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Quantitative research and analysis of supply to fossil energy land

of Guangdong province based on ecological footprint
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Abstract: By analyzing the capacity of carbon accumulation of forest and grassland (NEP), this paper computes the carbon
ecological footprint of fossil energy from 1990 to 2007 ,and analyses the result though production ratio and ecological pressure
intensity of fossil energy. At end of the paper some recommendations were also mentioned. The result shows that the carbon
ecological footprint of fossil energy increased from 6 398.21x10° hm* in 1990 to 18 340.74x10° hm* in 2007 and the ecological
pressure intensity of fossil energy increased from 0.57 to 1.64 during this period. Coal-based energy consumption structure is
being improved gradually and energy efficiency and economic value is rising continuously. The coal ecological footprint dropped

from 66% in 1990 to 45% in 2007. And during the same period the production of ratio of fossil energy increased from 2.43x

10%*yuan/ hm* to 16.95x10%uan / hm?
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