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Abstract; Successful and sustainable ecological rehabilitation activities depend heavily on ecological-economic coupling,
since these activities are not only a natural and technical process, but an economic process. Evolvement and characteristics
of the ecological-economic system of Xiannangou Catchment in the Loess Hilly Region were analyzed with attempt to explore
mechanisms for sustainable development by synthetically using economics, emergy and ecological footprint tools. The results
showed as follows: over the period 2000 — 2005, the structure and diversity of the catchment’ s industries were notably
improved , and also its productivity was significantly enhanced, exceeding low-level towards high-level phase. Based on

emergy accounting, the result of ecological-economic coupling analysis suggested that environmental loading ratio ( ELR)
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decreased , meanwhile emergy-based sustainability index ( ESI) increased during the period 2002 — 2005. The result of
ecological footprint accounting indicated that, in 2000 and 2005, Xiannangou Catchment displayed 0. 03 hectare and 0. 239
hectare of ecological surplus respectively, in the meantime a new indicator-ecological footprint per 10000 $ was 53.5 and
33.6 hectare and its ecological footprint pressure index ( EFPI) was 0.980 and 0. 838 respectively, which showed a weak
sustainability of this catchment. Results presented above suggest that ecological rehabilitation contributes to the
improvement of resource use and conversion efficiency, as well as to the decreases in environmental loading ratio, the
appropriation of biological productive area for economic activities and the increase in sustainability of the catchment. This
study suggests that ecological restoration is an essential pathway to the ecological and economic coupling and harmonization

in the Loess Hilly Region.

Key Words: ecological rehabilitation; ecological-economic coupling; emergy; ecological footprint; the Loess Hilly Region

ESEAMBRBRN FEARNSRE, FEENESF IR, AR REAESERN EE, i1 EFM
ARSI, BEPEEN"T  ERENRET, RrESHHS AN ENERREGENT
RIEEE AL, R R RERE P ESEE AR m T RBUEETT N, WX i B 5 A4 8028 i
JEHZ RFEAEERENTE, N B SER , A SEFREBAESERSREERBERZ S, £
DRI B BBk R BTSRRI, 7R B A A B R G 0 R B S 37 5 A A 5 WA T D P 2 5 1 B A
BEW S LT EMHLIE, BRREIIUESTRENEFHE R BRI RESEFBANELRRR, £HE
FIAE SRBIFGE H , 25 DL B 7 P22 55 2  REAE (emergy ) B4 25 £ 76 (ecological footprint ) 4347 TR 4T A& L5
RS RIRE D ik = H S AT ESE VR APISR B RIS IR38 . ASCLASES 707 km Bgrp R
KERFFSHREASERREREXMEEER-SFRREASEFERERCA TR, Nk 454
LZHBA MERBKE ESEFREEFTHURESEZ2FZRANHEXREATF, GANHASF¥ . 6E
MASEBH TR, ARESKEIBINESESF REFEE IR EHRBE, SREBREFRKESESRE
PRIMEXR, M AERTTRENZF LS EZ BIGIASSF RS BB KB ELER, Fit a8
h IR 20 X FIAR L R R B R IR R — R BT o
1 WHERXER

EEPREK RS TREASERRERTE
XA BETES LT, B TER RN, AR T EBXA
WA, BER 707 km®, GIFEREL FIEX KU
R ARIE R R E T AR L AR BRI B
FIONSH, 134 MTEN, Rl A B 4.53 A, Rl
FHahH 1.51 5 Ao TR ARFEARTE X P4 0P Hh 356 7%
T 5 MARB/NRIBI BEARBER ~EHE(E 1),
BRWRERER N — A R-SHFRE” BRTEER,
B A 2 2E B YT VS 4R, B 59 km® , HE 5
AMTER, R 1L 2005 454 3 000 A, Ak 0. 129hm®,
ABIEEWA N 2996 TT( BT , AR UG A R BRI
MEFARRA A FE T 1, TRAELERKRE WE KR
ZHRESEFRE 8RR, NESTRHENZFILES L
JR SRAE T AR K

