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Abstract

Based on the most stringent water resources total amount control target constraints, the agricultural
irrigation water resources carrying capacity of local systems (without Xinjiang Production and Construc-
tion Corps) in Xinjiang are studied and evaluated. Using 2018 as the benchmark, this paper comprehen-
sively considers the effects of the proportion of agricultural water in total water consumption, the pro-
portion of drip irrigation area in total irrigation area, irrigation quota and irrigation water utilization
coefficient on irrigation water resources, and evaluates the carrying capacity of irrigation water re-
sources by using water and soil balance and system engineering optimization. The results show that the
total amount of water used for agriculture is expected to decrease from 38.620 billion m3 in 2018 to
28.210 billion m3 in 2035. The achievement of this long-term goal is accompanied by the decrease of
agricultural water use from 91.8% to 74.7%, the decrease of gross irrigation quota from 7695 m3/hm? to
5955 m3/hm?, the increase of drip irrigation area from 48.5% to 86.2%, and the increase of irrigation
water use coefficient from 0.542 to 0.650. The ultimate carrying capacity of the total irrigated area is
4.881.5 million hm?, which is 135.2 million hm? less than 2018. Analysis results show that under the
condition of limited total amount of agricultural water resources, the irrigation quota can be reduced
and the irrigation water use efficiency and water saving scale can be increased, which is an important
guarantee to stabilize the total irrigation area with water.
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1. 518

TSR PR Y (PR ERNRE BEAMY, AKRERK BHET 20 R A, AEAROL 35 A i v LAY B A I
ERPRFRIE I o 2T 8 M A IR K BHEUS EFEIWE FC 0 AR OL KRBT, W HEE R SR Bt 2 AR T8k
BA EEILSE o BrsiK SR AT, HKOPE[L]58 AR GIS 53R SVE 7 Hr ke B, B ad &3t — 7
=7 GDP 5 RIKEAZA AR, B W HKELEZ EX GDP M IEAH R BA — 5 2 (M AR, UK
W HIE R . HAR[2]55 A0S st H A K SRR AR AT FE 0, AR BRIEM I RCR OIS, &
BB R SRR G, eRFK. B ML B, ML A B SEARKE TR AR RS AT
[3155 N2k /K BHEA FH BARSE b5, RAIZR G PP AT AT B AS ST 70 BT EUIR 55 2R R 15 TSN A 300 i /K
sz, SRR, DURKBHRAM A SR & B 408 3 9, MUK % 2030 L& EHIAF] 2.54~3.0 S A+ AT 74k
M. KRS [415 Nig H] VAR BIRURT ADF K56 Ik i 2 bR 30 8% 7 22 TR EE 70, S ST £ B SRR K 2B 2
RGMAGRK IR, KK S5 E8KE. TR K Z AR RIS G R, HraEa sl K
FEBEAE K BRI R TF AR BERI I, A D50 S e ™ s A0 Ml /K SR, WA P /K i B M G 0 b 24 e 7 5
IR ATFFEEA M B E AR [5]55 NIE L R A VPO R AT /K SRS ARBR 22 (60 A7 =), R W SRR B ER & AR 3AT
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R s AL R . AREEIG PR RMS SR, HOKBRIESCRE ) AKBHRGTARE T ) R E T A EE T
WHRE ) AR N 2 B0 R R I e . BT [6]55F AR KT iR 2005~2014 K BEEAES 2
T KGHRA ARSI, 2005~2012 /K BEYEA R EE A, 2013~2014 47K B U5 AR A B 1
FAaE. JLHRKBIRA S I KRR K TR 58, Mg, JLE8 0 GDP K BHEAERS LI N/NT 4R 58, R
FROUIR 263047 2015~2025 4F TN, HrsE/KBIRAE SR 70 . BUrT[7155 AFIF 1972~2015 4 Landsat
MSS/TM/OLI } CBERS RE/& G #, IRAGE 40 Fprad LR &, 45RE0, LA R, #Hbm
AR R EL B T AR 4 B U, 2000 4F LUOKIT BHHIIE I T 243.03 5 hm?, BUR#HHE FHEE 900 75 hm?, +
b B AR 5 RN T A R P AR A A B ERRAE . AR KRR A R B AR, Z5E RO HKTE K S R
G SR K AR AE S E AR B B KRB, R R R B K R IR S K 43 B L K R DR
ARETT, NHTERAN K G ORI e o BV F) R R R S

