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Abstract ; Using probability density distribution curve method and aquatic biological criteria, we calculated the water quality target
of total nitrogen (TN), total phosphorus(TP), COD,,, and ammonia nitrogen (NH;-N) in Erhai Basin based on its history and
current ecological data. The water quality targets of TN, TP, COD,;, and ammonia nitrogen are 0.36, 0.026, 4 and 0.28 mg/L,
respectively. According to the water quality target, we got the total maximum daily loads (TMDL) of Lake Erhai. The TMDL were
calculated by the linear programming method and the pollutant response coefficient matrix is obtained by MIKE 21 which is the two-
dimensional water quality model. MOS ( margin of safety) is determined by a first-order error analysis method. After a series of cal-
culations, we got the TMDL plan of Erhai Basin. The results showed that the TMDL of TN, TP, COD;,, and NH;-N in Erhai Basin
were 2005. 989, 149.671, 19258.844 and 1348.119 kg/d, the proportion of MOS were 6.152% ,5.570% , 4.380% and
5.021% , respectively. The results also showed that agricultural non-point source pollution was the main pollution in the basin and
its percent of maximum allowable emissions accounted about 90% .
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THEJy 2 A 50 R s SR KA R N B A 0 TEEE Tl P K 9 SR BRI 1970s B T
IR RAE, AW PHIRE  K RO (R AR R B N HZ S i AN W T e, I i B A 25 2R A K
BAE 2% EE SRR R B G R, 25 1 5 v 0 U R IR T I K AR SRR B9 B K H AT (total
maximum daily loads, TMDL) S5 il 7180, 247 TMDL B i4a il 1R vy AR S Hb ik G LA v J3E 45 iy T B i 4

« GRS Qe 50 FRME T AL (20132X07105-005) ¥, 2015 —05 — 18 Wk ; 2015 —06 —29 YEdlchi. £
SLAN (1988 ~) , %, 1+ ; E-mail : WangXianLi227@ aliyun.com.
v« BIFVEF ; E-mail ; JiangGuoqiang@ scies. org.



272 J. Lake Sci. (#ia#H3) ,2016,28(2)

575 Y PR A AR B HE GBS A B, | L IE A BN K FRBE 5 Y 07 A7 O VE A, AN T JE BT Vg i 4k R 4 Bl
FOPRAF 36 SE B A 4T S i HLA E 2 RS L

IEAEA , TMDL 45 B S A A B oA AT 567 A 5. BRI 36 7R 1972 ARA0UA (3 i /K 0k ) B4R HH .
TMDL 48 7E 1 K FAR eI 250 T, KRB 25 NP5 Yo 135 K H fufer 282 TMDL 3119 Bz —
by AR N LT O R A i L VS K S 3P W D e 1 | 3= W [ e 0 e T [ i ol 0P A
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Brian ! B TMDL 1RG5 /N SR B HE R R ek, I Fm 2000 2 ot R A b A4 0 K 67 far {1 ; Havens 251 R Bl i
ARARIKAE %t 3¢ 28 HLIA M Okeechobee 1A B il 22 T TMDL 11X ; Kang 457 6 SWAT #8755 TMDL
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1 HiBKESHES T

1.1 Eig RS

TR AR (25°36" ~ 26°36'N,99°50" ~ 100°26E) fi T 25 B A KL F IR EE P, b 4 70T ST VLA
TRVRYL = KK R 437K I8 bt | 3 B 2565 km®. W IE # 7K A0k 1974 m (B G B ) |, /K M A Rk
10. 6, 37K 10. 5 m, HFIIKIE 20. 9 m, #IAZEF 2. 88x10° m’. JHIEK REHE I, AL A IR BT B L
BOK BT PEE A 1L+ /R R I BT R B (B 1) . 24 ABIKE Y 8.25x10° m*, £
AESEE WK BN 8. 63x 10 m
1.2 KREAFEERESXER