‘ 1 BENRRLERER
_‘/l\ IXIIBLPE‘JF': ﬂk%m —t:i ﬁii@jﬂl H %m il quf% E Fig.1 The sketch map of Xiannangou Catchment location
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B, 7=l 254 R ST AE LA SR B oy 32 B AR AR B A= 7= ) Al 9 “ R BB 454, AR TR L B AL,
TEEXFHAGHENEFEWSARREFNESRAN ARG IR THBEBEA KRR ESKEFE
AR, 1998 4EHEE B HHEM (F) BURK LM, BN R L A HESWATF  BEFEY T 5 A ERR
HESE LAY FEA AR T X7 P 350 9% I8 BLIR 9 7=l 254 , 58 HH 2 AR 4 €0, 2000 4F -2 3 Bk 534hm® , AR
1375hm® , 2 31 2709hm” , 4351 &5 LA 9. 1% .23. 2% 45. 9% , Horb 3k 267hm” , 5 ki T FL B9 50%
S E R, B 2005 45 H AR B 387hm’, 3 H TS & 4k, Mg B 1854hm* , 51 1 3021
hm’ | R ARE R L5350 6. 6% 31.4% 71 51. 2% , B5Hgdt— o . W= R B2 K4 T RAMKY
BAR P R BRI N LAT 4 F TR A

(HRBEFHRRL SFEARFALRERET KIS RIHEARTE B E KRR HIEEH R
PRES K, E AR BEER B RS E LR A2 RMK,2005 4, KK R EEH 276hm’, & B+ E R
4.7% , SE MBI 14.9% . BT R i, 7= 4 B LW KRN, FEHEEAR T RL(&5) RiF
(D) ER,

Q)Refilr BT HERE , W N AK B 8 A = R F e, SR &
TR AR =3, B ) KSR DABRAL /NN B B AP, AR FEAE Kk B X A7 L RS 22 T B %R
SHER, K &R G SEANERE , B/ MBS RE T,

G)Rearil o A RSW AR B ILEERR SRR G, D EENEGRIE M, SF R R
DIER SRS NERFE . FREKNEBAMBRER TREHBA R T 50l #A XSRS , T H
LA AR B S A SR, MR A Y EER SRR, AR T L EIE O MR SEE, SR AR
B HEARHE T B —F BRI

(4) LU/MNREEEBRONKIE AR N 57 3 B w Al e R =0 AR E R S5 1A%, KRB MR A
RFEABT RBIEAR = B STEAY , M85 L IEZ T A O3k AR SOMKEE LR B S SR E R N
A EMRNREMN S, AR S TEERRN R SN BB EE TS, WA R RIERET
I RS, ERFVHERE, RRKER T RV ESIREWE XED , BRI TFAEDKE SR,

2 WRAE
2.1 ERBEERIR

HESEFBRARBCRAE RS T XEITH R U LR P AE SN TR AERESTIRESE ST
Yo HAMHRGETHFOEMERE 1999 ~2005 L EZRMHSEFRITTHEE IR B EMNSEITHRE , R A KA
K AR THRRARBHIER, ELEM L BiCSA EERNE] 2T, BEFREE S Mo LR T 3AMRR, &8
NBRIRZENBWARG S B T &3 ~4 P 38R 31 PR P R T IR 2005 4R/ 47
M SLFERFR, 3 HREESREEN . ERYEH P ERERZEK LR IFRE URELRE
X B A B AR PR AR Y S i W OB , S 3 2 ZE vl i I 888 , R E T M BRI SCh ¥tnE T
SCHRAEIR o
2.2 ST
2.2.1 BFE¥EFE

MRGFEIT S, NPl R BRI AR B B A, 50 IS A SR E ST it S G5 8, PEAG
ERR ST KRR PR

(D= EHEESREE N

EXRREZHEARNTREENER, MH S8R A= A ENREA X, ELF RE P WH MK
fagd> ) R R NE R AGEA RS BEE AR R T R KRR R R
PIoR LA 2 3 B —JeAb 45 H 1e] =R 7 3948 & e A8 LR A 72 AR B R o 32 B9 B — S5 g 1] DA ARAR
WEIZTEWHEBNILET A BHEXT RER LR (HaN) BTN A SCR AT REHEAEE
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=- Y 4, - In4, (1)
AH,D N EFHRE AANRGEET I E (AR S B EH(HEAA)MEKE, ¥ D KF1
BB R R
REEF BRI T 2% 24 5 HIMRBHESREN AR S BED . RSCERSF =R
(% ) W B (kg/hm’) FFEEFR (/% N) L HiA =R (7 0/hm’ )4 MERE P RIGR, AL
PR 4 BIERBIF NG ET IR ETRBAE NN, B TELERNENARR , BOR ARAE LT
BV HEA TR EALAL I

Tf<m¢m%ﬁ>

max

zZ,= ' (2)
(ﬁﬁm#ﬁ)

KF, Z B ERE(LEH) ;¢ /‘%1% ?“*TE‘JXMEJ{E, e NIRRT/ IMEL; € s I EIE AR K
fH,i=1,...,4, A0k 4 FAERBNIERRER, RESSE™ NIEEON:

