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Abstract

Sharing news on social media is a prevalent modern news consumption trend.
Consequently, understanding the motives behind this behavior is a topic of academic
interest. While emotions and motivations impact news sharing, prior research often
studied them separately, disregarding their interconnected psychological nature. Thus,
there's a scarcity of studies comprehensively examining their combined influence.

In order to seek to provide a holistic framework for news sharing on social media,
this study aims to establish a model revealing how social media’s user motivations
mediate the impact of emotional responses on news sharing. Data was collected through
a questionnaire on social media in June 2023, with 473 valid responses. Results show
aroused emotion positively affects both fact-finding and relationship-enhancement
motivations for political news, and relationship-enhancement motivation also positively
impacts news sharing behavior. A similar pattern emerges for non-political news, with
pleasant emotion boosting self-enhancement motivation. This is aligned with past
findings.

In summary, this study confirms the indirect path from arousal to relationship-
enhancement motivation, shaping news sharing in the end. This conclusion provides
the first evidence that emotions influence social media news sharing through user
motivations. Future studies can use experiments, in-depth interviews, and more creative

methods to address survey limitations in capturing various sharing scenarios.

Keywords: social media, news sharing, emotion, motivation, structural equation model
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2

=

P DA H R AT B ek B b

AR RETCE LR SN SRS B
]‘i-ﬁi‘fa]ggbﬂ? ?j;&biﬁ‘ﬂ A%

Theory ) i 5 4

FefF R o R B 2% (Directional Emotion
SR § o BB Sf M RS F R TR R
rﬁﬁufr%ﬁ@J:ﬂﬂbﬁé&gwwmfgﬁﬂﬁ@u”}qiﬁ¥§ﬁnufg
wROAARRXIPEAELN AR E

X

P& (B A & f k3, 2018, pp. 373-

378)0 kW T K EE b A AN BB AT 8 AR A

I N
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A AFHEESEA

AAFEELHSFE > 7 FmE 1872 & Darwin f (A 5587 # 40 cnfF 4 4
i) (The Expression of the Emotions in Man and Animals ) — 3 # 1 L8 > & 4y
B AR A e B B - 0 S 0 G AT A Rk &R
L RR GG AR A A (ME A & §k35,2018,p.373) (54
FHEFH2 PV EORFET IR MRS FhRRORES B PR A
FlA B Y RIS TI,%E‘Z A 3% A ugend i (Serrano et al., 1992; Tomkins, 1981 ) - %
147 1 5% Ekman (1994) & A 45% o2 it & £ cnfiag 2215 0 g 4 dgen
» AN A% 5 0P (happiness ) ~ B37 (surprise) ~ £ F (fear) ~ R E
(disgust) ~ ff% (anger) fvix#% (sadness)e I *tH s { % ~enf-atin s 4=
B R A ATl DA B BT e S A2 K ’fr%ﬂj:,wz,g%ﬁm%ﬁg(rﬁ

& & ¥ 35,2018, p.374)

BATHE A ZAE  BAEFH 0 LT - AL RE T A

A 4o BT (Tan & Hsu,2022) & % (Weeks, 2015) 0 § 87 3 =t Bufi- by o

4od f ~ £ 850~ & (Tan & Hsu, 2022) & %f‘&E (Shuetal, 2020) - H is e 3

w

AERIBLT s blhe- SEERR BN DR & R E R e

%6 A 8 - i E $ %% @k (Nikolinakou & King, 2018) o izt # §
g5 % A E - &R > B Tan & Hsu (2022 ) §~ Nikolinakou & King (2018) EEs
PIOR-B G A ch sl R PR R F RS EA R R b
B oo HAMFEZET k2 A FART AR Tk FHES RIZH 0
VR EFRIoF A R G o

IR RETE A

BE AR RBIEEOY - 22 o REE7 » c ] § bR
AoOAEHEY A BAA S RS MR- iR (pleasant - unpleasant ) » ¥ jr

#> — % j%#> (high arousal - low arousal ) ( Larsen & Diener, 1992; Russell & Pratt,
11



1980 ) o 'vi‘% T & A2 A% B2 (hedonic valence) > 2/ B Fﬂfp—lf i e o
2R M R ] fe s 84 e % H 3 pes £ % B (energetic mobilization ) »
2R B R gcds o A2 R MR F gc# (Larsen & Diener, 1992, p. 30 ) » Russell & Pratt
(1980) & ) » A sgeni g g - R Ed v & mda & ol gk SH0R 2

j,@{ggaim{ﬁ@f%mmﬂ@\%%MQ%%@fzmmmﬂ@op

—=

W

T E AR R FOG e B8 4 % 8% ehiF 4 (Larsen & Diener,
1992,p.27)» L 415+ {2483 | & chlF ¥ 4oim H 5 7 5 (Russell & Pratt, 1980) «
EATE A Z AR B Y %?TIJIEWTL*F/@Q%JU’:\ =3 =gk Pa
BlF e #1343 (Berger & Milkman, 2012) o jEH & T3 A FARE > » & 45 3]
‘Tﬁj fefegeds #-n e B 3 gy (Eckler & Bolls, 2011; Tellis et al., 2019) - 4
ST 1‘?')?;;1 fefeged ¥ o 5 7 5 B R T3 DERK o
(=) % jIRAZRZATHE 2 5
LR T e R S S - AT B A2
3 “TRY IR o 345 Berger (2011 ) ~ Berger & Milkman (2012) 987 % » % % i3 'Tﬁ
JechlF s F s @ LA AR TR BB T AR A AT S 6 A
3| > Eckler & Bolls (2011 ) ~ Tellisetal. (2019) %= 7 &% » | '}’v‘c ) A
M F oo FR¥ 0 BS54~ % F 50 Botha (2014) ~ Okdieetal. (2013) &%= 3
J%W’&WQW@quﬁ%XHMF@mﬂngO
> 3 AT m?—‘“«i Far g A j\ﬁﬁ’“ IJ:}%H-,?%,%':’A}
iiﬁﬁﬁﬁOM%ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁZ%O§E<&@%$>%éi,ﬁanwﬁ
FFR S ERMEEEA 4 BEFRITEPN B .’rﬁ'hﬁ'fﬁiﬁli ' &2
i % et 4p B (Berger & Milkman, 2012) -
His FAALZARP X HFTREAFHARSH T2 TS E DT IR
B2y { ’f‘]*v:“,%%?é‘_rﬁ I8 o % 2 e ¥ % B % (Botha, 2014; Eckler & Bolls,

2011 ) > = R Bdp I B RW R rom TR T F 5 adflcfor 3 8 1%
i |

12



N
=T
LS, 2}
Iz
b
WJ
=5
N
z-m
=
N\
ey
)
o~
(¢]
=
&

(Botha,2014) > § 7 &5 T {2 i it

-

Bolls, 2011)« .4 1 it > = Solfife £ b § & o EFTAA F 0 % F1H LA H 4

S L

s W\)g FIX;TL - i% ’ rg;ﬂklﬂ ;}E-FWTJ fﬁl); /@Ff'ﬁfg ’?"Eﬁ/%@ﬁii‘l‘kﬁ—{g%%gjﬁ\g— ’

# 1 BR Hla
Hla : 'Iaﬁ't’vtﬁli g1 e R EAAESNITEL S -

(=) bR BIE A~ 3

Tk | - SR IR R IREARE e B F R
B F 8- fEEE K (stateofalertness ) » F it 4 P # X {lja HmA g a@
Bl LA g R T e M RE R BRI M BB AR
#: c1#E » (Heilman, 1997 ) - Berger & Milkman (2012) i 3% > &~ % & & 30— 48

(T o ST jgehe F RIL R A ER S R TS o W PR EERRETES FH G

Berger & Milkman (2012) 4 {7 2 ( 1% vs. A i '}ﬁ) x2 (#cds vs.h jgds ) 7
B f AXPIFEEPERFE AP TNE Y - Lo ujgE (prime) 4p T

BFFXZAFEIE,AIXBAM DT L2 0 A7 BB T 2 0 B

,%%%m’ﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁﬁwﬁﬁ’%ﬁE$MVM#@£{&&¢ oA A

22 XCL L TORS S8 CL SR TS LRy NP 3.

Wit ) S 3pEF e (2 S 2 AIR) B RL I A Z S o 0f 0 R T

;}B'AFéF,m:»Im;fﬁv’ Berger (2011) BiplzE* 5845 60 ) X f§# % ’éimﬂll“'

Brbe o DERFHI RGP O gHF RRKRA A LA ST 30 RaEA

¥ ooh— I -5k 7] (meme) ST Y 0 R A $F R RO KU SERIES B en
Bl 2 G s 2 i e R ek

B RR BTG AL S E g TR

AN

TR L % 54~ 3 (Guadagnoetal,, 2013 ) 2% Fif > @ ok B g & w B
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AR EALEE L WS T o kAR kR R B B

-
=

s

v B AR ERATE 4 3 0 & 1S Hlb ¢

=

é

Hlb @ jpdefz & § 0 o 8 PALHREATR A 3 -
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FZ A R S EBETE LR
BWEARG > R T i X EAP TES PP SR
(MFE & §#35,2018 F 352)-2 F 42 RyHi &35 L s 3 &4
%% & fF (Holtonetal.,,2014) ~ if 3 = (Lee & Ma,2012) ~ i F & %~ {1
e ~fl# S FIE 3 R (Syn&Oh,2015) %% > se R EF > fre B R
AEFFEIR o AFFT R TRLF PO E L EBGHAH > 5 4F) DiFonzo &
BmM(%W)ﬁﬁ@’ﬂﬁbgﬁﬁﬁﬁ%iﬁiﬁgjﬁﬁ&%ﬁ%’ﬁﬂ

