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REEG—FRELLLAF LGRS, PAE RS AL HFZTTOREEAE, XEREXNTHOHRT

A AT A B R, TR L S H AR F k.
KBIE ELAR REXTH, 23FER; #4
SEE  B849; F713.55

AR, MR E AR SR L
— 8 T AT DL AE — TR 22 R A N R < Y
207, Han, %k MateX $1& 5t F- LAY & i B
. 999 BE REMMBEOT S CA A Zs
PR) WG 4 0 1 S BTG RE CIIUAR i 47 24 <
Ji ) FEMTENAAET M EEGIRT 10 T+
Iy R R . AR TR G R AR T, X
T8 AEA 22 P 4% b R AT P TR 4 P9 4 (L9 S0
N 0N =007 b sy ke A S R B
B4 NE % A 500 B — FEAL R TR 1
B B2 F AR S HURR h 9% 35 X8 B (Viral
Marketing, Petrescu & Korgaonkar, 2011), B &7
22 X £ 53X — T A AR R85 T 7R AR I — P AR
i, RGBSR AR =, X T
WROUHRAFI 4 1 TS /D () 81 5 A5 B+ 28
o 266 T TR 2 i AR 44 BE, R T 2 R 2l
ANAT R LA BG83 9% 2 R R 22 8] B4 17 2RI R 4T
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TEAH G HIR Ty T, B A 22 ™ 2% 1 D%k,
R CE AR IR Z BT B . SO
FIE BB A 55 2 A G F AT O, BN
— 2B 38 B HTTE $A S E L(Berger, 2014),
B, H 158 A Ee A s 5 ko
2N 2T E A R T N AR E (R, W,
KA, 2016; Y4y, W%, 2016; Lee & Hong,
2016) . L FEEHHL(Fu, Wu, & Cho, 2017; Vries,
Peluso, Romani, Leeflang, & Marcati, 2017). 5%
NI (Berger, 2011; Z£%, X|JEdE, 2018; Jones,
Gillespie, & Libert, 2019), %1% 2 (Hayes, Shan,
& King, 2018; Consiglio, Angelis, & Costabile,
2018)FI AR AE (Teixeira, 2012; Yuki, 2015)%: 7L
DTN AT T RENSE, BT EWR., —
SR, WEEE O AR E S T —
AN T N H B e B B R A0 (Berger, 2014), &
BB HRAARN T RZ —, RET L LEH
Y9 & JRé#a#4 (Petrescu & Korgaonkar, 2011),

SR, ATERFITIE AN S50 MR A, A AR
RS A . 07 H., 3% Se 57 L B & ORI
HAk, Bz LN 25 0 g 2 AL AT &R
4. R RES . YA, AR FEIEAE
SN FREAS, [N AR DG SE A NI 2,
TA LR B e w2 UE B AT IR A B =
B, 38 3 5 G0 RN R PP A DG SR Y A SCHR,
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ARSCH RN BRHIE . OBREIBL ., 1§26 L, 1
B IR 2R DA RS PR I 45 A D THIAS O 22 TG M A 25
PR AR P9 25 (9 2 370 SR ML 9 5 (A LB AE
2R, AT RE 12 sk i) 2 A BF 5 R AN 40 4 5t X
oS B R, A A R A AR R AR LN A
(3 e R R AR R G BB 18 5. R, A
0K i B U AR R FE T 1), LA Bl 2
A% 2 208 B B SR TE AN — 2B T