Pl—zwz (3)

A, w; = REFIIE™ ", SD NS | HakninE, 2 w; =1,
2 SD,

A= BRETWEHUEET N M R ERR 7 SRR G 56 4 P s BT i 2
a

(2) BIBAK K BEKF

AT RS IRE A R ARK K i Ze kBBt ST AR A 208 B LR S BB R B X
RERBF IR 1T 0. 2B R R R E %, X BRI —A BB 6 R R e
g

_2covar(y,r,) (4)
=

K, covar(y,r,) BIKA y SAHNBRAB/PRIKHFINFINE r BT Z, PR EF N 1L, REN
N,N 2 EBNELY FEA

RIEHEBOR A Sen HafFm™

P=H[I+(1-1)G,] (5)

A H AR WRER, I NRABRO R, G, AR WA DB R RREEEMHENEE, RENT
FA T E AT E B, 2SR ARSI, B 2 I Z AR 43 (2005 4F) FEZ T R RAF A4 A 2195
TEORAR L, LI XTE R i BRI Be 2 T A S A Sy 3ok BEOR B S5 4% [ 1 R, b DA BB B 9 [ s 4 Rk
(882 J0) gt AR RESE N5 B S S B RN AL S 25 R R B IUK -, IR L AT VR UM K 23R S8 BA B
2.2.2 BRESTTIA

RREST B REEL RGEESFER H. T. Odum ERGAER REREES ASSFHEREM BT
20 {it2g 80 UL B REATHITIA , FBEIE TS B (transformity ) FJREA= A28 B R G P L B A A7 1) 25 Fh
AFZEA B REB MY R BN E—AMERIRRIE, E B AT AESL T RAEW AR BRFTRM RG] FrLLhe
A NEEARMBLE HRFESLFEHOE LM EU MBI ZEXR™ . Odum™ JEAE M

O FEXRWMGIHFE(2005)
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(emergy) & SCN : 7= mBUIR S5 IE B 2 v AT Rl B TH AR —FPBE B BT,

Odum ¥ri& 2 SCHE AN YR B BB R AT S/ W 7 — e Z & ; BBE /-4 b F K FH BB (A % #¢
R, AR RN YR ERE R B HORFHRBZ 8 . B REIEFE 28l vT LUEA IR i R B 3%ty JR] — B 401
BBE , Z FI K FHABAE H-2R , Bl solar energy joules, 54 sej, MRiE Lotka-Odum HyFRRXAERIRH , BRE %
LM — B R

NP RBIE 2007 R B, T3 T SR T IR LR L RBE/ 5% T [ (emergy/ money ratio) SREME-FRMHMHE(EM $ ) |
BE{E = H{ % (emergy yield ratio, EYR) | BE{E % H. 28 ( emergy investment ratio, EIR) 33 1 # % ( environment
loading ratio, ELR) L}z BB{E 7] ¢ 421495 # ( emergy-based sustainability index, ESI) Z53845, DIE N HIBAE LSS
FRGHRBEARARI ESEFRERE R RGN, P ADKEXN R T EH TR S A EHRR
FEEFH EHEA ARG TR, ¥ RBNERE8ET, ETRERE N AR R LT IE L ILRRA
2002 4FE LA 8.277 TART/ $
2.2.3 AEXRERBSVHE

e BHE LT R N DA 5% 5K William E. Rees 75 20 H42 90 SERANH RN T A B, 12048 T
BESHERHR™ T Wackemagel 7l Rees T 1996 H A9 ¢ FAT] A 2 75 2 b —— Wi > A\t IRy B i ) —
0 A 2 BT BN A B LR HE) . Wackernagel F1 Rees'™ | Rees!™!! 5 X 425 2 i85 ( ecological footprint) 2
PATHRpSE I 752X S I SO E N\ O TH B A SR AT B 7= A B R 3R BT 75 B AR 2 AR P 3 T AR

ASEDR—METEHRYTRELEN, ©NFEREEHHE A LA %58 & A (appropriation of
ecological space) , A\HE4 IR TETHA A= 357K 2 ) (ecological capacity) , 3L W& Z R]H HLEL, PR 23R E K
XEARRERESTRER BRI, AXFHAESERHEES, TTERBA D4R RSB MREAE T,
M BEHAESBR(FF) , IHHESEAB R BAE SR E T 85 IR K ) A4 75 R 70 A T3
IR AT RS ERER . 7R R A R4S R 40 v 8 9 L A 73 25 8, 7 BE TR A R iR
Fsth B B PR HURK IR 2, H o RRIR A3 R W R B 5 B B R R BB L R B e &
HET A RO R HEIX SLF Se B B AR T AR ; BRI TR /K 8/ T Z WK il , LBk R A — 4/ /NE R i ok
TATRB S o 2R B AR A T USSR RSO ™ ), I RS AR 7, %A
FEET, AR, R R T ek e REFR R, BDIARTEY Z R B A SE T
L RAEREZ 12% ™, “ A2 R/ A KR 7 T LA LA 0348 2 B9 N 11 BRI A R AR
R Robe ok T RBIOIR SRS, A SCAE i “ A2 25 R F748 8 (eco-footprint pressure index, EFPT) "X AMAE .

