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Table 2 The Ecological footprints’ ledger of trade balance
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Table 3 Ecological Footprint and Ecological Carrying Capacity of Tibet in 2002
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On Ecological Footprints of Tibet

LIU Xiao-bao', GAO Ji-xi?, HE Ping?, HAN Yong-wei’
(1. Institute of Mountain Hazards and Environment of Chinese Academy of Sciences, Chengdu , 610041 China;
2. Innouvation Base of Regional Ecological Environment Protection , Chinese Research Academy of Environmental
Sciences , Peking, 100012 China)

Abstract: Since ecological footprint was put forward, scholars with different knowledge structure have joined

the discussion. The latest research fruit was presented, and used to calculate the ecological footprints of Tibet in

2002. Results shows that: from ecological aspect Tibet was within the ecological carrying capacity, and was

keeping sustainable. For a lot of ecological surplus was left, we should exploit the left in time.

Key words: ecological footprint; ecologically productive area; Tibet; ecological surplus; ecological occupying

rate.



