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Abstract :

The paper gives a case study of Taoping Qiang Village in Sichuan Province and adopts a

questionnaire survey based on Ryffs psychological well-being scale plus the cluster analysis and cross-

tabs to analyze the influence of community tourism participation on the minority women's psychologi-

cal well-being. The cluster analysis based on the 6 dimensions of psychological well-being classifies

the women in this village community into four groups: the dependent, the enterprising, the balanced

and the passive, whose differences in the community participation are obvious. The paper concludes

that tourism participation has a positive effect on enhancing the psychological well-being of these mi-

nority women, but their well-being shows a inverted U wave, and a “moderate participation” can help

them maintain a higher level of psychological well-being.
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