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PSYCHOLOGICAL EXPLORATION

FE DX SE BN (1977 ~2020) J Jge 22

——# -F Leximancer ) ;& 4 #1

EMASI AR 15 AR5 % B, EE 200030)

i EARRRARCHFHARPREIZAHLAZL— 2O AL EIAARBA LG LM
BASHA BT RER YL TEAS T PO S HAXEBAEAMAN AL LR LAE
BEN, FFRVARGN B E0) 644 % SSCL LAk 69 AF MR T BAE A W A, R B RE W 35T R
AHBATPEAALIBRPTHZANRELIRRB CHAEFBRP 5, ARERAPARE
BRI ZEARTERRFZEBRAEZ, AR T EEZBALIEGR LA RAEZRT;ARENTEE
FREREEPALLTRAEABEENLAZ ARRAEE R, AREMAERANLEN B
BRTEHFFHAZGERATLBER, ETHAER, AFAHTRERBNARARLERET
ETHFABRBRBALETEALEERSF THLE,

4RI A R B A A7 ; Leximancer ; Lk 25 &

HE 5y 25 :B848 SCERARIRFGD : A
1 5|5

#1 X &% ( sense of community BY, psychological
sense of community ) 4% BP0 “ 3L X ZH” B O
FAL IR, AL XL G R EENEEZ
—(Nelson & Prilleltensky, 2010) , & f# =2, £ X
ST A AT R PR s BT R L A KRR S
s AR AR RS, —Fh AR 5 AR B, B
HEREIXF0AH E A, 3 Fh Ak 35 DL 25 T A SR A
SERATE BB R SL B, BT AR X BE R B TR B
o B — FP 5 J& J&& ( Sarason, 1974) , H 1974 £
Sarason #£ 48 5 (1) (3 X gk 3 X0 B 24 T 5
YRR H R A R Rt KB (M O, B
FNH 1977 X4k KRB S T 5e B b R 5, 4L
KBRHIAR GBI O 48 B AL X0 B2 B BF AR o
FEIX i ANTAHE SRR AR Y 0 R 4%, 1 R L2
AT RRAL S0 MR AR, AR B SCRIAS B 2wt
“IEREIER” MRS R, A KB K 5 RS
LR SRR ATE S &, SR T M ALREX AL X A2
SEAR (B2 G TR 45 L AR LR B R S 1 B AE (R
4k, £ ,353E,2020) , B H AR KSR S B AR X 3
R4 24 (¥ 4% .0 ( Sarason, 1974 ) , i K& AE Ky 7
FIH X TAERE B, AL E R U2
F2EENTRROR R 15 (R, FF i, 2013;
R, BRI, APEIHE,2009) o

KT YT 2 F I3 A KRB 4B H 289K
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B, B AR A T 2R G i [ B, DA ook
ARG, (B, E45 Mk, oAk IR
DX JRX — ¢ R R 2R e I B K SCRR A B . R
JK JE AR T R AR G 0 SCHR S5k [ B T 7 5 Ak X
TR FE R BUR S (B i, RN E2,2007 ) 5 R
AR RESIAL R R B DL R R R
HAT TR KRS R, R, BEW,
2014) ;22251 % N R R 48 M SCBR &R 3R M i 1 4L I
SRBONE & A B R SO A SR B B i 5T AR (R A
%,2015) , Je3CCERH  AUH —Fas ATt gy
AR KRS K S 5X RN REECIE R
( Talo ,Mannarini, & Rochira,2014) . fERATERIFAA
TP, W R F ARG R R PR community” 5
EEb75 ol N A W 7 e b R = | U i) e
H N AL AR (MR B A A Sk, B
B SCRI compound” (A B AE M AETE BAEIX) o B
Iy, B X — R B PR R R, A B A XU B
A AT RGN SCIRSE IR , T g J5 S2 0T 58 19
TFRERSHEL,

AR BN B, DAL RENHEE
(1] 644 5 SSCT SCHR AR B i B Ry 4 i S, DA
Leximancer #0446 , 4> T R Gt #ib 2 S 4t Xt
T T RAZ DS, ROHE R F e b B g 5
MREIRNE , T 10 A J5 St KR SR 3R AR R R SR T
o ARG LT JLA B : (1) 4 KRTER
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FB BT B R R4 (2) HRIEMPFRATHT
2t (3) PEE =T AL KRB E A AN
Zfta7 (4) RFAHRIEBR I RAA7

