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Abstract

The Three River Sources National Park is the first national park in China. High-quality natural
landscapes and unique Tibetan culture provide a good foundation for the development of eco-
logical tourism in the park. In this study, a questionnaire survey was used to investigate the cur-
rent status of ecotourism in the source area of the Three Rivers. The SWOT model was used to
screen out 13 elements for the development of ecotourism in the park. The Analytic Hierarchy
Process (AHP) method was used to rank the 13 elements in a weighted order. “Developing
Strength-Reducing Weakness-Grasping Opportunity-Avoiding Risk” development strategy is sug-
gested to local development of eco-tourism, which provides valuable suggestion for sustainable
development in minority areas.
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1. 5|

SULIRDKOGR KT SRR TL R R IR, 5o o aEKIE” , RIREREE . w7 AR )
AEASIHREX AR X o VLI X A2t AU iR e« AR S K v Ll ) S e AR X, 5 B
L X AP 2 RE AR R X [1]. VTR ARSI B E5s, TR, R ERSETH. B
SRORE . BHBUIER R, IR AESHRRSCEN, S RGMESIIRE TR, AHTER
AR ATE K R BE[2].

HEHAESA B RFEE L, BESCRI T — RPVE B, —VLHRXAESHIEENAER —eHE
#11[3]. 2000 £E =TI [ AR AR37 [X IE 20 HE AT 2003 28 [ 45 e 1E AL E S T 8 [ K 20 H AR 971X 5 2005
e, mEBUNEZ) (Filg =00 B ARG XA SR AR B SRR 5 2013 47, =VLIEAESGRY 1
TS 2015 4F = VLI E KA [ BONIR E 5 — AN E K AT A 2016 4 R FE 5o fl il
TR BN 2017 4F  =VTIRE KA T 251 GR A7) IEiEAT; 2018 AR VTR E 5 A e s k)
A 45 2020 4 IE 2N = VTIR E KA

VLR KA TR A e SR AR S IR E BRI X, RIS BRI AT X, R
K BRSO R R AE S S & X . B2, BT =R bR, S5 R B E, PR R
KR, Zuri Koy SO, XORADBREREX, FTRADZ[4]. iR s R RS, sk
P SRR T, He e SR IR AEVE KT, BEC R B VLR MR BRI e . VTR IX
VENIE F A ARl A, SRR 1) B SR SoOUURI e R B0 S Ak, T TR AR RS TR AR AR I 55 s AR A8 7
AR T 78R R BEIR, R JEARAS AL R AT DU AL H 2SR B AR T R, ORI DO X A A IR B AR R R
R e S SR AL AR R [5]

AR SCHE [ 45 T A A SE M TR R 1, 456 = TDIR E R A [ i =l & R BLIR, R SWOoT #l
AHP 255 70 IR K RASIRIEIIR A . B VUBRIPEELS T2, 1R =IEAS
R BT SR . BAEFE o R =L IRAE SRR RN, $8m = VIR X B R ARG, SEI = VLIRIX [
HERT A FESIRE.
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2. WX HESR

VTR I 5K A el 3 B0 468 7 0 m mT v L SR SRR X, DL R IR S SRR X L I
SRR BRI, RO 12.31 77 km? JB TS R AUE RS, ROUNA LR, TRHZES Y,
HiEZE K, fEiomdl. Lol R sk 3, FEELSKA RO E KSR v Bl EE
weRil ., RIS, FEER 4500 kUL . WIEAARZ, WHLEAOK, WS REEEE.

