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Abstract

As a method to measure the effect of environment, ecological footprint can assess the sustainable
development level of a certain region. In this paper, we give an introduction to the concept of eco-
logical footprint and computing modeling. Then, we take Tianmen City as a case study and assess
its development situation from 2009 to 2013 by ecological footprint theory. The result showed
that the per capita ecological footprint of Tianmen City increased 13.63% and the per capita eco-
logical capacity increased 2.1% in the 5 years. This region had been in ecological deficit and in-
creased by 21.24% from 0.66686 hm? to 0.80852 hmz. The per capita ecological footprint and per
capita GDP kept increasing, while the ecological footprint of ten thousand yuan GDP presented a
downward trend. In addition to these analyses, the ecological footprint of Tianmen was beyond
the available ecological capacity, and the ecological environment was at risk. The available meas-
ures for the sustainable development of Tianmen city in the future were put forward.
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AR RITR— MR X SR A EF Y H R A R T, EREER ST
MRERBAOEE. SOOTRITHERNAESRTHIT T HEI . HELERRYH, RITHTHEAS
RILEBAWHIES, S4ERIHEM13.63%, AWERBHR/PMEREIEK, BKENRN2.1%. TTEABES
BRI EMAESHFEINR, M20094E40.66686 hm2iE NP [20134E{0.80852 hm?, K% H21.24%.
NSRBI GDPZRER KM FER, A¥HLGDPRITFZRER /D, X—ER, KBRITH KRR
FIHEEHLRHESRRAEE, EFRKRERFHESRIEATFUW, HEMERM ERBRITHR

RATFER R ERBR.
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1. 53|

B Tl A KT HF R A B PR EAT N FURRAS AN BT oK, SRR ER B AR T I 26 B KRS
UK EIR, RPN H R . ST, ARt A% MR EFHRR,
FERRREE K R B AR R I 2L AR R — M B AT R R R T, BRIE R T2 N .
AR I AT TV A RN K AE B AR 44K REES [1]45T 1992 E#tH . 1996 4F Wackernagel [2]%4E
BRIEFAT TN EFEE, TR T 52 ANEFAFIHLIX . 1999 A2 2 08 INES 1 e b i i IR
kG RAE 5 NFRIFE[3]-[6], 10 J5 & 53 3 Sk M 1 FE — 248 7 1) T RR R IR BL[ 7]-[11] . ASCEd
BRI CERAW” AR R AN RBRAT I EMONT, SE50 “2ERAm” M,
B8 L S S B R T 7 X6 W YR PR R R R T RSl R R O, FE AR QAT 78 2K 317 96 Bl A S B ] e Uk
&, B EENEBMISLE .

KITHAL T B b6, LRGP EIEE. 12°33'45"E ~113°26'15"E, 30°22'30"N~30°52'30"N. J&T
JBE s 2 S . PSRN 178 SCAERE/KE N 12811 mm. #AEA D 167 A, £#dtE AN
WZ AT . 2013 4E[E 2B~ B4 365.19 127G, A GDP A 28,331.26 Jt..

2. EBRBERS “BERAW #Hid

AR RIWER CCER M dR4ERE N HIX . ERECE IR TR E S fE A
KT HERR D BAEY AP R AR [12] . & BERRARGRAE — & BHEBORSFATAIE 2 56 A TR E N
UG PRI I, SCRE S AR — 8 B2 BOR AT M 28 25 T N D 9 R AR A7 TR PR e 4 HH A 7 5K
A R AR — A BT AR A AL TR AR, R TT DU R R SR AR L — MR FR[13]. A R
ME AR, R NSNS B ORI A RE S vy, P2t X AT RFE R R Pk ol . AR, 7
AR HMER, FRE AR B Z ORISR R L), 0B A T2t X RRE R R o BRI
i I N SR I ARAE S RGN SS B P A B ZE A P AR S AR P e S S A A A A 7 T AR 2 TR ) 22 B
HILA P WA B S g [X ) 2 7 RV B s 5 AL 2t AR S R SR O Vi R I E R

