Modern Marketing BIfATT % E4Y, 2024, 14(1), 9-23 Hans )0
Published Online February 2024 in Hans. https://www.hanspub.org/journal/mom
https://doi.org/10.12677/mom.2024.141002

HRERWR? FHARXN S EERENF R

HtedE, XA
FAERZIOH TR, L

Wk H . 20234F10H27H; FHEN: 20244F2H22H; KA H#: 20244F2H28H

R

M EERA S SRR~ RER, TUMEBRBES. FHERMESTHERNER, FETA
EMERFRAPHERES. —HH, BHRESHT AR REBETLE: A—FHm, AMF
EREHCURBNRFHBILARRRRKE, TS AR ABORIXM B REINSIIL, AR
EXNFERNSERE. RZ, NAHEETRSMIERE KBRS RA, WHEHE R E EABRKK 2
EEE. 72X EANAMEKR ORI TRE N EAM b, AXUSMNRANEZER, UHREIZREAER
', UAREIANBHHSEANTNZE, WERSIHAFRXERE S ZRBHEISEE ., RIEERHE
RSO IE AR R, A S B b (97 5 B T A SRR I R A T — B R

K
FERER, HHAF, BREN, BRHSRA, HERE

Forward or Keep It Private? The Impact
of Identity on Willingness
to Share

Yiting Hang, Dongsheng Liu

Glorious Sun School of Business and Management, Donghua University, Shanghai

Received: Oct. 27", 2023; accepted: Feb. 22™ 2024; published: Feb. 28", 2024

Abstract

Publishing product information related to identity on social media can convey identity signals.
Identity is the foundation of an individual’s social image and helps to create and maintain users’
self-concept. On the one hand, consumers will share product information out of identity recogni-
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tion; on the other hand, people have a desire to express themselves in order to gain recognition
and establish interpersonal relationships, and identity can stimulate this self presentation moti-
vation, thereby increasing consumers’ willingness to share products. On the contrary, inappro-
priate recommendations may increase consumers’ perceived social costs, resulting in lower wil-
lingness to share. Based on a review of relevant literature both domestically and internationally,
this article constructs a theoretical model of the relationship between identity and consumer wil-
lingness to share, with identity as the independent variable, consumer willingness to share as the
dependent variable, and self presentation and perceived social costs as mediating variables.
Based on the theoretical model and experimental verification of relevant results, it provides
certain insights for the product information design and strategy selection of enterprises in so-
cial media.

Keywords

Product Information, Identity, Self-Presentation, Perceived Social Costs, Willingness to Share

Copyright © 2024 by author(s) and Hans Publishers Inc.
This work is licensed under the Creative Commons Attribution International License (CC BY 4.0).
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

1. 5]

Rl SC 5 4 BRTT 378 B4 ] 28 ) Kepios 4 BRVEGE ) 15 /4 7 45 5 A (We Are Social) L[ & Aii (2023
R ERCEAT RS ) Bon, HEThER 103 23 BARM T, SR ESR AR 72%, &TAeRRE
PR, T HLF-ArA RN PRS2 A A AC A, E I FHI ]2 2 /NI o b A8 SEAA I 32 W A% B2
AWHRETE, IS 25 SR Al A A A8 WA RO — i i 3 7 A5 BB L, gk iy w4t
(IR . HACEAIT B LN S RAE BRI EZ —.

2022 4, fEFTEFHL App FIHIER A HEA S, E A H BRI — . USE R EE — KA
BTG, FEATRSMAZEAAAEES), Sy 26 ERERABIFRFESRANKR. 4
INAEA AT AR S 7= A5 B, o LURP= 35 B RLE G S50, AR Tl . Hn
ST A T AR S A, 7 SR A B R R A R BN IE A

TEA A AR RATE GO MBI P S 8, W LMEE S MES . SR DAL RIER, A
TOBEMAEREH A RS . — W, WRESH TSR A E R T = 5—FHm, A
1 R # B CUSRFAFHF @ APRC R IAE, 1M B 4\ A o] DU X Fl 3R S I,  miHe s
TR = R

R 27E S B A B O A R 20 2 R B S A PBI T, J B o T RE I B B TR
TRFPMNNERZEME, H2 A CERHERES Z A ABR R 0] RE2 B9 A 2 I HERE I 2 B 52
Mo R UL, AN ST I 9 R AR S AR, TR 9 B BRI o =R .

