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Abstract

Based on the constructed evaluation index system of tourism economy and urbanization, the spa-
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tiotemporal evolution characteristics of the coupling coordinated development of tourism econ-
omy and urbanization in the Yangtze River Delta region are studied by using the coupling coordi-
nation model. The conclusions show that the coupling and coordination relationship between tour-
ism economy and urbanization in the Yangtze River Delta region tends to be good, generally close
to the high-level coordination stage. There is a small spatial difference in the coupling and coor-
dination degree between regions, which fluctuates within the range of 0.1 of the average coordi-
nation degree. The relative development level shows obvious differentiation, forming a pattern of
synchronization and urban lag polarization, among which the tourism economy has an obvious
driving role in this region.
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Table 1. Index system and weight of tourism economy and urbanization
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Figure 1. Change chart of tourism economy comprehensive evaluation index and urbanization comprehensive evaluation index
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Table 3. Changes of coupling coordination types
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Table 4. Relative development degree of tourism economy and urbanization
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