AR Al & T A b = AT R FE P 5 B e it p 2 (p.70)0

3
&
2

FEFPASADTRBE AL T HALE T B o I F ALE

IEenz A H AR TG kA R P AN AR T B0 5 o AL

&=

€I HH WIS R (7L B AT i
1L EFFTR &P AFFRECR AR DLAD 2 i § 22T PR
a4F 4 73 (DiFonzo & Bordia, 2007,p. 71 ) s Z cnfFH T » A ¥ it &
TR AL T A BRB A R T o
2. s i M ChE s A NE G FRORARF K 2 A R E e F R
%o 2o dF o @it (Baumeister & Leary, 1995, p. 522) 2% 3 & %
FHE > APT s  BAIE aRERLAEFS o
3. it p APl A E g T AR 245 | (De Angelis et al., 2012, p.
552) e A Z R A w2 e p A A AT e B ihp AR
Higwpt 2 - B AR R 2 5 4915 ¥ 338 F (identity ) s34 3 (ingroup )
(DiFonzo & Bordia, 2007,p. 78 )e £ * F|A Z 8 > A P¥ it 5 7 [4ed
gt p AL TR e % AT iR E (DeAngelisetal., 2012,
D.552) A EEFAE 75 o
PO g TR e THEASIFTEG SRR - 2 e L F A G
IEERE ST H A G CTEG s blded A ZARIER AR F L T
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W 23#At § £ > (socialidentity ) fr#\ ¥ i #¥ (outgroup) ¥ 24 > 35 B Lm0
¥ {rigie 13 (DiFonzo & Bordia, 2007,p.70 ) ¥ - * 5 - AL ¢ T o d {8 R 1L
WAL PR B R ORTE A I ENWAE T E o A% Bk

# i (Altay etal., 2022) > @Ak ¢ 3 #cnde BI0HJKALT 73 Bs %j\_ﬁ/)]«} %
AL R FEG T ERL FEH AT R B RN T HRIT LA
FHHRFIDE B WSEHITE & F vk (Shenetal, 2021 )0 & H s T AL F AR
DI S =2 AR e e BB % g (Ho & Dempsey, 2010; Holton et al.,

2014; Lee & Ma, 2012; Rettie, 2009; Syn & Oh, 2015; Taylor et al., 2012 ) o * & 3%
KwREEFTF MRt AEL S FEORE TR IEK
- CEFEFTRBENELZ
PG ANEF TR A AT AATR AR L TAGRE AL TN
(DiFonzo & Bordia, 2007, p. 13) » i ficfwg = (rumor ) °
HT OB BEP LS S RL R ARLE S YR IAE Y
P A PR EF T E 4] B 4342 (DiFonzo & Bordia, 2007, p. 4) « 3% # %
e 8 42 Allport & Postman *t 1947 & 155 % 3 (3573 <125 ) (The Psychology of
Rumor ) 3 1 & 3 342 2. P ih A3 344 0% fr 2 (Kamins et al., 1997; Rosnow,
1991)c £ 487 5 > 3R 6T A HL BRI ALY 2 S dl o R
Boplgl e £ p 3 432 23 5§ % T30k #% ¥ ©H¥ £ (DiFonzo
& Bordia, 2007, p. 72 ) »
Btz 18 23T FAARITE R 23 (collective problem-solving ) i 47
(Bordia & DiFonzo, 2004 ) % * 4 L F * Fif M B FHROE L > €54
AR E PR OFWIFLRLF RFT NS E ) HF T A (reciprocity )
(Holtonetal 2014 ) A 3 % ¢ ¥ Ef 4y £t m £ 2 G #3507 832
AR BB AT AP EIREDT BF B BRERIRE A I PR ETE P
LA E Vo @iTEd (Bordia & DiFonzo, 2004 ) o — E#7 7 444 14 1 4 48 -
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280 jp Bk BTN F AT Qdp A IO RRCET I B RTER T
¥ 1% 4g % (Bordia & DiFonzo, 2004 ) -

AR B T A o~ 34 (gossip) - Baumeister et al. (2004) % & ~ 37 -
BB A Aot B T RS A L2 SRR R s b g
FEFA (p 113) A PAZE A eh- AF 257 EFALIL FehB P o
iga TH € doim hiffer Hop a3 FRiEE ) (pp.119-120) - K4
T OB A S AP RS RN F Y (observational learning ) 0 § Mt 3
3% (trial and error) = ® B ZE 3 P HITE > { BB B K ok 5 e
3 % 2 48 (Berger, 2014 ) -

PEHTAANYCEFFFRPS LNEAFERMALZT - A RE S -
2R R o TALALE T AL B AR h T P RN A RPTER > &
NOUABITH M REL Geh [T P R @A PR AT B m o Rk
PAEMAE ERYUTE R ¥ - AR AEEMEE B e af d
e RS R NSV 0 FUEA G 2P A AR 2
ke AR FpEYG LEEr BAp BRI BAL LA BRI
(Newman et al., 2022, p. 44 ) - & H7 R E - T I F TP e A
A GBS DML S

%?%ﬁé*¥’i§$?§%¥%% PR RS TS T AL
A FIROEAATEMAS 3 B T F £ (Holtonetal., 2014; Lee &
Ma,2012) "8 % ~"oxiy | (efficacy) ~"3 &, (Syn& Oh,2015) > 485 i i &
T F AP A F o blde Holton et al. (2014) 3 237 400 f4a4r* = 4 34z 2

(hyperlinks) erd+ 4% > FR* 2 h 1 R 2 pend e A THFRFR > &a 24
E4p o Syn& Oh (2015) &% 2 frda s * 2 a0 & o RIFRL D 4 P ahs 3 604

Bep TEY  ATH o UEARAFLG R B R FRE LT
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@ lomic 502 T3R0S RRERRIE A LADFRAAZE > F vl
Bty c wEFFTFHEPE I v PF%T o TAFEHHT AL 5
AARFE P ARTR T A A ERE S RIS o p FRETSHT AN ERT

AFTHGEF TR OGP G L o PP RMATE A 0 0 ER H2at

H2a: it §FF 648 6 0 o B PRHRMAT L5

p # i %34 (Self-Determination Theory, SDT ) £ #8324 50— £ » U % 30

bR T AP EARA ToemT R FaRLMEYE fp R
A5 0 aEs T2 B frigak (Deci & Ryan, 2000)° p A2 mFE = f ¢ -

A X e 322 o & ] E 2% i (competence )~ B (autonomy)frftﬁ: & (relatedness )’
YR RE G AN 0 M AR EE Y vl B T E R
WHEL 2R ~ FHEfre e L g M % (Deci & Ryan, 2000, p. 252)
ERLECEECRN R g Fie— H ¥ L 2% @3 (phatic communication ) »
By 50 TAIEALE M A A @EF A 3 F 5 (Rettie, 2009, p. 1135)¢ Rettic
(2009) %7 7 4223k ~ P 352 (diary study) fop 5 A 45 R FL
(59% ) et W ey s i a2E g3 1 ) % 4 2§ (thinking
of you message ) » Rettie (2009 ) & 5RALFF A8 4o ) 7 2 84% > M 4L Aty
% 1T |+ (near-synchrony ) —— X ¥ 3 § % % 24F @l & ¥ & e H o frx
FEANGDARETE LR @ A ﬁ » bl &rfﬁ{?ﬁ%ﬁﬁ—g;ﬁr”ﬁ Rl z= i e N a it |
FICRH )y~ i le g Fp B ¥ ehp d (Z2FH ) T A5 M A0
BIFRHAPRBEHFEMNRLF LA TN - BRA AT T}?I& .
e A AL 2 0% Tk i R 8452 - (Syn& Oh,2015) -
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my AR A ZARE T E R R Ty AR R ATHE R e e A%
Boooo #Ful A L% AT# 2 % (phatic news sharing ) (Duffy & Ling, 2020 ) - Duffy

& Ling (2020) 3= #7H 4 3 c it ¢ § @ S 487 7 (gift-giving studies ) » 3%
BEBTIE 88 4~ KA 2,000 40 RN G KA S AR A AR (PR A
& (socialglue) 2 5 A B IRBIE > %HFE RFA AL DF* HE -
,T}u_g, A TBRTH | adpse > g B PR @ a5 ipip 4 (Berriche & Altay,
2020 )-Berriche & Altay( 2020 ) B % 4 47 1 2 B4 & 9% 2 % 34 & | Santé + Mag>

5 2
2%

EBREEE IR EBE 1L,I00F 0 ARSI AT &R Ao hT

4%

FrEE B YRR B 45 35 F 3 (misinformation ) » 5 A “Lr;)%}r% o R g > A L“:?Jﬁ
kB Santé + Mag 5500 RIpE= > FIRIZH HEL LY T BEA R o s
B~ (50 8T LXMW ) 53 28%% F MAEEE AT ki 650 F
PIE® o PIFRIEH ARG RT: A3 E3H d e » { ¥i&
WABWEFT B 0 { Mo B B LERFOREY 3 # o Berriche & Altay
(2020) 335 > S hRAER BT BATR DOBIGHE SF 2 F RS 2 T A
SREBNBATERSE T > SR Ifee WL R AEMG 2R BEF T
R T IEAEEA L R E T B 0 f AT B A g e

FFL 0w A SRR EBALFSA S 3 R R 2 TR M R T
Bldr— AT B 17300 & Youtube * = > I T AL E | $ 48 ngg =
B P Bl dHhao R o Ra TR E PELTEMEEY AT NI
( Hanson & Haridakis, 2008 ) - # P\?%‘?—*ZEI [0 T2 | (Lee & Ma, 2012)~" 1

s 4 & , (altruism ) (Ho & Dempsey, 2010; Syn & Oh,2015) ~" F 32 | (empathy ) ~

=

TFEAIE cTAL g 58 (Syn& Oh,2015) F B+ 48 o R L i K & S
o R FRE G ST B ThehR im0 SR L B g e 1 B R B AT 4

F2RA Tt M o w AP TRAARRE P GRS E T BT SNITE ST

A
fw
T-L

/_,)
)»FR
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H2b @ 3 i B (a8 ¢ 1 o B S HLEMATE A F o

-

ARSI TR EY R B ARG B iR p AN PA) g B
(Berger, 2014) - 4+ € 5 + {# Goffman (1959) &% 2 (p ¥ 2 E5p ABiF)
( The Presentation of Self in Everyday Life) # 1} > A % 1§ .35 dpF > * 35 275

SPREMp T I Al A GG TE RN %o FLIFE % ¢ 12 (impression
management ) (pp. 132-151) ¢ & % 3§ v M (word-of-mouth, WOM ) {7 &4 3¢
2= Yo e A AR (Barasch & Berger, 2014 ) > iz & ] 5 4 % 3 A _$ F »ener
F PRz - A H AR Bk AP (1) 238 2) R+ (3) 3
2 (weakties) 7 (4) 25 #Ha BAIT &> {7 UG~ LT E A J Op F o
MHERRE YRR ER A g A A4 F 2 (Berger,2014) -

)

