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Abstract
In view of the widespread spread of health rumors on social media platforms, add warnings to
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provide intervention suggestions to reduce the spread of online health rumors. Based on the in-
formation cascade theory and the negative bias theory, data analysis was performed in the SPSS
26.0 software, this paper uses the network scenario experiment to explore the impact of different
forms of warnings on users’ willingness to share when the types of rumors are fear rumors and
hope rumors respectively. The results show that adding warnings under health rumors can reduce
users’ willingness to share. Compared with general user warnings, friend warnings and expert
warnings reduce the willingness to share health rumors more significantly. Expert warnings are
more less willing to share health rumor than friend warnings. Compared with hope rumor, the
three forms of warning are more obvious to the reduction of fear rumor sharing willingness.
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1. 518

T IER R] f pR e e e S HAB RIS 2, AR A S AR & OV (S SRR 2 IRIE . A AT 2 fi
REi AR, #ase EMERE 2 E R[], 53—J7ih, BOYRZERA AR BITTHRAS, A AT A B
A6 B ERFIFICZRFE L, M FEHA 7 E 2 a2 2] X BIRIA R A1
HIEAER B, P NS A R S S S BN 2 R E AT . IRBWTAIRM], M EEEE R
M REARVE 5 ) I AR, AU IERIREL, E 2B AN L ZR RS, £ A0 IR A e RS 5 A
[3]. MRS 270 EAF AL B A ) HAbAE BAZHAT N, BN E S 7 0 SO R DIAHOR [4]. AT
Wi x B S 0 S AR R O G, AR BRI R R P A REE S, M AR KRR, MW
HFUE fif A 2 i O L — A5 S R M . PR TT AR s Ak S AR A R 5 AR R AR B, A%
JER A VR 5 N0 T R AR A

AT 2% rh A7 AR RO i RS B AATTSREUEE A5 B 1 BRI, 2 IERT RAE B FH R Y
FRBHE T LU A R[], B 0 S T DA 5 R AT AR RS (6], ARTTUAR T, AT
BT ZHEROEL, EHZEAARRIAB S 2 HOATRER T, MITATRES TR PE LLAM K S5 R %
BFOoEREL, WRANMIVOSERERE S EAE, thilthEE =7 N7 s S e, n
B X I ] AR ATV BRI HE L, IR NI R, RIS SN . FE
b B A R AR PAY 7 i B BE 2 (IR (R AAS 77, K 2 OB S BT e S bnic, X — o & B A2k
Ja, ATRESIEIN AT RARCE B E S, AERE REAMRON[8]. ZHCT X T LG B BH Bk ik
T, R VR 5 s R 2 BEAR AT DO 3 AR B . A T IR TN A 521 & IR i R 5 5
& SRR A S, SR A ot g e Ve 5 1% S .

MR = RIS IR T), WS AT UL A B SRR S . AT ORI EAR, REMNS
SUEF AR A R[9]. SEFRHE AL, AATTSE BRI ST e RN, JFAESRHE B B A B 2 ROk
1o WEFURIL, RARKES ML THERES, SNV E L EEREE, Tmess 52 A1 >
FRIBL]. B SCREA I SO TR KE S, ARNESEAS 0 ZRIEZHIRR. Bk, &
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SCHETAE B ARER A A A LB A, SR 18 5 R RO RMARE S A BIE S I, ARE S
T H ARk B S SRR, AT SRt S .

2. HAsEA
2.1 ELEBRIES RHEBE

XFTVE E BE XN, AR EG ARG 50, 0S80 O —FERH BT IR LN
et LS 1) E5K[10]. R4 Shibutani HJL%, 8 5 2L XAEAE IO T X SR DL 2 SR
H, AERIEAHT A, AR VR S WSy — R AR AR R P [11] . H ATVE 5 e SONFEME R RE P 380
BEE TS UES BN E K 2 [12] o SR T, AATIEBLSE ARG IE W N8 5 a2 B e B . BER T
GRS, IR R, R R ORI I SR 5 AR RS ER[13], Pt R AE S =
B BRIAE 2 R . A RETE S € SONFEME IR AR T BOA 15 2R SE M REAS 2 [14]. AR TURWI, AR
5 AR 5 ERAT, IR O RS B AT IR S| s, JF B DA R i,
Tk T 8 1 00 I PR it RV 5 77 A 7™ EE AT, A 2% A SRR Pt BILTR LT B AL 2 AR E [15] o

