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Table 3 Grading of ecological bearing status of cultivated

land at Liaohe River basin
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Table 4 Ecological footprint and carrying capacity of cultivated land at Liaohe River basin
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Table 5 Ecological deficit/surplus of cultivated

land at Liaohe River basin
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Table 6 Ecological supply and demand index of

cultivated land at Liaohe River basin
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Fig.2 Spatial variation of cultivated land supply and demand index at Liaohe River basin
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