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Abstract; Panjin Shuangtai estuary wetland is the largest natural conservation district in the country, with the
second biggest area of the reed in the world. It is also the ecological region of being best preserved so far,
and the largest and most complete vegetation types. In recent years, with the large-scale development activi-
ty, the population growth and the development of social economy, significant changes have occurred in Panjin
Shuangtai Estuary Wetland. And it has induced a series of environmental problems. The purpose of this pa-
per is to restore the ecological environment of Panjin Shuangtai estuary wetland. This article investigates and
monitors in the wetland and circumjacent area, and analyzes the data of comprehensive evaluation, evaluates
environmental impact with the method of fuzzy comprehensive evaluation, determines the levels of every eco-
logical index, and gets the countermeasures for the sustainable development of the wetland from water, soil,
biology etc.
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