ASCDMERRERE SO 5, BUONHOGP AT SR, XS AATRA WS ) HaR ks,  H AT b T4
MR, AT G BEARIE L, RS R AR NPT AR 2. RIS
PRNEAIRA, AT RS0 B TR SRR, I HER B 2T SR @R 2. B M
b AR R R S ORI , N AR R 2R A5 2 AR B 52 B2 AR F IR RIE[16]. R RESSIR 5 H W AR
24, BER I G SCRYIIER A 5B DR K AR EBLSE AT AATTARXEH 50 4 B A B 1 0
Fode mi R I . AT A bR HER S A A5 S EOA[17]. PRIt ASCRAEREAZ 5107730, X
REVE 5 S I SRR AT R

22. BEXRBSRIFHEXTMR

AR FE AR R S W B, KR AR RS MRERE S . AR RSB, WTE
Mas R TMJEE PRSI R MMM A A, AT ARSE[1]. AX T RS, BARE S Ea BN
FIEE M. L OISR, BRI REE, WIERE BN SE A, N FEAMTE S
THEHFEHRMAES . ANEER, A 11BN EESRGEES T EaMA, TRZ 12 R
R RARVE 5 57> £ [18]. Chua 554 60 AN 55 N b AT SRIR A &, KRILMAS S IEEEE 55 N 073 2 fik
REAR 2 R o AR 55 (045 AR AN A R 5l S5, TR S 5 D SE A R T R AR i % 5 K% 4 [19]

g FEVE 5 18 AEAT R HOR] P SR A B SR LE AT SE 455 H RIS, AT AT GBI R,
PR SR IR S 5164k . VRS IERAT A5 P AR 5 AR 2R AR A5 S B, ARk ZABUBIE S
ML T, —Se PR A RS RE B 0 24 th AR, B Qe AR SR viE R4 [16] [20]. A
BT, AATATBE2 - HERR P LA IR DR 3 2 SR RS 2 o R AT BT I AN s HER , {EAN
S BT 1 L BT I S A, AR R 7] N T IR IE S RIRCR, Gordon A5 AR OGS T IR R
B o e 7 X I e T AR AT IO BB AR L, R AN > 2B, RIS S AN [8]. i
INE S AR AR BAERE 77, RIS S SRR 1. AR, REE S A BT
AN AKHE S R R, H A1 I8 5 T REPE[21]. X% 5 T IR Rk 23 BE A I (RIS 0 HE RS 17
W71, #EARS 5ELAER A B RS B s T T SR e AR T B . K2 BOCERTT T
RATA IENEAS B HEAT R, AR DA SCHRA A S 5008 5 i I R TE N 2 RIS, A
1T 9/ 2 A R 5 RO A5 4
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3. BIREMEMRER
3.1 HiR R RER

LI S RS R B BE RN AR, K A AR S . AW R TR Y, I SR
MATE 32 10, SRS ANA LRI BB, 4 B AT R RN, i T AN R A
BE BAEAE FEIE TS B Ae S R AT S AL[22]. SR EAHEL, AR BB, JFEEAE
R EAT I EZ 1A 77 IR S EEFE B AR TR, NG, 2 SBUERFARIEN[18]. X
F Pl R B 5 5, 27 R RS 4, WS EBH  BRA BRI SRR [23] . ReR Fen
FAAESAEYE B MHMENE SN, B FIENIRMRE SR E L, NG MERE[9]. T
X IO E AT A s AT LRI e e 77, AR EX 0% 5 0 Se PR BEAT B, JFRERIR AT
EVEF HIATRENE[S]. HREBt, 3R U RE

H1: EAEREE S N i e o n] LOsb P 2o 2

H2: S BiEs L, SmESHH P22 RIE S =

3.2. FRAHKERMT LK IWE R

KRS GHRRAE I AT LR — B, FRURBUE L K. iU E=MEES 50 Es
T — R s i 21, 0 A i LR 5 o 2 o 24 A T 44 AR A5 P P AR KR DA VR S P S
MRYEE SRR, RO LBERNREL T, M @SN RIAT AR M e . 4%
W SRR AT REIFBCA BT U, XN A VRS E S AR 1 S IR MERR ), e P B
T TR R AENIE BRI EEVE . Bk, AAIASAE WG N RAT AR AW RATB0[24], 254
Mg WA BE O H A T S R 2% . XML GAE T AR W, RO RERN o XAl AL
IO FR) HH B A R OB B, A AT B S IUBOR AT AL . B A BRI SR, AR 5 B A
A RES AR p A R AR P 22 A, e AR L 2 B I TR A HERS 1A i — 2K [25] - Hitt, JE A Z 51
Jr A REVE F NI E T, AT DO P A ARSI S %

