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Abstract

The purpose of this study is to examine how the different effects of
gratifications influence the creation of engagement in watching YouTuber
channel videos, and how engagement affect viewer’s purchase intention and
continuous usage intention. Based on Uses and Gratifications theory (.... ), a
theoretical model is developed, which proposes four types of gratification:
utilitarian gratification (perceived usefulness), personal gratification (altruism),
social gratification (social presence and homophily) and hedonic gratification

(hedonic value) affects the creation of engagement.

To further examine the research results, this study divided the YouTuber
channel type into life show type, beauty type and knowledge type videos to
examine their differential impact on viewer’s gratifications. Data were
collected via a questionnaire online survey from 755 YouTuber channel users

in Taiwan, and was further analyzed using PLS-SEM.

The results show that, social presence and homophily has the greatest
effect on the creation of engagement to watch YouTuber channel videos,
followed by altruism, perceived usefulness and hedonic value. Furthermore,
findings show that social presence and homophily have significant effect
among all three types of video: life show type, beauty type and knowledge type
video. Moreover, perceived usefulness is found to have significant effect in life

show type video and altruism has significant effect in knowledge type video.

Keywords: Uses and Gratification Theory ~ Social media ~ YouTube ~ YouTuber
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R AR B 0 B B SRR A T e

FCROLRF e R EAE T R a0 Y

SRR MY LB LR TS v 2 B enRf koo

Hwang & Zhang (2018)

mk* &4 nhj

YouTuber £| % #7% T R A ® BR ¥t L HFIRIFL G
iR A w € B YouTuber £ % g 48 & & ° YouTuber

F'
:u/ﬁzjwlx_. f\?‘,}ﬂ;ﬁ’i ﬁ?-‘-}‘—mfﬁ_ﬁ’y }9?1‘1\?;&
SA A 50 A LIRS -

Mardon, et al. (2018)

5=28% RBRIE AR

tifd FT 7 ¢ 45~ R (Engagement)itin b - fh T i e R > £ fad A 25
A2 E B~ 246 N s 4 et F (Peracchio & Meyers-Levy, 1997) = Flpt » 35~ B AR 5 2 -
BETNATARE LY TP RZ2 UERNCIR o P> B4 15 ¥ F 5 EEL 54e: Celuch
& Slama (1998)4 21+ & 2 # % ¢ $eif R (Gldot B2 B &) fosnde (blhei L8 )
s IEE Y PO RAGR S A - BRI EE B ¢ 3508 SR E Ecfr# i (Higgins, 2006)
oA EE(ATEEFE RIS EE L) PR (R HA-RTE T B —
WL )o

FBFHE Gt R kg  BRER L 2L B anI e M& PP » R IR fep A
B BREL R o TR TR AR AIE PR T L H T e 12k i (Slater & Wilbur,
1997) o« itz it ALY - BIF = > ¢ Flonflis% > & 003040k 3 2 o A (Murray &
Murray, 2017) o p A RE X R 2 > B R P IRE R BB RING § ERE T L

(Biocca, 1997)c izt % Fp 1 FH A AMEETRR LY DHMEFIEFET AP 2 5T
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AL(Reeves, 1978) » ARAE ¥55% e m # 7k 5 (Ahn et al., 2016; K. M. Lee, 2004) > szt P & £
BREIEFFH -ATRAZ AP R o BEKEHERD AR L ET Y B
¢ >imalgp e ,]*ulixf/ et B 2w ¥ ¥ - $k(Edson Escalas, 2004; Green & Brock, 2000) -
Flto i~ R e T BEREP L B REFRTEE - AR NI MERR 2 U R
GAEZFORF A HEIRFP REFTARL Y KB F g ¥ SR EAEPY D
B2 {73 7 asdsEg (Calder & Malthouse, 2008; Batra & Ray, 1986) °

d b T 0T RER L BRI P AR R ER AN B R 2

)

BTSN R K 2 B mER ok SR AN R 23 3 g R 2 FJL’T}REﬁ
L) N N

14-

£ 78 o & YouTube } > YouTuber 3B i%iEF & hp] (TN ZREBIR3 1B &
WAFFET S L WP F o b Ay 3 Ry S YouTuber £ 1% 080 5 1 % &2

BT 5~ B 2 Y P o

P E R AREIER

i * 2775 K32 % (Uses and Gratification Theory ) '@ ElihuKatz (1959)#74 4} » ¥ - B

AN L EAIG e Sc ol o RE R D - RN g RO R R R SR e
Fiwm R Eg A R ANEIRY A RERE A S i g foo IR R @ % 208 L

WHBERAPI L3 A Rhg o T g Reng 42 7 UFER T A b gl s 8505 O

AR POHBERZBSENFTLEIR > s A S T 7 &8s & (E Katz,
1974) - Rubin (2009) & * % 32w 3 8B A 07 5 & T B 4 F1 % 408 ks B P and
R CIE R RFPAFAIWAIFMRE AL FHEBrFT ok Bl
oo P ow e T R g 0 ¢ 3538 M (Elliott & Rosenberg, 1987) ~ T 4R.(Babrow,
1987) ~ + #%(Leung & Wei, 2000) ~ 7 =+ 2R i# (Dimmick, et al. 2000; Ku, et al. 2013) ~ " &
¥ (Ko, Cho, et al. 2005; Stafford et al. 2004) ~ = pFid 21 (Gan & Li, 2018; Lo & Leung, 2009) ~

7 # 4 B (Luo, Chea, & Chen, 2011) °
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@ % 2rog W IOAS B SL RS B 7 — HenE B AR B 1 T R X P
TRR pEEFRAREF R REEREONRR ARG {5 AR ERR I FET
FIL o @ F SR K IR AR T A P deie @ % 4148 | (Ruggiero, 2000) o B B L% iz
PRI ATELMRE Y rEH DRENB AR G ER S T LA PG R
FEEF B 3 ol ER R BERS B ol @ % (Stafford et al., 2004) - #
PR RIIG A A B AR R A P Ao ] SRR BE P i e
ihs i F R AR 7 ez (560 % o Elihu Katz, et al. (1973)45 217 3% 4 i »
BEANF KA G IR e R TE R-FRFT R -BAFET R AAEFET Krwfz
A& 4 7 & Elliott & Rosenberg (1987)3% % » 4 o e PFER A AT cnfojir = 5~ Wil dgen1 &

AN B BRIV AT E O KRR SR RTe A1 ol AR e o

Ko et al. (2005)3n% X (@ % = gpe b 5 ¥ 3 487

T
i
e
=
P
>~
&
ol

e
ZAg A2 BenT AR R R R 2 T BT R AR o b4

)
-
poas}
*
=g

BRFAFWBAETAI )M A T AR & L5 RA T (L &4 3 #)h

PRHE  FIREERR OB ITE RAFLEMNEFF R AR IR R
R RIS Y AR ER ch Y 2 7 5 bldoufic (Liuetal. 2016) ~ Twitter(Coursaris et al.
2013) ~ Facebook(Hsu et al. 2015; Malik, et al. 2016) ~ AA#r 3 & 258 (Lietal. 2015) ~ AAF 4

