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x1 FET2000—2012 F A 19445 5 E 5 25 A ghm?/ A\

i FHIZRAL 2000 2002 2004 2006 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012
N L 0.3116  0.2851  0.2206  0.2066  0.1918  0.1817  0.1711  0.1707  0.1684
JiEEa B 0.0585  0.0561  0.0541  0.0522  0.0490  0.0499  0.0486  0.0434  0.0466
Fok B 0.0152  0.0148  0.0142  0.0137  0.0134  0.0134  0.0128  0.0126  0.0119
i B 0.0193  0.0191  0.0191  0.0188  0.0185 0.0179  0.0180  0.0182  0.0184
1A i 0.0351  0.0392  0.0402  0.0410  0.0425  0.0399  0.0386  0.0382  0.0394
KA B 0.2225  0.2328  0.2306  0.2507  0.2705  0.2593  0.2656  0.2723  0.2746
feyi Hiitb 0.0077  0.0080  0.0080  0.0084  0.0080  0.0076  0.0074  0.0065  0.0072
B L 0.0065  0.0070  0.0063  0.0065  0.0064  0.0071  0.0069  0.0072  0.0074
IES L 0.0089  0.0073  0.0070  0.0085 0.0076  0.0079  0.0087  0.0085  0.0093
FEA bz 0.0565  0.0694  0.0861  0.1047  0.1060  0.1133  0.1153  0.1254  0.1276
N Fi b 0.0088  0.0108 0.0116 0.0132  0.0168  0.0170  0.0184  0.0195  0.0223
1G] Hiih 0.0132  0.0153  0.0162 0.0170  0.0178  0.0179  0.0184  0.0188  0.0196
] Fiih 0.0154  0.0177  0.0196  0.0209  0.0229  0.0233  0.0225  0.0250  0.0275
e B 0.0155  0.0168  0.0185  0.0203  0.0213  0.0213  0.0209  0.0228  0.0234
R Fi b 0.0364  0.0466  0.0570  0.0661  0.0747  0.0759  0.0817  0.0823  0.0832
EEES Hiih 0.0063  0.0097  0.0109 0.0128  0.0141  0.0175  0.0203  0.0225  0.0238
i 0F IR, 0.0034  0.0037  0.0039  0.0044  0.0049  0.0050  0.0054  0.0072  0.0084
KR Nt 0.0069  0.0081  0.0086  0.0091  0.0096  0.0098  0.0102  0.0132  0.0144
et L 0.0004  0.0005  0.0005  0.0006  0.0007  0.0007 0.0008  0.0008  0.0009
AHE bS] 0.0010  0.0012  0.0013  0.0015 0.0017 0.0018  0.0019  0.0021  0.0024
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F2 FERTH2000—2012 £ AL TEE % 2 A ghm?®/ A
BEVR 2000 2002 2004 2006 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 e LS|
DA 0.5603  0.5821  0.6948  1.0134  1.1269  1.0648 1.1687  1.1706  1.1784
FEIR 0.0642  0.0892  0.0130  0.1285  0.1470  0.1403  0.1289  0.1325  0.1434
FEPRS 0 0 0 0.0001  0.0003  0.0003 0.0005 0.0004  0.0005
JELHh 0.1726  0.2860  0.3897  0.1997  0.5923  0.8622  1.0930  1.1260  1.1246
R 0.0027  0.0029  0.0036  0.0106 0.0172  0.0330  0.0249  0.0346  0.0374 L
ST 0.0003  0.0003  0.0005  0.0009  0.0008  0.0007  0.0003  0.0003  0.0006
L7t 0.0074  0.0084  0.0113  0.0186 0.0158  0.0173  0.0146  0.0155  0.0163 i
by SRl 0.0398  0.0222  0.1277 0.0796  0.0934  0.1132  0.0862  0.0982  0.1124
WAL AMA 0.0004  0.0020  0.0009  0.0016  0.0013 0.0016 0.0122  0.0148  0.0152
TR 0.0023  0.0040  0.0071  0.0052  0.0206  0.0277 0.0374  0.0486  0.0456
/St 0 0 0.0003  0.0011  0.0020  0.0020  0.0027  0.0032  0.0042
A 0.1344  0.0924  0.1585  0.3525  0.3830  0.3660  0.3466  0.3455  0.3582 "
) 0.0034  0.0039  0.0048  0.0078  0.0081  0.0084  0.0087  0.0092  0.0096 AL

