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Fig.6 Adaptation state of industrial water consumption and GDP of secondary industry in Jiangxi Province from 2015 to 2020
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Fig.7 Adaptation state of water consumption of tertiary industry and GDP of tertiary industry in Jiangxi Province from 2015 to 2020
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Fig.8 Precipitation, agricultural water consumption
and primary industry GDP growth rate in
Jiangxi Province from 2015 to 2020
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Table 2 Changes of agricultural production factors in Jiangxi Province

B R/ 0%
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GDP  AIMFAMAH  BHh i 8 i i B
2016 0.02 4.10 1.02 —2.62 0.45 —0.31 —0.53 —0.53
2017 1.38 4.40 1.62 4.90 0.11 0.64 2.72 —2.19
2018 2.85 3.40 1.19 3.13 —0.34 —0.73 —1.72 1.76
2019 1.39 3.00 0.79 3.76 0.20 —0.63 —1.51 1.82
2020 —0.69 2.20 0.39 4.85 0.10 2.23 2.93 2.21
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