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Fig.3 Calculation Flow Chart of Improved Model
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Tab.2 Footprint Summary of Nantong Based on the Modified Model During 2000-2013

i rigii) i) i e feagiinii i) AR et
2000 1542.53 1111.87 264.02 473.20 115 835.25 4228
2001 1489.97 1092.09 282.76 485.33 1.39 958.84 4310
2002 1502.43 1095.63 318.71 484.58 1.55 1 056.59 4459
2003 1719.88 1028.25 330.09 438.19 1.67 1 108.67 4627
2004 1 580.99 1202.67 39248 492.01 1.68 112215 4792
2005 1621.71 1458.05 423.02 521.72 446 1772.74 5802
2006 1577.47 1448.26 451.40 567.86 5.58 1 852.39 5903
2007 1 607.57 1305.19 271.51 58448 6.76 1 959.69 5735
2008 1675.05 1111.10 312.93 524.43 7.29 1962.23 5593
2009 1676.89 1052.75 331.77 539.83 7.91 1 930.82 5540
2010 1716.19 992.36 360.83 543.17 8.85 2901.67 6523
2011 1700.23 1156.27 360.29 672.79 9.25 3143.40 7042
2012 1 663.84 1123.64 390.60 835.84 9.92 3 106.15 7130
2013 1641.67 1014.36 410.18 782.35 10.54 3114.93 6974

M 3 ST S A e AR A R o5 EEORE, 2000~2013 SEAF AR A 26 25 R TR LU B A2 R s, Ak Akl 3k
MRS R L FR AR TR, RIS SRR ) o L AR R 0 . S R A S AR AT R (1479 98 75 SR A2 A ELI T a2 ST AR
WA PN, X SR RN RA IR OG R, IR B A RN E T BRI RREVR AV A, B RIAES R GUS I b2 3R

3.2 ALV A LT AT
XA GRS Y A 25 R BEAT VBRI (3R 3) T AN, AR AR A (K AR 25 R ek b BRI, AN 2000 4R 0. 9624 hm*/ A

#2013 4E ) 2. 1275hm’/ N, #K T 121 fF. Hrh 2005 4EH1 2010 SERIKBRIE, 9085 5K 25. 64%F1 28. 49%; HAEM K LE
18, SRR S A G 2 R I NSO A R REUR (9 DR AN, X A 2 R SR R R AR R
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Tab.3 Foofprint Summary of Nantong Based on the Traditional Model During 2000-2013

Ty Htith Hith o AKIE 5L A R it

2000 5571.20 106.10 131.80 182.20 2.30 3 630.50 9624
2001 5458.20 125.80 141.90 187.70 2.70 4189.00 10 105
2002 5435.90 136.40 159.40 192.30 3.00 4618.50 10 546
2003 5481.70 138.50 164.80 197.70 3.30 4 842.60 10 829
2004 5704.40 140.70 195.20 210.60 3.30 4 908.20 11 162
2005 5611.90 134.20 212.40 219.00 8.70 7 838.00 14 024
2006 5675.10 165.30 220.90 229.10 10.90 8 405.10 14 707
2007 5832.10 147.90 131.00 241.50 13.20 8 899.80 15 265
2008 6123.10 139.80 146.80 24290 14.30 9139.20 15 806
2009 6240.10 129.20 155.80 243.20 15.50 8 926.70 15710
2010 6 386.70 133.80 170.50 252.50 17.30 13 225.90 20 187
2011 6 406.30 122.90 170.80 261.90 18.10 14 297.10 21277
2012 6 484.30 119.50 185.30 270.40 19.40 14 118.40 21197
2013 6511.20 104.80 195.20 276.10 20.60 14 166.70 21275
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K DCHERE TR AL SRR (0 A 25 R HEAT XL, DCHERRE TR B 45 R ) 2 LR GE R Y 45 R, O 32, 31%~43. 93%, T H.—
L R ORI SS, B 2013 EZEERCR, A 1. 43he'/ N, B F AR EBIEA T, 2005 4EF1 2010 AR R EAR
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AR EICRE T, T A% SRR U R 25 18 T MR BB IR . TS 2% 1 B AN ) S B30 47 B R e ORI A ORI T ST R AN D
Xof b A E AR A% SRR R (S i DR 5 R, BRI . MBS, BRI B A K. T RS RIRIHE R A R T
1.12, HHLt Wackernagel I WWF (tH 5t 5 4R34 25) ARG AT 5 /o BRUONEEHL R I B A A 7= 68 71 10 Tt H L AR UR,
P UL 548 BOPU SR A3t P29 287 e, b i 3 BSOSt B rh i) 2R 2 R IR RO 45 R/ o HLK,  BSOIERE R R 8 A B, A%
GRUN R ER AL, LAY BHR I S 2 7 BR8P, RBUL IR B e, FTCASE AT Z8E . XTI ARA
RETRIET RN AR AR X T4 AR AR T 24

