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Abstract

The Net Lake watershed is one of the important river catchments in Yangxin County, Huangshi City.
This paper evaluates the evolution of land type area, per capita ecological footprint, per capita eco-
logical carrying capacity, ecological surplus and deficit of the Net Lake watershed in 1980, 1990,
2000,2010 and 2018 based on the ecological footprint model. The results show that: the changes in
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cultivated land area and watershed area show the evolution of this and that; the per capita ecologi-
cal footprint of the Nettle Lake Basin increased and then decreased, and the per capita ecological
carrying capacity gradually decreased from 1980 to 2018; the ecological surplus and deficit of the
Nettle Lake Basin from 1980 to 2018 show the “deficit” and “surplus”. The fluctuating trend of “deficit-
surplus-deficit-surplus” from 1980 to 2018 may indicate that the net lake basin is experiencing a
degradation stage. Therefore, when carrying out the management of ecological management and
water resources utilization in the Net Lake Basin, it is necessary to carry out rational planning and
scientific development to ensure the stability and sustainable development of the basin ecosystem.
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I K R RS MERE Z R ARG SRS EAEHE RN E A E RS, HFHERENR
HEMRBEAWH SR E R, KT HRRERAPTREENKLR[]. BT AMKRENERZXRE
AR, - NERBHSIIE—RIERNEL, BARARES AN NERHE LR, Fib AR5
WL RAZ B REEE T AR S W T 2. A4k 2 PR 28 17280 33 AN S RSk bR iy LA o
IR TT R &, R TERIE 78 A b 5G SR AT 50 i AR R I 55 AR sh & R kTR R B 7L, RIS IR R 45 4
PRHIF 7T (X 33 ) S B 1 LR B e it HEAT AL (2] TR AR — N e A R R S8, U275
GGG RYF . ASFEMICERIEE . MRS Ak, WXKEEIK. B B RERAD
GRRIMATER G AL, ISR A HOC R R GBI VPAN FNTIN[3], 3X 2B 70 A b O 22 I8 2 48 1) B 23015 .

N FSEAEE B 7 Sl AR, FEAN A g s SO B, N B B A B (19 2 7 DK E AR
PRI DL S N R FF AR 46 R 3% AR Sl 1 AR AR A (4] ST SCHAE 3, A oG R AR AN | (1 R I«
JE 4R SC IR AR R A it A ST I A DA A g R RR IR e g i . T SCHARHHLL A 2 IR A B
PR TTRER . J5 T TR AL L8 R A, IR AR S SR AR (5], |
HhFE N OC R RSP, BTG A OG REEE WA A AR IR 2 . Rl R IERHIE
AR R PHEHIRIA S KRG LR A TR B ST BRI CRET I, KA TAFBEFY. £5%. H
G ERIEE L R AR 6], B AMEE BN T A E R DUE BT AN, M T AR FIAMOE R
PRI, IIREE R T) . AR R AR R B AR AN [F) R 0% 3 R HE B ML o
Mensing 25273 % N R G 70 8 55 5 7 L HUF /B $(LUCC) [7]; Tan &5 NS T A4 A=k R0
f 55 5 NGBt LR, FRERGE T iR I AT R R R (8] TR E I A M G R LR D M
RABHTE 1981 4R T “ AHIR R ARG (9], MBS AZE. XU 8ot i, 17
W7 e AL E 2, 9 NS5 BB 3R A T B B A PR HE A 10]. 5 SRAN D 2 0k A Ml ¢ 2 F A IR
ARJF S PR R AR AL SR T BN VRN A, B TERT[ 113 A OC R AR (I Ak IR R
DA EFR— RS 5 . F RS 12]7E T A0 IR A SC R IR RIS, W B B8 1 S5
PRIASEIIOC R o i R 13 0T 788 BH B N 1 G 55 98 78 1) TR 3% AN R B 77 20 AT B3 HH 7 0 R0 A | oG &
AR B IR AR
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AR AR ER T I AT RE SR R I AR, [ A R AR S AR B AR RS R AT TR E MR AT,
IS T — B R N RF ) FIR TR 5T RS I FR bR, A AT RESR R AN s A S T
Kok AR LR NS KA S AT % William Rees £l Wackernagel [ 14135 EE 5T, KA 2 ik &
SONEEF B b X b TR ) A b T S B A 26t B AR R IR SRR R, 52 B S WE A S S
FIEATHE; Daberl [15]38 0 4HE K FIE 1926~1995 A& I HIWF 7T, 5 AT 2 X 35 10 28 25K 3 )
BT TS . FREZEHBRER[16]7E 2000 F4 A R AR AT F AT NE RN, 29R[17]AES 2
AR RE S M, BB T ot GDP AR R, I HIE T b A4 25 R A A 38 AR SR
RS, B T AESRT A58 T =4k LR, FHRA T RAR S 5 R =
TR H EEX 1961~2006 4 Hp [ 4 AE 25 R R HEAT T SEUERF AT

