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Investigation and Assessment of Recreational Impact on Vegetation in
Mountain Lianhua Nature Reserve in Gansu Province

WANG Ren, SUN Xue-gang
(Schoolof Forestry, Gansu Agricultural University, Lanzhow Gansu 730070 China)

Abstract: Taking the M ountain Lianhua National Nature Reserve in Gansu Province as its object and conduc-
ting the sample field investigation, this research was carried out with an attempt to study the recreational im-
pact on vegetation in the M ountain Lianhua. Results show that in terms of the recreational impact on vegeta-
tion, the investigated sites are in the order of the Zixiao Palace> the Nature Reserve A dministration™> Tang-
fang Beach-Shahe Beach™ the Lianhua Palace. A nalysis shows that among the four investigated sites, the
Zixiao Palace has a sharp difference compared with the others. As the research indicates, the recreational ac-
tivities have caused some impacts on vegetation in some scenic sites and some parts in the Mountain Lianhua
National Nature Reserve, but the impact on the entire ecological environment of the nature reserve is not
much.

Keywords: impact of recreation; nature reserve; Mountain Lianhua
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