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Abstract

Purpose: Based on the Little Red Book APP, this paper explores the applicability of the Chinese
version of SUPR-Q and UMUX scales in China and the user experience characteristics of Chinese
college students using the Little Red Book APP. Methods: Firstly, 911 college students were re-
cruited nationwide. Exploratory factor analysis (EFA) and confirmatory factor analysis (CFA) were
used to test the factor dimension structure of the SUPR-Q scale, and the reliability and validity of
the SUPR-Q scale and UMUX scale were tested. Then, 902 valid participants were selected to ana-
lyze the user experience evaluation of the Little Red Book APP. Conclusion: 1) The revised Chinese
SUPQ-Q scale and UMUX scale meet the criteria of psychometrics, have a reasonable structure, and
show good applicability in the Chinese local cultural background. 2) The overall experience of
Chinese college students on the Little Red Book APP shows a positive trend, especially those who
log in to this APP platform frequently for a long time. There is a gender difference in this trend:
Male students are more positive when they use for a long time and have a high frequency of use,
and for male students with medium to low frequency of use, the increase of use time will increase
their positive evaluation. Females rated it lower overall than males but were also likely to give
positive reviews when using it less frequently or for a short time.
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1. 518

BEE B VTR ISR, DLEVEBAR NAZ 0 R 45 & 7EHE B B 48 5F R 7 TH R 45 /2
BREMEA, FEONRE S L5 IR 8 [1]. X T E@ R E . SRR WY RS R RS,
B TE PR TR I 0 755K, T RCORME BAE IR 5 2 Bk . WA FEIOET A, AP
FF=dty REEURS R 0 B A &t BDFH PRLG[2], RME-E G R R FH RS E
NS SE =1

“ONAAS APP” JEFR[E F2 BLER 6T AR IR A TE AR R 2 F P A S E R S A TS . 1E
XA G B, HP A DR AEERE AR50 i, 30 IR R 45 O SE TS LA R R R iRAT S5 B
HIA6 =, Ak, H P IEa] sSel e eI n[3]. B 2013 E1ER ELR LISk, /N BIRGER R 7 Pk 3t
fith, FEAE SRR N P BCE A SR T 1500 Fi[4). $EE T R AE, #E 2023 4= 4 H, /NS APP [
TR CAT] 5314, PAEBEME 3. Hi, — 2RI A0 HkE] 50%, A ANEUX 4300 7, B
PER P Ee) B2 30%, dE—BFE T H P RMAG . AP RERS KA G 2ok R, N
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APP O 2@ B H P ARG S AT, BREREEATE. A E T Dl . B S
X, HEEACEBY). WHRETTHIEKRFOE1].

T, ADNPAER—ADNUEERMME R, FHiaER. T E ke LU P A& M A A 8 R Z 3
J Iz RVERIE AL . R O AR Z AR F AT b, (R Em AT R D JE P [5]2E T s
“TREL” 5 “ALE” B, RTINS APP KT R A 2 AL TR . . fREE6] LA/
LRI ET & R R IR AMKYE, BRI SR ml LB OIRT, FER A AT AR 5 5 5 o R A 2
GEEAE, SRS BRI R B G PRI, AE K P SRR ), BT AR ETIGAR 7] ST AT A
PN RORYEREAT TURABIEFE, RIUEF 200 #h 20 25 DR 300 H - Rp Al s i) oA 3 )
sz, BRI A . RIESR . R E[8 R R G R ZKIEX /N 1S APP #E47 52 B0 HT
FEIRATRE S PPN B 5 RS T 5 R P ARG T &, MR SR A 1 g AR F AR S T T A S5 A AR