e S 7 i A e 1D i R 4 1 = e NS K S ) 1 D NS e S W e Y = PR
W IR 1 5C 2R PTRE SR R SRR I S5 KR

2. IRXBR SHIEKIR
2.1. RXER

XTI A A (115°14'00"E~115°25'42"E, 29°45'11"N~29°56'38"N), {7 F#ldb & E A i B8N, 4Tk
T NI F, KITSE/KICH = MHAT, AN 20,495 km?, sk N EFE M. B iie. MEH.
ARHEEA . WA Tl X . 2R ) B B XI5 A FRIX s PRI AR IR AR A . 9%, f7 K 38 . 2R
B, CEEEW . FEMRII. R R, PSSR ALAR19]. TR T A KGR SR X, P RIRAE
16.2°C~16.6°C, [F/KEFE 1100~1300 mm, HiFEE T m AR A%. e ALAS, MRS R A48 b . ] et I
FVAE

2.2. BUEXIE

A A A b R P 228 8 BB T R YR T P A [ BE E . Globe Land30 PAK H [EI Rl 24 B dth
PR SR S S BRI ST B IR BB IR B AR . BB, [RIR 85 R AT
{10 322 SR 5 A5 Kt B 75 T A o P S R AN IR B b IR A S R S R R I = D S AR
fE 6 A 8 H NE 9 HHaEIR. HANNEMRIUR AR IR 1 J7 LA, ARG H I [
BN 1980~2018 48] FLAMEMF(1980 £E. 1990 £E. 2000 £E. 2010 41 2018 4F) AR ELAG HIE fodt 4
DR o B EBR AR SRR T B A MR T &, S8R RET GEATaRITES) « (A
&Y PLEEATIKF RS A .

3. fARA=E
3.1. A RiER

AR A RS RR A SR L R IR BB B A RO R, BIAERE — S M X 0 A A P 7
s B WA s i A . AR 2 R SRR o B N S B AR SRR T RE A AE S R GRS
AR R FERE ST, RV NS AR KRG RN [20]. HAMATE AR T
Er=N-e, =N-31% (1)
i=l P
Kb B, ——EMAES R i——HRRE AN p,——i PSR s 2T /e T
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3.2. EFSEHDER
BRI INENF R AL /LW AAF IR, BIFERE — IR, AMEXSRERZM T, BRES
IR P RE AR B R K S L [21]. HAt AT
Ec:N-Zn:eczN-’Zlairiy, ()
b, B, —XBAESKE T e —— NBAEBKB ) a5 i BALESE LI y—

PR BB N RN o AR SR PR A R TR 2R R AR S R T I 7
A& e R 7 IS A R [22] (R 1.

Table 1. Equilibrium factor and yield factor
= 1. WEEAFHTFEETF

ByE| B 7N K A
e T 1.66 0.91 1 1.66
Yl ¥ 1.11 0.83 0.63 0.49

33. AESRTERE

AR S IR B A AR AT DL R RN 3 56 R P B A AR A TR, OB A A A A S
R ZGR . HEARXWT:

ED(ES) =Ec—-FEF 3)

K, Ep(Es) R NBIEBHRFCESEAR). M Ep(Es) <0, BRRIZHIX AR TR AR,
ARBEN IS VR B 4 Ep(Bs) >0, TR ZHBIX WA AVORA L, FROLA SEO I VR 7 2.
4. GRTH
4.1. TP R HRER

