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Abstract

The structure-conduct-performance (SCP) paradigm attempts to explain
how firms behave under different market structures and, in turn, how that
behavior affects market performance. Most media economists agree that media
performance is affected by the structure of a market, but they disagree on how
the market structure influences media performance. Empirical findings
regarding the competition-performance relationship have tended to be mixed
with most studies indicating a positive relationship between competition and
performance.

Using the theoretical framework of the structure—conduct—performance
model, this study examined the relationship between market competition and
the local news performance of the three newspapers in Taiwan. Based on a
literature review on the SCP model, the research question of this study is as
follows: How does the degree of market competition affect the content diver-
sity of local news in Taiwan’s newspapers?

This study identified five types of news markets in accordance with the
degree of market competition, and purposely selected ten cities and counties in
Taiwan as different news markets. Using the method of content analysis, this
study analyzed three-weeks of local news in the five kinds of markets.

This study found that the number of competitors in a market was the most
important factor that affected the content diversity of local news in Taiwan’s
three major newspapers. Furthermore, the findings of this study show that the
population of a market did not have any significant effect on the content diver-



5 W F AR A B 2 B AT
sity of local news. The data analysis shows that the findings in general are
congruent with the predictions of the SCP model.
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B AR RN H S BENA 8 > SURFHE TS 0
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B i s B AE AR > ERZ S B 2 W W BCE TR - RILRR T BT
FHORF L 2 Ah > HoAtht [ AW 55 LA T35 K/ 4y 2 o

AR 1) 75 4 LR AT A8 L v R B > L AL ) RS A S
AR RE I 4 A8 A A R SE ARG A > IR > AR 5 DA BRI I A 1 S A A

SRR REYE > St & 8 20 5 VU AR AL A [ - AR 4% 2008 4F 2 A BUAR AT 45
BRI N DBCERL > B IATT N D 2R ER > BT > fE— A

O 500 @5 A LA ERYR B ALERTT » HAD#EmEEL 6405 - HAHE
T 35 2 I ASHFF0 5 5 4 TR e BB A I [ | 5 ok 2 AT N O 8
#9200 &5 % 250 B N AR > A i HESRTT LA TP ERT - ARFIT 2 SR
B [ e BRG] 5 A% A R N 1 BOR 2 200 & A& - B4E
PEEE ~ B TRRT ~ BALER - B RERRTT > AHF I 26 25 [ v BE RIS AR
@5 et > RO B 2 I fRe 9 /MR TT > 0N 0 BOHT 2 100 &5 AR (19 81
B> AW 9% 5 36 F [ A B8 KRR S8 07 I | > G045 B R - T R B AR
0%~ MR - BEARIR - BRI - fEEENR - BAIIIRG - BERETT - BT -

b T BALERTH - HAb b AT = KA W R GG - 41
M FEIFEFHOUEPEEERXWEE (Lacy & Vermeer,
1995) » s = KAt e > 8 Lt 5 AR v] A2 i R ZU M [ -
T BRI IR RR A IR > B & R AT 8 T R SO oAt b [ ASTR] > R
AHEFE R A S =R EAE AU EE o BT A2 A EE
5T 55 A B T SRR AR A R 6 b [ > BRLAE T — R I AR A
P BTG HF RO A > QSRR 1% - FER A S )y 2
% > ABFFRAE B8 H AT =K 20 My 4 M rh > #RE T 10/ i & o

= R

I . dbtesxz

TESMHTHEE E > a0 ~ CREIRE) ~ CH il k) - CRER H RO
Je H T B @i B Rk WRERREBITHMAR > T H R GER H#)



5 W F AR A B 2 B AT

1B B e AR AR > M A T T R > PR R H R A A AR
W55 0 i [ 2 o ZEdhAR B Ay > CREREER) 76 2007 4E 8 H 21 H
SRR > BRI 2 T R B ) A SR R AR A BRI T A AS [ ) b R A
2% AEMUR 2 A5 A IR F A W — K > B KA AR TR O O R >
I > ASBIFSE e AE 2007 4R 8 H 21 H BALGHIAS » A\ A HikEsZ A Wt
— MR Z% > FHh9H 10 ] & pEiah b — @A Rikahbki H
WA RIE8H21 H#25H 91T HEI5H ~ 1023 HF27H o &
JH—4RIE - 9 A 13 H CH MR IZ A I &duh > HILE K&
Hb 75 WA A2 AE Bk

