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Regionalization of Feasible Development of Tourism Land Use in
Historic and Scenic Spot of Jingpo Lake

XU Xiao-wei, LEI Guo-ping, WANG Yuan-hui, DU Yajuan, LIU Li-wei

(College of Resources and Environment , Northeastern Agricultural University, Harbin 150030, China)

Abstract : According to contradictions on development and protection of scenic spot for tourism of Jingpo lake,
suitability partition evaluation factors system of development for tourism was established by using survey da-
ta and the existing research results from two aspects of restriction and advantage. The researched area is di-
vided into 1 896 grid units under technical support of GIS. The different evaluation factors are segmented to
each grid unit by using function of its dump buffer processing, grid analysis, stack, links and data statistics
etc. different evaluation factors segmentation to each grid unit. Evaluation factor weights are confirmed by a-
dopting hierarchical analysis. We can calculate each grid unit development suitability index separately by u-
sing the GIS spatial analysis function, and then to use GIS cluster analysis function to get development suita-
bility partition map and district area for tourism of Jingpo Lake scenic spot. The research result show that
historic and scenic spot can be divided into priority development area, moderate development zone, restrict
development, moderate reserve and priority reserve, the proportion were 3. 55%, 25. 59%, 23. 57%,
37.83%, 9.46 %, respectively. The development direction of different partitions and request of management
system provide scientific basis for reasonable and orderly development and protection of Jingpo Lake.

Key words: tourism land use; regionalization of feasible development; historic scenic spot of Jingpo Lake
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