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Abstract

Title of Thesis: A Study of Factors Influencing Self-presentation Tactics on Social
Media.

Name of Institute: Tunghai University, Graduate Institute of Information Management
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Student Name: Chan-I Liao Advisor Name: Sheng-Cheng Lin
Abstract:

With the rapid development of Internet, Interaction between people has been change from
face-to-face to computer-mediated communication. Impression management means that people
use different ways to impress to others, this process of attempt to control the impressions of
others is impression management. Due to development of social media impression management
is also widely used in social media. In this study, we distinction users with different personal
characteristics, and social media is categorized according to its platform characteristics. And we
discusses what kind of self-presentation strategic is tended to use by users with different
personalities and whether users with the same personalities use different self-presentation

strategies for different social media.

Keywords: Social media, Impression management, Self-presentation tactic, Self-esteem,

Self-monitoring
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PR LERABFRE c FIAEEAFAMLB AP P T RGP
WrB G ABFRE > HI VR BEREEARE ) U AT RS DR

T g Ak -

Y

wa lgité)lgle?u:rri‘g v B g 3 ek FOCH g I B §u R OIRT I A E

B AP 8 piRafs 27 (Leeetal, 1999, p. 702) « B A 7 W38 & $t o g T
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BimeE g o @ 2 AR RBP4 € otk #(Zhao etal., 2008) o F4t fAk LA
2

P TR g LR R

BRI dnl i & B a,;t;jaﬁ—;vz?ug d B xR F AR 28T a,;t_n;s:uﬁ?,u
WA R A PREHABFISAp R LB I RNV EG TR L

4

ey o % EFE- B AFATTEE S B B AR AAFp e IRE C A oo
AGRENA R Lo P AT R A SRR A

Lyman & Peter (1999) & 7| et 710 F L8 8 A A0 R F T
EEMANRMEFEADER > FFMA L AT EREARTG REE AT

Flt R R T AR IR BREFR R LR RO 2%
FHREY O BAFTUHEPSHEFLIAF AP TR AR LB ENRITHR
Py oo Em A e P RIBRROTE R B AR BN FY
AHEFE AP T 2 PR EE 0 LARRFE L (Cinnirella &
Green, 2007) -

MABIR frF tenS 8 0 0 - B Ak > HY - fBATHEL L R
4 H558 . Tt v (Bargh, McKenna & Fitzsimons, 2002) o fis i J send 2 4 4
BV - BERDEAEAPERFI R E S M E AR IEFRAE PR
F L L@ g (Stone, 1996 ) o 4 A RHRF frF L RIS
BAPYT NG AFFTNEEITHEEP L o BRFE LRE DI 4 FET

Fpe ERMEE (Suler,2002) 2z ¥k & B2EY AR E L iBiE (Rosenmann
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& Safir, 2006) - @ Zhao, Grasmuck, Martin (2008) == % ¢ # | Facebook ¥ i»

e * FEAFERIE2HERAR s ol PAE AR R SHEDE

R G D g T
S F R NEY
Baym (1995) #ﬁq' ’ 7r’}m«‘}‘3"?ﬁ‘q\ ;ﬁ"'—r F—‘F%,_E'_F#gﬂ?.mﬂx,g\b%—?\

foo S5 - B ISR ARG 0 FIEALE IR AR U 0 BEALEY 4 )

&
>\4_

2ERP L PFE FERGEFOT R TG00 pRA g A RES o
B b gupe Pedrdadp e i -

Wallace (1999 ) ph o B A A FRERDT) 5 Wallace #-v TE LD
A B E SRR RS OEAC PP AR LR - B B ILE E R AT
FAESEF S FEfrE @ F LV A e A B eni & o pF Wallace (1999) » 3%
FloApH B g ¥ il > d B FREREAAEFEL L A ER N

PR ATROERELNRSE A D DL ER -

¥

a1t )EJ%? o AR I LT PR T b AT KB
PR B 4 g R T LT AR CAR R R E AR 3 R
B goF I o FU P S K TR Tl o AT SR B F LR
B E LR §FY  Facebook d A& R4 cdkE X ARG 4P
A U R S RS AT SR FUIE Aol R st T 210 N

F B F LR PTT hig » X0 % (00 bR @FIT 6o gt 7T 8
Ao TR R R LML LINE shi % & 2 300 chls A 4R RF 405 ¢ i

S A0 FR R K L
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FoEhi
-~ hH T E

Markus (1987) # 3| % 3 &+ E_ A B3 ERadd & > #7004 B E AR X
TG TR o T RGRT AT R |0 0 S e il S S
oo He GRwREAREX T USRI L TRAI A 8 T2ph 36
WA o

Rheingold (1993) » #& ! » ¥ W BALH LR B H cno S T 2L 3
B0 H¥ 2bje 5 f i FAEA G T 5 201 (e-mail) ~ T F # £ % sL(Bulletin
Board System » BBS) ¥ - #8 & 1 5 ) AL AR o B ) 3 60 ik A T
fprrx ik L (IRC){riz & kmd=n LINE & > i * —"Ff A& I FEE AT R

Walther (1996) 4 B2 3 A h T3 8% | 2 T2l H i |
o FoRd B AL g Fla FRNEG e AR BT Faag L E
(hyperpersonal) ii# % o
= s kRHEARNE Y

Short, William & Christie. 1976 # 4% 1! 7 4+ ¢ T3 =% (The Social

Presence Theory) -+ # ¥ &% % “BH AT d9 R DB L EF2 @ kA B

N
5
Sid
4
m-ﬂ
&
i
)2
e
%
&
i3
Ty \

@A IR enE & §_d Gunawardena 3t 1995 # 1%
Mo B EL BAAY AEGY o MREEI- BT B A iRk o “h-
B3 B2 37 (Gunawardena & Zittle » 1997) - A+ ¢ TR A AT o ¥
AenEid 208 » LRGRZ R DELIFRIF]F » H 3 p420 5 1 60% ch%d o
Daft & Lengel >+ 1984 & 3% 11 7 448 2 & & 723 (mediarichness theory) - #
PR R R R R A IR 4 A O A AR
S A 7 (equivocality) o Flut o { R F gAY N E 5 B REH A T iz

e R LA WS T ARR RN DIEAE o (TR AT SN T A M
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e BR4EFIE 2% (5 4 ) (Immediacy (feedback)) ~ % #&4t% (Multiple
cues) -~ 3% % fa#f (Language variety) -~ i# 4 k& (Personal source) - = MR &
FHBEEEFF 04 5 SRR RO EF I FT B iR

