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1. lELoic

R RBRARICBII 2EELR I 2= =Y a Y FETH Y, TOHRLEEIOW
TOWMFIEERFTHED SN TV D, KT, TV MEDBERT LT, JLEOTFERR
FARIZHEMLTBY (eg, M, 2021; Dreze & Hussherr, 2003; Sahni, Narayanan &
Kalyanam, 2019), ZOWE@iz iR 5 2 L2, SBROLEHRKE R~ —r514 v 7
WHENIBW AR E R b ILEGTHEEROWIIERINNIZOWT, BENIZROL E 2 —%1T9)
i e LTi, Taylor (2005) % Chang (2017) % EWEFHET S, ¥/2, 95714 7LE
2=RVATITA VI LE2—LWVWIHET, ZLOMBEEN)H—F 7 T AXF 3 v EkE
L, ZOF5F—=Ciho 2B EZ ML Tw5b (eg, Koinig, Diegelmann, & Bidmon,
2023; Huh, Xu & Abdollahi, 2023) .

72720, VEa—xBRE SN LEMOBEICOVTIE, FHEOEBM KM L
DL\ FFIZ, WIZERDSH DO AR R IE D W C 5 % STk & B OV - AL T %
LWBHFTT 4T - L a— (BRE, 2024) 1, WIEHICLH2BENRGEGERENITTHOND,
Shkhera (2022) 34974 7 - L a—2HEOBEEZHREL, LEL—%2TH)F—2D
MADOHBEEZEPTILDTELHELLEDO, IV AT~YT 4 v ok L
THAONDLZEN DD EBNTVE, ) LAMERZBH T LT, YATITA
VI VL= Hb, YATITA v L a—EiE, BT X BN % R
£ -FHOL, BEFEOSVWIET VAT L7200FHETH S (WA, 2013; Armitage
& Keeble-Allen, 2008; Pittaway & Cope, 2007), 44 (2013) &, YA7F~¥74 v 7L ¥
—% [RED MY ZIZHT 2T XTOMIED ) B, FHARRINIEED < FHINZiHT - 7253
LT RIIT LD bDTHS (p.20) ] LEHRKL T 5o Higgins (2008) &, ¥ A
TRTA I LE2—=hNA T A% R/ARICHRZ 5 720 OWFE»ORR 2T TH Y, &
mrEE, BERERZIT) 2OIBEHEOR ORI EZRIETE L L VAT T A7
LEa—tw)hiEL BV —F 27T AF a3 VI TH L2 —2 LT B84
HWICHMTHDLEEZOND, LBLEDD, VATIT A v 7 LE2—IZBVWTHH5IE
DOEBEZEIHHRTE 5 bIFTIEZR v (Egger, Davey, Schneider & Minder, 1997). ¥ 7z,
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VHh—F I T AFa VPV ATIT AV 7L 2—0O#HiHZREL, LY a—0fERISHE
L2 et b WS Cnw5 (Petticrew & Roberts, 2006) ¥ A7 <74 v 27 LEa
—\&, BEAEOWIZE % MR DO HRIVIEHET 2 720D FHTH 5205, ZORESL AR
FHNSED NI —F 7 T A F 3 YORUEICKREMKEL T D720, oML
K, #WYR)Y—F 7 T AFa v ERETAHI LD, L2 —FHilldh7z> THICE
%CdH 5 (Khan, Kunz, Kleijnen, & Antes, 2003)

L2L225, AEICHET 20M5E1E, ERMR I L ICR_ 2 280 FiEma RSN TB
D (e.g., Albers-Miller, 1996; Dahi, 2004; JIIAS - JIDT - ffcig - R, 2013), @HGH20F5EE)
MELPRLZVWTEETIE, VS —F 27T 2F 3 VI MRo72d DI WEENRH 5, L7zh
2T, YATRTA v LY a—%FEET LN, MRS BEfomnz L, Lok
TR MEY ZHHIBL TV 00 ZMHT 5 Z LR RTHL, ZOTaLAITX
>C, OBYTEER)V Y —F 72 AFa yPEEHEIN, FRUEOWIV AT T4
Y7 LEa—=2EERCITAA L) D. SBIT, IEEHEMIZEE, RIS ER IO LR
TR HHIFEICRE B ZZTRTWABTH L7290 (eg, Mueller, 1986; Caillat &
Mueller, 1996: Kanso & Nelson, 2002: Samiee & Jeon, 1994), B4k ffgeidn z 7547 L,
WY RV —F 7 T AF a Y ERETHIED, HOBWIYATIT A v 7 LbEa—|lEo
THEDO T ATH b,

JA &5 B AR ORI & WG IR 3 2 B31ICI1E, Y AT T4 v 7 LE 2 —OTFEpS
LFLBFEKITHIETE S LIRS v, FHZ, VAT T4y 7L Ea—3F0)¥—F
JIAFa RV —HiERETLLEND D20, Ll T —<RLMIbz 505
B2 ARSI Z 21 GE L TO R WIS H 50 YATRTA v 7 LE2—3A T
A&FNRICHZ 5 FETHL—HT, VI —F 27T AF 3 vV a—fiflz Faicmsg
WCRET HUEDND Y, LT — < MENICIRZ 2 ICERAYH 5, L72s>T, LE
2= DN G LERERZIRT 22 LD, YATYT 4 v 7 L 2a—%3RIAT) 200E
B AT v Tl hb,

