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Fig.2 Verification results of measured water temperature of the Zipingpu Reservoir on March 31, 2010
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Inflow flow process and operation dispatching process (water level at the end of the month) in typical years (wet, normal and dry)
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Fig.6 Monthly water temperature distribution in Gujun reservoir area (scenario 1)
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Fig.14 The difference between discharge water temperature and
natural water temperature of Gujun reservoir
using single-layer water intake
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retaining wall/stoplog gate of Gujun reservoir
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Fig.16 The difference between discharge water temperature and
natural water temperature of Gujun reservoir using water

intake measures of front retaining wall/stoplog gate
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Fig.17 The improvement effect of discharge water

temperature using front retaining wall/stoplog intake in

Gujun reservoir compared with single-layer intake
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