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Abstract: Through researches on energy flow and economic flow of 6 different models of homegardens in Sanjia Village,
i is discovered that the energy inputs of the 6 models range between( 98. 48~ 174.45) x 10 Johm™ % the energy ou-
puts between( 101. 66~ 158.52) x 10° J* hm™ * and the outpu/ input ratios between(0. 88~ 1. 41): 1. The mtio is
higher with crop- cultivation-based models of homegarden( models I and II') than wih models dominated by animal
husbandry and sideline(models VI, Vlland IX) . Tt is also found that the economic output/ input ratios of the 6 models of
homegardens range between( 1. 00~ 1.35): 1, showing an increasing order of model VI> VI> [ > II> V> IX and
that their economic outputs range between 2 327.9~ 9 803.4 RMB Yuan. It can, therefore, be inferred that the home-
garden system of Sanjia Village is an artificial ecosysem of high enegy and economic input and output.
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Table 1 Energy flow of the cultivation system in homegardens of Sanjia Village
I 5.68 3.5 9.21 0.62 %. 58 17.8 41.86 4,54
I 5.26 3.3 8. 58 0.61 19. 37 14. 69 34.06 3.97
% 4.76 2.39 7.15 0.67 14. 64 9.5 24.16 3.38
VI 4. 84 2.5 7.09 0.68 16. 05 11.08 27.13 3.83
2 /10" J hm™ 2
Table 2 Energy flow of the animal husbandry system in homegardens of Sanjia Village
I 65.74 24. 65 90.39 0.73 7. 64 26.35 98.99 1. 10
II 68. 36 21.54 89.90 0.76 7. 32 28.31 104. 63 1. 16
% 7.8 28. 67 101. 53 0.72 71.65 28.35 100. 00 0.98
VI 7. 54 25.47 100. 01 0.74 65. 34 23.54 88.88 0.89
VI . 63 30. 8 110.21 0.72 85. %4 30. 12 115.46 1.05
IX 82. 5 32.56 115.12 0.72 0. 21 31.45 101. 66 0. 88
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Table 3 Energy flow in the homegarden system of Sanjia Village
[ 9.21 0. 39 0.00 99. 60 41. 86 R. O 0.00 140. 85 1. 41
II 858 8.9 0.00 98. 48 34.06 104.63 0.00 138. 69 1. 41
\Y 7. 15 101.53 0.00 108. 68 24.16 100.00 0.00 124. 16 1. 14
VI 7.09 100.01 67.35 174. 45 27.13 88. 88 42.51 158.52 0.91
VI 0.00 110.21 21.53 131.74 0.00 115.46 3.3 118. 80 0.90
IX 0.00 115.12 0.00 115. 12 0.00 101.66 0.00 101. 66 0.88
4 / +hm?
Table 4 Economic flow of the homegarden system in Sanjia Village
I 462.3 2 137.4 0.0 259.7 82.8 2 438.4 0.0 3331.2 1.28
I 368. 2 2 348.8 0.0 2717.0 847.6 2 341.6 0.0 318.2 1.17
A% 142.9 1 83.6 0.0 19%. 5 315.4 2 012.5 0.0 2327.9 1.17
VI 162. 8 3 795.8 32837 7242.3 331.9 4 254.7 52168 9803. 4 1.35
VI 0.0 3 432.6 36625 70%.1 0.0 4 326.1 51438 946.9 1.34
IX 0.0 2 973.8 0.0 2973.8 0.0 2 986.8 0.0 298.8 1. 00
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