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REEA R EVCRC R REE T 6
s SCAC T IR S2F 324 (e.g., Roberts & McCombs,
1994 ; Breen, 1997; Lopez-Escobar et al, 1998) ,{H
FEHR T R AR A 58 s A1) Tl B2 SR AT M DA 2 >4 i
A AR AN TR TR 8 50 ek 2 225 ) 1) BT A A DG AR
U7 S s 3 | 3 BG4 L R A [ SRR 15 ASCR F
5% C AR 22 1R 503X — 28 MR 130 7 0 2 B ARG 11 3
R, WF 58 % 40 55 1 177 P B 3k ( Choi et al.,
2007) , 7E £k 4 4% (Lim, 2004 ), [ 2% Hi 41 ( Aikat&
Yu, 2005; Lim 2007 ), BBS ( Lee, Lancendorfer&
Lee, 2005) , i iHA4L: R %G (Lim, 2006) 4%, 5 1ii4H
T, REZEESELRARTR 0 1AL 2 M 25 AL FI R A 2
G SN IR EICR B E M, R
B R A Y [ BT O OR kAR R, TR e fE

«  [I&A3 B #7]2015-01-27

B8 KA 2 25 OB XN T 2, BB T 0 4R
SRRV L oN

YAyt Web 2.0 #1 3.0 BHUHE 51 &k KEHE 4
FN2E SO 5 6, BT 1 —Fh 2 i 58
AR P AT 3= IFIR R B RIRE R
SR, 52 BT R AR R A, K 2 A R i R i
VE R SEE B T AT 45 B8 7 B MR S AT 7 £ 4%
Bk (1 Wan & Ma, 2012; Liu&Ji, 2012; Park,
2013) . SZX—HF5E 25 F I g &, AR SORE 2 A AH
SRICHR S i, i 5 T RN R AR BRAR (41 40) 2 [1]
R By ] — RSB, Bl 5 LA 2012 Fr s e X
FEE PR R R, R ATE S R AL Ty
FE SR TR I LA W) 2 2510, it — 2 05T
P22

[EEFMATEH(1990—) , B i HhA;F AR FAEHEHBELRERAT AL, TENFEN Ao O A

N ERE
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— JAEER 55— TR AR

FESCREBECE B4 1 A 25 A~ TAERD, 5 H
AASR Y S5 TEAF 9 5 ¥ 0 T 4y il A A2 5 1T 3 4k
Xf 285 B AZHE AN E #EF} (e-social science ) £ A )
LS R HAE A 1 52 ARAT Ay $ BRI 5 1k i WA 4
MG [ 25 AR AR AT 0 T i Ao 3 T M 48 1
CONERRI R R By, R E ST e T
TR RN Ay I 5 T A T 1) e B ) ) R A
2" SRS ) AT BE A R WA AR BE, 10T 1m) 1) 2%
15 B LABRAG O T BB HZEME 1 2 AL

Roberts 85 A58 2 % H, F- 4 45 42 (EBB) _F 1% 1]
FUE BT 3 B R AR IO T H AR F AR B2 AR IR
SER LA B X EBB FI7EL T H B2
W BCEROR . AT R ZRBOR IR i
W 40 R AB SRR B AR LA SR 8 A S it oA
PRI A FE T BT A R 5 T 4548 2 1~7 K (Ro-
berts, Wanta&Dzwo, 2002) ., AH{LI#h, L 2002 45
SRR £ 3 2, Jong 25 A (2003) % Google
R ZH b g HTP P14 D 2 AR ISR 1 B8 ke T
S5 RIS B0 N R AR BEAR—2K B 3hie” Oy 1 Y
WRER ERCR .

REHE AR 2 AR BORE B B 7T 32 45 T 9 [
TRORIIEL " BIE” (e.g., Song, 2008) . il id 7
#r Google #8230 5%, Aikat (2005) $#2HUH 9.11 R
FHRT S RTELAE B H, I LU Ay ) iy B 4 18
FATRHE 24 BT 19 G S TR R Sy 2 AR TSR i M HE
¥ o SRR 28 & A a0 — A P R AR A A )
FRZR F ST TSR AE S W S e i 2 Je JLJA], T AE
R AR, IR o RHK, W T RIVE

ass Meria Agenila

News Norms:social norms

tradition of journalj

Other News Media: interactions & influence of

varipus mass media on each other

News Sources:govern ment officials;routine PR

activies;political campaigns

RGN I 2 AT, A B & A A
B, AL AT 2 AR R Y B HE R . Martin
(2009 ) 7E 4 Jii) B Bf [ AHE 2R P 0 B 17 R0 2% B 5 A A
WARRHER , A B Indianapolis Star 4% 5 R FE 2R R
HOXF P B B S RO A B IR B B RCR .

g5 BT, B LA R 2% BR B R 7 e 5, 1%
B8 RARBAARAMIRAE VU8 B )7 7 1 5 45 3230
MAESEA A FEME b 5 R B 58 6 S 90 A L3 a0
AR , A AT S Ay B A TR AR 2 AR LR £ L ok
U A A SO 22 MR A — Mo A E 20,
B —AT) AN AT [5]3R5 DA b ) I 4 1
IIE A, BT & S At ) 02 56 T AR IR Y
FPARIBGEAR IR 402 1 BWRAE EAE 5155 KRB A
TR B2y [ 52 B s B s 827

H AL G R AR A TS R

—VERE T AR IWIR  HBIE K
TRYFRE?

