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Fig.1 System of evaluation index of tourism competiveness of cities
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Table 1 Standardized value of the tourism competiveness index of cities in Jiangsu province

ﬁ-ﬁj‘ Xl X2 X3 X4 XS X6 X7 X8 X9 XlO Xll X12 X13
B3 1.00 0.66 0.84 0.94 0.93 0.79 1.00 0.82 0.57 1.00 1.00 0.91 0.29
FM 0.49 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.38 1.00 1.00 0.72 0.30 1.00 0.59
F45 0.60 0.36 0.34 0.71 0.76 0.30 0.17 0.55 0.96 0.76 0.41 0.57 0.09
EM 0.52 0.17 0.28 0.35 0.31 0.29 0.13 0.30 0.60 0.59 0.31 0.33 0.06
BT 0.83 0.34 0.44 0.33 0.28 0.08 0.11 0.24 0.56 0.56 0.17 0.00 0.00
#M 0.68 0.28 0.39 0.34 0.27 0.23 0.16 0.27 0.36 0.38 0.10 0.31 0.22
W@ 0.19 0.16 0.30 0.19 0.18 0.07 0.12 0.33 0.34 0.38 0.08 0.75 0.92
#M 0.17 0.03 0.05 0.09 0.09 0.00 0.14 0.00 0.27 0.34 0.05 0.29 0.16
#M 031 0.07 0.11 0.25 0.21 0.17 0.22 0.18 0.15 0.29 0.17 0.69 0.85
W2 0.37 0.00 0.00 0.11 0.10 0.15 0.09 0.15 0.09 0.14 0.12 0.56 0.38
#Hi% 0.06 0.02 0.02 0.10 0.07 0.09 0.19 0.21 0.12 0.22 0.01 0.45 1.00
EZW 0.73 0.04 0.07 0.14 0.14 0.27 0.19 0.12 0.05 0.15 0.17 0.34 0.43
i 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.03 0.00 0.24 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.28 0.21
B 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
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Table 2 Weight of the tourism competiveness index of cities in Jiangsu province

LTI

W,

W, W,

Ws

Ws

L8

WS W9 WlO Wl 1

Wl 2 Wl 3

N

0.050 0.127 0.106 0.076 0.085 0.097 0.080 0.059 0.069 0.047 0.100 0.035 0.069
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Table 3 Correlation coefficient of the value and the prime value of the tourism

competiveness index of cities in Jiangsu province

wh &

£

&) &

&5

£

&

j J i j
€3 & €10 €y

i j
Ep €3

BHE 1.000
N 0.497
T4 0.554
H0.509
YT 0.747
M 0.611
B 0.382
#M 0.375
M 0.419
W 0.442
ik 0.348
7 0.646
=i 0.333

0.598
1. 000
0.439
0.375
0.430
0.411
0.374
0.339
0.349
0.333
0.337
0.344
0.333

0.753 0.886
1.000 1.000
0.430 0.636
0.410 0.435
0.473 0.428
0.450 0.430
0.415 0.383
0.345 0.355
0.361 0.400
0.333 0.359
0.338 0.357
0.350 0.369
0.333 0.333

0.876
1.000
0.677
0.422
0.409
0.405
0.379
0.355
0.388
0.356
0.351
0. 366
0.333

0.702
1. 000
0.415
0.413
0.351
0.393
0.349
0.333
0.375
0.371
0.355
0.407
0.340

1. 000
0.447
0.376
0.364
0.361
0.373
0.363
0.367
0.392
0.355
0.382
0.382
0.333

0.733 0.538 1.000 1.000
1.000 1.000 0.644 0.415
0.524 0.927 0.678 0.458
0.418 0.553 0.552 0.419
0.398 0.533 0.535 0.376
0.407 0.439 0.448 0.357
0.429 0.432 0.446 0.353
0.333 0.408 0.430 0.344
0.379 0.371 0.413 0.376
0.371 0.354 0.367 0.363
0.388 0.363 0.390 0.336
0.363 0.346 0.370 0.376
0.398 0.333 0.333 0.333

0.854 0.412
1.000 0.547
0.537 0.354
0.428 0.347
0.333 0.333
0.421 0.391
0.670 0.862
0.415 0.373
0.618 0.770
0.530 0.446
0.478 1.000
0.432 0.470
0.410 0.388

Table 4

®4 IHWAIRES LES DM BB/ FLR

Score and the rank of the tourism competiveness of cities in Jiangsu province
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Table 5 Spatial pattern of the tourism competiveness of cities in Jiangsu province
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Fig.6 Contrast of the index average value of the four classes
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Fig.7 Contrast between the score of tourism competiveness and the value of partial indexes
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Measuring and Analysis on Competitiveness
Evaluation of the Urban Tourism in Jiangsu Province

LI Ru-you
(School of Humanities, Yancheng Institute of Technology, Yancheng Jiangsu 224003, China)

Abstract ; This paper, selecting the industrial effectual factor, industrial fundamental factor and industrial supportive factor in
correspondence to 13 indexes whose weight is figured with the introduction of entropy method, has constructed the system of the
competiveness evaluation index of the urban tourism and conducted a quantitative evaluation on the tourism competiveness of the
13 cities in Jiangsu province. The result shows that; 1) the level of the competiveness of urban tourism in Jiangsu province is
clearly classified; 2) the factors of competiveness could be distributed in a ladder ~ shaped way; 3) the spatial pattern of the
competiveness of urban tourism has much resemblance with those of international tourist arrivals, international tourism income,
and quantity of A — rank scenic sites.

Keywords : tourism; competiveness; spatial pattern; Jiangsu province
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