2. M5 %
2.1. WARXER

o5 E AN 16 B ETR R AR AR, AT 73°40'~96°23'E, 34°25'-49°10'N, fEH)< IR 10.4°C, >10°C
FHUIR 3819.1°C, 4EHIRE/KE 154.1 mm, EHFK AR 21254 mm, T 2465 10~15. B “= 1Lk @7 dpp
P L A FEBICEE SRR BRI ERRAE, PR ZARWREL. AR R, RSN, BT
] 55 g SR PR B S A E R AL AR S5, EWEZK BRI 80RO & 5 I e Sk #k 2018 SRRt 7 R4t
(R g e i e A1, R IH) [81C /K% 482 B, %K 124.35 12 m® (KA 17 JREJ%E % 84.05 12 m*; 7Y 96 J&&
%% 30.77 12 m®; /N 369 JEIEZE 9.53 12 mP), JEZR/KE L 5| KRR 30%, CE/K I TRE 25,310 (KA 22
i, T 226 JE, NAY 25,062 ). & RUE R EK TRE 17.76 73 km (B2 8.16 J5 km, BB E 46%), #EMLI
FURA BB E 16.3 m/hm?, #2058 R 57K 5 51 /KB B 70%. 2018 453758 [ R4 54 2 K R [9], A,
FAAE JHOREAILRE 285 (FH 32) DU SR VR P Mo T AR 23 )4 220.36. 254.05. 21.86 AT 5.99 /5 hm?, ~F-¥J #.7% 6930 kg/hm?.
1965 kg/hm?. 3045 kg/hm?®. 74,340 kg/hm?; 5 bk 7= & 1729.44 75 t (FIFRK SR 1118.72 75 t; "5 124.69 i t;
JRZK 486.03 /5 t). LABTERE F A 2523.22 75 Nih, ABPRE. Bidb. sk, B2 (FSE) FIAR SR 40 A & 605 kg-
198 kg. 26 kg. 176 kg i1 685 kg: Ak~ sl 1781.75 1278, L 13.1%, A5 54,280 7t: A¥a FKE
1668m°, T EME & 4l 7697 mPhm?. 7K %t i M B 22 45714 832 12 m® |5 4 [E /K Y [10] 4 & 27,462.5 12 m® ) 3.1%,
2018 4V 7K 386.2 12 m® (5 4x[H 3693.1 12 m® (] 10.5%, MR A 501.72 5 hm? (542 [ 7400 /5 hm? ] 6.8%,
FEE T 1 17%00 5 iR S RN R A R R .

22. IRA*E

BT AN K TR AR RE SI[11] [12] “AE— KRR HE R KRR, RIOAESHERRT, @
T e ARV 7K A BEEC K $E it BT B SRR I DX 3R BR AR MYV b i R, MY K SRR AR SRR AR S
AR H AR AR S B W g EESM s BEEEAR G s EEW/KFIH R n PR R 2«
S = | (Wﬁw' Migm’efwl’?;g%ﬁ&) @)

Ao, AREIERNAIK W e, TR B ARFEK BHEIS LS R, DU ZKBUIR v 45 ALK R B ROl K o L& 225
W EAO K FEEM en, HUEVE T &E 1950~2018 4E S Rl AR GO, BB Al I /K 58 i AR AT
FURLFH[13]. Bk 2013~2018 TR EEVEY) T K &2 -5 I LR 0 7 e R S [14],  HRoRHE BRI SR A oo
KT R LIS R, RO EREX B XA S5 38, (EWIRKE K RSB b . SHAEY)
AR ETo kA2 - SRI(P-M) 3 HT[15]:
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0.408-A-(R, ~G)+7-— 220 .y, (e, —e,)
0
A+y-(1+0.34-u,)
X, ANEBE~WAUKIRER RINEAE T AMPIZLRE, kPa/'Cs R, NigiESst, MIm?d; G NHfEE=R,
MIm?-d; y NIEERFEEL KPa/C; T AP, Cs u 2 m BACEARGE, mis; e, AMFIKISIE, kPa;
eqd NSEPRIKIRE, kPa.
VEMIRI K& ET 3 R AT

