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Research on Landscape Protection Strategy Based on Tourism Data:
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Abstract

The study aims to make up for the deficiency of the research on the interaction between heritage landscape and human beings
from the subjective perspective of human beings in heritage protection. It takes the Ming city wall of Nanjing with a diverse
landscape environment as an example and obtains the tourists’ emotions and behavior preferences by collecting the travel note
data of dianping.com, using NLP algorithm, semantic analysis, text analysis, and other methods, to explore the interaction be-
tween the tourists’ behavior of the city wall and the surrounding environment. The main findings are as follows: (1) Compared
with other scenic spots in Nanjing, there is still a significant gap in the number of comments on the Ming city wall of Nanjing,
and the interaction between its landscape and human beings, protection and publicity still need to be strengthened. (2) Accord-
ing to the statistics of all tourist evaluations, the positive evaluation accounts for about 80%, and the negative evaluation ac-
counts for about 20%. Tourists have high experience satisfaction and recognition of Nanjing Ming city wall and the surrounding
overall landscape environment. (3) Because of the analysis’s positive and negative evaluation contents, combined with the site
investigation, this paper summarizes the protection experience and optimization and promotion strategies of Nanjing Ming city
wall and its surrounding heritage landscape from the perspective of landscape architecture and put forward reasonable sugges-
tions. This study verifies the applicability of “social network text data” in the research field of heritage landscape protection. It
provides a new solution for future heritage protection and urban green space planning.
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Fig. 1 Data collection and processing
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Fig.2 Comparison of comments on Nanjing Ming city wall and other scenic spots

2.2 RYERKRSIREIRIT

DITERTT, EERPRERXAT
WXAPHIRESHERIETE ‘L. Z
ER—TE I LR R E S ERE R R S
AR S, A—7ERE TR AR
BRI IR R R BT
BRERN Y — BRI R A RN
S5UARRFPNERTNR S, KET
THIAMERSHNE ‘HEGE” “BE
7 BRI F. XRDSRBETER
RS SUHEALBRARTE. AN
. hERERESEE. BRIAZED
ESMNEELHI, W HE" “KE”
%, RREAEZIRITSRSRERRTTE
FENE (3R2).

2.3 EE Ao IR

MR ERT SRR TR R HM
EEMER, WP AER. KBREL
HIE. RS (E2), B ik
WIMGEITTE, “NsE” “HBERE “f

®1 BREESET

Tab. 1 Statistics of emotional tendency
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fendency &% dkk/% £% kb /% % kb /%
Bk 543 56.10 145 14.98 132 13.64
bEL 33 341 54 5.58 61 6.30
i AP a A EREATEIL,
R2 FFCNARKREIRARIX
Tab. 2 Keywords and frequency of travel notes
X4t R X4t R
Keywords Frequency Keywords Frequency
i3 812 A=K 26
PRI e 585 BT 26
ks 188 MhE AT 26
LG5 133 5 14
RIS 107 mk 11
HEhEE 82 LR 8
W5 81 Ytz 8
JiS=e 73 WHE% 5
I 54 LA 5
(DA-w3s 54 ke 95 328 B 5
KT 53 Al 5
RS 37 BT 5
2 BT 34 k& 4

Landscape Architecture Academic Journal | 107



XEERMILZIT | LANDSCAPE PLANNING AND DESIGN

B SOBRERN “HELRE FELAE
RN HERIASUIAMERRIR, HHE
U SHHEEERNSSHINERD, 8t
RER. PESESAEBRESUNRSHE
XURINBENE T ERENE. SEXR
WL 7 9195 TFIRAHEL,  BRSUEAY
TR HUN S E 33%. HRALZHIENTE
Wa, ERARES  SECES AT
IATEERES, R T R UL R AR IEFTIAH
ERHRIT

3 MREANIE R R AR SRR

VARSI SR BRI B SRR AR
WEERITE, fFitd SRRERIABERAN
RO TREDT, RN ETZERI

aEVAEESE. XUAE. SUEE. &
WFEEEE. SHRITIR R R A
HED SIAERMKT P FEATRE
PHEIRR : EEEISBAEE. IR RAE, B
BiREMER. BUERITEE. MERIHER
DER. BT ERFNATERZR]). #
AU) R TSER S S E A E REhTHT
B, S RIDHRIRS AR R SR &
I B £ X[R04 YR RIS SR T 04T
5855 (5&34),

31 EBRFNILIT

R IE AR EREEEE R
MAEBTROAZEL. P REFREIENIE
", HBEEHENEEETER. AER

R®3 ABFRRMEHRIEITL

Tab. 3 Representative positive comments
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