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Abstract

The accumulation of flash floods is low and the preparation of flood forecasting schemes is difficult. To
address this issue, we take the Chengpo river basin in Hainan, one of the humid areas in south part of
China. The lumped Xinanjiang model based on the runoff generation and the distributed TOPMODEL
model were selected for flood simulation. The results of both models are good for humid regions in Hai-
nan. These two models can be used to guide the small and medium-sized river basin for flood forecasting
and early warning. Generally speaking, Xinanjiang model is more accurate when the pre-soil is wetter;
the TOPMODEL model performs better for the larger flood events.
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1. 5|

Hh /NI I L ik g T T R R N A R 2 A, DR R R RN IS K TR B AL R LK.
ANFRIRAK BAT BERK BEVE VORI TR A5 F T EOK IR EERE A Sh4h, RN RIS R Z K R 5 1 S
IS, 3 AR S 50 e FAIE G TAR R A, Fy K Wi 7 28 504 BL ORI A TR xfe . DRI, G eT e Y
AT ) TIARATE Y 2 AT Hh /N IR K TR 1)

EExprp sk, HADEEA LTI TERAEE . [ R R AR RS TR AR A, Qi e AR A
A 5 P T L DX AN AR R R A, AR AR A A B R P N SR RSO B G (1] T A8 N A AR
ATARAERL, 521 TOPMODEL. TOPKAPI. HEC-HMS # %145 [2] [3] [4] [5]. Z3Aiizk TOPMODEL DLt fF Ak
fith, BIASHIR>, HEAWHRDEE S, (EE NN, HLEE A 8RR [5]: B A s
TEW RS, EHE K2 SHCA WY ELE S, — R BB T s iR K SCREAE R B R ~ 4230 % B
PIELE AR, & A N RIS K TR 6] -

AR S DA R TR AT A I T AT IX 4k, e TOPMODEL A5 RS AN 22 VTR R I g L ik PR AU 72, A afeds
TS L AR R B R SR

2. RBELRRARBERE
2.1. RS

Fe AL T3 h B AR E, AT b4k 18°43'39"~19°00'16", 44 109°42'11"~110°03'35", [XILA ¥ K 4
NS, 22 AMTER, B 5.9 75N Sl TR T, EBh BB K 62 km, &M 727 km?,
B KAEPE K B 5525 mm (1964 4F), 4E-FHii & 66.9 m’/s, i RIS E 4390 m/s (2013 4F), FIiiE KIRTE 2
1251 m, WA ZE L. FeREE AR AEX, BAHRK, AEFE. WERN., ZRER, F
P A B S5 S Ao R T 52858 P v L TR (R R, B KR TR b X PR AR A TR K« 4~ 38 B /K & 2200~2444 mm,
P76 R N 1824.1 mm. FEM AR Wi 1 R .

22. hEWHRE

2008 10 A 11~18 HIE B = g AR W RS 2 H I 300 mm DL L3R FEK, Fiid g
HEATHRIEL 60415 Jiot, EMRA-FIA BN AL 2 At KkeaE, He 1 N80, 51 NRE.
2010 £ 9 H 30 HEA/)NAZE 10 A 19 H EF N\ A, B FHBENEEL 1272.2 mm. £E%Z R A0 27,356
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Figure 1. Sketch map of Chengpo basin
1. SRR IR S E

N, BHIZZTEHK 2,94 1276; PR FEM 140 7], K255 )2 36 [, f& )5 180 [,

2013 4F 11 A, 2% 30 Tome M “Wg#e” s, Bt BR29GEEW & 10 28, 32 AANM, ZeEBA
13317 N\, @ EZELGR 2.11 {0 7T.

2014 49 Ahf), 255 15 SHEa X RS g, 2BZR N0 2 2N, Baf# 2156 N, 25H
BA R R IE 9180 Jiut.

2.3 HAREREEF

e ISR IR 2010~2015 4F 2 [A) SR SCBERE, S 830 . H A 5133 17 I AKX PR
TR BL: SIS R 7T S N USRI . B KR ATRE L, HOR A 1 /N BL.

