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Research of Sustainable Development of Ecological Economy in

Northwest of Shandong Based on Ecological Footprint
—T aking Dezhou City as an Example

LIU Fugang
(Geography Dep artment of Dezhou University, Dezhou, S handong 253023, China)

Abstract: Ecological Footprint is a new method of quantitatively measuring the extent of human use of natural resources and pro-
viding services for human life. Appling this method to analyze the ecological economy development of Dezhou city that situated
in northwest of Shandong province, the results indicate that per capital ecological footprint of Dezhou got from 1. 373 5 hm? to
3.703 6 hm®, average annual grow th of is 33.93%; per capital ecological capability from 0.493 7 hm*> grow up to 0.560 2 hm?,
average annual growth of is 2.69%; per capital ecological deficit from 1. 174 hm? to 3.067 hm?,the growth ratio of annual is
32.25% from 2002- 2006. Influnce of human activity to physical ecosystem have already go beyond the limits of the local eco
logical capability, and continuously acceleration, the relation betw een human and environment tends to strain.
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