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Fig.1 The Kernel density estimates of relative domestic

tourism incomes at provincial level in China
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Fig.2 The Kernel density estimates of relative inbound

tourism incomes at provincial level in China
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Tab.1 Markov transition probability matrix of

relative domestic tourism incomes at provincial
level in China, 1999-2008
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Tab.2 Markov transition probability matrix of

relative inbound tourism incomes at provincial
level in China, 1999-2008
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Fig.3 The regional conditioning Kernel density estimates

of domestic tourism incomes at provincial level in China
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Fig.4 The regional conditioning Kernel density estimates

of inbound tourism incomes at provincial level in China
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Tab.3 Spatial Markov transition probability matrix
of relative domestic tourism incomes at provincial
level in China, 1999-2008

ggﬁtﬁ Ly Ly Ls Ls s N
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Tab.4 Spatial Markov transition probability matrix
of relative inbound tourism incomes at provincial
level in China,1999-2008

Gl CTRA

WET 1 L Li Lin Liv Lv Ni
Ly L I 0.9375 | 0.0625 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 16
L Ly 0.2500 § 0.7500 | 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 8
L, L, 00000 00000 | 05000 ] 05000 00000 4
Ly Ly 0.0000 0.0000 0.0769 | 0.7692 | 0.1538 13
L Ly 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0769 | 0.9231 I 13
Ly L, I 0.8400 | 0.1600 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 25
Ly Ly 0.2500 | 0.6250 | 0.1250 0.0000 0.0000 8
Lu Ly 0.0000 0.0000 | 0.6667 § 0.3333 0.0000 3
Lu Ly 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 | 1.0000 | 0.0000 7
Ly Ly 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 | 0.0000 I 0
L, L [0B500] 05000 00000 00000 00000 2
L Ly 0.1000 | 0.7000 | 0.2000 0.0000 0.0000 20
Lin Ly 0.0286 0.0857 | 0.8857 | 0.0000 0.0000 3b
L, L, 00000 00000 01429 | 0871 ] 00000 7
L Ly 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 | 1.0000 I 1
Liv L I 0.0000 | 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0
Liv Ly 0.0000 § 0.7778 | 0.2222 0.0000 0.0000 9
Liv Ly 0.0000 0.3333 | 0.6667 | 0.0000 0.0000 3
Liv Ly 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 | 0.9333 | 0.0667 15
Liv Ly 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 | 1.0000 I 27
Lv L I 0.0000 | 0.5000 0.5000 0.0000 0.0000 2
Ly L, 0.0625 | 0.8125 | 0.1250 0.0000 0.0000 16
Ly Ly 0.0000 0.2667 | 0.5333 | 0.2000 0.0000 15
Lv Ly 01000 0.0000 0.3000 § 0.6000 | 0.0000 10
L, L, 00000 00000 00000 00000 | L0000 ] 20
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Spatial-Temporal Features of Inter—province Tourism In China

WANG Liangjian, LI Jingjing, CHEN Jinlong
(College of Economy and Trade, Hunan University, Changsha 410079, China)

Abstract: Based on Kernel density estimates and Markov Chains methods, by introducing spatial factors into
the analysis framework, China’ s provincial internal and inbound tourism development (1999-2008) dynamics
are studied. The results from temporal dynamics suggest that there is the evidence of club convergence. Majori-
ty of low-income areas of tourism and a small number of high-income areas of tourism coexist for a long time.
From the spatial perspective, we find that both internal and inbound tourism regional income are partly influ-
enced by proximity effects and there is a trend towards the development level of neighbors. But the dynamic
trends of the internal and inbound tourism are not always the same.

Key words: China; tourism; Kernel density estimates; Markov Chains
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