AL SRR D NS AT N & B NI . B8 500 BN — Uk i A
IREACPABEST, AATIAT Ol B NE M. — Bk, RO H BAARGRAIAS R W R RS B
SRR L K R, P A B AAE, R HAT A AR AR [18] . 1X 32 E R Ry 32 4 il
BT R R M R VP A 8 BE RS B O REE FUSEE R TR AT IAT N R AR AR A &
2 L[28]0 A AL T I RO 1245 BRI LA AL, R AME B RBOT 50— s B, H
X A, S35 S BERT N BN R [26] . B AR ILAEAS N fa b 2 L S AT I 3 5
A5 27 TS B, 8 BOA R I SERI RIS I [27], ITACHIAT ek T AATT AL 200 A, AN
IBEENAAT NI BLR AT RER A NAT RIS R . (HAE@BRE R, AT REBCH R bRl
Xt A A BT T R S R M AR A T DR TCUF SO T R P 5 2 15 RE R AR AT
NEEREAEEE S I EATA LM RR, A A atk, SR DU
&

H3a: MHELT — M s, I RS & R 50 & S e M e 5 0 e e

H3b: MELTUF s, L8 S ERE A B s 5 0 S R

4. MEFESERBET
4.1 BERESRMIER
ARSERIEFE I TSR BUS AT G o WS 1F o BN R AS AR 6, o(RIEA BT £

o

&
Js i A B
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Peft T — MO, AUt ARINIRIR[28]; PIHAEEE. FIEREEIRAERE AL W TARZ T, AR AR
BERAEMGHH D F. AL E CHERERER, W] DUERT B RE AR T RIEZZH L. %
BARSEE AN, SOV ERE TG AR EEI R —. R FEFELF Gl
IERA B LR

i R 5 ORI FRAE VR 5 W 7T 22 48 5| IR 55 95 UE k9 3t (Snopes.com) » A 1 fRAE PT3535 —
B, MBS RIE S, BRI . L SR ORINE S R BRIV EAEA ST 6 BTN
fe, JFHRABEMIETR, S AMTRIBECR19], WECNFARFRE R . FERu; L, “cancer”
RERMRESEE, EEHA AT 100 MEEEE, RO/ -BOAFRKES A4 fegotl T wit. 1+
s L RMRE, SHREFIIAMIT, &IEHEIKES KM L 1R,

Table 1. Materials of hope rumors and fear rumors

% 1. % {E = %u/u |g1§;$*j

i W P
B DL A SERLTTAE 48 /N 14 A FE 98%HIRILHMY, i A SETT Iy
FUES M R B D 0 S L AR A B A PO A
5 LA AT O O S
TRRIES Vo K 224 MR E R RS, ZERRIOTE PR T F/NRE e, W5 2ER T B,
R
BRI VA SAE R LR L BRI R, SR b M 2508
SEBL IR R A B R SEOIRIR, S, IIZEEE, H R0 IR,
e e

4.2. SEHgIt
AREFBLE T — DGR, WE T N E SRR IR $alE e 2 (R E M BE
vs BR) x 4 (WA vs — I B vs GF OB vs LB ) ISR NI R R B 5 . N sR sk
R S E SR, AT BRGUE AT TS N e R AR ERMS 5 EH I, A

HEN IR R A T2022-5-12 FANG R A1 2022-5-12
RS VS8 7K T AR IR R ST ) ek 49 o 70 e 1 5 RS VS8 7K 14 VR TR R AT V) b 49 JoR A R o 285
T ATAR (R BOVE TN AS i/ NS | BRG0P M [ AR LR A VR T A8 mmw&,mzaMfm
XY 5 RAE o R B RNE o

LR 67 A IZAE BNl

HNARG KT 2022-5-12 WA RAT2022-5-12
TR W 17X 2 1 R MR AT BT P P O I T A TR WA 7 2 5 U AL 0 0 5 2 Al 2
[T AR TR AR TR Al N, B AR Nl A BE VARSI VE T M A8 sl IR, BRI T R
BT RIEIE o BRI o
WG M HABCIANNEH R A L SRR A 5567 NI U

