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Abstract

By using the methods of citation analysis and main path analysis, taking the literature with nega-
tive word-of-mouth as the research object in the Web of Science (WO0S) database, the important li-
terature and logical evolution path of negative word-of-mouth have been studied. The results re-
veal that the paper of Richins (1983) plays the most important role in negative word-of-mouth
field; and there are three important logical evolution routes: behavior of negative word-of-mouth,
motive of negative word-of-mouth, complaint and service recovery.
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1. 5|18

LT RS Y 2 0 T AN B BRAT NI R N 2 — . Richins (1983) 8545 Y, T 11 AS £ 47 THT 200 38
P VA, TR AT 8 T AN R R AT N SRR SR 1) e 4t it R o 4 246 P 2
2) X REEUE S S (T P T a8 3) IR AR RS R R[], A EEE,
AT FE R E X, W Richins (1984) 7€ A7 [T VG 2% 8 2 TR REECE 45 20 2R Bl 72 i (1 N i JE 2]
Singh (1990)Ul 5& S A7 TH %A 25 VRl 72 S BUIR S5 AN P 97 2 36 5 Ha 4231, Anderson (1998)1A A 11t
T VR B S AR PR B0 7 RS 18 5 AL T 148 [4].

B SRR BB, Arndt (1967)HITFFE R IN,  82%FHITH B 2 52 3 47 T 111 RS 5 M AN Iy SE 385 7
ii[5]e Laus Ng (2001)0U45 H 67 i FREE — om0 &, sesds—ldlkie]. MR¥Ed LMmrs, fim
RS LG T T B ELA% 6 ) AN 520 77 . Watkinss Liu (1996)F5 H— M A& 176 5 T 28 56 iR ICEUR: IE TN 2250 (1)
3 £ 10 £%[7]. Basuroy et al. (2003)FIHIF 7t 25 5 D047 T PR 5 LR S2 s 14 5, LB T P X LR 22
AR BIR[8].

Richins T 1983 43K T 5 — ks LAGUIH VRN = @ A ERIERT 78, P8 T S DTS Al 52 . 78
UbZ f, SEA DLE DO R TE, A D SO SR T R R R B U . 24 30 4,
CU ANb A VR AR 2% BIBF T, 11 Sundaram et al. (1998)HF 5% F 1 1 1% (4% #& 51 #1[9], Hanson (2000) [10]
M Hennig-Thurau. Walsh (2003) [1 171857 £% 47 i F15%; Laczniak et al. (2001) [12]. Glodenberg (2007) [13]
A1 Luo (2007) [ 14 187F 78 A7 1] S0 A VAN 238 1520 /) East er al.(2008) [15]00142 H A7 1T H i 14 5 B T
H