PRk B Lt SFT AR AR Y 2 R EF RN R B RRAL

o

i BER R 4 o R e 2% 0 o 5

=N
(J
B
(‘F«}
S
i
i
=}
T
Lo

3

&

WMo RAALHEGARTF P BET L5 A (ME ) 458 -

Y

FE R T Ao AR i LT 2 R heh AR
AR R B A PN 5 BT AR AR A R o ERR Y TR
B g B IR0 o 1L B F TRII OIS AT D W F L i AR
BEF PR RE T FS t Facebook 3 e A G AR ~ PTT 3t 2b ke
k3L~ LINE B3 2 vk 25 4048 -
M
-~ AR EOTH
MEERVERER R ARG FE 0 R EAAEENS S P R A B

AL AP T S E TS S Wkl LR E TR B G g
FALESAE Y o RRF BAFSM B g R EER KT $A50 ¢
3 TR e oo ifE_Facebook ¥ 14 f i R pb e PR LA T AR E 0 Line s ¥ 1Y

Ry FAL PR EER AT BRI E T  FATEME 0 N B
BEERE AR BRE  FE AR BRLERE RS LR

o

wE

Z~REEOPRMAEY

Sproull & Kiesler % 1986 & & 1 7 4+ € {3 4 % 4+ £ B (lack if social

context hypothesis) » # = & & > %A T ¢ A4 B HT e o B3> £- B

9

PP T EOSE S AT R O g RE (Blhe D B BRE) 03 g &
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PEEA PR AR TR o I BT BT A A TR AR e

o

TP A BB LAEHBAEEE FHELEEEET LN
(anomyous) EiL o BB A AL g BARE o BlACB o 2 EFF s gARR
FoRAAEFARE BB AIFF ~EAp - A BT wHET R E
B E2EFLAERPAU] > A TR AR LT F TN G T
(Kiesler, Siegel & McGuire, 1984 )

Haythornthwaitey # 2000 & %2 5 & P » 2 Zhkf (2 R A2 B 4ofe > J1|#

Rt

2 NEE > ¢ A FEREM RO ERAIR MG T B RO FAER

e

,z&

= ]

7.
P
%

FARE AR AN BB AR S s T - - B A VA D e i

-

\\‘*

ﬂﬂ%%%ia,ﬁiﬁﬁiﬁﬁ%ﬁj%e#%{ﬁ’wﬁﬁﬁ

S
ARE YRR R B D LA B o B AR S 7] enes i 4 (Haythornthwaite,

4_.

2000) & & B 7 B F|- %R %424 pF(Baym & Zhang,2004) > ¢ * i @ik § M

ﬁ@jﬁé%?%’ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁ%ﬁ{%ﬁifﬁiﬁiﬁ’ipfﬁiﬁ
AR R B A FRER Y H B F G AERER R L o ERR Y A e
@%ﬂ§%°ﬁﬁiﬁ§ﬁ%ﬁdmﬁﬁ’%p Aot pown f R AR ik

-+

\"‘b

(A2 R R {70 F 4k ¢ Facebook 3t B ARR R E B L E AR ~ PTT B3

AR B AL~ LINE S (R 2 B il 25 4048 o

R ET S PEY hz BRE R AP T L g T

ST AR BT > dod 2-5 w0
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% 2-5 7 PAFHFHE T S 5FE

it il e ME 2
Facebook 58 a7 %
PTT 3 2k i
LINE [l L [

(FH &R 477 )

g BARE
B4 il AR Allport (1961) #3225 & fade 4 (7 5 <h
A4 FREAPALEFE T AL HREON Bl o AR T LA G
FREFERART S RHFFL-KAmb MR R 1A
Fenip g2 ko FIPVF Mg A B A2 et ) B A SR b

i A #?EP 'x'?g"
i qes A gt e o @ Costaand McCrae (1989) 8 % & .0 % BT 5 &

5 FERT . AL FH Y - R ck i o Rosenberg & Egbert

(2011) epr @ &P > e g AR G T b A RFT 2 - L g A gy

(e.g., Fandt & Ferris, 1990; Leone & Corte, 1994; Turnley & Bolino, 2001) -

Mehdizadeh (2010) #f3t % Facebook *+ p # E jferu= 7 14 2 Krémer & Winter

(2008) A+ ¢ Pept et b g NE RO T P o Fwig* 7 p % (Self-Esteem) % i%

AP g o JURL R IR gk AT FRND T BT DR 4

P pEE AT T AFET AR AR A R TR R

# e
IR
M p B g henE F2—- A% “Z2ApE7  (Schlenker, 1980, p.88) ;
aFfol kB p E 2 B £ & o (Schlenker, 1985; Steele, 1988) ° f & enE & 5 °
Tp G4 fep N E

AR ) P TR AF T AR pERET U B
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BARNLERE T EEA R A EW e - kI I EE A pE
BrlE o ouie 8- BFHE SR EEUAEE L R R
% B 4 7 %2 wikipedia, 2016) - @ Reasiber & Dusa (1991) 33 p # i «
$he A3 Gad BT B EN MR SR £ o

s R EenAfeip e o mE P hiREL ARG YA B PR K ATrLa E D

®
(39 (2% (%% (F84nitd oamMplantFerr 1 A2 HK

pedrult o nG B AR e NES oo g T R BT B A i ) o

Fr¥tp Bl B A g o 37 Aok (2002) At EHM - F 0 ek dien T A
Ry g FmanT HRF F g T ad AL T ER R S
mank¥pe (53 (inface)  m ap ﬁi[h{ ThEs 5 (save face)shd
Moo Flpt o AR g Ry 4 gEd B B I8 SRR - BALAL § OTRT A AR 4
(self-image) ; -

o + (face)- 3 » &4~ £ d Goffman # 1967 # s rf{ Heh> s @ % 7 “L a1

7 B RAF T ANERA Bnp PR RS L I AR LR S e
FEA TP AT g ARARRRERDA S > oA MBI E - 2B

P4 {8 ki iE Brown & Levinson (1987, p.61) # {RI&R s E @ ‘Lo & - f&
FERFT THéF2 REANB A LI d 28l - o
iz doe B ERF O B AXRFA R BARYE A G nEY 0 AT R0

FOUAR KBRS o B R R o
ﬁ%_}gi:e;’gk’ﬂ%ﬂi‘%j{% FenE p B g K H_
EH2E RPN EFEHF B R H LT
LN

Bl L35 a7 b ol HEA L ER R R aEr od
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https://zh.wikipedia.org/w/index.php?title=%E4%BB%96%E4%BA%BA%E5%BD%A2%E8%B1%A1&action=edit&redlink=1

Snyder (1974) E’ﬁlj 7 g *fﬁ I\ g- j:’bﬁjfi% 5’_\{[& ’%;’% ;{1 E] z E’ﬁ’f’? :-; - 5?: 7
P kg ot L E A E i A o BT A o ] g
otk 4 dpM i 5 B (B4t B R~ AT E R A SR ek

