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# E NEORECLEIEREREVPERN—NEEFE. HENSOEERATREREZUN
EMTREEAEERAAENELRAERLEELAERM, AMHSEGBNENTFEEMRARNR
Mg OBERHHRRRL . BF . FEAUEE=MARHEGME OB, B8 H 4 B2
NEEBRE. AXRH T PIRER, e RNMENBNENEZEENMTERAFMNEDEHE. . ZEH
BEMRERELS. #—85,.BIMBTT LR, UEREFHIFRRIERREBMFROFRBIE. X
RERER, 5QF HAMMEOEMHL, BERFFFEBINMNEOBRUREJUF-FER
WML OB R ERENE. AWM. 52+ ERANNEOBRMAL . BEBF+HEFETR
RN E OB RERNRHEAEELE. SEREREEFENFEAOB. XA - RBEAE
FHRE. X—2RAN#—SNENFEENATRAREMENBROEWN, ERATEMEEXHFE.

X8 MEOE . BNMETE SRR ERBYHREK

hESES F274,F49

1 8IE

B & H 5 W 59 2 e A AR B 2GR , B 48 O 78 (Electronic Word-of-Mouth,e WOM) ¥ 3 % & , &%
LR RPELE JERE SIFRNY EE RS ARG LR TSN L RRMITRW A,
RAXFERBERY. S, MEOBREZLRAIZWHREVWDRREN—NEERE. 54L5K
EONER RES) PR AENASAL, HREEELINEOBREEED, BRI Neilse 917
WAL, N ZIHHE NN MNERE—TF =G RRFE . SN EEFHXN I BE XM
FIFEERRE; 6XNHMZHEANINE DBSERMITNBYRE. Froster Hiit,H| 2014 F£ R4
50N MBREFEKRESZREMEOBBEN.

BFRFEELMEIBRABRET T - TAABREENREELSE., FHEEME LR Mg
AREFURENFERBID, A 1~5 BEITH 1 RARE,S RARE)  BAETAHE, R
XTFMEOBHFRALEPFHREFLCY. BTFREFSI T THA ABELIENEETNN
BBRAETME LHATXFERANTR . APATUA—-EKENXFRREECHMA, ZHR
FEAMOEE. REXTFRAOBOHREERE T XERERITRSY., R, —BRBFNEHRT
H—SEBTRNESERR, AFAP ZREEBERXWITE B, mE RS XEEREE

» RETE. BRARBEESE EHE (71371005) . BR ARF £ E4 F4IRE (71001038,71101053) ¢
BEEE. N, ERE T KEWEE, @, HIF, E-mail: xuanliu@ecust. edu. cn,
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KE M4 O, MIFHREIET Ha%E NPT RNE"Y,

MR 215 3% B8 18 (Social Presence Theory) Fl i/ £ & B8 (Media Richness Theory)™ %), A #
FRRMEE, FRHMARAET  FAT - MREBEHHEBEGR, URKKEENENFER
B. BNEXTEHHIERR EEENENMTUEEEFEFENRR . FHBRES HBREZWE
BHENARESE HELGBRARFTENELE. AMIEFRYAMAN EMETNMEOBRENS, B
BREFFWNPR. AWM, X—HUNRESEMETIEF RO, JOH 2% T 0 R F X
FRME OB, dTHARBRE, ERGULRT ZRA BHEAREREEMB TR SFHTRE
HRAR L B[R] B

BE B—F B B ARG 2805 &5 BV BRIER P 2 AT E 2%, & R R W RE MR, B
%M%DM}W&EF;&E?&EE SHRMYEREHTREEEN . SEAZZIANLOBRIER., &
FER s (KA S PERD B — R B R M P 4% OB &, RS NE RPN FRER -4, B
W, A LA TER S M RE G AT R AEREOEANRN FERESERE WY RENEM,

BRMEOBCARSI TREERAERAFEMNMECER LMT REMR  BEXEHRAKREE
FEMSOBNANEGIER. . SE BB BHES) .22 H G LE TEE. RIS HLE) Ml
GE5EENER.ZEYARSEER L, MAXEMRLEREERETALGELEMNNE N TE
# (Dual Process Theory)['%1 | 4 B # £ ( Attribution Theory)U 41 1k H15F K 2 18 (Cognitive Fit
Theory)"'* #14 Hi{f . (Negativity Bias)U®¥) | $RBATH A, B i B BA WA-TF 92 WAL 2l 35 R A
NEBURNAFETRRE OB MEBYREHEm, Bik, AXANEX L3, AR M %E 0"
T R E MR R T HAA.