HRL ¥ 2 — 2B 2 @ BT, R OFZE0 8 % 29 SO 2 @ 50 & 72 13 faT
B 7% T COMT 2 EHEE# L ¥ 2 — (Pritchard, 1969; Donthu, Kumar, Mukherjee,
Pandey & Lim, 2021) bHFAET %50 ZOFHER, KREOLHRE W3 2B 55048 O T4
B2 NA 7 2AZwkl, BB RETCEL2TFELELTEZLNTEDY (Donthy, et al,
2021), SOV 2—FEeMH LT, $E05EH oSG HHEm L rseE)m % A3 55|
241 Tw5b (e.g, Hemais, 2001; Verma, Dharma, Deb & Maitra, 2021; Lamber-
ton & Stephen, 2016), LA L, BIHGHICH L TIZMEDEH SN TBY (Lindsey, 1989,
Porter, 1977), X DWFFENAEZEHENICHZ 5 Z LB WRLZMLOARLR T TANT 7 M &
M58 257z (Nadi-Ravandi & Batooli, 2022), SIHGAT &SN 2D D
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% (e.g, Chandra, Verma, Lim, Kumear & Donthu, 2022; Saha, Mani & Goyal, 2020), 77
ANT 7 M= RMFHLACL E2—Tlk, My Z7EFAPMEHIND Z L QAT
% (BRI - B - U, 2020) Y ZETFNVEBEATLIILICEST, FHHNTEDL
)% ME Y Z ORI TONT WL D%, €L TZOMEBHICOWTHAET S I &2 HE
Thb, My 7 ETVIIIBEEDO T LAY %25, Latent Dirichlet Allocation (7R
F4) 7 VESrEE, LT, LDA) (Blei, Ng & Jordan, 2003) 25 &5 Z L 95% v, b
¥y 7 €7 )VI21E, Hierarchical Dirichlet Process (F§fE7 ¢ 1 7 Li##E, HDP) (Teh &
Jordan, 2006) %° Pachinko Allocation Model (7% > 2fids7:, PAM) (Li & McCallum,
2006) % EDOTEBAFAET B, ThHD% I LDA 2ikRIRE LTHWHR T,

COEIBREREDS, KWTRYATIT 4 v 7 L2 =% RIAT ) TFHEE L
T, IAETIC BT 5 EREW 2B 2 AT 50 BARMIZIE, LDA 268 L 720F%E b
Yy 7 OiEZIT). LDA &1, XHEEEG (T—32) WITHEET S M E v 7 i 2 i
T 5 DIRET S N AR E 7L (Blei, et al, 2003) TH Y, MYy 7L
PR HFEM O LR A MM T 5 2 A5 TE S (fEHE 2015). {E#E (2017) &, LDA %
[FNEY ZETVORTHRIERHZETIV (p.126)] THEHE L PEYIETLE
S 52T, EfEhTERONEZ RIS L, HEOHZETIFICE T 2T
BT —<RENEWLNIT I ENMEEE RS, NEY ZETFIVICL 0L, VAT
RTA Y7 LEa—OEMEEICBWTHICANTH Y, EFOLBIEIRL, 7— 2123k
OKBEWEDRH AL E 2 — 2 EB T 5200 ERLTRELLIED )

RIFFE T, JEHICBET B EBRY v —F L E RIS, YATFYT4 v 2 LEa—%%El
FTL720DOBER LA E LT, Py Z7EFVEHOFHAEORERZIRT 5, B
i1k, LDA Z T, JREMERICBIT 2 FE LT — <R ZOMEHEZHS 22T 5 2
LEHBMET D, SOFMITE ST, IREIRICBWTED L) &R MYy 7 P HEP S
NTWEPERTEEDIT, IROERPERLEILIEDL I L TE DY 5
2T 2bDTHbh, ZOFMPIBRGIHRERE, GHOVATYT v 7L Ea—%iED5 L
TOHMEEHEZ R, LEWROEREZWIL ST 720D EELAT v Tk b,
F7z, FPEYIEFVEGHTAILT, LY —BRICBT 2 BN A T AR R/ME
L, 7= IOV ZBI 2N R L 2 — 2 EH T2 FihE LTORMEIVREN
52 ENREE NG, fHE2ETIE, SMIHHTLET—F EETNVICOWTHHALZD
L2, 3DODINEICHMT HEFEY v — FVIEFR S NAFEICOWT, O MYy 7 LE)
MZWSNTT 5o 83 FTTIE, FSEERNEMICHZ 42D My 71220 T, ZD T
Yy 72 X RTUMESIHLAROHIT 2, H4TETIE, AROFLOE LTREER
FUZOWTHhR 5,
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2. ®EFTIVESR

2.1 7%

KRB BWTC, JNHFICHET 2 30T vy —F V2 5L L Lz, 2003 4FE0 5
2023 4ED 20 4EMIT, [Journal of Advertisingl, [International Journal of Advertising],
[Journal of Interactive Advertising] \ZHIREINT=T TA NI 7 VOT—=5E2NE L. Z
NH3D0DTY ¥ —FVIIAENRICFHEL TB Y, REOHR, HWEETE), 7Y VAT
4 TIZHET 2 REMmMDMIEV RSN TS, ILEFHICH L LYy —F V2R ET S S
ET, MOGFICHARTEDELS, EMWEZAREZEONL ZERHFEINL, ZhH5DY
Y —F IS NZZWED 1796 DL DT 7 A MF7 7 bTF—4 2fEdiz. oK, F ¥
TA Y ETIWETELRDP 72T TALNT 7 PEBEVWT WS, T7ANIZ FTF—8DTF A
MRILELE LT, /A XL LTHNE A My 77— Falby, KXFEONCTER, Rk
FOHIBEZFEIT Lz 2612, HEEoHRELZHIRL, BBt +s2273I 7 (Kao &
Poteet, 2007) »47oTWb, TF A M F— ¥ O T2, Bag of Words (BoW) Zfii
M L7z BoW i3, XEZHFHEOESGE LT, HFEOMBUHEZ X — 2 1230H % o
J5. SOETNVIE, XENOHFEOIHT L XIRIEEZEELET, KBS EOBREHN T 25
WHEREZRTHELDTHS, 2O BOW IZHD & LEHGEITH (Document-Term Matrix:
DTM) ZPEB L7z —HMORIEICIZ7 U —OfaH#TFo7a 753 v 75iER T tm
RNy =Y EMHLTW5,