ULk > = RS e 7E AR 2 I 0 2 30 B B WS A e ik BN [A) 47
Bl A SRR > B — AR W H S 0 IR B R AR ]
£y [ VR 10 77 43 WL - 9 0 O 5 ) RS B SR U3 - AR RS ELAE ~ v
TER - P E UFEARAS o R > ARBFFO AR I 8 215 R
R — A -

1. #8244

AWETT I o A B [ — R ] > DASE 24 (byline) f04 wH ALK
%o miA G AR G #E - R -

(—) M E - i SORk B R - ASHIESE O 5 A i AP W g >
2T > A 45 5 1 AT TH FE (newshole) ~ #HCE 5 X~ HT R I 0E -
P Vo 2 ) St U R~ R~ T I AMBLAE ST o R =R R Y b
5 R S o v T R T R A A 5 T S R ) s AR R A B AT
FORRIEEIF ~ 2B~ N DL S H T 5 B 9] AR E T A S R
J5 BT > 0 D E B A MR A R AR IR o T RE e a2 B e A EE iR
SR TG AR AR A IR B L O ) 2 T RSB TR R
FRE 114 BT T 3 2 ) e 388 60 20 N7 A0 5 2 AR SR M AR B L -

WAk > AWFTRH BB — 0 27 7 (1997 - 1998) ~ B
(1996) ~ Beam (2003) ~ 2= H 1 Je 2= 75 Bk (2006) BFFT AR AEH H - %8 1
R FT AR 2 S 3 AR BT HEAT - 1T 7 2 252 DA b, 77 5 40K i 4 o) P S 4K 1Y
o5 U AT S o B DL L R AR AR A ) B E

1~ B A B RE R b - AR BE SCRR I S > HARAE B THIRRE T >
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iR MBS ) > B B TR AR AR O A AR R AR 5
D52 5 A R R 1) B B A L T HE o

2~ FOeERA 7 s A RARE S F IR > B ot IRE
BREAR D » B Ty A By /B > G035 (1) — OB M (2) 488/ 550/
SHEHOE (3) BHR /IR e (4) 18 SC (AR R 25 £~ SCF A s
w4 GBS > B BOREE— A FAN > WA E AR D) (5)
5 - &Rl E 2R (6) S/ FAHoE (7) MFHE/akw (8) HAt -

3 M T 16 EBE - A - (1) BUNBLBUA#TE (2) 41
B/ SR (3) WAAR ~ Al - A SERTH (4) TH B AR TR IR B (5) Bk
i (6) BEATEL (7) NI IE (8) B Fr ) (9) Sufb st el / R A /253
(10) BRE~/BEVR/ BEREVR (11) 45 TR s Ao i (12) IRESHiR (13)
2 B ST R (14) 2288 ) (15) BHEGHT I (16) oAt -

4~ FFHEAE © B B A IR0 By R A MR R AL 2
Ho A LA BB A BE SR AR R B EE S EEEE K
U8 > HYEmMh A LB Fn > @5 B mER - 541714 -
(1) FREUFHRE - B B (2) SLEZ B (3) SR BUNHEE - B & (4) 55h
BN REARR 5 BEETBUN - BH/REMAE (6) HM&ARBUT - B
B/RBARR (7) Al BREE (B IER IR E IEEIFEN) (8)
B BUA AW (9) B L - AL (10) RHEfE/ A+
(BFEEAN - B (1) S TEE/ AL (g /Rieg - BR/ER
S5) (12) A Wtk (LG 2U% - 200~ BE5E) (13) B A (14) — R AR
(15) B A ~ AT (16) WA TH BRI (17) HAh -