THE E AT IR IR R 147 Bl 5B AR R L 1960s VH I VR IR 0 1) 32 BEAG SRl A B A 4 R
% ( Pediastrum simplex ) . 3R 25 &2 ¥ ( Coelastrum cambricum ) . & e fii B ¥ ( Ceratium handellii ) | B 22 ¥
( Psehomema aenigmaticum) ) = ¥ 22 3 ( Lyngbya limnetica) ./NFR ¥ ( Cyclotella sp.) M K HE 3R 22 3 ( Apha-
nizomenon flos-aquae) ,1980s 1 1990s F=BLAEFAF Ky /INFR3E FOK AR 22 38 7 2000 4F J5 2 BEAR 3 Ry /N R
W KB 2235 MBI B (Anabaena spiroides) M K A FE W ( Microcystis flos-aquae) UST e s iy 25 4k
T OLRT |, TEHE TR U VR AL W 1) B 2 R K AR TR 4 ) I 728 | 33X S PR i AP B %o WA v gk
BEITCHE A BURAYFFE , DLW B AT KA b G H W B R Rk BT R

PR A 5 R 2 B RTVER I S A ™ i I K A AR TR L, Jile LA 3158 R 5 B2 i A AR DG R AT 43T, LA
WA 2 )5 7K 5T DR P R AR SRR . R I TS S PR B AR S OC R M A T AR A ik
(RDA) "', RDA J3 B i i BRI AR 1k b5 54 2 o 22 [0 (19 AF 56 56 28 % SRR A% 1k T 5 S 19 728 S R A T i e 5
S3HT. LATAR B B AR SRR ARt PR AR e DT 7 P TR I AR | D G2 A AR B A DG OC R S (B
RN o 5 DRI B (B AR AR TR T Pl T M R A e R R A e ) 2k 1 DG R | i PRI A A S A R
AR SR T 5 0 L. ZERMEHEY B MR Sk 22 R e A SRR R Z I AR DG R SN I FR
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2.1 TN TP iR EEHIIR ARSI E
K FH 22 E SR BSR4 R (USEPA ) #7571 Al e 2% e
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Tab.1 Water quality targets of TN and TP Jot R G (A s R B (1987 — 1999 4F ) 557K J5i 48 22 1 s
concentrations in Erhai Basin 1B B (2000— 2012 Qg) VEAT b3 , 1 FH M 2R 28 B 4y
K H AR TN/(mg/L) TP/(mg/L) A MIEIEITA I R A /K AR 2 45 7 B 75% 430 5
D B T 036 v BOEAKITBURA I 250 Sy AT AR, Pk
7 s A 2R TS 25% 40l 0.35 0. 021 S SAEAE M i e b V(L. VHTEE TN TP 3R & 40 R 43
BEhIbRiE CEHIH) 0.36 0. 026 G Hr LR 3 R 3% 1. @it HlE TN Fil TP
e BE B RIARAENE 4331 0. 36 F1 0. 026 mg/L.
3.0 4.0
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Fig.3 Cumulative frequency distribution of TN and TP concentrations
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T, 1 B R R B IR S [ , LR OE I35 2 RNR 3, Bdi ol IR T SCik T 19-21 ] B 95 = Uk B
Seife s

il FH USEPA 7 (1) 5 [ 4 P U BE HE T (SSR) J7 k1 45 2 35 i 5 VR BB ( CMC ) 0 35 o 32 S 3k
(cce). BARTAER .
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Tab.2 Ranked GMAVs of aquatic life of Erhai Basin for ammonia nitrogen concentration

