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The Facebook Networking Among Political Candidates And Its
Outcomes: An Empirical Study of the 2016 Legislative Election
In Taiwan

Yue Tan, Tai-Quan Peng, Yen-sheng Chiang

Abstract

Social media has become an increasingly popular arena for political candidates to run
political campaigns. The current study aims to examine how political candidates formed
online social networks with each other on Facebook. The context of the study is the 2016
legislative election (candidate sample size n=196) in Taiwan, which is the only Chinese
society that has a democratic voting system. First, social network analysis is used to explore
size, density, reciprocity, and transitivity of their online networks. Then, ERGM is used
to analyze the factors underlying the formation of social ties in their online networks,
including personal, election, and structural characteristics. Finally, hierarchical multiple
regressions are performed to examine the effects of candidates’ structural positions (closure,
cross-partisanship, and brokerage) in the peer network on the election outcome while
controlling for candidates’ personal characteristics, key election features, and the amount of
news coverage in traditional media. Overall, our results suggest that there is a statistically
significant positive relationship between the closeness of peer social networks and election
results. However, we did not find significant impacts of the cross-partisanship and the
brokerage related to the election results. Implications were also discussed.
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A% RSO B o R R AL AR RS Y BT R A B G 2 BUA T AS R 5

LR EE R R 2 — o fEALREERE [ AR B CREA BOAR B — 2/ NE 8
(FIEE) & BUtsaE EE)  HZRDEEFIM N EITER o RIFRH TR > 8t

FIRERE (L B R D e R 2 [FIBLRS - I H AR B R ) 122 32 [ S SRR » R %8
FER R T TR I e 1 A AN R BURG 9 N RTS8 > ASAIIR B F- 3 kil L O 24T o

Zafgi i sth [ A 28 5 AL B A B R BRI FTAR © Jungherr (2016) #EBIBUA 528
MNRMER Twitter /1 25 B 38 R GEITHEE I T A o M EBINHR EERZBIEAY)
FELHE > KRR FIEABREEN o AWF7Edrar @ (EERBURBIR m A E AL RHE AR B
W BRI EE NAE AL TS R A DR R N B R (5 > DAGRE M3 A A o A
IR o RBFFLRYSE — (82 2R 2 | (B EBUGIREE N\ 2 R SR 2 o) 2 fth{f
Fe 5 BN A SR A 153238 A\ CRFFBRTROR A5 O RE S 7 B OE 28 b SR ALk
Berh Bl i SRR RN A 8 SR ARBAE ~ afaf ~ W B EATH & iR R o

A8 R A ERAURT TR RE S © WRLE(E N RP ORI B8 2R e D e 1 {7 B ) B
FHNFER S ATERR & B AR o Mo AU HERR 5B I AT RETE R AT L
REIWE M Bort B TRIBEIRENSE —F & o 750 el E L AVEHER (B4t
IRREANR] » (R 2% AT AR R 22 B Fiats > IRIItb%E SO2 — M S8 PR SR o 1
YRR AR E AR 0 RN —E G RIS AR RN & 0 AT E 2
R AR HAN A K PR o ASBIFFTER A 204 ) (2 ZE BEAR AR A5 S U/ - SRERRT B 2258
NAEALREERT b a7 3B HERR R - DU IREE X 3R 5 BB HEBR (R AU AT

55— EMEASHR T A P e T 2 A 2 o B L At 525 32 37 268 R I 5 Y st 258 SR AR
qne] 2 RGN n] (Bl N7 i 258 A AE R & b BUH A s 288 \ S RU1T 2 2 H AT REZARUGER
Z TR AEBUGMEE N ~ BUER A A Facebook AR EEESE) » {Hia Lt 7l 2 1E
BB N ME R~ SBEERA Y~ AR BN 3 S ARIR R AL I A SR B AT B A SR 52
% (Bright et al., 2020 ; Cameron, Barrett & Stewardson, 2016 ; Jungherr, 2016) o 42|
VBB IERR o R RIR RIS AT T R R e s\ B At (55 1Y
B R AN AT A B R A IR o TERA RN 7 o B AR > 4 @ &
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B~ WA~ BZERIE  BUENY ~ MUAATATE R N ~ MERPAR S e B 0D
DRER R o A& 4858 77 M SCRREE 4 » (8 J& PR A I8 A 404n] 1 FH i Y SR 4 4%
4hKE (Burt, 2005) o

AIRE R ZERHIBRT - B AL > IRDA N B ERBOR 55 N B[R] 75 26 Bt A i&
2 - B 2017 1% > e & AVEHEER E S IRTERUS o« ERZ8ER A &EREH
Facebook (2019 4E% 98.4%)  (SRUGEN ~ FE#RiE > 2020) > Facebook ELASHLA T &1
HIBUE #2158 © Facebook SRR A KGH @ G2 — Mtk Twitter B HZE Y4
FEIZ K (Cameron etal., 2016) o [ EHEAG4S 2R BUAIREE N 2 A BRIV A KR
ZoE (A A B R R BUR I E N Z IR S EF T R o S (EARAE AL T 3\
e 5 gt B TR B YR R A B AR A5 A 0 th s e BRI AN &S E B &
IR o Rt > AT S RN R B A B AR A E R 0 A R E R
W7kt B AR 2 2 E1E -

AL > SCRRER s

— ~ g R R %

SEBE R BT R S RALTEVENE o SZTEZ B H 2008 AR o BRI B — 28 5 W

il o Hrp 73 EAEBAIIEREE 0 NREBREREL o kbR 68 R EFR R

IOHHERE o 588 NORZR TAFER)— [ E R R AR BRI RENRR GLIEER) #
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o L AVERPER R — M 2 T4 KRR BT LUR B e 7 - s b

B Tar R BAfG  WIE—R B B S B 56 AT s B RO KGRI (% > 8 FH 3 AT RE R

BHER KT TEAS (Boyd & Ellison, 2007) o #ERFa AR % > G¥INiEE - ¥ 5

FRMEEBNT A ; WEt BE T AR MERSER » X& E AR & R MR G E

(Sosik & Bazarova, 2014) o %z N5 ABAIMAEERR 7 UG BEA H C
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FERFOLAS VAR RS B RE S AR E N R SR HAR T = 3 o R A SR
FIHA N 28 HEAT % BR 15+ BICAE A6 LA N Q0] AE R 2 [ 48 i T SR P 1T 2 %S (Boyd
& Ellison, 2007) o #HEHEAGFTHA T —(EBAE - B2 RE MR D ENTHE o 7E3hHE
Aguh b AT HENERL T AR ~ BHIHIA] AR (Treem & Leonardi, 2013)  © &
— RN FTREAN G BRBA T SR BRER - BRI BRE Mt AR ZE HERR 5 - (BRI A
ATREANSE TR G 2 feige N3 (STl ~ oo =Matam) ARAIRGSC > 1 ARS8 A
et < AR (& o BB TS BEE R 5% - USRI AR —
BREE ST A MRS — R EERTT A 0 T HEFE (Gamble & Gamble,
2013) o

fei8E B At E S B HERR R A BAME » Rl fe 88 N & EA L B AT e 12
MO IBHERA G 0 12— B TR IE AN S8 P A B 5 5 TR o AL REE A IS 1E
EfrE N AR R EE I EEE— R RIRBIE K © Facebook ZIERE
BN H QR o 5288 N AT DAFE Hrp oAt Bl E A BOG R BRI > T R RS2 AR
&~ HENMEESIES -

Craig (2018) £~ FHEIE &k BA HMF B NSRRI R > 1FR—HR
BERRRIEE 0 B BB G FEFEE AR - MEgRESimERER e T1E
BRI 0 M TEMESERRE T EIZEER) (Tam, 2013) o fFEERR
JeE R — SR i JEUMS AR B AT 288 R L3 i B O BB Y SR 28 PREFEERE (Fenno,
1978) o

