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B B e IS S ARG CEE GIS) P Ty ASCHL 25 PERT ST I 207 ik . BREM T EMEMI S [FLER , 4
o B ] 225 () SR AT A e A Y . IXRRZOCEER AR, AT LLFGA AT A 28 ) B 2RV R A 2k, A B T
JEZRAE T BR AR B =2 AT A ATy, SC AT At 2 2SRl R . A SCIR IR REER P 5 78 M GIS B 5 iR IR AR Sk
TARRERIR I R B R AR M S TR B 7k 1 nT AL T B 2= (RS LA S T 2 F B A At x2S [ e v
B o 2 GIS AL OMUAN 2 WL T ) 20 F 35 3L, AT S 3 m] AR R B S (R T2 5 b A 1
T2 28 MBS AT, At 2 zs MBS AR TR R 2 0] . BRJm , e PRt O iEiedh i WP iRk

IS LRI £ 2505 TG H T (R AT TS A T e 2R

% 4 .52 PEMDVLG B RAE  OPRAUI s AT BUL I M R fE 221

1 515

AR, Bl R T A 2 2 B) S E RS TR
AR , B8P B U BB AT ) MR S5
ARZE P SE I I UG 32 B AR FOQHE . A A
[] b P 5075 B B S5 R A — e I 25 5k, &2
B PR 3 T4 T BUR T RS R 3 I T AN BE I Jie 0 6T
W FEAARAT R B8 Iy 7™ A 52 W (1% L5 X 3 (Kwan,
2009), FFXFIX— A, A S F AR T T SR
AN 52 1 [n] 81 (Uncertain Geographic Context Prob-
lem, UGCoP) (Kwan, 2012b), Kwan(2012a, 2012b)
AR, L S R AN o 2 e IR T4 () AR ] 2
A7 T AN e B At DR R AR AR ], 43 B 45
RSN ST 22 MR, G 7 et
I 5 0 8 M Hb PR 8 &R 48 (Qualitative GIS)
SIRA T B — A s A 5T S

VB Ry M B2 YR A 777 (Hybrid Geographies) [
By MBS B R (EE GIS) s m ey
K2 b P 2 1 22> G, AR Rt A o A ik
BTSRRI T AR Ak BME B RS

Yim HER:2016-11;1&iTHHER 201612,

TEAT ST v 1 0 B OG Tt H b PRAT 2 R SE 1)
SEARBER , AUBRER T AE 50 1Y S5 3 SO 3
R RGAER WA T 2R AR R k.
MAMEIE 246 Th S 5 AU PEE B & 45 (Participa-
tory GIS or PGIS) J2 /s /2 5 i Bl B R 4t (Public,
Participation GIS or PPGIS), 54 A B 54 A 4
5 Rl ACRE G TR R o3 AT 5 sk v, B T Web SEELHE
FRECHE 58 B AL BRY . B B0 1K 2 R R
(CCABERE WSO A R S 4 5 i 2
{5 B R ) Z AR W 2% GIS, 7] 528 2 Ff
EVEAE B A9 ] AL (Knigge et al, 2006; ¢ 3 5 4,
2013),

AR E T GIS 1Y & ek P 7 N SCHb R 27 A
FEARME TR ik S, T SR 2 & o it
JE ARTE [ IR AT 5 2B B, 2 T P GIS
AR A N b T R S s [ R A R T
AR E o AR SCHIN E P GIS 1Y 5 ki S AR
WA 22 AR ) N FH A T AR B, |, IF X
] T Ji [R) 2Rk 78 A7 R B, LT X6 A S Bk 5% T
it o
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2 EVEHLIE R ARG S ST 5T

2.1 EMHIBESRAFHBSRES EEHIBER

RFEHIKRFR

20 tHH22 90 4EAR LIS, GIS 77 i H TR BFgE A4
(1) Z AT 2 B, — 2o 0 5 e Tk &
(AT AT PEEAT THE NG AIE , 42 Y T I ) GIS A9
o LA GIS 2 B2 54, o2 BE )  25
GEA S EMES IS GIS b, indepE &=
MOJRBR T AR FE A, B GIS, ¥
TEPERT RN A GIS 42 sAL B R AT 16, 72 7 GIS £
SRR AR T A A 5T 45

SETE GIS J5 i 5 % 2 GIS 7 e iy X ), 20 T
FoAhE =0 v 5 S F I i X . £ GIS B fE
Xof Hby PR G2 (4 T S T R A B At ik ks | i
FEPE GIS WIDGH: M BRI G 75 I kL2 At A e
FIRHM PR X o M GIS 2 B AR
T B SO L MRS ARG X AR (9 1
0B R AR, TR BV | 3 T ZE X A I T
(B 98 o R AR B R AT B, LAAS 32 0 7543 1) B At
(1), —J7 T, nDRE I GIS BRA# MK e M
BARERLE] GIS tp, HAZ OB PE B AR /bt
T 5 73 [P EE 0 A BT O AR RS LA BT R 2
(] K 15 )5 1) 75 X (Cope et al, 2009); 75— J5 1 , J2:
14 GIS MUE HERF T T IS & L 3B ZFE W IA
5 2, A IR SRR I o 2 AR, DA RS
[i) Ko FLAth 2 28 2 8] ¢ 22 A E gy anuf = A R Hog
Wil o XA SR — AN B — [ 7, 1T 2 R A 5 25 ]
WFIE Z AR E AN AT A Z R ST 7 (Knig-
ge et al, 2009),