162494 B P ARIGVEMBIE AL, W36 TR v SRy — ) 2 B VRS TR . X ROk 0 |
FRAE K P AEAS T 72 o A ) S RS2 e A A T B A P 5, DU 7 o PR T R A A0 S P M A TR
NS X PP FB, B FURE R B G B AR FH AR5 SRRHER, DT SX 7 ot PR A PR AR 6 0 A T W 1)
JEIRAPRTH9]. ABRIEHE N, F % n] & 2 (System Usability Scale, SUS) [1014) 72 I\ & F 44 56 F
Tl 3 T B, XA SR (8797 170 A T, R Rk Ay & FH P 72480 7 ot BRUIR 553 A w1 5 PR R 00 I
I H O I 7836 B 12 B R AE Hh [ HLAT AT 5 (045 5 R 88 P S ey (L AR B0 508 L7 YR30 43) o SRV bk, R
Gy DA IR P AR B I F B R 2 i T A, L AR AE AR AT (S B AR,  IX A AR X S B R A
AR S AR BEARAE — 8 BRI BRI o A SRVT A TR R R A T 5 R R U R R L BRI B 2 R 1 DL
FEE S Z R R Z, A FLVP A 25 St T /e th LI P PR AN e B RS2 401 . X2 RO VP A TR )3
T P N 8 M 2 A S AE VR N B AR AR 6 B SR 2 (1] AR 402 2% 17 % (Standardized  Uni-
versal Percentile Rank Questionnaire, SUPR-Q) [12],& —Ff F T-¥Fh b vl F 1 mI{E HEMEAT . APIUAE K
ERER, € OREIRIENRFEART IR TR &5 EE[13]; F P AR5 m] A B3 (Usability Metric for
User Experience, UMUX)# A1 N SUS B3R — N, ZBA T 1SO B RE, R — T iFs
AR ER[14], HAETOE S R ARNE RS TS T 8PS RUERAR[15] [16]. SAT0, XM=
F H BT AR T SOE SO BRI S AN RO SRR

KT, AW B EMRCUI RIS 15, WU SUPR-Q B3R UMUX &R A E S0k
Bt NIA R ROE s R, s sebRiA A, TR E R A NS APP A FH AL .

2. AR FF%
2.1 HFRM®

AW AT N Z TR T B 7, S5 A2 52 oG AT TR . 25— IR IE s
1076 % K¥4 25, Gilffikls, AR 911 1, AR A 84.67%. H, FiEukik 446 4,
LR IR 465 44, EUS T ANLE 18~23 % 2 (Al Ak 73 AWy #hAT A B B — ¥ B 455 1 4,
3 AT T SUPR-Q A1 UMUX AN &R ITH 7381 S SUPR-Q HIFRZRVER R /04T (EFA): 28 — 35 B4
456 1771745, % SUPR-Q 55— B 70 £t @ S B A 3k 47 1 3R uE LR 25 70 T (CFA), JFX) SUPR-Q 5 UMUX
PIAN B R IR SAB BB AT T RS e Ah, IEE 37 il BE LI L 60 42 41k, HEAT 1 IS BE 44T,
DIVEAE R AR e . AWFFCR A SPSS26.0 B AFHEATINH 4 IRZE ML 743 B DL BAH A5 R AL 5
Iz H Amos24.0 AF AT SAIEVE R 720 d, b S R PN AR B G  B T AR

55 RS 2 3R B A RN APP G PR IG BB T I 2, LI EE R 902 1 XK

NG
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3, BEOR 449 4, LR 453 &, MR 4T . Eid SPSS26.0 X E R 4 Rt iTHIA G i 5 £
K& 225041, F+ia ] GPower 3.1.9.2 23 BT R4S & . [A] s, BENLAHE T 40 A #0R 85171514, i F NVivo11.0
A ] 2 BRI U SCASTHEATIR N 3T o

22. fHRIHA

2.2.1. ¥EBAE Y54 (Standardized Universal Percentile Rank Questionnaire, SUPR-Q)

SUPR-Q /&5 a R, BEMEMSIRMAAT M. AEHAEE. S BB Jrm, 4 13
T, o 1~12 T 5 it (N “1= dEEAFERE” 2] “5= JERFER” ), 5 13 W T 1 mT fedk )
ML BN “1= dEEARRE” B “11= FERFEE" ). 720K AT 12 TP [ SN B35 13 )
P B AT RENE) [12]

