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Abstract: This paper analyzed and reviewed application of social network analysis in the research of intergovernmental organi-
zations. By an example network , the paper mainly focused on the method of constructing intergovernmental organizations net-
work, centrality analysis method, cluster analysis method and network effect on the research of intergovernmental organiza-
tions. It some pointed problem in current network analysis methods out. Finally, it looked forward to the direction of the future

research.
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