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ARG R, HRHFATH; APEAER

ARG BRI AR (R 5, 2017). BEE ML HE
TR DGR ML FHE AR RE, HBE R
TETE 5 B e 3 K T A T ) T 288 Rl XL T

C AT A 2638 P F 5045 i T2 B b (s
BAATEA BRPER R AL, T S H TR R A 5
2% FAB I BB AT R R L, SR W Y
MAXTH B4 7] (Greenleaf & Lehmann, 1995; Park,
Rishika, Janakiraman, Houston, & Yoo, 2018; Xie et
al., 2016). G4 B & LA — 5 Oy
SR AT 2 H AR S ALK R R e Y
CORE TR E T 7 — A M N R TES L
PSR 2 v o W 9% E AR LA L% ) [ a] LA 3
D) ELFE LS ARG 2) EAE AR AL, 3) ELA
() UL AR 3K R il 2 4) ELRRRIWAR EL 3 K 55 5)8T
PEECAR E] BOULAR A4 PR 6) BLAR HDULAR s . LB
S I AN S A 431 9 Y RS BRI S5 AL Sy
IR R T RO . 12 A B4t 230 B2 R
BRI R, AR 3 H 52 Bl A A7 AE
BIRZE, R R TR B B A RS h, AT R B
TF BT . N T 2RI TR DL 2 i
WHZPRARN WA #HEANRERRAEAN
B 41 22 5 1 (Ariely & Levav, 2000; Chatterjee,
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Chollet, & Trendel, 2017; Jayasinghe & Ritson,
2013; Kurt, Inman, & Argo, 2011; Park et al., 2018;
Ratner & Kahn, 2002; White & Argo, 2011; Yang &
Allenby, 2003). {H H AR WHF SR HHEE 5
1At 23 SE H X LR AARAT R AR
TEM 28 ELAEE T, WHoE 8 AT R B i iR 8
3ol ) MR #2513 /8 (Social presence, SP)f
LY (DN ARSI N ETE Ry S AP EATTE JiUPN
PRCR D ERE, C8f M2 &
HYAE S N AR L BB AN 2Bk ssoh, Rt T 7R
MR 55 ot . ML . I oLt
TRV 24 g 49 e 55 45 ) 700 v e 23 1 3 1ok A HIL L 3l
(Lee & Nass, 2005), 3K & J& (Botha & Reyneke,
2016; Keng, Chang, Chen, & Chang, 2016) . &%
4P (Shin & Shin, 2011) LA &4k 38 5 (5 4F(Lee &
Shin, 2014; Lu, Fan, & Zhou, 2016)15 KA {4
(Shen, 2012; Wang, Yang, Wang, & Ma, 2014)% )
SO, AH X SR T HR AN U e 3 B R B X R S
AP RV S8 ST AR PE I B, AR 5 W ST 7 5 v
T4 38 1R AH R R R i 5 R R R AR T[]
H s (1 S0 - 6 A AR 2 5 A 2 Hofl
TH 2R ) S B3, 75 AR F R, T 2R
HESRANRE 5 A AT TN T M AZ i, {H 4
J1 K AUTE S R Bl i aly ok 19 <4k 23 i 37 S AR p
REIE 15 B4R R R 8 A T X 2 5 1 AR
O IFAT A AR, Oy — 7, ARssaOEE
ik B R BE IR R, MBI A Bl
HAH MR, 76 7T AR o Ui g AR
FRE ORS00I 245 o T FRATTLATE A 2R I
BRI I 1R A2 9% 5 7R ARSI
T U TRt BT SR L AT S A 25 TR SR I 9 £ 7
AL, AR FU 2 Y S At 2 i B TR
FIXS U AT R e, R, DA B B A
FEIFANTE 58 4 K fige e R TIN5 B A =X 1Y
THIRFAT R o AW G5 A SC I B Bl Mo
FRRR AR, BRI T LR Rk 23 I 37 SR P A
PR, A2l 3 B 15 52 WA T 2% 4 I 2k B AR T
B, WOERFL W IS WA, DL K B A R
AR A I AR A A ) R

1 EASMAT IR TR K 8] 12

1.1 #HlEHRE
114 37 SRR BE 2 X 26 B R & R TN 5 R

i A% G 0 TR AT A R B R R - AHLE S
T 37 8 B 25 U £ 3 A N TR L 3l v i 3
TR LA Bt 22 T SR P 06 2R 8 35 F2 5 (the salience
of the other in amediated communication and the
consequent salience of their interpersonal interactions)
B B4 & (Short, Williams, & Christie, 1976), 7E
EE AU, #E 2l  B AR SIS B R e
H i FE 2 R AL M5 2 (Lee & Nass, 2005).
% 48 W41 (Shen, 2012; Wang et al., 2014), fELE
Y0y 3t (Shin & Shin, 2011)H1 M 2% 4t X %
(Lee & Shin, 2014; Lu et al., 2016)5% F /1,
111 #RIEHREEHTUINE X REXHAR

EEFATE LT B B U Y A 2 i 37 B O T 48
FE 23l 7 X — M T T 2 A AT AT AE,
B0 : Shin S5REAE 231l 377 18 e SC A T THT A2 Ui Y
B o R I 23 37 B RE 4 = 0 9% TE MR UL
Py 1 22 A JRRRVRIING SE 25 BE 22 61 T R 4000 4
FRLO Y SCE AT M AT 42 (Shin & Shin, 2011), Shen %
DR A 23 16 37 8 e SR A Fe /e F P b A
YE—A O BAETER WL, JF il WS4 Hh 9l
1% Ll R RE A E S G 37 S Lo, e 9l £
TR R 23 137 SRR Jok 5 i 52 SR BRI P S8 SRR ok
1T R R Kl (Shen, 2012), A — L2\ it 4y
I 37 JERAS e oAt A 150 B B S 3 (psy chologically
present) MY, B 5 AR 3 By B A S PE Y I AR Il
3% 1% (telepresence) 3L [F] #4 A%« B2 #8016 3 (virtual
presence) ”, Ff it — 25 L [R] 520 25 T B A& 6 R UL
HI15 1T (Lee & Shin, 2014), T [E 2% 4 Wang FIBF5
E PR 30 S A 2y il i e X, B
#2337 B 1 S WEA 4 205 TP B3 RN R
% il 4t 25 28 Jii (Hassanein & Head, 2007), & #
B2C Wil M 0N W78 S A {67 AT LA 388 n i 9% 2 1
Fhox il 7Rk, T A 7 = AR 0 (B i o O 02 kT
B3 X )3y 7= A U 2 (Wang et al., 2014),
1.1.2 A XImi7 A9 pl 4E B

