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HW Ja] (Wasserman et al, 1994), H 20 22 30 44X 2%
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(ARA IS A%, 2016), B REZ—FHIETES, )T IE
YE—FPIEFE R (PRERAT:, 2009) , I H G HAR KX 4%
KIH RGN G T AT, R AE R AR 42
FF2f(FR PR T2, 2013) 45 P24 (Parmigiani et al, 2011)
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G 2 B B 2 ) R AL T B (Albrecht, 2013).

Scott Z5(2008) B4 T &« LAKE 2 484311 Ky 281
1 i Ui A9F 5 067 i oA S At 4348 ) 431 5 2 1T 1 5 it
H WAL AN E NIRRT 5% B ] 37 A
(KRS, 2016), 328 FAE 2 45 AT 5 45 2 e Ui B
GRKRIATHRIT O S 2 A AT 2 A OCHT
¢ J8H T IR T B . AR B 0 4R A (2016) Y SR i,
2000—2010 4 10 a 8] [ 4 Mif ViF 3 5 9 7 & ettt &
W) 28 A3 AT AH DG 38 SC 137 5, 1R P TRV A 40 G5 5 T
2010—2016 4F4Y 6 a [El FMH LR 238 0 334 4
E IR 207 5 o 3 JLAF N A 243 50 il BRI
SEARCAIPK, 2015) R IE H 04307 5 78 09 26 Ol i
4, 2016) %5 7 T X AHOCAIF T 64T T 2534843 Br , {5
i 2R B 4 1 M A 2 26 43 AT e AR BT 5
Hh R FH 9 S BT R AT SR B LA S RV A A R 4%
3 BTNt it Ui AF S S B AT 5 IR B A 3 DA K
FERRIEITFE 0 R D7 [, KA Bl 2 5 o v Bl
AR A2 I 45 AT S5 R eI 2 i 32 61, SRk
B I ARSCAF 28 BE 8 JE Rl . AR SCHRLE T 2 37555(2009)
FITAE B 1 AP 2 P 45 20 R i 5 AR 1 (L Sk
R E 2008 4F) (1 3L A, XF 2009 4F DL fe [ b e
WERFFE AU T I K 2 (44t 23 I 45 20 BT 114 L FH
RV TRTERAIHT , 7 5 302 R 48 2 A [ A i
A2 v g FH ) BB shAS 5 1 J | IR A7 7 11 [
G0 55 DL K AR A SIS B O T R TR

1 SRR TR S5 M

ARSCHRER T 2009—2018 4F 10 a [A] [F 41 jife 17 2
B A ) E A R k23 W 28 43 A 1 I 9 1Y)
AHOCSCEE o SR P SCHR 9 AR P FIA gl | AR 3fR
“Web of Science” fie 7 & A1 Y 2017 AF ik I AT /% 451
B SSCI d5 8 1 5% Wil R - HE 44, 126 Il B g i F 5
20 A7 11510 457 19 B ) - {Tourism Manage-
ment ) {Journal of Travel Research){Annals of Tour-
ism Research) {Journal of Destination Marketing &
Management>> {Current Issues in Tourism) {Interna-
tional Journal of Hospitality Management) {Journal
of Sustainable Tourism) {International Journal of
Contemporary Hospitality Management) {Journal of
Hospitality & Tourism Research) {Journal of Hospi-
tality Marketing & Management) , £ 17 SCHk K 2 o
K 2 S B 1l 61 45 : Social Network Analysis . Network

Analysis . SNA | Ucinet 55 , K 2 048 2 3 224 Sco-
pus . Science Direct, Taylor & Francis %5, HE3R15 A ¢
SCHRIT 100 o 7800 Y e D 52 (9 Al b fR AT 0 2K
IERFEE] 23 W 258 ™ {H IF R R AL 22 W 28 23 B 14
S O BCE %O RIS S0, IR M
2RO TR ISR 67 Fei o GV &, BUR 1 53 A1 22
DA R Z e, FEON SRS, BRI ST R D .
IF9 2 05 bk A 4k, LA ] 5 e AR
Z— i i H A A 2/3 1 SCHR A B2 1]
S, AR 1/3 24 1 SCHRIGE I 22> 22 ) b, {HL
PEATRE X U RS IR 2D

