeleton, and decreases
with the increase of volumetric heat capacity of water. It does not affect the hydroheic flux results
when the dispersivity in the 0 - 0.01 value. The effective heat transfer coefficient on the hydroheic
flux varies with depth. The sensitivity of the same parameter at different depths is also different:
the volumetric heat capacity of water decreases with depth. When the porosity is 0.15 - 0.40 m, the
sensitivity is the strongest, the effective heat transfer coefficient is 0.40 - 0.70 m, the sensitivity is
the strongest, and the volumetric heat capacity of the bed skeleton is the strongest at 0.05 - 0.15 m.
In short, the sensitivity of different parameters at the same depth is the effective heat transfer
coefficient > the volumetric heat capacity of the bed skeleton > the porosity > the volumetric heat
capacity of water > the dispersivity.
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BEge H G T TR AR R BRI A RSB 2 /0 K/ TR e BRIEAR R
2 (A AL IR N [2], BT LA AR S 2 3E A . Peter C. Young 25 AT 1999 4, 7RSI A5
BRI BEA b, SR T AP ARSI R 410U 5 0 B R (AR Y, 4G S B R R AT R T AR
1SN 53] 7£ 2006 4, Hatch 55 A3 H 1 R IR it SR AR Ar AR 102 Ak v BRI RIS 3% 22 10 7 4]
IR T & TR 2 FUA o b — 4 3 ) A2 VFLUX [5]. [N, John Keery 25 A fE 2006 SE 45 1
T OHE RS T FEEUE MY AR, 1%0732 0T AR RE/S 1) S50 TR P T B8 AL s A [ R 5 Ak v i A2 Hee 1
T L% [6]. Mc Callum £ AFI Luce £ N3 I7E 2012 4F 5 2013 4EX HGE# 5 FEBET 1 38— 35 (IR
BAE M, 613 VFLUX BB AT DU R E &, o] DURE IR G2 i a8 M BE S5 [7] [8].
JUEROREREEIE OB BT 5T B3R TR R, (252 3 3 N RIRE J1 R e B 5 e e A BRI
TP R B SR 25 AR TSI AR M o IR S I T 1 o IR TR B A B R S e B
A BT TRTPR ) 75 8] S S5 A DA BT R — e AR S O P AL SRS R LUK . R T iR
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HEAT T 7K AL B Y BUR A A T AR U
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Ik 78 B S B 1 A SRR E A, B A R B . P SR . KRR . TR PR Sk T2
ZH A B FLIREFE X 45 TR 10 e SF R i e A 88 %o AR A 55 D AR AT AL, SR B T A
RRUERTE, U IR AT RIES %
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Figure 1. The map of Weihe River and the location of the test site
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K —ZS0i, RIETHRAEBEE SR, REb. 7. k=24, TBiE EENEN, 4K 818 km,
RIS AR 1.35 x 10* km?. JEIAT B 7E B4 K 502 km, IR 6.76 x 10% km?, IR LS -
K, ZRISAERE (L 3 NS TG, AR B IR KR T AR, A TTEA T, HERA
LW, BAKZERT 6~9 A HZFHW, MBI LB R, B, 5K sy
T B TR ) b R R A

TET R IRPH — FERE BT M I AR AR, W R E RIS B, ARPEKL 40 km, R
B REAS, FEA R W SEEN, JEEERARL, Arabth i s EZ PR, B S RIR L AT HEAR
R B YEAEAR, b 5IEIb A YA, #AbTE 50~80 km, “FXHER 360~450 m. W 7T IX I AT T
e, MK 58 50~100 m, /KA 58 100~200 m. SO bINE T, EREAT BRSNS . S ML IE A
PRI A, 5N 2~6 km, I8 MR IR 1~3 m, 8 TR EK 5~6 m. 3290 RT3 20 R 46 K380y
TS ME NP2 KA . HEMERT T 4K = 360 m A2 A o

TET R SCHUAT I8 M & G )2 AR AT R K S KR H . SKEEED g, EEHSM
HHEH SRS . WBRER A N, HUONRG T B VG B A A AR, JE AR R KR R
MR 10~30 m; B — 0ol 45~60 m; = A 4~8 mo TEKAIHERBEME T Rk, — N
1~40 m [9].
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C=nC,+(1-n)C, (5)

ARG n BN RSB ECEEDN). nKHVukovicHiSorofz H 25 /s kAT 4511 [13] [14]:
n=0.255(1+0.83") (6)

ARE@) A TR A5 RH15]. ARE), @M@ THIAIRHRYL x, KA AR
it

K, =(4/C)+ Bl )

