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Examining the Relationships Between Online
Word-of-mouth and buying intention with Dynamic
Network Analysis:

A Case Study of nb_shopping Board of PTT

Abstract

Indicated by research these days, “online word-of-mouth” has become one of the
most important strategies in marketing. More and more consumers choose to refer to
online word-of-mouth before they make any decisions, which in turn affect their
buying intention and even lead to behavior: » However, the causal relationship

between online word-of-mouth and buying intention is still unclear.

Under the social network analysis paradigm, this research treats online
word-of-mouth as the structure of dynamic interacting network and consumer attitude
as the individual behavior within this network. Furthermore, this research believes
that the interaction between the network and individual behavior is a dynamic change,

and examines it with diachronic analysis.

Research results reveal that the influence of in-degree effect and popularity effect
is significant, indicating that members of network tend to establish inward
relationship and interact with members with high in-degrees. Buying intention has
significant effect on selection and influence, indicating that members of network tend
to interact and establish relationship with the ones with similar consumer attitude. In

a word, both the structure of network and individual behavior affects each other.

Key words : Online word-of-mouth - dynamic network ~ influence effect ~ selection

effect ~ network-behavior co-evolution model
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Jared,2006) © % 7 fR-i2 AL AR AL 0 IR ALE R F F RN TR o

Bl BN o ARG - B F PR %5 cniE A2 (Doreian & Stokman,
1997; Snijders, 1996, 2001; Stokman & Doreian, 1997; Watts & Strogatz, 1998;
Zeggelink, 1994, 1995 ) o i 7 we 59 3¢ - % FHe® HWEB R ENSE R
fo S R R ek -
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S
Iy

b
[
x ]
%

SR 3 ak:gk ¥

pRpATLE - pFRRORAERE D L Bd - WP A BMPFEBR

Bl Borle S i@ FEREEAR EARY F BE PP L e PRET ko

F
13&‘
i
-

5=
R}

% & (Doreian & Stokman, 1997; Snijders, 2001, 2005 ) o % &4 % 5 &>
FR2RAF A B L AF MG B E A4 3B @ AEk R
GHEAT S L ERRRE LE IO GG BB I ALY 22 9E - @
B b B tachiB AT o

BRERREOERY P T b BARFORRE AR RRTH
Coleman (1964) 335 » #2030 B o pF I Bhénge & 71 AL 5 - BRFERT
Phen b iAo 18 Kk h B o GR J B R PR T P P e R R L E AR
PACERAFOERRERY > d T el anc gt iR B g B N
kgt e Tubd o p A R R AP F F it 2 0k B I R A 0 1Y

Mg P P A RS 1503+ # B3k (Ebel, Davidsen, & Bornholdt, 2002;
Leenders, 1995b; Snijders, 2005; Wasserman, 1977, 1979 ) -

P R DR E R BAT R EAR ) AT R EHBHHLE ST
2 BHBME, gL PRGOS REMREOBHA f 1 A
- 7 Er4p 3 R ahs i 95k 842 (Doreian & Stokman, 1997; Leenders, 1997;
Snijders, 2001,2005) = F]g* - #+ i e S L b - B 2R FDET oL RRRL

SRR BRI RS DiEA

= ~#

xr’c

PRI R B

Doreian % # % (1997) 4k 1-16 #F 57 social networks # 7 @ » 3% 2§ fi 1%
f_m?}]}‘%gt‘_% o # 1978-1994 2_ ¥ ?%mZSSﬁ?}gkﬁ ) i"’ﬁ 47}%,—?—’}5 P
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wﬁﬁ’uﬁﬁhﬁQ#“w%ﬁ’%?éﬁﬁmaméﬁéji%ﬁﬁﬁyﬁﬁ%%‘
PRFHF T EEIH A PR R L RLTPLAMAE LR LEBALE A S
Fﬁﬁﬁﬁ‘ﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ\?a&%#ﬁﬁﬁ%\@%%%gwi’ﬁ%g
Bk e g @R A NI IR R A 473 2 R 2% 4E ¢ (Carley, 2003; Jin,

