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Abstract

This paper examines Qujing City’s water resource capacity, selects 13-influencing factors as valua-
tion indices, establishes the valuation index system, uses the AHP method to determine its weight,
and uses multi-stage fuzzy comprehensive valuation method, to analyse and evaluate the changes
in Qujing City’s water resource capacity from 2016 to 2020. The conclusions are as follows: 1)
there are some problems in Qujing City, such as unreasonable allocation of water resources, large
water consumption in the primary industry, and the incompatibility between agricultural devel-
opment and water resources carrying capacity; 2) From 2016 to 2020, the comprehensive water
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resources carrying capacity of Qujing City was seriously overloaded, but with the improvement of
the economic and social subsystem, the water resources carrying capacity of Qujing city gradually
increased.
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1. &g

IK GRS EARTERR S B ST B, ARIE AT TR . A5 A RRRRE, s AR TR
BCE, SEPLXIRE PR o2 K R i B KSR TERE @ T AORURI R B 1, mT DAEREG BRI R R H AR IR
TR 1],

[ s b5t K BEIE AN Z5 T 7R % 3% . Falkenmark 25 A [2]06F — 265 Jie o ] 5% 7K 5 9058 (160 45 P B ik 4
THEIL, XS JEH KRBT AT T T RIFEI5EEA(1998) . Harris Jonathan [3]24 1 88 70X 3804
A=K SR AR RE 77, $ R AR AR F I FI NPT FEFR(1999). Sleeser [4]i@i#HH ECCO %Y, J
T SD Jivk, AN BHR. HEET LS E RS8Rk, USRI DA E ) 8424
FRIE, JFRC) R 21— 20k i vh [ 22(2002).

FRIE X K GHE A A A T 20 4 80 AR, H AT THH B B (2000~ 2 4>) . R I A M — K]
KRR R RE RS AT S REXRR. RANIIFHEMENE . WE R[5 1%
IK SRR B T E S NIRRT 55 R(2006); ZEF125[6] 3 T /KBRS Rl LA B, g
TN FRRR, XFEE T 2005 ~2019 F & Fa bR B 2 AR RRE AR SYEEAT 2 A AR (2021) . ARER T
[71CAZE T NG, AL T KSR AR PN faba e &, RAGAGE. AHP, 57 73T TOPSIS MZRE
PR, PPN 22 M T K B R A& #R 11(2021).

il AL TV R i S S S R SR A AL . BRI 79 Sk AR 100 VO A AR, E BT
NEEARL . AERVE ARRTAE . RN R, TR, KEIEAAAE8]. Fik, XKHE
PRI AR BE T AT I T A2 X 21 i 7K S G G ) BT B, R SR SRR T R P 0 2 A T AR

2. HSETHKBIEER
2.1. HIETHKAREXER

1) KBS

2020 F, AT KB IF T 95.58 143777 K . AT P2 /KA 33.1 T3S KA ToK, 29 &40 0.34,
NI 5K 1658 177K

2) BEkE

2020 4, ATFHIREKE 975.6 =K, PrEBKEARE 282.0 27 77K, JEMMAESES, H 2016~2020
Pk 2 R
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3) HERKFE R

Hh KBRS AR — R R AR W VKSR ARSI KE, JBT BRFR . 2020 4T
MR K TR 95.58 /ALK, Fr&ieimig 330.7 ZK[9].

4) bR K YR E

2020 4, Axiith R KB E 30.17 /250 750K, MR AKARRAEEL 8.4 J3 LT KA T TR
2.2. MIETHKRIREF & FIAINK

2.2.1. g THKIER
2020 4, A HIEAMEKE 15.16 /23775, FIEEK 2.1%. Hr. HRK K E 14.34 125175,
RNEEAK KR, HRKEBEKE 0.5371 125075k He KA K& 0.2832 125277 K[9].

