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Abstract

development on natural environment. The relationship between tourist influencing factors and their index and

Tourist influencing factors and their index are main standards evaluating impact level of tourism

geographical factors was analyzed by methods of sampling and investigation in this paper. It showed that the
positive and negative correlation among six tourist influencing factors embodied the regulation of effects of
tourism on these factors, and the choose and given values of tourist influencing factors were correct. The
small correlation indices between tourist influencing factors and physical geographical factors showed that
physical geographical factors had little effect on them, and it was practical to take them as evaluating stand-
ards. The correlation between tourist influencing factors and human geographical factors showed that they
could reflect the impact of tourist activities on vegetation environment. In addition, it was necessary to
strengthen management and programming of tourism region. Fig 2, Tab 4, Ref 8
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TREWNSY %, BETR AEFENH K. ZX
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WRAE 7 AT (R 1) . el v RECR & Al i B2
HFZHL BP0, =C,+Cy+C +C, +C, +C,. CoA%
5N & B0 (rubbish influence index) ; C, HHTHIF
Z %7 ( damaging branches influence index) , ] A AIE
BCF RRFR RN R A, TR AR A E,
TR I R B AR 5 C O BR B 22 48 (treading influ-
ence index) , | FIAH A Y& -2 F0 8 78 )2 S U ] e s 2
B BB, MR RN C, B R LR W 2R 4
(influence index of picking tree stake out) , ] FERHESL
B, AR X 0 20 a 24, 2 IERRD
ARITEFR, R R A A, A WA E 78
JERIR L RAE T 20 a 2oy, SR AR B 8 T BB
WAL SO AE B R 2, B BRAR B A/, Bk 3 &2 Wi A
I C AR BB 5 52 W 5 30 (influence index of woods
renewing) , F| ARSI B BRA, BB L, E RIS
FRR AU, ORI AR, IR AR R AU C,
HEAR E IR B ( meadow situation index ) , F F &L
AEBRERR, REAR, WA AU
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Tab 1 The class values of tourist influencing factors

FHFEETHE (C)

Average height under
dead sticks

JBRERR(C,)
Thickness of dead

sticks and humus

B (C)

Rubber number

BHBER (C,)

Tree stakes number

YIEE(C,)

Sapling number

BEARZRE(C,)

Meadow coverage

bR (n) W R (v/m)  BE R6/em)  BE #IR(R) BE B (n) W R (%) WE
Standard Value Standard Value Standard Value Standard Value Standard Value Standard Value

1~5 0.1 0~1.00 0.1 0~0.5 1.0 0 1.0 0 1.0 1~10 1.0
5~15 0.2 1.00 ~1.25 0.2 0.5~1.5 0.9 1~3 0.9 1~3 0.9 10 ~20 0.9
15 ~25 0.3 1.25~1.50 0.3 1.5~2.5 0.8 3~6 0.8 3~6 0.8 20 ~30 0.8
25 ~35 0.4 1.50~1.75 0.4 2.5~3.5 0.7 6~9 0.7 6~9 0.7 30 ~40 0.7
35 ~45 0.5 1.75 ~2.00 0.5 3.5~4.5 0.6 9~12 0.6 9~12 0.6 40 ~50 0.6
45 ~55 0.6 2.00 ~2.25 0.6 4.5~5.5 0.5 12 ~15 0.5 12 ~15 0.5 50 ~60 0.5
55 ~65 0.7 2.25~2.50 0.7 5.5~6.5 0.4 15 ~18 0.4 15 ~18 0.4 60 ~70 0.4
65 ~75 0.8 2.50~2.75 0.8 6.5~7.5 0.3 18 ~21 0.3 18 ~21 0.3 70 ~ 80 0.3
75 ~85 0.9 2.75~3.00 0.9 7.5~8.5 0.2 21 ~24 0.2 21 ~24 0.2 80 ~90 0.2

>85 1.0 >3.00 1.0 >8.5 0.1 >24 0.1 >24 0.1 90 ~ 100 0.1

ZER
3.1 Rl N0EFEBHE XS

HER 2 AT, BOR R SR E R TRR R
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Fig 1 The relationship between tourist influencing index (I;) and its factors
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Tab 2 Correlation analysis among tourist influencing factors

5 BETE (Cy) BREER (C) WAER (C,) g (C,) BERBZEE (C)
ik (C,) ) . .
Rubber number Height under The thickness of Tree stakes Sapling Meadow
dead sticks dead sticks and humus number number coverage
Cy 0.367
¢ -0.544* -0.426
C, -0.253 -0.308 0.404
C, -0.213 -0.233 0.242 -0.013
C, -0.602** -0.552* 0.687** 0.189 0.428
Iy 0.744** 0.669 * * -0.815** 0.470* -0.508* 0.873**

¥ (Note) :n =20, =18, r=0.4438 (P <0.05), r=0.5614 (P <0.01). F[H (The same below)

®3 okFE¥NEFRERYS AAMERFHEXSH

Tab 3 The correlation indices between tourist influencing factors and their index and physical geographical factors

C, Cy C, C, C, C. I
#E Altitude —-0.045 -0.175 —-0.006 0.391 0.306 0.249 -0.241
WE Slope -0.184 0. 006 -0.091 0.137 -0.318 0.108 0.005
Yl Aspect 0.073 -0.065 -0.312 -0.125 0.010 -0.254 0.154
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Fig 2 The relationship between tourist influencing index and its factors and some human geographical factors
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x4 KEZWEFREERYS ACHMERETFREXSHT

Tab 4 The correlation indices between tourist influencing factors and their index and human geographical factors

BB (D)
C C C C C C I

Distance SL r d t 3 w m i
VI -
%{Im‘g Width -0.028 0.334 0.193 -0.127 -0.127 0.415 0.025 0.073 -0.034

of tourist path

D -0.590** -0.334 -0.247 0.495* 0.365 -0.025 0.262 -0.423

@@7}(—? (SL) 0.589 " * 0.401 -0.622*" -0.108 0.056 -0.530" 0.586" "

Sensitive level
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