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Study on the evolvement of Ecological Footprint of Qinghai Province

SHI Ji-an*, YANG Gai-he*,LIU Yu-hua®

(u College of Agronomy;b College of Resource und Environmental . Northwest A &, F University Yangling . Shaanri 712100,China)

Abstract: The ecological footprint and ecological capacity of Qinghai Province from 1978 to 2001 were
studied based on the ecological footprint theory and calculation method. The result shows that the ecologi-
cal footprint per capita displayed an increasing trend from 1. 127 8 hm?® to 1. 609 2 hm? and the capacity per
capita decreasing from 1. 920 8 hm”® to 1. 332 3 hm? in 1978 —2001,s0 the ecological deficit arising from
1990s’ indicated that the development model of Qinghai Province was unsustainable. Moreover,it pointed
out that the key Strategies to maintain sustainable development of Qinghai Province are improving ecologi-
cal productivity and increasing the efficiency of resource use and production and decreasing waste by using
advanced science and technology.

Key words: ecological footprint; ecological capacity; measuring sustainable development; Qinghai

Province



