LN
- AEBE - JOURNALISM RESEARCH 20204F 554 2551694

IR UURR A A N BRI 55 W i 52
T Twitter £ SR SO s 5 B 0

AW

C RS rim Lk re, i 200072)

(35 ZE) CHZL iR v B SIS Pk B TR A A AR B R R, A AL
V) ) 22 S5 P A EL BB, 2 AP B £ 2 A0 WU P A AT RE i, AN 2 T 1 WU 42 Ay o A 9 B
Mo ARHFFLEBITF T T “DAFE” fEE, HIET 20154 Twitter & TS IMFERITLT7. 277 %4 ST A 3= i g A
FR, AT TSRS 54 N RIOSSER T . BIRRI: (1) Tvitterfih ZIE LR “1hH %
7 PUE, KEHTIwitter A P EEREIDGENE;  (2) REHANA ARG ARG 8, A
A SRS S B P 2 A BRSO T AR AR O, AR S R SHEM A B, (3) Twitterd
PR 1530, 3% Twi t ter N AR E B IEAR 6. BT RIRTIE T4 AU 5 B RCR 3R55 . AN 2T HE &
SAERF T A NIFE B 5 A R R B I R

[E8RIA) AN AR AQRE: WHRERE, MAZER: Ll

[FESAS] 2109 [ SZRkFRIRAD ] A

—. 5 F

Mo NI TR PAFEVE 2 G R R R o, WG e i f B, N IR S
W2 RTR—, FNAE—DLBH BEE” , 1% VIR s TN T
S A SRUCGEUE B A W DL Rtk DL SR U BN R B4, AN NI A A BB ATA TR 7
SR EATAL? 22 AT RN B S R ORI BT FT St 1 — M filRe: 2O 2 AFL I
SRR AR, R BB BER (McCombs & Shaw, 1972) o BRI B WK
AN NS VR R A I TR AT I, TR A AR, 0B A AR S AR SRR
—EERERE, MR X AN R T K TR

MEEBBN] Sk, L i Bevbi, Lieoesys Ly SR il S 2o pr e e v o
[(REWB] EE5AERE ST AR T T 500 2% 50 [F ISR 77 (15AZD076) .
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SR, BEAE FLR A AS AR AR R, A ARURE ™ W PR A 1 I A S T
Ko —I7MH, HATBARRA RAEAG 2 A N Z B B I AP R 58, SO Y & L AT RE
ALBARBL TS NFIWT, 36 FTREAIUE DN NSNS A BBz s i “ A ARUE”
METER R LAE (N RIER) . AREDNANA CRABANR. 5—J5m,
AARUEAE RS NAWAAGREINE, 28 7 A NZER TR ML S k- & 1
N ANZFRZBHNR R, AR MR RN BRI E . A
AE T D AZE S KA BT 2 AR R REACTR /IR 73 52 AN BOBLE ZEE (R, X
BOBLE ZAE IR AR A

HIRM AL BT & ERSORE i BT R B A B, MO EAT “ KR AR T
R EWIFL”  (Guo, 2017: 100 , EIEFHEHARBREXT “NAUGE” M. X
SRAT UG H 73T (02 A S I 6 AR S SR8 AT DL 25 50 22 /D JOE AN 2 /b LB 1 52
RN, FEEARFUEAT 25600 AR REW BE M “ D AR o BUABTEXS “4
NBURE” SEM (KT FERE S 15 T B e BEARRE M RS AT RE 2 1K 32 Ak, HES3RIIE . 26T
U, ASHFFOR ARSI E D ANBRE” #9SEAE, PATwitteriX — FEBr B BAA N
W&, PATwitter20154E A 4EFMFEMITLITT. 275 2 HESCONBIE BRI SCARZH8 5
FREEBEAR, irTwitter EEABGRR “NANWAR” MCR, DU U % &
W T8 “ IR R AR .

