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[Table 1] Virtual water flow for crops in Asia and EU (unit: Gm’)

From Asia From EU From Asia From EU
to World to World to Asia to EU
Crops G G Gi Gri
reen reen reen een
- Blue water ——— Blue water —— Blue water v Blue water
Wheat 90.04 435 351.43 716 58.63 34 108.27 378
Rice 206.19 96.92 883 7.48 91.40 40,59 757 5.98
Food crops
Barely 984 0.95 86.71 248 8.05 o7 2491 0.97
Sum 306.07 102,22 446,96 17.12 158.08 47 140,75 10,72
Maize 35,72 2.50 59,18 6.27 32,92 224 39.75 394
Fcorfsse Pulse 99,14 186 81.54 6.01 9267 160 72.36 522
Sum 134.87 436 140,72 12.28 125,58 384 112,11 916
Total 440,94 106,58 587.68 20,40 283,66 4855 252.86 19.89




Vol. 57 No. 1, February 2015 > >

65

=9, v, 2o $29o] w2} oF 306,07 Gm’
o] 4 7}Ake} 0F 102,22 Gm® o] A 7Hg
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[Table 2] Degree centrality of virtual water flow inside Asia

Sor T Degree centrality of flow Degree centrality of link
In—Degree Out—Degree In—Degree Out—Degree

BANGLADESH 0.61 0.00 0.34 0.21
CHINA 0.34 1.02 0.34 0.95
INDIA 0.08 3.75 0.32 0.87
INDONESIA 0.56 0.03 0.32 0.42
IRAN ISLAM, REP 0.63 0.05 0.29 0.53
JAPAN 0.72 0.00 0.29 0.26
KAZAKHSTAN 0.02 1.26 0.21 0.61
KOREA REP, 0.49 0.02 0.32 0.26
MALAYSIA 0.64 0.03 0.45 0.26
PAKISTAN 0.16 1.01 0.32 084
PHILIPPINES 0.58 0.00 0.32 0.16
SAUDI ARABIA 0.53 0.01 0.47 0.34
THAILAND 0.20 1.39 0.42 0.87
TURKEY 0.30 0.13 0.45 0.47
UNITED ARAB EM, 0.58 0.06 0.55 0.50
VIET NAM 0.80 0.53 0.42 0.68
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Fig. 1. Out—Degree centrality of green virtual water flow
inside Asia

Fig. 3. Out—Degree centrality of blue virtual water flow
inside Asia
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Fig. 4. In—Degree centrality of blue virtual water flow inside

Asia
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[Table 3] Green virtual water import for food crops (wheat, rice, barely)

Korea Japan Taiwan
No. Green water Green water Green water
Country 5 Country 5 Country 5

Gm % Gm % Gm %
Total 28.65 100.0 Total 61.86 100.0 Total 13,10 100.0
1 USA 1394 48,66 USA 38.52 62.27 USA 9.90 75.59
2 UKRAINE 476 16.62 CANADA 10.09 16.31 AUSTRALIA 212 16,22
3 AUSTRALIA 3.70 12,91 AUSTRALIA 891 14.4 THAILAND 0.51 3.88
4 CANADA 2.66 9.30 THAILAND 2.67 432 VIET NAM 0.39 2,99
5 CHINA 1.76 6.16 UKRAINE 0.49 0.79 CANADA 0.10 0.78
6 THAILAND 0.60 210 RUSSIAN FED 0.37 0.60 UKRAINE 0.05 0.40
7 BULGARA 0.33 1.17 VIET NAM 0.37 0.60 RUSSIAN FED 0.01 0.07
8 RUSSIAN FED 0.31 1.07 CHINA 0.31 0.50 SAUDI ARABIA 0.01 0.05
9 ROMANIA 0.27 0.95 ARGENTINA 0.06 0.10 INDONESIA 0.00 0.02
10 BRAZIL 0.19 0.65 INDONESIA 0.02 0.03 JAPAN 0.00 0.01
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[Table 4] Blue virtual water import for food crops (wheat, rice, barely)

