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Abstract

Machine learning algorithms and social network Analysis methods are used to verify the three le-
vels of agenda setting in the early stage of “Chinese assistance” in COVID-19. Firstly, through the
media coverage and Baidu Index from March 1, 2020 to April 30, 2020, this paper preliminarily
analyzes the simple correlation between media coverage and public attention, and two conclu-
sions are obtained: the public’s attention to “Chinese assistance” is highly related to the amount of
media coverage, thus the first level of agenda setting is verified; in the contemporary media envi-
ronment, the best time lag period for media to affect the public has been shortened from 7 days to
the same day. Secondly, by using SVM model, the thoughts and attitudes contained in each media
news report and public comments are divided into positive and negative aspects, and then the
impact of media coverage on the subjective thoughts of public comments is analyzed. Through the
analysis, it is considered that the positive media coverage of “Chinese assistance” has led the pub-
lic to view Chinese assistance to foreign countries positively, thus the second level of agenda set-
ting is verified. Finally, through TextRank algorithm and social network analysis methods, the
media attribute matrix and public attribute matrix are constructed, and the correlation between
media coverage and public comments is analyzed. It is concluded that media coverage affects the
public’s cognitive network construction about the “Chinese assistance” event, thus the third level
of agenda setting is verified.
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1. 5|

1968 & UM E/R « ZPEUHT SRNTE « MR “DRERE” , ZERIERD FE HLIET T
TR TR, PWIRASE] TR, CEOHETEAR R SUR T 2 G . 20 HEZSHIY, PRBEE B RARR,
CRAABIRE IR TR BT, EE 20 48 40 B, EORZE. RIS REESE N BT AT
HCHRPCRIE” » RN KRB ERCR A RA . £ 15T, WEREHRRD, Wi,
BRI B, RIVBAAR AL BB B2 1] [2]. IS, MSEARRAIT . A RS ABRLL,
FGARRE R ERCR B 55, WER BB K RES, RAEEZEELROAR, TS =1RK:
FHRUERE . BRI EMM AR E. A2 FE B SOE URR © “BUHERE” ER KA
[3] [4], (HEMKBTERIINEBN B — BHFURIRAETEMT, Bi B 7 msk Z B2 o8 7 ™%
RLEVEIE, AR SR EER FAMLE 2 ST 2 R I MridoR o db NI T RRE R, JFLL “ A R AHORE
PARTEM A ARVF IR I SCAABT TR R, SRIGIE “WRERE” =R 1) AR BRI RIERE S
ARATT P2 Ak PO 58 48X 3K 8 SR (1) S P A 75 R BEAHI IR 7 2) RARTEAAR A2 15t 5 o 38 2 At 13 J 128 ) 1)
Wr? 3) GEARBE TS E 2 AR A [F] (45 S0 R AR, MR O OB R A R 2% 7 T2 AT TR AT
RAEII M AL SEFRAE 73 A R IR S — SRR, FHMLER 22 21 TR IR IESE — /R IK[5] [6] [7] [8], HIAL= R4y

DOI: 10.12677/hjdm.2022.124034 369 EAETaE rati]


https://doi.org/10.12677/hjdm.2022.124034
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

E

WTTERBAESE =2k, 476 DL ETNERATE R W IR T 7 RO, 3k 7 W ®RE” =1
JEUK[9] [10].
2. EAXHNR

SCE A R B SRS A ) SRR R R FE AR TR 4 X S BRI AR, DL BRI B AP B
2.1. Word2vec $5#!