RGNS R HITE, UL “ERRA i RO IH R, BT A e T 7
PR [E LRSS, H T 2Rk A BUR IS e A ke, 5RERSERRE ™ I EZER, Bt
BRZ I RS I o 9 1 S A SO 2 3 R SE PR A P A DO A AE, A T CEZR A T
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FEA, “EZRXAW” AN ERABERERE, —ANBRAR “ERAH” 4T 1 AAAER Y
FER A= S A A], T AR A AR A A A b (el RN K38 1) A 7 O B IE o R ) SRR s R T
FE o3 77 7 SR A= R o AT DASCSIE AR s I R 5 TR) AR () DX 33k By 9 905 R IR 1 B o) B4 855 1 5
MRS, DRI B3 S AT /N MBI ) SR 7

1) A2 AR .

AR I T = AN AR [14]: —2 NS0T LA E B 58 28 48 K 2 BO80 R Rei =4
IR FEVNECE; IR X B B AE 7 SR A ()R] DA 4 A S PR AR P A L TR, = R aX e 7
A ERERE), BIASE SR TEAE R e s — MR B it . BT KA AR EERE T
ES RN RS R EITEEARLLL, RN Z, 2Bk i i 2 R 2 1) 4 P 35 A
RE IR BRI A 7208 1, AR B “ B2 A7 iz EARAE R A 7 F = s R 1. AEAERS
JEIER TR, AR RN E R, —RACAEY A sy Dy 6 AR B, AR, EHLL K
B, EHHM. A ER A H15]. TR A R N[12] [16]:

EF = N xef :erij(aai):erij(cipi)

Arb: EF NEEREL: NAANOEG ef ANIAES L r vBfHE 1 aa A i FiE ST GHE
PLEF AR o 0y | AR A BN By p 0 R R T A P RE DT

2) AR AR,

ARSI II[15] [17]R 5D RN RS, AR AR, RIBEAEARES RGN
A IRDIRERIHTER T, — /LXK B Bg 4R fE A A 354 P U s i AR . R DLBE AR N E — 2 AR A
2 BUFHORGFA T R IX Prge 2 BEi A5 25 P P M RO . RV B3t X 10 2% 28 A 3 28 7 1 - b i
FAG 77 & R0 2 B DR 120 e A S B AR S AR = e s AR, H kS A OR8] [19]:

EC =Nxec=Nx) ajxyjxrj

s ECHXIEIESAR: NADEG ec A NBEREB T af W NSIEYAEF TR ri3s s A
T YRR PR TR AR R IR 12% 0 AR 2 RE R T AR, 153
SRR AT F AR 2SR [ 16]
3) BT EFE AT JLGDP 2k
ED=EF -EC

MED>0, AN BT TASAE ), HIAESKAFINS; k2, MED<0, WHAESEKE
HRTABRE, HIASHERNER, RFZHX KR ARITVEEA .

717G GDP 2 282 12 X 3k B2 A7 (1) N 1 (1) A 25 f2 328 Bk DA [ 9 A2 7= 2 (GDP); /3 7. GDP (A7 2 78
R, RN XA A P AR B 7 2RI, ez, Tk .

4) A

TEVHRARZS R BT IX SR AR S A= AR, A TEA RIS A= oy A A
[F AR A= IR TAR, 5 BN & R AR WA = AR 3fe DL — AN 47 [R5 [20] [21].  “HEKAEL” w35 e -+
SR A [ A TR R P P R AR W AR O LA I BT AR AR P 1 L S S AR W A R D148 B .
HEAAN:

rj = kj/K

A, TR T KNSR P e ) 4 P R AR 7 KO 4 & 28 AR W A 7 M TR A
5) FERT
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TEVHRASARB IR, BT ANE X B E K AAAE 22 7, DR &4 X B 5K R S8 AR 3 AR 7= 1 1t
RS2 BRI AR AN BE B3R B, Xt T P B T [15] [17)4 & M [X [F) 282 s A P v A o AT HL R, 7
1% B B R R R DL ISR bR A A X S 2 - 1o 3 AR R 0 S [ R (R 2 Y
PR JIKCP I ZE S, SRR RN E S A I S 25 . EAUE b, PER T RIEE IR %
R AR P4 Bk DA A B [F) 28 s P 2 AR 7= 1A B . A R

