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T A

tt & & ( sociogram ) HI Moreno ATE! » 15+t &3+ &% ( sociometry ) fifi ifl] Fit 5 &
B D@ R ik SRERKED#HREMNEY 2 0EE g2 MEEE) 12
i 7 ] 8 i 485 PN B BRAR A EE AV 2 T H ( Forsyth » 1990 ) o @l Rt LA ItL 7
£ IR LM AR LB ER - USETEESREAESRAE2E (RKH - ]
8 LMl - R 81 BRKE > RT72) o tbsh > BFENRM R EE G E -
{7 s A B A BRI - IR ARMEEEEE - 76 4 R0 AN CIER R
WOEAREIR66 - REB K7 HEEX R82) iS5 ERMHARME
M S R G e o HEE BN BELE - dUE R TR 2 A0 A BRGSO B
o HOoX - BTt it BENGE > —EFSGRFBAER G FEAR - BINE
HE G & KELLR A (R68) ~ FIRA (R T78) ~ ik (R73) ~ BEE
(R81) -~ FIMEHE (R72) FWREE » WENTE % LA Moreno {ill 41 51 R F1HEIK
l#  target sociogram ) £ E - HEHE 52 & FIEH K EHE

AR b i SR 0 G A AEE RS 5 B HE A B 0 (1 (E & - S

— > HAaHPBRYN e E

73 AN 4L G G R 0 B F A & a8 Moreno AT BIEY £L 67 ] 0 o 1R AGHRE R
LAl  target sociogram ) o ELE o B AR AL & A1 i 6 KRR - 18 T AL AR
5B % A 1) (9 K 7 18 B & - ANt AR MK 4L @ (B ( chess-board sociogram )~ Jif X
tl & il C stratified sociogram ) FF - S SC AN W CSOEE TR AL O (0 B K o (IR % R
fie 2] 5 S5O N O 10 A B ELBIE T B BG ¢ (H2 o —#am ) A LAY 9 PASGE K
tE G le Ay CRRE R SR AE & 0 WA SR LR o

oM ENeaEE

A8 SR IK L & sl e 2R 07 fE B (HRE AR AL I TR v A T R g A B R
wa o (ELABESY —~ HIES - BlZFEAE Y o RV % i RUE L0 REINY - 7k
FRFEHENZX - FESREERTEOGE - HK - OB A A @ m 1k &
lied » GOA AR © i 5.2 » AREMEH B J 0041 @1 - A7 057 A8 B ) 28 R B Ul 3 %)
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= A5 A e b i 8k | 1

H S AL & i o LB SRR A e AN PR ARG o (] R 4 Hb % G HH ELrh AR R 0

i WIS BB HERE - kB CEERE o 5 T8tk G B 6 ER & 0T sE

ZIRPEEH R - R 2 SRR A BRI - EIE L R gEN

fifg i - T LR AL AR BB - ANHEEEE ( outcasts ) F1—#% A ( average
members ) “% ( Forsyth » 1990 ) -~ i LL&RZE — A% 2 1% 3m & Fr /R B[ ©

BRPE ol RAHT » ASCLARE & B 55 W 9T £ 88 - IRICCRK 70 4 /7 i - WIERE R #

FE 1 i ol 1 005 B 53 5 - BE S 005 TR A HE B L SRR B ok 6 (0 P G B2 R o (SR 0l Y

FERIE R E I 22 & o

AR -HEEERZIER

b & e (b SRS S0 A — B KISFE«GRAGRE (ki > K59 : 336 ) -~
@rhal B - [ 68 1 689 ) ~ thACRAMRIE (EEIE - K81 : 138) ~ thGRIRE
(BEEry - 1862 0173 ) ~#HRHMEBEBES  ER LW EFL A LHEMIF - KDL
sociogram i fili % W o A 3 sociogram (0 & - EHIRIF ' AL &l o #9rh E
52 ©
S G B ok 0 GE S SR SR ME I ANER o R e NS a0 iR e
FEER A Ay A A R E R R R A, (REBL, R78 1 615) -~ " HEER
LA IE 65 5 (6 Rt 2 TROABR 2 , (R > R 68 :692) ~ " E+GH
WA AT - RS OR o A LARRE & ATIS 2 E R o R B AR R [ R b i 4 S0 AR R 1R
(8944 - 178 1397 ) ~ " HEIFR/RAERIMEALR  (BIRKE IXT72 1 11)
Vb Y L0 S s nT e EAGEY - R o BDRK S A A A AL SRR o 0 ( EX
o879 0211 ) ~ " -FiE el LU R FER T PR WA BRI R o ( Miller
& Wilson > 1984 1104 ) ~ "Ll —H FFS% e (7 7E 77 BB R e 1) s A B Z Bl 6%
( Moreno * 1953 : 719 ) % ©
AW G AT o HRR B EEERM T RIR AL G A R RS
7 ( network analysis ) AT 3% 8F > PRIE REY 75 X+ 5E HBR 05 oOHE B8 7758 - LA
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5 FEMIR AR - WEE Ll —EEE S0 fRER R E8EN ERA 8 1 A\ IR MR -
e R0 L& - B—HH - ¢t GETUMEEEAEEMWEE L > R
ENE RS R  LEABZL SRS & 2 AIEEE -