SVLIRE K AR A K 4 B, 612 AN 248, 53 MTEG, Pk 4500 m BLE, ALK T 1 km?
IAE 167 4~ HETHA YO 16621 7, 6.4 Ji N, 2.4 JiTAWA O ERA R K 4 E¥8E K
IR TAEE T E, PO ERIESS, U7 AT SCRCUON 5876 Jt, 2017 X A 4 BA =B fE N 25.76
f2.75[6]. g EPOl XA FE S, AFBROL. AR RET Tl A8 2515 4 X A 3%
b, REIRIE[7]. 2018 FFAE A B N AMNRIFIRN G 1T 466.3 1476, BRiTHI6K 22.2%, JRiEWRN 55
#3748 GDP 16.3%, & —VLIRX RS RBAES W, FEFTEEESIENRBERE, U
FLUA=VTIR E KA T (AR S TR E N A R, iz XA =R

3. W7 A MEENRIE
3.1 B

3.1.1. SWOT &4 %EE

SWOT - i3 [ 1H 41l K24 1035 BL g #0032 4F 20 142 80 4EAR$ZH, SWOT 43#fr R #4 (Strengths)
%% (Weakness) H1.£x(Opportunity) F1 g i (Threat) . 1% 77 72 4] AL 1, @i 20 #r Al Py 3B R &= (1
AR5 34 RN R (L2 R ) R Al R R SR A, JE ok JE 2P AR XS 55 R [ 51 s 55
WUK[8]. RA SWOT it Foxt R i AR A R R A B A R 3L SRR INL 2 R R A B R 2, [FIBS 25
A WAMTE AT 2 A AT RIS L2 5 XU EAT G BRI A RULHES, e & & ok e i st
S [9]. FEBAALUNE 1.

SWOT F3#rid —Fe e ot TR, Svbw ot 2, 2Rk a ek o b fie &4
RIS, TRk SWOT M AN AL, AT T LA BE v i F R AR 0 RGBS, M T e 5 s R 2R 48 53
Prig itk #E[10].

Table 1. Analysis matrix of SWOT
%= 1. SWOT £ #rsEk

FEREFR HH(S) HHEW)
Hl£:(0) SO *f 5 WO X 5
B (T) ST X5k WT X5

3.1.2. B4 #riE(Analytic Hierarchy Process, AHP)

JEU A HT(AHP)E R E 412 B K T. L. Saaty #2iH, HFHRIG. FRMAS, En2IuhE
B TIZN . BRI AE R U RA R 1) BRI AR A R TT R I B E AR N
M RZEJANER, BANBRCE BRI LA, FRPE R T e =0T 2) M
TESANZ U BT (TR, 7 0 WA B sl o [ 2 IR A 3% S B A TR S U O PR X6 L s 3) %o J2
U B e A — S AT AR 56, T — Bk de R CI, B — Bk ds 45 R, 58—k L] CR, CR<0.10
B R — B AT AR 2, BRI TBIE: 4) W2 RIEHT ST M — B AT SS, THES 2
FX ARG HARRE, ORUETT SR A[11] [12].
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3.2. WHEFKIR

VBT 2019 S AT AE = VLR FE 508 bl IX T R A%, o8 Rl s LR SRkl B RIS 5t a,
WHFE R R A AL, T e it R = VLU E 5 A i BN AT A 3 %
W R =ATPR DR A IV R R, RIS 5%, HLEBAMPhiR . 2 G B2 AR o,
HPF R A R AL B 135 A EAE IR IR A . IRIFISON AR AR 3 2 B 0 A
MR 2RI AR IR R« AR L S A o R N S = VLR D BN R )
WK . =TLIR XA IR0 3 BRI P ML PR A R B A

AU B SRR 362 1114, [MICH 24 347 17, SHF N 95.8%. 1] SPSS W ARFF iR el
ELH Alpha ZACHEAT RT 5 REAS 6, SR KMO AELREMIRFER (ARG 362 4T 1 26 R AL 362 - 70 M P A5 9 I L6 Allpha
HfH 2 0.885, KMO HUFE@E VIR H Ny 0.858, ERFAIRFERIA R ZEMN 0, FFEHBER . RUERIRIRE.

4, ARERSVTL
4.1, =iTRESHRE SWOT 47

B B3/ 1B7 3 AN €/ T D W R e R N 3 N N 2 = A N A BN e LY e B T [ = 8
NGV RAN SR . 0 S R AT A gt KA s AT 2~4 BHRARIEHL, 2SRRI
BRI REN, Fe 0t th =VTIRIXOR AR AR I IL 3 2595 L RgUi A 13 TR &, 404 2 .