2.2.2. B PEIERYE A E TR (Usability Metric for User Experience, UMUX)

UMUX #09 SUS BRI —MEX, 22— BT A HER, FEARE T RABDEE,
SRAGFF A 1SO A5 F M SCmT PRI 0 B B [14]. UMUX eI/ B g 12 4, D2 7, W1 (EE%
AFRE) S 7 (EEFE), RAK UMUX 4 A8 E R4S TR: 1A ENEZRSER -, 54t
3ANELH 4 I 1SO nf PR G EE - 28 2 8. A HIPE - 28 38, makt - 5 4 ). 55 2 FIEE 4
TR H . UMUX sl 53 A2 il i 4 DY A o] @5 S 145 0 A0S BR B 24, 3R LA 100 iH5AFH . XA
PIFEHAES UMUX 115506885 SUS P4 RGAHIRI 0~100 75 X (RIS B, Hr o Hokm, R\ P H
A AR R R [14]

2.2.3. BRG] &R (System Usability Scale, SUS)

SUS (Subjective Usability Scale)&—F) iz H T PFAk H P % 7= b ol P 2 W2 19 T, H John
Brooke - 1986 “-JF &, T 1996 HIER K K[10]. FAIRAIEABEAT VEGH IS BEFANRLE 40 #r, (A
R H T H (R B A BRI NE0.7 < r < 0.9). JE SR OIMERF FUESE T SUS BA R4 HI N 3 — 5,
H o REOEF] 0.850 [17]. BT SUS il 45l #i 4 H AR Fe 04T 8, Db S SR iz, JF
TESEARIERAG T2 AT . 2020 4E, Wang 25 A Xt SUS HEAT T H SCRIRERIIEAT, #fR T BT I B Rk
TEWT. TCE, FRIRE T AT SR ROPE[18]. Z MBS Likert 5 AR, B 10 NMH, WM

“QEmARR” 2] “AEERE” . o RECH 0.840. 7 Hism, RUISZRE ISt ] R, o,
TBECR H N A, AR o E T LA 0~4. IE 1) 80 H ARG N JEEE 2308 1, T S )t H )
A OMEN 5 IR R UG 7 BT B B  o ABAR NS AR LA 2.5, BRI 453 2 SUS 145, 43 3G >y 0~100
[18]. FEAM T, FATTR I SCRR SUS 1 o 5409 0.818, 1E N3thr a1 45 , T 1F4f SUPR-Q A1 UMUX
PN R R IR RUE

2.3. BiES5EFE

AR SUPR-Q Al UMUX SR FEAT 1 BHIRAN [0 13, DA (R 5298 P9 25 7E AR SCRR R w11 vh it 2 ARG
PEo BARERIREERRWR: Hk, WADEE TR S EEERAN — 2 B IOERE E S OB St
KRR S BfE, — %O EEE = R T a5, DS — P
M S E R . 3 TR, PR SEE T b 1 BE P SCE R IR PR e ST, DA ORI PR A2 1 AR 2
SRIG, FRATAIEIE 7 — 4 0B 2R SO0 R i 2R [0 B R AT X LA b, HRARE i 4 R B R A
PRATIRERE . BefE, BATER T 10 A/ APP H AP HUGHS RIS, R4 R &K
8 H AT T, DB ER AR SO SUPR-Q Fl UMUX &% .
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3. HIEDhRER
3.1. F3ZhR SUPR-Q BE&R M UMUX BREHAM4ELE

3.1.1. SUPR-Q BERTARGRE MR

1) WiH 7

XF S — UM 88— FEA (n = 455)fHUAH G /BT, 45 SRR B SIS 2 43 (AR 5% 0.01 /KF ik 2|
BE, HXRHAT 0.627~0.809 Z [A] . X SR AT HOSLFEAR t K250 [19], 45 RRHBAREALE 13
FRIR 74550 5 72 57 58 2 (p < 0.001), X Ui B S0l SUPR-Q B3 1) 13 NI EL A 4 1 X 43

