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Abstract

Background: The experience of the network platform is an important factor to determine the user’s
continued use of this application. At present, the evaluation tools for user experience are mostly
developed abroad and lack test data in Chinese context. Little Red Book APP is one of the popular
online platforms for young people, so it is of practical significance to evaluate its user experience.
Purpose: Based on Little Red Book APP, this paper explores the suitability of the Chinese version of
the USE questionnaire in China and the user experience status of Little Red Book APP. Methods: A
total of 1076 college students (911 valid subjects, 446 male and 465 female) were selected nation-
wide. Exploratory factor analysis (EFA) and confirmatory factor analysis (CFA) were used to test the
dimensional structure of USE questionnaire, and correlation reliability and validity were tested to
further analyze the user experience of Little Red Book APP. Conclusion: 1) Item 16 of the USE ques-
tionnaire is deleted, and a new three-dimension Chinese version of the USE questionnaire is formed
by re-clustering and naming, which shows good suitability in the context of Chinese local culture. 2)
The user experience evaluation of Little Red Book APP is high, and there are significant differences
between users of different genders, time of use and frequency of use. Users who are male and use
the APP for longer and more frequently have a better user experience.
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2023 42 H 6 H, HESFEIAKR (Fia i E w9 s) Wahda . JATEHES) R T H P ARS 1™
JRAEAS RN R 224K AR €1S09241-210 ABLACH.. AL LREZA [ Prbndt) M€ 3 P iRie 2
AP RGBSR 7 B RN, BRI PR AT AR R AV S A R B
i A, AEBFRALOIRRNL . AT AR .

FEREE BT A BRI RIOR,  DUSRVE SR Y R Al 1R KL R 45~ 6 6 By 28 5 O e 31 8 50 S B A AF:
A HER O ies . Mt MO EECr B o R[] M QIEE M AR . R
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KV ERERE. BT AR EIPE b, W8 ol i A7, TR RS 2 08 [ S g, shz

r [ A R
BT A ARIERI 28T &, IRTUH SORRE S R 56 5 3R 0 38 A 3 o 22 R 5 B s XU
SO

2. BRSNS GRIR
2.1. APPSR RERRR

FENE OB Z R ENE « B2 U PR RN — AR BN R R —, RS~
i LA R BT AR RS . Bk UL, RIS ELRE PR S T R, IR S . AP
WS, S — MRV ARAE . DRI, Al 75 B F P ke, 3 Ik AN T o5t 7= i v R P L
B, $EErE R RS J[2]. FER AR RSP RRRN, 5 UIE G ORI & B -
RIS, LT R SRER 2 (0 F P ARG AR [3] . TERXAN I R FAR(E R RS RSS) . FR(H P IE S
A FRRFAE A5) LA B A FH BR B8 40 2 5 M FH AR 56 1) O B R 2%

AR F P ARSS H S ARG RG,  FH P R SS BoA EUBOR I 0, BRI T F P ARG (g &, %R
UAE B R[4, 5 DL & 7 v M AT, IR 5 S R R B VAL A P R S S RS, R
FE DI RE T TH RS [5]. 40 Young Seok Lee JE i 7] 25 18 & AU R IEHT 7T 4 NI FHLH AR5, 250K
PEFENEHEINAE CHTFHURMEH, R0 FI Rt 26 R1[6]. Hitatt A EHRES
FR 225 B P P ARG - 2 2R 4 R 12k B (System Usability Scale, SUS) [7], % &% B A T E A+ 11551
FER 6 K08 (P WL T30 i IR) o BRUEAh, K2 ET 3R 32 E A ], 5= v [ AR 38 FH 1 (A5 R0
K90 s o AR T B A A H R AR IERANE CER R, B FEOME S Rz ANEIFIA 4T [8]

