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Abstract

The content properties of public opinion information are vital elements that influence the propa-
gating of public opinion on social media. Based on theory of emotion-cognition dual processing
system, this paper explored the influence of two central properties of information content, namely
Popularity and Emotional Intensity of public opinion (PPO and EIPO), on Willingness of Propagat-
ing (WoP), and the inner mechanism of influence process. The results of research indicated that,
1) neither the directly influence of PPO on WoP, nor indirectly influence of PPO on WoP through
the mediation of emotion, was significant; but the indirectly influence of PPO on WoP through the
mediation of perceived credibility was significant; 2) the EIPO directly and positively influenced
WoP, and indirectly influenced WoP through the dual mediation of emotion and perceived credi-
bility. Finally, this paper discussed the implication of research conclusion on the practice of public
opinion governance.
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1. [E)REHR

BEAE# 3 BRI T, Tl S S AL AT AR B B R N AT AR TG o AR ASBAR AN AT
A R R TARKAER, O EE PRI T EEE & . MM S A AT K2
PR TE SR, I CART TR A R A B DRI B, & AR IR I A 22 MR . il AR 1) “ &
Gl HA” « “HNMBUREL o “REEM T FE, #RE AR T R TG ES), ET

HLINAY A N BITE G I IE B KA o EEAE T A R S 4 58 AR B fa b, 9> S s, ARASAE

T I 2 LR A AR BB AL R I O DR 3R, B AR LA AL AR 1O BEATL A

EHF AR REZH T HIE R REL(Hovland et al., 1953), MEEIE. ZAK Vﬂ”ﬁ’ﬁﬁjﬁﬁ)\iﬂéﬁ%
T A A2 WA B fﬁ%%m?ﬁ”ﬂ.?*ﬂlbfﬂm%ﬂ mﬁmﬁ%%mﬁﬁn&% BRI BN BRI T B EN L
o AR FURARTT 1B (E SRR A (TAE, 2016)5E X &R R, @@MTE'F%E\ 175 K
[EERE ﬁ:ﬁ&ﬁﬂﬂiﬁ‘%ﬁ:ﬁE‘JV'UV\V@%{E JH:?I‘ DAAEAIF 6 A1 A0 1 X6) 4 28 S A B A% % vh o0 3L
FERLEI) 07T . BRI, AHE FURAR L S AR B (5 B % O N A RHIE: B (E BAE L 15 B BE X%
PR, JEMAEZE - WNESUE N TR S8R A IR 52 1) A i BRI, DR 78 DU SR, A
BRI R R

L1. BEEEARMEBRENR MW

FEAZ WA B rﬁﬁﬁa‘ﬂﬁrda%iijdi%%: FEAZ WA 1T R F A B Y TR IR (K —
S, 2011, FEQSPRIGTHLEE. PR Feok. RURERR(LSENEAT, 2022 XIZLUE, moHTHE, 2021).
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AR R A U S WOR B AL 7 1Y) B L0 B AR (TR %, 2016), &0 H8 A 52 B4R 1R 5200 17 5038 W
MATRILG, ATE R 28 T 256 % 77 5 B BT A, 10 AR 915 B A5 B8 AR
WA T RBRE BV MGER U R R, H AL BT = AR BTG B AR (Deutsch & Gerard, 1955). JGi&
SR —Fh NARRS, #232 B BTG (S BAFEM R Al ik BB AE B 2 vkt k. ST
PARE RIS, BT AL SRR AL B, S0 R P P AR AR R ), P T RE S T AHE B
AR M BRI H A BN AR TR A R R BE F] . e A TR RS H
= A T AR o SIS I AR O B 1) 2 B HE BRI (A R o bbb, BT A3 M A A 2 3 o 8 7 3 e o
HORERT, XIMAHE, 2019) ERAREECENEIL S, 2016)5 R MBS L4, 1T BB L R4S,
2016). i L, $EHREWT:
Hl: AAS AR B (5 E AR R 153 1F [m) S B A 1 R

1.2. BEEERREEXNCEEENEE

BB B IR P R 48 52 A B N B 1 BRI A5 B P P 8 B I R s ZURR . DU SRR, 1B 41
AT DME NS B R B MA AW, AFEBORE NGBS AMESIAZ . BE 1TSS E
AR5 M (Kensinger, 2009; Kumar et al., 2015). Kk, B2 f 175 ko FE W] B A1 2 38 R A 52 (A BEL G A4 4%
MEZER R, RS EEE R FRE R AR T RAH A0S, Reilks2 A K &
s PRI EIERG, MWITEA SR, S ECUERY HER, . T HAZ A TR G0 1 R Z
5 R, YOS B NS BAE H(Lee et al., 2017), X4l H TR 4 H LB . n—
SER FAMAESE, EESRZII LGRS T HBACE Y1 B A LT R I TR RO R B AR R
JECEE R, JEEHME, 2016; Berger & Milkman, 2012; #8242, 2016), HXEAREEEERE LiAML%
EIRAEE R, RAE B R FE R UG AL AL s REARSZ 38 OB Fo 4R B 1% ke
5 HEEYIAG(E RIS, 2019), XHSCRF T BEASS R SRR R M A R . SRR
T

