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LB RE 5 He R 2015 4RJE AT 90. 19 32712 97. 5% , B 3 1156 I 37 5 AN i =2 7 L4 S 4 it
FE KB RETFHUH P BT E 5, b B R 23R AR Hb it BB AL T R TR AT 0 LI G A L2
.4 o [ B R BF ST T ELRE (electronic word-of-mouth ) it AR {3 £ 12

F 2011 ARG A 24 S LAR ), B L 2 B R HP e 32 0G0 ) s sl g FH AR e, ) AR 4% 2017
WAE T s o s A IR B P B4k 5] 10 42, Mk s P 8o 35 %) 3000 7, i 3K 36
15 BIH SRR BRI 2097 425G, 7 8 EE ST S B 10 4. 7% 3005 09 BB AR T 1% IS AL 1%
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M REARWALAE T 5 DA R A i 38 85 o0, e an — 2835 85 N 0138 5 i W 24105 k5, DUEE XA
[ AR EA T M5 B E s H 200 TR L P M f5 A, — S0 B N D30 3l 2 &5 FP R T8 A Z2 S BE 0, 3F
TEAS[E) A RE RN op [ 4 6 A5 B, o A2 B 38t U B A =X i i 2, DG B — PR TE BE A5 IS FH P A
1, BN A AR 1 e A B B R Bk ok B AR B e — B AR B LB ARMEIT,

FEAZ AR A 4% 0 SO REAE T 56 2 195 1 ( relationship-creation ) 5 4 £ ( relationship-maintenance ) /7 |
Toiefs B 50 BB U0 4322 75— @ BB L Al AT 48 O RIMAE AT, R —LepFs R
B A5 AT 0 B S 2 BELAR F T 1T R A B B e i SR, 4 S8 AR B8 T AR AT 5 11 BB A 56 R B0 32 56
o AT ENTE I 50T, 2% 0m 2ok 7] 345 98 A 09 SRR 98 7 i, AL A 2% 1) £ B R 52 i 1Y) 4% 45
T (network trust) i K 2% | [R] B 2 22 ) 2% 5 4T X | F O B ———0 45 P 19 15 B 4% 3% (information
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forward ) 5 7 UL 3-3K (opinion seeking) FUSZM , F T SCHREE B, H a1 [F P15 E N 22 50 T60E 5 87
1R BIFFE 1 Ak 362 20 B B, A OC IR B0 ACA B9 D Bt SR A i e R T P il g i iR e 2
LT TR SALIRI R i 3 A LR T B L 2 8 0 R BEF 0 I 45 5% 11 e 190 55 o DU 45 3+ ff
W REAPGFRED TEEZ TR DA RN HRBEE A 06 138 i 2 i+ 58 iR 5
FALAS G B X UE X — BAR B PF I G 5 3 DOW IR, R A 5% 2432 DU T P 2 BF 5 X8
G A F P R P28 /IS 1 ol PR R B L % ) 286 {5 A 6 A7 S UE A T, 3 I 0 28 4n s [R) RE, (D7t
17 LT R R D) 288 114 DR /NS 185 2 W) ST B0 A5 T 288 B 1 AR R B 2. QOB P B A5 08 T AT ol R 5 4
S HX U P 28 AR AR AR BE 2 D P X 0 25 A5 AT i P B 2 75 1 — 2D 52 M HO v T AT oy 2

— ERGERSHRMEE

(—)XTRIEHNHAR

VEh— B Bl v (9 44 28 I 26 1, 3815 AS [l T 34T T BR 26 B WhatsApp 33 Line 1) 3% Z A0 7E
T AR DI RE B TR B T BR BRI Bl AS D Re ANt sS JE PR . bean, 3 e ide P el o AL NGl TR % 5 3l
i AP oy s RS L IS S B 4 O HL AT AT ER R N B 3 S AT PR VR A LS SR P
A PR A, 7T LS R N BB A N R XS, B, FE R A A At 2 N 2 | LS AF
FEFE PRI G 2 45 . — T2t FHP AR 315 100 R A P I 2%, S AL 4% G 1 - WL TR S X 48% 5 o) —Fib
%%?%ﬁf?ﬁﬂgﬂ(WeCha‘[ groups ) Diaemi A B At 22 P4 , DLT TR PRAEIN 2% o FE 00 19X 24 2 AR 52 19
FEMRATZ