2.2 LDAILELB NEYIETIV

My Z7EFNVER, XHIHGINDIHEPLZOFICETINAIBENLR N Yy 72 G
) ZRETLEOOTHETH L, COBO Ny 7 Eid, CEICEThINFEEGZ L E
IZL72 7 RVOERE VARG, LDA Tld, XHIIEBDO Iy 7DRETHLLEEZ D,
KT, Py 2 EFVORTHEBEWREFTNVE SND LDA 2 W THN 21T - 720

KT TANT 2 bd, D)L, FEY ZO5A 0, G2 OND. D0 %INT A —
T aDT4) 7 LK) RS LT T72, H My 2 kA, K) 12X, HED
G O BN, NTRA=F BDOT 1) 7 LHARICHED £ T 5

0, ~ Dirichlet(a)
@, ~ Dirichlet(B)

T77AL5 7 bdDul, -, N) FHOWER ws, L, TOMEY 7% 24 8T 50 T7
ANT 7 MdIZIE, MY 7O 0\ H > THHEE wa O N E v 7 24 DHEFEITRITH
o NEY T 24 1%, T RX—=F Oy DEHGAINE) &F 5o F72, HEkwn X, /X7 X —
Y Oy, DL & T 5o
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N K
D
Blei, et al. (2003) % b & IZEEHTEKLD
Zan ~ Multi(6,)
Wn -~ Multi(@z,m)

NS, 25N TTANSS I VMEED S Yy P OBRBESHET TANT 7 b
DIy 75O 2 HEET Do Rk I LDA OLEMEZ RT,

P, 20,61, ) = U p0,10) 1 p(0s| )d (e, | D.,)

K1IWZLDADT T T4 ANVETIVERL.

2.3 MEYIHBORE
LDA TW, &P LFHICHNS Py 7 B2 FHAICRE L TBLLENH S, AHT
¥R E7E® ldatuning 78y r— Y2 MHL, Py 7 BOTEEZITH -

My 78K OWREIZDWT, RSy 7 —I® ldatuning TiE, XFEFE4L MYy 7 HUC
DWT 4 DODEIE (Griffiths2004, CaoJuan2009, Arun2010, Deveaud2014) = FJH35 % =
LMW TE D, Griffiths2004 (Griffiths & Steyvers, 2004) 1%, FRfIFEIHHEE R (Newton &
Raftery 1994) %MW CTHE L7ZRARE T N y 27 8AGHI L, ShimX{bds X9 %
MYy 7 HERBELETHEDTHS, L L%A5 Griin and Hornik (2011) &, T HE
DOREELT, MEEDOHTHPMERKIZR A Z L 2L Twb, CaoJuan2009 (Cao, Xia,
Li, Zhang, & Tang, 2009) &, ¥ A YHEPEIZESWTME y 7 OB OFEMELNET %
HEET, ZOMEPRIBEN Ny JRERBELELETE2HDTH S, Arun2010 (Arun,
Suresh, Veni Madhavan, & Narasimha Murthy, 2010) (&, KL ¥ A NN—=Y = Y AZfEH L
ThEy 7 TLOHGEMI L LHET LD Ny 7 5 MOMOERZFHIL, hriboLd
NNEVHDERELR MY 7HETHHDTH S, Deveaud2014 1k, 220D M v 7B
LHFEGA DO KL ¥4 N—=T x v A% KD, TORYB:) FEHRRALT D MYy 7 %2 il
EFTHLDTHL, TOHFTY, CaoJuan2009 D i K & Deveaud2014 D i/MEIZ X % b
Yy 7 BOUEBIIENES TH A Z Eh b (R3H FIE NN PR M FGEBORRT 2T,
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2 MY 7 EBEZLE TR OFMIGET O
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2022), CO2O0EEZMHL CiiliZe Py 7 5k 24 1IZP5E L7 (X2),

2.4 LDAIZLB MEY I DIME

My Z7EF NI, R SiED topicmodels 78y 77—V il L, Gibbs sampling 12 & -
THEZTIo 2T, ARTHHT S LDADNAINN—8F XA —F a (FLT7) 1220
TEKT A, LDATIE, H£T77ALS 27 b MYy Z5MIETF 4 Y 7 LA X o THIE
SN, 2l ZZDT 1) 7 L ORNMERE EHKT Do aDV/NSWIE, TTANT 7 ME
WRoENAEDO N Ey ZIZHERL, BIZTVT 7 RKREWEERIET 7 A NI 27 DHIELW
My ZICHEDTSND X )12k % (Blei et al, 2003)s ZOWHEZEZEL, AfTlda
DT 7+ NV MEL ) S RELSEETHIET, TTALNITZ M HEL DNy 7 ICHH
THEIITHF LT D, T, AROLHI, HLREDTHFOEMY v —F L 255
&L, MR ZIRL S HAET AMECBCTHY L BETH L EEZ bND, KESEIE
MG T =R T TU—FREENL 0, ELEPLLO My 7 IHESITOL L
T, X DIRHEAIEHEEE A N—TE B X )Tk 5D,
REHEIWMTREENZ24 L 0) Py 7 BZHHLTLDA #FE4TL, HELOHDS
NIZEPEY 7 EINLDME Yy 72 XK KT EEIONLHFERZE]L, £ MYy ZITBIT
B EMI0MGEZKBICR LTz, /2, T7ANTZ MIBUIBK Ny 2 0EEGERT y
(Fr=) T, MYy 7 2kd ICETUHELFEL, L1007 T7AMF 7 M &
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£1 £MEvr7OF—7—F2)