EFPI =ET/EC B, ef/ec (6)

K, EFPI B KA S E 11840, EF (of) AAES BB (NHEZRER) ,EC(ec) RAB T ( NHER
7)o
3 ZRSH
3.1 P BHHESES

(1) ARG 7= M 2 55 2 45 i, B SE 2000 ~ 2005 4F [B) 3= b 4544 B & AR AR B HER I B R .
HERFARAR P ERE EA(R D), MEF G S ELEBE TR 2) , R AIM ST B%E,
2000 AR FEFPIE AR & BB AR B9 80. 1% ,2005 4E FRER] T 65.8% . H TEFEWEIMMEE XK
AR R = EI 2 RS AL = E T G L E A BT PR, TR B (R 2) , XMHEEFE™
W R R R FREIEATT 1]

HERPN ZHERERT 1 BRI S a3 — AR, TR T 1 R ER I ERE,
W 2000 ~2005 P S ERZHEREOIRT 1, BBEREM(EK2) .

FRERF LR EA(FE) SRS A SIKE IR A4 T BRI S A BOR, W
B AR BIBRA R, Gt B B
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F1 BEARAT AR (1990 £REH)
Table1 Rural industrial structure in Xiannangou Catchment
BPEE(AT) . AL TIIE) " —
ER Gross product Agriculture gross product( x 10* yuan) TEN(FIT)
Year P L Rl FHOl Sideline( x 10*yuan)
Cropping Forestry and orchard Animal husbandry
2000 604 313 92 16 183
2001 739 358 125 21 235
2002 816 383 137 24 272
2003 827 390 140 24 273
2004 880 415 140 30 295
2005 914 432 152 32 298
£2 BEEARESRATLERYE
Table 2 Diversity of rural industrial structure in Xiannangou Catchment
iy FHifL ol wH TR FRIK
Year Cropping( % ) Forestry( % ) Animal husbandry( % ) Sideline ( % ) Shannon-Weaver index
2000 51.8 15.2 2.6 30.3 1.085
2001 48.4 16.9 2.8 31.8 1.117
2002 46.9 16.8 2.9 33.3 1.125
2003 47.2 16.9 2.9 33.0 1.124
2004 47.2 15.9 3.4 33.5 1.128
2005 47.3 16.6 3.5 32.6 1.135

(2) A A= RS ETE O ~ 1 Z 08, FHEFE0 ~0.5 Z I MK A= 47, BHEECR 0 W3R R &k

FETIN 0, MRFAESAFEFMRFE 0.5 ~1 ZIFN v E

KT, NGEEHE IR A LS

i, FEE A= KR HIHELE ,2000 ~ 2005 4F I R AE 7 ) B2 A0, M 2002 42 3AE = D #EA T RKF R B

(3 MK,
#3 BEARMEFRGERLSE
Table 3 Instrumental productivities in Xiannangou Catchment
= — — 12
wl T H:' Food ;%ﬁiiecme %I?biz&gfr(oﬁi?y) i%ﬁfjﬂiﬁz‘ )
Year Input-output ratio( % )
(kg/hm?) (yuan/labor) (yuan/hm?)
2000 2.12 2715 6004 5864
2001 2.01 2682 7259 8276
2002 2.00 3451 8259 9538
2003 2.1 3554 9387 10805
2004 2.60 3690 9026 11505
2005 2.60 3669 9242 11170
F4 EEAREGGRELERETERGERESTN
Table 4 Standard productivities and integrated productivity in Xiannangou Catchment

4y G M Bk + TR AT

Year Input-output ratio Food yield per hectare  Laboring productivity Land productivity Integrated productivity

