MEAOAEDOE e X (E e S 557 o

— AT HE B A e
P 2% 53 W 2 491

W 4 3

M B AERARANEAESSHEARNERSE -—ERE-NEHS
W EA, TR ALY TR EFEAOHEXFRAZTERIN. K
XA KB R =B WA S F oA AL A Xl AT R @%
KoArREmRe it HELR. MERK G T HEARSSHFATE

B ARWAN AR TUAELEN AT RIERNES S,
KER-EHM LEidi: HXELH HAHENEER

Does Virtual Community Facilitate Online Community

Engagement? A Case Study of Online Social Network
CHEN Huashan

Abstract: There have been some intense debates over the issue of internet
technology and civic engagement. Concerns about whether internet reduces
face-to-face interaction and thus weakens community cohesion, or whether it
creates a new way of communication and community participation,or perhaps it
is simply a means of fulfillment, have generated a wide range of opinions.
However.few studies have dealt with the role of virtual community in social
engagement and how such participation is mobilized through social networks
within the virtual world. Based on a large quantity of data collected from one
online Property Owners’ Forum, this paper for the first time attempts to apply
the perspective of social network analysis to examine the issue. The
methodology adopted here is the ERGM model, suitable for large scale data

analysis.
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This study views the discussion forum as a complex network of
relationships. The forum discussion boards are categorized into three groups of
community issues, leisure and hobby, and general topics. The study looks into
whether there are differences among the members of these three groups in
participation levels because of their preference of interests. The study results
show that the participants in leisure and hobby group have the lowest opening
level of online community engagement. The social networks formed through
online discussions have positive effect on community participation. The leisure
and hobby group also shows stronger intra group bonds andcohesion than the
general topics group, which makes it easier tomobilize members to engage in
community issues. By comparison, the loosely connected members of the
general topics group are less likely to be mobilized to involve in community
issues, a characteristic of what Putman called “passive consumption”. This
study shows that geo-spatial similarity also has effects on cross-community
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—HMRE=

D FIR O A HE R Dok TR Y R 5 R 2 1Y) O AR [R) A —
FLREFHE O W E B WS 2 — o — A 20 18 2 ¢ T B3k 9 4l
H5HSBUES S5 R R, AR AT, A R AL 18 A
ARCHE BE b el A8 1 e 2% i B2 R0 T R X BOYR 3 55 10 2 5 B2 E (Carey .,
1988) , B IGk [o) [R] A A1 I\ o EL AT S RE s . BRI IE A B — PR
FRALAT TR 1E 28 T 2 ABOE 1% 20 #9°F 5 (Mann, 1995)

LI P 5 2 R Ak 2 198 S At BSUR (A B 5 3 s R IR 55 el
FES AR KAt XA (19 56 R ST A L L 6 T B I I fiff TG R 2 5 5% )
BRI ST IR B WSS o A ALANIHG 7R 3K — T T A R 0 0 58 A5 3 G 45 R Al
ANISAATE] o A0 0 A SN AN RN 2 A5 A7 A 5 B 28 2500 A T )
#HH.7F J& (Boulianne , 2009) ,

THREF NN HE N BE S B 51 IR S8 Byh AN KRR A B A AAT]
N H T BRI B R AR S E T S A BB D I R AR M
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HI AR, B T BUA S 5 AT TR, AR Z R RS 54X H
45 FELYE 33 72 (Delli Carpini,2000;Barber, 2001 ; Krueger, 2002 ; Ward ,
et al .,2003; Weber, et al .,2003), 3€ %4 /K # (Rheingold, 1993)
IR HTHELNITIRHEMZ . TBSEZ S 53R EHRD,
AT WF ST IN N LI I BE A5 65 1 T 44 4k DX %) U i J86 ] DA o 14 k2>
WAL 45 5 (Wellman, 2001 ; Hampton and Wellman,2003),

X HLER AR S e 28 [ S 5 HE A B AR AR R
B o AN R PR [ 7 o AR 1 A A R o S A s A AR S 5 AR Y
Rl 22— BT HOR T B 0 s B AT B 22 ok B[R] AR 7RO 38 | O Rl
JE N A 216 3 5k 4tk & 2 5 09 B[] B IR (Putnam, 1995; 35 48 5
2011) . RV &M U1 vw L 58 N EE (2008) 45 Y B O oF B9 I BBk
W AR AT AR AR o 7E Tk Ak 9 AS A R T Ab i E R op A RS 2
A& 2% TEAE 8 N FE SO IO S 35 5 R A 00 A 3k 4 TG — KR A%
A g XoF 5 T 1 [0 17 o BB P S AR DR O A S BB I 1 32 R s A T Lk
FES RN Bl SEAT At s RIS B RS . EEEREE S IR
PR (NTIA) 2004 4F & A7 B 425 46 5 #4240 BRI Ao 3 1RO 58 [ 9
B A %R i 2 Y ELIBE Rl 55 (87.8% ) » Ho Wk My 7 i Rk 5515 B kG R
(76.5% ), HEE B AE B o0 & A 2014 AFrb E B W 45k AR
BUGETT S DAL 75 s v ) P IR Al P 4 e v ) T IR ) 55 A BRI ) e A
(89.3% ), HiYk M ER 5 4%(80.3%) . ANk, i Fpfig B b Tl = 52
UE 23 BT A0 B 2 1 32 4 SCRE - A BB AR 47 T BRI T 19 75 3

