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(£ ])3%# - B K (Stig Hjarvard)
(1L BFASRE RO A AR SR 2R

PSR

Fhux B EeR F

RIS AR 23005

2. PYAERF Medill 3 ] A CBE & i S At B, DRI D 3830t 60208)

B B SR NEL NS @SR 2 e, X—
S, ST B T AT A2 R SCA LA, BN GRE AR VBGA RIS AL X TS

RGOV IR T 22 SR TE R 5
BEUR A oK H

5if, FLIRLEL S T B AR D7 SR B B A 2 5 3R, DA Bl i A4 5 sh B2 TSGR BE R RE T o REBL TS 5, 34T
i EARFCBNME Z IO SR I A @, X — i AR B AL B LR T — Bt S BE O — Fhs 2 7RSS

P Hie

ey RV PSRRI ) ik ofr 2t 4y [ I S Al 1 17 B A2

& (structuration theory ) A1 & 12 541 £ (institutional logics perspective) B JE 78 T, FoAT 0] DL A PR Sl 45

BEBN1H: (reflexive human agency) , A% F Sk fitt &

ARTE IR, FE ARG X T AR B9 FE R AL, MR A U Z [ 56 R AR o 302 Py, BLAE BEA T2 N Y T
M*’J%BWWT}E@THH’WWJ A 5 HAB LG 22 18] 5C R AL RO BTE &, to m] BEAE S SCAL AL 2 A8 S /97 A

K
q’@ﬁi?. G206.2 XERFERIRAS: A
— HE

KIREE - 223 & (Walter Lippmann) (1922) 7£
ﬁéﬁéﬂﬂ%f%ﬁ%@lb) (Public Opinion) A JF 5
W T XRE— A, 1914 45 76—t A9 5 05 1
A — S E N GEE A E A, — 4% 60 K4
o — A [ R AR S AAT T 55 A A — IR o I
R4 Ay Pl AT T 265 A T a0 0 it A S HC AL ) 9%, L A e
BHRAC . MRFE A i — R A HRIR I )2 1914 4 &
Ko PG, B AT 0 35 80 [ 58 4 RIKE 7
FEL R JE A O 3% R 0 B ) 2E 5~ R 20 R A (Mad-
ame Caillaux) [ 8 H . K295 ABHR AR
TH) (Le Figaro) (14 2 8 , 1717 ke PR DU € 9% m 27 41¢)
BT RO B B AL TG B X TR RS R
& L FEJUH TP RIS Bk Z 1T, KGR T3k AR L
- WY L A 2 R AR R A AR o H Y IR FE KA

%5 H 89 :2015 - 06 - 08
EE BN EFHHE -

e s 32 4 AL R 2 3E S5 H 1l
B4R :1000 - 5935(2015)05 - 0059 - 11

I, JX LRI N ZIARZ T —LE AR E BT S, ik 2
TS TABA T R B 2, WU 7]
B ZAIE R X2, B-C ARG, 18 S
P EAL T8 R TR X AN A A2
B AT SRR B E BN T (HARR AR AR I A
—#£” (Lippmann,1922.3) ,
XA R, 2 S i T R R kAT
Sk i AR 4 1 T (the pictures in our heads) , 78 B 3
TN T A 1 T AR A0 LA 1) g i, DL KX b g i ey
AT S HAMAR R R, 220
IR FATK G e ) I N — 2 SRR S
HYIIAHRE I o 33X 2 Ry, B 0 T B Fkk 2 54
55 WAL 38 5 G N7 AR N 2D FLAT A O Bt 1) 2 AR
WS BEAERI AR o RN R RIE S A
& 225 BT A 2 AR B AR AR R e A B S

SLIC Tl BRARMAR R A I A5 4k Rz T@iigﬂﬂi T AL (LRt ) (Northern Lights) 452
FR PR A ) T, A SRS PH SGRE TR EENF A

S BT A SETIE

@ Zlijtmffk%‘%%(!bk ﬂ:%ﬂ)‘(ﬂ:'ﬂixxl_ ﬁ%’ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁ%’ﬁﬁ'ﬁ*ﬂ%ﬁhﬁzﬁ REME R T 5554 + B (Lundby,

A4k ) ( Mediatization of Communication) ;3% 5@ T 15

+ 47K 7% (Schulz, Peter J. ) F{f % - B Ai

H ( Cobley , Paul ) fif 3= 45 Hﬁ({%féﬂ—%?ﬂﬂ» ( Handbooks of Communication Science) 3528, HFECCALFrE A1) —

bt i B R .

@ ASCHEEAB] N APA(American Psychological Association) , Ay 4TI FEZR VR IS VR AT A SRR VR IS AR IR LA 3l
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S5 BT AL N 5 BUSEARAE , B AT A AT RE
PRAERESIIE R . X, AR T B B i
FEAGIAR , T A — b X Y O S B AT
PRAfR AT S

2R (1922,1925 ) X6 25 AR BEL iR O LI 4
WA S AR, (A B, FooRe i i 4> 5 i 2%
g L3RI, T ELAA BB IR A 16 ( mediatization ) fF
o FEHERNEAZH HPINRE — G &
U ) 1 748 B B 2 35 B9 PR A e AR & AR (Lipp-
mann, 1922 ;158 ) B4 558K, 17 1% 3% 728 2 5 T35 [ A
A TR LA 5E Ry B Rl AR WG B W3 3 &
Je Xt TEOAIL IR A N . TE R ANt , At i 1 b B
popar R QLIE N IRTE Ry G118 N e IR
MR SR MR R . TR, BUA 5 & T Al 45
H BT B A RIS 5 e 23 L By T G2 2R DU A 2
TS SGAERERETE . 5 HA F] I 3 Y 2 A ], 2
W ST AR RN Ry R TR0 M AG R 22 1], e
THRAC AL ES FIBEA Z () A8 A A5 H 5C &, R
I BA LU FERAR TR A B © RIRFFE T 18] o 1%
F BG40, ( political public sphere ) Hix £E4E f4)
AT RIWE T A WA L ER 6 ( 4 Habermes, 1989) ,
I EGE A 4K ( the mediatization of politics ) F
AT Y B SR ( Stromback ,2008)