1) 04 WA FEAER

t
ﬂ

BAAERAMAE AR TR p L P Rk frif Ak g T
(Daly,2002) - @ ¥tk ¢ i L & AR o w3F B p A EIF a5
BAF R AR 7 (B %) P AR 8k 24+ 75 % (Snyder, 1987) o — 4k %k
Fo AP ATE IPELFOBA L I FRFEANALKRIR S Ehp £A) %
(Fandt Ferris, 1990 ) o @48 tep NG R @A R MEHAE € AR 7 < g > Flt &

ERERY TR AR e AR HIIR S c 1R AR 0 B

R

VEREAMSA A N R KGR F R e P RERS
#frmE (Leary,1996) - SMF R AP > & p AT R 2 6 FARE DB A > A
PARFERY {4 RR B Pl @ P eadeg iR IT R AIELES
(e.g., Berscheid, Graziano, Monson, & Dermer, 1976; Dabbs, Evans, Hopper, &
Purvis, 1980; Jones & Baumeister, 1976 )
PR AT KAE L DFE 0 AR ERE N/ TR T REags A
ARl - R oo F R AT RIOWS L AR BRF R S ARFAAEY S

FA AT R B RS R PR T ART R R

=

A E&_‘T‘ifé ﬂﬂm "!:,K_Qrv] “{mé“ F}LFR,\ 4’% ‘f\’_"}i’_{ ) o IFE I:T‘l/ﬁ :?"_;TFIL “JIFE

e o

PR e b AP FZHEHOLp AT HERDE K LF FRFR
FOTER L G EIR G 0 U2 FHF A AT NS AT R F 2T § T
AAFRT S LR A AR O P EE R A e %o T ek o
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¥=F Az i
-8 PR

AL RFFL P e e;gle#;:ﬁ CER DAY 2T A 0 el 341
ATIR o

T ol

% ot

ki X A

REE
> e

> B A Ja 4
B &
A > ﬁ:*‘
pAER

> S i
> ® R

UENES=S 1)

o8 Py ER
R EBeRFRL

TR E Y g_‘g‘,@&;g‘&;g_ B A¥p e ,% E;’-jﬂ%_’ffﬂgl ;hgaz;%: o ‘%I’z‘_fm‘@ﬁﬁ_m

pufy

BEPp BTl o B p B A iR Feh s RL 0 AR HlEap B

A AWanFpp AR o 2 F p B eid > BB R DR L HOER 2 -
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o AT ARG SRS Ao A g p £ A2 M E & o (Kramer & Winter
2008 )

BE & B %o g 12> Banczyk, Kramer & Senokozlieva (2008) # 7 » % A &
GiMySpace & * ¥ Gy it p L ORFRI A Ben  F g R L FenHF o g
PoFpBehie FEREL LA DRT fodF PR Pl 4 ALY o

Schlenker (1980) 4 & » ¥ AX 5 » § ABRF AR F 5 ABAERT > 8
BREGep NEFT AP e R F 0 BA (PRI p &) ¢
AR BIUBERSS N 22 K LR E T p2 o Baumeister (1982) £ P 0 A
EEFRT B AEDAEY S WEF STy AR FRE-HBRBFPE @

MpBhA EE-RDp AR g SGAM H a2 4% (Swann, 1990 )

it

FELM TR AP P LAFAMRY F o R p Ay
WP P HEr g g~ R B PRI K G A
2o
[Hla] % p E4cp Adadl X2 5 0 4pRE -
[H1b] ® Eﬁfrw%a‘u & Ap R

=PI E
BT GHVE PR WP RN R g Y B &
AR R+ T3 e (Snyder,1987) o p AE i Edpp ARFfoH L 0 B P L E
HH AR ki dlavt € i % 1+ (Snyder, 1974) - Snyder (1974) #2173 p A%
A BRE (a) Brre Bd- BAFE; (b) BEFPA A AL FHFESD

i, (c) 'EMmEF g v i REAF Bfer £ 5 (d) WEZ

=
N
&

B HkE o ARE%R e (e) F AT v RLAEF A E il

;x,
|k
A

SR PERT ARG RS o B A S BT AT AR
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v e =5

% AER (HSM) feip 258 (LSM) - 3 p A EH a7 Rk g T R

TELRE T o UE AVl PARIEL S E c M ATRHERFER > T
2T AR PRt g RB P FHF- R o> @ 72 F BL% (Hutchinson & Skinner,
2007)

Fine & Schumann (1992) s 3 H# > § p A E I F L fifesr B p A F

8

HIHo KA AELERUAES §EEF AL

FHOERfFE R - REZFAAEHOE TP ERET Farn= o 0 8PS

ﬂ

FEehI 0 FlG Mg AR

TPLHFRETEL o

Gogolinski (2010) &3 3 £ P> B ATt b E gokgor {5 -

BAfoFEr» AL BE G 0 FlE T s B PRET LS L RITRE L o ok
oo B P AERT FEERGE P ARG R R A ol B kg e
KR RF T G e 2L 0 FpAERM 4 p RioFgsm
THAEAE T TR OE L o FHARRE o Mg AT Prand gt E oot
Bral (g aye o Fo e PRpERALLEF folbm a7 £ "al?
: F";\E#"”mﬁ*iiﬁ:‘r'—’?ﬁl%”‘ﬁ € M D
CA X BEUNAR &

®
FRHEE G EIL g~ M AT OB PSR K

[H3] B p AZ Ffedd 200z T 1 ApRE o

$% spar e R
i ¢ 8 pZimbardo % 1970 # e )< Benbh 4 S R - AR %KY

;’5—% e g{,ﬁ_‘»‘r—- é,ﬂz r% A z r—-:z,}l;wev,«;\J O fﬁ‘hi/"?—r , /}%‘Jéf

4

~

EREEEE RPE R R e e R R AT
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ARG hT e o BBTWAY Zimbardo 3 i B A AR L mIERIERPFSR
P oo B A enp e (self- awareness) - € 'E i o
Scott (1999) #F g dp i » B &8 G A Ay > # B AL

f%' IV _E!;:;fﬂd (Scrutiny) = }'{;"%3; [y SEVA ’&_;J» A e /g'- o g A LL%@*&-}'J— , |7'%i IQ 5

‘E\H

Ho 385 AL R BT LT I i eFrggm, uEE B

A AL H o
ﬁ@iﬁéﬁ’izx&;%?ﬁ%*%gﬁ&ﬁ%ﬁ%*ﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁﬂﬁ
1z

TEAPR ~ HY IR AR e g BT e B AP $0F p A
ERAAFHARR Y F B g gL e B AR~ S0P A T A AR A
PEr g B 3Lk B A AR o

[HSa] % &3¢ p B AR * 5 hee o F I {0k & 0 4ghl -
[H5b] % & %> ip & a*aaﬁr%};jn%?ﬁmﬂvﬁgﬂ Ry R ApRE o