SR £ TTRCA =y T < 38 A 4 1 [ B LA
RS AL R S R B &, SR Ab AT AR SE T
FERBAD L KK, HEA T P EGF T X
R OB S s B, T8 X DA SCRR IR BB
P T A RS SR T AR IS Y R
2 WARAZSEIELE
2.1 MrRmzkET R

o T AT A KR E B BER, A SCRA T
P4 T (content analysis) X} SSCT # PjH 541 X
TR R G 3 SCHR AR R B R 2L T 00 . BESRAE B
Leximancer {4 3 58 8 SC R A S 4 2 N & 57
Mro Leximancer(JiiAs 4.5) 2 M T XAZHAA L
A 2 [ SCASBAE 7 BT, BN LR — 1T B ST
AGHTERA i — PR L FT B € B A R
SERAT A I . RN T UM TIEF X
X A BARH TR S TR RS, B B3t
SCASSCRY LATR AR o 1 TR B &, Ol e T AR R K
B3 H ST FIEE = ) R AR HE T i SC B R
B, ML TR SR LA, B T Lexi-
mancer )N 7851 B 2R B A8~ TR TE K
TR DL e Ay A o, BEBE A U B FRATT B SO
F N2 (Bell & Blashki,2014)
2.2 XABFERRBLSH VB

ZFIEUREE T Web of Science ( WOS) #%.0> & &
F1 Scopus P HE FE H o6 T4+ X Ji& ( sense of com-
munity ) B BT 3CE . O T PR UESCEE BAH G M, AT
PEAT T AT RRE -l 5, U R AR R B ELR
R P A AL S sense of commumity” ; HIR,1EF 2K
RURR 230 S5, AV A TS, HEBR AR 48 A
FAB SR E, WP KR ER, Scopus $UHE
B 3229 R, WOS $diE PEHh R 2230 R, XS E
45— T 8.3 Endnote SCHRE M, MR E B #
XEFFTTERIFEZG , HEPA 644 FLE
(FEULEE 1) o FRATHS AR SO PR BRI 2 5 A B
Excel U4, 4% BEAE D #EATHET , LAFE Leximanc-
er HHAT T

FEIATNE I Z 1T, i 4E Leximancer H FIAR
HEHRER — 2 T0 T SCHY 3R] (B0 of 7, “ and” 1 “ not”
i) . WIS, ME D 2w A
ARAEA B M 55 (B U paper” , “ article” , “use” , “ dur-

ing” , “study” 1 “research” ) , PRSI E B &N
B A (U “SOC” il “sense of community”,
“community” F1“ communities” , “ factor” i “ factors” ,
“group” Fll “ groups” , “individual” Fl “ individuals ",
“relationship” 11 “ relationships™ ) o WeAb, B TR HE
SRR RN, AT S B 2 PR E S 100% LA
BREP A E, Bl EERNREN
50% , XF FEMEEE, F2 M FRZ H #ES E A
B, A E A, DU S D I A
RFATIERE

FANTE o BB AT T o, DA4x T[]
Jitit K I 5E (1977 ~2020) . O T B 4730 T i
WERR R RIS, AT EARE - BT =0
B%:2000 ££ DA RN, 2001 ~2010 42,2011 4EE4A-, IE
Ab R AR R B R B B E R IX, RATT 4
THEEE N i KPR IR

“Sense of comrnunity” (EEHKR)
Web of Science®ir&£ (2230)

Scopus (3229)
REER IR
(n=2038)
HBREBAAR
(n=1005))
p_britan |
(n=1033)
HBREBAAR
(n=381)
HHRHE
(N=652)
HBREBAAR
(n=8)
B P ACHR
(n=644)

1 XEIFiEERE

3 HRGRSSH
3.1 BARXAHBETARBAGEOBME S T4

T X A 644 55 SRR BB R AR AT N
a3 AT A B A R R R S, R
BEEEHT, TEQHE T BiR (sense) (KX
( community ) | f& B (health ) | 224 (students ) . $( &
(data) 3§ (urban) ;&3 (scale) , A 2 A7 LA
o A KR IR (2695) K47 (2693)
RTERES E B ALE , HARS B A AR 2R JE T i
o VERBRGERIL  BR G E HAR T A B & £
B, AT LAE KRR FEE A 2 O
BRAA R HAR AR, S MW K T &
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F AN RS BT, MRS B AT LR &, A
FEHEE T )R (residents) . ~{& (individuals )
>3 (psychological ) 0> 4L X RS (PSOC) | K % (re-
lationship) . J# & ( satisfaction ) \ 1A % ( perceptions ) &
BRI o HETESE = A0H) R0 “ (iR ” (858 ) , H
HRAL S LR - (B RR (health) (AR V5 (life) (RHK
(associated ) . 4f B ( neighborhood ) . F 4% ( positive ) .
JHJ& ( belonging) . & {4 ( physical ) . %31 ( design) . tA
[7] (identity) .