EREE - FZEEGHBMEHBCR L E/E > RRl2E S — IR BBER &1F
LEEARR MR A B EEE IR (Craig, 2018) © AWIFLIEE - BER H A
SAAF ) R & ik B A S 2 ARACRURE R B HA B S F o S RS L A A iR 2 2
MG R AR AL 7S Le S 1ERA % (Bartel, 2012) o

SR S — R R A T RE o BRAT AU SRR P » BE & TR0 IR 8 55 B 22 W 78 2%
R R AR AR5 AR B A 43 {E. (Shah, McLeod, Rojas, Cho, Wagner & Friedland,
2017) o IEAh - B TR BRI BB B A A9 A Rh LS AR
E A KB E R R o H AT NS R G MR A A B IE R 28 HER 5/ E 25
FHEAERRIBIEERCR - (E6HE » SIERARIBEERIN 2 2 [ > SEF B2 S 5E ' 2
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AR BRI EEE R W RIS | SE R E B I ? s URMEIE S s e 2
AWFFEE —ERF IR © B E A Z S N AR E b2 M fEigET
TE BSCHR) ()75 26 BE AR 45 55 MR L4 & A 4% 1Y BE AR o b [R) 005 288 N TR L 28 Y
EL B 25l 2 ASHIFFE T2 B0 P AL AR AR o0 M ik > 108 IO 8 A AR 1 1 2 118 ] 47 T ) 28
HEA4E - BAE  MEAE K/ (size) ~ B (density) ~ FHEME (reciprocity) FI{EBEME
(transitivity) o
TEIF B HEAa48 T - EASES (node) #RAR—AIEEN > F—FRBEACERMM
Z TEHVEHER (5 o BEAVBE ARERAAEHI AN o BRYE EHE B AT E A 48 - B A 128 5t
BGIEE - S EAE AT A Al BT B MR (R B AT ELG - BRYREREE > L
FIFMA B AR 53 N\ < PRI BR A R ~ BN E o A4s AU B MEARER
OAHEMERIBA G » AGFTA 2B HERR AT LA o A4S AN (BRI th N (ORI H L » 7R RAV4E
s EEA AR MR A BRI G 0 o R R E R B ARG LR DA B
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TR AR HEBR R AR G A0 o FRAMH HEER A AL AEAE RS ORI E X (The Echo
Chamber Effect) mt/2f5EAMHFEMZENA - GHEERE ; M B4/ - B8
R MEBLHRE (Halberstam & Knight, 2016) o fEBIE & > MHEIBGE  ZaJPRE -
&~ ZEG -~ EIGEMMERINNIEZ S o #ELERA 5 @ LB SR % (Kirkland &
Gross, 2014) o AKFFEDAPERI R IH AT N5 22 PO E B A ME B CEER ~ Fl2 ~ 2
B ~ fENBE) A= (EER AR (BN - BRI EE) B
BN I A 4 T L [R] ( AE B (A A o 22 o

IR G ER AR FURE AL T2 — R BT RE 1 28 52 1Y) 523 TH 2 BUR RS 1 ©
[FIFRF > 5 SRR PE AR RCR - 8 DU A A RS (R BB TR 2\ 2 R &
TERAG - BAST S » AT E BREHE 2205 \Frit 8 B o sdre (RER
F) ~EE (BRES) firhy, (AR o @ —E= 082 R8E8 0 $5%0E
S S o 1 O S T LB R AR B T RE DA S B S (R B R B SRR U © BR
R (2019) 1EHFEZ 2015 EN .22 BB+ EEBIER N RERET » BHERRE
HEBHELT o BEARICRERE - RABANSIE T ERE SR RG o BRI
e ATE Twitter ERYEBIRZBURSHEBOE NYIAIECE » MRBUE AV Z R L8]
HIJ K 2 838 A4 1E R B A7 58 A 2 RS (Jungherr, 2016 ; Hsu & Park, 2012 ; Verweij, 2012
) o [k ARIFERIERE— A

HI : B ABCEB NG (R vs. RAEE) - BWESTREM4EE > B
[ {7 28 A (5 B B IR [l 2 o

(=) IR HEARES A PR

R P i A B R B AV > (B e 3 b BB BERR 5 T DU B8R 77 T Y 78 B B
15 o RIMEGNIE - SfEE MR R (A EER AR — /S ~ BTE ~ MEMEE - Bt
il fis 288 AN AR — el fize 288 N\ BLEA {2288 N ST SR REMAZ S (Zhang & Peng, 2015) e
TEFEE] > X Twitter BB HEHMBIA ANV C AL A 7 A L EAH G (Yoon &
Park, 2014) o BR TENZANAKZBRIBR 2 e B E R AGHR R > BRI
ERVAGHRB G o @ E B AL ERRE o £ ARERET o BRGS0 =
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LI
BIRTRKYE T E A AIRER R AT o B — LGB F BN — (N 0
FBHEE A ATRE R AR LB HEMY o AW RBTIREET 0 B R GRS “tit-for-tat”
(SR A ER AT RE AR P AL AR F R MR > ARIFRIEAENZ S (Zhang & Peng, 2015) ©

MREBRTHZR (2019) AYTE > ZEMEAEES ARHATEHEMI B (reciprocal relation)
() BN RBA R LA 2 15358 N HoA B MR R 2 o e n] BE BB IR SRR > W
Pl BE N A A B SR o 7R85 7 HAMBE ER R T » B 2R &R —E
FRE » MUt RS, — MR B R TAHEE ) BRfR o HLEERA G A (e e B S IR R
R REFATEEHE BB AL o ARIR = ARG R E LE) > EhR A
BEEB MRS (BanEANErE) o

HEMERE AP — R (F140 : De la Haye, Robins, Mohr & Wilson,
2010 ; Valente, Fujimoto, Unger, Soto & Meeker, 2013) o %@ S FrE L4 &R 3%
B ERRA ORI A W ERA R URK o AWTFEaR% BRI EETS
TEAR EALRE i o that el - &L 0a 55 N EB BB R - ¥ 77 A9f515E
NFEA FTRE & RIS (B M T 2 - SN E AR HE o S MR B i 688 A B8 AP EL
PR o

H2 {5388 N\ 5w 44 5 [R5 28 ERR (A AR B & IR MR BRI (88 N\ 2 T
ABHERR RAYRTREME:

=~ IBYERAR AN E (structural positions) ¥FEESRAEBL RS

TEB AR o NPT R GEAS 1 293288 T B AU A R A IR LR o 2 4 (1)
WF7Esi A > Facebook LAY RIS BN B NG HRAA IEHEFE (Bene,
2018 ; Boulianne, 2015 ; Bright et al., 2020 ; Cameron et al., 2016 ; Gibson & McAllister,
2015 ; Jacobs & Spierlings, 2016) o #EWFFLEF4N T (Bright et al., 2020 ; Jacobs &
Spierings, 2016) FZXCRIEARPURE GE2) il - B —Hth 2 REEN —HZE K
RROR > Rz igE A 1) 28 R B A B B CRYBUARERN © 555 » Facebook FoaFEiE A Bl
Bt DU 8 1E B AR I B B — NER SO ORAF IR R o 288 N\ AU S0 B B DoE IR IR 1S
#53% (LaMarre & Suzuki-Lambrecht, 2013 ; Vergeer, Hermans & Sams, 2011 ; 3EEE »
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2019) o =M FEKEBEGENESN B R - fEmRE R T esE
NEA R IR CAR o AT TR B 1 2 i 38 A AR BR A9 8 TH - (kG 288 N 3ESC
B SR R RO B A A P B IE o AR — R EE AR 0 B Jacobs Bl Spierings
(2016) FEAAHAEAR HBIRRBUEIE o 8 A — 1824, Facebook MR 3ifi & HA
Wil o A2 R RORBIN » KBRS NRRIER o 1E4h > BEEBLHAD Facebook i
FE N RGEH » AR50 A & AR R B E ARG (Verweij, 2012 5 Jungherr,
2016) » ¥ERZE RS EE R EM B FHMESS (Arnaboldi, Passarella, Conti &
Dunbar, 2017) ©
ABIFFE TR IO 55 A —fE I 5 T RE R 15258 A T AR ER A B8 S SR Y 28 A (5 L
Je Rl B HEAAAS TR AL B R S R B R AR AV B R GG IR o o NN IS B R (% © 48
FEEZR - iR — R A B PERYESR RN (Bossetta, 2018) o {H—fE RGN & £ &)
EEERE NN R BT RAEHRG R ESEREGRIEEARR L —BRrE
FIRraeE (Ge2) i > mEERAE GE2) WMHIRATESREIE - thgl2as @ R
N AT LUE @B bE F A 258 N SR s S H > SEf it 38 ST RE © 3 N2k > At
FE &y B G A AR (5 1\ A i 35 0 A B LIS B DR P 28 O B (5 L e R 2 e A 4% v B oL
BRI o

