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Abstract; Harmony of regional agricultural system is the precondition important of the agriculture sustainable and high
efficiency development, and the same time is the main rthythm of constructing harmonious society. The theory of harmony
coefficient of regional agricultural system is conceived by variance , mean value and variance coefficient, and the dominating
merit is that this harmony theory takes into account index both concentricity and decentralization , therefore the appraising

result is more external and scientific. The harmony theory of regional agricultural system consists of harmony conception,
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efficacy function, efficacy coefficient, Function of harmony coefficient, harmony coefficient ( HC), range of harmony
coefficient, rank of harmony coefficient (RHC) , and the core of harmony theory is HC and RHC. The appraising index
system of regional agriculture is established by improving expert inquiry method, which includes 29 indexes and is filtrated
from ecological subsystem, economic subsystem and social subsystem. From 1990 to 2003, HC of regional agricultural
system in national scale is appraised. The results are; HC of regional agricultural system in national scale takes on
ascending trend as a whole, and from maladjustment to harmony in 1997 , and form feeble harmony to low harmony in 2000.
RHC of economic subsystem ascends from top maladjustment ( RHC 1) in 1990 to high harmony ( RHC 9) in 2003. RHC
of social subsystem ascends from top maladjustment ( RHC 1) in 1990 to mid harmony ( RHC 8) in 2000, after descending
feeble harmony ( RHC 6) in 2001, and ascending low harmony ( RHC 7) in 2002 and 2003. RHC of ecological subsystem
ascends from mid maladjustment ( RHC 3) in 1990to low harmony ( RHC 7) in 2003. Regional agricultural system in
national scale is maladjusted because of the maladjustment of ecological , economic and social subsystem from 1990 to 1992 ;
and regional agricultural system in national scale is maladjusted on account of the maladjustment of economic and social
subsystem as well as feeble harmony of ecological subsystem from 1993 to 1996 ; and regional agricultural system in national
scale is harmony because of the harmony of ecological, economic and social subsystem from 1997 to 2003. Economic
subsystem is the most important contribution to harmony of regional agricultural system in national scale, which decides the
value of HC, but ecological and social subsystem produce negative function to harmony of regional agricultural system.
Hence, the key approach of regional agricultural system in national scale is developing rural economy, regarding

environment construction and constructing harmonious society.

Key Words: national scale; regional agriculture system ( RAS) ; harmony coefficient (HC) ; efficacy coefficient; rank of
harmony coefficient ( RHC) ; improving expert inquiry method
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AR RGEZ AN ARHBER Z AR BB P IS S LR mE RS, ZESHER
b AR REZ MM AR ER Z B £ EER E, AR T KIBEPAERZ A ANX IR 8] )
T TR, AR FE—H I ISARRIIHXERZ ML REX R, ZXHAEHER LRSS
BEXR. KIBERI ARG DHARRHARRNZEET KBNS FHRARETHESE S EMRFES
W, MREF R T REESRIPMEEIHLFERRS, HES . EFNILETREL T REITA,
REE W30 A ER SR SRIEIN R I LA HE A R, RPN AT RIF g KAt &8
1.1 ik K% (efficacy function)

KR ZREWAL R ERHEFSRIPREIE, KIEFSERBETHRETLIEEI AFHE:
F—RKFZE BIPBRIRE (R RESARME) , B H AR R E SR /IME B X RGH A P ar , Blin A3y
WESARER , KGRI S BERF_RFZE BRERBEM, ERAERKKEAERD, REE
BITRE LT W REHAE BT, SIINA O H A R RE BAREAE Y . FEEX RSH FH:H Tk
FAZI R ECefficacy coefficient) K7~ , B3R EC /v T 0 1 1 ZJA], X BARBRBEE NI EC =1, H Hirgx 20
B EC =0, Hi3k EC B9 F RN DB M efficacy fonction) , RS B B2, M EC(V,) = F(V,) 2
B FRERRKRTFREN TG e [1,m]) i RFREFZEN TR(iell,n]),

FEE VERGERKRIMER X;(j=1,2,+,m;i=1,2,3+,n), o B N REREREIRE R V, 6
AR ETR, BB <X, <o, BT RETT LIRARUT

BC(V,) =2 :5%'; Bi<X;<a, EC(V,) BN
EC(V,) =2 = Bi<X;<a;, EC(V,) BB RIIR

ay; —,Bﬁ
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K, EC(V;) Atahs Vi X RGEHIA FF IR E
1.2  pH R (function of harmony coefficient )