2. HEREGAR
2.1. #XBEEHEPHIEER

AT BEARLE R ERVE A AR, ORISR 1A NS RO 70 248 BT e AR B 1R 4
AIAE AP . (R 52 RIS . AR INFBES MBIHLEL G S T i E A SCik o

ik
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&3 W BLIL[1] (social exchange theory) YT 20 42 50 FAFH, E©R/HZLHF %, oSO
SRS INOUL A FERE TN RAT N AR R R 28 B AT A, fa— M — i e di Bh. SCRESS,
fEFFXT 5 A T RIR I LSS ABASFIE X J7 o 3 2 AR A2 i [l 4, DRI I P A8 e 0% 5 B A AN o 1t
HRRE o AT 45 R R 2% A2 X7 I A2 #i & BV RF A I B, TR 20 BRI B i, HAZ 02 B R 23 A
AR -

S 5 2 BB 2] NZ AR O BT SR ALO BRSO, G5 G Ak 2 ALO B2 AR SRR, 6 AT
SRR BEA LAAS 205 S AT AT T AGRE, 3R 7 32 AN 1AL 2 JE AL O BB L. B AE LT T
MBI s (1) ERIT R, B ERAEH, 2EEE. FHENAEINN. NN EIMEES
5%, XMAT NRDIBEIER), FEoR AFRE AR R . (2) AATTE 518 F AL 46 T BRI 2 75 SR Bl A
I EA ES M ANIAZES P, 128 S EE ki @ A 1 R SR E . A EH T RERZ
X FEARTE SR —Fh SR, AR AT DL A2 i a0 3 SR AR e NN BE M5 BIXFE R E a0 R, (3) A 24te
AL ER R ANNTRAEREAT J. (4) BN ST kst SF MRS, LI
KB EXNIREPRAAL RS NIrAE 4k 2 0478 IR R &R o B R A3 AL s B R R A
WM. (5) fERFRTTIH, NIEHE BN RERm ), N ES NGRS 5 R

2R RE S NEE AN FAT AT R, RIMAEMAU N B SR BHA T — R . 42 R [B1HEHRL
APPSR AR Hor, NI AR IMART B O )8 TR AR SR, B E R
PR 53 2 T A AR X — By () R TR B0 R T VPO, BIREAR B 8 15 B o0 i o0 T A A
fil ot 53 B AR, RIS IR BRI R AR AR AR R R R 2 T . A SRy, BRI SE. BEE
AERRSE . BB R BTE . SMBEARIAEAE . BEAROME . BEAR AT X 20 . AR 7S B S 0] DUSR Ak
A2

HFLBAR 41N Bl e TAT N, BEEEWMEARIT AERE. SATIAN, aTHPAEST
FINLAERIE, SRS ER Er N IES AN RAE T AL U P R e S
Loy, NSt vl SR o T AR AR ORI Z ERR (S ], EE AT S S HLEI R AR 5 1 4L
IR 5 B3l . WAESIHL N 92 SREUE M O 75 SR 2, BEERREERE I MARIAT As Ak
FEBNLE MBI R FE R E 45 R

