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A study on spatial-temporal differences and factor decomposition of
the ecological footprint of Zhejiang Province
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(Business School, Lishui University, Lishui Zhejiang 323000, China)

Abstract: Using an ecological footprint model, this paper calculated the ecological
footprint and ecological carrying capacity of Zhejiang Province, and further decomposed
the ecological footprint using an IPAT model. The results showed that the ecological
footprint increased from 7.852x107 ghm? to 1.5484x10% ghm? from 2002 to 2015, and
that the ecological pressure was significant. At the same time, the ecological efficiency
improved rapidly, and the capacity for economic sustainable development improved. The
ecological footprint and ecological carrying capacity varied greatly in different regions.
Lishui City was the only region with ecological surplus; the ecological efficiency was
1.04x10* yuan/ghm2 in 2015, the highest among all the regions in Zhejiang Province. The
results of factor decomposition showed that economic growth was the inhibiting factor for
the ecological footprint, and it reduced the ecological footprint to 8.164x107 ghm? across
the whole province. The level of economic development and population size were driving
factors, and they increased the ecological footprint by 1.2987x10% ghm? and 2.810x107

ghm?, respectively, across the whole province.
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Tab. 1 Equilibrium factor and yield factor
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Fig.1 Ecological footprint, ecological pressure and ecological efficiency of Zhejiang Province
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Fig.2 Composition of the ecological footprint of Zhejiang Province
8000 -
DR mEH Ok O/KR mgk

E 6000
o0
B

S 4000
2

8 2000
4

972002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015
F4t
K3 WA A SRRk

Fig.3 Composition of the ecological carrying capacity of Zhejiang Province
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20022015 4 {42 2 L 05 P 2y K B ik 9.14%; TR . 3 LA R R B K BE AR 5%~9%
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Tab. 2 Ecological footprint in different regions of Zhejiang Province

. AR/ (JTghm?) AR L/ (ghm?- A1)
X B3 /% 3 /%
2005 4F 2010 ¢ 2015 4F M 2005 4F 2010 4F 2015 4F  ByfH
BLMI 1950 2274 2559 2152 4.74 2.597 2.612 2.837  2.643 2.53
T 1 500 2 399 2919 2145 7.17 2.287 3.152 3.731 2.969 5.26
i M 1523 1861 2 034 1 656 4.23 1.959 2.038 2.230 2.010 1.08
FE 865 1054 1446 1027 7.83 2.165 2.340 3.155  2.371 6.45
M 769 842 918 832 4.43 2.829 2.911 3.112  2.951 3.48
43 1205 1294 1411 1252 4.38 2.745 2.635 2.840  2.684 2.83
) 700 1182 1377 1043 6.03 1.441 2.203 2,524  2.032 3.81
M1 363 457 541 431 9.14 1.650 2.150 2.535  2.010 8.23
Sl 251 279 387 297 4.02 2.446 2.491 3.355  2.739 3.04
aM 1178 1416 1558 1333 4.00 2.071 2.370 2,576  2.331 1.95
misK 290 313 336 313 3.33 1.279 1.480 1.569  1.445 2.37

i BRI R, e A 2005, 2010 F 2015 3X 3 4REE, HARFEEEE v mEE R BT 2002—2015 Ry
SEHE; H5ETE 2002—2015 45 (1T KOs

MNBERREE, T8 11 A3 =20 T DU I R L 2R
—JZIR, NS EEAE 2.5 ghm?/ AN BL by L 5224, &4, MRS Mo 2R, A3
R RNT 2 ghm?/ AF 2.5 ghm? / N Z[0); BE7K 38 =2k, NS LEENT 2 ghm?/A.
MBS K, BN TR S R RO 5%; AU WL . e
FH LRI K A BE A T~ 2% F1 5% 2 [8); i A& MRS AR T 2%.
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Tab. 3 Ecological carrying capacity in different regions of Zhejiang province
e AR MR/ (JTghm?) p— NBERAB ]/ (ghm?- A—1) it/ %
2005 4 2010 4F 2015 4F  HfH 2005 4 20104 20154 BfH
B 928 995 1021 945 1.03 1.237 1.143 1132 1.173  —1.10
T 674 892 908 788 2.45 1.028 1.173 1.161 1.104 0.63
LM 986 990 977 926 1.45 1.268 1.084 1.071 1.143  —1.61
F% 481 686 710 591 3.02 1.203 1.523 1.548  1.376 1.70
M 391 464 483 429 1.70 1.440 1.605 1.637  1.523 0.78
N 529 628 657 579 1.92 1.206 1.278 1.323  1.246 0.40
Gt 716 750 779 709 1.95 1.473 1.398 1.429 1.404  —0.18
(Al 359 306 311 318 —0.12 1.635 1.439 1.459  1.496  —0.95
Sl 106 140 148 125 2.51 1.036 1.252 1.283  1.154 1.54
aM 657 657 667 631 1.30 1.156 1.099 1.103 1.111 —0.70
MK 494 444 449 449 0.35 2.181 2.096 2.097  2.088  —0.58