AR A WAL T REQSIMIT), B IR EUE (M) W8 & TR AR P AN TR 7
B ) SR TR, X R AR B R b s BRI R R R AL E . 2R ATy
VEAHTT AT LS WAH SR SCHR[16] -

AUt R F Gordon & [17]7F A HIVFLUX T EAGBEAT VS B 5, i TARRLE AR IR 25 T 2R
Zh I, (UM LG 2 R HRIE L B8 B /N B A6 T (g < 1000 LimP/d) g it s it F18]. % FA it
B4 22 /N F1000 Lim?/d,  [RIHGIX SEASOR AR bV AR 45 BREEEAT A0 M o FRATTR A (K BLAAFE FF AMATLAB
7.10.0 (R2010a)(JVFLUX2.0.0f%, W55 4 THARH], WA http://www.es.lancs.ac.uk/cres/captain
Hhk#EAT N A
3.2. RSB RIRELE

Al ST DR A BN KRR AR IS I P 77, (E A% SRR PR AOAZ AL AN AR /N o TR B A A
JRREAR RN AR AL 22 B I R IS BV ARG, (ERE SV STIRZ M ETE R, #ue St DR
A O KA ERAL T IFH 0, (B3 IR RE R R AR AL D3R H /)N . Davidid i il 36 A IR AR K/ 122 1k
XHEE ES1 22 Z L AR BT AR /NI [19] [20], MLE2, BT BAARSCRG ZE M N BURTE S 4
HON EIRVFLUXH SR A2 8, RISALBREE(n ) TRARFREE(C, ) KEIVE(C, ) HATRER
FE(B) AR HRE(A,).

ZHOR R B2 BRI —, SHCHBUIRE AR, WA RSB L B, A AR Y
BURAE S W4 . B S HOHBIREER /N, WV RER AN AL, BB A 240, (HATRER R RA B i 5 iR
ZEPTGE ;s S BE S E F e BN AR I SE bR O B AT BOE , R E/NRZE[21] [22] [23] [24] [25]. BRI
VFLUXFEF il 1 RTIM ERAE . Ha i ey, PR B T MRIRI RS, i/ T
IS HORE AP SR IS5 RAZ, B AT RR 22 m) 20 .

AR AT N 220 A SCHRE [ [20], BTXTSERRBETTIX, B8 AKBT S % S HU0 Al , I FHE A R Ia 5t
B, k1R,

Table 1. Estimated thermal properties of the saturated streambed used for 1-D modeling of vertical
hyporheic flux
=1 EBERBREETRANARNFSY

b %L(Krd?-)rg *ﬂ(ibe*tﬁ*ic)&“: W:f:( i ﬁé&c ﬂﬂfédj;;ﬂg 7J<(1(ZI:SV$\;E;:?)§
PR 0.28 0.001 0.0025 05 1
FiHE 0.35 0.01 0.0030 0.6 1.1
TUHE 0.21 0.00 0.0020 0.4 0.9
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Figure 2. Sensitivity of permeability coefficient and thermal conductivity to dielec-
tric size [4]
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e ko WIHRARE L8 1 4% 5 MEEICFA . B 1S5RS E VR FIRZ 0.01 m, HIR
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RE DU R AR
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VCRFNEEHE, o BB I8 5 52 2 % 2 B0 W AR AL R

4. BRE5VL
4.1. FEHFRBUELEERSER

RIS HAFIUE, 8 VEULX F2 715 20 7 AN R B 0 3 ) v a5 45 R (A8 mifs) (W 2).

TRAE e 2 A 7, ATLAE HAE 0.05~0.70 m FIREERS, LR BROK, 3 ) i Sk, FLEREE RO,
VBT R A R (RSB MR, BT DAAS HeE il K. 7F 0.15~0.40 m HVRFEFLBREE i 0.28 3 0.35 i@ B4R
Pt W 5, 58 W LB PE P A A I B B i v E 0.40~0.70 m (13 B8 v i i B it FLBR P AR Ak it &, 1%
A B 2R

FR¥EZE 3 AL 7, AILLE HIAE 0.05~0.70 m FITRFERT, #aRBCnm2sik, #EiRiE R8RS pE 2 o4z,
T BRI 38 B ) K/ NEBUE VG FEIFE 0~0.1 Z R SZ R B S2m,  DROARAGRECR G W 284k, g Bas
BB IR S S I T 248, (2G5 BB RS R AR, WukE T RSB T
BRI RS EA S RN, FrAEHORESORERIEER, HOREBUEHE LA E.

