55 36 B 22 1] S &~ £ Eild Vol.36,No.22
2016 4F 11 H ACTA ECOLOGICA SINICA Nov.,2016

DOI: 10.5846/stxb201608181694
X A F Tk A S R 2RI IR A A2 4] ,2016,36(22) .

Liu Y, Shi L.Critical review on industrial diversity indicators. Acta Ecologica Sinica,2016,36(22) .

T EH RS ZHEEITR

x w s &Y

TR R AT B [ IR S 15 Qe P B E SR %, AT 100084

A TP AR Tk AR 252 S AT FE B H A, 2 Tl AR S BRI S 2 —  HHE LER IR B2 f 2k, A
TIRABEAR T ZARER) & LR T AR S RGN DT T T Tl A S R G5 AR A S R G4 M A T RE M J7 TH]
A5 [ LB T Tl 2R E S E SO R e 7 B B T B4 N TR 2 9 10 A TV AR AR AR , N TMb Al SR Fn oy A 1 2
JE MV AT G AR 34, LR Nl ) A 22 B 5 2 0 DX L 45 =07 RRESE AR R 20D =41, 2305 S HAH 37 i 055 3 JF L
BT AARPRBLBR AL, ESCBRN T P 255 2 Tl AR R A9 T4 2R | n] DUAE 4 10 A B ke DX Tl 2 R 26544, A Bl
TREAR Tl Z AR Tl A 2 R G A

K TSRS, Tl 2R M F8hR A

Critical review on industrial diversity indicators
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Abstract; Industrial diversity was an important frontiers of industrial ecology research, and also an important decision
support for industrial ecologization. But it carried out lots of concepts and various measurement methods. In order to
understand the concepts of industrial diversity and its influence on industrial ecological system, this study first compared the
similarities and dissimilarities between industrial ecological system and natural ecological system from structure and function
aspects. Then we reviewed the evolution of industrial diversity concepts, summarized the measurement methods of ten
industrial diversity indices, seperated them into three groups as industrial number and evenness of distribution, industrial
hierarchy, economic correlation and regional industrial combination. Then we gave detailed instructions on meaning and
calculation formula of each index. We also made detailed analysis of the characteristics of these indices about the advantage
and disadvantage. In practical application, combining the results of several industrial indices may help us to understand the
full story of industrial composition and structure, and the influrence of industrial diversity on the process of industrial

ecosystem.
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