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Analysis of Water Resources Carrying Capacity in Liao River Basin, Liaoning Province
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Abstract ;: This paper had a discussion on water carrying capacity situation, based on the least and adequate ec-
ological water calculated the lower and upper available water resources amount. Then using multi-objective
algorithm calculated the water resources carrying capacity with three different social and economic develop-
ment projects as ‘ecological maintenance”’, ‘ecological soundness”’, and ‘ecological soundness with water
saving’, and then analyzed the calculation result with the character of the every city, which indicated that ‘ec-
ological soundness with water saving has the best social and economic benefit.
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max(FOOD) = 2 FOOD() (2) max(pop) = 2 [ popows (1) + POPen (1) ] (3)
i=1 i=1
:FOOD(2) . : POPrown (7) i
(3) POPeoun (1) i .
2
/(m*® « hm™*) /( em?) / /
m3 m3
2005 11117.70 2355.90 238. 22 85.59 894. 81 23.54 0. 69 197. 25
2020 9093. 75 2118. 00 818. 60 69. 35 2404.78 30.91 0. 84 986. 44
2030 8631. 00 1984. 65 1379. 84 104. 57 3477. 35 33.62 0. 87 1072. 00
2005 8832. 45 2205. 90 118. 21 19. 00 1333. 26 20. 84 0. 87 285.93
2020 7423.50 1900. 80 183. 00 60. 49 3420.73 29. 69 0.95 355. 54
2030 7460. 85 1860. 90 262. 86 95.25 6341. 74 35.37 0. 96 376. 20
2005 8772.45 0. 00 124. 36 0. 00 0. 00 17. 38 0.55 0. 00
2020 7596. 45 0. 00 156. 20 0. 00 1934. 47 18. 68 0.63 1.65
2030 6434, 85 0. 00 252.55 0. 00 4050. 29 20. 65 0. 66 1.62
2005 8258. 85 1985. 25 182. 66 20.23 960. 53 14. 33 0.75 600. 30
2020 7177.05 1754. 85 241.17 152. 48 2835. 05 21. 46 0. 85 483. 60
2030 6850. 35 1688. 25 376.03 232.49 4551. 67 26. 36 0. 87 559. 68
2005 8572. 80 2090. 55 202.93 0. 00 571.43 26.67 0.22 1.00
2020 6840. 60 1771. 20 371. 89 0. 00 3038. 40 25.53 0. 31 169. 60
2030 6905. 55 1720. 35 679. 24 0. 00 4829. 60 27.99 0. 34 195. 00
2005 7330. 50 1205. 55 227. 84 0. 00 2309. 86 25.36 0.21 31.00
2020 6279. 00 1166. 70 328. 83 0. 00 5799. 43 24.43 0. 30 169. 68
2030 6264. 75 1205. 10 564. 33 0. 00 9218. 86 27.12 0. 33 186. 16
2005 5930. 70 2647.05 150. 82 23.39 615.65 12. 15 0.53 45. 00
2020 5697. 30 2281.05 351.76 100. 63 2563.75 18.70 0.68 369. 60
2030 5876. 10 2101. 35 548,47 152. 16 4396. 76 22.60 0.73 420. 29
2005 9747. 90 1836. 60 298. 36 467. 47 2608. 34 17.01 0. 60 0. 00
2020 8639. 25 1768. 35 826. 89 132.79 6133.27 23.43 0.74 378.00
2030 8825. 40 1800. 00 1443. 96 162.59 9526. 34 26.71 0.79 399. 62
2005 7782. 30 2355.90 238. 34 71.95 688.13 20.43 0.70 3443. 44
1020 6720. 00 2049. 75 550.19 142. 06 2039.73 31.29 0. 84 6913. 32
2030 6451. 80 1965. 90 884. 10 199. 95 3590. 44 34.91 0. 86 6907. 95
2005 6766. 65 1725. 00 209. 40 9.96 1754. 39 23.46 0. 40 114. 00
2020 6144. 00 1615. 50 269.73 207.95 4406. 25 25.71 0.47 571. 20
2030 6430. 50 1582. 80 410. 50 322.79 6578. 17 30. 00 0. 50 616. 55
2005 9058. 95 2647.05 302.18 75.17 1282. 32 26.71 0. 85 0. 00
2020 8457, 46 2362. 44 344,66 390. 45 3478. 80 27. 34 0.95 276.08
2030 8752.74 2325.69 446. 26 515. 85 4329. 45 30. 29 0.96 290. 44
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2005 2020 2030
GDP/ / GDP/ / GDP/ /
/t /t /t
2653 1318 730895 6669 1101 856315 9923 992 978211
3265 965 213064 5068 502 239418 8147 453 272322
624 567 148502 2804 515 213003 4477 474 267714
10 9 0 46 3 0 96 3 0
2558 787 260530 5767 597 323832 9436 543 377564
614 788 594227 2203 252 742956 3653 193 851928
4414 676 45504 7601 376 68027 11771 312 79562
1610 1060 1233074 4523 932 1426773 7620 896 1658957
20 18 75669 85 18 85640 132 17 88715
394 285 445750 1948 298 539131 3785 286 594978
54 26 199613 288 29 240197 531 28 259272
16218 6498 3946827 37000 4624 4735290 59572 4198 5429223
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2005 2020 2030
GDP/ / GDP/ / GDP/ /
/t /t /t
1874 1159 730895 4880 983 856315 7162 883 978211
2465 845 213064 3789 453 239418 6051 411 272322
543 538 148502 2461 490 123003 3918 450 267714
8 7 0 38 3 0 80 3 0
2306 757 260530 5254 576 323832 8594 524 377564
391 595 594227 1467 194 742956 2404 147 851928
3594 594 45504 6138 338 68027 9433 284 79562
1299 717 1226226 4775 725 1344944 8753 709 1499373
19 16 68760 77 16 77544 120 15 80313
363 263 410333 1791 274 495826 3481 263 547131
49 23 178762 257 26 214685 475 25 231708
12910 5513 3876802 30926 4079 4486548 50469 3715 5185825
5
2005 2020 2030
GDP/ / GDP/ / GDP/ /
/t /t /t
1529 1159 730895 6254 972 856315 10285 872 978211
2382 845 213064 4347 434 239418 7232 388 272322
543 538 148502 2904 477 213003 4934 433 267714
8 7 0 41 3 0 89 3 0
2306 757 260530 6212 561 323832 10795 504 377564
388 595 594227 1967 215 742956 3660 172 851928
3566 594 45504 6765 326 68027 10752 269 79562
1321 839 1233074 5090 856 1426773 9440 862 1658957
19 16 68760 85 17 85860 140 16 93449
362 263 410333 1973 278 547064 4004 273 630126
49 23 178762 284 26 237742 553 26 270043
12472 5635 3883650 35923 4164 4740989 61883 3819 5479876
@D) N 3
GDP .
\ 2005 . 2005 16 217.7 2020
37 000. 18 ,2030 59 572.2 ;
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2020 2030 252 474.82 m’ 75 637.3
m’, 42.77%, ,
. 2005 17. 76 .
2020 18. 22 , 16. 91 . 11.30%,
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2020 .
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, 2020 55 076. 96
m’, 9.63% ;2030 74 346
m®, 11.47%., 1
, 2020
188 559.73  m®,2030 169 343. 15
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