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WE. A AERT 2002 EHTHE, HERANERT S MR RK R BERNES SARESRRS,
WEANEETESEEETLATFESRRANEEN, ERER FAWIR 2002 FHAFES SN
1.1016 hm? » 2™, AWAESERANK 0.1742 hm’ « a™', BAWRAESHFFR, ABEBKFHRET 0.9274
hm? «a™?!,
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Abstract; The ecological footprint and biocapacity of districts of Shunging, Gaoping, Jialing in
Nanchong city, Sichuan province, southwest China are calculated according to the statistical
Yearbook of Nanchong City in 2003. The per capita ecological footprint is 1. 1016 hm* « a™",and

the per capita bio-capacity of land is 0. 1742 hm® » a~* in Nanchong city. It shows that the per
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capita ecological deficit is 0. 9274 hm® » a™* in Nanchong city.
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MG HEZBE ARESRENRRN BWER
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AR R ERE MR AR R REMSTH
WKk, BRE, MAFFCENA N BRIUBR AT
BERBHTENKERIFMER LT HEL RN
ROZOEE. EERERTRESSHESR
)RR AL B E 7 B — b AR SOR R A
T 2002 G BERIT AR 8 3 MK K.
B EEMESSRARNESEKRN  AHERTE
REERRGE S ABR, WIRTESFHNTRHE
KRB AMKE,

1 HRREHA
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2004-03-12 Y.

4k 4 30°35' ~31°51' , AR £ 105°27' ~106°58' Z [A] . F§
JL B B 165km. R4S K, BEE K, BRI
B, EEWKREBEH 16.5~17.9C, B BT
1191.2~1559.3 h, B # 301~326 d, BFEKE
706. 0~858. 9 mm, BT = REHBITE. &I 5
BEHEREHSRHEN. SREHR 2527 km®, A
[ 182.49 F7,H K A 50.89 F, kB KRR AT MR
2 MRFE

K 20 A 90 ERPHUREIRITHES
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witEEEMERTHRERERE . REHE
SEREESERBROBTHE ANBATESHE
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A =X,/Y
R, MRS ANE HE BT EREHA
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ERHBERAT=RERESH, BATZRE
BEATERUEAT ISR BMER. AR 4
BB S E MR E WLk R A, R
BEE R ARS K SRR AR AR VR B
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X, = A;/B,,
Ho X, i FREEVR A S 5 A B (hm?/a) ;
A i R EETR B B B (G /kg) s Bi b i R BEIR
B4 R R (GT - hm™2 - a7,

S FE YRR A SRR IS A0 5 AR T R
SREESS A TEAR DT,

EF = Nef = NZ(aai) = N2(C,/P;)
i R TR AR A R C O F R Y
AW PR R R R BT PR R saa
PR BRI RN EYEFEERN HA DR ef
KA LR S EF h A eSS A,
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ATHEREFERRNNESERS, RS
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ec=a; Xr; Xy (j=1,2,3"),
R e W AWERERN AT/ A)ra, WAB &
WP, WEE Ty, HERET.

K4 A RB S EC = N X (e0),
AL EC W RMAESRE SN B ALK,

3 BRE5SH

AT =RAYRBSHATEERLE 1, 8
BhERAtAERELE 2, RERIMR2HAELE
RHEX 2002 FRAH A& AN 11016 hm?/
cap(# 3). % 3 RS LEWHIE 5 A LHARFHE,
Pra BB A AR mAE S S ALAIRS,
5T 94. 099, AR H  EE M AT K B L BIAR AN R &
5% M AT = XA RELS S LHRAF
.

MAENZK 2002 A FEKBE A RF L, R4LER
BRWZRAHESEREAN 0. 1742 hm?/cap, K
FLABS BT AESSAMRBRYE, R SHA
WERTERAMEFEH,

F£1 2002 FEFRET=ZREEREELEEN ﬁﬁ&&ki’«]é
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YiH W AW 78 Pt
. (kg »a=1) (kg « a~1)* (kg - hm™2)

Gy 78.52 230.79 3268 it
B 8.76 6.0l 1312 it
BA 37.6 24. 24 376 Bty
FERN 1.68 1.0 32 it
P31 2.5 2. 68 376 B
2 142.9 141.98 18000 Pt
i 3.0 3.53 534 it
i 6.12 6.00 7164 it
i 22 1.5 0.5 1000 Bt
Pl e 2.0 0.5 489 Tk
K= 8.5 2.5 29 KR
A7 i (m®) 0. 04 0.04 1.99 W&
KR 25.0 10.0 18000 it
R KW/ 100.8 64.5 1000 joxigich
R (hm?) 0. 0076 0.00296 — fegsinik
* R 2001 4£ 101|445 Hy KP4,

