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Fig 2 Regional differen tiation of eco bg ical

security of 18 counties n X igaz Prefecture
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Table 4 Zoning of ecobgical environm ental construction in Xigaz Prefecture
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Ecological Security A ssesim ent and E co-environm ent Construction
of Xigaz Prefecture on Tibetan P lateau

ZHAO Y anZhi, ZHANG Chun-Lai, ZOU Xue-Yong, CHENG Hong, CHEN XueH ua’, YANG Zhong’

(1 China Center of Desert Research, Beijing N om al Unwersity, Beijing 10087% 2 Key Laboraory of Enwironm ental
Change and N atural D isaster, M inistry of Education of China, Bejing 100875; 2 Institute of M ountan
H azards and E nvironm ent Chiese A cadany of Sciences Chengdu, Sichuan 610041 )

Abstract The ecological security assessmentsystem of X igaz Prefecture n T betan AutonanousR egbn & estab-
lished w ith PSR ( Pressure-State-Response) model and AHP ( analytic herarchy process). Ecological security
status n X gaz Prefecure is also canprehensively evaliated in this paper Study resulis show he ecobgical en-
vionment n X gaz Prefecture has deterbrated to them iddle-alam status at present Deter bratbn of ecobgial
envirorm ent has becane themajor barrier to local econan ic development and social advancement In the m ean-
tme the ecological seaurity ndices of 18 countes have been calculated one by ong the ndices of all of the
counties are n hem iddle-alam stains exceptGyirong County, and there exists ran arkable regbnal differentia-
ton,  the problan of ecobgical security n east is more predan nant Furthemoreg proposals br mproving the
ecobgical envionment are put forward accod ng to the regbnal differentiation of ecological factors and the re-
quirament of ecological security constructon It is suggested to build fve regbns for ecological environment con-
structbn. At the sane tmeg the ecological characteristics problens and the countem easures of each regon are

expathted
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