ET =ET,- K. - PR, 3

ﬁl:'j’ ET ?91’5%)33*%, mm; ETO%%%{?#@%%%, mm; Kc?ﬂ{’ﬁ%%éﬁz, Po?‘?ﬁ%ﬂ%ﬂ(%, mm.
K@) Ko IR KIBT KRS 5 EE S B L, e F 50

Ke = i ET, / ET, (4)

A PNEYARIE | BB n W EAE KT BH s ETOMEMAER i BrE@iK s, mm; ETq MEVIEK
rBSH AR, mm.
K@) Py i T AT 5

P, =107H (6, -6,)+(ET, - K, )t (5)

b, PO NE RSN, mm; y A EIETRE, glom®, H NRARWAKZIRE, om; t NRTE PRI E 38K
RAAMGETE], d; ETq AR BN HIZEBEE, mm/d; Keoh t B HH N KERENMEE, mm/d; 01, 0, A%
AU~ JEIME IR E RS KE, %, BKEP SHMEKERRA Py=Pa, ¥iEriEa=0.35 Jtifa=052; 4
3 a=0.41[13].

7 6 1 438 5T Kb B XS 0 VR B U ], R P MR XA R S5 b 43 A AL 53«

ET (K, +Ky)
M, = — 5 (6)
Ky =Y ETa, U]
i=1
Ky =Y ETa, (®)
j=1

TCH, M 75 5T L 2 DX A7 S0 PRI EBE FE A0, mms ET NPEIRR /K, mm; Ky J9AS [F) 3 i b i 5 2 8%,
AR AR P YW Ky AR EHEE AL REL, AR jOATTLA . PR AHIX a4l
NAR[E g X AL AR AN, hm?,
AN ] RIS 2 AR B R T8 BTN ASCRE (X 3 FH () E R 78 0«
mA
My min :ZZ—A& ©)
At A AN R HERE R (S UEE | 5% L3 | WO L OB T AR, hm?, m D AN e JEE AR < P ) Y VE 5 491, m®/hm?,
VEBR KR 2R3 e, DAIRARAE 9 EEUE,  ZETIUH B AR Z A AT S5 LU 5
M = Mgy i (10)
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P =154z /UW (11)

KA g e BEREREB KR R o HIEAESUIREREBUK R 250G p AR KRH 2 EBI0IR S H b2 18]

ANV K W AR RERE AR S sy 2 E KR VLR B2 T A b AH /K AT HE TH AR

Sim = ﬁ%/kniEiE%/ M.

AHIF T LB 53 B >R A Excel 2003 R4 .
3. BRESH
3.1 EHKFRES

ST S K 5 A R 29 3 2030 4F 7K s B3I [16] [17]38 4% 526.7 12 m®, L 2018 4EAt /K s A b K 5
FboAFEHE, % 2% &5 th & E s 7 KRG RKEIEEINE 1 s, LA H, 2030 EHiER /KA E 526.7 14
m3 EEfldEbR, Hohoy R4 379.29 12 mP e 4. T RGEHUIR 2018 FE ALK 386.20 12 m®, ik 91.8%.