B 22 Ah 38 A 5 = 2T TA Sy o I O G g S S e AR B gk i 1)
F ol IE E SN 32 51 3 1) i F # (Bimber, 1999 ; Bonfadelli, 2002
Krueger,2002;DiMaggio. et al .,2004), XUcHF5548 . i T 5 15 W
RoEA T AR B S A S 3 i 1 S R 9 5 =8 DL AT BUR 2 5 siAt
2 5 B IR T HR AL 1 B 23 X 35K S A Sk it A % 8 Bl IE AE N S A G
G B JE T B i ke 1, 22 JE B IR B AR AR e 5] . =R
(Bimber, 2001 i#F — 2L 48 o 15 B AR WU A B BEARIFE R R AR S
S0 &, 3 B (Norris, 2000) 89 BF 98 32 358 73X Fl0WL A5, fl &
B, I B 1 o R B 22 A O R Ak BOTR R 1 2 5 AR AR i 5X B
RS 5EMARXA TR, #4E W (Davis, 1998) 1Ak, 1 ROR 2
AAMAELHME I UIRET RS, SIEENENES 58 A4 &L
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M) FEAZ 25 N XI5 BB ) B B 3 A EL R A A ok
P b AT N [ A 2 0 A A A B 9 JR L ) AS P %5 (Hill and
Hughes.1999) . 7 4b . i& 75 & 45 1Y J2 38 3 £ R F Be vl DL 8 {5 5 F
SRR FH P X PN I R A A AT R B Az I R 2%
B A B AT S 3082 Bk L4 kR 23 43 5 (Shapiro, 1999) .

FE T I =R B X HIC 5 A R S 5 00 A R AR R, NS R
R A =2 S S RIS T LS IR AR R IX . B ATHERIA e L
E DO 47 3 3 188 A 8 BRI AR A TS T R 2 45 DL R 4R L B
THFRIB AR S5 ML 2 I TE AR 24T R . X AR IR 4B A
TG PRl o T Bk £ i G B TR AR

F M) % J¢ (Boulianne, 2009) Y 45 T 38 A~ FI| FH 4l A 1 2 250 408 43 bt
HXMERASARSE RBUAS 5 X RN EN . FeX i,
ARSHBBUAS 5 EMEHARF G XKWL, ML
NI 243538 T B il 5 A ABE A T 46 K 22 BRI 5 A HL A Sk — A
7k 7% (exposure) 48 1 F 14 - il U, 2 45 2 BI04 R 2 L Aol A I
1B K % (Gibson.s et al . ,2000), P4 K BF {fi B (1 ) 4% R 45 2%
(Wellman, et al ., 2001;Moy. et al .,2005), XF#4bFSLFR I 2AL
G A 2 TR £ ) S o s R BB IR0 P A A [) 288 2R I A 2 fh S A
AR AR A T o AR EOE AR AT B AS TR A TR BIF S A A Y
0K o 1 FH 7 A e, 45 S A ] 5 45 J0LAF 5 1) 445 18 22 TR0 R T o 2 gl 7E T
B o SRS 3 DR SRS ) £y X B I 2 T A RS 5K
L HEAT T R RS A0 16 53 AT o ALK o o0 A7 W0 A1 58 42 40 35 T LB AR Sk 1
PR DX e . S L e BB R A R B RSB IR ATk E T
U IR — A B U X B 7 T (Rheingold, 1993) , B T 1 H — /N1t
I RAEA RS 51800 5 2 51 DR =2 4 . B 9 [m] B 3E 2 — A B
Sl AL 25 0 25 IR L 38 3 F K 2 1 2# AL X R 2 5 30 5 2h 5
PR R o AORE B D A Sy — > 2 1 AR kR 4 R T I R R R
PURE 2 X 4 S e R AL s B AT s E AR S S 5 8. 4t
I P e A AT AN AN S 0 B 5 0 G R T 1 Al R DG IR A m A L
R B G0 BIF T Xt G A g 40U DX e i 2 HC A R Y 5S4 5 B
fib N B A B R T AL &2 52,

AR o DA 25 I 45 A B o a3k 7 T AT R 0 Sk S 2 e L
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Fi /8 & (Wellman . 2001) Jg& H bl Sy 20 B0AY 5C HE M 23 B8 AR AL 2 )
MBS EEMEH S ARS 505 E . RE W, K0 aF5E
A2 o O 6 32 17 R S B ASE A5 ] 42 T Be R AT 4] G vl 5 S A BB
Z N\ % (Quan-Haase, et al .,2002),

AT I AR SOHE A A I ) A 23 I 4% 43 B AL AR R PR T BB Y
B X 5 A RS 5005CR I RBE X LR IE B At S7 0 3 4
PR AH L A R

—HRRITESNHIE

[ 20 t2d R DLk Bl & 3R Ak 15 2 R % o bR RN 2 R L Ak
B B A EAT S DAZIN X R SRR A 2B 18 b B KRR 5 37, 1l A — bk
F) B IR O G2 VG 5 L % ) EL G A SR DA S A ARG . E BRI
B3R X S 5 72 A T g B AL O X 4k XA B = A R, Hige
BB G2 o b T2 98 2 A X0 3y AN AN A . 3 248 A 1) 7 B 4 b AR S
201045 52,2010 85 5 51 5, 2011) , [7] Hef 1 kg Jhy 3k 23 4k X 3 3L 1) o 2 201 g
B4y (RE 5 9€,2012) P FAEAE X | R H 8 38 B3l i I 2 5 0 2k
55 VB4R 0P RN 25 15 2l T 408 B B B RN A A X AR 55 46 O T &
PEE AR . 5 — B TR P Il 5 g 3 AR Ll B ig s
PRIy LR ) b B 0 AL 24 B, ol 5 AR KT [ £ DA KR 1 N B B T
By, R I e EL A I B R 0L R B B i S AR . AN S B, ST P
P35 A L b FE 183 Y BE 44 PERRAE A R KHI 55 0l F it dx bR AE i
D] bt R X B | A7 28 2 iR AR X T

AWFFERG A—A N B IR Z R PIA RL DAA A I 1 4317 £ B 4
X H PS5 ERG XT SR B XL S 5 KIS m R &
5 BT E N R 2 BOCHE A S s gl AR o A i B AN ] A
FEORTEME B 1 B8 X2 5 500 B E R0 LI A