22. MBFERARPEERXHSR

P2 G — N TR MBS, HAETTENARE, 5%, a5 iE R,
Fr—HOINEARIA L, KR G 2 Oy — Mok 26 _EA2 5 2 T MR & &2t s vl =
R SROERARS MR T A IE[L0JNET AL, FMZCT G SONEERM . P K
5N LEREEE B BARMT G L5 S0 H A &, BER TS TE . iR Gt
FPGEMAE EHAR MG R AR, MG —IARE O BUEERR YA,
RIS — RIIRG, UENPTARRRLES. el BT, ABHTHh “M%T6 7 2
CAR 28 3k iR, FIURRSEOR, @Ml APP 5553, $ROELME B ROy O —FiRk S R4t it
RALHE . BOR. TWYIRSGRAERSS, PN BN TR R, BONE SR S SR

AT, BN PRI E AR, BB EIREETS, aniRTH R A
PR R A — M IBY)75 EMR ORI IR AR [11] o F P R M1 S IOAT N Ak, WEFE RS L ARG 547 0
B TR N I R THR AR, i R AR FRE T, SRR RHEMR S . SAWT
Bon, WZF ST RHER DU R IR iR . FREELF . A e, NWAFE . B
SE[12]0 XUBE[13]H F LB 2E . NS SCRARAT N U R A 3 S5 BEAR S Al X FH P A B8 3t AT 0T 9
e AR E . 5 R B ST e R ERE DA K S 5 R B 5 3 s R R PO BN, AR A PO
BARYS 54 DTG R LR . AR AR A, B A 52 R 2 AT Mk SRR AL 7 o BEARES: ST SR B T
B5edr . BB ARG G L TR 0BT R, BIKE P fmEro®, HoosE s s
708, RIS OB S BN 7 A RAE AT, AT W 2% 7 5 (KR . X SR FE8E T 1 [0
R, R RR R RS M A 2R, (R DX [ A 21 6 19 AR 364 A 1 5 08 AT
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M. EEXT MGG, Fofh BAAT TR TR A, HHME. #EE. 5 M & (usefulness,
satisfaction, and ease of use, USE) /& iz FH s /0o B 5 5 V3047 A4 [15] o ASHIE 706 4 S 3047 00 & T 2L 1
I FH A6 (VLT VR A IR -

2.3. INTH APP BUHE LS

CONAS APPSR AN E B R IOV B AR RN P s B S T A
AT CAES & FAE R SRS 1 0 G, 0 D % 20 N 45 07 ) SE g 5 5 R i S5 2 i)
IO, ] LATE R & T4 BIA[16]. /NPT 2013 FIES B2k, R —ERE], P RO
% 1500 Ji[17]. B s iR S, /NI APP /£ 2023 £ 4 H, ©4HA T 530 F#E, 3102
F, Hodr—o 2RI N5 50%, S ANECA 4300 5, T BB _ETE A 30%, HE—2B ARk TR AR .
BEE F P AR B KA & 2 0 R 8, /N1 APP BLEVBE B P AR B EAT S AE IS &A1 AT o
P LOEE S B M= B O F IR LA R[]

HAET, ANEPER AR, Hiz B, T s 8 sk LR P A& 1) A 25 1R 32 31
Kbk ) EALFIRE 5T . AR Z e, VA ZF 2R EES T B FRH[18] LS s i) “ FHEER”
5P B BRI, REUGHIRTT NS APP HIRIh KL PR R 12 S ER . TR ARAE[19]
PUNL B 5551 6 K PR BE il iz G AN B B2 a0 B AR, R B B R~ S Rl
BRI S A e U . 3G AR[20]) 5 X6 /NEE A5 ) FH PR VEREAT T T R I (s FH ST 18 2RISR
FAFFAE AR A RERETER, et — DO gt PR R TE . RIEAR . IR EE[218 ) Rk
XN S APP BT AT, ALIRATRE RS AN 1Z S B R T B I PRI, I RN TR AR
F A58 J7 TH AL ANAN I o IX LERIFF0 B 22 i 22355 25 (1) A1 BE A3 AT /NEL S APP FH PHARTG:, ik = 00 BE 2%

