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Abstract

Platform-swinging behavior has become the main form of social media use for current users. So-
cial ties are one of the motivations for users’ platform-swinging, and data are collected through a
web-based questionnaire using Structural Equation Model to test the effect of tie strength on plat-
form-swinging behavior. The results show that strong and weak ties positively affected swinging
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attitudes, and weak ties had a greater effect than strong ties; the study used swinging cost as a
mediator and found that swinging cost played a mediating role in the effect of strong and weak ties
on swinging attitudes; and social media burnout did not moderate the effect of strong and weak
ties on swinging attitudes. It was found that the stronger the social tie, the higher the frequency of
swinging behavior. And when the weak tie is strengthened to a certain extent, it has a beneficial ef-
fect on swinging behavior; swinging behavior does not necessarily bring negative impacts, and in the
process of swinging, users maintain the balance of swinging behavior through self-adjustment; plat-
form swinging based on interpersonal relationships can, to a certain extent, alleviate the social
burnout at the human-computer level.
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1. 5|

WX 2845 BBOR P J oA S R R e 3Rt 1 nT RedE, IE AR SRIE A A AR R g, AR AR AR 2
. MR DI A SR TR 2 Bk aE, A EARIR N AT A 3 B R b 52 0 R0 228 T AT
ATE I, W T ATH A S AR AT

2023 A FRE TR 7R (We Are Social, 2023), #EAZHHARH] P RS E RFEEHE A, Horb 3R E AL AT g4 H
I 10 14 s HATATRE e A BT G A P RA AR 1% bR FRZFaMAa R, s
EFr RN EEEE N AN P A 7.2 MERERT G SRR, A1
FEHE— I BN [RIHsE F 22 AN A8 B4 & ki 2 B IRFE SR, XM 248 AT & B AT T LB 1R
—FE TG R (platform-swinging)” 17 M.

FEAZWAR L “H22 7 AR R HIEAR B M GE, RET HRMER, VA5 H AL AT il
HAN A R AT S B P B B IR R, IR RSS2 A M AR ) A AN S N BB B R AT RS
{E(Carr & Hayes, 2015), 54BN EMARES). HEFHAZR AR B SEI T AN S il N 2CEK,
B IE A SR BB SL AR e N BRIE] ) 56 R %% B B AE N4, 458 I 28 388 0 B A Ay BH A (] 5 R B
TSR R RA . EMS MBI T, FAEEMRKRGITR RN (22, 2019).

Tandoc R TER M, RKREHEZH P EZ A GREZEN EEIN 2 —, HPBARER R+
RRZSERAF AT G2, B XM R/RAER A2 Uil 77 SLI “4HA88k45 7 (Tandoc et
al,, 2019). ARFFET UL, BESPERITHEE KR G RIRAT AR, RN H P R R 80
RAGGRK RN G REIE R EMREEAT AR ER, IR C R M HEEH - a8 8, MHP
G S50 EH A A8 AR A A R () A 2 R R BT AR A

2. XCRREI R AR R
2.1 SCRREIR

FE RGP AR IR — MR R B R VERE TR Tandoc 55 AN H, AR G 3R 4% 8 SO
M= BRI AL G &, FFAEIZ T G Z AR B 4T, XMAT AR RN A G2 h — 4
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PG, AN T R & M HAl°F 4 (Tandoc et al., 2019). Tandoc HFREM, FHF N TR A
EEM AR EDMITFERAE: TR TFHQ0) A e, R8T 5 N E B A G RIR1T
RIS, EPRUR RANFIIAE S G B A HT 0 4 (2022) i e 45 My TR M L P I B R AT N, TR
FEAZ BRI 2 AR R P R ABAT NI R B R R 2 —, F P T EAREEA R B AL A AT & ok 4 |/ OK 2 kAL
KFR. WETERIBIT AV N, 2 RRLEH P I RZAT AN —, 287, HOCHE Tt AR R A
R REAL S R R S REARAT NI e, DA SR AE 00 ZR R X 1ZAT NI 22 A8 ) j. PRI, ARHIEAT
F B H WA T I0UE HEARREAN R AL 22 06 R B0 4L 22 WA F P 5 RR AR AT 9 (2 M B ) DA B S I 8 R 22 5