%, (Chaouali, 2016; Ku et al., 2013) ©

Bk W AT G e R T 7 e SR P T D] ai% A % > & Xuetal (2012)5%7 § ¢ A
TR R ALEA A 0% 5§ 808 L (R )For 1% &2 EEBF ) Lietal. (2015)
HAEF e 28R R 1 1S R ) A8 LG T Al T B) g #98 (R 8
Pgrfed £) o Liuet al. (2016);8BF @€ * 228 KI5 2ol 514 & @ * ¥ B 7% &
F1F ¢ A AR R AT LB B Y SR R ALY R Y ik
BEMTELSY 28R el G5 DFHER A R AR R R
RADE LA PR AR AR ERE AP FRE(FAAE P
Al p A ) eRoes L(T )~ Bl 4 fodk 2 )AL 2 R R PR F o
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Gan and Li (2018)12 & * 2235 RILHF 40 * FHFR ¥ iz FELFE 2 L %
FEOEARNTIERZCAER AR rH TR L AR LR - 5871 &
ws R R R R e R e B A s 0 B AR 208 (B L) e )
BE(FRAT)
B o @R BREIEAMAT NEGBE AT 2 AT R hofe @ e s
T RS AT UG B R IR S TR fﬁ » # % YouTube i * —“Ff%,éfé%f e
YouTube 17 B o 7 L& * 2% L3235 #3022 B4 AE & 1 YouTube ihifki & * ;%
DR BRI Y AT TR ¥ chds 8 ( Li et al, 2015) 0 B A R ¥
YouTube /4% & A cn& fA 7 Ko Flgb v @ % &R RIL A * * 2§ B A & * YouTube
AT R R E F AT HIFY R * YouTube v s o0 2 E4R% K7 (5% ATERE
T @ * YouTube crifAz ¥ #rA& 4 ni®* o S 13 my EAE ® ,’}_ﬁ—fg YouTuber £ ¥
PUrERRALE B AT S L EEI AT R R BRAILS 2 RREFE T
%% YouTuber #fif t 7 sc 04 2 YouTuber 22 BB (7 5 - #-i¢ * 22,5 R ID 4 W]+
Flm (R * )~ B ARE(JlE ) A B GEe TRk » FHH) 3 28 (3
BE) o v fEF i LA 6 B R s YouTuber £ 5“7 7 chw T34 X F] 4 -

£2-4 BT MR ESLE S MY

i VeSS Py 2R K ap )

KHI% FE AL LR PRAR R R FRALR R R

Wu et al. (2010) PREE Ry Alzriich 3

FELETRICHFTRFEAHTARET T 4400 0 A 4%
Leeetal. (2011) | £ 7R L R " R 7 FAPME - @
2 ARG AR kT E o

—]’5%3‘3’9‘3& ?gmﬂ&‘rif S BE A S ,’gﬂ N A Kf_%jﬁs N #gﬁigﬁfﬂ*{fﬁ ¥

Hicks et al. (2012) T ,
(Yelp.com) Yelp.com s zkeni & i F] o

Zhang & Zhang

(2013) TEAE | Foer o i g LA AR O T il
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()% 2-4 BT R T % RIDHES AP M ]

Luo & Remus | ®EFR | 72 ABEE LGP LRI FTRIRMB DR 0B LA
(2014) JRAR | hFE o
Chen (2011) FRE Y| TR~ AP R BV AR FY S
g H4 B R R ke o
Magsamen- . - e ) _ } . 5
) | FALE M AR R ERIE BT R
Conrad, et al. TR T
(mﬁ) REELRTIRTGILAT
'éyg“(ﬁ}gﬁ){'?ﬁﬁp%j\/&?{ —Q}:?raj{?f)i’lf‘ﬁ
Goetal. (2016) | "% i e B S AR AL T BAoli R AR
. R 7‘:\-' r.

AT ek s AT R chfeik i kg M oo B TR T G
B2 3T R 0 T B b B o

F 2-5 BT B G RO RdR A F A 2 An M A Y

e/ B

EER

# % 2R XA

Verhagen et al.

ERE Y

WA AL € FEE e Bk KM L S8 LR R

(2015) 5.2 & o
b3 e g 3RBRE(E R AR #) AL g s (AR g M oAk
Li et al. (2015) ’;3&;& T e TR ) B A E( ;v,—T‘A) EHBB AR AAHRER
g e LR

REfoboieis K ASRE Y 2R R R DS BMETE
SERME TR FTAGRALE > AL I BT A R
Liu et al. (2016) Tt ! ' %, r B, , K
PRI & pens NF T ORI B AT Z ik

BB iR o
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()% 2-5 BT % 8205 RODRIF AL F A 2 A B A 7

Bﬂ%§~@ﬁ$%\#gﬁﬁu£ﬁéiﬁ%ﬁ{§

Ifinedo (2016 Ak e x
inedo (2016) R B Y T T LI
Facebook
Twitter | itz bz iz B A R Aok T F i &5 Fa 3
Phua et al. (2017) ﬁﬂ—ﬁ‘j” 2 ?‘f ?'T " ' f '
Instagram PR P AL R DR * o
Snapchat
Sjoblom & Twitch Bor T iEE ¢ %Egﬁﬁ—g oo SRR A ALK
witc . . .
Hamari (2017) Al B A R Twitch 3 B -
FHbm R R (BRm ) e » it AL R L5
Gan & Li (2018) e X oA B R (B e ) for 7 % & (F 4=

)

% 2-6 i3 ML ® T 28 K I IE 2T YouTube e4p B A7 %

TH/ER | AR A 2
Haridakis & W FTARF ok ¢ 5 & 5 T A YouTube FiE 45 B
YouTube |
Hanson (2009) AR L E s
L% YouTube B. 4% ehd 8 F el Uy B d v T &
Khan (2017) YouTube P 2 2 fePs

R omFTHACR S DA G AL T d b 85 IR o
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I #HARE

P Z AT FRESRY ¢ CRRLHRBFAFET A LR 75 SR FS o
Plhe g Ao * M s 1 (8% & & (Davis, 1989; Moore & Benbasat, 1991) » 7 7% &5 - BEE
Lhgafie PR R ERGD N 2 - o F R g ki SRR A R
% F 3 (Bloch & Richins, 1983; Babin et al. 1994) - g %3 * |4 (Perceived usefulness)£_#* §!|
BEDHEL - W R AT LS EFRETH R A BT AR FF P OER
(Batra & Ahtola, 1991) o A 3§ + & LARAd » % E AL 448 4o Facebook ~ YouTube... 5 41
T S g & 33 YouTuber » %5 :iF YouTube 23 & S0/ 1 Fildt i Jz ik d o
BELLAMFT NN R 2 FEF R U EAARE TER KR A SR
® o Fyt > YouTuber & & enf st mMa - £ 560 L4 % g B BRI L o
BF LA -