Korea Japan Taiwan
No. Blue water Blue water Blue water
Country 3 Country 5 Country 3
Gm % Gm % Gm %
Total 2.34 100.0 Total 521 100.0 Total 1.00 100.0
1 USA 1.16 49,60 USA a1 78.88 USA 0.79 79.07
2 CHINA 092 39.20 THAILAND 0.55 10.56 THAILAND 0.10 10.41
3 THAILAND 0.12 5.30 AUSTRALIA 0.27 5.09 VIET NAM 0.06 6.09
4 UKRAINE 0.05 223 CHINA 0.13 243 AUSTRALIA 0.03 315
5 AUSTRALIA 0.04 1.57 VIET NAM 0.06 1 EGYPT 0.01 0.59
6 PAKISTAN 0.02 0.81 CANADA 0.04 0.83 PAKISTAN 0.00 0.31
7 CANADA 0.01 0.41 PAKISTAN 0.02 0.36 SAUDI ARABIA 0.00 0.20
8 ROMANIA 0.01 0.32 MEXICO 0.02 0.30 UKRAINE 0.00 0.06
9 INDONESIA 0.00 0.18 RUSSIAN FED 0.01 0.15 JAPAN 0.00 0.05
10 RUSSIAN FED 0.00 0.17 UKRAINE 0.01 0.13 CANADA 0.00 0.04
[Table 5] Green virtual water import for forage crops (Maize and pulse crops)
Korea Japan Taiwan
No. Green water Green water Green water
Country 3 Country 3 Country 3
Gm % Gm % Gm %
Total 61.29 100.0 Total 103,63 100.0 Total 38.63 100.0
1 USA 24,15 39.39 USA 70.50 63.03 USA 26.39 6331
2 BRAZIL 16.54 26.9 INDIA 12.30 1.87 BRAZIL 7.87 20.36
3 CHINA 7.04 11.48 CHINA 7.96 7.68 INDIA 2.96 767
4 INDIA 6.87 11.20 BRAZIL 6.61 6.38 ARGENTINA 0.91 2.36
5 ARGENTINA 4.66 7.60 CANADA 2.85 2.75 CHINA 0.19 0.49
6 ROMANIA 0.79 1.29 ARGENTINA 224 2.16 SOUTH AFRICA 0.09 0.24
7 SOUTH AFRICA 0.59 0.97 UKRAINE 0.47 0.46 CANADA 0.06 0.15
8 PARAGUAY 0.37 0.60 KOREA REP, 0.33 0.32 THAILAND 0.05 0.13
9 UKRAINE 0.13 022 SOUTH AFRICA 0.17 0.16 AUSTRALIA 0.04 0.10
10 JAPAN 0.04 0.06 INDONESIA 0.05 0.05 CAMBODIA 0.03 0.07
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[Table 6] Blue virtual water import for forage crops (Maize and pulse crops)
Korea Japan Taiwan
No. Blue water Blue water Blue water
Country 3 Country 5 Country 3
Gm % Gm % Gm %
Total 338 100.0 Total 793 100.0 Total 2.36 100.0
1 USA 2.56 7B.77 USA 6.84 86,26 USA 2.20 93,43
2 CHINA 0.66 19,59 CHINA 0.77 9.69 INDIA 0.10 439
3 INDIA 0.06 1.88 CANADA 0.14 1.78 CHINA 0.02 0.80
4 AUSTRALIA 0.03 0.74 INDIA 0.07 0.90 ARGENTINA 0.01 0.38
5 ARGENTINA 0.02 0.58 UKRAINE 0.04 0.49 PAKISTAN 0.01 0.26
6 ROMANIA 0.02 0.45 AUSTRALIA 0.03 0.40 THAILAND 0.00 0.19
7 SOUTH AFRICA 0.01 0.36 ARGENTINA 0.02 0.30 AUSTRALIA 0.00 0.17
8 UKRAINE 0.01 0.32 SOUTH AFRICA 0.00 0.04 CANADA 0.00 0.15
9 BRAZIL 0,01 0.18 THAILAND 0.00 0.03 BRAZIL 0.00 0.12
10 NEW ZEALAND 0.00 0.03 BRAZIL 0.00 0.03 SOUTH AFRICA 0.00 0.08
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