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Application of TMDL-based WARMF model to water pollution control
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Abstract This paper introduces a water environment management model WARMF  water analysis risk management
framework  and its application to simulation and design of pollution load reduction and sediment load allocation in basins
of the United States and other countries. It is pointed out that when using the WARMF model Chinese researchers
should 1 consider the interaction of complicated factors during model simulation 2 stringently establish the pollution
load reduction method and the allocation amount 3 place great emphasis on the sensitivity analysis and calibration of
simulation results and 4 make use of multiple functions of the model while taking into account the accuracy of

simulation .
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