WFFEF AR AR B BRI TE 5 SO0 B Y
FE2x I 7 A A A BE EAT THRR . “#3 Lee
ST 9% b B At 2 e 302, IR 2 i 7 IR
Yl 5y R ILTE NG S BN PRI A o AT B 587 A 4
WE R SS, K BUIH % OUHR SN w1 98 )
TEWT 255 AT A TR AR ABL 8 35 A7 o 8 38 P2 L
S A AT P AN DE T 1 AR AZ 38 B 5 A A 2 11
Gplgk, R AT LUARAIE FH P A1 R o] 5 9 X
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7 S IR RS 5 A 22 6 358 (Lee & Nass, 2005)
BT A5 & BRI 4% 41 [X (social commerce) f 41
Sl B AL 2 I Rk L b A 23 1 1 B
LAt S IR B R B, I B =t stEr
R W TR E X R NG, Mt
=70 I LN e (B Y e b e R T A =
T 238 X 32 B AR /K-8y, JF AR i T W
L (Lu et al., 2016),
113 #SlEF5EE

24t &R R s h K T2 Ih RS
LG Z MFEZ VIR, Gefen Ml Straub 7E
5T e BRAL 25 I 37 8% RT LA IE [l 412 28 7 3% 2 1) o
F3E G E AT (e-trust)JE WUIF A B 777 A8 W 3K 2,
ZWFFE B IR R R R DT R 9 5
N . AR . #3819 9E (Gefen & Straub,
2004). A WFFE R BIAE 2311 37 I8 14 i aT DL
T 2 35 X R K (seller) I fF AR R B, X LA+t 23 i
Y s 2 A 28 5 Tl BT HLEE RE 5 R K 1Y B B)
rpUER 2 S AR B S P s R DL R
TR A PR R R FFEE (Lu et al., 2016), FELL,
KEZH BRI E R AEL BRI 2824 1
FES AR, B = 2T B2C G A
g BEMEIEGRRE 4, 2015), AWK
PRt 23 11 3 B T B A T A A e R o 2
)i i (online store) {5 1T WM& T # 4 A M PEH
(Li & Wang, 2013),
1.14 #LlRHESEN M

T[T Z W5 uE A T il IG5 2 AR
AT U . PEO LTS 2 AR T A AR
iy NFRAR AN 53 28 /0 2 o T A5 8 A A TR R
PEAI A 3774 B4 FE (Rosenberg, 1965; Huang,
Liu, Zheng, Tan, & Zhao, 2015), B&E ML
EWT T PFAN U ] LL R A (6] 09+ 2 2 & (Social
Cue) ¥ &, B T A5k AR 19 5% 1216 3 (Kim- &
Cohen, 2010), #& 22 IR I 7 1Y 1 7T e 51
KV IS (Mifune, Hashimoto, & Yamagishi, 2010;
Huang et al., 2015), 7E—"#ESEH, “N-FF5E
-BWE SN -BRR S ER Z A, B
B S TN RN LT R
(Pozharliev, Verbeke, & Bagozzi, 2017), M %%id ¢
h, JH P SR ARt 21 (mere social
presence) T 7= A5 1E 78 8 Al A SEA BI85 -5 | i 78
WA AR ZERPE R, X ERBEE MK

AR KA A B AT AT £ 08 T 4
Jin(Argo, Dahl, & Manchanda, 2005),
1.1.5 EEIFR

23 1 5 R A e TR AT Y EE M, B
HIAGHEIREOR B & e, HAEEHasme 24—
SR ARG . O MR R T 423 S o
W AE R . W SRS BE DL R AT o 46 5 T ) —
OSSR, 35 U B 5T Hh A 23 I 3 Rk
X —HESIF T ARG — 0 S I Bt Sl
JEAEAN REBE T WA il 4 T RE AR IR K22 57
TE BRI, HHY B R E B T 2 i
PAF KA NG B, WA RTINS
I 37 [ AR AN I 5 AT 2% 5 1) S I ST AR B 2 1
e, i H H FE R SR R el 3 O B
EEH 2 BT AT O S e B AL )
1.2 AXiH#E

MARTH B 1 B8 52 4L 2% W (social influence)
MIZER, T NS . BE ST A T2
S M A (referent others) I . 2 JEANIASE4T K
W51 FE Sy, T m TS R 28— EU
% (Lascu, Bearden, & Rose, 1995),
121 Z ENXHBEBRITARERE

MAARTH e AEZR 3 2% b e W o Dholakia,
Basuroy £ Soltysinski (2002)3¢ T/ | %A 7= &
SEAT M HIAESE LA K Hanson A1 Putler (1996)7E [
BAF T Bk B o, #ARM T LN S E A E
B ARTT A o Mo, TELFFEN AT 5T
R, W REA G Z BB GRS FELIHE AN
VEIEFE RS2, & 42 AAR(Chen, 2008; Chen et al.,
2010; Huang & Chen, 2006), Xie 55 A (2016)if# i
& FIW A TR IR T4 A I SE i AR LS
FEET T HI E 2D HALH . 7E R4 12 W A
TP FEFE LRI T HE MR E, 225148 14
BRI A A R T S Y SR AT
MR A (Chen & Lu, 2014), {15944 7 H AR
BRI R AT LAAR R W2 . A M5 i R
PR (Lascu et al., 1995), 15 B MR & 4 78 1
F A AN 7L B8 S ik EL ST LI TE T
(Cohen & Golden, 1971), 02474 27 E N Al A
RE A TE A T4 777 194 2SI 5 JBiE P 5T 3 T 0D At
NIRRT A2 ARTHE B8 47 o BRYEPERZ I Hh T 1
2 B A BRI A N $2 52 Bk Bl A HE R Y 0 R
(Lascu et al., 1995), N353 FEAR AT 17
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i LU SRR, i 480 38 272 BEA A
FE (7 5 DA SR YRR . 2R
122 EEMFWEEE