2 L2 M4s I M AE FE AR T 0 5 H Y
A

#1228 50 By Z i LLRE T A A 232 b 25 56
RO ARG R R N S s T 2
D718 < B, B AR BRAE (%) O 4 A5 3 T R
AR O B 1 ) 245 235 A I A T i 5 O ) )
FET AL P o i b 2 ERS I & ' , 55 6 R 7
(Granovetter, 1973, 1983) ., “Z5 443 " (Burt, 1992) . ft
ZXBEA(Lin, 2001) 55 BIE Y 3, AL 25 R 45 53
BT DA OR) % 5 g I 2 iy O 722 e 1A R R, DA T
RERETEVT 24t 2 LG R A 52 v il e oh 2 A g RLR
R FIE, 2005), KRB T KR MEHIETE I
o TR MR SE AR 5 5 2 RSE NS FIAH O
O Z RSN 347 T AR 2 25 4 B A [ Ab
TR 5 (R R HPIR T
2.1 ARMBERHZE

MBIFSEAR AR 5 05 5 1 79 TG i A SR A
AT, O 5 E RIS (2009) BT TS #E4T X L
AT, N 1R,

2.1.1 WAL

FEL W28 AT I S AA A 2 AT T30
AL R A FR A0 FE 23 W (the egocentric net-
work) Fll A 4> 1R 47 3l 5 WLt A 1 B 4K 1] (the
whole network)(Scott et al, 2008), H I H .o ft2 M
WA FE U R E AT B B I 2 A IR L, B0
W £ i SRS T 1 BRI TEAR Gt 23 6 &R
BRI 7 T LR R P 1 P SR04z 5 2 A o 4
T3 BTN BE PTG AT 5028 2 P A D ) O R 454
T BT ) /INERAA DG R S50 B0 O T AR F A
3 (Ofem et al, 2013),
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Tab.1 Research perspectives and methods of the published articles, 2009-2018
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WEsE A5 2009 48 DIAT (E R DUy 3, A 3Okt W4l 5 DUESERT 20 3, BT 38 2 5 2 R R AT,

T 9% J7 3508 1545, 2009)
i 2009—20184F

MR T

FI3 A2 R AR LA SOSCEE LA T BRI S BT 22, 5 B s RO 3R L 7 IS R M 4%

A5 B T LRI, TE W T, R PSSR BT A e, I A AR G A i U S A 2 )
FEY OB s BRI =F i, IS BRI A TR T, BP9 07 1 2004k BINE 25 SR THTI SR ik

TR 23 28 43 A7 i el T 40 £ 2 A 50 2 #
WFFE BRI AT R S P 1 . BERE 1Y 67 i SCHiK , B
25120 SCHR A PR A B iRk sl s | 3R rbaodt &
WAL A, oA 55 SCHRAT 40 J >R FH AR AR A 25 9
WA, BTt G 5 il Ui 10 Hi 0 R 58 3 2L O D B
YRR ik IR I A VR R i %305 sh A e i i 25 . B
(1% Hl FEL, 11 8L DO 245 25 () 2548 A7 Bl 2 1 o DL AT
& Z IR 7R A IR POt 2 A A
FEAHTRIE B A R R AL A R A5
(R At 23 G 2R I 28 4 1 5 AT 8 Joai SCHRZE & T 2 Bl
FEAA IRV IRIE A AERFSE Wiz A RIS ELL A
- RS 4000 288 P B AR 854 5 4 i AR I s
K B GE ), BRI 43 Hr e it e 1) R A
FEATS SR AR IR AR o = H A R DA 2 AL A
FUDBCEE LA F ST LRI, 29 b7 BB 14,
2.1.2 WHFE ik

