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1 31§

IR, B Facebook. Twitter MRS AT HARE & AT, BORBE M B IF G E 3 1
R AT ES, Ve —RhBr R R TIRAEFEMERBAR . RPN RITE B =H R BRF A &R
B TR AT BARBEAR L4E 384K (enterprise social media, ESM ). SRR, ENBES5 %445
RIVEEE AR, ESM B—MEMFESARMNEESUIMEREAR, BBRTRESEGSSEHASHE
WAR, EMEAMNTALMAREESH . BT 2013 F£&, £ (ME) 500 3+, H 90%H
N B2 FRHM T ESM, T LI T4 LA Yammer. Jive il IBM Connections 25 i,
2 ESM 347 f . 3% Global Market Insights ( 2FRTT5047 ) BT, M 2016 38 2024 £, 4
ESM ZERN M PME TR TG LUEE 13%WEESHKRK, T 2024 F£158Y K% 85 2%
JCo R, FHAMFRERHA—LATE ESM EREFEHBATHETPMWLE, ESM “BFAR” 5%

“FTAREREAE” MARIERERE WA,

BEE ESM ZEMr R FHET FIIRA, ESM W R T 23 E M EE, 4% BESM 7ER
BRI B R SRR, X FEESE ESM BIRA  HAE M T anfa ek B A R LR
T AR RIBORE R RERTT T 5E . 1B B RTESNSHZSUR BT R BN 8, I B R R MR
BZ, MERHRED, MENAXRZIBHARVNERES , XTI, 30K ESM HIHBES . R4,
o R =0 = A B S e P A YT o Bl S NBIAR ROAR SRS BEAT R E MR B, LUBAM = AN & B B

* HEWH: BREAKFEELMA (71503033), PEMLEREREEH ERBITE (2015M581535 ), LTEHTT ALK
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K, ABE—FRREH T,

2 ENTBES DM

ACE A FI A ISI Web of Science FHRFEMITT REMKR, RGEHEKERT MIS Quarterly .
Management Science , Information Systems Research F Journal of Management Information System %515 8.
RGP ) B PRAUSA FILL K ICIS . AMCIS. ECIS. PACIS Fl HICSS %SRRI ZE B REMAS
WHIE SCE . AT ORI R M FH Enterprise Social Media, Enterprise Social Media, Enterprise 2.0,
Enteprise social Networks #1 Enterprise Social Software. LA L HGREXE T PiFH N HET, KX X
fE CNKI T TR, AT ILERE RSO, A SOHAIRIE A ST 8 31 H S s 9228 30K,
DLt — By KR RGEHE. RERINER SRR EM T LENTRER NS, UHRSAXHREES
WA k. ENW SRR ET, RITAH ESM MBLE . R, EHEAEmEMR
ESM M2 E 2 CEN T, BRZINCE DR ETRIHREEERR . B, &< CEEIM 2006
%1 AF 2015 48 12 A5 ESM MIAEE . SRY4 . SR AR WA S SCRRAE 97 5, Hoh3E 30Uk 92
HSCCHR 5 o
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3.1 kit R EIHES

EANEEERR WAL EEEH TABRHARE, il 2.0, SritsciEE . Sl it se M
2% ( enterprise social networks, ESN) Fl{ #3284 ( enterprise social software ) %, McAfee BHRF
E XN HZREFEEZ—, BUERMARER “til 2.07, il 20 EXHRET— R
Web 2.0 AR AHAR, SEBEF A F R THWE . PMESHARILEN Leonardi 280 E SR BB
3% ESM W2 ESI HNR LK, i1 ESM & X HR—INET Web B, SEANHMIE. ME. %X
AR AZMNESE TREMNERTE, EAFRTA: O5FENRBELREBSRER BRAHR
MR — A QFIESHAKRRMRIRMIIER; QKM . HEA»KE A A A XH STAFSC
#; QEMEEHNRIEEHSAPMALR. &4, FEMPLHHEE . BREFIR., XEMH?, &F
—HERGT T ESM BEARZME X, 1€ X ESM A—A kst e Mg, gEibdl g & TRE
BHRALX, BB HNED Y,

