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TEAT I B S K (9T e, H A 18 52 N UG S RS AR A sz, HGr B 490 05 X3l i 52 1) 5 1l
JCAFEE . TSR ARN W 5k (9N 10 23t — 20 fm K SRR 1A B0R - AN SR F K 37
#r T.H. (soil and water assessment tool, SWAT) 5Bk 1T 7K SCALL,  WIF 7% [X 3 381 Yr] I 8 (1) P
LT R HLIX, AR THAUA 15 621.612 km®. ASHFHR FEHARUTF: ORI SWAT #E5 EAZ Al
FEVD BRI O T AT AT M EAGE M, @xt i RN E ME AT (SUFL-2) 5@ AL AR AN s A
(GLUE) FIHATRAR (ParaSol) IX 3 i IR Ml BILHEAT X L A b, I e Hh S AR HE BV

Sede SWAT HURLS i A SR HRIDNIR LR B E5 (SRTMD SRIRAIHCF B B8 (DEMD |
Eﬁ{é e Landsat-8 A EMR. TIEEIE AR H Q8. &%, AWK TR 46 AT,
if‘,‘i"’ﬁ {EH LRI / Lt 3 (LULC) BRI L3 B G T /K SO R ot (HRUD o 2R)5, Mg T 36T
KL LA SUFI-2. GLUE Fil ParaSol SLUk MBI, JFIET 5 KbRnt s te ke SEIkEAT T HoBe, bruft L35 H
KICHHY, SUFI-2 FRERE M. PERE. PR TR R BRI T, BTSLE RN D SUFL2 5 T T 1032 47 I [l
GLUE A, I REHELE SR UF, ParaSol FIHIR % : @M SUFL-2 S BURLHEAT RS, $EARATREZ
ParaSol S 5 ) 5 AU S —— RN K 14k $5% (CH_K2) . USLE ARk LR FFHF (USLE_
e P) . FWEEZ T REE (CH_N2) . HiRARWA S HT 0] (SURLAG) VLK A7 3 F /K& (SOL_
AWC); @40 5 FRIE (SW # 40) F= A AR R B R, bR F 2828 5 Hi i) 36 5 il (SW#36)
Hr=vb st kK, IA%] 50 ta'e WEFLIX HISFI 28GR 411.55 mmea' s R HE)E BORERE AT DL TR 58
AR LULC (A8 AU AR A 1382 Dl R 52
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X 3 JE f YR IR IR B 0 AL CANSWERS) #:78, 7K
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WTFR T — e AT K SO S 5 5k

TERZ K AR, SWATHE AL )32 H T 42 i
PR . SRR — AN B s A A A, T B
HBEAT BRI (] P A BN, B A A B A A P
b R P AR T S AR I/ AR b AR M Ak 2 R Sk
BISZM [2]. V20 70 0K SWATHL R ] T 42 i Y-S 0F 7T
[3,4]. ZKJFAEHL[S,6] VIR SCHEA[7-9] F=ibEfst
FU[10-131A K 5y A - 3842 o X 4 429 7 [ 1,14] . Psomas
SF (1510 FH SWAT A WEAPHE R il 5 1 A Jilh 1715 7K 48 it

N SWATHEL R 2 1, 75 ZA AR AHGEL &
F4) Sz A A FUEL S 5200 S WAT AR 7Y 45 5 1) 2 Bk AT 1
e, DUHSEILE B KOO, . AR g 26 MRS
. 302N LS ANIKASE, XS HE AT L
B TR HE . W TR AERT 5 S B IR AR 2 1R AT 8 U
i BRG] 2 O T AN 8 P I IR) R [9]. QiuFllWang[5]
53 Bl %5t 1997—20024F F12003—2008 4 [1] 35 35 V8 M| vh #5
IKSCFK RN HEAT T 3 AR HE . VigiakZE[16]1%] £
VAT A S T AR S RS AT T R HE NS IE

AT 70 N A e M7 v, W AR S ok AT
e BRI E oM . IR ST VERT, W E
AW SR, B RSO E N S DU 1) s 2 E BT 42
WG 2 N AR E RS R AR R, T
TER T V2 T ARUE. 36 UE AASH & M2 Hr I BE L 7
%, AP A EE T (SUFI-2). FFATK#E (Para-
Sol). ki FRECALTIE (PSO). MIE LR A & P At it
(GLUE). ANT#ZM% (ANN) FlL /R A RaE 545
AL (MCMC).

