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Abstract

With the development of artificial intelligence and other technologies, algorithmic advertising has
become an integral part of social media platforms. Algorithmic ads bring unprecedented custom-
ized experiences to users based on personalized data such as user interests, behaviors, and needs.
However, the impact of privacy boundaries of algorithmic ads on ad effectiveness remains under-
studied. Based on the theory of communicative privacy management, this paper explores the impact
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of data sources of algorithmic advertisements on users’ attitudes toward advertisements and plat-
forms, and examines the mediating role of the sense of privacy vulnerability. By quantitatively an-
alyzing the data from 350 valid questionnaires, this paper finds that algorithmic advertisements
based on data external to the platform trigger negative user advertisements and platform attitudes
through the mediating role of the sense of privacy vulnerability.
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1. 5|8

B N TR RE R R AR MR R,  DOERCH M T SR FIE ) 25 A I S 5 AR AL A8 1Ak
FEMRENZ N BRSNS A SR SR R SER SRR AT AR A s, HEARYE A
HA R AR ARG AR RS, AIMHRTHE e T KRR . BET EEHZ 2IE s M 1S k. (H
Bl 5 4 28 SR AN A5 ISR A VA F SRR RA AR 2 AR ST, H P MR RS R T T
Cloudwards &A1 (2022 FHIEREFAGL T FLHaR) Rffah, HA AR KN NIRRT &
211 ZH0H P BN SS AT AT B P S, RN AR A P A S R I R R B AR I E R, A
RS- & P IEREIN R =, 2 5ZH 8B G IG5 2] FETSBER PN ANERER
W FRICTET G N R R TR S R TR E R N T
P A AU AR AEDCRC RS, #1587 & R RRIE I B T B FEWSCAR A F A P s, o AN ARl
FAR R B3] <8 AARES: ” A A b AT BRI R B S, X5 E M I B i g, R,
FATHART G 1R S BRI CRIE T & WEH 5 H A BRVEAI G R, Qs e FH - U
(B AA T P RN F P 5 1 6 07 T B i R, R ) i ORI E A . RRRRTEA
MR HIESR T, M5 FEIER— &AL RN, &l Fscs R g 5o i P o ks
i, X P AR SR S R R . Ak, B RARE SR I A P B N A AE R A R
AT ITE BB BOIRAS, M) S ORI B AT R R R (4] (B 5 BRI S e FARE 55 /& 2 M OC &R
WIANERE, AR BRRL IS EAE T S A RIE S P S X — T R 2 RIS R i R R k. Rk,
WETRRAER T - SRS B AT, R 2 BB AR I8 I B RA NG 55 8ot FH P 245 B2 (1 A1z 2

4 KAWO (BHE) KA (2023 FHE#AZHARFGFam ) I B, #2022 F 12 5, REMR
BT 10.67 14, FHAAHAZ AR FNES SR R 95.13%, A1 AS AR - BEARE K[5]. Lk, A
SCUAE AR AR AS AR P PR RO R, BT IE R A EE, WFREERURNA, WEH
TR S I B R IE T T RO R A, RSN “BRAEESE YE N AR R, BEREES S
SRUFXF ) 5 A B RE AL o

2. B S5RPSE
PR S R I B T A, LS (R RIET H P AT RN 8300 %),
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NG BBARCER . MERIE) ST REERF K EE) WS 5%, il FE ST S P R DA e
PN BT . BT 00, AW FOR A AR SNET 58 O P B EEBARBER A NER
SELATAEAROEL . A HE) ., AFEN ), SIS X8 i 5 X L i ME)

SR S AF N — R EACE B T B DA I 78 32 B P B0 PR 3R (A -k A5 ) AT 65 42
i R 2R (s R SR BRI« T B R A, PRV SRR, HEZ RET IR ESES
SR 1l Riil)e Tran UESEEHEN S MEACIE R W) 5 S EEM R AE AL, IR ol {3 B Al 2
J7 i BB [6]; Jung ABUBRNT S AHSCIE ERESR T i L L, (BB S R B AA T VL 51 4% (B8 4T 2R [ 7). SR T
WL BT I R R GRS SR S BRI S ) ORISR R, A SRR HN A AT & S R AT
BT SR, PP G 7 5 RS B R H P & BPRAY, B o R B i S R A 2
[8]o FET i, AWFFIRIT) RIS H T35S L S SRR, T E Rl i B R
BB 5 i o SR A FEAL A 5 30 F 2 A