>o

2. IRAE. FES5EBN
2.1. IHREAR

AICH Web of Science (WOS)EH 22 H DL A7 TH FTE S =5 R SCRRAE B o5 5, BF RN 230K
7T VRS () B SR S 2 AR R AL B A5

2.2. HSEXERATRARTTE

Mizerski (1982)id it 5256 /7 VAUESE, AXTIEHAE S, FHE B~ MR S48z /%% =/
fabs FAESRAIIRBN JI[16]0 XA FLLE FAESE, 57T I RELE T 23 W S e o v b I THT 1B A s
A LAY A2 97T AR 98 i BT £r 2 — . Richins (1984) M EZME . BhHL. AL36 w2 ML J7 DY AN 4645 A
JAi Y 3k 2 R0 A TET VRS DG PR SCHR[2] - {H Richins PR [l 8= BRAE AN T3 A0k IR T, 76 AN HH A 1 e Ak 4%+
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Laczniak 25 A (20013 — 5 ) FH 5256 75 v2:00F 50 9% 386k BT VRGP S 82, 9 B0 VA DR B s v A 7 T 1Rt
A VP AR SE MR [12] 0 280K U8 : SRV 2 8 DA ST EVREL oK 1 R A B D)2 BRI ol 3 5 i R
VA RS 2 Y O S 2 R B AR A B, VT AL 2542 7. East er al. (2008) 042 H A
FURR M B T H, MR T D &G bR, Fbs FsIE. A s t, JEK
I TR it L SEEATL 236 11 S e g B e TR AT IV AR P U SIE AT REE 0 R 04 i PR AT WAL o it L )
UFFE[15]. De Matos. Rossi (2008)7F 1 #4443 47 [2 i (meta analytic review) 7 V2Bl B 1 A9 (14 7 EAT (43
B B, TR, KW BE B )RR DR DT ) . IR BRI R A RS
BR[17]0 AR SCERAE AR BRAE N Il 145038, ToVE SR AR R B k%% . Lin. Liao (2008)F]FH 51 3L 4 #r
2= BT 773, [T 1957~2008 4 [R] T4 I DR SRR, 4K 51 25 e 1 VRS R HE A
LML R kAR, FEhEE T DR R R DIRR[18]. HIL FUERUCCERFR A word-of-mouth 1
WOM ({33, HAtEMKELE TEZ. Yan eral. (2011) W78 REAS 16 1 A4 SE A0 BB s i L, @A
ZOYHT, BRVT T S R R I AR B AR R A SR, DUA B ECOR ERA, AT R I A
AR 5 A7 T RS2 PR 3 7= 15 3 ) 8 AW ISR (myopicpolicy), T A5 55 6 T A9 038 72 b D336 P 8 57 B0 (build-up
policy) [19].

TEE P, EHERE T RO AR I 2, Wi )1 AE HAE b Bl ie SCrp it T 78 AN SR iisk ae
UEFLRTHE R R, A7 T 1A ) T s e mT DA I R 2 AR e MR R L X FEE T ERE
(RIEFE R [20] 0 TROEESE NFE T SRR SR B 1 AN IR KT L A IR ZS A1 B2 B = PR AE 4
JEE 5 5 B PR 0 v DA B Al A AR 28 S T (21 ] R AE -5 0 A8 LR S 1 JB5 75 SR R0 11 IR 45 o 5Tt
FARARFRE R AR, @ EAE B ST A AT T ST AT, DA S N A IR A% o R R A
TR RE B B m g2 [22].

N TIERIBEFH M, AR SO 5| S AR B AR BT (R BER ] SPC ik, THRUE S5 2R R E ()
F77, RESCRREEACTHEAT 73 dfr, DB IEAE R, S (it o8 58 8 B4 1 R F i RUR R 3. 51 304y
WA BBRATT T A SCIRAE AR G IR 5] ST L, F#E G 4R HH 7E BT 1RG4t B g2 ) g ) SO AR 35 AR T
F AR A AT S B BRATTHR B D) 41 e A7 T U P SR, R AR T VR R T R R R R
o e, ASCARYE A HTEE R, V9N G VR R R 2 3 H R SR ST IR Rl RE 7 1) o

23. ARG ESHB

BT, &2 UFEA S DR 5SS it ge, T REA SR XK 22 J5) BRAE — 2814538 14 []
i, Bilhn: ZhAL. RAEZRFIREN )5 EH, Hb WOR YT E RIIAR— LS 2 HEAG I (AR 2 i 4 Y
[ B SR, A4 ERAT o A7 T I 5 1) 5| 5% R A i A P RN AR A B

DA BRI ER O, A5 A B AT DA 51 SO A A B AR A BT T AR ST IR ) R R,
FEHR HZ A B AR MR B R Ay B R G S B A 2 R B AR A RS B e R HL A T R Y T
REAH SN, THIERE T R GO DR SO R Rk . R, AU ERE = 1) FASISCO IR R S
CIRESCHR A 51 SOIRBL: 2) 38 FEBRAR 20 Hr 4k A 45t b BAR 26 1k i) B 5 S0k s 3) 348 6 1 A4t
I b SR PR T R AR

