Estimation of Carrying Capacity on the Mountainous National Park
using the Impact Rating Class of Trail (1)
- In the case study of Bukhansan National Park -
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Table 1. Estimation of maximum carrying capacity in a day and a year

Width Estimation of Maximum Carrying Capacity
Type (m) 15m 18m 20m 2.2m 25m
IRC* Day Year Day Year Day Year Day Year Day Year

Max. amount

1,298 77890 2710 162611} 4,147 248816| 6,094| 365584 10210 612517
of passersby 5855 351,258 9967 597,967 | 13555 813,201 17,901 | 1,073,944 | 25995| 1,559,486
by section in

Max. amount 178| 10667 422] 25291| 694 41651, 1,090 65405| 1997 119,806

of passersby

oy Daseshy 1039] 62359| 1,940| 116405| 2783| 166964| 3857| 231,382 5974| 358420

m~vi
Vi~VI
a day V~VI |12563| 753,721 | 24,139 | 1,448,141 | 35205 2,112,024 | 49,528 2,971,347 | 78288 | 4,696,753
m~ VI
V-~V
V-~V

an hour 2523 151,363 | 5440 | 326359| 8480 508770( 12672| 760,244 21,717 1,302,389

* Impact rating class
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