(—) PSHEIRBHRH RIS

HERHEE AR I A S H A DUE IR 2 N2 AN B T 3t 1 i 1] HL At fig 288 N i Y 288 SR B RE
FISCE N o 158358 N S B 1 33 37 26 B A (5ol i] DRIy S8 15 36 7 B LT a8 (1 TR
AT de & el o BESREMEE2HE (Bode, Hanna, Yang & Shah, 2015 ; Verweij, 2012 ; 38
PR 0 2019) WBEREN TR B MEH AR5 NAYUTER o (HERIZ A R A 35 A AOAED o ARAR
AT BAR IR PR (FE2) M > 1288 N AT LA T AR EI3 75k 44 B E A 19 48— RIS S
WA ZE SR ERIIEIE - DU IR N A AR S I H o B &l A & B R 2
TR, - BRI TRZEE DS R o 5 EHE n] DUE B 8 A i i
AT SCE > REILIR @ RGN B AR 0 RS 1T Z YRR © 4k B LR
AT AE R As R A RIRHE 722 - 3 R H R B 3 H LU H AT SR 12
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RSB
H T IARLE BT RE ~ DRECRI ISR - DUEE RIS I 45 3 [0 FREA [ 28 o

S BEA— R A G EEEE B BRE ) BRENR G > E2tARRE
HERRAAMR 25 (880 F 2B N & [ BB 5 2SR HER (5 B a PRIV T
figsl] o TR B BB T SR B HI T o 47 B B R 258 N\ ST 38 R D ) ER
THRIFERE o ARHR Popkin (1991) MYAFRE MG, » —MOEREFE IR AR - 86
5 JFE S A P g R 1) 2 T BCER B HLAH BRI, » DRI A 5 £ P88 AT RPN T
{EE 2R FHELS (mental shortcuts) ZRILELAHLEE (Parry-Giles, 2010) o [Flth @ X
GBI BI EEIIRE 2 — 2 B AR R E NIERINEE -

18 NSRS E SR 2T o S FIRFFREE 8 - TRIRFNAE ) 2 A MBI 5
BRATEEARLEE (Bor, 2017) o 7EXERER &3 B AV - ZER B\ RRNE
()R T 2 B PR N B LR AE ) SIS IR 28 K iE T RE R Il R
FRIRFIAAER (Laustsen & Bor, 2017) o FTHARIAIFEEER » 2020 4 S A8 K BRI
TR T R R RS 0 B2 PTT MR o 1B AR
FIBANE » ES BN E R A mAHE (bMATE > 2022) ©

18 25 A7 38 BB ANV 2 ] B 26 8 B {4 40 K 25 OB 38 A 7E R B A1 288 N 2 [
(Jungherr, 2016 ; Hsu & Park, 2012 ; Verweij, 2012) o AJRERIA#E/D » HATEE/D
WFEH 52 > (8 NTERG E AR S B i IS BRI B BERR (R EAS » IR B R g e
TR B R A IR o (Ef 388 A\ T T N7 28 I R 5 T UK RS S5 - R 36 7 B IR ) e T 7 138
Ao PR R RE B OB SR AT SCE IR 5 AR I B B R A A 1 T
(EARER B 2 A28 BRI 2203288 \BIRD ~ BRI AR (R TR R ARCR 3 72 TR
FrEFERTRENE - ANTHTER B = (E R e e

H3 {25 2B HETE IR BRI 55258 A\ RS0 A4 20 BB R 1588 N A 1945 2 LRI 2
A IEF R o

RGN TE o AR EAE Y B E > WA R KR
R E RN > MERFFRIHRTH 2 L UL E R 2 o 2800 » a R E B 1
(IRl AN RE 78 70 TP M 288 N 2 B S 7EFIBi 2B {%  (Flynn, Goldsmith & Eastman,
1996) o F & 44K AT A SCRRER A% » 1B Ja8 M BR8] 4014 B il iR 1) ST A
& (Burt, 2005) o #AJEER - TEFRIRAEEE A TRSFAVESE ) AL E 155 A Lk
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SERRMEE N BAERIEES) (Burt, 2005) o (AR > RIFFEiE T 1%
B NAE RS R A8 B A AT B B A SSOR, A S 3028 A R O A SR BUUR Y
SCIRRIS L AE R 70 o BIERRS FEEM] 7B A AF L BEERR SR MIAT L DA (2
B VERIMHBEERIER © B8 \AE R AEAS R OO BUZ 75 A DUT IR B S B A R B A J 0
HIFRRERICR -
8 B A B 5 A0 T T AR RS Al ] 2 R RS SRV I 2 AR B B E R
(Ellison, Steinfield & Lampe, 2011) o [E{AA8LS FHATE IRELIEI 55 ~ Eall ~ 1B B
HITHEASE (Meng et al., 2016) o {BAE[RIAF AR FH 1S O W B A% R R385 i 5% o
fRBENRIREET) ~ TEAERI R B S (S & IR A RE 77 AR R Ath 4 [0 175 Al o 1
REHIAL o B ERURERS A Bt & BARIBIAZ BT % © Miller, Bobkowski, Maliniak,
& Rapoport (2015) #HHHUOME (indegree centrality) FIFH/MPERIIERE  #&#K
ZEITBIAR R HATE SN EE R 7 2REE 0 RE SN G EELLKE R
ARG o +L & E AR EGE R AL GRS ASR > W T @RS (Bourdieu,
1986) © Burt (2005 & 2017) wdZyth EAGSARZ AL & E AR EL S - FHERALE
AArs AR BN R & o BRAR < HERIE - AR T IS > PGS (closure) FIHR
% (brokerage) -~ AUFRMEMASHE T TR AU ) o

(=) BESHIAES PR S TR S

AAZEEHATE (network closure) I i 118 B 2l o 5 BLHLAth BV R R A URE R > Hirp
B RE R Lt von L 2R A 5 T BV A SRS (strong ties) AUHEEEA (Burt, 2005) o
st & B R (strong tie) HYRFRGZRMEIARE » B EMIERIETR (Granovetter,
1973) - $RAE AL & SR - MM AIREVE PR (Hodgkin, 2009)  ° fEAE4SEA
AYERIAEAE - RN SRR 2 AIEM AL & E AR E AT (Coleman,
1988) o — R IL BB A A RE R A A ELRY B oM & IR > fEmi 8 .z P A=
MRS (Burt, 2005)  ©

Bl Facebook L fB#E N\ 2 MIMIBAGAHEL > 2 ARG AT REH 58 » KRR TR R — 5
IREI M N Z 8] o (B E S o i@ AAH BB AR - W3R — e R A B 5
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LI