1 SIAmREXNDZHNARHFIE

R AN AT S5 kw7 5=
We? X EMEHEHERNENEERN S, SA
TR, 5551 K 1ER 555 TR N — R
BARGEF AT . B . SN K — TR
A7 T RHE
1.1 FEE

Berger (2014)7EHOCF HFI N B y4) 38 1) 38
WA, NENZEEYMER, A2
FIRWIREAD NIEANIER . HEEN ., SAE
AR SARAFBSEFLUAAFRACH ., .
HE R L ERMIETIES . s b, AT
TELE A 43 S A A A R A Y00 3 SE X
ZImTHR ) 1R R 3 S 2 Y SO R FRAS [ 32 R
g PE AT ga i A1 43 H7, Berger 1 Milkman (2009)
RIBA RGeS NEIN . ARIE . MF)
HLNEREG YN LN ZLUETEERE
KAEREMIE, L AW AARESCE . BAE
PR E . A NKRIFIR A D7 B A 4 DL
AR ESE, WA, AR SRR
TEIFE MG Digg.com B SCE & M HEAT T A
4347, Wu 1 Huberman (2007) % PR = 0397 252k
(novelty) BE 1% W% 51 AT B9 £ 1A 13 & 77 (collective
attention)F 1M A F T2 L ) 3 LK. 735,
e B X 35 20T 5 B9 LTI AT 58 U7 i, Dobele,
Toleman I Beverland (2005)% A | FiHHEL AN
IR e R B RO HATIR AN G R, B
AR SRS O, S,
— S X I HEAT TOME G MY SEIEAF SR o L,
Southgate, Westoby Fl Page (2010)%} Youtube I~
102 ASARA) 45 B Jm AT S A I 25 45 L) B
A S B AT T A S A i . AT R B,
B4 BB AT PE RN AR PR T 2 T e
AT EH UM G, T RlHh, @it XT Facebook -

402 A TR LR A PS54 7 FEBIRL 0BT, Lee
1l Hong (2016)K& ) 4 A1 B 2 5 RV 2% 3 4
MBS ETE M EZERNE,
1.2 IR

INENGAE BB A BE D e, AT B CF R 1Y
HEIR . AU . BERD . BRI EL NS
WA G YN E B 532 UL ZE T o 5 0154,
B Ry 43 X HE AR R AT LAATE L A = H AN
A5 0 1l SR ) TF T T 42 (Berger, 2014), Lo, AAT]
TEALAS S b H o S E0E . T REAE A E A,
PSRBT 45 (2018 4ERLE FELLN (58
— R SCHIIRAE IS ) YA B Sl 5 1 ) T iRk 4
%5, Dobele 55 A (2005)H: 28 A Ay s 2 208 A i
EREREE, FoEA ANSTTe M=
WA ZS, [RIREdL A N 23 2 BRI JC I A 2 4
o BRI — IR R R R, T
5 1) AR P 2 0 35 M U 0 A X LA 3 R
Hw, Brown, Bhadury 1 Pope (2010)¥i T —4
205 IR TIREE : & vs AR 2(E R EH M —
vs. " B8 ) 1) 4 1B S 50 Sk B iE T 4 ) B R 2 R
J (comedic violence intensity)X} ) 45435 7] BE
Y BRI L SR ™ E 1 (consequence  severity)
X — T R P TR RO, AT Tl A R IR
DI EWASHEERIE T 4 AR RRAS A8 45 9%
#4131 O BEL B A HHATE . RS
R, AH LSRRI, BRI
SR ) BRSO TR = A A = AT e, hi EL
X — R AE 5 A ™ R P E LT SRS TR
%341, Shen Al Chiou (2016)i i3 SEHIAE T ) 45
HEMEGE vsOM)H A ERENEZEEM. 1F
SRR, AR E B R T R R B OB R
TR B, T E S ) AR I A
T IE S 2 S0 BRI R B Y, SRR
Wy, M ESREARN TS, B RS e
i SR T 22 (18RI P AT 5 | R B 3 1) o T R
1.3 A

[FIREE T EN 2 A e, AT E YR
3RS MR B FE, BN XA
AR T 25 R . B8 . A, RTEIAM
BB, MH, SCHAMNAWEA S35
fH, AR DL 4y X S N 5ok 77 AR BB
(Berger, 2014), Lban, AAT1H # AE4+38 P 2% 1 JIA
ROy B2 TAEA TR LA LS . DR
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. N B ERE B REER . BTN U
FAR S0 fh AR A 5 85