SEPE GIS AT DASE B 28 (] 3 ZREAL IR R, 2

ERTE BLAGIS 7%

RIS
R
i

. o R R VG B H53GIS -
BOVEEMI| e o bt e bbb AT P
e

3 HEHE B R » ZHEFE
B S AR T RS

REEX am

B/ RS

et 7k UL SO B R s

K1 GISTIES BHEM TR &

Fig.1 Integrating GIS methods into qualitative research

fr 27 F WA 5 B UE ] T 3% — W 55 (Elwood, 2006;
Knigge et al, 2006; Kwan et al, 2006; Pavlovskaya,
2006; Kwan et al, 2008), {HUL A= H I, T4
ARBE 2 WAEAE , 8 M7 R GIS W 3& & ik R 5218,
AN JE LIRSz 1 H 2 BE (Crampton, 2009).
22 EMHMIBEERFNEXMARAE
2.2.1 5505 B RS S H

2 50 HLE B R G5 (Participatory GIS)JE X}t
FIH A B RGN IR R, AR B T H S B
RG5 web P H LA ARG ES 52|
B 4 Fpe sk 2 Hh (Sieber, 2006)., XRS5
HEEE BRG] LR ST web V5 19— R I
THMES WA DRGSR A ik
ik Ul A R R G A RS HEOR,
Tl A 5 M BT PSR, D 1 IBURF U5 (1) 335 BH
ZRGURIA NS R, SRIFEHEBU VR IX
R AALME, EHHEE B RE TIEELT .
FESRIBOR S AT e . HAR ISR A T 28
LA AN Z AR TE 15 R TE, Rl 2 e X AL T
NGAIRE SRR, oA Z R R

FEME GIS ARVFIF 5 H T I A ZFIE A Ll
P, DU R T 7 B8 A DX 25 Sy Sk o) [ it
NI 25 AN . GIS 1IEARF ok ik B A 2
SR IRY i STE ¢ P TR I £ 2 R SN €Y & FS K
RERE, 25 E B R G 7HEA,
& B b B B (Volunteered Geographic Informa-
tion, VGI), FH 538 A E Ay 7 S 2 3 1ot X 46 28 5K
B 7 W B BT 5 Al ] L5 (Goodchild,
2007) VGIHAZCo 28T 1 MR A5 8 A5l AR T
RKI N Z R IT R RS, AT LATE 2 S5 31
N, B AR S TAE & TT R 5T 09 A B0%
1, T LI RIS b o g el 2 5 3 25 (8] Y 5.
gz, TEEE R ZRR IS RIREE

A FHWESE T VG T A HHURT RS e 1z rh
MR o BT ICT HOAR , AR R DU HE b 4 b S8 T
BUK . ARKERE R, DIRAMESE GIS 75 115 248
5 TR AN BB AN FE 43 [B) R R AR Gk AR s 25
R AR 5 45 B AN BB Ok il — B0y ), 5 A
VGIE I By T B b B fi 1 N 2 IR i A2 4k
I b BB AE A IE SRR I IR P BE A (2
{245, 2010), LA OpenStreetMap(OSM) K], OSM
SEULE 2004 4F AR FARHLKZ 3, B AR —FP
WS 1z 0 ATk BT A N G i 48 el 1) T 57 1 15
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OSM {14 Hu R B DR AL 16 P ML F 241 A GPS 2
fie 1 T &% 2 % 45 R U A5 B RNL 48 18 BG4
2010 4= | 7SR A GPS SRAETH
B , IFhR R o5, PR N IR 58 8 T BT IR R
T HIE I, by [ PRt i F e S it 1 ),
2.2.2 IR S SR AT AL T
YENEMERHE S GIS I kR & IR %R, — 1 E
B SR 2R GIS ik 5ok B F A5
FJ% & (Geo-ethnography) 77 7 FIFLAR 2 8 (Ground-
ed Theory)fHZ5 & o i 7E GIS A A 1] 25 4
B T AR A, AT R A B R AR A A 2 R
FE RIS IR, X4k 2s (80T (BUA PR S5 A
TR R A AR A B TR Al GIS 5N
SEOTEARSE A o X TR 35 T B 4R R (18] 2) . —
SRR LT FEAE 2 d R gl . ol an JsiAs
TEZRBERRE AR B s , B e 7 ARA
Al RERIAE BA XPU . [RIEE, 22l Jr =X
BRI EAE I T ZEIL, ONE F G AR
L AN TA] H AW SE R s R I AR A T e R AR T
HAN [ £ (Paviovskaya, 2006) , i LE 4 2 0] t. 47
fE— A S g, RV NEI 4R . A
[] 3 & R R AN [F) 23 i) RUBE | A F o ) i, Jre
TSR R X BB Y B A
TG AR A2 0 R SR B A BOE i
P WA TR RS, Q0 o0C TR B W L E AR R
L) Hb B AR 52 (McLafferty, 2002; Knigge et al,
2009; Kwan, 2009), 4, &) o 4 & 43 e e
PR T —FP I R A e B R ST B
oA Y AR (AR IS T A A RIS Y
INRBEE AT R . —RRRINMLERE . GIS 5 AR
45 G 4 T RIGE R A R 5 25 R AU 8 0
BARRIEGE A I I B A R AR AR
SEJET b AR AR 5 A 7 ) B A 2 A R (Cope et
al, 2009; Fielding, 2009; Knigge et al, 2009), ] 40
FUMRTTALAE 7 e UAR B pd e pe i A v B GIS
BBV AR il 5 ok S E R
HS AR R —20rh o i A GIS B b i 4
I REARAR R AR B i 25 (], F S A RUBE I
)5, Al DL B — S AR BT DL A
(Knigge et al, 2006), .2, X FiE (G B RS0
I, A BTS2 AR 7 v AN R REE B AN )2
R IRAER A S 3