Y5 A R X TARS 51X — @ &1 FLE A 75— & 57
B A AN TR AR W 500 43 T 0 s B0 s P Ty SR AT ] TR RS 5 43 R
#AZH5MEERALSS, BB 5ERARS SR EMTEY
BLAEER LS 5NEES S — R E X E 5% IRIE XML FEEAR S
% AR S 5 BRI E et X5 R IEAT O IR S5 T A1 2 2 A A
(Park and Perry.2008)., MAT3h FokiG. A RZS5 a4 B2
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H5MATshS 5. 2 HE 0 A BRI 43 AT 43 S ) SORURe SCTH il B
Wl )7 SRR MR A RS 5248 2 R i 2 LR f s RA LA
60— P0G 3 R LEUE 2 5 & O Ry viiz it a . B SO m) ) 32 2L
TR A RS 5 BUM 5 e A IR R § EEE 2 517 o (R
2009 ; /NI AREL,2013) . ASCR AR IR A RZ 5 Kk
Fitts B R AW I £ ORI 2 A AR IS A DCTTIE I 2 5
WO, 2 W0 98 S5 00 SOB R A 5 R 1k P PR AR SO g i 2 5 UHE 4k 1
HIE S5, LEEMEE TNiTat=2,.

(=) 3 R R

AR SO BB K 3R B0k A X R e R DL IX/ i —
Pl /N DR 1) 25 46 N7 IR 30 R AR R B S R B LA 2 SR e R,
WIE M 200 A AT I RRBRE . 2 20 000 44 FEME 4 61 . ARBFIEgE T %
W 7E 10 25 Y 889 44 25 i S H it 2 5 1 K 249 30 000 A1+ 38,
B & Il S 80 65 000 224~ 1 i I 18] B iz 3 7 8 (2009 48) 2
2012 4F, TEARFE BRGNS I 54T 28080 #8 B — 1> 30 000 < 889 fry
YRS BIXURE (two mode) 9 Z8 Bl . 2 B Y B — AT AR R A Al
FR IR BT N I BUE R s FE T P TER A 8
Z 5 ERIBEED o S T X AN R BUE HE W, 28 R 2 T4
Pk G432 ” (Latent Dirichlet Allocation, T f& #% & LDA) (¥ 3= B 1 ( topic
modeD) (Blei, et al., 2003) X%} JJr A ¥ N 728 247 SCA R 53 Hr .« IX 43 th
— MU A X S 5B ARG BUE bR YRR B — 2R o = A
R A S B ) B s LA

(ZOMBEMBL 5 ML X 22 E

T EL SR LI 10 £ B HE AR B L T T XU 9 4 R L TR 2
2 EWELHN—DEMIK (A, E, D, b —ADEERRSH n M1
WEMEGA=a . a;, 0,5 —MERREA m ADHSFM
(B A s HLOMES(E=e,.e;,,e,) ., XN ESET—
MR RRUSA X E)EEREkR, 1731 o BF e, WS 5H
B B4 Cas e €1, ABLMEEIE T n < m B P kFoR, H
qjagﬂ()b,:e@ﬂéf Elﬂﬂp;,- = Va%:ml,‘apu =0, Y4 E RKREMISHA
B, T2 OUURE IO Sk Sy SR T I B B ), A B A% (Breiger, 1974)
AR o RUASE () 2% 5040 A A — AR 28 09 45 0 XU PR AR AR B B B &

+ 106 -



HE AL X2 R AL KR S 57

& ZRB R, A F A Z R R, W2l bR T
F5E W 25 B D Z ) S A5 A7 T W 280G ZR Z A0l i XA A A R g 2R AL
FRATTIE T BE 23 & A 7] 0 2 5 JE A S X S 1 2 5 4

X USSR 28 B 0 i T TE 2 FOPR A e — B e T B, S
(Freeman,2003) W45 T 21 F & X RUBE B8 169 0 A7 5 ik, Hop 4 R 2
BOR IR 2R A — R T o MR A 5. IR JLAR
b2 I 25 1HF 5% B4 AH O SCHR - 4 X U 0 4% 5503 B9 43 B =X DK g 43
Br A =B o b 32 X PR 7 AT AR B T R R AL B R AR R T .
FERT /INEAA T AT 000 24 40 2 B 5 X b7 43 T A 3 B 43 40 A B A — o | U
P HL 48 R 2 80 ge v B 4 B B0 09 4k B R A B T DU R i
W26 254 (B BE R FEARRLE 8 K B TR T3 ExELL S 4k i L
o Xk DLAR 4l — 4E 4548 3R AT BOWL %

P 571 80 4R [5] U5 4% %Y ( graphical least absolute shrinkage and
selection operator, & #% glasso) ¥ 47 2k 7F JE K AF 5% i 479 = S5 S 3k A
18 Z W F (Meinshausen and Biithlmann, 2006 ; Schmidt, et al .,2007;
Wainwright, et al .,2006;Friedman, et al .,2008,2010), fH T glasso
AR A Ak 2 2 0TI 94) 107 T 2 5 L » 28 35 A AU 2 4

e n X p JEFEX v, n S WLIEL, p AR RBGAINR X A ZITIES
3 AT B BENLAS £, BD

X = (X, 2. X,) ~ N3
WERB B 5 2205 B = A TE 2 JE R I8 2 3 A 0 4% A1 RS 235 ) v v
WA g = (D E)RFRR, Hrh D= {1, ,p} R WEESL. M E
BT XT WHMES. fEEiEB A RERRIEA A, H b
A5 (vertex) R A &, 1 (edge) AR B — X 28 & 9 SRR &R .
FEFE A H A AR ST X o = (X5 k€T {a, b)), 2 HAL
X, K TF X, BT AN X R (a0 R BIERES E .
XTFWRABEEES E iy H b sl 28 &, W) 2 R 5 7E 7 6 T A H A
AR I R SR ST AR P 7 25 BE s FRBUE 0 Fom . R, X
viEN D GG I T S VI ST SOl 2 R A /Gy B S R T € S
(neighborhood selection) , H: 5 i gt f& W J7 2 PR a0, “4F L se 47
B E X FAER v A L1 d W X 43 B4k A AR 5 T ASD Y
AR BIXTFHESG T i —P ke, a€ Do MABEARESH
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Xoe, T SBEEPEHIREIE X, MR T{a) i — /T8l
PR T LR X e, » Xo SIS T A HABAS &80 L & i, 4B
TEAET AT DA% A A A o B (8] 05 [o) TSR A . 78— MG B0 T 5 R F e KA
SRIERAG T Ty 256 B (AR “KE EFLMED S 1 H S Ran X &R
P 5 22 50 B & v 0 X B 1 A R IR AT -
logdet® — trace (S @) (D
Hfreo=3", A1 mXeBERRMtiteo=5",
O S MAHXRBAWNT LR
Oijlti,jy — «/a(j):TJ,

