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Fig.1 The ecological function

zoning of northern region of Zhengzhou
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Tab.1 The per capita ecological footprint of biological resources

consumption in Huiji District and the comparison with Zhengzhou City and Henan Province in 2011
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Tab.2 The per capita ecological footprint of energy

consumption in Huiji District and the comparison with Henan Province in 2011
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Tab.3 The per capita ecological
carrying capacity of Huiji District in 2011
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Researches on the Application of
the Ecological Footprint Analysis in the Construction
of Ecological Economic Demonstration Area in Northern Zhengzhou

Sun Hongli
(Central China’ s Development Research Institute, Wuhan University, Wuhan 430072, China)

Abstract: Using the ecological footprint analysis theory,the paper analyses in-depthly the ecological footprint
and the ecosystem carrying capacity of the demonstration area of the ecological economy in northern Zhengzhou. The
results show that ; ecological footprint per capita of the biological resources consumption is 4. 508 hm? , ecological
footprint per capita of the energy consumption is 0. 168 hm?  and the total ecological footprint per capita is 4. 676
hm? , the ecological carrying capacity per capita is 0. 998 1 hm? in the main ecological economic demonstration area
of Huiji district in 2011. Based on this, some corresponding countermeasures and suggestions are put forward for the
construction of the northern Zhengzhou ecological economic demonstration area. It will be of great significance for
the leaders to change the ecological advantages into industrial advantages and realize the new local development
competitiveness.

Key words: ecological footprint analysis; ecosystem carrying capacity; ecological economy demonstration are-

a; Huiji district in Zhengzhou



