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Abstract: The sign of sustainable development is the sustainable use of resources and a good ecological envi-
ronment. In the present study, the ecological footprint and ecological capacity of Chang-Zhu-Tan City are
calculated and analyzed from 2002 to 2014 by use of the improved ecological footprint factor, as well as its
developed trend is predicted by the grey model. The results show that during 2002—2014, its ecological foot-
print increased from 2.120 50 X 10" hm? to 3.181 29 X 10" hm?®, the ecological carrying capacity gradually d
ecreased from 4.880 2X10° hm?® to 4.931 5X10° hm?, while the ecological deficit per capita increased from
—1.632 48X10" hm? in 2002 to —2.688 14X 10" hm? in 2014; from 2002 to 2014, the ecological footprint and ec-
ological population of 10,000-yuan in the Changzhutan region showed a gradual decline, and the ecological footprint
utilization efficiency showed a gradual and rapid trend; the ecological sustainability index showed a decline during the
early stages but stable fluctuations during the later stages, the per capita ecological deficit has been predicted to be
risen up to —2.340 6 hm® in 2026. Urgent calls on the local government actively are to take measures to
improve the ecological environment in order to achieve sustainable economic and social development.

Keywords: ecological footprint; equilibrium factor; yield factor; sustainable development; Chang-Zhu-Tan region
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FURE Y 05 T R T T R W 58 IR 2N IR B LR 4
IR A B M TR A LSRR, BHHNEE
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T3 e SR ) RUBE X X3 AT R 4k & R AT T S UE
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B S HE S B (A T R i ) i AT AR Ak A&
1E o FEXF PR R A8 I E L AR AR A XA [ 25 A
Yy i T mAGTH T B e i L IR R
FHR MR H X 2002—2014 4F 13 a HF =82 K T8
SRR S5 B8 A8k 1 R 0, A X0 R R I F T S
Tt b o TR] BE A 1 K o VRt DX IX 3, ) e P L 2 5
Hb KR CO, WU = 7. 7 0 8 5T X S35 167 1A
T AR X R A BIE S R N AR S R
PR, JEEEA JT 0 GDP AR 2550, A 2558 A
P AR5 0 ) A00% AR 285 1T R 2 48 8O0 o TRt X
T 13 a MY AT RESE R R DL HET T o0 AT S 1T R BT 28 5%
KR 5 R WFIE DX 8% 5 1) L A8 A 10 LA Sk 1B
I ) 2 A O IR 5 B LA A A AR

FF 98 S Al BCHE 32 2R U T 20032015 4F B (14
MRS (BB R AT SR %) .

1 WFREX S

AR TR M XA, T 4 AR AR B X, R AR 3 A
Mg, 12 AR X4 AR YTL, T AN E, 2014
AR KRR b X A2 72 Bl 11 735.39 1200, & 3% E &
o7 A Ll E O I O, A B AR 7 SE 83 317 T,
i 78 BE PR 8 776.20 AL TT . M J7 W B 959.56
2T ARAARBH B FE B 956.03 4270, AL DL _E Tl
SA 15 387.54 270 AL & TH R A AT 4 361.22
{2t IR AR K 65.99 % .

2 Wik

2.1 AETRRIR
TEVHA AR S R IR I T — 28 T M 2R A Y A 7
JIANTR] 4 2 Tl AU 1 A W A 7 A A el T AR R D) — A
FHR ) R -, BRI A I Sk P A8
BB A, HBEALN.
A, =C,/)Y,=(P,+1,—E)/(Y,XN) (D

e AT SR E RN S AN DEGY, 1 C 40 3h
55 A 2RI E B T3 7 R 2 b i AT B
P, I E 3 AR P 5 AR O B AR D i,

XA A A R I CeD BT A

efl=2r A =2r, (P,+1,—E.),/(Y,XN) (2)
e, S A DR AR SO A DR A SR T ) R R
SRS T AR S B R M AR b | E L Yl K
AR 1 i R M 43 I HRE 1.32,0.82,0.71,0.56,
1.32,0.82,

AR A S R (ER) iR A .

