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enlightenments to China

WANG Yurong' , ZENG Qingmin®, CHEN Ligen®, LONG Kaisheng” "

1 Institute of Agricultural Science and Technology Information, Shanghai Academy of Agricultural Sciences, Shanghai 201403, China
2 College of Public Administration, Nanjing Agricultural University, Nanjing 210095, China

Abstract; Payments for watershed services (PWS) are important institutional tools for improving the environment of basin
and the way of using water resources, and for building an ecological civilization. Institution consists of rules. What rules
should be included in PWS and what form these rules take will have a significant impact on the final outcomes of
implementing PWS. The paper applies the Institutional Analysis and Development (IAD) framework’s rule classification to
discuss the arrangement of rules for PWS with the aim of promoting the understanding that rules play an important role in
those schemes. First, the generic rules of the IAD framework as the theoretical basis are introduced, followed by a review of
the literature on overseas cases using the systematic reviews method. Then this paper formulates a set of PWS specific rules.
Finally, based on this set of rules, it provides reference and inspiration for the establishment of replicable and scalable PWS

in China, in order to transform the institutional advantages into effective governance of ecological resources in watersheds.
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Fig.1 Institutional Analysis and Development (IAD) framework!(*!
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Table 1 Types and descriptions of rules in IAD framework*]
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Fig. 2 The Boolean expression used in the search for rules for payments for watershed services ( PWS)
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FOEIAESAME, B A SCh I (rules) ™ “ HLAA (institution ) ™ “ 4 Bl ( management ) ” 3 B
(governance ) " TR 1E: |, R A 78 WF 5% It 30 A2 25 R M R SCHR B2 21 1 ) B R0 45 B3R BRAE 7 T M ) Ak
A,

IR 3 B AR AN G |5 R T5 20, HEBR AT & ORI SCHR . AT A B 5K 19 SCHR A0 45 A7 22 ] s 52 IX
BB R A Sl A S M 2 05 ) R U] | R P I DU Sl A AR A e 3 A HERR AN S
PRERY SCRRZ S B8 1 54 R RIIR ST, 3 2698 SCAR AP FE LS B (A — g 2 B 3k — ) 3 ) fif ke
FA (B ) St I B A S AT E AR 1Y R

3 —ARBESIMREEERN

3.1 FEmn

O EEDRE RIS A6, ERBUESHMAER T, 2 0TEASREMS M ptH (L277) M
HCEID) A s R E B RS AR SRR S,

HURF B A 0 ] 2 SR IR 25 Mz B A St R DG TR RIS R O U 4 SULE ) sh AN 4k
A SR B T AR RV — el AR [ AR P A SR T BOR AR S TR, W
TR 55 AT A TR 1A 2 A o] sl Bl g 2 00, AR S R GRS ORI S 5 S & R kS
1B DMESERPY

Bl AR i A S AT H B0 B B 5 e B SR 45 B BEARAS T sl i ) B 5 S LA AN
FARMUNG T i FEHEE 5o B TR S RE B e AE S R GRS (e Bl ik 5 TR U & 5%
BRI TR SR I A S AL S M E PR

FEBUF AR Rtk A S AMaz p R A M P2 B FE AL 20 L e 56 G 4 i1 24 oK 4528 R R AR 25
AMEIRSE | R e AT R R S 58 IR 55 s S 25 () —38 43, 5 — 5 T A&
FEIX A E B B A P B E R (KT W5 L ) PES Beve &), MR X 38 [ 4 1l i 3l 4 b BT
AR, AEBUR 2 ZUR A T AEA A 0 4120, WA T R St 7 38 S A MR B e B 2 2

BRI FEA A AR, — BB B 3 A M H — 2 O i ™ Pl SR A B A S b
TS 4% 214 b e AR R B 2, AT A 2 AR ) (AR B A1 B B AN = LS B R e £ T S Ak
R&5HZITA R IEFT , 0T LU IR T 8 4% LA UE Wl v ) s An SR v 58 = B R A R A
X, ] DL BORS A 0 A4 25 R G IR 55 d
3.2 AEHN

R0 T L 2 IR L AR Y AR Bk S 53 X T I S AMER U, MRS R T
— PR RAR I AN, T AR S B RS 5 . R AR AR S AME A R, RS S5 AW
W 2T & T kS 5 M, & R B g 7 U2 1T 1A PR A5 Y 2802 10 S0 0] 1 EL A2 A B

WFFE R, P B R Tt A S AME S 5 B BB 0 T B AR , 24 b i R 7R T3k P A AR G o7 B R 28 T At AT
RERSAR LR BN M A S R G M55 B R /KO0 VR 42 30 37 4ok by L 467 ' 4k B AR 0 A S M2 H A AR
P, HANTEJE/RZ /R Pimampiro 17 193 8UE S AME S 5 3 1S Bk 48 T 22K IR ML R 7 B T b B4
B UEABIRR S B 2 A0 F5 S 538 % A S ARME A TR B JBE, A1 SR Z20m8 T 3% B v 2 o 9 del 2E S M0 H G
FAREIHARR RS R G55

AN BEA E A A A HMEEII H S H Az SR M H AR B (104 sURAR P 1 R T 2 S [ e 1 B At e P gk
NGRS R A RRE A1 AT DA I R 2 R0 A 4 ok B K R s H AR BRI S S SR & TRIFASE

http ; //www. ecologica. cn



2090 A E = 41 5

(SRR BB RN B B 38 YS9 8 A T A 25 M, R0 AT LASE a s Al T A B R e 5 9
SEA B EREOLT ARG S5 WS LU T B T A R S R GRS Y SA  RAR 1 3E S PEREAE A
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