Word2vec #2365 B K RHE F (Tomas Mikolov)7E 2013 E42 HHI[11], 1E# ) H bn & Wi &S
RIS B AL 2l [a) B, HLAA] 58] 2 (8] RV SORIBAR B2 ] LLd 1) & i R 52 %R . 1831 Word2vec
A3 3] {14 ] [ 3 A D LAt b 2 X 45 (1 A N R FH TE — 6 ARG B A3 AT 55 o AR SR Word2vec 57
P UEARAR TE FA A AR VTR 1 S 047 B 24k

22. XFHEEN

SCRFIA S HL(Support Vector Machine) /& Cortes Fl Vapnik T 1995 “E42 Hf[12], BEMRU/INEA . HE
AN L AR R PRI VR 2 R A B0 %S, JRREREHET B 3 ek B30l & S AR AL = S 1 ep,
5 SVM 3 F 43 280 Bl R [13] [14]0 SVM, R R] 43 A7) B AR 2R M 1] 4 (1 i S 2, 7 MG 4
ERNEAN ] 2y WS 3] i 4 4R T 20 A% R BB AR A5 0 FR AH B o AR SOREFH SYM G B4R T8 AN A VPR EAT 43
Koo

2.3. TextRank &%

TextRank Sk & — M H T CARRE T B HEF HE[15] . HIEA BASRIE T 24K PageRank %72,
PageRank &1t #]7& T Google M TTHEH 1, PLZA A QI NFLE » 7 (Larry Page)Z ka4,
AT DL Sk A T T PR 6 P AT B M . ZE R TextRank 033k S0 2 i BRIy, IS5 3 — 2R Y
SRR 2 FLXT B AR EE o A SRR TextRank 507234 H G A E T2 AP 1 S B8 1R 15 21 AH B A B 55

2.4. MR EAANERE

2.4.1. NetDraw AI{R4K

N EEMARBAE “HhERE” XA UGEEEA w2 B R, A ] NetDraw B AT AL LS4
AR 1% T H i 26 [ 3 RN 52K % Gatton 75 %2 5 22 U 22 i i 2L & Steve Borgatti 2T %,
AT SR 2 B At 2 M 2% 0 A 72 [16] [17].

AL, AR AR EF] — AV PR RPN REE L, FATRRIZ P BYEILIL, JRE NI W
AN EPEZ AAALERIE. NetDraw WUIR Bl b9 mURIEEZRZH B, A O/ RORJB PRI B, 9 AR
FORIZF IR, EMZPEE, FADERLRORMAN RYER L, ML AR RIS L2
(] R SRR AL L
2.4.2. QAP HX M5 1

MWL R, S AT RO RRIE TP A T R AR OGHE, IX A5 QAP —IKIRIRFEF[18] -
QAP (¥ TH 5 I B2 AR B 4o Bkt AT AN n 4ERIXSFRAERE A F1 B ¥ QAP TH U2 W SCHk[18],
FATTRE P 2759 20 W S T AR RO A 2 A e A R R 2 B BRI AR DG A, AT 23 A AR SR T A AR RIS
3. WIREWIE

AFTREE I AR SR, SVM B, Ak S W 2% 0 7 IR IE W B B I =AM R IR, IR kg
Hea A B B AP IR
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3.1. R

3.1.1. Word2vec 189911 Zx
AT Word2vee BTG SCA [r) 5 5 o01A] [ 5, 7EFE I 2 /0 75 B 56 Il 4% Word2vec 7Y, {ZA5 7Y
HIYIGREHE , /RS20 = FEAT 1.5G R4 a $iiE, )IIZkH Spyder “F & 5E 1%, Python iR AN 3.7,

3.1.2. F—BREIEREEYSE

ERRHE R, DL “hEERR)” Aok, MRFAMGREANCES “hEEEST . ChEYET

CHRELZR” M CRE OB X R P R A, BB E N 2020 453 H 1 H% 2020 44 H 30 H,

s P R IX BRI G R ER B BT EIRGE S 31,293 &Y. FLHR AR R IPHT E R IE RS AU O -
9. 22. 18. 34. 66. 44, 98. 25. 62. 91. 97. 121, 345. 680. 1105. 1251. 463. 648, 252, 370.
255, 1331. 1597. 785. 964. 1570. 1283. 1065. 1134. 857. 600. 564. 589. 490. 215. 308. 1532,
1582. 600. 743. 525. 525. 136. 331. 254, 125. . 404. 170, 222. 777. 797. 287. 482. 196. 154,
67. 84. 266. 416. 576. 634.

