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Analysis on Spatial-Temporal Change Pattern and Cause of Tourism
Economy Difference in Yangtze River Economic Zone

Fang Falin
(Department of Tourism Management , Nanjing Institute of Tourism & Hospitality , Nanjing 211000, China)

Abstract: Taking nine provinces and two cities in Yangtze River economy zone as research objects, inbound tourism in-
come and domestic tourism income from 2002 to 2013 as measure indexes, Theil index, standard deviation, Gini coeffi-
cient, Herfindahl index, primacy index and local spatial autocorrelation as calculation methods, this paper makes an
analysis on regional tourism economy difference and its spatial-temporal change pattern based on ArcGIS. The results
show that there is no big change in overall pattern of tourism economy in Yangtze River economic zone with expanding
absolute difference of tourism economy and narrowing relative difference. Considering spatial development pattern , core
and low-level agglomeration districts of domestic tourism income are expanding while high and middle level agglomera-
tion districts are shrinking. However, the spatial pattern of core and low-level agglomeration districts of inbound tourism
income remains stable while there is a big change in high and middle level agglomeration districts , with shrinking high-
level agglomeration districts and expanding mid-level agglomeration districts. This paper also puts forward that the main
causes for such spatial-temporal change pattern are tourist resources, regional conditions, economic development, poli-
tics and environment etc.

Key words: Yangtze River economic zone , tourism economy difference, spatial feature
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VLVS RS R U a B 9 AN 2 A ERETT L AR Y 205 U7 km®, A RIUE PR B S AT 4
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bRV S AR R VT 2R T A R U B A e I A S IR LR i, Tk R O P A g R
S T B 2 i TR A VT 28 B Y 0 T R R Y A P T A ke ) TR) A, RS R T R IR T el
VL2 Ul U 1) & JR M RO 3R, T B 057 BN AR R T 21 2R R VT B A TR & U AR R )
T B B ] s 48 % — A Ak 0 DX 3 2o 8 b 1 s 2 SO ke R s g, = S DK 1 R o B o R
AR AT ARG KILAT W NIF LS B, 0 A N T RILE T M & 1EL R A 1E
U AT BEE AT R [a) AN 2 A7 AT T R VL R R Sl & R RIAR S b T R & vl
IR 3 R Ml DX 2 B ) X 28 0 22 5 M L B3R BRIB R 0 B 1 UL 28 U5 4 25 0] 4 e 1) B A Ay
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e bk & R s T BRI, 2 22 O N KT A SR A LR A, o b T RN R 6 A A
B2 BT 2 B 1 A A A, DT PN it i S A TR A BB i i AT A 25 S R A7 % 1T 9 40 B AT 5% i A
WA T, ARSCPIRILZE T 9 4 2 11 2002 452013 4F 12 4114 396 N5l Wi o2 Xt 4, F s K
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PE) JEBCHLTI A 5 TR SRR Vi 28 5 A L R R IT G Bl iR IiF 22 B 1 3 I AN 2, AR SC DR VT8 3%
W98 2 T ABE R A I PR IS DA R AR TN VB0 Ry S, S5 G B BT 0 T
T LT AR DX 2 B 23 A AN A 5 s A S 220 17 SRR A5 0 o IR i 8 0 2 S 1 5 [
ML, 275 is AR JRFR B PR 22 (B8 )2 R A bR 1R 7R R o 6 B8 DL S Ry 2 ] AH DG A8 115 5 it
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1.2 #HERIE

KITZUEH 94 2 HASE BRI N O RBEEEE IR T4 (TG R  E RS R4
PRAT BB KA ) R TRt & R RS A, AERTIE] L BRI 2002 4F 2 2013 ARFESE 12 AR5, R
B 2o 2 A G SRR L 2002 45,2007 4F 2013 4F 3 AN [i] () 48 1 450 , %o 50 i A7 2 s 49 A — 4k
AbFE, RS R ArcGIS BT SPSS R4 rfv B8 43 AH DGR, LA A3 AT 9 48 2 ThR i 28 % 1 25 [l i £k
B