A0 = Y RE A TR & IR 5 1 R i
FEAEG A AW SR IEZE 1, 2y 20 {20 L L
FOGARRY IR 5 4L 20 50 R ITAFAE R R o 22 St
PR TR . X — AN AR BT FRATTR T A
MIRE A o 20 & Pl iR 1) RO A TE IR 1l
X5 T B2 > i S A5 7 R B i, PR e
HEATEAEZ DI S RS RARRE . 4K
8 R SCAR . 2 2 oo i T SR AR B T2 0
WG 5 [ I, 25 ol R ) i [l A (K I 25
FHL, DEBMES) e L PSRN g —1
V& o BN AEHEMHT—FER B Bz ] T AR E R
FBIA TR E 5 4 RAL FI R I A A5 A 85 B T [ 5K
53R FERR 5T H 45 52 3 [ PrAu s 2 A Ry 2
AN, — RPN E S W IR TR AR 7Y
B, AT AT RS el 2TRUE, , T BT L2
SR ZI0n & 516 s b, IR A A E PR Z AR
H i, it e TAE sl R E AL T , Z B A n i
OB G IR H ARG L

DT SR £ R, XA VAL B FIEE 2
IF1) 5% 28 A 45 A A8 3 BT SE B Ry e S AR AL T 5T
(5T 5 FE UL, 33X —F 58 L3 T 107 >4 M Ak 2249 Y >
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B IR VAR AT 0 F ) — D EEA . R
T, G B PRSI B T A SCfb At 23 22 )
KEMERBEES R, 5K, RITESLE
AR SRR A AL o X — BRI AR
R AL BRI i 3 380, B 06 S0k T Ho A i
AL 2 B SCA I B, AN lg A (IR s 20, B
AR FATT Sk Ml B I A R A A AR AL N SR RA N
(semi — private) A TFIE T, A5 HAB A 1) 5 R A
TTRMIEEE Z — AR 55X G ER
HEREAT o WA TR B R R, A
XF T3 A 2 A R 7 A S e BRI AN EAAS Jey PR
TAIEEUAM G, bt AR B AL N
YA X SO A 2 8 5 i S A — R (A Y P
MEZL, 5 bR, 78 BAR B SOfb St o Gt b, B
7 G AR HAE S L & R AN SEUE T 5T Y RE

— HENRMA

ARSCH JORE B B T A i) B2 AL A A il 4
I M R4 2 S A A5 5 R AR P I3 At
B Rt 2 2 FE W ) B Ak Cinstitutionalization of so-
cial interaction ) X —ARiE RFHRNTIE— T ERZ
T _EAFFEEEA A R, X — 2 TR T X &
GEvE AR A 7 RS A 0 Fr i O 7R, SCREAE XS
RS PR 23 R SO S5 ) S IR BR B8 R R R, DAL T
EX AR A 4w 1Yo SRR R A X
TIHE TR =A R E SRR

L. N BIEA 55 KA 2 AR IR Z

MX ARG RKPEMEA, 5P

(“mediation” ) EANEA R F , & 4 35092

FAEE D) T BAR ARG 55 R PT BA B

R, MmN M XEOEAAS A

LAERNGRE R A EZ AR e

XA EHBEX, WX A A, B

oL THEAGCZNALS I E AL

FOgIAER 69 H) FAL, XL 3 T B

A% $% (mediated communication ) 49 37 4% X,

79 4 AL

2. I EALA W H AT AL T AL S Ao

WELHHPIELR, F, CRE®LE

WL ) AT T AT AL 209 BT R A

#5589 B AL VA BRI B & AL A AR

FHP R ABARZTOER, NX—A

BRA IR R —F L H T ERR

(theories of the middle — range) ( Merton,

1968 ) X e 9L A HER . NEW M o
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02 WY U AP e P S 1) O R

FLEHLE R R LA AT AL B R K

AARJE TR AL AR T A A — AR E

HHIER AR AT R AT HE

B HEAE

3. AN AR 2T R AR

B 8 — AP e ey L A, B

vk B A A T A AR P A G AR

7, AR TR IR = H0 T

AR B HiHE IR 6940 AR B . AT Y

A ERBL, AT A@E T ik 5 X okF R

XK R Fe i A2 A M AR A AR R

LA 45 20 BAR R W &G L) (4] e TR

Fo Bt ) R FE B (F 4 T AR F R

HAEBOETER AFATERES) . B

7 BAEANFo F A AL R AR IR R JE A AR 6 2 )

RREFL BT, NoWALA R A, X%

B AT VAR iR A — AR AL TR 69 A

(inter — institutional configuration) =X, B & &

B &) B — AT A RBUSRF T
PRk, FRATTKE 25 ¥ A B3 (structuration theory )
( Giddens, 1984 ; Stones , 2005 ) F AL H % , & J&&“ 1
A0 AR (“insitution” and “institutionaliza-
ton™ ) BCFIAVE X . 1R A A T
(“duality of structure” ) BHE& 2 F o X B “ g5y —
JCPE” G G A A AR AL 23 S B A, o0 H &
Ho iR Z B A B TR 2047, 2
B TG 2 Tk BV E BT A 5
THESAVE S e P R R AL 22 F0 B R B
RESNMERY T2 ) R BARL AL 22 . AR I R
WA FFANTE TR R4k 23 45 14 11 2 W B Sl 1, sl 4k
Fh2s 3 Bk 1 9 I ) B B 7 (institutional order) . #H
B, il R A BO T RS € TR E T AL e 854 fn ey
A S SR BE IR, DL St 2 5 0 an el 3 5 5E 5
PERS DL AE - F A2 AL

Tl J32 1255 G P 1) A1 4 (1] T i A AR e A n] L
PE AR E RN — M sS85 1, TEA R R 5T
AT NI T Y B RALEGTIR, LI AEAT 3
T BB AR, H e A SR BRI B B AHT .
H I , B I [B] R4S | B T A 4 92 b SRR Y 22
P vF 22 51 kil B A2, il a2 817 ((Thornton
and Ocasio, 2008 ; Thornton, Ocasio, and Loundsbury,
2012) By HEHEZRAY IR & TR A AL B
[f) £ #% (inter — institutional process) B WAL, FEIX—