[H5C] % Fiddd>tf p AERARFEMR T S g F Kk T 0 ApH -

s
[H5d] % ¢ ¥t ip X Sl sl » X ehor o ¥ ok & f Ap M -

ST LLE R

Short, William & Christie 7 1976 & # 2, 7 4+ ¢ Te¥ k& 2% (The Social
Presence Theory) - % » #& 3|3 b i i € 5 2 b ik € TR > » iﬁ{;‘i&#—ﬁ
it 59 @ﬂi;];g; SR FCRELEMRE A A A TR ﬁ’lfiﬁs?lﬁ;‘?_}i# Ffe oo @ T
PG TR g B A TR TR L B AT 2 REE o s )‘T“uiﬂ% A gd
R Aris A e @itk o @ FRIFR g P A BN P A f ;‘ﬁﬁm 5 FE ¥
oo i R B ALE TR I MAL € TRIFE BT A 0 A B A G Ho Ed (g
BIESAFFR T ERFTEFFR) B ESREROEA () -

B3 @ (T3) ~Ta v 34 (25 - gEPE) -
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A g TRHR A N RROFEREAADER I RSP Al
S0 FAAL G A FIUAAR S MR G TRHR L o LEF R EE 0 T
ad A BT L B F 0 A R R 4 BEE S kIR et iR

BRhfeiks 28 FHISFEEEH I BIZUPEFERRE  FH I &L

—=\

<

BT RS MR PP AR BT E A A R h TR e

At

Wi o %A R F KL DL PR o d SR R BT R
PR AR RERFE R FIT U H R A % o

FE T ML BHRE R A S v e R

=
X

“iﬁ%‘%ﬁﬁiéﬁﬁﬁﬁw@*?ﬁﬁ*@ﬁﬁi%’ LARRE - H3e g op
EEAELSER Y F o R g v B AR Bl O ROp A R AR
B g B IL R B Of ARRE o

[H6a] IF ot 530 % p BALF AR R * Fanee o F 0 & 2 Ap bl -

[HEb] fr ) 14420 6 o B A3EUAI e * FeEr & H 32 R0s T 0 AR -

[H6C] B #1442t fp A ERAFHBR T Feher g g0 ok T2 ApH -

[HOG] I 4y 15050 A G b i 6 & her G R & f A -

L REEACRFRERG

Daft & Lengel >+ 1984 & 3% 4} 7 448 2 % & 72 % (mediarichness theory)
BIRAHEA € TR R LR TELBEEE 00 A5 7 o enff A 35 2 BB a3l 4 @ﬁ?lﬁ‘é 4
R R R LN fj‘bf‘r’&fwé PFABE L8 R fEtale
ViEREA S R RS A HRF R FREEL R L T e gk
A DEFE e 2T e Gt BEAT BRI LR E R Y pARD
FE AR A T BB A R BHE PRI EEE R ROEE 0 R A

e R TR FEE B E DR d BT LA e O
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H#Ho ey M BEE - ARk (lean) 4/ (Walther » 1992) - F]H &2
APAEFTRE > @ WIS AL LA o

Kiesler, Siegel & McGuire ** 1984 # % i 1 AL ¢ H 8 8% 3k o 4p e E4%
AoTic e it F AL § R AR AR R > 8 4R A T M TR (8 R R
Frdd B AR (MRS T3 530 ok g MR EG > TR 1@
FHE R/ ER TR E L FREBREROFE TN BB EF {5k
BEA PR BT R EDREEY P ARk o] AR SME LSRN EELE

BRI a0 Flpb @ % % ek 2 47 ?\? P RS

Y

wE e g AFTRG REERY Bﬁﬁ%#%%*ﬁmwﬂﬁﬂﬁ

a

SERAAPH ~HN P BALFRMR T F e fg I T ARRE - $0F p S
ERAFHARR Y F A g pIT R § L AR S TR R AR AR
Sher g gL & f Al -
Wm]ﬁ%i%%%éiﬁﬁ%wﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁéfﬂﬁﬁiﬂﬁ%°

[H7b] stz E§420iip AL PR * H e g g0 el & 2 ApBE -
Wk]§?§%*$?ﬂifhﬁ#ﬁé“%mwﬁﬁ LR Y

[H7d] &% B0 f AT AFHMMR* S g gaL il T f 4p M -

P8 PIRELIRARIT
AEFTHEFREDLE FT PR ES T R B AR ;ﬁ y R EER
FlechEr g B IR o L AP B A dREehi b 5 ST ¢ FIAREEH T o itz
AR A B AN P ERRY R R g IR o LT WAL TR R
2o RN AR SEREY EHF LB RRESFDEL - PRpAmg T RS
Wi R rmy ¥ R EFE 40 §d &8 73345 - 2R8> 50 54K
I endcE L& #i%“,ff,%zﬁ;i’p“ B¢ LRSS R R A PR S
R A2 BN AR AR T » B3P ERAFTT PRI - AT RE- B

o ooedp Tps, ~ Tpagyy, ~ Ndepy ~ T Adea )~ T,
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TR 2 TR FPHEREGEFIRAETL o AT G G 5

#* g (likert) ~ 284> KIAFAFLITZEFFI -
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AFT7 ¢ % Rosenberg (1965) ehp E &4 > B4 E - fER L * ehp R
FAELE > ¥ NEN BN L o P EALE 5 W0BRFNLABEL
BR AR R T 072 R E e SIEE T TR PN - Ko F Bl
B M E et B pe Rk 0 dod 31

£3-1p LR

A FERA
B R~ I wish | could have more respect for myself.
B s AFFEA LB 5B £ o
J= | feel that | have a number of good qualities.
ez s NAFENG G I AFgF R o
o= I am able to do things as well as most other people.
PR A5 S B A i R E T
R~ At times | think 1 am no good at all.
@ s is FREAGET 3 Lk o
R~ On the whole, I am satisfied with myself.
i3 s 4 R R > A¥p  RRIRR ¢

(F 4L %k Rosenberg, M.(1965) & ## % 2 ix)

‘ﬂ%ﬁ%&’a&%%ﬁlkﬁéﬂiﬁﬂﬁ’?U%1%Qé$éﬂifﬁ
FFPAERE P AEREHAEREY LB OREE > 1A g BRI K

BERL T BAREWYE A KpREREHOALERA Y A AR

Snyder (1974) Ya#l- 1 25 BRFSE L RHFE p A F i F 7 B
Foo(1) Mg Fami i (2) AAAERAL Y (3) AEAB

ARG~ (4) AU THE L hr  (5) g 7 5B
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LRI DR ERFTALAF M AFEY R E A BRI E R
ralgHiey ﬁ (Briggs & Cheek,1986; Lennox & Wolfe,1984; Briggs, Cheek &