< B it p AV G R HEsTSE (biasingeffects)r @ 4 FiE AR A 3 4p <

o

FHCEEAZJSFE R BEETAC BRI R T AFRSF ABF IR
WA~ A E R o @ 2 ¥ (DiFonzo & Bordia, 2007,p. 80) © & hrcis L E B
AL EF O] R Eﬁfg}*“fﬁl“ﬂpm (polarization theory ) e= 7 £+ » 1
L3tim g 5 AN gAEs Ao 59 > A3 50 it Lawarcd (%)
S o e (8 3 ) @ B4 R 3T 4 3 912 (Osmundsen etal., 2021)
Osmundsen et al. (2021 ) TP~ 2337 Ziagh* = 4l K KRR =~ 47 % =

EEIEATE AR FRAE P E L RERY 503 BATHR P T E o Pt 4o

HAFEPE € L PHAARORELL B s ZIRFF 0§43 R # 4

HEATE > Kk K p A5 it ehF & (Osmundsen et al., 2021 ) o

HIFLAPER OFTALSZELLIp AR BPRE AT Y
RlEak e &5 £ 8 > # ~ Tayloretal. (2012) F % m > % /ﬂ?’ﬁ?&;%% i

LA g PG REGE B - A LT P A A E (selfexpressiveness );
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Ho & Dempsey (2010) =924 & Bl & 7 o 358 b1+ &0 B £ v (individuation)
Fé g RAPEFRETRSR S VG FH 7 £ = (Lee & Ma, 2012)
LH~BAJE (Syn& Oh,2015) %~ % 48 » ‘FK%%? Fag it p 2 ) d a7
2R el ARRE

GESAE E IR N A LA S

32
Friaiman it p Al en o P FSRMATE 4 3 > $ 0) B3K H2e:

,EH"‘JFT PR RE D 2 }IgLﬁ; % AL L 548 0 (737 & DiFonzo &
Bordia (2007) % 4 éiik € 7 # = A S B8F %2 T (4oéhi! $F P LB R
W ) D — B A B S EIE S 2 T B L GET § o

% 2-1 AFEHFWLZTH B4

AgIREP LI HP gt 5 x
EHREFHH FLRFTR A E e PIATHE e R A Holton et al.
fact-finding information P EBATRTR R 2B (2014) ; Lee
motivation seeking I & Ma (2012)
gy A3 ERFTE A F4 A Syn& Oh
learning B PIAANE AR B (2015)
S5 AR
BT AT NELsZRTERER I G Syn & Oh
efficacy iAo~ F AR (2015)
IA Fla AJEH A & 93T Syn & Oh
reciprocity BT & FN (2015)
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2 02-1 AESHLSTHBIE (K)

AgIFHPE L 3HPH FT It g%
VB RE s AR B EPRIATR L EA S Hanson &
relationship- interpersonal B3t Haridakis
enhancement expression (2008)
motivation AR FALZITERF AT Lee & Ma
socializing AT (2012)
fe 12 4ok N2 L3 3TH 0 4 Syn & Oh
empathy (AR 1 SRS B R S ph-y (2015)
2
AFA & A5 FTEFE AR HF Syn& Oh
community TR TR AL (2015)
interest
Y A3 ARAALHSE Syn&Oh
social engagement ~ ALF P s X 50T (2015)
it p A p AL A FRTE e A BE Tayloretal
self- self expressiveness ~#% #_& Ak 4 (2012)
enhancement B A A % e R ATRE A8 Ho & Dempsey
motivation individuation HHY RE DK (2010)
NS SR RTEF A ABREE Lee& Ma
status seeking fhad (2012)
- AR ATRBRATFHE S Syn& Oh
reputation 5 (2015)
B A F REFEFEAH LA Syn & Oh
personal gain f B PR A (2015)
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Fra FRER Y CBRBETEL S
'Taiﬁ’s‘xlff?ﬁ”é&aT BAPM G TREPEL > A e i 6 A L Al AP F L b i
(s & §#7,2018 > F 352)c % % 4 ad? § #TH A 5 pF > S0kt e
ﬁﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁ’%%gﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁwwﬁoﬁp EEPIG 2 o 4y D
FTEAZERT R T M TR E AT r[%vfirhﬁt 2
D $AE g TRz A WA TEFER TR G TR A 2

PR TR NBRK e

(=) WfeAzA ~ 5 (- B GE PR RTE A~ 3
WW%%%F@ﬁﬂﬁﬂ%ﬁﬁ%’ﬂé&W@éﬁ%%ﬁwaﬁAﬁa
(Tellis et al., 2019 ) = Rosen & Tesser (1970) # :ZR % fL 5 &) it 7 'Té?] AR

»2% | (minimize unpleasant messages effect, MUM effect) » 45 ~ 1 [ 2 fp &, @ &

=
F_L

* 83 F il (p.260) e FIALF ke s RM R B e

21 TEHES ]2 1 fre 3 4,7z% > Rosen & Tesser (1970) # {7 7 2 % e
FR R MBI B EA AR AR AT N R e F
BN B R S L IRt e
FA Fjm EEBRFEF AR AP RS REP Y- 2d 174 f B
FEORFEYE B A RE A b EAYES BAe i Lo W g < B AP
The% B S Po B k45D 0 F15 35S RIKIRE) B R 0T 0 R

24 4v B - #4550 ,UJOA%{@?&@gJ‘ﬁ‘%@ﬁ‘% Vg AR g &_Ef-bg‘i"ﬁé"?]z

- AEBIARAR S LS RE B KT cB- P RIB LY A

PG g REREEE LY - AR EAR A RPBRG RA AT o F

o

>

,\pq‘é‘ AT - & w’B'ﬁ’F}?‘"z\/'u']‘ifxﬂxﬁ'g’*;lb_ﬁé—_

4_4

£ K’Q ﬁé’r’

B L ERERE R DAL T 2 R E R e BILRA R
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T A FH R REA RS RI P AT SFLEB ] R TR A

B- WA » Foed - ifdidd i No o XRE A TRLREC G

v

BFarer o FEEBERIFYE -

2
Haj Lenaditele jH2 A3 F AL QL Sl REREYE 0 BB - &
PR PTG RA KRR PR G A 3] S e S E R R {2
% m{’f}h’iﬁi gidEE BRI LOFHEL (T ERART FH L )
F- 257y T’Jﬁf‘ﬁﬂgf’zfﬁ (M FAEFHEG L )5 ABERT 2 55 26%H
A e o S BRI O LA R SR B bR e R G 17% BRIF 5
%ﬂ’ﬂiﬁﬁﬁm9kﬁﬂ$7’%%$v% leh g Lo I3 g4 wB
Lenfrgdim (TER) L ) R g®RF R KT - #7172 RN
PR FEH LT AR FARISEE L s P ERL Ly (T L
WA o)

Rosen & Tesser (1970) % %5:E » A w4 F %3 k72 TJT R F e E
o RS RRE DL G E R F % @ 24 (emotional contagion ) ~ » #
SEIER RS VR S S L N EE S B SRR IR
GAEE A2 A PR TR " MAA T R Y (Berger,2014)c H s Ay dp i @
:}“é,ff.]‘}v:fx‘;%m’\ % X g (Kamins et al., 1997 ) » 2 % | fl}mp\ FeA R g g
(Forest & Wood, 2012 ) - Dunbar et al. (2016) { & #:tpmpp_fl e F g Tl
#ria ;2= (endorphin ) » & 3 ek € @ B (social bonding) - #H L7 % * ¢

SR e i FRERRRMAAZR S S B i AL
CRRE RIS e B Tbe 4 By AR M s A AT e AL IRARAT

BAiigrT ,‘;ﬁé,].;ﬁ); € e B8R0 1B RE s 0 & iR H3a

H3a @ Wfiledzt § & o 05050 10 M o il o
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i

RETG A &L St FREFLAFMRE B RFL LA
(LHI %% ) ~ 5 FFFRMICF M BT (L How
Wit ) B v g Na M AE B EATE A S ta bl (R HAe i) wh
B L AR F e SR ATI A 5 2 [ Db o £ 1% S om0 B g g

i 3 43R H3b !

H3b : 55 i B b8 € 7 /i 5 J}Pﬁ)i‘*’ﬁ*il&-%’—%, TH A E b e

(Z) WlRAeR ~ 51 p ABABEIR LS

W s - fa menﬁkwl izzliak-pa )E?;“ﬁcf Toae e v BE TR BF a3

=

v p 2 (Berger, 2014; Tellis et al., 2019 ) > J* P& &% * 45 € 4p 7 @ 3
( DiFonzo & Bordia, 2007 ) o

SRR AL g IEA G~ AIREE R REASF P O G S5 Y
% s A e f o 55 (DeAngelisetal., 2012; Kamins etal., 1997 )- Kamins et al.( 1997 )
M~ B Aok FRFR A PHEe AT A FRPEL A ET Fo
WA e e AR R F R LT A b A g 1*/”\ FH DA S
FEH kTR o A0 2 T REER A B p A i B s (De
Angelis et al., 2012 ) - % % + i > @B.QJ%’;}IFLII e F Jggrse v p Nd 2 Bz
L ARR o AT W AAAESEMATE S Z ST "Ié?]'}'éﬁ VR T L

pAH s o 303K H3c !