{5 B MR (informational influences)$§ 7E AR
B s TN IEE T, AT AAE G B
FIR, SHAMANT R B M7, R
BT 98 B A5 AR A AT SO, T B SR 2 T B
AR EZRRE . BFR RN AN &
G0 BT AN BGE B P E T IH BB A B AR Y
2P (Lascu et al., 1995; Quiamzade & L'Huillier,
2009). SRMMITE MW RAESR T, 9% H (5
BN BE HE ST AE B A A X T ' R B R BT L
T o PR, T2 TG T R 7 A R A SR
B A LIRS o R H B R PPAL A
VTR B ARV 2 B X AR S R R A AE R
BRI, 2015, Rya=s, £7°, B ¥, 2017),
T 720 30 PO 0 S 2% 1 FRIE 48 5 b N B RS
b w] LS A B SRR AR FE, BT,
2017) i 4n 0 28 JiE & 4 DX VS B 5 I 26 1 A IR AR
HE T PR LR L7 S 9% (Park et al., 2018),
T X 38 A 5t %) e [ i R TR, B X A
NTH T 1 15 AT I X2l A S 11 38 L DA 3R
REE R . R, EREEA rh STt 5 ) S5
FaEfh, FIRENG IR PR DEE B TE
PERGN, i AAR AR B Ve T2 .
1.2.3  FEMRWES TN

LV P B2 (normative influences) & — 3k T
A NN 42 2 B et A HE T A B = A A
XM, PRI, A2 P52 e A R 3 R R T
Xl N 8 T A I T AN T — B W SE AT
H o TR S48 B Al DT 9 Je b (B 4 - 1 R BT
2016), HIAMAH 75 245 2 i AR PEM 2 2
IS T S AR B TS BTN T A 3 7R AR DR
& (Rosenberg, 1965; Huang et al., 2015), i A¥E3
B OH S WOR ARV U O — 2 e AT
R o A0S B rh R B ) TR b Y 2L B 2D R
L3 B 5 % i Y % - B B P (Worringham &
Messick, 1983). TEiF#rh, AT KA1 B H
B EA T 7 At R BT B 4 3 R R X T
BT F sk A S (R PTAN IBUR:, B AZ BRI M A AR
B 0 7 A AR W SEAT S o filan, BFSEUESE To it
S AE KA G WA A B AR S R 0T S, AU
B 2 WA GRL T T 2 9T 2 52 B0 T R A R

TUPEMARRIN oM (2202, FRRERE, EREE, 2009),
SRMITEZE b, A% 50 i R R BT 19 T8 2% & 10 WA KA
FEARFEM AR SERT HEMEE 2, Bl LG E A
TEA Y L B, K ] Y At 3 2 35 7T L E i & 2
LA () AN B I S AT S (4 4% ) 2 S i
AR TR SRR ) o PR, BG4 P H
B 1) W SEAR TT RE 52 B AL G PE M ARO BRI S0
124 FEIFR

MAR R L FIH 2 LI, MARTH 3847 0
R 7 A 32 A7 BT B M ST e R R e Y £
Mo DAEMBIE C & WA R 21— B E L8R
TGS R R AR T T 2% 35 52 3 0 RE B R e i
A AT S B AL R 1] o SR T P L S 1Y
PR, AR VRS e RS S AR AR T Y R
KA TR IR . — 5 T 2% RE 8 5 oA
B S A B, Ty — 7 AR A 2 AT oA
204 TA RS2 o BN, B 8 A R4
T 2 9 M ARA T A A0 ) B HE K A A AT BEAS [
TAEG R S, RIFIR AR
1.3 #HSEKIER
1.3.1 #HLEKIER S5IHRNIR I KEE

NEATRER T Z B IRPE ST HT 52 0058 52 B A A
BORTS R (PMNE, 2247, BRG], 2007), Fifny
— AT RS O BRI S R, S A
ST =5 = 2 (NGRS B eI NES K ]
17 B T AR ZS XN T47 Ry 5 G o i 35 (Pozharliev
et al., 2017), #:£:BH(Social facilitation)FHiEF8 Hifil
NI 2 WA A M A, 3 T 5 SR 9 25
JE 17 }9(Kushnir, 1981; Zajonc, 1965). TR 22 it
PAD # A5 H M i ¥ (arousal-nonarousal ) & 7R {4
AR 28 A BTG KO, S 17 RE 1A 1 BE (pleasure-
displeasure) . ffi # & (dominance-submissiveness)
VLA ) — A~ T 224 B 4E B (Mehrebian & Russell,
1977), A 5838 o f 28 A B S 00 eriiE 1 9 R
L BRI EEAE A DA LR AT 5
S5V 8 R it 0 U SIS v 2R A R A N B R
AR it TR 7 A A T DR T DI NI e i
7K, Pozharliev, Verbeke, Strien Fl Bagozzi (2015)
1 G 3R i — 7l o A7 SN {0 O (SR e
REA R E B & B S AL (motivational )
R . AL BR ISR Zajone AR
e 373 385 B 1 P 1K g g EE T LA 8 R AT 55 o B A 3
W, BI7Ef] BAAT 55 4R e AT 55 RO, fEE R T 55
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AT S5 80K . TR LI B He ik v, M ot 28
RONF SR B, 6l T2, MaSEML 4
Br =X AT 2% LSRG IR T K T8 A R AT
FEMINE AT S5, MRBAG L RO MER .
FAw )V a2 T 2 SR8 TR TG0 2
F L RE 78 LI 8] HAE 45 (Walters & Long, 2012),
ARG AL 2 B e, RS O AL & b AR I
SE SRR T RE 32 B At I 3 0 A PR T B B R R
WMk . A2, BRI TR ST A 5 003
ST REANAYLR b2 i 37 TE AR ) A ARTH 24T 1 o
132 EEITE

FESAE R RIS AT R A2 B0 O O AS
HEZRW, I EREH, MRS ST
AN A e A, R T AR 2 fR AT O 0TI 55
FATH . L LT, OB DR S &
AT R IE R T 84Ty, SR, 2 BT
[ REFN B 55 5 1 S5 IR R A BR 1, B AT R DAY
PRITER At 23 37 %00 155 Jelensie B tR 25 AL 1 AR TH
B B 1) A

2 HxRwAE

BT LR E A SCRREE IR, ABESE I DL R

BT R, B REEE . T RHEIR S
BN AT, BT EARE P A Sl bk
Xf 2k I AR TH 3% 052 ) K AR AL BLR A fE
LB Z M2 HCR A 1 s BT 1 4%
WHRFE S E R E L&, 252
TR AR SRR TR, B3 2 R HE
&5 B At e 7 G i 2 b DAARIH 2% A AL,
M BBIME A0 A 18 7R A 23 I S BT 4R AR
THEEI;, TR 3 IRE R EH SIS
22 AR 2 R AT LA, BTt E A 3R
4 (self-construal) Al 4 2% 3 — £ #% 5 & 98 JF (Tie
Strength Between Buyer and Network-Anchor,
TSBBN)WPHFTVE; P58 4 R AR B ai P&
I 373 JR% 5 Wil B AR T % B A7 AL, DA 2 SR 1Y
A AR 7 A 23l S IO 2 AR TS 2% IR R i)
21 WHRAE 1: EFEHPHSIEHRIENX