TE N FH B ML 7 6 BB AT I E J7 T, Vilaysane
S [17)M8 F SUF1-2 525 5k 452 1 V5 15 44 Y] 3 33 1) 4% i A
B . YesufZE[12]14) I SUFI-2 F1SWAT-CUPKL % i 1%
FEAR VL 1 77 Vb B AT BT 9T, W SE N N SUFI-2 5
VEAERAE B G2 AT B (8] R 6l b AT T Al s . —
e NG A & . Ercan®F[18]f# | = Hi AR
Xt SWATHL A AT IS HE . TalebizadehZ:[ 1911 F ANNAN
SWATHL Y GE A7 e vb 1 47 AU I AN 5E 1 73 HT . Zhang
5 (20148 FH gt A% S92 R0 DL R A5 0 - 2992 58 B 7 AL £
FEHERI GG AIE . Tuo%s 211K I SUFI-2 573 34T A e 1
ST, PEAR T SWATHL AL o (1) B /K 6 A\ 1 . Noorifl
Kalin[4]Kf ANN 5 SWATHI SWAT-CUPH.2: 45 4t Sk idk
T HAV TN . SalimiZ%[3]f# I SUFI-2 HIL5E ik T 42
WAL . VigiakZE[ 1314 SUFI-2 Sy 1 e b id =
Zhang[22]ff FHANNAI SRR &AL (SVMD & T 2540

SWATHIFE AL . TR MEAff e FH TR v SWATHE A [
BAERVE, BRI RATEA# 7T H T GLUE. SUFI-2
FParaSolixk 3 Ff &y F 1 v - A g 1 2 i o

A TR F SWAT2012 485 Y B AT /K SCAE UL o A% HE IS
i FIGLUE. SUFI-2F1ParaSolix 3 P ik 35 Hitt 47 bE
B, TR E e B K ArcSWAT S [ 5 18 7] YAt b5k
HEATOREK, ZHIFH TR AR b AN ZE L
BT WAL, . 2R B s RS AL (DEMD
T ORI R/ A Y (LULC) A3 AR i 4
KoK SC N G (HRU) 43 Mg, A 7 BRI
PLPLANPE . EREE IR NS /R IX 4R 1) 1996—
20154F AR HA R B YR . &5, ARSI RIadAT R,
FERE I FORIR KR 73 TR, e R AR A T EAT
B s HUk, SR R R O RURIK RS R
DAHERf R 38R 4 N B A R SR e AL AN
HHRJEVEHRU: AR5, MIANIREYE, 1817 SWATHEL
A DU RN HRUA TR AR VD 5 F 28 U s
B, TEFA32004—2009 4 [A] 7 38 A i 38 R BE () M
MR FRE E, A SUFI-2. GLUERIParaSol&i2: 6} &
RUHHAT TR HE, I AT IR A e IR S5 B B
JRBR M, FET 5.2 TR B S AR UER E R R &
Jei s I 2009—2015 4 8] ) 500 5o 15 i S A B kAT 1
BoAIE, REL T &K XS HMETHES AR HESE R, 58
A,

2. ARK

W FE XS A 0 — 53, A4S 1 EREEL T )
A BRI AR X o I T R K 2 9 50 km?, Yk
SHAUN15 621.612 km®s ZHL X AT 43 4:82°1'52.439"
2 83°55'10.63" FldL£H26°2'7.842""424°22'53.034"" 2 |f] .
W 9T X 78 75 1) Bk R TR gt . R, RS R
INFFE IR KRFLE RN A IA B, B I X T T U
FLENPEIX, iZHL XX PR N 941.2 mm,  FORFERT K
AR T~9H, E/NENRKAELHEI0H, 11HBIRES
H BB RN AT DA ZBE AT o Ak 32 B A R R i
I, PRS0 78 56 26 /I 50 %

3. ¥iE

AR . LULCHEE . LI iz H < R 80k
FEARRE RS (AT SR, AR R R LR KL TR



B 22 AF 55 (SRTMD SR EUH 73 #% #2990 m X 90 mH]
DEM, *fLULCHE ¥ M Landsat-8 T2 E1{% 47 K 1% 4y
2, AR R EIE N1996—201 540 i H BF I & i
B ORBAGE S AR SEEAE . RIS H T AHCHE & H
e B AR LAY RS B

4. 737K

4.1 KEPEN T H (SWAT)

AW FE R SWAT 20123 47 7K SCELRL, - [7) B {5 A
ArcGIS 108 J 2oy i ArcSWAT,  Jtdsigl 70 ik 2 41
A, ARE Xt BRI AR I HRU. £ MHRU
WE T AP EBEFE. WIRALULCHE B. KiILK
P EHRUR 4 (0 E 2 5h 71, HRUZ K LS A 1T
/N TG K SCBERLE R 4 AN B B (OFE Fili b
BB, SWATHERIA L I HE /K X B far < 5% B AR B B4
HRUM#NE, RJEE EATAECR ATk @FEmE
BENBL, AT RIBE A TEE . 2, PR
AR [P (1) R AR 471 e

YENSWATH— &5, B AR ) o0 R AR 2 4 T
FRAGFHRE ) - 78 25 2870 . XA R AT TR AR
RXKFEFMRIREE . B EER 8. IR
FES FT DUE T AT R B MR . SR BE IR R AN
LZEH 23] — BAEAFIHI/KCE T BTHR U
S, U VeV EFEVIRAUR B S m i g . i
Y KRR R ek

NeitschZ5[2414 1] 7 20094 hi A [t SWATHE i F /i
HTZ%, 7 15 2H K SWAT A KA1 .