topic words topic words
Topic 1  brand endors celebr luxuri effect Topic 13 intent purchas persuas influenc disclosur
Topic 2 market communic strategi integr firm Topic 14 advertis promot sale industri time
Topic 3  advertis gender humor women portray | Topic 15 content media advertis mobil digit
Topic 4 versus benefit attract effect psycholog Topic 16 measur research construct studi multipl
Topic 5 cultur consum countri advertis global Topic 17 visual process metaphor cue element
Topic 6 messag appeal individu frame effect Topic 18 research advertis articl futur review
Topic 7 advertis children food age target Topic 19 product consum claim type green
Topic 8 effect moder high involv attitud Topic 20 onlin interact web site internet
Topic 9  social influenc media engag post Topic 21 placement game commerci recal televis
Topic 10 creativ advertis agenc work inform Topic 22 develop research theori framework conceptu
Topic 11 negat cognit affect emot posit Topic 23 consum person percept perceiv concern

Topic 12 model sponsor sponsorship factor attitud | Topic 24 advertis effect memori attent recognit

B4R Lz SSTHASNG v, ELHFEIBITE MY 2542 RT/NT A= ThHh
), LDA OZGHRICL > THRON LD TH B, BAMIZIE, vy DEIKEVT TR L
T2 MIE, TOTTANTZ "DUFED FE v ZIWZHMHELTWL I EEZ/RLTWA,
L7ehoT, yOEEEIIL, FIEY 72 IRETETTAMNI 7 MeBEE L, HitnT,
FHXBICEETND Yy J ORERGA (0) &b LI, &MYy 7 OREELE 5T L7,
ﬁ%%mu,%iﬁ@%ﬁﬁugd%,%ﬁﬂ@bty7%$®¥ﬁ%%mLtoH5K
UMWDY 7 TEORIEBALZREA L7, COMBEMEETLE, P71 MY
vy 74, PEv 279, bYvZ137T2003EHD 2023 FEOMICEMARSNL, —FT, b
vy 2710 My 7 14, ME v Z 20 D5 EINICH 5.

3. 1B b EY T QR &R

2003 4EA 5 2023 4EIZANT T, FEED FE v 7 OBFEABEE IS L TWAH 2 E AR X
N7zo LDAWK LD NE Yy 7 ETFTVGHORE, v HIHWLIICIFERT 52 & T, BAEW
BT =R HIEE WS T LI ENTE D, REITIE, FFI y HASE D> 72 3Rk
DT TANT 7 ML, FMEY 7 ORBETINT 5,

3.1 FEYIZ1[RLTUFA - IVR=AXNETTU K]

IHTOFER, FY w2 15 51%, brand, endors, celebr, luxuri, effect 72 EDF — 7 — A%
s, ¥LTYTF 4 - TV RF=ZARX Y DT T Y FEHMIC RIZTTHESTLTHL I L
BN R 572 EHIT, yHOBWT 7A NI 7 M5, HEHEOLHENERR L L
TVTA - TV R—ARXA Y IO RT T4 ThBL o L ER MR TE . AEiTIE
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F—T—FEyfEOEP 7230 E D LI, PEY 7 1 E2RBHOITA 3207 —<%2ibR5,
B2, 79 Ny F—%—0BRMED D %, Tian, Tao, Hong & Tsai (2022) 1,
ﬁ%km;élyF—xxybk:-77>?4y7&w520®&%%mﬁb,%ﬂ%h
DT TR—=FNT T FREHMRT 7Y FEBEILHGZLEEZNLNPIIL TS, 72,
Bang, Choi, Baek, Do Oh & Kim (2021) X, =¥ F—H%—& 75 ROMAGHE TR
RHTECL S THBED T T v FiHMEAED X ) IZBLT L0200 LTEBY, Hilox >y
F—H—% T 256 L HBOTY F—Y— 2 HT2HETHRPR R LI EERLT
W5, Tian et al. (2022) 2 23HIE, TORRE—HLTBY, =y F—H—-LT5>

—H}DT T ¥ Vi 5ié%§@%§§i§’ﬁbf“éo — 7 C, Breberina, Shukla &
Rosendo-Rios (2022) 1%, TO—FESAHFICL > TED LI ITHN L NITHERNE ST,
LY F—H—DBEPPIZ) AT OBRRERYHLDERLTED, 27T 4 72RO
VAZZHBRHLTVWDEEVZDESL) TV F=HDT TV FIZHZWENIRENT LH
L, TV F=HIZHETLY)AZEHROEEREICOVTHREIN TS, /2, =V F—¥%
LTIV RO—FRBEWLETTERL, TV F—HLHBELOHPELEETHLZ L%
Aw and Labrecque (2023) 2RLTW5,

