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Fig.1 The monitoring points distribution of Fan river basin
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Table 2 River habitat quality evaluation of Fan river basin
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River Habitat Assessment and Protection

Countermeasures of Fan River Basin

SHANG Bai-xiao

(Tieling Municipal Research Institute of Environmental Protection, Tieling, Liaoning

112000)

Abstract; In order to evaluate river habitat quality reasonably, multi-index comprehensive evaluation system was

used to evaluate river habit of Fan river basin. The results showed that the habitat comprehensive index value

were 0. 435~0. 675. The habitat quality of the source,the middle and lower reaches of Fan rive was better than

the middle. The habitat quality of Jiahechang, Shuyatun, Fanhezhan and Huanghezi sections reached good

grade, Yangfengou, Zhenziling, Laobiantai and Xiaotun sections reached common grade, and Daihaizhai section

was poor grade. According to the evaluation results,some suggestions and countermeasures for improving the

river habitat quality were proposed.

Key words: Fan river;habitat assessment; protection countermeasures
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