WL N . ZE T A A WTE I RS 5 AR B A RR A U AR A% 3B AR

WE: KiESEAN TAL S GBI A G EEE ). ARG HI i
(Social Judgment Theory, SIT) S5 iz /15, R KE S B IR B0 18] G4
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BEEBNRRBE R, MORSSRRIEEERESS: (3 MEInhaim B3
SONAZS LA, BA JObR L W 48 RURK 2175 A7 AE IS WSS, 1 WS /Iy
AL 2% IR R i AR M IR AL AR RS, (4) 2 WAL 27 ORISR UL p e Ak 5
Al AR IS LLM 7 JARSS &, R 2 ZRUURMERHRER, 8
T MR R S ML AL T PR, DRBURT BRI R BRI ERD 5] SR
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TBOEAZE RN, RS R SR AT e, s DA S I 2 A 224 . et iy &
BHEIGR RS S A (LLMD BB AS & St ST, FTRA I ) 2k,
SEHLSE NI SE IR -

RTCALAE PN 25 SRR AL, SEBILEE SORTBUR R 2 AR A IR 5] S A i e, 75 221
S NMERERGE . ARLEEGAL S HIMTRIRP, 04158 0 2% 1 i i R AT S5
s T AgentSociety tE ML &, M T UORMEREE BEIR, R UL
TACIERE S B A B G A, IRTUAL 2 2% FR AR AN AT D9
e, R RA S o, vt & SERRTEUR IR B ALK S .

=\ XEREER
(—) NREEREIBRE

PR 75 RV 2 3 AR SRR 2 17 58 90 4 vy A T 30 I B 22 A S A
PR 2 B 450, SRE A EARRIRIE 5, BB & B AR B IR 77 1K) L
H, e BAR R g S SR R A, XU IR TS AR BRI T A R R

W A IR 45 U IR ) 56 B8 o S5 R I AR R = ATE R 50 1 A2
WA, SRR —DNGAEEE R, xR, EE IR RS Bkl
AR FEA 10 B A B FIAT M 208 SCRR RS2 AR, N, AR ERAE B DA S e ¢
TR, RUURAEEANEARLRE, F—, WkRETEAFHE SHFRMER: 28
=, BB ST EARNEE, RIAEMEREZ G B2, TSR, W
RE R B0, KE BB AR

FEBUAR T S, T AR FE R R T — RN ik 0 ) ) e B A A 7 DA R % 2
JEHIEFC R BEAY o X LERIFFETT 61 1A% 3R 2 RO B 25 2 B AL S, e B AL
BOE [T R A . e iR A e ROR cERZAEME R E T RS
VERAEFEDT T«

RSB AR AT TS TP . ER 2N Yale #F7TIRH— &
HR UG AR A R R e DR R A R 0 5 AR I, N ST R R s A . (H 2
A BEHE R UL AR R ZE [ B4 2 .« Osgood 1 Tannenbaum )33 18 (Congruity
Theory®™D) A NATE RIS F 5 5 S A —BU5 M, A — Bk R
JE S MONSE SR IE) 1. NS IHFEE (Cognitive Dissonance Theory) I [F]



IEEZ MR B EATZR R RZR N —3 A BTG R =R, A AT
A DUIE S O3 A DT 3G DA 0 AN 3 DA e B S R R D SR, TR
BAEIRASE, /5 88418 (Information Integration Theory) VHA A H & FE 117
AR RS EAHE LIRS, A& EAEMZ R . Petty A Cacioppo 2
L RRS 4H N TR REVEAR Y (Elaboration Likelihood Model, ELM) Ay, FEAEHL
MGV “BgLk” Bl

H5UEBE R, 1 Sherif A1 Hovland AT HE H A 4E 4 HIWr BEiE (Social
Judgment Theory®D ff R 1 BLAR R AL I FR AT Y ZEMLAI . ABATTIA N 52 ANAE B2 45
BB, B S UATSERAT IR, N E B TR Ay, #e
CAEAERRHIE, BAYE R ULKAES KEE SR, 42 Wi
AMXVEA UL 7R BRI, IF HAR T R ORI e ZE A

(2) UWRAEBREETRKIESHEGEFA

UWRMEIRET AR R RS, FEN DN MM BT TR . AN PR
SRR R, B J 7 TG AT SCHRBEAT AR, RN 4R 2 0 S A
JIE BB o

(1) PRALIER M E R BT

BVRTTE . (ST S Bk . &G0 0 3 ZERE KB VR RN Z A FIRE I
N, Wagenknecht S5EHIF 5 T 15 Y5 BE 44 14 G4 506 7 28 i o R0V T8 Ut iR 700
BARH, AbATT R IR HIE 4 (perceived anonymity) FHEIHSTEAE (perceived
social presence) F A7 bR A A IS0, How i8R A AT 2 AR LR BRI mT 3 B P