B

35 R A ER S R e WSS

(R HI i)~ § FH#FRMer o p AP EEFipn (L HT %
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W) B AR AR ATE A L i M (R HA B i) ok
B R IR F R AR MATRE A % 2 N o R 5] P hag 1 p R g 0

i 3 43R H3d -

H3d : 5p v p 2 Beis g @ A IR AR SALFALATR & 5 B a0l T o

SN FWARR PR EATH o %
(- ) ph iR R TFHBEITF LT

bk FIRAR A i 4 o BB 3§ w ¥ % (Rietveldetal., 2020 ) °
Coker (2020) 45 &) » s f e FREL P TR L AP L L anE L 282 (p.
231)c @ 73 ER % A @@ A PP i (DiFonzo & Bordia, 2007,p.73) o -
BEGKPR o BHE A g R mkiamo pe A FE HMETET AF
AT HEA R (Rosnow et al., 1988 ) o iz & % it 33 51 3 jcd> F e & x4 >
NERAPYEFEF o ﬁ’@?lv‘%%%;ﬁ»ﬂ'rﬁ eF RO i EFET IR T e
B ARE AP TG AAFSRMATE A L FR T pRE B e R FEFE

i ﬁk‘ F 'F/‘rk H4a :

FRAKH RS SIS ai® s R RFEL AR RBE L e PEA S
S5 (L H2 %)~ FEXFRph s REEF TR BB TN (L

HI0 % it ) B+ ety N 19 &

%‘%

HATRE A chfp MR L H3 W it )
FREE AR s F AL AT A 3 2 B enh i L ] S i HE R B

WA 30k Hab ¢
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H4b : G F L F B ¢ 7 1 BB R AL FNMATE ~» 3 B b % -

(=) pdode ~ 5 VM AH BB 3TE A 3

¥k b b Oflgae f BORAL € SRR E 1T £l { < DB ?‘fﬁﬁ?@f‘“
{ $ & ivi7 5 (Jacksonetal., 2018 ) - Jacksonetal. (2018) & k%87 F-4 > 47
FIN X R E s M4 ¥ & e T 55 202 /) 3
B i 142 i L B RE AHRREZ T ET e B TEF 0 £
F Rl BRIEY BERL AP B R R P R OB R < R A
BFAGIELR Eirs DA o AR T ZEE A B o R P
Bk @ pERE AT (physical proximity ) #f #ios I ARIT L
(psychology proximity ) » =17 § i3 % & I G 5 Zir= T £1F > X3 HF
£ T ARETTE AN 0 500 B R > A G a0 4 5 1FF] 8 (N-person

cooperation dilemma ) » $5 1 & —“F’f (free-rider) 3 # %17 ! 4 f]*u_l EHA o3y

,A«

g‘)ﬁ']’;%_)s f‘"ﬁ —Ii’lf«rﬁvﬁ_, (’QQ/%‘}) : ’ﬁrﬁ’l*z\a‘giﬁﬁ“ﬂﬁ
ARG E TR KRG E LR R FERLRE A R e AEF 4G

sehk (facevalidity) (hiZir= > 2 MEBR > B dF B3 £, %

‘—ﬁ

AR o

B AL G R R R A M DR R Bldesf £ & £ 17 (Bastian et
al, 2014 ) A3 ¥ % = 482 4 R b F iR TR ¢ 4 E kol s iRH
(squat)frve kP oA 3 h 224 p AP v BRI 2 L end gl H e o
hERYSENY o  h4F 2T & £ % (Bastianetal., 2014 ) o i& 4 T B S % g
B F i AR T A BRE A o

2 E B By 0 4 Whiteetal. (1981) I A i € 4 T kenjeds &

fis %5 07 1 (misattribute) 5 A SRE R34 > 3 HIUEE o FHRY w4 T4

5 A T TR R R B R R o 2 B e T RS e
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=

BRIV ECARE - BFLpd e 2 kel FEG R a7
%‘hﬁ A2 B KB (Whiteetal, 1981 ) o 4ot 25 e Z 2 % > dp o b £
Tetse iv B Teemes £ oo Sl bl LY P peds B8 5 1 B G2 g
EEAAM O RAFTHBAAFSENATREL IR T o ERF R e R

B (%848 > 3 0K Héce !
Hdc @ et A2k € 0 o B85 11 BE (b4 o

FPiRAFEG S &1 S andh ¢ ] REFATAFRFFEELI R ELF
e (LH2 w@md) *FEFHRpdr Ront Mo BIEFaM (L
HI2 %3kt ) B3 % frdp 150 10 B (B 22 R0 & 3 s B 12( 2L HA #3638 )
AT hEE R RO A EEMATE S 3 2 e %o X DY S oenig YR R ds

wWe Ao 3 dER3K H4d ¢

Hd4d @ 55 1“8 o4 ¢ 7 41 b AR R AL P EHATH & 3 B el % o
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EBEEHR H2a
H3a
T A
H3c H2b
G {5 Bh 4 > WM e FE
Hda
MEAZE
Hdc
R e
Hlb
W 3-1 7% %%
% 3-1 w1 BEXK
Hla: fiefeR 2 » PR EHRWaTR » 3 o
Hlb : &R R ¢ & o B EEFHRMATE LS 5 o
H2a: $FFFHFPEL v P EEFLMATELF o
H2b : 5 (VB RE s g o AL E AT 4§ o
H2c¢ : G it p AF e T e A EEMATE SR o
H3a:@ ffifefe ¢ 2o @ 8n it Mk o
H3b: i B b i ¢ ¢ A MiRde R S A EMATHE & 3 B ol 1%
H3c: MifedAz 0 v B p B o
H3d : ESNAREAR S N /T'If AR B B AL ATH o % B enbd 2 o
H4a: ¢tz ¢ 1o B PEFTFHEY -
Hdb: G FELFHBE 7 Apdma e Warm A 3 o i o
Hdc: e ¢ & o B850 B b s o
H4d : it B GR& 8 € ¢ 1 jpd B R HAAFNMATE & 3 & 0Bl 7 o
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— ~ £H 7o _j.?(
AETHEYREDLE > 23% 3 - Instagram FAAFHMHF 2 220 F o
Al A>p 2023 867 1 p 3 8p it SF et # 3 SurveyCake

EFSEBAE c REHEE T S i 0w R

Z B LA

@

=
FUN
fi
[

B EE WK EER AT T 4 ¢ F (demography information ) »
FEAMARPErRT AR HEFFRIEB A METT TR 4

Poek s FEIEEF S 3T A TL T F L TR A

N

FoaF o

—=

£ 2 (Anetal, 2014; Guess et al., 2021; Trilling et al., 2022 ) » ~# 7 %f & 4@
HBHAATHE (2022) cha g B APFFERR 1 GRTHHL > $14 55 Feha
fAsgel > Aulh s AATRER L

(m)pmpE 225 (4o MEITE -~ 2 37F - BFET%)

()Tt Fupr o n Tk (4o PURES - 2 a8k - TR )
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5z e
AT AT PIE SN EEPp AR LA AT HREBMA Y F o ry
~ & % 4 i w ¥ (back translation )» # $£3 B p HIE % ] ede i R e R
- BiRgE TATELE 2B AR TEFEFHE TR GRS o
Mg v p Ad > fo= BidI%3E T2 L7 £ & | (message credibility ) ~ ' 55 8

% & ) (tiestrength) > »1 2 Tagd @ % 44 o T ik o

SRR I R

Vistfjall & Garling (2007 ) #23 ehf% < 4% & 4 (The Core Affect Scale ) » 4
B = i REIE o ,T-*‘ué‘é R E r'fé?] e~ T geds | A B4 B o Cronbach's a 4 %
=91 40.92> & 4p § 4+ (very good ) 2. % & (reliability ) ( DeVellis & Thorpe, 1991 )-
AETE RS 3 g (Likert) < BHIE > 1= 24 (eg AAIR)T= 2
¥ (eg 'Tﬁj’f"i')’ Eaogpd mg(4) 3 FEATHERI - HwiEB Ao 3-2:

% 3-2 P E £ (Vistfjill & Girling, 2007)

A R 285 Yais 2 ¥ 2 AR
1% 1. displeased/ pleased # Wb
Pleasant 2. sad/glad i B

3. depressed / happy LI S
s 1. sleepy / awake js§ o o
Aroused 2. passive/active e/ e

3. dull / peppy ik A A I

- TR IR AS
FAOHNAFTAE (2022) T - BAARZAFLMATEAS L AP
3E o I E LR BRIE 1= Kk 0 T= BRI EAgR A GEN

ALHEEAA B ATR o Ewk T ek 323
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233 MFL3 84 (ABBHBATHE, 2022)

7 St 2 ¥ 2 4
ATH A% . FRIEF 2 ¥58E%E - Instagram FAFHRE > T ok~ i
News FEAZ | TALMOETRE S MLABE?
sharing S FeE X E AR (Ao FBITR - F S ITR BT ITH)
- T2 pms o R (de i PARAEE . 2 @k T
FrE )

ERRREE SIS o
(=) EHFEFFH®

Shenetal. (2021) N3 R A EZFHB T F L F 54 F 4 > Cronbach's a
=.95> 2 B 4p % 4 (DeVellis & Thorpe, 1991 ) e AF= % 3 rigiih » 4 i - 2k

BIE 1= /?f;f‘\""jl”‘}a » 7= & F %E'A\ﬁ%% 7 N}"‘ T EETF o rwmiE e

% 3-4:
% 3-4 $ FFFH1BE 4 (Shenetal, 2021)
¥ R 3AE P Hnts ¥ < AL
EHEFHH 1. Iwouldintend to verify whether #3755 K FZRIATHE A
Fact-finding this article is true or not. TEF o
motivation 2. Iwould like to check out whether 2" £ & % 7 :e R TR 4_
this article is true or not. TEF -
3.* TIneed to check out the NT R HFIEPITRE D
truthfulness of this article. EFM-
4.* T am motivated to figure out oy d4 2 FFERAT
whether this article is true or AR AR
false.
5% Tam motivated by a desiretosee 5 # 4 24 & {7 iz RIAT
if this article was true or false. BAEE R
6. 1am motivated to find out if this ~ #% F # 4 2 A P & RIRT
Web article is true or not. RATEF -

5 3-SAEHRRAL (AT - &)

32



(=) i B ad

Shen et al. (2021) FH#F £ NATE A ZHFHR T B & B E £
Cronbach's a=.81 > % & 4p § 4+ (DeVellis & Thorpe, 1991 ) * &5 & 115 > 12
FoR-BRIE 1= KRG T = RE O BAFR AT BRI

HwmiEm et 3-5¢

% 3-5 M4 E 4 (Shenetal,2021)

A A St 2 ¥ 2 REIE
5 1t B T2 4% 1. [ will share this article to be &4 Z L R|ATE > ke
Relationship- in touch with others. B A iR gF B o
enhancement 2. Sharing this article will make 4 % i&PB|ATHE #E W] A {
motivation others want to talk to me et 38 o

more often.