1 McCombs F1 Shaw (1972) Fy1FE TR B AR UL 12
IS, DA 3 1 1 &8 43 AH S 98 T B 2%
R DA AR IR R T — 23 AR A DL T[] B IR T
RUCR S 20— T Dy 52 % A V) 552 B 19 i) AL ) e
B—ifE e % & B A R ( Showmaker& Reese,
1996) 7 A 1 B A i % IR 244 (agenda-shaping/
agenda-building ) Y17 f# Bt , McCombs (2004 ) $f/\3&
WORE CB AT ML/ HLA BB AR ) (B R (O B H:
b7 A ) FNEA TR OB R IR IR &) Rl
KA BB ERE S R P 3 4> F 2 H R (J)
Z: I, McCombs & Shaw, 1993) . & 1( B 015

\ Microblog /

1 RGN 2 A A9 B ¥ 2L (2 4R B McCombs, 2004; 5% 01 Du, 2013)
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I oo S K AR IR B AR R A

A1) R 1 24 P s Rl MeCombs [ H (1) i 45
PEEUR o R ABIEFE 19 56 U) si—— 1A (B) BUFE %
ERETH AR BN Web2.0 B4 JE AT
W Z — S S L A A T R
FHT R R EAFAETETER

(—) X EMER 0

U R B i 1y i AN IR HE AT TR L P A2 )2
oy ATz RSP AR — R R TR T
AL F S B BHRLE R — 2 B & EE
WA E W2 T TR S A R HESE T A AL
SR (Wan & Ma, 2012), P i fidt 2
M FELR H & A5 B, I DA A2 AR 2 a8 2 R A T 15 4% o
TR A AR P, eI AL ZUR 8 D By A
T, AR 50 T b 5 R — A A R 8 3l i o e, DA
i Z i [R]FIAIL 23 %0 B 5 20t LA AT 4] 2 24
PRI PR, BT R AE X — 15 34T B 4G B AR
TIARMES S TR B A AR, (i AR AR A7
HERLLS SRS 47, B g A e i
JEEFH P 10 3 G e i A 0 44 < 00 B 4% 8 A AT
SEO AT AN Lk 25 DA I 20 2 B R4 21
S S A%

BTG R OO T I 2 N R Y Y
B A [R] ik A g R A I R T 58 It , 2K
B Z )38 A ™ A A5 BT, TC e R ) i 2\
], KA CEE —EmMF N E. BEieE—&
ST TESE PR RT IFa AE E B E F Pt e
OYWOR T AL EUS O BTATE NS TR B AN R HRRE RS 4L
B B R BB G —E S
T AU HLELAS B A T ) B RS HE R o

(Z) X HFE LR

BRI R , BURN TAE N 53 & R AR A
T BRI, U R TGP W 2 A7l & g
AL (40 Weaver & Elliott, 1985; Turk,
1986) . WU TAEA G HX 78 & A K RGN
JedE U 0 R A —ER R 56 R W 32 3) (Siu,
2010) o AR S BUAE — R B2 AT 13X
2 FLXPHT 4R 2% 1Y) 52 ) 32 22 SR AL P I < B
— AR P AN T B T 45 o i TR A RN
JrER LR 28 B B st & AR A BT R R T
D3 A 38 B AR P £ 2 15 8 0] {5 B Y AR
PRGOS Bl ok 4R A5 L, A5 40 2 S E o ok

U, AU TAE N IR WS 1 ™
i AEAE BV EAR =S [RIBTR T 10 i 5 5
THANBNEHT AT B2 FAK H 2 ARG LT 56
— TR, NI, 7EBOA R BRI i R v, AR
PRE E SR B —E FERE E AR, TN BT I 2o R 1Y
LR NG AR s C SN N S SN[

(=) WHKTRFEEFRE

R X8 T P RS R o) 2 A T W T
FEGERARIE AR 5] F) A1 TR IR B R A SR
FA%o T A A T A 1] 22 LU 7 fiE
Py AL S B2 P U S Bl 2 FBOA
BOB IS 2 | 3 B2 R R AR A (14 ORI 4% 5
2 (Liu &Ji, 2012; Park, 2013) , {HfS5—#2A00E, 5
MERCE FE W] Twitter | F) 4% 8 34 32 52 [ 58 4 i [
P g 0 A1 £ 08T 8 B JT (Yu, Asur, & Huberman,
2011 ), Xobisk — 5 0 52 Oy e AP 114 ffe B T L el 1l
AR R AR P . 5 2, PR S
DA TSCRRE 1 v A S, A MOk A B3 BSR4
ARZETT BB £ 5 Rt ] R &R 70 i A Al
AT .

2, McCombs $i2 H} 14 [ i 1 2 FE AR A ml fiE
AT X 2 S ORI ME (] 1) - — i,
PRI 5 1B S el e 1T AT JSUHT ) B R £
SN W NI E S A TN NN S e F
I3 — 77 ThL, SRS AR A 18] #4515, FL 3 5 Ay 4
Mo BT AR ™ 7 1) A R A PR
A BOROR B 208 D 36 R, 5 T e Rl ) K
ARIEAR ) IR BRI B Al 51

H2 B A SR AR AR B B DR

ST HI ORI H2 5 — % 3305 At 480 ) 48 i A B
SURE R PMIDES N0 U RSP NN ZE LN 11 EURAE S0 RN )
AT AT B LI

H3 . Bl -5 A2 SR AR ] 14 B9 [ ISR 158
BOR A M E

= REH K

AR SORE R ARAE R ROARIEA WA R R
TR B 7 A A 8] O B8 W 58 A Sk i e v
X AR Y 73 S A o T B AR v T R 4N 5 b AL Y
K" DL AR AR AT IE B A A —H 7 M Ce
g., Whitney & Becker, 1982; Protess& McCombs,
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1991) o SR1M, 225 JEAEAAUTR N, dn e A il A
¥ F 2 Ok B DA IS IBC 28 B PR 4 78 5 1) 3 1 5 T
DR AR SR T B A5 IV AR AR b ofe
TE— AR 249 SR T S UL 4 T 23 D R 5 4
AW AE /DM, MY Flanagin& Metzger (2000) Xif
BEA TR A5 7 BB A AL E S R S 4R H 5 4k
TE R 2 TE AT A58 B AR, TR 4 AL
PR R T 37 1) R, O HLLANG 4 R
2SI AP I TR G 3 AR H R 48, 049
AR /MR