3.2 e FIREAITEEN

FEERENBARFHEBANN FEERENEAAEENEN, RUREAGHAMGEHEREXLRY
AADHIX SR . ESM YERERREM—F, FERFFIL AN A LA R A sk e th B B e 6 e
BARFHE. {H ESM N2 —FERUERERNEAR, Pt FHRRSARBMESE BAR 66 R R L &
HEAEREFIRCR , TnBEYE (affordances ) P A BA TR IFHIIRIT SR SRR B ME WL EXE,

REEHRIE FAS CEZEIER, B Gibbson AIXRERITHESHREZ RN EIEAL, EEEE
HO, REEX S THRIT A ESEARBE LML XER, Savoli fl Barki £ TBHTH
REZR BEHERTI R BB AN AT AN RRE, AP BRAE B ARKEE AR, REHPXFE
—BEARFAERBRABNA MR EEE, WA —RE 6 AR A AR, Bk, MRBEHER
FEEXT ESM #EATRRST, R IRAR FLR Qnfar Bl F 0 LA R A & S 2 RE R i i — MBIF I A O,
BRI TIHZEHEWIXE, Treem 1 Leonardi /), Leonardi 4P E %55 ESM B/ BEMEA1 55 458 B AT ¢ |

(RESAR) KREBME, AN (REK) FIHREE, FEER E, Leonardi % X @it — &5 0BF
FX ESM BRI AT THRIT, BRI ESM BB A AT AR A vl A o] T, ST i 3 T840
F1iR, Bl who knows what F1 who knows whom, Bl L¥EEA B F3HAIRE I EFMAREZ MK XL ER
PIERMER, BT I RS AT AR, Ulmer 71 Pallud"7E Leonardi Z8F 5% U2LRE 1 F5
i ESM WIRBEMEGREITER B0k . B . #AtE, W, AT4RiaeE . syt msE mEH
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Fo Fulk # Yuan 21} ESM 7E X #e L AR E B I R BEHA I E A AEEHHR (IER ). B
WEESEHHSERME R, Majchrzak R4 T ESM ZEE#AHLAIRILE oA R EEMER
fiE, w#E: OESHRFMNMAMIEEMERHNESHMEER; O3 & EZEMINEESI KR T
BIHBMBHNE; QRAMAIIY; @A RKXWACEKBINLHHESE, ATSAME ESM
EAREAMR A

Cleveland 1 Ellis 2 £ b IS AR FENE | G ME . W@ | . IT R A B 4 Mt B T 2031
HEMREAEMMZE, Ellison %454 ESM 7EIE# AR IR b KR BEMEABITEM S RA R
A, MRAMZER LR, RIEFRIHNESEEMMERLENNFE, Merz HHEFIBIFR
K ESM FER# B A UME R BB BIZE: O%—/ . BIEK, EMXKEE; O RK. ik
W, EAENSS,; QEXW, FiRSH, BRENSRE; OEMN, ERBWEEXTEY, Osch
G BESM BB R SR AR, EABHROIME, LR TERRRMNAFHHIRME LK
55AAN, #MERAL P SHERLRE, Kane #5871 M BH 32 M 4% L K & IR H B
FHARE ESM B EEHNHFAThEE,

4 EWVHIRT XTI RRBREI RN

{1 5 T RN ESM 2 ESM SEHLHMMER S —2, MRS HE IR — Bk, B ESM %
WHARHR TIFEHERRE. BRIMHR T2 R MEMHESFH A Z,

MAMEZETE, BE5E5 T ESM RGN BRI SCHRINEE 2 BTk, K 2 RATLUEH, 5 TRN
ESM WERERT RIS I EANEE: HR, 448, 4. ME5ES. EREENEEZEES ESM ¥
£ H BMBRFARS, AFERMARME. BASHE. #fiE5E. NERBURZLEMEBERE; HH
HERMEREW ZE ESM FRMNALSER SHEARE, aFREEENSS | A445E . ER&MEHm
ESM 8% ; H4BENFEY XS RA THEA ESM Mt SN SHLH, GfEcE e, 4R
ma . #SER R E BN, MEEENRES AR TMRNRHERREEAEX, a8 B RWEE . RS .
fE R MEFES; EFEENEROER THEH ESM ZRBMNESHRFE, IMEFHENRE. R
e MEBEANS, MBI RAMEMBEIRERE, BT IT R —SEISHER, M ARENER
UTAUT ( the unified theory acceptance and usage of technology, BIEiREM SRS —HiL ) HEE
Y HERISL, BT ESM BB SN, BTUBIR DR ER THESRAED | S FFER
MM FH ¥R ULBEN EEESHE., FRRAMIRFEFZERGHM, —BUTRR
Bk, ATFREENR, Z2RSRER%,

