FORITT vs. NS : BOREFIE 50O BUERE
FoH LS AR (3 AT R SRS

3, RMmA N, FEEC, RERS

(1. A TEZFR, I N 510632;
2. LI HEEBEAARAE, LiE 200050;
3. ZRAE BW¥k, BAATE FE 2006)

W OE AR, RSSO AT A g e B B AR R I AR ek By, e s A AR AT A SR 1S
(information system ) 23 I 6E . ACEIA “FEHIE—RAE—455"  (stressor-strain-outcome, S-S-O) HEZR, i
FEACIEAR T P IR T AR, SCUERR SR T 335 f8idls . WFO8 R B BEOR L B2 WA E 008, S Bk e it 1A
B TR AT R, OB R IR S A S AR B Z AR E . ASSCHFIR AR P R 4, B
BRI P AR E L
kIR FEEARIR, fhatbir, WA IRES, IHRERTT R, OBk
HESES €939

1 318

FEACHEAARTE 2 T MR PR TR T RE ., AR X" SCRMERATRE, 5 46 K
P E H IR R R Ge i R4 ) M, #2020 4E 6 J1, QQ Zs). fifd 2051 41.6% .
40.4%, 5N E 85%. LARE A 1 — RIS BHR T B A A IS D675 i

A BV, HF P IS SIS R T T8 (passive use behavior ) #1145 HARKE . DIRUE
R, G ACBRARWIG R, IA TR HE L TR FEEREDL MK SAET MEL, AMTWEIT
XA N2 NES, oA AR Ry, TR, HPAEHRIEIRAEE APP (3
¥, application 4A 5 ) WA R s . SCH N A HERE e Th e . SE R BT A A TIm
FEACHEAAR . TP At A2y A Lk . SR AE ISR A FIA 7oA e el S0 I B A P 2 X6 ik 8 ] R ) %
AFRBEERAZM S RRKIL AR,

A 2 DI P I AT = A R (B AEAEAN 2 A, B2, TP EHAS A At
ST R AEAE, (HEA ST B3t 2 B 4 i 0 B ), 22t 23 LA 7 i 2
YW Hok, BARRTEEZ XHH P AR R D, R | AR R I E i AR B (social
media fatigue ) FURFSE B MIEZ . fJ5, GG 0Hr MO BIERE A S B e, 0 R XA R P 5
BERARBEA 2 5 R EA L .

T, ASCER) “FEIE—N AR HERR, MEERAR . SR REIIEAT,

WMIGVEE : BRI, YRR 2R, M58, E-mail: 971030389@qq.com,
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AT AR P R AR IF 80 35 ( mental resilience ) 785 71 -5 0 A% 22 [a] iR VE A .
AR TIRRAN T« 55—, IR E S IEXHENR A o pysgn, DU S B Be it s A M
FURGN TR RGN 55—, B fE BRI E R, BT AR TR &
JTEERE AT AR . S5, BIA LR, RO AR NI R SRS R

2 NERGRR

2.1 HRERITA

ARk, AP EEREAT . ssia PR A S AR B G, SR 1o AR BRI S 227 AR R T AR A
TR . A8 WFRE A IR XS AT, R AR (ol A 7 D T B N AR R 474 ((discontinuous
usage behavior ) . XUE NSy, TRAE AT R N6, BRI 20, Bl FRs KR
AT . BEEh . AR SRR P AL S A FE I, AR BT AR i A G RS AL A
IS

Zhang SE5 Y, B RIE 2SRRI P X SRR R, BEm™ A AT, (HIFRZEIE
PIAS K Z AR, Sl 1 S T R s . RIS 4 5 0 S B 5 S8 3 5 0 AR ot R T O 0
FEWKEE . B A BITRVI AR 26251 R PP AR, RS S AT S 5 R 72 YRR 5 R T £ P
138, EINAMER MRS I,

22 HIZBFEEER

ARG RIE T S FEBE” “Hacgi4e” R “Fmad” SR RR S% % . Yamakami $2
Y, A IS B P S GG R 5T . NG S L B A R R R A B e R RS
BRI SRR OO, AN SR AT Sh i i A s P

