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Parameters Sensitivity Analysis of Watershed Management Model
—Application of WARMF Model in Chaohu Lake Area

JIANG Ying, WANG Xue-jun, LUO Ding gui
(College of Environmental Science, Peking University, Beijing 100871, China)

Abstract: Parameter sensitivity analysis of water quality model is the basis of model calibration, and can also provide reference to
water quality management. WARMF ( Watershed Analysis Risk Management Frame) is a distributed watershed management
model. Hangbu RiverFengle River watershed of Chaohu Lake basin was selected as the research area. This watershed was d+
vided into 74 units, w hich includes 37 subw atershed, 36 river segments and 1 lake unit. Partial sensitivity analysis w as applied to
study the sensitivity of main parameters of WARMF model, including hydrology, sediment. water quality, in the No. 4 subw ater-
shed and No.4 river segment of the selected study area Based on the analysis result, efficiency of model calibration can be sig-
nificantly im proved.
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