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Abstract

According to the definition of short-lived content abroad and the characteristics of the three-day
circle of friends, this article defines sharing ephemeral content as social media users posting in-
formation such as text, pictures and videos on social networking sites, and setting this information
to display in a short time. From the perspective of psychology, this paper reviews the related re-
search on sharing ephemeral content at home and abroad, and finds that factors affecting user
sharing ephemeral content include cognitive assessment, online interpersonal trust, emotional
arousal, and personality. Sharing ephemeral content will have an impact on users' emotional va-
lence, online social support, and friendship quality. We propose several directions for future re-
search, including the dimensions of sharing ephemeral content, questionnaires, impact on users
and audiences by intensity and content of sharing ephemeral content.
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1. 5|

BB AR R, A BRI AE SN S 5 AT, AR AS SR PO 5 B S R B S AT
RE 1 SR RIS B0 B A o AR o [ ELIEE 0 2% 435 JE A0 (2019) B A 1R 55 43 ¥k (Hp Rl LR 4% 5 AR L 4 1
WA, ARk 2018 4F 12 H, R E KR AR Bk 8.29 12, FEA: 2 Wk b nkf A A Bl ) 4 FH 2 )y 83.4%,
byl 1 AR PR 0UE I A B &G VO R B I =R AT W A A N AN [E) i 7 skt 58
-G AR R B EN B £ BT AN [F) (Kaun & Stiernstedt, 2014), Uik Get 22 Wk J& T35 A i R,
F P RO AR A Wl AT B R FIA 2245 B Ol B RA e B BCH A ) R (Vitak, 2012), T 1XFh% 8 H
AT BE R FEAL AT Rk B R AR B . Dy T RRTT R PR, e e FH PR AR B E e v
HRAHIIFEN, & RS P FR (1 BRI AR AT I fRE . 140 Snapchat #:52 HCEF AT DA 73 2 1045 2
BRI KBCE N 1310 7, TS AR A AT DL B O =R AT W4

MR T AR RL B AR B8 S, S5E S I P = R T ILAARRAE, AR SOV A8 N 2590 2 8 SR A
P FH P AEAE S Wt R AT AR . B A S (5 S, Pl I e B B D 7E R IR TR] Y S5 (Bayer,
Ellison, Schoenebeck, & Falk, 2016; Chen & Cheung, 2019). BE& WG EEAKIKIAST & &, A2 Muk 4 il
TERATHF AL M — 805, Bk, AN RIS AR 785 S0 4158 sl (4 A AT 7 REWHIL, 7208
SR, —ASES BRSO 2 B T E AN EE AR O, B P A B BE R N A =
(Vaterlaus, Barnett, Roche, & Young, 2016). fi [ P A A P8l e B = K AT WL E AR SZ 2] 7 H P I iz s A
IEUTHIE, IR W ARG 2238 A A BR 1) A RS 2R AT I 1 i DR R FE s il DR 3R AT RG T ot . A0
XF AR IR G FE AT RS, T AR MR WA - 2O BRI E, AT 8 47 S N A
SRALHTIEES , IR A A AR S EAR AN AR T AR B T 1A)

2. HEABR ST ENRIWER

BETUAMSOES IR IT, RALASS Tl REZm A P g N A ZNEE, EEAREINEEL.
TGN W25 N BRE TR A DA J5 T -
2.1. IANHEEfG

Davis (2001)4& H I\ &14T 7 (cognitive-behavioral model)$& HY, AMA R 2% HI KIS 77 A I 4R AT
NIEE R R, AN RN Z Al T AP X SR AL A8 AT N BB . DAERT SR B, AMAXT
FEAZ Pt A8 FH RO HITPE Al B4 L AR PP AN ARAN PP T AN 2 T, AMASGT B Ak (R 9P Ail v AR 25 1E 1) T 4452
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PR32k 4 FH 7 = B1(Choi, Jung, & Lee, 2013) . J: THFIBAUAT, 4 MRS AR PPAS (K T b PRk I, AT
NERENEREM . BN A Fae D R EE, v LRS- AMAXTAM FIP A, DRIk A A0 Gt ) 2%
(A2 75 35 50 8 N AR AL RS J7 R A VA AR R, MARTE B 4581 & B I F AR T RE 2 i
f=1(Leer, Hapner, & Connor, 2008). 15 B FH 7 75 5587 N 25 43 2 A0 32 B2 52 B P 6 4 Ab O VP4 AR 52 10