2.2.2. HiETHHAKETWL

2016~2020 s ITHLAK R R BT, M 2016 7 14.61 12 m® ETFE] 2020 #9 15.16 12 m’. 7E4K
BT, MR KR NKEKE BTSSR, HAKIEEOKEA /MR ETHES, ERKE T, Tk
FH/K 0% Eh N, ARMEB K. AR K. WEA LK 2 E) BT, miE R
F/KAZAEAS K9]
3. IRFGE
3.1. XEERZE

HR 4 3 T T T L ST R S R [ N Ah o T /K SRR E TR R BRI A5, it SR A O B, #ar
i 7 7K B AR IR PR bR AR R
3.2. BRaHE

JERAHTIE, IR AHP J77k, Jeilid Xt & 44 in) f ok S FE R AT AR 1k, 488 1) R R T2
WHRETNE, TR it &, SR8 T RAOETE, NmJSEH ERtEs%, Kl
AT HELVERE. B R RE R E110]. RN R FEARBEREERZ D, LEAKE
M
3.3. ZEXEMNEE TN FZE

2 2 RN G5B VAN T 1 2 0 /K IR AR IR BE T EA 22 S F I SRR, BT — N EZ 2 R &
SCMAE, R R %5 AT ORA . G, W & R TR K YR AR R T BRI, T R E R TR R AL,
ot A I 2 A VPl R R e K B VR AR R A B 2 R IR R ATV 1.
4. HhIETHK FIREE N
4.1. BIEXIE

ASCHAE FERIET 20164 2017, 2018 2019, 2020 [ s iKY A1 il v B &5
MR IBGT AR .
4.2. HEHKFERAS TN TR

4.2.1. MK FFEARBNIEMIERER
IR AR R DR BRMARS, EACEHEKRBRSRINEETE, HK
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IR E T KN SR . 255 [E N AN S ILTE 45 A 0F 72 DOIR 1 2 57 i3 17 /K SR IR R B 1R P A
HEREE 1),

Table 1. Evaluation index system of water resources carrying capacity in Qujing City

1. HE K BFRAH N eI E R

H#r)Z T2 1ebn )2 AL et
ANIKE = m /A 1E 7]
» IR A P 2 (%) o
KEVEF S o
FEIKAR B m’/km’.a 1E A
FEK & (108 m*) 1EF
TAVHKE (%) 1EA]
N - FH=rENk b E (%) 1E 7]
*iﬁﬁﬁ TR 7376 GDP F k& /5% e
Jige Lk K & (m*/F375) A1 i)
AR KR (%) 1E 7]
EERG ‘
Tl KRR (i) 1 ]
INEET: (N/km?) A1 1]
HERER N H HARE KR (%) 1 ]
A GDP T/N) ER

WBEARVE N VI=VS, WRUGERKBIAR 99 B89 a5, 8w ml12]. Hargibrueans 2
IV

Table 2. Grading standard of evaluation index

%= 2. N ERR S R

BizzE  #ENE fa¥r 2 febRm A Vi V2 V3 V4 V5
AR BHR R 1E ] mY AN <300 300~500 500~1000 1000~2000 >2000

. IKFIRTT R F FH % i 1] (%) >70  70~50 50~30 30~10 <10

IKBHR ARG .

FEIRAR AL Er mkm*a <5 5~7 7~15 15~30  >30
[ K B EF (108m’) <200 200~400  400~800 800~1200 >1200

FE=re e E 1E (%) <30 30~40 40~50 50~70  >70

Tk FHKZE 1IEm (%) <5 5~10 10~15 15~20  >20

kg LHRS

B JiJt GDP Fi/KE& A (m*/7g6) >100 100~70  70~50 50~40 <40
AT HKE  fua /FA7t) >100 100~50  50~20 20~10 <10
B KE 1EfA] (%) <1 1~3 3~5 5~7 >7
EERG ) .
olb K HE = fipa ({23275 K) >1800 1800~1600 1600~1300 1300~1000 <1000
NS fi (ANkm?)  >400  400~200  200~100  100~50 <50
HERG UNERER S i i 1] (%) >3 3~2 2~1 1~0 <0
A1) GDP Em o (I <1 1~3 3~5 5~7 >7
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422. HERBE
gE FPIRFANE 1. R 2 #TRBEETHE. BYHES N ERERHREERE, S53FRBEHER

Ri.
,,1(1) ,,1(2) ,,1(5)
. rz(l) rz(z) rz(s)
rn(l) rn(z) rn(s)

