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Abstract

Aiming at the shortage of risk analysis for flood control of water diversion and recipient reservoirs in
water diversion project, risk analysis for flood control is evaluated by high flood water level and maxi-
mum flood discharge in Xinyi water diversion project. Flood operating rules are proposed in order to
reduce the negative effect by water diversion project. The results show that water volume of 25 million
m3 can be transferred by water diversion reservoir without reducing originally flood prevention stan-
dards of Tiantang reservoir. Besides, water volume of 25 million m3 can be accepted by water recipient
reservoir with new flood control operating rules considering normal spillway, flood discharging tunnel
and power generation tunnel. The new flood control operating rules do not reduce originally flood pre-
vention standards of Kuamadun reservoir, comparing with the originally operating rules considering
normal spillway.
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Xt 51 TR K TR B RS S AT A8 KR ACK BE RS2 KK BERT e RIS 3 AT AN 2, A SC AT B 51K TN
B, DABRBOKAL AR AR BTN ELR, XTRAKEER AR E B RGHAT 7 V-8, $RH T 5IKER
KK R HIB LR BRI, DA PRSI A 2K AR KK BER I AR M . BE RS RR I, Hrds L5 KT
2, WAKERE KRR EHAKE25007m3, AFRAREAKERS KIBTEntE; 2KKERSDBKE
ERMGIAKE2500/7m?, (ERAIEFEIGE. #ER. KERSS5HE B3R ENEAT PR,
FAHSIK RS B IR #HE 2 S BT BOA RN, A EBEE3ZKKERE KIBHAR .
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1. 5|15

WAL P HEKREAEEE, EEAMGAEE . RKEIEE A IX EE A6 7E S FH B A6 1 A A
B ERIE, Hod o BRI, 2001 4E~2014 4E 24P NHK IR R 2108 m?, i BRk X 8 HE SOKITRTR,
2001 4F~2014 4F Z 4P N /K IR EAUN 1590 m®, 42 G 5r i Kk 1 SOKITR I, /K B B A A XK %
WEAX R, CEANREHESRMAETTRERTE. B B R EKERKERE, ERERIEN S H
BUOKEFKEN, 2001 4:~2014 4EGL 14 E)IRING A~8 A)ZEFERKEMFKESHIN: 9763 11 m®
A1 2614 5 m3. SUKITFI RS DIUK M 1972 48] 2014 4, 1T EdRKAS SR R K EROK, KK
FAIRACRIFRIKALIZAT, UCF 2013 R A T A KIESL, BTN 114, BN 26%. ~ 1 kil
FIFL B R KRR, EEA KR TR RO, FULEBESK TR, SHEREREKEMNAFKE, F
MR T T UK B AR . BT B IR TRE 51K B 28 ke % 7K 2 (K /K )RS 2500 75 m®, SREE #5317k 5 2
TR 58 7K DX PAY (1 A TR A 7 e 25 8 387K 2 (B2 7K K )RR A T £ o

KT 5K TR RS M 7 EEA . RGOSR BRI PRI L P S 1 0 3 Dy R T
Wrdabs, JFR 7 s e rE K AL 8 4 TR K RS 3 i 78 . BRisEAT AR [2] R F R G AR 20 A B8, MK
3. EH. AU BUR. RIS ST T T B IR PR B K TR R G R R Ksgma gy 5, B
WK TR RS R 23 28R 3 g O S, 43 Bt 25 SR 3R B K SC IR 242 2 /K T RR IS AT vl SEME AN R G0 2R 0% 11 2
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BB o TRARSE BTN T AR (KA FEVE . (KR T BL K SR IS5 FR AR A A I XU DA
TRbRR R, SRJE N SR RIS 7%, R K AL IR P 28— 0 TRE %% 51 AR AR A AR R 57 58 R IR (K XK
DLREAT T Gt Mo ST SE AT R K RIESR,  BOKFTEEPEOK KSR R), JARIKENE, JURBR RN
DB PP T bR 2 AL KRG 7 A PP A 2 S I 7K K AR AT ARG PP o BSCAUEE [S4 SRAK AT 7K 2
FURAIRE R 5K B AR &, N7 T KIRIX BOK XS AR, i ARG SEA R IR ACRAR . SITTAN
i T AZRUR DA RS AR A A, 30IE AR AT P o v EOBAR (63 7. 17 L34 8] 4% = Al e IR 7 2
B, xR K R ARORIZAT P AT R A AR 0 2 RGBSy AT 0 ORI 7 o 5 7 A KU B 5 S JE
B MER GG, Sk SCHOK ™ ERE AR, I A R I S AL A ST BOK XUS: 73 b, T R K
PSEREAT UL 70 2, i) 1 A ZAYI I 2 P S50 SR B DA PR AR 0 3o 8T 7Kg LA Y 2 i XA U ) M