FH P AERE I 23 18] v (8 52 708 B A XU 1 - 25 3 WO > (A 0 0 22 ) o 2% H0 A 2R At AT £
— BN AN R T L I ELRT A R A A LR O B A R [ P I AN DG R A e PR R,
PATEIN A~ 435 0] 2 75 I vh 4 B 51 1) 44 B0 JF T LA s o B B 03 A B TR 40 B9 R (I Tk &
BHWNBRAABE, L HEXT I dr A R R Tk MR BYBcE ) o i BRI B SR B 1
fEBER N, AT LR A — X — R FA NS 3 61 B ol f 5 1 O 1R 2% 5L A DX 1) JH A 52 19X 4% 1)
FEARRFOEAE T BEI R 4% 45 55 OC 2 ((strong ties) 59 K R (week ties) , M8 —FFIR A “ WA LR
(“latent ties” ")) Fiz I Haythornthwaite F 5% , W 7E X R I8 10 2, “ —FIAER R B L EAFAE X
2, HIFRBEPLIE” (“exist technically but have not yet been activated” [10] ) o WETER RN E IR T X
TR ATRE  (E, T R AR AR () BR ), AE3E R N A HE I AL 01 22 18] Hh T = 7 e 2, 1F 1N AT RE 5 3
{5 AF)Z Ay [A)

5 E BRSO T U BB LA T2 FUIRES AR L, B ) — 285230 O 2 05 1 S BN UE AF e
TR YRR . than, & AR DL = AR B BB A ], e RS REI b A2 A D BN B RS
TG RN EEE AR LG, OB At S R NN A B3 8T i BARURE DL AR B, 9
] D) DA B 453 5 97 1 9 SOk 2= 0 AR fs o S TS B AT AT b 2% | 2R 4 55 7 TR Jmy R, (A4 AT LAAE
R B R SRE A NS G R HIATRE T B — RN EF IR Y SRR A B REAZ 1 R 52 4 Pl
2 ZR BT TR O R AL BB 2% A7 B A IR TE 1 2 AN E Ve AR TR 28 B 1 SC A8
GG BA L EE s Jnt (T 5 — 5 00 HE R S E h R E RS B
S AN A 2 G E D A R A S A S P SR O FR M L, AN A e 0 O R R A — A RRIR Y
SROCRME ABAEF L 3] TR 22 HAB S AL I [R I AAAE , Fean <500 N7 09 KRE, T A0 18 53 A F9A =)
BT 2 F , AN TR BRAE S8 T 5m 20 1% b 2k | T 25 R I 2% 5 B0 52 5 2 48 8 IO 465, T 8% o 10 A 1Rt AS TR
PEAR K Y

(DH#HZEMEEFEERNHR

TR REXT IR OC R 55 ¢ R A HIE T SCHR A “ W FE SR " I ERE ), [ RLE FE AL 2 R R
TAEGETFHLERLS ARG« RN RIZ T 24— 2 2] 2Vl AS AR FH s BE e AT 8 B 0 i o IR 45 1
R REINT BN ZS  Je TS B S TUAR AR BRI B AT < I 5 I RS ) B AR A AT R ——

pi



. 88 - #ial.5153& 436 2018 £ 5 3 H

A 1 O 2R O 286 v ol B[] P 0 I £ 4 T AT Bl A B R M S 3, AR, BEINAY “ 72 7, sl He R
PR TES” R EWE G, IEWAA 22548 AR 2 o )45 H P A BT, 2005 T 2 N7 iy T
Fu R B R i LA T s R g e R BE R B T R R A AT ARG S, o T S 800 B A B
RO,