2 RS IAT JAT R ) e X K T R A [0 HCEE A PR 2V TR R AT AU S 3 Uk KR
(7 I SR SRR AT AR Ay S K SCBERE R AR, M DA ST A ) A UK PR AR, i L TOPMODEL
o AR AR R EA I 7T, FAVC R R BRI SR S E0E, Bm R PRI R AU S5 SR AT X L 0T

3. HtakiE#
3.1 FHRIREEN

1) TOPMODEL ##i %4

Beven Al Kirkby T~ 1979 4F-JF & ) TOPMODEL 454 f& — b LLE 27 J7 20 S 8 /K S i A D Jemidh, DLHBTE
FRECAZ O 1200 A IR BOK SO [3] o AR S5 R A, ¥R & FHTa T B R A e L, A
& HTEA BORHI AR K X, B2 1 8 3 T8 SRR R BEAT 7 T B [4]. BB MR e I an ] 2 i

2) BT BRI A

KR AR AL —NELS T KA S B VS UE A 7K SC I R R 2 IR S R 2 b SRR (M 1 K
SCHEAY, FEFRERIE AR X 2 R, HFEUS T RAFIRCR 7], =AKUE T 2 LU SR F 28 T e v S B (A,
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Figure 2. Principle of TOPMODEL
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Figure 3. Principle of Xinanjiang
3. MRIIRBRE

IEEERES

K 3). =RARRMRA, I K& KSR SRR 7 N R AR S S N ARIAL[8] . A5 o B DU
ARG BIZRHORTESE S PR TR KRR AR TS 9]

3.2. ETFHRITREFKEN

HI A UIE I 2010 421 2015 438 17 3737 MK, G HL 2010 431 2013 4F 12 ik AT S H0eR0E, A
2014 3] 2015 4 5 St KMIRAE; RADRL T REEEET I I SRR E, RaMENBRRESHHENE 1, £
K e ) SR I P ILR SR SR O3 WA 2 R 3.

1) Jrfrde 1~3¢ 3 BRI A5 AR K UG R BN TE (GB/T22482-2008), A5 24 5 MRS 16 1) 45 % 25

100%. X FICaiRut, A e M G208 92%, IR G558 100%.

2) WHRAREIEE SRORE B T R R SRS B e o o R H B . PR R BB HToK,
RORBAR I B (KR 22 NI 13%, 419141026 . “1410237  “130622” . “120617” . “110917” . “101113”
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SRR, R AR A R R A
3) MICTREAZE FErT 0, B 22 VTR TR AR 0L v e 37 B8 R B IN 1) 0 2 SR BT, 3 T-12061 773 vt K,
TRER A O EEERLE B, SEULEALRR AR, G S, RLAUL E 1 R HORS BERUIC.

3.3. EF TOPMODEL #2933tk

HRIEHT X IR DEM £, FIH ArcGIS B it 7L X sk DEM $idis, 22103 M. &5,
WIEAXQ) U E IR SR T SRS 5 H,

Table 1. The calibrated parameters of the Xinanjiang model
=1 MRIRESHEENER

BEE L YIS Uil BEE L YRS Ul

R BEIIHTIR R K 0.71 M AR IR R AL KKG 0.98

I F KA (mm) WM 154.56 bR R KKSS 044

EE& KA E(mm) WUM 18.79 R K H HIR R KG 0.01

TR E KB E(mm) WLM 76.84 e H I R4 KSS 0.69
KR O A 2 PR B B 0.28 plmbikcidin) L 1

REAEHUR RHL c 0.18 TR IR R A cs 053

K B K 2 B 2k R4 EX 12

Table 2. The runoff generation results of Xinanjiang during calibration and test periods
=2 MRIIRBAEFEHROKRIN~RITEER