2 MG

2.1 W% O#EARmETEsR

Mg OBNENE,ELEFEMT RENPR., XEHRRBALUSAFKRE. THERH
BHRANABRAFEDS . AR RO TEFT B0 R 4% O 5 40 8w T 3% 2 WK i 2 2 (7= R 4
) X BT 5T B AR M STUBUAY 2% W8 T AR 088 I PRI8 B9 2030 , SR B 55 M 4 RS 72 4 B 1
Fugte i AN ANBWKHETE K M % O BEE N ARMEE R, IHERXEMNEBRE
Z IR BB 5 I T R A B E B I R SEAT RO AT AN ENE OB RN FERE
Xt S Yo R R, BT R BN ABRKS M & OB msRETER. PABKR
FREOBERKTR, TEEF=A7HE: FRAFERKEZW . ZXERRNERMELERR
I m.

TFEAERRWEMAFENAFE: WAaMRBmS SRR IHEEN R ETS PR RN
wats DL R BHE R R A0 ST A RN R RN AN EA SR EAEFEMARER
R MAMEFAAENHEERNINE, AEMNEOBEA LERMNSEOMERMNER U, 25
I X — B4 I3 B F 9 T R L (Negativity Bias)P™ . {BHBHEMRE — KO8, RERANGET
EmAZAERSEE. AR PHERRS THE BN TRE, BTA PR BHEA 8 TR R
HMERBGAERES ., W BF - BE2EHR T IFRERNEN ., KESTRABEH, SHERE
KRB 50 TR P RN, Hik Berger F AN “EMEABREFHEE, R
EEREBHNEOR, EEAEORNSENMA. MSHERHERNOES, BN EGH ML OBET
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THERHARLE., B, —SHEEWRTHERENNEOBKNEN. BLNARFIEAERFEREA
7 RN XA ERESE ., REEAMNEEEHSHREEERNENTEEPH ERKRE
(FRER), ERNBLRESILAP RBERMTREERE,

EXRERENEWMFIBEQEFANTE: FREVEENEWMABENER. FRENFERRE
HRERENEAWRAEBRENRN, MEMEBAGHAFTR, EMEOBMNIFET . ATFER
MEREMEZXREERAHA BAMEREMNEOBRNEEERTEENAREE) . R, EMED
BEAT . ABOIHABEAEAFEAEENMNEOBRNRRAFEEREWRSY, ARERERTA
T A EBEEREERWEHSN., YHEEREERRNEEAZEI=RER . HSXBHERE
maE,AMEAESRAGELE. HR . OURBEBERESREFEEAZAIRMARRN, & HEE
ERENSVE RN, B ERERHE AN,

BREAENERIEQERNFTE: S5 A%LER, REXEMTEE, LES LB
PRGN, BEEFEEL FBERABEER . EMEOIBNHRS, AP NS 530 MmELa
HEBNEEMNATEZER . WHYRENERENBHREHBEEW. 25FEMARAHED
MRERESHHEXESEREEE. WANREN . BES SV, B RE K AR E Q=K
fER R B ME OBEERER ., XM 5NEER AN EEEEL EBRAGREAR
BT RHITEBLE; Y MENSSSIVLBARE , M f] M m F 725 B AL 3 A9 3 72 o 4K
SERER. BRERENIRRS - NEENATEZE. BN ERETHPERLEMEA: AP
BERABEAKFEHHRN EBMEOBRBLERES: AP EERREEK T, A BME O BRT
BRI aED,

AEHE T PE O BERATR  BER LBEA-BREELEELWERTHT, FEWELE
Rl 2 UE il T3 (AN Elaboration Likelihood Model #1 Heuristic-Systematic Model)[®:17:23:27:31:821 s
A — BB ST T UF B R A S R T SRR D S B E . AT
BRERRA EE UENFEEERRXT W4 08 6 &% m R I .

2.2 AREBARERXHEZHFT AN

HREEEIRELXFEERBHACHWYRE. HBELEMNE LT LB MBI 6 R4 O 8 M E
KRETUASIN=R. HFW. FENAREN. AETERIIEZERAX=ZEAFAENNEFEENERET
yolii3: AN

HABAHRNNEREURMERE N A THAEARWHE, A FRANEEETEE
BARFXERFH, BIXSEFBREREXFBRR . FTEELEAYUERNT I BRUFERRIE,
BEEEBEFAXLERMERETHEHHNAREL., EAN—IHELETHERANFTERRR
RI4% O sHEP BRAAE SNBSS, IREZIA. AP RBRATERANME OB LB FERNGME
OMEmMEH. '

XTFFBEMARBRANGEAMERENER . FERKEWR. B FHESFNSERRE RN EER
MERAEEMREEEREEEAEN =R AMAER. FRMNERTERASSERF.BEAT
WHABURLEARRE L EEURGERBDY . X SR RER, SREBE BT HHE,
AT EER ) ESEEMRES, HAERZICEAB A K &5, Kisielius f1 Sternthal ¥
N XEENAERAF ARBRANEETURMECIZPEZNEHUERNEEER, AT EREHE
BRAOEIZTERZURERE . BF —BEEWR T AREBHKE B RR WM P 8 1E =N
MW R E . BN, Sojka Al Giese™ AR AR R ANTEMN N EEMN TARFTEGELE MAES