HF Ukl SMAV/ (mg/L) GMAV/(mg/L) P
13 5 fi ( Monopterus albus) 3478. 00 809. 60 0.93
12 PEIL4 81 ( Chironomus tentans) 84. 05 84.05 0. 86
11 TE B ( Tubifex tubifex) 33.30 33.30 0.79
10 FEMIK 22 85| ( Limmnodrilus hoffmeisteri ) 26.17 26.17 0.71
9 [ 35177 ( Chydorus sphaericus) 25.01 25.01 0. 64
8 #41 ( Cyprinus carpio) 24.74 24.74 0.57
7 K I3 ( Daphnia magna) 24.25 24.25 0.50
6 B B33 ( Ceriodaphnia dubia) 20. 64 22.13 0.43
5 HAERBUE ( Simocephalus vetulus straus ) 21.98 21.98 0.36
4 W i ( Mylopharyngodon piceus ) 21.79 21.79 0.29
3 AT ( Ctenopharyngodon idllus) 15.75 15.75 0.21
2 #igft1 ( Hypophthalmichthys molitrix) 9.15 9.15 0.14
1 TR ( Corbicula fluminea) 6.02 6. 02 0.07

* SMAV IR 2L, CMAV )8 T3 2 EAH.
R 3 G RHPER TR K AR AP ecMey”

Tab.3 Ranked GMCVs of aquatic life of Erhai Basin for ammonia nitrogen concentration

iy BFh SMCV/(mg/L) GMCV/(mg/L) P
3 R e 12.82 12.82 0.75
2 KANE 12.38 12.38 0. 50
1 kel 6.815 6.815 0.25

* SMCV Y FEREVEME , cMCV J @ 18 (.
) IR HRA LM FAV. W PRSP R AR DT 59 Fi ) 35 88 5 50T B 50 5% ALY 4 NP Y

ST WOk @ R B A AR S BEE . TR AU .
§ = S(InGMAV) >~ ( 3 InGMAV) * /4

2 (D

IP-(x/P) /4
L:Z(lnGMAI;)—S- /P 2)
A=5/0.05 +L (3)
FAV = &' (4)

KA1, S LA RHE RS A Rk & X

3) I eMC, Al . CMC=FAV/2.

) IHE CCC. ERHE MK AR RSB HEEIREA (F3) B CCC R FIFR ) S fe Kk
BE(CMCy) FIBEHE LR B (CCCy) AT Y. R AR . ccc= (cccy/emcey) - emc, 5, eMc, Fi
CCCy 235109 2. 80 F1 0. 25 mg/L.

Wit EART R S 2 R IS PR K R A (pH (E=8. 0. T=25C ) F,CMC 1 CCC 43310 2.32
F10.28 mg/L. HF X TG KA A% 2% 58 3E I CCC {E (BRI 0. 28 mg/L) SAVEME NH,-N iR B il rifE.
2.3 COD,,, = #HltrERHIZE

T CODy, FEHIBR IR AR A A W Bt 5 A A5 MR 55 D BE BER AR 25 A i ik ilb A7 . o IR /K Sl A
O R EL A SR 0 A0 S K A s Y i AT B, A R ORI 2 b AR R R R
(Eriocheir sinensis) ,COD,, WA EEN 16. 8 mg/L™> . FFL R B H T EZ T, KR I HAbK &
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AW UG A ). (ELU AR s T3 AR TR T B V 2Rl 3 TS, PR /K A 25 0 55 D) BE 2R kA7
HIAE . H AT KA SR 55 T RE SRR BE 0 i N IR b A ™ A=iE IO, ot MRAEK ™ sh 3467 B 3, Hoh
Bk AL YAR B B, 456 ORI B K Gl K IR TURARHE) (GB 3838—2002) I ZK/K B Zh REFIFR
A2 Ll E COD,, B HIERTE R 4 mg/L.

