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Abstract: Wetland is one of the most important ecological systems of land, it is not substituted in maintaining and regulating e-
cology environment quality. To build and to use scientific and practical evaluation of ecwlogy environment methods and index
system is the basis of wetland utilization and prot ection and management and is the basis of providing reasonable measures. The
wetland of Yili Xinjiang is migration and propagating terra of many rare birds and many birds’ survival be in severe danger,
which taking the role of maintaining local ecology balance. But the wetland lessened sharply and the quality of eclogy environ-
ment reduced obviously after a long time unreasonable exploitation and utilization. It is important to improve researching and
protecting level and to ensure sustainable utilization of the wetland and related resources, through evaluating and analysing eco}
ogy environment quality of the wetland of Yili Xinjiang and mastering the ecology and management question overall.
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