4 bgicafdevelopment
R PSOC

individuals

health
3 health ;
assodaw :

1 sensey
it

2 1977 ~2020 E£FX TS E
(N =644 £ Theme Size =50% )

3 17 PR 2 ML) SR A TR, 2800
FERDT T Rt RS R B A AL B B RO .
FRS HR R SR B B, X8 T4 ke BEA M
B AT T 4B C R AL KON A 5 A4 1 R &2 FD
PR R, “2 A7 (696) T RAT & A &)«
24 (students) (2% _F (online) .22 3] (learning ) \ =K
(school ) \ &Y ( model ) | 15 3j (activities) . FJ LLFH
t, SSCI AT A B i Je 4k ORI 98, ML & T
JERIGTRE, A AR KSR TN R
T FREAE T IR A N X =R
&, B AR B0 T DO B R A AT
ERBFRE . &G, “HBE\” (561) M“ER"
(195) E R HEE S FOM L 1 300, 8.8 &
W HdE (data) (B3R (scale) 2} HT (analysis ) | 3
% (survey) . & 55 (experience) . T./E (work) . H] LA
B, YT TAE R BRI SN E C E8
SIS, AAMEC A X 42, 3 R MR B 1 52
IEHAEIR DA RERBITET MG SUAT

7 AL XRE B Y R e AL 5 Rl B AR,
HET RTINS, KMz N EREE T
OE ST AMEL .
3.2 1977 ~2000 4 K &At TS A L £ 4
TR 2000 4FLLHT &R K 88 Fi SUA N HTT
T, BT A KRR IR I B AR
MR ALK EIR 25 0B KR R, B
&3 TR, AR X7 (293) TR & RS < A
X ( community ) . & 3% (scale) . 5 2 (relationship ) 3§,
T (urban) . A ( people) . JL ZFE ( children) ., & &
(home) , “FEIR” (290) F BiAL & B HE &1 iR
(sense) \fk2x (social ) | 3Z#F (support) | A (indi-
vidual ) , /N 4 (group ). & & ( context ), % &
(students) & (concept) , “Z 5”7 (119) FHAE
W) A% & 93] : 2 5 ( participation ) . 48 B ( neighbor-
hood) . J& B (residents ) . A8 & ( variables ) . 2= J ( dif-
ferent) \2H#H (organization) , “.[>FE X" (30) &
AL A FIRE TR O B4 X R (PSC) (578 (model) |
XA [F))E% ( Sense of Community Identity) , “&&R”
(27) FAALE AR : 2L (shared ) (B8 R (immi-
grants) $1:XJ&(SOC) ,

scale

1 commtnity

form

group ?{-. . home
?‘ // children
individual 7
students
2 sens
coneept

B3 1977 ~2000 £ F i EE
(N =88 & Theme Size =50% )