2.2. 1REEMEE

4 R DT A IR A &, MEIAT A Z 2SRRS4 n] DA RAT R A,
MG IS FEOEWR AT R, S0, S, ek, FZE4E, 2016). fEEEXMIE =T,
MATERF A A GAACF SR IEZE R, ML AN T ATH & A SR A T 8B —3 5, 5%
S0 FH P B8 428 AT = AR e o A 253 K GRS R 7 A Fnse i B N RS, s 0 N IE
R, MK 23 A Al 25 3% (Hepach, Kliemann, Gruneisen, Heekeren, & Dziobek, 2011). :r, 1545
Rt St BB VI IS (Kok et al., 2013). 24/ M4 5 /&y 117 8 M [ /K 1IN 54t N BBl A 73 2 (R A e B
MR S ARG LA, S A A A 7 Ok R H ORISR R — TR, TS AR
R VRS A, A B AR 8 I R N A S SR A I FRERAS — 8 IR B SCRR(Vineent, 2017).
G, Te1e H P R AR 2 2 VA 2 8 N 2500 IR B e 2 B 17 2 M A FEE 1) 50

2.3. MEABREE

FR 4 41 22 218 (social exchange theory), 4/ MAYCKHTEFEAZ Wk b A fih N B 3B 2 AN 15 B2 {E
BEBIET B AR, Htaimid X Fh 7 SOk 2 9% & (Chen & Cheung, 2019; Roloff, 1981). EENEIFIA
FAPERVE AR ER S S AMRTEALZE W I B TR B P A fe i, AHELAS T, (AR AN R 25 BB AR 5K
(EEFVE, P, 2013)0 AMEFEALAS WGBSR EEAT B RKR RIS, 2 F REEAATER A R0 KR .

SRV, V22 A8 A R Z PR, QTS5 TR P 52 Y M A ] 208 v 7y 3 (o & AR AIUE 1), X2
AEPLEH LN AR IC S (Hollan & Stornetta, 1992), ANELETELE IR . L Z = A MRS B4t
TFETE IS AR, FE R VF RS2 A0 R K R A R B 2R3 (E B (Bayer et al., 2016), XKa4h
FU B A2 Aok — e IREMA, W28 N bR 5 B IE 95t AL v I RFE (Hollan: & Stornetta, 1992). #ff
FERI P T Ak 52 P 3l B 4 A8 X sl m ) B A A A /K ST B e s FH P ) 4% B 7 B2 (Joinson, - Reips,
Buchanan, & Schofield, 2010). %58 P4 25 7355 o] DAREARIL = N R IR ANE, IR/ I AER SZ AL, (3
fH P REeEE H ORIENER, £ Eed TEERMRE. X2 N\ BREERE R 2 mm H -
ITRENES S, HA SRR G2 SN T 7> 58 N4 . 5 Green %5 (2016)8F 7t KBUEAT
T2 FE v PR P A8 R AL A It SRAS U R 22 BE 22, AAFPORAR (R0 S I 2 3, (B AR FE MR 4 v
T N IR, DASRSFAUs s R RATIE B8 2 (A OG R o IR, (BAEREE I A A 2 s mi
ISR G NA DT, o mEE N A E R,

2.4. Nt&

WEW ORI, KNGS+ A8 W 4 A 5 2 V) 1) 6 & (Shchebetenko, 2019). Fodr, #£ i A
IR IR BB LR AVE K, X g B A U (Mckenna, Green, & Gleason, 2002). Kk, £ 4
eG4 SR8 SR AN e A g, TR TR R A B 22 (145 JE R M I S A 16 Hh R Sy At 2
SCFF(Ross et al., 2009) . FF R & MR FAE B A Q3G 77 8 2 5 47430 (Correa, Hinsley, & Homero, 2010).
TR I, T TRCE 1o A A B 5 W) ) 52 DX sl R i IR 3645 J2. (Hughes, Rowve, Batey, & Lee, 2012),
FHEC T HABN, FFBOE A AMARLE AL A s bR AT B iy, AN S fifn) T B 8 A 25 4