Girvan, & Newman, 2001; Kossinets & Watts, 2006; Watts & Strogatz, 1998; % R4t

2005) o
t1 t2
2 4k 1 2 4k
K S
2
) ] 3 , ]
e R oT el ER i T e

B 2-2-1 # 8% e 7 B F

KT P e AT R 2 ABAT A 08 - A L R B
chfg it o TR 2-2-1 ¢ RER 1 el o PIEA| G RypPER Bh o fy Wt F B pE R
Bene L ¥ - }*—é%f?mﬁi ARy s - H > 3 % EFF L Hf;
FTHO e AP0 el Re aGa 2 Fh gl 3 H
=R o SRR % % $ (Doreian & Stokman, 1997; Newman, Barabasi, & Watts,
2006; Tanya & Jared, 2006; Watts, 2004 ) -

Golbeck (2007 ) g% facebook ~ livejournal & 13 B 4 F i@ * Jﬁ" 4 5o
$78.2004 3 2006 & 2. ¥ % 65k % 5 Leydesdorff (2008 ) & & FF 3 #1996-2006
E2 FoRATPR AL eRa s PR 2 BB ey 1] 20 {512 e K s
BB o B B g 0% 4 4 % (Kumar, Novak, Raghavan, & Tomkins, 2004,

2005 )~ 4=k 35 &5 4 % (Holme, Edling, & Liljeros, 2004 )~ £ = ¥ i® 4 % ( Kossinets
& Watts, 2006 ) ~ i€ 31 4 % (Ebel etal., 2002) & & f e & Sty e g - 32
$H SHEd R T SR PG L R S gy i o
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S REA A R R Eck > TH 2-2-1 ¢ HEE 2 A o i

FpAmsigr - BRgGOEETR g manpFaiisgs > 7l

SH

FlEM GG R TR oS B RTPMAL > P ROFETLEER > 7

-k

e dg AR enF] % B 24835 o Gibbons £ 5 % (2003) A3 FL% = & Fen

e
‘I‘A

PRl FRBHARLSEY izl 0 BB kgl B R B
Help i gl o 0 %2 2 % 3E % 5 Kossinets - Watts (2006) #3 « & p §
AHFA RO ER > FRAL (1) SRR HWE K (12) B
Bl G BFERPTE o #© 4o Kumar (2006) ~ Ebel (2002) % % c#7 3
STEN TR FRRTE S SN

Bz AR AR T R AR B AR R g eTig S i E Bk 0 TR 2-2-1 7

TEE 3 RN e o P oA end L RAAGE L BRI S R B

Iﬁ,ﬁrﬁ_w\"&ﬁg\%@%gﬁ, * PR m@g\&iﬁﬁ;?g% m
Bo TP R AR kA SR LA S e d R A g ST
w82 25 (Leenders, 1995a ) 31775 FodF 5 s X 3+ @+ % 22 %8 (Lin et al., 2007 ) ~

eI B X DM 2 & &0 N (Kumar et al., 2004) % -

ln

CERREROEIEY R

Newman # 4 (2006) 45 1 » F 7 % FieiT e Rp g eng e p dho F2LR Bt
TfERELRH A AFFFE RN ELDF)EM G TR HHELORHES
TR e R o B AR RER A guE 2 2L TR A LTS R 0 A
AR R iEAR R T EE - RRBSEZES 7 I ¥H 6T BT AT R
hbh- BREPERF BERROR RS A BT I NG AT - BT
Bhepie G S e e i he o Tt 60 S AR 0RO L e S LA
$27 F#¢ (Snijders, 1996, 2001, 2005 ) -

A T R R B f3F T TIBR RS A 1980 E &5
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s
Crr’
W
—
i
)
18
=y

Holland (1975) ~ Wasserman (1977, 1979) % « /T*ub * 0
BATH A AR A F AT B o 17 E Rd SRR T R AR iFE o AR kAR
P R AR AN F 34 i 2R R R E DA BlAe F F AR 4 B R
A~ E.%‘« BT L T A 2 BE a5 F 03] £ (Csanyi & Szendroi,
2004; Jin et al., 2001 ) -
FpEAE 2o 2 > VR B ah R %A L 2% E