R2 BFRH 2002 FHEHFRREHEL

(G]/kg) (GJ + hm «a”1)  (hm?/cap)

B 75. 66 8. 67 55 0.1576
bag] 8 34 71 0.1175
KRR 4.23 93 0. 0455
K 0. 345 1000 0. 0003
Bt 0. 3209

* {07 B8 b X4 R M {8 0. 0762797 X 1. 1=0. 8390767 (hm? + cap™?
e aTD BBEAR M R B Y 2.0908 X 1072G ] /kg; TCE £ 7R il 4% A
BT kg =10°G] /kg =10%M] /kg= 1091/kg ERBEREERT
BB .

£33 WREFAETZRELEDRRANESLIAER
é@iﬁiﬁﬁ)\ﬂj BREN g AME

it © 0.2484  0.1940 2.8 0.5857
31 0. 0503 0.0200 1.1  0.0313
o8] 0. 0041 0.0010 0.5  0.0009
KR 0. 1897 0.0860 0.2 0.0230
B 0.1766 0. 0675 1.1 0.1077
LA E 0. 3209 1.1 0.3530
T 1.1016
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x4 HEHTZE 2002 EREAHEYEFER

%k AWER ¥ FR AEFEER

(hm?/cap) BFP BEF  (hm?/cap)
bi: 0.0379 2.8 1.66 0.1762
it 0.0166 1.1 0.91 0. 0166
=47 0.0212 0.5 0.19 0. 002
pi &4 0.0024 0.2 1.0 0. 0005
BN 0.0014 1.1 1.66 0. 0026
WEEY S
WA P E R 0.0 237
12%
Bt 0.1742

B 2002 A& HH 1. 1016 hm®/cap, £ &
AE 0. 1742 hm®/cap, I TR EE B, £ KRB
THE 2XMERDEPAYZHEE, BRA.BR
TERRRBESHFR, EBKFIE 0. 9274 hm?/
cap. 1T 1999 4V JI| 4 4 & 77 F (0. 566 hm*)H,
3 it

. BRWRANCEERK, ERLRE T, A
BEHSBREENERRERHELRG READE
EiE 569 N/TRL. MATREZBEIWHRETR b,
SR T4, A D8 50 5 , KB RIR T RORR I,
ANOFEEA 7360 A/FRUAERTAITR. WAEH
Giit4FE 2. 2003.) 35 5 4 E], AT BT A D #H,
M 1998 4E /Y 39. 06 J7 3N B 2002 4E#9 50. 89 7
Hin 30. 2% (MAWLITR. BREWHIF 4.
2003. ), MHTE R BB R, WA TESSHAFER,

BT AR LI A B (4D B 1998 £
17. 86 T i3S i &) 2001 4E 49 19. 24 W, 45 A B
FEMINY 18 kg (BAWRITR. RN HITF
%.2003.) . T MEBHERERERERERERT £
BEA 998 E , AT RBRERITEL 135
Ji TCE, i 2002 45 404 $7 BB ¥R 188.47 77 TCE, ¥
K39.6%CGE2), ME. AWM. XRCERFEKRE
SAHET AT AT R . 2000 4E A ¥y 6E%E 4. 036TCE,
E 2000 4E & AW RERE 1. 028TCE &y 4 £, B
R, HATEAGTRETRESEEMFNELEERN
L HAREGEM, FERRMAFENE S, B,
KT M EEHTR,

RULHWAHTUES ADRERE. BEY
EEMEFERKFREEATESFRFHRER
FOE I, B AEH B ERT R ERAEMBHTAD
BE, ARTHREFEZRAMAREBHERRER
IR, 4 5 B AR R IR A R A2 R BRI A A
AREERA AR RETAHRKHERER, B
SESLH,BATHEREBER.
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MILKBE RS (DAES SR R EMER T
EAEML AR NERSTEEYWITASER
MITHMERSTEE; OQOEHBRRITEF.BA
R E BB EEEEE RITAETEEH R
R UARTBERERTESSANTESR.
OEESHARTENITE S, BT EAF RS
224 (I SO,, NO,) #isK W 5% & i+ B £ 07
T & B YA 7= L E AR BT B R AR R B — R
AATE . AU AT E R R MBI B L
" OMRBASZEW EERXAERE . GRTHE
WHMER, ETHRBERYHKIREEHREEF
XAEA SRR, B AT R RO 5B AR A
BRPAXPETFESRBEATEFELT 12%
MWAEMZRERPER B, E—FBE LA T
HRERNWRE FEEURTRPHE—FRRHA
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