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The threshold of eco-security based on system dynamics and application:a case

study of Chongming Island

LI Hua'?, CAI Yongli"*
1 School of Resource & Environment, East China Normal University, Shanghai 200062, China
2 School of Economics and Management ,Shanghai Maritime University, Shanghai 200135, China

Abstract; According to the characteristics of the regional composite eco-system, the system dynamics model of Chongming’
s regional eco-security is constructed on the basis of the five subsystems of economy, population, resources, environment,
ecology as well as 71 parameters. With net GDP as the reference we used situation simulation and a trend analysis of the
eco-security was conducted to determine the eco-security threshold. The eco-security threshold value indicates the turning
point in the change of ecological quality and can help determine ecosystem health and safety as well as function as a control
threshold for all constructions in the process of regional construction and development. System simulation was used to verify
this threshold value. We discovered that the threshold was the frame of reference of eco-security characteristics under
certain a developmental mode and reflected the dynamic developmental trend of the system. The paper overcomes the static
nature of current eco-security threshold research. Furthermore, the threshold was applied in eco-security assessment and
factor analysis. We found that the comprehensive score of eco-security of Chongming increased in recent years due to the
orientation of “ecological island” and the implementation of ecology guarantee measures. In 2007 the comprehensive score
for the eco-security of Chongming was 0. 523 and still remains at a medium level. A factor test using the threshold value as
the standard showed a large difference between the major security factors. The major limiting factors include environmental

pollution and energy use.
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ABREBERESZEMNEIE, RIAESKERENTR. M TESRGEBREMNLLEEERE
SMHTER B A X R R e A R R H T T . BRI A S L2 BEE HREZN L ES R
E NAME A AR A S BRI R B T A0 . XA R g7 R ER T XS AESZ 2RI
AR, BB R L 2R S A& TE PR R A AH BAE R SRR B, BRIk, AR 2 2 PR 45 R ARG B
ZEE T EAESLRRBEE TAES , £ 20 S IAREA 5 T B RS A B, n AR K 2
5, DA S AR AR e T8 A B E A K E B R . Ak ¥ & B A SHEABTAESZEN
BFFT, WA 25 Rl g e A SRR 1k, 50 T BB A 2 R B AT TR R (ARSI B B 5T g 2R,
RS R REH ML

XIBAES LR EURIBIMREE, URBEGESREINSE . (EARGRFMREETENR
G 1R U B ESE RN FEAIMR R SETRENER T, RES N FHERGEB R E IR
G THRE S BT M Z MM EEARR, EATAHEEERAN RN E RS20 LSR8,
HARFBHETIER KRR T 20 4 70 FRIWCGERK KR . BRTER LRSS 120 EMNATASHE
BT AUR S, E A ST St R B o ASHFITRE LA MRS A B B, 35 F R G B Sy 2R A R
IR GRS, AL 248 bR BE R E R HE—FhE i B R A v,

1 REHEREESRESERER
1.1 B9 X IAAE

22015 (121°9/30"—121°54'00"E ,31°27/00"—31°51"15"N) , i F W PG L KL AME O, B K7L O oh
S, IR . HUSER 126700 hm® , FE AR RGNAR H R 5778 AR R, L T 50538
KIALIR B TR, 2 B APt R BB . TS S A TR ILMEAN AR I X T FIAE R 38
TCA, HA ST 2R FHE S B 7 BA AR SRR 2, BERMERK=ALTMRELRE,
FERRIP RV REE TR, X2 W AESRGEK = EEE RN, 2004 4 H % f EAH#E M L
W R R SRR i — S T 2R G EESE AR BN, XS B A B RGN L 2K R R
R R W E KPR