2 - AAREBENEE2EBEHEEFN

ffc 4% Moreno ( 1953 : 140 ) W& L » G BME R HizitE | BRMELHE
( sponfaneous interaction diagrams ) ~ fHZ[E ( acquaintance diagrams ) ~ t @ & - #t
Ak~ (2] ( role diagram ) A1ZER] @@ E ( space and movement diagram ) 5 -
ELLIE R S ENE o

BRIl +  [8] A 0 5% - B R N B A SORK R A AL & B A 0 ) AR - (]
E o~ REIK - EDIK - HLaR - BIH - B B RN _#ELE SEHBREL
WE - MANE T O AL & B R RO R R R MBI G & o s
Bl ~ ARG E i KRETTUREEMGABEAZE AL 2RINZ2E R
Gl It L @ s - 05 BB A BT T ot SRR S R AR o
@ il 2 W T i A - o DABEFRAR (B 1 o B IEFNF Zih U RIDGE S Raa g
R TG LM B EAR - KR e EMERNRE N mMEL -

3 4 BT o5 r——fifji"iiﬁiﬁ o~
“sé"gj&—-—-“--;::::lﬁifﬁsk e
N ——> B2 X > AKX !

BB X — NGB X !
T T A T .
B max
— R &k
b 1 - sk & lE PR BR & B

KBS 5 58 FHA & B DA 69 BRI B - 6 73 b9 i b Lo AR Aol
R gh o SRR ERE AN & KR RS A AT ke sHEE P A ER
ol g N T B A S R A BB £ o DARE BN i Iy iy 7 A A SO R
FAIE » g o0 1% BLEERI T S R4 - AT REARE DS RAMEGEE - 25
WG S Iy G SR 3 i - R BH@K > & BEE PR HRGNLE B SR EE
£ MR AEN B S1E  LAFRRE BN A e RN - (A8 BRGE AL E A
GRS > A TE W I FLLES B b 2% 3 HE N BRI AL @RI o
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AT o nlamalt &AM GEAOFEIEBER > WIMAEIRTFRTES ZE -
FH AT LUE M S R PE RG A n R % - ISR BAFMM N XL - wHEMEBER
WBh ot BEH - B IRAORE - AXERAIEY > AREEMGEEN R
f Al 5ii

— ~ B X (Scatter)

HE Rt & @K 0 &5 Moreno ATEl o fERXMi NG E G (@ 2) o EE
@A R AR SRR > KEEERIEEEE (FE8) WG W
GHELIETEIE AT At & @ ( Smucker © 1947 : 378 ) - (HIRFEHR -

B~
’\\

— — —HERF

b2 @ik €W ( 8 Cohen & Manion * 1978 : 147 )

