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Study on Regional Differences of Inbound Tourism Development in Zhejiang

Zhang Lijuan
( School of Tourism Management Wuxi Institute of Commerce Wuxi 214153 China)

Abstract: By using Theil Index and Regional Separation Factors this paper measures comprehensively the regional differ—
ence of Zhejiang province’s inbound tourism from 2000 to 2010 and puts forward the countermeasures to reduce the re—
gional differences. Some conclusions can be drawn as follows: The overall difference of Zhejiang province’s inbound
tourism which shows a gradually shrinking trend is obvious. The difference in area which gives more contribution is domi—
nant among the regional differences in the inbound tourism development. In the meantime the difference in the northeast
region is more significant than the difference in the southwest region of Zhejiang province. Furthermore with the calcula—
tion of Regional Separation Factors the divided interval is constituted to the limit of 2003. The separation factors of the
northeast and southwest regions reducing from 2000 to 2003 present a convergence appearance while the factors increas—
ing gradually from 2003 to 2010 show a divergence phenomenon. The above indicates that the spatial pattern of the north—
east region of Zhejiang province forms a polarization trend evidently. Finally some optimization countermeasures are given
to reduce the regional differences in the development of inbound tourism.
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Table 1 Overall feature of inbound tourism revenue about Zhejiang province( 2000 —2010 year)

2000 2002 2006 2008 2010

7.900.36 12 622.43 15 723.66 24 058.03 28 431.5 31428.7
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Fig.1 Inbound tourism standard deviation

coefficient of Zhejiang province

2.2
2.2.1  RBRE EF0M ESH

( 2.

2

0 I I I I I I Il
1998 2000 2002 2004 2006 2008 2010 2012

2
Fig.2 Inbound tourism size coefficient of

variation of Zhejiang province
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Table 2 Inbound tourism economic development difference of Zhejiang province( 2000 —2010 year)

2000 2002 2004 2006 2008 2010
0.436 9 0.400 5 0.362 6 0.326 4 0.194 3 0.1653
0.140 2 0.2113 0.143 3 0.1552 0.152 2 0.1105
0.386 7 0.3617 0.3150 0.281 3 0.161 2 0.120 2
0.229 8 0.177 5 0.161 2 0.126 6 0.191 6 0.2256
( ) 0.616 5 0.539 2 0.476 2 0.407 9 0.350 1 0.3329
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Fig.3 Inbound tourism area and area difference
trend( 2000 —2010 year)
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Fig.4 Difference of inbound tourism in northeast

southwest and area( 2000 —2010 year)

2.2.3 WEILEHEHG X RE EF
3 4 10

ar —o— DX B R B
2+

0
1998 2000 2002 2004 2006 2008 2010 2012

2003 5 (2000 ~2010 )

Fig.5 Inbound tourism regional separation index
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