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Using Bounded Confidence Model to Analyze the Influence of Media
in Opinion Dynamics
Student : Yu-Ying Hsu Advisor : Dr. Chuen-Tsai Sun
Institute of Computer and Information Science

National Chiao-Tung University

ABSTRACT

The ecology of media keeps changing. In early ages, “Mass media” are the only
media. Nowadays, “Mass media” and “Alternative media” affect opinion formation of
the society. “Mass media” are well known, and “Alternative media” are the media
which influence only the specific target audiences. In addition to the target audiences,
the communicating strategies they use, including the degree of polarization or the
frequency of the broadcast ratio, are the differences between two media. Different
strategies lead to different effect on the audiences. What we concern is the influence
of all rank of media on the social opinion formation.

We use “Bounded Confidence Model” to simulation the communication between
agents, and we use the “Extended Scale Free Network™ to be our social network.
Based on the definition in communication, we add “Mass media” and “Alternative
media” in our model.

According to the results of our experiences, we find that exaggerated reports
from alternative media contribute to the fragmentation and the polarization of the
society, and mass media play an important role in maintaining the concordance. In
some special issues, such as “gay issue”, mass media is the “educator” teaching the
society correct concept. The “Alternative media” broadcasting information to specific

audiences impact the society more efficiently.



Keywords: Mass media, Alternative media, Opinion Dynamics, Bounded Confidence

Model




M EBENT - BEE LA B THE L PR A F Y A E R
Mg TG R Ay REMTIEF R B Ko - s
B o LB E AL FE T F AT A B RS TR
FABFI R X DR Ep AR EEE S E 3 S BT
FHE AL AL BRBT EE BEE X R TA TR AL X
FFo SR i e d A REER ) R AR (e o

BEFLIEHARF L REAGTPF P NIRAADRE FRAREFRLER
Bwmwm M ’fé}k“—;’,”?\;é\né#’f#—iﬁﬁiiﬁ%fg;%?gﬁégg'} gy 0
QAR5 BIPH AW E RADERL e 2 F BEE LT g e
#

o BT - AR A O BASRER I FHEE S R NG YRR
p A A 4 R RPEA

A

AL SRR FEp e dER e “,ﬁ%»‘“i“ kg 3 R
msn WA EB R A TR SRR

AL BRI Sk OB A L LS office Bz Eehk S o 2 T
Toffice ) x5, " BEIX-FHATHH > T AABT L 2APFLEAL S D%
@‘&ﬂgj;}lﬁ—, AREFELZF B aES A -k, ¢ dpn
% coding } #bug; »ci E A FE R fn s B A g TR mﬂfﬁgig;@j;{
PPN AR Y R L 3 R S foff o RA
ERHZVEOE S BL AT BEA g (LN B
B B H R B Y Y - 3] GRS R IR LB AR L

~ B ERT s BRI o



S i

ABSTRACT ...ttt ettt ettt et st ettt ae et et ae et ese s ebess et ese s esensesebe s esensesesensetensesesensasen ii
S OO iv
3 ST vii
e L O iX
B Bttt ettt ettt ettt ettt et et et e et ereeetn 1
L T B e 1

L2 T g B B e 3

L3 T g B B 5

N0 S Rl A0 N N N 6

L5, % SRt o N U . ............covconnnnrnnsentannees 7

= 2 /I?ejr;!; ............................................................................................................ 8
21, ALE RIS ... g S R e 8
2.1.1 . i S R, ...\ ..................... 9

2.1.2 F ok, T W e B B L WY 9

2.1.3 [, x=www w - 8 T B BRI 10

2.14 L A AR T 11

22. L. Y g Jde . 14

23, T ... . o . ..............| .. 16

PR = AN VAP slfererererererererererererererer SUNNINNNN o "yl 20

= B ... TR B e W o .. 21
3.1, AMNERRS ..M 4 WE—— W . .............. 22

32, BREFGEBIZ T o s seibess aatin et 25
3.2.1. B ... oonee T W eeieneeerenteneaes 25

