aAssuiLgmpanInninmsaanssalssmu

(Performance Indicators in

Irrigation Management)

AT T LARIHANNTNITURAZNE 17
falufitiazaiaananisvhaoudiszAudamiy
Taranns wigvamd (au aw) lunisusuas
nsaarlszvnu desiidrdandmanein
Aulalfudnanisuimsaueeddaranis e
Husaslnndanassrinmualunisdss

Wunansvhandueraznrol

1. Ussnnapeag9adt (Classifica-

tion of Indicators)
ATTTUUAMINANITVINAIUBIALLY
gandlu 3 Usuinmefa (Bos, M.G., and et
al., 1993)

1.1 ASSENUAAINANNATUTRAARS
(Hydraulic Performance Indicators) 'ém
fadlumiAvanssaiamilasanisui ewn
wilmpufiazsedldatrseatseniumng g
T rnsndainanura niuaznszasluds
waunHRINTIABL MM Z AN

77178 I ahRye '

1.2 ASSTHUAPIHANTNISINERS
{Agricultural Performance Indicators)
uamdauansenylauaTaearlademuniean
mﬂ"ﬂdL-LT’ﬂ.Ll'lugﬂ-nmﬁuﬁmﬂi:muua:uﬂ :
uas Fadedudunirfroniuliasaures
vmilasansunadauuslalanamie wann
AUMTINERTAENAANS LAunT (Direct Out-
come) FOINTAN

1.3 ASTTHUARINAMIAMIATEFNA-
fKAnuasanmuinaad (Non-Agricultural
Performance Indicators) LAAITIHANTENL
anatfadufldiliviavnasg unisdannisuss
AU RTH AN URAILEZA N DYTDN
POITELULINBATTAUTENIY  HANTSNLTNGNA
FBIVNLANTT LA DA URTANINDY
TEANNATLLATHENA-AIANTY TTULINEAS
aatlszvnu Fufiaandnina (Effect) an

HANNTE LN

1 SRIANARINIANTE MATTNRAINTINTAUTIVIAL ANEAIAINITUAERT M INENAUINERTANART

INLUIANULHIRAU
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2. AssAdLAANUANIIRUIAATRAG
(Hydraulic Performance Indi-

cators)
TunisUssulunageanird sty
seuuvan {Main System) raunazaaly
nEATNIERNgUINEATNS WTimeiTiuans
LANNTAANRRS {Hydraulic Performance
Parameters) @' touthgeniaiiu 4 nawn
-ijzum‘l:ﬁué'mqﬂa:mm’mmnwﬁ'nf"um:ﬁ’w‘a

Fnwnludrény

Delivery Performance Ratio

mrTTiinamInaniTsnieniiazLen
it fidgaseiassne g wasiadiin
Fae  lAramIasamNwHLvi e uRnETg
anupuRaldinuanrle (IMI, 1989)

Delivery Performance Ratio

- | o s
laun 21 dszanl 2537

2.1 RSTEUNITAuN (Conveyance
Indicators)

WiFmansaseaRnsRYuinTRANS

smatszmuRamagaililamuun 3

fud e ansad AT ns A arnunani 6

{flutlszandu essrdiuanaanisaeilud
gamansaanan i

210 ATIEHUAAINANITHIUD

{Water Delivery Performance Indicator)

Flussraiinusa Raudossuinedamnas

AanaTauazT N NI AN %mmm\ﬂ.ugﬂ

[y 4
A IRNNAT AR

Actual Discharge

Target Discharge

NINLIATTIHURAIHANT AN L UT9 a1 H
IMUUNIIL 1L LABu AdsldUFunmsun
UWMUARTINTEIUNAIU

Actual Volume

Target Volume

2.1.2 szAnBEnw (Efficiency) uiuilu

Crop Water Requirement

Overall Project Efficiency

Total Inflow into Canal System

Total Qutflow from Canal

n

Conveyance Efficiency

Total Inflow into Canal
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Field Level Delivery

ARNTTUNENT HN. 47

i

Distnibution Efficiency

Total Inflow into Canal System

Crop Water Requirement

Field Application Efficiency

Water Delivery to Field

2.2 AFTEUNITUNSIENEY (Mainte-
nance Indicators)

mistzainenanansidagUsrad

&ty 3 Ursmifis Wealeeadn e

No. of Functioning Structures

Efficiency of Infrastructure =

Twerarane aglusnwildonuls way
wainmasadivagluanmwaimradoun
wrurdsny uasihivalaazaon assadiniuans

mwnnigeinenndAnglein

A7)

