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Abstract The purpose of this research is to examine the economic benefits from WUAs
and participatory irrigation management (PIM). Based on a survey of 208 households in
Zhanghe and Dongfeng irrigation districts in Hubei Province, statistical and econometric ana-
lyses are carried out. Research findings include that the establishment of WUAs has positive

effects both on water delivery and rice production. About 80 percent of the interviewees be-
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lieve that the introduction and implementation of WUAs have had positive impacts. WUAs
have had a positive impact on farmers’ willingness to participate in irrigation project, notably
in construction and maintenance of infrastructure. WUASs could be a direction and a choice for
irrigation devolution reform.
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