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Abstract: In light of the difficulties in effective water pollution control, this study formulated a watershed optimal management decision model framework

based on relevant researches on mechanistic modeling of watershed hydrology, hydrodynamics, water quality and aquatic ecology. The decision model

framework also took into account the existing socio-economic development status in watersheds. Based on this framework, we reviewed the history and

current status of watershed optimal decision support models from three different aspects: simple systematic optimization models, coupled simulation-

optimization model, and complicated optimization models on different temporal and spatial scales. Meanwhile, the problems during the development of

watershed optimization models were identified. Finally, in order to solve the bottle-neck of computation for watershed optimization models, simplification

of the structure of simulation models and adaptive management were recommended.
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1 5|5 (Introduction)

IR LA AE W BEAR S5 Bt N 1T 3
F AU T A HERR A 0B, NN B A 7 A T
P HEOKMTT Yo Fok A B BEIR. 35 (2010 4F A [ 3E
BORBLA Y H23E . “204 Z5 M9 409 A Hb /K [ #5
Wi, T~ 28 IV ~ VR4 V2K Y
W TET LG50 53 9104 59. 9% 23, 7% F11 16. 4% . -+ 26
A A K %) b W R T 2ROK BT 1 A4,
17 3.8% s M2 5 4,15 19.2% ; VI 4 4, i
15.4% ; V6 4, 5 23.1% ;4 VR 10 4, 5
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SRt , S D S B 5 [ ) — A R T
PRI A PR AR U 2 (1] 25 3 — [ e ) A 280 T B
h e A R f 0 ) I B FER R AP i AR AR T
FHAARIE B S RE. e, A8 SO U oK B 457 2
AR th e, 73 B T sk o4 B Ak
PRI ) B Iy MAR IR 8k 1 A 2
TV IOK T B A PR S 0 8 % 1o A 4 R g
e 38 W T IR ORI A Bk SRR R A 2 T 1k i
F187 3R 55 ) SRR 7 1 i e L

2 WMIBAKREEMLRRER MR (Modeling
system for watershed optimal decision of water-

quality management )

K 5 A B Ak P 3 S i ST AR X IR R
G L i LA SR G 43 A 2 T K B4 B
FRPESR B SR R B, 8 B AR T R S i
A LA oA 22 B R L ERASE R 5 35043, 20 0 7Y
AN B8 R G0 N 45 N B I g3 56 R i 2005
i N BN T 2 7 R B HLERB R ) R T R G
PR F i A B B T 8 I A A B R AT
THE LLFA R L R (B, 2010) .

y=f(x,0) +¢ (1)
K, x FRRGHA 0 RR RGBS, fFRBH
LRy Fon RGH N, & FoR R RIBLR 2, X}
F— MM RG, e MBEREN O, —RIE & ~N
(0,07) 0 HBIIER 22 19 )7 22, RAE T RGEHAH
EVEFEE.

XTI RGNS, B 3 T
)AL 58—, WAT Al 2 22 0 2 i ot B 3 B4R
DRI N  E 5 2 B 0 15 4 T 2O Ui S T T R
TG Y R DTRR Y B T AR UL 2 i YL A B A
MLIG 4L B FREL AR 4 R 455 Je W 78 Rl 38K St 2
RS AL AR 205 1 A KR I8 2K 5 K L2
B =, Q] Tk 46 35 e A ik A K AR DL S 7K B
PIVEFAT & e 3 A2 A Ve TR KR b i
B2 o3 A R0 B HE X A S RGBS e X TR —
ANANEL, BT R B S 2T A T R G, R ME e
B A 11 5 8 0 38 K ) 9 375 e W 7 AR 22 )
MIOCFR B H 2R GE 150 B R R G 8l ) 2 U 55
TRV R . X TR A, R