3. Sharing this article will help 4 % iz
X

me communicate with others. %

(=) i p Nd i

Shenetal.(2021 )% 7 £ NI ATE A R 5 T s it p A& ¥ £ Cronbach's
a=.75> % B * 4 (respectable) (DeVellis & Thorpe, 1991 ) » 5= 3 §g ¢t & %
Taylor et al. (2012) = p # % 3 (self-expressiveness ) & % » i & % g (7
Zxp TRt pAeE » TIRBAR S PEAPRIFTAZ AR T
fe@mp A% > ¥ R By SR (p.16) > Cronbach's a=.92 > 7 R 40§
4+ (DeVellis & Thorpe, 1991 ) »

AP EH B Tayloretal. (2012) e £ > A > N TR hr T g
s TAZERIATE AL BEAIERT - NE R F- BRE 1=

KRG 7= 84 FL4F 42747 BP0 p N Fwigficd 3-6:
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% 3-6 i pAE8E L (Tayloretal,2012)

B A ] B Sts ¢ 2 4R
5 1 p A H 4 1. This message reflects who I A RRIRTRE O F pr oA
Self- consider myself to be. s P AH AL o
enhancement 2. This message reflects who [am. 4 % iR|ATH » & g7 RN
motivation Rt
3. Passing along this message A RERATE 0 € e B A
would communicate who I am B AT o

to other people.
4. This message is consistent with 4 3 & RATH » &
how I want to present myselfto 4@ p & & IRE W] A &

others. - Rioe

I can identify with this message. #%ac 43 70 lF S RATH o

My reaction to this message ANHERATR DR o €
would tell others something 2R n] A R A kR
important to me. FE & o

L Al IR 8l
b RFHAF DAL BB RBRUPBINE L Z DT FR LR
(control variable ) » % & U ' F I 44 5 ack - TR I & LR wE R
( perceived importance )~ 3t 4, 7 7 & ( message credibility )~ 25 # 53 & ( tie strength )-
CURALERAR R YR 0 1T A
(- ) BwE&it
FHEERE AP LS Tohi R 7R BELT A5 B
"if % ¥ 9§ &1 (Johnson & Eagly, 1989; Rosnow, 1991) &7 % 4% 4 Robin et
al. (1996) % & 2_ g & & |+ ¥ % (perceived importance of an ethical issue, PIE ) »
E S BRIE 1= Y (g P ERGRRAL ) T= W (eg £ R GHRAL)

Hof®dT 4Rkt €21 - ol dcd 3-7
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% 3-7 gL &4 & % (Robinetal., 1996)

#¥ R 8E Mhis 2 ¢ 2 REA
BATEE M extremely unimportant issue  # £ & K3 & iR
Perceived / important issue AE

importance 2. insignificant issue / highly X3 & &R a%&%3E 7 L &

significant issue

AL

issue is of no concern / issue

is of considerable concern

BB R AR S
&AL

trivial issue / fundamental

issue

WAL L & GRAL

() RELE7BR

A VES A G ERE R aaTH N % (Altay etal, 2022) - Appelman & Sundar
(2016) e T3« $H@ P % 5 F & 247, (p. 63) A TRAT G R -

# B denhg 4 Cronbach's o= .87 » £ 4p 3 4+ 2. 5 & (DeVellis & Thorpe, 1991 ) »

fOEAERE AT R AT MR N E S BRI R0 1= 2 (eg B
?f‘?,)’7= EL 4 (e_g_ '\?‘T?F',)’ (A ﬁrg 'T'\,},plu]]f'P\;;E o FlmAR T £k 3-
8

% 3-8 niv A% 4 (Appelman & Sundar, 2016)

%;ﬁ B2 3538 & SRR ]

WEFER 1. Believable PR

Message 2. Accurate * FE/ I FE

credibility 3. Authentic PERER

(=) B¥n R
WA ZE o o2 R THERR | % T £ (Duboisetal,2016) > 45 8
TR e R R CMLIER o3 & 7 5 i {e (Granovetter, 1973, p. 1361 )e
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(Zhengetal,, 2020) = 4e% A 3 % 82 &£ Dosiokk § WHHES5 » AR s £ 03 ¢ 4
hEB LY Fv 4k A% R B X (Teeny etal., 2020) ©

Kimetal. (2015) * ¥ - $g55 Pl ALF* = Hp) s B R R > F H7 7
‘FVSLE-’},%#;& ¥ (Zhengetal.,2020) > AF7 7% & J0gRHp > W E 5 8- BRIE 0 1= B

B2t~ iid 2 20 T= A @A RRATERE A AT o iR Ark

3-9:
% 3-9 mi%sEARE 4 (Kimetal,2015)
R7 R* AR s 2 @ 2 AR
o5y R 1. How would you describe the audience & ¢ & &2 % 7R
Tie-strength that you expect to pay attention to TG E TR

your posted information, content or 2~ Instagram & A+ 3
knowledge you share on the SNS you — 488 F 31 | FpL R ?
use the most on the following 7-point

scale?
(Acquaintance — close friends)

(m ) Arsgage » ¥4

R T T R R i S YT T R R
HE(2022) SREE 0 RIRZRFH O TATRATE VG PSSV Ao DA
HHAMR T R oA FUE R BRE 1= KRG o T= R FAER
005 R AR - g de A 3210

303-10 AAEper YHEEL (4P0H0 2 FTHL,2022)

B s 2 ¢ v AR
MEHAT 1L FRIEF ’#4@%4 . Instagram FaEa o THTS R
¥ —Jﬁ T A REATHE ~ K- s

-;F’z-;;;'%)_t:g:jz»(ar: BT 2 TR R IES)
- TE A X ER (o BARKE £ a@mk
“?.B.’!%ﬁ’g)
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2 310 AFHMEr VREELA () (BB EATHE,2022)

¥R ’{%1’#1“ ~ $8IF
AFELS L 1. FREF 2 ¥ EE% T - Instagram FALFEEA 3R
¥R /’a\}r Nt AT R SRR 9
(3 R ATH A7)
T R R E N Ry L S TR PR
g (v‘:"#“ ”TP TR R E )
2. R AEF R *%E - Instagram FALFEA G- X [§

- fg% AT RLAS E N Rt N IR
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RN FFB JSE':’/P'J

- R

Rgaiplz pans LEFGRE Ll § ~ BR U Y HRp H s

FOREFHEMF CE BRI E C EARERp 2023857 27p3230p 0 &3

AT E WA 34 A RIR K o T fle TP e btk o Rl F ok
Ao AnF LABIMHO6A (18%) 2124 M 28 % (82%); & & 43t 20-29
# (M=25,SD=140); &~ AR F ¥ E\‘rﬁ%\«l L (3%)~ 834 (9%) 5
AL 304 (88%) - HEEAZ G RGR > BE4ok 3-11¢

4 3-11 2R 222 R#BR (FR)

4 e P&k Cronbach’s a
2l a) A i
SEE G IS 5
oo E & I 3 67 .90
b 3 76 91
EEREFHBILL 6 96 98
B it MR E L 3 .86 .92
witp AdE L 6 92 .90
e & HE A 4 .92 .88
ALFTRAE L 3 .90 .86

L5 &% BT 0 5 #E % hCronbach'sa>.80 & 4p % 432 13 B (DeVellis &

Thorpe, 1991 ) o ¥ % -4

Y3
|l

2R TrGL e 2 XA AR ARTERE S ¥
Iff] $: 42 & Cronbach's a=.67 » "2 j»>3; ¥ #& % 2_ 7 & (minimally acceptable ) ;
#:#2 & Cronbach's 0. =.76 » 5 & # 4@ ¢ (DeVellis & Thorpe, 1991 ) - % 5% &

P s AN 2 RA D R E B RR Y S HT A s a2 g
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A BRTE ik( He 42 & Cronbach's a=.90~ j## 42 & Cronbach'sa=.91)>
BEA R o

§oob 3 % AT E % R B R 4L - DeVellis & Thorpe (1991) &AL - 4
Cronbach'sa * tg4ziB.90 pF » N £ 58P B 7 » BiZ Y }ﬁ‘f’ﬁ/ﬁ“ o S S R T Y
Fodt A BREANTEEFEFEL 0 ¥R Truse o X E A A4
TR & % 5 #PF> Cronbach's 0.=.96 B £ 2L pris 82 2 £ E 732 32 p% > Cronbach's
o L FEI8 © A gAZARI0 > i ARAL  F HOV L FRARALD B RS 2
ip B (correlated item-total correlation ) » #-27 % & 4p M B & M= B4R (% 3-5

oL E 3-12) 4”‘]“,% » LRI T G R A 17 0 Cronbach's a 4 %] *% 31.94 4-.96 >

BXR LA F 2 BADE AR A BALP BB ol R 30 B e BADT
e R
23NRgHFFTRELEI R, 2 M ()
P B 0ensg P AN
jﬁt,‘;_‘fﬁ l—ikJ ﬂ:’t/r'
AR 5 S T IONE O
1. A5 fFERATFLTER 91 94
2. AERABTRATRILTER o 91 94
3. AZRAFENFRSI PN - 85 2L
4. AF#4 I AFERATELE LK .89 93
5. AF#4FAFEMATEALL LK 84 85
6. Fj#d AP ERATRALTLA - .89 95
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AFEF 2023 6% 1 P2 8P > it SEETAAEY CHBREED
BB X E e 22 AL TNCCU set 4 2500 T B 5T otie )
Decard " % &% ~Trcip < i o 11 % P?Z—“Ff B A e % ~ Instagram ~ LINE %
MET L BB w eS8 L HY T6 L kpREBIP =8 40 EEFFRF
BRI A WA ERE G AT okl ko kR A G R AT 116 4

(24.5% )~ 4 32 % |4 357 ~ (75.5%); & # /i >+ 15-75 th (M=26.30,SD=8.90);
KYARER? &®?P 2T 14 (02%) % ¥ E\;ﬁé%‘%42 A (89% )~ = & 322 4
(68.1%) s HL KA1 2+ 108 4 (22.8%) 1 5 it izt % id 41

4 04-1 24

%= 2 8 (%)
EAELR e LS 116 (24.5%)
e 357 (75.5%)

W ALR B Y R 1 (0.2%)
B YRR B 42 (8.9%)
< 8 322 (68.1%)
AL AR 108 (22.8%)

& ALFA X #i } # 7 (1.5%)
(M=6.56,SD=1.23) 2 % 6 (1.3%)
3= 12 (2.5%)

4 = 13 (2.7%)

5= 20 (4.2%)

6 % 10 (2.1%)
7 =x 405 (85.6%)

& X ¢ ARLF PR P 31 pF 35 (7.4%)
(M=267,SD=1.22) 1Py s e 32 120 (25.4%)
2/ A D] 3P 145 (30.7%)

3o s w R P 4P 77 (16.3%)

4 ] pErLt 96 (20.3%)
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3041 BRAH (F)

