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Abstract

In this paper, taking Shaoxing as the study area, from the network search for tourism resources
data attribute index, build Shaoxing tourism resources evaluation system, such as stars, including
20 as evaluation factors, using the analytic hierarchy process (AHP) and entropy value method
and combination weighting method to calculate the weight value, it is concluded that the tourism
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resources comprehensive evaluation points, The spatial characteristics of tourism resources in
Shaoxing city are analyzed by using GIS kernel density and standard ellipse difference tools. The
results show that the tourism resources of a-class scenic spots in Shaoxing city are divided into 3
categories, 12 subcategories and 27 basic categories. The landscape category of natural resources
is the largest. Overall, the comprehensive evaluation value of tourism resources in Shaoxing is
between 0.2 and 0.4, and the average comprehensive score of the leisure landscape is the highest.
In terms of spatial characteristics, all kinds of resource points show the characteristics of aggrega-
tion. The distribution of all and three categories of tourism resources is in the direction of north-
west to southeast, and the cultural landscape category has the highest degree of resource aggrega-
tion and obvious direction.
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Table 1. Classification of tourism resources

= 1 M gRiR 3

PES NES FARK

AA Hi SR AAL IHEESU; AA2 I AAZ it Hb 5 b SR 50
AB KM ABL AR AB2 YR X
A BRI \ .
AC W Rk ACL MhA. BRBAES i
AD HARZEEZK ADL ARSI, AD2 LI/KZEE 5 M; AD3 FRMR AR, AD4 i@ A
BA it hhigt iE S BAL o Bk /@ s mihk
\ ) BB 3 {kiz ik BBl H#IE R YIE: BB2 &4 AMURIA&1E
B AN Mk "
BC SR BC1 =/ = B 5, BC2 &0 &4y, BC3 K
BD A 4i&3% BD1 WAL AR A X ; BD2 45t St WAV ; BD3 4t S ib/ME
CA AR R 2 CAl LHAR; CA2 sh/iEYE
i ) CB Frafkis 2k CB1 a5 AL ; CB2 £rth R ; CB3 HAYF kLS
C RIS .
CC IRk CC1 mlk#iiE; CC2 @yt
CD ZZfRH 2 CD1 W ERE KA

g BRI PR A RN RIS . N SCROMRA F AR B, b mT O, 2T i i ot U2 2
BONFEE. Hi, BASMHEEE ) > ASCEMZERE ) > IRRAKSRA3 AN, BARSMEHE ST A
SCHEERIR RAREG S, X ST P =8 PR SRR G 5. BARSMIT, BRSE
HrR (12 )R SR (10 AN) 5 H AR MK 42.8%F1 35.7%, i I (5 HAR S ZEL) 78.5%, TMi/K L5
MG MAED S )R E 22.5%; ASCEMA, ASCERESE 9 AT G I EL 5 K (36%), e/ IMETA
BHEEIE(8%), FMLEEFA(8 MRS T (6 MM ELBIA K KRR, FREALEZE 5 4,
WFRRINZE 44, BRIEYIZE 34N, IEERNZE 1 AN[2]. BULE . 2400l v IR AR P AR %
HHL SR SCERERHENT =, BB 2 G BRI STIR, X159 55 T4 M BUM AT iR
TR IRITF K

MR ST IR == BIRHE S 4

it 66 ANy BT A A GIS 1 g X T i iy B oAl B (1] 1), AR I b 25tk i B8 s )
I ARRT R, R SR UR AT RN T A RO R R PR H I BEER R AERIR X, TR B B TR
WIRACH b o iRl IR L E R SOSN T, ZEPETBIX AT KT, ki, EERE
P ST EIBERFW. EFETEIX e, B X KBRS H R, N hAEE 2K 8 AR50
B el NCRMAH AR iR, Bra S8 H B IRIRIRIE IR A Z AR, w5 T
RS AT X B H 8 2, WRIN T8O H B2l R —Ae ATRAE G905 U5 2 A 8k DX M)
PRI, FEATEUX BRI B R BN L R 2B 2 B AR R

N BE— T RN IR A R BIX A A SO, I 2 A WS X BT SIS L
A, MDA T ML SR H e f o, 12 SRS a0 8 NSRS, TR iy i
—eHE R, 12 FEZER A A 4 SRR, 25 ST ATBIX MIERE, BT B R HAXE

DOI: 10.12677/gser.2022.115052 510 PRI


https://doi.org/10.12677/gser.2022.115052

W &%

R SRR R A K BAKRE, MSCRMERAES X B A A SOUEFEERR 1V iE#Em, 2
TA X E AT A0, 1 E AR SRR AR X E AT A s @RISR AR IX . SR R 4%
IR FE 2R HZ e, FMTEEE, FTO SRS B AR LR G R A A5 s sk N
KBNS 2 WA A AR LA RINR XA, FreL B I sh IR R RS AE H D

oy e AR
! °6§°ﬂmg e
3 gw Boe e 2 o o
RN r
S ) /
ad N \3? ¢ %
S/ © e e
~— 8 ? = :k?
B 1 o @ :j] s
AN EEBm o "o o
“ o e N i
e J el e 2 .
k@ﬁj,w/l A ;_)o?:: a\\f“\ ;
S ~ =11
" %‘\?2 r/ ° = S
N~ . 6/‘\1—\/J . /Wr\/l,\
T 051 20 30 40
O — — K
Figure 1. Distribution of tourism resources in Shaoxing
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Table 2. Distribution of resource types in different districts, counties and categories
2 BXBEMBXANFREBRIHXAR
F[ 7 X EEEX g i ER=E=] g X A &t
Mo SR 2 2 1 1 2 2 10
SO IR 4 1 1 1 1 8
NI EHR 4 2 1 2 9
ERREREN B S 1 1 1 3
AR 2 3 1 6
S| RSN 1 1 2
PO IR 2 1 1 2 4
AR R 2 3 5
IBERIR 1 1
HIRERA R 4 1 1 2 2 2 12
IKICFER 1 1 1 3
AT 3 3
St 20 8 9 6 11 12 66