HERR R HERE 1A AT 3l (BN, £ A5

WA ) 23 32 B A ) 1 1l BE 45 04 (9] 40 2 ol i
Y BB RGS) W, B AL AL B AL A
AT FRATZ5 ZL A 12 48 A0 5 At 4000 ) 322 SR A Ut
YERE . T D, FOREHE— 2505 10 il B AR A (8 A 5 1
T (regime ) B WL A A DAAE &1k - BE A0 Ak 1) i
FEARLR AR AR 5 R, 12 AT AR S A —A~ B A
F) o — B it B 5 R B, A — ZR 50 A R T o B i
Bl Z 1) 19 5 ZR AN S AL AR U8 AL S T 1 A ] i) B2
RESIPEZ ISR IR fe)m , e A 218
AT LA™ SCGIE ] b 3 5 B3R AE  SZ AT
5 2R FAL A PSR AN “ 432 T B (“social tools™ ) , Tfif
X BRI X T AL oA 28 R (B
M5 D2 B AU T AN R B T X
EBRE A A 8742 1 5 AR R AS [ AL X T bk E 22 %
U5 B fb AN 2 5 AL Y 4

= BN PERER

BBk T SO S A 2 TR H g gl A
BN M —FHT I AT . AL IS 7R S
b 5 RE 2 BT T B A B B e T A DU A
T SCAC IR 23 SR AN R 2 TR . DA E Y A A ok
B AT T AR WU & € (double - sided
development ) : B4 77 At 4 25 G500 A5 LA B aok
TR IR, B B B AT T —Fhh 25 1 B2 By b
FEI, OISR BE 2 v A BE 2 [] D R B A
S AL SIS IT R H 45 52 BV B2 R o 1
S5 UL S BT THER A RIS T BA 1R AE AN
IBAE DT (modi operandi) , U 1F S X LEHFME 5 7 5 IE
I HABT FEFEEAAL 25 X A1 P N i i S ARG
T A f ISR AL BT VR — R g,
R IHAUURBRT A o AHB, Bk
A E SR X /I g SO A 2 0T ) AR B A AL
Al B SEUER A, FRAIE A AR 4R — e
JE UG IR E RN FI SR . FE - Hl 2R 2 )5,
TN EAK ) B2 B — eI 10 o

I LA B FR AR AR X T A e )
PERE A — b ok L PR o ) B2 AL BRSO B T o=
WK (meso — level ) [ 3CAL S 4E 2370 M, B B H 5N
AL 1 7 1A (supra — individual ) F1 1
=t (supra — situational ) J2 1], X —PEEE IR T 144
JE I B 5 T SE e il 5, AR E S 5 T
&SRR BBk R, i 3 A i AR I
TS () SEUE S SCEE Rl AN B AL DA T A A5 K —
PEECORAE 10T DU T T 5 A % S A
S HA IS TR BE Y 3 P ) M RS L AR
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I G SR T R ENE A A, TR BT RAK
18 D13 sk A 2 SCA TR B v A X AR A 1 i 2 Y
s (] an By L AR ) 15 e, B
(Merton) (1968) A& Ji& 1 i 2 BLiE X —HE&, JF 4 E
FE T — e 5 HARHNE DL 7 S 5 om
WAL Bt RGN — S (general theory )
A (intermediate ) , T — MBI I B 1 4 E 1AL
AT R RV PRI O VA 2 S T WL B I N 25
FIR LT TR 5 1 B  ARAL A s & o8 0k
BLAFHYN” (Merton,1968:39)

VER—Fep 2308, AL BR 7 2 T s g
7 (Innis ) (1951) FIZ 50 779 (McLuhan ) (1964 ) 2
B FE FEAL, X SE A FR PR B T K2 M
) AN AT BREA D X0 3 N 2 SCBH alik 23 97 20 JT i B2 i Y
Tk SR, FAT Y B BCRY B S B AN A 9 4k R
(Meyrowitz) (1986 ) YA B A 4 3 VI OCHE, Ky
Jo A T T S R P S A S E R R)
TR DL BT TR XMk R B A AL
PE IS RRIEY7 SEN AN S A=k Y
Hh R IR AT A Al S5 ) ol BE S A S (H Y
M %) 25 51 T R 2 PRI A 1 HC A 2 0 1) 52 ST A
ANTF] o AR (Hepp) (2009) Frdt &, “ #Ar4L”
M &2 X A WP A 25 S A [R] 37 ) ) 7 07K
A AHEX FF IS AH I 5 B0k 2 G0 4l A2 75 A 3 2 AH
[i] (homology ) ; & A A B2 , B 52 B MBS
SR 161 1 B PE Cinertia ) (9% 98 ( Hepp, 2000
154)

M 5434 ( structuration ) : ) BE 15 52 1 B9 RE
i

ZE ¥y Ak B i ( structuration theory ) ( Giddens,
1984) Ny, MHE&: E T 5, i) B8 5 4k e 45 4 R B0
[] AR AL T HoAA 3 T2 B I 28 i S ( time
— space extention ) (5L " (Giddens, 1984 :17) , fiF
W, il BE n] DAREE AL T — A i 2 R 45 ( contimuum )
— g, XA RGEALAE T i e A P I A T A ——i]
VAR S e, 3] $5 1K S5 11 I 4 0 A ———45 1 1Y) S B2
(idiosynacratic) . 538 ¥ 1% &0 T 1 454 —FF, il &
AL RN AT BE PRI (“rules™ ) St AR AL o S
BB A B BOR BB AR " (Giddens,
1984:17) , JXSEHARFNLAR AT LLHATHE = (4] 4n
FERETE ) BOE S (1 an ) i e e, T B
(“resouces” ) W Ay 4 2% S e At fHE BEAS S 4y, HEAS o
ERAYBAER BB B AR R RRE . TR
WFFESUR T 1 B 43 BT 119 3K — s B [ e b 52 o) 17
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LA FE , DT 52 B 5 35 il BRIl AR 1 2H L) A
TS5 A LRI R RIL DU 05 e o 2408 P S 1) 5
% (Hjarvard ,2012a) ,,