A NS E A
L5 TR, A SIS T /N P 447 G RO, 4R USE i 35 Hh SCRAS 1 o [ A 5 280vE I e

ki@ e

3. fIRG*

3.1. FAEEHR

AW FUR 7 (F HUOREE [ ) 5 AR R b 48 R S SR AR 1076 44, MR 165 47 B4 25 il 45
— 3G 911 AN A, A B EE N 84.67%, FHort 53w 446 44, Lotk 465 44, AR VEHI7E 18~23
B2 0] K FTUSCEE I BE 2 s N4y, SR —ER 4 455 I, Stk 223 44, Lotk 232 %, FIA] SPSS26.0
XF USE [ & 8E47 30 H /0 SRR R R M (EFA); 28 34> 456 1314, Bk 223 44, 4k 233 4,
F SPSS26.0 5 Am0s24.0 X 25— 43 (AR AL AT 36001 14 IR 25 43 BT (CFA) BA B AR A5 250 B2 BOARL 6, AR I A
B EBE . HeAh, ANHEFOER B 8 BEAREEAT T PRSI BR 23T, FEBERLPEIL 60 &8k, ik
ABATITERI IR S 58 il 45 R ) 5 FRORAES A 8 1A T 3 DS 20 Hr o

32. fARIR

3.2.1. BRAM. #HEE. SBHE%E(Usefulness, Satisfaction, and Ease of Use, USE)

Arnie Lund 2001 & 1H T USE, 330 NI, A T3RECE M@ AN H). HHEQLANEH). 5
SR (4 AN B )RR T ASEE)UANEEE (SR FTE 8 E YR E MR, EH 7 9 Likert 24007
g5, ML AREARRE)R] 7 AER FE) [15]. gl 5T RAEEE . RS 1HERE. SRRSO
P OV E NS, ATHT R REBIN LT G BRI RISV o
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3.2.2. BRG T H 1483 (System Usability Scale, SUS)

SUS & B I3 7 6 72 BT F A W0 . John Brooke T+ 1986 4EJT & IL &%, JHEH4E)G
HAR[7] JEIRRRAS AR AT (S BUZ &, HERoR TIE Z 5k S (0.7 < r < 0.9). HIRATZER
HEAT L BRI B (R ST R B, SUS 19 o 250 0.850 [22]. il 35 25 o] LURSE BRI B 78 9 AT 18 0k, &
FYEH 7z, 2% FFEFHMEM. 2020 4 Wang 55 AU 45 3047 7 o OSCRA BT, BirA 1 H #9
BATCIE X, IE B BT W] SE e 54T 2E[23]. SR Likerts &%, K10 4M%H, “HEWAREEZE” 15,

“AEEFE” 545, a RECH 0.840. 3508k, 2R A ] PR . BRI A B N Rk
TR, A58 E A E S EIE 0~4. TE [ E 1A ME R BRI 2 1, &I E My
fEAE 5 IR EEIE s FTE R H AL EAR G 3R UL 2.5 1531 SUS SR A5, MEEH7E 0~100 [23].
FEAB T, WS SUS 1 o REUZ 0.818, H4E AR )4, Kl USE 1) 365 ) BOhR A0

3.3 BIF5ENE

RBFIO USE FIBHATRIE S %, BRI F: 2ok, Mpi4iE S S5 m 4 B s
S0 R ) A ) SRR R S BUR, th— 4 D RO A = 0 B A 5 5L 04
MR, TRV SOGB4 B SR 0 oh SO R B P — 4
B G JEURR 25 1 ] P B 0L AT LR HT, R AT MRS 88 U K 10 BN F5 APP A
P %, FUETEE, BRSO USE 1%,