34 ERASAYR FEUB

HREENMEAEME FABEMAEE . Lin H1 Huang™ % TR 1 69 B E T DS A 696 i F
W, EEMEANGTR. B2, FRATFEZHRBUEAREEN —EL-EERONE. A,
Kisielius #l Sternthal®? (MBI R M, 5 RA XABR W/ HHE, AR BESTHARRER TN
EERLBRASNAERR. —H4 L CD KRR, SREXANE FHL, FHERG
FRPFAR — IR =B A M L R,

B AT A A SRR NS BB MBS P A R B0 B W W 1 AR
XETHAMS O EAGEW. (U8 — A FIoT IR T RS BB AR R 0 R 4 O ROt 2 2%
HHEWEY HRX - REE T ME O BAEREEROA ENER, FEREBRELH
REBEMAARBEAREEL, TAGRASRAREMA DR, AFEUBEMEEERE
B, BFRBT BRI S HOR F A R4 O BRI B R G R AR 1 B A R, A
T X — B P2 ik

3 WRELIHRBE
AXRBPYFREHOE 1 Fin, HPEEERNEOBNENFEFETEF = MRREEVEEE

K REBEFHBD FEREFHFFEHBDABCEELTETRAE R/ . BEBERERY2
M4 (Perceived Diagnosticity) . 2 %t i & BF (System Satisfaction) Ik % {5 > (Decision Confidence).,

Wk ORIRA FERE EAIHT
& HF
q:: WiaE ~J| REWEE
: BFEHEIEHIR BEELD
1 R

BEAEEEHC I RENNRENEFAEEHEEGRNES, SHAKHREBAMYN, X5
REHFWERNEBEARENFE LR, BECEETEERARN EAHEEREE-ITEAZER
EEEME™, AAE - REABEEERABTHES. Trevino EAMIUNERENEET
F£HE (ich) BRRH (lean) B TFHAFEELHEES, #E.TUFEHT@A*TYE%EQE

(1) 7 BJ[EI48BE A1 (the availability of instant feedback);

(2) {615 & H k& (transmit multiple cues) ;

(3) {8 B R1E 5 (use of natural language,rather than numbers) , 7] F k{5 8 Z b4t ;

(4) BN AL B (the personality focus of the medium),

B T P48 H A B b B — B R AR A& (mass communication) , ] 4% O 38 — i A B 4 <7 B [ 45t 88
L WARSEH MERCE#TEN, AEARBANE BN ENFEFRITEALERLERRANEH
HRABSAFHREKRE Y. BEENMEEENEL “BF"BANME OB N EEANENEE
B, BN RBERRFEE - AREATENER UWARBHEAARES;: “BF+FEBRIANMNED
BN PENENFEEE AN TUERERFASE MEBGRATUERARET: “BHF+FIE+
ME"HANMEOBRNNESHESAEEE RTULUERARZ. SEGRMERABRET YN, B
AUFEERER. .

BAEEEHISIAN, N AELEE B NS 3Z BB (equivocality) 5 R # & ¥ (uncertainty)
HABREEW, AMREHEMEET I, RPEEERERSRERERFHTTH(ERERRE
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MBERERARFRL , ARERRBEENTEFE LNREFPFRERAETFHEFREME
WEFBANFEERFEXEM ., ik, A\fTENARKNGEEAZABEER, A TRIARERES
B, 2REEN FIRBHFEER RGBS HIFEE S SBE I RENIKE.

A4 T 246 Y o R4 AR A 7E W SE AT R RE I 6 FRAICR AT R . IR 2T @ R 5 1R R KT A A X G
BEE 5 e AR AR AT AT > A A OR . AW EREARHEERANTEN, LB KEER
BARAEER AEMRERE. X FERRIEHE S CNERIERE) & T X578 & 5 BR800 2 W 5K
BA AP, B P R SE R RN ABR . TR RARR A, AP ERE
BRAFANRAFTEEZHREAMEZOBR, TREACHELEMUNEREEL. AP EKBMED
EHAT YRR, R E SRR AR EENRE. B TERNENFTERETUABE LK
KRIFERNARET AT P4 00 R 258 M ICE 2 818 15 B BRI AR 88 52 1, R G 38 fin &
R B P E S AR K S YRR

BFHAMME O REBEREARN T (valence) 5B, B R BERE RETHRARMN 4, W
FETREA 4. BARFHOMEOBBT UL @R HER NLHR RFEE DR
EES) BREXEHTHEAERK. MEAFKAFETRIANMAHBEREEERSHIHMITES.
B, 3 TR R 2 v o » AUER AL AT R X 0 O 48 O R, T B R O RO B B D7 = IR A R B AR
BERMAR . Al HRAREEGEE - MRENITFL. RTREENAERRENAE, 0F
AR RAERIRIA OO (HRX —F B Bl & 8, B I 2 B 2 Xt PR3 50 40 0 T fe S 001
(HRRREMBRENFANEBRREAFE . R, HEEKETENFKRBHE. TETHER
FHBENGE EREFH RN NS O BRA R 43 BRIP4, 15 8 2 S G
ERBERARBHEBRRTRRI . Bk, B N0 P4 O 88 % BR A 1 253 & W Y s
BRI A e .