BT RYOEA R LRI RGN R R BRE, Bl DEEL N ULKRTFSE N BB RIHEEE
B FRZ A1 B % (function of harmony coefficient, FHC) , SEUEFRZ A 3 B (harmony coefficient, 455
HC) , ASCHEREMERECRE REcEg T 7R 7 R EURE, B 62 B R B MM & i SR,
RGAERAE RGN IR Z MM SETHRE  FRZE R REN K RRS . R AR EERS2HE
BTSSRI HFHEPHRE, &5 BHERERE, SUAT B L E2E, N REN TN EEZW, 4R
ERE, UrEREE RN T

S
EC(V)

HC=1-

Jiiwa V) -BC(7)?
o, S=NT a-d

el EC(V, ) (RAESIBRE EC(V) AR BT n FSHHRBR NI b T RER ML,
m T RAH RIS M R O RS R B I RN , th 2 UK B0
SRR, B4 T 2L, (RO L KA PR IS I, P, R A U BT
e LIRS TR 1 RCR AR
L3 HHAR K

AR OB AR T KL AT AR A0 004, T DA S R AT R S
ETHIR . BTN, FR B 1 —Jm,1), 3k n ZoR ARt M, Vi LR R
e, T LUt IR HO L 59 A% A o8, D B PR T, PR
e 1, UK I, % 5 RECHAL | I (MR BRRE BN T 0) Fom B0 B0 A RURE BE B
SEFRRBERY 1 AEAL IR H 22 S HEUA 50k T AR , 2D AR EIIE /0T O, 2080 A 36 2
o PN BIBSE (0, 1), MoK FoR R R IRHERA i/ F R U G2
L4 OHASSOENE

DRI R SRR LM S T R0 U AR BE (60 S AL (., B L0, 1] K A
T M THAIRE, B B KR T A2 5 BN B8, 31— 5 I B 4 e —
KT, AR RSB, DR SRR R B RS TS ], B — K R F—
B ALK P O PR IR T F— RS, T A T SR A S, DRSS A6 4 T AL
AW — A AL, — R, VRS SIS, BB RO, I S5 P L
BFRNE X E 1,

®1 HRAFH(RHC)REX
Table 1 Rank of harmony coefficient and its signification

WA 0.0000 ~ 0.1001 ~ 0.2001 ~ 0.3001~ 0.4001~ 0.5001 ~ 0.6001~ 0.7001~ 0.8001~  0.9001 ~
HC 0.1000  0.2000  0.3000  0.4000  0.5000  0.6000  0.7000  0.8000  0.9000 1. 0000
RHC 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
X BERR BERR PEAR MERR BEAR BEUR BEPARA FEHR REDR  BREDR

Signification ™ HM MM LM M FH LH MH HH TH

TM: top maladjustment; HM; high maladjustment; MM ; mid maladjustment; LM ; low maladjustment; FM :feeble maladjustment; FH .feeble harmony;
LH;low harmony; MH :mid harmony; HH :high harmony;TH :top harmony

1.5 FEMERER
SRR R ER R ZE AR TEN SN BEENSZ —, KBLVBA BRRFE, 25 s it
LB, HIERERY BRESRER ZHEAHES 3N FER, EFRAGPEBIER, IR FRENFES
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FrERRZAMNIAXR, B RE— N AER-EF-H SR A RS (ecology-economy-society system , 45 5N
EES &%) , EMEBIRET UM AESNE LFHEMAE0E 3 MR, ARSCRAE S RARL,
HE TERNEBERESCEP, BRI FER RSB X R —TEN 8 b R E R, 3 DL BIR b e
AHEF RS , B XA Uy A E IR e vk R, BT BE 7 “PEBRSCEEE" b, 5 RRERF
“PEMrERR” , RIPAEFE SRR  HEARR”, RREEEHE R A 55 =R S, R
B} 1R B g 1994 ~2005 4%, K R4S R SCERELE S 17108 5, R R7E“ 230" PR R EAI 5, B 2T
Wra8FRTE B SCHRH HH B ARSI, IRIBR BN . KT [H7E 2005-08-20, FEARMAR R WARSCARE 2 1,
2 EFRREXERLRSGHEETG

HERREXBLRNRZAGREEEXEE L, EENEXEBER— BB R RS, TR HSHSF TS
RERE, MEHITEH BTN, BERXIBA EE TNk R RN SFF S 3 AN F RAEH HER 29
MEM TR, BRI R KT RAEN EBEEW 5088, B R BLX IR0 RE R BRI —RAFIE , RB515
R R K R P ARTER) FE R, 75 KR RETHA LR MR R ik - BA BENEFIER.
2.1 BiEAT

TR R AR E0HE IL3 2, T I8 DI R B2 2, RIBR IV ARG 5 T ARG IMAE L% 3. EEHER
B EREH AT H R,

£2 BARRERHRURSFTMHEFRAHES""
Table 2 The original data of regional agricultural system in national scale!®~7!

