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Fig. 1 Oretical model of driving force on Goutans tourism

culture landscape transformation

2.2 MREE

R SCHR G E DA B Y 8 A 9 L %, T
DL AR |, EER LT 9 MR

H, . AMESRSN 1N TESRB) ) BAHSE R B2

H, . SMER S J) % cEE 2 1 AR i B B
NAGEA TP

Hy . SMESR S )% R @A T B A B E W
nAEEA R

H, . ANEIR B 7 6B AR AR 3 oA i 3
NAEA TR

Hy . HNEIR ol 7 06l SC AR AR ST 2 8 25 1
nAEA R

Hy: INTESK Bl ) %) iR R 22 3 A8 52 B A B 20
nAEEAGR

H, . NTESKZ) )0 R % 8 BoA B30
NRpEAE

Hy: PTEDKZ) 7 % 46 B R A AR 3T B 35 1
NREE-AEE

Hy: PNTEDK B 7 % Bl i SO AR 38 HoA 3
E TR

T

2.3 MiNEEEAYEE

SMEIR S I RN AEIR 8 T . ABERTE L R
SR L B AR 0 R e SO Ak A S AR Y 6 A2
s, ANREE XS E AT U, I 48 bR AR
WA SCHRBE R B KB WAE ST, 256 T H %
FAHLIE S | ARGy SR P E S
T B HE bR R AR SIS A
X e it SC Ak S AR S R R A FSE, AR 4 H
HPRAISY, BEEOME AR AN AR 2 41, 5 A4
MEFEbR, AR R A LIAS 5 4 41 14 A0
febr, HARMHE 1 PR,

F1 BEEQMETE
Table 1  Observed variables of the model
HMEAS PUMIEIS s P A7 SIS B
X, FREITH Y, FRE
\‘ﬁ 23
SMESRE S X, BUNATN || skameu Y, RN
X, WA Yy (RPN
Y, BiRTE
B} X, ST T Y iR A
PWFEIR SN ) V. R
BE | m
Y, FrlE R
Y, BRIA
Y, fil5 i R
Y BEERN S
6 HH R .
Y, B RIE A
Y, KRG
% e
sy o ESL
Y, IRIE D6
2.4 BT EIERE

MGG 3 w0 26 1 80 T 290 K A
BRI N E et e Jm s 55 2 #0320l
JERT AR R (A LN AR R A, SR Likert 8K
ML, BORBOIRE R BTH A “1—
AL B SRR SREATEI Oy, - {EMGE
D5 O T 9 X6 0T 57 b S A S L 3T 11 52 W 7
K5 23 TR SE RSP A 7 R B A% UL 7 ) e
[ AR FH SR W o B B I T H M < 1—3%

ST B CS—RMAARRT RIEATIT O, SME
5 DUISE I 322 9K 8 7 Xt A7 52 3t SC Ak S5 LR 3 14 32 W
FEEEHOR . £ H 45T 2011 06 H12011 - 07 PIKAE
J VAN T K EL ) T R AT R AT AR SE R T



186

(E NI N N NI S

2013 4

R T AR UE RGBS R, AR PR R R ECSE b )
iR, MZES . W hl; EREDIRS,
SRELLL 2 N Ry — 41 1 ) o VA /N 206 24 1 i 58 T
IE | iRlFSE H L AT B R UHR,
SERI RS TR B ] ZE 60 min DL b, dt & )
100 {3, [ 100 £, AL N 96% . i
FH SPSS e 143 Bk 4 F1 AMOS 17. 0 254 J5 R A
A R B T 50T
2.5 HREE

A TS AR BT R K A AR, S
J&TF T PO A XA N T Rk BB 2. #Uk
#2011 -06, 2FEdittsy 78 f1, 339 A, 2iff
RZRLIE . NS DU, A AR Bk
1 A9. 53 hm® (143 {i), HAsKH 3.33 hm® (50
B, PHL6.2 hm® (93 7). FEARITE AT & Z AT,
T T e E A AL AR AT T,
FEAVRBEARTEST . R 1991 482 T K ik
Ui, FTRGES RGEEEERE, Bk, ZTFTZEM
SR RTF R IKIE 28 16 sh . TAER, AR
SRR B ALY 100 £ 750, TR B ET &
& AMET R R A AR X B PR, B 2012 - 07 A
1k, PBTCIE B, RAR SRS R M DTk
7T ViR 251 A2 DA Sk T A0 i A o 3 1 JR 5 T A R 1Y)
Py R o A SO BUZ S a5 R AT A R AR AT Y
Whot, B —E R AR

