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Abstract

Based on the background of population aging, this paper explores the evaluation methods of scenic
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recreation trails that adapt to the special physiological characteristics of the elderly groups, estab-
lishes a quantifiable evaluation system between the recreation subject (the elderly group) and the
recreation object (the scenic spot), and evaluates the scenic recreation trails in the north side of
Qianfo Mountain through a combination of qualitative and quantitative methods, and puts forward
optimization suggestions.
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Figure 1. Range of recreational trails
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Figure 2. Proportion of research objects
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Table 1. Evaluation factors of aging suitability of scenic recreation trails
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Figure 3. Marks the color contrast of the system
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Figure 4. Nuclear density analysis of identification system
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Figure 5. Kernel density analysis of guidance, function and safety categories
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Figure 6. Real view of road width
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Figure 7. Analysis of road slope
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Figure 8. Range and satisfaction degree of rest intention
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