3 Eig TMDL itk #E

3.1 KRERENITE

SRR 0 X R A /K PR 25 e T 5. BB BN - e T MIKE 21 BT 45 A )
T 0 B R 5 T T K O o) A 22 ) 9 8l 2 ) 7 5 A% PR ik 2 /K B A ) 2% TR 15 S 0 ) de R AR i
HERCE: S FUAR R, 205075 D0y 25 K 042 ) st 3493 AL K B0 FL AR, R B 1k T30 205 53 R R 2 ) B ST 11 A A
W35 Gyt Ry 0, BEE 2 AW 110475 Gk BEAS REAR T T A A MR 15 Sk BE 9 N A7, BR k00

H¥ R REL maxZ = iA/ - G (5)

zxif.CfsCOi (i =1,2,---,n)
I

HRFEI0o<C < C, (G=1,2,-,m) (6)

J uy

CjB)\iC/

b i KR ST 557 I AIHES DUF 554, & AT 5 C, 8 AW 17175 Je ik 0

X, MRS ZR B 5 €, SRy B 5 Y v BE s bR v 5 €, SR AR 15 Ye e FE LB A Sy AT V5 e

W BE AR T BTA AN 075 G B2 R (9 R85, X (B AR A 45 AT SR A2 o7 S AR B 1 L 810
311 AR (1) RIS EGEI B2 K

1978.08
— e —— A 430 s, B (R EFE R 2000 £ 1 A 1 H—12
£ A 31 HEWIR 14 27 RE0R 0,031, A5
%19”9“w TR SR K K BT V0B G 45 1
I TN TP, COD,,, 1 NH,-N £ 28 38 2 5050 1
1969‘793‘ § § gl 5| 5| 5| m 4 0. 504 .0.300.0. 012 F1 0. 104 d™"; 15 35 % i1
3 8 3 = g = 3= PHUCREBEE N 0. 01, AR, (2) BLAY
S 2 8 g8 g8 g8 oS¢ GREEWNANEITKGZEEBEIEA RS
Q Q Q ) Q Q Q Q P, ,Ejl]n/\ g S EAT 3
Pl 4 K I E e E B W F 2, H T X KA T

YHIGAIE. 6 UE £5H SR FH I M I i A 2R 4 1L

YR HRVE IR 2000 4 7K A B oK 5 W 8 |, B/ 4

SRS R 3Z H KA A 5 AH R S5 H KA (H 22
V) ) b, 25 R s T W) AR R, T 14 K Bl AR Y AT LA S WV VA K A7 14 2875 MR AR A S R A X iR
2274 0. 028% . B ANE G R ARSI T/KALN 1972. 41 m, /K AR 1974, 67 m.

Bl 5 il 45 0K BT IESS SR, 2B iE B AE A A . BUES A R | I 2000 4F42 ) TN TP
COD,, Fl NH,-N ¥ FEAESE-29{E 3514 0. 32.,0. 027.,2. 46 F1 0. 08 mg/L, 5 WrE AR o fe A 15 22 43 51
11.9% 9. 7% 4. 1% F1 18. 72% , TEIR 2252 3R 38 Bl ( <20% ) 7.
3.L2 AFEAEME i FTE B SRFITHE 4 A#IHETS B TP TN .COD,,, 5 NH,-N 9 50.057 171 faj HE
TR S A 2212 W R R B AR e R, AN FRA Ll ad A3 (5) (6) THEAT HE R
W FEI5 Yl TN TP, COD,,, 1 NH,-N Y TMDL 43 5]} 2005. 989 . 149. 671 ,19258. 844 F1 1348. 119
ke/d, FoH v i SR FRTRBE AL UL 0 25 5 1 S0 M vk B 1. BT SR L3R 5, &l o B LA 1.
3.2 REBRWMTE

PRI S BRI DU S K TR AR 15 G U Ak B T /K IO R PR A 4L 45 T AR A2 AR 22 R 28 1, 4 ORAIE TMIDL 3

Fig.4 Simulated water level for verification of model
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Fig.5 Simulated water quality for verification of model

S5 92 8, 3 A% 2 454 (margin of safety, MOS) %2 4 BURIB RO I BOR R HOR 5 5 R4
AREE. TR S BN & M3 T 75 12— B iR 2253 Tab.4 Normalized sensitive coefficients and variation
Br(FOEA) 1. AW 565 % FH ™48 B B 12 - 47 MOS i coefficients of mathematic model parameters