2.2. SAE

HIRK IR S N A Feh SA EE AL, Horh, BURBERR 6NN BIERESZ B P K ER, H
RESHERNAHEP BRI 2R, HRELEN K. REWRTIARNAR—EHG )\ FELHE,
"M BAAEAFRRBAES . RIER B R irul, BRNFEERNARSIBAR, &SRS M
EAE L A . Marcia [8]WIARHE AR R B 37— PR AR 55 B SRS A 3, DARZ A& i A &
X B FRE — AT 7R E X, FRRR T VURR A IRES s et R E e e YA e AR Y [
— PRI REC [ — M. OKRAERRT S AR B R ST, BRI AR BHE NI EAE RS R, I
8 FRIE BRI FE L RE 53 St 2 B B AT B BRI 2 R 4 B B B

FEZANRIFEIRIA N, — D N2 B R 0 B oy PO A 2000 2 — AN N B R8s 1 B A R 40 9],
I TRNATTES S SRAG A LE R A AL 2 A [FRAE T B 2, X MORAR A [FAR ORAR BE B0k B N AR A
FHORAMEEAR [ LU L o X BRILHE AL 2 A R = AN R %[ 10], & aFE 23810t IR X 4.
#E 22 A (categorization) & FE A X . FAFANBEAT HZE, R A BAR RSN EEAR BB A2 R
(comparison) & 5K B O FE BRI HARBEAR AR 1 2x i A7 07 TR AT LU BRI IX 43 (positive distinctiveness)
Se TR e LA LA EAR B B ORI ES, N5 S HAR BRI AT X 4y, dET ST H 2K,
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FERTN ) B 3 [F] - PEE ARG E, Phinney $2H 7 AR S ArA AR 11]. Wil SREDHRIKR
RN NG DA S RRIR R AR U A S DU B A FR S o AR S A RER R BB A o D AAE B 2
/I 1] 2 A 5 A 3 B A 58 A A TR [R5 SRR 3. Phinney IR 2 [ B 3[R — PEA7AE A DU FUIRES
R S O N RS R R 7 DU A B BRH HEAt . SERIRMEATIESZ . 35— BERIUN, Sk Z X AURs
TR B 0 O RO PR BR U o A IE RIS B AR — MR IR R vk 4, 0d 78 %518,
LR 22 BN IR SC AR o 58 — [ BER BN AT D N AR IR Z U R 5E S0 A 3 AT I 1R U o 28
=B BOEAMACRE B S BN FRIR R BIREA, XTRER AN R TR R . R IMAEIZ I Be 7 A — B
W, T MNE 2 HESD. BB MR NBSCA A TSR AR Ve, 28 id — B a]
SR ZU AR RN R 1 SR R BB AR

23. BRHIL SRR

W98 A IIA% 16 TV REL 2 55 AR B AR I [12], el 2 FR AR BEA S HERE T = A A S A, X e d 2 AR
KRB AERE R Z IR N R, DL R HESR 3 5 4 2 2 TR N B 0% 28 an o] ERLAS 24 4
FE M 52 Z 720 o

FE2 OB A AR SZ B (1) 4 2 BEYE (1) 70T B E AN AR SR B = W8 RIS R0 [ 13 32 MR S 2 A
ANPATH—A7 N0, W R HABEZE SR N R B2 FEEMT N, W N ANNF R 1T AT 2
& /7. Ajzen Fl Fishbein HIHF 7138 B A 7RIS NI E ZE SRR, Wi s e 7L, w AT
T R EAT NI B A SR B[ 14] . Hee 75 BIXRE IO BEN K 776 B SCAL I 15 B3 N 5l 55 2%
[15]. Lam XJUbR/RFE, FHIaHaERE, 17 M5 7 X HEPE 0 [l A e i w42 R R A A
W PR, ST R AR TR B B M R B AT AR R — AN R EEM R R

AR B TR 72 4T N T I8 52 B I BEAR R T RO Y, R R A 2 AT NSRBI R .
KT AL F8 A B0 1) (1) f 2 s 6 3 — AT R B SCRFBURON o MR FT AN AL 2 s iAok B T “FE
FERMBE” , WEE NS IR A& @A PR BRI 0, XN N TR B ) 5 e R

