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¥t 2 H 5 (social interaction) & F5#E 2 BN NS AN A N GHAR LR S HER Z (1]
T A B ARG & A A AR BRI A 2 381 1 Bl o B SR A AR U 47 sl AUt O i s
DA AT AR (R R, 2009) o2 B B B A 57 201 20 304E AR 1Y S [, s Rz
Mt SRR Z —  FEH R R B i AR th A5 B 8ie (R E Sne M2 & B ahigSF 21 H
AR 73 SIS A X 7 S S AT A F 545 A AN (AT T s A s 9 30 2 52
At 2 BB 87 5, RAESF5 10 B AR 2 3k A AR s YA 38 1) S B M R 2R CRMRCK
2015).

2B SIS 2 5, 2201205044, Horton FIWohl (1956 ) #2 H T it 4 5.5 (para-
social interaction, PSR, B & H8 AN W3l i A 10 32 AL IG5 2., 52 ANFEFE MR 15
B AR A S VR S A A AR TR AT BT 2R R 7T T A B8 7, TE B — Tl g 4
H4t2 H 3l (HortonF1Wohl, 1956 ) At 2 B 8RS A A F B Lt S B 5l HE A FEAESL T
P H #2474 (HortonAIWohl, 1956 ) , 1fif HLAER 2 B 8l B a3, 32 A TA SR N 4 1 St

ks B HA: 2019-11-25

EE£WMB: AR A AHF AL ® ERA (71771060) ; 7~ & 4 -E38 FHA20) 7 B A& %97 B (2015WCXTD007) ;
J" RINEINR K F AR AR H0 B (19GWCXXM-39)

PEZ & A4 (1966—), B, )" RIMEINT K3 W 5 B4z GRIRAEH, ydenghua@126.com) ;
BHWIT(1995—), %, ) RIMES T R ERFFRMAEAR AL,

il
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i (UL BARTE = )R 5 A B S AR B, X S e — Rt , AR A A s R I FE
B XFARRRE B2 AX, 52 AN ] L7 AR A 4 BB B WA N B i, XU Ak T B ] 34 38 20 72 1 (Hartmann
FGoldhoorn,2011) . BallantinefIMartin (2005 )t} #8 H} | Wt 25 H s FRIS BT R H A LA
FHE R W 22 180 0T i 2% A 0 B0 T DG 2R o BEE T T B AR A A AR T8 B 2 Y
iR, AT B TR e il PO T B W B ZE LR T IX AT B BOA T M o

REMEA SR T — & Wk HRIRAEAR L DX a2 B oy 32
B TR S AR (g ] V6 s LTS 46 R 2 B3, 208 T+ A A A
2 H B B2 (Yuksel fllLabrecque, 2016 ) o F5 52 I, 41 A B [ty 3R 5 278 R K T ol 28 1 1%
SR LRt S B — T AR S AACRTE 2 S 4 S AR A (DL R FR <SR A7) 1
WEAt & B St T 20035, AR AP AT AR SRR AT AS 32 2 (AT BR i, T4 2 4 7E W E
R AT DATTIR ZEAT A IEATE e iy s s 59— D 1T, A E A AR i T 2 S BRI
F2H F 5 2 WA T LA IR B i ] LR 1 A ks i 5 2 B g, o] RATEAE
ARG E BRI R(E B, T HAS8E STE e & 55, NI -5 AR A ) a6 I8
WFIE & B, A 3/ 5 B 538 K SR 22 IR AN A48 R AW 5 1 34
FE4H 3R] DUAR ok 22 00 W K 2 IR (Liu4s, 2019 ) 1 5 3 2 B (Hartmann#Goldhoorn,
2011) o LAFE 2500 FH N Br 56 8BS AL 23 e 3 BRIS R 1T Ak 2 sl 63 2% 5 25 11 5 i)

(Behm-Morawitz, 2013 ; Men#lITsai, 2016 ; Chung#ICho,2017 ), L K AR A # 51 J1 (Knoll %5,
2015; LeeflIWatkins, 2016 ) F17iH 2% 25 3 [7] Bt (Lee M Watkins , 2016 ; SokolovaFiKefi, 2020 )
PR 25 E Sl RE IR o B AR B8 5E TAE SR AT & B s o8 78— e FR T R A58
N 1 el s [ T ol 8 Nl S Bl O 2 e ) L W IR )| W DS B G = B3 SV AU
Sl 5 25 A0 R R A5 B 235 I R o PRI L, A A BB A SS IS B $E s ekt 2 B8l i kE 2
T BN E B R RE AR SIHILE o Ry , A S I W R f B AT 5 SCHR , TR AL S iR A L 25 B
BRI AR el st 2 B 8 5T SR R A 2 O R X R R 206 R UERE
T M B E Y R CUNTY 2% 35 A0 W S 2 SR A S R 1 L), 2825 AR S — )y T B e o ofe k2>
O EALE AR R MO BIE TR, 5 — 7 I R RENS A Al B N B A ORI P AR S A
TERE A A AP HE e S

= HREERREH ST

(— A H A AR AR B R o5

FEASHEAARSE R — 41 3T BRI B 0 R T, B VPR P A A0 slosc 5 AR A R
(KaplanfllHaenlein, 2010 ) o i i X 26 57 FHAR 7, FH P T LSCER 2R A8 B 8l (N gaids,
2015 ) o 4 A IR B ELAARTE 28 32 B 4k 58 4355 W ity (ANl Bl S0 L Viog 18 52 EL#E 55 ) , H
FA )RR B AR A X AR L EY A IR O A 2 AR R BB AR i A
PSR AR L8N S Sy SBL R LR R 7S I v e Y = S IS A e S S S N G
Amazon .eBay VT ) =i B 7 UL #5413 WA 3 (AN Facebook \ Twitter il 18 #1485 ) A H.
FRIBE, T 28 (CMARERAL ) W] DU A A AR 5 FE I R v 5l N B0 2T R AR
HEAT A I AR By, DT 2 4k 28 5 oK IR UE B R 2 E TAE ST 2 315 S BRI A
(YukselFlLabrecque,2016 ) . #E 32 BEA 7 19904F H B LUK , 283k T 2002—201 14F 1% 3 B A
W (Ngai%s,2015) , I 7E it JUAEE—28 & R o [E A E 32 A (Twitter \Facebook | Instagram
YouTube5 ) i) & S T A ], o = A1t . Viog 25 i) 2 M I AN | #E - A5 AR Ak e iy
PR AR, A A BRI K SR i AR At 3 A (b S0 B8 55 ) o 32, % LA 428

SNEZGFEEHE (FA2EFETH)



AN A e SO RN A2 Ry s AR (2R84 , 2014) o 24 FipA SR O MR Zh RE A

B ey B WA\ W] Meltwater & A4 19 {20194 38 AR TR 3R 45 ) L 75 , Twitter . Facebook .