M SD
B W 5g 3.69 1.61
AFELS S YR 4.69 1.42

Fein & T, sl FiH " Fin

X5 ¥ 25 Fi 25 25 ¥
o 1% 3.76 5.10 0.71 0.91
b 3.94 4.85 1.02 0.97
EFRT R B4 3.67 3.14 1.26 1.34
5 1 B s 4 2.61 3.65 1.27 1.48
R 3.61 3.61 1.42 1.40
EE &4 3.94 430 0.98 1.00
AT R AR 4.18 3.42 1.02 1.03
ATREITEY W 4.29 5.44 1.56 1.21
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o8 ZRBRIETE AT

-~ R KB
$HERAZBRKRACE 4-20 B %85 0 B 9§ £ 4 0 Cronbach's o 3

800 BApE L R P R A GRIE TR 2 £ R aE ) 3R

pF o> % 2 ords 4 & Cronbach's oo = .79 » e » 2 7 452 % B (DeVellis & Thorpe,

1991 ) -
% 4-2 2 EA22Z G RIP

£ % i AP & Cronbach’s

Kip & E RN < i

O 52 AU 4
oo E 4 o 12 3 .84 91

b e 3 .79 .84

PHETFHBELEL 3 91 .95
it e E £ 3 .92 95
G it p AEE L 6 93 95
ol A e 2 4 90 91
MEVEREZ 3 .90 91

= FlE AT

AT R TS BEA o JI* R FFEF IR L4701 JASP (Jeffreys’s
Amazing Statistics Program ) #r#8sz:a o $3] - H - BALYIE - £ 25 BAE
B FH%REMLFE 4 17 (Confirmatory Factor Analysis, CFA ) o d »" L% %38 in 4t
¥R Y i #02 (robust maximum likelihood method, MLR ) it {7 i
FoHEET TRt A ARBERL ) F ST ANARFEAITE ) R
1% f = £ (factor loading) #H ™ » >Mp| € T2hprin @ S X £ 53 27F pF 5 .66 »
BIE T a2 38 ) ATEMPL R .57 RIESTIE) &E (Bagozzi & Yi,

1988 ) o & #= ;: _—F}]z Bi% REIE ;ujulgrj vEC S BEEARIE X 24 BHAL A TRy
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Fdo X P00k sk I F1 R A 470 IE S 0TS o B BHCT S RAF B Ard 443
% 4-4 g d Ror B4 - AR R iE e0iCd] (Hu & Bentler, 1999 ) @ #
IR AR £ 3 R USTEETS Ve ST

3 4-3CFA KRG AHH (Giss 2 £ THITP)

il + & df P RMSEA SRMR CFI

A - 710.35 254  <.001 062, .057 948
90% CI=[.056, .067]

g 2 547.93 231  <.001 .054, .045 963

90% CI =1[.048, .060]

% 4-4CFA B3P R4tk (T 2L FHATH)

3 + 3 E df p RMSEA SRMR CFI
¥ - 709.04 254 <.001 062, 046 958
90% CI = [.056,.067]
o) - 574.16 231  <.001 056, 038  .967
90% CI =
[.050, .062]

L0434 4-4RA o BREECARIE TR E A X E 0 TR 2 (23])

547.930, p < .001, RMSEA = .054, 90% CI = [.048, .060], SRMR = .045, CFI

963 ; BIE Tigcisg 22 E i 37F B 2 (231)=574.163,p<.001, RMSEA

.056,90% CI =[.050,.062], SRMR = .038, CFI=.967 » L2 F # & LA HA L 5
ip§ * 45 ehfieif & (Hu & Bentler, 1999) ° %l f A& & %40k 4-5- % 4-6>
WRlE TR X R TR EEL TR FE N0.66-94 2 FF > Ti0%
B 4 2§ (average variance extraction, AVE ) 4 >*+.56-.79 z_ & » i XAy ( construct
reliability, CR) 4 »%.79-95 2 @& ; »0pl & T2bpoipr S 5% | 37HpF > BB
FlZ fImE A30.69-97 2 B TR R 3§ 4 3.63-86 2 “f#,\_, E

3.84-952 F > KgorplE & F 4 (Bagozzi & Yi, 1988) -
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% 4-5CFAHER T2 i FE (FLipB L THATH)

F1 % /P HEL SE z p AVE CR
F1 kL

M e 1. 76 .05 14.03 <.001 63 84
2. 83 .06 13.08 <.001
3. 81 .06 14.60 <.001

rds 1. .66 .05 13.92 <.001 56 79
2. 73 .05 15.43 <.001
3. 88 .04 19.79 <.001

T 1. 93 .03 27.49 <.001 78 91
T 2. .89 .04 25.65 <.001
‘ 3. 81 .04 22.54 <.001

5 1. 84 .04 19.52 <.001 79 92
W 2. 94 .04 26.80 <.001
3. 88 .04 23.79 <.001

5 1 1. 90 03 30.53 <.001 78 95
5 3 2. 94 .03 33.76 <.001
3. 95 03 36.16 <.001
4, .86 .03 26.87 <.001
6. 74 .04 19.13 <.001

R 1. .86 .04 23.15 <.001 .69 90
s _ 2 91 .03 27.31 <.001
3. .86 04 22.24 <.001
4. .69 04 15.46 <.001

21 4, 1. 91 03 26.29 <.001 76 91
rreg 2 89 .04 25.02 <.001
3. 82 .04 23.26 <.001
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% 4-6CFAHEHF 2 FE (B XL TRATH)

%) % P fRE SE z P AVE  CR
Fl & f e

15 1. 82 05 17.06 <.001 77 91
2. 90 04 20.75 <.001
3. .90 .04 22.55 <.001

b 1. .69 05 12.83 <.001 63 84
2. .80 04 19.86 <.001
3. .90 .04 20.74 <.001

" 1. 93 03 28.56 <.001 86 95
9 2. 97 03 31.92 <.001
‘ 3. .89 03 28.69 <.001

D 1. .86 03 25.91 <.001 85 95
W 2. 96 03 33.56 <.001
3. 94 03 32.93 <.001

5 it 1. 93 03 31.34 <.001 81 95
5 2. 95 03 32.53 <.001
3. 94 03 35.41 <.001
4, 87 03 27.80 <.001
6. 78 .04 22.19 <.001

B 1. .90 03 26.85 <.001 71 91
fap _ 2 85 04 20.86 <.001
3. .89 04 22.83 <.001
4, 74 05 15.82 <.001

21 4, 1. .89 .04 24.33 <.001 77 91
Frep 2 91 .04 22.94 <.001
3. .83 04 22.48 <.001
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FlE FapaEt L L 4-7 % 4-8-

% 4-TCFA FlZ FApM &L (FicE XX EBFTR)

Wite ek $F 35 U 55 U B =N
7R [ pa ELXE FTRAR

iy 4 1

g 41 1

EHEF .05 37 1

58 14 Bl 1% 21 43 39 1

5% fb p A -.01 29 30 44 1

RefEH 15 46 13 23 27 1

nEFER 27 36 .04 .16 15 56 1

% 4-8CFA Fl FApM 'L (2o DL T HBATH)
‘fﬁ A <3 & EH % fu v B R

7R M 1 pat AR e A

iy 4 1

s 78 1

EHEF .06 19 1

56 1L B 1% 35 44 31 1

5 1t p 2 31 35 31 53 1

REOE&M 19 36 29 18 24 1

AT G 38 40 11 27 21 50 1




R F)E 4 TR Ao B] 4-1 - B 4-2 477 o

B 4-1CFA 53\ W (FipBr 2L FTRTR)

W 4-2 CFA #3\ W (iin 2L EBFF)
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§ 2 8 AR HECT A

AR gy TR L] {1 REES 0 B2 JASP S0l 0 17 A ) R
(two-step specification ) B #2.3% #i24] (structural equation model, SEM ) 4" 47 »
d BRI BT R EY BirEik 02 (robust maximum likelihood
method, MLR) {753t o« S5 871 > afpfI w2 - L7 5 & ~ B#HER
BCAEEME Y Y 2@ 2 8E N BRI T FRHEANRE Tl
g2 FTEPE o ¢ (403) = 1201.076, p < .001, RMSEA = .065, 90% CI =
[.061,.069], SRMR =.141, CFI= 914 ; ip| & M 2iyciper 2 £ £ 7% | 37 F pF o 2 (403)

=1209.772, p <.001, RMSEA = .065, 90% CI=[.061, .069], SRMR = .140, CFI = .928

-

BT A AIfE RS 7 (Bentler, 1990; Browne, 1993) -

BRI R B L T Bl A 4-9 & 4-100 % 4-9 %k oy
"Fp B R A ATR R B G BEATEAS S G T e P B(H2b) B= .26,
p<.001; R EFETFHET L+ E (Hda) B=.41,p<.001 ; jrd> 42
B 4o it B 43 0w f2 588 (Héc) B=.49,p<.001 - ¥4 %5 ¢ - 7R
THRFHITFLAZF LB B=.19,p<.00] ; HELZHFHITFALTF I

B R B=23,p<.001; ELFHITEALTTE e BE 0 p=.02,p<.001 -
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% 4-9SEM {2 v B2 il (FUip B SR F AR )
B B SE z p
Hla 'Iﬁ?l AL B —>ATH & % -.05 .05 -1.20 23
Hl1b B ALR > ATHE S % .04 .05 0.76 45
H2a EEETF P -TR L -.02 .04 -0.36 72
H2b i GRS ITE LS 26 .05 6.52 <.001
H2c it p AW SITE LT .03 .04 0.62 53
H3a i fee A2 R — 5 1 B Del o .03 .07 0.51 .61
H3c 'Iﬁ?l A —5 i p AP .02 .06 0.28 78
Hia bR EF T3 &8 4l 06 667 <00l
Hic b iR % B af s 49 07 700 <.001
| RAER PR AS 203 04 20.60 56
MNELFTERFATE L % <.01 .04 0.02 .98
BN RATRA S -.02 .02 -0.95 34
7 ﬁ—»‘?ﬁ‘ﬁa AN 4 .19 .03 7.09 <.001
ML ESITEAE 23 .02 9.58 <.001
AT ESITH A f} <.01 <.01 0.81 42
4 B BSITE A .03 .08 0.37 1
EWSITH Ao _§- .02 <.01 4.00 <.001
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ANEF R THAFSE LT R A 41025 KT 0 LK G
FHREITEAS T 02858 (H2b) B=.15,p=.001; EHEA FEHEFE
it 0o B (Hda) o B=.20,p<.001; b A2 R+ b H 3o it B fade 44
e (Hde) Bp=.47,p<.001 ; #”Ti\‘gfﬁﬂ{'h%]'}’v{ﬁilig%r}g OIES TS
P8 (H3c)  B=.34,p<.001 - 4% ¢ > 3B FFAH - 3@ L3 G L
v B B=14,p<.001 ;AEFLZ I - BRITE AT FHEFL » B E =32,

