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Ecological restoration target and plan analysis for Yufuhe River

NI Hong-zhen JIA Jin-sheng WANG Fang YIN Jun-xian FU Xiao-cheng
China Institute of Water Resources and Hydropower Research  Beijing 100038 China

Abstract This paper analyzes the main problems of the ecological environment in the Yufuhe River Basin in Jinan City.
The ecological restoration target and plan for the Yufuhe River are proposed based on the eco-hydrological law for the
river using the point investigation method. The study suggests long-term hydrological and biologic monitoring during the
ecological restoration process of the Yufuhe River and the accumulation and improvement of the background information

about the river which can provide references for river restoration in China.
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YFHO2 1.79 2.17 0.66 3.00 15 966.7  532.2
YFHO3 1.79 2.03 0.62 3.97 18  3688.9 24775.6
YFHO4 1.10 1.21 0.43 2.39 13 10522.2 15425.6
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YFHO6 1.94 2.16 0.65 4.25 20 4877.8 9416.7
YFHO7 1.45 1.63 0.55 2.36 14 2844.4 2837.8 B-1IBI
YFHO8 1.69 1.91 0.63 3.37 15 1811.1 6497.8 3
YFH09 1.02 1.60 0.38 1.71 14 3055.6 9501.1 3
YFHIO 1.77 1.35 091 5.26 7 2444 2602.2
YFHI1 1.10 1.37 0.48 2.09 10 1055.6 4671.1 7/ B-IBI
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0.67 3.78  15.67 2303.70 m
168 945 3917 575 YFHOI 0.59 0.46 0.51 0.20 1.76
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2 40%
YFHO3 0.42 0.37 0.46 0.64 1.89
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3
B .
Am
ym
& .
= .
g
)
* \ \ \ )
2.2 0.02 0.04 0.06 0.08 0.10
2 AR/ (2. 57T)
3
1
y = 11.428x + 1.0876 1
R* = 0.861
y x  2m
2 8~ 11
2
/ o DO / / /
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YFHOL 9.15 10.5 316 10.32 0 - 127 9.5 0.28 13.0 C20 P30S 50
YFHO2 9.18 7.7 313 10.48 0 - 130 101.1 0.00 28.0 C8PI5S5
YFHO03 9.16 10.7 317 10.11 0 - 128 95.8 0.46 7.0 C60G25S 15
YFHO4 8.08 14.7 890 10.74 0. - 69 106.5 0.97 16.0 C 80 S 20
YFHO5 8.30 13.2 597 9.85 0 -82 95.3 0.07 12.0 €9 S5silts
YFHO6 8.92 12.8 491 9.75 0 - 116 105.2 0.33 13.0 C 8 G+S20
YFHO7 8.30 14.3 551 9.88 1 -8l 99.4 0.15 9.5 C 40 S 50 Silt 10
YFHOS 8.61 13.2 626 10.99 0 -9 103.7 0.37 55.0 B 80 G 10
YFH09 8.61 13.2 626 10.99 0 -9 103.7 0.00 21.0 B 80 G 10
YFHI10 8.61 13.2 626 10.99 0 -9 103.7 0.04 74.0 Silt 100
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