s WO(mm) S R (mm) TR 15+ R (mm) Y5t 2 (mm) FHXTRZE (%) Gk
131110 70 312.56 331.11 18.54 5.93 b3
131014 55 115.82 99.46 —16.36 -14.13 b3
130622 63 31.17 28.11 -3.05 -9.80 =
121026 10 172.76 177.09 4.32 2.50 =
120617 90 20.60 22.27 1.68 8.13 b3
111103 40 177.84 187.39 9.54 5.36 =
111006 30 165.45 171.37 5.92 3.58 =
110928 85 164.52 148.17 -16.35 9.9 =
110917 81 49.96 59.53 9.56 19.14 I
101014 10 416.71 422.08 5.37 1.29 I3
101113 70 78.44 84.97 6.52 8.32 &
100930 10 577.54 594.93 17.39 3.01 &
150913 33 48.46 55.96 7.49 15.46 &
141026 80 46.50 41.91 -4.59 —9.88 S
141023 60 57.36 64.62 7.26 12.66 S
140915 54 98.60 79.29 -19.31 —19.59 S
140717 40 60.73 50.73 -10.00 -16.47 3
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A ARKHARE, o RERFEFILREA, tanp IREIE .

LKA I8 1 5 50 UE B[R VAR R, SR EL 2010 £E 3 2013 4F 12 3t /K 4T S 40R 2, #%H 2014 ) 2015 4
5 St AKABIRAIE s SR FH ek ok 7B 5059547 TOPMODEL # R S 8R 5E, feJa i 8 HORE T S 80l W22 4, By
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Table 3.The flow routing results of Xinanjiang during calibration and test periods
F 3 MRIREREHRAKHRPORHELER

B S (ms) iR (mYs) AR 22 (%) TN 22 (h) e MR AL ey
131110 4345 3494 -19.58 1 0.85 2
131014 1100 1257 14.28 1 0.60 2
130622 317 335 5.75 -3 -0.05 2
121026 1070 1007 -5.92 3 0.88 2
120617 176 209 19.02 -5 0.03 &
111103 1590 1861 17.07 0 0.52 2
111006 2040 1991 —2.40 -1 0.84 P
110928 1100 1160 0.05 1 0.77 2
110917 915 772 -15.66 -2 0.54 P
101014 1720 2010 16.85 -1 0.57 2
101113 1050 1089 3.72 2 0.83 2
100930 2480 2320 —6.44 0 0.80 2
150913 525 561 6.78 1 0.84 p
141026 564 485 -13.97 1 0.85 2
141023 874 874 0.00 1 0.91 P
140915 858 836 -2.55 -2 0.76 2
140717 610 575 -5.81 0 0.90 2

Table 4. The calibrated parameters of TOPMODEL
Fz 4. TOPMODEL #EIS M EELR
ZHF TR =94 B
Srmax AR X 5K & 7K 25 & (mm) 19.26
Td #H JJHEK IR B RN 2 450(1 h/im) 10.1
S Szm R B R BAREOE R E RS H (m) 23.69
Ln(T0) B NIk B A AT 3R VB S R (mh) -6.77
Fc K FB% (mm) 29.1
KKG R KR R AL 0.85
RS CS T B KT IR R AL 0.85
L T 2 H(1h) 1
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Table 5. The runoff generation results of TOPMODEL during calibration and test periods
F2 5. TOPMODEL RV R FE R QI HAF= RARINLE R

) Qb1(m?s) S R (mm) T4 [ (mm) Y5t 2 (mm) ARNHR 2 (%) Gk
131110 40 312.56 324.79 12.22 3.91 =
131014 30 115.82 106.85 -8.97 —7.74 =
130622 15 31.17 32.09 0.92 2.96 b3
121026 10 171.47 169.61 -1.86 —-1.08 I3
120617 60 20.60 16.66 -3.94 -19.11 b3
111103 20 177.84 189.63 11.78 6.62 b3
111006 30 165.45 173.02 7.57 4.58 b3
110928 50 164.52 145.13 —19.39 -11.7 =
110917 30 49.96 52.10 2.14 4.28 =
101014 40 459.86 457.01 -2.85 —0.62 T
101113 45 78.44 81.07 2.63 3.36 =
100930 5 577.54 596.71 19.17 3.32 T
150913 10 48.46 46.00 —2.46 —5.08 =
141026 60 46.50 41.94 —4.56 -9.81 E
141023 10 57.36 60.72 3.36 5.86 =
140915 35 98.60 89.51 -9.09 -9.22 =
140717 18 60.73 50.29 —10.44 -17.19 =

