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Table 2-1 The demographic data in simulating program 1.

£ BAO | BEAD | &EAD | FHEHH EANE BEEJLE Bt dL FEEL
ANE NEK AE AE
(€)) N(z) Na(2) Ny(t) L(#) o(z) Y(2) Ny(£) Ng(2)
1989 2827 1523 1304 1892 115 820 761 404
1994 3185 1705 1480 2040 214 931 787 404
1999 3696 1962 1734 1990 335 1371 797 576
2004 4350 2290 2060 2188 460 1702 935 738
2009 4999 2616 2384 2473 475 2051 1048 759
2014 5529 2881 2648 2912 477 2139 1200 667
2019 6058 3148 2910 3484 485 2089 1369 687
2024 6666 3461 3205 3968 572 2126 1537 794
2029 7468 3877 3590 4204 807 2457 1715 1000
2034 8535 4419 4116 4466 1022 3048 1962 1283
2039 9790 5053 4737 4943 1094 3753 2139 1507
2044 11094 5720 5374 5754 998 4341 2409 1597
2049 12371 6385 5986 6593 1100 4678 2737 1625
2054 13681 7068 6613 7646 1159 4876 3100 1707
2059 15190 7841 7349 8630 1349 5211 3495 1933
2064 17116 8828 8288 9489 1714 5013 3940 2333
2069 19464 10028 9436 10401 2052 7012 4408 2816
2074 22138 11398 10739 11602 2232 8304 4927 3240
2079 25020 12884 12136 13166 2360 9494 5538 3538
2084 28025 14446 13579 15088 2504 10433 6249 3767

®22 BWUHE | PRADER
Table 2-2 The demographic indexes in simulating program 1.

£ R | BREEE | HEEL FroEY | EIFREH EA - peaz A=Al ADFRE

Y0 ANCH—I()/ DENSITY

t () Ny(£) [N(2) | D(2)[N(z) L(2) 0(2)[¥(2) | Ny(3)/N(z) | No./km®
1989 27.98 30.66 2.68 0.49 0.14 0.46 8.56
1994 23.81 26.90 3.09 0.56 0.23 0.46 9.64
1999 29.71 33.46 3.75 0.86 0.24 0.47 11.18
2004 32.50 36.71 4.21 0.99 0.27 0.47 13.16
2009 27.79 32.47 4.68 1.02 0.23 0.48 15.13
2014 20.12 25.33 5.21 0:90 0.22 0.48 16.73
2019 18.25 23.72 5.48 0.74 0.23 0.48 18.33
2024 19.11 24,97 5.86 0.68 0.27 0.48 20.17
2029 22.71 28.31 5.60 0.78 0.33 0.48 22.60
2034 26.68 32.06 5.38 0.91 0.34 0.48 25.83
2039 27.38. 32.90 5.52 0.98 0.29 0.48 29.62
2044 24.97 30.59 5.62 0.93 0.23 0.48 33,57
2049 21.78 27.70 5.92 0.88 0.24 0.48 37.44
2054 20.12 26.21 6.09 0.79 0.24 0.48 41.40
2059 20.90 26.79 5.89 0.76 - 0.26 0.48 45.97
2064 23.85 28.88 5.03 0.80 0.29 0.48 51.79
2069 25.68 30.79 5,11 0.87 0.29 0.48 58.90
2074 25.71 31.15 5.45 0.91 0.27 0.49 66.99
2079 24.45 30.01 5.56 0.90 0.25 0.49 75.71
2084 22.66 28.41 5,75 0,86 0.24 0.48 84.80
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Table 3-1 The demographic data in simulating program 2.
R | BAR | BEAD | XBAD | ¥ | ZAR | LELE | AROx | FEBL