B

p<.001; RTH NI MBERREHFITELZF f v BT

e
-

TEA S EMERE -

% 4-10 SEM B i g5 thile (Aiip B DX FIH7H)

BT B SE z p
Hla 'Iabll A2 —>3TH » % <-.001 .07 -0.05 .96
H1b Fh AR —>ATRE A % .01 .08 0.08 .94
H2a EFRFRHBTELE .04 .04 1.05 .30
H2b i VB RRSATRE A 15 .05 3.34 .001
H2c it p AFWSITE A 3 .03 .04 0.74 46
H3a Wi AR R — 5 1t B Db 48 .04 A1 0.42 .68
H3c 'I's‘il A —5 i p Ad s 34 .06 5.41 <.001
H4a BE AR > FEF B 20 .06 3.60 <.001
H4c BB AT R — 0 1 B TR 4 47 A1 4.11 <.001
ol BTEEMSITHE A% .08 .05 1.75 .08
MLV RBESFTEA S -.06 .04 -1.31 .19
By B AT S % -.05 .02 -2.03 .04
7R E ﬁ—m‘”frfﬁf A 4 14 .03 4.40 <.001
MELESITH A 32 .03 12.41 <.001
MFERY ESATH A % <-.001 <.01 -0.62 533
AR MESITE L E -.03 .07 -0.43 .67
E#—>ITH A % <-.001 <.01 -0.74 46
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FER SRR Ao W] 4-3 - B 4-4 9557 o

-.05 (Hla)

| e |
' |
! I
: I
|
: BHEFEHMR :
| R’=.14 N |
! AN I
~.02 |
S [
(HZa}\\ i
\\ |
~ |
\\ ‘
N
(E3e) N 3515 10 44 91 2, 26 M
R2=20 (H2b) RI= 47
!
// I
037 :
7 |
,fHZC) |
// |
| AL A B 4 |
: R?=2.93x 10 :
| |
| |
| |
| |
e e e e |
04 (H1b)
W 4-3 SEM #-3 W (scicf 2 X FHRATH)
<-.001 (Hla)
|_ _________________________________________________ 1
! l
' [
| [
I
: EEFETHH |
| R?= .04 N :
| o |
\.94 I
) |
(HZa}\\\ |
\\ :
~
~a ¢
354k I 18 B 4 15 . MMy E
R?=20 (H2b) R*=44
rd
//
//
AR 037
i
//fHZC)

b B B
R=11

.01 (H1b)

W 4-4SEM -7 @ (£sin@ 2L T H57F)
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EIL A S CA )

AFETHS THEF B S8 T 2048 Ba BB THFALT | 50 4

Ml o P AR R T GHRL A 411 & 4120 % 4-11 BEEER o

G Tre e 2R a ATRE S RN GG T e AR 2R A

3 Bl 4 (HAd) ' B=.13,

p<.001° 23§ o 4 T 24poin 8 2 8 T 4% ) A7

B> 4 4128587 it GRBREEr Y (B AREITE S

b it (Had) > 2 Loek 2] > p=07, p=.01- 7 § ek i3l ® 4-

5 4-6 #r7 o

% 4-11 ¢ A2 FRVEREGEK (FioB 2 RERITF)

B B SE z p
:ﬁt" t —> 35 L F& %‘ﬁ% —>
pap IR T B 01 02 0.43 67
MRELZ
M e §_f§1—>”“ 19 A
Hag  ARARSEN D ABES 0 o 031 76
MTRELZ
AR >YF L F RN
pap FERECLTZRER -01 02 -0.50 62
TREALZ
B —> 35 ib E'I/‘ffr; —>
Hag AR R B GEE 13 03 417 <001
TR A
% 4-12 ¢ AR F BT Gl (LIRSS XEBAR)
B L p SE z p
‘Iﬁbl] le A2 B — 5 i B G d 85—
H3b o s 01 02 0.36 72
‘Iﬁbl] RARE — b p 2Ad >
H3d ok s 01 01 0.74 46
,‘"ﬁ% \7 9%' "?— -’57 ﬁ% —>
hap FEHAEAECLATRER 01 01 0.96 34
ATHE & %
s — a3 iL B A —
Hag  FTAERBTEGEE 07 03 2.46 01

S
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indirect: -.01 (H4b)

EAFR B .
/ ~
/ ~
/ S

~
~
indirect: .01 AN
\\
(H3b) o
3 AL B 1% B 4% > Mo E
indirect: .13 ,///
4d s
MbRA N D L
re

\\ //
\ e
s
AL B KB

indirect: <.01 (H3d)
W 4-57 Ak i5AR (e 2L FBATHE)
indirect: .01 (H4b)

EEFR I .

/ ~

’ indirect: .01 ~
WL ~— / (H3b) N

AL Bl 44 B 4 L

indirect: .07
\ (H4d) e

\\ //
AY e
s
AL B RBHR

indirect: .01 (H3d)

W 4-6 ¢ A% #HAW (RRicB2EFTBATE)

BB



KT MR R 0 BT A 41340 4-7 Bl 4-8

% 4-13 B BERBRE

FEPi s JNE U &+ S Sl N ¥

Hla : hﬁrmﬁ_}igﬁ o B AL T F o= -V
TS o
Hib : ﬁ%ﬁ&gﬁ B A 3o F oA
FRUFTRE A E o

H2a : iﬁiﬁﬁﬁgﬁé%g F o2 Fo
AR ATE S5 o

H2b : iR dos gt w2 3
AAFFEITE S o

H2c: it p A& er Py o Ao
AFRAEATE & 5 o

H3a: ifjiedzh § & e i Az A Az
B de i o

H3b : 5 i B¢ l‘kfh’]r;ﬁg /‘fﬁ'}ﬁ 7o =
ARREAFHMEATE A %
¥ enfd % o

H3c : ﬁﬁﬁag RS- 3a P o A =
ESD o8

H3d: % itpidiser f:J} ZIE=-N =N
2R AL TR AT A
Y enfd % o

Hda: bR érs P 8Esds 22 &
TR

H4b: $FETFHH ¢ Hgd 22> 3o

ARG FESMATE S 3

Hic: b fif g0 WP &= &
M
Had: s M abisg v hgeds 3= & =

R BALH TR A 3
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-.05 (Hla)

VT k
: indirect: -.01 (H4b) :
i |
: BRFEHR |
I R - .14 N |
| \\ |
~.02 |
\\)\ |
(H2a
indirect: .01 o |
\\ :
(H3b) ~ ‘
3 AL B 45 S % 26 . WEE
R2=20 (H2b) R2=47
indirect: .13 et T
(H4d) el !
037 |
’ I
~(H2c) |
\ // |
| HAL & B . |
! R?=2.93x 10+ |
| |
| |
I indirect: <.01 (H3d) :
e e |
.04 (H1b)
W 4-7 7% BER%HFR (FRicHXEFTRATE)
<.001 (Hla)
|— _________________________________________________ 1
I
! indirect: .01 (H4b) |
| |
: EEERHM |
I R?=.04 N :
| ~
04 |
~
(H23N I
indirect: .01 N I
AN |
(H3b) o l
AL B 1R By 44 15 N Mo F
R?=20 (H2D) R2= 44
indirect: .07 Rl
4d, s
ey D 03"
rd
~(H2c)
//
AL A SR <

R=11

.01 (H1b)

Bl 4-8 &7 BR%HE (Aisg 2L THF)
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%I 2
¥ 8 FREH

- “FREFREETEAL R

B L R BT o AT SR ATR A L DR 0 @ R R

/S ‘Iﬁ'}ﬁ:*fri;ﬁﬁ%/% BB R R 0 Y ERPER PORTE A R TS oo gt SRR
g Tpor 0253 378 > s 2% T2 2 25 FTR PR T
e BRAFRE - R0 1T A B -
(=) Wilkder 2 37# ~ 3

+’7:b‘§\Hla+ﬁié% PTG TR RAATR RS o prE R 2
ESEE S A TR %fﬂﬁ?r'fg?]'fﬁ:ﬁi}iié’:—ﬁ w B BATHE 2 % ) 7 F (Berger, 2011; Berger
& Milkman, 2012 ) frif2 &4 82 s 874 chF AL 2 7 7 = % 3 #711 » (Botha,
2014; Eckler & Bolls, 2011; Okdie et al., 2013; Tellis et al., 2019 ) - # 3 Jﬁ;,’(;‘; PR
SfEE G - o

BA RIS Tt AR FEATR A % fon s > 7 R R 4R LT R
FEl3 P d AN AREL > 2afdlaoRF iR 7 - 2 Kang kT 4 o 3%
AL FE LG AR LSRR R R L - T
FERFHER A3 E2ED r'tﬁjli’w‘:ﬁi/iJ o2 375 2 Fent wiphl (Botha,
2014; Eckler & Bolls, 2011 ) 2Ra F X F 72 W F % HE B HE > §E* a7 2
E AT BRI BT Ijtﬁlﬁiliﬁr'r/v\fr Rl B S
FELT R DRI F Y A % B A 2011 Eed BB R ga ke

P F A ATE AL IR S DAL B RS e 2 A 3 2L W el

2

fo grfE M E i % o H P Bakshy etal. (2011) #4771 160 @ &4a3F* =
£347400 § A4 HRAR AR NIRRT g5 44546 Naveed

etal (2011) 5 & 2472 B % Al enfe B FARR 15 frg T § 2 HleiFganfe s
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LFFARET T 20 BB WP GA L RFTROP FAITET 0 F IR
r‘fﬁfl‘}ﬁiﬁifiJ Tl i2 75 M BELS ~f 2 BE 74P - T3 AT T H
FERRENRAZ T ARAY S TN BRT) R BATEEA T A L W
R A - REIS T FJIWJFEEJ HIadEh 2%k dFtdd s
FARFE N F R TN EF B FIE AL FE o b4 Weenig et al. (2001) Jm g 37
BAZ kR g A3 RRATE NP AT 87 L S pF o 7OR T

