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Abstract
This study reports a semantic analysis of cancer-related conversation in Twitter during a 16-

44  day period. More than 2.69 million tweets related to cancer were collected. Taxonomy consisting
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of 223 cancer-related key terms were created and developed. More than 1.13 million tweets
filtered with the taxonomy were analyzed and visualized, in terms of the frequency, periodicity,
co-occurrence and sentiments. Findings report (1) the most visible keywords, which partially
illustrate the topics and message relevant to cancer, detectable from social streaming in Twitter; (2)
a two-day-of-week rhythm with frequency of cancer-related tweets, which was highly influenced
by breaking news or news events; (3) the key terms co-occurrence in tweets concerning breast
cancer, lung cancer and prostate cancer, and (4) a sentiment network that comprises both positive
and negative feelings or concerns about cancer. The potential theoretical contributions of this
project and its practical implications are also discussed.
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FESRIE, Jrshi 2 R T U I R 85 — B iBii . 2008 fFasebr ABh, A
23%SIEADG  (EEER DAEg L, 2012) o BAAKIIERE R, Eid 35
A e SASET R ak R (SREIEZREENT 7T, 2013) , {EARE S RERY
JeTE, BB, AR . B . DL B SR E AT,
M 2000 AEFHRABIIG:

SR, F 18 % DA IR N S AEA A AR 2R IR 43 e 2000 4R ()
4.9% BEINFI2008 fE195.8%, FHAF2010 4Fik%]6.3% (%Eﬁzéﬁfrﬁlﬂ/l}, 2012)
SRR TR 8%AET 18 DI AAE A B 22 R A= sk PR AP PRI LA D
T HE A AU 1A HE25I8E (Schiller, Lucas & Peregoy, 2012) .

A7 % TR A\ SRR D AT B0 B e, T AR A T AT 7E B
RFIFEAEAE B, BRI AL DA R G LS — (4
A1, Kim & Kwon, 2010) o REES F i B 25 B AT T
B, AEEROR B 2 s ARt AT B 2014 B 85 T BLIBE N RS S B
AR, IR BT, H47.9%0 K GBI PE g A 110 32 205 BRI
( Arora, Hesse, Rimer, Viswanath, Clayman & Croyle, 2007 ) , RO AYF
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ZANTE T 7E M 1825k 35K (seeking ) FHEADCAS EIOBITE (HI41, Ofran,
Paltiel, Pelleg, Rowe & Yom—Tov, 2012) , {HM 55—/ R AR P e (5 B
W HIRRAF 5 . AR 53 A S 53R A IR . AEAE 2 B (social
media ) B AEIZE (Social networking sites, SNS ) B IZ AR, x4
(PR AT 5 A

AW FE LA IR 32 i 0 & RS I 32 SR ——HERF——R 01, e A DG HE
SCHATIRZE MBSO T2, IR R L. DA GF 3 T At A8 1k o
FERDCAS BN A . S, B3 S H ORI . A T ML I AR T i 3OO Aot X 2% 4
N AR AT AR SR A AE AR S RN AR, LSO B AL 1R S 7T AR e
i)

XIS e SV SR B T . B0, AT A SN T A ik
() SR REARDEH) “HEREATE” (social conversations ) BEATHE XTI R4l 7T . 10
W IR AT R MLV G AT BRI 2 BRI — AT, A SR AE 18 S
BRR AT T DTk e K, AT B R A — AT HERS AR T PR EAHDCH A2 5 B
B SO HTRESR, AN BT A e P B i S AR AR AN oy S e 0 T
At I IR R IR B SRR BRI 22 LU, AW RS 0128 R ILPA
RSB BE— 2573 BB P2 P 2 ARAE (R B AR R R DIRSSCR B A BE AR NS
BT ARG AT REPE

—. BREREEHNELI K

ETZFLOR, BRMIC B T A AL RS BT (R gk 55 1 T3
U35 (141, Koch—Weser, Bradshaw, Gualtieri, & Gallagher, 2010) . ZE[ERZIG
(Pew ) BFFEHIL2011 4 (OTRE L BL, 80%ISEHEEHERITI ™, BIZ9h 59%[15EH
BEAEN, St FIP A A S E PSR BRI TT T IR B S o Ofran 5
55# (Ofran, Paltiel, Pelleg, Rowe, & Yom-—Tovet , 2012) b4 1232681171
20 PR IR R ATE = AN AN GG AP 22 5 | S A PRe AR5 BTy =,
TR, A HOGENR 5 B P 2R R, M 500 MR 75 B I 4k0E
VeI S T Z S I R, R EE LR, NPREESE. O
B AT 2 SRR R . 71 W 2 O E IR 5 B, AHEE IR (5 8., A
BN LER AR NG EZ 0], AN, KimAlKwon (2010) MIRFFEH] I SEEE]
FIHET I R BB RE”  (HINTS) #dE, Xo TRHE “H 1
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A" (e—patients ) FHAEER ARG B TAT R, BRIk,
BB A L AR ORI

