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Abstract: Taken the tourist flow in henan province as the research object, through the questionnaire

sampling survey to get the data, using the method of social network analysis, analyzes the tourist flows

network structure in Henan Province. Research has shown that the tourist flow network present a

structure centered with core nodes Zhengzhou, Luoyang, Kaifeng as the secondary core nodes, Jiaozuo,

Anyang, Sanmenxia, Nanyang and Xinyang. The overall network shows a clear core-periphery structure

with low density, and centralized trend is obvious. According to the spatial distribution of tourist flows,

improving the network of regional tourism construction, are put forward to build a new system of tourism

spatial structure.
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Fig 1 The network structure of tourist flows

in Henan Province
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Tab 2 Structure index of tourism nodes in Henan Province
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Fig 2 Condensing subgroup structure of tourist

flow in Henan Province
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Fig 3 The tourism spatial structure diagram

of Henan Province
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