Rovd v 220 Davis(1989)475 - B2 & s (R» Fpi R » % 5 av ey

=

P E R p BATG IR E P RTS8 R FALenFIEs T A H 4 EA R 0F

FPTF T R E e L PRI EAY > 8P - B E & $#(Zhao & Ly, 2012) -
Kim & Son (2009)% 3.7 g *rF *(E SR R R i@ * H R e TR IR A L AR
L3R E & S o Shao (2009)F2 7 3 30 g ¥vF * 12 e Facebook » Twitter = YouTube
FARLFAE Y BP0 BT >t AP I B BN A P E Y o I AP AR
R ﬁﬁ??ﬂﬁﬁ *d R ko AR RAR S X R AL SRR f2ATR {v 7 31 (Bonds-Raacke
& Raacke, 2010; Raacke & Bonds-Raacke, 2008)12 % j& 17 i »* & H-ep % 22 %, A (Bondad-
Brown et al. 2011; Jin & Phua, 2014) o A3t F i e 1@ > 3 YouTuber 3% ik enF 3L ¥ A (7

R % ehdd ¢ REERIENPY P TN B A AT hER E D E

H1:g &3 * (¢ & » PR IE YouTuber 25 p F i » & o

18



A8 BAKREL

B2 R EREINHTFY ¢ B 5B M (Altruism) F AAFE LA B A R R
¥]% 2. - (Plume & Slade, 2018) » % YouTube T S #% Ew BT 7w i » LA F U
YouTuber 23 N 244 77w B H @ A GTHh > BB A PR REfEE & 82§
How gt Ht Aty b’“r??[ﬁ’% N G\ff& 5 0 A R A e

Fang & Chiu 2010)#flis 2 & 5 : T A A F DL B A FRDEF L > FRNE AT
PR A s PRI D RARL A J L FH o ﬁ‘u{ﬁu c Al A - A
1% R (Fehr & Géchter, 2000) > 4% & §l 2% & j& 7 & ¢ J& 7 7% &g (Kollock, 1999) o F]y+ » 1
o M - A A RTEL s X P TBR H eds 15 (Batson, 1987) 5 — 1B 4 FE R 3 4v s A dug T
L2 Ehe A w AR e R AT A e 1 1 BALL S AR FR Y 2
WA G MY ¢ A ¥ A T 9% % 2 — (Fang & Chiu, 2010; Hsu & Lin, 2008;
Kuznetsov, 2006; Oh, 2012; Oh & Syn, 2015) > # Fang & Chiu (2010)e%= 7 ¢ 5§l i &Fv
TEA R 2 MR R BT RE o AL FRERAT S fnfli i s R EYR
Blrtpb o Bgrfle SR AR FErBE LI ARPER AR TR AEIJe Fod i
AL S BEAAFOE o Oh Q012)#FRAIE L A PR EFTALRES X
M B A KR ks B4 #45 - Oh & Syn (2015)% R - YouTube + » % B2 5 eh 4 (¢
YouTuber) i R w487 F & M LA L FRALE L Fand 5 1 3 47 e A0 ¢ i end 30
% YouTuber #f i + L e cng i L 5 enFan e S w A3 Lo a8 8 Loy #res 5

EaHPEPALE R AT OBERE BAoT

H2: f1# ¢ 2 » B FRIH YouTuber 23 p 5 edl » 3 -
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£ 8 ALEAE
W3 R AT ] Y BT A € TRIFR (Social presence) & Ak € % & ihE ¢

- B ® 5%+ (Gan & Li, 2018; Liu et al. 2016) » % YouTuber 7#gig + > YouTuber FF % &

YR FF L BRIl 0 B P & ILPFY 1% YouTuber shpFpsd &2 8 CEF L i d-
#8 YouTuber 47 # & 22 L Rom o $Hm 8 - R BTG R X TAL ¢ g s v i

b g TeHR 8d Shortetal (1976)74& 1t » # % 5 [ A il chiifgd > (= 7 1Y
IR X P 7 8 F % & o Bioccaetal. (2003)3% 5 AL € TRER PR A © GAZAR
Tl AR B a0 T f AR B A B R # 2 R 2 AL € e
L e s o KM, Lee (2004)k T £ - fis RG> ARBCIRAET » " 2

PR AARBOTARER IR 23 h e b2 WaET Y SRET A R

et

BREARAR T S5 AL TR B E B R AL S 2, BI(H. Lin,
Fan, & Chau, 2014; Méantymaki & Riemer, 2014) o A3 4540 F eid € fR3f R 1 & B 3536 B 4
®F AT A aE 2 AR R ae IR S (Biocea et al., 2003) o AR AR R 2 2
BATRTFN REY PTRD AR - BEEN S XD R T R R FAEN

s &0 A PEAL € e R (G.M. Chen, 2011; Pfeil etal., 2009) °

-l

FEOEA A ATEMA RSB R R RGBT S AR

LASE KRBT - L x T de & T2 L R 4 (Stever & Lawson, 2013) ©

3 fj‘u{;&a  BEAAFRMT S o B ST L F A FREATE T RE Pap ¥ 2

FoBEEREIE R NP g N FEE P AR PO B e T SR g B AP

PER S PR L A EALE R (Lowry et al. 2006) o fA T F i e > LR ARG

YouTuber # % F¥ > ¢ g 3| YouTuber & 27 p & $f35— 5 R FR AL &L PP 50
M OAF Y B E IR

H3: AL § T3 € & » BRI YouTuber 5 5 0 5 e » & o
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WA RIS Ty ¢ BT 5 R (Homophily) 3 AL € % K e ¢ - BRE
%]+ (Phua, Jin, & Kim, 2017) = % YouTuber e + » A v w p d EH p 2 & feh
YouTuber i 4% 37 B HAF:E > BL I #7020 ¢ 18 45 3 i YouTuber oW - ¥ it 2.7 5
YouTuber «Hif E@ ~ 275 ~ L4230 % B e 2y ppinag s @ ERN L = I
YouTuber &2 p ¢ & Apin i, i&m F 3|4 € % & o

I B -2 d McPherson et al. (2001)#Ar ¢ 6@ el Tt & 5 T BT {5
e p e Apinehe L A4 B3 d o 4 P AR BRI Fhok g L4 2 p 2 p

et o g Lac A2 @R R o N Lin et al. (2001)/842-¢ 3 2chd R k7 2 Tk TG

X kS F’S*,:q,_dz#@ #Blllmﬁzjﬁl’ Glde D fEA S P4 H ‘i/r—%i\:iJ’ﬁl‘&{#ﬁ ’%%mli
VEA R S AR ot XA A R E e X AR B 5 A i

(Rogers & Bhowmik, 1970) ¢ £ i B3 denfpind > 27 5 @ FTho blae: 5 4 -
BB Mot R N Avdp i F o BARAR S T - 3R 4 02 oA R (Gilly et
al. 1998) -