Total No. of Structures

‘unrdindiumaslainnsanaay
ATNEIAUIBINTATT LTU DIATTIUAREY
danaulug aeTes UIDAWIUSTLAIET

Tunsasseay

ATsEunasyeuliiiutan nulanu
wlasgisrmnaunnasguandilunasiva
HARINNIIENAENAUUAEINTOAMINE AT

Actual Seepage Rate

Seepage Loss Ratio =

. (8)

Target Seepage Rate

Actual Water Surface Elevation at FSD*

Water Surface Elevation Ratio =

Target Water Surface Elevation at FSD

frrzAningeiundiang (FSD
Elevation) u&aiDanIANATNDU FAmndn
UARPDINTAALTE
2.3 pssEUuAAVlsEAnEnfPiuane
n1sdatin (Utility of Water Supplied)
assriinsaniaadnsnsnudaii
TRasvauliifufiolrsAnsnaraansgaiidm

[V - 1+
lﬂﬁlﬂTnﬂ.ﬂTUu'ﬂwHGW@HUF\')W}JW'ﬂ\'m'T JIRY

prafueat AR el nsesasiRty -
AviEnaTaIIRINNGeT R ANNEF LR ams
Uraifiunsgnslunsujisiay ATTTTIALAA
U?:Eﬂ%ua‘ummsdufwﬁdﬁﬁrgq:nﬁwﬁwi@
1Ae
231 ATNIAEIND (Adequacy)
Levine {1982} Lﬂuﬂﬂum?ﬁtmm

-t < ! :’ <
TaAMNREIE lunsgainAe

*FSD @a Full Supply Discharge
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Imrigation + Rainfall

1auf 21 dszail 2537

f

Relative Water Supply

Evaporation + Seepage + Percolation

srgznanmsnzanluninlisdiv
AR EINEIEINITIRUTTINU AR 1 TU
seanssen Feonadlu 7 u vie 10 Tu

2.3.2 amwdadald (Reliabil-
ity)

AT At ol AYaIN TR NI
AMHEN AT DHIINNABL MR NTURTHDUANAR

Volume Delivered x Actual Duration Supply

Funmarnshiauisoaaazuadielsayls
'Lfﬁfithimmmmquuumﬂm:ﬂqn'l.ﬁmm:
auls

Palmer (1990) ua: Permer et al.
(1991) 1@un ANNNTIUNTTAIIIUMIAITH

P [% oo
FanolareantreaUTsniuse

ceeereeens (31}

QOverall Reliability =

Target Volume x Target Duration Supply

- 4 .
2.4 AF5INATIHAINLAND (Equity and
the Achievement of Water Allocation
Plans)

NBATATNNFIHBHIITNUAL YRS TTNALADY
NMTRT IR TAUAA IR ATUAUMARATTT AT

ANUAND T1 Abernethy (1986) iaunlinail

w v ¥ e i P n v
ﬂ'\ﬂ'\?ﬂﬁu’]u‘]ﬂqﬂf:ﬂﬂﬂ']"lﬂ‘ﬂ-lﬂ\ﬂ“

) ) ) Average DPR of Best 25% of the System™
Modified Interquartile Ratio = ——————————— ... (12}

Average DPR of Worst 25% of the System

WennaufiEuanawanfaTs I iR snTiagotiauasnsn e ( Vander

Velde, 1991)

A DPR of U 25% of the Syst
Head © Tail Equity Ratio = ——ooe? pper 2% © e ()

Average DPR of Tail 25% of the System

- & o | o a
3. ASSULLANGUANINLNHAS wisrsmliiuegiurinRouazaisanis
. wnzUantfiuanam
(Agricultural Performance In- k o
3.1 ATTIUAUY (Area Indicators)

dicators) S v &
WHeeiunsaIsdinn uiwizlan

mnlroiiunat A LU { .
nlsmfiunanoininoals ATINUUILUUTBINTnEden  (Cropping

N r ADTABIN ANa ) )
AARNTIWA ﬂ@n 'ui‘]qu“ Intensity) LAYATINUUILUUYBINNTDE -

* DPR - Delivery Performance Ration
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Uszywu (Irrigation Intensity)
Mao Zhi (1989) LAUBATITN 2 A7

Imigated Area Performance =

WA

Cropping Intensity Performance

AAINTTUEINT NN 49

o
AD

Actual Area

Target Area

Actual Cropping Intensity

Target Cropping Intansity

3.2 mesguNan@n (Production Indicators)