Instagram = F1 5635 T AOUIRE, B980T 92810 B sl M AN RIESPE . (2019 7 [ o 26 A3 & T 5%
&) BN, B 20184F T, v [ W 25 U] P MUK 7. 2542, i BRI B 87.5% , o, Ji L
B P AR 6,484, F P B o R OB A9 11.4% , AR T RIESHA5 o B  F1ES Bl it
1) R R AR SE B T 25 1, B SO R, ARSI Ry 2 B3 BT X+ 22 Jr =X et 2
N A N

AR AR 435 BEE 6 S 1IHE (KaplanfllHaenlein, 2010 ) AE b AfT 14215
FREE A T A s A B A R s E Bl NS AR A R R
oA AR S ()38 A5 BRSSP A 2 AR At B (5 R R , AT BB PR, T LA [R]
I FH P S RIS 3, 4 0 P 2Z A i 25 TR B 2 (Gong 1L, 2017 ) o (2) )7 U E B 4158
AR S5 R R i B Bl i, RV T DA o B sl o 4, 24— 44 FH P AE AR 28 ™k (SNS) |
KATTIek HH AT B Vieght , R P oo DL 3 S R 02 TFR s MG 5 2 380 .

(3) N ASHBE AT SR N AT, JLT- I 2R 8 A+ 2, A S0 R

T T ELH Pk e S A BT 2 (Gilbert, 2019) o (4) AR PEAL S FEAZ BEAA S0 FH P
Az LM %5 (user generated content, UGC ), &> AN AR AT LU i SNSZM 5 A O B A:IE H#, #Er H

O AYFEAZ P2, Sk AS A A A AT W R A S AR ED 2 TS A B GRER SR 742 ,2017)

(5)JB/R 5tk o A A A S22 B S WA Ak e 3 (2R AR , 2014 ) , BT P st MY =Xid s
CUI A , PR FLSC R A A X S R AR AR i s, BT AT S e AR

(OEFE S BB PN i S 4

1. A2 B P i

Bl H AR AR 201k, 22 B A T A £ B 0 BRAR AN PR R TAE e AR A 3%
A AR A Y 22 8] (Ballantine fIMartin, 2005 ; Y0 4R AR F1 48,2013 ; Gong AL, 2017
Chung#ICho,2017) . BallantineFIMartin (2005 ) 1A R £& L e REIE B T 0900 55 2 40 24 F1% 40
SRR IAREE (U AR BT ) B AZ AR, T BRI & Ml R 224 L v A 53 R A, T W 3 R
W Z AEAE AL S B, PO AT Z AR B SR 2R L Rt AR 2 TG A A
1), T O A 3 300 A2 ) A o WK o S VD IR ASORIEL P (2013 ) R At b (1 4l K 5 gy
22 2 [AAFTE A 23 B3l TR O AT R A A AR AN IS5 [0 SR 22 PR R 0, 7 A
R (8 0L 1) L 3y, AE 2 AR i Tk 4 L sh 3 G , TR A L) L 3 AR SR AR /N, i EL A&
PIARIATES 22, K3 220 AR I TE SR A 1) B 55— 187 (Gong ML, 2017 ) o 41 38 B4R A AR 2C
IR TAL G AR (FZ AR A 5500 22149 B 5 BR300 1 ph L
S, R R 2 B B P A TEIN R & AEARSCH AT 2 B SRR AR i a4 s A ) 9
WEAGIBAE B TH I TR AL S AR A B rhoeh 4k S WA A P 80 [Ty, I 1l — b R FUL 1 1
S X B H AR AN R A SR ARSI e RN A B R
JF B GOARTT LA 5 Ak S IR AAR I 5 |31 2 3 T o 3 B IR 1 2 A TR AR A X AR
WIARERE I 7 i 0 A A A S S JE R R RN, S R A W Fe At s A I R A~ Nl
A B AT 2 B8 E R0 Y BT

2. MRt S EH B Y

KT WAL 2 B Bl 4 3 7], 7 [ 12 2 R0 v A T B R 22 2 P RO A (1) B4 00
A oRubin®§ (1985 )4 Horton FTWohl (1956 )44 i iy idt 23 B2 &, 1 IR T & T H 201/t
Fa AR AT 2 B B 2% 5 e RubinFlIMcHugh (1987 )i i # A& 1T A 1080 3%, B 5 412

AR AL 2 B 2D 5 B R R
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fdi ] . Perse MIRubin (1988 ) X JF & T — > 108U ik £ H 5 % . J5 K Hoerner (1999 )4
Rubin®: (1985) 1 & fIUERT 2 B B BT 0 BB 50 F AgvErh & B 3h i 36 X Se it o8 34
A S SR — A YR 2 IR R T AR S A B AR S AR A )
#E+E 2 B 5 (Dibbleds,2016) , 1Ml H 4117 X FAEAC AR 22 B B A DI 58 AT SR 7E A8 F X
L PA L2 (Labrecque,2014; Lee 1 Watkins , 2016;GongHILi, 2017;Chung f1Cho,2017 ) . (2) £ 4
WA, o Jo R e 2 R AL S BB Y 2 WS, T & T A N Y B R L, Auter A
Palmgreen(2000) 7% T —A & F AR5 BAAR A () vt 2 B sh &4, 6 3 A m] 6 A (o
TSR RN [R] R0 A o ff DR ) LY B8 7 DU 4 i . Schramm Al Hartmann (2008 ) fE i 2>
H AR 5T 32 AR BT 20 1 AP AR s BT Sk S g R A 230 T3 2 (para-social
processing ) , HAKBL I & T 1 1124844 il i viEp S B i Tad a2, P& 140l
U, Yuksel filLabrecque (2016 ) >R FHFLAR B IS A5 B4 A2 AR v it 2 B s A0 I BRI 7
R =AM A S BB  AE BE RS A AR5 B BRI T R D UL 2R R
FIELANC AL, AR Tl 2 38 o X A S AR A B AR T A, DA 2 B XV 9 3 s T B K
WAL 2 B Sl 17 SRR A 48 Ok A 55 TR A 8 PT AR I 9% 5 (R I 2, = A RS 1Y R
R R, I AR N R 2% 8 ELAT AR DL 48R 2 G, o P SRk B s s 2 At 25
HBAT A B R AR A5 B AR I 9 AT I S I A AR AT (PFE
KA )RR AT (AR T8 A7 Rl el A 45 ) o )4 Schramm AT Hartmann (2008 ) A &
YukselfilLabrecque (2016 )TN A ERE 2 B B mT LIAT Rl i I AT = AN 4EE (R R T g
BAE14D— B T e O A IERA T34 B 7 A Rt — 25 B0 0E , i ELAS R £
WAE TR 5 J5 3 W A Sk S W B B, e 2 AN 2 8K , 38 Hh 2 A LS 4 ] i R
KA