ZEYPE

Fho i

Yl
ISR

B

ZHERE Hlfi+E Pl ARk

K2 GISTES NI AT EA S i =4
Fig.2 Three dimensions of the integrated GIS and

anthropological research methods

Matthews 55(2005) & Je e i T 24 A Ho Bl RO A5
() T A B R GE T 10T IR T ) (] 2
FYBISHESL , FH 10 53 S5 AR [F] M 3D H 8 05
7S], FEXHIRICA R BE B 5E 1, Matthews 55
(2005)$2 I T VR EE VIR T AMTTHE S Hh 7 46 525 (]
FE L IR B SO G B S Z ARSI T
VI R MR H S S S0 9RE B IR Arc-
GIS # AL I & T F 5 i 1 5 4 X R
BES AR ITHEAT AT A BT R TR T R
BEE . UL, MR B R G DR s A S R%
B EAFN ARG LS A B
AT R H B AT A I E AT i 2 538 it
23 AR AL G SUR RIGE T I HA R

[ 34 1) A AF 5% 348 1 46 Knigge 55 (2006) 2 H
FYFLHE A 14k (Grounded Visualization) J7 % , 248l T
Matthews(2005) 5% , 1% J7 12 [RIFE B 37 7 AreGIS
FEBL ) FERl 22 |, Knigge 25 (2006) % 22 It 14 44 k)
(R WRURITAR 25 A — sk s Rl o, A — A2 B
AT 2 3 P 1 B B ST B R R
PEBE B 25 [RVERAE S0 rT A4k, A B T & B
) M B ES SE U A T S 47
2.2.3 HEIAE TR

Uy — KRR IR IE T Ao (0] L B2 AR RS
PRI I AN AR B AR A 45 B R 5T A
GISH . X FhIk TR A b H 2 AR A 7 vk, H 2
W GIS 45 i F 7 [R] 4 AR 5 X AR 6] SCfb 3 5 FAMA
A3 28 7 B R PEBR A 25 A (Kwan, 2007b), Kwan
Z5(2008) 45 A AR 43 15 GIS i T 5T GIS b
HRLER M1 )7 5 (Geo-narrative), T & T —E1TH

@K 58 2010-2-12 ¥ MRz - AR 1L — 04815 A —4E http:/mews.163.com/10/0212/11/5VANH95B000125L1Lhtml.,
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MU B oy B 444, F5 = e T Ak A i e PR 8 &
4L (3D-VQGIS). ZI7 LM AR A A R W b i R e
A B e e R ) = A e AR A
PEABHE GIS HE & V56T B M 4w R 23 G fith i)
SRS 3R, AT AR ST S s ' A
RS HE T — D2 UAR R IREE , 15 T 53 B Ak e bt
FERT B 545 RE B BR 4 (Kwan et al, 2008), FH5¢
5 H, Mclntosh 25 (201 1) 2 4L T — A4~ 1E 20 M
FERT G SCAS (AR AR U5 R 55 Hh B B 25 B3t A it
P ARG B 0 5 e 23 (R) B PR RI M FEL - 3C
AR BN I TE LS X — ZR 9 A4 it ] 57
Gt IFHES , 33X RIS FH XA A 28 7 R S s
(R A2

Jung %5(2010) R FHB& A AN R ) 3%, TEAE SR
TH 5 HL 5 B 5T 2598 43 4K 44 (Computer- aided
Qualitative Data Analysis Software, CAQDAS) 5 }
PE B RGE AV R AR AR B T i
SHE PEROE , T B AR ArcGIS P PR B (B e
# NVivo) I Fu i i & P& 17 7] ArcGIS SCF, i
Tt R 8 4 5 O 2 (A5 b A P R AR 4 B 9
W AR T AL B AT — 2 B EOR T
TR T HERE ) B AR, A 228 TF R T 4428 Geo-
Inquiry P T4, , 28 33 AUA A 2 s T A 2 TR
P el Fe A 2 () D) R AR SE A L, WMk 1 —&B 53534 T
B HrRe A BT B B RGP B TR KA,
AR ER T B A0 s i A
{41 (Buckingham, 2012), 7, i A 2735 {di F AT-
LAS.ti 742 Bl A e 4 b LA 8 2R 8 R X Bk i 2 [
FESA P HTIIE . BB IR T RS T M3 g i
PRS2 BVE R, DL AR T 22 At 2 3
“EAIEST HR Al 2 1 GIS BY52 0 (Verd et al, 2012),
2.2.4 PHIHIE B T2

A K] 5 2 €] (mental and sketch maps) 7F
BN v oy i S E S W SR /N I S W Y S 1B A ES B
H AT A Hb R | BT AT 2 (] PRI A S B e
N 247 A W) J5 ¥ (Kitchin, 1994; Golledge et al,
1998). IT4FR, 2 H5AWF 5 E N GIS Wiz T4
SEERvR N I SN EIF I E NS I P 2 eY vev)]
e, T4 BIE WAy — 32 R s sk T A ot
5% T LA AR AR A W) A 4 b 5 1 5 4K 55 (Clerd,
2003), TEAEMEGISHIR T, FLEWHEE RS 55K
HIRE B RGN — R OB B , A Y
KSR AR SR g s N Z 4L et
(A TR ARG, TR S P GIS 55 WebGIS 178K &

AT AR B EIR A R, DRSS R
28 1 i 2 4R R 2 K 1 (Harris et al, 1998;
Sieber, 2006; Martin et al, 2008), fifi FH T4 & 7k
PP IAAE T, A AR 22 56 ) Il R 2 R B i , A
B FSE 8 aT At 223 (e B gk 72 FT o vh i)
B fig , [l Bh =25 A A7 Bl T R 9 PR 2 Rk 72
Ffa L AT AL B RN 4 G b T A5 AR R R
FEFSTHT o