3 Hdlaat

ZihEMR RIS
EESHIDE SR 5 o i /N S N TN
FRENRWF 2278 1 O S R B A R B2 T2 B AR IR
BRI AL DR RSO, BARINER 2 Frs o
ARRTAREA T 2 OB HE AR 2, 45 4F % BL
AR FERT 1, T IR 3 A A PR o
Wi IR Z B AR AT, KB 28 1
DUEIEART , R~ 20 By e R B SRk i
SoEhDh, EEACACKRIET S5 A RSN 55 o M
BAKRBRAST G IS AT, PIAR O B
A LRI
3.2 FAFXURHUEIER
EIMEEA R Dy R, R m B R Lok
PEMR L B T BRE % f I S b, B R A 2R
DUTAEM AT R ZIC A . RS ERARN,

3.1

FHP AL R —RITIHR IS W, SR AT
E, WKEERZRE MRS, £ NE
A CHIRT SFJ MR ERPETAAE T, R R
I 42 T 28 SO LR I R B SR AR —, X
AN TR S AL A R ) S R R R L A A A ] A
FRZE5] o 2 P T 28 AL SR I R 1 i iR P
TR 3 FR.
R2 BAAOGITFEREHE
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Fig. 2 Structure equation model of the driving force to

Goutans tourism landscape transformation

FROGE A 28 vl e b SR 1) % R VAR S BAS L W &
B, MEERIAMT, R ANEE RN PN 7 3K Bl ) #6552
W S A S AR I P A T EE R W, {3,
PIAESK Bl T %o T S e i . 3R % 4 SRR R o SC Ak
ST ()5 W R T AN E IR B T B 7= A 52 (A >
Ays A > Ay, Ao > As)  TANESR SN ) W AR R H IR
RABIE B ZERTFNTEIKS J1 (A, > Ag), 3R
BJE 2 W o 41 20 32 SO AR T 1 B 2 2 AE T
W fE B B B A S Sk BT R AR AR, NAEE
By 3% T SO0 0 P S e e L SR 9 A ARR IR A S
o= AR i sE R, Ul A MR R A B AR S
FI LA H 5 208 BT 432 1 A AL 23 00 &
BB XS SO A 5 (1 U A R BRI, 35X
SEHAE A W H AT T OULER B A IR R — 20,
AR Ry it e b 1) 720 W v AR SR A5 PR b 4% B 1) 2 1 20 0]
TR AR A SCAt, B RATT A B RE A% 3 3 i i &
JEkZE, HRMKRZIVRIET AC AT,
Tl SV A i B — 8 2 2R A TR, 5 A Y
JR AT ZEAS [R] () A, 5 38 119 AN 158 /1 i 2% %) 1018 X
XANEET 20 AR UF /T 28 08 RAR K
R L A e SN N 2 L8 NG 13 o O A e N e
WA IE R I T g, BV A 80 K.
T i B J LG K e R K 2 2 B T A R e 4b
T2 BITE 4P 1 SR A 25, BB KR, T
EAEA UGS, MR A A —FKIRER,
TR E R W, F=&AE7K e b A
FAARSKA A, /b2 dsR R 7, XA

AR L35 7K 1A P 26 119 58 5 A B RUPR AP o E i
WisCeAZiE b, SMESRSI T R ECR, BR T —
BERE RIS I 15 40 IR, B ) W ol 1 28 R
OIS RORFR 0 BRI A AN PR 20 3 RO RS, [
P T AT B R AT AT (R i TR
B, O T BRI A 18 Ui R A R SRR R
i, Sk S Sl N 2 3 JE AR Y PR L
I B A, T LG P SR 2R B A IR i R 2
s T A R E AR A 2 F T,

4 LhighiTie

(1) AT S5 7 B R 5| ASCAL AL S
SRS BT, S8 i Tl ST A S AL AT ) 3R 3
JIFTAE, WHE B T RGN 28 S0 S AL T
AIIFSE, oA T i i L 3 2 AR R U7 T A ) I e
I PRI X ALK e 1 SO e S 7 A Y AN R
TN AZ 4 3t XA B 1) SCAk, o 2 45 21 3 4 1)
FEIRFNA o