£
EL A SCHk7E P BT 4 A AHILAE B A5 R B T W 5T
FE T AL IR, AR TS G H AR E B IR
T ELRE E A At 23 37 SR DY TR R B B

(D) ELFEE8 Hheth 23 1 32 8% 19 R ek B 5 At
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#2337 Bl A 0 S A N AE B Bl b i 2
BELEMZMEMARXREERE, AW
TFER B T — b 54 25 s 2 B i 2,
an <4l B 37 8% (mere  presence)” . i 1 1l 37 JEk
(virtual presence)” 1“4k £ 14 (embodiment)”, ZliHE
i & B HE & IR T Zajone (1965)%F 4123 B K4k
NIBESE, $8 SR AR Y AR Y . AN,
Xof T o U B S e T AR Y R
g, mEREX A KA B AR LUK
B R ARG R . 2# 8 Argo 58 A (2005)7EHF
¥ A Al BRI 3 8 SR TE A8 i i A 2 I 3 J%
(noninteractive social presence), 2 Ui aipEIf
Y & p G B 1 — 4, R S A
AT VR G BT A I R, LI 3 R
(virtual presence) e i Fl X B SR 58 1) BB (A
A & (Biocca, 2010). JH2RAT MIFSY & BLHR
e M AL 37 B RT LA ]I 9% 3 IRk L 2 R
B b E RO SR BRI, A A 0 9 R ok
(Klein, 2010; Lee & Park, 2014; Mollen & Wilson,
2010). A% Lee fa i1 i LG 3 %0 1AL & F P
X HE RSB 1 25 (6] L ) B S P A 6 LA R R P X
Al AN 37 O A T8 P 435 3 (Lee & Park, 2014), i
231 3 8 TE R A R X5 A A 37 1) R 55 BT 4 25
115 37 2% T B8 2 K UL 3 2% 9 T 2 A i o o %5
B 4 (embodiment) A %2k A F B & #EE (theory
of embodiment), ZELIE %O JE SRR 15
P (9 AT B RN B IR 28 X 00 B AT S 09 4R

S 1) S R N LS B AR K L B 1A T Bl 9 R 06 M K
o PRSI AR LE T S P AR B R )
HEAT RN T, 25300 2 i RAE AL 5 2
AHE B HIBE (0 . SRR LA B N A RS 10 15 8L (I
P, D, B, 2011) RO, R EPE R ARG
PRI A] LIBE R R R S I B rE A
AFRAHE DLt S 8 1) © A STk 5T ok
Fath, W WETE . WEVIRIE A SN DT IR
2, B0 ELRE R B Pk 2 i 7 TR A A S P e K A
HE, I HE— 25 B a2 G 8 S <Al I i
IR G B ERESRIX B SR,
() ELRRE B Pt 2 I 8 (A A A i R ) o
EA ME 2 7 B 6 £ 20k Hm R iR
HE VB = KW ar 4, R i R Ak B A
i FH Ak 23 S iRt R K 2 A2 LAt & I

JEAE A4 1 % Short 237 Y 7 7% (Short et al., 1976)
RO R, RS 8 AN, EE
Wi AATFE L Pl iR 2 KA B 3 5 55—
A (B2 ) BB R N fih O 52 318 BR G
Z X5 (Chang & Hsu, 2016; Mollen & Wilson,
2010; Nowak, 2013), %% Gefen £ BT 5T 2%
At I R A 2l 3 2 R 2 R e T
B X LT SRR % G AR, SCRER IR A T
H O 7EE TR A AT 56 T E-MAIL J& A Al
JOL 8 1) 22 S A 9 LAl 5 ) 2 i 3 SR T ) 30
AR T A Rl AR R — b N ) SR
T P 3l o 8 % 38— D AL A BB TIT A T
AEREE — P Ak S B I s IV 75 0 i v R SR 2 —Fh
NI,V TE Rl o BRI — il A 26 1 U
(Gefen & Straub, 2004), A LI H Gefen HY7H P4t
23 I 37 BB 5% 2 38 5 4 i Y TRV A3 iy L 4, U
i OCTE T LR 28 AR 10 5 CE fil Y R
A, A MRZEH 775 MLk B e& 17 b
FEASR T ] Gefen (#1745 (Choi, Lee, & Kim, 2011;
Sharma, Menard, & Mutchler, 2017; Shen, 2012;
Wang et al., 2014), T {& 5t Bl 3C M BT« AHLEE fik
I 58 R ANTE T BV & L N NHE fil 1A 304y
Kt SRR, L Gefen BY[R)% X} EH#EE 4
it s i B R E R AR . H5, =%
Lee At 22l 37 T 43 S F A7 ik 77 SR BEA%
Ao MBI BIFSE LG8 7 it R E IR 55 R OT, R
TH B 5 (I H A ) R 1 2% 50 7E W 21 45 A AT 1A 1
AEARL A T 507 o 18 R BsF 2 L W S F0ABAT T A P AS I
TiC Y & AR 32 B S5 )+ 23 e 37 08, B R R T
DAARHE FH P A 1 40 1 7 ot 4 3R ke 38 5
£ 1f 8 (Lee & Nass, 2005) . Lee 73 4 2 %)
53 FEIET X IR T . IR A A
[ N A (R 70 3t R A (3770 N LD/
Fh 21 37 BN 22 i A 23 10 37 Jak e (] = A4k B A4
I Hix = AR B 0 1 24 X R R E AT,
P m At 2 R Al A A 2 37 R A8 A 23 i
I, T 2 X S R AR AT KT R,
AR S (Lu et al., 2016), PLBFFE T 4 2>
Il 37 it R AR 5 06 B T 5 R R SCF AT A AE O,
AEATI A 5 o 300 397 455 6 P58 v S P R 3 7 A
T O

TR, w2 B S TEAN A 5 R
W AR AR R 152 A REA e A A AF 5 5T i T
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B2 BF5E 1 EEAAEMELR

BRAEEAR & T H RO TOH0E 8T Ak 2
Gy AL 5 D B BB 5808 Rk, DAAE B4 2 1l
W IR 5 30 B A 25 1 3 T 2y 18 S A R S A
T )38 1 7 2 R ) B2 e A T

