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Abstract

As an important development path for new urbanization, tourism urbanization and its response in-
tensity become one of the hot issues. Using standard deviation, coefficient of variation, Gini coeffi-
cient, deviation, ratio and other methods, this paper quantitatively studies the spatial-temporal dif-
ference and influence factors of tourism urbanization response intensity in 13 prefecture level cities
of Hunan Province. The research data proves that: the overall response coefficient of tourism urba-
nization in Hunan Province is increasing with fluctuation, and the gap of response intensity of tour-
ism urbanization among cities is relatively large, but it is gradually narrowing. The spatial distribu-
tion of tourism urbanization in Hunan Province is “dispersion-block”, showing the distinctive distri-
bution characteristics of “West High East Low, South High North Low”. The spatial-temporal differ-
ences of tourism urbanization response intensity in Hunan Province are mainly affected by tourism
resources, economic level and traffic conditions.
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R TAES R, B R IRE AR BRI P AT 55, =&Y KA TR s . S0
TR LK, HESEGEN T BB ROR . LRI, AR 1978 4F 17.92%7% = 2] 2020
4 63.89%. IR FEAEF N whlk. A Uty TR RS LA RN, FEHT R AR T 7 i
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21 HRMR

1 8 AR T AR X, AR 21,18 J5F T A . 2007 AR S TR ESA TR 2 i el
JETAEA UL, Hh IR T 38 e 28 it e Ml A Sy 6] R 8 5 ik s P S A A T V3 ) BT AEFE 5 . 2019 438
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(2007~2019), B3Ik T A4 IR 8 % 17 B RGP A2 R R St A IRECT b 72
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FOABL K S 7 iR Ml R R T S A P i AR B2 o TL ARR X ORI N, M FB XA = Bl , PO AREE
XIEAER A, NG E . Horb TL S SEma R SRR o i B R G DGR B, X i S N 2 Fia
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3. HEAiREEEA NN EER

3.1. BFFF4FAE

W% 1 frar, 2007~2019 45, 57 4 i I3 s A i . R BUR AR B IR BT R a7 #4:k, #{E H 2007
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F b, 2013 fEmTPI4ME 0.32 A ARRH. Tkt MK, 2019 4Em N5 K T4 Y1 0.65 IR T
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AR 1%, BLHH 2007~2019 4F P, RV IIPRIGE AL ERE VR F 3G 58, I BUIL 28 IR S Rl b 1)
JRSRAE T IKEN T BURTFiaHESE IR T SRR I R R, BRI A R R 7 2

Table 1. Intensity of tourism urbanization response

= 1. TR R AL e R 58 R

Wi 2007 2009 2011 2013 2015 2017 2019 FHE EHEK R %)
K 0.2 0.15 0.15 0.2 0.21 0.22 0.22 0.19 0.8
(L 0.12 0.14 0.16 0.2 0.24 0.35 0.37 0.23 9.84
| 0.1 0.11 0.12 0.15 0.16 0.3 0.31 0.18 9.89
I 0.17 0.17 0.2 0.22 0.25 0.44 0.45 0.26 8.45
ABBH 0.2 0.2 0.26 0.33 0.34 0.43 05 0.32 7.93
I 0.12 0.14 0.14 0.17 0.22 0.23 0.3 0.19 7.93
A 0.1 0.13 0.14 0.17 0.21 0.22 0.26 0.18 8.29
KRG 1.69 1.28 1.43 1.37 1.71 2.39 3.25 1.79 5.6
23 FH 0.19 0.26 0.25 0.28 0.28 0.28 0.4 0.28 6.4
M 0.21 0.24 0.24 0.25 0.28 0.36 0.58 0.3 8.83
K 0.14 0.17 0.2 0.26 0.3 0.49 0.53 0.29 11.73
N4 0.2 0.23 0.27 0.33 0.42 0.57 0.68 0.38 10.73
IR 0.1 0.14 0.18 0.25 0.29 0.34 0.56 0.26 15.44
FHHE 0.27 0.26 0.29 0.32 0.38 0.51 0.65 - 7.48
PRz 0.41 0.3 0.33 0.31 0.39 0.55 0.76 - -
S 2 1.51 1.15 1.16 0.96 1.03 1.09 1.18 - -