S CMARE HA LA A

(—) AXRNEBEAMANEZF

LRI, WRRREIE ORI SRR, =ik sg. ARW
2% B (public agenda setting) . BURIWFEWE (policy agenda setting) FILEAAK
WHFEWE (media agenda setting) bk, AT, 2009: 22) ; =MNHREM: WL
N FE % E (issue agenda setting) . JBMINFERE (attribute agenda setting)
I NFE R E (network agenda setting) (McCombs, 2014: 55) . fEfrE AT,
BFEA L A% O B AT SRR AR B XS A AR R FE A BOAIT 5T, B A AR U BE BT 5T

DN AR 15 BRI 9 S VR T 22 P AR TR B 19684F (K 205 LU 78 (McCombs & Shaw,
1972) , ZWFFCEE — UIESE T BRSO AN A AR BRI R E M. BEJE, 22 PRl & A\ 4%
GL5e R T ISR (Shaw & McCombs, 1977) RIL9T64E[MGTELSHFFT (McCombs et
al., 1981) , iESE [ KSR RSE B ZEFW T AR, EEANARKENE. H
Wz Ja, WO RCE BIRIEE A, PSS NI T (AR N S 0 W 456 52 AR
) WA E B TR AT
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AR B — BELAERE A SR REPE, — M0 2 A R P& 5 &
CobbMIELder PA AR FN B AWk WO T 8y« HAT i Ve B i pk s A 3L )
R E N “HAN A BV BB SEHHES” o G, EARDGER AR E T
WO R BN SR o AAURER “ AT UGE R E RS Gl DR
Hr, 2009: 2-7) o KosickifltiFAARWAER —F “ENNZHNE, A ZHST”
MIMES (Kosicki, 1993) o AMRIEN—AEAAMEALE, HUCH 820k E &,
F BT NI e R AN NS08 R B, AR5 R AN N 108 M A
m, AFBNAARWEE . HAnfESC (LB FE e, 22 FEARHTURT I S8 0 i) 32 U5 A AT I O%
PO WRLE, SRR X S HCR N JEHEF (McCombs & Shaw, 1972: 181) .

EAE T, AN AN DGR ZEPE IR B A AR, HSE R — R AR .
B BATVEAT T — W2 AR, BENLIEG AL 3205, 0 i A A6 5AN 108 fr) S B4
IR (BUEAN1~5, BRI EE) , BRMERIMNHESER. ANERE
W 70— R 2 K 5L 32 U 4 10/ N BUBEE BV IR A AR s UCIA 5 URE () 5 Bk
A [17,16, 15, 14, 131 85 FF H AR BRE A A AR AR G R 2. FIRWNE R E
BFR— R R SR R B (Spearman’s p ) , ITFREIFFIF (WVu et
al., 2014) KA LIREBMF< KRB (Pearson’s r) . Ho, HERENEE, A
W AR PR BB SR EME, BT ANNGE, SUGEEENR
[3.4,3.2,3.0,2.8.2.6], 52AFEH IR ENE——XT R ARWFER T nfEHF
BN WS L, P NSRS BRSO A o8 REUE T AR S AR IRE R
FHOG RHL

F1 A BAEL FHABAE

G A EE B WEE C WEE D WREE
FiHE 1 5 4 3 2 1
ZihE 2 4 3 2 1 5
Zin#E 3 3 5 2 4 1
ZiRE 4 1 2 3 4 5
ZIHES 4 2 5 3 1
AR 17 16 15 14 13
AR 3.4 3.2 3.0 2.8 2.6

DN ARVRE IS A B NAR DU A AR T AR AR . TSR b, XA
ANV R ENEIR I AR BRE R — DR CPNBRE) MEE, P ANRERISE
BEREE T BT AMANER, ARUAAERITA Ak HSEEEBFREA I EERE, —K)
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F2 HH 22N AR 1)U S S T T 8, 2 DA 8 AR I 2 A AR P LR . B e 8
RO CBETE T ARG HRE A A (McCombs, 1981) . 4R, A
W 9 3 e A N U B RE A N A N A ARE (Becker, 1991) o WA N Z [RIFFAE
BKRZES, WAL KRR 2 AR R BRI 1 S2 AN, oAk
AR AR

8 A NG 2 EEME IR IEZS T30 A1, SERUAF I NSRRI A ARE b T 218 5 b
AT e 3 N AT ARER AR LA A A AU R 2, L, FERRTE IEAS 4> A
Ty y~Nu=0, *=1), BB NBFEAT DARF KA M52 AN A (68.27%) o 4R,
YA NZE RIS, Wlo—28F, y~Nu=0, o’=4), IE-F5ANFE R AER#E38. 29% 152
NN BN NERILEIR, Wo—3, P ANUFAAE26. 119 Z AN 5°F
BINWFETERF I Z A NI, BRI EEAR LR R % 35 e T3 NAE (A A
), WMIEAH KIS ARA NASZ R

y-N(u=0,0°=1)

