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Abstract

Since the flood volume in Qing River basin is decreased evidently after July 20, the reservoir early im-
pound operation might be considered based on the forecasts of flood and out-time Meiyu in the middle
TEH RIS FBALR1957-), T, BBURZFEHER, TENFKSOK BRI

B IERH .

CESI A Y, RRE, WREE), B, KO, BRea. TETIRUK T & K2 BRI A IULIREED]. K BHRATTE, 2021,
10(2): 125-136. DOI: 10.12677/jwrr.2021.102013


http://www.hanspub.org/journal/jwrr
https://doi.org/10.12677/jwrr.2021.102013
https://doi.org/10.12677/jwrr.2021.102013
http://www.hanspub.org

TLBR UK BT & 7K 2 H AR & AL I 2

and lower Yangtze River basin. A multiobjective early impound operation model for cascade reservoirs is
established with ecologic flow constrains and optimized by the NSGA-II and PA-DDS algorithms. Applica-
tion results demonstrate that the Pareto front has wide and uniform distribution which provides a flexi-
ble selection for decision-makers. Compared with the original impoundment operation rule, the optimal
solution can enhance total impoundment efficiency from 82% to 89%, generate 41 million kW-h (or
2.1%) more hydropower annually and increase 0.11 billion m3 elological flow during impound period.
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1. 5|15

IKEEAEFRAR I, NIRRT EONHEKAH K R B S RIS EE, W PR K AOE & 2
KA o AT X K R AR AT & KA T FE IR, AT TR R SRR T — RIS . X IR [ 4T %5 fE —
KB LR R USRI RS EOR, BT 2 BRRE KA, R Uitk - BE - K587 1)
SRR, BRI B =K PR AL & /K P I o 2 AR [2] AU 32 5 USG5 2 S 19 7 THI el 37 = IR/K PR T 8 7K
Bt RS A AT AR, SR AN [RIBE AT & 7K T 20t Rl X Bt s A s, IR IL 5458 aatig &, 2406
BKTT AT, A =K EM 9 A 1 H K LS RS ES o B 25 (310 SRR A AL TR — Ik PE 9 H ARG B,
TR ERITTIEX 9 HRAKHAT IS, BRI ERAK IO =K PELR G R R e R AL I8, gt 7 2T ok i 52
FEIITAR B KR T . FWTREE[4] LIRIEIE - 3 - =], Sl & /KPS B KRR R, HER
TR RB RS MR P JE A B KR T R o R BPEE5 L TR T R AN E K 2 H AR R B,
KH] Pareto fFF4BNASZ4EEE 2R HIE(PA-DDS)ifb K fE, 158 —RIAEBMME KT R SREW: EARRIRER
THOTFRERTIR T, DA, RS, JRISTE. A SR =K R BRI IR T 0 2Rt 8 H1 H, 8 A1
H, 9H1H, 91 HA9 A 10 H, H5EEHTEME, A7 ZEFANER K i E TSN 36.82 12 kwW-h, H51iE
3.12%; /KIEBHFRIE 95.09%, 15 3.38%. FALRE[6] KT Bl 30 FEERUKFEREAMT R S, K 70 X s
RARGRG . SEEIRNTNENIHATZEUGEIL F IR H5IRBT T SN, K ST & K E 1t
RS, BRI R B THRH 90.40%1 N5 94.42%, XK HE 76,5 14 KW-h (+3.76%), L5+t iR .

TR K PE T BRI & KIS A ZE AR, DRIES 5 i A K EAE R BIER Hh & 7K, 8501 P 7K B ks> |
AR TCVEE R A SR B R KELIRIE T B . DRk, A b I W R ik 8K 2 F S 5 1 1) LA B B /K
X, HERKERREKITR, MaIBIOKERYE. A, @AEKEAERWAEG. Lo,

2. IKEEE KR FFEEITHIZ
2.1. BBIKEERNERIKRF

LARE SR L AN 32 255 ) R A AR 5 7K st o B, B T EAT ISR I B TBUK IR PR R LR S . 32 b
RN A, NFKEEN B B oK BUHE D R G0 R BK RS BOKORAN TR AN 2 i, e el B30 A K
POACK R 2 RGEER, HAR MR RE D,

AE,, = FAAHA(HA+HB)77A/367.1 1)
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SR BRI B KPR OO L AL RGTER,  HLAR AL FLRE A
AE, g = FgAH Hyn, /367.1 (2)

