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The Effect of Online Reviews Credibility Perception on
Product Sales

WANG Qiang', ZHANG Wen', LI Jian', MA Zhenzhong?

(1. College of Economics and Management, Beijing University of Technology, Beijing 100124, China; 2. Odette
School of Business, University of Windsor, Windsor N9E 474, Canada)

Abstract With the rapid development of E-commerce, online reviews are becoming
an important resource to support consumer purchase decision making. This makes the
online fraudulent reviews pervasive in the E-commerce platform resulting in great loss
for both online consumers and merchants. Based on the persuasion knowledge theory,
this study explores the effect of online reviews credibility perception on product sales.
On the one hand, we explore the effect of online reviews credibility perception on
consumer purchase decisions with adoption of the system GMM model. On the one
hand, we extract review text features from online reviews and to study its effect
on consumers’ credibility perception of online reviews with adoption of the fractional
logit model. The result shows that online reviews credibility perception moderates the
effect of consumers’ information processing of online reviews on product sales. The
online review features as referring, contextual, detailing, and argument structuring
have significant effect on online reviews credibility perception. This study has great
managerial implications for both platforms and vendors to improve their practice on

online review management.

Keywords fraudulent online reviews; text analytics; review credibility perception;
fractional logit; system GMM

1 518

TELE T VR ATE ¥ ol 2 5 2RI I 3 5 JE RN, A2 3 2 35 10 4 ) S 1 3 1 B 22 S
—IAAFFHI T A A R, i 86% MV e FH LW 22 2R K MIFE, JFH 80%
(I3 2 27 AT 1 T S 1 38 2% 52 BIVTAL Hh At 2 2 00 AU 52 e (5K 05§ (2022), Wang
et al. (2022)). X TRIFKM T, ELRE M FSREWHRTT ™ M EIF I RE RANE. &fF
W SRR, LR IR PRI 1 7, (RN R T 5%~9% HIENI N (Luca
and Zervas (2016)). TEZR an PRI 7E 1) EREDEANE T BUR RS iz 3, B, i
T i IR TR IS 60% 2R (Zhang et al. (2019)), BN E R, EEEHRE
P& EWAEEREIELR BRI, R RELR R EITIR T R E . F R
HiHrk T ERPALFHIR (Zhang et al. (2019)). #ESeit, fELRE &b M AR V18 18 Al 3% [V 2%
BHRAE 125 RouHIBik, Wb R EAE P 500 /336 0 T AT E AR AR v R ROVE L
(Trustpilot (2020)). FKEWEEITMEEFERERHBN T ERBOAN I T HAEL
IR, Bk, PEIRERAT AR AR PR 0T R 55 KR B E R 51k T Tk SR AN
SR T2 R

LA AR 78 B T T AL R i B B PF R B L (Wu et al. (2020)). %0 (Dellarocas
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(2006), He et al. (2022)). %] (Kumar et al. (2018,2019), Wang et al. (2018)) FI% B i) @i
(Parker and Van Alstyne (2018), Pu et al. (2022)). ASCHR AT 7ELL R MR IES 51 K 13
0 TE 2R T PR AR RN B SR P 0 9 2 215 R A B 2 R O SE R SR (s . A LG T B
WEFL, ASCH)EZHT SE T LUR A . & 5%, ASUER T 3URIME AR B, WSS Aab 5
REFEAN AR 25 520 2 R L SV T e TR SR BE . LA B FUAE R BB S MR T T, K
22 1) R T i 25 AT 98 515 A A 52 25 S H VK 2l T SE TR SR B2 . el TR il PR %
N BLSEPE AN TTUIIE, IA BF FU > IS S AL B I T2 A P8 % 5 Y e R L S M o) L K
YRRz, R, ARSI ORI TE 5 28 R AN 22 W08 5 KUK (140 A 5 S e iy o & 5t
TAELRT i VIR EL SRR AN R I 2. I B EZR T it KR AR VAR TR FE A3 AT I it L R 2 A
F B RE 5 A B R BEAT SCARRAAE (Ania) ik 48 IO AN )02 0 00 55 ) Fli B, 3k 17 4 B L 25 2% =) 4%
FHIEH AR AIE 26 75 5 B FE (Zhang et al. (2016)). HFHLE 2 ST (0 SBARRE 25 (2 P4
(2022), RIRZ (2022)) LIS SCAR /MRS BRE i, AEAS PSR IR MEER AR AL A8 2 3] 7 ik
TRLATE 2R B i R A DT V8 (R AT AR ek DR RO R i, 4 S L I PR ML 88 2 ST 04T KR B8 IR
o, I AE BRI VEIR SCARFAE 73 A7 rhofg 230 BB = — 5 W PE AU IR 7). Bk, A SCHe
PIANRIE T I R 1) Y Bl X AR 2 R it T P B Sk R T B2 W 9 I SRR 2) TR
SRS IR 6 3 T T 32 52 R 75 24 7 i PR RN LS ?

