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Application of improved RAGA - PPC model in water quality assessment
and emergency monitoring of rivers and lakes
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Abstract; In order to obtain the standard model applied in river water quality assessment and emergency monito-
ring, the water quality of Gehu based on RAGA — PPC model was evaluated, and the values of five different water
quality indicators were simulated. The results showed that the model was divided into five grades according to the
principle of projection tracking. The water quality of the three regional core areas, buffer zones and development
control utilization areas of Gehu belonged to Grade II, Grade III and Grade II respectively. The measured values
were basically the same. The error of the model simulation results was small, and the consistency with the measured
values was high. It indicated that the model had high simulation accuracy, which verified the advanced and scien-
tific nature of the model in water quality assessment and emergency monitoring.
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