— BERFE 5l FH 3 T A58 (Cieri, 2003; Loe-
bach et al, 2016)5 F it 2855 24 il (1) F-22 A TIF 5
(Matthews et al, 2005; D'Antona et al, 2008), [fi £
REURHFFE 388l — B R G 2 IR 7 R Ak
UE Z2 A~ 8 A % 52 2 [8) 554 B — 0P (Dongus et al,
2007; D'Antona et al, 2008)., 5 4 I (A bR 1CAS 7]
FEE, DA 4 55 60 A ZE U iR R Y [ 7 (Harris
et al, 2003; Brennan-Horley et al, 2009), 7£{# &
PE GIS XA 23 [ BB 1 o B, T4 K 24
R — P Bl i o A B, TR RS AL T R A RO
T s AR B BOR LT AE S B D R ) — A
Fili o5, Pl 4 HL R T R ) 15 1R (Brennan-Horley et al,
2009). TEMCELAN L, A A TIRE 2K
MG, S am o B[] T A R A 1 B, 1 SR A
TR G A5 J7 1, IFH WebGIS HHEZS &, {3
TR B2 B Z AR T —A> 2 Rl i) & 30 3¢
FiE 5%, i AT LA A H P B S 2 28 g B ik #t
I 5 23 [ AR OCHE . X 2R Rt 7 — It
B A 25 6], AT T A R 25 54 S A ELAE
(Scharl, 2009),

3 SR RS T 2
W5

3.1 ETHRRRIEMMIBERES O
3.1.1 DA P PR TR

IHH AR AT A A DN 2 — Rk
TR RN R R R R BAE IR T )
AR R o T2 M EDR AR A = 2 T
Tiik BT AR B R AR T R 2 T R (H IR E
EAFAE—E AL, AT 2 FE) XA
REUR(EIRF5F, 2007) RECH#ENZATT
T3 AT 1A A A S [ A [ 3% (R X R T
VU E S A ek 2 1A OO MR A2

75 SIS PN A A BRAIL ) -5 S0 e PR R A
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[P T A 25 5 | i 3 B G T 1 H ARt B
HERIRSE . AR LAAE 22 FRBE 0 £ B BR A 1 UK
=9 W s |51 1 R 1 R s 7 S 2 BN A
SR, T A 7 B R Ry 58 4 N A B DR AR S
(Davidson et al, 2011). TEREE A SCHLIE 2= BF 58 1
IR 1) B ST AR DROWL AR 52 8 N 3t 7
PEWTSE K, RGN IS A 23 23 1) ) EL S LA (=
KA, 2016). “fF Ik 1] (14 7 HE 52 SRR 2P 32 X
B AR FE SO E A AR SRAE LSRR RO B
A PR AT B TR ZI5 Wl (R 55, 2015), {HX A
MR R AT UE VA A AR 3
3.1.2 GEPE GIS 5T 1% BRI 1A AR R AR A
gaxi

M GIS 7] LUK 32 i Hb B 5 ¢ AT
FARMAT Jy A< Bf Ko HL 55 B 23 [R]AH JCHR A 1 AN A
GIS 73 Bt , R T2 [ VG 32 I 3 45 ) 246
P Az A 7 =X A vl LR A I s B 1 J S
T 8l (B 8

TR ERESRBIRNAR THZ —, Bee
(2013)i 53 AT Ak 2 18 2 L 52 e 55 3 43 1, 40 i A4S
A G ] U A iz 55 T T 2 25 A A E DR SR P S
%25, ZH5AFLEENR S 550K A N
2N S (] vh ) E A, IR S BT X RGA
PESCF B 73 B FIE D5 A, 457 s B Y B S AR 1 =
1] (Dennis et al, 2009), #A J5 i GIS £ AN 5 R
T IR 5 AR IR A7 18 SO, LA
AL, RIS Z 5 7 A 1 R (il
Wi M T R)ES ] EE AL, B0 a4 B
I A R EE Ay | B A SIS A B F R AL . 3X
I H 287 5 [E 42 BRO [ 1l X B ) 55Tt (Verd
et al, 2012; Schoepfer et al, 2014; Milton et al, 2015),

WFFE N B3 AL 23 AR A AT T XA 4 17 S
B p ST (2 i N [ A TR DS N NG (NS B8 =
o5 BRI SR 2 5 E IR iy — L
b SRR LA PR N N AL BRI
75 48 TR 10 DI, PR R 3 Ao S iy L 24 1 AN AR
FHIE T 25212 AU BE /1 (Pain et al, 2006; Fielding et
al, 2009; Wridt, 2010), A WFFE# L 73 B[Rl PR |
XUPE A LS M 1) 2 SRR SRR (LGBT) Y H 15 3
%5 [A](Cieri, 2003; Boschmann et al, 2014), ¥ £ {1 {]
TS 23 [ JRevt 2 A BN 2 A ) 28 (B RS #E 2517
kg R A3 DA RGN ART 52 Wit 7] 7 i 0 s ] ) Je
2, LA R 2 20 15 TR X 2 7 AH DG

6, —I07E 55 [ %5 75 B 25 1 & W i i A v R 5%
FHUIR T 61> LGBT AMA, H e AT A b B~ &
A Z AR IR, H TR R D
17T R EE R B, A F0 8 P VTR A N 25 AU
BT X BRI TR . IR 2 55 2
FL B L BT B — BRI R, ST
FAE VTR [ AR 41 52 U7 3 1 PEe 25 i R A il .
5T N RIE S5 5 i AR ER Gbn il dafi i 28 (6
mn, =i s, =k, A E=TEH A %4
TEA I Fr A TR B e BN L 4, &k
ARSI ECF AT S BRI e 2SS
)5 P v, X AN PR AL AR T DR R AR A
B IXTUMFSY & B, LGBT BERAE A IL2S o] 42 4
JRER 22 MIARS T NI A T8 220 T AS 2 By () A
R, A i 508 A (Boschmann et al, 2014).,

