28 5 Vol.28.No.5
2014 10 Energy Environmental Protection Oct.,2014

1 2

’

(LPRATERA T EFT IAEAMRASG LT 1001202. A2 F Tk X F,
o Fo 24 010051)

A REBARARTERRAOFLIZ— AR AEF XEEATET A KK KEX
52 MX &R RY AAF LS R A E ZAIRLARY TAF6 TAAR R I R
FEAFe R FE R AR E, B FRERAAAXE LR R AR, BRI R AT 2R
R AT IR TN ERRBEZ —, KRR ARG AT E RAE
B g R RO o A0, 82 T R R s 2R TR 693 - N 7 ik WS R AN, Z T
TR F) T R RG 2 R P R BT B R B AR K R 6 vl 3 ) BRI B ¥ v e R
PR HHRET LHF,
cRBEVUTG 120 Tk IRE R iR TR SR
:X821 A +1006-8759(2014)05-0020-04

A STUDY ON THE METHOD OF THE PREDICTION AND
EVALUATION OF THE IMPACT ON RUNOFF CAUSED BY
COAL MINING . SUBSIDENCE

LIU Jiang=jiang',ZHAO Chang’

(CCTEG Beyjing Huayu Engineering-Co.,Ltd,Beijing 100120; 2.Inner Mongolia University of
Technology, Hohhot 010051, China)

Abstract: Large area has_been“one of the characters of the coal mining project, which means
that there often be riversystem or related environmental protection targets in the mining area.
With the increasingly attention on the environmental protection, the confliction between the
coal mining and environment is serious today. If there exist some sensitive environmental
targets, the conclusion of the impact on runoff caused by the coal mining would be an
important foundation which decides feasibility of the coal mining project. This study on the
evaluation of the effect caused by coal mining subsidence to the runoff take the nature reserve
of national Larus Relictus for example, established a method for analysis. The results indicate
that the method could analyze the effect on the basin caused by coal mining in a Quantitative
way, which provides a support for evaluating the environmental effects on runoff caused by
coal mining and proposing the protection plan.
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