AT BRI SGTERE P28 1 R/ N S S B AT B OC R IR, BUR A G UF 5 DL St 2327 SR 90 40 B 3
XHE AT AN [F A A0 F AT B (RN R — A5 2] 2 B 0 2L A5 AR 02 22 7 v 5 IXURS: RIS 4t 2 M4 1 2R
MEERE ) TR, A2 E R THETSHSM%E R/ ER  IHEER TEGET
(thick trust) 5 A5 E (thin trust) X G, <SR IR A S% 0 H &0 HEM TS ™4, X it 2
P £ 38 LU/, O LS B R B Ak s AR e, < WS AR T 2 R A TE MBS 28 S R W
gepr 1)

{5 17 2 7 72 AR AR LAl 2 b RS RUE R PR AL TR A A O R BUHE C WE X R B AT g, (H
B AR BT D OGRSl AR IR R A8 N Z R AEAE () 3 — 20 T i AR O 1 8 2 I
W25 1 52 e A Z2 R AT REA R B2 AR AT o SIS A R0 28 (7 K, B =2 1 Ok | AT R 2 G 2R M 4%
Z G (diversity ) T2 B A HE 5, U AR T 45 45 0 A% DL 1] B (R AR AR B0 58— BRI 2% A B K mT g
BRE AR RE EER BN R R ZAMNNE R R 2 B 2 X R W AT Re kT Z A
B PERVE AR RS . Rt A RS 4R

BaX 1. B ML KI5 RNEFHEZ H4Ex

(2HHRHEEHNERENEEENHAR

Beaudoin A 55 A& BR, 1k 38 I8 44 A% £ FH B 26 ) — > A% At A9 45 0 ( confidence ) 5% # 15 &
(faith) FE2xBRaR 1 NG AEYE G £ B 1T 5, 41 5 A B 8 57 A 1A T J B4 19 B¢ 43 DA ) 3 sk
AW R AEE BB, AL R AR R AT TEREARE 7 (bonds) HRAMASRTS T EAE(F
TEAE AT 2087 (social capital ) .0 53X — S AEFE AR RO B 5T i i A8 8] 17 S0 8%, HL oA iF 58 & BLG:
PR R B 5 R 2R AR A S AR IE ARG R Y

BL T, A F B S P AR B R R B A T 2 LS O P R A i P AR
Bl SR AT LUA 2 09 PLes 1A ] B Rk I A B 0 5 5 LA AT RE X HE TS A B A A 2 I 4%
HRT I By SR LA AT SRR A R B D AN E M (uncertainty ) o 7] 5 2, T OIS
WtE—E R LM G EERN R, WA E P8R 28 (unfamiliarity) ), H I, ARBF5E
FEih .

fBAR 2 . iz a9t A2 B S MAAG/E 2 BG4 %

(M) EESBFOBRMHAR

KT H A H 515 0 — 2o 3R W] A S IR T P XoF I 2% OC R 19 {5 A Sk 2 O[] A1 1 P - 11
TRAT A, B P A A S AR OC 2 I 28 23 T hy be A A5 5 (4ol 2H 8005 U BOR B 5 15 755
Al E ) SR RS sR ] P T E AL BERY A M (usefulness ) B BHIAIZS BE 2 sk, RS
IS A AR 5 O T AR S GG B N 1 HARF R A 8 T — B S5 R R T EE
X — 3 (construct) MYHRAE I8 SCHIEEAE — 8 1 [R] B, A7 B2 0 A A S0 A 0 ek A0 B R R 30 i
A AR A S PR AT B R o 28 S ATl A B A5 4T, 1 I T A 500 X0 e 5 Ak )
TEE 1 A B2 2 MDA Ry A0 B 2 FE ek S IR AR Shy 5 456195 358 100 5 M0 A5 A B AS 2 A% 4 B 1 1
A ), AN SR X 65 B SR T AU AT, R XA W 4% I R BIME AT AR 22 0] 5 A ) o s
X — A FE X AT (A PR, JEF e 2815 4T (network trust) ™ A5 SC, BPAE A AR & B P X
THPI AL A R M4 IR AN BAF IR, ik, FRATH

fBiR 3a: W& IZ 515 848 2 BG40 %

fBiX 3b: MAEIELS ENLFRKEERA L

(HASVE R W 2, WA BF 0 S HF TR b S AR T 5 o 7 O AT A b A =
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(mediated ) fEHT, I H1 + O 84 3 47 40 4k, 43 0 43 45 15 B 1% 3% (information passing) Fl & UL 55K
(opinion seeking ) %5 HFY7E PY AL RL > BT BUA SCHR , AR ST 8