322, R A R B T ... 26

33, REBE e I LIB E eeee 27
3.3.1. BT B2 et 27

3.3.2. A B L T srtetereereresse e reeb e se bt e b et s et et b et s b e st b ebe s b ene b enennebans 29

333, BRI IR e 29

334, HIZ BB I ettt e 30

B I . 32

3. D ettt a ettt e b ne s 33

7 B 002 34
A1 B BR T ettt ettt ettt ettt et reaes 36
4.1.1 BC MOAE] BEZE ..ottt ne 36

412 A B B BR T ettt 40



%)

4.2

B3 1R %

421 BT B HEEeeoeee
422 A AR A UE R
423 B} AL T R

43 B SRR oo
431 ] BEAEESA LApiT oAy
432 BRI e
BT e
5.1 BB TR
5.1.1 nﬁgw ............................................
5102 T

5.2 BIARERHo.aB BB NN,
5.3 A RF R .Y T
Y }I?% ....................................................................

vi



+
~

+
~

+
~

+
~

+
~

+
~

+
~

+
~

+
~

+
~

+
~

+
~

+
=~

+
=~

+
~

+
=~

+
=~

+
=~

+
~

+
~

+
~

+
~

+
~

+
~

+
~

+
~

+
~

+
~

+
~

+
~

+
~

+
~

+
~

+
~

W P &%

1:2006 & 7 ARJTAL S LL3 Bl oo 4
20 L B ERIO] s 10
3R AR ATEREFERREM A9 e, 10
4 0 B T B T e e 11
5:AF ERFTR & ITE > y_actor=2.3 > B _www $ i, >

L AT AT o A - U SUPRE 11
61 L RIEEEIL2] s 12
TRl e A BARER T LR A T A 13
8: Ao El TN UL ... 14
9! R AT (fragmentation ) ....cccveeivsiveceiceeeceee e 17
10 : E & it (single polarization ) ......cccoceceeiiieiieeeceeeceeeeeeea 17
11 : g4& - (double polarization ) ........cccceeeveievecieeeeeeeeenne 17
N, SAUR e G M kB WY+ T 17
T PSRN wiamwer v ol 0 7 R R T WAL T 18
| FESSESE MR W e A SEEER R 20
! - R . P _— ... .| W 21
(6| | & < e AP Y ... 22
17Von Neumann Neighborhood £ Moore Neighborhood [26]....... 23
18 : & * B 3§ ¥2 Moore neighborhood =13 & ..o 24
19 : i B8 25 45 B33 2 B BE A BBl ierererererer st tonensbenenenerenenenenenenenes 25
200 2 BB B REAOR LA T A i 26
AR T v M T o | Ny A 27
22 R W W ... 28
23 RABEFBE I IERB e 31
24 0 AR EPHEE =01 SO B AT e 37
25 AR EPHEE =03 I AT e 37
26 R AR HEE d=0.7 R B AT e 37
27 R AR HEE =IO PR B AT e 37
28 AR HEESE RAE A BB RB] 37
29 © convergence parameter=0.1.......cccooiiiiiiiiiis 38
30 : convergence parameter=0.7 ......ccccciiiiiiiiin 38
31 : convergence parameter=0.3 ..o 38
32 : convergence parameter=0.9........ccccoiiii 38
33 : convergence parameter=0.5..........ccc 38
34 :p=2>u=0.3>d=0.5 R LA F ) 41