4.2, JF AN E M5 M (SUFI-2)

SUFI-2 & P ANH i 14 B i FH M BE ALY . FEIX A
BET, SHC E MR BITE AN E 1 R 2R R R B
PIRF RPN . 1% SEE N5 % MM A et (WA
95PPU) A& WL I EHE I 43 bl o PR A v o 1 5 —

&1 A
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MNBHERHA T, EAEISPPURT- 14 /5 B 4 LWL AR (1
bR 2s . BARRE LT, PRFHEUE/T0 ~100%, RIXA
T T 0~o0 HL EPHT N1 HREH T HOMAESLNMIE
FIBME 5E AW & o fEX T FLH, {#HSWAT-CUP
BAEXTSWAT 20128 0E 47 B s #E . FIFH SUFI-2
Bk, A BAE R STIE, BT CASEILAS B E TS A
FIAZHE o

SUFI-2 BiER IR W -

ST, . ENHRERE (g). HKERIARI R
WY EZH AT (0).

FB2 . WNSEOATEURME . R, AT —
R TEESLTHRE, SRR FR S RS BT A A e T
T .

B3 AT N —Reh T TR, THEXT R E
PReREUA . BURMEH RS, S 805 2 Cl R

_Ag;

]U—THJ, i:1,27...,cm, j:1,2,...,p (1)

A, C 2 REWMESE R ATEG p it S5 4.
c=s7" 2)

o, SR ALIE AT A3 2 1) B Ar ek B 0 7 % .
PB4 . FHEPHERTMRAET G, 115 9SPPUH.

4.3, HEALIRANH E 3B (GLUE)

GLUERE N H TS HAE R R iE, S Hh it
W% T S HERN IR M. GLUEHVARMI R 21T, %
FOEBUE . fERESHR BRI G, w1l ARG 245
EAEEAME—, /EGLUEREF, SEW AT Ao e v
RVFEAE [EH S TAEME T . 5 SHEEA RIIHER
T ST BT B35 22 SRR DA R S B T 3 [ 5
MR . GLUEM T 45 CL R 3N B .

(1) X “T USRI E " L (¢) BT, BEmsE
X% ZHEE R AT AL s @ IR T S ALAAME AT e

Data Location Period of record Organization Primary use
STRM DEM 82°1'52.439" E 26°2'7.842" N to — USGS Watershed delineation

83°55'10.63" E 24°22'53.034" N
Satellite imagery 82°1'52.439" E 26°2'7.842" N to November 2014 USGS To create LULC map and model input
(Landsat 8) 83°55'10.63" E 24°22'53.034" N
Soil data Uttar Pradesh — NBSSLUP To create soil map and model input
Climate data Varanasi, Balia, Babatpur, and Gazipur 19962015 IMD Pune Model input

IMD: Indian Meteorological Department; USGS: United States Geological Survey; NBSSLUP: the National Bureau of Soil Survey and Land Use Planning.
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SCHIUR BB EAT X L, fBRE— NS EERR S N “AT
87 AT R,
(2) 8T ARBAEEMT AR “AURBLE” W

Wi = L(dy) / S L) 3)
k=1

K, nRpRAT AESEIIANEL

(3D R A 2 Al 9 S BOIMBL 2R3 A5 1 T3
M Ar %y . GLUESR L fH T 1 ALSR B A v A A 24
KR (NSE),

4.4. FATRAE (ParaSol)

ParaSol & X4 R AL 51 SCE-UA R Bt . H H AR
A F AL SHTE AT BB DR 3 P A e . BT
SCE-UARHT I RGN AR HE, Bt EARANZ
s a) BT, EAUSESEN B/ R RAT R .

ParaSol HyE R il A0 IR U

(1) TRALSCE-UARNH CESCE-UATHHE A =1
RPN S ANVEED 2 )5, Wil T GLUEH
EREBE R T, Ry O R “B7 SHUE.

