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TCAEARTE ) BhAS Y LT 3% 8 A3 AR AR S Al T Y 28T Bk AR U, —
D5 T, 41 38 SR K4S R B B A T 2% 153 1708 o Sprout Social A @R, 201 74F 2 A
56% M T1E— A0 7RSS S T 448 ul 5 070 i L T eMarketer (1) 42 75 2 BH , 20204 45kt
ZE LS P B T TR I 3042 o PRI, 4k S8 A 48 P i 1 B 5 4 S8 AR g PR ) s T
B 5 — T A1 A WA AN SO Al IR 7= i IR 55 8 2 T AR, iR T B 5 1R IR AR T
BRAGTY DB AR (3 4% P AN T 2 I A 2 3 A 90 245 LTS ) 7 A, ARl s R 67 T 11 AR
LTI AN, 25 40 1 SEBMU IR 35 A S, w2 TR B AE 2 1 I 55 R WL B R R A R 5 7
YouTube b it & A — 1 (LRI 5 ) (United Breaks Guitars ) FIM VA THI4E L3N FE
10K 2 NS FIET400 )7 Uk 5 i A A SR AR 48 SE BRI 3 1, 1 R 2 —— et 2 16 10%
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TEBEN: R & (1984—), B, REM 2 K F W FRAE, L4 FIF;
REE(1997—), %, RIEMZ K F T FRAMEH A A GEIRAVEH, ghd_1997@163.com) ;
#H%Z(1996—), %, LM Z XK FHFRG LR A,
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A T 28 A3 .84 et A, I BB LA E 7109 AH8 57 o R, #E S A A8 R s 1 28 B
P AN i R S R, 2o (A S IR 28 5 A8 N W28 I AR A T 1 2 £ 49 15 B
ATz, W 5 5 [ HAL I 2% i 3, I8 oW s — B A X4 4% (Van NoortFl
Willemsen,2012) o A& , A1 A BEAAH AR 8 A FFAS & — IRAERR IS5 R, T — RS 61
P FRAFEG o AT UL, R T P A S A A8 R B Y — R AN S, il J8 T ST 2 AL
SEMARARARA Ty, I LRI HLIE 4 1 i 1o SR W X LA 7 X 545 38 (Mei 55,2019 ).

H HIOC T P A A A AR BT O A LEVF R 19140, XAt S I A 48 A T2 1140 o
(Hennig-Thurau%, 2004 ; Balaji%$, 2015 ; Dolan%§,2019 ) X4 H M K 2 1748 A4 UHR 5T
(SvarifErling Olsen, 2012 ; Pfefferds,2014; Yen, 2016 ) XAl fé) i o7 3 i S Hoise A 7481+
(LeefISong,2010; EinwillerfiSteilen, 2015 ; WeitzI fIHutzinger, 2017 ; JohnenfISchnittka, 2019 )
AKX 55 W U B R 35007 1384770 3518 (de Campos Ribeiro%5, 2018 ; Gunarathnes, 2018 ) . 8%
T, SR LATE BRI ST 1 AR ACIRAA 048 Ay ) T i AR > 28 AR O e A [, 8 0 A2 A
481 S A AR, HLASIR AT 28, AN A SCHRO A A A AR A T RS 1Y e
55 RESAR  RLG TR A A AT A0 DG SRR % 4 e Ik 28t , LATRS WA ) 32 i P11 2R 8 U RE SRV 2 o
FEACIAIAR 1) BUA BIFE HEA TR VT M J5 SR B Sl iR A 2

A SCR FH AP SCHER RS 2 O 20 Hi—J& Plsocial media ,Facebook . Twitter, Weibo . WeChat5
complaints ,complainant ,negative word of mouth ,negative e-word-of-mouth ,negative reviews#f

2EA LR (Msocial media complaints . Facebook & complaints%s )& 54 , 7EScienceDirect |

EBSCO ,SpringerLink , Taylor & Francis .SAGE , Emerald F1Wiley %5045 28 v 847 SCik A 26 . H
TRDEHRBERMN TS H IR TR AR R SCEE TS K ) H A SOk A SO R R
2004 SCHK , 38 N T BB T 5 A OGRS SR A9 SCHR S | e ZORG 1% Hh S i it S
FiR o A SO R HEATT S DR 3R 0 SR S5 R BB AR AT TR AN, WA TS RS
TEFAS MR PR 2R ARl o 17 SR HO A8 35O FE | 55 0 38 R0 A BRSO, H A8 IR e
PRGBS R Z AL TR MBS Ty a4 T TR, DU 8 8 2 5 5 Sept e f Al i)
A8 PRER HEHE S|

=, HBEEHRFEERSR S

(— I PF A AR SAR A E X

FEAC AR T2 R OIE P S T — AN T2 B B A Ml A IR 250 1
6, BRI T 5k 2 18] DL 23 Z IR~ 223 [ ) 3 8 28 T (Carroll , 2012
Dolan%$,2019) , il 2 & HEA T A BARIARER AL T 48 1 &5 5 ER SR LU 2E 3 DA 1)
£ B B B AL A RIS T B L 19 5 , Andreassen FlIStreukens (2013 )1 & T4k 38 A4y
SEFIL GE RO AR 0 DX 1], I Ak 58 W AR A 48 2 Bt A AR 1) i 53 R i = AR B PR AR et 4R 2.
A B R AN AR 3 HAK , Balajids (2015 ) EEA A BRI AR = A R I 2
Bt AS ARG R — P & AR TE S — IR S5 M ROR I A XU i 22 (double deviation ) Z J5 F4L
5847 K o FRIK , Gunarathne % (2018 ) JE AR A FZE N2, 2 AL SR AR08 T DI 28 4 1
FEAC AR b TR B X Aol B 3B 45 9 5 BN T 4 DA 28 AT T I 45 . B S , Melancon il
Dalakas(2018 )X 4t 3 EAAI AL 1) A TR, $2 11 T — 54 S A ASAR IR AT HE 2
“tt 42 7 (social voice ) . B &35 1H P& TERAHLBUN — A2 A E T SR S i 2 TF4t

84T, I HoX BEA AR TH 2 2 1R R P2 2 i B w119 07 2R B2 P AT AR AT AR AT

A B T T 13 S S AR AR S A i i AR SR H Y

HEEAE BRI F R R TERE
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2k LT LAE Y, DR 3% b sg AR 2 14 i AR NS 4T, I T304 Se a2k 4k 22
AR S AR A 7= A SRR B AT oR e R o BRI, AR SCHE RN 0 Aty _E X 4 S AR 4 e 2 F S
FEA IR AS S 2 5 26 5 M 55 2R Ml 0L T Al 2 22 =, 2 1978wk TG B 45 £ T 196 28 SR Sl I e 41
AEUAA 1 A TR N 2 B A THEARAT Ry A T ok S SR AR 4 55 L S ANl g B