FEIZ BT BEH 88 f SCRRH , RS BUR AL B
S5 AL LI I, FF B LA Journal of Community Psy-
chology 1 American Journal of Community Psychology
JoEe B T AR BE B, LR 5L
fERMRR, MBEXR, PRERE HE22 5,
TS Z A BCEE R R, EEH T3 & )Ratk
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SXFRETHH KR SHX S 505, &M
T ,2000 £ELIRGIE A At DS 5 AT, R
XEBARZ HETEAL XA 2 & IS
Al SRR 2R3 TR NIRRT R
3.3 2001 ~2010 F-% 4 P AL R Bt TH 5L 5 A
JEEIXF 2001 ~2010 5 &K1 152 5 XA NE
BT, BB T AL XU S TR % B B Y 32 R K AH
KMEE T, ELE 4 BfRIRH, “F X7 (648) TR
AL WIHE 8] : 41 X ( community ) | #1: 4> (social ) \ &
5 ( participation ) . 3 ¥ ( support ) . J& H ( percep-
tions) . 3] 11 (urban ). % &= ( satisfaction ) . 5 &
('school) .21 (influence ) . 2= 7 (different) , “.0>FH
17 (226) R ML) : .0 B ( psychologi-
cal) ./NH (groups) .0y B4 X8 (PSOC)  $#E ( da-
ta) & J&(development) , “224” (210) EHAUEH
HE& A 22 4 (students ) | 3¢ 2 (relationship ) | 2% 2
(learning) . 2% | (online) . ff 4 (role) . F (educa-
tion) \ BH{A (physical) , “EHE” (139) F &4 & B
2&a] . A& (factor) | I B ( measure ) \FE K JE (SOC) .
B (model) . “fERE” (94) FMIAL & HIBEEA B R
(residents) 4B B (neighborhood ) ./{™M#(individuals)
T ERE B =S AR Ry, DA AR 18] B BR 25 1
O RN R RIS, B 5 a R K
DEAE 28 MRS R B G EHTE 100% . EHER
5B XAMESIES W BN SO LIS, BRI
TEA RO AL KOS S B T AR
MRFR HRIBGL F22IRRWTRNE B BT
B, 152 FEig i, 48 422 “online learning” H}
BT 40 K, B 5HAM 22 MESTAFEES . 2B
BORFFE R T 4L DRI R F AL 8 R 45 R B RR
AR TSR (130 ) RS 5 (54 1K), A
PRI (53 R) AR (29 1R) o Mehb, it 1]
GRS THE DR & KR e
e B AR 3| T g — B8y, Kb il & B T 50
WORERMIT 52 W AEBLH BT 27 K, B 4t
BT 28 W, &Ja, NE- S BER = AR
F , DA E RSB N G0 J8 (4 XS R )
B, BVAT S, %P R 0 IE - LA
FEATT R A U SR 52, E R E B e L
HEGHAEMEE, At SR HKS5 A
PRk R FtXHEESE,
3.4 2011 ~2020 F-% 4 P AL R Bt TH 5 &S A
JELIXF 2011 ~2020 4K 1) 404 f5 XA NE

learning eduggtion
online students P \
3 students e :
eltonshp
SN
Ie\ﬁ By different

community
seﬁsfactio1n g it
community
perceptions urgen
sogil

support partigipation
influence

agtd ;
3 v F

4 2001 ~2010 E£FFTFE
(N =152 £ Theme Size = 50% )

BEAT AT, BB T AL XA S TR B B B 32 R S AH
KM, AL S AR, “BIR” (1749) £
A7 BIBE &1 : TR (sense) \SE A (students) \ R FR
(relationship) . K] 2 ( factors ) , £ &Y ( model ) | 2~ 1%
(school) . il 2 (survey ) . £ 3% (environment ) , “ %1
X7 (1749) F R4 & B3 : 4L X ( community ) |
#t:4(social ) . & 5 ( participation ) |, 3 #3 ('support ) .
JE& B (residents) . A @, (role) . 2 ] (different) . % &
(development ) . A< #f, A (local) | i, 51 ( members) . 7%
3 (public) . “fEEE” (768 ) F= 4L & ML« fFk
(health ) | .0» P ) ( psychological ) | i & ( satisfac-
tion) A 15 (life) | 52 Bk ( associated ) | FA% B ( posi-
tive) \ 5% (influence ) | 3 48 &% ( well — being) 45 B
(neighborhood ) . I J& ( belonging ) . 3K (needs) . tA
7] (identity) , “%k b7 (523) /U6 & BIBE&HE: &
| (online) /M4 ( groups ) . 25 ( experiences ) | 5= >
(learning) . ZU 4% (data) . T\ %l ( perceptions ) | /7 %
(interviews) , “/MA” (266) F 84L& HIHE R 4
A (individuals) 1 [XJE&(SOC) . A (people) o

SR BB ) 3 R P AT X L, fgt R
RMTED T BN T RS W — A o E
TR0 F8, P dE T B AR RO SRR , I
— B\ it R X H & AR A A AT
7 A, DT 4 i A A 19 £ 7K F ( Cicognani, Al-
banesi, Valletta, & Prati 2020 ; Tang, Chi, Xu, & Dong,
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2018) o b, TEIE +4F T 38 B LR R D E R
2 BAE ) Mg EIRFR IR A KR IR B
RER WA, ITRL L% AR TR SR, T
FEEAR Y =8 8% H J8 IR A B AR Y 2 X LB
(Lardier et al. ,2019; Smilyanski, Boyd, Perry, Roth-
man ,& Jenkins,2015) , [RIBf — WP BB T 28
AT G X ] B K 5 (Puzzo, Aldridge — Wad-
don,Bush,& Farr,2019) . BZ,# A 21 2 LIE,
54k XBAHSC YR R R 3R DA SRR B AT AR5
B SRR R sk, SRIPABr B, 2
R BT BATIR LA 7K B4k RO B A 248, 8¢
D R AR R T B A X T B AL XURRESY