2 [EWJikiiELeHT 9 A BTk L DY 125 W 22 5 B

21 EARREZRFEEESSH
2.1.1 B RRBZFFEAREF oM
BRAITZT 11 44T 2002 4F-2013 451 = IR IFICA AR A LR bRifE2E JLJe 25 2R ik /R R 5L
KN IR A R 1.
F1 2002 F 203 FKIIEFHENRFBNERETS)

Table 1 Difference and changes of domestic tourism income in Yangtze River economic zone from 2002 to 2013

KR PrifE2E RIS 4 L ZSLVIES B HAAE T
2002 279.777 8 0.3680 0.136 0 0.588 5 it
2003 317.917 3 0.3814 0.140 2 0.588 5 Lty
2004 388.244 1 0.374 1 0.138 2 0.5570 L
2005 471.055 1 0.368 3 0.1373 0.5775 LI
2006 556.6157 0.3547 0.134 1 0.5855 1L
2007 671.4319 0.349.4 0.1333 0.603 7 D)
2008 738.5620 0.328 5 0.1312 0.633 3 ;)
2009 8524917 0.316 2 0.126 5 0.598 5 T
2010 1057.079 9 03114 0.1242 0.5743 D))
2011 1242.142 8 0.285 1 0.1185 0.525 4 L
2012 1395.663 4 0.2609 0.1133 0.486 8 T3
2013 1512.664 7 0.2414 0.1109 0.486 4 L5

MF 1 G5 RBEARUEZE D 2002 4F 1) 279.777 8 HEME] 2013 4F 1 512.664 7,44 T 5.41 %, i K14
it 9 44 2 T E N RIS B9 28 S AR BEFE IR, DXBURR e VETE DU )N , % 22 BEAE AR K . JRJe REUE L
T HE 0.368 0~0.241 4, LR 5R Y TR H, B[] YR AR A 23 (8] 23 A1 9 25 S AN K SR V&8 il
Hb DX R 25 48 T AR A 8% D0 B R L TE I RIS T AR 22 0 AR DA [ PN I AR X 25 S
AR/, U A VL2 T 1l DX A 2548 T [ PR RSO 1 2 ) A SR e R A AR A . 25 3R IR R BUREAR /N
H/NUTE 0.110 9, e KWL Z 0.136 0, 71 H 2 AR N B3, W VT2 Bl b X 1 25 45 i [ N i Ui
WA H7 i DX 0 8 A 22 B AS R AR R, I H /R BRI 4 AS | 22 BB R 45 /)N, 58 S 7E i8N, e 35
FALTE IR . AEBR SR IR R B AR B AN K, IR YT 28 5% 7 b DX %) 4548 T I A i 2 [ A S ARG AR
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7 X3 4% Local Moran’s T 15 2 K /N i BIMIRAR IR 73 BUAE R AZ O X 1 BEAR SR IX oy B AR SR IDXCRIAIG B 4
FRIX 4 FhAY Sl TR AL IRAG R 1-4, DU A3 R M A V28 5l Xl e 26 B i Jié R DG I 23
AR AV ARAE A AL LA

DEJELPSEN v
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Jeyils ARG R 3
374

B [.373~0.641
£10.642~1.495
£31.496-2.172
B 2.173~3.057

)il H ES
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El1 ERREENZRE SRR (2002 F.2007 £.2013 F)
Fig.1 Heterogeneity pattern of domestic tourism income factors in 2002,2007 and 2013

