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The Dynamic Benefit Evaluation of Ecological Restoration on Construction Project
of Xintian Coal Mine in Northern Shaanxi Province

CHEN Zi-xuan, LI Zhan-bin, LI Peng
(Key Lab of Northwest Water Resources and Environment Ecology of MOE at XAUT, Xi’an 710048, China)

Abstract ; Based on the analysis of its ecosystem succession and configuration, extraction of the evaluation in-
dexes for ecological restoration of construction projects, dynamic evaluation model of ecological restoration
for construction project is established from time and space, it is application of AHP (Analytic Hierarchy
Process) in the analysis and evaluation of benefit of ecological restoration in Xintian coal mine. The result of
evaluation reflects the actual situation. The evaluation system and the application of this kind of methods can
provide reliable basis for scientific evaluation of ecological restoration on construction project.
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