Russ,1980) st 3% » &4 Briggs et al., 1980; Gabrenya & Arkin, 1980 45 ! &£ %

fripo 2 B3 el Feh- RPEZA S BLAPNFRERTF BDE - fpo iy
EAPI- RPES A8 - L ARPA DB RAFH LR < o A
it R 3E > Lennox & Wolfe (1984)i2 3 ~ g B IR S (6 77 % —*F]’:}ae’** e fEe B
e P AL REA ANFEERAMHEE A A EFILRER - QRFA AL

Foeig 4~ Q) B s it 1~ (A)FAE v T g R o Lennox & Wolfe

(1984)ff 4e A B ig it » FEAZFEINEFZAANTEL 4ok 320
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% 3-2pAERFENA

TERAE

B J= If someone is lying to me, I usually know it at once from that
A person's manner of expression.
B ipecis B OAKAREORG o AT R P AT AR
= Rz I am often able to read people's true emotions correctly
through their eyes.
% 2T ts ANEFv e A PR REE e EF iR
J= | try to pay attention to the reactions of others to my behavior
in order to avoid being out of place.
g ez fs NEARFUAHADET L DE g RBLF G § DT
J= When I am uncertain how to act in a social situation, I look to
the behavior of others for cues.
i3 e i FAARLeR Fh R E gL AE L RRG R
ST ©
R~ I tend to show different sides of myself to different people.
i3 Tt A te A pd B p e iR Fow e
R~ Once | know what the situation calls for, it's easy for me to
regulate my actions accordingly.
et S LA LR AT AT B RS
i
R~ Different people tend to have different impressions about the
type of person | am.
=&Y 7R AN AT BRI PTG Ao
R~ I have found that | can adjust my behavior to meet the
requirements of any situation | find myself in.
DRSSE APFRANFT ARG RAFED T 5 e

(F 4L & m: Snyder's (1974) & ~#7 7 13 %)

R

U 1&’\18'.'?’?\?

LRl SR G A W’ » Jones {= Pittman (1982) B % 7 -

BR LS E S g ARSI FEF RN R FREL - AT
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A iE k@ * Jones fr Pittman (1982) «her % ¢ 3 4 5% - Jones f- Pittman

(1982) /e 7 I fAEr § B IR g ¢ p N dadl s 1 - AP frr R @A
T4 B ARHHE BB B LI ReL LR F RS R &
HE RS PURE o RRHE AR L DR PR R AL RS

AL B RLE $5E ° Jones o Pittman 4 3772 g & 2 7 R ]G

=0
“mi;
e

)

vEFE- B SRR ER R E §op =423 (Bolino& Turnley -

[N
O
O
[(o]

N7

X
[
N
ﬂd\

R

AR L R enEr % ? W5 5L o drdk 3-3~3-7 #77 o

. 3-3 p Aqadl R grE Ry

H & =LA
B = Let others know that you have a reputation for being
A competent in a particular area.
ELANN S § EREE R TP o TR g R A A I A
4 RN Sk
K R Talk about important people that you know.
LB = G indeF T OAFREAR Y > N F ¢ BRI RBNT R
X 4o
J= Make people aware of your accomplishments.
PRE=F B H R PR R R AP BT R
R~ Diéplay your diplomas and/or awards that you have received.
i ia B indo R O PR o R € REor (T d enf
i
R~ Make public your talents or qualifications.
i3 e s Bingo k@ OARAESM Y > RF € OB R g
fﬁ °
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% 3- 434 P00k R BT

o

TERAE

%

Praise people for their accomplishments.
BnEK R AR > RF EHFE R am;\ﬁo

2

=
IR

Do personal favors for people.
Bin gk P AR o Y g FTE 4 R AT

Agree with a person’s major ideas or beliefs.
G in g F @ ALFE L o R € el X R R

Imitate others’ behavior or manner.
i ¥ 6 R FESRMY R HA ot R € R
f}‘i A mrr :; A= ;\ °

ki AA

% 3- 544 Rk R R

o

TERAE

A A

Volunteer to help whenever there is the opportunity.
SIS SCRTE SR 2 B IR R g e A
Bﬁﬁ¥°

=
R

Arrive at work early inorder to look dedicated.
Bingok @ R > ¥ AW F o

Ly

Try to act like a model employee.
BnEF R AR > 6 R BB B

& o

i

Work late at the office sothat others see you.
ﬁﬁ&#%?%ﬁﬁﬁﬁj’ﬂ#giﬂw4ﬁg%h
p.ug;b\)‘bki Fé&mjﬁ"°
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%3-6 &P F R R T

o

TERAE

%

o
AN

Try to appear unapproachable or distant.
ESR ﬁ,:rt #r ARFEAE L o W € AR A B Rt

=
IR

Have “showdowns” with coworkers or supervisors.
Bindk O cPARAESMY > RF R L “Hrg”

Insult or put down your coworkers.
GinB kO A EE Y o R g R P R

A 33/’[2?\& HIR, B oo

Punish people when they do not behave as you would like.
Bng W @ DA > § A RN R R
AP G gATE P

Make people aware that you can control things that matter to
them.

BB R AR o R E A P g R iy
#E &R AER o

3 3-7 R R fs R T

o

TERAE

ok

4

=
R

Advertise your incompetence in a particular area or about a
particular issue.

BB ¥ @ AR EER o R A R4 A
RRAEL 2 IR AP e §025 s 4 e

Pretend to not understand something that you do understand.
LinEBE Y kAR o B F € ¥ inp o ek =

%ZF]’;E’] o

Ask for help or assistance that you really do not need.
L—"ﬁ’»#'é?mﬁ Y YA EE D .\ﬁmii i

ﬁ;ggj\:ﬁpé Ereso

Try to appear helpless or needy.
EiREH P A FRA Y o Y BT AR R
7] o

Try to agree with people even when you might

disagree.

GERE R PREL S GF RS
PR AR R o

—
a3
=
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A G B AR B IR do 4 3-8 ¥roT o

4 3-8 7 B2 TEEFEIT

5 ¥ T &R E 2
pi AEARF R L p E AR Rosenberg, M.(1965) 5
, AHARE N AP AT I AER
BN '
pAavE T Snyder's (1974) 8
AT ABRR KA AT |
5T - : e Jones & Pittman (1982) 5
' 2
e, AHCAER R AR 9 i ey |
tERURH K " Jones & Pittman (1982) 4
|4
sk A BAR B N R ARV B e K i
W vk : ™ Jones & Pittman (1982) 4

4
%

e AR R A AR R K .
= f ek ) Jones & Pittman (1982) 5

4
%

I A BEARE R A AR R RK _
A0 Lk . Jones & Pittman (1982) 5

X
%

(FH &R 7 ER)

Y& FER

‘3,.?
L %

%‘y%3?