EF=N X (ef) (3)
KN A TEL,
22 EBEEAH

FETHR A SR T i) S AN TR) DX 3R ) 28 A= g A
P A b TR ARRT AT R L 4 H T AR 3T LA — A A N Y
T KA ESKE S (o) TR A:

ec=2C,=2a,; Xr; Xy, D
A Co o5 A 2RI B N A R 3 ) oy
a; HNBEY Ay, R 5 [\ 1
X e A A K 3R 1 (EO) BT R A
EC=N X (ec) (5)
LN A TEL

FE T A 25 R I AR AR 7 PR B OE I, AR S
AN R 2 R 7 i TR - IR B3 A5 B 1l 1 7 i R T
SR S DX BB M 7 B E . 2014 AR KRR
b DB b R iR A R LR 1L A E 2014
AEBE R i R 2,164 5,

K iR W E O A R R TR
Hi X 2002-—2013 AF4F BBk 1 ™ 1 1 S 80, A
13 a BAREHEL 2,180 4 K Bk T b X B M ™= 12 [
T RECN 1.524 8, FELE 2,

SEA XA A ST AL RV e A b L
AHL L TR b K B8R CO, W i B 7 i DT 43 S BUE
1.43,3.00,1.10,1.43,3.00,0.00, [A] W LA 2 H5 H Y
KRR T b DX B b ) %% 2R 50 (2,180 4/1.43=1.524 8) Jy Jik
T 5 [7) KA Ak T, DX DX 33 A 5 b, b 3 5 R L 7K
B CO, MW i 77 4 K 8] 2B A8 T 2 4,574 4, 1,677 3,
2.180 4,4.574 4,0.000 0 fEIEZERIFILE 3,

23 EBBR/FF
ERBR/FRTFRIEESET SERRKENZ
25 AT
ED=EF—EC=N X (ef—ec) (6)
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F1 2014 ERFKEHRHBTEEF

EW 2014 4F ol v T AR HRAEY TR, AT E/ SREEYD RIS i e Ty
e R/ (10* hm?) (kg + hm™?) (kg * hm %) 7 A i/ % A ¥
LiEE 5559024 802.05 6931 2744 2.53 61.77
INFE 993 0.35 2837 2744 1.03 0.03
£ 112846 19.92 5665 2744 2.06 1.53
R CERYD 2858 0.89 3211 2744 1.17 0.07
TR 48639 16.88 2881 1856 1.55 1.30
£ 85658 19.62 4366 12607 0.35 1.51
¥ 2965 2.04 1453 1000 1.45 0.16 2.1645
TR 170594 112.35 1518 1856 0.82 8.65
JBR 2K 1714 0.58 2955 1500 1.97 0.04
e 6560 0.21 31238 18000 1.74 0.02
A - 29170 13.24 2203 1548 1.42 1.02
fi 10234375 294.80 34716 18000 1.93 22.70
AR 2% 454599 15.49 29348 18000 1.63 1.19
Fz2 2002—2014 FRFKBEMX =2 EF
A 2002 4F 2003 4F 2004 4F 2005 4F 2006 4E 2007 4 2008 4
B b 7 5t K 2.1095 2.1477 2.1923 2.2196 2.2394 2.2489 2.2731
EEES 1.4752 1.5019 1.5331 1.5522 1.5660 1.5727 1.5896
A 2009 4F 2010 4F 2011 4 2012 4 2013 4F 2014 4 R TR b X
Bt by 2t K ¥ 2.2088 2.1513 2.1759 2.0898 2.1250 2.1645 2.1804
EEES 1.5446 1.5044 1.5216 1.4614 1.4860 1.5136 1.5248
®3 KHKEBEMXTERT Ko U0 B A S AT R 2L PR M
FFEE B W e BB KB CO.MNK AR A SRR UL K T R A AR I 5)
PRMT 2804 45744 16773 21804 45744 0.0000 6 amgg ol HAK R A FRvE WL 2 4,

24 XEAIHEZEITN
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ARG T LU R IF 8 45
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DA 2 WY B 7 oD RRUAE W A 7 b 7 R R
HtBm AKX R

eg=ef/(GDP/N) (7

K el N I SCIRFT .
24.2 ASEREAD AREEANORIEE—-TEH
KT XBRE S AR A B R G E W Is N D8R .
Hiats =0

P=N X (ec/efl) (8)
o ec.ef, N A& XIF AT .
2.4.3 AARFEANPZE AETEDBHHICREE

RN AES B T ERas e, KB AN,
EE=GDP/EFX100% €))

K rf . EF 195 SLIRHT
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I\l 0.35<CESI<C0.50 EE NG Y2
\ 0.20<CESI<0.35 LA NUES T
W ESI<0.20 [V NS T4
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2014 AP A 25 90 R0 2R AR 2 ) s AR AR AR 45 R W
F 5, MRS ATAL K RIE M X A S R IE B 2002 4F
(9 2 120.50 J7 hm® BAEHE N E] 2014 4F 3 181.29 J7 hm”;
[ AE AR 3t 554.57 7 hm® BAFERRZE [ T 31560.40
T3 hm? . MR AR S R IR R £ . i 2002 4R 1Y
681.41 J5 hm® AR in#] 2014 4F 1 110.12 75 hm”,
KA B E T LA & £, B 2002 4E/Y 235.66

