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Abstract: With 205 four—star rural tourism areas in Jiangsu Province set as examples, this paper establishes a compre-
hensive evaluation index,using AHP model to determine the index weights and coefficient of variation to measure the
spatial differences. The results show that:the spatial difference of rural tourism informatization is significant. Obvious
spatial differences are shown among various factors. And the spatial difference in rural tourism informatization is lower
than that of regional economy. Based on the results, an optimized approach is proposed to promote rural tourism informati-
zation in Jiangsu Province. With an efficient management mechanism and a sound environment for information sharing,
rural tourism will be developed in cooperation with multiple forces and talents.
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Table 1 Rural tourism informatization evaluation index system and weights
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Table 2 Comprehensive evaluation value and ranking of tourism informatization in Jiangsu Province
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Table 3 Coefficient of variation of rural tourism informatization in Jiangsu Province
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Table 4 Coefficient of variation of economic development in Jiangsu Province
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