Figure 1. Examples of warnings from control group, general users, friends and experts
E 1 xERE. —RAP. TR TREERA
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KR REEANAEIL . RGN, Ul X R EEr RS S, AT IR o = R S
Whe 258 FEABWERIFAEESZER. ELRAHRE, RINTSUIHESRREAT ERA
SRR, R ARME. BB, RS X S A BRI LR 1
NERBHRMNESHZ% 7 ChuaA SF[19]1BHFERK M NIMET:  “ WITH S5 M7 I e e
B B2 S IR RS (YIRS E S, W AT RS, 2R T
REREATIE, RPN R A NER G B 0 Bl R 7 S RS B R G

5. /RIS
5.1. fRMESH

WIS HEENER T 6 LIHTSER, #lEEARME, A2 2EENER. &AM 3 196 4
AR A, BICE Y 90.3%. ARUNENZ 58 Y, B1EA 93 N, & 47.45%; 14 103 A, 14 52.55%.
PR B E R ETLE 18~40 % EEPEARAB LA, Kb AREHMARS, HEiE—F%. T
B W #TE SPSS 26.0 A i T . AR R AN A 5 B4R 1K) Cronbach’s o ¥ KT 0.7, EERIF. W
L BRI R R e DU R T, 45 R AR R % 5 K4 55 & (Cronbach’s o) KT 0.8,
SR, R NE S 1 = R R B 58 thah, = IR SRR S R
(Cronbach’s o) KT 0.8, EA-FIMLALEE, EUENTHISFIIEE N & .

52. EERASKEBRR

L7 =T RN, SHERRE S IS IA R R E S RSP 0 E A T BENZERM e =
3.607, M —ypres =3.192, M grss =2.854, M wyus =2.494, F=108.483, P =0.001). e &3 HEK
J&i, K Dunnett t i35035 HA A S5X A AT LOEL, /521 P E#/NT 0.05 (WL 2), RERRMES
PUE X NI 7 S BE s i 25 o Rk HL oz, BIFEA@RRVE S T 7 i in s & ml AR F P oo H 7 S
BEo (WiBd: 32 g 3 KA HIrh, 1AAERXMIRA, 2 R - EEH, 3RREFRESH, 4 KL
FELH. )

Table 2. Dunnett t (bilateral) a analysis table
= 2. Dunnett t(R) o 534 3R

(1 ) KM I EZEAR(1-) M
2 1 ~0.415500" 0.008
3 1 ~0.753000" 0.001
4 1 ~1.113500" 0.000

P HE 2B I R EHEKE 0,05,

SKF Scheffe 7 F0 LSD-t o6 yksd — R P& | If 84S . BB EHTHE O, BT
EINBERAE A RO EE, 5 R W 3 B, R LLAR s SR ik 3 Bz, Scheffe 141 LSD-t 407k
K P 1E¥/NTF 0.05, fEi% H3a. H3b 7.

5.3. EEHEEANARRENES LB

5.3.1. EV3ASH
VES R N S ARMRRE S, ST Z 0, SR BURE S A TS ERGEEM sons =
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3529, M zpss =3.685, F=21.385, P=0.014<0.05). &AHES > EEENE 4,

Table 3. Multiple comparison table

3. ZEHRE

() k7 () HK1 FIME ZEAE () WEM
3 0.337500" 0.012
2
4 0.698000" 0.001
2 -0.337500" 0.012
Scheffe 3 .
4 0.360500 0.010
2 -0.698000" 0.001
4
3 -0.360500" 0.010
3 0.337500" 0.005
2
4 0.698000" 0.001
2 -0.337500" 0.005
LSD 3 .
4 0.360500 0.004
2 -0.698000" 0.001
4
3 -0.360500" 0.004

TSP ME AR I B2 P KCF N 0.05.

