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A Study on China’s Regional Ecological Footprints

Zhou Xin

Abstract; This paper points out major problems associated with the conven-
tional accounting method of ecological footprint, based on which provides a re-
gional approach for ecological footprint calculation using multi-regional input-
output model and regional land use data. By accounting for the ecological foot-
print of China’s eight regions, this paper draws two conclusions. i) Regional ec-
ological footprints and interregional resource dependency differ greatly from one
region to another, which demands for detailed accounting at regional or sub-re-

gional levels. ii) Regional appropriation of natural resource is unequitable due

O AWREITLEEBREREEARBARFXEENA) HERHENEREL, EHRFE
AV .

® R%, B{EHuhk. Institute for Global Environmental Strategies, 2108 — 11 Kamiyamaguchi, Haya-
ma, Kanagawa, 240 — 0115 Japan; BLi&: +81-46-855-3863; £ K : + 81-46-855-3809; HR4H: zhou@ig-

€s. OT. |,

24

FEREESETNHAR

mainly to the fact that the ecological value is not internalized in the production
costs of associated products and therefore requires policy intervention such as the
adoption of payment for ecological services. '

Keywords: Ecological footprint  Regional disparity Interregional resource
dependency Multi-region input-output model
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N LA B R B 5 S S . B, B A—EEHT—-EHE
K. 4P, BB, A RARFESHEA -S4 INEE, 4%
BENAREA-E=INEY, FEARTEKE, AR EBRFELA—F
B, BT RBBM AR, MLfEihE S H— e, Birmemisl,
N FACB Y BT, A1 — E AR EAR =, BT A i SRR
BA—EENE I M R ST R LA S v 2 BRIERE AL, & e AR
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X=AX+F+E—M (AX+F) (10)

X=[I— (I—M) AT'[U—M F+E] (11)

[I— (J—M) A] ' Leontief W%RE, R R R AARA R & TR T
TREMENE; (I—M) FRR0ES E NSRRI RLNS.

2.2 HARSPEREH LA

B R RO ] &2 KRB A 7= AR Aok, 138 X 08k P9 i X35 1A] 57
B RAR T . 58, ¥ Leontief MIEREZAFAAT W B 4 5 B E
¥ D (k).

L (k) =D®E)[I—I—MAT! (12)

KA, L (k) g%t k 2670+ 80 (a2 o5 PR O R BUE R, RBANLRA ™ Ry
PSR LA, H
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pw—| " W : (13)
0 0 o D®(k)

HF— DR (b)) (RAKXE, BIRL, «, R®) 2—14>30 X 30 WX+ MMM,
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2.3 HErpREE b A

CMRIO A X FH O E=EMNFELR, W& NEZRH DK™ gI N
%), EMA TS TTE O PR R E P E S AMEL. BT O
P I E AR S T B R R I, AR E XL 5 R REUE
BEL (k) RAZAMHOPERESHEN T ER, FARX (9O HELREHD
AR TS . TR B . —30RH 0 P EER R KR AT R
PG E RSt B (LMP) ;5 —34 2k 0 il B & Kb RE S e &
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CMRIO H A EEEET 1997 4£F01 2000 4E, H LA IE LR 2000 4F44 XI5
AT A9 A R IR R D (k) LI 2§ 43[F] Wackernagel Fl
ReesUU R AT EEA -, RB\BAFZHENTEMEIETEME, #17TH
SRR, TN E R, KA. BRHAMENBRICAEE -, HPRH
R k. AR, FEHASRRAAE, B D,

Ry 45 2470 + st i A F= AR ST BB A MR, ARBFIERT S HIA &5
B HHATIHE ., R IR T BB A & 2R 3 0 T AR LA AT Ak A9
SEERH LM EEF AR ), BEX A0, A5 1 A6) HEHELK
BT B P R A E N s S A A o, FEBR IR A D3, Bt
BEIABHEES RS H, BESER.