VTR B 5 A S BRI I S R R, 1 A A2 I 2% 03 TR A AR R AR R
(TP H W% (Scanfeld, Scanfeld & Larson, 2010) o — /MR E K LAH
10911 S B HLIC T P ¥4 74 A8 Pt v )i sl Fad ARG AR . (B,
2011) o SGIERHE R QTS BT SRANR, AT E T A2 AT P B
L) SRR RE AR AR L TR SR AR B

—. B RS R A

HEAA” — A AR By 2R B SRR TR
k-5 (Russell, Flora, Strohmaier, Poschko, Perez & Rubens, 2011) , %2015 4]
OH, AR LA E 6 — R —— OISR s WG A ey v
[l 1129 T )73 HBEIEHEN5800)74% ( statisticbrain, 2016 ) o fEHERF |, FHP
AP A B AT 140 AN I F R A AL AN B A A TE L, 71 2%
FERE S . JCH IR D), RS B HOTRE 7Lk, PG #re ik
TN AL R N Bk, il RIS 22 50 BB RS 2
RBEROIHRINE LS o RN ROAGHIT = A — A 2R b &2 T
KL (Fogg, 2003).

WU B AT o — E R R R R B AR ey . b, B
FRA TR 557 RHIUE AR A FESCIR R ( Bakshy, Hofman, Mason & Watts,
2011; Rogers, 1962). B4, FHAERE, KIPMLOK—EHOAAZAE K ARE R L
N B —FhEE K] (Katz & Lazarsfeld, 1995) o W52 SRR 2N A2 Ak
LRI N R T AR BORT 2P R SR B, s A TR RE
PLas7>) . DERE . AP MUY than, RN AR O A 2 it 7o e
RN FA TR P 2 A el A7 B T 2 285 B IR BT e s fniz i (il
Lerman & Ghosh, 2010) .

[FIINF, TCIe e E LR a2k 1 I T AR AL AR Hh AR T Q1T
e T EN . FX Iy, HERFE ARt T PRI (user—
generated persuasion ) IR AR, X FhEE AR IREHORERME 70O DA, Eik3E
FEltE 2 % 25500 2 AR LS A Pk % &% ( Chou, Hunt, Beckjord, Moser
& Hesse, 2009) , 1EAEABTSCRMTE BG4 KM BARIB T R {dSila (B,
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Hawn, 2009; Jain, 2009 )

= HEBFRARDAERE

Bl TSR AU R A RS AR R 7 Sk 34 i (4il4n, Cha,
Haddadi, Benevenuto & Gummadi, 2010; Baskshy, Hofman, Mason & Watts,
2011) , KHERF AR BRI AR AR B MO Z 18T (2 W Paul
& Dredze, 2011) . B4, Scanfeld” ( Scanfeld, Scanfeld & Larson, 2010 ) HIRFFE
SIMT T 10005643, THUARAEHERT 120 SR RO R BRI IR BT A TR
PrAE RN o XA RN R, R R U A HERF I TR T
ARG IN KBS A2 IR ML S A5

BE SRR ATAT A AR R B AR AT RE U2 5 2 A3 ICHERF T 70T 4R iU
TS BRI I S AR, AR A DB TR e RRIE 752
s W I PO EE N %2, E04E 7851 (Lampos & Cristianini, 20105 Quincey
& Kostkova, 2010) , sRZRAERE (Sadilek, Kautz & Silenzio, 2012) . %41,
Ritterman, OsbornefMIKlein (2009 ) i FIHERFAUE ALK (HINT) 5 [l ChewAll
Eysenbach (2010 ) WBPAL [ 2 AAHERF I SRR T LA AR . Lampos F1
Cristianini  (2010) DA Culotta (2010 ) [RFFERIE—BAE A EHERE FXT TR K
NARSEARIAIAR S 55358993 P 50 $5is 1 v eHe

ik BT Mok 22 BRI REAE R SR, R b S HER b S e A 16
L AR BHARIIAL, LR AR SRR . SIS 25z HARPIRIE
I G, ARMNS SR 2o b5 Mg B R B AIBE . BUMERRAT N |
SEACIERAT ARG, HHORRFE R T AR W T A RMIE . BRI, MiEX
TR HERE A5 B EhAHE RS R A —E MENe A FE .

