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Application of route analysis method in the water pollution control planning in Lake Dian-
chi Catchment
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Abstract: In water pollution control planning based on total waste load, it is usually necessary to check the total maximum allowa-
ble load and choose proper countermeasures to finish the load cut task under specified water quality objectives. With the route anal-
ysis method, the continuous control variables in the direct algorithm are discretized, so not only the optimization problem is simpli-
fied, but also the result is more practicable and pertinent. Take the Lake Dianchi Catchment as an example, the 6 water pollution
control measures were discretized by parameters and the most suitable pollution control schemes were selected under different water
quality scenarios with route analysis method. Afterwards, based on the historical and present treatment situation in the study area,
the medium-scenario and corresponding countermeasures were suggested for the 12" Five-Year Water Pollution Control Planning in

the Dianchi Cactchment.
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TR = B A BUE (A SO D RIS AR AL, R T D R A AR S RN 2P Rk
IR X T I R AR SRR S I I, AR T 2008 ARJK K] 340.7 x 10° A, HirfR
Al AT 264.0 x 10° A, 40P AT 76.7 x 10° AL JEL 3R 28 55 & ARk, £ 4 52 7 AN T 14 5. 2008 45 St
PR P A S AE A E) 1280 x 10° T, 2 (5 BT (0 80% L 85—, = =\ g5 9 2.6:43.7:53.7, A1y
GDP 3 3.76 x 10" JG, AH 24 F3k [ v 45 & ik H X #9 7K -

TR 2 5 DR AR, TR A N IR K. b R I B 2920km” , BLEESS 12,9 x 10°m® 7K 1T i AR
309. Skm’. B EZ N, FURT L BT JE 0k X AR B IS 7K B0 2 B2 2 KR, BRAESE 34K 4 — 5 ik T A
T IRIRR ), R4, P T TR b 3 3ol /K TR et A /0N, [ s — 358 4335 7K 28 ey 50 1A 14 G el 2% A, TR 0
IR AN TRV K K I ] 249 2 2 — 5a™! . — B B0, JEC b 80 SN K R S 52 4

2004 4E LI, b B IR ZARAES V ZOR BT, EEIS YN 7R A (TN) Bk (TP) & & (NH,-N) ¥ &
B AT . 2006 4FJ5 , ANEK RS V2, FEIGYLH F 8 TN TP, YUK R , Tt 5O R ANE K
AR R LA RS W E B FRAAREORE , WO AN 10 & & SRR EAE 6 AR IR AL AR K, RO HR 24t
FROE B B SR KT AN T v B 8 AT
1.2 FRFE

ST FH K A5 L 2 43 AL £ O R URE S 2l e
JrEE R R T T R Tab. 1 Degradation coefficients of the pollutants in Lake Dianchi
Yeps R b e R K AR B ST Ys kiR 1 | COD;,  NH;-N TN TP
e gy 5K B Z 1) B ARG A TFRYE e A (1/a) 9695.22 1988.86 3871.83 305.22
ELH AT B A, 1530 3 805 e 5 eIV E (mg/LL) 13.49  11.69 15.34  1.24
T RS VFHE B I R E 9k 5 2R 5 SR FH % HW R (1/a) 722.66 626.15  821.72  66.58
BRI, B R R 6975 e 4 1 v Rt fp g7 45 (1/a) 8972.56 1362.71 3050.11 238.64
1, AR AR T 2 15 G W 8L E B Y B A Wit 2 (1/a) 10.54 6.6l 11.27  10.88
AT R G OB R BIE g NG AT (1/a) 15464.71 1686.14 7440.06 430.22
B T AT P 8 5 44 2 D W FHIE (mg/L) 12270 030 2.4 0.13
LS Yudie ) Jy 22 B e (t/a) 2345.94 55.93 451.35  23.21

FH T TR Tt 5 7 0 A A TR 2 b R Raf g (t/a) 13118.77 1630.21 6988.71 407.01
HLA 5T, RIS PR 0 ROE 30 £7  t P AR () o es M 2P
B, Hahon' .