X T4 2 P 28 B0 H SR U Y i I AH OC RBUE TR KT 0 B, 3%
718 JIE R RN 8 TR A X 28 5 0 2 TR AEHE 286 06 35 S22 s TS A7 7 T 488 G
Foo PRI AR L DU B X, FT A 00 B R A 1 I 4% O R I o L R AE
LR b, o] Ay 8 — NG ) AR 4% Cundirected weighted network) ,

X Tt 23 P28 B L A T A FEAS R AE 5 45 4% 48 0 813 5 vk T ik B
XX B AS B — BT . B R e S A B A R
AT B D A PR R IS 2 22 8 p R T WMIE n, TEUIE
TGOS &S W Iy 25 S & s A e IR AN AT, T e kAl i @
M, B p~n JFH S AN FHER. 0 MR KRR M RS T
R 2B MR R . R B E . R R B R 1 A2 I 4%
B R B AR B 0 W FEERZME N 0 MILE.
M A 1 e R EIE 0 —BOREAFEAEIE N 0 K.

U LA R o GE T 257 G 4T X o 2 s i B 2 1 T AR itk 52 Ko
e 3€ J¢ (Tibshirani, 1996) #2 H &Y 51 1) #% 7] 19 ¥ (least absolute
shrinkage and selection operator. fiij # lasso) 18 F| 4 vz v H » I 4% He
fls i 5% 30— 259 ' A 5] A B B (Meinshausen and Bithlmann,2006) .
Hrgog A8 T 5l A=A HER I S8 A @ Xk e iy i,
A RBRE .0 W—EInRIEMETE. JFH MY p =n i,
AR RE S K g, R R AT

maximizeg{log det® — trace(S®) —A || O ||}
O RaRW T WS O Ly W R 466 0 1A
JUER MY A XAER M. B X [R5 A, 22 43 2% Rl A7 i & (Meinshausen and
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Bithlmann,2006) 4 it} — i LAY SR A 325 « AT 51 % AL A5 p i 5r —
F 51 lasso LAY, B YO — AR AR AR 6 HA B A7 728 5 2 ARl
A, DUCORAG T — R g B A, 285 @ xf j A RIHRECA R 0,
BCH Rk AR G ORI R BRSO W B Al T A 3 P O 25 50
PRI XS RICER 25 AN 00 X Wk 8 “ sl i ) (OR Rule) . [A] 2,
LAl SR BN CAND Rule) o flfITIER] %07 kvl 43 8) =1 ERYAE
FILREAR BT AL T,

(Z) % WG RESHAA

R T 75 5 I ) SRR A TR AN R e T SRR ) R R M T A D A X
Z: 55 0 B B B AR L AR SOy 43 A K SR H 22 F PR 00+ 25 I 4% 0 A A A
W21 2 ORI N S R R AR SRR — R EA 2%, AR
2S00 1) ) 28 A AR . B2 T ) &% 1Y 45 A4 AN ) BB (Padgett and Ansell,
1993;Szell, et al .,2010),

BATEERBELIZAM FAEX 0B =il .4 X 25
WS R G WU A — e 08, 4t X2 5308 & 48 H P L £t
I 5M A 54 CR W IR S A IX 55 it KR K iE
FEARMTEM 7 BB ERH P S50 A 51 E %ETE )
AH G B - o 451 A0 iR U5 RS L IR AR B AR AR TRk A A IR S U
B I DU 4 3R 05 Sl — M e B, A SR DL A X 2 5 R A
TR 28 41 X 2 5, L8R S D06 Ry AT 68 3 38 09 5 AR PR CELE M)
2. — M e B8 S8 B b A 5 A S S R 3R s AT R B 3B Y Y
o ) B — R S A TS B . O XAy =2 B, FRATTAR DL A
S =AM R L S AR A e R4 B X R SO AR 26
H bR A SCR B T W 2k IR 40 i 7 9 35 U A (Bled, et al . ,2003)
XF P A T A BT SCAR R . LDA B RS T T W B Y A B
AR, LR — Pl A PR AL 7E AR SCRY B R b, BE R 100 A
R B A 5 T AR BT AR AR B S R MR L S A X S5
Yol IR 55 RSB 32805 51 0 2 5 3080 5 52 00 IO I 4 i
FH O 1 F2 06 I Ry 2 15080, FL At 32 805 91 g A AV A — e IR
HR AR T AR AT 1 J2 0 — SO 7 A S0 B 3 IR0 A I dm 5 O 2L W AR
S BRSBTS

ARk, 56 T A % 19 F5 BB AL 1] 455 Y (exponential random graph
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model, & # ERGM ##41) K& H i A T8 2 Kk J&., 75 ERGM # A, 7
TN Z IR B P 45 56 R B X BULEE R R LT Logistic [al 5 (1) 45 %X
JER (Anderson, et al .,1999;Goodreau, 2007 ; Goodreau, et al. ,2008) .
logit(P(Y, =11Y)) =0A(g(y),

Hrp, Y, BAT30E @ A Z A W20 &R, YO J& M 2% 1 R 3 41,
OACg(y); S Y AR BT S e M 26 et i g () BB fL, 5
B0 RAER RE LT SR 0 SRR I 4% O FR BT B | R X I %
THEARE 1AL 2 R 268 5C BRI AT EOLRR 07, SEgn it
FEAIATA] , ERGM A5 HY (14 PR S 1 AN I BN Ja P A8 da T A — % 5 2R 19 — gk
il )@ e As i . 7E ERGM B 8 v, w3 1) I 28 S 1 e A 45 — Fp 288 . BE T
W28 T B PE R Ge it i R T OCR B PE A SE T i A T I 8 AL Bl B 41
USRS . WS W X RS B ge it i T R AR S S it
BERURN A5 0 K ERGM BE AL T RE08 51 A P8 5 25 88X R AR 1 i 3%
NEZ AN EREG I AW 2% GE . AT BE 8 73 #7 AN [ $4 Jot G 2% I 4% 22 (1] 1Y
BN . A R 82314 StatNet SR A% A (Handcock, et al . ,2008)

HETHTR AT TS AR R E PR RO AT .