(W B A A AR AR A A

TH 98 AT A BRSO LA AN ] B A v o] AR 20 R AS TR A2 TR (L6 1) o B 58 , AR Pt 4%
p O N G BRI B R wval R P N B = 059 & 6 LG A (= F Akl i DAY | E = e L A s N LI 95 U4
A ELARGN 5y R TR AP | TR SRR 2 58 (Dolan%$, 2019 ) BRI &, Ho—, TRk
RS THAEA G, T8 9 8 1 H 2885 e LS PRa =R, M Y By sl A St B o s 174 [ s L —
TR R B ET ST, ST I 2% A B A B A B B R R ) JE s
= ARES 5 RN EAHSCER, 114 2 2 R X R (B i At T 9% 3 2 (R A B &R IX
FERI RN 53K 04T AN TR) ShHL A% HIAT R 26 BRI S48 o 58 45 R BT o HOvR AR B4R N 2 1Y
ANT], AL AT A AR A% 50l — AR AN A PR S . S5 G 04 A 43 SRR AL, , 74T 2t A4
BT, T E AL S AR HE 755 [ 55 W 1) 510 DL R A5 B A 4 i 1o AR Gk T
4% 9 25104 PR (Johnen MlSchnittka, 2019 ) o figJ& , IKHEA A TE Bl AYAS[R] , PTBF AL S A HU 48
A3 RS TFHOARANRL N HI4%  FE X HLN T FIFA R bR 515 G847 e AR K X ) FE A2 S it
A8rh S TR AR AR R FE B A lb TSR R B A = O 4R JE Al v WL 42 (Day F
Landon, 1977) ; A T #4828 () Z A FIIH A $E 215 A AT UL A F1 42 (Crié, 2003 ) . 1
FEAT ARG T, 28 TF AR 28 BT AR 2 T BB R R 8 — R A G A v, A T
48Ry e HEAE AL B A A AR A4S 5 T RA AT AS R B ARt R AN TR A AR IR T (EAR X B
At S AR, HATFE RN, B LARA A AT 38 SR 28 98 2 SR <R T #1428 (Balaji%s,
2015) AR A S, (LG i 4% PR HEHI 28T 4 A AN TRDKG 48 43 A B Rt 4% ([l 48 b BE 1 dt
58 FA] AR () 4 48 Ab B 5 LAAM ANABAR) 1953 28 07 2O ANTE AL S8 A48 , IR 458
QAR 42 AT L[] s 18 ) 7 B2 A BRHI AR A il 5F = DA S A P A (R B 3 o st R U, T 9%
F AT A AR 22 TT A IA] k5 B 5 (R 4% (Vasquez, 201 1) o R , AR SCA SR X — 1448
AR bR eI T3S AR AR 435

R 1 OHBEEHTEERRGHER
R HE| BAAYE R FENE R
PR A4S T 2l LU IE AR A O 1Y Cambra-Fierro5
R BEIAS RS OR T AME , AT AR 2o TR PR | SR SHFRUAIEE (2016 ) ; Dolan %

B 5 (2019)
. ] . e Bougie5F (2003 );
~ Y Al R 21 R N p
st gy (10O E Sl PRI A LT sanbullioghy
= 2017

T 98 1 B LR LR Y7 Rk 5% | Ward flOstrom

AT PEHLAS: DA R TSRO AR O FLAL T4 S B AHIAR L ((2006); GregoiresF

A AL I DB B % R BT |(2009)

e [ ST BRI AP PR, AL A
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1. A AR A AL 5 — AT AL

LT Lo R AEA T AR AT A% P Rl (Singh, 1991, 1988) o Hirft  AEF T A #4848 TH
B BB, A B S A REUE AT AT Al B A 4%, IR e B AT A A i (Day 45, 1981 ;
Mulcahy #Tritter, 1998 ; Crié, 2003 ) . 47 A48 W JEF5 1 2 & 8 4o TG D L FL T i s
W 28 ST R 2 il BB = A RN A A T — 7 35 (Singh, 1988 ) W1 5 WL,
TH 2 A S AR AR AN SURAT AR — T, AR 284 T R 4042 G 3k 9 45 A TH0 48 ) 1 —
ot ARAT SRRSO AR A Il Ry 2 A AE T, I 9% 2 0T LA Bk S A ] s o g £l (B = A AR
NI A AT AT B 12 B304 (Malthouse®5:, 2013 ), B g B0 2, FE AT WA 2% A P 2500
P51 B R RS 2 R U B, LB F O sUAE % 1147 ( Andreassen I Streukens , 2009 ) ,
AR (5 AT B TR S SO S S R O T AR ) T Gl A g B K

2. FE A A 4% 5 47 THT L A

T ARG T 9% 8 Z RV EERTREAS Al 7= it sl AR 55 A — i A vy« 1Sk A LR R AR Y
23t (Istanbulluoglu®s, 2017 ; Wilson55, 2017 ) o B 5 (2% 119 & & , £ T 11 A5t AT DL DLZEZR IR 4%
Sy AA , By £ T L A% ( ChevalierFfIMayzlin, 2006 ) . 7 T HL 7 10T 18 1] (9384 2 S hn g™
1z, BRSO TR A AR A S B R TR K SR T, B SR 07 1T - T RURT A A A
A1 AR ARl ™ S SO S5 1, AERASKE e 67 1T L RSO AN A6 ) 4 2g A d
48, U Z AAAE B 25 5 Horp, B fL 7 D RSRRFR T 303 2 (] A AC I, 6 245 B SCHRFR =2 R
RO #5474 (Istanbulluoglu , 2017 ), EZ R AAE ARSI & L, BN KA I - 1
FEAS WA A8 18T ) P REAR LIS T 20 b B30 =, XA BARHE R A R S AR - 448
174,

3 MRS SEL R BTN

TELR AT R AR TE T 28 # WK TE L W 451 5 Ry 45 A b 385 BB R 52 i) T 480 4 1) 5%
(GrégoireFlFisher, 2008 ; Zourriga , 2009 ) , X FE (4 R 174 42 H LA A ol b — 4K
A I ER BT IR Sl (WalsterS5:, 1973 ) o BRI, #1524 4% o LIS s iR &2 0 shLAG 481 7
M — P RRR T ER IR A T 0 o R, — 3 A 58 AN AR ] o EACR U, 41 A8 i A 4
FTELAR G AT A LR ZATE T B ATHR AT H 1 UL A8 %) SR M5 [ o 50— IR IR 55 bR R I
T 2% 5 23 SR B 9 FU A AN 28, XA 5 AT 2% BB 4 S AR A e v oA ) R A - B B X
(Walster®s, 1973 ) , NI #EATAE LR AR A A7 o [R] I, A S8 HEAACH 4 tha AT i phy s A ) XU i 22
T R BT Y (Balajids , 2015) o 1 & (AR [F Z A FE T+ 3SR AR UK FE# 22
AR IRTT , TR AL AT A I 2834 Pl e 2l i Z A R S AT R, Hean 1 i
B A E T A

=. HEEUIHEEBEBHZIMER
T2 O P B A ST RS 0 S A 2 SR AT 2 T e B i Pt S A A T A% 718

TR DA SCHR AR, w45 1 98 Ak S AR AR i 52y DR 3R VA D IR DR R 5 R R RS

A RN R 09T T 2 DA [ B O35, IAMAREEAE ASARBIL AR 25 =475 1 1)
R B BEA T AL S AR A SR o TTAT DGR A 28 A BIF 2 ) DB AR BRI R B R P17
T, 3 AR A S A A% Co B3 A 2 A )4 ST B 000 21 87 e Pk A A 48 1
fESfE
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1. AMAFEE