Boyd S5\ Ay, HASHEAR A ) F R FEOR B AHF AR R IGERF[16], 1E “4ERFRR” A “4F KW
B AR, HPERE 2R A Bk o H S | A . Mg, FiF R CR
il — RPN BB SLERE), HhFHERUES TR @AY a7 AME, HAEM
28I R A R AT S B, N TTERIME,  BRIAMA 1) 5 AT N 2 BN RO 4 RN A
HIFEm . BEFURIN, TGS BARLF K, ARZHH P # e B O EAE E R AT NS AT
P

AL A SR AR A AT N AR, AR B E AR H O AT N E T NIER LN BRR
o DAVTONERE, BRANAL R R 2837,

2.4. BEREM

H £ 2 Pl (presentation of self) X HHE R I BN % Bl (impression management). E[J % #&fi(impression
regulation), EAEN [ N 1L IR BE R B CiEM N ETER BRI S J1(17], BIAMERN TS
A VR — 2850 TlAT B SRS BRI — RIAT R, BAERS. 4ERFEURTH A A O B P E R
HILE IR NTE W EN R hd e, £ ANbr B3 3R i —Fh R .

ERIE BRI, BRERRE — i ) S AR IR 18]. WAt 2, N5 AEIE S5 5
EESFT, EISAEFNREGE RSB ATE . 207 R UF, s WAL, FRATTSEIR W27 e ik 5%
AANAT 2L EH RIS o 4 B S56 B 4k 2 22 S8 Jr SRR I Ui vk, XM &AM AT T 0 IR R T
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(deep act)s — v IHI X6} THT P 175 15 1)

B L8 03 B, IR IR B B . MR FELSEAS 1, WG T — MR 2 4N
PRAZAEIAEE, W2 A4 R AR BV PEAT A5 AT B BB R MR IR A 1 I KPR FE R A T A58 9 ik )
FEBERL KM EER, e T ARG, SAH PO E R T BIRER, JERe
YA NI NS AT I 28 22 B, DAL, #RAg st ol T — AN EAR I B IR E I & R ERERE
PR —Fh H R, (B A T, BREWEEL T—F “BR31” o Bk, FEREREHAEERE
PR, I B I E 2 N — P B & 18 (performance) AE B T —F « H IR () & %43 (exhibition) [19].
tean, s AEIE A BIREDN BT , WIFICFERINLE RIS FUEALRIZ T, FRATEIE
MAF— 2 S, AR FEE I 15 2 A R B SSRGS AS v DA, AT FH A 58 X s ) 2 22
Pl — g T HREI. WZHREIENMER LA NERBF B, MR RA —2 i
W Lo AAT WG AR T — AT B R E —PEIR R 6], M R BRI ER O
AR TTTH . Kim A1 Lee FIAF 730 Fi HH 4152 0 sl b 1) | 3 52 30 A Sl 2 FUi A4 1) A 3 i FEE(20]

[FS HIRE I —FF, EMZ HREIPMERAA R LUHER . REHGANETN S, MEE
D 286 22 £ R 2 SR I 2 ISR A AR B R I G R 1 2 AR R T N B BRI E S A R EI(E I
HE CESREI, HATREN BIREKRER): AR E RS IR AMEA B A F RS0 Bk H R R
P& ARk BRI R, S MASET T A SMIETE R, (RERE RO AR I B FombSs ek
SRS BB B AR R — L Re Y R MA S AN ph 2004, SR TN B 2RI B 2K T
S HR B ME AT ESRN B AR EE,  7E R 2% 73 [A] R N B B FRER 28 )RR A v i 0k R
Lt 7 EE O, IR ABREAERSER R dERr ARG RAIRG A 3R, T RN IS, 4
PARNENIE SRS A ey oY) G S E =R M S EScs DT R AN E R e =2 L P S S R E 7S