AR AR A B A%

() N(#) Na(t) Ng(#) L(2) (€] O] Ny (2) Ns(#)
1989 2702 1458 1244 1892 115 695 761 279
1994 2937 1576 1361 2040 214 683 787 279
1999 3286 1749 1538 1990 335 961 797 412
2004 3747 1977 1770 2065 460 1222 876 542
2009 4198 2200 1999 2227 475 1496 930 557
2014 4525 2360 2165 2507 477 1540 1006 459
2019 4800 2496 2305 2888 485 1427 1082 428
2024 . 5048 2622 2427 3177 572 1299 1156 427
2029 5374 2790 2585 3215 807 1352 1240 511
2034 5840 3018 2822 , 3231 1022 1587 1369 665
2039 6404 3292 3112 3360 1094 1950 1434 794
2044 6963 3571 3392 3707 998 2258 1535 823
2049 7446 3823 3623 4070 991 2385 1650 795 .
2054 7855 4041 3814 4557 950 2348 1771 757
2059 8276 4257 4019 4953 1024 2299 1900 73
2064 8847 4547 4300 5203 1255 2390 2058 885
2069 9580 4915 4665 5401 1489 2690 2209 1059
2074 10418 5335 5083 5696 1598 3124 2364 1212
2079 11288 5777 5511 6127 1635 3526 2531 1293
2084 12107 6205 5902 6720 1620 3767 2712 1304

®32 BalsE I dmADEN
Table 3-2 The demographic indexes in simulating program 2.

s S E#&éﬁﬁ* HERR | FETE Nﬁ%ﬁ-ﬁﬁy E L | ZBERA AOEBE
‘ ) | NN | DOINGY | L) | 0CIY(E) | NCOING | No. [kt
1989 18.89 21.64 2,74 0.43 0.17 0.46 8.18
1994 16.65 19.80 3.5 0.44 0.31 0.46 8.89
1999 22.46 26.47 4.01 0.65 0.35 0.47 9.94
2004 26,19 30.85 4.66 0.81 0.38 0.47 11.34
2009 22.74 28.05 3.31 0.88 0.32 0.48 12.70
2014 14.99 21.03 6.05 0.80 0.31 0.48 13.69
2019 11.80 18.36 6.57 0.66 0.34 0.48 14,53
2024 10.08 17.34 7.26 0.59 0.44 0.48 15.28
2029 12,51 19.61 7.4 0.67 0.60 0.48 16.26
2034 16.63 23.70 7.08 0.81 0.64 0.48 17 .67
2039 18.42 25.94 7.51 0.91 0.56 0.49 19.38
2044 16.72 24.63 7.90 0.88 0.44 0.49 21.07
2049 13.41 22.07 8.66 0.83 0.42 0.49 22,53
2054 10.69 19.78 9.09 0.72 0.40 0.49 23,77
2059 10.43 19.17 8.74 0.67 0.45 0.49 25.04
2064 13.35 20.68 233 0.70 0.53 0.49 26.77
2069 15.91 22.99 7.09 0.77 0.55 0.49 28.99
2074 16.76 24.23 7.48 0.83 0.51 0.49 31,53
2079 16.03 23.82 Fa19 0.84 0.46 0.49 34.16
2084 14.00 22.30 8.30 0.80 0.43 0.49 36.64
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Table 4-1 The demographic data in simulating program 3.

R RAD | ERAT | RKEAT [ wEHN | AR | OFLE | AROx | HEEL
: AR A N -

RG] N(®) Na(1) | Ng1) L() o(s) ¥(£) Ny(1) Ny(2)
1989 2579 1394 1185 1892 115 572 ) 156
1994 2693 1449 1244 2040 214 439 787 156
1999 2863 1529 1335 1990 335 538 797 231
2004 3088 1635 1454 1944 460 685 818 304
2009 3299 1733 1567 1986 475 838 814 312
2014 3430 1791 1639 2090 477 863 805 257
2019 3485 1814 1672 2238 485 763 769 203
2024 3480 1809 | 1671 2288 572 620 729 167
2029 3479 1806 1672 2134 807 537 722 173
2034 3507 1807 1701 1939 1022 546 750 212
2039 3548 1807 1741 1826 1094 628 752 250
2044 3569 1805 1764 1859 998 712 756 258
2049 3528 1784 1744 1905 884 738 744 239
2054 3428 1741 1687 1987 746 694 721, 206
2059 3317 1691 1627 | 2012 687 618 699 181
2064 3262 1664 1598 1955 748 559 693 179
2069 3257 1656 1601 1860 846 551 695 197
2074 3274 1656 1618 1791 897 586 700 217
2079 3283 1655 1628 1767 884 632 700 323
2084 | 3259 | 1644 1615 | 1791 | 816 | 652 692 217

iie A S ®42 AwpyE Ul $HAO0EE et .
Table 4-2 The demographic indexes ii:lrsiinul'a'tin‘g program 3.
T E R "E'ﬁ%ﬁ@”"tﬁﬁa%" At ¥ ;vigjﬁjﬁ.(ﬁ;;/h% DT kﬁﬁ:ﬁm— AOEE