T F U 2 H SIS R RS R 2 AR, BT T E IR ROk B — R R
AR AR A AT AR A 2 B B IS Z T LAV F AR 238 R st S B 8l i
2 FRATINIE A S AR b i SO B R B 00 A WA 25 B Bh AR A6 T R, LR
OB 520G, 1 B 38 D UE U5 AR A4 T At 2 B 8y XA — e R 2L TR
A i F AR S5 A A N AT v 2 B Bl DR AR A R e — 8 A M (U 2L
SEAEAL WA b TR R T B P, 18 T LA 2 S SR S 4 h AR A ) SO R
B R G A R A G RS R 2R A R S L) R, R A A A
Be R st 2 B gl R HEIE ARSI A28 DI B 5 1) R A 20 S A A8 A 1y e
B Pt 110 PN 25300 R R B0 FEL N 2 ) LA Db SRR U o S T 2R M AL S PR
YAR A TRIFSE , AR SR AL R e — 4 B A

=, BEHSEIHRCENH RS HRBE

AR SO I P8 28 B SR N 5 A 2 SRR A T R B, 4025 W B T o 2 T B0 0 FEAIL 1 22
X E AL RE R SRSV E o I LI TR A st & B sh S B st & B SR E BB T 28 5
SR (RN TH 23R IR S, 38 32 B4 58 & FRAE (N4t 38 & 1937 F . 3
O BIFEIR , 3X = AN TRRAE 2 0 9% 5 a2 5 5l 2 S ) S5 R (K 2 AL 2 1 sl LA
T2 B AR W) B T 3 28 AU R RIS 2% 2 AL 2 e I, DT AR THI 3% 3 X A A 4 g ek
VLS ABR N v 23T 1, B 2% T B3 5 AR A B R 23 % &R (para-social relationship,
PSR) o 3XFf i 4k 45 56 R 2 48 B A il B 3 15 B4 N ) =2 [0 485 B 1) B8 O 5 K 1 N B 6 R
(Dibble&%,2016) . 5L G AR AT 25 B SRR, 4138 A SR IR N9 A 3R e 2 1y =X RN

SNEZGFEEHE (FA2EFETH)



FEFEHRA BTG, [, #h2xln 3 BOS HEA L 2 B8 DOl T B St 2 B sh iy — A E R I 2%
GNP R 2 E Sl AT A 2% X SR AN p k2l 7 8% T 2 iR AR
HEATHEAACE 1 A 4R L, SR A ST A i o 241 9 5 A i e o B sk
MERE 22 A, TH S I T A S AR AL 18 005 B (R IR 5 R, F Btk — PR A
WA R R ot RT3 ), DT85 B 5 R (LR B W I JR BT At R 11 805 LA™ A L[]
I, YA 22 O RONHE IR T A BE S F] RES2 BN A5 R ML R — B

| | RIS
| s | R R
R NP ! / HERR HEhE \ — 5t
L\ === L
HRERE X Mtk £ T3] PN N Jye—
IXX ______________ /-; o l oy
T R Vit — e | el
: e | L
LS EEEE ! wxmE| | smom

BERLR TR : ARYEAH I SCHRE B
E 1 ESE IR R E e

[F B, ARl A N B9 BT, AT A Ry, — 5 I, 4 2 B3l 3K Bl i At 25 O &R i P Bk
(Brown#iIBasil, 2010 ; ChungICho,2014 ) ; 53— J7 11 , JE A AL 2 ¢ R N it itk — 2P0
feHER 2 5 3 (Klimmt4¥, 2006 ; Hu, 2016 ) ; WAEIAME R, BARIK S (H 2 X FPIEIAER A&
FE[F—7KF PAEAESE R — R IE IR S B S AU st 23 0C R IR T, A4 it
2 HEA O IRHLE , HESh B B AR A

(— ) UEtt 22 B 2 H i PR AR

1. AR N PIFRAIE

SIS NBR E SR, AL T B S 7RI 2 RTEAR A ENGIE i R 2 b X
AR B TC IR A 31 (Knoll4%,2015) . KlimmtZ5 (2006 )IA A, BN AW 5 | F1 76
B YE AR HEAR N YT A S B A R i 2 G E R, YA AN I A K
I I8, et 2 B B AR MERE ST A AN 5| S AESNR IS 1 #1285 7 LA AT 55105 |
71 (Rubins, 1985 ; SchrammAlHartmann, 2008 ; Knoll4#, 2015 ; Lee flIlWatkins, 2016 ) . 24434
AR JE M Can R Ar 28 1k ) RIS sl B A 3 5 B4 T o CANES B N ) Bk o
A B SR B RRIE I, A TS0 28 B A A WS | ) TEAAR N 32
FAWE G , WA 2 BBk A5 2 S, TE TG Py 2 38 AR 9 4t
22 By, I E N B b AR A 25 B (Knoll45, 2015 ) Lee FllWatkins (2016 ) B SSUERF 57 45
R BRVIogWA 51 J1 (33251 1 AbENEE] 1) Xt & 5 3hA I g, {2
SokolovaFfllKefi(2020 ) FF5T $5 th AW 5| 1 AE & 75 B 8 BRI 2 3 X S8 N 1) X
DL AEAR N0 72 07, He4niz sh A Viog i AR — 5 2N H — a2 ZEEE 3 . MenFl Tsai (2016 )il i
2 LA BRI E S T E (CEO) M40 5 58 1 AT 55 W 5 | 07 02 3l 2 AR 55 W R 38 Bl 44 28 72
CEO) FEFIHL, X B A SIALER 5 CEORY % L FniR AN 1 EAEAH G .