JE IR T G W 7 I 38 N 3 B8 e Ak S i =3 0 A 1 H
SRITFE AR 22 UL %) Y SR Y (T e e 25 — A ) it
(7K SCK S5 5 Y 0 e ke 275 = A Tl @ 1Y) 7K S5 7K 2l
FK BT K A= 25 ) R AT DA T B R G 1Y 5 1247
B, SV 5, T 35S 78 P LA ] 225 9 3 Ja o A v
f What If” [A] 8, RIAE {5 Ge P UG 561 K 30K
o MBS | R A | B A O S RO A A
Jr A AL R TR UORE e Bl Bk A 3R
H S HR I S B0 1) i Aty b 3 e 4D 3 Sk R L 2%
B U LU AR K Gk R 3 A B I T
ey e bbb K A o (0 3 B A Aok AR 1 L It
IKAEAE R RGN AL R AT TR0 5 | R ik 2 o) 72
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AT RGBS Bl 7RI TS
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RETH A /K AAK A 25 T RE I 220K IS 2 3t 75 24461 2 T
S Y A i) J 58 8 AU T VR P IR TS Gl hn LA
il LA R 3 ol 2 It Sl R A T e R B e 43R 3
PNVt Q2 RN VS TRl B S NN e W Wik =Sy K id
PR AR 2 4 B 2 U BT e A 0 R — A
FETB, T Ui 48 3 P 9 What the Best”
[F] i, R 3t Jo 2R 8 ) A 55 45 400 40 A 1) 2l | D)
TRAAIK BTIRFR AL, Lhat 25 0% MRS e K
16 B, I SR i U Sk BT A B Ak e SR AR
AU AR TR R T 8 U K e 5 W R A A 2 o e
T YL T 58 VAl T S iy AT AT M 55 S 1 248 B AR
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B ) — e R IA AT
min L(x,0)
(f(x,0) <y,
f(x,0) =y, (2)
s.t. :{g(x,0) =g,
h(x,0)=h,
lx=0,0=0
K, w0 A F RN & SCRET, it « 7] LAl 53R
H AR5 A5 A PSR, X A i A A
FARACE R R AR &, 53 4h, 0 Sy RAE AR AR 1Y
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Fig. 1 Modeling system for watershed optimal decision of water-quality management
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3 REBUKREEMR A RRIEB R #H B (Research
progress on watershed optimal decision of water-

quality management )

LA S5 A8 A A e SRS AU SR Y S A0 Al A A5
FJ7 125 T i N TR SR e | E b R ERORT 24 TR A%
PELAR AR Z B, 3 5 Jay T B 42 Jm 1 P
HRENL LM R Lt BB SR A T ik
SRARE R LR AT LB 2] H A5 ( H AR eR £l K El
/) PP R AR B R 45 R BT e S oK o A
PRI . K 5T A B A DR SR AR B 1Y e g A
U T sl T G4 T 1) 4 8 B B AN ARG A A A A A
FORARE I A it B 2z v i T LA CN K 75
Biive KA SR Rt £x 28 5% AT 4P 22 R J ) A o
TCIX —FE T U (AR L, K 0 A AR it Ty ik
I FH Tt A B g sl e I AN T, DAL ek
KA AT Ak e SR A BB 5 MBS ] | O A
53 B 0 LR 1 22 28 ML D0 A B30k T SR A 42 PR
R BLAE T s 6 B Al 1k FKR i AR e v R R 1Y
BERESR T AR A0 A AR i A &
A RBEEIEIE (BRI SE Rk AU
B KL WO ORL TR AL SRL SR B R A
VR SEHR G BN T U B L B S B ) R i
TR T2 B AR LA IR R, A% G 0 A A A
FbRiZ Ze M I ACRE P05 FOMASE | PRAR S0k
e R MU - 2472 2 22 H A ) s % A6 7 5 H
Pl REK A, H i 0 5 22 b TR SRR 1Y 814 5
- (NSGA-I) KR fii #9212 H AR 7] 8L AY Pareto il
BT, D TR SR R A i o 1) DR SRR AL 1 B
WL LS. IHe A, ph BRI [) 3 1) 52 A 1 S B PR B
FR G A W I P AN i e AR AN E 1 AR
T RTS8 & R 3 R R . H IR AN 7 1
AR AT 3 28 BEAIL LI ORI A0 1 X 8] %
TR, LA kR KA B IS R RO
P DA K DX 8] 02y B8R AN B 7 0 Ak TR) 8L A6 ik
WE DAL R BT SR A S T RS Y 7 i, A S
ANUACAAEEL (1 2 B FNR A 7 A g 23 28 HE N, A
AN AR BY 7 3 3K B 58 S 1) iz 2 T s 2
A A TR BT A BEG Ak the AR Y A O SCHR AT 0
VeI, I MB B 1 £ B R L T i R 4l 73 LA
T3 A
3.1 HRERRA AR MER