N TR TR FR A S TTRREE , 45 L AE 0~1 Z IR 93 A AN, Hoxd BB B o = (0.1,
0.3, 0.5, 0.7, 0.9), Wi, FRILIKEFE AR TTEREHBR[13]. ELEEFER, T
FEFE B LR A WEOME o R AR R

a=" (4-1)

4.2.3. HHENE
12 F 2 R Hriont o v /K SIER B B PPN Fabn M R ST IR RS, S P E I 3 iR,

Table 3. AHP analytic hierarchy process results
= 3. AHP RIR ISR

BirZ HENZE W E E =R A= BUE (A
NBKEJRE 0.0119
IR BT R FI 2 0.0390
IKEIR R St 0.0869
P KRR 0.0222
%K & 0.0139
TAVHKZE 0.0560
FE=ro b E 0.1801
B RS 0.4048
IR B A EL T Ji7t GDP /K& 0.0880
T3yt T3 e FH K & 0.0808
IR KR 0.0835
EBRE 0.1841
TV R K HER & 0.1006
NEE-3iy 0.0426
HERG 0.3242 PNIRREE S 0.0918
A4 GDP 0.1897

Table 4. Summary of conformance test results

T4 —HMRRBERLE

TR FFIER CIl1H RIfH CR 18 — A I 45 R
14.814 0.151 1.56 0.097 SE:Bu
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HHE R, CRABAC, FIWTFERER —SrEiar, 2 CRAENT 0.1 I, BT FERT & — B L
# CRAGEIE 0.1, WFR—8lk, ESEFREANMENES, BT R 13 BrHBERER CLE A
0.151 (% 4), £HXf RIEERN 1.560, % CRE N 0.097 < 0.1, PEHIZHIWIMHE A& —BEGL, HHS

B A E A — B
4.3. IKBFEERBHEETETER

HRIEFE bR SR R R M B AR AR AL LR (G 3) THEEAS BIBDRITEA 45 2R, AT 22 30(4-2) TH 55045 il o 17 2020

FIRFWABNGEEE, BRI 5 0 E Mg i K SRS IR 81 S5 0

F,=F1%01+F2%03+F3%0.5+F4%0.7+F5%0.9 (4-2)
Table 5. Classification of comprehensive score of water resources carrying
capacity in Qujing City
= 5. TR ERABNEETEIFRN T
LA VEAE S WAL INIA
0.1~0.3 FEE R
0.3~0.5 fieiE=9
0.5~0.7 I 7 7K
0.7~0.9 BRI
4.4. BI¥ETH 2016~2020 FEKBHFEAE NTL I
MR 3R Tk TE 545 3 il 7 2016~2020 7K BHE AR 1 (K 6).
Table 6. Fuzzy evaluation results of water resources carrying capacity from 2016 to 2020
7z 6.2016~2020 7K ZiFAE SEMITN AR
G HEN 2 5 gD —fk i LG RARFIEER  REIMEF
KRR R 0.0000 0.0126 0.0012 0.0227 0.0504 LG 0.0656
ZHF RS 0.0000  0.1902 02004  —0.0418  0.0560 — & 0.1784
2016 LRGSR 0.1841 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 95 0.0184
RS 0.0000 0.1117 0.1206 0.0461 0.0457 — 0.1673
CRE TN 0.0339 0.1143 0.1204 0.0000 0.0419 — & 0.1355
KBHR RS 0.0000 0.0111 0.0027 0.0198 0.0532 LA 0.0665
BT RS 0.0000  0.1913 02195  —0.0380  0.0560 — & 0.1909
2017 LR 0.1841 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 95 0.0184
RS 0.0000 0.1066 0.1192 0.0000  0.0918 — % 0.1742
CRE TN 0.0339 0.1130 0.1277  —0.0137  0.0570 — & 0.1429
IKEHR R R 0.0000 0.0130 0.0091 0.0305 0.0425 B 0.0681
ZHF RS 0.0000  0.1613  0.0158  —0.0084  0.1801 LgHH 0.2125
2018 LR 0.1841 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 95 0.0184
R 5 0.0000  0.0708  0.1616  0.0000  0.0918 — % 0.1847
ZREVE 0.0339 0.0894 0.0596  —0.0007  0.1064 LG 0.1552
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Continued

