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Abstract

The In-Fa typhoon has the greatest impact on Ningbo City, especially Haishu District, in recent years. It
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has created records of the longest emergency responding time, the longest impact time, the largest total
precipitation, the highest estuary tidal level and the highest main stream water level in Ningbo City and
caused huge losses. The event has exposed some problems, such as incomplete separate treatment of
flood and water logging, unsealed embankments in the main stream, inconsistent fortification standards
for the main stream, insufficient drainage capacity of pumping stations and insufficient rapid pre dis-
charge and regulation capacity of reservoirs. This study analyzes the shortages and countermeasures in
the construction of Haishu plain water conservancy project based on the actual situation of Haishu
flooded area under the impact of the In-fa typhoon to provide a reference for the construction of water
conservancy projects in the next stage.
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1. 518

AR T ) B AR B i, T PR AR VL BAGIE BRI B AR B s =, FRT ) 4y AR R (R
ILOPEIPIR) g, LALBE = XK R, SAKRZIA 0T AN E MR, AL T 3R A,
TR E BRI A W PR EAh, FVL ZR VTS R IE o W @A WK, I A K
o RAVT LW RVTEA REUGIRIN, RIT. BT, BT EA maHK. BT, . min TR
B RZ I SR HE BT ) B 523

WG XA T TR RO X, RIGEMIT, JLIRkiT, SRR, MEFEMXESE, MITEERE
S NEEAEE R, EE AL T TR, e Pk, RS JE KR TR A0 LA 1.

2021 4F “YRAE” BN, Qs T RS R [ AR . s (R s R R RO AT A B
T KA R s ie g, T i R X GG & T BRI, W5 T &g R T E AR .

TR LA R K FH R ERK FR MM EERN R —, CHRHFRLERRMNE, BHERKR
R E R F (L], BT, EPNAMEG IR 6 o ER o va Rt S v iR 2 2205 50(2] 3], wtHr
a6, TRAE AT R UK [3], PR s HE SR sl i By /K ), b5 6 VA 5 RS K e NP5, BRI TR
BEKAL, B KO AR A HE

ARSCEIS R G RIGRE Z WL bR, 0 A TRRAELE BRI SO0 St i, DA K e RO Tttt g 71 890 F, N
TR BOKR TR RIS %,

2. “YETE” BRER
2.1 “1AE” ERKMIEER

ML G 7 H 18 HIEM, 22 HIFUARRM, 30 HERmiss, Pkt 8 K. HAN MMM 21 H 14 SHFHEE
30 H 17 /&5, Tk 9 H[4]. 22 H 8 % 29 H 8 I, T -3 ™ &y 404 mm, [ 3 AP AEILES,
Horh i M E AR N A BT 554 mm, YOKONHEREIX 479 mm, /NN L E 333 mm [4]. G E, BT
454 mm, HAEITHRECA 476 mm, SRS 452 mm, RV TN 348 mm; AR RS S LAY (X BT AE
VER TR N R, I FE N ik 600~800 mm, J&jif 900 mm LA b, e KHIZLUH A %] 1005 mm; EVTI
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Figure 1. Haishu plain water conservancy project distribution

1 BT RKFI TS T E

LI 5 VT 16% K TR AE 26% 17K &, LG X 7 R BN RS LK 2, B 22 HUCK, Bigms s
W67 3.68 m, AELHIE 0.78 m, KRAR[E A 24 H 23 I 55 435 T st 3.79 m, HLRIE 0.79 m, KAER[A]A
25 H 00 i} 30 45 AbiE s hr 4.21 m, EBLRIUE 0.81 m, AKAER[EY 25 H 13 i 15 45

TG X PRSI a0 s, P EIN R 479 mm, Hodh A A BK PR FR N A S 789.5 mm, R KR
TR EIA %] 669.9 mm, & /KR FE I W &A% 537 mm.

Table 1. Design storm results of Yong River basin
# 1. BLRESHEFRER

- 5H T cy cCy AR BRAE 2R BE T I & (mm)
1% 2% 5% 10% 20%
Hig 93.1 0.57 4.0 291.7 251.9 199.7 160.8 122.8
FERARTkL Hag 146.5 0.56 4.0 454.0 391.1 311.2 251.5 193.0
Hzq 187.3 0.50 4.0 524.9 460.0 374.2 309.3 2443
Hig 85.8 0.56 4.0 264.7 229.0 182.2 147.3 113.0
WYLk Hag 135.5 0.54 4.0 405.1 352.0 282.1 229.7 178.0
Hyg 176.0 0.48 4.0 477.0 419.9 344.2 286.6 228.6
Hig 103.4 0.58 4.0 328.9 283.3 223.8 179.6 136.5
AT AR Hag 161.9 0.57 4.0 507.4 438.1 347.3 279.7 213.6
Hzq 205.4 0.50 4.0 575.5 504.4 410.3 339.2 267.9
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Figure 2. In-fa typhoon 7-day cumulative rainfall distribution
2. MIEERN 7 RERMESHE