F o Ak > AR B R —BCE R s NEFERAMLIE R > BURERIPEE > +L2E - &
JEFIEAR - AEAH E B IRIGER - HEMEE BB EA TP SRR
HJZ (Crosby, Evans & Cowles, 1990) o 4 [ USG5 R0 B AR T HOAER& 45 o
Abadie, Athey, Imbens, and Wooldridge (2017) FFFILEER A1 AM] - e N\ Z [EIHT4E
FHAERS BEPA AR R M B RS TR % (BAIEFAE RS RRNRE -

AR RS AT DU EBUAE ANV 2 IR EE o —LLif9¢ (Jungherr, 2016 ; Verweij,
2012) #EHpI5E NAE Twitter EBEERIMABHEVA R T E B HMBIAR ~ THEIR AR
RLE 0 IR E AR o BLHMEA R AN HABOE A RE H 19 AR 2 A R A
BT BRI —ER 73 o ZEARAERE SRS A n] LUK A B H SR I A B R o &
Al DABCE A 5 58 15 8 22 n] DUEBCE R T THERES 17554 (Bode et al., 2015) < 4t
ARG 2B A K AR & ] R T DU AN e f5e L8 ~ G (Lee, 2013) A1
8 A fEE (Valkenburg etal., 2016) o [K|itE > 2 1 Razl :

H4 525 \NAERR & #4455 E R B EAE RS TR O 4958 P & MEBRZ IR B N ARG
EEBIRA B

(=) #EEh AR E

BN 0 (BB N ORAE BT A HoA 172 58 N A RGRATIHEE o FELLRRGR IRl AE 2 5574
% (weak ties) » HENFHZRK - B2 EKAIEEGEEK (Granovetter, 1973) o —f/)\
HHRIEERP R G BGEEN/ NSRS B E T o g2 4 &
FAHHZ FEIEIREIRR © Burt (2005) 7EMER B4 (brokrage) EFZy » IH AR ATLL
g o SRIRIEAEENET > BIEES] o AP —R A R R A4 — % (—RBHEN)
TERENE (BEBRZEMR) BIEES o b2 » B0 T B i ks - s
L g8 o Burt (2005) A/l 2 S AL & 8 A9 B A AR R AL 0 M (A
FEAR BRI T —EBEAHI Z AR o 4848 N HE— D P 2 R N R NS IR
FEAR AL B E A o BERAEAS RN PR R B AR BEIS 2 IARE ) - fsgh s A
AEEARZHIETER (non-redundancy) &l @ MEZBWAIE > BZHBENKE » %
ZRRACR S > B E A A AR ERKEHE - e i ERR A AHE  (Burt, 2005 ;
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Williams, 2006) o 7525 \TEAGHE #5738 2 2 B AT ARBERAERT o %8 — Mt A [FIAR
AIREA ARG R o AL AWt TR & — TRy

HS o {528 A TERR 0 45 55 B R A B A A P RO ARG o M R I B8 N AR 1S 52
ELBIELA LI A R e =

gl

Z ~ Wik

— ~ RSN ERER

ARIFFEEE B SR E1E 2016 FHIIEZ B o QEEHARAH THE 2R
W3z (mixed-member majoritarian system, MMM) » Hr1 73 44 (70%) “SiEEE
M — 2R B TR o ARITTH SR TR AR A o Rl 3 R W ST R ) fi
BEN o 1E 354 ZMpE N 0 H 196 4 (55.4%) 1EazZEB i /A FEAY Facebook #7344
BT TR o

AT R E NRE N (RIHER ~ 62 ~ 205 ~ (A BLE ~ idtathn ~ 3
AR HA A SR ) AR (R F8E ~ B8 NRIBEELIGAIIL
HENDRNOERE) o BB MHEE AR A T o ERFNEEER G R rh JuER
ZEEHEu, (https://www.cec.gov.tw/) HUF o

TEREAR IR NAEE (n = 196) H 0 28.1% BLME o MERIE =20 E4RS
e =0 B =1 o B2 NRVEERIE 24 3KE 79 BAE » FHEFRN A 48 5

(SD =10.1) o HEREFEQHFEILE | RELUT (11.2%) ~ K2 (22.4%) ~H
T4 (48%) T2 (18.4%) o fEALBLE AR — 3 7AHIE » Hrh 0 = PR
(74%) ~ 1 =Bt (26%) o BiEEKERAYM EIEE R 8 NE L —JORBRP 2R 2E
(1="72"°663%) °Anz=1TtrEENZHBENEZEN (1 = EBEPIEEE
FIRRAL) o HAAEAR w B TS Bt 2 S A (8 Al sre KA AR & BiEA A
MREE AT B (1 =yes > 40.8%) o i NAYHFEENE 1| 2 11 A5 > B MEE N
YEFEE A 4.6 (SD=24) o
ZEAWMBETEMMVNBENIE  XFHR—WNWZERYE > AERRE

pl

us
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(KMT)

CHRE (PFP) FIHrE (NP)  DUx RS (DPP) M6 8 M 45 1

(TSU) MHAHISCHRARNZ T2 Rk o BCESIIGHI i 7 28.1% (n=55) J2izfnfrit

A (RAEE =26%)

v 32.7% (n=064) EizEREEN (KMT = 30.1%)

~393% (n=

77) RILEAFEN o BUEE SR HBEALE DATHY 2 BUEBREE RS G ot

(M=22.7,SD=19.9) 2ffij& o

O NHUHT S BRI A = R EBERAt GARH ~ B B ~
B IR R A RS R AR R o e BT RLETE 2015 £ 7 F 16 HZE2016
1715 3 (BEERHZATRYNE A SR AORERE - =Rt R

T B R A B R o Sl AT I SR 0 DA OR HL B2 05258 N B RAH B AR ©
Fo o AU LI
B T il
EIGTE WiR s R EIRAR T 5 A4 O S

BB 1 = IR 0= BT ; 1 = 2B
FRE /) e AR e [T BT TR
fEfL B L= fefi (HATEER) ;5 0= Bk
SRR = BSABFBLIIRDE ; 0= &

EARENEEE S v
LA AR S B T B
HPYE

1 = fEBCE BRI 0= 4
1 = A (8 A\ A8l B Bt 4527 & _EAVRIRSE

0= 7

[Fi] — 2SR P S T B

R i sE ey MRS SHR

{288 \ Facebook #7535 411 Iy Bl SC AH 84

- ANE BRI R E M sAEE
H R e IR S
5 E B MG L [i] 75 &0 i 7B R E [R] B (e 88 \R B Y 5 40 b
closeness {758 N BELAR S ELAH N RS- 15 e 6 B A ) £
[F] (75 2 A e constraint HIkAEEH EAHRT] (B2 EE) MG
betweenness TEA N W T B R B A HH ] i A N4

effect size

R A B {5 R S 58 P AR
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=~ [FAHEAS I ORI B3 b

HKHE 196 #f5EE N Facebook MR =AYl A M SCHI 4 4% & AT 2 i H I A2 X
(Netvizz hitA 1.3) AR AR o % A2 XAY page-post Hi4H 8% Facebook API

AR 2015 4E 10 F 17 HZE 2016 4 1 H 16 HFTA 196 L ARIIRS - K5
A E FE AT SR N A FZE SR (& o BIAYZ Facebook TLARTE 2018 4ERHPH T 722 1EY)
AE 5% app tIRTRAEAREH o

7y 1R N AU [RIF 28 R4S - ABFFESe ] Netvizz WER A1 3288 N A28 HE4H
%% (page-like network) > ZRIBE RN A M55 NHEHEAGAS - I 2558 T IHBEEN (HAth
FALENE) RIETE o HA% o AR EHEAEA% L ELHE 196 S IE N o 1MiZaLhiE MR %
BATTIAME o