MRPE 4 f13e 7, WTLUE HAE 0.05~0.15 m FIVRFERS, #uES REGHK, BRI K. 7F 0.15~0.40
m IR EERT, JE Ul B AR G RECE MR FEAE . 75 0.40~0.70 m [IREE, &S REEK, HiR
I &N o £F 0.05~0.15 m A1 0.40m~0.70 m HI¥R B, #ufk 5 R ELAE 0.0025~0.003 I A2 4 & Lt 0.002~0.0025
AR . T G R B TR P AN TR0 Vs i = ) BB 22 R LR, BN k.

FR¥EZE 5 ML 7, ATLLE HIAE 0.05~0.70 m FITREERT, TR RARFUAE OB AR, T8 7038 & AR B,
7E 0.05~0.15 m LRI, Vol PRARFHAAZLE 0.5~0.6 H VR IAT 1 5t 1 A8 fb 2 Vo] R AR R AR AE 0.4~0.5 B
R EAE M) =A% . 7E 0.15~0.40 m [JUREERT, B AT IE R B ] PRAR AL R K28 40 3 5178 4k . 7E 0.40~0.70
m IR FERT, SRR IAZTE 0.4~0.5 B 78 I i 52 1) 840 5 LT R AR AR A AE 0.5~0.6 VB it e == 1) A2 4k
H K. FIRAEFRIALLE 0.4~0.5 F, 0.15~0.70 m ¥R B ()38 il &A1 &K T 0.05~0.15 m PR FE i i &
Ak T PRRFERTE 0.5~0.6 B, 0.05~0.15 m R B F7E i il A8 4k B KT 0.15~0.40 m JA FE 138 i il
B E HKT 0.40~0.70 m PR g ME RS0,  BIVR B BRR USRI ZE

WG 6 ML 7, ATLLE HIAE 0.05~0.70 m TR, KRR A, Wi &R/ . 7F 0.05~0.15
mIRER, KT AE 0.9~1 Z [Egd R &8 KT 1~1.1 Z MR iE EE &, 7F 0.15~0.70 m &
FESI S A4,

Bt ERarss, FLBREETE 0.15~0.40 m #UE M L 0.40~0.70 m 5, HORECTISBURME, HES RBUE
JEMETESS: 0.40~0.70 m > 0.05~0.15 m > 0.15~0.40 m; A] RARFR A AR UM 355 . 0.05~0.15 m > 0.40~0.70
m > 0.15~0.40 m; KRR AU 9:55:  0.05~0.15 m > 0.15~0.40 m > 0.40~0.70 m.

42. FRISHELBHER

HRHE 2 8 WTLAfF A1, 0.05~0.15 m IR LA A S UK R TS . #ut T R > MRS > KR
A > FLBRREE > AURHEG 0.15~0.40 m MREAN RS EBUSMETRSS: FLBREE > WIIRMEUAR > KRR
%> MEF R = AOREL =05 0.40~0.70 m IREEA A S BUBUR RS : e 3 REL > WIRMAERIE >
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Table 2. Sensitivity of porosity
= 2. FLBRESURMRIRSIT R

HE(m) LR KA FIME -IN i<} BRAME
0.21 0.000162 5.06E-06 0.000006 0.000004
0.05~0.15 0.28 0.000166 5.19E-06 0.000007 0.000004
0.35 0.000168 5.19E-06 0.000005 0.000004
0.21 0.00011 3.44E-06 0.000004 0.000003
0.15~0.40 0.28 0.000112 3.5E-06 0.000004 0.000003
0.35 0.000143 4.47E-06 0.000005 0.000004
0.21 0.00005 1.56E-06 0.000002 0.000001
0.40~0.70 0.28 0.000057 1.78E-06 0.000002 0.000001
0.35 0.000064 0.000002 0.000002 0.000002
Table 3. Thermal diffusion sensitivity data table
= 3. AIREBURM RIS TR
BEE(m) HIREL KA SERME BARE B/ME
0 0.000166 5.19E-06 0.000007 0.000004
0.05~0.15 0.001 0.000166 5.19E-06 0.000007 0.000004
0.01 0.000166 5.19E-06 0.000007 0.000004
0 0.000112 3.5E-06 0.000004 0.000003
0.15~0.40 0.001 0.000112 3.5E-06 0.000004 0.000003
0.01 0.000112 3.5E-06 0.000004 0.000003
0 0.000057 1.78E-06 0.000002 0.000001
0.40~0.70 0.001 0.000057 1.78E-06 0.000002 0.000001
0.01 0.000057 1.78E-06 0.000002 0.000001
Table 4. Thermal conductivity coefficient sensitivity data table
=4 RESREBURMRIREG TR
BEE(m) e KA FiE BAE B/ME
0.002 0.000161 5.03E-06 0.000006 0.000004
0.05~0.15 0.0025 0.000166 5.19E-06 0.000007 0.000004
0.003 0.000177 5.53E-06 0.000007 0.000004
0.002 0.000112 3.5E-06 0.000004 0.000003
0.15~0.40 0.0025 0.000112 3.5E-06 0.000004 0.000003
0.003 0.000112 3.5E-06 0.000004 0.000003
0.002 0.000064 0.000002 0.000002 0.000002
0.40~0.70 0.0025 0.000057 1.78E-06 0.000002 0.000001
0.003 0.000043 1.34E-06 0.000002 0.000001
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Table 5. Bed volume heat capacity sensitivity data table
= 5. A ATRASBURMERIRES TR