] A(2) e N,,(:)/N(t) D(e)INCE) L(;:) Q(t)jY(:) Ng#)IN()| No./km?

~ 1989 9.61 12,42 2,81 0.36 0.20 0,46 7,80
1994 8.64 11,87 3,23 0.32 0.49 0.46 8,15
1999 12.29 16.61 4,32 0,44 0.62 0,47 8,67
2004 15.11 20,42 5.32 0.59 0,67 0.47 9,35
2009 13,22 19,55 6.33 0.66 0.57 0,47 9.98
2014 7.79 15.28 7,49 0,64 0,55 0,48 10,38
2019 3.18 11.76 8.58 0.56 0.63 0.48 10.55
2024 —0,29 9,61 9.90 0.52 0,92 0,48 10,53
2029 —0.08 9,93 10.01 0,63 1.50, 0.48 10,53
2034 1,62 12,12 10,50 0.81 1,87 0.48 10.61
2039 2,33 14.15 .82 0,94 1,74 0,49 10,74
2044 1,17 14,52 13,34 0.92 1.40 0.49 10.80
2049 —2,33 13,46 15,78 0.85 1.20 0.49 10.68
2054 —5.76 11.83 17.59 0.72 1,07 0.49 10.37
2059 —6.55 10,73 17,28 0.65 1.11 0.49 10.04
2064 —3.86 10.89 14.25 0.67 1.34 0.49 9.87
2069 —0.29 12,06 12.35 0.75 1.54 0.49 9.86
2074 1.04 13.27 12,24 0.83 1.53 0.49 9.91
2079 0.55 13,73 13.19 0.86 1.40 0.50 9.94
2084 —1.50 13.27 14.77 0.82 1.25 0,50 9.86
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Table 5-1 The demographic data ln s1mu'lat|ng program 4.

TE R |EAD|BEAD|ZEAD %fbﬁj‘j E- N8 &‘;ﬂi%ﬁ Eﬁéﬂfa £i3) %?&%JL
@ N(2) N () Ng(2) |  L(2) 10 ¥(2) N}(!) e Ns(?)
198 ——{zs0T— | T15% 1147 1892 115 494 g . v
1994 2538 1368 1169 2040 214 284 787 78
1999 2594 1389 1205 | 1990 335 269 797 s
2004 2669 | 1417 1252 1867 460 342 G 152
2009 2727 | 1435 1292 1833 475 | 419 740 156
2014 2733 1430 1304 1824 a1 | 431 677 . 128
2019 2678 1395 | 1283 1824 | 485 370 570 90
2024 as71 | 1437 | 1234 1729 | 512 | 276 456 . i
2029 2453 | 1274 | 11sd | 1448 | 807 199 302 |50
2034 2333 [ 106 | 137 | 1147 1022 164 369 55
2039 2197 | 1104 1093 937 | 1094 166 360 63
2044 2039 | 1008 | 1031 860 998 | 180 345 65
2049 1833 900 933 834 816 183 315 " 58
2054 1597 788 809 814 ‘ 61& 167 v, LS a6
2050 | 1375 685 690 764 | 473 138 - ek B i
2064 | 211 | 6ps 603 677 o N B S 29
20609 | 1104 | 554 551 s Loeed | e i 2
2074, 1026 sio | 516 492 | ,;451? 84 171 | 28
2079 950 467 483 | 435 | 432 83| 161 | 2.,
2084 | | 864 423 441 403/ 379 82| 148 | 26,