BB THAS A BRI IN K . Bright Z A AS AR B 5 BT . # A2
PR E Fesk e g e SR RIS 235 3R H 5 Mt 2% (information overload ) HIBEAASETE S MAE S B
IRl RS A, MBS AR B I kA A S s B 1) X8 )1 253 1 FUAR PSR AN R 5 A
PRERAE NS P s B 5 i LRl a1,

23 EEERTEH

113 (overload ) S&MAKZ g 130 B AN 15 B B 06 R AER 1 D ERIEA AN P Y, R
BN FRVARA R TR A s, #RAE BHEAR B IMES, HRI N RFEINERILE (system feature
overload ). 13 B #3215 #% (social overload ) P!,

ARG YIRe R 45 15 BRI MR T RE AL BRI FREE , sl B35 B R G B AR & TR P 3K
S RES RO, BN, RECUE A . 5 BRI R B S RERIIEIC, AW E ST Pl ST 15
Y G L SIN S SO

R AR AMAE B R P IS AR T A BN T USE A B, RE i 2 H1E
R AR BT (s A ), AN, Facebook F P I AR MME A (5 U, TARZBCR S A,
FAHSZ A AR PP SRA Tl . SRS . BRI . A P RO B R 45 18

FEAZ b 2848 FH P RS WA ZS (115 4 BB T 58 o 4 PR BV o AT TAE B 2o 2ot ) 2 56
FERRAGEDL, KBeidZ “Phaess” mslael®, MAcid#al 5 R R EN G A X, a2 R R fth A
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R, MMGE A MEES TSGR AR,
24 #HSEBER

eIt AE A RIEM = 0T 225 00 % bR ERT, i 5 M HERORPEA B BRI
KA1 R MASEF LT B S0/5 8 3N/ T A SN A LE, 4 17, BT, TR
BV OE At 4

FATEME RIS RE, FATE 24 (upward social comparison ) A Al FAMA™ A B v] A9 A FRIT
WA, HAR K/ NIRRT S R G A A, P 5 B R A B 22 0, MARHEE
TR O A — 21,

A7t 2 g (parallel social comparison ) 245 MASAFG H S UAME S ML L, FHE Rk
FIREAMEA T R e FL 2 U, ARt 7 2R 5 HAT H e R R A A SE AR LAY, 18 FRITAs R
SRR, R HAE /NS N E A H SRR TR .

X AR AN B R A, KA SRR MRS 5k TArA & e ((downward social
comparison ) P, AMAYCHABA LY [ 2 A5 SRS IR A K | R e B e 3
A TR B AR ATRENE b, AR Raa S e,

2.5 LM

SRR A SZ RIS B IR JE RE B RES . JFA A E R G O PR G, PO O BERpE”,
FEA ARG e s H S R, ARIR REYEA JRUA RS 32 BB Ao i A 5250, B 2R AR 05 v K
R,

AL PSR ACEB A ZE R B2 R OB S IA BUCRRAS L, XEBrR W R ar 0, 8
AR | SE RO DA B SN AR s MBS AURR R At T8 5 B B TC 4%
Pers ., BEFRINTEL .

Li b, EAUERIERN A IR T R — R, X5 A QT R RN A2

MR RARE, JUHZM TAMADERR BT 225 . Ik, ARG IEBOR K HRHE, A5 B4
A HAE 2 TS P A A AT E N R, D IR S A B S AR AT o A FH AL
B I3 OB LA S PRS2t 2 Fe A S HASEAE B Z AR 1 AT, RLIRAN A BIF R AN 2 o

3 MIRRESHRERIR

i 7 I — R A5 —45 Tk i Koeske I Koeske $2H, AP T 0 TR AwF5e, imlgg i, 4
A2 B NS MBI ) 70138 (stressor ), 235 & —F I E 1N ARTE Bl (strain ), SE 7AW 91 TR
I (outcome )