ARFR PGS A O 1At 23 i Bk F 5 LA
KO A HABWF 5T 55 R st St %, RA
SCHRBRE . iR IR 25 0 (a1 45 8 2 5 W0 2 R 4 B af
PORLEE ST I E W, FEE B TR AT I R
WEVRERANE . ZE4GRARIRLE, @
SRR 43 4 S UE P B A DA R At Y
R0 G 6 (A DX 3280 3 R S B0 350 B 25 )R 7Y LR
B Ak 23 e 37 SR A AR B T UF R LA 2
depy . TR AR RPN R, NIELL
HIER AN 57 38 Behil
22 MIRAE 2: EREHPHSIRISRF DL

E AR TE R AT FAL

E&ABIIRIESE T B At 2 7 RS X1
PR ], O BB AR 5 X1 2% 0 £
HEVE IR BLE U AU (Argo et al., 2005). 4K
H i i & WA R 345 2k T A 23 3 B2 15 2%
9 P A At e, U HAE AR DT T, 36
AR WA FEER T2 F Ak 2 1 37 8 75 % AR T 9% 7
o, 2 KA R A ARTH 2% DL B R R
AR 2 1y T

(WP P B E T (Trust in User-Generated
Information) A% #1411l

TNEER PR, T 2 AR T2 A5 B 52 e A

VPR IR Bl R SRR S 7R N 2 50 B
TGS, A& ATE NG BRRE, 2%
MBI EE B O T, RSN T IH S
Xl fth A (A4 80 R (B DA AR ) B o T 2 KR
AR T 114 ) R R SR R S e T L SR LI
R TG FEAT IR AT A5y I ee i 5
1. IEEAEEREEGE AT eIE S
HREFMELREZ G TR EA. RILL T
it TG o IR EL N TE QAT B A AR S5 1Y . IEELRAT
T8I R K R A 2 R 5 T B R s . 1
W . TR ARG SFAREE . ERAITHEAEX
FAGELRRIL ST AN EEIEERM, 0%
. SUEFERARMATFHIF SR8 KR
JRAEFS BB (Lu et al., 2016) . V4030 B R 556 35 1 53
WHEVRERATT, Xl A A8 RS At A A 228 3 TT L
BT SRR F L AR T, BIEAR, 2017),
i, PR A DX A 2 I 2 A 5 R B, I A
Xt 2R R 2ok A Wi SilngmEk . A
2GR R S SRS L R) AL &
B R, TR BT SRR AT, SRR
By A W4T N (Lu et al., 2016), AJLIHH, —H
PISK i T3l iR A B ], T 3R AR I 2k
SRR 5 2 5l sl AR 2 A RN 58 30, X g 5
2 R T D 3l AR 19 3 A 1A HA 1 I T I 9% R R
WS R AT I, B A B AR 2
I g S A T 9 3 Y s 8 HL A B, i n
T 2% T LU B AT 9% 5 19SS SR L AL



%56 1) WA HIBE ARSI B 4 AT B 1 5 B A AL 5T 997

FAP AR BRI
(Trust in User-Generated Information)
REIRAE
EEEfEE
AR R
5l
e,
WA
I F I B
(Evaluation Apprehension)

e

ARFL

(B

B3 W5 2 FENAKHER

TSR . T, MR4E L i, Sl
TR R 50 VT R 38 NV 3% o 6 Al R P e AR AR
BOEEE . &1, BEENRBFE Bt
L HN SR, NI 37 R ) 2 =5 AT RE 1S I 2
XF A BAEAE B, BT AR B 5T 45 2
W A2 B G T LR R gk X P
TEHAR BARAE B KR, SEMR LR T D ARTE 2R AT
R A

(2)¥F- 41 il = (evaluation apprehension) iy 14}
HLH

LT 5 W e — o 5 A A B )N 42 4 o
S A AN HEF R T = AR A g, R,
2 TG R 00 T 2 R E TR A 9 I
SRR 50 A — 3R W SR AT SR (i S 22 B
PIATT BB DA A O siE R Ry . B, B30
G I ST 22 B AS RE 197 i LA SRE Sl Al N Y AR
BT . 52, AN B TS A D0 i E (B
A 3HIR I, 2016), EEIBFEHAET, HARED

1 sy B AR E A e g s R E A E
1B VPR . AR B R JE T, SLgh &%
25 31 A ARAIESE X A ARA T Ay 14 5 SN S 98 T 58 %F
MAX B & 753 (Chen et al., 2010; Lascu et al.,
1995; Xie et al., 2016), >R 14 2% W 3K 3 R BUE
650 1) >R ) 2 1R % B —— DA ARV 24T S, AL
T AR 42 0 A 2 1 3 IR 261 AT B B 2 i AL
il
23 MIRAE 3 BREMMERE-THXRR

EMEBEHPHSIERRZ ML LA X

HZERETHLE

QI I AR A 2 1 37 B AR SR A A L B
) i 2 P R I L B B =2 T O B OGRS R
HIME S EREERHF HRUKEREERS AR
KZR AT BB A I 5 +E 23 I 37 JOnr 2 b AR 2% 1Y
YER o I, ASWFFE e H FR A 50 2 4 - 4%
KARBEMENMTT AR, BRI IRFX PR
F IR BRI H R B S - R OC R

W SKEAT O xSt R TE E AR N, JF BT A % 58 B2 AE AT 23 0 T W 2 b AR 31 ) DA R 7
] B WL AR AR RE R 2 o PR T 7E ELRR B B IR b, H B R A P DL A 15 0 T O B AR
e P ORI RIE ) §WNS S PUE S S UEZ 8 A WA 4),

LIS 3 B 2 R RE T A B A PH DL B 5 32 3
FEAKLIE AR R OfA 5 A — B sk, 77 4R
MARAT o INIEA DI B R —: 2l
0 38 2 A5 31 2 2 A SR 2L B A B, E
TP 2E 2 b A ARTH 24T 0 97 A

