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Review of the Ecological Vulnerability

Wu Qiong Zhang Hua

( Liaoning normal university Dalian 116029)

Abstract
Eco-environment is the foundation concerning the survival and development of human beings Ecological
vulnerability has been one of highlighted in the studies of global change in recent years and it is an important
precondition of sustainable spatial planning. Ecological vulnerability assessment is an important aspect of
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comprehensive ecological assessment and an important basis of ecological planning it’ s widely used in geography
and ecology in recent years the research of ecological vulnerability are under development in multi-aspects. This
paper summarizes the research of ecological vulnerability in recent years focuses on definitions of vulnerability
and several major definitions of ecological vulnerability in contrast to the common methods of ecological
vulnerability” s index weight and the model of evaluation and the research direction and progress all over the
world. Finally point out the difficulties of ecological vulnerability the deficiency of ecological vulnerability and the
mainly tendency of the ecological vulnerability researches.

Key words: Ecological environment ecological vulnerability ecological sensitivity ~evaluation.
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The Chemical Constituents and Pharmacological Activities of
Natural Medicine Ginkgo biloba

Zhang Hongmei

( Jiangsu Yunhe Teacher Training College Pizhou 221300)

Abstract
In order to further promote the development of ginkgo indusiry to better serve the people and discusses the
main chemical composition and pharmacological action of the ginkgo kernel leaf exocarp pollen and roots
especially in recent years domestic and foreign scholars have carried out comprehensive and induction of Ginkgo
pharmacological research results in order to clarify the pharmacological activity of Ginkgo biloba wide.

Key words: Ginkgo biloba chemical composition pharmacological action.
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