MIEL 2 BT DU A V28 By 1 PN R I SO 25 (B4 JR vt fh s B, DL 2002 4 1) 2013 4F19 12 4 [|] 43
3 AN BRI AT iR IR 28 U A A0 AT R R AL B P 2R R, TR IR SR /N L R AL X 2002 4R i
AT IRZHTY K E 2013 AERYTT I VT BIRS 50, i NI B EER X EY K, Bk R
FE 2002 4 G 280, 2013 4F & JR B2 YIPE DU)I 3 4 . Ab T3 Z 18] 1Y) o FE AR R IX B i fe 4 /)N, HLA
RIAE 2002 AE4E TP /EW VT EPE IR SN, B 2013 AEIEE SN — BRI b E A SR B IX, H R
A BEINT 2/ . PR R XA TR G AR 4 /N a3 BARFRIAE B 2002 4E#10 TL0E 091l = F
4 X 45/0E) 2013 4E HA WAL —4 .

ot 2 arf:%m i o 5 Ui T
Rl 20074 GOk 20136 P

B2 ENRFUNEBIEFERSHE(2002 45,2007 F.2013 F)

Fig.2 Agglomeration trend of development pattern of domestic tourism income in 2002,2007 and 2013

2.1.3 Eﬁm%éﬁﬁlmﬁ%%ﬁia\%
KATL 007 PRI 25 55 DUk R B4 SR L 36 2. 538 2w B A DG BI0HIE 2 1 b 25308 R R 00Rn
ﬁ:KE’J@ZWE 1A 2. AR 2 MR 2 AT, KVT 250 M X, JEig e bty P L oAy (8] 3 244 B [ P it
WFISA 225, VAR B T R34, bty PN 25 55 AR 40 L by 1) 25 S AR %) o 2 2, Wby P9 25 57 I B K
?ﬂﬂ%l‘lﬂ&Jﬁﬂﬁ%ﬂj”&%ﬁ%ﬁﬁfﬁiﬂ@a‘z%ﬁl.Z%%Bimﬁmﬁ{%a‘%ﬁjt TR BE R, R L IX P
TS HL DX P R 22 SRR /N, T A e AN ] DAY B P 3 ML DX 1 ] PR R WA A 22 ] ) 22 S AR AN
e f#ilﬁﬂﬁzfﬂﬁﬁmiﬁwééﬂﬁa‘zgﬂﬁu U@% 2 I Y VTR T T s DX by Py X e 25 5 1Y) BT
BRRAL TR % 218 T k%, I 2002 4F 44.65% T B2 2013 4 17.44% , 5 AR LU, b 6] X6 A 22 51
Tk 2002 4 55.35% |71 2013 4F 82.56%.
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Table 2 Regional economic development difference of domestic tourism in Yangtze River economic zone

. BhiER K5t H A Hoie i)
T G KM PRI PEEHIX P 3425 Tk R £5 42 5 DTk
2002 0.371 886 0.137 280 0.019 723 0.009 039 0.166 042 0.446 486 0.205 844 0.553 514
2003 0.352 214 0.130 054 0.011 247 0.003 606 0.144 907 0.411 418 0.207 307 0.588 582
2004 0.318 949 0.103 431 0.007 821 0.002 356 0.113 608 0.356 195 0.205 341 0.643 805
2005 0.287 133 0.076 635 0.008 566 0.002 468 0.087 670 0.305 327 0.199 463 0.694 673
2006 0.262 957 0.061 264 0.005 116 0.001 353 0.067 733 0.257 581 0.195 224 0.742 419
2007 0.237 689 0.052 713 0.001 891 0.001 353 0.055 957 0.235 422 0.181 732 0.764 578
2008 0.217 793 0.040 051 0.001 160 0.000 151 0.041 362 0.189913 0.176 431 0.810 087
2009 0.215 436 0.040 669 0.002 394 0.003 350 0.046 413 0.215 440 0.169 022 0.784 560
2010 0.214 121 0.046 326 0.005 799 0.003 136 0.055 260 0.258 080 0.158 860 0.741 920
2011 0.192 003 0.035 103 0.004 124 0.004 725 0.043 953 0.228 916 0.148 051 0.771 084
2012 0.178 939 0.033 762 0.005 218 0.003 928 0.042 908 0.239 793 0.136 031 0.760 207
2013 0.145 559 0.020 301 0.003 548 0.001 543 0.025 391 0.174 437 0.120 168 0.825 563