FEBRANMEOBRTUEHARES HRENFRAXERBERENNE. Bk, HHFH
AMBERAMOME OE - EEAN, ANERTEMEELELRNEFARBESTHRIHFAR
ALAT B SIE O 58 B 07 16 (R AT 20, B AT LUAE DB B4 (B H 40 . Bk, SHEFHRAR ML N
WM, “PF+ BRGNS OB LIERE SR SRR E.

JEN L BT R PP IR0 B 2 T I 06 48 45 1 £ B A0 B B T LA o D SR K i O R BT, R MR IR
LWEAGERBRER T MG DB ERERDRKNA . RERBEERRAAXNEARRRE
RERFE-REFHHEBE AR AEREEAREEREI T —A P4 05 D 3 % 52 206 9
BRESMBERE. RFMEORA P BA IS 55 R MR R, HI R REOAEROFHE
PRI T W4 Ot YR SRAE S R . AREE B AT, RO 5“BF X M4 D aAE L,
“BWETFEBRANMEOBRTUERESHERERIREE, BLAP SN BF+FIE®
KWMEOBREREAR MRGETUAF+FE"BANMEOBRRAERE, ANRAT “UF+
BEEANGOBRNAFSAERRRER L. Bk, ®/I1H:

Hi. X TFHRRBREFHBORE, 5BF" RGN L OEHEL, BHEF+FREANRE D
HERRHA,I:

(a) BAEZWIHE: (b)) REWEE; (© 9&%1"‘@

EEMUERARFHBEENLBEREF R, REWKBE R (dual-coding theory) ™ f1 %
4k 2% 3 B (multimedia learning theory)™ , INAIEHN R FEFREFUAR FRELREANS
%e FETREAAETFRERAMALBAXARRANTRE AFAEATARANEE, X—8

Wk R, A 7E AL 38 IE T R B 1 78 o A L B B A R 8 (B DUE B 1R %) » il B 7 — X B B[]
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REELHNGEEREERBUMNERENRR . MARALSEERMELFEMAR FREHTL
At A SRR B B R ISR (B 2 3hin TEBDDY . WRBEEMBEEEIHSHRMBERTH
HATEXAFE L ERREE BT MR #¥ IR,

FATBFETFETAE RGN EOE, 5YF TR BN NS O BEAMAELL, T DME3EE
ZHAREMERE  NTITFATADRNE R, A — SRS ERRARRIALLBERENE
BERGHAER REEEMNRS . FREFBLBENKZOBELE. ARURLBFENEEXRY
B/ 100MB i K FARRBEXFHEE. ANUERETLESHA TR TE: ZHEL
A s E R, BB 2 B O R SO L, T A A P e MR S A
— RGN BITAENS R, ERBE, TEHEAZRNIT N, SR, BslbBFRNE 1%
H O TAENSER ARHENENPRURER, FEARENER, STHEARTX, BLXEIR
BEsCY, AR, ERFASUXFESHGEREMGREFES " AR ENERNFES. Hit,
APEEUR"BAMEOEFNFBREENERE T TELER T E"HRROMNEOH, B FE
“— IR B E Mt T 5 715”7 (A picture is worth a thousand words), B4, B SEESH P WG,
R “EEAEM” iItAPEESNERARBRE N ERGANITENENELE #—-SRE
PRAE0. B R U7 R 2 W45 058, B P AT DA — 25 PR A T8 21 T 5 I 0 e S R B N
MAgEHE, \AMRERASHE REBREMIERE L. Hik, RIE:

H2: M FRBEEHWYRE, 5 BFE RN E OBMEL, BRPUF+FETERBRN
M OBLSRERPH:

(a) BAZHHE; (b) REWEE; (o TEREL.

H3: X FHRRBRFREPER, 5BF+ 5 E"BANNEOBRAL RERFE+-EFETER”
BAWMEOBSRBREAFN:

() BAEILHH; (b) REWEE;: (o REREL.

4 THREL

FHRERITT M EZAKRENEERT 20 LRRRIEFTROBE. KPP0 mEss
FEERPEKEER. 8NP0 5 B— SRS SRRES .

4.1 SLWARK

ERERIT T ZALBRE . A RENBRAF =M ARAENTEEREOMEOH. B TR
BEE, RIOEFREZRARENSE T KRR IR AR FERE.

