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Table 2 Extremum of per capita ecological footprint
depth in study area from 2000 to 2022

A0 R (FE %) AR (%) &

2000 28.324 G N3 ) 1.000(£ H) 27.324
2005 18.867GHrmk ) 1.000( £ ) 17.867
2009 17.465CH ) 1.000( £ [®) 16.465
2014 16.334CH ) 1.000(£ ) 15.334
2018 14.586 (H7hndk) 1.000( £ ) 13.586
2022 13.202C fndg) 1.000(£ [H) 12.202

T ANE R R = 1.0 RoR AR Rl <A Yk ), BAF A
THFE . 2000—2022 4F 4 £ PE AR ZS 09 B R ALFG AR 2 W g 5% s e by
R R YA R T AN R = 1 -3 [ 4 10 R A 2 N

B3 #xREX2000—2022 EAHZHESEITHH
Fig.3 Distribution of per capita 3 D ecological footprint in study area from 2000 to 2022

£3 WMRE2000—2022 FEF AN =ZHETBITRE
Table 3 Extremum of per capita three-dimensional
ecological footprint in study area from

2000 to 2022

i S EH(ER)
2000  4.972(F)
2005 3.919(HiJBi4E )
2009  4.360(%27)
2014 4.943(%E)
2018  5.135(% )
2022 6.152(PEBL4E)

SZ( NP =
0.120( Py B 5e 730 )  4.853
0.300( & m 4z =) 3.619
0.337 (i 4 [) 4.023
0.371(d i) 4.572
0.383( L 3L i) 4.752
0.378( L iH) 5.774

B 1) X LL A R TS I Bl SR 45 R 1 XU
C(E 3). B FE J1 R (> 3.0) 1% 5 4R i 760 26 0% fh 52
L P RE I I AR A AR TR R Y, 7 Y R R
AR S, PR SIX (1.0~2.00 40 R B Tl [

(il 22 TR E 1E 1.800~2.000 2 i) . K& 7 X (<
1.0)4nwg W[5 58 CER BE | B 30 3HD U 2 516, A 1128 i
A H B ARG A W IR R ) Z IR T &
JEAE-, KGNS . Yhin] o3 BT R B & = 4E A S
ST AE 2022 4FFF 2 2.065, 88 2000 FF 8K 171 %, H =
IRl RE 2 th T e " 2R 5 S BE R A
AR B R A Y e 55 M b B 2000 4E 1Y
0.764 % T+ 28 2022 4E 9 1.050, 54 38 - 28 HAK T 2%k
Tk Ak B2 AR BT W R A AR 0 32 A0 Ak DL &
Pl 25 K TG 5 T B AR RE VR AR R G A L R,
o NPT FE AR 2SR AR 2022 4R 0.410, 52 B AR K1y
i B BIF 7 IRURS: , 8 VR R i R R EL RS R
AR S R E R T ES W AN RCR T HEE
DX, 5 AL B 28 55 A Jag 5 A AR A5 2 300 1 5 0k S TS
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Fig.4 Distribution of local Moran’s I spatial autocorrelation agglomeration in study area from 2000 to 2022

x4 WEREX2000—2022 F £ 5 Moran’s IIEH T E HEXERBER
Table 4 Results of the global Moran’s I index for spatial autocorrelation test in study area from 2000 to 2022

ARy Moran’s I E(D 72 Z1357 pfH
2000 0.142 —0.02 2.34X10°° 3.358 7.84%10°*
2005 0.236 —0.02 2.47x107° 5.150 0
2009 0.184 —0.02 2.42x107° 4.145 3.40x107°
2014 0.268 —0.02 2.44X10°° 5.838 0
2018 0.287 —0.02 2.42x107° 6.245 0
2022 0.298 —0.02 2.36X10° 6.550 0

F 0.236 —0.02 2.41x10°° 5.215 1.36X10*

34 HIRXZHETETZMEZRSH
WFSE 4 R (R 5) R, IR AL 3 5 5 I iU i)
AR RE TR N L AR AR R ) (2 BR hm® ) #975 104 7K
- bR ) 5 A AR S R, AR B i
3.23X1077,4.82X1077,2.27X 1077 LA } 7.60 X101,
Il B Ak R AT RE 5 R A B 9 5K 5 RE UR T SR I
IR A S TR ARG T N AR R — PR T

i 145 Bl 9 R I8 52 0 5 B2 B R B T AT i e o R
AR T 5K R e AR A R L T R AR
JRAR B4 25 (6] 5 7% 5 AT P A BE VR ot LU A5 20 25 R 38 Y I 1)
SR8 7R T B2 A B S50, -5 B YR (] 3280 ) A
PR, R WG 1 RE IR T 75 15 RE AR T b [m] 4k 5 2F
AR AR e A R A AT SR A A A R A5 B
5if S B B4 4 ) 45 T T A [ (2 i = HEA A I
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Table 5 Tobit regression results in study area from 2000 to 2022

G T E e P 1 2 HH P18
AN GDP(HLE 3 IT) 4.17X10°° 3.64x10°° 1.14 0.252
HRIF A2/ (gem 2ea L LCH) —3.33X10 %" 3.94x10°° —8.44 0.000
B I{E 5 GDP He &/ % —2.61x10°° 2.22X10°° —1.17 0.240
WAL/ % 3.22X 10 %" 2.30x10°° 14.04 0.000
o5 GDP I HE 4/ % 4.82>10 % 5.81x10°* 8.29 0.000
FI LA R R (7 ARV 2R R Y L/ % 2.27X10° %" 1.77X107° 12.82 0.000
S B AR SR A (BN 6 00) —4.85X 1071 1.17Xx107" —4.13 0.000
AR E ) (23K hm?) 7.60X10 1" 1.65X10°% 4.60 0.000
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