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Fig 1 Location map and distribution of meteorological and

hydrological stations in the mountainous upper-stream

area of the Heihe River basin (HRB)
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Fig 2 Thiessen weighing scheme for the flow restoration

at the Yingluoxia outlet
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Fig. 3 Subbasin delineation of the study basin
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Tab.2 Algorithm used to calculate average slope length in the
AVSWAT model, sourced from the AVSWAT source codes
5 1990-2009
ig. 5 Measured and simulated monthly streamflow of the
Yingluoxia station in 1990-2009, the outlet of the study 0<slope=2.0 SL = 400/3.28 m
basin using default parameters coming with the SWAT model 2. 0<slope<C5. 0 SL=2300/3.28m
5. 0 slope<(8. 0 SLL.=200/3. 28m
1 (m)
Tab.1 Originally calculated average slope lengths and 8. 0<slope<C10. 0 SL=200/3.28m
corrected ones for comparison (m) 10. 0<<slope<<12. 0 SL=120/3. 28m
AVSWAT AVSWAT 12. 0<Cslope<C16. 0 SL=100/3. 28m
12. 0<slope<C16. 0 SL.=280/3. 28m
16. 0<slope<<20. 0 SL.=60/3. 28m
1 0. 0500 10. 0000 23 0. 0500 10. 0000
20. 0<<slope<(25.0 SL=50/3. 28m
2 24.3902 35. 6330 24 0. 0500 11.0433
_ slope=25 SL=0.05m
3 36. 5854 37.5676 25 0. 0500 10. 0000
S 0 . . . .
4 15.2439  17.0267 26 0.0500  10.0000 * slope: (%5 SL: (m); 3.28:
5 24,3902 37.1311 27 0. 0500 10. 0000
6 0. 0500 10. 0000 28 18.2927  20.2120
7 0.0500 10. 0000 29 0. 0500 10. 0000 3.3
8 91.4634 80. 6562 30 0. 0500 10. 0000 AVSWAT
9 18.2927 18. 0589 31 0. 0500 10. 0000 N .
10 0. 0500 10. 0000 32 0. 0500 15. 0030 N
11 0.0500 10. 0000 33 0. 0500 10. 0000 N
12 0. 0500 10. 0000 34 0. 0500 10. 0000 (2) .
13 0.0500 10. 2305 35 0. 0500 10. 0000
LO:6 5 08
14 0. 0500 10. 0000 36 0.0500  10.0000 lyy = " (2)
18% sip”
15 0.0500 10. 0000 37 0. 0500 10. 0000
16 15.2439 10. 8358 38 0. 0500 11.1128 s Loy ;L.Jp 3n
17 0. 0500 10. 6256 39 15.2439  12.8489 ;S[p o
18 0. 0500 10. 0000 40 0. 0500 10. 0000
19 0. 0500 10. 0000 41 0. 0500 10. 0000 .
20 0. 0500 10. 0000 42 18. 2927 23. 4560
b o
21 0. 0500 10. 0000 43 0. 0500 10. 0000
22 0. 0500 10. 0000

Qu = (Qu+ Quawi ) * (1= exp [ -]
, AVSWAT lag

0.05 mC 1), (3)
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Tab.3 Partial parameters ranking before and after slope

length correction by the sensitivity analysis

CN2 1 1
ESCO 2 3
SOL K 3 13
SLOPE 4 11
SOL AWC 7 5
SLSUBBSN 24 23
3.6
3 ,
CN2( ) . AVSWAT
CN2
o ,CN2
, [17] CN2

b

CN3 = CN2" X exp(0. 00673 X (100 —CN2"))
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Average Slope Length Calculation and Runoff Simulation

YU Wenjun ' ,NAN Zhuotong *,LI Shuo ' and LI Chenggang '
(1. School of Geography Science, Nanjing Normal University s, Nanjing 210046, China;
2. Cold and Arid Regions Environmental and Engineering Research Institute, CAS, Lanzhou 730000, China)

Abstract: Watershed average slope length (ASL) is defined as the average distance measured along the

main channel from the watershed outlet to the basin divide. It is an important parameter in a hydrologic
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model. Theoretically ASL is related to the calculation of lateral flow and routing timing, which eventually
impacts simulation of the total surface runoff. SWAT (Soil and Water Assessment Tools) is a river basin
scale model developed to predict the effects of management decisions on water, sediment, nutrient and
pesticide yields with reasonable accuracy on lager, and ungauged river basins. The AVSWAT model, an
integration of SWAT2005 and ArcView GIS 3. 2, was applied in this paper to simulate monthly stream
flow (1990-2009) of the Yingluoxia outlet of the 10 000 km” upstream basin of the Heihe River basin
(HRB). The simulation showed that ASLs calculated by the AVSWAT model were not consistent with
the actual cases in the upstream basin of HRB. As a result, it led to an inaccurate simulation. To address
this problem, a new approach has been adopted to correct ASL of each sub-basin. A regression equation,
which reflects the relationship between average slope and average length, was established by measuring
average slope of each sub-basin. Using the corrected slope lengths and the default parameter set of SWAT
together with meteorological and hydrologic data from 1990 to 2009, Nash-Sutcliffe coefficient (NSE) of
monthly runoff simulation is obviously improved to 0. 75 in contrast with 0. 60 with uncorrected slope
lengths and same parameter set. Sensitivity analysis and an examination of CN2 parameter were also con-
ducted to prove the applicability of this correcting method. The results showed that corrected slope
lengths were more suitable for the studied mountainous basin and also verified its applicability of the a-
dopted correction approach. Using the corrected ASLs, an error-trial optimization was used to optimize
other parameters. The validation with daily runoff from 2000-2009 showed an NSE of up to 0. 81, which
suggested an acceptable simulation for the study basin. We concluded on basis of corrected slope lengths
quite good simulation can be achieved by parameter optimization. Therefore, the approach to correct ASL
is feasible in mountainous basin, and the corrected slope lengths have made the stream flow simulation

better.

Key words: Heihe River basin (HRB) ;average slope length; SWAT ;sensitivity analysis
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soil moisture and demonstrated even quicker response to shallow surface drought severity than that of
VCI. Finally, the spatio-temporal distribution of drought in southwest China in 2010 was reoccurred with
NDDI index, and also land area with different drought severity was derived. The result showed that the
period that suffered from most severe drought conditions lasted from January to April in 2010 in Guizhou
Province, the maximum drought-stricken area was 132257 km® and it occupied more than 75% of the total
area of Guizhou Province. Meanwhile, the maximum area suffered from “heavy drought” was 88246 km?

and it occupied more than 50% of the total area of Guizhou Province.

Key words: soil moisture; normalized difference drought index; spatio-temporal characteristics; drought;

MODIS