B 1 a5, ARiEZE BOE NS RRET AR LSS, 2007 fFEhR#EZEN 0.41, 2008 4 FF%E) 0.29, 2
Ja—HFGELE 0.3~0.35 Z[f], fE 2015 42X 0.39 f5 FF+% 2019 41 0.76, 15 HH 2007~2014 4 #-3 7 [H]
SRR T N7 B I [ £ 0 25 SEAE SR /DN, {HAE 2015~2019 4E[A] LR A KT K2 3. 2007~2019 £EBAAAR 7 R
HURBE, AR5 RH 2007 41 1.51 FERE] 2013 4E1# 0.96 J5 X & 2019 4 (1) 1.18, FHH % 1T IR EE
A i 7 548 B8 PRV R o) 22 S PE U B BB A /N, & T R B e S5 FE AR A AR ] . k8 R AR E
1E 0.4 3 0.6 Z[A], 3B E-H 20 17 A1t Je S LA e 2 558 B 22 FRASOK, Femn (B U ILAE 2007 424 0.475, Ak
B HPLLE 2009 464 0.32, FEARY Shfa AN T A2

3.2. ZE)4FE
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T A8 TV SRR ) I, 2R B 3 4 s 1) AT VR (1] 2) 5 3 BT T 4 5 Al v i 2 5 e o2 2 280 R i e >
o M 8 S S 2R TR 2, 7E 2007 AEJT O EA R, A e oL o I TSGR A o AR 3113,
M 7 55 {1 P 7 248 2 3 i i o Ak 10713, 3R T 2 I R AR R Hi, U P AL e 2K 5T e 5
FE i, AT SRR FE A X BRI T 2« XSk Z BN, WAL IR FRAE. 2013 4F, 387 R Hr i
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ETRE WA 2019 SFEH) A IR B R B A R PR, B R AL, PR
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Figure 1. Standard deviation, coefficient of variation, and Gini coefficient of tourism urbanization response coefficient
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Figure 2. Spatial differences in the response coefficient of tourism urbanization in 13 cities in Hunan Province

2. HFEE 13 MR m kA EC N REEEER

3.3. MR AR R ERE

12 ZE AR AR T R SR AL 3 2 K5 48 P P A 22, 22 (R R % i 5 8 P I (22 ok
1 22 B AR G KU TR A T RO OB, SR K B TR T T K HZ R
I EPNS

W4 2 For, 2007 4E R SRR A ZEONIE, HoAt 12 SRR T4 1K 2013 2 1A K
SRTTA g, AHRRH PR, BART A PRI B RS A A ), Ui R AR
R E; 2019 SEAIXS T 2007 2 FAIERHIA YD Rk W HIRH. ARRH. fEFH. maFH. HE, IE
G BT A SRR A S, H Kb R R ROk, BT 54 TP I ZRE ORI K, &
Z{E H1-0.072 TG K F1-0.427, Tkl e 5L A R FEAARIE R . 2 1E [ R AR K 2 A 1)
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kXA LM Em TA KT, BIE 2013 42 H T N, {H7E 2019 28 ARk, X
RMTRFIRGEEIE TS, SiRIEERX(H) 23 K, Hi4A % &L E 12 %, A EZEEH 5A 95
X ERARMEA . AR AR RS S 2 FR ARt Fs e s X A R X o Tl A2 42 T
BISZREE =, 1% K IR R, AR IX Sk e R g A, it e Ml A A PR R AR R — B
WEE S TAE. S AWIIRE, KE IR ERFSIRT, R I . HET 2 E Hh-0.072 %
SE B FH#) 2019 4FIAF] 0.033, X2 T TR B T A5 RORIEHLIX SR idi, &R el S ml F
SRR RuEE . BFUER G KR L X MR IESE T A SikliF i 5 KA@Mk, fipasim
Wl R R RIS G RIS, KT IR, (R i & o PR R g, 2 BB,
AT T A PR KT