VATR G F B AR R AP AT LA o rﬁm—sa’rsssgagwx

-‘;xiz
-—g«
«:‘i—

e RA RIS R AR R Y wROP FREEBE T FEE

4:\1»
o
i<

B A2 AL 2PN B PR B R SR - S R RARR s
2 B EBE e o

Fofaf#i Hla 7 & 2 a8 LR s 3 75 20 QL1 ¥ o
* ¥ fis o Heath (1996) 4t N R A2 R fo 3 7 5 2 fEiB$ >~ e LRWE R
fed LF R W O ERF D! IR L FRFA RS 0 PR R
R mipaE i L ((FER LS FE L 10A0hP K ) 12 g
L (TFEBGEABF L L1004z %2 ) R E S By L (T 5 &
AL B 4 100-200 AzdB R 2 ) O € AATdE o ﬁ B ESY L P i3 pE
R Rt AR 7 R R F A RER O HIETS AR G2 @
Fanetal. (2020) 3/ 4775 # BIALF LM PlicE § RIRE= > 3 RALF 44
FiHfe # f 6 8 &4 o 5ip F 4 Osmundsenetal. (2021) ™5 R § S 426 §
ABRE I o % S HECHICE DR RS AR s R R o (A F

AR A R T L o dpa BN A AR 2 Rt £ ¢ Galikad £

[}

Tel <k L pSfr s LB 21V ,u«’}?é;-,gfwz.;f.]‘;e;%‘ﬁsﬁw;;;ﬁ;:ae,

o A
Bl (%o B SR WE AT L1 EE AL & L -
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(=) B RREITE AT

Wyp HIb 2% % > % 2 2 € FI1L R ATHE PR Jd o> )I;Sfalgg;;z_ﬁ A3
Hd e frR A g RS Tpb AR e RFETAL S, F LR (Berger, 2011;
Berger & Milkman, 2012; Guadagno etal., 2013 ) - # 3 ’ﬁﬁ‘f—?‘;ﬁ VR A FE AT T

SRR RIE YT ri}{i‘ﬁ%ﬁ;"r_}ij “‘f’fr%’fr@/w\%.J stk o X3 T i 4

o

#4227 4 (complete mediation) (L H4d) > @ EE ek BT 2 ¥
MERERRRRIEASREF DR PR T RH S | iR
EA B I AP A R AT kit HAd priEe it -
S F SR BEATH A%

H2 Bk T S A7 o BALBE Y 24 35 7 ensh (VB BspE > 8 P e
BATRA G N 1N AR AP FRFBPLH I AFE PP
ARHGMATRA S 75 B RR AL (G 2L R0 R A ST

FOipSt 2 F A AR ERT R S 2 Pag g D o T A 3

199 Hoa g i o v 23§ 50 KAt LT 1A RER HTE A 3
IALEHEM o - B foiE 2 § = 3 5%k 3 4 5t (Bordia & DiFonzo, 2004;
DiFonzo & Bordia, 2007; Holton et al., 2014; Lee & Ma, 2012; Shen et al., 2021; Syn
&Oh,2015) - # 3 305 » B FL FE AT kA KT KT RF - A7 32
{3 LEAERT(LE 1) FHRTAERD JHE T HMMEE LR
S TERTE ) RAR L AR o RS A SHRFEITE T A S P Rt
( Dame Adjin-Tettey, 2022; Lee, 2018 ) » F#R A5 ¢ » f HF £ F ¥ fciTH 4 3
R AR E o

Pt PR AR E TN F Y PR B T HFFL TR
BB ALLE S S bl 2 3Eh 0 b A PR AR EL T v

A RED? pAFLERTFAvE- LR T RS Rl A3 Pk



ez 2R ETHE (2022) A T@E - EEFLL% ) 275 0 R
FApP Tk i iRy FRAY G TR ERRIE Y A ne L o

cFEE THE ST T

8\/
o

Tae PP ) K= BHARES ZHF 5

«

(Nekmat,2020): X253 H EREE R § > > H* £ 80%A 4
FLE (2022) ehH - 4538 c (S A R AR~ 282 ARF X VAFRT » & F
:z4% Nekmat (2020) eia % £ 4 » REBL ¥ 20 kR Vi { 7 5 #F Ry
FEFEBIITELZ e -

(=) BB ad e iTE A~ 3%

Fyp H2b e 2 5% » % 2 ¢ 2 7 AN E 4 g e it 3% 0 @ iE R
BATHE A R I AT o 2 FEAOE F %% (Berriche & Altay, 2020; Duffy
& Ling, 2020; Hanson & Haridakis, 2008; Ho & Dempsey, 2010; Lee & Ma, 2012;
Rettie, 2009; Shen et al., 2021; Syn & Oh, 2015 ) » & ¥ £ B #P 7 ALF A + 2 %
QipenE B o KA S Al o 5 2% S P AEEN XY EEATR G
s o 4 o
(2) 51§ A6 BRITE LS

Hyp Hc 2 %% » 2 €5 T FRDN{ BB A SR %o m EHH#
AAMATHE AR IAATEM - - B% o fedAw g G 5 L (Barasch & Berger,
2014; Berger, 2014; Ho & Dempsey, 2010; Lee & Ma, 2012; Shen et al., 2021; Syn &
Oh,2015; Tayloretal.,,2012) « 7 § F a3 > 5 i p 2B 47 1L K 5 & 3 dofhch

-~ RTUHATRA LIRS REE > T T A AEEH T

AN

7&%:3:_%?7
BPAEFRE  GldoF #REY ~ { FTERREE ’?;ML Wb B I T o B

‘3 p e 8% R R (Hogan,2010; Hollenbaugh, 2021 ) > @ % ~# 3 K %

<l
s
4
&
E

M lod U TEE - BFSL3 275 R EER

Wy RIS AFRBA TR L 3R R RELE
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K@ IS F ORI A XL ERA AT

SECE I S

(=) ¥ (IRAER A B R ATE 2 3

H3a~H3b Bkt 2587 * " 28HalB# Triop x50 37F >
é{r%ﬁ@;é~iﬁ»%@%’ﬁxgﬂﬁﬁaﬁﬁﬁ%méﬁﬁﬁ,#%
FL IR M B ¥ 2 Tl P m gD it B b s PEITE A 3
75 o gt B 5% B L g 7 - & (Berger, 2014; Dunbar et al., 2016; Forest &
Wood, 2012; Kamins et al., 1997; Rosen & Tesser, 1970 ) » 12 T 357 & g, ik o

HA A A Eéé‘nﬁ%?]'lﬁﬁ‘,?ﬁ%ﬁ“ BB g ek pE o TER R B S kp
PERL BB AT FARUAS I TR AY AP - A
HEAE Y it & 3 (Berger, 2014; Dunbar et al., 2016; Forest & Wood, 2012; Rosen
& Tesser, 1970) o ##7 3 5% Rldhor 5 > HFIFATE AL E* 2 a3 > 'Tﬁj e A2 R
*EIERI M GRS, A AN R Bl T (Al ay S it
Tl 18 BT AR EAS o AL B AR e Rk Adp B R A MERERIRT h
TEATEFE A FEP R S RA LTI R T AHMER AT M
AELAE e R B A E R 2 R REEMLP 4 & i 2 i (Waring
etal.,2018 ) > @ iHe “"K{m LB Rd A AR e TR 9T 5 o Weenigetal. (2001)

PIEH A v:m,ﬂ Lo BT A BB E 5 SR L Py it G

BEEAF A F A LA
It 4F % 30 iz Weenig et al. (2001) #HBenE > 277 5 B AHE ¥ ‘F}f—i’f'— fs

A Sl BEESER TR A IR AT A B SRR e aEE
#&p Dl R AR foas 1Y B TR E S HATRE 2 3 2 RFEAT R L L HPR
W AR R BE LY w1 AR 28 PR AR LS MR
~#H (n=41) v ¥ 642 TAGRIMRTG BHERR DY - F (n=137) &
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B GeS FOTH o LT - AR 47 B 48 T B &RE BRI A

HWORH T o TR MRS iy e~ 98 1 R b~ HATH A

~

32 PRASFER F A o SR R R 3 o W AR A M e

q

v
Pl
4=
]

i
=kf
3
=
i
5

EAFARM 0 B=-57,p<.001 » A (AR f B X IR

LEE 2R A ,ii?bhﬁ”ﬁ:év’ﬂﬁié%‘rﬁﬂ* v A e F E ] M 3N

<k

AR R HAL D T 0 W IRAEA $5 M GRS OR B AEF =11 p

29 R lego it B TRe Rt B L S 47 0 H&F T a4 Weenig et al.

~

(2001)&%-;’@%&’44 »”‘*T?mﬂhax RIGR A 2 ey & % 0
2o F ARt NP ALY E A E A BEL T AT A rqlrﬁﬁvﬁﬁi%frfﬁ v
BRI LR B S Ll BRI N S 8
BWHATE A F 2208 > B=-17,p=17" & &L BA &5 SHME L o A Xk
A A BE 0 B=239,p<.001> Vi E A EImESR T A4 B BH MG
PO N Y
L R I SRS S | R e rf] AR R IC M A2 2 gE F AT
FEMEERF ST B en o s B Tk S 5B A ik k
AR B AL D LS AR AAESHATE A R TR T e LM B R
BR R S IRATE > Ao A TR T AR R R F RN
o Ry LB AT e
(=) WiRdzi ~ 5 - p AF 2T & 3

H3c ~H3d Bkt e 8 %87 0+ » aBH 5@ 202 T8, ATRPF > 7

-

LSNPS IR O R L T A A L
CApaE AL TR RRE R EEFRRARAF AL L ST ARE.

BT g AR AT o2 61 (SAEAS L ARL AR K



(Berger, 2014; De Angelis et al., 2012; Kamins et al., 1997; Tellis et al., 2019 ) >
WEE A i BE - { R e AR T s 2 XA AT
B Hfdedem = Al e PRI s
De Angelisetal. (2012) #Hitg » * é&glfgﬁl'}ﬁ%‘rﬁ PR A T AR
dRRHEE P A F R AR p AR o ) T RHER ) hE R
AARZCRBGNERFE - EFLEFRGDESTPLE AT R AT
PR TR A XL TR P EATR M i F R A FATR el
Wiede R A $300 p AF G 2o PP 30 TSR L F - ATR  FIE S
: A

FIERp L AR o spr B A2 p 3 EH

%

2
o

-
o)
T\
X
)
o

ALY O RXg E‘J—E’E?If] e R R B o v o Tl BT pip e o X 5 ATH
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