AFIRELSZBIA - - A G ARTH S RS LB AL ¢

HOABUEPATI RS SR EIREE > 2350 p AT R 0 f

PR R AR E A AATHRALOE 0 20K 418 -
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FoFRERAFLHS
AT EHY Google st F 2 H X iPE > a8 5d B2 frrg i

Far o % -;E'J?‘f E&é’@ﬁu’ WRERANEY o PR {SxEé * Google ZA A REXE X

&l

BROTEEHAAREwACE R M E S N REE LA FRE A6 T T
SOPIPER o bR AR el TERER I AR TR
AFPTALEFFOIAFEM I R RLG 2 LR T BAHEE G
AT AL R Y "F’i‘ o M BT E 4 & ¥ 2>t Facebook ~ PTT (45 ) 1 % :;T“‘*g =
ERA PEFIHRADRR > Ry SRR S o 50 B SR Y

Eipl¥ o AP RET-1140% 200 % 15 E A Lt e

o FTHALE

AR Y 2 5t R IR A B T 2 2 (Partial Least Squares, PLS) 17 5 72
TERANSIL L F R A AT BT B SR o PLS Bt R4 e
7 (Structural Equation Modeling, SEM)- e4-45 1 & - E -~ fa47p| &8 22 37 Rl 12
B e e e s £ B BB A Rl BT R Al 45 Bt - s B
M B H5 (LISREL) » i * PLS i’ $38f A ieeng £7 3 ~ Tlen
B ART AR R CRRGRS R IR RE L ANE T YT RIE
FAE A AT AAER] T ORI P iEdp iR (reflective) o) = 245 4% (formative) 2
P X E A TP AT AT 4R PLS 5 4452 % - 12 Ringle, Wende & Will

(2005) #7H % 2. SmartPLS (Version : 20.M3) 5 #4571 & -
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Fri FRAH
Fo8 RARAEE

EEZ BRI X Gz BARE o v otk Akl 348 > 0 B okl ;51[",]% s ,ﬁ
etk Adch 319 6 0 K %G oot Bl 01% o A A R TR e A 41 4 o

FoA4-1 kA A Tl

TR 7L 4 o B
7 150 47.0%
e S 169 53.0%
ot 319 100%
20 & &1 T 98 30.7%
21~30 183 57.4%
5 31~40 35 11.0%
‘ 41~50 3 0.9%
51 pk 14 0 0%
= 319 100%
B & 4 0.3%
¢ 1B 11 3.4%
g < BB 259 81.2%
F2 T e b 48 15.0%
£ 319 100%
¥y 203 63.6%
L P 20 6.3%
s ¥ 16 5.0%
PRALE 31 9.7%
- ¥ 8 2.5%
™ &l oG 4 7 2.2%
L 2 0.6%
Fa/pn 3 0.9%
H i 29 9.1%
22 319 100%

(FAL KR 0 AFT g BEIR)
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Ml G o 9150 4 (47.0%) btk 169 4 (53.0%) o M)t & S
XA BB A - BRI BT EEA G 000 20 AT R 21~30 i 281 4
(88.1%) & % » FR O FTHY LRF I EdEAEHE 5 KT RRDS G o 1
< /%1259 4 (812%) 2 AT 4748 4 (15.0%) & Hc BREAS G bR A LS
4203 4 (63.6%) ik 5 Hco RAH A SRl E S BEE 7116 4 (36.4%) -
BBt @ F AR W Ao d 42 1T o

242 Bk & ¢ i AR i

TR TR B * & A
BBS (4 PTT # 99 31.0%
BB EY)
Facebook/* % .00
e A v phA
i A P B i (4 = 75 4 1.3%
o ¥ 1)
(7 ¥ 438 )
Instagram 31 9.7%
LINE 78 24.5%
H s 5 1.6%

(FH KR @ AF7 7 FER)

BEF @Y RSB ICA ¥ @t Facebook ¢2102 + (32.0%) 12 %
BBS 999 + (31.0%) - A7 &5 9rj % ;‘E'J;‘fﬁx"'#?’ i@ gL L Facebook 2
BBS & % i@ * LINE % 78 £ (24.5% )5 [ = %;‘E'J—‘ﬁ P i Bo s § @t Instagram
131 4 (9.7%) + hF - weblic® > B YA S BA G i e T
O R é_j%ﬂi"%iﬁd—*ﬁ 319 £ ¥ 3 4 4 (13%) &% @& * » Jp 5|2 *hr § g9
Fm%mkﬁ%ﬁuagréﬁyﬁﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁ%mm’ﬁﬁﬁﬁ?ugﬁg@ﬂ

BEEEB AT G M o
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RSN

AR YR E 2 R 447 (reliability) # * Cronbach’so & 78 » #-¥tF - # 5

2 AEIF R TN IR RfEenig % o Cronbach’s o T ficd% § > &7 & BiEG G 0 3R

AR o AT Y LG 2 R RS SEE  dod 43 #77 o 1395 DeVellis (1991) £

P > Cronbach’s o % #c /i %+ 0.60~0.65 B~ F4#4 3 ; 0.65~0.70 2 B P] 5 &% 2 &

o A3 0.70~0.80 2 P AR g 4F 2 0.80~0.90 2 FF R L 2 F Feniz Bk o A

3t BHEe 2 Cronbach’s o 3 %3t 0.7 45 A4 enTR -

% 4-3 ZRAYT 5 *

A Cronbach’s a (>0.7)
A 0.778
A E 0.844

(F) 243 CRAFES

e A Cronbach’s a (>0.7)
HEE L2 g 0.931
e RUCHNE 0.803
g K 0.880
® s 0.864
S AE 0.802

(AL il ¢ AF7 5 AEL)

R S TR VEEY S L LR

5o

PERF LA T BRI P EATIL LR TP RAEP FEF - D

s S s +
B E%ELE AN

}

F_L

B AR 3 6% SPSS RiE{TRIE WG AT HRE BEFAR THER] 0 F 5T
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»2 & (convergent validity ) ¥7 % %|»c & (discriminate validity) - »c& (Validity) &_
dpRl 1 ERAERIEGEA R 2 B B B R - TR SRE15 Fonell
& Larcker (1981) #rixzk » 243 e aorch dF = BEE © (1) 2L ERE
(Composite Reliability, CR) & <+ 0.7; (2) #75 % F*H P § F& <305
(3) Tim% R 7§ (Average Variance Extracted, AVE) & %305 -
PORBATHEN IR B RE A 1T RS #FF 7 £ 30 0.5 e SEST4
SMON7 ~ INTL ~ SUP3 AL57 # %% » #1415 FR A 2 F1% f FE % 420 050 B
BEMNET - BriEs2 L1 FlRERE ~2EER (CR) BT8R 35§
(AVE) % % 4 A2+ 9T R 2 PHEE S (N4 A8 i B § - Rnfeaoek

dod 4-4 9 o

N Xt

e LA Rt HRELFZLFE CR AVE
(>0.5) (>0.7) (>0.5)
SEST1 0.661
5 % (SEST) SEST2 0.873 0.858 0.604
SEST3 0.803
SEST5 0.758
SMON1 0.682
SMON2 0.735
i SMONS3 0.788
(SMOM) SMON4 0.727 0.882 0.518
SMONS5 0.620
SMONG 0.726
SMONS 0.749
(HF) % 44 e A frits
o LA Mgt HECFZEFE CR AVE
(>0.5) (>0.7) (>0.5)
SPRO1 0.887
GNP R At SPRO2 0.893 0.047 0.783
(SPRO) SPRO3 0.919
SPRO4 0.837
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SPRO5 0.886