FE4F Index bt Year
1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997
EBTRE BHER(m2/A) 0.130 0.129 0.127 0.125 0.124 0.124 0.125 0.125
A (% ) 31.95 31.97 32.61 32.98 32.89 32.88 33.06 33.28
FEEH A K B (m®/hm?) - — — 7514.2 — — — 7649.9
GMBEER(%) 12.98 13.4 13.4 13.4 13.4 13.4 13.4 13.92
RZ5FHE (kg/hm?) 7.3 8.0 8.4 8.9 10.3 11.4 8.8 9.2
ALREFI & (kg/hm?) 270.7 293.3 307.1 331.4 349.6 378.4 294.4 306.4
WRER/Z2RER(%) 46.3 50.1 50.4 47.4 57 48.6 45.2 56.7
R 87 (kg/hm?) 3933 4206 4342 4557 4500 4659 4894 4823
BB K B (Vhm?) — — — — — 756.9 408.9 443.0
ZFHFESL AH GDP(L) 1634 1879 2287 2939 3923 4854 5576 6054
REABLRA(GT) 686.3 708.6 784 921 1221 1577.7  1926.1 2090. 1
R B RES(%) 58.8 57.6 57.6 58.1 58.9 58.6 56.3 55.1
JeRUCA LB % ) 14.8 15.2 17.5 21.2 20.4 20.7 22.1 24.0
ANBSZH ABIA (% ) 91.2 93.7 91.4 90.8 91.4 91.4 90.3 84.6
GDP fE#E(V A TT) 5.3 4.8 4.1 3.4 2.6 2.3 2.1 1.9
BAREEF/EA) 0.6 0.7 1.0 1.5 2.4 3.7 5.0 6.8
RW3hH1( kW/hm?) 6.1 6.1 6.2 6.5 6.9 7.3 7.7 8.2
R BT (JT/A) 19.4 21.0 23.0 27.3 33.4 35.5 41.7 45.4
HEFRSGE ARHE(kg) 390 376 378 386 371 385 412 400
AP (ke) 25.0 27.1 29.3 32.4 37.5 43.4 37.5 4.6
ABatE (ke) 3.9 4.9 3.8 3.2 3.6 3.9 3.4 3.7
AR BRIERIE(%0) 14.39 12.98 11.6 11.45 11.21 10.55 10.42 10.06
AEH I (km/km? ) 0.11 0.11 0.12 0.12 0.12 0.13 0.13 0.13
RS (R TAN) 2.3 2.32 2.34 2.36 2.36 2.34 2.34 2.35
AP ER(m?) 17.83 18.5 18.9 20.7 20.2 21.01 21.69 22.45
FH2 2R (% ) 40.6 42.9 43.4 44.1 46.4 48.3 48.8 51.5
RABRAR (AN FTN) 3.9 4.0 4.1 4.2 4.3 4.4 4.7 4.9
Z =ik (% ) 20.6 20.7 22.3 24.9 26.8 28.2 28.8 29.4
RATFEHEE (kWh/ A ) 73.9 83.2 94.5 105.0 123.0 136.7 148.1 160. 2
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%R
545 Index i Yoar LI}& . —FB& .
1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003  Upper limit Lower limit

ESTRE EBHEER(m>/A) 0.125 0.124 0.123 0.122 0.120 0.118 0.100 0.130
BERELB (%) 33.59 33.99 34.43 34.84 35.15 35.44 30.63 39.00
K B (m® /hm?) 7201.9  7279.3  7029.9  7052.1  6873.7  6355.4  4500.0  9000.0
FHEEER(%) 13.92 16.55 16.55 16.55 16.55 16.55 12 23
RZ5FAE (kg/hm?) 9.5 10.2 10.0 10.0 10.4 10.7 7.0 12.0
ALAE FI & (kg/hm?) 315.0 319.2 323.3 333.3 344.6 357.5 223.7 426.0
BRER/ ZRER(%) 50.2 53.5 62.9 60.9 58 59.8 33.0 60.0
¥ #7= (kg/hm?) 4953 4945 4752.6  4800.3  4885.3  4872.9  3579.0  5171.0
B K B (/hm?) 382.4 754.4 771.1 798.2 807.7 849.8 1000.0  300.0