N T SR RO AR BT it AR VPR TR IR B AR PR SRVE A0 AT e 38V B TR SRAT O, E Ok,
AR SC AR i PR B SO B 9 - BRI 0 R, T U ME AR AR R SCA [l )4 7592 (it
IR B (2020, 2021)) PRITTE LR B T PP 10 80 S S22 SR 52 R AR STV 2
AR LE PP LSRR BT B A 2 HE A, A ) SCRE A TS 2R 0] 7 2 i it T 8 JR R L S A6 U
PF PR FEMA HEAT SRR BG . FLUR, AR SR RIS B B TE 20 it PRI HEAT IR 2 AR
SR, MO 2 T 0 2 W02 TH R MR AE 2 7 ot PR RO A DGARRAIE, A 2 fractional logit A5 AR
FERE M AE 23 i PR BN LSV A SCARR B 3. A ST FU 4 SRAESE T AR il PRAR R IR S
B M T TV 9ROV IR (S B AR R R AT R 2R R ITPIR NS, B
RN < A BT R R R A M FE 2 7 ity AR IR B SR 9 T2 PR SCAR R BT K

2 akEm S A F
2.1 E%&EmERITIES

TELR T it R (B VPR 2 X AH DG 7= i B 45 AN DT SEBR (163, 38 5 52 min L Ath 3y 9% 28 1) 3K e 5
(AT g, SRR AR 3k B A 55 7 B B . AE RIS IR e S B 20T W R BT P AR 1
BRR, TELRTFR R B R AT (0260 b SR BRI 324k, E AN . RS, &
A IR 7 3 B NTE 26 7 it R VT8 B R AT BAL S 50 B AR i vk = AN 5 T RS A DGt 9.
TE 2% 78 it R AR VPR B R AT AL T TH, R 5 SN 7E LR VE R 3 N R AT R AR VP8 (1 = ZE L.
THRE 2R T R K& R A A R AT R RVEE, BRAF G WHa T RS
JEARKZE RAGT BRI R. thah, T S e ROy — S0 /R R A B AR VP, s Bt A
AT ER T HAC SR, TELRR R VPR IS e T, SRR PP AP e R E T s
K FEEREHLE. Cao (2020) MW FIER T AR PEIR N & XK 1B, & B IERITELS I+
ANREAE 25 v S RFFEVEI SRR, (H BRI S B “INAER 5T 18 R AE NI T
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WHEERSES . BN, LR MR EVFIRFEIR VT B AR, TREEEREMHLRK
I RN BRI e R AR VR 18, 0 TAEZR R B ORI T %, CA BT E
FAE BINLAS 7 S IR ROR B R PP G, X LEHLES 27 ST A SR B AR R R PP IR AR 55
N3 2 I R, I I 25 R 73 SR S BN ARV IR I AERA IR (Zhang et al. (2021)).
— RG2S 1) 7 VA i AT AE R AR IR . 140, Wang et al.
(2012) FEBIPFE N A TFIRE AT NS R E A B IR & . VRIS N A MIPFIR X G2 8] 1 2 2%
P2 AT U R ARV

2.2 ALBEITPLRMES T

TELRT VR SR LS PE TRV P B 0 e R PR ST FE R, R EW R E R A 84
IS X PR SRR WA W (Huang and Liang (2021)). PFREFIFEL L IVE S EUH %
FRE AR AL B R AT AE S VPR ARG A AMEH, BRI IAEE R BUH 938 2 X FR KRR
SEAFE, MARIEF T LTI E AL PR RS AE S, HIAT W, 720 i i AP
T ) HH LS A5 o 3 XA 2 VPR B BN LS R AR . YV SRR EIR Y, 2R T H S
ZEUO AR 2 VPR BN B S P (W, A2 M E AR IR. HTHBRHE A ST RERE
B RN EVR AN TR, 98 2 2 X6 T [ — S5 AE B VT A0 SR R B S 1) ) B o] REAEAE 22 . A B 9T
F IR 2R T il BV R T B0 2 R A 2R T i DP R SR R R ) A A o i 2 e Y 9 A )
T o PR S B SR VPR BN L SR X VTR ISR A R R A, RIS FE T3 VP T R RE
TH 9 KRB BAAT 14T VL3R, Zhang et al. (2020) J6AUE T 18 K0 B S X6t i 9% 3 ) 3K
AT R, I — 2R VRSV 9 3 BN R IR T, At AT 2 R PR 1 5% 1 T3 SR L SE 1
WfE B DU B L e s A7 v IR IE — 0 i 2 25 VPR 2 LE T 2 RN B O, L 2 51 R UH
B I AR AR DRSS 28 FF e B AN S r . AR, B BACER ) A R E, TRIERIE I
(R SCHERVR N 1 A VT V0 TR R0 S0 SIS M 2 e e o 52 M0 i 28 38 68 FE 21T 0 IS S8 AL 38 I A5 0) ¥ 2
(PR EAT R 77 B B AR SO I T TE R FUAE 2R R it P 10 B L S oV 9 R SR S
(1) TR IR IR ER T 1 5 a3 2 2 X CE 27 i VP 18 S S BN 1) L R 3R XSS [R5 mT LB g 9
5 VPR SCAR R R MAEC AN ZE (Huang and Liang (2021)). HA, P8 SCARK R FEEBIET
WHISCARRHIE, BlanvEealistE. PR PWHIRtE S, PRRAE ORI R 2 PR SUARSMY
FHE, BLFEVPSr . PRRE . XRS5