2.2. TR EETREIVRBTHHES K

AR T T ALl R R, R HE X . 2T i AGR I e T8 7, Gl et g LA A 9k i Bl 4t »
BB bRHESY 100 4F—id, SEIREHESI N 20 4F i, ERVLHRCN 20 4F i, CPIEHRSTARUE Y 20 il BT
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SR, H AT R A R AR, PR BT HEE K R AR TR AR R D S, B
ORI JUEETT IR R, H RTHFEE T EHCOK 9 204 98 215 m, Eui SR E 237 m¥s; PR “ I TR HEkimiE
AR EVLIEB A — W JF T, ZRKim . ZRuh e s s IR T R I HEET B8 10k 5~10 4E—
B = H W = B R,

2.3. BRXTIRIEEX AR

YR G RIAE, 25 HEE T FiERIER 80 mm, R Il XK Tttt S5 R Ss o s S, %
AT AR A 2 7 105, ALK T 25 HZr 13:15 74 Blik AR & W s i) 4.21 m (8 7 5244l 0.54 m),
Tt 3.0 m LA EARAZHESE = H PA b o BRI IAT It 52 R0 252 1 T s e R 22 A YL b /K TR, kYK ) e i /K A ik 31 3.38
m (¥ 77 S2A%AE 0.44 m), FBAFAE/KAL 2.6 m RFEERTA] 70 /NAF[6]. 7K 32 KA (AT SR B R 2R, 3 /K P Ak 6 24 B
P sk, o R A K ZE R FE T B IA F 789.5 mm, I 1K 28 R FE 1 WY FE A F1) 669.9 mm, R R /K ZE R FE T W
EIAF] 537 mm, AU E KIARKERLEHUK 10,547 15 m®.

Z NI S XERIE S, WP RAZ K BN E, DA R 25 H RS2 AN R ) T 58 AT
SO, ZR AT RO I AR AR R VTSR B BN, & 14 sUTEMOKAL IS — IR K AL 4.22 m, 26 H
VR, % LRI K KRR R il 600~900 m¥/s AIIX (A /K EEm, MOKFRRNR IR, 2 T4 14 AR H I
TR KA 4.33 m (WLIE] 3), gEET 5 R ELOKTE DA RS X 4 52 0.5~1.5 m, AL X382 0.2~0.5 m, PR
B UETKER 1.0 2, “FEXAEEN T 120 M (LE 2). AXGRIARE, Tk NZFEKER 1.5
12, m®, FEAGIT KB NGRS 7 6000 /7 m®, WFRESFJR B 573 7250 5 m®, PR EIEARSE L X GECT R K
52600 /5 m®, HEHESPJEUTIT A [ L HEK 3.1 12 m® [6] (WA 4).

R G R, TRz N 1,059,753 AR, BoEBEE AN 690,716 ANk, EHE 321,532
NI, — AR b5 & 479 [8], ARAR K 159,991.75 Ji76, Al tifisk 166,055.05 176, & M 5K B M r4i 2k
16,569.60 JjJt, HIZEZLHFI4K 656,995.12 Ji T,

M, #HERX 206 M GEX)FKZEE, HEEEX 164 MTE . 103 MEX K] 78%. i 3000 K AAZ K
5 7=, HEHEF AR HH AT 52
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Figure 3. Water level at Beidu and Donggiao as well as outflow discharge at Jiaokou reservoir
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Figure 4. Water inflow and drainage in the Haishu plain

B 4. BRETRRKSHOKER

Table 2. Water level of the representative stations in Haishu plain river network

2. BREFERAMAREKAIFERR
IR AR ERUKAL(m)  RIEARAL(M) ARG KR EKAL(M)  BE KRS AI(h) B R UEK AL (m)

WP T 2.0 2.50 433 123 1.83
WIS bk 2.0 250 3.28 124 0.78
HIETE 2.00 2.50 2.82 121 0.32

3. I#EAERR
3.1. BT IEAE

1. 7K Tt

WA T I B R SR 3 IV BN e N T U, WP R4 i) Ok rh B K BE T 463228 3 sh Tt J& A 27K EE i
R R AR K, B KM 22 H A 11:00 148 )8 R 47 Rt Es 25 H 8 i, & F/KZEM
22 H R4 11:00 FF 4G i@ ez TR w, Sl oK g kg i W2z 3.