X 4a: AR BMARAE A 543 840 2 E @Al

B3 4b AR ZRIE A 5 Z L F R 2 Ed 48 %

g5 b AR TR AR B 5 R,
P T M AFAE AEAE S AR R N Y
AESC IR T P AR M 2 KON P
XoJ Ak 2 AR 18 (o P R 3k T 1 72 a5 o 4%
EAERY R, AT B W 48 K/ 5 R 25 15
52 A0 1) AH G 17 A A8 I At R 0
PIERAFAT S IE AR O . B2, 2 (E AT AR
R E B A AR AR T I A SR AR

15 B AE i
Information
Passing

B & K
Size of Group
Network

wAZAE AR }?2

O R (5 B AL 5 B W TR B1 ZHhiReEs
M, X —Bil & Hoh g — AR 0 R B 3 1 :7p<0. 01, p<0. 001,
TEE 1

= MRFITEFE

(—) T E

ARG RICT 43 B B B A ( convenience sampling) A 7575, R —HhMAE T 4 FE I TUT
JRA 5 — P AR B B R () R S U R A SCHERIA A, X T 5T LA FE I A 1A B 4% 4% ( computer-
mediated communication) L K22 B E AT 18 ~ 30 Z (AR AAE MEEA S 205 T, I A ixX —BEK
S 5 RGN FEZRER, SR, SR PR 3% — 47 % B i R A mT 58 X e B b [ 1 DU AF A AR R AN
SRR AT AR A B BB 2% R0 B RS AERRTE 31 ~ 50 B FRAE AR B 4 Rk Hh [ LK A
55 — RBEAR (CNNIC,2015) X PRGNS , A it s, 18 225 A 45.4% ,26 &
35 Z I 40. 8% ,36 250 X 1915 9. 5% (ARG ,2015) o 5 =MbY BE (A, b [ R
D) % JE () M AN A AT AR L 3 0 bt L R )T AR A A A I 4 7 15 R R B 65 % |, TSR (IR A 1
{3k F] 30% . 1EAN Lien A1 Cao (2014) frdi i, 7E b I H Al 09 55 BB 5E A 4 — b X AL
FEAE R BEOR AT 0 200 T I AR R A0 e f )

FF LR AW GCRECT 43 B Bedh AR Dy k. BRSO A A AL AR A (QQ FIRLME ) T Al
AR AT R OB TR ZER 5 T @ BN R R 2287 2 Be A B A s @TRIINTT A R B
JFHEHLCHR B ; @—F A A (FEdb T | B s #R A I BH 30 1A F LK) IR 5L B b
NRR AR A  WFFE 3 BB ) A 2R A7 1000 3K, AR 4 8280 I A8 2l ) o4 | 1 e ks e v it 7 S 3
WA N SR A TR X de s T ol a1 4% A AR S W26 4y & )4 X 13X AR R HL ™ Had 7
WS HIE T 0057 B0 Y 48 4% B2 (URL) DA AR 0] 36 BSOS 7T DA A 3B R 25 5 L dse . T 2847
Mrif & SR B A AR X B AR f A 45 R b A ),

R T2 A FHA BRI 75 M55 sojump. com 9 £ SEL 28T A48 il 0] 25 (i) 730 ) s
(B, FEREFRREBE 8 7RI M5 B, D 2% S22 3 mT DA 4 ol [A) — A~ TP bk 0% 75 1) Yk %, X F A F
5%, AT E T 7] — 1P Huhb{LRE DT[] — IR B R 55, IS S 45 T 52 U 8 BUB R T — 2 1Y)
AP, 52 15 3 AT LU o 0L mT DU i o A7 S I S e W i 2228 R A 2 L 0 T e ) 2
20154F 1 8 HZE 2015 4E3 H 6 H, MIEmAMEIES 1T, 52 Vi & 56 iR A& B8 19~ Y i a) 2
1015 F0 (29 17 5051) .

