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Abstract: This study introduced Zero-inflated Poisson/Negative Binomial modeling
(ZIP/ZINB) technique and its applications to the research of social sciences.
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associations and publications is a mechanism of social introspection. The way it
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Modernism Marxism Anti-Modernism to a mass-based perspective on histories and
social histories. This thesis attempts to examine the transformation of post-war Japanese
intellectual communities by tracing the historical use of terminologies like “the
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characteristics and the theoretical meaning of the turn of space in contemporary
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