DOI: 10.12677/gser.2022.115052 511 PRI


https://doi.org/10.12677/gser.2022.115052

i3

Py

B

o

4. MR RA0R

RSB RIR R R, RSCIIBHEIEN e R . VB ORVE A 4 2R I S A R
Pey AEE, ARSI UEAH P L BB AR R R, IF DU AR 5 O R A e br R
NBH, BAHERR . BARVES - HEREIRIEM . S5 - KARRPE. B - HRERIE . B - KA
PP B - SDigE . VPR - BERRARIE . ST - KA PR RO - DR R - ERRARIT
GFPPEE - KAREVE BFPPEE - Tyl s S0 Msys Pt ol A=Al N RE. I
WO S AR KBRS AR 2 AFSEAE P 20 TRPFAT R AR R T, 200l Je T A U L IR E
PRS0 AR BIRAN AR N4 B W BURON . AR B R NS, BEE
B IS RSO S AR 12 WHE AR I H JR 1]

H5E, AR SPSS BAFXS 19 AMEFREAT 1A br, (HAEBAT T2, ESEHATX KMO
AERIE Bartlett #2456, DASSIESR bR 3G & AT H 0 7C[3]. ik, 5 KMO {67y 0.699, Bartlett [f)
BRIAS S P AN 0, RUIFRARIE & AT 0 Hr[3].

WE ST

ARG 50 55 AT I PR 17 T S0 [4]. A SCRIRE | 2R (A4
T, A ERIUR YA T 8 USRI IS S o IR S VP AR AR 3, DA2A
DT VLR I A F AR, MRV 3) 1 VERARE 6 PF LU RS R B DR
IR AR, NI VR VRS YRR R
VAEHIS]. R SAERAE AR TR, AR B I AT, A C A MMV 3] )
SR, MBI R4, H0 SAARIA (S 5 AT — R 16]. A ()
YAAHPL2.0 BN S T B ROBLE 151, FEXHBUR A8 0—Ecbbitt 7 7 RY(L]. 45 % OR BT
0.0, BT, ZONKL AR, ARG RHR 2 P 7EROREE, SRR AT IR, i3
R B R 4 AR I B[]
AR FRAL AL 1077 S5 J2 0 A M H R BRI A R RO, 4 L0 5, (kb
SUR T R R SR R B, RIIEbE 7, ARAL]:
W, =aP+8,Q,i=12:m (1)

Horr, Wi N ERBUS FIEE: a fla, N #RE (a1 > 0,8,> 0,8 +a; =1), Piv Qi 7Jil 2 i WAL AN
FIRBGES R RIBCE R H3]. A, EMBGE S FWREGEFSER, Kk, FRMEES T
ML R84 0.5 [3], A S IBUE L R Ik 3 k.

5. ZRANEGR

W TAFHIBUE SR J5 I BUE HEAT THE, 15 H &SRR R SR & PPN E (R 3), W IX e P4 {E i
175307, RBICL R JLAAFE: 1) &S BHE RPN E E 2 R TE 0.2~0.4: IRINARIGE BER sl PP (8 5 22
HEFTE 0.3~0.4, HOKME N 03782, H/MEAN 0.1499; HIRSM K ZIE SV EE L 0.2~0.3, T AMEAN
0.5517, #/]ME 4y 0.1507 : NSO BEUR AU PR B 48 T (E 0.15~0.4, i KB N 0.5941, 5 /ME 4 0.1216.
ATLAE Y, RINRI RIS 2 R DN, A SO BRIR A2 Rk . A SCOM B 2 FH s 43 BT o 11
Pl K. 2) SRR IFIPEN BN 0.2928, RN AL 585 f-F354E(0.3061) > A SCHCMIS 577
H1r1E(0.2995) > HRFM VT (0.2817), Ui A TR IR AALS SR BT IR K R LT, BARTVT 7313
M AR SOWR GRS E AR AUIS, B B AR 5O 2R B IR B AR /KT 75 249 B T AR &

DOI: 10.12677/gser.2022.115052 512 PRI


https://doi.org/10.12677/gser.2022.115052

W &%

Table 3. Combination weights
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Figure 2. Core density of all resource points
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Figure 3. Core density of leisure experience resource points
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Figure 4. Core density of human landscape resource points

4 ANXRMKFFESLEE

e\

* o N
~
S ~ J
-
~ {+ s ‘E
o &
_ . 5 7N, S
T e% e
Ne A :
N )
\Q -9
) “
. 5 >
~- A ! P N
7 ‘\P [\’—\ — - §>
N ~ > r S
J S ¢ {
v ~ j
V?“Vw/u I L NS e
2 S
7
LS

Figure 5. Core density of natural landscape resource points
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Figure 6. Comparison chart of standard elliptic difference of all
resource points
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Figure 8. Comparison of standard deviation ellipse of cultural
landscape
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Figure 9. Comparison diagram of standard deviation ellipse of
natural landscape
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