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Research on POI data processing technology based on ArcGIS and FME
LIU Shuai', WANG Jia®

(1. Nanjing Institute of City & Transport Planning Co., Ltd., Nanjing 210018, China; 2. School of Traffic and Transportation
Engineering, Changsha University of Science & Technology, Changsha 410114, China)

Abstract: In order to solve the data loss caused by the large amount of interest point data in the study
area. In this study, the research area was divided into grids using the FME. The point of interest of grid
cells was obtained from the grid map which was got from the Amap according to the grid longitude and
latitude using the Geosharp software. Based on the ArcGIS, the partition export model was constructed,
and the quantitative processing was carried out. The results show that the point of interest data can be
automatically processed and exported using the grid coordinate extraction model and the zoning model.
The efficiency of data picking and processing is improved, the handling time is saved effectively
compared with the original cutting export. This study can provide early basic data to support traffic
planning.

Key words: the big data; point of interest; FME; model builder
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Table 2 Number of POI in traffic area after quantification

ANXGHS HEPOI WAVKM || /DAXAT & POI  EA/Km
1 0.14 2.08 12 1222 1.89
2 0.80 2.44 13 0.45 1.37
3 0.78 1.79 14 225 1.03
4 0.88 111 15 25.83 1.09
5 1.75 0.75 16 2.23 1.84
6 4.52 1.07 17 031 0.84
7 18.32 0.89 18 0.75 0.69
8 5.27 1.04 19 0.93 0.52
9 7.84 0.61 20 0.03 1.25
10 10.10 1.07 21 2.48 2.55
11 25.91 0.44 22 031 1.05
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