Table 4. Willingness to share rumors

T4 OESHNFERR

eSS El Sof 1 2 P A RSN TREEN
FHEES 3.529 3.146 2.831 2.469
RUHE & 3.685 3.237 2.877 2.518

BAE T TOIRASF o L) AT A B8 5 1 = RUBO Y, XERMEVE S I = RIENY, , =FE
HRMHAH, LAY, HH, |, JEGEES TR A KLY Ky K, ERVEE S P )
Ky Ko Koo FREFEZEIH, | A FERFRZBINY, Y, Y, BIRESEZEH,
|F RESRH A ERENY, Y, Yy, IR A HT

Y+ K *H =Y, Y, + K, *H =Y,

PR (K, — K ) H =(Yy =Y, )=(Ye, =Y,) >0

HIT H O IR S ES, MIESEmATIEN, MR MmN =2, BH<0, Fitf
Ki—K, <0, K <K,, FrelEdE H MRARES I AT HEES . FEA K, <K, K, <K, #EE
| A0 D b BARE 5 RS R T BE S

5.3.2. T {18

EFEATRI VR 5 288, S RALAR L, i & 5 A1 S B PR AR 50 LA AR B 0o BRI R
FebbZene 5 s EB (L), 0 A BE% 5 ARV R 5 10 R FREL 2T T k50, 43 tH t = 20.433, Sig = 0.031
<0.05, WHHZEREE; BT, WAEESAREES TR ET TR, 54 t=19.418, Sig
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=0.033<0.05, Bt 1 ZE 3 : BB I) A, XAy 1% 5 MRVMERE 5 W R IR EL R AT TR %, 15 H t = 37.808,
Sig=0.017<0.05, ULHAZEREE, Bk H2 153)50HF.

Table 5. Decrease degree of sharing willingness of each warning group compared with the control group
5 SEHEEMNRBEN ST ZEETREREE

Byl R X - (L) XFHE - 47 (2) X - £ %(3)
o (] 0.389 0.698 1.06
RS
(E 0.110229527 0.197789742 0.300368376
L {1 0.448 0.808 1.167
RIRES
b 0.121573948 0.219267300 0.316689281

5.4. £ 5&#IN

ISR RELAME RO 5 T ARG, 3R MRSEHAT T HUFIT AT AL, SRIRES R R . 1) fEERR
W E T e S T g R P s B R, B AR R B O AT 2R A . A
BT — M P, AU R S SRR A SRR E Y MR AR, R
TR AME R S E R, 2) SRBEES ML, S AR B RAR
W E 2 F RS ER . FIRSerE O AMTE LR S . BRI AR AR 5] . &
BERFILAHE RN, B B T AR O g e A2, T4 v R 90 R ) £ R A5 R R E ) B B Y
PSR 3o

AR VE F L T TR AL, DD ST 2% R AR S PR A A R R 5% o A A
PAT LAY INAHRThRE, RS S0 RS SIS, RS ART  HERE E, Al
M B W R BIRORAEAE R BE B AN, IasAH R S e 5 SRl sest, ~F&wr i
SLRIHLE, SRR EA S S B RAE BRI R E SN T EANSE, SRR
M5 ERBIR . XREINEE S N QI — & AR, w7 DL B P S A B 7E A A B .
i, FTAbBEANZ TS 2 EBERE BRI, B S R s e i B E B TR, AR kA
WifE SRS L, Insaont +E A B g R = I e
6. L&A

Tl AR S AT G A VR S AR IR THTIIRIE ST 6, A ERTR 7 — R 58S B
PRl BRL, nompa sk 2 g B, A ROhP v R R RS 2, A R R ST & I K — A ERHE R
ARTCHG 7B T IR BV S AR B R, AT G R DU & R R S I ik
WG, SRAAER P RARS SRR, DU ME R S AR S 5. H AT A BSCIRIR A R BRI E s b
BRI AL R AR B BRI, AR ER, BoRirE W BRI e ald, JFeid
FEFFIT AR S ISR, P08 1 BT FEVE . B AU AR WIE 5 R S o o A R
o b, TS I o e ) R AR 5 AR R R O B35, il R SR it T S H

KB FCEAFAE—ERRIRYE: 58—, HATHIBE R — SRt = TIT R, AR AR K AR
WETH H CWRME A RS, S EERRSZE NI, R M DR R s T F, &S ik
BUE AR I s B, ARG AN B F AT 02K, B FE A AR RIT ARy
SRR N FESME T E S, RIENERED KIE S S5HEE S, ARRFTFUAT D38 5 247 A
72 H=, ACBA P RS SRR, AR RMEREE 2RI T8 S i E & s
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(IS o A AT IS R TR HE Bf VAT AT 5 BEAE L0 2 i B A B AR, ROR AT FU AT AR XA [F] i R 3R
FRITH, RTTASINE S A O (E B RHERYE . TS EEA D SRR, DR =3 Z IR L
KR

E&WmE

E R SRR S —RIEH “RBE SR T M S B ER BN SOS1T SRmsit 7” CE %5
21BGL243); g ii T At R =R — I H < R AR A O B A5 B AL FRAFAE 12 22 A W 5] Tl
7 (WHYS: 2020BGLO05).