BUA B B BRSSO XU ) K ORIESR . BOKIKE . JOK R R WA R) S ML, &
TF 51K TRERI A RS 73BT T, 98 B R 7KK 2R A0 B2 KK R B ik KU, 7 AT it e ik, ASC LS H
EB CBIK TR B, ULt KA Al R B D RS AN 4R B, I KA R AN 32 K K B R B gt XU 1847 1
PG, SR T 51K G 32K EE R B ik R EE RN, DR AR Al A A xek I3 UG R 52

2. WKFIR

W X 51K TAEK T 298 K 2 R 7KK Z2) VN 2500 73 m3 i3t , SRECE 7 51 7K 07 2R B K 2 J2E X A
(A TGl A 7S v R 22 3885 15 380K e (B2 7KK R YR Bl A T3 £ o %5 FE 3151 K ARG A R & /K T TR, SR B
UK TR S, WZ/KI B 2 5K BOAH—2, 3320 5 H~8 H. /KEFEASE T £ 1, Hiit
BABIKIREAN 3.0m¥s, HKAIER 75%.

3. IKEEEZAHELN

WAKOKEE: RN TH Bk, 1969 4F 11 HEE K, 2 —mLIERNE, HFAMH. Ko, 77
PS54 R K (B KB, 7K %% 500 4F —38 15 1T, % 2000 4E—iBAiH% . HICTRHAR 220 km?, Z4E 0%
M B 1365 mm, ZAEFHRME 1.74 12 m®, MPES 1.622 12 m®, HrhiEvt Az 0.600 12 m®, MFIPEZ 0.796
2. m3, JKJEE 5 Gebh g rE b RN 7K & g i bl A8 B HL 28 B 9.665 5 KW 2005 4E~2010 4F 7K B St 1 4k B im [ T 7%
IKEEIBAT I DUAT, 2057 2009, 2010 4F 5 K i 7K A K 36 (3¢ i /K AV 296.35 m) o

AR : B8 GIOK AL T SOKMIRIR, 197145 7 A @R E K, 22— BUEBR T, AP, RE. #
VLA R TP KB, /K EEH% 50 4F—iB i, 1% 1000 4E—iB K. HIDREAR 42 km?, Z4ETHMFENE
1341 mm, & 2460 Ji m®, EJEZE 3569 Ji m®, iHutEZ 984 77 m®, MAIFEZE 2081 71 m®, HIEBEHLA =
4.58 77 KW, 2005 4:~2010 4E /K SLiti 7 BRE N E TRE, /KIFEBITHEEL, 4007 2010 4 @K AR5 (B w7k
7 174.48 m).

TR 7K R Ty B 7K B SEZ it ok 6 o 1 TR 5 (R 7K SRR AR HE S 300 L35 2

St BB AN [ TAR NG, R IK R BT AR RIS A% AR 43 531 9 500 4F—idF1 2000 4F—id, #5 IuK R TH
PR R AZARAE N 50 4 —E A1 1000 E—i8. P& B bR 20 3l L7 3 Fie 4.,

4. Bt R

CEL” BIK TRESEHERT SR, KK EE R B K ERT B Y A 1) 4 PE KA TR /K47 296.00 m B, FF
G, AEEAE SN, i 69 7. 83 M. 91 RUVHIKIS, ED 20 4E—iB K LA EVIK, AFEREAE 1500 mis
DAY, J/KEBE R R AR, KZEHESERR, didtiETF 2 FL0 1 300 m¥s 244, KIEFF 3 & 4 FLiw [ it
#t, FHERLE 500 mPfs; 2) 243 100 438 K UL EHUK, ANFEREKT 3140 mYs B, #aitiE 3 ST, HKE
A R AR, AKZETF 5 & 6 FLilt/K, T A& 800 m¥/s; 3) 243 500 4F—if & LA L ut/K, SN E 4110