A1 FHAAE (AL ) EANEF

BATIAEIRAEE G20 206 )\ FARSZ A N B 22 AR B2, BV A& SR A AR
I NZERIEAR, B A I IFE 3 BT A N ZE R, A NG B Z Ve
ANRVFER —E A S0, BEA TR B2, Rl A B Wik, A4
NEFCE T AFEMELZIMREE . CHEZHMEMAFAAEREBENANESR, WK
RN (CZAERR, 2012)  AMARFEYE (Hausman & Newey, 2016) . 23tk (09, Jak
W, 201D « A (BEFIESE, 2015) o FRASHARRAR, AN A BTSN ZE R
—ANEERI AR AR P SRS RO R (McCombs et al., 2014:
793) o A FFRRIGER M LIRS, ELE I OSBRI, B I 5 A A A
KN AR BT T ZMANZE R, M DU WX s m il S8 1L

(=) AREARFR “MAIE” BMAEHR T
FE19724F, ZF RGN Y 5t O 4 E iR B A U B BT 5t 2 N 22 5 1 B,
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EARVIGE W TR 0 IS B B s BT« 5 2Rt 78 Rz K& E TH 3 %
LM ET 7 (McCombs & Shaw, 1972: 184) . AZEAX— 8, WK ER
WRFHEHRPERE T MNER, WSEHTFERK (Camaj & Weaver, 2013) « NMAZLK
(Zucker, 1978) MIFEMA. AT, XM FHSERKZ AL BT (i “ &3
WRF” URFHFERE” D, SEhr ISR INEEIE R (Guo, 2017: 10) o =
JEHARE R B ) F BB E AN FEET “HENANZIRERET T
(Guo, 2017: 100 , EEFHELHHAVFEN “PMANWFE” (individual agenda) fRIFZI.

PLRIT R R EHE (Acapulco typology) TM&E, W2, GAKSFEXS “MNANFE” B
MTRRTAE (“HZ)” ) . AE Y, SUUETES AR SR ZETH A AR
BEM, MREMNZEHFREE. SAE R (ARBFERE) RIEARNTE S A RN
R —BEAR RS, AE RN EEE N EARURREE R T 20N NRE. 8K
BEAT ARG XTAN NSRRI ST 7T, RATE e FHEMB A E “MANBFE” B,

k2 B RAEER (McCombs, 2014 )

W R R E

BEEE PN
RAE— REZ

E ‘\*ﬂ
i B 3

EES

fE= fEm

A
e LA ]

A NUWRE” — SEAN AT A g & (WnKosicki, 1991; Roessler,
1999; Arguelhes & Hartmann, 2017) , {HMIFARBEIIAA T E . MBGEAIBRE I A FERK
i, ANANWFR” Mg N ANBGE R ZEE S HRHES o AT A AR A AU
REMERIIE,  “ANANVGE” BAEMAKERE, AP ANUEE: “DAGE”
2 b S R T AN [ B2 A AN NSRS B PR R 22

KT NG RN, I A AR A 1A NS S B 2 — b N A DU 21
NP BUBE EEMER HANWIAED, BIAE SINE AU, 2 NS 3 i T 2. 34
SLBEFLA, 22 PEARTAN Ha DA e R S R AR NE AU, RE
CAAN BB AL ? 7 (McCombs & Shaw, 1972: 178) J5k, KEVFEEEWIR
SR FH 25 % 38 B R AR I B A OCUCRR BRI TR RN PN AR T A U ) — RO R ) 7 vk
(most important problem, MIP) : “4RAN NN N4 K E S THI I ) B 255 1 ) 82 AT
4?7 (Yeager et al., 2011)
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SR, AEACHHAREAR N ANUGR” i G B F A T R NN BB B2 4
S AN NP REREQNE, W& iR Twitter i A1
S, BE T AN BGE BN EALSR AR BN AR P Z B BB N, ot EAI N
RIERFVEFE, RN ANBFIAPRINAL, AEANNBGEE ZEE s . JFH, &
AR G I ORIEZ —, FAIAEE G T BRI M E . A
I EBGE R ET R, BEAE CE R BN AR AELE, AR R A R ) A 250 = A
PR B s AR A BRI AR AN UG MR8 b 1A NS08 AN B U AL B A
P LS S A