B, BB E TS Y FEHliasd 4. Tian et al. (2022) = Breberina et al. (2022)
DML, T F—H—OHENILEHREN LA X =V T 7 Y FIZEgL, 77 v N
SN R BB E 525 L 2FIEL TV D, TUHOM%EIE, ¥LT7 )74 - =V F—
A XY MZBITSH [ERO§ERE (trait transference) (Bergkvist, 2017) | 25HEH DO T 5 ~

T 2BEREEZ DI ELAT B ERL TS, $72, TV F—%—0HMK%
W77 FOBHEEZBEOLERNELRLZ L HHLNITENTW S, Bergkvist, Hjalmar-
son & Migi (2016) &, HEMEoOBVWZ Y F—=H—2EHAITL LT, 75 FIIHT 5
HEEOFBHEWBILSNE I L EZRL, TV F—HOHEMEOEEEZHIAL TV b,
Bergkvist et al. (2016) DOF%EX, =¥ F—HDOHEMUENT 5 ¥ FAOEEMEZ N &85
CLERLTBY, McCracken (1989) @ [EIROERE] ZEMFIT LR L o TV 5,
F 72, Bergkvist (2017) &, =¥ F—=%—DRMU»NT 5 ¥ FX=VF 1) 57 4 ORI EE
BRI T IERBRML, 2FD, T F—HDA X =VIL, HEEVPZEDOT TV
K U CHROBRBRRIEE IS S N, Th3T T ¥ FA A=V OREICEEMICHED DT
H5bo

B, HEBEZOLDHNERNANOKEDDH S, Escalas & Bettman (2017) OFFE T,
HHERAPHCEBO—RELTEL T ) 74 2l U727 7~ FEREAT ) BDHR ST
Who R, REEERSHVHEEL, YL TV TAOLA=VESEIILT, ALDTA
TUYTATA ML, HAENEOLV) ZMLTL2TFRELTT I ¥ FE#EHT 5, [k
2, Dwivedi, Johnson, & McDonald (2016) &, &L 7V 541 OEHEEIHEEEE TSV F
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ORFREEZRILL, BORILE T TV FLOOLM ) PNHEAITENIRE e EE2 5252
LERLTWD, F72, Aw & Labrecque (2023) &, WHEEFT Y F—HIZxF L TH-o/8
V=Y ¥ VRBRED, 7T FICHTAEHR A VYV T A 2RO ENE LB L%
RLTWD, NTY = v VR EIE, HEEPEL 7Y 74183 LTI L 2808
EREE RO ETH Y, ZORENEORD) 2RVITE, HWEREEIZOLLTY T
A ZBLTT I FIZOHBWEBHARC LI E S, TOL) REHENREOLEE, 79
YRUAYNT 4 2w, BEHEREBILT A2 THEELSH S5 LM TS,

VLT T A - LY F=RAR Y IHPT TV Nl 5 2 258 80E, SEOHE» O M S
NTWb, IS, T F—%L 77 FO—3&k HEALOEEWEOLNY, S6I2iF
NGV =T 2 VIR T T v FaA Y LT 4 REEHERICKRE SEEEG 2 5 2 LARES
nNTwnb,

3.2 MY 4 [FrUTaLEEHEEDE]

SHTORER, PY v 7 45 51%, versus, benefit, attract, effect, psycholog 7 &D ¥ —17
— Pl E N TS, COF—T—FE yHOEBWTTANT 7 bHL, Fx) 74 8E
BB LB NEY 7 4DTF—< o TWAZ Wb o, AHiTIH, F—7— Nk
YEOE D2 LHkED &2, PEY 2 42T 54007 —< & ikN5,

B2, Ay b=V LEMNEROBBRYED 2. LA v =V PFEMNERICE 2 5 B8,
ZL OMET—HLTRENTWS, Kim (2014) 1&, A7 € — VA REH2 2, FIC
7 E— ek 2 RET 5 2 & 2P 5212 L7z, [EEIZ, Moran and Bagehi (2019)
&, ARSI L2 X v b= U ERE RO, EROFIREEHT A v Y
DOREDPHBI N E R L7z SNOHOMZEIR, A vt =YD T L —3 ¥ 75178
CHEERBEHIZ RS I ERL, FICHBEAOBEIIN T2 7 E— L ARWERE 525 2
EDbrb, 512, Jin, Kim, Suh, Sheehan & Meeds (2021) (&, HCOHIEAH:E L 7=
B LT, HOFREZHWAT LA v = VPR RENTHLILEZRLTEBY, HEZED
GDHIRBIIE L TA Yy b= V2T 2LUNH 5 2 LR L TV 5,

BT, BAMLE Al DA% 5, Beak, Bakpayev, Yoon and Kim (2021) 1%, # A1k
ENTAI =TV PN EICH L TR T4 T B2 5252 2R LTBY, §
WAL EZ RS &, DHIEHESHE D, FHEAPS T LWL TS, AL
(Anthropomorphism) 29 2781, AlZ—Y 2 hRIXF X527 7 —DAMS L X5
T L OO 2D, FNEREEDLIEERLTWA, —7, Arango, Singara-
ju and Niininen (2023) TlX, AIICX o THEREINI T NS —DBENHICAN T 1 ThiE
BrH 25 EAURENTEY, HEENAIERI VT Y% ED L) ICHET L00%
NEMCEEL» B Z2EELRBEXETHLZ EEMHEIN TS, Ahn, Kim and Sung
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(2021) 1%, AL 2SS 2B OA ML, AL OBMMEO FEA VLW H & 0.0 HLY HiiE
IHAET B2 2R LTBY, BMEPHFRLEOMRE & LRz R L7z,

