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Abstract: Evaluation on the policies of coastal ecological restoration is an important issue about coastal
protection and restoration. The evaluation indicator framework of coastal ecological restoration policy effect
was built to evaluate the effect comprehensively by entropy-weight TOPSIS model from 2009 to 2018 in
Shandong province. The results showed that the ecological restoration policy effect in Shandong province
fluctuations had been rising on the whole, the effect was promoting from 2016 to 2018 sharply, which reflected
the remarkable effect of carrying out the Blue Bay Remediation Action and promoting the ecological restoration
systematically. By analyzing the ecological restoration policy effect from the perspective of ecological
environment and economic social development respectively, it was found that the overall economic and social
benefits was improved faster than the ecological environmental benefits. At the same time, defects were found
in expanding the source channels of ecological restoration funds and in assessment and evaluation of restoration
effects. In this regard, further policy suggestions were put for promotion of coastal ecological restoration,

including insisting on land and sea overall planning, giving priority to ecology and establishing a regular
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evaluation mechanism.
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Fig. 1 Policies of coastal ecological restoration in
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