(theory-driven) 4 2 F 44 ¥ (data-driven) & f&H3|B~iS o T3 Eo H03] iy
PRI DTk daih > BILHE R S 7 k@ DR E 03 £ 1 By R RE
PR AT 2 o B enie L 2 AL ¢ PLEATR N JR R L2 R B el

fie & Pl TR AR 2 RABRICAI AT T T o blded THEGE RS k= &

S|

T 3] (Triad Completion Model) s 8 At § R 72355 B 7 %k ek o B 107
( Degree Variance Model ) ( Banks & Carley, 1996; Doreian & Stokman, 1997; % .
7%, 2005 ) -

PR e IR FRERF I OTH R R i > 2 2 Sk
F i d] o d R eP P > R AEEF BT RO f R
H oA KFAPE AP ARS R RE L E R TR B B
FAFGEOTH > FRRE TR AT e 6 e 2T guE = o (Kumar et al.,
2006; Palla, Barabasi, & Vicsek, 2007a, 2007b; Tanya & Jared, 2006 ) °

FAEAAEF G REAF P o e A R2PIF R HE A 87 uAs
5 ¥ 3] (loglinear model ) 12 %2 B ¥ % #°4] (Markov model ) & #& - %F
B R BK e 23 5 1§ Poisson A % > gk - B R TP F A R
e KRB A KRPA BT > A ZBERFERLF I g
Holland & Leinhardt #74% 11 cpl #-73) T §_5 A >N B MM H4% E 7 2 (Holland
& Leinhardt, 1981; Wasserman, 1987 ) » {¢ % Van Duijn % %Jﬁ g1 opl #A R oAt
¥ E T EE R ak A o e ) p2 B0A] 0 » AR P AR 105 (Van Duijn,
Snijders, & Zijlatra, 2004 ) -
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B AHR A BAEY R LA RPFT RE BN S F 57 LT
BaS BRABFE2 FIGRF FREFFF 9L 2 2 &kBia ] PR
g2t || & i@%@g@ﬁvﬁ%,@g?x? ik - BRERFEOREEFE T - B
R BLAS K R i R dh P w2 - BREER BEUR & B (Leenders, 1995b,
1997; Snijders, 2008; Van de Bunt et al., 1999; Wasserman, 1980 ) »
ViAo R RPEA R YR A 7Y ECA] 1% § - Wasserman %

e B 403) (The reciprocity model) » 4 & & B2 B chjp i3 A M (% > 2%
T ARM I AF RRERY hH @ gug S4p ik (Wasserman, 1977, 1979) -
Wasserman {é & 3% ) e ¥ #°7] (The popularity model ) % 3% #-7%] (The
expansiveness model ) > 4 W] ik g o i S e b B anlic R (T AR S S Ag
Bl 2 BB BV A {4 P ahenPE A (F S W3 A & (Wasserman, 1977,
1980 ) - Leenders sific?]» §0% 8 7 2 FEAIE 5 WAL H > B il i -
B & 4 epF B $h (Leenders, 1995b) »

TSR HAL G RRB g A AT I 0 BT A HOR R
fFie (dichotomous) e % BETRF AL © $TBAUPER A B e 59 T 7 Fr 58 R ehe

“h %74 (Leenders, 1995b; Wasserman, 1987 ) > ¥ - = & > $#ics 5073 ¥ i

JeJR G R BT S AP R R R E e R R R S R

>

Bo WA R EAIE BV AR T L p et R R R
AP iR~ X £ %38 (Van de Bunt & Groenewegen, 2007; Van de Bunt
etal., 1999) -
AR o R BGE g SRR X LR B PR BEAR S e i 1T
SHlo 3P M R R B enpE LA L BB BRI T R T F ok e
RFHH L LR R ’\&mﬁ*%f g IRFEL S B A AR R
B2 FARGRF O dh Af2E 583 ¢ 7 1 R 4L (Van de Bunt &
Groenewegen, 2007; Van de Bunt et al., 1999 ) o pt ¢t » $fcs (4§04 Bk e i@ o

BEM GRS 3 B AR e

ik

WA 57 A AR el
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P = ahE 4% B3R (Van de Bunt & Groenewegen, 2007; Van de Bunt et al., 1999 ) -

