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Table 1- Planting pattern of field and horticulture cropsin Qazvin irrigation network

Jyano (,65) oo Jyano (,65) oo
crop Cultivated area crop Cultivated area
wheat pus 20315.5 potatoes ) o 50
Grain corn (gl &by <) 226 forage corn (gladgle )b 1060
Sugar beet 13 juiz 616.7 beans L, 267
lentil wie 2178.2 barely o> 1977.3
peas g3 141.5 grapes oSl 40
tomatoes 55,5 4>55 1081 apple ey 299.9
alfalfa a>5q 2524.55
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Table 2- The among of ym for a group of plants according to the aver age temperature

Crops e¥games 09,5

The average of temperature <> 4> )3 . Sko

5 15 20 25 30 35 40 45
(Cold 1)\ S5 520 20 15 5 0 0 0
(Warm 1)) 5,8 0 15 325 35 35 325 5 0
(Cold2) Y S5 0 45 65 65 65 45 5 0
(Warm 2) ¥ .8 0 5 65 65 65 65 45 5
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Table 3- Theamong of Ym of cultivation pattern in Qazvin irrigation network (Kg/ha)

(Crop) Jguame G CL CN CH Ym
Canola IS 2525 0.5 0.5 0.3 4000
Peas >g950 113 05 0.5 03 3200
Wheat su5 240 0.5 0.6 0.4 5200
Barley s 230 0.5 0.6 0.4 4527
Alfalfa 4>y 230 0.5 0.6 0.6 17485
Potato _juej camw 140 05 055 0.65 42000
Forage ol sleo 10 05 055 075 55000
Corn

Tomato 5,5 455 135 0.5 0.6 035 45000
Grain corn (¢l &by ) 155 0.5 0.5 04 9370
Bean Ly 110 0.5 0.5 03 2911
Sugar Beet 15 jaue 165 0.5 0.6 0.4 40000
Apple o 365 05 055 055 15346
Grape ¢! 365 05 055 04 10194
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Table 4- Yield response factor toirrigation (Ky) related to region cultivation pattern

Steps of crop development Jgasmws dzwgs Jol w0

Jz:;u s Jgpaswe dnwgs Jad balgl b Bl Cuil g ol

Initial  crop development Middleseason Lateseason Harvest time
Wheat .5 0.7 0.13 0.6 0.5 0.1
Pea sp55 0.2 0.33 0.9 0.7 0.2
Grain Corn (¢l &il> <) 0.12 0.28 1.5 0.5 0.2
Tomato Sy 4545 0.12 0.28 1.1 0.8 0.4
Sugar Beet . 0.12 2 1.3 0.36 0.12
Barley ¢ 0.7 0.13 0.6 0.5 0.1
Alfalfa g 0.07 0.7 1.1 1.1 0.7
Canola 138 0.07 0.13 1.1 0.75 0.2
Potato  juej 0.45 0.8 1 0.7 0.2
Bean Ly 0.07 0.13 1.1 0.75 0.2
Forage Corn (¢l dégle )3 0.12 0.28 1.5 0.5 0.2
Apple 0.5 1 1 0.85 0.4
Grape 5| 0.6 0.75 1 0.7 0.4
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Table 5- Net profit per each Rial for producing one kilogram of yield
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ddg ) Sy B a8

e
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Yt

crop Apple Grape Barely  Bean ngilgle Potato  Alfalfa Tomato Pea Canola Sl;leg;r Grain corn Wheat
BF 5000 4000 1350 4500 300 1300 1400 1500 3250 3500 310 1400 1500
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1- Net Benefit Per Drop
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Table 6- Theratio of actual yield to potential yield (Ya/Yp) in different options of water stress

Jyase VaS  YaylS  Yayls  fayls o4y
crop Option1 Option2 Option3  Option4  Option 5

Wheat 15 0.6 0.86 0.55 0.5 0.4

Grain Corn laly &) 0.96 0.94 0.63 0.5 0.4

Sugar Beet 18 jua 0.98 1 0.5 0.5 0.4
Canola 135 0.88 1 1 0.62 41

Pea >455 0.43 1 0.5 0.5 0.4
Tomato 5y 4>65 0.87 1 1 1 1

Alfalfa a5q 0.61 1 1 1 0.96
Potato e cam 0.39 1 1 1 1

Forage Corn (gl adgle <5 0.89 1 1 0.73 0.4

Bean L, 0.4 0.86 0.69 0.5 0.41

Barley ¢ 0.52 0.54 0.54 0.5 0.41
Grape 55| 0.8 1 1 1 1
Apple cuw 0.38 1 1 1 1

(U 5158/ ceaSo sia) (55l 4 )3 Bl kS WY guazmo 53 O (g2UaiBl (5,90 540 (2B L -V Jgs>
Table 7- Water productivity coefficient in different options of water stress