SR AESIHEEERHA T =5 58— A SHER S, VB EMIGLRE T 5055 K4
BREMBR ,MHH 55N MY RS R & S AP FP S TR Z B0 o 52 5 b Tt B R B R Rt
TR BRI 1 38 T | 32 B ARG (1 32 ke BB s KN 2%, R R G 40 e 55 ; Rl 7 A& S 1E
FHH 23 IR MR SET , REIRIHFE AR5 Y N AR IR R I T BI5ESREM M EE . F,
XIBAESRENARENE, 052 R RILIP IR B, HAE FITE U & R I sk PSR Ry B — b
AR, e T HARX BARAE 2. [RIBS 32 SR A SV i A B 5% ), YRk F B R SR B B A Fah &
b KL, 2 B 2R PHLKZ %, S5O mdtBsh, EAEREHNEH AR B BIE 2 [T
J& IR Y A S R GRS L R B R RS R AR B RS RE R . =, BRKRES R
B TFRER IR B, 5 Z Bk B FHR SRS EAEAR BN B AR K ENRZE, X0 T BISABREME
BHEREME K, S5 XEH JBUKAR GRS SRR ELZEME; MAN SRS EER A&
INAR T ARV I3 G 9y 760 0 50 IX SRR T T 788 G A o (o IR I A S XU B o A 2
1.2 XBASZERIMER

EBRZETNRXBESZEMRNFENEZ —, BENINFEZEETIT T RBHER, FIE TES
ZETEMIERPIBESHELR, B T & BEARERAR, B EETUMIERIU TR -, EEESRSGE
M, BEEBREIBRBT AN EERMH S AT REM B RESRETERE X N U RE R
BHEERSE  EMARLHFENE G ESRENHE BB AR T KA SZ SN ERE R
55— ,PSR HEZE, DA/ RRALHIM “ B 7 -RZS-ma B (PSR) ™ B AR A Sy A5 U HE B2 58 181 %o [ R & A= 1Y J IR -
FER-XTRHBERR N, BIRIFIVEE G ES RGP “HE-GT- A5 HE X R R, BN AL
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B 5 R IRIAE AT RS R R T R e M BUBIIE R P 2228 DIE I AE DL 2TEM HEZME R , 58 1
T REHSSIERE

H I, 4B 5T LA PRS BERUHHESE  ME N TUZFe AR T R BIS ZE ARG @ HEN 2 s IR IE B & £ S RG I,
Mt EFM AR 3 N HEFEEAISI IR E . RIEX A AESARRE, E85(P) WEREH
RIRIAES W B4R 1 B AR K E R BT — e &0 R @l R A S M RRIR & ) 7 T 5 IRASFE 8 (S) LMAI & B
FIRRSEME 7 I G5 H FRAE S A 52 B 5 2R 28 R G0 IR 55 D) BB 1= P AR AR KR FIBG BUK T S5 A B R A A&
SRR FEEE A M R EC(R) LA B 7 0 A 285 XS P BE At 3 it S AR B A S BR B N A B ¥ e Ak 3 3
REUR LU £ o FERPELE SRR ERIEYE R G R UM RE (ShAS AT BEME | AT B PR AT 1) MR S5 SR 0] Fry 22
Bili b, FEAT BARTEAR e 8, @ SL A ARG , T AH IR T 2 i S S SR B A B , 61T 48 1 i 24 R A R i 1)
1k, BB TN TEMA R (R 1) .

TEFANEE O E B9 07 HE A £ 5, 2 Delphi 35 AHP 3 ERAMTIESEDY . AR SAEHS ERES
SR R E AU, B R A AHP 32 256 & 8 ), 1 2 fE ) 2 AL E : B1 (0. 302), B2(0.397), B3
(0.301) ;#8472 K FEARIALE : C1 (0. 30), €2(0.29), €3(0.23), C4(0.18), €C5(0.19), €C6(0.21),C7
(0.22), €8(0.23),€9(0.15),C10(0.29),C11(0.25),C12(0.26),C13(0.20) , HJ5 & B2 HFEHE B
H(FEKIL,

*1 ZHBESRETMERER
Table 1 Eco-security evaluation index system of Chongming Island

H##)2 Target layer HENJZ Rule layer 5452 Index layer JEALE Weight
A LB E LRI Bl £ 355K Cl: HRRFMEHE/ % 0.091
Eco-security integrated index C2:COD HEjif 2 / (kg/10® 55) 0.086
C3 . #.{; GDP fE#E /(kwh/10% J5) 0.069
C4 . ifsi GDP /K%E /(10*1/10% 55) 0.054
B2 R C5 A B/ Gt i o/ % 0.075
C6 =7l 5 b/ % 0.083
CT BB 2%/ % 0.087
C8 : MR EFR L/ % 0.091
C9: KK B L/ % 0.059
B3 1 b7 45 5 C10: BERE Bt BB WE 1L/ % 0.087
C11: Tk i5 YAk PR/ % 0.075
C12: A= {E IS YL AL PR/ % 0.078
C13: W] FA: BB IR Lo/ % 0. 060