V%:QCO—qC—kVC (1)

2, C R R 75 e T W (mg/ L) 5 Q AWK (m?/s) 5 Co W ATS B B (mg/L) 5. Sy 17K
(/) sk 5 YRR RE(L/s) 5V RERR (m”) 50 FIHE] (s) .
TR EMET 5 R R AR AL, R -

V‘jl—f = QC, - qC - kVC =0 (2)
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Tab. 2 Hydrological design condition of Lake Dianchi for environment capacity calculation

KR AER Qs Qx O Or Ox u Dy
i P=80% 12358 0 983 4504 1630 5357 115
St P =80% 56812 0 39566 5830 10095 18472 -17151

# Qe WKL, Qe T Aok L, B il A HEA REHEIK L, Qe T 28 2 4k, Q4 28 T B/ AL, Qy gl AEk i,
Qu ki, Dy Nt

2.2 FR/IEHT R

BUK B HARLIE =073 IS 7 & I SRR DT 58 (R 3) . i J7 SR N REiig ik B V 280K, SMEE ik 2]
IV K AR5 58 R 0 K R AL B B 3545 LA i), JF 7 2008 4F S Al E s A7 et , i F S TN R TP ()
W EH 2008 AR R EZY 10% 5 HhJ7 SR IE /K i /e 2008 AF Aty 1 A7 W] I ke 3%, e w8 7 S AR 7 S 9 3T
HO7 S MR UL R SE L 2015 AR BEH AR, AR 52 2020 AR REIREAE V 280K AR BV 28K 1
FA5.

3 WK BT H AR 7 S (me/L) 4 MBRAF R —EMARK ARG K5 S 19
Tab. 3 Scenarios of water quality objectives TR ATFHEE (Va)
in Lake Dianchi(mg/L) Tab. 4 Total allowable discharge load excluding

- Niulanjiang-Dianchi Water Transfer Project input(t/a)
J#= K CODy, NH;-N TN TP

[X 48 3k COD.,, NH;-N TN TP
2008 4F  EE 13.5 11.7  15.3 1.20

HEW A EHE 27161 1693 5402 427

] 12.7 0.3 2.4 0.10
i hg 27161 2614 9225 589

TR Rl 12,0 2.0 2.0 0.20 X% 27161 3534 11973 751
SN 10.0 0.3 1.5 0.10 POLENE EFE 9584 400 565 58
WrE Bl 12.0 6.0 8.5  0.60 g 9584 1321 2596 180

52 9584 2242 4626 303
EHLANE  ETE 17577 1293 4837 369
fiksrse gl 12.0010.015.0 1.0 WigrZ 17577 1293 6630 409

SNEE 10,0 0.3 2.2 0.12 52 17577 1293 7347 449

HNEE 10.0 0.3 2.0 0.11

2.3 FRMERARFTHNE
XA TR 7K 5T AR 5 58, B s e R se R A W 25 5 (3R 4) . NI, sk B AR b ok
SR EAR LA Pl o T B, A P 195 e S 2 D A5G SR, X E A AR 5 3t 9 3l e R e/ HE
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Tab. 5 Comparison of the total allowable load with other research results

R AR (1/a) 7K i B 7 (mg/L)
X 3% B eI
COD., NH;-N TN TP COD. NH;-N TN TP
g iese,20020) 14606 - 360 27 10 1.5 1.5 0.10
Ak 19931 4300 - 568 57 10 - 2.0 0.20
AR A, 2004 11523 - 675 28 10 1.5 1.5 0.10
R A A5 AR B T 58,2009 19122 - 574 57 15 2.0 2.0 0.20
“ AR ,2010 7187 255 379 25 10 1.5 1.5 0.10
“ AR ,2010 10780 340 505 49 15 2.0 2.0 0.20
SN HlEsc,20028 27958 - 1095 97 6 1.0 1.0 0.05
SR 19931 6927 - 2194 183 4 - 0.6 0.05
A IR S AR, 2004 17710 - 4145 226 6 1.0 1.0 0.05
R A A A AR B T 58,2009 33195 - 4078 321 10 1.5 1.5 0.10
‘AT, 2010 12177 8354 4567 342 10 1.5 1.5 0.10
‘AT, 2010 14499 5825 3425 196 6 1.0 1.0 0.05
* A R K PR AR A8 A 45 R A 2004 AR JE B 5 4 e SCRI S A 3RS CODy, .
7 6 b RS Yy 101 HI s H bR (Va)
Tab. 6 Waste Load cut task in Lake Dianchi Catchment(t/a)
K X35k g COD, NH;-N ™ TP
2015 AEF =2 g 44319 4712 7113 618
PN 69435 6837 12414 1171
AT (v BE ) Hiig 19507 1522 1433 177
AN 38355 3470 3197 633
B EIR SR TELTB A 2ok WIS 33235 4864 9495 551
% 33235 3943 5672 389
(BES 33235 3023 2024 227
i B 16817 2790 5115 383
oy % 16817 1869 3085 261
k7% 16817 948 1054 138
St [2WIE S 16418 2074 4379 168
oy % 16418 2074 2587 128
e 16418 2074 1870 89
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Tab. 7 List of the primary treatment countermeasures in Lake Dianchi Catchment