FETH BB NIRA B P TR R LR RER DT R AR BT AR
F B B o Snijders (2008) 451 0 B ¥ X HA e R BIK B R R = 2
Sk me £p R SR Y AR RLEH RGN 2 T rE

s i A AT 0 4 5 0B T B0 IE RO e 4R R o

. pxBifaipmn bz >h>

PRFAEFATR M GEAREA AT o R EiEd B R
P LR RS E RPN R R - AP R NRA L
PR IR T R B f R AT RO A e im0 e R
3202 4rE oo TRl 32 (Banks & Carley, 1996; Burk, Steglich, & Snijders, 2007;

Snijders, 2008 ) -

2. ¥ AGHFORETRERE R
PREFHEBWEZ IR NLARZER R TN 18 2 G0 FRE SRR
FEAEF DR F L R R TRIERR O REFRER EAISERL
Voom PERIEH 2Nk o NEI222 50 AR EE TR ANLA B
BIEPFRE Ak ¢ BFa FRIEAAREREREY ARBERI AL - T 510
2tl o BRERR Bz B8k B+ RS - Ra gl ? FARR
RIS B AR LSS F DS RpI R F5 A SR h i
ot 2 ok S Rl P A B Mg 2 g2 597 A 2 ok ot

SENRIE R A E  m T4 ide s |3 (Steglich et al., 2007 ) o
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o—e t, ©0O
'~ A ¢~ “a
rO0 @ 'O @
‘e @ ! | O—@ |

W 2-2-2 2286 H 2
F R G ERF R ORIEFFRT > A R TROEERELRR S T
i G R o e P E R LRI EFRRT S AR REF ] T &R
o e B R L BRI 0 LM RIE PR R R A4 (Banks &

Carley, 1996; Burk et al., 2007; Doreian & Stokman, 1997 ) »

3. RS BAE L Arck U

BTG AL FRER ST G AR gy b A R
fhefi 2 16 0 R » RIERREFRFAFER DTN - L F LT LT L
o AR RS BEALFRERAT AL AR 5o }kﬂ‘*fﬁg -
Bt BRBE R § ERE LB RH Y E R 223 41T 0 £
PREHESBHBE DEEIH T PEE A4 RF 0 2 AR R ERT

j\m&é‘—;—fﬁf BREEM > B K2 B gk g RSB K

ﬂ—»
t1 t2 t3
* 8B . e
X R Y e [ X R Y e (X R T e

W 2-2-3 B BT BER
VU] 2-2-4 BP0 Bl 2 AEt] Bl 2 AR A Bk > ¢ B enE g
Pz SR P S P g g K2 G RF L ERE P Feand e
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frecg fo o EF G HEo F RS2 Bl 3] 2 FugARe F
AEEE LS RERE RPN R Y BFERE 2GS QP B3RS E
ok » 280 Feh§ o Pl BB B F 4 0 fitaec s o
hieBEARY  RREHEBRELPIFTET R ere g\ T Bl
Bl BEFRREA PP RS R LR MBI rRE B
FRLZHIPERWBNL - FRBRFCOFLETH > 2 g2 BEF t] 7] 13
BALY PR [ RF P RS EE BT RPAL AT Er aif

( Doreian & Stokman, 1997; Leenders, 1997; Snijders, 2001 ) °

t1 @ — O L O O—> @
2 e — 0 ® O —> 0O —> @
t3 e — o >0 o —>0 —0

B 2-2-4 2Bt H 3

Lo BEPFERIEA F ik oo 2 A 04 OiCR] SRR TR
Frenfs 3H 3 # ek o E_X FEenix 7% (Doreian & Stokman, 1997; Snijders, 2001,
2005, 2008; Snijders, Steglich, & Schweinberger, 2007 ) °
0 RP EE R AT g PF]5 0 Snijders ¥ 4 (2007) #F D BHE—F A
= i E » 7] (Actor-oriented models for network-behavior co-evolution ) »
g PR AR R S RIR PR R B R PR R AR T (T hR AL