2 RHARETREH SD BEFMEL T RIOTWE
2.1 ARG IR L KA R
2.1.1 FEAEST

AWFMAER & RS REEIS ] 5 KA S ERHE, WS B R, REH AT TR
RKAOTRE FRETRE AETRENESTRRAN; B TRESESRETY LAMERK RBMER
GYER AR, MAB B XIS OB S0 , SEREN T RS R AR, BRI, 7R Sr R GEU BT I, DA SRS ] 5
HBZEN EEFBMATERLR, UEFEEMENA AT L2 ORE T, &RAHE T M SEGERL
AP B Vensim_PLE B4 AEALEFT I E] 2 2007—2020 4, fFEAH RN la; EEHIRIET(EALTHFLE) |
(LW SEIHEE) B RS AR AL RE (B 1) , REAE T R G M BRI T X R G0
LA AR
2.1.2 AN FEIEX

ST T RR F BB R EH K K 7L S5 — = P E D AR & (R B TE K
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Bl ZRARESRESRARGERENRENNFREBRE
Fig.1 Flow chart of system dynamics model of Chongminmg composite ecosystem

UE:GDP: 2PN ; GDPL: 55—~ L& P HENE ; GDP2 58 7= & FFHIME ; GDP3 S5 =7 L & I fE ; NGDP: ¥ GDP;IRE : ¥{ y5 xS
ZHFHIRN 5 IGDPL 4 AN{E 1;RGL B4/ 1; IGDP2 MM 25 RG2 . 3413 2; IGDP3 . 4 3; RG3 1Y N=R 35 RICI: BRSO i ¥t
tt; NDL: BARKEH#Z ; RNDL: HARKFE MK 4 ; DI K FEMREHEH; IRDEZ: B KA B REIX 584735 CIPE 15 R0 & B M 1E R 4G
PG: AT M; PCR: A= ; TP: A Sk CIEP: 35X A HIERIRE; DPP: AL S ; PPA RV B 5L & AP K
{54k IPOE: {5RXFEFFRNT ; NP -5 ; TAP {5y 8 &5 PPL TV = {5 3ey- &t ; TRIP. Tl 5§ 4b B ; IPE. Tl i53
Hefgoik s NIP: ¥ Tolbi5 et ; NDP i {55 5e ik ; TRDP: A5 IS 4L B3 DPE AR 75 15 e HEUE ; ROAP: FHL/ SR i LL & ; CIPE:
BRIV HIVE IR ECPG: #f GDP fEFE; PSL: BUK ARTALLLH]; RRE . W F2EREUR LL; WCPG . Bz GDP /K#%; TEC: HFERE; ECP:
AP RERE; DCCAETRFERE s AWR. W KU WRT BlEK WU FWG. Bk D ; TWD . B K& ; PWC. 4 K ; DWC: A%
ks DWCP: A¥4: 35 Hi/K &5 DECP: A4 iG#6RE; ES: REVRHLN; &5 EG. REYRER O ; EWD. A 57K & CFWR. bk 4 5% K REG
CWWR {2 T K R Y EP. BRIRAE ™ AE) 5 CIEE. BRYRXF 2 IE RS CIWE K SIS & BEAE AR S IRE: BN LI # 05
MNE: HARAEBR GG L ; PCPF BT R 15 8 5 PCPW . SARIEHD PR N5 i 5 TA . USRI AR ; FCR: BB FA BRAKIE
Bl WABHIE A ; WARBHIE A E ; BAR MERTE AL L ; TWAR : i3k i A i)

) GDP = =5 fin 3 ki B A8 & ; [ i , A B9 5] A “ ¥ GDP” iX —Hi B8 & , B2 GDP 1R B AR FH K K
BHRRAFMRENE. B, EEFFRATER BRRKERKFEFHY TR, EFFREF BRI
16 4, FEE .

