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Abstract

Five monitoring dates of Haohe River in Nantong were monitored from 2015 to 2019. The water
quality of Haohe River was evaluated by Nemero index method. The trend analysis was predicted.
The results show that water quality of Yue Nangiao, Chinese Medicine Hospital and Wenfeng Hotel
has a trend to black-smelly water body.
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Figure 1. Overview map around the monitoring point
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Figure 2. Change trend of DO in Haohe River from 2015 to 2019
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Figure 3. Change trend of COD in Haohe River from 2015 to 2019
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Figure 4. Change trend of TP in Haohe River from 2015 to 2019
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Figure 5. Change trend of NH; in Haohe River from 2015 to 2019
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Figure 6. Change trend of BOD in Haohe River from 2015 to 2019
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Table 1. Water quality evaluation results of each monitoring section
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