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Drainage distribution and location of spawning sites
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Fig. 2 River network layout of the study area
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Fig.3 Calibration and verification result of hydrodynamic model
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Study on Relationship Between Interval Time of Successive Load

Shedding and Minimum Pressure of Draft Tube Inlet
ZHANG Yong-jin's CHU Shan-peng’
(1. Zhejiang Design Institute of Water Conservancy and Hydro-electric Power Co. , L.td. , Hangzhou 310000,
China; 2. Zhejiang Flood Protection Technology Center, Hangzhou 310000, China)

Abstract: The purpose of the paper is to explore connection mechanism between interval time and pressure at draft
tube inlet in successive load shedding case. Based on transient flow theory and method of characteristics, numerical simu-
lation calculation of transition process in the successive load shedding case for pumped storage power station with layout
of two turbines and one tunnel was carried out. The relationship between flow rate, running track of turbines and mini-
mum pressure at draft tube inlet was analyzed. The result shows that there is a certain most unfavorable interval time
making the time-domain asynchronous degree of first wave flow rate in two turbines maximized and the pressure at draft
tube inlet is the minimum. At the same time, running track point of the first load shedding turbine is near the upper ben-
ding point in the inverse S-region of characteristic curve and running track point of the last one is near the lower bending
point. The conclusion can provide a reference for calculation of extreme value of pressure at draft tube inlet in the pumped
storage power station.

Key words: pumped storage power station; successive load shedding; interval time; pressure at draft tube inlet; flow
rate; running track
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Hydrological Regime Analysis of Breeding Period for Four Major Chinese

Carps in Downstream of Xinjiang River After Cascade Junction Operation
ZHANG Yue', ZHANG Jie', MAO Wei*, YAN Ru-yu*, TAO Yan', LING Ming', JI Yong'
(1. School of Hydraulic and Ecological Engineering, Nanchang Institute of Technology, Nanchang 330099, China;
2. Jiangxi Senior Waterway Affairs Center, Nanchang 330038, China; 3. School of Civil and Architectural
Engineering, Nanchang Institute of Technology, Nanchang 330099, China)

Abstract: To analyze the potential influence of the construction and operation of the cascade junction on the hydrolog-
ic regime of four major Chinese carps spawning sites in the downstream of the Xinjiang River, 21 parameters were select-
ed to establish the hydrological index system of fish spawning sites. The one-dimensional hydrodynamic model was adopt-
ed to analyze the hydrological regime of Daxidu spawning site before and after the construction of the cascade junction.
The range of variability approach was used to analyze the hydrological changes of spawning grounds during the breeding
period before and after the construction of cascade junction. The results show that the flow during the breeding period de-
creases after the operation of the cascading junction, which made the variation range of water flow limited in a small
range. Furthermore, the number of high flow pulse decreased, which reduced the stimulation signal to spawning of four
large fishes. This study quantified the impact of the construction of cascade junction in the downstream of the Xinjiang
River on the spawning grounds during the breeding period, and provided scientific guidance for the design of the local hub
operation scheme.

Key words: cascade junction; four major Chinese carps; breeding period; hydrological index system; Xinjiang River