22 ANERBFEEFERSN
221 ABHRHEZFBREF O
BRAITZT 11 44T 2002 4F-2013 42 ABERIFEICABAR A _LidbrifE 2 FL e 25 BT AR &
B A RS R 3.
F£3 2002 F 203 FKIIEFHANERFBNERETS)

Table 3 Difference and changes of inbound tourism income in Yangtze River economic zone form 2002 to 2013

Ay brif 2 e 2 EL AUV i "L T
2002 6.288 8 0.5378 0.2119 12225 i
2003 6.136 6 0.631'1 0.2552 0.383 0 i
2004 9.103 9 0.589°5 0.236 3 1.279 4 i
2005 10.908 2 0.578 6 0.226 8 1.1629 I g
2006 12.391 9 0.566 3 0.2159 1.0337 i
2007 14.998 9 0.5559 0.209 1 0.9737 i
2008 16.501 1 0.578 6 0.216 9 0.967 4 i
2009 16.077 3 0.5428 0.198 2 0.835 4 i
2010 20432 1 0.545 1 0.201 0 0.9137 g
2011 20.522 3 0.498 2 0.179 8 0.686 5 i
2012 18.001 4 0.478 1 0.299 8 0.663 3 YL
2013 17.208 9 0.4439 0.1579 0.648 3 L

NFE 3 AT LA Y FRAEZE AN 2002 4E 1Y 6.288 8 S NF] 2013 4EAY 17.208 9, 12 4E[AIHE K T 2.74
% UL VT 11 48 () ASR IR WAt 2 AN FR A AR B, L2 % 25 BE AR B A Ik, v 2011 4R
(2= B R 3.26 A, H 55 ] PN AR WA Lb , AR T MG A 246 % 22 B AR /DN, S5 FEE A K . 3k e R AU AR
FRIREEAN K A T 0.443 9~0.6311, Rl X ABRU A &, PEHR ARG, 2R P P 22 R AR (HL IX sl Py A
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/N MRSRIR R B HAE 0.157 9~0.299 8 Z (], 5 [ AR IFHC A HL R BUBOK, S AR T 283554 AR i i
AZEWREOR B AL R EEER 2003 4F 0.383 0 &b, HLAMBR (] 59452 L2 9 5 T Mt ¥, eI 2 ihafi 4%
AT ABEIRIEPSCA A B AR T AEAE R W W, A TE I, LUSTLR G#TVLTE 2012 4 .2013 458 |
i, 3 IAL T E A
222 ABLRFENE R B A8 K B E IS AT

ME 3 J5#EB Local Moran’s I &, AT LI & F 2002 4F 2007 4F 2013 4 Local Moran’s | %05 E N
il VIS B 2R A A () B RRAE R AR R A X B B I 3 1 A8 £k, 2002 4F Local Moran’s T 2 4 K
(1.034~2.390,0.839~1.033) {45 H oA £ _Lifg TT58 CHTVL VEE DR SN, AT B g S 35 PR /K 119 (1,034~
2.390) W2 F i VLR WYL . 2007 4F Local Moran’s | REUVE KA X B9 K, b afirE Bl L
S WTVL AL BV RS PG SN B A T R S KO A Bl XA R AR AR A R R T AR WL TR
i 3 A HBIX T F] 2013 4F Local Moran”s T B8R 9 DX 3 38 B 08 ) 46 /)N, 32 B4 vh o0 A ZE WL
IR B VLR T AR RSN W L B B KT B DX G N B i VL
o IX

