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Abstract

Under the background of rural revitalization, in response to the problems of uneven distribution
and poor accessibility of rural logistics networks in Wushan County, this study proposes an optimi-
zation plan through spatial and network analysis: dividing into 2 first-level centers, 7 second-level
points, and 87 third-level networks. It also suggests strengthening cooperative distribution, infra-
structure investment, and talent cultivation to enhance logistics efficiency and promote rural de-
velopment. The results have reference significance for similar regions.
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Figure 1. Technical route
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Figure 2. Location map
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Figure 3. Existing logistics network distribution
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Figure 4. Site suitability evaluation model
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