BT, HEFEOLHNIREDND 2. HEEOLIHWIREFEMITENCS 2 5080%, #
BoMET—HLTHEMBSNTEY, Jin et al. (2021) &, HOHMPMET LAHEESH
CHEE 7 E—iZx LT X DRI RIS T 5 2 & 2R L T b ZHUEH OIS
HEOWTBY, HEZOLHREPFNERICKRE REELH525Z 2R LTS, £
7z, Verlegh, Bernritter, Gruber, Schartman and Sotgiu (2021) (&, 29 F# TOARLERP
I b VORRZELTOLAHAZTIIHLT, 77 ¥ P [N > o —vi]
ELTHRET A2 LT, HBEEODEHERAZENTELE L, ZHICLY, LA
BREEEE G2 5 A v = U HPEFEMTENCG 2 2P ER SN TW 5,

HEIIZ, TNA ZADRENDH L, Chung and Hair (2021) &, E54 VFNA AHTHE:
HORTEEASE, FNERBETIELZEE2RLTEY, 754 20 BB HA
TN % 5.2 2 REVED D 5 2 L, BNA VT INA AHSD 72 5 T HLY 7 Bk K S 254+
TENCE A2 5.2 52 & bR L 72. Edwards, Lee and Ferle (2009) ®OmFZETi, W
B - DR R RS ¥ T A4 Y TOMBEITENEE R 525 EAURINTBY, Ihp
FAATENC D B 52 WD D 5,

Fr V)T AIREIBITE Ay =V, ML, HEBZOLOHIRE ZLTTFNS A0
RCBDS, FATENCN L ORISR 525 2SNk olze TYINTINA AD
HALIZE, TN ZDBERHA RS FHERICG 2 2B WA TE LV, SHROM
ZETIE, AL R 734 A DAL & 312, B EATENR T 2 MBI 2 R 72 7 X v
=T Y TRIEDRFED RO STV 5,

3.3 MY TAVTINIIY——TT1 2T EHEETE]

IHTORER, PE w7 9Hh 51, social, influenc, media, engag, post 72 EDF —17 — FH
I TVE, ZOF—T=FLyHOBWT TALZ7 M b, £ YTV —<—
T4 v T EHBBITHN Ny 2 90T —< Lo TWA I ENbh ol REITIE, F
—J— ey liOEPo 2 XME L LI, FEY 2 IFEHOTE 30T —< &R,

B, A Y TINI = L HBHEOMREDD B0 % OWIENA ¥ 7V H— Ll
BHEEOMMRMEICERELTEY, ThOOWEDRFIZTIC [/37 v — 3 v VR BRIE] %
(B8] (2 %o Yuan and Lou (2020) AVR9 & 912, BEEIHEZ LA v 7V U
—OBFREEBAL, HEEPHEMICHLTLYEVELEI LX) I1C% %, Tsai and
Men (2013) &, SNS LD 75 Y FR=VIIBIFLZYTF—=I RV MH, £ VT VT ¥
—OBERE ST =Ty VBRIV IZE 5> THILI NG Z L ER LTS, HFRI,
Shoenberger and Kim (2023) 1%, £ ¥ 7V o % —OEHEME L SRS HEE Z/HRIZH 2 5
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WEEMGELTEB Y, EEHESHELTOWEBERICERN L EBL 5252 2RL TV,
INLOMEIL, A VIV —OREEIET 3L, HEZOBETHIRESNS
EV ) IR REEEMN T B, £ A VIV YH =T 5 FEOBREDSTNEED
TG 2 BB L HETH %, Hayes, Shan & King (2020) X, 75 v Foms 4 v 7
VIV — DRSS, VI VIEEDO Y 2 T ED X )T 2 hEREL, 7
SUYRARAYIDORI T4 TER V2T EREEDDLZ LRI LI,

B, V=YX NATATOREEBD L, A VINZ VY — =T T4 Y TIEV -
XYV AF 4T ETRBICEELTBY, IRH5DT5Y M7+ —20HENED X ) ICHE
FEOTE RIS 29 % MHT 5 2 L 3IEWICEETH S, Araujo, Neijens, and Vliegen-
thart (2017) &, Twitter IZB B EHILHDO A h = A 2% FEL, BEHOH D1 —F—
A7V vi—) RERTT = —23eWOM OFLFICEE 2 # %2 -T2 L2 WS
ML TWw5b, F72, Fang Tang Li and Wu (2018) &, SNS L ToRE#HILEIZB T,
Z— W — DU LR E D e WOM OFRMARLIATEICED L I IMEHT 20 E2HAL C
Wk, EITY =YX VAT A TIIBIT L eWOM I E W) BEITONWT, ZOREKNEH
LI LTWA, 512, Feng & Wu (2021) X, COVID-19 ® X 9 A ERRDIY —
XNVAFLTTODTITY FAy =V MBIZED L) ITHEBE2 5250 ERE L. V=1
YNVATATT Ty 74— L TOWBRFEDOEERRDD, 77 ¥ NI 282 ZL S
H, INEORREFEDLY, KT SR TN HL I EIRENTVD, V=T ¥y
WAT A TIZBITHHEZTOLIHREL, LEA Y t—VOZRFIIHELREEZG2 L%
Abhb,