BT ] o R R RS
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FIE B RS RN

$L #2344 Snijders( 1996, 2001, 2005 )5 #p 3% ) 13 48 # » #-7)(actor-oriented
model) Bicm & > i BHMESHAC T EBHERE DS T BERABHE
AFPR AT o R RLSHORRE S P AT A I AR RS TER
IR R BB ER AP o AR R OERY  RREEE BRI
g 7 g 4 % F 0 Tt Snijders ¥ 4 (2007) 1T 5 & HHA]Y 0 b x
SHH BTk BP LT BRI S & R L fRE
BETY ARFY REFEER R AR R B R R BT LA
ETIPE B FNEREAR BHE AR T > RiET R EE L SRS
LR EEDEE > F ) ARSI A p RIS RPRT PR
%2 7 5 (Snijders, 2008; Snijders ct al., 2007; Steglich et al., 2007 ) »

HAle Z Rl SERhnddcon 2 BHRE S#FH DTS 0 2 S
B Sl p RSB o BRSTRIR R SR BT L A R i
FoRRFY RELSHEBHASI PEDI I BERADFEE 0 A5
3R B gk (Burk et al., 2007; Snijders, 1996, 2001, 2005, 2008 ) » =%
fe o A B4 2-3-1 .

% 2-3-1 #3307 %
B E b e B

change opportunity process | change determination model

s 5 Sl g Sk D ik
il} %—g f‘? 7‘% = Y 2 s v ~
s B EER A S 75 P Sk

-~ A S REK

L Rl ed: BARETHLA ) G2 F @ Pe & oy
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PERHARL AT o T e o

2. PRBWIACTREFEET A ER o ARGR GO T A F LT R AR

X'

BT M Ao d i gk IR e

3. BREREY E- BREFE -0 g - FdBA- BEIFLR
R nFRFREY DFWE LS 70 H - decgorip s o

( Snijders, 2005, 2008; Snijders et al., 2007; Steglich, Snijders, & West,

2005) °
=~ Ei%’&‘ﬁg . #gl}'&

BRI ES P ¢ &éé—’}#%‘iﬁ il 3 BT S ks BN
Aom B BRESELG X T AR A LT ¢ (change opportunity process)
2 ¥
HEABHELF Lo e i - ,Th{'_ﬁkig < #c | (rate function ) > &]4r
¥-3 grzsg@& £ T;“ﬁ L 54867 s A ml s 200F o en&h BR300 B e &

L

A2 #3] | (change determination-model ) & #8 4 o g% € Lidp e

B3 { S e T A BB o B Sulicen g dlic s 18 € =% #( Snijders, 2005, 2008;
Snijders et al., 2007; Steglich et al., 2005 ) »

DR BB S g SBRR S S o AP B 2 RE B R
SRR LR TRTH S B 0 BUWE S R S B2 SN F L%
AL gt - HEP P E B GO RIT .

s g Sl o AP ERE 2F 2 DS & gip s # (Poisson process ) -
Ripta- BREEFRFPNFLaPhfo REGARF L=t =+ B
PBRREFA sS4 g Tl ¢ Sl i 5 - E o pr AV pe ¢ se g
S g o bl ] H BB R Y R LA F AR o 7
AXE W RN BT e RRIEADBRIEEFAE R

5 % ¢ Sk (rate functions ) °
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He o il é Sl UL G T A AR
1. ¥4 ¢ (actor-based change opportunities ) : ¥ 5 B4 k> 4 - B
BEEH 7L g € A (Snijders, 2001, 2005, 2008 ) o i £ 122
RWEL T BAMMM bldex 2P0 ) 27 5 I H e E M TRs g
SAERR A RS E 6 AR M s g o
2. @ %% ¢ (tie-based change opportunities) : — % B B (33 4 2T i
¢ Lij (Robins, Woolcock, & Pattison, 2005) o i SaF s Beagis € 5 B >
BEFHEFIUHRL e RS @RI Fo B ADFETHE
FoAAFRBEFAF I AL Tl e P Sk B RS 22 Ee G
gl X ,T*uéi % (Van Duijn, Zeggelink, Huisman, Stokman, & Wasseur,
2003 ) °
TS E Y F TR FREFE R 0 0 A RS L
( Snijders, 2008 ) -
PO € T TR P H s oS RS iR F) ﬂ"‘—*‘giﬁa—ﬁﬁg
Sl 5 Pl g E 0 R AR Y P RS dka ko R LA Sy 0 £