M. EREH 2012 HEEFRETRIES

XS O B Al 36 AT T B & L) Chapel
Hill 84 (McCombs & Shaw, 1972) D43k, B4 3= 1k
B2 B — B S AR DG HIE 5T 1 48 M 5 | A7 A
(4l Weaver et al, 1981; Roberts & McCombs, 1994 ;
Lopez-Escobar et al, 1998) , LT WAE4:, 2R LIk HL
2012 Ay R B A N R 20 AT A
T RYEEZE H o 2012 4 3 J] 25 H, FEYE4E RIRSCF
AT fRAZ 3 i foe e N 28 k2% 25 D 23§ 44 i N\ i Jg Tk
i B ARANE R R R R SR E
il , 7 B ) A AN 3 AR XU o IR
AR LA S A — 5 DX N BT IR | 1) ek 2 O 1 ik
ZS Epmsp I EhE S 18

BT UL AR AR s R e, AH O BR
AR

St 2012 i fs 5 DCRE 1 228 X — B0,

Hila: 756 FH P A9 BRSO 52 40 (R4 ) 10RRE
155

HIb: F s F P 0 B 1 T80 520KS 9% 4k 48 0%
155

Hle: & # F P B9 3l 8 D0 32 i A /4l 30
155

H2a: 75 W5 FH P 0 I 1R S0 51 2 4 4R ( B i)
WA

H2b 7 F P A A EESCRE 5 | A el 4R IR 5

H2c . s I P B TORESCRE 5 | S AR /MR I 5

H3 - 7 s HI P BT e 4K 22 TR) A 1A TR IR
WEBAZLHE,

A FE

(—) FEIHESE

FIER Ry 2 AR, A WF SR $ 44 BOE H
(3 AT H) BN RIAESR AR 4G H , FEIL Z )5, e 4K
BT S 5 BEAE ek N A 2 BEA B LB B
M Gk EIH S #e2 H AT — K (3
H 24 B) s e Sy i [RIHE SR i1 25 5 LR BR 75 e 2%
LEREONAT JE M AR AN LR SR A fE B AN Al

(=) FEE R 15

1 AR AT H

TE LIRS EHESE T, HR 40T 5 5 B k2
AR R IH . B e, AR A SR 4 —il 5 /)
70 o A R AR T 5 T 1 M A S
el 2, o 22 1 A s v SCOR A AL RIS o
L 2010 AEFIHAT I — O 2 A RIEA A5 11T
AT BB A D, LA 5 2o 12 8 e 2 R LA T A A
IRARH A TN 3 A 5 H, B s P A5 )
A BH A8 W o el R 1] 41 24K A i R R 2 4
24%0) BB BR AL EE; 3 A0 AU RHE R M i
TP, —ERERE LI T REAHEGE L

e R AN e B R e TR (AN (& s i Kitl]
o A VPR (IR ) AR H A0 1E RS 4 4K
R SR B8 O 7 8 552 28 AR AT 19 4R 30
#%(Chen, 2012) ;i € /2 &5 H 4i2) £ LLMRIE A
I, {5 2002 4FE 41 J5 — ELAE R 7 BF EIBR i 5
B 2 ARGE AL T AL 2 = Brg (Liu, 20035 Sudhaman,
2004) , “HAEBA A A P AL Y 18 74 4K
HEALA AT T, 15 I R A p A 5 B
PRI F (Chan, 1999) o i fE 75 — ¥, (AR TJ5
H 1) AR BH A5 B3 i A /i fUe, — 3% J iy
AL AR £ B A e A AT A R T 10, A 18 )
A AAE T HEZ P UM+ L. FE TR
SRS AR SR R HE I, 2 3 A DY 3 B 4k
RS R U BT 820 0 ] (LR ALTE)  Horp
296 &K (W) ,210 5ok A (2 5 H i), 186 &
K ACRTT HARD L 126 20K A R

2. SRl

@ http://www.com.cuhk.edu.hk/ccpos/en/research/ Credibility_Survey%20Results_2010_ENG.pdf
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I oo S K AR IR B AR R A

AR SCHE BT TR IR Ay TR DS 1 0 R D
I 2009 4F] T LA , 5 IR AR P i A il i
A EI RS R BT ACK IR LA S D
FIA A i 2 i, T TR SR AE 0 22 T 2 T L E
N LT AL & U5 Twitter ( Falcon, 20113 Jou,
2012) , EEEEEAIE N TASCRIRIE T, BriR Gl
7R REVEDL R B R, 0 B4 0 = PG R I RE, M T4
P B (CTEAURIE) , TP A N5 B 7R 1 R 3G
PE AR 2 LB P 2 X IR B R ) 45

TR AS 1) 01 S 58 20 R T e G R T e
(1) 1 F RGEBIAR B YA R e K7 2 50 0,
S VIR BRI M REZR N AT T 24 B R LA
R TC R 35t T (4026 — U R ] 3 E y 2012-
03-01,00:00-2012-03-02,00:00) ; (2) # X & B N E
WERPIATBX 5 (3) 523 2850 5E S AARAIE Y
AR 5 (4) W 2 BT B0E Ry B (5) %
BT 6 YCH AL ST T YT
B B AT T 144 PC(24%6)
R ARIENAAHNE, 5 8 S TE B A 1
HIEHAHERR . DA DR IO 52 BT 5 DLE T N A
MrHEZR I AT, Bl S B BEXT 5y (1) N T 60
TR T (2) BEAS IR 4G 405 19 DU A A TAGIE
FHP G5 (3) DAREASHR 4841 18 S 45 43 1m0 6> A
WS o HeAh, [/ — P Z BT R G
140 EAF BRI MR AL I T N K AT 2 45 W B 1A |

T ICRBRAS T I O B e, AR SRR
B 1325 ZR G atmG .