£2 MEBEXT ESM ERARFHR
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gt ATREYE . TTRBEIME. BREAH.
EY) R: i1
£ WL 3CHK[19] A P Pk
% L 3CHK20] HA ESM iiB% . 1B, RAMAEENSS ik

MR (BRBE. AW, EAEE).
MK, HE AT | HR (MU, RTAMESBEE . MiRE
£ L 3CHR[21) %, HAk, | 5. £F5 (EsEat), 4430k (£ B ARG R [BESTE:S
HR MR FX . AFIBEE ). MRS (RBER
B, B, ESM BIRENE )

£ L 3CHR[22) FEX {3 REm, HBAE H) W E S BE kS
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£ 5L 30HR28] S | & Crmksw, mENE, 2w, EH
= ME CRFBIA, BRRERMKEE ). % (IF
SRR S S RS )
2 W3CHR[29] % L3t ik
£ RICHR(30] ALRIEABIR LR ik, HEFHIR
% (EETATIE. T Ratk. i5E | BATRE, HARA
2 a2
BRXH] fis% . A& M), e (Lekm., HEERE) ( social aspect ) FERE
£ 32] FeX | AEES. FRWMASLRE p—
TR RN B, GRTAEERN
N ; o
S RIHBI, 34] &*ng‘ﬁ JREE ), H2 (R BN ). mﬁ”ﬁﬁg*hﬁws R
- HAFE (EE. PMEMERMERER)
P~ . A 0
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£ 3R] XEX | RREEA. ASRR. HRRE W EEEL k. %
Py BR RO ) Tk %
R (BAE . BREREREAEE
A
B i | 1), 12 (WS, BARAIL),
£ 55KR[39] il | USRS (ARSI, 5 UTAUT ST
| AR, MK GHASLE R

HEl, MALZEHFR ESM R R CERE /L . Saldanha F1 Krishnan FBF5Y ZBHZHA%T ESM &

RRAA MR AR B S ESM KRB IEAR, MM RS ESM MR AN,

MR, AFRIREERTIARFEERT AR ESM MR . Lattemann 45T
FTRALEABER AR B b FRIRFERIFTA KD E SR8 ESM, TR/ N 4 %5
ESM RIS ERIEE™, Trimi A Galanxhi MR XY EE 558 R TX ESM 7EA800E . UME L/
BA S — B S ESM FIRNERE, ML MARBE R, EERAIASRNERN
ESM?, Bala %447 T MV ZESEHE ESM B P EIG APk, EEFEREE, ThS50UHA SR
B A URAFHT ESM SLHEFHL &%), Baptista F Galliers 247 T V727440 ESM B FI B9 HI2%



112 CRAGYR F181#

X, R PRI MO 2, SR B PRI A ol L P SRV AR 1 T 0 B s sk R v
Rt2E A A L A E T _ESa@ feh s, 1R B 4l Hov i A S R e 28 A XA 1
YA,

ESM 5 H AR SRS LA A SHR R, XBMIRE TH ESM #R44 a) BE H ik &
o AL, FARKMLAE B REHA HIIH IR BAR, T ESM 2 —F R IEHME R IEE RN
A, HEHRSERZREMCH, SREHEPESRRERT UK B R 1T %S LA F
K HtR. L, 7ERTST ESM RAE, DHIEZBHAMESFHEFRE, HiK, ESM SHMFEEAR
KAERGEN | [FEMEMEHEK ERAARR, Edi, BIRE EERESEUR “BURIGX”
SGHEZ ESM W EERHME, B, ESM MRAHARBANBALTENESZ, BB RMEKHSS5H
e, ERWTRERGEE, XUERAHREDEAMLE L, W, FERENRARE - MELNY
W, WIEVIREIRG ., FFERAIAG R, (B HETHBT R R IE ARG RN, RS
SEA A RGAT R R R RS