=V HeffE L GDP1 = INTEG (IGDPI, 16.84)

#_pEehnfE L GDP3 = INTEG (IGDP3, 45.78)

Ww=pEpHffE L GDP2 = INTEG (IGDP2, 60.16)

% GDP A NGDP = GDP - NDL - IPOE - IRE

ETEUHANOMERFR, £ R 5B RE RS, N RIS, 25 kK BIT REMA O KEA
B ARRTIVEPANO BN FERE, AR FZERADBEENA D FREMTAA R, A OHNR
B AR & ¥ GDP X A DM RECHF ESH . NOFREMTBERILF 44, FEE:

AO¥mE R PG= RPIxTP

AOBE L TP= INTEG (PG, 69.71)
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IR RSP S A R B i 55387, R IR 45 /R R F COD HEHGEEIE M SHE & RIE = A IR L
XA 4y ARG RIS R M TS 3. B EBSEE A E T DAL 5 P 33 A A 16 TS e & R
WA TV =5 Ry = B 5 . AR FREM G ERILE 1540, FEHA

HITi5YE A NIP = IPE x (1 - TPIP)

HHIETSYE A NDP = DPE x (1 -TRPD)

HflisdsE A AP = PPA xGDP1

I AR AR 2B S K IR M R R oK TR S, [FIET, B TGP & & , RRIER: B %
B REMEREF. B, TIEFREEFERKMEEIRELA A FHEE &, 7T A RRIR L JRK AR L
BIEEBESH . RIBETFREMHTEXILE 221, FEEA

WEXT LW MEN A IRE = CIWE x FWG + CIEE x EG

ATAAKREER A AWR = WRT x (1 - PSI)

SRKEREDS ARG EEEMHFNEHE, B0 REM4AE RZHE AR BHEEESIGEX, &
PR R E AR G B AREBR RGN RSN E, LA R NG & B0 TEFR  MER E AR
Rk IR LB E N E B S8 . SR TFREM RS 121, F85E .

HRAESRGEE A MNE = PCPF x FA + PCPW x WA

HERTKE A EWD = FA x CFWR + CWWR x WA
2.1.3 HERIPKEIS

435138 FEAE AT 1R 25 TN 1k 1] U DL 5 v % BT g S 1Y) SD AR AN )iz 47 45 R kAT % . LA GDP FIA
REWAZR ], KRR (£ 2) AT LRI, 2001—2007 4 GDP FIA O S & /4 B E R0 J7 52 {8 AR iR 22
B 0. 1, AR 22 K I 45 SR BN BAE s[RI, i B 0Bk Origin Pro 7.5 AT H I LRI 56,
AT 45 2R

GDP R =0.99624 ,SD =2.27797 ,P <0. 0001

ANOEE R =0.71797,8D =0. 71169 , P =0. 04489

J3 se BRI BB 3TN R B R (B AR, 2 57 BEERE P EHB/DN; FIL, LR R TR, I &
T Sk T 5 At A B 9% 7 Sk e, 5 A B, 35 T s A

#2 GDPHMAOREMHERILER
Table 2 Historic checkout of GDP and population

PN GDP/10% 5§ A & Population/10* A
Year D s B P HAH AR TR 22 D s B PiEfE ERORPS
Historical value Simulation value Relative error Historical value Simulation value Relative error

2000 54 53.9937 -0.08572 65.37 65.37 -
2001 57.83 60.3977 -0.04440 64.72 65.7459 -0.01585
2002 62.48 67.7125 -0.08375 64.01 66. 1247 -0.03303
2003 70.07 76.0767 -0.08572 63.54 66. 5066 -0. 04668
2004 85.31 85. 6503 -0.00399 63.26 66. 8922 -0.05741
2005 95.72 96.6188 -0.00939 70.12 67.2819 0. 04047
2006 108.26 109. 1966 -0.00865 69.98 67.6766 0. 03291
2007 122.79 123.6321 -0.00686 69.71 68.0770 0.02342

2.2 RGBT RHSHBE

AW P A 252 42 BB BB R KR8 TR X IR R 26 JRE BRI ARFAIE 6t b, 3@ 3 U BEAN [R] 6 J 07 581 5
T SD BRI IZE R, SR AT & SR B AT R BT WA L2 E, P s FIEEG Y . FIt, #iEaiE
RGBT R, R ZEFEUSRRAM TN EREFZ—
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AR SR 5 AR 2 B R A T [ LR, & KB T TE A58 B T KREARHBIFE, 4 2007 4 6 A 58 B
(U BAESEERIR) (FFRITER—) 2008 4 9 H 58 M (A5 B B IE I K RBT5T) (AR5
) \2006 4 1 ASEMEICEM " +—I" R RIRD) (R R =) 4, X P S B EFRKZREIET
—RE BT o i TR B AR , LR BRI 58 i ) B % R A1) 1R A 22 53 , FLOUE AR 3 B ok
BT JERAN R, BRI, oA T 77 SRR 45 R B A AT B, e DA B Se R AT R R LA R SR, B AR B R
] REATE A DAL T o AT AR B, B AT il S e RS . AR EI& I RS B EE IR 3,