TR — KSR R BT At s 2Pk WY
VR EAE I — DR GE. LLX A RGN

G AR E MK SO b TR M 50 46 1F 1, dn iy 552
BRI £ 28 55 2 I ) F5e KA TR B SO 5 350 9% I
(1A RE U R ()3 Ak, 2 i S /K 5 A8 B b e S A
TR L R4 ) — A F1 B ) L A Sk 3 — [, R A
(A9 F2 R X A K R G 4y LT R 4,
AT RE AT FR% KT RE ML
T RGNS T REMM T RENHSEN TR
6] B A .6 2R, FEAE L JE Al b DL IR % ] 1 A
I B A VR B2 (i A PR S 8 35 B B far AN A PR35
Bl R ARV HE I ) R AR AR, DAY
L (FEFRA D) MAET (R, Tl fss =
Pk ) R R AR R B b R O AR A A AR HE A T
SR (5 R, 1986 3 X1 K AR 2 1992 5 Hii 45 i
FEI 4k, 1997 ). fal B A0 7 381 2R 40 A A ASE 70 e K 5 A0
Sl R HZK K I b BRI AR 5t AR Ak 8 L K 35 e
el SRR WA A R A Rk 44
PR A 2SR R 3 A AR £ S B R) 8 S
)Tz R B A 35 R AR T ik e —
FRERZE PR R AR ZRPE LRI | B AR AL | 3h S R 2
DR b 428 = R N3] 1 P e 73 S 155 2 N i
LR AR A B B R s R R X BAR

H T U A B A 2 2 T 0 R O AT
Xt 9 ORGSR K PR (R A R K S B 8RN s e
R T R I U A BRAR Akt 3 5 A P Y R
EVE, TR R G PR R W EIA T T
BEAL R A X 1) 55 00 20 22 H A AS 0 5 P R0 7
2%, ARG S o ] A850 ) 335 7 1A RIS 60 5K At 11 R 3
BE (SR R4 199851999a;1999b; 4F4i%, 1999
J& F 4, 2008; Wang et al., 2006; Liu et al. ,
2007).
3.2 HHSRAKAHA

Xof A7 BRI AR G AR B Y | HL e A B I AR
HRIR R G0 o A 0 ek B w3 A ST A P A A AR ] e
(AnBs /D B e 5 A e 3/ B A IR AR A Sy B —
() B bR eREL) |, A8 AL R I B % 18 R G
AR, A % 1 AR G AN R B BE 22 8] ) AH
I R MAEASAS [F] 64 [ B AR T 57 oA 17 2 B it 3 R
ESTTE) EOSEIAY AR R 0 ) W 1Y UL A NG T R
IR B A DL SRR R AE L 2 v

BRI — M AR g S o8 T
IR G A 25 B 7 BRI A sl 4R IS Y
AT B 3 K B, AT X 7K 2R 245 2 48 7 A6 BRI 1Y
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UM T R LA Sy DU TR 1) e I B A SR R AT
S LA PEAS HBUR (Ward e al. , 2003) , 3% Fil
J7 ATFRAE oL E . TER Z iR R 4 itk
B AR e B (10 2 B AR ME B 19 G T A0 AR )
B RN A B TR T ) R G s A
PR AU Sy PG T AR 78 2 85 ) AR AR 4 A5 )
ZF (IS5 AE RS PR AL, 2002) , X A7 3R AR A
“HEABUE AL

AR A IR P AR A I A LS Y
SR FR GE AR 2 M AR AE 0 A S Bl A AR
et , DR HL A 21 0 e A i 5 B S A B A A AT
TE—E I 25 5. it e ik — ) R, 40F 5% 0 X 28
[i) R M A < AADL-OE Ak ) B, S T AR
b7 RS K A5 UL TR 5 1 Sl — A 5 5 s [ | 58
[E1] AR AH Sk A B R AR B B A B AR A A v 1
R ARG SR H bR sR B — 4
AR XA (Kuo et al. , 2006; Reichold et al. |
2010) . X F a7 By 22 0] DL s ik i U 7R
AR BN G 10 308 o 20 8 1) I ke 203
R (NS ) SR W T DA (R X 5 22
) s B AR LR Mk BRSSPI R | R 0 T R i
AR T2 5 B < AR BT TR EL AT A v 1) B
(i) 52 2% 85 028 [B) 2 2% B8, S B oK R S5e P At O LAt 1
A 5 32 8] T 5.

BARTERL 25 20 Z 47 [H] [ B b5 B3 A ik
T T REIRAWEST, (H 46 A& 0 1k v i 5 5o 59
F RIS VA A IO FH - v 31 R AR DL A ] A el
B W ICEAE AT TS 25 58 AR TR SR g T )
FLEARE T IR BB , #E T R R ) K ST
AR T [ E 7 19 ok se IR T, R
BB IED Xl iyt 25 SR Ak 3 0 35 4 FH I i A S
HEAT ] 5 B BE AL AR | 38 o A UL A8 53 X iy
F % A5 R, SR 5 SR FHEICHE £ A58 (HL#% 2% 2], Machine
Learning, f0§5 G2 11 8E N T 2 P9 4% | SR )
B DRSRAR S5 J7 3% ) 14 5 i S LA A B ) i) 7 G
Z, DT A5 2] U A UUASE 200 f AR AR Y.y AR
T — i ELA AR 3 8 TR0 TR e AR AR AR
U R4 T SR i AR T 5 K b B v AR UL Ak 1] A8 1Y
TR I IR AT IR G A0 1 455 780 1 30 U . SR
T, AN R A0 1) A ik 24 (] 208 B O A R T 31 B30
SRR, SO ok T 59 — S a1, B H T 345 A B
A B T SEPEAE AR R ORUE (AR B4, 2010). 1 H.
R GRS 5 L K HL R S AR it