L b, 1974 F2 50 95 A8 A5 Nk © 48 R I SZ A N I U0 2 B 1 A N P 130 &
BPEFD BRSSP EE (McLeod et al., 1974) o ABAITA AR & B AEE
PPk : — kIR T2 200 “ 3] S i b Bl 7 R (Lippmann, 1922) 5 5
— P W T AR TR M (Park, 1925, 1940) o ZE3E &) NS R4
A SRR BB, A R AT TR SR SR e B DA R A R S R IR AL R 4
SO [ AT T I T S Wi OB R 8, TR SRR 1S AR B
(Park, 1940: 677) . #F 2, Z5E 2y EEBER B A AR AN S AR,
M TE AN EE R BGE R B L FEAR N A NSRS, ik, FwiiEsAng: A
PG S B RN NS s, OB B R BN AN TR AR EAR S T A BRI
M L R B O SOE BRI E s T BRI N P ISR S AT R
VAN S BB CRAIR R EAE” (McLeod et al., 1974: 9) . &K,
GadzialafIBeckersy i 1 & A BRGEUE B4 1) — Mede in) 7 vk: “AEESKHIG BT A 1)
A, FRARMRE A A 1R Z A 4?7 7 (Gadziala & Becker, 1983)

FEWMIH S HEX S T AHNINFE (intrapersonal agenda) A BriFE
(interpersonal agenda) ; fHIAH AN WFEN EEAHZ N AVNEERBGE, Abr
BN EEAR LN NS AT R & Z FUGE (McCombs, 1977: 91) o FEMHKIN
AN NV S B N DA TSGR B RN B SR B AN s (BN 3 AN REA
DR EMUGR BB, RRET ZEFEER: “UE2 M ANUCNNEZERE ] FEIEAH
ILAEAD S AR BRI ” (McCombs, 1977: 91) &

BEE WA FRBI ARk, 22 B U 7E 20 TH 20 TOAE A H AR F0 N P 30 R8I0 B4 AN A B it
BN ZE R REAEAR /N IR, HAREE BN AP Z M EEINE Gk ik
&) BT ARG R ZE RV, SATRERM, Twitter ERFER . PR AN A
FEERE GUBD FIFRAREEZER (Qu et al., 2015) ; ZFFEIHTA & &AL
TEM A BREAEAE “AI WA ES”  (McCombs, 1977: 91) o FFH, MAAT B 1R
U, HACEAR B E R LR SR A A AR B E S W PRGN, BE
FPPAR TOVEMSIAFAE o A ATHER B 1 N PR UGS B TR AL T NN SO 2 B, — 3
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HAFERT LM ES. 5o, 2 8E AN BGEEZEEN R RAINZE) FARR
BB MR (k. Wied) BAMBIRER (Anfid s, Tvitterdfis) , =
& AT DASR FH AR [ (0 £ 79

B, FEATHAREARE) “AN NBRRE” REAZADHE A P R B AN B 1308 2 B
ANERE, NN P REREQIANENE T AN UGE R ZME AN NP Z 3 25
J& T N om0 R

BT EAEZE AR, wE2, “DASGE” BEnadE, 2—MANAE
IS, AT A RS2 AN NZ B2 50 BT A BFERES RS AL
RSB, AN NICRE” MR RD IR 75 N P 500 2 P RN B 1300 0 B P A . K
ENUCE R v S A N, B N ABR AN ERE, 54N N FE A ARl 2 4k
(McLeod et al., 1974) ; {HUBENUCE B Z M )M E TR A I f2, 2 —> Sk
EHHES, ARSERT “MABFR” .

BHREE INEE]
IN A0y B
ASERE Koo
DEilED _
AP BT UL 9 AN
. Perceived Issue Salience Individual Agenda
APRE R E M

B2 “HNAABAE” XA

(=) R FEALHRIRIE

BNEEHHIE T “DAVFE” « DABGE R B S RHES . A2 BAARR AR T)
AN NSRS S N PN S B RN B LS8 S B R o B S A N IUFE A
R, BTORIATAI LT “HIEN ANZIA R ED T (Guo, 2017: 100 , HP
PR N VAR I REM B 7, 8RR “ AN NSRRI BT