(2) XA “AR” SBEERT AR CE DA IR
FEAHRENME, HERRECRIRZETITH (SSQ) /-

SSQ =Y (im(¢) — ¥is)? 7
i=1

X nZMEREY (RN v R,

7£ Abastpour[25]4i 5 () SWAT-CUPH J* F- it LA
HFIXSWAT-CUP. SUFI-2. GLUEARIParaSol% % [ i
BIHEIR, Arnold%[26]45 H T SWATHE AL (K FH . AL
FGEAIE T 15

4.5, HdAls kb B

SWAT @ A5 it 75 1 i N 24l /¢ DEM. LULCK. +
WEMAR RZEE. &, XRIBR AR R R B
JR GG B AT TAL . FIF ArcGIS 10 /8 ik T2 X A
EEH TR AR (USGS) T EAIA FAIDEMBEAT 8Kk .
R TR, BZ2ABEBREIF N8It RHER
LULCH], *f T EEGHATIE., A5 56 HERDAS T
BTG 25, B i TR EG AR & i s 4 m
ZAPE, A BATE—RER—EE, (HRX
FERBRAE T RIS B 6 E B R LULCE 8T
A H A Ry € 115 RS TR AT BB A 28 B Tonig 2k

g, nrLASCEHLENR 2. IRIBEE SR, B
F ] DLRIRK S, AR BB A . BE T it 258
KR, HREAATH. HETE PR E sh EG2
FR: WA 2. R HEF, BN
BT EBUE R PR N RERE R, B OG5
FNBEAT 5 X, ARG ERAR NS B B8 2 e A ok 4
ik FEAEMRE R, BRAEN G R e KRR
i gen s, A ARG SR 710
EIMGEAT 73 28 AR 5008 I X O 5 TR R AT B &
32, BT ZIXIRLULCE (&1, 1 H WA
B LR R 4 N6 KIR (WATR). #&H (FRSD).
WM (URBN). 1i#h (RNGE). &#kth (AGRL)
MFEH (BARRD ; FMP 53 548 H 29150 I ZRE 4 46
WA 3 R B K ABRIE » RS R 43 - o) 2R
IR Hh B

ot A B2 B B R A SR, A A [ SR g
2 R AL H A LR R (NBSS & LUP) 1y
Bm, Jeszit s RS H R AT s . IR

N

A

LULC classes

B wATR
I FRrsD
[ REN
[ rRNGE

AGRL

B sARR

BE1. W7 X s LULC .

N

A

Soil map classes

Rc1-2a-194

[ Re59-2b-244
B vc7-3a-279

I xn14-1a-300
[ xh14-ab-303

BE2. tH KA.



GY IS e A SR I A 45 43 R P RO 1 DA
fEFHITHRUZM T (R2). MEHENEZ G (IMD) 1%L
PRI REIE, Q. . FEmE. WK
RS M AR AR SO R 25

4.6. SWAT 7

IR TE B — TR 7 LN AKX FIHEKE, &
RN RIRHIKSCHIG, #ARL R ES, HAHEZER
AABL D ERRRAE . R AR AT S S . TR
JE RERAE FE 1D b 25| 42 S5 R R TR T B ) BR ] o 3 3 )
FH >k [ DEM B S5{1 £8 1 1) B0 SRR 847 R 7€

WK 73 e SWATEABL )5 — 20 . fEIX— P H
DEMYE Jyfify N, A I8 355 P 33 5 A= T 9 R0 1T 65
MRHEHI 0N DOk R O SO R AT R Ay . IS T
DLFRAL 5K 52 LTI AR SC IR B B AN« AT

®R2 LEERAR
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FOR IR 5y a6 Tk B3R IR T R E 1
AT R 58 X P M A5 AR 2R P R HRU M T 7E
HRUZMT 1, s N EAA AN A L 287 e AL AN
HRJEMER R IT. EIX—5d, RO P 5K
L3R, LULCEAIERE (K4, KHTfE Tk
LRI NT60NHRU. FE55 =2, S REIEH AR
M fJE, BT SWATER L= 42 1996—2015 4[] 4/
TS FIHRU FIE0 AR A=,

4.7, KEHEALAIE

WFTpTE, SRR AR E. RHES AR
SR RS UM P i 22 6T 5% 1 S WATASE 7Y 25 SR (1) 2 B ik
ITIEIE . WE 24 SWATHi th A AUAE 5 S A BEAT LE
B, MABSESHINE. el G B K SR 7 25
TR HE. A3 LIRS HOT TR &