2000 0.25 0.03 0.00 0.00 0.075

2001 0.00 0.00 0.43 0.30 0.168

2002 0.06 0.76 0.67 0.57 0.509

2003 0.23 0.86 1.00 0.89 0.734

2004 1.00 1.00 0.89 1.00 0.976

2005 1.00 0.98 0.96 0.98 0.979

X E Weighting 0.266 0.271 0.225 0.238
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(3) Pl EHERESESEE T B E E AR BEE T L BRI, REEHHBEM, &
BEFIIEHES SR AR ENIEAXE (8 2) , W RS RREN T REE™ T, F
LRU ARESREBIERETHTHNEN AR, PHERNREFRSRE—RETRE, A0 B—HRE
(AR — R AR ) BTGHE LR SRR R E—HFRRCR, BOVH D B —K REABEA B0
FAYEIR, Toid R HLE AT 1EHE, X 5 Tilman A Templet“ £ R 53R A= H A= R REA X"
RIZER——BE0 . BILSL, B = S5 RE , (25 ™ H R IR R R, EARORRR T 8RB,

3.2 WMAEERKF

(1)2000 ~2005 4= A, B BRI A A BB (B 3) , 3% 1990 FRAZETHE, i 1 168 Jui
hn3) 1 876 JT, A K 60. 6% . WAL B, 2005 R RAEGEAT, LR A BA BT &5 LLE N
72.5% o WASEHI X FIAR 3R B AR AR R ST 3 T ARl 55 3l G R R AR Pl S5 F i T 2, f R R
NIARARIE B , Pl B O T 4 B A I JER =L 5588 o X RP AR AR T X ARl A A AR G T3 ARG
AR TREATET REH R B

1.200 _
3= 678.54x2 — 1485.8x + 813.36 " 2100
1.000 |- R =0.8365 A g 1900 [ « <«
Z S 1700 |
R% 0.800 |- = 1500 |
= =}
4.8 0600 [ 2 1300 |
il < 1100 ®
i&g 0.400 |- 2
& F 900
£ 0200 - 2 ol
0 ’\‘\ | 1 ! ] 500 1 | 1 | ! |
1dso 1090 1.100 1110 1120 1130 1140 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006
~0.200 - F 4458 Shannon index A4 Year
B2 EMWRSATRBESSEEETNINRR B3 EmWiiErRASRAZL

Fig.2 Correlation between Shannon index and integrated productivity Fig. 3 The variety in farmers income per capita in Xiannangou

in Xiannangou catchment

(2) KT HH SRR RTEI B M5 RIR R A TS BT & A i 4k, Ze 4 P VA2 2500 1, 4 Bt
B BB IR AR AL R A S AR RIGAETE IR . 455 7R 2005 4RI Bt ST A0 5l %
T AR 1 268 TTHI 756 IC, B IR BECH 45% , 3B T 864 E 4R H /N BRARTE (40% ~50% ) ™7 itk
JE&¥CH 0. 17, IRIBRMHS 2 F 2K 7 20 #4870 ERMHHE, B AR 0.5 ~0.7 ZE KA L
BEAAF,TE0.2 ~0.35 ZEFRA LB FEE,0. 4 MR AR AFERLE, T ILFIRE T Ik AFXHAF
FOHLIX , 336 B IR SEBR B IR A, B R 84% IR BE £ BN AR I N S e 2 B Mkl 4 1T T8,
e AE Stk FEAB /N s Sen $850RT FOT $5%0397E 0 3 1 2 [0 30, 3 HIS SRR IS4 . 2005 £ R
Sen #5847 0. 03, FGT 4847 (a =2) 7 0.01(F£ 5) , IR A K 4R 5 FCT 5T UE B RBA RAKU FHAD
LB, B AR BEAR , A S BEREXT AT, XA R R R B2 R — B
3.3 ETREMESSTHBREM

L BB E R AT (B 4) , S-S5 AR R IRE R R, 8 R G E AL F R R M
ER RS BR, B THTESLFRE M.

() TEHRI(R) SATEHRE(N)

S ARG EHRENRET K, A TREEEIE, URKEAT N TESRERE | R
EaE, WKER , BBE N T B HVEIR LR RETESH E N T RS 477, S5 X R 5 E 7 h X e
AT EHRR ILREHRE/D, ERL TR MAEMESF1, 2002 ~2005 SEFRIBMTEHRERAA R (T
I R G BRI AL BRI IF RA M ARG DR, B R + Fp) 4R B3 Bk LR IR E 4R 0 5. 19 x 10" sej/
hm ; AV EHYF RT3 18Rk, 2002 ~ 2005 4F [6] AR W) B H R A Sk b 2B, E3% 3. 99 x
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10%sej/bm’ (3 6) , X EER iy FASKE B EPEHHUKE E RN, LR EMEEZ R %
B X URER ARG SN ERTH,