THP B RIS 4L S AR 48 7= A e 1 5, BN PRI B shbL A AT
AT R TT HHBAEAE .35 25 5 (GabrielZF, 1999 ; Fan%5, 2018 ) , 3X 5l B bk 25 A [m) M 5] 6 71 2% %5
T T8 X TR B4 AR 45 2 IS 55 i JEL Ak S0 A 10 4% 1) PR 7 BEAIL 1) PT REAS T AS [] . Lu % (2009)
FE—TFGE P R B, LA A A oy =25 B R 32 31 A FRALRR A s B RZ i, T 5k A 7
L5 B A B K2 B NS5 R B 520 . Yen(2016) X LuZs (2009) B Z5 18 #E4T T IR A
FIFETT , LR 5 T ANAUE SE T i AT, T ELE R 0 £ P 1 B 3 4 S8 AR 4 1 TR 2 i iy
ML H FoALHE (computer self-efficacy ) . FHB TTEAL B FRALHE , 5 (AN S5 b AL = AF
S P B —Fh B BB 1R (Jung$,2007) o Lo PERITTENL F FRALAER AL b I 2E 41 52t
& - S5 S=E H O LT o B B S, Lo AR5 2 0 I B T m 28, T B A 4 £
AT S B R, Y 1 % IR 45 O R, Lo P 4R 1A L 5 M AR s s 44 1k H R 3
NFRIEZR A BRAS B Al (%) 8 3l 55 Al A e ) RSO 4 382 IR 55 5 1t 8 P 4% 3 (- 5 o
55552, AlATT 2T L ) A H L o R i ] BB R ( Gruber 2, 2009 ) o HAVR , PEAK ARAE
(R A 1Pt 2R S A A% o S A0 E (0 A 1) SR B 3 A T BEAE A AS A |54 f
JEABTPIZE, ARSI i) 51 B3 0 5 AT R Rk S SR i A VR AR A o i L v B A ) B 9% A
28— WA AR S5 AR 56 22 i, G2 BRSO B B, SR AL S AR I 2 A B 22 (R A L )
N2 (Presi%:,2014),

2. MARZHL

TH2 2 Z L2 LR R 8y 20348, 5% AR A 2 R R AR shALR AN ) 3B 44 A Rt g
AT 4% (1) ShALIE: 2 £ T 1 4 B AR Tl (AR 2 158 (Bijmoltd, 20145 11,2019 ) fH AL
P b 2% B AL A AR TR ) SHLAA 25 (Michaes , 2001 ; Sparks fllBrowning ,2010) , 3#-E
A IS BR T AT Al o 308 3 4 B 56 STk, AR SORFH 2 3 41 S8 AR AR (1 A AR S ML 43R =26
(WF22) AE—2 R TORVE, EEALFR RS Bl A A Bl T B B A b A e s 28 — 28
T, SRR ORI B 5 SRR O, AR [ R AT B AR 2 LU AR
Al

R 2 OHBEMIFEEBEBHAN I
Fh | BARGERE EEAR K EE
5 T DA R Wi AT, SO RMEHA A5
TR PR T R, P 25 e
i A [T 2 A A REASTT I BRAR AL A TP S A
AT | AR, TR S O B AR 2
AL [P A S A BRSO Tk fR it
M SO (BRI, AT Bl Al i e
sy [FRARDR B A Bl REAS RN SR T e ) R

Hennig-Thurau?s (2004 )

TR Whiting%(2019)

Whiting%%(2019)

gy o vy Hennig-Thurau%: (2004 )
Lz > L s Vi ST HTE
EEi%5as ﬁ?‘iiiigﬁ%%%iﬁujﬁ S Hennig-Thurau’i‘?(2004)
Rl %g‘"ﬁ*& O P A R A RS MoGraw6 (2015); Yen(2016)

i ol TH B AR A AR B KA SR R AR AN, K5 |Grégoire MIFisher (2008 ) ; WeitzI 1
B I g o R Hutzinger(2019)
FERACR AR HE AR S SCRRAE P
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FLASRYE, B4, 3 B b R —Fp i TR B AL, L% (2018 )IA A TH 9 3 S it o Fh A Bl Aty
NBIAT AJE N T HESE H B (serial reciprocity ) o IX FIARFIR IS A A B 2 T AR BEAE3C 1K
A b A3 TR EL5= R BT = AR VR FH A o s 100, 0 25 B4 A A A S22 45 B bR 25 I AT
R, AT B A A B At AR B A A 25 (Parra-Lopez5:, 2011 ), RIFE AL 1A IAR & A
S By Az BN AN TE YELEWT 538 A A AW AT TR0 2 00, AT 147598 JC AL b 43 22 1T LA
U b A3 S 8388 [ RE 25 T 14975 S8, (Richins , 1983 ; Smith%5, 1999 ), BRIt , 114 38 35 104 A A4 | %
Fa A RAYZE AT e N 1 B 1k A A HE B A A (Litvin®F , 2008 ; Parra-Lopeza5 , 2011) . HIK,
Z T D SRR R T R IAE R i B 2 R R R T 2 A A AR AR R T 3R
5 A CARNPA WA 2 HFEE B, ARSI B RT3 R T TR ey
2 RUNRTE TR A O B4R S PR, BT AR 7 4 2 3 T 4k A B A e 24 1 B —Fob
W UL B AR S, o R AR i BRI AR AL ML i) , AR I s LA+ A8 A4t
BP0 D) g — e bR i £14) 22 T AR 175 45 114 753X (de Campos Ribeiro%5,2018 ), 2 B ELAE IR 1 948
B Ay BRI T S AR 2 DA R R A Al ik — A sh LA IR T AR S AU (homeostase
utility ), BJV 24 671 17 ol 2 AN 0 T 2R 0 & AR I T B 2 aiad [l b Fe k] A SR 2 R M iR
F B 1 -7 /8 (Whiting 5, 2019 ).,

3 AN 25

FEASHEARTOAC Y I B B A Ry e — P I 10 T 245 100 R X SR s, i A R 4t 58 AR AR 484 Tk
SIS 26 1Y B R IE A DG R (Yen, 2016) o BRIIL , AN A T 45 25 i 3% 4 4 S AR A2 11
BWEREER AT TR KMZ G, R S TG 28 i R 5 ik ol 8 i
(MattilaFIRo,2008; Gelbrich,2010) . >4 1 & It 67 M7 2% , 11 2 4 AR AT RE 25 BLH05 1k 5 A0k i
e R B B A T4 A SR HE 4% ( Chebat Ml Slusarczyk , 2005 ; McGraw, 2015 ) , B4 13, 24
18 BN [R50 R0 AR 55 R WG st , A A ) 17 4 O 2543 AN [A] (Ahn %, 2016 ) o ZE Ak AR g il /2 TH
B TORWIE LT, — L6952 23 7 AR A S MR i) At N A RTS8 i B0 70 T 1 4
(MenonfDube, 1999 ), X FiiE 45 T 71 9 B ) T HEA T REORUR i, DR Al T s Bk A 740
4 BB ] Al A A AT TG 6 TS 25 (Mcecullough%%, 2001 ; Zourrigds, 2009 ) 5 55 —BLTH 2 4
25 7= A= JE B (Gelbrich, 2010 ) , HE7EIX P& 25 T BERR (] FE 4 48 ol H R B 5L I BE &R .
SvarifllErling Olsen(2012) [AIHF5T M 55—~ F BE XA 26 541 3 BRI AR 17 56 R A T T8
B AT RIS T T W IR 55 R B BEAT N K1 28 4% N AR M R A 5T, B0 40 2% 38 R IR 55
I W DT Al B AN B 23 77 Az AN IR 46 L T 5% A O B A R 25 (DubéfiMenon,
2000 ), Fe AR EE TR, KT 04 PN 2 238 T o7 28 38 2 At 3 A e 44 28 i vl R
T 1 7K A S 1S 28 )2 S e 31 7% 8 ) G R A A% 43 7 T 1 R LA R R A S A4 | S48 o i
] (Svarifl1Erling Olsen,2012) UL /& 1 , JCISTH 28 5 1% 45 B A B /2 N ER A I & AN Y L 15 26
R ZY I O AR A S AR b R4 T 48 4 0 ) S5 A K AN [ PR, 240 2 IR 55 SR L B4
A e AT A OB, TS ARG BN, TR 25 B P 44 43S AR 48 X b
AEXT 2 4 (R 26 it = 5 T 2400 2 R IR 55 R M) D24 50 2 A48 T Al sl fs B, Al AT T 25 328
BTV H AP A 28 D5 AT 2 AN 15 26