AR Al T ) A RIS AT A P A B P AT 3 3 =2 R A A R
U ITIE R R 5 HEBAAEM X S 50BN & R LGB M
KR FR R 1. D WER PN T 3 3 Z 18] 7775 R G 508 3 18 0C & L B
ZAAT Z AR AE A X 2 5 BB 18 ¢ 2R A 3008 T 40 B Z RN AR 7
BRI IE R R AT A (RIX 1.2).,

HR A8 ELHR P SRR 2 38 00 i FRATTER B A SR P A7 B0 38 A7 A R
G B — M B A 8 OC R IR A AT Z R AR A X S 5 108 T S
KRR S TRAAM B CRNITaE (R 2. D, FEMRK
N A5 HAT Bl T R G S ) B AR ISR ) e g s B G AR A X
Z 5 PGE M S R 2 (i 2.2).,

AR 4 6 8 P i Al UL A 0 R LA A Tk To i G e
D 38 2 — M OB ) L A7 B B Z A1 O R BN S XA X 2 5
RIS P I8 06 F 7 AR GE i B RO (B 3. 1) s X T AR B A R
Z 51780 F kUt A B M B — A DAV B bR RS ] BR Y K H S e
77 B LR M R (S 517 ) 540 4 W 4% o OF B2 0T fig
4R W 0D 1A 35 RO (fBEsE 3.2
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MEAUAE DR RIS A XL 2 5 7

= HESER

(=) 283z W 6 W & 45 4E
1 1 X A = AN B R AT glasso B L A5 F 3 AN AH & R B S .
FATTAE I 200 AH OC R B 3 55 R T KT 0 e R 4wy 1,
P IR A 3 AN TG 1] I 45, B IX 2 5 008 I 4% L 2% UBHE )
S — S 2%, 1% 3 RIS AR IE S L 1,
FLEAWHARRMEMBELR

HME RME f/ME i 2%

— R A

LR 70.9 1738 10 22 119

Tk R 79.9 1982 10 32 627
Z 508 K

EED A 21.40 425 1 1695.6

Tk R 0.24 40 0 4.6
MR BT IS 9

KR 13.81 367 1 844

KK F 8.04 612 0 1032

T WEM B 5 THe N Z A R KA. R T glasso fliTHik#s
TP 2 3 R BE CR R L Rk, WAMERZ R B R, 3/ Z IR
b B0 . E— B OB W S A AEAT ] 26 &R A 5
BEEL AU EXRZAP W FA R R A FESRITRELE R EE
ANIEAEAT T 56 R P I3 R b Bt s & T A 20— B X R
B P (79.9:70.9) . XEWRE FEXADTHEM B, A P 2Z 8 T b F
RN 2 DI 248 22 3K 3 /A0 R AT 0 T R % 1 I 4% B By L AL
MELIIE G [ 0 18 28R . TR 2 5 1R 8 I R0 % U e R
Uk, FEREAS I, F P R EE A G AR A 2 4 T sl AR B %
TOMZE 5 T AL [R] (43 18 7R B A8 T8 56 2 T 2 [0 19 7 249 % s 4
HIAAERRMZERGELE D,

N T TS AT REAE IS 45 BB 22 18] A & s 0L FRATT A R — i
BHE MG T RA KW 1d 76 BB 2 8] 5 & 80, IR0 BB & 1
BE SR A AR A 2 18 A o 327 1 45 IR B i SR g L (L3R 2D,
A 8 8, 8 1% BE T R - M ) B A3 0, R 2 SRR B AR
T2 PMEKRT 3 MACHE 4 TR AL AMEI R E . A T
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FEHREL/DN T 1o g vl WL 76k 298 1 5 B A o5 5 S R A 1 0L 41
DX 268 DR 2 BT AR T i s 4 g B v A R A DR B BRIV X
BN DX TR BLAT 5 2L WL /N XN SR AR B RRAE . SR 3 =AY
FET T8 ) ) BEA FRAE DR T — BSOS ) A O 28 45 38 de sy » R 5 DU
TR P 4 G R 25 B R AR 76 B3 (modularity) | #F5OR A0 B 55 48
PR B XA AEAR T AN R AR AL . X I L AR = A BOBT I8 R H [a] A7 7R 4K
AN — B P 285 254 BLAT AN [ 1R SR R AR 0 o R Gk BB I T 1) 4
AR A — B8 B 1/4 Fe A7 (BB BE AR 20 o e i — il
RETFIE R o 46 AR R BE i 3R T 5 BE A PN O R RSB 2 AR T RE AR
[ 5 28 12 S A e o ML R B R SR OB L iR 22
3K U T R R DS 3 ) T R AR/ P IS 3R A 2 v 5 ) o 1 2
Ko M2 5 UREFE R EA = A1 18 9 b i AR A R B B2 {1 L R iR A 1
FERO &) 8 XK E FEA XS 5 U0 b BT R L 5 i)
WA AR IR A 9B L A SR BRAE FEAS R b 5 5 2 Ml /b X
T AR XS G BS80SO I8 R 22 8] B A5G R
oy 618 X LA U, 75 X P 18 R S B LA
S X R WAEA R BSOS ) 2 5 EAF AR BRI X B
R2:MEFHEHEREARE