VW SLUE R 45 AR, SCHMER . [FA
HERE . ANMENTELNET LIS RHEENE
Bl LS BR R SRR RO . e, 3
NATEH 43 20 3 R AT S/ N TR A
7553 MT, Phelps Fll Lewis (2004) % B A T8 123 #E {4
S WG 2 — IE AR S R B A
B F46, Lee Fll Hong (2016)i# i3 X} Facebook
b 402 P RYFEL R A IS5 1 BB R 3 AT K
W, FEEFE SR B 28 # ii0 5 e
4D H DT N M S S, R L R U 2 B Y T e
PEFFR, R B 25 5 T8 AR A A B T T 2
435, 1E0 Dobele 55 A(2005)F 1, 295 7
FOE B A T S AR A M Bz BIAR
AN EIF AARE RN TEER S E, HEE
H 2, Koch 1 Benlian (2015)7E .52 18 72
TELRE L4 Style Crowd ¥ T—4 3(Ff
P TC vs AR vs B <2 TE vs A RIBEAL
TP 12 565 5 XoF LA [R) 28 80 9 472 5 5 S 0T 13 2% B 0
B EIT RN, 119 G B BENL 5>
BBl 6 HzhZm T i, 4595RF%W], IR H
FRMANEALR, REGFEENHAHLRED
FETHIE 2 0 BN (1 BB 05 0 25 2 15 TH 2 & X%
REE B MR SR, S, e
HENQOI6)YBETT T —A 3CEE A . Hr i & A%
P vs ARPTFORBL vs. m AT FIRE) <2 R B 4t
BREFR vs.28 5 KRN L0 R IR 5T 24 T W T
W2 H =R BN L 6 R T X —ad
RPN . 169 A AP BLE] 6
HZ I B A IRAS AR A 1R B . 25 R,
A LI S R, 55 Y 2 55 BN ik & 22 )
KAEWX T HHERE AT RHEAR. B
PR LLE WL, YRR & T AR S 0
WA SR, X8 A I A TR AL
BRI URFE—AME BIR, TR RS T T
T A BN GG, G —FEEAE R
%% b B BT K (Petrescu & Korgaonkar, 2011),

BT UL b = AN E B G 38R N 2 RR TR 2 4b,
— LB NS (5 B R 2R U 1Y) 2 A 38 3 X 4 22
4T G BHR M IZ IR AT BT R IR, IR LE N 7
KA ENELNEEERA — LB 05 mr e
fEo tean, BEEE AW, EA RSN

SRR SO RN RE SRS TE 24055 B [ LhA
B R 5 S T e ShmE by G
HECE R . BE AR E R RS EE 21y =,
WEYE . G BING R BRI . &g
B RN SRR P 8] At B 25 ) 85 43 55 (Guerini, Staiano,
& Albanese, 2014) 734k, JETIH PR
JEIE, Ordenes % A (2018)i it L7527 2 (1 =X
X Facebook Fll Twitter B-™4138 - - 1) & kol
SCHEAT T R GR PR L B B SCAIZ I A b, LUIR
FEATRE B ALY A AE XTI 2 3 4 2 R
HIREM , 2ot AR T & 40 #r, iR 3is F sk
TN 52 30K VP T T 1% %) L S RE A% AR AR
WEEZH N E ., HOFT L, Pancer, Chandler, Poole
H1 Noseworthy (2019)IRHFFE T /il SCA Y ] 352 14
XTI S A R RN R . SR — N 4
B & I 3 4249 . 4000 > Facebook i It Xt
HAEATHRG . BT a0, Mk AR
BRFRRAE . S0 PR A At oy B AR AR 15 B0
SCATT 2P W 35 520 T I 0 3 X PG A5 8L 1Y 43 5
o MR o, AR T —A 20T A
Hovs A< (MG BE . J8 vs A AU 2 [A] SE 88 ik
— L BIE AT VXS T S o S R E . 1R
HM MTurk 2L T 236 PRI R ATREHL 4>
v I = D el N 7 N i N 9 L o S N g
RERW], M ILE IR SCARF R, () m ] k)