vii



ES
S
S
S
S
S
ES
ES
S
S
S
S
S
S
S
S
S
S
S
] %
S
Bl %
ES
ES
ES
ES
ES
ES
ES
ES
ES

351 p=2> u=0.3 > d=0.8 {IE, LA F ) e 41
36 1 p=2> u=0.3 > d=0.8 FIE, LA F ) e 42
37 1 p=2 u=0.3 > d=1.4 FE, LA F e 42
38 1 p=2 5 U=0.3 * d=0.4 t1Z B A T oo 45
39 1 p=2 5 U=0.3 * d=0.8 1E B A T oo 45
40 1 p=2 > u=0.3 » d=1.1 18 LA T e 46
41 1 p=2 > P=0.3 > d=1.2 IR LA F 53 e 46
42 : d=0.6 > ## * uniform distribution &g, & & F 535 1............. 47
43 : d=0.6 > ## * uniform distribution &g, & & F 35 2............. 47
44 : d=0.6 > # * uniform distribution &g & & # §3; 3.....47
450 8 % B EFET R D5 BT e 48
46 RAX AP HEEdEER R L ELH T A8 e, 50
47 RAXMFPHEEES 0.2 LA T e, 51
48 RARMFPHEEE S 04T LA F e, 51
490 R AR RFPHEEES 0,6 PR A AT i, 51
50 REREFPHEEEN 0D PR LA T e, 51
o, JUREN TEELRU G oow § Wy mh WA, WEERY oo 51
52 f R A ARATEFAEEEAY 009 LR L i@, 51
53 R ARG EE 02T AL3DATF e, 52
54: 3 A AP IEEE 04 FE L 3D AT oo, 52
55 R AR EE 0.6 L 3D A e, 52
560 3 LU AEE S 058 L 3D A F e 53
57 '\ R AR MIEEF N 0.7 9L 3D A F A e, 53
58 R AR EE 09D L 3DAT e, 53
DY R T E R A AR BB, 56
60 @ PRSI .................. ;e R W 58
61 ] RERH AR EFED BFHF DL LA T e, 58
IR R R T B A N 61
63 1 BB RAE K Z B B Lo, 61
B4 1 B HE B RAE K02 B BE e, 61
65 ¢ P B IR BT K UZ T BE e 61

viii



% P&

...... 4
A 15
g P 19
4: JARFE T R ................................ ’
e 30
OB B s
7D RBEEIRE AL e



11 A= § #e 4
A RSB A R R R R TR A A e
WL B LERREF AT BT L RLF I BEA R R FT B
- RWhp 2 o DL/ N WA~ SRV e N S DAR SIS~ S i PR 4
it Al SHFFFLAEAUMENLLARORL FETHETH
b dF A AR LR B s b nd d o TP AT P A E L R
oA R

il 2

=

- E oo B0 MEFHOOFT G2 0 BRTARE

REAPRBT S AREZERD C REF DM TR LR R EET WD
PO RdeFe REIS S MG 1 & % e o WL F PP B RRIVE R
AT FURTCR B R G MRS~ ARMEET EEH L 0 4RI G
B P ELE LD NI AR F AR T g p 2 E Rl
F R FmkReJames Lullde 410 5 E{ ek FRAK-RIpp £ D7 P B

A AR AR A AR B[] o SR R G T ARG R R o FE A
T B4R, (Alternative media) o P AERUE S A S B O TRERRE > {8 R

e T RAERE o o) a] R R AN B 0 A B R
Bag et A2 AR LR O E2] CEE TR L k3 TA Y AT

Aop S A RALFEIEHE > A R e TR B T AR AR
do b TR ROEHE T L B s Castelldt )t A AR BT Y T R
PHEEEPEERY B €6 R RRIDPFOR T > P ERRNE S
BN BE[3]0 A Blb im0 SV iR L Tt AR 5 fupcie 9 radical )
PR A R SRR RAE L BAMES A L BE R T AR

REBA LB eI 4 2R3 A RGWE G i@E, 218



Yo EH > ARSI EABRRRL L (B T F 5 hcall-int & e I0E
v on o BB RN B G R T ApEHE S TR

BHETRENLLPE- D ABRRFF -k F2 T RBH
LEEEMA AR Ry BRERAT R RT AR E XTI ndf 3 B # 0
AL BEF LR S R iTE Kp 0 BENBIFF L 2R L 3
SRR MRS FHEF B E 0 bldcCarlosE A F A BT B v
AT 2 R o Tt fi ¢ R [4] o