Ko Fov Fao Hao Hyo AHus AHgo 7+ 7 MBI BN AL BKERIGEKITR, RAKS, Bk

VTR FEE K oL 5 1 5 R
E3 A KRR R BT E T B AR AR R M, BAR(2) 7K Sk R P B Kk Sk 2 AL

FRGIRID R AR —AME, H P sk s,

Fa ( H,+ HB)
FBHB
1Tk B R B BT, TR T LUR I B i Sk, SEOR & AR . ol Tk P

R, A& AR AR . A KRR E A5 AN

AE,, =W, ,AH A77A/367.1 4

AH, = AH, ®)

B /K EE AN E HLRES B Y
AEyg = (Wys +V, + Wy ) AH 77, /367.1 ©)

e AE,, « AE, 735104 A B IKEEANE BLRESR A s W, 79 A ZKZELE THI I I B DU = AR A B KR Wig
DN I B S A A, PR ] A X AN B KRV, o8 AJKE R KR .
B A IS E K E AABEKEHR AL T B R Acl, Bk, XG5 AAH =7 KE.
BRI B K R K IIR, 44N & r RE O B B N R M SR B ZOK BETBUK T o U 37K R A Se 87K I
HH AN
Wi AH , > (W, +V, +Wig ) AH, (6)

KA K(B) 15
Woa S Wi +Wos +V,s

)
FA(HA-i-HB) FHg
Wi Wip +Wis +V, S TN gl o | 5 NS
LS KA=—2 _, KB=—22 08 A P SRRINBEFKE S KT A E KB EiE A KEE
FA(HA+HB) FeHg

FBEKFMAKAS KB+ TiF BIKELREKFZMAKB>KA: A KA=KB , NI EFRK &K,

K FEIL AR PE 1951~2019 4 7 A 20 HZ 12 A 31 HIAFERR TR, THEB B 1 do IRIEHITARH
IKEEB KRR, — MM ERIIAR T E K, 9 H. 10 HEERONITATRENE, 25 E A FK R . SRR
Wit &K (B DIE NPT, BRI 8 A 1 H, BN 10 A 31 H. BguKE K B HAES R
1 PR o ] LLE H, BRI 7K EE ) KB R T /KA A ZE (1) KR, KB 40 50023 B R VAT 2 7K e 28 /K AR Se 9
SEL IR PO EEE K IEN, 25 8 SR LT I 55 N FRITT A IE TR 542 m® B k2 25 AR IR I Ol o [RIE, SRAI K
PR &7k 07 gk AT & K FE

Table 1. K values of cascade reservoirs in Qing River

F* 1. BIBSOKE K BEItER

K 10%4 % KK 90%4 % 3k /K

HL 3 TN R/ME RRME H/ME
JKATHE 1.47 0.13 0.24 0.06
RE T 2 5.28 0.57 0.71 0.23
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2.2. BIKBEIEHIZ%

FEIK R & K I TS AT TR B, 020028 FE VAR A A 7 b 22 4 i o 7K 1 sl — MO B TOUAE HE 0 4k
IR 126, TRIUEH I FIREAR D45, W HRI 0 v T H XS, XS EXY TR IR T2 a2, H
FH TR R AL — e KT H S TUARL H g Bl I PRI i, O Tk A B, I S B R B s 21 T AR K PR Al o
AW FER) FH 7K 2 & 7K FEZRAE R EE RN, 8 S/AKEEE K . &K LR Re BARREC & i) RN & /K FE, @it
BRI HIKAL, WEBTRER, X ma KEKEMAHN SRR, A BEEZAHERMEAIL R
Xoo KEBKMELME 1R, SKRBERRANT RN E KR FE L & I A] sKAL

MEL L ATUUE 7K 23 BT vk 42 i /K S AR T B8 7K U B 2 T B B 43 1 1 = AN X3k i B K R S
R B KA B T B IKALI — &R, TR BT B KR LA I 1 DX, 72 42 R 2 A 22 SR 1) fe /N T it
g Tty 23 BART b4 f K AL A K FEAE B 7K AN RIS B, FE AN SN 57 b RS T RT B2 T, ZKAL Fo 1 2 1) e R AH
K BE AKAEAL T 1H B KR B 2 R 43 S vk 428 1 AR S 2 AT () 11 X, TT o R RRd s 5 —, 35 R R AR KT,
AKEE AT DL LA B /K BE e AR RIS AT RS B8, & RAEUUKI, 75 H R IR EAE i 22 4 & 1 i 4
s K EEARALANEE IS o B S K AL o 2K AL T2 ARG St K AL B 1 X, 25 I A K,
MILE H R AN P M EW TP N, FH KA 2 0 B s KA s 25 PEBT TS A e K, 4% B vt
WA P L SR R AL AN T BT k7K AT
3. BARKEEIR AT &K% BirE A A E AR