- e 2 LAF R R 20 € S B AR B3] 2% (Snijders, 2001, 2005) ©
o FATHT P Rak

WA TR Ay e g PR ARk T o F R T
B o ,T*u’«‘?\ ™ p 42 3 % | (object function ) ( Snijders, 2005, 2008; Snijders et
al., 2007; Steglich et al., 2005 ) i 8 ¥ H3] BX B € & BRI TR
pEIE Pl e a8 B R 5T LR D R R~ P R
PR BB B heh Y £ 0 BMA L BEhis g o

B HA P BT A LR HP Rl 2 BRE G P

o Bcd B0 1T A GRP A RS HRETE Ak o
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(=) BHP HFadk

)

3)

4

)

AR PR LD RSBt ek ¥ o Snijders #-H F A G d gt

frid P 4 ek o R d oh A4 B ¥crTid = et 4 3% (Snijders, 2001,

N
*t B % (outdegree effect ): BAE et R & 7 BHE 2 3 2age o

FBBEARF 27 BHARE e E 23T WRER T MOT B RER L B

&~

HRBOTERFA T RESRA e A b A P A IR RAEEF T oo
Wk s g X D|H B ok R Fptie B S B R Yl 8ok

I Bx% (reciprocity effect)” BRI cHEE» 3 R S8 E » ok &7 98

w

FEHEFo M Goiie o MEEBEARS 0 AT LA E 2 Froid
Mo R T BT B L Bl A AR B EA T RS e 4k
FEEw I dits o
#-f »c% (popularity effect ) T/ 2% B A84p 1 % cnd s B R S foaT
Ao bk L BHEN R OB HE 2R S > SlcicEAE > £
FRMEN RS NBHE S BB ARE o R T BT B RS
Bl B LR EA T RRAR e B IR v R A EFT Bt o
w8 4 sk (activity effect ) 23% B 4pi g end s B4 ¢ B B fren T
Fo ok h L BARE b B HE PBAE S B AR EARE > £
BHREDREKSDBPHE AN o ARG o URER DT BREL B
Sh A R EL SRR E e a4 B AR B
‘b B 4 £ 2c% (own outdegree, power 1.5, effect) @ p »c% 4 77 3 *F B #iceh
B E TR 2T AR E e

FHd BHETLFREDPBHS 2GR IRE FEH2 3 TR EREL
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| (preferential attachment ) ( Albert & Barabasi, 2002; Price, 1976 ) o _} it %2 »c
B EE A otk R Rt B R T LA G @R R Ak - 5 T LA
o por TR SR

a&;ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁéﬁéﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁw%’H%@ﬁm/“&&%%ﬁ%
Bo b o ff 0 L ik = okt 2 o dRAR B AN H R B LE AR % e ok & (balance
effect )~ 3+ 5 T 48 518 2 3§ 0 38 2% (number of geodesic distances two
effect) > » FAFFRBWE L F LT 4 Enp 2k FEHVp Ak
T H_F 4 * (Snijders, 2001, 2005, 2008 ) -

Bock g4 ok B R ASEAY > LR EA k3 E (Snijders,
2001,2005) i 7 7 Sokbgor o @ R¥cenT 340t @ % Rdn R s a s

ARG S B R R S A 5 L AR g i e Rk
F14 Snijders #-& HA)sc 5 H ¥ R BT 3 RRI TR Y EY ok R FH 4 ok
% (Snijders, 2008 ) -
(6) = & ##»c% (transitive tripletseffect) © B ¢ £ 5 = & H g sk op

#E = i%%ﬁ{a‘% s e Zmhisjsho E Tioj 2 Tjoh o @

M b B Tioh, 4 @B AR (4T B SRR AL
"% B & ) (network closure) - £z F¥2 M EFEF H R A BM GH A

FRPZFREI T2 A PBEM Gtk A7y BHIF L B
MEMGRE 3 BE 2 T RARM GO o RERCMDIT BRER
PO Z ABEERF AT RLIA Mg IS W Rl 8 IR RS

3 B

26



 T———n

B 2-3-1 = & B Ercsk F
(7) @& B#E»c% (transitive ties effect) : &2 1 & 5 E b S0 %> P PFx 5 1
HA Feid Y BLenE SR o blde Tij ~Tjoh ~Tioh | $9F @K &
Pljeizdagd FEx 2 Tisjoh ) cnlEad g ghe @~ 5 8ix
Figgand A8 PR i ZjmE-@38h A 235 Y23 3288
el o UT G B j el B h VhgR O S iR - B iR T