AE [7) 35 T st TR] B PN 0] 45 3645 T 996 YWRAS[R] TP Mkl iY77 1] , 2ot £ s FR 85CH i v 3, 45 304G %0 )
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5322 1y, Hod 205 A7tk (62.7% ) 122 i BAYE(37.6% ) . ZUTHEBEREE X 18 & 50 %, F
YRR 29 % RIS AL EURA (23.3% ) 8] 25 HIC N, EX4AERALE T Ttk A, FEAE
6 TR NS5 B MR 0 UM AR 2R B O BER FUR [R] 32 20 & R O BEIAR , 65% 1Y 32 Vi
FHHA SN TAE, X5 AT IE 2 LIS A BRSSO A e A6, 2 U5 3 mgR 2 80N 4 T
SEMRFRF(67% MZTiH DS FRIEMARERR) , BRI E W (47. 7% Z Ui 5 WA 50H
TR B 22 R ,33. 9% A s e WO 22 3R ) o 2 1 X BB A DG 24748 8 f
il AR AT T RS

®1 TEMMRSEIT

HETE 1 Mean tRAEZE SD
i 28. 64 6. 44
A 8.99 7.91
ZHERE 7. 44 0.98
A IS AN 265.26 334.99
BKRAHHE 227.09 170. 93
EEZEER 3.53 0.72
(PS8t 3.10 0.83
BEILFoR 3.09 0.79
5

Lotk 202

B 120
TAE

A ITAE 211

T TAE 111

(DHREIT . TENE

TR 28 R /NI 5, ASBF R0 T ST AR DG SR i 0 2 7 3 |, BIR) ) 52 07 8 A 204
RN SRR R R Z AT T, 8 T BRAR 32 1 B2 R BR 25, A 98 ZEoR &2 1
HEN T AT, 14 b LU 89 5 48 52 Ui Qe] 52 RS 6 R N I HERA 807, JT 2R 32
TIARX B HEEARE T N TRES T2 U5H B8R I a4 IR F R BRI AT 6 T
L H 1 DB R R 30 BB, BN 32 15 2 /D BRI — [ A5 88 30 A T LA — M EH , K
TREIN 0 2% i | ) S EORZ VI E AR WS, B RES A 208 HMRRIES AR A
NER, AR R 5 BR B v R HEE 1 T, BT o T RAIA R A AR 2 5 R A G A v 1) R O ) 8%
RN I 2 N B AT IR, VR B P 36 BRAFE I 26 R /N o B, AR5 b 322 i 32 v V- B4 A 265
AHEWNE RN P90 227 DMUEEC RN FE— & B L alo/F e ua W T 5 R P B 00 IR 2 AR A
R NS 257

WAEM R . AW T Ellison , Steinfield £ Lampe (2007 ) X 6 568 A i8I0 & 4 2URATH
TR XTI B AT TR, Bl UfE C U B R AW —H 07, “ &EF/MEC 2R ER D
AR R, SRS RS &k, S B R & AF B AR E” RN RIE” i « [
BT AR R R A R R AR R

W AEAT, X —HFWH T Chu Al Choi (2011) (K J5 1k Fe 1 #1528 M 4% (SNS) HIB A=
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PEAT R B, X — T I (0 A2 7 o 35 U B %k EL BT AR L S 15 AL 38 2 BB R NI AT, 1
e SRR, IS LR AR ZEEREE”, < WRA F 05 RAEMG LBER AT
R A7 AN, 2B AR ST X — 28 LA ME R 3. S3 (R EM IR M R S) , Xt
A 2 b AT TG R0 T 28 56 R 5 A AV I T A A5 A o

“AEFEALH e B FoR” . AR AT Chu Al Choi (2011) WYHL T &, 0] 450 J5
F AL SE 2% T MR HEAT T R4, L b 32 0 TR TG G0 S R SR AT A S, 3R 2 1 U
AER RN TR R “FERUE b, TR R TR MR N T 2T 5 7= 5 0 15 8 SO0 E A 256 B
WE R AR AN F R B AR R R S AR R ERZE R E R, T LSRN ER
EORIRA TN E L 2

x2 BEEWERSKIE

&3 ( Constructs and Items)

