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( conditions tested)

( consistency)

( coverage)

direction 0.794 118 0.642 857
~ direction 0.205 882 1.000 000
49 goal 0.676 471 0.676 471
~ goal 0.323 529 0.733 333
fsQCA .
attitude 0.705 882 0.727 273
~ attitude 0.294 118 0. 625 000
° superposition 0.764 706 0.722 222
~ superposition . .
( iti 0.235 294 0.615 385
€« ” o«
“ ”»
“ ”»” “ »”
“« ”»
»
] 0.79  0.76 0.8;
L 0.64 0.72 64%  T2%
“ ”» “«
QCA ‘
”»
0.8
: 0.9 ?
(
( coverage) )
“ ” o« ” o« N
» o« 1) 8 fSQ—
CA3.0 2 o °
4 2.
0.9 fsQCA3.0
4
R 3 °
3
frequency cutoff: 1
consistency cutoff: 0. 785 714 raw coverage unique coverage consistency
assumptions: ( )
1 goal* attitude™ superposition 0.352 941 0.323 529 0.8
2 ~ direction®* ~ goal* superposition 0.147 059 0.088 235 1
3 direction®* ~ goal* ~ superposition 0.088 235 0.088 235 1
4 ~ goal* ~ attitude* superposition 0.088 235 0.029 412 1
5 ~ direction® goal* attitude 0.058 824 0.029 412 1

( solution coverage) : 0. 647 059;

( solution consistency) : 0. 88
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( ) 2023 1

3 4
0. 65 65% 5
( conditions tested) ( consistency) ( coverage)
media 0.685 714 0.685 714
~ media 0.314 286 0.733 333
L. * content 0.857 143 0.697 674
/ * ~ content 0. 142 857 0.714 286
35% Algorithm 0.857 143 0.714 286
. ~ Algorithm 0. 142 857 0.625
° Opinionleaders 0.714 286 0.757 576
” 0 ~ Opinionleaders 0.285 714 0.588 235
rumor 0.628 571 0.785 714
~ rumor 0.371 429 0.590 909
0.9
0 5
2 * ( °
/ + ) ‘@ ”» “ ”»
2 4 0.8
23.5% » °
« 0.85 0. 697 70%
» o
3 / % %
0.85 0.71 71%
/
0.71 75%
0 AO3
() «
113
”» 113 ”»
” o« ”»
“« ”
1 2.
5 10 f<QCA3. 0
fsQCA3.0
( necessary conditions) 4, 5 o
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5

frequency cutoff: 1
consistency cutoff: 0. 923 077

raw coverage

unique coverage consistency

assumptions: ( )
1 content® Algorithm* Opinionleaders* rumor 0.4 0. 342857 0.93
2 ~media* Algorithm* Opinionleaders* rumor 0.171429 0.114286 1
3 ~media* content* Algorithm* rumor 0. 114286 0.057143 1
4 media* content* ~ Algorithm* ~ Opinionleaders®* ~ rumor 0. 114286 0. 114286 1
5 ~media* ~ content* ~ Algorithm* ~ Opinionleaders* rumor  0.028571 0.028571 1
( solution coverage) : 0. 714 286; ( solution consistency) : 0.961 538
0.71
71%
1 * A
* * o
40% *
14 . * %
11.42% .
“ [3 ” “
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Event and Communication: Qualitative Comparative Analysis ( QCA)

on the Influential Factors for the Effect of Cyber Violence Cases
DING Hanqing HAN Yue
( School of Journalism and Communication Beijing Normal University Beijing 100091 China)

Abstract: With the further development of network and new media technology in recent years cy—
ber violence has seriously damaged the online public opinion environment. By using the methodology of
QCA this study focuses on the mechanism of how high-impact cyber violence cases happened. It comes
to conclusion that the process of event dissemination plays a more critical role in the impact of cyber vio—
lence cases than the attributes of the event itself: algorithm boosting and the tendency of first published
content are sufficient conditions to trigger high-impact cyber violence cases. In addition the event super—
position effect and rumors as the key variables of the event atiribute and the communication attribute re—
spectively and other variables jointly act on the high-impact of cyber violence cases. According to the
various configurations generated by the combination of dual attribute conditions the response to high-im—
pact cyber violence cases also requires multi-party coordination so as to achieve more accurate govern—
ance from the inside out.

Key words: cyber violence; impact mechanism; qualitative comparative analysis; cyberspace gov—

ernance
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