B, A VIV oY — =TT A VTR D, A VTN — =TT
47, BRLEmERZT TR, ZHRAENRPURTIHEH SN TwS, 72 21E, L
(2022) X, LGBTQ PRI D CSRILHIZBIT AL Y I N v —DFEZ 5L, ¥—7 v
MEWZIB U724 VI NI oS —DBEVIRERRICED L) B2 5250 E R LTz, &
512, Sung, Kim and Choi (2020) &, WEBOHCUEHRLE T IV Fev 7 4 —OBR%E R
L, SNS ECTOHOCRMDSEETHICED X ) ITEBETINEHLPIIL TS, [ ¥
TNVLZ Y= LEPNHEEOHCTA TV T4 T4 L EDIHITKHUDE, 79V FEDY
e Z LT o0 e V) BB EELRTF - ThHbL e EZONSL, F72, Grigsby and Skiba
(2022) V&, A VIV U H = EEPEBEOHCHERE 75V FEODORNN) ZHET
FTEELREEEZRZTIEEZRLTVED, TAPETOY—7 v NBICH L TENTDH
BOIFTIE RV, B, BERBIIA VI NVI =L DORD ) 2K L5 —5T, Hifh
RELKISETA VIV — DN IEH T LURErH S5, LT, £ 7L
Lo — =TT A Y TORRERRT L7201, =7y MEIZR LAy =
YITRAVTINVI Y —REDERZ RO L EPLETH L,
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AVINIVH— =TT 4 Y ZIHRDIEETFERBR, WEE L OMBHBEDD
DGRy — )V & LTHALL T bo BRIS, V=YY VAT 4 TORMER, ¥—7 v Mgl
INU72A VI NI —DOBRENRENREEATA2EELREZTH Y, BEEREHRON
B ZORRITER LT b T/, HEMEEEZRLTA V7V —0&ED, H
BB L OFEMRE LI LRI TE 200 &MY L e o7z, SHOMEE LT, HEH
DLHIRERHENE R/ TS ¥ FEDOBRIEICED LI ITHETLONIONWT, €5k
APV ETHD, V=YX NVATFAT2BLIIar—vavid, 33
- =V F T4 REINTBY, RENZOEMIHIET 5720121F, HEHEDOEHR=—
ZRWFFIZIE U7 MRS R & 72 5725 9 6

3.4 MY 13 [TIORIBRDOLERREHEEITHNOZE]

SHOME, MYy 7 135 51%, intent, purchas, persuas, influenc, disclosur 7 & ®F
—T = E N TS, COF—T—FL vy HOFEWT TA NI 7 b5, [TYFL
R DILERREHBEEITHNORE ] Py 7 130T -7 LhoTWEI L bRro
7oo AT, F—T—FEryHOREPo72XED EIZ, My 7 132KHOIT530
DT =X ZHR5,

FE—12, BROBAM L HEEOEBNIBERSH L. £ DWET, 4 74 TILER
AYTNVE Y —REIEBTLHROMEZHELL, HBEEDVILEZ EO X )AL, ML
HL, BERLITEHISHKUTDITL07%0, TOMHLMA D =X LZWL,PIZL L) E LTV,
R, HBEHEDILEOFGEN 28T 2 [HAAR] ITERPYTOR TS, Bl
Van Reijmersdal, Brussee, Evans and Wojdynski (2023) % Becket, Koch, Viererbl and
Schulz-Knappe (2021) &, JA&EB/RANEE G ORMSMEZ G L, Z2A7 T » FEFl
REEERIZG 2 B IERAOREEZ/RL TWwh, Van Reijmersdal et al. (2023) 1%, &4 7
4 TIEEOBRY, IhEOBAEZED, 79V FICHTLIRY T4 TRBEX R T 5 —
HT, HBRAREIEELS ¢S L CTHERREMAD IS _HOMRLFFOI L EZRLT
W5, ABkIZ, Beckert et al. (2021) dF/RASHBHM#MEZB L TRZLHRE 6T L
EEILTBY, REDOFRFENERELZERTHL I LEMHRL TV 5, LSRRI E
FHOHBAGRZIGELL, ZhA37 T v FEMiliRBEERIZE 2 5 EO 082 R L Tw
5o F72, Kim (2022) &, BHEA VI VT U —DRADHRIIST V=V 2 VA V55
7 varE@ELT, HEFEOHMABLTHEXICED L) ITHE LG R 202 5N
TWwa,

B, IRHEICBIAH TR LREND D, TV NB ORI, AL T4 T
WA Y INZ == T4 7, ANOERRE, F7eRIEETENESL, 20
AR HEICE T ATRENEAIATbN T WD, 1 T4 TIEEHIZOWT, Van Reijmers-
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dal et al. (2023) % Krouwer, Poels and Paulussen (2017) 1%, &4 71 TIhHIZBIT B4
HIROFEMRE 77 ¥ FEORDVTHES OBIRAGRR LS5 2 2B 2 MGEL TW b,
¥ 72, Gong and Holiday (2023) % Evans, Phua, Lim and Jun (2017) 1%, 4 ¥ 7V %
—R=T T4 Y TIBILHERERD S A IV TRNED, HEHORBRPLEEICS X5
BERPA L7z, 2512, Ahn, Cho, and Tsai (2022) (Z)IAHICHIT 2 Al DIEFHICERZ Y
T, Al PHERL7ZCCLA ¥ 7 NVIyH—DFfF AN = A L%, BRMELHARNTLE X
DB H LTV 5,