ASCFAE ) T BR AR AT 8, A6 B P DARS BB B SRR A R AR, B 1EH . KR
SRS WL e, R CHE. g-index Al h-index &5 Z4EEE %Rl FHFIH Microsoft Excel 2010
AR AT T RAS G . b, FRATTAT B 7 31 47 T 1 SR h SCHRRFE AR I ST R R, IR
b g 8 s SR s B e B HEREE R, MR,

ASCK WOS Bl FE 1 52 i SCHRAE A EE A DL full record A citation record )5 2070 HY A% txt SO,
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LR PAT, E5E SPCAE T H T 3, AT ERE . Fa BREIL TR 5 AR
TS 2R 25 BB Pajek BEATHHE 70 HT . Pajek 5 B = BR AT J0 BT BRHR AR IR 1) P 914K 1 g s it v LA 5
JIHSCHREE -

3. BIRESHE

AR WOS Edfa AR N SCRRREAS (B, FL 5 — 2% 51 FSCHRR 51 Bl 2 248, & ik
##i . Science Citation Index Expanded (SCIE). Social Sciences Citation Index (SSCI). Arts & Humanities
Citation Index (A & HCI). Conference Proceedings Citation Index-Science (CPCI-S). Conference Proceedings
Citation Index-Social Science & Humanities (CPCI-SSH), AT o5 2 D4Rl BHEc8FEE, HATU
TROCERFEAE — &M & . BT HN 2018 422 H 15 H. STERBEAR ML & LR = K0 5.

2D, W RSB o A SR I 25 ST AU Y B SO, R R, e H R G HE
negative word-of-mouth (NWOM). negative consumer review, LA IR (17 1 FiaR), 4o A
B

%00, WOS #FB€E . AN WOS IHER 5 Tk, 1E+% all languages. all document types. all years
(1947-present)Jf-/2)i% SCI-EXPANDED #1 SSCI BZHA0#E &, LAHH LR ] DA T BVEHE 5 Tl 7/ & I REAR .

W=, MRERIEH . PRSP, BT AR S BE, HmRE
g 21% X (and s or not) R H A7 T AR R S 4 SCRRFEAR SR &, W] 1 B, JLrp TS AR AT XT 18 3L Title
Abstract. Key Words. Key Words Plus #4742, TI AU REFSF 18 CH Title #EATH R, HEHE S5 B 74K
RPATH R G 15 2 TR A R 2

76

RV ES o = AND
>100,000 > EZE
[EErsmzpitr ks | 76 OR
[ErmzpsrErey— [P 76
15

m
ETTL Y cdm
o BT 2

I | o

Figure 1. Boolean logic filter diagram

Bl 1. f/RiIZEEHIEE

F AR
T 74 78

Table 1. list of secondary keywords
1. REXRRIF—ER

fiabr K]
Lz iptapE] spread, disseminate, propagate, connect, link up, communication, diffusion, compliment, public praise, reputation
A face to face, social media, social network, twitter, facebook, reviews, forum, blog
mpieg:2) buzz, social interact, brand advocates, cause influencers, ambassador programs, viral marketing
IR AP tie strength, valance, incidence, strength, motivation
NiE, e complaint, mutter, murmur,resentful, discontent, dissatisfy, disaffect, rumor, bad news
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Fasy
»
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| HEEA IR B R

1) ££E6 1: “46 TS I F LW 5 “78 TS T A IRE SR ” Frfifs 0 SCRAE AL 4R
£45 1 FRIFTAE SCERAEA, 1E Title B, Abstract 5% Key Words 5% Key Words Plus 25 &, B [HN&FH 1%
IR AR B 3]

2) G 2. “LE TIHIPTE EEOCHIE " FIrsfAs I SCIRFE AR SR

3) £E3: EE 1 HES2MIHE, W “£517 U “EE527 .

4) fEH 4 EE 3 HEAE 2 MEE, W “EE37\ER27 s BES 3 PR 3 ESCHHASC
FRFEAS 15 o

5) WS i NTHEES 4, B SIS CER, Eo bR ES.

6) H 5. BH 3 HHIRESNELSE, I “GE537\ “WIRES” ; HES ST, CEARESD
I A B R

7) G 6: FEIMANAE Tk Rk i (5 5 2L S DR OSCERIRAS AR 6.