5 E AL 2 2 A% 2L 1 YRR (Granovetter, 1973) & 3K S The strength of weak ties 142 H T ¢ R 5 JE X
FE—AMEE, B MEHEXRMIGRRXH NS, JHREBRAS—BOCR T HIR [ AE®R, RS
5535 Z B B BB R X A 8o RGO R iR, MR R BIBKRTE NEY). HEiRk%, A
Bl FEFERARRMEERR: MR, FRAFZMMBRM LR, RHEEK, AR5 ARTRERKN
ANFPEAE N W24 KRBV DUR B I5ER A E, HEN web2.0 $E e K 1438 AR EE R e T 5555 R 3
YR TR R, HMZ RS C RN W2, 2019). BUA B QR IERRTS ¢ R 54 A Bk
FA P B AT A (2 Dot , 2023), B O P I94E B AT I sEma (R 5845, 2020). {HZ, BEA T
FoRIGR RIS, WA EEARF P T & R R IEAT NI AL . P A A R 1 £ H
R NBRACAHE, WM G RRBITNR G SR RE —E AR AN, a8 REE R X R)
Y s mm P PR IEAT A

22. RfEE

221 BRPXRELEEE

EATIEI S N bRk REER EIHRSCRAERE, BTN ME M, HPEESME RS HRR LN
BT, AR A 1 E A RS TR MR | P S AN R B (VEAfE(S , 2019). LAES
RANEMHATBEARI BB T BRSSP B a8, SRS A L1 5558 ROK 2 21 I 4
A R VIR R A, R ] P 2 R SRR A v 5 B R AT ARG, PR AT TRV A8 A A P ik = 4422 HL ),
TR AN A G WAFE RN BT, W WK Bl BT, R R SCRURIE 5 i e 5 G F5 1)
B A RIEAIE, FF SIS BR M NI R RERES 5 T SRR A B AR B (55 %, ORI, 2023).
ARIEFINN, T ERARAT L P 52 BSRHEA0 6 R UM —FPR B, IFR DL R E AR %

H1: #E5CR SR P T G RRIESRE;

H2: 595K R BEHWH PTG RRIEEE.

222 BEBRESTEEE

Hsieh TEFRAT N F0 OB 568 A 8 SN - Ba— 4122 SR 1 FH P AT BB 23 0k 25 5 T T i A 6 58
WINIIECR; AR L0 B R doe 5N, SR 5 7R 56 2 AT 18 S Ao M A IR [R) ARG ok
S E AR M4 (Hsieh et al., 2012) o ARIEFERS SUA IR OCRE S, AHITF 50 1R $5 B AR & i P HE 24158
WA Z TR A PR AR DI R rh, B DA R AR A 2o R AR Rt (I RORS 170 BRI, EIRA
FIBH PP AR A A WA R AT (S0, R R SR, IS, 2023). FETFL, RS DU

H3: PEAE AT 3855 R () F1 55 < 2R (D)W R 228 BE (s i o R R A 1E A
223, HXBHEBESETLERE

E AT A AR B MBEE T B R G —, MR EEMEE. TAM B 5 = A MER
TFo AR TE il A A AR R o B R I RIS 265 AT AR TR AL BRI B AT N A IR
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NI, P AR AR A AR B A - 52 3122 07 DR 3R K R 0 7 A B T 1 4632 1T 3 S80A: S 4 A
FITERAE AT 9. WHTERE, AR R 2518 F. B WK, ). BT 9)a RO,
2019). AWFFLEE A AT O, YOGS By —Fh i 16 45 2 2 L A AT N
gt SR DU AT AR

H4: A A2 BER R B 5 0% 2 () 155 5 28 (0) W) 428 #3228 FE AR S M v kS R T /R

2.24. BEBSENEBITAEE

B AR AT R 2 TR B R 5, PRI 2 AT UG 12 F P 57 G 3R 3547 N AR
el AR B R BUE . W2 TOIE T - SR - AT BN (CAB)IESE 7M. A& RERIAT A Z 8] )
KER, EINF—BIATHE P A AT AT AT s H . Bk, $2 DL R R %

H5: REFES T IE A PR 4R FR P .

3. BB
3.1 BURWSR RIER MGt o4

AW I R A, PR ) A 1 E R TSI EAT 1 /N B A SR, AR A 0 1 4 SR e ik
SRR RAATURR, R IR . AREFHAT TIEUMIE S A0 R BRI LR FF S AT )
B RO, B ARAA A 296 4y, H IS EE 5T A B H A 358, kR inl 45 2005 1%
HERSAl . ] SPSS25.0 A1 Mplus8.0 #4745 ¥ J7 R R ARG 565 .