J7 hm? B 42 E T3] 2014 4E 1 240.06 J7 hm?,
WEFE AN KRR X AE S R 2 BT R R EH, A
BRI BV W 3N K e a3
3.2 AFAESEARNFMESEFHIEETNK

MG (6) L 45 A K MR T s X B 58 309 1B N 101 5231
B mT DA A BRI X 2002—2014 4F AT )
AR B I MAEB R F LA GRTE WL 6,

5 KHEMK 2002—2014 FESBITBREDKEH

AR/ (10 hm?)

AR /(10 hm®)

E10

KRR Kbl R T iR KR Kbl R T iR
2002 2120.50 863.45 575.64 681.41 554.57 235.66 210.54 108.37
2003 2275.84 907.77 630.00 738.08 553.76 235.72 210.09 107.95
2004 2605.39 1047.36 729.87 828.15 553.95 235.95 210.03 107.96
2005 2817.32 1148.79 797.10 871.43 554.20 236.13 210.08 107.99
2006 3016.67 1183.22 826.73 1006.72 554.78 236.84 210.14 107.79
2007 3106.15 1220.24 871.21 1014.69 555.17 237.13 210.22 107.82
2008 2946.93 1191.75 788.32 966.86 555.43 237.30 210.27 107.86
2009 3179.42 1213.36 824.08 1141.97 556.35 237.81 210.65 107.89
2010 3243.50 1226.52 843.81 1173.17 557.62 238.58 211.07 107.98
2011 3319.84 1233.44 838.12 1248.28 558.51 239.10 211.29 108.12
2012 3287.28 1259.58 835.10 1192.61 559.19 239.37 211.60 108.21
2013 3316.25 1269.90 838.71 1207.63 559.99 239.83 211.86 108.31
2014 3181.29 1251.97 819.20 1110.12 560.40 240.06 211.96 108.38

K6 KHEHEX 2002—2014 ENFHAESRKENMESKRE

P AR A AR # 3 /(10" hm?) B AT/ (10" hm*)

KRR Kbl R T iR KR Kbl R T iR
2002 488.02 207.38 185.27 95.37 —1632.48 —656.07 —390.37 —586.04
2003 487.31 207.44 184.88 94.99 —1788.53 —700.33 —445.12 —643.08
2004 487.47 207.64 184.83 95.01 —2117.91 —839.73 —545.04 —733.14
2005 487.70 207.79 184.87 95.03 —2329.63 —941.00 —612.23 —776.40
2006 488.20 208.42 184.92 94.86 —2528.47 —974.80 —641.81 —911.86
2007 488.55 208.68 184.99 94.88 —2617.60  —1011.56 —686.22 —919.81
2008 488.78 208.82 185.04 94.92 —2458.15 —982.93 —603.28 —871.95
2009 489.59 209.28 185.37 94.94 —2689.83  —1004.09 —638.71  —1047.03
2010 490.71 209.95 185.74 95.02 —2752.79  —1016.57 —658.07  —1078.15
2011 491.49 210.41 185.94 95.15 —2828.35  —1023.03 —652.19  —1153.14
2012 492.08 210.65 186.21 95.22 —2795.19  —1048.93 —648.88  —1097.38
2013 492.80 211.05 186.43 95.31 —2823.45  —1058.85 —652.28  —1112.32
2014 493.15 211.25 186.53 95.38 —2688.14  —1040.72 —632.67  —1014.75

TE < 10 AR 25 AR 3 0 4 A AR BT FUBR T B Y 1200 89 A ) 2 RE R R T B S L

135 6 W] A1 R RV b X ] ) FH A= A5 7R 2800 e 2002
AR 488.02 J7 hon SEAEHYNF] 2014 4F 493.15 J7 hm' 5
FHA: A 7R —1 632.48 7 hm’ B4 Hr42 F (% 3
—2 688.1477 hm® . FA b i al 4 A= 25K 35 48
£ .M 2002 49 207.38 J7 hm® R A4F 38 i £ 2014 4F
211.25 73 hm’ I A 28007 R B £ . th 2002 4R 1Y
—586.04 J1 hm® BAFFFEE FIEF] 2014 4R —1 014.75 J7