D “Bre"Hm AN ERAS . ZAERARRBEENEAFEREATS . RtS 55 RE2HRE RN
— SR A R BT R AR PR

) “BF+FEBANLBRLE. ZFAERTREOREOFTE RN ERBBET XFHE
R, AT HERPARR AT BEKXEIFS, P TS 20EIPE, X PR AT HEF , DA Rt
R HITER.

Q) “BF+FETARBRANIRRLE. RRERTRBERE QO RENFTF IR, BRE
TEHARAFHRT. SEEFREAZSXFFRSHN, UEILTRUE RO TR R, H
THE-BHERFARFAABRR  RERETHME A SE. HP T RS RER FH)
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Xt B AT RBK
4.2 WRFE

(1) B2 Wi (Perceived Diagnosticity)

RN ERA LW B F K B Jiang M Benbasat™ gl BF 58, R H b — N AE (= G 88D
MTAEATEREMBEMER. Bk, AXWEBRAZHENBRE-LEIFNME(RERENER
MEEBERHY RARBENEENRTHRREAED . E— I REHH 1~7 W ERHEE
FRWE ,HP 1 ZRBARRE,” #RRBIFAE.

(2) RS 58 B (Satisfaction with System)

FHRANEREHEENERRA Ao FUINHR, —HEE 4 MR EREBEH RC REX
TR ERREFBRER RBEEXARCRERTRRERRES REKH RC R4 k7T Rk
RRES B LR RCEGERABHE .- HP RCELBRLENE T . §— T REHKA 1~7 4
WERFERENE HP 1 ERBAARE,7 ZrRARE.

(3) JE{E L (Decision Confidence)

AMRMUEBRGH EENRFERH Haubl F Trifts™I B85, — LG & 2 MNEE @R RFTER
BRERREBIEFL REBFLERESNRIERESHMNPER ., B EEHH 1~7 %
RERERMNE. Kb 1 ZREBAXRFEE.T EFBRARE.

Xt 1) 48 B {5 BEHEAT W SR 40, R A2 T #E 19 Cronbach’s alpha ZR¥(R 0. 795 . R G W B E K
Cronbach’s alpha Z 3% 0. 883, 3K {5 L> B9 Cronbach’s alpha (¥ 0.915. RiLHAEREF RIFH
ATEEYE.

BB EWREM T RBREEFHOERINE 1 Bin. &1 4R ER,DIAL-DIAZ 1B #73h
HETH—ANERS L, SS1-SS4 RIFHFER THE A E M4 L, DC1-DC2 RIFHFER THE=1%
Bt XUBFAR 8 NMEETUHEIH=ZMERER: £— & GER DIA1-DIA2) /&
R WiE 5 A& (R SSI-SSH ARG M EE , B=THXIR DCI-DCOYXN RAEREE. &
EUERFATNERER REREERTNEHWEE.

£1 BALEHEE. RERBEMRREOCHETRS

] = 5] 8 F1 F2 F3
DIA1 0.919 0.078 0.122

] 2 (DIA)
Bt DIA2 0.813 0.238 0. 283
SS1 0. 030 0. 822 0. 348
SS2 0.072 0.924 0.132

Z KT SS)
REMBEC SS3 0. 387 0.623 0. 443
SS4 0. 459 0.770 0.103
DC1 0. 248 0.176 0. 910

=0 (DC
IR L (DO DC2 0.149 0. 281 0. 901
4.3 #ik

RIELE—-FELENEARERET BEAGRERESRBRALEL LR =HERESE5LR,
HPFE260 N, XA 22 N, XREHEZENREIXFRERBNBLERZA. BNELHRRTH
BEREF-HOARRAER, HPFFER 4 EATENLZK EXRUY LR A E R SIEME
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ZREEXRNE. S5FHRA-ENEXWYAEANELINENER. REERELXRBYH
ZREOREHNWERRE BREMNESSFRERNGEANL. A/ BERM LR —ARE
BEES . HTEABOBBHR, LRS5FETLUBBFRMS, F EAMEHILEE 1/4 B
SRAART 50 THERD.

4.4 LBESH

A RS, BN BHERMB T R —TREREES. TRERR, BREMALEL BT
B BERE-NRIEEFE. BITE Bk T H RC(Restaurant Choice) B ARIFH T 20 HM&
o RN P4 AP SERAAEFEMS D EQER AL RERE. RITEGREE
THARAPEARBH TR, FRETARGER FERANREREH N ARTHERR
JERATHOAPHTEANENERT N AR THEBBSTHRER. ATIHEFRTEER
52, RATAA AR SRR LS5 B or BB T 20 B MARE . X 0655 5 8 DR BE Ak 4 %
(MBS K RAEER I BB —REUEK 5 MREEM R MIRE L REEY.