Fh K FET A B /K VR BERR Y by H AR bR B AR S o BT RR SRR PE S B IhREAR O Bt . R A4
=, HAFIIEE B bRz AT GeHA—3, TIEFRIBLRIES HAREE B &M, Kk, FEESA HARRE
HEAT AL

- LR — — > DRI —e it
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Figure 1. Schematic diagram of reservoir impound operation
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3.1. B¥RE#

KR B RN & i R KA B AR R 3, HRIA ST
1) BEGUKEZE 2R R ROR:

maszmax[iEj] (8)

YU N RS ON
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Y ) ~Viin.j
maxV, = max| Y a; —————— ©)

(i.high
xeX | ia Vmax,j _Vmin,j

Refi: B, FRH | AKERZETEIRAR, V0 FAOKE § 5§ 8K IS BB AR, 00 P2
B Vi FAOKIE | IEH BRI SISV, FmoK e | FEKB B2, o, WAL REL, o LUK
P § 006 P28 B K P 24 S B 25 0 T A LU 2

3.2. AREH

i E B B AR R B J5, 75 FEBE JRK BRI B 7K i BB TR Y 2 TR A% A
1) KEFHTLIR
Vi,t :Vi,t—l +(Ii,t _Qi,t)'At (10)

Kb VoV, SIS |t LI R R BB, 1, ok 4 B A LR, QK
P i 5 U BT Hh U
2) BKRELIR
VL, <V, <VU,, (11)

e VLK |85 I B AR B R, X BICAKE | B KRR I B U, Nk
i 5t B AV R A, 3K HLER A I s A o 2E T B € IS £ B 2
3) s A2

PL, <B, <PU;, (12)

Kbt PL,+ PU,, 4 BIMAKTE | 55t B BRE S 1 AEE 7).
4) PR
QLi,t S Qi,t S QUi.l (13)
R QL+ QU,, A BIAAKEE i 55 t I B VAR AN F IR (1A S T i) PR M. SRt bl
/MBS OLIE 2)1F 3K F iR 7).
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Figure 2. The minimum 10-day ecological flow hydrograph of Qing River
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33. ZARMUHEE

H i AR i 10 2 B AR SRR 2 P

1) JESZ R HER 8 4% 529 (Non-dominated Sorting Genetic Algorithm 11, NSGA-I1). iZ 53575 Ik T #1418 NSGA 5
EIUTREE R MEAERRRE, 7oA TS AL, B T EVERTEEACE, S RE kR
PR R S HAREEE . [FIBT, NSGA-Il BELEf =42 T — AR, EF AR RIEAT GG, MR
RN TS B, Beig e KR LR B AL BN . NSGA-I BLVEIRTI N T RS JEHE0E, AR LI F5 i AMALE B
SRIEFHILRE R A S ER, 2 HIRBEFIEINSGA- IR R ARG, ¥ WCHR[8].

2) PA-DDS 5% . 5h 75 4k £ 1% 22 (Dynamically Dimensioned Search, DDS)45 & Pareto 1714334k (Pareto-Archived
Evolution, PAE) k% 1] PA-DDS 57k, 74> F|H DDS Hik 4 R &R AL, RN 454 Pareto /743510 S 0SSk n
WM FE. PA-DDS HIEAEME 2 BRI R, 3 m . Uesitkss, AT MM AT 5. PA-DDS Hik
P ER AR AT EOP IR, 2 WOCHR[9] .

4. B 7E SR AT E 7K E) AR AR HARG BEBRHI 7K 4L

HT P 1 AT, AR S A 3 KBk 1 VR AN S SR Qe Al 2 75 I R A ST BR K 2, 3l i 46 g S B
I 104 A RO K P AE - AT AR 7K 2 8 7K ST R 3 5 v i P R R RV B0 3R o /K 8 /K A B ) 24 1 10 A 2 )
7K Gy ST Ut BR ) K B2 A 7K P BT 8 7K 2 BBl R ) X 42K o

4.1, KiIIHPTiFERSE LAY H

FRAE 1951~2020 4 (1 SR}, 23 B KT T e I 5 I VL PH A o R b IR =K 08 R .5 H 25 HONKET,
CERRKUEIE LT 5, (HEREL 7.14%, HIREAXTEN; BAMENIAN, HEEE BT 53 K, bRl
[ 75.71%; HMELLG, R AR ISR S Rk, 8 A 7 H~8 H 21 HHEL—/M2#481, 9 A a), 2K
a2, S S