FHETERTE — o AW FTIE VU E 454 5 22 [RIA B MR A AR BE R A RN (size)
% (density) ~ tHEM: (reciprocity) FIEAEME (transitivity) o 494509 K/NELES
FRREELE o R B HEAEAR S RV EUE > FEE M R FES P igraph B edge_
density YRR EEH RS o AHEMAERIEREUE © F2E#E R 555 igraph B2
reciprocity 1 transitivity FREGEHRE NS o B5EIRAZE HER %2 F [R5 8 MtAd 4% Hh Ik
A B HERR (A B 0 Pk i & o

S4h 0 BAETERrR MR 2 T AL B8 AP HoAth (s 288 N\ 2 IR BA (5
AT LU AR 7S o 28 A AEA A8 Fh A B RV B B o 25 KRS (Burts, 2004;
Brandes, 2001 ; Freeman, 1979 ; T ¢JH ~ BEHAE > 2014) > FEAWZEH > &M

(closure) FEHFEH# R sESH igraph EFHHY closeness 1 constraint [ 1 oK 1 5T

BT o A48HYT closeness RRILMER, (f2EEN) BLHAMRS (BEEN) R FIEE
B PREEERRAT SRS o Constraint index B S AFERAEEE A B RG4S 1EAE H
BRI (B2 ER) IR o 5HREAERIEBL constraint B closeness AYFHRAGEA r =
-.05  AREFIEMEZIEF AN o [KIE » #F constraint F1 closeness L[] FRF#E A B 1% Y 240 it
A THRR R o

5 AN E R B AR R R PE (brokerage) HI27E%# igraph EffH1HY betweenness
A1 influenceR EHFY ens W K EGEHE TS o 49457 betweenness HIJZ2F5 FE S ({2
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SEIL S

BN JERHAT AR (REEA) RS RS BERINAE - BUEEOR > Fr
PERE, © Effective size HIIE2Z8 48 i WA [BH (3 AR S0 50 SRR AT B AG R AR S » BUE
AR EEMEBGE » B o 5540 > effective size B betweenness 2~ [l FAH B (8L
=37 ARMERESMAFEAS KL > 1 betweenness 11 effective size th[FRf
ANERRIAR A FAREER -

=~ HaHRIN R B

AT FE RO Y 55 — I B 72 3 R 2 155 288 N B AR ]\ AR (R 238 B e 1 s A
(P R o5 S 7 () 75 ) 2 O R (R B 28458  ANBFFEfE ] ERGM (Exponential Random
Graph Model) 5 BB H& [ 5 RY A 70 A 77 T4 TR IR 725 [ 28 E BR 3 O A > 28 {8 9 M 75
BBt S s I B AT AR R 7715 (Robins ,Pattison, Kalish & Lusher,
2007) ° ERGM J2 R THRIAE 28 (BlfR) TERAYATRETEAYIEAY o ‘B Ry B 8 IH A]
DIEAARRRE - O N RSB REL  RIVBMERVIERC (node mix) F148
MR SRR o AWTFLATENZEY ERGM P flfE Ry B 88 IH 877 25 =08 > — S8
(EBE N) PR BRI EARMER > il - SRR > (RN BLE ~ FvEs BUsAN 5
FEYER - BUEABNRED TEUSAREFERNREN 2 BIE - &g
TEAREEERINIRHELYE (reciprocity) o 23 AL HZy R-project 11 ergm Eff (Hunter,
Handcock, Butts, Goodreau & Morris, 2008 ; Krivitsky, Hunter, Morris & Klumb, 2021) o
AR E BC A /7 15 & Markov chain Monte Carlo maximum-likelihood (MCMC)
maximum-likelihood {fi&FtHi% o SR FHERIE HAREESAY 1.96 {5 - KRGS ES2H
Zgtat FIVETERLNE ; T MC p-values @&jR 0.80 ORI @) (Fu & Shumate,
2016, p.304) o AWFFEAEFEHAIERIS o FrA RIS BECA IERT) o bR T REE MR
B MBS RN AT R ANE L E ARBE  (goodness of fit, GOF)  ©
A% - AWFTUER G ET - FTA 196 M58 N R HAR R - SRR > 3%
HEER 0 R REER 0 R RSB HERR B i b DUR R 28 MEART I Hh 19 BA & AT TR A 1 2k
FERINMEE NS ISR o BRI RIP AT » 58— P ORISR L G n el e (PRI
Flie ~ AR BEEEN ~ MBS ~ BB - BRRUSE « BN - HA
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AERE B TR E) RIS R M ARE SR - SUEHERIMAAER - BHERTRR AR EL
B) O RTHAERA R (AR EREESNERE G ) - S-PEWAE
S EEIE > RIJE RSB HERR Bk B DU R B B RS R PA & PRI TR o

Bt~ &R

— ~ APESR AR

TEZEER AR > 55.4% MEBNZZIEEN (n = 196) FRAIMRE D442 E S TEE8K o
TEBEZR AT =118 H HIR > 196 28 NH 98 NG RIER 2.04 {HALSC o
5 N1550 143,938 iz (SD =295,503) 4,270 &4 (SD =28,194) #16,018 {&zF:h

(SD=10,820) °

S o BEEEE AN 27,415 (AR 44EHE (SD =41,942) » WiEHE 29.6 (SD
=49.4) {EMRS o 281 > EMEEANBITRRE T > HA 3.25 f@ikS (SD =4.49) &
FHAERHE - RZEEEN (39.4%) NEMHEBHREAZ - BURRE N ERIEBUAR

(33.6%) ~ AW (11.5%) ~ BUERAHER (6.4%) ~ IEEFIAHM (5.5%) ~ tL&@
(4.6%) ~ WA (4.4%) FBUFHEE (2.4%) © [FEF > 31.6% REBEH 2R A
AR > MAMTE SRS AR B S RIIEE o

B FE 1 R — 2 78 i+ & A AR S AT PRSI B N T KD 44 25 Y 28 ME A 4% B A
o AHIR IR 2 (6 [ 7 e 2B MEAR AR O K/ VR 25 196 (L1628 N o A5 A 165 288 N Y
55.4% o HH 24.5% MEENRIFERBLN 0 1A BREAAE ] 58 N7 B HER (4 o
N ERERA A 5 88 N B R B - Y R 5528 AL 7.57 E & N aHE (SD =
10.62) - #ENE 0 2| 50 FEEHEE o 28% AIMREE AT M ARG A BHE o HER
FOEHEE A= N EER » SFY AR EE ) CERE 7.57 fEEEN (SD =16.53) - #iF
TEZEHE 0 51 101 &K 2L o 53% HYMEE NASEHME(THMAZEN o (E45RE - (HEANZ
[ A 72 B RTA A ©

@ —H 2B T R R R R AL S A4S B o e S R ARAE 0 8 196 fif
IEEANTER T 1,484 128 > k2 1,484 EZEHER (R o REMERZ MG 8E 6 0 1E
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GFEER/ I SRR AT B o BHER R CB) RIHEER 3.9% © {Eia BB (&R > A0
By 21.4% > a2 st EAREHERIB G - REMETAE (B BHIhorz— &
Al ) 45 25 Bt A 8 O (AR 2 31.6% > gl /2 A8 MEW B BEE FIT B HERY AP I R =478

HERAR 0 L ATA = ABARATLLAY o

A AR FURIRE— © N Z R BB HERA G o JERI S5 A LA 2 o] o
SESRAEHL > A4S R SE Y R RIS HOB MERA (R 7 B CLATA B HERA R I LRI A .08
(sd = .22) o RZEUZEEN (n =137 70%) fE Facebook |#}% A i HMEHs EIRAY
fZE N\ o IBEIRAER ANBRZME 52 A o fERMFE AR o 258 A/ closeness
#EE .000026 F| .000071 » 5 closeness 2 .000054 (SD = .000021) o {&#EE A
betweenness 7F 0 I 2569.8 2~ FS%4{L » “FI(EZ 107.9 (SD=364.5) o —F (r=.21"

p<0.01) EEREIEME ©

[l — = 196 EfBR38E N & ] PO [vi 07 A0 55 14T £

BB
© Pt

° i

i BIREAKRBEENGHEERIRBERIG
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=~ AR RE BRI TR 5 R 28 R

