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Abstract

The encounter of floods in the main stream and tributaries of Yangtze River is studied by the statistic
method, from the aspects of encounter time of the peak discharge and flood volume, and magnitude of
the floods. Considering the operation effect the cascade reservoirs, the natural flow and water level of
the key stations in the main stream and tributaries of Yangtze River are derived, to do the natural flood
encounter analysis and comparison. The results show that the flood encounter mainly happened in the
middle and lower reaches of the Yangtze this year, and the joint operation of the cascade reservoirs
played a positive role in relieving the flood encounter in Yangtze River.
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1. ®I
1.1. 2016 ST R EFE

2016 U, KL K. BWEL, FWNED. Wivte, BWmE R, BNREZ. 3-6 A,
PR AT B M 1R, L. KWL 4~5 i, S0 Z 3 L, BT, K EFmE 2 i, K
T BEHBIRZE 1A A, ST, IRYEIT. TR BRI A IR .

AL R e X R AR X R K, B9 SRR R R K. 6 H NA), KL R KFEYL ., PO &5 S04
S B UK, BRI N KIT, - S5 km s s . 6 A 30 H~7 A 6 HRAANRLOR R — X RW T2,
SERFETY KV R, R KA I gERE, ORI IR RS Bk . FRIREE L DL VBRI
FEIH BRI X, 32 B KA 9 A 7K ST s AR 50 6 fir; TETL. WK, SRARALIE SR Sk R A 1
R ARERIOK, Bk BT KPS R AR KK . ARREK 28U R TRKAL . KRR A,
WS S 2 BRI, 2 ARSI AERE UK, 38T P9 B B AR S R AE

2016 I SRR 0 — IR PR RE 5 1996 4F 7 H B R ECA AL, (H53Hr 2016 AEAVT A R i TI E EuhiR
DAL KB BT d, 15 d, 30 d)FEEH XA, 5 1996 FutKAH LB R AE . [ 1996 43K L, 2016
SEAZ L3l R I 3 55 i Bk g A N, KOE SRR 7 d oK 15 d EERS RO, ok 30 d Bt ERS RN . DAL
St K 7 d dEEAE], 2016 FERRTT B JETT WX SRK &7 H 43 iR 59%. 2.6% 1 4.5%, B KT 1996 4F,
TR B “DUK” SR 34.1%, /NTF 1996 . DAV HuiE oK 7 d & AH, 2016 FEMELSKK (5 EEA 90.7%,
TETLRIK A EER T 1996 47, Tl BEsI 7K 2 KoK & E 3 /N T 1996 4. DK@ ok 7 d =%, 2016 411
FBRHIK 2K . LI = KB X RSk K 5 EE 23 B A 12.4%F11 20.8%, 11 115K /K 5 HE A 66.7%. FSFHIHIZK & Sk K
DU = 351 DX TR) S 390 1~ R IX AIBE KT 1996 4, MLITRIK & LR 2 /T 1996 4E.

1.2. BB E R BKE BT

BRI AE R DA 4y Syt 0 S 8 RO AR I R AR 1O o vk DA A — R R A TR R AR i g vk e R
IR R KOS AR A A A — uiﬂ]fﬁ LR, 2 AN B it KA 4 28 () — 4 ) B 1D AV U (Qp»
Bk H PR A H B, B IGEE, Rk 7 d IR (Weg) Bk 15 d 3 F2(Wosq)Bid 1/2 A &
B, Ryut/Kid FRE 8 [2] [3] [4] [5] [6].

PRAE AT S A2 b (O M ER A B, A SCRA CRIT R K FR 5 290400 A4 i i o5 18] (0 k7K A% 3k ief
() SR L 22 1

ASCRI ARG 7k, ARk, dtEEE I R GETHRRIE, b7 2016 AR KVE T SOt K R E B 1 1 .
[ 25 R BR K PERE RS AE L, 20 AT LUBOE AT . 5 it /K & 1 .

ik

DOI: 10.12677/jwrr.2017.66066 569 KGRI 7T


https://doi.org/10.12677/jwrr.2017.66066
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

2016 FERKITHEKIE B Hr

Table 1. The flood propagation time among stations

% 1. Buh s E)ok & 1BeT )

i 15 A KL B R (h) KL FERT [H] (dl)
Bl 73 3.0
(=2 70 2.9
et HE 42 1.8
v 48 2.0
i 36 1.5
HE BBz 54 2.3
eI W 24 1.0
HE W 81 34
W 0 34 1.4

