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Spatial Stratified Heterogeneity and Influencing Factors of County
Tourism Competitiveness in Jinzhong City

YAN Xugang, LIU Min’, LU Yashi
(School of Geography Science, Taiyuan Normal University, Jinzhong 030619, China)

Abstract: The county is the basic unit for the development of regional tourism industry and the allocation of spatial ele-
ments. This paper used the EW-TOPSIS method to measure and classify the tourism competitiveness of 11 counties in Jin-
zhong City, and analyzed the spatial differentiation of county tourism competitiveness and its influencing factors with the
aid of a Geodetector model based on optimal parameters. The results showed that: (1) The overall level of county tourism
competitiveness in Jinzhong City was relatively high, and the spatial differentiation characteristics of each county were sig-
nificant. The high—value areas were concentrated in the west of Jinzhong City in banded distribution, the low—value areas
were flaky distributed in the east; (2) The leading influencing factors of county tourism competitiveness in Jinzhong City
were tourism public facilities resources, tourism development strength, tourism resources, economic development strength,
and socioeconomic support. The interaction of each influencing factor on the county tourism competitiveness showed a en-
hancement effect; (3) The influence of economic development strength, socioeconomic support and ecological environment
support on county tourism competitiveness was not a simple positive correlation.

Keywords: county tourism competitiveness; spatial stratified heterogeneity; optimal parameters—based geographical

detector; Jinzhong City
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Table 1 Indicator system of county tourism competitiveness assessment
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Figure 1 Selection of optimal spatial data discrete method
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Figure 2 Discrete results of optimal spatial data
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Table 2 Results of TOPSIS measurement of county tourism competitiveness in Jinzhong City
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Figure 3 Spatial distribution characteristics of county tourism competitiveness grades in Jinzhong City
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Table 3 Results of the factor detector of county tourism competitiveness in Jinzhong City
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p 0.043 192 0.002 787 0.012 367 0.000 000 0.125 679 0.509 169

AR PR F-H000 5 45 2R , S PR 30 B iRt 5 4 AR |l DR B/ IMIRYR Ry G Tiiite s A5t e I
>C2 iRl & RS2 Sy >C3 e FE IR >C 1 203 R S J1>C5 A 3% 3015 11> 06 A= A5 3R 3 3015 7, e W] Lk
FE 588 A BRI SE It A1 5 ) e JEE A B e ™Mb, 38 53 R PR e 9 VR S W R 22 55 R e 52 0 34, g % s IR i
TG RERTE . ARSI SRR T o (I AR T A 5 e DR, 3R B AR S AR EL IR U 5 4 0 e
MAAR R AG . MR X PR T A b S 2 T R SR K A vy , S S AR, 328 1 2 R By L L PG A o 2 i e B
Iz LA = A5 R SO PR IR T A T ik i) B Ui i e A 7 o S B A T R SO e



5524 FIE A , 55 -5 v vl EL IR U0 5 4 7 225 ) 23S B il (R 2R 215

) T AE Hb , HAT R A = w08 s SOk s P B R, ZE R I DRI R S i 2 0k R R R PR A T
AEGT BSCA BA R ie r  A FN AR R T Ui R I B i 07 o R BRFIAMR T A9 28 TROR AT R ST, HilX.
T W GE VR A & AN A i A BB K TR R, BSOS 4 i . A BLRR AR Bl D = O
TR UG R, i it 7 M e Ui 14 it & JR A X I, PR okl B SR U o 4 7 B AR AR B (X)) o ZEAE (R
B et B 7 BH B AR BH L2 BR TR A LB Rl = SE ORI IR A 2, B HWIREEALSE 7 L 1 i
MG 2205 K R AEAR XIS, ME LA A EL sl i = b & R $R A 248 1 .
3.2.2 A& HHM

TR ENG B 2R A M etk g T BRI 5w 4 ) A S F B — R R TR Y TR AE 215 e R R A 3
[FIVEF R SEB0Y . A2 BRI F TR BT R 2 A5 i PR 28 [ 4 P Bsf ol PR 2% £ i e BB 0 A AR Ak, I 2%
(2 4) R IR -5 HAt PR L [R)/E FH A48 2 30OB R 355 i RICR , B & 2 R 1 s BEAE Y ¢ et
AR TR — SR AR T R o BRI A TE VST IR iR & e 50T ORI REIR (LU R SRS ) R 2 22 0%
THFIPIRAL A AR I 1+ 1527 RER . AR IREE SR 7 BARAE St AR FH I B SR i 5 4 ) A s i) -
AN 2 ABAE S A e R 2R B 2 BAE N U R TR AR ), R B AR B SR AR B
SRS 4 1 ke MR B0 R A AR S IR N s S 5 AR A SR A S AR AL R VR F e e s A )
i Bl B R e 5 4 AR T

F4 BEHPHEEREZSEFHZERUFER
Table 4 Results of the interaction detector of county tourism competitiveness in Jinzhong City
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Figure 4 Results of the risk detector of county tourism competitiveness in Jinzhong City
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