Zoad IR =P IRITRIE , AT DL DR B A B FRAE R 43 T VAR SG IR TR, HL I Bk A AH DG 1 Sk 5
AR EAF 3 78 F S EAH SC I SCERAE AR, TIAEG 6 NI S el i 9 3 R SCRRAE A B 5

4. AIRGR
AT ELE M A E AR TGS R, SRERTT AU DS ) SCHERFE AR EE 5
4.1. 5| HER

Sk orHr, AE 78 FOSCHRFEAR T, 10 Fi(13%) 30Kk 2000 A LART R KM, 68 K (87%)xE 2000 - LAJ5
MR 6 159 ZAEFEFILRES, P —RCEAHF 2.03 MEE; SCRFEA LR RAE 47 AT E,
P — R TIA 3.38 j@ SCE AR 10 G 45| IR EUR S S0 E BT =44 40 518 Richins (1983) [1]-Blodgett
& N(1997) [23]F1 Mizerski (1982) [16]. A1, 1X 10 4@ 4% 51 F B =i i SC &= A, A 7 F6 B BIALE local main path
&Y multiple global main path I, 3 j& AR HILIEIX P 25642 F . Lin, Liao (2008) [18]7EE XS LA SR 1) [A] i
HOR I, 5 SCE & RO HAR R SC &= S A, A A s sk ol A w0, gt 51 R sk
RERL,  Jov2: 56 B 4 W — i SRR IZ AU A A

TESCHRFEAS T, G-index 24y 2 DA ERHISEAH 14 fifEE, DEE—1E# RKEM IR L L SCERIPER A58 7
L3 5347 14 PEAEE FL R A R 16 1] &K B, i East Robert 33 FIHF 72 1B\ A i£4.4 T Romaniuk Jenni.
Hammond Kathy fl Lomax Wendy —f7{£#, LLK Van Hoye Greet fl Lievens Filip 21 %1/ 75 1P\ B.

ASCAE ] G-index R H T FAEATIE A R0 D I, G-index KT 2 3EH 13 FHIT, HiA 2
— TN Psychology & Marketing. 7E 13 MUHTIH, EHGUSIATIIA 8 F, HAEH 62%. H'E
VU 3 BCPE S B 3 0. RS A 90 3, 205 AU R A AT . E b P e, 7T I R 0 R O R TR B
iz R RS A AR

4.2. TBRBESITER

AL 2% Lius Lu (2012) [241 8 W R, 087 1 78 Fe SCHREEA, 22 1 FTi AR 22 AR S
MEA. FEAPENT AR RO, EEERRBSCRIMGI HXR, §i5 W ERT A 7
], BRI IE R L MRE, S, RRZBAGIHXR)WEEEE . ALK =
B ERRAR AT T, AN B BRI RUR IR I A7 T VRS SIS SR 1) A R ik o 35— M7 72 DA D7 SR K J i 2
REM R FE R AE(Local main path); 55— BB R RIS B2 DK 7 SR AL 1) 22 42 R B AT
(Multiple global main path); #x /5 —Fi& LA 2 Sk E BT BB R, & HRAE 70 Aiek i e 45 44 11 4 )
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R

=Y
1=

&

%42 (Global key-route).

42.1. BRBERBRE

JRER AR F AT 9 R SCHk, T DAV ST D R s R AR LY 9 B STk . Mizerski (1982) [16]
F1 Richins (1983) [1]# s SCRR YR &, FEZEIE AT & Richins (1984) [2]%ESE 67 [ F AR SGE, M GUH
R EEYE . S, &R iR (transmission biases) M52 1725 5 0], [BIBIAE <Ok, A2 H o m D
TTNRIFC R, RIS A4 H 2 R e ie 2 B A fr i RS ) = /N8 SR (source) {5 . (message) R #
'R )i (receiver characteristics). ¢ Jm /&M M &: East %8 A(2008) [15]5 Yan £ A (2011) [19].

