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Abstract

This paper uses social network analysis to analyse the trade data of 66 countries along “The Belt
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and Road” from 2009 to 2018, including network density analysis, centrality analysis, core-edge
structure analysis and block model analysis. The analyses show that the overall density of trade
network along “The Belt and Road” is on the rise, and China’s centrality is constantly improving
and occupies a dominant position. There is an obvious core-edge structure and clustering pheno-
menon in the trade network.
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Table 1. “The Belt and Road” trade network density table 2009~2018
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Table 2. Top 10 countries with the sum of output and input of center point intensity from 2009 to 2018
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Table 3. The top five countries in the core of trade network nodes in 2009, 2013 and 2018
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Figure 1. Distribution tree of trade network subgroups in 2013
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Figure 2. Distribution tree of trade network subgroups in 2018
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