BFTFESE AP GDP() 6308 6551 7086 7651 8214 9101 1355.0  10000.0
REABLEIRA(TT) 2162 2210.3  2253.4  2366.4  2475.6  2622.2  545.0 3000
R B RES(%) 53.4 52.6 49.1 47.7 46.2 45.6 60 40
eI A LB (% ) 26.8 30.1 31.9 32.3 34.8 38.7 12.3 50
ABZH/ ABIBRA(%) 82.0 80.0 84.3 84.1 85.2 84.5 100.0 70.0
GDP 88%E(V i T) 1.7 1.6 1.5 1.4 1.4 1.4 1.0 5.5
BABREBEEE/BA) 8.9 12.1 18.1 25.5 31.3 41.2 0.3 50
RAHLEDH (kW/hm? ) 8.6 9.2 9.8 10.2 10.7 11.2 2.8 15.0
AR ABS H (TT/A) 50.2 53.9 60.5 71.9 85.8 87.8 19.3 100.0

HeTFESE ABRE(kg) 411 404 365 355 356 363 350 450
AP (ke) 45.9 47.3 48.3 49.6 51.3 53.6 10.7 75.0
AT (k) 3.6 3.0 3.5 4.2 3.8 3.8 2.8 5
AP BAERE(%) 9.14 8.18 7.58 6.95 6.45 6.01 15.7 2
ASEB B (km/km?) 0.14 0.15 0.15 0.18 0.19 0.20 0.1 0.25
RRE R/ TFA) 2.33 2.39 2.38 2.39 2.32 2.34 2.25 2.7
ABMERER(m?) 23.71 24.23 24.82 26.53 27.42 16.7 30
F2R(% ) 50.7 50 51.1 52.9 58.3 60.2 38.1 80
RAFERAR (AN FN) 5.1 5.2 5.3 5.3 5.2 5.3 3.8 7.0
Z =k (%) 29.7 29.8 31.6 32.7 34.1 36.2 13.4 48.8
RitEEE B (kWh/A) 163.7 172.8 191.0 204.6 233.0 265.7 64.0 365.0

EBAATE B R B IR B AP E R AL A B4R, B IE ARG B REMEE R E, AERRPAER, RNFE
BB EIERFATE =R

FHRORIR AN B IR IR 2004 FPER & BIRE  BKHEE 99 LTk A GFERITA ) ,99 FUEXA(FELITFEL), B
R BARTE R MBERFMMRE=R’EE A (PR RR &) , RERB DR 23k A(PESAITHEE) 1991 ~2005;

AR B TR

OBHERABTRO. 1hm®/ A, % FRERKERESETIYE 30% £4 , Tl EFREE T RIER L#H030% thi &4, t BB ;

QB LB T FRy 1998 4 (RH 3 B IR RAR) EHE , b RZBIER B BK 5 R S T ESmRR T E R R B L 5 52%
B 75% SRHA5E (1995 SEEISRE) 5

QB A B TR 4500m® /hm? , | FR 9000m® /hm? ( — R 7E K5 FR K B 2 300m°/666. Tm? , 55 /K #E % B 1 T FR 600m® /666. 7m? , from ;
hitp : //www. ep. net. cn/ cgi-bin/ut/threaded_show. cgi? tid = 10722&h = 1&bpg =27&age =0) ;

@FMBEREH TR N 12% , BT 20 142 90 E£RFKKE, LRA 23% , AER/MELSEFEN HIR, Gk 8 PEKAR 2HE/NER
WiRs:, BRATHRR LSS5 RE B, LR . P ES T R ,2004,11)

ORLGARM TR Tke/hm® , % B BR R BLHER, RAGARE TN ERE Y 12 ke/hm?;

GLIEFRM TR Y 1998 R, ERHER: 2003 FRE BF=RE KA —WVLE R & 7= 6166kg/hm” (i LK 2 473kg/hm” ) B}
RESKFEHI 90% THE (LT R 2ER A R RR KX, A NIRE) ;

@R RER R REFRN T PRI 1970 SFI0%HE (RPERE LA 1952 F R REUE B/ MER) , EREE 1994 £ $RE 65% (1952
FLORPERGE FRERAHE) ;
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@R ET R 1988 ERRATHEE, ERE LBTTREH ¥ ERFITFHF=EH 75% 115 (2003 £RATFH=EE 6895Kg/hm®) ;

QF AU B H R K BARIE IE B KR 10% 78, RS CRUFE KK BTARE) (hitp: //www. chinaep. net/hjbiaozhun/hjbz/hjbz015. htm) , b
FRH EANG KR LA ERE AR 2% ~5% BIBRELHRERL, B5% ;