Btk BB 379.29 12 m* & HE R, 5 L 90.0%H 4k K & 339.79 12 m®; (5 Eb 86.4% i 4 Mk 7K & 326.20 12
m3; (5 bk 81.2% [t R Mk FH 7K & 306.63 12 m3; (5 bk 74.7%0 1R ML FH K & 282.10 12 mB. AT EREE, KR

(12)

Table 1. Agricultural water supply of local system in Xinjiang (100 million m3)
* 1 FEthARGERLEKEZ M)

2018 “EHARGE T etk Ak F 7K 5 KR B 2955 458 ik

N 2030 =117
B kg R EOOK R e HOPK o BEEK L K R ik

AREERHK RE% BEY% BEY% BE% K BE%
FIH 41.13 38.40 93.4 38.77 35.49 91.5 34.07 87.9 32.02 82.6 29.46 76.0
WAt 91.84 8847 96.3 79.81 75.32 94.4 72.31 90.6 67.97 852 6253 784
TE 10.75 9.98 92.8 10.23 9.30 90.9 8.93 87.3 8.40 82.1 7.72 75.5
Rl 7 5 8143 7850 96.4 67.53 63.80 945 61.25 90.7 57.57 853 5296 784
EL 36.39 31.93 87.7 36.77 31.60 85.9 30.34 82.5 28.52 77.6 26.24 71.4
IR 12.26 10.73 87.5 10.44 8.95 85.8 8.59 82.3 8.08 77.4 7.43 71.2
g 7.18 5.70 79.4 6.53 5.08 77.8 4.88 74.7 4.59 70.2 4.22 64.6
Ry e 5.55 3.74 67.3 1.67 1.10 66.0 1.06 63.3 0.99 59.5 0.91 54.8
B 27.74 24.13 87.0 22.49 19.17 85.3 18.41 81.8 17.30 76.9 15.92 70.8
s 10.13 9.36 924 9.45 8.56 90.6 8.21 86.9 7.72 81.7 7.10 75.2
B 2038 1847 906 16.57 14.71 88.8 14.12 85.2 13.28 80.1 1221 737
AL 45.10 39.65 87.9 45.10 38.85 86.1 37.30 82.7 35.06 77.7 32.25 715
M#idE 2628 2506 954 26.28 2457 935 23.59 89.8 2217 84.4 2040 77.6
TR 4.75 2.08 43.8 7.65 3.28 429 3.15 41.2 2.96 38.7 2.73 35.6
Jea 139.93 12249 875 129.21 110.25 85.8 105.84 82.3 99.49 774 9153 712
IRE 19.44 16.43 84.5 16.97 14.03 82.8 13.47 79.5 12.66 74.7 11.65 68.7
[ 26154 247.28 945 233.11 21551 926 206.89 88.9 194.48 83.6 17892 76.9
450 42091 38620 91.8 379.29 339.79 90.0 326.20 86.4 306.63 812 28210 747
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MEEHIHFRT, BEBELF S KRS AR K G LR, ARk 7K G KAk 28 515 2 w8 8500
3.2. R Rk Hie) &R EH o

DL 58 86 AN ELIE X 30 Fh oK AW HEME F K A 70t 5, R E0(1)~(8)4: & 0 M e 14 AN Hiu VB [X A [ v
T X FH R VEE 2 A 2) B R FH A) JEE W 2 45 5085 m¥/hm?, i 3 FH 7] JE % 72 401 4530 mP/hm?, WE3EE F
T) J2E V% 72 41 4035 m/hm?, i VEE FE ] J8E0E 52 451 3720 m3hm?. A [ Y8 [X S8 AR = E I e A /N R 458 > a8 >
JUEEE X A, SREX B ARSI AL BRI G K MK ZE A T K EYI & .

Table 2. Field irrigation quota of different irrigation modes in Xinjiang irrigation district
2. IEEXTREIERRN HEEREM

HEX HHLEE(m%hm?) Ji_E #E(m/hm?) mEE (M /hm?) THHE(m3hm?)
AE 5205 4680 4185 3810
E2iy 5130 4590 4110 3750
T 5085 4560 4065 3720
R 52 55 5175 4650 4155 3810
LM 5190 4605 4125 3795
3 6825 6000 5370 4980
W 4920 4320 3855 3585
BE AR 5550 4920 4395 4050
B 5 M 4845 4380 3840 3540
2| 4935 4395 3915 3600
B, 4725 4140 3720 3450
AL 4815 4305 3840 3510
(GBS 4755 4185 3735 3480
PR 5325 4695 4185 3885
Bl 4995 4440 3945 3645
R 5865 5160 4620 4290
F 4 5160 4620 4125 3780
Ak 5085 4530 4035 3720