5~ HEAIEEE - F5— R M A A RNHE AR > 3 FHE— R
] o~ 254 R AT BB TR o A DU R [R] ik SE 45 W2 5 & R 2 R 5 |
R EARIEN 2 -

. 2 EARER

ABEFRAE AT IESBRA B R HTHT - IEEOE R UCETH] 55—
HIT 52 A 5 35 4 A 185 BRI A R H - A B 15 RE A 2 U0 A AR 1
A S 365 7E 2 A EE AR AT IE o 58 U 3 A 1E R A A B S
B A BEMANE 2007 49 F 6 SR ERATES T AR IS AR o TEREE BT 0BT



5 W F AR A B 2 B AT

4 A] 4R A > LS B ESL 2 4% > 4K IR Wimmer F1 Dominick (2002) A9
R o I 10% WRRAS - BI527 IR B - HEAT AR AR B TH 0915 BE AR B o
FERESMBL E A A SO0 B R > I > pi AR 1 > mAEHCE
T3 OB R B E AR TSR TR AR B GR DA B O
BARWEEEF) L pifE 4 A £50.9~ 0.875~ 0.93 > 0.92 (Wimmer &
Dominick, 2005) °

V. #H# 54777 ik

A 5% i A Simpson’s D/AZ (FEAH R 7 2UaE R B ) 254304
HHMZEM - HAlstE 2 MERN AL > McDonald Fil Dimmick
(2003) B4 DA [E 1927 % 1956 - B & w5 A RF B 8 B VE 25 /0 A 2L 68
PR 12 FE 2R N N 25 &5 SR8 BUASE ) R — A SRR 15 21 41
LR &5 > HiE e A X 2 MM BPE AR S > Simpson’s D £ HAfF 5%
I 3 0 AR SO R 2 — > A R R AR R 2 19 4 FE BB AL A B —
B DME LR o

R EE

— ~ FH BB R g )

REAER T > v R A M [ A T R A L R B = L R A
58.3% LA 4 e — s —sR LB RO BT - HO A i AT ) 2 A o 3
[ - HA 39.6% W BT A —aRDL LRI A -

A+ [ T B A O M E 4 b

A — R DAE A L)

it 55 8 97 s 39.6%

1o FEE R4 37 48.8%
rhEE RIS A [ (A R AT 58.3%
IR AR R e (FE 2 56.5%

G B B A5 I (R %) 57.4%
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#ET X
F o A M RS Ty =z 4 L)
i %Jﬁ%ﬁfﬁ I%J}Z%Eﬁ tf (f,f %gff %fﬁgﬁlf
A A () (1) (R )
— B 87.5% 86.3% 78.1% 85.6% 85.9%
TR H 0.2% 0.1% 0.6% 0.2% 0.4%
T / = 2.5% 2.0% 2.6% 1.6% 1.7%
B g E R 0.4% 0.2% 1.2% 0% 1%
Ehe 7.8% 8.7% 14.3% 10.7% 8.1%
g~ B wRHE 2% 1.1% 0.8% 0.5% 0% 1.4%
R B A 0.6% 1.8% 2.7% 1.9% 1.5%

et [ ) O AR DA T — M ) A de % > (EL HO 61 AR (= B
FRA ARG I b s 27y ey o R M IS o PO BEE s R R S > PR
Z SR A/ R S a | o B B D e 0 R [ AR ek ] o R
[ B/ S A O | ORI AR I A 1.2% - [ R ~ Bl
fiE] 2% 1 0 OB Ty TR M e B AR B AR [ A 1.1% > BT B9 R T R
F1% o

8 7 A& Simpson’s DEFHE 2 4% » $F B h Z bRME fe s i 2
Hh RS RSURR AR IS [ o i {198 A Ak e KRS A 07 b [

fil — = A 3 [ R D5 Z Simpson’s D fE
)y 302 Simpson’s DI

0.4
0.2
0.1
[—
0 R 7 LA e FE R s ARG s P S8 M I | 1 B LA
A8 77 b [ A [ (BF) (fE3#) (Fg#)
‘%(ﬁ']l 0.227 0.247 0.37 0.255 0.255