S AT B SR A LR Y TR
B AR J SCHb P A () B AR TR B, AR
F S Hb B 2E B Y S G ) RE i GIS AR A
Mo T P GIS SR — RIAA R 7], i e Se
TAAE b=k 5 GIS FEmm G .. 5%
GEA R BB R AR T B LA, 7 1 GIS X ANk
AR IR EIE 1 R A T 5 1 2 [ I AT Ak
FEAS A B 5 23 (] 1 5 2R AT Ak ) 5 Xtk A7 2k
KR T RIS A RIS R T S A S (] A EOA
LT L2 P GIS #4515 Bt ) A 25 B A2 5 Ak
AN R B 25 2 2, BB TR T KA s (A RUEE |
FEHR AR IR 52 205 8, A T AR ) 79 J2 18 s
WA A T b 5 R ) AR Ak, ST A R I s B
R, XL HR I AL GE IS SRR A T B 0 ik 5K
B E]S
3.2 EFREAZENATRLENZEHAR
3.2.1 RGN HIRA I A

TRA 7 AR AR T 2C T 58 B R RIS
A T B, X SE AR T 1 GIS R G H 2L
B IREGEM R IR EA R A A
A DUHIE “HEAS FLA2 )RR 7 B 8 P CRRUE e T
FATIAE DUFIAL ), Toie &0 90 3 R A 1 Ui id
ST, RN IA AN BR 458 ™ A i, Rt
TR RUBEE TS T ARA5 9 NG B T B TR A 3
fif s 2t FE . R IRG RS R = Z A
PUB IR, TR A e E A R4 i i B
H 1 5 43 A B D0 %) 5 % (Knigge et al, 2006;
Cope et al, 2009), 734k, TR A T L wE o0t , A
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[ 77k N RDE S8 AL A AR 57
i, B AE R A TR . — SR iR e L
B ZFIARIE o3t RO 2 i B R e —
i 7F 47 f# 52 (McLafferty, 2002; Elwood, 2006; Mc-
Cann, 2008),

FESLSER |, OG5 5 AR (2013) Bt T IR A Hh
2717 JEARL 5o ] EL R e B2 23 [B]—p M 5 A
Sx—3CA” oo BRI, FEAS [ S5k R A
MO T R T Z s 5 A
i, FEFLAR AT A, 28 by ROBE L2 TR & 07k
R ER A — &R, AT e 5 AR
I FEAREESE , [FIA  PEEE (AR 0 O R
KAy Ry Al 5 s A AH SCHK , D43 At 1y X 5
o A R BUR S AR IS A T 152, LA
FAmiE AL XA 7 250 (5200
3.2.2 IRE IS ACTHRE AR

b A AR (18] 38 Ko Ay b P 2 SRR A TR 2
WAL A  IEZE U RS AR i . HAT,
VI Z2 At A WA AT 3 3l B A b st B bR 10 5 25 )
7R OGHK 1 — P RES T AR o i, Twit-
ter 11, FH P AT A — AN 4E IR R (ID L SO ML il
WA 3 119N (Graham et al, 2013), ) 7E25[A]
e S R AT | R R AR R R L W R AT
AL X 2L % BE (Erickson, 2010; Takhteyev et al,
2012), PEREFF PR 5 58 T 07 B i+ A i
PREE ) P E K B F GIS | ] MAL R A A X
FOBT IR 45 G 05 B by M B 2 S 3R 8T 14 BL 3 Bk
0 el 37 € I I S8 S i e S g 1 R )
YT, AHDAZTE A 4 0% J7 vk DA 2 2 70 g 5l
PN UG B, A SO B AT Bdls . X5
23 A AH A S AR A 5, ] R FH 14 GIS Al 2
AT LR T . A 2R R A B R
ST AR A S AR R 1 7 B AT DA 2 R ]
FAE PE B 57 77 A 1 DCRREAR 2, I ot T &
AARRS o AR 2= AN 2 7 S A o MR B s e 4R o
S BT, R B AR B O A B BT
SCHE Ry 5 43 B 0 T RRA 5 5 T2 %) 1o T A
A —Fh G PR 5T R b BE AT AL 9 5 72 (Jung,
2015a),

3.2.3 IREH RS TIALI I 37 0]

TEJE R 23 AT B XA H TG s as
() 01 37 Fir 19 2% 38 M T AL 2 S e A IR B 2
—o BT AT BT RS T, 2R AN

IRFS sl I 2y e ek HUlE 8 I R IR ARG
Bhas [a] (4 2 mUAE, 2008), 1 & T GIS FliE M5 s
F\ TGS AR 8 0 45 2 PR (s

XRE R R R ARIG I T T A SR
1.3 7 : 1Y 7T AE 1 (Elwood, 2009; Fielding et al,
2009).

TEIR G 5 1 05 3l 23 [ B R AR 5 43 A AR
rh A E P ) B FE TS N AE
AT Z WA EAE R OF AR ER AL 3 2
% o R VIR WA 1 2 RV EE AR AE M H G
) b 15 (Sherman et al, 2005), {fi Fl GIS — W IF & 41
PEAT ATARA , DA Ry JEE A 43 B 1 JER 5 b 1) S
P (Kwan et al, 2008; Jung et al, 2010), 13 2~ K H
AT AAR I A 1) T B, R 1 PR gh 2 18] B ) 7E
W N D AR Bl A [ 22 0 v B T IR R 2
FEAR )RR 725 S 1% [ 47 22 22 4 A3 30 23 ) 7Y
FEPERE BB, IR A B 0 25 [l A% JR)
(Nofre et al, 2016),

Mennis 55201344 H # Az 16 X iirib 23 [
YT 1 SR FIAR DG 7 832 5 1% 2l — % gh Ll A
e W A DR 0 SCAR A T OB R 1, 255
— A Y T B3 ) B ) YE 7% (Qualitative Activi-
ty space data View, QAV), AN[a] T LA i 25 B A%
() =2 nT AL, 7 WA, Mennis 257(2003) 1
B AR T, FE 2 ] SN AR TS 3l 23 ] T A1
Ak, TR AN ] B 8, | /N o] P45 [i] o Je
LA TG B2 [ AR AIE o 3K SR IR AN FR T 2
23 [ LA AR, o A 465 935 3 2 ] 1Y) g 4 (4
Jel IR o7 B AL AR 30) S 5 MR R G AR
FRFIE AN AR 285 1 [ (9 Hb SR A 42 4, FE T Ik
A TR AT ST 9T o
33 ETFZEEHMANHSTEAR