O ¥ GDP T FRZ 1988 £ $I% , b FRTE 2003 S£30AH B AL 900 LA (KARFERAKE) ;

RREAISEBA R TRy 1988 FR0%0E , ERb2ERM/IVE BIRER—3 3000 7o/ A (REL T/ MRETRBEMIENB) 5

@& B R R T RERRSEME /DT 0. 6 BEKE, ERERRASE/NRME 0. 4(BREEHE/NT 0.4 Jy/NR, PERF 2@/
FRIRE (BRI RRAE AL TAZE S, U5 Bt it ,2004,11) 5

BRAHEHERIA LB TR 1988 FHHER , Kl SRR IA S 1:1 3 EFR;

@A 57 7 ABMAR) LRSI A K42 T3t B 100% (T FREBARK 70% AT 4483 i, Kk 30% FEEH;

GGDP FERRM T IR P E GDP #EfE R HA KX EZR K 3 15, BB LA R RIR, EREd 1, THRE 1988 FHEHE;

BEABERHTRZ 1988 FHRHHE, LR 50% ZiEELH B,

@R BB T IR 1998 £ 3R, EIRY 15kW/hm®, 5 R BIR B A £ #/0, B A KB, BT R BiRR &k B F T Bk
20% &5,

@l BB B T BRI 1988 SE 4R, B IRHE4EHEK 10 ~ 15 ST, B8 100 7T;

OAXRERW TRRE 1988 FHH0EE , ERE/MEBIRETRS 90% , # 400k TN G

QAFIAR T FRZ 1988 FHHEE, FREKIEANS Bk 0. 2kg iHHBHNE, RARRIBERTFHATH 60% ;

DAFIRRAER TR/ DRE R —3, FRE/DREK 90% ;

QAR BRI KFR T FRE 1988 FREHE, ERREA O HFA OEREBE—BR 2%0 ~4%0, XTF HEjA DEFORK, B3 4%0;

GAEEEW TR 1988 FHHEE, FREFIEK 0.01 118, ZRE 4 ~5 B HIRE;

CORREN T BRA 1988 FHEHRE , ERRERIBERE ZEERNAKFE3.7~5.3, 5FR 2.7;

SN FEERK T FRZ 1988 SR, EFRAZ 2005 SE)/MRAKFH BARE;

QT T BRA 1988 F40E, ERERE XEBERHMAE BT EEERK 10 ME 4 ARBER;

@R BARN R T IR 1988 R ¥R, EREREDFERABERKKTH 10 AK 70% ;

@ =/ ahilb R TR 1989 4038, FRRZ/NEAKE BIRER 75% ;

QORFFER BT PR 1988 SF40E, FIRESX kWh/ AsBRITHER .

£3 BERRERSRLIMEFRORREE"
Table 3 Efficacy coefficient of index regional agricultural system in national scale!*~7]

FE4R Index A Yeur
1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996
EBTFRE BHER 0.8504 0.8329 0.7763 0.7045 0.6768 0. 6784 0. 7002
NG 0.1578 0.1601 0.2364 0.2810 0.2702 0. 2689 0.2907
W KR - - — 0.3302 — — —
BHEEE 0.0891 0.1273 0.1273 0.1273 0.1273 0.1273 0.1273
REAE 0.9565 0.8753 0.8284 0.7643 0.5856 0.4443 0.7782
LR B 0.7674 0. 6562 0.5879 0.4675 0.3777 0.2354 0. 6507
BRRER/ 2 RER 0.4156 0.5344 0.5438 0.4500 0.7500 0.4875 0.3813
gaps 0.2224 0.3938 0.4793 0.6143 0.5785 0. 6784 0. 8260
BB Rk E — - - — — 0.3473 0. 8445
ZHFRE  A¥ GDP 0.0323 0.0606 0.1078 0.1832 0.2971 0. 4047 0. 4883
REAHsEEA 0.0576 0. 0666 0.0974 0.1532 0.2754 0. 4207 0. 5626
RFBERER 0.0600 0. 1200 0. 1200 0.0950 0.0550 0. 0700 0. 1850
1Y PN 0.0676 0.0769 0.1376 0.2365 0.2149 0.2217 0. 2596
AR i/ A B 0.2929 0.2103 0.2857 0.3073 0.2851 0.2851 0.3230
GDP 8kt 0.0429 0.1576 0.3120 0.4764 0.6378 0.7152 0.7603
BARFBE 0.0061 0.0087 0.0140 0.0245 0.0424 0. 0676 0. 0956
K3 0.2669 0.2742 0.2818 0.3057 0.3387 0.3712 0.3976
Al I B E Hy 0.0012 0.0214 0.0454 0.0990 0.1741 0.2010 0.2773
HEFRE ABRE 0.8060 0.5165 0.5558 0.7110 0.4276 0.7054 1.0000