F
ANH]
Nonrenewable —
resources
ke N\
e N
ener; ~ R i 2 i
gy 5 Haman Y & Yield
>/§ Environment activities
\ Y=R+N+F /
RVA
B4 BEmmmeBEmTE
Fig.4 Emergy flows in Xiannangou Catchment
x5 MEREEHITEER
Table 5 The table for calculation of poverty index in the catchment
HEFAY . HEABD
Z H
AEP mpaGA) OREER o mn O gABOE  ERER S fil
Ey The number of Poverty .. . FGT
Poverty door .. Income gap Income gap  Gini coefficient  Sen poverty
Year poverty doors i incidence i . (a=2)
() income per () (&) ratio (I) of poverty index
7 capita per year population(G,)
2005 3 1680 0.097 1544 0.234 0.12 0.03 0.01
R6 FEHRESHISE
Table 6 Indices of ememrgy analysis in the catchment
BE{E W Emergy flow(sej/(hm?-a))
E4 ERREATEHRR ERRGAATEFRIR GEWRGATEFHIR GEFR ARG EHRR
Year Renewable resources input Nonrenewable resources Nonrenewable resources Renewable resources input
from ecosystem( R) input from ecosystem( V) input from economy( FN) from economy( FR)
1 2 3 4 5
2002 4.81 x10™ 5.96 x 102 2.84 x10% 4.86 x10"
2003 6.33 x10™ 6.99 x 102 3.38 x10% 4.62x10%
2004 3.52x10™ 5.26 x 10 3.24 x10% 4.80 x10%
2005 3.92x10™ 4.04 x 102 3.00 x10% 4.66 x 10"
SE3 Average 4.64 x 10" 3.99 x10% 3.12 x10% 4.73 x10%
fEEFE 4R Emergy incators
]
TEBT WEKT  BERT SRR
REa% i
Renewabl ER EYR ELR ESI B L Transformity
FEfy enewable Emergy/ money EM $ (sej/T)
resources ratio . . 2
Year ratio(sej/ $ ) ( $/hm?*)
(%)
(2+5)/ (4+5)/ (2+3 +4+ (3+4)/ CYR/ELR Q;;;E)/
A
(243 +4 +5) (2+43) 5)/(4 +5) (2+5) #8 Output
2002 64.8 14.24 1.070 0.543 1.971 4.93 x 10 167.10 1.48 x 108
2003 60.8 12.51 1.080 0.646 1.672 5.10 x10% 169.35 9.65 x 10°
2004 61.0 19.89 1.050 0.640 1.642 4.69 x 10 180.20 8.75 x10°
2005 62.5 17.70 1.056 0.600 1.760 4.32 x10 187.16 8.33 x10°
SE3 Average 62.3 16.08 1.064 0.607 1.761 4.75 x 10 175.95 1.04 x 10°
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(2) B REMAI

TELHT 25 RGP IRA FRRELT LR R RN, 8 T 45 R R SehRil ot , BT A SV 2
F AR W EH AT EHRE, KRR A B, B E RSN A & 5 R T RE PUE s
ABFRFEREISMNOME, XHKREME LR R BINERW T EHRERA , LER B TEH A%,

2002 ~2005 4EL ¥ REMAK T EHRBEREAAK, AT ES AR EE R AR 2 RE DR
FUREHIIRA , X BRI AR/N BRI R A S BREK RN TESME ., S REETYE AL
3.12 x 10 sej/hm* (3£ 6) , FEHFRLE BRI 39.7% , R EFHRFRA L EHXTBAG, WAk 4T s
AL

(3) RGP BB E R

REBMEHRLERNRTRAERESHEIRZ— BT T LR B R G AR, BB EA 7 55
W BT L) ST BT e R G B R D AL B EDBEIR , IR — N R 5 (F R %) W BERE, 4%k
BRE TSI F RS WA RERBE , 7= e A 1 8 b BT AL B BB A B AR A SR, 3% 32 B BRI A2
REEYHESTIBEHARRRET 2 — ERE 3, 2002 ~2005 4F BB 5 RS54 BT T M, 4
P17 (AR TR BR SR KR AR 7S B R B M B AR B ) 9 8. 47 x 10°)/ (™ a) , HH I I 4E 1Y
BE(EFEHL3R N 1038259 sej/J( 3% 6) , BREFEH R T KM (1994 4 ) F3 159000sej/T14 , BRFI KR E A =
F 5 40000 sej/ T FNFMAR B A= 7= R GE 14000 sej/1™7, 55 2004 428 bR B4 4R i HE A 7% 4 2 1770000
sei/J HE4™T DL 45 R R IRE R 4 KA IO AR R R A R B S 1 8, BAX T R B E XX
TR TEARA T