BT, MR EERE L XRNDBE DD %0 EROEFEFRLRANIZTF TR, %
REDOALWE REFHOWHBHE LR L, ZREHEER TR L L72IREZESEmL Tw2
LWz b, T, IREDRIR S NG RCIRIDS, IRERRICT 2 BB OWTHIEAD
#$£3F 5> Twb, #l 21X, Vanwesenbeeck, Walrave and Ponnet (2016, 2017) <% Evans
(2014) &, THPIREZEDOI)IZHML, RELEZTL200, POXT47 - V7T I
—HEBERLT LI TLBELREZEZEB LAV OME L TWw5b, $72, Agarwala, Mishra
and Singh (2021) &, & ¥ o —#HOFERWNT A I VANHEZDO T 7 » Nl H Bk

252 % 8% LB 72 TR A S 5907 L T\ b Farias (2017) 1, F V12813 % SNS @
T I 5.2 52BN %2 b2 A SME L7z 2 512, Feng and Wu (2021) &,
COVID-19 78> 73 v 7 L W) W T THBEDZIT DT 7 ¥ FERANO UG- 2 % 8
ZWLMIL TV,

MYy 7 13 TIRIAEF/ROZERME & FEMEOG ALY, HEFEOWMEERSL 7TV F
SN G 2 2 BB L BN » OB TH 5 Z E PRI Nz T2, FTLVIRETERCLHE
HRICBT BIHBEBRIIT T HEED, EEORRE RO L72OICERZ R ZHERILT
WLIZENFHLPIZR o TWD, SHROWNETIE, KEOMREERY =7y MLk
FHREIZHT 5 L) BRI OonT, E5RBEMROONE7259,

2003 4EA> 5 2023 EIHIMMEM D BH B My 2 E BT A L, FREROME Y 2520
20 MBI BHERY =T T4 YV IVREOZALEERSHEL TWDL T LD R 5, FFIZ
FEYZ91d, V34 VBRERY =YX VAT TOMAELERIZESTHRELIZA VT
VI H——=FrT74 Y TICHTHLDOTHY, TV F—H =L LTA YTV Y —1%
COEHZFEDTVEL I EIRBEND, T2, THICED, fEROELLTY T 4 HHLT
HoleL Yy F=H—DOMEPIRLIZEEZONSLEALH, Ty 7 4R MYy 7 1314,
R—=7 T4 YT OMKRNEN EFERICERL T D, EHICL2FMITAORE 2L TS
BB IS LR SE~O B0, BIEOMEBRASZ L L, W E#» ST -7
HAHETE2E0EVZ LD
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AIFFE T, IWEGHICBITEYATYT A v 7 L2 —%11) 0O TE#af e LT,
LDA XDV by 7 EFVEIGH L, TEOILEMROBINZ 5T LIz, AFETI,
AERDORE L BRI DOWCTHIT 5,

ARICBIF BB 208 5N 5B, E—I2, REHEOBIMOAKGE 2L L2 &
BdHbHo LDA #fH LT, JKEMEOFTR Ny 7 L ZORBEMENEZTHLL 22 L1
D, YATITA Y7 L¥a—IIBI}% RQ OBREICHKVOMGEHRERMTEL VR X
Jo BT, IREGTBHIZBOWTHINMEAMICH L FE Yy 72 HLNII L2 ERBIT o5,
ARROTENS, 420 Py 7 HPUTAERMMMEINICH 5 2 PRI N, ThZho b Y
v 7 % X RTINS, TONBEEZWHLNIITELZILIZEY, SBOIVATIT A v
LEa—lBUILEEERAIDIHIDOEEZ LN,

L LA 5, ARIZIEWOPORRSIRHSINLD, B2, SHIORRIME ORE
WHEAEL TR B 2 eI END . GOMRIL, ANIT—5 L8F X —FREIHEAFEL T
BY, BT by 7ROERICL > TREDERIEONL MDD %,
L723o T, AEOKRIEIH ETHMNLZDIOTHY, SHOPETIIS HILH AT
— ¥ RN ANDLEDND L, HIZ, GHBPLMOT TANT 7 FOAEFZEL TS
HED Do KOG, WLXDOTTANT 7 hORIZED T b 2720, KHIEOFE
M7 R R ORI T S TR WITREM DS 50 5RO TIE, 7 VT *
ANF=2 %GO ) AW RGP LEL R D725 9. B2, ERPUREZ 4511248
BTETVWRWIENBITONS, MYy 7 EFVIL, XHEICSINLHEILZOHIIE
FNLWEML Py 7 2BAT 200N TFETHY, COKDO Ny 7 L1, #
WKEEINLIHBEELSZLLICLAETIRNVOBKRGVYPHEL b, 2F ), LEIFED [E
K] IZOWTEEEN TRV, Z07:0, 5HRIEF—7— FRZOIED S LEIFHFOE
HWICEHT 2 0ESD 5,

COL)BRAZEFHL LSS, AETIILDAICL S Py 72 EF NV E W) T2
W, 2003 4ED S 2023 AEE CTOEREY v —F VISR ENIROT TANT 7 FVF—4 %
GHT B2 LT, RO Z FBN D ORRITIR L7z SOFITICE Y, EEDIL
BREDRFED T —<IER L, =7 714 v RSN ENICB T 2 EERZbE L
TWBIEPHLNI RSz, THIZED, REFHOSHROMIEIN T 568 2124t %
DOLRD, RRIIARRLDIDTH-72 R b,

P
1) Blei, et al. (2003) Tl& non-smoothed LDA ® 275 7 4 v 7 SFIREN TV B, AFTIIE
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IE %47V, Smoothed LDADZ 57 4 v 7 #HIML Twb, % { ®»LDA TIE, Smoothed
LDA 25 BHEMH I NTEY, KETHINEZHHLTWE-0TH 5,
2) AFIVIBOF—T—FDD, HHROARFRL TV,
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