2% {5 4E (Chu & Choi,2011)

LBk, UG LR AR ZHEREE

2 RARAE 0 SRS EryE R AT r)

3 MTUE b4 R ANTEMAT 7 i BE B 1y 10 Rl P 2 AR EL S B

4 RAGERAEME L RZEIRR A

5 FXT AT _E AR ANRA F O

6 FALT by R A RERE 1) FR 4R ALk 52 i) 2 0L

7 FAT MR RRAERUE BRI R A

% EA£E3 (Chu & Choi,2011)

| TERUE b RS R R TR I R A IR 2C T3 7 5 i 15 R a0
2 TERUE b, R R AR B DG T F S e iy 7 b i A5 S BT A

3 FERUE b, An SR AR B AR AR OC T A = it 15 BB L, A R AR IR
4 TERUE b FREWAE T 57 i AR 1 5 BN — R 21 0 — A
2 L3R (Chu & Choi,2011)

1 MR ESLAT A B, 2 m B E By R A SR

2 FEAEF W SE 7 i Z 10, T A3 A U 5 R Y R

3 TR SE 7 i 2 HT, IR IRAS B UE IR AR L, o2 e B AT IR
1412 {1 FHl ( Ellison , Steinfield , & Lampe 2007 )

L UG C &N TR R A E I — 5

2 AR S VRN A FRAE IS

KR e=R USRS Wi E §E PN AL K N 1)

4 QURFE — BB AT E MG, RSwEE AR L TIRER

5 FIes B OB RE N —

6 QRG24 0k, 2 e AR AR M

m HESTEER

(—) EXNEEMNYNESHT

Farnell F1 Larker $§ H , 45 ¥4 77 B Y o AR G B B9 R0 B I A 5 2R & 30U (convergent validity ) Fl
FNELRE (discriminant validity ) 728 5 it 38 H A T2 H] 0% G IR 2 0 ey D0 2R 6 200 B 8 vy 5 AN ) A2 a5t ]
(18 B B AR, D00 0 S0 2k e g 17 PRI, AR ST 1 S 0 T AMOS21. 0 X 28 s AT 3 A 4T, A
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Farnell I Larker 2 H 09 =085 43 . Q8 — 5 28 H 915 B (the item reliability ) ; @ % — 28
B 20515 (the composite reliability) ; @)% —A~28 1 {2 )y Z$2 B (the Average Variance Extracted
AVE) (P76 3 4l T3k =AM EAR I 25 R . O DU @A A8 1 (45 (54T A5 B AL 6 2 L 3R DA MR
) B 58 B BB Alpha EA0 T FELZ 0. 841 0. 943, 1 W A4~ #4455 3% 10 100 {5 BEAR 18 ( — B0
Alpha {EIV & T 0. 7 W& R AF RN HA) . QREGRUE, WH70 28 & & HA&F L2 0.838 &
0. 958 (I FIEHIZ11<0. 7) , AVE {1 0. 5 (I FYE Bl Z41>0. 5) , ¥ 2k a7y [l 0. 639 2 0. 872,
W R 206 R AR 5. OFI BB, AVE BYF 5 AR (A B 58 i BUE Y 2 0. 710 2
0. 824 ) KT AEAT P AL) 22 5] B4 A OC R B (AR DI SE Y IELE B2 0. 206 22 0. 350) , 545 F 58k 2
Ko PRI, ARAIF S 35T SCHR A N7 80 A 2R 7E Tl A2 N AU ((content validity ) 9 [a] IRF, 16 J 2 44 4 B2
(construct validity ) A FEARZIK

*R3 FE M55 H 515 E (Principal Components Analysis and Reliability )