5 W F AR A B2 B MR

= #HHEA

AR e [ 1D 67 PR % DA [ BT /B R~ T/ SEAm e B ) A
Z > BLA > bt ey B AUARE A 7 3 8 7 7 9 1R 6T I RE E > TR EEORE LAt
Mol SRR > JUHORAE [ g/ SR B | A9 R E o Oy RS =R
AR T AT | > PRSI~ ST SRS TR IR [ U
GIENEYE SRR §=F 71 MR REE- s ripdidiid ibiov sl IS

T ] R Z AR - AU FH AR BB > DL rp B AR [ A
ZoHK > R Ml bRy JE A G R — s PR o M R AR A
W B LR - HTT AR AR ERER R A Z R o

AR I T R A

W R | R q:f R ﬁ? R 1&{5 J
wEE | e KR i SR it KL
(Am) (fe) (F#)
TR /BT 23.3% 20.6% 19.4% 16.3% 20.3%
*LEr 7 ST 26.9% 21.1% 14.3% 14.2% 16.1%
BPAE - SRl E R 1.6% 3.3% 2.8% 1.25 1.7%
T # LR T /iR B 6.0% 6.4% 7.7% 9.3% 8.9%
R 4.9% 3.9% 6.0% 2.6% 4.4%
BE 8.1% 8.4% 9.9% 8.1% 6.6%
NI LS 8.1% 18.4% 18.8% 20.9% 25.0%
AT 1.0% 3.6% 32% 3.0% 1.7%
oAbk / RAR /2 11.8% 6.9% 10.1% 8.6% 6.6%
TR/ RETR/ H SR &R 1.0% 1.6% 1.9% 2.1% 1.4%
55 1 J T RO BT ) 0.8% 3.1% 3.9% 10.0% 4.8%
IR 0 3.5% 0.9% 1.0% 0.5% 0%
12 5 = [ 0.3% 0% 0.4% 0.7% 0%
23T 2.4% 0.9% 0.4% 2.1% 1.5%
B 0.2% 0% 0.4% 0% 0%
HoAth 0.2% 1.0% 0.3% 0.5% 1%
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B — : Kﬁiﬂlﬁ?ﬁ%ﬁi%ZSimpson’s D1

B & 2 Simpson’s D

0.88
0.87 s
0.86
0.85 " \\.
0.84 p—
0.83
0.82
081 S LA i R P BRI || MECJ BB IE | S R A
kil P [ (GH) (TE3) (FE#0)
‘%tﬁlh 0.837 0.858 0.873 0.848
FP + A [ B AR IR 2 434 Ee 4
BLAETS I | S b

(A™) (fE3E) (%)
PR U RS - BB 1.3% 3.1% 3.9% 6.5% 6.6%
THEERE 0.5% 0.3% 0.8% 23% 0.2%
R EUM MR - BB 25.8% 19.7% 17.4% 18.4% 19.7%
RN R AR 7.9% 3.9% 4.4% 2.3% 5.4%
CibS 2237 12 7.2% 6.2% 4.5% 6.0% 8.5%
3~ BURAY) 0.4% 2.1% 1.9% 0.7% 0.2%
AL TR A ZE RS - B 5.8% 5.5% 5.6% 7.7% 7.0%
FINL
[ A+ 4.6% 7.7% 8.8% 10.9% 8.3%
LT Nt 0.5% 2.1% 3.6% 7.9% 2.5%
P Wi 4.8% 7.5% 9.8% 7.0% 10.1%
EIN 0.2% 0.4% 0.2% 0.2% 0.2%
— R AR 9.1% 14.5% 13.0% 10.2% 12.2%
WA THEAIE 29.4% 23.4% 24.0% 17.7% 16.4%
] 1.8% 2.4% 2.1% 1.6% 1.7%
HALSAREUN ~ HE/ 0.6% 0.5% 3.9% 0.2% 0.2%
R
HE W RAA 0.1% 0.3% 0.8% 0.2% 0.2%
At 0.1% 0.3% 0.2% 0% 0.6%




5 W F AR A B 2 B AT

W ERH AR

R B 3t T RS R BB R D o A A I B P S R
U > JFG e G AR g B A ASE A [ Y 5 LA T 7 RS R B v o
PEBR A T B AT - [ Rz S8 T B /B B Sl i = i
J7 WRPE SR — R TH B TR » PEAASE R T — R > [ 40 ks -
AL HTH B AR IR R Ty R =