H2: A BEAAR B A5 S5 0 155 B i B\ 2 1 1) S i B A% R R

1.3. FEMBAAEENPNMER

FRHE N 0 /175 UL FL 52 M 22 18 (Fabrigar & Petty, 1999), 15 B 32 B M i 1 45 FUAZI B Ao T R R 152
DAL 1) R 52 1 32 AR AS FE AT R . — 5 TH, 5 BB MATE %I TR G5 K& M S E 4
B, MM A BEANAT o BRI 26 2 WO (5 BB IR I E Z . i s @ A BV ROV IR 5 I
BT 25 5 30 A i T 15 B4E # (Heath et al., 2001; Guadagno et al., 2013); = B M2 475 2% 135 1) 6 5 4 KAX
R o Z(Berger & Milkman, 2012); SAHIEZ G 17 AAT R M T 75 B 7 245 B (Berger, 2014). HR#EE
i ) R A 75 SR B (MR, X2 DRl SR AR E AR 4 MR B R B B, 5 AR AAE DI G, B
WHEESHER . IEH) 2R E(MacLeod & Mathews, 2012). Kitt, AHMME, HEZANIEES
WOR B (AR

S—JiMH, 5 BRI @EE R ANMA AN T RS ERT A EX—FA, AMERESHA
FNTEUR, ARYEZIRHERLRI AT, RIHE B T DUE AT R FE R v ik — 20 T AR F A At DR BN T A
FERWHIN T AL OB R, MNEERAT AR MR EREE, R A nT {3 R8H B P 5 RS
SR AT 52 P (Turel et al., 2008), RTFEE{E (Luo et al., 2010), A& (Lin, 2011), MRS 55
[(Wang et al., 2013); W EEE ML AZ BEAA A - e kI (E/Ab 8, TR, 2015). Bk, XEfE(S
BB AT G AR T EEE A R E N R

E OB W
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LZE

S5 R RE 5 AMIE KT BB o R T 15 I e 4 0 20 R B, (R SRS A )
R AN IABOY, S 7 1 BN kR S FR PR, 2020), LRI AR 97 T 175 2 S B R s I (4
FIAE, 2019); T H BRI A4S FT e SR M AR o BE R S U AR AL 7 A AW i 7 2 F) B 220 R R At AL (=
f8, 2021). [ABEERTE (S B AE AT RES WO AR AL I 15 2E, WMTHCR LB SRR S . thhh, BEE(E
S AETT Rt 5 AR R AN AT B FE BRI K . UM% A5 R4y B8R 2%, NATTAEATAR ME M rh A W7 HE A2
IEFRI T A ARGE MARER 18, EmXTAER, HANREEINMBEAEESEMEM, H
PEATRE S B AN N IBEEAE A A AR EAFRIRZHNTHE . B, SR BRI E B R OV IEF AT 5
ffI(Hodson et al., 2001)o &5 I, BRI {5 5 HA 3t AT RE 2 T 170 S0 SRR 5 F52 AN T S i BEL 195 A% 4k i o 9
VR (R

H3: SR EAL AT AR B A5 S 5 A AR S I A ke i A

H4: [R5 BEAE AL AL PR B A5 B AR SRk s 2 B 1 .

I R IR Pt S A AR S 28 SR, 5 R R K45 U2 45 5 v A 1 2 MRS KT AT 2K (Berger &
Schwartz, 2011). H1EEGERZL K R 28 0% 5 LLTIR 0 SE HA R 26 AL 77, SEREBUR 3 Ak A SRABA I 1 4 (it
o, FETHE, 2016). DRIL, BERAE B A1 R 5 AT RE AR o B2 0l S AR ST 1 48, AT ok L B
FAR I . T34k, AN AR RCGR L (15 S A R TS5 A RN T3 B0 R R0 47 £E %2 5 (K nickerbocker
et al., 2015); K EGRFL AP 28 TS B 2 51 R A KAl & ZhBL AEAS R VA B, 3 i 2 mennd £ S 8k
AR BRI (Li et al., 2020), [RIL, EELIR(E S5 AR 175 120 32 M RE th 2 I i 520 EL B Rl 35 P52 T 2 i EEL 175
s . & ERIERERT:

H5: fHAEAL ARG (5 S5 R S hEE hA1Em.

H6: JEHIA] {5 FEAE A S A BRI A IR I IR P2 5 A% 4k I S ke o h o 1R

EREFTIAR, ASCHBBAER QA 1 B .