T L S D A G A

BN S DK A 1 B A

A, BRI — AN K TR A KR
AL A7 B 209 2K
A2 AT R S T2k

B. 3 m AR 1 V5 K AR R
Bl e i 8] 80%

B2 AR #] 90%
B3 AR 5] 95%

C. T5KAbHR ) TR A 7 52
Cl KMk EEIR S —2 A brifi
C2 KM EEIR T K V bR
C3 MKk EEIR T K IV bR

D. J57KABR R /K B b R A B TR
Dl ARSI HE s B
D2 JBIK 10% SMiFsk e
D3 JE7K 30% HMFER e
D4 JBIK 50% HMFER e
D5 FE/k 80% AhHERPEHE
D6 K 100% s HESE 3

E. gl G
E1  ZEFE0R
E2  THEHIE 20%

E3  THIFHIE 30%
E4  THREIE 50%
E5  THIEHIE 80%

- RE AR —EANK TR AR B

AL AT Bk 30 T 2K
A2 AWK B IR EI A 1T 2820k

- AR AR A RS KRR

Bl e w3 80%
B2 R i F] 90%

o THKAR )R AR PR T 5

Cl KR BER B4 A brife
C2 /KRR B HRK V 2ebrif
C3 KRR B M RAK IV 2 b

- TG KARBRT R K ELHEERC M R SR A kR TR

D1 R/KARSME b

D2 K 10% HMlEak pei
D3 JE7K 20% AMEER e
D4 7K 30% Sk e
D5 JE7K 50% HMFER e
D6 FEsk 80% ShHEEE e

Lo Al VA 2

E1  4ERplR

B2 THIERE I 10%
E3 TR 20%
E4 TR 30%

B ITS Ly hsEH

| B o SRS PS4 )

3.2 BERMIE ST

BEARA T F2 EEREAE LA R JLAN IS0 - ¥ 50, D08 A4 B AR A0 20T RE 65 6 A2 1 0ok 1 4 14 2R 5 L, A A 2
TR SRR 25 A, QUi i, Q0 SR A B A IS R AU K B ) R T 575 — A AR 45 T 18T ) 1 ek e 24
FRT A — AR W AR A0 SIS B THERR ™ s R L 45 4 AR 0 AT A T B 20 e A 72
1o 77 S HCEIEAT 30 AN ARZL A RS T AL HI K H b, b e SHEIE S 808 7 4. B BRI BUR KR E S
MoKV IBRHERN IV FBRAER) 225 AR, TN R R T5 K AR BT HY KR B — 2 A AR YA, % IR R HOR
LU IATIE AR LS AL + B3 + CL + D6 + E3 Jyfeflide. SMEIA 56 SRR 5 REAS I 2L i 07 R 1Y



TS s A2 5T A PR TT e B i MR P 44 ) 525

g E AR, oA il BICAR S B 7 4. R R Im kAR B K — 2% A FREGERAR, R IE AR 41 A1 + B2 + CI +
D6 +E3 + F1 Wi fEps4z.

T R R ALA 410 AERARAL A REISE R B B AR A BAEAE SRR T A R IR TG KAL) K
WP —90 A PRI EEAR AR BR ARG AL + B2 + C1 + D2 + E1 g fEik4s. SMEIA 01 A FEARLL A fe g i 2
AR e B b, Herh i B S T A R RIS KA TR K — 2% A BRI TR AR AL AL +
B2 + Cl1 + D6 +E2 + F1 hf{h sz,

07 BT 415 A ERAR LA BB W L I AR, i BHEAE iR 3 4. R B T5 /KAL) K
W — 20 A PRI AR IEF IR AR G AL + B2 + C1 + D1 + E1 N flgiR. AMEILE 115 4 AR 20 5 Re I8
R T SRR B AR, Fe il RATAES N 3 A H IR KA TR — S A SRIGERAS RS AL A
Al +B2 +C1 + D5 + E1 + F1 AR R4 AR & L AR =F 7 R B AR TTEAR 25 3R, =y 0 8 i 72
FAe WL 1 A 2.

AL fEmE R B. 1EEimkik C. mkabH— D, {5/KAFR E A
ok e, AT ey kg K
TEAKE R WO T A
Bl R4 ; DR AR
GERRE || |DUekion]
ﬁggif X Sk ()
V et 7
D32 Kk30%| |
I RTRIE M|
ikslAk |\ ;
VbRt |\ pagesksoosl ;

L [shHs e |

o

P 1 RN KT AR DT S8 A5 Y e A A LE A

Fig. 1 The best cut routes under different water quality scenarios in Caohai Catchment
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Fig.2 The best cut routes under different water quality scenarios in Waihai Catchment
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