45 XEE

EERMLBRFABRI. - BRABAA T - BRENZR TN, ELEITHIWT, THEARE
BROEHWMZRAENERTERETTNE. LR A ME RO 2 NED, T8
RV REAARRMEBRRGE ., F P8R M58 BARE PRk i R AE %, 3F B X 58 BUAE 55 i 1 [6]
BEER, BFZRE AP HERAS -HRAZERE. ABEESTUERAZHL REWEE
MPREOE—RIIRE, BT HRIERSKARE RNERNESPRE T R REEFAEERE
A, HERE) . MEHESHARY, AR HEE ERBEEE LA .

5 REWSE
51 BASEY

BALEHERERESITINE 2 iR, RITBASHEETREE T Z5HT(ANOVA), I
IR, GREBRTFENENFTEENBRALHEE B EEMIF(2,45)=9,793,p<0.001].
—, BRI =ZMENEEBREH#T TRREBRAWE LR . FRER, 5WF"HRAAME O K
M, BEYF B KBRS OB eE S EHRBRALEH(p<0. 05, Wit H1(a) Br. F#,
5Y AN ME O BEL, BEBFTSETRABRANNE O BER EH BRI HE
($<<0.001), B H2(D B, AT, 5“BFE+FEHBAMME OBM L, BREFHSEFS
ORI OB B ERBRASE M (p>0.05), itk H3()ARELL,

R2 BELEEMBREST

BNh+BE N HE REE R
1 () 16 4,50 1.22 0.31
2 () 16 5.37 0.39 0.10
3 (R 16 5.75 0.61 0.15
B 48 5.21 0.96 0.14
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£3 BASHEHAEITERR
Source df ¥ F Sig,
HEBEAEERED 2 6.59 9,793 0. 000
Hw 45 0.67
f<Y4 47
H: " p<0.05; = p<<0.01; ***,; p<<,001
4 ENFEENBALEEERNSEILE -
BREEKE
(DGroup (3)Group HMEE (D RER BEY
TR LR
1 2 —0.88" 0.29 0.011" —1.58 | —o0.17
o)) 3 —1.25" 0.29 0. 000" —1.95 —0.55
2 1 0.88" 0.29 0.011° 0.17 1.58
(N+T+P) 3 —0.38 0.29 0. 406 —1.08 0.33
3 1 1.25" 0.29 0. 000" 0.55 1.95
(N+T+P) 2 0.38 0.29 0. 406 —0.33 1.08
52 REHEE

REWBEEMNHRER TR S Fin. RITNEAEHEESTREEF Z 25 (ANOVA), i
K6Fim. FRENTFEHNBENEEENRZAHBEERFBEEMIF(2,45) =5. 375, p<<0.01], #
— &£, RNV =ZMENEEBESTTRREBEET IR, FRER, 5YUF"HANRNEOR
ML REBF+FEHBANNEOBRBEENBREFEE (p<<0.05), B HI(B) B R,
HQmANNE O BEL, BREHF -5 E TR BRANNE O BRESENRREHREE
(p<<0.05), Bk H2(W WL . AW, 5“BF+EFE HBRAHMNEOBRML, BREQF+FE TR
BANMEORABBEREREAWRE (5>0.05,Hit H3(D AR

RS REMMELHHAMSGH
BAFEE N HiE REE R

1 (&) 16 4.33 0. 86 0.21

2 (5 16 5.11 1.04 0. 26

3 (&) 16 5.28 0. 69 0.17

BY 48 4.91 0. 96 0.14

K6 REHBBEHUATEIWERR

Sonrce df Hny F Sig.
HEENETRE) 2 4,13 5. 375 0. 008"

AW 45 0.77

BE 47
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ERAZKER CB14®

®T ENERENRERBRERMOSEILR

IUEHEA
(I)Group () Group HEE ED HRAR BEE

TR LB

1 2 -0.78" 0,31 0. 040" —1.53 —0.03

(ND 3 —0.95" 0.31 0.010" —1.70 —0.20
2 1 0. 78" 0. 31 0.040" 0.03 1.53
(N+T+P) 3 —0. 17 0.31 0. 845 —0.92 0.58
3 1 0.95" 0.31 0. 010" 0. 20 1.70
(N+T+P) 2 0,17 0.31 0. 845 —0. 58 0,93

53 REHEL

RFEE OB ARELET MR 8 IR, RN ELBITEERFZESV(ANOVA), Ik 9 fr
N BRERTFROBENEEENREFOEBELWF(2,45)=5. 375, p<<0.01], #H—, &A1
MHEMBENFEEREETTHERBEIR 10 iIR). ERER, 5UF " HANMNE OB, 8
HYF+FE RGO HERE BRI E.0(<0.05), Bk HI(O B, F, 5“%F”
BAHREOBRHEL, BEBEF+FETEARBRANMNE OBEEREHBRERF L (p<0.0D,H
W H2() B . R, 5“BF+FBE"RIANME OB L, BRERFE+FBE-UR"BRAHNE D
BABEERGRERL(P>0.05), FHilk H3() AR,