3. B ERSHREE
3.1. EipER

A GEAAAE A TRV B AR ORI 7 A NS BREOR 2> 5245 B 77 e AR I 52 X0
WREPEAWTIRTY, [EHE K5 B AN A AL A A AR SO — s 2™ b 5 A% 1 TR, IR O
MEHET B ORBEIRAE . HAZBHR LT QAN S RSO R L — o FERZ AT G, RE
91.5% BB R fm rh [ 58— KA & o SEA TSGR, s £ T JHSE A
HAZEZ, F s A5 BRI B BOF R TS BRI R . 1A NS BEA =7 fhE E
I, AR S B ANE AR K RAR N, ML TS &, B A I 3 K™ 5 B %
BRI AR o TR, n ] S v 9 1 S 0 A B o0 57 A5 2 AT D, A RO B A ) B R A
Z—

SHIAE > BIEE

Figure 1. Research model
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BT BRSO N B AL SN, — A NR 2B 5 S AR SR 2 — A N E K
W B AR Sy, NIMEAE RS I RE M AE R BRI AL 2N o BRI, W 2 i T AF 5 S 6
— AT AR . — 7T, SN R R A ST LA AL T 2 B AR B S 5 OF R R 2 I B AR
B, IR mE S 7 s B R T, B A R AT AR B B S B M R A 2 A
A

BTk, AP TR LA 1 R

3.2. MREK

[0 B0 £ 473 DA R 7 B TS AR ST 7, 3T B R A A AR A & B AR B S, — D AR
REAR R B O AR e — S N E RS B BRI, AR 55 T R A AR R A2
WA BB, RE SR T AHS S0 ST AER .

CABTERY, AP R T — DA R R B RET &, SO MA TSR S A F R
@I AR ERATS SO R b B, W MBS S5 S, AL P S Ny =
M= A S, HERT AR Sy T BARSTION, B oA R R i A5 S AT DL 2 2 A0k B i 45 5 I
[ 4 A B E BATBRER, RT3 e v 28 0 7 i I R

HTEAR B HT: B A R R i £ B 2t SR SRR 1) 70 S

BRI MK B BB ZRESMARUEMT N MIAERE A QDR FEIFE PR
RMAE, HpBid 0 E 5252 HRENMEZRE, G2 N NHESIERIEM, HBIT elEMm
HERF P B0 B B Or AR R A5 A TR 7 i 5 B S 2 5 B A ORIR, 38 I R A 2
7 A RT3 i 25 2 5 AR 2R

BRI 98 AL S AR I R ARSI, BIVH 9 A A S R b s B R IIE . 5B
I FE W S 1) T WS 5 B — BURAT NIRRT S B 9P SR AL HL By ) — e 7
TR STRAL L B3 (K77 it o

Mt PR B H2: B BRI S AR R b A5 B0 2 70 = B AR Al 2R AR

A NG 2 R B X AR R I ERS, AE “HERFRRT M U AONE” AT, M
JUEAREE 44 PR AR AT AR b RO B 1 SR A . AL rh, RGP R 5 Rl — R AR
H AR RESER N, HP R B ORIES TR AT s SAT A S, AL g A 7> 2Kk
BT B AL, TR A, AR B AT N & 32 B0 BN 7> S N T 52 . BT 7E B
N T IMEASEARLF K, AR 2B P o H OSSR ERAT N BT H . AR 2T N
SFENNBERULNIR R R, 3 E BB B S A . WATATE, %4k 02 75 2L K
A, R BAR B A HERE T AL AL 2 A, IR e 2 AN R AR B HERE B A IR TP S R
R, L, 277 55 BN RATT & SN, S0V 2% 5 Ak 2 E AT, AT A6 2
HARARMHEE S .

