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Table 3 Granger causality test(Sample number: 139)
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Relation and Spillover Effects of Neighboring Destinations:
A Case Study of Huangshan, Xidi and Hongcun

Yu Xiangyang', Zhang Yuangang’, Zhu Guoxing', Li Dengming', Wang Juan'

(1. Tourism Depentment of Huangshan University, Huangshan 245021, Anhui, China; 2. Institute of
Tourism, Shanghai Normal University, Shanghai 200000, China)

Abstract: Spatial proximity is considered to be the first law of Geography. However, there are few quantitat-
ive studies on the interactions in neighboring destinations. This article, taking the neighboring destinations
Huangshan, Xidi and Hongcun as cases, explores the relation by Granger causality test, and analyzes the
spillover effects of neighboring destinations using the widely used DY spillover index (Diebold & Yilmaz
spillover index) in current economic research. The results are shown as follows: 1) There is a bidirectional
Granger causality both between Hongcun, Xidi and Huangshan, and there is only unidirectional Granger caus-
ality between Xidi and Hongcun. 2) In terms of spillover effect, there are positive effects of Huangshan’s
spillover on Xidi and Hongcun and the positive effect of Xidi’s spillover on Hongcun, which is consistent with
Granger causality test. 3) The time-varying characteristics of the spillover effect are more complex and rich.
The spillover effects of the 3 destinations show a situation of mutual intertwining and complementing, not any
destination has produced positive or negative spillover effect; The cross-spillover analysis of events shows that
the conclusions of “replacement and complementarity” cannot reflect the complex dynamic process of the in-
teraction of neighboring destinations which is actually full of mutual penetration and entanglement. This art-
icle takes quantitative research on the interaction of neighboring destinations from the spillover perspective,
and to some extent compensates for the lack of quantitative measurement of tourism interactions. However, in
general, quantitatively empirical research is still weak compared with the qualitative research on the interac-

tions of neighboring destinations, and needs to be further deepened.

Key words: neighboring destinations; spillover effects; Granger causality test; DY spillover index
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