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Emergy Analysis for Agro-ecosystem of Hu’nan Province in 2012

ZHOU Keping, WANG Minggiu, LI Bin, ZHANG Yue

(School of Resources and Safety Engineering . Central South University , Changsha, Hu’nan 410083, China)

Abstract: [Objective] To build the emergy evaluation system of agro-ecosystem. [ Methods | Based on the emergy

analysis theory, eight evaluation indicators including emergy density, emergy use per person, emergy self-sufficient

ratio, emergy investment ratio, net emergy yield ratio, emergy dollar ratio, environmental loading ratio, and sustain-

able development index were chosen to establish the agro-ecosystem evaluating system. By calculating the

input and output emergy, agro-ecosystem of Hu’nan Province in 2012 was analyzed. [Results] The calculat-

ed value of eight evaluation indicators mentioned above was 1. 15X 10"%sej/m?, 3.4X10"sej, 22.35%, 3.47,

1.5, 3.15X10%sej/ $, 3.56 and 0. 42, respectively. [ Conclusion | The agro-ecosystem of Hu’nan Province

is overall at middle level, and changing the emergy investment structure is the main way to improve the agro-

ecosystem.

Keywords: emergy theory; eco-economy; agro-ecosystem; Hu’nan Province

’ Y b
[1]
o b b
Y ’
~ b o
H. T. Odum 2012 s
, s , o ., 2012
Y N ~ N b
. ’
. b o
[2-4]
b .
N N b b )

:2014-05-17 :2014-05-26
v ” “ ”(2012BAC09B02) 5 “ 7
* ”(2013BAB02B05)
(1964—), ( ), s s s s
kpzhou@ vip. 163. com,
(1990—), ( ). , , . E-mail:374961804(@qq. com,

. E-mail.



298 35
2.12X10° hm?®, , M=¢B (D
1. 09 X 10° hm?, 51. 22%; :B—— (G, ¢
3.26X10" hm®*, 15.40%; 2.94X10" hm?*, (sej/ ) M———
13.87%; 2.78X10" hm?, 13.12%; (sep) o™,
1.35X10" hm®, 6.39%. 15~ 2.2
18 C, 1 300~1 800 h, << 2013y,
1 200~1 700 mm . 2012 7 179. 87 . . , 2012 .
. 5 220.62 . H. T.
9 Odum s
2.1 , , 2012
. T. Odum 20 .
80
3
Y) X . 3.1
. 2012
(X) .
sej, ( )4
. 1 .
. . 1 , 2012
2. 46 X10% sej, 4 22.42%,
0.41%,54.01% 23.16%,
2012
/ . /sej . /%
.2 (sej/ ) /%
1 7.51E+20 1. 00E+00 7.51E+20 2.39E-+08 0. 31
2 1.79E+18 6. 63E+02 1. 19E+21 3. 78E+08 0.48
3 1.54E+18 1. 82E+04 2.81E+22 8.93E+09 11.45
4 1. 39E+18 1. 05E+04 1. 46E+22 4. 63E+09 5.93
5 3.07E+17 3. 40E+04 1. 04E+22 3.32E+09 4.25
5.51E+22 1. 75E+10 22.42
5.98E+15 1. 70E+05 1.02E+21 3.23E+08 0.41
3.61E+13 4.54E+06 1. 64E+20 5.21E+07 0.07
3.33E+17 3. 80E+05 1. 26E+23 4.01E-+10 51.45
2.50E+15 2. 45E+05 6. 13E+20 1. 95E+08 0. 25
1. 64E+16 3.36E+05 5.51E+21 1. 75E+09 2. 24
1. 33E+23 4.21E-+10 54.01
4. 21E+12 4.62E+09 1. 94E+22 6. 18E+09 7.92
1.99E+12 6. 88E-+09 1. 37E+22 4. 36E+09 5.58
8.61E+11 2.96E+09 2.55E+21 8. 09E+08 1.04
1. 49E+12 4. 60E+09 6. 86E+21 2. 18E+09 2.79
8.57E+04 1. 60E+15 1. 37E+20 4. 36E+07 0.06
1.87E+14 7.50E+07 1. 40E+22 4. 45E+09 5.71
4. 24E+05 3.80E+14 1. 61E+20 5.12E-+07 0.07
5.69E+22 1.81E+10 23.16
2.46E+23 7.80E-+10 100. 00




