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Fig. 1 Landscape variation analysis for typical tourism spots in Lijiang County
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Tab 1 Land use and land cover transition matrix of Lijiang County, 1996~ 2001
/
) (m)
10 10 0~ 10 1 2 1300~ 1800 5 8
9 1 10~ 20 3 1 1800~ 2300 3 4
7 3 20~ 30 5 2 2300~ 2800 1 2
6 4 30~ 40 7 3 2800~ 3300 7 1
10 10 40~ 50 8 5 3300~ 3800 8 2
1 8 50~ &0 9 9 3800~ 4300 9 5
9 9 60 10 10 4300~ 4800 10 7
4800 10 10
333 , ARCGIS
Cost Distance ) ) ,
2

Tab 2 Tourism landscape pattem analysis of Lijiang County

(km?) (m?)
8 302 20 37 78
15 416 69 27 78

(m) 1300~ 1800 1800~ 2300 2300~ 2800 2800~ 3300 3300~ 3800 3800~ 4300 4300~ 4800

(%) 325 795 78 26 8 15 1. 47 0 86 a 05
(%) Q15 316 16 56 50 98 22 45 6 65 0 04
©) 0~ 10 10~ 20 20~ 30 30~ 40 40~ 50 50~ 60 60
(%) 65 87 17. 67 8 42 511 217 Q71 a 05
(%) 24 96 37 14 25 31 10 29 2 16 Q13 0 01
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Fig 2 Distribution of tourism landscape patches in Lijiang County, 2001
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Preliminary research on pattern of tourism
landscape ecosystem: Method

JIANG Yiyi'®', WANG Yanglin', CHENG Shengkui’
(1. China Tourism Academy, Beijing 100005, China;
2. Institute of Geographic Science and Natural Resource Research, CAS, Beijing 100101, China;
3.College of Urban and Environmental Sciences, Peking University, Beijing 100871, China)

Abstract: Tourism landscape ecosystem is a territorial complex which is formed by the in
teractions between tourists, residents and their circumjacent environments. And the pat
tern of ecosystem can also be seen as spatial variation of interactions between such ele
ments. As aresult of element interactions, the tourist flow structure is taken as the key
point on pattern study. Traditional methods to analyze the landscape pattern cannot reflect
the characteristics of tourism landscape ecosystem and the reciprocity of elements. There
fore, this study proposes a methods about the pattern of tourism landscape ecosystem,
which is built on the basis of landscape ecology and tourism spatial theories and methods.
This methodology includes five parts: the area of patch, the shape of patch, the pattern of
patch, the structure connectivity and function connectivity of corridor. A case study in L+
jlang County, located in northwest of Yunnan province, is described. The patches and cor
ridors of Lijiang County were evaluated by employing such methods. T his study showed
that: (1) The method combines structure and progress study, and has been put forward
for the landscape pattern study. (2) This method provides a scientific and spatial basis for
management and environment protection of tourism area. (3) This method reflects more
efficaciously the spatial relationship between elements of tourism landscape ecosystem,

and should be applied for the sustainability assessment of tourism area.

Key words: tourism landscape ecosystem; landscape pattern; method