S AE RSP TR M FOEA 5. FOEA BEAUM Taylor s sy prfefei® M 2R RK
— B RIF IR AR

i E, TN 0.074 15%
C=GX,)+ Y (X -X)(36/6X)X, (7) TP 0.023
i=1 CODMn 0.012
A, C M S B S e, ¢ A BIRIT A A5 R X, NH,-N 0.018
BRI SHR A, X, VBRI RS, p N B K TN 0. 023 15%
AL X, K EIFR ] (. o 005
. S NSRS Mn .
A5 J ¥ A USRS 400 - 44901 EL 25502 o A 3 NH,-N 0. 034
S AT (T) TS ) TN 0.289 10%
) TP 0.276
var(G) = Y, var(X,) + (AG/AX,)? (8) CODy,, 0.075
L NH;-N 0. 166
var(G)/G* = Y var(X,) - [ (AG/AX,)*/G’] (9) n ™ 0.023 10%
i=1 TP 0. 004
S 2, 2 CODy,, 0. 006
[SD(&)T* = 2 LCV(X) T - (8)7  (10) NH, N 0017
A, var(6) 2 G W2, CV(X,) RBERISE AR h TN 0.530 10%
SERB,S, TR U R, AX, KSR L 25 con o
- N 2 N L N N 4 Mn .
AR BO AR B, Al A A SR 3R NH,N 0. 470

HEFAA. ASBSE R I SCHR [ 27-28] TR (E, HLIk
BRI 2 4 o T A R B W S A B ik B SR 4 s — R A, AT B S 8k
A A AR A, Ak
AG/G  [G(X, +AX) - G(X, - AX) ]/G(X,)
CT2AX /X, 20X /X,

AR SHAS RIS 10% S4T30, B TS0 SD(6) B MOS &5 TMDL (¥ He 3.

HRAE MIKE 21 K B BUAR i, EBUK Y 8RB (E,) (B R E(K) IRA R (Q) (8T RE
(n) BOKBR(Ch) VERTHESE % B LR r ik i a8 45 R I3k 4 Fnge 5. Mt vl i o BUER Y S50
B b RO Q.
3.3 MRS ATR TMDLitHER

AT o [ B R 2= 5 B B A IR K AR 25 N B e 28 AR A 52 5 W7 IR AL B AR S TR 7R Y0 ) e s
2010 A TN PUIRBERCE R 442 t, TP INIRBERCE R 12. 4 +. Hop T R)Z 10 em VTEW TN HREBOERE