19 SCAA B H i (5 RAL A P, DT
RGN T — 0% A K R (vs.
T I ) ) B0 R B

i ERTR, BEAVIR EE LIRS AR
BT 2T M . BRI RS M IR R N A 2 5 5
KRt Mk, AREEEIH . Wi . JoHR .
AT U1 PN 25 AR AS TC 1 W 5131 9% 3 (Phelps &
Lewis, 2004), [FRT, 7E28 P92 10— 2T SURHIE (B2
FEGETE R IBFBEHTL . RS R
S o 2 AL AR R . X T AT 5T, F
AT TSR] A BRI A 52 R [R) 16y s 4 1t
T A RILR, MATRTRSE & BRI ZE I8 IR T 8
W —E, BN ST AR Z M R T 5] &R
SEER ARRE, X IRATH F A 1 o e B
% HA R AR o

2 SIRmEXTZROEI
INIPSIRA 2 B RN P e
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&7 FEORFE X ENOB PR A B
AW oR, AR, FHoBELs AR 2 A
FE I EELNER = A FEOH L,
2.1 BIEBEK

A 3% 5% 1k 75 5K (need for self-enhancement) &
He—FPx; A F ARG RAFEOE M AR NRToR, £
ERIMFES ., FFRNUEARME. ARER
MAYN., B AMET S A EESHA
FRIE G 10 7w LIAS Bt 0 B A T I — A~
¥R EN4(de Angelis, Bonezzi, Peluso, Rucker, &
Costabile, 2012), FEF X —LHEFL, AMTSEARE
FEAEAE MG b A2 R 5 (L IRA DGR . Al E
ESETE A A R ) N 2, DA 3G — A RAf
By« RERIE S [FIRT, AT 200 4 2R 8 7 2
WAAE R 1557 KA1 A C MHEE B ) (Berger,
2014), Hetm, AATHEAEZE 2% 173 AR 2637 45 114
B AR . A E B R A B R A g
MR HIRIE S A2 — LT Iie CEREN
T HRMATH R EH RE . 2R T K, DIERA
CEEXHHW LR G D

W SRR Bn, B A E3 5
EUELNENEESNPL, @bt 582 £ B A
PR VR A48T, Ho 1 Dempsey (2010) % #1
AMRAL (individuation) iX — .0 BR S HLER R 0 A A
MTEL I AT o BRAE A A BB BT ) 9 28
FESREE . WU, A FEA BRI EAEL
PR A C BN 1, BR A IRIE IR HE
Z WK, Taylor, Strutton 1 Thompson (2012)i
X SEE 615 3 K24 AR By AE 26 Inl 45 TR 2 A 43 B
BRI, LR AR T R AR IE 1) 5
Wi 2% 5 o EAE L AT REE . R, 254G
iz FHIR FE 7R I XT Facebook FH J* [ 7E R ] 4 8 £r
PR ITEE, Vries 25 A(2017)LA & Fu 25 A (2017)
WK T RN RS, B E B R T
“HAMM BMERTZHELNE;, ARERDL
(self-expressive) I Bl HIL IE ] 52 1 5 2% & 7 2 AE 4%
WA, Hr, ARFABSWNEIE G
i BRI AMERZME; e IR RIERK
BB B IR SN ALK R, B
wohkaEmEk S H, cemhRELIKRAD
&5 AN, 8 ad Xt Facebook |- 2000 Ny E i E
B WG R T NS At LA S 1 1 T3 I R4k IRl
WA, Yuki (2015)KIIH 2835 7 FAEL N AR B

MLEBIE R TR —Fpeth szt m>, MiEE L
At 2 AT R R A HRTE S Bobidh, JE %)
T E PO T 421 SRS TEER A P ALk
5] % 4%, Chu, Lien Fl Cao (2019)HIHF5E & M
iR Ui 0y A IR BB W 2 5 ma At A T 2E T AE
KB TEL AT R W, BARLL EWFSE
FH O AR 28 A TSR], ABAS T R SE T
A FsR A Z I P LN AN E B
22 #HOBE

SRR AL 2 K R AR I AT R
Berger (2014)¥8 i, H & 1 A BRI 8E BE A% AAT]
AR R R AL IR OG0, RS A —FEd
ATERRAE—'IFARWMBRAPRCR . R4, 1
#1228 P 2% B 85 v AT () A S 2 5 o A L A R
SO R RS R 1 | I R P AE 2 N AR R AT &
I 2% (social bonding), 7Tk bt E, LIk 90
MBS HE R G b, AATETY H By
R U ) ) 4 DO iy R BEAS PR ] 43 T A5 X I
TR ) A N B TR SR T 0 i A 2 R A Y
il