PR BRT B A B LE Y S5 A ) — EE M ( duali-
ty of structure™ ) WL AT, il BE I AR SME T AL 22 52 B
TN BE 57 A5 B AR B TR SR 8 A i SR
A AR BT 258 3 AL 2 52 T MR I S A5 LA
AFNCRE) Ao il BV BAT K K SME R ) o
T, A S E S AT (H R R [R) Rt m] LA
FHLR ARG A2 T 1) AR R U R I T e %
VRHURE NIEAZ T [FIAE L, i B2 F 7 A A0S
FHE A E 78 ( cognitive schema) ( Piaget,1959)
MR AEPER 2 (embodied habitus ) ( Bourdieu, 1998a,
1998b) , I —FH B8 T A% BLAIE 5 i #LA% , OF
5 AR TE AL 23 38 T B 93 18 1 71 €8 ( Goffman,
1956) . PRI, il B2 BE AT 3l 2 A A T H, (sense
— making tools) , {2 H AR A AR AL YA, (H g
FA R L —F B 3h 5 W] — i 7 ke
BOCHEAFIAT S B4

AR BIS IR Sk 2 B 5 AR R L) R 54
51T I AH B MR (Stones ,2005) o KLU B A7 T
218 1Y (methodological ) A iU i, 4> AARE A [ 1
5 A LRI, DT LA—Ff 52 B 1 (reflexive) J5
Iz PRI ] 2 1 0 0 5% 5 R AR 1 T RE 23 580
SO AT ZVE R s B ATTIEAS 202 Bl 17 B 1t 3L ik it
FE2s A S AT T BEA I 4 R A TR i
AN Ty o il BE 2540 R AR AL 2 2 A A L
ARG & 0 AT B Mgt (“ straitjacket ™)
TANMA“ RN AT 3™ (1 B s JF A 2 i B2 454
T Z MY LR . HUA LV HE Sh SRR A A0
CA B B, [FIRE i BE ] DU g —Fh
WA AR E R RN B I L . BRIE EOR L, B
TN JRE 33k 28 il 1 P A 7 2% 5 AR s 2R T B LI
A FrIX 53 (Giddens 1984 :24 ) s R EEW VT 4R SE LA
— il BE AT AT, (H B Bl )R] A9 48 1T
AR AR PR VRS P R B S BE I 51 A H At
W T R BE AL 23 A 8 22 ] 1Y 26 B A5 SR SE R IA:
B, X, R E YR SO, BITERE 1Y
et s, — RPN T (CHH B 5850 6l B2 5 U5
AL AR AL 25 5 U Y AR 5

SEA ALY T IR TLAS T T S BRAR A Al 1t
TERRHEWISHESR , IS, B W ]
IHAATE T AN JERESN ML R 55 A0 R - B AT A —F
ARG PRIE, HARS T ] S i) 52 3 95 U (B4



I HSH

02 WY U AP e P S 1) O R

RS ) FOAE T R0 (2, M A 2555 ), TTTaxX LB BE 5
FFHLNRTFAMARRE S Rk U, 78— BB 10 5 02
ANFTURRT o T DA A B T R R A 1 T8 i & (47
W, TR IR RN BEA FE R IR TR B2 R 38 FH
AIFITR) | BEA SOt — T AR % I FIRR I , & Ao/ AE
GECRBAFTTE .

i ENAHEATERKENERE

IR, 6 0t S A = & 5
FE B ZASLEH (dynamics) . JUTAE 2847 TH#R 52
B H 25 5 K 19 43 A 19 52 i ( differentiation ) , 743 fk
AR A T SR AL A FRAL AN ZE f 4L ( Gid-
dens, 1990 ; Held et al. 1999; Ritzer, 1999) ., 5 3l 43
TR JEEAIEIR T Tl i, ZJ5 8 BRI 4% 4t
2> (global network society ) ( Castells, 1998 — 2004,
2011) AU T BR 2y . T 43K X 28 4k S AN T
Al , WANE T 5730 1 E bR T i e A
MTNBY R ARS8 1 T B v 2 1) DA SIS P Ak 2R 0%
BN FE IR . RS54 b3 e
Hr, B B 7 AL ( dynamics of modernity ) ( Gid-
dens, 1990) % PR A I} 23 G i ( time — space distanci-
ations ) + ‘B AL 23 52 B AAHD 5 1 PR Hh B 5 1ok,
P ENTEBHRA B HE PR E R s 4+
3 S PRAE I 25 A LA I3 2ok % b Ak F0 55 Bl
LA 53y 5 S5 R (sub practices) o [R]E, B B
(reflexivity ) 7E3X — i FE R BG4 5 B0 ], “ #E 2552
S DB b A RECRI B AT T DR AR A EL T A LA 2B 58 ek
i, INITTEAS J3T | 228 HAR#E” (Giddens,1990:38)
RARMEBEFIRE 25 P 246 A ER P At T A0 M5 B0,
DUHR A NN GURHE S0 S I A5 IR 8 S BRI
3y, IR AT & e i H R ARSI T 44 A 1 1 il
JEfhz

A RS B M R 9 F2 44, (W] Bt 43 3 5 A
[] 4l B e AR ik Tl g . TEd S —F
AR AR WA R A 2 S B b Al e ok, ) T —2R
MRS . BUSIRARE 5 BRR A U 3k
— I REGAERE I i Z — o PRl BT D2
JS R — S ST R R R AR A 12 57 DB 5 Hp il ST
R BT A AE SRR AR FE A T 2 ST A 2
PR, H iz 3 3 B 6 B2 R Te S, ik L] B2
B AL Qo TR N A A8 A7 BRI ( Cook ,1998) o AN ]
WA 183z T [R] s a1 HA ] B 4tz v, AL
B R I  B X6 IR T X — S R, (A5
IACAERE T LT o A ) 2 SR AN AT sl st iy PR 2R
BIANBEG S TAESE . Bl B B — 4T
AL, B WA G S At s i 2 A, AT T

5 AN [ Dt PRl TR, 0 45 58 B A A iy o 25 4
JEE R AL 2 AATEAS [RS8 (A ATLAG) S8 A 3o i v Jp
TS 28 TR AT 55 i A5 LARR 8, il an , B8 gl v il
TERA R SC B SRR 1 AR RN G RE A 1 AR Y GO
PrE” (“microcoordination” ) ( Ling,2004 ) .

