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Table 1  The city tourism performance system coordination interval division
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Table 2 City tourism performance evaluation index system and its weight of the Pan—Yangtze River Delta

1998 2003 2008
GDhP % 0.210 0.215 0.218
GDP % 0.193 0.183 0. 185
GDP % 0. 184 0. 190 0. 192
% 0. 186 0. 187 0.174
GDP / 0.227 0.225 0.231
0.214 0.201 0. 186
0. 196 0.203 0.211
108 0.224 0. 231 0.228
% 0.179 0. 180 0.183
/( +d) 0. 187 0. 185 0.192
/ % 0.216 0.219 0.223
/ % 0. 195 0.203 0. 205
/ % 0.203 0.204 0.182
/ % 0. 189 0. 185 0. 196
' 10/ 0.197 0. 189 0. 194
hm? / 0. 186 0. 182 0. 185
hm?/ 0.212 0.216 0.217
/ % 0.215 0. 208 0.213
/10* 0. 200 0. 191 0. 184
% 0. 187 0.203 0. 201

k
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Fig. 2 City tourism comprehensive performance of horizontal space distribution of the Pan-Yangtze River Delta
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Table 3 The city tourism comprehensive performance level statistical description

1998 0. 064 0.623 12.320 0.293 0.173
2003 0.051 0.658 13. 828 0.329 0.184
2008 0.067 0.754 15. 578 0.371 0.210
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Fig. 3 City tourism comprehensive performance level trend analysis and fitting of the Pan-Yangtze River Delta
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Table 4 Tourism performance levels of Moran’s I and General G estimate
1998 2003 2008
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Fig. 4 The city of tourism performance hotspot pattern evolution of the Pan—Yangtze River Delta
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Fig. 5 The city of tourism performance coordination pattern evolution of the Pan-Yangtze River Delta
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Table 5 City tourism performance level and influencing factor regression analysis of Pan—Yangtze River Delta
1998 2003 2008
t 12 12
(X)) 0.857 0.002 12.283** 0.714 0.863 0.001 12.562°** 0.720 0.884 0.000 14.3637** 0.728
1
(X,) 0.832 0.012 5.372°* 0.428 0.837 0.012 5.333** 0.436 0.857 0.000 5.322** 0.526
2
(X)) 0.801 0.001 2.267 0.037 0.816 0.000 2.128 0.063 0.825 0.000 2.475 0.230
3
(X)) 0.822 0.001 2.135" 0.142 0.828 0.001 2.240° 0.157 0.863 0.000 2.573° 0.437
4
(X,) 0.736 0.000 1. 300 0.015 0.759 0.001 3.573 0.038 0.826 0.000 8.472** 0.226
5
(a) 0.002 0.001 1. 001 0.002 0.002 1. 054 0.003 0.000 1. 001
a
R* =0.796 R* =0.785 R* =0.820 R?=0.793 R?=0.916 R? =0.857
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Yips = 0.714X, +0.428X, +0.037X, + 0. 142X, + 0. 015X, (9)
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Yy = 0.720X, + 0.436X, +0. 063X, +0. 157X, + 0. 038X,
Yy = 0.728X, +0.526X, +0.230X; +0.437X, + 0. 226X,
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Fig. 6  City tourism spatial pattern evolution of driving mode of comprehensive performance
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Evaluation on Urban Tourism Industry Performance and Formation
Mechanism of Pattern Evolution during the Transition Period
—A Case Study of the Pan-Yangtze River Delta

CAO Fang-dong HUANG ZhenHang WU Jiang XU Min
( School of Geographical Science Nanjing Normal University Nanjing 210023  China)

Abstract: This article builds the evaluation system of tourism industry performance from four re—
spects including economy market efficiency as well as equity measuring comprehensively urban
tourism industry performance of the Pan—Yangtze River Delta in 1998 2003 and 2008. Moreover
combined with GIS spatial analysis model the paper analyzes systematically the evolution process
of spatial pattern of urban tourism industry performance of the Pan-Yangize River Delta. The re—
sults display: the regional difference of urban tourism industry performance of the Pan-Yangtze
River Delta is distinct most of the urban cities are listed in the low value area while presenting
the advancing situation on the whole. At the same time the differentiation of the spatial pattern is
obvious in detail all the three time sections have presented the distributional pattern namely
East-West direction increasing and South-North direction having the inverted “U-shaped” pattern.
Adjacent geographical units show the characteristic of the weaker space concentration the overall
coordinated degree of inner performance system is not strong the coupling between the perform—
ance level and coordinated degree of partial urban tourism industry is good. The anatomy of the
formation mechanism of the regional difference pattern of tourism industry indicates that there are
some main factors influencing tourism industry performance level such as economic factor mar—
ket size service level traffic conditions as well as human resources. The common effects of driv—
ing force including economy market industrial chain government and synthesis motivate the
spatial pattern transition of tourism industry.

Key words: transition period; tourism industry performance; the Pan-Yangize River Delia



