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Abstract; Management effectiveness evaluation is vital to understand the management situation and im-
prove the management level of marine protected area. The prevailing evaluation systems include WCPA
framework, RAPPAM, METT, Marine Tracking Tool, TUCN Guidebook for evaluating marine protected
area management effectiveness and China’s “Technical Specification for the Management of Marine Pro-
tected Areas”. In this paper, the differences of characteristics, applicability and deficiency in evaluating

practice of the above systems were reviewed, and the problems existing in current evaluation systems and

practices were discussed to provide a reference for further study.
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