AR PR S Rt 0 A R I S Ak g d AT F 0 A KT
© oA L ARE > T PRAR K 52008 A T A AR ) EAlR TF EAE 0 PR
o B A IRE BAGE P BRYAER - BTER CBRREERE F AAE

Bt B A LA - BRI BALH LA ) BB SRS A o B ALY

\\\?{r

3 - AL LA o d 04 BB BRI PM AT o AR R
2t B R 2 BRI St eny ff yRec 0 o Tt A RIERT & sk

IR NN R I L



12. 73 % B
S BB NEER S AL E T d R DTG L A
AT R Aok R P TR T PR BRI W P
R AFHLAA GO R E R EE RS H B2 2
R AF - BRAOL A LR R LR A E PR R B A R
AL PRRLLICEUEAFTE A3 pF NpgEr T3 0d
5 | (Opinion dynamics) % < W53 = % o
TRAE R NE R IF Y PRk B BHOL AL L LA ER
0 #

PR AEAEE o RETES T Mot L8 7 L aue vy o §

o

B KB MM R AP AT A& AT A B ENE LB s
8 T3 A &4l ) (Bounded Confidence Model, f #2BC Model ) * ¢, & #
A F7 7 [5]% Sznajd modelenid 377 5 [6] » 18 R T 7 4r » & BB endE 24 > Bi4e
Mckeown frSheehy# i + Riifi 33 L @R Bt 7 » 75 B % 57 < Ryt
72 o0 dR € R BT ehE L4k e Mckeown{rSheehyzd & BLIR| 7 %775 45
L LI ABETT L8 FIPL R LabriR s & [T 2K EE

L%k enird]? > BCModeli@ * 03] 1(+ F A %-131) 2 FenfFchiids

BAEA R L & Ehg LREAP R L RRAYT ,aﬁ;” VOUERNIE AR A

‘«3;
o
3%
.
!

PR € R R e ARR 0 Tt g% * BC Modelshd L 1@
YRR o A Mk B Bk g A S R B BV S e L Al 4 M IR
Al ¢ -

AP E S LR AR R, T TR L AP FED
€O Bf R R SR S E X FTHRE A o F AR RE
BBELEAPFEHH EF VAL ARP DGR B LR RPRD FLEHY

TEESE 2 TR i gk [8] 0 AL 5 U R §

A E N RER O KIZNG SRR P ERE N RRROFE T ARG


http://jasss.soc.surrey.ac.uk/9/1/11/mckeown.html
http://jasss.soc.surrey.ac.uk/9/1/11/mckeown.html
http://jasss.soc.surrey.ac.uk/9/1/11/mckeown.html
http://jasss.soc.surrey.ac.uk/9/1/11/mckeown.html
http://jasss.soc.surrey.ac.uk/9/1/11/mckeown.html
http://jasss.soc.surrey.ac.uk/9/1/11/mckeown.html
http://jasss.soc.surrey.ac.uk/9/1/11/mckeown.html

AR PROEGEEEFTIEL T M KR BSOR RN A Ko

B A A5 0 T £ E.2007 & 540 BLRIRTE R IDF 4 ¢ 2R 572007 &

MAA 54806 & 370 2% 2006 & 57 AR i g st

feA o7 34 e P
0~-0.1 30
0.1~0.2 20
0.2~0.3 10
0.3~04 3
0.4~0.5 0
0.5~0.6 |
0.6~0.7 0
0.8~0.8 2
0.8~0.9 1

# 1 1:2006 & T ARAEE AR sit &

TS B A7 0 PRI KA SRS o d A460 7 F 0 A 5 B oL

:_“%:

—_

$0 RGeS B TR S RORE A R T iR i

BEXELSTF -

FH

15

10

L 2
*

0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1
i)