MEER 1T ME 2 BARER YA EL THENT 5T 2000—2012 40 A4 25 238, W
W AR AT 0 IR, RV AT AR B 1 2 47 363,

x3 FEH2000—2012 F A ERRIT ghm®/ A
A0y Bl L8 K3 b LA R T3 S AAESED
2000 0.7418 0.0956 0.0034 0.0083 0.85 0.1378 1.8369
2002 0.7388 0.1169 0.0037 0.0098 0.9971 0.0963 1.9626
2004 0.6862 0.1338 0.0039 0.0104 1.2489 0.1633 2.2465
2006 0.7111 0.1503 0. 004 4 0.0112 1.4593 0.3603 2.6966
2008 0.7137 0.1676 0.0049 0.012 2.0176 0.3911 3.3069
2009 0. 698 0.1729 0. 005 0.0123 2.2631 0.3744 3.5257
2010 0. 693 0.1822 0. 0054 0.0129 2.5694 0.3553 3.8182
2011 0.703 0.1909 0.0072 0.0161 2. 6447 0.3547 3.9166
2012 0.7108 0.1998 0.008 4 0.0177 2.6786 0.3678 3.9831

(=) F B TAYESREA G SRR T CO* Mtk AR i, Rt

B BT EA A A A Y B s R AU BRI B o 0, B i 3 N BR
JOEFR) YA PR - S b R AR 7 ) R TR T L 12% WA Z AR AR SR A5 T By T
TR A2 AR BOREO AL, A 2000—2012 AR A A EIRET ) N3k 4 B,

x4 FEWH 20002012 FAHERKES ghm?/ A
MR TR 2% 0 TRy A
S BB M w ki SR
? : ’ ” R EMEZRENLN  ESRRN
2000 0.4264 0.0433 0.009 1 0.0047 0.1056 0.5891 0.0707 0.5184
2002 0.4101 0.0472 0.0083 0.0042 0.1087 0.5785 0. 0694 0.509 1
2004 0.3840 0.0598 0.0042 0.0045 0.1078 0.5603 0.0672 0.4931
2006 0.3589 0.064 1 0.0023 0.0043 0.1182 0.5477 0.0657 0.4820
2008 0.3295 0.0677 0.0030 0.0035 0.1190 0.5227 0.0627 0.4600
2009 0.3171 0.0690 0.0033 0.0036 0.1204 0.5134 0.0616 0.4518
2010 0.3037 0.0705 0.0035 0.0038 0.1218 0.5033 0. 0604 0.4429
2011 0.3121 0.0742 0.0037 0.0038 0.1264 0.5202 0.0624 0.4577
2012 0.3145 0.0776 0.0041 0.004 1 0.1272 0.5275 0.0633 0.4642
(Z)FHTAY LK T b bR KIS A A 0 R AR Y B B e
RIS R EESESBRE L ITRMAEER 2000 441 87.36% , 11.26% . 0.4% ,0.98% 7 K
mARESHTFIEOL, N3k s Prn., 2012 4E 14 75.88% ,21.33% ,0.9% .1.89% , XX
= GHEERSSH e B 26 U A R, T RN B 4 Rk T AR A,
(=) F & WA AR RE B BB AR A W R T A

AP G Pk B Bl 5 A R AR, RO S i BEOR B A P e, AR AR TR AR
D TR AR R K SR AR B, B 2Pk
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R5 FEH2000—2012 £ ANHESEIT EHK

BROEESRF ghm’/ A
G NI PRI AR NS AR T
2000 1.8369 0.5184 1.3185
2002 1.9626 0.5091 1.4535
2004 2.2465 0.493 1 1.7534
2006 2.6966 0.4820 2.2146
2008 3.3069 0.4600 2.8469
2009 3.5257 0.4518 3.0739
2010 3.8182 0.4429 3.3753
2011 3.9166 0.4577 3.4589
2012 3.9831 0.4642 3.5189