AN T R B ST R IR S (AR AR R ERE o S o] P L L
FA ORI S o IR 68 1 693 ) o [ A H A L AR R G S EmSa R

LTUBERENEBRIABMEDE
—fg A AT G ERE S G T AR AR MBI OK AR 6 AR S LRSI o 1B 1

BERGBLIA B HRE R » RAELLHER L ( Bergman » 1981 © 229 ) | &%
PLOGCHRINEL &8 % A AWEE 21 ( Bergman ° 1981 :229 “Smith & Adams °
1966 : 314 ) % fALAY > L IO MA (R » [R'787) SO fl A ( Smith &
Cowie * 1991 : 100 ) @[ 1F1~A ( Clark & McGuire * 1952 : 133 ) 5 {548 & 4% > i
B0 L&A EE ( Goetz - 1992 @ 106 ) - S48 LUk i) (1) Vi o i o 48 K R
( Green * 1970 : 179 ) -
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CHEBARTIBUBREME
i B iz Iy R SRR RN B B AL BB - A A G BB o FER Y ik
ST TEAHE [ PV BE AR SR~ CBREUE R ( ECEMISE —EF - 804256 ) ( Hopkins,
Stanley & Hopkiné, 1990) ERBLA & » PRABEIRFSE HAFE R0 ik o WHE
HERS PN o Y1 Gl o 3 1% - ~ HEHER - BREKE ( Reitman » 1981 @ 230 ) -~ =
HEFEINT) P8 Adams » 1966 : 285 ) FFE K o FHTHIE R ZE B A SOENKE > 3
T K/ EEH A EE DI85 ( Loomis & Powell - 1949 : 152 |
Maucorps *© 1949 : 52 . Powell > 1952 * 380 )
SKABRTNRBEAERBANE
EPHS ARG R R R R RO R B - FERRRIAR R 0 RE G A LERD (R
oo [ 68 1 692 ) -~ Fita (ANgiE - tHE ) ( Lindgren & Suter + 1985 : 436 ) - &
#RHE ( Thompson » 1960 : 842 ) - “#EZ[# ( Lindgren » 1962 : 132 ) % o 4Rt
B a0 PR A o B -t EANLAERERA » nTHRITHNEE R i B ( Saha - 1985 : 470
2) ~ DIGTEMISE B K e BRI BMBAREIRAZEOLES - aJ A
[l 2 (5340015 ( Lefrancois » 1992 @ 518 ) o WIR T H R BAF KL - ASHEHAE
(A G LA 27 ( Bock » 1952 : 269 ) ©
A RBERNTRETRERRMR
SN LU L B 6 2 4 & 8 B SR DhEE - A B Z A SRR SRk ks ¢ BEAD
SR SEPERIOGEEE  BERIEF (AN AGESE ) - BENPER S o 15 R T A
BIERE - pl e 1oAY 7 SRR Rl AT A A E R A A o R ([T 68 1 694 ) F1 Gron-
lund ( 1985 : 416 ) fit M AREEEEGR AC X ~ AN B AHERE ~ /A% & SRR E R i &
il S 5 UL AR B GTI 0T8T o GEADEE T % o Rl o
(1) 328 45 A0 #% 358 43¢
HELL VLSO R o RN ERR R 0 WEEATIE S WO 0 D I S S
AA»
@SB F
WEET ST LU AN RS (AT AR - AR BEAR ) IR S CLEvans v 1962 @ 17 ¢
James > 1955 : 117 ) - WIEFER DR S EAIBAGR » KESREZWIPEIREI R o
(3) B33 Al g 3¢
GG > VL I A5 S DA T O LS SR A AR R RO o ALY KR A &R 0 L
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W i L 1577 S (1 SR % AR AR TR 82 {5 % 8 ( Cohen & Manion > 1978 @ 147 ) - S HLIEEMR
( Smucker * 1947 : 377 ) ~ ®EUER (RFFE - K75 390 ) ~ /{9 i HE 57 SH AT FR 5 -
EESTOR R EL R DN R e AR ( SR RE - 2B 0E ) (RpEH#E > K68 1 694 ) -~ MEFTIE
(1) fHR AT 5 5 /5 AR/ ( Reitman » 1981 : 230 ) o
(4) % 12 IR 5
AL AL E s - SRR B S R g 2R - EEFEIEFRA AR E#SE
2 - ansE A - WIRE B RFEINRE o RN RFEZIR)FH G ELEER - HHY
R P P FL IS EMNE B FED ~ @ » A [EAT:EIE XS ( Remmers, Gace & Rummel
1966: 351 ) - th HEFE BT HINEFE ( Adams, 1966; Reitman, 1981: : 230 ) ~ &
AR R s R - EAR ~ SRR ) ( Smith & Cowie, 1991: 100 ) ~ A[i]EH
(% ( Hennings, Hennings & Banich, 1989: 326 ). ~ #REz#H#ll ~ SR H ~ BREE(L &
( b2~ A7~ A% ) ( Bergman, 1981: 228 ) % /5N &A o % ffRi(LN 75X - @rp A
PHCREESEIE I L B - HE MR o 0G5 R LI PR AT IR G R -
( Potashin, 1946:51 ) ©
5. R 8 X % B 8
@ B 1k el (Y 5 2 — R IHUR RS AL S - B @ {7 IR AR H
e A ) o L B B B AR 0 802 LAE SR HE ( Venable, 1954: 356 )~ 77 i) [ bk
( Dunstone & Zea, 1995: 174 ) SFAE/R 5N ZE 8]
KA - w6 E B R AR AR F (R - A SR L ORISR R R L 1K
NIy B A R IR] E RE RS ON O N K - AR 2R - N TN RGN A BRI
( Gronlund, 1985: 416 ) ©

— > A (fixed )

il 2 A P 0 2 T L [ P B G BT LR R R 0 (RS Rt RS E R - AN
Yy B o[ BE AL IR PEARV/INS o KBS LBE 99 53 b @ KB AC A AU 7 LT RE o
11IEFRN (filedin )

o fiiy 5 ) Ll ( mimeographed sociogram ) (S g{ 8t - [\ 68 1 693 ) - (LA
AN B R R o A S U X % R G ER IR G BE TE RS A R ES o S TR A il B AE L
for Wy 22 17 el - (IR B e CSRE — R A » RE R 1% - FFA0 R LR A RS B (R D
aj o AN Z R B A B AL IE o FE{CE RO (BRI AL o 15 TR RS )
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2 HE [ 0 6] O+ M R BA N PR D8R B A £ > H AR S A BRR IR AR TE o
2. B nxt (position based )
el (1 T o E NRRG 1 Y 528 B[] Rk S g R LR £~ g 6 E LRI A BERT
B+ ) O e fE A e SR R R R @ B EE A - SiREN BB EFEN -
ROt AL AT - HEREE - g - BFRMEHEHBEANR & ABNEEE o
I {07 Lo (v IR FH B 5 > andR B R EEIN I AN BRRBAGE » o F ISR ( genogram )
( Forsyth - 1990 : 33 ) ([ 3 ) S 4TiE@IEN - 55 o] B LA o> b B2 R s 2% &) o )
i f5 ( Hoffman » Wilcox * Gomez & Hollander > 1992 : 11 @ Stogdill - 1949 :@ 28
2) Cl4) ~ bl A B ABESCIETER ( Kelly & Edwards - 1980 : 133 © Sanders °
1949 : 267 ) P AN ) BEA2 A9 A PERI£%R ( Moreno - 1953 : 148 ) o

