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to encourage members to post and discuss more.

Structure and Determinants of On — line Diffusion of Information: An

Empirical Study of Home — owners Forums

Huang Ronggui Zhang Taofu and Guiyong

The effect of new information and communication technologies ( ICT) on contentious
politics has been a vigorously debated topic and the structure and characteristics of on
— line information diffusion is a key to the understanding of Internet’s socio — political
implications. Using social network analysis technique this paper aims to reveal the
structure of on — line information diffusion network in the context of home — owners” re—
sistance. In this study the nodes of the diffusion network are 118 home — owners” on —
line forums and the arcs are defined by information diffusion among them. The results
of social network analysis reveal that only some nodes ( forums) play a prominent role
in information diffusion process. Furthermore the structural position in the information
diffusion process is mainly determined by communication features rather than sociologi—

cal features of these on — line forums.

An analysis of the dissemination characteristics of Chinese Internet “—

gate” in 2010

Zhang Mingzhang and Ran Hua

A detailed analysis of 188 Internet “— gate” cases in China in 2010 finds that: the
number of “— gate” declined in March by the wavy downward trend; And its occur—
rence center will gradually migrate to western regions; the protagonist is also more femi—
nine and young. The most prominent problem is that sex and pornography; The “other
communication” is the most important mode of transmission; The average amplification
effect is 2. 4 millions times and the west is greater. The paper attempts providing ref-

. 1 2”
erence to government management in Internet “ — gate ™.

The Difference between New and Traditional Network Buzzwords in

the Perspective of Semiotics

Huang Biyun

With the greater influence of the Internet and the increasing number of Internet users

the network buzzwords has further development as a unique variant of the lansign. In
particular as many social public events breaking out in recent years the network
buzzwords grows rapidly and launches a carnival collective on language. Both the
form and the meaning of the network buzzwords have significant new features. This
paper analyses the difference between the new and the traditional network buzzwords
in the perspective of semiotics and describes the symbolic derivative metaphor

periodicity and trends and significance of the network on semiotics.
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