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SE G T B R E I — BB ST 5T T DAL o DR, A58 23l DU P 9 WF 580 42, X
TR P P B 190 248 R/« Bl f ol PR 2 DA B I 4 AR AT AT SEUE T 52, 1K ] [l 25 A0 1 A CORA
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PEAT R o 3k — R RN i Y2 52 U5 F2 WL AR 0 LI A Bl A - 15 AR A 52 R 488 R B R NIRRT, L
an AR UL, F RS LRYBRR AR ZEEMAEE, RARA .05 RABE LR NiHE R
RS T AR Z U E RS EEX — 5 EAF IR 3. S3( BRMIE MR &R S) XU E
R A AT DX TR 0 4% 5% 2R A A DN T T )5 A

“MEEMEE 7S “BILFR” o ARPFFERMT Chu FI Choi (2011) ML H iR 0] J5t i
F P BAL S 2% TS AT 78R, U AN, 1R U5 AR AN <G R TS AT 28 b i, B2 ) RS
ERHRRANTOREUC FERUE L Fa e Ao T 3A IR R NA HIR & T35 5t 9 15 B 80P 7 S5 B
RJEREFE AR AR 2 AR R 7S I BT A IR i k. R T L AR E R R
SRR TR B W3R 2.

x2 BLEWERSRE

= % ( Constructs and Items)

£ (% 4F:( Chu & Choi,2011)

1S AOR UL, Ty s b AR R N R ZHEAHE I

2 AR S O H A LRI R ATHE R

3 FA AR L IR AAEALAT] 3 T RE K F) S TB] A AR 23 AR 36 1)y

4 PAFAETRAE AT LAY R Z BB R N

5 XS F BT L AR R ANARA{F O

6 FAETUE 1 AT 22 N RENS 1) T £ B 52 9 78 WL

7 F T MEAE RS BRI AR A

5 B 1% ( Chu & Choi,2011)

VRS b, o2 A X T F A e 3 AT FH Y G T 5577 il 9 15 B 80P

2 FEIAR b B2 i S A Pl ML OG T B 7 it B A R BT

3 AEGE L AR IR M AIR LA T B A i B (5 B L, e R i T p RN

4 FERUE b FE AL T 5 i B AR A 5 BN — D BERE 2 75—

Z L5 3R ( Chu & Choi,2011)

1 23R B 20877 i i, 3 2x 1) BUE B AYI5E3 N SR

2 FEARAE TS bl Z 0, T RSB RUE R RN I

3 AEFMG )™ i Z R, AR TR B RUE BRI, B 5 A i

=51 i ( Ellison, Steinfield , & Lampe ,2007)

1 B 40 F8: R AT 19—

2 FARG s VR AN FAE T

3 A WUE O 20 3 A R 5T 1

4 QR — B A AR U R S RN R E TR

5 WAEAT A CRMAR R — 82>

6 N SRAAF R 55 i 1k, R SRR MRS

M. #HESTELER

(—) BRAEEMBE N

Farnell T Larker $5 th . 55 75 T4 rh 205 b 4 102605 17 4045 3 45 A% ( convergent validity) i
S0 ( discriminant validity) . 28T I 2 4 T2 6] 0 IR 1 25 D03 45 0 s R 2
ST LA, DU P« 7 D AN IFS B SR AMOS21. O Xk 28647 2 LAY 50T K0 0
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Farnell FlI Larker $2 H 59 =N 350 OF— =8 H A5 ( the item reliability) ; @4 — 728 &
M4 55 JE ( the composite reliability) ; @)&F— 81 191 )5 Z HEHU( the Average Variance Extracted,
AVE) o7 26 3 445 73X AR 45 5L O M AR ( 45 AT 15 B0 3 0 TR L R fs
fdi 1) B9 TC I EL A Alpha (B AOVE R 0. 841 2 0. 943, Ui W @A B R 8 A5 ER B (— Bl A
Alpha {E N & T 0. 7 Wi A5 BERCH BAH) o QR AR, BF R & A G FEEHEZ 0.838 &
0. 958( IIfi AL FI 45 <0. 7) , AVE {4853 0. 5( I IR Zi>0. 5) , 7 3 fr 3 Fl 0. 639 2 0. 872,
TP R R0 L AT & OFI BIRLE , AVE 1777 A ( AR B 5% 109 UM 98 L2 0. 710 &
0. 824) R TATAn] W > AL 22 8] A AH OC R B AT Y IUELYE L 0. 206 2 0. 350) , £ 4 1 i) 58 J3 22
Ko PR, AR BT SCHR A 7 10 A R TR Tl A2 N 2RO ( content validity) B9 [R] IR, 15 2 £ 44 253
( construct validity) f{)IEASZESR .