2007 AW L ERET 100%, 2013 FEHERH. SRR FRILLL & 2019 A7k K FURPR L i
100%, 1t B LRI K TS 4 T3 KF, A i MK T8 P340k, I i i s 40 T r
P, 2007~2019 AEAL T PEIHIAKM AT AT . BIRTTE Z M AN IERK, TR, w6
(B ZE AL 3 o SO, 0B LR IR AR i B R AR, 53R E — 2 ZE8E o 8 e HEWT7E 2% 18] B 2R
V0 22 R SRR AR AR AE

Table 2. The deviation and ratio of the response factor for tourism urbanization

2. MR E I AR B EER R

2007 2013 2019
Wi

B2 thze B2 the R Es

Kbl -0.072 73.4% -0.122 62.2% -0.427 34%
el -0.152 44.1% -0.122 62.2% -0.277 57.2%
73] -0.172 36.7% -0.172 46.7% -0.337 47.9%
T -0.102 62.4% -0.102 68.4% -0.197 69.6%
ABpE -0.072 73.4% 0.008 102.6% -0.147 77.3%
AT -0.152 44.1% -0.152 52.9% -0.347 46.4%
HAET -0.172 36.7% -0.152 52.9% -0.387 40.2%
Tk St 1.418 20.6% 1.048 426.1% 2.603 502.4%
2 BH T -0.082 69.8% -0.042 87.1% —0.247 61.8%
MM T -0.062 77.1% -0.072 77.8% —0.067 89.7%
AT -0.132 51.4% -0.062 80.9% -0.117 81.9%
Ak T -0.072 73.4% 0.008 102.6% 0.033 105.1%
R -0.172 36.7% -0.072 77.8% -0.087 86.6%

4. WEHHBSE I RIS B &

FECAH PR ToR, IRIFFIREIR . S5 R AKT R, Sl kF. a5 2 MR
Xof TR S LA e I A X 2 R [6] o MR RT3 MUK T BAR R ARG AT 43, iR BRI . 2R R
K AT AT AE AR TR N . BH 4A DL SR X . NIt e v it A
) GDP. AMJRIFHN S S = I IME . AN AR A B EAF VP aEs, da A B0 45 5t
SOMARE LI (35 ). AE 2007 4F NI IR 2 M85 FZRO(E 4R T 0.5, 1 W™ A B R K
2013 FZ A\ GDP JAE =, I MME R ER, 2019 4F 55 =™ V3G e A0 23 8 2% B2 7= A2 (B3 K T
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Table 3. Measure of the impact of tourism urbanization response

T 3. BRI A A R RN AR A R

H B/
SV 5

MROR . SRS, 5 =g a2 L5 B b

oty 4A%§§%E
2007 0.38
2013 0.16
2019 0.05

N2 [ 5 Bt

i a7

0.01
0.5
0.37

A\ GDP

0.13
0.86
0.51

PN2)iliTON

0.63
0.25
0.086

=l

PPN

i 7 LRER
0.42 0.26 0.51
0.71 0.45 0.25
0.87 0.55 0.65

4.1. MRl SRR R

TR BEURAS B — PRI T, R R IR IR 0 T A SR AP AR X, RIS A R
82 2R B2 i B VR A A 22 B R R A S (B X BE K, IERRF 5 58 Jiale  MbA ) F 32 3ie ie BE UR F=
I, TR EERR K A RS, dEmSE R . Tk S m BRI IR E S, UREFE T,
IERAER T AR SRR EE . KOSk, tipasimr i@, iip KRS SEa RIS, Kk
JeiRiie VX — oA B i 7 s b, (R 5 PR AR JE LK BRI eR AL i 52 22 )

i, £ 2007~2019 FESAIR] A N R A — EE TR E . 136 4 Fos, BAARIXHCERALE 13 i AE R, Hr
IR T e PO B, W RGNS R IX R R Kb U R BT S B T
Table 4. Number of scenic spots 4A and above in each city
Fa EHIARULERREZ
. 2007 2013 2019
SR 5A aA X A 5A aA SIX 5A aA
Kbl 6 0 6 16 1 15 24 2 22
ErBH T 1 1 0 1 0 1 5 1 4
PR i 0 0 0 4 0 4 6 1 5
IR T 0 0 0 4 1 3 8 1 7
HSBH T 0 0 0 1 0 1 6 1 5
I 1 0 1 7 1 6 9 1 8
T 2 0 2 4 0 4 9 0 9
=&l 4 1 3 8 0 8 12 1 11
A PH T 2 0 2 3 0 3 4 0 4
MM T 2 0 2 9 0 9 14 1 13
AT 1 0 1 4 0 4 9 0 9
AL 2 0 2 3 0 3 10 0 10
LR 0 0 0 4 0 4 6 0 6

