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Ecological Restoration Research of Red Soil Degradation
Based on Ecological Footprint Mode

CHEN Shi-fa’? , CHA Xuan'?*, L1 Xuyi'?
(1. Fujian Provincial Key L aboratory of Subtropical Resources and Environment, Fuzhou 350007, China;

2. College of Geographical Sciences, Fujian Normal University, Fuzhou 350007, China)

Abstract : The Ecological Footprint isa measure of the degree of sustainable development indicators, which quantitatively meas
ure the human impact on nature. Using ecological footprint and ecological carrying capacity of ways to serious soil degradation,
taking the Anxi county and Yongding county as an example, the assessment of human activities on the ecological environment
impact is studied. The statistical data analyss and calculations show that ecological deficit , the ecological environment isin an
unbalanced state. The paper provides the ecological restoration specific measures which is helpful to the ecologica , economic,
environmental coordinated development.
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