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EFAA(Ecological Footprint Analysis Approach)Based on City Ecological Security/CAO Wei

[Abstract] Based on the researches for ecological system principal and city ecological security EFAA(Ecological Footprint Analysis Approach)is an
important means that we can make use of measuring city ecological security by integrating them and than it has a good foreground application for
measuring city ecological security. The formation development and application of EF are explored in this thesis. On the basis the primary model
for measuring city ecological security is advanced.

[Key words] Ecological footprint Ecological system Sustainable development Ecological security Biophysics Ecological bottomline Eco-
logical carrying capacity
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