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(HE&TH] AL A B RAAHFASERBIFN B “REBERR T BH R HBIZREL kA AR
(%5 1 15ZDA041) S B BO AT 50 s R, I 3R Lol 308 K 2 LR R L& 500 B A2 (%5 : 13]JCRZ03) L4,

R ERERNF S ENZT LN

Eop P Ak, XA R AL A

AR T RBA 8 FAT AT, by b

LR —AEHER AL FL,

—— B A& H7(1890/1971 :461-462)
e ALK 2 A B
L 23 3 2L, DL 3 I de 51 AN (X 5
2018; Jones, 2019; Pew Research Center, 2018; Pew
Research Center, 2014), ¥ Z 58 & MG, EiG ik
b 2 BSR4 SR Y s S5 U
FHIE, RASBAR R HOR U T 25 BRI sh 454
BT IRBI AN G 3 B {5 R -5 7 (selective
exposure and sharing) & it T Hif Fir R A7 #Y B 0T fiE
(Prior, 2013; Sunstein, 2001 ; Baum & Groeling, 2008 ;
Lee, Shin & Hong,2018). Uik, #1915 B i ah4h
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a5 RT3 BU AR AT [R] AR 3% BT R i 56 2R 0, ¥4t 4
3R Gy e 1 —Hu A o

FRATRE A X P BRI X — R A A AR
iE7 XN A 25K E AL, A 5 i 0
A AR S BRI AR ) R o

— . BEMHREE

RF# 2 (Robert Entman) FI L4 /K (Nikki Usher)
(i T BRAE A ) B2 i U X (cascading) B
FHE A A 52 = 19 1% 5245 B i 3 4544 (Entman, 2004 ;
Entman & Usher,2018). BRI JRAGIAE S H L T~
ria) 2 S Ak = O A e A L 5 AR ST T A R Y
BN YN PAVAN TH R SN SS 3 S U= NG KRS
DX B8 B4 DR ) 2 Ak DA 2 i AR A 3 (48 | &l 32
SO U8 PAE S AF B o A [RIUR I 2 ARG 2ot T AL
il F T e S AR A B A, 3



AR DL BRI S0 199 2K 1) G836 RS 9 B 15 28 AR
Wo BRAEIRSTR , d i A 3 it 10 A s T 40 7 IR )
R BEXE B R BRI, I 1 5 B 15t ) DR SR T
IRy s RS I 4Ed R )2 2Z R
SR 25, B 1) (R4 IR Dol e AR < AN, sl e At 2
BRSO

AT AR, SR TE S AR mTE R 2
B 5, A5 B sh a1 AR Ak - (1) 32 o st il A g
PRBIR AL, B4, 7 3 B0 A 1 4 22 1 (n A Lo L it
TR T AR TE e, OR B 22 1T AR Ll
F= A i 4 IR 1) 46 BT 16 (Bennett & Iyengar,
2008; Coe, et al., 2008); (2)fF B A K L FEAL , i T
P 25 FIRS S EOR A S, i B R A g
T A S A A5 7 3 AMARRERS F e B
-, Fb A4, FIESS R (Baum & Groeling, 2008).

RURR & LA IR 2 55— MBI i A X 2715
fb(Entman & Usher,2018), #ibiR i YR GRS 5 . 37
IREAA DRI A R 2 4 DX B R 3 2 AR 1o TR 31
RS o) 2 AR, ) IR S BREAR RN IR 31 2 Ak AR
SRR IR O HERS) , IR AR PR IR 5 B 1 45
XS LIRS 28 Ak, ] T E AR Sy . RN
ESE R PRy SR STt /A S D= M5 A 1F 2 '
WA a9 B AR (vival spreading) , #1132 {4
FETHA A Z AR ELZ 0 B AT B AR TR IR 4, 2 AR
(G308 A ACIIDR EYSN:DE R

AR S A B AR sl R ERE R A 2
7 SRIRARE , A A5 B R RIREA 5
S HREHA, Q5 T 2RI A BT RNR
S0 2Z ] ) RH B A2 i A B, S SRR T ok N IR
E‘Jfﬁ‘g‘"(Fishkin , 1995; Fiorina, Abrams & Pope,2006;
DiMaggio, Evans & Bryson,2006; Coleman, 2003 ; Mutz,
2006). EWIRIA N, FREDAE ECHFEE,
A4 B AR A B A UL (confirmation bias), AAf]
HUR T35 A O A S A AIE R (Plous, 1993;
Nickerson, 1998; Darley & Gross, 1983), K it , #E £
P A 1Y DR AN TR UL A ) 52 3 L B T RE B
HE R A5 A8 “ 715 % 7 (echo chamber), 8 7 A 15
LNENEBEE (cocoon)(Stroud , 2008 ; Sunstein,,
2007), ARWLIRIEFEEE , WA 2875 & 2 MBI Hh v
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AP B B, PSR 36k H 28 R 5 i 4
“3F JE AR MR (filter bubble) , 5 7 il I 41 5 A 175 &
] 5T P (Pariser , 201 1) o S AN, #4528 A4S ok /0 B
A 8] 9 52 i A1 B, f6 Sz At 23 BE 3R JT (Sunstein,
2001, 2017; Coe, et al., 2008; Allcott & Gentzkow,
2017;Gossart,2014),