3. MRBIESERRES
3.1. BB EEER

V) iE BEFA R FEHE 18 (Communication Privacy Management Theory, CPM)Hi S. Petronio T 2002 £E#2H,
AR 7 37 B AA T S AT SR Rl S N\ B AL M5 S I B 55 07 10 (2] (9]« % BRI eI T N P52 1
THEEE[10], J5 8 & 2 AWLAS HLATHE, Rl & E 4L S A 1R 5 S AE LR I S R i ST F P BV R 1] [12] 6
CPM i A “KeAhiL " X — LM R U] 7 AN B A G B2 AR AR, FRB AATIFEARA T (5 &
JE S 3730 SRR N () B AL R SR AR B B AA[2] [13]. — BAMR M A TR UL A (#:52 B SR NE R, 15
B NI A AN EAATTE, MR RA AL T, AR5 B 5 A BME BT A # 35 A R E R 7
FE TR X 55, I H AL IR 5E B B RA R SRR P45 S A AN 23 U R AR B N 52 2] [14]
ANFE AL T N IS B AR SR R EFAE S HIL N [3]. BN, MRERIL A E B IE aL A 3l 51K
MR B ROERA[13].

fEALA G, H P RAE BETRRH T - FEEEG T, (B AHLEEH XU M LA 2500 B AL
Wr1s], T EE L E m BARERU R, ¥ 6 A) RE R AR A i B AL BB, 51 R BEAL ) J (3]
FEAFTHIE AT, FE S ZEEBIREHIL SRR AR TR AR R Ha st
APHE, SFEEEAT R, BTk, AFFFLL CPM BELR NHESE, WA - P e Ml A AR A
SR 5 B RN 7 B AL S 5 ORI R

3.2. RERE

2k Z 08 T 35 10 F o) SN UK 52 B T 39 L Bl AS SF A SR B T D SRR, T RE AR i 99 R
(Vulnerability) [16]. —WUE MW LRI, FaAMEISEOE N AAE BB FR I A2 I S s 26 (171 fEAE S BAA
BT, SMEAE BAE A BRI R AR U AR . TN 22 I, ol 2 JE 3 R R Jfg 5 16
[4].

R4E CPM Hig, HIF % H SR NG B A B GRS, EEAEEN T 1P AL S A1 &
HFEF ARG BN, BMEE AR S FERTA[13]. MRS BILFETA SR %, Ki%
SHRE G R AR R[18]. L, HERTE AR T ARG B A A KE RN, BI S AR AR
FURAGLE & B NE BN, P SRR X L85 R AR T S RRVERE N, A& AR
RIBMAZEEENNE S, TR B AN 95 B [2] . AEAREE 5 W A2 5 TSR 5 Bl FAh )
R, BPPFEAMNBCEE =00 ) E B EdER, HPIRA TR BIFRAL 2 2ZIE, s 5 A kg A
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ZEERAFAEII R I, AR

H1. ZEFF Q4SS 1 AT 5 5 7 IR 959 R IE AR 5% .

AAE B SR P IR B RIS M 2 SR 28I, BRGSO & 7 2 (4] TR AL G 95 20
PP A RIAN TS 28 7 AR S [19], AP O SRS B RAEN ™ A TR S 28, 2 X Al
(5 B LA E . Carpenter S ACHL,  HIP BRI BORSARAIAE FIAS N A5 B AR, 17 A2 R fh 2k
PERIAN 2B BAAA TS5 RIS FLP X8 AR R B A ST A [20] - B4, Banerjee ZEHE LRI, 24
M PAEXCE G LR 5 I, AT AN 1 Z A XA A AR &, T ™ i I AN S L8]
HI, BATAN A BOASRERET & TS AN 9 B, I IR S P RS, AR E
XP GBS, Bk, BAMERBE:

H2. FEAAMESS IS & A AR

H3. BRI S T 6 &SR AHx.