AT BEFANAEDTSE 1 MR L, Sl R A
LRSS U REN S L ke B DA E RO

TEN S ERERTF AR E, DR AR
5 A BR G R B 5T oAUk 43 Sy phar AL B 3R
B FRAE AL A TR E Ny Y B IR A
“LLaF e, in TR EE RS, K
FERL F A DA A ot I N Fid 2
[B)FEFE T2 (B & (Cross, Hardin, & Gercekswing,
2011), FTLA, MRAFTY B FRAAE A L 7 R A
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P BV R A 4 5 il A G R v i A TR 42 (Lalwani
& Shavitt, 2009), F7E HIEEH IR T EES)
AN, 5 —r i, TR AR
HHEEGWNHEWEAE ZHNHZEE LR,
17T S 4 % Al N ) L ST A O R A IRRAZ L S AR
WKL E B EAE B BTLL, fEERRE
BEMEREE T, R H A R RE @ A X 2T A I8 A
PP A B AT AR R A 4 2l 3o 4 BN
AT BRI . ELRRY, *E2 g B hn ik 17
R R A T AR S T A T AR L X
PP BT, T 5 5% B 52 BRI 5
PEATER AT 9% . TR, 15 R AR ST B — -
A7 A [ 3R A 2 R Eeph S A TR A A O FE AT
31 7 SR i R R 5 B 7 A VAR B AR P R
BB, S 5 kA2 AT 2R .

AR
H A
(Self-construal)

THIE-FHXRIRE
(TSBBN)

L3RS 7 MARIEZR

RIS >

JiEDayae X ) SYETERs

K4 BT 3 FZENEHELR

TR e E ERERE R SMARRRTTH, HA
V- b R S A P4 A T A 2 LA R T R A A
MIBGAAXS FRAE 2 6 R/ . HAR FRAER 21
N ERA/NEE R R BAT— R [ E 5k
22>, PRI [R) — B4 18] 1 78 2% & 5 8900 ¢ R0
BEAEAE 225 WHE 3R B, FE=0r &b, fEhC
RO S BARTH & A1 R 58 55 12 2 520
2 14 2% X1 2% 4 (consumer-to-consumer) ¥ £ 2
O Fan. IR E S KA ORIKR R
RO B, T B T 5 B2 B 5 B R R L h o8
T, B ERE TR, HHE 5 KR
WO R RN R B, AR L& (15T
P B BB WHZF T A, JF A AR R A R
(Chatterjee et al., 2017), WU, S ohH 5K

ENEANIES S AN R B IR e A IR R

HOM N B LMV, B BB, #

M= A NARTH B o 3 — T, Wil 1
o ZR 0 ] DL 305 545 (Bapna, Gupta, Rice, &
Sundararajan, 2017; Brown & Reingen, 1987), Jf
FAS AT HA 4354 (Chang et al., 2005), P L4 3
P — EREOC R R B BRI, I X E RS
ARk, RS AT AT LASE i 35 9% 14 28 31 2L #% )
AR AL AR, (A5 9 7 A Bk i P 7 A AR
BFAERE, TR I 9% 5 AR Al 1] 7 A PE A
{5 A8 AR TS L L, e BRR SR 6 b, &
FEAE M R BHARTH 238 FH A 2 & 0, B
PRI 2 S FRR R OCR B T REA A B H S
1H 2% # (consumer-to-consumer) [B] {4 ¥4 JB5 = 0 FH
FURAAR BARAERE, Bk, #h 2l g i,
TH 2 — 1 00 AR 5 B R T 2 B A S 7 A
PO IS A P P AR A BRI A, TS 5 32 2
S H AR B WA EAARTE 2. A B A BT
FEMBR R = T8 B 35— F 4 OC R 0 8 R 93 2
TEAt 22 G SR, 2R ) 7 A AN LR R =
PG B, HTE S kAR AT .

A B 5 F BB AT N SRR AS A R S Y
Ti AR ER B I A FIH 98 — R OC R R
TR . MBS O A5 i A
VEWI AR 7 A2 il 98 35 A2 B K. SRR B0
BRI 2 R4 T S i 30 ok T 522 30 90 i S 9 1 T 1Y
AR ) E ORI AT B I B SR
EAE A B B (M A AEAT A LG BN AEAT
R SEE DA I . B R A A RIS FIAT RO 4
At 1 R T 2 — SRR OGRS BE I VR
24 MIRAE 4: EREHPHSIRIHRF 0L

£ ARE 2R A 1E R AL

B RO IR, ASSERR T %
2 A 53 B 5w A, 36 52 B A ROIR 2 Y £
(O'Neill & Lambert, 2001; Pozharliev et al., 2017),
AHEGE N B P AL 23 I 37 B 2 b AR TH
B BAILR J5 TE, #b TR 5E 5 Z T =AY
it

#2: B (Social facilitation) B i +5 Hi fth ATE
Y22 BT A RS, TR A ARG
PERAT A o S E AT A ATE S 23 18 A A
AL (arousal VIR 25 o 76 3T 2R B9 — W ZE 4% i T 28 1Y
FEo B R RN A 5T, 2 3 AT A DG Az
(ERP) Y T L BRIE T B % & W SE A7 78 i AL & BY
KRN, KA NGRS LT WA 212 &
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A HRRE S P2 B 2k b AR 2% Y5 we B A FHALERBF Y 999

Jr BT 9 3 7 A 5 1 B T A e M B AL SO G
1Y LPP Wil W3, RIS H ARG 5%
o L% T o 3 B B A I IR AN B . I EL
Pozharliev 5% A (201 5K 3 Al i) 8 S IX 51 F A7
o 3R ok AT = W BE i 3) Bt (energy
mobilization) ¥ F WKL (Muro & Murray, 2012),
YA I e i S — 2 A B . T B LG SR
R tha 2R TS B K B BT 5T 48
R M R S T DA SR AT S5 T i IR A e, Bl R
fA] PR S5 ROR, AR A 24T 5 500, BT w3
TR SR TAT N E R . REZ MR T I
AR B SSIE I 5 F B IS R SIE R T AL B
PR AR R B {5 B AR ol AR A 25 A%
FRC B AR 3 Ao X6 ] AR DG T8 B 1Y) v 5% D R Y R
YRR, BTESRMES; HgzEETSH
A SC IR R L RAE LYK, JB T3 455 .