(Z)ABESH - ARUEEE

NS I3T J2 — Rl A X A 5% B0l T 33 73
JEAAT AU AT A AR R E R E ST 7
(Bryman, 2012, pp.289) . A 3CH, iz 4R HE Y 2
T BRI T il IR 5 8 = A5G Y B 25 TR 4l
T8, TR IR SO 1) 40 % B A7 Oy 2 3 e D ML A A 8 i)
IR o SEUEAE TSR B, BORR BB HOR AU R
PRI BB TR AR T (AT 2) e S T
FFRRAE 35 PR e B8 (AN 4E) (Becker & Me-
Combs, 1978 ; Mikami, Takeshita, Nakada, & Kawa-
bata, 1994) . A SCR M AFEAAFIFFRFAE P~
PRI Z I (BUBBURE AR AR IR ) MR 2R 17 56
E, Jifi 5 R L5514 2012 A g AR L4 ) R Y
FOER R 25 1 25 1t DL SOR e B 2 A 38 S B o
MRS, Horh o g R4S 2% T Lopez-Es-
cobar 2 N[ 1995 PYHEA 36 A5 (1998) , M HFAE
WOREFE— 2D 204 Ay SRR HE DR A AR TR
SR RO TR g (H P A FE & BBS 4§ ) A A],
TR A A B S 52 B0 PN 5 52 4 P 1) s B A AL A 7
KM ZHE, DRI, SRR A RS DA Gt AL 57 7 4 2
NAHREL AR Sy 5 s N, T 1 SRR AR TR Y R A AL
D) AR R 8] 3 15 B DX 4 Sy TE TR v S S T )
WA RUR WA, FLAA S T7 S8 I 1 B -

x1 MRWENRBAR

R WU (—%0) SRR (—2%) R LT (%)
I SR PR 1 AR PR 22 1 5 )
2 Buaths PR SR B i ¢
3 fLEATEE PSSR RS R B A
4 HERRERLAX = fefEs A SRR
5 R LRI A ES I C I A
6 I AEIIRANES S
7GR S R IR 2 R
8 hBF N Tl A R AR A4S
0 oK RRMEE NI ity
\ BRI
10 WERRER (PR %4
11 REZ5MkHE
12 FHEHOH R
13 ARSI
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FRIAKFFRAELHFMR)

£32%

H TGl P A SRR3R 3k T R B A A I B
LA v, B SeA e 3 T S R AR A D
07 PR 2 3 ) s A7 SRR AU U 1 1 255 40 A
BEINBR LLOR UE AR KUK A $ 00T & . 5 Je Fir A ¢
WFFE ) 456 2510) ( Lopez-Escobar, et al, 1998) ,2£#
2 DUARXE R — 0 397 [ 41 T s A 1o i s 1 B4 3
FRERFAE , DR G 25T P G URE 1) 4 % 7 46 LA 78 0 Y
RGNV, A HOE SO A 12 A PR EURE
k.

(=) B XS

FISORE B ROR A SR A I E AR T T
[rd NIPSE S é AN N = A R PN
FHOCHERY B2 5 75 I A BB W /2 O¢ F3X — 28 WAI R
HE R T R . ST UL, A BT OB A DG
Febn el L 7 B AR S AR AR ME AL R AL raw b
(Willnat& Zhu, 1996) , 55— A% 4386 (4 50 4
Wr B J& 4 7 7€ Rozelle-Campbell Baseline ( RCB)
FEfitth E Y I AH D€ 43 B ( Lopez-Escobar, et al,
1998 ; Lim, 2006; Siu, 2010) . B AH 34 BT To400
SERE R ILIR T, LA —FiAE T N3l ) 7 2ok A6 36
IR E Y R R Dy 1 BRI ) B T1 R
T2, 7€ T1-T2 Jifa]: (1) AnREA X A EEA Y RE W
T4 T1 B Befy X RS T2 B[Rl By Y iR

Z I PGP Ry R T T2 19 X WUFE 5 T1 1 Y
WRRZ A AIAH M Ryoy, 5 (2) JOZ, IR Y 45 X i
BEWFE BA Ry WZKT Ryyyao XFIHTHSH
AP I —, B R M s AT D [
BHMPAZE % = B al {5 B RCB #6475k (RCB
SEEESTAE B SR O AR 2D A DG M Al B — 2K
FHOIATE , B BRSPS [F]— ISURE L6 AN [R) B 1] B
FHICHE , U Ry o 1 Ry, , T[] 25 AH S R[] BURE
FEIR] — B B 9 A OG0 Ryyy, M1 Ryay,; RCB =
Run+tRopn  RintRun

2 8 2
1998; Siu, 2010; Du, 2013),

AR SCI R B 32 2 5 T e AR R R AR OB 1
I 5851 TR M EE DI (A1 IO 5 A
PRI 2 IR AR U 3t 30 O ) 32 4 T K
JNZAH A 58 40 2000 47 5 [ 2 58 R 3R 6 5 (Lim,
2006) F1 1995 4EFEHEF H )y ¥ %% ( Lopez-Escobar, et
al, 1998 ) FWLHR , 2835 >R FH s i A G 20 B 7 Sk £ A
WA Sy ] s o3 T Beo 3R 2 RIS — My
4 A3 BE, BT 24 R RIAESE . 140, 25 53 4l
AUABRIEAE T AT T2 WA ] BE 1 A ) R 5
By, BPEE C1,C2, M1, M2 44 A B A 56 1
R F AL R AR

) ( Lopez-Escobar, et al,

R2 MHEEXSHHRE

JLEEN e o N .
N TE R AL JHAA/IMR EITEAIWEREN (i
Fisf 1] B
T1(3.1-3.6) El TI cl M
T2(3.7-3.12) E2 T2 C2 M2
T3(3.13-3.18) E3 T3 C3 M3
T4(3.19-3.24) E4 T4 C4 M4