MU, #IZERIRENE X3

ARSI R — e, h—Msik. fEEEEm, B
SN SIRIEST A — Do i, MRS ESERAL, gk, WA, A
TRNB, BIVRSEER, SRR RIS TR F IR X . LRI, W —
R (corpus ) AT A HTIAR S5 S B REABIT DRI AL Bt SRS 2 S T 45
Mo % b, B A RIRRVERI AL KON SR Seg kit 15305
AR R AL ——AE A P S Fh O RS RIE S BARIE S I EERAR
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110 MRS ——a T T .

TE T BNURF 40 O A 2 THERRE XTI 7T . B, AEHERE B
MBI S RERA SN AREXS5HT (Russell, Flora, Strohmaier, Poschko, Perez &
Rubens, 2011) . HH—THIFE (Saif, He & Alani, 2012) 45415 XA Hr AT &
ST R DR e SOACHR LS E A 5 T A/ R S 2B A o KT E AT (R e 7%
PP A A T4k 5 4% g BEAT AR B B SO IR ES A B9t . 2480k 2 11
IR e AR A SRR 5 A TR i i, BT ) T i 1
ML S A S FIH Bk (5 B TAE S L Bl A RSN T — B2
P/ NUS

ARERF RG], ARHE5EAS A0 32 IR 48 FEAUAE DX PR AT SCRRAE N i, s & T iL
T REURHERE BB X, BRI S, ASCREIM 7D LB % N p
AT :

MR — R RIS AE OHE S BRI AR AT, LKA — eI A
BENH IR a7

BRI — XS fR R AT i ORI, g P
TRV DX 45 S5 4 7

FRARAHTEE R, AT T T A SO Tl A A A TE R S AL
AR T AR R R R

. HEER

MEEDL FWTFEInEL, AT E SR E SOy HT T TR ARHE RS T T i Aot
W (HESC) XA P AT A8 15 B & B i . RS A E 12 1Rl
PS5

ITRAESS . %7050 H AR I 22380k, B REE S b T — BOH R I
[\, M20132 H26H (JH =) #3H13H (A=) , Htif16 K.

B ABREREE . AT F3E T-Python 1€ RS P o k45 APTS ITUCHE 4
S SRR R (G “cancer” Al “#cancer” ) REE. 2JF
KHMATLABY B R A TidT . wIPEdRE S 526972286553, X 1L
ST MATLABM Excel BEATE@ETELEF T, THETNode XLATHE SCHI1)1E
SCRI RE PR AT R S 2

oysik i) GIEAEdETmde. BT SR, FArond et (RiE)
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R (PR ) SRR SRSEADS R . RE . FEATT . A E AR AREHE
SCMNTE R EE e Pt R e b A T — 2B A A AT FAE

N T DR e R BRI THE X T R g T3, GUEHA S 5y
HFsEE, BT, B8, BT 0 REN TR i — BB AL 55 o 3287k
RIS 2RI Bl ST e, MUBHDCHIHERRITTT (B, Russell,
Flora, Strohmaier, Poschko, Perez & Rubens, 2011 ) AN S985E M EEAHICIE B
Kt (g, EEEERZ, 2013) , FAVES T —ADMEFES REESE /U
MFANE ES S, 8. (1) EFR; @ 3w @) Bl @) SERAmZE
(5) 10975 (6) BRREEEE; (7) WHIEEAT (8) WFFT. XEEIBAM oo TN s RAAR
2 CIBSR ) o FLR, Pl mede TP 2 vt B AL,
BIRr AHESCR AR K 22D 10002 VA FIERTRL . RERIIURT bR BT 5E 43 RAREE G PR 0%
/o RN 55U

FEHAEE I B, ARYE AR BRIERTIN SN 53 25 A48 2230 SO b ok AR RSO
H SRR B E A TAR A o AN SR PRRAE ISR R I T A 58 4 —
BN R ik, eI 2234 SR EORIE HR i I M e RrAPTHIEE
INEIELE . Wk AR, AR e B3R 11307 F627 45 X e S HARIHE S AT
TS M. Hr, 43)78T59052 I BIHESC, 8J79T18045 M, 60J727T857
SN AL

