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Abstract : Using DEA-Malmquist index model, GIS spatial analysis method and GMM dynamic panel regression model , the
paper explores the effect of tourism specialization level on tourism total factor productivity in Yangtze River Delta Cities.
The results are listed as follows. Firstly,from 2001 to 2017, tourism specialization level in Yangtze River Delta Cities has
been promoted from the*inverted mountain” pattern of low-value agglomeration to the spatial pattern of“high in the south
and low in the north” ,while tourism total factor productivity has been promoted from the“in” pattern of negative growth to
the“ equilibrium” state of positive promotion. Secondly,the regression results of dynamic panel show that the relationship
between tourism specialization level and tourism total factor productivity is obviously inverted“U” curve,and the inflection
point of the inverted“U” curve is 4.89. Thirdly,,when the level of overall economy, transportation , informatization and indus-
trial structure improves, tourism total factor productivity gets promoted, whereas when the level of endowment of tourism
resources ,marketization and urbanization improved,tourism total factor productivity will not raise.
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Fig.1 The space-time characteristics of tourism specialization level and tourism total factor productivity in Yangtze River Delta Cities
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Table 1 The main variables of dynamic panel model
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