BRI Pk b, OB 0 2 2R (N i L R I
il T2, RS EOM i iE sk e T
BAATS; MKBGERAOBER .. R E
B S R I SR B TR AT S5 . IR,
g5 At o WK B 56 Tt N AE 1 3 A Y M
(arousal) 1] LA 88 AT 45 P O AL 5 R B, V4R = i
AT S ROR, BRARE 2L 55 ROR B BRR, BA148
FIARDFFR G T BB E RS H 2 7 s8R
TH 23 G EL BRI R 11 AR 2R 7 AR AR
TH 9 A AT BEtE R

BB
/

2RI ) MU ) BRI

\ 55 A S A

B 5 W5 4 FENHFRER

ARG WFFEAUTR =R AT AH DG HL AL (ERP) 45 4
I I, S AT ERP JEIF I 2 i
At 2 B RO i SR FH 194 S5 56 0S80 A AR o 38 o
(Pozharliev et al., 2015)J T2 [ B Al o 20 A= L 52
I, e SR 4 . O AT R SERIA
paE EEYER o5 =1 TN i Pl 7T PO | & L DO L EAY S
2 RO BEAT 20T, DA O B 2 o B BT B
BEW P SRS .

3 IEipEW
AR 2 I 2 T DO 9 0 i

AL L H AR, © R HTH R4 L
R, CAFREBYNE N H AL LSRR ER
BH 52 A AR 2 1], H X SE A ST AR (1 #R
SE W T S s Sr W g B, BT IS R TR SR
T3l 2 G 5 A I 2 0 AT A B BEL
filo ST, ARV EBEEHNERIIATE
T TR Y At 23 G 3 B BE A, TR AR
IREE T AE 23 1 3 800 TR RO B, T3 T AARTH
RS AR G B IR R ERE S S
G B i 42 DA ARTH 2% i A BT i R 32 5t 2 1) 7
L, A S K ISR R B E A
okt 23 I 7 B 2k AR (A1 AL . BRIE T
T, A BT 0 B S i Ak s 3 & e N
ToR FIAL) B B 5 T 76 2 AR T 2 A i AR L 9
B R B R R R LR A B N A 34
TN T R R S BB 5 R A9k B AR 9 3
1, MEREE MW T WS ST XAt S0 B
FY B S, R A b 7 RN 5E 35 T 2 Ak )+ 2 By
KIS HITE ., SCETT I, S ERRRE E AR
$RAEHE S0 [FI A B R AT & B
P PR AL T AT, A SCER ) B AE R N
Bl 1 iR, BEEEI AT

T, B E B 0 S B i A
3% . 3CTES LS BRI o X B3G5 A o 8
A2 3 A A 1) B AR E 5 Y SE R AT A
KHRIM R, — 5 TH, B A U RIS o A 2 Il
Y —MSIF AT WG — e X, AN
kAt 23 1l Y B 1 6 T 28 W B AR (Shin &
Shin, 2011); Zy— L2235 48 &l 3 BOR A
FoVE PR A S A — A O AR R
(Shen, 2012); 7 —e22F I it SR
XAt A B0 BB 521 3 (psychologically  present)
MY, TS8R B S Y O AR I 3 R
(telepresence) 3L [A] A4 il KE #1116 3% (Lee & Shin,
2014). 5 —J7 M, A2zl e AR R 5T T AL
R YE FEAEAEAR K% R (Lee & Nass, 2005; Lu et al.,
2016), HEZMRE, B ERE AR T IE
HSL I ARAR K A G35 15 B (Al N s e L g
AL SERFIEIREE), 1O A PRI IR AL 23
HRAV I 5 FLAh I 2% SC R SR BB I Bl . AR
PERISC AR R, v LLE AT AAEDR Y
TR K 2R I 3, RIR 56 2 b A ) BEAE S )
e HAE Bt SmmR Y — P EEgEE, &
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A LR AR A e AF IR Y . 55— 7 AR et 2 i 3%
R 2 E X, A2 IR ER TR AT L 5h
o AR B, A A B TR 1 PR OC R
HERE, TEAPR KRR B ERETT M, 1581 R
PEWFFEHR BRI F s 25 B R 23 A & 2 IR
W ES, — 7 23 SRR, O — 5 TR e
JE fili (Debrot, Schoebi, Perrez, & Horn, 2013;
Laurenceau, Barrett, & Pietromonaco, 1998), PIfE
f18y 32 8 3 TR AZ 305 THRCE A Ay R, AR e % 35 39 A
N ORI il 5 10 TRCH A K e i fe 10 4%
EEA AL, 2 R AR ) S AL RE S b
NHEAT I F I8 280, IRl o ni e . WAL A
T AR 30 Ml N A1 BOIRAS o R, AR E R
23l 7 BT R 475 A2 I e 3 A0 A7 IR i 37 G
HeRE . AWFTTEC A HE 23 I 7 A 5T 1 Sl |
S50 ELRRE B RRE AL, SR TR R M AN IR A O BF
FEOTHE, X IR N . ST IR R
UEF AT 38 Ao B 18 43 A A5 Hh A = R R AR A (A I
Y. S 1 EIRY), JF B AR #EA T
RS o BIFFEHRIT Y B B A 2 i b 2
DAY ToA R RA) S TR 830 T L S R R L% B I O T
B IE At S 0 B S S A AR BE

JoZ, AR 2 37 8 A 4 5 PT LA i 3 9% X
FH P 7P AR BAR AT BE R34 I 2% 5 1 PR I,
BEMIE L AR 24T B 7 Az o AR %02
L EHE WIR, UMD E &A%
A AT ISR 5 el R 9 5 e 7 A SR TR ) T A%
GE LRI T 2 2 B AL S 25 A S I 11 A
HLCBEALE . ST, TR ELRRE AT, I e
M N TR PR AT DL TE s A B R
VB AT A N LR 118 S RS A 4 T
BT, 2 AN P S A 3K AR B I
POET T MM RIS FIYiE Sz
o AW RIIE 2 TERE . MR A 2R
i R LB S R 2 Bk A S RS H A
AUFL 2532 (Ariely & Levav, 2000; Chatterjee et al.,
2017; Jayasinghe & Ritson, 2013; Kurt et al., 2011;
Park et al., 2018; Ratner & Kahn, 2002; White &
Argo, 2011; Yang & Allenby, 2003), {5 H At A il
WFFEER T 4G 8 B AL S IR A BT 4 - AARAT
AIVEHIALEL . Bk T C A B4t 2 0 B2 B FH 2%
BT B, AR R 1R 5 e 2Ok A MR A
AN 2 32 ORE S Al A HE S AT, A