5 5 T SR ER T J9EFI5

BARBTIOR 72 TXF BSM AT A WA R B BEHAT TRIgr . SRR B MRS, SA3H
BIST SRR ANGE 3 iR L26k%E, WERTE MBI AE, w1 LHESR TXF ESM A6 AT AR5 Fik s
WA HRRE R AREE A, A B E A R4S 5 Tl 68/ ESM RIREUIR MM AE S, #t
RRME RS R B A ESM RES S4ER SRR, TREABEMARE A TEM ESM XK
PR o R FIATE IR, Kigler 4% 51 Tt ESM (0 FIRI4y 0 FH T HIBA NS W@ M A A T
P A SRR f A T,

#F3 CEXHX ESM ERTAHRERENNSH

or Sk

TAERE G B {5 FH AN ZE SR AR G IR 5 W3CHK[46)

TR C R AL 30 AR ey % WL SCER[47~49]
WHWBMER, FUMEMAE, FRM AR & WL AR (3]
ERRER, ERAEHAZHERER £, 3TAR(50)
HARBSA . EREAAMAREEEH B I 3CER(S1]
1145 TR AU FIAI D R T i) AU 200 3CHR[52)
BRERUFERAMNFREMEH 2 L3R [53]

FEXHE AT REIST L, Behrendt AR LA RITESHELE . WAREE . RABIEMAE IR
R B X ESM BB FHAT R, X DU BE RS T AN SR e R #h 5, LASR XY ESM R AL
ROBERRARDY, BT, 230U B IR 3K IO BEXT 2 A BB HEAT T 43R, EZCHnR 4
B o

F4 HX ESM ERITHHIBER T

Bk HX SCHK
SR FBRLEHE. cookies ZHIHE AR £ RICEK[46, 55~58)
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B E £ SCRk
WA YRR AEFH UGC, mME . . BE . ToHREERS £ W 3CER[59~66]
RIGHARZF=EMRBAPSHESE., AP 5RAR
&N ~
RAYIE R R | % WICHR[67~69]
R R RIEEE . AREARERBEVREFEHEE % WOCHR[48, 50, 70~77)

TEERESVEIR AR S, Pan 1 Millen 4347 T A T A AL S HE R L RIBRFTITHR
BTN, BPREBSRAMEHEE . BIIREMERRE =AM T BT XA R3S & M
At (E)AE AL A9 1 AT P%), Huang W58 T ESM _ENAM= A SR, SREHSERMEENAE
WP S BRIT A AT S TAEMXK N AN E 5T AT NP2 4 I M A% B ). Stieglitz %P7,
Kai Z0C8F) B T ESM 0 AR, BIRRP A T ESM F &G EKFE (LR RN BBORE
&) 5 BERNENERTREANTHNEREREWEBAENEM, HHAMER T3 ESM ¥
SHEARBRE, WEMNENEHERSZRENARSEHE,

EFEARNAREAOTRY, TREESAEMMTAERSTE L EEFERER TMHAH ESM &
EEMER, Seebach KANAS M A EXT R E RSN MEIERTT o0, S TRIEIN
AR RSB TR BN AN B, LA ROR R A4 SR 28 5 o4t A [e] 2 et () 0 (8] 5 B A 2 i O,
Risius Fl Beck X ESM ¥ & EHIHEHT TR EME /M, M114H% ESM LK @A 5 A
%, HIEELER . ARER . RRERAESI), Riemer Z0 MW AHIE Twitter EAHMIEL S
FINBIE TR, ZRBER BENARR, kA5 T R—Fh s A =6 S %
1, Riemer %', Richter 1 Riemer'®. Richter Z%F K\ ESM Y& _F IR EME TR
MMM, ZACVREASBERAR, BIX ESM W#AERXBAR, mMAS BRI
HEAREKXGAEMY, SN ERZENZA ESM BRI S5 HERREESENEE. Park XL #1E
AT T ARSI, At THIER G PWEAREMAHRNRE, RRAMECLVKER, &
A A 2 0 {8 A Xt B 4 SR 0 A B S B BR R R B T, Kriiger 250 — 2600 il 5E
Bl 4 AR A R TR 04T T AT, S5 REH OV 7EH E # 3SBAARME RTE S E B A3
b, B TSN B ArE BA R 4 Hg 0,

FRAXRBENARHRA THESMESITE, FMERPOE., XRBESHERETON.
Behrendt S5 T R TETALMA R R RXS A TAE ESM & Mg v 18 59 45 i I 45407 B Fn i EEpE
A, Berger SRS T ESM ¥4 L XREAP (HI#HKE T REABEMBERWAR ) HM%KER
FHIE, RIUBATERN T A MEMEMER PO ES, Li SHAESHEGEERT R THEW.
REMNAEFEAR, HRUR T SRRSO B R ET R IEAE,

