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1
Tab.1 Travel Rate in PGT
() %) «C C /o @
70 13.04 677. 64 664.27 2.822 34 23 534.00 3.963 365
56 10. 43 568.09 633.90 2.802 02 25 196. 00 3.685 979
34 6.33 461. 41 473. 85 2.675 64 25 058. 00 4. 087 657
20 3.72 771.99 166. 60 2.221 67 22 851.00 3.924 841
9 1.68 96. 77 598. 07 2.776 75 22 257.00 3.314 133
18 3.35 437. 06 264. 84 2.422 98 24 646.00 3.526 478
15 2.79 574.06 168.03 2.225 39 22 738.00 3.865 210
7 1. 30 1 100. 85 40. 89 1.611 62 19 966. 00 2.650 481
58 10. 80 1 888. 00 197.55 2.295 68 26 674.90 3.908 199
48 8. 94 7 677.00 40. 21 1.604 33 18 679.52 3.239 641
29 5.40 3 604. 00 51.74 1.713 83 17 961. 45 3.743 113
36 6.70 6 135.00 37.73 1.576 69 12 990. 35 3.357 767
23 4.28 9 429.00 15. 69 1.195 62 13 231.11 3.079 500
10 1. 86 9 544. 00 6.74 0. 828 66 19 732. 86 3.723 720
19 3. 54 9 417.00 12.97 1.112 94 16 305. 41 3.198 218
19 3.54 4 400, 00 27.77 1.443 58 12 866. 44 3.315 592
17 3.17 5 711.00 19. 14 1.281 94 13 152. 86 3.231 808
13 2.42 6 380. 00 13.10 1.117 27 13 821.16 3.169 328
8 1.49 10 874. 00 4.73 0.674 86 12 934. 47 3.511 037
11 2.05 9 860. 00 7.17 0. 855 52 19 196. 17 3.345 039
8 1. 49 12 833.00 4.01 0.603 14 12 862.09 3. 765 000
9 1.68 24 129. 00 2. 40 0.380 21 13 231.19 3.135 795
{2008 » . .
40% )
2
Tab. 2 Travel Cost in PGT
36 17 116 193 200 302 170 1034 185 249 579
43 18 77 149 161 277 76 801 131 054 424
67 45 110 234 256 338 229 1279 50 596 438
100 44 97 274 338 434 256 1543 22 769 900
26 19 49 79 96 212 6 487 43 113 842
61 8 98 186 220 275 152 1 000 37 362 066
90 43 123 313 351 359 206 1485 86 010 147
47 24 88 99 124 323 236 941 17 712 120
73 41 190 248 282 377 250 1461 150 312 684
68 34 117 250 262 394 356 1481 99 645 268
80 53 103 254 316 424 608 1838 74 355 725
68 28 125 261 281 354 496 1613 91 970 494
49 40 126 207 210 348 726 1706 46 695 707
154 28 238 303 410 507 982 2622 25 304 539
85 26 128 222 256 400 772 1 889 48 050 922
117 45 131 191 277 435 500 1 696 48 068 213
62 41 110 255 288 330 680 1766 43 001 408
75 34 139 212 259 374 766 1 859 32 878 428
69 37 150 275 331 350 1357 2 569 27 814 014
112 42 212 299 266 386 938 2 255 20 237 367
75 43 188 375 381 634 1168 2 864 22 782 292
101 56 175 327 337 395 1105 2 496 20 246 699
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Tab. 3 Travel Cost Intervals of Visitor Samples in PGT
[TC;, TCiv1)/ N; M; Q; [TC;, TCis+1)/ N; M; Q;
[0~100) 0 537 1. 000 00 [2 300~2 400) 12 62 0.115 46
[100~200) 1 537 1.000 00 [2 400~2 500) 6 50 0.093 11
[200~300) 2 536 0.998 14 [2 500~2 600) 8 44 0.081 94
[300~400) 2 534 0.994 41 [2 600~2 700) 5 36 0.067 04
[400~500) 10 532 0.990 69 [2 700~2 800) 6 31 0.057 73
[500~600) 15 522 0.972 07 [2 800~2 900) 5 25 0.046 55
[600~700) 14 507 0.944 13 [2 900~3 000) 4 20 0.037 24
[700~800) 25 493 0.918 06 [3 000~3 100) 2 16 0.029 80
[800~900) 39 468 0.871 51 [3100~3 200) 3 14 0.026 07
[900~1 000) 36 429 0.798 88 [3 200~3 300) 1 11 0.020 48
[1 000~1 100) 41 393 0.731 84 [3 300~3 400) 3 10 0.018 62
[1100~1 200) 38 352 0.655 49 [3 400~3 500) 2 7 0.013 04
[1200~1 300) 40 314 0.584 73 [3500~3 600) 0 5 0.009 31
[1300~1 400) 33 274 0.510 24 [3 600~3 700) 1 5 0.009 31
[1400~1 500) 18 241 0.448 79 [3 700~3 800) 0 4 0.007 45
[1500~1 600) 25 223 0.415 27 [3 800~3 900) 0 4 0.007 45
[1600~1 700) 29 198 0.368 72 [3 900~4 000) 0 4 0.007 45
[1700~1 800) 25 169 0.314 71 [4 000~4 100) 0 4 0.007 45
[1800~1 900) 25 144 0.268 16 [4 100~4 200) 1 4 0.007 45
[1 900~2 000) 27 119 0.221 60 [4 200~4 300) 1 3 0.005 59
[2 000~2 100) 10 92 0.171 32 [4 300~4 400) 0 2 0.003 72
[2100~2 200) 15 82 0.152 70 [4 400~4 500) 1 2 0.003 72
[2200~2 300) 5 67 0.124 77 >4500 1 1 0.001 86
@® , 13. 59X 108,
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EVALUATION OF RECREARTION VALUE OF PUTUO GOLDEN
TRIANGLE IN ZHOUSHAN ISLANDS

XIAO Jian-hong, YU Qing-dong, CHEN Dong-jing, WANG Min

(International Business College of Qingdao University, Qingdao 266071, China)

Abstract ; Travel cost method (TCM) is a relatively mature approach to evaluate recreational value. Based
on the idea of zonal travel cost method (ZTCM) and travel cost interval analysis (TCIA),the recreational
value of Putuo Golden Triangle (PGT) was assessed in the base year 2008 with the collected datum from
PGT by survey,questionnaire and interview. The results showed that: (1) The annual recreational value by
ZTCM was 63, 96X 10* Yuan RMB. Direct travel cost was 50, 71 X 10® Yuan RMB and consumer surplus
was 13. 25X10% Yuan RMB. (2) The annual recreation value by TCIA was 61. 24 X 10° Yuan RMB. Direct
travel cost was 50. 51X 10* Yuan RMB and consumer surplus was 10. 73 X10° Yuan RMB. (3) The differ-
ences of recreational value results were caused by two kinds of different total consumer surplus. The study
suggests that the accuracy of the assessment results can be improved by using the mean of two methods re-

sults.

Key words: travel cost method; zonal travel cost method; travel cost interval analysis; recreation value;

Putuo Golden Triangle