2) TREMFETF 4T

AHEFCRH KMO 75 R SEEFERIEAT G, 45 KW, KMO = 0.948, Bart-lett ERIEZAG 4045 HIA 3 &
FEVEACP (4 = 3914562, df = 78, p < 0.001), Wt BE AR & & #E47 4R B MEK T2 M7 (Exploratory
Factor Analysis, EFA) [20]. #&1tk, KA B ML, WEIRN 4 N, SR ER 75.75%, (HEZ,
54 RS 4 BUAGS 8 8l 2 M8, SAWAEIOLE L), RIEE 3 ANHETF LG LS TP,
5B ANRNTAE S BIF I, B 4 DA 2 388, AL RGERE, Sk Bk 2 AT DU %
TR Z MR T8, KMO = 0.941, p <0.001, JLHhEL 3 ANET, fRRBREAS T &K 73.61%, &
TERCT 11 AN, 3 AR FA4ERE ) IR R R . R I LB N A, 456 LREIR i, A TR AT
FAYE RS VAT R B = AN DR 4R A Xl AT VPAG (28 1) W FER 02 0 il B2 (1L 1 Tl e 2 753 A2
JURRE R T R AR Mk 2 A e 8 45 T P RAF AL S A D REAR TS, AT ASE A - s PO Vg T i Y
Sy VA T B X s P e e P DA B FH P R I S A

2

Table 1. Results of EFA of SUPR-Q
= 1. SUPR-Q ERRAEMREFHHER

FSER
T H Fh [ REIEE TURE (%) RIFTTERE (%)
B fif
FF1 A 6.719 25.912 25.912
1 0787  0.775 AN W 25 5y A
2 0.828  0.841 FE I AP 3ty P LA 7 B
4 0718  0.642 FRAEIEAR PRAE XA P 3t v 4R 21 3R 75 ZE Y
H¥2 HEE 0.758 24.148 50.060
3 0.796 0.754 FRE WAL FH XA P
6 0.756 0.741 PRI PR 5] 7
10 0.733 0.579 4RI I T T U5 1K A 3l
11 0.744  0.740 FRME B IXA P sl HEF7 25 7 A B I = (R AR B
HNTF3  AfEh 0.62 23.55 73.610
5 0.652  0.649 BAETEX AW 55133 1915 B
7 0.667  0.600 T O 3 4 Y 7 3 T T 1
8 0731 0731 AWk 145 B AR A MME
9 0.711 0.783 A P il 18 5 o R R AR T
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Figure 1. EFA screen plot of SUPR-Q
[ 1. SUPR-Q BRIRAMEE DT AE

3) BeAEtER T b

RIEIR R AL T a5 5L, FRATDN 28 — R 38 380 /0 AR AR B8 (n = 456) kAT 56 Ui 14 K -1 43 #r
(Confirmatory Factor Analysis, CFA), #3 = AR FHIIA TR (W 2). 48R BN, »df N 3.979, T
35 ZIE], EAREEKT 3, (HHTHAREKR, MAKFEIAGTEENIEATR; RMSEA J 0.080, i
SEETRBINESR; GFI. NFI. CFI. IFI. TFI %% 0.939. 0.940. 0.960. 0.961. 0.947, ¥ KT 0.8,
RO, RBIEGBR R LT

Table 2. The main fitness index of SUPR-Q
F 2. SUPR-Q ERFEHEIEH

FJ51E B (A/df) NFI {f IFI{f TLI A CFI 1H RMAES 18 GFI &
3.979 0.940 0.961 0.947 0.960 0.080 0.939

4) {5 HT

W TS ) = IR R FERRY, AR FARFE SR S FEAR K (n = 456)iH AT (5 R, ST 58
ERIN S —E R ()BT 0.800, =N A1E 453708 0.856. 0.862 1 0.841, HERKMAS
{54 0.945 (W4 3). MERMEINEE A 0.757.