— SR OCSTE AT S WA B, I e R A 2
MNMIESN G ZHELNEWEZ OB, @ xT
NV 3 =2 0 SO FE RE AT A5 /N DR R Y
2543 M1, Phelps Fll Lewis (2004)%& B T38 12 MR {4
E— BN R GRRE I K EE R TRIEXL
FUIN R A A 2 R EE W H Y . Libert 1 Tynski
(2013) 1y — Tt i A W Tt R WY, 5 Ak L [ A #I
TRIT 80 (L A ) 30 2 << T 1 R R A — A~ L R Y
DL IR R R ) L Bt 28 (R IR <
B SR ANN AR R ) AT AR N 2
METRE . HAN, WX 40 24755 H IR BTG
RN 605 13 7E 2k (7] 5 £, Vries % A (2017) KI5
K AL (socializing)Je AT E S5 N & A15E
HWESZROHEBIL, b, #2322k
I H LS <AL IR R 0 AR
BFR, “Fen] IR EA RIS, e i
B A N R RFI R, “EFERSEREEGHA

RN 265 I EELR BV, FudE A QOINMTFFE &
PR B ML (communal motive)FRARHE 0 1 9% &
MAEL NN E B, Tk B ARSI PLIE
S48 5 il N PR B R (connect) F 3k £5 B 4 R 2
(group joy).
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2.3 Flfe

BT LA EWAFIC shPLZ4h, Flfh(altruism)
WYV 222 E N BRI AN F N AL NE
HENHLZ— o BB A2 — AN AT RETR KR
B ERTCEAN . N ERH, 2 T B AR S
i\ B #5 F1) (Berger, 2014), [N, #EFEAE ML 14
E—MFNBEAEFEB, 22— 5550
HE S AS S, 42 —RA WL S
BEA A 2=, A= — R A A T B A5G DL 2 i =
PR R AR AEAF . — S8 5 1Y SEUERIF 5% L UE 55
T RS HLEIAFAE . W %F 582 3 F W Y
5] 95 28 #1434, Ho 1 Dempsey (2010)& BLA s
BHIL 23 R 52 M T 9% 35 X HE 2 N 45 1 7 2 R
Horp, R RIS AL 2 Sy —Fh s W A 2
B, BRI . <8 T H B A A b A4y
EIRFTIA AR TPE”, Libert 1 Tynski (2013)H)—
WA TR B, Bt SRR (L A I i 2
“EnReXI KA A . RIBEEA B AN A 2
FA R ZHELNERN—DRE . J35h, Fu
2N (2017) I AFF 9 A & B A 3l LT LARR AR 5
THRERAELNE N T E R

g LTk, AR B LB AKEL ., #h
SIREE R = AN E B AR NE N =AE
BLOHBIHL . X LRI O BT SR A AR R AR G b
R T e o I M N AE TR R, 4 95 15 X
BRI T ERANLEZN. AR
J2, Berger (2014)' RN AN T EAEL N A AR
T H R (self-serving) Y H /Y, Eban b 3CHr
BT B AL T RIS L A 255 2 AT FLSE
AR . T IR, BT R
FEEPD . SRTHAMAHERIES, 2TFX—4,
EFAT M AETE S BN [F] B B o (HAR SN R X
A BHHLZ AR LT B AR, IR 2y,
MM ERZZN, EEEAISE—DHERS
M E PRI, HEARRIGEO T =& di b
BIAFENC o

3 SIAmBASZNRERN

B T HISCETR LB, 2 AR E
25 SN | R TE 2N 25 40 B 240 S5 10 E i
A, AR 1 25 )85 (emotion regulation)Fify, 44t
FoRAME LB SR, AMTETE Q178 B
P PR RIS L R A A X — 1

4, IR B —A L A g 2R 2R IE 4R
A (Berger, 2014), [ 8, MEIAEL NET] L IH %
HRSREUE 4 R BB, T P s T A A 3E
% b EF S ER N TR AT E S