NVER

(—) HHELCE

7 3 2 4 AR AR HUHT IR GlcE e S ECR) B
B MG 75 4 NI ] B RO i o A& 4
5 MR 6 SEBLAY NS AL ADHEZS T HRAC B 1E
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AN JZ R BRI A O AR 1 2012 7
HERF B S YR E B, S 4R (61.7%) WAt
HE AR /MR (38.3%) o BEFE 12625 H 1T T, R 408
Ve VR 5 ) 5 2 1 B B T 4 ELAE T4 i ]
Bk BfH



I WS R AR A AR B ARG LM

R3 HEREMENNEFHESHILS

D= IS AR /MR AR
(W) (R HAM) CRT5 HAR) (O NEE 9

T1 55 39 31 17 184

T2 66 48 39 33 268

T3 77 54 49 31 354

T4 98 69 67 47 519

Total 296 210 186 128 1325

x4 E—RUBR(LEWNE)BEST
DS TS /MR RATE A B Gl
T1 T2 T3 T4 T1 T2 T3 T4 T1 T2 T3 T4 T1 T2 T3 T4
1 20 15 40 58 11 10 22 35 31 25 62 93 43 30 110 107
2 16 15 31 29 17 18 14 21 33 33 45 50 44 44 84 108
3 12 19 11 21 3 8 9 8 15 27 20 29 15 40 46 43
4 5 16 0 3 7 17 3 2 12 33 3 5 24 77 9 6
5 10 12 14 5 2 0 0 5 12 12 14 10 11 8 14 19
6 10 20 20 25 15 10 15 23 25 30 35 48 47 66 87 131
7 20 25 26 37 13 13 18 30 33 38 44 67 29 37 39 76
8 19 8 14 25 9 10 18 19 28 18 32 44 18 12 39 70
9 2 2 2 3 0 0 1 0 2 2 3 3 0 4 1 2
10 4 7 4 10 0 2 2 4 4 9 6 14 4 8 28 35
11 9 15 23 31 1 11 19 19 10 26 42 50 14 34 51 98
12 4 3 10 8 0 4 1 2 4 7 11 10 2 2 8 22
13 13 13 24 30 5 11 19 19 18 24 43 49 15 34 60 91
RS FIH—REBHEVEHESH
UEEE TN /M (T EIFSYEN BRI

T1 T2 T3 T4 T1 T2 T3 T4 T1 T2 T3 T4 T1 T2 T3 T4
1 13 32 7 20 13 30 23 40 26 62 30 60 72 127 70 76
2 18 26 19 26 2 3 7 21 20 29 26 47 23 44 46 89
3 17 10 17 25 10 8 12 12 27 18 29 37 21 33 72 106
4 14 9 19 6 7 7 3 1 21 16 22 7 20 3 64 53
5 30 27 35 42 14 21 24 33 44 48 59 75 30 37 42 71
6 20 9 14 27 9 11 18 18 29 20 32 45 17 11 39 70
7 5 9 6 19 2 4 2 4 7 13 8 23 2 11 28 37
8 10 14 30 37 1 10 21 16 11 24 51 53 9 34 54 107
9 7 13 21 15 4 4 4 21 11 17 25 36 17 9 12 44
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FRIHRFFMERAEMR) i
£6 F-H—REHENEHEN
M /Mt AT A BRI
T1 T2 T3 T4 T1 T2 T3 T4 T1 T2 T3 T4 T1 T2 T3 T4
1 11 11 10 16 2 2 4 6 13 13 14 22 16 19 32 52
2 1 7 13 9 7 9 10 7 8 16 23 16 21 30 34 58
3 6 12 15 19 4 5 8 7 10 17 23 26 11 14 13 23
4 1 9 1 7 2 6 4 9 3 15 5 16 34 53 69 66
5 2 1 5 3 2 1 0 0 4 2 5 3 9 19 2 11
6 1 1 5 5 0 0 0 0 1 1 5 5 5 20 9 33

I — BB R, SR AR QT 1Y
SANBUEARTR], 23590 R SR B (26.3% F1 24.8%)
FH G A B R ] (21.3% F1 23.6 %) , L4 J2 it
IRTHZE(18.0% F1 22.3%) o A[AFHRACIURE , f 1l
T I ISR A e N B8 T FIA ARTE 42 (25.0% )
SR IE (21.9% ) FBUA R (21.1%) 43 B HEE SR
TR =

FESS GO i I SEARRRAE TSORR , B DG T3 AR A
IR L, PSSR AR 2 0] LA S 3R 40 RN st i 2 1] 24 77
FEW] 0P 2 o K e i 40RO B BB T 4
PO HR B (26.5%) , 7 W 2 ROA R [H) 41 41
(18.0%) , LA SRR G5 (17.6% ) , T d A5 /N W)
TH T H N AR BB (34.9%) , 45 0 SC Bk L&
(29.3%) LI K rh g B (17.8% ) (RS . FESEAE G
B (26.0% ) [FIFE R R SIS SR AR i, TR R 2 ) 1Y
G (17.5%) , s o AR B 4121 (15.4% ) K Rl
HJG o 7ETHIEERIE SRR I, R 3 4K 22 M R 1%
7~ RN (43.0% ) (9 238 J5 =X 3@ AR /N4
T BERIE TT (41.8% ) , T AW 1 2R 38 X6 IR o425 3
(40.1% ) [t A5 47 6 U

(Z) E—RIRNEIWERIEE

A 2 foR , MO R B0 Y RCB AH IR &
ik R . T1 B[R BLA T T2 i 4Rk
EWRE(r=.764"") | i%k 2 F — A0, T2 10
WAREEIIH B2 T3 BRACILFL M (r=.550) , X Fh
QA 1) ORR IR B AR PR 3] T 6 1 ool B B
AR Ry A, ELR SR N S X RN 4R Y 76 T3
2| T4 I 5] B AH 5 FR AL Ryays 1 Ryays 218 i RCB
{FL( Ry =861 7" 3 Ry, =.8887" ) o MITESE — 2RI