AR AL 2 B 2D 5 B R R
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L K, A N PR S AT 25 Sl A T B (R 3 2 — o LR AR 5| 7 2RI B T3
B SR AP H S ShHL, 4 5EWE | e 2B O T RO TE 2 5 AR N B shiv 22 8L,

2. M EFRIE

T (0 50 L BRI LS A2 DO AT 2 B Bl T B MR rh R A A2 5 R 2
TR —FIE 2 TH 2B R T 545413 # M2 (Rubindé , 1985 ; Hwang #1Zhang , 2018 ) BE£F 5 AR A
YT et S5 ), i FoR IR AR T, A B S5 BRI 55 (Rubinds, 1985) 4t4s
NS R, AT 5 2 2] 5 AT A 2 AP 9520 (Bandura, 2009 ) o iR 8%
Sukhdial%§ (2002) (2, T8 — A ] RENASE 5 B FRIL S AHARF 09 ATA T (1 7= iy o — B2 3
2oL SN IE & B, T 2 S AR W 0 25 (R M X AL S BB A I R (Lee A
Watkins, 2016; SokolovafliKefi, 2020 ) , 2% B [] i P4 0T LASE 25 14 2 5 XA NS AT, ki
TE [ 52 M J1 B RN ft L ) 5 (Xiao %, 2018 )

3. #A V- B HHIE

KRS 3 1437 AL R I 328 P SRR UK Bl L 2 T B0 ) B BARRAE . Xiao %% (2018 )iz FH A
IS, M RT DL iz F A 2% 20 2R Ge X 2 AR A 0045 B T {5 A TR, 3L
o A ESCBARSE 54 S e U 2R AE [] 52 ) Y 9% 2 0T A ot KL ) A5 B L TREAL GR35
HLALT H VRS 25 A B FHAS FALER 1 A S0 T I 3% 8 WA 1 A rh 5 A 0 1) JBR N 58
(Labrecque, 2014 ), EEALTT H A (0 (ERp A T8 5155 ) ) B AR SRS TR L1 5 nT LA
W T AR R AR T | & 52 AR IE BUR (Bente flVorderer, 1997 ) A3 AR A 37 5 L& (545 A0
AL b i A0 ) AT A e IR X B AR 6 DA T B SR AL 23 I AR, E AnBILER AR R 7R (Lee AN
Nass, 2005 ) B o 8937 5 AR Y (JinFiPark , 2009 ) , AL APP A 483 ) e A 2
S A S S AT VA 2 B AT SR IR R LARD R LA 80N 45, AR N AN I8 Tk
NIRRT, T2 5 22t BTE LA AR TSR AR IR BT B R (AN 25 8 Rl Ak
)Rl T SRR AT R ) , o B A R, [ I S IR A 5 DR A A A
R B B AR o (ko SCRn BRI Ig . 2019) .

ZaR QRN MWD R W O R s I aa e8I B S ks 1 ) T e R AN U el
Bl X, R DU A3 2 38 1T L& 2% e A SR AR v, SoAb I 238 vT LI LR
PR %) TR) Bt A B e | B 28 o B A [l 5 b R | PN 25 R, B RE S T R T B =2 ) LT
W SR W 2 AR 2 5 S (REBE L 2015) LIV S T8 0 0], S shae e n T 2 s 5
T 4K (RN Z AR 2 B 8 R A 5 I8 TH v STH v — R e At
DX BLAR A L, 7 AR 2 NEABAEMG S = i BREE B A= S AR Sl 1 4L P

(ZOWErt 2 H B RO ELL ]

LEA T 224 B I R AT R S5 I S8 A rh ek 25 80 (4.0 BRI T AR
E DR 2 R IR K S w1 O 7B 7 8 R D ) | I (1S B 7

1. PEERRALHLH]

HEFE 23 50 F e — PR A I L 5 2 R ) L B THI 119 5 %5 G 22 (Horton FlWohl, 1956 ) . —
D5 T, AT 2 BB REAS 5 AT 2 8 XA AP U1 G, BEE BRI A HERS | 11 2 3 XA A
IR T FEASWIINIR , 3 2538 SR AL AT A A 90 0 455 4T AN ARk ( Brown AT Basil , 2010 ; Chung 1
Cho,2014) {2 RAF MRS C R BIE AL 75— 7T, RIFIIERE SR St kG| k£
FHERE 2 B 3l (Klimmta5, 2006 ; Hu, 2016 ) , 5 |2 1H 9% 5 %0 A N P4 39 04 9 500 G, (T 9%
HAEZ NS S Z T B B AR SRR ST, B A AR T LA ST B O 1SS i
RIS, W3 &34 ST B R AR NS e e RS U A A AR EA T B 8l AT

SNEZGFEEHE (FA2EFETH)



HAFR 22 1B BEFE R Ak 55 0y 22 2 TR 1R D6 22 IR N IR T 5 ) 2 M % 36 N AR AR T 3%
HINRREE TSN i ] LA A A O 57 R BN B 8 AT ok 32 SC O B4 5 4
PSR IS A, MR U R T A 5 H B BN ST AR 45 SR S 2 A 7o A R, Y
AR EUEEFNA T 7 158 DA AT FLA5: 1) 5 Ao 2 LRI PR 18 285 R, X P 5 SR 3k 25 B st ok iRy
SN AT 1 B 5 AR T R Y 4 (b 157, 2008 ) o He AN SRR AR A () B 3B AU | 280 8
Sl B LU S PR TR DAL M 2 AT BV SR IR 4 T B 2
PR 1 A (05U B WA I A, 26 0 TR DL, FEC I 23 SEAS BT i o SRR 7
AR R GRS RIS S SR B oW BB AILE A T S H B R R SR, i
AR A 38 (07 i o SR 23 B S 25 13 9 2 6 AR P ) K D3, (At A ] 4T
SRIBHEST KR L2306 2R AR O B 5 S AN AR AL PG, PR R AR S e R e e
R HETRIH e S AN B S R R, AT R, M & B B SR S 00 R Z A AR
T Al B2ER_E TR R X RS T S O AL B — A5 T

2. BCEE N T B A%

94 54 55 DA 2 RS iU, TR0 AR A Petty FlCacioppo (1986 )£ H ek 4 b 3 AT i 1
7 (elaboration likelihood model, ELM ), - A\Kim % (2017 ) ZEMF 58 8 sl b A8 A4 il FH 25 6 %
VYA ML st 4 A RS Bl b S A P A ELMAE S HE SR TP 32 21 &, R AL 2 B Bl FEAIL
T4 53— T U AN T 8642, B 2 H shwtidt 25 56 R AU I AN ST P 45 Bk A% . — 4502 LA
TP X AR AW A - FENA P B AE 5 55— FJE LA v it S ifsm gl
M S AR

