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Fig. 1 The model of temporal evaluation on karst tourism destination development
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Tab. 1 The power of factors in the model of temporal evaluation on karst tourism destination development
D1 0. 0481
D2 0. 0470
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C1 0.3715 D4 0.0474
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0.1016
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Tab. 2 The scoring criterion of factors in the model of temporal evaluation on karst tourism destination development

0~1 3~14 6~7 9~10
D1
D2
D3
D
C1 4
D5
D6
Bl ( D7 <0.5 0.5~1 1~2 >2
D8 <2% 2%~5% 5%~10% >10%
C2
Do <100 100~300 300~500 >500
C3
C4
C5
C6
C7
B2
C8
D10
C9
D11
D12
C10
D13
(¥%)HD14 <10 10~20 20~30 =30
Cl1 \
p]
GI_P( ) <<0.5 0.5~1 1~3 >3
D15
C12
B3
C13
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STUDY OF TEMPORAL EVALUATION ON KARST
TOURISM DESTINATION DEVELOPMENT

TAO Yu-guo', ZHANG Chun-li*, YIN Hong-mei’*, XIONG Kang-ning®

(1. Department of Tourism Management, Xuzhou Normal University, Xuzhou,Jiangsu 221116, China;
2. Department of Tourism Planning, Zhejiang Tourism Professional College, Hangzhou,Zhejiang 311231, China;

3. Institute of Geography and Biology Science, Guizhou Normal University, Guiyang ,Guizhou 550001 ,China)

Abstract: At present, there is investment choosing of first development or second development or multi-de-
velopment in many karst tourism destinations. The aim of the article is that little investment makes much
virtue. In accordance with AHP method, besides the evaluation factors for example resources, market and
superiority, the power of different development phases is considered in the model of temporal evaluation.
The power of evaluation factors is fixed by Delphi. Total and branch models of temporal evaluation on karst
tourism destination development are given. Then the qualitative and quantitative scoring criterion of evaluat-
ing factors is discussed. Finally a case study of temporal evaluation on development is applied, and then its
strategy is offered.

Key words: Karst tourism destination; Temporal development; Evaluating
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EVALUATION TO THE EFFECT OF LAND-USE IN
KARST VALLEY OF GUIZHOU PROVINCE
—A Case Study in Huajiang Valley

LI Kai-zhong', PEN Xian-wei’, XIONG Kang-ning®
(1. Land &. Resources College of China West Normal University, Nanchong ,Sichuan 637002,China;

2. School of Geography &. Biology Sciences of Guizhou Normal University ,Guiyang »Guizhou 550001 ,China)

Abstract; In order to test if the current land-use model is fit for local conditions or not, the land-use effect in
Huajiang valley is evaluated by means of analytic hierarchy process on the basis of 23 affecting factors, such
as land productivity, index of land-type diversity farmland area per capita and GDP per capita. It is showed
that the land-use effect is best in Cha’eryan village, second in Yundongwan, Bashan and Mugong villages,
and not so good in other villages. It is also proved that the current model of planting economic forest or grass
is suitable for the local environments. But anyhow, the overall effects of land-use are not even, and the ef-
fects of land-use are lower in lot of area where still need to be helped by policy, science and technology, fund
and qualified personnel.
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