“I g experiences

5 2011 ~2020 £ EFHHE 2 E
(N =404 £ Theme Size =50% )
3.5 FTRAARRARLYIAEMELSH
X R E A BT R R 29 R SCHR B AR
BB PR BE SR HAT oA, B2 T+ KSR M £
KABRME &, T 6 F Lifg Y, “4H X7 (130)
T &R 4k X ((community ) | % 2% (so-
cial) =45 & (well - being) . (older) . 2 ( sur-
vey) o “TEEIER" (56) ERBAL & WML ST I (sat-
isfaction) | 4= 3i& (life) | 3¢ & (relationship ) | A [ A
(Chinese) K (positive) , “SBHL” (34) FRAA &
FIME 277 : 4B B ( neighborhood ) | Ji & ( residents) 2%
Ft:(public) . “Fr#s” (32) &AL & HIBEETRE : F s
(Hong Kong) 4% 5 (housing ) . 2 5 ( participation )
“3CHFT(28) TR S ML TR « SCRF (support) (A
XJ&(S0C) M (influence) , “HE" (20) FEQ
& HIRE&TR] : HPE (China) 7347 (analysis) o “fRR”

(17) E B4 & WM &R : R (health ) (A< A (lo-
cal),

FH LT P 07 LAS AR R S R 3L X R 3 TF e
R BT FT , B 37 5T Rk KRR 5 ) DA A X
JE R EETEXS G X 29 R SCHERE SR
B2, P E R T M ORI A % B S U At
X E R RIF B SL U AL XX — ERUALTERE
M EBEE K RN R, EEHAREZHME. &
XS A B B B WM 1A A A S
B AETE AR, A XUk FE R R B] (%
Foatrp E 8 T S B A% L 75 & ( Chen, Liu, Yu,
Bwanali, & Douangdara,2020) , M 38K & B #) A
JRRE T B G X 2 1] 1R 38 XK, Bk 4 A P
B T HEH X E AR PTOE AL TR 2 B
B, W) S TR A AR B A, A LA T I g
5%, B NSFE T 2R TAE KA R (F iR, &
E,2015),

results E
life
satisfaction
2-safisfaction
Chinese
\ ‘ public
relat
w neighborh
y £ S &3 neighborhood
8 quality Sogo :
| ] : w&“ 1 coﬁu"mumt&tfy
influg resiignts

_ 4HongKong
on  HongKong

s

i

. 7health
E health

Eo6 ERNHXBERTHEEESE
(N =29 & Theme Size =50% )

4 BHEERE

T8 o Ak DRSBTS 3 S SCHR A A e 47 B A T
NEDHT, ZOT I B W bR 2 T A R B B P B
FRESF T R DKORBIR IR BT =, Sl &
REEAERBRTEMVNRANR, IR TEEPE
Aoesf Bt BREEGUBR, B ST J5 1 B LA SEIE B [A)
BN AN ERASER T RS TRE R
B BEXR EERESFER., WA H B B
(1977 ~2000) 1 g4t X BRI 5T (400 28 T LB BE ,
RTE B R TEAL IR A 2 & 3
KR, IRl T SEUE T B AT T8 IR 5 B
Bt(2001 ~2010) 24t X 2R ) 2218 & Rl B, BT G 1
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LT R R DA 27 A AR O R 1R X R 1) S BF
ROR EEEPEOHFTE WAL R, AT
23R XS5 ABRKR HXEEES B =/
B (2011 ~2020) Sk X IRAFFEH CER & BT B, B
REM OB B AR XA Mt 3 R & DA
FOmAREk AT R4t KRR R A G R R (W48
G HTB R 22 T ROR O B RR ) IR B R
TR O TE R DAL X JE R R P X R I R AAL X
RGBSR G R ARG 5T . i X
DA DRI ) AR A0 20 AT, BF X AR KB R ok
RIBIRALUT T EW, B EMEH RKIEETEY
AR,
4.1 ARRGHELHANE