Table 6. The flow routing results of TOPMODEL during calibration and test periods
F< 6. TOPMODEL # B B RAR LS R

{iaes S (mPs) Tt (m’s) FEXT 1R 22 (%) U B 2 (h) i 5E 1 F 5L it
131110 4345 4050 -6.79 1 0.89 2
131014 1100 1030 -6.35 0 0.85 &
130622 317 316 -0.30 -3 -0.02 7
121026 1070 1186 10.81 2 0.87 2
120617 176 210 19.14 -5 -0.17 &
111103 1590 1592 0.11 0 0.72 &
111006 2040 2024 -0.79 0 0.93 2
110928 1100 1220 -10.9 -2 0.77 =
110917 915 820 -10.35 -3 0.80 =
101014 1720 1989 15.64 -1 0.70 &
101113 1050 1050 0.03 1 0.94 e
100930 2480 2573 3.76 -1 0.85 e
150913 525 520 -0.87 0 0.88 &
141026 564 525 -6.94 0 0.91 e
141023 874 851 -2.62 -1 0.81 e
140915 858 827 -3.62 -2 0.65 s
140717 610 623 2.07 -1 0.88 e
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1) 3BT 5 A3 6 W1F, XF T imokit, AL HUR E A IR I S 4% 22 H Ty 100%. X TIERKRSE, AR
RURE WA E N 92%, WA E )y 100%.

2) Mg 5ok G, TOPMODEL R BR R EAE R . B “1206177 , “1407177 35kt K Ak,
B Pl AR AR I B 1R 28 AN 10%. X F37 itk 1206177 37k kKR U, BEARAH TR 22 9—19.11%,
AR RAER 22 R -3.94 mm,  Fr AR Z2 8K AT e B TV ERBU/INE UK . 0T “1407177 IRtk K
Yo, ACEIEECON TR, ATREHRIUEE RIS, GRS KR . T “1009307 it KRB, A
YaxF iR 258 19.17 mm, BTS2 R A R 773 mm, 40 iR 2 R ] BE S T SR 2 AR R R . (B
THERARUL, AR BT

3) ML FmT %1, TOPMODEL 4B AU Uit 52 AT e T I 1) (1) RIS S50 80, LB ff o 1k R R
RS PR, 6T 1206177 ik tK, [RIFTRVLEEA —FE, BT FER Aol E 2P B, LI (R s
RRELAULf T T ZR ORGP LI
3.4. EIGE R

Hr TR 5 TOPMODEL #E RS P20 4t 6t b L3 7 F13% 8. 43T 7 w8, W= 5, B iRl
Fl TOPMDOEL #AYP= i & 44 %354 100%. TOPMODEL 5 AP IMIXT iR 228 6.41%, H7 2 TTASRL T M %
R#)9 9.43%, TOPMODEL A5 B AL Ak B4 4T o

SANTEE 8 43, HTRITAEALR TOPMDOEL #5831 AR A4 4 2350 100%,  WEIT AUl & 4% 22358 94%.

Table 7. The comparison of runoff generation results between Xinanjang and TOPMODEL models
F# 7. RITHERS TOPMODEL #5545 RIS LL 4347

B LR TOPMODEL
wg o SN (mm) G
THEN(mm) xR Emm)  HXHRE)  FHGERmm) g iRE(mm)  ARXHREZE %)
150913 48.46 55.96 7.49 15.46 46.00 -2.46 -5.08 2
141026 46.50 41.91 -4.59 -9.88 41.94 -4.56 -9.81 P
141023 57.36 64.62 7.26 12.66 60.72 3.36 5.86 &
140915 98.60 79.29 -19.31 -19.59 89.51 -9.09 -9.22 2
140717 60.73 50.73 -10.00 -16.47 50.29 -10.44 -17.19 2
131110 31256 331.11 18.54 5.93 324.79 12.22 3.91 2
131014 115.82 99.46 -16.36 -14.13 106.85 -8.97 -7.74 P
130622 31.17 28.11 -3.05 -9.80 32.09 0.92 2.96 P
121026 172.76 177.09 432 2.50 169.61 -1.86 -1.08 P
120617 20.60 22.27 1.68 8.13 16.66 -3.94 -19.11 P
111103 177.84 187.39 9.54 5.36 189.63 11.78 6.62 =
111006 165.45 171.37 5.92 358 173.02 757 458 =
110928 164.53 148.17 -16.35 -9.94 145.13 —-19.39 -117 =
110917 49.96 59.53 9.56 19.14 52.10 2.14 4.28 =
101014 416.71 422.08 5.37 1.29 457.01 -2.85 -0.62 =
101113 78.44 84.97 6.52 8.32 81.07 2.63 3.36 p
100930 577.54 594,93 17.39 3.01 596.71 19.17 3.32 p
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1) P RZEM L7 HT, TOPMODEL BERY [ P SR 2208 5.37%, B VTR T B M X iR 220
9.31%, TOPMODEL A H#E B R B df -