SNAM (Soil properties) Soil classes
Rcl-2a-194 Re59-2b-244  Vc7-3a-279 Xh14-1a-300  Xh14-ab-303
General ~ S5ID IND194 IND244 IND279 IND300 IND303
HYDGRP (hydrological soil group) * D C D C C
TEXTURE® L L CL SCL SL
Layer I ~ SOL_Z1 (depth of soil in mm) 300 300 300 300 300
SOL_BDI (bulk density in gm-ml™") 1.5079 1.5583 1.5043 1.5847 1.5952
SOL_AWCI (available water capacity in mm H,O per mm 0.1441 0.1192 0.1327 0.0984 0.0893
soil)
SOL_KI (hydraulic conductivity in mm-h™") 4.1604 9.7772 4.0563 12.9805 30.1535
SOL_CBNI1 (carbon content in percentage of soil weight) 0.6% 0.8% 0.8% 0.7% 0.6%
CLAY (percentage of clay) 28% 22% 30% 21% 13%
SILT1 (percentage of silt) 43% 31% 34% 21% 23%
SANDI (percentage of sand) 30% 47% 36% 58% 64%
SOL_ALBI (soil albedo)* 0.3971 0.346 0.346 0.3707 0.3971
USLE K1 (USLE erodibility factor) 0.1719 0.163 0.1589 0.1569 0.1687
Layer2  SOL_BD2 (bulk density in gm-ml™) 1.535 1.5561 1.4814 1.5972 1.6026
SOL_AWC?2 (available water capacity n mm H,O per mm soil) 0.1202 0.1158 0.1387 0.0957 0.0914
SOL_K2 (hydraulic conductivity in mm-h™) 3.6147 10.3717 2.4191 12.8314 21.7927
SOL_CBN2 (carbon content in percentage of soil weight) 0.5 0.9 0.4 0.5 0.5
CLAY?2 (percentage of clay) 31% 22% 34% 21% 16%
SILT2 (percentage of silt) 26% 28% 36% 20% 22%
SAND2 (percentage of sand) 43% 49% 29% 59% 62%
SOL_ALB?2 (soil albedo) 0.4254 0.323 0.4557 0.4254 0.4254
USLE_K2 (USLE erodibility factor) 0.1561 0.158 0.1647 0.1583 0.1658

* Hydrological soil groups are of four types: Type A, having an infiltration rate of 7.6-11.4 mm-h™'; Type B, having an infiltration rate of 3.8-7.6 mm-h™"; Type C,

having an infiltration rate of 1.3-3.8 mm-h"'; and Type D, having infiltration rate of 0—1.3 mm-h".
g yp g

" Texture L: loamy; CL: clay loamy; SCL: silty clay loamy; SL: silty loamy.

¢ Soil ALB is the soil albedo : ratio of amount of solar radiation reflected by a body to the amount incident upon it.
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3HIR T AW TR U S HO L BETE . 7R
XK=, SWAT-CUPHENSWATFIAR #E 5% 2 8] (1) #2
1, SRPAT K SCBLR S H AN 2 P 2 AT RS HERTZRAIE
SWATHLR! 1) Tx tInOut 3L e B 5 N SWAT-CUP#K A 1
HEATHIN . 1996—20154F [A] FLhv 44 78 /)N i el b = 7K HE ik
(18 S AR ff FH 7 2 22 35 i &5 T4 CACDP)Y 347
S o IXEHE T LU AR . SWAT-CUPHERY 146 A 3
PRAR 4 75 AT T HR . ESUIREEE B R T ¥
NI HEIL FE

4.8. BEHESRIZN AR

TEXSBEHETTIEBEAT XS LU, A7 AE LA [

(D REBEHEFAI R EXAAR, BFFRHFLAE
NUBA 5E 5 F& 5B 90 2 H A BB H AR R 3. 5 R B Y
RIZK ST, AEASHIE S0 A FAT TS A e AR5 1) o e it
1T THE, XIECT ALK AR EE I ANE . 72

v Land slope (%)
0-5

I 5-10

Il 10-15

Bl 15-25
25-9999

3. AT YT XA 5 ]

®3 N TRAENSERMSHUETE R

SERTPIRE, AR T RHE 22 2 R e A R B
E S/ H bR R IR BT 51 .

(2) BF—FhBEIEEA 5 B IR AN SR H A% iR 3L
XEm T EEZ L. PO A A, AT
TEMEVEEE R EE MEA B FIRE, FRATXS
THEAPEREEAT TR, XIS ARHEREAT 1V Al, LUESE
T b A [F) SR AT LU

(3) FMEIEER ARG R NERIXA ]
G, FRATHIE T A vl RedniE T RIBEESE R, RG4S
RFAT LGN, DMERES W E CRER.

(4) R EE IR T N . g oA @, 3
TR i 3 AR 5 T IR &5 SR 5 ARG SRl 7 X 7.

PLR A& F 3% (SUFI-2. GLUEAIParaSol)
REAEFIEWI S bR i A HE I & Pl v VR A AL
2N WA, XS RN TR
SEPEJE AN, T DLEE — IR LU T S 5 A A T A
MENERI SR /D SR A E MG ] DL A 2 5O %
PEs ANEIR AR B AR R BCA AN, DS kb
BORFETNSE. ROFIHAD B bR ¥l 5 =KL+