Bk .
hi /\\

W] 2-3-2 i 545 5 B

\>h2

Z A Bk o B4k B AR JF' Fhazreps? - pREEIRrF

EREDV R B Bk ant B2 N T AR cjan BB R R - B

FEif R G d B Ek AR iz A B HETE R j Fud
BB iy R EARS o P2 EBEEARS c NI RIZN 0 A B
g KRRz AP EE I P Bl B EE L 2 Btz £ B8
ek il ed Blaun S E TR o
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W

(8) = % ¥ETkR % (three-cycle effect): & Bhepud %9 B § = & IR alic g -

I

@ﬁﬁ{ﬁ’$$ﬂ3#ij~hﬂdWﬂyHHmJ}%Jbﬁﬁﬁ

Mt o fok R d 2 & FRITS > 2 & R L) B e B
;\],1&/‘»,_]’.]'5{:,%1'1’1'1‘{:,—:3iolj}lhﬁ_x\"'ﬂm“; }&Jé,ﬁvljv~§_ljif%\.

AT Ibdme N c - BRR CAEBESHHm BECEFAHWm RC

£ ARG -

asiidis, h

Bl 2-3-3 = & BHEF
Ftuz R *z%’FKEP-ﬁ{E,E@ & (network closure ) &I % 5 B > * F: AL
(transitivity ) £ ¥ %1% (clustering) > # 7 £ 3R EG M s 8o L T &8 B
Gend B (B S 2 M R RS B AT AP A A

A ¥4t > 5 PP % (Snijders, 2008 ) °

2. rh4 ok

A ek A d BRRB AN OBMEE S 7L E £ ¥8 (covariates) T
Kok o £ R0 BIEVE - SRS SR FHBMAORE T EA
5 RdEH - & 2henip 48 £ % ¥ (actor covariates ) 4ot W]~ £ &2 % B & BEE
iR B T eh¥ s £ % (dyadic covariates ) 0 4rg B ARITHE HB M o
B G ELE B o

£ % ¥rck (covariate effects ) © B & FHcv 2 Hin £ Fw § BB W
A2

I-Ew

R e > etk § L FA S AL $H08 5 F kol E L
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(1) = %% (v-related popularity ) : B4 73 @ BB FHFER| - F S

B5 A7 RAHEEARFAE P iR A8 BAE S

S+

(2) g6+ (v-related activity ) © BRI X S 808t B Beehik ff o B L ¥ciE L
y % )

TETERBEAAFTASHE S AR > L AT LR BEETREZ T LG M

TE
o

(3) = #4p i1 1: (v-related similarity ) : 4822 H i 2 ch&2L2 FF 4p i B cnidfe o
FHREELTATHNEARS OBHET AL DS -

(4) = #2c% (vego-alter interaction ) : i B ‘@4Fenitie - b PFX D)1 B8 % —%z
(sender) #7:if %% iQ‘iJ: (receiver) fx FH P o

(5) #® = %¥ (dyadic covariate w) @ @482z H @75 g B2 B ek Rl fe o

R Y L TR TN LA
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4 2-3-2 W% £

»% % BT

—

E ]_XiiX].i

&2 IR e

2;%&2;;

BB e i ghiE 2

i

Z] xii Z]l Xihxh]

B R R Bt 2 g

i

Zj Xjj Haxy, ( XinXpj )

YR REREE hERT o R

e gt 2 g i

’ — O——0 B AR R S e
Zj<1_xii)mﬁhh(xihxhj) > M O o ge & BE A Y il

S 2% — 2 BRUETR M (i

T %= . by 4L sy 2 L 2 4‘ y R

ey Z_Xi]- SLrsim, — g i ﬁ‘-_#g () e BLE + B (4 P
i
r ® T AP B E
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1. Jeack sk

R AR SR otk RLF 05 Joar FE Y SRR e Bl AT
BAl® % T2 A ] 0 & ZH'J% o YT AR W Bk i % Ao 3-3-3 ArT 0 &
- WETHE S oW EEREL ¥ = tratio 3 TIHEEEE L Gt E o tratio
ARAR T 0 4 T T A B ARYF 0 T acB>03 £ T ARt & o

