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Figure 1 Location of the study area with the Tangnaihai station
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Figure 2 Variation in the runoff and sediment discharge series observed at the

Tangnaihai station
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Figure 3 Variations in the runoff and sediment discharge components
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Figure 4 Runoff-sediment discharge double cumulative curve
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Figure 5 Runoff-sediment discharge double cumulative curves of all components



Runoff/108 m3

Runoff/108 m3

Runoff/108 m3

100 ¢

g0 | Y =0.0521X - 1.5891
R==0.8105
60 |-
40 |
20 |
0 -
20 F
40 |
-60 |
-80 |
_100 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 J
-2000 -1500 -1000 -500 0 500 1000 1500 2000
Sediment discharge/10* t
(1) IMF1 component
80 r Y = 0.0535X - 0.1907
60 I R==0.8359

_80 1 1 1 1 ]

-1000 -500 0 500 1000 1500

Sediment discharge/10* t
(2) IMF2 component
230
225 | Y =0.1348X + 29.383
R==0.9975
220
215
210
205
200
195
190 1 1 1 1 1 J
1200 1250 1300 1350 1400 1450 1500

Sediment discharge/10* t

(3) RES component



Figure 6 Runoft-sediment discharge linear regression plots for the IMF1, IMF2, and

RES components
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Figure 7 Runoff simulation by different models
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Figure 8 Relative errors of runoff simulation by different models
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Figure 9 Distribution of relative errors by different models