T CEATHG LATwi t teriX — B BR AL A AT G OB T &, AN N 1 B kAT
SHAERFFE o AL BARNARAN N BRI BT FOA IS SLIREEA: AN N2 S FIRUAE FE A N
BRI, FSERE “DNANUFE” SR, Fo0710 2 A ER TR A NS i) 8 A~
FFERAT TR, T OCIRA R SO AT IO . A AR R — MU AR, SR
P ANEE, BT NN ZE R A BARRARA NZE R K (McCombs et
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al., 2014: 793) FEARVFEMEARRKRZHM N NUAE; 52, HATEARR AR
ZHANNVFE S AVTEA T BG —80E. dk, AW E—AMEk:

Hi: Twitter L#) $ HAADEE AR RALELEEME,

KT XLEFE A N BOE R . WIS B, Frsm BN (1974) AL Ew
(1977) ¥JEHE% T NP BUE S BRI BR S B AN R, WISk G, A0
i, wTwitter PRGN 28 T AN UOE R B, R, VPR HEN AR T ABRIL
R o 0] R DR BRLE T A% e A A B N PR SRR S 1 N o i3 R A B
Z5 (McCombs, 1977: 91) , UG FHAREAI: WAL EAE ER RN A S BN
BAEUGE ET e RE R, F AT LU, RERAT] R R

H2: Twitter L#9 A N3 22 Fe AR 221 3 F AR

HAWAE B E T E 2 H WE TR NAE S A R BFER —SEAR, AW
R E R FEE M AR ERNFRRR Y B 2 /DA NIFE? fETwitter P&
FISAERF 7, BRATTHE Je 78 B Twi t ter AR RN Twi t ter N N WAE I X AR, LR
WNTwitter EAEAR SEIUM E BB, Twitter N A SCE M) EEUE . BARBRERANA
WG R FAFE R R T AL RBEWAD T KRG AITH, WAL TwitterF
B AR BB — B e, 2 E (Nalwoga, 2017) 5 MIRLSE
KE, Twitter BN AR P o] Ge 9 AR K 552 (AN S (0 SRR, (FAR X 52 i
ANEARRE . AT E B IR Tw tter B IFERITwi tter M IFEMI K RERSE; &
KA, BARUFEE RN NIE. 2T FIRNE, BAMRHAN NFE R E
T TR AZ 0 ) 8 -

Rql: TwitterdRiAE L %V Twitter NAGAR A1 . EAR 4 7

= R I *E

(—) HFERR

A FHAE R A E B RS ARE S B s, RIGHEREId Tvitter APTIREY,
e SR [ 20154510 H 2201643 A « HEFREUH, W 70 & S LE B 104N Fi 7
7T, GBI SEEIK S Rk AR, JEIRE406. THIALH Py BE G 4%6% 0 H 45 BE AL 3 Y
24. 4R, SRBUXSSH F A Ss, 353, 45105 P30 p i [A) 8 BB 2006 4F
3HZ20164E3H, Ayl WUEE T 708, AHE FTiE EX 201547 ) 4= 4R 4 SR it 7t 24
HAHT177. 25 % WA T BA SRS SORTFBAHE P B EEICARTE W
XN k. R, FER RO A Bk, Bef R
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(=) m&n =

AT R EEM A TwitterBAABGE. Twitter M NBFEFTwitter A£AR
WL

Twitter AR & 2 Twitter BRI T I . BT KR IK 5 2
R A Twi tter T, ANEFTEHE MMLE DN AR S o AL R BAAIK 5
B R BT R E R AR R Twi tter B 5 WAIE . X Twi t ter i R (I & £ AL T
TwitterBEfARMK 5 03— PGB P IE S . BT 3RAT S v B AR AN AR G AH OG0
T8 AL, SR B BN o3 A AR AT Rom, % Sl kAT S Rk v, 4531
TwitterfBAR R

Twitter ™ NBREMTwi tter AR BAR I E A KHR. Twitter s AUWAE R FTA A4
NH PN A BOE S EE A Twitter M AR RN AR A BN U0 S 21
AN BRUCE B . NN PGB 2 ok B AN NN ET: AR BGE e 21 2ok B A
Frifit. Twitter V& ERI AN BGE R EME 3 BRI AT tter N N A R R 1 5 B4
3 ANBR U8 A E B N Twitter DA P 5 HABH P ESINE, W RN R
MPFIR N EE . FATEME Twitter AARWFERF,  JethHAANA AR PR R R A4S
W RS VOB R, SRR RS N P AR UGB B AT B, 20 e 2t
ITERARS, A3 Twitter AR FATENETwitter ™ NBFERS, Se70mlit HAEA
AN N RIS B 25 VOB I AREONZ P e 5 YRR N i R BUB 358, 4%
PRRTSRECRE N, 321 AH P Twi tter N AR .

