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Influence of the discharge of the Taipu River on water quality in the lower water
source area
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Abstract By the joint regulation of Taipu Sluice and pumping stations along the Taipu River the influence of the
discharge of the Taipu River on water quality in the water source area in Lower Taipu River and Upper Huangpu River is
studied. The results indicate that supplying the Lower Taipu River with the rainfall and flood resources from Taihu Lake

can improve the water environment of Upper Huangpu River.
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