Table 3. The reliability analysis of SUPR-Q
& 3. SUPR-Q ERIFE

il s B B Alpha (o) HEFE 8 H %
A 0.857 0.856 3
sz 0.841 0.841 4
s 0.863 0.862 4

R 0.981 0.984 11
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5) T

O RERE

B2 4 mIAN, BRI AR B0 R H R F e #8OK T 0.700, IX R B EANITE A @ i AL & 7 R A s
AR . Ak, RN TEAR B T8 75 278 S (AVE)E# KT 0.500, 1fi H.2H 415 FE (CR) & 3K 0.800,
XK R AL AR AR [21]

Table 4. Factor loading of SUPR-Q
# 4. SUPR-Q ERE Ttk

M1z Estimate AVE CR RMER AVE HER CR
SUPR Q1 — EIpiERES 0.811
SUPR Q2 — Al A 0.804 0.666 0.856
SUPR Q4 - 1Dk 0.832
SUPR Q3 — WEE 0.802
SUPR Q6 — T 0.819
0.610 0.862
SUPR Q10 — W 0.783 0.610 0.945
SUPR Q11 — WEE 0.716
SUPR Q5 — CIEER S 0.764
SUPR Q7 — LS 0.759
0.569 0.841
SUPR Q8 — LR S 0.780
SUPR Q9 — LR 0.712

@ ZHE

5 R, =ARTHES B ERZEAAELRZE ML, WHEIDEREE 17— MEE R
RIS, = AR ] A AR, R WA SCR AT SO I S AE I [19]. Ak, A3k SUPR-Q
BR DI RIS

Table 5. The correlation between each factor and the total score of SUPR-Q
F 5. SUPR-Q EREREF5 2N ZERIHEX M

Cipiikia R AfE MR
A E 1
T 0.691" 1
S 0.764" 0.767" 1
M 0.841™ 0.909™ 0.921" 1

TR F p<0.001, TfRE p<0.01, F p<0.05,

@ MbrAE
AW IEFH SUS SR AE AR, MITH SUPR-Q &3R8 & IR 14k 5 ALE B 3R 11550 5 12 8bs (1075 73 2 30
W FE P IEA (N e = 0.869, I e = 0.857, 1 s = 0.836, 1 » =0.841), UiIIZER B E RIT.
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3.1.2. UMUX BRIRERS 94
1) Wi H 7 Hr

Wt fEF SUPR-Q &3k, Z5REBHIFABIE LMK 0.01 K LiXFI&E 2%, MXRMT
0.627~0.809 Z[]o X i 4 SR AIREAAE 4 SIS 70 BEATSROLAEA t 1056, S5 SRR AIAEAAE
4 A FRIIAS o ¥ 22 5 02 (p < 0.001), X LW SCAR UMUX 38 BT -BUR AT B I IX 70 L

2) B M

UMUX RN — 80 &8 ()& T 0.700, BERKENMEEN 0.762. AERN YR, H4
TR, AR IR N AR5 A S FE I U7, THE BRI A RGN 0.912 [22] (WL 6).

Table 6. The reliability analysis of UMUX
2 6. UMUX EXREE SR

I Tk %k Alpha (a) HINEE A T
EREA 0.704 0.762 0.912 4

3) BUEHr

[FRIFEEHE SUS BRI AR, M UMUX SR 51200 A R 40N 0.798, p<0.001, K

WS R UT .
3.2. SUPR-Q &M UMUX ERA IR EE
3.2.1. #RMSEHER

47 Ron, SUPR-Q BRMMAME. R W EME=KTMMEAEIL 4, UMUX £ 4 S0

HIMETE 4.454~5.381 2 [f], KA XS/ N1 APP (45 AR BGA EEAR

Table 7. Descriptive analysis of two scales

® 7. MOEBREEAME S0

N Min Max M+ SD

A 902 1.00 5.00 3.956 + 0.774
SUPR-Q &% R 902 0.88 5.00 3.810 £ 0.825
AMENE 902 1.00 5.00 3.686 + 0.738
SEREN T 902 1.00 7.00 5.294 +1.190
R 902 1.00 7.00 4.849 + 1,574