LES ‘@ NG

K] xn] | E=

i

il 4 WLREEE ( SCH Stogdill » 1949 : 282 )
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=~ R K (target type )
1 M. L. Northway /* 1940 S £l - #¢ B. Quarrington F LAk B (fi&w » B
59 : 336 : Gordon * 1969 : 544 ) - RKRECHIF M .ZIh -+ - I IR F 0
A AR ( target sociogram ~ target type diagram ) #4951 fii o
HEAS b ia B R R o3 s o B 48 BT i - IR EEAK RO BRI RS - OSGHE B
Al A~ Sy i A AL A 4 TR R B BRI - S AN E KRR B RS AE A AN S (K 1k & A B L EH 8y
i HFEL TR WHEA S 1 - B o @RE HER | REDZ2RIEFE LR IEL - B
KL if7 5% o f RS AK IE bR 1 FEGE TR N B A E BB RS WAL PR EERS
1LUZEERINE B
it 53 s I AN 1) fE @t | - S RIRKE AR G — o i s I da 1Y 5 S
G E A - DAV R H R A E AT HERI RN ( Scott, 1967 ) o HI7FEFIA
[ 0 & A8 1) O 1) b~ MEAE DT B8 2 8% [ A 2 (BB SR B - +b A O WO SE IR N RE O3
B CusEE 0 1881 1 138 ) ¢ MR B EMRIMELIORE - KL RS o Bron-
fenbrenner 7 it il {8 2 AR 1 EHE A TLGESE = A - IV 0 S8R 16 BN E 5
B I i o G S HI a7 KL~ 4 ~ 7K~ 1 ~ 32X~ 0X°% ( Gordon
+ 1969 : 544 )  WILLHEE 53 82 ( normalized score ) B35 AE » (11 Fh A5 1N 1E 14 53 BC fiEl
5715 40 ~- 49 ~ 50 ~ 59 ~ 60 ~ 69 Fl1 70 LA - ( Dentler & Mackler * 1976 : 30
5) e
2O BBRIANRIRKE
BRI L 09 B G S B T S o LAY I KR A ) (A AL T )
BAGR o - # DA LATERI 1S 8 oy 48 9% - JUR OB r k2 k- SRR 2B EE
Bt A ERE AR (8 5 ) o EfbaE %R FHAVER SELN 4= FENC AT ( physical matu-
rity )~ A EFEKY ( Gordon 0 1969 : 545 ) - fig /1 ( Dentler & Mackler » 197
6 :305) - JKHTE -~ Hblh ( Evans 0 1962 : 24 ) TF o ol gk Al bl I T % (8 BE 510 )
PRAE (Ll 6 ) -
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REERESEE H=H

==

""" E | \
E

k6 $EIEE ( S E Gordon * 1969 : 545 )

g~ B/ A (circle type )

o fii g% 4iE ( network diagram ) AKX B LAHERE ( Moreno + 1953 : 171 ) 5k
Wik ( Scott - 1991 ¢ 149 ) FH - {ZIGHRIR ~ B HRFEEFIET - FHEhTE
B KIS L > e B B S e g g AR ANBRBATR (B 7 ) o RIS @ @ik
=50 f 0 > e i 1) AN B RR R iE I S 172 I 3 o BREBEZ @ iR % KM IEFIGAER - ¥
AV % 0k L A B B PR B HERIS B > NBOE % st A~ 58 Wl D) o

LA ot g
2 I f!lll E
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a7 MEE (S8 Moreno” 1953 : 171 )
h > JE & A ( stratified )

15 A 15 X A ) 7 T R B R R b (L S A A Bk {7 A R 5%
RS 53 il et i B HE I - SE [ S N A A Wt - DA 2 B N BS TL NN A o A RY
HT Al @4 Jef gk X tL & @ ( stratified sociogram ) ( Dunnington * 1957 : 98 : Smucker °
1947 : 378 ) (& 8 ) - prfERIAYIG & PE S ANSEARE + 7385 1) « A3l - Or B gk ) HE
)i £ 2 TH DIHE 53 80 ( Northway - 1954 : 274 : Stephan & Stephan - 1990 : 395 )

Clial 9 ) - sl lil g% 5 IR FIHOE IR M KU ( Potashin » 1946 : 57 ) ~ Jt¥t - iify
e I i) R e A AR RS > DAL Beg A AN ) @9 K 8% 1 B ( Treadwell & Leach »
1987 : 147 ) -

BEREIEZ Sk Gl RS RS R RIGE S Atk @ At R OIS IRPREESEK
Bt @At R BOE - Al T R &OKAR RS AT SIS BRESOL S AT KIEIE - Yt
8 L o Sl AT IR o LS RS SRR B e

[B0]

kil 8 JF Xtk ( & H Dunnington » 1957 : 98 )
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[ 95
— 90
+ 85
80

70
65
60
— 955
— 50
|45
40
35
30
| 25
— 20
~15

P W E

k9 Rt & B ( & H Stephan & Stephan * 1990 ¢ 395 )
7~ ™ Bt X ( chess-board type )

FHL% S5+l 7 1 1 Bjerstedt ( 1952 ) ATEIEE » € £ PR AHEESE - WA A2 =
HEFE 70 T S EORIE R S A R R - RS RN R DS B RO A AR
PLARLR 1 RN B R R AEL 2R 55 i o BRI IR 55 L - frld /B AT i A 8 L L
O AT I (v W A S i o RS MR 0 TR R U SN VAR I LR IR ] o R
I8N () S 4 L S R - o ) A B RO RR LR > AR LB GRAR - B AT RS R
(P EF o i v 1l @ lE ( diagonal-varying square sociogram ) < Al R 3 #E @9 O3 SR b #Y
NSRRI T ol B VR K B %t B S R RS (8 2 g PRl I 1S 5 TT AU By i v 1k
@l ( centripetal sqiare sociogram ) ( [ 10 )