e ,ﬁjﬂ:&'i I “FPB‘;‘IADﬁﬂEﬁ T e = et
Tablc 5 2 The demograplnc 1nrfexes'1n SImuIatlng program 4.
R [ ERERE | WERL | ACEG | ey | R DU | KERR | ADEE.
z 1(3) : Nb(t)/N(t) D(DfN(S) L) - OCD[XCR) | Ny(2)/N(2)| | No./km?
1989 3.45 6.31 2.86 0o . 0.23 0.46 i
1994 2.93 6.21 3.28 0.24 . 0.75 0.46 7,68
1999 4.42 8.99 4.58 0.30 1.24 0,46 7,85
2004 5.68 | | 11.55 5.86 0.43 1.34 0.47 8,08
2009 4.29 11.57 7.28 0.49 _ 1.43 |, 0,47, 8,25
2014 0.46 9,41 8.95 0.50 B 0.48 £33
2019 —4.05, 6.66 10.71 0.47 1.8 0.48 8,11
2024 —8.19 4.63 12.82° 0.49° 2.07 0,48 7.78
2029 | —9.36 4.00° 13.36 0.69 4.06 0.48 7.42
2034 ~10.10 4.57 " | | 14.67 1.03 6.24 0.49. 7.06
2039 —11,93 5.53 17.46 1.34 6.60 0.50. 6.65
2044 —15.00 6.10 21.10 1.37 5.55 0.51 6.17
2049 —21,22 5.99 27.21 1.20 4.46 0.51 533
2054 —27.57 5.40 32.97 0.96 3.69 e T
2059 —29,85 4.77 34.62 0.80 3.42 0,50 4,16
2064 —25,31 4,50 29.81 0.79 3.88 0,50, 3,67
2069 —18.47 4.75 23.21 0.91 4.80 0.50 3.34
2074 —14,70 5.28 19.99 1.09 5.38 0,50 3.11
2079 —15.35 £.21 21.05 1.18 5.21 0,51 2.88
2084 —19,10 5.78 24.88 1.14 4.64 0.51 2.5l
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“Table 6-1 The demographic data in simulating program 5.

£ R | AAD|BEAD|LBEAD|[FEH N EAB| VEILE B#di FrAE 2L
A AL A AE

(O] N(z) | Na(2) Ny(#) L(#) o(z) Y(2) Ny(8) Ng(2)
1989 2501 1353 1147 1892 115 494 761 78
1994 12538 1368 1169 2040 214 284 787 78
1999 .2594 1389 1205 1990 335 269 197 115
2004 2669 1417 1252 1867 460 342 781 152
2009 2727 1435 1292 1833 475 419 740 156
2014 2733 1430 1304 1824 477 431 677 128
2019 .2769 1442 1327 1824 485 460 570 180
2024 2721 1415 1305 1724 572 425 456 122
2029 2652 1377 1275 1448 807 397 392 100
2034 2585 1327 1258 1235 1022 328 412 109
2039 2511 1267 1244 1085 1094 331 431 125
2044 2415 1203 1212 1057 998 360 439 129
2049 2292 1138 1154 1083 816 393 435 143
2054 2143 1072 1072 1123 616 404 423 137
2059 2002 1012 991 1134 473 396 410 121
2064 1915 975 940 1126 425 364 417 111
2069 1883 959 924 1109 437 337 399 109
2074 1881 955 926 1102 451 329 399 113
2079 1889 956 932 1040 510 339 403 121
2084 1886 954 933 1028 504 355 402 126

X622 MAFR V SHADER
Table 6-2 The demographic indexes in simulating program 5.

