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Abstract: The ecological footprint composition and space difference of eco-efficiency in districts and coun-
ties around Nansihu Lake was analyzed with related statistical data of 2007, and then the sustainability was
assessed in the method of quadrant analysis by footprint per capita and eco-efficiency. The results show that
the total ecological footprint presents a pyramid structure, and the top county is 5.7 times more than the bot-
tom one. In general, the proportion of carbon footprint land is as high as 44.3%, while that of built-up land is
only 6.66%. The spatial eco-efficiency distribution assumes a pattern of descending from south to north ob-
viously. Yutai, Liangshan, Jinxiang and Sishui locate in quadrant three, which implicates the best sustainabil-
ity, while Tengzhou, Xuecheng and Tongshan locate in quadrant one, which means the worst.
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Table 1. Base situation in survey region (2007)

R 1 WX EE X BREAFH (2007 5)

iR = Eﬁ\) (%}u\) FJV??Z:;)
Tl DIEEAES 904.5 109.06 263.74
il ol B 1591.3 70.64 161.51
wrii mEhR 628 45.78 73.29
i) s 790 62.14 86.19
Tl AR 1008.2 81.22 110.02
il R 762.3 75.79 90.06
BT KA 1070 60.56 70.95
i) L 963.9 74.07 93.13
Tl it B 1T 889.4 64.08 175.09
il M 690 61.35 242.16
BEET o Ak 1387.3 113.59 376.91
AET B 420.5 41.69 68.85
AEW T 1485 164.74 404.06
& 1349 123.57 173.37
AR il S 1877.4 120.53 206
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Table 2.Ecological Footprint in Survey Region (2007), Units: 10° ghm’
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Figure 1. Distribution Map of Eco-efficiency in Survey Region
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Figure 2. Ecological Footprint per Capita and Eco-efficiency
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