BRIV e 7 A A A B A B gt T M 34530 25114 ) R
JIr ATR) RS 5 07 25 AN R S B 1 O SR UL 1k
DRGSR AT RE = SR Bl T HL ARk Y
“Hf L PE-IX ] Fi i 5 5 57 (nonlinearity interval
mapping scheme , NIMS ) 7545 $LLIE A4 7 50 ) oK fige L
POAB S () HERE 5 J7 15 110 8L 38 R A P R A AR R
PR 1% 7 IR TE S BN FH AN TR b 4 v S
(Zou et al. , 2010). 4R , BT FRIBAAUNLT7 7L M
SR S R S B R R 5 AT RE R A ROR R R AL
AR SRR 2 AR 5 B B AA 28 1) B T iR AT AR 5 e
TR A MBS
3.3 HEREELRMARR

DK A B ) A% O 10 53 Ui Sl K B B R
TR B B 858 LK) U 2 7 — 5 I TR R Y, 7 A [
72 ] RUBE b R 48 A e N 2R A AR 7 A TR i 3 LA
FOK PR G RHE Tt HE4T G B 22 HE. X ARy A 7
AR IS B ECHE, 2R RN TG R B G K fn 22
Uik A J ) IR Sk B 42 i T e 4 A 977 4 5 ot
AhAET LU o Sl — 5 1Y R 5 R A R it DTS g
YT M e Al A0 1 A R S R A 42 ) AT B, AT 38
Bl /K FREE ORAP AU BEK . 3 B HR SR I B R G A A
RIREAE Bl 25 1Y AR A5 AN [ I 25 RUBE T 08 S5 0 B 456 1
. AL AL A Y A HE SR IR 2R O 2
X R T A . SR, < BRI AL T AR L LE i
TR 223 8] G A1 R 5 8 455585 18 U 8 o TR G 4 1l O
A8 Ry S, TR AR s R 75 G 1 42 o 5 9 B A
PE—E R RIBRPE. HFT, 22 TE SR TS Y il o7 1, R
K B PR AL T SRR Y 2 BAT IS H— 2
F 25 ) P AL B B, 55— J2 dic £ A8 BR A ( best
management practices, BMPs) L AL L. DL X} iX 7
AL YIS S R A T 1] S 1) B3R

- HuF] 25 [ LA B RS . N2 i Al A 7
Wil CRAT HEZK SE TR ook T U e e A AR
+ Hb 7 75 28 fb (land-use and land-cover change,
LUCC) 2 45 HE S A 52, 1X A A1 3l 532 i 5 | ke
T AR K SCHE B R AR AR, TN G B A b A
P75 Al T 27 i A s A= b R R RS G Y
I w1 1D RS ST K e i T S SR S TRV ES L NS
ANE BRI Bl D0 A I BN 25 T 1 2 B/
KA [a) A, DT 9 20 PR 2 TR A8 0 T 7 A= Al
P54y, ), X EBAILL GIS oA T H X itk
B 4 Mo PR AT AL E B ( Wang et al. , 2004) , IF:
FHURIERK SCoK o AR 2 1Ak X 7K e 8 ok 36 e xof A
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PR 5 B 4 BN (Kaur et al., 2004; Liu et al. |
2005). ZJ , A BT R BADAS Y L)L — A3 Bl i Eal
PRI AT A A BT RL rh R 47 d5 I 4 3
FIFHBYR f# ( Yeo and Guldmann, 2006) , F 7 I %t
Bt I 1 — 25 48 A 352 1) 440 43 B I SR B /N 1 R
TC , T AR AR fifp A5 3 e A - b R TS I3 40
(23 [ 7345 (Yeo et al. , 2007). H AT, B4 B 1K
BRI e B LA AR v ) DL b ) 5 =Xy ke
A, SR R e A R AR AT A A SR e DA i i
A7 A BRI (Qi et al. , 2008).