H4. |7 HEEE T IEMRK.

gt Z AR (H1~H4), FATI5E A1 & S EEAE A S0 5 AT e L 2 FEORA g 55 8, i B AL g
SYRCATRES R FEMA ] ) S A A S S ik, FE TP /MBS SR i R AL 55
SR R RS G R R R T S A B RIS . R, BT

HS. BEAANE 55 AL RIFS 7 T  AS B R RE ke ss R AR

Hoa. B AANGE 55 AR B AT I P 1 6 2 EE s kg th 1A

Ho6b. FERAE 55 BN 75 25 BEAE Bt RO 1 5 25 sz ks g sl 1R

3.3. WIRIEZR

T LR, AR TSR i B RIER T i ORI SRS (N & 1), $EoR T Bk
PR S A G AR LEE, 25 g P A 59 B R AR

BaFABESSRX

— HERE
————— > B

Figure 1. Research model

1. Ff5THERl
4. ARGTSHIBBE
4.1. EFREH
AW TR ) E BEERER . B—ubae e TR BB ST, SRFEEERIE. B
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SIS TTESE. PASE 4 MR, BT RP0AEN R DGR, SR, ke
o X TERNBH ﬁﬁn@a%ﬁﬁﬁ%EmAMﬁn,ﬁ%%%ﬁ%%ﬁﬁ?ké%ﬂ @%m
MERERASHRIENAR 1, BEREARZRAF R LRER, RN EE2AFER 2 “EeFR .

Table 1. Measurement scales and sources
F 1. MEERKKIR
B WA RIR
PR RIRDS) DS il U BRI B BRI EE &2 5 TN AE IR T ee v, Blinf& 7 HAh Zhu (2]
app LRI WY, T e SRk AT Ak 2 A A TE SIS BN ORI,
BN EA A AR By N AR . I I ANFE T BEE T A=K T
WAZ. (1= RAaJRER EMBRIE, 2= AlRERESMTRIE, 3= HIRERE Nk
W, 4= 1RTTHER H R
I i 575 1 PVU1 #E22 BEAARAS FHFR S Bk L 5 1k BB R F A fa e h Aguirre Z5[4]
(PVU) PVU2 32 AR B 45 B SR HEIR 5L 5 LR IB O R 52 B R
PVU3 #E22 SRS R M5 BoRHEIE BT Sk REB A 224
PVU4 #E32 SEARAE FHFRAE Bk HEE BE T b R E 5 2 Bh
PVUS #: A2 SR fd FH IR (5 SR T &1k AR 25 5 52 21 by

JTEREAA)  AAL B EIET S SR G 2 B Zhu %[2].
AA2 FSTHELT 5 ISR B S TR Mackenzie %5
AA3 FRAF LT ISR B S B [21]
AAL TR 5 I S e 2 R

FEBEPA)  PAL XA BRS-GBS 1T Zhu %5[2].
PA2 TN A A YA & 1) S A it 2 e B 1 Mackenzie %5
PA3 FRXS A AR 5 1 S AR IR 2 BRI [21]

Vi (ETRBIRE, A0 “HlliRIE” IR BT R, B “1 = IR RER B ANERIE, 2= WREskA S
AR, 3= AIRESK A A ARIE, 4= IRATRER H A ERIE” Fedioy “1 = RATRER B AARIE, 2= ATRERE A
K, 3= AR E SRR, 4= RATRER B IMBARIE” -

4.2. BARBIEE

ASHIE T A 20 G AN PR A AT A SS AR P AR AR S R B TR I . AR 1 AT
FTHEHSEREG AR, P AR 5 A ME), BRAFBITIER A LTI RE,  BAR
HE OB TER ARG B0 S SRR RS S 5 R T S A ORE (15 SCOARA PR ABAT TR X — M
B)E, ZRZS5HFIMEE MR, IFEEEREEINE -8, ERMAITHSE 2

HRRTAT AW 2dh . &5, ZORZSEHIRE S8R 4 A D gev ) .