AEAENERRE RS R 5%, DHPRGE SRR AL THEENRANE RN, BEREH
(Baidu Index) & LA J5 ifg & 9 B 1947 80 v Bt s A & N SBR A 7R H TP B I3 R K
N, R PREAE T R Ak kA B b, BT DL PR AR A — B T P ek R A BT DL e [ P R ARG X A
BUS R EAEREMAR L. A T I I R R I B A BRI S R ST R, ARSI T H FERR
HAENFB

EEESRE, DL “hEER)” MR, it T 2020 4E 3 H 1 HF 2020 4£ 4 H 30 H, H* “dH
B A ERECED, 61 RERIFEEEHRMKIK A 173, 218, 198, 174, 207, 176. 225, 296, 319.
354, 426. 591. 1316. 1220. 1285, 1679. 2004. 1450. 1601. 1471. 1247. 1523. 1426. 1212. 1287.
1589. 1450, 1268. 1199. 1067. 1015. 834. 687. 708. 1101. 614. 510. 441. 426. 385. 395. 399,
338. 326. 324. 370. 364. 339. 332. 336. 285. 238. 234. 294, 255. 315. 295. 261. 229.

3.13. B=RBRWEIER BB ML TE
FEEE 2RSS = 2R IE R A, 25 (A 2020 4 3 A 1 H % 2020 4F 4 A 30 HiX B[ py 6T “oft
E B WETA SR, WIASE I FORE A fgme 1 FLEE I 2R 2 B YR 3% K B BRI . oA it 78 A
23 ShEL 300 B BAKIRE AN A RS T iEEE BA RN, FERER KA B EE, T
VR R ESE X G, WX - E AR T
HRMER X
SY-F A4 300
X <1, XHL; X 210, D98 T NBCEE. X B (] Y AR IE 1) S S H0h 31,293 54, tb
W 1 RAGERECN 9 R, W 1 R RS AL X 79 (9/31,293)x 300~ 0.086 <1, A 1 Rt7E 9 i
HEEMHE 1 K, B 16 RIMEREAH 12510 /K, WHE 16 RIMWBHEH X A
(1251/31,293)x300 ~11.99 > 1, A8 4 5% 16 RAEMN 4 ¢E 1251 i HBEHLANICA 12 5. BEALIIL R H 5
HUAEAEIX B0, M RIRTE R ) P A X ASBEHLEL, FEARIEIX X AN BEHLECE 24 R 1 500 A5 P H vt . i)
A
UG FIEHEERN SVM BLRLZ 5T, B EIAT— RIALEE, T DRSO .
O E: St 300 F T I 0 2 Bl F s A s, Loty 17 NIERREE, $ee “0”
NBFIRRSE, 300 R GARRIE A 238 R IETHRIE, 62 R GUmiRIE(A XA 194 5 IEME, 106 &5
PFIR).
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@3CATEYE: 1L 300 WX EHEBESR] DM, KRS BTSSR AR

@I jieba i A& — K TS (¥ Python 55 =J5 fpSCopinl i, 2 BT FARIE 5 AL B AU, e nT B
B b SR T R AR T o 0 AR SRAUET R ARIE, [ PR i 28 I W2 iR A2 10,000 LR 1L IR A
g3 Ja W EE SRy« 38 JANHT (el 480 [ P 3T et s R B B R B B = LT 77

@E AR A KT TARRN T FARER G, 8 AT LR B S AR R ISR A Sk
HRHBETE ST R ST A SRS AR BEITIOT 6 R AT B SO R AR, Hp e T 1208 M A, S5 A AR
W BRI, 2SR S AL B, AN T ORI AR B Rt BRI IR A L CE
55 20 2N T ) BhE R R IR, MR T R A I ROR

OXAFEM: TICARAREERMAZIBAN, F2Z 3] Word2vec T AL SCCAFL AL 17 )
B ARV EEE KA 5 i SR (A B D BRERAL.