FRGEBBENHR S HAMARALAERE FEREH, XU AR 2R AR E
B, —REdRSMTIRKRAE, “RETTETEKEN . Murthy F Lewis Xf— MR A B [a] ¥
FEERAARER A ESM B HEARN, FRAEB N THMH ESM X8 IMEHK, TFEK
BN T ESM 24321, Cardon Fl Marshall 38 i3 0] 0 5 R IE#E T %% AL FH ESM M5
R, fTx ESM R EE 5 UME LA SR B R ESM B EY, Figueroa 1 Cranefield
B TR T BT RAS PO TFAREEEHN R T ESM EE AR RN AR ARBEINE
FHERBHAR LA ESM KA RAEMEET, Harden BIE TIEME. R 5. XRAZH
Frt S uxt R TE ESM F & _ERAIREEE R0, Sun 1 Shang T LSWAIS, WER
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BRE, TR B TR HAR 8 530 50 AR S i 48 B AT DAA 2R o 3045 TAREA SRR Y, Alarifi
SETHEF AR, RARSEENITERT ESM LA RSB E B lurker (#KE )
1 poster ( KMhE ) PiZEM AT A", Engler SRTHMATHEL ., HETEEISMEEE
WIEHIR T R T/ ESM F & L9 A I AR T N L AT S8 T 57 TiRse 6 A A
MM SR AT W, SREZAMSEARPIHSZEERE . FEMARRIE R T2
NS ERNEERE, 0R TR AL ASMIENIT A LEEBERA S AL Lin
il Rau FF5T T R T RIWIZE A BADE, BIS, FUR BT B TAE A0S A A AR B i i, X 5 HIBA
ShEREY N B LR, R R B TR R wiki ARRZ (Q&A) Thie, M4 5HIBANIEIA R
EER, EEAER FRA BEMERT, Cummings A1 Reinicke i3 S8 M 5T T & T ESM
BRI P | S PR EEU 6 R 52 A 64 R R AT e ma N EMS b LA By TN A BERHI R (B R P,

i b, HEixt ESM i T AR £ 25 i T7 ESM EMZ 5K¥E, UGC FMEEMIT HiEtEFT
HRF4r . BT ESM MR ERY:, AR ERFEREHSAFESFET SRR R 2R
AR, Wik, HPERRIMEET S BEREA MR8 LR 2 0] T8 SO HE B 2R R 2 E
BREM—IIFRAE, HERHA Richter F1 Riemer 55T FARIALEE T A A B8 AR H#HITT
43T BEAh, 52 TXT ESM M AR —FE R R EERT R, A TERESHENZ LB A |
PR FMPGHEE YT ESM M AT RE, B AT EZ Prat bt 5 1@ R R AT A 8985 .

6 A IRBEIERY T ARBLRIRIG

Ao b A T S0 ESM A BIGE I E M UME, REMIREEMAR, RAZERRMEGHRNHE
B, L ESM S fE 5 TR AT A aa s 4k A — B R ENI R EN— N EZE R, BaMH
R R EFBY MK, ANFMAR =12,

MEBEAPTRE AT T R T ESM R R X 5 T A B S M S0 TAEA 58 %
W, MRBFITINE 5 iR, s EaESMARTERN. RFNHAXR, BRIENES
PERII BT B T At 24 2% . TAEMXRSUEFEEF S . QIR BUFIRES R . Jackson FXF 4
WIS BN R TAH RS HEAT TR, IR R SKE R A TAMEAS LR REEN BT
U] JEBRA PR BRI BB KRS, FIAHBITHEEREME.L, BB HHMA PR 2E, Dimicco
SRR FY ESM WA TR TEELS5RERFNXRRET), Gonzalez FMBFFREY, BTt
ESM Wt ZEAHE I B T3 R THM 28, BER Tk aEamERE, Leidner FHIBIR
W 2.0 HARBIR A B TR BT R TxH b g0 R R, AT ISR, Riemer K
BUAS L T & T B R T TR B E 5 55501, Kiigler 1 Smolnik #1117 —MESHE A H FIAMEZ
i4MHT 5L T BSM M RIS B TAE 48080, HH4d i . RIRSHMMBIFERANE M, Leftheriotis
1 Giannakos IR 3% A 5 T X438 Ak B 5 52 T80 TARSE AR KPS, Kigler F & H A x4
ESM W &t B TRES S0 50 Sk, # ESM R A FH AR HMEXT R TRAE S SH
FERBE, T ESM KA FE MBS YEE 3 R TRRIE S50E B RHE ™), Ding SHRT
ESM #0f8 FI AT 51 T00 TAE R /1 S80I AL RAGIETIV/ER, BT ESM B 5 TAEM G A sEia
X —X %, MSHSHXHEHSHEX—xEY,