Bl % 1:2006 & T AR|TARL I suzt



13. 71 P #%
AT PERANE - B 7 R R L By L

LR L BB % o AL APMATT P AL 6 R R L B3

\\\
o

:?1
d
T
ol
]

IR L B ooa #Ee A R AL € R LA F BT it
FALE LA > FIM A PMAL E Rl R LB L S {1 B R
( Scale-free Network ) #-#% & B 448 B BOEH ~ /] ,x? Bk b AR A
BEFTT P 5 LB A 3 R FUONE AN AR X R 0]
S LT IS SR RUN TR ) TS A N RN NS BNV ST A
PIFERHCR A & s R O G

A EHF R L $ 8L (Opinion Dynamics ) #-7] Hoke 88 5 % Fl20 4, |
LR Z P TRV RERTEN T PR OE LR S F i A E s Biga

fAB T HASR LB £ R R R AR € RAT 0 )



14. 71 K
LABFAFET AR IS GR O FHAEREEUZERNLF DFA, 0 5
BAFTERGERE A e A AT R LR RAI B - R
AFEF Hens AR LA St )0 FlR AP R TR S i kRS
RS EEALE L LR
FEM LA < R E R R S AFUSRA NG L § 5 1
HERIFCE A FE  BARBERT NG 27 223§ 5 B ] T A
G TE LA E G RTAR S FwhE PP R Rl o0 R
Vo R e PR - SR R BRI R AR RS
3 E ARz T HFEAL £ g A P AR ? A g A AN R AL E
rfesi i 2 AR P AL & S R OREEE R Y 3 R R
BYEM L ARE R I L T BRKNLLAT £ LARBEL
FLFEAL o - R GALE R T LR BB R T
AL AR AL AR LEHBA DR LB AL A AKSEY 2
LA, P I M E R AL T > TIBAR R TE AR

et eE g R AL



15 % % #

RB T EBEEAT 0 H - F T AB L RP AL S TR P AR R AT

EAP R R E e AL REE TR PR AR o 32
JAFR o B A TR P R B TR AR RS B

PR R S 2% THOAIA S 0 P A Y PRI R 2
Bz $ e 5 TR HE 0 WP MG SR A R TR
R ST RS

A 5T R TS HAET REEERE S EIAR

5 B R -



FoR . Ry

AT IEZ BARRE D 5 - A EAE R ¥ - FFTF R BRI

)

Baih A S 2 R Bl BT AR R S R R R BT Tl AR
PR YR BRGNP R B R A N S e Y R s
LG F A PR A BT F L AT Be @i L2

3]

dofm PAL 6 5 T JE0 GRS Y T B R B RE 20

B, H =M A% HET Y S E o NP AR 2 kiE2t 3 L B3
ﬁmﬁ_qj ’ gpﬁigﬁtﬁ[ﬁié‘ﬁ ,F‘I_‘ﬁ—, H,t\J m,}?f—'i 5 11’L ,J. ;1'2),' /wa» )Ftlaﬁ”ﬂhmﬁfl Fﬁg

EH?L‘.I Pl AR BB PR o B 24 P A G ;L“ R

R TR

A€ F 7dkd) TAL € % (social network ) epEd o 10 i H e B B4 4

¢ b AmE gk i > s B A8 (node) T AL g B 25 B
FIEM BGOSR TR (link) SRBEIRAG LT B R oAl RR
BT TR RO £ R GlAc A B EROGRE P T LA L 2 e
B A BIFAUEY P Ao Az e g @i e

AL € it - J@:%ﬁ d 4 g & (degree of separation) 14 % ¥ % & (degree of
clustering) & Bt o SRR Ldpd BEZ B HERIEL R+ Ei%—ﬁ'—\r“i % & 2L
FEBABREAFRRE FRARRIE IR R 28 B0 g R 0T
2L EFRAIF GRS FEOS ] o HRAB AT SR A oINS B B
M EE A RE B B R TR e

