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Analysis on the Difference of County Tourism Development in Jiaxing City
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Abstract

Taking five county units in Jiaxing City as the research object, and referring to relevant tourism competitiveness research, an evalu-

ation index system for county tourism competitiveness was constructed. Principal component analysis method was used for quantitative analysis.

The results showed that the county tourism development in Jiaxing City was unbalanced, and the economic strength and the spatial distribution

of comprehensive competitiveness were highly coupled. Relying on the location advantages of Shanghai and Hangzhou, regional tourism cooper-

ation and the construction of a hard environment should be strengthened.
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Table 1 County area tourism competitiveness index system in Jiaxing
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Table 2 The composition matrix of the comprehensive competitiveness

of tourism economy after rotation

bR Ji%4> Element

Index 1 2
X, 0.915 0.333
X, 0.950 0.279
X, 0.823 0.087
X, 0.335 -0.930
X 0.780 -0.061
X 0.495 0.838
X, 0.696 0.505
X 0.350 0.925
X, 0.275 0.959
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Table 3 The comprehensive competitiveness score and ranking of
county area tourism economy in Jiaxing

%frﬁlty area Fy F, F Rfr}:lfng

#il £ T7 Tongxiang 1.81 4.70 2.31 1

7T Haining 2.06 -0.45 1.16 2

SEITH Pinghu -0.80 -0.69 -0.67 3

s 8 Jiashan -0.85 -1.19 -0.83 4

4L B Haiyan -2.22 -2.38 -1.98 5
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Table 4 Tourism infrastructure competitiveness component matrix

abn J%43 Element

Index 1 2
X 0.849 0.451
X, 0.606 0.649
X, 0.989 ~0.015
X 0.995 0.046
X, 0.436 -0.830
Xis 0.979 ~0.079
Xy -0.411 0.893
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Table 5 County area tourism infrastructure competitiveness score and

ranking in Jiaxing

B, e
County area Fy F, F Ranking
i £ 17 Tongxiang 2.63 0.4 1.77 1
1717 Haining 1.47 0.04 0.93 2
SEATT Pinghu -0.69 1.34 -0.02 3

#3 B Jiashan -0.67 -2.46 -1.16 4
Wk B Haiyan -2.74 0.67 -1.51 5
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Table 6 Component matrix after rotation of tourism environment
competitiveness

et Ji%/3 Element

Index 1 5

Xy 0.824 ~0.361

Xyg 0.200 -0.825

Xy 0.963 0.113

X 0.372 0.886

Xu 0.857 0.206
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Table 7 County area tourism environment competitiveness score and

ranking in Jiaxing

i

Cou%lty area Fy F, F R;Sr;:lfng
#il £ i Tongxiang 0.38 1.96 0.83 1
#3711 Haining 0.68 0.13 0.39 2
SE#ITT Pinghu 1.47 -1.42 0.29 3
W3t L Jiashan 0.15 0.24 0.15 4
132k FL Haiyan -2.69 -0.91 -1.66 5
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Table 8 County area tourism comprehensive competitiveness and tourism income ranking in Jiaxing

i v v v v G A, TS
County area ! z ’ Comprehensive competitiveness ranking Tourism revenue ranking
i £ 17 Tongxiang 2.84 0.69 -0.11 2.15 1 1

6§77 Haining 1.47 0.61 -0.01 1.19 2 2

SEIATT Pinghu -0.47 0.14 0.43 -0.27 3 4

73 5 Jiashan -2.35 0.51 0.17 -1.44 4 5

WFEL EL Haiyan -1.48 -1.95 -0.48 -1.62 5 3
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