WE & 1A AL RV AE REAB TET e HA A S LA 1Y
AN, AR B S P AR AT TR IR I
B 1 A IO AU R BR T BUA 255, WAL 45
T % R TS A H g5 AL AR Y AR T A (]
( Plummer, 2003; Dahlgren, 2006; Gripsrub and
Weibull ,2010) . 24y 1E, AN [A] B9 FAN g5 553 i 4
SRS T EAT 1B A IR . A A2 S 40
SR R NI EZY e vy 2 g d L i e N
AN RE S U R o AR ]RSO X T AR
WL, TR e o7 32 4 B A DAy e 3 1) A )
TEX —JEREH A AU E T B SR B
AR AT A B o xk B AL 3] 68 2 /E ] ( Thomp-
con 1995 . I B VA 0 A 54 T v 2
S J ) T RE X R i T HA B A X T A
A N 55 AR S SRR M o, B
WCHES) 1 B % S B N 2, I () IR i o AR 1Y
Iz

R T R BT A P R v 198 A o R A AR IR
RTE—, FATAIT 5T 1 A DL HAR A 1A 10 2
W B k. s (Krotz) (2007a,2009 ) #Y T
WL A2 TS (Couldry) (2012) f3CHF , fl1 2
R A A B Y — D oo AR (7 meta -
process” ) , Rl — B [y 52 i) 4k 25 5 SO A8 H i ik
o MRAETE VR - A B (Norbert Elias) [ 1939
(1978) THIML A, v 8y R AR A A A Ry — b SCHA AL
B AR, X — i BRI A= R T BB B, T2 ke
VT R SCHA Y F 5 A iU RS . AT HA
TR AL B RE B 2 S, RO A B By e X
S I R AN SC AR 5% UIAH OC 7 (Krotz, 2007b
39, A K S Ay PR i D ) JR R IO S, 1 AR AR
B SRR T T SCRIE) o TR UL S AE
—ERE FATRERE A M 1Y, RO E AR T A
) T B8 ) 7 T, S B ARE A A A TN R i AL 23
WEFNSCAGTE S . SR, e A AL 55 1) T B SOy T
Uiy 22 A AT AT 2R A 52 e AN A R ) 3 3

AT 118 B 380 B R BEA 1) 8 B, AN TR Y
R E A ] BB X T S0 Ak AL 2 B H 20 5
(Eisenstein, 2005 ) , {H & & JF A — & Xk 54k 4
B 740, A9 G R 2 E R SO i R 4 N B
IR R i A AR SO S, BE
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ZVEESM S AR T R e s i SR &R L E
BEMEGE NN EE R FANE T 53
HOBUANZER A 45 N TR B AR —Fh S
SRS, AT L R Z BN EE
PG A S G AL A X — 2 R A
A — ST DL HES) ) 5 5 IR, B AT
Wl A T At A 2 3w Y AR T A (life — world )
A A0 25 T B A 38 2 A — L [R] i A S 4
S DA S WA AR 55 T A B ) () 4 2 1) 45 2R IR
HAHZE . R, A W E T A S BN
“NERT AN G BE AR

N HEEE

et AR 4R B, “ il BE 2 5] (“institutional
logic” ) 5| T #1<2# £ (sociological theory) [ 5
o FRAE MR 220X — A ST ) — 2B IR 5 | A
A EE R B EEAEZR ok . EHAR—4R 2, K
F AT ) B B 7 DA% o) 32 A e 52 3 A
(IR, LA SIBEAY TnAn] 70+ 25 ) B A 9 7 i B2 AR
Z” ( “inter — institutional system” ) ( Friedland and Al-
ford ,1991) 1 (i 4RAZ.O T fE. il B2 4R R Aok
DL R 3 7 (“new institutionalism” ) I
b sEEAE L, 5 E W A 20 Th2g 70 A5 BT
IR R A 22 AT . il 5 B ( DiMaggio ) Fifif]
JBK (Powell) (1991 :8) £ 1 7387l B2 3 SCAOAZ O
TR 3 SR PR A AR Y (rational — actor
models) 55, B & IR TAE R B 22 & Wi, —Fb
A5 SRk IR 1) 2 [ R SR 72 i, A R 7
FES AR 73 AT BAAL 1 MR R B SR %8R . e
SWTFE R A T SO R T 0 0] T R 1) 2 F
5, LA SRR A 5 BOA i Z [ i 5 3h i oE e
T 4 E BY5E KR ( Cook , 1998 ; Ryfe and Osten,
2011) .

N SO , i B R B RO
KB BRSO . S5 ERT S A R 2
SAET, BRI B AR BARAE STz it 2 30k
SO T AR RIS R R R AL
OE T AR R AR T AR 2
Qfar AT BESZ M — R A [Ty S A AR A5 1T 18 A FR )
JE AR [a] I B SN AT 52 3] 3 6 1 15 382 B 1) 5 0
il 85 322 i O DR v A IR A 2 1T DL B AT =Z TRl
AH AR - g sh PEAE O )2 T A9 ] ek et 2 i 2
WLJZ T E i B Z [ A 254 . Sk, il 24 S
AT (1984 ) B4 H 09U AR BN 7 T 6 T B UR
S EE BB GEUE RRE AL B, PO FR AT A
R (2 ULHT R A Hjarvard , 2013a ) #0050 AH Fill o
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2545 11 5, 2R ( Thornton ) 1 B < PG B ( Ocasio )
(1999 :804 ) FE i B2 i L Ak 22 BT A 19 900 ot
S BRI WA A AR Y s K X
SEIE A, AR P AR P AT TR ) B oK, AR B
() A2 6], WA AT AL At S B B L7 # i,
T T PR LA B 0 R ST L i R B R TS T
FEASCAENES , I A VR I s IR TR A

Bt 2 R BETR] 2R 58 (inter — institutional sys-
tem) B0 &5 FH 9F B 788 2% ( Friedland ) £ ( Alford ) $2
th, JF H 2 (Thornton) | B8R P4 B2 ( Ocasio ) Fl 2%
A 5L (Lounsbury) (2012) ik —2 56 3% . HAEA ik
& AL 2s i — RN i B, B — DU FE— s
JE B EA AL P L, e S AL R R
PR T BRI R, HE T — R
SIS HESE, VR o+ 245 At 38R S 1R 1Y JE T 5
fF” ('Thornto, Ocasio, and Lounsbury,2012.54 ), %k
1M, 280t s Resh Pk B B80T 32 B — 1 B 2 4R 1Y
2, T2 52 ) T 45 2 A5 A A 2 A B O A ) 2
P SO ] 2] A G R) Y A
B THUE Z IR 5 BOC AR Gl x SE R ] B2 2 4
HIAN AT 35 A , DA W TS [R1 2R 5 i a2 4~
A (Friedland and Alford,1991:256)