Type

« Linking stream added outlet
— Reach

p [ Watershed

[1Basin

Bl 4. Wt Fe DI R R

Parameters Description Minimum Maximum
GW_DELAY Groundwater delay (d) 0 500
OV N Manning’s n value for overland flow 0.01 30
SOL K Saturated hydraulic conductivity 0 2000
ALPHA_BF Base flow alpha factor 0 1
CH_N2 Manning’s n value for the main channel —0.01 0.3
CH_K2 Effective hydraulic conductivity in main channel alluvium —0.01 500
CN2 SCS runoff curve number f 35 98
USLE P USLE equation support parameter 0 1
SOL_AWC Available water capacity of the soil layer 0 1
SURLAG Surface runoff lag time 0.05 24
USLE K USLE equation soil erodibility (K) factor 0 0.65

SCS: soil conservation service; USLE: universal soil loss equation.
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Soil map, DEM, LULC map and

—>| SWAT model |—>|

Simulate SWAT output ‘

meteorological data

| Compare with observed values |

A

SWAT-CUP

Calibration
techniques

F»| LH-sampling

‘ Adjusting sensitive parameters ranges for calibration |

LULC map of 2014
Climate data from 1996 to 2015

A 4

4—| Run SWAT-CUP

Calibration

Are calibration
criteria satisfied?

B 5. BfEn LA .

RIAFAE CH B8 191450 B 32 Bk LAAH 2 0] 5222 8 F) s 1 Al
720 LR P (9OSPPURL & WL H 4w i 1 70 bED 5 55
VYR LR FE T IR & s Tl R G R B e il A2
PR a1 S B L

5. 4%

5.1. SWAT 4t

SWATH i 5 %I 43 464> i i A1 760N HRU, LA
SEL T BT AERA AR, . 45 R B R, R URIAE T A
KE AL THE N941.24 mm, fEEHE N0 mm, GhEEN
O0m, HiFZHE (SURQ) H358.56 mm, [ i
ON1.39 mm, EH F/KFEE. WEH N KRES
5 N138.69 mmAN8.53 mm. AL 5 /K JE *b 45 T K H
79180.65 mm, it 8 & /K & 4507.17 mm, ZABEN
411.7 mm. SWATHiH 423 RN 728 BCE 1 B R R R an
6T, MR AT LLEH, AP 45 % 1% KTE
BRAZER LR, Ra4GH TR TAEENH T
1, OFEEWE. BSE. WERKE. RRE. &
KEFIZEBUE . i PR 52.11 diH KR 71 f1
10.54 dfH R 77

TEIE AR 0 RIS FE v, AR b ) A 155 0K O
BN 62, AR ES o F By kR M B . 3R
SERH T S LR R S BRI IIME. SRR
B R R AR R AT R K, AN T 22% MK E
RFEWE; RPN ERFR TS £ T =9
i Es BE RN, MERARERS, KT
22 % 7K 2 A -

%X IR PP R IR TR 2 3. SWATHELR!
XFR VD B ) A 32 B AR R AR P A R IE AR, X
WO AEAERT 8 I R R 2R A . SWATHE A 2 1 %2
PV LAE R WYYl W R SE R . 8w, 1R
A S K X 5y 5 Hu Y b R I e v A8 # o T AT RE
VBV HIRBIC o RT3 R Ve UM S ) BRI TE RFAE (I RE
VERE. BREE. RIEHE SAURBURE) DL EE. K
H LrrmeErm. Fik, #itE40f5 — NHRUK &
Kb EE 150 thm . K= &K H THRU# 473,
T H 36, 1ZHE G EHORI AT, IRy
Ve7-3a-28 . A THZ RIS ISR P Fi 446,198 thm 2,

K7 %78 T SWATHL B it 1 = vb & . 1T LA H,
7 14 il b R Vb B ON6.2 Mg-hm 2, Bl e P Vb BN
827.43 Mg-hm .



714

PET
1728.1

Root zone

Vadose (unsaturated)
zone
Shallow (unconfined)
aquifer
Confining layer

Deep (confined)

A M

Evaporation and
transpiration
411.7

AA A A

LKL

1Yy

1
Infiltration/plant uptake
soil moisture redstribution

Latera
: low \

L A
L

L

For

iod

i

o

i/

L A
§oFF 80

/
s’