®3 ZEHRABERAVNFTRNIESHE
Table 3 Main parametric value of existing development plans of Chongming

2%} Parameter PR H Status trend 754 — Case 1 J54& = Case 2 J R = Case 3
RG1 /% 1.88 8.32* 10.79* 10.86 *
RG2/% 17.11 9.27* 11.76 * 11.82*
RG3/% 13.46 10.03 * 16.11* 12.61*
WCPG/ (10* v/10® J5) 145 100 100 125*
ECPG/ (kwh/10% 5%) 1074.25 447.60 550.89 859. 40
PPI/(kg/lO8 JG) 8.21 3.5 3.93* 4.10
ROAP/% 27.70 50 60 35*
TRDP/% 12 23.34* 80 17.51*
RRE /% 1 5 5 -
RICI /% 18 30" 30* 25*
IRDEZ /% 60 * 90 * 90 75*
WAR/ % 17 17 19 17
FCR /% 18 25 30 24

T+ B RARIR ST BORHE AT 2, A DA 4R

3 ETSDWESTEERRENRE

3.1 ETREBRMUGT RICBHESZ BT
AR RGN S AR AR i GDP” &85 T &5 A0 R IR AR MASE R LRSS T
LVATAE NN DT RS B EES KR . ¥ GDP 2 GDP i % BRI E 2% BHRAIRTE X L5F R na {6

(BRBEIRAPRSE I BEA TN AE) , RGUBAU H: 9 2008—2020 4FHIX 3 ZRHK KT EAE ISR 4 PR . ¥ GDP [

RBAERERE 4t 2 T R BRI A SR AR A& T SRR & M, HSASZemR . B

1, %+ GDP FH5 5% AT LIV N ik A

SEERTNERSHER

R4 2008—2020 FREFHE RFEMAEXEFHMENHELR

Table 4 Impact of disaster loss, resources and environment on the economy from 2008—2020 /(10%5%)

Ui H Item 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020
RKE POREHO 13.73  15.64 17.84  20.38  23.33  26.73 30.67 35.24 40.52 46.64 53.74 61.97 71.50
kO -2 2.82 3.09 3.38 3.70  4.05 4.43 4.85 5.30 5.80 6.35 6.95 7.61 8.33

HE=® 2.92 3.31 3.75  4..25 4.82 5.47 6.21 7.05 8.01 9.11 10.35 11.78 13.40
HER=® 7.73 8.66 9.70 10.86 12.17 13.62 15.26 17.09 19.14 21.44 24.02 26.90 30.14
W BRER® -21.59 -7.08 9.68 29.05 51.44 77.33 107.29 141.97 182.12 228.63 282.53 345.00 417.43
W ye—2 -84.49 -80.09 -75.28 -70.02 -64.27 -57.98 -51.09 -43.57 -35.33 -26.32 -16.46 -5.66 6.15
HE=®  -73.76 -66.25 -57.71 -48.01 -36.99 -24.46 -10.20 6.04 24.53 45.59 69.61 96.99 128.24
HER=® -42.95 32.99 -21.83 -9.34 4.64 20.29 37.82 57.45 79.44 104.06 131.64 162.53 197.13
B B R® 26,42 26.99  27.58 28.18 28.79 29.42 30.06 30.72 31.40 32.09 32.81 33.56 34.32
B0 y—2 12.19 13.60 15.12 16.77 18.54 20.47 22.54 24.79 27.23 29.86 32.71 35.79 39.13
HE=® 1.41 2.89 4.53 6.34 8.35 10.58 13.04 15.77 18.79 22.14 25.85 29.96 34.52
HE=® 7.73 5.66 9.70 10.86 12.17 13.62 15.26 17.09 19.14 21.44 24.02 26.90 30.14

(DStatus trend ;@) Case 1 ;@) Case 2 ;@Case 3 ;G Disaster loss ; @Resource impact ;(DEnvironment impact

http ://www. ecologica. cn



3660 g & ¥ ik 30 &

B 2 & BRI ICE KR MRS F 55, B GDP 8215 GDP {EFEARK 13a B E#HHE, WA
HAf LFE ¥4 GDP [ B R 2 TR, BRI ATA R, 22 B 19 o ofe A 25 22 4 5 T Ife e ok G
Ho BHRIB BRI R IR T IR, BRI T R E B, A S 2/K R R TIREE R B BhF
E—ERER, UFR—MFR LK.

