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Abstract

The quality of the rural environment is related to the well-being of the people. Monitoring the ru-
ral ecological environment in a scientific way can effectively reflect the current situation of the
rural environment, help to evaluate the effectiveness of environmental governance measures, and
also provide direction for the next step of governance. Based on the analysis of the monitoring da-
ta of the rural water, gas and soil environment, this paper objectively reflects the current situation
of the rural ecological environment in Fengxian District. At the same time, combining with the ru-
ral environmental renovation projects that have been carried out in Fengxian District at this stage,
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it further considers the reasons.
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Table 1. Environmental quality status of Huangpu River-Sanshui Plant in 2021
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Figure 1. Comparison of rural air quality in Fengxian in 2021
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Table 2. Monitoring results of ambient air quality in Yinglong Village in 2021
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Table 3. The monitoring results of rural environmental soil quality in 2021
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Table 4. Comprehensive evaluation results of rural environmental quality in Fengxian district in 2021
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Table 5. Evaluation results of the rural ecological status in Fengxian district in 2021
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