LR PSS
mm-1.027
m-1.026~0.353
=i
B 1.034~2.390 20074F B | 43-3.372

B3 AR Z R F RIS (2002 £.2007 £ .2013 5F)
Fig.3 Heterogeneity pattern of inbound tourism income factors in 2002,2007 and 2013

MIEL 4 BT LU A YT 2 B ik i A 25 T Jm )8 A A , 2002 452007 4R 48 RAZ O IX (LR
TEI5 )RR 4 3R DX (20 258 RIS Ry B A QRSP B AR RE BRPIRAS , A EEZ R AT 3 22 1 119 g B 4
5 DA BE AR 3R XA e A R A8 A, e BE AR SR XA 45/ (2002 AR YL PG 51 4E TR VDR S (i)l 22
i 5 AFRY A R 2007 47 DU R VU iR i 28 BF AR TR 28 48 , FreJo I A B v 38 3R DKM T ol o B A 2R XA )™
K. 2013 4F R ARV EAL . IO X A IR AR B A R Xy KRB L2 8 0 =7,
JEAE R IX AR BT 1L EE R U] YIRS B0 3 T R

Jeiis FATISE AR AL
. -0.870

Hm0.037~0.646
[30.647~0.992
20134 30.993~1.352
B 1.353~3.086

20024F

DX 20074F  mmERELGIX 20134F
B4 NEREENZERIEDERES (2002 F.2007 £.2013 F)
Fig.4 Agglomeration trend of inbound tourism income factors in 2002,2007 and 2013

223 RIRAIE L TR ZGEF 5

BRI LB AR RSB SRR S5 AN 3 4, KI5 ABER IO 22 5 J0IE iy i iy
)30 A8 s 22 S AR AR BE AN K . My N 25 SR K P b () 25 57 R B P22 S i B ZOR IR . KRIT& 5
Moty N 22 57 0] 6 25 57 DTk R R BRAE 49.31%~75.66% 2 (8] 5=23% 81k, S AR IA) & 2007 4F 49.31% , K145
AR 25 5 0 FEEETTHRAE , 5 AR N R, Al ) 22 5 SRR/ B A2 2007 4 50.68%. 1T L,
TLEUE SR 2 5 2R B F X N &4 T R R B AT
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T4 2002E20B3EKIEFEANERBEREZEFERES

Table 4 Regional economic development difference of inbound tourism in Yangtze River economic zone

e MR S Hoati HoafFa]

P e REHX P PGEHIX £5 42 R TTIRE £5 42 5 TR
2002 0.581 626 0.255 355 0.030 217 0.064 866 0.350 438 0.602 515 0.231 188 0.397 485
2003 0.510 134 0.229 277 0.041 574 0.027 508 0.298 360 0.584 865 0.211 774 0.415 135
2004 0.487 992 0.224 423 0.019 492 0.021 937 0.265 853 0.544 789 0.222 139 0.455 211
2005 0.484 603 0.201 328 0.017 779 0.046 600 0.265 706 0.548 297 0.218 897 0.451 703
2006 0.442 487 0.176 117 0.017 353 0.032 995 0.226 465 0.511 801 0.216 022 0.488 199
2007 0.425 273 0.166 629 0.013 303 0.029 786 0.209 718 0.493 137 0.215 555 0.506 863
2008 0.596 318 0.158 031 0.005 715 0.225 290 0.389 037 0.652 398 0.207 281 0.347 602
2009 0.500 769 0.140 039 0.004 156 0.145 366 0.289 561 0.578 232 0.211 208 0.421 768
2010 0.524 547 0.161 897 0.006 247 0.152 359 0.320 502 0.611 008 0.204 045 0.388 992
2011 0.450 135 0.114 386 0.011 391 0.119977 0.245 754 0.545 955 0.204 382 0.454 045
2012 0.766 194 0.459 578 0.018 455 0.101 653 0.579 686 0.756 578 0.186 509 0.243 422
2013 0.524 432 0.189 430 0.022 769 0.120 976 0.333 175 0.635 306 0.191 257 0.364 694

