Open Journal of Transportation Technologies 3ZEHAR, 2019, 8(3), 174-182 Hans Y
Published Online May 2019 in Hans. http://www.hanspub.org/journal/ojtt
https://doi.org/10.12677/0jtt.2019.83021

Analysis on the Differences of
Tourists’ Travel Characteristics:
Case Study in Guilin

Haijing Xu, Wenyong Li, Xinjun Li

School of Architecture and Transportation Engineering, Guilin University of Electronic Technology, Guilin Guangxi
Email: zx998665332147 @qg.com

Received: Apr. 23", 2019; accepted: May 3", 2019; published: May 10", 2019

Abstract

As travel has become more and more common in daily life, a large number of tourists have played
an increasingly important role in urban transportation. Due to the difference in travel purposes,
tourists’ travel needs are quite different from those of permanent residents. Based on the survey
data of residents’ travel in Guilin, this paper analyzes the differences between tourist trips and
daily travels of residents in terms of travel frequency, travel destinations, travel mode, travel time,
etc., grasping the characteristics of tourists’ travel and optimizing the travel structure. From the
aspects of constructing intelligent transportation system, constructing multi-level public trans-
portation network and optimizing bus service, it proposes countermeasures for the development
of tourism in tourism cities.
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Table 1. Guilin external transportation infrastructure
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Figure 1. Guilin residents travel destination composition
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Figure 2. Guilin tourists travel destination composition
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Table 2. Guilin residents’ full-time travel mode composition
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Figure 3. Guilin tourist travel mode composition
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Figure 4. Resident travel time distribution characteristics

4. BREITEE 2 B4

600 524
500
400
300 246 I 162
200
59
=g
0 . | |
o I Ny N
Iq’ 5 \9 . '\f)’. \?‘.
Q 7 7z ’
AS o S$ $
® N N

Figure 5. Tourist tour start time map
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Figure 6. Tourist tour end time map
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Figure 7. Tourist travel promotion proposal composition
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Figure 8. Tourist distribution center layout map

8. MRBEERIF O =
2) PL “ HEM+32iE
b
3) @EHET “HEM+” M2 A R ELGA RS TG,
5.3. MEZERANIZML%

AR L PRI 2 (RIAT J) o A R A LA K2 358 WA S g i, AR AR 2 52 ZR 8 A AR AR T s 2 J o
WK AR 7 A R AR
af” BERLE R

EEL ORORG, SeBUE TR AL AL

nuk

BERET 6 A8 H Rk S

m

i v I T A2 3 AR G R S5 KT

REFTTEH, FERRSIRT R MR RER, HiEH0I X HEZA L,
15, 7K)EH “‘Jjﬁ

B ERIRISAT — AL 5 e DR it AT A8 1 3 3

F igure 9. Public transport network construction ideas

B 9. Nz MLEiE B gE

DOI: 10.12677/0jtt.2019.83021 181

SES S

><\P


https://doi.org/10.12677/ojtt.2019.83021

tRisE 5%

ARREEMTT 2R KV + A" I EERRGER, Fir IR, 3 Z 9 S E 1

“PIES R AR AT B 9). KA RN SCERINTT SRG A R TR L B S 0 7 2 2 B IR TR T A B o
BT, P R S8 BARFE T E A Atk A 1o

6. 4518

ASC AR fo B AT T 2 A 9 A, e R AR T 30 2 SRR AT R AR REAT T 7T, B AT 1

P 2 AV AL RPN AT AR AR S 0P, 0 e Hh B R MR T i i A2 8 A R A 1. BB KA 4K
MBI, T B AT HEAS B0 AT USSR B3R E, a0l A SR I 5 2, il 2 4R it AN AT 51 5 5
AT HER A E HI IR S5 & T — B BRI FEEE A

SE

(1]
(2]
(3]
(4]
(3]
(6]

sk, KR, PR, FEHIR T E R B ATRME RSB R RS ST L[], SR A8k, 2017, 39(12): 65-69.
20, FETF REAE AT R BRI B AT R AR U (0], BHERET S5 M, 2017(34): 1-3.

PN, VLR R IR A X A8 38 AT R J ok e SRS [J]. 2B Al 3, 2017, 32(6): 11-13.

BHIEEE, kEE, FREERH, & JbRMTREREIA O HBATRRE S AT[T]. 308 TR, 2017, 17(4): 20-25 + 40.

KR, TR BT B AT R R IR A IERRAE S R[], 1 AR AT A B R, 2017, 25(2): 22-26 + 39.
FIIRR, 3%, VRRUT. %5 8 AT R OR3P G A A8 HUATHSAE AT (D). RiBisim R4 LRSS R, 2016, 16(6):
135-141.

For, B, B2, % U E R EATRFIE R X 2 R0 —— LT & K LB FIT]. T sciE, 2015,
13(2): 55-62.

WHr, R, B, NESHFZE TR ERBATEIED]. K2 K¥EEREREZER), 2014, 34(1):
76-83.

JEER, BEAGEE, IR7E. SR R AT R L T[] PR AR TR, 2007, 32(2): 145-149.

Hans X

RIS R BB R A 2K
1. FTHF51M BUE http:/kns.cnki.net/kns/brief/result.aspx?dbPrefix=WWJID

THBIFRMELERE: [ISSN], HAMITI ISSN: 2326-3431, RIW[ 7

2. FTHFHIM B T http:/cnki.net/

FEM I BRSCERE P BN, RIASCERRE, R

hEE S http://www.hanspub.org/Submission.aspx

FATIHEAS: ojtt@hanspub.org

DOI: 10.12677/0jtt.2019.83021 182 AT A

}Q/


https://doi.org/10.12677/ojtt.2019.83021
http://kns.cnki.net/kns/brief/result.aspx?dbPrefix=WWJD
http://cnki.net/
http://www.hanspub.org/Submission.aspx
mailto:ojtt@hanspub.org

	Analysis on the Differences of Tourists’ Travel Characteristics: Case Study in Guilin
	Abstract
	Keywords
	游客出行特征差异性分析——以桂林市为例
	摘  要
	关键词
	1. 引言
	2. 城市概况
	2.1. 对外交通
	2.2. 城市道路
	2.3. 公共交通

	3. 出行特征分析
	3.1. 出行次数
	3.2. 出行目的
	3.3. 出行方式
	3.4. 出行时间分布
	3.5. 游客旅游出行提建议

	4. 旅游交通发展症结剖析
	4.1. 城市内外交通系统、城市各交通方式之间缺少衔接
	4.2. 公共交通、慢行交通与机动化交通发展不协调
	4.3. 城区交通场站、交通枢纽、停车场等基础设施欠缺

	5. 旅游交通发展建议
	5.1. 构建桂林市旅游停车接驳集散系统
	5.2. 扩建提升智慧交通系统
	5.3. 构建多层次公交网络

	6. 结语
	参考文献