X AT LU G LA T B A SE AT A R« T
SE L BAARS N A [ BOE R 45 B R g T2
WAL BIGEE . B, XA # 4
LU BV S BRI Z A 5 [ BN 45 AH G 3E
(stakeholders ) , fth 17 5& .0 AH X F A ) BE 4 w7 3
(an, WAL 2D 7)) SREE (I A A RE R Y HiE
BT R, )RR YR R B R R S
REH B2 ENAE MR R 207 LR E (I, T %
VL (S EN R I P 7S S A E M NS = U B ]
LA RN Y A AR A A, TR,
Tl B A ) B S AN 1 T R AR
H R BN A2, R BT 38 1 ) #3082 fn H
SESENEPN BN E Oy SN P o
& SR Z 2T 7) LA A (i an, At i T2 7
TE HHE RSN o T I — 1 BE ] ) R AR
D LAT RS0 J B — 1 1] 32 30 I 1) ) 4 kg 485 O, TG
& T HOR R RE ) 4 RS SO, Qa1 Lt 1
R TS ERIE S, )RS T AE— RN R I B
R Z (B AT I R o AR SRS e LA S 1Y
£ X b S8 A 1 ] R 08 B 0 R E R S (F BOIR
HlRE" ) I I AA

T i BEZ iR SCHR P A — 138 3 A 0 A, 2
PG5 4 () B AR AL — D E U R AT AL B
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AT R R AL 2 LRI AR T . XA — M2
BHIEN LR S 580G SR HE A
SR T AE RS N E A A O BUR 1Y RE

E S A T R A B BR AL SV, AT /r il ok
B EAAEREZ . A2 S8 B A8 3 38 5l BT
T A i EE B 2 (“institutional entrepreneurs” ) 7
o, JE A T A A [ ) BE R o ) SO A S R SR
Bl A S T, 1 PE s A k4t & X R (Thorn-
ton and Ocasio,2005:115) , 7&_EiRBUE A 6] (1)
B Ay DR A TA SO BUA DL S 1 1 b sr
LA, WA T 51 A R A6 8 ik AL
Fro X —id BIFAE R — S5 AT, B BUR B
JBSE 2] %) LA B3 57 AT BETE QN5 AR P ATLAS) H AN W2
Ao 5 AT 10 2 S S ATl I AR TR K BUA
HLEROCFR A AR =,

+ #HIEEZ (institutional overlap)

WA AT BB LA T R 1 =P AS [R] 77 2UFE 1 B2
AR [R]7HY > 45 44 4 B8 & (structural overlap) , 2F—, fi
PRt — A IR k20 H 5 B T SR
V5 IR AR T 2R IR LIOGERIRIA X —
FEWAE TR S AR TS B A I T AR AR
ol IR L 5% P RN KON 1y o) R, FRARE 50T, 2 24
AT AR B A A T 5K 5 i R 2 2Z TRl Y 45 s,
HAE s, 7 BRAT DA s () 250 1Y) W] B fifk e
FRETT W18 (Habermas, 1989 ) , 7E 52
B B A LTI T — A R BR T B R
WAL ], 1) A AR AN (B S AR B )
TR, FLIATVD B i e o 5 r A AL 2 o B N 4, g
IS R B R 45038 1) SC AR AR 56 - 2] 1 B Y
PRELIE % ( Plummer, 2003 ; Dahlgren, 2006 ) . #il4,
P2 3 R AH DG 0] R B B 4 A 5 P
FVE BT A O TAE SCAREE | 34 ) A 23
AN RS TR 1 X 45 s R LR SR R B o X A
H4 45 € 1Y ] B FR P (institutional orders ) 5| A2tz
(1) , 3ok S ] P2 4o T 0 oA |9 At o) 32 Bk P PR RS 4k 2
F14) i S DU RN 9% 30 0 TC P T A, 43, %o b R R 5%
(IBIFFE A B, ) B A T ) R B S 4k s 1)
X BN ENARZE A, XA NPT T BUR B X
HAE W 5 47~ 1) )8 % ( Christensen , 2012 ; Hjar-
vard ,2012b)

o T I TR R N AR R AR A LR B, I
“TFERE” (“doing” ) ZEBEAIE | A 2 B AR 1Y SE B Y
FEARST o DU % R 4D AL (virtualization) B T iR
T FEN B AE7E (internal presence ) [ HE B 45 R 2> —
(Hjarvard ,2013a)  FC 47 1A W hoRF #1235 52

MYl e, il , B R M TER 2R E
B TAESH — & & AR ] LU AT 58
5o RSN W St F NATTHEAR o] A2 B R AT LA )L
PR A R AR, AT — 2B i T X
3 3P I ECR RE T HIL, R A0 AT DAL AT T
IR ATHIRA RN, B E— D EUA TR BT
Wo PR K03 Sl I B0 (A5 B BT 52 ) A8 15
To /R, 4 K ZHHUAE AT I B AR 38 i i
T A RO HUAL, BN R (KRR ) VA (2
) s (BUR) %5, R, X EIREW TS
READL S [R] VA6 AH ELAZ 5 , BOR B 22 14 52 B 3 2 vl LA
TEYIA I IMI AT BT 5 2, 3K — HE 125 1]
AU AR A3 S e 55 , PR o I b 2 5 5 AT
A BN ME . 2T S AR b 5 A 1 [
W, WVFIE S AT R AR R A A A B g, ST
1E FPER[FI , W F IR i3 Facebook 5 JIF A IR 2
T H i A PG FA N AR AT 55

