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Theory and Method of Network Agenda Setting: The
Perspective of Computational Communication Research

ZHANG LUN, DENG YILIN
(Beijing Normal University, Beijing, 100875)

Abstract: This research mainly summarizes the four aspects of agenda setting theory: conceptual
traceability, theoretical framework, research methods, and case analysis, and focuses on the
measurement methods of network agenda setting effect based on social network analysis. This study
found that the application of social network analysis to the study of agenda setting in the network
agenda setting research is an extension of the traditional agenda setting theory, which provides
methods and possibilities for deeper exploration of media communication effects. In addition, the
theoretical research on network agenda setting is a theoretical expansion under the visual threshold of
computational communication, which shows that the research paradigm of computational
communication has a positive significance for the study of communication effects.
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