H 4 Petty FllCacioppo (1984, 1986 ) - A UL A5 , ELMA FH 0 B A i BN NI R RS
SRR rp R L R 00 2 5 A i AR AR PR 28 A A5 B T R e A8 vp VR ELMFR R 2%
AR 1 fioh 2 O T B8 3 B AR B, U UL A5 A5 B4R Z2 00 5 A9 EIE o 1] 4, Cho (1999 ) i
ELM$R T2 5 M%) S sh i B T 7EELM A, Sl 2 LU A S sh LA
T AE I VE AR R 45 2 R BOE B A AR B, A T ELMA s (A2 T 4t o AT A, 24
HPRE YR E R SCF F ARSEA UL, T T 2R AR 2K I FA S RE 1, X R dy i A
KENGIRAE AR, AT N TEN 9% 5 5 AR AP 256 R 0T BORn el A8 v T 3% 4 SR L
W5 BN T AR e 1 3% 5 S5 AR A (it & 5 sk (RS FELM A A8 AR ) .
WAL 25 Bl g, T 3% A ) T e rh O A AT T 2 A5 1 B 22 A 4% T S -8
RN Z AR AR S, s SR ) B TR 2R 88 (A AT, LS B el A B ST AR VR AT
{2 B T 3EaE F (PanfliHanusch, 2011 ; JohnFl1De’ Villiers, 2020 ) , R #Eft 2= & I ik 28
FI R R STAGSERN ; 914 283 S AR A B iErt 25 B Sk SRR, il 2530k ih S i A%, B — s
YR B 55 a5 2% Rl % (BhattacherjeefllSanford , 2006 ) {4231 37/8 (Cyr%%, 2018 ) K i 5k,
A S AR NIRRT 250 2R 4R TRATT AT LA E— S R E A A R A S5 T 2 AL 2
H A SRR ol B AR R S AR S T AEAEAH R A L A2 I KRR

(Dt

HC AR A Ry T 9% 2 2 B I SR e A8 2 B A DA L AT ARG Al T oG B 45
(Petty fllCacioppo, 1986 ) . T 22 R W TE AR KRR BE b B 31 2% 5 XA 30 %) s o OG0
FREE T it AR NP B IR 8 70 & R ert 25 56 & bl 2 2 56 F 2 AV FH (VD RBURN J&] )
12,2013 ; Chung#1Cho,2017) ., H & E 7R (self-disclosure )54 [ fth A\ 375 55 ek (11> A\ AH s
MEAZ (ChungMCho,2017) . H IR FEE W K BERTREE , Hovb 7 B 48 BT o 2 1) A8, T
TR TR PR EUE B RV RE R R 2B B S, AR/ i A2 1 31 25 B A PR Ag A

AR AL 2 B 2D 5 B R R
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B A N o | B OC FR I AT, N AT Il Al AT i G 2 % G 3% B 10 TR 5 1 T B2 AR AE 3%
(ChungHICho,2017) , A1) T 237 [ ABA T35 85 4~ A M5 B i A (Collins M iller, 1994) 4138
AR B — A ERA R R SE E AR B R 095 BAE 3 AR A\ WAt sc it b o =210
H 207, 32 A5 B AT AT 4R ] 8 AR AT, B AL A O R EIL RIS DL 4% , 3
SEPRIZ AT B L T I 2 AR A 09 4775 (Yuksel FllLabrecque, 2016 ) FURG AN T-75 3K o
MarwickflIBoyd(2011) )} Chung M Cho (2017 )i i3 SEHERF ST IE B AL A A B B i) B T %
P BT R 83 1 BRI A 3 B8 R 2R, NI G SR sk ifest 250G &R o

WA NP B TR 3R 8 2 BT LA s XA 23 56 2 BT ORI, 1 7= A= F B s ), Hrf i) — A~
T R (5 BB S IR R A o B S2 1 (authenticity )R8 < EL 8% S b 2838 T f# A A+
A5 B G EIE MR D8R TR AAEE, B e 4t 38 S pg — 2 A 2 (Gilpindg,
2010) . Pronschinske&¥ (2012 )7EXT HRML 1z 51 AR FH Facebook M 5 | #7221 SR W& (R AHFFE v A B, 4
A WAL 5 (A LS X W 5 | RO B TR R Ry 22 B 2 30 385 ) o AR AR AT s 1 1
W, T 2B AR N 4 B LS 38 T, AT DAk 29 2 5 XA N 0 TR RAN e e, DT
(T 2 PR X AR A 04 ik (Hu, 2016) s Marwick FIBoyd (2011)IA A, A& A 74t g 1
& b HER A5 B RS — AR CFRA<FRATT) 53 th DS Rk gs i, SR A A 5
TH PR Z (AR FE B, 38 T 2% 5 X A A A (%) BN LS, DT A3 2 8 X AR P 1 i
(BallantinefIMartin, 2005 ) .

25 LA A S B B 2 0 R R A oL B AR TR T SR B XA A B
FRFEHR A B SR UG rh A VE R, M58 9 3 % AR A ) B TR 5 1At vl fig
T TR R R XA S O R A, N IR

(2)ih & pkAs

TSk AR NN R 1 B 8 R e — RS BE A el AR AN 2 T X AR AR B R 0 25 18 T
A TRz AR R] HAL R 2 Bk R T &K (Petty fllCacioppo, 1986 )  TEAT AT BEARSS fH 3 v, MERE
SRZRMIE SR T SR NIIA G E B A K, B 5 BRI ST 5A ¢, RA iR A e
1 FLE Y] . Cyr5 (2018 ) FE i FHEL MAS: 35 9 BB 1% I £ 138 i i) s i A 9 v, 4 23 11 4 Jak
(social presence ) A4 M Gk &A% o FH LA, T 9% 38 BN B 4t 2 I 7 BT REAE At & B 5))
PR 22 2 7 s e i A R R A VR A B 2 #6758 o At 23 e S B2 T 2 i i B B Rk
U NAFAE B FERE DL S 5 2 g7 N BRAC T 5 R B, B 2 —A N5 B IR EE Th 4t S48
HH B, SRR R FLIE 5 A Z N 28 i —# (Lombard fIDitton, 1997 ) o #HAS A A
TRt 2 B S AL T LA o], AT AT T B St 5 v feft FH g4k S B R AR 2R 4 B
3Jj (Behm-Morawitz, 2013 ), Kl b3 il T 1012 /8% . BoynsFlLoprieno (2013 )iz F B 30X EEHEIE
B RAE A AL SR 8 G BB S TE AL S B s b AR 2 0, AL EAEE v i B3l ] LA
PSR, A N AR