(=) LKRIZLH/E T HEH

FEAZ WA EAS N BB FC I 7 B e, ARG« AR N 255 BT+ 32 Ak
AR AFIEH . WA E MR,  HE DU B SCA AT A R b 22
orHTe A NFTERRZ, REEE SCARTZIRHA M) R 450 KR SCA B A6 53 4T Rk
NATRE . SURYZHR A MK B SCAS AR & BlOE R ZE TR S S0 R B i) . T BRAR Y . A IBAE
i AN BN AR (FEHe, 2011) .

Hrp, FREBE (topic modeling) J&—FhidH T AR W B LI SCARIZIE AR o
FREERE AR REABER “SCARHZ A FBIRE MR, 103 8 Rk A —F
RS A, BUARERS SOAR & EMR G 0 A, AR — A 3282 — LR R Tl VR & 20 A 7
(CEMEME, 2017) o WFFEHE OF ERUEBHRH T HBGE,  HanBaed A\ F 32 A
BRIV Twi tter G, FFxfaE H BGE AT P RAL, SEERHEE 201 34E 5 [E Twi t ter tH )
1. M0 56HESC (Bae et al., 2014) o Grimmer>RKAE T SR AU EIN T2 & A R L 64000
s BT A, SR 3 U ARG [ A () ST IR sl Tl i N SR Gm b R
XPEE,  WF TR I A A 0 45 R T N R Sfd 45 R (Grimmer, 2009) . #f&Hong%%
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NHIESE, Twitter b3 REARE ) HERA 26 i i 1] 895. 83% (Hong et al., 2010) .

KA WM HLDA (latent dirichlet allocation) FRREAFE AN Twitter LA
T IR AT IR 50 o LDAZE R ARI BB A i R, FRAT 1R FIMong o DBEUHE 2 77 it
MW twitterFd, FIFHGraphLab2. 1 (Hpythonifi F WA XF7117. 25 & HE AT
LDAF itk . LDAF R LA S 4N: alpha=0. 1; beta=0.1; F##(=100; Kf#
TENTERWERFE (Gibbs sampling) 5 EARKE=1000. BUE & —Ft 2 A3 in) i,
F A ATR R 1004 E B E T V. G R RATEHER I TAZE: (D A&
BT BUEMFANIIRR (1 “FKEERR” D 5 (2) BLbRE X EE; (3 JFE&KS
M NI S Canpl bl . AP BN a1 736 MG, #4153, 1
T3 4 BRI SCRI2092 77 26 N FHEESC .

36NV 1) iy 4 [F] I 56 T-LDA U AL 25 AN A Sk, Horbr,  “MRIIE” “ R
JRIE R R AR ORI B Wi« RN
7 CRMEER T CEEEERERT CORTRER” M RG2S Kan 4 T g
MIPIHE (Gallup, 2017) ; “ZMEX” “BUMES)” “BUf$iL” “FEIE” “f#
FRIEEE” “A3RE 57 @l 7 “RRIRIN A7 RS A BE T “ BARK
7R YT R A 4 E R T Godeaux (2014) AlGuoZE N (2015) A HUE UL
WHEPI:  “YERIRE” “HUFRE” QUIENE” PYinE” AEFRET AR
PRI R “SARASIT” A 4 E 33 TRogstad (2016) FlWenner (2014) fTwitteril
BB, “Bah&” “WITESR” “SCUBE” “HEZIE3)7 AR 1
iy FEE T Bantimaroudis®E AN (2014) B AL IFE R BT F .

o, FFRER

(—) Twitter E#AAABAZ | A A BAZ 5 BEIK AR

Twitter ™ NIAEZ BN Twitter ™ AN P BB, AHFIE L5 F 72344501 N1
T, W R2092 5 %6 A4MESC. 3, WATLAA ANBEA CREIDAY “100949009” HIH )
A NFEB CREIDA “10904” B A, MNNFEAFHES 55— UGS 2 “Fi
Wi R, HERE— (49.1%) , HERZE RWGER “WATE SR, 10, 1%, &
R FHEAZ S — WL E] . AN A UREBH A WU &7 it 10%:  “JRIE M &7 F1 “3E200E
7, rnl 22, 2%FI17. 2%, FTRURI, AN AUCREAMIA N REBHA o EL AR 2% H Y
WA, SEPR b, 72344304 NFEH, 52. 2% N UBCRE HHE4 A — AU & Eb 2 Rt
30%; 77. 0%HIAN NWFE A HEA 5T = (U308 &t 2 AR IE30%; X ERE Z 8 Twitter A
FA PR AR DGR B UGE, Rl DS B A BE 36 MBS, RIS AN ZE R
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%3 Twitter L8 /MNAIAL . ARAL G BAARAE (48 20 )