F1 LHFIASE
Tab. 1 Classification of land use
- F R Y B BE kIR

e F Ak A 7= 5 R 3 T ERL L 200106
Hhih RAFYIHHE i E AR 4E % 20010000
R Aolk i K & B AR AL 18]
i ATFEROL KRR A TR, B E & Ok 4% 20010
bl & JAT D (0 M i 7K K hE ROl AR % 200108

. A FEAE. Lol #0388 % o5 Y

3 S E LA A A
BEIR BB M R

Fangl?l], fiEAERSEHHAEL 2000~2002022

REVR b 5 B SOR BB A 28— P HE R CO, MIZRME RS, T+ RR
WA S FARERNE R F—HRMRIE IPCC N FEP AR XK £17
A ABHRRE EBHE W COy 5 88 4 BT E & X IR 5 WS K+, BRsfL
PMRE R R R CE . FRARXT B B B I RE 1 Y e T FRAR A ) & 10 25 B F AR
K, Wackernagel Fl Rees IR{E HAMBF T E H 2 BRIRAT- 1 AHRERIL
IX10M R (G]) HEMIRELGE T HER R CO, . SR, AFEH X FRMAEY B2
WEBEARIRE, HERTAMEROFERERR. HMH, gz EL
FEZE. flan, PEESENEREDEN 43 25/ AHE] 126 Z 5/ HUR
S0 ARHRGER A P E A B AR AR T B K S BRI R

F& X B AT HEEHE W CO, B & Bk LAAH R K SRR R IR+, 15
FRPGZATI AR CO, FrREMFRARE, BHRUZ L™ E, S8
Tk B AR 7= B & BB 3 [dY (energy) .
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3.1 Rl A g i

BRI R R B TR RA S, RI NP EZ 4 T X8 RL,
R2, R3, R4, R5. R6 I R7T MARH; FMEZ AT X R1 BRI, RS
MZRER. R6 BYPEET. R7 g A0 RS MZRALES; 1w R 2L R X B R7
1 RS,

2 FEF 5 RIFR 2000 FEESXBHEHATENS . FK, B
HAKBRAERER (RRAAY L EAEIRD, B RRXEHEES
FRZ DX R HA X8R AR S TET AR 8 — 47 3R 5 X33 1 74 X3 A HL At [X 33 42
RS ER S PR ER, X ALK LK BERR & X H 2% & A R A
R

F2 #HESEERRBEESKEXR (B46. 2A/A)
Tab. 2  Ecological footprints of arable land and regional interdependency (Unit: hm? /capita)
dR (arable)

ik /ST R1 R2 R3 R4 R5 R6 R7 R8
R1 1.07 0.1799 0.0028 0.0008 0.0007 0.0005 0.0003 0.0006 0.0002
R2 0.35 0.0002 0.0413 0.0002 0.0001 0.0002 0.0000 0.0001 0.0000
R3 0. 49 0.0037 0.0078 0.0725 0.0030 0.0021 0.0015 0.0018 0.0007
R4 0. 27 0.0009 0.0008 0.0008 0.0539 0.0016 0.0005 0.0004 0.0003
RS 0. 26 0.0006 0.0006 0.0003 0.0010 0.0566 0.0003 0.0004 0.0005
R6 0.58 0.0030 0.0043 0.0023 0.0044 0.0068 0.0824 0.0027 0.0019
R7 1. 49 0.0021 0.0062 0.0011 0.0011 0.0018 0.0009 0.1785 0.0014
RS 0.72 0.0006 0.0008 0.Q004 0.0008 0.0026 0.0006 0.0009 0.1036
A 0.0063 0.0145 0.0057 0.0050 0.0073 0.0006 0.0060 0.0010
AA/BT 106.55 23.83 158.23 137.89 129.00 351.47 115.48 237.21

MR 2 B/, X RL A0 R7 AL E B 5 A B 1 UK T Ho A X8
RHR K FRAZMX (R2, R4 FIR5), BLBIHAS KB 25 R AR
BURIRHDAG, AATREN 1 WA DX 3N 2% o R A B A T AR R . X3
B G R R R, KRS LABIEHEHIX) I R6 ChafdiX) REXI
(B 52 5 Fh B & #t i I A) EBOR UM, TIIX R R2 (AEEUSFALI7 k) #1 RS (g
TRV X)) B9TH SRR KA b o5 A A SRS BBt b
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%3 HZHRESEEREREEESKEXR (B 2/A)
Tab. 3 Ecological Footprints of Forest and Regional Interdependency (Unit; hm®/capita)

dR (forest)