£ ENVI 5.2 B4 i 7 1L 1980 45, 1990 £E. 2000 £E. 2010 €1 2015 4 [ 1= M 2R A5 51
N5, B, MM, B, KR, BRI, 43285 45 A AN ET IR 4 FI R AR 4y S5 a8 R R IG
kappa ZE KT 0.85, FFEA W RIMENR. £ ArcGIS10.6 H X} F1. 2K 4 i 2B A i AR HEAT Ge it fn
2,

Table 2. Statistics on the results of land use classification in the Net Lake Basin (hm?)

= 2. PO E L3t F) A AR E AR (hm?)

F it 1980 4 1990 4 2000 £E 2010 £E
Wk 59,788 53,990 59,713 56,661
P 81,920 80,272 79,693 77,246
EIHh 2027 1953 2007 2064
%7 13,647 15,727 14,966 16,418

peigsdathil 2779 2980 3080 4562
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i

2 TRAE Y, KIS R AR B TE, 1980 4EAY 13,647 hm® 3403 2018 £Ef#) 16,515 hm?; Ak 5t
AR AR, (HAL T4k i34, 1980~2018 450k 1 4888 hm?s 13 b 4& 2 HLY 5KA81L, H 2779 hm?
k#4423 hm?; BHbTEH R LI BB, 1980~1990 fE450% 7 5798 hm?, B A LT 5K AL
SERGREE, 2000 FEHFHTE Y R T 59,713 hm?, 2006 4 MR T 4 br EARAESRYX, AN
IR A, Pl T B E AR Yk .

4.2. PUHRBAIETS RIETL ST

% 3 LA H TR 1980~2018 4 A4S Rk a8, HAE 1990 FiA 3 m =, M
1.4330 hm* A\, #HEET 1980 3K 1 0.213 hm¥/ N, XU HAEL UK R WIIA, TR FI FH 80 A B,
IR R . X P GRS BV AR, dEim Rl TN A R RN . B 2001 A DR
R B ARG X B R LM R W 52 38, TR B AR AR X THRIAE <+ 7 MRS T R R
PR E R G ARSI, WIS R B A AT R B A R — BH K TIPS -, &
B I o5 P 3 B S i X B 2 5 ke, Tl Ak s 3T AR e AR R, N I BCE 3 I, X R R 1 7 SR L B
Z G, X BT A A AR R B KIS RN, RATE 1990 4 7 0.1 hm¥/
A 1980~2000 £E 7K #E I8 A A &5 LK 7 0.008 hm¥ N, 2000~2018 FAWrBEA%, i BHBUR s 1
Xof 7K BT ) RN A, X ISR VR ) S it A B Tl o B SR AR SR K YR I G, K BRIR N
A A REIEAN KT /0N o 3 T FH M N B9 FE A 25 JE 328 52 I 5 RAIC 5 1S = i A2 Ak, 2000~2018 4RI N T 4 i, [
BT 3 T AE AR R N S BOR B AR N TR, B0 T E . A AL ISR SRk, 2 A
Bl 7RV FH LK o DRI Y I 3 ) N M DG R AT R R R DG BRELE TR R R, s R A
P73 RI=ELIN

Table 3. Changes in the ecological footprint per capita in the Net Lake Basin (hm?/person)
= 3. PRI A E S BT (hmY/ A)

FER) ik GZs:0 TR BV it NIRRT
1980 0.7032 0.1764 0.0092 0.1612 1.0771
1990 0.8862 0.2439 0.0132 0.2315 1.4330
2000 0.6123 0.2371 0.0092 0.0513 0.9362
2010 0.3124 0.1763 0.0068 0.1082 0.6248
2018 0.2067 0.188 0.0063 0.2040 0.6169