FEA A IR e BB IR ARG 2 5 AN AR TR
- ARERI ST SSIRAR I X B i A ) 2 A2
B3

—EEMEMSEPET . AEWIEREITE
R

ARG I T, ZHOEIE R, PEPEPE(E B 4%
ik T R BV I A Y S I A R s, B
WA T VF 2 I R L [FAE A

(—) AP kS8 A A

TEXT A 26 H MABHE WL (Coe, et al., 2008), 4= [E
LA 5 WA (Iyengar & Hahn, 2009), 57 5 /9338 F11#
18177 17] (Kaye & Johnson,2016), DL K 52 1A v 357 1)
T K AT AT EE T (An, Quercia & Croweroft, 2013),
WFFE R R AR 5 B B A 5 b i A e

(Z) BB & R A G £ F b

X I OB [ e % e B P AT o v, BT
BRI WEER PRI AN 53 == 22 1 3L IR B IA
[ A IR WL 45 B {8 (An, Quercia & Crowcroft, 2013;
Hasell & Weeks, 2016; Hong & Kim, 20165 Stroud,
2010), FEZIA [ PRIE (Social Identity Theory) 5k , ff
B 3 DN FIEA HAOT S0 ER A7 208 40 W v 52 g i 2
(Tajfel & Turner, 1979), YL, eI i, B
I e ok A AR IR , B 5 A O e i DL
(Gunther, McLaughlin, Gotlieb & Wise, 2012 ; Vallone,
Ross & Lee, 1985; Matheson & Dursun, 2001 ; Cohen,
2003; Hogg & Reid,2006; Reid,2012), A3, [d]J§ —
VISP UN Sk (VS| B VA S N S e T 678
(Social Judgment Theory) 5K , MATE 1] GE422 5 H
O W S5 AH ST 19 4038475 L (Hovland , Harvey & Sherif,
1957 ; Sherif,, Sherif & Nebergall, 1965), H & (Albert
Cunther)gﬁf/\zviim TEFEZF M B £ R IR S B 3 [
SRS AR A 5 e W WL =2 8] 8 30 A ]
A EDq\'j'g((;unther, McLaughlin, Gotlieb & Wise,2017),
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(Z )P4 fil - B ARAL

#2552 i B8 (Social Influence Theory) £ 5K |, i
AL, NS & BT N s a T
AL (Festinger, 1957 ; Axelrod , 1997), 14k A Hi5
Fak, R BEIR 53 B 5% 14 28 U 2 5 AL IR 501 B 3T
[ei) , T R 30 A [] 2155 IR ol BS54 B T IR 5] B 47y
AW (Tajfel & Turner, 1979), BEABLIRI IS & LK
B, SR L, 2o RV S 5 e R T
P8, WS T (Sunstein, 2002 Isenberg, 1986),
IR LIS B, B 5T i he &7 1 (Natalie Stroud)
R, SN B BT, SRR I BT TR R
BARR ZRERERE B N ZHFIE SE IR B0 5 2 Fh
A2 Bk, IR BB WL R 5
Fe M & (Stroud , 2008) . F}#E K (Pranav Dandekar) 55
N WLEER IR 591 B 3 A T B 5l 19 2 4% M 4 ik 2%
i A R IR Ak T ] 5 £ R 2 R TR S
ek (Dandekar, Goel & Lee,2013; Nie, Miller, Golde,
Butler & Winneg,2010). ¥ Z i 58 & ik 7w , IR
Sy N TRD B, A A 8T B8 A ZE B IR S0l <7 3 1
L H KA TEHEH’(HMT & Nisbet, 2012 ; Lee, 2007 ;
Dalton, Beck & Huckfeldt, 1998 ; Vallone, Ross & Lee,
1985 ; Matheson & Dursun,2001 ; Cohen,2003),