Table 3. Measured reservoirs pre-discharge results

2 3. SCMZK EETAH AR SRR
KIELFE  TFRKAL(m) MR ER(H m3) WIEG/KAL(m) FIEEER(H m3) BARKAL(m) MR ER(E md) Tk &G md)

JH AR 227.1 8710 215.8 6505 2155 6463 307
15z 117K 2 62.2 5629 62.8 5833 58.6 4470 2162
BT KE 54.0 1936 495 1384 49.4 1371 205
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2+ ] X S
TYRTIRITR RSB G X IV BN 2N 5, 4T R R K R E3) 7 HEER M TAE, %= 24 H F4-EE
T T 2562 75 mP.

32. BRI RAE

B JE, NIRRT R AR, BN R I A K 26 H % R~27 H %R K& 600~900
m®s 1 27K EE L 400 m¥s #EE AL, oAb K EES S Eiut, RIATSCRME TRIEE, 27 HgRE, &Ko, A
AR R A2 G HIEK, YRRV B 32 sl BRI X A A5 2, i ORERVT S i vk i K o He e o WL
TFIREZK ) X842 45 PR DR U A T W HE K

TERLNS “HHAE” G R FEF, KR BUK BRI TRORB e, Mg R L i = R K BUK PRS2 oK
1.05 12 m®, 2021 4¢ 7 H 22 H~7 H 29 HIX A K BUK BT THn# 4 fis.

Table 4. Measured reservoirs regulation and storage scheduling results
e 4 ZMIKEEBEEERRR

R KA, HRA EL HiE
REEARE jmipkp MNP SOKSE Bokuti PRI Fibkes RAG MRS Sekhn 5 Ss ke
m Jime Jim m%s Jim m%/s m Jim m m
A
Kie 215.8 6505 10,421 586 6327 400 235.36 4094 235.36 235.05
¢ 1 7K R 62.8 5833 17,353 902 12,150 900 72.45 5203 72.45 72.32
%K E 49.5 1384 1555 136 205 12.0 58.6 1250 58.6 58.45

4 “1AL” BN TRERESE/KF TIZER
4.1. FERBKFI TIEFEIR

1) ERVLFRIERIARS M. G T AILR it TR S, BV e e~ A BehE By 10.9 km, TEAZESN
SEdh. Hatbl b3, JRIERE 5.3~3.5m, &b TR A S AI3ERT, Britae /140 54—, HtK
WM 5 i85 o AR UM 20 S NERVLIR BB TG, ABIEPIMY 3.5~4.0 m, 28T, F#E/KEZ) 6000 /5
m®o T T B ik A P DA SRR R O A, VA ST R P, KB BRI NP RS, B S 0
DT IR AH G, B AT SR B KA, O X B KA IA ] 2.69 m.

2) BEAKTBHRA AR e R o BEKIEARA AR AUy /e B A, H TS ATSRIAR W RS, IR S
VAR, HIGEBSE R, MUK EE R AU E R R BK B R . ARG RUHIE], ERVLUKZ A4l
TEHERITE, HKEI 1.5 12 m @i ok NEIE PR, B SE0E MK 25 H 0 SRR R R K
£i7.1.66 m F+ 5 27 H 1 #4 3.28 m FHRR4E 12 /NS

3) T ZEHERE SR 2 o HERE X T A i HES, B AR 237 mPfs, 1 b iR ~F SR B AT T 28 5 AU A 210 m¥s,
S 1 m¥s/km?o E ) 132 TR TR BL R, R HERE /10 B, 24 /NI 47 fhr iz 4T A R HEHY 1800
Jim?, T A XN 64 mm. AHX P RA B 77K 7250 5 m?, T 3 REHFIA], AU G XY IE 22 sk HEK
Bl 142 mPo MRS R I 7K 9% 58 215 m, S OHEZKRE 3T 2000 m¥s, SFESHEKBE 774%1E 1000 mfs, Ak
& KK R HEK BT 2.0 12 m®, R K IMHEKRE Fm e 2t 2 b, EK e R7E T JE AT R T Rt K i Ja B /K
WA RIEAER, Tk, K JEHEK I A

4) WRILIZWT 5 B EARHEA 2 o DRVL KR DU CRFRE~ RSO B T 00 S B R, SRR d% I8 100 4F —idbrik 4.13
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m SEREEINL, FIRRE TSRO 3.63 me ARG KT =1L HWIA0A R 3.79 m, FECARBURPHET, BUET I
T H O I X B2 7

5) K RUKETMAE A E . H A A KELKEMINE, &5 16 mYs K HETEIATHUM, & FKE
KA, AR EE RS TR 15 mfs BEATFIHE, 24 /N R ATt 43 mm. 15 1K R kLIRS A A AL
L3 120 mfs, 20 /N T AE 778 HA 42 mmo AR & R A 8K I & L THE 307 75 m?®, 1R 1K EE Tt 2162
Jim?, ERKEETM 205 73 m® [2], KA AUKEYSE TS )T EA L, HiEFEUKERE R FIK.

