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Ecological Footprint Evaluation of Land Reclamation
—A Case Study in Chun’ an County , Zhegjiang Province

WANG Xiao ming" ,XU Yu' ,QIAN Yi’*, WANG Xiu zhen’
(1. College of Resources and Environment, Xinjiang Agricultural University,Urumgi 830052, China;
2. College of Environment and Saf ety Engineering,Qingdao University of Science and Technology , Qingdao 266042, China;
3. Institute of Zhejiang Meteorology, Hangzhou 310004, China)

Abgtract : Ecological footprint is a perfect method to measure regional sustainability. The back ground ,theory and calculateing
method of ecological footprint were presented. Usng EF method ,the effect of land reclamation in Chun’ an county was ana
lyzed. The result indicated that land reclamation had decreased 11.43 % EF of Chun’ an county in 2004. It is point out that EF
method will be more useful in measuring ecological value of land resource, therefore, the EF research will be helpful to deci-
son-making in land using.
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