(2) PR Ui o 28 SO S AR S f) 3R 3l g
FORRAE AT AT B S A b, AR B A
OfF, MR EA RIR KR WA I R,
TRy 00 A T A 45 g A TR G S A R, LA 2
SMEARR . 4 AN RN 19 AN AR R, frdi
I 6 AR AL R B SMEIR B ) . NFEIR )
T, BRI RVEEF. B AR AR SCAE,
FRAEAS R Z AR 9 PR . Hirp, 8 AMBLHR
PEIRAE, A1 MBS E, B HA B Y
B BE ST

(3) WIFERM, SMESKE) T M E SR 3l ) B
FASEMFEAN 3, ANE TN AR B 5l 3 8 0 2 W o
A A SO SR AR I 7 A T BB R R
g B SRR Sl g S T R RAT 9 BURAT A
WA, WAESRSh 1 o ik s TEe, bl
BRI R . BUR AT %547 8 B W fig e 1 AME
W) (uy =2.39, w, =1.99, uy =1.00), 4
55 TMZE B R T NAES S ) (ue = 1.00,
ps = 2.06) o BEITG A5 10 B R £ 14 W58 Ak
AWM, ERIRAE 2 MR T AR 20 2
A, (HJE TR A = VAR B N ZE N DLV X
LIk EIBN IR B S R A0 N W
LA B, iR U R AR — LA R AR AN P



H1

FBHAE - BRSO SRS I A 8 Bl g —— A DL XY 2 e Ay 491

189

B KE, Tt WARZ B4R B 5] T 40 i
5 LA K2R IR0, 1A PR R 2 H
AR (DU 1 3] 4 AR50, Hifbm /by
AU T 2 b B R K B B AR ), i
TR B 2% M) 4 A DG R B0 R )™ AR BRI

KT ST AT 7 T, BT B 2% WL
AR LT R SRBERRT  SRIE AR B I RAR AR
W SCHEREAT 1 L e o WL A B SRty . R
TS | S ARAR A SR 1 2 U R T R B R
T (ue =1.00, u; =1.16, g =0.97, uy =0.99) ;
Dr 2R BrIRIRE . s AR b R T A B B
R T RIE I (myo = 1.00, pyy = 0.87, upp =
1.32, w;; = 0.87); B, BHERIZE . RE(E
ALY PRI Ay ) e 1 B TH A (e = 1,00,
pis = 1.46, pye = 0.58, wy, = 1.00) 5 HlETT A
IR D e 4 1 i e T IR SC AL (s = 100,
= 0.34), 2FFTE0. 001 /K PRIk H| W3, £ A 1A
iz, Ul WL [R5~ A R

(4) UeAh, W) Y R 3 A T 5T A L
B, BURRIT R BT — 2 e, 1R 0T
TEJn RIA] B ATIz A8, T T A& vy SRE 4 it 25 BURF —
S FZ 5, TR £ 4% 07 THI 19 2% 1R IR AT — B pe
WAL, JPREME B CREER, s RN A
B EREREAL, AR A 2 iR I 2 K ) —
KL

(5) AW B2 |, RIEM%E
TR R v ) S SR WAL A TR 79 e BIAR 22 07 T
AR FE I AL SEOUL IR 2R AR B A SCHR I AT
P TG, (RS A Fnes; H
U, EBARVEIU T FE A S iR U & Jje 3, ELR S Ak
SR TE A 9K Bl 1 AR S e AR AR TR U7 27 TP A RE
FEMM SRR R FE T, ANFES, dLaE g Ir
R EE EZAMESNE M, (B2 TRATHYm
PRSI ATBR, 3R 8l ) J7 15 2 IR A RIWESE;
Sb, AWFFERIMAE I & A — E B R R, 3C
ALY AL T 2 — A I ] R e AR, AR SO
() s ] A 1A AT IR AT, REEN SIS
B EERERAM T AT RS R, S )E RO
HRORE B — AP 55 2 S T R G A 28 SO0 7 T 7 I 1]
Mz ER &, Sed il TR, X8R {5
HE—EIE, DRSS B RMERR L .

S 3R :

[1] Sauer C O. The morphology of landscape[ J]. University of Cali-
fornia Publications in Geography,1925,2(2) ;19 - 53.

