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Abstract: Spring Festival travel rush is one of the largest and most typical phenomena of population move—
ment in China. The spatial and temporal pattern of population movement during the Spring Festival period

directly or indirectly affects China’ s economic and social development during the Spring Festival. The
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article relies on the big data of Gaode map in 2019 focusing on depicting the latest changes in the spatial
and temporal pattern of population geographic movement during the Spring Festival of 2019. The study
finds that: developed cities are those with the largest population movement during the Spring Festival;

during the Spring Festival travel rush the population flow presents a clear pattern of pre-festival diversion
and postfestival confluence and shows obvious characteristics of network structure; the Beijing-Tianjin—
Hebei urban agglomeration the middle and lower reaches of the Yangtze River the Pearl River Delta ur—
ban agglomeration and the Chengdu-Chongqing urban agglomeration dominate the flow of population dur—
ing the Spring Festival travel rush. The spatial and temporal pattern of population movement during the
Spring Festival of 2019 is consistent with the traditional pattern. The new trend of “reverse Spring Festi—
val travel rush” still needs observation and research.

Keywords: Spring Festival travel rush; population movement; time-space pattern; reverse Spring Festival

travel rush
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