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2020.103039 305 NI et i


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2020.103039

b
TE
=i
48

FENMG S HAZ Wb AT A S IR T b, B2 1 e AR S AL s I OG AR e B — i ARG E
B, SEERERIMAA R, HRESELEZ K HREIRE 5N RR R, I USRI O3 2
(Stoeber, Sherry, & Nealis, 2015). H 28] PLTRIN— M ANFEAAZ Wk EEaRAESIAT B Utz 5 Kramer
(2009)\ N, FLLFHABR /-, & B P e A A28 Wk I R R RA B BN ™A . (HA B et — 20 R I,
ANTE] () B AR A0 F - B RL s i AR s R FE L ASARTR], a5 8L B 282 2% 2 (R R B R AT N B Il
EIFEM, TSR B AREIAS 2N P X R T R ) A2 R (Ahn, Kwolek, & Bowman, 2015). XAt
BR R G SS 20 [ 2N S A A P AL S Il B B H B 22 PR B RA sl R R B AT e TR R A A

Bribz 4, B TR IR AT A ) B 2R ) Ui A S SE et 2 B g, BRI B ] BLikAMA&
FHinEEERE D, EEZ AMEIR(Burrow & Rainone, 2017), 1K) E 2a] DUl 8 ngk Ei%
SR AMELE B S A 7 AN JE (Eskisua, Hosoglua, & Rasmussenb, 2017). W% H 32 B MA R A4k
MNEGHE BRI E CFER, BagR, JaRge, 2R, JL%E, IMR%E, 2015), AR HERAD
HAEAEAN N E T BRI IPRES, 2B 0URTREKARAERE CRIER, B bA15Em
I TR NE S, HFHSZNRE AR RZ REREE . Kk, BRI H 5 SR
A RE T PR IR R R N, A SRR AR DA S A IR SR A R

3. HEARSENRMEH

ITEER, FEE A ZBBION 1228 I RERE AR, 0T O R A B 7 e R Y
MAEAT 4RI o 3T RFBATTIF 5 28 R« X8 A2 STRPARR g =5 THIN R P90 S Ja R AT A

3.1. fREEMMN

SHF AR AR, 3 A R R 1 2 A R SRR L WO R B I R R . A AUR I, 4
Mo ZRRAES S, SR EREEARR, FEERAEIR R BRFRR, XFEERLE SR E
i (Gable et al., 2004). {HIEA BRI, i FEAFH #LAZ W93k 23 57 1) T 7 (4 28 2804 (Kross et al.,
2013), FIAEARIG 3 7 I 28 T, St ek /b 7 LR I B A R T A A A A SR B £E & (Choi, Jung,
& Lee, 2013). Bayer “5(2016)id@ 1 K FH A A8 7750 0 K B, AH LG T4 42 (1 18 WA R (W 245 , Facebook 45),
TR 1 0 2% LB R A S SRR B 28 A 0%, R 2 P 52 SRR BB ANV I, IR AR 1) 15 4 o2
7935814 (Chen & Cheung, 2019). 5B F F 48 FH 3 D09 286 4 58 B0 T i 2 %of 17 448 8 7 AR AR (T 50

3.2 MEHSTH

FEH BRI 5T, A Mui o 7 ANREEREZ 4L 2 SR B R . i pE S AR
R, NIRRT DSREUE B, 80 USRS A T8 B 5 158 FF(Wang, Zhang, & Zeng, 2019).
b, AEERE TN, RIS Nl I R 2ot A8 B A 2 BB . SR S B R IR R
(Turner, Grube, & Meyers, 2001). F /0] LAFE A B A R ARG 7, JFATCAERTE “ 8 5 “vP” , ik
AE IR A2 P8 A T 2 B AN SRS IR 48 A 530 4. WRIT R B, PP 468 405 TR A P PRI s L 4 4 e
KA PERNRAF I 284 22 SR Z (B OR R, LEan DA BRSNS 5 S e SR - B I 2% 4t 22
YRE, BT RZHA OO NS ARG R IE A, MRS SRR R, IR H e
TN 2%y S R PR (R e BRI T 15 AR B 1A RO AR o DRI, AH LG T oM it Ge 8 =07 3K,
T8 N ARIU W 284 22 S R o B/ o (HAINT S, B T DR NS B — R, s A5 Az
[ IeLE, A BT SEE R RIEHYT KAMBIEER, S Hczr7r N EZ 5 3k 54E 43 FF(Donath,
2007). [Alth, 528 N A EIRREE AT ANTTERFF S Mt N2 [RIRIIESS, (R TR AT R, 2 A5 58
ISR S N
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33 KiERE