FEA SR IS T, WAPE R IE—R AR —25 5 Wsgma Ll . ASWFIE A R i AR
FRIEFH P RREPI RS, A DME BEAR N, AR B AR IR ——(F B2, &
FARGREL . (5 BB s 3 FEENLURA AR £ S, B e S A LA o
A BTN, dE BATRE S A A TR S AR R Ak A be g, AR U A SR A
BIX— AR N, T AR AT R RIS, AATTH SIS S H AR — I8, 15 Z Al R E
T A S AR AR AR T, AR AR KRR, R E . Ik, OB — A A BT N
WA, FER RS AR S N 22 (] A5 AR SCRAF AL AN 1 B .
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3.1 RFEEBRAIHMHLZHFEER

RGN AT EIE, IR ST . IR R UL AR N A A 5 S B8,
i I PR 14 P9 2 SRR S LT P IR, L 2 ol B O AR R S ) P e 2 i) 20 O R A
WEF N RESORGE AR BRAEAL S5 1, B i AR ), SECEK . RS

BOPBHUT AR (5B ER B AL RIUOFRIEEZE MR . XS0 3 B S sk i) 1 3%
PRBESE AEfF BN T AR, AR R, P e A T e £ B b B B 9 2%, T4
AR A RESE AR B, A2 1 B AEIEFICB 2 H

P TEAL SRR b B AT T o0 R B S B I R 22—, I AARA T By s U P ) et
FEROH LA LA s BEARAEE . 150 NRAMRGERFRUERL SR AL FBR, — BB I iu e, 40
P B FE AP ey, AR A R e LSS TR I, 25 5 v A i 3, R A
o bR k.

Hi~Hie: RENAE/NE BTG BAE A BHAE B

3.2 HASUBMHUIFMEER

FEEIWEFRIA, #ESs WECRA A i MA O RN R, PR A A TR, B
RO AT MR E ST A S M g, SEAMARE AT REEE R AT ERE AR 1A
FAREE RN L AW SSN, 551k FATE i, PR S D,

7E A RIS HLAYIRAE T, R A AT T A 7 Ee R, ARECS B BRI AR TR R,
PLIAE AT E I, W E B ErE YRR & R TR, AT R R A AL
RES NI A 4, VALIRFFIS 4 e .

MER T AU A N T 5EEBAEAL (personalization ) FYEISR, Hii[a] FAEATAC A | 4wk I+
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SYEERAR RIS, AE S IR Sy, NI = AR AR AL LR 2 SR B RER A R AR
BRI RS, (H R R AR R [ O AT RERAS LU R . DR R R

Hyo: BATHS LR M A S A 2

Hay: FAratas U S AR 2

Hye: PATHEZ B M S AR 2

3.3 HIHEEESFHRERITH

HASHEANE BIE AR D IS LRI AR B, B R AT X 28 Pl S R T T I 5 K B A
TR, RS2 I 1 P A R R A (T . Ravindran SEHH , HASHEAME 232X Facebook
JH P Tt b AR R, | B SE APP SFMTET TR BRI, M P AR KRS 155
FEERIE, FP SRR SRR, e LA MR AR SS . g i i

Hy: AEASIRRAE A 1) R M AR A T

3.4 EEHEAIH. HEUEITH. HITHEEEIFUHRERITHRXR

TR A T R R BEAE P 25 A AN SR A5 A S A . A S AR ORI NSNS 2 T IR =
HOH PR SORL G BEAR U TR AERSE ). thRmSCHES Al (5 SEoRE 8. #has st
LSRR B R AR 7], Tk 52 A 0 2 5 S M T e A 11 AR T Y — o A — 5 AR
PP A SRS, 5 BB Bk 2 U T BE A 2 B M T AR ATy, T S At e it iA
B8, BRI et ABRTTHENT, SRR QR E B AR B A2 SR fi
AT R A R R

Hyo~Hae: AHSCHAAE B2 RGN REME B AL S SO A FA T A me i vh A A8 6

Hso~Hse: HACHMAE RIS AT APAT P AT 2x LU IR A A T s ) A8 6

3.5 IR

O BB A A TGS TR g I 8 FR AR A BE 7, s /A B g B A [v] — PR 5 P 1 17 24 R 0 1V 33
BN, B AR T TN A ZAEAE APP P A0 B PETE F ) RISE A R R IEOC & R B 9 4
FAPS, SARO SR AR L, O BB R TR S R T | SRR K . TS 2, B TR
JIARERIFR R, O BRSSP FOAR O B ) P Rz B D S A RS 2 . DIt R