W AR R A, e A 2005, 2010 A 2015 3X 3 4EEHE, HAHEMEEE T /5 REG BT 2002—2015 4E 1

SERIE; HIETE 2002—2015 4F (P19 K d

HIR 3 WA, WA AR IX I A S AR B AP AR RN 2 57 WER KB B A, h
ML TR WINANGEEAE 700 Jrghm? PA_E; ML 412%. G INAINEK ST 400 ~700 J7ghm? 2
;A JHARE LN T 400 J7ghm?. W ASIERREODH, KSR, Bid 2 ghm?/A; 552%. ¥
M X GEFEMAT 1.2 ~2 ghm?/ N2 HiMH T8 M SR LA G AT
1.2 ghm?/ N WIS, /B8RB800 BB M AR B B ah BV, b3Sk
T3RRGO 58 0%, SRR 3.02%, T MR AIK, SR -0.12%, 258 10T s

o NBERRE )T, T 32% W AL 2059 ETESE AU w4
e WML AT S 1 T A
% 4 WISATRARRESEIMESYE
Tab. 4 Ecological pressure in different regions of Zhejiang Province
Em o b T WM FE WM 4 &% M fr &M HiK
2002 507 524 377 61 135 294 37 —142 124 372 —209
LEARSRT 2005 1021 826 537 384 378 676 —16 3 145 520 —204
2010 1279 1507 871 368 378 666 432 151 139 759 —131
2015 1537 2011 1057 737 435 754 597 229 239 891 —113
2002 0.39 0.32 0.21 0.47 0.32 0.27 0.29 0.71 0.32 0.21 0.41
LEANR 2005 0.41 0.38 0.24 0.43 0.33 0.26 0.40 0.50 0.44 0.24 0.46
2010 0.62 0.42 0.35 0.62 0.52 0.43 0.41 0.70 0.69 0.35 0.75
2015 0.81 0.51 0.48 0.67 0.71 0.58 0.52 0.87 0.73 0.48 1.04

VE: NIRRT, 2R LA 2002, 2005, 2010 F1 2015 3X 4 FAEEE, HAFEEGE ] /EE R

PR A A5 AL AN AR 25 AR B B, Tk — 20 73 Wit a8 AN Rl X PR 2R 25 s 0 AR 2280,
i RWR 4 Pros. WTLURIL, BRENK AN, R X AERT IO IR 2 40 T30k R3S, HAESS
PR PRI IS LA 2015 FEEAE GBI, BUAL TR 3 M X Rl T 1000
Jighm?, FoA P i) 2 011 Jighm?; 5% 4%, MG M 4 DX AR/ T 500
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Ji~1 000 Jighm? Z [m); WM BNFISE L 3 AMHBIX A 2575 7T 500 J7ghm?; 0 7K e il — 4
TAERBRRE X, RO TN ) AR S B AR BEZE TR, M 2002 4F 1) 209 J7ghm? fik /b %
2015 1 113 Jjghm?. SUAT 5, $iVLAE & HX A2 TR H LR ™ IR

MNAEEBCERT, BEFCIAN A X A A 25 AL (K GDP 7= 1) U B TH S35, i1
BRI 1, 2T RESE R R A TR . (R I, 2015 RN /K i AR S ReRIA
F1] 1.04 J7 7/ ghm?, J& FrA7 1 DX b AR 25 8005 e i 1. 33K -5 90 7K SE it A2 245 57 1T e B DA OG. G 4F
K, WEZK ARG R (R AR AR PR TR 5 (R AR S TR, RS b it A A B e AR a8 Tl
FIA8 A 58— SR b, [\, WA B K T A% GDP A B K AEZS R 3R 4L T BUR AR
B, A7 W K T A A RO KIS .