(4) BefEdEtRitE

FT BBMEA T AR R 2, 1R 4R A SO SE R B M LR B, YEi% BB B/ 47 T HL %€ ( emergy/money ratio )
SHe(E- R MAME(EM $ ) JBE(E 7= H %R (EYR) BB #OK LR (EIR) A7 2 (ELR) 7 BRI 5 22 45 3
(ESI)6 Mg R B AR E AR B BRI E , U BRI B SE A R, TP IR E
S2% % BT IEIRE, HPaeE/ 52 R 5HAMERR I £ ST RIS 5 Tk , BB (847
FL# R #1037 GDP BRAEAR M, BRME -5 TAME B BB 45 s EYR REBESRALEL T AL RRME T A

H A SR — MR SRR N 1,50 L EYR =1 + EITR’ B EYR A EIR R HEEAAFH

B —AMEb, BERBWESCRE, E ST A E LA M ELR 22— FRIHMEEH E S ES ARG E S g
FR1  ELR <2 M BR AP, 76 3 ~ 10 X M FR LESE R ARE S, AT 10 ZREE S
FEAE T LRI IR /S EST 76 1 ~ 10 2 HF R ZEH AEFEER BTN AAE L, ERER,
2002 ~2005 4F , W BB A,/ 42 T Le AR BE B A BT B MR (3% 6) 4588 4.75 x107sej/ $ , [7] 20 142 90 4EQRT
JERHE (1983 4E)1.912 x 10%sej/ $ W FTILH W (1992 4E) 4. 677 x 107 sej/ $ . F| HL W (1983 4E ) 3. 47 x 107
sej/ $ FIELFG (1983 4£)0. 833 x 10 sej/ $ 1 555 (B M K FIT (1996/1997 4E)2. 71 x 102 sej/ $ T
(1991 4E)2. 57 x 102 sej/ $ . 2EE (1983 4£)2.55 x 10%sej/ $ L F7 22 (1983 4E)2. 23 x 10 sej/ $ . H 4 (1983
££)2.14 x10%sej/ $ B RH (1992 4 )1.46 x 102sej/ $ FFR1-(1983 4£)0.72 x 102 sej/ $ 2423 s sk H
RUERBBE, XR\RENBIREANRS , LA EHYFRBEEHEER D, EBSREXN RGER
BRI HRERKSEER, BFE RS E RN X B AR A FBAGKE, AR B REE-52 TRV E 23
ARE(FR6) , XBREDMENEREFRANZ—, 2002 ~2005 4E[E)HfiE, EYR EIR.ELR 1 ESI 42 Y518 53 5
9 1.064.,16. 083 .0.607 A1 1. 761, FRZERFH , M EIMA BB /B EF , & ZHAH T ATEFHFER(E
BERBTKIFERERS) BEFRENESREN ENHXEDN, BRMEFEBAXNERY RS, BET
WS R BEM . BAREE—SMRAESER, R, BE L0, 0w L EE M, A UL
B, R 2R U R AFE BRRIES ., NHE EYR EHEE 1, RUESRAEA BRI H
XRHEZT RS, REKR BEH RENRAESISE N, BHASRG R AR FHAF] X L BIRER A,
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BB B AR IR AR B R IR A AR , X IE R A — ISR AR S IR R E ST R B4 E,
3.4 ETAREDMRIB TR
3.4.1 ABEBESEBSH

FiIR 2000 £E7 2005 4F AR 40 F14 1. 431 hm® 1 1.238 hm® MR B9 7R S (IR 12% Ry A= Py L 4E
PR 23510 1.461 hm® 1 1.477 ho’ | A 35 5 5 R E T AR, TR RO AE B AR 435128 0. 03 hm® Al
0.239 hm® (3% 7) , B A\ A= Ao o 2R TR Y o5 PR G ZE LR R D BT

®7 BEEAREBESEFHELAR

Table 7 The result of calculation for eco-footprints in Xiannangou Catchment

NS NEERT
Eco-footprint per capita Ecological carrying capacity per capita HZSE AR
£ o7 TR WEET REEEH LERER WEER Eco-footprint
Year RE (hm?/ ) Equivalent (hm?/ A) (hm?/ \) (hm?/ A) pressure index
Type Appropriated areas qfactor Adjusted areas Available areas Adjusted areas (EFPI)
per person per person per person per person

2000 RRIR A 0.655 1.35 0.884 0 0

Energy land

Eﬁﬁﬁﬂh 0.047 2.11 0.099 0.047 0.099

Construction land

i)