U B (1) i S8 A 5 WG A1 N P A S 4 R 42 588 1) & 3R - s I S 1 - iR R SN
BSAL o3 e BE T o A5 B 55 G Bk B AN BRRRARAL BB R 2t - I L& &
PR R AL A R R A B RAEUK R E R T E o
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144+ 34+ 5—+ Te— 8— 6—+- 4+ Q-4+

i = N / \ A
' s I,

/
N

i ]\‘ »
u R e T
= XSEC \N

| A
AGIN R

hid 10 Ht#X+L & ( X H Bjerstedt » 1952 : 258 )

£ ~ )8 X ( hierarchical )

P Dot il o o I TH UORR S T B T - DAL SRR AR S - DAV ) 8% unilater-
al choices / (Y17 )5 » JU /1% ( mutual Choices ) [ % 77 13 /K |- 82 ( horizontal * H ) I
T %Y vertical » V) M1 0 SO EFER CRADALEL S A 0 AT AN BRI R T
e C rank ) AR Jed SR #F 7 1@ ( hierarchical sociogram ) ( Boyle © 1969 : 110 )
(sl 11 )

G2 Al 2 VLIS el B RS T - B 5 AR - AR G 05 R b S RN BT s e A 2 ) B
(> I & 1 PR (R0 AR L A S 2 > @ ELE G L W LS AT AR oy

CERE RIS FENE - SIS RS LI e -

hal 11 FEJE AR i ( $CEH Boyle » 1969 : 110 )
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U~ 8BIE X ( variable )

Lemann fll Solomom ( 1952 ) f& i = JEHEL i [& ( trivariate scatter diagram )
A AR+ T % 45 5 MR U ER » B3R T 4R 5> B4 ( indifference score ) - FEAE & MR IR
( choice ) FIIHFIT ( rejetion ) % A3 T 73 8 > AR IS HE A & A B A B) 15 F 9 = (| &
¥ - G BB RO ( very highest ) ~ K& ( second highest ) - —#% ( moderate )
KK ( second lowest ) FIABAE ( very lowest ) A fHMt @3t & (@ 12) -

I ] DA 42 oy O ARG T SR P S BE R MRS RN TERAME - S HE

DOEREE L AG WS HEBE T 0 A S EETIEA -

BRI
k12 sy ( $H Lemann & Solomom * 1952 & 56 )

Ju > —#h X ( dual axes )

A5 1E ARG o M AR 0 0 anKIFE 3BT ( Wright » 1961 @ 95 ) 55 - IR
LIRS 3 18 115 W {0 1 s il - B B b 7 4 BR AR 3 0 B8 > 53 B 3 b AT I T T R 4 SE
it b Dliasilon A S AR EE (& 13 ) -

e A i) DL A i R PR A BB SCHE T UM SN S FE LA S bk ol 2 4 T R A AL
i+ P ol B g v O B M e B NGBS BE e g gk L HOR e TS b o WT DL &SR
A% R G T S R 0 T R RS G R B AN 15 & A b i -
g il sE IV G e T S R A A\ B AL Eh AR Bt g Ol - BEY AR LIS E S
TE o ALK GET Oy HT RS o R BN R B) o AT 0 A B L2 HE R Y B S A
[R5
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= A Vo=
RSB AN
O sk : @ 23

VAN = TE2

:5) ERSEE

‘@ ® ®

Ef13 & ( &H Wright » 1961 ¢ 95 )
+ > i ¥ X (atom-shape )

e AR R P L 6 ] - SRR S AL & L PRI FIE (B4R - 172 0 10) - EEKRIER
Moreno 1) 1 & J51 ¥ ( social atom ) BE.& » ZMZAR IR F A% - DASS e 5 - A F T fth
RO ER IS E - BN T RRE NG E A BE BB o Fa R T wT PR s X
[ ) ZERS - e fEE BRI ZEME o FCEESE G r IEY A L B
P L) SR 1 ( Zeleny » 341 : 341 ) (@ 14 ) - b o] LAFRICET AS 1 9 155X
Se LA - O3 BT IRE A RE R ZE I i % BE A ( Kaufman » 1945 @ 192)

SERR (B R BRI IN % U@ 0 5 I 1S R R AT R M G D R () E ) o R
(B EEHEIT ) o IPARMIERIHES) » off 55 UK A EELE P RN S RIHR R - 1 7
2 110) - B RGN FAFTRE AR AR 0 2o B B o (A0 R % (T A g A B
CAERATR: ( Sethu Rao & Bhaskaran > 1978 : 48 ) - JZ 70 &k liad v v 135 MUK A % [ 1)
Lol AR A kL& EE R 8 R MEARNEES B e = i 15 ) - FHEhitblE o)
SE 25 13 AN ) L& G B o & D E fHh pi & A AL Bh s (E R -

\
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E14 WX FE (SXH Zeleny » 1949 : 341)

() HESHEAH
Ome

El15 KRB ( % H Sethu Rao & Bhaskaran * 1978 : 48 )

HARS 1l 4 RERR A @ B - BB HAE S R A I I A LU
G AT AT 5 0 I (V) 7 ik o ANAT SRR A SE A A & B Sy T AR O - RS SERERE o PRGE
LAFEM TR D 0 M e TE G o BT B RIS B o BEE N ME I GF IR R AR
HE 24 1) (g B S g i s
1LEBITHR