hm? ARSI I, ok VRt X ] ) P A 25 7 38 71 KO
WS AR BRIk e fa

3.3 KKEMRAFELZRITEM

3.3.1 74 GDP A& RFFMH sHES PEK
THHLIX 20022014 4FA: 25 2 i B s 1 GDP 24l AR
P (7 B K RE X 2002—2014 4F A9 JT 00
GDP A Rl 45 RIFWNER 7,
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F£7 KHKEHXTIT GDP &K B
i GDP/{¢.7t J19¢ GDP A 75 2 # / (hm® /J3 98)
Kk Kb I T W Kk Kb e T W T
2002 1478.62 861.05 355.27 262.30 1.4341 1.0020 1.6203 2.5979
2003 1580.26 929.49 383.09 267.69 1.4402 0.9758 1.6445 2.7572
2004 1919.14 1133.88 452,48 332.78 1.3573 0.9232 1.6131 2.4886
2005 2415.71 1524.73 524.14 366.84 1.1658 0.7532 1.5208 2.3755
2006 2818.00 1790.66 605.27 422.08 1.0377 0.6606 1.3659 2.3852
2007 3468.33 2190.25 751.26 526.81 0.8931 0.5567 1.1597 1.9261
2008 4467.15 2900.98 911.39 654.78 0.6578 0.4104 0.8650 1.4766
2009 5509.04 3744.76 1024.89 739.38 0.5753 0.3234 0.7806 1.4718
2010 6716.68 4547.19 1275.48 894.01 0.4840 0.2685 0.6432 1.2339
2011 8358.57 5670.16 1564.27 1124.14 0.3980 0.2163 0.5358 1.0295
2012 9501.00 6457.31 1761.30 1282.39 0.3462 0.1941 0.4669 0.8723
2013 10659.82 7240.27 1949.43 1470.11 0.3104 0.1745 0.4302 0.7649
2014 11735.39 7941.91 2161.01 1632.46 0.2711 0.1576 0.3791 0.6642

T3 76 GDP Az 25 2 305 A DA (8] 422 Sz Wt 58 el i) %

3.3.2

AsEREAw MRS, B KRR b X

BRI R 7T AT LA 20022014 K BRE
HLIX 95 96 GDP A= 285 2 b 52 9038 7 B R a5, i
2002 4E[ 1.434 1 hm® /5 Joigi 2> 2| 2014 4F 19 0.271
1 hm*/J5oc. Horh Wi w2 & £, i 2002 4E 1
2.597 9 hm*/J7 JCik /> 3] 2014 4E19 0.664 2 hm?®/J7
TG, 3K Ul B R TR A DX B R T Oy X 2 el R T Y
T B 2 B A | o R B 1) T 2 B A

2002—2014 4 N F AR N 34 A2 2 2 0 R0 N 38 AR S
AR FTEE B K BRE H X 20022014 4R A3
WEANE, 2 RENL R 8, B 8 WA, 20022014
AR KRR M XA S B A BB 2 B T A T A 3=
PAEMEE SR, WA S N 02 EE
TR, B 2002 4F Y 326.82 J5 A s/ 5] 2014
R 248.12 7N Hop BRI T R M £, h 2002 4

LiMARE] T —E R

) 129.74 J7 AU /D %] 2014 41 94.13 T A,
*8 KMEBEMRESEEAD

P UNEES YVIPN Eo3id DNEVIIPN

Rk Kb R Tl IR AIE AR Kb R T I
2002 1249.66 595.46 373.03 281.17 326.82 154.55 129.74 42.53
2003 1257.39 601.76 373.60 282.03 305.95 148.43 118.34 39.18
2004 1267.04 610.38 373.84 282.82 269.39 131.38 102.78 35.23
2005 1289.50 620.92 377.96 290.62 253.66 122.97 95.98 34.70
2006 1299.44 628.80 379.00 291.64 238.97 118.68 90.84 29.45
2007 1309.96 637.36 379.90 292.70 234.13 117.58 87.02 29.53
2008 1320.28 645.14 381.15 293.99 248.84 121.58 96.22 31.04
2009 1329.65 651.59 382.80 295.26 232.67 117.24 89.82 25.61
2010 1365.00 704.07 385.71 275.22 234.67 124.20 87.50 22.97
2011 1373.60 709.07 388.08 276.45 231.09 122.53 87.21 21.35
2012 1383.42 714.66 390.66 278.10 235.33 122.91 89.58 22.84
2013 1395.55 722.14 393.45 279.96 235.66 123.20 89.78 22.68
2014 1408.52 731.15 396.09 281.28 248.12 128.76 94.13 25.22

3.3.3 AXRIEA R FEA LS THER I AR AR R BLZ Bk TS B 2002 4R

FR A =X (O L (10) 32 FH K AR IEHLIX 20022014 4F
GDP FAE 25 J2 3 4, 31 580 1 R R TR M X 2002—
2014 A Az 25 0 R FH A0 A A8 AT e 2 48 R, 45 R
TEWLER 9, HF 9 AR, 2002—2014 AF MR VE ML IX 1 24E

