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ABSTRACT
EcotourilBenc hamednew trend of global tourismd
However, most of the man@mgewbatke®fofectohe®uri s|
notion of sciagirtooapgcint w.hi s way, the resour c:¢
of ecotourism destinati onFuarteh eagarsoy et,o0 tbhee e x h
comprehensive monitoring mechanism is also
whole effects ofl epmeoaturboamttieVhdeesti nati on.
purpose of this study is to take ecotourism
Oobj eantd consider akkobbgplwndd,ecnrmdgaiagplhi c
and pol-e¢corca@ami c i mpacts to develop a set of
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capacity i W&dialastooresx.ami ned the feasibility o
by a mean of empirical case study.
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