2. 2016 FHKLREB D
2.1, T BT SOREKER

EEMRRERE, ST HIRT, KITTRSERT, UAKT TS ST3KEE 1 FEm LR 2 A
A, VL B SOmut K m R A T8 @ AR /N . 3 AL KE BRI, BEE st Brgig i, oK
RATEIBNE ARG R . WL ACGE B A 54T (DL 7 d S ovER), KILSEEILEBME N 21.8%, IRILS54
ILHEEEA A 16.1%, KILSFERIL, IRVDEEM AR S KL SILEKEEMZN 5.2%, EIBMERE
fiR[4]-

2016 FFE VOV M Rt iR HIMAE 6 H 30 H, &K 7d /KA EET H 26 H~8 H 1 H; WRILS
bt m I 7 H6 H, K 7d kit EAERET H 6 H~7 H 12 H; 5B ALRS bk i & H ILAE 7
H1H, &K 7d#KdfBRAERET H25 H~7 H 31 H; SyLpEssdtigmaE e 6 H 29 H, &K 7 d itk
TRERAETEE6 H26 H~7 H2 H. HERRKBIERERIIE 7 H 2 H, ANRLPORESEEWEEN, ZFitK
N6 H24~7T HOH. HERK 7dHKEREEAELE 6 H 28 H~7 H 4 H, 15 d /K2 HBLESE — KBk
Bk, 7 H 25 H~8 H 8 H.

et KARSRI ], AT LG H ST 1A s 5 ORI 3l vt KR e AR 38, GvDyT i) Xt 5 5 BT b
Sl Kk, 3dy 7 d tEYRAEEE, SR EINEE ST ACREE . BATE, 6~7 KT
T SORUK I RN R, BAEE, EREAIEN, B0 N R,

2.2, KiITHFTIRAKESR

PUEL Bl BERMUR T RK, (4B 5549 81 h, &4 3d. BTt HN Bt @B L, xF Tt
KB, S ANEEE, WER BB Gt J7 it SR W BN ), B B (L U ) B U E (DU 2 FE )i /s 3 d
B AN g2 T I o

BLECR 3 d tE R AN N7 H 210 H~23 H, Wi A7 H 20 H~22 H, HEW N6 H 30 H~7 H2H,
ATEVE MBI PULHUKEI AR SR TRBUKE S, EIFT5NIRK 3d KR A EE, FIET 53T
PR — IR EE.

FARACTE SCRAFEIFRI . Tk Bk, 20K B, AL T#HbE RALE . KIThiisbs . 2016 R i
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W, SEARAGEE AR 28, P AR AT SO AR A KUK o IR 428 il K S0k B e JR ik 2016 4R [ kI &4 9300
m®/s, BEILHIN 140 4. ELURR K SO, T 5K RS 2016 4E [ IE R E R 7460 mYs, & 1896 4F LR AR,
FEHHIN 1896 4EHIE, iEA 60 4. FAKFERIAK SO KEFIL S, 2016 42 [Fukig )i &y 3310 m¥s, EIHILA
30 HE 3, BRI K SC o 2R 5K 4R SR I Bl 3070 m¥s. 28 /K 2 K STt T b st L 037 Bl 2010 m¥s
77 2 H 8/, SARIE SIS SRR 26,400 m¥s, HEJIHIdSE, FEZHTFERN, HO%EHEKE 1.31 m,
(IR ST

B PR BTIPKFAE R, EL Ik B AR A A AR B, W S 5R AR AL v SO oK E B 5H %
JEBEKAE R 6] an2e 2 FE 1 PR, RRRTATEN s oK KFRIe uh . SRR 2K B 50E . 25K
M- WK EDE . K T P IR B INAE 7 H 2 He 2016 4E 7 H BAY, SRZRACIE SCRUM IR 5]
KIS 28K WK B K SARIL RN F K 16d Bk R R A .