3 ERIERFMARMRIL

VAR HTREE 18 (persuasion knowledge theory) ¥ H 7EVPFIR(E B A RIS FE il 98 A
IRAE BB #, W5 B EAEE (Friestad and Wright (1994)). ¥ 2% K 10
e 52 5 A U AR 1 P9 A ) R BOCPAR, MBI AR R T A S PE IR AU AR PR B KR, X RR
DU AR R, A Ul AR T )V B b N R 2R PR S B AT o AT R AR B JE I
SR SR U IR FD R B e A PR R B U IR PE N . A SO Bh U IR PR R IR BRI, T R
TN AE LR VPR IR B SPE () B O, IR ITAE 28 VPR B i B S MR 2 2 WSk I sg . 2
B 5 H A U IRYE FIR T B T ARATTRE 75 26 PP () SR BN, Ty 238 1V 2 N AR 2R
PSSR BEIE AR, QFERTPEL BN AP G B AL FE. b Ak, BTV 2 6 FE 4R R an UF
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W AR LSRR B 9 B W AE IR NI 0 AT, AR SCTFIR SCA R I X AR AT 5200 7
PR LS S PR LSRRI A N . A2 % Ansari and Gupta (2021) 5T, BT
H AT NELL (speech act theory) MHONEAT 72 WL AN AN ] 1 2 KR 58 5 e DY 18 JEk R L S
ISCARHE. ZT R T SHEAT NERITR 17— AN ENCHEZE I T RS 5 X% (12 5 1m] A gh
FYJZ ) AR arT SE MRV 9% 2 0 FE vl 3 g 1 i . BAKI &, A TS EAE (referencing)
(Wang and Karimi (2019)) fliEHEfiR A (contextual embedding) (Ludwig et al. (2016)) iX
PR 1T, R FTRE MRV 9% 28 X AE 2R il VP e B SR B IR S ek (HA)); A4y
(detailing) (DePaulo et al. (2003)) A& M &5F4k (argument structuring) (Ansari and Gupta
(2021)) PANZEWLE T, PR FTREMA 9 2 6 72 42 0 il VPR B SEPR N PP AR S 5 XU (4549).
1 IR 1T R TR R SR VRS SUAR R I U ke

AR T MR VR B R, T 2 0 B IR M ARE R N R AR RN, At = iR BE B
A0 U0 MR R LI A S RS . AR i R UL TR B R PR SR VE AR, T 2 i
I P 2R TR R AN AN 2 3 9 9 2 o PR SR VE (B, 1T HL 2 B0 HE E AN IE R K R e
(PR, ¥ 2 7R IR VPR 18 S G B, 24 B B RS I BRI ST o 78 28
P i VPR BRI BC S, FEZR T il MR AB VI8 51 AR 2 8 X AE 2 PP R ST S e AR AL,
TIHBRFEMNAELIFRE BRI RE, 3558 KUk (heuristic processing) 1 R G AL AL
(systematic processing) (Chaiken et al. (1989)), ZETIX ¥ 2 o 3 F= A= 5o . A SCHE T Ik
PEANVABE IS, PRI 7E 2k pa ot PR SRR B SR n o] 52 ¥ 28 28 0 AE 2 7 et PEAR Y 5 A AL AN
RGACALEE, T SEMR A AT I SR e, E 27 i T V0 BRSPS Vi 9l 2 TR SRES I 1 BE AL
HEZE GNP 1 .

* 1 FITLRMAESIMRTIR AR
PRRSCARIE A B

A1k VGRS ROP R R I R R45 B A
VI VPR PS5 FOVESE R D 1)1 1) 4 % i
ZiNn VPR PR 5 4 0
i AL VPR 9 B0 — B RE B
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1) PR RSN LS AR 2 PR 5 e AR R A 5

JA R FRAL BRI B HE BB TE RS, T 9% AN 7 HE B AT B AT 2 B
SREL, PER RN R B W AT IR R A E I B S B (Wang et al. (2021)). PFIR R
T2 ST B R SR AN S EL R — AN EER AR, S PR RN R SRR
WAL TR i PR A AR B 3, VM 23 7 AL S S I R RIURS ) 72 P8 3R ECA H
5, TR R 1K S BN TOX — IR TN PRI AE RO H A, T e S
LWL B PR SR S S, 10 PP RO 1 D S R 7™ ol o e ) B R A, 2 S1ESE S B
BRI, W R E LI AT BRI RN, RIS R e TR B AL
T B ) VTR AN R AR DG R W PR, Xl AR R B O T R R R
R R AR, DRI R BT A CAUESE T R 5 AL PR RN X 8 . i,
T R R A BB B 1 IE U B2 (Eslami and Ghasemaghaei (2018), Li et al. (2019)).

PRGN LSV 588 TV B W HE ST IR S B R R AL B, B S R X VR B
FLSPER AT, 25 R ARG PRI . X VP8 U IR B 43 5 30 28 2 T VP18 AU AR
KAF B 5 R AL R ) R G AL B AR . 29 2 0 FE 2R VP10 A 0 e PR JL SRR SN, Al
MSBARFR B, RZ, T e M TELVTF I8 SV BB ZE T, MG AEVEIR R A
DXV IRRAG T RE A B P SO R . DRI, 9 0 AR AR VPR 10 B SR IR N 23 RE I A AT
XFPELR VIR AR B G R AL B, PR R X T 2 85 P SR e 32 VY 2 8 0 18 Btk
RIS, JE T, AR DL R

BRI 1 FEZRE PP BN B S 5 S i R Se 10 8 R A B R BRI &,
PRGN F SR AE PPAR RN A 9 P S 2 ) B8 4% IE [ R 5 .

2) TEIR BN L S ME X E LR 1T I0 R G AL PR A F2

RGN IR KRHE BRI 73, T % 7 AL SN (R ARG 7 Ab #1452 (Ruiz-Mafe et
al. (2018)). VPRI EBOZ M P& WP T RGUL AL FBAE B, Nl B ELIT IR
RGBS T MG RLR. ZERIF LRI & U RIR, PAAriat g
LRI T VPRI AN AR Z ] U YOG R (Zhang et al. (2020)). VPR 1H 2 fe ™
v JoT A7 i A A P B AR, AR PR ) T A% 1 00 T i SR A RS R, BT AR
TR IR B VEAR K 19 IV 2 8 00 AR G A B A6, JF S B0 9 2 M SR I OG5 SR, 43 9 2
AT R P A S IR, AT T 2 R S IR S SRR S, b 2 B mT e, PRIk, 4 2 Y
AR B 0 VT VR S I 9 P U IR R UL, PR 15 SRR B 7 B A A U RS . B
AR T EE PSS B AR, 140 Zhuang et al. (2018) K, i miFA AR 14 /&
L PAE 22 S B W PP B AR, PR 1 A 1) — 58 AR FE IS 20 7= i B B 7 A £
T 5 1.