IKEHR R R 0.0004  —0.0004  0.0000 0.0363 0.0368 L3 0.0584

BT RS 0.0000  0.0000 02030  0.0217  0.1801 — % 0.2788

2019 EERS 0.1841 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 By 0.0184
HeRg 0.0000  0.0213 0.1579  0.0531 0.0918 — % 0.2052
LEEVN 0.0339  0.0069  0.1334  0.0292  0.1059 — % 0.1878

KR RS 0.0012 0.0126 0.0000 0.0409 0.0321 i 0.0615

KV RG 0.0000  0.0000  0.3035 0.1265  0.0808 — & 0.3130

2020 EERS 0.0288 0.1747  -0.0194  0.0000 0.0000 L] 0.0456
e R G 0.0000  0.0637  0.0614  0.1072  0.0918 5 0.2075

CRE TN 0.0054 0.0539 0.0985 0.1232 0.0653 pii 0.2110

MFE 6 R ELo AR 3

1) HEET KR T RGEABMERAL, BB TLEKEIIME, 2016 4. 2017 £, 2018 /KT
VR R G AR R, 2018 K BHIE R IE /- EIE ] 0.0681, 2016 4. 2017 F/K TR RGAI T
HAE 0.0656 Zifis HARFAR/KFEIRRGVE AL, FHd 2019 FB IR, A& IMELE 0.0584 /&
o EERZFH 2016~2020 4[] KA HOR B /K B A Wb, = /KIS 2016 4R 43.3 J5/b F1] 2020
(#1 33 m’/km*.a; i PE/KEFH 2016 [ 317.9 BEAKE] 2020 17 282 (10° m’)

2) 2016~2020 4, HIFHAT T RGN AR ZIHB KK ES B s T 4a &SR 1E. &K
EHIL 2016 4, 590.1784 iy, MjEa—HEHAT EFHIRE, 22020 45 EFFE] 03130, XU Mg HifE4
GRS T ZER A BRI RN, 7576 GDP FHZK & A0 3 7o Tl 38 e A /K &AW~ 1%,
XS T T 25 AR B RE R 2] T HEAEH. .

3) BSETTAES T RGRBMEBEMAE MK, REFTE 0.0184 A4, 7 2020 HAF M, N 0.0456.,
KU E LTS R R, MM AR ER H s, AR AKRNBESR R, TIkEK
HIHERCE B AE AR WA, 0 S5 K B IR B IR B2

4) Mg hith a1 RAETHEE 2016~2020 2IEFEBIG S, RAVEHI 2016 4, 7 0.1673 14,
G —EHAT EFRIRE, #2020 4 EFH#] 0.2075. XEHBEEGSHERE, NOZBERAKE N, A0
WK gE, FRK TR ARSI PRI SR TR E R

5) BT K FIRSE A A ITETE 2016~2020 “E[HESA T 0.1~0.3, J& T HBHARE . HEpEEI 2
ZHRIE, BV T RGNS T RGN KGR AR T RAT BRI & . KR IEAR E F AR
WrTkE, H1 2016 4ER 0.1335 FHE 3] 2020 4E19 0.2110,  Hh3f 7 /K B U5 K 25 0IR 00 A4 b T35 45 35 1T (1
#

5. &hig

BT RGBS MRS, BT KEIR . 5. e, ESHBRA YL Ak,
2016~2020 1K BE IR A& E ARG HLEEAT T BAT 2047

1) X 3 T 7K IR K T R R F S DLt AT T R S5 00 Ja KRB, 1% DX e K BRI A A 2, 2R
=AM, RO R 5K B RS AN IE B 2 )

2) NV BT K R A A 1, ASCHOKRIR. G5, o, S LM MR R, T
FARLFEAR, ST HE KRB e A R . SIRERR. B NG ARAERE T PPN F8hR 1 72
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bR, BRI NEAFSH; EH AHP J7iE6E TR E; R Z 2 R S 5k,
2016~2020 4= 135 117 i 7K B PR AR B RE 1A Ui AT T W .

3) M MK BHRER G AR IIAE 2016~2020 SE R HAE T/ B ERE, HEELF 7RG T &

GeREa . 3 K AR PR IEAE B AT
S5 3k

(1]
(2]

R K= XK IR LR A T U [D]: (22 Arie 3], bl B ke, 2020.
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