32. B—RAXWIE

3.2.1. HXMIH

WA B S — R IR B B A R E MRS, W DU A A0 TE R 0 8 5 5 Bk i 3 A
A2k, EEE AR A — BUR TR A, 200 FEAN B B8 B 1% 5 AR % 1 R 1)
BERIEE.

TSP ABEE A G, RKBUME REOEF] 0561, HIRAHIC. 1 2020 4F 3 JJ 1 H % 2020 4 4
J330 HIIE], BAxt “rh EFRBY” 1R ORER IR K 1R .
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Figure 1. Public attention trend to “China assistance”

B 1 RAX “hEERE BXEES

mE LA, Ao EREBIRWE 3 A 1 HE 3 A 9 HAT218 EAM B (R#EW]), 3 A 105
2|3 A 13 5 2 PERFHEHBCTHE), 3 H 14 HEI 3 H 30 HitiwAEE&SA UL, 4 H 1 HE
4 H 30 HI#AJE TR 2P AGHIBR ), Hh AR S EEit e 3 A 14 HE| 30 HIAE, S5
R E RN, RILE s BE — k.

AR R R E R XU RERE, SR T AORZUGERR K ER 8, F— 2R
BN,

3.2.2. BIERASHT
EVFR R E RO, B — B — M AL, IV S 8 R R — D7 5210 2 — 7 7 2 (1) I []
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[19]. Roberts 5% ABTFUR ] A& SRR 2 Aot 1 OIS SISO A UL, A G A (835 il 41 3 52 )
EBB LM MR PRI (808 1 2] 7 %, JFH IR R 08 7 RIS, B BUBS 2 A BB R A5G
YA 5 [20] A B AP EEE, A SO 2 AR IS AT A R AR T . B A Y A A T
JURES, iR S RAE mRIE R, S5 LRI EEREI B, AR S R B 4 R h &

Table 1. Correlation coefficients between media coverage and Baidu Index

# 1 RIREESEERBHAXAY

IR E 0 1 3 7
NEEE¥ 0.561 0.539 0.416 0.002

Hi b2 1 ATCUR I, BEE AL T RN, MR REE L N R, BIET 7 RIS, PALEE
BAFFEEAMK, BHITRECOY 0 R, BRI R B PEARIRIE S B2 A~ AT 18, P 4800 AR ek
=Ll

BRI TR Y8 BTN T7 AW A, AR e 7Rk T7 3, etk
SR IR RO R T AR BB R B AR ORPE R LU ORI, E SRR, WORE BB W R i i
WIEASKE, 2N T RAHFR] TR, AR AR @ i ket .

3.3. EZBEXRIIE

AT ELT SVM BEARIIGIE IR R B 2R 2R, 15 fE 2020 £ 3 H 1 HA 2020 42 4 A 30 HiXE;
I TE) 422 EE A9 3% HY 300 Jess 35 [ HE AN 300 s A AGTEE, VENIRETE, FBEIRA T — R8T, %
4, BJa KBRS SYM BERIEAT 028, FRMRHE 73 2845 B 40 BT S A4 R0 2 A 17 BB )

3.3.1. SVM ##8)I%k

SVM & —/ME MBS S 5y 2548, AT — MBI RIN, FHEARH E5K0ThRe, LaUkiIgk
CRIE” o IIGREHE RN TARMCH, kAT EROE P SR RoE 20dE, @ 8 T IE mA A e
%300 %%, A SVM RTINS, FHAEUIRIF A RURIELE, A8 FORMA P .

3.3.2. &£F PCA 4R BB

BEEEA AR, —RFERE R R K BT REZEHNGEE, R B2 IR
TESNZ IR AT, T it — o ] 5K 4% B 19 [ B St 0ot 38 43 B R AR b4 Bl . R BIIX SRR 38, AR SCRH4L
PEAdiH 7 PCA (Principal Component Analysis) [ 4EH A, PCA RJ LUK 1] ) &40 B LG A AH S I I 25 4, R
PR PETCORIRRAE, MM PR T B 4, ik B M AR [21] BT PCA FR4ELE Rl 2. A
3w

m b 2 F1E 3 FTRAE B, WEAARRGESAE T, BT 50 4R A BE ) LPAE T ATk, BIET DAE
FH R 50 454 K B ARATA HE LT3 25, T AAVEIREARE T, AT 20 4ERGE )L TAE T AR k. R,
1E SVM 73281}, AREHE IR HUAT 50 4k, A sk 20 4.