HRAE LAFE AR ST FRATTHEWT , ZE N G AR D, T SR B (AT G S B I LA X AL 2 G R
T RCRNIL L7 A a5, S PR A ] 230 P IR 2 A rh A4 o T 423 7% (approachability ) &
AT = NIBRAF A 0 5 T 2R, 0 OG0 RN B A 1] ) — B0 (Men A1
Tsai,2016) . AT HEVT VIR 7 B i 2 N ABROCR I — 20K . Men I Tsai (2016 ) A ZH 24 31
FAEETR Y, CEO S AR AR B BB LL A RIBAIB]ICEOF-Z i N AR E DL, X
1 RAT By T T AT ZH S5 A B G B o A S AR T LR U A S WA R IR A )
FNH T8 W H SR AL T A aG 7 5t , i 4 236 5 B A5 T 2% 2 B BN AR A T 30 1
PhViog Rl , B 1A N 28 - BRI 0 B A9 AR 1 , AR 192 32 LR S, D 006 Tl AR , AR
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VS I 2 M — Y 28 TR G, A AT P10 A1 75 SO Ak 0 30 R A0 1 5= 4 it R0 sF ) (2 i
2016),

25 L RATANTE WS 2 B SRRt 2 R R A R 1 2k A5 v, T 9 38 1 2 i 3 8%
FER APy T B PR UG A VE R, 28R4 2l 37 Bl v] BE3E a3 1 BT s vk R s oirt 45
KFR M, inEN TR

()RS H B S R R RE

EHRLRE (marketing effectiveness ) &4 iz FH 3 5 W ol 5 R F= Boks ok i 8 5 45 1
(Leung®¥,2015) o R AF 178 B AL BEBE N by K KA 25 L B Ak 2 8% 4 s i
TSR E B AL BE I R AL (Keh 35, 2006 ) o W SK 75 g R i Rt 11 RBLIE: 1 A T B2 19 75 A A RE R B, th
FEAC AE F R BRI B P18 UL 45 (Leung, 2015 ; Hwang f1Zhang , 2018)

ZENL AR 235 AR ST P I , Pt A BACE B S b 3l el 1 3 3 5 AR A (it 22 )
T RN A R WA AL 2 5 22 X6 8 B 3L RE AR 52 i) ( Djafarova fllRushworth,, 2017 ; Hwang fllZhang ,
2018 ) WAFAE IAE O EEIR S HLH

1. WERE 2 5 R VR AT {5 BEATAE 1E [0 520

fHUE AT (source credibility )& B¢ FRIFTE 24 MU H AR, Rl EMHGEREA
PRAI Ry = R 5515 B LS B AR BE (Gong ML, 2017 ) AZ VR AT 5 BE F WG>T4k BEF 1 Tl PR
AERE b M AR RN B S50 B A R 200 RN HE B 5 1T A5 TS A 215 TR AY Ik
52 A5 MIIE B (ChungMICho, 2017 ) . Gong HILi (2017 )BF5E A A {5 I5 AT 45 BEFE RS 22 Tl 44 N f e
TS 5 EHOERNEZ HE T VER . Chung FICho (2017 ) i SEIFRFFTIE WA 22 17138 3 1
FEE I RGO = BE SRR AT PRARIE SR T 24 N5 BT E R S s g lad 2 S AN
YB35 ST T AL S S R, T 2 I T A Rk vl S A B R R A S 5 Bl
KA R B (Colliander fDahlén, 2011 ) Rtk , FATTIA R fidt 259 R X R AT 5 BE A7 AE IR

AR o MR WFIEINR 38 80 B — 7= b — B s, AT Twitter (1932 2h GRS T35 B BE
B (Cunningham 1Bright, 2012) AR NPT 42 55 5 BT 52— 34, 25 5 Wt T 2 4 X i R
IE12 (Knoll45,2015) , ARz , RMEEAAR AP 515 2 4 AL 206 R RAT, WHARBHA AW 5
FE 5 10— BCPEARARR , 1 9% 35 X5 VR A 15 AT R2 Bt 23 B 1K - Gong AL (2017 ) UE W T #EAt 38 A4
R85 24 N— 7= it — B I M o PRI, A A5 i RBTE 5 1) — 50k P RB AR MR T 2 D R
E U8R 5 BE i g e IR VR

2. A VR T A X i R R A AR IE ) 52

A AT {5 FE (brand credibility )48 P2 AV 56 3R 5 19 B IR FIBE ) (Erdem ASwait, 2004)
Spry%5 (201 1)38 H = v {5 AR H AR AT BT LA RS 21 L, 5T 2% 5 0 i A 51T .
Klimmt45 (2006 )53 & B, R A (0 A RRIEAS S ELBE R MRS 2 3 A0 Sl RS BT (FJ g o v
2 H AR AT B O TP R L . Knoll %5 (2015 ) AU SEIEMF 5 45 2 2518 , Wt &= H 3 /Y
75 TR A A AR N S 53 9 R RS B =2 T e S 3 P AV RO R A B R A T R e B I
EE AR AR AR IR 5 RS A 0 3 oS A ) s Wi o A N 00 1) 0 9% 28 T2 o R 7
PR T SRR B SRR R, BRI T SRS A RS , DRI T B S AT REREA T S, B
8 JE RN T 11 RS B R R A o T AL A5 Y AT i B8 6T R T A5 A A I ) 52

3. bR AT BEX S B AR AT A IE [R5 M)

AR Y50 9% (a2 sl T DIJE SO B s AR A P A 2 R S 06 &R X b
SR LUERET 9% 8 AR A B5 AT, BT 7 3% 3 0 S R A (5 A, B84 i 2 28 (0 M S 2
JERIIE A VR o] UL, P SR A S BE T, B AL AR 4L T R 2R RTINS S A A R 4r
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ARG R MG R Rl i e 2 B S O s ALY o R IR BT A 5 1 2 Y
Y2 EL SRR Sy A Al BTy R B AN (BTG R (EL o B0, AR A ol s AR A
27 fh, T B BRI T A A B T S, S A A AR At 75 2 T e A
B E), S T 5T S B 2 0GR I S AT B D 15 A, ot R R G
FEARAT, IR AE T LS g i R ) SRR o, PR RS 0 A5 B AR BB, IS i 9
F189 0 K T JE AN IE 1T 1A% (Chung MICho , 2014) o 115 ., T4 21 2 AT LA i 4 A S 42 E A S5
B, IWTTRAL TSRy 406 1 W SRR I ], (2 E 1 3T B A 38 o 1 T X AR A ) 52
£, T AL A O 2 W S IHERR (97 i 5t R, 2 M IR S AR AT IE 1fT 11 A%
1, A S A S