PP BRI B S 3 T 90 0 PRI 1 RS B R AL B BE A R AR ST IR R A
SEERIFETE, T 9 BB E AR LR R AR Z IR R B BRIk, Al AT AL BV 1R 1
JEAS S, BRSO T 9 2 U0 R AR A VT IR 17 R R E R A A i, B PRI 1 R R A
VST P IR AR, R B B RS B — R B S ASE. XTI
PR BT 197 i, e ARG PR T ) St F R A IR SE B E (Utz et al. (2012)),
T TR A B i, T 20 98 X PR B i LSRRG, B e A A
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ATRA RS . PRI, V8 23 R 2 PP HA) 0 ST TR R 2 S A A1 D0 A 2 PP 1 155 JRK
GRIIARGCALEE, YRR BN B R SR R0 52 BB B ELSEPE R Y. BT, AL
St L BB

BRiR 2 FELRRT A PP IR IR FL SR R 19 V8 2 B X E PP IR I R G LA B 7. BT 5,
PRGN F SR AE PP IR A IEONIT 9 DR 2 IR BE s A4 I [ 55

4 MRFE
4.1 BB EE

ASCfE 2% TE R AN 2020 4 7 H #2020 4E 12 H YA 7 I 538 160 Fhrs & K+
FKEE. BRI S, BREE T 160 B & 1A B IR R BE, PSR B EEFL. M
Bl BEE, PEESSE. RN EEUR G A EHES . s PIIRSS S, P IR 2
TR R PR VPR ASE, FrA = 5 R #0 4 FER. WERI™=  J v e
FREIR IR 2 FioR.

ASCAR TN A 3R O 9 3 %08 30 o 75 4 i vt PR B B S PRI BEBILIE % 3600 2% 1E
R PRI N 120 . BHHVFIR LGS 5 RLARVE, ARid 0 VPR B L SE AT AR
W (FEHZETSE 5 SER, FHFIRMEAN 0~1 40). N T B IR A N i S S 45 351
i ZE, BEALPRER I 2 RIS PR AT AR, I VPR BN LS A5 40 A 5 AidsiE
HVEOS I, W o MR LR R SV BN B SR AR R 45 SR ANk 3 R, R bRE#E T
PR I LS MR AN BT PR (BN LSS MEAG 0 B3 /N T 0.7 43, FELRT M PE IR R AN KB (R
PEAS TS S 2 T I P WL TR B ANMEAT.

® 2 WEN RS EXHIE

AH I H 4 25 Y ik A B
fH PR A R Log(sales_rank)
PR AN P PR T2 Rating

THE T MR VPR SOA A BT SR TR 1 IR B Sentiment
THERNAE SN MBS SCAR WA T R AR B S Credibility
ks 77 A R Price
Wit R S Review volume
BOMEMG SRR P T PRR h  IE I SE A PRI o5 L Verified
YRRy 7 RV 23 Logistics

7 i bR 7 B R AT AR ) SR 2 Weeks

#® 3 HBEEWELZPRITRREMELHIINEER
25 YA WEE BR/ME &OKE
FRIEH (N =300) 0.66  0.08 0.06 0.89
P (N =3600)  0.69  0.05 0.15 0.83
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4.2 TENE

1) TEZR T b VPR BN B S

AR SCAE F N TARVE LS IR FE 5 S T VEAG THE 238 MR R IR [ STt N, & el I
BIFIRSCAR R RaRAN—ANEUE ©. ok, ¥ © B RIRAMER V FEE v B Hedy
V FRTELVFE BN B ST SRR, VRV RITIIME, V7 R T LR o ] s B
RITHEAS 2. 7EBIAY Rk £ b, A SOl 3 = AL 0 a K A e 1282 (attention-
based bidirectional long short-term memory, AB-BiLSTM) Ty %% %I 7E 26 i i VRIS I &
SEPEE. AB-BILSTM BIARGHEE AT MINE. AE. BILSTM 2. FEEZEMH
HE. BNE VPSR T RN WA SR B R 4E (1 B 1] o) 5. BiLSTM E £ H
BiLSTM 3K 3RA5 18] A 2 (1) s 2 URHAE . VR 2 N AN 1] 1) £ A [RIRCEE [r) , FE38 5 A E AH
PR L =S IR FHR. )RR TS BN B S, AB-BiLSTM 7 ff)
iR 2 fR.