3 WL AR RIEEE SR

3.1 2EpmER

HRAE R SCHTE Kaya [N 20 %, Al435] 20022015 4EHTVT 4 AL A L I8 R 200 i 45 SR (W
*5).

x5 WIEETETERSMER

Tab. 5 Decomposition results of the ecological footprint of Zhejiang Province jjghm2

A BN IR N RIEAY RN N VAR
2002-2003 425 —636 798 263
2003-2004 937 —230 732 435
2004-2005 1380 181 693 506
2005-2006 1173 —261 1240 194
2006-2007 786 —820 1 407 198
2007-2008 524 —671 1041 153
2008-2009 221 —867 934 154
2009-2010 76 —1348 770 654
2010-2011 717 —442 1117 43
2011-2012 676 —413 1051 38
2012-2013 373 —1780 1 096 58
2013-2014 136 —946 1 054 28
2014-2015 209 —932 1055 87
2002-2015 7 633 -8 164 12 987 2 810

FHEE 5 AN, BFFUHTIR, Wivles A28 R 0k S 8 BAEAT W3 i m, FLrb 2005 45 A1 2006
FEREA LR B T 1 000 Jghm?2, 20022015 4 [AJWFVT 4 A4 A 2 728 B 2k hn 7 633
Jighm?.

MIGKBEARLNFE, B 2005 4246, HAREM 0 qE, 3 WIRFTIY I LA 2 o 3 K =0
WAL, B PR BB T, BORME B D T ARSI, 20022015 4R [A] B T2 5
KA A5 AR S L S P RN 8 164 Jighm?, b 2010 4E b B, A& PR T
1 348 Jighm?. 1X T Z & i FAEA R AR R BT 5 DI IF. 2002—2015 4F, WA L2 2 0E i
M 3.333 ghm? /)5 76 F R3] 1.712 ghm?/Ji76, BIFREEGLE 1 )56 GDP, 2015 457~ AE A 45 L i
EEE 2002 1K 1.621 ghm?,

MR R IR RN, BT A SEAR 30 0 1EAE, Ui BIBF ST IR WV 2 48 55 R K I B8 s, A
BI52Br GDP B8N, Mo HEs) 7 A LK. 20022015 (8] i T2 57 & AP
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SRS LRy 12 987 Jighm?, HH 20062008 4 A1 20112015 4F 1 i) 4 4F [ 1 &
YL 1000 Jighm?, 1% 3 2 i T-HL A 2 0F Pl & B S 301, 20022015 48], #vL4 5E
b GDP(1978 4EAA%) M 2 356 /27T INF] 9 043 1478, 4EBH N 10.90%; AI45<hs GDP M
0.548 J7 76/ NN E] 1.633 Ji 7/ N, XN 8.76%. 28 1F 5 25 2OVR A [R1H 43 41 7 vkt A5 1
TRBUMEEE, YNERS LS &R (A GDP) & B3 MEXTHOC R K.

N RS 30 N, T A A1 4 38k AL, b BRAE S0 [RD V28 N 1 5 A W, — s 2
JE AT A R 2002—2015 4F R BN RS ik S SR AR A R R Y 2 810
Jighm?2, Hrp 2005 481 2010 SEMIEEAE 500 Jighm? DL E. X SHTA A D0 sh 8 B
9. 2002—2015 4F, WiLA N HECE A 4 303 T MG INE] 5 539 J5 A, 3T 1236 J1 N, 114
N 1.96%.

3.2 FREMRAHMER
HE— 2D XV T A8 AN [ M X A 25 L TR R4 T DR 2 0, 45 Rk 6 i,
x 6 IATRMRESRERESBRER

Tab. 6 Decomposition results of the ecological footprint in different areas of

Zhejiang Province jjghm2
X RN AR, R RETRV R0, PN EFE
B 1158 -800 1339 619
T 1732 -463 1588 607
M 846 -569 747 668
Fa 904 -158 838 224
I 395 -276 569 102
N 603 -419 773 250
e 734 -279 681 331
M1 367 -48 360 56
FHili 155 -163 273 45
aM 622 -438 705 356
7K 116 -145 223 38

MR, 20022015 4 10), X A S AT BN, o, BT A S L
IEHARLE 1000 Jghm? DLE; ML 5526, 4%, SRR G NP R EAE 500 J7~1 000
Jighm? Z [a); SN N S LR 7K 6 28 28 R 128 B8 B /T 500 Jighm?, 7K 4 S AK 11 116
Jighm?.