(Z)EH R

1. BRI

TH P B A A AR AL REAE X Al ™= A n b =2 K5 i), e — A~ J 8 i R R 4k A A AR
8= QiOE S N e sl L e 5 N R (SN =B S NN Rl e i B S S 1572 o gl 9 s
IRIARAEEE M PR PR LR E S SRR, BR324 A AR HU AR Y DG R R

HEEAE BRI F R R TERE
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o, i B E AR IR Sh PR 28 RIA TR Ak A A LA AR 1 i £ BRI G 5 Sk B T
FRELAWT A5 B 0 o W B A A LR 51 (5 8, AR 2 NER AT AR B ] N A 2], ik st AR A
Al g T A — R B 25, NI 5 X 2 1 K 58 Ui (Plefferds , 2014 ) o HLIR, IZS LR
BN A2 TR A B R R 2 TR BT, D2 AR B 2 R 4 W] A% 38 (1) B H2 B 2 (transitive link
creation ) (Heider, 1946 ) tL4Nis, 7G4 b, FH P A E2 3B, BEE £ 3IC, IBAA . CHEHE LR
SAH 24K (Pleffera, 2014 ) o 3X R i 7 (1A RH B 3% 2 R 1l DX P () 2 FE U0 (Watts FlIStrogatz,,
1998 ), 233 At AS IR 1 A4S NHSAERIE A ] 4 75 R 2 X S A A0 ) I A5 B, 4
A AR L G AR IL [R] 4V F 25155 & 18] % 2 %00 (echo chambers ) (Gabriele, 1968 ) 4138 LA IF
H 25 oA AL e R i 5245 4 U5 ( DiakopoulosZs, 2012 ) , ZTEAHAS IR |3 R KU I 252581
RAGGIARN i — DB |, T Bt 28 WA FIA% B8 A I A% 4% U T ) U R I 2 L, e LA
WL 5T 5+ A ELAT B 5 MG R R R, R 2 S Bt sc AR 48

2. BRI

FEAS AR B A N D AR, A X Ak A A 1 S R B4R 3 1 e JH At T ) A
% (Fuqua School of Business, Duke University,2012) . {H2 , ZEFF S TR LA Al 8 55 71 R =4
YBR[ 1 2 2 v B TR JE TS AR 1) B B PR 2 1 TR I % —All
KZ TSR AN 5 7% %8 0 2% 3 T rf (Ward FlOstrom , 2006 ) o [, 24— 37 2% XU 48 %
B, Al I A% R T RE I FEAIL , 22 JC TV A o 22T i 26 Al ol ot R 7 255 7= AR BRI
S (Pfefferds, 2014 ) o IEANCockrum (201 DT &, FEIHAYE R IR T, — MURIH S &%
M At - R A, AN A, — AN TH A T 3% 4 T RS2 T LT A W eI 9%, Dmxd il
FE A BT RZ A o F A M KR ) B RS AT O T8 A A T 2 R A (R B AL
(Breazeale, 2009 ), K TH 2% 2 A4 A AR A8 R0 2 45 N BN E Sk S 2V S 4 (Mattila,
2001 ;McGraw4§,2015 ) VF 24l AR 28 7 10 2 4 AEA T A8 AR b )2 AR R A8 N2 350
GRS AT ARG BN R S R B (BalajiZs , 2016) , B E— SR B LR, I S A i
IR 48 23 B AL 58 45 TR AR TE AT 3 01 () J5 SR (Grégoire 5, 2015 ) o 1EJ2 RA T 3% 5 0
TE AP XA A AT AL A AR, BT DAEAT S IR 32 S A B B BRI v, 0 2l 2 DR R 35 < W Je
FIANTERT , AT TS0 S B S WA X SR PRBEAT R H A il A B A IR E A T 4048

M. JHBRE IR AR N R 3R B

FEAT SRR 1At X AN ] 14 4 48 (5 FH A [R] 113 i 7 556 W2 8 44k () (Meelancon Al Dalakas
2018) ANV FR AT A BREAR K 3G WA 20U B A, 1T L 7 B X B AR R T 9 3 21 T R PR %
TEGEHUARINT & , T 238 A A I A A% £l i 17 94 B2 1o 2 B i 2 (Kim %5, 2003 ; Fournier il
Avery,2011), RIIL , XA ASIEAARIAL , £ lb AR 2 & AR DS BT 45 & SEPR I B R e
BT e S0 SR S

(— )M )i 5 Mg A A

1. 38 N P vs. B AP i i

2B AR AT B XA A A AR 1 i 157 5 4T3 2 Marcus FllGoodman (1991 )42 H i35
7 A M 7 R[5 A i 7 33 P e ) 7 546 e 49 = DX Al 2 75 X B 35 T At 4% 1 ) K
FATHT (Kim35,2003 ) o e, 38 b i 137 24 A b AR A T 32 (R RE Y AAAE , I TR BB MK 542
SRR 5 1007 [ A 7 DO Al B ARE DA A AT T 048 3 BT o ) (R AT DA T, I S48
B, H 2R ST 4 HoA A 55 (MarcusfllGoodman, 1991 ; Lee #1Song , 2010 ) . 7£ LAfE YA 5T
Hh, 2R R R N A A A, Lee fISong (2010 ) B A H: H 38 I P4 e iy 55 4l
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EEEARDC 10 577 A0 e 17 U] 5 £l 75 25 67 R O o Al SR FH 7 B e i 1 4 Sy et S A 48 1 o 7
T (LA A1) 25 24 7457 ) LY 2R FH A A i iy (A48 28 %) S R TRCHE 1 6 ) A B K A9 17 THI 52
Wi o [V, AHSCAIT ST 22 B, 3 07 i 17 b 977 2 i 17 B B AR A2 Al AN 2% 2 R R A 2 A,
TH B % i R DTN RN 3K 2 PR AR 25 2 Tt ( CrisafulliFSingh, 2016 ; Weitzl flHutzinger, 2017 ) .
RN Z, 280V, AR TG AT A AR TIAR T, 1 SR & T ok, Bl 150 308 7 14 )
N, PR 2 e SRR i, B A AT TS T 2 ankt BT DL, TEIR AR i R R A4, o TR
RS 3 1 2 A7 1 2% 8 B AN IS, 8 A S50 7 P i 7 W] BB T A M 1717 75 2 fe A ) A ) 1o 48 it ( Dutea 1
Pullig,2011) A0S , 55 R0 e 157 75 B2 R SR AR JCAL HAS EL L AR AT BB HIRIF6 22 25 B AN , IR 4
187 =5 F A A FISZ2 R (Dawar F1Pillutla, 2000 )