Rogers & Bhowmik (1970)# 7 ﬂ » A i ART T @ﬁ;iﬁgﬁﬁqiiﬁ 95 1
PR R e ¢ EAR AR R SR T LB R E L FARPIRE &
EFRG L R FRROTRAREF QR L SR IT R LRI LT T R
o B FHBIR L ook § {5 o blde R RAE M Y ARG K3 B T By
BT IEEDL G &G TR B e A hF, B (Leonard-Barton, 1985) o 3t b i e @
B BTE X T] YouTuber 2 p & el FridA% g P> $F30 0 el 2 R €A% > @ AFF 7 o
Bk @ 3w E

H4: F Jri ¢ & o B BRI YouTuber 5 1 5 ik » & o

21



FAE O OZRRIL

W3R R KB Y o 5 3 21 @ (Enjoyment Value) 2 F #% L H ¢
- i § B F)+ (Khan, 2017) - % YouTuber e g + H ¢ 5 — 384 7 YouTuber 1 45 #45 %
FABGE Y A 0 o YouTube (i 3 IR » R AT L3 WD) F A3 Beni B
PERNELT R 7 82 - (Khan,2017) > ]t LB ¢ % @87 YouTuber F % 7

SO R

BEG R LD AR Rk L fEP B g deh B R SR
(Babinetal., 1994)c L % 187 1 5 pr B A R P AL E L0 R B ARy A
Flpt oo BT F e SAET 57 JlensEp T+ (H. Lietal, 2015) o 4o % i 4 fié * 3457
o ﬁfﬂ‘hﬁ] PefrF A& ,T.%i FOF A MR 9 2k % BRAY (Gallego et al. 2016) 0 b 4eFT 7
BT o AT GARR Y > 3 SN R Y A0 S0 G B ¥ 8 B eh(Gan & Li, 2018) -

2

fL FAFR R B 82 - (H. Li et al,, 2015) o At F ik endgs® > A

~

\"'ﬁ:

<y AN
YouTuber #f:f + > BLACHTH QP R F R AL I HABRF » $p0 P i » B 488 0 @ &

F_

By Bk (7 e B

5: 3R EE L B PRAH YouTuber § ¥ p 5 it » & -
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¥i1 & BRESLFERTIAF
Fishbein & Ajzen (1975)#-p£§ & Bl(Purchase intention) . & % : " B % j& 3 4 2 ¥
S LR X RF RAE A MY S A A TURIET G o BT LG % T
B BB R R BB anE s R % § B (Zeithaml, 1988) -
BLE 2 Bl ST %% 4 & 1% & (Y.-H. Chen et al. 2010) «
AR AT 3 oM @i E iy £ hT 5 (Canhoto & Clark, 2013; C. Evans &

Erkan, 2014; E. Kim et al., 2014) » i # —*ﬁﬁ;#ﬁ A AT s PR A SR AT R

ES

FopfAE R TER ARG ¢ AAESML FFEFLY P RS TR
A

BEELRE L 2 £ & ehld h(Davis Mersey etal. 2010) o &+ v M (eWOM ) ¢ A FEF 4

£30) 4

T
FoH MR AR R F LR & (Park, et al. 2007) 0 ¢ PR AR Ry A SRRSO E

)

$HAE % 03 $2(Libai etal , 2010) « AALFEHAE2 T o R H T R I FALFSAM AT
£ 7 30 % F(Mangold & Faulds, 2009) » ¢ % i85 54 isaae st B 3 4
B

S R R 2 W SRR AT R R T RAEL A SRR

50 & 5-ept§ A Bl(Wangetal. 2012) » N. Hajlietal. 2014) 4 7+ » i § % enr #2355 ¢

(\

=

S F e B R RGP RN TR T RS Wi 2 B
BT » e YouTuber « #5780 3 & &8 % SWAA - BHT IS ES T YL RE

BPEAGT - o R @ PR LA RSB PR R & g T A (Sohn, 2014) - A

F_‘.

POATHER A 2w o /ﬂaﬁ”ﬁ ¢ RFAFHN 4 anmih & & L (X-L. Jinetal. 2009) o *
SEE TR e v RITHRAILSI TRV RARTE P SRR AR P F
T XA FEG MASSNRIFDN F o FPt o AT F ik edeI® o 4 YouTuber #5iE 0 B
R H B s RARF > A A BN E F15 YouTuber ¥t & &7 # FlehF P F ~o (7

. E 0 A2 MY AR LR 0 AP B IE R

H6: # » & € BEFR TR IE YouTuber # 5 ¥ 3:h3 52 2 L L W
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Claycomb et al. (2001):% % # 4 & * & B](Continuous use intention)£_ij" ¥ H B
FEPRGFEARY > PITEARN T AR AL RE2ERAE  Ea B RYE
Blo $#0ALFSEMA 2 AR RAR S Y R FEERFHWB I T BT A FE R

g & h 342 - (Wangetal,2012) > F1 5 3 % —J'Ff € BAFSMT SR IEE S PRI
PR i 0 € R TDAAFE T 5 2 ahi7 5 (M. Hajli, 2013; Park et al., 2007) > F]3* > A&
ik endes® > A YouTuber #fip F o BLACHITH B P il » BAXRE > X & YouTuber &

Bz B epEdpdk RAX3T > » LR g A # YouTuber 2 & #t42 J) R 8 » @ AFT g D

B3R E T B

H7: # > & € R Y YouTuber ciffiz i & 2 #?i'ﬁ,—ﬁ B -
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GRS A AT R T 208 U B R RN § )
YouTuber # % sLF 4 » &2 F14 » b P 3B S o » R LT R FH 0

R R S AR s RS S L

HFHR {

Bk Ho A A E
(Percerved
usefulness)

WEEHE
BAH R (Purchase
Intention)
31 & ph 12 e
e A i BAK
fSogal (Engagement)
presence) gag
R
o] R HEERER
(Homophily) (Continuous
use intention)
B o 3 B
FHBR (Enjoyment
Value)

B 2-1 7%

¥
&
)
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¥=F By
A A & * E R I AAFE I F 8] 0 YouTuber #73g 4o b BT R LR A 4

FrROEAAABRTARTEFIRALF  AF LR R R EEE SN FTR

j"_} 4y 1A A:\ ‘%fr o

»

%E@%iﬁ_— i?[;k‘f;:‘fl’?ff@.ii 'I?‘?’F‘f?'}"&lﬂi ﬁ(ﬁm TRt e 0 AT BTG
BLBL o B Y SR S I8 AT T ) B A8 AL(FIE) AL § R K GIL G
TRHR 2 I PR - 3 808 AT S E)2 B AR S R 0 R el THELIL 2 R~ 0

