Geographical Science Research HUELRL 27} 5T, 2024, 13(2), 253-260 Hans X0
Published Online April 2024 in Hans. https://www.hanspub.org/journal/gser
https://doi.org/10.12677/gser.2024.132024

ﬁﬁ:‘cﬂ: i3 B3t 0 4% 5 5 BE B 22 90 R ASFMiE
M E =R

gﬁ %5 4\%\ ﬁ; -{aj:?]-’ ?‘E\"z&; % Xy\
BRPGEE TR AR, B

Weks HiA: 20244F1H24H; FHBE®: 20244F3A5H; KA AHM: 2024435 14H

R

AR RN RERFEFNENLOERRNERR, BRARFLNERRBRST RNz —. ACELK=
AHX ., FREX ., B T X E R B A O AR NSRS ERE, RSB RTHE ST
P28 53 B I 22 20 SRAGAIE R M P SRTE R, SR B I IRIZRALAHIERE , FEACNIES,
ZZRYE; NFHRERE, MEREEREI Tl LA, P TREXER, FHEBHSHI—" K
sy WERRE, 2019FERFERT FBH LRI KBER A, 2021FUE, FERTRREE
&, HEER . NERZUFERE, MBXEEZRMMERK, ZREWAIE; EFRRID
TR 4 S B RS B, IR R RACTAR R R AR ET b, 42 HRIRET H X WRIACE 58
& RIBORZN: AU R EAEHSEN.

X 5in
AESAHTEEM, MERER, IERE HEST

Research on the Spatiotemporal
Differentiation Characteristics and
Influencing Factors of Network
Attention in Red Culture Research
Bases

Jing Zhang, Xuan Jiao, Yike Wang, Sijie Li, Shuang Li

College of Humanity, Shaanxi University of Technology, Hanzhong Shaanxi

Received: Jan. 24™, 2024; accepted: Mar. 5, 2024; published: Mar. 14", 2024

WEIIH: KE, W, EIRA, 2B, 2 SO I M X 4 S FE R S A AR AE K R B A ). Hb
FRLHF Y, 2024, 13(2): 253-260. DOI: 10.12677/gser.2024.132024


https://www.hanspub.org/journal/gser
https://doi.org/10.12677/gser.2024.132024
https://doi.org/10.12677/gser.2024.132024
https://www.hanspub.org/

Abstract

Red tourism has both tourism economic value and red gene characteristics, and has become one of
the important development directions of the tourism industry. This article uses mathematical
statistics methods to analyze the spatiotemporal differentiation characteristics of network at-
tention and the factors that affect online attention through the internet attention data of the na-
tional red study and tourism bases in the Yangtze River Delta region, Beijing-Tianjin-Hebei region,
and Shaanxi-Gansu-Ningxia region. The results display: From the perspective of time change cha-
racteristics, spring, summer, and autumn are the peak seasons, and winter is the off-season. From
the perspective of holidays, network attention shows a trend of “rising before the holiday, falling
and then rising during the holiday, and gradually becoming the same as before the holiday”. From
an annual perspective, the COVID-19 epidemic at the end of 2019 caused the development of study
tours to stagnate. After 2021, the development of study tours picked up and slowly increased;
from the perspective of spatial change characteristics, the spatial distribution of network atten-
tion varies greatly, and the spatial structure is unbalanced; transportation factors have the highest
correlation with attention to the red study base network, while tourism development levels have the
lowest correlation. Based on this, suggestions are put forward to improve regional tourism trans-
portation, stimulate off-season travel, and promote and market the red cultural research base.

Keywords

Red Culture Research Base, Network Attention, Spatiotemporal Characteristics, Mathematical
Statistics

Copyright © 2024 by author(s) and Hans Publishers Inc.
This work is licensed under the Creative Commons Attribution International License (CC BY 4.0).
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

1. i

ST RRA TR i e A2 [E 2 SO B M &, 2 B RTHARAT RS R BT 2 — . B B R R,
TR ZRAT 0 JJA ] 2. 2016 FE S Fi kA €2016~2020 -4 E 2L AR NiE K RN E) , fat
A KL iR R 71, SRR TG, B EERR. (2017 FEL RN /3R ) fa .
H AR T2 O 2T G i B A I B R . AR, H A P AT 2 2 DU T AT R S R S R AT
WHEARRE N, LU R A R BAT R, R /D0 43 58 Wt 0 40 68 SO 257 5 1) D) 2% O
TR SRR FUAS H 2011~2018 AR [F 31 AN (XL )L il Ui ) 4 DR B IR 2 AP A B s il B 2%
DRI “HL” AR, KICHERRE, 51 MG GERE bR, 8 7 4E 34 M (XS
T )X 3 L PR 0 48 SR PR AIE , 957 S5 (3R Stata AH 9% 14 6 56 3of 4 6] 41 €20 e Y 5% DX 5200 (R R 2k 47 40 # s
RIS B Te . B IRATE AP SR EX MG E MR E . B2, dOamEmmic
A A, ARG A A T IR LT SCARRIF 2% J5 i o) 2% DG N 25 0 S AR AE B R il DR R T 9

