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Abstract: [ Objective ] To establish an evaluation index system for the water resources in order to analyze and

evaluate the sustainable utilization of water resources in Quanzhou City. [ Methods] Based on the data of envi-

ronment, economy, society and water resources of Quanzhou City at the normal flow year, the AHP and

fuzzy synthetic judgment method were used. [ Results] The comprehensive evaluation result of sustainable

utilization of water resources was in the medium level. And it showed that the sustainable utilization of water

resources in Quanzhou City was in good condition. [ Conclusion] The AHP—fuzzy synthetic evaluation

method was simple and available, and its results accorded with actual situation. It provided certain reference

function for the management of water resources in Quanzhou City.
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