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Spatial distribution of rainstorm derived disasters
of Changsha County from 2000 to 2020
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Fig. 2 Interannual variation of annual Rainstorm

Day in Changsha County
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Fig. 3 Rainstorm days in each month from March

to October in Changsha County
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Fig. 4 Spatial distribution of annual average monthly

precipitation in Changsha County
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Fig.5 Spatial distribution of annual average rainstorm

days in Changsha County
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Fig. 6 Interannual change of direct economic loss

of rainstorm disaster
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Tab.1 The correlation coefficients between rainstorm

characteristic factors and disaster damage index
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Fig. 7 Distribution of disaster causing factors in

Changsha County from March to October
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Fig. 8 Distribution of average annual rainfall and

waterlogging index in Changsha County
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Fig. 9 Comprehensive index distribution of disaster
pregnant environment in Changsha County
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Fig. 10  Distribution of comprehensive risk grade of
Rainstorm in Changsha County
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Study on Risk Assessment of Rainstorm Disaster

and Zoning in Changsha County
SU Tao'*, ZHAO En-rong'» YAO Rong', CHEN Jing-jing' ,» CHEN Hong-zhuan®, JIANG Wan-ting'
(1. Hunan Meteorological Bureau, Changsha 410118, China; 2. Hunan Key Laboratory of Meteorological Disaster
Prevention and Reduction, Changsha 410118, China; 3. Huaihua Meteorological Bureau. Huaihua 418099, China)
Abstract: By investigating the historical meteorological data, disaster situation data and disaster bearing body infor-
mation during 1951-2020, this paper establishes a risk survey database to accurately evaluate the hazard of rainstorm dis-
aster in Changsha County of Hunan Province. Comprehensively considering the impact of multiple meteorological disaster
causing factors of rainstorm disaster and inducing environment such as geology and drainage network of watershed, this
paper carries out the analysis of basic characteristics of rainstorm and risk assessment of disaster, and forms a risk assess-
ment model. Geological disasters in Changsha County mainly occur in the northeast of Changsha County. The urban wa-
terlogging disaster mainly affects the county seat and the surrounding areas with high urbanization. Mountain torrents
mainly affect the central and northern areas of Changsha County. The risk of rainstorm disaster in Changsha County tends
to weaken from the southeast and northeast to the middle. Generally speaking, the risk of rainstorm in the whole county
is not high, only Kaihui Town, Gaogiao Town and Huanghua town are high-risk, and rainstorm events are easy to cause
secondary disasters in these three towns. There are two relatively high value centers in the county, which are located in
Huanghua town and Jiangbei town in the southeast and Kaihui town and Gaogiao Town in the north. The comprehensive risk
level of rainstorm in Ansha Town, Guoyuan Town, Chunhua Town and urban area in the middle is low.
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Study on Watershed Water Resources Allocation

with Reclaimed Water Utilization
HE Qi', YANG Kan',CHEN Jing’ sHUA Jun-hong®
(1. College of Hydrology and Water Resources, Hohai University, Nanjing 210098, China;
2. Yixing Water Resources Bureau, Yixing 214207, China;

3. Wuxi Huishan Qiangiao Street Water Conservancy and Agricultural Machinery Service Station, Wuxi 214100, China)

Abstract: Integrating reclaimed water into water supply system is a strategic measure to alleviate the problem of wa-
ter resource shortage. Aiming at the uncertainty and stability existing in the optimal allocation of multiple water sources
including reclaimed water, Monte Carlo simulation and interval two-stage robust stochastic optimization were coupled to
build the optimal allocation model of multiple water sources under the condition of multiple uncertainties. The uncertainty
represented by the form of interval and probability distribution in the process of water supply and water demand was ef-
fectively handled. The variable random value of water resources allocation and the recourse cost were balanced. and the
system’s risk was controlled. The water resources allocation schemes were obtained under different scenarios. The im-
proved model was applied to water supply area in Linfen Basin-Jincheng Qindan river watershed of Shanxi large water net-
work. Based on the comprehensive analysis of regional water efficiency and water loss under different scenarios, the joint
allocation scheme of multiple water sources under different utilization rates of reclaimed water was obtained, which pro-
vides a reference for decision makers to consider the optimal allocation scheme of reclaimed water under uncertain condi-
tions.

Key words: water resources allocation; reclaimed water; uncertainty; Monte Carlo simulation;interval two-stage ro-

bust stochastic programming