W INEY MAEEB AL BRE

HRERSE 29(0. 7) 8(0. 6) 74.7 J3(7.0) 13.373(8.7)
R 413(10. 1) 3(0.2) 49.6 /5 (4.6) 10.4 /5 (6. 8)
i@ el 243(5.9) 9(0.7) 24.773(2.3) 8.973(5.8)
Rarikzs 12(0. 3) 11(0.9) 27.8 13 (2.6) 7.475(4.9)
MITER 45(1. 1) 30(2. 4) 70.7 75 (6.6) 7.3734.7)
SET 69 (1.7) 18(1. 5) 53.2 J7 (5.0) 6.7 73 (4.4)
KERE 3(0.1) 25(2.0) 21.2 73 (2.0) 6.3 /(4. 1)
K 0] B 2015(49. 1) 14(1. 1) 22.5 73 (2. 1) 6.2 73 (4.1)
S5 146 (3. 6) 5(0. 4) 56.8 /3 (5.3) 5.17(3.3)
ik o) & 14(0. 3) 40(3.2) 19.173(1.8) 5.173(3.3)
HEIE 26 (0. 6) 16(1. 3) 32.8 77 (3. 1) 4.973(3.2)
R ER 1o) % 14(0. 3) 40(3.2) 22.773(2.1) 4.973(3.2)
B4 o) 51(1.2) 7(0. 6) 21.4 73 (2.0) 4.8 15@3.1)
MR o] 7R 11(0.3) 9(0.7) 17.0 73 (1.6) 4.873(3.1)
AR 21(0. 5) 17(1. 4) 37.0 /3 (3.5) 4.6 5 (3.0)
¥ o) 102(2.5) 8(0.6) 21.5 /3 (2.0) 4.4 7 (2.9)
T e R 170. 4) 11(0.9) 48.5 73 (4.5) 4.275(2.7)
HE o 53(1.3) 28(2.3) 37.3 73 (3.5) 4.0 73 (2.6)
R %)/ 142(3.5) 46(3.7) 23.175(2.2) 3.473(2.2)
BUASEIE 39(1.0) 31(2.5) 20.3 J3(1.9) 3.2752.1)
Fidi o) 96(2.3) 40(3.2) 19.3 73 (1.8) 3.1752.1)
[GEiEit: 14(0. 3) 90(7.3) 31.275(2.9) 2.6 73(1.7)
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are as follows: (1) social media use has a significant positive predictive effect on social
responsibility identification after controlling gender, age, household registration, source
(urban and rural residents), income, and time spent in Shanghai; (2) social integration
can play an intermediary role in the relationship between social media use and social
responsibility identification; (3) both the direct predictive effect of social media use on
social responsibility identification and the mediating effect of social integration in their
relationship are regulated by social trust.

[Keywords] social media use; social responsibility identification; social integration; social

trust
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- YI Hong-fa

[Abstract] A half-century Agenda-setting research faces new challenges. With the
development of the Internet and social media, the diversity and interaction between
audiences has increased. The public agenda affected by the media can no longer become
a social consensus, and the agenda-setting research at the individual level has become an
important orientation. This study clearly defines the concept of "individual agenda™ and
conducts an empirical study of the relationship between media agenda and individual
agenda based on 71.772 million tweets in 2015 on Twitter platform and topic modeling
technique. The study found that: (1) Twitter media reported the most about "sports events",
and most Twitter users had special concerns. (2) Most individual agendas were inconsistent
with the public agenda; the intrapersonal salience and the interpersonal salience were
highly related. (3) Twitter media agenda was significantly related to 30.3% of Twitter
individual agendas. The study also discusses the strength of the individual agenda setting
effect, the occasional conditions at the individual level, and the relationship between
individual agenda setting and public agenda setting.

[Keywords] individual agenda; public agenda; agenda-setting; personal differences; topic
modeling
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