Table 2. SWOT for ecotourism development in Three River Sources National Park
2. SITIR A RETSHORA SWOT %

125(9) pLiB(o)
1) ST E RS NL(S) 1) k. PR MRS R AR LB (Oy)
2) FHIEA A TR TIBUEI(S,) 2) — B K AR O BLI(O,)
3) TR A R S R (S:) 3) MK HRIEH(09)

§5 (W) )
1) HEEREGA AR R R AL (W) 1) R HEA R SR iR (T)
2) AR AA B BLE (W) 2) PR U S B (R I (T)
3) MR A T I (W) 3) AURASH A1 5 S (To)
4) SFBSIIES RE (We)

SITIR RS IRIFIIN S, FEERBUAE =AT710: 25— =VTIRX AR5 e I i, 1L K4 AE |
A G HIEE S, AU FR. R Wi ISR 2 A, KRR A R
Fo [RINE, J7 S A (R FRRIZ SCAR AN AR AR kA% B 8, HOR A AR A ST 77, A8 =TT R KR AR AT
NSRS B HlEEESLA N EREN, N =VLIRAESRIER A T RRMECE: $=. £ERA
A (L E K A SRR SERRIESRY . S, XK SERE. ESIRE . A
RAIABHAE . PR RS FEESE 5 DML, Camily R RS UNEBUFH 5 23 #H M
e Herp, AERRE . ESEREAE NN, RSP R IR T B BRSO

SVLIRR R A AR A S RIS AN LS A=A 88—, Flikit. LR sl DL R LI 4%
TR REIHLIAE, W2 iR OOy BRI A B A o TR T, INsg 1S N MR
et 7N R X BRSO R IR AT IE, OvEREEEE. DO PO = R
P REIE, T T SRR ENEE M (ML S AR (2018 AERR) ) R4S RATPG AL HX
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e 5%

BB, B2 T EMHLIZARLEIR S A B2 RES A 70 a7 B AEAE 350 5 AN UCRT 1800 I, Kbl K i
THEW B SARE I ANV BEORBERE 75 55—\ — i — B S0, 5 T AR AE 1 A VO HERE A B 1
WO HERE =V XA FEAR O 1 RIS 5= BEAE B PRI A R B,  2 AN W i 1% Gt 5t nd i) 7
e PHGECGEM AN, 0 1SRRI A, BT T =TI J e A A O o

FIRE, VLA AR ASKBRHACHE IR, 58— MERSEMURRAAL, hT
Mo A v iR, mORBHAR A AR R RIR AR, BRORBR 1 A Tt T 1A 6 (A e TR AT 2 )5 265
AT AR AESERAAWERZ, SO &R R R A E AL, s gtk
A ¥ Ja ) =VLIE X, B2 — ORI, 35 = R IR A B AR A AN, AR K
JEAERTRE . AR A SIS m i R s B0 =TRX A S R BURI eSS, XK
AR AR SRR T E AR,

TR A AR M A SRS, AME BB AN D s 55— SR8 R 0t DX R [ AR U 7 i PO 52
Fr, WPEEG. HONH R AU S X, eSS G 7 b, FIFER G RBESE S 71 26
B i 2 AN Al A B SO S2RIR ppty, 2 A SRR AR G, AR AE R R SRR R XU
A0RTAE RV ARAEAT AT ) B R Cu g 4o 2 (4R B0 P47 s 2 =YL UUIRI s O 2 — B = el e
52 TURAR AT i TR X 2, AERASA AT OR U RS AN 9 35 XU AN BT iR, 2018 4F 4K
T, HERNNATRR T ;AR KU (1

