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The Spatio-Temporal Evolution and Dynamic Mechanism of
A-Grade Tourist Attractions in Jiangxi Province

WU Rulian LI Hongyi LI Xiangming HU Haisheng"

( School of Tourism and Urban Management Jiangxi University of Finance and Economics Nanchang Jiangxi 330013 China)

Abstract: Taking 438 A-grade tourist attractions in Jiangxi Province from 2002 to 2020 as the research object the
spatial and temporal distribution pattern and dynamics mechanism of Jiangxi Province’s A-grade tourist attractions
are studied by using nearest neighbor index kernel density analysis standard deviation ellipse geo-detector and oth—
er spatial analysis methods. The results show that in terms of time series distribution taking 2013 as the demarca—
tion point the number of A-gradel tourist attractions in Jiangxi Province has a "M" characteristic of slow and steep
growth at the beginning and the growth changes of different types of tourist attractions have significant differences.
In terms of spatial distribution the high-density area of Jiangxi’s A-grade tourist attractions has undergone a spatial
evolution process of "mono-nuclear" agglomeration-' scattered" distribution—¢luster structure and gradually formed
an " Q" shaped kernel density structure around Poyang Lake. The spatial distribution has distinctive features such as
surrounding the lake being hydrophilic and along the road. The spatial direction distribution is generally northeast—
southwest center of gravity shifts from north to south as time evolves and the standard deviation ellipse rotates
slightly counterclockwise as a whole. The dynamic mechanism of temporal and spatial distribution of Jiangxi”s
A-grade tourist attractions mainly includes natural environmental conservation economic development driving force
market demand driving force location traffic radiation force internal driving force of tourism resources and policy
and system regulation.

Key words: A-grade tourist attractions; spatiotemporal distribution; dynamic mechanism; geo-detector; Jiangxi Prov—

ince