TEMH SAURI Z AR TE b DU BE BB KE I Ml [ (1) /€ 3 Simpson’s D
(B 7% e R > A0 RE R A S s 3t 5 ST [ T B A TR B 2 BR G L 2 2
o 8 1) S AR PR AN Z BRI o

B = AN 3 [ 3 B SRR Z Simpson’s D

M AR E 2 Simpson’s DfE

0.9

///\Q
0.85 /

0.8
0.75 e
i 5 U SR | AU e A e B S M
PR LS IR (A7) () ()
‘%W'Jl 0.819 0.863 0.866 0.886 0.882

E o~ FRAH A A8 & R VL b ag e )

— SR A A D A SRR o AR 3B S A L T
B R B > B E R 2 B e A R D o H(E i R R R AR AR
Tl > R R R e S B L



38

(EHAEAELT) - (8) % 14 1 (2010)

A+ TR i — ST A A B AR = gl

— RIS A 24 B A IR A 1 L 4
it 55 R RS CE 97 4t [ 31.3%
1o E BB A7 [ 32.8%
LR R R (&) 31.8%
IR AR B [ (FE 2 31.9%
TR E B AC S [at, (B 45) 33.7%

f& m ER Y AR

AR 5% 4 F SCP 1) B iy % w3 2 1) b 0 3 P T 35 4 WS S N R 2
PER R IR A WS ARET Y - A8 AT - & iR - =i
FRTT -~ B RATT - BB KRR - (ER T & - ARPFE DL =045
H2 3 43 A i T 8 B 22 B > FE = R A A IR R s K i
R~ TR IR o 17 T 35 A RS IR AR 95 SCP I BLE LA T E B E R A
B 2= 8 WM B SR ENT S - (EGEERE LA mEETA
O R RAR > AR VIR ZE N IS A = WA (B &8 =K R 8
AR o MEAh > BR T BT E BE 24 AW HAKYE Picard (2002) Y #1E;
AN BB 2 T 35 3 T R /NS AR 2 — o I S I T 0 B AR
JEERRASE LS IS I ~ R PR AT [~ e R A A S~ KR 8 O [
VIR AR R E T

AR T 5 BUAE 7S AR SE T B rpioE 0y S 2 AR > Dhvh BRI A AR
T L I 5 o e o LR O R R AR T M 5 25 2 B e R AR 7
[ > 22 A I 0 B 6 i v FEE R R AR T L s > 35 2 - ARBFSREEEL A
T AR T % A 7t [ 25 2B Ty 2 22 e e v ) T 18T b [ o 0B ) T RELY
ZREVET S o HE B OUECE 5 S A 7Tt R B v AR A
A 7 b e ) P R R e o BT AR I R AR AR I b [ (7 )
i FE R AE T [ 22 B B 25 AT SR 2 M 1 B R A6 T L I o e
& — R 25 T B AR R ) 2 B - AN BT 50 4 B v 10 1 35 0 A 468 7 [ L
THEARVR I Z AR i m o #2 TR 2 P B B AR T b IR > 2 bR M B (K3



TR F RN KB A AR

R N o B R AR S I REA G R R — R = o BT S
7o LBt B B SCP H 5 10 BLEN AR 4T > SCP B LA & i 5 55 1 ~ 54T
By R i i R B G A0 B e SR LB DA S T AT B R
TR > (B FB B35 1R 2 50 5 T B A A o — R B A A A T
SCP I B wE Wl 78 L Es BLEE AT B A M R R A R > B pRHE
TR B R ¥ E (Wirth & Bloch, 1995; Yang, 2000) » < Bf 5%
BRI EANEHRET ST - DA G MR R e ER R ER T H I EE
S5 VO o I At O 8 e 2 T B L g A R A =R AR R BE
L > A FFRRT KA » 7278 M2 R E L > SR RBILE
TP o DRI - ASHE5E B SCP [ B s 0 55 AHAS » S5 BL T+3 B0 B M B 4
T — W AH L A T DA TR BE A R R T S A MEE AR
TEW TG R BL o HLAk » ASHE 5% HAK Picard (2002) 885 #7855 A 0
I A TGRS — > Picard (2002) 385 TG HAIAE S > RIE
BT /NI E B R AR I A O~ BT RE - RS
H > DA 35 48835 A T35 0 i - ¥ J2 AH o T TR G 1 g R 1
R o SR > AEARWFF R WEFE &5 A B > A 10 BOIR I A H k5 B b 05 9
B0 22 B > PR — 28 8 = Rl m] DAGE B > R o B A A58 7 i s %
i AR 8 b [ > G = IR i P ) 22 AR PR AR AR AR AR T B AR
FRURL AR 7 1 [