R ER & 5 P8 T RETR R AN B A RS 2R, R T AR GERE R A - R 5 T A5 BBk, P DA SRS TR T
DU st e it I ) AR S R AR 1 O, B A B

3.4 FIEFRREIR RS T S VR

XF CHERR R 0 A 2 A E A SR PRAN R AR TH I (GR 4), FTIRFIE M 2000~2013 4 —EAFEE SR T . 2000 M A AR T

90,3086 hi' /A, 2013 35T 0. 5877 '/ N, A& ARTARKAGES, RREIES RGN T R4 RE, KEERAR
AT HEE
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Tab.4 Nantong Evaluation Index Data During 2000-2013
PNNE g N R A AR ANEEEFRT E£EEHN £FERE JiJGGDPAR B

T A4

ikl [¢iPN) (<10~hm*/ A) (<10~ hm* A) (x10~hm*/ A) 5 4 4 (x10~hm’/J3 JLGDP)
2000 78453 422803 114240 3 085.63 3.70 146 4603.20
2001 782.46 4310.38 113146 3178.91 3.81 148 427134
2002 780.26 4450 48 114187 3317.62 3.01 1.49 4021.77
2003 777.62 462675 115398 3472.77 101 1.46 3 670.60
2004 773.79 479198 1161.96 3 630.02 412 1.49 3 101.00
2005 770.86 5801.70 1150.94 4 650.76 5.04 148 3014.09
2006 769.79 5902.97 109842 4 804.55 537 1.49 2540.86
2007 766.13 5735.19 1114.22 4620.97 5.15 145 2030.74
2008 763.72 5593.05 1 066.26 4526.79 5.25 1.44 164725
2000 762.66 5539.97 1077.16 446281 5.14 145 1470.73
2010 762.92 6523.07 1084.04 5439.03 6.02 1.37 143597
2011 764.88 704223 1087.97 5054.26 6.47 138 1320.14
2012 765.2 712999 1093.16 6 036.83 6.52 1.41 1196.81
2013 766.51 6974.02 1096.85 5877.17 6.36 1.40 1.060.88

FAJEAEAS T HEHO 2000 4R 3. 701 B4 NE) 2013 41 6. 358, AEFS R AJREUES: 14 FHKT 1, Hrr 2005 41 2010 4
B, BEIE 7 y 22. 23%A0 17%, YW RIERIES R G IEARIE K, 2005 41 2010 SEARMLHIE, EHRGHAZAE
D15 NRHH 2 Z TS S0 J& I .

R A5 2 FE MRS SRR, ELRA R 8 2 FIRAG, /NSI4E 01 2010 4EEIEELK, WIS 5. 2%, 2004 4EAHEL T E—4F
WKBK, N 2. 426, LB REMN SIS R E BN, SRR, REMEE". MBS SR TR
e, R UIHEEA RGR R IE ZE

B3 75 70 GDP (| P A 7 i) A2 25 L 78 A 2000 4E 9 0. 460 3 hm'/ 7376 T B&F 2013 4£ 69 0. 106 Lhm'/ J5 IG, P-4 F0E 10. 51%.
HABRIE S 539 3 B BL: 2000~2003 48, [FEIRER /N, “TIIFERFIRA 7. 26%, 2004~2009 4, FEIRECK, 4 13.95%, 2010~2013
5, BRIEEUIN, SR T.T8%. J3 0 GDP AR A AR 8 B 5 B A0 M S B A 2Kk B IR AR PR R, B, T A X S I R P AR A
FAIE J3 70 GDP A= 7s  7E AL T~ T R %A 2 B R I 1) B sV FE ARG I I, (HL e TR RIRHE K3 i, S BRUE R A 2ok
SRR 1 o

4 58N
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(3) B A= 25 R 5 MR AR HR 5 AR I AT PR, IR IEESE 14 FHBUESR T, ESIEIRECR R, LR
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At WIWRESE, RS, SRR, KBRS, BARAKTHIEESR. #EEEANHE, RRERE, (it
X 3B AT RS R R
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