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A Study on Environmental Impact of Tourist Attractions Based on
Carbon Footprint Calculation

Z0U Yong-guang
College of Tourism Management Huaqiao University Quanzhou Fujian 362021 China

Abstract Calculate the tourist scenic area carbon footprint on tourist attractions and explorate its important source and the influence
which has the important meaning to seek for the countermeasures. This article described the carbon footprint on tourist attractions pro-
posed its calculation from the tourist and the tourism operator based on this its impact on the environmental assessment index system
was constructed and the analytic hierarchy process was used to determine effection weight. The results show that tourist attractions
catering carbon footprint has the greatest influence and its weight is 0.532 followed by the transportation carbon footprint and its is
0.214  tourism activity and the lodging carbon carbon footprint impact on the environment are 0. 194 and 0. 160 respectively residents
in their daily lives have great impact on the envirohment than the carbon footprint of waste. The article reveals that the tourist’s carbon
footprint is the main source in the tourist attraction so the manager should adjust and improve their business way create a low-carbon
area guide tourists taking part in low-carbon travel.
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