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Fig. 1 Changes in temperature and rainfall
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Fig. 2 Landuse simulated by CA-Markov model
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Fig.3 Comparison of simulated and measured monthly

runoff values in regular and validation periods

in Qingshui River Basin
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Fig. 4 Mean monthly runoff changes under the three scenarios
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Analysis of Influence of Different Spillway Bends on

Spiral Flow of Spillway Side Troughs
GUO Jin-nan',QIU Yong', HE Pei-shan®, WU Si-heng',JI Lun-yong'
(1. College of Water Resources and Hydraulic Engineering, Yunnan Agricultural University, Kunming
650201, China; 2. Kunming Hongzhao Water Conservancy and Hydropower Engineering
Design Consulting Co. » Ltd. » Kunming 650020, China)

Abstract: For side channel spillways, although the adjustment section can be arranged on the downstream side to
smooth the water flow, it is difficult to completely avoid the interference of the transverse axis spiral flow on the water
flow pattern of the chute. Through numerical simulation, the impacts of the curved circulation in the turning section of
the chute on the spiral flow on the lateral axis of the side trough were studied. The results show that when the direction
of the circulation and the spiral flow are the same (the turning angle is 14. 505°), the streamline in the bend rolls oblique-
ly from the concave bank to the convex bank, the superposition of the flow velocity is obvious, and the circulation intensi-
ty intensifies. The lateral flow velocity of the outlet section of the curve reaches 3. 29 m/s, and the height difference of
the outlet water surface has reached 1. 140 m (low left and high right) ; When the circulation flow of channel bend and
spiral flow are in opposite directions (the turning angle is —5°) ; The water {low in the bend turns from both sides to the
axis and then flows downstream, and the circulation phenomenon almost disappears; The lateral flow velocity at the out-
let section of the bend decreases to —0. 19 m/s, and the height difference of the outlet water surface decreases to —0. 467 m Chigh
left and low right). That is, the turbulence of the spiral flow in the upstream groove can be improved by providing a
curved path in the chute.

Key words: transverse velocity; vertical velocity; chute circulation flow of channel bend; side groove spiral flow; wa-
ter flow regime
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Runoff Simulation of Qingshui River Basin Under Future

Climate Change and Land Use Scenarios

ZHOU Fan*", LI Han"", LIU Rui-fen™"
(a. Hubei Key Laboratory of River and Lake Ecological Restoration and Algae Utilization;

b. School of Civil Engingeering, Architecture & Environment, Hubei University of Technology, Wuhan 430068, China)

Abstract: Simulation and prediction of runoff under climate change and land use scenarios are of great significance for
the study of water balance and water resources planning and management. Taking the Qingshui River Basin in Zhangjiak-
ou City as the research area, the global climate model GFDL-ESM2M and CA-Markov model were used to analyze and
predict the meteorological data and land use in the Qingshui River basin, and the SWAT hydrological model was construc-
ted to quantify the changes of water balance factors in the basin in 2025 under the joint influence of climate change and
land use. The results show that under the three GHG emission scenarios, the rainfall in Qingshui River Basin increased
significantly in 2025, the maximum temperature and average temperature under the RCP2. 6 emission scenario decreased
compared with 2015; The maximum temperature and average temperature under the RCP4. 5 and RCP8. 5 emission sce-
nario increased, and the minimum temperature under the three scenarios decreased. From 2015 to 2025, arable land,
woodland, grassland, water area and construction land changed by —6.24 %, —0.86%, 6.32%, 0.20% and 0.59%,
respectively. Compared with 2014-2015, the water balance distribution of the watershed changed in 2025, and the peak
monthly runoff occurred from July to September. The average annual runoff under the three discharge scenarios were
4.40 m*/s, 5.84 m®/s and 9. 94 m®/s, respectively.

Key words: Qingshui River Basin; climate change; landuse; SWAT model; runoff
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Numerical Simulation of Hydrodynamic Characteristics

in a Channel with Fish-nest Brisk
YANG Ji*, GONG Yi-ging”, MAO Jing-giao*, GAO Huan", DAI Jie"
(a. College of Water Conservancy and Hydropower Engineering;
b. Institute of Water Science, Hohai University, Nanjing 210098, China)

Abstract: In order to investigate the impact of typical ecological revetment fish-nest brick on the hydrodynamic char-
acteristics of straight water conveyance channels, a 3-D numerical model (LES) incorporating fish-nest brick was devel-
oped using large-eddy simulation technology. Periodic boundaries were employed in the longitudinal direction to allow for
the repeated development of water flow within the computational domain. The reliability of the numerical model was ex-
tensively validated through experimental data from flume tests. Subsequently, the LES model was used to simulate the
hydrodynamic characteristics of channels containing fish-nest brick. The results indicate that the fish-nest brick divide the
channel into a high-speed main flow region and a low-speed fish-nest cavity. The time-averaged flow velocity in the main
flow region is approximately 1. 8 times the cross-sectional average flow velocity (U,), and a continuous distribution of
vortices exists throughout the entire water depth range. Conversely, the time-averaged flow velocity and turbulence with-
in the fish-nest cavity are at relatively low levels, making it suitable for fish habitat and the hatching of adhesive eggs.
The mixing layer at the mouth of the fish-nest cavity exhibits relatively strong vortex structures, which significantly en-
hances turbulence intensity and services as the primary driving force for momentum exchange between the interior and ex-
terior of the fish-nest cavity.

Key words: fish-nest brisk; large-eddy simulation; vortex structures; fish swimming