hitp : //www. ecologica. cn
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%R
3447 Tndex 424} Year
1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996
ABp 0.2222 0.2558 0.2890 0.3377 0.4174 0.5090 0.4161
AW 0.6733 1.0000 0.6171 0.2092 0.4831 0. 6695 0.3716
AP BRERE 0.0956 0.1985 0.2993 0.3102 0.3277 0.3759 0.3854
REWE 0.0876 0.0965 0.1075 0.1265 0.1506 0.1783 0.2019
R 0.1111 0.1556 0.2000 0.2444 0.2444 0. 2000 0. 2000
AW BEER 0.0693 0.1104 0.1350 0.2454 0.2147 0. 2644 0.3061
FraeER 0.0597 0.1146 0.1265 0.1432 0.1981 0.2434 0.2554
RlrERAR 0.0452 0.0617 0.0847 0.1203 0.1684 0.1954 0.2909
T EEb b 0.2047 0.2053 0.2512 0.3234 0.3783 0.4184 0.4341
RitsERE 0.0328 0.0637 0.1012 0.1363 0.1959 0.2415 0.2794
3447 Tndex 424} Year
1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003

ESTFEE BEER 0.7013 0.7087 0.6948 0.6663 0.6286 0.5824 0.5127
| 0.3164 0.3532 0.4016 0.4545 0.5030 0. 5400 0.5745
WM K B 0.3000 0.3996 0.3824 0.4378 0.4329 0.4725 0.5877
B LR 0.1745 0.1745 0.4136 0.4136 0.4136 0.4136 0.4136
REAE 0.7251 0.6871 0.5960 0.6274 0.6261 0.5727 0.5327
LA & 0.5910 0.5487 0.5279 0.5075 0.4581 0. 4024 0.3385
BREE/ 2 RER 0.7406 0.5375 0. 6406 0.9344 0.8719 0.7813 0.8375
ey 0.7814 0.8631 0.8580 0.7372 0.7671 0. 8205 0.8127
B KB 0.7957 0.8822 0.3508 0.3270 0.2883 0.2748 0.2146

BFTFESE AW GDP 0.5436 0.5729 0.6010 0.6629 0.7283 0.7934 0. 8960
REABHRA 0.6294 0.6587 0.6783 0.6959 0.7419 0.7864 0.8461
Rt BMIRER 0.2450 0.3300 0.3700 0.5450 0.6150 0. 6900 0.7200
R A LB 0.3106 0.3838 0.4712 0.5203 0.5296 0.5973 0.7003
AW B/ ABIRA 0.5135 0.5997 0. 6662 0.5234 0.5312 0.4934 0.5183
GDP gk 0.8036 0.8405 0.8634 0.8941 0.9090 0.9053 0.9024
BARER 0.1299 0.1734 0.2371 0.3581 0.5073 0. 6240 0.8234
RALEH A 0.4426 0.4791 0.5260 0.5712 0.6041 0.6441 0. 6869
AL B 0.3229 0.3826 0.4282 0.5106 0.6521 0.8246 0.8491

HETFRGE ABRE 0.9946 1.0000 1.0000 0.2932 0.0932 0.1164 0.2658
ABp 0.4964 0.5471 0.5691 0.5852 0.6054 0.6311 0. 6680
AW 0.5417 0.4746 0. 1440 0.4043 0.8049 0. 6060 0. 5652
UNER=ES: 5.3 0.4117 0.4788 0.5489 0.5927 0.6387 0. 6752 0.7073
REWE 0.2308 0.2673 0.3188 0.3551 0.5612 0.6091 0.6408
R 0.2222 0.1778 0.3111 0.2889 0.3111 0. 1556 0. 2000
AW BEER 0.3528 0.4301 0.4620 0.4982 - 0.6031 0.6577
FraeER 0.3198 0.3007 0.2840 0.3103 0.3532 0.4821 0.5274
RlbHEARAR 0.3570 0.4055 0.4373 0.4645 0.4653 0.4352 0.4641
ZEElgtilb R 0.4529 0.4614 0.4639 0.5146 0.5456 0.5841 0.6431
REFEEE 0.3195 0.3312 0.3614 0.4221 0.4670 0.5616 0. 6699
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Table 4 HC and RHC of regional agricultural system and its subsystem in national scale