SO o AN F RIS BEAIAN N2 5 [ 52 B BT 2 AFAE RGN, 35 SO0 8
Bk /) (communication persuasiveness) FL A MM . B #5Fh B 51
BIIDGE, SRS R EE R RATAT. Drossos S5 7T T 1 AREL TS i {12
A NATHEAT P2 MU0, AT SO0 45 SRR B, 4+ 2TEB] (social proof) A1k
PESE IR T 22 5 F P AT e a3 st “ U BE 4 $EH . T e
PN AR 5 o 5, R0 T BB S a5 R L T R AR R AA
PR 5 R AR 2
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bRk 2 Ak, A5 SRR AR T B AR Y . Moura S5 X 1 2 A
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Wi o F TEARCINAR I, 2 WA 2 5 LR R AR 285 P8 Yo AR B A 7 A B B o PR B
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BAMIERRRE, BMASEER AN BES R, g REn, RE
T A P 45 A i 24 5 T AR AU DM S8 1), (ELAE S FE e AR BT TRV P TSR I
Fot. fE BA W&, REARNEIRIE, REEFARFEERS: WS M2 N
S HFAZEFEAEE, El6 () A (b) BN,
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R3OS A BLA R RO R

7 Y Y T B BRI

Attitude (BA)  Attitude (WS) Attitude (BA) Attitude (WS)  Attitude (BA)  Attitude (WS)

Individual status

hungry -0.010 -0.064 -0.117** 0.017 -0.053 -0.020
(0.155) (0.145) (0.056) (0.096) (0.040) (0.042)
tired -0.059 0.151 0.020 0.115 0.018 -0.047
(0.254) (0.136) (0.081) (0.070) (0.051) (0.062)
safe -1.020%* 0.153 -0.153 0.113 -0.084** 0.020
(0.502) (0.436) (0.103) (0.098) (0.039) (0.044)
social 0.586 0.575 -0.209 -1.387 -0.221 -0.607
(1.846) (1.949) (0.378) (0.948) (0.741) (0.670)
Positive emotion
surprise 0.572 0.708 -0.028 0.006 0.171 -0.000
(0.416) (0.458) (0.017) (0.024) (0.102) (0.025)
joy 0.155 -0.041 0.138** 0.039 0.025 -0.045
(0.186) (0.215) (0.055) (0.087) (0.056) (0.062)
Negative emotion
sadness 0.986* -1.249%* -0.605 -0.354 0.181%%* 1.665%**
(0.500) (0.532) (0.499) (0.643) (0.062) (0.504)
fear -0.851** -1.479%* 0.643%%* -0.047 0.584*** 0.084
(0.328) (0.548) (0.292) (0.269) (0.160) (0.365)
disgust -1.227%%* 0.121 0.721 -0.044 -0.071 -2.941%**
(0.339) (0.415) (0.540) (1.106) (0.092) (0.725)
anger 0.841** 1.505* -1.175%%* -1.591 -0.847%** 1.662%%*
(0.314) (0.739) (0.280) (1.376) (0.211) (0.511)
Constant 4.508*** 6.526%** 8.880*** 9.630*** 9.515%** 10.118%**
(0.589) (0.999) (0.480) (0.845) (0.242) (0.472)
Observations 1,260 1,260 1,260 1,260 1,260 1,260
R-squared 0.648 0.594 0.579 0.622 0.770 0.785
Agentid FE Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Time FE Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes

FERE: [ A AMAZ AR AR E R . *** p<0.01, ** p<0.05, * p<0.1. Agentid

FEJ/2fE agent /MAH E XN . Time FEJ& 4 I 8] [E E RN o

fi. k5

(—) it

VORBF I REM GE2) . ol GEAR FIBOW M) ZAEE, B
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BEMS IR R = ANZ I EIS AT E T A, 2T LLM Rtk &M e, AR+
SR T M RO = A J2 1T DR 56T 2 AR U IR A S BOR K e o F 72458
I

Z510—: LLM LN 45 &AL 12 B MU WS AL A U B, e
42 H0 Ui IR A B — ORI R R 3, AT B SR 3 AN T 2 g

AR Sl B B AR R 8 BB IS FE 5758 03— R REIA R % AT AT
W\ B0 R ) 1) 23 4 YF A [Empirical validation of affect, behavior, and cognition as
distinct components of attitude], FFHEN AN 0 2 10 WE{EX E]; FEjE, FETH
ST R VR M R R AR, AR TE %5 2 R XA (W A ELALR, FRilid g S
A8 H N AR R s 1 DUSE B R RIME B E S B, WA BRIt 12 B sh A7 6k
DB AT RS INEEE, SRS BEALRES, R R 5L TR S
MRS 5 SRR O,

BT Bk, MR REN, ET LLM SRR AE RS [ S
HOUL SR AL S A BIL, SR B IEAL 3R 2 B AE 2 TR RIS NG S
fERE 7. SEEE S, AL e A5 4R o Ul IR AL BRI st e 150 IR ORI S B R
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