4.2. X RAEHEREW

B XTHEIE X “HHAE” & AR TR R A I R, $ HHAH . (00T SR i«

1) S8 THE. DPRE Ty pE A, R EV IR 18.39 km,  [FD SEE VL FRVE A W i, ST
SEVTHR B 7 ot ol i P P Ji o Lot DX DR ) B A, 3 R T 7 3 B B b vt 100~200 4F — 38 AT Bt AN i
ST BT TRIER ArE, BT B0, B0V R4 R 100~200 E—iB% 18, HifriEIE TR
HMT BT AR HEIS £ 100~200 4F—i&[7]. BRI PE, WARIRENRE, W5EPiscirsii, nlgl 557K 6000
Jimd.

2) BEAKTEHR A SO o Pk KBRS TR, B R AV E 2ia RS> BV LRI R N R I S
K TR 24200 R SR B 5 1 IR 2333k 1000 75 mP. BRYT 1l X A2 FJE K &AM 1.5 12 m®, /b % 1000 75 m®,
KRR S HEBT T

3) BrsRHEE Y, . U N RE T A S U, (I LA 3N 180 m¥/s, [FIRHRF FUK W o, W
EBH %, DRI R RE 140 50 m¥fs, fEHERE S RHEE B8 14R TS 460 m¥s [6], 24 /MEFHEKAE
J3i%%) 130 mm, 3974 Jj m®, LAAWR G RAH], “FEAS B PR L X dK 77K A 9850 75 m®, SEATE 2.5
RAFHEE, BEIN FoKE a3k s, WA 3 RN, BB Sty AP IE K. B W R IE R K
ER, BTHoKERLaUNRER, PR “ AT HAKBEZ REB8E, g THoK RS, AL 2=
P HE KR

4) KRR K EETURE T4 T A R L XK, 7R 2 NI IE 2 A B AR T, U K B
Wi, HEH0K R TRIRE 77, A S8 K P I M E ) 50 mP/s, BB IIAE BTG 120 mifs, IR T Er &= 50 mYs. K
T2 I8 24 /NI T FE 8] [9], AIBri &K & 2500 7 m®, #5%FE 48 /NI TR 8, AT Er 4 & 5000 5 mP,

4.3. SCHER S

1) L& KELIR 24 /N TS RS, ATEHE L &K E 2500 /7 m®, X8 “MTE” G IRSERRIE L RE, TG
G 21 HOKEFFAG M, 225 H, /KEAT S EAIT 112 m®, AT SZEUSE I 41, Al it NP K&
1.5z m®,

2) 8. SRR TAESCHESERR, 25 HERIAMFEVIIRGIA ST, w1 6000 15 m® K ANZ P .

3) sEHE. ALY B RCFRFEK 7250 3 m®, BRI IX HKIEN 2600 75 m, FEEEIR 460 m¥s #E,
24 /NEFHEZK BE 779210 4000 15 m®, 2.5 RATHEHIEAAN 2, SEHF RS Tt F R K.

5. &5ig

I A & R IE A SE bR b, P SRR X B vt P AN e R R e, 7RSI oV s I LT
L AT SR By 3 AT 35 TR S B iE . R R TE LT, ek K I R T T, S BLRHEA E, K
I 7E L 7K ) A B A TCHE K 2t AT BT RN A AR 3] /K ZE PR T B 0 58 e vl A 28038 /K e 4%
77, AR TR KRG RE, B rh O E T M IR 5200 [10]
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N RESGE HE T R R X HK 261, SRt An v, MBI BRIt e, 45 & S Al T o &

JERI T IR T KRR ER, A Ja JUAE TARSR HH BAUR LA

1) FHRDEM TR Gl R CAPT . AT, ERTTON AT I Bt 200 4F—I8 M & .
2) i DIPRIETTAR s @ BE,  AEK R HEAR S B DL 8 OR5% F P J B /K BER TR [ AN R L
3) MntE THEK R R, B ORT IR HRKEY .
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