138



SR TRE I ZK K 5 32 7KK PERIT I XU 73 #T

Table 1. The distribution of diversion water volume in a year

=1 OAKEFASE

I Bt 5H 6 H 7H 8 H FEKECT m?)
WARETT m?) 500 750 750 500
517K (ms) 1.90 2.86 2.86 1.90 2500
LA (%) 20 30 30 20
Table 2. Hydrology and reservoir characteristic parameters of Tiantang and Kuamadun reservoirs
5% 2. REIKEFMBED KKK ESFIESH
e LX( KK PR 5 Ty 3K R
HIKIR km? 220 42
GRS ]I mm 1365 1341
PR E Jim? 17,400 2460
K HI F 500 50
% 1% MR m®s 4040 861
it K sk (24 h) 7 m 10,300 1351
HIH & 2000 1000
g kAL m®/s 4890 1342
7k B (24 h) Fm 12,600 2341
PR / EZ EZyi
2 AR Y/ DA m 299.23 178.44*
BAZ K AL m 302.18 179.88*
ﬁi( TEHE KA m 296.50 175.30
K PR AK AL m 296.00 170.00
Zéi BEIKAL m 278.00 160.00
f g 7 m? 16300 3569
i TR Jim 6000 984
= MR AR Jim 7960 2081
BEPERS Jim 2900 504
W i m 303.60 182.00
Table 3. Designed floods in Tiantang reservoir
2 3. REKERITHKRR
B2 (%) 0.05 0.2 1 2
BRI & (ms) 4890 4040 2990 2540
24 h #E(T md) 12,600 10,300 7700 6600
72 h BT md) 25,900 20,800 14,900 12,400
Table 4. Designed floods in Kuamadun reservoir
T4 BEDBUKEERHKRR
BT A (%) 0.1 2 3.33
HEUE B (ms) 1342 861 486
6h P& (17 m?) 1393 856 731
24 h (T md) 2341 1351 1230
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m%s, WutiE 3 fL4TF, EOKFMTiE 1140 mfs, K& R R A HEAHK, WA RIAS S, KE 9 fLi
149, Nt E 1270 m¥s.

CHL BIK TRESERART, 27K KPS Ty UK FER vy TR EE RN . b HE T = AR 175.30 m, [t e ik
74 175.30 m, M EE/KALEREE 175.30 m i s H Bk

R BIKTRESE S, KK RS D IOK FERT Bk EE RN s 1) 24 PEsK AL R PR BR /K £ 170.00 m B, T
AR, R RS TR M A 2R KA, R BT R 2.4 mPfs. 2) dutiEHET ARy 175.30 m, B
tEEAKNA A 175.30 m, GEKAL T 175.30 misF, EEEFL(15.7 mPls) ANk B A I AT 2 bt R ukiE v E
A A -

5. BrBtMBE 54

Bt RS A T N HE: © WK, TRKET T K (S 7 ) MK G Btk BRI <3 7 5l
IKTRERIBCR TR TR 3.0 m¥s. WPt afRE R, Bid “Hi 7 5K RS, KK R A K 8 it
KA R KR 25 B R 51 K& 3.0 m¥s, AR S AR 32 7K K 126 85 T 30K P eI/ OR TR Bt /K n_E # k5
KR 3.0 m¥s; @ K HTEE Ut EE RN (2 08 7 ) AR A S B RN . @ AKEERFIERIZR, KA - EEA K
ZRHERZRFIKAT - A R OC R 2R

1) KK E

REIKEZ T RGOS © FAKTTBRHK: @ KRBt BRI @ KEREMZ . XFETs
ZHNESE: © FAKERHIIK: @ KGR @ KEREMEZ. PR R R R W
% 5.

PE2 4 50, RZKOK R B K 2 R H K & 2500 75 m® (B K 51K & 3 ms), H£0.05%. 0.2%. 1%
2% A AR it 7K U vt v K A7 B Y 2K BT 302.18 m. 300.71 m. 299.23 m. 298.61 m 4 HIFAMK T 0.18 m
(0.06%). 0.19 m (0.06%). 0.27 m (0.09%). 0.34 m (0.11%); # At & KR 1720 m¥s. 1440 m¥/s. 1180
m*/s. 1070 m%s 43 A1/ T 20 m¥/s (1.16%). 48 m®/s (3.33%). 131 m®/s (11.10%). 153 m®/s (14.30%). [, ¥r
B IR AR, A AR KK 2 R 37K e S A R 7 AR 11

2) KK

5 UK EZ MR 7 RN GHE: © T/KATEHEKs @ JEZKATRI R BRI ® /KEFRHEMIZ. Xt
TE LN ETE: © FKERITHK: @ KB LB @ KEERFE ML . X L7 & 2 s B4
© WAERITEK: @ RGN @ KERMEMLZ . =M ZRWETH R 4R WL 6.

P 5 Xt R 1—— 87 UGS FaT 0, S2/KK B D 350K 12 R 51 A K & 2500 75 m® (B k5l
KR 3mYs), 3 0.1%. 2% 3.33% B AT K R KA B K AT 179.88 my 178.44 m. 177.99 m 4y
BN T 0.09 m (0.05%). 0.16 m (0.09%). 0.27 m (0.10%); #x A & H i K A ¥ 632 m*/s. 355 m*/s. 489 m*/s
S RIINT 31 m¥s (4.91%). 32 m¥/s (9.01%). 36 m*/s (13.19%). #5Th K FERh XA — e R EE s m, 4t
LR A LE AR TR e S AN B AN A (5 00 R, 15 T 30K B R BT N K &2, BB Nk, HoR
AT BRI AR S (3G . DRIk, A 0 B I TR e (e 6 o [ TR ) B A TR 5 e (e AL 7 14k 1
FERUNY,  LABEAR RIHT S 51 7K TRE S Ok 1 7 T4 R