HeHee: O PRFPEG T RGN RENE BALSGE B S H A RZ ISR

Hyo~Hye: (OBESRPEG IS BT AT/ R AT U S S A R 2 M R &R

4 SRR

4.1 HFARIEEFEIER S

AHIEFE A TIRIERT G0 A A s A FH 36 00 FL P o [ 14 KR 0y T AN B B, TR i [l 105
ByIa, HRUNE 88 1y, MBUAFELE: LB e R a4 o 1E AR ()46 2 - B 201 7 1) 6 4
AR, i 5 R, SRR 402 RlAs, AREAS 335 ).

R | FEASG BT, FEAAEIREE A 18~45 %/, Fir 18~25 % I IR M JFAF I 5 EL 60.0%, 26~45
B HECT R AT EE 27.7%; FEIT 92.0%A B A A E Ak s AR AR RRAE 3 4ELA L, Hidp 3 4RI 6 4ELU
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T 27.2%, 6 4ELL E 9O 4ELIF (1 24.8%, 9 KA F G 39.7%. %5 F, MFEARRZEEARG B IE,

BEREA AT B EESR

®1 HERAOZITEER
Wt el BIEe Hefl
U} 136 40.6%
PEHI

L 199 59.4%

18 ZLIF 10 3.0%

18~25 % 201 60.0%

AR 26~35 % 44 13.1%
36~45 % 49 14.6%

45 BULLE 31 9.3%

mHRRLE 29 8.7%

PN 38 11.3%

HERE

AR 171 51.0%

Wit K AL 97 29.0%

NF 1A 10 3.0%

1AE~34FE (RE) 18 5.4%
FEAS B T AR IR 34FE~6 4 (RE) 91 27.2%
6 HF~9 4 (AE) 83 24.8%
9 4F8k 9 4ELL 133 39.7%

TE: EETA, &G araEdE 100%

42 TENE

AL A AR SR, PRSP IR, KRB, [FEEE. gt 8 87R H
Karr-Wisniewski F1 Lu®® | Zhang 25 Maier U036, FATHSILE: . BIFHESE. Firs
HLA R Gibbons™ Al Buunk 2P B35 #Hac ARG 8 . M AT A L O BRSME S SR A Dhir
487 Maier 20 Connor Fil Davidson™ Wit . B i ) fifi ] Likert TG (1 2R “5%
EAFE, 53R “EeRE ).

4.3 HiEsE

AR AMOS 22.0 K gl SR A0 . Hor, (ORI 7 AN, A — AR
LA A AR, 4502 0.60 1 0.62, MR EREAMLLA KA, FRATIERRIN Lk w4~ A& IE
Ji R B B LA 48 FR TR . CMIN/DF=1.510, p<0.001, CFI=0.970, TLI=0.960, RMSEA=0.039,

Standardized RMR=0.040, GFI=0.900, AGFI=0.870 (% 2), F£MHIEGERE -,

x 2 MERBEIE EiER
EVSER W% T o IR AR 1B 1E S Ao e AR A FrhRfE
CMIN/DF 1.630 1510 <3.000
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PGSR LRI AR B IE S5 R A A F b i
CFI 0.960 0.970 >0.900
TLI 0.950 0.960 >0.900
RMSEA 0.043 0.039 <0.080
Standardized RMR 0.043 0.040 <0.080
GFI 0.880 0.900 >0.900
AGFI 0.850 0.870 >0.800
AR R 9 9
SVEITEL 35 33

ATCAH ] SPSS 23.0 S AMOS 22.0 KB R EEEAIRUE . Wk 3 Fron, A7 5 A4 wd B I s R 4L
( Cronbach’s a ) MAEHE ( composite reliability, CR) {H¥KT 0.7, Ui REAEERE. prail
TR A R 3 A P K F 0.6, CR {EIKTF 0.8, AVE (average variance extracted, ~FI$EHU 2 ) (HYY
KT 0.5, BE VRGNS . 4728 AVE {1 AR R TizAs it 5 AR 7 AH O R B0y 4t
B, FRABEZBMXDBERL (F4) .