AR SCHRHE T 28 7 i VT8 B LS ME N AR 45 I %% AB-BiLSTM A8, -7 F I 25
L AL ZRY R 5 B0 P00 ARAR T AE LR PR R BUSE . RN JZ A Word2Vec %t AT 7E 4R i itk
TR, AR RN A BEAAE AR B 7 il 1 B R 200 F1 8. BiLSTM = HI#H 4 JeE R 1
WE N 256, 75 K BB R E A 200, fitEK/NRT Dropout HL43 55 B o 128 AT 0.3.
FEIXFHBCE T, BTt O 7E 2R PP B S ME TR AR L 7= 2 T Bl Rk, 32T AB-BIiLSTM
IR (135 77 iR 25 (MSE) N 0.46. A T B AR TN L (0 v df 1k, AR SOOIt VP8 — kb
R R T3 — 20 B IGAE. 75 ARPRVE TR L v S VTR H BEHLIERE 100 KAELITFE, B4V
WAL 10 NAFRERE STERE. 20 E VPRI 10 ALbRiE# 45 RS A
SEVEAR P (R T8, TR AR SRR R 100 SEHFEAERIPE I T R 2. 54 R
N, EHTARE VIR BN LSe35 7 1R 25 5 R H ) IR Y (13 U7 iR ZE A5 R — B AL
fH AT AB-BiLSTM (1) Pl 28 S Tl 7 28 7 fh P 12 8 i L S A2 T S 1.

=

BiLSTM 2

AN

X, X, X, e X, LT =

2 AB-BiLSTM #&8I%H
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2) FEL M IR 1

A SRR W HAR 1% B (Stanford sentiment treebank, SST) 115 7E 28 VL 1117 B 0H 5.
e, M PHe R AT [ AE) RA R s R R AR VR o A TR T K,
SST XJiZLet) ¥ i IR L BEAT 702, RN STl Sl Thoz, IEmAIREE IEF 5 A4
THIKBREE, FFMREN 1~5 73, S RS I &) 7 15 IR B2 7 SR 85 SR H AR SR ) 17 i
B, PR B ESRE R AT 1 THE. Hod, Sentiment(s;) 18R T A) T s; BIHEKGEREE, $0H
BT T BOBRBIN IE [, s; VIR v HEVR) T,y HHIE) TR n.
Z;,V:l Sentiment(s,)

n

Sentiment(s,) =

3) PRESCARIIE A

N TR TS EAE LR i VP2 BN S RIS SCAR R DU 30, A5 2 T Al T T+
AT TH LIWC (linguistic inquiry and word count) (McKenna et al. (1998)) 43-# 3 A
(1R 5 RE, BEES N BRI AT ANR . Horh, B MEIREE F BB TR
AL LA (Wang and Karimi (2019)), 7E£85 S Fe o IS5 450 N B IR IB 5
PHEE. AR LR MIF ISP IRAS BN T EE SRR, DI E B & AR
X—ZEVAG BN, W 0 2 AP A RS2, V1 e S I S AR S X vl A
B, BNV R ERZ ANFRAIR], V8 Bl A 300 N [ B2 A2 2R PP R I (S VA L 5 PP 22 1]
HIIE AR, ST 2B VPR B ST PRBE. THEEHR A JE G 5 338 ook i 1) A1 ] () B 71 SCf5
SRR (Ludwig et al. (2016)), FEZER b PFIR R TEBE RSB E LR i P SO LS
IS E) A0 23 E) bR S B EE R M BT RSP IR, KR AR PP IR A AT 5 i AR GO R ik
ATV, VIR A 2 A2 KAL) B 28 S B, DR SG TF 10 285 Xof HsF [ 1t P iR 3 6 Je AN S 1. 4015 48
N AR I FAKTE (DePaulo et al. (2003)), LEZR dh TEIS BT H8 VIS oo ™ i A 44
3 BARAE BROHEIR. 4077 AE B B T DA R & R B E IR R bR, EEBOEIRH N A
HEAEREMATEER. RS RIETE S RIERK —BUEME B (Ansari and Gupta
(2021)), AL FE S (AAWroE . ARG BRI PR A S5 ) A2 S BRAE 2R i PR I8 R A5
I AR bR, PR TP S A RS R 2 PFIR T iE B R BGE . SV SCAR R IE
MR 4 Fror.

(1)

R4 L ARIMERNE

B LR R
Sk PRI AFRAIA I b 28 Referencing
HERA PRSI [A] & S 2R AA [ Lh 3% Contextual
EiiRF) PR 4H T I 1 B 2R Detailing
WA AN FR 1 B bR Argument

5 BIESS5ER
5.1 1ERIEE

AR RG0S SO A TR AL I8 UE W 9% 25 6 78 28 VP18 B SR OO0 72 i A B R . AR
SCHE SR FUAE LR T VS BN LSS IEIR R . PR BN A W) S R T 1
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M. AICKA Baron and Kenny (1986) A5 2 HrAESLISUE R, &6, ME—Mas
iR A B RS AR AR BRI [P VRS TR | 2 S ff R AR R R A B T 5. Dk, R SCBAVE
WRAN AR BOV MR AR BT (2). FX, KR As BN 920 B 2 8] (52 L IAN AN
BHTTRE, 5 BN SRR R A R . BRIk, ASCETTTE (2) HOZEAE_ EIATE
WRAN SR IR &, T2 (3) RIS 1 AR 2.

Log(sales_rankjt) =a + pLog(sales_ rank jt_l) + B1Rating;, + B2Sentiment ;;+

(2)
BgSentimentit + BaCredibility;, + vz + (G + e,
Log(salesirankjt) =a + pLog(salesirankjtfl) + piRating;, + B2Sentiment ;,+
Bgsentiment?t + B4Credibility ;, + vz + ¢ + pzjet+ 3)

BsSentiment;, x Credibility;, + BGSentimentit x Credibility;,+
B7Rating; x Credibility;j, + vz + (5 + e,

o1, Log(sales_rank,, ) AHMRACE, Rom ¢ B2 @ AW SR i b4 HE4 K004
1, Log(sales_rank;, ) AR RIIGI Credibility;, &7 ¢ I 21 #EXE ¢ D
R R PP IR EN LS. Rating ), 4 ¢ INZIE @ DR EIPFHRRUN. Sentiment;, 9 ¢ %]
B0 AT T IPR ISR, 2, ISR R, AR ¢ B2 0 AR RN VEIRE. TP
WHAAEM KL PR vEor . BARO™ i B2 EL. ¢ AR IER B IR ] € R, paye TR
ZET.