ERiE ] I i K TR il i %
1 3.721 234 19 0.708 127
2 1.081 887 20 0.455 3091
3 0.597 5 409 21 0.000 265
4 3.569 193 22 0.305 319
6 1.770 283 28 1.385 1675
8 1.435 1272 29 0.738 371
9 2.640 217 31 0.385 317
10 3.185 771 33 0.000 1895
11 0.397 3424 36 0.015 470
12 1.379 2 807 37 1.702 88
13 1.583 329 39 0.017 2743
14 3.549 59 41 0.000 151
15 2.967 1118 42 0.000 420

EAKEFT HEST AR A LANERBERMN  MARLAE S L DR EE, RTE
W T THRSABBR IO TFEHALEATAR T, ML B 26 A~ F ML
AEHK BRTEHRTAERLAE S K,
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RIZAMWBHFIEMEXSH

s ke e e ek e TDJE RLIE L
TENCME BIE BORE TR msEc s LY T

— BB SR 889 2672 0.0068 0.903 40 59 6.01 31 37.2
Z5{EHEM 889 1623 0.0041  0.696 13 33 3.65 23 18.9
B BUE IS 889 674 0.0017 0.819 27 69 1.52 16 7.9

EEARRB ST EP AEMY SO R R T ERMNF &R AT R 6B
R T AR M H R A B ik R A Ak B K H % (Fast Greedy Modularity
Optimization) .

(DOAR AL B W4 ¥ B &

1.ARLTENNE

FHP A /NDX . e B P R R B  ve  RRER B R S P
@ /N R AR i . AT I AR B DA 6% (nodemateh) A IE 25| A
BEAY, BIEAT B A T8 T ] — /N X U e X BB 1,z 2k 0,

N DX 3 2 ) 1) &R 2 1 BRI P i A 0 ol /) X i) g 2
BB O EOFE N i m PRI AR, X T IRk w s /N
BN Z ] P 5 H AR A P B SRR UE A N 0, BN —1 n
X WHLE, n AR AL,

— PSR I 18 R e B R P A — RIS 3 I v i A 1 4%
oL B I AR T A B M ) AR,

R 2 USRI 1 o rh O B2 2 FH P 7R R S LR 18 I o T A ) 4%
oL L IZAE AR T B M AR,

—FRASGE 18 I OC FR R % P TR — R S e W TP AR R AR
VE Rt M | AKSEAY 5[] 30, B0 2 TSI I 18 009 G FR R i — %o FH P 7 R 3L
BT R R AAAECR . XS EHGERE N 0. D n X n HHkE,

— PSR I DG 2R 5 B B — X P FE — M SO e I Y 56 &R
SREE A B PR I ABIRY, [R]E E S SUBU IS X DG 2R 5 B R — Xt
P AR ZSUE RS P O R R . XS s AR no X n FHFE,

FH P B 2 W D - A 45 FH P 7E — MBSO 18 L 2 5 3080 18 9 AN
R 2% SR 18 I o i e I R AR T R R PR ) AR,

2 AR5V AT BN ZmEE

A SO AL X S 5UUE TS LA T S AR A TSR ) ]
S5 2 5 WOE IR I B FE X 2R A 2 (L3R 5) A 441 X 3R DA M
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Do 2 R 22 AR AR 3CILER D)4 — A~ = e N 28 S it i, DLk S A R Y
iR 1k (degeneracy) , #5 #3B fb 2 35 VE S — B 4E B0 pE A A, B ik 2 W)
ERGM #4574 J6 1 Wk 3 WL 25 4 5 J5 0 v AE ok 72 . B 7 e KALSR Al 1
UL S A AN K AT RS FRATT T R R A A 4 AR R AR A R b
B — A~ H R 2 s AR i i R ) R SR ASE UL UL I K5 4l O S LA
ot i GE R RBR R 2 it & 6 il 8 =/ 5 R B
SN0 B s AT LR . A AR PR YOG ok B BcdE 5 I e 25 iR K
K MPAH AT BE A e IR AL IR 4

MAEAL 1 0] LU 5 0l /s DCAR ARV X A DX 2 5 B8 18 W 25 17
FEGE T i 2 0 IE 8O0, L B S A T P &R & T R — >l X AT
ZEEAHXZ 5188 R X EILR AR ZE WA E T W — 2k~
XA E 148, 4 R & 0.815, M/NX A HIEE K F , H Xt
BULRAGE Ny —0.27, 3% R W]/ X Py 38 20 A W H P Z [RDE
B8 06 2R YRR SR X R A get B . B AL A L
R, A 1 AEAE—E RN Z . 34 T H P @ /N IXAE Sy — A
ArABCH B R W00 A8 it B 0 SR AR KU AR 2 R
B3 rp FRATTAR B /N X W B B A A A X R R AR

R4:B5WIMEHXEIEE ERG ZESH it E(FE 1)

FHAE PR iR sig.

[0 4% %% i (edges) -38.09 184.413 8.36e-01
JE 75 [/ X (nodematch. fid) 1.48 0.283 1.85e — 07 *
7N X ) B B (edgecov. tie_geo_In) -0.27 0.033 1.69e — 16
AIC 59 949

BIC 60 798

Null Deviance 547 193

Residual Deviance 59 793

E:1.BEFMHAKF .« p<0.05, xx p<<0.01, xxx p<<0.001;
RS PN S S SRS ) IS L IC LY T PN-SEY S Ay
18] & 1 (nodematch) . 81 T £ 31 K % . 3K R AE P M,
EERTEZ AZEEULANE SR Z G NMERSHE R LA B
B2 WA MRCRIE TR 1, o TG ALR AL B8 3 5] A LA in A
i FEZ 4 4 (geometrically weighted edgewise shared partner, GWESP) [
SRR H IR = ool AR DLk B 5 47 (9 A2 4@ 1 (Snijders, et al .,
2006; Hunter, 2007) . @ i WA A 2 FOAC AL 3 /] LA L, 7E 51 A
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GWESP 21 2 J5 A U G 8 b A T AL 2, 3 — 2Pl i 100 AR 4
AL A D0 32 G 0t 28 PR ASE AR 3 2 o Ry R f A 78 (&1 1) MBS ) ik
FREF A 2 TR 3 Z [MI7E REU A XS LIS A 25 5 HARTAERR
AR T 225 . L, JE T A e S TR 3 R,