A 5 B s
B L R
BRI JER o S5 JRTTT {2 R

Figure 1. Hypothetical model
B 1. fRigiRi

2. I
2.1. iIREER

T PBAEE R PN AT, P 7 45 v A DA R X B BEAAR P RS2 [ 3 o 8 50 Bk JE AR AN FH 4
TR 025, S EH A G 405 4y, A RURIER 97.59%. HiA Bk 21.23%, otk 78.77%; Fiid
20~30 % b, 15 54.07%; ZHBERERF AR SLER&Z, & 83.95%; KREZHLLEH H(34.07%)
A AF H (46.17%) 42T A, HAFRAH A A () i — AN/ (15 93.09%) .
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22. TENE

BT I TR likert 7 BRIy, 18R “SE2AHEE” , 7THRR “ZeFAE

BEE R . RIS DU R L0, mprai, 20215 H2HESE, 2022), MPIETERE. PFEE.
R, SENAMERIFMTIE, B8 4 N8I, W CZBEIEFEHEE LT H#E” . Cronbach’ a &
$0.91.

BE(E B IKOREE . % H De Langhe 25201 1) A5 B EGRE R, it 4 MEDL W “ZFHHE
Bk IR 2 K AT & BAETREZL” , Cronbach’ o £%1 0.87.

W2 . R IR 2008) BT (I IE TS 45 B R (PANAS), 8% 7ot F4A. H5k. B IUR 7
gk AT, LUt 4 NI W SRR EIMEL” . Cronbach’ o %%k 0.81.

JRENAT{EE . i H Hong Al Pittman (2020) AT EEER, L0h 3 N8I, W1 “FRINNRIERE
ACHEAR FARAU i AR B RAEHE B ” , Cronbach’ o Z%( 0.91.

R R RIS 52016) I EIB LRI E IR 5 MR, 3Eih 4 AN, a0 “ ISR Rz F 4
=87, Cronbach’ o &% 0.85.

2.3. Gt

SKHI SPSS 26.0. MPLUS 7.4 X 5 HE4T Ge it 4347
3. BIRShER

HESERERSE

{8/} Harman 5 RS IVE R IR IL R T i Z2 (0, Jearsg, 2004), SRERVER R HrE 8 50A
BUA S — AR IO, B DA TR 35.45%, /T 40%, BBEATEAE ™ 5L R ik
W o

3.2. BNFEEF

ARV 7 88 REIILE 1), R TR E R, RS FTLANZERHLET 5 DA
M, A REFRX 2R,

Table 1. The results of confirmatory factor analysis

F 1. BIEMETFOIRER

e} ¥ df ¥/df ~ RMSEA  CFI  TLI
B TR PPO + EIPO + EM + PC + WP 2733.07 152 17.98 0.21 0.45  0.38
ZHFHEAL: PPO+EIPO; EM+PC + WP 2057.41 151 13.63 0.18 0.59 054
ZNT4EAL: PPO; EIPO; EM +PC+ WP 1462.67 149 9.82 0.15 0.72  0.68
PR T45%: PPO; EIPO; EM; PC+ WP 911.19 146 6.24 0.11 0.84 081
AEFHAL: PPO; EIPO; EM; PC; WP 391.46 142 276 0.07 095 094

vE: PPO fRRENEHE, EIPO EIFEBGRE, EM AR, PCREBEIMTTEE, WP RRMEFSE.

3.3. iR SEX S

FIRPEGEE AR T 85 SRR I (LR 2), BRAGIE . BEISRERGRE . 164 . BAEE. AR
TR RARZM R, ROV PR R IR 3.
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Table 2. Descriptive statistics and correlation analysis of all variables

2. TAZENEARGTSHEXS

Bl M SD 1 2 3 4
1 B 5.68 1.23
2 BEIE I B 5.29 1.07 0.54™"
31E% 4.55 1.41 0.23™" 0.34™"
4 JEENT S B 439 1.31 0.30"" 038" 0.18"
5 R EIE 431 1.41 0317 0.417" 0.34™" 0.49™"

W TR p<0.001, TERIRp<0.01, KR p<0.05 T

3.4. BRIRHRLE

PRI RS A RSN G B AR AR BN, (BN EAHMN T KH
GER T R B AT R G, OB R o = 411.23, df= 148, y%/df=2.78, CFI=0.95, TLI=
0.94, RMSEA = 0.07 (/L5 2004). MR EEAR A 25 ROLIE 2), BB BTSN E b =
0.07, p > 0.05), XFEFITTEFEFLMAE % (b = 0.14, p < 0.05); B RHEGR XS HLE MR E (b = 033, p <
0.001), XJBENTIE MR35 (b = 0.37, p < 0.001); TEEREREEIER M EE B =0.27, p<0.01); EAEH]
15 XL 3% 2 RS 5.2 (b = 0.45, p < 0.001).