T B AE W _E DG AN 23 DS B A VT8, AT R OvE D B PPl X Sel 25 el s AN
W HI PR SEMm 1 . BRI, A SCAETHSRL PR RN L SR AN PR A IR N R R e B 1A
ZEEAIN 50 VP8 BT RATH) 50 21T 10 AN G T VT 18 SR 17 B P 18k i L S R 175 18K,
AN P VFL. B BRI FCAE B T 3 10 7= it 4 65 42 R S s 5 45 22 1) A7 A8 S A2 R O
R, 77 A R4S T DR S R AE 2R B i LR B (Gu et al. (2012), Li et al. (2019)).
1, ASOREUIA I 732, A8 72 S TE S Ly 30 (R B B HE 2 R e Al i, R s A
M ECN R AR . 3R 5 AR T &R E MR g4 R

® 5 HEEMNELHMITILRMESSMRELSR

Bl BEf T YA WfEE RAME BKME
R Log(sales_rank)  3.73 0.76 1.79 5.22
TR RAN Rating 4.80 0.03 4.7 4.9
L1 Sentiment 3.30 0.29 2.7 3.76
VRIS BN LS Credibility 0.68 0.07 0.12 0.85
i Price 226.27  78.18 198 243
it E Review volume  62.08  69.46 9 327
BEIAUE NG S L3 Verified 80.34 6.37 74.28  97.48
VIR vEsy Logistics 4.50 0.01 3 6

7 AR 2 Weeks 207.16  27.58 8 388
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5.2 HEMEITER

1) PP BN B SR X 7 Y B 1 R

£ 6 on T VPR B S P S R B Rl 5 R R 1 s AR i
PR 2 K6 AR AR B R AR B N, AEAEAY 3 H ) N T BRI BT T TR IR
PR BRI A B 2 (R M) U BOC R, RIASE R R, TN 57 il B S 35 4 %
(B =10.144, p < 0.001). VP& 4 vl DLAE 7= i B85 85, PR U AR SR PR 38 X0 72
AT S, T8 203 SR SR PR BN = 177 . BkAh, SRA Carnahan (2010) 757K A6 56
PR TE R 5= A R AR U BOCR. w26, TR BORIVE I 15 8P 7 T &
ORI EE. R RER, TP B KRR ENIE (B = 0.400, p < 0.001), PP B
TI B R A (B = —0.064, p < 0.001). FLR, THERIE #2695 Ao s R A, 2497
VRS B IME, #ZR I RER O IE, 1T VP A B R AE I, 2R IaRi o . ks, b
25 1 i s B AL R R ZERHE AR /N T 0.05, 5 HT 219 o sl AL R BEIS I BER . e, HiZkd
MRS R ER, ML MR 0 B, iR MP) mAETEe i BRI BUEYE . Rk, PFie
TEES = e SHE U RS REE T IE.

BRY 3 FEREAY 2 A BEAT F RN T VIR BN S SR AN PP RO I A LI, AR A6 PP IR N
BRI AT RN, FEALAL 3 H ) PRI AN S E 5 IR IR S A IR ER E BT 0, i
BF Y 9 2 0T E 28 P10 1 B SR B VPR RN = S B B A R R S T RIS At
INPEIR B BN VAR, P 3 ARSI 3 [RS4SR R T PR B St S P K
W57 A B 2 1) 5% ZR VR T 1 T, G rp s D V8 R B S TR PP V8 i B S e PP B
B SEPE S IIE S B0 AR 2 — A PR UEZEAR B R E VPR AT B SR, YRR A 0
SRS AR BRI B Y O PR LR VT B SR B IR N, RS AN X A =
B AR T, B 1 53] 7 IIE.

® 6 LRHMESEMX ~REEFIRERDYIER
1

A it PR 2 R 3

Rating 0.240%** 0.144%**
Sentiment 0.888*** 0.400%**
Sentiment? —0.007F%F  —0.064%**
Credibility 0.305%** 0.506%**
Credibility+Sentiment 0.001**

Credibility*Sentiment? —0.138%**
Credibility*Rating 0.096%**
Price —0.261*%*  —0.499***  —(0.377***
Review volume 0.412%%* 0.046%** 0.597%%*
Verified 0.394*** 0.205%** 0.203%%*
Logistics 0.428%** 0.190%** 0.132%**
Weeks 0.289** 0.277%** 0.127*%*

TE: ¥¥*p <0.001, **p <0.01, *p <0.05.
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e Low FIERRAE S
e Hgh JFiEKMERXE

Low 1EIER High g%
3 HELZESITILRMESIMINTRMM A REEAIETIER

2) VPEUR R A FC S PR VR 7 I AN il i = 1R R

97 SR P VR BN B S T PP 15 BN P i B T R, AL 3 N T VPR R 3
S AN PP LA B T B A2 LT PR B B S R PE AR s BT T [A) B A2 HLI. [ U &5
SR, VPRI SR VPR AR B (A2 B RO 0.415, 78 1% WK ERZE. ik
SR LSRRV A T T T [A) 1) A2 B R EC —0.153, 78 5% KRR, 451 E
B, 9 RHE VTR 1) B R VPR T IR A A B R B BERAER. &%
Haans (2016) $2H B 707772, A0 APl B L se e RBOF IR I S 7= i 2 o0 Rl 48
TEARFEE AT A4, 1 4 AREREAL 3 B[l VA48 B /R 1 VAR RN B S 1R 1 5 77
a AR ORI TER. B 4 BIR, 7 N A 2R 0 LS PR R A G I, YRR tE
SR AN A R RE U B Ah N BENY, RS KR S A 2 (R i 2k s
¥, 2R s Q2 #3 Q1. 5 2, 1 B MHEL TR 1 i LS MR v] DA 5 2%
TXEL TP FIMEAT, T 08 NG VT8 I 1y S0 SR B ml DASG = g &, Rk 2 1931 1
BSHE.

