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Research and Application of Rapid Identification Methods of Critical Area for Non-point Pollution of Watershed—Taking Haihe Riv-
er Basin as an Example

JIANG Yong-jie, ZHOU Bin, LIU Hong-lei et al

Abstract This study chosen Haihe River Basin strongly influenced by anthropogenic activities. On the basis of multi-factor comprehensively

(Tianjin Academy of Environmental Sciences, Tianjin 300191)

considering, a relatively simple spatial evaluation model has been developed through simplifying the complicated mechanism model. The new
model was formed by combining with “source-transportation” framework and GIS technology, which can give a rapid and practical assessment
method of identifying the potential non-point source loss risk to environmental regulators. And then it will provide guidance for similar research

areas.
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Fig.1 The area( proportion)of land use type of Haihe River Ba-
sin in 2015
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Fig.2 Spatial distribution of influence factors of “source-sink”
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Fig.3 Spatial distribution of pollution load loss in Haihe River
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Table 6 Main trait heritability analysis under salt stress
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