5T, AT 2/3 1 SCHRR FH A 4 B T TR R T
5T SrHTRITE L Th 25 280G 3 I8 I 45 FA AP AE , B
HAEAE S AT T, Bl LA S PE 20 L [l
I3 AT &5 4 RS R S0 5 s, 5 I 4% () R o6
FEARE R BT S it FR0T 06 R 8 I 45 K FAH OCA T
SRR E S o 23 00 FR 28 1) P B A2 S kA 5
FEPEWFSE 07— H A K (Jack et al, 2008),3T 10 a
HH 8 PRI R R B AL BRSSO 45 7
PN K R BRI ATUCEE AL B, 43 M7 3 T4 7 3l & Tl 1k
R Al A NS A T RS S AT RS 7y APNS ¢4
S ERCFEEARSE G IR i b

B e L B TN = 4 N L S SN 1 B T
IRAERUAI 58 o B R A R B . R T Ho T,

K FR B 1) AT AL I A BEAER R Ucinet #0474, T
i T ) A 25 9 26 73 BT BKAF U Netdraw(Ying et al,
2011; Benckendorff et al, 2013; Ying et al, 2016;
Chung, 2017). Pajek(Koseoglu et al, 2018; Raisi et
al, 2018) . Netminer(Hwang et al, 2013; Hwang et al,
2017; Lee et al, 2018) % 7E il Y i 5% H L - 4y i HH
{HEA AR ThREsR KA HESs 4K 3 A OC
BAFAERR P T h i B =S [BI RR 4R e . AT B A
F2 By A R R AR A 2R A 25 O R 28 1Y
S5H , EAT I ZRIRAR NS BB A I 5 LA R AR AR 03
A, AR AT SR AN A 0 B L R0 268007 B 0 A S5 Y
BB A

PR HE 2 28 o A& T BT G R B, How
L S e TR A A — TR TR AR B 4
P o —FEE B2 T U5IR |04 R A 45 7 20K
SBC, RO DA 5 A 2R I SR LA R e B
P2 IRA B #1454 (Kim et al, 2018), &
PR F L3810 a fHSCHFIE I B AR IR 5, LU —
FIREEEE N B RE DR 0 A (4
AT A R RN A SR IGRORE, B L
THE o H R R T UREE — T BAE AR M R B (8]
85 P A K ) AR B (Kiim et al, 2018), (R th 47 4
2 R H B DL TR R OC R BRI R iRk i A
S8 3T L INBE T2 2R SR B AR 2R R e i 1R 1Y
itk A 55 X 4% 43 BT (Racherla et al, 2010; Ying et al,
2011; Benckendorff et al, 2013; Nunkoo et al, 2013;
Ye et al, 2013; Garcia- Lillo et al, 2016; Fan et al,
2017; Garcia-Lillo et al, 2018; Koseoglu et al, 2018) .,
BT 45 IR 1Y) 7 2 A 25 X 248 T 5% 46 (Will-



4ty

SRELEE 45 AL ML M e [ SR I H 11 L FH 523

liams et al, 2017; Raisi et al, 2018), /NS ZSFY LI
WA B PE (Ness et al, 2014) ., 4% T 3¢ 2 (Kim et al,
2018) s A A GBI FE Y BRI . Fg—Fh Bl
07 ARA AR e, W AR AT 1 e A
REBE ORISR A AR Z A BT
TEVAIE X G 1 3t 2L A R T R T B A0 , A2 T
eI R 5 77 2 (Aubke et al, 2014), RIFRHZ
o St YR A R A 5 mT AR At 25 I 45 43 AT FE iR
T 5E g R ) BE R L
22 ARAR

N S o =g A T 8 o T R SR Y 132
H B3 0 285 i 27 AR B I 28 FIR I AH DG A HEZ
() 5 22 I 28 3ANJ7 1T o e, il i EH A b ) 4% — L
SEAT S L AT FE AR ITERIFFE N FH A R U i
10 a A5 B RATIER LUK —BUEUR 32 5 ik i AR A 1E
W28 IR R B v 5 TR AH G ABF AL 23 0 R
WM 10 a PRET4F 8 08T, BRI 2 Fiw .
2.2.1 Jii H 4 R 25

TE ARG & ek FE v, i i B A 1 < 44

LR R LA 55 4 J17 ANA] Z 0 (Denicolai et al,
2010), A WT9E FZMIRIFHE L 575K 24 0 B
FFo MUIRIFELLS & , &SR L EUZ R )
RAMB GRS TN R & R E
FETNER W 8 FHRIE (Liu et al, 2017),