ARSI g R Glde TE R & (FRi, 28 T sl
R Fhrh TRHEHER CTHARAE ME THREREIFEELSF | =B
BHos- BEE BEFTRE ,T.%{Rapoport#& ez & B & (Triadic Closure ) »

B P > do% Bob 3k Alex » Bob » 3.3 Tom » 7R & Alex 33 Tom 4%



R B o R AL AR B BRI AABOR IR % B
Pl BARR B LR ARG Aoz - B4 2 BT oie
B 60 B AR A PRT for - BRI L AR
BAR . 52 BHEM @ 2R AT ELTF - 1P XML 1k qiff iﬁ:ﬁ‘_‘%’&]

5o MG U ENA A P A AT IS IR o SR B A S % Bdg EIF

FEEHE SO LA € R BRI AR E P TS B ] H i
€ PR o e 4 H eAt ¢ ikt > Watss o Strogatz #% 1) 7 /A TR R R
B R Rz BT R g (Small-world Network ) [9] ; Barabasi fr Albert
BEEG FRRERFESED & M@ < B 4p | (Scale-free Network ) » # [ > F it
A PR DEEERT ¥ A RPRIIEEEEFFRE S L8] o | & R pr 1
2E R AR E PR A RBEAAER R R AT BT
B g ﬁxr}%‘rm/‘ 2 oo
211 mRRE

Ll BERY o R F BEGVRE e BTk BEGE A DR
BF (T k) BARRER DTSR FP LG FERR G MALE RIEG L6

A B4 oo 22 ghvip AR engE ot 2. BF e Al 0 LA VETTER G C(vy) 5 Eit%
ki(ki—1
1‘1%’ A E e By R R o

2 X Ei

ki(k; — 1)

Mg R GTHERR CG) 5 # B G S BEER T 5.

C(v) =

212, THRRE
nE 1% i (Random Network ) & d it P 5§45 &8k S9r25 » > 7 &
BT Flt R 3FRAPRE > B3 MAIRAR DR nALE R G

f‘::a t"] » 3 TFH * S(Vi ,V]')%\' T “}*-&%. v [E2 i 51 ,—i';\!%Vi‘ff'Vj Eﬁﬁx'/rf_ﬁf/é-/?i ’ “F&‘ﬁ% G ek Plﬁ— '/,éf‘



#S(G)Tr L R T4 Bhh R T T 30 .
2.1.3. -0 N o =8

Watss o Strogatz % 1998 & % 417 /A >0 1 R e sg 8 it an | & F it
O Al ALY b r Mg eh THRUT ) (shorteut)) o @ f 2 R R R GO AR
R HRA L SRR KA R [ R Rt e L - B
FnREEBERGER L KOE R R DR IE R p eIk U
AE il R REPE HT - BB F A R p e ) T OGRA P -
AT AR (p=0) BAgis i (p=l) ] £ F i § 0<p<17¥md
o BRERET TRERR, S THARR | B ORE0] TRRp EEL
R S SRR Z L2 T RS

REGULAR HETLUORE SMALL LORLD HETIUORK RAHDOM HETUIORK

P=0 IHCRERSIHG RAHDOMHESS P=1

B4 20 ]2 R RR[9]
DR RS AR o B e r T (shortout) i ¥ T KA R

Ol R REEPEET BA BT LR ERTALE R -

TE o a8 T b
o 8 a
sl ° Clp)/ C0) © ]
| a
06 -
0al R g B
af HALO) e §
a L] - a
[ e e g
0 1 1 " s
0.0001 0.001 0.01 a1 1

fel
Bl 3: 2 hpeRltiEREFERRM R0

10



214, BRRRR
Barabasi 22 Albert % 1999 & #% 11 & = & . §i[8] - & ° & $ & (Scale-free

Network )>v & & p 2R A% ¢ » ~ 85 B & (7 ~www( World wide web )4 #[10]
MM aer A Tk 5 pROEEFREF OFE R AP NS BAR R ARER
BERMOFLALFNBLR A2 HHEF > PRGN p A
(self-organized )= 3 & % A& e foipdt it ¢ & 8h(node )rud % #i( connectivity )
PERAEYSR FEFLOBLERRF > L X IO LA RRIIM A
P el SR KX AT (power-law distribution ) °