Qg fE 45 24 it A0 Ak A A, o 1 48 A Ol
( BMPs) 23 EEF X5 1972 AFETT 38 8 i B K 75 e
&l 3% (federal water pollution control act, FWPCA )
H R A Tl SR TS G 0 SR T K AR R ) — b
TEAE RUUR TS G Y5 TE A K A T 590K s 20 R o) 1
TAESIETRD 2 WG s ERE . Hob TR
BMPs 245 14 i 1Y 22 1 b A 75 G ) 26 BRob 1
BRI 1Y 25 Fh TR B0 ; AF AR M BMPs 238
S AR AR O IR A L L BOR R R T A S BAR
S Y P B 4 B BE. T BMPs J2— > TR 1
Jit 55 B It 1 8 B, X T R A B 1% I el
T, HUK S A M B A B R 2
FAE PR AR AR A H A B Y4, A [A] AY BMPs
HYZH G 7 277 A AN TR A R s s G 45 i 2OR LA
SN o 4 ) AR A 7 i 4, IR 4 A4k BMPs
(20 2K ) 2 5 0 it B AR R e A T RAH
YA R 2 1Y B 2T Be. HATAY BMPs fL AR A A 32
B LUK B AR B 9 d /MR T 25 A AR 37 1 I 4
FORAL R FAR BB, SR AT AL S IE 45 5 5B A W iRt
IKSCRAR KI5 AU (41 AnnAGNPS (HSPF |
SWAT 45) XfJeth B IR #h 55 15 B Wy AT s S AL
SR i, 45 31 28 8] RUBE TR 4 1> 3 B 1 B L BMPs
( Veith et al., 2003; Gitau et al. , 2004; Veith
et al. , 2004) , Ff EL 1Pk 6 9 38 11 /K 5 %) 52 i)
(Srivastava et al. , 2002; Srivastava et al. , 2003;
Rabotyagov et al. , 2010). JLAh, &4 £ X%F 2 HFr i
IR B 5 Pareto B fL i1 A LB BMPs 119 %%
BRI X IK BT R 0 LA e e K A i A5G
W 9% ( Perez-Pedini et al. , 2005; Maringanti et al. ,
2009).

4 FEEMFIHBIEIE A (The bottleneck problem

need to be solved)

MK S5 A8 BRAJG A R SRR TR BT 5 1) 2 J I

e LA, GO0 T B R e A A — B KR
S B 0] A e i AR P R A VR (NS
JG BRI L F | it a3 RO & 2 i A A5 ALK 5 i
A B SR 0 e 2 [T s ey 1 M R e e
LI, TSR oK 54 B Ak P SR A A e T 2 5
AL A V) 52 2% B R0 23 i) &2 2% B8 oK — I 35 ) A 7]
DA, 380K 5248 B A Ak DR SR AR B AF 5% — L LA T
i 14) DG SHEHE L AN A TP AR A AU AR B (1 8 ST, i
FTHARALNT 2—F IR G B k5 R
B M, DA SR o 3 A Tl BT e T B A AR S ik,
TR AL LA 5 B A &2 2 AR LRk | il
KBRS FRLAE Ak e SR A TR — g AR T R 4% ) B 4D A 7Y
AP B T A0 B 5 AT i e M R T 2 1 02
SR & 2R, R o 2 28t A% B 1 R AT R R 1 SR
fiff. B2, AE R A2 37 B4 Bt [F0) PR o i s 37 4 K o
PR P SR AR AR fift R S0 B oy — A 2 00 fift e
(AR Rl . RUAE Y B T 5 R 4 R AF 58 I S an g4 7
T A3 S5 RS A Ay R a1 B3 Y (]
AL T — 2 D 7 22, T LK 46 B 28 7 I Sk R K]
HAS B T — 2 1R . (R AR SO A ik 2y i H R
FE—E MR L R R i IR A R AR AR
[ Il PRI SR st BRI B AKCSF T FE AR K PR R
TSI, A A 2 T I 50 1 RO | R G| o
VR 1 5 45 o S o T AL, o SR PPl b R T i T R 4%
AR RS ALIASE TR0 S 405 T 3l R 8 10 A\ e DG R
A A RE R BRI B <A LA BUE BN R 2
R0 PRG T 5 BCHE R B AN W 5 P B0 77 A, DT 45 9
SR B SR Ak R SR SR 5 R ) AU . 3k A B
DA A AT 5P 5 ME B P AR LG SRR T
FE T O, DU K DAY 25 g 5 1k R Ry
BTN T 18 R R Ak D SR AR R (1 1S 0R S AR
BT
4.1 HEAZEHEM

ARG 1) i1 B A5 AL 45 4 8 16 A2 6 LA
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