AR X R ) A R 2 A T TR EER 2 40, LA 2018 4F /KR Gt s JEE Th A vEE T AR 5 EL 48,500 351k, 1E
PEFERE b, TR & EE 2 BB B 52.6%. 60.4%. 77.3%R1 86.2%, Il A [ JEE T A X P ) VRE R o A M HL i
L, OB 543 HE X 256 FHREBL S 81, W55 3 . A RE H, #EIX 2018 4R [ FH o Lt 48.5%HF ,
34y M IAIERE 2 401 4170 m¥hm? S HE AR o5 L 52.6%F, 2¢A H TR HEE 2 40 4305 m*/hm?, S VETH AR 5 EL 60.4%
I, 24 FA)EERE 2 40 4200 m¥hm?. G REH AN 5 HE 77.3%I0),  £54 H ) EEME 2 40 3975 m¥hm?. G REm AN (5 He
86.290M, iy FH IR HEME 2 40 3870 m¥hm?e Zh W W, BEAERWETEAL & LI, 454 IR e AUE D T ¢
P TR VE FH R EE 8 B0, 3 R 7K B R s R RS 7K B 28
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Table 3. Comprehensive field irrigation quota of Xinjiang irrigation district (m%hm?)
3. FEEXEABEEEER(Mmhm’)

FEX 2018 VAN G 48.5% EEETAN S 52.6%  THHEETAN 4 Lk 60.4% TR T 77.3% TWETE AN 5 L 86.2%

FH 5115 4695 4590 4335 4110
At 4995 4770 4680 4275 4065
T 5265 4830 4770 4320 3915
Ril 52 75 5025 4470 4335 4020 3930
LM 4515 4080 3990 3900 3855
- 5490 5955 5820 5370 5175
e 3585 3975 3840 3750 3690
L&A 4425 5325 5250 4740 4350
5 3045 3750 3645 3585 3585
fH 3870 3795 3705 3645 3645
i) 1950 3660 3585 3525 3510
AL 3705 4230 4065 3810 3690
(OB 4620 3825 3750 3630 3555
LY 4260 4035 3900 3900 3900
JbsE 3240 4035 3930 3795 3735
R 4605 4950 4815 4560 4440
PR 4950 4545 4455 4140 3990
ot 4170 4305 4200 3975 3870

3.3. EBAKFI AR

DL 2018 4E R /KR 2 % 0.542 A3 HE, 2020 4ESEFL 0.570, 2025 4E T3 i1 0.570 $2 71 %1 0.600 42 15 5.26%,
2030 4T H1 0.600 $&F51] 0.630 $& 51 5.00%, 2035 4TI 0.630 $& 7% 0.650 #1251 3.17%, % 77 S 5
X 5 -G REE /K F %45 0.650 (H B HE X AMIK T 0.60, FfE TA21x T 0.85) [18] HAw. FHILTSAS [RIEBE KR FH &4
LB E NS 4 Fi, maMrEs BEH, HramEX 2020 45, ScBlBHEBLE A 7560 mihm?, ERKFIH &
ik F) 0.570; HEIX 2025 4F, FHIE R & H0R/> F) 7005 m¥hm?, EELK R FH 2 E0H4RTHE 0.600; #EX 2030
O, T E R 2 A /b & 6315 mYhm?, EEKAIFH RECTEHETT % 0.630; HEIX G 5t 2035 4F, T BB E
N F#Z% 5955 m¥hm?, BEEEKFIH R AR TEE 0.650. LR L, BEEREBKFIH R AT, B S FIE IR
BRBRIRES, (2T REB KR R AU FIRAE, BREBE AT R R .

