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Abstract: Deciding the scale of compensation is central to the building of the system of compensa-
tion of marine ecological damage. Starting from the defining of relevant concepts, this paper in-
cluded a systematical review of theoretical and empirical researches on estimation of the standard
of compensation and proposed major problems included in present studies.Besides,the concept of
marine ecological damage and the difference and relationship between eco-compensation and eco-
liability were clarified. The advantages and disadvantages of different approaches for marine eco-
compensation were also compared in the paper.Further research areas which should be focused on
were also presented; firstly, the scientificalness and rationality of the monetization standard for
marine ecological damage; secondly,the theoretical and empirical researches on ecological restora-

tion.It concluded that the optimal approaches should be chosen for marine ecological damage.
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