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Evaluation and Influencing Factors of Tourism Economic
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Abstract : Based on DPSIR model ,the index system of tourism economic resilience is constructed to measure the level of
tourism economic resilience in the Yangtze River Delta urban agglomeration from 2009 to 2021, and its evolutionary
characteristics and influencing factors are analyzed in order to provide certain decision-making basis for improving the
tourism economic resilience. The results show that the tourism economic resilience in the Yangtze River Delta urban
agglomeration presents a changing trend of first rising and then decreasing,and the resilience level of all cities is on the rise
as a whole. The cities with high resilience are mainly distributed in the middle east region, and the tourism economic
resilience of each city has a certain spatial agglomeration characteristic. Tourism economic resilience is comprehensively
affected by factors such as economic development level ,economic development structure , tourism development speed , tourist
carrying capacity ,education level ,infrastructure and government intervention. Among them, tourism development speed has
a significant negative impact on tourism economic resilience ,while other factors have significant promoting effects.
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Fig.1 Urban tourism economic resilience evaluation system under DPSIR concept
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Table 1 Tourism economic resilience index evaluation system

ED 2 18R 2 iR (2 JE U
X AR = f¢ot 1E [ 0.110

ALK % 1E 1) 0.017

IK5hJ1 D WA AT SRR A Jiot 1E 1] 0.038
JE BRI 2 S Tt 1E A 0.033

XA TT AR % 1E [ 0.007

i S L % 111 0.005

AR HE R t ffiln] 0.003

g Hifii GDP HL#E kW -h/Ji oG fiin] 0.022
(EYIPN R E/N S A - 5y L] 1E 0.111

25 AR KRBT d 1E M 0.009

WS NPT T8 f T AR m? 1E ] 0.032
- A G i X B A 1E [f) 0.040
MR EEL A 55 o f¢ot 1E [ 0.081

it e A f¢t 1E A 0.101

SRR PN 1E T 0.079

RN 1 JRUFA S GDP L % 1E T 0.076
5 ==k = BE S GDP e E % 1E [f) 0.016

= Mol AR % iE ] 0.006

NI el S b T R m? 1E A 0.016

DAFARN A iPN 1 0.092

MR R T AU L b A AR AR B PN 1E [ 0.078
HE S WBCT % 1E 1A 0.022

— i Tl AR 2 R R % 1E 0.007

1.2 #EREREL

BT 45 AR AR ) s AN [R] PRI AR R4 T AR 25 A AL 2, ARG (B 1255 2 T PR A L, 45 B 5 B 8 4K
PR W IR W 2 BF I 2R 5 A5 0. BRI SClk( 28 ].
1.3 ERS e 3= 5

SR Koenker #2120 55 OLS [IEAT LL , H 05 76 T 0T A AS[R] 430 st Bsf 1) 11 051 2R 4001, E%
FR 7R AEREE 10 3 s Ab 1 728 s X DRI A5 5 149 25 205G 0, S0 4 T o e R A8 o R R IR A A i [l G
AU RS

Qy (t1X,)=a+X;B(7),i=1,2, N;t1=1,2,--- T,

B, Q) AIRWF T RINE R A 00 bR B Y, AR 22 DR PEAE B o, W80T X, RS B (o) o
G3E RN B R AL ¢ N ROE W30 a5 s N R SEREAS & T R B
1.4 T=EER

(1) Bl B e IR AR BF 0. AR AR (DR T T3 = A T B R e 22 T I M 4

(2) s i . DA T R R RIFE T R T NS PR E LR BRI, X 2552 1 Rete
X R0 & AR G 00 B2 ) 0 I 5 I A I S 4, bt T 22 B v LA SR e Y L N S8 T A 7 B
XPBERAE. QAT K JREEH. RUT MBS X H 5 22 BE R0R 3G il pL2s AR i 77 Mk F- R A Ak 4 2L
A EEE . BT AT 5 AR A S BAT — 5 SE e, L A AR Y 22 5 R e PR 2R )
WAL A = RS A PR (A 2 HRAE . O I A . AR VR A A 3 3R R 4 b X
R U 8 5 110 R T | AR BRLAR ] DXt 7 M 199 e 15 21 i 22 5% i e ) SA TR JBE | A5 R 4 e oy o o B
it U % e TR R R 22 DR Ik s AR . (DU R R B R WA IRIE RS T R B PR A e A
i Ui 00 25 25 MR e 28 5% FE s SCAR AT R S i e DI 1 8kt B 22 | 138 ) 32 ) i e i 37 R i e
If SRR Tl S B A S LAY RE S L R & R O EGERAE . OHE K. #E



J7HEAR, A5 T DPSIR ALY AT R 28 B WIE PEAN S5 5200 PR 3R —— LU = A sk e o 1

X2 R A AN T BEA MELERL AR BB, WFTE R A 45 7K1 B B T 2 0 i ik
WL B A RS 20 AR R 2 A BB SR AE. @SRRI, LRI & T30 N TIRBE 58
30 15 A DR BRI 1T DI RE IE R B AT B0t DR T A2 3ok Ti7 Bl it s A 4l A B A , L 128 i 3k T i 0
ZFRFIEFHBITHEES Y. Fl et & is BT EERIE. OBUR T8 &80 T BT B Ak iir 2 5 &
GrisA TR EEAE . HIMEBCH 5 GDP L RAE.
TET A 7 65 ] A 7R v g i A A i R A B R PSR T N 3R 2 PR,
£2 ERMUHOEFEBETETSRMRES T

Table 2 Main variables and descriptive statistics of panel quantile regression model
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Table 3 Global Moran’s I of tourism economic resilience from 2009 to 2021
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Table 4 Tourism economic resilience of cities in the Yangtze River Delta urban agglomeration
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Table 6 OLS and panel quantile regression results
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Fig. 3 Quantile regression visualization results
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