(29) A IR AN AE Bk B0 B &

TR PR e AR “ 58 567, —SE K X n] fE
M EFER IRV BETE R ()FES T B (R
MO R U 45 (Messing & Westwood ,2012) ; (2)i
BT (Garrett, 2009) ; (3) 7 B B BUA/AR BLfA 1
S5t LA B A2 37 3 3 ) IX 5] (Yan, Sivakumar & Xenos,
2018) 5 (4) B 1 14 1% 15 1) Bifi AL 1 (Brundidge , 2010) 5
(5) M B AL G M 25 19 2544 77 X (Mutz & Martin, 2001;
Liang, 2018) ; (6)f5 I A gt Al P45 i m] RE X
TRIMAAR BN 53 2 B I 2o

B, I 80 T3 HEAE FH P T 1) e e (R 4 1k =)
17 R, BT (Pablo Barbera) %5 A LR 215 [ i 5+
lepaiop-Al| (Barbera, Jost, Nagler, Tucker & Bonneau,
2015). AT B+ (1)38 B ECIA BT ) (A S5 K3 1R
BOr S8R Z IR AR R P 2Z 18], B2 A =
I S YR 22 0 5 (2)38 AR BRI (A0 AR K FE),
A AR P IR 22 0 J LA T 2% 5 (3) X T BES |
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BUAFHE AR BRI (A b A 58) , IR wil o 2=
A ) A7 22 B A AR (MO TEAR o A B i
SIRHEAR A L) o

A, Ik AL 7 (Magdalena Wojcieszak) I E2 2%
(Diana Mutz) {1 & 24132 0 52 . AT A 30, 4L
SCREAT “BE” (WG RG AR 2028) A 8 (il
RIS FRALTE), T I 5 Y I O AR AR
JE BN AE—30, BIRKIBIAR D v S B, A
PR AL T 2 fdOAS [R5 AU AL 23 (Wojcieszak & Mutz,
2009),

FH-41, A3 22 33 (Jennifer Brundige) A Ay, B7 A
TR RFIE 2 — 2 B B B, s A E SRR I
TBPEFEEBGATE , DA 5 A 00 7 A5 B
AL R BT BB S BIR 3 53 %) o3, B Al
FHEAME L BN FDI A o b &3, 2R TE R
$Zfih” (inadvertent exposure) X 15 & 1Y 5 B AL A “ Tk
/N ABA LAY BTHR (Brundidge , 2010).

T30 AL ST 2 Bl 1 2% ) 45 AR R AL X
TRANUE BT 2G5 o TEX HERR Y 0B eh |, Bt
(Hai Liang) & 3, P4 () IR B 5 15 TR A5 I8 902
REARIEA DG, BME B I B 2 | 5 IR 5
ST BB (98 B 11 %), B ARIA B — 5 IR
J&  XFPILS HATIH K (Liang, 2018).

I A1 A P8 K 41 hn T AT fg M A5 Y (Elaboration
Likelihood Model, ELM)(Petty & Cacioppo, 1986;Petty &
Wegener, 1999) , X 15 A gl P 1 TA 12 — 2 4] e
BT A5 B H 0 G0 K (Hovland & Weiss, 1951
Sternthal, Dholakia & Leavitt, 1978; Clark & Source,
2014 ; Tsfati & Cappella,2003), BRSSP {E B
2%, B R A BIBYR (5 BT {5 5B EXERHR . —
SO 5T R I, A5 IRAS R 8 L A I REAS Pl
2 AR S 3 I R] 1A 52 0 {7 8 e 32 1) i AR
o TG B B BAURAE s AT (5 1
TE B A I ARATS 22 P 2 AR i (Mutz & Martin,
2001 ; Pegoraro, 2019; Tandoc, 2019; Lee, 2010), /N
(Xialing Lin) %5 A BIBIFTE W75, 52 M+ E A AR FH P 0

5 R IR AT 5 B2 I 4 728 S AR A AR AR
YR B0 DA [F) AL 20N (MAARRL ) (Lin, Spence &
Lachlan,2016),



(R)AEAAEE AL F L iE AL

TEAEIFGE 22 5R R R T B 0 L P P o BEL3
WAL SZ 0, (H AL A e 7, 33 o 52 el - A AL 9K
(Lee, Choi, Kim & Kim,2014), 41, Z= 37 % (Francis
Lee) F{5 , He 48 P 22 il BT BA (9 002 — 28 “ Ak v
N7 AT SREEATHE, WA S Ml B,
TEAL 2 vh ™ i oM 43 240 S (divisive issue) AT 1
Hh AR L S AT RE SR IR PE F2 5K A AR SE AT R
VAN 1 =80 L b T B 6 e e U A
AEEACSRAL |+ S BT AT RE A B i IR 531 75 1 Y
113} (Lee, 2016).