yi =ti/Tj
A, YiNFEER T PR, jSRAEYAFE LA Ty T E IS AEY A= i P AR
VAR

3. RIMWESELIHEMS

R HVERS REER 0T, R CRITHSGHHEE) « (PESGUHES) S8R, 0 RITHHESFEAES
AETEHEAT TS AR R R TSR — SR AR W B B A RE IR SRR 2 PSR A . JEAERS R Y
Mhdtn. bR, B, KIS RS M AR RARAE A BRIRAE S R, SR Ut R G B AR
BHO A AR L SR T . A RETR T AR O RETR AR S R, B TR
T AR Hh H G 2 SR B AR (0 A P 1 R A [12] . R ARSI . WAL S RNV R
FL S BRI AR T R 3R

3.1 HEHEAFMCERTFHHE

AT HHA T F0F, B AW S G — I AVE AT TR, BTR FH 0 & 2 A 7 5 (1 B 34
BERA R ARETFMIBITA)) T rdE.

1) EF T

A P i i 24T IR T - BEH4.8543, #R310.1123, H110.043, 7K150.4859, 1 47 AEiE I 440.1123,
VI H14.8543. BT WRILCO, M) - tth 35 b, DRI Ab A RED8 FH M A 2 465 DR 7 5 AR AR [0 5 T S i 4%
2 2R, 3% R T B R .

2) RiTir=&RHT¥

TEF= BRI, @ A FEB = R AR ], o BRI S AR i = B R AR, BT
PUSENE O, A2 B WA REIR I SR COHA TR, b Re Uk A M 7= e R F- 0. RITTTH A4k
PR R TN . #Fh1.2185, AkHb1.5614, FiH0.3273, /KIH1.9999, b A AEUEAHNO, HEEH
1.2185.

3.2. RIMmESBEEEEL

ARSCAEAZS R TSR 2 8 BT R B, AR R 1T 1172009~20134F f R HA) AR i A1 BE R I
PR E, dE B RG SRR A R, B G NE HE N DR, T R T IES S AR
SRE, WEIFTR.

MR A BT RS, FRARIE A S AR, HIOwK mAfES .. AR EYH
AP R EECRI LA, R A R G YR RE B AR Sk [22] . RITHAL TELDCF R, R4
AL B AR I B R o AR SR BN B T R EE AR B R A R 9
ARTEMZFER RS, W 2 Fis.

FEA ST A AT BEVE AL 28 ) T 5 o SR F W 5= S5 [ 2314 Hh (56 TR IA I A BE VR S L AR 285 R i it
B3 WS = R T AR AR AN R . MR T B REVRY AR, SR I N3 il fe K
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Table 1. The ecological footprint of the biotic resources of Tianmen City from 2009 to 2013 (unit: hm?/person)

2 1. KI5 2009~2013 FAMEFFHBESBTEAL: hmYA)

TH PR 20094F 20104F 20114 20124F 20134
s 0.04071 0.04012 0.04275 0.04320 0.04431
N 0.01445 0.01548 0.01619 0.01675 0.01911
Tk 0.00167 0.00145 0.00206 0.00298 0.00185
IFES 0.00932 0.00840 0.00879 0.00789 0.00910
EES 0.00242 0.00038 0.00042 0.00293 0.00350
Lii e 0.02176 0.02299 0.02370 0.02404 0.02236
pidas 0.00231 0.00210 0.00255 0.00313 0.00273
i 0.03199 0.03065 0.03607 0.03507 0.03733
2k 0.00097 0.00093 0.00090 0.00136 0.00088
HE 0.00006 0.00035 0.00002 0.00003 0.00004
e d 0.00588 0.00589 0.00692 0.00659 0.00699
KR 0.00269 0.00047 0.00049 0.00051 0.00053
ARAF 0.00449 0.00031 0.00011 0.00004 0.00006
(N 0.00019 0.00451 0.00821 0.00485 0.00535