WSO o FAT RHITUBUI (0 S e AH D T AR SCIEA TR S A B A S s 1)
Se MO T R BN R 22 DY A5 T o St R BRI IR B 20 ik
AR SRR

PR, PRSI RRAE T TN TR, AR SR AEHE S P b M
Ho P sRrPAE BRSO ST A OB B R KR . i, BB oR TAEIX 16
FKIIE], S \ASEEREARSGE 5 20 AP s BRI M SC8m, (UARAE (die) | 95X
wJRIA (cause ) . 12WE (diagnose ) . 574 (suffer) . =] (fight) . % (love) ,
A (No) , MBS (research) o IXEESCHEIAARAIL 7 FAEHESCHR e RaAE N
WK R R AT 3

JEWITE . BRI LS T 16 RIEdE, (Hle W HE SO AR AL (L i
MEERA B TR DRSO TR B B . 2 s E X BN TR N I A 5 15
FEADOCHIRIHESC, D B TR BRI MRS . —2 “BRIART 1
75 (a two—day—of—a—week rhythm ) o JEEAHSCHESCES AR B R > T
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TR R K EE T35 SRR AT 5T
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SRR e . 2R, BB I EARSHE SO BRI T 3 H5—6H LA
Ma2H . g B R AT B S M 2N ERLE St Hugo Chavez il K IRERdE 25 T
AXRo MIEHEE N AR 5B —AZ R KA R A o XTI S HESD T S5
SEAHDCIOHE SCHCR 3G N, FIAERD, B i R R i) S R DG e SR 16
R AR IR ) g U AR AN L R BN BV 65 IX FRRFAE U 2 3 9] o A i ]
WHER T RTRESS BN ol BBt 22 M4 T RIS 5 | 4
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[E2: fEREtE X E R 7T B i E B iEshER
(20134 F2 H16H &3 H13H )

PP, B3 0o 1 A REAR OISO H S B I A7 2231 O gl T e e 2
PRIE SO SR o 4SRRI SO i B MRS e 2R i, A LR . AT AI R
SR AU OSSR 2 AR R o BATWEE S, BRI b i g 20kt ie
IE , P8 KBS DRSS . b “FUBREE”  (breast cancer) [H2EHIBY
Mt 2 LA B E A (smoke ) o PR%42 (pregnancy ) . i (abuse) . 7
1y Chelp) . 287 (diagnose) . &I (found) . ##3} (fight) . Z#F (support)
MR (life) o R, 47 168 B S MiEAHOCHE . M (smoke) | F i
(cigar) . M (cigarettes ) . A (die) , ALT- (death) , JRAELSE (cause)
1897 (teat) . AH (hope ) FIWIFY (study) 25 “filE” (lung cancer) [F]20
IR Z LA BT o SN, A 149D S S R A IR AR OCHE . Forbr, T
W2 (processed meat ) . /> (reduce) . FifJy (prevent) . ¥AJ7 (treat) . J7 i
(treatment) | 7B (help) . JEid (beat) | A% (life) FURER (fun) 25 “B0
HIBE" (prostate cancer ) [FI2F MR Z LA ICEET . [R5 HIRAAE R AAT]
FEHERS E UGB IR e e S iU R B S HR DI 5 B2 TR B -
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E3: EEEXXEENRLS HIE X R

T BRI T —E G MRS . Aik s AR debanis 508
#r %% (Russell, Flora, Strohmaier, Poschko, Perez & Rubens, 2011), ‘&1 PA3E
PES BT ERAT LA TR R E BB EAE B (B4, SSTa, P ihslR
%5; Pennebaker, Mehl & Niederhoffer, 2003) o AHFFTHEME T HHREAEATSEHE S
T E IR NEE o 15 J s (AR BRI AR S 28 N IO T I 4% o A TR I 25
T, HATSAVNELE TSR B M 2 )T R A (No)  ANF (bad)
MR Chate) . JAXE (hard) . JXUE (mad) FIEDG (sad) o aXEE3RHE 2 [RIHE AR L
AN HAb I E 2 RIS G s T2 R b2 T T AR 1B g Fh R 2R R
UL 1 AR D T2 5 IR TE, AR E (serious ) BZE (stupid ) . A
(fear) . JPEF (depressed ) . e (angry) . T (horrible ) . ML (negative )
M2 (complaining ) , MIFEISAEH R RO, e B> F1T R
TAE T R S AL

[FINS, 4F (good) . AH (hope) . JRHER (fun) AN T (great) NN IE &
PR HH e B AR, IR EE M2 B4 T A REMEE L. He 12
Wi, bR Chappy ) « J54F (nice) | {#HE (healthy ) . BEC (brave ) , 734
HITENK, I N — D EER. AN, A7 A AR 21011000
K, A IZE R S
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E4: =fEEEEEXXERERS HINRE
CARFF lilises . ATA IR . FUIRE )
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“distress’

El5: FEREtAXIE X BRMLE

I iTie

ASCHRAE TONHER | S EAR SR B TE XA 2t ADTFTIER 1l 269
FIERERDCHESS s A T 052235 S EAHOC I R BE A 40 2K . W22 iy
RIETHLEI B 1137 S HESCNIRR . ) R0 E AT A P A A T
T AT .