AR Y H i 28 B0 SCRFX AR Y ¥ (Lee, Choi,
Kim & Kim,2014;Leeper,2014). f#l41,2%(Tien-Tsung
Lee) & B , 50X GAA (8 475 A FHORT i e A 75 £ 4 8 v
5 B PUBSFIIR 03 (5200 [ R T2 (H )2 11
FEZTR) L, AT BORF A A5AT:  A ORS00 2
XGRS HESZ , BN (Lee, 2010) . AT
AAANEIZ 1990 4731 2013 4F 1) 2518 A Behis , 16 i 2
4f(Daryna Grechyna) (BF5E Sk , 7E¥5 460 At os—
I3 52 DL R s BRI Y = 2 AR hn AR S E AR AR
ANV Z5 KR B A Y T ) e, IR AR AR
A ANV 25 B 2 1] Y 52 ELAE T, e vl R ke A i
AL FFT M (Grechyna, 2016)

(EARHE S, TERLBE SRR, 24 2 i IR A4
REEE AP ASBR A Il A3 BOR . 56 |
e[ PR H A Y A E R A R T AR A A
FRIALA T 552 AR 2 T AR 1) £ 4T U 22 AH OC (Marino
2015), FEHEEHRIE B , 2 AR A i 2 R
AIPRSFIRA AR , T AT REXT = AR AN E AR AR ¥
32 AR A 5 B U5 (Pew Research Center for the
People and the Press,2002; Lee, 2010; Marino, 2015),
TE— L2 )L, 3 A R4 S B AR B T — %t
W HE R e +E . IERTEX AT BT RS 4R
i A R A T © R ABCHT 1), R T R A A S
e, MBI R AR R IR ST IR A AR

A B A ) — S [ G L T R AR Y
RG], TEABLEE A, 308 thae SRBA Sy VE U
WA THRA HRC A o Mtk 2eor il 28 Kk g
R S (N2 JE i /N A B A B8, 3R BT AR B
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WOELEE TR FOE) , A S A mT AR ) S U A
JRR A HE UL AR AL NIRRT 7 A R RE T o XA
A T A TE A, MELAE ], b T 32 R
A IR A B T EAS B AR BN SR, B TR &
BRI RARPIEAT . fln, ZELAERIR Eh e H
PREf R K YRI5 2 TS, LA
CTRATHER B E” N AE BR B &, RORCE I
SRR i SR K, 30l BURF AN AN S AT 9 45 1
UK 55 (Gerbaudo, 2013) 7E ELAR , KU IR R 32
e id it 25 A B SR AL R IR 1 5k, AW e
TR i 9 5 28 5 BUBUR KIS BUE (Jones,, 2013),
CISTWNEIE 3731 [ PR b w2 v V2Foi b/ R LN
AR A T B P A A TR WA AR T
GyXTIR LU &, St 2 w8 M ERIZTR N
BB X 2 B R BT 4% 2 (Chebib & Sohail , 2011
Lotan, et al.,2011),

(o)A 2 B i 35 3] i+ S AL

CA LIRS v BEE o — D B AR SR A T
BELYO T 1 BB BCE - VB A UL 1 AR A
BOB Y CATF i IR 00 F B Gy Ik [R]0 B2 28
e fih A2 Ui AN | S B BRI BE AL EE Z IR AR
SR TR AT A RE A S R 2 h 22
IR S Q= AV AN LA SN S Bl iR R e
oS, HR AT RE S AW SR, e A AEA 23 )2 T
AR AL . AT SCAER, FATHRZ O i i
AU 2 B P 4 Mo T BB S AL (B 1 (Selective
Exposure Towards Opinion Polarization Through Social
Media,SOS),

SR, N — MR A 1) 2 1 25, &5 HY
R T HUEE , BMERE NS K Bl — 4 A o
M T B R S  BRE  ARER E A~ i A 2 /0 Fh
T RERY S HL, TEMEMETE S HUH & AW LY 251
R AR S AR 2 A A RERES SR . il
A KA S HA G BB IR AL I 2 R ZHGIESE >k A BRSE
EZR L Rne s, k3t 20, % R
N R V8 T AR R0 S5 200 ST A A A 2 T I 1) W0 BB
PRI, RO S A VT A9 A [ B AR B 47 AN (B2 1] 1Y
il A, 7 D5 2 B [ 5K 28 o o T B ) s U 2 58
At 25 3 %4 (Alvares & Dahlgren, 2016; XI| ¥ , 2018
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Balnkenhorn,2018). H1 T4 & UE 4 7 4n b EAR 14 i
SR AL SR TR AR L AKE S BRI, 2
PSR (U0 25 T MGE TR R R i BB S g kAR R,
Xof kA IR 0 SR R BT AR A Y WL AR AR A
B Hem =z Bl a2 e LS IH AT
HAZBAR A B (PR R) , i 2 AE S IAARRE T3 5
SE WY AL AR TR 45 R i A (G ) 7

H T A AELRE 8% )3 5 B EL AR T 5 ik 4 15
5, S A—rEr B E s W TR REGS 1l
FHZERLT 0 5250 1 07 v, il R 1 2 HOR WL
RGP R AL B Z AN OCA, FRATTE AT B A
1 (Agent—based Modeling, ABM), i 1+ F55 $] 85 2 A%
A EAE T LA A IR R 7 LA S B R e B
AL, AR 55 SOS .

