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Field water diversion tests of water quality improvement in Qinhuai River
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Abstract; In order to explore the effect of different sluice dispatching schemes on the improvement of water quality
in Qinhuai River, water diversion tests were carried out during the flood season, the wet season, the dry season and
the initial part of one rainfall event, respectively. The results show that reasonable controlling of gates and pumps
can have a positive effect on the river’ s water quality and this effect is definitely affected by the quality and

scheduling time of upstream water.
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Table 1 Monitoring settings of water diversion tests
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Table 2 Comprehensive pollution index at Qinhuai River stations obtained from water diversion tests in 2016
ek FoKk Hlizk 3
P - B FTE— B FTS R
e ST e BT e B T T e B B T i v
07-05T10:00 0.7 0.6 0.7 0.6 0.6 09-20T17:00 0.7 0.9 0.9 0.9 0.9 12-08T16:00 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.1 1.1
07-05T14.00 0.6 0.6 0.6 0.7 0.7 09-21T17:00 0.8 0.8 0.9 1.1 0.9 12-09T09.00 1.1 1.1 1.1 1.2 1.2
07-05T18:00 0.7 0.6 0.6 0.7 0.7 09-22709:00 0.8 0.8 0.9 1.1 0.9 12-09T16:00 1.2 1.1 1.3 1.1 1.2
07-05T22:00 0.5 0.5 0.7 0.6 0.7 09-22T17:00 0.7 0.8 0.8 0.9 1.0 12-10T09:00 1.4 1.5 1.2 1.2 1.1
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