(11)
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%5 JHIFGR IR TMDL HHE45 5
Tab.5 TMDL calculation results of Erhai Basin
S TMDL/  MOS/ MOS/ WIA/ LA/ w R TMDL/  MOS/  MOS/  WIA/ LA/
(kg/d) TMDL/% (kg/d) (kg/d)  (ke/d) (kg/d) TMDL/% (kg/d) (kg/d) (kg/d)
WP TN 566.367 6.152 34.843  6.106 183.518 jEFIZ TN 0.634 6.152  0.039 0.007  0.205
TP 42.258  5.570  2.354  1.237  29.076 TP 0.047 5.570  0.003 0.001  0.032
CODy, 5437.500  4.380 238.163 402.429 4796.909 CODy,, 6.087 4.380 0.267 0.450  5.370
NH3-N  380.625 5.021 19.111 33.115 328.399 NH;-N 0.426  5.021 0.021 0.037  0.368
EEEZE TN 0.328  6.152  0.020 0.004  0.106 'i% TN 0.485 6.152  0.030 0.005  0.157
TP 0.024 5.570 0.001 0.001  0.017 TP 0.036 5.570  0.002 0.001  0.025
CODy,, 3.152 4.380  0.138  0.233  2.781 CODyy, 4.658  4.380  0.204  0.345  4.109
NH,-N 0.221 5.021 0.011 0.019  0.191 NH,-N 0.326  5.021 0.016 0.028  0.281
REE TN 0.33  6.152  0.021 0.004  0.108 RS8R TN 2.566  6.152  0.158 0.028  0.831
TP 0.025 5.570 0.001 0.001  0.017 TP 0.191 5.570 0.011 0.006  0.131
CODy, 3.210  4.380  0.141  0.238  2.832 CODy,  24.640 4.380 1.079 1.824 21.737
NH;-N 0.225 5.021 0.011 0.020 0.194 NH;-N 1.725  5.021  0.087 0.150  1.488
BAlE - TN 0.551 6.152  0.034 0.006 0.179 K% TN 79.178  6.152  4.871  0.854  25.656
TP 0.041 5.570 0.002 0.001  0.028 TP 5.908 5.570 0.329 1.814 54.521
COD,,, 5.291  4.380  0.232  0.392  4.668 CODy,  760.164  4.380 33.295 56.260 670.609
NH,-N 0.370 5.021 0.019 0.032  0.319 NH;-N  53.211  5.021 2.672 4.629 45.910
HA%E TN 2,688 6.152  0.165 0.029  0.871 % TN 3.823  6.152  0.235 0.041  1.239
TP 0.201 5.570 0.011 0.006  0.138 TP 0.285 5.570  0.016  0.008  0.196
CODy,  25.808 4.380 1.130 1.910 22.768 CODy,  36.701 4.380 1.608 2.716 32.377
NH,-N 1.807 5.021 0.091 0.157  1.559 NH,-N 2,569 5.021 0.129 0.224  2.217
RIRE TN 8.453  6.152  0.520 0.091  2.739 BEH#E TN 1.476  6.152  0.091 0.016  0.478
TP 0.631 5.570 0.035 0.018  0.434 TP 0.110 5.570 0.006 0.003  0.076
CODy,  81.157 4.380 3.555 6.006 71.59 CODy,  14.167  4.380 0.621  1.048  12.498
NH3-N 5.681  5.021 0.285  0.494  4.902 NH;-N 0.992  5.021 0.050 0.086  0.856
WEE TN 1.342  6.152  0.083 0.014  0.435 fiZ TN 2.553  6.152  0.157 0.028  0.827
TP 0.100 5.570  0.006  0.003  0.069 TP 0.190 5.570  0.011 0.058  1.758
CODy,  12.888 4.380 0.564 0.954 11.370 CODy,  24.506 4.380 1.073 1.814 21.619
NH,-N 0.902 5021 0.045 0.078 0.778 NH,-N 1715 5021  0.08 0.149  1.480
EHE TN 23.388  6.152  1.439 0.252  7.578 JifEE TN 38.908  6.152  2.394 0.419 12.607
TP 1.745 5.570  0.097 0.051  1.201 TP 2,903 5.570 0.162  0.891  26.791
CODy, 224.546  4.380 9.835 16.619 198.092 CODy, 373.542  4.380 16.361 27.646 329.535
NH3-N  15.718 5.021 0.789 1.367 13.561 NH3-N 26,148  5.021 1.313 2.275  22.560
EHE TN 0.966 6.152  0.059 0.010  0.313 WYL TN 137.651  6.152  8.468  1.484  44.603
TP 0.072  5.570  0.004 0.002  0.050 TP 10.270  5.570  0.572  0.301  7.066
COD,,, 9.275  4.380 0.406 0.686  8.182 CODy, 1321.547  4.380 57.884 97.808 1165.856
NH,-N 0.649 5.021 0.033 0.056  0.560 NH;-N 92,508 5.021 4.645 8.048 79.815
fHEgE IN 6.314  6.152  0.388 0.068  2.046 WREH TN 1101.309  6.152 67.753 11.873 356.854
TP 0.471 5.570 0.026 0.014  0.324 TP 82.171 5.570  4.577 2.405 56.538
CODy,  60.623  4.380 2.655 4.487 53.481 CODy, 10573.310  4.380 463.111 782.529 9327.670
NH3-N 4.244 5021 0.213  0.369  3.662 NH3-N  740.132  5.021 37.162 64.392 638.578
BARE TN 0.645 6.152  0.040 0.007  0.209 KZIT TN 26.027  6.152  1.601 0.281  8.433
TP 0.048 5.570  0.003 0.001  0.033 TP 1.942 5570  0.108 0.057  1.336
CODy, 6.193  4.380 0.271 0.458  5.463 CODy, 249.881  4.380 10.945 18.494 220.443
NH,-N 0.433  5.021 0.022 0.038  0.374 NH3-N 17492 5021 0.878 1.522  15.092
At TN  2005.989  6.152 123.408 21.626 649.995
TP 149.671 5.570  8.337 4.380 102.98l
COD,;, 19258. 844 4.380 843.537 1425. 34516989. 962