ARNUAKAATIN HANRRRDLT LRCHANARARDWIIINUItIY

Production Performance - -

Yield Performance =

Water Producitivity Performance

Actual Yield

Total Production
.{(18)

Target Production

. (17)
Target Yield

Actual Water Productivity (18)

4. AFIANRAAUHANIIATULATHS
Ne-SIANLATANINLIAIAN
(Non-Agricultural Perform-

ance Indicators)
uleutasdIunITINEATLATNNS
UFvrlAsaNNTaEn B LN ARENTENLTE S ENY
ADIATHE T AIANUAL AILIAS DN TIRINNTD
astseiulAgai
41 ATHILANZRNVANULATHGANERS

(Economic Viability)

Target Water Productivity

n@uqmmﬁﬁmﬁhmﬁmms TR~
Useyu Lidnasiludnanauny g
1ATIAT WAKINEATNS UANNARLIUUANGN
FULA AT UHANINATEFANATLRINT TR -
vsgvnu guiauiilasannsazaulai nafiy
ulszunuuszuvandulunaraaiidunas
MANNAUARARLA YHANTLTRINMITINYATYR
lazans

4.1.1 AMNMHITEANIAIUNIST
Wy (Financial Viability of Irrigation

Agencies)
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Wogdnulsmnuiilafufioane  swiimsifinsanuduiininpineuezn iy

Usessztnat lssvnuvidela

Actual O&M Allocation

Total Financial Viability
Required O&M Allocation

nedinfin e iuEuaingldiun National Irrigation Administration tWH&l ud (Svendsen,

1992) LAUDANNITAIL

. Irrigation Fees Collected
Fee Collection Performance = @ ———— ..o {20)

Irrigation Fees Due

412  uamilsraansineastadsznau (Profitability of Irrigated Agriculture)
Unfitnerrnsazadlaewiznaiilsrsamnisanuludadisnnniadsznalumsiivs

NUANUATLNTIINEN Mao Zhi (1989) 1auanITil 2 fnAe

Incremental Benefit/Unit Area

Areca Based Profutability

Total Irrigation Expenses/Unit Area
= ¥ ~ . ] o ' H
LRENTHA BT ALAGUAZ N CRAR LTAD MR Y

. Incremental Benefit/Unit Water
Water Based Profitability = e {22)

Total Irrigation Expenses/Unit Water

413 EMRUNTRUNULASELRWS auflunrroiidaglumsiildanddy A
(Planners and Policy Makers) fAreInTamu anwularimsidnglsz-

FaR TN UHLILAS g UTMTNEIRD AWTAFTINNIFUFIALUGZNNT I 04
NORBLLNLMNTAI Y F9RTTHRLT ALY 42 ATINBIEUMIAIUAMINUIAR DN
1Ufe Economic Internal Rate of Retumn w1anen W (Physical Environmental
(EIRR} %'ara:uﬂn'lu";j"u?mmmudﬁnwm Sustainability)
milunisastlsymusylinamlannlasyiy nsarnsTalsEnIL analinane
lo wazawnsoaagulastarraanulunis AU AN SN NI BIRNAILAR B
sadrsmndathiivllamurinisnisdu ua Igunmsliiannviedesiullenalilg

sauununsamuludaaiegmans (EIRR) Toywuvianddlundsussdgwiisania
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o . . ol oy v i
lwmasn (Waterlogging or Salinity) assiifldananniafiusasanmuongonma nMamwle

un

Current Irrigable Area

Sustainability of [rigated Area =

e (23

Initial Imigable Area

vitpiAanannazueniiaminie
mrgadizmulanmusninasg i o ud
gatrrmnililudauinls dlesniywiivion
dauazinan

wananiluan sz disl Tyw
fuiinannisealszniu AziiniTnivug
191 U UNNTATIREDUN LA DHART LI DY
ANTALIARD LEU

- srmnnlARu

- aumwisslsmuinenduls

- Qmmwﬁﬁﬁnmﬂﬂanmnuﬂm

~ fTALNNADLUAY

- Sodium Absorption Ratios

- Buamanminduibaannnnsly
Al

mrasasdaaTsainnatafaasyitly
waathuuullufonafafuaniwunadenly
AUNAR uﬂ:ﬁ,ﬂﬂ@:mﬂﬂguunﬂﬂﬁ%mﬁm

Irrigation Employment Generation

Annual Person Days/Ha Labor in Scheme

nslunsdftfiau nsdvusngssidoy
Warsugumsldladunnain neaayuiiie
Wa nuwlsauualinminatanaanauniti
msfnuauitiymniisuse