2.3, KIITiFTRBIKIEE

AL 3 SR UL KB BRI BEI/K R AF)ROK H 6 A JRAEIZED Lk, % SO E Bl uti K AL
AR, JRE 7 A LA aitid, bR ol U AR R B D st K . B2 LTI SRR A E R, K
VLRI R KiEuhp 07 3 2 H 6. 3 H 3mEE, KL NIk at BLETLE) Al s H 4%
|k S AR I TR) R 23 T 1 56 1 AR ES 2 s

25 8BTS KT R, HL Sty e B 7RV B AL AR BT, o6 R 55 AV T Wl 3 S SR K R
k7K I8 AT 75 RSt K AL R IR 1) . BLI0 IR R uli e RV IR B BIAE 7 H 2 B, &R 7d MoK RERAEAET J 2
H~8 H ' 7K FHYLHE] i A UL oa i gt i & o ) HIRAE 7 H 4 I 7 A 3 H, &K 7 d dKIEFES K&
AAE T A3 H~9 H:y FiiREuiHA 7 d ki fERAEAE T H 8 H~14 H.o ATLLE AT N il SO ELM W) T 4%
B AR VL, FULEAAR 3 d. 7 dv 15 d dtE4mEE, B A RS R R 2R, KL N R
530K AR R A
2.4. BIWIIKAR
2.4.1. EEEMKRHKER

5 FEBIPKFAE R, EL Sk S AR AT A A A B, T T B WA U A PR /K TR 3 A 5 PR K
AAEI ], 348 S GRk R (e A2) B[R] B, R R R K s Ul RISl & .

il 2 s, 2016 IR REH1 K ZRIVE R oK ko iR, it INAE 6 3 16 H o KA T T A
YOIk IRk e Rk o3 ) tHIRAE 6 F 28 HAN 29 H, T BE/K LS () Ae i, SR /K BT Lot Ryt LR IRAE 7 H 4
H, utig/KAz 43.29 m (FIR7EE 9250 m¥fs), 2 /K AL 4.09 m. [FIMICIT . WIVLI &R AR5 — KIgkatkid
2, AEE “PUK” 7 A 5 H 20 I H IR KA AR 27,000 m®fs, TRk 3k AT TR 3k 5 Kk 0 AT 403
Table 2. The occurrence time of maximum flood peak and flood volume in the tributaries in the northeast of Hubei Province
2. HRIEITRITHILFE R ARIE, HELERE

JF R HoK 157K 3] %K D) HK #HK B TR

e T A
EME KT ExEE M B g miEE o mk W
i 7-2 7-2 7-2 7-2 7-2 7-2 7-2 629  7-9
A 3d 7-20 7-1 7-1 7-2 7-2 7-2 7-3 6-29  7-8
TrigRI(H-H)
mATd 7-2 7-1 7-2 7-2 7-2 7-2 7-1 6-29  7-6
K 15d 7-2 6-25 7-1 7-1 6-27 7-1 6-25 629 75
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HBE 7 A5 HR6 H. yrilfismiE/KE7 A5 H 9 B H B KN ER R 22,300 mYs, ZKERE G, wAH
JEifi N 10,700 mfs (7 F 5 H 8 i), % 11,600 m¥s, iR 52%.

2016 A T KPRV ATy CRk st e K 7 o oK AR K AEAE 7 H 3 H~9 H, FKSIiTa K3 d #17 d it
S, RSSO KEE ., mal WK, Jil. WL RAE — SR K EE.
2.4.2. BRFEMAK Rtk B