NH;-N 1348.119

5.021

67.689 117.287 1163. 143
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1E 2088. 93 ~3974. 06 mg/kg Z ], - YI{H N 2963 me/ke. THIFILIY) TP BEBOEREALE 105. 07 ~262. 67 mg/kg
ZIA] Sy 149. 76 me/kg. PIMIHRE 3 45k 32 T G 0 09 S o e /7 0 AR 2 7 0 2% PR IR 67 e i % MOS
5, 00 TN TP F1 COD,, Al NH,-N 95 K AU HEBCE 530518 671. 621,107, 361 ,18415. 307 F1 1280. 430 kg/d.

HRAEC 2 B R EOK TG P L2 A B A <+ 2 BRI B Ge it Bkl wl Wi H AR SR TS g,
TN TP .COD,,, 1 NH,-N 774351 5 S 57 fF 19 96. 78% (95. 92% 92. 26% Kz 90. 84% . FR4J 1 51 43 T A5 I
V5 g s VP HERCEE WEA TR s TS Gt faf SRV HE R LA, 25 R 3% 5.

4 FiLRRE

1) 7 FARE A4 B A it ek S5 K A AR ) B 13045 L TN TP, COD,, & NH,-N 45| B 5,
HARE 514 0. 36.,0. 026 4 J% 0. 28 mg/L. 5 E K M FAKIPIEE T Anife) AL, BR TP ¥R IR T 1T 28K 5T
B, FA K BT H AR e 1 TR Bubrie. BRIZK BT E AR 5 K AR A S 1, IR G B ) 10
KASEH.

2) fd A% B A T T ) TMDL 3%, RDS45 th TMDL 5 MOS/TMDL , Fi4ft 5 11 MOS \WIA K
LA, Horpdb =307 (BHHL KL R FOR) SRV e R HE R o, R 1) 63% , X2 b =L
F I TS BRI Z A P VR St 3 ) Al T U5 e /P HE S R i R s U SRV R 2
TEIEAON A P2 AR, SR LML FRRE o, AT | 245 ol T o e 30, s T i P A 2% 1R 4 A5 B 2 4 L it IR
Ay A 7R I TS G

3) 2R H FOEA 34 MOS #4742 , ARIFHIREL T MOS i S, it e K R A i 5 P ARH 2 R
R,

4) IR 2 BT K TS e 25 A B iR« A BRI St Bkl nl 4, VR H AT TN, TP, COD,, 1l
NH,-N (975 QL 43 1h 7200. 548 (482, 466 .27533. 151 F1 1854. 795 kg/d, it i i TN TP ,COD,,, il
NH,-N B8R A4 HE i & 43 514 671. 621,107. 361, 18415. 307 F1 1280. 430 ke/d. Ptk TN TP . COD,,, #l
NH,-N 4> BB 98 91% [ 78% 33% F1 31% , T TN s 25055 , 2 B o H N BB i ik B K L.

5) T TMDL 140034 AT 4k S 4 4k, A ol T V5 A 35 R AR v/F HE it W] 4 TC 28 AR B SR, o VR A 3
KR AVFHERCER: VT 43 i 25 B HE A= 3 5 S ELHE ol U5

5 S 3K
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