ING1 0.884
e EUEONE ING2 0.861
(ING) ING3 0.781 0.867 0624
ING4 0.603
EXE1 0.835
- EXE2 0.876
fege v (EXE) EXE3 0.871 0.917 0.735
EXE4 0.847
INT2 0.769
24 s (INT) INTS Ry 0.876 0.640
INT4 0.729
INT5 0.927
SUP1 0.859
R Reg (SUP) R D:gds 0.856 0.604
SUP4 0.852
SUP5 0.539

(F R J o R FT 5 AT

BEOLR AR R ARt Ee AR BE T LT EF LR T
PR A T PLS Ss g AL L LSBT R L (1) BT 6 TR
2 F R R AR R LA LG 2T F R (2) F B nToRE
FrR (AVE) X2 TR A s 0w 6 il e 22 R4 T

Sk 4540 0 ERGT AR Y 0 TR R AN GG 2 KT

.

SEST SMOM SPRO ING EXE INT SUP
SEST1 0.661 0.294 0.237 0.277 0.334 0.149 0.006
SEST2 0.873 0.352 0.262 0.243 0.321 0.156 -0.068
SEST3 0.803 0.407 0.102 0.169 0.287 0.043 -0.189
SEST5 0.758 0.318 0.204 0.186 0.270 0.131 -0.146
SMOM1 0.270 0.683 0.114 0.218 0.171 0.089 -0.060
SMOM2 0.334 0.735 0.213 0.289 0.334 0.165 -0.070
SMOM 3 0.310 0.788 0.013 0.292 0.261 -0.006 -0.135
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SMOM4 0.325 0.727 -0.036 0.227 0.225 -0.041 -0.133

SMOM5 0.219 0.620 0.096 0.229 0.205 0.095 -0.016
SMOMG6 0.404 0.726 0.027 0.235 0.203 -0.026 -0.170
SMOMS8 0.342 0.749 0.054 0.290 0.250 0.079 -0.015
SPRO1 0.280 0.142 0.887 0.466 0.568 0.532 0.268
SPRO2 0.237 0.120 0.893 0.477 0.527 0.484 0.293
SPRO3 0.231 0.078 0.919 0.442 0.505 0.495 0.267
SPRO4 0.164 0.055 0.837 0.453 0.500 0.492 0.348
SPRO5 0.256 0.057 0.886 0.440 0.486 0.563 0.294
ING1 0.291 0.373 0.440 0.884 0.658 0.251 0.181
ING2 0.310 0.279 0.457 0.861 0.675 0.356 0.178
ING3 0.176 0.253 0.318 0.781 0.469 0.256 0.230
ING4 0.036 0.180 0.461 0:603 0.446 0.433 0.323
EXE1l 0.335 0.319 0.432 0.657 0.835 0.292 0.071
EXE2 0.315 0.325 0.433 0.587 0.876 0.303 0.112
EXE3 0.377 0.251 0.606 0.607 0.871 0.433 0.230
EXE4 0.329 0.260 0.538 0.636 0.847 0.369 0.186
INT2 0.097 -0.003 0.419 0.204 0.281 0.769 0.410
INT3 0.040 0.039 0.393 0.203 0.205 0.760 0.535
INT4 -0.008 -0.022 0.402 0.227 0.188 0.729 0.512
INTS5 0.178 0.109 0.564 0.409 0.413 0.927 0.446
SUP1 -0.128 -0.098 0.211 0.227 0.163 0.408 0.859
SUP2 -0.078 -0.082 0.251 0.161 0.082 0.387 0.813
SUP4 -0.085 -0.116 0.365 0.238 0.170 0.505 0.852
SUP5 -0.012 0.000 0.242 0.328 0.263 0.316 0.539

e
SEST= f % ; SMOM= p A% 4 ; SPRO= f A fudd §iz
ING = #inies ; EXE= o &

X

INT= & %% ;SUP= & £§

=
R

Z
'

(FH %R A g R
- BHCARE G R R 0 B AL G 2 4D M il (AVE TS {94) @
JEATH B Attp e 2 [ ehjp B Gl AP 2 HE o 4P B LA 1T RS Aok 4-6 1

T R ARG 2 AR TR A WA G hdp B Rl T ARG £ G AR
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% 4-6 450 Ap M Gl 15 %

SEST SMOM  SPRO ING EXE INT SUP
SEST 0.777
SMOM 0.439 0.720
SPRO 0.270 0.106 0.885
ING 0.290 0.359 0.514 0.790
EXE 0.396 0.337 0.585 0.725 0.857
INT 0.162 0.080 0.582 0.375 0.407 0.805
SUP -0.117  -0.117 0.327 0.256 0.174 0.517  0.777
Has

=

1. SEST= f % ;SMOM= f AT 4 ; SPRO= f #dudl s

ING = £ {2
INT = & 4 §u%
el THFERFEAVEZ T2 RE

sk LA

EXE = g # vk

s SUP= & £ iKw

LRGBS B adp i i

2.
3.
(FH KR AFg ER)
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Yo P EURE
AFET T SPSS 2 b A TH TIT 5 LAY B %ES 2 b
ATHRTY » AT U BRRREATY 2 BREAE S 0 R e

PREMOEEPBET M G- HTEREBRE H2BR AL L1 %
Er

N
o
el
?;t
R
S

Bz BAApR & Bmm BRK T - BARS 2 Bk e p 4
d THE- A48 > Fm o T pAdadileg )~ TEepied ;) ~ T g, &
TR Rt SR EELPEBR AR > ERMEAEY A FA FHEFE -7 EFELL
Bzogp > Tpdadliog > TEOR  ZTHERG AERRY SR 0 B
;gw;ﬁr—‘gv‘,?@g_ﬁ;gw—-ﬁ,ﬂ - fé’#—‘k’jn,:é‘u S SR G E I 3 S E
AERRGHAB R FFNFAL R EOo TR B R R E LB
T e 4T HTar o