T 10 a H b 9 28 BiF 53 2 8 DR Vi (AL 265 1
R IR S A A 1 0 245 25 R A B Ak AN )
) 244 235 ) P S ) DO 2% 235 40 P 2 i PR 28 45 A R AR
A AT B8 B B Ve . D R 454
PRI 5 48 45 2 G VE M, A2 45 Mk 55 X (Denicolai et al,
2010) . 5536 B ¥ (Erkus-Oztiirk et al, 2010) .15 B,
33 55 143 2 M (Luo et al, 2016) ., 25 i) X 2 [
(Lee et al, 2013) LA SOGB4 0 HE 40U AE 28 6 28 W 45 55
Horp, B85 4% M (Ying et al, 2016; Raisi et al, 2018).
A4 S 0 (Williams et al, 2017)55 728 5 2 2% 11
SERG AT M, T BRI U 1 M SRR O 2R R 45t
LA KRS B AR B L o BRIL=Z Ak, 45 4
FA AL 2T FF 8RB . T 223 45(2009) #2 51] , M
) 28 AL A7 SR Ui A 1 3l 2 R T R R R R T

Fz2 20092018 FEjfkiFit S ME LTI RN B SiHERR

Tab.2 Contents and progress of social network analysis in tourism research, 2009-2018

T WA

Wtk

W WE B A RS H B9 2SS VEM %% (Beritelli, 2011; Schaffer et al, 2012; Hwang et al,
2013; Kimbu et al, 2013; Lee et al, 2013; Ying et al, 2015; Luo et al,

2 ik
2016; Kang et al, 2018)

28 4% (Luo et al, 2015; Ying et al, 2016; Raisi et al, 2018)
o Z2 W45 BT Ak (Ye et al, 2013; Pavlovich, 2014; Kim et al, 2018)
%% £ 45 ¥4 114 5% 1] (Denicolai et al, 2010; Erkus-Oztiirk et al, 2010; Ro-

AN L LR B4 AT 9 26 22 [T
ARELAE T LA B I 245 3 A A5 DO Z 3 G 5
SRR 28 S50 S H 0 RIBL i
SR AR AR 7T 1 R I A 2 A 5
Wi, BRIV 265 R 20007 3B 5 LA TR 46 156 28 9 47
IR ) b R B AR DG )R]

meiro et al, 2010; Hwang et al, 2013; Ness et al, 2014; Ying et al, 2015;
Luo et al, 2016; Hwang et al, 2017; Aarstad et al, 2018; Pulido-

Fernandez et al, 2018)

W) 25 235 4 Y 5% 1 K] 25 (Strobl et al, 2013; Aubke et al, 2014; Ying et al,

2017; Kelliher et al, 2018)

T3l 10 9 265 A 05 BT 15 4 5 (Ness et al, 2014) A5 &0
(Zach et al, 2017) ., % U5 R HLAE J1 A1 75 22 (Ford et al, 2012) 41X &5

(Hwang et al, 2013)25 55407

M TSR XRS5 4 R 45 1) 25 44 (Stienmetz et al, 2015; Asero et al, 2016; Liu
i3 etal, 2017; Kang et al, 2018)1i# {k(Lee et al, 2018)

K R T LAV AE LR (Liu et al, 2017)

He P AL EARBRE AT AE B, T4 T 8
(A E:OE

T T IR U L e 1) i T RO e 2 7
Sy EE I F M RIS 5 S P25 A4 3
AR S 23 M

Wi lE B (I 52 4% 4544 (Tasci et al, 2018; Wang et al, 2018)

Garcia-Lillo et al, 2018)

WFE 3 BB 4 I 2455 F (Nunkoo et al, 2013) &3 fk(Ying et al, 2011)
i A O ARERY 5 JE R (Hwang et al, 2013; Hwang et al, 2017) Jik i Ml #% [ (Janta et al,

ENGES 2012) LA R M4
TR I M4 (Luo et al, 2015)

FER 7 1YL M4 (Chung, 2017)