Bt N 24 BB T 1L 55 2 (Lascu et al., 1995), E%
IR T I 2 S I W 3K AT S s S
ZRTE FLARIR], AL T 20 ] BB Ml AN DLEEFIE A 1Y
AEEE, ROt NP e i 2 0 ke, EREE
B2l b B B 1 0 AT B A 2 A 7 A R A
MIEAN U, HE AR HELR - AARTH 2847 R 7 A
o — 77 T B R 1 5 55 B HOR AR S
Z BRI {5 1 (Lascu et al., 1995; Quiamzade &
L'Huillier, 2009), 1% b A (4 58 53 180 F0 52 3 7
PLB o A 5 SR A 5 AR K (AR T4, UREAR,
2017), PRHNAR B e 2 0 i e, R
FE 231 3 B 3 I RT BE B i U 2 X P AR
BOE AR, i AR #E 48 AR 9 AT S 1Y
Ao AR EAT LR T, ESFECA
WS bR A 2 1 37 SR 4 o 5 T R 28 it A AR 5
TRt AARAT iy 119 2 SC LA B S A 5 %ok DA AR 1) T £
(Chen et al., 2010; Lascu et al., 1995; Xie et al.,
2016) A LA I, i SE AT LR IR A S
Br S50 45 R AR FRAT] 5C T+ 231l 37 J2 iy 38 5 7T LA
P v T B R P 7 LR AR B AR R I g g
PIPEO LS, E AR 2 AARTE 2R AT N A A
HOMBSE . ELREE B D — MO LAY £ 1B 4 7 50
E S AR TR 3 R X A, A 9 PR R S 0 B
FERCR TR A I ATE R . AT DAL 23 i3
BRI R, FIBTAL 23 16 37 J8% 1 K s A B 5% o
PAT I ERAL, RENE N L% 1% R S AR S B
T G b s o) LR R DA GA B 4 B AR R bR S
Ho=, AR B R A L S A g e
) LA K 9% 35 — 4% 5C 2R 5 B (TSBBN) i 5 )
TH 28 35 A 23 1 7 B 5 ) B 25 5 7 A TR L
P A5 BAGAE R, BEmsE 5 R AEZ [N
PANIE R L I i e (770 S (1B P DN R L
49 4 3 M DA R B 2 i ke B B OG R ik
K 28 ERER R AR S ERER R 5N
K ZR AT BT T 4G 23l 7 BT 2B AR 2% B4R
Mo TR e F BRER T A RO, KRR A FoE
4 5 ST R LG e 7 B 1 3R A ) v B 24 S A A
KRZHHRIE S (Lalwani & Shavitt, 2009) [ ifij
WAGTEL RIS b= A WM U, R K
PR A FR A A S AN YA T IZ N
A L F, T B W A N LS ROG R Y
B2 U S g AR BRI E A b FE/E
HER S AR CR T, HRE-FH R
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WA HIBE ARSI B 4 AT B 1 5 B A AL 5T 1001

JEE AR Y AR A B B2 B N LR R T, 4
Gy TN G o RIS, T 2% — AR OC R R B
SR AN A 5 7 A R AR AE, Wi ERA
f%&3# 7 (Chang, Thomson, Dillon, & Hussain, 2005),
PRI 3k L3 2 2 TE 45 5 7= A 6 P 2 AR A B
o B, ARBFFRA AR EIRFIX AR R E
UM B2 43 00 B FR A 5 0 9 - IR OC R o
PEVE SRR AR G, DRI A E R T AR A
FE 231 5 B 2 b DA AR T 2 A TA 0 3t 7 v A O
TEH AT IR BB BB T2 MM A A%
1o B9S2 B A WF T 00 A0k 38 5= ) it R 45
By g il T AR B KO, W T A
VA A 0] 4 (4 7 I SR T 9% B O T 255 [l 5 AN AT
Sy 55 BB R AR AE Y FR A A (R L s 7 g 3R
AL ) LA BT o — R OC R R R T 2
TEAT 231 L B 9 B 5 25 ) 7 A AN S AN R
P s BARAE R, M 5 &AL B AR 3
HR I o AT 504 23 16 7 8 M) A AR T 2% (4910
U R VR L R T RE A S B IR AT IR B
BT I 2 AR 0 S 2 A, AR a2 T e 2L i
AT SE B B B A R 2 AARTE AT,
7N ELREE A T AR SR AT A ] 7 A DA R AT B
ARy TR]

FLVU, 23 i A 8RR 5 T 2 3 0% i S R 0
RO 11 AR 2 3 7= A AR 2% 19 FT R oK o
KEBFFUEY] T 283 AL 215 5 b A7 o 32 3
T O 25 10 B8 B 52 ) (O'Neill & Lambert, 2001;
Pozharliev et al., 2015), #1&.UBFEFS P A&
B BB TR, b G S 2 6 A P A M AR
AR HE AT R T 55 B AT O (B A R,
2016)0 ELE L TH SRPRHEH, MM ZRR (AR i
IR, HiliE T2, HAgSEOM b =N T ok
TR H 8 T % R Y 0 F A e 58 Y & 7R
AR5 MM A S 2R (AN TS B . FIRAEE)
s Ja 2 3 Bl e 3R T TR TG0 e 5
I B 6] BAAT: 45 (Walters & Long, 2012), K, 4%t
22\ 7 BRI SRS, T B A R R R R, F
T 7 B 9 A 300 2% = 10 B 2R R I AARAT S R AR 1Y
ATREPERR I, SR, 32 BRI IT (] AR ANATF 5T 7 ik 4%
JR R A BRI, B AT R AT R R Bt R,
JCIH IR A 23 e 37 KT 47 Jek e TR S R 1 PAAR T
Py ], AT 5T LR B A G H A N AR
SLEG T I A G A 2R R AR AR AR W5 I
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The effect and mechanism of social presence in live marketing on online herd
consumption from behavioral and neurophysiological perspectives

XIE Ying'; LI Chunqing'; GAO Peng'; LIU Yi*
(‘ School of Economics and Management, Northwest University, Xi’an, 710027, China)
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Abstract: With live marketing as background and based on the analysis of the literature, we introduce social
presence and explore the connotation and composition of social presence in live marketing environment.
Besides, ground on the theory of conformity consumption, we conduct behavioral tests and probe into the
cognitive mechanism of how social presence influences online conformity consumption in live marketing.
Furthermore, according to the theory of social presence, this paper discusses the moderating effect of
self-construction and tie strength between buyer and network-anchor in this process. Finally, based on the
theory of social facilitation, this study explores the emotional mechanism using neuroscience method which
has the advantages of objectivity and "process measurement". This research will reveal the effect of social
presence on online herd consumption, provide guidance to network-anchor and E-sellers, meanwhile help
consumers understand their own behavior better in order to make more rational consumption choices.

Key words: live marketing; online herd consumption; social presence; consumer behavior; neurophysiology