600 ™ o gk

—0— FE1
00, Ji %2
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AEHy Year

B2 ‘HREYESE GDPHRKLER
Fig.2 Simulation result of loss of net GDP loss of different projects/ (108 5¢)

AT BRI GDP R 5 R , AT VR Y, BUIR & B 35 B -y (2007—2020 ) M{E 4 1EME, B
BB, FIL, iR R A R EREABEDT 2K ERRNBEIEF S ANHL MR- R
RFRA R BEA (435118 8a 1 6a) ¥ GDP iR N fifE , H BRI REE/DN, A B L 2K PR NTRE; TR
=T G5HAF (2010 4F) B MR R AN T O, A WARRE T A Z 2K, Hik, LA 3 4
R ZSEUE BN AL 2T A6 S E 0 ; R RTE RGN R 0T, BB RANAEDS K
2BE.

3.2 DRIV BUERNTE
3.2.1 ZBrREBE

B T 1 1 s R 5 PR 1 308 R AL , AR R A2 B R IR BRI LIS RS R XM A ST
B AR, A 22 B B 7E AR i T JLAE BE3 1S KOK L 20% 1 8 B 6 & 8 (763 10a A 363 60% )7,
EARBR AN, HTEHSKHLSEET R BB, £ DL 2R R ESS , 767 L 4549 5 Je 5 6l K P
FOFE R A R A TR B RN BAR RS BT, 5% i 3 R HOR TH AR AR 1 9 B AR AR RIBR B A4S, B
DAESHENRM SR, XABAFEESSMEMMERER. Hit, ZHSRREFRBENEE
J5 1A B 3B SR R B3GR IR BE , B 2 R e AR SR g R B [RIE , K BOR 5 | s i Ha e , R P17 7=k
SER TR X — I RN IR LR T AT DU — e A TTI K E, BRI, APPSR AE R G4 BT i 2
Bl b, AR 10% Ze 45 B AR R 13a GDP B3 F P35 3 A== 10:30:60 4 H AR, W AT LA 2] ==
B RPN T7.35% , 5.93% F1 14.1% ,

3.2.2 ®EFABE

TR AR BE AT , 52 0 5 1 SR WS R IR R 8 T IR A PR R , Rl B , b FR = AN AT &
KT BRI AT BT A b X 5 LT , 32 1 SR A R P8R R0 B 4R B8 ), TEAL S 0% R JR 1 [ B 9 e B A X3 1Y
ESRASSERNEELS, FNURREZASESL2/KFNEERNE, BT LIRS RIERE
SRR ZER /T U ETE 10% ST KRIERT , BT IE A R B AL GDP GRFEFIERAL GDP /KFE(H
431k 447. 6—402. 84kWh/10° JGAI 100—90t/ I, [Fl Bt 2 B W V5 1 44 ik 1 R 3R 85 & 47K S 14 v T4 BB VR
. 5% —5.5% ,
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3.2.3 FERPAASEREIE

KA TS e HEc R AR = 15 Y AL P B R /D IR 5 15 e 1 E B A i, 2 IR AE 2R, COD HEBGREE . Tk
PpbIH A A RIS Y R B R B RAB R 3. 5—3. 18.100% 80% , F T4k U575 4o 2 H B v A2 B 57K
IR M EBRIE, B, AR5 3, HEE G A S BB B, A Y/ ekt EE M
65%—71.5% ., B, fRIPFRE BRES RS, RS HREMMEEE, REESHE RN X —FEERH
i, G5 U B S bR, AR 5 0N 35%—38. 5% B WK E AR L D 11%—12. 1% , W% H AR L
11.36%—12.5% HoAp f T4 B 5 A48 B shIR Tk R I AR L8 1234 hm, $fz1t, 3] 2020 4EHENk AN
W E K F] 17000 hm® (S U5TEARZ) A 149600 hm® ) , Anfin LAG4r , AR HL RT3 8] 11.36% o
3.2.4  PHICRIRRE R E