TR, BRI T ok T Sl T DA 223 48 Y 28 R AR e S
TEARFEEE T &AL o 18 e AN A5 B 3 =, R B S BRI R R X iR T Bk
I AN  Marcus FlGoodman (1991)7E 2 H X AL IR 4 H , 75 2 A ms BESA T, PR
I 7 P P 7 T e 2 67 AR AU A e, DO 7 el 97 o 7, R 0k [ e o 37 A o DA 2 L B
AR R 2 A B AT W 5 41 (Ahluwalia, 20005 Kim%§,2003 ) o B 2% 4 EL
T2 AE AR IZ SR LD R M A RN A B, s AT T Rl A R
PR At S A T (8 A v R 2 sl 55 LB e A B S T AT B A, A BRI AR S
BUAE LR W] e [ Al i (Grégoire, 2015 ), Van LaerlIDe Ruyter(2010 ) (A5 5 i —
AR Al DA A A% =X (narrative format ) [0 57 40 4% 5 I 3 W44 M) 157 B 475 DA B g =G
(analytical format ) [=] N B, DU S5 04 i 7 B o 2 )i, Lee FllCranage (2014 ) SR H —Fhr a9 1
58, B4l e v FE TR At 28 WA SO A SR B I ) 7, X AP P A A A S 428 SR TS5 A i
INE, BE A AR 5 2 30 40 T B AT 5 0 v T 2 s S5 A Xl A B

SR, A M FE T 0 12 R B Ao oo 7 S B AT A7 AE P8 o 1 56, Weitzl flHutzinger (2017 )82
TS0, AT TIN Ay 3 I i 1 55 XU PR 7 A A R ot RS T S A 7 DO 2
YR, LigF (2018 )% 31X A~ TR e T S ARSI 1S , & B H A 1 25 0w o7 Canxe 7= & 2k 4
B35 14) 3 I e R X308 A% P B B P e 7 ) A B AT A8 5 % 2 P A SIS R 5 TN 24 1Y
M 7. AP K3 L 428 198 35 7 P e AR XF 77 i 2K IS A Py 77 A2 i 7 ) T g 2 el I Ak o )i
Johnen#Schnittka(2019)4i i, 7E 55K £ A5 K, Al R AR IE D7 U5 048 X3k i, B
AV e 7 P RECR B SR T X % 37 D st D) B 37 327 R B oy P 7 5 T 7 51 HH 32 S8
o L AR AR IE Sy S A5 G S 2k A e 1 S PIE s 2z DO [ A0 e i B o

2. AN [ S

TR AN M) LU, 2 A0 b 8 — <] 1> S B o AN 7 (TCA 731 ) SR 1) A Al 1 1T 3 DR A
DLERK B OB =R 0 25 ok (Ro, 2014) o 5 4lb 75— — R IAE S 28 40 EL , Al X
TH P A A AR AL 1 [0l 1 nTE 2 2 D i HL, FEAT A BRI v, Al B SR X M 23 %
) 48 2 Al T T T DX 32 25 265 20 18 R 22 B 4% 25 T AW [ T >R B i 7 3R (Ro, 20145
Gunarathne5F, 2018 ) o {H 75 ZEVE B AR, AN N 5 W6 (1) R0 2 B 155 B A AN [ i & A8 4k
FLAARACAR, AT 1 3R W 5 TRl IS L Al A7 5 ZU A A3 2 3 T 232 (Ro, 2014) 11 H., Lee Fl
Song(2010) L) Kz Ferrins (2007 ) AR5 4711 B 4 b 5 Rt >R BRCAS o 17 356 W AT 8 2 fiff £l 53 4F:
e/ IME SR, R Al i) 1 55 W8 50T AR T3 B 8 2 AT Al (¥ IR 55 R I 28 17 LA K oA
THTRE L LIFHE N Z (Weitzl 5, 2018) , FIL, M9 2 AR Al RAT DR R I 2 D ik, 4k
SR AN W) J37 56 WA 75 1, AR AT B2 i T A8 2 1 1 AR RN LAt S 7R T 2 3 190 B (Weitzl Al
Hutzinger,2017).
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3. Al o 7 s

TR AT IS TR M W SR W AT, X B R SR S5 1 AT Se i, (EX S e A7
PR T T TR N RE T, TCIS SR AE A AT AR A LA TR R, 42
TE M 28 R AT S A7 1, BT AT R 22 A 2 2 AR Y £ T RZ A (Van
NoortfWillemsen, 2012 ) , HIK , ZENA W 25 75 1T, Sparks 55 (2016 ) TA kWi [0 I 7% 5 41 28 A4
A REANTS 2 2 S, RS o 2 S 532 01 TN S B IR KK 25 5+ . i
HL X 28 2 AR AR A e B A — 2 ZE Ak B RS8R, R B fb REAB 28 B4 i o7 1. ]
PAFE— R b s S5 A% Ok A 17 T 52 1) (WeitzI fll Hutzinger, 2017 ) o fH B E B8 A A2, i EAE
HE WL S E RN SRR, LA BB S E R W AT RE S S BUE % Ry
M (Weitzl 5, 2018) o fieJi , TEIH PR & 2 55 1, WA Al 8 2 DA [m] 6 9 07 =K (Al 557
BB UM e N IR 55 2 L, 80 3% 2 5 A5 B N7 (Cheung f1To,2016 ) , £& 28 23 f#{IREER
A0 ] HEME (Roggeveens, 2012),

() me 0 SR g 51

1AMtk

A X S it A S8 IR 42 P 7 2 A AT L B A AR R e ) e o AR S IR AR 55 b
R B, R 2 8B a TS 9 & A 5 D5 i AR 45 B (Yoo,2020) . (R, FEATAC AR T
DIRAG  AMARR Jr  STH Pe B TS 2 LT, Kelleher (2009 )82 H X G =0 A
757 (conversational human voice , CHV )MEE , H How O STl A3 3% 2 14 B sl i Jg e
B —Fh BAT WS 100 . B SRAYTAE J5 3 SAECHV IR R Al 24 FAFRIC IR, FRIEIH 2% 24
44 7, I B0 W #1944 7 (RybalkoFlISeltzer, 2010 ; KwonF1Sung, 2011 ) o £l LA FE—F
AR IE S 7 2 3 9 2, AR T il B R T T 2% I S A TR A T A ST e Y i
# (Kwon#ISung,2011), 2xiF3H #e# Besz B Al iy A MEAL 5 U B (MaloneFIFiske, 2013) o B4
EEAE DA R 5 (5K KAl 254 BRI R (Beldad 55,2010 ) o FEAT AR AR AR
i AP R R AT DAL AR AR BT 9% B AEAE ML A SO, XA AT LA A8
Y 5 i (Sweetser fllMetzgar, 2007 ) , t0 7] LAFRASVHEE T 9 O & 515 1T (Einwiller Ml Steilen,
2015) o (R , iV 7 25 5 FHA A Ak %) Y40 388 JRURS B G-t Jo7 A S A0 4% | AT -5 90 9% 2 e oy ke
KI5 2 (Locke%s, 2004 ; BachHIKim,2012)

2. fij ik

OngHTeh(2016 )TN, il mie i 4+ 28 WA HO AL 0 78 1 o K 6% 157 B, T AN 23 3 4 52 4%
TR PR T 2 SRS B sl B AT S i — 2L, AR Aol 3 S B LT B 7 (5
HINREAE it e R A e O T ARG T 9 A A AR AT, S TE S A MR O il R,
R BRI, Gn SR 9 B At AR R AR A T JAR A B AR Y, A ML B & kA
P ) 25 T JE A R DG , - BILAE 6P VH 2 25 10 IN ORI OG0 o ZETT B 0], ™ A% T AR A 199 R 55 R
TR LSl R T 9 T AR BAT G Ak o G HDE Al B 1206 iR 55 2R I 67 BB, 4
b FE N AR - Z 3 RS L 2 AR AT A B T LA S Z PR e %