I KA SN, A H X 38 0 A, U BRI T TR T2 % b X 28 5 48 K =038 A i
etk RARKERE B, GBI RGBT . T N N A
M, A B IS 400 Jghm?, Horbds K2 AU, ARS8 R B 800 Jjghm?; HYK A%
AN X ARG 5% BN SRR K S X AR AL R B34 /8T 200 Jighm?, 3
b NI SR N, RS JE T R AN 48 Jighm?2. SRR 280N Ay 47 T S ph 2 2 AR A i T
SR, LABTHFNE N R ], 2002—2015 48], AN A 25 2 2B 58 B N 2.827 ghm? /)1 76 F 5N
1.212 ghm?/ J3 76, T M AR 245 AL 85 FE UM 3.114 ghm? /)7 70 N B %] 2.246 ghm? / Jj JG.

MR IR RN A, BT A X 3k 1E AR, d WA 0 1 1) 45 b X 28 55 R R AP AN v, HE
) TS E K, R R KN B K R P S XA T i RN, A A A B ) K 1 588
Jighm? F1 1 339 Jjghm?; & Ji 7K P R0 55 /N i H DX AL TR A8 I o 8 Ll RN 7K 28 A2 245 2 700 488 o
7E 500 Jighm? LR, Se/MAEIN K, A L8 Ak 223 Jighm?. K REKCFRON A 1F 3 %
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ST & XA SR GDP B4 g 1. LU AR K o 4, 20022015 48], 773 A3 S br
GDP (1978 £ %) M 0.673 J5 JGHn#] 2.150 J5 7t, Ml K N34 5EFs GDP M 0.272 J7 763 0
F]1.082 JiJt.

MON R RN 7, I A b DX 340 4 1A, 6 B 50 30 18] 25 Hb XN 11 £ s AN, #6380 7
RS AR TSGR N VRSN B R R R X LR AT N 7 R, AR 3 i 4 3 AE 600
Jighm? UL b o INE ok, AR i il 668 J7ghm?; A AR 2800 A5 /0 f1 b X 455 5
PN AN SR AT K S X AR S R R R AE 150 JTghm? DLR, Forbai K, RS2
IR EAUCA 38 Jighm?. A FUMUSERLN by 1F 32 Bt T %5 HU XN DV ECE B n i 5 1. LR M RN
KA, 2002—2015 4 [8], dEAA CECE B 612 J7 A3 ns 912 75N, 30T 300 Ji A WEKA
FI¥cR 189 J7 AR nE 214 J5 N, Bahn T 25 1A

4 BERBT

B 2257 R, WITTAS LA AL AR H, B T IBAE ETT, B % R
PR, (HAE R PR, L5 TSR RERE IR TT. WAFIHLX BRI AL T2 4k
A, Fodx 10 UK A A 22 428 52 BIAS R RE JE R . TR 38 20 ik 46 RSB, T S P il 4% 1l
LUK FrAAL, S AR AL R, TR 5 A KPR 5 M A 2 L T
9Kz 1) &

AR Z KA, WTEAE 1A IS 058 20 BOK, BUR R 25 5 g A gz 4 245
SRR, PR AE AR BRI, JE T LA GE e, AR W B UL H—, EmEE
PEA R, AL REWEH D 4k, A BRI 9 AL R4 AL A AL I < BET ) B L:
IR, WIREINEI A B B L K. 7 T BN RETRAT R AR R B, AT
WREBOAR) 2 N, P BRI 808 g — Ui, B BRI FHRE . MURERI/K BE S5 1k HE U 1Y
ML, AW BEIS DR A M. B8, IR T A T . A8 MRt A 2R B8O T2
AR, ML ZE 77 AR T T RS R B, IR U INRMG™ T R D, RAR LU AR 5, S
M= BT A B =, SRS R AE 5L, 5838 X PR E AR ML W48 2R SR B T
TIRK, LR LUR ™ 5, 2N ai AL S R AME S, AR AR A, g AR aS 44k, it
ZEARDREDC R St [RI, 2 M CUECRYT . WESZ R, WERLIR . HEAT 27 g S0, S S X ) A
I A AR AMEE TR, 0 A2 2K 4 1 DX (A 7K T ) AT AR 2SS, SR DY, n i A 2 ST A A
AL . AR 2R A 257 B B SO, At T 34 A A A M AL AR A s bR 53 S R vy 2t
B, AT A T A A AL (A A B B BRI 20 i N A B B (K DAL IB ST
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