MAEFEARALE | REIEIH 28 0 A28 i — BAEAN
Wik in , 2328 Ak 2000 419 0. 9879 ghm® Ha /%] 2012
AF[) 3.046 4 ghm®, 3 W T3 26 12 4R35 5 Tolk
A 3T AR R i A R BT R IR P P K Y
A, MNTHI R , BEAE 2 AR R K,
Y R BUFEGY ITE 50% UL b LU R B
RERm, BT, T 5 A OB S A AR I B
AT B 50 Y Bk 76. 48 % |, L 2 A A HE
FETER (BBt a 3 | o 23 H 2006
EEESE N ISR K X UL B RE R
FI S5 14 T 3914 P45 A0 7 1) 22 4k

(=) F &% 7% 7 GDP A& & 2k 5 #F

R SR B 28 0% R R B IE A AR AR5 I
FT T IC GDP A2 2k, B A A28 R il B DA
GDP, W3k 6,

£ 6 FEH2000—2012 £ 7T GDP £ 75

O NS R AN EDP J17G GDP t’rjjf/@ﬂ‘
(ghm?) (J378) (ghm®/Ji It GDP)
2000 1. 8369 1.6858 1.0896
2002 1.9626 2.2127 0.8870
2004 2.2465 3.1050 0.7235
2006 2.6966 4.2477 0.6348
2008 3.3069 5.7796 0.5722
2009 3.5257 6.3623 0.5542
2010 3.8182 7.4200 0.5146
2011 3.9166 7.7563 0.5050
2012 3.9831 8.2680 0.4817

M6 B, T ST IC GDP A= 25 2 7 5 B i
TRE#a 12 L FIE T 55.79% . X BT

ZPcAt S R RS IR A RS R . B AT R
W SRR B I FE N AN A GDP AL X
B GDP i, RA AT Jusk e GDP, A 1] L
ST B S M S S e XN S A SR PR R R
AR

(Z2)FHTAYEESKFOMN

T 5 NI E S IR T — EAEY K, M 2000 4E1
1.3185 ghm® ¥ K% 2012 4EAY 3. 5189 ghm®, F %
JE A R I P A R R TS, RS
SRR PR R B BR TRV 2 RO BT R, A=
AR T W EE IR T T AR T e b4 5k
SEOBk K IO dE B

AR R — AR EUE , R 0 A S R
b 2 ik i R I b X ) 3 R AN —RERY . R
IMNEBR TR, 5IA N A S H 250 DS K
He 3SR BE E 38 R DLEC ( development of lack

ecological capacity)

DS = (ec+ef) /e’ +ef (6)
Co1-%
DLE 1ef (7)

DS fE MR A S PR EE IR bR, N BCEAE
BEULET T X AR S AT AR R O, AR S R S A S
HRER ST A 22 KR DS BT 1 (/M) |, BB P
KRR S [ 2 A 75 3l 5 A 35 R 48 2z 3
R DS AT 1. 414 (BORAR) |, 6H IX Bl & e it J32
U, i DLEC 1E hffi i A 25 B Fa BE A FE A, 4B 2
W5 A SR I Z MK R DLEC #3230 1 (K
1H) , Ui AR A B b B K [ =z, AR A R 5 AR AR
HRE ST R DLEC #4230 0 (M /ME) , BB IX
S0 R A 2 T B /N | AR U A S R B
AR T 2000—2012 47 A UM JH 2 BOM A= 25 5k
B B AR R L L2 7

M7 BT, T T 2000—2012 4EA4 AP0 H &
BORAT R A A B AR AR 2B Ak X B H AT
W5 R BIAA TS BB B, 0% & B S U 7%
TEIREE A Y

R7 FTEH2000—2012 £ MARBFAESHEET N

EAy 2000 2002 2004 2006 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012
DS 1.2340 1.2190 1. 1911 1. 1604 1.1282 1.1190 1.1086 1.1093 1.109
DLEC 0.7178 0.7406 0.7805 0.8213 0. 8609 0.8718 0.8840 0.8831 0.8835