X358, /AU Rl R2 R3 R4 R5 R6 R7 R8
Rl 1.15 0.1900 0.0030 0.0009 0.0008 0.0006 0.0003 0.0006 0.0002
R2 0.08 0.0001 0.0155 0.0001 0.0000 0.0001 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
R3 0.10 0.0009 0.0020 0.0180 0.0008 0.0005 0.0004 0.0005 0.0002
R4 0.16 0.0005 0.0005 0.0005 0.0317 0.0009 0.0003 0.0003 0.0002
RS 0. 43 0.0008 0.0008 0.0005 0.0014 0.0833 0.0005 0.0005 0.0006
R6 0.38 0.0020 0.0028 0.0015 0.0029 0.0044 0.0538 0.0017 0.0012
R7 1.04 0.0015 0.0043 0.0008 0.0008 0.0012 0.0006 0.1249 0.0010
R8 0. 60 0.0005 0.0006 0.0003 0.0006 0.0021 0.0005 0.0008 0.0850
B 0.0063 0.0055 0.0017 0.0031 0.0094 0.0004 0.0042 0.0008

#3FH, X RLA R MHRMETHHBCREAE, WX R2, R3 M
RA W, BULIXIE R1 A1 R7 BOVH 3% o5 A o ZR AR TE AR B0 . A X3
BB BRNIKERERE, KB R6 M R7T (FALFHMBE) EHD P RS HHMK
G B R W, T X R R2 A1 RS 1 2 o5 AT A 2R AROORTUEL t IX 8 A R A
At

F4 EMESEEREEAEDRERR (RG: 2W/A)
Tab. 4 Ecological Footprints of Pasture and Regional Interdependency (Unit: hm’/capita)

dR (pasture)

X, / AT R1 R2 R3 R4 R5 R6 R7 R8

R1 0. 35 0.0720 0.0011 0.0003 0.0003 0.0002 0.0001 0.0003 0.0001
R2 0.03 0.0003 0.0367 0.0002 0.0001 0.0001 0.0000 0.0001 0.0000
R3 0.09 0.0012 0.0026 0.0236 0.0010 0.0006 0.0005 0.0007 0.0003
R4 0.01 0.0003 0.0003 0.0003 0.0149 0.0004 0.0002 0.0002 0.0001
RS 0.03 0.0003 0.0002 0.0001 0.0004 0.0178 0.0002 0.0002 0.0002
K6 0. 36 0.0021 0.0030 0.0016 0.0031 0.0045 0.0555 0.0019 0.0013
R7 10. 08 0.0138 0.0409 0.0072 0.0072 0.0119 0.0057 1.1804 0.0091
R8 0.55 0.0005 0.0006 0.0003 0.0007 0.0021 0.0005 0.0008 0.0839
s 0.0034 0.0130 0.0024 0.0027 0.0038 0.0015 0.0366 0.0011

B TR R IR B KA A A, X8 R7 XS] B 5 v R # Bt o5 R 0
BEERTEN, X R2 USRI b &R X R7 MR, EAAESR
MHE (5, KIRR6 F1R3 2 H S ke Kk & F R EE ORI, AX R
P, I R2 A1 RS (978575 2 MK 38 5 AR T B4~ X
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RS5 KEESBRER RS HEDKELR (8fr: WMFE/AN)
Tab. 5 Ecological Footprints of Water Surface and Regional Interdependency (Unit: hm? /capita)

dR (water)

X 35, /OB R1 R2 R3 R4 R5 R6 R7 R8
R1 0. 046 0.0079  0.0001 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
R2 0.022 0.0000 0.0022 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
R3 0. 020 0.0002  0.0003 0.0031 0.0001 0.0001 0.0001 0.0001 0.0000
R4 0.036 0.0001  0.0001 0.0001 0.0062 0.0002 0.0001 0.0000 0.0000
R5 0.028 0.0001  0.0001 0.0000 0.0001 0.0055 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
R6 0.037 0.0002 0.0003 0.0001 0.0003 0.0004 0.0052 0.0002 0.0001
R7 0.015 0.0000 0.0001 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0020 0.0000
RS 0.015 0.0000  0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0001 0.0000 0.0000 0.0023

At " 0.0003 0.0008 0.0003 0.0005 O0.0006 0.0000 O. 0001  0.0000

KSR M 2 75 45 20 + B LR LB, X8, R2 A R3 B4 28 5
FIBEZBHEMER, KR R1 AR5 (0 B8 KRB MM, X3 RL. R6
RS B9 THBBOF S At . AR S, T IR R7 A0 28 045 o b
Eﬂomﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁk%ﬂiﬁﬂﬂ¢%%%ﬁﬁ¢oﬁ%&ﬁi%&ﬂ%%
SRR ST 4 I 4 PR UR AT B M A T B T s 22 5