ERGM 73T R EHER

b A 1 R AR

FITA 28 (R AR T > " B (5 S8 A2 il A et WA )
kG (8 RIRIREMERS 1.7% ©

i

HE G

7 Ml (e B E A

e RIS NN RS B HERA 5K ERGM 5%

B 1 A 2 Y 3 MC p-value
b -4.07(0.04)""  -9.36(1.48)""  -9.23(0.03) " 1
17758 NRFEL
MR (28« 201) -0.17(0.07)°  -0.15(0.02)™" 0.98
EHR -0.02(0.00)™"  -0.01(0.00)"" 1
HERE
(2R EHEELT)
RE -0.11(0.14) -0.09(0.04)™ 0.94
fiE 1+ 0.02(0.13) 0.02(0.00)"" 0.96
[ 0.56(0.14)" 0.53(0.00)" 0.98
TENL B 0.01(0.14) 0.02(0.02)" 0.98
BEPRIRIGIN R
BEA 0.09(0.02)" 0.08(0.00)" 0.92
HFE=E -0.05(0.01)™"  -0.04(0.00)"" 0.96
B S 0.00(0.00)”"  0.00(0.00)"" 0.80
I & 1 B T
(SRR B4R
Hy — B -0.11(0.86) -0.17(0.01)™ 1
MR- -2.93(0.53)  -2.86(0.01)"" 1
oY= aads AV 0.12(0.83) 0.06(0.01)" 1
S RVAIS AV 6.92(1.39)" 6.62(0.02)"" 0.88
EE-ar 2.90(0.87)""  2.79(0.02)™" 1
EE sk 2.01(0.36)"  -1.94(0.06)"" 0.94
ERVASS 3= 2.58(0.88)"  2.46(0.02)" 1
EE-ER 23900347 2.22(0.07)" 0.94
HassAE L
(Reciprocity)
1.28(0.06)"" 0.86
AIC 6545 5071 5021

31 RIEPABBENZ2E > FRP R THIELER o
{RIEASNE =196 ; BAEE =1480° p<.05> p<.01> "p<.001.

MR % =0>5=1
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RER BT

BIERBAL 10 BEAY 2 A TR N BEERIRIEIN R - BUEE MR R
2o MR 3 HIFE—B I A T 484845 A ELMERURZ 2 o BAAUA SR BT © 25
HE R am R A AT 3 YRYAEIR o

TERARY 3 RUGRBUEEHAE IR > TR AT AR o BrA BOME N R0 58 2R PR 15 ] 38 6 Bl
AN AR E ARG EA R E - B E > 2 (B BEAN ; FEKN (tb
FRAY) BEN ; HEREREN (GBS ERERERR) A fEA#E (PhkE
) 0 MHEEREZ  BRERABE (LERSBEE) fEAN - fERFRAMI

(PEERIEY) RUZEEL A » B AT R H M 5238 NN 28 e (% - ERGM AYBRN AR

TR B — AR BOE BR L AUAEIR] » BIER > A e R I AR TE AR ER -0.17 0 4502 AHEL
AL A B AR At NN B R A AT RE IR T 16% (e7-1) o

H1 R4S NBCEE IR EYE (R vs. REE) SEERREMNAEE M
FA) [ A5 O 5 EL A ST IR T BRI o R EE NI 5 ST AE HERA (5 o R =P ALY
3 A RN ¢ BAARE (R A\ RN B BRI E AR T 0 B R N LA
AIREZB MEARE 5\ (Estimate = -1.94 > se = 0.06 > p < .001) ~ &R N INLLE
ANATREEHEE = 7 N (Estimate = -2.86 * se = 0.01 » p <.001) ° [A]lf » BEEEEAN
EINAEZ B HEE B 55 N (Estimate = 2.22 7 se = 0.07 > p <.001) ; 1 HASZ A {288
ANZ Bt EA R REEAHEHE (Estimate = 6.62 » se=0.02 > p<.001) o ZBLE4ERT2HE
UGG A

AN BEIRFN R P B M558 N < [T EE &8 3 B o (B2 AT A 55238 A SN g 2a i —
Serh 7/ NEE o AEREEUR 0 BlARE RS N 2 AL B MR R IE A LL - AR (e
NEZEHERGELEP I EE RSN (Estimate = 0.06 > se = 0.01 > p < .001) » E&
feiE NSEANAMEE (Estimate = 2.79 > se = 0.02 > p < .001) o [AIARER LR 288 N 2 ]
SLBHERR G AR DU BT EL o Hh A7 TS Y M D B A T RE B HEAR B 58 N (Estimate
=2.46, se = 0.02, p < .001) - {HELLE AT HEE M E: =55 A\ (Estimate = -0.17 » se =
0.01 > p<.001) o

54N H2 TR 58 A R Zok &4 28 B[R4 2 R (5 AR AE L1 & W o i 288 N 2 o 7t
SLIBHERR AR AT REME 2 BUE MR o R ARSI 3 RS IREUR | 8RR B AT
DUETATEHIME 2 N 44 55 H B HERA % (Estimate = 1.28 » se =0.06 * p <.001) &5
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XA FUREE 2

GOF H&5REUR - B 3 thTAK28H MC p-value # KR 0.80 @ LT
GOF o Z& 3t i e I B R AR A i A3 T B 22 2 A484%  (Fu & Shumate, 2016) o [&]
TR N A BB HEAEAR AR o BB A (indegree) Y57 BUANIIE A2
(edgewise shared partners) FY53HC > AR Y 3 ARR—(EEFAVARE (Hunter et al.,
2008) o

[N 73 PN i 2 ey = b B 2

o

uwy

g .
g 7] e | @
- & & -
o = o
E ]
o £ 5 o«
c S c ©
£ . 5

=] =
5] .
a o 2 .
<] o s 7
a g_ a

8 s %‘-ﬁ

s S + o

FrTT T T TTTTTTTTTTTTTTTTIT T 1T 1T 1T T 1T T 17T 17T T T 17T 1T T 1771
0123456789 11 13 15 17 19 21 D123 4586 78910 12 14 16
idegree edge-wise shared partners

5F L RBIEE 3 NREGER - AENSIRASERFISIIEMENHEN S
Aic - Edgewise Shared Partners B3 BctiaitiiE A L EIE B RIBEIEN D ©
TEEPAtECRABEHEZER log-odds ; BARURERRI|AVAE4E ; boxplots {&RH
MBI DN ; MARARRRIEEERD 95% BIEFBER] © % Indegree #]
Edgewise Shared Partners 2&{#J Goodness of Fit #5% °

= PR A st oy B RIS SR

R ZHUR TR IR M S st E AR o AR IYATR 0 25 BRI Mk
FEfl (r=.07 > p=.88) ~ constraint (r=-.11"p=.11) F] effective size (r=-.07’p=
30) ~ BSEERAHEE o (B2 0 FFE R4 Y closeness (r=.74> p < 0.01) F1
betweenness (r= .24 p < 0.01) FI#EBEAFLEILER EIEMHB o MRS LRI A FF
H3 > 3ZFF H4 #1 H5 o HFEAGE B2 RS SRR E R - ES A 2ot ls

et 53T o
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= : Facebook SEHHIBHTERM AL ML S5t

w1 2 3 4 5 6 7

1 AJE 447 1

2 H 13 .08 1

30 EEEOBHMEEEZE 160 297 417 1

4 Closeness 3177 387 297 237 1

5 Constraint -.07 -.06 .04 .03 -.05

6 Betweenness .06 16 457 17 217 -.03 1

7 Effective size - 11 -17 40 .01 -.01 37 -.05

8 (EL B 317 47 23" 07 74T -1 247 -07
SEH L 185.4 27415 29.6  .057 .00005 0.71 108 0.09
i 125.8 41942 494 195 .00002 0.19 364  16.86
IR 124 319 277 408  -57 392 503 089
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ZIY : Facebook SEEUBIBIBESE 7 5 FLIKI 57 g RS AR TR Y

