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ECO-GEOLOGICAL ENVIRONMENT EVALUATION ON THE NORTHWEST
MARGIN OF HORQIN SANDY LAND

YANG Liu, TANG Zhen, SHI Lu
Shenyang Center of China Geological Survey, Shenyang 110034, China

Abstract: In this study, the geological, ecological and social environment of the northwest margin of Horgin sandy
land are analyzed by analytic hierarchy process (AHP). An evaluation index system is established to adapt to the
development of agriculture and animal husbandry as target layer, and the comprehensive indexes of regional eco-
geological environment quality are calculated to evaluate the eco-geological environment. According to the results, it is
considered that the eco-environment impacts on the whole evaluation results more than the geological and social
environment does, with land quality as the key factor. Of all the evaluation units in the study area, 86% are at a
medium or lower level. The results are of great significance to correctly understand the eco-geological environment of the
area.
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Fig. 1 Location map of the study area
l—ﬁ?%gﬁlﬁ(study area); 2—FLRIDYDHL T (Horqin sandy land )
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Fig. 2 Evaluation index system of eco-geological environment quality
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Table 1 Value and grading of eco-geological environment evaluation index
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