AT R E R G B B TR

T iad
£ % 72 Rk T i o
“pE | BpE

EAE g T g7 3.66 -3.351 0.0005%**
FERULE N 3.88 4.50 -3.018 0.0015%**
Bede Wk 3.59 4,65 -5.138 0.00%**
=P R 2.31 2.65 <HAM 0.071
AR 3.54 3.18 1.647 0.05*

>y

P

*% 5+ P<0.05; **% 5+ P<0.01; ***% 57 P<0.001

(FR kR 0 AFT5 Km)

AELHEWE R E RIS ThaE- A R TG &
FFERE ) EREEEPAERBE IR ERBARY A RAFHFE TR
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FHALB2E > TR & rﬁﬁi"%ﬁ“ JAERET 5B P E“E#?;T%?"ﬁ
BT p AT P ;F'k ] rsg'»"“ﬁ"#‘”%’#iﬁn, T AR Mg AT
ER-

ﬁé ﬁ\“x c%\z?_ pg"gri\ 48MTT °

24-8E g p i e B p AR ThRETE

T ok
B goEIL e | Mp A | FaR T B
=i i

FIESELE e 3.65 3.56 0.155 0.440
R URh QL 2.86 4.49 -4.780 0.00%**
Hede Wk 3.34 458 -3.467 0.005**
o Pl 2.47 2.62 -0.372 0.355
R R 3.41 3.21 0.519 0.302

T -

*% 7+ P<0.05; **% 7+ P<0.01; ***% 5+ P<0.001

( ’}'j»/)g'l ﬂ\piﬁ/ﬂﬂ_)

BTS2 H s MARE | O EEA (BBS- #R%H) F o p K

EP?(?IW‘?L\% & d T*ﬁ{k"""\’]‘ﬁ'w ’]?iﬁ_,’ rfg_?a‘j\ux 1—,% FQ\%@%“%JE%&

B

Rubg

o ERARRS A R0 FREFEE - FHEFELIELED > THFK
pER

l‘.'r

> ]

BN
@\‘f:aiu_éﬁfi“;“‘éﬁfﬂ«ﬁ%%?@;ﬁﬁfﬂ

=
IR

ke

J

o3

Bl

M

LR s MAREER  OAELEM S > RIIEES ARG Mg B

4
p
%

)

N H—:‘*B ~ M‘fﬂ J mﬁ.La‘;‘k_.'_gé‘r I /)'14 *3.;%1 i’ '_é‘_f? fﬁg\“% o 55;;»3%

e

% dod 4-9 27 o
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2496 TR bR MMREE ) PRFLEH Y O R e 2 B2

T # T
T ok

Sl - ELE N TiE BEl

wpd | A%
poA e ek 2.58 3.31 -1.517 0.066
UL @ 411 4.46 -0.996 0.161
Bode Wk 3.75 4.38 -1.748 0.041*
SR E 2.09 2.60 -1.997 0.029*
R R 3.50 3.23 0.692 0.245

=

*% 7+ P<0.05; **% 7+ P<0.01; ***% 5+ P<0.001

(FHR KR AP ER)

BB e 2t H s MARE | A EN (BBS fiiipi) + o p AE
P e R g THERE-S4g o # R Tl o THER
VR AT IR AR ERAERES AR A FEF . EFMLR 2T

po Faenfog g TR AEMAR AR ARNTRRET 30 AT
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=
SR EmEG | KpA | g T WEL
B4 B4

poA LA Lk 3.65 3.56 0.155 0.440
RO E 2.86 4.49 -4.780 0.00***
g Wug 3.34 4.58 -3.467 0.005**
® f Wg 2.47 2.62 -0.372 0.355
R 3.41 3.21 0.519 0.302

=

=

*% 5+ P<0.05; **% 5+ P<0.01; ***% 5+ P<0.001

(FA kiR s kA g A )

F2£3 2 -F#H >3 82 E | 9% ¥4 (Facebook ~ Instagram) + » p &

F_&

e g Rad THhRE- A5 2R Th ARG, -~ Tl
BB TR FREERPEIMAR O ERERL AFAFHEFIL G H
Flafg2gp > T ARG )~ TEE 2 TR L ERRT S
BAERPEFNRAE R FoFNF AL R K

VA o e 2o M B R FATAR LR A FREE

SRR G B E PR c BEE F Ao 411 4T o
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2411 A TEF LR BAE R RFEAAD B G 2 p 3

2 T &
T 3ofc
Er g p T E TiE k)
MpZ | 3P E

ERECE N 2.54 3.99 -3.736 0.00%**
ERURE QT 3.43 451 -3.394 0.005%**
fege v 3.13 4.72 -5.133 0.00%**
R AT 2.40 2.85 -1.241 0.135
B R 3.65 3.24 1.150 0.126

=

*% 7+ P<0.05; **% 7+ P<0.01; ***% 5+ P<0.001

(FHR KR AP ER)

A3 2 FH - gREZE | LA (Facebook ~ Instagram) *+ » 7
AFEERE R RS T TE- 246 FR . TG & T

R, 6 TP AELBM AR ERBRESY Foa JEEN c FRFELIR 2

o
Pl ) & TR TERAIRAAEHRY ¥R Mp AT

R E o T E TAF L RH o BRER  PEFERMY B ATHRY K
PO E LR 0 WA ATERY F A TAT LR FAREE PRELN

ok 4&";"‘]/1_@_“’ ﬁﬁﬁ\“x o BpvE k% Ark 4-12 1T o
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24-128 TAF Lo FH o RRRE | OAFEME B R PR R g S

=
GRFmRG | KpA | B T SEa
B4 B4

poA LA Lk 4.16 3.81 0.515 0.303
RO E 3.00 4.44 -2.690 0.004**
g Wug 3.25 4.59 -2.435 0.008**
® f Wg 3.20 2.78 0.869 0.246
R 3.85 3.26 0.985 0.163

¥

=

*% 5+ P<0.05; **% 5+ P<0.01; ***% 5+ P<0.001

(FH JR A pm A )

BP2bR 2 Ly M E & B (LINE) & > p B er g oL

Kogigd THRUE- S4T8 - FRE A ERY ¥AEKA LR ¥ iy

HR L PR FNAE P ARG o RERE FArE 413 o7 e
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24138 T2 ¢ L~ MAREE ) OREL L &% F i G 2
B2 Tt
T 3ok
Br g B I 0% T id BEi
Mpd | FpE
B A ek 3.45 3.57 -0.231 0.409
R URHWE 4.41 4.54 -0.315 0.376
Bode Wk 4.21 4.87 -1.593 0.057
w ek 2.46 2.40 0.169 0.433
B F s 3.40 3.04 0.962 0.169
T
*4 7 P<0.05; **# 77 P<0.01; ***4 5= P<0.001

(FHR KR 2] BT

§F T Res o T s -
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