HRKEWE AR BERRBHEHSESRERENZ 2N EENBZ —, —F &% THAEKRN b
BB SRS, 55— TR B SR B S A e AP BN R A PR A B B K T s e 15
R BT , BRUE BT B X [55 Jok S At 15t ) 450 A 388 o, A8 2 A R A0 ) ), 9 B R P TV b 55 5 R AR 2
TREX H SR, T8> B AR R E IR E, B REERI 0T, 30 4 FE A 1 i 8 % 4% 9% L e ol 30% —
33% , B RAEDSIREX ST R 90% —100% ; LA 15 B R R EFIRFEN 6% —S5.4% .
3.3 BEMBKILE

W R E B HE PR BIMELRY T FRAE (3R 5) A S SD R R4 74540, 8 1 WA “ GDP-+ GDP” {9 {H, 7]
SR HIGIEZS RN 4 Fim. MFE4 Prf LI H 2007—2016 45+, “ GDP-% GDP” [{E#R & 5, B4t &
LU R BRI IR AR 75T . 2017—2020 4E“GDP-¥+ GDP” f{E J 45 B IE(E, (H I EfE (F
I3 H) BAR(FEA/NF 0.1) ZHAEBZEMFEMA KR, /T LSS /NE RGN AR B L KRR, H
I, BARIS UESE SR LABSE B, T LA R, BT B BIE R A RS AR R 42 B 15 2020 AT AE S L &M FEAFHE,

F4 EXREHENRIELR
Table 4 Validation result of threshold of eco-security

4 CDP ¥%: GDP GDP-#%: GDP BUFE
Year Net GDP GDP-Net GDP Validate result
2007 122.7800 209.7333 -86.9533 -0.7082
2008 134.0402 215.9813 -81.9411 -0.6113
2009 146.5131 222.9397 -76.4266 -0.5216
2010 160. 3462 230.6979 -70.3517 -0.4388
2011 175.7065 239.3574 -63.6509 -0.3623
2012 192.7827 249.033 -56.2501 -0.2918
2013 211.7888 259.8553 —48. 0665 -0.2269
2014 232.9668 271.9724 -39. 0056 -0.1674
2015 256.5913 285.5524 -28.9611 -0.1129
2016 282.9733 300. 7864 -17.8130 -0.0629
2017 312.4658 317.8913 -5.4255 -0.0174
2018 345.4690 337.1137 8.3553 0.0242
2019 382.4373 358.7339 23.7034 0.0619
2020 423. 8865 383.0706 40.8159 0.0963

4 ETRERFEHEMER
4.1 HEFZEERHIREL

B TR ISR AR RN, B A RIMAE, k&R, 0 TR — AT E, A B ZX SR
TRENL(ANE—1) A B . ABFFIARYE & H T 588 FHERPEOE 55, R B BIE AT B0 B AR e £b
AL BEARAE , AR AR B 16 D T B A X B, R BE R/ MIEZE 0,1 ] o ARIEISHRHIIEM BAR K fatm 0
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RFEISTRARFNFR I SEIEAT , RV B NS IS . R IBIHEIR R A

- X, . . -
Xy <Sj,zg=S_;(l=1a2,3,"'an;]=1,2,3a"',m); ngzsj,zg':l
JaERA A

S..
%hxg <Sj9z'y'=ﬁ(i=1’2939“.’n;j=192’3’".9m); %P‘xg?Sj,zg':l

y

KA, o N THEAR A BUREL; S, 0 & 38458 B BUEL (U BRAE) 5n 9340 BB m PR 1615 40

12 P RE BT AR B (L SR 5 AR S R PP R O BUR(E (2007 48) SEATHRHEIL )G , B 2R Ik 5, AR
ATLAE A B 13 ANET A KBRS 25T, BEAK AR . HAG a0 8im R kUK mRE (C9) |
Tk {57k AbBEA(C11) X3 0.8 DAL ; MHAE & 157K AL BE AR (C12) FIE I BEUR LU (C13) 8 BURAR T (B T)
0.2, 2 H AT A5 2 2 IR 7 HAb R B 7 A EAL T 0.4—0.7 Z Al

