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Restricted Factors in Ecological Recovery in
Western Area and the Selection of Evaluation Index
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Abstract: Global environment and crisis make the ecwlogical security get more attention from the world, not like traditional
security such as military, national defense, and food security, ecological recovery is not only an economic notion, but also a
comprehensive one. It covers many fields, ecological rehabilitation, ecological econonmy, agricultural economy, soil science, soil
and water conservation and soil erosion. According to the requirement of the national Eleventh-Five Year Plan, the main
restricted factors in ecological recovery in western area are analyzed and the importance and necessity of ecological recovery is
discussed, and the evaluation index in ecological recovery are selected by using scientific principle-
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