3.3.3.SVM 43
TENLAR 2 AR, PPN 43 2845 B B0 4F3R, & F 1) ROC (receiver operating characteristic curve) il 2% .
ROC £ T-PHIAL R R p, FoH il X O BIHMER, WHCO IR, X MR o dEf R im; 3
R Y FIRR O EREIVESR, FCOARUREE, Y Rl 1 AR AER 2Bk 4T (Hanley A1 Mcneil, 1982).
Wi 4 AP 5 FroR, 2RI REAS BRI T P04y, 2R T 5 AR AUC (Area Under Curve), Fik
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EUAS T AR 12, AUC R sy, U g 28 T 75 T ARURR K, gl B 0000 4 9 5 v, 141 4 9 AUC {79 0.903,

| 5 1) AUC f& % 0.888.
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Figure 2. PCA dimensionality reduction results of
media coverage data
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Figure 3. PCA dimensionality reduction results of
public comment data
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Figure 4. ROC curve of SVM classification in media coverage
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Figure 5. ROC curve of SVM classification of public comments

B 5. A&IFILHI SVM 249 ROC fiZk

3.34. FAREGRSH

23 PCA B¥ufedt s, 193] 7 IEARRIE T A ARVFIR I 70 R IER R a0 R 4 2,

BENLIH ) 300 f#rEiRkiEH, A 238 j IEMdiE, 62 f ki, 7 SVM EEALIEMZN 87.5%
THOLN, SVM S5 RUCAHIEARXE Bt 2 5T “ A BRI e 2 i in AR ) . BEALAhIT) 300 f 2
MRPFL T, A 194 fIEH VS, 106 Fi IR, (EIEFIRN 82.9%MTEIL T, SVM 45 BN AR H
G2 T ORT O EHRR) RSB ARNE . Bitk, £ PR ERRET XANUGE F, SRS A A
RS BER— B, BERADGEW T ARV 4, B T ARER “HEEE” WA, BERET
R, WRERES R AR TRIE.

Table 2. Classification and prediction results of media coverage and public comments
2. BHRES AXITL S LTUNER

e SE PSR IE AAVFIR

TR (%) 87.5 82.9

3.4. B=RERIEIE

AT TextRank HEANAE S M 2870 B 7B I0AE AR B B 5 =2 K. 162 M TextRank 5%
eI BEAAARIE A A AR PR 9 15 AN PR, AR PEAERE, BEmiE NetDraw AT R AL, e idid
QAP 73T AN Ja PEHE K I AH S, HRAEAH 5% F B8O 5 AR R 28 08 2 A W 45 P B2 )

3.4.1. EF TextRank EZiZBUB {417

B2 IR B R B R AE AR TE A 2 VPR IX 600 Ff SCE AR tH 8 11 o 2 1T RO S0 AE 07 128 S8 12k 1]
TR RZIIN T FWAEL[22], A 7AEGE H R I 8 1 SR A B B AR, T ERES A&
HRAUECR F B O TR T TextRank 5%, "B REMW N — N5 8 I SCAR Fr R B 2 SCAR IR G B A] . G
1A ZH[15], TextRank HiyE&tHHEAAMA R E BN, £ 3 f% 4 &5 T TextRank Sk E 1) 2 M SE 7 11
TR LA

WG TextRank Sy Y 1) B 2L A AR FE SR AT 1) DGk iA], P — LB m SCRANE SCR(BE X %A
Feeeeer), BAEE T OTEREE RS 15 AN @ R E L mOORL REL D&, BB, WEE. R, I
WRHE . MR . RrBARE . NTEE . BRYTRN. AR, s,
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Table 3. Importance of key words in media