4.3. PAREESEERERT LR

H 4 0] DU H BRI N 3 AR 257k 3 ) Sk 20 R 95, 1980~1990 FH1 1.6977 hm¥ N\ [& %
1.3164 hm* A\, 2000~2010 “EAEZRKE P&/, 2018 SE&AK, 7 0.5675 hm¥/ N, 2%t Huf KR
NI A AR E 22 AR, BRI i N 35 A2 25 R 8 70 K T A 28, KA B AR A AR R T b,
L NIRRT s A N . EER T ARHUR S HA R R AR PR AR e I, DA
T P AE SR R A 12 o s ARl A 25 R R S it B R bR b P AR S T R 1 B AR, Wi d e T
FENS A TRER 7 5 M 7KIRE 75 55 52 BN TG BN TS G A BE T 5 7K Y 2R /K AR AR 2 R G I~F 1,
BRI A2 P2 RE /T, A4S KIN8R8 1 2 B B 2, B A A& B AR
i, PBAIRAE AR SR AR SRS TAE R, L4k S st t AR R OR3P B2, RIS SR U R Tt va
PG RS B2 R AR, DASEIAERS RGP R R R
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Table 4. Changes in per capita ecological carrying capacity in the Net Lake Basin (hm?/person)
= 4. MRS A ESEB AT (hm?/ N)

FA(F) B S TRk H U 3 NS R T)
1980 0.9799 0.6448 0.0046 0.0918 1.6977
1990 0.5937 0.4054 0.003 0.0726 1.3164
2000 0.4927 0.3238 0.0023 0.0507 0.8786
2010 0.4983 0.2582 0.0615 0.042 0.8727
2018 0.3308 0.177 0.022 0.0283 0.5675

4.4. MEREESET S

HH< 5 w1, ZERFF ST B I N3 AR S 7 R IRR S B b, SIS NSRS AR 0.12898
hm%/ N, FRFEKA 1990 1) 0.1166 hm* N, /IME N 2018 4Ef] 0.0494 hm?/ N FZR K 0] fe & N K ES)
A S R AT RE 2 S8R T IRES NS . BEEN ORISR AEFIERE, N TR,
W AE TR, AR SR BT WA S KIS R MR R, AT S8 B A R, A
B RFIH T SIS RGN P T R RIESIAHRIE N ARSI, BI#H Bk &
SE T AEASHMEN U, S8 e FE R X S X B S R SR A SR AME B IR S R, DA R AR R A
BB, 2018 F MRS B R NIRRT GEKE, KA 7330780 0] 5E B PRI A4
BRBRIEFEZJIBIERE, RULEET A 25 KRG R E MR IR SS ThAE DA RE I ) AT RRE R e A3 e

Table 5. Per capita ecological deficit and per capita ecological surplus in Net Lake

=5 MABESHRFEANESRR

EE) H Fhby kI, LRIy NVESFTF L)
1980 0.2767 0.4684 —0.0046 —-0.0694 0.6206
1990 —0.2925 0.1615 -0.0102 —-0.1589 —0.1166
2000 —0.1196 0.0867 —-0.0069 —0.0006 —0.0576
2010 0.1859 0.0819 0.0547 —0.0662 0.2479
2018 0.1241 -0.011 0.0157 —0.1757 —0.0494
5. &g

A UL IR ORI S %, R ENVI 5.2 LUK ArcGIS 10.6 FAEXT 1950~2018 4F 8] 1) FL AN 4F 473 1)
BEEGARAT T ORI 22 BT AR A R e T I 35 AL A AR R RN S AR RS R IR L AT T
ST EEAERWT:

(1) 1980~2018 4 [a] P ALtk K S T AR B AR b R b i ARG ol 38 sk, 9 1 AR R IX 1 A
A R T I TR . ARSI R e SR e R, BE AR RS R — B T AR DY SR
Mo o T R B PR R A X (20 ke, Tl SRtk ERR e, N EE RN, Xt
TR SRABE 2 8 0. BURF @ 1 — R ORBURANER, X S5 T FEAIS Gl o AT 20 SR R 1
TG ISR ) St A B T HE S A VAN AR B I ER R (4 26 7= A0 A 35 77 2, AT FRAR N3 AR S 2 32

(2) WA N ) AR A AR B S AR IR [ A, 15 T R DR U AT ) A 7S 2R I R I L e
St BEHURIMR D N AR SR B i K, AR A S AR S e, 32 BB b AR M 5 K AR B
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