GEERALARE)
A 1 fAR 2
P BRI ER R &
TR 0.12 0.31
GE 0.04 0.12
HE 0.85 0.51
ECE A ) 377 426"
TENL LA 9.76"" 6.93"
HTYE ~1.46" -0.91"
IR AR R 590" 471
N EHE AL 8.107" 6.61""
HAth 4 i S 22 T ) 1.01 1.41
WS E 563" 3.64"
BYHE -1.23 -0.92
VB HEAIR AR EL 3.15™ 2.65™
B HER AR EBL -0.31 -0.27
H A IH
5 E R AB HE LR -10.46°
[F] {75 28 e AR e o B
closeness 0.00004™
constraint -6.59
betweenness -0.49
effective size -0.02
FH%%1% Adjusted R 739" 788"
Adjusted R* ¥ & F=9.21 049

2 :n=1960°<10, p<.05> p<.01> "p<.001. 4R :%&=0>F=1

WMEREE « UXE -~ WEHIMHEL - BHMHEL - BRBREIMELLS] 0 UKk

EMEABMEIEAEE -
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RS

FAh > EEITZ TR T AT > e E BB IH  HR S A AR o
MR DA SRR > BFHEE N OHE L HMEESEHREYE =57 p<0.01) °
SAN > BUEE 1M closeness (r=.66 > p < .01) ZMILURok 448 H BIHEEE (r =
560 p <.001) ZFEWAFLEm AR o KL R F3 B E ) 12 o B i
BURRERR o 1R R 0Y F B WA E 8 SR AR AUAY VIFs [EXETTARER > MECRATA HY B 2 IEHT
REERERIEEE 4 o

Z e ER T M A AR IUPR o KPR 1| 26 S R R R IE - (i
F AT A R B B E 2 B STHRYEEAKY « B8] (B = 3.77 ° p <.001) ~ fEQZ B

(B=976p<.01) ~¥FHE (B=-146p<.001) - BELKE (B=590p<

01) ~ EANEENM (B=8.10" p<.001) - ¥iEHER (B=5.63>p<.01) Mk
BE (B=3.15p<.001) RIFEREENTAPEAZR o a5 AT DURRERY 2 BB
1R 73.9% o

AL 2 0T AR ST 3 2 IR L ) 18 R R [ A7 A B A At Y B B0 (RS 1 i
BRI EL B R EESMEIN 7 HE Y 4.9% WIfRRES (p < .001) o BEEJRAEHELLHIAZE
HRIAENTERIE T (B = -10.46 ° p = .054) > BESR'E A BAE FE 8 R B /K HE o
[EIHF > 48 closeness ¥EMRIVEE TS LLEAIEMFZ (B = 0.00004 > p <.001) o
FHEEZ ' 7 constraint (B =-6.59 > p = .25) - betweenness (B =-0.49 » p = .24) fl
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78 R A5 N e SR SRR 2 Bl e Mo AR RIS > flan iRl ~ R ~ BERR
J& ~ BUERIEEE o BRI AR 2 (HIRAH B & N Z R EHER % o 7E4H
(RIS [ 08 N Jag 1 P 288 N\ TR EL AN AR BE R > T DR Bt — (i ROAR A KA
FREEER A SRS AL R R A4S SR o AR9R Burt (2005) [YFEGR > [FRIEAER 2ES S A LE)
BEJRR TS o R AL R G HEERs h R AL - AMEFRAE 1 5258 A\ H2E 8K
5 - BB TATEE B - EIRNTRAR (Burt, 2017) o ARWTFEFTE A&
ARSI > AT FER B8 N AL EHEHEATAS TR Ot 7 —(E sE R R 257 -
A ERGM 5% 1588 NIKIZR ~ IR R B NBUEFARCIN R ~ AEAsAh IR R EE
e SIAD N7

WA RN IR HE R 50 5 R A T FLAORA SIS LR A KA
f5388 NRIBIZ PR > 288 N HITE SR ELENFN AR HERR (5ol 2 BURTE AR B E & R o A8
BT IPFEI T AR AT AWTFLIR T —AEAS RIS o DU 7S 8 A i D RE
A RS BB SRR o ARBFZERIA T4 Facebook W &R FIFEA A XA 48 BN 81
TIRPFER > B8 R T EREE A R G R E MBI ER R > 218 A A
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— ~ B A NG R A AR AR bR

BT SHEHMpE NPT AR R 5 2B A4S - AT IR BN 70 < — B R 28 A Y
B R S EUR S AL B R o IR A BREAE A EE NN ZE HER (R o AT S
f5i88 N\ < HITE B HEH MR 32 S H RSy b2 SO BCEHER U 72 5 R 2B Bt A
A LB AT S > SRR S L 58 N AE BLHA (52288 N\ A7 2 A O AR AR
J& EAFEIRRHYZE 5 o

RERUACTE - R N BB IR (5 78 B A A T2 A B RARHY » B RO B AP R 228
BT 4 fEA > ERETE SRR o BUA RVBHER (& & AT rTREFE )28 BB B EE 1
AZ| 5% o AN Kk (475) HIEHERFZ BERRERR G - RRERIFTHAE
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H [ R AE I N 2 IR B AR A B S B O EER AR o [ - K& (273)
= NBAR I A MR AR R = o4 o SRR - AR AHERME R
& o BMME - KREH= ARG ARAEE NIRAEMREB TR » s8F i
ERMSTUL Utz MR A TE A= MRS E R (& (Papachristos, Hureau & Braga,
2013) o i@ELEFEIE 2012 4 FEBISFENEAY Twitter #HAEARL o R 2 R EE A R < F
TEALBEEAS LA PR0R = — BRI SR > TR AR R B ORI A 2 T RS 28 B 1/ [
(Adi, Athey, Imbens & Wooldridge, 2014) o {HJZFEE R REATEIL » KRR B+ A
FOZERR A T2 BEBCEUR & & KA SHL AR A SR I 11 st 44 0 B 8 ) B BUR T2 AR AR AT
FUEISBATER T o

=~ (BRSNS R A RO TE U A

AWFCRIA THREPEHIERRY ) (ERGM) FRERFEEMERIEEN - fEAFER
T SHBRE B R A N > B AS E 7 i EB HERR AR HT R o S0 A
REURTEFER 7B A R BUE B MR A A8 A 2 2t~ Rl BERRER
o AENE  RRREER B RIR S - TN > # AT RE R R
R AR BUHAN 5238 N7 2B MERR GV IE MR B A R -

FA o BEER VRSN i E B A th A RS R R o BRI RN
B A AT AE BRI B Bl A 7 R P ) e 28 RS2 AR FB R (R > PR PTRERR SRE Y
BT BN B HER (G o SERBUR > A0 2 L HRIIRIE NI A B HEA R BR 5 R
M#HEE o g5 P R0 R N\ S HOEHERR (1 & B CATA BHERR (AR LLBIAZ 73
Z— o ML T BEEIREARIREEN > LLARE B NHIA R IE SR o Bk 2 258
ANZ FIRIBAEAREL ARz B (165258 A RIBE 7 AT RE BELick 2 iR 288 AN HP 7 P O iR 288\
FENZIEHERA (5 o

s {1 At SR BTN BE Aok IBU R 1 JBR M B P L SR A T B R (A O B R Ay o B
SEAR b HE BRERR (% > AR HERR (RS2 I E BB R E R B DA S R AR T
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SETEBUE EROANREENE ©
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i 25 ] 5 25 e AR AR O AR L1 ] DUE AR T 88 A < TR B HERR R A rTRENE © &
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OTEE M —)5 REERERI BT R » EA AT RE(R A ROBHERT A5 I © B (a4
MEEIRHELVE > el DU AR - PRECAZ B ME R & B At 28 7
BHEETERIR A o