Information for convergence diagnosis.
Averages, standard deviations, and t-ratios for deviations from targets:

1. -0.236 T7.006 -0.034
2. 0.204 7.059 0.029
3. -1.592 22.242 -0.072

Good convergence is indicated by the t-ratios being close to zero.
W 3-3-1 ixAhHEs
2. 8 ie®
Wi at R 0 T e REAI B 03] ¢ HEEAb ek 2 7 & Atk
o ¥ AERST 2 T Loank 2 Faph Gl B3 EA Book 2 Fap i Gl

1%1 1’%\’,‘]’5 T,-‘;: F’“rﬁ)ﬁ#ﬁﬁ‘g’:u,‘*-ﬂlﬂ%;ﬂ‘ﬂ—ﬂ;o

Covariance matrix of estimates (correlations below diagonal):

0.087 -0.036 0.003
-0.230 0.283 -0.033
0.078 -0.440 0.020

W 3-3-2 % sl *
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"R TR TR | T AR

BoE | BIE | AR | BlE
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PiiiEeni fE2 2P o EMJF 5 2 (Expectation Maximization Algorithm ) £_
- REERFRARRFE RS FE ST Rt 2 AP E RN B R RER
LAF 2 2 (Thomas, 1982) 0 Flpt 273 @ * EM & 2 AR LRl E ¢ on
BIFE R o AFTRERESAD e FZHE T MR AR MR E#
iy A AR R R ARG TREARIE L HNE 5 A R

TEood AE N R X @ % EM R B 2 R I RIEA 0 S 8 F R 4

&
\m\
IR

i % P82 34 (Thomas, 1982)  F|p 4R SR EGIE P + » A7 WiRY
BERG R EM i B AIE 0 BN RITRI xR A Y o
% SPSS 16 A B @ irie? ¥ NEH R * EMieB > 227 E A RA
BEEAM > U GEEPARREERFAI ) £ 431 FfEG % o
% 4-3-1 iBiB(E w3t

R jocth [HEEEE |[THE |BEL

tlex 31 42 & 111 244 5.3964 1.11420
tli FEAZ R 111 244| 5.2703 1.22063
tIpER B 111 244| 54324 1.21821
tlE F 4R 111 244 5.5766 1.12452
tli% L ALR 111 244| 52342 1.15958
t1g &% 111 244 54324 1.07553
tIPEE &5 61 294| 5.1475 1.45872
tIPE R 2 BOR R 50 305 4.6000 1.74964
tlﬁilﬁﬁi}i 111 244  5.0991 1.23550
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205 B 118 237\ 5.4576 1.11435
QREFRR 118 237| 5.5593 1.13636
2% R AR 118 237| 5.3305 1.10210
Q2 ¥ 118 237| 5.4915 1.08404
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2 LR 57 298| 4.8070 1.50521
Q2ME 2 R 61 2941 4.7377 1.70198
t2i3:11§%%5f§: 118 237| 5.2458 1.23991
0248 & AR 118 237| 5.3814 1.20483

N 3.2 1
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P16 petl ¥ 121 % 82 I8 pent2 B ¥ 103 i» o
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P o
2 4-3-2 WHE L kg
e e
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EEARR 1.000 844
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BB AZ R 1.000 546
HEARR 1.000 766
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FTE 01 SPSSI6 R tek A PR B R LTS G LB 354 LAl
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%“Jb‘i? p 81 » StOCNET hé: g+ * 5 375 (Burk et al., 2007; Steglich et al.,

=X

fu

2007)> A A TETORAL 82 13 T8 4 157p

\\\?{r

$38F % 354
ERE T
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Zoo ¥ b d 3 SIENA F i 53 a2 B ficlic B 05 (Burk et al, 2007) » F]t 4
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S137SF BERRAE IO RE LX) hT BHeR R E A 4l KT o
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F ot EE gt A2~ o]l B AR TI0L 5145 Q FpE AR T E
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B ZanEk 1R EE 4 a0k Fljearh t-value>0.3 #“f VIBEEFRAIA L T DA
B 0 B Lk R T AR Ak 4-4-3 o feARAR M LR 5 TG ok 2 P30

BARR M > 2 £ SRR AT o
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