3) FELR i VTR BN E S VPR SUAR R ILE

A fractional logit 157 it — 5 HR 5T 52 7E 28 7 i VP18 S8 B SE MR VPR SUAR SR
PIE. LIWC $RIUFEZE RS it PEIR SUARRFIE SR E AR AL &, B35 25 1% (Referencing).
WA (Contextual). ZH77 (Detailing) i g5 (Argument). H 2% X FE L7 i F
W S BENIS EN ER A &, TR (BB MERZNT 0512
[T /NES T OLS [ A TGV CRUE TR 46 24 AbFE O0~1 Z 18], BRI ey sl i A 20—
FHAdivh. Bk, A fractional logit BRI ETTHE (4) PR FTFLMILE LR it VP8 BN FL 8K
PERITEIR AR IIE R, Hr, Credibility, F/nTH & X5 ¢ 2000 1) H SRR, BUAE TS
BT 05 1 20, HELAM G(z) N Logit MEZ0A0 %, RAUEX T MME Credibility,
RANT 05 1 2. z AR E, OFEE  ZFRKIFRKE Length, PFRA H
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Helpfulness, #& %5 NA#IAUEIE Verified (1: #IAIE; 00 RBIAIE).

Credibility, =G (a + 1 Referencing; + S;Contextual;+ A

BsDetailing; + S4Argument; + vz;). @

TELRT it VPR BN B S VPR SCARR I AW DA 25 R sk 7 Fos. B8 4 HAFE
AR, B 5 INAPFRSCARRIME WA G A . B 5 i R EoR, LR &%
PEAE B B3GR THE 2B RHE LR B B SRR (8 = 0.405, p < 0.001). A KM 15
B AT AR 2R T R AR PP IR AR ) B SR AR AT DL v A o AR A A B4 A R T
BT IR, AP RSP HEIE S AR LA E— BN ESR, BIEITFLE
AL Z HSE A5, i TE A8 RIS BARIEIR, XS BUR IR VFE S Xt firid sk
PRI, BRI R R4 AFRACIA. BRI, R4 R EIFiesh =SB E R,
Xt 1 2 25 MR TR R VPR 10 JL ST SR B . 7R 2R VP8 T B SR HRON 3G N 2 52 THH 3% 3 X 7R 28
PRGBS (B = 0.471, p < 0.001). JHHEERAM AL SETFRNETHE S
i BB IE S oG B R SCE R, B

o L R 7 OIS RBHESMN T REEZIMAEEREIFER
FELE RTINS T %7 5, LA 0 7 S B il

‘ T HOm 4 U 5
58 FH A4 56 B ) P A 56 () 3R . 22 i IR A -
e as , e e 1 Referencing 0.405%**
FUIRUE TR 2 REAR VP18 (308 57 il 2 Contextual 0.471*%*
M, B sz 55 S AE Y Detailing 0.518%%*
SO B SUE B B 2 R A Argument 0.723%%*
VP, PRk, 7EZR RS b R R PR IR sl = X6t Length 0.256** 0.227%
LRI RO B A, g ebfuess 0507 0181
Verified 0.237** 0.147**

FN G B RN IR LE 22 VR R 1Y B S
VAL 7 ¥¥¥p <0.001, **p <0.01, *p <0.05.
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FEALTER AR {E B G IN 4R THE 28 S AR I ESE R B (8=0.518, p<0.001).
IRV LE S5 RATE L VRS, VEIRTE 545 780 e s B AAR 5 2. A, e
O D A R A NI BRI (0 S0, AR A1) TR ANTE . BT A A AL S
SIS B, HLT X P ) SR 454 I TE 2R VPR TE AR KT e b sl e ARV S, 78
VPR T AR 3G N 2 32 THIE 9% B X E VT IR I BRI AN (8=0.723, p<0.001). 5
FLVFRAR L, M ARVT 18 R I FR AR DG IS B D, T o E R AT R BT IR B, ARATIAE PR
W R T BERIR i BN I 2, AR TE VTR R B 22 00T 7= i IR 45 R B o AR 4H S
BEAb, X TR RO S R BOTIR & T 5, T3 B IERLR ™ Uk S5, T AR MEAE PP
W Rk S VR B I RS B DR, 7EZRRS TR AR VT IR Bl 2 o0k R A AR B HER,
0Tt T RS ) PR E 2R V10 P B S J e B .