0.70 Yo Ha %) 2014 4E1Y 3.69% ., Hor Ky L7k,
i 2002 4E 1Y 1.00 Yo Hg NE] 2014 4£19 6.34 %,

1 2% 9 AT AT, MR TR b XA A 25 T R 4 4 AR AT
IR % S W Rk o B # EST 8 8=k B 2002 4F
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0.207 3 TR 2007 419 0.151 6. Z J5 — H 2 T
W IRAS 5 2014 4F ESTHEECTFES] 0.149 8. XF Lk
T AWAEBTTRE S RELE L2002 FHF 5 X
b T AR A RESRAS L 2003 AR L4 T RE SR AN
AL HF SRS, 2008—2014 4F A 5 22 % Ak, 2 R ik

Ha ki ESTHE % 2002 4EAY 0.214 4 F %
2014 4EH) 0,160 9; BRI T ESI 484 h 2002 4E 1Y
0.267 8 T RN 2014 1Y 0.205 65 IR 1T ESI 5 %k
H 2002 4£19 0.137 2 FREN 2014 4£19 0.088 9, 4
b IESCRE 1 32 B AR R BB it N K A S R B AR ) B LR
FIRRLE R B

R KREHMRESETHNANENESTHELRIEY

ey A AR BOR AT R LR R

KR Kb BRI T L T KR Kb BRI T IR T
2002 0.70 1.00 0.62 0.38 0.2073 0.2144 0.2678 0.1372
2003 0.69 1.02 0.61 0.36 0.1957 0.2061 0.2501 0.1276
2004 0.74 1.08 0.62 0.40 0.1753 0.1839 0.2235 0.1153
2005 0.86 1.33 0.66 0.42 0.1644 0.1705 0.2086 0.1103
2006 0.96 1.51 0.73 0.42 0.1553 0.1668 0.2027 0.0967
2007 1.12 1.80 0.86 0.52 0.1516 0.1627 0.1944 0.0960
2008 1.52 2.44 1.16 0.68 0.1586 0.1661 0.2106 0.1004
2009 1.74 3.09 1.28 0.68 0.1489 0.1639 0.2036 0.0863
2010 2.07 3.72 1.55 0.81 0.1467 0.1628 0.2001 0.0843
2011 2.51 4.62 1.87 0.97 0.1440 0.1624 0.2013 0.0797
2012 2.89 5.15 2.14 1.15 0.1454 0.1597 0.2022 0.0832
2013 3.22 5.73 2.32 1.31 0.1445 0.1589 0.2017 0.0823
2014 3.69 6.34 2.64 1.51 0.1498 0.1609 0.2056 0.0889

KEM X 4R AT o &
LI 2002—2014 FRREM X AAET BT, A
] B R AR A R D B, R K 6 GM(1, 1) 4

3.4

FANZC (1D A1 (12) , FOm A 55 X Jek 2017—2026 4
HE SRR TN AR AL UL ER 10,

R 10 KHREMRXESE G ER

T 24 7 A, T ) A 764 B E  AXTIRZEE/ %
N 75 R 2V (1) =75.81350777 —74,11660777 (1=1,2, ) 1% 0.32
AR AR S 2V D =—13.91747101e """ 41430797101 (1=1,2,+,n) 1% 0.20
N 25k 3 2 G D =—16.21047509e %% +16.65427500  (t=1,2,+,n) 14 0.20

T A T A A R 15 2 oF R 6 T AR R ) R L R X
BRI, RORKE S . AR 10 AT, A AR R
STIINPNSS I3 D22 B SR & A D NS S R &= A RO i D0
TR EE AR 0.32%,0.20% ,0.20 % , 33 2 B 75 0 452
RUAT{E BE e o TRV, O T F — 20 36 F 0T 00 52 78 1) o
P 7R SCCH 38 S TN T B SR Y 2014 AR YN
AR A RE T N ] R AR SR E )
S BREREAT e, IR A AR R 2%, AR 11, it
FEEE RN X 1R 22 /N T 5 00 AL i A 5

4R 2R 10 By F0 I 2L A B K Bk T ML IX
20172026 AEA R B0, TN 25 3R L3 12, 3] 2026
AR EIBAF 2.652 9 hm?, A a] F) A= &
HE TR 0.312 3 hm” AR KR FHAPIH —2.097 7
hm? #F4E I RWR 59 —2.340 6 hm?, Al WL, 2%
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