= HRAEERRERE

B FH 7 A0 5 s OR RAEBOCIE IR &, LASK
R ARG A (G T AR ASE AR, S B A (] 2% ) 230 (o iy
B ), v IR AR A BR A (A A D BT o A
P ISk 1 25 At o Bb 2 () B, A0 96+ 234k Sk
P AR B R SRR BRI AL SR
75 1 f4) [5) {5 (Epstein & Axtel, 19965 Axelrod, 1997;
Tanford & Penrod, 1984 ; Friedkin & Johnsen, 1990;
Shibanai, Yasuno & Oshiguro, 2001 ; Alvarez— Galvez,
2016; Epstein, 2002), Ffi# THHALAE &, LT
ettt 2B 4, SRS RN C RO 2
FEZ BFIEEEG . ABM RS WY HE e

(—)ABM #0722

A2 i KA AT B (agent) I, 1T B8 1T
 4ib 1 B A 38, H2 HRAR X TR] BRL ) B DN e 3545 H
AR A TR BB ARNER, BT
I F 23 B K AR FUR A R AR AR X,
A, W R B P R 2 IR B B R AR
X PRI ANR R . SR, 7E SR s BT
1e] Ji] B SR AR B R A A b Sl e e A T T B 5
TEBORE b 2200 B0 AL 2 A TAMERI. Rk
e R BUATLAR 10 3 o B A 2 ABM AL 1) 12 4 Bl
(Macy & Willer,2002;Bonabeau,2002; Nowak, Szamrej &
Latané, 1990; Gilbert, 2002),

ABM F= %N =07 11 7% X Ak 2 A7 A BB
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(WATBI 23 AT 8h# TG Sl ; Q)T ah# 11
oA R . B, 7 R b s o SRR
(Thomas Schelling) 73 Il FHEL (. FN 2 4/~ 118l 4% (M
NHRN), AT 8h 3 6 shil B b 17 2 07 i ALk, T
118h & B s IR — A~ fai S R0 . SR L S [ C B
o ) B 20 L A9 38 380 — 4> B (i 30 1 8 4~ 288
JE, [\ S R A 414, 55315, 821 6),
TP B BB TT o WM& B, 0 b fR7 5 i R0 52
A A SR W A R R OAH
(Schelling, 1971), HALEE ] , T FiniE mh oS 5o
B, AN i AN ERE AR AT D422 1 T SRSl L, o
T B B AR R B T . S5 S 5T Ui an
Pt (A X AR AE ARt (A0 T L IR SRR
fERE ST o

WA T, B fh & K A S AR I =2
], 5 F AR S AR Z ) B Bl i 2 T
P4k S G BB AR B s, 1R I T B
WA 2 e A S XX — i AR A ABM AR
23 W TG A AR A B AR AL G R

(=) R B AL

1. R 451 1

fdiFH ABM A2 FEF- 45 NetLogo(Tisue & Wilensky,
2004 ; Railsback, Lytinen & Jackson, 2006), F 1/ il it
th— ATk, B TEA B 7EMEHE S sh
SERJE N ORISR, U AT S R, FRATTE X
AERIFR Ry SR T B SRR ) — B EH
F£ &3 - BE/K (Thomas More, 1478-1535), %/R4% +
H1 40000 > K /N—Z4 19 5 4% 44 1l , Xe[- 100, +100],
Ye[-100,+100],

2. BRI R

1000 24 5L/R N A% 0T8I, VR ASIA YA SR
A JE M (D)BUAEWLAL ;s IR E 5 3)[F B ALY ; (4)5%
M s

M2, 5 R 591 2 B R N B BRI UL U A
Bl 2%, W5 A %0 e(-100, +100) . #) IR,
FRATEEE BEIR 2 R ATT A WL s 76 85 1395053
A7 (uniform distribution), LA, B8 A K4
HABFIN =R, AFBIEEGAULA EXEST, NAEh
YR o 7E ] — IR, B 53T A W AN AR [ B
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P07 RS —A% . ARRLERGE |, ok A AR A
WL 5| A BN BE AL, P 28 8 3 1 I B B R
o TR, RGFEPLEIR— SR ANTT IR
¥l HE IR N SE Rg 3l .