AR EEIE Credamo WHAEL TV 1 SRS, %7 G4 300 7 FELAEARRE, Hh
FEAPARI KA FAT L 155 AW Tl 127 G BEALIA A R T 5600 S AT A8 7 ABCH 31 2022
10 A, FRiiel 406 43 i, RG> I AR RAM R HAE, FRA00E 350 0. HES5
FARE R ERE T, B IR TR S Aty PO ARG . AU A
A gEHE R I 2 PR

5. BB
5.1. EEFMERIE

PLS-SEM (it /> —- e 45 i) J5 REAR B AR A REAL A RO AR & 2 (8] & AR R, FF HIEH TR
KRR TINEZE AN S JAi U [22] [23]. KA SR A SmartPLS4.0 T B 3T TUAG LG o
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Table 2. Demographic information

F2. AOGZIHER

= eS|
PER %
g8
G 0~17
18~25
26~30
31~40
41~50
51 LAk
=31 EH R LT
K&
AR
fit 4= K DA E
ERSI YRR XN <30 4k
30 34h~1 /N
1~2 /N
2~3 /N
>3 /N

FEAHL
140
210

117
106
101
11
15

39
262
42

15
87
106
142

R
40
60
0
334
30.3
28.9

24.9
30.3
40.6

15 RIS SRR FE A B 45 SN 3 s o A 00 8 R PR R 3 r 329 KT 0.7, 348 T2 5 %1 (Cronbach’s
Alpha)F1ZH 415 FE(CRYE IR T 0.7, “FHIFERT Z(AVEVEYI & T 0.5, UBAHT 7T &8 R B AR
T FE R SRS o XA 3% R A Fornell-Larcker #r#EF1 Heterotrait-Monotrait (HTMT) LLAEHEAT PFAY -
Fornell-Larcker A TS5 R N5 4 Fos, 45 RE/R&GE R AVE B IRES & TS A &
ZIANAH R R, U E R BB XA E . Ji5h, HTMT MR E5 R a5 5 fros, P 285 2 (8]

1 HTMT {830/ T 0.85, Ui BACHIF ORI ) 25N 38 8 2 1) L0 1 X 70 R [24]

Table 3. Results of reliability and convergent validity tests
3. EEMESEERIGER

A5 AR KT fa7 Cronbach’s Alpha CR AVE

I A (AA) AAl 0.933 0.941 0.958 0.85
AA2 0.915
AA3 0.937
AA4 0.903

FEEEPA) PA1 0.873 0.808 0.886 0.721
PA2 0.842
PA3 0.832
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R 55/ (PVU) PVUI 0.933 0.958 0.967 0.855
PVU2 0.931
PVU3 0.929
PVU4 0.926
PVUS5 0.904
iR JE(DS) DS 1 1 1 1

Table 4. Discriminant validity (Fornell-Larcker criterion)
% 4. XH)HE (Fornell-Larcker criterion)

Bl AA DS PA PVU
AA 0.922

DS —0.199 1.000

PA 0.600 -0.112 0.849

PVU -0.707 0.203 —0.549 0.925

HE: LAA RN EEE; PARRNTESE; PVURRERMTIK; DS RoREIRIF. 2. Fhaxd Mk k%
fl RN AR B AVE FF 5 HMA .

Table 5. Discriminant validity (Heterotrait-Monotrait Ration)
% 5. X% (Heterotrait-Monotrait Ration)

A AA DS PA PVU
AA

DS 0.205

PA 0.682 0.122

PVU 0.744 0.207 0.615

T AAFORTTESEE: PAFIRT A PVU RRIEAMEISE; DS s £l R

5.2. RiIRRE

AT FAEH SmartPLS #43HWF SR BT B8 12 2 804 t, R Bootstrapping #7545 R A B3
MRS, R VRESE E N 5000 XK.

5.2.1. GHEERKRIS

Wz 6 FE 2 gy T EERUN I AR RECFIRT B R A 45 5 . IRIERAS IO 45 1, /T
Z B B2 BREAE 95% I BAS /KT FisH T 535, WFoess R i Bk T /M6 5 B f i 55 8% 2 1EAH
K(B=0.203,p<0.001), ik HI & r. BRAAMETIES) 5&E 2B =-0.707,p <0.001), ik H2
BT . PRSI S T G A 2 A8 = —0.250, p < 0.001), &% H3 or. | SSESTPEEELELE
(B =0.423, p<0.001), ¥ H4 7.0
5.1.2. R ERKLE

AW HI ] SmartPLS 71 [) Bootstrapping Z & HHEE 5000 VAR i (1) A b REdk AT AR 56, AR Eh S
W 7 Fiom e O AU 5 25 B A 2 I ELRERLIA (B = —0.058, p = 0.134), (HE I FEURA I 55 B 1 A
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Table 6. Direct effect test
< 6. HREMMEI

