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Fig.6 The comparison of monthly runoff between

simulation values and measured values from 2002 to 2007

EABWA AP, X F KR R LR K

F LI, H kB & T 32 W8 A9 5] R, X I AT
TRESES, W ERE o« BFHTAT; X
BR B/MEBRETEY TS ERENHR
LB 845 A R GE K % 2. H P R 3 Wiy
IR REME RS R B B AU, B R
BEAGSR EYHAEEHEH B HE,EH
BRTEFHRE BEAFLHEWEL REFEHE
BEB M HIE KB 109 ~20% Z N

FF Nash R AZK ZHAHRENHELER
BN EEEERTHN, HERAE L

&1 KiEly 2002—2007 £ERRKBHLER
Tab.1 Result for annual runoff simulation of
verification from 2002 to 2007

4 ORWE  BEHE AMEE/% FHEE E.
2002 15 221.58 13 590.70 -8.10
2003 15081.25 13 836.42 -8.30
2004 14 979.58 12 739.60 -15.00 91% 0.88
2005 13 153.60 13 945.90 6.00
2006 12 759.71 13 343.46 4.50
2007 13 935.87 13 023.37 -6.60
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Fig.7 Spatial Distribution of Soil Erosion in Xichuan
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Application of SWAT Model on Reservoir Area in Danjiangkou
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Abstract: Hydrological model is one of the ways of the hydrology research. With the distributed hydrological
modeling( SWAT) ,the river network and watershed boundaries are generated by use of DEM. Parameterization
of SWAT is achieved via meteorology, soil, topography, land use and other affecting factors on basis of collec-
ting data, field investigation and soil sampling and analysis. The hydrological processes and sediment yield
were simulated in Danjiangkou reservoir area in xichuan county.
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