A1 T B T8 9T 6 AN s s K FEGE T (B 3 i), T DATE HRERYT . RFIT A Ve kUG HH B )
B, RIES AN, BULEOK 16d BRI 4 A N . BRI 2 SR AN BT A Ktk 2 ) L ERAE 6
4 HA6 H 20 H, i BYTiEwSTK s, 6 H 20 H 5 I 48 4r LI /K47 33.89 m, %, 5.39 m, ki 9.35
m, HEFI S A7, KT 1998 £E 6 H 26 H (1 34.27 m; IR 7400 m¥s, HEPG 45 PUAL (VKT 1998 4E 8600
m%/s. 1955 £ 7920 m*/s. 1999 4F 7600 m%s), HEIMILI N 15 i, % 7 A FEM SN, &K MLE S A
Wk 2EAE 7T H 5 He AR/ 2016 4E 7 F 4 H 3 B LR KB E 7000 m¥s, JLEIUHL) 25 45, Bk
23], 2016 FEIME K SRR 25T 7 AR 6 A &R AB KK, (EFEREH I F A & A 0 L
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Figure 1. The flood hygrograph of Hankou station and the tributaries in the northeast of Hubei Province
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Figure 2. The flood hydrograph of four rivers in Dongting Region
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Figure 3. The flood hydrograph of five rivers in Poyang Region
[ 3. HPPEARAE S, ok 3 12
24.3. ME#. EPEHMSTFRER
SRR BE I DY 7K A et 2 B RHM R IR BE K, DUE B sl BORMUERKITIRK, B Bl 2L p1n5 4 81 h,
&4 3d. WRAEERG it BRI R, B E LLDY K R A UK B S 2~3 d T AN 2188
1. ARIFUAE ARG S R, TR S KT RA AR E.
K 1 BORMA BB BRI LK, DLl BORMUR IR K . B0 sk kAL 46 2 ES PR H 1 &b 34 h, 47
A 15 do WX A G 1 d 80 2 d U ST S Dbtk RE, T LA H RS RH A E 32
WL B KT oK BIEIL %, SO BIRER B 9100 m¥/s, & Pi4E i KB B H T (KRN h s . R
FEHACTREGE T S5 R b, BB S KL R A AE K .

3. 2016 FEXARMKEB I
3.1. HKEEFZE

2016 £ 7 KN, DL=O9R 0 R SUK BERE AR T ERIIBIRAE T o AR CLKE o B SRR,
AR A BB P B M KA P 2 it e T F M KGR B, 3 Dot B A IR B 2% AR F v 7o R R P A
FLRBORL A, 1P 3 hy 6 hEli 1 d. IEJRN R A BSZUKERT IR, 2016 4 1 H~7 31 H. K
Pa PSR ST AL Rl — KRB, IR SR R i R s R AL R . BOKIRS T A R
R AR KIS BUHR AR S A th S b 2 S A IR B 2k . ST Uik

RO BRI A /K R R . UHEAR M T AR S 3819 2 K/ R 3R B 2016 AR SRl AR 0, AL J I
FIERKPESL 36 pE, FLA VT BV 21 L TEVL 3 . TWEEWIK AR 4 R, BFHWIK R 3 AL DL 5 M. AL
JER ROKAIL R LR B B vbrii . SEAESE. wl, BH L JUIL, KA R SR BV TR A K URTL R
F . FEBILRIALES . SILRREE . LA DULH R A FEEK RGP Sk, ARG
BOPHIEIK R BELANM . PRI 2500 AB /KL EE i 5% B KT

3.2. KiIIH TR IKEB S

AR IS R RTL T SO BRI R, HERKIT TR PO Rl = MR TR 54K 2016 4B AL
KR, GEit =sh A RN B EARIEE, RS SRR L B K =K A R R S B 5~10
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FZ I BRI BT SORBOKAR K-S, ARAE G IR R G RO, ek &k 488 R KT
et SR KRR 2 i1 K S PRI 7K 2R Bt K I8 -

3.2.1. KiIIHHFEFZFRHEKSH

PRI 30 JF 45 5, 2016 4F 7 ek utg K AELE 2016 4E 7 H 8 H, I s szl ytid 61,300 m¥s, %f&
KT RA K P BRI TR PRV L e R I3 B9 56,900 m/s, AHZE 4400 m¥/s. Szl vt /K 48 id JR it /K 1 ek 3 d
BRI 11512 m®, K 7d R 25.2 12 m*, ok 15d. 30 d HEE S B> 57.1 12 m® F1 137.0 12 m®,

w4 Frow, AR S RIS sl kKGOS AR AR AR AL SCimaE wlmb KO AR v DL AR 21, R BL ERRZRL
IKEEB KIS, BR 15 d vt IEIE A, R EK. BRI, 29K, B, KRR 7 d K Rk 5K
FIDL R A, KIT AR AR AL X KBS DG NS . S KB JE TR S, ERTE A O E B
IKAE R TS 6] Sy 26~28 K, SEAEIE AR LLh 2 5l B0 9 RN 3 KB ARUE /KA AE L o I8 SR J5 SEAETE . LTSk
KA T B, Ty 28 K, FEAE sl K A A s 2.54 me

3.2.2. MEMIKRERHK SR

PRI 3k KO Jif 32 22 B8 AR 7K TR T (2, I iR T S BTt i KR RO, 3 5 f oKt U
FEN 17,300 m/s, Shig LA Rk IE /N 8280 mPfs, iR JEVEIE L 2, EIRRTEROK 3 d PR % 135
2. mP. HRIRKPEXT 2016 4F 7 Hut/KIE & HE.