x3 FERRGR

AR T I3 o B RE CR AVE
SFOI 0.77""

R neit SFO2 0.79™" 0.83 0.83 0.62
SFO3 0.81""
101 0.88""

i Bt # 102 0.84™" 0.83 0.84 0.64
103 0.66™"
SOl 0.74""

A2 SO2 0.85"" 0.85 0.85 0.65
S03 0.84""
PSC1 0.70™"
PSC2 0.82""

AR AR PSC3 0.81"" 0.88 0.88 0.60
PSC4 0.81""
PSC5 0.73™"
USCl1 0.81""
usC2 0.82""

Arhes g 0.91 091 0.72

USC3 0.89

Usc4 0.88""




92 ERAKFR H£2718
AR T I3 o B RE CR AVE
DSC1 0.92™
DSC2 0.86™"
Tt g 0.96 0.96 0.85
DSC3 0.95
DSC4 0.95™"
SMF1 0.80""
MR B 2 SMF2 0.85™" 0.83 0.84 0.63
SMF3 0.74""
PUBI 0.69™"
THARME AT PUB2 0.89"" 0.80 0.82 0.60
PUB3 0.72""
MRI 077"
MR2 0.85™"
DI MR3 0.74™" 0.88 0.89 0.61
MR4 0.77""
MRS5 0.76""
#RFR p <0.001
F4 BTEMHE. REE. HXREER AVE WEAR
A ¥ifE PRz 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
RGUIREL#E | 3.60 0.90 0.78
(EJ=8UE:T 3.71 0.88 0.53" 0.77
A 3.28 0.93 0.22" 0.35" 0.79
TFAt S| 3.44 0.82 0.24" 0.29™ 0.44" 0.92
FATHE AR | 3.48 0.86 0.23" 0.23" 0.36" 0.61" 0.85
TrittstEg | 273 1.00 0.06 0.12" 0.29™ 027" 0.26" 0.78
HABAER | 3.37 0.88 0.29™ 0.38" 0.40™ 0.35" 0.40™ 026" 0.81
THREERAT | 311 0.86 0.20" 027" 0.29™ 0.22" 0.28" 0.33" 0.44" 0.78
B 3.63 0.68 0.12" 0.16" 0.18" 0.20" 0.23" 0.11" 0.24" 021" 0.79
** LR p <0.01
T XMLIEC T AR AVE (R, JEX LR BT i &Z [ A A DG R AL
5 HEBOINES
5.1 (R
AT AMOS 22.0 JEN7 A RARIE, JLARIF ARG A G B X — R AR RL TR EE A
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FRBORIE B A U S AR U, DL S AR QO T R A A T o B R . 854G
W5, BRSBTS ROR RATF

K5 FMERBGERR

WAL bR SRR ARG

CMIN/DF 1.690 <3.000

CFI 0.970 >0.900

TLI 0.960 >0.900

RMSEA 0.045 <0.080

Standardized RMR 0.044 <0.080

GFI 0.900 >0.900

AGFI 0.820 >0.800
AR 8
ECIRIIE 28

e 2 BR, Hi, RERESETHACBUA RS BB AR B E, Jagsp A 800 S a 1oy Jok wir:
55, Hiaw Hua M Hea AEOT . 5 B3 (=028, p<0.05) FHtsgit#k (5=0.35, p<0.001) JIE 5200
RS R, Hyp 1 Hye 07 EATHESSHES (B=0.61, p<0.001), SFA7k4s s (p=—0.41, p<0.01)
AR TS A (B=0.13, p<0.05) ¥R EL MM R, Hoao Hop M Hoo B o #ESS AR BT
T FHAT A B 25 10 520 ( f=0.65, p<0.001), H; M 7. Zit, SRR T HASARER 61%H)
AR St WA TR 46% 0048 S, 1 AR ELE AR A A0 A5

....................