BRI (m) T RAAF A KA SPHIE RRME R/ME
0.4 0.000159 4.969E-06 0.000006 0.000004
0.05~0.15 0.5 0.000166 5.188E-06 0.000007 0.000004
0.6 0.000191 5.969E-06 0.000007 0.000005
04 0.000103 3.219E-06 0.000004 0.000002
0.15~0.40 0.5 0.000112 0.0000035 0.000004 0.000003
0.6 0.000121 3.781E-06 0.000005 0.000003
0.4 0.000038 1.188E—-06 0.000002 0.000001
0.40~0.70 0.5 0.000057 1.781E-06 0.000002 0.000001
0.6 0.000064 0.000002 0.000002 0.000002
Table 6. Water volume heat capacity sensitivity data table
6. IKERARHRMEIESITER
YREE(m) KB RH P Bokf M
0.9 0.000185 5.781E-06 0.000007 0.000004
0.05-0.15 1 0.000166 5.188E-06 0.000007 0.000004
11 0.00016 0.000005 0.000006 0.000004
0.9 0.000114 3.563E-06 0.000004 0.000003
0.15-0.40 1 0.000112 0.0000035 0.000004 0.000003
11 0.00011 3.438E-06 0.000004 0.000003
0.9 0.000058 1.813E-06 0.000002 0.000001
0.40-0.70 1 0.000057 1.781E-06 0.000002 0.000001
11 0.000056 1.75E-06 0.000002 0.000001
Table 7. Different parameters of different values of different depth of the hyporheic flux change scale
#7. BEEYARENRRERRBEEKER
WE OTURE BR A BAR BESEN LR AT BRGS0 SR
0.21~0.28 4.00E-06 0~0.001 0 0.002~0.0025 5.00E-06 0.4~0.5 7.00E-06 0.9~1 —1.90E-05
0.05~0.15 0.28~0.35 2.00E-06 0.001~0.01 0 0.0025~0.003 1.10E-05 0.5~0.6 2.50E-05 1~1.1 —6.00E-06
0.21~0.35 6.00E-06  0~0.01 0 0.002~0.003 1.60E-05 0.4~0.6 3.20E-05 0.9~1.1 —2.50E-05
0.21~0.28 2.00E-06 0~0.001 0 0.002~0.0025 0.00E+00 0.4~0.5 9.00E-06 0.9~1 —2.00E-06
0.15~0.40 0.28~0.35 3.10E-05 0.001~0.01 0 0.0025~0.003 0.00E+00 0.5~0.6 9.00E-06 1~1.1  —2.00E-06
0.21~0.35 3.30E-05 0~0.01 0 0.002~0.003  0.00E+00 0.4~0.6 1.80E-05 0.9~1.1 —4.00E-06
0.21~0.28 7.00E-06  0~0.001 0 0.002~0.0025 -7.00E-06 0.4~0.5 190E-05 0.9~1 —1.00E—-06
0.40~0.70 0.28~0.35 7.00E-06 0.001~0.01 0 0.0025~0.003 -1.40E-05 0.5~0.6 7.00E-06 1~1.1 —1.00E-06
0.21~0.35 1.40E-05 0~0.01 0 0.002~0.003 —2.10E-05 0.4~0.6 2.60E-05 0.9~1.1 —2.00E-06
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Table 8. Different parameters of different depth of the hyporheic flux rate of change table
%= 8. TRISHARAREERBETUERR

WRBE 0.05~0.15 0.15~0.40 0.40~0.70 0.05~0.70
e 4.29E-05 2.36E-04 1.00E-04 1.26E-04
RIREL 0 0 0 0.00E+00
PESERR 1.60E-02 0.00E+00 -2.10E-02 ~1.67E-03
FRERRE 1.60E-04 9.00E-05 1.30E-04 1.27E-04
RABTRHAT —1.25E-04 —2.00E-05 —1.00E-05 -5.17E-05

5. 4ip
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