R 3 FEMH #5115 E( Principal Components Analysis and Reliability)

F Factors

791
808
820
872
843

P28 AR AT 1

25 (5 4F: 2

W2 54T 3

W2 A5 AT 4

M8 (51E 5

M8 {51E 6 .793

e EYEa . 837

stz 0.783

5 B8 2 0. 858

5 EEE 3 0.796

(Estist R 0. 661

Bk 0.331 0.718

BhLFk2 0.762

HOWLFR 3 0. 650

WUEH 1 828

WUE M 2 639

AR 3 783

WUFE M 4 809

WUE I 5 771

AR 6 711

0 B EL R B Cronbach’s Alpha 0.943 896 0. 887 0. 841

Y45 B Composite Reliability 0.958 880 0. 838 0. 894

S35 75 224 L Average Variance Extracted 0. 678 572 0. 606 0.504

RB Gk LA T 5.

Fedb ik AR Kaiser AR /EALH ER sk dh ik, ik 318 5 KRR G IS

ole|ele|e|e]e

ole|lelelele|ele|e

(D) A RER
TEZEAT P00 A Z 1, & S0 ZE DR aE AT 3 0 B AR AR 5 A K0 H B FE B SE R S () et A A
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AT 100. 5340, KMO KSR TE 0. 5 LA E, BB 3T 1 8hf; Bartew BROIEAG I 24 B2 A
WFFEA A K 322 8 BN 4 AR RS R T 5 LU fE = 80. 5 >5; KMO #2464 0. 901, Bartlett
HOE KR p=0.000 HA R FEME. i, AHT5E AT LEEAT 7708 o Amos 21. 0 B H A A 36450 70 4 1
PO RE o« BERLOL RS S0 45 R ( K 4) WoR T 4 FE AR 44 B - i P (ELVE R LA R ASOIF 5 5 T AR AR 75 210 )
(B, #5608 s TR R HAT — 7 138 IC B2, 7 10 X A B A A 1) 451 B A SR BOHEATIE AR (BT 1) o

x4 HBERKEREER

R ERLE BB IR SR E TREE REHRE
Modelfit measures Modelfit criterion Index value Good modelfit

Absolutefit indices

RMSEA <0.08 0. 065 =

X*/d. f. ( X>=430.964,d. f. =184) <3 2.342 >
Incrementalfit indices

CFI >0.9 0.943 I

AGFI >0. 8 0. 861 &

IFI >0.9 0.943 =

TLI >0.9 0.935 I

TG M KNS AR AR S B0 W 2 1 Sl ARG B=—0. 17, p<0. 01) 5 1M 5 (4 £ 1 72 g 20
5 MEEEE IR E R IERAE(B=0.25,p<0.001) o Kk, R 1 FifRik 2 B33 3R 7EMlE
P P A 5 28 v, BE I 2% B K, FH P 0T JFL i A 1) 56 3R T 48 1) £ A A AR G BB . 59— T, 2R
FH PR TR 1 2 S A, RO 2 4 o FEXT T Ah e RIS (AR R . T L - P S 5 5UE 1
PR 7 S SREI0AT 85— M SO AU (8 R 349 ( B0 1) s 97 1) 1) 52 ) 2 LR 5G 3R 4% (45
LR .

WL A5 515 B AL 18 B Y IE 8 SC R (B =0. 24,p<0. 001) , 5 73 UL 5K 52 B IE [ 1 AH 5
(B=0.35,p<0.001) . I, 5 3 4B WAR T ZF.

T R RN S5 5 B AL s A B Mg ( 8 =0. 23,p<0. 001) , I H il i M4 EE 515
AL AFTE B35 M (A HEE (| 52 0 (0. 25% 0.24=0.06) o 3X — il i [ 2% 5 AT/ 5 1 RO 78 2 UL =K
X — AR b RIREAAAE o Sl (8RR BE — Ty T 422 Ml O ) 52 M 2 L 53R (3= 0. 24, p<0. 001) , FF H.
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The Impact of Network Trust on Information Passing and
Opining Seeking:
A Study on WeChat Users and Chat Groups

Gong He( Xiamen University)

Abstract: This article focuses on WeChat users to study how the usage of WeChat, the size of WeChat
networks, and network trust impact respondents” information passing and opinion seeking behaviors. Contrast
with previous literature that mainly research social media as a whole, this study confine the research object
within a particular context: WeChat, a representative social networking platform in China. This empirical stud—
y attempts to explore how chat group will influence people’s online communication. Structural equation model—
ing fits our hypothesis and suggests that with the increasing size of network , users hold lower level of trust in
their contacts; on the other side, WeChat usage has a positive correlation with network trust. The model also
shows a significant mediating impact of network trust from WeChat usage to passing information as well as
seeking opinion behaviors.

Key Words: network trust; information communication; digital reputation; Wechat groups
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