3. Bt

FEXHESEARAR IR SE i, 2238 D6F T 0 1 B 8] 5 iR 55 4 R 2 B8 22 (B A ¢ R — e AN
Ko Davidow (2003 ) & 3 H B A JE 2 PR Ay, i Sz s (] 174 s e 4 R BGHR: T BR5%  o gle 2 136, 71
PR B AEOLR TT e AN R B BB DTS2 ) 1 fth 7T 0 oz ) ] (8 S8R o [, 7R A 28 1
IR ARSI, X — (AT BAT e — 2518 o — e 35 DR, R T Gk A LA 28 3 AN b 22
Hili , XAk 28 AR H A8 R A7 BRAR 1 g 1 XoF T s ol ke 152 %8 SC EE 1 (Clark, 2001 ; Casarez,
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2002 ; Homburg FlFiirst, 2007 ) . 1 H. , Istanbulluoglu®s (2017 ) X i 7 it Az BsHPE AT T BB IR A
FHIRIFGE. , TE B A b S B 8 55— i o AR BRSP4 A 2 i #6112 T 9% 8 0 L 2 Ak 3 P i 2
BRI, SR 1 v T 2 T A R, Al 75 AR 50— U i 97 9 2 5 AR S R U 7 3l , IR
TR B 5 BT L ) ) R, R R 5 4 T 23 I ) IR S A D2 B A B RIS L 1l il A B
S RS R i S B Bl (Stevens, 2018 ) o fHAT A 27 DA ki 1 e B — AN TEst R &R, K
i J07 %o A B A S A SR R U A S SR 1 4, Binwiller Ml Steilen (2015 )3 A, — il
N7 2 B A4S A DR (R, T —A 3R 4 e T g 2 LRSS B hnvH A i B, A sh ik St
He] 157 T HE EL ZE VR M) iy B AR (Melancon fllDalakas, 2018 ), RIS RE R T 38 SR W . K BHHE T AN
JIEZE R FHALAS AR S5 B TS5 E Ak i T Beal o= AR P e 1 A 2h Inl &2

4. NFPE

Al 7 i 07 A A AR T 4% 1 sk R Y B A A A T T R R e R R IR R A
VFZRGE SR IE T I 9 38 B AT 55 4l e [0 56 AT 3501 A A B G 2 (Cranage fliMattila, 20065
Rio-Lanza%¥,2009; Leef1Song, 2010) . 47 2% & S 2P0, Al AT T8 A7 ] B /s 8 2 i HL,
RFEARE AR Al A T 2T 2 % 14 o 0 S s AR A a7 B o3 RS BT DA 23 %
OISR T B3 40 2, AR B IR S5 bR G s, Al R AR T4 A0 2 0+ b Rd
Jith , T —2E31 2% 5 AN A 15 BIRARIKT A R, I8 0 L6 3 21 3 X8 Il 55 4 IR e il 7 B8 s T s
1k (Leef1Song, 2010) o 4 SR Al 2 4R A1 H A ATl B2 1 I 55 4R, 1 23 1) s kbR 28
oA B, TS BOG A2 A 9B SO 11T R (Yoo,2020) o [AIET , A BF9E 2 B
R OB T A I 2 1 T AR T3 21 5 1 2 TR, DTG 84 5 T 2% 25 0T Al i 285 SR A 15 4
(Ong#iITeh,2016) .25 L] W, , 15 2 5 X R 55 4 i B vk B Tl i B 28 DA SO A AE
XA AR A2 B T AR 2 MRS DA SR AN BB 52 B0AT T 2 3 I8, DI AT g s xof
Alb 5578 P 2 0] A3 96 227 A ™ B 5200 ( Conlon Murray , 1996 ) o PRI , £l 7 15631 iy
MR, PRI 2 A ATt R d e

5. B

BRFRLIUERG ST SR AN SR AT A W R A RS, Toie X S5 B2
TE T AR 2 T (Heise, 1985 ) o A A BE R T, Al 3 oo 4k 3 A ikt %y v o2 DAL B2 A 1
31, REAE ) 24 & L A AE 5, AT = 1 2 35 X 4l /45 4% (Kirmani F1Rao, 2000
Choi%§,2018)  NTH 2% & M EE TN & L T 2 T FH 2 W B30 v A A A SR AE I s, A ] A B2
FEERT AT 15 AT 138 S % A R4 T R DR FINE TG £ B, I 1A B3 Ao 3 s B A 28 Tt A ar.
R AR B9 51 9 8 B9 56 22 (Choids ,2018) o R, A\l FE kA iR bR 454 155 1438 B
FER, 14 25 AT LASE b 55 Alb 38 3, Al AN 9 3 22 ) AT LA F ok 7 b B 2 ) £ A JRk
(McCorkindale5%,2013 ) , 5T 5 B4 42 , 14 2% 2 PIr FAHL A9 AT BE AU ANEA 1 , 2 2 m] DA, B
AV ARG, A A AT DAASCE— ) T4 B I ) KA AT, A RESE N 2 3 A A ik iAs
TH 2R3 A Bt o DRI, JER A 265 /5 a8 W2 0 2 3 T BB 3 e AT T 5 Aalk = Tl A7 AR ARL A A 1B
W, X B 1Z 5 E AR A ) 7] BEHE (Kang fTHustvedt, 2014 ),

F. HEEHSEEEENENE

SEBANTZ T AR G T T 9% 4L SR A0 48, S PR Ry e S HEAA S 4% BT T 1] AR R AR AS (S
AL F4eE A M E (Ward FllOstrom, 2006 ) . 55 W AR 1l e 437 2| 71 (= B B =2 00 T vk
AN AL A B, £ B S 50488917 813 (ChevalierfilMayzlin, 2006 ; Grégoire 5, 2015 )
it AR 5 B AR LR TR B4, JEE 55 W D B P R R AT A 2438 A 42
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HAETE R S5 N SR A4 7

(—)Z M L3

— 71 AR AT A AR T R AR 0 B T S 2 5 55 LA 190 2 ( Cantallops 1 Salvi,
2014 ) o 38 32 X AH G SR AR BT LR I, T 55 L 2 A A Rl 48 5 1 de R 2 O B R A
i A BE L TR A PR 55 05 X S T 9% 28 0 AR o 1 5, 2R R [RIELL R AR 32 At A
15 25 RS RE ) DA 33X i 25 R A= i AL, LA SN [l At RS 4~ N fE 77 (Waal FllFrans,
2008 ) ., 1T 52 M 55 X2 s I P ke e PR 28 0 P — S P TA TR) 2 — A A JERaZ 1 R R 35 ol ke 1
RP5 3531 (de Campos Ribeiro%s,2018) K I, 7R ACHAAR 75 2] 5¢ TR Al () 1 T 45 B
J& ARG M5 S B B OB TR LS AL Tk AN S 22 7 T Je
Bl , B 4835 1% 55 8K S 26 N [R], ZE K B2 170 4 48 2 19 28 7 ) [R) & 3% (de Campos
Ribeiro%s,2018) , H B S 5 EH ALV R B A5 3 (Romani&E, 2015 ) o HIK K oiAEIH
T2 T3 55 WA X 48 24 AN ] 7RV PR R A7 Y H BRI S5 I PR 2 38 B, A T
JERRE LTI B A B TR R 5044 F S (Bradley, 1978) o I LA B SRARIA4G F Al AN
O PR AR 05 R A REER T 2, 2 A Al i 2 kg B 00 37 1) R 1k IR S TS, 25 WA ks
U483 BT 32 A 2 48 Al , it oA [F] 4142 (de Campos Ribeiro%s,2018) fi & , 55 WM&
X SETT T 2 28 D7 0 BRI 25 5 ma At AT TR 48 38 A A [ AR B o S48 5 1 (5 8 b r R B 37 5
55 Z BRI A T A RIRT, 55004 2 BB EE B ANIE , DT 5 | A X H 28 5 TR 1) s 2
(de Campos Ribeiro5F,2018) Al , A8 (5 B 555 WE Z BT RS AR LT , 2500 56T A
B LS8 Iy oA R 45 25 1Y) 5 T 1 2 B4t A8 AT M