SE K

[1] Chua, A.Y.K. and Banerjee, S. (2017) To Share or Not to Share: The Role of Epistemic Belief in Online Health Ru-
mors. International Journal of Medical Informatics, 108, 36-41. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijmedinf.2017.08.010

[21 A&, RN, RPRAE, vol, kI TR ERE S o e A 0]. BRI, 2020, 40(5): 78-87.

[3] Nagler, R.H. (2014) Adverse Outcomes Associated with Media Exposureto Contradictory Nutrition Messages. Journal
of Health Communication, 19, 24-40. https://doi.org/10.1080/10810730.2013.798384

[4] Lin, H.C. and Chang, C.M. (2018) What Motivates Health Information Exchange in Social Media? The Roles of the
Social Cognitive Theory and Perceived Interactivity. Information & Management, 55, 771-780.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.im.2018.03.006

[5] Ecker, U.K.H., Hogan, J.L. and Lewandowsky, S. (2017) Reminders and Repetition of Misinformation: Helping or
Hindering its Retraction? Journal of Applied Research in Memory and Cognition, 6, 185-192.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jarmac.2017.01.014

[6] Ecker, U.K.H., Lewandowsky, S. and Tang, D.T.W. (2010) Explicit Warnings Reduce but Do Not Eliminate the Con-
tinued Influence of Misinformation. Memory & cognition, 38, 1087-1100. https://doi.org/10.3758/MC.38.8.1087

[7] Linden S. (2022) Misinformation: Susceptibility, Spread, and Interventions to Immunize the Public. Nature Medicine,
28, 460-467. https://doi.org/10.1038/s41591-022-01713-6

[8] Pennycook, G., Bear, A., Collins, E.T. and Rand, D.G. (2020) The Implied Truth Effect: Attaching Warnings to a

Subset of Fake News Headlines Increases Perceived Accuracy of Headlines without Warnings. Management Science,
66, 4944-4957. https://doi.org/10.1287/mnsc.2019.3478

[9] Difonzo, N., Robinson, N.M., Suls, J.M. and Rini, C. (2012) Rumors about Cancer: Content, Sources, Coping, Trans-
mission, and Belief. Journal of Health Communication: International Perspectives, 17, 1099-1115.
https://doi.org/10.1080/10810730.2012.665417

[10] Knapp, R.H.A (1944) Psychology of Rumor. Public Opinion Quarterly, 8, 22-37. https://doi.org/10.1086/265665
[11] Shibutani, T. (1966) Improvised News. Ardent Media, London.
[12] Zhang, Y., Su, Y., Li, W. and Liu, H.O. (2018) Rumor and Authoritative Information Propagation Model Considering

Super Spreading in Complex Social Networks. Physica A: Statistical Mechanics and Its Applications, 506, 395-411.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physa.2018.04.082

[13] Zubiaga, A., Liakata, M., Procter, R., Wong Sak Hoi, G. and Tolmie, P. (2016) Analysing How People Orient to and
Spread Rumours in Social Media by Looking at Conversational Threads. PLOS ONE, 11, Article ID: e0150989.
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0150989

[14] R/NRE, BRI, REA, REEE. LT MOABIS I FIE S 0 SR R R R 7T [J]. TEHkERk, 2020, 39(5):
511-520.

[15] ER#, BRARAE, B0, RORAIL TS M 4808 5 R vE SR B R 3 78 —— DAUB e e 5 31 A X 2% 0% 5
BI0]. B R AR, 2021, 65(19): 26-35.

[16] Jin, J.H., Yan, X.B., Li, Y.J. and Li, Y.M. (2016) How Users Adopt Healthcare Information: An Empirical Study of an

Online Q&A Community. International Journal of Medical Informatics, 86, 91-103.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijmedinf.2015.11.002

[17] SRitsr, T—, ME. °7EE IR ERE S SAIEMHE B RER L MFED]. £EREGE:T), 2019, 6(3):
73-91.

