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Abstract; The ecological footprint and ecological capacity in Yulin in 2006 were studied. The results showed

that the average personal ecological footprint demand was 1. 272 hm?, and average personal ecological ca-

pacity was 1, 716 hm?, with an ecological deficit of 0. 444 (hm?/person). The research indicated that the u-

tilization of natural resource in Yulin is increasing, which is beyond the capacity of the natural ecological

system, the conflicts between ecological footprint and ecological capacity are intensifying, the present de-

veloping model is not sustainable, the ecological environment is at risk,
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Table 1 Status of 12 counties in Yulin in 2006

£ % A0 Bt i i A ERAE  GRETIBEE  E R R
/AN /7 hm? /J hm? /X hmt / hm? /71 hm? /A hm? /10° AT
BHRE 30.14 7.54 32.35 19.86 710. 00 1.98 8.12 7.63
AR 36.41 10.59 16.70 38.60 385, 00 1.31 17.03 5.71
HER 18. 90 6.78 3.96 15. 14 6.02 0.72 7.23 1.75
BB 29. 91 10.76 10.92 18.67 202, 60 1.19 13.39 4,95
Wiha 25. 06 9. 80 21.92 13. 36 21, 40 1.58 17. 56 5. 21
ik 27.34 19.01 14.91 28.27 23.50 1.59 16. 41 5.06
BrEa 30. 36 7.47 4.01 3.04 33,20 0.66 2.16 2.52
KR 18.91 4.03 4.63 1.82 5.86 0.77 3.14 1.98
#©8 23,40 6. 80 6.42 3.27 342. 40 0.88 4.25 2.68
Rl 7.06 1.50 0.53 0.84 0 0.20 0.32 0.78
b2 E=" 19. 35 5.03 4,76 5.40 0 0.67 0.51 2.59
FMa 32.05 9.38 4.12 5.22 8. 80 0. 86 1.01 3.03
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Table 2 The catalogue of ecological footprint of
the bioresources in Yulin in 2006

Hm LRVBER AVR BASKESE AMEERE Lt~
/(kg + hm~ 2) /t / hm?  /Chm? « A-1) BAXKR

3 2744 11100 4 045,189 0. 001 i
Be 2744 32300 11771.137 0. 003 F I
EX 3 2 415 562 700 233 002, 070 0. 069 i
k-1 3 200 3170 9 906,250 0. 003 b3}
X 1856 80 300 43 265,086 0.013 it
Wit 1 000 123 123.000 0. 000 3
5203 1856 ¥
HE 1856 8789 4 735,453 0. 001 ¥
BE % 1500 293 195. 333 0. 000 ¥t
s 68 600 207 3.017 0. 000 ¥
98 1548 272 175.711 0. 000 3]
Fo £ 1 800 261 536 145 297.778 0,043 it
M 0.134
pr A 74 83 7821 132 189. 189 0. 336 =¥}
$H 33 3156 95 636.364 0.028 B
E ] 33 29 044 £80 121212 0. 261 B
biES 502 34 997 69 715.139 0. 021 B
¥ E 15 668 44 533.333 0.013 L
BEE 15 4040 269 333.333 0.013 =87}
EY ] 15 528 35 197.200 0.011 B
RE 400 27 990 69 975.000 0.021 =17
-3 4893 311 63.656 0. 000 =4
BHE 1 200 26 21. 667 0. 000 i
N 0.077 KR
K=& 29 3665 126 379,310 0.038
-3 3 12 000 kit
o 1 600 it
%1 3 000 11 3.667 0. 000 it
R 3 000 F73
24 3 000 16 5.333 0.000 i
=g A H 2 14 531 7 302. 231 0.002 F30)
P 3 3500 148 134 42 324.000 0.013 it
/M 0.015
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Table 3 The catalogue of ecological footprint of

energy sources in Yulin in 2006
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hm~?) t™1) A™D AD

% 55 20.93¢  20.032 0.364 fLAMREH

R 55 28, 740 1.385 0.025 fLAMRKH

P 93 41. 868 0.873 0,009 {LAMRE

;e 93 50. 200 0. 387 0.004 {LAMEH
bafki:] 93 43,124 1. 206 0.0129 4TIk

H 93 43.124 0. 403 0.004 fLTiRN

3 93 42.705 1.629 0.017 {eEMKi

P31 71 50. 200 0.317 0.004 {LAHRBL

ik 0. 442
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Table 4 The ecological footprint summary in Yulin in 2006

EBEBHAHTR BB AB S EEARETD

iR BER 1% ¥4 1 B AN B B B £ 85 T B

/hm? H /(hm? « A1) /hm? AF /Chm? « A71)
#i 0.134 2.8 0. 376 it 0. 294 1. 66 1. 362
Hip 0.771 0.5 0. 386 B 0. 456 0.19 0.043
it 0.015 1.1 0.016 i 0.372 0,91 0,373
LA 33 0. 442 1.1 0. 486 CO, B ik 0. 00
HAMM 0. 000 2.8 0. 000 HEM 0.037 1.66 0.171
KR 0.038 0.2 0.008 Botgm R 1.950
s X/ E2:3:3
BREER 1. 399 1.272 e B C1294) 0.234
7T ) P e R 1.716
ABBRChm? « A~D, 0,444

EEFFEANEEHMHEX JFAE BLEA.
RUEE  FHEXATLAKE . ZEBHATEEE
BHRERXKFRERHFRIFE.

3.3 45BEMANEMNREER

T RBREHEMAEKE,HET I GDP M4
ARF(ES), FXGDPASETBRK, ZWEE
FIRMRBK, RZHEHER AR SR, AR5
HOAAT AR ZBREAMANKREERKX
ER, BRI AIHMBRX, J75C GDP 4 & 2 i i 3
0. 013 hn, T E/MY R E BAL K 0. 0006 hm? B #H 2
BEWN2Z2E GUAREAARE EHHKERTR
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Table 5 Comparison of the ecological footprint among different

districts within Yulin in 2006

A% ABAS nA 7 78 GDP

WX BT %)) BE %3]
/Chm? « A7V)/Chm? « A™1) /Chm?Z+ A1)/ hm?
WA 1,272 1.716 0. 444 0.432
KHEX  3.300 2.294 —1.006 0.013
WAHE 1510 1.836 —0.326 0.011
MR 0.931 1.875 —0.944 0.001
BILE  1.656 4,903 —3.247 0. 000
g  2.143 2.674 —0.531 0. 001
g 2,223 3.651 —~1.428 0. 001
mwE 0,834 1.220 —0.387 0.001
XiRE 1010 1. 261 —0.251 0. 000
#a 1,085 1.589 —0.504 0. 000
R®H 0,650 1,065 0. 000
HmE 1,155 1. 446 —0.290 0. 000
FHE  0.983 1. 433 —0. 450 0. 001
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