3 RiLgprhiklireeit 225 =% o0

KT LU AR CE 2 SR I 2 2 2 T 2 RERY i e 2 8 ASE IO S8 . RIS V0
R SV R KT B SR B R 1P . K IT S0 R VR A FEHEE B 10 44001 25
I T DL OB DRV VR 2 2 B T, B L RO B M 2 S . (5
AP 2 MUY S, BLE L BRI 5 . K VL L0 LI 2208 ek ML AR
e S SEARF I T T RO 5 6 B P MRS B 05 i 2y — 7 . 535 R 2
ERITPYZS SR CRN Oy e e Sy s SO N P e s
MR o DT AL BB OB D L S A AT SMHTIA ) 2013 SRR A BB %2k
BRI, Hf AR R A S I 5 O LR 5 R A, TS
NSRRI BAMU AR SR AEITE AL, HOU AR R 5 B SN 55 5 ARk
> S BNILIR AR 22 AL RRRUERT ™ 5 e X155 5 5 VUG i 2 AR LA
B AT B FEAE DU s LB B 2 W, 2 T R R AR LA B L T
p.

4 4k

ARICGE AR EZE e RE RIS IA IR R A B R as ] A AR OGS vk A e R TR
Tt 2 (A% Jr T AR AIE 8 2k TN 7 3 25 B (0 R, 58 4 T 1 s AR VT 28 B i Ui 428 T 22 S R AT J) 1)
FEAHLA SR R R AR AR AL BAR XS 22 FEAE B AL 4]

S — bR FEJE R BOT T PR RIS A IS it T A R S B A X 22 BE AR SR AR YO
FHXT 22 BEAE B AE 4570 - ASR R IO 55 ] AR TSGR Ll e ok 2 B AR /IS, ARG 22 BE AR AR R . B B 7Y
JRIFISCAZE T N A48 TH AR FE R M B3 I, IRER A, 3 e IR 55 Jo i, W 5 | 0 20 2%

5l X R ST IR IR ARO[ PR T AR A B R S M B AR B R AN T EL R R R,
ok P S AN R T PR IR S A 454 T S 4 SR A At A IR AL 25 (RIS Ry A ke A B K AR Ak, AR R
T 52 4 B AR EUR 28 ()% R I 4 S 35 8 Ak . DRI R s B VT 28 5 e 4548 T i D 4 10 A J A
XTFRE

5= A DR AL TR G AR AR R, ABEIRIFICA B (2002 4F-2013 4F ) i 45 A0 2 B i
S e LI JE AWV YT b BV A T 7, AR PR R 1, I U AT AR AL T 0, S AR
VLIRS b G 2R T 0, SBT3 [ R I s 5 ) 43R ok
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5500, AR S 7S (R e PR AL R L 2002 452007 4F 2013 4 3 B[] B # E E e x KTTa vk iy 9 B
2 MR I A AT 50T, IR AreGIS BRAFHIAR | ik — 20 AT LAk b S e 1 V28 55 iR i 48 55 2
SR ZS B A RRAE . NZS 0] K A JRy 43 Bt B R R i M AAZ O SR SR IXRIIR AR R IX AR K, i R AR R IX.
e B B2 T DXARTE LR /1N, TSR Vi UAC A AZ% 00 B 2R DXRIVIR, 38 4 38 IX 2 [ A Jmy BEAR PR B e R RS Ak
TP Z 8] 1 e 2 A SR DR b BE AR R XA R A B K Ak, v FE AR R XA /N h R SR R IXAEY K .