JETE GIS & — RS & B P 7
ATHFWRE1Z5#5 892 50058, JF R4 i r)
T8 BT, R 8 RN 23 B A5 B P 3 SR A —
&, HETC BT T8y i B AR RO o
3.3.1 EEGHAMRAT N A E AL A SCHK

NI A8 A, ST = el T R e i A
o — AR TS B A SRR FR Y R B AN Y
WIVER i i ] BB 2 1E T A R B3 A TR,
TN T A 3l T B A 5 A T R I Y 9 B
FA, a0 B AR E R AT R A S
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By np ki & S = A O E R . T
() A s W B3 T R AR T Syl e e
GIS 7k WA JB AR A BE AR IRAS RS
1 PR BB A 8 P ORE, B DR AT B 10 GRS
B2 (0] (AR AR B I AT, TR T AR S 3T ok
FAE ESIHLE . Kwan(2007a)BF58 T “911 Ff4”
I 0T 52 AR MR A 0 9 4 o 52 g 72
WAk PR B R AR S AT A A R F] L
RO T 23 [B] (R B o 323 Hp , XPAS [R) B[] B2 AN [
i 17 FH 22 T 01 003 32 HL A o B A0 AR B T DX 3 1Y)
T4 BRI T KFE LA S5 AR T R i AL

FERORAL A, WA DI R R sl A th &
Horp— AT B O p S R B, A A DT
ISR — LB EAW & A A, DL
TR R A TR B S AT . AT AR B 25 RS AE
I K S AT N SE 5 2 A EE A B OB AR
Al Rk T NG E AR, 2013), ARG
B A 6 5 L H R AT AR O I 1T H R A T o
Al 2 AR 42 1F B8 M A €0 19 22 £k (Pred,
1981), PRl S A A A= i g A o 9 S RS54, 2 A
AR T SR X 3 = g i 1 AL, AT B B A A
PRI 2SR T 0, A Bl 4 1 PR 45 28 R 20
A=A DI RE R
3.3.2 IS [A] 5 SRS [H] 1Y) H. 5

PR P 45 B A BAm IR AR ACT) I & &, LA
26 SJy A R A R AU 4 ] 3 2o 5 A AR A T Ry
SRS [R] 43 B R 52 M A ARA 728, 32 7 A S AR 25 ] v
IR AT AR

L2 [B] k2 B sl ] ASCAR f B RS
It HgoE SO —FRe s AR T A B Scfe 5 |
ST B ER R 7E R R R A Al )
FERE TV 28 R R R, BB R EE SR E
BN FR S8R , I B T 2L AR 4k 5l
FER AT SE M TAE A5G M AL IX e
In TR AT s M2 45T f . TEXEETENL T,
IR RN SR 5 () A TR 5 R 402 (R Y —3
Iro HECWIS IR At IX SRV G N BB i S
53 ARG G R (Pink, 2012b),

R FA 2 ) i A5 Y 900 A A TR T 1 S8 AR
LA AL S IRBE, A, B AR SR T T
AL B R 5 43 M (0B i FnpIL 2, g4
KT H, I RE kst B A 5 45, 255 77 48 T nl Rk
Sk FU B8 T AR RGBT . LR R ARG

TEF2s ) b s ) FE B & (Hine, 2000), i
FH Uit 872 1] W St U422 [, 32 3 e s A )
AN EERNR, P22 R0 5 iR
TE—i B gh s AR gt T —FpE Ay O 2Ok AT
#1425 % & (Pink, 2012a).

P [F b B 2 B AR X0 N SIS0 Bl Rz 3l 2 [ A% SR
IR T T EE R AT (B EOR A R — X L ELE S
PHZER , GIS JUHE & 1 GIS HoR I & g, —J5 i
R BE TN 25 Bl AR R TIOWL T B 2 T I A T
RAFEAF 5 53— T, b BR 1 80RN = 2k s B o] fi Ak
FEAR g3z F AN SC B[R] B2 ) S5 A RS T — A
A R L% (Kwan, 2004; Ren et al, 2007), {Hf5 5%
PRS2, A I UL [B) AT T ] R P 2 () B 25 254
HEATRLALL , BFFE VA I ST S AL 23 7E 25 18] BT A 4%
PIVER . SEbr b IBTEM ARG Sl 2T
SEAAR S () I 1) R A () 2 Ji , 3 ax i Sy SR 2 (1) 1l
READL 25 (8] 5C 2R ML HE SR | mTX i s i AR 2 A T
PelRE , LA DR $002 [8] rh UV e B 1% sh AL 2, T
BT PRAE B RS = A 23 B A R SE g
SRR AR AT IR, T TRV AR N 29 B A S A4
55 REAUAAS (B AR B A 20 AT Al AR 28 R0 70T (Yu et
al, 2008),

3.3.3 Fho A S A5 A 1 H. 5l

NI T A 23 25 R B GE  2 3 — BLAR R OGTE
Wi Lot AN R BE R L SRR S A (] Y
By, 2S5, IR GIS A it E {5 BN
J& AT PERIFGE 5 v SR b 0 A AR B 220G T
T WS S, 20 BTG Skt 2 S R g H i AR
1% %2 W B9 41 77 (Matthews et al, 2005; Pavlovskaya,
2009; Bagheri, 2014),