—NH R LU LB XA T — D HEZ
o XA T R R S T T A RDE
KA, BN, #F 2 btk T A YL 3h
LI IX SERCF LAY, o AT 3 S 0 A H
A GIABEL2E 2B KB 15 T AT 51 &8
IHEA R ph %, -t {45 H A 1) B2 o 9 R 02
TR T S, Y0 T R] DU R 4 AR 3
W, BOE VU T I G 5 HAB VLA PRy A B AAL
JEMIAZ IR TR o 5K BB FI A B %A1 Tk
F1 5800, TR A= vh R HAB R (5 BRI, H
LA Y P B R BE 23 52 W) 31 000 A 2 A 2Z T[] 1Y
7% (Hjarvard 2010 ; Carlsson ,2010) , [EA&EHs, LI
SRR A 0 AR TR S AR 3 v A TG Al
PR T X TR K BE R TAEZ [ AL Eop R %,
R TAE B RIE R E P S48 T —E BN

5 = A AT E A UG RN R 1A [R) 32 %5
AR Z [A) AT LSS 3t s Fo B Bt e 1 — B2l 57
AORLRS , O M ks B A i B 02 Rl B AL 2 i 45
AU AN, A 0B B A T 4
B A2 A LA R AL T R R I, W 1AL
TN ER B AT 75 308 HABATLAL 1 320 (X 252
AT LA LG P13 L2 B o B 1%
55 22U 0 — TR SRR, BT B A B At
MU R TR N A AR R IR, B T 34
FRIZ AR, AN [) A A B 40 5 5 i 1 45 ) R R BB
it 44 ( affordances ) ( Gibson, 1979 ; Hjarvard ,2013a) ,
T X LA R A ak B A AT R 2552 I A i AR 2
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MBS 7 2o 10, 4 5% 20 2T I 4 7 9 T
BRSSO 5 8 N S R SR IE, flAT] R RE S
SR WA AL 2 AR B O TR ix s
7 AR fE 2 BORFNSE 2R . FE I, S22
LY LA A 4 7 A 7 AR ; B H R B AT
AL & (SN 1T A —E R RE ) A
)1 /N S8V AN R W D By (VRS B R A T PR
U5 B (Hjarvard ,2012b ) , 753X S 57 32 55 6 & 1Y)
TEOLH , B A S KA B AR 520 T AR L (H
S S, B2 0 Rl G AL S AR AR I
PEHE TR

I\ ZEFE I AYH BB (institutional regimes)

B X — RO T A TEI AL 2 i |
st o SR (BT A0 55 198 22 T A2 A0 AN o7 9k 7 B
M PR Ry — R Mt AR A M, FRATT N A 2
AN SCAY A8 732 T PR Ry — b DR R sl i) — b ol
S I A 0] — A [FE 872 1, J5 #08 ehe fi ib
K HIHUAE Z [F] 1 I3 AL (“ balance of power™ ) ,
I AT BER T 1 ] 8 Y5 RIRL U] 5 | A 38—~ S
NIIHT 8 BE T 5, FRATT AT LORE X S8 25 B i
“HOAWE BRSNS R A
AR, SR, AT T B A = S 451 1k
RS ) TR AP S R A B SR B P SR A R o R
b, TR E U BOR AT v, AT W L5 F)
BASEA R g5 A S B AL 2 e Sl L (EABAT]
Z [B]AH LA ST S T A B BB B R iy — A
W, 1SRN TR ACE N — A BaR R 2 53
—BUA A2 I 1 — D EOREERL

A T B
SR B SXHHBEATLE,
5 WS R ot S
R 1l ¥
1Ky —Fh A2 SR

Bl AR IELEETEE

A G ASEA—E 2 PN —FERE 1Y
BUAREN 75— BRI A AL s (AL 1S 00 T, B h] g
T2 FH TR — R O A B BLAR T OB A 1A
HFEE R BLG . FERXAERITEOL T, FN TR 2 WA
— Bt 2 WLV A0 52 ke 1) (AN A AN 80 7 1
o BN, BOF B 098 AR BN TR R SRR Y
B3 T HAUCER Tk (A =S IR B 7R A
TE ) HT AR T k. M, B2 R
TAH AL I AP e Fr SR AR it 75835
66

#H1 ( Carlsson, 2010 ; Sorensen , Audon , and Levinsen,
2010) ,

FRATIX B e A Ay i) B 2 o B 25 0 BUIR
A 72 7 S 5 T s R BT, DA AR
(7)o P 301, T 3 S A i) 98 B 00 D e — 2% 97) A 2 114 )
fn AR TR AL S B0, £ & B (Blumler)
AR FLAN (Kavanagh ) (1999:211) X 5 T BUA L #&
B = PNASEIF ] (“three distinet ages” ) ; £~
T (BORH SR Al A 25 PR R p 52 e i B
AT SR AR B, PR~ B IRIR
( Djerf — Pierre) (2000:240) DX ] 1 5 04 M il 55 )
R SVT 1) =7 s B B, 1 He o i) B — A B Be X 14
BT 555 32 5 A £ BASE S AH O ) L% R GE R AL
WIFFRIER) 57 0 Z IR 18R - BIRIKA A /K
(Weibull) (2008 ) it — 2D HEFE T ABATTAY ML AR , i ix 26
OB BOAA " o AT e fp e T AR AN S
PRAEIE R RA DA R S BN A 7= Rl & ( Djerf — Pi-
erre and Weibull ,2008:96) . MiZALf &, — B
TEPRHIIA TR E /Y Py SR AIAL 27545 R — i
B SRR, TEAE IR T OB I 2 T HORE LA
“HOAR” 3% — B SR R U b T 2 1
R AR BE R IR AR . 15 IE )2 R JC A R
1B BR R anEH M E, XTI — A BRI
il 1] 75— BOAR AR T, LR E BOR A T 1)
RESHAE R R B A4 4 B A 3 5L

XF TR B RE S AR 22 0] 56 R B 3 BT AR
R0 SRS, it b et g H s . i,
Wbk (Hallin ) A1 5 %7 J& (Mancini ) (2004 ) ¥ i 3¢
FRRIHIREAS N R GEHBOR R G Z A 5C R I —IHE
AR, O Lk mis FZ 90 & i T = £ 3 B
IR 2B 7 B3 Y A i 3 SR (Anglo - A-
merican Liberal Model ) . P8t R F 1A £ U
(the Democratic Corporatist Model of North — Western
Europe ) Fl1 55 Bk 4t 22 TG ( the Polarized Pluralist
Model of Southern Europe) , F&HAFNE: 27 JE I )5 &
B ixX — LB R ) 2 9Y T3 i B LLA Y s X
(Hallin and Mancini,2012) , REX KK L EHF
T T AR 2 A0 PR TR S5 v B IR R A 45 A4 R 1
AR (B B AR R TR, BT T 5%
ANTRI AL TR] A B AR R, ] s 7 58 ) B A A g 20
AFwF T EEMEN.

