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Abstract

This paper evaluates the ecological environment quality of Tongling city and its influence. Based
on the situation of environmental factors such as temperature, precipitation and atmosphere, fis-
cal revenue and expenditure, annual import and export value and other social environmental fac-
tors, the evaluation index system of Tongling city’s ecological environment quality was effectively
constructed. Combined with the statistical yearbook data, the weight data were determined by the
analytic hierarchy process method, then the ecological environment of Tongling city was rated. It
is of great importance to know and understand the change of urban ecological environment
quality objectively, so as to correctly formulate social and economic development strategy and
industrial allocation planning, effectively adjust urban functions, improve ecological environ-
ment quality, and ensure the sustainable and coordinated development of urban economy and
environment.
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Figure 1. Construction of ecological environment evaluation index system based on AHP
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Table 1. Weight value of urban ecological environment index
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Table 2. Evaluation indicators of ecological environment quality in 2015, 2016 and 2017
=2 2015 4F, 2016 £F. 2017 A SIERETNIEAR
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Table 3. Comprehensive index of ecological environment quality of Tongling City
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Table 4. Classification of ecological environment security
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