FEAE GIS J&—A> T il A~ A J8 A3 2 i) S b i H:
55 A BAE R AN SCR A B80T A B T3
i R AR FE AR WL A 23 TR, — B 5 3 2ok o
P GIS 77 v A #173#fr5& [ 1 7T Hope TV 3 553 H
Ffeit i 25 % B AR T I8 I 199 4 23 (0] 8 (Walker et al,
2015). Ay B AU A= i J) W RRAE 5 2 ) A B AR AR
A 38R R e M GIS iAo T e 70
2L BN Mt X B gt R, DL RN A
By L] 52wl At 77 f 4 B RN S AR JER (Milton et al,
2015), ZAFENMFE XA E L 545 3R Kz
FREGFEDTR SAH G, A1 Bl 1 VA A A A 35 1Y
Bl G A N I 4o N TR AL L P e 2 T S
PHE DB MHEE, WA AR B ATEA A
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iy JEYI R A 55 B 23 [ AT

JLEEAR T — A7 T HLR i AR i 2 A
FUREUAR U8 AT X 3k i 190 75 >R 5 DA 00 S5 B AR
N HE A SR AIR TR 2 d . R
£ GIS 7515 il L ZE At & 43 #7 HLAS sl F i 3y
U, St XIE AT L H % A2 16 A9 52 1 (Jung,
2015b; Loebach et al, 2016), 317 HCAE A Hhzs
] Je Bl T+t sk 2t AR E M ZS S
3 GIS i ki # LB X IR T SR & 2, IR e
B F gl A Ik T R R 5 FE Y AT BE (Alarasi et al,
2016), M2, Ao HEA 52 A B3R 2 a3 ]
WFFE B AE B — | B N 2 36 0 sl B AN T 28
], 2 (1) A S H e R A B A4S
B M GIS A B TR gt SRR 5 23 W] i Ik
ZAUE By, A5 BhF 5 7543 4 AR Hb 5 4 SCAk Y R A
R,

3.3.4 JE RS A5 [A] 3 Bl ) Ik

it B M B ~A A 5 9 B I E R AR LU T LA
5 T PR RG A « K AF DG () Ak 25 5 4 () 8 T P ) A
(R ETE , BIFTE 3T Ak DX A5 X (R BRE PR S, %o 2
BN BSOS 55 A A R 1) DG, X BURT
fa R EOR LR SE (XK EE A, 2012), BG4
TR R AR BrR AL, 76 LA B B ST,
AT NS A 0 i 5 A AR B AR TE o
Bl 2R 505 il ORI S SS A m W s 2 —,
FEXRFEAN AT R A5 Y R g ., A
LB DA Aot BAEN BRI N SRR AR
BF 2 1803 sh AT R A, TR PR AR 114 A 3 K B
AR, LA H GPS W SEWF 7 JR L 3 85 5 4 A0 4
HER AT IO R , 45 G VR B IR I D 4F
Abtt 2y SCARFREE 5 HAg R AU A 7 1) 5 FR (Wiehe
et al, 2008); 3d ik #1 X AT 3 BRI 58 TN & AR A 1
28 T H B R (E R 5 4 X BT 1 E R (Berke,
2007), 1B SERE A AR T 7 202 St S R 4
PR, 38 W R FH 22 b L 9 22 b J R DA AT Ak 3
51 B 4d IR 55 (Fielding et al, 2009), i+ &4t X
¥7 AR 55 (R T 465 )

DA (e 5 3 2 1) T 5 0 B 1 X B A R
MR A0S 8 1 G 3R DA SRR AR 1 R 2B
“EHLI 558 AR R BAR LA F 58 3 2217
(IR AR o3 BT A A 5 5 B 5% 2 8 () A, (L o0 R
(RIBIF S R EE /0 o 7 M GIS Xt B i 27 1) o7 ik
FIUAE 2 M GIS ik AR & I f -
ESFL R T I AN B8R, 5/ TR E A

PRAEH H A vh PR B 2R R O B, A B TR
PRANAAT 5 H BT A PRIE A 52 T L2 R of B35 1 1 TR
MR ot R M GIS FAR , AT S BN A H 4 1% 3
Hh B 2 SRR 5 e R R R A T IR B A Lo T IO 1
g FLR G N ] M i N2 215 s 26l 29I R
(WNTEAT 25 AE B Z I Ta] R A A AE—if S
B PR A 2 D PR T 5 B A2 B ) S RN 2 WL 2% A
LYSAE), HETON A5 e 2 5 1 K AR 2 BIL A
FRZIINH . T340, aTR I EVE GIS R A A A
R A SR S AR ) BRI S S e — 2 A AR
FEFE RO I 25 AL

4 #hip 5

b SN RE T GIS AR I 9 9 B H A 3 T -
Sx23 (B FE TP B L FAE TR ER . BeAh, P GIS 7
g i s LB L N | IN-c%: B o A T TR U]
HRFH . HAT, M GIS sk AE vE 5 A SCHL B 27
FRHPEHE TRKERE, BT 280 HE R, 15
Y [ AT AT R RE M GIS 7 AR i Ak & 2 e v Y
N FH B, TR R R [ AH DG A 5 I O R E AT
B,

(1) BRI 7 1T, B i — 2R 2 B 3g
BlA . o H R i 2 1 GIS, fIE #F GIS . A SCHh 3
2 AR FEERRG . BV GIS ik
FIWFFE AR IS4 A T 2 R0 7 =X Bdi Fn
ARk R R R DR A D T
PRI 25 [ Fsf b P 9 S A sk A G, 3
Z RN M 7 1 WA B R IR TR
XAPIEFIR A T BT SR, s XA R B 00
PG R IR O i, R E A 3L T
A S RGY AGRR A SE 2 AT B TP Y
I FH I A Sl 1 GIS 5 3 T 4k 25 23 (] (4 38 LA 5
It R IR EE R RE