A 35 14 45 74 (Racherla et al, 2010; Ye et al, 2013) 5 i 4k (Nunkoo et
al, 2013; Fan et al, 2017; Koseoglu et al, 2018)
5] A 5] W 4% (Benckendorff et al, 2013; Garcia-Lillo et al, 2016;

WFFE S MANBFNGEA T U6 I AR e 733 4t
B AERF S FIRIRSE M AR B SE N 25
I SR S5 ISR 5 T SR A 1] B~ R LT
FERPA DT s 2 L 1 3BT AR A
TRBITE R RA

W R 55 X5 M S NAE B 56 2 M 45 11
2 b W% BT 2 AL, INRERS FLAR
B W 2387 45 R0 P 5 AR TR A
HIA IR
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FEREE A, 8 T AR 90 B B S A Al e ) A
DM (B A 45, 2013), 3T 10 a AH OG22 ik i H
(1R 1, PX) 2 S5 ) () BN S T AR SR A T T AR A I 24
1 Pavlovich(2014) 3¢ T8 P4 22 PR G EE R H 114 3 1%
2% Schaffer 5£(2012)5¢ T B - 22 N LI R4 24
el 1| 6 A 56 R4 2 K Kim 2520 18) %6 i [ AF 56 e
T L 2R N 45 (T AL IF R 4 . @ E TN 45 45
Fa) 14 52 1), A 45 6 H Y b 55 4+ 7 (Denicolai et al,
2010) . Ji ¥ Ml & Ji& 7K °F- (Pulido- Fernandez et al,
2018) LA} 1] #5548 & Ji (Erkusoztiirk et al, 2010) )52
Wl , XJA7 835 (A X 2 5 (Hwang et al, 2013) 5245
1%l (Aarstad et al, 2018) 52, AN K A 46 P4 ) R
WY BSE B L% (Luo et al, 2016) AU . R4 %
JEE AT A 28 AU B H 0 M O FR R 25 T R Dl A
Wg? #H XM 5T 7 (Denicolai et al, 2010; Kimbu et
al, 2013): 5% i JFi s 1Y H 1 b S VE A I T 44
P, AR T H AR O 5 e YR ik e
il 25 K0 DG HR S 5 1 43 BUIR e 99 28 AT D)4 /57 ik
e A Je L2 . B SEMa P 28 I8 AN 25 44 Y A
KR, AL HEAT 30 AR 1 PE A% RF1E (Ying et al,
2017). 4 JJj (Aubke et al, 2014), 7 B2 (Strobl et al,
2013) A 2 W 2% 47 " (Hwang et al, 2017; Kelliher et
al, 2018), 17 8l # Z [1] (1 {5 1 (Kelliher et al, 2018)
& @ 17 EhE e R M4 b A ELARA B X
VRARIBCRE T3 28 9 115 AL 328 5 B0 R 7 5 (Ness
et al, 2014), 2 B BEH LR AT ETE(Zach et al,
2017)#RA 4 =R EERIME

N5 SR A R T U 25 R AT 17 3 e 43 A DX Ja
B H 300G 3R P 28 S5 A A AT , 9505 HL R 1
& H PR Ui A 4% 8 57 (Stienmetz et al,
2015), EARIRIEE 5 H B Z A4 25 Al #E 2, (H
TR D SR S5 AT AT DL A5 e H A
Z 25 K (Asero et al, 2016)., FIIWFIE £ A HTF %
LT U7 . ) DX ST i DX 24 S5 R 5, I A ke AT
FEUd RO i % 76 B MR A T8 AL A, 4B lie
& RN R Ui 5= 5 2 18] (%) . 8l ) 4% (Stienmetz et al,
2015; Asero et al, 2016; Garcia-Lillo et al, 2018) }z
Tk (Lee et al, 2018), A H 11 1 0 2% 114) fi% M- 457 B 42
HETRFEAR G . B A IR H 1 OC R
W 25T BB TR AE L o AN Liu 25201 7)1 & 1 [
BRSO R Y X S A AR PR A B
FE RS H B s s 4 Z [ A OC R XX — 13U
JEIT T 24P . BRI Z A1, Wang %5:(2018) , Tasci

(2018) 43 A =il At 48 AT o A B I HIE 42
R R0, 2D i TSN B e
JiE H A HuAH IR 28 v i L e g .