£ fC ﬁz’i‘%%f?ﬁl% H A # Y, FEL- %o Ni(fl;)%__??‘?g)/ # 0 W | =kl AOBE

: A | NN | DONG | LG | 0¥ | NEING | No.fkmt
1989 3.45 6.31 2.86 0.32 0.23 0.46 137
1994 2,93 6.21 3.28 0.24 0.75 0.46 7.68
1999 4.42 8.99 .58 0.30 1.24 0.46 7.85
2004 5.68 11.55 5.86 0.43 1.34 0.47 8.08
2009 4.29 11.57 7.28 0.49° 1.13 0.47 8.25
2014 0.46 9.41 8.95 0.50 1.11 0.48 8.27
2019 237 13.10 10.53 Bz52 1.05 0.48 : 8.38
2024 —3.50 8.86 12,37 0.58 1.34 0.48 8.23
2029 —5.10 7.47 12.57 0.83 2.03 0.48 8.03
2034 —5.13 §.34 13.47 1.09 312 0.49 182
2039 —5.79 9.83 15.62 1:31 3.30 0.50 7.60
2044 —7.83 10.49 18.32 1.29 2.77 0.50 7.31
2049 —10.43 1213 22.55 1.12 2.08 0.50 6.94
2054 —13.41 12.33 25.74 0.91 1.52 0.50 6.49
2059 —13.59 11.70 25.29 0.77 19 0.49 6.06
2064 —8.92 11.30 20.22 0.70 1:17 0.49 5.79
2069 —3.35 11.49 14.84 0.70 1.29 0.49 5.70
2074 —0.19 11.96 12215 0.71 ¥.37 0.49 5.69
2079 0.80 12,81 12.00 0.82 s 0.49 572
2084 - 0.27 13.30 1357 0.84 1.42 0.49 sl
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Table 7-1 The demographic data in simulating program 6.
£ KR BAO | B#EAD | KEAD | FHHH EANE D LE Bitidx FEZIL
: AEL A% ABC ANE
@) N(®) Na(1) N{(£) L(2) o) ¥(2) Ny(£) Ny(2)
1989 2501 1353 1147 1892 115 494 761 78
1994 2538 1368 1169 2040 214 284 787 78 -
1999 2594 1389 1205 1990 335 269 797 115
2004 2669 1417 1252 1867 460 342 781 152
2009 2727 1435 1292 1833 475 419 740 156
2014 2733 1430 1304 1824 477 431 677 128
2019 2678 1395 1283 1824 485 370 570 90
2024 2571 1337 1234 1724 572 276 456 61
2029 2453 1274 1180 1448 807 199 392 50
2034 2333 1196 1137 1147 1022 164 369 55
2039 2260 1137 1123 937 1094 228 360 125
2044 2165 1073 1091 860 998 306 345 129
2049 2016 995 1021 834 816 366 315 116
2054 1825 907 918 876 616 334 303 93
2059 1638 822 816 889 473 276 293 71
2064 1502 759 743 858 425 219 289 58
2069 1439 727 12 802 437 200 292 74
2074 1425 716 708 751 451 223 296 94
2079 1422 713 709 720 432 269 298 105
2084 1407 706 701 730 379 297 304 102
®72 MEHE VI PHADER
Table 7-2 The demographic indexes in simulating program 6.
#F E!{Sﬁ!&$ HExY% | FCE N%?—ﬁ%)/ EZED Kk ig:3-40 AOEE
t AC2) Ny(£)/N(2) | D(2)/N(#) L(t) 0(2)/Y(#) | Ni(#)/N(¢)| No./km?
1989 3.45 6.31 2.86 0.32 0.23 0.46 Y57
1994 2.93 6.21 3.28 0.24 0.75 0.46 7.68
1999 4.42 8.99 4.58 0.30 1.24 0.46 7.85
2004 5.68 11.55 5.86 0.43 1.34 D.47 8.08
2009 4,29 11.57 7.28 0.49 1.13 0.47 §.25
2014 0.46 9.41 8.95 0.50 1.41 0.48 8.27
2019 —4.05 6.66 10.71 0.47 1.31 0.48 8.11
2024 —8.19 4.63 12.82 0.49 2.07 0.48 7.78
2029 —9.36 4.00 13.36 0.69 4.06 0.48 7.42
2034 —10.10 4.57 14.67 1.03 6.24 0.49 7.06
2039 —6.32 10.91 17.22 1.41 4,79 0.50 6.84
2044 —8.62 11.68 20.29 1.52 3.26 0.50 6.55
2049 —14.21 11.09 25.30 1.42 2.23 0.51 6.10
2054 —19.90 9.65 29.55 1.08 1.85 0.50 5.52
2059 —21.65 8.19 29.83 0.84 1LZ1 0.50 4.96
2064 —17.33 7.41 24.74 0.75 1.94 0.49 4.54
2069 —8.47 10.01 18.47 0.79 2.18 0.49 4.36
2074 - 2.07 13.06 15.13 0.90 2.02 0.50 4.31
2079 —0.42 14.71 15.13 0.97 1.61 0.50 4.30
2084 —2.11 14.49 16.60 0.93 1.27 0.50 4.26
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Fig. 1 Natural growth rate curves iq 6 simulating programs.
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Table 8 Human reproduction rate R, and female generation interval T in
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Average birth rate
4,96 < 2,29680 i 28.07064
3.571 ; 165063 R 52086338
2,000 0.92472 29.16333
1.00V ; 0.46236 ' 29,16333
2.162820 1.00000 ‘ ' 29.16333
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Note: Time of marriage 20 years old,
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DYNAMICAL SIMULATION OF THE HUMAN POPULATION
IN AN ALPINE ECONOMIC ECOLOGICAL SYSTEM