FE4R Index A Year

1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996
HEZFEREE ecological subsystem
WA (HC) 0.2739 0.4123 0.4940 0.5316 0.5263 0.5055 0.5272
WHAS R (RHC) 3 5 5 6 6 6 6
Z5FF RYE economic subsystem
WA (HC) 0.0000 0.1991 0.2937 0.3356 0.3145 0.3414 0.4487
PHASE (RHC) 1 2 3 4 4 4 5
4 F R4St social subsystem
WA (HC) 0.0000 0.0000 0.2747 0.3613 0.4927 0.4760 0.4109
WHAS R (RHC) 1 1 3 4 5 5 5
il R EE(RAS)
WA (HC) 0.0000 0.0000 0.2052 0.3412 0.4274 0.4574 0. 4406
WHAS R (RHC) 1 1 3 4 5 5 5
FE4R Index A Your

1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003
HEZFEREE ecological subsystem
WA (HC) 0.5790 0.5858 0.6835 0.6636 0.6662 0.6729 0.6214
YHA%S (RHC) 6 6 7 7 7 7 7
Z5FF RYE economic subsystem
WA (HC) 0.5232 0.5935 0.6514 0.7439 0.7999 0.8156 0.8374
PHR%% (RHC) 6 6 7 8 8 9 9
4 F R4St social subsystem
WA (HC) 0.5007 0.4130 0.4634 0.7422 0.5920 0.6163 0. 6868
A% (RHC) 6 5 5 8 6 7 7
il R EE(RAS)
WA (HC) 0.5320 0.5318 0.5987 0.6872 0.6763 0.6742 0.6802
A% (RHC) 6 6 6 7 7 7 7

3 SEiTie
3.1 KR RGERHT RGN AR BB LAY

1990 ~2003 4, R REX BRI RGA Ta KM Ta P1A, RBACH KNG R ELBESEST
RGR 3 AR 1L AFPHA , 2BATHIRAM PR 25 7 RER Ta KAM Ta U1, 2BATHKA
UGS # a7 R G 9a KIAM Sa U, 2IATHHR ARG A, 1990 ~2003 4F, KR REH) P
AEER TR BB, I 1997 42K i U AR LR YT 50,2000 SR U R TR , M55 B DR -4 B BE 1
o 1994 4ELUR AR T RG-S XA RGH PIRR L BRI, 1997 4F LU XM RER A v 8, 7
AER L EEEEMRF. &5 FRENIARERFE EANSE RFEN | HEH LA 9 %,1990
SERR R, 2003 SERE M, HLETRENIHAELE 1990 ~ 1994 N1 H EFZE 5 R HEFR, 1994
A LUE U AL T 218 B SlPIR AR , 2000 4F PIASFH AR 2 8 44,2001 4 TRy 6 4%,2002 12003 4F X _E7+2
7 %o
3.2 ERTRENUHERELS T

1990 ~2003 4F , AT RERIHAEFRA T LTS, 1990 SF R REH N 3 &, NP ERHA, 1991
EPRFR LA S G, onFERM . URE R R 3 2R R AR B 5 R UK Y 2K E AR
LA B B K PSRRI S R HUR S, (B AR R A B AL BRI R T R, Bk ETHERZ T
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—0— BT R4 Ecological subsystem  —0O— 28371 &4 Economic subsystem
—+— &7 &% Social subsystem —a— X gell &% Regional agricultural system
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0.4
0.3
02
0.1

PR HC

1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003
4E Year

1 BEZRRERKSRL R EE L E
Fig. 1 The trend of HC of regional agricultural system in national scale

TREER. 1992 4F PR S 1991 £ AN , B2 R —>UHASFRE AR RIEME . 1993 ~1998 447
TRG 6 FUMAFR , h 5558 KRR 055 LU, REVHARAE T REENL, TZ b T 2L HEBH R K
B R B R E AR S8 nE SR R 20 B3 0, HEBE LL 4 SRR RO A 3 hn , BB 15 R
A, R TR Z R ERE SRR LA TR, 1997 ~2003 AT RANDER EART &, RIH
RRBE irR , PR LU ) BB Tk 30 FH /K B BRI i R K T AR/ 52 R T AR B D38 AR 00 B R Iy 3 h, JEE B T AR
R AR AR B I n ) SIRCR B A T Mo
3.3 BT RENUMARZELS T