2.2.2 JiREFAARGAEMZE

F AR CIEE s o TP S IR S 3= 2 Ne o (S0 AT <1
J5 2 —(Fan et al, 2017), HAf 2 i g # 3= 248 T
A ) T DA A S D) 24 B 1] ) SRR M DA R 9%
TS SR 285 v 1 A8 R0 DA % 4 52 )% (Hay thornth-
waite, 1996), HRIF7 ARG VE R 25T 58 1Y AH O LR
— HBNET, BT EE s il T X 2k
I X TR TR I A& i SR AE FHIEAS I 3 (Casanu-
eva et al, 2016),{HiT 10 a X VUBAH ST A T 3K
Rl . © BARGRWEVF 55 % M (Racherla et al,
2010) Ffi13: 5] i (Benckendorff, 2013; Garcia-Lillo et
al, 2016; Garcia-Lillo et al, 2018)1/54Kk J& ¢ 1 1Y £
SRR Gk — 20 A, 451 a0 X TG ) A P 4
1 (Garcia-Lillo et al, 2016) g 75 19 )k 45 B4R )
N 7945 # (Garcia-Lillo et al, 2018) %2 K41 [X.
SER BRIV WA IR A, 41 Koseoglu %(2018)%f
A1 ML A5 ST ) 5 2 P 8 R A T T AR [ B[] P
HIFNEN [ri) 25 U T LRI, 3200 T B A 322 Sl 7
RAFFE G AT A L o @ IR AR A VEM 4%
FIR) 5 M R 2% R AR LU, Fan 45(2017)2%
A= R M 2 AR PRI B E T 45
) GBS JTIR I T OGS B AR X A
R L& EER A2 . (D) W 5T 3 ] B &R 1) A8 b B
i FAE — A~ 2= BR800 35k 19 3 3 3 2 (Ben- David,
1964) , 31 4 AH il Ui iF 5% 3580 1) OC 2R X 4% 45 4
(Nunkoo et al, 2013) F145 1478 {55 (Ying et al, 2011)
TR Z 2N T o X SEAF 5T B 0 0 e A7 F1 FF 5
FEAR R AR SR s 5 ARk
2.2.3 SR AR 20 R 2%

Jite YifE 2 A A 23 B RO 1 N B 28 7 3 B
(Murphy, 2013), Jigliflk & Rk fe b 425 A
FErt 23 O R AR B AR AL 6 1R R iR Vi 4 1 AR 0
F2 11 BRORIR U ML RS B NS S Z Tl G 2R (&I
HIRIE A NI OCR A ER AT ETR . 1EAAR
1 319 B By s RAS AN B2 48 i, 46 4%
FA B 5% B A AR 26 v 145 5 iR S SR
H #2 #H ¢ (Hwang et al, 2013; Hwang et al, 2017),
W RS IX R 0 R M2 8 R 2% AT At X
J7 5 ) — BB HE SN IR UiE A JR 1) P EME B K (Hwang
et al, 2017); 1M1 F 4 iy DCRE A 14 g R OG 28 R 46 1R
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B 2 BB 5w R RO A X AT R (Ying et al,
2015), X FAMEB RN T , 25kl & & i
114 J Rk A Ml 4 X G 2R o 4% 1) T B A%, A
B FiE 5 5% 2 %8 (Janta et al, 2012), JEiEH N EBH
TR KA LS NELBRCRM, 1K
XUJ5 [ TE 28 5K 2 I 44 22 7~ S To 1 6 1T 22 37 177 A
SEARR , FERXA SRR R PR R R R
H H %L (Chung, 2017), JR¥FH 754 1 9 3 = W 2%
— P ) A A A R, 2 B A FH AR B 40 2 (Luo et
al, 2015),
2.3 FEREIEHIN A