T H B e H3: BRI 2 BRASHE B 3 DA ) 2R 7 it 3 20TV 98 2 20 =2 R I s mia /T ohoi2 2 b/
A

4. IR 5L
4.1. TEEX

AT ORIEDNE T RS FERRUE, AW TER A CA SR i st B 3ons 1 S Bt Tl . Sk
[ IR Escalas S5 g (0 SO0 N AR, SR G “IAEIAFIX AR« Jn] DARTE AN i f ]
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MNGERAEE” 55 7 DB HREIF RS T Ng bl AR ENER, AT ENEZREAR

W TR AL S A7 5%

Table 1. Variable scale
=1 TEEEX

XHEERBAT TS, BAREIULE 1 Fs.

AR R

SRR

=4V NE

H R 2

AN S A

N
b
ik
&

XA R T B Y
PR IZ A b o
IR H SR EAEE TR .
FAT LU XA ol B A At A AR TR B HE
AN IEA St A B FRRA T AR AN -

BN NIZA R “B” (G T BRIV A D2
TR PN N SISy 0 e

A ARE A
B RX 2% 7 d A5 B 2 AR TS I AT 5 I B T A EN G
Fe RO A i fm BRAE LA R 77 R B s

B RX 2% 7 it (5 S B 17 S\ J s B i ) — T

PAEFEIIN I NEN T B R R 1 /i
BN GHAETE N IBIZ »

I AYHEAE N DN BRAET Bt/ () -
PN NP N S EBNAETIR -
PeErE NIt/ g A 1

REEILERFFEEDZHRI LN,

P AR KA B0 P TS BRI A

FIB B IX %A B BN B A RUE AR

Escalas & Bettman (2005)

Mark Ng (2016)

Li yin Jin & Yunhui
Huang (2014)

BEAERREE N (2015)

4.2. )&t
4.2.1. #Fh&H

EISRIE i, 2o, WA, BRI IS H I, B R, RO T
For. IRBIHBRMNGE, SESGFEREKTASGBN KT w42 5 B s 2R RS, FriTH AR
WK R R TR, R RTREERI . ARF RS AW, W EmmE Ry &3
WFRE . T IR DL IE R Z B RN RZ M B SRR, W WA S RN AEESE” /B
R E BFAIAF SRR AREEHHE R €2023~2029 4 E L HHAT LTI 7 7e g0k K
JEE Tk, U E T BT S AR KR B, 2022 R ETTL HHLE 9.3 1LIE,
[FILEHE K 14.8, FHREHN 3.98 1E, FILLIGK 16.73%. A SL90 7 a6 A 18 3 HoAL .

TF 2 AT F S B ik e R A BRSO R 5 LR, PR ARSI SR F T 37 38R AT FO 8 28 EEAL
A, IR ARE BB OISR . PR R AR SC AR L 2 BT .
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Table 2. Experimental material design

2. SKEMRNg I
or4H RaR R SCTARE

|, EREHES, AFIRRHERTE

e ERM W EAL BN, RS, A
UL RE A, RIS A + Hor

e gONEIE:] HIEREIR, ok HIFT 035 7 .
EFRATR “iZzhfg” WA BN, BEIRT, IR
KuZ sk e, F2MRENANSE.
=10
HiFii# B A S5
“ERER WA EAL, QA ANEBL, B S, A
AT AR, RS AUE 2R + Hor s
E| =2 nINEIEE HIAERFIR, WOk HIFT 035 7 .
B EFRATR “BRER” —ilE, BELLE R, VRS S, M
ﬂ; i it 2 2 LN R

4.2.2. TASCIS

TRSEER (1 B B2 1 X 7= s B A S A AT A 56 . FESEIR M RE AR SCR A B R AR
M B AR, SR BRI 4 S ORI I IS Mg BRI AR A T B S A
], o AL AR WO SN RS . S Tl el ot 3 T30, Seas 4R AL B R i ki il . R
PAS SR RS e 0 R B AR R — 8. WRAERTE 7 A B S IME B G, S milFER.