4.3 AHALTAATNAIAN (Social
Viability)

faalsermalyduaruidatiudu
WA aeAuNaTeINIaANITIsUsz N UAR
ANTNAIANUATATINALTOAIBIAIAN LA
AHNTOULLNATTD AN BETRRTDIRIANDEN
{u 2 nau prail

4.3.1 uansznusadIan (Social
Impact)

FavunsfanareansTalszune
ﬂumﬂmﬂua;‘i'uadﬁumﬁmmﬁnﬂm:'ﬁuq
nsaseATav L Alsen s FuReumnsimas
tShYBTRLTA s T AT IR s AU TR NS

aalssniu iy

e (24

Annual No. Official Working Days

Irrigation Wage Generation

Annual Average Rural Income

e (28]

Annual National or Regional Average Income
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Relative Poverty

Percent Population Above Poverty Line in Scheme

- | o
Wi 21 dszantl 2537

Percent Population Above Poverty Line in Nationally

432 AARTIHANITNVDIRIAN
{Social Capacity)
W BT ARNATNTILUARBREE

Technical Knowlege of Staff

Knowledge Required to Fulfill Job

© paAnsludarn TUN1sAANITUREAIAUSTUL

vioa cded o o
lﬂHﬂ?'ﬂﬂlJT:ﬂ'\'lﬂ“ﬂQﬂuﬁﬂiﬂ ATTTUVAN Al

Taun

Actual Technical Knowledge of Staff

Users' Stake n Irrigation System

Active Water Users Organizations

ereaene (28)

Total No. of Water Users Organizations

A7 N NIAUNAT AT 1N
wihisrmldlaunmnann daussiunnug
figanisazginain Job Description A
fi’{uﬁwaqmﬁn?cﬂ-ﬁﬁwzmm’lm"mnmwﬁ
Tumsdalrrguanndn Wafinudaandniid
Soaszqunan wioduaueAnIfivsan
amdisluyiaf g nedafumsssdles)
{Fee) Antingainmh VIANTARIRULIMTAI

5. Ll:'.iﬁ?ﬁl?luﬂ'l‘ilﬁ.alﬂﬁ:a“aﬂa
Tun1av1a7u (Incentive to Im-
prove Performance)

Tnova Tuazwuondaldiinasld
sreTamilasansinsamrUfuRnuiuass
TuwlaramsfdfiiAa uduman fansnin
Toramisine g falulssuunisminadn uas
Ussifuuamahanwdesauty Usaainuss
gﬂf-“siﬂ;ﬁﬁ"muuﬁn%vmﬁ@Lﬁuﬂitﬁw‘éna
nagviey asvalwwaudalasanasladly
A wdnduuarantialar annsiinseEng

MWANTHLEBAlATANAT WRENTUATT TN
5197 FNFINUAW IR

mrasu/Anuaes Anaiaaaiila
r‘:‘-}aﬁ'q:m%ﬂu'lﬂ@ji:uumﬁmnﬁﬁm'a'uﬂum
sanrnanuuarng g iy nanaily
A IUBIREMUNANEL DI INUI U
maldinalnfinauauesanindsuulas
pteduNAL Arntranuaadldiiufansly
satanuRam st iReulaun

ot Bl LA Svendsen,
1992) %ozwiﬁﬂfj Performance Responsive
Mode A99¥ s National Irrigation Admi-
mstration (NIA) ﬁﬂau'l’iL{W@:?:UUﬁdW’\mu
VBWNIAUNITAY  (Self-Financing) 88719
Yaefidwiud O&M mienassFguion
NEAINTAURTAZAAIUTINT AMUNITTa
Ustwu (Irringation Service Fees) !
easlarumruinisiiiiwels Ltﬁng'lmﬁa
FumnAuAuinelagniwaldussnsien
Juvaadnind Tuagiuuamsvienilung
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Fusuin Fedetiuandliiiiug saonfen
WulRoRsITEMITaNANI TN LA T AT AT
ATy

pantananed ansdivaninaast
YOUATEINY AaduenssuuRansTaiuayL
wlounsnisaanisealseniw (lirigation
Managemeni Policy Support Activity, IMPSA
wild (IMPSA, 1992) farzuudanaials
Aol edasauuiueiE AR AR E
maUfTROwsELuLA (szunengla) ey
ANFUNTEUUNTU TSR URA NI TN UL TS AT

't
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