SATER B et T HERE AR B E A i OG5 aX eI ]
ARAEHR Ay Ha R 143 S E AR DA BIE SCRE S . FOR, A8 LB T e
MOHESCH R FPIR” PR s s XA 2R AR b 3 25k M Il sl )
PRI R, DR TSR =M i WAOREAE, ROFLRE | A
NI IREARDCHHE SO R B DG o A, SIS ARGty 1 HESOh 2Rk
XREE AR TR TS A O T D 46 o e NHHEAS F s ARG T S RO T S 4S
VAR AR B0 A, T LA S R AT TS e (A S AR B BT o 2 45 %
FEREMIRIN . RES BT KU, BERRERSEEE.

TR A AR AR OGS B v SR TR O (R A AR AR R 5 L7 Aoy
Wt BT — B . AR GIRAIRMAPRME IR TR a4 K,
CREHE” PGV IWFFOXAMBASEHE AT RENE, RIS R 1Bk, AR
PRI TR S AT RS SO S R R A RN SCERH S AR R A L B S A i <2
o M EIRAZ IR RO 5Tt R A AR B AT 0 WAL A A | (i FRE A% 645 B 1 23 T AE
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Ao PR, AAEATI FE N AR O AR 2 — D AR AT # 32 pk i
FERZ PR E A TR IR A 2 A BE e B Atk

DOPPE IR Iy RN e A R IR R T B S S o Y R T SR A%
BRI R LA AR, Fem AR BRSBTS R 11 TN AR5 %
HAERRAY) . BT AR R S AT Y B DAEE BRI, TR b
AThH 2 53122 W2 AR A 3E A 3 B o Th A AT A Bk FR B2 ERURN T e
155 B 5 BT MV G35 3 Sl AT X 1 A B R 25 Ak b2 RO R R XU TR
AN NL (BN, Vance, Howe, & Dellavalle, 2009) o S, BFcdsc ik
YRR PRI R AT B2 N RN T R 2 N B0 . PRABRR T F5
AR B HAE 2 A2 i Hp ORI B 5 TR ek e i, M s B3 S O R 5 B AT B
TESCEAME, R B SO R B A e AR I RS i T B ( Chew &
Eysenbach, 2010) .

t. BREFARHAFR

AR = B DIE XA ATV TT T . R0 T s L@ REAHoSs B BAT IR
FIEBUNRIAAER, A PR T B AR IR 7 Aok

B, AR R T AR RO R R, RS S T DGR & A A=
FUR I P BI—BE, (BOAT4E R BT v, s > BN bk
fibpE SR SR R E VI G50 . B0 E SRS PO SO M, LR 45
TREE PR, TG B At BESk BT HE SO R A RIE . AR T3
TR 2 — B B A RN ] DA B I TS W A2 st S TR A A5 BRI TR 0 1
SRR

B, AW T — MBS ALk 1 (taxonomy ) o Y ARHAMAH
SR P B FH P i A A AR AR SR S5 A A R AR B, 49 280
AT PARR s HZEHERRAO A5 B H T R AT e AR S o Bl A ARTEHERE RO 2
W7 AT AR, A RO S A R Sz 4y 2k iy il .
IS ZRA” (social tagging systems ) (fl41, Helic, Strohmaier, Trattner,
Muhr, & Lerman, 2011) ATAEMIXR “HEHE 2H0@%E"  ( Tweetonomy ) ( Wagner
& Strohmaier, 2010) AJDAERHERF S, B4R Z10M0E ( URL) | R8bR%E
(hashtags ) . #ZEPRZ (slashtags ) Bk “@ ZE” WHOEERE Fdb—2 A,
PRI AT AR AT B FLAA A 1 SCAS A SR 3 R TR R A BRI M TE 25 X
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IR, ABIETTR S AR SRS 28 75 2 2 A o T o aXBERIZR 2
TSR ML SR iEAR S HE S TE T . N 2D 200 o AR
) (AEMIZE AT R ) Z AR AR A TR TR AT o RN R 75 2l
W FUBORE N AR B O T AN 2SR E R 2 EXS R ] e IHeSh, 9 1 it
HFHERF P IR B A 5, RN @) A RSO TS AL

(TifESif: 2eHu)
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