PO C R AUKR TR %, Hoh FLomiR /K sk 22 2K, TR RS F7 50, SRk K AR RS K,
ISR S BRIR S S KA AR, IR U ORI B 17,700 m¥/s, SN LA R g /) 5300 m¥s,
SRR RIT 30%, I JRATEROK 3 d SERARZ 9.0 12 mP.

T8 KT T3 PRI A SR 2 R VTR T P A K, IR R AT S A T K AR N, R TR B R vk
TN 8190 mfs, Sk B kg /N 230 m¥s, S K SR R K AR 7 d BEEA Y TiE TRk
PERI#2E, IR 58 R Eh IR B 7750 mP/s,  AH S 9 SEME B I SR BT /N 2910 mP/s.

TR PETL FERKAE ) S KGR SR Ja R AR LK I FE an ] 5 B, 381 ey LA B K itig, 3d. 7d. 15
d KRR AT A .

3.2.3. BBEMIK RIERHK ST
BT AN SO LI BB AT 73 2K BT R A ), IR RS AT LA, 7 K e T
FBC L, TSN R ROK A 1990 m¥ls. WG IRAT . RIS BV RITRE, BOK H T H9ifc /M
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Figure 4. The natural flood hydrograph of the tributaries in the northeast of Hubei Province
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Figure 5. The flood hydrograph of four rivers in Dongting Region
& 5. SREMKHKIEIE

91100 m¥s, diLbA 8.9%, SEllUt KBS UK K 7d JEEECN 6.0 12 m®, (LR 10.4%, HIEET BT
BEOK X & R RHE T AR

P 2 SR K SO IE B B B K P, I JE RS I R R 594 m¥s. LEEGRIRAT. EINER
PR R, K H TR AME N 520 mPs, i HON 7.7%,  SElBOKBGE R UK R 7d B/ 0.2
fem®, (A 0.9%, FHIL AT WLHRTT B ZK e 424 T R A T RURAE A

1B KL K SO I8 R 3 T2 BRI MK B, 38 JE AT J O e KA AR Ay 3990 m¥s, Jie ok H P35 I &yt /M
2360 m*fs, 1 LLA 47.9%, S KEGE FUOK I EOR 7 d BN 4.4 42 m®, (5 EEA 30.9%,  HIEET LRI K
PERT 2B PR R AE 1R AR

FEBE P K A B R K R R 5, 2016 ETTUYIEREH I L AR A A W 8, UB/KK &9 A
B

4, &5ig

ARSI Gt 7k, MR . P B M B T HRAE, 70T 1 2016 SF VLT SOt oK i) E &
fHoe [R5 BB GUK EEREE T, A EUAL TR IR AT e KB B 0.

MG 2016 AP KEE 4T, 2016 FITIY 5~6 HAR- KLl SOt A O P ANE R, KRR AR K
i, SZOmBERRLM, AWK RTUK. Pl K, RIDHHF TR, JET. SR S0, BRI
IK BB P AT R K BV BRI 45 S R AR OGRS ECKYT i Rl T X TR R K PRI SE I, il
BORE Filpto™ BEE, BANELE UL, FEMUTLMBEK . KILTFRSMARIESR . KL £ 25
WEE L JKBRL. SHK R 55) R A3

&R I RIRBAKE B BT 8RR, 25 R GUK B KA, VT ok AR bt X KB B 1S DR
B, DA KK R R AT B o X LA 45 SR S 7T Sl 27 P B IR 45 R0 TR TR
SRR B AR ARAE -

VAR O 28 SN VL 3l 20 P /K BRI & T BE LAl b, I N A 7 ot e A R K P 380 SE B ATt
KREDKPERIGE— L, BE— 20 FRARA T R it KU -

E&WMAE
[ 5 T AU I B35 H (2016 YFC0402202); 7K FIRB 28 25 AT VB HIF & 1122 3% 151 H (201501002) «
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