F Factors

28 (5 1E 1
W26 A5 4T 2
28 (5 4E: 3

W2 51T 4

ML AFAE 5

M8 (51T 6 793

WL AFAE 7 837

7 B8 1 0.783

F B L 2 0. 858

15 B3 3 0.796

fREfLm 4 0. 661
HIFK 0. 331 0.718

BOLFR 2 0.762
EhLFoK3 0. 650

AR 1 . 828

AR 2 639

AR 3 783

AR 4 809

AR 5 771

AR 6 711

T L5 {F B Cronbach’s Alpha 0. 943 896 0. 887 0. 841
15 Composite Reliability 0.958 880 0. 838 0. 894
3477 22 L Average Variance Extracted 0. 678 572 0. 606 0. 504

R Ty k. 24 EF 508,
bk LA Kaiser AREALET E R Ak dbik 4 5 RERIBGIEL,

791
808
820
872
843

olo|e|e|elele

olo|olelelelele|e

() BT ERE
TESEAT N 007 Z 805, B e 20 DR 2EAT IR 720 M R AS R 5 A8 1 X A LR 5 [l i B A
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HABLTF 100, HA,KMO KBAE N AE 0. 5 LLE BEIT 1 Bl ; Bartlewt BRIEKGIG F AT W &M, A
R AL 322, 8 5 800 4, ARS8 401 LU(H = 80. 5 >5; KMO 345 {H 4 0. 901, Bartlett
BRIEA: p=0.000 HA WM, HIL, A58 0] AT 4081, Amos 21. 0 Bl FHRAS S5 45 1 19 316
BOARFE , BRGS0 45 T (R 4) B/R T 3805 19 24 FR I (818 [ A S AR Y 9% 36 T AR A A5 21 1 2K
B, A FE bR B T BRI ELAT — 22 A0 38 BC B, 08 1 A 2R AR5 A 4% A B A2 R BOIATIEAR (L 1)

x4 HRERERESER

R ERL HERERRE FREE REHRE
Modelfit measures Modelfit criterion Index value Good modelfit

Absolutefit indices

RMSEA <0.08 0. 065 2

X’ /d. £ ( x*=430.964,d. . =184) <3 2.342 I
Incrementalfit indices

CFI >0.9 0.943 2

AGFI >0. 8 0. 861 2

IFI >0.9 0.943 2

TLI >0.9 0.935 T

TG, B KNS AT S 0 2 ) T m AH DG (B =-0. 17, p<0. 01) ; 1Ml A5 9 41 FH R 3 441
G EAL LB IER A (B=0.25,p<0.001) , ik, i 1 FfiE 2 M BIS0RE . RS
i g () Ak 3 D 2% v IO 20 R, P X T Ak 1 O R T 48 1) 45 A R B AR R AR, 59— i, 2R
FH P SRR 2 55 0 R 2 4 v O F T A 6 R S AR AT R B, T UL, P 2 5 005 1
PR T2 2 SREIAT 0 5 — B S b BB (8 34 (B ) sl A 1 1 ) 5 e 2 LR 56 R 48 145
R,

B2 AEAE AL 515 BB 18 B ERIE M L R (B=0.24,p<0.001) , 55 B WL 55K 52 3 IF [6] 59 4H ¢
(B=0.35,p<0.001), Fuk,5 3 dBBG 173528,

T 1 AR BN S5 5 B AR 3 B B IE R0 (B =0. 23, p<0. 001) , I H il i M 25 (5 4E 515
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The Impact of Network Trust on Information Passing and
Opining Seeking .
A Study on WeChat Users and Chat Groups

Gong He( Xiamen University)

Abstract ; This article focuses on WeChat users to study how the usage of WeChat, the size of WeChat
networks , and network trust impact respondents’ information passing and opinion seeking behaviors. Contrast
with previous literature that mainly research social media as a whole, this study confine the research object
within a particular context; WeChat, a representative social networking platform in China. This empirical
study attempts to explore how chat group will influence people’s online communication. Structural equation
modeling fits our hypothesis and suggests that with the increasing size of network, users hold lower level of
trust in their contacts; on the other side, WeChat usage has a positive correlation with network trust. The
model also shows a significant mediating impact of network trust from WeChat usage to passing information as
well as seeking opinion behaviors.

Key Words: network trust; information communication; digital reputation; Wechat groups
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