SR ERE SNBSS F R

ARLHCAS T BHEA SRS ) ST T IR A TR TR 3

\4"%‘*

f@@\ﬂ»gxﬁﬁiﬁﬁgga@owj%ﬁﬁwiﬁﬂﬁiﬁ%@éﬁéﬁéﬁﬁ

N3
i

P T A B oA i £ R B T4 YouTuber # # 4k » ReFT £ A o g ¥ i
£ % 2% p (Davis, 1989) » flis 42 £ 224 p (C.-L. Hsu & Lin, 2008) » A+ ¢ fe3f kg P E
# 72 % p (Gefen & Straub, 2004) > [ Fif g 4 se ¥ p (Chu & Kim, 2011) » 3 £ &3
#. 224 p (Jahn & Kunz, 2012) > & ¥ &0 & % 22 % p (Chiu, Hsu, & Wang, 2006)3 » B 1§ %
22 4 p (Jooyoung Kim, Ahn, Kwon, & Reid, 2017) f-% & Bl :0& % 22 % p (Lu, Zhao, & Wang,

2010) > #F 4@ * X B E % s p (Algesheimeret al. 2005; Hennig-Thurau et al. 2004) - #f

FEEAEP I NMNERLBTIRCREAEARE S BEAN TEY 2RI ), 3] TATF

(5 A) ottt AFEF # YouTuber g 2412 T2017 & % = £ 574 YouTuber 4 i«
AERE AR L PRI TREME A S A S A WA £ 2 oAl 2 Eaae F A

Koo 1 Eg o
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-8 P

*EF AR G LA % YouTuber #f3f 5 4> I - YouTuber #f 3¢ 4 8F 5 4 7% & 57 3~
EBA2 Al AR T H R S F LD EE YouTuber 5 el B G A7 7 2 & > 2 LA
B REE S TR & FﬁPﬁLp B* & & 3542 e YouTuber T # i£ 7 B £ 38§ » 1 & g 2T
+ = Facebook ~ Line ~ Dcard ~ PPT » 12 p* & 3¢ i< 3+ —‘ﬁi;ﬁ_é A~ EpEY > T4 R

BALE 30 rd A d > I FAHEEPLRE o
% - & FB%;‘;{”;’L

AFT R BRI RS FREE FAELEALIE R ENFT AL B F - N85

BYAE 7 By YouTuber #2 % ey 4f - 31 # % Ly o YouTuber #74] 5 % = 374 R &

" B o YouTuber Sl 6F 4 A F F Y cha R SR FHEE > ¢ ZR T ¥ )
WAL TRAR R R AR E AR R AR AL R 2 e p st

PHOTATHEE o KPR ERE F gl 2 /]?vﬁf‘fa‘fp‘f 03 BT A B RO
ZRLOEMET AR UB U B LR 2 R A AT Tt o 0
YouTuber #f 3¢ 55 3]~ 58 » %] YouTuber 4p 83 " p 2 2% 2 § A~ ¥ B A L B LiE
FAKE o T AT A RIER] 24 L2017 &£ % = F 5% YouTuber §e imAd 358 504

T8 EFAF L RPREFBROTHE ARSI E R R E 100 3 £ 2+ e Facebook ~ YouTube

FEGM A HmE. E b oddy 0 ¥ TR A B 4248 10 § A #c2 YouTuber i 7B £ o

Byt r T4 ¢ K- YouTuber & 5 & 0F ~ 275 ~ 2550 ~ F5b il 2 L ER S AN
Bl o FlARAE A (BEr ~ AEe s mpl L R) B FRA(S A LEAPM A NI RIE A S

ﬁiﬁﬁ-?\:A\ﬁ ‘E‘_g"'J’ F]p s 7“*——51"%‘?\ /élj'ql—"—i ﬂ]g H =3 % wA 'jt] F‘V‘J'J » 1 lg)&/?l‘%
1R

BE Ve Ay L ERE A e a5 A oo YouTuber #7 i i8 (7B £ » YouTuber
FARAT R 31T o FIR R LREET R0 L0 & AR Y - - Bt o T
RS B ERIY P d EE H B F 0 YouTuber » £ $H A 84 i 74 4 o
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% 3-1 YouTuber

S

2B % w 343 Rt
TE A Tl Catie PiF &2
3R R g 8% Gina Hello i A
TET & e L hLdE 4 AL
EFE i3 Charlie
£y Joeman EEFE
T v Uik
[ ¥ 45 DODO Kelly
- 55 PR, 1R,
Sandy&Mandy B Ax A= IREEH

F= &

Jit

LREEA Y S enlicdE A 4 ] A

«T

FREERLGE AT AEATEMRR EE B H

g AT SRR R B
bl:’;}’ﬂ %i‘f{;}; Pt s 3B 7 182t
BE Yk Rp —ﬁf_ﬁ_’é{‘fﬁii

Pt ih s (TREIE 13 T BV REIE R o
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e & FPr8mzpi

KL E A BT B0 p A S o] M R R TR R R

FEWBE RLEAIEE AR FHEIR LR AL & §FE B IET YouTuber 7
PEEARRZY AR T RS WER AP TS

2

- ~ g A3 * {2 (Perceived usefulness)

AF 7 2 Davis (1989) %748 11 en TR aed * 4 | 5 A AR > B % 3098 £ 5

3L
* Likert T BB A T2¥ 2R L, (14) 3 T2F¥REL J(54) ZHFE> S
333 g R
S K44 40
7 YouTuber #% e A 3 15 5 * che
b - 2. EL'F% YouTuber #& & i@ 7 » A EF 4 E L 7
11 R’ gy .
N - L o Davis (1989)
g A Y L7 YouTuber & e & A el BT
g -
= ~ i 2 (Altruism)
777 12 C.-L. Hsu & Lin (2008) 73k Henl fil % % A8 1 3055 £ 4 340

#*% Likert 7 B8 2 T22% 203 ,(14) 5 T2¥k 3 ,(54) 2R

434w R A

R L 54
® 2 ¢ % YouTuber 473 + 4 2 Fetis 4 o
|
A e g 2. ¢ B YouTuber #F:f F H 8 3%% > I H # | C-L Hsu &
. | Yo I
2 R AR R A - Lin (2008)
3. A FE A YouTuber #5: + § 5 FIet H 68 4 o
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= ~ A ¢ TR (Social presence)

*FT 7 11 Gefen & Straub (2004) 7 4% &1 e0 Tk € TR3FR | 5 A A B % 3098 £ 5
3EE#* Likert T B & 22¥ 2 k2 (14T T22¥ R R (54 ) 2R3N o

%\' 3—5 ‘flj f’J 'fi‘g‘ %\'

i 2 %A

%
ole
&
e
s

1. A @EFE® YouTuber 257 AR X 3]- 4
L L RE N A

2. AR EREF YouTuber F2 5 7 R X I|- fB 4
g -

3. AL EREp YouTuber #25 ¥ g < I - fa8r 4
A2 R
24 # L5 YouTuber 2 5 ¥ & X 5| A iR ke

5. A EEE YouTuber 5 7 g & 1] £ 3
)

Ak g
TR

Gefen &
Straub (2004)

(A By

z ~ f & 4 (Homophily)

