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Average daily low flow discharge versus drainage area
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Fig- 3 Runoff modulus of daily low flow Maversus drainage area (F)
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Fig- 4 Runoff modulus of monthly low flow (Mw) versus drainage area (F)
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Fig. 5 Coefficient of daily low flow ( C,q) inrelation to drainage area (F)
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Fig. 6  Coefficient of monthly low flow ( G.) in relation to drainage area(F)
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Average instantaneous max flood discharge (Qu,) in relation to drainage area (F')
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Fig. 8 Average daily max flood discharge (Qy) in relation to drainage area (F)
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Fig- 9 Curve relating the runoff modulus of instantaneous max flood discharge to drainage area
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Fig. 10 Curve relating the runoff modulus of daily max flood discharge to drainage area
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Fig- 12 Relation between the coefficient of max daily flood discharge (Ga) and drainage area (F)
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PRELIMINARY STUDY ON THE CHARACTERISTICS OF
FLOOD DISCHARGE AND LOW FLOW INFLUENCED
BY THE SCALE OF KARST DRAIN AGE BASIN
— Exampled by the Rivers in Guizhou Province

Liang Hong

(Department of Resource and Environment S cience> Guizhou Normal University)

Abstract

Taking the hydrologic data from about 70 observation stations of the rivers in Guizhou
Province as an example, this paper analyses the relationship between the scale of drainage
(both karstic and non-karstic) and the characteristics of flood discharge and low flow (in—
cluding mean discharge, runoff modulus and variation coefficient) ,and shows that the special
hydrologic effects caused by the structure of karst drainage basin are reduced with the in—

creasing of drainage area.
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