Arable land 0.129 2.11 0.272 0.196 0.414

EHh Pasture 0.327 0.47 0.154 0.993 0.467

FkHb Forest 0.016 1.35 0.022 0.504 0. 680

7k, Water area 0.35 0 0 0

41t Summation 1.431 1. 660

R 12% ByfRe A B REHETE AR

s . 1.461 0.980

Subtract areas for biodiversity protection
2005 RRIR A 0. 608 1.35 0.821 0 0

Energy land

Eﬁﬁﬁﬂh 0.047 2.11 0.099 0.047 0.099

Construction land

$HH Arable Land 0.104 2.11 0.220 0.129 0.272

EHh Pasture 0.327 0.47 0.154 1.007 0.473

FkHb Forest 0.023 1.35 0.031 0.618 0.834

7k, Water area 0.35 0 0

41t Summation 1.238 1.679

1R 129 B0 S REHETTRR . o 538

Subtract areas for biodiversity protection

3 Lb

3.4.2 —A et it EF,;

N THREH ™ H S A BB R R, AL A 4 A EE B S5 P EAT & R A A 7 i R,
SRBET PRI IR BRIE B2 T LB AERS L, ABTRE S T —Hde s “ I ou™E( $ ) BB EF,..",
H¥rekixAoh:

EF,.(hm’/J7 $ ) =EF/ B7*E(TT $) (7)
A(7) F,EF RERBEAESEL, HSIUEN &R ANy R F B ES T E—ERIFBETSER
KB E PR LB, EF, SRR, A B AT B A S A2y D 3R A R G A ek s, LR & W)
Frge R
ZR R, LB RN 2000 4EH1 2005 4F EF,,, 53514 53.5 hm®/J5 $ F133.6 hm®/J7 $ , AR LESE
P AR S — AR SR RIR, R R R T HELH A AT IR, B EF, JR R , iR E R R
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ERAERS GRS RD) , B A7E 52 5 S0 EAR A 7™ B ) 19 [R) B PR AR AE 7= AR
3.4.3 WETTREEBREHEN
N T BEATRT A R B WIR T H 8268 IR , ABISE S IR Huang 2 BRI IE, R IB 4 E S48
(EFPI) KW He8E RIEREAIRIGT A 4 NG5, BISR VTR | WTH 4L T ReE A T $ 8, Bk LR 8, R B
7~ , ELEE VA LI, 2000 4201 2005 4F EFPI 435124 0. 980 #10. 838, & 31 s AR A A SR P, K35
LR HE R R AR T SRR e,
4 HRSWR #8 ETESEBNTRELREFESAUS
AHRGREFZN, EDRBRE L, EBVKEY Table8 The index and grade of sustainable development based on
BHET S HEREZHENE, BRETRGEAET),  ecofootprint

REMEERREEHBEES BN /DFKE, £ fi %Esz?& ) fﬁﬁﬁm
TFRENEREFREIMERBRERKERS R

TRIBA M SR, FEARE TR, T Resetk ! Strong sustainability EFPI<0.5
B, ETAESEDBH RIS RENR 5 &Efﬁity LEPIO.5 0.8
BHAESAR, A THTRERE, S 5MRE ———

RIBREWAN ., —FE, ESREFERERE L ; Weak sustainability EFPI0.8 ~1
MRRBARKIEERR RREFKTFHEENE 4 ARk EFPI>1

Non-sustainability

URKRRZHTRENRER, ML ZEENE
FRE,MBEK AR TRABEULE; FIES
YRR SHRAP B RIS A S R 5 A R B TR A LB TRAR , R SR AR 22 R AR R K
TAB RS R AL AU R T ERENSE , FRRIR SRS B LA R, B eE T
ARG TF AR BREFEABNL ., B—HH, BT AOBE RS, ™ AP T K BRI A A S
HARZBN B BRI BARF HR B, Fid B M R 2 B R EN ESL TR RS Btk
A B TAERLNE T b A 7= s N D PRI AR A 25 25, R A AR By 5 E— IR ™l
S TIREIR S SN R R XM R BN (F) RIFEEE ) , IR R W IRA AR 358 M AR A 2 5F
RIBEBI RSN

BIRITRAR T SRR ER IR EAS RGN TRESER, IHE LS E—ENAE, W
FEARBISE P RRE M A R B in Z R R AR A fr TR S B TAE P — PR, RKRERLTHE
W h RETRRE—PPRER, ETRESESEDTZWNTRNNA, EMETNESTRAFEREEZ
Ab—1¢ TSR HIBt ST P R — 2 LA 528
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