= BRI\ R A B SR AT SRR

AT B DL RT R 7545 52 —27 (Bene, 2018 ; Cameron et al., 2016 ; Gibson &
McAllister, 2015 ; Jacobs & Spierlings, 2016 ; LaMarre & Suzuki-Lambrecht, 2013 ;
Vergeer et al., 2011)  7EFER T 772 B EEER T 25 THIIIIAI 2212 » Facebook [55iES
BT ERARFAEI BRI IE MR 2 - [RIRF - S R R B PR R R A R B
FRRIKER o 78 —2BIRY] > [EH0HT RGO A B O BN R P B A Fr A > T2 B
HAFERR R AE - U AR RIS AR ) RTRE R SH A FIAYSZAR o

ARWPFEAE R > M AR B R BB A RIB B A % > e — 7 mRER TR
R o 55— I3 WA DUE B BN EE D 2R RERTEEER (Bene,
2018 ; Bright et al., 2020) o [ii#E [ A RE(E (% K 255 | B C AV AAE R 2 28 ARIRGESC
bigal o AR RCAE TAEEfRE A 0 M N T IERAJENS (Bright et al., 2020)  © 7E5
AR L EREEUEE N (R I SHZH] Facebook MFFEIRILVE) HEEBhEUK
SE (R G BRI 2 N BHHM AR REERR) HEE (GERE > 2019) ©
B2 FiffAF%% (LaMarre & Suzuki-Lambrecht, 2013 ; Vergeer et al., 2011) —%¢ > AHf
FER RS BRI RENIAE N A A TE Web 2.0 IRpAC 2R iR B S A A (1 o

WIFeah R B > fEF 8 1A HA B8 2 1% - REE ATER R HrIBA &%
Bifpige NHUTS SR MRS IV IE BRI © %8 — &5 RRW » REE A AEMm & R E Mt a 4%
FRROALE > AT DUE BRI R BB R 2 A > R VR RIRRE T o

—{lEl & A\7E Facebook |- [Rl {75 HEAGAS 1Y = PA S MR AL B ARG Mt BT A HL A
15338 N ERARLE O ELENRR (R > A — K B[R —5IR o 5 B 19 1 28 A IR TE
R EA FEEHENEE AR (Burt, 2005 ; Granovetter, 1973 ; Coleman, 1988) o [A]{#
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RER BT
B E IR AFE RS « AR ERK AR BB (Meng et al., 2016) o f&
BN TE S5 A R ) = BA A MR B R BT A A 7 5 B A (% 288 I HE A5 7 L R o
[FIRF > f5288 N constraint Wi AFEEEF IR o AIAE constraint & fAEIE ELBEBH HHBEE A
B FRA 4 ARG ERA (5 1 SRS A4 b B g — E A B N YR (R o MHEEZ T >
closeness BH AEAFFNTHMI (5588 N HE1S A4S AL & & A HIRE ST ANRICR o

AR TTHET - {7758 NAERREE N A0 28 B 108 BTG Fa 7 28 O R {5 T DA 1% 288 25 8 i
BFAEREEN o BT C A ZERCR IS AN [ B 7T APRER - e AR RAR
THEECRISFIROR - FIREZ B EIRNSIEESR MG IR o [HE5 R385
PEEORAY B HERR (R AR MG 22 o B — R IRIH - BRIRE BRI % > BERR T
PRI ETESS )T AR R » Z 2R RS ERANERKEE (Tam,
2013) o Shah FEA (2017) 887 > BRI ER 52 B 5 0 A8 i A L O S 8 S e
R BT GRE  EE A BRI B H S N EIR AN MEE o DA e
BRI R IR o SERBREAL TR S REREANENANR » B8R
RN T EIRNLIG VNI EZE o 0 T AL B RE ERRIRE o A RSREE - ShERAl
B EMA LR AR ERAERE S o —77H > RARGEGRUAEHCNERZ
FRER o B— T > BRI E R R o

[ R A S R % 288 N T [ 5 B A0 4 Y Pl A 1Rt S PR TRLHIAS 22 28 o i rh
PR AV EE N AT DU [ 7 46 e A % o B B DO B AH 2 FET A A5 RS FRIBR. (Burt,
2005) o M@ PTLUEISIETUBRAVE RN BRI E R ZAMERH S (Williams,
2006) o {HEAFRMAYTFEIARE R > AR ERD effect size 558 4% Sl AR & AL S
2 o Bl Shah A\ (2017) WYamBhAEA LIS » HNZ I ZARIEINNLS » BRASIR 3 LY L
IGBUESFHLL - WASZ 2 AR B A S RAVEE o

15 T8 1) 30 58 1 ) R A R R A ) B W A 0 A R T AN 2 i AR ) 7 28
RIEPEALI S50 2 o BlRG o a0 FCIEMAREMG (2014) FRE > WMIERRTA N E
REANFIS /K WSS H] - APTREG ) URIREE 7 > W A2 A o RARWFZEAT AR A
FERPNEEEBEREDER » Blanthdi# (coordinator) ~ H14v3# (broker) -
PPN (gate keeper) ~ 5 A (representative) ~ Hf4%E (liaison) LURRRFEHR N

(Simmel ties) > " AT kS H A% pic B 10 b S PO 8 2 BB AR B 7 A R — BRESCR o
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mEAEER  EAMRAUE - LRELESEBFRPERN DR o 5%

BT I (58 FH BRI 5 0 258 N [R] 7 A 48 45 M B T 45 A > ESRECER A B 18 X 19 SRR

(Brandes, 2001 ; Burt, 2005 ; Freeman, 1979 ; F¢/H ~ BeFif » 2014) » {HEFHE
BRI FE AR B ANER 1 38 R AN S8 2 8 AR D > ARRIF7E & Rl LUE @ (i H BE 2 AN [A Y I & 45
B (140 degree centrality ~ eigenvector centrality 28)  #E— LR A A FE4E RAYATED
FIGNERZKE o

FAN AT R A4 E IR B R 2016 FRVEEER - ERE R AR E AR
M 28 N i 0 44 B A PR FH 2R LLIAR o K] ACHIETTE 136 208 BEAR 428 i e Y 1 20 M
FHERSY o AL S RAVERR GGG » FFEE PR BRI A R o ESFEHAZ
78 196 44 i 3 i B A e 238 ARIORBE UM BE \AF AR B2 22 » R IR KRR
& o AT GEEE > 2019) B SRAAGEE AN —RIEERIRAHEREEK - HRAA
BB ERE -

(BB R VEA R AV > USRI B HERA R AT 2R R 2R - DU B BB A IR 52
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JREEER HAERTFEAR o BRULZ b > ABFFERY 5 S —EBRZ > AFFTHY ERGM A1
{874 density B reciprocity 245 RIZR  WARIMA degree LUK closure S5 AH B HIALAE o

F4h o SEPRA SRR (Adi, Erickson & Lilleker, 2014) $5H 37 24 RHECAERY 2B HE
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&1&  ARRAIRZE AT LURE A s st R RE R e 91 20 B B 75 TE R e 2 B R (A A K s
MRS IERE ~ BOEINE ~ DU R BRI R B s A SRR -
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