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Evaluation of Resources and Environment Carrying Capacity in Luoping County, Yunnan Province
WANG Zhen, FU Bao-hong~ , XIANG Yu-xing
nan 650223)

Abstract

From 6 aspects of natural conditions, geological environment safety, resource status, environment capacity, eco-environment, social and econom-

(School of Resource Environment and Earth Science, Yunnan University, Kunming, Yun-
[ Objective | The aim was to evaluate resources and environment carrying capacity in Luoping County, Yunnan Province. [ Method ]

ic conditions, combining with relevant influencing factors, the evaluation index system of resources and environment carrying capacity in Luoping
County was constructed ; using entropy method, the index weight was determined, the comprehensive index evaluation model was adopted to cal-
culate comprehensive value with each village(town) as assessment unit. [ Result] Resources and environment carrying capacity of each village
(town) in Luoping County had a certain difference, there was a significant correlation between resources and environment carrying capacity and
environmental capacity, natural conditions, resources and social and economic conditions; on the whole, resources and environment carrying ca-
pacity was at a level below average. [ Conclusion] The study can provide scientific basis for sustainable development of resources and environ-

ment in Luoping County.

Key words Resources and environment carrying capacity ; Entropy method; Composite index evaluation model; Luoping County
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Table 1 The evaluation index system of resource and environment carrying capacity in Luoping County
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Table 2 Evaluation factor weight of resource and environment carrying capacity in Luoping County

7 b O — AR —HT
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BB RRASURE ) FIAR AT 0.23 D, 0.045 4
Resource and environment D, 0.188 3
carrying capacity in Mo IR EE 2 4 0.08 P, 0.033 8
Luoping County P, 0.050 9
IR 0.20 S, 0.060 0
S, 0.027 2
S, 0.110 6
MER 0.29 v, 0.147 2
v, 0.147 2
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Table 3 Evaluation index comprehensive value and grade of resource
and environment carrying capacity in each village (town) in

Luoping County

FHRIE R E )

2 () Resource environment carrying capacity
Country (town) gl sy

Comprehensive value Grade
JUIPHE Jiulong Town 0.48 e
KIKH: % Dashuijing Village 0.21 A%
& 'R Fule Town 0.36 BAK
IHE#: % Jiuwuji Village 0.18 1%
HRHF4H Bangiao Town 0.47 SRR
B HfE4A Luoxiong Town 0.79 B
%)% Laochang Village 0.23 B
fh1l1 £ Zhongshan Village 0.23 G
KJiE £ Changdi Village 0.24 AR
Bl 48 Agang Town 0.62 e
L fk4H Majie Town 0.41 rhis
EAf % % Lubuge Country 0.34 %

T PHRP SR BN ZR B PP (S ) e B R A BRI,
X R 25 B VUM ELIX 8] 5353 2 [ 0. 80,1.00) \[0.60,0.80) ,[0.40,
0.60) .[0.20, 0.40) .[0,0.20),

Note : The comprehensive evaluation of resources and environment carrying

capacity is divided into high, relative high, medium, relative low,
low, corresponding comprehensive evaluation value interval are

[0.80,1.00) .[0.60,0.80) .[0.40, 0.60) .[0.20, 0.40) .[0,0.20).
(T#% 125 7)
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