FERLR 5] A £ 5 0 45 45 40 2 5, IR AE A AL 3 (Al 1145 SR T LU B
) RGBT I8 56 RS 5 WS 5C R A RN R S . BN T R 8K
R 30 B GE it S . X R B AR R R AR R 1.2 15
B SCHE RIS —AS P LR 2 A S B T H e 5 AR Z
HZMAENHELELR,

1T FRATT GG S 475 58 W] LU B B8 22 0 S e 106 I 24 R AR . 1
e, —EUEHE X R 5B 5 IUEHE % R Z MAF RS W3 0 IE 5L
B o HUR R ZESUTHE R 56 2R B DL BOER % U0 8 R HR 0 BE X
MER S Z H5IGEHE X R WA EM SRR, XERE. 1
FH P A i L4 DX e BT ST A AL 3SR R, OC R AR B, BT, Y
2 51z H P A AR TR AL X S 50 2 [l il SR A
KA WA TR AKX S SR, WL B 2.2 g F L
Fio W0 P G R, — M SOE T 18 I s B R — i OB I8 O &R o
£S5 2 500 TS 06 F 22 8] 1 8O0 Al A0 e . — 41T BRI R R
S 38 1 — BSOS BT BB A 58 56 2R 7R TR B IG TR 2 L
R o AU, — B SRS 18 I 4 P 22 R A A 2 SRR DL R Bl B
A8 1 B T 5 i LA R R ) R G BB IS W . BRI T
B SR s — RIS I8 095G 3R 19 22 B00A 1 AH B A G il 32 B0k B s 1 B R
(4.33) , Rl 422 I — Mt S0 18 I ety B 19 i KA 133 L B TS v HE T
AR (—0.06x31+4.33=2.47),

RS o RO R R B AR R U R R 3.1 AR B S HE BN
PR 3 A 45 S LUE B 2 51308 HE N & bR 5 2 5 3UETHE M
REAFAEIERON . WHZR YL S 5 UOE R M b, & i 5 1 M
O P AR B 2 G . X R B BUEL W P E 2 5 e L AR 1T Rg
LRI W ) HAR . FEASBIEFE L FRATT i T ¥ T SR 2k
FORBW NS 508 I H P R s RS E S 54 .1
FERERPRRE b A5 SR o R 3.2,
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R5:S5WEMERINEZR ERMG ERSHHiHE

FE 2 iR 3
REC bRuER sig. REC bRMER sig.

[ 2% %% Fi£ (edges) -5.720 0.073 0.00e+00** —6.491 0.071 0.00e+ 00 ***
JNIX B PR B -0.118 0.008 3.06e—44** —-0.056 0.007 5.67e—17*
(edgecov. tie_geo_In)
R 2% R ) O R -0.952 0.204 3.1le-06"** -1.315 0.212 5.9le— 10"
(edgecov. tie_hobby)
— PRI ) G 7 6.254 0.093  0.00e+00*>  4.912 0.087 0.00e+ 00 **
(edgecov. tie_gen)
R 2% U 5 R R 1.981 0.753 8.46e — 03 * 3.393 0.835 4.80e— 05
(edgecov. pcm_hobby)
— BB M RS E - 7.987 0.729  6.38e—28%* —9.358 0.638 1.09e- 48
(edgecov. pcm_gen)
R 25 U ) s 0.024 0.007  3.90e—04**  0.034 0.006 1.72e- 09
(nodecov. degree_hobby)
— R s BE -0.041 0.004 7.96e— 25+ —0.070 0.003 6.21e— 100 ***
(nodecov. degree_gen)
— B S ) 2 0.001 0.000 2.54e=04** 0.000 0.000 3.79e-02*
(nodecov. nump_gen)
Zx 5 % s 8 0.007 0.000 8.35e—-43**  0.004 0.000 3.5le— 56+
(nodecov. nump_partcpt)
R % VLA ) K i -0.001 0.001  2.59e-01  —0.001 0.001 5.13e-01
(nodecov. nump_hobby)
gwesp(0 =0.35) 2.165 0.053 0.00e+ 00"
AIC 11 902 9 935
BIC 12 022 10 066
Null Deviance 547 193 547 193
Residual Deviance 11 880 9911

E R FHARF . «p<0.05,

%% p<<0.01, xxx p<<0.001,

0.4
03F
0.2
0.1+

proportion of nodes

TT Tttt

0.7
0.6
0.5
0.4
031
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0.1

O—MO—H—O—I

I

degree

10 12 14 16 18 20 22 24 26

I 3

5 7 9 11 13 15
minimum geodesic distance

17 NR

proportion of edges
(=]
o
T

2 3
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LT
4 56 7 8 9101112
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B 1B 3 NARERR
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L5 LTI S FEAR YRS A0 23 A AR R v = A fiff R e A2 R BB e 2 A
IS RPIESE o AR IRATIE S 5 R G OB 8 R — R 1 9 7 i
FH P e 3R T 1 T e ) 46 v e B0 8 4 TP A 3 T A TR 3 4
F18 P JEE R A 5 DO T g A0 S D A P R P e A R B Bl B e A
BIZER . R P W) b, FRAT A B A T R R R AR
Bk I S S R AR N 32 SRR RIS . BAE
R — A0 ) EL IR A S S A v B X8 T AR A 0 A 58 O A R
2 K Z SR B RS0 AT 2 A T 2 B 25 SRR AT B B A 2 5 1Y
DR IE . PG AR SO B 3 B o A 25 2R B 22 3t 508 T HLER
P 2 RE IR B WA FRATTE S b R SR 3 O A — R LR s Y 1Y
ATl JG K B — e SUBE W P A 2 5 4 DX A L3 TR 20X
I8 I AE B 3 — P USGBU I8 9 56 A8 56 B LA K Hh o B2 1 8 s G2
MR RERR . IR O — BB S R T B4 T B3 3l A AU
JE B Ge At 23 P S 3 RO T Joe S 4 4L 52 o [R] B S — ol ) P A T 6K ) 9
ATy AR A 9 28 v i A ST B9 5C 280 R R 0 G A A T MR % LR
TS R B 5 i S A TR G OB L I 45 Bl 53 AR BE
A TG BGETHERM T .