37 T, A X 9% 38 At S WA 48 1% i 107 0, 25 5% i 55 WL (14,00 B8 Johnen FllSchnittka
(2019 )3d 1o DX 434l Fr 28785 1) 7™ Sl B IR 35 RO RIS RS 1 Aimll e 1o S s XoF 55 L2 L ) 52
PESESR A SO SR, Al R HSH A i 1 B8 A AR 55 35 X il B G2 AR J R, (L2 5 AP 7
PR DR B A AR AR 5 PP 99 18 5 T 55 o A0 AR IR TE AN 5 T, 55 X008 DA Al 1) B A 1
I AT DU T 22 B ) 25 5 S 48R R FE 085 BRI, DUV o] S s AR AN EAT DB i #E S
F XA FT, 550 5 G40 ol A Sy A g 7 () A M i 7 Fsf %) 70 308 JRUAS . 2 5 i 55 W
PO 3EUBRA R S0 2 ST S I, BRI e 1 ) A 50 A 1 XU DA 1 X o 1 S 20 i
MG AT 5T, Sl R AR IE R 7 2URT, 250035 MAIE R 14 i 07 Eb DA 7 A 1 e 7 v
BB A 25 3 22 (EJE 24 b R FH B = 2Ust, 55 0035 W JE BH 532 A 4F - Hogreve &5 (2019 ) 5
I8 1 MRS AR rb ik A5 HH 5 1485 SR a7 B B X0 55 W8 0 BRI A S R S ) s Ml PSR 5 SR 2 B IR
55 HDRAl AL 375 W1 RE %44 55 W25 TR 3] ) Y 7 T A5 5 A i S B ) I 55 T A5, DT 38
588 55 XL X A A 5 A I, e M i 5 XL () WA S B D o AN, TSR A b AN BB A I IR 55 4 R
B2 M55 4RO AR A B AT B T 25 SR AN B 0 S TS ), H 2235 SR AN 375 W T 2o 7 375 B
Xof 55 W P A S T8 D A R U 52 Javornik 5 (2020 ) B BT I A2 IE S, Al i b7 P9 25 A 1S
TR 0 2 S 3555 M 55 O 38 X 0 48 Ak JEL S SRR o AR Al FH AR s ) R G b 1] 52
58 AR AR (CHV ) BE BRI 5 | 55 X X ik 5948 25 22 [ B8l 5C 1, M
X} 55 A BRI ST TR 72 A B 5 v CHV HR K 9 [ 52 BB A 5 | B vy 1 2 S 8%, BT
NN BEFE S CHVARZSE B R BE T, X 55 L 1) 2 P8 HAT [R5

(=) WE B

AL 2o 58BN E SO YA A TEG, — D ATEfE 2SO0 RS sz
FH AT HEPERE K (Darley FlLatané, 1968 ) o {HAE#T AZ AHIAR E 1 v, S50 O BT 1 %
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P P TR, BV A A 52 AR FH P B A2 A6 T 7™ A2 520 ( Gunarathne 55, 2018 ) o 55 W 800 AT LA
SEILE I JEME K, o R 3T A A VR B AL 2 55 05 500 AN T 7R T 9% 8 B A AR S5
BN RTINS T O Ao IS v A1, 5508 R Al AV E 3801 = AR R A 2 55 B RN, 25
FEANAS X 284 AL A AR 22 354700 1 ( Gunarathne %, 2018 ), R AV IA A iZ 4144
AIREAASURE X E B O Y, B ZERRR e B o 005 35 T, 28 T 2 oo T L (pluralistic
ignorance theory ), 24 5% WL AV TETH 28 & I, 41 A SR FZ ma 5 v, ANk S8 EARAL R AL il ik iR A5
TR EE B UL, 20 TC BRI 7R SO P AT G s, AT I ] T AR A A A
BT B (Latané M Darley, 1970 ) o i 3 AR SZ M RGN 238 FH P FEA T3S B4R T B AT Hb AL
JIe 7= A )2 ( Gunarathne 55, 2018 ), A A AL FE ML N ZH8 “@ Fn# iz F . L, 45500
BN G BEANE T i, AT AR 2 2 AR (5 AL A AR b B4 4% o U, An SR At 8 35 A B ik 2
W Bt A IR i 7 00 2 DL 4, sl AEAt A AR il <@ Fnew 8 A5 B R OB s
W51t A (Alexandradf, 2017 ), B2 S A9 55 W4 X HOA% 5 K AR 4% PN 25 (R HE T (5 4 25 T
FIrLL, NZ TCTC R A BT, 55 W A T e 2 B, AR S5 U 00, 23 6 Al ™= A B K
) R o ERT I i b 555 BB i oy A S AR A% | Ko X 7 9 5% 5 1 el o 38 e 1K o
Ny MRABERRRE

(—)WFRA R

T 3 P O A A A AR A SRS, AR SR B T RS AR AR e S Rl ar T
FHSRZAY HEHT T 2 IR A VAN T 18 2 4t S AR 48 1 5 i R 28 B Al Py i) 1o 546 gk, I
ST A RS MAE W SE , S bt T 2% B A S AT AR AT 5 A B HE AR (ILIET L) o

p— BMELE | BN | e —
[ o ] i i e A
[(BREX)) 1w apgmy || [BLRERE ]
ormmE L mxew | TP D mmm
AR | G/ BRI
MEZHL S — | TCUIRL/ FARE |
OGS £ RO wRgmE N\ [T
 mmmE | | BORE || FEUH || mEAE | | e |
e N ERE | rE L || A R
BRSO Ismmems o REEE L AEATOR e pp
| EREE L orueis | BEOELeamsey) | ame |
L R O O 5.1 S I S | B G )

B 1 HBEEETREREHARESIER

IR S HESR AT UL AT A S AR AR B S B S 2%, 0 K 278 MR R H AR
SRHIFSRY B AT — LU R, EE ) SCHR AR AT LR A DGR R B S AT A AR R 2 Ak
S, U 2 RN H C BT B K, S SSRGS T s R, IR s SUAF TR
e — LS G — 5 5, 2 T D S AR B S PR A T 1 RIS, (ER XA
T2 RPN B T30, X MRS na ML A i 45 R A A AR B TR 5 28 =, LA B
FER 7N T ANl 157 SR P8 6 R G T A, (R R0 il e B0 S R4 AIE B 2 A
SR SO AR 5 SR DU, EAT SCRRTE 5 1 Aol 157 SR M 175 R SR S e i Rz i
JE VR IRIL -5 985 00, (H R 200 T XA T AL O B A i S A s 20 1 e I A A
TE R B4 S A8 10 55 WL B G B L 0 il i 7 346 W53 i 55 WL B ) BIL ) 4 40F
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FAAE T s 5575, B ATHIBFIE K ZIA N T 283 I 28 A H 42 25 4 b 5 o (14 R 2 T A
M), T DG T e A AR 60 100 A R S I A A% 250 Aol 7 A B BCR AR AN 4 1T 5 5651
A SCHRARSEA BN , HUARAL GEUE3H , QA (07 9% 5 o A e Pk A A IR T A T 4%, HL G
FIH B S SRR R A THUAS DA ST 2 5 B PR AR IR () SE 0 RIS A 725