1 296 A RFEA R, MERILLA L A EL 67.6%; F#FEAEFTE 18~25 ¥, IR 26~30 ¥, 4
515 b 75.37%F1 17.23%, 31~40 % (5 5.7%, 41~50 % 5t 1.7%; DAKEAASRHRIRE 722 5 3240 5l o b
61.15%H1 33.11%. (&AM E 17 EAR M FEAML GO, TR EAEA H 58 A2 A I AE 4
/NEFRA B S H B 35.8% m T A P IKT, Hko 3~4 /NI LE 23.3%, 2~3 /N EE 21.99%, 1~2
/NEF B 16.89%, ANF 1 /NET & EE R 2.02%:  REAH OG- AL A AR B AE 7 AN AN, SR
WEERPY, HRAERRIBAT NEIRE NS, —F U LA R RREH B SRR IEENAT .

32. WREESHE

3.2.1. BiFEETF o

AT IR R YR A E A SRR, IR T & MBS, BRI 5 MR
B 21 MINESER DL — N AR RN E SR bR, A Mplus8.0 73 # B0t & 78 A8 & K LI B 4R R AT I IE
PER T4, ERRARAEL R AR T 0.6 AT E I, ARFEAE RS I35 KL (M) X AR A 4T 3 (2 52
2 EGFNL E/ME, 2011), IREGHSIEAR R L LME. Z1EE P ERA S R LR 1, W
B BEFRAREIIEAR o

Table 1. Fit indicators of CFA
= 1. MERBHEEIER

& AR bR KRB (L) R AR &
X3df 1<x¥df<3 1.475 e
CFI >0.9 0.970 %t
TLI >0.9 0.960 iy

RMSEA <0.08 0.040 iy
SRMR <0.08 0.034 iy
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3.22. EEMYMERE

ARAE A T 7 B 45 3, i SPSS25.0 %t 7 R AU BRI AT EEMERAT /b, 4R IL%E 2. i
RIGFREAEAG WA M EFA5 L Cronbach’s o REHEIT 0.6 AT LIEZAN, HRDERMOERD
Cronbach’s o Z%1(0.72)#KT 0.7 BOREEAE, RPSERMOEREGER S MR EER AN —8E. %
B EMH RIS CR Al AVE ALK R: 1T E AVE R SE K TiZ8 & S5 HAh B B 25, ¥

R B A IR G U AN X 7 20

Table 2. Reliability and validity test results

=2 EEMYEREER

Ak

MR ST 0.763
FGRAWT 0.807
AT AR S B
SME 0.768
PR SC 0.573
BEEE SA 0.745

Cronbach’s o

2H K
fa %
CR
0.766

0.814
0.797

0.600
0.747

s
2%
AVE
0.523

0.525
0.576

0.431
0.496

ST
0.723
0.067

0.083

0.223
0.167

WT

0.725

0.07

0.228
0.411

X7 2%

SMF

0.759

0.497
—0.137

SC

0.657
—-0.07

SA

0.704

TE: XA AZ AVE JFIRS

3.3. RigKLE

3.3.1. EEBBMP YRS

RIS, B4 T FERRL, 78 Mplus8.0 mhxt A AR BEATAG 36, < FH A 25 &% 1E 1 40 F
Bootstrap 5 5 & HURE 5000 7K, 115 95% 1 B 15 X ] . BEALL A& 45 B0 A bt : x%/df = 1.39, CFI = 0.976,
TLI =0.968, SRMR =0.039, RMSEA =0.036. H/r 8 NALK 1] SEM B{ A2 RE 4 UL 3, BRI
ma B AR I . BURAE RAR A, 9ROC R B B IR IR (B = 0.199, P <0.05), 5556 F 3 IE M50
FEARAS (B = 0.455, P < 0.001), 4B AT LLIE [l TRINEE S 4T R EE (B = 0.249, P < 0.001). T Ui,
WA H1. H2. H5 753 34F .

Table 3. SEM mediation effect test results

%< 3. SEM T R I6 45 R

DV v Estimate S.E. Est./S.E. P-Value
ST 0.202" 0.097 2.083 0.035
> WT 0.228" 0.103 2.202 0.028
ST 0.199" 0.077 2.574 0.019
SA WT 0.455™ 0.07 6.513 0.009
sC -0.228"™" 0.097 —2.345 0.000
SB SA 0.249™ 0.071 3.504 0.000

e DV FoRGE AR IV R WINAS &, “FR P<0.05,

“HKR P <001, "ER P <0.001.