1 :2012 299

, (0. 44 %) (0. 27 %)™ ,
. 1 ,2012 .
, 2012 (
, 51.45%., ) 1. 90 X 10* sej,
5.71%, 77.17%,
, \ 1. 64X10% sej, 0.07%; ,
, R 4.26X10% sej, .
. , . 3.2
, . 2012 ,
17.38% ; . . . 2012
22.42%, 2 . 2 ,2012
, ; 2. 85X 10% sej,
,2012 0.42%, 50.28%,8%,34.58% 7.14%,
2001 (2.15%) . (1.77%) , .
(2.91%), (0.02%) .
2 2012
/ / )
J,2 (sej/ ) sej /% /%
4. 75E+17 1. 48E+05 7.04E+22 2.24E+10 24.73
6. 48E-+15 6. 90E-+05 4. 47TE+21 1. 42E-+09 1.57
2.09E+16 2. 70E+03 5.65E+19 1. 80E+07 0.02
1. 93E+15 2. 00E-+05 3.86E+20 1.23E+08 0. 14
4. 71E4+15 8. 60E-+05 4. 05E+21 1.23E+08 1.42
7.00E-+16 6. 90E-+05 4. 83E+22 1.53E+10 16. 96
4. 00E+14 8. 30E+04 3.32E+19 1. 23E+08 0.01
1.97E+15 8. 40E-+04 1. 66E+20 1.23E+08 0.06
3.53E-+14 8. 49E-+04 3.00E-+19 1. 23E+08 0.01
5.65E+17 2. 7T0E+04 1.53E+22 4. 85E+09 5.36
1.43E+23 4, 55E+10 50. 28
4. 91E+16 5.30E-+04 2.60E+21 8. 26E-+08 0.91
4. 7T7TE+17 3. 49E-+04 1.67E+22 5.29E-+09 5.85
2. 45E+15 4. 40E+04 1. 08E+20 5.29E-+09 0. 04
1. 64E+15 6. 90E-+05 1. 13E+21 5.29E-+09 0. 40
2.63E-+16 8. 60E+04 2.26E+21 5.29E-+09 0. 80
— — 2.28E-+22 7.23E+09 8. 00
2.88E+15 1. 70E+06 4. 90E+21 1.56E+09 1.72
2.09E+16 4. 00E+06 8.38E+22 1.22E+10 29. 44
6. 17E+14 1. 70E+06 1. 05E+21 3.33E+08 0.37
4. 34E+15 2. 00E-+06 8. 68E+21 2. 76E+09 3.05
— — 9. 84E-+22 3.13E+10 34.58
1. 02E+16 2. 00E-+06 2.03E-+22 6. 46E-+09 7.14
— — 2.85E-+23 7.86E-+10 100. 00
2 ,2012 , , 29, 44% .24, 73%,16. 96%,
1 2 5.85% 5.36%.,

84.86%. . N N 1, s
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. 4 2012
’
n, /sej R 5.35E422
3 3 /sei N 1.02E+21
/sej I=R+N 5.45E+22
/sej F 5.69E+22
3 % /sei RI 1.33E-+23
/sei U=F+Rl  1.90E+23
2008 58.30 35. 00 1.10 2. 60 /sej T=I+U 2. 44E+23
2012 50.28 34.58 8. 00 7.14 /sej Y 2.85E+23
/% U/T 77.65
2012 , /% F/T 23. 30
: 49.18%  33.74%. /% RI/T o489
/% FUSE= /T 0.42
. A 3.3.1
[12]
’ ’
’ ° (T/ ),
b ’
o . .
° . 2012
2012 2008 4 15%10" sej/m’, 2008 9.16X 10" sej/m?(
° N N 5) 25.5%, . .
. 73.18%,0. 47%,11. 43%
’ o
14.92%.
% ’ (T/ )
s . “
.
”»”
’ .
° . 2012
3.3 5 - .
3.4X107 sej, 3. 86X
201z 10 sejl ™!, 1.26X10" sej 1.06
4 ° X 10" sej,
5 2012 [1423]
/ /
(10"sej « m %) 10" sej /% (10"%sej/ $)
2012 1.150 3. 400 22. 35 3.470 1.50 3.15 3.56 0. 42
2008 0.916 2.834 12. 64 6.911 0. 96 - 1.79 0.54
2008 0.145 13. 600 88. 60 0.107 10. 90 13.2 2.97 3.67"
2004 0.510 2. 900 37. 00 1.703 1.58 6. 35 0.81 1,95
2009 0.281" - 25. 00 2. 980 3.52 - 1.23 0. 83
2009 4.850 5. 280 56. 76 1.182 2.31 0.91 37.77 0. 06
2010 0.679 1. 400 17. 00 1. 882 11.12 - 1,92 0.97
2008 0.360" 1.830* 47. 00 1.140 1.88 - 2.55 0.74%
2008 0.117 0. 478 7.66 12. 050 1.69 - 1.62 1,04
2010 2.030 3.110 0.06%  16.349 0. 48 0. 08 2. 68 0.18*
2010 5.180 17. 960 79. 90 0. 252 1,98 2.55 7,78 0. 64
2010 0. 140" - 28. 00 2. 300 0.92 - 2.52 0.34
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3.3.2
, . 2012
22.35%,
(6.5%) (10.5%) ,
3.3.3
(EIR=U/D),
. 2012
3. 47’ Y
(8.52) (14. 30) .
3.3.4
(EYR=Y/U),
. 2012
1.5, 5 , 2008  (0.96),
(2004  ,1.58), (2008 ,1.8%) (2008
,1.69) . ,
. 5 ,2012
, 51.45%,
3.3.5
(T/
GNP), , (
) . .
. 2012
3.15X10"% sej/ $ )

b A

2.55X10"% sej/ $

3.3.6
(ELR=(T—R)/R],
. 2012
3. 56, 5
. 4 ,2012
77.65%,
(14.19) (10.03) ,
3.3.7
(ESI=EYR/ELR),
. 1<<ESI<C
10, ; ESI>10,
;ESI<<1, ,
. 2012
0.42,
(3.56) (1.5 .
5 , ( )
1,
’ . o 19807
2002 61% ,
31%.,
4
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