3.2 DRk CO, #E Ko b 05 - Hb A s J s

B 1 R KM R P RE 1 CO, HM, HAFE=84. HARS e
ﬁﬁﬁ\ﬂm$bﬁ%%#ﬁ,u&%%%%*%ﬁ%%ﬁﬂomwiéﬁk
ﬂmﬁﬁﬁlwch,%Zﬁ#ﬁMLMW(ZﬁR&3&H@W(Bﬁ
R2) A%, 2L 345, M 2 FRE XM REA Y CO, HubF X 5, GDP &
ZHRERKR, SURERBXYEHTESH CO, Hithiik,

8-

2 =

=3

< g

I 41 b

B | = §

Z ol bl o 7

S 4T BXK : [l &7 7

N il ~
[ ] <]

o LEXY, i L RRY Y, 2%°8

R R R R R R R

5 6 8

B EARS FREHCOHM OO HREMCoOMN o T3 P EHEH A CO,
1 X R CO, Hik

Fig.1 CO, Emissions Embodied in Regional Consumption
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y=03194x+ 8.6747 Re
6| R=0.7714

L g%

0 5 10 15 20
GDP /(-F7T/N)

2 BXEMEBHEREH CO;, HEFIX 8 GDP p% &
Fig. 2 Embodied CO; Emissions and Regional GDP

RORPEXBHAWEELHAESRZE. NXBBEIMKERLRRE,
—J7 T, X1 R3 F1 R6 B ZRPRAE o B IE X3 HoAb ot X 8 32 51 R 9 & CO, HE
BOREEENREEM. H—FHE, X8 R2 Sk b X3 b X 5138 50 4 68
R MRt B R, BSh, XIBR R2 #1 R6 XF 48 4h B IR + s i 4K i K F H A
X5

#6 BFELIHMESEERRBEETKELR (A6 AB/A)
Tab. 6 Ecological Footprints of Energy Land and Regional Interdependency (Unit: hm?/capita)

X35, R1 R2 R3 R4 R5 R6 R7 R8
R1 0.5571  0.0053  0.0017  0.0016  0.0007  0.0008  0.0026 0. 0005
R2 0.0010  0.5108  0.0012  0.0006  0.0005  0.0003  0.0010 0. 0002
R3 0.0069  0.0347  0.2514  0.0068  0.0029  0.0039  0.0050 0. 0018
R4 0.0047  0.0051  0.0071  0.4422  0.0078  0.0057  0.0046 0. 0027
R5 0.0020  0.0023  0.0013  0.0044  0.2734  0.0020  0.0023 0. 0027
Ré6 0.0059  0.0249  0.0063  0.0144  0.0115  0.2874  0.0104 0. 0064
R7 0.0049  0.0096  0.0020  0.0024  0.0021  0.0028  0.7278 0. 0032
R8 0.0011  0.0015  0.0008  0.0018  0.0042  0.0019  0.0040 0. 2808
Bsh 0.0535  0.1493  0.0289  0.0764  0.0846  0.1099  0.0388 0. 0098
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x7 ENMMESEDRREBEESSAOKREXER (846 AF/A)
Tab. 7 Ecological Footprints of Built-up Land and Regional Interdependency (Unit: hn?’ /capita)

I b B X A 2 R AR 5

X i, R1 R2 R3 R4 R5 R6 R7 R8

R1 0. 0362 0. 0002 0. 0001 0. 0001 0. 0000 0. 0000 0. 0001 0. 0000
R2 0. 0000 0.0191 0. 0001 0. 0000 0. 0000 0. 0000 0. 0000 0. 0000
R3 0. 0003 0. 0009 0. 0224 0. 0004 0. 0002 0. 0002 0. 0003 0. 0001
R4 0. 0001 0. 0001 0. 0002 0. 0187 0. 0002 0. 0002 0. 0001 0. 0001
R5 0. 0001 0. 0001 0. 0001 0. 0002 0.0126 0. 0001 0. 0001 0. 0001
R6 0. 0003 0. 0005 0. 0003 0. 0006 0. 0005 0.0218 0. 0005 0. 0003
R7 0. 0001 0. 0003 0. 0001 0. 0001 0. 0001 0. 0001 0. 0395 0. 0001
RS 0. 0000 0. 0001 0. 0000 0. 0001 0. 0002 0. 0001 0. 0002 0.0171

ok 0.0018  0.0061  0.0011  0.0021  0.0026  0.0026  0.0010 0. 0003
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Appendix 1 Region Classification in China Multi-region Input-Output Table (CMRIO)
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Appendix 2 Sector Classification in China Multi-region Input-Output Table (CMRIO)
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