R8s RIA 4, FE5RK AR PRIRS LRI RE T, IR SR A J5 BN AN i 24
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BIRE, PRIENA 95% 8 (5 X [-0.127, —0.006] AN 75 0, 15t WA FEHE A B FR A28 55355 FE 989 RN
PSR RE R, TN PR R A 5 B RN AN S 20 B, PRIE A 95% B {7 X [F][-0.155, —0.003]
A0, ULHARREE AR A RN . FET b, AW AB I H3a Al H3b Aar. 7E 355 K R

AR, B3R E(C, = 0.199, C,” = 0.455)3) kT M BUNAH (Cy = 0.153, C, = 0.403), B faJ434k
N5 BN T AAE R, AR Zhao S5 A BB RS 56 45 2R (Zhao, Lynch, & Chen, 2010), &8 AR 7E 555
Fe RN PEAEAS FE I 5 W el R vp R 4 55 40 1 Fh ) %887 (comipetitive mediation) (5K W5, %13l , 2022), Bl
VRN A BOREAE FSOA A7 [ 5 M RE AR A B, ) 559 5 55 O 28 0] RE 2 285 B4 1) A ) B M) 2850

3.3.2. PWHHMEKE

AHIF TR FH v 1 1 45 ¥4 75 F23: (latent moderated structural equations, LMS)AS 568 5 248, MR 4 77 A
TRASBERIBE T (O 7, RSB, 2018), TSR IR AN SR I E R R A S L, B AL A R bR S
MR AR —3, BT LMS AR G FEds, FIbiER AIC. BIC T H, JEHERIA AIC =
8883.201, BIC =8906.558, H. AIC F1 BIC i#k/NE LT .

Table 4. Breakdown of total, direct and mediating effects

T4 BHN. BEEMNEPNYSER

BCBootstrap 95% ClI
DV v Path Point Estimate S.E.
Lower Upper
BHEHN o
(WT—SA) 0.199 0.076 0.057 0.357
ST [ETEE25 42 B ~ ~
(ST—~SC—SA) 0.046 0.028 0.127 0.006
PER A 0.153" 0.074 0.013 0.303
SA
IEEZ3 IV
(WT—SA) 0.455 0.071 0.318 0.595
WT ETEE23 9N
0. 0.036 0. 0.
(WT—SC—SA) 0.052 0.155 0.003
SEdE 0.403™ 0.069 0.264 0.537
482 688
scl || sc2
N =]
682\ 720 5i8/901
A _’ 69575 ooo 0.202¢ 5¢ /" scl [«—495
_378_> / \0199* 0288*** 7” 47516

\ - 703—* sel | «— 506

649—> 0.249%5+
\ / .
455+ -0.288%%*
wt sllwe_
399 —> 775 /

.486_> 4’—717” 0.228* —> <901

.794 72:/ §58
369 —» «

Figure 1. Modified SEM theoretical model
1. f&IEfRHY SEM IRipHEA]
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R, KA

BB IO ST AR, AT AR AIC = 10991.158, BIC =11208.889, MfEhrit KT
FEAERE Y M, T BH ST R T R A 1 A EE o Bl g5 R R oR, AT AR ELF AC B STSMF (P = 0.463)
A WTSMF (P = 0.058)[) P {E KT 0.05, W TN A R . Bk, 22 B4R S 085 280N A 23,
W FefB 5 Haa Al HAb AR OT

A XA S EARARR HEAT B IR, fEDF OB SR AR AR DL N R R AR R, RA B IR
RS RIS 25 115 1 s A SR AR AR ] 1

4. RS R
4.1 #HZXFR: BEXAFEMTHELEESR

WHEARRN], SROC R MR RRIE ST ), 5950 MR R RS LR 1], BISC AR50 BEBR T 5 1%
AT REEOR, HES R KA R T oG R BEFIRH, SRR LIRS TE Z AR,
X R IR 2R 2 18] AN AL T ) AR TE T 2 NN R TE 17 FORIRIE A R, 50K AR 2 IR 58 2 S0 i)
AR G RALBE R $RRRTTRIRT BAESF & (Haythornthwaite, 2002), AT LI 3 AL A2 8
R ECERZ R B ANFT G SR R, R SEATNERTH T 4R P S AR SSR AR AR &
KRR, KA 2 [ R 2 B g, 5 2 Wi p mr RE B/, PRI 0% AR B PR3 A R
B, PP AERRIRAT B AOR, U 2 55 5% AR AN 5l 2 B AT BRI AR I X RS B R e 5 2
MR T 220 6 5 IR R R AR R B B 7B S8 317 8. SRR R Z AT D)
HAZUIRIE 2 OISR RAFAE TAE R — AT &, TR AT G 8] DL 5 B R
FEASEEUE B RAEIEANAIE; SRR ELRRTHR—T 6, A HHEIRANRRE R ST
BB R EMAES FEER R WA, 98K RAEARFRRIE DL AT LIS DAZERR S, 99K A
) 5 20 AR FR RS ST M R