3.4. RARKAEERE DD

Hi7 1~4 245, U(12) 52 m N3R5 A AR BEB T AR 5)CR, ML W, Ny Dy My 5
S ZIulHJrE(13), LM ATIHE R, F RO .
S =58.8595+1.2375W +0.1077N —0.0206D — 0.0059M —33.321077 (13)

[R(m'z'o-"l) =0.980" > Rito-2.001) =0-325 Fiao 00 = 334737 > Froooy = 2'37}
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M)A i, HEMK IR A BRI S, SAOWAI/KE W, K S B4R S N BOEH, 5 EREmmR
TRETHAL L Dy BHEBED M. BEBKRI R E n BOSCEE, X 7K BT 95 50 ik T AR B2 1 DK/ It P <
W>N>D>M>n, RUEEASRERmARZ HRPAVKERNYIE. dit, #X S5 W ZIEZFERR

W 1R, M EIusE. 488, MsmEX BT RET:

S e = 0.0268W 2 -10.374W +1099.30 (14)
(Rsz0oy =0:998" > Ry, 4y =0.959)
Sy = 0.7133W 2 _28.982W +306.73 (15)
(R(g-z,o.m) =0.949" > R(s-z,o.m) = 0'878)
S ymx = 0.1141W? — 62.594W +8774.80 (16)
(R(g_zvom) =0878 >R, 00 = 0.878)
Table 4. Irrigation water utilization coefficient and gross irrigation quota (m*/hm?)
* 4. ERKF AR R EEREH (mYhm?)
2018 AFILIR 2020 S 2025 T 2030 TR 2035 T
WX 1w = 0.542 7 ws = 0570 7 ws = 0.600 7 wx = 0.630 7w = 0.650
M ¢ 0w M i M ¢ 0w M M ¢ 0w M i M ¢ 7 e M i M ¢ 0 M i
A 10500 0.487 5115 9135 0512 4680 8520 0539 4590 7635 0566 4320 7035 0584 4110
w H- 10230 0489 4995 9270 0514 4770 8640 0541 4680 7515 0568 4275 6915 0586 4065
TE M 10680 0493 5265 9255 0.518 4800 8715 0.546 4755 7515 0573 4305 6630 0591 3915
Fisi7% 9390 0535 5025 7950 0563 4470 7320 0592 4335 6465 0.622 4020 6120 0.642 3930
£ 8325 0542 4515 7155 0570 4080 6645 0.600 3990 6180 0.630 3900 5925 0.650 3855
M7 8895 0618 5490 9165 0.650 5955 8505 0.684 5820 7470 0.718 5370 6975 0.741 5175
s 5355 0.669 3585 5655 0.704 3975 5190 0.741 3840 4845 0778 3765 4605 0.802 3690
L&k% 7680 0577 4425 8775 0.607 5325 8220 0.639 5250 7080 0.671 4740 6285 0.692 4350
B/ 4380 0.696 3045 5130 0.732 3750 4725 0.770 3645 4440 0.809 3600 4290 0.835 3585
T 6030 0.641 3870 5625 0.674 3795 5220 0.710 3705 4890 0.745 3645 4740 0.769 3645
LI 3120 0626 1950 5565 0.658 3660 5175 0.693 3585 4845 0.728 3525 4665 0.751 3510
ALY 6900 0536 3705 7500 0.564 4230 6855 0.593 4065 6105 0.623 3810 5730 0.643 3690
FI#)% 8580 0538 4620 6765 0.566 3825 6300 0.596 3750 5805 0.625 3630 5505 0.645 3555
Tk 6375 0669 4260 5730 0.704 4035 5265 0.741 3900 4995 0778 3885 4860 0.802 3900
Jhaa 5460 0593 3240 6465 0.624 4035 5985 0.656 3930 5505 0.689 3795 5250 0.711 3735
ARiE 7245 0636 4605 7395 0.669 4950 6840 0.704 4815 6165 0739 4560 5820 0.763 4440
E 9720 0510 4950 8475 0536 4545 7890 0565 4455 6975 0593 4140 6510 0.612 3990
45 7695 0542 4170 7560 0570 4305 7005 0.600 4200 6315 0.630 3975 5955 0.650 3870
W M NBEED: 7w WEBKFIH ZEG M o L5 H IR E A
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Table 5. Total control area of agricultural water resources and its influencing factors
2 5. RKER LS EEHI AR ER EmR R0 E =