() T e, E— A0 R 5T Oy ik Oy
FAUREE o 22 M GIS Jrik B L s 7 5% e P ik
BRI M . E T GIS R B S AL
T 2 9 AR [ sE ST LA 51 9 0F 55 & 2 55 10F
5, Z A AT 2 (R A B T 8 A R AT
FEIR, B R WIFTE 5 R L B . N T8 A2 B
SEARME , PE— IR R W F A AN FUAR rT AL 55y
PR 2 2 AR 5T A A1, N2 2 IR Z A
AR I IRI R, LIS S AL 48 R 58 e PR 5T
Z BB I o
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(3) AW IR T 1, HESI e AR iR T 5
SE T IEAR L, GEME GIS 25 5 HE Sl T 4 2545 i)
WS EIE AR . B, 0Tk P B Z HNE R
B AR AR 7k AN TR RUEE B A [R] 26 7
YA A BBl A7 BT 0 2 8] 5 AR 3
BLH AT RAARDT A2 2E PEAR O 4= 5 BIe 0T 5 AE
A8 IBOWL AR JZ T R i R S s (] i 22
HOCR, DU AL, S 3 #2231 Bg
(R ETR P TR S B S R =R 51 LB Y S o
AL S BRERT T ARG &, inse & =4 al fi Ak
FAR GARANEG S G 23 (R0 5 v A
HHT WebGIS 4 (I e X8 Wiedle 2 ), i+
S A PHEAPE AL TR k. R 7R AR
I 23 B AR FIAE A DR P G TERRR A XA Kk
AL 223 1A A SR, e 3 5 B s (] e sl o 2
AR IS S S A RTR B R S AR, sl A
s [ LS B P (I TR i T fiE:

(4) TEBE TSR T T, 3 U145 & 24 i Sl
WFFE BRI BSOS, AR, 5P H B B AR AL ik
W, T X T A rp — BB AT A SE, E M
GIS J7 AR ] LLAAEARRS A o Ao R B A
“LANCHA " FIR IS 5 RSO Y
SRUE, R E M GIS SETEA AR I 25 15 3, B A4
PR LE T S AR an DR, m] BT L rp B
P T8 1) 13 €01 S WA AR X RSB A 15 it A DG AR 55 T
TET B 5 >R 5 I 3 B R AL, T X IR A F 0k
NSO PRI o S, Xof B T 3k Tl fe
s [ AT, 2 PE GIS A T2 . S i
FEI AR 2 AR T s DX 2= "S5 ™ L, 76 25 5 P 2 B A
A7 0 FE A 23 05 2l 149G 2 L b 2% A0S Gl B iR Y I
ZS LA A HIr AT PRAS, B 5 AR B R T s R
i FE I 5 i, 171 A P GIS S S 5 e 22 % A I 25 ]
AL RS 2 i 2L R A R AR o P, R
HECHE AN AT RONESE, AT HE T GIS HE45  [i]
Mo PR 51 AR R I B Bl 1 s F 5 v & 1A
F 26 10T Sy S B AT A 30 Tl 52 R K T
MRS

IR, ENEGIS A —ER BRI, BEAAEIH
I B R BRI, s > B REAR T TR s BRI 1 ez
PG s A WEFEE AL A HSA SE B D) fiE
T3 J ) JRy BV, 7 I 5 DS i o B, 7
SR A ERAR I, PR A G2 A BT AU
FIHL R B 22 AR T BE 5 2 46 1 4 W, )2
FEAEXE AR , HOOMELAZE H AR i s 3L, 75 i

AN E R BRI, — LB P53 25 5 HE E M GIS
Y (E e A MR B = e ¥ I kR ]
BIASRHE , TR RETE 5 7 P A A (A= 3% s R Rl 5
O 2 BB SR, R GIS S M R B A
G, W EM IO ATk BT TR hini
R FCRE FH B SRR FE 2% 5 -0 A8 D0 5 PEAIT 505
BRI ——S B R, JUH A St
A B B A B (AR, 2011), REFRE
TE R EVE GIS I SEAT SE XA H b, BA 7R PHE
VT T A A AT
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The application of qualitative GIS method in urban
socio—spatial structure research

FENG Jian, CHAI Hongbo
(College of Urban and Environmental Sciences, Peking University, Beijing 100871, China)

Abstract: Qualitative Geographic Information System (GIS) is one of the important methodologies of
qualitative research in Western human geography. Integrating qualitative data and spatial elements, qualitative
GIS enables researchers to further illustrate how a spatial background is constructed and influenced by social
elements. Equipped with this system, researchers may reorganize multiple elements, and therefore demonstrate
the diversity and complexity of people's living space. Based on this, a three- dimensional visualization can be
conducted to depict the very detail of daily life path, thus realizing the visualization of processes of social space.
This article reviews current methodologies of qualitative GIS in the West, summarizes the application of these
methods in urban social space research, as well as examines the prospect of similar studies in China. There are
mainly four methodologies in qualitative GIS: participatory GIS, geo- ethnography combined with grounded
visualization, geo-narrative, and sketch maps. These methods are respectively certain combination of various
academic fields, such as critical Geographic Information System, anthropology, computer-aided qualitative data
analysis, and mental maps. The above mentioned methodologies are mainly applied in three aspects: individual
data collection and analysis based on emotion expression, activity space visualization based on hybrid approach,
and social space study based on qualitative GIS. Generally, qualitative GIS, as a relatively new academic
concept, contains multiple meanings in both micro and macro scales, making it possible for researchers to
observe and participate in social processes from various perspectives, which is beneficial for theoretical
innovation and further research of urban social space. Although there exist technical obstacles to the widespread
use of qualitative GIS in current studies, there is still plenty of space for researchers to move further and build on
this approach in the future.

Key words: qualitative GIS; geo- narrative; three- dimensional geo- visualization; hybrid geographies; urban

social space