(E¥sE % Suk

AR 65 TR T A

R=0.61 R>=0.46

— > BRRE ------- N TE S

K2 SRR ERAR R BN TTAE R

#E R p<0.001; **{LF p<0.01; *{LFE p<0.05
52 WY

H4iE Bootstrap HH RN K 5630, 4% SPSS HH [F1IH 43419 PROCESS, K & BEHLIMAE , L 2 000

A~ Bootstrap FEAS, WE BG XA 95%, MAHNZREE, SR ILE 6. “F R+ Bk
B TN WP AR EE (BootLLCI=0.13, BootULCI=0.31, 7E 95%%& {5 X o] AMLiFZ );
“FEAC BTSN BT AE A TR B #8428 1 2 ( BootLLCI=0.15, BootULCI=0.31, 7£ 95%
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BEXEALREE ); © BATH S A AR R BT AT A 4% 2.2 ( BootLLCI=0.17,
BootULCI=0.34, £ 95%E (G XIHANEIEE ); ““FArtt & it s i ks 8- R TR sy
PRAZ 2 ( BootLLCI=0.20, BootULCI=0.36, 7E 95%E(F X AU ), HEATHE4s e
PN EER AL (LLCI=—0.03, ULCI=0.19 ); “TF{rhes A+ AR iE S — il i TR
HIFP A 842 2% (BootLLCI=0.08, BootULCI=0.21, fE 95%& & XA U4HEE ),

® 6 HITBEHERERBEAIHAS RS BERERTHZ BE RS

W A X H] ey B X
RASE R Chm /\Erﬁ;gji)ﬁ ) 1\*5; | ¢ Wﬁ:‘ﬂg%iﬁ%’;ﬂﬁ ) Fm 1 R
15 Bl B4 SR B — TR AT 0.36 0.15 0.05 0.24 0.22 0.13 0.31
AR A SR B — TR AT 0.39 0.17 0.07 0.27 0.22 0.15 0.31
AT S U - MBS A R T A A TR 0.41 0.16 0.05 0.27 0.25 0.17 0.34
AR R A ST A B — TR AT 0.35 0.08 -0.03 | 0.19 0.27 0.20 0.36
TN R A A B T A A TR 0.42 0.28 0.21 0.36 0.14 0.08 0.21

ik, MR R R E RASSE 8 EAT AR T A TR S USRI AR A A oA A A AR i
Hay Hae S Hso~Hso PIROT . JErp, 4SS BEAYE Q71 Tk EB R IR G A 5 o Z [l e b A A
TEf B/AAC I 8 BT/ ATk U A B A A 5 o Z AR R A A

53 AT

Syt b A 2 E LM Jer AN B A AR R R R AR e A5 SRR, [ B oD BERRME (5=0.06,
=121, p>0.05) M FATHt£s oG sibe ($=0.09, =1.76, p>0.05) BRI AR E, He Fl Hye Ao
PR BIE R4 3 (=0.16, =3.55, p<0.001). EATHEZsHE (p=0.11, =2.50, p<0.05).
AT S R (B=0.18, =3.48, p<0.001) SHAEMIE R ZNIMKR . Hoeo Hr & Hy BB S EE
VAR —E, (EA I O fEagid # . FArdb S b ST S R SHAc AR E 8 Z Al 56 2R B
ARERTEM. SIGOIIHACEARL, SO PEACER I, ek, FArtss i PArikss
e St AC IR 18 22 0] 4 1 ) SRR s (] 3~&1 5 ),

5.0

451+

40t ..

s
53
58

35F

3.0F

MRS A

251

20

Low#t 3214 38 Hight:3214 3%,
o——o Low FEAEYE  m----m High DR

B3O B A S BN S AR B AR
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5.0

45+

40t .-m

s
S}
=

(AR AN S

35

3.0F

25F

20

Low FATHt2s UK High FA7#E45 3R
o——o Low/ D Hfl i = - - - -m High OB g
B4 OISEPEXS BATHE S LB A SR A 2

