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2 2011.2013 2015

C ) (%)

2011 2013 2015 2011 2013 2015
1398. 357 1557. 462 1676. 821 12. 641 13.288 13. 470 0. 829
672. 179 701. 032 735. 268 6.076 5.981 5.906 -0.170
591. 383 672.526 696. 428 5.346 5.738 5.594 0.248
572. 402 563.771 575.732 5.174 4.810 4.625 -0.550
767. 895 985. 763 1257. 261 6. 942 8.410 10. 100 3.158
1286. 264 1305. 103 1325.226 11.628 11.135 10. 645 -0.982
580. 119 595.978 612.703 5.244 5. 085 4.922 -0.322
692. 228 710. 125 727.110 6.258 6. 059 5.841 -0.417
1192.725 1272. 169 1368. 032 10. 782 10. 854 10. 989 0.207
458. 521 405. 635 416. 642 4.145 3.461 3.347 -0.798
556. 780 562. 835 573. 643 5.033 4.802 4. 608 -0.425
578. 642 560. 781 572. 831 5.231 4.784 4. 602 -0.629
192.775 183. 365 192.473 1.743 1.564 1.546 -0.197
377. 831 425.756 438. 440 3.415 3.632 3.522 0. 106
132. 165 140. 825 145. 764 1.195 1.201 1.171 -0.024
145.786 164. 442 171.358 1.318 1. 403 1.377 0. 059
487.262 501. 461 513.672 4. 405 4.278 4.126 -0.278
138.379 141. 235 156. 429 1.251 1.205 1.257 0. 006
121.721 138. 156 145. 334 1. 100 1.179 1. 167 0. 067
118. 832 132. 493 147. 560 1.074 1. 130 1.185 0.111
: 2011—2015 ¢ )«
PNKS ) 2015 2011 .
() - GDP" > 10%
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Study on the M easurement of Spatially Unbalanced Development
and Industrial Agglomeration Degree of Cultural Tourism
Industry in the Tai Lake Area

Zhu Fei
( Yancheng Institute of Industry Technology Yancheng 224005 China)

Abstract: With the combination of related annuals and investigation data this dissertation has made a quantitative meas—
urement of spatially unbalanced development and industrial agglomeration degree of cultural tourism industries in the range of
20 different districts of the Tai Lake area. According to the research the industry shows an unbalanced development trend while
the concentration of industry in several districts has made the trend more and more obvious. In addition among the six cultural
tourism industries industrial agglomeration degree of two has increased rapidly from 2011 to 2015 while the other three have
maintained a smooth increase the cultural leisure and recreation tourism industry has being decreased. The agglomeration trend
has shown a trend of arranging form high to low in 2015 especially in cultural tourism commodity industry. In order to restrain
the tendency and boost the spatial agglomeration this paper has offered corresponding solutions in order to provide valuable de—
cisions for the policy-makers.

Key words: cultural tourism industry; spatially unbalanced development; industrial agglomeration degree; measurement;

the Tai Lake area