KA AR 5050 B 7 B LRGP 7 H Rt E AT 0 1, 0 e i KU A Rl
BT A oK R, WE 3 Bk, 5 AY], EILEEARIRM, MWK 6 AP L), KiTH i
A, LRI PN 2, BRI 6 A 20 H~7 H 20 HWIETLIEMS], BoKigEs=LR, M Bs
MR TR, RS, WESET, WkSAKAHENEE: 7H 21 Bk, HTENETE, dtE
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Figure 3. Relationship between 7-day flood volume seasonal divisions in Geheyan reservoir and Meiyu
in the middle and lower Yangtze basin
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MRS, RN RS, WEAK, MR GERKITEA BRI K, KT Rk K 3 22
P UK 2R S B R, KA B R 9] 5 K P 5 0 B N IRV A I T RS 10 42 mP B b 2, T LA RE AR T
&Ko,

KITH A EERALE 6 H, W EZRAEE T H, WREERREMER . N R e T
HER KT, NS, BRMIAUR, BE/KER, MRy B Y 0 I R I AT 3G R o JEVIK E 2R AEAE 6~7 H
FHIA S KL N S A E S .

TEILRI 7 H 20 H LSS R8N, AR AT A R Ui b TR AT b it A ) P00 Pl 45 2R, WT A%
FEAE M EHERT B K, XYL AR ACORIR BE B>, VT iRk B R K FEREAN =K B &, IETIEA )
K B AT 55 KR 22 i -

4.2. FREES RSBt R B SR HI R AL

K 53 SRR kAR ) /KL T DG AE 2 S R B TR) 4 A, AR 7K P T8 S B TR v (K IR, 7R A3 B 3t
RS IORTHE R, K R vr i s B vt K Aok e . Rk, R4y Sk e St iaiens) 7 H 20 H, i
NI1I0H3LH. WE7H20H. 7H25H. 7H30H.8H10H.8H20H.8H30H.9H10H.9H
20 H+ 9 A 30 HALANBT BT Ao RA 43 W s R HURE 75 7250 25 AN B TR) 4 55 BT B35 Rt /K P 1A T KA, SR R
N B G SAKEET A, JEE I E LA SE, AT RIS GOK R & B TR i s g
FUAS RN Bt o G 3[R O 1998 SR AF fo VI 1 Mt /K G FRER AT IEOR, 188 Jo 7 vk B4 80 4 B2 11
I B KA. o AKATHE . BT A K B T4 — 8 e T K an 1] 4 BroR . 85 A A 20 SR 2 AR s b
L0558 I B BB S 1 KA AN SR 2 i

5. BRKEBKREMULAELSER

RN K B KA EE R R P ARAL 2 6], 20 AR NSGA-11 532 PA-DDS S50 B 2K P 1) 8 7K
TP RT3, AR BIEAIG IR XS A RTIR T, KR S R BT T %

5.1. %B¥rA X Pareto fREE

K 5 /R T NSGA-II 53251 PA-DDS kit HA3 B BA K FEIA B /K E 77 & Pareto fifdE. T LLE H,
K NSGA-II BHEF1 PA-DDS BB HH LR K PERE G & 7K Ak 1 FER AR AT SRR 00 25 SR AT o TV K Pl
KRB WHERIE 89%, KHLEH KIIE 19.6 12 KW-ho ZH7 LLE BRI 5L 1F 2 (1) Pareto fif4E 55 4% 10 50 A7 15
M LAEH, PA-DDS HiL1GEIf) Pareto fREERSILT NSGA-II Sk 4E, [FIF PA-DDS SR AR 7Y [ fE o ik,
U8 PA-DDS HiERets I iR, HREEMME R, 4Ol T PA-DDS BiE MR

5.2. AEIEBKAEESHT

M 5 [ Pareto fif g ik Y ARIE BT R KT R A FIRIE R BRI E B, KM AL B lAKE
BT RAT R R, RS R T RS FR bR BRI T LR, RN 3 s, RPAHEE
GitaT BN 7 A 20 H&EZRTE 10 A 30 Ho

Table 2. Flood control limit water level constraints at each time node in reservoirs storage period (m)
= 2. IKEEEKERR B E) T ARG BRBIZK L L R (m)

HIH 7/20 7125 7/30 8/10 8/20 8/30 9/10 9/20 9/30
IKATHE 393.8 395.9 396.2 396.9 397.2 397.5 398.9 400 400
R 193.2 194.6 1955 195.7 196 196.3 196.5 198.2 200
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Figure 4. 1000-year design flood hydrographs amplified by 1998 typical flood during post-flood season
in Shuibuya and Geheyan reservoirs
4. KA ABRIAI A 7K B R AT — 8 3 B itk i #2845 (1998 B RY4F)