AF % 12 Chu & Kim (2011)#74% e D it ) 5 AAAZ P XM £ 3 48
#* Likert T B 2K T22% 22 (1 2) B T2dBR ((54) ZHFES N

% 3.6 R

%K - 2

\\\?{r
<l
<
e
A—

1. AL EASTEg 0 YouTuber R 3 gl

A
g - R Chu & Kim
}i T O E A AR o YouTuber {ifst (2011)

A A AR ehYouTuber (7 5 2 3% i3 4p 02
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I ~ 3% %% Z(Enjoyment Value)
A7 7 Jahn & Kunz 2012)# 14 henl 3 %% @ | 2 A#H AL B 2T £ 5 442
#* Likert T AL 224 2L (1 4) B T2A¥RIL,(SA) 2HE -
237 3 82pEE 4
B S X g p CERd &
AL A AT G YouTuber g B ihph F 4
AR TG AR o
R AL A AT G YouTuber g B ihp F 4
3 Y ‘
pa 5 ARFIEE o Jahn & Kunz
j?; % i 2 @A AT 5 YouTuber g2 % chp % 4 | (2012)
AR F 'F"ﬁ oo
AL A TG 0 YouTuber s B chp F £
A B s B

~ # » & (Engagement)

K& 7 12 Jooyoung Kimet al. (2017)#74% e T3 » B | 5 &

4% 4" Likert 7

2E AT

¥ 2 (I )FI2F¥EFRL (54

%38 H~EEZ

e

A
L e

% YouTuber £°
Ju s
1

B AR F A4 B D Lk
v

% B g p R &
g YouTuber F2 % pF» 2V g8 4 23 (A2 2
Adrend ¥ - 53
?} YouTuber #2 # BAF HE I PN 32245
o Jooyoung
R T Kim et al
im et al.
A F B % YouTuber 82 % » 838 - f (LB F R
i " RERT TR (2017)
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= ~ ¥ & Bl(Purchase Intention)

AT 3 2 Luetal. 2010)74% e TR AW, 5 A#GER ML T LT 34 #
* Likert 7 B A4 T2F¥ 2L (1 4) 3 T2F¥FR J(54) 38T

%39 Y AME 4

2 * 6 R
1. 7 % YouTuber 257 /i S ehd 5f8 > N g4 g
N A
- 2 'Jﬁ?uYouTuberﬁ FASMARE A TR E | Luetal
4 A4 mﬁ—:—i?&% L );}’ (2010)
3. 7 %= YouTuber 25 A g 515 » 5 ¢ B AL
[ Rk S T

N~ F YR * Z Bl(Continuous use intention)

~F2 3 12 (Algesheimer et al., 2005; Hennig-Thurau et al.,; 2004)#r3% J1en T3 i * g,
B, 5 A#HE > AL 548 4% Likert 7 E AL T2 2R L (14~ ) 3
TAY R (5A) RHFRSS

%310 #FLEE 2

¥ 3K RE 40 gk
g %ﬁﬁﬁ?} 237 B AL Ereh YouTuber o
Ag e d s Ade A E Eoeh YouTuber o Algesheimer
Lo Ark R R - A& XA AR R 0 A | et al. (2005);
F B €4 )%ﬁﬁ YouTuber 78’ %‘ ° Hennig-
4, A F et YouTuber s 55423 = B f2/4-% # | Thurau et al.
Y AE o (2004)
5. A EF e YouTuber 2L #2547 o
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AFTF 0 SPSS ~ Smart PLS3.0 i3t i S P L woic i enT Al A 471 B > TR 7T i s

FI 8 FHs R

AR SR

1.

BRI EP TR 2RI OAATH  BFE - ok

Bk AT A

% & & 17 (Reliability Analysis): ¥ 4L & w e % B =8 78 P 11— R {4+ 12 Cronbach’s

o Gilics HEApth o
R AITE R HREETF AT AR LR A SF PR & RO R

BT GHcR R L R AR AR e Bl GO AR R R GIL I MY 0 %R
p”&@{@ﬁfWH“HSﬂgﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁiﬂ@ﬁgﬁ’%ﬁﬁéﬁgﬁ’ﬂ
SAREFRREATHATREFEAR

ﬁﬂﬁﬂ*%?wm?HSzﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ&’ﬂ“‘ﬁ%@ﬂ%ﬁWﬁ@

K H Rl BRI B AR 4 o RPAEB PR R A B A R R AR -
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¥ri FHAH

AFPFUEHTRLE € EF YouTuber L L A 7 4 % o LRER X 07 50 R
£ % %> Facebook ~ Line ~ Dacrd 3 PTT... A28 48 + o B HpFA 5 2018 # 5% 1 p
T2018E 57 60 Rfck 845 PR L FIREE - R{EZ EoTK £ 5 90 0 f ok

S8 RATHEAH

2]

i€

-

dOATRFE LR Sl BRRT 2L 0 BB ARG fep B YouTuber
FHER - m AR S - B B P T ¥ ALTE G o £ B YouTuber #2 % chy! 172 0 &
HELZTE B2 €K ««»3‘@/\ BLe 78 E o AFT 7 % YouTuber #7 i #f ) & (7 4 47 >
Loa 2B AR A F A R iAo B 4 B AR A § Bl ehg ol S i s 301 &
ST G SRR K s 310 6 5 Al ok K B 144 085 M3t fc B 5] G oRR K des
755 i > ded 4-1 7 EEALR A L B A S e

Lo4-l B2 AR B4

il =% #c oAt
BT gl 301 39.9%
Sl 310 41.1%

E el 144 19.1%
B3t 755 100.0%

FH AR AR
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Poh g LS A 40T A o g YouTuber #73f 87 3] et &) 2 72 207 3] & 39.9%
EFAANE 41.1% ~ oAl d 19.0% 0 AR SR B 5 T i Sk S 0 bty
72.7% EB] 2 G § 4T 4 ik 13.6% 0 ~ 4 B ) 86.4% 1 EdLFRA 1 21-25 i d 52.1% 5 B
5o AR A 1620 K 41 5 318% ) ARTARR D 6 UAFBPFFAC RS JREA

) 82.1%

342 woTH A A vtk

%74 7 e e )
7 103 13.6
ER
n 652 86.4
16-20 ﬁ« 240 318
21-25 & 303 51
26-30 }% 77 10.2
e
31-35 ﬁa 22 2.9
35-40 A 17 L6
41-45 7 3
3R Vo 4 5
F R 39 5.2
iy
= %?/% %i 620 82.1
ALt 92 12.2

FARLkR AR
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# 43 wzik A E 0 g YouTuber 4 if = #