(a)
2018 fEBLR
WEX ATHETHAR T hm? - -
Bk K &AL m? RAHAKSL% RS BERES (mYhm?)  ERKRIH R
A5 S W N D M n
AN 36.57 38.40 93.4 247 10500 0.487
WAt 86.48 88.47 96.3 22.3 10230 0.489
G| 9.34 9.98 92.8 11.6 10680 0.493
K] 5255 83.60 78.50 96.4 433 9390 0.535
EEL 38.35 31.93 87.7 713 8325 0.542
&% 12.06 10.73 875 343 8895 0.618
LEN 10.64 5.70 79.4 55.3 5355 0.669
BaRF 4.87 3.74 67.3 12.2 7680 0.577
B 7 M 55.09 24.13 87.0 77.1 4380 0.696
=30 15.52 9.36 92.4 76.5 6030 0.641
I 59.20 18.47 90.6 78.6 3120 0.626
AL 57.46 39.65 87.9 317 6900 0.536
[GEES 29.21 25.06 95.4 60.9 8580 0.538
e 3.26 2.08 438 81.2 6375 0.669
dbsE 224.62 122.49 87.5 62.4 5460 0.593
g 2271 16.43 845 44.2 7245 0.636
EEH 254.35 247.28 945 36.5 9720 0.510
Eot 501.67 386.20 91.8 485 7695 0.542
(b)
W TR e PRI ‘
ALK EAZ m? Rk K 5 H% THEHIRL L% BREBEAI(MYhm®)  HEBAKCR R4
ez S w N D M n
AN 38.85 35.49 915 27.2 9135 0.512
WA 81.25 75.32 94.4 246 9270 0.514
7 10.05 9.30 90.9 12.8 9255 0.518
Fa] 52 75 80.25 63.80 94.5 415 7950 0.563
£ M 44.16 31.60 85.9 75.8 7155 0.570
& 9.77 8.95 85.8 37.8 9165 0.650
e 8.98 5.08 77.8 60.8 5655 0.704
LEARFE 1.25 1.10 66.0 13.8 8775 0.607
B M 37.37 19.17 85.3 83.7 5130 0.732
T 15.22 8.56 90.6 84.1 5625 0.674
B 26.43 14.71 88.8 83.8 5565 0.658
FHALIN 51.80 38.85 86.1 34.9 7500 0.564
ki h 7% 36.32 24,57 935 66.5 6765 0.566
FEDELL] 5.72 3.28 429 89.3 5730 0.704
Jhgd 174.12 110.25 85.8 67.6 6465 0.624
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Continued
#oH 18.75 14.03 82.8 48.6 7395 0.669
4 254.57 21551 92.6 39.8 8475 0.536
Eoti| 447.43 339.79 90.0 52.6 7560 0.570
(©)
2025 i
WEIX OPEETARY IS hm? -
ML KA m? Ak FK 5 H% MR L% BERES(MIhMY)  EEAKR A R
R S w N D M n
A 39.99 34.07 87.9 34.0 8520 0.539
weA 83.69 72.31 90.6 30.7 8640 0.541
e 10.25 8.93 87.3 16.9 8715 0.546
Rif 3 5 83.67 61.25 90.7 56.8 7320 0.592
EEL 45.66 30.34 825 83.0 6645 0.600
&% 10.10 8.59 823 453 8505 0.684
e 9.40 4.88 74.7 73.0 5190 0.741
BaRF 1.29 1.06 63.3 19.4 8220 0.639
& M 38.96 18.41 81.8 91.2 4725 0.770
A 15.73 8.21 86.9 91.1 5220 0.710
A 27.29 14.12 85.2 89.7 5175 0.693
BRI M 54.41 37.30 82.7 46.6 6855 0.593
[GETES 37.44 2359 89.8 72.7 6300 0.596
TR K 5.98 3.15 412 98.3 5265 0.741
JbiE 181.11 105.84 82.3 75.5 5985 0.656
Ha 19.50 13.47 795 58.3 6840 0.704
CEH 263.26 206.89 88.9 47.1 7890 0.565