BB SR R R BT B K07 ST ROKIHEERS, BRI Z AP i 19.22 12 KW-h, BRZUKEE
WF 82%, TR 13.81 14 mee X TRAGUK R A &K UL, AT E KT AL, IR RSB 18] 55 UK 2K
B, FTRMEZK EE & /KR SR AR Bl Kl mr. SKRATR A SR SHGUKEEE KB, W LMEETLEZ0K
PR R B R B KT S0 8293 i 2 89%;  JUHLIERRIRIA KR & T A\ 80%F2TH 22 89%, &R W R i
e AT % B SN EARZUK PR & /K IR A R e, AHELIR BT 7 R AR TG A R m] I 4100 /5 KW-h, 1
Ry 2.19%, BINAEBMUK 11424 m’s BRGUKFE S 580 8K B A g m. seoh, XMLy f
AEIEINFERAEL o I, 2 SEBR i R VR B i R S R T3 58, LB KORBRINS 18] mi g1 T4 4 P
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Figure 5. Pareto solutions of joint impound operation schemes
for cascade reservoirs

5. #RKEBAEKIBAE R Pareto g

Table 3. Simulation operation results of different schemes in cascade reservoirs
= 3. BRKERRE S RIZINFELER

TiH KA (kS e LM PR
K HE ({2 KW-h) 10.02 7.30 1.90 19.22
CAWIES B (%) 0.84 0.80 / 0.82
EXIFEK (L m3) 2.95 4,92 5.94 13.81
R HE ({2 KW-h) 10.03 7.33 1.92 19.28
TRA B (%) 0.88 0.89 / 0.89
EXIFEK (L m3) 2.86 474 5.71 13.31
R HE ({2 KW-h) 10.23 7.45 1.95 19.63
HEB B (%) 0.78 0.89 / 0.83
FERFEK AL m3) 2.83 4.72 5.68 13.23
Table 4. Suggested impound key nodes for cascade reservoirs in Qing River (m)
4 EIIBERKERWEKKET & (m)
H# AKATHE R
7H 25 H 392.8 194.5
7H30H 393.3 194.9
8 H10H 393.9 195.6
8 H 20 H 394.4 196.6
8 H 30 H 395.1 197.3
9 A 10H 395.7 197.8
9H20H 396.6 198.6
9H30H 397.3 199.4
10H 10H 398.7 199.7
10H 22 H 400.0 200.0
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5.3. HRIEZKIFRESLHI45Hh

RNTEEMPERRATT R A (BIHER )N TE B (KBERKX)MIX A, 75 PLERKE (1967 4)
ISR (2006 4F)VE NS, RAMMA TR A AL R B AT /K EBLILE KRB TH5, 13 2K A B ATRS
TEE K EAEA R ALETN, B &K RIS KRR, wE 6 fE 7 s,

K 6 45 H T 1967 “FRAKERFEMIEIL T, KL - BTl K PEAS [R) & /K T B 7 S M & /K 28 . A ] DA
B, 7% A 0] DA & K IH AR WP KA BE ARG A KA & 2 1R H Rk AL, b 77 % B AN BB R A /K
KALE BIEH SAKAL. AT 5 A B AR R MG 23 T 7 & B fE- AR Uk PR BIZK AL L3RR, 7K
JE R P R ILAL T7 S35 R B N 97 4 RS
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Figure 6. The simulated impound operation process of Shuibuya and Geheyan reservoir in 1967
6. KAHEFBRIAI A K EE 1967 FiRHNUAE EKITE
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Figure 7. The simulated impound operation process of Shuibuya and Geheyan reservoirs in 2006
& 7. FKAAHEFARRIAIA 2K EE 2006 FARBUEE Bk T2
H & 7 TN, 2006 ERAKEH, i/ NES TR RIZIH, KA SEAIRE T K PEAE TR I ik & . AL
J7 % A (BYTE & /KIIARI], KATHIKIZEE % 397.7 m (396.4 m)o ST M@l B /K Bk, FH T /KA B &5 7K i BT
BNFEREE N, KRR T 5 T R Rk i MERS R E Tit. 28 EAnR, AT % A FEE W FRTT 1)
RN BT ATT R B.
6. &g
BEXHETLGOK ERR BK B R A S SRE MR TIE R/ RIEE R R, AR SO T BRIk PERK & & 7K
JEREAY, IR NSGA-II FEiE A PA-DDS Sk AL AT R AE, IAFEIH Pareto AR HILIEPT T 77 %, 5
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B UNEE VI G R E R A
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BIE 89%; KAEBATR, FEIKABEN 19.63 12 kW-h, FiHi= 83%; R Bt A G priEt.
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