VLR 5T R, 16 25 9 B (emotional
intensity) I 15 £ i i (emotional arousal)57E£k N
AR E VI OC . X (A 2R )
IR oy i S B SO AT RS . A S BT RI
Fii 5 A S5, Berger Al Milkman (2009) 2 X Berger
(2011) e BRUAE 2 N 2 114 s 75 AL R A00OR: 32 28 oy 2L
IR MG dh e BRAR B g, B e e BRI 4 (TG iR 2
TR A7 4 R A1 2 ) 25 2 BOA 25 i 1 A 4
FAL, eI M E 65000 fw SR HEAT 4
T A1 P4 255047, Jones, Libert Fl Tynski (2016)4 i}
T8 M — e B - 57 fid A% & (valence-arousal-
dominance model)k fift B 15 26 ¥ 73 2040 52 10 52
Wel o ABATT R I, R TG LM R 2 A, s SO A
25 (BT o R B v 1 &, AR Rk . 2 5k
VBRI RELNE R EREE, i H
CRIMLER . S SR A X T NA N
SRR AR Ak . S ULAHPR R, 38 i AT )
M3 rappler.com F corriere.it L 4-9MHL 53226 4%
T 12437 253 M 455 B2 XA SCR A 25T
Wit AT BRI TR 43T, Guerini F1 Staiano (2015)
RIMAEL NS 15 2000 2 5 T BB UR 16 45 1Y
R M RSB RER Ar UL . BT HE, AT
i IR AL 5 1 2% o A o 22 D it 7 U B, Jomes 45
N (2019) % 1714 FH B2 Bk 1 457 )2 B (galvanic  skin
response)ixX — A= BRI & J7 SR B AIE N 45 ) B S5 T
LR ER T EZ MR, AT RER T 15
AR = o E R AR I TSRy S
HFNFERIH, TFREE B0 22 AL AL 5 Be 3
Wi T WA, >R A Shimmer GSR 3¢ 8 R 4E
WA Y B TR H S N o SRR AR W], A ARG
SFEENEA, REESEENT S AR
HH I 7 A T i KT 19 7 4 i R R R R R R
AT I, B 28 X AE 2 P 25 10 9 75 X 4 =2 1 LR
FS R EFE RN, HEKNE, CANE
BB 5T 32 B8 15 4 A 43205 (BB 1 4
TH AT 2 ) S 0T LA 1 17 45 B g %o s 2 20 43 =
=AU
3.1 BMEERN

X AT o S 0 S E AT R SN
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HPTR AN ZS 5047, Phelps Fl Lewis (2004) 5 %
PRIH B Sl WR A F B oy RN A R
HORBEZ N AR TR BB AE 4, thin 4
NBBL . IR . AT . RSN % . 5
AL, Dobele 25 A (2005)L4 & Libert #1 Tynski
(2013 )3 3 X — 26 B 2y 1) 9 2 28 B R I TR A
5% & B, M (surprise) . i B (Goy) F 4K il
(admiration)iX # 1Y BRI 28 RES AR E AT TN 4
Mg RS, HOCH — S SR e it — 2
IHE T IR AE 0 TR N A = B E R .
Berger il Milkman (2009) & 2, #HH.IEH G, 7
B &5 0 7 N 25 25 5 I8 U B UL %
M HL A (awe) 30 il néie T2 1) R 175 485 J2 175 A i
FER S EN — ARG W, TR T
— A~ HA TR 2R 19 4 (W) S5 56 0K 99 HF 2R 8B (amusement)
X — EAR P BRAE 4 5 IR R CR .
I RO A RO R, VEERAR SR 49
T ML BE 2 (5 AR R AR SRR T R L5 s &5
R, MR, & Rl i sk B B B
BRI EEIE. 546, Eckler il Bolls (2011)
BEH T — 4L S IR 5T AT ) 4 B4 1 2 2 R
X R o SRR R o ] e A TS g
PRI TR AR Y 12 AN ELSE AR 2
Wi 38 N ARIE He B 2 SR X e AT TRy,
SRIGHR AT At . R A5 L AN =L BESS, 1
H O HNBTE 42 CIARBHVE S RIE 12 AT
TR 50, 25 R R, AL PLL, & AMb
18 FEURR 155 2 k) B I HE T 2 o 1 o
o ZERUi, Y8R £ 4520 L6)i i S 40t & 1
T =0 5 T R B A 2 e R A B TR TH B
o i RN TRD, T BT LAy R R . RS, Rt
393 0y 1 £k n] 36 VA 45 A1 )2 910 5 4 #F, Cohen
(2014) AT & BIHE T U0 X P St %) A o % A AL
17 4 SN T[] 53 M i 21 %o HL i o =2 B
3.2 HWIBHERR

