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Tab 2 Rotated component matrix

G s . 812 . 021 -. 067 - 023 .027 ~-.09 .005 .053 -.045
.790 . 058 -.008 .030 .000 -. 159 - 023 -.028 -.032
. 781 -. 067 -.086 - 066 .006 .042 . 123 .099 . 062

[ep)]

G .779 -. 074 -.059 .004 .038 -.019 .124 .089 . 077
G . 775 . 039 . 080 .010 -. 082 -.225 .003 .O018 ~-.083
G . 754 . 009 - 131 - 049 .073 -. 018 .014 .05 -. 010
G s . 729 -. 095 -. 025 - 056 -. 089 . 180 . 168 . 042 . 059
G . 614 -. 004 -. 020 -. 104 -. 055 . 118 . 361 . 139 -. 062
G - 592 -. 024 - 070 . 016 -. 042 . 331 . 164 -. 143 -. 027
G - 018 . 692 . 216 . 167 -. 047 . 063 . 126 . 036 . 037
G - 019 . 683 . 050 . 182 . 181 . 127 - 066 -. 028 . 016
G - 029 . 680 - 144 . 139 . 102 . 085 .066 .050 . 062
G - 069 . 654 . 007 . 122 .374 - 132 .073 .028 -. 184
G . 032 .648 -. 047 . 192 .424 -. 081 .000 -.044 -.075
G - 072 . 589 . 094 . 081 . 039 . 200 . 066 . 171 . 251
G - 084 . 533 - 120 . 192 -. 071 . 281 . 068 . 027 . 273
G s - 031 . 513 . 055 . 153 . 211 . 399 - 063 -. 040 . 109
T - 029 . 058 . 722 . 065 . 115 . 101 . 063 . 194 ~-. 138
T - 089 . 153 . 702 . 151 -. 002 -. 107 . 029 -. 006 . 314
T - 081 . 066 . 684 .072 .215 . 126 . 045 . 046 -. 233
T - 049 . 170 . 683 . 105 -. 035 ~-. 158 - 001 -.064 . 385
T - 001 . 104 . 570 . 041 . 021 . 123 .067 . 343 . 016
G - 066 . 202 . 077 . 731 . 089 . 053 . 040 -. 005 . 060
G - 034 . 175 . 063 . 715 . 125 . 121 .044 . 083 . 098
G - 041 . 246 . 136 . 658 . 124 - 099 . 000 -.026 . 041
G s - 008 . 240 . 138 . 610 . 109 . 331 - 050 -.072 -.061
G - 145 . 147 -. 094 . 388 . 156 . 236 . 244 . 123 . 380
T . 028 . 173 -.160 . 195 .704 .051 - 050 . 087 . 213
T . 002 . 129 - 130 . 153 . 695 - 030 - 025 . 099 . 148
T - 068 . 313 . 242 . 096 . 655 . 112 .038 -. 123 . 024
T = 107 . 122 . 409 .013 . 573 . 238 . 060 -.087 ~-. 097
G s - 017 .409 -.004 .202 .236 . 563 - 046 -. 025 . 083
G s - 021 .379 -.019 .319 . 134 - 542 - 075 -. 059 . 059
G . 006 . 104 . 102 . 293 . 015 . 497 - 097 . 045 . 069
G . 308 . 072 . 054 .062 .014 - 027 .721 -. 135 . 096
G R . 193 . 144 . 087 .076 .053 -.140 .710 . 123 ~-. 054
G s . 461 -. 064 . 120 - 122 -. 157 -. 005 .537 . 168 -. 092
T . 251 . 013 . 071 - 041 . 037 .033 .045 .789 .021

T . 050 . 098 . 364 . 077 -. 014 -. 106 .031 . 644 -. 032
T . 046 . 157 . 050 . 110 .280 . 132 - 063 -. 033 . 664
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Tab 3 Spatial distribution of tourist facilities and projects in Huangshan City
¢ () ( RMB)
22 1 7 9 5 64 14 50 12 113 05
8 0 4 4 0 - - - - -
20 0 1 8 11 31 1 30 19 90 25
6 0 0 1 5 6 0 6 7 31 41
2 0 0 2 0 1 0 1 5 7 50
1 0 1 0 0 2 0 2 1 2 40
1 0 0 0 1 2 0 2 2 2 00
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 2 00
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Study on spatial differentiation of residents’
perceptions and attitudes to tourism impacts:
A case study of Huangshan Scenic Area

LI Dong-he"?, ZHANG Jie’, ZHANG Shangzheng', FANG Chao’
(1 Department of Tourism Management, Anhui University, Hefei 230039, China;
2 School of Geographic and Oceanographic Sciences, Nanjing University, Nanjing 210093, China;
3 Tourism Administration of Huangshan City, Tunxi 245000, China)

Abstract: Residents “perceptions and attitudes to tourism impacts have been a hot study is-
sue of both tourism geography and tourism sociology. In foreign tourism studies, the dis-
tance between the residents”habitations and tourists attractions has been taken as a main
factor in explaining the differences of residents” perceptions and attitudes to tourism im-
pacts However, similar studies are not found in domestic literatures in China Consider-
ing the above conditions, taking Huangshan Scenic Area as an example, with the aid of
questionnaire survey, using techniques of SPSS and Arc View GIS, spatial differentiation
of residents’perceptions and attitudes to tourism impacts bought by Huangshan Scenic A
ea are revealed The results indicate that residents in the hinterland of Huangshan Scenic
Area show evident spatial differentiation of their perceptions and attitudes to tourism im-
pacts brought by Huangshan Scenic Area In determinate spatial scale, the intensity of
residents perceptions and attitudes to positive tourism impacts wane and negative tourism
impacts augment as the distance increases; in a more extensive space, affected by its
tourism spatial structure and enclave tourism mode, the spatial differentiations of residents
“perceptions and attitudes to tourism impacts brought by Huangshan Scenic Areatakeon "
W-shaped" structure and "M-shaped" structure to positive tourism impacts and negative
tourism impacts respectively. Also, the forming mechanisms leading to the above differen
tiation rules of residents” perceptions and attitudes to tourism impacts were analyzed,
which are residents ” knowledge of the scenic area, acting mechanism of tourist flows,
transportation routes and residents’response to tourism development. It is thought that we
cant oversimply deduce that the residents’perceptions and attitudes are "distance decay" or
"distance increase". The tourism spatial structure and its subsequent effect should be
taken into account when we analyze the spatial differentiation of residents’perceptions and
attitudes to tourism impacts. The aim of this study is to reveal the spatial differentiation of
tourism impacts, so as to offer some guidelines in optimizing regional tourism benefit and

making community-oriented humanism regional tourism development strategies

Key words: tourism impact; residents’ perceptions and attitudes; spatial differentiation;

Huangshan Scenic Area
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Fig.2 Spatial differentiation of residents’ perceptions and attitudes to tourism impacts in Huangshan Scenic Area