Y 7P = ¥ A (%)
2-3 = 59 7.8
4-5 = 98 13.0
B S
6-7 = 49 6.5
537 x4 549 72.7

T kR AP FR

¥ & B RBKR R
AR 2 Smart PLS 3.0 St diMie 7447 > 5 T RBRER SR AhE M X

w2 6 € 1 * Smart PLS 3.0 i {7 5 & & T/ A 47 » MAL T AT 2 3 A e R AL

gmu

7 R 7R R F & YouTuber 2 % F @ 3lenis g P R UMY LHZ FHALR
Ik 4o o 394 YouTuber 23] 4 5 4 3 07 A ~ Z B3~ ooahd) = < g > 7Y o
-~ RRERAH
AT AT HBR RV EROFERETP R 2B R ELAEFRRESIT B RS T
AEIPRIERFENEI L EDY FARR PN R ERF LT LI - RO RE LG
FROVER - BFLRIENCRZIMITEN BEE T RnfnT » e pFig 33 4
BEFRERETEINNESER YR - Reho - A 3 > % Cronbach a &% 7 0.7 2
FYHEYERLZFTERE 27 41 Cronbacho &% 421 0.50 5 ¥ #& % 2_ -k & (Hairet
al. 1992) o p 8- KA FiFHKFENM 2 F]E £ 17 (Composite reliability , CR) 2 % &1 -
LHEANIT L R 20 0.60 1 AT 4% 2 kF (Bagorzi & Yi, 1988) ¢ At T 305 B
% B #c (Average variance extracted, AVE) %38 B4 S8cp|E RSB BELSENER
fRfE4 > FHcEARE A TARE 24 0 VL B MR 5 Fornell & Larcker (1981)#7&
* 0.5 2 ko d £ 44 34 4-11 ¥ 5 21975 4878 2 Cronbach o B £ 2 & T & % <3
07> ~CR%¥ <3 ~AVE # =205 Fpt » R X 23 @B v T R o
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%

#4& Cronbach a 0 &G R Tiag R 5 P~8 (AVE) % %%
BTG 0.814 0.889 0.727 i i
HERES 0.933 0.957 0.882 i 1B
i€ TRER 0.907 0.931 0.732 i i
[ ea 0.895 0.935 0.827 i i
FRBE 0.856 0.901 0.695 i iE
¥R 0.871 0.912 0.722 i i
PEE R R 0.926 0.953 0.871 i i
EFLE 0.83 0.88 0.596 i i

FHLKR AR R
45 2R L RIEHRE*

4 Cronbach a PLERER Tiag R X8 (AVE) ¥k %
RAT o 0.814 0.889 0.727 i i
IR 0.933 0.957 0.882 i i
A TR R 0.907 0.931 0.732 i i
=2 0.895 0.935 0.827 i i
LA i 0.856 0.901 0.695 i i
¥R 0.871 0.912 0.722 i i
PR AR 0.926 0.953 0.871 LTI
FFLW 0.83 0.88 0.596 i i

TR AR AT ER
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F 4-6 PRI 2 T Rk *

#4& Cronbach a w &R Tio% R 5 B~§ (AVE) WS 5
BT * 0.814 0.889 0.727 i i
i 0.933 0.957 0.882 i i
At € TRHR 0.907 0.931 0.732 i i
[ ea 0.895 0.935 0.827 i i
FEVE 0.856 0.901 0.695 i i
PR 0.871 0.912 0.722 i i
PR AR 0.926 0.953 0.871 i i
FE N 0.83 0.88 0.596 i i

FAL KR AR R
% 4-7 A2 R eSS

4 Cronbach a PLERER T R X (AVE) ¥k %
BArd ¥ 0.814 0.889 0.727 i B
w4 0.933 0.957 0.882 i i
A TR R 0.907 0.931 0.732 i i
=2 0.895 0.935 0.827 i i
3 ER e 0.856 0.901 0.695 i i
P R 0.871 0.912 0.722 i i
PR AR 0.926 0.953 0.871 LTI
FHLE 0.83 0.88 0.596 i i

TR AR AT ER
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BRI TS

i

R B B A e FR R T KH R

s

SEEFAM AT B M AR

Gh

BRI A RS BHEG LG RReR 7 NEERARADE RKRETF WA
ﬁﬁ&*wwﬁ&ﬁﬁﬁéﬁ’?ﬁ&ibﬁEM%*ﬁéﬁﬁiﬁme%ﬂ&wai
ﬁ_m mtﬁ"l._j%IE

TR Y5 IR o FeonF A 40 R 4-8 3 4-11 #ow o

R ANH G AN Gl o d T AT U

A ¥ R A i MR At
el e | T g | BT ke | RO R
Ei] % B 3 o RE | TRR
Fl 0.939
. 0.429 0.772
& B
F~ B | 0.368 0.568 0.85
BT

0.113 0.361 0.284 0.834
3
P | 0.338 0.419 0.523 0.302 0.909
BT
. 0.156 0.337 0.323 0.285 0.259 0.853
?rlf'_}_
PR
. 0.218 0.446 0.342 0.161 0.254 0.286 0.933
& B
ik g
] 0381 0.462 0.588 0.26 0.405 0.303 0.2 0.855
TR R

TR KR AT R
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# 49 2 FE LR

AT B 4

T F= 1 A )l i A+
{gf" )4 A worr | R | 6% i g‘
%8 % B N Yl P AR | R
1% | 0.937
T
N 0.343 | 0.754
& B
B 0.346 0.546 0.854
R T
Lo 0.07 0.404 0.306 0.827
& ’Fﬁ'k}_ 0.24 0.394 0.539 0.253 0.903
R T
. 0.13 0.308 0.377 0.268 0.298 0.844
B # :r'_}_
PR
R 0.139 0.355 0.351 0.177 0.256 0.21 0.919
Z [#
g
. . 0.372 0.494 0.622 0.223 0.4 0.333 0.133 0.841
TH R

TR KR AL ER
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% 4-10 %447

|5 ] 5 B 4

SR A, =i R e B [ A
Felge | T T | BT k| B N
i i B 3R PR LB | TRHRE
SURS 0.945
X 1
. 0.426 0.775
% Bl
PR 0.33 0.623 0.849
}éfz‘r
3 p 0.162 0.415 0.23 0.853
[ ea 0.4 0.441 0.511 0.338 0.914
}éﬁfr
S 0.137 0.384 0.197 0.408 0.217 0.839
[N E
PLE
: 0.142 0.605 0.324 0.325 0.258 0.354 0.913
R
i g
r g 0.348 0.457 0.536 0.277 0.404 0.255 0.315 0.864
"

S kR AR AL
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% 4-11 Fospd) § Wk 4

o, 3 4 4 AR ] it
i T i PN e T B B
S8 3 B B4 R RE TRk
F1l 4 0.925
B
N 0.584 | 0.795
& [
FrR 0.525 0.534 0.844
}i\: e
Lo 0.179 0.28 0.426 0.803
e L E
[ ’Ffr'tt 0.43 0.441 0.509 0.41 0.915
R T
. 0.18 0.287 0.473 0.366 0.196 0.86
b
PLE
N 0.434 0.403 0.501 0.232 0.337 0.205 0.927
& B
At g
. 0.492 0.449 0.652 0.312 0.44 0.413 0.257 0.869
TR
FAL KR AR AL
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FZ 8 FLRREILH