5.0

451+

40+ _.m

3.0F

(AR AN S

251

Low F-47#14s Hoks High FA 74t 2 Hg
o——o Low DoHSE m-- - -m High DX

RS DB 2 A RSB B 15
6 HREILERFKRE

6.1 Z5ig

ARSCRVT T AL S P T AR A A T A B S TR 2R S AR FALAR], SRR S8 1 RTSCRE A 19 MR
W (R T)e FICHHEMIHIIFTER

x7 REKVKBER

i M 45
Hi, RGIRES BOE R A B R ASFf
Hpp [E¥stuk-MaAME A EE R N5 SfE
Hie (S uk-NAME AR N5 SfE
Ha, AT 2 B TSN S R X
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I8 ke SR
Hap PATHE 2 LR A S R SfF
Ha, AT LB TSN SR R SfF
H; B IEAAE B 1E 1] B AR A A T SfF
Hi, A B2 R G RE AL B A A 7 S Y rh AR A
Hap AN B (5 B AL O R AT s e h A SfF
Hie SN RIS L BT R A8 AT s e h A SfF
Hs, A AR B2 EATHE S LUBORHIE AR A FA T S Y e A A o SfF
Hsp MBS I A T 23 LRI AR A FHA 7 A S 1 e A A o SfF
Hs, A AR B N A T2 LB AR A FA T S Y A A SfF
Ha O FEE B Y R GE I R B A SR A B 2 M AR A HF
Hgp o B 67 1 383 5 R A S A S AR B 2 I A G AR S ER
He BRI G 1 AT A S B S A S B Z IR AR nAGEERE
H, O PEER PR T AT LU SIS R 2 I &R nAGEERE
Hz O PR B 1 PR T T2 LU S A R 2 I &R nAGEERE
Hye O PRERPE G TR A2 LU S MBS R Z I &R S ER

(1) AP S RS BAFAE RPN [ 3R ShpL g . DS B E AR O AR R IS Lt &
oAk R PR S S R i S A A . KBITEAMED P, RGOt IR B IE
M ARG R . SRR, — 7T, HA G E R A BB G T T P IR R,
FEULEA T N ST G fEDhRE N 2 . R E L 2E 5, P a AR A F ke e 2 5 TR A
WRE AP AT B B RO S . BB R ERESEEIGTRR . S — 7T, AR i e
W, HACHAAR P T S ILERE . BT S SIEAESN, Dl e A B RE iR, HA S Mg
iS5 . TP St 22 FH P AR o 5 AR SY 60%MIFEARAE IR TE 18~25 %, H “/
b7 FRAEEER, THXT A BAER (B 26080 ) MR IhRe, SR H AR HE R & C—)7
IR 7 AR GERFBIR .

(2) HACARS BAE T IR ST AT R Z A rR AR o #E A IS BAEA T4 23 LRI
Wi Az BRSSP AER, FTRERRNAE T, Y5 A SR e 38 ML e s B3
GAEE B RZS I, TR A A G 8 B . — BB B F O, i iR,
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Double-edged Technology vs. Individual Differences: The Effect of Technical

Characteristics and Psychological Characteristics on Social Media Users’ Passive Use
Behaviors

WANG Wei', GUO Junling', SU Qiangian®, ZHENG Siqi’
( 1. School of Management, Jinan University, Guangzhou 510632, China;
2. Shanghai Xunmeng Information Technology Co., Ltd., Shanghai 200050, China;
3. School of Business, University of Sydney, Sydney NSW 2006, Australia )

Abstract In recent years, social media users’ behavior have gradually changed from active to passive. How to reduce the
passive use behavior has aroused the high attention of IS scholars. Drawing on the “stressor ('S ) -strain (S ) -outcome (O ) ”
framework, this study proposed a research model of social media users’ passive use behavior. By empirically testing data set of
335 social media users, the results found that information technology overload and social comparison were the main stressors, and
influenced passive use behavior through the mediating role of social media fatigue. Mental resilience played a moderating role in
the relationship between stressors and social media fatigue. This study can be applied to deeply understanding users’ fatigue and
helping enterprises active and retain users.

Key words information technology overload, social comparison, social media fatigue, passive use behavior, mental

resilience
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