K= i 0.04484 0.04588 0.04634 0.04884 0.05168
L 0.02345 0.02037 0.02059 0.02118 0.02276
wA 0.00250 0.00252 0.00251 0.00265 0.00275
BE 0.01056 0.01097 0.01109 0.01119 0.01123
4R 0.05127 0.05606 0.06317 0.06959 0.07432
ESA| 0.00370 0.00416 0.00432 0.00494 0.00514
LUES 0.00032 0.00056 0.00056 0.00056 0.00060

Table 2. The ecological footprint of energy of Tianmen City from 2009 to 2013 (unit: hm?/person)
3 2. RITH 2009~2013 FHERFRHFES BB (AL hmYA)

Ve &St 2009 4E 2010 4= 2011 4 2012 4 2013 4
FEaR 0.04226 0.04530 0.05024 0.04748 0.05147
WA 0.00253 0.00287 0.00286 0.00203 0.00741
Seuh 0.00016 0.00018 0.00017 0.00017 0.00018
RIS 0.00119 0.00178 0.00200 0.00229 0.00307
FEIR 0.00021 0.00025 0.00026 0.00025 0.00025
H77 0.00791 0.00978 0.01091 0.01134 0.01203

FLUIE L SRR A A T 20134 B T 2 B 2E 25 L 328 90.05147 hm?/ N, o5 B8N REVETY 27 1£169.17%,
X R TRT H AR AR VE B RS TR RE A R 9 . 1T ELSAE 1AM IR R FE AL TR KR AS,  M2009
4 1170.04226 hm?/ A\ F|20134F [£10.05147 hm#/ N\, K% K21.78%, W3R,
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Table 3. The summary of ecological footprints of Tianmen City from 2009 to 2013
2 3. KI5 2009~2013 FEAES BISCE(BAL: hm?/A)

it H 2009 4E 2010 4E 2011 4 2012 4E 2013 4
Bt 0.80638 0.79033 0.84863 0.87018 0.89923
o) 0.00327 0.00367 0.00438 0.00379 0.00448

U b 0.00328 0.00359 0.00400 0.00424 0.00465
WK IR 0.02179 0.02229 0.02373 0.02183 0.02511
AT L 0.00089 0.00110 0.00122 0.00127 0.00135
HE I 0.08945 0.09045 0.09114 0.09222 0.09435
IR IE 0.18378 0.19912 0.21385 0.21396 0.23070
RS R 1.10884 1.11056 1.18696 1.20750 1.25987

AR R RGN R AR N B AR IR AR AR K, AR B N D E AN PP RIS . R
FIm N EEOR, #KPr, 2009~2013 4E[A], A M 1,641,539 At 1,667,867 A, HKZEH 1.6%.
[FIEE, V42K T 51%. B4 3 ATLAEH, RITTT 2009~2013 4 5 4 [ AR 25 2 2F AR b 344 T AN
K AIRA . 2009 4EA4 A L3 1.1088 hm?/ A, 2013 4F AXJZEZ L7 N 1.2599 hm?/ N, #HNT 13.63%.
b, BHbATEEEER K, HOCHKEEMES . 2013 &M 5G], BE(71.37%). K&
J5(18.31%) . IR H0(7.49%) 1KIKKIH(1.99%) . PR (0.36%) A&t (0.37%) b A AL H1(0.11%).
e N4 Rl i EE Ry, KRR — =g kb T S A, S5 A= i 207 k. 5
FEIR) R T TN SRR R SR BB A, AR E T

3.3. RITHESERG DTN

PR A=A R, XA A 0 & AR A AR I LA i DR - A R T, BERTAS B R T T )
NS EAAE ST 7= R A0 N L P34 7 ) 5 R R A SP A A = g b e . Horp, g A LY
FEER T S B R T AR BT ORI A T A TR A JERHA B CO, i L, bl —
FEAE A A JERL = M SRR AE 0, BRI A B 1l (1) A A5 AR 3R A2 0. TE TS AR A5 AR 3k 0 (R s 42 [
Brabil, B E 12%MIAEY 2R T, THE SR WE 4 FR.