KA HIEREp t A pfa [E8 5L
DS -> PVU 0.203 3.714 0.000 HI1 F57
PVU -> AA ~0.707 24.207 0.000 H2 F{57
PVU -> PA —0.250 4.410 0.000 H3 %7
AA ->PA 0.423 7.223 0.000 H4 F{57.
H: AA RN EEE; PARRTFESE; PVU RRBRAMTIE; DS RREEEKIE,
R?*=0.500

. H1
SRR 0.203***

BRFAREES

VE: "R p<0.05; “EEp<0.01; "ERE p<0.001,

Figure 2. Direct utility path coefficient diagram
2. B ARERYE

Table 7. Mediation Effect Test
= 7. RO

0.423%**

R%=0.391

KA HrRHEp A
BRI DS > AA -0.058 1.500
DS ->PA 0.024 0.540

)42 2 DS ->PVU -> AA —0.141 3.718
DS ->PVU -> PA -0.051 2.941

DS ->PVU -> AA > PA -0.060 3.188

pfE

0.134
0.589
0.000
0.003
0.001

95%IH B 17 X 1]

ik

-0.214
—0.088
—0.099

— TR AT IR
15
—0.067 HS J%or
—-0.022 Hé6a {or
—0.026 H6b j§%7.

E: DS R BRI AA TR E S

PA FRTFERIE: PVU KRG ISR

fE R AR 5 &S (B=—0.141,p<0.001), H1E 95%1) B 15 X [7]([0.214, —0.06 7)) -F AN L5 0, R
LG5 AL R R IEAN T 5 &L RS B AER s [FFFEEE RGN 6 248 B A o35 M B m
(B =0.024, p=0.589), {HIE L FEALNE 55 8K VR F TR 252 1 S A8 B2 (B = —0.051, p < 0.01), H.E 95%
FR) LA X 8] ([—0.088, —0.022]) AL E 0, 2 W B FA NG 55 /8 AE B RIS & 28 2 [l %5 58 P R H
F L BERA e 55 B0 | 4 74 FEAE B R AN T S & FE 2 A H B P ME R (8=-0.060, p <0.01), HAE 95%
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HIE S X [8]([-0.099, —0.026]) A2 0, Frll H5. Hé6a 1 H6b Y kar.
5.3. &g

BT CPM B, AT FUSEE) & BB RIET F P R B A G S5 B i sg e, R — B 0T &
HEARIR AT sgma P T S S AT SR, HHT4R.

(1) ETFEIREdEmEET 55 FIRFANETSBOEACHD) . AR, MEE SR &
SRR, RN R E B R A O R T AV A (CPM. B T 1 “ I TR Yo IXFf
BHEIEEE IR, HELURH A HE BIsHIARE R A%, SR T LR A, X
—RYLE Zhu F RS RA—E2]. MRS AL R P = AL B AL i 55 8

(2) FRLESSIRS T A BRI G 25 BE AR 5 UM S (H2 A H3). BRORA G 99 /&1 9 L 0 F e RN EAT
RS 28 S A5t 2 3 BRSNS 5 IR 2 B2, X 5 Varnali #1 Carpenter S8 58 45 18 AHEAL[20] [25].
M PRSI SR EANNGE B HURE, rRES R R A S Mg S, T EH AR
FAME 558K o T X e 553 2 0 FH P B IA NS B 38 B AR TR 0, AN TR ASE R 0 ) 35 A7 & 7= AR VAR S FE
HHARMH RIS EEE S FEEEIEMKMHS), REWRE MR P EIET S HERRNESE, ot
FEASIAR & (A FE P2 ERRGE I, 1X 5 Banerjee S5 R FUAH—51[8].

