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The Spatial-temporal Differentiation and Its Driving Mechanism of
Coastal Urban Tourism Development Efficiency-A Case Study of
Shandong Peninsula Blue Economic Zone

Li Shujuan Zhou Shan
(College of Management, Ocean University of China, Qingdao 266100, China)

Abstract: This paper employs the DEA model and Malmquist index to analyze tourism development ef-
ficiency and the change of total factor productivity in the seven cities of Shandong Peninsula Blue Economic
Zone during 2006 — 2012, and analyzes the spatial-temporal differentiation of the urban tourism develop-
ment efficiency through spatial statistical analysis. The results show that the urban tourism development
efficiency of Shandong Peninsula Blue Economic Zone has presented an increasing trend while the efficiency
levels and changes between the cities have been different; during 2006 —2012, the spatial relationship of o~
verall efficiency in the seven cities has evolved from irrelevant to relevant. The spatial-temporal differentia-
tion of urban tourism development efficiency is the result of urban economic development level, relevant e-
conomic policies, tourism consumption demand, major events, tourism resources and traffic location of cit-
ies working together.

Key words: coastal tourism; efficiency of urban tourism development; DEA model; spatial-temporal

differentiation; Shandong Peninsula Blue Economic Zone
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