112

FRECBUBURR ) b, RS SR 40 R AR /N R B oy —
B, PE SISO B3 5 VR S AR 4 4k
FEAHAR], SRR UL, 7E T1 2] T2 #H], Hla H1b
Fl Hlc #5452 324, 76 T2 31 T3 WI[a], B 2 B 45
R HFE H2a H2b il H2c, 1 T3 %] T4 (8], f A
R AR S B ZUA IR 5.3, fy g a] WL, H3 AL e
579 = Rt 1 R0 O I € 2% S R 7 LS R = 1 T e e

(Z) EZFENEWNRIEE

1SR REAE T R

KeF LARRFAE SRS, T1 B FSCRE B2 ) T2 1Y
TRARBURE (r=.885"") , Mi4% T > 1 1 )~ B vy 8 15 1)
5 AR SORE B E Ty ], BP R ARAE T2 2] T3 (r=
. 352) DA T3 3| T4 (r=.594) #f Sk Sl i B U AR
MR FERT NG e 405 S ) UFE B Bl =X
FEARAAE AR /NS T B Sl s 2 X ) 3 22
KRAETESS AN, B T2 2] T3 B[] Bl A /i Fil
TSI T IR L . VAR b s 3 A4S B (8] ) 510 1
SRR FERE  H3 315 2 ) 3

2 SRR TR

UG AR E R T 5, 1958 1) G XA TE 5 —
(T1-T2) 155 = A4~ Wi (T3-T4) # 5 Wi 25 ) 48
(r=.637;r=.368) , ML —AHtir (T2-T3) N jz
] AR AR AR5 (r=.604) o 5 BGEBREAH [R], 41 4%
YA 4 IR T S BT RAT A AR Ak, oI 2 T
RIS e 4R Z 1], 30 A T 30 A /N 2Z 8] ) A
RERBOE #8540 B AR R B o R R R —
o FE H3 FRk AR 20E T, BY7E 2k A\ 2 44 45 R
FBEZS H 22 05X — ke s 30, 7 7 2 4R DURE A A vt
N B TOECRE SRR th Fp 2 | 0 5 1 B BRI



%44 I RS K AR RN AR B AR R B
Hi-T1 +.680° -T2 W11 +.680" WiE-T2  BE-T1 +.680° -T2
+.683 4.161 +.693** 1.588" +.764% 1403
+.631 .735* +.934" 179", ga7+ +.838""
Ki-T1 +.565° KE-T2 E-T1 +.720™ -T2 W4E-T1 +.725" RAL-T2
RCB=+.426 RCB=+.599 RCB=+.592
-T2 +.395 HiE-T3 -T2 +.395 -3 -T2 +.395 0 ]
+.24 %550 +.321 +.490 +241 -550
735* .856™ 787 867"
+.735 + - + 78T gage i+.867
-T2 +.484 -T3 -T2 +.595° H-T3 WAK-T2 +.588" aK-T3
RCB=+.351 RCB=+.395 RCB=+.427
-3 +.913" H-T4 h-13 +.913* WiE-T4 -3 +.913" W E-T4
+.857% £832™ +.848" +868™ +.861%F +.888"
l.856" +.812" . h.871* +.871%
+787 +.787"
K-T3 +.916™ Ki-T4 -13 +.924™ iH-T4 RAK-T3 +.971" RAK-T4
RCB=+.763 RCB=+.761 RCB=+.808
B2 E—RmHEHEEXSTER
E-T1 +.905™ -T2 Hi-11 +.905™ -T2 HHE-T1 +.905™ -T2
TR £102 +.850%% 1452 +.8837 §a262
+.253 .810*  +.681" +.802"  +.460 +.878*
Ki-T1 +411 -T2 SE-T1 +.783" -T2 RAE-T1 +.570 RAK-T2
-T2 +.509 iE-13 ig-12 +.509 -3 -T2 +.509 Wig-13
-244 £214 +.58 +.435 +.19 $.352
+.810" -073 +.802" +.368 +.878" +.172
-T2 +.138 K-T3 E-T2 +.806" E-13 REK-T2 +.479 REK-T3
iE-13 +.618 WiE-14 HE-13 +.618 bE-T4 iE-T3 +.618 % E-T4
+.00 +.398 +.067 %.585 +.04 %.593
-.073 +.618 +.368 +.264  +.172 +.501
KE-T3 +.614 iE-T4 E-T3 +.728" H-T4 #4K-T3 +777" R4L-T4

RCB=+.167

RCB=+.213

3 B — TR AR ST ER

RCB=+.236

113



FTRIAXRFFMRGELHFIR) %32 %
Hig-T1 +913* -T2 Wig-T1 +913" -T2 ig-11 +913 -T2
+.472 ~.460 +.67 +.051 +.637 =382
-150 +127  +299 +493  +.021 +318
Ki-T1 +.625 H-T2 H-T1 +.870° -T2 W4-T1 +.632 WRAK-T2
14iE-T2 +.903° HiE-13 14 -T2 +.903* MiE-T3 -T2 +.903* T3
_59% 1494 +.09 577 -315 St
+.127 —331 +.493| +.319 +.318| —.054
Ki-T2 +.501 Ki-T3 E-T2 +.890° &-T3 RAL-T2 +722 4L-T3
13 +.900" tHiE-T4 HE-13 +.900° HiE-T4 HiE-13 +.900" iE-14
+.04 <137 +.79 1416 +.368 £.109
-.331 +.090 +.319 +.716 --054 +.367
13 +.746 ¥5-T4 W-T3 +.764 JE-T4 WAE-T3 +.729 R4K-T4
B4 FH EREAHE N ERFHEX S TER
+ . it 511t 45 A — PR KT b AU 2 R 2 B