AF 4 5 SmartPLS 3.0 & 4 & ehsiyt A 45 4cdl 0 518 PLS B HCR] e (747 Bk
B OPLS L& P T AR ABBOYEE A PLS AL R L ARF L
R Y SRR SISt SOREREES SESEL T 2 S al S
AT BRI B A T 2 TR BOR GUBRR H @ 2)ET TR 0 2 e ot R
AHG TR ERRE R E A TR RIS - B BPREGEDEFE &
PEE o 1 F R R A BEATR RS EGR S 5000 0 FFd R R R A
IS I

L3 "‘J}!]
S A

kN

AETERAFLFAY  BR IIBR TSR v EFLE R Y B ERE
B8P~ B (B=0.099, t=3.273, p<0.05) » Il 4 * & kg & . 83 » & (B=0.101, t=3.273, p<0.05)
i g TRHR 6 B EF B I B (B=0.388, =10.989, p<0.005) - F Tt ¢ B FHEH B
(B=0.289, t=8.239,p<0.005) » % % i & & &g ¥ F/554& » & (B=0.057,=1.917, p<0.005) » # »
B¢ M FPEMT L RI(B=0342, 59.965, p<0.005) » ¥ » B ¢ ME R LHFF * LW
(B=0.568 t=20.432,p<0.005) > £ # > #7% f RHHF LI » RORI L 0464 A T ipd p
BN B R G 46.4% 38 4 od o r BT A BHRY S 0117 & 740 B
BABT 11.7%EF0 4 - REHEFIRORY S 0323 2738~ AHFFRE Y LH

3 323%fFF o G kAo 4-12 2B 4-1 1w e
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L0412 Bl ER A

-
B3k 48 | Ki
£ B
H1 @ g A5 * & BB AT YouTuber 28 p B endi » & o X
H2: 41 14 ¢ 2 BB FHT YouTuber 82 8 p 3 cdl » & o R
H3: Ak € Tod § B BT YouTuber % 5 it » & A
Ha: e 1 ¢ 8 B340 YouTuber 2 2 N 3 hdk » B o e
H5: 3 %0 & ¢ 8 B B4 YouTuber 2% N 3 chdk » B o e
HE: 3~ & € B B3> YouTuber B2 # 2 3eh3 F 2 2 MY AW - 3
H7 @ 3~ & € B BT H YouTuber 2 % 7l 54 2 R LR - *

0.568%**

AR

0.2897#**

0.342%%*

*P<0.0.5 ; **P<0.01 ; ***P<0.005

= s R B
s
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-~ 2 FE

R

s

APTFR AL EEFEAY BRI DER T SR FEALE B g
BB 83~ B (B=0.114, t=2.173, p<0.05) » f1 # {+ ¢ & % 82 83 » B (B=0.102, =2.161,
p<0.05) » A ¢ TRIR € 2 F B 845 ~ B (B=0406, t=7.194, p<0.005) - I & |+ & B2 F B B4
* B (B=0.292, t=5.595, p<0.005) » % %} & ¢ & ¥ B 53k » & (B=0.104, t=2.406, p<0.05) >
PR € HFRLME LR(P=0.351,t=6.518,p<0.005) > # » B ¢ HEFHLEH T * LR
(B=0.546, t=12.162, p<0.005) » # ¥ > #iF p R TH > R R 5 0520 457z p ¥
B RE G 2% iR o A~ RAHME LB R G 0123 £ TR~ RHME
BART 123%a@n 4 £ BHFEFARAREE 0298 &7 » BHEF R * LW
H 29.8%fa i 4 0w kdvd 4-13 B Fl 42 St o

F 4-13 4 B dow e ) Bk de A

£ F
B A

FaE=23=%

H1 @ g 4r * 1 ¢ 22 5B ¥t YouTuber B2 5 ) 7 il » /B o FaE=1
H2 @ & 2 ¢ B BB T8> YouTuber 2 7 | 7 3K » & - * 3
H3: At ¢ TR i ¢ B2 5L T30 YouTuber 2 5 b %44k » & o EaF=
H4: I 512 € 2 3B B4 YouTuber F2 58 o andi » & o 2 3F
H5 : 3-%‘%-??%’_ fﬁ_g%ﬁg‘zﬁ,“}}"‘ YouTuber B2 % A ZF el » & o EaF=
HE: 3~ & € B B3> YouTuber B # 3 Flehd 2 2 MEF AW - 3%
H7 : 3~ B € B B3> YouTuber B2 7 2 3ch3 54 2 LR R W - * 3
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ﬂ?%ﬁ&.%:
B A% & { 0.102*

0.406%**

0.35] %%
R*=0.52

R?*=0.298
0.546%**

FHELF

N

i &

*P<0.0.5 ; **P<0.01 ; ***P<0.005

B 42 4 FF A BRI GdkS R? &

FAL KR R
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R ik

AET R AEBEA? B 1240 AEAF BRI 6 TREFLFE R
Ged B L f e B 0 B (B=0.023, t=0.484, p>0.05) > I 1 A f v 84K ~ B (B=0.065,
t=1.25,p>0.05) » 4 € Tedb i € B ¥ 2 B~ & (B=0.375,6.389,p<0.005) > I F i+ & &5 ¥
B8~ B (B=0.33, t=5.632, p<0.005) » % £ % & 5 f + B & » & (B=-0.006, t=0.119,
p>0.05) » 3~ B § B ¥ P EEE 2 B(B=0.324,t=6.174,p<0.005) » ¥ » B ¢ ¥ B S F
i * R B(B=623, t=17.416, p<0.005) » H @ » #74 p SEHH » B PR S 03840 & 7
T RECHAE N R E G 384% 24 oA o REME L BORYL 01020 &4
*RHEE AR 102%FF0 4 c X BHBELAB R L 0289 £ 70 REEY
LEA BT 289%fFf i 4 o Fimid Sk dok 4-14 2§ 4-3 #77 o

# 4-14 Fbap ] Bk de 4

£ F
B
EaE=21-604

HL @ g arg % ¢ B2 0B B>t YouTuber 825 N 7 i » B - LI
H2: s 2 ¢ 2 B > YouTuber §2 % ] 7 ok » & - L=
H3: Ak € TR R € B B %44 YouTuber 3 2 I 20k » & o X ¥
H4: I 512 € 2 3B B4 YouTuber F2 58 o andi » & o P =
H5: 3 %0 & ¢ B LT >0 YouTuber 825 ) % ehfk » B o * R FE
HE6 : 3 » B ¢ 5B T ¥ YouTuber 2 % #2 3 chd &4 2 PR R B - FaE-
H7 : 3~ B € B 5B Y > YouTuber B2 7 2 3ch3 52 2 PLE R W - FaE=1
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. R>=0.384
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(0.337#:%*

>
.
:
)
)
.
.
.
/ 0.065***
, .
:
g
.
.
!
)
;
,
:
.
/
,
)
;
-0. /
.
.
.
,
,
.
:
4
!
.
.
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LR e
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