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The Preliminary Evaluation of the Effect of
Restoration Project in the Sensitive Area of Xianghu Wetland

WANG Sichen' > ZOU Siyi* WAN Lu’ WANG Zhoulong® CHEN Yu’ DENG Yuhua’ ZHANG Ru’
( 1.School of Ecology and Environment Yunnan University Kunming Yunnan 650091 China; 2.Key Laboratory of Plateau Mountain

Ecology and Degraded Environment Restoration of Yunnan Province Kunming Yunnan 650091 China; 3.Landscaping Service Center of

Nanchang City Nanchang Jiangxi 330046 China; 4. Guochang Environmental Protection Technology Company Limited of Nanchang

City Nanchang Jiangxi 330046 China; 5.Park Affairs Center of Nanchang City Nanchang Jiangxi 330046 China; 6.School of Resources &
Environment Nanchang University Nanchang Jiangxi 330000 China)

Abstract: The fuzzy comprehensive evaluation method is used to comprehensively evaluate the water environment
factors of the lake wetland in sensitive area after the restoration project. At the same time the water quality indicators
and the physical and chemical properties of the soil are compared before and after the restoration project.The results
show that before the restoration project the water quality of Xianghu Lake is Class V or worse than Class V. After the
restoration project the water quality of Xianghu Lake is Class V the water quality of Xianghu Rolling Dam is Class
IT and the water quality of the Stake Piles is Class VI the content of COD TN TP in most of the water bodies has
been significantly improved indicating that the Xianghu Project has an obvious purification effect on water quality.
After the Xianghu Lake restoration project the pH of the Xianghu wetland soil changes from acidic to neutral and
the water content increases making it more suitable for plant growth.

Key words: Xianghu wetland; restoration project; water environmental factors