4. BRI RGR
4.1. TREIS#7

B, XA (n = 4SE)UH S i, SRR WA H 5 A ARSE 0.01 KF EIB R,
R AR ML T 0.660~0.855 2 [a]. JRJa, HRAEEDXFEAIATRARHEF , K200 Tal Ja 27%0 73 %)
RINFE R H GRS H, FERAREARALE 30 N H (0 BEATHOLAEA t R0 [24]. S5 RRWIMALFEAALE
30 Ml H A0 ¥ 22 5 53 (p < 0.001) . HIILE . *POCHR USE BRAERANEH LRI RIFHIX 2

fet.
4.2. REMEEST

AW FEH KMO = 0.978, Bartlett’s BRI 45 FaRIA B E KT (/= 13597.778, df = 435, p <
0.001), XFMIAHT TR A FIMAAEA, &G AT IR ZR MR F 5087 (Exploratory Factor Analysis, EFA) [25].
EIl, AWK A A EAT R, JRE eI R A T K TT 2. N T E R R EeR,
BATCHEE R T 1 AE K. DHAgs R R, @H USEL6 7TE& -+ L ffi /N T 0.4, ik Acs]
FANMERE R I, AHE TR H USEL6, HWHREA Y 29 /N8 H BT 8 R R IER R b, KR ME
FH 32 1y o 7 VBB EUR 2R, A F e K 5 22 7 VAT it 29 AN H 18 R 3R 7 ZE B D 0.565~0.797,
RAGHEUH =AEEROLE 1), BRMR B RN 72.415%. 3 TEAMFZE T8 EETERGS, KK
e o) A FTE: ST TS A TGRSR BT E ) b) S MRS b
F, RBMERGE = 2 Al T HCAF T A s cOBRRE R P Y sl B BB 0 2 T RO B R (52 1)

4.3. IEYEZES T

RAERBIER TS5 A, AR TON S8 3B FEAR R (n = 456) 74T 4 ik 4 K 3 23 #iT (Confirmatory
Factor Analysis, CFA), &4 =/ANA KA FEE .
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Figure 1. EFA scree plot of USE questionnaire
[ 1. USE iE) B IR E R R S iEaE

Table 1. Results of EFA of USE questionnaire
# 1. USE BIERFEME RS IER

W OKEE REAG FE(H sEge 0N
HE1 FHH% 18.139 31.372 31.372
1 0.702 0.760 USEL EAE IR TAEEA AL
2 0.721 0.805 USE2 BRI TAEE A Y s
3 0.708 0.604 USE3 ‘& &4 Hff
4 0.703 0.728  USE4 ‘&45 3 2 fiias DL BEAR IS h O 25 300 5l
5 0.756 0.750 USES “& A 3R AE WS TN 5 1 576 1l B A ) 21
6 0.638 0.740 USE6 fili I, &394 1 A [A]
7 0.741 0.645 USE7 ‘&l 2 F M 7 5K
8 0.595 0.656 USES & ] AT FI B e o 5 1
HE2 Aok 1.836 22.998 54.37
9 0.775 0.748 USE9 B4 %Mt
10 0.777 0.766 USE10 ‘& 48 i 5
11 0.656 0.592 USELL ‘&2 Fl F A4
12 0.569 0.548 USE12 % 3R EE st il e 2/ b IR
13 0.689 0.618 USE13 ‘&2 R i
14 0.746 0.755 USE14 fi F 2k A 3 1<
15 0.716 0.761 USEL5 %A B, e e
17 0.659 0.571 USELT7 /- 4 FTR R R T O P R B e
18 0.565 0.509 USE18 iy, & ar Lotk H2 5 bk 5 ok
19 0.758 0.736 USE19 X AR AT LA Dy s H &
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B %
Continued
20 0.792 0.787 USE20 e r] LR # 24 {f H &
21 0.785 0.761 USE21 % Gy ic A il &
22 0.761 0.772 USE22 ST R2 5)
23 0.785 0.751 USE23 R AT LAAGRE R E T
FHE3 WEE 1.026 18.045 72.415
24 0.769 0.655 USE24 X B ii=
25 0.733 0.698 USE25 Feos it e 4 I K
26 0.761 0.614 USE26 18 FH 2 kAT i
27 0.777 0.737 USE27 & LR T IEE I 7 X TAE
28 0.797 0.695 USE28 ‘B {R 1iF
29 0.784 0.678 USE29 R/E R ZMA T
30 0.783 0.609 USE30 fifi AT R4 Atk