(A LT Ll b o A BRI S 0 AT oy eE AR L - AP ORI A
fho TOERS S A R A RS P R B AL EhIE S o AR N - SR TR L o 1R

B UL LGN R T A Y B ) A BRBRARS - DR I RN & o
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cBARERRE

th & Ll () EAS RO AR AT EL > AT B B RS AR H R - B ABCR 0 > ATiER It G &
NGB 1 oy B > TS AN B A TN B R AT RO TR ¢ A0 A T T B 4K S A R
il o (H S E 5 S o NBUB S B EERE A o th BEE S A I T AR E S A A PR RE
- b9~ S Aot X IE AR BE AURRNE - sREEB P MALIER S 1K - HUEE
FH ] % B BLAY S 8 © Moreno ( 1953: 141 ) 45 1 & B A8 A B0 5 30 ~ 5 A ] &
XIS 2 X5 - A S EBHEE - WEEZERES2EMEE -
SERBEMIERE

Mo A G WA B AT R FOEMEREM S o SEMENEREE - B

fig L @l ng - RS - FREHBE ST L& 0 fGEE e o an 8 IE X IE
ORI AR NEE  AEEEEESHEI TG EER > BT
i BLRY li] -
4 BMEBAONMEE

R L@ el ) B R R — BB S AT AR R R AR A IR G T R S R
P R GE T BLHEM) o BT AR BB TR RS - REFIEH AT S E
I s AL - AR e B BA SRS (A R sk RE Sy A s IE - 1Y
(B o BT R M EE S TE &2/ Tttt @ o
C.IEAEKER

B P 1 S G R M B B e A Rl Ll A R A RS A 1
L IR > B ) B PR o A RSB B TR o A s Rk ] o ) FET
e P HE KR D H R R b SN E BN s L . o R & SRR - DL R X
o S R B ]+ W ok LK IE FH EE B AR o
CEBOBEM

FECLH 5 (ei@ Wt e 2 v - o] JREE B 17 30 B B e b g {00 - ol s ek H
PARE R ZEARWI FF 875 - (L4548 B 55 R A 5 eGR - 80 & BT % T {5 B N B2 1B (=0
AR e i o 2R s B BOK 0 Pl K [ S (RO T B o R R ) o R L ik
AT A )+ s SO o R i i o] 8 SR ) 3 - R AR A B Tl - g
PR NS A i)y G b {3 B L 52 FBR 1 - 4l 2l 518 25 o
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ERBIKE - S22 ETHGENSTZE > EEGEERGEHEN - D HE
AERALRE ~ SEMBI WA AR RS R - FIRFIZCH TR S (8 5 M 17
BT 0 LUBEURE B 5 o

1 PEEYEEZ R

| Bl | fedk | AR | Ba | M| RE | %A =k | RT

EROMEL | HAR | WAL | HA2 | HAg | EAg | A2 | B B | B8 | @A

R BAEARAE | 30A | IR [ 30N | 30A | 30A | MR | IR | TR | TR | I TR

AR | TF | 1K F|& | PF|FF(H | & | & &
HOE R AL | 1& 1& ¥F | & TE|FF| S = = 1&
R EISAZE | 1K 1& 1& & 1& 1& = = = 1&
EMTEEMN | X | Db TE|FF|FF|( S | FF | ! il

B -BEEREEZEN

D fey g G v & [ A ) AR RIGR - BB IRAEE T(E - @ 1 iEEERE
(PSSR NS TR T % > BAEEEAEET - EmAaHl - FAE - S0 FERES
o] £ [ BN 0 A BEZR o3 A o | D[R] ak & (8 A o T DAMR R L A A EAAE A AR
Wi > skpk ET IR E R RS A — AT R FE R FOGR E T o DUIRE RS EZ - B
Koo fRAT AL & g N BEREAGR - TR E AT RS FATE S F o Bk WD
T ( social network analysis ) f9%( 5 B &R B R+ G &F &% ( Scott » 1991 1 7))
oy Hrvp 45 T+ AN B8RS O #E & > a0 B % ( hangers ) ~ L3715 ( isolated trees )
S5 Aoy HE P R M 1k 6 [ o

HOP5 Ll Py BT o PR 5T 3 DA A o S K [ R v A BE BRSNS - 2 S g EH RE
FIIAE TS 53 07 v i) A TE B GRS - oo el 8 A b 8 1 ~ RS A2 B S 280 70 9 2 B R 55 =
{11 > A& G e 0K 4L & @ b e 58 2BL09 AR B BHRA R o prag ey " E A L 1
LT i Vo 17 418 N 7 ] b R SO FO i N AR S e 2B AR IS T - Y AR LT AL B IR
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1. 8§82 (star ~ sociometric star - social stars )

ol il 15 K E T B8 ( popular type ) SR AE RS ( powerful type ) (HfEEH - K 6
21173 ) - il B wERe T A A EREARBIR S - 802 BROEIRMRBUS R
5+ ( Locke & Ciechalski * 1985 : 95 ) - i E fEEERH A NiKRIf - ARESEZL
P28 )y - -HohiBMIHE - S 2 ERERE (58 K% & - hAHIFamEE
CHETE ) % % ¢ fig 15 UH A2 ( Passariello & Newnes * 1988 © 177 ) -~ (fij LA (I [1) 34 {22 HH
42 ( positive star ) 16 £/ 2 ( negative star ) FF @@l A<ka byl o W1 RIE YA -
af i Wl e o

! v B e—

2. R E (co-stars)

(R 0 P A G0 L ) R SR OB BME SR L BH R &g /L () LAy B SR 1 52 7%
JI R - AN o] i S OKBH 2 ( Bergman 0 1981 @ 227 ) - W] AL A i b3t
SEESENWOLT RN L MRS 7 LA 1 & > af AR IS KSR -
3.}R#ME (leaders)