UEAR > AT 556 T A 1) 22 bk PR HE AT v B0 B > ik 3 AR 468 75
[ (Bp & JesgT) HEZ AR & - adtRmiAaEm e S22 m
N DR A 8T A i e 2 1) A BRI AN B Y E h 3k e > R
A5 5 B AR A T ) B R MERR AR b SRR AR > B
FIREM R R B AR A AL AT AR A 2 i g % b2 BRI > Hho7 iR
M2 3 245 - B > 2 A ACRR T8 R BB » 53 P ) B Mt
B E AR DL - FE B K B — E R R LR R o T A Y
SR AE R & Ui I - [T A AR K & b b 04 4 o] 357 P B
AR A BE M (RRAE > 1996b 5 BHEEEE > 2003) © f@ bEAY AT REME AT DAEAR
WFFC R BT F0 45 5 6 B > A WF I 8B & JLRR T 1Y b 77 7 [ 46 v AE
FEARBEA b o i AR T 0% b 5 P LN 404 B HE BT > TR A
fth 8 71T 114 7 3 [ S LRSS AT 5 A G ) > T A ILRR T A R
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A EARZE 5 5k b A B MO > BRI S > AR A RS> iR
TR TR > B T #5205 T —ob i | A9 Fe il 2 ~ ) 5 R AE [ 4t
B/ SEAR ) R BU A8 Fb Al DY b B 2% 0 B 2 A1 5 S SRR U T
2SR MBUR B - B B A N SR M L pl s - A
A ST 4ty RS B D 3 R0 £ EG ) 5 SR Lt b L 1% S PR RO A R 22
WEK > TR /A7 B A0 T A/ S Ao B ) AT B BRI %2 > it A ik
S B D T A DR L > A A1 P R ) BB A0 A
SRRl Y

AW FE BRIl 2 — > A I A5 0 {1 b [ e DD O SR AR s AT i > [
WA VA AT T B b BE B HHT A 55 - L RE DA+ U B T I 46
MR EEETE o it — IRAE AL SHEE £ > RJE (ratio) & HLI[H] (interval) 5#
TE R B B 5 R E > 25 RE T T 3 45 P 3 s HHI BU(E - JI) nl B0KS e 9 1
BT 45 3 0 B RN N R 2 AR M SR B2 R AR o BESR Lacy FH Vermeer
(1995) CL A » BEFA A HE ~ A BT 28~ HHI ~ CIAE PR 14335
FH 2 A BB > SRt > BT B R R
BN AT DL A S MR o RUL o R K RO SR E (b B AT B
o WSRBRE B E R MRS > WA TRAL B A 2 Rl R A A
R o MAHFF IR A T) ~ 71 » B =3k B AT 20 {030 7 4 bt A fg
FE10MR Ty > FERE] b RRRE M RR = (S FE » T RN
WIS > I IF R BRI — > SRR ARSI 3 b i [ 22 B vk AT B R A AF 55
o ATUAH R MR BLE 5 R 2 R B > DU A S A R 2 B o

B 8%

Simpson’s D BB FE AR E 7 E A - BREASTEHE » & — W8
H #B8 E 4 20% /) & 4 tb > HF E Simpson’s D = 1- [ (0.2) 2+ (0.2) 2+
(0.2) 24 (0.2) 2+ (0.2) 2 )= 0.8 » X fBia 5B A K — G A
100% A9 1 3 b f51] > HoA 28 B #9 Le 51 B 450 > B JB Simpson’s D = 1-
[ (1)24(0) 2+ (0) 2+ (0) 2+ (0) 2 )= 0 » KUt Simpson’s D BIFTH. >
ARG EA—RIER ~ AR 0F] 1 2 MAEUE » B S 2 (E 2 O >



5 W F AR A B 2 B AT

ERER VA LN > FTREIRE — 0BT BL T Ko LU A 15 90 5 SO (E b
AT 1 > JIZ BRI EBOR -

ZE

th 3¢ #4> (Chinese Section)

Roger D. Wimmer * Joseph R. Dominick 3 (2002) o <K FA #8642 450 ) (F4R
K)o Bt - Bt .