BT, Al E RS K S A X P X E SR AL T i U S )
W2 IETE, 2 Excel R S: M F0LT 6 SCARAIF 2% J5 i I 45 DG T 2 PR I 25 o A R AE . BRI 20 Ea it 272k
W BE X 25 SCTE FE R R R 31, SR JE KR TH AT (B 2% M 2 DG SR th A . B 7R MR THAL Bt e
PR, 2017 44T i RE A AR A -

][l

DOI: 10.12677/gser.2024.132024 254 BRI


https://doi.org/10.12677/gser.2024.132024
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

AT R FEFR AL B S I RIS, oA B A U AR SR B R R ER LTS By, A3k 20 (8 SO 27 i i
2. EKRESHE
2.1. HIBFKIR

2.1.1. BFFEH

2016 FHE M. EFEREEERE 11 MR CCTHEE RN EETERATHIEL) , HT 2017
SRR 2018 FE AT [ LA [ Hh /N2 AR A A S B BN M A BRLAE AL (A B AT, 2018), dnd4
611 AN AN R AT Ik, WSt R, BB EG S . FaZERE N Rk,
AR 1 G H ) iy 7 1 SIS A R 4 A 75 A G SO AR A S A R T B

2.1.2. MEREE

KEE AR IEFY T Z ERIFREE, AT DL— @ R B W 52 Sy ) 5 DG R Ak (A1 1R N AR E B &R
[4]. BEE BERMKRE, IRAAERATAI AR ol & A - SRR REE, A R &R
TEP 28 VR RE o REAR B A2 T FE N RS AT AR SRl S DG (1 48 S A OB LE 5
R v TR R RLS] [6]s GUFAm[ 7 RIEE T TUAE[8]SRAF e Ak, A B m AU I 5 &
PE[9], MOZEFE DL FEF8 BUE il B Tk 27 56 b o 4% 9 3 FEE ) R A A 2050 WA 2 T 37 b 3ol 75 SR ARRAEE » ERLE
ARSI A0 SOAR T 25 5 O 248 DG B St ik T 1 BE 4R 4, 30 48 2R B R it 2 B A DG GBI A T I R
DA B D947 G R LS & E 0, N B VUAT B EDURA SRR AR, Rk, AR BT
B J2E R AR R 48 2R TT LA B DUAT 6 LR 20 S TR R 4 G FE R . AR Rk, e T K=
MAHIX 16 5K, HUAERHLIX 9 5, B THulX 4 5¢, 3L 29 FA O E R FuE AR it i &, JF
WCER LT 5 B 1 2018~2022 4F [ W 458 DGy FE L H X458 Sy B DA R T B H I 28 D3 B i

2.1.3. ®EREFRRE
M= AHX, SUREEMIX, B T X &N E (XL ) 2022 SEGETHES . 2022 FEHIREH St
KRG AR USRI R R NSRS « AN LR, B2l e e N LR B R M DR 3 i

22. ARFAZE

A Excel BT XS BIF 22 BE 1 (0 190 2% S TE FEEAE 3 DX 8] (8 70 A1 22 7 AR R R FEREAT TH 5L, Jlad R T
B RNE M, SRR BRI AT B R M I ERBEAT RN 047 o

© 257 HH

FHT W 22 AMEARSR AR I Z2 3 AR . ASSCHI LA B 48 S0 BE R s 1) 22 5 A2 Ak, THSE AR T

S /)? (1)

Ref, CVIRFELERF R, X FRFIX MG, X AP, CV R IX 48 G 43 A
BHORERE, CVAEBR, WML SRR A () 2 kB2 ez, MITRAR.

@ ML PR

TR T 2 MR SRR, AT

T

2
G =100x 27_1[£j )

qrh, G AR PR, X AR XA TR A X M2 R S G BdIE T

DOI: 10.12677/gser.2024.132024 255 BRI


https://doi.org/10.12677/gser.2024.132024

0, Ui BII2% STE S (Y 22 (R AR SR AR OB G BRIZAL 100, 158 B I 48 S 2 1) 2 ) S R P vy
©OREEVALE R ¢
FHRAE 58 P 48 ST L F) DS SRAREE , THRE AN T
P=R/P, 3
A, POEALEE, Py AT Py 2y ARG X rh 90 28 ST o L XA X . —BOAN, P>2, FRoR
R, FREMAYE, P<2, WAAREREEE D, SR,

3. P%XREERE S
3.0. REEFOH

MRIGERH T IX =AU S X A W48 QTR BT M8, R A T R R T2 4R AP
BHER ARl AMESS, o544 H PRI 0.8~1 BRI 812, 48 TR 0.8 LT A&7
NIRZE, 4 30 8 L DO 27 3 L X 2% SV FE VR REZR 70 AR (8 1)

1A 28 38 48 5H 64 7H  8H 9H 10H 11H 12H

Bt
e N =
s I

KR
S e i
Figure 1. Distribution table of network attention in low and peak seasons of research bases in various regions
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Figure 2. Chart of changes in network attention in various regions before and after the May Day holiday
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Figure 3. Change chart of daily average network attention from 2018 to 2022
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Table 1. Change characteristics of the network attention index of red research and study bases in the three regions from 2018
to 2022
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Table 2. Change characteristics of the total network attention index of red research and study bases in three regions from
2018 to 2022
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Table 3. Correlation between the network attention of the research bases and the influencing factors
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