PRIUL B0 IR Z538 , N AR AR PR AN TR 4 /MK YL 28 By PR AR L v VY DXl i & i 25 S () i it A
X, BN LA L T A T S0« (1) X VT 28 BT DXl S it e AR ey it e i R . (2) 2255y IX Sl 7
TIEE T 57 HARFE A A PR T GE IR 1298 1 B 0 & V8 7, 1 25 2 30 b DX AL 45 b e i & 38 b DX ) i U
R I 255 , 8 By B G P B X TF & P BOR , A5 H O B RE IR SR AS X i i =l . (3) 205
A2 T ML DX TRAZ 7 i B AR, S DB B 7 i 1 B, i s AR ) R, SR R B R B R G, W
R B H 0 b5 10155 7, DLt | SR 23R i I ) & e

(5% 30k ]

(1] WM, 5% KITAFH RIS K RFAR[ )], MR 244, 1998,9(3) : 60-61.
[2] WREFF, BAL . KITLTEH AR PR IX 28 5% A R APy ) BR[5BT 9, 2000, 9(2)
23-30.

3] WA, HRACT . HEE R I AT — AL ENR 1 B R R RO RIS [ . A BRI SY, 2000,3(16) :37-43.
41 WEIT BN B RITAT R XA T L R AR T ], AR BRESY , 1998 ,7(2) 1 62-66.

]
]
IS MR BT VLB I T A 5 K R [T ). RINHTIE , 2001, 1(1):30-33.
6] AN RILAFFE SRR )] S R E B R, 2003, 1(1) :74-77.
I B RIS s R S o 5 (1], MR 5T 5T 42, 2005,2(1) : 28-31.
1 XU RV X 0 22 57 43T [0 ). R E IR 5 R85, 2006, 3(2) : 131-135.
I BRER . AT P A5 () S5 A A S A [T ). M4z, 2007, 12(12) : 1265-1276.
0] BT XBEAM . RILLTEM RIFLTT RO AT [T ], AR BT R (RE 2R R , 2006, 4(8) : 26-29.
L] SZE KT 28 G 3e G ) s ) 03 [0 ). i PRI R R A 224 (RE B2 1) , 2007, 27(4) : 39-44.
12] 2222 W] RYLE T 2 M5 - 2 ARGy S HAFi [T ], 22N RT“#Besr i, 2011,10(5) : 44-53.
13] SOKAL R R,ODEN N L. Spatial autocorrelation in biology, 1 :methodology[]] . Biol J Linn Soc, 1978,10(2) : 199-228.
14] SOKAL R R,ODEN N L. Spatial autocorrelation in biology ,2 : some biology implications and four applications of evolutionary
and ecological interest| J |. Biol J Linn Soc, 1978,10(2) :29-38.
[15] WULDER M,BOOTS B. Local spatial autocorrelation characteristics of remotely sensed imagery assessed with the gaits statis-
tic[ J]. International journal of remote sensing, 1998,19(11):2 223-2 231.
[16] TIEFELSDORF M. Modeling spatial process : the identification and analysis of spatial relationships in regreesion residuals by
means of Moran’s I[[ M ]. Berlin: Spriger, 2000.
(17] BEEL . BRI P2 (M . dbat. 28004 B R, 2006:421-427.
18] XK . DRI 5 IS J5 3 5 P4 [T ). #3952, 2006, 25(4) : 710-718.
(19] 558, DAL . IXBRZE o Mror i [ M. dbst: j 55 ED434 , 2004.
[20] T Wi ML, B E PR, 4 V08 ABEHRIE 22 DF i) D22 S W5 [0 ). kil 711, 2009, 24(1) :23-28.
[21] J7 iR, EFHR . T ARA RIS 22 22 57 A8 8 737 [ 1], 2857 3], 2010,30(10) : 1 746-1 751.
(22] R . ob i Br el s AR B A AT SE L) . 2285 R) A, 2003, 11(11) :69-71.
(23] FHL . i 3 S G IR RAT B B 22 5 00 A ). By 5 [+ F5T, 1999, 15(3) :69-74.

[RERE:T F]

- 131 -