YT RE 2 528T5%, HAFRZALE: 1) X% 2 830 SE0KE 2010 4565 1 BRE & TAE,
MBI S SR N e 3%, AR IE R R viE . IR (15.7 m¥s). K EIA2.4 m¥s)itit; 2) w2 ¥
AL TRLRT A LTI kR AN N T K EE BT b T AR, R AR A S DK TR SRS, 52 /KK BE#S D 30K EE R
LR FERI o

X5 R 2——Z M8 7 SRR SR AT R0, SR YA K S B S v A AN, B R IE i I L MR (15.7 mYs)
FR L (2.4 mPfs) 2 ik ik, 52 7KK 2R 5 T B0UK 2 B 51N 7K 2500 77 m® (B K 517K it & 3 m¥s), (H 3£ 0.1%.
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Table 5. The flood routing result of Tiantang reservoir

2 5. REKEFHITESER

it H 0.05% 0.2% 1% 2%
PRI I (ms) 4890 4040 2990 2540
S I KAz (m) 302.18 300.71 299.23 298.61
KM R (mPfs) 1720 1440 1180 1070
PRI R (m¥s) 4887 4037 2987 2537
Xof b5 % 7K AL (m) 302 300.52 298.96 298.27
KM R (mPs) 1700 1392 1049 917
WU B 1Y) 3 B (1) —3(—0.06%) —3(-0.07%) —3(—0.10%) —3(—0.12%)
g E,E;J% 5 e 7K AN (14 184 2 (1) —0.18(-0.06%) —0.19(-=0.06%) -0.27(=0.09%) —0.34(-0.11%)

TROR AL B P (1)

~20(~1.16%)

—48(~3.33%)

~131(~11.10%)

~153(~14.30%)

Table 6. The flood routing result of Kuamdun reservoir

7 6. BDBUKEEBTEER

T H 0.1% 2% 3.33%
R R (WD) 1342 861 486
EJCYES = KA (m) 179.88 178.44 177.99
KM R (mPs) 632 355 273
BRI & (ms) 1345 864 489
X% 1 B 7K Az (m) 179.97 178.60 178.17
K HER E(ms) 663 387 309
LI I (ms) 1345 864 489
R 2 B i /KA (m) 179.73 178.13 177.62
T AR B (mPs) 621 318 239
bR rinp el () 3(0.22%) 3(0.35%) 3(0.62%)
W 1—Z B & % e /KA 19 1 2 (1) 0.09(0.05%) 0.16(0.09%) 0.18(0.10%)
T KM B2 1) 48 (1) 31(4.91%) 32(9.01%) 36(13.19%)
VLU 2 1) 38 o (1) 3(0.22%) 3(0.35%) 3(0.62%)

xptt 2——Z M &

B KA 1 ()

SNl R R (1))

~0.15(=0.08%)
—11(~1.74%)

—0.31(=0.17%)
~34(-9.58%)

—0.37(-0.21%)
—37(-13.55%)

29%F1 3.33% W TR it /K B Bt =K A7 K AT 179.88 m. 178.44 m. 177.99 m 73 il F&4X 7 0.15 m (0.08%).
0.31 m (0.17%)0.37 m (0.21%); e A It & H 1 7K 7l (1) 632 m%/s. 355 m%/s. 489 m®/s 43 Bk 7 11 m¥/s (4.91%).
34 m%s (9.58%) 37 m*/s (13.55%). K1k, Hrd “Hr X7 SIK TREJG, SKFH vt b B S0, BRI i vt i
MR (15.7 m¥s) . R HLI (2.4 mPfs) bk, AN 2 BRAR 32 7K /K FE 19 1 30K B JR AT (B T b o

6. &it

AR SR TARERI KK 5 2 AOK BEREAT T B S 2047, S Hh 1 517K 52 KK A7 74 3 2 R
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LAFF AR A 7K RN S2AOK PERE LI ANAIRE i . BRI
1) HEH IR R, KK BE R K EE BRIV A A H /K B 2500 77 m®, AN 2x BRAR I 7K 7K B S5 A 1 B kA v o
2) SZIKOKPERS By K EE B ST N K & 2500 75 m®, (RCRATIEREEE . Wi, RIS S 5 il
VA LR AT B kR B, A L SR AT SR8 IE i i 2 5 it i R BE RN, AN RIS K OK PR S B i
K JRA BT AR o

E&WE

[ & B SRR} 3L 470 H (51509008; 51279011); Wik B4R R} HF 410 H (2015CFB217) % Bl
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