1990 ~2003 4F, 25 T RANPMASFSH 1 HR/IE 9 &, HRBERE LB RE DA, RBRTRNZ
FEALHT BHNREBIR, 1990 Fi8tnZ R hRMERZ , AR Y 0, IneI S R EBER T A0/
NBJARELBI R R AL, R ESRARRI SR B/ T 0. 1000, 7848 335 FAEXHE B3R ERE KF, 3
1993 AR BA RELRMEHBEE ., 1996 4F IR EA A BRIBRE BB, #3102 A GDP R R A4k
A GDP FEREFIRHLEN /1 FHEARE KB, HERS IR R, 1997 ~2003 4F, 4 T R b R RE AU,
MRS BT, bR RN, A¥ CDP R B AL A . GDP #2688, B ARG A 8RRl I BUt A & 1815
BRI, T R ZOET 0. 8000 5 AT BAR /R RE AR IA HBIFR LB S F18 IR KRB TRIRT
0.7000; RA AT/ ABMEAIEIRAE TR T, AR B LERE, BHER, ERREXBRRLRE
MEF T RENKBEE R,
3.4 HETRENUHARZELS T

1990 ~2003 4F (& T RER PIAE B L E R EFHES BAERZ BB SESNHS T REMLE
Hak—1, 1990 ~ 1997 4 PMAF I, 1998 45T [, 2000 SRR BB NME, ZJ5H B, BREREA R,
2001 4E FFET 2 NG HEAEM T 1 ANES, 1997 ER2HS T RERASIANET . AIIREK
ZRAETATLLA 1990 4R, AT BRI R SOEFEE  AKER ER TR RV EAR N R RN R E 3
AREPARME(39/0TF 0. 1000) 5 A3 P JRIRECHN = =7k iysioll ZR B4 Tkt 2R 08U s AR AR AL H 2h
MABEB R . HETRENERRE. —2“FRER”,“ER"FLZ T ERKE _BRAHAMZ =™
Al FRASE N , R T B B IR R AR RS BB HOK AR S B AE R R UK EA
BORHBEE, R TR T KRR BIMRREE DI R B T B R BT RSk REAKFEAR
B s AR BR A RAE 1997 4R TT 9670 BB 69380 , (BATIAL T v 454 T 7K F s ARASAE 55 T ARAE 2001 4R B R B
=, EEEBARENIERES, RBRNIRAG EBSR/RNE; A BRI 1999 £LUSER
KIS RATFEE B BABAE, A —ERE L RBURITAETE IR S 20 RN SURAET 7R SRR BRSHL
SREAFHE—PWE,
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3.5 R RGO R R T

KA RGP R E EFRES, N1 R ETHE 7 G A 1995 ~ 1996 4F 1997 ~ 1998 4£Fl1 2000 ~ 2002
EIANRKBIWEE , BHRREA RUMNh, Hi 1997 ~ 1998 £ sl/h, RRPWHENE R, ERRFEZH T4
STREDARKER, RESFNEST REN AR R TG, BREFEREZEXTARIERE. 1990 ~
1997 £ BB RAE T RAENAR R TEF LS TRE, W RERV REA “1E” KN EHER, &5 54t
ST RENEIE "8 ,1998 ~2003 FF L5 T REN“ IE” WM sifEAR & AT S5HETREERRE
“IE VIR BT R X
4 g

(1) BT X B M ATH (1990 ~ 1992 4F) (13 (1993 ~ 1996 4F) (JGH1 (1997 ~2003 4F)3 & B F B o
BRI R B TAR R & T REL T RPRE, PR AR TER IS T RELTRARE,
REEDRT REUIA, B REFHEE, TURRDHAREIR RS W 1997 4£T046, i TAS EFits
TREHRARE, BR KR RERARRSE, KPP 25T RETRE KR, RIVE REHAE R E
BRH SIS T REXNKIRAN RE AL ER —ERRAER. FHeEER KRR RE AL
JBEPOEE IR IR E B RN S ERA TR R,

(2) M RE R RN =7 HRE : — R IR B R, — BB REOR, R E LK ——A
IR ES , 257K, AR/ SR AR ARRER/D, FE IR L 5 KAE GBI P8 B X 8 59k
FR) B8 LLT , MR BER , ZE S R M D/ ME (Rl B B X AT T FR) B9 18 0L T, S BB R AT RE R, (BiX
B oL R A BILERAERE /D ERRE XA RE R BT IR BE/D, FN LU/MEZE R EUE L, H
U R G PR B ARAS; SR I R BUER, R U RES R R SR L, DR G I RE SR £ 85
LS T RGEHTUMRE LS XIAR N R G B A B B ZE AR

(3) KA ARG B B AL Z 18R DAL R B R MR, 3 BRAD RS AR Y S R B A REDLRA &
G BB ARES, RS ERGRIRIIAARTN S, 7 BE LR ZOWA) B R R PMRRES , B E R X
AR AR G U BE B PE T B SR A T X — A
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