Jyae Yauys  Yas  Yaul a4y oAl
crop Option1 Option2 Option3  Option4  Option 5
Wheat pa5 0.584 1.096 1.196 1.400 1.599
Grain Corn lashy )3 1.184 0.570 0.470 0.400 0.356
Sugar Beet 13, 0.689 0.479 0.310 0.307 0.268
Canola 138 1.535 1.633 1.633 1.830 2.360
Pea »455 0.837 0.916 0.813 0.813 0.773
Tomato 5,38 a>o5 2.978 3.029 3.029 3.029 3.029
Alfalfa 4>y 0.848 0.920 0.920 0.920 0.898
Potato ise; caww 1.616 2.531 2.531 2.531 2.531
Forage Corn (¢l 4dgle 1.384 0.869 0.869 0.786 0.570
Bean L) 0.816 1.050 1.091 1.066 1.046
Barley & 0.459 1.564 1.564 1.600 1.664
Grape 5| 2.561 2.920 2.920 2.920 2.920
Apple cuw 1.526 3.661 3.661 3.661 3.661
sl a8 el ol osimd LS (jlwaigg o Judoo zuls .cuily oanls b adaly o 5180 g5 08 lals g5 48 po
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Introduction: Evaluations show the necessity of using optimization models in order to determine optimal
allocation of water in different water conditions. Its use can be proposed according to developed model abilities
in this study in order to optimize water productivity and provide sustainable management and development of
water resources over irrigation and drainage networks. Basic needs of the earth growing population and
limitation of water and soil resources remindnecessity of optimal use of resources. World’s more than 280
million hectare lands are covered by irrigation networks (Khalkhali et al., 2006). The efficiency of most projects
is between 30-50 percent and studies show that performance of most irrigation and drainage networks is not
desirable and they have not achieved their aims. Hirich et al. (2014) Used deficit irrigation to improve crop water
productivity of sweet corn, chickpea, faba bean and quinoa. For all crops, the highest water productivity and
yield were obtained when deficit irrigation was applied during the vegetative growth stage. During the second
season 2011 two cultivars of quinoa, faba bean and sweet corn have been cultivated applying 6 deficit irrigation
treatments (rainfed, 0, 25, 50, 75 and 100% of full irrigation) only during the vegetative growth stage, while in
the rest of a crop cycle full irrigation was provided except for rainfed treatment. For quinoa and faba bean,
treatment receiving 50% of the full irrigation during the vegetative growth stage recorded the highest yield and
water productivity, while for sweet corn applying 75% of full irrigation was the optimal treatment in terms of
yield and water productivity. Moghaddasi et al. (2010) worked examines and compares this approach with that
based on the optimization method to manage agricultural water demand during drought to minimize damage.
The results show that the optimization method resulted in 42% more income for the agricultural sector using the
same amount of water allocated in the 1999 drought. This difference emphasizes the importance of water
allocation with respect to growth stages rather than simply cutting allocations on an equitable basis to combat
water scarcity. However, managing the system using the optimization method is more complex and requires a
new framework and planning to make it operational.

Materialsand Methods. Qazvin irrigation network in Qazvin province is located in 150 km West of Tehran,
between 36° 20" north latitude and 49° 40 east longitude and 36° 00" north latitude and 50° 35" east longitude.
Net water requirement of cultivated crops in the irrigation network is 109.798 million m3. According to the total
efficiency of the irrigation network, an impure water requirement of cultivated crops will be 304.994 million m3.
The inlet water from Taleghan dam into irrigation network is 274.8 million m3 that compared to impure water
requirement decrease 10%. The current study was conducted in 5 options, including: option 1 (current
conditions and supplied water volume of 274.8 million m3), option 2 (optimized current conditions using
LINGO software and supplied water volume of 274.8 million m3), option 3 (30% water deficit and supplied
water volume of 192.36 million m3), option 5 (40% water deficit and supplied water volume of 274.8 million
m3). Water requirement of crops is determined using meteorological data with 30 years long term statistics and
CROPWATS software.

Results and Discussion: Studying different scenarios of water deficit in network shows that products such as
tomatoes, potatoes and alfalfa have the least changes in real production to potential production and yield ration
in barely did not show significant difference in all options. In all of the options, tomatoes with water productivity
indicator of 3029 rials/m3 have the maximum productivity index and sugar beets with water productivity
indicator in options 2 to 5 as 479, 310, 307 and 268rials/m3, respectively has the minimum productivity index.
Therefore, in water deficit conditions, the priority of water distribution in all options is for tomatoes and the last
priority for sugar beets. In all of the options, wheat, barley and canola ascend in productivity index and corn and
sugar beets descend in productivity index.
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Conclusion: Studying water- production index shows that considering instructions will result in optimal
productivity that in turn will increase production and network total income. Optimal model results show that
drought effects can be satisfied with optimal and targeted management in allocating water, so that network total
income has not reduced in stress occurrences compared to network net income. Optimization method in model
development has been selected according to aim of model and it is proposed that model results to be assessed by
non- linear optimization methods. It is proposed that, different scenarios of climate are studied in region
according to climate changes and optimal allocation of water is prepared according to the effect of these
scenarios on temperature increase, raining decrease and products water need increase in present cultivation
method. For model efficiency increase, it is proposed that using neural networks capabilities, intelligent
prediction of the input discharge to the network is done and the possibility of comprehensive management and
timely combining of network with water allocation optimal model is provided.
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