UMUX &%
A 902 1.00 7.00 5.381 + 1.195
fR R 902 1.00 7.00 4.454 1,530

322. EROR

1) SUPR-Q &%

E SUPR-Q £ A M L, PRI 2 57 B3 (Fu. 010) = 15.982, p < 0.001, 1/° = 0.018), FAX /LA
APP ({1 R] FPAE DR B35 T oA o AT SR 6 AT AN B 535 5200 (F . 010y = 25.124, p < 0.001, 7/ =
0.009), A /NS APP [ F P55 HmT B o i (1 VAN -

P50 s B ) 5 8 AR 7E SUPR-Q B3R (119 5 5 (F 0. 002 = 2.888, p = 0.002, 777 = 0.029). I {51k
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S

&

(Fo. 902 = 2.118, p = 0.026, 1/ = 0.021) Fl % .73 (F(o. 902 = 2.569, p = 0.006, 7, = 0.026) E 2 Al 2% .
BARRIA - FEAS R I [R) B b 14 250 2 It e PR A0 i sy, 5 R B8 L {5 PR R s (0
FER A AR A, RS WE UK ER A EOIEASGES, T s H r 5
AR AT I K S B R R 2 [ TR LU DG 2y AR 48 F I (] A S I DA R A e B, 53 26 106
B AMEEMER O E T A, AR R R AR 1 5 A e MM T R

2) UMUX &%

VA SE FORIL, K AR Al F /N4 APP [ FH P 7E UMUX 3R 10 B AUV (F g, g02) = 3.466,
p‘OMﬁnﬁZOMZF@mﬂwm 5.420,p = 0.001, 77,7 = 0.018) K13l & & (F wwimssingz. o00) = 3.217, p = 0.022,
7 =0.011; F wnm ¢3 o02) = 5.724, p =0.001, n# = 0.001) 34 5w () B, I B s il 3 1 45
BRI (F wissa. oo = 26.688, p<0.001, 7/ =0.082).

i FE B 1 5 4 F AT R AE UMUX 3R 84 EAFES AR (F. 00z = 1.932, p =0.044, 7/ = 0.019),
S AR I TR L s A v T A B s 1 P AR

TELEE RS I, AR ER T LA (Fu o = 24.643, p<0.001, n/ =0.027). 7E APP A HIE 7,
S P 50 5 0 PR ) R A A8 B AR i 0 1 2 52 3B (F o, 902) = 2.120, p = 0.026, 77/ = 0.021),
I TR —E M B A, e APP (A AR s, XH/NATS APP (¥ AR B ER AN A, 1 8 FH IS TR0 AS A2
— IR AR RIS 0T A R 5 A, B A (R R, AT N AL APP
HARLS VE A 2272845 FE AR o

3.3. APEEITRER T

TEXT/INEL S APP P U5 R SCAR BT RN T AE = A E , AT LEW L R B0, A T-iF = B
O BB KRRV R R TE VT R TP K AR e e . MR . MR sEER (&S LE 2), &A1
PRHTRE NI | = NI NI 1 NI | SN LN VS >t iR T
e

Figure 2. The user experience interview word cloud map of little red book app
2. 1T H APP Al PIRIRTHIRIRI = &
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bl
HE
4

4, e
4.1. XFH3ChE SUPR-Q EFRF UMUX BERMEITERIE

AT P OCRR SUPR-Q BRIEAT 145 5 NE. FRESBEZNRL, 45 RRIIZERAAEER
B RUEMEEEN . TATSEE 13 MEBU ERIAT TIREEE T o0, 5254 D1, HE 4
Pl RS 2R 4 RRURIER 8 R 2 AT, R 4 4RIK2 “AE/NALAS APP LIAYBREIREF G | T A 8
& “AERIVN A APP AT B BARA (507 S TV IRES KA O, (HE TN APP i E 2 I
SRl B RN TS, MARSEPRIEK S5 5, BIAEAD T Py A A& . fEERX 2 A
AR, BATH IR R LA 708, RARWRE LA ST 73.61%, RETEM T 11 N8I, 3 e (AT
A R BN M) I IECE R, HAA DI AR B e L E A B — 80t HRFAEN R
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