*5 ZRHERESRENBFEHERARENRELER
Table 5 Index threshold of eco-security of Chongming Island and standardization results of status value

fihr BIEL Threshold BLARE (2007 4F) LGSR
Index TRR{E Lower limit M4 Upper limit Status value Standardization results

Cl1 6 5.4 9.00 0.67

C2 3.5 3.18 8.21 0.43

Cc3 447.6 402.84 1074.25 0.42

C4 100 90 10.85 0.6

c5 65 71.5 27.70 0.43

C6 60 66 37.00 0.62

C7 35 38.5 18.00 0.51

C8 11.36 12.5 6.00 0.53

C9 11 12.1 10.00 0.91
C10 30 33 18.00 0.6

Cl11 100 110 83.00 0.83
C12 80 88 12.00 0.15
C13 5 5.5 1.00 0.2

T C1—C4 N IRHIZAEAR , P b RN T T BRAE

4.2 ABEEMEETH

RIELEEIBBUE T ES L NG AT o RAMBCR AR5 A DS ELEFERZH B ET L LK
LRETEMEER (R 6)  TEM G AT LUAA N AT LR 5 — , e S W B A B L2 BUR PG (2007 4F) 4552
WLVEH, S S RESZREA/0 0. 523, IEAT — 1w E K BURIX , BEE B TRKR L, 25 Wit
SR T AR 25 g MR ORI B AR 5 55—, EL 3K 2001—2007 4R MY 4551, AT AT Hh AR B L 245
B 2R B, EEIRTEBR T A B B X A SRR B TARR B 4 n5R , 8 15a L
FRBALR SRR TR 260 = e R R I BOF 0 45 R RIS BRI , 100 7 A i 15 BRI
B AESE RGP EERR . FIaT LI, EIA RS T, sk A 258 5 5e 3 4 B AR
NG , FEARAE S KUY BRI B A S R AR, B SRR R A S 2L S IR EZ Tl

Fz6 20012007 FRPFZESRETFNER
Table 6 Valuation result of eco-security of Chongming from 2001to 2007

i H Ttem 2007 2006 2005 2004 2003 2002 2001
JE S135%% Pressure index 0.53 0.5 0.48 0.45 0.42 0.39 0.38
IRESTESL State index 0.58 0.55 0.53 0.5 0.52 0.51 0.49
i W 15 %¢ Response Index 0.46 0.37 0.34 0.29 0.26 0.24 0.22
25418 Integrated value 0.523 0.469 0. 446 0.410 0. 400 0.381 0.364
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5 ZigtniTdie

X FAS RGER L 24 EEHE R B X8R BUE 2 XA L 200 (0 EZ AR X R R 2
T TR BRI T . 2 BB N 2R SR 2 R R MR AR SR, [F] i B i 2s gh S 22 i
1) R BAEN % 2 M —ES B, BIETE LRI 5 h i 23 I TS L 2P b, [RIE, X T Se g
HMBOR A WA BB FME.

SEH I SR SR (3R] 1 P AR B G , KSR I 5 F R B R A BN M S AR S R Gk T E K EI I
PR, MR FLR IR A b3 AE SRR, BEER T B AR E R TR 35 R O T R S R R R PR R AR
MAGEEMN BT R THBER S XIBE SEBRERK LR EER S EBREENEHE T,
W=7 LB AR Ak L T 3N R IR T FERCRE IR B TS Y i P A AR RO AR, B BB AT A TR IR R 48
HIATE SR R ALK 1) R G 3 1 S8l B R T RIS R RAED L2 BB EFFFHE , X h & 5
JRHF R B —E RTHETE R L BEE R W XSRS R 2 BUEIR M TR ; 2R T UK R R G sh SRR
FER R R B (E Y 5 AU

AR P E LM RGEER D, i TEE“ % GDP" G5 TAF AL KR AENESEETES
8, 0T AR T I RIEE W FESHUKE , F L6 3 MR RS EUE, 7T IFEEIE A5 R R
HERR A 7 IR TS e i I FIAE S T RB AT A0 B AR K E VR B/ MEBI RN TR, # E A B L &M S
FHME ., KA ENRENFTHRASNAESZEEETEN P, B3 T LEBSE BN SR, BIE T BEK
A,
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