et 463.87 326.20 86.4 60.4 7005 0.600
(d)
2030 “EF ]
WEIX A[ETA S hm? \
AL KA m? Ak K 5 % TR L% BERES(MIhMY)  ERKRA R
A5 S W N D M 7
HH 41.94 32.02 82.6 53.0 7635 0.566
e At 90.45 67.97 85.2 60.6 7515 0.568
T 11.18 8.40 82.1 50.4 7515 0.573
Ril 3775 89.05 57.57 85.3 80.2 6465 0.622
B 46.15 28.52 77.6 90.6 6180 0.630
L= 10.82 8.08 77.4 69.9 7470 0.718
WA 9.47 4,59 70.2 82.5 4845 0.778
BaRF 1.40 0.99 59.5 52.9 7080 0.671
B 38.96 17.30 76.9 95.3 4440 0.809
A 15.79 7.72 81.7 95.5 4890 0.745
I 27.41 13.28 80.1 94.0 4845 0.728
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Continued
AL 57.43 35.06 77.7 68.3 6105 0.623
R 2 38.19 22.17 84.4 82.6 5805 0.625
FeR K 5.93 2.96 38.7 98.3 4995 0.778
Juiz 185.10 99.49 774 85.5 5505 0.689
R 20.29 12.66 747 75.8 6165 0.739
L 278.76 194.48 83.6 70.1 6975 0.593
At 484.15 306.63 81.2 773 6315 0.630
(e)
2035 4E T
WX ATHEERLS hm?
BV K &AL m? Aelk FH K 5 Ho% TREER L% BREBUES(mYhm?) KR R AL
R55 S W N D M 7
HH 41.88 29.46 76.0 69.8 7035 0.584
At 90.43 62.53 78.4 75.9 6915 0.586
R 11.64 7.72 755 80.7 6630 0.591
B 5. 55 86.54 52.96 78.4 88.2 6120 0.642
LM 44.29 26.24 714 93.8 5925 0.650
& 10.65 7.43 71.2 83.8 6975 0.741
W 9.16 4.22 64.6 88.1 4605 0.802
[ER- Y 15 1.45 0.91 54.8 79.3 6285 0.692
B M 37.11 15.92 70.8 96.0 4290 0.835
fEH 14.98 7.10 75.2 96.4 4740 0.769
I 26.17 12.21 73.7 95.7 4665 0.751
AL 56.28 32.25 715 81.2 5730 0.643
(GBS 37.06 20.40 77.6 90.1 5505 0.645
STEDELL] 5.62 2.73 35.6 98.3 4860 0.802
Bl 178.67 91.53 71.2 91.1 5250 0.711
pR 19.82 11.65 68.7 85.8 5820 0.763
EE 274.77 178.92 76.9 81.9 6510 0.612
A 473.26 282.10 747 86.2 5955 0.650

UG T FEAR S B AT B3 AR B 2 K AR R M . X 20(15)~(16) — B ok FA5AbEE . KRB, FEEE/K S AR BR &
FHREWR AN A 193.54 /5 hm?, 20.32 /75 hm?, 274.29 75 hm?, #4411 488.15 Fi hm?.

4. Wi
FERN K B IR T, BRI AR K R R B TR L, BB R T B B A
BT I PR K S B ELAR, T 40T 2035 4EH T R G40 F 7K 4 B 282.10 12 mP, ZE4OL K (4 L 74.79%,

O BE T K AR (5 B 86.29%, L E 4N 5955 mi/hm?, JEIE/KFIFH £ %k 0.650 I, T K%K 488.15 5 hm? JE ik
T AR, KRR R B KR, B 2018 VERE T AR/ 13.52 75 hm?,
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Figure 1. Relationship between irrigation area s and irrigation water utilization coefficient W
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