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Effect of the Water Trander Project from Yangtze River to Hangjiang River on
the Eco-environment of the Middle and L ower Reaches of Hanjiang River

WAN G Ting-ting' ,ZHAN G Wanr-shun* ,PEN G Hong’ ,WANG Yan' ,ZHU Qi-yan'
(1. School of Resource and Environmental Science,Wuhan University ,Wuhan 430072, China;
2. School of Water Resource and Hydropower ,Wuhan University ,Wuhan 430072, China)

Abstract : The water trandfer project from Yangtze River to Hanjiang River which is a tiein project of the
South-to-North Water Trander ,will make a great effect on the improvement of the eco-environment of the
middle and lower reaches of Hanjiang River.Based on the water quality model and the RQEM ,the effect of
the water trander project from Yangtze River to Hanjiang River on ecosystem environment of the middle
and lower reaches of Hanjiang River is analyzed from the aspectsof water level flow ,growth of fish ,algae,
etc. The results show that the middle and lower reaches of Hanjiang River s water level and the capacity
enhance in a certain degree,the concentration of the water pollutant (COD) reduces,the” water bloom”
phenomenon is controlled in a certain degree fishes survival space has been improved ,however there also
exists the spread of schistosomiass potential risks after the water trandfer project from Yangtze River to
Hanjiang River.
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