2009 4 2Z {4t 2 W 45 43 BT AR G rp 2 BS AR R
WEFIE A 22 B0 R, “ 39 K R 7 2 Tk e
28] ¢ £ (Pavlovich, 2003)  “45F1R " Z T H (1) i 7]
I 2% 25 K6 (Shih, 2006) FH23 AR 2 F H 11 11 /9 265 Y
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M. S. Granovetter 4 AT 28 FE I R 730 “ o
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(AT BETE LK T A AML2 DL B i A 2555
Ji A & A A & AU AR JH (Granovetter, 1973,
1983), 55 ¢ R " B FE AR WEA 58 b i 1 32 244K
BUAE 24~ 1T, BVt i A0 i AH S Al s 41 27 1) £
SR ZRE DL BRI AR S AT Z [ 0 D6 2, FE AT 4R
BRI R IVE R R B, an il 1, i 4k
Ui L R 1) 55 0 22 T LI Z R0 B8 U, B o (i
(Pavlovich, 2014). Lee %%(2018)IA R4 1) H
(18 1 G 3R DO 265 v (19 55 G R RAE T R U T 34 B 7
R, JE H Ak & R O T Ia) . FELR D)
L AR 55 6 R — A B A s
AL AE R E S5 20CR (Luo et al, 2015), TMifE—L
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it e 5 BRI G2 O Z8 A5 55 00 %o B e i R SR A
BRI (Gafter et al, 2017), KT I 58 & A9 5200
K2R, Ying 55(2017) A58 A 3 : FERR Rl 55 D 265 1)

SN AL FR R R ML B3 AR IR 28 PR AR R
TIE B Ol 55 45 118 O R
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U5, WA R B AUCAFEE R LT Burt, 1992), TEHR
TErt 2 X R WL, S5 R A B X R BT
ARIBCFR e ), W TF B AT 5 kR 4
(Pavlovich, 2014), #l11%1 2 7K ., Racherla £$(2010)iz
FH S5 B 0 iR U A VE R 92 I 28 317 2 B
P« b T2 TR A 1 A A T LR S M ) 2
R G RRTF R G ARMFY X AP G AT LRI B 5
SRR IO LAY .
2.3.3 FESAHLS

M A AL s A R TE B WP T 3l rh 3R
B ol 8 B 51 ) R AT S a5 T B TR, AR A
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Fig.1 Application of the weak tie theory
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87 fVER, ARt 23 0 R SO OGR4 it T
— AN (PR, 2009), (EIEARKC A PN, #1245
A BV A iR WA 5 TP O R 32 838 £ G TE (Jeong,
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Fig.3 Application of social network analysis in tourism research
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Abstract: In recent years, social network analysis (SNA) has been widely adopted in tourism research to become
one of the most popular tourism research paradigms in China and internationally. This study analyzed 67 articles
on SNA published in the top 10 authoritative international journals of tourism research from 2009 to 2018.
Concepts of interest included SNA research perspectives and methods, research contents, and application of
relevant theories. On the basis of a comprehensive, systematic analysis, the results of this study were compared
with those of a literature review from 10 years ago. Findings provided an overview of international research
progress in SNA in tourism within the past decade and revealed several trends. First, research perspectives have
improved during the past 10 years, as evidenced by a remarkable increase in research results from an egocentric
network perspective and its integration with the whole-network perspective. Second, research methods have
diversified; sources of relational data have become richer, various statistical analysis techniques (e.g., correlation
analysis) have been applied, and research using these quantitative techniques has entered the mainstream. Some
researchers have also begun to use qualitative research methods, such as grounded theory. Third, research objects
have expanded from destination cooperative networks and policy networks to residents' relational networks,
hyperlink networks, electronic word-of-mouth networks, and tourism image networks. Fourth, the research focus
has shifted from describing and analyzing network structures to examining influencing factors and effects along
with the formation, development, and change of networks. Finally, application of relevant SNA theories has
expanded; studies using the theory of social capital appear relatively rich, and the strong explanatory power of
this theory on tourism-related issues has been revealed. These results reflect a shift in tourism SNA research
from measuring variables to interpreting and explaining them. In this paper, we summarized the challenges
associated with applying SNA in tourism research internationally and provided recommendations for future SNA
research in China. This study contextualized the latest research trends in applying SNA to tourism studies and
laid a foundation for subsequent work.

Keywords: social network analysis; tourism research; the whole network; egocentric network; relationship net-

works



