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“ 1- 7 UCINET
Network > Centrality > Degree 1 1-
4
Nodes Degree NrmDegree Share
wjr01 32 16 0.071
zwy31 26 13 0.058
swx41 25 25 0.056
zsh32 24 12 0.054
dh15 22 11 0.049
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mdc05 3 1.5 0.007
zh22 2 1 0.004
yb27 2 1 0.004
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yjm02 0 0 0.000
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Nodes Degree NrmDegree Share

P1 33 73.3 0.254 .

P2 20 44.4 0.154
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The Social Network Analysis and Content Analysis of
Teacher — Students Reading based on Learning Cell Platform

ZHONG Wei WU Juan CHEN Lu
( Beijing Normal University Beijing 100875 China)

Abstract: Teacher — Students Reading based on Learning Cell Platform ( Leell) refers to that teacher and students make collabora—
tive reading supported by Leell. From the perspective of collaborative knowledge construction using social network analysis ( SNA) in
the overall network analysis and psychological analysis discusses the relationship between the community members and their interaction
characteristics. Results showed that: The interaction between teacher and students was balanced and it reflects the characteristics of
network structure and cohesion; Opinion leaders and marginal man coexisted; The teacher had higher participation however she didn
t communicate with students in — depth according to the books; Active communication between learners and reflects better Communica—
tive but interaction stay in information sharing level collaborative knowledge construction level is not high.

Key words: Teacher — students reading; Social network analysis; Content analysis; Collaborative knowledge building
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