A, WP H I, i — 00t E AR S R R Ik %% . 1982 4, Mizerski FIHFF 7t & 301t
T {5 JE LG R THI A5 JE 58 RE S 0 Y 2 3 R D SE P 5k, BRI SRR A b R A FH A7 THD A5 S0k /S 2 FR , (H s
AR ST VRS, AR SOk AT DA T AT B, BRI SCHRZ —. 1983 4F, Richins B /G KR L
BT VR 3 ) 56— R R R R AT, W 50 R I 52 i A% 366 3 A 32 AR T TR A AR B . 1984 4F, Richins
Ak SEHIF FT 2 WA SR RS B T VR AR &, B ST R AL 3 BRI . 2001 4F, Laczniak 55 A\ (2001)
(1246 FH 51 BR1 R AP 7 422 WS 2 UAC S RO L, TE %o R A 2 WS T P s i 2% 8 380 2 WS 14 S % - 2006 4F,
Ward. Ostrom (2006) [25 447 5T B A5 M A% G5 G 1 R4 21 9 28 471 T 7% . 2007 47, Goldenberg (2007) [13]
W5 A7 THT R SR PR bR E 9 9 I B A T . 2008 4, East 25 A(2008) [15]3 H AT LA sk f 22 1F 6t
T AR AR B, 2011 4, Yan 25 A(2011) [19)Ks 6 AR (0 ER8 JniRHa F BI3T 8 8 i 10 A P4
BN

422. ZERKEREE

ARG RERE, RIS T 30 S5 i e 1R 7 1 AR ATU8 2 AR MR B . 2
AR F AR FIE 34 RSOk, wIa R = KIXER, A3 SR U DV RRAT O X ER SR RS ATL X SR H A8 A
MRS AN X B, DU VEGHA4H

1) fuif A AT NIX He . Mizerski (1982) [16]A1 Richins (1983) [1]P45 ks SCHR VIR &5, U5 oL B8 421
AR B T (04 )R B8 4%, H 5 local main path 584 —FE, R T 2 M T SWR A 2 5 4 01
X9 R SCHRAE 5 R ATUR # e AR B B AR . XN X BRI DL O AR, R f
(RISZIE 7 5 78 e S5 A T 9

2) I EEHHLIX B, M SCHR Sundaram 25 A (1998) [9]17) T ZEfH H 25 (1) [X e 32 B2 42 A8 R0 47 1o 11
MBI, RIAE LSS I 298 S 250 R AR DG AR SR 1R 97 38 At 4 2 AR B4 T 1 i
FURR, R BN 9 385 38 B0 ANV 75 110 2 60 B P 17 & R A 3t 87 TED VR R) AR v BE AR G ), il AR SR B
386 A7 T VR H IR RS S, BRI A% 3 H )& SRR ARV e . X Heh eV s U AE (1 5y
WU, — 2D I VAN 5098 23 AT S LA B A7 T R A e FH - S5 U8

3) OSBRI S AR X B . M CHR Blodgett 25 A (1997) [2314EfH H 25 1 [X e 1 BAERGHE S . BRSS#b
RORT AT RS 96 R 2 WO, IR AN X e A7 T T RAT N R B A E AT R & 56 1 J5 R (consequence) K 1)
Wo HAMNZLAELE Blodgett 25 NMIRF T, H540HC. F27 A E 3 = N RFRATA BN IR 25 #b KU = MR s
FMz%(compensation). #MEUH E (recovery speed) il apology (GEHK), #RITIX =Ml S5HILEIT NIER,
IR IR 25 A RO A AR B X ) AR s SR A THRARAT . RS R, IRS5 AR
EN

MZ A5 E B AR TRATAT LUK I, fuiil DR R e B4, H =/ EBEMSA. BT v 5o H 6
TR EBARSE, SO DS HURHL S KRS AN A TOU, WA 2 FE RN T . DU
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>
Fasy
»
48

MBS TE] B R, i A T AT 1) R ik 4%

1) fum D EhHL. 1998 4E, Sundaram 25 A (1998) [9]5] H] Richins (1984) [21HIWF 7545 58, BF9TH 2
&3 SR TR B 1 )5 ARS8 X BT VR AR S BB, J0E— 20 26 T MRANIH = 1 46 AL i 3L
IR FR, MIRAT S DAL IRENLA T BIR— 2 T .