=3 BAEXEAIEEMER

JE 1] i SO RN F*H EES mE ®Ey e
Y 0.0161 0.0054 0.0053 0.0053 0.0046 0.0035 0.0034  eeeer
Table 4. Importance of key words in public
T4 DRKEMAETEMIZE
JE P i YN i % GE =k BE e
HEE 0.0286 0.0107 0.0106 0.0095 0.0091 0.0054 0.0049  .eeeer

3.4.2. ¥EBEMIERE

B 4RE B ARVEE A SR PR AR B TS R P AN S AR R P S Ak [R] AR QTR SR 3 . 7 A
JE V) [R] — J HR E BR] — A A ARV VR S 7] L I R R A R, X AN Ak ] ) SR B R SR [11] - AR5
P ANGETH L BEARRGE AN 2 ARV b R B SR B, 3EETE 600 Uk, BRAFIEARN 24 AL R .

M5 N 6 ATLAE H, BYEFERE R XARAERE, XA R TCE X, HAb RS T i BdE R R
AN AR E [A)— e S P R LA RE, A E AR AR R b, o MDA R R % 7R O 2734, 1K
FORAEBARFEFE 1 300 s SCErh, o R A R [R] I HH IR e — R SO A Tc8OmT 2734,

Table 5. Media attribute matrix

< 5. RN EMIERE

APGERE hE SRR EE HE ®BE R mE R BEPEH BRME R BTN OANEEN AR KRG
H — 2734 1272 1692 2436 2346 1063 299 179 361 162 324 109 353 354
EAH 2734 — 557 906 1340 1301 615 217 112 299 106 230 81 272 156
[ 1272 557 — 601 735 660 570 183 124 191 167 20 66 97 75
= 1692 906 601 — 1151 1187 573 213 102 203 108 170 85 238 178
$EBy 2436 1340 735 1151  — 1804 786 257 125 292 130 273 109 309 204
¥)% 2346 1301 660 1187 1804 = — 694 237 122 274 113 243 104 312 275
ik 1063 615 570 573 786 694 — 206 109 204 146 151 71 165 135
FEvle 299 217 183 213 257 237 206 — 51 81 47 76 42 62 57
®mEH 179 112 124 102 125 122 109 51 — 41 31 27 17 38 30
4] 361 299 191 203 292 274 204 81 41 — 60 78 41 58 75
Y 162 106 167 108 130 113 146 47 31 60 — 37 33 32 24
BEFFBA - 324 230 20 170 273 243 151 76 27 78 37 — 39 01 74
JEBEEX 109 81 66 85 109 104 71 42 17 41 33 39 — 47 21
[ 353 272 97 238 309 312 165 62 38 58 32 91 47 — 63
A 354 156 75 178 294 275 135 57 30 75 24 74 21 63 —

3.4.3. MIEATH4L
8 VR BB excel 5\ NetDraw, 75 ZIE44 & A RE N T 4 6 Fixs.
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Table 6. Public attribute matrix

= 6. RARBMEER

ARFERE RE BORA kB O g WB o pe RO \PW R R BOTRN AN BETE KRE

ai — 147 276 108 485 236 97 28 33 40 17 36 26 23 21
HRA 147 — 43 23 79 51 23 6 14 12 6 18 9 4 1
e 276 43 — 32 153 47 38 12 7 10 19 14 7 1 1
ml: 108 23 32 — 86 75 24 2 5 13 3 8 7 9 2
20 485 79 153 86 — 172 76 24 17 32 14 28 23 12 19
i 236 51 47 75 172 — 42 10 15 19 8 20 14 4 6
i 97 23 38 24 76 42 — 1 4 9 4 8 7 0 3
N 28 6 12 2 24 10 11 — 2 0 3 3 1 0 0
2 33 14 7 5 17 15 4 2 — 5 1 2 1 2 0
Rk B 40 12 10 13 32 19 9 0 5 — 1 4 2 1 9
o B 17 6 19 3 14 8 4 3 1 1 — 2 0 0 0
EEd N 36 18 14 8 28 20 8 3 2 4 2 — 6 3 2
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Figure 6. Media attribute mesh plot
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