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Suitability Assessment for Ecological Restoration of Rural Riparian Zone in Beijing City

FENG Ze-shen's GAO Jia-rong', LOU Hui-pin, ZHAO Zhe-guang, YANG Hai-long, WANG Ying
(The Key Laboratory of Soil and Water Conservation, Beijing Forestry University, Beijing 100083 China)

Abstract: By means of fuzzy probability assessment model, an assessment indicator system was built to assess
the suitability for ecological restoration of Andamu River. The suitability for ecological restoration was divid-
ed into four grades: not suitable, low suitability, suitable, and very suitable. Results showed that the total
suitability for ecological restoration of Andamu River was between the low suitability and the suitable grade.
The proportion of four grades that various types of riparian take up was 10.0%, 30.6%, 26.7 %, and
11.7 %, respectively. On the base of subsection assessment sketch of riparian zone ecological restoration
suitability, ecological restoration suggestions for each grade of riparian zone were brought forward.

Keywords: riparian zone; ecological restoration; suitability assessment; Andamu River
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