N 0.07
G B AE SToommmmmm——---—-- Rk
~~~~~~~ 0‘*’)%
~~~~~~ 0.
2 -. 008
\ T W e
%
S 0.3
4
B R 03 AN S T

Figure 2. The results of the structural equation model

2. GHIFEERER

H Bootstrapping 17 /N RN AT LS, B HIFE 1000 K. S5 RERILLE 3), BEIHAEMEEEIR
MHEEZRIAEE, 95%EFEXIEAE 0, HI RGEIGUF; BEIEEREEN AHEENEEYmEE,
95%EFEXAIAME 0, SCHF T H2: EIG P IT E S AL 5 2 R AN AR E, 95%EfF X
A 0, H3 RIFBVEGIUE: B B I IR A AT A5 FE 52 e A% 1 S R K R B AN 3, 95% BAE X (A AS
B8 0, SCRET Has BRI m B0 1o 155 28 5 i A% 7R R 0 (R N 2. 35, 95% B X MAE S 0, 32
R OHS; B B0 R I8 T (5 R s ma A% B SR R RN 35, 95% B E X AR E 0, HF
T H6.

4. Wig
AT 50 MBS 15 B0 9 S AE 1 f BE N T, R 7 B 12 LA R R B B 4 R 2 R I B, DA%

1 26 AR T {5 BEAE R MO RE R I R B o B R A S A BRI AL 3 o B LA, R X B e LR
AEEE .
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Table 3. The results of mediation effect test

=3 PNYNREER

95% & 15 X [A]

Az RNAE — i

BB SRR 0.08 —0.06 0.22

BB 15 28 RN A5 1 R 0.02 -0.00 0.06
BRG0P — BN R 5 B R i R 0.06 0.01 0.12
BELIE 155 SRR B P A 1 2 R 0.23 0.04 0.45
BB BORE B2 R B R R R R 0.09 0.04 0.18
BB R T — R AN (G R 0.17 0.10 0.26

B, AWTTURL, AR AR B R D A BT SR R R B R AT E L 15 5 (4 TR 3R R M P AN
B3, HIEI RS B T R B A R R R I I e B . IR RN T AE B e A AR
P kA2 A BELRS 2452 I B B 3 52 32 A% R T A BEOR M AL F i . MBI P& R AT RE R A 3k
FERMZ A AR Z R AL EAE A T R, ERHET . KA S BRI 2 SRR A LR
o, RGBSR N RIT UG 115 26 2 8w ah AR I8 BE ;. HE 2 F P 0 T 02 e Bk (1 BN 45 8
AH ST RS RN, SEE A AERE, MRRE “LTHE 27 FHEOLE, &R
Y S AR W I B WS R S, PSR AR IR B AR HR AT Dy o IXEDIE T DMERT FU8 Hh B “ A
7 DhREMIBCAR (S BEUL, 2013)0 X DMERFCHRARANTE,  thOARBE TSRO 13 8 .

B FCERIL, A G B S B RO W25 IR R R A i . R B (5 B BGER 2, B
REWCA I P HE RIS A R R . X X 418 5 AE A S IR TS ARG 5, FESE . 20165 sy
55, 2016), B “REREATBMENE B AR B A R WA B S Jr, ARk
M,F%ﬁ@ﬁTEEEETF@ﬁVﬁﬁﬁ R AR P S o X AR WA S A B G L
I ANHDU R AR RGEERR B — O B I 5 28 I T R GOk S AR R IR TR 3k &
I8 % 77 T I AR T3 G s i FL Rl {5 BER R M A% H . XA B T SR NS B A 52 A B
LRI WA OB RENLE], OSSR ST3R At TR AL A

AT LA EE R G, AR B R R, NI R ATBURE B AT IE
N, fEE R ESE, Al B, WM ATRBR (SR, FRREE e ik . ok, 2
JEE AL A GRS R A SRS 5 S, WIE L S BRI TR R AT, RN R 1 R R A B A A
=, ARSI AR R 15 JE i R 2 B R A AR T 2R BR AR R M A SR, DRI O A S A 1 IR 2 11
BENEE R, — T HBEEARBIN, SEM S ARG s 53— 0 X BRI P AR 4, Pk E
LERR R AR AL RN o

5. &ig

1) ARG SR 5 2 R S 2 25 IR 1] R B AR R

2)WﬂTFF?ﬁxﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁ%“Fﬁ%ﬁgﬁﬁi¢ TEH

3) LA AR AL S AR B A I 155 JE o R M A% 7 i B TA i P A D

4) BRI AT E A AR A R SR A5 S T R A R R R R R
E&WH

HH MNNSR0S T H A 52 A B R A% B 10 BE AL 1) A BUT B iR 51 ST AL

H

H
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