& KBS A ABRD
£

PEETHAMAERS

RPN
Bl 4: EXEr®

PR B SR L kA PR B e P(K)~KTY o

e 10° 4 )
& ! \.\ B
10° | 1{}_2 - '..,h
| LN
s 107 “a
f—- | 1G" [ ".
k [}
o 1D--l. j’ L \.fk
b L *\
10* 10 "y |
‘ ! .
Lo B bt Bkl

0 10 10°  10°  10° 10' 16¢ 100 1o*

Bl SAZZRFR & TRE >y actor=2.3 > B &_www % > v www=2.1[8]

11



5 TR = & R 4§ > Barabasi £2 Albert Eﬁfp I d B AP R gL &
B4 0 i £ (Growth) 11 2 4 %4 (Preferential attachment ) o 1345 1% 5
B4 TR R R E 2 S A S BB
1) & (Growth): £z - B X5 myB & BEant ¢ Rt o pLRET L
PR E AL LR R DAHF A LR FE L g B RO
Fgter- BidAE m (<=mp) SFTHEET PP > do M FTHFELE e ©
AR m B S HBTIR REY o IR S R B SRR A

EE R e

@,

2) iR Lig B2 (Preferential attachment) @ § A74c » c&" BLpviE A7 & i B ehén
PSR B S BEG RE S g ARPE T [8, 1]k Al pEL G AR
CRE AT RE Len ks Bl Gl oS bt §F ARk 45l o

AT AR E R R AR T BT A me > BH TS
Be AR A R e LRl AL § B R QAR A TRER Y B ST R

EECBEPROL T UAPLLAP LGRS e P EER
F-BARRIRFELER T LEFARPDTR S #B’af%%ﬁﬁ%

A e BARREEY o £ ¢ R RGNS S 48] Tt R &

E-)
)
i%’
iR

%A Y il BB o T WLE ¢ R B 6] 3 [12] -

Bl# 6: &% & pR[l12]
12



43%3%&%£?£%ﬂ1$ﬁ%$KF’? ﬂ‘z)iﬂ%ﬁgiii, ‘Kﬁﬁkﬁéﬁ?ﬂ%ﬁﬁﬁﬁéﬁég , TP
A ARy 4 r B R R R R R

PR{RE BA Thicd fe

AT R AGECRRRL T BRER B A 13
;4

e = BATEIE R BER o T
Lo AT O — B R

PR A ERAY R TR TE A R -

de A E e

AR

Bz T 8mMe A gepag < BRAT R

13



)
—=t

AREEE LR G ARIEE L PR R BRI LS B R e L
FAEPF TP AT URR LS TEER LR g TR [13] B B
G(KRR) Y AR Ed @R NRE P Y BEa B B (D)
[14] > # Rs o8 f&27= f 8 %18 - Who Says What In Which Channel To Whom

With What Effect.[15] > ¥ 12 % 12T efic 3] R p p 4% @

Who ? Says What? In which To Whom? With what
icati ? ?

Communicati N N channel? " N effect?

on Message Medium Receiver Effect

Fl% 8 para f #3I[15]
t?’i”i\‘ﬂ ﬁ):i']&a-?k FE/?E s P& 5 @%mﬁ‘_@ .% w su:_jtll;}_i dio 1k Pit‘g_
S I % ?'ﬂﬁfi—}"‘f«l]ig? fHA e B3k M ATeiE ) o B R /%‘*{f’f'i

Bl B A A F ARG PATRE T
o L e A PR A AR E 2 (5 kT B ok SR 4k Ak ¢ foif

MBS BT < R 0 2 BB B ER R o

Mrez Bl o B2 Mt L BRER & BT AdcahRECK[L6] - F E g i
BT SRS WA a7 &> Chris Atton #& 11 > < B A8 & B3 8a 44 B 4% ¢

