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Analysis of Agricultural Water’ s Bearing Capacity and Its Harmonious Water Price in Zhangye City
YAN Cheng-ming et al
Abstract

obtained according to bearing capacity modle of water price. Using the harmonious price calculation model of agricultural water, based on con-

(Business School, Hohai University, Nanjing, Jiangsu 210098 )

Based on analyzing the bearing capacity of agricultural water price in Zhangye City, the bearable price of agricultural water was

firming the harmonious coefficient and decision-making price of water, the harmonious price of agricultural water in Zhangye City was obtained

according to the bearable price of agricultural water.
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Table 1 The proportion of different factors in the agricultural produc-
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Table 2  The proportion of water fee in the agricultural production cost, agricultural output and total household income
XA KISOH A KRR ) % RATHH R EAO TG /% FEESHA R BB M LB/ %
Name of J6/km” J6/km” Proportion of I5/km” Proportion of J6/km” Proportion of
irrigation Water fee Production water fee in the Agricultural water fee in the Total household water fee in
areas payout cost production cost output agricultural output income total income
ARl 451.34 5322.4 8.48 7 935.50 5.69 6 706.3 6.73
[icprd 425.68 5104.1 8.34 8 329.65 5.11 9799.3 4.34
ik 437.65 5691.2 7.69 7 612.35 5.75 6981.7 6.27
b 410.32 7 669.5 5.35 10 745.30 3.82 5239.9 7.83
JHE 406.51 6 546. 1 6.21 10 568.21 3.85 5180.3 7.85
1y 426.30 5912.6 7.21 9 038.20 4.72 6 781.5 6.29
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Table 3  The analysis of bearable water price Jo/m
[5f[E] Time IiH Item ZB} Yingke PEYR Xixun Ji#5 Daman  ZYGEY Liyunhe  AZBX Youlian -1 Mean
HURI4E(2010 4F) K3 i BB AU (E 10% 0.154 0.162 0.148 0.209 0.206 0.176
KGR 15% 0.156 0.149 0.167 0.224 0.190 0.177
IR 7 A AR 20% 0.208 0.198 0.222 0.298 0.255 0.236
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Fig.1 Relationship between average water price and water fee
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Fig.2 Relationship between decision-making price of water and
harmony coefficient
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