() F B A A A BT 6B 6 AR S AT
KT E A TR ST AR S R,
AWFFEHTT 15T 2010 AR 258 AR vl i 7e 4 1 4

TH S B A EEA T HE A, AT 1] 23 77 05 T 2R 25 A2
WFLL, WA 8,
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R8 2010 FHAER (MR ) FMENFBAETESEZLLER
A GDP NS R N AT AN AR Ji %It GDP L7523l
(2EJ0) (ghm®/ \) (ghm*/ ) (ghm?/ ) (ghm?/J7 3T GDP)
BN 8985 2.8 1.87 0.93 3.1163
e 47132 8 3.87 4.13 1.6974
H 7 42325 4.73 0.6 4.13 1.1175
i 40512 5.08 1.92 3.16 1.2539
i 20165 4.87 0.33 4.54 2.4151
) 10471 2.91 8.98 -6.07 2.7791
e 10521 4.41 5.75 -1.34 4.1916
I 54869 6. 84 14.71 -7.87 1.1699
JIE=N 45888 7.01 14.92 -7.91 1.5276
ENRE 1176 0.91 0.51 0.4 7.7381
B & 560 0. 62 0. 54 0.08 11.0714
e 984 1.28 1.58 -0.3 13.008 1
B 42653 5.34 0.02 5.32 1.2520
h 4283 2.21 0.98 1.23 5.1599
g 11404 3.94 0.42 3.52 3.4549
T 7681 3.19 1.12 2.07 4.1530
Wi 7689 3.15 1.16 1.99 4.0967
IR 7587 3.08 0.96 2.12 4.0596
7R 6071 3.04 1.42 1.62 5.0070
wHE 31799 5.1 0. 034 5. 066 1.6038
/s 18303 4.3 0.2 4.1 2.3493
Hi 8038 3.82 0.44 3.38 4.7524

BB . D4 GDP 22 T0HCR A IMF A5 SR , EIN& 4 1T GDP 250 ECR Fl XMARSHHAE S BB H YA R B, QFMNEAES B
S8 A 25 R 2 B SR 4 BRI X 4% (www. footprintnetwork. org ) 23 A7 (R , ] PN 84348 T3 A2 25 1 300 AN AR 25 K 38 08 2R i € 2010 4+ [

HEAS S A ) 1A R

JNFE 8 T L, 2 3k b DX A A S R 0k AN
IRHL X AR S R R, TR PR 20 R SR R AT
AR AN, B RS S, & R R
WX A AR IR FE K — s, §5
2010 4E A ¥ GDP # 8 000 37T, /3 24 1L 7R
A GDP (1 1.9 5 1. 32 i, ZE R N 52 % 7K
WEm X, 8 AN R I 2010 40k 3. 82
ghm® 7R I AR 2 AR A AR B 1. 26
T 1. 73 % 1. 36 4%, AXAEAS 5 IR B2 I e
A HLIX, KAR 5 T 5 B 257 K R A A N, 4
KB 5 M X ) N A 25 IR 4400 7K P53k AN
KIRHLIX @, 5 2010 4 A IRF O 3.38
ghm® AR5 ILAR 2 A ABERRFR 2.09
12,75 % 3. 63 f5  TEEN S FifEAH 22T, R
br b BN KSR HAS i [ H A i 2 2R
K, B IE— A S K

MAEB LR RBOR KT, KI5 R X ] W AR
TR EZ MM, FERCH LCHT I i E Y
T 5 L IR E R AL X A9 )7 9270 GDP A= 25 il 3
F£2.0 ghm® LA, 2B B2 TR 2Bk i i i
DX B B P AR KR AT A Tl Ak RN b XA
FIC GDP A B IIFE 3.0 ghm® IR, RAETL
TERCR IR b X5 R 22 850k T v 6] 52 Rt X )