[18] kA, R, B kba. fEL@FEES IMERSETA—E S RIE. RUMERSZERD] MAEEITFR,
2020, 23(1): 200-212.

DOI: 10.12677/aam.2022.119664 6296 IR ES

2
b


https://doi.org/10.12677/aam.2022.119664
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijmedinf.2017.08.010
https://doi.org/10.1080/10810730.2013.798384
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.im.2018.03.006
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jarmac.2017.01.014
https://doi.org/10.3758/MC.38.8.1087
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41591-022-01713-6
https://doi.org/10.1287/mnsc.2019.3478
https://doi.org/10.1080/10810730.2012.665417
https://doi.org/10.1086/265665
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physa.2018.04.082
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0150989
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijmedinf.2015.11.002

TAERL

[19]
[20]
[21]
[22]
[23]
[24]

[25]

[26]

[27]

[28]

Chua, A.Y.K. and Banerjee, S. (2018) Intentions to Trust and Share Online Health Rumors: An Experiment with Med-
ical Professionals. Computers in Human Behavior, 87, 1-9. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chb.2018.05.021

Chua, A.Y.K. and Banerjee, S. (2015) Analyzing Users’ Trust for Online Health Rumors. International Conference on
Asian Digital Libraries, Seoul, 9-12 December 2015, 33-38. https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-27974-9 4

Pal, A., Chua, A.Y.K. and Goh, H.L. (2020) How Do Users Respond to Online Rumor Rebuttals? Computers in Hu-
man Behavior, 106, Article ID: 106243. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chb.2019.106243

Grabowski, A., Wojciszke, B. and Broemer, P. (2005) Ambivalence of Attitudes towards People with Whom the Con-
tact Is Closed or Continued. Polish Psychological Bulletin, 36, 99-107.

RETH, WESR. A I P A e F A LR R E S I R A —— BRI AR 515 BB IS AR D). 1%
R ZeE, 2021, 40(9): 101-107.

Sunstein, C.R. (2014) On Rumors: How Falsehoods Spread, Why We Believe Them, and What Can Be Done. Prince-
ton University Press, Princeton.

Wang, Q., Yang, X. and Xi, W. (2018) Effects of Group Arguments on Rumor Belief and Transmission in Online
Communities: An Information Cascade and Group Polarization Perspective. Information & Management, 55, 441-449.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.im.2017.10.004

Thai, D.H. and Wang, T. (2020) Investigating the Effect of Social Endorsement on Customer Brand Relationships by
Using Statistical Analysis and Fuzzy Set Qualitative Comparative Analysis (fsQCA). Computers in Human Behavior,
113, Article ID: 106499. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chb.2020.106499

Liao, W., Zhang, Y. and Peng, X. (2019) Neurophysiological Effect of Exposure to Gossip on Product Endorsement
and Willingness-to-Pay. Neuropsychologia, 132, Article 1D: 107123.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuropsychologia.2019.107123

Jin, X.L., Yin, M., Zhou, Z. and Yu, X.Y. (2021) The Differential Effects of Trusting Beliefs on Social Media Users’
Willingness to Adopt and Share Health Knowledge. Information Processing & Management, 58, Article 1D: 102413.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ipm.2020.102413

DOI: 10.12677/aam.2022.119664 6297 AR A

il


https://doi.org/10.12677/aam.2022.119664
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chb.2018.05.021
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-27974-9_4
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chb.2019.106243
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.im.2017.10.004
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chb.2020.106499
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuropsychologia.2019.107123
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ipm.2020.102413

	添加警告对不同类型在线健康谣言分享意愿的影响研究
	摘  要
	关键词
	Research on the Influence of Adding Warnings on Different Types of Online Health Rumor Sharing Intention
	Abstract
	Keywords
	1. 引言
	2. 研究综述
	2.1. 在线健康谣言及其特征
	2.2. 谣言类型与其分享相关研究

	3. 理论基础与研究假设
	3.1. 消极偏见理论
	3.2. 信息级联理论和社会影响理论

	4. 研究方法与实验设计
	4.1. 健康谣言素材选择
	4.2. 实验设计

	5. 结果分析与讨论
	5.1. 描述性分析
	5.2. 警告形式与传播意愿
	5.3. 警告形式对不同类型谣言传播影响
	5.3.1. 回归分析
	5.3.2. T检验

	5.4. 结论与建议

	6. 结语
	基金项目
	参考文献