AL DR RIS LR J I B B T, (HAT R T
FERIBZE , X THE KRB IS, TR R M TRAT
RREED R A DRI A 1> 32 B B8 (Nowell &
Boyd,2010) , X Tt KM S5 B &, Z 7ok =
Al HTTE 1986 AF48 HS #YAL 8 DU 2L K Y EIR L
Rt R BT & SR B AR AL, A & L B iy
( membership) . 5 Wi #7 (influence ) | fil & ( integra-
tion) LA B 15 JEX BE 45 /B% ( sense of emotional connec-
tion) , —LE2EF IR T ARMW A, HE, B A5
SFATX T 4L XY SEUERF 9 2 5% ) [6) 46 26 1790
B, AT 4 AR U JR S SR H) A XUk $i (SCT)
DA KRS TA7 R F) A XU B 3R (BSCT) 4K AR 2 A R Y
I8 T H.(Long & Perkins,2003) o #LPEAE N —1>
FEX GBS, B Ak 7 AR AK AR Z B A
ZIREE, B KR R RE, JE St T LA S22 iiE i
P BRERAE I 3 (TAT) B0y 2O Ak XG4T U &, 3R
T P B2 T RIS )= T A XU R R
4.2 #AREGNHEKEREHFR

S IR AOUR b 7 2 Hp U2 T PR A KUY . DA
At KRB ST BT DR TE B AR B 22 A4 2 T .0 3 R
TR N, 300 Bt K2 |44, B 250t
FEAGHE I R, AR EE AR 2 B BR AL F R BT .
X REA BT, HRE A DAVE A2 AR &
PEATIN AR, R ool T DA S Ak TR R 1R ) R UK
SEHCHSE , B & B H A SRR Z m AT 04, B4
At KRR esh, 2 L) T AL DX R R IRl 2 %A
PRI R L S e, (B B AT I T 23 v I
(Mak, Cheung, & Law,2009), §i, Z 2 RERE
B HTHARE S8 R B, 5 S 5T I AL R
AR TET B R SR B R R 28 A, 22 3% B A AL X

ST R ST o
4.3 AR R 89T RALH BT

GRERR IS SN G Sy 2 SR R 95 %)
TR B AR R . 24 i AL DB SEIE BT FE 35 LA TR
MR TR S HABA R BRI E R, R T
A RRE R AL BT TR R Z o BARAL XA AH
KOS RCERE B #T e, BRI KRR
WM B 7 AL X R ML AT A7 Sl
S R I B: A SETE RS AR MESR I R AR WL, N )G
GBI R A AT SR BIBT T A KRR R AR AL
il , AT 5 SE AL DX JEAR ST I 4R B BHE H 0 J
(R
4.4 PEHAIHREREFL

I PN R KB ST AL THEP B B, T3E3C
SCHR A AR [ 50 0T R AL X BB IR I 25 51, JF 4%
I SCCER P R 2 AE CSSCT R Y 15 J DA KU
FERIRBTTE , BATRBL, B N E4E XRSGIE R 32
TEfE M B AR AR AL _E ST IR NSRRI R
B2 LA E SR T LSRR R SRR A
(IR, FEHEZR,2019) o B35 F AL K It
FEZ AL IX SR IR iR A 3T g HL LAy 88 s [ ) i el
HENEEBFTH . BV ST FAHER 225,
TEXF AL X AR L AP TR A Al . RETEAS 4765
EA X BR A B, SR E S
BB R BRRR TR, B T AL KR E A R EIE AL
TEZERN, TR P BT R . BeAh AR
TSR AL X, AL X IR R i 4 A AL X BB 52

S 3Lk

PR HE , 2T ER. (2007). V6 74k BB 55 M BLIR S5 3. 0
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The Research Status( 1977 ~2020 ) and Prospects of Sense of Community

Content Analysis with Leximancer

Fan Yangyang
(School of International and Public Affairs,Shanghai Jiao Tong University , Shanghai 200030 )

Abstract ; Sense of Community( SOC)is one of the most important concepts in the field of community psychology. Providing a compre-
hensive and systematic presentation of the themes and core concepts of SOC and discussing the evolution trend and the particularity of
the Chinese context are of great significance to the localization of the research on the SOC. The titles and abstracts of the 644 SSCI arti-
cles that were systematically screened were used as the analysis text. The content analysis was conducted to explain and analyze the key
themes and core concepts presented in different stages and local Chinese studies. The results show that the research objects of the SOC
are mainly urban residents and student groups;the research method is mainly based on empirical questionnaire surveys;the antecedent
and consequences variables of the sense of community include the factors related to health , satisfaction , neighborhood relations , quality of
life , etc. The research on the SOC has its uniqueness and topics of concern in different development stages and the Chinese scene. Based
on the results,several suggestions are provided for the future development of the SOC, aiming to promote the development of the SOC in
the Chinese context.

Key words:sense of community ; content analysis ; Leximancer ; systematic review