RS REEOHHERMEST

BAEEE N i s IR
1 (&) 16 4,46 1.34 0.34
2 () 16 5.34 0.94 0. 24
3 (&) 16 5.68 0. 85 0.21
B 48 5.14 1.18 0.17
R ARBLNFEOWERR
Source daf B F Sig.
ARIGENFERE) 2 7.04 6.160 0. 004"
4" 45 1.14
B 47
R0 BNFEEHNAFELRENESEILE
95U MEKE
(D) Group (J)Group WEE O-D MREER HEH
TR R
1 2 —0.94" 0. 38 0. 044" —1.85 —0.02
(N 3 —1.28* 0. 38 0. 004" —2.20 —0.37
2 1 0.94" 0.38 0. 044" 0.02 1.85
(N+T+P) 3 —0.34 0.38 0. 637 —1.26 0.57
3 1 1.28" 0.38 0. 004" 0.37 2. 20
(N+T+P) 2 0.34 0.38 0.637 —0,57 1.26
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AXWBRBIELEFEREER 1L H.,
x1l BERIESER/NG

B & (DBALHE | OREHEE OF 3 3-T8
Hl: 5“QF B0 ME O BRMELL BEHRF+FTER
S 6045 B A x5 iﬁ i
H2: 5“QF A ME O mML, RERF+FEL
R BAWPMEORSERRATK. XK xH X8
H . _« —g‘ ” , :,H\:“ —J
3: HBF+FE"BRANME OBMEL, BRESRT+ . P R

BEETEFRANMNE OBSERHIN:

6.1 FEXRH

AXHRTREOBRUBENEEENEREUYIROZ®R, FUTEERN.

(1) 5WE7#R MM % OB, BERF+3CF KK M 4% O] DR & P R 2 B
H. RAEHRBEEMRERF L. XRAIN BFF"HRABR-FHEERAFOMBOBREN AP REBEBAX
FHANBRNBFERE. B—HFHRARBANBERL AR, BEREEAHATHEES
BXTRERGES. MSE B UKD BFERRANX 606, AT BRI ARE
ERMNEACWENERREREEHTHD, ATIANRET “BHA7HWEE, BRET“HTA"H
. Hik, ArRaeEiE . REREEMRKRGE OCRMHENERE.

(2) 5B "HAMHME OB, BEBF+FEHREHER ML OB LR AP R
MWl REWEREMRERGL. XEERN HFFFETAR BRI EUE " B/AML, 2—FE
MEFHEN. BT LRXFHRAERORE ARETUERELZHRREE ) BT EMR
HEAMALRLCBEFEMENTEREBERER. WA AP REAEEANEELZLESE FFIERLSFH
MEERTUREAPNEZR ILAPERRMEREBREAR EESZHAKITEANR L.
Hik, AP BRASEY . REMBEMERFLOSHMNER.

R, 5“BF+FB"HRANME OB, AR HBARZARBHF+FE-AR"BERNB
Mg DBEEHE - SREAMHBRALHE RERBERRREL. BX—-RARKBEEFIXESH
BERMRS. XRTFX—EH, BUTILATREHHR .

() 5XFHE . MABFRENENAFEBREFARE. BOEHR, SXFHE  MABRAFHA
BRAXERNENFEEEE B RREIXFHHERER. BHUBEHPES, TUFEBIMAE
EEBREERNWEER R,

() WA EBENARKBAF. EiEY BEL (Channel Expansion Theory) 1A R, A P 35— 1
N EEBENBAFAREEAEN, MESHEERAPNERERY R, 6, BFREARENZZ
—FREBNEN BRZIRKNENEHNZBRES, AP TR EE NSO E X — %
M ONTLAENFEBRENT B, AR, S— T EARIREE AN, AP RRAERFERRT &
EEREEREAIR, ARSBREXMENHELRAERE. A TERFEINMEOBRDRER,
BAUABER. BEAFBEE—KEAX—FEE, HEBANEERELENMELMNBIEND,
Brik, RATWIEREE AR OBRRT, AFSES A LB REE F O e 03 W25
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AP RBRALEE RERBEMRERO.

) MEBNWEABRZATHMBERNAT. ERERE.FA - REMARELRER M
% OBOMRR—ESTL, — P AT B R R R, B T R KR B AR R
ERIRA R ERNTHEREFS MARERKXNERRTERBEYN. WARACLEARKE
BRELESHARB B BFEAKEAEM. Bl Lin FTRTREN. X FRREER, SR
EHAUEFERRME BN, 2 RBE N R ERNBIEELREMA; KT TIRBIER 5, H P
WA ARG SRS OB = RA—EF M. Bl ZERROFAPREZRETS, BH
RURBAMEOBRBER-AEENTE. H—-HTRNETERREAEFEORATX. B\
AIE R i (Cognitive Fit Theory)™ , %5 Bt BRI I X ME M J i M BIAH — B, P BARE
T3k R AT R R A T R F B BB R R A P R MR S . HIL, (UURRRKES B TR
R, AERM T ARAUREEABEBETHBR. AWM WREAFFAIFER DX HFE
B MALAFHSBEARN . REREBEF ARRE .