(Z)ARK R

25 Ll A XSS AR AR I S ATI AR FE 2 e, BT 2 R R R R =2 A, AT xR
RAF SR A RIS G e T Y SRR

B—, TGS I E AR SRS S FE L, B TR 2 A B i
SCL2EFATIIEARERLL B O RIS N AT T R, A S AR S48 He AT 25 ) X, T
S8 SHLAHEARRRAE HE AT S, ISR R T e A S A48 SRR IR A 7o ] 55 ik e
S Z G PR E ME  —NBEBE) T2 AT B SO Y 1 S BRI BFIE T RO S A bRk
P — A BEG A 7 A J RURIA T A e B, AN B B Jy R T sl A3 FH T S Y 2 R h i &l
R AT VR T AN A 2E T A E S A AR 1 UAFAERE R B, 23 A AR R AR
AFE , BELAG AR DG A2 Ji o R I , S 538 48— MG AR B2 AR IR R LBk 1 He AR 5E
Sl ), T A R RN T A 2 BRVERA B 41 A WA 48 AT, b e A I OIS HE B A E 52
WRARAAR A T BRAR SR AR, A2 ARFIE 3 Al S B LA B At S I At A IS

55 ARSI R R NI SO, S HTOC TN 26 (4 A 5 S A0 ) TR 05F 672 T
7 281X — JE A 2 T 9 Ak A WA 4% AR SR S T, T 5 T 17 4 v G T 9 A ks A H
TN R IR (PR e R ER NS RTN E A I P2 I o W B D =D O RI= K e <R Ay LS (RS Y
Ay IR T = A S M AR IR A AN TS o BRI, S T B 4 A 21 25 60 T 19 45 DT
SIS MY X A S8 A 4% 1) 4 1 TS AR AR, AR SHe I SE E TR A A AR 28 AR il an
TR0 6 ELAC % 70 TE VG 285 G o 52 00 9 9% 25 4k S I IAH AR TR T (A FHHAS FA R HOA% ) A 3EHE K
HN A R R TR T B X PR Ry ik FNARIR 15 4 5 BSORIRIUA PG 25 0 ) Tk &
Xof A £ T B K OB (3 FRAR T B M A 2 (AR Al ) #h S AR 4% 55 B R M X
AMEBIHLAY AR R A AN, (H R XA AL S A R HL R AN &8 SR A5 520 o RSk YT T LU
TRAFINTHIAR S SRS 2 0] A PRI 2 , DA MRS L i 3 B 3 S 4 D3 (8 P A LA

55 = AR 7 SR BT o AR B X i b o R Wk 114 SRR A A 3 1oy e g A T B A
MR, HEEE AT T AR 358 T 3 P e 7 56 ek (1035 PR B2 DA SCRiR 7 B — 26 56 F HoAthug
IO SR PRI, (BR300 , AR A AT - PRI, AR R BRI ST T L2 S8 R et AT, T AN
[ UETE AN [RIZE A A R Sh LA [V ARAE B At S IR A AR, Al G g g o7 255 5 B4 FLAE 9 06 1R
e/ AN XA TEAIEL T HA% I R 12 R AN [] 5 31 i J97 SR, 340 2 LB % gk — PRl 7
BEXSAN[RVRAE (A& SO AR IR RD A TCR AT S 255 ) (AL S S AR R G 7 PE | B
T 2 T 7 SR W 75 L, AR AT S A T AAS T B 38 17 1 0 A e e 7, 2 — 25 42 i R
BT AR O MG, B AT Yo T A AR R4 S0 A 4 2 75 A R B i iy 5

S0 A2 AEAR A AL B T UL A I RIE ISR AR B, S WA ) e R 2
SEPAEAHSCRZ M R R AT L, B4R 448 A A 5 & TIH 2 1348, e 4k
M 17 Ji F0 4% 25 9% e B A0 S A N TN ) 5 B B AR, AR X Al i R RO AR R A
P A, G AR AT T D RS IR S5 2R L) A b 2R A TIA S R 4, A SR R85 1T LA S,
A EARI R 72 SRR T B A A AR A R 1 A2 TR 48 W 7 S Y A R )
BEALH S A b g R AT T i ARG TR ERAE i AP RLE BRI A
SCEREEAT 1T (B A AT 25 B 0 083 50 200 BRAR SR A SR 1 41, T 45 73 o e i 57 A e
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) A R O Y A AT R e S e e 10 B AR o A N s 1195 = A IR e T o A a= DN 420 s L N
B TE AR A A X R R4S 2T DA Bl A S X 0 4% T AL B ) 5 e 4
2,75 [E R AR SR At S BRI A 1) A N, e Al i 7 56 W 75 R e & U
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Summary: In recent decades, with the rapid development of social media, dynamic and real-time

consumer social media complaints have become ubiquitous. At present, the social media complaint is a
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major problem and new challenge faced by enterprises, and it is also a hot topic in academic circles.
Many scholars have explored different areas of consumer social media complaints from different
perspectives. However, research on social media complaints is still in the development stage, and many
aspects of the research have problems and deficiencies. Therefore, it is extremely necessary to clarify the
development of the literature on social media complaints, review the existing researches on consumer
social media complaints in a clear logical and systematic framework, and lay a foundation for the
follow-up studies. This paper systematically reviews and sorts out the existing research results of
consumer social media complaints from the perspectives of complainers, responders and bystanders.
First of all, it expounds the definitions of social media complaints by different scholars and sorts out the
types of social media complaints in the form of a table. At the same time, based on the causes and
behavioral manifestations, we redefine the social media complaint and distinguish the confusing
concepts, such as general behavioral complaints, negative e-word-of-mouth and online retaliation
behaviors, so as to clarify the basic information about social media complaints. Secondly, it
systematically demonstrates the influencing factors of social media complaints from the perspectives of
individual factors and environmental factors. On the one hand, individual factors mainly take
complainers themselves as the basis point, and explain the reasons for consumers to complain on social
media from the aspects of individual characteristics, individual motivation and individual emotion. On
the other hand, environmental factors discuss the driving effect of core social media technologies and
social media marketing of contemporary enterprises on consumers’ choice of social media complaints
respectively from the perspectives of technical environment and marketing environment. Thirdly,
according to the types and design of response strategy, it describes the response strategy of enterprises to
social media complaints. The types of response strategy mainly include adaptive and defensive response,
non-response and other responses, which specifically illustrate the response strategy of enterprises and
the relationship between advantages and disadvantages. The design of response strategy mainly illustrate
that enterprises should pay attention to the timeliness and transparency of response, as well as the
personalization, simplification and fairness of response content when responding to social media
complaints. In addition, this paper also analyzes the impact of bystander psychology and bystander
effect on social media complaints and corporate responses. Finally, on this basis, we construct the
integrated framework model diagram of social media complaints, which systematically summarizes the
research status of social media complaints. It believes that future research should further improve the
concept definition, deepening the research of individual emotion, motivation and response strategy,
excavating the psychology of complainers and bystanders, and analyzing the positive effect of
complaints and the choice of complaint channels, in order to provide reference for future theoretical
research and practical application.
Key words: social media complaints; influencing factors; response strategy; bystander
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