TSEI I EE T 49 th i, HAb B9 N, &40 A, FE#R 18~30 £ . {§ifH SPSS 25.0 4iit L.
TSI REAR T AR5, SR INA 3 Fon. SR FIME N 5.70, WIRAFIEN 2.38, B3 <0.01.
BRI, AT DK 9 0 7= A 2 T IR s i v

Table 3. T-test results
FITHRIEER

SEEGAH Xt R 40
t P
SEESAH (n = 27) SR (n = 22)
B 2raNE| 5.70 £ 0.37 2.38 £0.59 23.94 0.000™"

5

H: "p<0.05, “p<0.01, “p<0.001,

4.3. &L S EE
SERCSLIG T RIS 5, S0 I SN SR B . S0 A T W B B 1 1) 26 37 2 e I35 0 ) -
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F BRSSO N U S R IT H A F R B B s IR AR

B RN BOHE NS 0. MRS LA A, OB RO & SRR EOR, X
IR GE T T AL T 1 DL s

F= B RSN 5, B L B A MR AR R, SRES R AR (A A
vs W LI Bt HIFRA TR HI~H3, B S mA F AL 5 s B 2y R AU ) o = U,
PAR 3R DA R 22 A AR

VB2 LI, Z5 4 AT N RIBUBCR R AN 256 H A 2 5 1 8 B REAT T &

LI — R RR KRG AR A vs TPERMILL, HXFEIE 238 LikS HiEE, HhEd
BOE IR A GG X IRk L, BRI S 8 A, B AR BRI Y 230 . &
ST BR[O L 4 s o

Table 4. T-test results
FTATHRIEER

EEEES| A 280170 2 A
RN E Lo TS ING) 118
4 B WERA: FES AR 112
At 230

X ENSC 230 45 R0 B TGRS0, 43 2 CL R IREARRHIE .

YRR AR RS A R G, X5 btk AT TR R GeE, b B 20 iy, AEE 8.7%: &
PEIL 210 3, (5 EE 91.3%.

W @IS IR B S AR RS AT AL, 18 S LA 8 A, 18~25 B 202 i, 26~30 %
A 20 o ATLAE BISEL — AR A AR R AE 18~25 BN ARE, SN 87.8%.

HROV: [RIRE, S 1) 4 RIS RN A DL kAT 1 Gt o, AR S BL B2 00 222 43, EE 96.5%.

5. (REME S h RARBIRIE
5.1. (SEHE S

HF R TE, RANERY A RANER QIR DX ET0EET 7/ E, R s BB &R
(B RERATRE S, DA CRAIE BT A3 5000 RE 8 IR WL LS L, N R — B e 4T i A

(1) fZEE T

FRERIATEEVE, FH T b B 2 5 AT — Btk siAs e vk . AR S SPSS 25.0 Git T3k 7 1]
BAEEALS . Alpha J& HATEH FHIVEE REIE T2, KRBT 0~1 2, REFERACR T
s KL, 4 Alpha RECKT 0.7 B, JUARERAE B RIT

Table 5. Reliability analysis results
=5 EEDHER

A BRI Alpha R
gL' NGi 7 0.972
HIREM 3 0.955

A2 AR 5 0.959
SRR 3 0.903
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K — R RERESFNE: A vs Tl seisiit, HrRN T ki H1~H3, RISl
B 5 R R ERR R s, DL IR BRI A 2 A A E . S8 — a3 LU LA
BER, BNEETE GG T Alpha REIE 5 PR,

FIHL AR Alpha REIYLE 0.7 ULE, BdRE R UH]HEERE REF, MRDEEP R EH E
PUERLE R, WA AAMR . B, WEARE, MR 2 16 ik gE A R e S
—EE, BHEFT S EE REFRESR, WA BT T B i ik

(2) B

ROPE e FH RAGL 6 58 R R ) e Ik 0f AR BRI o A SO il i KMO (B AN Bartlett BRI U6 0 #-48
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Table 6. Validity analysis results
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Table 7. T-test results
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Figure 2. Mean willingness to share under different identities
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Table 9. The mediating effect test of self presentation
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Table 11. The mediating effect test of perceived social costs
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