M., EfHBETHAEAREE

HEFE 22 B Zh A F Horton FTWohl (1956 ) i Uk 2 Hi Lok, E AR AR FIME RS Sk rp A5 21 T1R
U (R ST. o EAT 23 B Bl WIBE SRR N R AR =2 ] AL < T o) 1T 14 . By o BB AR AR 2 Fh
R P AR AR NP ml LIS TURD S AL, = 4e A 3 5 sk 44 N o fE B 8
(e A 5 RSB0 B i, AW iiT A B T IAUE Oz A A n &, T
W HAE AT — 2015355 (Ballantine FiMartin , 2005 ) o [ #ikE £ B S S48 H LUK A 21658
PRI T — B B R R R B KOG R B K E R T At S B R a8
R N (Giles , 2002 ;s Kimmt&5 , 2006 ) o T 864F  EF T UG IR AT 2 E S AT N 28, B
st = H s MfE S C R 2 E 2 R (Klimmt4E, 2006 ; Schramm Al Hartmann, 2008 ;
HartmannF1Goldhoorn, 2011 ) , #EfH 23 5¢ & %4 (para-social relationship breakup ) (Cohen,
2004 ) 5 A[RIZERA W) 1 ERE 23 H 5l (Schramm AT Wirth, 2010) 548 32 0G0 A9 N AR 2 1
31 (DibblefIRosaen, 2011 ) A SCHEAR T iR BN FIE , 3890 T HEA S B3 el 52 ) 44 22 1
AP IS ST R o il A AR PR AT A AR T A S S B O BN AT R S B SR 7
H SR N Z ] ) — B A 2 Bl AR N RAE 1 9 8 R A 38 7 5 R AT 235
HEAE 230 B0 At 2 Bl i DA 2 3 XA N ) A 3R 3R R AR A £ SR v B AR LAY
B SR £ S 25 AR, 7R AR At 22 AR T A il AR 5 18 9 2 D B
— RS A B OC R AT 2 O FR XA 22 0 R NS RO R IR BlvErt & B 8l B — 35
TGRSR AL A OB, 4 2% 2 S AR 0 Rt 2 o RIBE T, 20T % 38 B S Re A ik
LT PRS0 3K — WD AR F R A SO B NS DUk 38 T 0t , FRATHE th DUT B85 R s AT
I,

(—)EHBR

1. VR IE MR AT IR Ny i TS 13

NSO IR A A A WA 2 BB 1.3 |, 5 A5 5L AT RLSE o0 R A A8 AR i A
B, AL I TR SRR IS A AR S AR A R S A S BRI IR T LA
PGNP A AL G2 8 51, AT DUZAT AN AR A <5 AER 225 TR AR A ) 4 A
TRIE 52 5 i RLAE (7 2 75— 3, 1E T A AT S AR 5 RS T 2% & A AE AT 2 B8, AT 5 | A2 1E
AT ) RS B S Y AR N TE 52 5 5 R 42— 300, T 2 B B 45 5 0 i % i (Kno 1155,
2015), PRI TG 2225 JE AR AW T G2 6 5 b L/ ™= i PR D BC B A0, Ak i vl DL B 4785 5%
Ak AL S AR A4 N Andt 22 B CEO (Men I Tsai, 2016) o 4l 45 1 55 2 356 R AT BAA A, R
HE. B AW AL RICEORR T & AT B/ A AR B, 38 AT LA HEAbAT T S /i (R EUAI A Tl
SR DL S e AR o Al 800 A 322 LA A RO B A T, AR Rl A 3B

SNEZGFEEHE (FA2EFETH)



BEE G T, IS S 284t DR B3 Z [A) Y B 2y (Men I Tsai, 2016 ) o Al 38 3 15 775 1 1Y
AR Ny A it A B (i S A 4 NS AEHICEO ), BEASHZ AT 2% 2% i R A DA RS B

2. MU AR e A 23 5 AR A S T B T8 AR RE

ARSCN A i B SN B B R AN B9 B T 8 TR g, HOOH AR ) ) EC SR AT 2
T PEIRURR R | 7 2% OB 5 S AR Y A 2 0GR R, S RAA W T TR
JEA5 BRI R A O XAt S AR T RSO 55 T S et S B8l AN
WITE SR IRIZ AR B R AT BN A B LSS ATRL, B N AT R I o —BOR UL, AN

YIS NTES AT 5 S, 18 2% 38 B 32 ) B S A AT 42230 P4 7K F- B 55 ( Ballantine flIMartin,

2005) AR N IAEDEAT i R AL I, R 3RE G L b i RS A 2 o B AR N A TP S R T 9%
R, AR A B 5 A /G O R O iR Bl AT AR B A 20 oAb AR
NP N2 B AT A AR B S e A 3 i 2 it s i ek, DO Bl i 2 B AR AL ik
HEFE S oG R T, R PR T E Ak e

(ZOARARMFT SRR

L ARG St S E SRR

AT, 3 38 4 A A2 B Bl R R Rubin5 A (1985) I & AY 208135 1 3 LA K Perse Al
Rubin (1988 ) JF % At 100 5 3¢ | J & 5 FH o VAT 2 . S 3 B ) 2 PR I LAk 5 fL AR
4% o D3 I BN S ke B i o I 3 2 LA A A €8 (RS AR (L s IBOE ) 1Y ELB))
(Dibble%,2016 ) .Hartmannf1Goldhoorn (2011 )JF & T 6/ EPSIH % , F A A2 FH 1 Ad it
S HBVRYS , HAT BT A5 BE RN o A A2 B TN IR YR AN [ A A AR A e T R AR N ) 1
S N ARE R, 2B ATE N 4% X At S B e R 5 S R E R, IR
R, i 5 A 2 1 PR Ak B R T A5