Jiang Zhigang Pi Nanling Cui Yuanping

(Northwest Plateau Institute of Biology, Academia Sinica)

The dynamics of human population in an alpine meadow ecosystem researching statiom
(Lat. 37°29'—37°45'N, Long. 101°12’—101°33'E.) in the period of 1985—2084 were simulated
with an improved Lewis-Leslie method on computer by altering the average fertility arte of the
fertile women in the studying area from 4.96 (simulating program) to 3.57 (simulating prog-
ram 2), 2.00 (simulating program 3), 1.00 (simulating program 4), before the year 2014
1.00 and 2.00 after then (simulating program 5) and before the year 2034 1.00 and 2.00 after
then (simulating program 6) as well as postponing the marriage and fertile time from 15
years old to 20 years old in simulating program 2, 3, 4, 5 and 6. ;

The results of the simulations show:

Average fertile rate 4.96 per fertile will cause rapidly growth of the population in the
future. By the year of 2044, the size of the population will be 10000; by the year of 2084
the size of the population will be 28025. The natural growth rate (NGR) in the simulating
period is 24.31%3%3.72%, , such a population size will exceed the carrying capacity of the
ecosystem. With the average fertile rate 3.57, the population will still grow constantly in the
period 1985—2084. the size of the population will be 12107 in this situation by the year 2084.
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The NGR in the period will be 15.93%,=+4.29%, anyhow it will be an unsuited human po-
pulation development for the ecosystem. According to our estimation, the ‘average  fertility
rate 12.16282 will keep the human population dynamics as a constant process i the future,
which means, the net reproduction rate (NRR) will equal to 1. However both the average
fertility rate 2.0 and 1.0 are less than 2.16282, so. the population will nagetive grow -in the
future. 100 years later, the size of the population for the former situation will be 3259 (if the
simulation is continued after 2084, the population will decrease) and 864 for the latter.
The NGR will be 2.82%,+6.24 %o in the forner case while —10.45%)+11.35 %o 'in the lat-
ter in the 100 years duration. 'The NRR will be 0.9247 in the former icase while. | 4624 in
the latter. The FGI will be 29.1633 in both cases. :

Nevertheless in which case of above simulations, the population will grow constantly in
at least a period of 30 years. The effect of age distribution on the population growth is de-
monstrated to be powerful in the simulations. If we wish to establish and maintain a constant
population, the number of children per fertile woman will have to be kept at 1 as the 1960—
1970’s baby boom passes through its reproductive period. . In fact this is what we did in si-
mulating program 5 and 6. The size of the population is predicted to be :1886 in simulation
5 while 1407 in simulation 6 by the year of 2084. The NRR will be -~—2. 65%0 £5.99 %o
in former case and —5.58%)+8.28 %o in the latter during the simulating period.

As a result follows birth controlling, the aged people will gradually dominate the popu-
lation, the problem will be serious after years. So after a period of one family one child, the
birth rate should be adjusted as a means to avoid the population get ‘older” 'and the tendency
of labor resource scarcity by then. Basing on the primary production of the ecosystem, what
simulated in program 3 and 5 are considered to be two reasonable population developing pro-
grams. Which of them is a better one needs further study of the possibility of carrymg capa-
city 'improvement of the ecosystem '
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