Wi & S NY) ( power figure ) v o ERE R LR AN TEELI N A4S 8 K
[ C B89 - IE 78 ) » alGE IR 2 AN LIV R » (HAVELN 2104 AW 2 AL %
BALS ( Segtut > [ 68 © 698 ) o Moreno ( 1953 : 721 ) 4.2 Jpnk M o 7 f5M R i
fill % ( the popular leader ) H #338 X SR A I - Bl % 0 (IS k o gl i Hb or & /03
HE )3 i th ¥ ( the powerful leader ) ffs?i{/ﬁ\'gﬁl%ﬁ“ 2SN (ERRIRE 78 TSRS gy T )
fr 2 A6 - N B st 7 ( the isolated leader ) H:# WA SCAC [ B 45 (0 - g B
B AE - EIF0 R o TR A o
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4. B #EES (theoverchosen )

SHHS L PR R (1 e N e 3 - OEIR MR BUR % W B S E #E ( Dentler &
Mackler * 1976 : 305 ) - X Z L& # - AIFE (K42 E ( the underchosen )
5.8%&%& (fringers)

5 1) $i5 0K e o RO [Bl i S b A9 A& ( Hopkins » Stanley & Hopkins » 1990
0 :459) - Wit NBFIMREREBEE -

6. B& (isolates - social isolated - total isolation )

s fIC 4% 5 ( under chosen ) ( SR(il » R 68 ) - J5H A M H th B2 & 2
% ( Forsyth - 1990 : 126 ) -~ BEHMINZIER » ZHAK o @ H #n) NE R
% ( Locke & Ciechalski * 1985 : 95 ) -~ s AN EIE (T A - A4S # (1 ] A Ay 2 4%
( Hare » 1992 : 29 ) -~ s @#IBMA > Al RKEGEP HMNK BATERE - SR E
PRI 7 o B e IR & e

W - Ho—— T
1 / 1 #

I ¢ |

z Z &

7 HEANEES (null )

J5 A P P (BT AN 252 6% & ( Hallinan » 1974 )
BHRIRE (neglectees * neglected )

R LGSR LA N > 1 CaIMS AR 1 e S KB ( Locke & Ciechalski °
1985 : 95 ) ~ nike B3] H AR B — KBRS IEN - W aI M g 2R & o dkE#
B E -
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o #®BERE (rejectees)
SRV EZ ) Ko MBS A B RS - EZ IR 2B PEREE R &1E) 842 ( Evans >
1962 : 19) - FPEEABEKM - T 2HKEHE ©

H —— i
k-

| !

IR > T

10.# &% & (outcasts )
§5 5N #E S v K % A A B AT HEIR ( Forsyth » 1990 @ 126 ) - FI#EHE /% #
5 FH T '
NIMBHERKRE (lonerejects ) _

FRLA Cn) B FREAGR CHEIR ) RERA ABR A 8hrb - 52 AR o 030 JF2 i o o o 1
IE C cluster ) (MR - H o B E2 A S HE AR EUS ~2K ( Smucker © 1947 : 379 )
1282 8% (bridger )

5 07 b WA A R 08 &+ (KIS BB 6R » (E 15 W {8 B A3 1)) n aliFG B £ ( Scott
1991 : 109 ) - b " AMIEFREES - A0 (R4S AR E R W2 0 (1 o Ay R T LD G
& o

HE b Py = J == )
1 1 1
e ! |
& 159 > 35

1B EE (hangers )
HEN L URIRER o 1 B ) — N B ) o 88 e ) SR SR B 0% - AS BILL [ B bl
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14.— M A (average members )

P 1L F it B AL 5 A ELES ( Coie » Coppotelli & Dodge » 1982 ) - & FLLb A
(EI S T et N SRS - MERES B E (HEUMNBR ) - BEFE - #
BARE M i #I5F > WS —A% A ( Forsyth » 1990 : 126 ) - /SHLEEHN H M3 &
AT & S I e 2 Y o
5.3 & ( extroverted position ) @A ZE (introverted position )

BN R AR Bz 0 SR UK R B B A B R RS B R
BANE A MEmmst & RZEZ2mP#E ( Moreno » 1953 @ 235 ) ¢

N~ ABERBHRY

1. B 3& R ¥ (mutual pairs ~ pairs ~ mutual ~ mutual choices -~ reciprocal)

P - S B A W E R T AT E A B > AHEERE T 0 @ 2 i IR IR
7+ HE RIS FE B R A B R4 AR R ( Nitko » 1983 @ 271 ) o MR W AN A - (HAIA
GiL LAl P OS2 L A T 0] 2 K S T SR B 1R 0 F8 S B AU A # ( isolated pair )
( Moreno - 1953 : 139 ) o ANHFI L & B ERE ©

H — 7,

2. MK (bestpal )

WOUNLHESE S S TORCEERCE - A LA E A 4 /K (- Lindgren

& Suter - 1985 : 437 ) ©

3 BB’ (dyad)

WAt R NS AL B £R 5 AT nl i K BB #19% ( Bergman - 1981 : 229 ) - it
FRAL G RLAE A~ T8 n B 5 SR AU ARE ) ©
4. G #8H /K (mutual reject ~ mutual rejections ) -