KIS A 7R3 ) /NE B Bh Bk . N384 257K 3% 11 L2009 4F 170.44198 hm?/ A $1]20134F
0.45135 hm?/ N, K ZF N2.1%. 20134 %25t N K24 2K 10T & Bl ly,  BEb %05 (75.821%) . &
FUFHHL(22.4141%) . 7K30(1.7419%) #AH1(0.0228%). FHH(0.0002%) . A= 75A&%E /748 i E 2 Ko TRk
PRI E . AU EE R R . N IRAEVE AP B2 P i i . BRI s T o LU EEAR R,
Foh i — B R R R . B AR SR EO R NEE K, EERBOVRIEY BRI R, SRS
AE BRI S AR RI R R SRR S, BRI AT di e Rk, Hr B i g
WA HAT o

3.4. it GDP 47 B FFRF| ARE

TEXS R 1T A A = P i AT EUER BRI 5N 5 7G GDP BRI, SR S WA= 4 A 7 P = 1l (1) )
R

WA Jiot GDP Hif, Jit GDP [fE 7 TRk K, S M BIR it A ARk . [z, BRIRFIR &R
. ME 1 AT LAE H, 2009~2013 4, RITHTHAL G 76 GDP HAEZS B4 FEAIK, H 2009 41 0.9620
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Table 4. The summary of ecological capacity of Tianmen City from 2009 to 2013 (unit: hm?/person)
= 4. Ri7Im 2009~2013 £ A ASAF IR EEA: hmYA)

TiH 2009 4 2010 4 2011 4 2012 4 2013 £
b 0.38548 0.38766 0.38804 0.37591 0.38889
p7S: 0.00010 0.00012 0.00012 0.00012 0.00012
i 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000
oA R 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000
Kk 0.00768 0.00800 0.00815 0.00850 0.00893
A 0.10899 0.11021 0.11105 0.11237 0.11496
2 R R 0.06027 0.06072 0.06088 0.05963 0.06155
RS 0.44198 0.44527 0.44648 0.43727 0.45135
1.0+ *
0.8 \ ~@- ¥4 7 TLGDP
o - .
W § el T~
w20 4
# Y \Q
o =~ \
a g L g
Q9 £ 044
52
B W 0.24
0.0 , 1 : : |
2009 2010 2011 2012 2013
EfyYear
Figure 1. Ecological footprint of ten thousand yuan GDP
from 2009 to 2013

[Z 1. 2009~2013 /3t GDP £ 75 ik

hm?/73 76~ B5 2 2013 4E) 0.4447 hm?/ T3 JG. RAR TSGR RE b, R H R TEA T R i [
B, XA RS IR SRR I 205 R AW B e B R T 1) e A P2 3 A = KPR R i IX
PRI T HAD SRR G ARAE L5 K R AR R FEAE A H a0 58 R TR T T HKEE B2 IR 1) BE 2 AKEE R R
TE &\ SRR HE S

35. RIMTHESFFRBADSEN

XF R T A A R T RAE S AR T S R AT s, DL R AR SR el AR . T AL
DA, RITHEAZIASATIRS. BAERAFTM 2009 1) 1,094,671.84 hm® EF+5] 2013 iﬁ’ﬂ
1,348,496.33 hm?, KNy 23.23%.

11 2 AfCLE R A S2E A 777 M\ 2009 4R ) 0.66686 hm?/ A3 Jin £ 2013 4Ef1) 0.80852 hm?/ A\,
B RN 21.24%, VB KEA 4.25%., H, 2013 FEAE LT RA SRR M 2.8 5. LT
B A B O N I RZ KA Bk i3 i, 35K 308 13.63%. AR5k E 7 13 hn 32 252 AR KF
AP, KRN 2.1%, HHGKEEREE S TS BB KEE . R, £&75
FHRHIEEHRTAHSEFRBEIE, FETESETAESAZE NS, HARMZAND, ¥

PR T REEER MR RS RGN KA
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1.50

1.25 |
< 100 TR
& ] BRE
£ 075 AT
=
S 0.50 ‘
:%\J 4 ‘ f—w,,‘,,,,— ’ ‘
0254
Eal
£ 000 ‘ ; , 1 , : , : :
H 20094 20104F 20114F 20124F 20134
R -0251
it i

