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Abstract: The studies on the assessment domain of non-polluted ecological impact of tourism is in its infancy age in
China. This study tries to establish a quantitative and management meaningful method, the trail assessment method. The
method with tourist-concentative trail as object, employs the indicators such as trail opened up by tourist, trail widen,
muddy trail, root exposure, etc to assess the adverse impact degree of tourist on vegetation and soil and also the
non-polluted ecological impact of tourism with levels of ecological factor. The case study in Jiuzhaigou protected natural
area indicates that this method is objective and operated.
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Table 1 Survey indictors included in the trail-problem assessment method in Jiuzhaigou Protected Area
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Fig.1 Trails distribution of Jiuzhaigou(map not to scale)
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Table 2 Survey result from the application of the trail problem assessment method in Jiuzhaigou protected area
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