4.2. ZILIRESHER R E BT

M SWOT WL KE, —VLIFAERIRIE AR B H RGPS RPE AT, afR
HEHSRHA, WA SIEH, TUEIENE, R = ITIRA SR SRR BRI, SCORrsL
RIEMIEE. DL R85 R 2 2w IR, Wb e B 5T . Rk, A 78 5] N2k HTi% (Analytical Hierarchy
Process, AHP) M 5E 2 f FE 40 Bt =TT X Ji 26 285 e i 1) H %% o

) U 56 B KA E S Hr

BT SRR A PR, 1) R PR e T A S SR T, % T % DR 2R R R D) M AT S T
BAS BT RS A I RO . B B ARRIY N 3 2, B—EABERE, BoERTERE, B
ZERHEN)Z . SRR RAEE, 0F SIWIOIT JAIMT AR FEFEAT AU FIWr A 34, AHSCES Rune 3 Fior

Table 3. Judgment matrix of SWOT indicators ecotourism development in Three River Sources National Park

3 ZILRARESHEN S« W, O, T RYEZEMF| BB

EIEEAN S w 0 T
S 1 5/2 3 2
w 2/5 1 1/4 1/3
0] 173 4 1 1/3
T 12 3 3 1

Amax = 4.09, CR=0.051<10%.

S5, —VLRE R AR RAESRFERS . 753 YBRBREE T SECE 512 0.40, 0.15, 0.18
A10.27. VUZHZH PN B3 B EE VAR FE 32 4 B . Horp, DUZE B S KRR AT CR R0 1 Mnaxs
= 3.04, CR, = 0.044 < 10%; A = 4.20, CRy, = 0.07 < 10%; Ao = 3.05, CRo = 0.042 < 10%; At = 3.01,
CR;=0.001 < 10%, it PU FI 45 FINFFA — 2K .
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Table 4. Judgment matrix of branch indicators for ecotourism development in Three River Sources National Park
= 4. SITIRESHO 7 R X | B XE b

LA Si S, Ss H W, W, W3 W,
S: 1 3 5 W, 1 5 4 3
S, 1/3 1 1/3 W, 1/5 1 1/3 1/4

W; 1/4 3 1 1/4
Ss 1/5 3 1
W, 13 4 4 1

Bl 0, o7 Os ik T1 T2 Ts
0, 1 5 3 T, 1 1 3
0O, 1/5 1 1/3 T, 1 1 3
O; 1/3 3 1 Ts 1/3 1/3 1

ZITYERR T SWOT-AHP 3 M5 U 1 AR . af LUR B, R34 53 DLB APk U I8 b,
VLIRS RS R R AAE T =TT B R 0 B RS R 0 A 2 BRI & 771
NS A(0.68), NAERSHRIFHEAL TAR KM 2 BRI 175 = TLIRA ARG . A RIS R IE T
Bk REUR LA P B T Y R T I 4 TR R, O =V LYR X AR AR AR A AR T R AR 1Y
ML (0.68); —VLIRAZIRIE . ABARIGHRARMTH, AET ARMEE. MATETHR M, M7ET AA
= (0.52)0 HEAlig it FOAE {4 (194 5 A2 1 20 VLR R JRAE RS R AEASIRIE . AR G R, W]
DA T 5% A WE B 0 6 N ) A DA o (RN B RE SR AL (0, R BRI RN A BT RL,  JU
ARG BRI N ISR Z s VTR R BSORIE T A & B AR SRR ) 4 0
R54(0.42), WHREAFAEFMEMAA SRR, Bl AEDR, ASREAE, el =TEXPES
i AEBRIEZAASLT, MELIRTG R R R
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Figure 1. Scores of branch indicators of SWOT of Three River Sources National Park
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4.3. EF SWOT-AHP = TiR4ETIRIEA B 54T
A G IARIRIN G A RUE ST, ARG & 2 FR.
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Figure 2. Integral SWOT assessment results for Three
River Sources National Park