-0.50 A

A
-0.75 | T— A A,
-1.00 —
F4 Year

Figure 2. Dynamic change of ecological footprint of Tianmen City from 2009 to 2013
[ 2. X[ 2009~2013 S S BITEHATHENA: hmYA)

LEE AT RITHTE 5 AN LR A () A /R FE AR, B2 5 A1, 7E 2009~2013 4R (8], FREH
FHhAh, e 5 RAY A IR BUAE SR T BATHRBEVMEUGE L > WRAKE > HEHh >
Mtth > AT R 7R SR ISR o, BRI NI AR AR iR, 2013 B AT o5 LLEE Y 63.12%. 5
SR B AR S 7R 7 M 2009 4E 15 0.42090 hm? A _EF+3] 2013 4£ () 0.51034 hm*/ A, #K T 21.25%, EIK
MEB AR o X T B OB A AE 7= 77 30, RO BRI, B EKPHR FRTIE R A
AT AN A B IEE R K, UM 2009 4% 0.00318 hm?/ A n% 0.00436 hm’/ A, X3
SRMNATTI A R 5 SRR, AR 7 SRR I PRI AT 30 A 1 I it S R P A2 25 7R R D AR 3G e
AR AR 2 A AR KGR, — 3% (i N3 2E 7677 7433 B 2009 4Ef) 0.00328 hm?% A FiT 0.01411 hm?/
N BN %] 2013 4 0.00465 hm? A1 0.01618 hm?*/ A, T B R ATER K8, R & A AIK
PRI SRR, FIER B TRSEE S, R GRS, AR, B A KIS ST A
Wik A JEoRE = 2R 25 7R 7 N3 A R A R B, A\ 2009 4F ¥ 0.00089 hm?/ A | 2013 4EF)
0.00135 hm?/ N\, il 56%, Bt T L @B fRsRE MR BA A AR 25 2 20 /& R 11T BT A A = ik
ot —— AN AR S AR A, RBR T @A M K TRk R R B FERE,
07 FJa RITHHE “ B ik il ” X — B R JEALE, IR AR SERE iR @ 5 s i 23,
SUH R RIS 2R, S EESE R I G,

4. GELFNEEIN

M “ERAF” AR ER, X RITH 2009~2013 FEAK L BT IHE S . SRER, H
TN ORIPSER IR &S RS R 8, I ES NS RTINS, HE2EIREINNES, £S5k
FM 2009 4[] 0.66686 hm?/ At in% 0.80852 hm’/ N F MR [T G5 K I ZARM E ARG, A4
A R ORI A R, AT AR RS U7, 1EAY) GDP MAERK TR
SEMEINMIFEI, BAA7 J5 00 GDP MRS I IZAERK, BRI T ESTF R BRI, HE T ARSI
TR R, BN S . Bk, WKIZRE, RIOTEDRGFLS. &5 A =%
KRARGRIEE,

N T IEZAR R FER R INEL IR, BIRE GRS SRS R, RITHA] LAE %
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Table 5. Different land use types of ecological deficit or surplus (unit: hm?/person)
=5 TEEHABERFFZERENM: hmIA)

2009 4 2010 4¢ 2011 4¢ 2012 4 2013 4E

B ~0.42090 -0.40267 ~0.46059 -0.49427 -0.51034
it -0.00318 ~0.00355 ~0.00426 ~0.00368 ~0.00436
B -0.00328 ~0.00359 ~0.00400 ~0.00424 ~0.00465
KKk Ik -0.01411 -0.01429 ~0.01558 ~0.01334 -0.01618
A B -0.00089 -0.00110 -0.00122 -0.00127 -0.00135
HEH 0.01954 0.01976 0.01991 0.02015 0.02062
AT A -0.66686 -0.66528 -0.74048 -0.77023 -0.80852

PAR JURb S AT 2508 1) RN D8R, MBI S R AT 770 2) HHEER L 28 PRI LA Bl
B b e, SEBl R R BRARI. 3) SIEESEHERIRL A BRIV B, 1R BT
PRI R . 4) A8 B0 AE J7 ORH 207 SREE 284, AR AR AT S iR 2 At b, SR AT
W, AR NATTHY AL 35 97 2
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