IR A R R W, FE P GO AR AP B O 5
FARIRAS B B BEA 18] R B B 7 1) 1 A AR AT -5
IR g B R 2% A Al SO 18] 1 35 G AR
B SRR TR AR — R K |
PHISARARAE B AT 3 1 I i A0 5 i B B O
Beo X—ZRIB R T HE SR ORI AR /MR Z 8]
FEf s U E S AL, th—EFEJE EHERR T R4t
TERRR I A AR 2R A S A7 A (4 T REE

It — ok, W AR 4R T8] Y 22 59 n] B NN T 5
JE AR A AR T AR 4t o] 1) HoA) iR A HL (H2 A
H3, TLF T2 {70 Hrés R SC8s H2, B A P 2k b
FIRAEP A WRE K F AR e TR ARARIE . AR T
AN T2 2 T3 I, WO B 5 A 8 4z
e  MAHGE e ad 1 BCE FH W E T MO, FEPT K
S [r i DA Bl o P P i R, T H A X — I
AR B SRR o T 5 R 28 R B BOXS B A 27 = A
I (T3-T4) |, #2485 Sl 2 1) i B0 1. 3 A 2 2

114

FIWREE B (H3) 5 7E SR FFIE R K L, 4R 4R
B2 T A RN R M E A e 1) (R e ik (HT)
T AE AR BRI ORE K P b, BERE S BG4 KU /Y
FRAE FE P 1 i 4R (H2) o

SMORE R R SRR IR B B |
HARARIRR o (1Bl 108 2% 0 o B0 o R P 11 Je i
S T NG DR SR 5 N AN T Y R G
K S B T0 i I RIVKE 483 g & I, I 485 oty ] g i
PEH BRI I S s 2, P 7E 3 SRR KK
IR . MREAS I Y SRR, AR AR5
TR AR B 18] SR BE L T 1) b R HH B4 3 119
I o AL, P AR £ O e S A rh S D X
TBCE DR, NI H3 (e B 8o, Bl i)
RIS 78 AT AE 2 S B AR DG BT 5 40t EL TR 1) AR SCHY
HAE R R BN S SRR AUANAE Ry 55— Fh B
AR ARBFRAFAE , W58 42 A BE 1 RARIEAA B
W, BEAh, B TR BT HORHI TR 14



%40

I WS R AR A AR B ARG LM

i CRDGRIA A84 AAR AT BE(EA McCombs JE TR AN
PRUCEEIE BB T4/ 1 Fr) Bng 16 28 1) 1) S SE A5 2O
WAREN T R I SIS

[ &% 3k ]

[1] Aikat, D. The blending of traditional media and the
Internet: Patterns of media agenda setting and web search
trends before and after the September 11 attacks [ C]. Con-
ference Papers—International Communication Association,
2005.1-24.

[2] Aikat, D., & Yu, J. J. News on the Web: Agenda Setting
of Online News in Web Sites of Major Newspaper,
Television and Online News Services|[ C]. Conference Pa-
pers—International Communication Association, 2005
1-15.

[3] Becker, L. & McCombs, M.E. The role of the press in de-
termining voterreactions to presidential primaries [ J ].
Human Communication Research, 1978(4) : 301-307.

[4] Breen, M. J. A cook, a cardinal, his priests, and the
press: Deviance as a trigger for intermedia agenda setting
[J]. Journalism & Mass Communication Quarterly, 1977,
74(2), 348-356.

[5] Bryman, A. Social Research Methods [ M ]. 4th Edition.
Oxford: Oxford University Press,2012.

[6] Chan, K. The media and environmental issues in Hong
Kong 1983-95[ J ]. International Journal Of Public Opinion
Research, 1999,11(2) . 135-151.

[7] Chen, W. The image of China in Hong Kong media;
Content analysis of the coverage in three Hong Kong news-
papers| J|. China Media Research, 2012,8(3) :65-71.

[8] Choi, D., & Kim, S. Cross-Lagged Analysis of Intermedia
Agenda-Setting: An Interplay between Television News and
Internet Portals in South Korea[ C]. Conference Papers—
International Communication Association, 2007 ;1.

[9] Du, Y. Intermedia agenda-setting in the age of globalization:
A multinational agenda-setting test [ J ]. Global Media &
Communication, 2013, 9 (1 ). 19-36. doi; 10.
1177/1742766512463038.

[10] Falcon, A. Twitter vs. Weibo: 8 things Twitter can learn

from the latter[ EB/OL]. http://www.hongkiat.com/blog/

things-twitter-can-learn-from-sina-weibo/  on  November

10, 2013.
[11] Flanagin, A.J.,& Metzger, M. J. Perceptions of internet
information credibility [ J ]. Journalism & Mass Communi-

cation Quarterly, 2000,77(3) :515-540.

[12] Jeong, Y. What to think about and what to search about; A
time-series analysis of agenda-Setting function of traditional
media on public interest on the Internet[ C]. Conference
Papers—International Communication Association, 2008 .
1-29.

[13] Jou, E. Why Sina Weibo is better than Twitter| EB/OL].
http://kotaku.  com/5940025/why-sina-weibo-is-better-
than-twitter-even-though-theyre-pretty-much-the-same  on
November 10, 2013.

[14] Lee, B., Lancendorfer, K. M., & Lee, K. J. Agenda-
setting and the internet; The intermedia influence of
internet bulletin boards on newspaper coverage of the 2000
general election in South Korea[ J]. Asian Journal Of Com-

2005,15(1), 57-71. doi ; 10.
1080/0129298042000329793.

[15] Lee, J. H., Choi, Y. J., & Lee, C. Agenda setting

munication

effects on online users: The analysis of the World Cup
coverage and online discussions[ C]. Conference Papers—
International Communication Association, 2003. 1-30.
doi:ica_proceeding_11800.PDF.

[16] Lim, J. Intermedia Agenda-setting of Online Wire Service
[ C]. Conference Papers—International Communication
Association, 2004(1).