AT “ B RAME 5 N T s B PR 6 R AT (W oR A ) 1) 00 B s R K FL S
B, RGNS THEAET R B “Iass” BEE AT . “RRAMEITER” MIREE TF & AR R
A9 FH S BR CRE I A2 R L4568 R P OB wIVa Rl BSOR) AR 450 147 )«

(3) FEFA M 59 S8 AE B0 R IR L P T S BT & S 2 & R A EFH(HS M1 Héa). £ Zhu %5
PRI FE R R I, 1 & PR EE I VR SR BRRA 2 IE ARG, BRARA 5 & A R IEM K,
SCE A HAE R AR SRR TS A R [2]. NEE— BT TR SRR, AT T BRRLME 5
AN AR, TR IR T 7 & Ah O (6 ST 2 51 R A P R BRORL I 55 8K, T R R i 55 /K
SR PRI SSRGS A R . thah, A FEIESE 1 B RIEIE T LS i B i 55 8
FT 5 25 B 1B 2Q R A SOBERE A 6 A5 (H6b), IR N M R S o I 5 SRV P~ & S B 1)
YERLH .

6. Wit
6.1. BIEEN

B, UAERT S ZKITT CPM e, K (5 BN NPT 8 SRS RIE TR A A 1
FAAI R . ASCHEEIER b, M AN B RARAR(E R T X — A, #8761 AN B A< e 507
A FHEEARM ), 51 CPM BE R RA A Uil RN, CREFESRL RGN “ e e AL 3271 201 6
BRI R IR . 2 AR S P A (G R RSN, oW T 7 6 Ha IR % xt
PP GBS BT S AP G A LS, 5 1 ST T B AL R A GBI AT .

H, ASCHIN T RG9S B0X — OB, PR 1 RRORA e 59 S AE Bt SR P ) 35 S EAT- &
SPEZ IR AR S AR WA S 83 1o Ak i e 422 ER L 2R RO 156 48 B 2 (ff 55 J0) [ BB AL A BE 5 9k
TARGEOE T EAA LA (0 “ AL IR . AMESRR 1RGSR AV ELR T 7T, R EL T H
SRAERT T 5 AT 5 A B AL BRI LA o

RJE, HUMEZ BRI, T & @M RE . 15 SR B RERORE B2 45 T7 TR S 5 BRI 7
AL, AL T R R BRI FP T 5 A R R, G SR e T A L 1 B AN R )
BRI PR R S TR SRR, SRR T SRR ARSI
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6.2. EEEN

AW TS A ST GAEARRWBERAME R 5 B RA —EMRR S 2%

(1) BAWTCRIL, HeTF G AMBEIRIRN SR S 25 M PP AR e g5 8, i mam k)
HFP AR FrCLrFG A ERCERM A A G B, ROEEAVE. B2, DERE, AL AT AR
LRI G B e v G S B Z B — 2R B, 7677 AR s 12 Sk
FUGRE . Bk, HAZEAART 6 LRSS NETFE W EZIER, TR BRERZ A B
BRI SNBSS RIEIE W & . (2) TR 7 Hdl A (P /41 1) ) 3 254 LT
W, VE&SE CPM “iAFtahzstE” HME AE S &AM LR S B0 “Aie it R, ek, &
FRRANE 2 G 5L -1 5 AN I 53 S X PR R e 99 /R I IE RIS, i EL, & AT DS EAMPEAL R B
Az A e B, AR DA SIS NS EIF g MRS BRI 6 TR . tEAh, JERsRI T &
RHTUE, (IS SN TR “HEss” , A ERERSCE IR B =N e B s T, VRES
PR P ARAL 2 . S5 05 RAE L B RS RIS AU T, IR PSR =05 T & BRI AT R
LK EF SR EE -

63. IRATEERE

KW FAFE—E R, B, H SN HT&MPE, uEgEk. BrmsmExesl
BTG, BT AR GEEE RN EVET SR P AR E R AN, (HFA] R RE
TSR EIEETTE, ARSRIEE T AT DA PR R BRSBTS S H R UE X F P B ARG 55
Rz, A5 AN S 2B W G (B app) (S B R AR 2 15 51 R R AL, TR &SR 51%)
F PO HE R S A R AR 2 5 e PR T SR S S R

HIR, R GAT RRE SRR, AR RAT 51N & g B B (A 4B 550 46 F 5 s i )
X i S R AR P BB (S A TR AR 5 B 2 1) 10 ) G e 3 1% i 55 = A o

TR, AR RS W 10 5 2, 83T PLS-SEM 73 BT EAiFAS & 6] 52 2, JL4% PLS-SEM 4 M iR
AR R A ) A ORTEG, AFURE T TR Vv HME DA S A HERR B n) DR SR BE =07 AR BRI 0P SRR A Y
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