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On Benefit Evaluation Methods of Comprehensive
Harness for Watershed Management

Li Zhiguang Li Rw
(Institute of Soil and Water Conservation, the Chinese Academy of Sciences and Ministry of
Water Resources, Yangling Districts Shaanxi Province, 712100, PR C)

Abstract T he principle, adaptability and the limitation on assessment methods of compre-

hensive benefits for catchment management in China are analyzed with the case study, the

quite same results are obtained with three methods, and the future development on assessing

benefits of watershed management is also proposed.
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1
B; I; W,
B, I, ! % 0.1600 20.62 21.66 17.51 15.63 22.01
1, ( /hm? 0. 0674 1173 1634 2192 1023 1408
15 7/ ) 0. 0676 4.74 16.30 8.95 5.70  10.65
Is (/) 0.0800 236.7 300.9 235.2 244.4 41
Is 0. 1000 1.05 1.24 1.04 1.00 1.18
B Is (ke/ ) 0.0500 383 456 545 435 5084
15 (hm?/ 0.0500 0.163 0.14 0.214 0.137 0.092
I ! % 0. 0500 6.34 8.10 9.13 4.95 23.76
1y 0. 0938 0.63 0.40 0.36 0.29 0.35
I 0. 0634 2.56 2.04 2.34 1.89 1.60
B I ! % 0. 0468 82.0 78. 1 86. 6 73.3  79.97
I ! % 0. 0469 58.5 71.7 34. 4 36.3 35.0
I [(t km™ % a™h 0. 0772 1650 3222 739 1409 13896
I /(10%m3 km=2) 0. 0469 2.01 2.61 0.64 0.43 0.10
2
I; B; I; B; I; B; I B; I; B;
16.00 16.00 12.80 12.80 16.00
B 4. 04 30. 50 6.74 37.50 6.74 31.35 6.74 31.35 4.04 34.80
4. 06 6.76 5.41 5.41 6. 76
6. 40 8.00 6.40 6.40 8. 00
8. 00 10.00 8.42 8.00 9. 00
B, ;gz 14. 00 283 18.00 igg 18.42 ;% 15.00 5'000 17.00
0 0 0 0 3. 00
9.38 5.63 5.62 0 5. 63
6. 34 6.34 6.34 6.34 3. 80
Bs i ;; 35.35 iz; 30.34 i;g 31.40 iié 24.07 § i; 24.84
6. 95 6.18 7.72 6.95 4. 63
4. 69 4,69 4.69 4,69 4. .69
1 79.82( 1. 13) 85.84(1.22)  81.17(1.15) 70.42(1) 76. 67(1.09)
B 15081.64( 1.33) 20479 50(1.81) 18132.46(1.60)  11319.92(1)  14695. 34(1. 30)
; 83.70( 1. 08) 85.86(1.11)  85.45(1.10) 77.75(1) 81.33(1.05)
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