L SRR IO (7 T 25 B i B k2 ) o
e LR FEIS HESE | 20 45 1 (Sarah Tanford) Filif &
(Steven Penrod) . i#; FU 5%.(Andrzej Nowak)%5 A B 4351 $
H AT 44 UL A8 AL 5525 (Tanford & Penrod, 1984
Nowak , Szamrej & Latané, 1990), U, fEFRVEF 2
5 PRIS (Social Impact Theory) B9 532 v, 15 FU o 55
B SRS 5 Wi o A A WL A R 1 O BE R Sy i=f
(SIN), i=5Z M0 JJ BE ; = PR S=17 K5 BE (BB PE eI
H1)s 1=l P (BRI 1)) s N=5 95 Kk, {5 Bk
T, FE I 3T M A5 BT [A] B, H B AU 5 B
Wi JJPE R . AR RHE IR AR NN 5 & . TEABAT]
AR AT NAME B, R ME SRR )
S35 /N B 1/N 5200 7 B 2Ry i=f(SIN)/N

SHLR L RMEA TR, R E
TR ZBAA G YR LA O Y BICE B
AOi BT Ik N

- . ae |[PIFE; -
#7 DIFFij <=LAi: AOi= *| *IDi*Tij

DIS,

%7 DIFFij > LAi: AOi=0 (A1)

AOI i W A5 AE 5§ A5 AE Y 22 51 (difference,
DIFF),i 5 j 2 18] (i Bk FC B 25 (DIS) , i A4 JR S11A ) 54 J 3
(identity strength, ID), i Xﬂ‘] (AT E (trust, Ty), LA Fi
$52 52 AN TA] W A5 1 [ (latitude of acceptance , LA;)}I@
HTE

55 SIN A, S /R A0 (1)38 1 T 51 A MG VR AT {5
P, B SIN H114) S; (2)id 43 DIS 51 A S iy vl K2 % , B
SIN FH Y 15 (3)] AT BEAT 240, 4G LM A R, F Ui
FAEASIEAA LT SIN N,

PRASAL Y X I AR B 8 (1) 2% H 45 N (2017)
) B, S RBERLZE T 0,5 4N 5 8 22 5% AOi
(RS M, — 7 T A1 A [) DR 591 X0 i %A 4 EL B 53 13
MR 3, 53— 5 WA R , 7 3 25 ) e ) 42 2% [
1B O6F W5 22 R FE 25 BE ) LA, AN IR 2 2 . @
(2)7% & E To R ME R AL ] (Brundidge , 2010) , BLAY{E
W 2 UG S R WA (R B (A AR

- 54 -

FFEASIEAR) B AT BEXT A0, 7= LR R, B AR TR UR )
SYFZ ] 5 A 5 (3) TR I O IR A By —
TE B o — BRI AL 2 [ (2 2R AR (H i
ANMAEF Bl 77 ) 52 IR B3 DR, A7 e AR AR5
P IR A R AR 5, FH A A% 30 08 5 A iy 14 4
A, R 5 52 A0 I 1) WL 5552 ) 1) 4133 (Cohen,
2003; Tanford & Penrod, 1984; Deffuant, Amblard,
Weisbuch & Faure,2002), £ 5 HIJR 51535 P, Ik 30
S Pe(Partisan Extremity) FITAMASUE S AE O1 15
TR AN EE 1ID(A R 2), ©

T A YR B ID=a, 25 DIFF, > =0;1D=a-100,
47 DIFF; <0

XHF BIRZSE . IDi=100~a, #5 DIFF; >=0;ID=-a,
#5DIFF; <0

Hrr: a=50+[50/(IP.1-P,)[*(10/-P,) (3 2)

TR B, RGENLYOE e 3l BT A AL
SRS T A AR

3 AT AE A

T A S AR — S R R B TR
F R AT 25 R AR R XSS AR 1) B R
il , 20858 F2 A i i A R A S AR 1) B 1k
RHE , At SRR SR AR A s A il . BART
2 RGAATIE AT R ik S5 B {E (> =10)
P SLIR O BT A SC A . i T B DL il A
SN AR, WO W] B A A S AR

FEAS AR 2 AU 28 AR 5 HA A — 3
HAEZ 51 10 A HEASZ G At 3SR i 42y
KDL, FZ R 0GR AEZ I 1A, 5
Wi AR G0 /N LA BT, R A8 < =2, #E 32 AR
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A REA IR L FEAE (Lee, 2010), R MR F2 I A IS 5 %
BRI S SR BE | fE— R B, A /R
N TS AR (R R THR Y 0.02, 76 £ it
RAF IR RIE BE T, T 1wn=0.005, T it meiw=
0.05, HI & A G A I 1/10(K 1),