N HEIHEEFIR

ASCIEIR T AR BERL A, I 3 RDRE 0 A
SENLTHZ M EZENE, SR, AT 2 2002 ] B
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Z | (supra — institutional ) j¥] #1220 AL, IF
IS S A R A PR 5T, BE AR [ AR A 1Y
S g 8 AN [) %) ol 8 T 45, T8 ] ) b DX
SR BTN o A8 (2003 ) i 4455 JE ( Bourdi-
ew) A JUHEA” (“meta capital”) AL, 2 B0 B
IR —FITHEA X — m B AT A R i #E 25 45
W RA N Ty X — R R IR BAT — 5 Uk
1 BB AR —Fh M s B AR AN A T
XAERTCHRAS , 1E R G HE (system theory ) AY 5 78
T, FEN I (Kunelius ) #1785 2 44 7 ( Reunanen ) 4§
ARSI S B BEIR” s HET ),
AT AR DAy 2 AR HA AR LG S Bl b
WG I (VR SR A A 3567 (Kunelius
and Reunanen,2012:12) ,

J2E PRI SO 1 5 A 7 (2012) B3 00 5 D ot £
HTERT I KRB, 7B 18R T, ARTE AR 2
HAth 5T T B e AR AR IR ) B R R, T IR F] —
P SCRIEAY L 28 AR ST I I e — OG- R 3 11
X FRAN BRI AZ R 2 b DG 1 B 45 ] L )
FEESL, SRR, $85C 1 B8 PR O A AL R Y
PR AR S BR  IR T BiE . BMEZ,
P EAS L P AT DUAE B )23 [ f Rk B X B g
JRABATRIERE 5280 #5I , A R — P i 1% 7%
SEAATE AR IUE R SWHECRNTER, X—8
B IRAEAS R TR Bz A [y H Y - 4
Facebook ik ZE A AZBEA i [] T- 16— D41 89~ ]
KRG TE CERAN B AT X IE A L 5 T
A 30 R AR S T A R A S 2 AR &
HA R XEEAMEMNAE. EXLfH] 1, Face-
book U A1 S TS AR Y R TE B A B T 1A DLy
€ 7 R BUE B LA LR & HL P AR R4k (5 B ro BE
735 52 AR WU SE AL 3X — FR A A A% 49 5 28 1 5L ik
BLIR R

AR A k4 T H B S BR 1 3R
DA 4 o 52 B AE R m BB (N, B PUE S B
M IRELZ AR AR ) e HEOC R B RE T (i, i
SSHELMT AP sCAH 42 ) DL R AL 547 IRk 55 T b
2 HIWRE S (10, R VBE BUIREESE) o« BN
X BETEIO T A ALY SO S pE S S A
YER, BT LAY X6 A — ek 2 ST 87 it LA S e, S
XA B AR TS . O TR B
I8, ok B T HoAd HLAL 4508 1 #2517 3 & (social a-
gent ) W ST 6 BRI & RN . X Ry 24 49
ZWA Y HA ZI6e, B AR ATTAS B4 B AR 4

SHMRE TS 2 o 28 , A
HLLRI LR 26 A 4 25 Ff H A, X028 H Y5 A R AL
Sl BERISCALIZEAT 2%, A4 A A (1 B 2 W)
1A XA R, X SRR S A R LA
S, AR A5 R AT R IR RA NIRRT A
A Ko [FAE M, B E &F JK 2K (20045 Hjarvard,
2013b) AL, S BA TR FT A fekT P ) ) 2 A AL
I, FATTRL 53 IR T H 2 A5 5 L4k Dhe , i A
IFEEENA B 2l A 2H

P (1922) B FE RS - i 20 v o 1l 45
I Tl kh s>l Sz LR A A R A A 1 — > A B
Eo HIERIN, Al S B A R i s e ik &
W HRRLEBGA IR L AL B #i  8L, I LA R Y
Jr LB A LB A K B T8 K R o —
it Sz AU G B v R S i AR AL
X — X PR IEAE I K8, A Z R T A3t
B HS5 , MRZ i 52 2LF BT A fL 2 HLA A sC
PSR o A5 o B BUCHE 26 AF T, HLA 5 3 2
FHRRALEA [R) R e 18] 5 25 ] F AR 8 o 7 D g
TR 5 BE S AN R BLRS 5 f BE =2 e] L e At 22
RS s s AP TR I R
N IR A GORRTPAE i W (EPSE At R D) E S i)
S LA Ak AT s WL B B i H T
KA A TE
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Mediatization ; The Role of Media in Social Change
[ DNK ] Stig Hjarvard' ; [ Translated by JLIU Jun',FAN Yi —xin®
(1. Department of Media ,Cognition and Communication , University of Copenhagen ,Copenhegen 2300, Denmark ;
2. Medill School of Journalism ,Media ,Integrated Marketing
Communications , Northwestern University , Evanston IL 60208 ,USA)

Abstract : Today , we experience an intensified mediatization of culture and society that is not limited to the realm of
public opinion formation but cuts across almost every social and cultural institution, such as family, work, politics,
and religion. Increasingly,other institutions need the resources of the media,including their ability to represent in-
formation in particular ways, construct social relationships,and produce attention through communicative action. Be-
cause of this general development,we need to analyze the role of media in a multitude of social contexts,necessita-
ting a firmer rooting of mediatization theory in general social theory. Inspired by structuration theory and the institu-
tional logics perspective , media are understood as structures (i. e. resources and rules) that both condition and ena-
ble reflexive human agency. The influence of media on cultural and social change is not about the media’ s “coloni-
zation” of other institutions but about changes in inter — institutional relationships. All institutions, including the
media, are dependent on a variety of other institutions ,and cultural and social change may emerge through new con-
figurations of relationships between media and other institutions.

Key words : agency ;institutional logics ; mediatization ;meso — level ; structuration
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