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Condition of Water Resource in the Middle Reaches Area of the Tarim River
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Abstract: The condition of water resource change in the middle reaches area of the Tarim River are analyzed based on many
years’ hydrological and met eorological data, including the characteristic, trend, and influencing index. T he results show : the
water resource amount shows a decreasing trend, and the allocation of water amount to every month in a year is uneven, which

are converged in summer. These situations threaten the ecological environment in the area and managing of water become more

difficult.
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