20205 FESEE @ -
Z eEARKE
JOURNALISM & COMMUNICATION %’tﬂgsftf?m‘g

(Z)HE B

TR E SR A A T SR ERA AT LA
BT 2GS . RIR TR, FATTAURL AL 5 i 5% I 8 5%
BRI IURMEBE (3R 1),

BADERIN - (1) TCAE A (858 1.4 . )RR #1228
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&R
10 98.55 172 74.53 96.25 120.9 25.61% 93.85 632.1 73.5
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Z A BRI R . 7F B GARGRRE 2 00 58
T AL AT AT e AR A

3 R T TR X B I Ak ) 5 )

Toiett RGeS AR B, A —
b1 T 5 W, i T (15 5% 7.8 . 9) B o] RE A B A e
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D)1 2 2l o SR T IR TIR R 9 45 2R (Duffy,
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3. KAt 55 T 3 A T 790 5K g R A B
T BELTE AR AL « =5 AL BHEAACAR, o 3 1) S5 17

P AR DR TR -5 T It A IR ) 0 1) K
IR AR AE S, 3 IR ) A ) 2 LR
TURME 25 TR T A T (58 7.8.9), AR
AR AT 6 A FETBAAR, BT A YR ORI
Ui, PR Ay 2 A AR A A% i 0 1) 2800, B IR R 22 1K
BOMERE A JRBEAE MR, B YR R B AT G, I
Vi B2, AN AR . AR LR B A RS, R
AR A i B AL 1 N YR 3Z 1) A IR B 2 500 % 2k
Yo, ESS T IARAE T (58 4.5.6), B4R BIR i
WA AETE, T NALA RS R—FE A E
N R B 53 A7 B2 AR AR () AT, 5 NURAF X #2230 19 B
YR A 5L AR AT B 1) N RS, 530N IR A HOR 6 7
K3 IEHIES BIR 2 Tovk 5 A IREY S (E 7).
TR SR SR s 1Y) B oAk AR, P BIR, L2
FH5 T, 5T A R A BEAR

4 AT A F TR AT A - 32 LA B Jgd 4 B L
VA A A IAA (R AR A A B A

TR TR S RS AF IR, Y L5 2
B R T H 5 A AR R R S AR xR T, T
Hy sk i 3R 3h Ty S IR Bk 5 B e 48, 76 ik
AT SN 58 WA W A 1) 4 B e LA i 6 o
FFTR B ) HL 3 18 LA, A5 41 T (1
583.6.9), 1I3HERIME 2K ERK), RITKZH
FEAS AR AR AL B

A NIF2F, AR B, JoF AR+ iy ok 5

TSI AL A B IR A KO KR, W IR i
RO PR FESAC B AR AT 155 T 10
TG AT AP R . 7E Pn=10 55115, K1 8(A
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iR TERAG AT, —J7 L, B TR0 7 55 5 i)
it YR AL ) 501 28 0, =82 A A XAt IR IR AR 3 1Y)
S, USR5 S oy AN g ABATEA AT RE
Xof AR YR AR it 5 7 A — S S, kg A IR AR Sty 5 14
PRAEEAE o 53— T, Ak S IR 1R A Bl A A
RN A] BRARHE R 1 R4 , s Ab A5 B A, AN
T o FETC T HURGER T WA T, 3R e i i
FEHLHIAIT , #6507 K A URAS B IR B3 LG X iRy
(PR B 7 R B A B, 5t 22 il A B AR i
I (P IR AR St 2 BRCAR A, (R0 25 51 BR) 1Y
JRTHT o BB AT AL, Mk s IS F U 0 s 42
LA AR W A BN, A5 LA, TG T ORI 38 T i 45
FTERDERIE R A A J5 AR . FE B R A T
1936 EAE 23 (G 5E 3), 5 345 5 5 B0 6, i i 35 S 1
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S — A SRR X T B AR AL R 23 40 2EA B
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O T HURRS A RSO 5 T U ) A B
FEAROCC R . WFZ RS, ) B R R 53 1 T s m]
REA R SRR S S . X — 2 SR ) b B T
VARG o {5 [ 205007 A O o 55 A AR S v, s B 52 1 T
BCREHE TGS I g IR AL