DIAERF LR B, Sl (0 A B s e 5 R AR A TR B WA OG, RIRUE M RSO 2, AGE T &=
WobhE. (AL b BRI, Mot P R ACH i &7 A2 50 (Pang, 2018). & EATHEH I
KT LA E v = Ra] W Theefa, 238 77 KA, malie 7380 AN E N =
RO W O B, R — MR, 2 ARNAT N TR N 5 S R R e (R 8,
X TR IR KA, 3 () R R I RE FE AR A o AHOGHF FTIE B 1 4k b AR R 5 AR B2 MR R,
R FAFFIA B BB T OISR % 0 R UL e AR KB O E 2. IF B HEIEE R A
KPP TS MR RIG R IEGERR, B0 A0 5 & A A 3635 5 B (Huang, 2016; Lomanowska &
Guitton, 2016). {HiHT I 7RI, R4 B I FE 5 AR it & 2 (B ANEAE 2 2 28 & (Correa, Hinsley, &
Homero, 2010). W&, s/ Beus 2wt A Wk Earse i g, BRI A B E N =K AaT I,
ASHFEWAE R R, (Ha R WL P A B BN = KT W, XONMRAREE R, a0 AE
JR R A AR R o

4. BESRE

Xt UAERT FUEAT AR G R B, IR TUE AT R PN 28 90 S R S i LA R AR ) 5 AT 1R R, AT
FH 7 UERTAHAZM T, A BT RATE R E N A > F BN 77, SRR T A
T3 SR A A O B LSO AT T R AT S I A R SR AL TR R, B R S SEbR
B I I B R SIERT AL R4, ASCANRRZAZ TR LU LA I A, 08 A 2
Iy TR AR ST .

e, RN X WA R SR AR R BRI 7 7 B PR . WA TR AR T,
Z AT X Snapchat BR1FHREE N AR EEATWEIT, AR AR 10 P A 05 R OLR s R A A 1 3 10 B
ARSCIRT B AR 5 I A B v B A =R AT AT, P 2 (8 4E SR [ A 2 35 8 b Ar e —
SEMZER, FTCAPIEAE S E YRR T It A TN, 7 Bt — P

Hk, BRI FINE TR EMEAR 2. BV TR WARRIATFL, 2K Alt (2015)
G il FRIAL AR S SR AE, R Xt BT A S R RS PR AR R R 3 AT T G R AN RSE ik
DEFRHER . BRI ERUZREE W A i, By TR o R B AR ST T,
B2 ) A0 5 3 AH LK R 1 2

B, BN H P AN R A SE I b {8 7 AR O B AT R . T IS RS B (07
ZBCE R JZ R DL, ARSI 2P0k, DMESE S TR O E I B, et s A X
T BESRE o F P OB R B, MR 7 2 S . K, F P R N O R ) e IR A AR H D B 3R
I T A IR AT T T, AT DA B PR ST RS I 2 A S5, DRI I 2 R SR T
TR, F34h, BT RS N, T ARSI, DUE SR A A EAR S

B, B AR PR AR ST 2 IR T ORI, JRSIR T TR
WAV R, (BAEEARBT FLOURAS HVEA Z . RMIEFANT AT G, G5 EREROEREK, SR ¥
FATHRIRAIRZR -

E&WHE

A% B [ KA 2R AR 4 (12BRK001, 18BGL209). Hr s i i A AR 55 9005 H -F & BUREE B %
Tj(2019CDJISKO1PT04) %5 ) .
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