Roger D. Wimmer & Joseph R. Dominick (2002). Dazhong meiti yanjiu daolun
(Translated by Huang Zhenjia et al.). Taipei: Xuefu wenhua. (Original book:

Wimmer, R. & Dommick, J. [1983]. Mass media research: An introduction.
Wadsworth, Belmont: Wadsworth Publishing Company.)

FEAFHF(1972) o CTRBRMH ~ [RHERE IR i@ 557 - LI NAEDT) o B
TRRERT I 7T P RE L S o

Wang Shifan. (1972). Minzu Wanbao, Dahua Wanbao jiagiang jingzheng qian
hou de neirongfenxi. Zhengzhi daxue xinwen yanjiusuo shuoshi lunwen.

ERIE (2000) o < 8 5 B ) PR BLECRS ) © AL - ZRER ©

Wang Tianbin. (2000). Taiwan difang xinwen lilun yu shiwu. Taipei: Sanmin
shuju.

FRIE (2003) « (HEHESR) - AL TOREE -

Wang Tianbin. (2003). Taiwan baoyeshi. Taipei: Yaitai tushu.

A1EZF (2004) o (il J7 H AR 2235 B H IROSR IR R 2 0F58) o Il R SRRk A8 e
WFFE AR 5w SC o

Shi Yifen. (2004). Difang baozhi xiaofeizhe goumai juece yinsu zhi yanjiu.
Zhongshan daxue chuanbo guanli yanjiusuo shuoshi lunwen.

TR (2004) o K358 BUEA Y 2 e b 2 BFFE——LASER H Rl PR =K
o BERRR ) o Fh L DR B A8 BT 5 P A i SC

Bai Shiyu (2004). Shichang jingzheng yu meijie duoyuanhua zhi yanjiu—Yi
Pinguo Ribao chuangkan qianhou san dabao zhi touban weili. Zhongshan
daxue chuanbo guanli yanjiusuo shuoshi lunwen.

ZEER ~ ZEFHER (2006) o (B EEEE TS 2 MANEZHEIFTT o CorH £
WH5E) - E 884 > H 135-172 -

Li Zhenyi & Li Xiuzhu. (2006). Taiwan meiti jingzheng shichang zhi baozhi
neirong duoyang yanjiu. Xinwenxue Yanjiu, No. 88, pp. 135-172.

Sy (1987) = CHEMHTTBTD - G0« Fide AL -
Wu Canghai. (1987). Taiwan de difang xinwen. Taipei: Ruitai chubanshe.
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JEITHE R (2004) o CERSLIEE ? (RELEE - RARARA st 2 BT B ——LUBE R H i
HH AR R T E =R A1) o P IE R B A AR R BIF T I RE i S o
Zhou Shifeng. (2004). Xue shenme? xiang shenme: Baozhi banmian sheji zhi
Jjingzheng yihan—yi Pingguo Ribao chukan gianhou Zhongshi Lianhe Ziyou
san bao weili. Zhongzheng daxue dianxun chuanbo yanjiusuo shuoshi lunwen.

SRIFESF (2000) o CFEPRER - PEERELETIR) o AL - RIGEIAT -

Zhang Qingxi et al. (2000). Jingji xue: Lilun yu shiji. Taipei: Zhang Qingxi Faxing.

B (1999) - CHEEBLE H A Z T ZBH5) o Bis K88 H 6 5¢ BT il
[

Chen Yixiang. (1999). Taiwan dianshi jiemu neirong duoyuanhua zhi yanjiu.
Zhengzhi daxue xinwen yanjiusuo boshi lunwen.
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