Table 2. The main fitness index of USE questionnaire
% 2. USE alE = E AR

£ 751 HHE (A1) NFI {8 IFI TLI & CFI 18 RMAES {# GFI {#

3.823 0.901 0.925 0.918 0.925 0.079 0.807

B 2 W1, A/df 4 3.823, EARKT 3, (HEKR/NT 5, HEEARKK, ARSI AT
3K; RMSEA 4 0.079, /T 0.08, BNHEAR; GFI A 0.807, KT 0.8, fili 22 K; NFI A 0.901, KT 0.8,
BONEAE; CFI 4 0.925, KT 0.8, BoNHA; IFI 0925, KT 0.8, BOANHEAH; TFI 4 0918, KT
0.8, BUNHIM, BIHLE RLT.

1.4, fEEESHT

AR BT R (1) = 4R, ARHIF AN 28 8B o IRE ARSI AT B R, R ER, SERERHE
BB — 2 R B (o) ¥ T 0.900, = ANEFERILAEE 74 0.938. 0.969 F10.954, & inEHE15E
4 0.984 (L7 3). e 1a 45 [ B ME o 0.733.

Table 3. The reliability analysis of USE questionnaire
# 3. USE BI&EE 7

S5 e b B Alpha (o) HEERE AH
HHTE 0.937 0.938 8
= ot 0.968 0.969 14
R 0.954 0.954 7

Iry) o AR 0.981 0.984 29
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4.5. MBS

451 BAWE

BEANTEAR R0 R H R T SRR T 0.7, IX RV EA L P J i AR 5 Ty B A O AR, 18
T BATE TS . BEAh, R MR R T 22 R (AVE)EAK T 0.5, M HAGMEE(CR)E I
PRT 0.8, RUIFEREARH HLAH[26]

4.5.2. LI

BT USE [m & EAH Fe R o0 v = A4 RE, RIRR ZE LR IR 6 5 & DR 2 I AH OC R30S AN ) R 2R )
PIAR R E. SR ER, AR RS [AAFETE B 3E 1 IEA 5¢(0.913~0.929), #ilH EA 1L [F & 1
— AN BRI . [FIRE, AR 2 AL R S P DA (0.803~0.861), ¢ I AE 44 i S ELAE ST N BB A
H[24]. H, BATEBFFLE LA, H TR USE 17145 14516 3408 R 4T .

453, MIFE
AHFFLEH SUS BRI NS, MAF USE 14575 8 2% 48 B AL 0 45 115 70 5% s 155> 2R
F P IEAIE(r 4 = 0.870, 1 anpe = 0.852, 1 e =0.832, 1 =0.891), Ut B &R bR AL R I o

4.6. SBIERELSR

fEREITJE 1) USE MG THES REIR, AR, B2, WEE =4EHEHKT 5 0 hIEE AW
B, 7 NAEREHR), HXHNAS APP [ A AR AR G o

AFEMERE USE W& B0 55465 L2 RBEE, N APP B M AR 2 &= T
LHE(F w5, 0100 = 17.282, p < 0.001, 77 = 0.019; F s, 010) = 6.712, p = 0.01, 5’ = 0.008; F wsste(1, 010) =
23.351, p<0.001, n, = 0.026; F WL, 910) = 26.173, p < 0.001, n, = 0.029).

AR FHARZAE USE I8 F I SR E 2 R R, R & 0 F 452 T AR A
(EIFH ' (F s, o10) = 6.712, p = 0.01, 772 = 0.083; F s, o10) = 17.987, p < 0.001, 72 = 0.058).

A4 FH I 1) 55 66 FH 433 7E USE 1745 93 (F o, o10) = 2.118, p = 0.026, 7} = 0.021) 5% VELEFE (Fo, 010 =
2,509, p=0.008, 75 =0.025) LA HAFM R, RIH —BhEi@s: SRR — AL, AR
4S5y &, ARSI P AR 0K 40 ARy — R — IR, A3 N () g P AR 56 A5 5 (2
e 1A T TR 1