L
Lo

‘."Precipitation

7 941.2
7

Revap from
shallow aquifer

33.44

Flow out of watershed

\Z v
Percolation to shallow aquifer

Rechame to deep aquifer

180.65

Average curve number
82.97

Surface
runo

N

Return flow
138.69

1.39

¢ 358.56

Unit: mm

aquifer 903
6. SWAT i th £ 2R 147
R4 IS H M
Month Rainfall (mm)  Snowfall (mm) SUR Q (mm) Lateral Q (mm) Water yield (mm)  ET (mm) SED (thm™®)  PET (mm)
Jan 16.30 0 3.11 0.03 4.29 13.75 0.08 84.90
Feb 15.60 0 2.07 0.03 2.77 16.56 0.05 94.98
Mar 4.09 0 0.40 0.02 0.91 42.98 0.01 186.43
Apr 5.14 0 0.38 0.02 0.67 27.98 0.01 211.08
May 13.41 0 0.97 0.02 1.17 16.06 0.01 214.76
Jun 107.36 0 22.41 0.05 19.80 34.62 0.29 190.49
Jul 255.36 0 103.17 0.21 103.50 68.92 1.18 134.00
Aug 274.62 0 115.85 0.32 136.90 72.31 2.11 122.88
Sep 201.68 0 94.99 0.34 145.24 59.26 2.14 123.88
Oct 28.68 0 9.61 0.20 56.11 32.92 0.19 151.62
Nov 8.89 0 2.33 0.10 25.71 15.84 0.07 121.75
Dec 10.00 0 3.26 0.06 10.09 10.35 0.06 90.63
Q: discharge or runoff; ET: evapotranspiration; PET: potential evapotranspiration; SED: sediment yield.
RS B LRSS HFEF
LULC type Area (km®) CN AWC (mm) USLE LS Precipitation (mm) SURQ (mm) GW Q (mm) ET (mm) SED (t-hm™)
WATR 414.83 92 104.91 0.67 938.86 0 0 1374.49 0
URBN 5683.33 83.21 102.13 0.18 917.93 422.43 84.19 370.26 3.45
RNGE 5233.71 80.43 103.27 0.26 936.31 294.35 200.57 393.79 4.71
AGRL 1071.01 84.28 105.53 0.48 959.55 360.58 164.57 388.93 11.92
BARR 1268.02 92.1 106.89 0.31 947.23 556.68 33.29 327.52 29.27
FRSD 1948.26 80.64 118.56 0.98 1008.96 291.12 226.44 442.55 1.38

AWC: available water content capacity; CN: curve number; GW Q: groundwater discharge; USLE LS: universal soil loss equation slope length factor.
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5.2. % th X b

TN TRMESE IR Lgs BB ARG R 542851
FRUEREAT 175 LT

F—IE AR — AR XS FAL HEAT X B b R
M, GLUEH AT SUFI-2f1ParaSol#i%, K NGLUE
BRI e i) 2. Kk, SUFI-2F1ParaSol%yk
2 R KRy AN E EAREEGLUEH A Fr % & . fEIXAS
FhlHr, SUFI-2BEE 3 k.

BT AR S AR XS SR AT 6 L b R
P, ParaSoli&3t T &Rt &k, KULiZ&EERA 7
) E bR R EUE, BRI R RENSEME S . 45840
KeFMEFR, MFE6R N SUFI-2AMGLUER LR HH
LR &5 AR, DR X b B AR TR

B8 M A = bR v Xt SR AT X B A A R
B, SUFI-2LL GLUESREAS 45 R &f s Tij ParaSol &
TR B BASE & ME s AF DR 7S 25 S B H At 5 i B
52

B AR A DU SR HE XS SIL AT 6 L b R
WL, SUFI-2MIGLUBS LT & T AN i€ P8 1 P A1 R U
T ParaSol 5N 2 18 2 B0 AN s 14 T 20 g 1 At 1)
AN e SRR . e ., SUFI-2ELGLUE. ParaSol%
ERL, OB 7R R AL R

BRI R AR XS FE AT X B o b R

W, GLUEB VAR 29, PRl

AT Le A AR, FRATTAS 1 SUFI-2 MIGLUE
B PERE AR AL, AR, E I M EK9SPPURK (&8
FE9), FATNANSUFI-2LEGLUESREFE4F, KENET&
SR AP I HAZ AL i 3 8 T AH e . SUFI-25
ER DS B D S H0E4T, 1 GLUERE R K&
A5 BB IR AL L SUFI-2 BB 4T 945 5 i1 T GLUE
FL TR BT RENLAAE, UL TREE KA, H
I, SUFI-2# AR AW L S AR R, JF HAEdE
SRR 5T A 148 P SUFI-2 B3 6 K5 A8 1 7= Vb | i AT
B BOUE, BT B AT HE— BT o

5.3. SUFI-2 % i

AT AR FH 2% 3 45 H I BUBR S BN LR AT RS HE
LH R, e 5SS BUE A I s 4L v
REURS . XS 2 ETEK )1t S % (CH_
K2). /K EHL T FE (USLE). USLEJ5 /K 1RFF
Bl (USLE_P). FiMiEMI ST REME (CH_N2). Hh
RAZ YL I I 8] (SURLAG) PA K 3845 %07 7K 2 (SOL_
AWC). R E I {E % B 90.500 000, 2000—2004
AR AT, 2004—2009FAE A HERT, 2009—2015
FEAENIRUERA . B SUFI-2 7775 58 B I A tHE A6 IE &5 S i
FEIORE10FT 80 o, P9I R 1 it & A 401 A1 Sz
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R6 T 48 TTHIBRHEO BAE L HEAT XS L