2ETT GDP AL TE 3.0 ghm® DA_E, TR HIE G
RN ZEIVE ST ZNY SN P& | N RESPT ) 2 €5 1
fI%, J7 37T GDP A= 25 il EE 2R3 10 ghm® UL, 7
132010 4FJ7 37T GDP A2 70 4. 7524 ghm® | F
TEAE AL ARAE A Z T B & T R
WL VLI REA T, AL TERORA I AR
TS AR A A Tl Ak [ R b XA 7K F
BRTEANEELBEET, NAESKEFUENS,
A RKAIRT 2

M. it 58

(1) ki 2B £ B, 2000—2012 4F, F B A4S
AEIBBE TS GDP A MR g K, N3 A 38R %
AEPR, M 2000 4ERY 1.318 5 ghm® §7 K F)] 2012 4E
) 3.518 9 ghm®, & A I A= 25 7R 3K E] 27 080 047
ghm® | X R 5 19 4 7= T4 2B U0 F 4R 1 7 K
CLim i a2 X A SR 3 ), R, A X R
S AN SRR, ERRE A TR LR
R

(2) HEm LA TR, 2010 4EF B A AR
BB T IRA 2 Em AR A AR
RIS e, AR R B R RE R
FYPRATRREEN, MK, EH B AR R K
S A 2SR R R S e 1 K R HL XA L T
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F A RE AR ARSI, AR 2T RCR
KE,H AT EAK-, J7 3650 GDP A 25 LW
T TR E A M DX DA K P S A T X U
H AT R R A SR AR KRR R 25

(3) TERBRIRIA AT K P B 2R AE T, 20
R A A DR A AR B ] Rk e RE
T3, R 1 S BRI St -

= eI PN BB S SO /=D N B D i D N B i
FHA 5 2R TN T BRI 38 5 % S Tl S A4 Bt o P
S RE 05 e Y URAE B O R - R PRI A2
B, 385 A i 3, 5 BT 2R R T Y T 25 AR A
5 SRV BB, S e AR Rl Y B0 T
ALY/l Ve RV | PN Wah S TR eI S A sl G e
T BARTE IS G EEARRE L LU, KR B
BRSO 7247 Ml BRI 55 Ml 5 A Ak RE DS
&5k R Gl REIR LU, R 1 JT & K BHAE
JRVBE S Tt R, i S5OF P B B A B AR HE B
DX A Aol A B 5 K A T 5 0 9 T R AL
il” (COM) Tt H | {2 kA lk £ 5K IR EOAR ; 58 1k
PMPRTRIE IR R AT Flidek KR 895 G B, fina
A AV R E AR PR b BRI A T B 2t
Zr (0 GDP B, IGHOUL A b 2 WL 22 5% )2 1 5
PR PFIBATBOYE IR FRIF A B 00 A B 5 5 o
5 T SR TR A I R M DX R S ™ i B
MEESRIE DR B R 207, wRAb A B R A
S REIRT R A R B R R kb e
TBLEZTH Y, KT R A ILAGE IR R | BRI — ™

A P45
[ &% 30K ]
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Quantitative Analysis of Qingdao Sustainable Development on the

Basis of Ecological Footprint

TANG Xiaocheng

( Guangzhou Institute of Geochemistry, Chinese Academy of Sciences, Guangzhou, Guangdong 510640, China)

Abstract: With ecological footprint method, this paper made a time-sequence calculation of Qingdao City from 2000 to 2012,

incorporated the dynamic characteristics of the City's resources utilization into ecological footprint model, and based on these, analyzed

the development trend of the City. The results show that the ecological footprint was not in sustainable development status on the scales

of the City, the whole country and even the globe, but sustainable on the trade scale with several resources-rich countries. From 2000

to 2012, the per capita ecological footprint and per capita GDP of Qingdao City kept increasing while the ecological footprint of 10,000

Yuan GDP presented downward trend, suggesting that the development status of Qingdao City from 2000 to 2012 was not optimistic.

Therefore, from a strategic and long-term perspective, a series of measures must be adopted to improve the development sustainability

of Qingdao for the future.

Key words : ecological footprint; ecological carrying capacity; ecological deficit; Qingdao City