2) XT “101014” , “100930” FiipZ Uit KKk, TOPMODEL KA 2 M 2 %7 )y 0.7 5 0.85,
97 22 TR 0 2 1 5500 0.57 5 0.8, HL TOPMODEL H68 7R T 5 /1N (e SO R0 7T 95 e L
i 4 FE S BroR.

3) HRT TG BT 1000 m/s BRI KHEAT Stit, TOPMODEL B ) 25 AHxt i 229 5.08%, 3
5 T R HOA 0.84; 22V TR ) - I AR AR 2% 9.86%, P11 i 1 R %09 0.71. TOPMODEL K7 fry vl 2k

Table 8. The comparison of simulation flow routing results between Xinanjiang and TOPMODEL models
8. FRT# RS TOPMODEL # &L RS 4t Rttt

e TOPMODEL BT N
P! it SN NN N SN N N . H
e PE gpae RIRHRZE WBIEZE WOEMER O BHRME  HIXHEX  MEM2E WENR
(m°fs) (m¥/s) (m¥s) () ¥ (m¥s) (m¥s) ) #
150913 525 520 -0.87 0 0.88 561 6.78 1 0.84 7
141026 564 525 -6.94 0 0.91 485 ~13.97 1 0.85 2
141023 874 851 -2.62 -1 0.81 874 0.00 1 0.91 7
140915 858 827 -3.62 -2 0.65 836 -255 -2 0.76 2
140717 610 623 2.07 -1 0.88 575 -5.81 0 0.90 2
131110 4345 4050 -6.79 1 0.89 3494 -19.58 1 0.85 2
131014 1100 1030 -6.35 0 0.85 1257 14.28 1 0.60 2
130622 317 316 -0.30 -3 -0.02 335 575 -3 -005 &
121026 1070 1186 10.81 2 0.87 1007 592 3 0.88 7
120617 176 210 19.14 -5 -0.17 209 19.02 -5 0.03 5
111103 1590 1592 0.11 0 0.72 1861 17.07 0 052 7
111006 2040 2024 -0.79 0 0.93 1991 -2.40 -1 0.84 2
110928 1100 1220 10.94 -2 0.78 1160 5.4 1 0.77 P
110917 915 820 -10.35 -3 0.80 772 -15.66 -2 0.54 =
101014 1720 1989 15.64 -1 0.70 2010 16.85 -1 057 =
101113 1050 1050 0.03 1 0.94 1089 3.72 2 0.83 2
100930 2480 2573 3.76 -1 0.85 2320 —6.44 0 0.80 2
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Figure 4. Comparison of simulated and observed flood hydrograph in 101014
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Figure 5. Comparison of simulated and observed flood hydrograph in 1200930
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gR LTk, B A TOPMODEL AR RIS LR K RCR AR LLALS o (BN iR, Tt e 1k

ZH, ULRAE R R K = TSk, TOPMODEL #4570 f B 10 0 S0 55 AR T3 22 VT AT
4, g5ig

AT 2 TR TOPMODEL RS AT SR T i 5k D SR BT /e, S5 SRR PR RAEUL I

T 25 R, 3] F T 48 S RO R S K IR . (EAR BT S, TOPMODEL RNV i) P2 ik 22
Boly, BT KRB, TOPMODEL R BHY R R EL4F, Jf H TOPMODEL M fE R R A& S K T7 T
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