[2] Paquette S, Domon G. Trends in rural landscape development

and sociodemographic recomposition in southern Quebec ( Can-

ada) [J]. Landscape and Urban Planning, 2001, 55 (4):

215 -238.

Kamada M, Nakagoshi N.

[3] Influence of cultural factors on
landscapes of mountainous farm villages in western Japan
[J]. Landscape and Urban Planning, 1997, 37 (1):. 85 -
90.

[4] Rescia A J, Pons A, Lomba I, et al. Reformulating the so-

cial-ecological system in a cultural rural mountain landscape in

the Picos de Europa region (northern Spain) [J]. Landscape

and Urban Planning, 2008, 88 (1). 23 -33.

[5] Bender O, Boehmer H J, Jens D, et al. Using GIS to ana-

lyse long-term cultural landscape change in Southern Germany

[J]. Landscape and Urban Planning, 2005, 70 (1): 111

—125.

He X Y, Zhao Y H, Hu Y M, et al. Landscape changes

from 1974 to 1995 in the Upper Minjiang River Basin, China

[J]. Pedosphere, 2006, 16 (3): 398 —405.

Abdullah S A, Nakagoshi N. Changes in landscape spatial

[6]

[7]
pattern in the highly developing state of Selangor, peninsular
Malaysia [ J]. Landscape and Urban Planning, 2006, 77
(3): 263 -275.

[8] Kristensen L. S, Thenail C, Kristensen S P. Landscape chan-

ges in agrarian landscapes in the 1990s: the interaction be-

tween farmers and the farmed landscape. A case study from

Jutland, Denmark [J]. Journal of Environmental Manage-

ment, 2004, 71 (3). 231 —244.

PRAKRI, JeTT. i i i 9K 3l g 0 e A B LS BR T L

[J]. HEAFE, 2005, 24 (2): 274 -282.

[10] R4, HE2F, #hLR, % PSRRI IR

st A=fi AR S 1 40 A [T]. PR S ML R,

2008, 24 (2): 108 —112.

EfoAl, WIEAE, RIEH, % RS0a B AR XN

SRS R AR [T]. fREARAABE AR, 2009 (3): 193

-198.

ApErk, ME, Hk>4, % & EGR s /R E R LA

SRARAP XSRS RS g [T]. AR5 R ARG~

2, 2010, 26 (1): 58 —62.

EAR SO AR R AT —— LA PR

Hpl [J]. 7 P9 RRFSE, 2009 (1): 177 -183.

[14] A, SREE. el & Rt 1Lt A B0R e 28 3 kst

(9]

(1]

(12]

[13]



190 R N R D = 2013 4

PRI — LT R M I DO [T]. &vh [17] SAEE, Bk, B, & R EERRE RN R
W, 2008, 28 (5): 891 -896. ISR (D], BERORA AR (b RhaehR, 2005, 11
[15] RAEZE, J%. BT N0 00 208 1) IR ik J Ao 3 Al 32 (2): 18-22.
e TS [T]. dRiFig s, 2009, 2 (1): 140 - [18] XUEEif, ExA. &P E S R SPEO 9 BLE Rl S 15
144. PR (1] EPER, 2002 (5): 76 -79.
[16] Rhitk, wesfdr, MAew, &5 BUNGNEREMLERE  [19] Mg, BRE, HET. mERs ol s il &R
HALREE [J]. HBEHFIT, 2004, 23 (5): 686 —693. WFEY [T]. HiERWFSY, 2002, 21 (6): 733 -741.

Driving Force to the Transformation of Miao Village
Ethnic Culture Landscape
—A Case Study on Goutan Village of Bei River Scenic

WU Zhong-jun*, WU Shao-feng", HUANG Mei-fang”
(a. College of Tourism; b. College of Humanities and Social Sciences, Guilin University of Technology, Guilin
541004, China)

Abstract; The case study is based on the field work from Goutan village of Guangxi Bei river scenic for tourism
development in these years. Questionnaires were distributed among villagers to observe their perspection of
landscape transformation from a view of external and internal propulsive force and between the driving force of
local tourism development and cultural landscape transformation via AMOS 17. 0 structural equation modeling
through parameter estimation and hypothesis testing. The results show that the mutual influence of external driv-
ing force and the internal driving force is not significant, the external and internal driving force have an impor-
tant impact on Goutan village culture landscape transformation. The whole model serves a strong assumption.

Key words: driving force; cultural landscape transformation; structural equation model; Bei River scenic