M. & 51Tt

ARSCHRT T AT X AR [ BS54 X S 5318 W 5
Wi, BIFSE & B R LA DX A DAV A 4 R T B AT T AL Gt X
PR B ARTE — BT T o A DA X AP 6 I8 25 B0 S A X 4 3
o AEANTR R F 41 X N8 L 3038 W EL A B i - BER R A AR T RS
T AL FORLAL R R A AR IE S AR R T i A 5 U
B2 o ) e A X2 2R 55 ) SOBT, SRS 18 A 1R 4R v A A DX B
P 8 A T R R A A X R AT (E S 45 5 0 47 e B R S i
FL DX B 5 B (4 RRAE

A2 F P 11 09 2 43 BT 9 & A i 32 ) ERGML A5 , = il fige 156
TR AAT R T AR AFE o AN EO SRR L R ATTIA AR R
(G FECHE B 22 1 S5 T HL R SR IR A . FRATTRI D I A e R A
RTR]FH P e L A R0 46 B AN R AR R (H R 5 2 5 BRI B
WIHE X R G ES fTE B AL X sk B —Fh B B it &
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Ay X AREMAT S SR ME AR S 517 . X TSROk 3, X
Fofr Elg 306 PS8 71T T B ) 40 2t 55 At B AR LL AT e A T 5 B 1 1 Uk
R PRI S 3 FhORE T S R 00 R A% A 0 X 4k IX 2 5408 B A 15F 8 DT e B
RS 5B B RE ). AEAS SO B 38 6 SCAS 1 43 AT R
ST RARIF R R B AEE L T BT h, AT RN ERE
Bl Fie3n b, 526 1 2 28 B G i U B B SO I B B 2N B3 AT
s BRI S BB B RS T4k X A1 45 Fnak X 2 5 B V8 (A A 0 — 22 98 .

ARSI AE 7 AP I AIRE . 158 AT H EOUIAS 31
H B R e imi o8 B M I B T A THe %, B — @ ki L. XF
e A R A A T R 2 AR ok B AR R 0 A L1 dD e T2 11 d B
BT B, RIS A B oA R £ 0 >k F R [R] 4346 15, iR glasso A6
RIS — 204 J Sy e iR & IR AL s & glasso A7, ITITATY AT LAAE — 148
— M HTHESE T, 5 B AE [l — AR A o 22 P B 1) X 246 0 3% Gl & i Fn g™
Ji& VI i X A3 ) ISR B 38 T, A F 5 DA I 4% 22 TP 1 94 20 A
TR RE 23 28 S5 18 2Z TR 5200 G 2R T %) 28 Bt 25 W 28 40 By 118 FRL 4 53 By
WU G . M8 22 9 4 55 (Granovetter , 1973) 1Y “ 55 ¢ 2 7 & /S UG T
R RS T AR — A S BRI & . 7ESEBRAF S b BT
EC RN B U R )1 e <SP N 1 I 0 IRV S DG |3 11 o e T 3 e
P26 e AU AT Z2 R it i EL& 2 R0, 9045 5 B B 2% 3l )2
B A [ 4 B 2 18] AR 552 ) FUAE AR . AR SCiat BT o 22 48 19 20 B IR
1 TP I SR 00 X 45 448 ) 0 ) 4 AR 5

o BRI Y AR SR FH A ERGM B R RV (i FH A 2 5 Bt i 40 A
B AR — A E W T k. ERFSE X R A5 L AR ST A9l
FIRIR 5 WA 3540 LR /N P 1% BR BE L B AIG R I 2 (] 4
b /N DK R R Z 8] P T R R 22 S 95K AT RE GBI S 4 10 7 AR — SE )
PEL N (1B S v DG i o 7 N[ SR ow ) 5 1) R MR U | o N e € 1 W
TR, [ At BEoR X ERGM AR 78 JE 47 ke ik, 461 4n i 22 )2k ERGM A A4,
BE H AT XA S A AT & — SR B AT %5 (Wang., et al.,2013),

T 25 R T R AR SO R DA IS (8] 3l 285 14 £ BE Xk 3 108 W i AT 43
Mo FEBEAEARDFGE O3 X 43 A [R] S0 18 ) ) 26 ¢ 2R T 1 1 58

1. B £ HkiE 2 0 (Guo, et al..2011;Lotsi and Wit,2013; Danaher, et al .,2014),
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Jo o ARUASEHL 3B B 45 8 HRE 1A I AN ] B0 18 ) 22 ] 64 4 DG 4 L T
ANREREAT R A B o SEBR Ll o Ak X MR DT R B ST BB AT
A 3l A XS B L T R IR Y BOA TR it 2
BESRE 3 o DT AT O R 4004 DX A0 35 BR . ax LR PR 3K =2 ) A 1 2 A B2
FIAREL AR SRR . 1 N 225 BRI (2010) A BIF R AR 4 3] 13X — ko

TEAE 22 A8 I B2 b A TR A o X RO & o X T RLF P
SFRHE B MR IR UUR B A EE S R ERE R A
25 F5 TSGR TS I BT R B D REIE A o DI A% 4 1) 1 BE 4TS 98
ity 275 JEAR XS FROC AR B AT RE L IX W5 24 S5 ik — 20 St I i A
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