Category  Criteria GLUE Parasol SUFI-2
1 GW_DELAY 160.08 (9.52, 279.29) 108.70 (92.23, 114.20) 191.07 (100.04, 300.00)
SOL_K 0.16 (0.36, 0.78) 0.37(0.41, 0.34) 0.10 (0.58, 0.34)
ALPHA BF 0.12 (0.06, 0.97) 0.12(0.08, 0.13) 0.51(0.23,0.74)
OV_N 0.05 (0.00, 0.20) 0.11 (0.07, 0.10) 0.06 (0.00, 0.11)
CH_N2 0.30 (—0.01, 0.30) 0.20 (0, 0.30) 0.20 (0, 0.30)
CH_K2 78.19 (6.01, 144.82) 35.70 (27.72, 37.67) 83.95 (69.42, 150.00)
CN2 17.68 (28.85, 8.90) 21.17 (20.93, 20.08) 27.00 (29.00, 7.23)
USLE P 0.40 (0, 1) 0.50 (0, 1) 0.30 (0, 1)
SOL_AWC 0.11 (0.01, 0.15) 0.07 (0.08, 0.08) 0.07 (0.05, 0.15)
SURLAG 2.00 (0.05, 24) 3.20 (2.00, 20) 2.00 (0.05, 23)
USLE K 0.17(0.01, 0.64) 0.19 (0.07, 0.60) 0.17 (0.01, 0.63)
Parameter correlations Yes Yes No
2’ NSE 0.76 0.77 0.76
R 0.77 0.66 0.78
bR 0.63 0.62 0.62
3 P-factor 0.76 0.18 0.79
R-factor 0.65 0.08 1.51
4 Source of parameter uncertainty All sources Parameter only All sources
Conceptual basis of parameter i. Normalization of generalized 1i. Least squares (probability theory) i Generalized objective function
uncertainty likelihood measure ii. SCE-UA basedsampling strategy ii. Latin hypercube sampling;
ii. Primitive random sampling restriction of sampling intervals
strategy
Testability of statistical assumption No Yes Yes
5 Difficulty of implementation Very easy Easy Easy

" Best estimate values of parameters and their minimum and maximum range.
® Values of objective functions.
¢ Uncertainty described by parameter uncertainty.

160
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BE18. i ] GLUESE AT R HE 5 ARG SUMEL AN S P Fro o0 EE 9. {8 H SUFI-2 Sy2:E 47 e v 5 R ARADLE R S UMEL AR % L e

o

ERIXSEL,  B10RR T RGHE Ja P YA AT Sl AR S

ECo 72+ 27 B[R] — i R SR AT 1 XS B
RIHIH 1 W TCRIEA R H A ed BT R P

BIE D R Rebidsk VWX AR H br ek £ R

RN Z H = v 8 (1) P4l R . PRI F{H B 95PPURL &
ML K B 1 40 B N0.69. RIF T N0.763. 45 S 3%
B, SUFI-2 3 Wl 21 1) 7= vb 5 B o UK. AH B2,
R’=0.78, NSE=0.76, H4rtuffiZ% (PBIAS) =2.4X 10,
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B . F52000—2004 F A A AR, 142004—2009
FENRRURUERT, K52009—2015 A ARG AE R .
FAGLUE. SUFI-2#1ParaSol 3L TR R HE, R
PEAZ W 25 P X 3PP IR AT LU . A5 IR R, TE3H
BHES L, T SUFI-25R0E 807 15 F8 1 AN e vk,
H HER MR HRE TS HuR D, I
AR HAh, SUFI2HVAM R ZA R aFE: OuE
AEEF AN RSHOF RGN L IA2 b (g 520, FH PB4
SUFI- 28 k24 WA, @SUFI-28L% A % &S50
FKelk, XN SUFI-2 Bk IPERE .

187 FH SUFT-2 50 v 0o B 20 30 A7 2 v A B UF 3K 43 T H
FELE R, REIMR® = 0.78, NSE = 0.76 ; 3&iEHIM
R*=0.71FINSE = 0.76. SWATX} i ¥l 7> FTHR U E
SBE IR MR IG R I, AR HRU & SCBIE ELX-T
BRIy UK. IR 760N HRU. 95SPPUM A 518
{E A S B ANIEE A S S B AR )& . {8 SUFI-2
THEAS BB P AR 1 R B 1 BI85 R, vl LA
X R 75 %6 S E I R AT A BRAN TF, DR SUFI-2 A
RR—FAAT IR RSB AA e, (ARIETH
FEISWATHRSRIU KBS R (LA NSK) FUT
FF I Z A ) K R A .

Method P-factor R-factor R’ NSE

bR’ PBIAS KGE RSR

SUFI-2 0.69 0.763 0.78 0.76

0.621 2.4 x10° 0.82 0.49

KGE: Kling-Gupta efficiency.
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