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Relationship between industry density and water quality in Anhui section of the
Huaihe River

CHEN Guang-zhou' WANG Jia-quan® LI Ru-zhong’ QIAN Jia-zhong’
1. Department of Environmental Engineering Anhui Institute of Architecture and Industry — Hefei 230022 China 2.
Department of Resources & Environmental Engineering Hefer University of Technology —Hefer 230009  China

Abstract Water quality and industry density of the cities in Anhui section of the Huaihe River are analyzed. A fitting
curve on the relationship of water quality and industry density is found with industry density and water quality being
independent variables and dependent variables respectively. Analysis indicates that although regions in Anhui section of
the Huaihe River are in good state of development water quality in main tributaries is not satisfactory and pollution
control should be strengthened. Future development of underdeveloped cities should follow the tendency demonstrated in
the curve based on the spatial-temporal equivalence model. Furthermore industrial construction adjustment technique
improvement and water contaminant treatment should be taken for the protection of water environment and sustainable

development of the region.
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