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Abstract

According to 2012 Lancang River source region water quality monitoring results, the water quali-
ty in the Lancang River source region is evaluated by using exponent evaluation, water quality
identification index method, gray correlation analysis method. Combining with the evaluation re-
sults, these methods of water quality evaluation are analyzed and compared. The results showed
that the comprehensive pollution index method and water quality identification index method can
balance the contribution of pollution factor to the water environment quality, the overall situation
is more real reaction to the water bodies; gray correlation analysis method can be used as an im-
portant adjunct water environment quality assessment analysis.
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Table 1. The evaluation results of representative water quality assessment methods
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