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Restrict Development Area of Ningxia Hui Autonomous Region

YANG Merling'?, LI Tong-sheng®?, MI Wen-bao', ZHOU Min-liang®®, WANG Ting-yu'
(1. School of Resources and Environment Science , Ningxia University , Yinchuan .
Ningzia 750021, China; 2. School of Urban and Environment Science , Northwest University ,
Xi’an, Shaanzi 710127, China; 3. Institute o f Industrial Economics, CASS, Beijing 100836, China)

Abstract: With the township as the basic units, the ecological pressure, ecological sensitivity, ecological re-
silience were selected to evaluate the ecological vulnerability of the restrict development area in Ningxia Hui
Autonomous Region, and the development model that suitable for the region was explored. The ecological
vulnerability assessment results showed that the ecological vulnerability in the study area is divided into ex-
tremely fragile, highly fragile, moderate fragile, fragile, of which, extremely fragile areas covers 51. 76 % of
the total area, highly fragile areas covers 21. 15% , moderately fragile areas covers 15. 56 % , low fragile arcas
covers 11.52%. For practical ecological fragile in the study area, five regional development model were pres-
ented as follows: ecological compensation as the main way, immigration as the main way, promoted by infra-
structure construction, ecological livestock industry as the main way, and modern agriculture.

Keywords: restrict development zones; ecological vulnerability; development model; Ningxia Hui Autonomous

Region
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