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Abstract

This article proposed a multi-level fuzzy comprehensive evaluation model for resolving eco-reple-
nishment selection program. Firstly, multi-level indicators of eco-replenishment program which
are divided into environmental and economic benefits are constructed. Secondly, the membership
function is used to calculate all cost and efficiency indicators, and single-level fuzzy comprehen-
sive evaluation could be obtained. Then, multi-level evaluation results are given. Finally, an exam-
ple for ecological water in Nantong City is taken to verify the validity of the model and algorithm.
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Table 1. The secondary-level model of evaluation indexes of ecological water compensation
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Table 2. Fuzzy comprehensive evaluation of ecological water compensation program
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