4.2. HZMA: FEFBBHAOBAA

WETE A A F5R A AE 8 95 5% BN PR RS L M R A8 1 52 M BT B2, 933 R R
IR PR AR A A RE LA oL, U AR S AR P (5 52 50 RN G452 R R AR T 249 X T 5
RERUL, FEAERAR B 558 5C R ARSI T AL 3 BRI ()RR 77, 10 55 9% 2% 2 1) B AR S A A AL
%, BRI R M AL G4 1 Sy, BrRim % Tomoc R, DILLEY 5550 Z P /e 2% A I (8] RS /)
B 3G $8 458 A (1 58 S A vh A A P 2 R RO R A B ) UM PR PR S T, SR A, T 0
AR OB, BRI — 0 9 59 K R X RS L IR R . bl WL, B R o e
RAMMAZFT R, HRBEEE NN, AT ARAETRME &, SR 6 BRI R 7 29 ™
[RIAKE J3, 2448 B (IR (] FOKS J7Bici i 22 BB JEml K e Ja Bl 1P A9 #R A Rt ) Tt i, L4
AT NP B IR

43 #HZER: LAREBERTTARERIEE

MRS BAE Y — R S 25 23 B P AR SR B A o S5 RSB, AR AC IR A SR TR 5
KA FEARZS L MM AR R B A R T PE S BRIV 95 95 5% 5068 $R A5 T IO U AR AN 2 32 AR A 1
R i SRR . RS FAERTFU PR, 3 A SRS B IR AR R ) EORIE T ANLUZ i AR A Fr)Z
I, AFAEASPERESS 55 S T IR R AZAT RO, 2019). ~F & REFRAT AR AL ARG B IAT R
B, BN AU (k. £55L, 2023), HMABRRRMERE, FERBEVE—ERE
BT AR AR SRR B, AL SR T TN RS R T AR SR ERAE A U
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RS, KA

I, RN SRR EBERRT AL —, BRESERRICRIGRANLE, MEHS T
REP RS S A rE . 5888 RS T R AR Bk, AW TN O P AR e S 1 TS o T B 0 52 4
R, JCHORAER A, X — Rl ELIC ™ I TRV b,  RES AR A T & D 2R R AL S A A4,
AT H B AR L, AT P TT  B A AL AR RG24 2 SR 2L AR R, AR A
AN DRE , FRAATIREA S BAR KB #

I 73T 55 5% AR AN 55 K RN AR S BRAARCT S RRAR BRI, R DR 5558 R A R T R RS
HOR BRI AR RS A . — 7T, #AZBAR R RS R RAH AN TS, SRAD T Eh 53— AR s
REIARAE T, PRI SE 5 R IR Rl BVF AT U R SO 22 T SE A S SR R I 4 . 53— D TN TP
FEAAZYRAAAE Y A BN R JEAL S R R B — B ISR L, WA R AR 452 5 A AR S AR 1Y
HOE M E AN AN, BB P G R AT R 2 R Gz m, -~ & SR g R
A R, P2 SRR S AR BAE, DUHCRRRHEIRAT N
WA . DIk, RDP AT B RS 59 50 RO HGZ B BORIK R 59 6 R AVAEES, MBI xR B Ol
o HR, BETHSRANTGREEEE AR, BVFRT LR RS (5 255 R ok
A AR AIE B

WETAFAE SRR YE . B TR I 85 & R I 5k B e B2 SO P R 4RAT Ao o B 28, (HAA
PGSR BIATARE A T2t — P T IR R T AR ST SRR AR RIE TR — PSR H
U WETURRHERX SR, ZEHPAE 40 B UUT IHEERA, X BRI S G AT YRR &, 8]
R ASE R, P B RTINS B AR B A S, DR R T A 1R K LU
LR AT BIALAC AR T P 5 5 BB T AT G R WE FE 0 S RN I A 5%

e HE

TLIME WS AR S S BB THRITI B T30 0C R85 50 R (1 R 22 AL L S AT B AT e 787 (B
Hom'5: KYCX22_2747).
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