6.2 EiLTM

AR SR B TR

(1) X4 F R4 O FERZ W BB 5T, BUA K 2 DR B0 T2 3838 05 TR B8 LI 00 o 3809 65 O I
Bl APFREWETES F T ENERRTIEA R 6 P 4 0w 07 % 0 i 38 W Y o sRAT
KR T MG OEBERTRNFTRA.

(2) ABREFANEETHF FEMRE=ZM AR ME OE, \ROFM, ZaE8H B
MHRFEN BT X=FHARERMMEOH, UREfINES MMyt EWYRE. F0%
NFEFEARBXKREORNMERNERERDRETH AFERNEX.

) AMREARRETEN FEEERHRAME OB HFREAT . FXHOHRGRE
B, 3 FRBRESHARRM A MEN FEERT AR ETHORR. REBAHONEOEA
Al B 747 A3t 3 A , 2 R8O AR T BB 32 B T B R 05 (g 28 BD , 3 B & B R B BT 5E B 1 4L
EHRAX—FRE-SITHFOXSEF A XSARARRTXNRAEGEE) . XA BIRKH
KRG OREN EEER@ARL T 0, RETABLR.

6.3 BLEN

AFEUNEFHFMELAREOKERITERBETETHR. AMENSERER, I FH&
KT &, DL R I R B RSO F R R B P4 O AR, TH R B R “ B i X M4 08, o
e EERE N RNXTRAKNMES. RN, SRAUR" BRAGPME OB, HE—EE
EHEAL. BARGUAR"BIAA—-EXNHAEEREEFHUR, FELNEFSBHRA (B RYA
$ORAFTX AP FERAIRURERMEEERGR

7 458

FIXMHSEGEMENFEBEORA PR T NS OEXHEREBYRENR M., 308 H
T—AHRBE,RAFTNEORNBENFTEENARWEA OB LSHE REW B EMRES
. ERERRH, 5YF"BRANMEOBAL, REBF+FEBIMOME OB UK RE Y
FHEBETARHAMNME DB RN RS BYRE. R, 5“7 +FEHRRKP% O #HE
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L REBFHFETURBRAOME OB AP WYREHFBERENE. XBRERBEFE
HEHMEOR, FF—E5RRBATFHER. EXAH-SNENFTEERATRURLERNE
AR, 50T 2AEREXHITE.

HR,AMAUFE BB, HE.AXAHRTMEOENAREEHNER. BRARMA
AEBRAHRERENEOR, HEMEOBRMEHESHRRBU AABFELEERN. AHEX
TRERAGMSE DR, FAEMEREFRNEALERXTLER. R ARRBREZREN
HERE I HRRWNE OB, MRS SR WRRHNME ORI LUERESHRE, A
AERNESEGR. AP EES AR FRH T EBRE, B EA RS HE . REWEE MR
Wi OATEER ERERA.

ARRTENFEENMEOBRKY W, EENRXEBAEBRXOER. WEEREI -
BB P4 DA, R B A KV AR B4 AL, HOBUR FUE ATV B R B A Al RS0 B9 R R
ARG RRT, XRTUERAME ODBRERER, THRRMNEKPER. RRXTREERM
HUEPHETE MRXE—REATERKNEAMERRYE RAFIAFLB A5, A
bt » 0 X S O A 1R B B %o R, 7 SR OF i B 9T o L K e — 25 0 43 O IR O e R B A SRR
B3t
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Does Richer Media Mean Better Effect? An Investigation of the Impact of Electronic
' Word of Mouth on Online Purchase Decision Making

LI Jia""? ,ZHANG Pengzhu?,LIU Xuan'
(1. School of Business,East China University of Science and Technology, Shanghai, 200237
2. Antai School of Economics and Management, Shanghai Jiaotong University, Shanghai, 200052)

Abstract  Electronic word-of-mouth (eWOM) is becoming a major source of information for consumer purchase
decisions, Extant studies focused the impact of eWOM are mainly based on dual process theory, attribution theory,
cognitive fit theory or negativity bias, However,the eWOM impact research based on social presence and media richness
perspective has been lacking. Number, verbal and visual are three types of eWOM format, which indicate an increasing
level of media richness. In this study, we propose a research model linking eWOM media richness and user perceived
diagnosticity,system satisfaction and decision confidence. We also designed an experiment to validate the proposed
research model and hypothesis. The results indicate that compared with “number” format, providing both “number+
verbal” and “number + verbal + visual” format of eWOM leads to better user perception. However, compared with
“numberverbal” format, providing “number+ verbal+ visual” format of eWOM doesn’t lead to better user perception.
This finding provides many insights on how to better investigate the effect of visual eWOM in the future,

Key words Electronic Word of Mouth, Media Richness,Social Presence,Online Purchase Decision Making
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