E 2. ZiTRERQAEESRE SWOT 2HI%5RE
BHER

SYTIRE R A TR R AR A AR A A P e Feh St KB, K I R
K - HME - DOHLAS - R R RN, E T

1) TR SITI A A YR A

SRR A AR L, 25 2 VTR AR AR S . SYTIRUR A A MG 38 SRR A UK,
R, TEE Y ERURTINGES, S0 R, AR IR, RITTR IR R SR
e EAIIR RS . BB PR A RIIED, BRI R R R A
A, MR S A AR SO, R E ARSI E AR . B, BOX R, R
VO TAT FOTRME B BT H A X, e A0 X FO R

2) THESITEMRM A 5

SRAMES IR AR . SRR A TSI, BEARENHEDRIARSS, %
T 77 2 T AU 90 22 STRUR AT AU M 46 2 OSSN BT 3, 3 LRI MR i b, R S
BN REE. HAT, S SRR IR E T A S, BB A B, Aty
B BIOEAAA, T B ORI SN AR AU ARAS Sy, TS IR I 2R B OSSR
PR AL A A R 25, BB, IR LB IERAN SR A A (B, R dAR, K
).

3) R\ ERHL K SR A e

LA IS B . FFRERE . 22 BTk, JEF PSSl I TR, 9 YT IR X T R v
AR EA KRR T T RN . BE RSN SL, 5%, AR, B
MRS, B KR . 5 = VTR T i o b B AR BE AR 31 R B ok A A
WAL R TR AbR & o (B ST AR RISCBINGS , A T MR X P S BRI, s VTR il 75980
i A A
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4) RUHBEWAESER. B RIERILAL

T G VLR DX SR A R ML A o ok B PEE IR RT U ) 1 5t 0 i DX e o — VLR R R
JERE, ToiEiE . (HE, =TRGNP L AT BLAE AR 2 R e AR 2, DR = T X SR B
(SR A R 2 8] DX P A5 ST A3 7 1 A AR RN R o 75 R AR A i PO TR F , DRAP R E e it B U
TR R BT AEAS L, HET AT DUA o e A B se 4, SR, KR, TR

A =TS 5 ek i HEE AR AR, ORI AR 2 R AR SN, 7 DRy el X A A A B A% 48 5L &
GUEASERIERI AR, SR X S 50, HES G R R ETT R iR ], sl@ s LIRS
S5 SV LYRAURE bR 5 9 R AR AR B ARAR TR R, Rt ik X R RS 5 A SRR A A S HE s T
B, QIS =VTIRE S A RS i i ARERTE S “— P 7 BUK, BEASAmM, HXKERAHEAS
TRA S M AP AR, AERUS A S MBI R, e RN sl Bk RE, (R R
TP, St b A g RS SRR E NIH , SEB RV R E BN 28 2 BEALHI[13], 51 S X E R
FEPE TR AU AL

5. &

AR UL “Z0KE L7 #fe “Sliil” WEEREZ —. AETIIZRE. HE
WAL, SRBUM S AH O =TI E S bl A SR WA I AL S 9% HLBMPE AT & &
PP EESRIT

1) =VLUEE o R A S TR B R 3 AE T =V LUR AR (0 B AR 5000, RS (KA ) 22 R PR AT A
TINS5

2) =TRSO I e e R ATk e R RIHLIE SRR T ks M QBT 308 D Bk T 1 T itk e A
W R, NIRRT AR R AT TR R L2

3) =TI oo bl e J A A iy e K B85 55, ANET HARIABEAIE A B, 1107 T L AA Ik =2 5

4) =R E S el J AR A il PR Al AE - X3 B IR AN A SRS G 4ERF AR 7, ZRIEHE D B AATEEN K
BRSSO T H -

SATIRE K A Rl A R, BOAZSERE “ 7 KAL - AhEAR - IIHLE - 8 R R g, e
AHIFTE 9 VLR DX ) 28 B L X A 25 28 T W] 4 80 A e WS A ) 5 SR ALK

#HEWE

[ R A 2 BRI S BB H (14CIY011) BBl RHSE G #8547 23 T H (2020); il “ vt 30T A
AT AR RINA B 5 iRl AR K f s it L (0 H % 5= 2019-23-608)
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