EA — BB IT LU A M 4 s A S A R AR, BF5E T ESM A 5 5B T ASTRUEI Y
F* %, wu, wul B I A T RN ESM T A SRR TGS (LISSHTRRER), #
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i {5 B BRI SWER T IS, WMRE T R TR TESHEM TIENE 2. Kigler %
AL RBRAEN T ERREHE ESM ERT, FHMLBRESHFANZESEZWA TR SERE,
TiAt £ B SR R TH TSR, Zhang SETEMEES (adaptability ), BFFER R T3t
REARKE AT LR T WM& ERE, BHEER TAEME, BRESR THTESR®.
Riemer % XL R TX ESM K B sk M LB 45 B4t 2% A& (bonding capital ) A9 ISR F R TAE
S, MHFERMAYA (bridging capital ) KIS A% R IR BEL, Ali-Hassan FX IR T
Xf ESM KIFEAC BRI . BEREUE AR A AT LU IR THEW .. XRMAEEES%A, #im
5 R THESSBARIFSEC" ), Suh 1 Bock RIBFFT N RI B T ESM A FI Sk 2E A TAEH MK
B RARMEHR, #id R THESSHEIERKZEE, HABENE 5 FiR.

x5 MEEHEAX ESM HKMETTR

5 WRIE SR
ik, MBRE £ WICER[78)
(FR5TfRek HEFR5 £ WIHK[79)
ESR=2i:E S —
S ~FHE £ JL3CHR[82, 83]
EEEF £ WL 3CHk[47]
e -
ik £ JL3CHR[80]
(o] ¥ A 25 20 3CHR(36, 45, 51, 81, 84, 85, 87]
1% 4%
THEM% —FBE £ RICHR[61, 82, 83, 86]
e QRS (Bl iRE £ RICER[45, 49, 51, 81)
WG AR E £ WLICHR[81]

7EXT ESM B RIXT MAGUR B RIBT S, (R BRI TAERBMIESS0A N R THEM
ESM 5GEERMXARRETER . RE\ECAH IR, FCBEHENMEZE S ESM HERBT
FRERRINE 2 FrRo

L
THERE
O semmmm | O\ w2
ESM{/R Moyt " Tk

2 ESM (RS ARG A AT ESR

MBIAZH BB KE , Liv SR TR EICIZREEIS, KR X ESM WEHAA B THNMKRE
ICIZR G RHEE, SR BT RIS AR B P2, Raeth 04 5 T ESM B AR 23 4R & 2 i i
(RS #FmiR, BRACHMR) MFRRNER (BLESX A MRKNERE . RESERLHEE
%37), HHEH T —ANERRMERE A F R4 ESM 894 FXTAME R A S 1Y), Gupta #1
Wingreen!® . Gupta ! Wingreen™ B 5T RS EARN S 51 . PMEN: S % W14 A ST I BARR 5 18]
EARMMME, #mEHANNEE. WEEMERR, BOHAMHFR, Cummings A1 Dennis AIHF
FRUABUANBRTE ESM ¥ & HREEHNE B IR E S R0 5 Xt B A& AR5, dhmZng
B> 1A A Ep £ 0,
HAREMARLUGR, BOGEUHTNE, SBEHRER: B, ESM WEREBTE#
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Review on Enterprise Social Media: Concept, Adoption, Usage and Impacts
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Abstract As enterprise social media ( ESM ) is widely and deeply applied in enterprise management, ESM has become the
focus of research for both academics and practitioners. This paper firstly reviews the studies on the concept of ESM, the
adoption of ESM, the usage patterns of ESM, and the impacts of ESM in respective. Then the shortcomings of current research
are pointed and some suggestions for future research are put forward.
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