T8 2 ] B 2 B R0 TR ATFSE, Dobele
45 N(2005) L4 & Libert £ Tynski (2013) % i 24 7 2%
PS5 KT 9l 2 ik B )T A AR 2 B IO B (e A%
PR . AR AV POERAE), A AT IR R T e
PN R R MR IRE L. n, 24 ALt
MR . ERF S BOLE A . AN TR g
BN TAERH E S50 5] kG . A
DIt R A5 5 B TH A 2 R0 T T 30 B 2 A

o MRB—SIER ST AR, RS R
RO RAELNAERFR T Z W EZEE A . Berger
F1 Milkman (2009)3 33— 4™ B[R 2 20 8] 52 50 55 41F
T 1% (anger) X — ER I THERIE 2 S5 0 EBIEZ
) ) PRI SR G 3R o A7 T 4 D0 A 55 e A o fil 9
WAL, TEEW 45 B AL 21 5 BT 4 A
PRI R SCE . 45 R W], AH AR, Sl
R I A T o AR A AR
B B R 2R 4[] 5 % 1% 71, Guadagno, Rempala,
Murphy 1 Okdie (2013)tH#E3R T #1538 M 2% L5 5
AT IE U . flfiTAN Youtube FUEET 8 4
AE R A5 2R R 4 i HL BT T 4R 35 T 256
AABHES NG . G5 RER, 1R POERBTE
VP T R 1 28 1) RS R 0% B 3 4 TH T B T
B Fedrdh, 233X E s F g 65000 ¢
T HEAT G B AP 2 4 BT LA I B IS Y ) 2 O A
Jones 5§ A\ (2016) % P B2 9K 17 T 1 28 AH L AR 1 45
B AR R UE B R A, AR S
153 19 T A 15 28 R S5 2 I A A B 0BT 1 15 28 I
[FREA AT eS| R .

i B RTR, B ORISR BT E B
W18 4 SN~ AT R X — AR AR, A TG
MR R BN E T ELNAENEERH,
ALV 22 A [R) 1 FEURRG 155 28 0 T4 A 175 4 11 EL A1
BL o X REBIF T A SR 1 4 N LB R T
FELR N A BOR # 0 r S2  BRaE R, BB T R
O Z I <G 25 A HLL >, O B B B
WHE T TR

4 SIERBASEZNRERR

F5L b, e RE A R A TR i B AR
251 (Teixeira, 2012), B 2475 SCRT ISR 1) 9 25
FRAE . B BILANE 25 R N B & i, AT
Kh—EENEREANELNE . B4, FmEf
PG oL T IH e B R A 27 Rk, PR
H— LRI T R SR, FE
ARSI R IRAE | T8 983 OGRS
il — L%

41 HSXRBEE

WA Berger Q014)MINLE, AMTEGERE
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The mechanism that make online content viral

LIU Wei; LIU Yutong; LI Chunqing; QI Penghu
(School of Economics and Management, Northwest University, Xi’an, 710027, China)

Abstract: Viral marketing refers to the marketing approach through which marketers generate online

contents on social networks and attract consumers to share them and make them viral. The paper develops a

literature review on the factors that make online contents viral, including content characteristics,

psychological motives, emotional responses, situational factors and individual traits. The framework can

provide theoretical guidance for brands and We Media to increase sharing rate of their online contents.

Future studies should focus on exploring the influential mechanism of specific emotions on sharing

intention, identifying more situational factors in the context of Chinese culture, measuring the performance

of viral marketing, investigating psychological and behavioral consequences of viral marketing and adopting

multiple methods.

Key words: online contents; viral marketing; sharing intention; forwarding