[17] Lim, J. A Cross-Lagged Analysis of Agenda Setting among
Online News Media[ J].Journalism & Mass Communication
Quarterly, 2006,83(2) ,:298-312.

[18] Lim, J. Microlevel Agenda-Setting Effects of News Sites
[ C]. Conference Papers—International Communication
Association, 2007(1).

[19] Liu, C. Readership gains show Sing Tao made the right
move[ J]. Media: Asia’s Media & Marketing Newspaper,
2003(18).

[20] Liu, T., &Ji, W. The Agenda Settings of New Media and
Traditional Media [ J ]. China Media Report Overseas,
2012,8(2) ; 43-53.

[21] Lopez-Escobar, E., LLamas, J., McCombs, M. E., &
Lennon, F. Two levels of agenda among advertising and
news in the 1995 Spanish elections[ J]. Political Commu-
nication, 1998,15(2) :225.

[22] Martin, J. Agenda setting online ; Interaction of newspaper
content and user feedback[ C]. Conference Papers—Inter-
national Communication Association, 2009 ;1-33.

[23] McCombs, M. E., & Shaw, D. L. The agenda-setting
function of the mass Media [ J ]. Public Opinion,
Quarterly, 1972(36) . 176-187.

[24] McCombs, M. E. Setting the agenda; The mass media and
public opinion[ M]. Cambridge, UK Polity Press. 2004.

115



FRIAKFFRAELHFMR)

£32%

[25]

[26]

[27]

(28]

[29]

[30]

[31]

[32]

[33]

McCombs, M. E., & Shaw, D. L. The evolution of
agenda-setting research: Twenty-five years in the market-
place of ideas[ J]. Journal of Communication, 1993(43) .
58-67.

Mikami, S., Takeshita, T., Nakada, M., & Kawabata, M.
Media coverage and public awareness of environmental
issues in Japan [ J]. Gazette: International Journal For

Communication Studies, 1995,54(3), 209-226.

Park, C. Does Twitter motivate involvement in politics?
Tweeting, opinion leadership, and political engagement
[J]. Computers In Human Behavior, 2013,29(4) . 1641-
1648. doi:10.1016/j.chb.2013.01.044.

Protess, D., & McCombs, M. E. Agenda setting:
Readings on media, public opinion, and policymaking
[ M]. Hillsdale, NJ: Lawrence Earlbaum. 1991.

Roberts, M., & McCombs, M. E. Agenda Setting and Po-
litical Advertising: Origins of the News Agenda[ J]. Polit-
ical Communication, 1994 11(3) . 249-262.

Roberts, M., Wanta, W., &Dzwo, T. Agenda setting and
issue salience online[ J ].Communication Research, 2002,
29(4) .452.

Shoemaker, P. J., & Reese, S. Mediating the message:
Theories of influences on mass media content[ M ]. White
Plain, NY: Longman. 1996.

Siu, W. Source agenda setting: Intermedia influence in
the fodd safety scandal[ M |. Journal of Communications

Research, 2010,1(4) :355-381.

Sudhaman. A. Sing Tao garners 25pc readership rise after

[35]

[36]

[37]

[38]

revamp[ OL]. Media: Asia’s Media & Marketing News-
paper, 2004 ,6.

Turk, J. V. Information subsidies and media content; A
study of public relations influence on the news[J]. Jour-
nalism Monographs, 1986(100) : 1-29.

Wan, A., & Ma, D. The Possibility of SinaWeibo ( Mi-
croblog) As A Tool To Promote Civil Society Development
in China[ J]. Conference Papers—International Communi-
cation Association, 2012.1-21.

Weaver, D., & Elliott, S. N. Who sets the agenda for the
media? A study of local agenda-building[ J]. Journalism
Quarterly, 1985(62) .87-94.

Weaver, D., Graber, D., McCombs, M.E., &Eyal, C.
Media agenda setting in a presidential election: Issues,
images and interest[ M]. Westport, CT; Greenwood. 1981.
Whitney, C., & Becker, L. Keeping the gates for the
catekeepers: The effects of wire news [ J ]. Journalism
Quarterly, 1982(59) . 60-65.

Willnat, L., & Zhu, J. Newspaper coverage and public o-
pinion in Hong Kong: A time-series analysis of media
priming [ J ]. Political Communication, 1996, 13 (2):
231-246.

Yu, L., Asur, S., & Huberman, B. A. What trends in
Chinese social media[ C]. Presented in the 5" SNA-KDD
Workshop” 11 (SNA-KDD’ 11), August 21, 2011, San
Diego, CA, USA.

(RESRK:RER,E k)

The Interactivity of Intermedia Agenda Setting Effects between Microblog and Mass Media

Taking Chief Executive Election in Hong Kong of 2012 for Example

WANG Xiao

( Depantmeat of Media, Cognition and Communication, Univesrsity of Copenhagen, Denmark )

Abstract; Partly due to some operationalization obstacles, most of the empirical attempts in respect to microblog’ s agenda-setting
role ended up qualitatively in quest of quantitative support. Is microblog agenda simply performing as another form of public agenda or
deeply embedded in the agenda-building process of mass media? Regarding 2012 election of Chief Executive in Hong Kong as the focus
event, this study takes advantage of content analysis and cross-lagged correlation analysis to probe into the intermedia agenda-setting
flow between Sina Weibo and newspaper on both agenda-setting levels. Results showed that microblog and newspaper set agenda for the
counterpart alternately as the focus event progresses and moreover, when the campaign comes to its crescendo and climax, interactivity
and reciprocities between two sides become more intensive that they influence each other on both agenda-setting levels. In other words,
microblog agenda seems not only another online form of public agenda, but also fully capable of setting agenda for mass media.

Key words ; intermedia agenda setting; microblog agenda; newspaper agenda; chiefexecutive election in Hong Kong; cross-lagged

correlation analysis
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