RTINS L SRR SR A N T L

< RGeR RRp B EALE SR E O AT E F oy AL s

SE I

PR E A A R B S PALSE R k BB B

34
Bgien 3 SRES 00 A RGRABEERR < B ZERNT B g 2

“1)"
‘é.m

H’\
‘iﬁ“

Jo BAHR AT FEF BIHAG D S R B 0 R
AR O R E B RS R T 60 BT S R B s 4
BREAT {55 p L 2 EH G > @ 24 7 F 44 (alternative media ) »
REH DI T2 B g o Flt s § 4 fE2 50 Toirl & 20 Boiag[17] -

EaRER i Ean Sl N R U R NN RURE TR o o RN A B £ B

14



REFS R OB E2BFEMI B BAHL LS S B LEW T w
Boo @ RECTETH S RF DL PR - R RIS TG R
TR R AACHATEATEE S AP AT A R R B A3 K F S
FHF R D o R i PAED M- PRE[LT] e Rihe

#x Chris Atton #% 1! cndF s = §03] ¢ a4 48 -

P2 s

242 2] BRI 317

15



N
w
a
o
*
=

4{
‘mL

A TR 2R LALE R G AT Y D2 AL € B A% (social
processes) { P FEeE IR o AL € WERE T A @IFA T 4 3 5 AT Kottonau
fe C. Pahl-Wostl &5cip 5 & frdk & (7 5 HCR[18] 0 &3k ¥ o * AL ¢ Hge ™

AF T W R -

Mr

AEBEHEF FIFAL RPN A EREOED  HFHL AL
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IR BEBE My =2 F - EFEF A - BRI 2TEE(M,=2)

F R ABEEE § e T E B D W R BB RS B T i Bt
»ERLe oo

WERAE PR IR EFAEE T FERA -BNARANE SRR
SR ESE (TR RS Z B R TR R R RR T AR A
RS R EL T AEE > el g HER R Flpt > AP R-BAEA 2R
B Bs i S0 Ae Ak € BB PR R o F L chsR A 4] 5 Von Neumann
neighborhood model 22 Moore neighborhood model > Von Neumannti= 3| & gk 5 &2
T ztw BAREG A S ELAGE BARE LN L F A > F) AL € R
FHRR R 25 §leb o Fpt A PR Mooreficd] - & B & BB R FlihN BARE
P SEEAGURE 2 2 Bl il o R RROERAE T B RS B

EIPAI

Yon Neumann Neighborhood Moore Neighborhood

Bl % 17Von Neumann Neighborhood ¥ Moore Neighborhood [26]
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(THY PR ERL R ARSI ) T RRRY AR OB SR D
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gro 3 AT G Y B R[26] ) B A B E 2 SRR RS

PR T - P10 B R R R R o AR S MR AR 2
PR Lt s BN Y - A B 2 R R TR A PR AR T
T w53 s~ # (uniform distribution ) » 4+ § * B3 e - REL L 5 g
B R fa¥ag o

TRHRPRALATH  cd REAAL LA FORE * Ry OR L 5
At AR 2 R R D ) R E L R > B A R L F IS

2 L P A T W EUR ST -

FE -1 x4 ]
LAY _

BlZ& 20: 7 b BREHR LA F 2

26



33. L L@t

AFDOE - L EANEAKRREE S ) SRP A AT A SR
PR R L B AR o

ARAATRG A BLE KR - BASEAFRAIREE V- BRI
BEFE TN LR E LN R G T AR P 55 B s
R AR P Y PR R E AR S L
R R B TR - B A TEE BRI A - AR A g
RS GNBE R IR AR L -

TR E v & ORI AR

pudsuma | o esnma | PRI - A
{ {
FUEfH - B R - B
0 !
A8 HIRIE | AT B SR |

g}% 21 : ;EZ '—é“&‘u %
3.3.1. P I
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convergence it R A
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