2) BAIRS MR 1997 4, Blodgett 45 A(1997) [23]15]H Richins (1983) [1]3¢FFu T H T HIHTHR
PEWFST, PRITHOAR 5 AN A AR R BEAR =42 T 40, —1d42 2003 4 Oh FI F ¥ 9 # 42
AT RIS, RHERIEE X B A8 AT AR AL 55— 72 2004 4 Wirtz 5 Mattila J-$61 28 5 505 1) =
AN FEARIFE AR SSAN R = AR M2 FNBOE BERITERR,  FErhig e ba Al G DR OC R

4.23. EERXBEE

REMAREASOR I, 425 B B A B e AR BT R R SRR AN B Ao sl U, B SCHRFE AR
HORLEE B IR 20 ZRESE 4R, Pk A I IX i 25 2k HORUE B KR AT o 167 kT DL R AN s G 2
Wi FJ I SCHR, ELAT AR 2 & AR R BBk R & RCREIAE LI 25 38 S0k, Sl ML 4R F e
Foxt, 22 RsCekESE, EEMMHRE. &RCHEEA R DI = KIXE: fUm DTy, fum o
TSN AR AN AR SS HN R, BT VAT A RN G T R S LI DG I P s B, T A A IR 45 e R U 4 6 ke
3o fE 25 fmSCHRH, RHIEZ 2R EBRARMSCIRILAT 3, IX SR AR I AR H AR B A 1)k R ik
Mep, BTESCHER R R U EVLEAT — 2 I 7

5. &g

ARSCH) B H AR A AN T AT R R R DA K b B g i SC s PR AT R
1S53 BT RN 2 B AR 53 T 751 43 T S THD U RESCRR A | R, R 7 7 T 1 R AT 7y 5 A A A
SCHR . AR T 25 5 A s USSR, ARSI T IR F BRI S SC &R, e vl LARE S 48 K AT T
i S THT VR R R BZE . TR, AR SCHEAR 1 AT R AT R R 1, RSN T FRAT I BT R
T i

Richins - 1983 ¥ & K % AR IR @ OB 78, PRI s ik #8108 &, GRSk bl 5| e
K 246 YR, A C AR i BB — s SCHk. East Robert £E 2007~2011 48] 2% 5 & & = ks SClik, =&
AT AR o 2% SCHR B 22 1253 - Psychology & Marketing T+ 2002~2011 483t & % 7 F5 6 i 1A%
FHOGHISCHR, A2 520 ) 8 R T

I FE R AT, FATAT LA TR S R T R . AT R M AR A, B AL i
B R, FREREE IR M ARG G %2 R0 28 57000 s A ST RS I 23 RS2 i g B0 4
NEFRISENE J7 s IR R AR S e ) A B LA

[, FRATTR B 7 T VR AU ) = 2 SRR R IR AR, il SR AT . S e sh L. 4
FRSS AR BRI = 25 B8 AR T DR B FLAE 43 28 A Se o, (RBRATTAT R v LA th 47 T 11 8 () e e ik 285
F AR HH A SRAFE T2 8 7 1) (U IR T 8 B4 . BRI HOAR AN 4 i R SR B AR . IR B 4t i R
G VRO 2R 4% ST I RSAS:).

oy BT VRE ST R JC 0 AR AE SCRRAE A, EZA LT UANER: 1) SCERASTE Web of Science 1)
HARE2H; 2) Web of Science 4 FErf, FHASCHRICIEEE, HOGyEgd F-8); 3) #4rihi Sl Cg )
SCE, bR B R U O, SOCVEE SR BAR L, AR SCZ I B T SR T 23
B SR VT8 S VR OCHE ] i A R B AR TR IR SRR P IR, ik I SO AR AR BARE M, (1
FRTRIE, ARG ENETESE TP,
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