5. i
5.1. =FH3Chi USE [al&/EIT 54018

HICHR USE & f 0T H 70 B iBon &8 H 5 B B A SGAE 0.679~0.752 2 18], Rl 5 27%r I/ 4110
MR R AL, PRALREALE 30 ML H S E R B (p < 0.001), RIVHEHHIX . KH]
TR HEN BRAATIRRVEE R 2, BH 16 BIZR ffi T 0.40, 128 HREy “rEf AR,
WBA KIVEMA—Z , BEPEUESE, ES5EEENER, AMFaRZHPEANRRR IS,
DRl e 128 H F B o 3 X ORBR 10 29 AN H BEAT 38 IR R ML 7404, SR ER, BRI=AE R4,
SRR DAL TN 72.415%,  HL2 DR Z xR H T ARER I e SCRR LU — B8, e i 44 LIRS
b, EFrar AR RE M. BAEREE =R

AHIT UK TS 55 = 0 0 REAR R BEAT SR PR R R b, SRS R 7 RERE A T 3%, SR R S PRl ot
TICHR USE R =R R S5 B S48 b, S DU SR8 A 2 7 BRI E . B ISR AU
%, IRFF GO AR
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5.2. £F/AH APP A PEFKAISEIESHT

REAXT N AS APP H RS A, & AERE ) 7 #2018 « RE/NELAS APP I 6 /ML 45
) B AR AR B AN R P A T o X S5 R A AR —2[13] .

REVIRATF, KRE—BOAN: (1) MEAGHERE: /N APP A5 YR I FH - EAGORIR Be HEFE 5%,
REE AR F P (0 0GR 52 G 04T R S35, P HERE O R (1) A 25 AR o, 32 v 18 R ISR SR . (2) 4
RZHEF): ML APP 2—MEAS G, HA U SHAMA B, = H LR MER, W7 He
MHEERMS K, 35T HPRE. (3) A S Bih: N1 APP FRIH & i v E b, 5 T,
S P AT DR AR G SRR E S, B T RIMERI R I& B . BRIk, /N APP I M HE
i AACEZ) . F SRR R ARUE S T, B TR RIS A, BON— AN SO A
ARG EHFYIN

TEPER b, /NEAS APP [ 53 P b Aot P SR B SR A (0 F P ARG . AN N AR E S S
B A EEA T EEXTHRTW. FANES). &S Mg SIIRIHEE M, Nt APP 75
J2 TR FH AR 5655 7 T B R A S M, AF & K2 B P s 2 s 4. Hal, (51 APP
5 A bl oy 3:7 e A [27], et AR /N 45 APP B TR B 2k, REEORUBMEIL I N R R IA LR,
WRFENAAS APP A AS AN EN DR, FrULAH P RIS E R B S s XN R R /AL APP
TR ST RE S b BT IR RSS2 . A BRI Lot B P 3 i B R S

A5 PR [R] o A PR AT e 1 R P 6 /N2 APP I PR IRV e i SR VTR AR (1) BARAREE:
RS G AT m i P 6 /NS APP G TH . DhRESS S IN#AE, RSB E D s B A ThRE,
NI PRI VEN B o (2) FRERERSS: AEFR A, A m i P EE L A, R T 2 R
0%, AT AN NG SJBRIARE, A s TR VEr . (3) R TR K 3 AR I A9 1)
OB /NS APP IR T EZIE R BRI ES), e TMATR, AT 5/ APP [ I 5 FI1E
RIS, I RIS PN TR . Rz, B PRCR R FARLS, AT RE SR /NS APP AL
MR, MR APP VY. (4) ANl xF T8 A s i P R i, s RN (] S5 00 ik %2,
RN RBEE, B/ PGB R; T T AR ok, HEEMIANREERD,

S AR 1R .
6. &hip

AHFFREJREA USE G5 16 MG, JLE T 20 MBH, EHRAKE ML, U7 #IH k.
BHE R =AYER R OOR USE W6 ZHERER . U8, SSHEH, fFaillisin,
FErR B @ MG I, AT R RS al R BTN F . ARKFT/NELAS APP JURAS B St Sk
A P A LR PR P I ) 5 4 AR B P AR SRR L, RIS RO N T RAR it 1 SR AU R
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