4.2. BFRERIKFE

D SeR R 0 S BR324 B LK) 77, et A R S T s A AR ARAR i, it Bt 2 1 E Dk B
T R AR AT TR, B M BRI SR 5 7K T GDP Ak 2Bl 58 B8 7 43 B S R ik e S A

DOI: 10.12677/gser.2021.103033

286

HERL 20 7T


https://doi.org/10.12677/gser.2021.103033

FHRE, A5k

M B AR A 28 R B NAVE o[RS, bt R M 5 T AZR A iy X U AN AR IR DL o e TR T
AP REACHEB AR AT T, APt RER, DIHON RS A, et TIRIFIMEL It e, £E 2007 4
DN NSRRI 2019 HE Y HH M NI TT s VR T BRI PR B R AR D, (B InEE 5 o, JL Y GDP
—HETEEHRET =, SRR & — BRRFE R NAT S

Table 5. GDP per capita for each city
5. &M At GDP

Wil 2007 2013 2019
Kbt 3.37 10.01 13.79
agahi 1.22 3.01 46
=i 2.03 4,99 7.47
T 1.92 5.17 7.8
ABPA 0.71 1.58 2.92
AT 1.78 4.40 6.52
L 1.59 3.93 6.22

Tk St 1.02 2.43 3.59
2 B T 1.00 2.59 4.05
MM T 1.49 3.63 5.07
TR T 0.99 221 3.7
P 0.90 2.33 3.25
AR 1.15 2.93 4.17

4.3. ZiEFH

ATIAG AL AT LS AETT IR R K, At il iR At 1Ak, R SR A i S 5R EA —
SE IR o 23 BT L RE S W — NI (O AZ IR, 3 R AR SEAR AL A, 2007 44T 2019 4Rkl
IREFLA I [N 28 H0 3% B SSEIABE RN PO, MBI KT 0.5 AR M T B s I AL W HRKAT, MR
S RIEEBIK R, AEAERSGHEEIE, HAMEE R O =M Fi B A2 2R T, ABa
H HLREHEA AT =, A7) SSIE SR O ILIR IR B R R ACHE T BT, oA 2007 4 Hh i M3 T e 3
2019 ) R NI o T H T R I R A LS F b X R SR A e —, B AR EE AR, BT
A4y, HONBRE AR HiAA I 2007 SE 5 TR AR B R AT =, UL ASERA RAF, (F bt X E
T3, SOEARGUAE— EREE EAEHE 7RI B R B 5T, A 2007 SEARm R ETHE] 2019
A R N AT

Table 6. 13 City road density and per capita road mileage
F 6. BMAREERAHNBERR

2007 2013 2019
T NERE L NI 2 B N NI 2 B NERE N2 i R
K 0.00015 0.00263 0.00013 0.00219 0.00025 0.00357
L 0.0001 0.00212 0.00014 0.00286 0.00014 0.00288
PRI 0.0001 0.0020 0.00012 0.00356 0.00012 0.00345
I 0.0002 0.00335 0.0002 0.00361 0.00016 0.00276
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HERH 0.00009 0.00249 0.0001 0.00303 0.00011 0.00309
&R 0.0001 0.00282 0.00013 0.00366 0.00014 0.00357
Giges 0.00009 0.00278 0.0001 0.00314 0.00013 0.00398
e e 0.00007 0.00401 0.0001 0.0058 0.00009 0.00585
2 BH 0.00013 0.0033 0.00013 0.00365 0.00013 0.00368
MR 0.00009 0.0035 0.00009 0.00376 0.00009 0.00379
KM 0.00012 0.00391 0.00012 0.00434 0.00013 0.00459
734 0.00009 0.00423 0.00009 0.00423 0.00009 0.00417
IR 0.00005 0.00367 0.00005 0.00383 0.00005 0.00375
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