5.3 fREMRIE

N T IRAERE T 45 R B RR P A SO TV S e B S (R v, DABRAIE P K
SEPE SR AE AN R 07 R 22 T RN R AR A v I 1A BB SOk o AR VT SRR 8K
PETRIAR T (1 RE, S LS R P B AR TR R PRI I R B S X [l 45 s, 8 8 BoR T
PR IR B SEVE T AR B AE AN [R5 7 1R 22 1 A B AR PR AT 30 25 SR FefEtE i e s R B
N, R RS B B S T R (13 T iR 22 MSE B, [BIEZE RS FoCh A g R
. PR, HERR TR Y (15 22 5% R A 25 R, AB-BiLSTM A 2Y (1A R A3 2 17 ik —
WIGAE. ASCIAE LR s T AR AR R 1) SRR SR, R SRS T ORI S B
FIE SR AN AR S, 43 Al R A P HEA AN G K AT ET 100+ 200+ 300+ 400+ 500 2581t
B RGWAKIBRAL. 2) SRR E BT 5%, 23l TextBlob 1 VADER J572:
(Lee (2022)) THEPFRTHIE, AFRIVHE TS EE R 57730 —3. 3) R4 Daryanto
(2019) IR, WAL 3 AT REAZTE A& BRI 73 AR 5. 0T PR 20, YRR 8N 1~ 5 1
AN VPR RN RO D1 B B S 1 22 IR 2. PR AR R, VPR R O TR

* 8 IFIRBHMELMHMREERENFIRE THEIERREMREER

B MSE=0.46 MSE=0.48 MSE=0.50
Rating 0.144%** 0.181%* 0.218***
Sentiment 0.400*** 0.113** 0.170%***
Sentiment? —0.064%%* —0.006%* —0.008***
Credibility 0.506*** 0.682%*** 0.890***
Credibility*Sentiment 0.001** 0.001** 0.001**
Credibility*Sentiment? —0.138%** —0.013*** —0.016***
Credibility«Rating 0.096*** 0.431%** 0.235%**%*
Price —0.377*F* —0.696*** —0.270%**
Review volume 0.597*** 0.960*** 0.834***
Verified 0.203*** 0.151%** 0.167***
Logistics 0.132%** 0.231%** 0.151%**
Weeks 0.127*** 0.278*** 0.240%***

VE: ***p <0.001, **p <0.01, *p <0.05.
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VOB I S HLP 5 005 P18 TR R B S M A2 I S 2 A 6 &5 L HERR 1 R AR T RO B AT RE.
6 4518

FELCT ah VPR I B S MR A AR LR D3R 52 b B B B2 TR R R, ¥ 2 3 X AR 2 VP ) S
PRSIV B PRI NS 2. TR, AR SO SRR FER I 1 PR R PR i
FRISZIR, R 92 9 8 0 AE R PR A LSRR IR, BRI 5, A ST T SCAR [ B 7E v 5K
(ZFRTEE (2021), RIRLEE (2021)), 456 BodE 7 b A SCAIE AR R 4R 70 7L 2R 7 i P18 IR J0 S8
PEXTVH Bl R SR A, 33 SCAS O 20 W PR TR MR 28 R VIR SO LS R PP AR SR
U W FCEE RADCAT LAY A1 21 28 00 8 2 P8 10 0 SRR S e 52 0 3 8 3 1R 3R, 3B

SRV T 9l 0 FE LR T i VF I8 SR IR BT Ie SCARRBUE . BRIE BB, A SCR SR
TR PP IR RN S S 7 i B B . A 2 PR B SR A B R 2 R %
I FERAIE, (E6S T 72 2 VP 1R BRI L S Qo] S A0 i 9 3 DR SR L/ ARGt — Bl 1Y
WY Bl 06 AE 2R il PP AR FSR AR IR PR SCARRFAE, BAE S E R IRETIRA . 40 AR
SERA. BEAh, ASCIE S AT B A IR RN LS O ET . T P 2R VR ) LS
TN T 2P N A B RIREN, D CARVE RIAE L PR IR S, A BhUR B 22 2T 0
FELVFIR BRI SR REAT 3G 5, JXRE AT LA T Al S 56 A i) o 1 5 05 V26 £ SIS TR 3 IR 3RS
AR PR R

MBI 1 BERA, A SCIIRIE 78 45 R AT LR B i 50 R0a S B VE pHE B, 3T
CAFEBIT 6 B PR A B G, W SR AW T 115 SR T EORIE TR N A, A
LR FK NS TR« 05 A1 R 4 M A A5 PR SOAR AR S VY 2 B 0 AL PP R
FUSEVRRRGN. FLK, 1 G AR R R 2R VPR I W 25 F8 DL S8 JR s B L S IO FE 2R 0P8, B2 LA
A B (B R 9 A R BCEEARRHE R PHE AT HE P . T AR AE L VP I th 3R A
VPR IAT I E, R A FIERE 2 IR R A SR, IXEL VR0 N 1 o P B B
e, AR 2 SN 2 5 K AME AR, BRARIH 9238 (L SC RN, LR, T 9% 8 XAE LR PP IR IR S
PR 7 b 4 B HAT 35 O, R AR S A SR AR 2R8I 7 AR T 2 B xR LR
PRERIE SRR, P, 1 &R R E L PR U HGR AT LA IR I, ™ A% HEIE IR 5
B, FRARPFR BN LSS 7 i B B ) B T B2

BEAN, XTI SO A — LR R, 5, A SCBOA 5 REAN R Wb R N PR B S SV XS VY
P RN, Z TR TR 1A R R (At i AR ) T AR R VR IR X
7 R SR AR R BRI, ROR IR TR 25 8 B 2 A [ 7 i R A I Bt ok itk — b R AN
PREASCII A e, Fk, H AT BAT 25 SR AN R AT 5 22 18] 1R 22 57 1552 5 0 SR o) ¥
OB RS REI. BRI 6 J PR 7 (12 8 SRS G ] S B o S B A IROR it se iy
B, W5, ASCAME T IFe H S RSP L T 2% 0 PR B SRR AN — A A,
BT 98 B S 25 AR PP IR A, TR FT VI8 B — 20 LS SR 23
SRR RAT R A BE AL S X
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