FAWGR LY OV RE R A BE SO AR o A~ L A HERR IR £R o
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. HERBARA ¥ ( negative pairs )

8 TN AN ELECfth 19 82 0K B R E A ABERIE - B Z [ 25 [ s m e R T
B 1% ( Smucker - 1947 : 379 ) o '
6. % B 0¥ (incompatible pairs )

G A AERGRBEANETES )& » M EEHETIEA - BT IEH AR
il {%: ( Forsyth & Katz * 1946 : 344 ) -
7. ZA8& (triangles ~ triad )

“ARIW B [ AR - N = AR RERRE LR o aT UREZERIGR
o7 ) i I3 R C isolated ) S #EHE /XY ( rejected ) ( Moreno v 1953 : 257 ) e 40
B~ SR & Zrams G RR o

I

~

8.8 (chains ~ chain of friendship )

o ik 2 NS cliques ) WY SE SR - FERKE S Lak (DL 1L (RIS B A
ol 8 (1) il SRR R AR 0 A0 [A) SETZ i o lE - B E IR EH B Y - @
Fo o PR (0 B SRR IE K 0 ~ BRI AE o S 1) Y L 38 R 8T I RV (i) 1 VLR R AR AR
WO~ R BRI g AT L ) S A R R A AL o R R R B £ 2 e g e

fii $5 5 R B 67 B 2 ( the negative chain ) ( Smucker * 1947 : 380 ) « W ~ ZHIA
R ] R RIC A E SR R o
I‘H —_— Z‘ —_— ')ﬁ A]_‘ “«— —> jk R l__"

S.EBAIBS (circles)

R AL IR E T 2RSSR RS R £ - il BRSBTS 5 ( Scott
1991 : 109 ) o & ABAGESIUME A » vTFEE 4SS (Tsquares ) "W PU AR % ( quad-
rangle ) < 2 ~ £ ~ WHITFHEAN - ERERAESGRIGR o
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10.#8RBES (networks )

Hi1dF % U 42 B AR T A Al - A0 [R) M AR A% 0 SE AR B R o HEMERALR SR - R4 5
IUfig > Hodo U NYd i A8 2 —1{iL o
N3N (isolates trees )

A W ATER IR FB O B R A Al & o B fth pi ER B BCREAR B S R AR RS - (R B E

] PR I0 B4R > I IRILST ( Scott » 1991 : 109 ) « 4Nk ~ & ~ BT % N Ak A RA
% BB R E R X o
Iy - s T w=e=m | = - |
I 1
Y ! l
L & — %

= ~ [ i B R

1. /)\E &8 (cliues - sociometric clique )

$1 A 0 v 20 0 L b R ) Y ) A R R R AR - JFD RS L e R [
( sub-group ) > HU i B LML AF AR o N BR R LA e SRR o B A
AL R N MR B L o EL B IR PN — B % AL B i RV SR SR I
i b LA %51 ( Locke & Ciechalski @ 1985 :/95 ) ¢

{4 [ s P Pl S FR 115 2 AT 25 B O Cinclusive clique ) F1EHEAZRY ( exclu-
sive clique ) T W fill o [ SR R /) (B B A 5 A SR HCEC A B i 6 i 8 0 S MR I A A
P P TS 0 s PRI E R B LA N E B I R B B B BP R ( Lindgren &
Suter » 1985 : 437 ) - W EESR Joddd - of 3 E3 EPA N S BRI o FEd
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2.@% (crowd)

FENS L TIALETS AU () LB sl U A T A & /B RS - HgER 14/ B85 595 ( Lindgren
1962 : 133) o
3 HZyER (island)

15 45 0% 2 LAY ) &5 R0 AR o3 HF R 00 2 SRR 4R - A el ) [ B2 A R A - A
4. Z 00 &E Y J1 4398 ( Noll » Scamnell & Craig » 1979 ) - QliliFEsf% « Wi ~ £~
IR I APN DR ES RS g

H o« v s 7
1 it
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4 ...... > .r

4. & ®E (rejection cluster )

s IRTIE R S8 2 B 60 0 AL 0SC A /)8 [ > TG ep g B i) 8 SR )0 ( Smucker
1947 : 380 ) -

6. & B ( sociometric cleavage -~ social cleavage - cleavage )

f5 AW e TARILL b R e B B DI T AR A R R S B SR ( Kubisszyn &
Borich * 1984 : 164 ) - i 7/ FAREEL - A B 1A @183 Z W 4854 Rk LR
SUL SR P K e ] VDR SR T B SR (RO o - RIS [ o £ e PR G o A O RE)
LAVTTRE BS ol Nl b o g {1 [ R RS 1 AT R o
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6. 182 (bridge )
15 W {12 s 0 ) B A5 B 0% > R ATLAE 7 Bt R EES ) A SRR £ ( Knoke &
Kuklinski > 1982 : 42 ) - AT EARGEE —(EEEE @ LHER -

H — = T «— B
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i £ ! !
£ X — ¥
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A study on sociogram

Lain-Chyi -%/eh

ABSTRACT

The study reviewed literature about sociogram include the topics of category,
construction and interpretation.
Researcher made out a new definition for sociogram. There were 10 types of sociogram.
The author introduced simply the construction of sociogram, discussed their advan-
tages and disadvantages, and purposed six indexes for judgment. Finally, the researcher

found out 32 relationships in target sociograms.

Keyword: sociogram, sociometric diagram, sociometry, sociometric test.