2. F AT AFE AR A AT S A A T A S )

J T AT AR AT AT AR T S A AT AL S B, T B AL A AR A A 2
HHTETERZIA, LA 52T DU A TR AR R B 4o, i H 5 8RS T8 I E A
J B ST AR AR 2 B 5y, TR S TR A AR A 23 B3l 2 T3 11 55 v b B o
oD B BRE  ViegRARARE T At AC B F 245 A7 Re 60, 036 Ay 1 71 I S 1 e Bt )
559, Bl AR Rl e, Vieg B85 S BRI, ANCEL T AN ] R AU AS AR 1) B B R 22 57, 18
BLRR R A N AE OS] AN R At SRR AN R R 0, ZE AT S AT 5 0P 22
H B 05 B N 2 SRR E A S AT 5 R AL, AROR IR T B 22 1 SR 5 S A s A
-G anfarfE B 2 MR S E

3. IE AR e AT 2 B B A 2 OC R AR R

BIRASCREE TR AN JH 95 A3 = T RS A, A7 —E )R
PR, AT A R R AR 22, IF38 i SRR SR i —20 T i S PR R e 2 i v 25 . gl sl b
A2 H B N, CohenMITyler(2016) FRIFFY s , UNSRE S AN B SR A 0+ 353
AN NHEDE (T2 B PR B LA ) , R A0 B Pt S PR AT, B B TRl 2388, oA 2>
H A o R, AR NP nT Az 5 BT (PR B S RE , R A JC S NS, R A
ER K A AR BRI Ry 22 TR0 ok AR A 08 EL S S LE LAHEWT AT ISR R, AR gt
TR NPk B2 0 TR S LR T B 5y, 762k A8 (e-WOM) i 2352 A R 2 1 (BoermanaF:
2017) , (HA WFFEN R B A 32 3038 26 i b Sh AL o] ARG iR 22 (54T (Luds, 2014) , B, diE
PR 25 (T RS0l mT BE S e A 25 50 5y, B, Sl S o 9 1 S R AR (5 L 2 4
BFER AT RERZ M AT 2 BB FIERE 06 2

AR AL 2 B 2D 5 B R R
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4. WFFEAE 23l 7 B [T el 4 o %o} 2 (i) i 7 Jofn B TR 7 B ko

FESHTART ST, K280 Bl A G B i e 5 s 2 N BT E
AL, X3 (Bl 3780 B 316 B4R D (Behm-Morawitz, 2013 ) o Il 388 A A J& A
TE RIS A0 BRI E IR R (Schraderfl1Bastiaens, 2012 ) .Behm-Morawitz(2013 ) A
FA BRI S 800l 23 Tl 3 8% At 2 I 78R B FRIG 8% AR SOA AT A AR T, 2
THPE SR N YT A S E BN, I 9 38 ] Be S UTR B A A 1 g 25 ) rh (23 (A 3%
JB) BB EA AN B (A2 i) E 2= AR AR AUR (ARG R, Aok
PIRIFFE AT LA Ak S A G ] S BRI 9% 28 1) 223 TR I 37 8 A 3R 8% 1 7 B AN [ 4 1 S
V] 532 M 91 B B RTINS

5. FHRA AR A ERE 23 00 R 5

HEAT 2 ¢ R R T8 8 5 AT = 0 A AR 0 i A 25 O R 45 5 (Cohen, 2004 ) .
Hu (2016 )1A R S5 4 i 451 25 | o0 020 R ARp 282 10 2 Ml el 450 2% 28 X A 4 4947 R 7 A 40
BB ANk BT 9 R RS T 2 S X W= A IR T AL 2 2 T 24
PR W3 T X SE I BRI (5 an LI ), 3 3% 8 AT & B Bh R I S AR, L & P AR e v B
TR SO0 R R SR Bl T BUEAE & R A 2L . Cohen (2004 )3l i SEUEMFSY & B, AT 250 FR ik
FE SR 22 6 R B IEAROC T 288 SR AW ¢ R BRI, ZE AR 90 I st
2K AR R (Hu, 2016) o AN i 3 R4 AC RIS AR LA 4 AR A 20 3
2SRRI, 2R O R SR AR AP a2 i AR AR A R 4558 (Hu, 2016 ),
U, ARG T LA 24T A R & T80t S O R A AR 30 AR mT ARG I slsi /b
MR 230 R WAL A TH A )

FESE M
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Para-social Interaction in Social Media and
Its Marketing Effectiveness

Yuan Denghua, Gao Lidan
(School of Business, Guangdong University of Foreign Studies, Guangzhou 510420, China )

Summary: The rapid development of social media(such as live streaming, short videos, Vlogs,
etc. Jhas attracted scholars’ attention to the theory of para-social interaction. Different from traditional
media, social media provides new research ideas and content for exploring this kind of interaction
between social media personae and consumers due to its characteristics of instant communication,
interactivity, novelty of content, media personalization and social media scenario.

Through literature reviews, this paper summarizes the psychological mechanism of para-social
interaction in social media. Para-social interaction is distinguished from real social interaction by how it
is influenced by social media. Media personae’s characteristics, consumers’ characteristics, and social
platform characteristics, all of which are the main influencing factors of consumers’ para-social
interaction engagement. According to the Elaboration Likelihood Model (ELM ), para-social interaction
can stimulate consumers’ cognition of media personae’s self-disclosure and their perceived social
presence through the central route and the peripheral route respectively, so as to improve the authenticity
and accessibility of media personae perceived by consumers, and ultimately affect the para-social
relationship between consumers and media personae. According to Skinner’s theory of reinforcement
and previous studies, this paper also demonstrates that para-social interaction and para-social
relationship will be continuously strengthened each other in a circular way, where para-social interaction
drives the formation of para-social relationships, which will in turn motivate more para-social
interaction. With each cycle of reinforcement between PSI and PSR, the para-social relationship
between consumers and media personae rises to a higher level, presenting a spiral-upgrading state. Last
but not least, when consumers and media personae establish the para-social relationship through para-
social interaction, consumers tend to believe in media personas(source credibility ), and further believe
in the brands recommended by media personae(brand credibility ), resulting in more marketing
effectiveness (purchase intention and positive word-of-mouth ). Meanwhile, the influence of para-social
relationships on source credibility may be moderated by the congruence between media personae and
brands.

In a word, both cyclic reinforcement mechanism and dual processing routes constitute the
psychological mechanism of para-social interaction, which ultimately promotes more marketing
effectiveness. Finally, this paper puts forward the marketing strategies to enterprises and the directions
for future research.

This paper makes two main contributions: On the one hand, it makes theoretical contributions
through exploring the psychological mechanism of para-social interaction; on the other hand, it provides
guidance for enterprises to effectively use social media, select and manage media personae, and promote
enterprises to generate economic benefits.

Key words: social media; para-social interaction; psychological mechanism; marketing

effectiveness
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