55 =, S Ak 2 S R YR Y A ) R B A
PRSI AR A S AR HE B AR A8 BOR , IR AT
REY A B i 5 5 M EE RN o R i 5 o e L
R /DEUR R I L REE A R AL 2 85 1 3h T AL
il o BIEERI R B A2, i T AN A S At 5
i), KA Iz N, S MR AL S, AT
A Bl s 25 Big 1 43 A A X (Tanford & Penrod,

1984 ; Deffuant, Amblard,, Weisbuch & Faure,2002),

(m9)BERS o oy R

HI T2 IR AN L RO A B O RE , 54
IR FERR AT T A A SR PR

5552 R Y B SRR LE , BEADLORE 1 FHAR 2 1
AR e, W] e BUSAE R 0 R R eOR T i, 55K
RS FH X B O WL R R 23R o G BT
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(04 n] BE S AN o I R ALY “ BUR TS,
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TLRBERLER AN 1A A5 BARRTF 2 A1 %

&L BN, SRR R 0 TR S ESZ MR A,
ST (T I ) 28 07 20 B2 R -l ]
RESSI L IR AR , B2 N 52 o AR, 5 /R
TUE BT AT A B BAT TR) 25 o, 56 4 Il 145 B 5
AR RAEFRATRNE , Hh R FOREE Al e
WA RPN ]

FATRAEE , e H LB SRR
MUt 2 A7 o BE TR AL R FE R o ol n , BT 5 i B /R
NI 132 BB (LA) A 100, 2576 B PRI H W04 22
SRR AR B U A R, 2% 35
A LS B 5L A2 A, B (EE 7 Tt Al
AMRRES 22 /032 B IRV R R, AL RE S 4H 7 X 7
TR TSRS . SFSE b 7R LAFRRA 20
A2 58 rh, AT 2 B, 90 e IR S 2808 AL A -y i
K, RAEEBLR N2 [ SFRI iR BE BRI AT o #75
Z LR WL R R (convergency factor) B LA BR5E
H—DFURN, S BB SRR TR i e bk
(Laguna, Abramson & Zanette, 2003), {1 GES % 24
BRI e 73 TE 58 A5 i B AR AE SR R A EE 481
BRADAE RNV 2% 2 e JLS . A 2 , JATTA
DORE B AT HES 2 X LR A PR R S FEL AR 4
— BRI LA AL

RIME AT T A 28 o, B R A A s RE S AU
ML 2 TACSCHRHE RIS . (N, BT IR, 1%
I\Fr Bl B AT B A5 18] RN, #R T BE R M A AL 45
S (Bekoff, 1984), S, BRI T 3 dAAR R AE
BT , 2 AL S IR T Rt AT R 25 (5 2 g ek
BT AL R A BRI ALY AL BR T PR
AR, i T T S0E 21 X6 A S B IR 310 ) 842 o)
18 IR 91| W A 48 T At B AR =2 1], B i 1k X
I ARERIRES? IO TT AR, AR SR [ 32
FISN AR o (R G 1 AT ), 76 5 IR BN R 2
AN ILF AT SE , SR A2 AR R A 57K B ik
[el, At , IR ) 5 B A T B S8 EAE P 20 B
B A AT ARERY R 7
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TR E ”(Bonabeau, 2002),
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o LS SR v R T Ak, AL 3t Hh B S P LA
ERONIG BE , B AR O 28 Il AT g th B A 3
SRS R o IREEAE T, AL R T M , 2077 fig
AN BB fRE T iy s R R L T I A KR
i, i S 2 RN (AL T e e et B, AT g
A 2R I B R , TR 22 A 2 S

X 2 PRI B 1) S B Rt o 1R 29 &
K BTN H A2 28 90 Al A R R S 0 S5, 5
DR A PR P A LA 25 AR A B o5 — 28
WFFEFARE BT W SRAR S, 5 IS B
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2018), an , AR B AR T3 R B S
IS PR T AN T 2 B S IR R R e AT
DL b Aie = SCZ AR S LK fff e o Bl g 26 /R & 18
(Robert Axelrod) X SC Ak HCHE 1 42 1) 28 BLASE 4D 0, 7] 44
AX— % (Axelrod, 1997).

UEAEE , B W50 7 AR AL T A% b 1 ST
TELR SRS (AN S50 2 MBOBARIZ 4 2 1,38
SREFUR S5 B RS 1A (Johnson, et.al , 20195
Couzin, et.al, 2011), 5 ke B, f{ffﬂlﬁ(gﬁﬁz#
AL FIE) R AW I AT A . 50T RIR
PO AR L, TR S AR T W 5 5 52 FATE S R
2 56 UEH AR LE , BT BT R AP . X B2 R
BRI ELRE % 7 B /D CR 26 F PR E A 31
W8, WA AR i BRAS [F IS Bk AR e, Ty
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