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Tab.1 Input and output indicators of urban water
environment governance efficiency
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Fig.1 Time series curve of water environment governance
efficiency in Hubei Province and all cities and states
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Fig. 2 Distribution of types of urban water environment

governance efficiency changes in Hubei Province
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Fig.3 The spatial evolution of urban water environment

governance efficiency in Hubei Province
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Tab.2 Influencing factors of urban water environment

governance efficiency
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Tab.3 Analysis of variance table
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Research on Spatio-temporal Evolution and Influencing Factors of

Urban Water Environment Governance Efficiency

YUAN Hong-chuan' ,CHEN Ping-ju' ,JIN Liang-hai'* ,ZHANG Yue'
(1. College of Hydraulic and Environmental Engineering, China Three Gorges University, Yichang 443002, China;
2. Hubei Key Laboratory of Construction and Management in Hydropower Engineering, Yichang 443002, China)
Abstract: Taking 16 cities and prefectures in Hubei Province as the research object, from the perspective of unex-
pected output, DEA-SBM model was used to calculate the water environment governance efficiency from 2014 to 2018.
Combined with GIS spatial analysis method, the temporal and spatial variation characteristics of urban water environment
governance efficiency were explored, and the influencing factors of urban water environment governance efficiency were
analyzed by multiple linear regression model. The results show that the efficiency of urban water environmental govern-
ance in Hubei Province has rising trend, but there is a difference in time-order changes in water environmental governance
between different cities; The efficiency of urban water environment treatment in Hubei Province shows a spatial distribu-
tion trend of low in the central region and high in the eastern and western regions; The level of infrastructure and environ-
mental regulation have a significant positive impact on urban water environmental governance, and urbanization level has
a significant negative impact on water environmental governance efficiency.
Key words: water environment governance; temporal and spatial evolution; DEA-SBM model; multiple linear regression
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Spatiotemporal Characteristics of Water Quality and Its Correlation with

Land Use Type in Middle and Lower Reaches of ChanBa River
LI Xiao-ke',LIAN Yan-qing”,XU Xin-han' ,FANG Yan',WANG Xuan'

(1. Xi’an Institute of Earth Environment Innovative, Xi’an 710061, China;
2. Yangtze Institute for Conservation and Development, Hohai University, Nanjing 210098, China)

Abstract: In order to explore the spatiotemporal characteristics of water quality and its correlation with land use type
in the middle and lower reaches of the Chanba River, sampling and monitoring were conducted in April(wet period), Au-
gust(flow period)and December(dry period)of 2019 based on seventeen sampling sites. The spatial-temporal characteris-
tics of water quality and the identification of main pollution factors were analyzed by employing multivariate statistical,and
the relationship between the land use type and water quality indexes was studied by the method of Spearman analysis. The
results show that water quality had spatial and temporal characteristics in the middle and lower reaches of Chanba River in
2019. In terms of time, the concentration values of NH;-N, TP and COD,,, were maximum in flow period; The order of
TP and CODy, was sorted as flow period > wet period > dry period. Spatially. the concentrations of NH;-N, TP and
COD,y, basically increased from the middle reaches to the lower reaches. Influenced by human activities along the river,
the water quality was mainly polluted by nutrient and organic matter in the middle and lower reaches of Chanba river.
Construction land had a positive correlation with pollutants and played a "source" role, while forest had a negative correla-
tion with pollutants and played a "sink" role. The results can provide reference for water environmental management in
Chanba River Basin.

Key words: middle and lower reaches of Chanba River;water quality; land use type; relativity





