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Method and Application of Ecological Security Analysis in Tibet Plateau
—A Case Study in Qusum County

LI Su-nan,ZHAO Yan—hi, SHI Pei5un
(College of Resources Science and T echnology, Beijing N ormal University ,Key Laboratory of
Enmvironmental Change and N atural Disaster of the M inistry of Education, Beijing 100875, China)

Abstract: Making use of PSR conceptual model of ecological security and hierarchy analysis method, evaluation system of
ecological security of Qusum county, Tibet Autonomous Region is established.- The results show that present ecological
security in Qusum county is in a yellow alert state, eco—environmental problems become the main limiting factors for the local
economic development. The natural and social origins of those ecoenvironmental problems are expounded from the point of
climatic changes, resources exploitation and human activities, some available approaches are brought forward to improve the
status of ecological security of Qusum county-
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